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Now, sir, the two things differ in this way: the 
other was, critically speaking, a private claim; 
butit was an. obligation which the Government 
had bound itself to carry ont; and the appropri- 
ation is made to carry it out. That is true in 
relation to all the provisions of this bill, where 
you pay salaries or where you carry out existing 
laws. The money goes into the pockets of spe- 
cific individuals, office holders, or contractors, i 
You might just as well say they are all private 
clauses, and are objectionable. But this is an 
amendment to carry out an express provision of 
the treaty of Washington, and this Senate has | 
twice voted unanimously, without a solitary ob- 
jection, to pass a bill to provide for this very class 
.of cases. ltisa very hard case. It is a case for 
which the parties are suffering daily, hourly, and 
I hope the Senate will be willing to put it upon | 
this bill, because it is based upon treaty stipula- | 
tions. Your treaty provided in just so many | 
words that the settlers upon those lands should |} 
have their titles quieted to them. The supreme 
court of Maine have decided that the treaty has 
taken the lands away from them. The Supreme 
Court of the United States have decided precisely | 
that, and they arc without any title. There isa | 
guarantee of the General Government inthe treaty | 
that they shall have their titles quieted. This | 
Senate sent its own agent down to the very 
ground for the purpose of examining and taking 
evidence, and he came back here and made his 
report. You, Mr. President, (Mr. Iverson in |} 
the chair,| understand all about this bill from | 
first to last, 1 think you originated the measure | 
to send our agent there for the purpose of inves- | 
tigating this matter. He came back and reported 
to the Senate, and the Senate have twice approved 
it. Now, sir, I say this amendment is to carry 
out treaty stipulations, and I hope it will be done. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. President, I am somewhat 
familiar with this subject, having looked into the | 
papers; but if it is discussed, I feel very little in- | 
clined to go into it to-night. Iregardit as entirely 
a private claim; and the amendment reported now 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, 1 will inform 
Senators, is nothing more than a private bill | 
which passed this body, and went to the ITouse of į 
Representatives. There the matter was investi- 
gated, and two reports made, a majority and a 
minority report—four members in the minority. 

When this matter was before the Committee on |; 
Claims before, the Senator from Maine has said, 
there was no opposition to it here. I had not an 
opportunity of examining it fully, and I confess | 
that the matter passed through, as large as it was, | 
(for it proposes to appropriate some fifty-seven | 
thousand dollars, ) without objection on my part. I; 
was rather disposed to waive it. [had some ob- 
jection to it, but I was induced to waive it by other 
gentlemen on the committee insisting that it was 
all right, Subsequent investigation has satisfied 
me that itis not right. I do not agree with the 
Senator from Maine that these claims are within 
the treaty, and that this Government is bound to 
pay them. I think they should look for their re- 
dress to the States of Maine and Massachusetts, 
who have received money for those land—$300,060 
—under the treaty. But Iam ot disposed to go 
into that matter now., 1 can go into it at the proper 
time, or now, if it is insisted on. 

I will say further, that upwards of $40,000 of 
this claim has no more to do with the treaty com- 
monly called the Ashburton treaty, or the treaty 
of Washington, than I have todo with it. Jt was 
for timber cut off the land long before that treaty 
was made, and which they are seeking now to 
get out of the Government of the United States. 
it was for timber cut off the land upon two grants, 
one called the Eaton and the other the Plymouth 
grant, made by Massachusetts, which was cut | 
of as carly as 1832, and from that time up to | 
1838, during the time this dispute was going on, 
long before the treaty was made; and there is 
nothing in the treaty providing for the payment 
of those damages. I say $40,000 of the claim is 
for that damage what is called the stumpage o 
those lands. {tis purely of a private character. 
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The parties came here. Here is their bill, No. 
19]. It went before the Committee on Claims. 
The committee reported it; the Senate passed it. 
It went to the House, and they have got into a 
difficulty there, and now they seek to tack iton 
an appropriation bill. Now, if this point of order, 
which I think ought to be sustained, should: be 
overruled, and the matter should come before the 
Senate, I should have something to say about it, 
if Senators desire to hear anything about it; but 
I think we had better adjourn. I therefore move ! 
that the Senate adjourn. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Sénate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 11, 1860. 
The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 


| by Rev. J. L. Exrrorr. | 


MESSAGH FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Parren, one of their Clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed the Army 
appropriation bill, with sundry amendments, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 
the House. 

Also, that the Senate had ordered the printing 
of divers documents. 

Also, that the President had notified the Senate 
that he had approved and signed sundry bills 
originating in that body. 

READING OF THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of Saturday was then read and 
approved. 

APPOINTMENTS ON COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Brarr, of Mis- 
souri, a member of the Commitice on Public 
Lands, in place of Mr. Barret. 

The SPEAKER alsoappointed Messrs. Grow, 
Reacan, and Wasupurne of Illinois, a commit- 
tee of conference on the part of the House, on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the Post Office deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

ENROLLED BILL, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (H. 
R. No. 523) extending the charter incorporating 


the German Benevolent Society of Washington || 


l 
| 


| 


city, in the District of Columbia, approved July 
27, 1842; when the Speaker signed the same. 


REPORT OF SMITIISONIAN INSTITUTION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- 


nual report on the operations, expenditures, and 
condition of the Smithsonian Institution for the 
year 1859; which was laid upon the table, and ; 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANTON submitted the following reso- | 
lution; which was referred, under the rule, to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Resolved, That there be printed five thousand extra copies 
of the report of the Smithsonian Institution for 1859; three 
thousand for the use of the House, and two thousand for 
the use of said Institution. 


of business. 
BENJAMIN SAYRE, 


The SPEAKER stated the regular order of 
business to be the motion submitted, on Monday 
last, by Mr. Pertir, to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of discharging the Committee of the 
Whale House from the further consideration of 
a bill (H. R. No. 499) for the relief of Benjamin 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order {i 


i 


{ 


F 


i 
| 
| 
t 


| 
| 


Sayre. . 
The question was taken, and the rules were 


Mr. PETTIT. 
tion on the bill, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


I demand the previous ques- 


The bill was then ordered to ve engrossed, and | 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


i 


fe 

> en H 

suspended, (two thirds voting in favor thereof.) i 
i 


i 


i gentleman may have to ask. 


Mr. PETTIT moved to reconsider the yote 
which. the bill was passed; and also moved t 
the motion to reconsider upon the tables: 

The latter motion was agreed to, ; 

: “ORDER. OF BUSINESS..: | 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of fae 

tating business during this week 
tion the following resolution: 


Resolved, That for the present week, during the hour 
immediately succeeding the reading of the Journal it shalt 
not be in order to call up a:motion to reconsider, or to en- 
tertain a. motion to suspend the- rules, except with :refer- 
ence to a general appropriation bills and it shall De the 
regular order of business during: thé. said “hour, for the 
Speaker to continue the regular call of conimitteed for 
reports until completed, after which, aud during said motne 
ing hour, the committees shall be -called for reports for 
commitment and printing only, and without debate. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM.: | I object to that 
resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
rules. en 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Is it in order te. 
move a suspension of the rules. during the morn- 
„ing hour on Monday? a ; ; 

The SPEAKER... The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Isit not precluded. 
under the new rule? s es 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair thinks not. ‘The 
rule permitting motions to suspend the rules with- 
in the last ten days of. the session, the Chair 
thinks, covers the right. ae ; 

Mr. BRANCH. [hope there will be no ob- 
jection, provided we are ‘allowed to have ten er 
fiftcen minutes, to ascertain preciscly what will 
be the effect of the resolution. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution, it seems to. 
me, is so plain that no discussion can be necessary. 
in order to understand it. It is simply to allow 
the regular call of committces to go on during the 
morning hour without being subject to interrap- 
tions by motions to suspend the rules: > ” 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The effect willbe’ 
to defeat the necessary business of the House, so 
near the close of the session. Sgt 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope I shall be permitted, 
to ask a Single question .of the chairman of the, 
Committee of Ways and Means. Ma hte ds i 

Mr. SHERMAN. | Let the rules be, first s 
pended, and then I. will answer any question thi 


by 


jli- 
, Loffer fór adi pe 


I move to suspend the 


The question was taken; and the rules wére 
suspended, (two thirds having voted therefor,) and 
the resolution introduced for consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will now answer any ques- 
tion the gentleman may have to ask. . 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 desire to make an inquiry 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. It appears to me that we. have as much 
business cut out as it is possible to act upon in 
the only remaining week we have left of the pres- 
ent session; and I sce no object gentlemen ‘can 
attain by the adoption of this resolution, except. 


į that it may enable the committee on the Pacific 


railroad to bring that subject.again before the 
House. Now, lask gentlemen if they are will- 
ing, after this subject has opce been before the. 
House, and has been elaborately discussed, and 
after they have hada fair chance, whether the 
are willing that the last week of the session shall 
be taken up with this matter again. I presume 
every gentleman will concur with mein the opin- 
ion that we have as much business before us as, 
we can dispose of; and I hope the resolution will 
be voted down. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina that.this resolution is not 
introduced for the purpose of covering the Pacific 
railroad subject specially, or any other subject 
specially. But, sir, there are several of the stand- 
ing committees of the House that have not been 
reached in the. regular call of the committees at 
all during the present session. The object of this 
resolution is to give those committees which have 
not been called an opportunity of making their 
reports: The resolution gives the appropriation 
bills preference, so that they can be disposed of 
before the last night of the session, If gentlemen 
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will ġo. into committee to-day, and will sit here 
until ten or eleven’ o'clock, after a reasonable re- 
cess, [think we can dispose of every one of them 
to-night. Then, afterthe morning hour, it will be 
in order to suspend the rules, as usual, within the 
last ten days of the session. I call for the pre- 
vious question on the resolution. 

Mr: BRANCH. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio whether the select committee 
on the Pacific railroad will not be reached in this 


call? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I presume so; I understand 
it has not been called during the present session. 

Mr. BRANCH. [Í ask the gentleman how the 
appropriation bills will have priority under that 
resolution any more than they have now? 

Mr, SHERMAN, For the reason that now 
the member who has charge of the appropriation 
bills has to struggle for the floor in opposition to 
fifty or a hundred gentlemen who are struggling 
for the floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman knows very 
well that the Committee of Ways and Mcans are 
entitled to the floor, by common practice, whenever 
they desire.. ‘There is certainly nothing in this 
point which the gentleman makes. 

Mr. STANTON, (think the committees ought 
to be called once during the session, and I hope the 
resolution will be adopted. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. BRANCH. lI call forthe yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr, BRANCH. I call for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. BRANCH. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the mo- 
tion by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now call for the execution 
of the order of the House. 


CALIFORNIA PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. SCOTT. Idesire to ask the House to 
allow me to have a Senate bill taken up and re- 
ferred to a committee. Itis Senate bill No. 168, 
to amend an act entitled “An act to settle private 
land claims in the State of California,” approved 
March 3, 1851. I ask that the bill be taken up 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be considered as read a first and second 
time, and so referred. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. T object. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the gentleman will not 


object. 
Mr. LARRABEE, The bill ought to go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, if it is referred at all. 
There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 


PATENT RIGHTS. 


Mr. NIBLACK. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Patents to report back Senate bill No. 
18,in addition to * An act to promote the progress 
of the useful arts,” with an amendment. Ifitbe 
in order under the order of the House just made, 
I ask that the bill be now put on its passage. 

Mr, SHERMAN. This is the first call of com- 
mittees for reports, and I think that it is in order 
to put the bill on its passage. But is it the desire 
of the gentleman from Indiana to now put soim- 
portant a bill on its passage? 

Mr. NIBLACK. k is very important that the 
bill should now be put on its passage. If the 
House will indulge me, I will make a brief state- 


ment, 

Mr, SHERMAN. Under the first call, I sup- 

ose that bilis can be put on their passage. 

Mr. NIBLACK, The bill, Mr. Speaker, was 
matured in the Senate with great care. There 
were frequent consultations with the Commis- 
sioner of Patents, and the subordinate officers in 
the Patent Officé, It passed that body unani- 
Mously, and came dows $o this House'snd was 


Ls 


ra 


t ginal imp 


bill back with an amendment. 


plus in the Patent fund of $100,000, none of which, | 
er the provisions of the | 


however, can be used und 
existing law. This bill willenableany portion of 
the surplus fund to be used by the Commissioner 
of Patents for the employment of any additional 
force that may be necessary, [have been ap- 
pealed to by the Commissioner to report this bill 
at an early day and to press it to an early pas- 


sage. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. The bill cer- 
tainly ought to pass. i 

r 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Insert before the eleventh section, as follows : 

And be it further enacted, 'Thatany citizen or eitiz 
alien, orotbers having resided one year in the United $ 
and taken his oath of his or t} 
izen, or citizens, who, by his, her, or their own industry, 
genius, effort, and expense, myy have invented or produced 
any new and original design iora inanwacture, whether of 
metal or other material; or any new or original desi x 
the printing of woolcn, sills, cotton, or other fabrics 
new and original design for a bust, statue, or bas reticf, 
manufacture in alto or basso relievo; or any new and ori- 
ion or ornament, or to be placed on any article 
or manulacture, the same being formed in marble or othe 
material; or any new and usetul pattern, or print, or pi 
ture, to be either worked into or worked on, or printed, or 
painted, or cast, or otherwise fixed on any arti 


any article of manufacture not known or nsed by others be. | 
ir invention or production thereol, and : 

is, her, or their application fora patent | 
therefor; and who shall desire to obtain an exclasive patent | 
or right therein, to make, use, and sell the same, Gr copies of | 
l sold, $| 


fore his, her, or the 
prior to the time of 


3, by them to be made, used, a 
jon, in writing, to the Commi 
Patents, expre such desire 5 and the Comm 
due proceedings bad, may grant a pa 
case now of application Tor a patent, for the term of thre 
and one hali years, or for the term of seven years, or for the 
term of fourteen years, as the said applicant may oleet in his 
application: Providéd, Phat the fee to be paid in such ap- 
plication shall be, for the term of three years and six months, 


the same, to ou! 
may make appl 


ten dollars ; for seven years, fifteen dollars; andor fourteen ; 
years, thirty dollars: And provided, That the patentees of | 


designs under this act shall be entitled to the extension or 


their respective patents for the term of seven years from the | 


day on which said patents shall expire, upon the same terms 

and rertyietiong as are provided for the extension of letters 
atent. 

ý Strike out from the tenth section the words, “on every 

application for a patent for a design, fifteen dollars.” 

Mr. COLFAX. Let me ask my colleague a 
question in regard to this matter. By the present 
patent law an applicant for a patent pays thirty 
dollars; and if the application is rejected, twenty 
dollars is returned. | have not read this bill; but 
1 understand that it provides that none of the ap- 
plication money shall be returned in case of re- 
jected patents.” T think that is very hard, Ten 
dollars has always heretofore been found sufi- 


cient to pay for the cxamination of applications. | 


If it be not enough, let it be increased to fifteen 
dollars. That would be half of the money paid 
in on application for a patent. To take and to 
keep the whole of the money in rejected cases, 


when the usage has been to return two thirds, | 


would, I think, tend to interfere with the progress 
of inventions in our country; which, from our 
present preéminence in such matters among the 
nations of the carth, would be unfortunate, and 
certainly to be regretted. 


Mr. NIBLACK. 


existing laws in reference to designs. It insisted 
that patents for designs of wall paper, and such 
like things, which are only temporary in their 
character, ought to be issued for a shorter period 
of time than they are now issued for; and that 
patents for designs for stoves and iron works, and 
other iron work, ought to be issued for a longer 
period than seven years. ‘The committee con- 
sulted with the Commissioner of Patents, and they 
adopted the amendment which has 
It provides that, at the option of the person ap- 
plying for a patent for a design, the patent shall 
issue for three and a half, seven, or fourteen years. 
The importance of the discovery will determine 
the time for which a patent shall issue. We think 
that it is a just provision, and that it ought to be 
passed into law, Some of the iron-masters wish 
to take out patents for fourteen years upon some 
of their ornamental iron work. This bill allows 
them the privilege of doing so by paying a fee of 
thirty dollars, That will protect that sort of work 
morc effectually than a grantfor seven years would. 
They would rather pay the difference to get the 


a 


eje of manu- | 
facture; or any new and original shape or configuration of j 


A memorial was referred to | 
: ; i 
the Committee on Patents praying a change of | 


ust been read. | 


* June Il, 
additional protection. 


Į think that there can be 
no objection to the amendment, and I hope that 
it will be adopted, 

I will reply to what my colleague has referred 
to. The bill provides for a fee of ten dollars on 
the filing of the caveat, and then twenty dollars 
on the decision of the application, If the patent 
be refused, the whole thirty dollars will remain 
inthe Treasury. The House committee have con- 
curred in that provision, after examination and 
consultation with the officers of the Patent Office. 

The provisions of the bill, as they will stand, 
with the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee, are satisfactory to inventors generally. 
The policy of the Government is to make the 
Patent Office a self-sustaining branch of the Gov- 
ernment. Under the existing law, which allows 
money which is deposited by applicants to be 
withdrawn where the patent asked for is refused, 
the Departmentsuffers interminable confusion and 
difficulty. In some cases such money has never 
been applied for by the applicant, and it still re- 
i| mains in the Treasury, subject to the order of the 
| applicant-or his attorney. In other cases the ap- 
i Aleat on has been made very many years after 
i the money is paid in, and in such cases difficulty 
often arises as to the person to whom the money 
is to be paid, as to the identity of the individual, 
as to the proper vouchers and power of attorney 
to authorize the money to be drawn, and many 
i| other things of that kind. Again, there are cases 
in which the receipt has been lost, and the appli- 
cant is unable to make the kind of proof which is 
necessary to show his right to the balance of the 
money which he claims should be refunded to 
! him. These things are a continual source of 
i trouble and embarrassment to the Patent Office; 
| and the committee were clearly of opinion that 
the good of the office required that whatever pay- 
ment is required to be paid, shall be paid in un- 
conditionally. And there is the further good 
ground for that opinion, in the fact that it is just 
as much trouble and labor to examine an appli- 
cation where it is rejected, as it is where it is 
granted. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana if this bill provides that where 
an application for a patentis made, and the money 
paid in according to the regulations of the office, 
and the application is rejected, no money shall be 
returned to the applicant? 

Mr. NIBLACK. The bill provides that all the 
money paid in shall be retained by the office. 

Mr. COLFAX. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will state to the House how that provision 
operates against the progress of invention, Under 
the present system the applicant for a patent gen- 
erally pays thirty dollars to an agent to get his 
application through the office, and thirty dollars 
more as afee to the office, which makes sixty 
dollars in all. Yet he does not risk all of that 
sixty dollars in making an application for a patent, 
because if he fails in his application, he receives 
from the Patent Office a return of twenty dollars, 
so that his risk is only forty dollars, even if his 
agent charges him full price. Cases may frequent- 
ly occur where an inventor might be willing to 
risk this latter sum where he would not be willing 
to risk the former. I think the Senate bill is too 
stringent upon that point. The gentleman says 
the Patent Office should be self-sustaining. În 
that I agree with him, and J am willing that the 
office should retain one half of the fee, and return 
the other half, which would be fifteen dollars to 
the office, and fifteen to the inventor. Tthink the 
department ig now about self-sustaining; and I 
do not think It right that the office should, in the 
case of the rejection of an application, retain the 
whole fee of the applicants, who are very numer- 
ous, are scattered all over the country, and are 
gencrally poor men. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iask first to have a vote of 
the House upon the amendment propased by the 
committee, and then upon the bill as amended. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Indiana whether this bill has been 
recommended by the Department? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iwill say to the gentleman 
that the bill has been prepared upon consultation 
with the Commissioner of Patents, and that the 
committee have availed themselves of every light 
within their reach, : 

Mr. COLFAX. From what! have heard of it, 
I think it is a very good bill with the exception 


i 
i 
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Ihave specifed.. But none of us have had time to | 


examine it thoroughly. 
Mr. HOARD. [ understand that inventors 
protest against this bill, "Phe second section pro- 


vides for the appointment of three new officers at | 
an annual salary of $3,000 cach; and that is one | 
reason why inventors are to be required to pay | 


more money into the Treasury. 
Mr. STANTON. 
tleman from Indiana if the amendment has been 
"printed? 
Mr. NIBLACK. 
to the House the substance of it. 
Mr.STANTON. I think that bill had better go 


over until next session. 


We certainly have no time to examine it here; 


and if it ig laid over, we shall hereafter be able to | 
It is utterly im- | 
possible for gentlemen to vote understandingly | 


act upon the bill intelligently. 


now. 


Mr. NIBLACK. The bill has been printed | 
three months; though since it has been printed | 
All is | 


several sections Rave been stricken out. 
printed with the exception of the amendment. 


In reply to the remark of the gentleman from | 
New York, [Mr. Hoann,]I desire to say that the | 
business of the Patent Office is behindhand in all | 
its departments; not from a want of funds—for | 
they have a surplus of nearly one hundred thou- | 
sand doliars—but because they have not a suffi- 


cient force. 


Mr. STANTON. The subject is of too much | 
importance to justify me to vote now for any Hi 
| question is upon the motion to lay upon the table. 


change in the Patent Office laws; and if the gen- 
tleman presses his bill, I shall vote'against him. 


Mr. NIBLACK. My sense of duty to the de- | 


partment. requires me to press. thi bill to a vote 
at this time. I 
ment the committee have reported. 


ask for a vote upon the whol¢ bill. 

Mr. HOARD. I shall move to postpone the 
further consideration of this bill until the second 
Wednesday of December next; and upon that I 
call the previous question, 

Mr. NIBLACK.,. 
York has not the floor to make that motion. 

Mr. HOARD. ‘I believe I have the floor. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana | 


is still upon the for. 
Mr. NIBLACK. I call fora vote upon the 


amendment; and upon that I call the previous | 


question. 
Mr. HOARD. 


nitude, involving the interests of all the inventors 
of the country, ought not to be urged upon the 
attention of this Flouse at this time. 


And I say further, that being interested in and ! 


sympathizing with the inventors myself, I cer 


tainly should have examined thissubject,and have | 


repared myself to speak upon itat this tine, had 
any expectation that it would have been byought 
up for consideration now. I believe my ix:otion 
is in order; and 1 call the previous question uponit. 


The SPEAKER, The motion is not: order, | 
pending the demand for the previous question | 


made by the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. HOARD. I made the motion to postpone 
before the previous question was called. 


York had not the floor at that time to make the 
motion. 


Mr. HOARD. Then I move to lay the whole | 


subject upon the table 

Mr. NiBLACK. I have the floor; and I do 
not yield it for that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is at liberty to make that motion. 

Mr. NIBLACK, But Ido not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. After the gentleman had 
called the previous question he necessarily yielded 
the floor; and it was competent then for the gen- 
tleman from New York to move to lay the bill 
upon the table, 

Mr. HOARD. I desire to make a proposition. 

Mr. CARTER. I object. . 

Mr. HOARD. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Indiana—— 

Mr. CARTER. I object to debate, and I in- 
sist that the rules of the House shall be enforced. 

Mr. HOARD, I want to make a proposition, 


I wish to know of the gen- | 
It has not; but I have stated | 


I do not think we ought | 
to passa bill to amend the patent Jaws blindfolded. | 


Mr. CARTER. I object. : 
Mr. HOARD. Then I move that the bill. be 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Iam satisfied that, 
in the mean time, we can examine the bill, and be 
ready to act upon it intelligently. 

Mr. CARTER. The pending motion is to lay 
the bill upon the table, and there is no other mo- 
tion before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr, NIBLACK. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. HOARD. Iam willing to withdraw my 
motion to lay upon the table, if the gentleman 
will allow me to make my proposed motion to 


{ postpone, 


Mr. NIBLACK. Until Friday? 

Mr. HOARD. No, sir, until next December. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I will consent toa motion 
to postpone the consideration of the bill until 
Friday. i f 

Mr. HOARD. Ido not think the House should 
legislate upon a matter of so much importance as 
this in a hurry. 


The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. The 


I ask first a vote upon the amend- || 
Then I pro- |} 
ose that the bill shall be read by-clauses, when || 
will briefly explain each one, and then I shall |} 
ii gentleman from New York will withdraw the mo- 
i tion to jay on the table, then there may be a | 
| motion to postpone. 


The gentleman from New | 


I made a motion to postpone | 
this bill until next December’. A bill of this mag- | 


: Mr. NIBLACK. Upon that motion I demand 


Wwtellers, 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Carter and 
GuRLEY were appointed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. As a matter 
of accommodation, if the gentleman from Indiana 


| will withdraw the previous question, and if the 


Mr. NIBLACK. I withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. HOARD. I now withdraw the motion to 
Jay on the table, and move to postpone this bill 


on that I move the previous question. : 
. Mr. NIBLACK. I hope that the motion to 
postpone will be voted down; a better arrange- 
ment can be made. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. NIBLACK called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. KUNKEL called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


which the bill was postponed till the second 
Wednesday in December next; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ~ 


f s FREDERICK E. SICKLES. 


Mr. FRANK, from 


e Committee on Patents, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | reported a bill for thereliefof Frederick E., Sickles; 


which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EZRA CONNELL. 


reported a bill for the relief of Ezra Connell, of 
Ithaca, New York; which was reat a first and 


dered to be printed. 
COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


age, reported back, with a recommendation that 


| laid on the table, and ordered to be printed, 
EXPENDITURES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


|} Mr. HATTON, IJ have been instructed by the 


| committee desire to have printed. > 


j not been reprinted. 
; new members of the House, or even how many 


till the second Wednesday in December next; and i 


: House of Representatives. 
| committee which acted on this subject last year, 
; and as a member of the committee this year, 
| I shall feel ita duty which I owe to. my country 
| and to the Constitution of my country, toask this 
| House to hear me for the space of one hour in 
| argument on this subject. 

i Mr. HOARD moved to reconsider the vote by |; question. 

| | becomes so grave, so important, and so solemn. a. 
; matter as this, in the presence of the House of 


Mr. FRANK, from the same committee, also | 


second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole || 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- | 


it do not pass, House bill No. 607, to repeal an $| 
act to regulate the compensation of members of || 
| Congress, approved August 16, 1856; which was |i ha : 
l this morning. 


Committee on the Expenditures inthe Navy De- 
partment to report tothe House..certain. resolu- 
tions referred to it on the 19th. of February with 
the recoramendation that they do pass. “Accom-. 
panytng these resolutions is a report, which the 


-The resolutions were read „as followa:.. a 

Resolwed, That the Secyetary of the Nayy‘has,: with, the ; 
sanction of.the President, abused his dis etlonary power: 
in the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase of fiel 
for the Governinent. nee : a gut 

Resolved, That the contract made by the Secretary of the 
Navy, under date of September 23,. 1858; with W. C. N. 
Swift, for the delivery of live-oak timber, was made in vio- - 
lation of law, and in a manner unusual; improper, and iñ- 
jurious to the public service. >> | « ae 

Resolved, That the distribution, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of the patronage in the nayy-yard among members. 
of Congress, was destructive of discipline, corrupting in its 
influence, and highly injurious to the public service. 

Resolved, That the President and Secretary of the Navy, 
by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders 
for contracts with the United States, and the effect ofaward- 
ing contracts upon pending elections, have set an example, 
dangerous to the public safety, and deserving the reproof of 
this House. Bo 

Resolved, That the appointment, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of 


| a board of engineers to report upon proposals for construct- 


ing machinery for the United States—the said Martin, at 
the time, being pecuniarily interested in some of said pro~ 
posals—is hereby. censured by this House. 


Mr. BOCOCK.. I ask the attention. òt the 
House for a few minutes. The resolutions just: 
reported by the gentleman from Tennessee are 
resolutions which were reported by a minority of. 


| a select committee appointed at the last.Congress, 


They were based on an examination which lasted. 
for weeks. The testimony taken occupies over a: 
thousand pages, I go on the supposition, Mr. 
Speaker, that gentlemen of the House of Repre- 
sentatives are not willing to act on so grave and. 
important a question as this, without a thorough 
and fall examination of the ground on which these 
resolutions are based. No additional testimony 
whatever has been taken. That testimony has 
Ido not know how many 


old members of the House, have put themselves 


| to the trouble of reading that long document. It 
| is not to be presumed that the new members of. 
| the House have put themselves to the trouble of, 


making a thorough examination into this subject. 


: I shall go on the supposition, Mr. Speaker, that. 


geudemen on all sides of the House wish to do 
justice in regard to this matter, and do not wish 
to pass on such important matters. as these with- 
out a thorough understanding of what they are 
doing. ee 
oe et : au 
I wish further to say that, in my opinion, these 


| resolutions involve high constitutional principles, 


which ought not tobe hastily passed upon by. the 
As a member of the 


desire. to argue: the 
I desire to argue it in the manner that 


Representatives. $ ? ‘ 

I think, therefore, that, under these -circum- 
stances, I do not ask too. much of the House 
when I ask for the postponement of the consider- 
ation of these resolutions. If I thought that gen- 
tlemen would meet me in a spirit of liberality, I 
would ask that the resolutions be passed over till 
the next session, for I think there is hardly time 
during this session to have them duly considered. 
But, if gentlemen are not disposed to meet me in 


| that suggestion, I ask, at least, that the resolu- 
| tions be passed over for two days, in order that 


all members who choose to get that document, and 
to look at the testimony, and wall whe desire to 
prepare themselves to give their views on the sub- 


i ject, may have an opportunity of doing so. I 
| had no expectation that this report should come 
| up this morning, although the committee determ- 


f: MORE, from the C itte Mile- || 1 
AE Mi chia teconmenianoh the | Tennessee [Mr. Harrox] will remember that it 


ined on it some time ago. My friend from 
was the opmion of the committee last Monday 
that, unless they could get in then, they would 
hardly be able to get in at all, It has come im 
It finds me here without notice, 
without the documents, and notin a situation to. 
prosecute the discussion in a mode in which I 
desire to do it : 
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I therefore ask that, at least, it be postponed 
till Wednesday morning, after the morning hour, 
unless my friend from Tennessee wishes to pro- 
ceed now: He may be prepared to proceed in 
advocacy of the resolutions at this time; but as 
to myself, I should like to ‘have up to the time 
designated to prepare my documents and arrange 
the points which I shall submit to the House. I 
would be glad, however, if it suits the views of 
the gentleman, to let the subject go over tiil next 
session.: I have not undertaken to state a fact 
which I ‘might have ‘stated, and which came 
within my Knowledge this morning. That is, 
that the Secretary of the Navy did wish to make 
a communication to the committee; but as the 
committee has reported to-day, he desires to 
make a communication to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in regard to this matter. I leave it in 
the hands of my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr: HATTON. Mr. Speaker, I was directed, 
on the 21st of May, to make this report. From 
that time till this morning, I have been endeavor- 
ing on every prope occasion to make it, but have 
not succeeded until now. I certainly have no de- 
sire, nor do f suppose that any member of the com- 
mittee has any desire, to force discussion or action 
on the part of the House on this matter improp- 
erly. I would suggest to the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia that the proof on which these res- 
olutions are based was reported at the last Con- 
gress, and has been published; and J] presume 
there is scarcely a member on this floor who has 
not read it, or the more material portions of it. I 
do not know that I shall participate in the discus- 
sion which may be had on the resolutions. Lam 
willing to vote upon them without discussion; if 
desired, I am willing to discuss them. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Have you written the report? 

Mr. HATTON. Yes, sir. It accompanies the 
resolutions. 

Mr, BOCOCK.. Itought, atleast, to be printed. 

Mr. HATTON. It willbe. I would suggest 
that, so far as my action is concerned upon these 
resolutions, not only in my vote, butin any argu- 
ment { may submit to this House, I am perfectly 
willing to meet the honorable member from Vir- 
ginia upon the facts states in his own report, made 
to the last Congress. [fconfined exclusively to that, 
and to that alone, 1 shall be triumphantly sus- 
tained in my report. 

So faras I am concerned, I care not to refer to 
the volume of evidence, nor to the proof collated 
in the report which I have made. I feel confident 
—without attempting at present to make an argu- 
ment to the House—that I will be triumphantly 
sustained in this report by the facts contained in 
the report of the honorable member from Virginia 
himself. 

A word in reference to the suggestion that the 
Secretary of the Navy has intimated to the com- 
mittee that he desires to make a communication 
to usin connection with this report. When these 
resolutions were first referred to the committee, 
at the suggestion of the committee I addressed a 
note to the Secretary of the Navy, stating that 
these resolutions had been referred to our com- 
mittee for their action, and if he desired to com- 
municate with us on the subject, or to adduce any 
additional evidence, we would gladly hear his 
proof or receive his suggestions. More than two 
months passed, and we received no such commu- 
nication. We received no such intimation from 
the honorable Secretary, although in the mean 
time he did address us a letter upon another sub- 
ject. Subsequently I saw him in person, and 
repeated in substance what I had written to him; 
that we were willing to receive any communica- 
tion from him, or any proof he might desire to 
adduce, that might affect the action of the com- 
mittee or the House. After that I did receive a 
note from him, which I showed to all the mem- 
bers of the committee, stating that it was his pur- | 
pose to make a communication to us within a few 
days. Nearly two weeks have passed, and no 
such communication has been received; and as 
this was likely to be the only opportunity I should 
have during the present session of Congress to 
make the report, [believed that it was my duty 
to make it without waiting longer for the honor- 
able Secretary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I repeat that I do not desire 
to do anybody injustice. LT wish to take no ad- 
vantage of the gentleman from Virginia. Ido not 
desire to take him by surprise in the argument. |i 


| nesses, and to send for papers; and upon the ex- | 


| views, which, I am informed, are identical with 


J do not wish any member of the House to acton 
the resolutions without having an opportunity to 
inform himself in reference to this subject. But 
the report made by the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Bococx,] at the last Congress, and the report 
made by the minority of the committee, at the 
last Congress, (and my report is but a repetition 
of that,) have both been printed, and can be 
obtained by application at the document-room, 
Members can read these reports to-night, and be 
prepared to vote on the resolutions to-morrow. I 
am willing, in order to accommodate the gentle- 
man from Virginia, that the matter shall be post- 
poned till then. I will yield now, for a moment, 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that this matter 
may be very easily arranged so as to suit the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, and the chairman of the 
committee, by going into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union now. In the mean time 
every gentleman can read the two reports; and I 

uite agree with the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
that all the facts that are necessary to enable gen- 
tlemen to vote upon these resolutions are con- 
tained either in the minority or in the majority 
report, I believe that the majority and the minor- 
ity reports do not disagree as to the main facts, 
and they are both contained in a document of not 
over one hundred pages. I think, therefore, that 
any gentleman who desires to inform himself fally 
as to the correctness of the resolutions, can do so 
by reading those two reports; and, to enable them 
to do so, and that the matter may come up to- 
morrow during the morning hour, { will move,if 
the gentleman from Tennessee will allow me, that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House re» | 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union. 

Mr.BOCOCK. 1 wish to say, by the courtesy 
of the gentleman from Tennessce, that I do not 
see what gentlemen would lose by agreeing to let 
this subject go over till Wednesday. The gen- 
tleman fom ‘Tennessee has introduced a report. 
I suppose he meant that report to be read. It 
will not be printed before to-morrow morning. 
Well, as 1 understand it, we are to have a recess 
this evening, and are to meet again at seven 
o’clock, and no one knows-how long we shall be | 
in session to-night. Is itto be expected that gen- 
tlemen can read two long reports covering some- 
thing jike a hundred pages, and verify the testi- 
mony on which they rely, and be ready to vote 
to-morrow? 

Mr. HATTON. I will simply repeat that I 
do not desire the action of the House on these 
resolutions until gentlemen have had an oppor- | 
tunity to inform themselves about this matter; ! 
and, so far as I am concerned, 1 readily agree | 
that action shall be postponed until Wednesday. 

Mr. SHERMAN, To come up during the 
morning hour. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, that | 
course will be adopted. 

Mr.MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, this report from | 
the Committee on the Expenditures of the Navy | 
Department presents a very grave and important 
question, and I desire the gentleman from Ten- 
nessec to allow mea minute only, to say that I) 


cannot acquiesce in the course suggested by him, || $ 
i by 5 
| is doubtful whether it does not have the effect of 


or by any of the gentlemen who have spoken. 
AsI understand it, at thelast Congress a select 
committee was appointedetharged with the duty 
of making investigation into certain complaints 
of the administration of the Navy Department. | 
That committee was authorized to summon wit- 


ecution of the duty entrusted to them, they made | 
their report to the House, contained in certain 


resolutions called the majority resolutions; while || 


the minority of the committee submitted their 


the resolutions now 
of this committee. 
Now, sir, the House must be aware that there 
has been no authority to summon witnesses 
granted to the Committee on Naval Expenditures, 
They have made a report founded upon evidence 
taken before a committee of the last Congress. i 
The witnesses have not been before them; but | 
they have treated the depositions of witnesses | 
taken before that committee as evidence proper | 
for the consideration of a committee of this Con- ! 
ress. i 
Now, Mr. Speaker, at the last Congress, when | 


4 


i 


it was proposed to revive an inquiry into the con- 
duct of a member of the House from New York, 
which, in a former session of Congress, had been 
a subject of investigation by a select committee of 
the House, upon which the House had passed a 
resolution of censure or expulsion—I do not re- 
member which—I remember to have expressed 
the opinion that it was’ not competent for the 
House in that Congress to act upon the investi- 
gation of a former Congress, or upon a report of 
a select committee founded upon evidence taken 
during a former Congress. I believe the House 
acted upon that principle, and so decided. 

But now, the Committee on the Expenditures 
of the Navy Department propose to make a report 
to this House of a resolution founded upon evi- 
dence taken before a select committee of a preced- 
ing Congress, and ask that it may be adopted by 
the present Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia allow me to suggest that this matter go 
over until Wednesday, without detaining the 
House longer at this time? 3 

Mr. BOCOCK. Ido not want my colleague to 
understand me that I yield any point, such as he 
suggests, by consenting to have the matter go over 
until Wednesday. I only proposed that the whole 
matter should go over until another day. 

Mr. MILLSON. I will accede to the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio. I obly wanted 
to exclude the conclusion that I acquiesced in this 


| report as a proper, legal, and competent report to 


be made to this body. Iam perfectly willing, with 
this statement, that the question shall go over until 
Wednesday,.to be resumed at the same point at 
which we now leave it. 

Mr. HATTON. I call the previous question 
upon the motioti to postpone. I desire first, how- 
ever, to ask that the report be printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to, 

Mr. BRANCH. Do I understand that this 
order to print is to include the testimony taken by 
the select committeo-of the last Congress? 

Mr. HATTON. Oh, no; certainly not. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

The motion to postpone until Wednesday was 
agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House, resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. j 

NATIONAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. WINSLOW., I desire the consent of the 
House to allow me to introduce a little bill in 
three lines, to which I am sure there will be no 


j objection. It is to rectify a clerical error in a bill 


which was passed last-week. 

The bill was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill to increase the salary of the present Su- 
perintendent of the National Observatory. 

The bill fixes the salary of the preseut Super- 
intendent of the National Observatory at $3,500 
per annum, 

Mr. WINSLOW. I will say that this was the 
intention of both the House and Senate commit- 
tees in preparing the bill which has passed; but 
the clerical omission of two or three words, it 


diminishing his salary. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I will say that 
what the gentleman from North Carolina states 
is entirely correct. ‘This bill is necessary to do a 
simple act of justice, and I am sure no gentleman 
will object. 

„Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 1 object to the con- 
sideration of that bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now insist upon a vote 
upon my motion to go into committec. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Maryland to withdraw his objection. I move 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr.SHERMAN. A single objection will de- 
feat the gentleman’s bill. 1 ask for a vote upon 
my motion. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I think it is un- 


| fair to take advantage ofa mere clerical error to do 


injustice to a meritorious officer. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio to yield the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired? 


1860. 


The SPEAKER. It has, 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 object, then, to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio yielding the floor. 

MECHANICAL PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. GURLEY. TI rise to a question of privi- 
Jege. Taminstructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report the following resolution:. 

Resolved, That there be printed, in addition to the usual 


number, of the mechanical partof the Patent Office Report, 


for 1859, six thousand copies for the use of the Patent Office, 
and. twenty -four thousand copies for the use of members of 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. E 

Mr. GURLEY. I appeal to my colleague to 
yield me the floor. À 

Mr. SHERMAN. As my colleague rises to a 
privileged question, I suppose 1 should give way 
to him. 

Mr. BURNETT. Hasthe Committee on Print- 
ing the privilege of reporting at any time? 

The SPEAKER, It has, under the rules. 

Mr. GURLEY. I submit the resolution, and 
call the previous question upon its adoption. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to hear the resolu- 
tion adopted by the House this morning, read. 
I think, under that resolution, the rule, giving the 
Committee on Printing leave to report atany time, 
does not operate. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution to which the 
genileman refers only applies to the morning 
AOU, z 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Print- 
ing will be called to-morrow; and I do not see 
why my colleague wishes to press this matter at 
this time. Tcall fora vote upon my motion to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules*were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whol 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Dawes in t 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


« Mr. SHERMAN. This bill has been made a | 


special order, and the general debate on it was 
terminated. ĮI ask that the amendment pending 
may be read and acted on, 

he amendment pending was read, as follows: 

Amend lines nineteen and twenty by reducing the amount 
from 82,654,000 to $2,500,080, and adding: Provided, kow- 
ever, That at all post offices at which the receipts exceed 
St per year, the cotamissions of postmasters on such ex- 
cess shall be according to the rates established in the act ap- 

roved March 3, 1853, and that the proviso of the act of 

une 22, 1854, authorizing the Postmaster General to allow 
extra pay to postmasters over their regular commissions, is 
hereby repealed, so far as it may affect the compensation 
of postmasters whose commissions may exceed $100 per 
angum, 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
amount one dollar. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If my colleague will yicld 
the floor to me, I will make a statement bearing 
upon this amendment. J have just come from 
the Post Office Department, where I have hada 
consultation with the Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral, He advises strongly against the adoption 
of that portion of the amendment which proposes 
to reduce the commissions of postmasters. He 
informed me, if the amendment was. adopted 
reducing the compensation of postmasters, that 
there would be inconveniences growing out of the 
change all oyer the country. Postmasters would 


I move to reduce the 


be employed under it who would be entirely un- | 


worthy of the position. 

_ So far as the other portion of the amendment 
is concerned, I hope that it will not be adopted. 
I believe that cases constantly arise where disere- 


tion ought to be left with the Postmaster General | 


tomake extra allowances forextraservices. These 
cases afise from the construction of railroads, or 
where offices are made separating offices for the 
distribution of the mails to be sent to other points. 


‘The whole object of the proposed amendment | 


now before the House seems to be to relieve the 
Postmaster General from the duty of examining 
and deciding applications for extra allowances. 
I do not think that he ought to be relieved from 
the duty now imposed upon him. He ought to 
have the discretion of allowing extra pay where 
the facts of the case will justify its exercise; and 
it is much better that he should perform this ser- 


vice, than that our public officers should suffer | 


injustice at the hands of the Government, 
Mr, BARKSDALE. It will be observed, from 


i 
f 
: 
i 
| 


i 
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the remarks of my colleague, that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Corrax] was mistaken the 
other day, when he stated that this amendment 
met with the approbation of the Post Office De- 
partment. JI felt satisfied at the time that he was 


mistaken. From the very nature of the case, it 


is utterly impossible for any general Jaw to be 
passed to operate equally upon all of the post- 
masters of the country. You must leave it op- 
tional with the Postmaster General to increase 
the compensation of postmasters at points where 
the receipts of the offices are not adequate to pay 
for the services rendered. ` 

Í know, sir, in many places in my district, that 
itis almost impossible to.obtain the services of 
competent men to discliarge the duties of post- 
master, because the compensation is totally in- 
adequate. It strikes me that the law, as it now 
stands, is a just and proper one. Where the case 
is made out before the Postmaster General; where 
the proof is made that the pay is not sufficient, he 
ought to have authority to merease it, and to make 
it adequate. In this way, and this way alone, 
you can secure the services of competent post- 
masters. Some of the best postmasters in my 
district have said to me that they would be forced 
to resign unless their pay was increased. Hence 
I hope the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana will be voted down, and that the Postmaster 
General will be required to examine into the cases 
which are presented to him, and allow.an increase 
of pay where the facts will justify it. 

Mr. COLFAX. If the gentleman will look at 


the report of my remarks, published in the Globe, | 


he will find that he is mistaken. I specifically 


stated that the Postmaster General recommended | 


the adoption of the latter part of the amendment, 
in order that he might. be relieved from the great 
number of applications made to him from post- 
masters to grant them extra compensation. I can 


only add, that the Postmaster General has never | 


expressed any dissent to me against the remain- 
der of this amendment; while it appears that he 
did so to the gentleman from Mississippi. li may 
be that the Post Ofice Department is opposed to 
thisamendment. 1 take the word of the gentleman 


| from Mississippi that it is. 


But, sir, I stand in juxtaposition with the De- 
partment inthis regard. Instead of striking down 
mail routes to which the people in various parts 
of the country have been accustomed for a gencr- 
ation, I would lay the ax of retrenchment atthe 
root of exorbitant and uscless salaries. I will 
furnish the House with some startling figures on 
these expenses of the post offices before we get 
through with this bill. ‘The amendment does not 
propose to touch any of the postmasters the post- 
age receipts of whose offices do not amount to 
morethan $400per year; butany excess of receipts 
over that sum to restore the rates of commissions 
as they existed when the cheap postage law went 
into operation; but which were largely and un- 
necessarily increased by the Congress of 1854. 

I regret the strictures by gentlemen on the other 
side against the Postmaster General for desiring 
to have the law repealed which allows him to 
pay extra salaries to postmasters. It is an anom- 
aly in our system, that an executive officer should 
have this authority. It is á standing invitation 
for postmasters to clamor for extra pay. I think 
the Postmaster General is entitled to praise, in 
stead of censure, for suggesting this reform. 

Gentlemen ate talking about making the Pos 


! Office Department self-sustaining. Over one half 
of the revenues of the Post Office Department, let | 


me tell gentlemen, are now paid out as salaries 
to postmasters, clerks, and other postal officers, 
leaving only one half to be devoted to the trans- 


portation of the mails. Without you curtail these |} 
expenses, the deficit to be paid out of the Treas- 


ury for the postal service will probably increase 
hereafter, instead of diminishing. 


The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLE- | 


ron] spoke the other day of the post office at Jack- 


i! son, in the State of Mississippi, and he stated that 


the salary of the postmaster there was only $720. 
1 took the trouble to look into that case. In the 
Blue Book, the official register, I find, on page 


; 286, that the compensation of the postmaster at 


Jackson, Mississippi, during the last year was 
$1,842 42. But the gentleman says he pays rent 


for the hire ofa room. Suppose he does. Where 
there is a post office of this magnitude, there are 


! letter-boxes, for the use of which a chargeis made, 


and which, up to $2,000, accrues to the benefit of | 
the postmaster. F have no doubt, although I was 
never there, that they have such boxes in Jatk- 
son city. Now, the receipts from, thesé boxes 
ought to be sufficient to enable the postmaster to: 
pay his rent. . ws te ; ; 

I will read an extract from a letter I havé re-; ; 
-ceived of a former postmaster in tleState of New 
York. . If necessary, Iwill give his name. He 
says: i TEE 
“ I held this office under Mr. Polk?s administration; and 
when my commission did nut amount to over $600 per year 5 
and I also held the office under Mr. Pierce, when my com- 
mission amounted to $1,350 per year; and it took no more 
help the last tour years than it did the first four years”? > 

It is the fact, that Congress has been going on 
year after year adding and adding to the expend- 
itures and salaries of the Post Office Department. 
If we go any further we ought to turn overgll the 
revenues of the postal service into the hands of 
the postmasters and their employés, as they re-. 
| ceive one half of them now, and saddle the trans- 
portation of our mails, by land and by sea, upon 
' the Federal Treasury. Whatever the House may 
do, I certainly cannot consent that any such thing 
shall be done. : 

Mr. BARKSDALE, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. ` 

Mr. SINGLETON. I propose to reduce the 
amount two dollars, with a view to submit a few 
|| remarks further upon this amendment of the gen- 
tleman, I had an intimation from the chairman 
of the Committee on’ the Post Office and Post 
Roads the other day, which he kindly gave me, 
|| that £ was mistaken in the statement I made in 
reference to the amount of commissions réceived 
by the postmaster at the city of Jackson, Missis- 
sippi. And he stated, at the samt time, that he 
took the Blue Book as his guide. I knew that he 
could not get correct information from that source, 
and I took it upon myself this morning to go to 
the Post Office Department; and 1 have here an ac- 
count made out by General Skinner, in that Depart- 
ment, by which it appears that the postmaster at 
the city of Jackson, the capital of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, where the great railroad lines in Missis- 
sippi, north and south, cross each other,and where 
j all the important mail routes of the State center, re- 
; ccives only the sum of $377 42 commissions, after 
ii hisexpenses are paid. Lhe whole amount of com- 

missions were correctly stated by the gentleman; 
| but does he not know that the postmaster is com- 
i pelled to employ clerks to assist in performing 
i the labors of the office, and that he is compelled 
to rent an office, as the Government has no office 
in that place? Does not the gehtleman know 
that he is compelled to supply himself with fuel 
and lights? Now, when you come to make an 
estimate of these expenses, you will find that 
the amount received by him is $377 instead of 
$1,800. If the gentleman had taken more paing 
to inform himself, I think, perhaps, he would be 
better able to discharge the duties of his position. 
1 do not, however, intend to reflect atali upon the 
gentleman, for he cannot be expected to be posted 
upon all these details; but it will not do for the 
gentleman to look at the gross commissions merely 
withoat looking also‘to the out-goes of the office, 

nd the amount the postmaster is compelled to 
pay o defray the expenses to which I have re- 
; ferred. 
| Mr. COLFAX. According to the Bluc Book, 
| which is an official record of all the officeholders 
| of the Government, and their respective salaries, 
H 
i 


the salary of the postmaster atthat place is $1,800. 
Mr. SINGLETON. That may be so, but I 

| will say that that statement is only correct as to 
| the gross commissions. The gentleman knows 
that the Government has no post ‘office building 
i there. The postmaster has to pay about two huti- 
i dred and fifty dollars rent a year, as the vouchers 
li show, and he is compelled to hire two clerks, ata 
{| salary of from four to six hundred dollars cach, 
i: because the labors of that office are onerous, and 
i: he is compelled to furnish fuel and light. After 
| paying those expenses, the compensation of the 
postmaster, who is an efficient man, and who 

| could succeed in any other kind of business, is, 
| as stated above, but $377; which no man will con- 


; which he has to perform. I think i am talking to 
i sensible men. [ will not argue this matter farther; 
| So far as the Postmaster General is concerned 
{Lit may give him some trouble to discriniinate be- 
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tween those who are entitled to this extra com- 
engation, and those who are not entitled to it. 
ut he holds his office to direct the machinery of 
that Department; he ‘is there for that purpose, 
and hone can so well determine these questions. 
Thereare hundreds and thousands of postmasters 
inthe country, and it is impossible to frame a 
eneral Jaw which will do justice to all parties. 
The Postmaster General himself gets $8,000 a 
year for hisservices,and yet we would have these 
- focal postmasters to give their services to the Gov- 
ernment for a sum which will not feed them. You 
want lionest and capable men to take charge of 
your post offices, and you cannot expect to pro- 
cure the services of such men without paying for 
them. 


Mr; COLFAX. I have no doubt that if the 


postmaster at Jackson wishes to lead a tfe of | 


clegan® leisure, he could pay out his entire com- 
missions to employ others todo his duties, Now 
T liye in a town where the emoluments of the 
postmaster amount to twelve or thirteen hundred 
dollars, and the postmaster at that place performs 
himself nearly all the duties of his office. If the 
postmaster at Jackson employs two clerks, ata 
salary of five or six hugdred dollars each, I can- 
hot sce what he does with them. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iwill state to the gen- 
tleman that this is a separating office; that the 
raijraads cross each other at this point, and that 
the mails have there to be separated and sent out 
to all parts of the State. I hope the amendment 
of the chairma® of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads will be voted down, and 
the law be left as it now stands upon the statute- 
book. 

Mr. COLFAX. One word more, in conclu- 
sion, The Moase has certainty made up its mind 
on this matter, l stand by the people, and am 
for giving them the mail facilities they demand, 
and retrenching the officeholders of the Govern- 
ment instead of the mail routes of the country. 
J have po doubt that we ean get faithful and com- 
tent men to perform the duties of postinasters 
mall our numerous post offices at the rate of 
commission specified in the proposed law, just 
as casily as if you give them, as the gentleman 
from Mississippi desires, the extra commission 
under the act of 1854. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I submit to the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether it is true economy to 
strike down the pay of the best men in the ser- 
yice of the Department at so low arate as to drive 
thom from the employ of the Government? 

Mr. COLFAX. There is no danger of that. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Lunderstand, and wish it 
understood by the House, that many of the very 
best men in the service will leave it. 

Mr. COLPAXK. Iwil guaranty that a plenty 
of quite as good men will take their places when 
they leave. If gentlemen will only look to what 
transpires at the incoming of any Administration, 
whether Democratic or Whig or Republican, and 
sec the scramble made for these offices, he will 
come to the same conclusion that I have, that 
there will be a plenty of competent men who will 
fill these offices at the compensation allowed by 
the law fixing the rates of commission. I believe 
in a just, wise, and judicious economy. We 
leave those postmasters who receive a commis- 
sion less than $240 untouched. 

Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. I move to increase the sum three 
dollars. I do not suppose that any remarks which 
I may make upon this subject will influence the 
judgment or action of a single member of the 
House. But I wish to say that I concur in what 
has been said by my two colicagues; and I assure 
the House that this reduction of the rates of com- 
pensation will operate to the great injury of post- 
masters in the southern States. I know it will 
in Mississippi. With this statement before them, 
lask the House to vote down this amendment. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Thopethe gentleman from 
Indiana will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I want to 
oppose that amendment, Ido not think I can go 
with the chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. I think that, after the 4th 
of March next, when our fricuds are installed in 
these post offices, this side of the House will be 
for raising: this commission again. Iam for let- 
ting it stand where it is, so that our men may reap 


S 


“postmaster, or other person employed in a post office, to 
$ > F 


a full reward without putting us to the task of 
raising their pay in about a year. I am, there- 
fore, opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question being upon the amendment of Mr. 
Corax as amended, 

Mr. COLFAX demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barn and 
Tappan were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 62, noes 73. 

So the amendment, as amended, was not agreed 
to. t 

Mr. COLFAX. I now offer the amendment 
which was pending at the time the vote upon this 
amendment was retaken. i 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line twenty, add the following: 

Provided, however, That where packages of newspapers 
or periodicals are received at any post office, directed to 
one address, and the names of the club of subscribers to 
which they belong, with the postage for one quarter in ad- 


vance, shall be handed to the postmaster, he shall deliver 
the same to their respective owners. 


Mr. COLFAX. Newspaper publishers are in 
the habit, for convenience sake, of sending their 
papers to clubs to one address; and it depends 
entirely on the postmaster as to whether he will 
circulate them or not. The law of 1836 says that 
any postmaster giving a preference to one news- 
paper over another, shall be subject to fine and 
imprisonment, and be ineligible to hold a post 
office afterwards. The effect of the present sys- 
tem is, that where postmasters do not see fit to 
separately deliver papers sent to clubs, the reve- 
nue is lost to the Department, for papers are sent 
by express companies, instead of by mail. The 
Post Office Department has lost much revenue on 
this account. The amendment is simply to carry 
out the spirit of the law of 1836. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. What does the 
amendment propose? 

Mr. COLFAX. It directs postmasters, when 
papers are sent to clubs under one address, and 
the names of subscribers are furnished to them, 
and the postage thereon paid for a quarter in ad- 
vance, to distribute the papers. The system of 
putting wrappers on newspapers inside of a pack- 
age is really in conflict with the spirit of the law, 
which says that the postmaster shall tear the wrap- 
per off each newspaper, and examine whether 
there is any written matter contained in it. It 
will take no longer time to write the names of the 
subscribers and to put the papers in their boxes 
than it would to open the wrappers and examine 
the papers. - 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ithink that all but 
one wrapper may very wellbedispensed with; but, 
at the same time, the names of the subscribers 
should at least be written on the margin of the 
papers. 

"The question was taken on the amendment; and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. SPINNER. 
ment: 

Insert at the end of line twenty, or else immediately after 
the amendment submitted by the chairman of the Post OF 


fice Committee, the following: 
And provided also, That it shall not be lawful for any 


I offer the following amend- 


gnana or receive, in connection with the delivery of let- 
ars or other mail matter, any rate of postage, or gratuity, 
or reward (whether under the guise of box rents, or in any 
other shape whatsoever) other than the rates of postage 
established by law, the regular fee on letters and other mail 
matter delivered by carriers, and the fee authorized by the 
actof March 3, 1855, for the registration of letters. And it 
shall be the duty of the Postinaster General to require post- 
masters to make quarterly returns of all moneys by them 
collected in connection with the discharge of their official 
duties, whether the same be derived from postages, cmol- 
uments, perquisites, letter-carricrs’ fees, or any other source 
whatsoever; and all moneys thus accounted for shall be 
deemed and held as a portion of the revenues of the Post- 
Office Department; and all allowances made to postinas- 
ters under the provisions of law, whether in commissions, 
perquisites, emoluments, letter-carriers’ fees, or in any other 
shape whatsoever, shall be accounted for as part of the ex- 
penditures of the Post Office Department. 


Mr. CARTER. I hope the amendment will 
not pass, for it would be impossible to do the post 
office business of the city of New York without 
the use of boxes, 

Mr. SPINNER. The boxes will not be abol- 
ished, but only the system of charging for them. 
It is the interest of the postmaster himself, and 
for the convenience of his office, that these boxes į; 


should be retained. It has been ascertained, Mr. 
Chairman, that in many post offices the cost ofa 
single letter, by these boxes, amounts to fifteen 
cents. 

Mr. CARTER. Does thisamendment propose 
to- prevent the postmaster from having boxes? 

r. SPINNER. Not at all; it only prevents 
him charging for them. The boxes are for the 
convenience of the postmaster, and they would 
be supplied in the office even if there was no 
charge for them. The charge is unauthorized. 
There is no warrant of law for it. 1 think, my- 
self, that it is an indictable offense. It is true, 
there has been a recent law passed recognizing 
the matter, and directing that all receipts from 
box rents, over $2,000, shall be paid into the 
Treasury, or for clerk hire; but still, itis entirely 
unauthorized by law. It has been ascertained, 
as I said before, that in marry cases, in San Fran- 
cisco for instance, letters average as high as fifteen 
cents a picce for box rent. The receipts of some 
of the offices for box rent alone exceed thirty 
thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. COLFAX. am reluctantly compelled to 
differ with the gentleman from New York. He 
proposes to allow the boxes to remain, but to pro- 
hibit any charge being made for them. If that 
were adopted, the system would break down ofits 
own weight. Where there are three or four thou- 
sand boxes in a post office, it is as much as the 
very best clerks can do to remember the names 
of the owners of boxes. All sums over $2,000 
received in any post office from box rents go to the 
revenue of the Post Office Department. I desire 
to save that revenue, because it is valuable. No- 
body is compelled to take a box unless he chooses 
todo so. Iltisa mere matter of choice. There 
are three modes of receiving letters: first, through 
boxes; second, through the carritrs; and third, 
through the general delivery. Persons may have 
their letters delivered in any of these three ways 
that they choose. 

Mr. SPINNER. Does not the chairman of the 
Post Office Committce know—the fact is notori; 
ous—that in many of the post offices those who 
have no boxés have little chance to get their letters 
atall, and have to wait until those who have boxes 
are served ? 

Mr. COLFAX. My friend from New York is 
mistaken about that. The general mail delivery 
at the post offices commences at about the same 
time as the delivery from the boxes. It is only 
from those drawers to which there are locks and 
keys from the outside, and where persons on the 
outside can open the drawer and pull out the lct- 
ters, that Ictters are got earlier than by the general 
delivery; but so far as the general delivery is con- 
cerned, it commences at about the same time as 
the delivery from the boxes, 

Mr. CARTER. IfI understood the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Spryner,] be said that 

ersons are compelled to take post office boxes. 

tis no such thing. In the city of New York the 
boxes bring a premium of over one hundred dol- 
lars. Instead of being compelled to take them, 
they cannot get boxes enough; and they cannot 
get the delivery of the mail so soon in any other 
way as by the boxes. Many business men would 
give more than one hundred dollars for a box, so 
as to have quicker delivery of their mail. 

The question was taken on Mr. SPINNER’S 
amendment; and it was rejected. ; 
Mr. COLFAX. Iam instructed by the Post 
Office Committee to move to reduce the appropri- 
ation for clerks to $800,000; and I trust that, ifthe , 
amendment be adopted, the House will not at- 
tempt to have it reduced still further. We must 
practice a wise economy, and not go too far at a 
time. The statistics in regard to the increased 
cost of post office clerks are extraordinary. Eleven 
years ago, in 1849, the total amount paid by the 
Government for clerks, in all the post offices in the 
United States, was $230,000. There is paid to-day 
for that purpose $950,000—an increase, in eleven 
ears, of four hundred per cent. The increase 
as gone on, step by step, $100,000 by $100,000 
each year, until it has grown to be such an evil as 
oughttobecorrected. The Post Office Committee 
looked over this matter, and thought that the ap- 
propriation might be safely reduced from $950,000 
to $800,000 without impairing the efficiency of the 
service, There has been recently a defalcation of 
nearly two hundred thousand dollars in the New 

York city post office, but that does not begin to 
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reach the amount lost to the public revenue in that 
ost office for the last six years. 
In 1853, when Mr. Fowlercommenccd his duties 


as postmaster of New York, the. clerks in the | 


post ofice at New York received $77,000 for sal- 
aries. That was only six years ago. New York 
has grown very litte since that time. In 1855 the 

ayment for clerks there had increased to $98,000. 
Pa 1857 it took an enormous leap up to $156,000, 
about sixty per cent. increase in barely two years; 
and in 1859 it had increased to $171,000. An in- 
crease in seven years, in one single post office, 
for clerk hire alone, of $100,000! And what is 
more, sir, I state upon the very highest authority 
that when the new postmaster took his place in 
New York, he found what I was notified of last 
winter—butunfortunaicly the gentleman who gave 
me the information would not authorize me to use 
his name—that clerks were receiving pay in that 
office who never came there except on the first 
day of the month, to receive their salaries—mere 
sinecures; drawing money outof an exhausted 


Treasury, and making a still larger deficit in this || 


branch of th public service. Eleven years ago 
the whole cost of clerk-hire in post offiecs in the 
United States was $225,000; and you pay now in 
New York and Philadelphiaalone more than that 
amount. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: 

Strike out linc twenty-nine, as follows: “for blanks, 
$61,000 ;” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

For papeyrequired for printing blanks $70,000. 

For printing blanks 812,000. 

The amendment explainsitself. We endeavor 
to separate the cost of paper and printing. There 
have ‘been great abuses, as we all know, in re- 
gard to printing blanks. We endeavor to confine 
the printing to a single item, so that it may be ex- 
amined more readily. š 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLFAX. I move to strike out the 
words “ for mail depredationsand special agents, 
$75,000;"’ and to insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: 

For mail depredations and special agents, $70,000: Pro- 
vided, That from and after the Lst of July, 1860, not more 
than $1,600 per annum shall be allowed to any special 
agent ofthe Post Office Department, as compensation for his 
services; And provided further, ‘That the tourth section of 
an act entitied “ An act to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1859,” approved May 31, 1859, be and the same is hereby 
repealed. 

The amendment reduces the appropriation from 
$75,000 to $70,000, and repeals that provision of 
law that authorizes the Post Office Department to 
pay $5,000 to the specialagent in California, put- 
ting him ona par with other special agents. I 
will state farther, thata provision reducing the pay 
of the California agent passed both branches at 
the first session of the last Congress; but the Post 
Office bill was senttoa committee of conference, 
and in some mysterious way it slipped out. It 
passed again last session, but the Post Office ap- 
propriation bill failed. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I move to add, 
after the words “for miscellaneous payments, 
$200,000,” the following: 


And it is hereby made the duty of the Postmaster Gene | 


eral to accompany his annual estimates in each year with 
a detailed statement of the disbursements under this head 
the preceding year. 


This item’of appropriation of ‘ miscellaneous 


payments” has grown up in the Department for | 


the reason that there was scen to be no other way 
to keep the accounts. They charge to this ac- 
count whatever cannot properly be carried to any 
‘other. : It isa necessary appropriation, I believe; 
and, in the last Congress, went with the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crawrorp] to the 
Department to examine into this matter as far as 
wecould. I think the appropriation ought to be 
made; and yet it isan anomaly. There is no re- 
straint upon it unless. the amounts disbursed under 
it are reported to Congress. Other appropriations 
are made for specific objects. . This is made, so 
to speak, for things in general; and if Congress 
would retain control of the money, the items of 
expenditure made out of the appropriation should 
he brought here every year and examined. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I move to 
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strike out the whole item for miscellaneous pay- 
ments. g 4 
The CHAIRMAN. That takes precedence of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I have but 
a word to say in support of my amendment. It 
seems to me that, inasmuch as there are liberal 
allowances made here forall the mail service, and 
considering the condition of the United States 
li Treasury, the debt upon the people, and the 
|| means taken to pay that debt, this miscellaneous 
| appropriation should be stricken out entirely; and 
i! E hope it will be done. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
a letter which shows the various items included 
under this head. I willsay to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, that it is found necessary to ap- 
rpropriate a considcrable sum of money for mis- 
cellaneous items. I agree with the gentleman 
i MER A 
| from Michigan, that there ought to be a detailed 
; report made at every session of Congress as to 
|: these misccllancous items of expenditure. I 
| looked through all the documents, and could not 
! find anywhere a detailed statement. I addressed 
| a communication to the Post Office Department, 
| and received the answer which I now ask to have 
j read. It explains itself; but as the letter is gen- 
eral in its terms, I hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan will be adopted. 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
Finance OFFICE, June 1, 1860. 
Sır: Ihave the honor to inform you that the following 
items of expenditure constitute the account for “ miscella- 
| neons,” to wit: office-rent, lights, stationery, fuel, expense 
of fitting up offices connected with custom-houses owned 
by the Government, repairs on offices under lease to the 
Government, attorneys’, marshals’, and clerks’ services in 
civil cases, and ail other expenses incident to carrying on 
business, such as porterage, cleaning, &e. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 4 
A. N. ZEVELY, 
Third Assistant Postmaster General. 


| Ilon. Jons SHERMAN, 
i Chairman Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. There is not 
a single specification in that letter, and I hope the 
whole item will be stricken out. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Leacn, of 
North Carolina, was not agreed to. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan.. I now move to 
amend by striking out ‘* $200,000” and inserting 
** $100,000. >? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that the De- 
partment has expended during thelast year, under 
this head, about one hundred and cighty-five thou- 
sand dollars. Whether it was properly expended 
or not, of course is a matter I cannot show. 

Mr. COLFAX. If we reduce the amount to 
$100,000, and the Department expends $185,000, 
i we shall have to make up the amount in a defi- 
ciency bill next year, I see no propriety in doing 
i that. If the gentleman will modify his amend- 
i ment so as to fix the appropriation at $150,000, 


if 


; would be expedient to reduce the amount as low 
| as $100,000. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to know whether 
| this item of appropriation is in conformity with 
i the estimate? If the sum of $200,000 is to be ex- 
| pended, I think we might as well have it appro- 
priated now, as to put it into a deficiency bill at 
the next session. 

Mr. COLFAX. I think the entire sum will, 
perhaps, be expended if appropriated, but that we 
might, with safety, perhaps, reduce the amount to 
$150,000. I move to amend the amendment by 
fixing it at that sum. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 
The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 
The question then recurred upon the amend- 
| ment offered by Mr. Howarp, of Michigan; and 
|i being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

i) Mr. COLFAX, by direction of the Committee 
| on the Post Office and Post Roads, submitted the 
| following amendment: f 

| Strike out lines forty and forty-one, and insert, as fol- 
l 

4 

i 

| 

| 

| 


i lows: 
That from and after the 30th of June, 1860, the charge 
: for the delivery of letters by carriers shall be one cent each, 
| and no more, the whole of which shall be paid to them for 
their services; and the Postmaster General may establish 
| boxes for the delivery of letters at the outside stations in the 
i] suburbs of cities, provided it can be done without loss to 
ii the Department or injury to the service; and any net rev- 
enue derived from the rent of said boxes may be applied by 
| him towards the increase of the carriers’ fund, or the ex- 


; Lam willing to vote for it; but Į do not think it | 


| pense of colecting. letters, as he may deen just or equi- 
ae. g a -3 A Bes 

Mr. COLFAX. This appropriation of $187,000 
for the payment of letter-curriers is perfectly need 
less. You have provided by law that.the charges: 
of ictier-carriers shall not exceed two cents per 
letter. This amount is received by the carriers 
from the people, paid in by therm to'the post of 
fice, and therr all paid out again to the carriers.or 
tu. the collectors of letters.: The Committce om 
the Post Office and Post Reads propose to reduce: 
the sum received by the letter-carriers in‘ all the 
cities to what it-is in the city of Boston—one cent 
per letter.. Ihave here a letter from the postmas- 
ter of Boston, in which he says the one-cent-sys- 
tem in that, city has been a perfect success. In 
1849, when Hon. Cave Johnson was Postmaster 
General, he endeavored to establish the carriers? 
rate at one cent; but in consequence of the com- 
bination of the letter-carriers in New York and 
Philadelphia, he was able to establish it only in 
the city of Boston. In New York, Philadelphia, 
and the other cities, they stil retain the letter- 
carriers’ rate at two cents per letter; and I have 
before me a statement showing that many of them 
| receive an annual compensation for this work of 
sixteen or eighteen hundred dollarsa ycar.. Now 
we think that if they can obtain reifable men in 
Boston to actas carriers at one cent per letter, 
they can do the same in New York and Philadel- 
phia. In New York, competent men are’ em- 
| ployed at from ten to cleven dollars per week to 
|| collect letters, who have to work as hard and to 
‘be as competent and responsible meri as the let~ 
ter-carriers, who receive so much larger pay. 
Under this reduced rate, the carriers in the larger 
cities will receive from eight to fourteen hundred 
dollars per year; and we are informed that. per- 
fectly competent and reliable men can be employed. 
for that sum. à 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Has the Post- 
| master General approved this amendment? 
| Mr. COLFAX. The First Assistant, Mr. 
| King, was at first rather disposed not to express, 
| any opinion on the subject; but the Postmaster 
Genera! has always favored it, and has recently 
informed me that he believes the system can be 
carried out successfully. ; ; 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, 
(if the Department cannot, under existing law, 
| carry out the system which he proposes? Upon 
; what principle does the Department now act? < 
1 Mr. COLFAX. Under the existing law, two 
cents are charged for letters delivered by the letter- 
| carriers, ono half cent each for newspapers, and 
| one cent for drop letters. . The postmasters’ pay 
some ten dollars and a half per week to the per- 
sons employed for collecting letters, and the bal- 
ance of the money collected as carriers’ fees is 

aid over to the letter-carriers. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Then, you will ob- 
serve, the effect of the gentleman’s proposition is 
to reduce the compensation, and, to the same ex- 
tent, diminish the quality of the agents. em- 
ployed. Now, sir, I think there is no good rea- 
son or argument to justify such a proposition. 
The persons who get these letters.are perfectly 
willing to pay two cents apiece, or they would go 
to the office themselves. A great many of them-do 
go to the post office for their own letters, and 
those who receive them from the carriers are 
willing, of course, to pay a sum sufficient to em- 
ploy men of integrity. I think this eternally 
tinkering with our legislation persistently is per- 
| Nicious In its effects, 

Mr. COLFAX. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will merely suggest that the letter-carriers 
in Boston are quite as responsible and efficient as 
those in New York. In Boston, only one cent 
per letter is paid for delivery, and $800 is the 
maximam received by the letter-carriers. 

I will further remark that in adopting this 
amendment, you strike a golden mean between 
the system already in existence here and the Brit- 
ish system, By the British system, the Govern- 
ment carries letters eight or ten times a day in the 
| city of London, to the houses of the recipients, 
|| free of charge; and the result is that the London 
ost office building is the quietest public building 
iin that city. We do not propose to do that; but 
| when letters can be carried for one cent each, and 
the men carrying them can make a good living at 
that, with half a cent for newspapers, which is 
the rate paid under the present law, we think it 


I desire to. Know 
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is:proper. that the. system be made general. In 
reference to the latter clause of the amendment, 
E hayë here a letter from the acting Postmaster 
General, recommending, in substance, the provis- 
ion we have adopted. ‘The following is the letter: 
; Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, April 26, 1860. 
Sw: While your committee have under consideration 
the question of reducing the letter-carrier fee. to onc cent 
in all cases, I respectfully suggest- that yop consider also 
whether it’ may not be advisable to deliver mail Ictters at 
the outside “stations? free of any earrier’s charge, and 
maké up for any. loss thereby resulting to the carriers’ fund 
by renting boxesat the stations. At present, I understand, 


the carrier’s fee in New York, upon letters delivered out 


from the stations to persons calling, is one cent; but no 
boxes are rented at such stations, although I am assured 
thata large number would be readily taken. . If thought 
advisable, the Department might be restricted in the use of 
these box rents—not to pay more from them than what 
tnight be necessary to insure to each carrier a certain 
amount per annum. 
E have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, HORATIO KING, 
Acting Postmaster. General. 


Hon Scuuyirr.CoLras, Chairman of the Committee on the 
"Post Office and Post Roads, House of Representatives. ` 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I want to patronize 
free labor. [Laughter.] I am very sorry to no- 
tice.a. disposition on the part of the gentleman to 
fly in the face of the poor. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman is mistaken; 
I merely wish to do justice between the Govern- 
mentand its employés, and to stand by the poor. 

Mr. SPINNER. I ask the gentleman to accept 
this modification of his amendment: before the 
words “ one cent,” insert the words * not exceed- 
ing; so that it will read: ‘ not. exceeding one 
cént,” &c. 

Mr. COLFAX. Lacceptthe gentleman’samend- 
ment as a modification of my own. 

I will state further, that there are offers before 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and they were before the Postmaster General un- 
der General Pierce, made by responsible. parties 
in Philadelphia, to carry the letters in that city 
and deliver them at one cent a single letter, and 
to deliver the mails six times instead of four times 
a day. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to the amendment offered by the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. It is true that I have not given much at- 
tention to it before; but, from the discussion which 
it.has elicited, I think that I understand what will 
be its effect. Iam constrained to oppose it on 
general principles of benevolence and justice. Ít 
seems to me that the proposition of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Smrru] isa fair one. This 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, if 
passed into law, will reduce the moral and fitting 
standard of the.men who do this work. Ido not 
believe that ten dollars a week is sufficient com- 

ensation to these men. [believe that the laborer 
is worthy of a fair salary. ‘Two or three days 
ago we passed a law increasing the compensa- 
tion of the officers of the Navy. I cheerfully 
voted for it, because I thought that those officers 
did not receive a proper and adequate compensa- 
tion. While this national Legislature increased 
compensation in one instance from $3,500 to 95,000 
—the compensation of an officer in the naval ser- 
vice—yet it is now this day consuming the public 
time and the public moncy in an effort to reduce 
the compensation of our hard-worked letter-car- 
riers to less than ten dollars a week. 

Mr. COLFAX. Will the gentleman yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. What amendment does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania submit? 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 move to increase the ap- 
propriation one dollar. 

Mr. COLFAX. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, I will submit a few 
words in reply to the remarks he has made. The 
increase of drop letters under a law passed by 
this Congress has increased the compensation of 
letter-carriers while we have been in session. We 
propose that the rate on mailed letters shall be 
reduced from two centsto one cent. It willonly 
effect a reduction of about twenty-five per cent. 
as newspapers and drop letters will remain at the 
same charge, and the number of letters to be de- 
livered will be very much increased. 

One evil that has grown up under this system, 
in consequence of the increase of business in New 
York city, is, that the routes, especially in the 


rs 
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lower part of the city,are not-as large as they 

might be, and the letter-carriers there do not work 

as many hours a day as the men who go outside 

to collect letters and bring them to the post office, 

for which service they only receive $10 50a week. 

This reduction would leave the average in New. 
York and Philadelphia nearly, if not quite, one 

thousand dollars,and some carriers in New York 

considerably over that amount. It would give 

the carriers larger routes and make them work 

the whole day instead of working a less number 

of hours upon these smaller routes. It would be 

a relief to the poor men who, when only. three 

cents ispaid for the transportation of a letter three 

thousand miles to the post office near their resi- 
dence, are required to pay two cents for its de- 
livery to them; or to. leave their work during 
business hours to go to the general delivery and» 
inquire there for their letters, cither of which is 

a heavy burden on laboring men, and being need- 
less in its amount, should be reformed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I judge, from the gentle- 
man’s remarks, that he is not informed on this 
particular subject. There are five deliveries a 
day by the letter-carriers in Philadelphia. Those 
carriers go to the post office at four o’clock in the 
morning, and they stay there, or work upon their 
routes, until sundown. They do work more than 
ten hoursa day. There is no class of the Gov- 
ernment employés who work so hard as these 


letter-carriers. I am glad that the gentleman says | 
he will propose a partial increase of compensa- | 


tion. To that extent F give him credit. 

Mr. COLFAX. I do not say that this will in- 
crease their compensation. I said that perhaps 
it would make a reduction of about twenty-five 
per cent.; but if the number of letters delivered 
by carriers is as much increased in New York 
and Philadelphia as when the one-cent rate was 
adopted in Boston, then it would increase their 
compensation, That, however, is to be tested. 
Without it the reduction will not exceed twenty- 
five per cent. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My great object is that, in 
our legislation, we shall so provide that fora fair 
day’s work we shall give a fair day’s wages. We 
have heard of the desire, on the part of the ether 
side, to renew the hum of industry throughout 
the country by an increase of the present rates of 
duties upon imports. We are told that it is the 
desire properly to compensate the labor of the 
country. Lam in favor of both these objects; and 
it is for that reason I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. The self-constituted advocates, the special 
advocates of the poor laboring man, of the other 
side, inthisamendment propose to do—what? To 
reduee the wages of these hard-worked letter-car- 
riers to ten dollars a week. Such a course I know 
to be anti-Democratic. If the result of any legis- 
lation proposed by the Post Office Committée be 
to inerease the compensation of these men to a 
proper figure, I will vote for it; otherwise, I shall 
be constrained to oppose it. i 

J do notat all, in my experience, concur in the 
conclusions stated by the gentleman from Indiana. 
These post office carriers are compelled to be at 
the post office at four o’clock in the morning, and 
they are not let off until sundown. That every- į 
body knows who knows anything of the Phila- 
delphia post office. If men choose to pay two 
cents for the delivery of a letter, let them do so. 
It is in their volition to go to the post office and 
get the letter without any extra charge, or to have 
it delivered by paying two cents. I never knew 
before that this matter was provided for by law. 
I was always under the impression before that the į 
different post offices of the large cities were allowed | 
so many carriers, and that it was fixed by the | 
custom of the office what should be the rate paid. 
I know very well that numbers of the letter-car- 
riers do not get more than twelve or fifteen dol- | 
lars per week under the present usage. 

1 have no objection to the amendment, if it will 
give these men a fair compensation; but I do not 
believe that it will do so. I must confess that I 
have never seen a system of Jabor-saving, like 
that proposed here, attempted to be applied to 
any other than steam machinery; for it is pro- | 
posed to increase the labor of these worthy men 
and to reduce their salaries, which are now sufi- 
ciently low. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I desire to suggest 
to my colleague upon the committee that, as he 
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a 
is accepting modifications, his amendment should 
read: not exceeding one cent,” leaving off the 
words ‘fand no more.”’ 
Mr. COLFAX. Iaccept the modification. F 
will now read the reply of -the postmaster at 
Boston: . 


“The reduction ‘here from two cents to one led to the 
delivery of.a much larger number of letters; so that the re- 
ceipts at one cent were about the same as when a lesser 
number was delivered at two cents. ‘The labor of the enr- 
riers was much ineréased, as the system was applied to all 
parts of the city, but their income was not diminished. {f 
the whole carrier force in Boston were to resign, there. 
would be no difficulty whatever in finding a force, as good 
in capacity and character, for @500 a year cach, to take their 
places. Not that [ would advise a sum so low, but I should 
not recommend more than $800, nor fess than $500.” 


Mr. FLORENCE. Ihave no doubt now that ` 
the gentleman will yield to me a moment in reply. 

Objection being made, debate was ruled to be 
out of order. i 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLFAX. Ihave now an amendment to 
offer, whieh is of great importance, and I desire ` 
to have the sense of the committee upon it. I¢ 
proposes a radical change in the present system. 
The last Congress sent a resolution to the Post- 
master General, asking him to suggest ways and 
means by which the large accumulation of dead 
letters might be decreased. Two million dead let- 
ters are returned to the Department every year. 
They are torn open by clerks, and where there are 
money or valuables in them, they are returned, 
withoutany charge, to the persons who sentthem. 


|| The Postmaster General sent a very able reply, 


Jast month, to the Senate, and a copy was printed 
for the use of the House, though Lam afraid mem- 
bers generally have notscen it, He said that six 
hundred thousand of these two million were real- 
ly letters which it might be desirable to return 
to the writers, and which the Department could 
return if they had sufficient clerical force. The’ 
remaining one million two hundred thousand were 
either misdirected, orimperfectly directed, or were 
circulars, &c., which were not of sufficient im- 
portance to be returned. 

The clerks now in the office attending the dead- 
letter department are overburdened; and if Con- 
gress wishes to initiate the system of returning 
all dead letters to the writers—and the Postmaster 
General says that from thirty to forty per cent. 
of them would probably be willing to pay post- 
age for such return—it can be done by passing 
a law appropriating for that purpose, for the 
coming year, the revenue derived by the United 
States during the last two years from money in 
unclaimed dead letters. About thirty-eight thou- 
sand dollars are found in dead letters cach year, 
and they are returned all over the United States 
to the various individuals who sent them. About 
thirty-two thousand dollars of that amount finds 
owners, while five to six thousagd come back, 
having found no claimant. If Congress desires 
to attempt this experiment for a year, they can, 
by using the proceeds from this source for two 
years, try the experiment. It would require the 
employment of ten clerks; and if you provide that 


į each returned letter shall pay three cents postage, 


the system would, at least, be half self-sustain- 
ing. We now return all foreign letters which 
come here and find no owners. We pack them 
ap and send them back. I think the plan would 
be a success, 

I offer the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the first section, as follows: 

Provided further. That until the 30th of June, 1861, all 
dead letters shall, as far as practicable, be returned to thelr 
writers, under such regulations as tbe Postmaster General 
may establish; and those receiving them shall pay three 
cents, as return postage thereon, which shall be accounted 
for as other postal revenue; and to carry out this provision, 
the Postmaster General is hereby authorized to use a sum 
not exceeding the revenues derived by the Treasury from 
dead and unclaimed ‘money letters forthe past two years 5 
and that no additional clerks employed under this provision 
shall receive over $1,200 per year. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 would inquire if that amend- 
ment is in order? It sounds to meas though it 
was independent legislation. 

Mr. COLFAX. I think it is in order. We 
now return a part of the letters; and I think that 
makes the amendment germane. 

wa T 3 

Mr. BRANCH. Is there any law directing 
their return? 


1860. 


TH 


Mr. COLFAX. There-isfor those which have 
money in them. 

Mr. BRANCH. But for none except those 
which have money in them. It is proposed by 
this amendment to pass a law, making it obliga- 
tory to return dead letters; and it makes an appro- 
priation of money for that purpose. 

Mr. COLFAX. I have only attempted to in- 
troduce a’reform, which will make the Post Office 
Department more serviceable to the people; and 
I should like to have the sense of the committee 
on it, if in accordance with the rules. 

Mr. BRANCH. I cannot withdraw my objec- 
tion, because it is proposed to employ twelve 
additional clerks. 


- The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from North | 


Carolina raises a point of order; and the Chair 
thinks the amendment is not in order. 
So the amendment was not received. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have authorized me to propose the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


Suike out of lines four and five, of section second, 
e $897,221 75,7 and insert, in lieu thereof, § $7,424; so 
that the section will read: 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That if the revénucs 
of the Post Office Department shall be insuflicient tø meet 
the appropriations of this act, then the stm of $507,424, 


is hereby, appropriat 
Treasury not othery appropriated, to supply 
in the revenue of the Post Otice Departmen 
ending the 30th of June, 1861. 


That amendment only makes the appropriation 
conform with the amendments of the Committce 
of Ways and Means, and of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. i 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation one cent. T desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means if 
this deficit in the postal service for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1861, is according to the estimates of 
the Department? 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Department has esti- || 


mated the deficiency at $5,988,424. The amount 
which the commiitee report, is a little over 
$5,000,000, a saving of nearly $1,000,000. 

Mr. QUARLES. Of nearly $1,000,000 on the 
estimates ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUARLES. I am opposed to providing 
in advance for these deficiencies when we-do not 
actually know what the deficit is to be, or whether 
there is to be any deficit at all. In order to make 
a deficit, in order to insure that a deficiency will 
arise, this bill provides for it. The Department 
will be sure to spend all the money you give them 
the right to spend. That is our experience. As 


we would have three or four months after the | 


next meeting of Congress to provide for any de- 
ficiency that may occur, I do not see the use of 
providing for it here in advance. 


Mr. SHERMAN. We have appropriated in | 


detail a little more than fifteen million six hundred 
and sixty-five thousand dollars for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the next fiscal 
year. 


aggregate cstimated revenue of $9,676,000. Ac- 
cording to the estimate of the Department, the 
deficit would be 45,988,000; but, by reducing the 
amount of service and the amount appropriated 
for the service, we have reduced the deficit. But 
there will be a deficit, we know, as sure as fate, 
because, under the existing law, the Post Office 
service will cost about fifteen million dollars, ac- 
cording to the contracts. 
reduced more than a certain amount cach year. 
Change these laws, and make a radical reform in 
the Post Office Department. The estimated re- 
ceipts must be deducted from the estimated ex- 


penditures, and the deficit must be provided for; ! 
otherwise the contractors and others in the service | 

My plan in | 
IT submitted it | 


of the Department cannot be paid. 
regard to this matter is radical. 
in the early part of the session, and I hope yet 


tosee ita law. That is, to strike down the whole | 
postal service, and let itout to express companies į 


who are willing to undertake it, at a saving to the 
Government of four or five million dollars a year. 
That isa perfectly feasible project, and, if carried 
out, it will relieve Congress fiom the necessity 
of providing for these annual deficits. 

Mr. @UARLES. If I understand the hon- 
erable chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


The estimated revenue of the Department | 
18 $8,618,000, making, with other revenue, the į 


Therefore it cannot be | 


i 


| to existing law. 


Means, the entire expense of the postal service of 
the country is estimated at $15,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUARLES. And it is estimated that 
$9,867,000 will arise from the postal service itself? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yessir. 

Mr. QUARLES. Would we have to expend 
more than that before we meet here again? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtediy. 

Mr. QUARLES. 1 cannot see why the postal 
service cannot be carried on for $9,000,000 from 


| July to the first Monday in December next. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The deficiency occurs ac- 
cording as the year progresses. At theend of each 
quarter there is a deficit. We ought to provide for 
this, because the second quarter expires before 
Congress meets again, and the third quarter ex- 
pires before we can pass another Post Office appro- 
priation bill. 


Mr. QUARLES, by unanimous consent, with- 


i drew his amendment. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I propose 


to amend by striking out “five” and inserting | 


“four.” | think that if $15,000,000 were allowed 
to be expended, not a dollar of it would come 
back. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, 
there seems to be some confusion about this. IfI 
understand it properly, the first section of the bill 
authorizes and directs certain service to be per- 
formed, mails carried, postmastcrs paid, &c., alto- 
gctheramoutiting to an expenditure of $15,000,000. 
We have gone over that in detail, and ordered. it 


i to be done. 


Now, this second section relates to another sub- 


ject altogether; that is, to providing the means to 


ay for the service directed inthe first section. 
The first section requires $15,000,000 to be ex- 


i pended. Nine million dollars of it is to come out 


of the current receipts of the Department, and we 
have authorized the Department to use them. 
Where is the Department to get the rest of it? 
Take it out of the Treasury, That is what the 
second section is for—to provide for paying for 
the very thing we ordered. 

Now, the gentleman from North Carolina pro- 
poses to reduce the amount from $5,000,000 to 
$4,000,060. If you make thatreduction, you must 


cut down the service directed in the first section | 
to that amount. It will not dohere to order work | 


to be done, and then refuse to pay for it, or refuse 
to give the Department meansto pay forit. When 
you reduce the one, you must reduce the other, 
or else you are refusing to pay for services which 
you direct to be performed. This second sec- 
tion is not ordering service, but it is teliing the 


Postmaster General where to get the money to! 


pay for what is ordered in the first section. I 
hope the amendment will be voted down, unless 


there be a corresponding reduction made in the | 


first section. 

The question wastaken on Mr, Lracw’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Suerman’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

At the end of phe bill add: 

Provided, however, That no part of the suntypereby a) 


propriated shall be paid to the contractors for Eo 


mails on the route known as the overland mail royte fi 
St. Louis and Memphis to San Francisco, in Cahkfofnia, 
until the contract for the same shali be so change: 
conform to the provisions of Jaw authorizing the estab- 


lishment of the same, which permits the contractors tose- | 


lect their own route, from the Mississippi river to San Fran- 
cisco, 


Mr. STOUT. Irise to a question of erder. I 


i inquire of the Chair whether that amendment is 
| in order to an appropriation bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it is in order. 

Mr. STOUT. It scems to me that this is ad- 
ditional legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itscems to be germane to 
the vill, and it does not propose in terms to change 
an existing law. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The amendment 
does not provide for any change in the existing 
law. It only requires the Department to conform 
The law which passed the 
Thirty-Pourth Congress, authorizing the estab- 
shment of this overland mail route, provided that 
the contractor should select a route from the Mis- 
sissippi river, across. the continent, to San Fran- 
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cisco. The Postmaster General, in ‘his report, ate 
mits:that nobody. bid forthe route over which the, 
overland mail was. compelled.to.go. Now,-siryit 
is well known that this overland mail route trav= 
erses in its course -a part. of Mexico—that it goes 
outside of the limits of the United: Stes ‘atone 
point. The contractors were forced. to take this. 
route in violation of the act of Congress, and -im 
violation. of theirown wishes.: ‘The routeis nine 
hundred miles longer than the direct-route across 
. . 3 > x, oe 
the continent, from St. Louis, or from-some point 
on the Mississippi fiver, to San. Francisco. «The 
present Administration compelled the contractor 
to take this route, no person haying bid for it, 
The Administration traced outa route and: fixed 
the intermediate points, while they had no au- 
thority to do so, and while the contractors were, 
by the law, permitted to select the initial point of 
the route. The direct route across the continent 
has becn demonstrated, by the experience of the 
last year, to be the proper route... The pony, cx- 
press now makes the distance from San Francisca 
to St. Joseph in less than ten days, and traverses 
a country which is settied, and which is fast set- 


| tling up—Kansas Territory, the Pike’s. Peak 
i country, and the Territory known as Nevada. 
| By taking that route, the overland mail company. 


would find a settled country throughout the entire 
distance, and can perform service at the interme~ 
diate points; whereas, by going down and making 
a circuit of nine hundred additional miles, they 
do no. service to anybody, because there are no 
people living insthat.region. I trust that the 
amendment will be adopted, and thus a rebuke 
given to this Administration for violating the @x- 


| press terms of the law authorizing the establish- 


ment of this mail. ; : i 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Missouri seems to have renewed the war of 
the Jast Congress upon this overland mail route by 
way of El Paso and Fort Yuma. I presume it 
is now as it was with him in the last Congress. 
He comes forward here and seeks to change a 
contract for carrying the mails, entered into with 
due forms of law, without the knowledge or con» 


| sent of the contractors, or of any. one concerned 


in the contract, but simply upon his own motion, 
in disregard of the interests of the Government, 
in disregard of the wishes and interests of the 
contractors themselves, and in disregard of the 
best interests of the whole country. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. If the contractors 
do not want to change the route, they need not do 
it, under this amendment. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. What I mean to sayis, that 
they are not asking for it. The gentleman is pro~ 
posing to intermeddle in athing that nobody.asks 
him to intermeddle in. 

But, sir, I wish to say in regard to this route, 
that it has now been in operation for some length 
of time. The mail has been regularly carricd over 
it without interruption, winter and summer, with- 
in the schedule time, between St. Louis and San 
Francisco. It furnishes mail facilities to a large 
portion of the intermediate country-between the 
Aermini of the route. . It supplies the mails along 


‘northern Texas, through the southern portion of 


New Mexico, and up through California, from 
the southern boundary to San Francisco: Be- 
sides. that, after. the making of this contract with 
Butterfield, the mail route from Indianola, 'lexas, 
by-E} Paso to San Diego, was abrogated so far as 
it passed over the same ground as is covered by 
the Butterfield contract; and if the Butterfield 
route were changed, it would entirely destroy that 
line of mail service across the continent. The 
gentleman from Missouri desires to break up the 
most important line of mail service, where expe- 
rience has demonstrated that the mails are suc- 
cessfully carried at every season of the. year, 
within the schedule time, and transfer isto another 
route, where itis known that the mail cannot be 
carried with the same regularity, during a portion 
of the year, with. which it is carried on the Butter- 
field route. : 

The gentleman urges that it will supply mail 
facilities to a country that is scttled up, and toim- 
portant settlements. Well, now, I presume. that 
so far as supplying the.settlements on the route 
is concerned, the Butterfield route passes through 
a portion-of country having more important need 
for mail service than that which. would be passed 
through on the route which the gentleman. pro- 
poses; and, besides that, there are already three 
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mail routes across the country where he wants 
this to:go. The gentleman is desirous of taking 
away these facilities entirely from northern Texas, 
from the entire region of country that we call 
Arizona, from the southern portion of New Mex- 
ico; and from an important part of California, and 
of quadrupling the routes across the country from 
St: Louis, through the snows of the Rocky 
Mountains, to San Francisco. Arizonaisrapidly 
settling up, and northern Texas was rapidly set- 
tling up, until the Indians were permitted to drive 
away the people by continued hostilities. South- 
ern California is also settling up quite rapidly. 
Those countries are not perhaps settling up quite 
as rapidly as the Pike’s Peak region, where there 


seems to be a cause for settlement at this time; | 


but arrangements are now being made for fur- 
nishing additional mail service to that country. 

Now, sir, I want to say further, in reference to 
this contract, that the contract has been entered 
into, and it has been decided by the Department 
that the Government cannot abrogate it, because 
of the peculiar terms of the law under which it 
was made. The contractors have established 
their stock upon the line. They have stations 
where travelers over the line can sleep at the 
house of a white man every night, and can have 
their meals regularly. It will not be contended 
that the same conveniences can be extended to 
travelers on the line which the gentleman indi- 
cates, and certainly not thata man can travel over 
that line in the cold of winter with the same con- 
venience that he can travel over the Butterfield 
route, 

I cannot, in five minutes, discuss this question; 
but every gentleman who has considered itatall, 
must know that thereare most important reasons, 
both to the Government and the people, why this 
route should not be interfered with in the manner 
proposed. 

: (bere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I offer the follow- 
ing as an amendment to the amendment: 

And provided, That if said contractors shall choose some 


other than the route upon which they now perform the ser- 
vice, their annual pay shall be reduced to $575,000, 


Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment to the 
amendment is certainly out of order, It not only 
proposes to change the law, but to change a con- 
tract, 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman is 
mistaken. I will explain it in a moment, if he 
will allow me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My only object is to facil- 
itate business. Ido not suppose that either of the 
amendments will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the amendment to the amendment is in order. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The amendment of 
my ‘colleague (Mr. Brain] will authorize Butter- 
field & Co. to choose any one point on the Mis- 
rissippi river, and run the mail through to San 
Francisco. I agree with him that that is the law. 


They, however, made a contract under that law | 


with the Postmaster General to run two routes 
part of the way. They are running—~coming east- 
ward—from Fort Smith, in Arkansas, to Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, and to St. Louis, Missouri. My 
colleague’s amendment, if adopted, will allow 
them to dispense with running one of those 
branches. ‘They are now paid $600,000 for run- 
ning from the Mississippi on these routes to San 
Francisco. 

My object in offering this amendment is to 
bring Butterfield & Co. down to the compensation 
which, according to my recollection, they offered 
to do it for originally. They never asked for 
$600,000 to run the route from St. Louis to San 
Francisco if they could be permitted to select their 
own route. My recollection is, that they bid for 
carrying the mail from some point on the Missis- 
sippi river to San Francisco for $575,000 per an- 
num, But the Postmaster General contracted to 
give them $600,000 if they would carry it by a 
particular route, and by two branches from the 
main stem terminating at St. Louisand Memphis; 
the latter running some four or five hundred miles 
through Arkansas and Texas. I propose to pay 
them what they originally proposed to do it for. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 1 believe the state- 


ment of my colleague is correct. In regard to the j 


sum, I do not know whether he stated the exact 
amount for which they bid or not, but it is near 
enough for my purpose. Their bid was to take 


the mail from one point on the Mississippi river 
to San Francisco, fora less sum than the Post- 
master General contracted to pay them, on con- 
dition of their taking the mail from St. Louis to 
Memphis. 

Now, sir, Í desire to say, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Texas, that this amendment which I 
have offered does not compel these contractors to 
change their route; it only carries out the law as 
passed by Congress, which has been violated by 
the Postmaster General, and allows them to carry 
it from such point on the Mississippi river as they 
select, and carry it to San Francisco by their own 
route. The Administration chose to violate this 
law, and compel the contractors to take it by this 
route, going nine hundred miles out of the way 
to supply Arizona, which is already supplied by 
the routes of which the gentleman has just spoken, 
which went from Texas to El Paso, and from 
thence to San Diego; thus supplying the south- 
ern part of New Mexico. But, sir, New Mexico 
is separated from this route by adesert some two 
or three hundred miles, if I mistake not, in width, 
and ninety miles of which docs not contain a 
human being. And Arizona, of which we have 
heard so much, and of which so little has come 
here in any reliable shape about its inhabitants, 
is to be supplied by this route. 

Now, we do know that at different points, by 
this route across the continent, there are large 
settlements of our people requiring mail facilities. 
But the main point isto make the Administration 
conform to the law, and rebuke them when they 
violate it;and that they did violate itis sufficiently 
shown by reference to the debates in the other 
branch of Congress at the time of the passage of 
the law. Senator Gwiy, of California, and Sen- 
ator Rusk, of Texas, both declared that, in their 
opinion, this bill would enable the contractors to 
select their own routes across the continent. One 
of them used the expression that money would 
make the route; meaning that the contractors, if 
left to themselves, would- select the route over 
which they could carry the mail most cheaply, 
advantageously, and quickly. But the Admin- 
istration, for ihe purpose of directing emigration 
in that direction towards the south to Arizona, 
or for other purposes best known to themselves, 
chose to enforce upon these contractors a dif- 
ferent contract, and to insist upon carrying the 
mail over a route nine hundred miles greater in 
length. 

Now, | deny that there is any proof, or that 
the gentleman from Texas has adduced any, that 
the mail can be carricd over this route with greater 
security any portion of the yearthan by any other 
route. 1 beheve it can be carried more expedi- 
tiously by any other route than by the oncadopted 
by the Postmaster General. ‘There was no bid 
at all for this route, although there were bids for 
every other route across the continent; and there 
was no bid for it because the contractors knew 
it would cost more to carry it by this than by any 
other route. Í trust this House will see that such 
a law is passed as shall compel the Department 
to comply with its provisions. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not desire to debate 


i this amendment; but I wish to say to the House 


that we were three days last year*in discussing 
these routes. We have not the time to go into 
any further discussion of them now; and I trust 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means will assist me in going back to the House 
and closing debate upon this section of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Make the motion yourself, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move, then, that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate can only be in- 
dulged in by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not occupy a minute. 
I want merely to state that these gentlemen, who 
are now so anxious to destroy our mail facilities, 
already have routes from Keosho to Albuquerque, 
$17,000; from St. Joseph to Salt Lake, $190,000; 
from Kansas City to Stockton, $79,000; and others 
which I will not take up the time of the commit- 
tee now to name. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. That did not just- 


I want to state one fact right 


ify the Department in violating a law of Con- | 


ress. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for a yote on the mo- 
tion that the committee rise. 


Mr. STOUT. I hope the committee will alow 
me to offer an amendment, whicb is made neces- 
sary by a bill already passed, and to which there 
can be no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iwill state to the gentle- 
man from Oregon that he can offer his amendment 
after debate shall have been closed. The effect 
will not be to preclude the offering of any amend- 
ment whatever. ; 

Mr. Crawrorp’s motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Dawes reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under considcration, and particularly the Post 
Office appropriation bill, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Under the new rule, I 


am entitled to move that all debate on the second 


! section of the bill now under consideration in the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
be closed. I make that motion, stating simply 
that it will not cut off amendment, the object 
being only to preclude debate. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

The rules yore accordingly suspended; and the 
House resed itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Dawns 


in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 


House bill No. 564, making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 30, 1861; the question being on Mr. 
Biair’s amendment, as amended. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is the amendment debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
to the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KUNKEL. I move the following amend- 
ment to the amendment, as amended: 

And provided further, ‘That in case the contractors con- 
sent to change the route aforesaid, the Postmaster General 
may, in his discretion, award the said overland mail ser- 
viec to the same or such otber contractors as may offer to 
carry the same most cheaply. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
I will say only one word on that amendment. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. SMITII, of Virginia. Ido not want to 
debate this amendment, but mercly to remind the 
House that the Attorney General of the United 
States has decided that this contract cannot be 
annulled. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, demanded tellers on 
the amendment, as amended. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, Winpom, and 
Mr. Craie of Missouri, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the amendment, 
as amended, was rejected; the tellers having only 
reported—ayes fifty-two; noes not counted. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move the following amend- 


i ment, to come in as the third section of the bill. 


It is made necessary by the adoption of a preced- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to cause the mails to be transported between the 
United States and any foreign port or ports, or between any 
port of the United States and any other port of the United 
States touching at a foreign port, by steamship, allowing 
and paying therefor, if by an American vessel, the sea and 
United States inland postage, and if by a foreign vessel, the 
sea postage only, on the mail so conveyed: Provided, That 
preference be always given to an American over a foreign 
steamship, when departing from the same port to the same 
destination, within three days of each other. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment does not 
change existing law, except in that it provides 
for a route where the termini are in the United 
States, but where it passes through a foreign juris- 
diction. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed tu. 


Mr. STOUT. Toffer the following amendment: 


ind be it further enacted, That so much of the appropri- 
ation for inland mail service as is provided for the trans- 


| portation of mails from San Francisco to Puget Sound, via 


Astoria, in Oregon, shall be applied to the transportation of 
said mails by Jand to Olympia whenever by law such ser- 
vice shall be provided in lieu of ocean service. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. 
be adopted. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPINNER. If this committee be in favor 
of reforms, it will adopt the amendment I offer. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec, 5. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the 30th day of Junc, 1862, the Post Office Department, and 
everything thereto appertaining, and all laws relating there- 
to, are hereby totally abolished and annulled. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point that the 
amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House do 
now proceed with the consideration of House bill 
No. 217, making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, preservation, and repairs of certain fortifica- 
tions, and other works of defense, for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be 
now read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

_Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Dawes reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly House bill 
No. 564, making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861, which he was di- 
rected to report back to the House with sundr 
amendments; and also, that it had under consid- 
eration House bill No, 217, making appropria- 

‘tions for the construction, preservation, and re- 
pairs of certain fortifications, ånd other works of 
defense, for the year ending June 30, 1861, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined, and 
found truly enrolled, bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 228) for the relief of Valentine 
Wehrheim; 

An act (S. No, 426) to disolve the Washington’s 
Manual Labor School and Male Orphan Asylum 
Society of the District of Columbia, and to au- 
thorize the transfer of its cffects to the Columbian 
Institution for the instruction of the Deaf and 
Dub and the Blind; and 

An act (S. No. 385) to incorporate the pro- 
prictors of Prospect Hill Cemetery. 


FORTIFICATION BILL, 


` Mr. SHERMAN. Imovethat all debate term- 
inate on House bill No. 217, within five minutes 
after its consideration is resumed in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House re- 


solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


ARMY BILL, 
Mr. STANTON. Before that motion is put 
I will move that the Senate amendments to the 
Army appropriation bill be printed. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; it ought to be 
done. I supposed it had been done. 
The motion was agreed to. 


That amendment ought to 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
that it would be well now, before going into the 
committee, to dispose of the Post Office appro- 
priation bill, reported from the Committee of the 
Wiole with amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
and I call the previous question upon the amend- 
ments. 


l have no objection to that, | 


The previous question was seconded, and ‘the 
main question ordered to be put; and, under the 
operation thereof, the several amendments of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
(with the exception of the second and eighth, 
upon which separate votes were asked,) were 
agreed to in gross. 

Tellers were demanded-on the second amend- 
ment. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burrinton 
and Joun Cocurane wers appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes seventy-eight; noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The eighth amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of linc thirty-five, which was for miscellaneous 
payments, $150,000, add the tollowing: 

And it is hereby made the duty of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to accompany his annual estimate, each year, with a 
detailed statement of disbursements under this head the 
preceding year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In reference to that eighth 
amendment, which was offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Howarp,] I understand he 
desires to modify it, se as to make it conform to 
an amendment which was offered last session. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. By unanimous 
consent, I will offer the following, in lieu of that 
amendment, differing from it only in phraseology: 

Provided, That it shait be the duty of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to furnish to Congress, In his annual report, on the first 
Monday of December next, and of cach and every year there- 
atter, a detailed statement of the expenditure made under 
the head of “ miscellaneous payments j? and that it shall 
not be lawful to use any of the money hereby appropriated 
for the defense of sults brought against officers of the Post 
Office Department for malfeasance, misfeasance, or non- 
feasance in office, or for acts committed by them undercolor 
of jaw, and in derogation of the rights of citizens. 


No objection being made, the substitution was 
made, - 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire simply to 
say that the Post Office books embrace all these 
items; and the publication of them might really 
prejudice the public service. Members of Con- 
gress can always have access to them at the De- 
partment. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The Depart- 
ment has sent to me, since my amendment was 
offered, a request that that very language, word 
for word, should be embodied in the bill, As 
they desired to have it in that very shape, I gut 
it out of the bill of last year. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would say to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, that the gentleman from 
Michigan and myself were appointed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Meaus to inquire in reference 
to this matter at the Post Office Department, and 
that the Department agreed upon thisamendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 


| grossed, and read a third time; and, being en- 
i grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 


Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 


i by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laidon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN.. I move that House bill 


No. 217, making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, preservation, and repairs of certain fortifica- 
tions, and other works of defense, for the year 
ending June 30, 186], be made the special order 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move thatthe House | 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on | 


the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. KELLOGG, 
of Mlinois, in the chair,) and procceded to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 217) making 
appropriations for the construction, preservation, 


and repairs of certain fortifications, and other į 
works of defense, for the year ending the 30th of ; 


June, 1861. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk then commenced the reading of the 
bill by clauses, for amendment. 


Mr: MARSTON. I move to insert; aft 
nine, the following words: ede 
For rebuilding Fort Constitution; Portsmouth harbor, 
New Hampshire, $75,000. see es 

This appropriation was asked for for thé pur- 
pose of constructing a fortification for the deferise 
of the navy-yard, and public property. thereon, 
at Kittery, Maine. According tò the estimate.of 
the resident engineer, the property liable to'de- 
struction is worth $2,600,000, consisting’ of ship- 
houses, ships upon the stocks, timber, and: mili- 
tary and naval stores of various kinds. <<". 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania.’ T rise toa 
point of order. It is, that this is a new work, and 
therefore an appropriation for it cannot be intro- 
duced in this appropriation bill. 1t is not for an 
old fort, but for building a new one. ; 

Mr. MARSTON. Kt is for the erection of a 
fort upon the site of a fort in existence, and :to 
rebuild and enlarge it. --Itis precisely-in the ‘same 
way in which all works of this sort have hereto- 
fore been provided for. Thereisalaw'providihg 
for its existence, and it has been in existence fifty 

ears. oe 
7 Mr.STEVENS,of Pennsylvania. Is thereany 
fort there? 

Mr. MARSTON. There is, and has been for 
fifty years. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
been divested of guns? ; 
Mr. MARSTON. Never. tg ea 

The CHAIRMAN. On the statement of. the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, the Chairthinks 
the amendment is in order. i ; 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [rise to a point of order, 
which I think will cover this question, It is, that 
this is a general appropriation bill,and, there being 
no existing law authorizing the building and con- 
structing a fortat that point, the gentleman cannot 
offer his amendment to this general appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. MARSTON. That is the same point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substance of the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Georgia is that 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
opinion of the Chair is, that the amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Itake an appeal from the 


Has itnot 


| decision of the Chair. 


Mr. MARSTON. I wish to say a single word 
upon theappeal. Iam informed, at the Navy De- 
partment, that this is precisely the way in which 
such works have been provided for years. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is the fort now 
there occupied by any military force of the Uni- 
ted States? : 

Mr. MARSTON. By one sergeant. 

Mr. STANTON. That is enough. ; 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I believe the appeal is de- 
batable. 1 do not know precisely what limitation 
the House proposes to impose upon itself in rela- 
tion to amendments to appropriation bills, if this 
amendment comes within the rule. f 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, I would inquire if 
this appeal is debatable? Foe 

The CHAIRMAN. The opinion of the Chair 
is that it would be debatable, but that the com- 
mittee is actually dividing. . 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Will the House allow me 
to read the rule under which I propose to make 
an appeal? 

**81. No appropriation shall be reported in such general 
appropriation bilis, or be In order as an amendment thereto. 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by iaw.” 

The point I make on the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is, that there is no authority of law for this 
expenditure, and thatit is not in order to a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. 

Mr. MARSTON, That is a mistake in, point 
of fact. 1 wish the gentleman from Georgia will 
withdraw his appeal for a moment. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not in- 
dulge any further debate on this subject. 

Mr. STANTON. I must insist that the ques- 
ion is debatable, and that it is not too Inte to 
debate it, for the committee is not dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. STANTON. I do not want to pile one 
appeal on another if it can be avoided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
will recollect that debate was closed by order of 
the House on all subjects; and hence this debate 
would be outof order. The question is, “Shall 
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the decision of. the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the committee >” 

The Chair appointed Messrs. Crawrorp, and 
Rostnsow of Rhode Island, tellers. 

The committee divided, and the tellers re- 
portéd—ayes forty-five, noes not counted. 

So. the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

Mr. HUGHES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 7 

For Fort Madison, Annapolis-harbor, Maryland, $10,000. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Is that an old or a new 
fort? 

Mr, HUGHES.. Itisa fort that is very nearly 
completed... It- is still in charge of the engineer 
department. It was estimated for at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, but it has not been included in 
the estimates this year, in consequence of the 
policy indicated by the War Department, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ifthe committce will per- 
mit me, [ will read the concluding portion of the 
rule: 

“ Unless in continuation of appropriations for such pub- 
lic works and objects as are already.in progress, and forthe 
contingencies for carrying on the several departments of the 
Government.” 

Andifitisin continuation, then, under the 120th 
rule, appropriations are in order for works in 
progress of construction. 

Mr. HUGHES. Certainly itis in continuation. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. The facts in 
this case are very different from those in the 
other, i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask 
the gentleman from Maryland whether there is 
any express law authorizing or requiring this ap~ 
propriation ? 

Mr. HUGHES. There is an express law for 
the construction of the work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that, under the decisiun of thecommittee just made, 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HUGHES. If the Chair will permit me, 
the case is entirely different. There is no simi- 
larity between the two cases; and therefore I ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was aware of 
the latter portion of the rule; and on that ground 
made the decision, which was overruled by the 
committee. But the Chair is bound to follow the 
opinion and judgment of the committee. 

Mr. HUGHES. Then, I shall take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair; because I do not 
see the analogy of the cases. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Is it competent for the Chair- 
man of this committee to rule an amendment out 
of order without the point having been called to 
his attention? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unquestionably it is, in 
the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr, KUNKEL. {differ with the Chair. Itis 
competent for the committee, by unanimous con- 
sent, to receive any amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. KUNKEL. The Chair has no authority 
to declare an amendment out of order unless the 
point is made, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ryland is out of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. If the Chair persists in its 
decision, | must take an appeal. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair has na feeling 
on the subject, but must yield to the judgment of 
the committee. f 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Idesire to state the dis- 
tinction between the two cases, if the Chair will 
hear me for a moment, 

The CHAIRMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. As I understand, there 
is no law for building the fort mentioned in the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire. He does not claim that there is. AsI 
understand, the old fort is dilapidated, and there 
is but one sergeant in charge of it. But there is 
a law for building this Fort Madison, and the 
work is now in progress of construction. That 
ig the distinction between the two cases. There 
is law for the construction of the one work, and 
none for the other, 

Mr. STANTON. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire was to repair an 
existing fort, while this is to complete one in 

racess of construction. If there is a difference 

etween the two cases, I do not see it. 


The gentleman from Ma- 


| Chair to govern me in my vote. Do I understan 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does. The 
question is, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the committee?” 

The question was taken; and the decision of 
the Chair was sustained.” 

Mr. BOULIGNY. I move to insert after line 
thirty-six the following: : 

For repairs and extension of Fort St. Philip, Mississippi 
river, $15,000. 

For repairs and extension of Fort Jackson, Mississippi 
river, $16,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
That amendment is to provide for the extension 
of existing fortifications, which is certainly not a 
repair. It is an enlargement. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. Well, I wil strike out the 
word “ extension.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘In the opinion of the 
Chair, the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Ohio is well taken, in accordance with the 
decision of this committee. 

Mr. STANTON. Will it be in order to move 
to reconsider the vote by which the decision of 
the Chair was reversed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman, the Chair 
presumes, is aware that it is not in order to move 
to reconsider in committee. 

Mr. STANTON. Itis very manifest that the 
House has got itself into a fix where it does not 
want to be. [Cries of ** Not at all !?’] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. We are perfectly 
fortified. (Laughter. 

Mr. McRAE. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line forty: 

For fort on Ship (sland, in Mississippi sound, on the coast 
of Mississippi, $25,000, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that a new fort? 

Mr. McRAE. No, sir; itis a fort now in prog- 
ress of construction under an appropriation of 
3100,000 made in 1857. It is estimated for by the 

Department, but was not reported in the bill, 
and there are two appropriations in the bill, that 
were not estimated for, to the amount of $30,000. 
I shall not ask to strike them out; but I ask that 
this be inserted for the only fortification on the 
coast of Mississippi. I have here a statement 
from the engineer department that the amount of | 
the $100,000 unexpended, on the 12th of March | 
last, was $27,224 54, and I am informed by Col- 
one] De Russy, the chief of the bureau, that the 
appropriation will be exhausted by June, and the 
whole work stopped. It is very important that 
the work should be got up above the first circle 
of guns, or a great loss will be sustained. I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. I will state that 
this fort is located on Ship Island, in Mississippi 
sound, through which the British fleet entered | 
and came to anchor under Ship Island in the war 
of 1812. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to read from the 
report of the Secretary of War in regard to the 
fortification at Ship Island. He says, after speak- 
ing of the condition of the work: ` ` . 

_ “ With the balance of the appropriation in hand, it is ex- 
pected that the work may be raised above the embrasures, | 
and for the further sum of $85,000 the officer in charge esti- | 
mates that the main work may be finished.” 

This bill is founded on the policy of keeping | 
the works in repair. We find, from the report of 
the Secretary of War, that the balance of the ap- 
propriation for this fort is sufficient to raise the 
work above the embrasures, and put it in a con- 
dition for preservation; and, theretore, I hope the | 
amendment will not be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state | 
to the committee that, if no pointof order is made 
upon this amendment, the Chair will esteem it ; 
as in order by gencral and unanimons consent. | 
The committee is advised of the opinion of the | 
Chair and its ruling, in view of the decision of | 
the committee. i 

Mr. McRAE. I hope a vote will be taken on 


my amendment. 
Mr. KUNKEL. I would merely ask the Chair | 
why he did not receive the amendment of my col- | 
league, [Mr. Hueues, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will answer | 
the gentleman at the proper time. This is not the | 
proper place or time. (Laushur] i 
Mr. McRAE. I hope the amendment will be į 
adopted, in order that the work may not be | 
stopped. | 
Mr. HILL. 1 desire to make an inquiry of the | 
H 


the Chair to decide that it is the sense of the com- 
mittee that, before an appropriation can be voted 
for any fortification, there must first be an act re~ 
citing how much money is required for that for- 
tification, or authorizing a special appropriation 
to be made, according to a particular estimate put 
in a specific act, or what does it mean? Task, for 
information; what does the Chair decide? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In order to save time, 
I call my colleague to order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia is not strictly in order, as he is aware. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the point of 
order only to save time. 

Mr. HILL. I merely ask what the committee 
have decided? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the 
gentleman that the committee have made a most 
clear and distinct decision, which can hardly be 
misapprehended by the gentleman; and the Chair 
does not decide this amendment out of order, upon 
the ground that it seems to be the universal con- 
sent that it should be esteemed in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. McRar’samend- 
ment; and it was disagreed to—ayes thirty-cight; 
noes not counted, . 


Mr. BRANCH. [ offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line forty-four: 

Provided, That no part of the sum hereinbefore appro- 
priated shall be expended in prosecuting unfinished works, 
but only so much shall be expended as shall be necessary 
for the preservation and repair:of works already executed. 

[think it very clear, from the manifestation that 
we have had of the will of the committee, that this 
amendment will carry out that will more certainly 
and perfectly than does the language already in 
the bill. The gentleman says that the only object 
of the bill is to preserve these works of fortifica- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said eithor to preserve 
them, or to put them in a condition where they 
could be preserved without any great expendi- 
ture of money. Some of these works are in pro- 
cess of construction; and they must be putin such 
a position that no greatinjury can be done to them 
by the elements. 
« Mr. BRANCH. I understand the gentleman 
from Ohio, then, t@ say that the object is to pre- 
serve the works already in process of construc- 
tion, and to put them in a condition that they 
may be preserved. I understood the committee 
distinctly to rule to be out of order a proposition 
made by a gentleman upon the other side of the 
House to expend money for the construction or 
reconstruction of an old work. I understood the 
Chairman distinctly, under that construction of 
the rule, to decide out of order the amendment of 
the gentleman from Louisiana, simply because it 
proposed to enlarge an existing work. Now, sir, 

ask the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means whether putting a work in a condi- 
tion to be preserved can be an enlargement of that 
work; whether, with the view he takes of it, he 
authorizes an enlargement of a work, whenever 
that enlargement is necessary, in order to pre- 
serve it; and whether that view is consistent with 
the fact that the ruling upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Louisiana, which the gen- 


| tleman helped to sustain, was on the ground that 


it proposed to enlarge the work to which it re- 
ferred ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the enlarge- 
ment of a work is to extend its boundaries. Now, 
many of those works are in such a condition that 
it is necessary to appropriate money for their 
preservation. For instance, there is one in Vir- 
ginia, I believe, in such a condition that, if left to 
itself, the work already done would be entirely 
destroyed by the elements, and unless a sum is 
appropriated sufficient to advance the work to a 
certain point, it could not be preserved. In other 
cases—as in the case mentioned by the gentleman 
feom Mississippi—the work could be preserved 
without further expenditure, and, of course, under 
the rule we have adopted, no further appropria- 
tion would be necessary. 

Mr. BRANCH. If it is the intention of the 
Committee of Ways and Means that the sums 
contained in this bill shall be used to prosecute 
these works towards completion, or any portion 
of them, then my amendment I should deem im- 
proper. I offered it for the express purpose of 
ascertaining what was the will of the committee; 
whether they intended to prosecute these works 
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towards completion, or simply to preserve what 
has beca already exccutcd from decay and ruin. 
I think it is suthcient that these works shall be 
preserved. We have no such reason to appre- 
hend war within any appreciable time as to make 
it necessary to push on these works to comple- 
tion. ‘There is nothing in the exigency of our 
national affairs such as to make it necessary that 
it shouldbe done at this time, particularly when 
itis proposed largely to increase the taxes upon 
the people, because the revenues arc insufficient 
to carry on the Government, even on an econom- 
ical scale. 1 say there is nothing under these cir- 
cumstances which warrants us in making large 
expenditures upon these works. 

From the explanation of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, L learn that it is 
the object of the bill to prosccute those works; 
and, having ascertained that fact, I propose, with 
the consent of the committee; to withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object to the withdrawal. 
I apprehend that my friend from North Caro- 
lina was laboring under a misapprehension when 
he proposed his amendment. Itis in the follow- 
ing werds: 

No part of the sums hereinbefore appropriated shall be 
expended for prosecuting any unfinished wor and only 
so much shall be expended as may be necessary for the 
preservation and repair of work atready executed, 

Now, the committee had no idea, when this 
fortification bill was under consideration before 
them, that we were to commence any work not 
already in progress. Our purpose was, to pre- 
serve the public works without commencing any 
new ones, and to complete such works as were 
in such condition that they could, without any 
remarkable expenditure of money, be completed 
within the present or the next fiscal year. l 
will state to the gentleman that there are several | 
works of the latter character. I repeat, there was 
no proposition to make any expenditure upon any 
work which had not been directly and absolutely 
authorized by the Congress of the United States 
prior to the present session. 

Mr. BRANCH. If that be the case, I am only 
surprised that the purpose of the committee is not 
expressed in the bill; that they should not have 
used the words, ‘fur continuation, repairs, and 
preservation,” instead of “for preservation and 
repairs.” If it was their intention to continue 
these works, I do not see why the bill should not 
so state. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If my friend from North 
Carolina had read this bill with his usual care, he 
would have found that it says, for construc- 
tion,” as well as “ for preservation and repairs.” 
Now, if, in the completion of a work which is very 
nearly done, it is necessary to expend $50,000, 
the expenditure of that money is certainly for 
construction; and the language is quite as legiti- i 
mately used as if we had used the word ‘con- | 
tinuation.”? 

Mr. BRANCH. My friend from Georgia will 
observe that that word construction,” although 
it appears in the title, is nowhere found in the 
hody of the bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The phrase is “ construc- 
tion, preservation, and repairs” of certain fortifi- 
cations; and it applies to every item in the bill as 
much as if we had used the word continually in 
every paragraph, There are certain works nearly 
completed, such as Fort Baylor, Fort Jefferson, 
Fort Delaware, and divers others, for which it is 
intended the appropriation in this bill shall be 
used to complete. We do not intend, by any 
means, to confine the expenditure of the appro- 
priations simply to preservation and repairs, and | 
therefore I say the amendment of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, if adopted, would defeat the 
object of the bill; and [am glad to see that his 
sense of propriety has induced him to withdraw it. | 

Mr. BRANCH. Having accomplished my 
object, by ascertaining what was the precise in- 
tention of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
l] withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. [ submit the following 
amendment: 

Insert after Jine forty-four: 

Eor repairs of Port St-Philip, Mississippi river, 815,000. 

For repairs of Fort Jackson, Mississippi river, $16,000. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of show- 


ing the necessity and propriety of this amend- 
ment, I ask to have read the following letter. 


The Clerk read; as follows: 


ENGINEER DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, March 12, 1850. 

Sın: In reply to your verbal inquiry of this morning, I 
have the honor to state that, 
tions for the next fiscal year, prepared at this office, the 
amounts asked for Forts Jackson and St. Philip, Missi€- 
sippi river, were, respectively, $16,000 and $15,000, This 
estimate, which is referred to by the Seeretary of War in 
his annual report, was reduced, however, by his direction 
so as to correspond in amount ($675,000) with that appro- 
priated by Congress for military defenses last year; and 
consequently the special items for many of the forts, and 
among them the two above named, were omitted en- 


| tirely. 


It is properto remark, further, that the Secretary of War 
submitted the estimate of this office with his annual re- 
port, in order that Congress might have the data upen 
which to act understandingly, if they should see fit to in- 
crease the aggregate appropriations for military defenses 
beyond that granted at the last session. 

Very respectfully, youf obedient servant, 

R. E. DE RUSSY, 
Lieutenant Colonel Engineers Commanding. 


Hon, Tuomas G. Davipson, House of Representatives. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have but a word or two 
to say about this amendment. I find in the re- 
port of the Secretary of War the facts in reference 
to the condition of the works at Fort Jackson and 
Fort St. Philip. 
us by the Secretary of War there is no estimate 
for either of those works. We inferred, there- 


| fore, that there was no necessity for any appro- 


priation, Estimates are submitted by the War 
Department to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
by him to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
I take it, that the Secretary of War does not rec- 
ommend any of these works, or else he would 
have had submitted estimates for them. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the construction of a fort on the cast end of Galves- 
ton island, $100,000. 

Mr. PEYTON, Is that amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise 
to a point of order? 

Mr. PEYTON. Ido; and my point of order 
is, that there is no existing law authorizing such 
an appropriation. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman assumes that 
there is no law authorizing the construction of a 
fort on the east end of Galveston island. Let me 
inform the gentleman and the committee that there 


was an appropriation made some years ago for | 


the construction of a fort at this point, and to the 
amount specified in my amendment, We havea 


coast of a thousand miles in extent, and there is | 


nota single fortification upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is constrained 
to rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I trust that the gentleman 
from Kentucky will withdraw his point of order 
until I can make a brief statement. 

Mr. PEYTON. I withdraw my point of order 
to hear the statement of the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have already stated that 
there was an appropriation of $190,000 made some 
years ago for the construction of a fort at this 
point. The necessity for the building of a fort 
there grows out of the fact that we have no forti- 
fication on the coast. 

Mr. PEYTON. Is there an appropriation for 
the work now, and is this appropriation intended 
to carry the work on? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will explain, as I have al- 
ready. stated, that there was an appropriation 
made for this work, but it was not use by the 
Department. The time intervened by the law, 
and the appropriation lapsed back into the Treas- 
ury. Iwill state again, as to the necessity of this 
work, that there is not a fort between the mouth 


| of the Mississippi river and the mouth of the Rio 


Grande, some twelve hundred miles of coast. It 
is true that we do not need a fort now. . If we 
could be assured that we would never again be at 
war, I admit that there would be no necessity for 
any fortification there or anywhere else. Asitis, 
that coast stands exposed. Galveston is our chief 
harbor. A considerable city has grown up there, 
witli an extensive commerce, which is now en- 
tirely unprotected. A fort built on the east point 
of the island would command the harbor and the 
coast outside of it, and it would protect the city, 
and the shipping and commerce which are there 
concentrated. It cannot he questioned, in view 


in the estimate for fortifica-- 


In the estimates submitted to | 


i 


of all the facts, that such a work is necessary; so 


nd ‘our 

of war. - a oF j 

Mr. PEYTON. I renew my point of order, T 
understand, from the gentleman trom Texas, that 
there is now no appropriation for constructing” 
this fort; that there was an appropriation at one: 
time; that it has gone back into the Treasury. It 
may be important to build a fort there; but Tin- 
sist, as there is no authority of law for the còn- 
struction: of this work,.that the gentleman’s 
amendment is not in order to this bill. wits 

Mr. REAGAN. In reply to the gentleman, I 
will say this—— Eo s 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I object to-debate.’ 

Mr. REAGAN. AI I wanted to state ig this: 
I presume there cannot be found on the statute” 
book, since the foundation of this Government, : 
any particular statute for any’ one of the fortifica~' 
tions in the country. . 

The CHAIRMAN. In accordance with the 
previous decision of the committee, the Chair is 
constrained to rule the amendment out of order. 


Mr. STOUT. ‘I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For surveying the mouth of the Columbia river, and fix- 
ing a site, preparatory to the construction of necessary forti- 
fications at that point, $5,000. ena 3 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I make the point of order 
that the amendment is not in order; that there is 
no law authorizing the survey of the river. . 

Mr. STOUT. There isa general law, under 
which the Secretary of the Interior may do this. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 


| point of order. 


Mr. REAGAN. I make a point of order 
against the whole bill, and it is this: that there is 
no statute on the statute-book authorizing the 
building of any fort named in the bill. : 

Mr. PHELPS. The appropriations are all for 
works now in the process of construction. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Yor the fortification of Fort Wayne, at De 

{Laughter.] ae ae 

* Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will not 
be objected to as being out of order. [have offered 
it to enable me to. put some. questions to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means. Can 
he tell me how many soldiers are quartered in all 
the forts mentioned in this bill, at the present time? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. It is evi- 
dent that the gentleman is not supporting his own 
amendment, and is reflecting upon a high func- 
tionary of the Government. I raise that asa point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not see 
that the gentleman is out of order, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan.. I do.not syp- 

ort my amendment. I am afraid it will be lost. 
We have ten . thousand: miles of coast, and 
$100,000,000 will not make a system of defense 
which would be worth minding. And yet we 
dole out money here every year to be appropri- 
ated for purposes which are not worth two cents 
after they are accomplished. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise toa point of or- 
der, The House ordered all general debate to be 
closed upon this bill, and the gentleman is enter- 
ing into general debate. H 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Tam speaking 
under the five-minute rule, and it is too bad-to in- 
terrupt me. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 


troit, ten cents, 


i that the five-minute debate was not closed by the 


order of the House. . e 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. This amendment is to 


| appropriate money for building a fort, and the gen- 


lemanisarguing that money will not do any good. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Thisis a new 
fort, and has cost the Government $100,000 within 
the last six or eight years; and I insist that there 
is great propriety in the appropriation to keep: it 
sound. I was going to say that this whole sys- 
tem was wrong, and that we do not and cannot 
rely upon it. A thousand million dolars‘wauld 
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notestablish a system of fortification which would 
defend our country. We depend upon our people 
to drive out and keep outthe enemy. These forts 
are useless; and if they were sunk. to-day the 
country would be better off. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am. opposed to appro- 
priating ten cents for that fort at Detroit. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. It is the best 
fort there is. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then it does not need 
anything, if that is true. But I desire to say that 
the remarks of the gentleman are calculated to 
induce the House to vote against fortifications 
entirely. Now, itis truce that we may well rely 
upon the courage of our people whenever we are 
invaded; but I ask the gentleman what we would 
do with that kind of defense to which he has re- 
ferred in the city of New York, under the new 
guns which are made in other. countries, and 
which are used on board of ships laying out in 
the bay, three or five miles distant? Vessels with 
such guns could lay any amount of contribution 
on any city of the Union, and all the men in the 
Union could not prevent their approach to, and 
destruction of, any city they chose. Notwith- 
standing all your railroads, and all the available 
men in the Republic thrown into the city of New 
York, the British fleet could lay-out in the bay, 
and, with shot and shell, could levy any amount 
of tribute which their cupidity or their hatred of 
us might dictate. But with guns made by our 
own people, and mounted upon these works, we 
could, when these hostile vessels come into our 
bays, sink them. 

I care not what may be the courage of our 

ople. Lask what men with muskets in their 
hands, or with rifles in their hands, could do when 
those vessels lay three miles off? These fortifi- 
cations are absolutely necessary for the protection 
of the property of your merchants in the various 
cities of this country, which may be approached 
by a foreign enemy. You may have any amount 
of men in Baltimore, or Galveston, or New York, 
or even in the city of Detroit, which the gentle- 
man represents, with their muskets and their rifles, 
or any other short arms; yet what would the gen- 
tleman do with them, in the case of a hostile ves- 
sel laying out at sea and throwing shot and shell? 

It is true that we have an extensive coast, and 
we cannot defend all of it with these fortifications; 

et I cannot conccive ofa more important expend- 
iture of public money, so long as these improve- 
ments in guns are being made in other portions 
of the world, than is expended in the construc- 
tion of these fortifications. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that the committee 
rise, fur the purpose of terminating debate. 

The motion was agreed to. Š 


So the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr, KeLLoGa, of Minois, re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly a bill (H. R. No. 217) making appro- 
priationa for the constraction, preservation, and 
repairs of certain fortifications and other works 
of defense for the year ending June 30, 1861, and 
had come to no conclusion thereon, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate on 
the pending bill in committee be terminated from 
the time the consideration of the same is resumed j 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Intnove that the House now 
resolve itself into. the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROW. Irise toa privileged question. | 
`I desire to make a report from a “committee of 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot in- 
terrupt the business of the House. [Laughter.] | 

The motion of Mr. Suerman was agreed to. | 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, (Mr. Keivoge, of Hingis, in the chair,) | 
and resumed the consideration of the fortification | 
bill; the question being on the amendment offered | 
by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Howarp.] | 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. By unanimous | 
consent, | will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the amend- i 


ment by striking out “ften cents? and inserting 
«< 810,000.” The resolution of the House 

A Voice. No debate is in order. 

Mr. SEANTON. The resolution of the House 
did not cut off amendments and five minutes’ de- 
bate upon them. It only cut off general debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. -J think it did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinion ofthe Chair, 
the express language of the resolution terminated 
all debate upon this bill, and upon the different 
sections of the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. The rule provides that if 
the House desires to cut off debate upon arramend- 
ment, it shall be so stated in the resolution. But 
such a resolution was not adopted by the House. 
{tis only a general resolution to stop debate on 
the bill, and not upon the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The resolution is not be- 
fore the Chair; but the Chair is advised that the 
resolution extends as far as the Chair has stated. 

Mr. STANTON. Icall for the reading of the 
resolution by which debate was closed. 1 donot 
want the Chair to state what was intended by it. 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa record in the 
House; and atthe proper time this resolution will 
be read, if any gentleman seriously desires it. 

Mr. NOELL. I rise to a question of order. I 
ask the Chairif this committee is not acting under 
the order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair responds that 
the committee is acting under the order of the 
House. The question has been asked as to what 
the order is, and, until the record is presented to 


the Chair, other business will be suspended, The | 


Clerk will read the order of the House. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, 


Ordered, 'Vhat all further debate on the last paragraph of 
the bill of the House (No. 217) shall cease. 


Mr. STANTON. That is not the question I 
am making. Iam moving an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I withdraw the 
amendment, . 

Mr. STANTON. ‘That I must object to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Ohio | 


must see that this order of the House includes the 
portion of the bill to which this amendment is 
offered. There can be no question about it; and 
the opinion of the Chair is, that no debate is in 
order. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stanton] to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, [Mr. Elowarp,] increasing the amount from 
ten cents to $10,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Howarp’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the Housc; and that the 
committee take up the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 500) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending June 30, 
1861. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to dispense with the 
first reading of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
do aoe rise and report to the House the bill laid 
aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The committee peer prost: and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. KeLLoce, of Hli- 


| nois, reported that the Committce of the Whole 


on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the Union generally, and particularly House 
bill No. 217, making appropriations for the con- 
struction, preservation, and repairs of certain forti- 
fications and other works of defense, for the year 
ending June 30, 1861, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass; also, that the committee 
had had under consideration House bill No. 500, 
making appropriations for the naval service for | 
the year ending June .30, 1861, and had come to 


no resolution thereon. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the engrossment and third reading of bill 
No. 217. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and keing engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. _ 

The question was taken; and the bill was 
passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. McRAE. I move an amendment to the 
title of the bill: 

Strike out the title, and insert: 

Anact making appropriations to suspend the public works, 
co far as military fortifications are concerned. 

l want the country to know that six hundred 
thousand dollars and upwards is appropriated on 
the distinct statement of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means that this money is 
only to bring the present works into a condition 
in which they may be secure in the future, and 
that at that point all the works are to be stopped, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope so, for some years. 

Mr. McRAE. ‘This, therefore, is a billto sus- 
pend the publie works, so far as fortifications are 
concerned. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr.GROW. Iam instructed to report from the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on Senate bill No. 416, to se- 
cure homesteads to actual settlers on the public 
domain, and for other purposes, that, after a full 
and free conference, the committee have separated 
without coming to any agreement. 1 move that 
the House insist on its amendment, and ask for 
another committee of conference; and on that I 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 


i main question ordered; and under its operation, 


the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion was agreed to; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Subsequently the Speaker appointed Messrs. 
CoLrax, Curry, and Atpricy, the managers at 
such committee of conference, on the part of the 
House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. James 
Bucwanan, his Private Secretary, notifying the 
House that he had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 85) for-the relief of R. K. 
Doebler; 

An act (H. R. No. 130) to pay the State of Mis- 
souri the amount expended by said State in re- 
pelling the invasion of the Osage Indians; 

An act (H.R. No. 214) for the relief of Charles 
W. Brooks, of New York; 

An act (H. R. No. 219) granting a pension to 
Major John F. Hunter; 

An act (H. R. No. 224) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Y. Hansell, the heirs of W. H. Underwood, 
and the representatives of Samuel Rockwell; 

An act fn. R. No. 230) for the relief of Shade 
Colloway ; 

An act (H. R. No. 233) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of five deceased clerks in the 
Philadelphia custom-house; i 

An act (H. R. No. 236) for the relief of John 
Dixon; 

An act (H. R. No. 237) for the relief of An- 
thony Schiandler; 

An act (H. R. No. 262) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of François Guil- 


lory 
n act (H. R. No, 266) for the relief of Brevet 


| Lieutenant Colonel Martin Burke and Captain 


Charles S. Winder, of the United States Army; 
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An act (H. R. No. 269) granting a pension to 
James Lacy, of Grainger county, Tennessee; 

An act (H. R. No. 272) granting a pension to 
Adelaide Adams, widow of George Adams, late 
a commander in the United States Navy: 

An act (H. R. No. 277) for the relief of Web- 
ster S. Steeles. - ` 4 

An act (H. R. No. 313) granting a pension to 
Abraham Crum; 

Anact (H; R. No. 314) for the relief of Emma 
A. Wood, widow of the late Brevet Major George 
W. F. Wood, of the United States Army; 

An act (H. R. No. 318) for the relief of Andrew 
E. Marshall; , 

Anact (H. R. No. 340) for the relief of Charles 
James Lanman; 

An act (H. R. No. 342) for the relief of James 
Phelan; 

An act (H. R. No. 344) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Sylvester Day, a surgeon 
in the United States Army; 

An act (H. R. No. 349) for the relief of Peter 
Rogerson & Son of St. John’s, Newfoundland, 
owners of the British brig Jessie; 

An act (H. R. No. 370) for the relief of Israel 
Johnson; 

An act (H. R. No. 393) granting an invalid 
pension to Nathan Randall; 

An act (EI. R. No. 528) for the relief of Beda 
Hayes, widow of Dudley Hayes, of Granby, 
Hartford county, Connecticut; 

An act (H. R. No. 600) for the relief of the chil- 
dren and heirs of Alexander Montgomery; 

An act (H. R. No. 627) for the relief of the 
widow and other heirs of William Higgins, de- 
ceased ; 

Anact (H. R. No. 680) for the relief of Gottlieb 
Scheerer; á 

An act (H.R. No. 764) to change the times for 
holding the terms of the district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the northern district of Alabama; 

Joint resolution (No. 32) for the relief of Henry 
Woods; and ` i 

Joint resolution (No. 34) for the relief of John 
J. Robertson, of Virginia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I give notice 
to the House that this evening I shall call up the 
Navy appropriation bill, and f hope that we may 
pass it. I now (at five minutes past four o’clock, 
p. m.) move that the House take a recess. 


LADIES’ MOUNT VERNON ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task the House, 
before it takes a recess, to consent to pass a bill 
for the aid of the Ladies’ Mount Vernon Asso- 
ciation to preserve the home and tomb of Wash- 
ington. 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair will state to the 
House that the resolution requires the House to 
take a recess at half past four o’clock until seven. 
[Cries of Take it now!” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask that the bill 
may be read. 

The Clerk read the bill. The first section pro- 
vides that as soon as the Ladies’? Mount Vernon 
Association shall acquire a good and lawful title 
to the home of Washington, in pursuance of the 
contract heretofore made for that purpose,and in 
accordance with the charter granted by the State 
of Virginia, the sum of $125,000 be appropriated 
for the purpose of enabling the association to use 
the interest, and the interest alone, for the preser- 
yation, repair, and improvement of the tomb and 
home of the Father of the Republic. 

The second section directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on proof being made that the associa- 
tion has acquired such title and has actually en- 
tered into possession of the premises, to issue a 
bond of the United States for $125,000, payable 
to the regent of the association, not transferable; 
redeemable at the pleasure of the Government, 
and bearing five per cent. interest, said interest to 
pe pord semi-annually to the regent for the time 

eing. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask that, by 
unanimous consent, that bill may be considered . 


now. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My motion for a recess is 
pending. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, May I be allowed 
to say one word to the House? think it will 
save time. ‘These ladies purchased the estate 


4 
| E move to suspend the rules for the purpose of con- 
sidering the bill. ge 

Mr. THOMAS. Under the resolution which 
was passed this morning, is-it in order to move 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of taking up 
a bill of this sort? i . 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. That resolution 
only applies to the morning hour. : 

he SPEAKER. After themorning hour itis 
in order to move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. REAGAN, 1 move that there bea call 
of the House. i 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot take pre- 
cedence of a motion to suspend the rules. 

The question was taken; and the rules were not 
suspended, (two thirds notvoting in favor thereof.) 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Whathas 
become of the motion to take a recess? 

The SPEAKER. The bour for taking a re- 
cess has not yet arrived. It will soon come. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. But amo- 
tion was made by the gentleman from Ohio to 
take a recess. 

The SPEAKER. 
[aughter:] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
Chair if we cannot take a recess before half past 
four o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; bya motion you can. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was under- 
stood to waive it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made the motion; but I 
| will yield now for a moment to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 


PRINTING OF A COMMUNICATION. 


Mr. HATTON. As chairman of the Commit- 
tee.on the Expenditures of the Navy Department, 
l have received a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, having reference to the report 
which I submitted this morning. It is the desire 
of all the members of that committee that the 
communication should be printed. I move that 
it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAPPAN. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Friday uext be made “ objection day,” 
for the consideration of the Private Calendar, and that on 
that day all Senate bills shall be first considered. 

Mr. BRANCH and others objected. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Then I move to suspend the 
rules, 

The question was taken; and the rules were not 
suspended, (two thirds not voting in favor there- 


lt will be here in a moment. 


of. 

Mtr. SHERMAN. I now insist on my motion, 
that the House take a recess. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty-five minutes after four o’clock, p. m.) the 
House took a recess until seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House was again called to order shortly 
after seven o’clock, p. m. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the Navy appropriation bill close in five 
minutes aficr its consideration shall be resumed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state o 
the Union for the purpose of considering the spf- 
cial order. - 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burrin- 
row in.the chair,) and proceeded to consider the 
special order, being House bill No. 500, making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1861. 

The bill was read by clauses for amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the operation of the 


[Loud cries of “ Order !” and ‘f Object!””] Then 


new Navy pay bill, it becomes necessary to in- 


i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


By 


crease the. amount appropriated in the first clause 
of the bill. I am instructed by the Committee of 
Ways-and. Means‘to offer the following amend~ 
ment: “ igs A toe 

In lines eight, nine, and ten, after the word “ millions? 
strike out ‘t $102,815 58,” and. insert, in Hew thereof, 
“$574,725 97;” so-that it will read È PARR 

For pay of. commission, warrant, and'petty officers 
and seamen, including the engineer corps 6f the Navy; 
$4,574,725 97. : poet act OEE Legge Oo 

‘I simply desire to call the attention of the comi- 
mittee to the effect of passing bills here under the 
previous question without debate. We added 
more than twenty-five per cent. to the pay of 
naval officers the other day; but, as a matter of 
course, as the bill has become a Jaw, the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means-had no other course bat 
to report the amount necessary to carry it into 
execution. J ask that a letter from the Navy 
Department in regard tothe subject-be read. -` 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Jime 2, 1860.: 

Sin: Your letter of the 1st instant, addressed to the Sec+ 
retary of the Treasury, has been referred, with its inclosure, 
to this Department, and in reply I would state that the esti- 
mated amount required to carry out the provisions of the 
“: Act to increase and regulate the pay of the Navy of the 
United States,” for the year ending the 30th June, 1861, 
will be $471,910 39, in addition to the estimate heretofore 
submitted, namely, $4,102,815 58. The amount estimated 
as necessary to carry out its provisions for the present fiscal 
year is $39,400. : 

Lam respectfully your obedient servant. 

ISAAC TOUCEY. 

Hon. Jonn Suermax, Chairman of the Committee of Ways 

and Means, House of Representatives. : 


Mr. HOUSTON. I believe the gentleman from 
Ohio hasstated pretty much the information which 
1 desired to obtain from him by questions; Jun 
derstand him to state that this addition’ to the 


| amount of money proposed to be appropriated 


by this bill is demanded in consequence of. the 
passage of the bill increasing the pay of officer 
of the Navy. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERRY. I desire to oppose the amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late. Ithas been 
adopted. 

Mr. PERRY. ThenI move to amend the sec- 
tion by increasing the amount one dollar. Iam 
very glad, Mr. Chairman, that the attention of the 
committee has been called to this matter by the 
gentleman from Ohio. We all probably recollect 
the manner in which that bill increasing the pay 


of naval officers was sprung upon the House, and ` 


the way in which it was forced through the House 
under the operation of the gag law, It was abill 
which, by a letter read here on motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, from the Secretary of the Na- 
vy, will increase the salaries of all these several 
ofiicers to the amount of nearly half a million dol- 
lars. I, myself, as an individual member of the 
House, am willing to withhold this appropriation. 
There is no comparison between the pay of these 
officers and that of the privates in the Navy. 

I have, for the satisfaction of re fooked 
over the Register of the Navy; and Í find that out 
of the seventy-nine naval captains.in the service 
of the United States thirty-eight of them‘are-wait- 
ing orders, and there are several on leave of ab- 
sence. Yet by the passage of this bill, to which I 
have made reference, these men severally receive 


| from the Treasury of the country $2,000. per an- 


num for doing nothing, and who are of no use to 
the Government whatever, except to hang around 
this city and importune members of Congress to 
increase their pay. 

Then, sir, there is the retired list; some sevene 
teen in number, and two on furlough, whoare also 
receiving their pay; and so, when I pass from 
captains to commanders, 1 find about the same 
proportion—alarge proportion of them are on leave 
of absence, waiting orders, or on furlough. | But, 
as I have said, these officers have by this bill had 
their pay increased some twenty-five per cent., or 
more. 

I want the country to know how, and in what 
way, and by-what means, this bill was putthrough 
this House; that we had no opportunity of dis- 
cussing. it; no opportunity to amend it in Com= 
mittee of the Whole; and no opportunity of con+ 
sidering it at all in the House. Sir, I here enter 
my solemn protest against this system of legisla- 


tion. 
Mr. BRANCH. I am very much rejoiced to 
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hear.the remarks which have fallen from the gen- 
tleman from Maine, and I only regret that they 
come. just at the close of the session, when his 
friends on that side of the House, who have the 
majority of this body, have passed through so 
many important measures under the operation 
of this same previous question, of which he so 
much complains. If this bill passed through in 
such hot haste—and I acknowledge it—has it been 
the only bill which has passed in the same way 
during the. present session of Congress? And 
who has ‘done it? Not this side of the House. 
From the commencement of the session down to 
the present time we have been asking, we have 
been begging, gentlemen on that side of the House 
not to force upon us the previous question on 
every important measure which has passed this 
body, and which has gone to such an extent that 
even the gentleman from Maine, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, have waked up to the effects 
of this dangerous system of legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Wil the gentle- 
man from Nortli Carolina allow me to ask him 
whether he voted for this naval pay bill? 

Mr. BRANCH. I did vote for that bill; but 
if it had undergone a thorough investigation in 
the House, I might, perhaps, have scen the enor- 
mities which the gentleman from Maine and the 


aa seek from Ohio now seem to see in it, and | 
h 


ave been induced to vote against it. 

Now, sir, I have not complained that the pay 
of the Navy is too high; but I have desired to 
improve this opportunity, afforded by the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman 
from Maine, to renew my protest against the sys- 
tom of legislation which has been adopted during 


the present session by the majority of this House, | 


of forcing through the most important measures 
without allowing any time whatever for discus- 
sion or consideration. You, gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, have the control of the 
committees of the House. Your side of the House 
organized the committees. You mature the meas- 


ures which are brought before us for considera- f 


tion, You report what you please, and you re- 
fuse to report what you please; and when you 
have. brought. your measures before the House, 
you put them under the operation of lynch law— 
for itis very little better than lynch Jaw—and you 


fasten upon the country measures like that of | 


which you now complain as being extravagant 
and unwholesome. Gentlemen on the other side, 
do not attempt te fasten the responsibility of these 
measures upon us. You are responsible for this 
very measure, for not having it discussed and all 
its cnormitics exposed, if it contained such enor- 
mities as the gentlemen say it contains. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. Will my 
friend from North Carolina allow me to ask him 


if he voted to sustain the previous question upon | 


this bill? 
Mr. BRANCH. Certainly not. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, Did the gen- 


tleman vote for the suspension of the rules to ; 
bring it before the House to be put through under | 


the previous question? 

Mr. BRANCH. [think not. 
ber, certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I voted 
against the whole thing; and I intend to bring in 
abill to repeal it. when 1 can get an opportunity. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
honorable gentleman: from Ohio, only three days 
ago, assisted to force upon us the previous ques- 


I do not remem- 


tion upon a bill which 1s to entail upon the Treas- |; 
ury an obligation of more than five hundred thou- | 


sand dollars. And the gentleman told us the other 
day that he would not report any other appropri- 
ation bil until his fienda upon that side of the 
House had had an opportunity of discussing 
questions of general politics; in other words, to 


read us lectures upon slavery and Free-Soilism. í 


The time of the House is to be taken up in these 
lectures on slavery and Free-Soilism; and when we 
come to these. bills involving millions of dollars, 
when we come to the legitimate legislation of the 
country, itis to be put through under the previous 


question, We are. to be allowed no discussion at | 


all. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iwish toask the gentleman 
from North Carolina, if he will not admit, in all 


fuirness and justice, that for two months of the | 


present Congress the members.on thia side of the 


I was going to say, that the | 


TH. 


| the cost would have been estimated for, and we | 


; amount was expended, the law became an executed 


House listened. with all patience to the wors 


t 
lectures that were ever read in the Congress of | 


| the United States? ask him if he does not think | 


they deserve some lecturing? 
Mr. BRANCH. Daring the first two months 
of the present session, when the House was in an 


unorganized condition, when legislative business į} 


could not be transacted, this side of the House 
did indulge in debate. That side of the House 
were called upon to speak, and they did not do it. 
{Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. PERRY, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I am in- 
structed by the Cominittee on Commeree to offer, 
as an amendment, the following: 

After line ten, page 1, insert: 

For reducing, and preparing for printing and engraving, 
under the direction of Captain Cadwalader Ringgold, Uni- 
ted States Navy, copies of ail surveys and reconnoissances 
made by him, while in.command of the North Pacific sur- 
veying expedition, of the Coral Archipelago, and the ap- 
proaches thercto, together with the sailing directions, re- 
ports, hydrographic and other results, observations, and 
explanations of the voyage, calculated to lessen the dangers 
and facilitate intercourse with eastern scas, China and 
Japan, $7,700. 

For publishing the ten maps now ready for engraving, 
prepared by Commander Rodgers, from his surveys, while 
in command of said expedition, $9,010. 


Mr. QUARLES, Ido not think the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman is germane to this 
bill. It is independent legislation. I make that 


point of order. | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Dlinois. In reply to 
the gentleman, I would say that amendment is to 
carry out an existing law. I can refer the Chair 
to the statute which provided for this expedition, 
and provided for the publication of these charis. 
These charts have been engraved, and this amount 
is merely for the publication of them. 
increased commerce in that part of the country, ! 
it is exceedingly desirable that they should be 
published. 

Mr. BURNETT. I believe the point of order 
has not yet been settled. ft must be decided be- 
fore the gentleman proceeds, 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. We cannot 
tell whether it is in order, unless the gentleman 
makes his statement of facts. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. In volume 
eleven of the Statutes at Large will be found the 
laws in reference to this matter. I have a mem- 
orandum of the law, and I have a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and a very large num- 
ber of petitions from different portions of the 
country, in relation to the publication of these 
charts. . 

Mr. QUARLES. This discussion would be 
very well upon the amendment itself, but not upon 
the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is only in doubt ; 


as to the character of the existing law. ifthe gen- 


With our i 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. If the mat- 
teris not as I state, { will withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the statement of the 
gentleman in reference to the existing law, I will 
rue the amendment in order. . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. J ask the gentleman from 
Ilinois if the law to which he refers was not 
simply an appropriation of a certain amount of 
money to have this thing done in a general ap- 
propriation bill, and nothing further? If that is 
the case, the amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make 
the decision correctly; and if the gentleman will 
read the law, he will make a final decision. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. F have now 
the statutcs before me. In volume eleven, page 
45, of Statutes at Large, 1856, there will be found 
the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Navy to publish the 
charts of the explorations of the La Platte river and the 
charts of the surveys of the Bebring Strait expedition, 
$26,286.” 

This is a matter in which I feel no earthly in- 
terest, except that I desire to comply with what 
I| are wants of commerce. The engraving has been 
done, and the plates are in the custody of the 
Government, and this appropriation is to publish 
those charts, so that commerce may have the ben- 
efit of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman refer 
to any Jaw authorizing the engraving to be made? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. None. 

1 Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I do. On 
|| page 246 of the same volume of the Statutes at 
Large is the following law: 

“ For preparing for publication the surveys of the late 
expedition to the North Pacifie ocean and Behring Strait, 
and for furnishing the publication of the ebarts made by 
the late expedition for the exploration and survey of the 
La Platte river and tributaries, $6,760: Provided, Phe whole 
expense shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Exactly; ‘“ shali not ex- 
ceed the sum hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. That is the 
second law. Nuw, on page 247 is the following, 
which was passed in 1856: 

“That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
į authorized to cause to be extended and completed the ex- 
ploration of the Parana and the tributaries of the Para- 
| guay river: Provided, That the expense therefor shall not 
| exceed $25,006, which are hereby appropriated for that pur- 
| 


i pose, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated.’” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Is this 'ebatable? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair winks the 
point of erder has been debated quite to the ex- 
tent of the rule, as general debate has been sus- 
| pended, The opinion of the Chair is, that the 
i laws that have been read are only laws author- 
izing an appropriation of money; that the money 
| was appropriated, and thereby the force and power 
| of the law was expended; and that now moncy 


tleman from Illinois states that there is alaw 
authorizing the publication of these charts, the 
Chair will rule the amendment in order. 


Mr. SHERMAN. L[think the gentleman is 


mistaken as to there being a law authorizing this | 


publication. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. The law I 
refer ta makes an appropriation forthe pubheation 
of charts of the exploration of the La Platte river, 
and the charts of the surveys of the Behring 
Strait expedition. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Why, then, has the Depart- 
ment not been able to publish them? 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Because the i 
appropriations were not sufficient to publish them, |; 


Ar. BURNETT. The gentleman from Illinois 
very well undersiands that if there was. any law 
in existence authorizing this thing to be done, 


would have voted the amount of money neces- 
saryAo carry it out long ago. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Not by any 
means, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another difficulty. 
A particular amount was appropriated for the | 
publication of a particular matter. When that 


law. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I can give | 
the date of the law, the volame, and the page. 
Mri SMITH, of Virginia. Let us hear thelaw 
read. 


eee 


The |; 
Chair is not advised as to the character of the law. | 


i could not be appropriated for the purpose of car- 
ii rying out a law which has expended tts force. 

| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [ take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, and I believe that 
is debatable. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No sir. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask that the rule 
may be read in reference to that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York appeals from the decision of the Chair on 
the point raised by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
The question is: “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
| stand as the judgment of the committee?” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, The question 
raise now is, whether the appeal is debatable. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinion ofthe Chair, 
itis not. Debate has closed, as the Chair is ad- 
i vised, by an order of the House. 
| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, Then I withdraw 
i the appeal. 

i Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to strike out lines 
seven, eight, and nine: 

‘Por pay of commission, warrant, and patty officers 
and seamen, including the engineer corpa of the Navy, 
$4,102,815 58.7 

The reason why I make the motion is, that’ I 
am tired of appropriating money for the Army and 
the Navy when, absolutely, they are of no use 
whatever. If the Navy were sunk to-day com- 
merce would not feel the least possible coneciv- 
able injury from it. The insurance of vessels on 
the ocean would not go up one half of one per 
cent.; and,inmy view, we keep up this appropria- 
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tion simply because we have been accustomed to 
it. I, for one, desire that the appropriation should 
cease. We have no use for the Navy. We do 
not use it, When we want vessels to go up the 
Paraguay river we goand hire them, and then we 
“find it is cheaper to purchase than to pay rent, 
and so we buy them. And when we build ves- 
sels, before we have occasion to use them, they 
‘are out of date. We spend millions upon mil- 
lions in this process. 

Now, I want to strike a blow at this whole 
Navy expenditure, and let the Navy go out of 
existence. If we have a war upon the ocean, it 
will be a mercantile marine that will fight the bat- 
tles. If we have a war upon the land, it will be 
the volunteer citizens that will fight the battles 
upon the land. I hardly suppose £ shall get my 
amendment adopted. Let us blow the whole 
thing up; let these vessels rot; and when we want 
vessels to fight, we can get mercantile vessels and 
arm them with our citizens. [A Voice. They 
have noguns.] Your guns are out of date when 
you want them. There are scores of vessels that 
we move only from the places where they are 
built down to the dock-yards, where the worms 
eat them up before you have a particle of use for 
them. Ido not wish’to diseuss this matter par- 
ticularly, but these are briefly my views of the 
subject, and these are facts. 

The amendment was pot agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Marylarid. I desire to offer 
an amendment to the entire section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to a portion of it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Then] will wait 
till the gentleman’s amendment is disposed of. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move to reduce the amount 
in lines cighteen and nineteen to $1,523,000. I 
desire to say but a few words in regard to this 
very important amendment. I found myself ina 
minority in the Committee of Ways and Means 
in regard to the appropriation for the repair and 
construction of vessels of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Maryland to have offered an 
amendmen. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. [desire toamend 
the whole section; but I thought I would suspend 
till the section would be read, and till the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means might 
have an opportunity of perfecting the section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amount appropriated 
last year for the repair and equipment of vessels 
of the Navy was but $1,000,000. This large re- 
duction was made in consequence, chiefly, of the 
abuses alleged to have been committed in the dis- 
tribution of this fund—abuses which, I believe, 
still exist, but toa comparatively limited extent. 
This year the Secretary of the Navy estimates to 
the amount of former appropriations, and, indeed, 
for a larger sum than had ever before been appro- 
priated for the purpose. He asks for something 
between three and four million dollars for items 
formerly included under the head of “equipment 
and repairs.” I havea statement showing that the 
expenditures of this department of the service have 
increased in a remarkable degree within the last 
fifteen years. I find that, in 1845-46, the expenses 
for repairs and equipmentamounted to $1,222,378. 


They ran up, in 1857-58, to $3,129,000. Last year | 


we reduced them to $1,900,000; and I have not 
heard that the service suffered, in any respect, 
from the reduction. Now it is proposed by the 
Department to get the amount up to something 
like three million six hundred thousand dollars. 


The amount that was formerly appropriated for | 


the repair and equipment of vessels of the Navy 


is now divided into three or four separate items. | 


This item, the next item, and an item for hemp, 
are all included in the ordinary term, ‘f repair and 
equipment of vessels.” I tried to ascertain from 
the Secretary of the Navy, as nearly as possible, 
how he arrived at the estimate of $3,690,000, and 
all the satisfaction I received is contained ina letter 
Thoid in my hand, and which reads as follows: 


«Yn order to keep the number of men affoat which the 
law authorizes, it requires a portion of the frigates, all the 


179 


are estimated at $67,000; the ten frigates. in ordinary and 


| Secretary of the Navy for disbursement. I think 


sloops-of-war, and nearly all the steam vessels, to be Kept 
in condition for actual service ; and to prevent the ships in 
ordinary and on the stocks going rapidly to decay, contin- 
uous Work is necessary on them. In this way tle estimate 
contemplates an expenditure on every vessel, based on 
practical judgment and the expenseof previous years; and 
although the estimate may be in. defect or in excess for 


any particular ship, yet it will be nearly true in the aggre- 
gate. 


“The ten ships of the line in ordinary and on the stocks 


atsea are estimated at $545,000 ; for twelve store-ships, re- 
ceiving vessels on foreign stations, the estimate is $126,000; 
for the thirty-eight steam vessels in ordinary dnd in active 
service there is estimated $930,000, included: in which is 
the sum of $48,000 for Ure maintenance and wear and tear 
abroad of the seven vesseis purchased for the purposes of 
the Paraguay expedition; amounting in all to $2,523,000, 
which, in my opinion, is absolutely necessary for the proper 
and economical maintenance of the Navy.” 

Now, when we come to look back, we find that 
ten years ago we had nearly the same number of 
vessels and of guns that we now have, while the 
expenditure was not half as great as it now is. 
In 1834 the United States Navy was composed 
of 53 vessels, carrying 1,982 guns; and the entire 
annual cost, Including the pay of officers and men, 
was $3,956,000. In 1846 we had 77 vessels, car- 
rying 2,345 guns; and the entire expenditure of 
the Navy Department was $7,445,000. In 1858 
we had 79 vessels—but two more than we had 
twelve yearsago—carrying 2,244 guns;and theex- 

enses.of the Departmenthad risen to $13,262,561. 

hus we find that, although the service is ot in- 
creased, although the number of vessels and guns 
has not materially varied for the last twelve years, 

et the costhas doubled. There is no reason for 
it. [haveno doubt that some increase is natural; 
but such an increase as that is unnatural, and can 
be accounted for only by examining the various 
expenses of the Navy Department. 

Mr. WINSLOW. What years did the gentle- 
man from Ohio compare ? 

ae SHERMAN. The years 1834, 1846, and 
1858. r 

Mr. WINSLOW. Since the first date, the 
vessels of our Navy have been confined chiefly to 
steam vessels, the expenses of which are infinitely 
greater than the expenses of sailing vessels. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know it is common to at- 
tribute the remarkable increase of expense to the 
usc of steam in the Navy, and the consequent con- 
sumption of fuel; but I have this to say on that 
point: that the largest amount expended for. coal 
and for the transportation of coal for our Navy 
for one year has only been $600,000. In the next 
section there is a separate item for coal, and this 
item amounts to $850,000 for all vessels and all 
navy-yards. 

There should bea radical change in the expend- 
itures for repairs and equipments. A year ago 
we made this reduction that have mentioned,and 
since that time I have not heard of any loss of 
efficiency in the Navy; and I see no reason-why 
we should go back to the old system, and place 
these large sums, ad libitum, in the hands of the 


we ought to reduce the appropriation to $1,000,000, 
and J believe that no branch of the service will 
suffer in consequence of our doing so. ` 

Mr. WINSLOW. ILask the gentleman whether 
that part of the bill from line twenty-eight to line 
thirty-three was inserted at the instance of the | 
Department, or of the Naval Committee, or of the 
Committee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ii was done by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, upon motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis.] 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman docs not 
understand me. I see by this bill that the sums 
of money appropriated here 

[Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. WINSLOW. I am seeking information 
from the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will reply to the gentle- 
man’s question, with the consent of the commit- 
tee; but I will not trespass on the rules. 

Mr. MILLSQN. The gentleman from Ohio 


says that he was in a minority in the Committee 
of Ways and Means, in his views on this section 


No, it 
of the bill, and I can. but express my regre jit 
not-my surprise, that he should bring that:oppo-. © 
sition into the House and- make the action of-the 


last House, founded: on his own: suggestion 


-which ‘has. crippled ‘the service; which has’ é1i- 


barrassed the operations of the whole Navy-—the 
foundation for the present motion, thatthe amount 
estimated by the Government and recommended 
by the Committee of ‘Ways and. Meaus shall be 
reduced $1,000,000. Mr. Chairman, I say, with 
all respect to the gentleman from Ohio; thatthe 
errors grouped together in “the. brief remarks 
which he submitted to the House are’so:niimer- 
ous that it would require perhaps an hour to-ex+ 
pose them adequately; but I have-not the oppor- 
tunity allowed me to do so. oe 

The gentlemanfrom Ohio will remember that 
it was on his own motion that all discussion on 
this bill has been prevented by resolution of the 
House; and we are now reduced to the necessity 
of making only: desultory explanations dutin 
the five minutes allotted to us under the rule. 
cannot say all that I would say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio, in the course of my ‘present 
remarks; but inasmuch as all general debate ‘is 
cut off, and as I, for one, am not willing ‘that so 
important a subject should be hurried through 
without. duc.dcliberation, Ishall take the. oppor- 
tunity, again and again, of obtaining the: floor, 
till I have atleast paid my respects to some of 
the errors into which the gentleman has fallen. 
I can show that the amount asked for is not more 
than is réquisite for the public service, and not 
more than the average expenditure for like objects 
for the last seven years. 

The gentleman says that the last appropriation 
for this object was only $1,000,000. That is true. 
Why was it $1,000,000? Because the gentleman 
induced the House, under very peculiar cireum- 
stances—which certainly are not forgotten—to 
strike off more than a million dollars from the 
proposed Uae Be and reduce it to the sum 
of $1,000,000. Add that $1,000,000, and $900,000 
for hemp and fuel, to the amount proposed’ in the 
present pal, and it will make §5,563,000—the av- 
erage for this year and the last being $2,781,500. 

Now, sir, the appropriations for 1854, 1855, 
1856, 1857, and 1858, were $2,534,950, $2,799,500, 
$2,799,500, $2,877,000, and $2,850,000.. >> 

The average ‘of five: years’ expenditure, froth 
1854 to 1858, was $2,772,190; and the avérage of 
this year-with the last is only $2,781,560, or just 
about the sum which was the average appropria- 
tion for the last seven years. The gentleman for- 
gets that in the last five years we have added 
twenty-five or thirty new, and some of them large, 
ships to the Navy—the frigates Santee and Sabine, 
of fifty guns each; the screw frigates Roanoke, 
Colorado, Merrimac, Minnesota, and Wabash, 
of forty guns; five or six first-class stceam’sloops; 
seven or cight second-class stoarm sloops; besidés 
smaller vessels: Thus it will be seem that within 
the last five years about thirty new ships have 
been added to the Navy; and yet the appropria- 
tion now asked for, with the appropriation of last 
year, only equals the average of the preceding five 
years. Now, will the gentleman tell us in what 
(rated of the service a reduction can be made? 

(Here the hammer fell.] ` 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio by striking out 
another million, so as to leave half a million for 
repairs. I will just transfer my remarks made 
on the other point to this, where they are, per- 
haps, more appropriate; and I should lke if the 
committee would give us avote on my amend- 
ment in the House, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois, and 1 do it for the 
purpose of answering the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Hlinois, because I 
believe that it would cripple the service; but I be- 
lieve thatthe amount which 1 propose, $1,500,000, 
is amply sufficient. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia makes this mistake: the amount reported in 
this bill for construction and repairs is $3,660,000, 
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Lsay that in no year has such a sum ever been 
“appropriated for that service. There is more re- 
ported in this bill than was ever appropriated 
in any year for the repair and equipment of ves- 
sels, because these three items for repairs and 
equipment, for fuel and for hemp, ‘amount to 
-$3,660,000.. The largest amount ever before ap- 
ropriated for this purpose was in 1857-58, when 
it was $3,129,427. Last year,we appropriated only 
$1,900,000; but because we saved $1,000,000 last 
year, the gentleman from Virginia would have us 
make it good by. appropriating $1,000,000 more 
this year. That is lus argument. He adds what 
was appropriated last year to whatisappropriated 
this year, and then strikesa balance, and says that 
the balance is only equivalent to the average ap- 
propriations for five years. Because we save one 
year, must we spend more the next? Is that the 
, argument? I repeat that there is more included 
in this bill for this purpose than was ever reported 
before, and the whole of this large sum of money is 
to be expended without restraint, without guards, 
without checks, 

Why, sir, it was shown before the investigating 
committee, last session, that they quarter old sail- 
ing vessels that have been superseded by the in- 
ventions of modern times, and are really worth 
but little, at the navy-yards, and employ men to 
work upon them, and thus expend large sums of 
money. When the vessels leave the navy-yards 
they are not worth much more than the repairs. 
lt is well known to naval men that these old 
sloops-of-war are really of no value. In case of 
war, we should not rely on them, but would take 
the steamers built for the commercial service and 
use them for war purposes, instead of the slow- 
moving sailing vessels. Now, I say that every 
dollar expended in repairing old sloops, unless 
you intend to keep them as mementocs of the 
past, is money thrown away. I would rather 
vote the $1,500,000, which I am willing to give, 
to build new steam sloops, and let these old sail- 
ing vessels rot and go to decay. If it is necessary 
to increase your Navy, build new and eficient 
steamships. But I do trust that we shall spend 
no more money to keep up navy-yards, and to 
keep afloat these old wrecks, however much they 
may be connected with our history. Let them 
decay, and let us substitute for them efficient 
.steam vessels, whenever it is necessary to keep 
up our Navy. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
one dollar to the appropriation. Ido it for the 
purpose of making an observation. The section 
we are now considering, I think, is intended to 
accomplish the purpose advocated by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Smerman,] and if allowed 
to be executed under the orders of the Depart- 
ment, in my judgment, it will accomplish it 
much better than by striking $1,000,000 from 
the appropriation. He has very truly said that, 
at this day, sailing vessels are of no value for 
war purposes. I presume they are worth nothing 
in the world for actual naval operations. I think 
that their use, in the event of war, will be to 
carry their armament and men into the arms of 
the enemye They must be, in the very first 
naval action,a mere prey to any steamer with 
which they come in contact, wholly irrespective 
of the number of guns carried by the two vessels. 

The amount which this bill proposes to appro- 
priate for the repairs and equipment of the Navy 
is $2,500,000, which is certainly a large sum, if 
we are to suppose that the Department is to ap- 
ply itin the ordinary repairs of the sailing ves- 
sels of the Navy. But if any gentleman will 
read the residue of the section, he will find that 
provision is here made for a survey, under com- 
petent authority, of the present sailing vessels of 
the Navy, and for the application of as much as 
possible of this $2,500,000 to the fitting up of as 
many of these sailing vessels as are worthy of 
the expenditure with auxiliary steam power. 
This is the commencement of a policy, on the 
part of our. Government, which has already been 
pee to a very considerable extent by Great 

ritain and France, in making available for mod- 
ern naval warfare the old sailing vessels of those 
navies, by fitting them with auxiliary steam 
power. : 

There are, it is true,a great many of our ves- 
sels wholly unworthy of any expenditure for this 


I move to add 


purpose. In order to ascertain which are worthy 
of it, the naval constructor and a board of Navy 
officers are directed to make a survey, and report 
to the Secretary of the Navy; and the expendi- 
ture for auxiliary steam power is directed to be 
applied only to those vessels reported to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and, in his judgment, worthy 
of the expenditure. : 

I think, therefore, that the amount, even sup- 
osing it to be a large one—even supposing it to 
e an unusual one—is one which, with the inau- 

guration of this policy of converting our old sail- 
ing vessels into steamers, in which we are now 
taking the initiative, is notexorbitant. Perhaps 
it is subject to a criticism of a different character. 

For these reasons J shall voteagainst the amend- 
ment of my honorable friend from Ohio. 

Mr. MORSE. I shall oppose and vote against 
this amendment, because I propose to offer an 
amendment to this section, the object of which 
will be to apply a portion of this $2,500,000 to the 
purchase of six good, fast-going steamers, suita- 
ble for service on the coast of Africa, and to be 
sent immediately to that coast for the prevention 
of the African slave trade. This is a question 
which ought long ago to have received the prompt 
attention and decided action of Congress. Ithas 
already been noticed in the Senate, and the naval 
committee has reported in favor of building seven 
sloops-of-war for this service. But they are to 
be sloops-of-war; will draw fourteen or more feet 
of water; will be sailed at heavy expense, and 
when completed will not be anything like as effi- 
cient and useful in that service as boats drawing 
from six to eight ornine feet of water, and one of 
which may be purchased for one fifth or sixth of 
what*one of these sloops will cost. 

There is another reason why we should pur- 
chase instead of build. The demand.for immediate 
action is strong and urgent. Vessels for the slave 
trade are almost continually preparing for that 
horrid and inhuman trafiic in several of our lead- 
ing Atlantic ports, especially in the port of New 
York. Now, as we have no timber or other ma- 
terials for building the sloops-of-war proposed b 
the Senate bill now on hand, and everything will 
have to be provided, they cannot be constructed, 
engines built and set, short of from twelve to 
eighteen months; and when ready, they will not be 
a class of vessels most desirable for that service. 
In the mean time, how many cargoes of humanity 
will make the middle passage, and go to a prema- 
ture grave or a life of bondage? If there is any 
interest felt here in this question; if Congress in- 
intends to do its duty on this question, and suit- 
ably notice this revived trade, now so actively 
carried. on against our own laws and solemn treaty 
stipulations, and against the moral sense of man- 
kind, this, in all probability, will be our last and 
only opportunity. If we intend to do our duty, 
something ought to and must be done more than 
is now doing to suppress this cruel and wicked 
traffic. Here is an opportunity for action, for 
showing the country and mankind that we are 
seriously in earnest, and mean to put an end toa 
lawless traffic now carried on under the American 


’ flag, in open violation of our laws and the rights 


of man. We can purchase such steamers as I 
have named, prepare and equip them for service, 
and have them on the coast of Africa in from six 
to eight weeks. If it be the purpose of the Hotise 
to cut down the sum reported by the Ways and 
Means Committee for the construction and repair 
of vessels in the Navy, why not divert the pro- 
posed reduction to providing suitable vessels im- 
mediatcly for the suppression of the slave trade? 
We must take the course I propose, or, by our 
neglect and failure to do our duty, suffer the pres- 
ent state of things to continue, and probably, as 
a consequence of our giving the.question the go- 
by, we may be the cause of giving the trade a 
still greater increase and activity. 

If the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
be rejected, then I shall move to appropriate a 


| part of the sum he proposes to strike out to the | 


object I have explained; but if the amendment be 
carried, and the amount stricken out, then I shall 
move an independent proposition, to appropriate 
a sum sufficient to carry out the plan I have in- 
dicated. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, by unanimous con- 
sent, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. MILLSON. Imove to amend the amend- 
ment soas to make the amount $2,500,000 instead 


of $1,500,000. “The gentleman from Ohio has 
truly stated, as I had previously informed the 
House, that the appropriation contained in this 
bill under this head is larger than ever before. 
Why is itlarger? I stated what was the average 
appropriation for the present and past year, and 
that the'excess of the present year was made 
necessary in consequence of the scanty and inad- 
equate appropriations of the last year; and I 
showed that the average was about the same as 
for the preceding five years. : Of course, when you 
fail to make provision to meet the wants of the 
service in one year, you create the necessity of 
supplying an additional fund to meetthe wants of 
that service for the succeeding year, The gentle- 
man says that he has heard of no embarrassment 
in consequence of the reduced appropriations of 
last year. No embarrassment! Let me tell the 
gentleman, if he has not heard of it, that there 
are at this moment ten vessels, mostly steamers, 
and some of them first-class steamers, which have 
arrived in the United States during the present 
year, since the Ist of January last, for the repair 
of which the Department has not one single dollar 
to expend. Ten vessels coming in from sea, re- 
quiring large outlays for overhauling and repairs, 
and not one dollar in the coffers of the Treasury 
which can be expended for these objects; and yet 
the gentleman from Ohio says he has wot heard 
ofany embarrassment. Does not the gentleman 
know that the public works have been suspended 
in every dock-yard inthe country in consequence 
of our failure to make sufficient appropriations 
for the repair of vessels? Yet the gentleman says 
he has heard of no difficulty. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Task the gentleman if it is 
not true that the recené accident to the Niagara 
occurred in consequence of want of proper re- 
pairs? ; 

Mr. MILLSON. Very likely. Now, sir, at 
the commencement of the last year, there was re- 
maining over an unexpended balance from the 
appropriations of former years. That has all 
been expended, and every dollar that can be used 
in the coming year for this purpose we have now 
to appropriate. ; 

The gentleman says that our naval expenses 
haveincreased since 1835; that they have increased 
since 1845. Why, of course, they have increased. 
Does not the gentleman remember that you have 
added to your Navy one thousand men within 
the last four or five years? Must the expense not 
increase? You have not ships enough now to 
keep these men at sea. You have three times as 
many officers as you want. Not more than one 
fourth of your captains, or one fifth of your com- 
manders, are employed, or can be employed at 
sca. You have raised their pay. You have given 
them a liberal compensation. You are obliged to 
pay them even when doing nothing. You have 
not ships enough for them now; and yet you will 
not furnish the Department means to keep in sail- 
ing order the ships you have. 

‘ The gentleman talks about repairing these old 
hulks. He must be drawing upon his fancy, or 
giving way to his apprehensions, rather than 
speaking from existing facts. Let me tell the gen- 
tleman that there is no man more opposed to the 
policy of repairing these old sailing vessels than 
is the present head of the Navy Department. He 
is desirous of converting every vessel of the Navy 
into a steam vessel whenit can be done; and there 
is provision in this bill to authorize it. 

wish to call the attcntion of the committee 
presently—for I am aware that I shall be inter- 
rupted before I finish what I have to say—to an 
article in the London Times, making similar com- 
plaints of the British administration to these which 
the gentleman from Ohio now makes. Iwill say 
that the argument of the gentleman from Chio is, 
in substance, almost identical with the article in 
the London Times. I do not mean to charge 
plagiarism upon the gentleman at all, for I do not 
suppose he has seen the article, but it is never- 
theless true that precisely the same complaints 
are made. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.GARNETT. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of my colleague. Itis with regret that I 
find him in favor of increasing every appropria- 
tion for the benefit of the Navy—opposing the 
efforts of the gentleman from Ohio to introduce 
economy and reform into that branch of the pub- 
lic service—and I will do the gentleman from Ohio 


1860. 


the justice to say that he has consistently endeav- 
ored to reduce these expenditures. 

My colleague has repeated over the argument 
in favor of naval expenditures which he gave us 
last year, but which then. failed to convince the 
House. He argues that, because the House re- 
fused to authorize larger expenditures in former 
years, therefore they must appropriate an extraor- 
dinary amount for this year, in order to make up 
the usual average. I do not admit the force of 
the argument, ‘The House, upon full deliberation, 
after duly considering my colleague’s argument 
last year, determined to reduce these expendi- 
tures; and I trust that this year they will respond 
to the call of the gentleman from Ohio, and per- 
severe in the course which they have commenced. 
I believe that if gentlemen will examine the ex- 
penses of the different branches of the public ser- 
vice they will find that nowhere has the cost been 
greater, in proportion to the results, than in the 
naval. 

Still less can 1 admit the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Morse,] who proposes 


to buy or build up new vessels for the purpose of į 


restraining his northern constituents from engag- 
ing in the slave trade. Sir, I remember two years 
ago my colleague, the then chairman of the Na- 
val Committee, proposed to construct ten steam 
sloops-of-war, to enable the President to prevent 
the aggressions of British cruisers in the shallow 
waters of the Gulf of Mexico and its tributary 
‘streams. At least such was the reason alleged by 
Government for asking this increase of the Navy, 
and it determined the judgment of my colleague 
and of the House. 

It turns out now, according to the official re- 
port of Secretary Toucey, that this was a mere 
pretext, and that the real object of construct- 
ing those steamers was to repress the slave trade 
between Cuba and Africa. This may be the busi- 
ness of Spain; but many who voted our money 


to build those vessels scarcely expected them to | 


be employed in this humanitarian crusade, with 
which we have no more legitimate concern than 


had the crusaders of the middle ages with the | 
Mohammedanism of the Holy Land. 1am un- | 


willing to spend our money in correcting the sins 


or improving the morality of foreign nations, even | 


when their accomplices are constituents of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

My colleague next argues that, because there 
are more men and officers than we have vessels 
to employ, therefore we must build more vessels 
to afford places for the officers, and to carry the 
men, Į should have thought the proper conclu- 
sion was to reduce the number of officers and of 
men. Better, however, if necessary, to pension 
them off than to build more vessels than we have 
legitimate use for. Now, why should we havea 
large Navy ? ‘To compete with England or France? 
How vain the attempt, except at the enormous 
cost nobody would agree to. Take England, for 
instance, with her fifty steamships of the line, 


her numerous frigates, her three hundred and odd | 


sloops-of-war, and smaller vessels, all worked by 
steam, and lask you how can we think of com- 
[peting with her? 

Nor do we need such a Navy. For usa Navy 
is a mere police; and its present size is sufficient 
for such a purpose as that. In what sea does not 
our commerce float? and where, throughout the 
world, does it suffer for the want of a Navy to 
protectit? Our Navy is full large, unless we de- 
sire to imitate England in her colonial system, or 
follow her in forcing commerce on reluctant cus- 
tomers at the cannon’s mouth; or Jike France, to 
fight for an idea, and bombard the heathen into 
religion. We need fear no foreign foe in this 
country, where we have thirty-five million free- 
men to protect us. We dread no invasion from 
any quarter upon this continent; and we do not 
want additional ships, unless, with my colleague, 
the House thinks it necessary to build new ves- 
sels to float supernumerary men and officers. 
Therefore } hope the House will choose to sustain 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, and 
refuse to abandon the wholesome initiation of last 
session. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. MILLSON. I beg leave to offer another 
amendment. EL move to strike out “$1,500,000 ”? 
and insert ** $3,500,000.” 
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My colleague wholly misunderstands my argu- 


failed to convince the House last year.” I cer- 
tainly failed to convince him, I perceive.: Lam 
not nuch surprised at that. Only remember; Mr. 
Chairman, that I am called upon, in the space of 
five minutes, to instruct a member so uninformed 
on the subject under debate as:my colleague here. 
{Laughter.] How could I do it in five minutes? 
Í trust, if my colleague would do me the favor to 
listen to me some fifteen, twenty, or thirty min- 
utes, even he might be a convert. 

The gentleman says that I urge this appropria- 
tion for the building of new ships. My colleague 
ought to be aware that the expenditure of this 
money in the building of new ships would not be 
allowed. This appropriation is for the repair 
and equipment of ships already built.. Does my 
colleague want to be informed as to how much 
money it takes for the annual repair of- ninety- 
odd ships of the Navy? Let him inquire of an 
naval constructor or ship-builder, and they will 
give him some proximate estimates. The able 
head of the present Bureau of Construction has 
informed us that this amount is needed. He has 
given his reasons for it. 

But my colleague criticises the estimates of 
John Lenthail. ‘The gentleman says these ap- 
propriations have been Increased; and so does the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suerman.] Allow me 
to read an article from the Thunderer. The Lon- 
don Times, of the date of February, 1859, com- 
plains of the British navalestimatesin this fashion: 

‘“We showed yesterday that the cost of the Navy had 
risen, by a steady succession of augmentation, from some 
£ 4,000,000 in 1835, to nearly £ 10,600,000 in 1858, but even 
these figures do not tell the whole of the tale ??? 

And again: : 

“ We have first raised the cost of the Navy, in twenty- 
four years, from £4,000,000 to more than £9,000,000, and 
then, during thirty-six wonths of this period, we spent an 
additional £20,000,009 upon it.” 

Then this increase of the cost of the Navy is 
not confined to this country. It extends through- 
outthe world. And do not gentlemen understand 
the reason of it? It is because of the great increase 
in the price and cost of all those articles that are 
uscd in the Navy. Why, sir, it appears from 
this article in the ‘Times, that the increase in the 
appropriation for naval stores, for building and 
repairing alone, for the year 1829, over the proper 
| expenditure of 1858, is £4,928,535, In other 
words, sir, the increased expenditure in the Brit- 
ish navy, of one year, for this object alone, is 
five times as much as the whole amount of appro- 
priation for similar objects granted by Congress 
| last year, upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio. ; 

Our expenditures, too, are more economical 
than they are in England. I have made a caleu- 
lation, founded upon the number of men in the 
British navy and the number of men in the Amer- 
ican Navy. I find that, dividing the whole cost 
of equipment, construction, and repairs, among 
the number of men in the British navy, the cost 
| averages $436 per man, while in the American 
Navy the amount is only §293 per man. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have but few words to 
say in reply to the gentleman from Virginia. He 
seems to have avoided the figures, by which alone 
we can test the sufficienny of this appropriation. 
I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
fact, that the ships of the line, now of no service, 
cost us $67,000 per annum to keep them in re- 
pair. Every frigate, whether on the stocks, in 


every sailing vessel, the cost is over forty thou- 
sand dollars; and the estimated cost of keeping 
our sailing vessels alone in repair, is $1,500,000. 
Yet, by the common admission of every one, 
these sailing vessels are of but little use. Some 
are onthe stocks, some in ordinary; and each one 
in sea-service must cost about one hundred thou- 
sand dollars annually. When laid up in ordinary, 
the cost of our ships of the line is $67,000. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to say that the cost is $67,000 
for each ship of the line? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; I say that that i 
the annual cost of the repairs of all the ships of 
the line. Two of them lie in New York and 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 


I suppose the largest por- 


ment. Iam not much surprised. He tells me I. 


ordinary, or in sea-service, costs us $54,500. For: 


tion of this amount is for-the two vessels in ordi 
nary ;-and it would seem’ that thé others cost noth 


ings. 03 Pee a 
from North Care: 


Mr.SHERMAN. My friend: 
olina must have a very: queer idea of. thing 
thinking that there is anything ‘by this:6 
ment that costs. ad : aem hotii oe 

Mr. WINSLOW, f Lplace the gentleman in, 
his room, and give him néthing to-eat or drink: 
or wear, he would cost nothing; and: that is wha 
wedo with ships of the line. 2 vY oe 

Mr, SHERMAN. I doubt very niuch if these: 
ships do not cost a good’ deal while lying ‘idle in 
the docks of the navy-yards, o hye 

Mr. SICKLES... Some of these ships of-the- 
line are receiving vessels, © o0 u oh 

Mr. SHERMAN. The sailing ships inisere: 
vice cost $855,000; and. this cost is Anereasing: 
year by year. In 1846-we had-as many vessels 
afloat as we have now; and they did not cost more 
than half of what they now cost. » ‘These.vesselg; 
were then of some services. now they are. ofono: 
utility whatever.. The comparison between our 
Navy and the British navy is not-a fair one; be- 
cause the British-navy is, nearly ten times as large: 
as ours, and much more efficient and powerful. 

If he proposes to cope with the British navy, 
we might as well.do as they do, appropriate some. 
forty million dollars to commence: with. E be- 
lievetthe British navy coats $50,000,000. A year, 
I suppose the gentleman from Virginia ‘hardly: 
proposes that we should run up our: naval ex= 
penditures to $50,000,000 a year, in order tò cope 
with Great Britain. Here is a remark made b 
the Secretary, which, 1 think, is pregnant with 
meaning, He says that to keep the number of 
men afloat which the law authorizes, it will re- 
quire all the vessels of the Navy to be kept in. 
condition for actual service. ae ae 

The maximum number of men ia fixed bylaw. 
The Secretary of. the Navy seems to consider it 
mandatory that he keep all these men in service; 
and, in order to do su, he keeps all- these ships 
manned, The gentleman from Virginia has.al-. 
ready explained that not one fifth of the:com- 
manders arc now at sea, and not one fourth of the 
captains. Thus, every captain in actual service, 
costs the Government about tweive or fourteen 
thousand dollars a year. Surely we should re- 
tire many of these officers, lay up in ordinary 
many of these useless vessels, and them if we 
must increase the Navy, let it be by the construc- 
tion of efficient vessels. pi ? 

[Here the hammer fell. HEA 

The question being on Mr. MuLson’s amend- 
ment, : 

Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew it. 

Mr. MORRILL, I move to amend by’ in- 
creasing the appropriation five dollars. : 

Tf gentlemen will read the provision reported 
here, they will see that it is carefully worded. >I 
am not in favor of increasing the appropriation 
one dollar, or of diminishing it, It seems to be 
admitted on all hands that there have been some 
abuses in the Navy; and the question arises, will 
we for that reason, and that reason alone, strike 
the Navy out of existence? Iam not in favor ot 
it. Time was when we were rather proud of our 
Navy. We thought it was equal, if not superior, 
to any navy on the ocean. But how is it now? 
While we are the second Power of the earth in 
regard to our commercial marine, we ate but.the 
fifth or sixth in regard to our Navy. Now, sir, 
although I am not in favor of embarking the 
Navy in such expeditions as that to Paraguay, 
yet lam in favor, when we do send our Navy 
abroad, of sending such ships as will make such 
an exhibition of our power as will not disgrace 
the nation. The bill proposes not to expend over 
$5,000 in the mere repair of any of these hulks— 
as they are very properly characterized by the 
gentleman from Ohio—unless authorized after a 
competent survey by competent persons. But itis 
proposed, however, in the latter end of the section, 
to appropriate enough to fit up these vessels with 
auxiliary steam power whenever they are in such 
a condition as will justify the outlay. Facts show 
that sailing vessels must all give way to vessels 
propelled by steam, and. that other nations have 
already recognized the fact. i 

Now, it will be admitted on all. hands, that in 
case of a collision-with other Powers, our Navy 
has got to fight our battles. I am notin favor of 
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a large navy, but I do desire thatthe character of 
the vessels we do have shall be such as the nation 
will notbeashamed of. I know that the time was, 
and I ‘believe it has not yet departed, when we 
wereall:proud of those old sea dogs who have 
“gonealoft,”’ like Decatur, and Jones, and Perry; 
and 1 trust that we will do nothing, inour race: 
after economy, to cripple the Navy.” Let enough 
bé appropriated to support iton an economical 
and moderate: scale, but do not let it rot. 

Mr. HATTON.. I desire to gppose the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Vermont, 
[Mr Morritz.}- I do-not wish to be understood 
as entertaining any prejudice against the Navy, or 
against those ‘sea dogs’? spoken of -by the gen- 
tleman, of whom all American: citizens ought to 
be proud: But, as I understand this provision of 
the-bill which the gentleman proposes to amend, 
it is not for the advantage of these * sea dogs;”’ 
not for the advantage of the gallant men who walk 
the decks of òur ships, but for the advantage of 
those engaged about the navy-yards, where these 
repairs are made, and in which a- verv large pro- 

ortion of the corruption that exists in our Navy 
epartment is to be found. I am satisfied that 
this is the part of the naval service in which there 
is the grossest amount of corruption. It has been 
a partof my business, during this session of Con- 
gress, to look alittle into the Navy expenditures, 
and Fam satisfied that the only way to check this 
corruption is to adopt some such amendment as 
that offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
SHERMAN.]'> i eee; 

-E suggest to the committee that the expend- 
itures' for the Nevy-in the year {850 were only 
abont eight million dollars; during the year 
1858-59 they were $13,000,000. 1 wish further 


to call the attention of the committer to the fact, | 


that in 1850, when we had seventy-seven ships, 
the expenses of the whole Department were only 
about eight million dollars, while now, when we 
have only seventy-cight ships, and absolutely 


fewer guns on board than we had in 1850, the j 


expenses have been raised to $13,000,000. 

ow, in connection with this particular appro- 
priation, which is to go to the navy-yards for the 
repair of ships, I wish to quote some authority 
from distinguished members of the Democratic 
party in relation to the manner in which this 
money is expended, to which I ask the attention 
of members on all sides of the Hall, 


A distinguished Senator from the State of Ohio, | 


[Mr. Pueu,] speaking of the abuses in the navy- 
yards, from the appropriation of moncy for the 
repair of shi 
this Capitol: 

“eThere must be abuses in the Navy; there must be 
abamefal profligacy at some place, if $15,000,000 cannot 
give us n Navy that dovsa not even rise above the dignity 
ofa sham.” 

Another Senator said: 

“A Demoeratic member of Congress from the State of 
New. York, in reply to a remark of mine about the large ex- 
penditures and smati returns, told me that, in his opinion, 
in one of the navy-yards-—f shall not speeity which-—two 
thirds of the money was shamefully wasted.’ 

And another Senator, speaking in reply to that 
Senator, said: 

ET think it is very probable, sir; for it Is my experience 
that two thirds of the moncy we vote for this purpose is 
wasted,” 

Another distinguished Senator, in the same de- 
bate, said: 

« The expenses of the Frenel navy are only $34,000,000, 
Ours are nearly $16,000,000, ‘The Feonch navy counts four 
or five hundred ships; ours, but seventy. Yet our expenses 
approach very nearly to theirs.” 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I say, if we want to put | 


a stop to this corruption that exists in these navy- 


yards-—corruption- which the gentlemen upon.al | 


sides of this Chamber admit to exist—let us cut 
down the appropriation, and then those who use 
this money corruptly, will not have it to use, and 
the corruption will of necessity ecase. I therefore 
oppose the amendment of the member from Ver- 
raont, and express the hope that the amendment 
of the honorable member from Ohio {Mr, SHER- 
man] will be adopted by this committee, 

Mr, CRAWFORD. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise; and I make the motion for the 


purpose of haying debate closed on this para- | 


graph, from line eighteen to line twenty-nine, in- 
clusive. The House has as much information 
upon this subject as it possibly can get by a dis- 
eussion for hours. 


ps, said recently, in the other end of | 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I gave notice 
that I desired to introduce an amendment in con- 
nection with this section. ` 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No amendments will be 
cut off. ~ : 

‘Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland.: But you propose 
to cutoff debate, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Only down to the twenty- 
ninth line. i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. But I desire to 
offer an amendment to hae portion of the bill; 
and I wish to debate it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Georgia insist on his motion? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ido. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I hope it will be: 
voted down. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the gentleman 
that he limit his motion for the present to the 
first item. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is suggested by the’ 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
that I had better propose to close debate on the 
pending amendment only. Iwill accept that sug- 
gestion, 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
motion to rise. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Noetx and 
Waxpron were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes seventy-two, noes not counted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Kevroaa, of Hiinois, re- 
ported that the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the Navy appropriation bill, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 move to close debate on 
the paragraph of the bill commencing on line nine- 
teen and ending on line twenty-nine. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suggest to the gentleman 
that he confine his motion to lines eighteen and 
nineteen, 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Lhaveno objection to that. 
I move, then, to close debate on lines eighteen and 
nineteen, and the amendments pending thereto, 

The SPEAKER. The genldeman’s motion 
should be to close debate on a paragraph or see- 
tion, and noton tines. The rule upon the subject 
will be read, 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

Fhe House may, by the vote of a majority of the me 
bers present atany time after five minutes’ debate bas ta 
plaee upon proposed amendments to any section or 
graph of a bil, close ali debate upon such seetion or para- 
graph at their election, or onthe pending amendment only.?? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Is the. proposition debata- 
ble? (Cries of “No!” Nor?) I merely désire 
to say that I am opposed to closing debate, be- 


I demand tellers on the 


canse gentlemen cannot have an opportunity of | 


defending their people from the attacks which 
have been made upon them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call the gentleman to 
order, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. | At the suggestion of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 


Twill move to close debate upov the whole para- | 


graph, from fe eighteen to line thirty-three in- 
clusive, so that any amendments can be offered, 
but without discussion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 


into the Committee of the Wholc on the state of 


the Union. 
The motion was agreéd to. 


The rules were accordingly suspended; and the | 


House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ketroce, 
of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 


eration of the Navy appropriation bill. 


Mr. MORSE. I understood the gentleman 
from Georgia to call the previous question upon 
the paragraph, leaving the amendments open for 
discussion. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, debate is | 


closed both upon the paragraph and the amend- 
ments, i 

Mr, MORRILL, by unanimous consent, with- 
drey his amendment. 


The question yecurred upon the adoption of | 


Mr. Suerman’s amendment. 


Mr. GARNETT called for tellers. 


1 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craig, of 
Missouri, and Marston, were appointed, 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 74, noes 39. 

Mr: JOHN COCHRANE. No quorum has 
voted. ‘ 

Mr. BRANCH. I submit that it is too late to 
make.-the point that there is no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, © The Chair will order a 
recount. ‘The tellers will resume their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 101, noes 45. : 

So the amendment was agreed: to. 


Mr. MORSE submitted the following amend- 
ment: 


Amend on page 2, by striking out all after the word “ pro~ 
vided,” in the twentieth line, to the words “ of the,?*in the 
twenty-seventh line, as follows : 

‘hat not more than $5,000 sball be expended in any 
navy-yard in the repair of any vessel until the necessity of 
such repair, and the probable cost thereof, is ascertained by 
the report of a board of not Jess than three officers of the 
Navy, with such one of the naval: constructors as the Pe- 
partment may designate ; and that it shal) be the duty of the 
Secretary to cause a survey to be made by a board of naval 
olticers, in connection with a naval constructor; and in- 
serting in lieu thereof, as follows ; 

‘That not more than 3,000 shall be expended at any 
navy-yard in repairing the hull aud spars of any vessel wn- 
til the necessity and expediency of such repair, and the , 
probable cost thereof, be ascertained and reported to the 
Navy Department by an examining board, to be composed 
of one captain or commander in the Navy, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy; the naval constructor of the 
yard where any vessel may be ordered for repairs, and two 
master workinen of such yard, Gr one master workman and 
an engineer of the Navy, according to the nature of the re- 
pairs to be made, said master workmen and enginecr to be 
designated by the head of the bureau of Construction and 
Repairs ; and notmore than $1,000 shall be expended in re- 
pairs on the sails and rigging of any vessel until the expe~ 
diency and necessity of such repairs, and the estimated cost 
thereof, have becn ascertained and reported to the Navy 
Department by an examining board, to be composed of one 
naval oflicer to be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy 
and the master rigger and master sailmaker of the yar 
where such vessel may be ordered; and it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Navy to cause a survey to be made 
by a board of two naval officcrs,a naval constructor, and a 
chief engineer. 

Mr. MORSE. Am Lat liberty to explain this 
amendment? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed 
upon the paragraph. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire, by unanimous consent, 
to say a single word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no wish to inter- 
fere with the gentleman from Maine more than 
with any other gentleman in the House; but 1 
must object. ‘ 

Mr. FLORENCE. If I understand it, debate 
was closed upon the two amendments then pend- 
ing; but not upon this, which has just been offered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [call the gentleman to 
order; and I ask the Chair, if there is any power 
in this Efouse to do it, to enforce the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor 
to enforce the rule to the fullest extent in his 
power, y 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, sir, I submit this 


-question of order: that it is always in order to ask 


information from. the Chair for the purpose of as- 
certaining the exact question under consideration, 
That is all I desire to do. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, sir, I insist upon my 
right. The Flouse has put the gag upon all de- 
bate, and 1 insist upon my right to ask a question 
for information. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Irise to a question of 
order. I submit that members of the Flouse must 
listen to the proceedings of the House to ascer- 
tain what is taking placc, and that they have no 
right to ask questions of the Presiding Officer. 

The CHALRMAN.. The Chairman sustains 
the question of order of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. The rule is imperative upon the committee. 
Debate has been closed; and it is not in order to 
propound any question to the Chair, if objection 
be made. 

Mr. MORSE. {Í hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will not interpose any objection against 
giving me two or three minutes to explain this 
Important amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would withdraw ob- 
jection as soon for the gentleman from Maine as 
for any one, but F cannot do it. I want to get 
through with this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I call the gentleman to 
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Mr. WINSLOW. -L move now to.amend by 
striking out the residue of the paragraph. 

The words proposed ‘to be stricken out were 
read, as follows: 

“Of the sailiifg vessels of the Navy, to ascertain which 
of, them can ¿profitably be fitted up with auxiliary steam 
power; and that, in the expenditure of the money hereby 
appropriated, he shall, 5o'far as the same may be applied 
to sailing vessels, employ the same, as far as practicable, 
in supplying such vessels with auxiliary steam power.” 

' Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I move toamend 
the words proposed to be stricken out by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, by substituting the 
word “full” for the word “auxiliary; so as to 
make it read “full steam power.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia rise to a question of order? > 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. No, sir, the House 
is already in too good order to make it necessary 
to do that. I rose to say a word upon thisamend- 
ment; but I understand that no-debate isin order. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Harris, of 
Maryland, was disagreed to. 

Mr. Winsiow’s motion to strike out was dis- 
agreed to, 


Mr. WINSLOW. 
amendment: 


For purchase of saltpeter for the use of the Navy $50,000, 
to be expended at the rate of 410,000 per annum. 


I willsend up, to be read, a letter from the bu- 
reau of Ordnance, with one from the Navy Depart- 
ment, which will explain the necessity there is 
for the amendment. The amendment meets the 
concurrence of the Navy Committee, and I believe 

-nomemberof the Committee of Ways and Means 
will object to its , i 
The etters were read, as follows: 


Bokeat or ORDNANCE AND HyDROGRAPHY, 
i April 26, 1860. 

Sir: E respectfully refer you to my report to the Secre- 
tary ofthe Navy, dated October 4, 1859, urging the propri- 
ety of an appropriation of $10,000 a year for the purpose of 
increasing lic stuck of saltpeter for the Navy, which now 
consists of about three hundred and fifty thousand paunds. 
This very necessary article of war can only be obtained 
from India, and in case of a collision with Great Britain, 
the supply would be cut off. It seems to nic the part of 
wisdom to increase. the stock now, in time of peace, to at 
least three million pounds. It does not deteriorate by 
keeping; and if puriticd and put into boxes, we would al- 
ways have a sufficient supply to meet any sudden emer- 
gency. 
” The amount asked for was not put into the ordnance es- 
timate, as it was not required for the regular service of the 
years but E now draw your attention to the subject, with 


l submit the following 


the hope that it will mect the favorable consideration of || 


the committee, and when the Navy bill comes up, that an 
annnal amount may be appropriated for eight'or ten years. 
Ihave the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, DN. INGRAUAM, 
A Chief of the Burcau. 
Kon. Freeman H. Morse, Chairman Committee on Naval 
Affairs, House of Representatives, 


a: 
a Navy DEPARTMENT, April 27, 1880. 
Sim: E have the honor to iuclose herewith a communi- 
cation, dated yesterday, addressed to you by the chief of 
the bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography, urging an an- 
nual appropriation of $10,000 per annum for the purpose of 
increasing the stock of saltpeter for the Navy. 

i fully concur in the views expressed by Captain Ingra- 
ham upon this subject, to which special reference was 
made in the Jast annual report of the Department, and hope 
that the committee will take the necessary action to carry 
out his recommendation. 

Tam, very respectfully, yourgobedicnt servant, 

ISAAC TOUCEY. 
Hon. F. H. Mons, Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. WINSLOW. | It will be seen from these 
letters that the Department now has on hand only 
three hundred and fifty thousand pounds of salt- 
peter. It has all to be obtained from India, with 
the exception, perhaps, of a little from Chili, and 
in case of war with Great Britain the price would 
not, only be enormously enhanced, but it would 
be almost im possible to obtain itat any price. It 
is.an article which docs not deteriorate, and it is 
true economy to buy now when we can get it at 
a low figure; and even if we should not have a 
war for twenty years, we should save by it. It 
improves as it grows older. It forms seventy- 
five per cent. of gunpowder.. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the proposition 
of the gentleman from North Carolina is the most 
extraordinary one ever presentéd to the American 
Congress. At atime when the Treasury of the 


United States is barely able to respond to the | 


necessary demands upon it; when -we have no 
war, and no expectation of any from any portion 
of the habitable globe, we are called-upon to pro- 


i 


cure saltpeter-in advance to-carry usthrough-a 
war. Was ever such a proposition made before? 
It is stated, in the letter which has been re- 
ferred to, that we can only get a supply of salt- 
peter in India. Why, sir, there is a cave in the 
State of Georgia which will furnish enough salt- 
peter to carry the United States through a ten 
years’ war. I hope the amendment will not.be 
agreed to. ps ude 
‘Mr.SHERMAN. I movéto amend the ametid- 
ment, by making the amount $10,000.. That 
amount may be necessary. It is unusual to make 
an. appropriation for five years. Annual appro- 
priations will answer the purpose... - - 
Mr. WINSLOW.. I accept the amendment.. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw my opposi- 
tion to the amendment, in the hope that the Gov- 
ernment will buy the article in Georgia.. 
The amendinent. was agreed to. : 


Mr. GARNETT. I move to amend the claus 
under consideration by adding. the following pro- 
viso: 

+ Provided further, That the estimates for the expenditure 
for such purposes shall hereafter be given in detail. 

The object of that amendment is obvious. 
you will examine the annual estimates of appro- 

riation, you will find that most of them are given 
in gross, and we have no details whatever. Take, 
for instance, the estimates for the items we were 
discussing a few moments ago, for the construc- 
tion and repair of vessels. All that is given in 
tlie estimates furnished by the Departmentis, ‘for 
construction and repairs,” so much. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [Ef object. I object to the 
gentleman alluding to the matter of construction 
and repairs. 

Mr. GARNETT. The gentleman has no right 
to make the objection. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My point of order is 
this—— 

Mr.GARNETT. The gentleman cannot make 
a point of order upon that. 

Mr. FLORENCE, 1 submit that we have 
passed by the item for egupment and repairs. I 
could not debate it; and F will take care that no 
other gentleman shall debate it out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not un- 


| derstand that the gentleman from Virginia is de- 
j bating that point. 


Mr. GARNETT I was simply using that as 
an illustration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will pay close 
attention to the gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I merely hope the gentle- 
man will not-—— ; 

Mr. GARNETT. I call the gentleman toor- 
der. Itis his habit to interrupt gentlemen upon 
the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I shall not permit gentle- 
men to procecd out of order if I can prevent it. 1 
was submitting a point of order to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overruled it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well. 

Mr. GARNETT. Iwas about to say, when 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, with his com- 
mon courtesy, interrupted me, that the item we 
were lately discussing appropriates $2,523,000; 
and yet the only estimate furnished by the De- 
partment for that amount is contained in the iden- 
tical words of the bill: ** for the repair and equip- 


| ment of vessels of the Navy, $2,523,000.” 


Now, I would like to know upon what ground 
this committee can be called upon to vote such an 
estimate, when no details are given to us upon 
which to base our judgment? We are not told 
what portion is needed for construction, and what 
for repairs. We have no means of informing our 
judgments as to what repairs are necessary, and 
what the average repair of cach vessel will cost. 
We have nothing whatever except the few words 
of the estimate of John Lenthall, so emphatic- 
ally referred to by the gentleman from Norfolk. 
Now, some of us are not quite so well instructedin 
naval affairs as my colleague assumes to be. Such 
lights are not needed for him, though they may 
be essential for us. You cannot expect that we 
gentlemen who represent rural districts shouldbe 
as well informed as the gentleman who represents 
the Gosport navy-yard. Of course, then, my 
colleague will pardon the House for seeking some 
additional illumination. Therefore, my amend- 
ment commends itself to all the uninitiated who 
have not the special advantage, like my colleague, 


If 


to. represent anavy-yard. Jf youswill look 
the debates of the English Parliament, t 
find that -one ofthe most. recent reforms isin refers 
ence to this. very. matter: of repairs... Parliament 
requires the Government-to; furnish them: with; 
detailed, statement:of the: cost of-xrepainsy and of 


vessel, and also: the--charseter-of 


going to, and to'what object itis:te be: 

applied. on pE D 
. [Here:the hammer fell} orici ; fo 
> Mr..MILLSON.-Mr. Chairman, 3 do hotknow 
that. it will be possible forthe Navy Department 
to. make such detailed estimates as will be easily: 
comprehended: by the. House; and E do. not know: 
that my colleague expects that it will do so.«L 
am somewhat inclined to believe that my'opposi= 
tion-to his amendment is altogether gratuitous; 
and that. he does not himself desire or expect: that 
it will be adopted; and that he has only offered. it 
for the purpose of making a posthumous reply to 
what was said in debate some thirty: or forty: mins 
utes ago. I really didnot suppose thatthe spear 
which was thrown somewhat at.random waseull 
quivering in the side of my colleague. He seems 
to have bottled up his wrath; and we have now 
the full benefit of the outpourings of-it. I:should 
| like to see my colleague engaged: in studying the 
detailed estimates of the construction, equipment, 
and repairs of vessels.: :I should like to see:him 
bring his.strong intellect to bear on the:littl items 
of fifteen shillings for brads, and twenty-five cents 
for putty.’ [Laughter.] . I Jeave the: House: to 
judge how well the subject would suit his'mighty 
mind es was toe Pad ki 

My colleague seems to. feel a. special grudge 
because: I tepresent, as he calls it, a navy-yard. 
Why, sir, it happens to be true that there is a 
navy-yard within the limits of the district which 
l represent; and it. is perhaps that fact which 
causes me to be some what better instructed on this 
subject than some other members.:.. If I.did not 
represent a navy-yard, perhaps I should have 
neither the opportunity nor the ihelination to give 
| my attention to the interests of the Government 
as connected with the operations of the navy» 
yards. Sir, my colleague ought to be, thankful 
for the fact that 1 represent a navy-yard; for. if 
I did not, perhaps he might not find among: his 
colleagues any who are at all better instructed on 
the operations of navy-yards than he himself ap- 
pears to be, It is true that I-represent a navy- 
yard; but'I tell my colleague, ‘and the comniittee 
too, that I never have urged, and never will urge 
this Government to make any: 2) erie merely 
for-the benefit of any portion of the people whom 
I represent, if the public interest does not demand 
such expenditure. But when I believe that the 
public interest would be sacrificed by any neglect 
| to make the necessary and proper appropriations, 
I shall not fail to urge that. consideration on: the 
House, merely because any portion of my con- 
stituents might be participants in the benefit of 
| such expenditure, g ` ner 

Mr. SHERMAN... I offer an amendment ipro” 
forma that no 'portion.of this. appropriation shall 
be expended except for. naval purposes.: 1 desire 
the attention of the House to a*docament, ‘not 
often looked at by members of the House, but 
which they ought to read very often, showing how 
this fund is expended. Among other items, I find 
| the following: : 
| August 23, 1858, George N. Sanders, Navy agent, ` 
$25,803 08, for travel, salary, fuel, freight, &c. ` i 
| «October 6, 1858, McKean Buchanan, purser, $4,770 for 
entertaining President and suite.” a 
There arc innumerable items for travel, trans- 
| portation, quarters, forage, stationery, pilotage, 
| postage, and the like, all amounting, during the 
| last fiscal year, to’ $789,265. It was impossible 
for the Committee of Ways and Means to limit 
| this expenditure by mere amendments to appro- 
| priation bills, although many items usually paid 
! out of this miscellaneous fund are improper items 
; of expenditure. 
| But for theremarksalready made, I did not feel 
| it ny duty to call the attention of the House: to 
| the matter; but I do so now,lestmy neglect to do 
formation onthe 


| 
| 


so might be charged to want ofin 
subject. ; ; f n 

Mr. GARNETT. Ldesire to say, in opposing 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr 


the. amount of ‘expenditure required: upon each) `. 
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SHERMAN, pro: forma, that I offered: my amend- 
meni in perfectly good faith; and shall exceed- 
ingly regret if the playful skirmish between my 
colleague and myself should divert the attention 

f the House from the importance of my amend- 
ment, Sofaras my colleague is concerned, will 
notfurther occupy the attention of the House with 
our controversy, except to say that, if my reply 
to him was posthumous, it Was not posthumous to 
my own death; but posthumous to the defeat of 
the appropriation which my colleague advocated 
and | opposed. 

I offered my amendment in perfectly good faith; 
because I really desire that hereafter, when called 
upon'to vote for naval appropriations, we may 
know the objects on which these appropriations 
ave to be expended. Fask any fair-minded mem- 
ber of the House to take up this volume of esti- 
mates, look at these items, and see whether he can 
understand them or know the real character of 
the proposed expenditure; or whether the details 
there given furnish him with an intelligent con- 
trol over these estimates? I undertake to say that 
no further details are given in the official esti- 
mates than are given in the bill reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and J also un- 
dertake to say that no gentleman can, from this 
billalone, understand the true objects of the appro- 
priations, or determine in his own mind whether 
the appropriations are too large or too small. The 
object of these annual volumes of estimates is, or 
ought to be, to furnish us with details; so that any 
man, by proper application to the subject, can 
determine whether the appropriations should be 
increased or reduced, or retained at what the offi- 
cial authorities report, 

All Lask is, that the Navy Department shall 
hereafter furnish us with such details as are al- 
ready furnished in many other Departments of the 
Government; such details as the British Parlia- 
ment requires from its ministers when called upon 
to vote naval appropriations, 

The question was taken on Mr. Snerman’s 
amendment tothe amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Garnetr’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. i 

Mr. MORSE. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment: k 

Ineert, after the fourth amendment, as follows: 

For the purchase of six good, sound, strong, fast-going 
steamers, side wheel or propellers, suitable for efficient eer- 
vice in the African squadron, ou the coast of Africa, and to 
be sent there for the prevention of the slave trade with all 
possible dispatch, $500,000, Said steamers to be not less 
than three hundred and fifty tons, nor more than eight hun- 
dred tous burden; and to be purchased under the direetion 
of the Secretary of the Navy, alter a full and thorough ex- 
amination of the same by an examining board, to be com- 
posed of two naval officers, two naval eonstruictors, and 
two engineers of the Navy; and after the 
amining board on the condition and qualities of the boat 
recommended or reported to the Department has been ex. 
amined by the chief of the bureau of Constraction and 
Repaire, and after his recommendation, that the purchase 
of any steamer, so recommended or reported on, be made. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise to a point of order. 
There is no law authorizing the expenditure of 
that moncy; and the amendment is not at all ger- 
mane to this appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORSE. It is to carry out the existing 
law to suppress the slave trade. Ido not see why 
it ig not perfectly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what law docs the 
gentleman from Maine refer? : 

Mr. MORSE. To the law of 1819. 

Mr. CRAWFORD Then, if it is for the pur- 
pose of amending the law of 1819, it would be 
genera} legislation, and, therefore, is not in order 
to an appropriation bill. : 

Mr. MORSE. I contend it is in order, on the 
ground that it is to carry into effect existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can hardly see 
that the amendment is germane to this portion of 
the bil, and particularly that it is to carry out an 
existing law. It seems to the Chair to be inde- 
pendent legislation, and not strictly in order under 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I move to 
amend the bill by striking out the word “ eight,” 
in the sixty-third line, and inserting “ five,” in 
lieu thereof; so that the clause will read: 

For contingent expenses that may accrue for the following 
purposes, name freight and transportation, printing and 
stationery, advertising in newspapers, books, maps, mod- 
els, and drawings, purchase and repair of fire engines and 
gnaehinery, repairs of and attending to steam-engines in 


navy-yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and oxen, 
and driving teams, carte, timber wheels, and the purchase 


ortot said ex- | 


| ing out so much. 


and repairs of workmen’s tools, postage of public letters, 
fuel, oil, and candies for navy-yards aud shore stations, pay 
of watchmen and incidental labor not chargeable to any 
other appropriation. transportation to and labor attending 
the delivery of provisions and stores on foreign stations, 
wharfage, dockage, and rent, traveling expenses of officers 
and others under orders, funeral expenses, store and office 
rent, fuel, commissions and pay of clerks to Navy agents 
and storekeepers, flags, awnings, and packing boxes, pre- 
miums and other expenses of recruiting, apprehending de- 
serters, per diem pay to persons attending courts-martial, 
courts. of inquiry, and other services authorized by law, 
pay to judges advocate, pilotage and towage of vessels, and 
assistance to vessels in distress, and for bills of health and 
quarantine expenses of vessels of the United States Navy 
in foreign ports, $596,000. 

I offer this amendment because it is my inten- 
tion, as long as I hold a seat upon this floor, to 
oppose everything which looks to wild extrava- 
gance in the administration of this Government, 
and especially at a time like this, when the Gov- 
ernment is greatly in debt, and when there seems 
to be no means of raising revenue to meet the 
exigencies of the times. I think, from an intima- 
tion from the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, that there may be a 
reduction of this item. 

“Mr. GARTRELL. Will the gentleman allow 
me to propound an interrogatory to him? 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Can the gentleman assign 
any reason why $800,000 should be stricken out 
and $500,000 inserted? Does he know that any 
of the items for which this appropriation is pro- 
posed to be made are extravagantand improper? 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I was about 
to give my reason, and I will give it to the gen- 
tleman now. ‘This is a sort of omnium gatherum 
section, so to speak. It covers up everything; 
and I listened with pleasure to the intimation 
thrown out by the distinguished chairman of the 
Committees of Ways and Means, that this appro- 
priation is too large. 1 believe that if the appro- 
priation was $1,000,600, every dime and every 
cent of it would be expended; and I believe that 
if itis cut down to $500,000, the administration 


of affairs in this Department will be better than ıt | 
I think I cannot be mistaken. ‚F under- | 


is now. 
stood the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to express the opinion that this appro- 
priation is too large; and he has reflected credit 
on himself by the manner in which he has en- 
deavored to reduce the expenses of the Govern- 
ment from nearly one hundred million dollars to 
less than sixty million dollars, as I understand 
it. I hope my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. STANTON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina. On 
looking over the expenditures of this same fund, 
making up the aggregate now proposed to be ap- 
propriated for the last fiscal year, I am satisfied 
that the great mass of it constitutes merely steal- 
ings for Navy agents and others. Let me, read 
some of the items: 

“George Loyall, Navy agent, $15,658 81, freight, sta- 
tionery, fuel. &e. 

“ L. Warrington, purser, $20,130 26, judge advocate fees, 
passage of crew from the Pacific, pilotage, &e. 

“ Edward T. Dunn, purser, $17,941 90, pay of mechanics, 
laborers, &c. 

“George N. Sanders, Navy agent, $25,803 08, travel, 
salary, freight, fuel, &e. 


“George Loyall, Navy agent, $11,507 98, expenses at | 


navy-yard at Norfolk. 

“Joseph Smith, Navy agent, $30,687 16, expenses at 
navy-yard, salary, travel, &e. j 

“John O. Bradiord, purser, $21,848 18, towage, pilotage, 
transportation, travel, &e. 

“George Loyall, Navy agent, $18,512 46, travel, salary, 
stationery, advertising, kc. 


“ William W. J. Kelly, purser, $17,098 28, pay of mce- | 


chanics, and laborers. 

«©. T. Dunn, purser, $19,187 60, pay of mechanics and 
laborers.” 

Mr STEWART, of Maryland. I must raise 
a question of order. f do not understand that 
the gentleman is opposing the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly I am. I think 
the gentleman from North Carolina proposes to 
strike out too much. Iam not in favor of strik- 
Here are some more items: 

“ George N. Sanders, Navy agent, $27,938 44, travel, sal- 
ary, rent, advertising, &c. 


“ Austin E. Smith, acting purser, $32,497 39, mechanics 
and laborers of navy-yard. 

“ William Flim, Navy agent, $40,758 78, salary, fuel, 
advertising contracts, &e. 

“ William Badger, Navy agent, $33,508 54, expenses at 
navy-yard, travel, salary, &e. 

“Charles Murray, purser, $30,409 37, expenses of me- 
chanics and laborers.” 


And so on, 
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All the large items consist of expenditures of 
Navy agents and pursers for salary, traveling ex- 
penses, freight, &c. Then there is an item of 
$4,000 for entertaining the President here on one 
occasion. 

Mr. LEACH, of North,Carolina. I would ask 
the gentleman by what authority that $4,000 was 
expended.in the entertainment of the President? 

Mr. STANTON. I suppose under precisely 
the same authority that Navy agents are paid 
$40,000. i : 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. Precisely. 

: Mr. BRANCH. Irise to a pointof order. I 
think my colleague and the gentleman from Ohio 
are playing a pretty strong game upon us. It 
seems to me that they are both advocating the 
amendment, whilst nobody is permitted to oppose 
it at all. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
exhausted on that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, called for 
tellers, 

Tellers were: ordered; and Messrs. Smitu of 
North Carolina, and Rosinson of Rhode Island, 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellersreported 
—ayes 83, noes 49. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
offer an amendment, to come in in the sixty-sev- 
enth line. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have an amend- 
ment which I propose to offer, in line sixty- 
three. 

A Memger. Out df order. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If itis out of order, 
T have no doubt the fact will be ascertained in this 
committee, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Irise to a 
question of order. Line sixty-three has been 
adopted by a vote of the committee, and it is not 
in order to move to amend it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
consent to strike it out, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move, then, to 
strike out the whole paragraph, from line forty- 
two to line sixty-seven: : 
` The paragraph proposed to be stricken out is 
as follows: 

“For contingent expenses that may acerue for the fol- 


Is debate 


I ask unanimous 


| lowing purposes, namely: freight and transportation, print- 


ing and stationery, advertising in newspapers, books, maps, 
models, and drawings, purchase and repair of fire-engines 
and machinery, repairs of and attending to steam-engines in 
navy-yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and oxen, 
and driving teams, carts, timber wheels, and the purchase 
and repairs of workmen’s tools, postage on public letters, 
fuel, oil, and candles, for navy-yards and shore stations, pay 
of watchmen and incidental labor not chargeable to any 
other appropriation, transportation to, and labor attending 
the delivery of provisions and stores on foreign stations, 
wharfage, dockage, and rent, traveling expenses of officers 
and others under orders, funeral expenses, store and office 
rent, fuel, commissions and pay of clerks to Navy agents 
and storekeepers, flags, awnings, and packing boxes, pre- 
miums and other expenses of recruiting, apprehending de- 


| serters, per diem pay to persons attending courts- martial, 


courts of inquiry, and other services authorized by law, 
pay to judges advocate, pilotage and towage of vessels, and 
assistance to vessels in distress, and for bills of health and 
quarantine expenses of vessels of the United States Navy 
in foreign ports, $896,000 : Provided, ‘That the expenditures 
under the foregoing appropriations shall be so accounted for 
as to show the disbursements by each bureau, under each 
respective appropriation.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. [desire to oppose this amend- 
ment; and I suppose 1 have the privilege of ad~ 
dressing a few words to the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, for the first time during my 
experience in this House, I have scen to-night 
gentlemen, withoutany information upen the sub- 
ject, without having examined it at all, proposing 
amendments to a regular appropriation bill, re- 
ported to the House by the most important com- 
mittee under its organization; and when these 
amendments have been proposed and agreed to— 
often capriciously, and unsupported by reason or 
argument——there has been no member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means who has presented to 
the House any of the views or considerations 
which induced that committee to report the items 
contained in this bill. Sir, it seems extraordinary 
to me that the gentlemen of that committee should 
presenta report of this kind without some definite 
information upon which they acted; and that when 
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their report is.attacked in the manner we have seen, 
that there should be no one of them prepared to 
defend the justice and propriety of the appropria- 
-tions reported by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN... Will the gentleman allow 
me to say a word? ` : 

Mr. KUNKEL. The gentleman will excuse 
me. I have agood deal to say in regard to the 
quae and propriety of such proceedings, and 

ut five minutes for that purpose. : 
“Now, Mr. Chairman, Fam as much in favor 
of economy as any gentleman upon ts floor; 
but. the estimates for these appropriations are 
submitted by officers of this Government sworn 
to carry out the laws which Congress has passed 
imposing such duties upon them. Your commit- 
tees are the ofgans of this House, whose duty it 
is to investigate these estimates. The Committee 
of Ways and Means have reported in this bill 
appropriations which, even under the spirit of 
economy characterizing the chairman of that 
committee, they have deemed necessary for car- 
rying on this branch of the public service. I 
say they have investigated these estimates, or 
ought to have done so. Other members have 
hot. I confess that I have not, because it is the 
province of that committee to make examination 

_and to furnish the House with the information 
“necessary to enable it to act intelligently upon 
them. And if members capriciously offer amend- 
ments here, and no member of the Committce of 
‘Ways and Means is to furnish any reason for 
their course, we had better abandon the whole 
system, and have no committees to investigate 
these questions forus. Their course to-night has 
beensimply to confound whatisalready confused. 
+. But, sir, there is another fact which is altogether 
singular in this whole proceeding. In this bill, 
which appropriates some $12,000,000 for the ser- 
vice of the Navy, in the first paragraph is an ap- 
propriation of $4,102,815 15, to be paid as salaries 
to commissioned, petty officers, and scamen, c&c., 
while for the whole expenditure for the repair and 
equipment of your vessels of war, there is but 
$1,500,000 appropriated. But $1,500,000 for the 
equipmentof the ships of war, which are, or ought 
to he, the results of your whole Navy organiza- 
tion! You have latély voted your naval officers, 
&c., half a million increase annual pay. What 
-are your officers good for; what benefit do you 
expect to derive from them; for what are your 
war-vessels built, if you are not to expend mone 
enough upon them to keep them ina condition fit 
for sea service? Is it nota shame? Is it nota 
disgrace? Why are you spending millions every 
year to teach young men naval tactics and pre- 
pare them for war? Why do you keep up this 
vast machinery, if you are to expend but the mea- 
ger and pitiful sam of $1,500,000 for the support, 
repair, and cquipment of your ships? Are your 
war vessels to rot in your harbors? or will you 
repair and equipand prepare them, to enable your 
officers and men to perform duty at sea? I can- 

not understand this economy. 

I am willing that many of your navy-yards 
should be abolished. We have nine or ten of 
them on the Atlantic and its tributaries, and one 
on the Pacific; while Great Britain, with all her 
vast navy, has but two—one at Portsmouth, the 
other at Hull. I believe thereis no necessity what- 
ever for all these yards; and I will go to-day with 
the Committee of Ways and Means, if they will 
bring in a bill for that purpose, to donate them to 
the local. authorities at the various points where 

-they are situated. I would do it because they are 
a dead loss, and useless to the Government. I 
agree fully with the gentleman from Ohio in re- 
spect to the character of the expenditures at these 
points; and J desire, in this bill, to arrest the ap- 
propriations for these yards. If we are to keep 
up, as we do now, one navy-yard for every three 
States, at points where they are not required, I 
desire that every State should have one. Why 
not give one to Maryland and Delaware and Kan- 
gas? [Laughter.] j 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. Joun Cocurane’s amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I offer the 
following amendment to come in after line sixty- 
seven, and the amendments there inserted: 

__ For payment of salaries due assistants for services per- 
formed previous to\April 6, 1859, (in accdrdance with 


vouchers submitted to Navy Departinent for approval, April 


5, 1859,) fer the exploration and verification of the surveys: 
of a ship canal near the Isthmus of Darien 95,322 88. -+ 


For services of three draughtsmen for three mouths, at 


100 per month each $900; for incidental expenses, Stå- 
Foren, mec, $217 ae ne iss j ee 
I appeal to the justice of the committee to pass: 
this amendment. I will state. upon what it. is: 
founded. : The Thirty-Fourth Congress, on the 
3d of March, 1857, passed the following law—— 
Mr. STANTON. I must. raise a question. of 
order upon that amendment, as it strikes me it 
cannot possibly be in order. If there is anything 
of it, it is a private claim, and a deficiency; and 
as such can have no place in.this bill. Here 
are individuals who have claims for services ren- 
dered the Government to the number of four or 
five hundred upon the Private Calendar, whose 
claims perhaps are quite as meritorious as this. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. If the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had: been content to hear me, 
he would have seen that this is entirely. a differ- 
ent thing from what he supposes it to be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to 
hear the law read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I will read 
the law, and then I will make a brief statement, 
appealing to every gentleman present, to pass the 
amendment. 

On the 3d of March, 1857, Congress passed the 
following law: 

“That the Seeretary of the Navy be authorized, under 
the direction of the President, to employ such officers of 
the Army and Navy as may be necessary, for the purpose 
of making an exploration and verification of the surveys 
already made of a ship canal near the Isthmus of Darien, 
to connect the waters of the Pacific ‘and Atlantic, by the 
Atrato and I'ruando rivers: Provided, That the expense 
shall not exceed $25,000, which is hereby appropriated 
therefor out of any moncy in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated.” 

Under the law, the Secretary of the Navy ap- 
pointed 

Mr. BRANCH. Whathas become of the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Ohio? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was listening 
to the law, in order to ascertain whether the point 
is a good one. : 

Mr. BRANCH. If itis understood that the 
point is not waived, I have no objection to hear 
the statement of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. From the statement of the 
law, as made by the gentleman from Hlinois, itis 
the opinion of the Chair that the amendment is 
not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
Chair to hear me a moment. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The relevancy of an 
amendment of this kind depends entirely upon 
the fact of the existence of a law. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
the law. 

Mr. STANTON. All of it? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Yes, sir; all 
of it; even to that part of it which provides that 
the expense shall not exceed $25,000; and*if the 
gentleman had been attentive, he would have 
heard it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is as well pre- 

ared to decide the question now, as he will be 
hereafter. 

Mr. BRANCH. Has the $25,000 been ex- 
pended? : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I want the 
gentleman to hear me. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the 
gentleman cannot proceed. The Chair is of opin- 
jon that the appropriation has been made in full 
for that service, and if there is any other appro- 
priation necessary in reference, it is an independ- 


I desire the 


I have read 


ent claim, which cannot properly be put uponan | 


appropriation bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I must ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, for I do not 
believe it to be correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, “ Shall 
the decision of the Chair standas the judgment of 
the committee?” 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Huu, and 
Leacu of Michigan, were appointed. 

The committeedivided ;and the tellers reported— 
ayes 93, noes 38- 

So the decision of the Chair was 


I demand 


sustained. - 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Winois: -1 movet 
the committe do now rise. rehi] 
Mr: FLORENCE. Ifthe gentleman wi 
a moment I will move to recommitthis bill 
Committee of Ways and Means..1thasbe 
imperfectly prepared, and the Committeeof Way 
and Means themselves: differ aboutat : 
‘Mr.. WASHBURNE; of Illinois: Linsist upon 
my. motion. el REALS : : 
"The motion was agreed tov: ig. i 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker: 
resumed the chair; Mr. Keiroce, of Illinois ve+ 
acer that the committee had, according to.ordér, 
ad the Union generally under consideration; and 
particularly a bill (H.-R. No: 500) making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1861, and had come to no.reso= 
lution thereon. Og E Es 
Mr. SHERMAN. . I-desire to say. that there 
are two or three gentlemen who are desirous to 
get permission to print their speeches, or to de> 
liver them. I trust that the privilege will be given: 


them. PH by 
Mr. BRANCH. If we go'into committee. for 
that purpose, the result will be, as it was the 
other night, that we shall be dragged out of our 
beds at midnight. : weg 
Mr. SHERMAN. If permission is granted to 
the gentlemen to make their speeches, it will pre+ 
yon their interfering with our proceedings:here- 
after. | prei : 
Mr. RUFFIN. I would rathersitherea month 
than to see the Sergeant-at-Arms parading: the 
streets of this city. with a:set of plug-a ‘lies; drag 
ging members out of their beds at midnight ñ 
Mr. BRANCH. I.move that the House do 
now adjourn. 8 h Tie ee ETT Ey a 
The motion was agreed to.. pal SE eR 
The House accordingly (at ten o’clock, p. ms} 
adjourned. - i EER 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, June 12, 1860. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Secretary, I announce to 
the Senate that the Vice President is indisposed, 
and will not be able to take his seat.as President 
of the Senate to-day. I move that Mr. Bricut, 
Senator from Indiana, take the chair as President 
pro tempore. . : , eae E 

The Secretary put the question; and the motion 
was agreed to. <r eee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore took the chair, 
and called the Senateto order, o o 0 5O 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday. akg Sg 

Mr. HALE. I move that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with this morning. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading 
can be dispensed with only by unanimous con~ 
gent. The Chair hears no objection. i 

On motion of Mr. POWELL, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate notify the 
President of the United States that, in the absence of the 
Vice President, the Senate has chosen Hon. Jesse D. 
Brient, President of the Senate pro tempore s and that ho 
make a similar communication to the House of Represent- 
atives. ee, ee 

HOUSE BILLS RETERRED. ; 

The following bills received from the House of 
Representatives, yesterday, were severall read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: : 

A bill (No. 622) to authorize notaries public 
in the District of Columbia to take acknowledg: 
ments of decds for the conveyance of real estate 
therein—to the Committee on the District of Co: 


| lumbia. 


A bill (No. 663) to authorize "divorces in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ate . e 

‘A bill (No. 99) for the. relief of Benjamin Sayre 
—to the Committee on Claims. ag 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
communicating in part the information called for 
by a resolution of the Senate in relation to con- 
tracts for the construction of the Patent Office 
building; which was ordered to Ne on the table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. he 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of 
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Oséar: Coles and. others, merchants and. ship- 
owners of the city of New York, remonstrating 
against the passage of any act conflicting with the 
law in-relation. ‘to steamers, passed August 30, 
1852; which was. referred to the Committee on 
Commerce... 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the memorial of 
Swift, Seaman & Co., and others, hardware. deal- 
ers of the city of New York, praying that the | 
duty on steel may not be increased as: proposed 
in. the tarif bifl now pending before Congress; 

‘which was referred to. the Committee on Finance. 

“Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a communication 
from Charles. F. Anderson, submitting a plan for 
the better ventilation of the Senate Chamber; 
which was ordered. to lie on the table, a bill hav- 
ing been reported. on the subject by the select 
committee. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL presented the memorial of | 

Walsh; Coulter & Co., of the city of New York, | 
and others, praying that the duty on steel may 
not be increased as proposed in the tariff bill now | 
pending before Congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 
' -He also presented the petition of Wright Mace 
and others, dealcrs in hardware in New York 
city, praying that the duty on steel may not be 
increased, as contemplated by the tariff bill now 
pending before Congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance: 

Mr. RICE presented the memorial of R. Hoe 
& Co.andothers, of the city of New York, pray- 
ing that the duty on steel may not be increased as 
proposed in the tariff bill now pending before 
Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


vens, Peck & Co., manufacturers of agricultural 
toois, of Brookfield, Vermont, and others, pray- 
ing that the duty on steel may not be increased, 
as contemplated by the tariff bill now pending 
before Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


BILL INTRODUCED, 


Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 502) for 
the rclicf of Taylor Dudley, of Minnesota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to. the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TEN EYCK, from the Committee on Rev- | 
alutionary Claims, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of Oliver Towles, for himself and others, 
praying that an act may be passed for their relief, | 
providing for the paymentof their claim for seven 

ears’ half pay as heirs-at-law of Captain Oliver 

owles, of the third South Carolina continental | 
regiment, which claim has been favorably recom- 
mended to Congress by the Legislature of South 
Carolina, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DURKEE, from the Committee on Revo- | 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the joint j 
resolution (HI. R. No. 39) directing the account- | 
ing officers of the Treasury to seule the account 
of the late Robert Stockton, quartermaster, &., | 
reported it without amendment. | 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 465) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Shircliff, widow of John 
Shircliff, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (FL. R. No. 542) for the ro- | 
lief of Effisia C. De May, widow of Charles F. 
V. De May, late a dragoon in the Army of the 
United States, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post |! 


Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the | 
bill (H.R. No. 715) to establish a mail six timesa 
week from Sacramento, in California, to Olympia, 
in the Territory of Washington, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

BAY ISLANDS. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public in- 
terest, copies of such dispatches as were received at the 
Department of State, from the legation of the United States 
in London, bearing date of March, 1856, and also, of the 
dispatch of Mr. Marcy, to Mr. Dallas, of the date of April 
7, 1956, relative to certain propositions for the settlement of | 


the question between the. United States and Great Britain 
in respect to the-colony of the Bay Islands. A 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in: which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 217) making appropriations for the 
construction, preservation, and repairs of certain 
fortifications and other works of defense for the 
year ending June 30, 1861; and 

A bill (No. 564) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 


ARTHUR EDWARDS. 


Mr. HALE. There is upon the table a joint 
resolution that is unanimously reported by the 
Committce on the Post Office and Post Roads. I 
ask that it be taken up; and if the Senate will in- 
dulge me for a single minute in making a state- 
ment, I think they will agree to pass it. It is a 
resolution relating to the claim of Mr. Edwards, 
which was passed by both Houses and vetoed by 
the President. Mr. Edwards is willing simply to 
go to the Post Office Department and take such 
sum as the Postmaster General, on investigation, 
shall find to be duc him. The committee unani- 
mously recommend its passage. He has been here 
for five years attending to this claim. I hope the 
Senate will agree to take it up, and pass it this 
morning. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope not. I think we should 
go on with the public business. That bill has 
been already passed here and occupied mach of 


Mr. SLIDELL presented the memorial of Ste | the time of the Senate, and I do not sce any spe- 


cial reason why it should be taken up; and cer- 
tainly, in looking at it, 1 do not think it presents 
any great equities at all. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps the Senator did not un- 
derstand what I stated. The bill was vetoed; and 
we do not propose to pass any bill, but simply a 
resolution that he shall go to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral and take what the Postmaster General thinks 
is duc him. That is the whole of the joint reso- 
lution. The committee unanimously recommend 
it, and instruct me to ask its passage this morn- 
ing. 

"Phe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committce of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. No. 41) for the relief of 
Arthur Edwards and his associates. It author- 


| izes the Postmaster Gencral to examine and adjust 
| the claim of Arthur Edwards and his associates, 


for carrying the through mails on their boats 
between Cleveland and Detroit, Sandusky and 
Detroit, and Toledo and Detroit, during the years 
1849 and 1853, and the intervening years; and to 
pay to them such sum of moncy as shall be found 
to be justly and equitably due to them for carry- 
ing the mails. 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads reported the joint resolution with an amend- 
ment, to add at the end of it the folluwing: 

And the stim thus found due shall be paid out of any 
money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, 
as amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. It was read the third time, 
and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the Housc of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following cnrolled bills; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 252) to incorporate the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. No. 261) to authorize the levy court 
to issue tavern licenses in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A bill (S. No. 202) to reimburse the corporation 
of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, a sum 
of money advanced towards the construction of 
the Little Falls bridge. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 


as 


A bill (No. 217) making appropriations for the 
construction, preservation, and repairs of certain 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
year ending June 30, 1861; and . 

A bill (No. 564) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 


VIRGINIA LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. MASON. I will call the attention of the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Brace] to a 
bill which he reported the other day from the 
Committee on Public Lands, which was objected 
to atthe time by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. I wish that bill may 
be taken up. I objected to it simply for the pur- * 
pose of examining it, and I am satisfied it*ought 
to pass. ` 

Mr. MASON. Iwill state to the Senate that 
it is simply a declaratory act, to give effect to a 
preceding law; and the Senator from North Car- 
olina, I know, is anxious to have it passed. I 
hope it will be taken up and acted upon. 

Mr. BRAGG. If the Senate wish any expla- 
nation of the bill, I can make it in a few minutes, 
though it is all explained in the report. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-« 
sider the bill (S. No. 347) to declare the meaning 
of the act entitled “An act making further pro- 
visions for the satisfaction of Virginia land war- 
rants,” passed August 31, 1852. The bill, as 
originally introduced by Mr. Mason, dircéted that 
the military land warrants or partsof warrants,’? 
provided forin the firstsection of the “ Actmaking 
further provisions for the satisfaction of Virginia 
land warrants,” passed August 31, 1852, should 
be construed to embrace all such warrants, or 
parts of warrants, as were issued prior to the Ist 
day of March, 1852, together with all such war- 
rants and parts of warrants as were or may be 
issued subsequent to the Ist of March, on claims 
allowed by the proper authorities of the Com- 
monwealth of Virginia prior thereto. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported the 
bill with an amendment to strike out all aftér the 
enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof: 

That the Secretary ofthe Interior, in executing the pro- 
visions of the act passed August 31, 1852, entitled * An act 
making further provision for the satisfaction of Virginia 
land warrants,” be required so to construc the same as to 
authorize the satisfaction in scrip of all warrants or parts 
of warrants issued on allowances made by the executive of 
Virginia prior to the lst day of March, 1852, coming within 
the principles already recognized by the Department of the 
Tuterior in the execution of the provisions of the said act, 
and whether issued before or since the ist day of March, 
1852: Provided, however, Vhatno warrant or part of a war- 
rant shall be satisfied in serip, founded or issned on any 


allowance made by the executive of Virginia since the Ist 
day of March, 1852. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
andthe amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. It 
was read the third time, and passed. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. PEARCE. I ask the Senate to excuse me 
from service on the select committee in relation 
to the case of the Comptroller, William Medill, to 
which I was appointed yesterday. 1 understand 
that the select committee have investigated the 
matter and the chairman has drawn a report, sub- 
sequent to all of which I was appointed on the 
committee. I am already on two other commit- 
tees, and overwhelmed with business, and I ask 
to be excused from further service on the select 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall the 
vacancy be filled? 

Mr. GWIN. I move that it be filled by the 
Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Fircu was 


| appointed, 


PACIFIC TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. GWIN. Lask that the bill (S. No. 84) 
which is now on the table, be taken up, in otder 
that we may act on the amendment of ihe House. 
It is the overland telegraph bill. I desire to move 
an amendment to the House amendment, and then 
to concur with the balance of the House substi» 
tute, as amended. 

The motion was agreed to;and the Senate pro 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the Hous 
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of Representatives to the bill (S.No. 84) to facil- 
itate communications between-the Atlantic and 
Pacific States by electric telegraph. RA 
Mr. GWIN. The House have sent US a sub- 
stitute for our bill. I propose to amend the sub- 
stitute of the House in the words that the Secre- 
tary will read. , 
The Secretary read the amendment: to strike 
out, in the third, fourth, and fifth lines, the words 
‘©advertise for scaled proposals, to be received for 
sixty days after the passage of this act,” and in- 
gert: ‘ tocontractwith Zenas Barnum, Thomas R: 
Walker, John H. Berryhill, Hiram Sibley, Nor- 
` ovin Green, John D. Caton, Frederick A. Bee, 
Charles M. Stebbins, and James S. Graham, or 
their assigns, or a majority of said contractors or 
assigns;’’ so thatthe House amendment will read: 
That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, under the direction 
of the President of the United States, is hereby authorized 
and directed to contract with Zenas Barnum, Thomas R. 
Walker, John H. Berryhill, Hiram Sibley, Norvin Green, 
John D. Caton, Frederick A. Bee, Charles M. Stebbins, and 
James S. Graham, or their assigns, or a majority of said 
eontractors or assigns, and the fulfillmentof which contract 
shall be guarantied by responsible parties as in the case of 
bids for maij contracts, for the use by the Government of a 
line or lines of magnetic telegraph, to be constructed within 
two years from the 31st day of July, &c. 


Mr. GWIN. I will state the reason why I 
propose this amendment. These partics named 
in the amendment are the presidents of the vari- 
ous telegraph companies of the United States. It 
is not creating a corporation, which is one of the 
objections of the House; but these parties are the 
owners of the patent, and are a corporation already 
created by law. They own the patents of the 
various‘telegraph apparatus. They can construct, 
the line on this route and put it in operation. I 
should be very v 
safety , to let ile amendment of the House remain 
as it 18; but 1 am perfectly confident that no tele- 
raph line could be built except by those parties. 
hey have the control now of the patent for tele- 
graph lines through the United States, and they 
are the presidents of the companies. 

There is another reason why this amendment 
ought to pass. The amendment of the House 
requires that there shall be sixty days’ notice. By 
an act of the Legislature of California, a bonus 
of $60,000 is given to the first line that is built, 
provided it is done within cighteen months, and 
$40,000 for the second line that is built. The par- 
ties wish to get the bonus on each by building 
both lines; but if they are compelled to wait sixty 
days to receive bids, it will diminish the chance of 
these lines getting the bonus offered by the State. 
I hope, therefore, that this will be accepted, with 
the balance of the amendment of the House re- 
ducing the subsidy to $10,000, and reducing the 
py for cach message from four to three dollars. 

am willing to take the whole balance of the 
amendment of the House with this addition. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will inquire why the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is inserted inthatcontract? 

Mr. GWIN. In order that the subsidy shall 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 
instead of the Post Office fund. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That may be provided for; 
but it seems to me that, when we make a Post 
Office contract, it ought to be made by the Post- 
master General. 

Mr, GWIN. The Secretary of the Treasury 
is inserted in order that the money shall be paid 
out of the Treasury, and not be a charge on the 
Post Office fund. i 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Chair will have 
the question stated again. What is precisely the 
question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from California—which will be read by the Sec- 
‘retary—to the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The Secretary again read it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. Iwill now move that the Sen- 
ate concur in the amendment of the House, as 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary 
will read the amendment of the House, as it has 
been amended. 

Mr. GWIN. The amendment has already 
been read to the Senate. I suppose it is unneces- 
sary to read it‘now. It will take a great deal of 
time, 


willing, if it could be done with , 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. If the reading 
is not desired by any Senator, it will be dispensed 
with. The question now isy on agrecing to. the 
amendment, as amended: i ‘ : 

Mr. TOOMBS. Asi do not wish. to. call for 
the yeas and nays, I merely desire to éxpress my. 
disapprobation of these congressional contracts; 
and therefore 1 shall vote against this, though. I 
do not care about calling the yeas and nayson it. 

The amendment of the House, as amended, 
was concurred in. Bis 


BERIAH. WRIGHT. x 


Mr. KING. I move that the Senate take 
House bill No. 385. x 

Mr. TOOMBS. Whatisit? 

Mr. KING. Itis a bill to increase the pension 
of a poor old man. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 385) granting an invalid 
pension to Beriah Wright, of New York. . It di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
name of Beriah Wright, of New York, upon the 
roll of invalid pensioners of the United States, and 
pay to him a pension, at the rate of four dollars 
per month, in addition to the pension he ‘is now 
receiving, from the 16th of February, 1858, during 
his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I-wantto hearthe 
is the pension to be increased? ~= ; 

Mr. KING. Let the report be read. He had 
a pension of four dollars a month before, and, on 
additional certificates, it is now proposed to give 
him the other four dollars; but let the report be 
read, which will explain it. - ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. believe these pension bills 
are passed as a matter of course. E withdraw the 
call, therefore, for the reading of the report, and 
shall vote against the bill myself. Ido not believe 
anybody pays any attention to these bills, and I 
therefore withdraw the call. They are passed 
without any sort of notice from anybody, as a 
matter of course. I think it is considered to bea 
matter of indifference how pensions are passed, 
and therefore, simply annoyncing my opposition, 
I do not ask for the reading of the report. No- 
body cares anything about these pension cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


GEORGE P. MARSH. 


Mr. FOOT. The other morning I reported a 
bill for the relief of George P. Marsh, which was 
read three times; and now stands upon its pas- 
sage. The honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Fircu] objected to final action of the Senate upon 
it at that time. J Jearn-frém him that upon ex- 
amination of the case, he is satisfied of the justice 
of the claim, and withdraws the objection. | move 
that it now be put on its passage. 

Mr. FITCH. 1 objected to the passage of the 
bill because of certain information which I had 
noticed in the remarks made by members of the 
Senate on the subject; but am satisfied that pre- 
cedent is in Mr. Marsh ’s favor. I do not com- 
mit myself of course-to the justice and correctness 
of the claim; but now, as it is the only exception, 


P 


report. Why 


I believe, to relief of that kind, I feel disposed to |! 


waive the objection, 

Mr.POLK. Ifeelit my duty to state, in regard 
to that claim, that a gentleman who professed to 
know something about ìt, came to speak with me 
about it on the supposition that it was referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. There was | 


objection made to it by that gentleman. I will 
make no objection, exccpt this: that on the in- 
formation 1 received, I shail feel myself com- 
pelled to vote against the claim. It was a one- 


| sided statement, to be sure. 


Mr. FOOT. It has been reported from both the |; 


Committee on Foreign Relations and the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion to take up the bill (H. R. No.8) 


| for the relief of George P. Marsh. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 


“sumed the consideration of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the passage of the bill. 
The bill was passed. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. POLK, The Committee on Private Land 


i 


‘Claims, to whom wag referred the bill (H 


118) to confirm certain private Mead edad 
State.of Missouri, have instructed: me to rep 
favor-of the passage of. the bills and La : 
ent consideration of it-at-the hands ofthe | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo 
from Missouri asks the, immedia ; 
of the bili: of the Tlouse just reported. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. .Linguire ifthe 
special order at half past cleven o'clock t 


ing? : 
The PRESIDENT ‘pro tempore, C 
will ascertain. whether any special order has been 
made for the hour-that has arrived. >: 2 f 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis. House bil: No 
which was made:the special order for half. past 
cleven o'clock: to-day. oo: po eg ee 
Mr. GWIN, - While the Secretary is lo 
for that bill, I desire:to make ari 
The PRESIDENT pro. tempore... 
proposition pending, and. the Chair cap 
nothing until it is disposed. of. (5.0): 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the bill (H. R-N 
220) for the relief of Anson Dart. ee 
Mr. POLK. I hope the Senator will: allow the 
bill I have. reported to be considered until the Seo- , 
retary finds the papers m the other case... ioi S 
D be 


The PRESIDENT. pro;tempore. 
done by unanimous consent. ery whee 
Mr. SEBASTIAN.. Lam. personally interested 
in‘calling.up the special order; but I have no ob- 
jection to going on with.the- bill of the Senator 
from. Missouri while the Seeretary isin search of 
1he paperan the other. casc, which has be i 
laid. t : ae Sin 
There being no objection, the Senate, asin G 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider. 
bill (H.R. No. 118) to confirni certain‘land claims 
in the State of Missouri. It proposes. to: confirm 
the decisions made by the recorder of land titles 
in the State of Missouri, and the two commis- 
Sioners associated with him, by virtue of an act 
entitled “ An act for. the final adjustment of ‘pri- 
vate land claims in Missouri,” approved July.9, 
1832, and an act supplemental thereto, approved: 
March.2, 1833, as entered in the transcript of de- 
cisions transmitted by the recorder and commis- 
sioners to the Commissioner of the General Land. 
Office, in the following cases: to Israel Dodge, or 
his legal representatives, seven thousand and fifty- 
six arpents; to Walter Fenwick, or his legal rep- 
resentatives, ten thousand arpents; and to Mackey 
Wherry, or his legal representatives; sixteen hun- 
dred arpents. In case either of the claims con- 
firmed: by. this act, or any part thereof, has not 
been located or surveyed, or cannot be located-or 
satisfied, either for want of-a; specific location 
prior to this. confirmation, or because: the land 
upon which the same is located has been other- 
wise disposed of by the General Government, it 
is to be the duty of the surveyor general of the 
district, upon proof satisfactory to him that such 
claim has been confirmed, and that itin whole; or 
in part has not and cannot -be satisfied for:those 
reasons, or from any cause, to issue to the claim- 
ants, or their legal representatives, a‘ certificate 
of location fora quantity, of land equal to that:so 
confirmed. and unsatisfied, which certificate. may 
be located upon any of the public-Jands of. the 
United States subject to sale-at privaté entry}. but 
such location is to conform to the legal divisions 
and subdivisions as provided by law. The. fe- 
gister of the proper land office, upon the location 
of such certificate, is to issue to the person en- 
titled thereto-a certificate of entry; upon which, 
if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office that such 
certificate has been fairly obtained, a patent is’ to 
issuc as in other cases. oe! TEE 
Mr. POLK. I move asan dmendment to the 
bill, to insert after the word ‘‘entry,’’ in the sec- 
ond section, the words ‘‘not exceeding $1 25 per 
acre; so-that the land entered shall not exceed 
in price $1 25 per acre. f 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in, and- ordered 
to be epgrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. It-was read the third time, and passed. 


ERASTUS HUTCHINS. 
Mr. WADE. I desire to inquire if there is 
anything before the Senate? a ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 


That can. 
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order is before the Senate, but the bill is not yet 
found. > : 
“Mr. TRUMBULL. We have the printed bill 
from the House, which I presume can be used, 
and the Secretary can find the bill afterwards. A 
printed copy is on file. i ; 

Mr. WADE.” While the Sécretary is search- 
ing for that bill, I wish to take up a little bill for 
the relief of Erastus Hutchins, and have it con- 
sidered now. I ask the Senate to take up that 
bill. À 

` The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in’ Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No, 446) for the relief of 
Erastus Hutchins. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Erastus Hutchins, 
_ of Ohio, a soldier in the war of 1812, upon the 
pension roll, andallow him eightdollars per month 
from the Ist of January, 1860. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ANSON DART. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous 
consent, the Chair will present. to the Senate a 
bill taken from the files in the case of Anson Dart, 
which is the special order for half past eleven 
o'clock to-day. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (EI. R. No. 
220) for the relief of Anson Dart. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Oregon. Will the Senator from 
Oregon prepare his amendmentagain? Ithas been 
misiad. 

« Mr. LANE, The amendment I offered pro- 
vided that, so far as the salary was concerned, the 
same salary should be extended to those who had 
served in the same office previous and subsequent 
to Mr. Dart. The Secretary can draw it up again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the ques- 
tion will be on the amendment, to insert at the end 
-of the bill the following: 

Provided, That the superintendents of Indian affairs em- 
pioyed in Oregon before and since said Anson Dart, be al- 

owed the same rate of compensation as is here provided 
for the said Dart. s 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, when, on 

esterday, | moved to postpone this bill, 1 prom- 
ised the Senate that I would make a-very few 
remarks to-day, as soon as T could be heard. 
Seeing how very short a period of time is now 
allowed, and admonished py the fact that the Sen- 
ator from Oregon intends to make remarks in re- 
pire such is my anxicty to have a vote upon this 

bill, and a final disposition of it, that I shall ad- 
here most strictly to my promise. 

My duty, Mr. President, to this bill and the 
Senate, can be best fulfilled by giving a very suc- 
cinct narrative of the case. It has been, time and 
again and repeatedly, reported by committees of 
both Houses favorably ; I might say unanimously. 
The principle upon which it is based has been 
recognized, after thorough and mature discussion; 
and I was not aware that the bill was to meet with 
the serious opposition which it has encountered, 
until the remarks, somewhat lengthy and dis- 
cursive in their character, fell from the lips of the 
Senator from Oregon on the previous discussions 
of this case. The main features of the bill are 
these: it asks, in the first place, for an increase 
of salary from $2,500 to $4,000, for a period of 
three years, during which he served as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs in Oregon. It asks, also, 
for the allowance of certain moneys which were 
paid by him in the discharge of his duties as dis- 
bursing officer upon the Pacific coast, which he 
has actually paid out of his pocket for the board 
ofthe interpreter and-the hire ofa clerk. These 
last items constitute a feature in the bill, the pro- 
pricty and justice of which have been disputed in 
no quarter. 

The point in dispute between the Senator from 
Oregon and the committee is this: the propriety 
of allowing him, by aretroactiveallowance, $4,000 
salary instead of 2,500, at which sum it was fixed 
when he accepted the office; and the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon is framed witha view 
of testing the propricty of applying that principle 
to thiscase. He moves, as an amendment, that 
his predecessor in office and his successor in office 


shall be allowed the same pay as is proposed to ! 


be given to Dr: Dart by the bill from: the House 
of Representatives. So far as this feature in the 
case is concerned, I have to make butone remark, 
which I think will dispose of it. The beneficia- 
ries of the gratuity proposed by the Senator from 
Oregon are not petitioners, nor asking for it be- 
fore this body. It is time enough to deal out that 
kind of private justice when parties imagine them- 
selves aggrieved and ask for it at the hands of 
Congress. I doubt not they will be very much 
surprised at this gratuitous liberality, which would 
extend to them a salary which they never asked 
for. I think that that will dispose of that feature 
of the case. ; 

As to the other, the allowance of an increase of 
salary retrospectively, the committee placed that 
upon this distinct principle: while they acknowl- 
edge, as a general rule, it was a vicious principle, 
yet, as the case was exceptional, and the circum- 
stances were such as to place it beyond the pos- 
sibility of being drawn into a precedent for sub- 
sequent legjslation, there was a propriety and 
justice in doing so. Whatare the circumstances 
of the case? At the time when this commission 
was tendered to Dr. Dart—for it is not one which 
he sought; such is the evidence before the com- 
mittce—his prospects were far better, so far as 
official promotion was concerned, for he stood 
high in the favor of that Administration, than 
those which this appointment conferred upon him. 
He had a mission in his hand, at that time, to one 
of the South American Republics. ` Inasmuch as 
he had been the compeer and associate of Mr. 
Catlin, he was solicited by the Secretary of the 
Interior—all these facts, I believe, are in the record 
and the papers—to go as superintendent of Indian 
affairs to Oregon, because of his suppose inti- 
macy with the habits and character and languages 
of the Indians in that Territory. He declined to 
go because the salary had been placed too low. 

t is admitted, I believe, on all hands, that the 
fixing of the salary of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs of Oregon at that time at $2,500 was 
simply a mistake. He was assured bythe Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and by the then 
chairman of the committee over which I now pre- 
side, Judge Atchison, of Missouri, that every en- 
deavor would be made to correct the mistake. He 
went to Oregon under these assurances. He acted 
upon them. He accepted the office under them. 
It was an admission, upon the part of the repre- 
sentatives of the Government, that the salary was 
inadequate. I have no doubt of the fact that the 
salary was inadequate. That was at the time 
when the Congress had fixed the compensation 
of the superintendent of Indian affairs for Cali- 


fornia, a neighboring State, where the same con- 


dition of things prevailed precisely, at $4,000. It | 


was at a time when prices of every kind were 
enormously high, when an unnatural state of 
things prevailed, and when the acceptance of office 
there bankrupted and impoverished almost every 
oficer who attempted the public service under 
those circumstances. Do not these, therefore, 
Mr. President, constitute exceptional circum- 
stances by which you can make this allowance to 
Dr. Dart, and very justly refuse to make it to his 
predecessor and successor? F think so. 

I will say, the committee arc aware of the vi- 
cious character of a general principle of this kind; 
but the adoption of it heretofore has not been 
without exception. J think, on last Friday, we 
increased the salary of a judge in California for 
Several years retrospectively, $1,000 a ycar; and 
why? Because his services had been worth the 
money; and the very same principle applies to the 
case which is now before the Senate. No super- 
intendent could have well taken the office for less 
than $4,000 a year. Lam aware that the distin- 


guished Senator from Oregon, who once went out | 


as Governor of that Territory, accepted the office 
which was tendered to him by the Exceutive at 
aless rate for superintendence than that which 
was afterwards given, The presence of that hon- 
orable Senator here to-day shows why it is that 
gentlemen who go out with the commission of 
Governor of a Territory can easily afford to sat- 
isfy and content themselves with a less salary 


ceiving a fair pecuniary emolument for official 
services. 

Now, Mr. President, I have stated what are the 
features of this bill, and why the committee chose 
to aliow, and why they thought it was proper to 


allow, this extra compensation to Dr. Dart—be- 
cause the circumstances surrounding his case were 
exceptional; becanse I believe that he earned these 
moneys; that any other fair and able and honest 
officer, exercising those duties ordischarging those 
functions, would have earned that money. : 
The Senator from Oregon takes exception. to 
several sniall matters of administration in the gen- 
eral affairs of that Territory in the line of his 
duty. This is a difference of opinion. The Sen- 
ator made those points, and in justice to the com- 
mittee and Dr. Dart, I asked the recommitment 
of the bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
again. They have made their supplementary re- 
port. In that they find that there is not one sol- 
itary thing that is complained of by the Senator 
from Oregon that was not either justified by the 
instructions from the Department, or which was 
notafterwards accepted and ratified by the Depart- 
ment, or which does not amount to a simple dif- 
ference of opinion between the Senator from Ore- 
gon and Dr. Dart, in this casc. The first is the 
time which he is said to have loitered away in 
Washington and around the purlieus of New 
York before he left. Why, sir, from the date of 
hiscommission, and making the purchasesin New 
York, which he was instructed to do, he had no 
time to leave at an earlier day, considering the 
time of the sailing of the current steamer. ‘Then 
he came back, says the Senator from Oregon, and 
remained here one hundred and fifty days. Sir, 
the instructions which that man received, a copy 
of which 1 have seen, covered every discretion of 
that kind; and when he had made treaties with 
the Indians upon the coast of the Pacificgwest of 


‘the Cascade mountains, there was an amount of 


responsibility involved in their application, and 
the consideration of those treaties, which required 
the presence of such an officer here before the De- 
partment. These were covered by his instruc- 
tions, and although. he came back before he re- 
ceived the letter of recall, his coming here was 
ratified, and the expenses of his trip were paid 
while here. 

I think the Senator from Oregon falls into some 
mistakes, undoubtedly inadvertently, in stating 
the expenses and allowanccs which were made to 
Dr. Dart while he was here. It has been the 
custom of the Departmentalways to allow a com- 
mutation for services while here. I know nothing 
about this except that the whole discrepancy, the 
amount of $300 which was certified to by the pro- 
prietor of the boarding house, as the account 
which he paid for his board, arose in consequence 
of Mr. Manypenny requiring him to give the 
exact amount and items of the bill, instead of 
rendering up this commutation of $2 50 a day. 
That will explain everything which the Senator 
has brought so seriously against him about the 
manner in which he occupied his time while here. 

There is some little matter about postages— 
they were then from twenty to forty cents upon 
letters instead of three cents as now—which ‘is 
adverted to by the Senator from Oregon, making 
it appear that there was an unnecessary, useless, 
and extravagant charge in that item; but when 
we look back to the period of things which pre- 
vailed there, it appears to be the exercise of true 
and real economy. 

I cannot go further into this subject, because I 
see the time isnearly out. I willadvert, then, to 
the other exception which has been taken to his 
administration of affairs in Oregon. I have said 
that that amounts to nothing more than a differ- 
ence between the capacity of that man to admin- 
ister affairs and the judgment of the Senator from 
Oregon. By referring back to 1852, in the House 
of Representatives, when my colleague, then a 
member of the House, and my friend from Ore- 


gon, then a Delegate, were discussing the pro- 


pricty and the expediency of these very treaties 
which the Senator thinks now were so unwise 
and inapplicable to the necessities of the country, 
A find the Senator from Oregon approving of his 
whole policy, passing eulogiums upon the econ- 
omy and efficiency with which this man had ne- 
gotiated these treaties, and the locating of the 


3 | treaties right in the very region of country which 
than one who goes for the simple purpose of re- |! > MR H 


he has condemned since that. I will not send it 
to the Chair; but I will beg to read it myself. 
The Senator from Oregon said on that subject: 

“ But let that be as it may, I am satisfied that the super- 


intendent of Indian affairs, who made these treaties, for 
which he has used $6,000 in advance of an appropriation, 
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acted in gapd faith, and that he has practiced as strict econ- 
omy as he could. Andi aim satisfied, further, that, when he 
commenced these negotiations, he was induced to believe 
that the old board bad the sum of $6,000 unexpended ; and 
that, upon the faith of that belief, he borrowed money, and 
used it forthe proper purpose ; and I do not know that he 
has made any reservations of the character I speak of.” 
Mr. President, the economy with which he dis- 
bursed the funds of the Government, and the ex- 
ccllence of bis judgment in selecting the places 
where“he negotiated the treaties, arc all approved 
by the Senator from Oregon. He disapproved of 
one feature, said to have been contained in those 
treaties, and that was the allowance of the Indian 
tribes to remain on their reservations for ten years. 
I was then a member of this body, and remember 
that it was indicated to me, at that time, as one of 
the strangest circumstances that the Indians re- 
fused to receive the annuities for longer than ten 
years; because it was said they were fleeting in 
their character; that they were temporary tribes,. 
and must soon be utterly extinguished, and would 
not want the money for more than ten years. So 
far as the treaties were concerned, it is unneces- 
sary now to discuss them. They were rejected, 
upon my advice as chairman of the Committec on 
Indian Affairs, upon the views, I believe, of the 
Senator from Oregon. We disapproved of them 
in judgment. It was a difference of opinion. I 
do not think that ought to be considered as a se- 
rious objection to the allowance of further com- 
pensation to Dr. Dart; for whether these treaties 
were right or wrong 1s a question which the events 
of the future can alone determine. Subsequently 
awar broke out. It may have been in conse- 
quencewof the rejection of the treaties. It might 
have followed in spite of them. | I cannot say as 
to that. j 
. Mr. LANE. He made no treaty with those 
Indians where war broke out. l 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. Very well. They were all 
made west of the Cascade mountains. I under- 
stood the Senator from Oregon to object that the 
treaties were made where there was no population 
at all, and where a population was not settling. 
l have a map of the State of Oregon, and I find 
that all the counties arc laid off between the coast 
and the Cascade mountains, and that was the 
very region in which Dr. Dart made these treaties. 
Mr. LANE. Why did you not ratify them? 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I beg the Senators’s par- 
don. I recommended to the Senate that those 
treaties should be rejected upon his advice, and 
upon that of no other person, He was the Del- 
egate from that Territory. I could credit the 
representation of no other one; and that is the 
reason why, as I say, it isa mere difference of 
judgment between him and the superintendent of 
ndian affairs; and to this day, Mr. President, 
neither you, nor I, nor the Senate know who was 
right. 
Mr. LANE. 


I hope the Senate will take my 
judgment again in relation to this. matter. 1 will 
e very much obliged. to them if they do. Mr. | 
President, I hope this case may now be decided. 
I do not want to take up the time of the Senate 
about it. Lam tired of it. I know it is wrong, 
and I know it ought not to pass; but still 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. L hope, as the time has | 
arrived for the consideration of the special order, | 
that we shall postpone it for fifteen minutes, to | 
allow the Senator from Oregon to proceed. 

My. LANE. lam not going to take fifteen | 
minutes. f 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Well, I will say fora few |i 
minutes, until we dispose of the bill. 
"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour fixed |i 
for the consideration of the special order has ar- |} 


rived, and it must be taken up, unless otherwise |; P 


directed by the Senate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
ten minutes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thope that will be adopted || 
by general consent. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thope not. J dislike to inter- |! 
pose; but we have a very important appropria- 
tion bill under consideration, and we have now got | 
but five or six days left. Iam perfectly willing | 
to take up this thing at the proper time; but it is | 
talked, and talked, and talked to death, I donot 
see any reason why. we should postpone the ap- 
propriation bill for this one. ` 


l 
i 
f 
Í 
| 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I suggest to the Senator | 
i 
t 


I move to postpow it for 


from Georgia that we lose more time in this dis- 
cussion about it than by taking it up. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Ido notthink so. I think we T | Mr. GWIN siibmittea the fol 


should proceed with public business in the order 
of its importance and interest; and so far as m 
course is concerned, we must have it 


tdone. [call 


for the order of the Senate. : ; 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia that I shall be very much 


obliged if he will allow me ten minutes on this 


subject. I shall. make no reply to the Senator 
from Oregon, but allow the vote to be taken. Itis 
not even asked to postpone the appropriation bill 
for fifteen minutes, and we shah get rid of a 
troublesome subject. 

Mr. LANE, Ishall try to get through in ff- 
teen minutes if I can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas state his motion again ? 

Mr. LANE. I am willing to let this matter go 
over, s 

Mr. TOOMBS. I am perfectly willing to make 
it the special order for half past eleven o’clock to- 
morrow. ' 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. If wecan have it made the 
special order for the morning hour of to-morrow 
at half past eleven o’clock, I will consent to pass 
it over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this subject, and make it the special 
order for to-morrow at half past eleven o’clock. 

Mr. GREEN. Iwill move to postpone it until 
the second Monday of December. We have al- 
ready consumed too much time on this bill to the 
exclusion of other business. I do not think one 
bill ought to consume the whole time of the Sen- 
ate. I move to postpone it until the second Mon- 
day of December. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ihope not. All the time 
we have consumed hitherto will be wasted unless 
we finish it, and one more sitting will finish it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
will be put by the Chair on the longest time stated. 
It ix moved to postpone the further consideration 
of this bill unti the second Monday of December 
next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now l move to make it 
the special order for to-morrow at half past eleven 
o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following joint resolutions 
of the Senate: f 

A. joint resolution: (No. 5) for supplying the 
Choctaw, Cherokee,and Chickasaw Nations with 
such copies of the laws, journals, and public 
printed documents, as are furnished to the States 
and Territories; 

A joint resolution (No. 35) providing for the 
observation of the eclipse of the sun, which will 
occur on the 18th day of July next; and 

A joint resolution (No. 34) in relation to the 


| works of the exploring expedition. : 


The message further announced that the House 
had passed a bill (No. 665) to amend an act ap- 
proved February 5, 1859, entitled “An act. pro- 
viding for keeping and distributing all public dog- 
uments, and for other purposes;’? in which the 
coneurrence of the Senate was requested. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the President 
ro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. No. 8) for the reliefof George P. 


| Marsh; 


A bill (H. R. No. 385) granting an invalid pen- 
sion to Beriah Wright, of New York; 
A bill (H. R. No. 446) for the relief of Erastus 


| Hutchins; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 556) for the relief of Francis 
Lavonture and Pierre Grignon. 


RETURN OF BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives to request the return-to the Senate of the bill 
(S. No. 271) for the relief of John P. Brown, which passed 
the Senate May 4, 1850. 


tion; which was considered, b 
‘sent, and agreed tor he 
Resolved, That the Secretary request the r 
House. of Representatives of the bill (8. 
communication: between, the. Atlantie an 
by electric telegraph, with. the, amendment 
thereto, : Seer earn 
CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILD. 
The Senate, as.in Committee of the W. 
sumed the consideration ‘ofthe bill (Hs 
501) making appropriations for certain ci 
penses of the Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1861; the pending question being on 
the following amendment, submitted by M i 
mons, from the Committee on Claims; to. 
as a new section; EE Ohara lath 
And be it further enacted, That to provide for the fait 
execution of the fourth article of the. treaty with: 
Britain of the 9th of August, 1842, and:tosecurethe releases: 
mentioned in said treaty, the Secretary of the. Treasury he, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any ney inthe 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Catharine G. Wald, 
of Roxbury, Massachusetts, and Laura A. Stebbins; of Baht 
gor, Maine, each the sum of: $6,686 50; and to James Ai 
Drew, of Chelsea, Massachusetts, and Rufus Mansur, of. 


| Houlton, Maine, each the sum of $11,401; andito Edmund 


Monroe, of Boston, Massachusetts, the sum of $15,881. 955 
and to Benj. Sewall, of said Boston, the sum of $5,293 75: 
Provided, That the said Ward, Stebbins, Drew, and Mansur, 
holding titles to the Eaton grant; and the said Drew and 
Mansur, holding titles to the cast.half of Plymouth town; 
ship; and the said Monroe and Sewall; holding titles'to the 
west half of Plymouth township, shall respectively execute, 
or cause to be executed, deeds of release as required: 
fourth article of said treaty to the parties holding 
sory,” or “ équitable possessory claims,’’ tó Jani 
Eaton grant and Plymouth township, as de. in 
reports made to. the Governor anil Couneil of Maine by 
Ebenezer Hutchinson. and. others, commissioners under a 
resolution ‘passed by the Legislature of said State ón the 
12th of April, 1854, and the planof surveys accompanyin 
said reports, of record-in the land office‘of said State, and 
that it shal) appear to the satisfaction of the Jand agentiof 
said State tha such deeds of release do confirm and quiet, 
to the persons entitled thereto, the title to such lands, ‘ag 
required by said treaty: And provided also, That if the'said 
parties shall fail to make, or cause to be made, such deeds 
of release to the whole of said lands, a deduction:shall be 
made from the compensation herein provided, from the 
allowance to the parties so failing to release, at the rate of 
two dollars peracre, for the land not so released: And pro- 
vided, also, That the payments herein provided shall. be!in 
full satisfaction for the timber taken from:said Eaton: grant 
and Plymouth township, and lost to the proprietors in con- 
sequence of the diplomatic arrangement entered into in 1832 
between the United States and Great Britain, suspending 
the jurisdiction of Maine, in said territory. 2-28 6 


Mr. IVERSON. Mr. President-——— 00" 

Mr. TOOMBS. I make a point of order on that 
amendment. ` eg ge Bae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: A point of 
order has been made as to whether the amend- 
ment comes within: the 30th rule of the Senate. 
The Chair ‘is under the impression’ that it is a 
private claim. . ; ees 

Mr. IVERSON. I want to discuss that qués- 
tion before the Chair decides it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itisimportant 
to decide the question, in order that the Senator 
may appeal, and, if he thinks proper, discuss. the 
appeal. 

Ph r. IVERSON. Is not the question of order 
open to discussion before the Chair decides? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes. ' as : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The Chair.is 
very clear on the point that the amendment ‘is 
excluded-by the 30th rule of the Senate; that it is 
a private claim. i 

Mr. IVERSON. Then I will appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, and I will proceed to ad- 


| dress myself to that particular point as to whether 
j itis in orderas an amendment to an appropriation 


bill, J think the Chair will concede, and so will. 
every Senator who will listen to me, thatif the 
amendment is to carry out the provisions ofa 
treaty, it is in order on this bill.” 1 presume no- 
body will dispute that fact, although it may be a 
private claim; that is to say, it may be paying 
money to individuals. Jt comes from a commit- 
tee, and therefore is propedy moved; and if itis 
to carry out the provisions of a treaty, then, of 
course, It may be put upon an appropriation. bill. 
Now, sir, I proceed to discuss that question, to 
show that itis to carry out the provisions ofa 
treaty. All the difficuity 1 apprehend is that the 
Senate will not listen to the case. T think if any 
Senator will listen to the case, and judge impari 

tially, he cannot fail to come to the conclusion , 
that this amendment is intended to carry out-the 
rovisions of the treaty, and is therefore in order: 
he fourth article of the treaty between the United 
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States and Great Britain, made in 1842, commonly 
called the Ashburton treaty, is in these terms: 

tE ART. 4. All grants of land heretofore made by either, 
party, within the limits ofthe territory which, by this treaty 
fòlis “within the dominions of the other party, shall be held 
valid, ratified, and confirmed to the persons in possession 
ünder such grants, to the same extent as if such: territory 
had, by this treaty, fallen within the dominions of the party 
by whom such grants were made; and all equitable pos- 
sessory claims arising from a:possession and improvement 
of any lot or parcel of land by the person actually in pos- 
session, or by those under whom such person claims, tor 
more than six years before the date of this treaty, shall, in 
like manner, be deemed: valid, and be confirmed and quieted 
by a release to the person entitled thereto, of the tive to 
such‘lot or parcel of land so described, as best to include 
the improvements made thereon ; and in all other respects 
the two contracting parties agree to deal upon the most. Lib- 
eral principles of equity with the settlers actually dwelling 
upon the territory falling to them, respectively, which has 
heretofore been in dispute between them.” 

That is the provision of the treaty, that when- 
ever any land falling on cither side of the bound- 
ary shall have been in possession of any person 
for six years anterior to the date of the treaty, 
notwithstanding there may have been an outstand- 
ing higher legal title, these titles of possession 
should be quieted and released from the person 
who holds the higher and paramount title. That 
ig the: obligation of the treaty. Now, sir, upon 
investigation, these individuals to whom this 
money is proposed to be paid are the individuals 
who hold the higher title, who hold the paramount 
legal title, and it is to quiet the possessory title 


to the oceupants of this soil, by the purchase of 


this higher or paramount tide, that this amend- 
ment is proposed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. How about the timber? 

Mr. IVERSON. Thatis another matter. That 
is not the question. J am only speaking now of 
the point of orders The merits of the question, 
whether the amendment ought to be adopted or 
not, are to be discussed afterwards. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. IVERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Is he not aware that a large 
amount of this amendment is for the timber, and 
not embraced in the fourth article of the treaty? 

Mi. IVERSON.  Lamnotdiseussing the merits 
of the amendment itself, and 1 do not think it is 
properly a subject for discussion. Whether the 
amendment shall be adopted or not will depend 
upon the merits of the amendment itself, 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS, I will ask my colleague this 
further question: whether, when you propose to 
quiet this title, to make the title good, which may 
be brought under tho treaty, aud you then pro- 
Hose to pay a large sum for Umber not being un- 

er the treaty, that is a private claim or not? 


Mr. IVERSON. On the question of order, if 
any, portion of it is in order, you cannot exclude | 


the whole amendment. That is the universal de- 
cision of the Chair. If any portion of the amend- 
ment is in the rule, it is notexcluded by the rule. 
This is, therefore, admissible; and you cannot 
exclude it on the point of order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. =I deny that. 

Mr. IVERSON. That has been the uniform 
decision, as I understand. 

But so far as regards the claim for timber, let 
us sce what that is. A portion of the amendment 
proposes to quiet this title in pursuance of the 
obligations of the treaty. It isto buy from the 
legal owners their title, so that the title of the pos- 
sessors, the occupants, may be perfected and qui- 
eted agreeably to the obligations imposed upon 
Government by this treaty. Now, in relation to 
this stumpage, as it is called, that portion of the 
amendment which proposes to pay to these parties 
so much per acre for the timber that has been cut 
away, goes upon this principle, and F think every 
gentleman will acknowledge its propriety: the 
persons who held the legal title, of course, were 
entitled to the timber. 
is to be quieted by this treaty went there and 
squatted upon it for six years, and cut off the tim- 
ber of the legal owners. Now, sir, is not the Gov- 
ernment bound to pay the legal owners of this 


timber when they quiet. the title? Of course, the | 


owners hada right to sue and recover damages 
for trespass on this timber. 


*is bound to quiet these titles and to keep these 
parties in possession, as if the land belonged to 
them for the six years they were in possession. 


The occupants whose title | 


The timber was as | 
much the property of the legal owners as the soil | 
itself; and, ag a matter of course,the Government | 


That cannot be done except by paying the legal 


“owners, those who have the paramount title, į 


everything to which they would be entitled in an 
action in trespass or an action of ejectment. You 
must quiet their title; you must buy off their re- 
linquishment; you mustobtain from thema release 
under the terms of the treaty to these possessory 
occupants of the whole of the land; and in doing 
that you must do full justice, by paying to them 
whatever injury they or their title has sustained 
from the occupancy of it. That is the whole 
ease. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair having decided that this 
amendment was excluded under the 30th rule, and 
an appeal having been taken from that. decision, 
the question is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr. IVERSON. -I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that question, merely to test the sense of the 
Senate upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG. Jam not disposed, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to take up the time of the Senate on such a 
subject as this. I regret its introduction, because, 
in all disputed cases of this sort, particularly at 
this stage of the session, it is hardly to be ex- 
pected that they will receive that attention which 


| they ought to receive before they pass; and I think 
l itis especially objectionable th 


at claims of this 
kindshould be tacked on to the appropriation bills, 
Now, sir, itis very evident that tbe whole of 
this matter is a very complicated one. Ever 
member of the Senate who has heard the Aone 


; ment read by the Sceretary, I think, must be at a 


loss to understand the meaning of it or its appli- 
cation. There is not time, without consuming a 


| great deal of the valuable time of the Senate, in 


discussing the merits of the thing at all; and Iam 


| glad, therefore, thatthe Senator from Georgia has 
| raised the point of order, 


To my mind, and I 
have had some connection with this case, itis per- 
fectly clear that that amendment does not come 
within the provisions of the treaty of 1842, or any 
other law, and therefore it seems to me that the 
decision of the Chair, under the 30th rule of the 
Senate, is entirely correct on that point. The last 


| part of that rule provides: 


* And no amendment shall be received whose object is 
to provide for a private claim, unless it is to carry out the 


| provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation.”? 


Now, that is the whole inquiry here: whether 
this amendment is to carry out the provisions of 
an existing law, or the provisions contained in 
some treaty made by this Government with some 
foreign Government. Now, whatisthisclaim for? 
It proposes to appropriate various sums to vari- 
ous individuals, the whole amounting to upwards 
of fifty-seven thousand dollars. How is it made 
up? I havea portion of the papers here before 
me. We had the matter before us in the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and [ have the reports also be- 
fore me made in the other branch of Congress by 


į the committee there. Why, sir, $40,000 of it is for 


this stumpage, as itis called; damages sustained 
by these claimants upon the land, as they allege, 
from about the year 1829 up to about the year 
1839. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. The Senator is mistaken 
in that particular, There is only about twenty- 
three thousand dollars for timber. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator himself is mis- 
taken. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. The only dif- 


ference is this: one is for timber absolutely taken 


off the land which has no connection with theland, | 


aud the other is for land and timber; the land 
being estimated at two dollars an acre, and the 
timber at two dollars. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iunderstand the Senator to ad- 
mit that there is $20,000 of a claim for timber. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Over twenty thousand 
dollars, certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Twenty thousand dollars is as 


: good as $40,000; but I tell the Senator again he is 


entirely mistaken, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not at all. 
is mistaken. 

Mr. BRAGG. Why. sir, of this Eaton grant 
which is mentioned here, itis represented by these 
parties, and they claim that the timber was cut off 
twenty-three thousand acres of land. I have the 
documents before me. I cannotbe mistaken. I am 
entirely familiar with this matter. The Commit- 


The Senator 


tee on Claims undertook to allow one dollar per 
acre.for the timber. Then, sir, there were eight 
thousand acres and upwards of land claimed by 
these squatters, these possessory claimants, whose 
title it is sought now to extinguish. ‘The original 
parties had a claim not only for the value of the 
land estimated at. two dollars, but also for the 
value of the timber cut off the land, estimated at 
two dollars an acre, and allowed by the commit- 
tees who have reported on it, for the reason that 
that land'and the timber on it was more valuable 
than other parts of the land—it being on the river, 
and therefore accessible to the lumber-getters, 
Hence it was, that, for these eight thousand acres 
and upwards, the committee allowed four dollars 
—two dollars for stumpage and two dollars for 
the value of the land originally as taken by these 
squatters, 5 

I know I am not mistaken. I say it with the 
utmost confidence, that, putting these amounts 
together, it will amount to a little over forty thou- 
sand dollars allowed for this stumpage; and then, 
two dollars an acre allowed for upwards of eight 
thousandacres—besides thatamountofland which 
it was said these equitable, posscssory claimants 
had in possession—would make up the balance 
of the $57,000 which is now claimed here. Thus, 
it will be seen that by far the larger portion of this 
claim docs not come within the provisions of the 
treaty atall, assuming the other part to come within 
the provisions of the treaty, which Lutterly deny; 
for i do not think any of itis within the provis- 
ions of the treaty of 1842. One thing is very cer- 
tain, and it is generally conceded: that the latter 
part of the amendment does not come wigpin the 
treaty of 1842. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Maine to the fact that the amendment which 
is now proposed concedcs—notwithstanding the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, who said 
to the contrary—that this stumpage claim docs 
not come within the provisions of the treaty of 
1842, commonly called the Ashburton treaty, or 
the treaty of Washington. Itsays, however, that 
it arises out of certain arrangements made between 
this Government and the Government of Great 
Britain, by which the State of Maine ceasing to 
assert her claim to this disputed territory, these 
squatters went in and cut off the timber, and 
thereby these parties were admitted. That is the 
ground of the claim presented to this Government. 
The latter portion of the amendment, as it is of- 
fered, admits that that is the claim. These are the 
words of the amendment: 

& That the payments herein provided shall be in full sat- 
isfaction for the timber taken from the said Eaton grant and 
Plymouth township, and lost to the proprietors in couse- 
quence of a diplomatic arrangement entered into in 1842 
between the United States and Great Britain, suspending 
the jurisdiction of Maine in said territory.” 

So, then, that part of the claim does not rest 
upon the carrying out of any existing Jaw or any 
treaty stipulation. There is no treaty at all. It 
was a mere diplomatic arrangement by which 
these parties ceased to.assert their claim; and that, 
in the mean time, from 1832 up to 1839, when 
Maine did assert her claim, and went in witha 
military force, this damage was done. That is 
purely a matter personal to these claimants.: They 
had every opportunity, if they had the title, of 
suing those parties, and adjudicating them, and 
recovering damages; and that part of the claim, 
which is by far the larger portion of it, is simply 
for these damages, which itis asserted and alleged 
were done to the land between the years 1832 and 
1839. Now, sir, that comes within no law—no 
treaty stipulation. It does not come within the 
provisions of the treaty of 1842, as my friend 
(Mr. Iverson] says. It has nothing to do with it. 

But it is said there was some arrangement 
between the two Governments. What was that 
arrangément? That neither party would take 
possession of this disputed territory untila treaty 
could be made and the boundary line settled. In 
the mean time, in spite of that agreement, squat- 
ters went in there, itis said; got upon the land; 
cut the timber off; and they ask the Government 
to pay for it. Whether the Government ought to 
do it or not, is another matter; but, that it isa 
private claim, seems to mc perfectly clear. There 
18 no provision of any treaty to pay for it. There 
is no stipulation in any treaty that that stumpage 
shall be paid. There is no law that it shall be 
paid; and our rule is express, unless in one case 
or the other, and that a claim of that kind shall 
not be put upon an appropriation bill. 
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Now I think T have demonstrated, without as- 
suming any vanity about this matter, that that 
claim does not come, within the-rule—I mean the 
claim of $40,000 for the stumpage. Ifthat be true 
and my friend from Maine admits that $20,000 
of it does hot come within the treaty of 1842—it 
seems to mè that is,eviough for our purpose, not- 
withstanding what my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Iverson] says; because he insists that, ifany part 
of the claim‘is in order, therefore the whole of it 
is inorder. Now, sir, the claim is a general 
thing; you.cannot separate it. Fière are various 
‘sums of money, running from $6,000 up to $15,000, 
proposed to be paid to certain parties; you can- 
not settle the proportions; you know nothing 
about it; a part of it may be—for I am not dis- 
posed to discuss that question—within the pro- 
visions of the treaty of 1842, although I do not 
believe it, and I think I can show it; but more 
than two thirds of it are not within the provisions 
of any treaty. How are we to distinguish? How 
are we to settle what is in order, and what is not 
in order? How can you do it without a commit- 
tee? Why, sir, it would be vain for the Senate 
to undertake now, upon an appropriation bill, to 
sever what is in order, if it be in order, from 
what is out of order. You cannot tell what it is. 
You cannot tell any proportions that these par- 
ties are entitled to. You know nothing about it. 

But, sir, how have the parties to this transac- 
tion treated it? Here is the bill—the bill No. 191 
—which was introduced during this session. The 
same provisions are here substantially; the very 
same amount, except, in comparing this amend- 
ment with it, I see a little variance of twenty 
dollars. There is a variation from the bill of 
twenty-dollars in the amendment; but the same 
parties are mentioned. They treat it as a private 
claim; they referred it to the Committee on Claims; 
the Committee cn Claims reported it; and it has 
passed the Senate without objection; and, there- 
fore, itis said it ought to be put now upon this 
appropriation bill. Well, sir, I concede that no 
objection was made to it, It does not follow that 
it ought to have passed. We pass a great many 
things here withoutobjection that we ought not to 

ass, Subsequent investigations have satisfied us 

requently that we were in error. The bill went 

to the House of Representatives. The matter 
was investigated there. There is an adverse re- 
port by.a respectable minority from the commit- 
tee. Four of the committee have reported ad- 
versely to it. The whole thing has been sifted 
thoroughly; but I am not going into the merits 
of the claim now. I only mention this to show 
how the parties themselvestreated it. They treated 
itas a private claim, the Senate treated it asa pri- 
vate claim; and it-is now sought to put it on the 
appropriation bill. I think the whole thing out 
of order. 

As to the eight thousand acres which it is pro- 
posed to pay for here, I am not disposed to dis- 
cuss that question now, because 1 believe the 
question of order can be as well raised on the other 
branch of the question; that is, on the stumpage. 
If, however, the decision of the Chair should be 
overruled, I shall object to the claim on that score; 
for I think this is a matter between Maine and her 
citizens; the Government of the United States'has 
nothing to do with it, and that part of this claim 
is within the fourth article of the treaty of 1842. 
{think it is all outside of it, and I think I shall 
be able to show it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I do not 
carc enough about this matter, although it con- 
cerns persons some of whom are citizens of 
Maine, to desire, if I could in any case, that the 
Senate should act under any sort of misappre- 
hension with regard to the facts upon this ques- 
tion of order, for I believé the rule to be a very 
valuable one, and it isas wellitshould be settled. 
This amendment presents a new case. entircly 
under the rule. The rule is very clear that where 
a bill is. to carry out treaty stipulations, it may 
be moved. Well, sir, the matter has been in- 
vestigated by the Committee on Claims of the 
Senate, three several sessions. ‘There have been 
three reports from the Committee on Claims, all 
of which, l suppose, wére. unanimous, although 
the Senator from North Carolina now thinks he 
is opposed to the claim; that he has got some new 
light upon the subject. AN the: reports of the 
committee to the Senate were unanimous, in 
which they brought a large portion of this claim, 


3 


are 5 is 
very much the largest portion of it, strictly under 


the treaty stipulations:. ‘Fhe committee have-re- 
ported it as due to those persons under these stip- 
ulations of the treaty, and with a view to carry 
out these stipulations. I suppose that is answer 
enough to the Senator from North Carolina’on 
that point. J take it for granted, with all the ré- 


spect which { entertain for his opinions, we must | 


take the report of a standing committee, made 
unanimously, that it does come within the treaty 
stipulation, in settling a question of order, in op- 
position to the opinion of the honorable Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, however respectable it 
may be. . 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator will allow me to 
say a word. I donot understand that this amend- 
ment comes unanimously from the Committee on 
Claims. “ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I understood it so. 

Mr. BRAGG. | am one of that committee; 
but was not present when they acted on it; My 
friend on my left, (Mr. MALLORY,} also'a mem- 
ber of that committee, knows nothing about it. 

Mr. IVERSON. Iam very much surprised at 
the statement of the Senator from North Carolina 
that he knew nothing of this subject. Why, sir, 
the question was discussed at several sessions of 
the committee, and he had the pamphlet report 
of the Committee on Printing. — - 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator does not, under- 
stand me, evidently. If-he understands the Sen- 
ator from Maine, he does not understand me. 
The Senator from Maine stated that he understood 
this amendment was offered as. coming unani- 
mously from the committee. I-have stated that 
I knew nothing aboutit. I was attending another 
committec, which met onthe same day—the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. : ; 

Mr. IVERSON. Ihopethe Senator from Maine 
will allow me to makean explanation. {entirely 
misunderstood the Senator from North Carolina. 
I understood him to say that he knew nothing 
about the claim. The claim was discussed in 
committee when we reported the private bill; but 
this amendment comes from the committee in 
rather an informal manner, I admit. The com- 
mittee did not act upon itin committee. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, who had charge of it all 
the session, went around and consulted, as I un- 
derstood, the members of the committee; and I 


| yielded my consent to let it be brought up on this 


bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. When I was consulted I ob- 
jected to it. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am speaking of the 
nature of the claim, not of this particular aspect 
which itassumes under this proposed amendment. 
I say the claim has been mvestigated by three 
several committees of the Senate, and has had 
three several unanimous reports; and when I say 
unanimous, I mean no member of any committee 
entering a dissent to the report made; and the 
committtee is in all cases of opinion that a large 
portion of it does come strictly within the treaty 
stipulations, and is designed to carry out those 
stipulations. Now, E repeat what I said before, 
that the Senate, in settling this question of order, 
must take the fact to be so inregard toa large por- 
tion of it, in opposition to the opinion of the honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina, however fe- 
spectable that opinion may be. While Isay this, 
I say as distinctly that there is a portion of it, 
about a third, which does not come, and is not 
pretended to-come, within the treaty. Itis all put 
together in one claim and one report. What that 
is, itis not necessary to say. I only say about it 
that there has never been any dispute about the 
propriety of it; and I understand even one or two 
of the House committee agreed, so faras the tim- 
ber was concerned, that there was no reasonable 
ground of objection to paying for it; but that is 
a claim arising under an arrangement made be- 
tween this Government and the. British Govern- 
ment and the State of Maine prior to the treaty, 
resulting from. acts of theirs prior to the treaty; 
and therefore, although that is connected with the 
thing entirely, and is a part of it, yet it does not 
come strictly within the treaty. 


Then the question of order presents itself to the | 


Senate precisely in this wise, and every Senator 
must judge for himself about it: a large portion 
of the claim comes strictly within the rules; some- 
thing like, but not quite, two thirds of it. - An- 
other portion of the claim, about twenty thousand 
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not coming within the rule, whether t 
in ör the whole is out: Thereis the 
tion of order presented to the Sena 

Mr. SIMMONS.” Lhavé bata word to. 
reference to this amendment.’ “The Senator fri 
North Carolina misunderstood the Sena Y 
Maine when the Senator from Maine spoke of the 
report of thë committee being made at three’sev 
eral sessions: “The: Senator from Main: 
ferring to the formef*reports of the comt 

Mr. FESSENDEN: - léxplained: all that 

am speaking of the fact, with regard to this par- 
ticular’ claim, that has been thige times decided, 
that it was a large portion’ of it in order. Rae 

Mr. SIMMONS: Now, in regardto the amend 
ment itself, t will not refer to that portión Of It, ; 
some thirty-three thousand dollars; which the 
Senator from North Carolina agrees ts embraced, 
and comes strictly within the fourth article of the 
treaty of Washington.’ That he agrees to; That 
is a large proportion of the claim. With respect 
to the other portion of this wood, I will’say what 
the bill said, and what the committee were unani- 
mous in saying, the Senator included.’ We 
thought there was a little difference of about‘a 
thousand’ acres ‘in this great tract of land; but I 
recollect distinctly thatthe two Governments un- 
dertook to deal liberally with the settlers 
therefore did not say anything about tha 
crepancy ‘in thé numberof acres. Büt here ‘i: 
what the amendment says in relation to that por- 
tion of it which the Senator contends is not em- 
braced within the rulé as coming under à treaty ` 
Stipulation. If'itis'to carry out the stipnlations 
of a treaty, he admits that the objection ofits bé- 
ing out of order doesnotapply. The last portion 
is in these words: + 

«That was Jost to the proprietors in consequence of the 
diplomatic arrangenients made by the United States and 
Great Britain in 1832. : : d TENDA 

Itis to pay for what was done under a diplo- 
matic arrangement; and if that is not embraced 
within the terms of the treaty, I do not know 
what is. The whole amendment is to provide for 
quieting titles and difficulties that have grown out 
of these diplomatic arrangements; and is all, there- 
fore, strictly within the rules. | Bees 

Mr. TOOMBS, I hope we shall take the vote 
on this amendment without mach farther discus- 
sion. I think the honorable Senator from Maine 
has stated this question ‘very fairly and very 
frankly. A partof this amendment, about twenty~ 
three or twenty-six thousand dollars, according 
to the report of the House: von Mag 

Mr. SIMMONS. Thirty-three thousand dol- 
lars. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. Twenty-six thousand four 
hundred and odd dollars, I say, according to the 
authority which I have here—it may be maccu- 
rate, but it is the authority of the committee of 
the House, whose report is before me—is for the 
stumpage, which, they say, had nothing to do 
with these possessory' claims: Of course, L have | 
nothad an-opportunity ofexamining it further than 
looking at the reports of the committees charged 
with it. That amount is not within it; but yet, 
it seems, all the money may be paid for the tim- 
ber under the amendment. The proviso is for 
paying them for the land and timber, and they 
may use this money entirely for paying for that 
„portion of the claim, according to the proviso. 

Here a rule arises on this subject; and I desire 
the decision of the Senate in reference to it, made 
on principle, and not on the case. That is. the 
safest and best way for everybody... Of ‘course, I 
can have no interest in this subject of any sort: 
A will state fairly that a part of it may be under 
the treaty; but a part certainly is not. T know it 

| istheruleincouristhat where jurisdiction attaches 
to a part, it attaches to the whole. I do not think 
that is any rule inthe Senate. I think, a portion 
of the ameridment being clearly and admittedly 
out of order, that that which is in order will not 
carry that which is out of order. I know of no 
principle on which you could do it, even grant~ 
ing that the position stated by the Senator from 
Maine isa correct one. Thereare other reasons 
of convenience for this body, and there are strong 
persuasive arguments againstit. ` The committee 
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have had thesubject under consideration; we have 
passed the bill; sent it to. the House; and it is 
there under their consideration; they can act upon 
it. We commenced yesterday morning, and sat, 
I believe, eight hours and upwards on this bill; 
and it does seem to me that it is now becoming 
utterly impossible in this body to get along with 
the appropriation bills at all.. ‘The other House, 
under their rules, can get through with the bills, 
and can dispose of them; but in order to get along, 
we must be compelled to cut off these things. 
This body will be compelled to adopt the pre- 
vious question or something else, or the Senate 
will become a body totally incapable of doing the 
public business. “If these rules are not strictly 
.adhered to by the Senate, it will be utterly impos- 
sible to carry out the public businessat all. There 


is no reason—this question having been consid- 


ered by our committee, and gone to the other 
House in a bill—that we should be crowding it 
upon this miscellaneous appropriation bill. We 
started with $4,500,000; and I think, up to this 
point we have got it to $6,000,000. Everybody 
rings his bill here in the appropriation bill, to 
beground out, under some pretext or other. 

Je know the facility. with which these pocket 
estimates are obtained from the Departments, and 
these pocket reports from commitees; for this is 
one of them, and admitted to be one of them. It 
isnota question on which the judgment of the com- 
mittee was had in its own session, as to whether 
it should be put upon this bill; but itis what I 
properly called it, a pocket recommendation to 
put it on the bill. L think the Senate ought to put 
its hand on it and enable us to dispose of the ap- 
propriation bills, which are necessary to carry on 
the Government of this country. If these things 

- are in order, and we cannotstop them in the Sen- 
ate by next Monday, we might as well stay here 
until the first Monday of December, and begin 
afresh. Youare paid until next March, But 
as for putting them on this bill on any idea that 
they cannototherwise get through, is passing good 

` and bad measures in such a way that there can 
be no legitimate nor just judgment of the Senate, 
nor of the House, nor of the President, in regard 
to them. In case there are differences of opinion 
between the two Houses, and great disputes, we 
are obliged to put them on to some extent, I ad- 
mit; but the rit ought to be curtailed, and brought 
within its narrowest limits. Ido urge upon the 
Senate not to overrule the point of order, espe- 
cially as this claim has had its day in court and 
the fair consideration of the body, and give it an- 
other direction. Because it may have met with 
breakers in the other House, is no reason why 
we should be continued day after day in order to 
get it through on the general appropriation bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. fdo not Wish to continue 
this debate, and would not have risen, but to cor- 
rect a mistake which the Senator from Georgia 
has made. He says that the claim covered by 
the last portion of the amendment, which I was 
undertaking toshow was upon diplomaticarrange- 
ments as much asthe other, was not in the treaty 
of Washington, and that under the amendment 
all the money appropriated by it might be devoted 
to the payment ofthat class, The Senator is mis- 
taken. The other portion is for timber they 
cut off, and this is to pay for the timber on the 
land. g 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will state to the Senator that 
I did not answer him. I argued the question as 
stated by my friend from Maine. I said nothing 
about his argument. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I supposed you did. 1 drew 
up this amendment, and do not admit that any 
part of it is not within the rules. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Wor did I say you did. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator says this is a 
pocket amendment. I understand the use of epi- 
thets when men are out of arguments. They are 
generally used to supply the want of them. This 
amendment precisely was offered last year from 
the Committee on Claims, on the appropriation 


bill to carry out the same treaty, and this year it || 


was presented in committee, and so farasitcame 
into my pocket, I was requested to take the amend- 
ment and compare it with the bill, and see if the 
figures were right. 
chairman to offer it; but he had fared pretty hard 
in regard to another amendment paying interest 
to the States, and he suggested that E had better 
offer it, That is the way it came into my pocket. 


I did so, and carried it to the | 


But, as I said before, it is perfectly clear that 


strictly within the treaty of Washington, and that 
the other portion is to carry out an arrangement 
made in 1832, by which this sum of $23,000 was 
lost; so that both are within the treaty stipula- 
tions and diplomatic arrangements, and strictly 
under the rule of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered.. 

he question being taken by year and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 
“YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Brown, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnsou of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Maliory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Slidell, Thomson, Toombs, and Wigfali— 
De 

NAYS—Mesgsrs. Anthony, Bingham; Clark, Collamer, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Grimes, Hamlin, Har- 
lan, lverson, Simmons, Sunmer, ‘en Eyck, ‘Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—19. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained; and 
the amendment ruled out of order. 


PROPOSED DAILY RECESS. 


Mr. SLIDELL. With the assent of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, I wish to postpone the consid- 
eration of this bill fora moment or two, to propose 
that, during the remainder of the session, the Sen- 
ate take a recess from half past four to half past 
six cach day. Iam perfectly satisfied that this 
will not only be more agreeable to Senators, but 
will facilitate the dispatch of the public business. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Say from four to half past 
six o'clock. We shall then have a reasonable 
time to get back from our dinners. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think two hours will be 
enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider the proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS. I must object; because I never 
knew a recess productive of any good. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I make the motion now; and 
give notice that I shall call it up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
will be entered, which will make its consideration 
in order to-morrow. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I give notice that, to-day at 
four o’clock, I shall move to take a recess for this 
day until six o’clock. That will be in order. 


IIOMESTEAD BILL. A 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House further insists upon its amendment to the 
bill (S. No. 416) to secure homesteads to actual 
settlers on the public domain and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the Senate, asks a further 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and has appointed Mr. Scuur- 
LER CoLrax of Indiana, Mr. Jasez L. M. Curry 
of Alabama, and Mr. Cyrus Aupricu of Minne- 
sota, managers at the same on the part of the 
House. s 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. No. 416) to secure homesteads to actual set- 
tlers on the publicdomain and for other purposes; 
and, 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the said bill; and agree to the further conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
the President pro tempore was authorized to ap- 
point the commiltee of conference on the part of 
the Senate; and Mr. Jounsown of Tennessee, Mr. 
Doourrrie, and Mr. Brown, were appointed, 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


|! ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the bill of the House of 
i| Representatives (No. 503) making further appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment during the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1860, submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


503) making further appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year ending the 


$30,000 out-of this amount of $57,000 ig for land | 


Mr. HUNTER, from the committee of confer- | 


the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. | 


i 


! 


30th of June, 1860, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence, have been unable to agree. 
a ə R.M. T. HUNTER, 
H. M. RICE, 
. J, COLLAMER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GALUSHA A. GROW, 
JOHN H. REAGAN, 
E. B. WASHBURNE, . 
Managers on the:part of the House of Representatives. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 503) 
making further appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office be artment for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1860, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, in which the concur- 
rence of the Senate was requested. 

On motionof Mr. HUNTER, the House amend- 
ment was ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R., No. 
501) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of Government for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1861. 

Mr. GREEN. The Committee on Territories 
instruct me to offer the following amendment: 

For the survey of the eastern boundary of California, in 
pursuance of a law passed during the present session of 
Congress for that purpose, $55,000. 

It is estimated by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and I have his letter before me. I do not suppose, 
however, it is necessary to read it. We have al- 
ready passed a law at this session ordering the 
survey of the boundary line between the State of 
California and the Territory of Utah, and this is 
merely an appropriation to provide for carrying 
that survey into effect. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to know why it 
is necessary to appropriate so large a sum, 

Mr. GREEN. I will answer the Senator. The 
whole question was submitted to competent of- 
ficers, and they examined the subject. The dis- 
tance is six hundred and ten miles. It is across 
spurs of mountains, where astronomical observa- 
tions have to be madc, perhaps, every half mile, 
or you cannot run the line. The Secyetary of the 
Interior sent this estimate here. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Perhaps the Secretary’s letter 
had better be read, to save answering questions. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
June 11, 1860. 

Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith, for the inform- 
ation of your committee, a letter of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, June 9, with inclosures, relative 
to the survey of the eastern boundary of California. It will 
be perceived that the Commissioner estimates the entire 
cost of this survey at $55,000. 

I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J, THOMPSON, Secretary. 


Hon. Chairman of Committee on Territories, United States 
Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN. I am also instructed by the 
same committee to offer the following amendment: 

For the survey of the forty-sixth parallel of north lati- 
tude, so far as it constitutes a common boundary between 
the State of Oregon and Territory of Washington, $45,000. 

That is estimated foralso. The Columbia river 
is the boundary between Oregon and Washington, 
except when it gets up to a certain point, where 
there is an elbow. The line then runs upon the 
forty-sixth parallel through a fine valley, which 
is being settled up very rapidly. It is only ninety 
miles across, and the surveyor general says 1t 
will cost fifty dollars a mile. Forty-five thousand 
dollars will be the expense; and there will be no 
conflict of jurisdiction between Oregon and Wash- 
ington, if It passes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. I propose the following amend- 
ment also: 

For the purpose of paying existing liabilities, and to fin- 


ish the maps and calculations of the survey of the Atrato 
route of the interoceanic canal, $6,500. 


- Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. 

Mr. GREEN. J appeal to the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, if this is not cor- 
rect? Congress heretofore appropriated $25,000. 


| That amount has been expended; but, in finish- 


ing the work, it took $6,500 more than is appro- 
priated, and this is a simple proposition to pay 
that. The work is all done. The reports are 


1860. 


called for by Congress. ‘l'wo commissioners: 
were appointed, Lieutenant Craven of the Navy, 
and Licutenant Michler of the Army. They made 
their reports, which have been called for and or- 
dered to be printed.” There is this deficiency in 
finishing up the work. Twenty-five thousand 
dollars have been expended in the expedition and 
making the survey, together with making outa 

art of the report. Now, this is simply to close 
it out: The colonel of engineers, Colonel Abert, 
made his report to the Secretary of War, and I 
am inclined to think the Secretary recommends 
its payment also; but I am not positive about 
that. I do know, however, that Colonel Abert 
does. 

Mr. TOOMBS. A recommendation from a 
subaltern in the engincer department. is not such 
an estimate as to bring the case within the rule. 
The uncertainty of the ‘gentleman is the whole 
point in dispute. It isimportant to show thees- 
timate. I have no doubt you might get estimates 
from the topographical engineers for anything you 
want. I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An estimate 
by the head of a bureau does not come within the 
rule. The language of the rule is, ‘the head of 
some of the Departments.”” 

Mr. DAVIS. The estimate of the bureau is 
recommended by the Secretary of War. I find 
in Lieutenant Michler’s report a statement of the 
amount, as stated in the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, $6,500. He says# ‘thissum, 
$6,500, will enable me to pay all deficiencies for 
salaries, besides furnishing the means to complete 
the maps.” . Here is an extract from Colonel 
Abert’s report, to which the Senator from Mis- 
souri has called my attention: 

“JT would respectfully invite your attention to the report 
of Lieutenant Michler, who, under assignment of the War 
Department, was engaged upon the survey of an inter- 
oceanic ship canal near the Isthmus of Darien, via the At- 
rato and 'Truando rivers. Since his return from the seene 
of his field operations, considerable progress has been made 
in the reduction of observations, and preparing the maps, 
untilthe want of means compelled him ta suspend progress 
and discharge the computers and draugbtsmen. 

<The valuable information procured by Lieutenant Mich- 
fer should not be left in its unfinished condition in the 
archives of the bureau; but such will be the case unless 
Congress will grant the aid of a small appropriation, for 
which Lieutenant Michler presents an estimate of $6,500, 
which includes the amount already due his assistants and 
that required to complete the report and maps, which may 
be laid before Congress at an early day. 

“The estimate is approved by the bureau, and your rec- 
ommendation to Congress for the passage of the appropri- 
ation is respectfully urged.” 

My recollection is, that the Secretary recom- 
mends it; but I cannot lay.my hand on his recom- 
mendation now, 

Mr. GREEN. If there be any question about 
it, I shall not consume time at present; but I 
notify the Senate that I shall get the recommend- 
ation of the Secretary of War; for I know it is 
right and proper, and I will renew the amendment 
at another period. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment, then, is withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask leave to offer now an 
amendment which makes no appropriation, but it 
is general legislation, I know it is, ordinarily, 
very bad policy to propose general legislation in 
the appropriation bills. There is, however, an 
urgency and necessity in this case, which I hope 
will induce the Senate to permit.me to offer it, and 
have the vote upon it. The amendment is: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That, until otherwise ordered 
by Congress, the rules and regulations in relation to the 
location and right to work mining claims in Utah Territory, 
adopted by the miners in the several Jocalities‘ of the said 
Territory, shall have the force of law: Provided, That 
nothing in this section shall be construed so as to impair 
vested rights. 


Mr. TOOMBS. That is a most extraordinary 
provision, It is not only a genera provision 
making laws, but we are called upon to pass a 
whole body of laws without knowing one single 
particle of what they are. Whatever these people 
may adopt we are to sanction, without knowing 
what it is. Congress has no right to say that 
whatever regulations a parcel of people who have 
squatted over there on these mining regions 
choose to make shall be the laws of that land or 
any other. It is a delegation of authority which 
we ought not to confer. So large a question as 
this at least deserves the consideration of the 
Judiciary Committee of this body. Ido not think 
it is in order on this bill. 


Mr. GREEN. Itdoes not propose any appro- 


of legislation in appropriation“bills is generally 
bad, but there is an urgency for this, which I will 
proceed to explain. = 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


I make the point of 


order, and let that be decided first: I make the 
| point-that it is not in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There is no 


appropriation contained in the amendment, as the 
Chair understands it; and therefore it is not .ex- 
eluded by the rule. ; 

Mr. GREEN. There is a reason why this is 
necessary. Itis not to authorize them to go on 
with any future legislation or future rales which 
would have the force and effect of law; the Sen- 
ator from Georgia is mistaken in that; but the 
i design is to legalize existing rules. They are 
mining laws, mining understandings, by which 
they cut off from ten to forty feet, dependent on 
their richness, and are working them. | So faras 
the question of the title of the United States is 
concerned, f have nota word to say; but I ven- 
ture the assertion that in California and ‘Pike’s 
Peak, and every other mineral region, even at 
Dubuque, in the lead region, you never were able 
to drive miners off the public lands;.and when 
you passed your lead laws, assessing a certain tax 
on those who raised the mineral, you never got 
enough to pay expenses of the superintendent. 
-You cannot drive them off. They are there; they 
had better be regulated by some rule and some 
system, than to be put at loggerheads to cut each 
others’ throats. The question is, whether the 
equitable rules which have been adopted in Cali- 
fornia, and readopted in Carson. Valley at the 
Washoe mines, and others stretching up along the 
base of Sierra Nevada, had not better have a legal 
form than leave them there to fight it out with 
bowie-knives and pistols. Thatisall. If it be 
the determination of the Senate to take no action, 
and leave the strong to prevail over the weak, the 
powerful man to take away the mine of the weak 
there, do so. I propose to put it upon an equita- 
able basis, and that the little weak man may be 
protected ‘in his rights as much as the strong and 
powerful man and the bully. If, however, the 
Senate thinks it wrong, I shall not urge it for the 
consumption of time. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. POLK. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Private Land Claims to offer the following 
amendment: 

For extra compensation to Peter Della Torre, for đe- 
fending in bebaif of the United States certain land claims 
in California, $25,000. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. I raise a point of order on that. 
It is a private claim... It is to carry out no exist- 
ing law or treaty stipulation, I suppose, or it would 
not be here. 

Mr. POLK. I will state to the Senate what the 
| legislation on the subject is, 
can decide the question of order. In June, 1858, 
there was an appropriation in one of the appro- 


| attorney in California and other extraordinary 
| expenses, $12,000, and for expenses. of special 
counsel, $40,000; and afterwards, in March, 1859, 
there was an appropriation of nearly the same 
amount for the same purpose. The question is, 
whether that is such legislation as is necessary 
to be carried out by this appropriation ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairhas 
no doubt that this, in the language of the rile, is 
a private claim, and therefore excluded. 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave a little amendment to 
offer from the Committee on Territories: 

Forcompleting a capitol in Washington Territory,845,000. 

Por completing a penitentiary in Washington ‘Territory, 
$15,000: Provided, ‘That no part of the several sums here- 
by appropriated, ner any of the unexpended sums heretofore 
appropriated, for the erection of public buildings in said 
‘Territory, shall be expended until some person or persons 
will contract to complete the said several buildings for the 


sums heretofore appropriated, and shall file with the Gov- 


cifeet, and approved by said Governor. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Iask whether or not these 
| buildings are authorized by Jaw? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. - 
Mr. TOOMBS. Is there a contract for their 
completion? 
Mr. GREEN. There is a contract for the cap 
itol building, and $30,000 has been expended. It 
is now in an incomplete state. 


priation at all. As before remarked, the policy | 


and then the Chair | 


| priation bills for legal assistance to the district į 


sums hereby appropriated, together with the unexpended | 


ernor of said Territory a bond with good security to that į 
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‘facts be shown. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Ishould like to know whether 
this farther sum is in pursuance of “the contra 


If this $45,000 is in pursuance of-a contract ene 


tered into under an existing law, it is: within 


rule; but if not, itis without,the-rule, As tothe 


sI should: like to know, whatlas 


penitentiar at. 
raise the point -of order until these, 


18 for it. 


Mr. GREEN. ask to have the rule 

The Secretary read the 30th rule, as ie 

30. No amendment proposing additioial appropriation: 
shall be received to-any general appropriation bill, unless. 
it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, 
or sume act or resolution previously passed by the, Senate” 
during that session, or moved by direction ofa standing or 
select committee of the Senate, or in.pursuance of an esti- 
mate from the head of.some.ofthe Departments ; and. no 
amendment shal} be received whose object -15 to, provide 
for a private claim, unless it be to carry out the provisions: 
of an existing law,or a treaty stipulation?! 00 


Mr.GREEN. On two points this is clearly in 
order. First, partial appropriations have be 
made and the money has been expended and t 
buildings partly finished. The land has been 
purchased, the title examined, and all preliminary 
steps taken to sec that the United States was not. 
to be cheated. This, therefore, is in furtherance 
of law.. But I do not choose to rest upon that; it 
is recommended by a standing committee of the 
Senate. ` 


Mr. TOOMBS. I ask if the question of add- , 


ing it to this bill has been before the committee ?: 

Mr. GREEN. The proposition has ‘been’ be- 
fore the committee, and recommended.) 0 * 

Mr. TOOMBS. As an ametidmeént to this, 
bill? ie : Se ee 
- Mr. GREEN. 
particular bill. : gor 

Mr. TOOMBS. ` I thought so; for Isaw that: 
the gentleman picked up a bill here and offered 
it as an amendment. i 

Mr. GREEN. It was unanimously taken up 
by the committee and recommended, and agreed 
to be voted upon an appropriation bill; and this 
is the appropriate bill. š ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. I want to know whether the’ 
committee directed it to be offercd to this bills. 

Mr. GREEN. The particular bill was not 
specified; but this is the bill to which it properly 
belongs. ` . 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the committees will incum- 
ber the business of the Senate in this way, they, 
can do so, nodoubt; and therefore I do not make 
a point of order, If the committees have no 
more consideration for the public business than‘ 
to be thrusting these measures upon ‘the appro- 
priation bills in the last days of the. session, I 
suppose we must submit.: — Pe ag 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Chair understand the Senator from Missouri to 
state that these amounts were estimated for by 
the head of any of the Departments? 

- Mr. GREEN. No; I say the amendment is 
recommended by a standing committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Commit- 
tee on Territories? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; and Iam told also, 
but that I have not before me, that the Depart- 
ment have estimated a still higher sum—-$75,000 
for the capitol building, and some $40,000 for the 
penitentiary—but, on examination in the com- 
mittee, we thought we could get along with this 
sum and finish it, because a Territory does not 
want the fine, large buildings of a State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment having been recommended by one of the 
standing committees of the body, the Chair is of 
opinion that it is in order. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is it to carry out some 
existing law? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is un- 
necessary, as the Chair understands the “rule. 
The standing committees of the body may take 
the responsibility. of recommending an appropri- 
ation. That has been the uniform practice since 
the adoption of the rule. 

Mr. POLK.. I should like to understand ex- 
actly what the amendment is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is $45,000 to compicte a 
capitol for. Washington Territory, and $15,000 
for a penitentiary. It has been argued for some 
time. 

Mr. GRIMES. How much has already. been 
appropriated for this purpose? ; 

ir. TOOMBS. Thirty thousand dollars. for 


No; not in reference ‘to'this, 


< 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 12. 


2864. 


theecapitol, and nothing for the penitentiary, as I 
understand. i i 
‘The amendment was rejected. ° , 


Mr: LANE. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Public Lands to offer an amendment in line two 
hundred and forty-four after the word ** work,” 
to‘strike out “twenty” and insert “fifty; so 
that the clause will read: ; 

For surveying the public lands and private land claims 
in California, to be disbursed at the rates prescribed by law 
for the-different kinds of work, $50,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should like to know the 
meaning of that. 

Mr. LANE.. Itcomes from the Committee on 
Public Lands, based upon a recommendation of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. It is ne- 
cessary fdr surveying the public lands in the State 
of California, and is, in my judgment, as small an 
amount as the Department can properly getalong 
with. The committee was not full this morning; 
but every member who was present, was in favor 
of adopting the estimate of the Department for 
the survey of the public lands in California. I 
believe the amendment is right, and I trust it will 

revail, 

‘Mr. LATHAM. When the original estimate 
of $30,000 was made for the survey of the public 
lands in California, there were a large number of 
private land cases pending before the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Just prior to the last 
adjournment of the Supreme Court these cases 
were decided, and hence the absolute necessity of 
increasing the appropriation forthe survey of the 

public lands and lands covered by these grants. 

wenty thousand dollars is not sufficient for the 
perpos of continuing the surveys contemplated 

D 


y the Secretary of the Interior, and certainly not | 
for the large amount of lands thrown into the area 


of the public domain there 
many of the land claims. the Senator from 
Oregon willsend up the letter of the Commissioner 
of the Land Office, it can be read, so that the Sen- 
ate may be in full possession of the facts. 

Mr, LANE. Iwil do so. 

The Secretary read the following letter: 

: GENERAL Lano Orrtce, June 9, 1860, 

‘Sin: T have the honor to return herewith the communi- 
cation of the 4th instant, from Senator R. W. Jonnson, 
chairman Committee Public Lands, United States Senate, 
with the xecompanying resolutions of the Lc ature of 
California, complaining of the “ineager appropriations of 
the present year, and an anticipated diminution of the same 
forthe coming year,” and represcuting that the “citizens 
of that State “are, aud will be, sudering under great in- 
justice and wrong from the United + With great 
deference to the views expressed, it i 
gested that the past approp us for sur S appear to 
have heen given ia no illiberal spirit, aud, besides, the priv- 
ileges of the previnption Laws are opened broadcast over the 
surveyed public lauds of that State, and abill has been rec- 
ommended to reach the unsirveyed lands. Yet the im- 
portance, suggested in the resolutions, of separating the pri- 
vate clainss from the publie lands is by no means overrated, 
and is felt and appreciated as a public necessity and act of 
justice fo all concerned. 

Our existing estimates look to the funds of the present 
year to be devoted mainly to this purpose, Sinee those 
estimates, bowever, were made, what are known ag the 
“ Sutter titles,” covering a kuge extent of country, have 


by the rejection of so | 
y 


etnhy sug- | 


been judicially rejected, and the lands have passed into the | 


miss of the publie domain, 

Upon these titles, undoubtedly, exte 

, and important individual interests exist, and we bave rec- 

ommended a bill to give the original holders, and their 
vendees, preémptions not exceeding a section to each, ac- 
cording to leyal subdivisions, and to embrace actual set- 
tlements and improvements. 
tion upon the conscience of this Government under treaty 
to recognize these Sutter titles, yet it is the policy of our 
institutions to deal with them as actual settlers in a lib- 
eral spirit; and to wind up this business, and see it through 
with a beneficent purpose, itis suggested that an increase, 
say of $20,000, be appropriated to meet this case, making 
in all, with the amount already estimated for the State, 
$50,000, and this I recommend. 

With great respect, vour obedient servant, 

JOSEPH S. WILSON, Commissioner. 

Hon. Jacon Tnompson, Secretary of the Interior, 


Mr. TOOMBS. So far as that recommendation 
goes, it seems to be rather a lecture to Congress 
as to the proper policy to be pursued in reference 
to settlers on the public domain—a subject which 


sive improvements 


Although there is no obliga- | 


we have had a great deal under our consideration, ; 
and which, I think, might as well have been left | 


out of the letter, The original estimate for these 
surveys in California was $30,000. The House 
of Representatives cut it down to $20,000, and 
for very good reasone, i think, A few years ago 
the expense of surveys there ran some hundreds 
of thousands of dollars over the appropriations, 


i 
i 
it 
it 
j 
i 


expended there without the slightest authority of 
law.. I think for two years we have been appro- 
priating for that purpose, and now. we are called 
upon to carry this appropriation to $50,000. We 
shave never sold a single acre of land in California, 
from the time wé owned the country, from the 
treaty of Hidalgo Guadalupe, to this hour. For 


twelve years wè have been spending hundreds of | 


thousands of dollars to survey and open land 
there, and we have never yet put the first acre in 
market or-received the first dime for it. [I think 
it is time to quit surveying until we receive some- 
thing to pay our expenses there. So far from in- 
creasing the.appropriation, the committee thought 
the House acted judiciously in cutting it down 
from $30,000 to $20,000; and for that reason we 
allowed the House appropriation to stand as it 
was. 

Mr.GWIN. The Senatoris mistaken. There 
is a great deal of land offered at public sale there, 
and large amounts of it sold and the money paid 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. TOOMBS. When? 1 never heard of it. 

Mr.GWIN. The Senator has not examined 
the reports. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Never one dollar has come 
into the Treasury from these lands, that I know 
of. They may have put up some there recently. 

Mr. GWIN. They have paid thousands and 
tens of thousands of dollars into the Treasury. 
A good deal of it was paid in land warrants, and 
some in money, whichis in the Treasury. Lands 
have been surveyed heretofore in that portion of 
the State that has not been settled, owing to dis- 
putes about private Jand claims. Most of them 
have now been disposed of by the decisions of 
the courts. 

Mr. LATHAM. If my colleague will allow 
me, I wish to state that there is a large amount 
of public lands there which the Department of the 
Interior will not order into market. 

Mr. GWIN. This appropriation of $50,000 is 
to survey lands where these claims have been 
heretofore in litigation, and have now been finally 


decided—the most populous portion of the State, | 


and the most valuable lands in the State—in order 
to bring them into immediate market, and prevent 
those collisions that may result from settlements 
on the lands before they are laid off in subdivis- 
ions. "Phese lands have been finally declared to 
be public lands by the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, They are the most 
valuable lands in the State; large portions of them 
are now in cultivation, and it is necessary to in- 
crease this appropriation in order to survey those 
lands, and not confine the surveys entirely to un- 
inhabited lands, but extend to those in the midst 
of a dense population, in order that they may per- 
feet their tides under the preémption law. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes ten, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. LANE. 
from the Committee on Public Lands, 


E have two other amendments 
The first 


i js in line two hundred and fifty-six, to strike out 
i © fifteen,” and insert “ twenty-five;’’ so as to in- 


crease the appropriation for surveying the public 
Jands in Oregon trom $15,000 to $25,000. 
Mr. HARLAN. These amendments ought 


į clearly to pass, unless you suspend the surveys 
| entirely. Fifteen thousand dollars will not survey 


in Oregon more than ten townships of land. A 
part of this $15,000 must necessarily be consumed 
m paying the surveyor general and the incidental 
expenses of his office, If it is the intention of 
the Senate to suspend the surveys entirely, and 
abolish the office, then Ict the appropriation of 
$15,000 stand; butif itis the purpose of Congress 
to prosecute thase surveys, the amount ought to 
be increased to $25,000. So I might state in re- 
lation to the proposed amendment in reference 
to California. We ought either to abolish the 
offices, and suspend the surveys entirely, or to 
appropriate enough money to do some effective 
work. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The estimate of the Depart- 
ment having charge of this business was for 
$35,000, including an appropriation for a defi- 
ciency on account of “surveying liabilities in- 
curred by the late surveyor gencral during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1859.” That 
was put in the deficiency bill, and has been ap- 
propriated. The whole estimate of the Depart- 
ment in that particular, $20,000, has already been 


and we have been two years paying off money |: passed in the deficiency bill; and, therefore, it 


i 


was stricken out of this bill by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in which action we concurred. This 
amount, and the amount that we appropriated in 
the former bill, make up the entire estimate of the 
Department for Oregon. f 

Mr. LANE. ‘he amount of money provided 
in the bill istoo small for any purpose whatever; 
and, as the honorable Senator from Iowa has said; 
it will be just as well to strike it outas to leave it 
in, and abolish the office of surveyor general en- 
tively, so far as my State is concerned. It cannot 
be urged here that the surveying of the public 
lands in Oregon -has cost the Government much. 
It has cost very little indeed. We have had no 
large appropriations. A very small portion of 
our lands has been surveyed. Now, thousands 
of familics live on lands not surveyed—lands that 
they cannot purchase, but are ready to purchase. 

Thechairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
said,ona former occasion, that, though lands were 
given to people of Oregon by a former law; though 


| they had aright to them under a donation law, by 


occupation and cultivation, yet they paid for sev- 
enty percent. of those lands, according to his state- 
ment; and he produced the reports from the Land 
Office verifying it. For seventy per cent. of the 
lands they paid the cash rather than comply with 
the requirementof the donationlaw. Survey these 
lands, and they will be ready to pay for them too. 
It must be manifest to everybody that $15,000 
will survey no lands. All the lands east of the 
Cascade mofintains now are open to settlement, 
and families are settling all over the country; and 
for two hundred miles up and down the Colum- 
bia river not an acre of the land is surveyed. Is it 
not the policy of the Government to survey the 
land, and allow the people an opportunity of pay- 
ing for it in cash? We ask only that. The do- 
nation law has expired; and if they can be per- 
mitted to do so, the people will pay for the land 
at Government prices as soon as it can be sur- 
veyed and taken up by settlers. I hope the set- 
tlement of the country will not be retarded for 
the want of $10,000 to prosceute the surveys. It 
seems to me to be bad policy; not to be true econ- 
omy;and I am sure it is not good treatment for 
us. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will merely restate, that the 
Congress of the United States, by this bill and the 


| deficiency bill, appropriate every dollar asked for 
| by 
| the deficiency bill, and $15,000 in this bill. There 


the Department for this service—§20,000 in 


was $20,000 appropriated last year for surveysin 
Oregon. Now, upon what data are we to go? 
Are we to increase the appropriation because the 
representative of that State says he wants lands 
for settlement faster than the proper Department 
of the Government says is necessary? Ido not 
consider that a basis of action by this body. If 
there were any special reasons to show why the 
estimate was wrong, or why a different policy 
ought to be pursued, there might be some sense 
in it; but when we have given every dollar thatis 
asked for, and no particular reason is shown why 


| the Department is wrong, and only a general dec- 


laration that they want the lands open for settle- 
ment faster than the Department says, it is ade- 
parture from all sound rules to appropriate more. 


Mr. HARLAN. This isa very simple ques- 


; tion, and can be readily understood. We know 


the price paid for surveying land in Oregon. The 
price is from twelve to fifteen dollarsa mile. There 
are seventy-two miles ina full township. Hence 
it will require about a thousand dollars to survey 
a township. The proposition in the bill, as I un- 
derstand, 1s to appropriate $15,000 for the next 
year. When you pay the surveyor general, and 
the contingent expenses of his office, you will 
have, perhaps, about ten thousand dollars left, 
which willenable the surveyor general to surve 
ten townships. If thatisall that Congress intends 
to survey in a year, be it so. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Every one of those expenses 
is specially appropriated for, and does not come 
out of this appropriation at all. If the Senator 
had looked into the question, he would have seen 


| that. 


Mr. HARLAN, The appropriation to which 
the Senator refers was to meet the expenditures 
of last year. 

Mr. TOOMBS. There are separate appropri- 
tións for the expenses of the surveyor general ’s 
office. 


Mr. HARLAN. I understood the Senator to 
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say that there had been $35,000 appropriated in 
the deficiency bill for work, of whieh $20,000 was 
for deficiencies. 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; but if Senators would 
look atthe book of estimates, thecommittee would 
be saved the trouble of making these explanations. 
The estimate is: 

č For surveying the public Jands in Oregon, to be dis- 
bursed at the rates now authorized by law, including the 
surveying liabilities incurred by the late surveyor general 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1859, $35,000.” ~ 

That is the estimate; and $20,000 of that comes 
under the head of * surveying liabilities incurred 
by the late.surveyor gencral.” That was appro- 
priated in the deficiency bill; which leaves the 
whole balance to be appropriated this session, 
$15,000. That is the amount contained in the 
bill. As for the expenses of the office, the Sen- 
ator is entirely mistaken; for they are all provided 
for under another head. 

Mr. HARLAN. What, then, will be the 
amount appropriated for the current year in Ore- 

on? j 
e Mr. TOOMBS. Fifteen thousand dollars, be- 
sides the expenses of the ofice, which are not 
counted at all in the item for surveying the lands. 

Mr. HARLAN. Then it would enable the sur- 
veyor general of Oregon to survey about fifteen 
townships. If that is all that Congress intends 
to have surveyed in Oregon during the coming 
year, I shall say nothing aboutit; but it seems to 
meit would be much better to suspend the surveys 
entirely for a time, and then make an appropri- 
ation which would justify these large contingent 
expenses. 

Mr. LANE. I hope the Senate will agree to 
this amendment, for it is necessary for the public 
good; it is necessary for the good of Oregon, and 
for the Government itself. There is no similar 
amount of money that you can possibly invest 
which will render a larger percentage to the Treas- 
ury. Why prevent the surveys of these lands? 
Yeu see, by the statement of the Senator from 
Georgia, that last year $20,000 was appropriated 
for surveys, and the contracts made by the late 
surveyor general exceeded the appropriation 
$20,000. It took, then, $20,000 of the estimates 
of this year to pay the contracts for surveying 
last year. Then, the surveying last year cost 
$40,000. Now, we ave to have only $15,000 for 
the next year. It must be manifest to the Senate, 
as it is to the Department and-to the Commis- 
sioner of the Gencral Land Office, that this appro- 
priation ought to be increased. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. f 

Mr. DAVIS. Thad long hoped that we should 
change the whole method of surveys for the Pa- 
Wheh this was first commenced in 
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Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Mississippi 
recollects very well, no doubt, that when this sub- 
ject originally came up, ten years ago, my then 
colleague (Colonel Frémont) and myself both fa-. 
vored the plan he speaks of; but it was referred 
to the decision of the Secretary. of the Interior, 
and has resulted in surveying large quantities of 
land in California that will probably be useless for 
years. If the geodetic system could he estab- 
lished, we could select those points where lands 
were immediately to come into market to be sur- 
veyed. Whether the system will be continued 
or not, { cannot say. Certainly in California, 
where there is the most pressing necessity forthe 
survey of the publiclands, they could not be sur- 
veyed very rapidly heretofore, owing to the un- 
settled state of the private land claims. Now, 
$20,000 additional will do more good to the actual 
settlers than $500,000 hitherto, because they could 
not survey a settlement where the lands were cov- 
ered by private land claims. Ido net know how 
it isin our adjoining State of Oregon; but I should 
suppose $15,000 would do no good in surveying 
the public lands in that extensive State. 

Mr. LATHAM called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 16, nays 20; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham; Brigbt, Green, Gwin, 
Harlan, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, 
Tames Polk, Powell, Simmons, Trumbull, and Wade— 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dixon, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hamlin, Hammond, Hunter, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, King, Pearce, Saulsbury, Ten Eyck, and Toombs—20. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LANE. I have one more amendment to 
offer from the Committee on Public Lands. It is 
in line two hundred and fifty-nine, to increase the 
appropriation for surveying the public lands in 

ashington Territory from $15,000 to $25,000. 
This is estimated for by a letter, which I hold in 
my hand, subsequent to the figures which the Sen- 
ator from Georgia has been looking at. This is to 
yrovide for surveying lands in our young daughter 
Territory of Washington. There settlements, 
as well as in Oregon, are progressing east of the 
mountains up the Columbia river and the Walla 
Walla, and portions of the country are not sur- 
veyed, and open to settlement; but if surveyed, as 
I stated before, the settlers will at once pay for 
theirlands. Ithink they ought to havean oppor 
tunity of doing so. Besides, there are the Hud- 
son’s Bay Company claimsin Washington which 
ought to be surveyed. The apne | of survey- 
ing the public lands in Washington Territory for 
the purpose of settlement will make the sum that 
I now propose necessary, and I hope the Senate 
will pass it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The estimate for this item was 
$25,000, which, I believe, is the sum the Senator 
now proposes to restore. The House of Repre- 
sentatives, for some reason or other—I{ suppose. 
taking into consideration the present condition of 
the Territory, and the probable means of this ser- 
vice~—reduced the appropriation from $25,000 to 


| $15,000. The sum expended last year was $20,000; 
| and the estimates for this year are $25,060. The 


House reduced it to $15,000; and as the Commit- 
tee on Finance saw no necessity for interfering 
with this attempt of the House of Representatives 
to reduce this branch of the public expenditures, 
they did not choose to restoreit, This is the only 
information the Committee on Finance can give. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes twelve, noes 
not counted. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 1 wish to offer 


i an amendment from the Committee to Audit and 
| Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


It is on page 4, after line eighty-four to insert: 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate, to wit: for 
fixtures for gas and furniture for the committee, office, 
and other rooms in the north wing of the Capitol. as directed 
by the resolution of the Senate of the 30th of March, 1860, 
$19,400; to be expended under the direction of the Com- 
ittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I hope that will be explained. 


| propriation. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee... Lwi 
state that the committee proceeded; in ¢o: 
with a resolution passed by the Se 
tain. what would be the expense of procuring, 
niture and gas fixtures for the variouscommi : 
rooms and office-rooms of the Senate wing of the 
Capitol. The committee have ascertained. what 
the articles can bë had for, and they. can-be had: 
from thirty to forty-five per cent. cheaper. than: 
the prices paid at. the other end:of: the Capitol. 
No contract: is to be made until itis ascertained | 
what the cost will be: Itis discretionary withthe. 
Senate whether they make:the appropriation. oF; 
not. Many of the committees have applied: for 
these things, but before we took any steps: weides ~ 
termined to ascertain the expense,.and:I think all: 
the articles that we shall want to purchase can be 
obtained for a less amount than is now proposed. 
to be appropriated. If so, what is not-wanted: 
will be Jeft in the Treasury. f as 
The amendment was agreed to. Ge ooh 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: I wish‘to ‘eall’ 
the attention of the committee who reported this: 
bill to one clause of it that, I'think, may possibly 
have escaped their attention. Ido ‘not believe, 
when the committee read the clause, they can be: 
disposed to retain it in the way it hasbeen’, 
framed. - I think it may be regarded as’almbst a’ 
reflection. on one’of the Departments; which, I 
presume, the committee would not wish to.incor= 
porate amongst the laws of the land. The clause 
to which F allude is this: pa 
For the completton of the Washington aqueduct, accord> 
ing to the plan and estimates of Captain Meigs, $500,000: 
Provided, ‘(hat the office of engineer of the Potomac water 
works is hereby abolished, and its duties shall be hereafter 
discharged by the chief engineer of the Washington aque~. ` 
duct, who shall be, as heretofore, an officer of the corps of 
engineers, not below the rank of ‘captain, and having ex- 
perience in the design aud construction of bridges and aque- 
ucts. 
There is a great deal of circumlocution there. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I will call the attention of my: 
friend from Arkansas to the fact that that amend~ 
ment has been adopted, and it was putin upon’ 
very full consideration. If he wishes to oppose 
it, he can do so in the Senate; but itis not now 
open to be again reviewed ; Seer 
The PRESIDENT pro. tempore. . The. Chair 
was about to remark to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, that when the bill shall be reported to the 
Senate from the Committee of the Whole, that 
amendment can be excepted, and a separate ques- 
tion taken upon it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I was notaware 
that it was an amendment. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Itisanamendment of the Com-. 
mittee on Finance, and it has been passed upon. | 
Mr. GREEN. I renew the amendment which 
I withdrew t¢mporarily a short-time ago: 
For the purpose of paying existing liabilities, and: tọ fin- 
ish the maps and, calculations of the survey of the Atrato 
route of the interoceanic canal, $6,500. 2 


I stated to the Senate before that I was satisfied 
the Secretary of War had recommended this ap- 
I find here in his report that which . 
amounts to a recommendation. In the first place, 
the colonel of the corps of topographical engineers 
uses the following language: ; 


«J would respectfally invite your attention to the report 
of Lieutenant Miebler, who, under assignment of the War 
Department, was engaged upon the survey of an inter- 
oceanic ship canal near the isthmus of Darien, via the At- 
rato and Truandc rivers. ‘ Bee 

« Since his return from the scene of his field operations, 
considerable progress was made in the reduction of obser- 
vations, and preparing the maps, until the want of means 
compelled him to suspend progress, and discharge the cum- 
puters and draughtsmen. - > : 

«The valuable information procured by Lieutenant 
Michier should notbe left in its unfinished condition in the 
archives of the burean; but such will be the case, unless 
Congress will grant the aid of a small appropriation; for. 
which Lieutenant Michler presents an estimate of $6,500, 
which inchides the amount already due his assistants, and 
that required to complete the report and maps, which may 
be laid before Congress at an early day. : 

"The estimate isapproved by the bureau, and your recom- 
mendation to Congress for the passage of the appropriation 
is respectfully urged”? i 


That is signed-by “J.J. Abert, colonel cor s 
topographical engineers,” and addressed to the 
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Secretary of War. On the same subject, the Sec- 
retary of War says: 

tT would respectfully invite your attention to the report 
of Lieutenant Michler, who, under assignment of the War 
Department, was engaged upon the survey of an inter- 
oceanic ship canal ncar the Isthmus of Darien, via the 
Atrato and ‘Truando rivers. Since his, return from the seene 


ofhis field operations, considerable progress bas been made 


in the reduction of Obervations and preparing the maps, 
until the want of means compelled him to suspend progress, 
and discharge the computers and draughtisinen. . ‘The val- 
uable information procured by Lieutenant Michler should 
not be left in its unfinished condition in the archives of the 
bureau,to prevent: which a small appropriation will be re- 
quired.” 

Is not that recommendation enough? I hold 
that itis a recommendation. Here is an estimate 
made by Lieutenant Michler, indorsed by the 
colonel of topographical engineers, and approved 
by the Secretary of War, who says it will be re- 
quired. I submit to the Chair whether that is 
not a recommendation which will bring the case 
within the rule. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1t was not objected to on the 
ground that it was out of order. 

Mr. GREEN. l offered it, and objection was 
made; and then I withdrew it,to allow me to get 
the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
was left open with a view to cnable the Senator 
from Missouri to examine ‘the report, The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate as to 
whether they will receive the amendment. He 
has that right where there is doubt. 

The question being put, there were only ten 
Senators for receiving the amendment. 

So the amendment was not received. 


Mr. DIXON. I desire to offer an amendment 
as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $400,000 be 
annually appropriated, in addition to the annual sum al- 
ready appropriated by the first section of the act of April 
93, 1808, for the purchase and distribution of arms for the 
whole body of the militia of the United States, conformable 
to such requisitions as may be made by the States respect- 
ively as to the kind of arms to be distributed in accordance 
with, éxisting laws. 

This amendment is moved in pursuance of an 
estimate of the War Department, which was read 
on Saturda 

Mr. TO 
once in the Committee of the Whole, and I think 
it is not usual to renew amendments in that way. 
Tt is a very bad practice, and there ought to be an 
end of it. The rule has been, I believe, and | 
would ask my friend from Connecticut to observe 
it, that when/an amendment is rejected in Com- 
mittee of the Whale, it cannot be offered again 
until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON andothers. This was not offered 
to this bill before. 

Mr. DIXON. It was offered on the Army bill 
before. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘Very well. At any rate, we 
have argued it; and I hope we shall have the vote 
now without discussion. 

Mr. DAVIS. [move toamend the amendment 
by adding: 

Provided, T'he arms to be so distributed by the United 
States shall be manufactured by the United States. 


Mr. MALLORY. This amendment is different 


from the former amendment. JT understand that 
this amendment contemplates the distribution of 
such arms as the States themselves may choose. 
That seems to me eminently just. i 

Mr. DIXON. The amendment of the Senator 
from Mississippi defeats the object of the propo- 
sition. 


OMBS. We have had this question up | 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


to;.there being on a division—ayes 21, noes 14; 
and the question recurred upon the amendment, 
as amended. 

Mr. GREEN, I move to amend the distribu- 
tion clause, by providing “that the distribution 
hereby authorized shall not take effect until after 
the next census, and the apportionment there- 
under.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Sen- 
ator send his amendment to the desk in writing? 
It is impossible for the Sceretary to take down 
amendments in this way. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. `I think the arms are dis- 
tributed now by as good a rule as could be in- 
vented—according to- the representation in Con- 
gress. 

Mr GREEN. Very well 
amendment, 


I withdraw my 


| afterwards. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, as amended. © S 

Mr. HALE called for the: yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is this distribution to be 
according to the Federal representation? ; 

Mr. DIXON. The same as under existing 
laws. ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is, the law at this 
time. 

Mr. GRIMES. They are to be distributed, I 
understand, according to the representation in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. DIXON. No; but according to the rep- 
resentation in both Houses under the existing 
law. à 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Chesnut, Clingman, Davis, Dixon, Doolit- 
tle, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, iverson, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nicholson, Powell, Simmons, 
Slidell, ‘'homson, Wigfall, and Yulee—30. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Clark, Collamer, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Hunter, King, 
Mason, Pearce, Polk, Pugh, Saulsbury, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—23. 


So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move a re- 
consideration of the vote on the adoption of what 
I now understand to be an amendment to the bill, 
to which | have already alluded, beginning at line 
eighty-five on page 4. I thought it was in the 
bill as reported from the Finance Committee, and 
that the committee had inadvertently adopted this 
provision. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I can tell the honorable Sen- 
ator that it was reported by the Finance Com- 
mittee, and all its provisions were well consid- 
ered. It was reported by the committee as an 
amendment to the bill of the House, and it was 
agreed to by the Senate after anexplanation of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I understand 
that, when the bill comes into the Senate, I can- 
not move to amend this clause in any way what- 
ever; but can only have the question on striking 
Il out. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Oh, no; you can amend it in 
any way as fully in the Senate as in Comntittee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Arkansas. Very well, 
then. If gentlemen who are more familiat with 
the rules will say to me that I have justas fair an 
opportunity of raising the question in the Senate, 
I shall reserve my proposition until then. If I 
have the same right to move to amend it in the 
Senate that L have now, I shall not press it at 
this time. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You will have the same right 
in the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
not move the reconsideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed; and the question was stated to be on concur- 
ring in the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN. One of the amendments which 
I moved yesterday Lam desirous, on further con- 
sultation with the District Committee, to alter. | 
It is the amendment in reference to gas. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope we shall take the vote 
on all such amendments as Senators donot choose 
to ask fora separate vote upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Mississippi to move 
an amendment to one of the amendments agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOOMBS. But I desire him to except it, 
and then amend it afterwards. The Senator can 
withdraw his proposition now, and except that 
particular amendment, and move to amend it 


Then I shall 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If such be the 
pleasure of the Senate, the Chair will put the 
question on concurring in all the amendments, 
except those that may be excepted at the request 
of Senators. [** Agreed !?7] 

_ Mr. BROWN. Task fora separate vote on the 
amendment in relation to gas, as I desire to offer 
an amendment to it. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to except the amendment | 
which appropriates $400,000 annually, to the end 
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of time, for the distribution of arms. 


Mr. KING. Lask that the amendment relating 
to. the pier at Oswego shall be excepted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire a scparate vote 
on the amendment doubling the pay to Gales & 
Seaton for printing the State Papers. 

Mr. TOOMBS. . I ask for a separate vote on 
the appropriation moved by the Committee on 
Public Buildings, to appropriate $300,000 for the 
Capitol extension. 

“Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wantasepa- 
rate vote on a part of the amendment to which I 
have before alluded, commencing at line eighty- 
five and extending to line ninety-three; and I give 
notice that, according to my understanding of the 
rules, I shall move to amend the proviso to it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 suggest to the Senator to 
have a separate vote on the whole amendment, 
commencing at line eighty-five and ending at line 
ninety-three, and then the whole amendment wil 
be under his control. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Very well; I 
propose thata separate vote be taken on the whole 
amendment. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire a separate vote upon 
the amendment striking out from lines two hun- 
dred and sixty-five to two hundred and seventy- 
three, being the appropriation for the agricultural 
department of the Patent Office. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to except the amend- 
ment which provides for settling upon principles 
of equity and justice the claim of the contractor 
for the San Francisco custom-house; an amend- 
ment that, Iam told, was adopted yesterday. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish a separate vote on that 
amendment which relates to the contract for pub- 
lishing the State Papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
ready been excepted by a Senator. 

The other amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. BROWN. 1I now move to amend the 
amendment in relation to gas, by making the lat- 
ter portion of it read: 


And the act incorporating the Washington Gas Light 
Company is hereby so amended as to prohibit said com- 
pany from receiving, after the 3lst-day of December next, 
more than thirty-five cents per hundred cubic fect of gas 
furnished by it to any consumer, subject to a discount of 
not Jess than ten per centum on all bills for gas, if paid at 
the office of said company within five days from the rendi- 
tion thereof, provided all arrears shall have been previously 
paid. 


If any explanation be necessary, I can readily 
give it. [willonly say that it is a matter of agree- 
ment between this company and the committce 


That has al- 


| that it should be arranged in this way. The right 


to change this charter was reserved by Congress 
when it was originally granted. The committee, 
after full consideration, thought this was right 
for the time being, without surrendering the right 
to change the charter again whenever we think 
proper to do it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is an agreement, I un- 
derstand, merely to reduce the price. 

Mr. BROWN. Thatis all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I presume nobody objects 
to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary 
will proceed to read the excepted amendments, 
The Seeretary read the following amendment: 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$400,000 be annually appropriated, in addition to the an- 
nual sum already provided by the first section of the act of 
the 23d of April, 1808, for the purchase and distribution of 
arms for the whole body of the militia of the United States, 
conformable to such requisitions as may be made by the 
States respectively as tu the kind of arms, to be distributed 
in accordance with the existing laws: Provided, That the 
armaa so distributed shall be of the manufacture ofthe United 
Mr. HALE. Iwantto saya word or two upon 
that, and I shall be very brief. We have been 
distributing, for more than fifty years, $200,000 
worth of arms per annum, and the result has been 
that there has accumulated in the arsenals a spe- 
cies of arms that we do not want. The improve- 
ments that have been made in arms have been 
such that a great portion of those that have been 
distributed under this $200,000 appropriation have 
been useless, and have to be altered to meet the 
modern improvements in this species of manu- 
facture. Now, sir, after we have been distribut- 
ing $200,000 worth for fifty years, I think the 
country will inguire, and will have a right to in- 
quire, where is the necessity at this time of in- 
ereasing this distribution two hundred per cent. 
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Besides, let it be remembered that this is nota 
single appropriation of $400,000, but itis a perma- 
nent annual appropriation of $600,000—9400,000 
in addition to the $200,000 worth we have already 
distributed. 1 have heard—and I have waited 
with patience to hear—no reasons given why 
there should be thisextraordinary, this very great 
increase of the distribution of these arms—two 
hundred per cent. over what has been found suf- 
ficient for fifty years. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think I can state a reason 

why this appropriation should be increased, and 
it will be a very brief one. In 1808, when the law 
of the 23d of Aprilof that year was passed, order- 
ing €200,000 worth of arms to. be distributed for 
arming the militia, the militia numbered 635,386. | 
According to the returns from the War Depart- 
ment in 1859, the militia had increased to 2,438,252; | 
and the returns given in that report from many of 
the States were made ten or fifteen years before that. 
For instance, the return from Tennessee was made 
in 1840; and everybody knows that the militia must 
have increased very much in Tennessee between 

- 1840 and 1859. The returns of Delaware were || 
made in 1827; of Florida,in 1845; of Vermont, in 
1843; of Maine, in 1856; and returns from most 
of the States have not becn made for a great man y 
years. Į have no doubt that the militia isat least | 
three million, perhaps more than that, at this 
time. In 1808, under the act of that year, the 
appropriation was equal to the sum of thirty-one 
cents to each militia man in the United States. In 
1858 it had fallen to less than seven cents. That 
is the reason why the appropriation ought to be 
increased, and ought, at least, to be increased to a 
million or a million and a half dollars, to be of 
any service at all. 

Mr. WILSON. In 1808 we set apart$200,000 
annually to be invested for arms for distribution 
among the States. We have distributed more than 
ten million dollars’ worth of arms in the country. 
This appropriation was set apart when the coun- 
try was weak and when we needed to provide for 
the arming of the militia. ‘TheSenator from Texas 
tells us we had then but six hundred thousand 
militia and have two or three million now. Well, 
sir, we were weak then; we are strong now. I do 
not believe we need this distribution, 1 do not be- į 
lieve it is necessary. We have hundreds of thou- | 
sands of arms now on hand, and if the militia 
want arms, why not distribute these arms among |j 
them? Why go on increasing the manufacture | 
This money is to be expended in the armories, | 
itis to go to Harper’s Ferry to a great extent, | 
and to Springfield in my own State, and perhaps | 
it may be expected that I should support it for į 
that reason. Ishould do so if [believed it ne- 
cessary; but I do not believe this expenditure 
necessary, and I hope it will not be imposed on ; 
the country.” 

Mr. GRIMES. The argument of the Senator | 
from Massachusetts, undoubtedly, is very appli- į 
cable to the condition of the country that he has | 
the honor to represent, Ever since 1808, the | 
State of Massachusetts and the old States have | 
been constantly in the receipt of large quantities | 
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of arms from the General Government; but that 
has not been the condition of the new States. They 
have no arms. The State which I have the honor | 
in parttorepresent, containing a population of more | 
than seven hundred thousand people, has not re- | 
ceived athousand muskets from the Government. | 
We are on the froutier. Three successive years || 
the Indians have made hostile incursions Into our 
State, destroying our property, and, in the course | 
of one winter, taking more than thirty lives. It is 
necessary for us to arm ourselves, and we want | 
the Government to farnish our people with the | 
same facilities for beinzarmed thatit has furnished | 
i 
i 
| 


to the citizens of Massachusetts. 

I shall, however, vote against this proposition, ; 
as it has been adopted in committee, because E| 
think the distribution is pot equitable, is not right. 
lt ought to be made under the census of 1860, so | 
that we can geta greater proportion than at pres- | 
ent. If an amendment of that character were 
adopted, I should sustain the proposition. Isa 
itis manifestly inequitable, that the State of Rhode 
Island, with only two hundred thousand people 
and only two Representatives and two Senators, 
having drawn arms since 1808, a period of fifty- 
two years, should be entitled to as many arms as | 
the State of Iowa, with a population of upwards || 
of seven hundred thousand, and withoutany arms |} 


| taken. 


| fall 


in the State at all. Therefore IL hope an amend- 


ment, which will be offered by- the Senator from. 


Missouri (Mr. Green] will be adopted, and then 
I shall give my cordiat support to the proposition. 


Mr. GREEN. I propose: an amendment to 
carry out the views of the Senator from Lowa, and 
I think it is eminently right: > 

Provided also, That the increased distribution of arms 
herein authorized shall not be carried-into effect until-after 
the returns of the census of 1860, and shall’ be predicated 
thereon, according to the laws for such cases made and 
provided. 

Mr. BAYARD. Isitin order to move toamend 
an amendment which has been adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? Must we not either concur 
or non-concur? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The Chair is of opinion that itis 
amendable. The question is upon the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from. Missouri to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS. I object to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri, while I ad- 
mit the entire correctness of that mode of distri- 
bution. Ide not see why we should postpone 
the distribution until after another census may be 
jt will be some time before that census 
will be complete, so as to make the distribution 
upon it, and, as this is to be gn annual appropri- 
atioggl expect about the time we shall have the 

Feturns of the census another distribution 
will take place. Why, then, postpone the pres- 
ent year’s issue to abide the réturns of the census 
to be taken for 1860? The Secretary of War, in 
his annual report, calls atténtion to the necessity 
for increasing the appropriation for arming the 
militia, in these words: 

« F desire to call attention to the existing law for arming 
and equipping the whole body of the militia of the United 
States, which was passed in 1808. The provision then made 
for the purpose remains the same at this day, and is insuf- 
ficient for its effectual accomplishment. ‘Mhis is evinced 
by frequent requisitions and urgent applications from States 
and Territories for advances of arms and equipments be- 
yond their regulars quotas.” 

So that the application is one which it appears 
has been made for some time past. To my own 
knowledge, there are constant applications for 
arms for volunteer companies in the different 


States, mostly in the new States, and for the very | 


forcible reasons, presented by the Senator from 


Towa, that they have reccived less relatively than | 


the States which have been receiving for a great 


number of years under the operation of the act of 


1808, since its passage. They have even sought 
permission to buy arms made by the United States, 
inorder that they might have the militia properly 
armed and equipped; and feeling that the appro- 
priation made by the Government was too small 
for the purpose, they have asked permission to 
buy arms; and the Senate has passed a bill that 
is now before the House to allowit. Under this 
general recommendation of the Secretary of War, 
the Committee on Military Affairs came to con- 
sider the question, and addressed the Secretary, 
in order that they might know ‘more specifically 
what the necessities were,and what were his 
wishes. I will read his answer: 
War DEPARTMENT, May 22, 1860. 

Sır: In answer to your letter of the Hih instant, re- 

questing my views as to the extent to which the appropri- 


| ation for arming and equipping We militia should be carricd, 


[have the honor to state, tbat in the suggestion onthis sub- 
jeet in my report to the President of the ist December, 
1859, F had in view such a ratio of increase as should be 
nearly proportionate to the increase of the militia force 
since the existing annual appropriation of $200,000 was 
made in 1808. 

That view is strengibened by the increased facilities of 
intercommunication afforded by telegraph, railways, and 
steamboats, for concentrating, in an emergency, large bodies 
of militia from distant points. 

T'o carry out my view of the case will require an increase 
of the present uunual appropriation to at Jeast a threefold 
extent, or to $600,000, whieh amount, [may add, will fur- 
nish means toarm and equip, as infantry, only one hundred 
men for cach Senaior and Representative, reserving enough 


to supply each Territory to the same extent as a State hav- | 


ing the least representation in Congress. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN B. FLOYD, Secretary of War. 


| Hon. Jerrerson Davis, 


Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, Senate. 


This amount which we have before us, is that | 


which is estimated by the Secretary of War to be 
necessary to meet existing demands, and which, 
according to his statement, will be one hundred 
arms for each Senator.and Representative. To 
delay this is, therefore, to reject the applications 
made by the militia, and which have been made 


rean 


for some timé: past- To make this.issus 
make a similar appropriation next. 
similar appropriations will.of. cout } 
accordance with the. yiewstof ihe: Senato 
Missouri, and in compliance wit term 
amendment—seems to:me to: be: the bette 
of meeting the present necessity, as W 
ing forthe future.: 0) ce o gir 
A:single word now às. to the eli 
arms that we propose to make an 
priation of $400,000 for.: My own opinion: 
the Governmentshould only issue in time of pea: 
to the militia such arms as-are used by the G 
ernment in time of. war. Models may:change; 
but in the mean time, you instruct the militia, for, 
existing necessities, and for the use of existing 
means. Al patent arms, revolving pistols, : 
arms of every kind, which can only be usedi by” 
special corps and under special. cireumstancesy.t 
think ought not to be issued to the militia in ime 
of peace, as one of the means of their instraction:., 
There is, however, a standing appropriation. 
$200,000, out of which they may still make requi- . 
sitions for patent arms, if they want them. Ido. 
not think the practice a good one, but, it is not: 
proposed by this amendment, as I understabd, to, 
disturb that practice, and therefore, I suppose, it 
will remain as heretofore. fp dy 
Mr. GREEN. The honorable Senator from ` 
Mississippi does not understand my amendment,. 
or else I do not understand his idea. “Itavill be. 
observed, by the reading of the amendment, that: 
it says the increase shall notitake effect until after 
the census. The present law still continues; $ 
$200,000 worth will be distributed üpon-the`pres= 
ent ratio. ` 1t does not. diminish: that or postpone 
that; but the increase proposed of $400,000, is to: 
be postponed—how long? , Till the census “is” 
taken. When will that be? By the 1st of Octo- 
ber next, according, to the instructions of the su- 
perintendent of the census; and before Congress 
meets next December, the Department will be pre- 
pared to make the distribution according’ to. the: 
present census of the eastern, western, northern, 
southern, and middle States. , le E 
The Senator asks, why postpone? I answer, 
this is just at the end of the decennial periód. 
This is 1860, in the month of June. The mar- 
shals have commenced the process of taking the 
census. It is known to everybody that the west-' 
ern States have increased from thirty to seventy=: 
five, and some of them. to ninety per cent., in pop- 
ulation.. Ihave no doubt Illinois has oneimillion 
five hundred thousand inhabitants, and Missouri, 
one million one hundred thousand; but on the basis. 
of the census of 1850, Minois would only have 
arms. proportioned to a population of seven ‘or 
eight hundred thousand, and Missouri six hun- 
dred thousand. While the older States have been 
decreasing, the new States have been increasing; 
and the next distribution ought to be in propor- 
tion to the population. “When the emigrant goes 
from. Massachusetts-and settles in Iinois, he is 
not permitted to take his musket with him. Itis 
State property, and must be left behind; and the: 
proportion of muskets left behind in the old States, 
makes the arms there in. proportion. to. popula- 
tion, greater now than before, for when-the emi- 
grant goes to anew State, he is compelled to leave 
his saber, his bayonet, his musket, his rifle, 
whatever arm he may. have been equipped with. 
When he gets in that new State he finds it desti- 
tute of arms. Now, if any rule different from 
that of mathematical equation ought to prevail, it 
ought to prevail in favor of the new States, be- 
cause the old States retain all their arms while 
they lose part of the population, and the new 
States have none of the old arms, but have anin- 
creased population with no_means-of increasing 


| their arms. Hence I simply propose. to let the 


$200,000 appropriation go on under the existing 
law—not postpone-it—but. postpone the increase 
of the arms under the $400,000 appropriation until 
this census is completed. 

Observe another thing in the language of the 
amendment. . I do not say ‘‘ until the apportion- 
ment is made;” I say “the census,” according to 
the principles of the existing law, and they can, 
make it before the istday ofnext December. Give 
the West, the growing, increasing, needy States, 
that to which they are justly entitled, without in- 
flicting any harm or hardship on the older States. 
As for the kind of arms, I say simply that J de- 
sive all the improvements as fast as they are made, 


s 
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I want people to accustom themselves to the use 
of the new improved arms as fast as they pos- 
sibly cân. The honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi knows more about arms than I do, and | 
hence I shall not go into a eomparisin, nor. con- 
sume time; but I will simply say that this propo- 
sition is equitable, it is just, itis not unfair to the 
‘old States, while it isa meed of justice to the new. 

“Mr, TOOMBS. We discussed this question on 
the Army bill, and I believe everybody under- 
stands it well. -We are now getting into a dis- 
cussion about the sortofarms. I hope we shall 
take a vote. If we are to discuss the old States, 
and the new States, and the census, and the kind 
of arms, when shall we get through? The sub- 
ject has been discussed until 1 presume we all 
“understand it, 

Mr. DAVIS. One word in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. Ele speaks of the census 
being returned next October. It may beso. l 
do not know that it will; but he perceives he must 
repeal the existing law in relation to the distribu- 
tion before he can issue otherwise than under the 
present representation. There must therefore be 
an ap yortionment after the census returns are re- 
ceived, and under the existing law the Depart- 
_ ment cannotissue, except after the apportionment 

is made, on the new ratio. 

Mr. GRIMES. This repeals the existing law 
so far as relates’ to arms manufactured with the 
$400,000, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected—ayes 16, noes 24, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
recurs on concurring in the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to offer a slight amend- 
ment in order to make the amendment consistent 
with itself. ‘The Senator from Mississippi offered 
a proviso that these arms should be manufactu red 
by the United States; but in the body of the 
amendment it is provided that they shall be pur- 
chased.. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; the Senator is mistaken. 
The word “purchase” is merely used to recite 
the title of the act of 1808. 

Mr. BRAGG. The amendment appropriates 
money for the purchase. My amendment is to 
strikeoutthe words “ purchase and” before “ dis- 
tribution. ”? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is merely the language of the | 
act of 1808 which is recited; and if it is stricken 
out, it will not recite the true title of the act of 
1808. 

ae amendment to the amendment was re- 

ected, | 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Massa- 
chusctts says he opposes this amendment on Ac- 


+- 


je 


count of the large number of arms that have been |j 


distributed. [should like to have had some amend- | 
ment to give alarger portion to the western States, | 
and l voted fer an, amendment to that effect; 
though | think myself that, as this is an appro- | 
priation for next year, before we shall reach the į 
distribution of arms made next year, we shall have 
the census; and that will remedy the difficulty. | 
They will not be distributed until 1862; and by | 
that time I think the new States will be entitled 
to a larger number. As to the old arms which 
have accumulated, which the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts alludes to, they are good for nothing. 
Half of them are not fit to go into service. I want 
to increase the manufacture of these new kinds, 
so that we shall have arms fit to be used by free- 
men whenever we have difficulties. I hope the 
amendment will prevail. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I desire to move anamend- 
ment, providing that the $400,000 shall be ex- | 
pended in the manufacture of improved arms. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. {hope that will not be adopted. | 
We cannottake care of all the factories. T'o le- | 
gislate in this way, we shall have to take up the 
whole subject; and it will take the Committee on | 
Military Affairs three months to tell what kind 
ofarms we make. I presume we make the best | 
arms we can. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It is said that our arm- 


ories go on making muskets now which are of 


comparatively little use, with the $200,000 appro- 
priation—such arms as our people do not want, 

Mr. TOOMBS. It only grows out of the want 
of information of the Senator. 1 know they make 
other arms, rifles of different sorts, and Í think 
they adopt the improvements with reasonable 
rapidity. > : d 

Mr. COLLAMER. Very likely they do. I 
withdraw my proposition. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
on concurring in the amendment made as in Comi- 
mittee of the Whole, resulted—yeas 23, nays 26; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Chesnut, Clingman, 
Davis, Dixon, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Gwin, Ham- 
mond, Hemphill, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Kenne- 
dy, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nicholson, Powell, Simmons, 
Thomson, and Wigtall—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Green, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Hunter, King, Mason, Pearce, Polk, 
Pugh, Saulsbary, Sunmer, T'en Eyck, Toombs, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—26. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. {ask that the 
amendment to which I have alluded may now be 
taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosr 
in the chair.) The question is on concurring 
the following amengment; made as in Commi 
of the Whole: 

For the completion of the Washington aqueduct, accord- 
ing to the plans and estimates of Captain Meigs, $500,000: 
Provided, That the ofice of engineer of the Potomac 
water works is hereby abolished, and its duties shall be 
hereafter discharged by the chief engineer of the Wash- 
ington aqueduct, who shall be, as heretofore, an officer of 
the corps of engineers, not below the rank of captain, and 
having experience in the design and construction of bridges 
and aqueducts. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to 
amend by striking out the latter part of the clause, 
“not below the rank of captain, and having ex- 
perience in the design and construction of bridges 
and aqueducts,’? ‘Lhe amendment was reported 
by the Committee on Finance, and there is un- 
doubtedly a great deal of circumlocution in it. 
It would seem, on looking at it, as if the design 
were so to restrict the action of the Department 
that they shall make one appointment only, and 
have no discretion at all about it. If thatis really 
the object the committee had in view, I suggest 
that they at once signify who the person shall be, 
and legislate him into the office dircetly. As it 
stands here, there are a number of provisions con- 
nected together, pointing to a single result. After 
first appropriating $500,000 for the aqueduct, the 
amendment says: 

«c Provided, That the office of engineer of the Potomac 
water works is hereby abolished. ”? | 

That is very well, because it is a retrenchment | 
and a saving of the salary of an officer who can 
be dispensed with. Then it goes on further to say: 

« And its duties shall be hereafter discharged by the chief 
engincer of the Washington aqueduct, who shall be, as 
heretofore, an officer of the corps of engineers.” 

That officer is Captain Meigs. All that is very 
well; but then it goes further to say: 

«c Not below the rank of captain, and having experience 
in the design and construction of bridges and aqueducts.”” 

That would seem to point to the fact that that | 
appointment shall be made exclusively of one in- 
dividual; thatit shail be confined to one individual, 
and must extend to nobody else; and that the De- | 
partment of War shall have no discretion on the i 
subject. If that is really the design, this is not 
the legitimate method of reaching the object. The | 
proper and legitimate method would be to say that 
“the work is hereby placed distinctly under the 
control of that particular officer, Captain Meigs, 
and that he shall have the entire charge of it.”’ 
If that were done, it would be a testimonial to į 
that officer. As the thing stands, itis not so much 
a testimonial to that officer, as it isa provision 
restricting, confining, and hemming around the 
action of the Department, to whom the control of 
the matter has been given, and with whom itnow 
rests. 

There is some confusion in regard to the whole 
matter. I shall not go into that. A portion of 
this aqueduct has been given to the Interior De- 
partment, and another portion to the War Depart- 
ment. The construction remains with the War 
Department; but the mere preservation of it, the 
control of what is termed the finished part of it, | 


: than a captain of engineers, 


has been turhed over to the Interior Department. 


However, it is unnecessary to go into that. This 
amendment would seem to be sending the whole 
of it back to the War Department. I presume 
that is the object, to send it back there.. Then 
why not say simply, ‘‘an officer of the corps of 
engineers??? Why insert the words, ‘f not below 
the rank of captain, and having experience in the 
design and construction of bridges and aque» 
ducts??? There are undoubtedly in the Army of 
the United States now men who are forty and 
forty-five, if not fifty years old, who are still lieu- 
tenants, and among the brightest and best officers 
of the Army. Why restrict the care of this work 
to an officer not below the rank of.captain? I 
should like to know, too, whether there are any 
officers at all above the rank of captain who have 
any knowledge in regard to these matters, or any 
other captains in the Army than the one referred 
to who have any peculiar experience in the design 
and construction of bridges and aqueducts. , 

I think that if the design is to take the appoint- 
ment from the War Department, it ought to be 
said so, or not restricted in the indefinite and cir- 
cumlocutory manner that it seems to have been 
done. The War Department ought either to have 
control of the matter, and be responsible to Con- 
gress for the acts done under it, or be relieved 
from it entirely. When we confide to that De- 
partment the control of a particular branch of 
business, it seems to me that it is hardly fair, and 
it is, in fact, impossible, to say that it ean be 
justly responsible for what is done unless it has 
the control. 

Another part of this amendment does not even 
recognize the estimates that come here from the 
Department. I have seen to-day that exceptions 
are taken to estimates that come from bureaus, and 
amendments that are based upon them are not 
considered to be in order. It is demanded that 
some Department of this Government shall be re- 
sponsible for the estimates upon which appro- 
priations are based; but yet the language of this 
amendment is, ‘¢ for the completion of the Wash- 
ington aqueduct, actording to the plans and esti- 
mates of Captain Meigs.’” That has no reference 
to the Department at all; and if the Department 
has recommended the estimates, there is no rec- 
ognition of the fact in this amendment. If this 
is a separate and distinct business, make it so at 
once; but do not leave itso as to control the head 
of a Department, without avowing the intent. I 


| do not say that the committee designed to do what 


I think will be the effect, 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is no obscurity, and no 
unnecessary circumlocution, as my friend from 
Arkansas thinks, in this amendment. It ex- 
presses, think, with reasonable clearness, exactly 
what is intended. The first portion of the proviso 
is, “that the office of engincer of the Potomac 
water works is hereby abolished.” The reason 
for that, which I gave yesterday, was that it was 


| an unnecessary office; that before the work was 


finished the officer in charge of the construction 
could take care of the part that was finished as 
well as the other part. We therefore save $4,000 
by that provision—$4,000 unnecessarily wasted. 
As to the latter part of this amendment, we do 
not intend that this work, of so much importance 
to the country, shall be in charge of an officer less 
f i It is a general and 
wise rule of legislation that nothing should be left 
to the discretion of any officer that can be well 
fixed by law. Itis asound rule in legislation, 
upon all occasions, to leave as little as possible to 
the diserction of the officers; and they have no 
right to complain, so that they follow thé law. 
As to the statement of the honorable Senator 


| that there are lieutenants forty or fifty years old 


in the corps of engineers, to which department 
this business is specially committed, he is mis- 
taken; because, according to the laws of the Jand, 
at the end of fourteen years every man in the en- 
gineer corps is a captain. That is the law with- 
out any reference to vacancies. He is made a cap- 
tain by law when he has served fourteen years. 
We thought that an inexperienced lieutenant, 
who may be one, two, three, four, five, six, or 
seven years in the public service, ought not to be 
intrusted with this magnificent work that has pro- 
ceeded thus far under the charge of a very com- 
petent military officer; and it is to prevent the 
possibility of its being put under a disqualified 
officer that Congress uses its discretion. But 
there are more officers than one; I am told, who 
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come within these qualifications. Ido not know 
how many captains—probably my friend from 
Mississippi can tell'me—I dare say a dozen, in 
the engineers. I think we ought to require an 
officer of as high grade as a captain of engineers. 
The last qualification is, that he shall have expe- 
rience in the design and construction of bridges 
and aqueducts; for that is the special business he 
ig put to. 


to break it. You are building an aqueduct on a 
lan upon which you have nearly completed it. 
‘ou have spent over two millions of money upon 


At, and $500,000 more will finish it. You are fin- 


ishing it aecording to a known plan stated here; 


and all your laws fnaking additional appropria- 
tions for public buildings usually refer, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, to a known plan. You can- 
not build a custom-house unless by making the 
appropriation according to the existing plan, and 
that plan cannot be altered without law. We are 
now proceeding under this plan, the plan of Cap- 
tain Meigs. The work is carried nearly to com- 
pletion, and we desire an allowance of $500,000 


‘to finish it; and we propose that it shall be ex- 


ended under the authority of one of at least as 
igh rank as a captain of engineers. 
think it is a very wise limitation on the power 
of any executive officer; and as to the other lim- 
itation to which the Scnator objects, I would ask 
what would you want of a man at the head of 
this business unless he had experience in the de- 
sign and construction of bridges and aqueducts? 
Break down one of these bridges now finished, and 


the whole work is ruined: any mistake of that || 


kind would lead to ruinous consequences, One 
without experience in bridges would be an incom- 
petent person. So we have only described a per- 
son fit for the work. Whether there are five or 
ten or twenty fit for it who come within the qual- 


fications prescribed, 1 do not know; but I know | 


ihatevery requisition of this amendmentisa sound 
requisition. No officer exegpt one having these 


‘qualifications ought to be appointed to it; and 
hence, 1 say the amendment does what is wise 


and fit to be donc; and, therefore, [ hope the prop- | 


osition of the Senator from Arkansas will not 
prevail. 


Mr. BROWN. Thissubject was referred to the || 


committee of which f am amember—ihe Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia—and we examined 
it very carefully. There has been expended on 
the work §2,339,000, and a smail fraction over 
that. There is now asked $500,000 to complete it. 
The same gentleman has been in charge of it from 
the commencement up to the present time, and Í 
say in all frankness, so faras the committee of 
which Iam chairman is concerned, that if the 
amendment as it stands had not been proposed 
by the Committee on Finance, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia would have proposed it 
in the very words in which it stands, and for the 
reasons assigned by the Senator from Georgia. 
We thought it wise to let the work remain in the 


hands of the same officer who has had it from the i 


beginning. I state the thing as itis. Captain 
Meigs has 
ning. After looking into 


way in which the work bad 


der the circumstances. It is tre he made an es- 


timate at the beginning that the work would be |; 
completed for two millions and a half; but it will | 


be recollected by Senators, that the work from 


time to time has been suspended because Congress | 
failed to make the appropriations, thusnecessarily, |; the ? 
Í strike out the words I have proposed; and I will 


by our own default, involving a larger expendi- 


ture, Contractors had to be paid damages, stock | 
had to be sold off, and large sums of money had | 


to be expended in taking care of the work while 
it was making no progress, because otherwise it 
would have been going to decay. 

IL have been, with other Senators and Repre- 


sentatives in Congress, through the whole line of |; 


the work to inspect it and see in what condition 
itis. There is, I think, what is universally ad- 
mitted to be the most magnificent structére, across 
the creek called Cabin John’s. There is no such 
structure, Í understand, in America, as that will 
be when it is completed. A single arch spans two 
hundred and twenty fect. It is justin the condi- 
tion, that if a party wanted to be offensive and to 


As p Hence the limitation is wise and ju- | 
dicious. It does no harm unless somebody wants 


been in charge of it from the begin- | 

the accounts, and the | 
progressed, we thought /! 
he had managed it as discreetly, as wisely, and | 
gas judiciously, as anybody could have done un- | 


work with a simple friction match. Just set fire 
to the bridge, and the whole structure, which has 
cost three or four hundred thousand dollars, will 
tumble down. When we have expended the sum 
of $2,339,000 for this work, it will not do to aban- 
don it. We cannot abandon it. What is our 
condition? With that vast expenditure we have 
no benefit at all, or comparatively none. What 
we want to do is, to complete this work, and gom- 
plete it under the same intelligence which. pro- 
jected it, and which has conducted it almost to 
completion. Turn out this officer, put in a new 
man, and what will be the result? Some new 
fellow comes in, not understanding what he is 
driving at, and probably before he completes the 
work, he will expend double this sum. Captain 
Meigs stakes his reputation upon it. He has 
fastened his future reputation upon the proposi- 
tion that he will complete the work for $500,000. 
I think it wise, judicious, and sensible, to let him 
alone; and especially since there is no charge, no 
insinuation, from any quarter, that he has acted 
corruptly, or anwisely, or extravagantly. Every 
dollar that you have appropriated has been ac- 
counted for; so well accounted for, that any man 
who chooses to look into the affair, can under- 
stand it perfectly. There has been no waste, no 
extravagance, nothing that any sensible man can 
find fault with. I hope the amendment will be 
allowed to stand as it came from the Committee 
on Finance. It has the indorsement of at least 
three committees of the Senate, acting independ- 
ently, and I think that ought to be sufficient. 

Me. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. In view of the 
remarks made by the Senator from Georgia, and 
recognizing the propriety of the rule that he has 
expressed, I shall change the amendment which 
I had offered, and propose merely to strike out 
the words ‘not below the rank of captain;”* so 
| that it will read: 

« Who shall be, as heretofore, an officer of the engineer 
corps, having experience in the design and coustruction of 
bridges and aqueducts.” 

That secures entirely the guard which the Sen- 
ator has desired to secure, and which the Com- 
mittee on Finance, I think, desired to secure when 
they inserted this clause. 

There is one thing that it seems to me ought 
certainly not to be forgotten or everlooked; and 
| that is,if we design this movement for a particu- 
lar individual, overriding the Department of War, 
legislating a man into office; if we design it as a 
compliment to him, his name ought to be inserted, 
and we ought to say directly that he is the party 
in whom we have such confidence that we are 
willing to insert his name here.- That seems to be 
the result, judging from the remarks of both Sen- 
ators who have addressed the Senate; and if they 


| tinctly to avow it in the bill which they pass. I 
| will say, further, that I have no objection to in- 
| serting his name, but will vote for it. My judg- 
| ment is that that gentleman is the ablestand best 
i man who can be put atthe head of this work; but 
| this is not the way in which to do it. This pro- 
| vision is not a complimentary vote to him; it isa 
restriction put upon the Department; and I ven- 


ture to say that if the Senator himself was at the 
head ofa Department, and found legislation of this 
character acting upon him, it would not be alto- 
| gether pleasant. Thereare many ways of destroy- 
| Ing public confidence in aman; and I think if í 
: kuow any man who has suffered in the last two 
or three years, and on very slight offense, it cer- 
! tainly has been the head of the War Department. 

I suggest, now, to Senators, that we reserve all 
the proper guards that are in this provision, and 


say, moreover, 
a movement which would remove this gentleman 
from this place, but I should be Lound to say, 
anywhere and on any occasion, that I regard itas 
i unwise to 
| because I believe him to be altogether the most 
capable man. I do not think, however, it is al- 


! Government, when there is no chance for the head 


i| of it to be heard here, that legislation of this kind 


i 
i 
i 


! should be thrown around him. 

| Mr. TOOMBS. Allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to my friend. While I agree in his general 
j commendation of the oficer alluded to, 1 would 


H object to the amendment he now suggests on the 


do'a mean thing, he might destroy the whole || ground that there may be other officers fit for the 


| have that confidence, they ought clearly and dis- | 


that I would not only not sustain | 


be done, and not proper to be done, | 


together fair play toa distinct Department of this j 
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| 
| 


| from the officers of the Army; 4 
of that corps has the ranks of a captain. The new 


| and regiments shall go by seniority, 


business, and there may be. possibly go causes 


of complaint against this. officer, and: “substitute 
may be found. : If sọ; very welk 00 ogos 
Mr. BROWN. If my friend from Arkansas. 


will allow me, I will-say it is very likely the cam- 
mittee of which I am.a member, and: other come 
mittees, might be willing to insert the:name.of 
Captain Meigs; but we thought it would be-dis- 
respectful to the Secretary of War and disrespect- 
ful to the Administration., Besides, I. doubt-very, 
much your right.to do it. Ido not understand. 
that Congress can appoint officers... There may 
be a constitutional objection to it. -At least; we 
hesitated about that. “oy, BA a Fag Y 

Mr. JOHNSON, -of Arkansas; ‘1 -certainly 
should regard it as a complimentary expression 
of confidence which woall goto insert his name, 
and no reflection on the War Department: ‘Here 
is an officer for whom you hold that-Department 


| in some measure responsible. Look through ithe 


whole course of the different Administrations;4nd 
they have some control over the officers that.are 
placed under them; whose appointments are de- 


| rived not only from them, but are not brought 
| here for confirmation by the Senate. 


Yet we gò 
on here to make “restrictions as to who shall: be 
appointed; theidea evidently being to so fix it that. 
nobody can be appointed except this, officer. <1 
say that, in my. opinion, the Secretary of War 
would be doing utterly wrong toappointany other 
man, as far as my limited judgment may go. But 
I do not think this is the right kind of legislation; 
and therefore I protest againstit. I sincerely think. 
we might go so far as to insert the name of Cap- 


| tain Meigs, and it would not-be.a reflection on 


the War Þepariment; but simply a complimėnt- 
ary vote to that officer, distinctly signifying ‘the 
ap and confidence. of Congress. 

hope that ‘this provision, so far as it goes to 
restrict the power of the War Department in 
making the selection, may not beagreed to. ‘There 
is one point more Which I wish to suggest, and 
that is this: it can well be said that all those who 
are lieutenants, and have served fourteen: years, 
are unfit, as a general rule.. I do not think that 
is just. With the education they receive ‘before 
going into the service, and with afew pee ex- 
perience afterwards, they may rise to the highest 
point of eminence in their. branch of the public 
service; but, at the same time, I would not advo- 
cate the appointment of any. one of them, for I 
believe Captain Meigs is the best officer of all for 
this particular purpose. I only object to the man- 
ner in which this thing is done. I thinle it is due 


| to the War Department, and the gentlemanat the 


head of it, that the Senate, should: not sanction 
such legislation as this. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. I concur entirely with all that 
my friend from Arkansas has offered of compli- 
ment to Captain Meigs; and I should, if the ques- 
tion of his merit were alone involved, be enurely 
ready to insert his name in the amendment, as 
was suggested, and thus to place the completion 
of the aqueduct under his charge. More than 
that, sir; I should be entirely willing to say that 


| he was entitled, asa right resulting from good ser- 


vige, to put the last stone upon this Capitol ex- 
tension, which he constructed, and from. which I 
think he has been unjustly removed, But that 
suggestion presents a question of the legislative 
power of Congress. The President. is, by the 
Constitution, the commander-in-chiefof the Army 
and Navy. The Congress cannot make details in 
either service; cannot designate the officer who 
shall perform any particular service, either in the 
the Army or the Navy. They may, and through 


| all the military legislation they do, indicate the 
class from which officers for particular duties are 


to be drawn. The quartermasters must be selected 
the lowest in grade 


appointee, therefore, must be selected from the 
lieutenants of the Army. I need not cite other 
cases; the legislation. is full of them, You de- 
scribe a class, but do not designate the individual, 
So you fix the point to which promotion in corps 
thus control- 
ling the prerogative of promotion, aud beyond 
that you confer on the Executive the power to 
make selections. Ali our military legislation is 
of this character. 

The Committee on Finance, therefore, properly 
have described the character of the person who 
should be chosen, instead of naming the individ- 
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cual. They have fixed a rank, below which it was 
fairtoassume the requisite experience in construc- 
tion could not exist. The year 1846, I will inform 
my friend and colleague on the Committee on 
-Military Affairs, is the most remote date at which 
any lieutenant of engineers was commissioned in 
the Army. Taking the ordinary. age of first entry 
jnto the service, therefore, they could notbe forty 
or fifty years of age while yet in the grade of lieu- 
tenant, nor have had more than fourteen years of 
experience in-service. It requires, for the conduct 
ofa great work like this, not only elementary in- 
struction, knowledge of the principles of civil en- 
gineering, and the power to apply mathematics 
‘to the solution of problems arising in construction, 
but practice also—experience in administration, 
anda familiar knowledge of material, so as to be 
abléto judge ofit by theeye, as wellasby the touch. 
It seldom falls to an engineer to construct so 
great a work as this, There is no modern aque- 
duct to compare with it. There is, so far as I 
have learned, but one bridge which has ever been 
built with a greater span than that which bears 
the aqueduct across the chasm of Cabin John 
creek—the same to which my colleague referred— 
and that longer bridge was, by a barbarian hand, 
long since destroyed; so that this will be the 
bridge of greatest span in the world when it is fin- 
ished. It required knowledge of material, practi- 
cal skill, and high native endowment, to fit a mån 
for such a construction as this. 
From the preliminary survey, down through all 
the progress of this work, it has been entirely in 
the hands of Captain Meigs, until last year, when 


Congress made provision tg transfer the finished | 


portion of the work to the Interior Department, 
and that part was placed under the control of an- 
other engineer. In making this transfer, things 
which were inseparable from their nature were 
assigned to separate direction and responsibility. 
It was an unwise division, unless the same en- 
gincor was still to retain the charge of both por- 
tions of the work; and, even in that case, it would 
seem to have been unnecessary, and could only 
have been productive of embarrassment, This 
amendment, as I understand it, is therefore not 
only a measure of economy, as far as expenditure 
is concerned, but it gives unity to the administra- 
tion of a work which cannot be divided without 
impairing efficiency. 

believe Congress have now, as they have man- 
ifested heretofore, the fullest confidence in Captain 
Meigs; but shall we therefore assnme the execu- 
tive function, and direct the President or the S 
retary of War how he shall and shall not be em- 
ployed? His health may fail; the interests of the 


this the Executive must judge. But the Congress 
have a right to say so great a work as this aque- 
duct shall not fall into hands not believed by them 
to be competent, and with that view to attach 
conditions to their appropriation, As I read the 
descfiption of the amendment, I do not believe it 
appropriate to more than one other officer in the 
engineer corps. There is, perhaps, one officer in 
the engineer corps beside the individual who has 
charge of the work, who might fulfill the terms 
of that amendment; but he can scarcely be re- 

arded as now available forthe duty. Therefore 

do believe the amendment, in effect, describes 
Captain Meigs, and will vote for it because it docs 
so. I vote for it asa tribute to integrity, to intelli- 
gence, to manly adherence to his conviction of 
duty, albeit in opposition to the power which was 
over him. Idecm it but the reward due to an 
officer for services well performed, and an encour- 
agement which it is proper the Government should 
render toevery man who suffers by his independ- 
ence in the performance of duty, and by his faith- 
fulness to the public interest. 

The effect of the amendment of the Committce 
on- Finance extends, I think, as far as Congress 
can consistently gó, to pay the compliment to Cap- 
tain Meigs which my friend from Arkansas pro- 
pores. Tf I deemed it proper touse his name, then 

should agree that his name should be inserted as 
a more distinct and complimentary recognition. 

As to the supposed reflection upon the War 
Department, I will only say my support could not 


be obtained to such a purposé; and that, in my | who are immediately and entirely responsible to 


opinion, it can be no more a reflection upon the 
Department than to say an assistant-quartermas- 


ter shall not be appointed except from lieuten- |! 


ants of the Army. 


| 
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| 
| 


| 
| 
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| 
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|i by Congress. 
public service may require him elsewhere; and of i 


! and indirection. 


‘ernment to the narrowest limits consistent with 


| ence to the question of economy, which the Sen- 
| ator has brought forward, I suggest to him that 


l estimates they make, and he is responsible for the 


| pointment must be confirmed by the Senate, offi- 
cers that are made under the Constitution, and | 


| at all; and E think, if I am_not mistaken, that | 
i this, for a particular 


‘frankly and fairly—that perhaps there is but 
| one other officer in the Army to whom it would 


| speak upon that point. I 
: point: that there should be proper subordination j 


I choose to fetter every public officer by all the 
restraints, not inconsistent with his. usefulness, 
which general legislation can throw around him. 
in the language of Mr. Jefferson, talk not to me” 
of confidence in men; republican governmentrests 
not upon faith in the benevolence of rulers, but 
upon the wisdom of its laws. Freely recognize 
merit where it is specially exhibited; and by gen- 
eral legislation bind down all the agents of Gov- 


efficiency. Concurring in the avowed purpose 
and proposed means of the committee, 1 shall 
vote for the amendment as it was reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. With refer- 


this question has nothing to do with that at all. 
Allthe economy thatis secured by the amendment 
presented here is already secured amply and entire- 
ly; and Senators themselves will readily acknowl- 
edge that fact, 1 have no doubt, if they would speak 
of it at all in that light. My proposition is sim- 
ply to strike out the words not below the rank 
of captain.” Now, | find, from information which 
I did not before possess, but which is now fur- 
nished by the Senator from Mississippi, and upon 
which I rely, that there are none others of the 
engineer corps than those appointed in 1846; and 
as by law they become captains after fourteen 
ears’ service, of course they are all captains. 
Mr. DAVIS. Oh,no; 1 meant there were none 
below the grade of captain appointed before 1846; 
that all who are below the grade of captain were 


appointed subsequent to 1846, or a later date, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Well, I will 
not advert to that. Ido not object in the slight- 
est degree to the eulogy which the Senator from 
Mississippi has pronounced upon a distinguished 
oficer, one from whom certainly I have not de- | 
tracted by any remark that i have made. [have 
not raised the objection on that score at all. Ido 
say, however, that when the head of a Depart- 
mentof the Governmentis made and held respons- 
ible for the services that are carried on beneath 
him, he ought to have some opportunity to judge | 
in regard to them; and though he gets it with the 
strong expressions of opinion given from the lc- 
gislative department, he ought to have furnished 
to him power at least to control and to bring toa 
proper subordination, if he does not think it ex- 
ists, those who may he placed under him, and for 
whom he is responsible. Fle is responsible for the 


manner in which their duties are discharged. 
The Senator says that we cannot fix this matter 
fam rather inclined to think he 
s right about that; but really it is a point upon 
which I had never thought before, at Irast to any 
great extent, Í know there are officers whose ap- į 


confirmed according to the Constitution; but there 
are subordinate officers and appointments thatare | 
made by the Departments that do not come here 


vice, is one of those cases. | 
I believe that my friend, the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, himself made this appointment in the 
first place. Ido not think it had to come before | 
the Senate, or that it ever did. I know there j 
were complaints made in that day against ap- į 
pointing to civil service officers of the Army. I | 
do not approve of the objection that was raised 
then; but it was an objection that did exist. 

But the Senator says it is not in our power to 
place the name of Captain Meigs distinctly in the 
amendment, and appoint him. If it is not in our 
power to appoint him distinctly and by name, by 
what process is it that it is more appropriate or 
more legal or more constitutional, that we shall do 
that indirectly which the Senator avows himsclf 
we cannot do directly ? Fle thinks, however, and 
that may be—for I wish to speak of this thing 


apply. Jam not aware as to that atall. [donot 
Lam speaking upon this 


in these Departments; and that the hands of those 


us, ought not to be tied and bound by legislation 
rdirec ĮI do not think that the method 
of legislation or the manner is appropriate. 


Now, as to the Secretary himself, I can say this 


with regard to him: in all the charges and assaults 
that have been made upon him—and they have 
been made on this floor as well as in the public 
papers—I have not seen a single instance where 
they have ever brought back to him any charge 
of corruption or improper conduct. There may 
be something as to a mere matter of judgment or 
taste; but, as to anything that impeaches his in- 
tegrity of character, I have never seen or known 
of any allegation that had been sustained. In the 
investigations that were made here, he was tri- 
umphantly acquitted of anything that was wrong. 
But, without going into that subject, he stands 
here as an officer of the Government, and his 
hands ought not to be houng. Insubordination 
is a thing that is cultivated by a process of this 
sort. Ido not think it ought to exist. At the same 
time I will say that I concur with the Senator 
from Mississippi in the approval, the esteem, and 
the estimate he places upon the officer who is at 
the head of this work. I do not think that any 
other than that officer ought to be put at the head 
of it; but I object to the method of doing so, and 
therefore I call the attention of the Senate to it, 
and Iam willing for them to take a vote upon it. 

Mr.POWELL. Mr. President, for the reason 
assigned by the Senator from Mississippi, that 
we have not the power to designate the name of 
an officer of the engineer corps to do this work, 
j think the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Arkansas ought to prevail. If it be so, 
which I do not doubt, that the President, the 
commander-in-chief of the Army, and the Sec- 
retary of War are responsible for the execution 
of this work, I do not believe that by this indirect 
mode of legislation, they should be compelled to 
keep any particular officer in that service, They, 
being responsible for the manner in which the 
work is executed, ought to be left free to appoint 
any officer of the engineer corps they thought 
qualified to discharge the dutics of the position 
assigned to him. For the reason given by the 
Senator from Arkansas, | think the amendment 
eminently proper. Sir, it would tend to create 
insubordination in the service, to place the officer 


‘in charge of this work beyond the control of his 


superiors—superiors who, it is admitted, are re- 


| sponsible to the country for the faithful and eco- 


nomical execution of the work. 

I know nothing about Captain Meigs except 
what I learn from his public reputation, From 
what I have heard of him, I suppose he isa very 
superior officer. I do not know him personally; 
butif this amendment is designed to put Captain 


| Meigs or any other individual in that position, I 


think it wrong. The head of the Department 
ought to be left free to exercise a sound discre- 
tion, being responsible to the country for the ex- 
ercise of that discretion in such manner as best to 
promote the public interest. I have no doubt 
that there are numerous officers of the rank of 
licutenant in the Army, attached to the corps of 
engineers, eminently qualified to discharge this 
duty. It would strike me, sir, if there were no 
lieutenants in the corps of engineers competent to 
build a bridgé, that we have been educating them 
to very little purpose. Iam not familiar, how- 
ever, With those matters; but } think it proper 
that the head of the Department should be left free 
to appoint such agents as he thought proper to 
carry itout. It may be proper to put the work 
under the contrdf of an officer of this corps of en- 
gincers. H so, the head of the Department, who 
is responsible, should be left in the exercise of a 
full and unembarrassed discretion in selecting the 
officer that is to carry iton, So faras I am ad- 
vised, I would as soon have Captain Meigs asany 
other officer. f have no personal acquaintance 
with him. Ihave no doubt he is worthy of the 
high culogium passed upon him; but I dare say 
that there are many other officers of the corps of 
engineers who are competent to execute this work 
as ably and skillfully as Captain Meigs. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 


| in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 


to the amendment. 

The arngend ment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
amendment excepted from those adopted in com- 
mittee will be read. 

The Secretary read it, to strike out the follow- 


| ing section: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 


to prevent the destruction of said light-house and pier. 


money to repair them or complete them, are being 


1860. : 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


$30,000, heretofore appropriated by-act of 3d March, 1859, 
for the purpose of repairs and incidental expenses to the 
light-house at Oswego and buildings connected therewith, 
and which remains unexpended, may be used and applied 
for repairing and securing and protecting the pier con- 
nected with the Jight-house at Oswego, New York, so as 


Mr. KING. The section continuing this ap- 
propriation was a part of the bill as it came from 
the House. The Committee on Finance, I be- 
lieve, recommended striking it out. The piers 
constructed at Oswego have been made at a ver 
great expense to the Government. They are sal 
uable picrs, and some of them, for the want of 


injured by the heavy swell of the waves from the 
lake. This light-house, for which the appropri- 
ation had been made, and which appropriation it 
ig now asked should be continued to the piers, is 
built upon them, and is in danger of falling from 
these heavy swells. They ask that this money 
may be appropriated to sustain that portion of the 
picr, and to fasten theend work of the light-house 
so as to prevent its falling; to continue to repair 
it, as.l understand. I have sent for the member 
from the Oswego district to get the facts. I trust 
that the amendment of the committee may not be 
concurred in. I would be glad to hear from the 
chairman of the committee some reason for it. 
Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from New York 
is entirely in error in his facts. This appropria- 
tion was made for the purpose of securing the 
foundation of the light-house at the end of the 
pierat Oswego. The Light-House Board appropri- 
ated every dollar necessary for that purpose, and 
there is an outstanding balance, after they have 
done the work, of $30,000, which the parties want 
them to appropriate to répair that part of the pier 
which is not necessary to secure the foundation of 
the light-house. Now, if gentlemen are resolved 
to make these improvements, put them in your 
internal improvement bills; your river and harbor 
bills. That is fair. The idea of getting the har- 
bors at Oswego and Chicago improved without 
the others, is against the principle of internal im- 
rovements, and Í think Senators who favor these 
improvements, ought not to allow it. Gentlemen 
want this money for the pier, because there was 
more money aos iopriated than was necessary for 
the light-house. The Light-House Board can, if 
it is necessary, spend every dollar of it. They 
have to-day the right, under the appropriation, to 
use every dollar necessary to secure the founda- 
tion of the light-house; but that board, with sin- 
gular fidelity to the law and their duty, say they 
have done that, and there are $30,000 over. Now 
the object is to appropriate that overplus to the 
improvement of whe pier. I say it should go on 
a regular internal improvement bill, and take its 
chance with the others. That is the proper place 
for it, and not an appropriation bill, They are 
attempting, indirectly, to get through particular 
items of internal improvement, Gentlemen say 
we have the money, and we may as well appro- 
priate it for this; but it is not necessary for the | 
light-house. i 


The light, in this instance, is in- 
tended to hide the darkness of the transaction. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the Senator from 
Georgia docs not state this matter quite as it is, 
or rather he does not state the whole of it. 4. Phe | 
fact is, that this light-house stands on the ond of 
the pier. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is true. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The pier leads out from 
the shore ina circular form, and on the end of 
that pier stands the light. They have both, as Í 
understand, been erected by the Government. A 
year or two ago, Congress appropriated for the | 
repair of the light-house $30,000, and for the re- 
pair of the pier, $10,000. 


The Light-House Board 
appropriated, out of the light-house appropria- 
tion, which was $30,000, $10,000, and with that 
appropriation have made all the repairs neces- 


sary. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the Senator will allowme, he 
is undera mistake. They did notappropriate one 
dollar for the repair, except as connected with the 
light-house. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am speaking of the 
light-house. Esay, $30,000 being appropriated 
for the light-house, and $10,000 for the pier, they 
used $10,006, and in so doing made all the neces- 


sary repairs for the light-house, leaving $20,000 | 


| 
| 
| 
|| breaches to repair. 
| 
t 


remains, therefore, of those two appropriations, 
$30,000 not used at all; and what they askis, that 
the matter may be turned around; that is; that 
the $30,000 appropriated, they say, by a misun- 
derstanding or mistake, originally to the light- 
house, may be appropriated to the pier. It isa 
fact that the pier is fast being torn away and de- 
stroyed by the action of the water, and unless an 
appropriation is made, it probably: will be de- 
stroyed altogether, and I suppose will endanger 
the light. That furnishes access to the light-house 
from the shore, and if it is swept away they can 
only get to the light-house, as they do to other 


| light-houses off upon the water, by boats. The 


appropriations haveall been made—$30,000to one, 
and $10,000 to another; $10,000 has repaired the 
light-house itself, and $30,000 remains; and they 
ask that that $30,000 be used for the pier. Lun- 
derstand it is all one concern. This is the expla- 
nation given to me, as shown by a drawing; and 
I understand it to be so. Itisa change of this 
appropriation to what is one thing in reality. I 
am opposed to striking out this appropriation, 
and hope it will be kept in. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have stated that the answer 
to the gentleman is that the Light-House Board 
are charged with this thing, and they say not one 
dollar is necessary for securing the light-house. 
They do not ask it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They have appropriated 
all that is necessary at this moment. The board, 
I should presume, will very soon need more. It 
is natural to suppose so. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the repair of any 
damage that might be done in the light-house it- 
self would not be a very expensive matter. It is 
built to stand. It is the foundation, which is the 
pier, that is the subject of expense. Iam per- 
sonally familiar with the plan of this harbor. I 
have often been there and seen it, though I have 


by the Representative 
is danger to the pier from the heavy swells which 
I know have made breaches in it, and expensive 
During a heavy storm, if a 
breach is once made in that pier, there is danger 
to the whole of it. Jt is not more than four or 
five hundred feet, I should think, from the end of 
the pier to the shore; yet a breach in it would 
endanger the whole pier. In a heavy storm in 


so that if there be any danger to this pier, as lam 
told there is, this appropriation is as much neces- 
sary to preserve the light-house as it is to pre- 
serve the picr, though l am not disposed to make 
| the distinction which the geniJeman from Georgia 
takes. I should desire the ‘use of this money 
which has been appropriated to the preservation 
of the pier, and it would bea matter of great econ- 
omy to the Government to expend there ten or 
twenty thousand dollars in giving security and 
permanence to an expensive work like that, rather 
than allow a storm to destroy it when ultimately 
it will be rebuilt—at least I hope and trust it will 
—and will then cost a great dea] of money. 
think economy requires that we should convert 
this appropriation to it. 

I have not examined the documents in this 
matter; but my information is from the Repre- 
sentative of the district, who, Í have no doubt, has 
| stated to me accurately the facts. Differences of 
| opinion may exist about the propricty of these 
| expenditures; but, as Isaid, the simple use of this 
money in the repairing and putting thelight-house 
in good condition for the light, without reference 
l to its foundation, or to US connection with the 
i shore, is one matter; and yet, in my judgment, 


| 

| important to the preservation of the light-house 
as its own light, and just exactly as necessary to 
| its continuance. ne: ; 
i Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to call the attention of 
| the Senate to one idea. We ect loose statements, 
as the gentleman says, from members of the 
| other House who have not considered the subject. 
| We have got this light-house system now under 
| a scientific and intelligent body of men. We ap- 
| propriated all of this money, aud they could have 
used every dollar for the security of the founda- 
tion and the light, if it was necessary. T have 
looked into this subject. It was my duty to do 
so. They have used every dollar that was neces- 


out of that sum, and $10,000 they did notexpend 
at all; so that nothing was done to the pier. There | 


sary; and this is simply an attempt to get the har- 


|| bor improved, under the color of an appropriation 


not been there fora year or two. Ihave been told | 
from that district that there | 


that neighborhood, a tremendous swell comes 1n; ; 


| have no doubt the preservation of that piler is as | 


{ 
i 


| 
f 
| 
| 
‘ 
{ 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 


for thé light: It is not worth while 


| for a light-house, and ict 


humbug aboutit: ` ee 4 
Mr. SIMMONS: désire to inquire of the Sén- 
ator from Georgia if'any part of the $10;000'ap- 
propriated: for the improverient of ‘the pier has 
been expended? 2 n aS ee 
Mr. TOOMBS. . Here isthe way it w 
arated—I do not know which: fund ‘they 
a portion of the appropriation was. to see 
foundation, and the other was for the 
light-house. “They might have taken ert: 
to which fund they charged itto; made no" 
ence under the character of the appropriation. ~~ 
Mr. SIMMONS. I understand from the Sen- 
ator from Maine that $10,000 was appropriated 
to repair the pier and $30,000 to repair the 1 cht- 
house. AAST ATID CHART Tp 
Mr. TOOMBS. ` There was not a dollar for the 
repair of the pier, independent of securing ‘the. 
light-house—not a dollar; nota dimes". 
‘Mr. SIMMONS. - Then they were’ bo 
gether appropriated for the same work. Now 


i tož 

zie 
the security of the pier tends to secure the light- 
house, and they were all blended, you ‘have no 
right to take the fund away.’ If they were not 
blended, and there was an appropriation of $10,000 
for the pier and $30,000 for the light, and‘ you 


spent $10,000'on the light, the most you conld 
claim would be to-get the other $20,000) <5. <> 
Mr. TOOMBS. We are notclaiming it. “You 


are trying to do it, We are leaving it just where 
the appropriation ‘put it. EEE aN Eee 
Mr. SIMMONS. 1 understand the’ House bill 
continues the appropriation of $30,000 that was 
first appropriated... GS gf Ep 
Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; it diverts it." >” 
Mr. SIMMONS. To what? ae 
Mr. TOOMBS.: To the pier. ` ; = 
Mr. SIMMONS. But, sir, that is the work it 
was appropriated for, and that is what I am talk- 
ing about; but the Senator wantsto push itaround, 
and get $10,000 from the pier that was appropri- 


ated for 1t, because $10,000 of the other appropri- 


ation was spent for the light-house. a 
_ Mr. TOOMBS. I presume the Senator is not 
informed. Not one single statement that he has 


i made is correct. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I get my information from 
the Senator. 

Mr. KING. The Senator from Georgia ‘will 
allow me to say that this light-house stands on 
the pier. SR 4 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, 
to the Senate. : ? k 

Mr. KING. The pier upon which it'standsis 
as much a part of the light-house as the building 
itself. Itis its foundation. nod Da 

Mr. SIMMONS. It seems to mé that some- 
body has got the notion that there is some diffi- 
culty about repairing an internal improvement. 
Those who do notagree to the constitutional power 
to make internal improvements vote against an ap- 
propriation for an internal improvement, but it 
does not follow that they should not keep one 
already made in repair. Would they refuseto 
spend a few thousand dollars to secure a great 
harbor? Do you mean to let all your internal im- 
provements go to ruin because you: doubt the: 

ower to make them by your ancestors? © That 
is the question. f Ga 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thereis no such question here. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is exactly the question 
here. Here was an appropriation that was made 
years ago, when this new-fashionéd light had not 
been sprung upon Congress, and because it wants 
alittle repair and an appropriation made to repair 


sir; and explained that 


|| it, itis sought to divert that to the light-house, and 


then take away the appropriation that was made 
; it go to the ‘Treasury. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Ihave only to-repeat that the 
Senator from Rhode Island has to make his facts 
as he goesalong. He does not state the case, > 
Mr. SIMMONS, I take the facts froma mem- 
ber of the committee. I take them as you state 
them. mek 
Mr. TOOMBS. You do not have them right. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I take your statement, There 
was $40,006 appropriated to this work, securing 
the light-house which was built upon the pier, 
and they have spent $10,000, and have repaired it. 
Mr. TOOMBS. ‘That is not the way either. 
Mr. SIMMONS. “That is the way you stated it. 
Mr. TOOMBS. No, [did not. ; 
Mr, SIMMONS. That is exactly as Í hefird it. 
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Mr. TOOMBS. . It is. unnecessary to attempt 
té-explain it to you. . 
Mr. KING. “Ihave no disposition to discuss 
the question of principle in relation to the object 
for which this money shall be expended; but I 
desire the Senate to understand the fact that this 
light-house stands on a pier, The construction 

“of the pier is the construction of the light-house, 
and this.is necessary 

Mr. TOOMBS. “That is not so. You may 
make statements here, but the official evidence is 
that everything was repaired that was necessary 
to the security of the light-house. 

Mr. KING. Do you understand that the light- || 
house stands on the pier? ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. KING. How do you suppose it would 
stand if you removed the pier? 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 suppose the light-house to 
be at the end, about five hundred yards, and that 
a breach in the pier would not necessarily affect 
the foundation of the light-house. ` 

Mr. KING. There is nothing like that dis- 
tance between the end of the pier and the shore. 
‘What I stated, and which the Senator from Geor- 

ia.does not understand to be the fact, is, what I i 
now to be so, that this light-house stands on the ; 
rier, and that there is injury to the pier even in 
its best condition from the severe storms of that 
lake. It is the storm undoubtedly that has made 
a breach in itif there be one. I suppose there is, 
or this appropriation would not have been made || 
for its repair. A single heavy storm may at any 
time destroy the pier from the shore, or from 
wherever a breach may be, to its end, and with 
the pier, of course, would fall the light-house. 
The preservation of the pier is as necessary to 
the continuation of the light-house as its founda- 
tion or wails are. 
But, as L said, E am not disposed to allude to 
the disposition here to refuse to expend appro- 
priations for the purposes for which Congress 
may, by law, direct them to be expended, or au 
thorize them to be expended. I know there are 
differences of opinion about these expenditures || 
for harbors. For myself, I do not see any harm | 
in making some expenditures for them; and Lam | 
unwilling that this pier and light-house at Oswego || 
i 
| 


should be deprived of the benefit of money which 
has been appropriated to them, upon a misunder- 
standing of the fact. The fact is, the light-house 
stands on the pier, and its preservation is neces- | 
sary to the light-house, which is essential to the |: 
navigation of that lake. As this money has been | 
appropriated, I hope the Senate will not strike it | 
out, and refuse to continue it, I will simply ask | 
for the yeas and nays. Ido not suppose any ar- 
gument or statement would change any vote of: 
the Senate; but I want the facts understood. ii 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | 
Mr. MALLORY. As the yeas and nays are 
ordered, 1 want to place myself right upon the | 
record. Many years ago there was a universal 
complaint in the country that the light-house sys- 
tem in the United States was the worst in the 
world; that we expended the most money and 
obtained the fewest advantages. After mature 
consideration, the entire system was changed, 
and, instead of intrusting the system of light- : 
houses and the whole department to the Fifth Au- 
ditor, where, until that time, ithad been, we raised | 
a special corps—-nay, we sent men abroad to in- | 
quire into the lighthouse systems of Europe, and ; 
we incorporatéd somewhat of those systems into | 
our-own. No one who has examined the subject ' 
can say that we have not made a very great im- : 
provement in this respect. F want to know now, i; 
when we have appropriated money annually, and į: 
given the expenditure of it to this Light-House 
Board, and confided to them a system which, in | 
their hands, has worked admirably, and no com- : 
plaints, that I know of anywhere why we should `! 
seek to go beyond them, and, not only that, but i 
appropriate money where they tell you they do |: 
not need it. Itis difficult to get appropriations 
here in behalf. of those branches of the Govern- | 
ment which absolutely require appropriations, ` 
such as the Army and the Navy; but here isa | 
scientific corps of men, who confessedly conduct 
this system admirably, who come forward and tell 
you they danot want that money for this purpose; ` 
and you are insisting upon giving itto them when | 


they tell you it is not necessary. That Is the con- | 
ditiowof facts. The money is not wanted fer a i; 


| light-house; but the money is wanted for a pier, 


: expended all that was needed for the light-house, 


| The question comes back exactly to what I said: 


: ing, leaving $30,000 unexpended; and now, what 


| the best lights and comparing the different lights. 
| Although they may be very scientific men, Ido 


i ive structures, because built upon the edge of the 


' diviously expended by them. $ 


‘of that lake. The Representative for that dis- | 


| point, but one of the most important on that 


' section of the bill, in relation to the pier at Os- ; 


: resulted—yeas 29, nays 22; as follows: 


: man, Davis 
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which will incidentally, perhaps, affect the hght- 
house, but immediately will affect. the harbor. 
Now, I trust we shall not appropriate, unless it 
will appear manifestly necessary and essential, 
against the advice of those to whom we naturally 
look for advice. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Light-House Board, 
as I understand it, have given no sort of advice 
upon the subject. They simply say that they 
have expended all money upon the light-house 
they needed, and that nothing more is necessary 
to the light-house. There is no dispute about 
that. They do not give any advice or opinion 
about the pier, one way or the other. That was 
not within their jurisdiction; and gentlemen may 
dismiss, therefore, from their minds all idea that 
this is disapproved by the Light-House Board. 
They neither approved or disapproved. They 


and there stopped, and said that was all that was 
necessary. They said nothing about the pier. 


by a misapprehension, $30,000 was appropriated 
to the light-house, and $10,000 for the pier; the 
pier was put under nobody’s care particularly; the 
Light-House Board expended $10,000 on the light- 
house, being all that was necessary on the build- 


is asked is, that that may be applied+to the pier. 
In my judgment, you must so apply it, or your 
light-house will go down, sooner or later, lt 
surcly cannot stand when the whole foundation is 
knocked out, as it will be, unless some such ap- 
propriation is now made. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Weare told by the Senator 
from Florida thatthere isa Light-ELouse Board that 
have been traveling through Europe for sceuring 


not believe that their opinion about building a | 
stone wall is any better than if they knew nothing 
about a light-house. 

Mr. MALLORY. In reply to that, the Light- 
House Board have constructed very extraordinary 
structures throughout the country. They have 
nut serew-pile lights, cightand ten miles from the 
[hind on our coast. They are going on in a man- 
ner entirely satisfactory to the country, They 
eallon us annually, and make recommendations 
for this purpose; and I ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island, why go beyond that? 

Mr. SIMMONS. | do not say anything against 
the Light-House Board. ‘They have dove their |} 
duty well. Lam not complaining of them, j 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire the Senator from |i 

| 
! 


Florida to tell me what has been the cost of the | 
rection of certain lighthouses on the coast, un- | 
der this Light-House Board of whieh he speaks? | 

Mr. MALLORY. 
the cost, and I cannot tell. 1 

Mr. HAMLIN. Several hundred thousand | 
dollars. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will say that I do not)! 
know that any money has been improperly ex- 
pended. The light-houses have been very expens- 


L have not taken note of |! 


great ocean, where they were required. But for 
this light-house, the pier probably never would 
have been constructed. Ido not know of a sin- : 
glo cent that has ever been extravagantly or inju- | 


Mr. KING. I stated, when I was up before, 
that this light is essential to the safe navigation 


trict, for whom I sent with reference to the mat- | 
ter, informs me—and I mention the fact that 
Senators may see that this js not an unimportant į 


lake—that the value of its commerce last year, by 
actual returns, was $35,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
ison concurring inthe amendment made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on striking out the second 


wego. . 

Mr: DURKEE. I desire to say that I have 
paired off on this question. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Brown, Cling- | 


ch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, 


, 


atham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugh, | 
Rice, saulsbury, Slidell, Toombs, Wigiall, and Yulee—29. i 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Kennedy, King, Simmons, Sumner, ‘fen 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—22. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I now make the motion that 
the Senate take a recess until six o’clock. By 
that meatis we shall be enabled to finish the bill 
to-night, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Senate take a recess until six o’clock. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Various Senators suggest half 
past six. [Oh no; six o’clock.’7] Very well; 
let it be six. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Before the question is put, I 
ask leave, with the consent of the Senate, to intro- 
duce a bill, in order to have it referred. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I object. 

The motion of Mr. Super, was agreed to; 
there being, on a division—ayes 32, noes 20; and 
the Senate took a recess until six o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 


PETITION. 

Mr. IVERSON presented the petition of Eu- 
phemia M. Sinclair, widow of William Sinclair, 
apurser in the Navy, deceased, praying a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 358) for the relief of Thomas R. 
Livingston, reported it without amendment. 

Ele also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 517) for the relief 
of George F. Means, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
935) for the relief of congressional township two 
north of range nine west of the fourth principal 
meridian, in Adams county, State of Illinois, re- 
ported it without amendment, 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print the me- 
morial of J. D. Andrews, late United States consul 
gencral to the British North American Provinces, 
in relation to the commercial intercourse between 
the United States and those provinces, under the 
reciprocity treaty, reported adversely thercon; 
and the report was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill now 


| pending in the Senate, giving the assent of Con- 
| gress to the levying of tonnage duties by the State 


of Louisiana for the improvement of the Pass à 
Outre of the Mississippi river, reported ad- 
versely on the motion to print, and that the reso- 


‘Intions be referred to the Committee gn Com- 


merce; which was agreed to. 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT, 


Mr. FITCH. A resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, on the motion of the Sen- 
ator fom Rhode Island, [Mr. AnrHowy,} on the 
subject of printing extra numbers of the mechan- 
ical portion of the Patent Office report. The 
facts are set forth in the preamble. Perhaps it 
will be as well to state them verbally as to read 
them. 

Early in the session the Committee on Printing 
reported in favor of printing certaig extra nuni- 
bers of the mechanical portion of the Patent Office 
report. The resolution was amended in the Sen- 
ate, so as to provide for the printing of two thou- 
sand for the burean and an indefinite number, one 
for every patentee, the number of patentecs not 
being known nor estimated, Subsequently, dur- 
ing my temporary absence from the Scnate, the 
Senator from Rhode Island moved that the num- 
ber thus ordered for the use of the bureau and 
patentees should be diverted to the use of the Sen- 


i ate, leaving the bureau and patentecs withoutany. 


The resolution, which I-now send to the desk, 
which we report back favorably, provides for giv- 
ing those first ordered the direction then contem- 


: Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Jobnson of Arkansas, Lane, Hi plated, and printing ten thousand for the use of 


the Senate. I ask that it be considered now. 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
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to consider the resolution; and it was adopted, as 
follows: : ; 

Whereas the copies of the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Patents on arts and manufactures, originally 
intended for the Patent Office, have been diverted to the 
use of the Senate, and the number ordered was indefinite : 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies of said report be 
printed for the use of the Senate, and that the number of 
copies heretofore ordered be printed for the use of the Pat- 
ent Office, one copy te be sent to each patentee. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing have 
had under consideration two bills upon the sub- 
ject of a change in the present system of printing, 
which were referred to them, and the resolutions 
of the select committee adopted yesterday, direct- 
ing them to inquire into the expediency of re- 
porting some modification of the present system, 


either a return to the contract system, or some | 


other mode; and the majority report back the 
joint resolution (H, R. No, 22) in relation to the 
public printing without amendment; the minor- 
ity reports another bill—the minority being the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis.] Í ask 
that these bills—perhaps ] had better say the bill 
of the majority, for doubtless the Senator from 
Mississippi intends moving his as a substitute— 
that the bill of the committee and the amendment 
may be made the special order for Thursday morn- 
ing at twelve o'clock, I presume it will be quickly 
disposed of. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope not. Ido not think 
we should make any special orders at this time. 

Mr. FITCH. Objection is made to making the 
bill the special order for Thursday. Can it be 


made the special order, by general consent, fozi! 


Friday? 
Mr. TOOMBS. I hope we shall not make ita 
special order. We have a great many bills before 


us. . 

Mr. CLARK. I suggest that we let it lie over 
for the present; and it can be taken up at the first 
convenient opportunity—at any time that the Sen- 
ator can get the floor. 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is no use of making 
special orders at this time of the session. 

Mr. FITCH. At the request of Senators 
around me, J will not press it. 


PUBLIC PRINTING INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. FITCH. Arcsolution was referred to the 
Committee on Printing relative to the majority 
and minority reports of the late select committee 
on the subject of printing. They direct me to re- 
port in favor of printing the usual number of both 
the majority and the minority reports, but against 
any extra numbers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee. 

“Mr. KING. As the motion was made by the 
Senator from Louisiana to print the majority re- 
ort; I think the subject had better lie over until 
e comes in, 

Mr. FITCH, Ido not ask its present consid- 
eration. ; 

* Mr. TOOMBS. I hope it willbe taken up. 

Mr. KING. I have no objection. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [hope the question will be 
taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
ison concurring in the report of the committee. 

Mr. FITCH. Perhaps, as suggested by the 
Senator from New York, we had better wait for 
the presence of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. KING. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. FITCH. Both the reports were published 
and disseminated broadly throughout the country 
in the publie press and through the Globe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Sen- 
ator have the report lie over? 

Mr. TOOMBS. lam content. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to print will lie over. 

Mr. FITCH. There was also referred to the 
Committee on Printing a resolution to inquire 
into the expediency of printing the journal of the 
select committee, The committee direct me to 


The motion 


i : ee 
z report in favor of printing the usual number, and 


two thousand extra copies; the extra copies to be 
bound with the evidence taken before the same 
| committee, which has already been ordered to be 
printed. It forms a part, they think, of that 
matter. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole 


| to the Senators in the ordinary manner in which 


subject will lie over until the Senator from Lou- 
isiana arrives. 

Mr. KING subsequently said: The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. SLIDELL} has now come in, 
and I believe he assents to action on the report of 
the Committee on Printing; and therefore I move 
to take up the report made by the chairman of 
that committee, and let it be disposed of. It will 
take but a minute. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITCH. As the report was verbal, per- 
haps I may as well state it, as the Senator from 
Louisiana is now in his seat. The committee 
reported in favor of printing the usual number of 
the majority and minority reports, or speeches of 
the late select committee, but no extra numbers; 
and in favor of printing two thousand extra copies 
of the journal, to accompany and to be bound 
with the evidence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee. 

Mr. PUGH. What is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To print the 
usual number of the reports, and two thousand 
copies of the journal. 

Mr. FITCH. The report is simply in favor 
of printing the usual number of the reports, or 
views of the majority and minority, and printing 
the usual nunfber and two thousand extra copies 
of the journal of the committee, to accompany the 
volume of evidence which has already been pub- 
lished. 

Mr. HALE. And to be bound with it? 

Mr. FITCH. And to be bound with the vol- 
use. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report 
should be accompanied witha written statement, 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 object to the report. If com- 
mittees will not bring in reports in writing, I will 
object to them and oppose them. We are voting 


upon mere verbal statements, nothing else in the 
world. I hope we shall not act upon this report, 
but shall proceed to the order of the day. | am 
perfectly willing to take up reports and take a 
vote on them when regularly made, but not upon 
oral reports that we have got to make up some 
other time. 

Mr. FITCH. I care nothing about it, and am 
indifferent whether it be taken up now or never. 
The Committee on Printing are compelled to make 
so many small reports that it would be impossible 
to reduce them all to writing; and they are so 
short, it would be unnecessary. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This matter has been ex- 
plained three times in the Senate, and they do not 
understand it yet. I have paid attention to it, and 
do understand it. 

Mr. KING. As this subject is before the Sen- 
ate, I desire to make a statement in relation to 
the two thousand extra copies of the testimony. 
Tt was not, that Lam aware of, the intention of the 
committee to appropriate to their own use those 
copies; but in some way the motion was entered as 
two thousand extra copies for the use of the com- 
mittee. I move that they be distributed equally 


extra numbers are distributed. I desire that these 
extra numbers, both of the testimony and of the 
journal, shall be for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the report will lie over 
under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. Is there ob- 
jection to taking the question on the order re- 
ported by the committee? 

Mr. PUGH. {do not understand the report. 
I cannot understand it. One gentleman says 
this is to be printed, and that, and the other. I 
think, with due submission, it ought to be ex- 
plamed. 

Mr. FITCH. Tean explain itin one moment— | 
in much shorter time than I could write it—to the 
comprehension of the Senate. Let the question 
be taken first on printing the report and views of 
the majority and minority, We reported against 
any extra numbers, and in favor of the usual 
numbers only. That is a distinct and separate 
vote, and is comprehensible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on concurring in that re- 

ort? Sar! 

The report was concurred in. , 

Mr. FITCH. We alsoreport in favor of print- 
ing the usual number, and two thousand extra 


numbers; of the journal, a short document to ac- 
company the evidences o oci ni T oii ; 

Mr. SLIDELL. “Thavé but a word to say 
this subject: It-ig-a matter of perfect indiffere: 
to me whether the speech, which is ‘now called’ 
report, of the Senator from New York, should be. : 
printed or not. The proposition was mäđe dis- 
tinctly, emphatically, to. the Senator ‘from: 
York, to put his views, whatever they ‘might bé, 
in the form of a report. He preferred 16: make it 
in the form of a speech.» As I'said before s1 th 
it was a stump speech, The report of the major- 
ity of the committee was very maturely’ consid- 
ered, and, I think, presents a precise statement’ 
of all the facts in the case. If the Senate choose’ 
te print the speech of ‘the Senator from’ New 

ork- u . rs Ẹ 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thatis passed. ne 
A Mr. SLIDELL. Notatall; I beg your pär- 
on. N 
Mr. KING. That report has been adopted 

Mr. SLIDELL. ‘Then I have no more to say.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on concurring in the reportto print the journal 
and two thousand extra copies. ieee 

Mr. SLIDELL. Iwill move to reconsider the 
vote ordering the printing of thé reports, and let 
it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. POLK. I should like to know what the’ ' 
journal is that is proposed to be printed, and two 
thousand extra copies. ` et oe ele. 

Mr. FITCH, I will explain it to the Senator’s 
satisfaction, and then I hope the matter, will be 
dropped. Ido not care whether it is ‘ever printed 
or not. The evidence was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed; but 
it did not contain the journal of the proceedings 
of the committee. That is a very brief matter, 


The motion 


| with the conclusions to which the committee ar- 


rive, and certain sundry resolutions. The jour- 
nal is nothing but their proceedings, which ought 
to have been attached to the evidence; but it was 
not, because the committee had not closedits ses- 
sions. The journal, then, consists simply of the 
record of their proceedings, without the evidence, 
to which it ought to have been attached, and, the 
resolutions adopted in the committee, which are 
their conclusions on the subject. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on concurring in the report 
of the Committee on Printing to print the ‘usual 
number of the journal, and two thousand addi- 
tional copies? i ' i 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have no sort of objection to 
that, and hope it will be adopted. : 

Mr. KING. Iwas going to add, inasmuch as 
the motion was entered that this testimony was 
for the use of the committee, that there be added 
to this motion that the journal and testimony be 
for the asc of the Senate instead of the committee; 
so that they may be distributed among Senators 
in equal numbers. I desire to add the words: 
s for the use of the Senate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. 
cation will be made, if there-be no.objection. 
Chait hears none. 

The report in relation tó the journal was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move now that we proceed 
to the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. KING. T hope we shall dispose of the 
motion to reconsider the report in favor of print- 
ing the majority and minority reports. There is 
no reason why they should not be printed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ` I object to the consideration 
of itnow. The thing is going to take up time. 

Mr. KING. 1 think it will take no time, ex- 
cept to have a vote on the motion. I do not 
suppose there is an disposition to discuss it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 6 is objected to. It has been 
discussed already for half an hour; and my pa- 
tience is worn out. . I yielded through courtesy, 
because it was said it would only take a minute, 
and there have been already three or four ex- 


That modifi- 
The 


! planations on it, while nobody cares a sixpence 


aboutit. i 

Mr. KING. Ifa single objection can put it 
aside, | have nothing to say; but I suppose, when 
a subject is before the Senate by the consent of 
the Senate, that a single objection cannot set it 
aside, and that it can only be done by a votg.or 
the Senate. 
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“The PRESIDENT: pro tempore. The report 
made bythe chairman of the committee was made 
with. the unanimous consent of the Senate. The 
question is therefore before the Senate, and if in- 
sisted upon, the vote must be taken. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. [call the attention of the Chair 
to another view. That report was acted on, and 
ihema motion to reconsider was entered. Does 
that motion to reconsider take such priority.that 
it isih order at. any time when a bill is before 
ihe Senate? ‘It wasia separate motion. L admit 

that the question, by- unanimòus consent, was 

disposed of. A motion to. reconsider was entered. 

Can that motion be take up without the consent 

of a majority, or a unanimous vote of the Senate? 

“The, PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the 
business now before the Senate—the Senate hav- 
ing entertained the measure. 

‘Mr. FITCH. The Senator from New York 
can reach his object—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say it is not. good faith, 
either. 

Mr. FITCH. | I will say to the Senator from 
Georgia, that two thousand copies were ordered 
to be printed for the cémmittce, and they do not 
want them, but desire them to be sent to the fold- 

_ing-room, and be distributed to Senators. 
Several Senators. That has been already 


one, i A 

Mr. KING. Iwill remark to the Senator from 
Georgia, that I was not aware this subject would 
take any time. Before calling up this motion, I 
spoke to the Senator from Louisiana, and under- 
stood him to assent to the adoption of the report 
of the committee. 

“Mr. SLIDELL. Ido not object to it. I de 
not care at all about it. Itis a matter of entire 
indifference to me. 

. Mr. KING. I had consulted with the Senator 
from Louisiana, and I should like to have it dis- 
posed of, 

. Mr. TOOMBS. 1 simply wish to state that we 
consented to take up, this matter on the ground 
that it would not create difficulty, Tere, a mo- 
tion to reconsider is entered, which shows dissat- 
isfaction and dissent; and now we are to take that 
upand discuss it. 1 say itis not fair treatment, in 
view of the way in which the consent was given, 

Mr. KING.” [think the vote could be taken 
in less time than we are talking about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
insists on taking the votë on the motion of the 
Senator from Louisiana, to reconsider the vote 
adopting the report of the Committe 


select committee on printing. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I withdraw the motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the un- 
- finished business is before the Senate. 


WESTERN MILITARY ASYLUM, 


Mr. POWELL. Task the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take upa bill (EL. R, No. 324) 
authorizing the sale of the Military Asylum at 
Harrodsburg, Kentucky. There will be no con- 
test about it at all. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. POWELL. 
Affairs have reported a substitute for this bill. 
The other day I sent up some amendments to the 
orginal bill, T now send some amendments to the 
substitute, to which I understand there will be no 
objection from the committee; and then [hope 
the bill will be put upon its passage. 

The Secretary read the amendments: to amend 
the first section of the substitute by inserting in 
the fourth line, after the word “authorized,” the 
words ‘and required” and after the word ‘fasy- 
lums,” in the fifth | 


the section to add the following: 


Provided further, Tbat said sale be made within 
months from and after the passage of this act 5 
is notto take place unless the property bring at least $25,000, 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. l move to fill the blank by the 
word “twelve.” 3 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on the amendment of the committee, as 
amended 

The amendment was agreed to. 


eon Printing, | 
to print the majority and minority reports of the | 


The Committee on Military | 


but said sale į 


ine, to insert the words at || 
‘Harrodsburg, Kentucky; and at the end of 


The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in, and or- 
dered: tò be engrossed and the bill’ to be read a 
third time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 


by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in which 
the concurrence’ of the Senate was-requested: 

A bill (No. 350) making appropriations for 
light-houses, beacons, buoys, &c.; and 

‘A bill. (No. 500) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1861. 

RETURN OF BILLS. 


The message further announced the return to 
the Senate by the Hlouse, in pursuance of its re- 

uest, of the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 84) to facilitate communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States by elce- 
tric telegraph; and 

A bill (S. No. 271) for the relief of John P. 
Brown. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States had approved and signed, 
on the 5th instant, the following acts: 

An act (H. R. No. 520) directing the convey- 
ance of alot of ground for the use of the public 
schools in the city of Washington; and 

An act (H. R. No. 656) for the relief of Mary 
J. Harris, widow of Colonel Thomas L. Harris, 
deceased. 

On the 7th instant he approved and signed an 


act (H. R. No. 284) for the relief of John Ww. 


| Taylor, and certain other assignees of preémption 


land locations. 

On the 9th instant he approved and signed the 
following acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (H. R. No. 85) for the relief of R. K. 
Doebler; 

An act (I. R. No. 130) to pay the State of 
Missouri the amount expended by said State in 
repelling the invasion of the Osage Indians; 

‘An act (H. R. No. 214) for the relief of Charles 
W. Brooks, of New York; 

An act (H. R. No. 219) granting a pension to 
Major John F. Hunter; 

Än act (EL. R. No. 224) for the relief of W. Y. 
Hansell, the heirs of W. H. Underwood, and the 
representatives of Samuel Rockwell; 

‘An ack (H. R. No. 230) for the relief of Shade 
Calloway; 

An act (II. R. No. 233) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of five deceased clerks in the 
Philadelphia custom-house; 

An act (EH. R. No. 236) for the relief of John 
Dixon; : 

Anact (H.R.No. 237) for the relief of Anthony 
Schlander; 

An act (H. R. No. 262) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Frangois Guillory; 

‘An act (H. R. No. 266) for the relief of Brevet 
Lieutenant Colonel Martin Burke and Captain 
Charles S. Winder, of the United Stites Army 3 

An act (H. R. No. 269) granting a pension to 
James Lacy, of Grainger county, Tennessee; 

An act (H. R. No. 272) granting a pension to 
Adelaide Adams, widow of Commander George 
Adams, of the United States Navy; 

An act (H. R. No. 277) for the relief of Web- 
ster S. Steele; 

An act (H. R. No. 313) granting a pension to 
Abraham Crum; 

An act (H. R. No. 314) for the relief of Emma 
A. Wood, widow of the late Brevet Major 
George W. F. Wood, of the United States 
Army; 


An act (H.R. No. 318) for the relief of An- 


| drew E. Marshall; 


An act (H.R. No.340) for the relief of Charles 


|! James Lanman; 


An act (H. R. No. 342) for the relief of James 
Phelan; ; 

An act (H.R. No. 344) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Sylvester Day, late a sur- 
geon in the United States Army; 

An act (H. R. No. 349) for the relief of Peter 
Rogerson & Son, of St. John’s, Newfoundland, 
owners of the British brig Jessie; 

An act (H.R. No. 393) granting an invalid pen- 
sin to Nathan Randall, 


| An act (H. R. No. 528) for the relief of Beda 
| Hayes, widow of Dudley Hayes, of Granby, 
Hartford county, Connecticut; 3 

An act (H. R. No. 600) for the relief of the 
children and heirs of Alexander Montgomery; 
An act (H. R. No. 627) for the relief of the 
widow and other heirs of William Higgins, de- 
ceased; E 

An act (H.R: No 680) for the relief of Gott- 
lieb Scheerer; : 

An act (H. R. No. 370) for the relief of Israel 
Johnson; 

-An act. (H. R. No. 764) to change the times 
for holding the terms of the district courts of the 
United States for the northern district of Aiabama; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 32) for the re- 
lief of Henry Woods; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 34) for the re- 
lief of John T. Robertson of Virginia. 

And on this day he approved and signed the 
following acts: 

An act (H. R. No. 89) to liquidate the unad- 
| justed contracts of the Tennessee river improve- 
ment; and 

An act (H. R. No. 317) for the relief of Smith 
& Hunt, of Toledo, Ohio. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 501) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
|| year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 
| he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is/on concurring in the following amendment, 
! made as in Committee of the Whole: 


Suc. —. And be it further enacted, That the contract 
made with Gales & Seaton, under the nineteenth section 
of the “Act making appropriations for sundry eivi! ex- 
penses of the Government for the vear ending the 30th of 
June, 1859,?? approved the 12th of 3 r the pub- 
lication of a continuation of the Americ o Papers, bo 
so modified as to require the publishers cfray all the 
expenses of selecting, compiling, and 
ments proper to be included in that work 5 also, 
penses of binding, and of all engraving on coppe 
and wood, and for lithographing, Which may he. co Pre 
necessary by the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, together with the expense or 
preparing fall and proper indexes for each volume, and a 
general index of the whole work, including the volumes 
contained in the first series, and all other contingent or in- 
cidental expenses whatsoever attending such publication 5 
and, moreover, that the price to be allowed to the publish- 
ers for said work sball be fifteen per cent. Jess per volume 
than the average price per volume paid for first series 
of the same, printed under the act of Maret 183l; and 
i 


tod 


arranging the docu- 
the ex- 


s 


i public libra 
hold the residue of the copies in his custody, 
further order of Congress. And the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby direc to. pay the publishers of the said 
work, at the rate per volume above mentioned, out of any 
mouey in the ‘Preasury not otherwise appropriated, as the 
same may be delivered to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
on his certificate of delivery; and so much of the aforesaid 
nineteenth section of the act of Juue 12, 1858, as is incon- 
sistent with this act be, and the same is herehy, repealed. 
Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, I objected to 
| this amendment on the ground that it added im- 
i; mensely to the profits on what I considera mere 
| job created by the law of 1858, which were al- 
i| ready enormous. _ 1 would not repeat what I said 
!onthat oceasion if I did not believe that there 
were Senators now present who had not heard 
what I said on the subject. [shall make a very 
brief statement of facts, and if I errin my state- 
ment, I will appeal to the Senator from Indiana 
to correct me, in order that the time of the Senate 
i may be saved. . 
| TheSenate, abouttwo years since, by anamend- 
| ment, placed ona regular appropriation bill, with- 
outany report froma committee, and withoutany 
estimate, authorized a contract with Gales & Sea- 
ton to publish a certain number of the continua- 
tion of the State Papers for the sum of $340,000. 
They were to publish what they thought neecs- 
sary for that sum. The original proposition was 
| to make the compensation the same as that which 
‘had been paid to Gales & Seaton for a previous 
| publication. Objection was made in the Senate 
to this amendment, which was in the form of a 
| distinct section, on the ground thatit did not ema- 
nate from any committee and was not based upon 
any estimate. That objection we rverruled on 
| the ground—I might say the pretext—that, al- 
though it authorized a contract for $340,000, it 
did not involve any appropriation. On the mo- 


1860. 


tion of the Senator from Georgia, itwasamended ; 
to declare that the prices allowed to Messrs. Gales 

& Seaton should not exceed those established by | 
the laws, then existing, regulating the public 
printing, except so far as the work might be su- 


perior. I will quote the exact words of the amend- | 


ment: 

“That the prices or rates to be paid for the printing of 
this work shail not exceed those paid at present for the 
printing of the documents of Congress, including paper and 
binding, with regard to the quality and value of the mate- 
rials used and the work done: Provided, That the cost of 
the publication shall not exceed $340,000, and that not 
more than $25,000 shall be required for the present fiscal 
year.” 

Under this contract, Messrs. Gales & Seaton 
made a sub-contract with Mr. Wendell, whose 
name has become somewhat familiar to the Sen- 
ate, by which Mr. Wendell agreed to perform 
this work for one ‘half the profits which might re- 
sult from it. He assumed that those profits were 
forty per cent. on the $340,000, and agreed to pay 


Messrs. Gales & Seaton twenty per cent., making | 


a clear profit to Gales & Seaton of $68,000 on this 


work, for which they incurred no responsibility, | 


assumed no labor, and had no control over its 


direction. By the provisions of the bill, the Clerk | 


of the House of Representatives and the Seeretary 
of the Senate were directed to make this compila- 
tion, In order to make this matter clear, I will 
say here that I do not agree with the Senator from 
Maine. 
warrants the conclusion that the cost of the com- 
pilation is to be paid by Congress. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. 1 agree to that.. I do not 
dispute it at all. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Ithou 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
compilation. ‘7 admitted we were to do that. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then Messrs. Gales & Seaton 
had no responsibility and no labor in this matter. 
The whole work was to be done under the direc- 


tyousaid differently. 


tion of the Seerctary of the Senate and the Clerk | 
of the House of Representatives. ‘Chat work has | 


been donc. By a contract simultaneous with that 
made with the officers of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, Gales & Seaton transferred to 
Mr. Wendell the performance of this duty. They 
have never seen one page of this compilation, It 
goes directly from the officer of the Senate or the 
officer of the House—I believe it is the officer of 
the Senate—to Wendell’s printing office. They 
have no supervision of it. They have realized a 
profit of $68,000 on this job, as I choose to call it; 
and when 1 speak of this matter I wish to repeat 
what I said yesterday: I do not implicate Messrs. 
Gales & Seaton.. They are gentlemen who have 


always treated me with extreme courtesy and | 


kindness, I have no complaint to make of them | 


I think the true construction of that law | 


No, sir; not about the | 


at all. I complain of the legislation of Congress, ; 


I complain of the attempt thatis now made nearly | 


to double a profit which was before exorbitant. 


Before proceeding to another portion of the ar- | 
gument, 1 will say that if this work had been | 


exccuted in the ordinary printing manner, in ac- 
cordance with the printing acts, under the direc- 


tion of the Superintendent of Public Printing, it) 
would have cost $3,143 less per volume than it i 


does under the contract. The estimated number 


of volumes is twenty-five or twenty-six. The ad- | 


ditional cost would be about seventy-six thousand | 


dollars in consequence of having given this con- 


tract to Gales & Seaton, instead of having it exc- | 


cuted under the ordinary printing laws, and under | 


the superintendence of the officer in charge of that | 


business, There isa loss of $140,000. Now, 1 | 
shall prove to the Senate, I think conclusively, ` 
that the amendment proposed by the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Printing will add to this : 
enormous loss to the Goverument the sum of at 
least $60,000. ‘The amendment proposes that the | 
contract made with Gales & Seaton under the | 
nineteenth section of the miscellaneous bill for the 
year 1858— i 
“he so modified as to require the publishers to defray all 
the expenses of selecting, compiling, and arranging the doc- 
uments proper to be included ia that work. Also the ex- 
penses of binding, and of all engraving on copp 
and wood, and for lithographing, which may be eo. 
neces te: 

Hionse of 
preparing 
general dudex of the 
ned in the fi 


» together with the expenses of : 
fw and proper indexes for each volame, 
hale work, including the volumes 

s, and ail other ecatingent or in- 
cidentai ases whatsoever attending such publication. 
And morcover, that tie price to be alowed to the publishers 
for said work shalt be fifteen percent. per volume lessthan | 
the average price per volume paid for the first series of the | 


| deduction that is proposed to be made by the re- 
i port of the committce, the cost per volume would | 


4 price per volume would be $6 123. That isallow- 
ty of the Senate and Clerk of ge (| 
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same, printed under the aet of March 


2, 1831. And the said 
volumes shall be delivered,” &c. $ 


Now, Mr. President, I have here a statement, 
and I presume it is equally applicable to the five 
volumes that have been printed, which shows that, 
under this contract, the price is $612! per vol- 
ume. Mr. Rives, who is perfectly competent to 


going into that question; because this is the con- 
tract, and we will take it as it stands. It is oblig- 
atory on the Senate. I am perfectly willing to 
carry out all its provisions. ` I am willing to ap- 
propriate any amount that may be necessary; not | 
only to pay Gales & Seaton for the work already 
performed, but for all the work they probably can 
do in the next fiscal year, About thatsubject there 
can be no question, Nobody desires to repudiate 
this contract. But I will show, and I think con- 
clusively, to the Senate, that, in addition to the 
enormous sum which Gales & Seaton have already 
realized of their contract with Wendell, of $68,000, 
| a pure gratuity will be given to them, by the pro- 
visions of this amendment, of some sixty-six thou- 
sand dollars; and I repeatmy invitation to the Scen- 
ator from Indiana, if I make any mistakes about 
the facts or figures, to correct me in the course of 
my argument. 


on Public Printing, that the average cost per vol- 


ment proposes to deduct from that, fifteen per 
cent., $1 72; leaving the cost per volume $9 78. 
I was under the impression that but two or three 
gentlemen in the Senate and two in the House 
had been employed on this work of compilation. 
I think I may assume very fairly that the work 
of compilation, so far as regards the Secretary of 
the Senate, is a mere sinecure, I presume it is 
also to the Clerk of the House. ‘They have em- 
ployed, as assistants, threo in the Senate and two 
| in the House. I will not enter into any question 
whether these gentlemen (Mr. Dickins and who- 
evermay have been the Clerk of the House) should 
not be entitled to a certain amount of compensa- 
tion for their advice on that subject. F will also 
assume that they have expended some labor upon 


employed some two years oa the work of com- 
ilation of six volumes; five of which have alread 
been printed, and the greater part of the compi- 
lation is complcte for the sixth volume. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana admits that $1,000 for cach per 
annum would be a fair compensation. If I have 
said anything that did not occur in debate, I will 
withdraw it. 
Mr. FITCH. The Senator’s estimate was 
$1,500; but I said I was willing to put it at $1,000. 
Mr. SLIDELL. Exactly. 
liberal sum. 
gentlemen in either Flouse were employed on this | 


i 


Tassumed a very | 


sation, that $1,500 per annum for work done 
out of business hours, as an accessory entirely 
to their ordinary salary in the Senate, was very 
abundant compensation. Ifind there are seven. 
I think two of them have never done anything at 
all; but I am willing to put it downat $1,000 cach 
for two years. That is $14,000 for the work of 
compilation of these six volumes. Now, so far 
as any intellect has been expended on the subject, 
it is not worth while to talk aboutitatall, Hany 
Senator chooses to look at this compilation, he | 
will find, as I said before, that it is mere scissors | 
work; there is no brains in it at all, and very lit- | 
tle labor, in my estimation; but I am perfectly 
willing to compensate them at the rate of $1,000 
a year. Well, supposing them to have been em- | 


Thave already said that, with the 


per volume. 


) be $9 78. From that there isto be deducted $2 33; | 
and that would leave the cost of the volume §7 45. 
Under this contract, as I have said before, the 


i 


mg notonly all the difference between what would | 
! have been the cost of this work, if executed by | 
i the Public Printer, under the direction of the Su- 
perintendent of Public Printing, but the profits of 
the work, amounting to forty per cent. as by agree- 
ment between the parties. 

Here I would call the attention of the Senator 


J 


| do this work, offered to do it for $3 33. Lamnot ii 


It is stated by the chairman of the Committec |! 


ume of the old series was $11 50. This amend- | 


it, Then we have seven persons who have been | 


Under the idea that three or four | 


| subject, I assumed, as a very liberal compen- | 


j 
i 
{ 


ployed for two years cach at a compensation of | 
91,000, which is $14,000, the cost of compilation ` 
| would be about two dollars and thirty-three cents |. 


l from Tndiana’to a suggestion he made yesterday 
in regard to Mr. Rives’s offer to do.this work for 
which we now propose to pay $9 78 a volar 
rather, with a deduction, $7 45. Mr. Rives 
offered to do the same work for. $3 33. Th 
gestion was made by the Senator from Indian 
that this offer was made by Mr. ‘Rives when he 
(Rives) knew that the contract had already been: 
made with Mr. Wendell for the exeéttion’o ig 
work. I have-here'a néte from Mr. Rives; y i 
I received to-day, in which he says: =° 
“í [made the proposition to Mr. Seaton to print'the St 
Papers on the lith of June, 1258. "The act was not passed 
or approved until the next day, on the 12th of June,.1858,29 
Now, I will ask what is the inference’ to’ be 
| drawn from that fact?—a. fact which, I confess, 
had escaped my attention.” That Mr. Wendell, 
before the passage of the act, had.made the-con- 
tract with Gales & Seaton for the execution of 
the work. Admitting, as did the Senator, fiom 
New York, (Mr. Kine,] whom I am. sory not 
to sec in his seat, the excellent good. manage- 
ment of Mr. Wendell in using the public money 
for the purpose of corrupting Senators. and s6- 
curing the clection of members of Congress—I 
am sorry the Senator is not -here—I should Jike 
to ask whether the fact that Mr. Wendell had 
made this bargain with Galcs & Seaton prior to 
the passage of the act does not account for:.the 
facility with which it was passed? That Wen- 
dell was interested in the passage of the law, isa 
fact. The Senate may draw its own commielita= 
ries from it. ĮI mean to confine myself. to facts. 
Mr. FITCH. Perhaps it will save time here- 
after for me to call the Senator’s attention to. the 
date of Mr. Rives’s offer and the date of the con- 
tract. I am sorry that Mr. Rives persists in 
ofliciously thrusting himself before the Senate in 
this matter of printing upon every. occasion. 
Here is his offer in print, the first time it was ever 
made, according to his own statement, direct to 
Gales & Seaton. He says in this that he made 
a similar statement to Reverdy. Johnson, some 
time previous, but not to the parties directly in- 
terested. This is his offer on June 11, and here 
is the contract. nes 
Mr. SLIDELL. The 12th of June. ; 
Mr. FITCH. This was dated on the 11th of 
June, 1858, in which Mr. Rives uses this language: 
“ Several of your friends have, from time to time, said to 
me that they were glad that Gales & Scaton had procured 
a good job by getting the printing of the State Papers, aiid 
ĮI replied that they could not make anything worth whileon 
it, because the price, I understood, was limited.to the price 
! paid for Congress printing, and no person here could, ox- 
į cept Mr. Wendell or myself, who are compelied to keep 
hands under pay during the recesses of Congress: : 1 do not 
now recollect the name of but one person to whom F made 
such a reply—Hon. Reverdy Johnson. ‘Situated as 1 am, 
aud being so circumstanced,” T would be willing to set up 
the type, stereotype, print, and bind the State Papers for 
you at the rate of ¢3 33 per volume of nine hundred pages.” 
And not furnish the paper. He says nothing 
of the paper. The present publishers furnish the 
paper, which is a very large item of cost, not in- 
cluded in Rives’s offer; and subsequently Mr, 
Rives, when recently asked by the Senator from 


j 


| Louisiana to make an estimate, reports that the 


book cost five dollars and fifty-odd cents, showing 
the little reliance to be placed upon any calcula: 
tion connected with his previous offer: Here ig 
his report, which F will read presently. "The Sèn- 
ator has made this matter a specialty, and I am 
sorry that he is not better informed. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Indiana is 
altogether mistaken. 

Mr. FITCH. 1 read from the evidence, 

Mr. SLIDELL. Well, the Senator has not had 
the good, I should rather say the bad fortune of 
having served upon the committee of investiga- 
tion for six or seven weeks. I know this matter 
from beginning to end, and Iam very sorry that 
{ do know anything aboutit. [tis a great mis- 
. fortune that I have been placed in a position in 
! which I am obliged to expose thisaffair. I regret 
it. I have no sort of fondness for this sort of dis- 
cussion at all; but Lam performing what L con- 
sider to be a high and very painful public duty. 
I know Iam right about the facts. 

Mr. FITCH. I wish to understand, Mr. Pres- 
ident, whether the Senator from Louisiana dis- 
putes the statement I made relative to Rives’s es- 
timate of the cost of the work. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Ido. .. 

Mr. FITCH. Was not his estimate taken be- 
fore you in the investigating committee? 


I 
i 
i 


] 


| 
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Mr, SLIDELL. Exactly. Ifthe Senator will 
permit me, J will explain that. 

“My FITCH. Very well. The Senator should 
not have asked me, then, to correct him as he goes 
along os c ; - 
` Mr. SLIDELL. Iam very much obliged to the 
Senator for doing so, and Ishall be very. happy. 
to be corrected. The estimate made by Mr. Rives 
is based upon the prices established by the con- 
tract., There is another estimate made by him 
and Mr. Towers, based upon the estimate of the 
law—what.would have, been the cost under the 
contract with Gales & Seaton, which nobody de- 
sires to dispute or repudiate at all, and the cost 
had the work been executed in the same manner 
ag the ordinary printing. It is a matter of indif- 
ference to me what may be the figures to which 
the Senator refers. It is the one or the other, 
"Mi FITCH. With the Senator’s permssion, 
itis both. ` Here is Mr. Rives’s statement, in an- 
swer to a question put by the Senator himself: 

Question. Have you made an examination ofthe fourth 
volune of American State Papers since your last examin- 
ation? 

« Answer. Yes, twice. 

Question. With a view of calculating what it would 
costat the prices fixed by Congress? 

‘Answer. Yes, sir. 

“Question, You have examined it carefully? 

tc Answer. Yes, sir; and {have made a detailed state- 
ment.” 

He makes out an estimate of one volume at 
$5 33, and another smaller volume at $3 72. The 
other estimate, made by Mr. Towers, taking the 
price of paper into consideration—and that is the 
estimate which I gave the Senate yesterday—is 
$6 84 or $6 86 per volume, That is the estimate 
of Mr. Towers, a wholly disinterested man, hav- 
ing no préjudices of any kind, and no personal 
piques to gratify. That estimate was made before 
this committee of investigation. 

Mr, SLIDELL. The Senator and I donot differ 
at all; nat theleast in the world. The very figures 
he quotes I am willing to rely upon. Mr. Towers 
and Mr. Rives both made an estimate: one, of the 
cost of these volumes under the printing act, if 
the work had been executed under the superin- 
tendence of the officer charged with the duty; the 
other, made under the contract, Their estimates 
do not differ. Mr. Towers—and E take his esti- 
mate as being rather more favorable to the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana—made the cost 
of two volumes, that were taken indiscriminately, 
one. $10,836; the other, $14,681; amounting to 
$24,517 for two volumes—making $12,258, or 
$6 121 per volume. If it had been performed 
under the printing law, the cost of the two would | 
have been $18,230; making a difference of $6,286, | 
or $3,143 a volume, if it had taken the ordinary | 
course of public printing. 
- Now the Senator from Indiana has stated, and i| 
J have no doubt, corrcetly, that this amendment 
does not profess to, and does not, in terms, give 
what was the average cost of the first sorics of 
this work by Gales & Seaton; but I will assume | 


his estimate to be correct, and ] have no doubt it ii 


is. It is $11 50 per volume; and taking off, as I |; 
said before, $1 72, leaves $9 78 per volume; and |; 
then taking off the highest possible rate for the 
cost of composition, would leave them $7 45 a i 
volume for this work. As Ihave shown, the cost | 
per volume under the contract, extravagant and 
exaggerated as it is, is $6 123, leaving a difference 
of. $1 33., The whole number of volumes, ac- 
cording to the calculation that has been made, at 
$340,000, would be twenty-five in number; two 
thousand of cach would be fifty thousand copies; 
and $1 33 per volume, the additional gratuity 
given to Gales & Seaton on a contract ou which 
they have already realized $68,000, would make 
$66,500. If there is any mistake in the figures, 
I should be very happy to have them pointed out, 
If the Senate is disposed, after what f considera 
very—TI do not kuow what kind of term 1 should 
use-—reckless act, after having conferred a gra- 
taily,without any equivalent, on Gales & Seaton | 
of $68,000, to give them $66,000 in addition, Í 
have nothing further to say on the subject. 

Mer. FITCH. Ifany other Senator desires to 


i them, and not us. 


speak against this amendment, I should prefer 
him to. go on for five or ten minutes, and { will 
then answer the Senator from Louisiana, in order | 
to save time. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I have one single sugges- 
tion to make. 1 intended, though not with so 


much minuteness, to. oppose this proposition, for 
the reasons that are stated by the Senator from 
Louisiana. t havenot made so minute an exam- 
ination; but I have made an examination suffir 
cient to satisfy me that they must make fifty or 
sixty thousand dollars out of this additional con- 
tract now proposed to be given to them. There 
is no ground upon which they can get it, except 
simply on the ground of making indexes, which 
is not imposed upon them, perhaps, by the ori- 
ginal contract; but that is a trifling matter in 
amount; because it is very clear, on examination, 
that the lithographing, engraving, and everything 
of that sort, Comes within their contract now. 
There can be question about that at all. 
But, sir; one thing we guarded. We guarded 
it with reference to the amount of matter to be 

rinted by keeping it under the hands of our own 

ecrctary and the Clerk of the House. They were 
to furnish the material to make the compilation, 
and we did it for this reason: that the matter 
should be properly selected, and that we should 
not be burdened with a great amount of volumes, 
running on indefinitely, we did not know how 
long or how far; and we guarded it by restricting 
the whole amount to $340,000. This proposes to 
take off both restrictions. lt takes off the guard 
of $340,000. 

Mr. FITCH. No. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly it does, because 
we give them an additional price, It must necés- 
sarily go beyond what itis at present. If you 
will put in now, atthe end of this proposition, that 
the whole amount to be paid for such work shall 
not exceed the original sum named, of $340,000, 
there is the end of my opposition to it, and they 
may make as much work as they please; but it 
cuts it off entirely. : 

Mr. FITCH. Oh, no. ae 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly it does, because 
it says they shall receive for the work the original 
price, less fifteen per cent., and they exceed very 
much—and must exceed—the $340,000, necessa- 
rily, because it comes up to that amount now. 

bar sir, we have taken off the other guard also; 
and that is the guard upon our clerks, and those 
employed by the clerks, with regard to the selec- 
tion. “‘Lhey are now our agents. We pay them 
for the selection. We impose an additional bur- 
den upon them. We may pay them what we 
please. We are masters of their time. ‘They are 
ov salaries. Lam willing to be generous to them. 
But by this proposition they are made the ser- 
vants and agents of these persons who are to pay 
for the work. They are to pay them for the work 
by express terms. ‘The clerks are to be their ser- 
vants, their agents. We shall Jose all control 
over them. They must do the business, and serve 
Thus this proposition will 
remove both restrictions with reference to the 


amount—the amount to be published, and the | 


sum to be paid. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, before answer 
the only point made by the Senator from Maine 
on which he places much stress, | desire to cor- 
rect an error which 1 was enabled to detect to-day. 
Yesterday’s debate drew my attention to it. I 


| bad estimated the average amount per volume 


paid the publisher for the old serics at near eleven 
dollars and fifty cents. That estimate was made 
upon a copy of part of their original account, 
which copy gave me the price of the lowest-priced 
volume and the price of the highest-priced volume, 
and it was from the price of these exuremes that 
estimate of the average price was made. By dil- 
igent inquiry, however; | have to-day been en- 


avled to find the original account for this work, as | 


settled by our Secretary, on fileamong our musty 
archives, and I find that the average price paid 


for the old serics was $10 05. Theamount is now | 
before me. 


The effect, therefore, of this amend- 
ment is to reduce the price to Gales & Seaton, 
probably below yesterday ’s estimate, Aware that 


a misunderstanding had occurred by means of the | 


partial copy of the account already referred to, 
and that the committee had possibly done the pub- 
lishers injustice, | took the liberty to-day of send- 
ing for Mr. Seaton, and stating the discuvery of 
the entire account, and that the average per vol- 
ume which it showed would make the amount, 
by this amendment, less, several cents on the vol- 
umc less, than the committee had supposed, and it 


was for him to say whether he would accept the | 
amendment under such cireumstances or not. He ! 


appeared to be somewhat surprised at this reduc- 
tion of the average price. In view of all the facts, 
however, he concluded it would be better to ac- 
cept the modification as presented, rather than to 
be dependent upon the mercy of Congress, from 
session to session, for appropriations.. Further- 
more: there will be an advantage to the publishers 
by their acceptance of this modification, which 
any gentleman can see; but which is equally an 
advantage to us: As I remarked yesterday, the 
advantage to them is, that they may, by making 
the clerks better payments as to time than we will, 
induce them to devote more time during the recess 
to the compilation of the work, and we shall be 
able to get four, five, or six volumes a year, in- 
stead of two or three, with but little, if any, addi- 
tional cost per volume. . 

The Senator from Maine has said that we shall, 
by the amendment, be deprived of supervision 
over the work through our clerks. The Senator 
sure’y has not compared the original law with 
the amendment. Itis imperative, by the original 
law, on the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of 
the House to compile this work. They are not 
compelled to employ their own clerks. The 
amendment makes no change in this respect 
Gales & Seaton can make acontract with other 
clerks, or with ours; but the supervision is in 
either case with our Secretary and the Clerk of 
the House. I will not question the integrity of 
our clerks; but we will suppose, for instance, that 
they are going on with this compilation from year 
io year, knowing that they are to be paid double 
salary by us. It will be seen by the Senate at 
once that there is no inducement to the.clerks to 
harry the work. They are getting double salaries 
while they are engaged on it, and may spin itout 
for ten years, and make a thousand or fifteen hun- 
dred dollars a year during the whole period. If 
Gales & Seaton induce them to do the same work 
in two years, they gain by it,and so do we. Tt was 
this consideration which governed the committee. 
There was an uncertainty in the law as it stood, 
and the committee preferred a certainty to an un- 
certainty. The whole thing rests upon that. 

As to the repeal of the clause limiting the 
amount, the Senator from Maine is decidedly mis- 
taken. That is a proviso, a separate and distinct 
proviso, that this amendment does not allude to 
or include in any way or form. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis inconsistent. 

Mr. FITCH. Inconsistent with what? In- 
consistent simply with the price to be paid for 
each volume, Neither the first law nor the amend- 
ment fixes the number of the volumes. The ag- 
gregate amount of their cost is limited. That 
cannot exceed the limitation in toto there pre- 
scribed. Whenever the cost comes up to that 
amount the publication stops, unless Congress 
orders itanew. That limitation certainly is not 
touched. 

The testimony of Mr. Towers, Mr. Wendell, 
Mr. Rives, &c., before the select committee, has 
been referred to. I wish to call attention to Mr. 
Towers’s estimate, because it corresponds so 
closely with mine. My estimate was $6 86, and 
his is $6 84 per volume. We had the price of the 
lowest-priced volume and the price of the highest- 
priced volume, and f took it for granted that be- 
tween those I should find an average; but when 
the costof the whole twenty-one volumes is footed, 
[ find the two extremes do not give the average. 
The average of the whole twenty-one any gentle- 
man can figure outfor himself, Here is the amount 
paid to Gales & Seaton, $158,339 T1, and their 
receipt. It gives an average of $10 05 per volume, 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator from In- 
diana does not find fault with me for quoting his 
own estimate. 

Mr. FITCH. My estimate of yesterday was 
from the data I had then, namely, the price of the 
lowest-priced volume, $8 48, and the highest, I 
believe, $14 42, which would Icave an average of 
about $11 46 or $11 47; in round numbers, $11 50. 
When, however, we come to add the aggregate 
cost of the whole twenty-one we find that the two 
extremes do not give the truc average. The true 
ayerage—and { am indebted to one of our clerks 
for its discovery—would be the one furnished by 
their own books. They would go there for the 
average of course, and the average it appears is 
$10 05. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 
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Mr. FITCH. Certainly. 

. Mr. TOOMBS. What guard have you got that 
they will not be. all $11 50 or $12 50? 

Mr. FITCH. That. wijl depend upon our 
clerks. The only guard we have is their integrity, 
and their knowledge of the quantity of work 
proper for each volume, 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is no guard at all. 

‘Mr. FITCH. It has been found sufficient here- 
tofore. The Senator from Louisiana, to-day, if 
he will pardon me for alluding to private conver- 
sation, suggested that this amendment did not 
limit the number of pages per volume, and that 
the publishers might reduce the pages to eight 
hundred. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is clear. 

Mr. FITCH. No, sir; itis not. The clerks 
make the compilation, and not the publishers; and 
they send to the publishers what shall constitute 
avolume. Itis not for the publishers to say how 
many pages there shall be in a volume, and they 
will so tell you. But to settle the matter, here is 
a note received to-day from Gales & Seaton, ad- 
dressed to me, upon this subject: 


Dear Sin: We should feel obliged to you if you would 
consent to fix an average size of nine hundred pages.”? 


They suggested that it should be lower than 
that; but I presuthe there will be no objection to 
a thousand pages. ‘They give the reason: 

“ Jt would prevent any possible difference of opinion or 


misunderstanding between the Secretary and ourselves on 
the subject.” 


In other words, they think the Secretary might 
give them fifteen hundred pages, which would 
make avery bulky volume. They therefore want 
a certain number of pages fixed as the average. 
I think it is unnecessary. I have too much con- 
fidence in our own clerks to deem it necessary. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to make a suggestion 
to the Committee on Printing. I think this is not 
just to the Senate. When this contract was made, 
defective as it was, it did have a basis of calcu- 
lating. ‘Elis amendment has none, unless he does 
prt in nine hundred or some number of pages. 

Je says he trusts to the honor of the clerks, Sir, 
it is the business of the Senate to fix the price; 
and it is not guarding the public interest if it does 
not do it. 

Mr. FITCH. I am willing to fix it; but the 
Senator is undera misapprehension when he says 
that the law that we passed had a basis. There 
was no basis except the honor of the clerks and 
their idea of right and wrong. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I must correct the Senator. 
We directed the rates should be paid, without ref- 
erence to the volumes, according to the prices paid 
for printing done for Congress. That was an ex- 
press basis; but this amendment takes away that 
basis. 

Mr. FITCH. Here is the first law. It does 
not fix the number of pages per volume. The 
rate is for the work; but it is not for so many 
pages per volume. We never had any check in 
that respect. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That did not make any differ- 
ence under the basis. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Under the printing law it 
made no difference, 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, in the binding. But there 
can be no objection to the limitation of pages, and 
the publishers desire it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is not what gentlemen want; 
but it is our duty to protect the public interest, 
and the committee have not done it in remodeling 
the contract. 

Mr. FITCH. Speaking yesterday of the law 
now in force, I said it was almost a copy, so far 
as safeguards were concerned, of the -old one. 
Here is the oldlaw: 

Sec. 1. That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 


hereby is authorized and directed to subscribe for seven 
hundred and fifty copies of the compilation of congressional 


documents proposed to be published by Gales & Seaton: | 
Provided, That the documents shall be selected under the | 
direction of the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of | 


the House of Representatives : And provided, also, That 
the price paid for the printing of the said copies shall be at 
a rate not exceeding that of the price paid to the Primer of 
Congress for printing the documents of the two Houses.” 


The same provision and the same guard then; 
and we have no additional ones now, except the 
general limitation as to $340,000. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator will permit me 
to make a remark. Under that contract, as F un- 


k 


| fiftcen Hundred pages; and they might bring them 


: whether the publishers wantitor not; they assent į 
| We have the interests of the Government con- | 


| terests, not the interests of individuals. ; 
| thought proper to notify Gales & Seaton that this 


derstand, Gales & Seaton were paid for. the com- 
pilation. AR 

Mr. FITCH. No, sir; we paid for the com 
pilation. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Very well. 1 knew nothing 
about it before; but every printer knows, and as 
I have already said I had the misfortune of hav- 
ing found out, that to print two thousand copies 
of a work costs fifty per cent. less than to print 
seven hundred and fifty. Now, as these gentle- 
men are on the Printing Committee—l am a mere 
novice—they ought to know all aboutit. I assert 
the fact, which I think 1 ascertained in the very 
brief experience J had on that committee, that an 
edition of seven hundred and fifty copies would 
cost at least fifty or seventy per cent. more—l am 
speaking according to the terms—than an edition 
of two thousand copies. Thatis what I mean to 
say; but when you come to compare an edition 
of two thousand copies upon an edition of seven 
hundred and fifty, then there is no parity of rea- 
soning at all. | 

Mr. FITCH. Undoubtedly. There is press- 
work for the additional number; that is all. 

Mr. TOOMBS. lask the Senator, if he will 
allow me—I will ask him from which volume we 
are to take off the fifteen percent? According to 
his statement—I did not know it before; I trusted 
to the committee—but it turns out, from the dis- 
closure now made to the Senate, that one volume 
cost eight dollars and another fourteen dollars. 

Mr. FITCH. I estimate the average as it is 
found here in the account kept by our Secretary. 
The average is the language of the amendment— 
the average price of the first series is the amount 
from which the fifteen per cent. is to be deducted. 


Mr. TOOMBS. You pay the average priceof |j 


the other volumes; but in the volumes you pay 
for you do not say which volume shall be the 
average. Their volume may be five hundred 
pages, and the average may be twelve hundred 
pages. You propose to pay them the average 
price on the work, which ranges from nine and 


down to four hundred pages, so far as the law is 
concerned. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator’s objection is met 
by the fact that the average number of pages was 
near nine hundred. If he thinks the amendment | 
not sufficiently guarded in that respect—I thovght ! 
it was, and the committee thought it was—I have 
no possible objection to the Senator from Georgia 
inserting a proviso that the pages in each volume | 
shall average one thousand or thereabouts, whica | 
is large enough. INo volume exceeds twelve hun- 
dred, and that is somewhat bulky. 

The objection of the Senator from Maine falis 
to the ground, for certainly that proviso was not 
interfered with which limits the aggregate amount 
these books shall cost. The only effect of in- 
creasing to any extent to the publisher the price 
of the work, will be to diminish the number of 
volumes. 

The Senatof from Louisiana further said— 
though that has nothing to do with this matter | 
—speaking of the clerical labor, that no brain ! 
work was required. Ido not know that we are | 

aying for much brain work. But certainly there | 
is something besides scissors work in this compi- | 
lation; otherwise they could cut out speeches from | 
the Congressional Globe, and publish them in the i 
American State Papers. It requires some states- | 
manship, some knowledge of legislative business, | 


to make a judicious selection, which will give a | 
correct history of the Government in its finances, , 
its Indian affairs, its land department, &c. They : 
make a selection to give a connected history, with- | 
out that voluminous matter which accompanies | 
this history in the Congressional Globe and other | 
sources from which they derive the information. 
Taking the estimate of the Senator from Lou- | 
isiana, then, as the correct one for clerical hire 
alone, at $2 33, and the price by this amendment | 
will be actaally reduced instead of increased. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then why do they want it? 

Mr. FITCH. The committee want it for the | 
Senate. The committee ask it. Ido not care! 


to it. It was not for us to consult their intérest. | 


mitted to our charge; and we consulted those in- | 
I have | 
| 


modification would probably reduce the price be- 


' three volumes. 


low. what they supposed, and ask them if ‘they 
would acceptit. If they did not; it would be-folly: 
for usto adoptit, because they were a party 10. 
contract. In view of the fact. that they had: 
ceived nothing—not $68,000, as the: Senator from: 
Louisiana says—not even h dime for the five. or 
six volumes completed; in view of that:fact, and 
I might perhaps. say, what public rumor says; 
pecuniary engagements pressing on: thein they: 
agreed to it. Their pecuniary. condition, hot 
ever, has nothing to do here. “It would not cons 
trol my vote, Itwould have no control over the’ 
committee in making their report. F look to:the 
public.interest.. We had petitions referred to. üs 
asking that money be appropriated to defray cer-~ 
tain expenses connected with ‘the publication of 
the volumes already published. We know from 
our clerks what. is expected by them. ‘They: 
expect, and justly expect, double’ compensation 
while they are engaged in the compilation. ::If 
we do noi give it to them, they will be. the onl 
officers of the Government who do not-obtainat 
for extra official duty. We have: given it:to ali 
our foreign employés. We have always done-so. 
We have done itin the case of one this day, Oar. 
clerks have a right to expect it. For the purpose 
of getting rid of an uncertain amount which we 
would have to pay hereafter, we thought it would 
be infinitely better that Congress should adopt a 
certainty, and know precisely what the work cost 
per volume, and not be plunging headlong for- 
ward in the reckless, careless manner in which 
we had commenced the work. It was commenced: 
wrong, and we had better rectify. the wrong now 
at once; and if the amendment does not. meet that 
view, that being the purposé of the committee, I 
trust it will bé so amended as to do iti. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have buta few words to'say 
on this subject. The amendment of the commit- 
tee assumes two or three facts to which I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate. It professes'to 
impose upon Gales & Seaton the obligation of 
binding these books. It directs that the contract 
be so modified as to require the publishers to de- 
fray all the expenses of selecting, compiling, and 
arranging the documents proper to be included. 

Mr. FITCH. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, that was not because they 
were not obligated to do that before—they were; 
but it was because the committee, in modifying 


| the contract, did not wish the possibility of any 


double construction. We do not wish any man—— 
publisher, printer, or Senator—to suppose that, 
in modifying the contract, in nét mentioning. the 
binding, we had omitted it; and that there should 
be a special bill for that particular thing, : 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think the committee, then, 
undertook a very superfluous task. The amend- 
ment reads: 

“The publishers to defray all the expenses of selecting, 
compiling, and arranging the documents to be included in 
that work; also the expenses of binding.” 

Here is the contract: that Gales & Seaton shall 
receive, “for binding, the sum of $1 50 per vol- 
ume.” But it is proved by the testimony that 
ninety cents was. abundant compensation, So 
much for the binding. The amendment con- 


| tinues: 


« And of all engraving on copper, steel, and wood.” 

Now I hate looked over the only three volumes 
I have had any opportunity of examining, and 
there is not a single engraving of any sort, with 
perhaps the exception of some town sites, in the 

l will venture to say that in the 
three volumes the whole cost of engraving, giving 
the most extended sense of that word, would not 
amount to $300; and if it did, it was more than 
amply compensated by the space it occupied, 
which saves so much composition. The amend- 
ment continues: ; 

“ And for lithographing which may be considered neces- 
sary by the Secretary of the Senute and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, together with the expenses of preparing 
full and proper indexes for each voluine.”” 

Now, the Senator from Maine has said there 
ig some additional expense for that; but, in my 
opinion, it is amply compensated by the cost of 
composition, for all the indexes are paid fd as so 
much matter. Buti have no disposition to press 
the suljectany further, Ifthe Senate is disposed 
to` give Gales & Seaton $63,500 without any 
equivalent, I have not a word more to say. 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot permit the Senator to 
close the argument with that statement. I have 
shown it is utterly fallacious; and if he will be- 
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Neve: my:statement; he certainly cannot. repeat | Mr. TOOMBS; Let us hear it. 


that we are giving $63,000, or $3,090, or any | 
other namber of dollars. I believe sincerely and | 
honéstly, and ldo not think there is the shadow | 
of-a shade of doubt about it, that this proposition, | 
so far from increasing the price to us, will dimin- | 
ish: the. cost to us. “Although they may make 
more money: out of it, by more economical man- 
agement, it will be no-loss to us... , 

Mr. SLIDELL. : The Senator will permit me 
a thoment. In making that remark I had not ad- 
verted to the fact. that my calculation was based 
upon his own figures yand if he was wrong in them, 
then, to that extent the addition of cost is wrong, 
but no further. 

Mr. FITCH. My original estimate will not 
bear the Senator out in his statement; because the 
maximum of incidentals, according to my own 
estimate—and 1 am very sure I made them as eco- | 
nomically as possible—would be very near three | 
dollars a volume; and that would diminish the 


original estimate, and would diminish the price f 


to Gales & Seaton eight cents per volume. ‘hey 
must depend upon good management to make 
money out. of it; and if they can so manage as to | 
do it without increasing the price to us, L have no 
objections to interpose. 

r. SIMMONS. I believe I voted for this 
proposition when it was up. I should like to have 
the attention of the Senator from Louisiana a 
moment. | understand that he made out that the 
costof this compilation, clerk hire, &c., was about 
three dollars a volume. 

Mr. SLIDELL. ‘T'wo dollars and thirty-three 
cents. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the payment the Con- 

ress would have to make in addition. 


Mr, SLIDELL. On the most liberal scale. 


MTNA; ; | 
Mr. SIMMONS. Now, it turns out, on acor- 


rection of the books, that they were paid $10 05 
for their volumes. - Then I understand these are 
to be fifteen per cent. below the original contract 
price, according to the proposition of the commit- 
tee. That would leave $8 55 that we shall have 
to pay upon the volumes corresponding with the 
others. Then, if you take the Senator’s cstimate— 
I do not understand him to dispute the estimate 
of Mr, Towers, who is a disinterested man. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Not at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. He put it at $6 84. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I do not agree about that 
matter, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I take it he is a fair man. 

Mr. SLIDELL. fam speaking of the testi- 
mony before us. [t amounts to $6 33. 

Mr. SIMMONS. f take ‘l'owers’s estimate, 
$6 84, and adding #2 33 to it, makes $9 17; instead 
of which, by the committee’s estimate, we are to 
pay $8 55. Taking off fifteen per cent. from what 
we have given them, would make $8 55 per vol- 
ume}; and taking Mr. Towers’s estimate of the | 
work, and the Senator’s estimate of what we have 
to pay for clerk hire, &c., makes $9 17 

Mr. TOOMBS. You are wrong. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir, It will cost 42 33 | 
for the compilation of this work, and that makes | 
a clear saving of something like sixty-two cents 
a volume, if I am right about these figures—if I 
can get the data right. 5 

Mr. SLIDELL. if the Senator from Rhode 
Island will permit me: if he is willing to put this 
at ¢8 50 a volume, including everything—it is a 
little less than that, but I want to ‘stop this de- 
bate—I will agree to it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iam willing to make a bar- 
gain about it in that way. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It isa very public bargain. 
I will accept his statement. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Eight dollars and fifty-five 
cents is what he says. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It is hardly worth while to 
talk about the odd cents. We never discuss such 
matters in our part of the country. It is $8 50a 
volume. , Ifthe friends of this measure will agree 
to that, and will make an amendment that each | 
volume shall not be less than a thousand pages, 


in ordêr to stop this discussion, I am perfectly |! 


willing to agree toit, Lassume the figures of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to be correct. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say, taking that from the 
$10 05, leaves $8 55. 

Mr. FITCH. I have already sent to the Sec- | 
retary’s desk a proviso which, I trust, will be 
adopted by general consent. 


è 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Rhode Island is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have heard a guod many 
aspersions on those who voted for this proposi- 
tion, and the committee. The Senator from Maine 
said he wanted to except the amendment giving 
Gales & Seaton double price for this work. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is not much. dif- 


double profits. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It does not turn out to be 
correct, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes it does. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I heard the Senator say yes- 
terday thathe was notfor makinga job for broken- 
down politicians. Sir, I have known these gen- 
; tlemen a good while. I do not consider Gales & 
Seaton subject to such aspersions. [am willing 
| to carry out this contract with them in good faith. 
! I think the committee have made a close and in- 
telligent calculation aboutit, as far as I can under- 
stand their figures. 
there is some little difference in them. One thing 


tract. Now, the Senator from Maine said a fair 
construction of this contract was that they were, 
tas I understood, to be at the expense of clerk 
! hire, engraving, and lithographing. [understand 
i| their contract is, that they shall print these vol- 
| umes in the same manner as they did the others. 
Jf I had made the contract, or the Senator from 
| Georgia had made it, he would have expected to 

be put at this same expense, so far as the work 
| was concerned, as before, and that Congress 

would do what they did before. That is what I 

call doing the same thing, under the law of 1832, 


it, that they should be at the cost of all they were 


would include the engraving. lt includes it now. 
If I was going to construe it, it should be in that 
way, and I believe every man would so construe it. 
| That would include all these expenses, and would 
cost more than the committee make it. Instead 
of increasing the profits from what the contract 
was, it really takes off, unless they make a profit 
| by getting this work cheaper than Congress can 
| get it; and E presume they can do so. 
| Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I really know 
i nothing about the comparative cost of this work, 
and [think there are many Senators.on both sides 
/ of the Chamber who are in the same condition 
that Lam about any cost of the public printing. 
| Lonly know, that whenever any priating is done 
| for the Senate of the United States, the evidence 


imposed upon, and have paid most undue profits 
to the Printer. But, in reference to this particu- 


think, or possibly the session before, a contract 
was made with these persons, Gales & Seaton, to 
| print these papers as a continuation of the State 
Papers. I entertain great doubts about the expe- 


contract to be given for public printing that there 
have not been proofs afterwards, in some way, 
that the Senators, in giving their votes, had been 
misled as to the profits fromit. But I relied upon 
gentlemen who had charge of the subject. in the 
Senate, and who satisfied me that. they had ex- 
amined it, and that the work was then given out 
at as low a rate as itcould be given to-any print- 


profit. This maticr of printing, to all but print- 
ers, is terra incognita. 


| has been most lavishly enriched. 
Now, I was very much struck at an extract in 
a report made the other day, by the committee 


New York, (Mr. Kine,] to inquire into certain 
printing transactions. 


traordinary profits made upon some of the ex- 
ecutive printing, that they were abuses ‘* necessa- 
rily” resulting from the system of printing. I 
saw, as all Senators did, in the exhibition there, 


ference between. $68,000 and $63,000; it is just ! 


It may turn out to'be that | 


is certain, however, that we have made this con- | 


and I think he would. It means, if I understand | 
; put to before; and whatever the Senateand House | 


j of Representatives had done before, they had a 
fair right to suppose they would do now, and that | 


shows afterwards that we have been grievously | 


lar subject, Ido know that at the last session, I | 


diency of giving that contract to anybody, only | 
because in my experience in the,Senate, which is | 
now somewhat prolonged, L have never known a ; 


crs to do the work properly and give them a fair | 
We are told, at one time, | 


that the Printer will be almost ruined at those | 
prices; and when the work isdone, that the Printer | 


raised, I think, on the motion of the Senator from į 


: t The phrase there was | 
used, if I quote it correctly, in reference to ex- ; 
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called, I think, printing blanks for the Post Office, 
where there was such excessive profits that the 
printers—I do not know of any interference in the 


-world on.the part of other persons—but that the 


printers themselves made it the subject of diseus- 
sion among themselves to divide those profits. 
I advert to it only for the purpose of showing that 
the report made by-the Senator from Louisiana 
spoke of abuses ‘ necessarily’? resulting. Why 
necessarily resulting ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. If thé Senator will permit me, 
I willanswer him. 1 said it resulted from the sys- 
tem of electing, in either House of Congress, a 
Printer.on party principle; that necessarily po- 
litical and personal friends would be less disposed 
strictly to criticise any order that might be given 
to the Printer. The Senator, perhaps, knows— 
at any rate, I have found out very recently—that 
the profits of a printing job are increased in some 
very remarkable degree in proportion to the num- 
ber of copies. For instance: if you print fourteen 
hundred copies of a document, it will give noth- 
ing more than a fair mercantile profit for the . 
printing; but if you print twenty thousand, the 
profits are cnornrously enhanced. The majority 
of the committee thought it was impossible for the 
Exccutive to exercise any effective control over 
the details of this matter; that tlae vice of the sys- 
tem existed in the law, and the legislative branch 
tof the Government, biased by the feeling which, 
as I said before, controls the subject, and with 
which we are all in some degree familiar, I will 
not say how far—some more, and some less; I 
ama tolerably good party man myself; but Iam 
not very much in favor of giving jobs to the Pub- 
lic Printer, and have always voted against them— 
but, at any rate, that is the vice of the system. 
Therefore, in the report of the majority of the 
committec, we said that this was a vice inherent 
in the system, coexistent with it, and necessarily 
following from it. Thatis what I said; nothing 
more. [do not mean to say that if there were a 
perfect Administration, pure in its chiefs, thor- 
oughly intelligent and honest in all its subordi- 
nates, every possible abuse under the Govern- 
ment could not be corrected. That is the fact. 
But whatever may be the Administration, E do not 
care whether it be Whig or Democratic, there 
will be imbeciles and rogues in public places; and 
they will either see or not see abuses, and they 
will either ignore them or connive at them, and 
perhaps profit from them. 

Mr. MASON. [hope the Senator did not un- 
derstand me as intimating in the slightest degree 
that, in using the expression that it was a vice 
which belonged to such a system of printing, the 
committee thought it should be tolerated, far less 
encouraged. I understood it exactly as he has 
explained it, Itis in some way necessarily con- 
nected with the subject. Tadverted to it only for 
the purpose of showing how impossible it is for 
us—certainly for me, who know nothing in the 
world about the cost of printing or the way in 
which the prices of printing are estimated—to 
know what the result will be in the end. 

I have felt called upon to say something upon 
this subject, because I was one of those who voted 
to have these papers printed. Idid so with some 
concern and some reluctance. 1 felt satisfied it 
was important to the country that the papers 
should be printed and preserved. I was recou- 
ciled to the scheme of printing them by the prop- 
osition connected with it, that they should be 
printed only for the use of the Government, and 
not for distribution; that no job should be made 
of it, so far as members of Congress were con- 


; cerned. There was a limitation placed upon the 


order to print, in such a way as to limit the num- 
ber of copies but to those that would be useful 


| to the Government, and not for distribution either 


to members of Congress or their constituents. 
That led me to vote for the proposition originally. 
As to the prices, I could trust only to those that 
the committee of the Senate, who examined into 
the subject, reported as what should be the prices. 

I felt a little annoyed at more than one expres- 
sion that has fallen from Senators on both sides of 
the Chamber; and one has been adverted to, made 
by the honorable Senator from Maine, that in some 
way inordinate profits were to be given to these 
printers. Now, sir, if that be true, I can only say 
that those upon whom I have relied for informa- 
tion have been misled and deceived. 1 want the 


that there was one branch of the public printing, i| book. Icannot tell what the prices are. I can 
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know nothing about them, except from the in- 
formation of those to whom we have confided. F 
say, sir, with pleasure, that I confide, entirely con- 
fide, in the report that has been made to us by the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing. I do not 
believe he would mislead the Senate; but I believe 
he would inform the Senate of those matters per- 
taining to the amendment now before the Senate 
in reference to this subject. 
“ Tlooked inte the report made by the select com- 
mittee on printing, and I saw there, what I see 
every where in everything pertaining to this Gov- 
ernment and the expenditures of thisGovernment, 
“that those who are loudest in decrying expendi- 
tures, in denouncing and vilifying those who have 
contracts with the Governmenf, are the men disap- 
pointed in plunder themselves, ninety-nine times 
outofa hundred. Why,sir, whata class of print- 
ers we have got about here. I do not know one 
of them. | Know the editors of the National In- 
“‘telligencer. I have known them from my boyhood. 
They have been here from my boyhood. Butas 
to the new class we have got here, look at the tes- 
timony they give before these commitiees—a par- 
cel of harpies that come to Washington periodi- 
cally to prey upon the garbage of the Government, 
and who, when disappointed, turn upon their 
more sutcessful fellows. That is the character of 
every one of them, as far as Į can understand their 
testimony, as 1 see it in the report of the commit- 
tee. 1 do not rely upon that class of mere adven- 
- turers, who come here for private purposes of 
their own, to mislead, and not to inform. Why, 
sir, in my private affairs, as every gentleman in 
his, I might have had occasion, and have occa- 
sion, to make engagements for work of which I 
was myself utterly uninformed; but I sought the 
best sources of information 1 could as to the proper 
“prices to be paid, and relied upon them. Some- 
times I have been misled, perhaps deceived; but 
I must go to the source of information. 

Now, in relation to the public printing, am I to 
rely upon gentlemen here who get up and give 
opinions derived from others? I might give mine. 
I have heard adozen. Representations are made; 
parties send us printed letters to read; witnesses 
go before committees; the most extraordinary 
Statements are made the one way or the other. 
We know, at least I know, that the vast majority 
who do these things are interested in printing. 
have very little doubt—indeed I know—that very 
large profits are made upon this subject of print- 
ing It may be, for all 1 know to the contrary, 
that Jarge profits are made upon the printing of 
those State Papers; but how are we to get at it? 
What can we rely upon but on the reports of those 
committees to whom we confide the subject? They 
are responsible. Ithink the honora le Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] took a very proper 
and commendable interest in having these papers 
printed in continuation, and transmitted to the ar- 
chives of the Government for future ages. I know 
‘he took an interest in it. 1 do not know how far 
he examined the cost of printing; I know I sym- 
pathized with him, It was perfectly immaterial 
to me who did it; but it was material to me that 
the Government should not pay unduly for it, I 
remember to have been satisfied from the evidence 
at that time that what was to be paid was the fair 
and usual profit paid to printers. 

Weare told now by the honorable Senator, the 
chairman of the Conimittee on Printing, that the 


modification of the contract, asit is called, which, | 


I suppose, means nothing else than some arrange- 
ment between the parties contracting for their 
mutual convenience, is some alteration which will 
not affect the pricesagreed to be paid. I shall vote 
for it—ignorantly, I confess, necessarily ignorant, 
not assuming to know what I do not know; but 
1 shall vote for it on information I derive from 
responsible committees of this body. 

© Sir, [shall be gratified if we can in some way 
devise some plan to have the printing necessary 
for Congress done ina responsible manner, with- 
out actual public plunder. I know very well, as 
other gentlemen know, that when we elect Public 


Printers, as they are called, for the two Houses, | 


in the large majority of cases they are mere men 
of straw, whose names are used to give the print- 
1 do not know how itis to be prevented; but I 
will go with him who goes furthest to prevent it. 
T shail look with some interest to what, I under- 
stand, is before the Committee on Public Printing 


ing somewhere else, and they derive the profits. i 


—a proposition to have the printing done by the 
Government itself, if they can do it under any 
safeguards to prevent pillage or plunder. But, in 
reference to the printing of this document, the 
contract was made twelve months ago, or perhaps 
longer. I was a party: to that contract. 1 voted 
for it. I voted for it on the best information I 
possessed then; and lam informed now, by the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, that this 
does not increase the price. 

Mr. FITCH. It does not increase the cost to 
us;,but the publishers, by their own economy, 
may increase the price to them. 

Mr. MASON. That iswhat I mean. Itis.no 
increase of the price to us. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. We have had this question, 
nearly two hours, very ably and very cloquently 
argued; and it was argued in committee. It has 
been argued by gentlemen who know all about 
it, and gentlemen who know nothing about it; 
and I do hope that we shall now agree to take the 
vote. 

Mr. FITCH. [am ready to vote in one mo- 
ment. I desire the Secretary to read the proviso 
that I have offered. 

The Secretary read the proviso: to add, at the 
end of the amendment, the following: 

Provided, That the volumes shall average not less than 
one thousand pages. 

Mr. KING. 1 believe, from a single circum- 
stance disclosed in the investigation to which the 
Senator from Louisiana has alluded, that the 
profits upon these State Papers are extravagant. 
It is shown that immediately after this contract 
was made to print these papers, by that law, with 
Gales & Seaton, they made a bargain with Wen- 
dell, who has a printing office here, to print these 
papers at his own cost and charge, with a little 
supervision they might give to them, which I do 
not regard as amounting to much, giving him 
cighty per cent., and having twenty per cent. al- 
lowed to them as profits, which was, I regard, an 
amount granted to them as a gratuity, orasa 
benefit to them resulting from the fact that they 
were authorized to print these papers. I regard 
that as unnecessary. 

Mr. MASON. ‘The Senator will allow me to 
ask him a question. Testimony is one thing, 
and proof another. Assuming it to be true, then, 
that those profits were to be allowed to the con- 
tractors by the workman, how does he propose 
to touch a question of that kind? 

Mr. KING. Ido not propose to do so, and I 
am opposed to this proposition now, which, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Senator from 
Indiana, is to make a substantial reduction of the 
expense. If it does that, without their consent 
I suppose the Senate have no authority to do it. 
I suppose the contract is beyond the reach of the 
Senate. I would leave them to their contract; 
but 1 state this as showing the 
this matter of printing these State Papers. For 
that reason I was opposed to it at the time it 
passed, and am opposed to it now. 

But there is one other point to which the Sen- 
ator from Virginia alluded on which I desire to 
say a word. He said’ he was surprised at this 
word necessarily’ occurring in relation to these 
abuses. Now, I will inform that Senator that 
when that word was introduced into the resolution 
relative to these abuses, I moved to strike it out. 


I do not believe that these abuses are necessary | 


abuses in the execution of our law. I believe 


they are abuses in which there was collusion, and | 


in which gross injustice was done to the public. 
There were contracts made by which the party 
who was to do the public printing agreed to pay 
large amounts of money to other parties. Mr. 
Wendell, who had the executive printing, was to 
pay $20,000 a year to the support of two papers. 
Surely no 
result of the execution of the public printing. 
There were heavy contributions made by Wen- 
dell for political purposes, which I consider cor- 
rupt. Surely such contributions as those were 
not the necessary result of the public printing. 
regretted to find the Senate disposed to regard 
these abuses in the administration of the laws as 
necessary. I did not so consider them; but, by 
a majority of one, the Senate sustained that idea. 

Mr. MASON. Wil the Senator allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. KING. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. Icannot recollect exactly the 


+ 


Apian 


extravagance of | 


| language Lused.: I know theimpression: intendes 
to convey» < IEE said I was surprised, iiused 
» wrong words weg PER Bred de Be 
Mr KING. Lam. not certain about the word. 
Mr. MASON. d presume Edid say.that Twas: 
struck with it at the time; it.impressed me. 
Mr. KING. lt may be so... < ee oe 
Mr. MASON. Theard the views of :the Sena 
ator when he-moved.to strike itout, E heard: th 
reply given bythe Senator from Louisiana; wh 
he has renewed. again this evening. | Lt. mea: 
nothing more than thatthe condition andthe ch: 
acter of the law. affecting the public printing we: 


such that the abuses which were proven before: 
that committee necessarily resulted from theme $ 
did not sympathize, therefore, with the honera- 
ble Senator when he assumed, as. I understood 
him to assume in the remarks:he;made in debate 
cn the subject, that that word ‘necessarily’ was 
to be applied as conveying a meaning of this sort; 
that itwas incumbent, or proper, or right, in some 
way, that they should result. It was applied, as 
E understand the remarks: of. the ‘Senator from 
Louisiana, to the existing state of the laws.on the. 
subject of public printing; that these abuses would 
necessarily result from the condition of the laws. 

My. KING. 1 did not suppose there was any 
necessity for them at all; and that, if the laws 
were honestly administered, these abuses would 
not have existed. That was my belief: and. t 
think the testimony discloses that that was the 
fact. : ; S 

Mr. BIGLER. Idesire to makea single sug- 
gestion on this subject. } have listened to. this 
debate with a greai deal of interest. The proviso 
offered by the Senator from Indiana settles defini- 
itively one thing. It fixes the size of the volume... 
That was necessary for a full understanding of 
what we were doing. Another point only re- 
mains, and then, 1 think, there can be no future 
dispute; and that is, the price ofthe volume. If 
the Senator from Indiana will go a step farther, 
and provide that the price of the volume shall be- 
the average price of the original volumes, then we 
shall understand exactly what weare-doing. That 
he says is $10 05. Tliat will settle all dispute: as: 
to the future. If he will put it in that shape, I 
am willing to vote for it. : 

I may say, sir, that I remember the debate very 
well on this original question; and when the Sen- 
| ator from Georgia offered his amendment, because 
of the absence of this data to make the calcula, 
tioñ, I stated to him .on the floor that it was ut- 
terly. impossible to tell what the cost of this work 
would be, because the size of the volume was not 
settled, nor was the price of the volumes settled. 
Now, as we have got this subject up again, we 
| had better settle it definitively. The Senator from 
; Louisiana says, upon examining the average price 
of the original volumes, they turn out to be $10. 05. 
The publishers are satisfied with this. Then we 
| had better settle these things definitively, and be 
done with it. , 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, we have been 
notified by various Senators that nobody here 
knows anything about theprinting; and then they 
have gone on to hold the Committee on Printing 
responsible for nat giving them, that information 
which, as nobody but a printer had it, they.could 
hardly expect the Committee on Printing to-give, 
unless they assumed something like a man who 
came here some years ago to have a book printed 
which was called the Geography of the Unknown 
Regions of Asia. How the geography was writ- 
ten remains to be explained, the regions being 
unknown. So it would seem in relation to this 
matter of printing, that those who are admitted, 
| not to Know much about the printing are expected 
to instruct those who know nothing. From, bad 


| pupils and poor teachers I should anticipate very 
such thing as that was the necessary | 


oor results. 

We have, from time to time, modified the man- 
ner of having the printing executed by Congress. 
We finally fixed.a rate by persons who are sup- 
posed to have technical knowledge. That rate 
as established when these papers were ordered 
obeprinted. The contract therefore exists. The 
basis of that contract is the rate fixed by Con- 
Í gress. Like the Senator from Virginia, I took 
i interest in having the compilation: made. I 
deemed it necessary for the exercise of our func- 
tons. J think it wag well to order the printing 


= 


| of the State Papers, the assembling of important 
| documents ina volume arranged according.to sub- 
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jects,in orderthatthey might beof easy reference. 

he. price'séemed to: be determined by that fixed 
for other printing. In the progress of the. work, 
‘it has appeared, a -question’arises as to the ex- 
pense of compilation; and’ the whole. amount of 
the proposition of the committce which has beén 
argued, and for which the committee have been 
arraigned before ‘the Senate, is simply whether 
Congress will pay the expense of compilation, or 
whether they will allow the contractors who print 
these papers to do it. As explained by the chair- 
man of the committee, very lucidly, while Con- 
gress will pay the-same. sum, the printers will 
probably gain by the change. It has been stated, 
also, by him, and I thought it was a satisfactory 
reason, that it was to render an uncertain amount 
certain—two objects which would seem to be, 
probably, desirable for Congressin its legislation. 

Now, it is proposed to change the contract. 
That we have no right to-do. The contract is one 
made between Congress and the printers, and the 
change can only be made by the joint consent of 
the parties. The parties have been consulted in 
relation to a certain change, which the chairman 
of the committee has stated. Here it is proposed 
to make a still greater change. Itisas though we 
were making a new contract. One party to the 
contract can neither change it nor make a new 
one. ‘Lam perfectly wiling to go to the extent 
recommended by the committee, that these con- 
tractors for the printing should become paymas- 
ters, and take the responsibility of bearing all the 
expense of the compilation, at a sum fixed by 
past experience. Anything beyond that I will 
not vote for. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Indiana, to add the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the volumes shail average not Jess than 
one thousand pages. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I am perfectly willing now 
to put anend to this matter. {am sure the chair- 
man of the Printing Committee, or any member 
of that committee, has no right to say the mo- 
tives of the committce have been arraigned. I 
think that we who have served on this commit- 
tee of investigation of printing happen to know 
a little more about this matter than those gentle- 
men whose attention has been occupied in other 
ways. We have had a very serious burden tle- 
volved upon us. £ am now perfectly willing to 
take the statement of the chairman of the com- 
mittee. Ife has said the average price per vol- 
ume was $10 05. 
fectly well defined. I accept all the propositions 
of the committec, and I accept his statement; and 
I now. move an amendment, that the deduction be 
made of fifteen per cent. on the average price of 
the former series of these State Papers, namely: 
$10 05 per volume. I can scarcely imagine that 
anybody can object to that amendment. 

The assumed basisis, that Messrs. Gales& Sea- 
ton are willing to submit to a modification of their 
contract, by which, in consideration of paying all 
the charges of compilation, and the charges for 
engraving, which I do not consideramountto any- 
thing at all, they are willing to deduct fifteen per 


I desire to ask whatis 


cent, from the price which they received for the | 


former series. Ftake that amendment with the 
simple modification that I accept the statement of 
the chairman of the committee, that that average 
price is $10 05, and 1 move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana is 
not in order at present. 

Mr. SLIDELL, [ thought the other question 
had been disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sur. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I now offer the amendment 
T have indicated: 

* And that the deduetion of fifteen per cent. be made on 


the average cost per volume of the first series of the State 
Papers, to wit: $10 50.” 


Mr. FITCH. I have but one objection to that 


amendment, I moved the amendinent which I 
did, and which was adopted a moment since, be- 
cause of the receipt ofa letter from one of the con- 


I want to have this thing per- | 


| the Senator from Louisiana. 


| a thousand pages. 


(try. 


tracting parties requesting it.. The amendment 
as it now stands, with the exception of the pro- 
viso just attached, was agreed uponin committec, 
and was submitted to the other party, we repre- 
senting one branch of one at all events, the Sen- 
ate. He accepted it. Tam unwilling to change 
that, though I know that the change neither in- 
creases nor diminishes anything. I am unwilling 
to change it, even with that knowledge, without 
the previous consent of the 6ther party; but it is 
for the Senate to say whether it shall be adopted 
or not. As to the effect, it cannot be doubted, be- 
cause it is here. i 

` Mr. TOOMBS. That being the information | 
we have got; that being the terms which the Com- 
mittee on Printing say they have made, to deduct 
fifteen per cent. of the average, and they report- 
ing to us that that is the average, it is simply the 
sequence of the agreement; and therefore I can 
sec no objection to adopting the amendment of 


Mr. FITCH. Iam only speaking of ny own 
views. I cannot vote for it; but, of course, it is 
for the Senate to say whether it shall be adopted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Louisiana, 
I suppose, does not want to have theaverage price 
less when the volumes may be larger. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It has been already agreed 
that the average size of the volumes shall be a 
thousand pages. 

Mr. SIMMONS. You want to fix a less aver- 
age price than the old series, when the average 
number of pages in them was less than in these. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I do not understand the Sen- 
ator, 

Mr. SIMMONS, Before, the average was nine 
hundred pages. Now you alter the contract, and 
make ita thousand, 

Mr. FITCH. I think there is something in 
what the Senator from Rhode Island says. ‘The 
average size of the volumes before was nine hun- 
dred pages. Now the average is a thousand. In 
view of all the facts, I believe we had better leave 
the matter as it is. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My wish, sir, was not 
to have a single word to say on ‘this subject, ex- 
cept by my vote. I intended to vote for the report 
of the committee as it was moved; nothing more, 
nothing less. I regret that an amendment has 
been adopted which requires the volumes to be a 
thousand pages. That may operate advanta- 
geously or disadvantageously, according to cir- 
cumstances, 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator from Kentucky is 
mistaken in supposing the limitation is precise. 
That is to be the average. They may overrun it 
alittle, or come below it. That is only the aver- | 
age. The average of the first series was nine 
hundred pages; and the contractors desire the 
average of the present series to be the same, as I 
perceive by their letter; but, in accordance with 
suggestions made on various sides, I consented 
to change the proviso, so as to make the average 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I intended to follow the 
committee; more disposed to rely a great deal on 
their report than on any imperfect knowledge | 
may have of the matter. I hope the amendment 
now offered will not prevail. Itmay béa sequence 
or it may not be a sequence. Itis supposed so. 
That is the deduction of the chairman of the com- 
mittee—that is all. His deduction may not ex- 
actly correspond to the results. When the rule 
comes to be applied, his calculation may not be 
pechely correct. I want to leave them the full 

enefit of the general terms prescribed, without | 
any limitation imposed in any form. I know noth- 
ing about printing; I know nothing about con- 
tracts of this sort; but I can say to gentlemen, 
that I desire this work to proceed; I think itis a 
national work, involving the interests of the coun- 
Tam for it, and would vote for it now if it 
were to be initiated. 

I have one more word to say, sir, which isa 
word that I think is due in justice to these men. 
I have known them for forty years; and for thirty 
years of that time I never heard an imputation on 
their character or upon their honor; ora suppo- į 
sition that they had committed any fraud, or ob- 
tained any improper advantage of the Govern- 
ment. One thing we all know, that whatever they | 
have contracted to do, they have donc well and 
satisfactorily. That much I know; and that much 
I can say in general without judging of particu- 


lars which I do not know. I believe them to be 
honest. and upright men and gentlemen, who, 
whatever may be said of the frauds commited 
by others in relation to the public printing, I am 
loth to believe are guilty of anything connected 
with it. I know they have done their work well 
They are gentlemen, and men of integrity and 
honor, and maintain, to this day,a respectability 
in the press that I am sorry is not more imitated 
than itis elsewhere. They maintain the decency 
and respectability and dignity of the press. There 
is one more evidence of their integrity: they have 
always been poor; and they have had public work 
to do for the last forty years. This is evidence 
with me, and every man who has an extensive 
knowledge of life. When public officers, men 
who have had the means, as modern examples 
show, of defrauding the Treasury, as they have 
had, are poor, and are likely to die poor, 1 want 
no better evidence of their integrity; and I am 
disposed to listen with great distrust to any argu- 
ment calculated to prove to the contrary of this 
great evidence, It is satisfactory tome. I shall 
vote for no other amendment but this of the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, if the Senator 
from Kentucky had been in his seat during this 
discussion, f am sure he would have thought it 
entirely unnecessary to defend the character of 
Messrs. Gales & Seaton. [have not heard, in the 
whole course of this discussion, one single word 
whispered to their discredit. For my own part, 
I have taken occasion twice to say that I had the 
utmost respect for those gentlemen in every rela- 
tion of life, public and social; that I had every 
reason to be satisfied with their course toward me 
as a public man, which has always been courteous 
and fair; and so far from being animated by any 
feeling against them, personally and individually, 
IT have, on the contrary, the kindest sentiments 
toward them; and what I have done, and what I 
have said, has only been dictated by a sense of 
public duty. I take pleasure in repeating that 
declaration. Task for the question on the amend- 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana to the amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. I trust sincerely that the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. We have increased 
the average number of pages per volume, and now 
it is proposed to diminish the price. Itis mani- 
festly very unjust, indeed. Let itstand as it is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope we shall take the vote. 
We have praised these old gentlemen enough, and 
giventhem money enough. {Laughter.] Now, 
fur God’s sake, let us have a vote. 

Mr. SLIDELL called for the yeas and nays on 
his amendment to the amendment; and they were 
ordered, 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave paired off with the Senator 
from Massachusetts {Mr, Sumyer] in reference 
to all questions connected with the amendment as 
to the State Papers. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Doolittle, Fes- 
senden, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, King, La- 
tham, Poik, Powell, Saulsbury, Slidell, “Thomson, ‘Toombs, 
Trumbull, Wilson, and Yulee—20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bright, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Chesnut, Clark, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Fitch, 
Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Hemphill, Ken- 
nedy, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Rice, Sebastian, Sim- 
mons, Wade, and Wilkinson—27. ’ 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
recurs on the amendment, as amended. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Sec. —. And be it further ena®ted, That the contract 
made with Gales & Seaton, under the nineteenth section 
ofthe “Act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1859,” approved the 12th of June, 1858, tor the publication 
of a continuation of the American State Papers, be so mod- 
ified as to require the publishers to defray all the expenses 
of selecting, compiling, and arranging the documents proper 
to be included in that work; also the expenses of binding, 
and of all engraving on copper, steel, and wood, and for 
lithographing, whieh may be considered necessary by the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, together with the expenses of preparing full and 
proper indexes for cach volume, and a gencral index of the 
whole work, including the volumes contained in the first 


; Series, and ali other contingent or incidental expenses what- 


ever attending such publication; and, moreover, that the 
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price to be allowed to the publishers for said work shall be 
fifteen per cent. less per volume than the average price per 
volume paid for the first series of the same, printed under 
the act of March 2, 1831. And the said volumes shall be 
delivered to the Secretary of the Interior as the same may 
be completed, who shall place three hundred copies in the 


Department of State for its use and for exchange with for- | 


eign Governments, and seven hundred copies in his own 
Department for distribution to public libraries in the sev- 
eral States and Territories, and hold the residue of the 
copies in his custody subject to the further order of Con- 
ress. * 
g And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
pay the publishers of the said work, at the rate per volume 
above mentioned, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, as the saime may be delivered te 
the Seeretary of the Interior, and on his certificate of de 
livery. And so much of the aforesaid nineteenth section 


of the act of June 12, 1858, as is inconsistent with this act, ; 


be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, That the 
volumes shall average not less than one thousand pages. 
Mr. DAVIS. There are some matters in the 
amendment which I think changes the contract, 
and therefore I shall vote against it. 
Mr FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

< Mr. MASON. Before I vote, I wish to ask 

the honorable Senator from Indiana, the chair- 

man of the Committee on Printing, whether the 
contractors have agreed to the change of con- 
tract proposed? 

- Mr. FITCH. The amendment, after it had 

Peen agreed upon by the Senate Committee on 

Printing, was submitted to one of the contractors, 

‘Mr. Seaton, and he assented to it. Ascertaining, 

as I have already stated to-day, that the average 

pe per volume was less than my previous data 
had made it out, and ascertaining that fact from 
the accounts of our own Secretary, I again sent 
for him to-day, and stated that fact to him, and 
asked him again if he would assent to it? He 
said he would. I moved the proviso relative to 

‘the average number of pages per volume at his 

written request, which I now have before me, ad- 

_ dressed to me since he left the Capitol after the 
interview I had with him this morning. The 
‘only difference between his assent to my amend- 
‘ment, as fully submitted to him, and his request, 
is that, at the instance of sundry gentlemen, who, 
perhaps, know more aboutit than I know, instead 
‘of moving that the average number of pages should 
be nine hundred a volume, as he requested, my 
proviso is that it shall be a thousand—a matter 
that I presume will not make much difference 
with the contractors, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 18; as follows: 

.  YBAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Chesnut, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Fitch, 
Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hemphiil, Lane, Mal- 
lory; Mason, Nicholson, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Sim- 
mons, Wade, Wigfall, and Wilkinson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Clingman, Davis, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Iverson, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Polk, Powell, Slidell, Thom- 
son, Toombs, ‘Trumbull, and Yulee—18. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosterin 
the chair.) The next excepted amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole is: 

For the prosecution of the work on the Capitol extension 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1861, the sum 
of $300,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS, Icalled for a separate vote on 
this amendment, because there was some misun- 
derstanding before as to thecommittee from which 


it came. It was stated that it came from the Com- | 


mittee on Finance; but it did not come from that 
committee, for the reason that they expressed no 
opinion upon it; it wasa business they had not 
investigated, and they were not prepared to give 
the facts which were necessary he the Senate. I 
only calied for a separate vote so that the Senate 
might vote understandingly. It comes from the 
Committee on Public Buildings, who, I have no 
doubt, have properly and intelligently investi- 
gated the subject. [do not call for the yeas and 
nays; I only asked for a separate vote on it. 
r. BRIGHT. This amendment was inserted 
on my motion, and upon the recommendation of 
- the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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! Treasury, the committee did not feel at liberty to 


it is in pursuance of an estimate, made by the 

‘Treasury Department, for the purpose of continu- 
ing the Capitol extension. It would be a waste 
of time for me to attempt to impress on Senators 
the importance and necessity of continuing this 
work. A portion of the $500,000 estimated for has 
already been provided—g204,000 for paying ex- 
isting liabilities. This appropriation of $300,000 
is for the purpose of continuing the work, which 
is barely sufficient. In the present state of the 


insist on more. I hope there wil! be no objection 
to It. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next ex- 
cepted amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
was to strike out the following clause: 

« For collection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agricultural and rural economy, and the pro- 
curement of cuttings and seeds, $60,000: Provided, how- 
ever, That in the expenditure of this appropriation, and 
especially in the selection of cuttings and seeds for distri- 
bution, due regard shall be had to the purposes of general |} 
cultivation and the encouragement of the agricultural and 
rural interests of all parts of the United States.” 

The question is, will the Senate concur with 
the Committee of the Whole in striking out this 
clause? 

Mr. BIGLER. This is an amendment which 
was excepted, at my request, from the general 
amendments. 1 simply want to call for the yeas 
and nays uponit. [‘ Oh, no!”] Very well, Lem 
satisfied to take the vote. 

Mr. TOOMBS. We have no use for $60,000 
for these cuttings; and the committee struck it 
out. 

Mr. RICE. {hope the clause will be stricken 
out. I have seen neither seeds nor cuttings for 
my region for a long time. 

r. HALE. I hope it may be stricken out. 
All that I got from the Patent Office last year 
was a notice that they had some plants, &., that 
would not grow north of the north line of Ten- | 
nessee. Now there is a little part of these United | 
States that lies north of the north line of Tennes- | 
see, but that is utterly disregarded. I hope the 
gee will be stricken out. * 

r. BROWN. So do I; but I live south of 
the line. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there is a very || 
good reason why no seeds have been distributed 
this year. I believe we refused to make the ap- | 
propriation last year, and that is the reason for it, 
So far as the objection made by,the Senator from 
New Hampshire is concerned, if he will read the 
provision, he will see that it provides expressly | 
that, “in the expenditure of this appropriation, 
and especially in the selection of cuttings and seeds 
for distribution, due regard shall be had to the 
purposes of general cultivation, and the encour- 
agement of the agricultural and rural interests of 
all parts of the United States.’’ 1 suppose that 
will include New Hampshire even. [Paughter.) 

Mr. HALE. That is according to what “due 
regard ” means. When the Senator gets a diction- 
ary that gives the meaning of ‘due regard,” he 
will find out that it does not mean north of the | 
north line of Tennessee. (Laughter.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I trust that this section 
will not be stricken out. I do not agree with 
many persons and many remarks I have heard 
made here in the Senate as to the inutility of dis- 
tributing these seeds. I think the country has 
derived much value from some of the seeds and | 
cuttings distributed through the Patent Office; and 
itis the only thing that 1s done for the agricul- 
tural interests of the country. I do not desire to 
take time; but trust this provision will be retained 
in the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let us have the question; we 
all know all about it. | 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bright, Brown, Cameron, Chesnut, 
Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fessenden, Fitch, Green, 
Hale, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of 
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Tennessee, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Rice, Slidell, 
Thomsen, Toombs Wigiall;. Wilson. and. Yulee—26,¢ 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Clark, Dix- 
on, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster,’ Grimes, Gwin, 
Harnas, Hemphill, King, Lane, Nicholson, Polk, Powell 
Saulsbury, Sebastian, Simmons, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wiikinson—24. | ; j : er 
So the amendment was concurred in. ‘s 


Mr. TOOMBS. I desire’to offer an‘amendmen 
from the Committee on Finance, based upon an 
estimate sent to me since the bill has been under 
consideration: f ae POTS 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to ‘the 
Chickasaw Indians: interest on $100,000, part of their nas 
tional fund, which was paid into the ‘Treasury, in January, 
1857, on account of the redemption of that amount of the 
State stock of Ohio, previously held by that Department 
in trust for that fund, $21,000. Tar hs ae 

The amendment explains itself. It seems that 
these Indians had $100,000 of Ohio State fands 
which were redeemed, and the money paid into the 
Treasury; the Treasury has not invested ‘them, 
and this is for the Treasury to pay the Indians 
the interest. f ake 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is it for three years? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 7 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then, it is seven per cent. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. I made amistake. Jt will be 
four years at the end of this year, and the amount 
ought to be $24,000. — Iaa 

Mr. SIMMONS. Why not putin the amend- 
ment that it is to pay four years’ interest? ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. Itis to enable the Department 
to pay the interest due. Twenty-four thousand 
dollars will cover four years’ interest at six per 
cent. This is for 1857, 1858, 1859, and 1860... 

Mr. SIMMONS. Bat I should like the bill to 
say that itis for four years’ interest. 

The amendment was agreed to. i ci 

Mr. WILSON. I move a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the Senate concurred in the 
proposed amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, striking out the appropriation of $60,000 
for agricultural purposes. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. Did the Senator vote with the 
majority? ; tye 

Mr. WILSON. Yes; sir. ee i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the motion. We. have had’ the ‘question 
voted upon twice. ‘T'o bring it up again will open 
a wide debate. There have been great abuses in 
this thing: I deemed it unnecessary, to go into 
them when we had a vote in committee, and a 
vote in the Senate by yeas and nays, refusing to 
make the appropriation. It seems to me, that 


| the question has been very well considered. It 
i was argued in the Senate last year, and they re- 


fused the appropriation after a debate that ex- 
tended through an hour or two. -A great deal of 
the money is spent around this.city, and it is 
thrown away on little employés of one sort and 
another. I have no doubt this proposition will 
open a debate of two or three hours. I hope that, 
after so deliberate an expression of the sense of 
the Senate, the question will not be proposed a 
third time. 1 do not think it is fair to the Senate 
or the country, that a proposition of this kind 
should be thrice thrust upon us as this has been. 

Mr. WILSON. This clause was stricken out 
by but two majority. In my own judgment, the 


i amendment striking it out will not be concurred 
| in by the other branch, and we shall have to give 
| it up in the end. I think we had better reconsider 
i it, and reduce the amount to a reasonable sum, 


and keep the provision in the bill: I am told, 
besides, that a movement is on foot in that de- 
partment to investigate the cattle disease which 
Is now sweeping over the country, and exciting 
a great deal of alarm; and the entire rejection of 
this proposition will cripple that department. I 
think we had better reconsider that question, as 
our vote is so close, and then reduce the amount 
from $60,000 to twenty-five or thirty thousand 
dollars. é 

Mr. TOOMBS. This has nothing to do with 
the cattle disease. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to reconsider. 
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Mr. HALE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

“Mr TRUMBULL. Let me appeal to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to withdraw the call 
for the.yeas and nays, and let the amendment be 
reconsidered by general consent, and then lct us 
take the vote on its adoption. 

: Mr: TOOMBS. [hope not. I-oppose the re- 
consideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘We do not want two yeas 
and nays on the same thing. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I oppose the reconsideration, 
and want to make that the test question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought that the Senator 
was in a hurry to get through with his bill. 

‘Mr. TOOMBS. Jam. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. IVERSON. I did not intend to say any- 
thing about this question, as I supposed it set- 
tled; but as a test vote is to be had on the recon- 
sideration, I desire to state a few. reasons why I 
shall vote against the reconsideration; and 1 want 
to bring to the attention of the Senate and the 
country, some facts, which perhaps the Senate 
and the country do not know. It 1s proposed to 
appropriate $60,000 to purchase seeds and plants 
and cuttings for general distribution. Now, sir, 
how is that money to be applicd? How has it 
been applied heretofore? Congress, since 1839, 
has been appropriating money year after year, 
sometimes as much as $250,000, for the purchase 
of seeds for distribution; and of what benefit has 
all this been to the country? J ask any Senator 
to tell me what benefit all these appropriations 
have been to the country. We have voted nearly 
$2,000,000 out of the public Treasury to dissem- 
imate seeds and cuttings; and how much has it 
done for the country? None whatever, so faras 
I have ever been able to ascertain; but, sir, I will 
tell you what has been done with the money. 
‘Ten thousand dollars of the amount appropriated 
two years ago, or last year, was applied in the 
construction of seed bags and seed papers, and it 
was done in this way: the employés, the clerks in 
this agricultural bureau, employed their own fam- 
ilies, employed their own children, their brothers 
and their sisters, the members of their families, 
to make these seed bags at a price seven times 
greater than they could be made by contract in 
the city of New York. That is one way in which 
$10,000 of the appropriation has been expended. 
Another expenditure has consisted in the employ- 
ment of ten or fifteen men as laborers to grade a 
little picce of ground down here on the mall, 
where the tea plants are planted. The tea plants 
had been distributed, nnd something, it was sup- 

osed, was going to grow out of the tea plants; 

ut before the experiment was completed, to as- 
certain whether he tea plants could probably be 
cultivated in this country, they have been seat- 
tered in small parcels allover the whole country, 
and that experiment is likely to fail, as the sor- 
ghum sugar failed, and as every other experi- 
ment this Patent Office has ever made has always 
failed. Here are twelve or fiflccn laborers em- 
ployed in grading there. Tio be sure, they are 
employed in cultivating grape cuttings; but those 
grape cuttings will cost ten times as much to the 
Government as the same quantity of grape cut- 
tings could be purchased for from grape agricul- 
turisis in this country. They now employ twelve 
or fifteen laborers, at salaries of from $600 to 
$1,000 a year. 

This is the way that part of this appropriation 
is to be expended. Sir, itis an abuse which the 
Governmentoughttostop. Onchalfoftheamount 
which you appropriate every year is expended 
in this way for the purpose of paying employés 
that have ‘nothing to do-—mere sinecures—and I 
think itis high time that an abuse of this sort 
should be stopped. What docs this office dis- 
tribute? I[tsends men to New York,and to Penn- 
sylvania, and to Connecticut, and elsewhere, to 
buy seed from the seed-salesmen esculents, cab- 
bages, beets, turnips, and such things—to dis- 
tribute at a great expense to the Government, 
which can be purchased in any drug store in the 


United States, and do no service whatever to the | 


country. 

Several Senarons. Not drug store. 

Mr. IVERSON. They are not drugs, but they 
are sold by druggists everywhere, and by seeds- 
men in every townin the United States; they can 
be purchased for a mere song. This is the only 
benefit the country ever derives from this large 
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amount of appropriation. Sir, itis a mere sys- 
tem to feed a parcel of hungry men herein Wash- 
ington city who are too lazy or too dishonest to 
get their living in another way; that is about the 
sum and substance of it. 

Mr. BIGLER. I certainly do not rise with 
any intention to answer the general indictment of 
the Senator from Georgia. I do not know any- 
thing about these abuses. lt is truc [have heard 
complaints as to the administration of this depart- 
ment; but Lam notwilling, without positive knowl- 
edge, to make these general accusations.. I think, 
atleast, they are unkind. Theremay be instances 
of extravagant payment for services; but all this 
addresses itself now to the responsible head of 
that department; and I presume the impression 
which the Senator from Georgia has uttered here, 
which he says is his belief, will have its influence 
upon that department. Ifthere be any such mon- 
strous abuse, I hope it will be stopped. I can- 
not allege that there is such an abuse. I take it 
that the men who are responsible in that depart- 
ment are as anxious to save money, and carry 
ont the true intent of this appropriation, as any 
other men in the public service. 

Mr. President, we go on here appropriating 
millions upon millions, fifty to sixty millions a 
year, recognizing in every way all the great in- 
dustrial interests of the country, This mere pit- 
tance belongs to the greatest interest of all; that 
which is the basis of all. It is a mere bagatelle. 
There may be apparent errors in the administra~ 
tion of this department; but it is an experiment 
for the benefit of agriculture. In some commu- 
nities it has been successful, and in others it has 
failed. Now I must say, in justice to myself, 
that in my own region of my Statesome men have 
taken a great interest in it, and made great im- 
provements by the cuttings and seeds they have 
received from the Patent Officc, and have impressed 
me with the necessity of maintaining this depart- 
ment. It is but candid to say thet, in other parts 
of my State also, there are citizens who complain 
that the seeds which they receive have failed and 
they have been disappointed; but altogether, Í say 
this mere pittance may well be paid to recognize 
this great interest, in your vast expenditures. 
Yonu consider commerce; you are concerned about 
manufactures, and everything else. Agriculture, 
which is the basis of all the other great interests, 
might at least have this small recognition, 

Mr. BROWN. I hope this appropriation will 
be voted down, If there ever was a stupendous 
humbug in this country, it is in this matter of 
seeds and cuttings. If agriculture or horticul- 
ture has ever been seriously damaged, it has been 
through the instrumentality of this Patent Office. 
The whole business of distributing seeds from the 
Patent Office has been simply to break up the 
seedsmen, the honest dealers in thatarticle. Lan- 
dreth and others have been seriously damaged in 
their business; and I undertake to say that neither 
agriculture nor horticulture has in any way ben- 
cfited by it. ‘The whole thing has proved to be 
a most magnificent humbug, resulting, as all hum- 
bugs do, inInflicting serious injury upon one par- 
ty,and no benefit upon the other. I doubt very 
much whether the Patent Office ever sent a valu- 
able cutting to anybody, or anything that you 
could not get fora mere pittance from a seedsman 
or from a horticulturist. This $60,000 is mere 
waste. If it were $60,000 thrown into the Poto- 
! mac, and utterly wasted, I should care very little 
about it; but the expenditure of this moncy in- | 
terferes very scriously, not only with people en- 
gaged in an honest trade, but it humbugs honest 
experimenters into the belief that they can ac- 
complish something by receiving these seeds. Sir, 
I have been more cursed for sending out Patent 
Office seeds, than I have been for anything else in 
the world. People tell me that they are old, de- 
eayed seeds. They plant them, and they never 
germinate; they never amount to anything. Gar- 
dens are lost, fields are lost, seeds are put into the 
ground that do notsprout atall. The whole thing 
| is ahumbug. It is unworthy of the Government 
to have anything to do with it.: The best thing 
we can do is to turn loose from the appropriation, 
and let the whole thing fall. That ismy judg- 
| ment. We took that ground two years ago, and 
I hope we shali not return to this abuse. 

The Senator from Massachusetts talks about | 
the cattle disease. I hope the United States is not | 


| going to turn cow doctor, [Laughter.] What i 


have we to do with the cattle disease? Is Con- 
gress going to work to employ doctors to take care 
of the cattle? T understand from the Senator that 
the Patent Office has turned its attention to that 
disease. All very well, in its way; but to ask us 
to make appropriations from the national Treas- 
ury to look after the diseases of cattle is opening 
up to us altogether a new department of business. 
We see at once where this thing is to drift to. 
Next we shall-be asked to take cognizance of the 
hog disease, the sheep disease, and so on. The 
only safety is in cutting loose from it. ‘The Gov- 
ernment never had any power to buy any seeds, 
or distribute any. It never had any right to doc- 
tor cattle, or sheep, or hogs, oranything else. All 
that belongs to the citizens or to the States. The 
Federal Government never was organized forany 
such purpose. I hope that the appropriation will 
be defeated. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. I suppose, sir, that in pro- 
portion to the amount involved, this really is the 
most useless expenditure that we contemplate. I 
have always regarded this distribution of seeds as 
agreat fraud on the Treasury; and l agree mainly 
with what has fallen from the Senator from Geor- 
gia. These seeds are purchased mainly in New 
York, Philadelphia, and Boston, and distributed 
all over the country, with the names of the seeds- 
men upon them. It is simply transferring the 
seeds from one State to another, to supply those 
who ought to buy seeds for themselves. Another 
abuse has crept up under this appropriation. If 
you examine your Patent Office reports, you will 


| find that a vast amount of information has been 


collected, but it has been plagiarized from books 
which ought to bein the brary of every agricul- 
turist. Bur agricultural monthlies and jour- 
nals, and the agricultural books in our congres- 
sional library, ‘have been scarched, and whole 
chapters have been incorporated verbatim et liter- 
atim, and put forth as Interior Department re- 
ports; and I presume that, under the first clause 
of this very appropriation which contemplates the 
collection of information upon agricultural sub- 
jects, the disease to which the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts hasadverted, is to be inquired 
into. I have no doubt, if we pass this appropri- 
ation, a portion of the money 1s to go directly to 
that object. I suppose the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis refers to that when he makes an allusion 
to that subject. I hope that the proposition will 
not pass. The southern people are agricultur- 
ists; but they do not appear here and demand 
seeds. My State wants none of these seeds at all. 
Of course they will get a portion if you make the 
appropriation; but we do not stand here and ask 
for seeds; we buy ourown. It is a great abuse, 
sir. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 28, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Halc, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, King, Lane, Latham, Nichol- 
son, Polk, Powell, Sautsbury, Sebastian, Simmons, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Davis, Fessenden, Fitch, Green, Hunter, 
Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Rice, Slidell, 
Thomson, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—25. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred upon concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 
to strike out the clause. 

Mr. IVERSON. I believe the clause proposed 
to be stricken out is now open to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ihave an amendment to offer: 


Provided, That no part of this amount shall be expended 
as a commission, exchange, gift, dividend, or loan, or as 


|! compensation for extra services to any clerk, messenger, 


watchman, or other person already receiving a 
wages under the Government of the United States, nor to 
any partner, employé, or member of the family of any such 
clerk, messenger, watchman, or other person employed by 
the Unitea States as aforesaid; and should the provisions of 
this section be violated, or any such employé of the United 
States be detected or be known to sell, exebange, or other- 


lary or 


| wise dispose of any cattings, seeds, or other property aris- 


ing from this or any previous agricultural appropriation of 
Congress, such clerk, messenger, watchinan, or other per- 
son receiving a salary or wages as aforesaid, shall be gis- 
missed from office. 

If this money is to be appropriated, I desire te 
throw some guards around its wasteful, extrava- 
gant, and dishonest expenditure by employts m 
the office. I know, or at least | have reason to 


year is expended and used up by the employés 


themselves; by the watchmen, the clerks, and the | 


persons employed in that office, and paid out to 
themsclves or their immediate families. Large 
and extravagant prices are paid for the construc- 
tion of bags for the purpose of putting up these 
seeds. J want to puta stop to that abuse, be- 
cause | consider ita very large abuse. I under- 
stand that $10,000 have been expended for bags, 
at seven cents apiece, which could be bought in 
New York for one cent. 

- desire to put an end to abuses which I believe 
exist. A good many of these secds get out of the 


office in some way, and get into the drug stores | 
One thing is certain, |} 


and seed stores for sale. 
that Patent Office seeds are found in the drag 
stores of this city for sale. Flow they get there 
I do not understand. They either get there 
through the employés of the office, or members of 
Congress, after they are distributed, sell them 
themselves; and Ido not suppose members of 
Congress ever did such a dirty thing as that. I 
understand—I do not state it as a fact, but I am 
informed and believe-—that tea plants have been 
offered in the streets of Washington during the 


present session at two dollars apiece. Where did j 


they come from? Did members of Congress, af- 
ter getting tea plants, offer them for sale for their 
own benefit? I trust not. Ido not believe that. 
How did they get out, then? They must have 
got out in a manner that is not creditable to the 
office. I want to put a guard on these abuses. I 
think they exist; and I think it is ourduty, if we 
appropriate money, to guard its application, and 
therefore I offer this amendment. . 

“Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the tenor of the 
amendment offered by the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, I think, should satisfy us that he has 
reason to believe that this appropriation for the 
distribution of seeds from the Patent Office is a 
corrupt and corrupting excrescence upon the Gov- 


ernment. I know nothing in the world of the facts; | 


but I do know that the expenditures for this, al- 
though comparatively small in proportion to the 
“other expenditures of the Government, must, of 
necessity, become a source of corrupting expend- 
iture and tendencies on the part of the Govern- 
ment. I hope the amendment of the honorable 
Benator from Georgia will be adopted. Ido not 
know that it will preventanything; butit will tend 
to enlighten the public mind as to the character 
of this expenditure. 

The amendment to the amerdment was agreed 


0. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ihave some other amend- 
ments to offer to this. clause. My next amend- 
ment is: : 


ti 


i And provided further, That all cuttings and seeds and | 


other articles procured, including the materials and labor 
employed in packing the same, shall be done by contract 
with competent and responsible parti he same to be put 
up in a secure manner, properly fabe 
the order and to the satisfaction of the t 
terior; on reasonable terms, to be judged of by the said Sec- 
retary, and when practicable, at wholesale and trade prices. 

Mr. PUGH. [hope that will be rejected, for 

ifwe get it under a contract with anybody, we 
shall never be rid of it. I think we had better 
stand where we are. His a great abuse; but this 
only tends to make it worse. If we give it out by 
contract, we shall never see the end of it. 
“Mr. IVERSON. These seeds are all purchased 
from the salesmen in the various cities under con- 
tracts made by the head of the bureau. Itis done 
under a contract now. 

Mr. PUGH. But this proposes to give out the 
work of putting them up in bags and boxes to 
contract; and if you get anybody interested in 
that branch of business in Washington city, you 
will never get rid of it. 

Mr. IVERSON. [ want to compel the Com- 
missioner of Patents to let out the construction 
of these bags and papers by contract, and not 
have particular persons employed to do it. 


tion of these bags, and other materials that are 


necessary, by contract, and then we shall get | 


them at moderate prices. 
The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


4 


and delivered to ; 
reretary of the n- j 


The | 
abuse now is, that individuals about the office |j 
and their families are employed, at extravagant | 
rices, and | want to put a stop to it by compel- | 
ing the officer in charge to let out the construc- | 


f 
it 
{ 
7 
fi 
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Mr. IVERSON. Ihave another amendment: 


And provided further, That, at the commencement of 
each session of Congress, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall eause to be reported to both Houses of Congress a 
detailed statement of the expenditures of this appropria- 
tion, giving copies of all the vouchers therefor; and also 
a statement. of all unexpended funds, and all liabilities not 
paid on account of this appropriation. 


Mr. HUNTER. It will require extra clerks 
to perform all that service. j 

Mr. IVERSON. If it requires extra clerks, 
they can be paid for out of the appropriation, and 
the Government will lose nothing by that. The 
fact is, all this money has been expended here- 


| tofore, and not a single statement or account has 


ever been submitted to Congress. We do not 
know how the money is expended; to whom it is 


| paid; or for what purpose; and I think we ought 


to have some protection. We ought to have the 


; accounts presented to Congress, that Congress 


may see to whom the money goes, and for what 
purposes. Iwill modify my amendment by adding 
to it: “the expense of which is to be taken out 
of this appropriation.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have a Secretary of 
the Interior, who is one of the Cabinet officers, 
and we have a Commissioner of Patents, a gen- 
tleman of high character and standing; and I think 
that to have reported to Congress copies of the 
vouchers for the little papers and bags that are 
made to put up sceds in, is a very small matter; 
and the statements made by the Senator from 
Georgia, it seems to me, are a direct impeachment 
of these high officers of the Government. There 
may have been very great abuses. I know noth- 
ing about them. 1 trust that, if such abuses have 
existed, they will be corrected. I should presume 
that the Commissioner of Patents had some su- 
pervision over these accounts, and the Secretary 
of the Interior too. lt seems to me that itisa 
very small matter to require copies of these vouch- 
ers to be presented here. Besides, } trust, if these 
abuses do exist, as the Senator from Georgia says, 
and $10,000 has been squandered upon favorites, 
the time is not far distant when we shall have a 
Secretary of the Interior and a Commissioner of 
Patents that will allow no such thing. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have not impeached the 
Secretary of the Interior, or the Commissioner 
of Patents. 1 do not believe they know anything 
about these abuses. They are done by subordi- 
nates; and these higher officers know nothing of 
them; but I want these subordinates who have 
the control and management of these funds to let 
out these small contracts, and to be accountable 
to Congress for the amount paid. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I trust we shall have 
officers who know what their subordinates do. I 
take it to be the duty of the officers at the head of 


the different Departments to know what is doncby | 


their subordinates, Tbe idea that money can be 


if squandered by tens of thousands of dollars in an 
| appropriation of 460,000, and the heads of your 


bureau®tfid Departments know nothing about it, 
and not be responsible for it, is, to my mind, pre- 
posterous, 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the abuse is in 
making the appropriation. Ido not know how 


these seeds are distributed, or who makes the lit- | 


tle packages in which they are put. They must 


| be made by somebody, no matter by whose hands 


it may be. The abuse is in making the appro- 
priation. My colleague may be right that it will 
require clerks to copy the accounts. - All the bet- 
ter. Let aclerk copy the accounts, and let the 
accounts be exposed to the American people, and 
let the people of the States see the abuse, and see 
whatitis. I shall vote forthe amendment of the 
honorable Senator from Georgia with great pleas- 
ure. [say this is a corrupt and corrupting ex- 
crescence; and let the American people see the 
character and extent of the corruption. I hope 
the amendment will prevail. 
The amendmentto the amendment was rejected; 
there being, on a division—ayes 11, noes 23. 
Mr. BIGLER. I move to amend the elause by 
striking out “ $60,000, ’’ and inserting *‘ $40,000.” 
Mr. IVERSON. [hope that will prevail. That 
was the very motion made last year. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moved to reduce the amount from. 
$60,000 to $40,000, and the Senate passed it. I 
think $40,000 is quite enough to throw away. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
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believe, that some portion of this money every | 


f 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question. 
is-on concurring with the Committee ‘ofthe 
Whole in striking out the clause asit has ‘how 
been amended. s : ee 

Mr. TOOMBS. AsI do not-wish-there should: 
be any mistake about the reasons upon’ which 
this case is put by the honorable Senator from: . 
Pennsylvania, I shall say a word. He talks of: 
$60,000,000 a year for the great interests of t 
country. ` If we expend them for legitimate pûr- 
poses, itis all well enough; but when that Senator 
attempts to improvethe great agricultural interests 
of this country by the Patent Office, he has under- 
taken a pin-hook business, and one that has:so 
far done us no good. They do not ask it; and E 
never hear a man talking of benefiting the great 
interests of this country by an appropriation, 
without feeling that the great agricultural interest 
is to be plundered. Thatis what it means; nothing 
else. Protecting the great interests of the coun~ 
try! Do you suppose anybody you will’ get 
around the Patent Office will teach the people how 
to raise cabbages, how to raise potatoes, how to” 
raise beets, how to raise sugar, how to raise corny 
and how to raise cotton? "They never followed 
those pursuits; or if they did, they failed at them, 
and that is the reason why they are here. They 
are totally ignorant of that or any other business; 
are unfit for any other pursuit; and thatis the. 
reason they come here to live off the Government. 
That is the history of the whole thing; and this: 
scheme is merely for the purpose of squandering 
the public money in order to get popularity for 
members of Congress by sending seeds to.old 
women all through their districts. These seeds 
nobody expects to be of any benefit to the coun- 
try; for we have tried the system twenty years, 
and it has failed, ie 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I think there has 
been great abuse in the introduction of foreign 
seeds and plants; but I think intelligent men, 
systematically pursuing such inquiries, lead to 
information. E do not mean that they have taught 
any one how to cultivate sugar, or beets, or corn; 
but they have introduced new varieties of plants, 
the distribution of which has been useful to the 
country. The introduction of the Chinese sugar- 
cane alone has been a great contribution to the 
cultivation of the country. They have introduced 
new varieties of sugar-cane, which would not 
have been introduced by private enterprise. They 
have introduced new varieties of cotton seeds. 
All these things are useful, and I do not doubt 
that if we had an agricultural institution, where 
experiments could be made by trained persons, it 
would lead to great results, beneficial results. My 
objection is that this Government was instituted 
for no such purpose; it has no such function. 
There is no warrant in the Constitation which 
authorizes this Government to go on to purchase, 
or import seeds, for distribution to the people. I 
agree with the Senator from Virginia, thatit has a 
corrupting tendency, though F would not exactly 
say, with him, that itis corrupt in itself. dt ra 
demoralizing, injurious to our institutions; and 
for that reason, I shall oppose it. * 

Mr. IVERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays, 
E nagid : 

Mr. PUGH. I hope we shall not have the yeas 
and nays. We have had them three times on this 
proposition already. 

Mr. IVERSON. 

Mr. MASON. 
and nays. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President—~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
first put the question on ordering the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to say something 
on that very question. Forty years ago, sir 
though I am sacrificing a good deal by saying 1t—~ 
I was in the Senate one Conant, and the yeas 
and nays were never called for during the two 
sessions of Congress I then served in the Senate 
but on one occasion, except where the Constitu- 
tion required the yeas and nays to be taken. They 
were never called for by a member except on one 
occasion, and that I perfectly well remember to 
this day. It was upon fixing the price of public 
lands. ‘The call for the yeas and nays struck the 
Senate with some harshness, and some of the 
older members thoughtthat the member who made 
the call had ruined himself forever. It was looked 


I withdraw the call. 
I renew the call for the yeas 
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upon with some astonishment by such men as Ru- 
fas King, and those who were then in the Senate. 
They looked at each other, and it was whispered 
around, “is it supposed that it will affect any 
man’s vote by having the votes recorded ?? The 
wonder ran ail around the Senate. This call comes 
from the Senator from Virginia, for whom I have 
the highest respect;.and.1 know he will take my 
reminiscence in good part, and not accuse me of 
unkindness to him. ; i 
Mr. MASON... None in the world, sir. Mr. 
President, the Senator from Kentucky is speak- 
ing of forty years ago. I very much apprehend 
that the Senate of the United States has changed 
its character in thelast forty years. I donot speak, 
of course, of the Senators who represent States—I 
apeak of the Senate. Sir, we have known what 
was unknown forty years ago—citizens of the 
States canvassing the States, addressing the peo- 
le in public assemblies for a seat in the Senate. 
We have known that. We have known of Sen- 
ators leaving their seats here and going to the Le- 
gislatures in session, when the election was to take 
lace, to canvass there for a scat in the Senate. 
e have known that. I say, sir, the Senate of 
the United States has changed its character in 
forty years. The Senate of the United States was 
intended by the Constitution to be a deliberative 
body; it was intended by the tenure of its office— 
a more extended tenure than is given to any office 
of.the Federal Government, not excepting the 
President, the highest oflicer—to be placed beyond 
the reach of popular emotion. We have passed 
tha stage. The Senator is speaking of forty years 
ago. We are deliberating now atter the lapse of 
forty years. The Government is undergoing a 
change. We arerealizing Democratic proelivities, 
We are realizing that which the Constitution 
never intended. ‘Ihe Constitution has guarantied 
arepublican form of government, and that is as 
much an exclusion of a democracy as it is of a 
monarchy. I say, with the great respect I bear 
to the honorable Senator from Kentucky, that in 
the day to which he alludes, forty years ago, the 
Senate understood ils constitutional organization; 
it was a deliberative body. Now, itisa popular 
body; and here we are scuflling aboutan appropri- 
ation of $60,000-—-for what purpose? To distribute 
alms amongst the people to buy their votes—no 
other purpose, none in the world. I beg the pardon 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky for re- 
peating to himagainthatforty years ago the char- 
acter of the Senate was felt by Senators in its con- 
stitutional position, and that it has since changed. 
I called for the yeas and nays on this proposition, 
and [hope IT shall be sustained in the call. . The 
amendment has been changed since the yeas and 
nays were last called for, The amendment has 
been changed by adopting a provision offered by 
the Senator from Georgia, {trustto expose to the 
States the character of thisappropriation, and what 


it leads to; and I hope the yeas and nays will be | 


taken on it. The character of the amendment has 
been changed since the vote was last taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, whether the Senate will concur in striking out 
the clause as now amended, The yeas and nays 
are called for. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I happened to be out of the 
Chamber when the Senator from Virginia com- 
menced his remarks, and I was not favored with 
hearing the whole of them. [ got in just when 


he was demonstrating that Democracy was un- ! 


constitutional. ` I have long been of that opinion 
myself; but I do not understand the application 
of it to this proposition. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 30; as follows: 


H 
YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, Cling- | 


man, Crittenden, Davis; enden, Fitch, Grecu, Hunter, 
Iverson, Johnson of A s, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, 
Pearce, Pugh, Rice, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee 

NAVS—Messrs, Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Gwin, Hate, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 


kinson, and Wilson—-30. 

So the amendment striking out the clause was 
non-coneurred in, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire torenewan amend- 
ment which was offered in the Committee of the 


Saulsbury, Sebastian, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, Wil- | 


Whole by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Green,] No. 43, I believe, making an appropria- 
tion of some six thousand five hundred dollars, 
recommended by the Secretary of War, for com- 
pleting the maps and reducing the observations 
of the survey for an interoceanic ship canal near 
the Isthmus of Darien, by way of the Atrato and 
Truando rivers. The amendment is on the table, 
and I desire to renew it. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 

For the purpose of paying existing Jiabiliiies, and to fur- 
nish the maps and calculations of the survey of the Atrato 
route of interoceanic canal, $6,500. 


Mr.. TRUMBULL. I will say that this sur- 
vey has been made, and the officer having charge 
of it, Mr. Michler, has made his report to Colonel 
Abert. Colonel Abert says: 


“gI would invite your attention, to the report of Licuten- 
ant Michler, who, under assignment of the War Depart- 
ment;.was engaged upon the survey of the interoceanic 
ship cana} near the Isthmus of Darien, via the Atrato and 
‘Truando rivers. 

“ Since his return from the sconce of his field operations, 
considerable progress was made in the reduction of obser- 
vations and preparing the maps, until the want of means 
compelled him to suspend progress, and discharge the:com- 
puters and draughtsmen. 

“The valuable information procured by Lieutenant Mich- 
ler should not be lelt in its unfinished condition in the ar- 
chives of the bureau; but such will be the case unless 
Congress will grant the aid of a small appropriation, for 
which Lieutenant Michler presents an estimate of 86,500 ; 
which includes the amount already due his assistants, and 
that required to complete the report and maps, which may 
be laid betore Cougress at an early day. 

“Fhe estimate is approved by the bureau, and your rec- 
ommendation to Congress for the passage of the appropri- 
ation is respectfully urged.” 


The Secretary of War calls attention to this 
report, and concludes what he has to say upon 
the subject by stating: 

& f would respectfully invite your attention to the report 
of Lieutenant Michler, who, under assigument of the War 
Department, was engaged upon the survey of an inter- 
oceanic ship canal near the Isthmus of Darien, via the At- 
rato and Truando rivers. Since his return from the scene of 
his field operations, considerable progress has been made 
in the reduction of observations and preparing the maps, 
until the want of means compelled him to suspend prog- 
ress and discharge the computers and draughtsmen. 
valuable information procured by Lieutenant Michler 
should not be Ieftin its unfinished condition inthe archives 
of the burean, to prevent which a small appropriation will 
be required.” 


That is the information in regard to it; and I | 


am informed that Congress having made an ap- 
propriation at a former session for the purpose of 
making the survey, it is desirable that the coun- 
try should have the benefit of it. The appropria- 
tion asked is only $6,500, I hope the Senate will 
concur in it, 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes twenty- 
cight, boes not counted. 

Mr. BROWN. I moved an amendment yes- 
terday in reference to the extension of the cpurt~- 
house part of the City Hall, which, in a verf thin 
Senate, was rejected by a small majority. A now 
propose to reoffer it in the Senate: 

For the extension of the west part of the City Hall, inthe 
city of Washington, for the purpose of afiording needful 
accommodations forthe circuit and other courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, $80,000; said sum to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
assign the rooms in said extension among said courts and 
their officers. 

I hope that, for two minutes, I may have the 
attention of the Senate upon this question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You argued it once fully. 

Mr. BROWN. I know J argued it once, and I 
shall argue it again to Senators who will not lis- 
ten. ‘The Government has a vastinterest in this 
question. Its archives, I tell Senators now, are 
lying in the halls of the court-Rouse building, 
commonly know as the City Hall, exposed—cex- 
posed to everybody; cxposed to all sorts of dep- 
redations, and simply because the Government 


has provided noplace for their safe-keeping. They | 


are records in which the Government has a large 


concern, involving its own interests; involving | 


everybody else’sinterest. ‘The City Hall does not 


belong to the Government. It wasoriginally con- | 
structed by the city of Washington, ata cost of | 
some seventy thousand dollars. The Government i| 
It never has dis- | 


purchased an interest in it. 
charged its obligation for that interest. It now 
occupies about three fifths of the whole building; 
and Istate, upon personal knowledge, thatitnever 


i has paid three fifths of the cost, Its own officers, 


its own courts, the Government courts, require 
larger accommodations. What you are asked to 


The į 
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do, is not to afford court-house accommodations 
for Washington, but court-house accommoda- 
tions for yourselves; for the Federal Government, 
The Federal Government appoints these judges; 
pays them out of the national Treasury. They 
sit by your authority. Every suit, unless it be 
brought between private parties, is brought in 
the name of the United States. They are Federal, 
and not district courts. The city of Washing- 
ton has its own municipality, Georgetown has 
its, and the District of Columbia outside of the 
two cities has what is called the levy court. That 
is their government. Everything beyond that is 
in Congress. You appoint the judges; you arrest 
the prisoners; whatever is done is donc by your 
authority; and I tell you, from a personal inspec- 
tion of the premises, that you have not provided 
accommodations for your own courts, Your own 
judges say so, Three Secretaries of the Interior 
in succession have said the same thing, and no 
member of this body can go into the court-house 
and look at it, who will not come back convinced 
that the court-house accommodations are insuffi- 
cient for the transaction, not of the District busi- 
ness, but of your business—the business of the 
Government. 

The accommodations for your own courts are 
insufficient; and no man, l undertake to say, in 
Congress or out of it, can go and examine the 
premises and come to any other conclusion. For 
years and years this appropriation has been asked 
for. Congress has refused it, as it did the other 
day and may do it again to-night, simply because 
it is supposed to be asort of douceur offered to the 
District of Columbia. I know that the people 
here have the least imaginable interest in it.. Is 
is an interest of the Government—an interest 
which belongs to you, which belongs to the States, 
belongs to all of us, and which we ought to attend 
to. You build court-houses in every State of the 
Union. There is not a State of the Union where 
the Government has not erected a court-house for 
its own accommodation. Why should you nos 
crect a court-house here? The Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Rice] suggests that there is one State 
where you have not erected court-houses. Per- 
haps you have not in little Minnesota, because 
she has not been long in; but certainly in all the 
older States you have builtcourt-houses, ata large 
expense. Youare bound to doit. They are your 
courts. Why should the States be called upon to 
build court-houses for the accommodation of the 
Federal Government?. Why should this District 
be called upon to build a court-house for your ac- 
commodation? The things assimilate. These 
are your courts, held for your accommodation; 
everything is done under your authority. [t would 
be the same thing to the District of Columbia if 
you had no court-house. Washington city pun- 
ishes its own criminals, through its own author- 
ity, and has nothing to do with your court-house; 
Georgetown does the same thing; and the county 
portion of the District of Columbia does the same 
thing. Yourauthority exists entirely above them; 
independent of them, You have no more right 
to ask the people of this District to build court- 
houses here for your accommodation than you 
have to ask the people of the States to do it; nor 
even as much. You have built court-houses in 
New York, in Massachusetts, in New Hamp- 
shire, in all the States; and why should you not 
doit here? All that is asked by the amendment 
is that you shall make ample, proper, and decent 
accommodation for your own courts. 

Mr. MASON. Ifthe Senator, who is chairman 
of the Committce on the District of Columbia, will 
ask for an appropriation to build a court-house 
for the purposes of the District, as separated from 
those of the city, I shall cheerfully vote for it. 

Mr. BROWN. I have to say to thé Senator 
from Virginia, that the ground upon which the 
Ciiy Hall stands belongs to the Government, and 
ho conveyance of it has ever been made to the 
city of Washington. The city of Washington 
has simply an interest, by the sufferance of the 
Government, in the building that stands upon it. 

Mr MASON. I will state the reasons why I” 
make the suggestion. Amongst the earliest things 
1 was called upon to do when I came into the 
Senate, some twelve or fourteen years ago, Was 
to vote an appropriation of some forty thousand 
dollars to enable the city of Washington to com- 
i plete the City Hall; and the reason assigned for it 
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was that the Federal courts of the District were ! 


held in the building, and that, there was no ac- 


be applied as far as was necessary to accommo- 
daie the courts of the District within that limit. 
Tagrce that, as far as I know, they then carried it 
out in good faith: I do not charge them with any 
want of faith; but now they ask for an additional 
appropriation for the courts of the District of Co- 
lumbia within that building. I have no doubt 
that what the Senator says is true—other Senators 

_have come to me ané stated the same fact—that 
the courts of the District have not proper accom- 
modation in the building. I have no doubt it is 
-true, from what I am told; I have no personal 
experience. If the Senator will put the amend- 
ment in a shape to build a court-house for the 
purposes of the District unconnected with the 
city, with no partnership of any kind, I wiil vote 
for it cheerfully; but I want no further partner- 
ship. 

Mr. BROWN. 
secms not to understand the terms on which what 
is called the City Hall is occupied. I desire to 
repeat, again, that the building was originally 
erected by the city of Washington. The Govern- 
ment had provided no accommodation for its own 
courts, and it was taken into it. The building 
was in a very dilapidated and almost wretched 
condition. The wholé exterior of it was wretched 
—almost disgusting. Congress finally agreed to 
take one half of it, leaving the city to occupy the 

other half. Congress did not pay up its arrears; 
but, after a while, Congress was asked to con- 
tribute $30,000 towards fitting up the building, by 
way of discharging its portion of the obligation. 
I have been upon the committee all the time, and 
know al! about it, 
pid for as much of the building as it occupies. 
t has spent about $45,000, I think. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, Which is our half? 

Mr. BROWN. We occupy this end of it, 
about three fifths of the whole building, as I un- 
derstand. I beg the Senator from Virginia to 
recollect that the city authorities of Washington 
and the people of Washington have never asked 
for this. They have never interfered with it in 

` the slightest degree, and do not care a single six- 
pence whether you do this or not, Itis your own 
officers, your own judges, your Secretary of the 
Interior, your Federal officers, who ask to have 
this thing done; not for the accommodation of 
Washington, not for the accommodation of the 
citizens here, but for the accommodation of the 
Federal authorities. 

_ Mr. PUGH. 1 desire to make a suggestion to 
my friend. I sce that in his amendment he spe- 
cifies the particular part of the building for the 
alteration to be desired. I propose to leave it to 
the Department of the Interior. I wish he would 
strike out that specification, and say that this 
amount shall be appropriated, to be expended un- 


der the direction of the Secretary, for enlarging | 


that building, and leaving it to the judgment of 
the engineers how it shall be done, Jam satis- 
fied, with him, that the building isa disgrace, and 
that it is our duty to finish it. During the pres- 
ent session, I have looked at it almost the first 
thing in the morning and the Jast in the evening, 
and I am satisfied the Government ought to do 
something; but I do not want to bind myself to 
any arrangement that may disfigure the whole 
plan of the house, I would rather givethis much 
moncy to enlarge the building and make it suit- 
able, than provide what the plan should be. | 

Mr. BROWN. The proposed amendment is 
in precise accordance with the original plan of the 
building, which architects consider to be a very 
proper plan. . 

Mr. PUGH. Why not leave it to the Depart- 
ment? , 
_ Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the debate will be reg- 
ular. This conversation is enough to wear out 
our patience. 

Mr. BROWN. . I have no doubt the Senator 
from Georgia is very impatient to gct this bill 
through. 


Mr. TOOMBS. This conversation is irregular | 


entirely. : . 
Mr. BROWN. Not at all. But, sir, I am will- 
ing to take the vote. I have said all that I desire 
to say. ; 
Mr. TOOMBS. I deem it my duty to make a 
statement to put this matter right; for I think the 


The Government has never | 
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: einphancally 


Senator from Mississippi wholly misapprehends 
He talks of its being oar daty to do 
this; of these being our courts, Federal courts. 
Between whom do they administer justice? Be- 
twixt man and man in this District. Whose 
order is preserved by punishing a thief here? The 
order of the District of Columbia. Who is the 


; plaintiff, who the defendant, in an action of eject- 
: ment? Individuals living in the District of Co- 


lumbia. 

What case is brought in these tribunals that is 
not between citizens of the District of Columbia? 
There is no analogy between these courts and 


the Pederal courts in the States. Until within 
the lasfén years, untila reckless disregard of the 


ublic money became common in the Senate and 
Fouse of Representatives, no court-houses were 
puilt by the United States, except in three or four 


: placesinthelarger cities. Take the States through- 


out the Union: the States furnish the judges, but 


|; the court-houses and jails are furnished by the va- 
Just one word. The Senator |: 
: this District do the same thing? We pay all their į 
: expenses. 
i juries; and now we must find places to put their 
| title papers. The Senator says their title papers 
: are outin passages. Well, sir, let them stay there 
: and rot, if they will not take care of them. What 
| obligation is there on the people of the United 


rious localities. Why should not the people of 


We pay their judges; we pay their 


States to take care of the title papers of the citi- 


zens of the District of Columbia? Theseare their | 


local courts. Of course, process runs in the name 
of the United States, because we have exclusive 
jurisdiction; but it is in no sense upon the ground 
the Senator puts it, that we are bound, because 
we have to support courts in New York and other 
places, to do it here. ‘These are local courts. 
Again: if you look at the expense of the ad- 
ministration of justice in the District, you will 
find that the Government of the United States 
pays more for the administration of justice here 
than it costs one third of the States of the Union. 


|! It is a wild waste; I know that as a member of 
į the Committee on the Judiciary. } 
business of the people of Washington to build į 


I say it is the 


their own court-houses, just as much as it is of 
the people of the different counties in the various 
States of the Union, While Lowa furnishes her 


! judges, the people of the counties build the sourt- 


houses, and take care of their own records, 
The Federal Government pays the judges and ju- 


| rors here, which it ought not to do; but, by anal- 


ogy to the rest of the people of the United States, 
the people here should build their own court- 
houses, for these are their own courts. The muni- 
cipal authorities here have but very limfted crim- 
inal jurisdiction, and no civil jurisdiction at.all. 
They have no jurisdiction excepting in minor of- 
fenses, and very small cases. All the rest of the 
business is transacted in these courts. They are 
their local courts, as much so as the 
superior and inferior courts of the different States 
of the Union are thcir courts; and there is no 
more reason for your building court-houses here 
than there is for your going into Georgia, and 


; building court-housesin one hundred and thirty- 


two counties. 

Mr. BROWN. I am amazed at the Senator 
from Georgia, who undertakes to assert upon his 
responsibility as a Senator, after having been here 
for twenty years, or nearly that long—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. Only sixteen. 

Mr. BROWN. He undertakes to assimilate the 
Federal courts in this District to the State courts 
in the States. Now, [assert that the local authori- 
ties here have their courts, as the local authorities 
in the States have their courts. I stated before 
that the city of Washington had its courts; pro- 
vided its court-houses and its prisons. So with 
Georgetown; so with the county portion of the 


| District, precisely as with the people of the States; 


but your overshadowing authority belongs exclu- 
sively to these six miles square, and you usurp 
an authority, which you do not admit belongs to 
the District in higher offenses; and this obliges 
you to establish your own courts. Task the Sen- 
ator from Georgia whether his State bears the 
expenses of the Federal courts within the limits 
of Georgia? 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir. 

Mr, BROWN. Fask him whether Georgia 
| has ever provided a place for the safe-ieeping of 
the records of the United States courts withi 


un her 
limits? No, sir; she has done no such thing; 


| Georgia, that it is incumbent on the 
| District to provide a place for the 


they are Federal records; they belong net 
State; are’not subject to its authority. 
Mrr TOOMBS. How is a decd between 
and C, a Government record? 2° TS 
Mr. BROWN. i care nothing about deeds: 
I speak of that which belongs to Federal aut 
ity, whether it isasummons, whether itis a 
whether it is a deed. ` It isà paper which belo 
to the authority of the United States, and-is. 
der the custody of the Federal Government, 
is not to be subjected to the authority of this,mu- 
nicipality, any more than writs attested inthe 
name of the United States are under the authovity: 
of the State of Georgia, or any other State." 
assert that, within this District, every. record, 
every summons, every writ, is inthe name.of the 
United States; belongs to the Federal Govern- 
ment, and not-to the-city of Washington, or. the 
District of Columbia. It belongs to you, then, 
asa. coérdinate branch of Congress and of. the 
Government, to provide some place for. the aafe- 
keeping of these papere: The Government should 
provide a proper place for the holding of itsown 
courts. I cannot admit; with. the Senator from 
people of this 
ederal Gov- 


nga 
a 


ernment.to hold its courts. aes 
Mr. TOOMBS. Does the State of Mississippi 
provide a place for the records of the different 


| counties in the State? 


Mr. BROWN. Not at all; nor does Missis- 
sippi provide a place for-the Federal Government 
to. hold its courts.. The Federal Government holds 


| the courts‘heres:the judges are appointed; not: by: 


the people of the District, they area; pointed by 
the Federal authority; appointed by the President 
of the United States, confirmed by the Senate. If 
every man, woman, and child. in this District 
should protestagainst the appointment ofa judge, 
sull, if the President and Senate chose to appoint 
him, he would be appointed. So of the marshal. 
He is appointed by Federal authority. The whole 
thing is above and beyond the influence of. the 
people of this District. Then, by what right do 
you come back upon these people, and say that it 
belongs to them. to provide places for holding 
your courts, and bearing the expense? Itis not 
their business. Itis your business. The judges 
are appointed by your authority. The marshal 
who makes the arrests is appointed by the Pres- 
ident, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. The writs arc issued in the name of the 
United States. It is all your business. -It ig: all 
done in your name, by your authority; and Ias- 
sert that it belongs to you to provide proper places 
for holding these courts, and-not to the people of 
this District. : 

Now, sir, by way of vindicating these people, 
I assert, again, that they have never asked that 
you shall provide accommodation for these courts. 
They do not care one sixpence whether you do it 
or not. The city authorities have not petitioned 
for it; the people have not. This ‘application 
docs not come from Washington city, nor from 
the citizens of the District; it comes from the 
Federal authority. It comes from the judges ap- 
pointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate; from the marshal, and from your own 
Secretaries. Under these circumstances, if you 
have a mind not to do it, you will not disappoint 
the people of this District. They do not care a 
snap of a finger, so far as they are concerned, 
whether you make the grant or not. I ask for 
the yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Cameron, Green, Hemphill, 
Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Pugh, Rice, Se- 
bastian, Simmons, Wilson. and Yuice—j3. z 

NAY S—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Chesnut, Clark, 
Clingman, Davis, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, 
King, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Saulsbury, Sti- 
dell, Thomson, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wigfall—28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ihave several amendments ftom 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
that I should have offered yesterday; but the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Bieer] insisted on 
the floor, and I yielded. I now offer this amend- 
ment: | F 

For fitting up the rooms in the center building of the Cap- 
itot formerly occupied by the Scniite Committees on Naval, 
Military, and Indian Affairs, for the use’ of the Court of 
Claims, under the superintendence. ofthe Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, $3,000. : : 
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‘Lhe Court of Claims is now sitting in a com- 
mittee-room, without any conveniences. I ven- 
tare to say that there are but few Senators who 
know where they are. The rooms are entirely 
insufficient. The estimate for proper accommo- 
dation was $5,000; but as there is a general sys- 
tem of retrenchment here, the committee sympa- 
thized with the Senate, and reduced the amount 
$2,000. f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have a small amendment to 
inerease the salaries of three superintendents: 

For compensation to the foremen of the public laborers 
employed respectively in tire Capitol, President’s, and 
Sinithsonian Grounds, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, in addition to thelr present pay, to make the sum cach 
$1,000. 

Mr. PUGH. Do I understand that to be an in- 
crease of salary? If so, Í should like to hear the 
reason. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Here is a correspondence, 
embracing letters from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior——- 

Mr. PUGH. I would rather the Senator should 
state the substance than have long letters read. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I was not going to read the 
letters, ‘This is recommended by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings, the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the head of the public gardens. Be- 
sides, there is a petition from these persons them- 
selves stating the reasons for this increase. They 
are now receiving each $600, and this is a propost- 
tion to allow them $400 additional, 1t has passed 
oncor the other of the two Houses for the lastthree 
years, but bas never got through both Houses at 
the same session. I leave it to the Senate to say. I 
know this is nota time for increasing salaries; 
but 1 believe these persons are entitled to the pay 
they claim, and the committee were unanimous 
in recommending it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. A question of that kin:l came 
before our committee. Perhaps this is one of 
those applications. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, this is one of them. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This seems to be about the 
history of the case: as long as aman isa laborer, 
and does the work, $600 a year is enough; but 
when he gets to be a superintendent—that is, when 
another man does the work, and he only looks 
on—he ought to have $1,000. (Laughter.] That 
is the case. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘That is not the case. These 
persone did not merely perform the duties of 

aborers, but more onerous and responsible duties 
that have been imposed on them. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BRIGHT. 
which 1 hope there will be no objection, 
it to the desk, and ask that it be read. 

The Secretary commenced the reading of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. We know what thatis. I 
wish to appeal to my friend from Indiana whether, 
at this late hour, he will bring up this controverted 
question. It will take two hours to debate it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have a duty to perform in 


I send 


connection with this matter that is quite as un- | 


pleasant to me to attempt at this time as it can be 
to my friend from Virginia to hear it. I have 
endeavored in vain for the last four weeks to ob- 
tain the consideration of this bill. I have pressed 
it on. the Senate; but there have always been 
apecial orders in advance, or when it was reached 
as a special order, it was postponed for the ap- 
propriation bills. I have been told, from time to 
time, to wait until some bill should come up to 
which it would be germane as an amendment. | 
know of no one more appropriate than this. I 


think the question is well understood by every | 


Senator, and that it will not lead to extended de- 
bate. The amendment that I propose simply 
calls upon the Senate to decide whether they in- 
tend to enlarge the public grounds. In the con- 
dition that the question stands now, every inch 
of ground within. the limits proposed is embar- 
rassed by the action of Congress. Persons who 
are occupying itdo not know whether they are 
long to occupy it; whether they ought to improve 
it, or whether they are likely to sell it. I think 
it is due to those interested in the ground we pro- 
pose to purchase, that the question should be set- 
tled. I will further add, that the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, both in the House 
and Senate, are unanimous in the opinion that 


1 now offer an amendment, to | 


the bill proposed here as an amendment ought to 
pass. Itis short. I hope it will be read. I shall 
not discuss it. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senate is véry. thin. 
This is an important measure; and it is now ap- 
proaching eleven o’clock. I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we do, we may give up 
all hope of a final adjournment on Monday next. 
If we quit this bill now, we shall debate this prop- 
osition all day to-morrow. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the 
ment of Mr. Bricut, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the public grounds sur- 
rounding (he Capitol shall be enlarged according to the 
plan approved by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the Senate and House of Representatives, re- 
spectively, which pian is hereby directed to be deposited in 
the custody of the Secretary of the Interior 5 and that for 
the purpose of effecting this enlargement the United States 
shall acquire the title to the following described squares 
and parts of squares in the city of Washington, namely : so 
much of square No. 57 as is included within the following 
described lines: beginning on the west side of First strect 
west,.at a puint sixty-seven feet north of the southeast cor- 
ner of sald square, and running thence south with the line 
of First street west to the southeast corner of said square, 
thence with the fine of Pennsylvania avenue along the 
boundary of said square on said avenue one hundred and 
eighty feet thence in a straight line to the point of begin- 
ning; also, so much of square No. 576 as is included within 
the folowing described lines: beginning on the west side 
of First street west, ata point sixty-seven fect south of the 
northeast corner of said square, atid running thence north 
with the line of First street west to the nortiicast corner of 
said square, thence with the line of Maryland avenue along 
the boundary of said square on said avenue one hundred 
and eighty ttet, thence in a straight line to the point of be- 
ginning; also, the whole of squares Nos. 687 and 688. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That for carrying this 
act into effect, and obtaining the title to such private prop- 
erty as may be necessary for the purpose, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Interior to make application to 
the Court of Claims, which court is hereby authorized and 
required, upon such application, in such mode and under 
such rules and regulations as they may adopt, to make a 
just and equitable appraisement of the cash value of the 
several interest of each and every owner of the real estate, 
and improvements thereon, necessary to be taken for the 
publie use, in accordance with the provisions of this act. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the fee-simple 
of all premises so appropriated for public use, of whieh an 
appraisement shail have been made under the order and 
direction of said court, shall, upon payment to the owner 
or owners, respectively, of the appraised value, or in case 
the said owner or owners refuse or neglect, tor fiiteen days 
alter the appraisement of the eash value of said lauds and 
linprovements by said court, to demand the same from the 
Seeretary of the Interior, upon depositing the said appraised 
value in the said court to the eredit of such owner or own- 
ers, respectively, shall be vested inthe United States. And 
the Sceretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and re- 
quired to pay to the several owner or owners, respectively, 
the uppraiged value of the several premises, as specified in 
the appraisement of said court, or pay into court by deposit, 
as hereinbefore provided, the said appraised values, and the 
sum necessary for such purpose is hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. —. vind be it further enacted, That said court may 
direct the time and manner in which possession of the prop- 
erty condemned shall be taken or delivered, and may, if ne- 
cessary, enforce any order or issue any process for giving 
possession. T'he costs occasioned by the inquiry and assess- 
ment shall be paid by the United States; and as to other 
costs Which may arise, they shall be charged or taxed as the 
court may direct. 

Src. —. And be it further enacted, That no delay in 
making an assessment of compensation, or in taking pos- 
session, shall be oceasioned by any doubt which may arise 
to the ownership of the property, or any part thereof, or 
as to the interests of the respective owners; but in such 
cases the court shall require a deposit of the money allowed 
as compensation for the whole property, or the part in dis- 
pute. in all cases soon as the United States shall have 
paid the compensation assessed, or secured its payment, by 
a deposit of money, under the order of the court, possession 
of the property may be taken. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That all laws and 
parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
be, and the same are hereby, repeated. 


Mr. HALE. I know, sir, that this is a very 
unfortunate time to call up the consideration of 
this question; but I desire to submit an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [have a small amendment I 
should like to offer to it myself—just to add the 
rest of the Calendar. {Taughter.] 

Mr. HALE. You can offer that as an amend- 
ment presently. When we are altering these 
grounds, [ think we ought to make such an altera- 
tton as permanently to settle the question. lagree 
tothe amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, as far as it goes, 
and Į shall vote for it; but I think the red lines on 
the pe which is hung up in the Senate Chamber, 
ought to be extended to Second street east, be- 
cause if you adopt the plan of this committee, 
you will have the greater portion of the lot on the | 


end- 


a 


west side of the Capitol; end after the Capitol is 


| completed, and the portico and flights of steps 


extended, the roadway on the east front of the 
Capitol will have to go over into the square east 
of the Capitol, and that will leave the space upon 
the east side exceedingly narrow; substantially 
no grounds at all-upon that side. The grounds 
will be disproportionate, and not at all as they 
ought te be. Í move to amend the amendment o. 
the Senator from: Indiana, by inserting after the 
word “ respectively ’? in the sixth line of the first 
section, the words *‘ extending the same between 
B street north and B street south to the west side 
of Second street east.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. I said that, for the purpose of 
getting the proposition which ] offered considered, 
I would promise not to debate it; that I believed 
it was thoroughly understood by Senators on 
both sides of the Chamber; and it is. We have 
had the map before us for some time. It marks 
distinctly the boundary embraced in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire; also 
the boundary embraced in the proposition I have 
offered. The objection to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New Hampshire is, that it 
embraces too much—-more in quantity than was 
needed, and would cost more than.we are now 
willing to pay for. The area of the present Cap- 
itol grounds is thirty acres in round numbers. 
The quantity proposed to be added by the amend- 
ment! have offered is about twenty-five acres, 
making altogether fifty-five acres. The Senator 
from New Hampshire can state how many acres 
would be added by his amendment—as much per- 
haps as twenty-five. 

Mr. HALE, 1 think not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think about that. Tho as- 
sessed value of the property included within the 
boundaries pamed in my amendment, is $168,000. 
lt may be worth more under the finding that ma 
be determined by the Court of Claims. I thin 
the indications are that it will be considered worth 
more; that, however, should not deter us from 
doing our duty; but I do not propo: to discuss 
the value of the property at this time; that is a 
matter we cannot control. My object is to ob- 
tain the sense of the Senate as to the propriety or 
impropriety of enlarging the Capitol grounds at 
this time. I hope the amendment offered by the 


i Senator from New Hampshire will be voted down. 


Mr. DAVIS. Itis quite apparent, I think, to 
any ope who has looked at it, that the ascents 
upon cach side of the Capitol now approach the 
wings so nearly as to render it necessary to have 
an extension in that direction, The Government 
already owns the land upon each side of the Cap- 
itol to the extent of the two blocks which he 
north and south. All thatis proposed by the com- 
mittee is to purchase two blocks, which will give 
very nearly equal dimensions in every direction 
around the Capitol, extending one square on cach 
wing of the Capitol, but making the extremity of 
the east park something less than the extremity 
of the west park of the Capitol. We require this 
space; itshould have been purchased many years 
ago, both for giving greater facility of ascent, and 
for giving the proper extent on cach wing of the 
Capitol. 

Mr. MASON. This is another consequence of 
building a new house, the effect of which { have 
had occasion to point out to the Senate in our 
arrangements. It may become necessary, for all 
1 know, to accommodate the grounds to the pre- 
tensions of the house: but I submit to the Senate 
that just now, when the Treasury is not full, this 
is not the time to do it. I hope the amendment 
will be rejected. 

Mr. TOOMBS. As to what is said in reference 
to the cost of this matter, I will state that I got 
some little information on that point from a de- 
bate we had here two or three years ago. I have 
no doubt the statement of the Senator from Indi- 
ana is correct as to the assessed value; but I re- 
member to have seen a pamphlet published here 
comparing the price asked to the Government 
with the assessed value. While my inemory is 
not exactas to sums, l am certain that some prop- 
erty assessed at $10,000 was valued at $500,000, 
when the owners came to sell to the Government. 
If itgoeson in that proportion, the whole $168,000 
worth cannot be purchased, in my judgment, for 
$2,000,000. I have no idea it can be done for 
$2,000,000. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask the Senator from 
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Georgia if it was not then the proposition to go 
to a street still further north? 


Mr. BRIGHT, Taking in one hundred and | 


twenty-nine acres, 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. If I understand this prop- 


osition, it is simply to take in two blocks—one | 


at the north side, and one on the south side, which 
we do not now own. We own all the rest. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That does not affect the prop- 
osition. Į am only saying. that the assessed values 
are no data whatever on which to estimate this 


expense; because the very fact that the Govern- | 


ment wants the property, tends to put up the price. 
Suppose you get juries to assess the value of the 
land, what will they find? Everybody knows 
how property is assessed to the Government every- 
where. It has got to such a point that I believe, 
in getting places for the Army, it seems to be con- 
sidered best to be cheated by the owner of a site 
out of a few hundred thousand dollars for $10,000 
worth of property, rather than trust toa jury. 
That is the general impression; and I think the 
Departments are now acting on that basis. I do 
not believe we want a foot of this ground. The 
Capitol grounds are too large any way. We al- 
ready own some two or three acres on the other 
side of this wing, and I think we own the same 
quantity on the south side of the south wing. 
What do we want of these grounds? Of what 
use are they? Ido not see that they will be of 
any advantage whatever to the public business. 
I do not see that they are at all necessary to our 
comfort. I think they are a disadvantage. If 
you were to have five hundred acres around here 
you would have that much further for all the em- 

loyés of the Government to go to getto the Cap- 
itol. Other countries do ‘hot have this system. 
I think, from recollection, that all the grounds 
around the Houses of Parliament, in England, 
are not equal to the grounds out here in front 
of your Capitol; probably not half so much. 
There is a carriage-way to drive in; and, as for 
its being uncomfortably cramped, it is cramped 
onthe rear by the river Thames. The Corps Le- 
gislatif, of Paris, have avery small area of ground 
—not more than a few acres—and there is no ne- 
cessity for it. It is an inconvenicnce. I have 
noticed that where they have these bodies in the 
Old World, where these buildings exist, there are 
none of these immense grounds around legislative 
halls. If youwantparks, go outinto the woodsand 
buy them. Looking to the wants of the next two 
hundred years, | would rather give $2,000,000 to 
buy a park, getting land for the people to walk 
in and drive in, than extend the Capitol grounds. 
This is the very place where I would not put a 

ark. I would rather sell all these lands around 

ere than buy another acre. 
tribute to our comfort; it will not add to the beauty 
of the building in any way, I think. It is very 
much not only to the inconvenience of members 
of the two Houses of Congress, but to the hun- 
dreds of employés you are gathering around you. 

But, sir, this is a large question—a very large 
question. We do not understand it. I do not 
understand it. Nobody, I presume, but the com- 
mittee offering it, understand it. They offer it 
now. at a late hour, at half past ten o’clock at 
night, within the last few days of the session, 
when it is impossible for it to be understood. I 
have not gotthe time to study it. I have not the 
time to be enlightened by the chairman of the 
committee that offered it. I have no doubt he 
could do it, if he had time. He has attempted to 
get it up as a separate bill; but the Senate would 
not take it up; and that is his complaint. That 
is the reason he gives for bringing ithere. {f the 
Senate refused to take up this bil 
refused even to postpone an eight dollar pension 
bill for it, are they going now, at eleven o’clock 
at night, within five days of the cnd of the session, 
to tack it on to an appropriation bill? I think the 
place is inappropriate, independently of my gen- 
eral views of its impropriety. It involves vast 
sums of money. Itisa species of legislation that 
will make regular and sensible legislation impos- 
sible. Unless this system is puta stop to, you 
might as well take your whole Calendar and put 
it on this appropriation bill. There are a great 
many bills that the Senate has refused to take up, 
but are you going to add them here? The claim 
upon which this is urged upon our consideration 
is, that the Senate has refused to take it up as a 
separate bill; and after we have been two days 
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laboriously engaged on this bill, involving millions 
of dollars of expenditure, this is offered as an 
amendment to it. I hope, whatever may be'the 
merits of the plan, the Senate will do itself and 
the country the justice not to put it on this bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the vote will be taken 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, and I shall then make a short 
reply to the Senator from Georgia. a 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I will, in as few words as pos- 


| sible, state what is proposed-by this amendment. 
| It proposes to add about twenty-five acres to the 


present area of the Capitol grounds. The Gov- 
ernment already owns about thirteen acres of this 


| quantity, and the residue belongs to private indi- 


viduals; oy ag of it improved and a portion 
unimproved. The amendment provides that the 
Court of Claims, a disinterested tribunal in every 
sense of the term—life officers, gentlemen selected 
with reference to their integrity and intelligence— 
shall prescribe the mode and manner of ascertain- 
ing the cash value of the property proposed to be 
purchased. 

Mr. TOOMBS. They can only doitbyajury. 

Mr. BRIGHT. They may or may not do it 
by the finding of ajury. There is nothing in 
the law regulating the condemnation of property 
within this District that requires them to take a 
jury. They may, and I should suppose would; 
but I repeat, the amendment I have offered does 
not require them to do so. 

Mr. TOOMBS. A manis entitled to the judg- 
ment of his peers. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If thisamendment passes, the 
Court of Claims will forthwith proceed to ascer- 
tain the fair cash value of every piece or parcel of 
land, with the improvements thereon within the 
limits described; and upon title being given to 
the United States, or where not given volunta- 
rily, taken according to law, the same shall be 
paid for, and the property thus taken shall beap- 
plied to the use and benefit of the Government. 

I know, Mr. President, that there is an honest 
difference of opinion on both sides of this Cham- 


į ber as to whether we ought now to add to the 


present area of the public grounds. I think, if 
time permitted, I could show most conclusively 
that the extension of the Capitol building makes 
an extension of the grounds around it indispens- 


sable; but, I have promised not to go into this 


subject now, and I will not. 

I regret that what I regard a necessity compels 
me so far to trespass upon what I consider sound 
legislation, as to insist upon this measure upon 
an appropriation bill; but I know no other place 
at this late hour of the session where I can hope 
for success. F will further state that I would not 
have moved this amendment to this bill had Í not 
believed that Senators generally were prepared to 
vote understandingly. F called the attention of 
the Senate to this subject monthsago. The map 
was placed in the Senate Chamber, where gentle- 
men have seen it daily, and I think the Senate can 
vote as understandingly this cvening as they 
could after aday’s debate. If I did not, I should 
not insist upon the consideration of this amend- 
ment. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to knowif we 
did not pass a law at this session about condemn- 
ing property for public use, and providing for a 
jury trial? a2 

Mr. BRIGHT. Some member of the Judiciary 
Committee, perhaps, can inform the Senator, 1 
have no recollection of the passage of such a law. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I believe we passed a law 
of that kind. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Before the vote is taken, 
I desire to state that | have paired off with the 
Senator from Florida, [Mr. MALLORY, } who would 
vote for the amendment if he were here. I am 
opposed to it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bright, Brown, Cameron, Clark, Davis, 
Doolittle, Fiteh, Foot, Poster, Green, Hale, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Rice, Scbastian, Simmons, 
Thomson, Trumbull, and Yulee—22, 

NAYS — Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Chandler, 
Chesnut, Clingman, Hamlin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Lane, Mason, 
Powell, Saulsbury, Slidell, Toombs, Wade, Wigfall,and 
Wilson—21. 

So the amendment was agreed to 
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Mr. BRIGHT.. -I have.one other.amendment. 
which is appropriate to this- þill, to. comeinatth 
end of line three hundred: and ten, after: the @ 
propriation for the expense of taking the seventh, 
census: Rais Fs, oR fy 
Out of which the marshals shal] be paid-the .ompénsa- 
tion provided by the law of May 23,.1850, and, the Jaw of 


A Ga 


August 30, 1850, supplementary thereto, any subse 
law to the contrary notwithstanding: ` pee 

If the Senate will give me their attention fot a 
moment, I will explain the objéct of the amende 
ment. This comesin at the end of the clause‘ap- 
propriating $1,000,000 for the purpose -of taking 
the eighth census. There is an ambiguity in the. 
law as to the compensation of the marshals for 
this service, and the object of the amendment isto: 
make that certain and plain which:is now doubt- 
ful. I do not know that I can better explain it 
than by reading a letter which hasbeen addressed 
to me by the Secretary of the Interior. «20 Sy" * 

Several Senators. State it. Vie ean 

Mr. BRIGHT. I do not know that the’ case 
can be stated ina less space than the letter states 
it, Ttis not a long letter; and I ask that it be 


read. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

WASHINGTON, June 7, 1860. 
Sır: In response to your note of this date, wherein you 
desire to be informed whether, in my opinion, any: doubt 
exists gs to the allowance of the compensation provided 
for by the eighth section of the law of May 23, :1850,; tọ 

such of the United States marshals whose fees for judici: 
purposes reach the limit expressed in the third section’of 
the law of February 26, 1853; and also if, in my opinion, 
any, and if any, what legislation is necessary: to, entitle 
them to. the allowance, I answer that, while the census 
law of 1850 provided, by the section above referred. to, for 
compensation to the United States marshals, notwithstand- 
ing the provision in the law of 1832, (5 Stat. 483) identi- 
cally restrictive with the third section of the law of 1853, 
the enactment of a restrictive law subsequent ‘to thé ` pas- 
sage of the census law, which declares that “no marshal 
shall be allowed by the said Secretary to retain, of the fees 
his office, for his own personal com- 


and emoluments of 
pensation,” *  * * asum exceeding $6,000 


i per year,” &c., might reasonably be supposed to create 


doubt in the minds of the accounting officers of Govern~ 
ment as to the propriety of allowing any compensation ,to 
marshals for taking the census, “in those districts where 
the judicial fees reach the limit fixed. by the law.??' ` 

ft would, therefore, to me appear advisable, iC it be the 
intention of Congress to allow marshals of the United States 
the compensation provided by the law of May 23, 1850, 
irrespective of the limit imposed by the law of 1853, lim- 
iting their emoluments, for Congress to provide by law 
that the restriction referred to should notapply to the emol- 
uments arising from the special duties imposed every ten @ 
years upon the marshals in taking the census; and E am 
free to say that, in my opinion, the additional compensation 
allowed for taking the census is not unreasonable.. j 

Under the law of 1850, no marshal of the United States, 
except in California, received as much as $2,000 for ser- 
vices rendered in taking the seventh census, while the aver- 
age compensation amounted to $1,000.54. Incident tö the 
execution of the census, there are certain unavoidable ex- 
penses incurred by the marshals, proportioned to the popu- 
jousness of their districts, while their duties are Jaborious 
and responsible. 

With these views, I have the honor to be, very respect- 


fully, your obedient servant, 
J. THOMPSON. 


Hon. Jesse D. BRIGHT, Senator of the United States. 


Mr. BRIGHT. The law regulating the ju- 
dicial fees of marshals provides that in no case 
shall a marshal receive more than $6,000 per.an- 
num. Without further legislation, the marshals 
who take the eighth census, where. their fees 
amount to $6,000, the maximum allowed, get no 
compensation whatever for that service. Now, 
if it is the intention of Congress to require the 
marshals of the different districts where the fees 
amount to $6,000, to receive no compensation 
whatever for taking the eighth census, then they 
ought not to vote for the amendment I have of- 
fered; if otherwise, by their voting for the amend- 
ment they allow to the marshals of the different 
districts for taking the eighth census the same 
compensation that they received for taking the 
seventh. Whatisthat? Where the number of 
persons taken amounts to one million, they receive 
$1 25per thousand persons; where itamounts to 
more than a million in any one district, they get 
one dollar per thousand persons. I say by. vot- 
ing for the amendment you allow the marshals 
of the different districts the same compensation 
for taking the eighth census that they were paid 
for taking the seventh, without any ‘reference 
to whether the fees they receive from all other 
sources amount to $6,000 per year or not. : 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senate understand it. 
Those who think $6,000 is not enough for the mar- 
shals will vote for the amendment, and- those who 
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oppose it, and think $500 monthly is enough, will 
vote‘againgst it. : f ; 
“Mrs BRIGHT. If the Senate gaveattention to 
the’ reading of the letter of the Sccretary of the 
Interior, they understand that the amendment 
simply is, that the marshals shall have the same 
compensation for taking the eighth that they had 
for taking the sixth census. 
Mr. HALE. I can writealetter—thatI do not 
think they ought to. have another cent. 
“Mr, PUGH". As $6,000 is the salary of all the 
judges of the Supreme Court, except the chief 
justice, I think ‘it is enough for the marshals. 
he chief justice gets $6,500, and the other eight 
justices get $6,000. I think that is enough for a 
marshal. p 

Mr. BRIGHT. The answer to that is, that 
every marshal has one, two, three, four, and some 
of them perhaps ten, deputies. 

Mr. PUGH. Aro not the deputies paid in ad- 
dition ? 

Myr. BRIGHT. No,sir. {**Oh, yes!”’] Fora 
particular kind of service they are paid; but there 
is service that they are not paid for. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Indiana is 
inaccurate in his statement in reference to the 
marshals. The limitation is that there may be a 
clear net $6,000 a year to the marshals, J looked 
into the subject some two years ago. This lim- 
jtation was put on in 1842. Before that time, 
some marshals had from fifty to sixty thousand 
dollars a year, according to testimony taken in 
1842; and I believe that, from that day to now, 
they have got but $6,000. That hasbeen the work- 
ing of the law; but nothing has ever been paid 
into the Treasury. : 

The amendment was rejected. 


` Mr. BRIGHT. Ihave several other amend- 
ments, but I sec sucha disinclination toadoptthem 
that shall not offerthem. They arc for improve- 
ments in the city that come necessarily before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; but 
the temper of the Senate is such that I shall not 

offer them, 
“Mr. TOOMBS. The bill is very light. [think 
iteancarryalmostany additional weight. [Laugh- 
We had better put them all on. [Laugh- 


erd 

ter. A : 

/ Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have an amendment 
which I beg to offer, notwithstanding this de- 

 spairing condition of my friend from Indiana. I 
will venture to offer this amendment, inasmuch 
as it does not contain a very large appropriation, 
and L hope it will be adopted: 


And be it further enacted, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States be, and he hereby fa, authorized to appoint two 
eoinmissioners, Whose duty it shall be to proceed to the 
northern frontier of the State of Texas, and take testimony, 
utger such rules aud regulations as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, as to depredations and spoli- 
ations conunitted since the 13th day of December, 1850, on 
citizens of the United States on said frontier by indians 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. Said com. 
missiovers shall be allowed a compensation of eight dol- 
lars per diem and their actua] necessary traveling expenses. 
And for the purpose of detraying the expenses of siid com- 


mission, the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated out of 


any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
be expended under the direction of the Seeretary of the In- 
terior, 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that will not pass. I 
understand it to be a commission for hunting up 
claims. We have refused such things heretofore 
in New Mexico. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. At this late hour I will 
say but a few words on this amendment. These 
spoliations have been committed on the frontier 
of Texas since the beginning of her history. 
They have continued from the hour of annexation 
to this moment. But this amendment docs not 
propose investigation prior to 1850. Those ante- 
cedent to that date should be paidas well as those 
subsequent. But I will not discuss that question 
now. 

There are no Indian superintendents or agents 
by whom this testimony might be taken; and 
when the evidence of these depredations is taken 
before State magistrates or officers, and offered 
here, objections are made that the proof is insuf- 
ficient, or, in some respect or other, is not com- 
plete and satisfactory proof of the facts. No 
specific instructions have been sent by the Gov- 
ernment or the Secretary of the Interior to State 
officers as to the mode or amount of proof of 
claims of this character; and as a consequence, 
claims of the highest merit may be, and doubtless 


often have been, rejected on some frivolous pre- 
text of defect in the proof. Bes 

This amendment does not commit the Senate to 
the acknowledgment or payment of these claims, 
but only to collect suoh proof in relation to them 
as cannot be disputed; to furnish authentic data 
on which Congress may act, and may. discrim- 
inate between those which should be paid and 
those which impose no obligation on the Govern- 
ment. i 

Surely a request so reasonable and so moder- 
ate cannot be refused.. Many of these spoliations 
are good claims against the Government; and the 
evidence should now be taken when the witnesses 
still live, and the facts are fresh in the memory. 

I hope that this small boon will not be refused 
to a people who have suffered every calamity in- 
cident to savage warfare. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Ar- 
| kansas. 

Mr. PUGH. Let it be read. 

Mr. HALE. I object. It has been read once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion must be decided by the Senate, whether it 
shall be read again. 

The question being put, the Senate refused to 
order the amendment to be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on the amendment, and declared it was rejected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 1 call for the yeas and 
nays. [Too late !?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is | 
of opinion that it is too late; the question has 
been decider, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the Chair did not 
announce the result before I called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The result has 
been announced. The amendment is rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and, on the question of its pas- 
sage, 

SMe. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, called for the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulled—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS-—-Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cameron, Ches- 
nut, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Polk, 
Rice, Sanlsbury, Sebastian, Thomson, and Yalee—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, 


King, Powell, Pugh, Simmons, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wigtall, and Wilson—18. 


So the bill was passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 500) making appropria- 
tions forthe naval service for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1861, was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Financo, 

The bill (H. R. No. 350) making appropria- 
tions for light-houses, beacons, buoys, &c., was 
read twice by its tide, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WIGFALL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
503) to amend the first section of ‘An act to pro- | 
vide for the organization ofa regiment of mounted 
yolunteers for the defense of ihe frontiers of j 
Texas,” approved 7th April, 1858; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to take up the bill 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, so as to 
adjourn on it as the unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turespar, June 12, 1860. 
The House metat eleven o’clock, a. m. 
The Journalofyesterday wasread and approved. 
APPOINTMENT ON COMMITTEE. 


The Speaker appointed Mr, Beate amember of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and Mr. Harr į 


| a member of the Committee on Roads and Canals, 


j hends the purport of the resolution. 


to supply vacancies occasioned by the decease of 
Mr. Burroughs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Parron, a clerk in the office of the Secretary 
of the Senate, informing the House that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, an act (H. 
R. No. 566) for the relief of Francis Lavonture 
and Pierre Grignon. `, 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF OREGON, ETC. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. J ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to discharge the Committee 
on Public Lands from the further consideration 
of the bill of the Senate No. 149, making appro- 
priation to supply the deficiencies in the appro- 
priation for the completion of the geological sur- 
vey of Oregon and Washington Territories, with 
a view that it shall be considered in the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Ishall move tosuspend 
the rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That ig not in order. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
until after the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. One word as to the 
question of order. This isa general appropria- 
tion bill, and it comes within the exception of the 
resolution of yesterday allowinga motion to sus- 
pend the rules upon appropriation bills during the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the 
motion is not in order under the resolution of 
yesterday. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Is this not a general 
appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes not. 
But that is not material, because, under that res- 
olution, the Chair is bound to call the committees 
for reports during the morning hour. 


GENERAL HARNEY. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, by unanimous 
consent, introduced the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
nish to the House of Representatives all correspondence 
upon file in the War Department not heretofore published, 
having reference to General Harney’s administration of the 
department of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER then commenced the call of 
committees for reports, commencing where the 
call was suspended yesterday. 


ECLIPSE OF THE SUN. 


Mr. PETTIT, from the Joint Committee on 
the Library, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, a resolution (8. No. 35) pro- 
viding for the observation of the eclipse of the 
sun, which will occur on the 18th day of July 
next; and called the previous question upon its 
passage. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs 
the Superintendent of the United States Coast 
Survey to furnish a vessel and provisions for the 
conveyance to the most suitable point on the east- 
ern coast of this continent for observing the total 
eclipse of the sun, which will occur on the 18th 
day of July next, of astronomers, not exceeding 
five in number, and their assistants, to be selected 
by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey; pro- 
vided thatthe United States shall not be liable to 
any other charge on account of said astronomers 
and their assistants than their conveyance and 
sustenance as before specified, and that they shall 
furnish their observations for the use of the Coast 
Survey without further charge. 

Mr. GARTRELL,. I object to the introduc- 
tion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the 
bill is properly before the House, as it comes in 
as a report of a committee under the resolution 


adopted yesterday. - 


Mr. THOMAS. I desire to call the attention 
of the Speaker to that resolution. By that reso- 
lution, committees were to be called for reports 
for reference only. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman misappre- 
It provides 
that the balance of the committees which have not 
been called this session shall be called in the reg- 
ular wor during the morning hour. 

Mr. THOMAS. What committee does that 
bill come from? 
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‘Hughes, 


Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, 


1860. 


. The SPEAKER. 
Library. : 

Mr. THOMAS. Has that committee been 
called ? 

The SPEAKER, It has been. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like to have the res- 
olution read. 

Mr. PETTIT. I withdraw the previous ques- 
tion for the purpose of making this remark. ‘This 
joint resolution involves no appropriation what- 
ever, its purpose being simply to authorize a ves- 
sel attached to the Coast Survey to be used beyond 
the coasts of the United States. It is an object 
of commercial and scientific interests is intimately 
connected with a coast survey in verifying or cor- 


From the Committee on the 


recting our own longitudes, and connecting our |: 
andis now 


longitudes with those of the Old World, 
being promoted by similar observations, under 


the authority of European Governments, I now | 


call the previous question. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana if this object can be accom- 
plished without any expense to the Government? 

The SPEAKER! Debate is not in order now. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It will cost over five thousand 
dollars 


is now in commission, and will cost no more in 
being uscd on the Labrador coast than at home. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time, and 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr, PETTITT. [move the previous question 
on the passage of the joint resolution. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr, JONES called for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the resolution. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 61; as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Adrain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, | 


Babbitt, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Blake, Bonham, Bote- 
ler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brayton; Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Carter, Casc, Horace F. Clark, Jobn 
Cochrane, Collas, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Delano, Dinmmick, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, English, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Prank, 
French, Gooch, Graham, Garey, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Uaskin, Helmick, Hickman, Wiiliam Howard, 
Humpirey, Hutchins, irvine, Junkin, William 
Kellogg, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Mallory, Marston, Maynard, McKean, 
McKnight, McPherson, McRae, Milison, Millward, Mont- 
omery, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, 
Yelson, Nixon, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Potter, Pottle, 
Pryor, Reagan, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Schwartz, 
Scott, Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, William N. H. Smith, 
Spinner, Stevens, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Strat- 
ton, Tappan, taylor, Thayer, Train, 'Frimble, Vance, Van- 
dever, Verrec, Wade, Waldron, Waiton, israel Washburn, 
Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodrufi-—116. 
NAY S—Messrs. Alen, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, 
Beale, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Jobn B. Clark, 
Clopton, Cobb, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, 
Curry, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Etheridge, Fouke, Gar- 
nett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hamilton, Hardeman, John ‘I’. Har- 
ris, Hatton, Hoard, Holman, Houston, Jones, James M. 
Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, McQueen, 
Niblack, Noell, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Quarles, James C. Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, 
Sedgwick, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, Staliworth, 
William Stewart, Thomas, Tompkins, Underwood, Cad~ 
bia €. Washburn, Whiteley, Woodson, and Wright 
i. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 

-During the roll-call, 

Mr. FARRIS, of Maryland, on his name being 
called, said: L desire to ask a question. I want 
to know whether money to pay the expenses of 
the expedition has been subscribed by citizens of 


Sp 


the United States, and whether it will cost the 


` 


Government anything? 

“Mr.PETTIT. In reply to the gentleman from 
Maryland 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to debate. 

Mr. PETTIT. I say that it will cost the Gov- 
ernment nothing, except for conveying and sub- 


sisting five persons, as expressed in the resolu- 


tion. 
“Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 object. 


Mr. GARTRELL staicd that Mr. DAVIDSON | 


was engaged on the Committee of Enrollment, in 
the Senate. 

Mr. PRYOR, when his name was called, said: 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to propound an inquiry to 
‘the patrons of this resolution. I observe consid- 
erable misapprehension among members around 
meas to the import and effect of the resolution. 


j 
i 


4 
i 
i 
į 
j 
i 
i 


! ment will result from its adoption. 


| most favorable, to the end of determining the 
longitude. >- : 


As I understand it, no expense to. the Govern- 
nent ¥ The propo- 
sition is merely to authorize a vessel in the Coast 
Survey service to be detached, for the purpose of 
observing the approaching eclipse. The requisite 
sum, Lam informed, has already been contrib- 
uted by various literary institutions of the coun- 
try. it 

in the promotion of science and to the practical 
interests of navigation. The object is to make 
observation of the eclipse under circumstances the 


Such an opportunity will not occur again fora 
century; and in order to enable Government to 
improve it, I vote “ay.” 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PETTIT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


i table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by 


(| the hands of Mr. PATTON, f its clerks, noti- 
Mr. PETTIT. My answer is, that the vessel |; e hands of Mr. Parrox, one of ifs clerka, not 


fying the House that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 446) for the relief of Eras- 
tus Hutchins; 

An act (H. R. No. 8) for the relicf of George 
P. Marsh; and 

Anact (H. R. No. 385) granting an invalid pen- 


| sion to Beriah Wright, of New York. 


And that it had passed with an amendment, an 
act (H. R. No. 118) to confirm. certain private 
land claims in the State of Missouri. 

‘Also that the Senate had passed a resolution 
(No. 41) for the relicf of Arthur Edwards and his 
associates; and an‘act (No. 347) to declare the 
meaning of the act entitled “An act making fur- 
ther provisions for the satisfaction of Virginia land 
warrants,” passed August 31, 1852; in which he 


| was directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


‘Also that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill of the Senate No. 
84, to facilitate communication between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific States by electric telegraph, with 
amendments; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 


WORKS OF EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


Mr. PETTIT. Iam directed by the Joint.Com- 
mittee on the Library, to report back Senate res- 
olution No. 34, in relation to the works of the 
exploring expedition. In the joint resolution of 
February 20, 1845, providing for the distribution 
of the publications of the exploring expedition 
among the European Governments, the Republic 


| of Switzerland was omitted. The purpose of this 


pill is to provide for the transmission of a copy 
of the work to that Republic. It also erased 
thatonecopy shall be placedin the Naval Academy 
at Annapolis, as one is already placed in the Mil- 
itary Academy at West Point, ‘That is the scope 


! of the resolution. 


The resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. i 

Mr. PET'TIT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BOOKS TO INDIAN NATIONS. 

Mr. PETTIT. I am also directed to report 
back Senate resolution No. 5, for supplying the 
Choctaw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw nations with 
such copies of laws, journals, and public printed 
documents as are furnished to the States and Ter- | 
ritories. 

Mr. BRANCII. { suppose that only relates to | 
the future. i 
back copics. 

Mr. PETTIT. Wot at all. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third | 
time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. . 

Mr. PETTIT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 


It does not provide for purchasing |) 
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is a very important service—imporiant j|- 


‘brary of 


| tus Hutchins; and 


i of those officers, a number e 


rolled Bills, reported that the committee. hi : 
amined, and found truly: enrolled, bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
Anact (S. No. 202) to reimburse the corporation 
of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, a 
sum of money advanced towards the constructi 
of the Little Falls bridge; <0 ea one 
Anast (S.No. 261) to authorizethe levy court to’ 
issue tavern and other licenses in the District of 


Columbia; oh ek 
No. 446) for the relief of Eras-: 


An act (H. R. 


‘An act (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of George 
P. Marsh. Mi : 
PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. : 


Mr. PETTIT..: I am, instructed by the Joint 
Committee on the Library to report back House 


| bill No. 665, to amend an act approved February. 
| 5, 1859, entitled “ Av. act providi 


ng for keeping 
and distributing all public documents, an for 
other purposes.’” : ioe Me 

The bill was read. [t provides that in. all. cases 
where the number of copies of any. document is’ 
insufficient to supply one institution therewith, 
upon the designation of cach member of the Sen- 
atc and House of Representatives, as required by 
existing law, they may be distributed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to such incorporated. col- 
leges, public libraries, athenzums, literary and 
seicntific institutions, boards of trade, or public 
associations, as he may select; that the documents 
of the second session of the Thirty-Fifth Con- 
gress shall be sent to the same institutions which 
were designated to receive those of the first sés- 
sion, and in all cases hereafter the selection ofan 
institution to receive the documents ordered to be 
published or procured at the first session of any 
Congress shall control the documents of the entire 
Congress, unless another designation be madebe- 
fore any distribution has taken place under the 
selection first made; provided, however, that 
where the same work is printed by order both of 


: the Senate and Elouse of Representatives, the du- 


plicates may be sent to different institutions, if so 
desired, by the member whose right itis to direct 
y , 8 é 


: the distribution; that one set of the works of John 
| Adams, 
i volumes four and five, 


and four sets of American State Papers, 
shall be distributed to the 
institutions described by law, on the designation 
of the members of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the present Congress, which des- 
ignation shall also control the distribution of an 
equal number of each of the volumes thereof yet 
to be published; that instead of five hundred copies 
of the Biennial Register, or Blue Book, now or- 
dered to be published, there shall in. fature be 
published two. thousand copies, to be distributed 
as the Statutes at Large are; that in lieu of the 
number of copies of the pamphlet laws directed 
by act of April 20, 1818, to be delivered to the 
officers of the Exccutive Departments, there shall 
hereafter be delivered to the head of each Depart- 
ment, including the Attorney General, for the use 
ual to the number 
of copies which they are entitled to receive of the 
Statutes at Large, published by Little & Brown, 
under the provisions of the act of August 8, 1846; 
that one copy of the decisions of the Sapreme 
Court, published by authority of the act, of Au- 
gust 29, 1842, shall be deposited in the office of 
ihe Secretary of the Interior, and one copy sent 
to each of the judges and to the solicitor of the 
Court of Claims, the judges of the criminal and 
orphans’ courts for the District of Columbia, the 
Commissioner of Customs, the Commissioner of 
Patents, and to the heads of such other executive 
offices of equal grade as have been established 
since the passage of the law distributing the de- 
cisions, and to suchas may hereafter be provided 
for, cach of whom shall likewise be entitled to 
receive one copy of the Statutes at Large; that 
fifty copies of the American State Papers now in 
course of publication, as authorized by act of June 
12, 1858, shall be deposited and keptin the hbrary 
ofthe House of Representatives, twenty copies in 
the library of the Senate, two copies in the con- 
gressional library, one copy Ip the library of the 
President, one copy in the State and territorial li- 
cach State and Territory, and ten copies 
in each of the Executive Departments for the use 
of the officers connected therewith; and that all 
acts or part of acts inconsistent with the provis- 
ions hereot are hereby repealed. ; 

¿ Mr. PETTIT. I offer an amendment to the 
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fourth section, by ‘inserting the words, “ which 


` shall hereafter be compiled under the direction of 


é 


the Secretary of the Interior;”’ so that the section 
will read: 


«That instead of five hundred copies of the Biennial 
Register or Blue Book now ordered to be published, which 
shal! hereatter be compiled under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, there shalt, in. future, be published 
two thousand copies.” 


If the House will indulge me a moment I will 


indicate the objects to be accomplished by this | 
bill. A large accumulation of books, amounting | 


to scores of thousands of volumes, published by 
the Government for the last forty or fifty years, 
at the meeting of the Jast Congress was found 
stored away as mere lumber in the various De- 
partments, in the library of Congress, in the 
offices of the Clerks of the two Houses, and some- 
times more carelessly in the crypts of this Cap- 
itol. The law providing for their keeping was im- 
perfect, and there was but little accountability 
and a good deal of waste. The last Congress 
passed an act to provide for the future safe-keep- 
ing and distribution of all such matter, placing it 
under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and directing, where there were perfect sets of doc- 
uments, of any kind, equal in number to the num- 
ber of Senatorsand Representatives, that one copy 
should be sent, on the designation of such mem- 
ber, to some public library within the State or 
within the proper representative district, The 
Secretary of the Interior has executed that law so 
far as he could; but there yet remains a large mass 
of uneven volumes, brokcnand imperfect sets; and 
the Secretary of the Interior has called the atten- 
tion of Congress to it, and asked that some pro- 
vision should be made whereby this mass of mat- 


ter can be disposed of. This bill is intended to | 


meet it, 

By turning to the report of the Secretary, it will 
be found that there remain many documents, 
varying in number from one to forty and fifty of 
each, and in afew instancesas many as a hundred. 
They are thus not sufficient in number to supply 
all the congressional districts. The first section, 
then, provides that, where there are documents 
not sufficient in quantity to reach all the congres- 
sional districts, they shall then be distributed under 
the control, and in the diseretion, of the Secretar 
of the Interidr, the presumption being that he will 
make a fair and cquitable distribution, 

By the law of last Congress, cach member of the 
House and Senate was at liberty to send all the 
documents of a particular Congress into his dis- 
trict or State; but, by the construction given to it 
by the Sceretary of the Interior, it is now appre- 
hended that the members of the present Congress 
are-at liberty to designate where the volumes of 
the second session of the last Congress shall be 
sent, thus separating the documents of the first 
from those of tho last session of cach Congress; 
and the object of the second section is to prevent 
this, and to require that, where there was a desig- 
nation by a member of the last Congress, the vol- 
umes of the second session shall follow that des- 
ignation, and go with the first. They are really 


as volume two to volume one, the documents of | 


the last session of Congress being often the result 
and sequel of the first. 

The third section is to authorize members of the 
House and Senate to give direction to one copy of 
the works of John Adams, and two volumes of the 
American State Papers, to be deposited in public 
libraries within their district or State. 

The fourth section is for the purpose of pub- 
lishing a larger edition of the Biennial Register or 
Blue Book. By the act of 1816, five hundred copics 
only were required to be published, of which num- 
ber three hundred and eight copies, as is neces- 
sary now, or so many as was necessary, were 
taken for the use of the members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, leaving but one 
hundred and ninety-two for the use of the various 
Departments. The consequence is, that when the 
various Departments and bureaus of the Govern- 
ment stand in need of the Blue Book, they are 
obliged to go to the publishers for their copies, 
paying larger prices, which are charged on their 


contingent funds, instead of being supplied in a | 


manner that shall be provided by law. Accord- 
ingly, the fourth section provides for an increase 
inthe number of copies of the Blue Book published, 
from five hundred to two thousand, and this aug- 
mented number is made necessary in consequenge 


of the multiplication of offices since the passage 
of the act to which F have referred, 

The fifth section is to make the number of copies 
of the pamphlet laws delivered to the Departments 


uniform with the number of copies of the Statutes 


at Large. i Ponce , 
The sixth section provides for furnishing copies 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court to the new 


| courts, new Departments, and new bureaus created 


since the former law was passed. i 
Theseventh section provides that twenty copies 


of the American State Papers shall be set apart | 


for the library of the Senate, and fifty copies for 
the library of the House of Representatives; one 
for the President’s library; one for the library of 
each State and Territory; and ten foreach Exec- 
utive Department. All this is public property in 
the Interior Department now, useless where it is, 
but will be made useful by this distribution. The 
bill simply makes a rule for its distribution. 

l believe J have indicated the whole purpose of 
the bill; and unless some gentleman desires to ask 
some questions that will obtain some explanation 
I have not given, or suggests some addition, I will 
call the previous question. 

Mr. BURNET. 1 desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Indiana whether he proposes, in 
his bill, the publication of any of the books which 
are mentioned in it? 

Mr. PETTIT. None whatever. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then, I ask him if he will 
permit me to make a motion to strike out the 
fourth section of the bill, which provides for an 
increased number of copies of the Biennial Regis- 
ter or Blue Book ? 

Mr. PETTIT. Ihave no objection whatever 
to the gentleman offering an amendment of that 


kind, that the sense of the House may be taken | 


on it; and for that purpose, I withdraw my demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not wish to detain the 
House. I move to strike out the fourth section 
of the bill. 

„Mr. PETTIT. Tnow call the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the first section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There are two amendments 
already pending; and the previous question is 
demanded. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana a question. I observe that 
the third section provides for distributing the 
works of John Adams. I desire to know if they 
have been already published ? 

Mr. PETTIT. They have been published. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I would ask him whether 
that section of the bill will involve any expendi- 
ture? 

Mr. PETTIT. The works of John Adams 
were published several years ago, and were lying 
in the congressional library until they were trans- 
forred to the Interior Department, under the law 
l have referred to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. And they have not been 
distributed since ? 

Mr. PETTIT. They have never been dis- 
tributed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. [ understand, then, from 
the gentleman from Indiana that this section in- 
volves no appropriation of money? 

Mr. PETTIT. None whatever. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to modify my amend- 
ment. The amendment which I now otter, is to 
sirike out ‘two thousand’? and insert “seven 
hundred and fifty.” Lam opposed to any increase 
at all; but being fearful that I cannot get the 
House to strike out the whole section, and being 
fully satisfied that seven hundred and fifty copies 
of the Biennial Register ought to answer all the 
purposes for which it is published, I therefore 
modify my amendment, as I have indicated. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 


! main question ordered. ; 
Task that my amendment | 


Mr. EDWARDS. 
may be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add atthe end of the first section: 


Proportioning the same among the several States as 
nearly equal as may be. 


Mr. PETTITT. It is desirable to avoid that, 


| because the colleges and other institutions of the 


New England States have received these books 
very largely in excess over the colleges and insti- 


tutions of the other States, and especially the 
new States. 

Mr. STANTON. I would like to inquire what 
is the cost of the Blue Book per copy? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I desire to aska 
question before we vote on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Indiana whether this increase in 
the number of copies of the Biennial Register is 
necessary in order to furnish the Cabinet officers, 
the heads of Departments and the bureaus with 
copies? 

Mr. PETTIT. This Biennial Register is used 
in all the more important offices of the Govern- 
ment. [tis used not only at home, but abroad, 
in the Jegations and consulates. Itis used at home 
in the Departments, the courts, territorial offices, 
custom-houses, land offices, and in almost every 
important office. When it is necessary for a par- 
ticular officer to have correspondence with other 
officers of the Government, it is often of conse- 
quence that he should-be informed about the pub- 
lic officers residing at some distant point. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. My question is, 
whether this number is necessary to furnish the 
various officers with copies? 

Mr. PETTIT. The number provided for here 
is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. STANTON. I would be glad to know of 
the gentleman from Kentucky what this book 
costs per volume. $ 

Mr. BURNETT. Icannottellthe gentleman; 
but it costs a good deal. 

Mr. STANTON. A dollar? 

Mr.BURNETT. A great deal more than that. 
It costs as much as five dollars. 

' Several Memrers. Oh, no; not more than 
three. > 

Another MemrerR. Three and a half. 

Mr. STANTON. It scems to me a very de- 
sirable thing to know who holds the offices and 
gets the money. 

Mr. BURNETT. If that is the object, we 
ought to increase the number still more, and make 
it large enough so that the people can get it. As 
it is now, they know nothing about it. It only 
goes into the public offices. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would ask, for 
information, how the Statutes at Large are at pres- 
ent distributed? I would like to know what isto 
become of these works? 

Mr. PETTIT. The Statutes at Large—a thou- 
sand sets—are distributed under an act passed 
August 8, 1846, by the Secretary of State, in part, 
and under a law of last year, by the Secretary of 
the Interior. They are distributed to the Presi- 
dent and Vice President; the justices and clerks 
of the Supreme Court, to the heads of Depart- 
ments; to the libraries of cach of the States and 
Territories; to most foreign Governments; to the 
judges and officers of the district and territorial 
courts; to collectors and surveyors of customs; to 
surveyors general, and registers and receivers of 
land offices, and all ministers abroad. Two hun- 
dred and twenty copies are set apart for the De- 
partments and the two Houses of Congress. The 


remainder of the thousand copies are left subject 


to the future disposal of Congress. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Has the morning 
hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 


Mr. Perrrr’s amendment was agreed to. 


The question then recurred on the amendment 
offered by Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. BURNETT. My amendment is to reduce 
the number of the Biennial Registers to be pub- 
lished to seven hundred and fifty, and to strike 
out the balance of the section; so that it will read: 

Sec. 4. Ind be it further enacted, That instead of five 
hundred copies of the Biennial Register, or Bine Baoak, now 
ordered to be published, there shall in future be published 
seven hundred and filty copies. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Isthat the amend- 
ment as originally offered? I shouid vote for it 
as it was originally offered, but I think it has 
been changed, 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman himself. 

Mr. BURNETT called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


It has been modified by the 


| the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Alley, Ashmore, Avery, 
Babbitt, Barksdale, Beale, Francis P. Blair, Blake, Bonham, 
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Boteler, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Bristow, Burch, 
Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, 
Colfax, Cox, Jats Craig, Burton Craige, Curry, Davidson, 
Reuben Davis, De Jamette, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ely, 
Etheridge, Farnsworth, Garnett, Gartrell, Hail, Hamilton, 
Hardeman, Jolm T. Harris, Hickman, Hill, Hindman, 
Hoard, Hoiman, Houston, Hughes, Hutchins, Jones, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Killinger, Kunkel, Lamar, Larrabee, James 
M. Leach, Logan, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, Maynard, Mc- 
Queen, McRae, Miles, Millson, Laban F. Moore, Syden- 
ham Moore, Noell, Perry, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Potter, 
Quarics, Reagan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Seott, 
Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, Spinner, 
Stevens, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Taylor, Thayer, Thea- 
ker, Thomas, ‘Tompkins, Trimble, Underwood, Vance, Van 
Wyck, Waldron, Whiteley, Woodson, and Wright—160. 
NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Ashley, Samuel 
B. Blair, Buffinton, Butterficld, Campbell, Carter, Case, 
John B. Clark, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
‘Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, Eliot, English, 
Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, 
Gurley, Wale, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Welmick, W il- 
liam Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Mal- 
lory, Marston, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Montgom- 
ery, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, 
Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Pettit, Pottle, Rice, Christopher 
Robinson, Royee, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sher- 
man, Sickles, Spaulding, Stanton, William Stewart, Stout, 
Stratton, Tappan, Vallandigham, Vandever, Verree, Wade, 
Walton, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
dora) Washburn, Webster, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
ruff—83. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BURLINGAME stated that he had paired 
with Mr. Crawrorp. 

Mr. HOARD. Ifthe amendmentis voted down, 
I desire to know how this Blue Book will be dis- 
tributed in respect to members? The section 
says, “to be distributed as the Statutes at Large 
are or may be distributed.” Now the Statutes 
at Large are not furnished to members at all. 

Mr. PETTIT. By the late act providing for 
compensation of members of Congress, it was 


provided that any books not published on the | 


order of cither House, which should afterwards be 
ordered and received, should be charged against 
the salary of the member. Acting on this prin- 
ciple, it is intended that the Blue Book shall not 
be furnished to members, just as the Statutes at 
Large are not furnished to members. If the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky is 
adopted, members will continue to receive them, 
as they do now. 

Mr. BURNETT. I will say to the gentleman 
that if my amendment is adopted, these books 
will be distributed just as they are now by law. 

Mr. HOARD. Then I shall vote “ay.” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois stated that if he had 
been within the bar when his name was called, 

. he should have voted “ay.” z 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, j 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
‘read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to ask the unanimous 

- consent of the House to submit an amendment to 
which the chairman of the Committee on the Li- 
brary consents, and to which I think there can be 
no objection. 1 propdse the following amendment: 

Insert at the end of section six, line thirteen, “and that 
one copy of the reports of the Supreme Court of the United 
States shall be deposited in the office of each district court 
of the United States, for the use of the cirecut and district 
courts; and also to cach of the several States, in exchange 
-for the reports of their supreme courts.” 

‘Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. PETTIT. I move, then, the previous ques- 
‘tion upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

. "Phe bill was passed. 

Mr. PETTIT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- || 


rolled Bills, reported that the committee had exam- 
ined, and found truly enrolled, a bill (H. R. No. 
556) for the relief of Francis Lavonture, and 
Pierre Grignon; when the Speaker signed the 
same, : 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the light-house bill, 
which was postponed until this day. 


Mr. ELIOT. I call for the regular order 


business. 
POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. GROW. Irise toa question of privilege. 
I am instructed by the committee of conference 
on the Post Office deficiency bill to present the 
following report: se 

The Clerk then read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
503) making further appropriations for the service of the 


Post Office Department, for the fiscal year ending the 30th of | 


June, 1860, having met, after full and free conference have 
been unable to agree. 
GALUSHA A. GROW, 
JOHN H. REAGAN, 
E. B. WASHBURNE, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives, 
R. M. T. HUNTER, 
H. M. RICE, 
J. COLLAMER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. GROW. 


the Senate, and agree to the Senate amendment 
with an amendment. I ask that the amendment 
of the Senate and the amendment which 1 propose 
may be read, and then I will explain it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the following amendment of the Senate: 
“And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized and 


required to advertise for proposals, and contract with the 
lowest responsible bidder or bidders, for the transportation 


of the United States mail, in steamships, from Charleston, | 
South Carolina, by Savannah, Georgia, and Key West, | 


Florida, to Havana, in Cuba, and back, twice a month, 
or oftener, from the first day of July, 1860, to the 30th June, 
1864, inclusive, at a sum not to exceed $50,000 per an- 
num,” add as follows: 

Provided, The said service shail be performed in the 
same time as was prescribed in the schedule time in the 


contract for the service of the steamcr Isabel, and the Post- | 


master General is hereby authorized and directed to pay for 
the actual service performed by the said steamer Isabel, 


from Charleston to Havana, previous to the passage of j 


this act, at the same rate of compensation as was provided 
in the contract for that service: And provided further, That 
the Postmaster General is hereby directed to restore the in- 
land service on all routes under contract on the 4th of 
March, 1859, unless the same have expired by their own 
limitation, or where improved service over said routes bas 
been furnisbed by railroads or otherwise; and where the 
service has been actually performed by the contractor upon 
curtailed lines, notwithstanding such curtailment the Post- 
master General shall pay the contractors as if no change 
had been ordered; but the Postmaster General shall not be 
required to restore the service on any of said routes beyond 
one daily mail each way, nor to interfere with any changes 
of service that may have been made without reduction of 
price, nor to restore service on route No. 10615 from Neo- 
sho, Missouri, to Albuquerque, New Mexico, nor to restore 
service on route No. 15050, from Kansas, Missouri, via 
Santa. Fé, New Mexico, to Stockton, California, nor any 
part of the route No. 8076, west of El Paso: Provided fur- 
ther, That nothing herein contained shall debar the Post- 
master General from discriminating or curtailing any of the 
routes hereby restored, nor shall the contractor or contract- 
ors upon said restored routes be paid any extra allowance 
whatever, in consequence of any new curtailment or dis- 
continuance: nd provided further, That no service hereby 
restored shall be put in operation unless by the assent of 
the contractor or contractors therefor: And provided fur- 
ther, That the appropriation herein made shail be so con- 
strued as to embrace those made by the joint resolution 
“ for the relief of the contractors of the Post Office Depart- 


ment,” approved 28th March, 1860: And provided further, | 


That nothing herein contained shall be construed so as to 
renew the mail service on the Cumberland river, above 
Clarksville, in the State of Tennessee. 

Mr.GROW. The House bill provided for the 
restoration of all the service which had been dis- 
continued or curtailed since the 4th of March, 
1859, and to pay for the service which has been 


actually performed, down to the present time. | 
| My amendment proposes to restore all these cur- 
| tailed routes, with the exception of three routes 


therein named, which everybody seems to agree 
are not necessary. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. | I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman if he has made any estimate how much 
this restored service will cost the Government? 

Mr. GROW. I 
allow me to explain the general provisions of my 
amendment? : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Certainly. But I desire 
to state that, in my opinion, if these routes are 
restored, the Post Office Department will be a tax 
on the Treasury to the amount of more than ten 
million dollars a year. 

Mr. GROW. The other day a gentleman de- 


| clared in this’ House, when a pension bill was 


before the House, that if it was passed, it would 
cost this Government $37,000,000. But the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill, who had the estimate 


. GR I move that the House recede | 
from its disagreement to the first amendment of | 


am coming to that in a mo- | 
ment. Will the gentleman from Mississippi first | 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| that time. 


| existence, 


i; any extent operate upon them. 


| we 


of the Pension department, showed that it would 
not cost over one anda half million. “Twill sug 
gest to the gentleman that the figures are’ much 
more valuable in legislation than mere declara- 
tions. ze eas Peg § 
Now, sir, the Senate proposedto strike out.the 
entire provision, inserted by the House in the bill, 
in reference to the restoration of the inland’ sët- 
vice, including the service of the Isabel, betw 
Charleston and Key West, and inserted a provis- 
ion requiring the service between Charlestonand 
Key West to be let to the lowest bidder. By my 
amendment itis provided that the Postmaster 
General shall restore all the ‘service as it existed 
on the 4th of March, 1859, unless the contracthas 
expired by its own terms, and pay for all during 
the time of discontinuance, if the service was act- 
ually performed. While we proposé to restore 
the service, we do not interfere at all with the 
discretionary power of the Postmaster General, 
after the service is restored, to discontinue orcur- 
tail any service he pleases; and if he discontinues 


R 


| or curtails any service, no extra allowance is to 


be paid on the service so restored. By the exist- 
ing laws regulating the Post Office Department, 
| if the Postmaster General discontinues any route, 
he must pay the contractor one month’s extra 
pay upon thecontract; and if he curtails any route, 
he must pay onc twelfth of the saving for a year 
made upon the curtailment. ; , 
In providing, therefore, that where the service 

is restored the Postmaster General may exercise 
his discretion upon it without any extra cost to 
the Government, all the mail service is alike as to 
the exercise of his discretion in continuing it. So 
the service, if restored, would be put back just as 
it was on the 4th of March, 1859; leaving to the 
Postmaster General the same discretion he had at 
The Senate struck out the House provision in 
reference to the steamer Isabel, and substituted a 


| provision that the service between Charleston and 


Key West should be advertised and given out to 
the lowest bidder. We propose to add to that: 
the advertisement shall be made for the same 
schedule of time as was contained in the contract 
with the steamer Isabel, and that the steamer Isa- 
bel shall be paid for the service actually performed 
up to the passage of this act. i 
Then the effect of the proviso would be, if 
adopted, to restore the mail service which has 
been discontinued or curtailed since the 4th of 
March, 1859, and continue the same in operation, 


| unless the Postmaster General, in his discretion, 


should again discontinue any part of it. It only 
extends, in restoring service, to contracts now in 
One section of contracts expires this 
July, and of course this provision would not'to 
Another section 
expires a year from this time, and another two 
years from this time; and this restoration would 
only apply to those contracts during their exist- 
ence. 

Now, in answer to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Barxspaxz,] I will say, that the 
Postmaster General reported last December that 
he had saved, by the curtailment $1,725,869. 


| That is all he claims to have saved by the curtail- 


ment; and how, I ask, could the restoration of 
that same service cost $10,000,000 ? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. What was the deficit 
during the last fiscal year? 

Mr. GROW. Four or five million, I believe. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. My recollection is, that 
it was six or scven million dollars. ý 

Mr. GROW. Suppose it was: that has noth- 
ing to do with this matter. The whole curtail- 
ment was only $1,725,869 throughout the whole 
country. Now, we do not propose to restore the 
Tehuantepec route, on which the Postmaster 
General saved $250,000, nor the California ocean 
service, on which he saved $387,000; nor the 
overland route to Stockton, on which would be 
saved $80,000; and on the Neosho route $17,000, 
and on the El Paso route would be saved about 
ten thousand dollars. So that the service which 
provide shall not be restored, amounts to 
$744,250. Then take the cost of this service,which 


| we provide expressly shall not be restored, out of 


the amountsaved by curtailed service, and it leaves 
only $981,619 as the entire cost of the restored 
service, should the Postmaster General continue 
it all in operation. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 


I would ask the 
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gentleman whether this $1,725,869 does not in- 
clude the saving arising from the discontinuance 
of route. agents and mail messengers ? 

“Mr. GROW. It includes all the saving’ as 
reported by the Postmaster General upon the 
routes discontinued and curtailed. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks. whether this $1,725,000 does not include all 
the curtailments, of the route agents and the mail 
messengers. The accounts of ‘ transportation” 
in the Post Office Department include not only 
the mail service, but also the route agents; and 
therefore, if any such were curtailed, the saving 
is included in this $1,725,000, which would make 
the amount of mail service restored by this bill 
still smaller, This $1,725,000 further included 
$250,000 for the Tchuantepec route, which is not 
restored by this bill; $387,250 saved by reletting 
the ocean mail service between New York and 
California, and, of course, not the result of this 
compulsory curtailment; and over one hundred 
thousand dollars by the discontinuance of three 
overland routes, which are excepted from the pro- 
visions of this bill; leaving less than one million 
doliars of service to be restored by this bill. 

If one quarter of these routes are worthless, and 
shall not finally be restored—as the Postmaster 
General is allowed not to do by this bill—then 
the amount of the cost of this service restored 
will be less than three quarters of a million dol- 
lars. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Has the gentleman re- 
ceived any estimate of what the recently adver- 
tised routes will cost? I desire to say that, in my 
judgment, if this amendment should be adopted 

y the House and become a law, and the service 


be restored, and that be added to the last year’s | 


deficiency, together with the expense of these new 
routes, it will make a tax upon the Treasury to 
the amountof about ten million dollars, as I stated 
some time ago. : 

Mr. COLFAX. I will say to the gentleman 
ihat it will amount to nothing of that kind. So 
far as the service upon the routes of 1858 arc con- 
cerned, a bill has passed both branches of Con- 

ress, appropriating $400,000 for them; and, un- 
er the system of star bids, now adopted by the 
Department, it will probably cost less than that. 
nd further, I wish to remind the gentleman 
from Mississippi that when we endeavored, the 
other day, to curtail the expenses of the Depart- 
ment $250,000 in the postmasters alone, without 
impairing the efliciency of the service, he refused 
to vote with us for it, That would have lessened 
the deficiency in the Department, and the cost of 
it to the Treasury. ; 

Mr. GROW. F promised the gentleman from 
Missouri to hear his question, I will now 
hear it. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I want to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the pro- 
viso which he now proposes does not leave with 
the Postmaster General to say, taking all the pro- 
visoes together, whether he will restore any route 
at all? ; 

Mr. GROW. If this proviso should become a 
law, the Postmaster General would be bound to 
restore all the service curtailed since the 4th of 
March, 1859, with the exception of the routes 
specified. Then he could exercise his discretion 
on all the routes, just the safc as he could on the 
4th of March, 1859; and of course we cannot inter- 


fere with that; at least I do not propose to do so. į 


It is not a personal question between the Post- 
master General and the House. This proviso 
only negatives any such supposition, that he can- 
not exercise this discretion. The House believes 
the service, most, if not all of it thatwas discon- 
tinued and curtailed, to be necessary, and appro- 
priates money and givesit to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral with a declaration that they believe the service 
necessary for the wants of the country, and then 
leaves it to his discretion to manageit. ‘That is all 
the amendment { propose would do. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
the state of the bill. If 1 understand it right, we 
are acting on this without any sort of propriety. 
The bill in issue between the two Houses is now, 
as I understand, in possession of the Senate. 

; M WASHBURNE, of Illinois. No, sir; it 
is here. 


Mr. GROW. The bill and the papers belong į 


to.this House, and are here. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 


I desire to know | 


gentleman from Pennsylvania will call the pre- 
vious question. : 

Mf. GROW. I will call the previous question, 
with this statement: forall the actual service per- 
formed, though curtailed by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, the Government is now bound to pay, as was 
illustrated in 1836 or 1837-38. When curtailments 
were made by Mr. Kendall, the then Postmaster 
General, the Government afterwards paid for all 
the service that was performed according to the 
original contract, notwithstanding the curtailment 
by the Postmaster General. In this case we give 
the Postmaster General money to carry on the 
service, with the declaration that we think most, 
if not all, of it is necessary; and then leave him 
to exercise the discretion which the law gives 
him. {now move the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN, I want to suggest an amend- 
ment to the bill, to see whether you will acceptit. 

Mr. GROW. I will bear the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion. f 

Mr. REAGAN. I would suggest whether it 
would not be better to provide in this way: that 
in case there is a second discontinuance of the 
service, there shall not be made any further al- 
lowance. 

Mr. GROW. That is provided for; and that 
there may be no mistake, I desire to have the 
proviso read again. 

The proviso was again read. 

Mr. REAGAN. That accomplishes what I 
intended. 

Mr. GROW. I now demand the previous ques- 
tion. 


Mr. PHELPS. 


I wish the gentleman from 


; Pennsylvania to withdraw the previous question 


to allow me to submit to the House a motion to 
recede from itsdisagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GROW. I cannot yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want to know whether l 
have a right to ask for a division; and if I have 
that right, I suppose I must do it before the pre- 
vious question is seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it is 
not in order to call for a division. This is the 
report of a committee. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; which was on Mr. 
Grow’s motion to recede from the agreement to 
the Senate amendment, and to agree thereto with 
an amendment, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iask for a division of the 

uestion, so that the first question shall be put on 
the receding from our disagreement to the Senate 
amendment. If that is carried, there will be no 
necessity for a second vote. I desire to obtain 


that sort of division which will enable me to vote , 


for the first branch of the present motion, Iwant 
to vote for it, and to vote against that part which 
proposes an amendment to the Senate amend- 
ment, 

Mr. GROW. This motion stands exactly the 
same as a motion to strike out and insert, which 
is not divisible. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
question cannot be divided. It is not susceptible 
of division. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Then I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the question. One half I am willing to 
vote for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 123, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Alarich, William 
C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Francis P. 
Bait, Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Brayton, Buffin- 
ton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Colfax, Davidson, H. Winter 
Davis, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Fenton, Florence, 
Foster, Frank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hetmick, Hickman, 
Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Love, Lovejoy, Marston, Charles D. Martin, McKean, Me- 
Koight, McPherson, McRae, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nib- 
lack, Nixon, Noell, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scott, 
Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Somes, Spauld- 
ing, Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, 
‘Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Webster, Welts, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom; Woodruff, 
and Woodson—123. ^ $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, 


Barr, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, 
Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Cloptou, Cobb, John Cochrane, 
Burton Craige, Curry, John G. Davis, Reuben Davis, De 
Jarnette, Edmundson, Garnett, Gartrel], Gilmer, Harde- 
man, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Hindman, Houston, 
Hughes, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, James M. Leach, Maclay, 
Maynard, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Laban T. Moore, 
Sydenham Moore, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, 
Reagan, Ruffin, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, Wi- 
liam N., H. Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 
art, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, 
and Wright—63, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


During the vote, 

Mr. FERRY said that he was paired with Mr. 
JACKSON. ; 

Mr. JONES (when his name was called) said: 
If l understand this matter, itis a double resolu- 
tion, the first part proposing to recede from our 
disagreement to the Senate amendment, and the 
second part proposing a proviso. All of us on 
this side are willing to vote for the first; but we 
| are not in favor of the second. It is a contradic- 
tion within itself. I want to know of the Speaker 
if there cannot bea separation of this question; it 
seems to me to involve an absurdity. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair expressly de- 
cided that question before the vote was com- 
menced, and no appeal was taken from his de- 
cision. 

Mr. JONES. Then I understand we must 
vote on both the propositions together. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
there is but one proposition. 

Mr. JONES. I understood the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania to make two distinct propositions. 
1 am-in favor of the one, and against the other. 

Mr. GROW. The debate is not in order, and 
; I must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. JONES. ‘Then I am compelled to vote ' 
no.” 

Mr. BOTELER stated that if he had been 
within the bar when his name was called, he 
would have voted no,” 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that on this question 
he was paired with Mr. Sranrow, who had left 
the Hall on business of the House, 

Mr. COBB stated that he wanted to vote for 
one half of it, and against the other half. He 
would have to vote “ no.” 

‘The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which his motion was agreed to; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN TYSON. 


Mr. SCHWARTZ. I move to suspend the 
rules to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
House from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 437, for the relief of Benjamin Tyson, so 
as to enable the House to consider it at this time. 

The bill was read. Itdirects that there be paid 
to Benjamin Tyson the sum of $6,060, with inter- 
est from December 31, 1857, it being the balance 
of commissions due him as agent of the Navy De- 
partment for the purchase of anthracite coal. 

Mr.GARTRELL. I demand the yeasand nays 
on the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I think there ought to be no 
objection made to this very proper bill. Mr. 
Scuwantz is not able to remain in the Hall. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I differ with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I have examined the bill, 
and I think it a very improper claim. 

Mr. CURRY. I desire to say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that I was on the 
committee who reported this bill, and I voted 
against it. In my judgment there is not a particle 
of justice in the claim, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I should like to have the re- 
port of the committee read before the yeas and 
nays are called. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to that, unless debate 
is allowed on both sides; the reading of a report is 
debate. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 102, nays 69; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William 
C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Bingham, Samuel S. Blair, 
Blake, Boteler, Brayton, Buffinton, Campbell, Carter, John 
B. Clark, Jobn Cochrane, Colfax, James Craig, Dawes, 
Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Etheridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Gooch, Gra- 
ham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hill, William Howard, 


Humphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
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Kellogg, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, 
Lougnecker, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, Maynard, Me- 
Kean, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson 
Nixon, Noell, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Chris- 
topher Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scott, Sedgwick, Siek- 
les, Spinner, Stallworth, Stevens, William Stewart, Strat- 
ton, ‘Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, ‘Frain, Vallandigham, Van 
Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Ny eee Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
ruff—102. 

NAYS—Meésrs. Avery, Barksdale, Beale, Bocock, Bon- 
ham, Boyce, Branch, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Burnham 
Horaee È. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Burton Craige, Curry, 
Davidson, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Reuben Davis, 
De Jarnette, Edmundson, English, Garnett, Gartrell, Gil- 
mer, Hardeman, Jobn 'T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Hoard, 
Holman, Houston, Hughes, Jenkins, Jones, Kunkel, La- 
mar, James M. Leach, Logan, Mallory, McQueen, McRae, 
Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Morse, Niblack, Olin, 
Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Sher- 
man, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. 
Smith, Stevensou, Stokes, Thomas, ‘Tompkins, Trimble, 


Underwood, Vance, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Woodson, | 


and Wright—71L. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the’ 


rules were not suspended. 
MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, noti- 
tying the House that, in the absence of the Vice 

resident, the Senate had clected Senator BRIGHT 
as President of the Senate pro tempore. 


ARMING THE MILITIA. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 65. 

, Objection was made. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
the rules. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Irisetoa point 
of order. We are now acting under the suspen- 
sion of the rules, andit is not in order to suspend 
them again. By the suspension of the rules the 
light-house bill was made a special order for the 


day. 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the House goes 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, that is the special order, and until the 
House does go into committee, and until the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has the floor to make 
that motion, the Chair supposes that it is in order 
for the Chair to assign the floor to any gentleman, 


I move to suspend 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. AndtheChairhas 


acted on that rule twice. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Suchhas never 
been the ruling heretofore. 

' The SPEAKER. There are reasons why the 
Chair thinks the floor should be assigned to the 
gentleman from Ohio. After that, the Chair will 
call the gentleman from Massachusetts in his turn, 
The gentleman from Ohio has the floor now, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of taking up House bill 
No. 65, to amend the act of April 23, 1808, enti- 
tied ‘“ An act making provision for arming and 
equipping the whole body of the militia of the 
United States.” 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rrees 
‘Tueaxer were appointed. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. As I understand 
that the principal objection to the consideration 
of this matter now is, that there is a special order, 
1 withdraw the motion to suspend the rules, and 
will renew it at another time. 

Mr. ELIOT. [now move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole-on the state of the Union 
on the special order. 

Mr. GURLEY. I rise toa privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. Itcannot take precedence of 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
unless by his consent. 


Mr. ELIOT. I will yield to the gentleman. 
PRINTING OF PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report the following reso- 


lution: 

Resolved, That there be printed, in addition to the usual 
number of the mechanical part of the Patent Office report 
for 1859, ten thousand copies for the use of the Patent Of- 
fice, and forty thousand for the use of the members of the 
House of Representatives, 


| ber of twenty thousand copies printed. 


| habit of ordering from sixty to one hundred and | 


| Covode, Curtis, H. Winter Davisy Dawes, Delano, Dim- 


Gn that resolution I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered. 

Mr. BURNETT. [ask the yeas and nayson | 
agreeing to that resolution, and call for tellers on 
the yeas and nays. I want a record. Thatig all. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barr and 
Rigas were, appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 
thirty-six in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Ohio how many copies of this 
portion of the report were printed last year? ~ 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘Twenty thousand. 

Mr. GURLEY. I will explain. 

Mr. BURNETT. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust my colleague will 
accept an amendment to have only the usual num- 
I think 


we ought not to print more. 

Mr. BURNETT. The previous question has 
been seconded, and the main question ordered, and 
I want a vote on the resolution. 


Mr. GURLEY. The House has been in the | 


eighty thousand copies. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I would like to in- 
quire whether the number of copies in the reso- 
lution means that number of sets or that number 
of volumes? The mechanical portion of the Pat- 
ent Office report generally makes three volumes. 

Mr. GURLEY. Last year the report was in 
three volumes; this year it is in two volumes. 

Mr. BURNETT. I insist upon the enforce- 
ment of the rules of this House by the Speaker. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I think that this 
is only intended as a job for the Public Printer, 
and L hope the resolution will not be adopted. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the aflirmative—yeas 109, nays 78; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alien, | 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Binghain, Samuel 5. Blair, 
Blake, Bouliguy, Brayton, Butħinton, Burch, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, John B. Clark, 


mick, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Eng- 
lish, Farnsworth, Florence, Foster, Prank, Freneh, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Gurley, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, 
Helmick, Hickman, Holman, William Howard, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, James.M. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, McKean, 
MeKnigit, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, 
Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Schwartz, Scott, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Ste- 
vens, Wiliam Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Theaker, ‘Train, Trimble, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Is- 
rael Washburn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and 
Woodrutl—109, 

WAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham, 
Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Horace I°. i 
Ciark, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, James Craig, Burton Craige, | 
Crawford, Curry, Davidson, John G. Davis, Reuben Davis, 
De Jarnette, Edmundsos, Ferry, Gartrell, Hamilton, Harde- 
man, John T. Harris, Hatton, HiH, Bindman, Hoard, Hous- 
ton, William A. Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, | 
Keitt, Lamar, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, Maynard, | 
McQueen, McRae, Milson, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham | 
Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Noell, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, | 
Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Raffin, | 
Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. | 
Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Taylor, į 
‘Thomas, ‘Tompkins, Underwood, Vallandighamn, Vance, į 
Van Wyck, Whiteley, Woodson, and Wright—78. | 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, ; 

Mr. COLFAX stated that Mr. Case had paired | 
off for the day with Mr. Winstow. fa 

Mr. NIBLACK stated that he was temporarily | 
paired off with Mr. Peprir, or he should have } 
voted ‘no.’ grd 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Sranron during the morning session 
of the House to-day on this and all other ques- 
tions. 

The result of the vote having been announced, 
ag above recorded, i 

Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the rcsolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. , f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELIOT obtained the floor. 

Mr. GURLEY. I desire to submit another 
resolution in relation to the agricultural portion | 
of the Patent Office report: l i | 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Mas- | 


| 
| 
| 


| sachusetts has the floor; and unless he yicläs; the 


| 
| 


gentleman cannot offer his resolution.. ; 
_ Mr. GURLEY. I hope the gentleman. fro 
Massachusetts will let this resolution in. 0.4 
Mr. ELIOT. 1 cannot yield, if the yeas and 
nays are to be called on the resolution, “If there 
is no objection to its being: passed without, the 
yeas and nays, I will yield. i e orf aai 
Mr. BURNETT. “i give the gentleman, 
Massachusetts notice that he must ‘either yield 
the floor absolutely or insist on.his:motion: Lam 
opposed to this farming out of the floor. s 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois.. T‘hope the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will insist on bis 
motion. Let us dispose of the lighthouse bill, 


| and then all these matters can come in. © - 


LIGIIT-HOUSE: BILL.. TE 

Mr. ELIOT. I move that-the-rules be: sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com» 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union.” 

The motion was agreed to. 4 TE 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wiss- 
BURN, of Maine, in the chair,).and proceeded. to 
the consideration of the special order, being Héuse 
bill No. 350, making appropriations for light- 
houses, beacons, buoys, dc. 2, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Nlinois; moved that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with... 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move that the committee do 
now rise, for the purpose of closing debate.» ; 

The motion was agreed to. pe 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasxsurn, of Maine, 
reported that the Commniittee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, ‘had 
under consideration the light-house appropriation 
bill, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move that all debate on the 
light-house appropriation. bill be closed in five 
minutes after the Committee of the Whole on the 


| state of the Union shall resume the consideration 


of the same. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


Mr. BRANCH. Łask the unanimous consent 
of the House, at the request of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, (Mr. Corwiny] 
who is sick, to present a memorial in relation to 
the reciprocity treaty, and tu’ask that it bereferred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and vinted. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered): 

Mr. ELIOT. L move that ‘the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

LIGHYL-NOUSE BILL-—AGAIN. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
IIouse resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasu- 
BuRN, of Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the light-house bill. : 

Mr. ELIOT. This bill was reported on. the 
19th of March. Since that time the Committée 
on Commerce have found it necessary to strike 
out several of the appropriations, and to amend 
the bill by inserting others. I have, therefore, 
prepared a substitute for the bill, which I desire 
now to offer, 

Mr. THEAKER. Is the substitute printed? 

Mr. ELIOT. No, sir; itonly changes the bill 
in some particulars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
the bill which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
offers as a substitute is substanually the same as 
the House bill, The Clerk will read the portions 
of the bill wherein changes are made, if that will 
be regarded by the committee as the reading of the 
amendment. 

- Mr. BURNETT. [understand that the first 

uestion willbe upon the original bill. ‘That must 

rst be read by clauses, and then the substitute 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts will come 
"Phe CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
Kentucky desires it, the original bill will be read 
by clauses. 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes, sir, I do. 
posed to the whole bill. 


= 


I am op- 


\ priate t laws, being the aniount remaining to be appro- 


> 


s fpriated to complete the work according to the original esti- 
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The Clerk then proceeded to. read the bill by | 
clauses; for amendment. : 


. Mr BURNETT moved to strike out the whole k 
paragfaph, from line eighteen to line thirty-threc, : 


inclusive, as follows: i 
_“ Por continuing the construction of the light-house on j 
Minpt’s Ledge, one of the Cohasset rocks, Boston bay, as | 
perfacts of Congress, August 31, 1852, first session Thirty- | 
Seéond'Congress, chapter. one hundred and twelve, page | 
ope March 3, 1853, second session Thirty-Segond Congress, | 


chapter one hundred and forty-two, page 243; joint resolu- 
thon, March 27, 1854, first session ‘Thirty-Third Congress, i 
age 592; and March 3, 1855, second session Thirty ‘Third 
Songress, chapter one hundred and seventy-five, page 658, 


mate, $47,090 36.” ; 


Mr. BURNETT. Now, sir, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, who reported 
this bill, whether or not this provision has not 
for its object the prevention of those former ap- 
propriations from relapsing into the Treasury? I 
understand that appropriations have been made 
in former years which have not been expended, 
and this is to prevent their going back into the 
Treasury. j 

Mr. ELIOT. I agree to this amendment which 
is stricken out in the substitute. The object of 
this paragraph has already been accomplished in 


another bill. if 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BURNETT moved to strike out from line 
fifty-five to fifty-nine, inclusive, as follows: 

“For enabling the Light-House Board, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to experiment with 
Daboll’s and other car-signals, and to purchase the signal 
erected by Daboll, and now in operation at New London, 


$6,000.” 

Mr. BURNETT. My object in moving this 
amendment is to inquire of the gentleman who re- 

orted this bill how many of these items contained 
in this bill are estimated for by the Light-House 
Board or by the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. ELIOT. I should like to know first what 
the gentleman understands by the word “ esti- 
mates??? 

Mr. BURNETT. I mean estimates from the 
Department or the Light-House Board. 

Mr. ELIOT. Iwill reply to the gentleman from 


Kentucky that, with the exception of two or three | 


of the smaller appropriations, every appropriation 
has been recommended and estimated for by the 
Light-House Board, either to some member of the 
committee personally, or through the correspond- 
ence of the committee. Every item has under- 
gone the careful examination of the Committee on 
Commerce, and no one has been incorporated into 
the bill that has not in its support reasons which 
appeared satisfactory to the committee. 

« Mr. BURNETT. According to a rough esti- 
mate which I made the other day, my recollection 
is that this bill appropriates something like seven 
hundred thousand dollars directly, without refer- 
ence to the indirect and contingent appropriations 
which many clauses of the bill contain. 

Now, sir, the gentleman talks aboutpersonal con- 
ference with members of the Light-House Board. 
Sir, this House, when it is called on to act upon 
so important a measure of legislation, ought to 
have something tangible to act upon; some data 
upon which they can rely, to enable them to de- 
termine whether the public service requires this 
large appropriation of money or not, We ought 
to have before us an estimate from the Light-House 
Board, indorsed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for every item of appropriation, and not this talk 
about personal conferences of members of the 
committec, 

Mr. ELIOT. T objectto the gentleman’s amend- 
ment, and ask for a vote. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I move to amend by striking 
out lives ninety-cight and ninety-nine, as follows: 

« For a new light-bouse at the mouth of Cape Fear river, 
in lieu of the present structure, $40,000,” 

I wish to inquire of the committee whether 
there is any legislation which authorizes the 
building of that light-house ? 

Mr. ELIOT. This is the legislation by which 
we propose to authorize the building of it. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I understood yesterday, 
when an amendment was proposed to another 
appropriation bill providing for the construction 
of a certain work, that the Chair decided it to be 
out of order on the ground thatit had not been au- 
thorized by previous legislation. Now, sir, what 


ii tion. 


Į want to know is, whether there has been any 
- Jegislation authorizing the construction of a new 
light-house at this point? If there has not, then 
ĮI ask if this provision docs not come within. the 
rule established by the committee yesterday in 
- relation to the appropriation proposed to recon- 
; struct Fort Constitution, in the harbor at Ports- 
' mouth? Ifit would not be in order to offer such 
ian amendment to the appropriation bill, for the 
; same reason this provision should be stricken out 
of this bill, unless there has been prior legisla- 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Let me say to 
the gentleman from New Hampshire that this is 
not an appropriation bill. ‘This bill was not re- 
‘ ported by the Committee of Ways and Means at 
i all; and therefore the 81st rule does not apply to 
i it. It is a bill for the construction of light-houses. 
| Its principal object is to authorize their construc- 
: tion. 
|! The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
| New Hampshire rises to a question of order, the 
| Chair will be compelled to overrule the question 
of order for three or four reasons, which he will 
state, if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I accept the correction of 
the gentleman from Michigan. This not being 
an appropriation bill, as I supposed, on a hasty 
examination of it, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr.BURNETY. Imovetoamend by suiking 
out from the ninety-second to the one hundre 
and first linc, as follows: 

“ North Carolina.—For reéstablishing the Beacon Island 
light-house, and constructing in connectiun therewith a 
beacon-light to form a range tor running the Ocracoke inlet, 
$9,000, 

“ Fora beacon-light at a suitable point at or near Cape 
Hatteras inlet, $5,000. 

“ For a new light-bouse at the mouth of Cape Fear river, 
in lieu ofthe present structure, $40,000, 

“ For buoying Beanfort harbor and Bogue sound, $1,000.” 

I make this motion for the purpose of asking 
the gentleman who reported this bill to tell us how 
much of these appropriations for the State of North 
Carolina is recommended by the Light-House 
Board and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury ? 3 

Mr. ELIOT. In reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, { will say, that this first item: 

“For reéstablishing the Beacon Island light-bouse, and 
constructingin connection therewith a beacon-light to forin 
a range for running Ocracoke inict, $5,000,” 
is subject to the same reply which I made to the 
gentleman before. It is inserted in consequence 
of a personal interview which { had with the of- 
ficers at the Light-House Board, who stated this 
amount was necessary. 

The second item, 

“Por a beacon-light at a suitable point at or near Cape 
Hatteras inlet, $5,000,” 

I have the same remark to make in reference te. 

The third item is: 

& Fora new light-house at the mouth of Cape Fear river, 
in licu of the present structure, $40,000.” 

If the gentleman desires an explanation of that, 
he will find it on page 288 of the Report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the State of the 
Finances, in which he says: 

“ The light-house at the mouth of Cape Fear river is en- 
tirely woru out, and is not on the proper site. The reno- 
vation is recommended. ‘The existing light does not show 
as far as the outer edge of the Frying Pan shoals, off the 
mouth of the river. ‘Lo replace the present structure by 
another efficient one, showing a light twenty miles sea- 
ward, wilt require $40,000.” 

The last item reads: 

“ Forbuoying Beaufort harbor and Bogue sound $1,000.” 


This appropriation has the recommendation of 
the officer who has in charge this branch of the 
business, which recommendation I also recom- 
mend personally. 

Before taking my scat, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that when the Committee 
on Commerce reports to this House that certain 
appropriations for light-houses are recommended 
| by the Light-House Board, and are, in the opin- | 
ion of the committee, advisable, the House has 
that information in an official form. The only 
difference between it and the correspondence 
which the gentleman from Kentucky wants is, 
that in one instance it comes verbally through the 
official organ of the House upon that subject,and | 
in the other itis made in writing. ! 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts is speaking, 1 believe, in my time, and 
Ido not care about his taking up the whole five 


minutes. I desire to say this, in reference to this 
bill: that the members of this House are asked to 
vote theselarge appropriations, in many instances, 
without one word of record evidence coming 
from the proper officers of the Government show- 
ing that they are necessary or demanded for the 
public service. And gentlemen who will,vote for 
them under such circumstances can very well 
afford to vote for a high protective tariff for raising 
revenue. I repeat, sir, that we are asked to make 
these appropriations upon the mere statement of 
members of private conversation with officers of 
the Government. For myself, I want to see the 
written recommendation of the Light-House 
Board, indorsed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
before L can vote for any such appropriations. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky. I hap- 
pen to know something about these lights, for 
some of them which he proposes to strike out 
are in my district. The es clause is for reés- 
tablishing Beacon Island light-house, and con- 
structing in connection therewith a beacon-light, 
to form a range for running the Ocracoke inlet, 
$5,000. There were two light-vessels and a light- 
house at that place; but on the Ist of August last 
the two light-vessels were removed, and the light- 
house was discontinued. . A short time thereafter 
two vessels were wrecked near this place, anda 
number of lives were lost. The coast of North 
Carolina is probably the most dangerous coast of 
the American continent, and yet the gentleman 
from Kentucky, notwithstanding some of these 
lights have been established ‘there for years, 
wishes all appropriations for them to be stricken 
out. The Light-House Board, seeing that an 
crror had been committed in discontinuing those 
light-vessels and the Beacon Island light-house, 
and the channel having also changed, now say 
that it is necessary that some of them should be 
reéstablished. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RUFFIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina whether he considers 
it right to vote such appropriations as these in 
the absence of any recommendation of the Light- 
House Board, and the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury? The point I made upon the 
first two paragraphs was, that there had been no 
appropriation. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I will say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that they have been recommended 
by the Light-House Board. In the first place, they 
have been recommended tothe committee; and in 
the next place, I have at my room a letter from the 


H Secretary of the Treasury, accompanied by one 


from the Light-House Board, respecting these par- 
ticular lights, in which the necessity for their re- 
establishmentfully appears. Ifthe gentleman from 
Kentucky is not aware of that fact, | cannot help 
it. They have been recommended by the com- 
mittee in the usual form; and this bill, as I under- 
stand, has been reported by the committee as all 
light-house bills have been reported heretofore. 

The third clause isan appropriation for a light- 
house at the mouth of the Cape Fear river. That 
light-house is in the district of my friend, Mr. 
Winstow, who is not now present. That isa 
very dangerous point, and a light-house there is 
absolutely necessary. 

No part of the United States has a more dan- 
gerous coast than North Carolina; and the whole 
coasting trade between the North and South, pass- 
ing along that coast, is benefited by these light- 


į houses. I hope the House will not for a moment 


entertain the idea of striking out these appropri- 
ations, ` 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend by striking out lines one hundred and 
one hundred and two, as follows: 


“ For buoying Beaufort harbor and Bogue sound, $1,000.” 


_ I move the amendment for the purpose of say- 
ing a few words. Not only am] opposed to this 
particular appropriation, but Lam opposed to the 
whole bil. F think, sir, that the Committee of 
Ways and Means have appropriated enough to 
repair and keep up all the hght-houses which are 
necessary at the present time. And,sir, to bring 
in a bill now to the tune of half or three quarters 
ofa million dollars in this shape, mostly for new 
works, is more than I can vote for. 
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Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the gen- 


‘tleman allow me to ask him a question? . I would 


ask the gentleman if the Committee of Ways and 
Means have had the subject of light-houses under 
consideration, and whether they have examined 
it? Task him whether they have conferred with 
the Light-House Board, which was established 
by law to give Congress information upon this 
subject? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The Com- 


~ mittee of Ways and Means make an appropria- 


tion for light-houses, such as they think neces- 
sary for the present year. 
< Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Was not 
that appropriation for oil for light-houses, and for 
other matters of that kind? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. You can 
ascertain, by looking at the bill, what the appro- 
priation was for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The ordinary.annual ap- 
propriation made by the Committee of Ways and 

eans was for oil, for carrying on the light-house 
service, for the salaries of officers, and for repairs 
of existing light-houses. I suppose that all the 
appropriations contained in this bill are for new 
light-houses, not heretofore established by law. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I must vote 
against appropriating $750,000 for the construc- 
tion of new works. I think this is not quite the 
time for doing that. Our Treasury is not yet 
quite full cnough for that. When our high pro- 
tective tariff shall have filled the Treasury—as 
our friends upon the other side contend it will, 
though [ think it will only keep out unnecessary 
importations—1 may be willing to throw away 
$750,000 upon new light-houses. Iam opposed 


-to the whole bill. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
posed to the amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HUGHES. I move to strike out lines 
one hundred and nine to one hundred and cleven, 
inclusive, as follows: 

« For a first-class light-house at Cape Mendocino, being 


I am op- 


‘the extreme western point of land on the Pacific coast, 


$80,000.” 
_ I move the amendment for the purpose of say- 
ing that, while I am in favor of making appro- 


` priations for proper light-houses, both upon the 


Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and upon the lakes, 
I cannot vote for this bill, because there are so 
many important items inserted in it which have 
not the approbation of the proper authorities of 
the Government, which have not been estimated 
for by the Light-Housc Board, and for which no 
plan has been made, so far as we know, by the 
proper ‘Departments. Therefore, I say, | am 
peer the necessity of voting against the whole 
all. 

Mr. BURCH. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland. I desire 
simply to say that there has been an appropria- 
tion of $40,000 for the erection of a light-house 


at Cape Mendocino, the extreme western point || 


of land upon the Pacific coast; but it was found 
inadequate for the construction of a light-house 
at that point. The inland country is so rugged 
that it is impossible to get to the promontory by 
land. Itis only approachable by waters _Atisa 
most dangerous point to reach; and the Commit- 
tee on Commerce has recommended an appropri- 
ation of $80,000, so that the Light-House Board 
may make such an expenditure as they, in their 
judgment, may deem necessary to carry out the 
object of the appropriation. It is not anticipated 
that the whole of this amount will be expended, 
but only so much as may be necessary. 

A steamer by the name of Northerner was 
wreeked within four miles of that point last win- 
ter, in consequence of the want of alight upon that 
point, and I hope the committee will see the neces- 
sity of making an appropriation for this light- 
house. 

Mr. ELIOT. 1 wish to say, in reference to 
this Mendocino light-house, something which 
applies as well to other appropriations contained 
in this bill. When I had an interview with the 
Light-House Board in reference to the importance 
of a light-house at Cape Mendocino, the opinion 
was expressed, without any hesitation, that there 
ought to be a light-house established there. It 
was said by the officers of the Light-House Board 
—and it is to that that | wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman who just now objected—that it 


was impossible for them, at the time the inform- 
ation was sought for, to give to Congress esti- 
mates such as could reliably be acted upon with 
reference to building such a work as this; and 
therefore there is found in this bill, asin the bills 
for the last two or three years, a section which 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
pe surveys, under the direction of the 

uperintendent of the Coast Survey, whenever 
such preliminary examination may be necessary. 
This should be done before any money is ex- 
pended, in order to ascertain the propor location 
and the extent of the work. If an adverse report 
be made, no part of the appropriation will be used; 
but Congress will be asked at its next session to 
legislate on the subject. lf, on examination, it is 
found that the appropriation is sufficient, and that 
the public exigency requires it, then the money 
is used. 

[Here the hammer fell.] - 

Mr. BURCH. No portion of the appropria- 
tion of $40,000 has been used at that point, but 
has reverted back to the Department. 

The question was taken on Mr. Huenes’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. BURNETT. I should like to know from 
the gentleman from Massachusetts how much of 
the appropriation contained in this aragraph for 
Washington Territory meets with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The appropria- 
tion for that Territory amounts to $175,000. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Is not the 
gentleman mistaken in regard to the amount? 
We have passed that item of $25,000 for Wash- 
ington Territory. 

Mr. BURNETT. How much ofthe appropri- 
ation for Washington ‘Territory meets the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior? 

oe WASHBURNE, of illinois. ‘The whole 
of it. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
for it? ‘ 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr, ELIOT. If the gentleman will turn to the 
Report on the Finances, page 290, he will find that 
the Light-House Board and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as president of the board, brought be- 
fore Congress what they believed to be the wants 
of the Governmentin respect to the appropriation 
asked for in the second section. The committee 
has no feeling in regard to this matter. It has 
been pressed upon them by the Department as 
being. an improvement highly necessary to be 
made. At present there are attending on buoys 
twenty-one light-house tenders, manned by two 
hundred seamen. In the eleventh district, em- 
bracing the waters of the lakes St. Clair, Huron, 
Michigan, Superior, and Green Bay, it is found 
impossible for the sailing vessels there employed 
to perform the work. In some of the other dis- 
tricts there are two, and in some three, sailing 
vessels; and the Secretary of the Treasury gives 
it as his opinion that the expenses of the Govern- 
ment would be much less if the.change was made 
which is here recommended by the committee. 
It has been found impossible to do the work, and 
to attend preperly to the four hundred and fifty 
light-houses extending over coasts of twenty-one 
thousand miles in extent, with sailing vessels; 
therefore it was that the appropriation was rec- 
ommended, and has been reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to strike out the sec- 
ond section of the bill, whiclris in the following 
words: 

“So. 2, And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$150,000 is hereby appropriated and directed to be paid, out 
of any moncy in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the purchase or construction of four steam propellers to 
be used on the Atlantic coast, and one steam propeller t be 
used on the northwestern lakes, in Heu of the sail vessels 
now employed as Jight-house and buoy tenders.” 

We have had somelittle experience, Mr. Chair- 
man, inregatd to the matter of supplying boats to 
be used in connection with the light-house system, 
The whole light-hoase system on the coast of 
California, Oregon, and 
for employés, fuel, and supplies of every nature. 
By a law of August, 1856, a steamer was pro- 
cured for that coast as a light-house tender, and 
now it costs ea to maintain that tender, to 
run along and make occasional inspections, and 
carry a little oil to these light-houses. Now, here 
it is proposed to alter our system in that respect. 
Sir, if we enter upon this system of buying steam- 


Is there a recommendation 


Washington, cost $18,000, i 


i 


t 


ers and putting them out to trade between ligh 
houses, we will have exactly the same result, as 
we had in California. I do-not think we ought 
to do sucha thing; and therefore I move tostnke 
out the section. ` ae ey 
Mr. ELIOT. I think that the fears of the. 
tleman from Tennessee will not be realized 
argument which he makes, based on. his. 
rience on the Pacific coast, is not-one that:ought 
to strike the committee as applicable. to the. secs 
tion here reported. It is well known that the 
expenses on the coast of California are.very muck 
larger than those on the Atlantic coast. Tam 
inclined to think that there is a great mistake in 
regard to the expense of maintaining the steamer 
Shubrick, to which, reference has-been: made. 
This year there was an appropriation of $30,090 
for the maintenance of that steamer; last. year 
there was no appropriation at all made for it. 
I suppose the gentleman must have made some 
examination of the matter before he undertook to 
state that the effect of introducing. this change 
would be to increase the expense. The Light- 
House Board think differently. The Secretary 
f the Treasury thinks differently. They say it 
will be a saving of money to the Government. I 
have no doubt that it is but a question of times 
and thatif it is not done now, it will be done soon. 
The committee believe the present to be the proper 
time to do it, because it is right in itself, 1s rec- 
ommended by the proper Department, and is 
demanded by the necessities of commerce. There- 
fore the report is here. Let me say, sir, that 
there are some other interests besides pecuniary 
interests. Life and property are jeoparded very 
much upon the Atlantic, and upon the lakes, by 
the inefficien¢y of the vessels that have been em- 
ployed. I hope the motion will not prevail., 
The question was taken on Mr. QuARrLES’S 
amendment; and it was not agreed tò. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in as a third section: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no portion of the 
money berein appropriated for the erection of any light- 
house or beacon-light shall be expended until plans shail be 
furnished and contracts made for the entire completion of 
said light-house or beacon-light for the sum herein appro- 
priated. 

lt is a very common practice in our Govern- 
ment to appropriate ten or twent thousand dol- 
lare for the construction of a light-house, a cus- 
tom-house, or some other work; and thereupon 
the Department commences a work that will cost 

500,000. I want to prevent such an.abuse grow~ 
ing out of the passage of this bill in case it should 

ass. ; 
p Mr. ELIOT. I think the provisions in section 
four of the bill will meet all reasonable require-? 
ments. {am inclined to think that if this amend- 
ment shall be adopted it would necessarily cripple 
very much the operations of the Department. Tt 
is an entirely new mode of doing business. {tis 
a new principle which is sought to be ingrafted 
on this appropriation of money. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don; it has been done for the last three or four 
years; and I hope that no appropriation bill of 
ihis kind will ever pass without such a provision. 
Let us appropriate the entire sum necessary, ‘and 
then we shall know what we are doing. It has 
been done in several instances. 

Mr. ELIOT. In the case of light-houses? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not in the case of light- 
houses, but in the case of other buildings. “We 
commenced the construction of the Charleston 


| custom-house for $100,000, and it has already 
| cost $2,000,000, and it will cost $1,000,000 more 


before it is completed. 

Mr. ELIOT. I would inquire if the object.of 
the amendment is simply to provide that no ap- 
propriation shall be used if it is found, upon eX- 
amination, that it will require more than the 
amount appropriated to build the contemplated 
work? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. The object is, 
that the Department shall state to us how much 
the work is going to cost, so that we may appro- 
priate the money with a full understanding of 
what the work is going to cost. But. Ihave no 
idea of appropriating $30,000 to build a light- 
house, and allowing the Department to spend 
$200,000. 

Mr. BURCH. Asa friend of this bill, I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Massachusetts the 
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propriety of accepting this amendment. There 
éan be. no reasonable objection to it. 

My. ELIOT. Iwill say that the practice of the 
Department—and the knowledge of members of 
the Committee on Commerce, I suppose, wil] bear 
me’ out in saying so—is, that when an appropria- 
tion has been provided for, and upon a preliminary 
survey it has been found that the appropriation is 
not sufficient, no money at all has been expended. 
Such was the case in Massachusetts in a case 
within my personal knowledge, and also at Cape 
Mendocino, ‘There was an appropriation there 
of $40,000, but it was found to be entirely insuf- 
ficient, and the money went back into the Treas- 
ury, and has not been used at all. 

r: SHERMAN. The effect of this amend- 
ment is only to confine the expenditure for a par- 
ticular light-house to the amount appropriated. If 
they have not estimated enough, let them send us 
a complete estimate of what it will cost, and keep 
within that. 

The question was then taken on Mr. SHerMan’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not see my colleague in 
his seat. I know that he contemplated offcring@ 
an amendment which may be important, and I 
have to offer the amendment without knowing 
precisely what Iam doing. I move to insert the 
word “ Galveston” in line ten of section three. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have passed that por- 
tion of the bill; and it is not in order to go back, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. |i 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now ison | 
the substitute for the bill offered by the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts. i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move to | 
dispense with the reading of the substitute. i 

Tiie motion was agreed to. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer my amendment, | 
which was adopted just now, to the original bill, | 
to come in as section two of the substitute. 
` Mr. ELIOT. [hope that amendment will not } 
be adopted. 1am afraid it will seriously preju- |! 
dice the interests of commerce and the operations 
of the Light-House Board. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lask the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts if he knows of any light-house | 
provided for in this bill which will cost more than 
the amount appropriated ? | 

Mr. ELIOT. Certainly not. I know this, | 
morcover, that if, in the judgment of the Light- 
House Board, the building of a light-house will || 
cost more than is appropriated for it, nota dollar 
of the appropriation will be used until further | 
action on the part of Congress. "Phat has been 
“the uniform rule, | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, 1 believe || 
that the amendment is right, and that it ought to | 
be putin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [think it ought to be put 
in every appropriation bill that passes, | 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to insert in line ten |! 
of the third section the words ‘at Galveston, in | 
Texas;” so that it will read: i 

BEC. 3, And be it further enacted, That the sum of 820,000 l 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated aud directed to be | 
paid, out of ayy mor in the Treasury not otherwise | 
appropriated, for the establishment, at the points h n: 
named, of such ear-slgnals as may prove to be satisfactory | 
under the experiments hereinbefore authorized to be made 5 | 
that isto say: at West Quoddy Head and Boone Istand, in | 
Maine; at Boston, in Massachusetts; at Sandy Hook, in | 
New York ; at Charleston, in South Carolina : at Savan- | 
nah, in Georgian; at Galveston, in ‘Texas; and at the South- | 

| 
l 
i 


west Pass of the Mississippi river. 

Mr. Chairman, if I may be allowed, I will say 
just this: thatthe commerce of Galveston has be- | 
come very large; that the coast is a dangerous | 
one; and that, If there is any point at which a light- | 
house should be built, it is there, | 

The amendment was agreed to. ! 

The substitute, as amended, was agreed to. | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Timove that | 
the committee rise, and report the bill to the House. i 
The motion was agreed to. i 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having |! 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusury, of Maine, | 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the il 
] 


t 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- | 
ticularly the bill of the House No. 350, making | 
appropriations for light-houses, beacons, buoys, | 
&c., and had instructed him to report the same to | 


pter, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, t 
| Stallworth, Stanton, Stevens, James A, Stewart, Stokes, 


the House, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. i 

Mr. ELIOT demanded the previous question 
upon the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. BURNETT called for tellers upon second- 
ing the demand. : ` 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BURNETT, 
and Ropinson of Rhode Island, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes one hundred, a further count not’ being de- 
manded. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

‘The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The amendment, in the nature of a substitute, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ELIOT demanded the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. BURNETT called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 80; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Samuel 
S. Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Brayton, Buflinton, Burch, Bur- 
lingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Horace 
F. Clark, John Cochrane, Colfax, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Ducll, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, French, 


Gooch, Grow, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, William Howard, | 


William A. Howard, Junkin, William Kellogg, Larrabee, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Maclay, Marston, Me- 
Knight, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, E 
ward Joy Morri 
Potter, Potde, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, 
Schwartz, Scott, Serauton, Sedgwick, Sickles, William N. 
H. Smith, Somes, Spaulding, William Stewart, Stratton, 
‘Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burn, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wil- 
son, Windom, and Woodrafl-—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Allen, William ©. An- 
derson, Ashmore, Avery, Beale, Bingham, Bocock, Bon- 
ham, Boteler, Boyee, Brabson, Bristow, Burnett, Jobn B. 
Clark, Cobb, Cox, Crawtord, Curry, John G. Davis, Reuben 
Davis, Dunn, Edmundson, English, Etheridge, Garnett, 


Gartrell, Gilmer, Hale, John T. Harris, Uatton, Hickman, | 
Hoard, Hohnan, Houston, Hugbes, Hutehins, Jones, Kil- | 


linger, Kunkel, Lamar, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, 
Longnecker, Love, Loveje Jallory, Maynard, MePher- 
son, MeQueen, McRae, 9 > Millsov, Laban T. Moore, 
Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Por- 
Reagan, Sherman, Spinner, 


‘Thomas, Tompkins, ‘Prin Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Webster, Whiteley, iud Wright—80. 

So the bill was passed. 

3efore the vote was announced, 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Kerr was 
sick, and had paired with some gentleman upon 
the other side of the House. 

Mr. ELIOT stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Tra, had paired with Mr. Rosryson,of Hlinois. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, said that if he had 


i been within the bar when his name was called, 


he would have voted “no.” 

The vote wasthen announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsiderthe vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committec of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

CATTLE DISEASE. 

Mr. GROW. Before the question is putupon 
that motion, I desire to state that the Committee 
on Agriculture have obtained some information 
which they desire to have printed, so that itmay 


go forth to the country. 
Mr.SHERMAN. J presume there will be no 


objection to the order to print. 
Mr. WHITELEY. 1 object. 


Mr. GROW. I move to suspend the rules. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot yield for the mo- 


ii tion, 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parroy, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate further insist upon their 
disagreement to the amendments of the House of 
Representatives insisted upon by the Houses, 
agree to the further conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and have ap- 


Morse, Nixon, Nocll, Olin, Perry, Pettit, | 


pointed Mr. Jounson of Tennessee, Mr. Doorrr- 
TLE, and Mr. Brown, assuch committee on their 
part. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by James BUCHANAN, his Pri- 
vate Secretary, notifying the House that he did 
to-day approve and sign a bill for the liquidation 
of the unadjusted contracts of the Tennessee river 
improvement. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Inow ask for a vote upon 
my motion to go into committee on the Navy 
appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to; so the rules were 
suspended. The House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Kruroce, of Illinois, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of House 
bill No. 500, ‘making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending the 30th June, 
1861. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to move to recom- 
mit this bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. There seems to be so much difference 
of opinion among the committee themselves in 
relation to it, that I conclude we had better re- 
commit it, and allow the Committee of Ways and 
Means to perfect it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is, of course, aware that this committee 
has no power to refer a bill to another committee. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move, then, that the bill 
be laid aside, to be reported to the Elouse with 
the recommendation that it be reeommitted to the 
Committee of Ways and Means for correction. 
I have no hope myself that the motion will pre- 
vail; but I deem it my duty to make it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that motion in order? 

The CHAIRMAN The Chair thinks the 
gentleman is entitled to have a vote upon it, if he 
desires. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee infotmally rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message from the 
Senate was received by Mr. Parron, one of their 
daki requesting the return of the following 

ils: 

An act (S. No. 271) for the relief of John T. 
Brown, which passed the Senate May 4, 1860; 
an 

An act (S. No. 84) to facilitate communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States by elec- 
tric telegraph, with the amendment of the rouse 
thereto. 

Mr. COLFAX. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to have those bills returned to the 
Senate. 

Mr. COBB. TI object. 

_ Mr. COLFAX. {say to the gentleman that 
it is to correct an error made by the Senate. 

Mr. BURNETT. Nothing in relation to that 
telegrayh bill will go, by unanimous consent, 
when Fam present. 

Th umittee then resumed its session; and 
res he consideration of the 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MILLSON moved to amend by strikin 
out from line one hundred to line one hundre 
and eleven, as follows: 


“For the preservation of works, and for the current re- 
pairs at the several navy-yards, viz: 

“ At Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 10,000. 

* At Boston, $15,000. 

“ At New York, $20,000. 

* At Philadelphia, $15,000. 

« At Washington, $10,000. 

& At Norfolk, $20,000; and for repairs of ship-houses A 
and B, at Norfolk, $23,000. 

“ At Pensacola, $10,000. 

& At Mare Island, $20,000. 

“ At Sackett’s Harbor, 81,000.” 


And inserting in lieu thereof, as follows: 


For the completion of works, and for the current repairs 
at the several navy-yards, viz: 

Portsmouth, New Hampshire.—F or removing coffer-dam, 
sewer, machine shop, capstans for masting shears, repairs 
of floating-dock, and repairs of all kinds, $50,719 50. 

Boston.—F or machinery for machine shop and foundery, 
pattern shop, grading, paving, and draining railroad tracks 
and cars, steam fire engine, water-closets, and repairs of 
all kinds, $163,305. 

New York.—for bilge blocks for dry-dock, construction 
of quay wall, dredging channels, and repairing secows, 
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painting and repairing dry-dock, boilers for new boiler- 
‘house, and pipes, machinery for machine shop, founderies, 
sinithcry, saw mill, boiler and pattern shops, and for repairs 
of all kinds, $168,456 60. 

Philadelphia.—For extending joiner’s shop, dredging 
channels, repairs of floating dock, and repairs of all kinds, 
$102,492. 

Washington.—Yor carriage houses and cart sheds, shed 
for flasks, gas generator and fixtures, conversion of old ma- 
chine shop to foundery, machinery and tools, and repairs of 
all kinds, $80,307 90. 

Norfolk.—For continuing quay wall, completing forge 
shop and boiler house, reservoir for stables, dredging and 
filling in, machinery tools and cranes, completing new ship 
house, victualing house, continuation of railway, complet- 
ing timber-shed No. 17, completing foundery, completing 
saw-mill machinery, spar-shed, saw-shed and railway, and 
for repairs of all Kinds, $198,224 10. 

Pensacola.--- For extension of granite wharf, repairing and 
operating floating docks, railways, and repairs of all kinds, 
$109,282 50. 

Mare Island, California.—For compieting machine and 
boiler shops, continuing quay wall, grading, towards ma- 
‘chinery for new shops, completion of houses Nos. 7, 9,11, 
and 13, mold loft No. 3b and repairs of ali kinds, $230,310. 

Mr. MILLSON. The amounts proposed in the 
amendment I have offered are exactly the same 
as the amounts reported last year, by the Com- 
“mittee of Ways and Means, for the service of the 
present fiscal year. The House then redaced 
those estimates, or rather struck them out alto- 
gether, and substituted nominal amounts only; 
thus suspending entirely the works at those navy- 
ards. Ihave taken up the subject where the 
ouse left it last year. Piaje not added a dollar 

‘to the appropriation which ought to have been 
‘made then. Task less now than the Government 
‘asked then, and the same sum that the committee 
then agrecd to give, being about one half the 
amount asked for by the Government at that 
‘time. 

The committee will perceive that the object is 
merely to complete the unfinished buildings. ‘There 
is not a dollar in the amendment J have offered 

‘for any new work. It is only for the purpose of 
completing works already commenced. Now, if 
‘the Congress of the United States are willing to 
let-the public interests be sacrificed, and the pub- 
lic buildings go to ruin, upon them must be the 
responsibility. 

We have official information that at one of the 
navy-yards—-Norfolk—is a large brick timber 
shed, costing many thousands of dollars, for the 
preservation of the valuable timber of the Govern- 
ment, which should not be exposed to the weather. 
‘They report the walls half up, and needing, to 
preserve it, an expenditure of $26,000. There is 
a new ship-house, a very costly structure, nearly 
the whole frame of which is up, but left entirely 
exposed to the weather. There is a new provision- 
house, costing more than a hundred thousand dol- 
Jars already. The walls are up, but without a 
roof, and entirely exposed to the weather, 

‘Such is the condition of the buildings at that 
yard, and thesc appropriations ought to have been 
made last year; and although it is said that 

> 41,000,000 was saved, nothing is asked but what 
was then necessary. The question is, whether this 
congressional policy will be ratified or repealed 

by the present Congress. It cannot be called a 

policy. Itis simply the policy of idiocy. I am 

sure that Congress never intended to establish 
such a policy; and in voting to strike down these 
appropriations, they must have been under the 
impressionthat they could well be dispensed with. 
hy Vee leave here to say that the gentleman who 
spoke yesterday, [Mr. Kuxxe,] and who said 
that there were but two navy-yards in England, 
labored under a very great mistake. There are 
eight navy-yards in the British isles alone, and 
also dock-yards and building-yards, besides navy 
stations and depots, in China, the West Indies, 
the East Indies, at the Cape of Good Hope, Gib- 
raltar, and at other places. Yet the statement 
was made that England had but two navy-yards. 

And let me state, that although these are old- 
established yards, much older than our own, and 
which ought to be nearer to completion, yet the 

appropriation for new works and improvements 

l inp the navy-yards in England alone, last year, 

amounted to the sum of $2,867,000; and if there 
were but two, as has been said, it would show 
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| serve the public works already commenced. 


| Navy. It grows out, apparently, of the situation į 


that there was even a greater necessity than gen- 
tlemen have been willing to admit for.an appro- | 
priation for the completion of new works at our 
navy-yards. . : 

But there is nothing in the amendment that is 
not intended to protect the public, interest and to 
complete the buildings now left unfinished; and 
I hope that Congress will no longer act as if they 
supposed the Government was on the eve of bank- 
ruptcy, and could not afford even to make the 
small appropriations of funds necessary to pre- 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. There seems 
to be no end to the difficulty of managing our 


and extent of our country. We are so distant 
from any great maritime Power, and so unlikely 
to have war with any country into which the 
naval element would enter largely, that I appre- 
hend that our Navy will always be found too 
large in time of peace, and perhaps always too 
small if we should really have a war. 

Now, sir, I am not disposed to make an indis- 
criminate attack upon these naval expenditures, 
or upon the expenditures for navy-yards; but I 
do believe that we have started out on altogether 
too large a scale; and I do not believe that we | 
could do the Government a greater service than 
to adhere to these nominal amounts for preserv- 
ing the works until we settle definitely the policy 
as to the number of yards which should be sus- 
tained. We ought to have some of these yards | 
completed and put ina good state for active oper- 
ation. But the idea of our needing cight navy- 
yards for our limited Navy is preposterous. We 
do, perhaps, need three—two upon the Atlantic 
coast, and one upon the Pacific. Beyond that, I 
believe all our energies should be concentrated 
upon not more than three yards. Now we have | 
eight or nine; and I verily believe that if five or | 
six of them had been located upon the top of the 
Rocky Mountains, it would have been a great 
blessing to this country thus far. They are practi- 
cally of no use, except to make those which we 
ought to have useless. It divides our energies; it 
creates a scramble for the spoils, or for these ap- 

ropriations, which are supposed to have a local 
influence and bearing upon the districts of mem- 
bers of Congress. We get appropriations for one, 
because thereby combinationsare made to get votes 
for others. I do notthink we ought to go on with 
a view of making progress upon this extended 
system. 

Mr. MILLSON. The amendment does not 
contemplate any progress at all. It simply pro- 
vides for the preservation of what is now incom- 

lete. ; : 

Mr, HOWARD, of Michigan. I believe that 
if five or six navy-yards were sunk to-day, the 
country would be better for it. It is not for me 
to say which ones. J will not take upon myself 
any such thing; for I have no hostility against 
any particular navy-yard. All Task 1s to have 
our system brought to such a standard as will | 
comport with the size of our Navy, and then 
prosecute those works efficiently and with vigor. 
I think there are too many of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: 

After line one hundred and six, which reads “at Wash- | 
ington, $10,000,” add the following: 

And for repairing and painting the quarters occupied by 
the officers of the yard, $7,926. 

This amount is*necessary, and is recom- ! 
mended. As to the amendment offered by the į 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mitison,] Lhave | 
only this to say: it embraces about three quarters | 
ofa million. It is carrying out the policy which | 
was defeated one year ago, and Idonot wishnow | 
to repeat the arguments which induced the House 
to change the policy of the Government in regard 
tonavy-yards. The Navy Department have con- 
formed to the action of last Congress, and have 
reduced the estimates in accordance therewith. I 
believe it was the inauguration of a policy which 
we ought to carry out. Certainly, after inaugu- 


rating that policy one year ago, and ‘the Depart- 
ment having conformed to it, to. changeit now’ 
without rhyme or reason would be supremely 
ridiculous, and. E hope it will not be done. ue 
Mr. MILLSON. ` The- gentleman from Ohio 
says that this is departing front the policy inau- 
gurated, and that the Committee of Ways ‘and 
Means has reported all that the Department: has 
estimated, Certainly, Mr. Chairman, the’ gen- 
tleman does not mean to: be taken literally when 
he says that the committee has given all that ‘the 
Department estimated. i Pe cee 
Mr. SHERMAN. All thatis estimated forin ~ 
the regular estimates. Poe E 
Mr. MILLSON. I hold in my ‘hands: esti- 
mates of the bureau of Yards and Docks- 
Mr. SHERMAN. I speak of the estiniates of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 5 
Mr. MILLSON. The bureau estimates the 
necessities of the next year for the navy-yatd at 
Norfolk alone at. $385,000; but intending only: to 
provide for the preservation of the unfinished build- 
ings, and to guard the, public interests, and‘ex- 
cluding all new works, i have.in my amendment 
reduced the sum to the amount. necessary: to ac 
complish that object. ppo ipie Wi) 
Now, how is it that the gentleman says’ the 
Committee of Ways and :-Means:recommendiall 
that the Department estimated? When'these esti- 
mates were sent to the House, the Secretary of 
the Navy said that if Congress meant to adhere 
to the policy adopted at the last session of Con- 
gress—of making no appropriation for navy- 
yards—then he would confine his estimates to the 
sums appropriated last year; but that if Congress 
wished to completethese works, aud carry on the 
operations of the navy-yards, then he was. pre- 
pared to send in such estimates as might be neces- 
sary. That was the reply of the Department. 
The gentleman has certainly not forgotten that 
the Secretary of the Navy expressly stated, in re- 
ply to a communication addressed to him, that if 
Congress would make the appropriations he would 
supply the estimates. Ẹerc:are the estimates of 
the bureau, amounting to almost four: times: as 
much as is embraced in my amendment. 
The gentleman speaks of this. policy being es- 
tablished by Congress. I deny that any- such 
policy was ever established, or ever intended’ to 
be established, by Congress—a policy to let the * 
public works go to decay and ruin. I know 
very well that, under the peculiar circumstances 
to which i referred yesterday, the House, under 
the apprehension of some that the revenue was 
about to fall short, and thai there would be ‘no 


| money Jeftin the public Treasury, and from a 


desire to inquire into the frauds and corruptions 
said to exist in some ofthe navy-yards, did last 
year, not by way of establishing a permanent 
policy, but simply for the purpose ofhalting where 
they were for a season, refuse to make the appro- 
prenons asked for by the Government; but-if it 

c indeed a part of the policy of the Government 
to shut up its navy-yards altogether, let Congress 
take the responsibility of establishing such a pol- 
icy. ' 

Mr. MORSE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by reducing the amount $1,000. It certainly 
seems to me that $500 would paint any house 
there. I want to know how many quarters there 
are to be painted ? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. J think that, if the gentle- 
man will listen to the reading of a letter from the 
constructing engineer, he will find that the amount 
is low enough. , 

Mr. MORSE. Well, let us hear it. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

CONSTRUCTING ESNGINEER’S OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON Navy Yarp, May 28, 1860. 

Commopore: In compliance with your order, I have 
examined the quarters occupied by the officers ofthe yard, 
and submit an estimate of the amount necessary to put 
them in good'repair, Some of these buildings are in a very 
bad condition, especially that occupied by the commander, 
which has received no repairs of consequence for several 


i| years past. The amount appropriated: by the last Congress 


for repairs of all kinds was nearly all expended in-keeping 
the furnaces in order, leaving but asmall amount to be'ex- 
pended upon the quarters and various work-shops, store- 
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houses, ship-houses, and-other improvements; all of which 

have suffered for want-of timely repairs : 

For repairing and painting commandant’s house.... $1,290 

3,390 
708 


For repairing and painting commander’s house..... 

For repairing and painting first lientenant’s house... 

For repairing and painting second licutenant’s house 

For repairing and painting surgeon’s house........ 

Foy repairing and painting boatswain’s house.,.... 

For repairing and painting gunners house., serere 
j 


Very respectfully, your obeđient servant, 
. W. P. S. SANGER, 
$ Constructing Engineer. 
Commodore FRANKLIN BUCHANAN, 

Commandant United States Navy Yard, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. “MORSE, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. Suerman’s 
amendment, and it was adopted. 

‘Mr. MORSE. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line one hundred and seven: 

Insert, after the word “ dollars: ? 

And to discharge liabilities under contracts on account 
of store-house for provisions ; to discharge liabilities under 
contracts for ship-house No. 48; toliquidate payments due 
for. reservations under contracts, and for the payment of 
approved bills, for which there are no funds, $25,797. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I make the point of order 
that that is a private claim, and nothing more. 
There is no existing law authorizing the payment 
of this money,and I therefore make the point of 
order upon it. 

Mr. MORSE. Is it in order for me to say a 
word upon a point of ofder? 

Mr. FLORENCE. It is as clearly in orderas 
any item in the bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
statement of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. MORSE. This is for the payment of 
debts due for labor done upon a house in the Nor- 
folk navy-yard. I suppose the gentleman would 
not raise a point of order if this house had not 
been completed, and this was an appropriation 
to complete it. But the contractors have gone on 
and completed the building; and this is a debt 
absolutely due to the workmen. 

Mr. SICKLES. I submitthat this is a public 
obligation, and not in the nature of a private 
claim. 

Mr. MORSE. I do not see why it is not as 
much in order as a proposition would be to com- 

lete the house. 

. The CHAIRMAN. This is a bill to make 
appropriations for the aval service for the year 
ending 30th June, 1861. Itisa bill for the cx- 
penses of the Navy Department im the future, 
providing for its current expenses in the coming 
year; and from the very nature of the bill—the 
amendment being clearly for a deficiency—it is, 
in the opinion of the Chair, out of order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 move that the commit- 
tee do now rise, for the purpose of moving in the 
House to close debate upon this clause of the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. I have another amendment 
which I desire to offer. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [ask that my motion be 
put. I will state to the gentleman from Maine 
that he can offer his amendment when we come 
back into committee. 

Mr. MORSE, I hope I shall not be cut off in 
this amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. You can offer it when we 
return into committee. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to say a word upon it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD Well, I waive my motion 
for the present. 

Mr, MORSE. The gentleman is mistaken, 
The bill does not provide for this building at all. 
Tt is not ship-house A or B, but No. 480n the plan. 
It was commenced some time ago, and the cutting- 
down process of last year stopped the work and 
left the building partly finished, and exposed to 
serious injury from the weather, It is injuring 

- daily, and if it is ever to be completed, it will be 
true economy to commence work on it immedi- 
ately, and not permit time and the elements to 
work any further injury. Ihope, Mr, Chairman, 
when. we have erected a building for the general 
use of the Navy proper, and got it so nearly com- 
pleted, we shall not abandon it to rot and dilapi- 
dation for the purpose of keeping down the ex- 
penditures of this year, while we are, at the same 
time, so extremely liberal in fitting up, at the pub- 
lic expense, houses inside of the yards for the oc- 
eupation of Navy officers. ; 

he House has just adopted an amendment 


appropriating $7,500 to repair the houses of six 
or seven officers down here in the Washington 
navy-yard. You have recently raised the pay of 
the whole drove of Navy officers far above the 
average pay of any class of civilians, and above 
what the depressed industry of the country is able 
to bear. You provide sumptuous quarters in all 
the yards, with gardens and grounds attached, in 
several of them. You let them live there almost 
in idleness, on their high pay and gratuitous quar- 
ters, and abandon ship-houses, store-houses, and 
other yard improvements in a half completed state, 
to the ravages of time and the elements. I shall 
vote for no extravagant expenditures on navy- 
yards, and for the- present, at least, for no new 
works. But there are some few things which 
ought to be done, to preserve and make available 
and usefulexpenditures already made; fora navy- 
yan is, or ought to be, agreat work-shop to 
uild, repair, and equip ships, not a place to quar- 
ter, at the expense of the industry of the country, 
go many supernumerary and uscless officers under 
i the pretense that they are needed there to apply 
military law to the government of the yards, and 
superintend and direct the mechanics and work- 
men in their labors. We have had a report from 
a board of these gentlemen appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to examine the condition of 
the yards, and their labor seems to have had but 
one leading object, and that was to bring all the 
yards under the most rigid military discipline, 
and enable the military to play the petty tyrant 
and overseer over the civilians and industrial 
classes in the yards, and to increase the number 
of places in the yards for the naval officers as a 
privileged order, possessing mechanical knowl- 
edge, by intuition, to enable them to control and 
direct all branches of mechanics. It seems to be 
perfectly in order, and very proper, to receive 
amendments appropriating thousands to put in 
good condition the quarters of these military gov- 
ernors of yards and directors of mechanical in- 
dustry; but when you are asked to pay what you 
owe to the mechanic and laborer for work done 
on store-houses and work-shops after the amount 
appropriated for those buildings had been ex- 
hausted, it is ruled out of order, and the appropria- 
tion of a small sum to preserve a building pardy 
completed from ruin is persistently resisted. 
I kind in this bill $1,000 for Sackett’s Harbor. 
I should like to inquire what that is for. Is this 
to preserve officers’ quarters too? There is no 
navy-yard there. A ship was commenced there 
during the last war with England, for service on 
the Jakes. She is still on the stocks, half fin- 
ished; and there, in all probability, she will stand 
as long as there is anything left of her. There is 
not a work-shop of any kind there, nor Govern- 
ment labor of any kind done, except to watch 
the crumbling frame of that old ship; and to per- 
form this solemn duty of watch and ward over 
her venerable remains, we keep there a captain of 
the Navy, and sometimes a lieutenant to help 
him, with other attendants. The whole concern 
had better be abandoned atonce. Butno. The 
officers’ quarters there must be kept in good con- 
dition, and the debts due workmen withheld. 
This is the newpolicy. Icould go on for an hour 
giving facts to illustrate the abuses which have 
gradually creptinto this Department; but my time 
is limited. We have half a dozen or more naval 
gentlemen attached to each of the yards. In my 
poemen: they are worse than useless therc; at 
east, more than one or two. They are out of 
their place there; and if f could have my way in 
the matter, I would turn them all out, and fill their 
places with civilians. Drive politics out of the 
yards, reorganize them, and put energetic busi- 
ness men at their head as superintendents, and I 
have no doubt but that all that is now accom- 
panner in these yards can be done for less than 
alf what it now costs, as they are now con- 
ducted, and under your military superintendence. 
This appears to me to be a proper occasion to 
rebuke that notorious naval board, which has 
done its best to introduce astill more perfect mil- 
itary discipline than now prevails in our yards, 
and make every work-shop a military camp, I 
presume, to be followed by martial law; and thus 
reducing the mechanics and workmen there to a 
state but little better than serfdom, and by men 
the most of whom know absolutely nothing about 
the branches of Jabor they pretend to superintend 
and direct, 7 


1am aware, sir, that I am speaking plainly, and 
it is time that some one told the truth about these 
things; and I only regret that I have not before 
been permitted an opportunity to open up the 
whole subject in all its deformity. IT have no sort 
of doubt-but that we have more navy-yards than 
the public good. requires, and it was bad policy 
to establish so many; but, sir,let usunderstand to 
what use they are to be put, whether they are to 
be put to the legitimate purposes of a navy-yard, 
as originally designed, or whether they are to be 
made the sumptuous residences of supernumerary 
officers, laid up in ordinary on high salaries, under 
the pretense of being on active duty. If this isa 
feature of the new policy, it will prove an cxpens- 
ive way of taking care of our surplus officers, 
aside from its other bad features. We have sev- 
enty-nine captains on the active and nineteen on 
the reserved list, making ninety-eight in all; of 
these only nineteen are now at sea. We have one 
hundred and fourteen commanders on the active 
and sixteen on the reserved list, one hundred and 
thirty in all, but only twenty-two of the whole num- 
ber are at sea. We have three hundred and 
twenty-five lieutenants on the active and thirty- 
five on the reserved list, three hundred and sixty in 
all, and only one hundred and eighty odd at sea. 
You are crowding the navy-yards, navy asylum, 
receiving ships, rendezvous, &c., with them, and 
yet a large number are without employment, on 
leave pay, which affords them a handsome living 
for life. Now, if this is to be the policy of the 
country; if the policy you are inaugurating here 
to-day be to bring the yards to a dead’stand, and 
abandon all their economic and industrial inter- 
ests, and turn your attention only to the comfort 
of the officers, why, let us understand it plainly. 
If this be your policy, then vote down this amend- 
ment, and say plainly to the country that you 
abandon these half-reared buildings to their fate; 
that you intend to stop all further yard improve- 
ments, however necessary; that you decline to 
pay your honest debts due the men who have la- 
bored for you; and that hereafter Congress will 
have no time to lookafteranything connected with 
the Navy but its officers, to see that their pay be 
ample and generous for gentlemen of leisure, and 
that their quarters be keptin good condition. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. ĮI should like to 
know if the House is to understand, from the re- 
marks of my friend from Maine, that he was op- 
posed to the increase of the pay of the officers of 
the Navy? 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I was not op- 
posed to raising the pay of some of them. The 
majority of the committee reported a bill to this 
House to raise the pay, with a distinct under- 
standing, as I thought, that it was to undergo 
discussion and amendment in the Committee ofthe 
Whole; and I will say here, that [would not have 
voted for the bill which the committee made me 
their organ to report, unless it had undergone 
many and serious amendments, Ihad no expect- 
ation or intimation that it wasto be rushed through 
under the whip and spur of the previous question, 
without opportunity for debate or amendment. 

{Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I oppose the 
amendment of my friend from Maine, Phill only 
say a word or two, and Isay it here, because this 
is a good time to correct some misapprehensions 
gentfernen have indulged in in regard to the naval 
pay, bill lately passed. 

Ar. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think the 
debate had better be confined to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland.’ I would suggest 
to the gentleman from IHinois, that the gentleman 
from Maine traveled entirely out of the latitude of 
his amendment in the remarks he made. 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Illinois. Well, I with- 
draw the point of order; but I shall have some- 
thing to say'upon this subject mysclf when the 
gentleman gets through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark to 
the geritleman from Maryland that he is very well 
aware of the rules which govern the committee in 
reference to debate, and he hopes the gentleman 
will confine himself to them. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Certainly Ido; 
and I will endeavor to adhere to them with the 
same strictness with which members usually con- 
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form to them. I have only to say that, so far as 
the increase of the pay of the Navy and the prin- 


ciple of the bill was concerned, it met the unani- | 


mous and unhesitating assent of the committee. 
They were unanimous in the opinion that the pay 
of the Navy ought to be increased. 

I say further that neither when the chairman 
of the committee was authorized to report his bill 
to the House, and did so ‘report it, nor up to the 
moment of his recent assertion of the fact, did I 
ever hear one word about his being authorized to 


‘move that it should be sent to the Committee of 


the Whole, from which it would have had no 
resurrection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest to 
the gentleman that it is not proper to refer to 
what may have occurred in committee. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. So far as I shall 
make reference to this matter, I shall keep within 
the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not see, 
at this moment, that the gentleman is precisely in 
order; but he presumes the gentleman will bring 
himself within the rule before he concludes. 
::Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. The Chair is 
right; and, before I have concluded, I presume 
the Chair will see the bearing of my remarks. I 


‘gay it is news to me that any direction was indi- 


cated in the Committee on Naval Affairs as to the 
course this bill was to take in the House, except 
such as was best calculated to insure its speedy 
and certain success, 

Let me say farther, that the bill, as reported by 
the gentleman from Maine, from the majority of 


the committee, does not save more than some | 


thirty thousand dollars in the increased pay of 
the Navy over the substitute I offered, which has 
become a law. 


Mr. MORSE. [think the gentleman is mis- 


aken. 
. Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, Well, sir, Tso 
make it upon an analysis of both our bills, and 
such difference is not worth talking about further 
in this connection. Iwill merely add that, in my 
‘opinion, this House has done nothing during the 
present session which has reflected so much credit 
upon itas this simple act of justice (for it is noth- 
ing more) to the Navy of the United States; and 
it does not seem to me that it is worth while for 
honorable gentlemen, now that it has become a 
law by overwhelming majorities in both Houses 
of Congress, has been approved by the President 
of the United States, and has been heartily con- 
curred in, as I believe, by ninety-nine out of every 
hundred liberal and fair-minded men in the coun- 
wy—I say I do not think it is worth while for 
peoiemen now to cast their Parthian darts at the 
ill as they seek to retreat from the responsibility 
of their own act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is now near the time 
fixed by the House for a recess. J move that the 
committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to 
the gentleman from Ohio, that the House having 
adopted an order to take a recess at half past four, 
it is not necessary for the committee to rise; and 
that hour having arrived, the Chair declares that 
the committee has taken a recess until seven 
o'clock. f 


—a 


D EVENING SESSION. 
~ The committee reassembled at seven o’clock, 


om. 

F Mr. FENTON. Idesire tostate, asa matter of 
personal explanation, that J find myself reported 
as voting against the amendment to the bill which 
passed the House some days ago, to increase the 
pay of the Navy, and as voting in favor of the bill. 

; i» fact, voted both against the bill and amend- 
ment. Iintended to have stated the fact as soon 
as my attention was called to it, but I have not 
had an opportunity before. 

“Mr. SHERMAN. Before the committee pro- 
ceeds to the business regularly before it, I desire 
to say that my colleague, Mr. Braxe, desires to 
submit some remarks upon a general subject of 
debate; and as he can have no opportunity with- 
outinterfering with the public business, I ask that 
he may have leave to print his remarks in the pro- 
ceedings of the House. Tam also requested to 
ask the same privilege for Mr. Kex1oge, of Mich- 
igan, and Mr. Beare. — : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Mr. Chairman, I 
will state that, some two or three weeks ago, my 


colleague [Mr. Wasupurne] gave notice that he 


certain newspaper charges preferred against the 
Republican candidate for President. 1 find in the 
Congressional Globe, published a day or two ago, 
a speech purporting to have been made by him 
having reference to that subject. Hither myself 
or one of my colleagues desires to answer that 
speech; and, with the understanding that one of 
us shall have that opportunity at some time in 
the course of the present week, I will not object 
to these gentlemen having leave to print. Other- 
wise, I shall object. I am willing to take any 
time during the week that shall best suit the con- 
venience of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
gentleman from linois will have that leave. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection to granting leave to the gentlemen named 
to print their remarks. 

ir. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. And I hope 
it will be understood, also, that any of my col- 
leagues shall have the same opportunity. 

Mr. McQUEEN. If I understand that it is 
proposed to print speeches which have not been 
delivered, I object, and will endeavor to prevent 
the practice as far as I have the power. Speeches 
are printed here which are slanders upon our peo- 
ple, to which there is no opportunity of replying. 
- Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection, asl 
understand, so far as the three gentlemen I have 
named are concerned. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from South Carolina that he put the 

uestion to the committee, and beard no objection. 
he gentleman from South Carolina did subse- 
quently object, but the Chair thinksit came too late. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I have no objec- 
tion, provided the speeches come within the limits 


speeches in the Globe to the extent of three or 
four times what could be spoken within orie hour. 

Mr. GARNETT. I rise toa question of order. 
I submit that the committee have no power to grant 

ermission to print speeches. I think that the 
ouse alone has the right to grant that privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ghair will state that 
the committee has given its consent, and he will 
express no opinion as to the power. 

Mr. GARNETT. 1 will respectfully submit 
to the Chair that when I make a point of order, 
it is his duty to decide it. I have raised the ques- 
tion of order that this committce has no right to 
grant permission to print speeches. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regrets that 
he did not make his decision clear and intelligi- 
ble. The Chair did decide the question of order 
against the gentleman. i 

(The speeches of Messrs, Braxe, KELLOGG of 
Michigan, and Brae, will be published in the 
Appendix.] 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to ask the same priv- 
ilege. I have been trying to speak, not upon 
party questions, but upon abuses in the navy- 

ards. 
” The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed upon the 
amendment; and the gentleman from Ohio moves 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MORSE. I thought I had the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Debate was exhausted 
upon this amendment before the committee took 
a recess. The question is now upon the motion 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, having taken the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


the Union generally under consideration, and es- 


pecially a bill of t 


ending the 30th of June, 1861, and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate upon 
the pending paragraph in relation to the navy- 
yards, be terminated in five minutes after the com- 
mittee resumes the consideration thereof. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to amend the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Qhio, so that it shall 
read, “that all debate upon the pending amend- 


| ment shall cease,” &c 


| would address the House upon the subject of | 


of what could be spoken in one hour. We have | 
had instances in which gentlemen have printed || 


Union had, according to order, had the state of | 


e House, (No, 500) making | 
appropriations for the naval service for the year |; ha 
u might have 


BILLS RETURNED TO THB SENATE; © os 
Mr. COLFAX. I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
to yield to me amomént. <: ui; pE E 
Mr. SHERMAN. _ I understand: the-gentle- 
man rises to a privileged matter; and I give way. 
Mr. COLFAX. Trise to a.matterof courtesy 
to the Senate. The Senate sent us ‘a. méssage this 
morning requesting us to return to. that. body two . 
bills of the Senate: an act to facilitate communi- - 
cation between the: Atlantic and Pacific States by’ 
clectrie telegraph, and an act for the relief of 
John.P. Brown. Such w request has never been 
refused. ; i Ee 
Mr. COBB.. At this: particular time, 1 object. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that itis a 
privileged matter; and that no-one objection can 
defeat it. ; ton tg eg edb 
Mr. COBB. Very well, then; I cannot ‘help it. 
The motion to return said bills. was thenagreed 
to. wee 
COMMITTEE DISCHARGED. 


Mr. OTERO. I move that the Committee oh 
Pensions be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Thomas Baca y Pino, 
in order that it be referred to the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In order to accommodate 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hompurey] 
and others, I modify my motion to close.debate, 
by making the time fifteen minutes. A ; 

The motion was agreed to. ead 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on ` 
the state of the Union. : : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
(Mr. KeLLoce, of Hlinois, in the chair) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the naval appropria- 
tion bill; the question being on the pending amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine, {[Me. 
Morse.] i 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. : 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I offer the followin 
amendment, to come in after line one hundred an 
four: ; yh 

For the construction of a sewer upon Flushing avente 
to Vanderbilt avenue, thence through the United States 
grounds to the Wallabout water, $60,000: Provided, That 
the city of Brooklyn shall pay one half’ the cost of the sewer 
on Flushing avenue. bene pee 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I- raise a 
point of order. That is independent legislation, 
and is ingrafting a new law upon an appropria- 
tion bill. ` 

Mr. HUMPHREY. If this amendment is not 


| in order, it occurs to me that no part of the bill 


is in order. This is an additional appropriation 
to a section applicable to the New York navy- 
yard. If it shall be ruled by the Chair that the 
application of the appropriation isnew legislation, 
then, of course, no amendment can ever be made 
to an appropriation bill, except to increase, anap- 
propriation which is to be applied to purposes 
stated in the bill itself. eae 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would respect~ 
fully submit to the gentleman that he docs not 
see how the amendment is germane to this bill, 
from the character of the amendment, as indicated 
by the gentleman. , 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Thisamendmentis taken 
from a provision made in a bill in 1857, in pre- 
cisely the same language, where an appropriation 
was made for the same purpose to the New York 
navy-yard, An appropriation is made in this 
bill for the New York navy-yard, and now I seek 
to introduce into this bill the same provision that 
was introduced into that. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, can, per- 
haps, explain to the gentleman how ihatprovikion 
got in that bill of 1857, and yet not 
have been in order in this House, Perhaps no 
uestion of order was raised upon it here. But 
the probability is, that the amendment was put 
upon the bill in the Senate, where they have dif- 
ferent rules of order from what we have here. 
Mr, HUMPHREY. If there were an amend- 
ment offered to this bill, providing that $60,000 
should be appropriated to build a new ship-house, 
would the Chair rule it out of order? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is most clearly 
of opinion that the fact that a sewer in Brooklyn 
‘passes through the navy-yard, will not make the 
amendment germane to a bill prude for the 
preservation of dock-yards an the preservation 
-öf the Navy: Therefore, the Chair is of opinion 
‘thatthe amendment is out of order. ` 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Does the Chair base his 
decision upon the fact that the amendment is in- 
troduced into this paragraph? Would it be ger- 

“mane to another part of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would hardly 
be inclined to indicate What will be his decision 
under a different state of circumstances. 

Mr.SICKLES. I move to amend at the one 
hundred and fourth line, by adding $1,000 to the 
appropriation. I suggest to my colleague [Mr 
Homrimer] and to the committee, that by an 
existing law it is the duty of Congress to take 
tare of the grounds included within the navy- 
yard, to drain them, to fence them, and to protect 
them from all damage and injury; and any appro- 
priation.in conformity with this law, that may be 
rendered necessary by the existing condition of 
things, it appears to me, is in order. If my col- 
league will refer to this law, he will see that the 
amendment is clearly in order. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I oppose the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, and I oppose 
all these appropriations. Ihave no doubt, Mr. 
Chairman, it would have been better for this Gov- 
ernment if it never had had a navy-yard; and l 
have no doubt now but it would be better, both 
in regard to the material of which our ships of 
war are built, and with regard to the workman- 
ship upon them—and certainly it would be more 
economical. The gentieman from Virginia (Mr. 
Moirison] stated this morning that England had 
nine navy-yards. In that I think he is mis- 
taken.» But even if it be true, we, with not one 
tenth of the war marine of England, have eight, 
a very great disproportion. I think thatin regard 
to the workmanship and the timber with which 
the ships are built, it would be wise policy for 
the Government to adopt the policy of private 
individuals, and whenever it wants a ship built, 
goto the ship-builders and contract for it, Let 
me state to the committee a singular and remark- 
able fact with reference to the Minnesota, which 
was built some years ago, and which carried our 
minister, to China. She was finished in 1857, 
and carried out Mr. Reed, onr minister to China, 
remained there a year or eighteen months, and 
came back a perfect honeycomb. I heard a ship- 
master at Philadelphia express his surprise that 
she was ever able to cross the ocean at all. 

Mr. MILLSON. The Government has had 
ships built two or three times by contract; and I 
now ask the gentleman if he docs not know that 
no contract ship ever made a second cruise? 

Mr. WHITELEY. Iam not informed of that; 
but Lam informed of this other fact, that no ship 
built by this Government was ever five years in 
service before she was made a new ship from 
keelson to truck. Is that the case with the com- 
mercial ships in the ports of New York, Phila- 
delphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans? Private 
individuals get their ships built so that they shall 
Jast at least a few years. But our Government, 
with an immense outlay-of money and time and 
everything else, can get no ship built to Jast five 
years. I mentioned the casc of the Minnesota; 
and, in addition to that, was the very remarkable 
case of the Niagara, the other day. It is as true 
as Holy Writ, that so long as we have Govern- 
ment work-shops, andas long as Congress appro- 
priates money for them, work will be made in 
order to expend the money. 

Mr. MILLSON. Was not the Niagara a con- 
tract ship? 

Mr. WHITELEY. Thatmay be so; but cer- 
tain it is that the private individual, who gets his 
ships built by contract, gets them better built than 
the Government does in its work-shops, 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask the gentleman whether 
the frigate Constitution was built by contract? 

Mr. WHITELEY. I cannot hear the gentle- 
man. I am sorry that all these interruptions have 
occurred, as I have but five minutes. But my op- 

osition does not apply to the navy-~yards alone. 
t goes further. 
vy; and I do not believe that Government would 
suffer one iota of loss, even if war should occur 
to-morrow; for when war does occur, we have 


I would break up the whole Na- į 


i erly seasoned. 


| ask my colleague whether that ship was not made 


| for war, by providing the timber and other ma- 


| 
erly 


always to go to the common sailors and officers 
of the mercantile marine to sail our ships and 
fight our battles, and we do not depend upon these 
epauleted Navy officers. Let me state, in this 
connection, a fact with reference to the last expe- 
dition sent to Paraguay. I was told by an officer 
of the Navy that there was a gun on one ship 
while the carriage for it was on board another. 

Mr. SICKLES, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to amend by in- 
creasing the appropriation $1,500. - Mr. Chair- 
man, the contract system has, in ever instance 
where it was attempted, failed. The Niagara was 
a contract ship. It was not built by naval con- 
structors; and as to the Minnesota, that was an 
illustration which the gentleman oughtnot to have 
introduced here. The dry rot was occasioned in 
the Minnesota because of the fact that Govern- 
ment had not seasoned timber in the dock-yard to 
build her with; and with the appropriations now 
asked for, the Department are to get timber and 
place it in the dock-yards, so that it can be prop- 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
out of the live oak purchased by Mr. Swift? 
Wnughter-] S 

Mr. FLORENCE. I apprehend not. I can- 
not answer the question. I only know from in- 
formation I got at headquarters, and J wish other 
gentlemen had the same information, for there is 
the mostlamentable ignorance upon this subject— 
I do not speak in an offensive spirit—upon the 
whole subject of navy-yards and ship-building 
that I have ever witnessed amagng intelligent men. 
{Laughter.] Itis surprising to me thatmy friend į 
from Delaware, [Mr. Wurrevey,] who ought to 
be well acquainted with the subject, should get 
up and make a statement without information. I 
say that, unless the appropriations asked by the 
Department are made, our ships will rot at the 
wharves and dock-yards. > 

Now, in reference to the number of dock-yards, 
I do not believe that, with our extensive coast, 
we ought to have a less number; but if, on inves- 
tigation, it be found proper to reduce them, Lam 
for that reduction, and for all other salutary re- 
forms. [Laughter.] But let us, sir, begin and 
go on regularly; lct us have an efficient Navy; let 
us get it well established; let us in peace prepare 


terials necessary to construct our ships; and when 
we have done that, let us begin the reform in 
reducing the number of navy-yards. 

1 am speaking, sir, as the House will perceive, | 
against time. [have not lad an opportunity prop- 
to chastise the gentleman from Delaware. 
{Laughter.] That hammer is a terrible check 
upon me. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope that, by 
unanimous consent, my friend will be allowed to 
chastise the gentleman from Delaware. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FLORENCE, I withdraw myamendment.* 

The question was taken on Mr. Minison’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. As we have now passed 
over the section headed ‘‘ navy-yards,’’ I move 
to insert, after line one hundred and eleven, the 
following, as an additional section: 

New York Navy-Yard.—For the construction of a sewer 
upon Flushing avenue to Vanderbilt avenue, thence through 
the United States grounds to the Wallabout water, 360,000 : 
Provided, That the city of Brooklyn shall pay one half of 
the cost of the same on Flushing avenue. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
point of order, 
which the Chair has decided to be out of order; 
and even if it were proper and legitimate, it could 
not come in as an additional section at this part of 
the bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I will simply state to the 
Chair that, in drawing the amendment, I have fol- 
lowed the precedents of all appropriation bills 
heretofore. Appropriations precisely of this kind 
have been made heretofore; and if the rule is now 
laid down that an appropriation cannot be made | 
for a new purpose that is not already indicated by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, I suppose it ; 
will cut off all possible amendments, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not see 


[rise toa 


That is the same amendment | 


that the cage is at all altered from what it was be- 


fore, It will afford the Chair pleasure to put the 
question to the committee, if the gentleman from 
New York shall take an appeal. Fhe Chair is 
constrained to adhere to the opinion that it ex- 
pressed a short time since in relation to the same 
amendment, and thinks that it is not changed by 
proposing to place it in another portion of the bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Then, for the purpose of 
having the question finally decided, I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I ask the con- 
sent of the committee to make a statement, for the 
information of the Chair, with reference to this 
question. This very appropriation has been be- 
fore the Committee of Ways and Means every 

ear 
7 Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [callthe gen- 
tleman to order. I object to debate. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Thisvery prop- 
osition has been ruled in order. [Cries of +‘ Or- 
der!” 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Then I appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Anappcalhasalready been 
taken. ; 

The question was taken on the appeal, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained as the judg- 
ment of the committee. 

The Clerkread the following clauses of the bill: 

“ Naval Asylum, Philadelphia.—For, improving ceme- 
tery, sky-lights to main building, furaiture and. repairs of 
same, house-cleaning and white-washing, repairs to fur- 
naces, grates, and ranges, gas and water rent, and for re- 
pairs of all Kinds, $5,150. 

“Vor support of beneficiaries at the asylum, $27,000.77 

Mr. MORSE. I offer the following amendment, 
to come in after the clauses just read: 

Provided, That such of the beneficiaries as have been, or 
may hereatter be, admitted to the privileges of the asylum, 
under the Jaws and regulations, if they shall so elect, and 
it deemed worthy of the privilege by the Secretary of the 
Navy, may be permitted to reside with their families or 
friends, and shall be paid by the disbursing officer of the 
asylum, out of the fund for the support of the beneficiarics, 
in view of all allowances, a monthly stipend, graduated 
upon their physical condition, of not less than halt the 
monthly pay of the grade in whieh they last served in the 
Navy, but in no case to exceed the actual cost of their sup- 
port in the asylum. 

I wish to say, in support of that amendment, 
that old sailors who have been twenty years in 
the service of the United States are entitled to - 
the privileges of this hospital; but they do not 
get any benefit of the hospital fand, or a cent to- 
wards their support, unless they go there to re- 
side. ‘This amendment allows them the same 
amount that it would take to support them in the 
asylum, and lets them Jive with their families. 
This is a privilege to which I think the sailors 
ought to be entitled, after they have spent their 
best days in the public service. Why should the 
old sailor be exiled from his friends, kindred, and 
family, while we pay handsome salaries to officers 
off duty; and when they get too old for service, 
it seems unjust to make so wide a distinction be- 
tween these two classes of public servants, It 
does not add anything to the expenses of the 
Government, but makes a little less trouble in the 
government of the hospital. 

There are now one-hundred and fifty old sailors 
in the Naval Asylum at Philadelphia. You have 
stationed there, to govern those old worn-out 
sailors, and direct and contro} the asylum,a cap- 
tain in the Navy, a commander, a lieutenant, be- 
sides a surgeon and a score or more attendants. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I rise to a question of 
order. I submit that this amendment is not in 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chairthinks the ques- 
tion is raised too late. The amendment has been 
received, and the gentleman is proceeding with his 
remarks. : 

Mr. MORSE. I hope the old sailor will not 
be deprived of the poor privilege of having his 
case presented for the decision of the House; and, 
ifthere is any sympathy here for anybody but 
officers, of letting him spend his last days and die 
among his friends and relatives. It will cost the 
Government nothing, and it will be such a relief 
to the Herculean labors of the officers in charge 
of the hospital to have its inmates diminished. It 
must be very hard work for these three naval 
officers, with their attendants, to govern a hun- 
dred and fifty old sailors, accustomed all their 
lives to the discipline of the.ship. They ought to 
be relieved, as far as practicable, from that severe 
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duty; and on this ground mainly I shall expect 
the support of my friend from, Maryland, and all 
those who sympathize with the officers on shore- 
stations, in the performance of their arduous la- 
bors. Let the old sailor go home and enjoy social 
intercourse with his family or friends the little 
time he has to live. Under the existing law, after 
he has served his country for twenty years, he 
must take up his abode in the asylum or receive 
nothing from the Government. I hope this amend- 
ment will be adopted. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. BUFFINTON called for tellers on the- 


amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bonwam and 
Perry were appointed. 

Thecommittee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 61, noes 80. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, moved to amend 
by adding at the end of the paragraph ‘for the 
purchase of nautical instruments required for the 
use of the Navy; for repairs of the same, and 
also of astronomical, instruments; and for the 
purchase of nautical books, maps, and charts, 
and for backing and binding the same, $25,000,” 
as follows: 

And in settling the accounts of Lieutenant J. M. Gilliss, 
superintendent of the naval astronomical expedition, sub- 
sequently to September 17, 1855,thé accounting officers of 
the Treasury are hereby directed to allow him at the rate 
established for that office by the act approved 3d March, 


:Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Irise toa 
question of order. That amendment, sir, is cer- 
tainly in no better condition than the onel offered 
last night for artisans, which the Chairman ruled 
out of order, 

“Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. It is to carry 
out an existing law. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
than mine was. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I trust I shall 
be permitted to make a very brief explanation, 
and I believe I can satisfy the Chairman that the 
ainendment is in order. Up to the time indicated 
inthisamendment, Lieutenant Gilliss received the 
pay which this proposes to allow as fixed by the 
act of 3d March, 1851. From that time to this 


the Department has declined to pay him at that į 


rate. { have a letter in my hand from the Attor- 
ney General, giving it as his opinion that Lieuten- 
ant Gilliss is entitled to receive the same pay which 
he received prior to 1855. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, Ithoughta 
question of order was raised upon this amend- 
ment. I ask that that question may be decided. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I am willing 
the gentleman from Maryland shall be heard upon 
his question of order, provided the committee will 
consent to hear me upon the question of order 
raised against me yesterday. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Iam sure my 
friend from Hlinois, because he was treated hardly 
yesterday, does not want to enforce the same 
treatment against me. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I want all 


these gentlemen to stand upon the same footing. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that no particularly beneficial result will grow 
out of this discussion of the question of order. 
(Laughter.] The chairman is fully satisfied that 
the amendment is not in order, and so rules. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to strike out of 
the bill lines one hundred and seventy-three and 
one hundred and seventy-four, ‘ for the erection 
ofa hose-house, $1,500.” I make this motion be- 
cause, according to the decision which the com- 


mittee has made, such an appropriation would | 
not. be in order as an amendment; and if not as | 


an amendment, it is not as a part of the original 
bill. I raise the question of order that this clause 
has no business in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order made by the gentleman from 
New York. This committee is acting under the 
direction of the House, and the gentleman’s point 
of order, if made at all, must be in the House, 
and not in committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move toamend by 
striking out the last clause in the bill, which is, 

‘For preparing for publication the American Nautical 
Almanac, $25,880.” 


I make the motion for the purpose ofasking the 


No ‘more | 


i 
j 


i 
i 


i small sum is absolutely required to complete | 


| amendment is not in order, I can hardly conceive 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
what this Nautical Almanac is; how many of 
them it is proposed to print, and what it will be 
likely to cost? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been printed for a 
number of years. Last year we struck it out; but 
I believe it is considered by the Navy Depart- 
ment as a useful and necessary work. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, sir, hope the 
House will strike it out. I think $25,000 is rather 
too much to spend upon an Almanac. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. PERRY submitted the following as an 
additional scction: 

Sec. 2: And be it further enacted, That an act entitled 
& Anactto increase and regulate the pay of the Navy of the 


United States,” passed at the present session, he, and the 
samt is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I raise a ques- 
tion of order upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the amend- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. MORSE. . I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to offer the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 

For the completion and pubiication of the charts of 
Lieutenant Brooks’s recent survey of the route between 
California and China, and of portions of the coast of Japan, 
$4,000. 

Mr. BURNETT. I submit to the Chairman 
whether that amendment is germane to the bill; 
whether it is not independent legislation; and 
whether there is any law authorizing an appro- 
priation for that purpose? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman raise 
a question of order? 

Mr. BURNETT. Certainly, I submit that the 
amendment is not in order for the reasons 1 have 
stated. 

Mr. MORSE. Lhope I shall be permitted to 
make a single word of explanation in reference 
to this amendment. Some few years ago, twenty- 
five or thirty thousand dollars were appropriated 


to send Captain Rodgers and Lieutenant Brooks 
upon this expedition. The expedition went out, 
and performed very important service. They 
corrected the latitude and longitude of many of 
the islands and sunken rocks and shoals in the 
Pacific and on the coast of Japan, and performed 
very essential seryice to commerce. But it can 
have no good effect unless the results of the expe- 
dition are published. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not like to interrupt 
the gentleman, but this is not a discussion of the 
question of order. If there is any law author- 
izing this appropriation, let the gentleman pro- 

uce 1t, 

Mr. MORSE. I have not the law before me; 
but I say to the Chairman that this expedition 
was sent out in pursuance of a law of Congress. | 
They have brought home the results of their la- \ 
bors, which now lie piled up in the Department, 
and the world cannot have the benefit of them 
unless this publication is ordered. This amend- 
ment is to complete a work which has- been au- 
thorized by Congress. The sum proposed is 
very small, and the whole results of the expedi- 
tion will be of no benefit to anybody without the 
publication. I submit that the amendment is in 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis not advised 
of the law which authorized, in general terms, 
this work, without making an appropriation suf- 
ficient to defray whatever expenses were author- 


ized. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Does the 
gentleman from Maine say that there is a law 
authorizing the publication or printing of this 
work? 

Mr. MORSE. I presume there is a law au- 
thorizing the publication, because the work isin 
progress. Some of the charts have been already 
engraved, others are partly done, and this sum 
is required to finish what hasalready been begun. 
It is not probable that the expedition was sent 
out, and the result of their labors in part pub- 
lished, without authority of law. The simple 
fact is, the appropriation has given out, and this 


Lieutenant Brooks’s part of the work. If the, 


of one that would be. It surely is to finish a 


work authorized by law; and until its completion 
is provided for, the results of the expedition will |i 


be useless’ to the commerce: of: our: cointry and’: 
that of the world. These surveys and’exploring 
expeditions are of gieat importance to ‘our prog 
ress as a commercial people, and it would hea 
wise policy to keep one or more of them, outall 
the time.. Itisthe best use we can putour Navy- 
to; and I trust. the Chair will consider well’ befo 
the amendment is ruled out of order. -` 
‘Mr. BURNETT. If there is sucha. 
the gentleman produce its. if not, then ò 
the amendment is out of order. -> PS 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regrets that, 
he is not able himself to refer to such a law. -It 
is usual for the Government, when authorizing: 
works of this description, to make the necessary: 
apppropriation at the time; and the Chair, as at, 
present advised, will decide the amendment tobe 
out of order. 28 na 
[The committee here informally rose, and’ the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message wag. 
reccived from the Senate by Mr. Parron, oneo€ : 
their clerks, notifying the House that the Senate: 
have passed a bill of this House authorizing the 
sale of the Western Military Asylum, at Har- 
rodsburg, Kentucky, with sundry amendments y. 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. ore 
Also, that the President of the United States. 
has informed the Senate that he hasapproved and. 
signed a bill for the relief of Guadalupe Estudillo 
de Arguello, widow of Santiago E. Arguello. 
The committee then résumed its session.] s 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following - 
amendment, as a new section: ee ae G 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted; That the sum of $39,400 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the pay of com- 
mission, warrant, and petty officers, and seamen, including 
the engineer corps of the Navy, for the year ending 30th 
June, 1860. : . 

The naval pay bill took effect upon the Ist of 
June, and we have to make an appropriation for 
one month's pay- 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatthe committee _ 
rise, and report this bill, with the amendments, to 
the House, with a recommendation that they do 
pass. ; a 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. KeLLoce, of Illinois, re- . 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the ' 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration a bill (H. R. No. 500) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year . 
ending the 30th of June, 1861; had made various: 
amendments thereto; and had directed him to re- ; 
port the bill and amendments to the House, with’ 
a recommendation that they do pass. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move the previous ques- 
tion upon the amendments. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am disposed to move to 
recommit this bill to the Committee of Ways and 


i Means. It is evidently. a very imperfect. bill; and 


by referring it back perhaps we shall get a better 


bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. J have no objection to that, 
if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iam desirous of getting a 
better bill; and if the gentleman from Ohio can 
give me any assurance that I shall thereby get a 
better bill, I will make the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can say to the gentleman 


| that he will get a smaller bill. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Well, I do not want a 
much smaller bill; therefore I withdraw the mo- 
tion. [Laughter.] $ 

The several amendments recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole on the'state of the Union 
(with the exception of the first and third, upon 
which separate votes were asked) were agreed to 
in gross. 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 1, lines nine and ten, strike out <¢ $102,815 58,” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$574,725 97 ;”? so that the clause will 


| read: 


For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers 
and seamen, including the engineer corps of the Navy, 
$4,574,725 97. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment was 
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agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the ‘table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


The third amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend on page 2, by striking out all after the word +‘ prò- 
vided,” in-line twenty, to the words “ of the,” in the twen- 
ty-seventh line, as follows: 

“That not more than $5,000 shall be. expended in any 
navy-yard in the repair of any vessel until the necessity of 
such repair and the probable:cost thereof is ascertained by 
the, report of a board of not less than three officers of the 
Navy, with such one of the naval constructors as the De- 
partment may designate ; and that it shall be the duty of 
the. Secretary to cause a survey to be made by a board of 
naval officers, in ‘connection with a naval constructor ;” 
and insert as follows: . 

That not more than,$3,000 shai] be expended at any navy- 
yard in repairing the hull and spars of any vessel, until the 
necessity and expediency of such repair and the probable 
cost thereof be ascertained and reported to the Navy De- 
partment by an examining board, to be composed of one 
captain or commander in the Navy, to be appointed by the 
Secretary of the Navy, the naval constructor of the yard 
where any vessel may be ordered for repairs, and two 
master workmen of such yard, or one master workman and 
one engineer of the Navy, according to the nature of the 
repairs to be done ; said master workman and engineer to 
be designated by the head of the bureau of Construction 
and Repairs; and not more than $1,000 shall be expended 
on repairs on the sails and rigging of any vessel until the 
expediency and necessity of such repairs and the estimated 
cost thereof have been ascertained and reported to the Navy 
Department by an examining board, to be composed of one 
naval officer, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the master rigger and the master sail-maker of the yard 
where such repair may be ordered 3 and it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Navy to cause a survey to be made 
by a board of two naval officers, a naval constructor, and 
a chief engineer. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I hope this amend- 
ment will not be adopted. The provisions of the 
bill were very carefully matared by the commit- 
tee, and this amendment is impracticable. 

Mr. MORSE. J insist that the amendment is 
one of the utmost importance. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object to debate. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, 

Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and, under the 
operation thereof, the bill was passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union to.take up the Senateamend- | 


ments to the bill of the House, No. 215, making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses ofthe Indian department, and for falfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending June 30, 1861; but pending that 
motion, I move that the bill be made a special 
order in committee, and that all debate upon it be 
terminated in five minutes after the FLouse resolves 
itself into committee. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CODIFICATION LAWS. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task the gentle- 


man from Ohio to yield to me a moment for the 
purpose of bringing a matter to the attention of the 
House, which it is important should be attended 
tonow. [tis in regard to House bill No. 21. A 
memorial has been sent to the House, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, regarding that 


bill; and that committee has instructed me to offer | 


to the House, under the circumstances, a reso- 
lution, to which, I presume, there will be no ob- 
jection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas House To. 21, entitled A bill for the sim- 
WMification and codification of the existing revenue laws of 
the United States, relative to matters which intimately 
affect the interests both of the Government and of those 
who are immediately cngaged in connnereial pursuits ; and 
whereas itis important that any law enacted relative thereto 
should accord, as nearly as possible, with the opinions of 
those most conversant with the same, and most directly 
affected thereby : ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury, and 
Royal Phelps, of the city of New York, merchant, and 
Joun Cocnrane, member of the House, be desired and 
empowered to examine said bill; and that the amendments 
which they, or a majority of them, concur in be presented 
to the House, and printed, at the next session of Congress: 
Provided, That should uot the Secretary of the Treasury be 
able personally to attend to the same, he bo empowered to 


j various amendments from six to sixty-eight, and 


7 
delegate his authority to any one of the principal clerks of 
his Department: And provided further, That no compensa- 
tion be granted for anything done by virtue of this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would say sim- 
ply this, in addition, that objections have been 
entertained by the merchants of New York, and 
elsewhere, to some of the provisions of this bill, 
and it has been deemed advisable by the Commit- 
tec on Commerce that this course should be taken 
in order that those objections might be heard, 
and, if persisted in, presented to the House next 
session, when the bill shall come before them for 
consideration. The resolution involves no ap- 
propriation, nor docs it risc to the dignity of ap- 
pointing a commissioner, but only of an advisory 
board. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York, objected. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot yield the gentle- 
man the floor for that purpose. I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Crawrorp in the chair) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the Senate amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 215) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the ycar ending 
June 30, 1861. 

The amendments of the Senate were then sev- 
erally taken up, considered, and disposed of, as į 
follows: 

First amendment: 

Line eight, page 7, insert the words “ per third article of 
treaty of 22d February, 18553”? so that the clause will read: 

For completing the plowing and preparation for culti- 
vation of two hundred and seventy-five acres for the Pilla- 
ger and and Lake Winnebagoish bands of Chippewas, per 
third article of treaty of 22d of February, 1855, $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

In the appropriation for the Camanches, strike out the 
following words: a 

“ For five per centum intercst on $200,000 for purposes 
of education, per sixth article treaty, 7th August, 1856, 
$10,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was not concurred in. 


Third amendment: 


Page 16, line three hundred and seventy-seven, insert | 
the words * balanee of $157,500 3”? so that the clause will 
read: 

Towas.—For interest in lien of investment on $57,500, 
balance of $157,500, to the 1st July, 1861, at five per centum, 
for education or other beneficial purposes, under the direc- 
tioof the President, per second article treaty 19th Octo- ! 
ber, 1833, and ninth article treaty 17th May, 1854, $2,875. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 


The fourth amendment, which was a mere ver- 
bal correction, was concurred in. 
Fifth amendment: i 


Page 20, line four hundred and sixty-one, after word 
“third,” insert the word ‘article j” so that the clause will 
read: 

For permanent: annuity in goods or otherwise, per third 
article and separate article to treaty 20th September, 1809, | 
$350. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 
Poneas.—For second of five installments to be paid to | 


them or expended for their benefit, commencing with the ij 


year in which they shall remove to, aud settle upon, the | 
tract reserved for their future homes, per second article | 
treaty 12th March, 1858, $12,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means had recommended non-concurrence; 
but after a full interview with the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, the committee reconsidered the | 


have agreed to recommend a concurrence only in 
the sixth, seventh, cighth, twenty-sixth, and fifty- 
sixth amendments; and a non-concurrence in the 


rest—the Commissioner of Indian Affairs con- 


cluding that he could do without any of the other 
appropriations. 
he sixth amendment was concurred in. 
Seventh amendment: 


For second of ten installments for the establishment and 
maintenance of one or more manual labor schools, under 
the direction of the President, per second article treaty 
12th March, 1858, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 7 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: 

For second of ten instaflmenta, or during the pleasure of 
the President, to be expended in furnishing said Indians 
with such aid and assistance in agricultural and mechan- 
ical pursuits, including the working of the mill provided 
for in the first part of this article, as the Seerctary of the 
Interior may consider advantageous and necessary for 
them, per second article treaty 12ih March, 1858, $7,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of saving 
time, I propose to have a ‘vote taken now on the 
twenty-sixth and fifty-sixtly amendments, being 
the only two other amendments in which the 
Committce of Ways and Means recommend con- 
currence, 

Mr. REAGAN, Arenot some of those amend- 
ments, in which the Committce of Ways and 
Means recommend non-concurrence, necessary 


| to carry out treaty stipulations? 


Mr. SHERMAN. There was a difference of 
opinion between the Committee of Ways and 
Means of this House and the Finance Committee 
of the Senate as to the necessity of making these 
appropriations—whether they should be made 
nowor next winter. Finally, after full conference, | 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs concluded 
that, with these five amendments, we could get 
along without any others till next. year, when 
these sums can be properly appropriated. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 

Por keeping in repair blacksmiths’, tinsmiths’, gun- 
smiths’, carpenters’, and wagon and plow-makers’ shops, 
and for providing necessary tools therefor, per fifth article 
treaty 9th June, 1855, 3509. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifty-sixth amendment: 

For keeping in repair all necessary mill fixtures, purchase 
of medicines, mechanics? tools, medicine and hospital 
stores, books and stationery for schools, and furniture for 
employés, per fourth article treaty 25th June, 1855, $300. 

The Committee of Ways and. Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I give no- 
tice to the committee that there will be a deficiency 
bill brought in next session for the first install- 
ments under the treaties made some years since, 
unless these. appropriations are made. It may 
be that the Indian spperintendents and agents 
may be able to get along with the appropriations 
recommended by the Committee of Ways and 
Means; bat I think it probable that Congress will 
be called upon next year to supply deficiencies. 
I do not propose to resist the concurrence of the 
House in-the recommendations of the Committee 
of Ways and Means; but my object simply is to 
give notice of what may be expected next session, 
so that the committee might be aware of the fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idesire simply to say to 
the House, that the Committee of Ways and 
Means after examination, have settled up all de- 
ficiencies; and I believe it was the unanimous 
understanding of the committee that if any fur- 
ther deficiencics were caused by the acts of the 
Indian agents or superintendents, they had bet- 
ter look out. We have appropriated enough 
already for the first installment on ali these treat- 
ies; and if the agents attempt to duplicate the 
payment in any one year in advance of the ap- 
propriation, I imagine it will be very difficult to 
get through the House any further Indian defi- 
ciency bill. . Therefore, Indian agents and super- 
intendents had better take warning. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. 


I move to 


; amend the amendment by increasing the appro- 


priation one dollar. I beg leave respectfully to 
state to the committee and to the honorable 
chairman of the Committee of Waysand Means, 
that there are appropriations under a treaty made 


1860. _ 
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with the Indian tribes of that Territory by which 
the faith of the Government is pledged to make 
appropriations year by year. It is not a question 
as to whether the Indian Commissioner ot the In- 
dian superintendent or agents shall be arraigned 
for disobedience of the orders of Congress. ‘The 
question is, shall the supreme law of the land 
be observed? shall the faith of treaties be regarded 
sacred? We have made treaties with the Indians 
stipulating that we shall pay them installments 
ye by year. It is the right of these Indians to 

ave the payments made; and it is to that point 
alone that IL address my remarks. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
_the committee do not concur in the ninth amend- 
ment of the Senate. I make the motion merely 
for the purpose of saying a word or two, Asa 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
it might be supposed that I should. not object to 
the course proposed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and suggested by 
the chairman of this committee; but, sir, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is but the servant of 
the House. fam not willing that amendments 
which have received the sanction of the Senate 
shall be rejected by this House without inquiry 
by the Housc, and simply upon the recommend- 
ation of that committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there isa single objec- 
tion, the vote will be taken separately on the 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr MILLSON. Well, sir, I propose that we 
take a vote upon cach amendment. I want to ad- 
here to the forms of legislation, if we disregard 
the substance; for I do not know how long it may 
be before, in this downward progress, we may 
determine to transfer to a single man the right of 
expressing the voice and sentiment of the whole 

ody. 

I ae not know that the recommendations of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means are always re- 
spected by the House. We have had some recent 
instances, in. which those recommendations have 
been rejected by the House. I concur in all the 
recommendations of the committee in regard to 
these amendments; but I do not know that other 

entlomen will do so; and, as but five minutes’ 
discussion ig allowed upon each amendment, it 
would be unjust to group the amendments to- 
gether, so as to compel a member to advocate or 
oppose twenty or thirty amendments in a five 
minutes’ speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments will be 

“voted on separtely. 


Ninth amendment: 

Dwamish and other allied tribes in Washington Territory. 
—For second installment on $159,000, under the direction of 
the President, per sixth article of treaty 22d January, 1855, 
$12,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


T'he amendment was non-concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 

For second of twenty instaliments for the establishment 
and support of an agricultural and industrial school, and 
to provide said school with a suitable instructor or instruct- 
ors, per fourteenth article treaty 22d January, 1855, $3,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in 


Eleventh amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for the establishment 
and support of a smith and carpenter’s shop, and to furnish 
them with the necessary tools, per fourteenth articie treaty 
Q2d January, 1855, $500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for the employment of 
a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and physician, who shail 
furnish medicines for the sick, per fourteenth article treaty 
Q2d January, 1855, $3,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

Mr. STOUT. I move to reduce the amount of 
the appropriation one dollar. Ido not desire to 
take up the time of the committce, but I wish to 
ask the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means a question, in view of the remarks he made 
afew moments ago in relation to deficiency bills. 
I would ask if it is possible for this money to be 
expended in any other way than in accordance 
with the law and the treaty stipulations; and what 


| 
! 
t 


, ated this winter for one installment un 


| the Indians remove on their reservation. 


| fourth article treaty Sth June, 1855, $ 


can be the objection to making the appropriation 


| at this time, if it can only be applied in carrying 


out treaties which we are in good faith bound to 
fulfill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to answer the 
gentleman. I said that we had already appropri- 
l er these 
Tndian treaties, and thatinstallmentisnotdue until 
The 
next installment will not be due. until one year 
after they have arrived on the reservation, and, 
consequently, it cannot be due until the summer 
of 1862; and it is idle to appropriate so far in ad- 
vance. 

Mr. STOUT. Does the gentleman understand 
that the moneys proposed to be appropriated by 
these amendments are not to be paid until June, 


| 1862? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Not until after June, 1861. 

Mr. STOUT withdrew his amendment to the 
amendment. 

The twelfth amendment of the Senate was non- 
concurred in. 

The following amendments of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence, were then severally 
read, and non-concurred in: 

Thirteenth amendment: 

Makah Tribe.—For second installment on $30,000, under 


| the direction of the President, per fifth article treaty 3lst 


January, 1852, $2,500. 

Fourteenth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for the support of an 
agricultural and industrial school, and for pay of teachers, 
per eleventh article treaty 31st January, 1855, $2,500. 

Fifteenth amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for support of a smith 
and carpenter’s shop, and to provide the necessary tools 
therefor, por eleventh article treaty 3lst January, 1855, $500. 

Sixteenth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for the employment of 
a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, aud physician, who shall 
furnish medicines for the sick, per eleveuth article treaty 
Bist January, 1855, $3,000. 

Seventeenth amendment: 

Walla-Walla, Cayuses, and Umatiila Tribes.—For scc- 
ond installment of $59,000 for the erection of buildings on 
the reservations, fen , and opening farms, per third ar- 
ticle treaty 9th June, 1855, $2,000. 

Eighteenth amendment: 

For second of five installments of $8,000, under the direc- 


| tion of the President, per second article treaty 9th June, 


1855, $8,000. 
Nineteenth amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for the purchase of all 
necessary mill fixtures and meehanical tools, medicines, 
and hospital stores, books and stationery for schools, and 
furniture for the employés, per fourth article treaty 9th 
June, 1855, $3,000. 


Twenticth amendment: 
For second of twenty instaliments for the pay and sub- 


| sistence of one supcrintendent of farming operations, one 


farmer, one biz 
carpenter and joiner, one physician, 


ssmith, one wagon and plow-maker, one 
d two teachers, per 
7,500. 


Twenty-first amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for the pay of each of 
the head chiefs of the Walla-Walla, Cayuse, and Umatilla 
bands, the sum of $500 per annum, per fifth article treaty 
Sth June, 1855, $1,500. 

T'wenty-second amendment: ` 

For second of twenty installments for salary for the son 
of Pio-pio-mox-mox, per fifth article treaty 9th June, 1855, 
$100. x 
S 


Twenty-third amendment: 


Yakama Nation.—For second of five installments for ben- 
eficial objects, at the discretion of the President, per fourth 
article treaty 9th June, 1855, $10,000. 


Twenty-fourth amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for the support of two 
schools, one of which is to be an agricultural and indus- 


trial school; Keeping in repair school buildings, and for į 


providing suitable furniture, books, and stationery, per fifth 
article treaty 9th June, 1855, $500. 
Twenty-fifth amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for the employment 
of one superintendent of teaching and two teachers, per 
fifth article treaty 9th June, 1855, $2,200. 


Twenty-seventh amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for the employment of | 


one superintendent of farming and two farmers, two black- 
smiths, one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and one 
wagon and plow-maker, per nith article treaty 9d: June, 
1855, $6,400. 


Twenty-eighth amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair | 


saw and flouring mills, and for furnishing the necessary 
tools and fixtures, per fifth article treaty 9th June, 1855, 
$500. 


| year. 


! one superintendent of farming an 


Twenty-ninth amendment: ~*~ 
For second of twenty installments for keepin 
the hospital and providing the necessary medici 
aoe therefor, per fifth article “treaty: 9th ‘June, 1855 
Thirtieth amendment: © 08 iru : 
_For second of twenty installments for the pay ots 
sician, per fifth article treaty 9th:June, 1855; $1,000. 

Thirty-first amendment: bt E 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in tepair 
the buildings required for the various employés, and: for’ 
providing the necessary furniture therefor, per fifth article 
treaty 9th June, 1855, $300. sey sts gees Bie 

The Clerk then read the thirty-second: amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: , : 

For second of twenty installments for the salary of such 
person as the said confedcrated tribes aad bands of Indians 
may select to be their head chief, per fifth article treaty 9th 
June, 1855, $500. . j ar 

Mr. REAGAN. For the purpose of enabling 
me to say a word, 1 move to reduce this appro- 
priation one dollar. I do not want to set my 
judgment up against that of the Committee of 
“Ways and Means, and I would not detain ‘the 
comimittce a moment if the Senate had not decided 
that this was a proper amendment. I findy on 
going back to the Indian deficiency bill for’ the 
present session, that the appropriations there 
made were to carry out the treaties with these: In- 
dians for the present fiscal year, ending the 30th 
of the present month. Now, this appropriation, 
which has been put in this bill by the Senate,.is:; 
for carrying out the obligations of the Govern- ` 
ment for the ycar ending June 30, 1861, OF course, ` 
as the sum is called for by treaty stipulation, if 
the amount is not appropriated in this bill, it will 
have to be appropriated the. next ‘yearas.a defis’; 
ciency. Unless gentlemen intend to repudiate the . 
treaty obligations of the Government, I confess. 
it scems strange to me that the Committee of 
Ways and Means should refuse to make an ap- ` 
propriation to comply with our treaty obligations | 
for the year for which this bill makes appropri-’ 
ations. I cannot understand why they should 
strike out this amendment, when they know this 
amount must be appropriated for the coming fiscal: 
Lam, of course, desirous not to increase the 
amount of our appropriations; but when the Gov- 
ernment has placed itself under obligations from 
which it cannot escape, 1 cannot understand the 
policy of refusing to make the’ necessary appro-. 
priations. eee 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole matter depends 
upon the construction given to the treaty. The 
first installment under this treaty has been appro- 
priated for during the present year, ‘The: Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means considered thé second 
installment under the treaty, for which this pro- 


| poses to make an appropriation, to be properly 


due next year; the third to be due the year after, 
and so on;and givingit this construction, the Comi- 
mittee of Ways and Means believed it would be 
better to make the appropriation at the next ses- 
sion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then the policy of the com- 
mittee is to make these appropriations as deficien- 
cies, and to continue them as deficiencies to the 
end of time. I withdraw my amendment: : 

The amendment was then non-concurred in., 


The following amendments of the Senate were 
then read: 

Thirty-third amendment: 

Nez Perce Indians.—For second of five installments. for 
beneficial objects, at the discretion of the President, per 
fourth article treaty Lith of June, 1855, $10,000. 


Thirty-fourth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for the support of two 
schools, one of which to be an agricultural and industrial 
school, keeping in repair school buildings, and for provid- 
ing suitable furniture, books, and stationery, per fifth: ar- 
ticle treaty 11th June, 1855, $500. . tg 


Thirty-fifth amendment: 
For second of twenty installments for the employment of 


one superintendent of teaching and two teachers, per fifth 
article treaty 11th June, 1855, $2,200. 


Thirty-sixth amendment: 

For second of. twenty installments for keeping in repair 
blacksmiths’, tinsmiths’, gunsmiths’, carpenters’, and 
wagon and plow-makers” shops, and for providing neces- 
sary tools therefor, per fifth article treaty lith June, 1855, 
$500. 

Thirty-seventh amendment: 


For second of twenty instaliments for the employment, of 
dtwo farmers, two mill- 
one gunsmith, one care: 


ers, two blacksmiths, one tinner, 


penter, and one wagon and plow-mmaker, per filth article 


treaty Lith June, 1855, $6,400. 
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Thirty-eighth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
sav and flouring mills, and for furnishing the necessary 
tools and fixtures therefor, per fifth article treaty 11th June, 
1855, $500. 7 

Thirty-ninth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for: keeping.in repair 
the hospital, and providing the necessary medicines and 
furniture therefor, per fifth article treaty Lith June, 1855, 
$300. war 

Fortieth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for pay of a physician, 

per fifth article treaty lith June, 1855, $1,000, 


Forty-first amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for kecping in repair 
the buildings for the various employés, and for providing 
the necessary furniture therefor, per fifth article treaty 11th 
June, 1855, $300. 

Forty-second amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for the salary of such 
person as the tribe may select to be their head chief, per 
fifth article treaty 11th June, 1855, 4500. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Committce of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in these 
amendments. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

The Clerk then read the following amendments 
of the Senate: : 


Forty-third amendment: 


Flatheads and other confederated tribes —For second in- 
stallment on $120,000 for beneficial objects, at the discre- 
tion of the President, per fourth article treaty 16th June, 
1855, $6,000. 


“ Forty-fourth amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for the support of an 
agticaltural und industrial school, keeping in repair the 
buildings, and providing suitable furniture, books, and sta- 
tionery, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, 8300.. 


Forty-fifth amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for providing suitable 
gino. therefor, per fitth article treaty 16th June, 1855, 
ry . A 7 


.Forty-sixth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
blacksmiths’, tin and gunsmiths’, carpenters’, and wagon 
and plow-makers’ shops, and providing necessary tools 
therefor, per fitth article treaty 16th June, 1855, $500. 


_Forty-seventh amendment: 


For second of twenty installments for the employment 
of two farmers, two millers, onc blacksmith, one tinner, 
one gunsmith, one carpenter, and one wagon and plow- 
maker, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, $5,400. 

Forty-cighth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
saw and flouring mills, and for furnishing the necessary 
tools and fixtures theretor, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 
1855, $500. 

Forty-ninth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
the hospital, and” providing the necessary medicines and 
furniture therefor, per fith article treaty 16th June, 1855, 
3300. : 

Fiftieth amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for pay of a physician, 
per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, $1,000. 

Fifty-first amendment: 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
the buildings required for the various employés, and fur- 
nishing necessary furniture therefor, per fitth article treaty 
16th June, 1855, $300. 

Fifty-second amendment: 


Por second of twenty installments for the salary of such 
person as the confederated bands may select to be their 
chief, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, $500. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 


and Means recommend non-coneurrence in these | 


amendments. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio in what year cach of 
these second installments is payable? 

Mr.SHERMAN, Thatdeponds entirely upon 
the construction given to the treaty. The con- 
struction given by the Committee of Ways and 
Means is this: these Indians are to be removed 
to reservations, and within one year after their 
removal they are to receive their first installment 
under the treaty. They are to be removed this 
summer. None of them have yet been removed. 
We have already provided for the first installment 


to be paid to them; and according to our con- i 
struction of the treaty, it is not yet time to pro- | 


vide for the payment of the second installment. 

The amendments of the Senate for Flatheads 
and other confederated tribes were then non- 
concurred in. 


` Fifty-third, fifty-fourth, fifty-fifth, and fifty- 
seventh amendments: 


Insert the following: 

Confederated tribes and bands of Indians in middle Ore- 
gon.—For second of five installments of $8,000 for bene- 
ficial objects, at the discretion of the President, per second 
article treaty 25th June, 1855, $8,000. 

For second of fifteen installments for pay and subsistence 
of one farmer, one blacksmith, and one wagon and plow- 
maker, per fourth article treaty 25th June, 1855, $3,500. 

Forsecond of twenty installments for pay and subsistence 
of one physician, one sawyer, one miller, one superin- 
tendent of farming operations, and one school teacher, per 
fourth article treaty 25th June, 1855, $5,000. 

For second of twenty installments for payment of salary 
to the head chief of said confederated bands, per fourth 
article treaty 25th June, 1855, $500. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 
_ The amendments were severally not concurred 
in. 

Fifty-eighth, fifty-ninth, sixtieth, and sixty- 
first amendments: 


Insert the following: 

Molala Indians.—For second of ten installments for keep- 
ing in repair saw and flouring mills, and for the pay of ne~- 
cessary employés, the benefits of which to be shared alike 
by all the contederated bands, per second article treaty 21st 
December, 1855, $1,500. 

For second of five installments (in addition to the install- 
ments specified in the treaty of 29th November, 1854, with 
the Umpquas and Calapooias of Umpqua valley) for fur- 
nishing iron and steci and other materials for the smith and 
tin shops provided for in said treaty, and for the pay of the 
necessary mechanics, per second article treaty 2lst Decem- 
ber, 1855, $1,800. 

For second of ten installments for the pay of a carpenter 
and joiner to aid in creeting buildings and making furni- 
ture tor said Indians, and to furnish tools in said service, 
per second article treaty 21st December, 1855, $1,000. 

For second of five installments for the pay of an addi- 
tional farmer, per second article treaty 2Qlst December, 
1855, $600. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Mcans recommend a non-concurrence, 
_ The amendments were severally not concurred 
in. 

Sixty-second, sixty-third, sixty-fourth, and 
sixth-fifth amendments: 


Insert the following: 

Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute Indians.—For second install- 
ment on $25,000 for beneficial objects, under the direction 
of the President, per fourth article treaty Ist July, 1855, 
2,000. 

z Yor second of twenty installments for the support of an 
agricultural and industrial school, and for pay of suitable 
instructors, per tenth article treaty Ist July, 1855, $2,500. 

For second of twenty installments for support of smiths? 
and carpenters’ shops, and to provide necessary tools there- 
for, per tenth article treaty Ist July, 1855, $500. 

For sccond of twenty installments for the employment of 
a blacksmith, carpenter, and farmer, and a physician who 
shall furnish medicines for the sick, per tenth article treaty 
Ist July, 1855, $3,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendments were severally not concurred 
in. 

Sixty-sixth, sixty-seventh, and sixty-eighth 
amendments: e 


Insert the following : 

S’klatlams.—For second installment on $60,000, under 
the direction of tbe President, per fifth article of treaty 
28h January, 1855, $5,000. 

For second of twenty installments for the support of an 

agricultural and industrial sehool, and for pay of suitable 
teachers, per eleventh article treaty 26th January, 1855, 
$2,500. 
"For second of twenty installments for the employment 
of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and a physician who 
shall furnish medicines for the sick, per cleventh article of 
treaty 26th January, 1855, $3,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 


| and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 


The amendments were severally not concurred 
in, 
Sixty-ninth amendment: 


To the clause for defraying the expenses of the removal 
and subsistence of Indians in California to reservations in 
that State, and for the pay of the necessary employés, 


S 


| 850,000, add the following proviso : 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may divide 
the State of California into two Indian districts, and that 
the President of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a superintending 
agent for cach district, at a salary of $3,600 per annum, 
who, upon executing a bond upon such terms and in such 
sum and security as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
scribe, shall have under his control and management, as 
the Secretary may prescribe, the Indians and reservations 
in their separate respective districts. Each superintendent 
may appoint, subject to the confirmation of the Secretary 
of the Interior, a supervisor for each reservation in his re~ 
spective district, to instruct the Indians iu husbandry, at a 
salary of $1,800 per annum ; and also appoint not exceed- 
ing four laborers, to aid such supervisor, at a compensation 
not to exceed fifty dollars per month: nd provided fur- 


ther, That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized, at 
his discretion, if deemed expedient, to lease either or all 
of the reservations or farms, fora term of years, to respons- 
ible parties who may be willing to farm them and provide 
for the support and comfort of the Indians thereon, or who 
may be brought there by the superintendents, for a sum not 
exceeding $3,000 per annum, and upon such party givinga 
bond, on- such terms and for such sum as the Secretary may 
may dictate, for the faithful performance of his contract to 
support the Indians, preserve and return the Government 
property intrusted tohis care: And provided further, 'That 
the express condition of such leasing is to save the Govern- 
ment of the United States from all expense connected with 
said reservations, except the salary of the superintendent 
of each district, and each lessee isto receive and support all 
Indians brought to the reservations by the superintendents: 
And provided further, That all acts or parts of acts in con- 
flict with tis provision be, and are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move to amend that amend- 
ment of the Senate by inserting after the word 
‘* superintendents,”’ near the close, these words: 

And that all jaws and parts of laws providing for the ap- 
pointment of a. superintendent, agent, and sub-agents, tor 
California, in’ conflict with this act be, and’ the same are 
hereby, repealed. 

‘The Committee of Ways and Means have rec- 
ommended a non-concurrence in this amendment, 
This matter was before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, of which J am a member, and that com- 
mittee voted unanimously to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

In the limited space of five minutes allowed me, 
I cannot state to the House the whole history of 
the reservation system of the State of California. 
Suffice it to say, that it was inaugurated in 1854, 
under the administration of Mr. Pierce. That 
system has been found to work badly, and the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs have both strenuously recom- 
mended the adoption of this amendment. 

It will be seen by a perusal of the amendment 
that, instead of having one superintendent, the 
State is to be divided into two districts, and we 
are to have a superintendent in each.. Now, lam 
informed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
that such an arrangement will save to the Govern- 
ment annually from fifteen ‘to twenty thousand 
dollars. In addition to that, it cuts off a great 
many employés now in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment. i 

The amendment also gives to the superintend- 
cnt of Indian affairs power to appoint his agents, 
or what are called in this amendment farmers, 
who are held to a strict accountability to the su- 
perintendent, instead of being, as is the case under 
the present system, accountable directly to the 
Secretary of the Interior, This last provision of 
the present system has been the cause of great 
difficulty between the superintendent of Indian 
affairs and these sub-agents, resulting in great 
injury to the efficiency of the system. 

I believe that by the adoption of this amend- 
ment of the Senate the Indians will be amply and 
fully provided for and taken care of. An objec- 
tion may be made by some that this is providing 
for a pauper system. This reservation system, 
adopted in 1852, was to take these Indians, carry 
them to the different reserves, put farming implè- 
ments into their hands, and teach them how to 
use them, instead of letting them exist on acorns 
and grasshoppers; and instead of roaming about 
in a state of nudity, to let them be clothed and fed 
by the products of their own labor. 1 believe 
that, by the addition of good farmers to the five 
Indian reservations in California, the Government 
will effect a large saving in the prevention of In- 
dian wars. There are forty thousand Indians 
within the limits of California. The whole of the 
public domain in that State, amounting to thirty 
million acres, is unincumbered by a single Indian 
title. I believe that the adoption of the amend- 
ment would be advantageous to the Govern- 
ment, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommended non-coneurrence in the 
amendment, and I will endeavor to state, very 
briefly, the reason. This is the first of a series 
of similar amendments, and it would be well 
enough for the House to take a position in regard 
to it. The amendment proposes an entire change 
in our Indian relations in California—proposes it 
by way of a proviso.or amendment to a general 
appropriation bill. This amendment, if offered 
in the House, would be ruled outof order. It is, 
however, put on this appropriation bill by the 
Senate, and is sent here. It is referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and that com- 
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mittee is not prepared to consider it. They know 
nothing aboutit, They are not charged with that 
kind of business. The effect of thismode of legis- 
lation will be to throw all business of the House 
into the hands of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Iam satisfied that that committee do not 
desire it; and we therefore endeavor to keep the 
appropriation bills as clear as possible from all 
extraneous legislation. 

That is the first objection that the Committee 
of Ways and Means had to this amendment; but 
they were also compelled to object to it because 
it would create an additional Indian superintend- 
ency in California, and quite a number of new 
offices. Itis true, that the amendment now of- 
fered by the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Scorr] repeals the old superintendency which 
now exists; but in the amendment sent to us 
from the Senate, there is no provision to dis- 
pense with the existing superintendent or agents. 

There is another reason why the Committec of 
Ways and Means disagreed to it. This propo- 
sition has not been considered formally by any 
committee of the House. Iam told that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, under the pressure of 
this amendment, took up the matter this morn- 
ing, and considered it; but I appeal to the chair- 
man of that committee to say whether or not this 
radical change has been considered by the com- 
mittee as fully as such an important measure of 
legislation ought to be considered. 

“The effect of the introduction of this change 
would be to establish in California the pauper 
system of England; to. make the Indians paupers; 
to let out the keeping of them to the lowest bid- 
der. Ido not betieve that the House is prepared 
for that radical change. 1 therefore insist that, 
unless the Committee on Indian Affairs are pre- 
pared to say that they have fully considered this 
matter, and that they recommend it, the House 
should not concur in this amendment. This prop- 
osition should stand like any other proposition 
to change existing law, which must be considered 
by committees of both Houses, and passed upon 
asan independent subject of legislation. 

-I protest now, and shall have occasion to pro- 
test many times this week, against putting on 
appropriation bills various measures of legisla- 
tion, to change existing laws; and I hope that a 
majority of the House will now, when the first 

_ occasion is presented, strike out this amendment, 
and require all those radical changes tobe made 
by. independent law, and not by mere amend- 
ments attached to the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BURCH. I suppose itis in order to move 
to amend the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Senate amend- 
ment is the texton which the committee is acting, 
the Chair is of opinion that an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman’s colleague 
will be in order. 

Mr. BURCH. 1 hope the committee will per- 
fect the amendment of the Senate before the vote 
istaken on it. I should like to say something in 
regard to the general matters alluded to by. the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. STOUT. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from California whether his amendment was rec- 
omended by the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. SCOTT. Itwas. It was suggested to the 


committee by Mr. Greenwood, the Commissioner |! 


of Indian Affairs. 
The question was taken on Mr. Scotr’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was agreed to. 
` The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended. j 
Mr. BURCH. 
tkis amendment? 
“The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 
The question was taken; and the amendment, 
as amended, was non-concurred in. 
“Mr. BURCH. Lask leave to have a separate 
vote. upon itin the House.. 
Objection was made. 


-Seventieth amendment: 


On page 53, line twelve bundred and -sixty-nine, after the 
word.‘ 

For ins 
of the delivery of annuities and provisions to the Indian 
tribes in Minnesota and Michigan, $20,352 62, 


“Mr. SHERMAN, It turns out that this was 


Is it in order now to discuss 


not a clerical error atall, The clerk of the Com- | 


mittee of Ways and Means was right, and not 
the clerk of the Finance Committee. The Com- 


> insert the word “ two 3°? so that it will read: | 
ance, transportation, and necessary expenses | 


; will satisfy this committee that this appropriation | 


| visions of the treaty which secured this tract ot 
| land to the Indians for a reservation ? ’ 
| that question to every member of this committee, 


| report of the superintendent of Indian affairs since, į J > 
ii one question. There is no doubt that by.usage 


mittee of Ways and Means recommend non-con- 
currence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventy-first amendment: 


For fulfilling the provisions of the treaty with the Creek 
Indians, of March 24, 1832, respecting the orphan children 
of the Creeks, and to be in lieu of the investment of the 
same sum required to be made by the sixth article of the 
treaty with the Creeks and Seminoles, of August 7, 1856, 
the Creeks, by formal act of their council, having agreed to 
exchange funds with said orphans, the proceeds of whose 
reservations, under the treaty of 1832, were heretofore, 
without authority of law, invested and used as a general 
school fund among the Creeks, and the said council of the 
Creeks, for and in behalf of the nation and the said orphans, 
having petitioned for such exchange and for the payment 
to said orphans of their duces, $200,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventy-second amendment: 


For payment of this amount to the Shawnees, due them 
under the provisions of the eleventh article of the treaty of 
the 10th May, 1854, (Statutes at Large, volume ten, page 
1057,) to be reimbursed to the United States when collected 
from agents Gay and Arnold, against whom suits are pend- 
ing, $3,074 44. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Seventy-third amendment: š 

For expenses attending the vaccination of Indians for the 
years 1860 and 1861, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Seventy-fourth amendment: 

For purchasing land claims on the gencral reservatiop/at 
Puget Sound, $9,000. 

The Committce of Ways and Means Mecom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I move to 
amend the amendment by adding one dollar to the 
amount. [desire to state afew facts, which I trust 


ought to be made. The amendment provides for 
purchasing land claims on the general reservation 
at Puget Sound, $9,000. We have, by treaties 
made with the Indians on Puget Sound, provided 
fora general reservation, on which are to be placed 
a great number of Indian tribes, numbering some 
ten thousand souls. In consequence of the oper- | 
ation of the land laws of Congress, under which 
our citizens have claimed and acquired title to 
lands before the extinguishment of the Indian 
title, it became a very difficult matter to select a 
reservation on Puget Sound that was not em- | 
barrassed by donation settlers. One was finally 
found answering all the conditions of a reserva- | 
tion, with the single exception that there were | 
upon it a number of settlers, who had made sub- 
stantial improvements, which, with their land, 
were valued at the time, and amounted to $9,000. | 
Now, I submit the question to this committee, | 
isitnot right, is it not just, that the Indians should 
be disembarrassed of these donation claims; that 
the Government should extinguish the titles of 
these donation settlers, and make good the pro- 


I submit 


and, if I have succeeded in making my statement 
understood, all must answer in the affirmative. 

Such was the understanding of the Indians at the 

time the treaties were made; such was the under- ; 
standing and such the estimate of the Indian su 
perintendent when he transmitted the treaties; and 
this estimate has been included in every annual 


t 
H 
1 
and is now strongly urged by the Commissioner. | 
It has had the sanction of committees of the Sen- | 
ate—both the Committee on-Indian Affairs and | 
the Committee on Finance. 4 

[Here the hammer feil.] | 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 will state in a word or | 
two why the Committee of Ways and Means | 
recommended a non-concurrence in this amend- | 
ment. The Government has never sold or re- | 
ceived a dollar for lands in Washington Terri- | 
tory, and perhaps none in Oregon. The Indian | 
title has not been extinguished to the lands, and | 
how squatters or settlers could get land claims | 
on lands to which the Indian title was not extin- | 
guished, and the Government could be called upon | 
to pay those settlers for the lands, was what passed | 


our comprehension.: We could understand that. 
settlers might have gone there and settled onthe: 
lands; but if so, they took the risk; and ifthe, 
lands. are needed for an Indian, reservation; ot for.” 
anything else, surely their settlement upon unap=; 
propriated and wild lands docs ‘not: give them a, 
title, which the Government is bound to. pay for.; 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington.. a : 
draw my amendment, and. move. to amend: 
adding two. -dollars.to the amount. I: am very: 
glad that my friend, the chairman of the Come: 
mittee of Ways and Means, has put his: pointy: 
because I think I-can satisfy him on.that ground. 
We have been embarrassed. by such questions,: 
from time to time. Those familiar with the land. 
laws of Congress know. that Congress. passed: a 
donation act, giving to every settler who went to 
that Territory six hundred and forty: acres if he 
had a family, or three Hundred-and twenty: acres: 
if he was a single man, without any. condition, 
with regard to the extinguishment of the: Indian’ 
title. Congress organized the Territories of Wash-, 
ington and Oregon knowing that notan acre of the. 
public lands there had had the Indian title extins 
guished. More than that: Congress appointed a 
surveyor general; directed surveys to be made, 
making appropriations therefor, from time to time, 
knowing that the Indian title was extinguished to 
not an acre of that land. More than. that: it.or-. 
ganized a land office there, and your Commis- 
sioner of the Géneral Land Office, under the laws. 
of Congress, is at this moment, and has been for: 
the last few years, sending out paténts'to our set= 
tlers upon. lands, the Indian title to which Has 
never been extinguished. eer ae 

l affirm that such are‘the laws in regard:to Ore-: 
gon and Washington. Be they right or wrong isnot 
the question. We have preémption laws, which’ 
authorize the settlers to preémpt unsurveyed as: 
well as surveyed lands. We had a law of Con- 
gress extending the surveys east of the Cascades 
when we had not made a treaty. cast of the Cas- 
cades, Our treaties unfortunately have followed, 
settlement; they have followed tho organization’ 
of the Territory; they have followed the creation, 
of the office of surveyor general; they, have fol-. 
lowed the land surveys; and it seems to me that 
the honest settler, who has simply responded: to 
the invitation of the Government, and gone there 
under the laws of Congress, ought not to have his 
title called in question. I hope my friend will be 
satisfied. ey oa is 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the gentleman 
this question: were not the settlements made upon 
lands in which the Indian title had not been extin-.. . 
guished ? ; eg 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. They-were. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, if so, had the settlers” 
any right to go upon lands in which the Indian 
title had not been extinguished? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. They had 
a perfect right to do so under the donation law. 
That is the decision of our courts; that is the de- 
cision of the Land Office; and it has never been 
questioned by a judicial tribunal, and never can, 
be. Such is ‘the provision of your law. 

Mr. SHERMAN: Ihave always understood 
that no settler had a right to go: upon any. lands 
in an. Indian country. untl-the Indian title was 
extinguished; or if he settled there and made im- 
provements, and the Indians afterwards needed 
the lands, or they were reserved to them, cer- 
tainly the settler had no right to claim .for his 
improvements. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I withdraw 
my. amendment, and move to increase the appro- 
priation three dollars. fe 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to ask the gentleman. 


law white people had a right to settle there, and 
did settle there, and have, therefore, claims which 
ought to be recognized. I would ask the gentle- 


session, had under consideration a case, as } un- 
derstand, identical with this, in which a party 
settled upon Government lands which were after< 
wards appropriated by the Government for.an In- 
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dian reservation. He applied to the Government to 
be indemnified for the improvements he had made 
upon the lands. The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, after a very full and careful examination of 
the question, were, I believe, unanimously of the 
opinion that he had no relief as against the Gov- 
erntnents that when he settled upon the land, he 
did it with a full knowledge of the fact that it 
might be appropriated by the Government as an 
Indian reservation. The committee were of the 
opinion that he had no remedy as a matter of Jaw, 
and that if he received any relief, it would be 


purely a gratuity upon the part of Congress. This | 


was a case arising, if I mistake not, in Oregon; 
and the committee reported against the bill, ` 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I hope this 
will not be taken out of my time. 


The CHAIRMAN. As the gentleman from | 


Washington yielded the floor, it will be taken 
from his time. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I say that 
we have the action of Congress, both in Oregon 
and Washington, sustaining the view I have ex- 

ressed. The claims of settlers on Jands taken 
by the Government for reservations, both in Or- 
egon and Washington, were recognized in direct, 
terms by Congress. Thus, in regard to claims on 
an Indian reservation at the head of Puget Sound, 
itwas provided by theactapproved March 3, 1857: 

“That a part of said sum not exceeding $5,917 may, by 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, be applied forthe 
payment of the just value of lands, improvements, and pre~ 
emption claims, owned by whites located within the In- 
dian reservation, established on the south side of the Com- 
mencement Bay, in Washington Territory, for the Payakop 
and other bands of Indians, in the relinguishment of said 
lands, improvements, and claims to the United States.” 

We have a number of precedents in the legis- 
lation of Congress taking the very ground as to 
the law of the case which I have endeavored to 
explain here. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr, STEVENS, of Washington, by unani- 
mous consent, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. STOUT. I renew the amendment of the 
gentleman from Washington, for the purpose of 
saying a word. 

T know that much time has already been spent 
in. discussing this matter; but I believe the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, as well as the Com- 
mittec on Indian Affairs, are laboring under an 
error in regard to what are the legal rights of the 

parties for whom we here claim compensation. 
These parties who had scttled upon these lands, 
and who were deprived of their farms by the act 
of the Government, held their lands by the same 
title by which nearly all the lands occupied by 
private individuals in Washington and Oregon are 
held; and if these parties are entitled to no relief, 
then no man in Oregon or Washington has a title 
to his land which is worth a cent against a Gov- 
ernment agent who wishes to drive him from it. 
These parties settled upon their lands in accord- 
ance with an act of Congress, before any Indian 
treatics were made. They were there legally in 
possession when they were driven off, and have 
the right to be remunerated by the Government. 
Government agents are too much accustomed to 
the practice of taking any man’s possessions in 
Oregon and Washington when their own fancy 
prompts them. It has frequently been done, 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Y was speaking alone 
with reference to land which had not been patented 
or granted by the Government. 

Mr. S1OUT. The donation law of 1850 pro- 
vides that, where a party had lived upon land for 
four years, he should be entitled to a patent fora 
certain quantity of land; and by that act, if he had 
resided upon the same land for four years con- 
tinuously, previous and up to the time of the pas- 
sage of the act, he could obtain his title at once; 
so that there were many residents in Oregon and 
‘Washington who were entitled to their land do- 
nated under this act in 1850; and I have no doubt 
that some of these partics, whose lands were taken 
away for an Indian reservation, settled upon them 
under these circumstances, and were entitled to 
receive patents from the Government when their 
lands were taken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the com- 
mittce rise for the purpose of closing debate upon 
the Senate amendment to this bill. It is now 
nearly ten o'clock, and we shall not get through 
at all, unless we can stop the debate. 


Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman will | 


not propose to close debate upon all these amend- 
ments. . ; 

Mr. STOUT. I suppose I am not entitled to 
discuss the motion of the gentleman from Georgia; 
but I hope he will permit me to suggest that this 
is about the first occasion when any gentleman 
from the Pacific coast has endeavored to occupy 
the attention of the House. These are important 
questions for our people, and I hope we shall at 
least have the opportunity of explanation, though 
it may have been predetermined that all we may 
say shall be of no avail. 


r. UNDERWOOD. I will modify my prop- | 


osition so that the committee shall rise for the pur- 
pose of closing debate upon this ‘specific amend- 
ment of the. Senate. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. Srovur. 

Mr. STANTON. I propose to say a word 
in opposition to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Oregon. If I understand the question 
properly, it seems to me the gentleman from 
Washington and the gentleman from Oregon are 
clearly right in the view taken by them. As I 
understand it, by a law of Congress, the United 
States undertook to grant six hundred and forty 
acres of land to the head of a family, or two hun- 
dred and twenty acres to a single person, upon 
the condition of settlement and occupancy for the 
term of four years. Now, if these persons have 
gone on and occupied the land in good faith for 
the purpose of obtaining a title from the Gov- 
ernment under this law of Congress, they have 
thereby acquired a title which we are bound to rec- 
ognize. 
to take lands so occupied for Indian reservations, 
it seems to me the least it can do is to pay the 
settlers for the improvements they have made; 


and that is what I understand is contemplated by | 


the amendment of the Senate, 

Now, we may have inaugurated a very fool- 
ish land policy in disposing of these lands În Ore- 
gon and Washington without getting any moncy 
for them; butafier we have undertaken to grant 
titles upon the simple condition of settlement and 
occupancy, and our citizens have gone there in 


good faith, and settled upon lands which the Gov- | 


ernment has afterwards taken for reservations, it 
is very strange if the party whose land has been 


taken away from him is not entitled to the value | 


of the improvements he has made. 
„Mr. STOUT, by unayimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by adding: 

Provided, That before any of thissum shall be paid, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain, by a commission 
to be appointed for that purpose, the actual value of the 
improvements so made. : 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I hope the 
gentleman will not prevent the payment also of 
of the value of the lands. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well, I willinclude in my 
amendment also the actual value of the lands 
taken. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Towa will not provide forany more commissions. 
I think we have had enough of them. 

Mr. CURTIS, Then I will modify my amend- 
ment so that the Secretary of the Interior shall be 
satisfied in reference to the value of the improve- 
ment and lands before any payment shall be au- 
thorized to be made. 

Mr.SHERMAN. This amendment proposes 
to recognize a very important principle. I do not 
think we ought to adopt it without full considera- 
tion. 

Mr. CURTIS. I do not think there is any 
doubt that we have adopted the principle in our 
policy so far as Washington and Oregon are con- 
cerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
Curtis.] 

Mr.STANTON. I think that amendment goes 
a little too far. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon 
it, and a division has been called for. 

Mr. BRANCH. I wish to inquire, if we adopt 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Towa, and then vote to non-concur with the Sen- 
ate amendment, whether the amendment of the 
gentleman from Towa falls with it? 


1 


If this Government afterwards chooses į 


| Washington Territory. 


The CHAIRMAN. Itfalls with theamendment 
of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will it be in order to move 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend, by insert- 
ing after the word ‘commission, the words 
“satisfactory proof of.” 

I desire to state to the committee that the prin- 
ciple of this amendment has been recognized in 
Minnesota. In making a new treaty with the 
Winnebago Indians, by which they were re- 
moved from one reservation to another, the same 
principle was provided for in the treaty. It pro- 
vided that those who had settled upon the lands 
which were taken for the Indian reservation, 
should be remunerated for their improvements. I 
would state further, that the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs have recognized this principle this 
session, in their decision of a case which arose 
in Nebraska. The chairman of the committee 
was mistaken in saying that it arose in Oregon or 
A bill was reported 
from the committee to remunerate and pay a set- 
tler for his improvements, and that bill is now 
upon the Private Calendar. It pays the settler 
for the improvements which he can prove that he 


| made upon the land before it was taken by the 


Government for an Indian reservation. _ 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I will say 


| to the committee thatit is not fair to compare Or- 


egon and Washington Territory with Minnesota, 
The state of facts is entirely different. The prin- 
ciple has been recognized and carried out in all 
the States and Territories this side of the Rocky 
Mountains, that a settler has no right to go upon 
Indian lands. But it was different all along the 
western coast. Congress has declared, by express 
AW that all the lands of California are public 
ands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whereis the law for that? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I have not 
the law before me, but I can show it to the gen- 
tleman. Isubmit to my friend from Minnesota 
that we ought to give to these settlers the value 
of their lands, as well as of their improvements. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would state to the gentle- 
man,and to the committee, that the Jands in Min- 
nesota, to which I referred, were lands subject to 
preémption, which makes it a very different case. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I was not 
aware of that. I simply wanted to present the 
fact to the committee, that the principle has been 
recognized by legislation, that settlers, under such 
circumstances, were entitled to their lands. And 
the principle has been recognized by the action of 
the Committee on Public Lands this session ina 
bill they reported for the relief of an individual 
whose lands and improvements had been taken 
from him for public purposes. They recognized 
the principle that he was entitled to his lands as 
well as to his improvements. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I wish to make a single 
statement, in reference to the case alluded to by 
the gentleman from Washington, as far as the 
action of the Committee on Public Lands is 
concerned. The question was up before the com- 
mittee, and they viewed it in this light: that the 
settlers who had originally gone to Oregon and 
Washington Territories, had gone there under the 
stimulus of an act passed by Congress, providing 
for the giving of six hundred and forty acres of 
land to those who should go out into those distant 
Territories in advance of settlement and of popu- 
lation; and providing for the extinguishment, of 
the Indian titles to those lands. If, by the action 
of the Government, any portion of these lands 
occupied by settlers is made an Indian reserva- 
tion, it is but an act of simple confiscation by the 
Government, not only as to the improvements, 
but as to the land itself, to take the land without 
any compensation. J have given a fair statement 
of the case in a nutshell. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to add the words “and 
land,” after the word “improvement.’? I pre- 
sume, if we understood the facts in reference to 
the matter we are acting upon, our conclusions 
would be very easily come ta. It is assumed 


‘that under the act of Congress which gave sct- 


tlers the right to acquire a section of six hundred 
and forty acres of land by a residence of four 
years on it, they acquire title; if that be so, they 
had an equitable title from the time of scttlement, 
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which was to be perfected by a grant at the end 
of the four years. It cannot be assumed that 
Government ought not to pay for these lands 
because they gave them to the settlers, 
ters not how settlers got the title, so that they 
acquired it. After they acquired it, the Govern- 
ment could not divest the title out of.a citizen 
without compensation. Now, if Government has 
assumed to take his land for an Indian reserva- 
tion—and it is the duty of the Government to 
pay for it, if the settlers had title—I do not mean 
to pass upon that, because I have not the neces- 
sary information upon which to base a sound 
judgment. But I presume the amendment of the 

enate is based upon the idea that the settlers had 
an equitable or legal title; and that, in their judg- 
ment, it was improper for the Government to 
divest them of it, without just compensation to the 
owners of the land. It is possible, however, that 
some additional proviso should be made, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the title of the individuals 
and of protecting the rights of the Government. 

The amendment of Mr. Reagan was notagreed 
to. 

Theamendmentof Mr. ALpricu wasnot agreed 
to. 

The amendment of Mr. Curtis was not agreed 
to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
the Senate, the question was put; and the amend- 
ment was not concurred in. 


Seventy-fifth amendment: 


{nsert the following: 

For completing the building of the grist and saw-mills at 
Leech Lake, for the Pillager and Lake Winnebagoshish 
bands of Chippewas, provided for under the third article of 
tho treaty with the Chippewa Indians of the 22d February, 
1855, (see Statutes at Large, volume ten, page 1168,) $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventy-sixth amendment: 

Insert the following: 

For pay of an engineer for one year, $600. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventy-seventh amendment: 


Insert the following: 

For the purchase of seven hundred and ninety-four sey- 
enty-five one hundredths acres of land, owned by the Mis- 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, at Iro- 

uois Point, Michigan, for certain bands of Ottawas and 

hippewas, at the usual Government price, $993 44. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Seventy-eighth amendment: 

Insert the following: 

For the payment to Spunk or Bull Frog, allas Joseph 
Henson, the amount of §400 for his valuation of an im- 
provement under the Choctaw treaty of 1835, in pursuance 
of the provision of the twenty-fourth section of the act of 
March 3, 1855, making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
lomatic expenses of the Government, $400. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move to 


amend that amendment by striking out the word |; 
“Choctaw,” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


«“ Cherokee. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With that amendment the 
Committee of Ways and Means recommend a 
concurrence. 

The amendment, asamended, wasconcurred in. 

Seventy-ninth amendment: 


Insert the following: k 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in the Territory of Utah, presents of goods, agricultural im- 
plements, aud other useful articles, ineluding the traveling 
expenses of the superintendent, agents, clerk hire, &c., 
$45,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committce of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was not concurred in. 


Hightieth amendment: 

Insert the following: 

For surveying and mapping four farms and reservations, 
$1,200. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a nen-concurrence, 

The amendment was not concurred in. 


Lighty-first amendment: 


For the general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in Oregon and Washington, including insurance and trans- 


It mat- | 


portation of annuities, goods, and presents, whére no spe- 
cial provision is made by treaties, and office and traveling 
expenses of the superintendent, agents, and sub-agents, for 
the year ending 30th June, 1861, $35,060. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom-., 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Mr. Chair- 
man, I might ask the question, what has been the 
object of making appropriations to carry out In- 
dian treaties, and to pay the salaries of superin- 
tendents and agents? Hiere are no funds appro- 

riated excepting those to enable the service to 
e performer. When the Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence in this 


| amendment, it is recommending to the House to 


give to the Indian agents no means of transacting 
their duties. It is to allow them no incidental 
expenses, no clerk hire, no office rent, nothing for 
the transportation of annuity goods. 

Now, this is not the usual appropriation for 
this purpose for Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tories. The appropriation has generally been 
larger than that. It was this same amount last 
year, and proved barely adequate to the wants of 
that year; and I dare say our officers there are 
economical. I believe they are. The Indian su- 
perintendent recommended a much higher sum— 
$50,000; but the Department concluded to reduce 
the sum to the amount appropriated last year— 
$33,000. Unless you make this appropriation, 
the Indian service in Washington and Oregon 
will be totally ineffective, for the agent and su- 
perintendent will not have the means of sending 
an express to the Indian country in time of an 
emergency. I submit to the committee whether 
they intend to have the Indian service paralyzed, 
and whether they intend to mock at and scorn it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state briefly the rea- 
sons why the Committee of Ways and Means 
recommendanon-concurrence. We havercported 
so many appropriations for the Indian service in 
Oregon and Washington that we really do not 
know for what purpose $35,000 more could be 
wanted. We have made appropriations to pay 
the superintendent and agents, and to pay for 
presents and annuities and goods to the Andina 
with whom we have treaty stipulations; and itis 

uite uncertain whether there are any Indians in 
thatcountry whom we have not provided for. The 
eighty-first, eighty-second, eighty-third, eighty- 
fourth, eighty-fifth, and eighty-sixth amendments 
are all for contingent items, and amount to about 
two hundred thousand dollars. Itis possible that 
some of this money is needed; but it was difficult 
for the Committee of Ways and Means to arrive 
at a knowledge of the amount actually necessary. 
We had appropriated for everything we could 
imagine; andl do not think we should appropriate 
$200,000 for contingent expenses—for that isreally 
the amount of it. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I withdraw 
my amendment, and move to increase the appro- 
priation $1,000. I am very sorry that my friend, 
the chairmann of the Committee of Ways and 
Means should see fit to throw distrust on all these 
items, for they can all be vindicated. Gentlemen 
do not seem to understand the kind of country 
we have on that coast. They forget that these 
treaties operate over a country as large as the 
thirteen old States—over a country three hundred 
thousand square miles in extent. The treaties 
made with the Indian tribes in Washington Ter- 
ritory extinguish titles to over sixty million acres 
of land, and those made with the Indian tribes in 
Oregon to almost an cqual amount. I have stated 
to the committee that this was the lowest esti- 
mate made for incidental expenses in Washing- 
ton Territory and Oregon. This is the sum ap- 
propriated last year. The treaties do not make 
any special provisions for the payment of trans- 

ortationand insurance. Istate these facts because 
Thao them,and the oficial records show that my 
statement is truc. Part of this sum will be un- 
questionably required for insurance and trans- 
portation for the seventeen thousand Indians west 
of the Cascade mountains, and a portion will be 
required for the incidental expenses enumerated, 

t ask the honorable chairman of the Committee | 
of Ways and Means why he cannot put confi- 
dence in the Department? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No estimates were sub- 
mitted to us by the Department in the regular an- 
nual estimates for these items. We found nothing 
of them in the Secretary’s report, It is true, the 


|i here—are enti 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs told us-that these 
items were overlooked; -but we thought it very: 
strange that items amounting: ‘to. $200,000'should: .. 
be overlooked, and that there should be noesti+: 
mates covering any of that amount submitted: in. 
the annual reports. Therefore, ‘we: could notact 
upon them when we reported the Indian billy. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington: ‘“Here'is'« 
report from the Secretary of the Interior recon; 
mending this item as indispensable. ee 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; but that is since. the 
bill-was reported. aiet 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington: And you 


see, from the subsequent items, that the Secretary 
referred to the fact that this appropriation iwas. 
called for. But Ido not intend to refer to this 
till the items come up. ee 

The question was taken on the. eighty-first, 
amendment of the Senate; and it was: non-con= 
curred in. % : " : 


Eighty-second amendment: eT gating 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- 
ence of the Indians in Oregon to the reservations therein;: 
aiding them in procuring their own subsistence, purchase 
of provisions and presents, compensation of laborers and: 
to the employés, for the year ending 30th June, 1861, 925,000. 

Mr. STOUT. I desire to say a few words in 
reference to thisamendment, and for that purpose. 
I move to increase the amount five dollars. Ft is 
suggested to me by members that the committee 
should rise. I know very.well that-the course 
taken by my friend from ‘Washington ‘Territory 
and myself is tedious, perhaps, to the committee; 
[Cries of “ No!” No!) but there, are circum» 
stances which I wish to present to the committee, 
in reference to this one amendment.. If Congress 
strikes out this appropriation, in lessthan twelve 
months the constituents of some members on this 
floor will have suffered the penalty by the loss or 
their lives. It is impossible for men to go from 
this portion of our country to-Oregon across the 
plains, unless some course is pursued by, the De- 
partment to preserve peace with those Indians 
with whom we have not yet made treaties. The 
object of the cighty-first Senate amendment is to 
provide a fund which shall be used by the super- 
intendent of Indian affairs, as he has used the 
funds heretofore, in giving presents to the Indians, 
jandin keeping agents among them to preserve 
friendly relations with them. a 

These Indians are located principally on the 
route leading from Salt Lake City to southern 
Oregon; and on the northern route, whichi scalled 
the Stevens route, leading to Washington Terri- 
tory; and it is for the purpose of maintaining 
friendly relations with them that this appropria- 
tion should be made. I make this prophecy: that 
if the amendment be stricken out, the result or 
youraction will be that in less than twelve months 
the lives of some of your constituents will be for- 
feited in that section of country. 

It is usual for Congréss to make this appropri- 
ation, and it will be a great injustice, both:to our 
people and the Indians, if you refuse it now. I 
regret to see our interests in that section sacrificed 
to gratify a desire on the part of Congress to, 
appear economical. I know that the sum pro-. 
posed, which is far less than it should be, will be 
profitably expended, and, in the end, will be a 
‘saving to the Government. I desire to. see a 
course pursued by this Government which will, 
in the future, tend to prevent a repetition of the 
dificultics our people have had with these In- 
| dians; and I do sincerely desire that what the 
Department shall say, and what we may say, 
shall have some little weight with members. ‘The 
member from Washington and myself have some 
knowledge, from actual observation, in relation 
to the matters of which we speak. While we 
attribute to every member here the strictest hon- 
esty of purpose in allhe may do, we must protest 
against what seems to be the determination of the 
majority. Weregret to see this House take a 
course which we believe will lead to a renewal of 
the difficulties we have heretofore encountered 
with these Indians. We are weak in numbers 

itled to but one vote on this floor— 


| and are compelicd to rely upon the good judgment 
| and discretion of those who know from observa- 
| tion but little or nothing of our wants in that sec- 
| tion; but however regardless this House may be 
l of what we say, we will not remain quiet when 


j injustice is done our people. I here predict it 
| will be my painful duty to point out to this House, 
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occasion. hereafter, however melancholy and un- 

pleasant it may be, to call the: attention. of the 

members of this House.to the fulfillment of that 

prediction. I now withdraw my amendment. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighty-third amendment: 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- 
ence of the Indians.in Washington ‘Territory to the reser- 
vation therein, aiding them in procuring their own subsist- 
ence, purchase of provisions and presents, and compensa- 
tion of laborers"and other cmployés, for the year ending 
30th’ June, 1861, 25,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I have not 
risen to tire the committee, but only to occupy 
about halfa minute. I saida moment since that 
we have some four or five thousand Indians with 
whom we have made no treatics. We have six 

« large counties in the southwestern portion of the 

! 'Territory—one of them the second largest county 
in the Territory—whiere the Indian title has not 
been extinguished, and something ought to be 
done, we having deprived the Indians of their 
homes, to make them feel that they are not treated 
with injustice, We had difficulty with these Indi- 
ans last winter, although not amounting to war 
or to the killing of our people; but it was neces- 
sary to sendacompany of troopsthere. We have 
in the northern portion of the Territory from three 
to four thousand Indians, with whom no treaties 
have been made, where large white settlements 
are growing up, and where we have to keep four 
companies of troops to maintain the peace of the 
country, : 

I present these few facts, and I submit it to the 
committee whether, in the face of the recommend- 
ation of ‘the Indian superintendent, who asks 
$50,000, and of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, who asks $25,000, the amount proposed by 
the Senate, something should not be done. I ven- 
ture no prediction of what the result of a failure 
to appropriate will he; but I feel that it is simple 
justice to the Indians and to the white settlers that 
there shall be a fund in the hands of the Commis- 
sioner to guard against trouble. We have had 
trouble enough; we bave laid down the bones of 
our peoplecnough; we have had massacrescnough, 
and we would be glad to be preserved from them. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Eighty-fourth amendment: 


For payment of improvements of the Indians west of the | 
Cascade mountains, the Nez Perces, the WMatheads, the | 


Yakamas, whicl may have to be abandoned in consequence 
of eertain treaty stipulations with them, and for surveys of 
reservations to which they are to be removed, $55,000. 

The Committce of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, obtained the 
floor, ; , 

Mr. LOVEJOY. If all these amendments are 
going to be discussed, I will move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I have the 
ftoor. I feel, Mr. Chairman, that it is not asking 
too much to occupy five minutes in explaining 
the more important of these amendments; and | 
expect it to be yielded to me without any effort 
being made to stop debate. I do not occupy the 
time of the committee or of the House unnecessa- 
rily. 

‘Phe appropriation called for in this amendment 
of the Senate is specifically required by the treaty. 
Į will read the provision in the treaty: 

* All which tract shall be set apart, and, as far as neces- 
sary, surveyed and marked out ior the exelusive use and 
benefit of said tribe as an Indian reservation.” 

Again: 

“ Any substantial improvements heretofore made by any 
indian, and which he shall be compelled to abandon in 
consequence of this treaty, shall be valned under the direc- 
oe the President, and payment made accordingly there- 

These are solemn provisions of the treaty. It 
is the law of the land. I submit to the commit- 
tee whether. they intend to repudiate those pro- 
visions of the treaty? 

Now, a word in regard to our reservations. 


We have fifteen in number, and they cover an f 


extent of from ten to eleven thousand square 
miles. Our white settlements are pushing on 


| them, and: the Indians have a right to have the | 
| lines marked out which separate them from the 


white settlers. Do you want trouble there? Do 

ou want a conflict between the white settlers 
and the Indians, growing out of the neglect of the 
Government to carry out its treaty stipulations? 
My púrpose in rising was simply to discharge 
my duty by pointing out to the committee that if 
they repudiate this amendment they repudiate the 
treaty. i 

Mi. ETHERIDGE. Itis nowafter teno’clock. 
I move that the committee rise. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Crawrorp reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the amendments of the Senate to the In- 
dian appropriation bill, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CLARK, of Mis- 
souri, (at ten minutes after ten o’clock, p. m.,) 


` the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, June 13, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurury. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal 
will be read. 

Mr. HALE. IĮ understand that the Journal is 
very voluminous, and that it will take an hour to 
read it. I move that the reading of the Journal 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous 
consent the reading may be depinsal with. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


THADDEUS HYATT. 


Mr. SUMNER. I presenta memorial of Henry 
T. Cheever and many others, citizens of Connec- 
ticut, asking for the discharge of Thaddeus Hyatt, 
now detained in prison under an order of the Sen- 
ate. fask that the memorial may be referred to 
the select committee on the Harper’s Ferry in- 
vasion. 

Mr. FITCH. F object to that reference. The 
Senator introduced a petition a few days since 
from negroes, and had it referred to that commit- 
tee without our knowledge. I prefer that petitions 
hereafter coming from that source should be ex- 
amined. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
In presenting that memorial I distinctly stated it 
was from citizens of African descent, 

Mr. FITCH. That may be; but the committee 
happened not to be present, and I presume it es- 
caped the notice of Senators. Let the memorial 
lic on the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 


| from Massachusetts made a motion in regard to it. 


Mr. SUMNER. I moved that it be referred to 
the special committee. 

Mr. FITCH. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, 

Mr. FITCH. I hope it will not be thus re- 
ferred. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ trust that no unusual 
course will be taken with this petition. If there 
is anything objectionable in it, let it be stated. 
The Senator from Massachusetts presents a pe- 
tition here in the usual form, and asks its refer- 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


l ` 
į ence, and the yeas and nays arc called upon it. It 


is very singular that such a courscis pursued. f 
shouid like to know what the petition is, if there 
isanything objectionable in it. 
Mr. FITCH. That is what I desire also. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. F should like to know if 


| the Senator from Indiana has any reason for this. 
| If one Senator is to be singled out, and the ordi- 
| nary reference of a petition which he presents 
objected to, certainly there ought to be some }! 


statement in regard to the petition to justify it. 
So far as I am advised, the petition is upon a le- 
gitimate subject, and he hasa right to present 


sucha petition. I believe the reference soughtis | 


to the proper committee; if not, let it go to some 
other committee. I am surprised that such a 
course as this should be taken. 


Mr. FITCH... The Senator from Illinois could: 
not have heard what T said. I simply desired 
that the memorial might lie on the table until it 
could be examined. The reference of petitions 
of that character sometimes does injustice tocom- 
mittees to whom they are referred, if not to the 
Senate. ‘The same Senator, some days ago, re- 
ferred to the same committee a petition of negroes, 
He says he remarked that it was from negroes. 

Mr. SUMNER. And what of that? 

Mr. FITCH. The committee did not know of 
it at the time. ` 

Mr. WILSON. And what if he did? 

Mr. FITCH. Idid not hear the remark of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. FITCH. Then Fdo not want to be inter- 
rupted by the Senator from Massachusetts. I 
was simply stating my objections to a hasty ref- 
erence of that petition. Ifitlics on the table until 
to-morrow morning, no injustice will be done to 
anybody, and then it can be examined, and if it 
is respectful in tone, and from a source which itis 
usual to receive petitions, I shall have no objec- 
tion whatever; but [do not want any more negro 

petitions considered. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Isimply rise to say what 
is stated to me by the Senator from Vermont, . 
[Mr. Corramer,] he being a member of the com- 
mittee, that he was present at the time, and heard 
the Senator from Massachusetts state, when he 
presented it, that it was from persons of African 
descent. 

Mr. PITCH. I do not question the present 
statement of the Senator from Massachusetts at 
all; but I say I heard no such statement as he 
says he made at the time he presented the other 
petition, ‘ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I want to make another 
inquiry. I should like to know if it is held that 
a person of African descent has no right to peti- 
tion Congress. I never heard southern gentlemen 
say that they could not humbly and respectfully 
petition Congress‘upon any subject; and if we, 
living in the free States, have got to that, that 
people to be petitioners must be whites, it is a 
very singular state of things. f 

Mr. FITCH. I have no objection to their pe- 
titioning. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If they have a right to 
petition, I think that the petition can be treated 
in the ordinary way; and I think it does not in- 
fringe on the dignity of any committee to exam- 
ine a respectful petition. i 

Mr. FITCH. I repeat, I have no objection 
to negroes petitioning, aud petitioning through 
the source they have sclected—a very appropriate 
one; but I have an objection to their petitioning 
as citizens, when itis notorious that we do not 
recognize them as citizens. They are not citi- 
zens. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not citizens? 


The Senator 


Suppose 


they are not citizens, Mr. President, I take it they 


are subjects; they live under the laws; they are 
persons; and I do not know that the right of peti- 
tion is confined to citizens. I take it that other in- 
dividuals who are not citizens, petition, We allow 
foreigners to petition, if they are residents. I cer- 
tainly wish to center my dissent entirely to the idea 
that we will not receive petitions here and look at 
them, unless they come from citizens. Iam ready 
to present a respectful petition from a person of 
any blood living under our Jaws, at any time, so 
long as J hold a seat in Congress; and I do not 
consider myself degraded by doing it. 

Mr. WILSON. it seems to me that this is a 
very extraordinary proceeding on the part of the 
Senator from Indiana. The other day my col- 
league presented a petition signed by colored cit- 
izens of Massachusetts, men who have in that 
Commonwealth all the rights of citizenship. He 
presented their petition. He stated upon this 
floor what was not necessary for him to state— 
that the petition came from colored men. That 
petition was referred to this great committee on 
Harper’s Ferry, whose dignity it seems has been 
wounded. That committce, | understand, have 
agreed upon a report. Now, sir, my colleague 
this morning presentsa petition from white men— 
and I care not whether it comes from white or 
black men, he has aright, as a Senator, to pre- 
sent that petition—and the Senator from Indiana 
rises here and objects to its reference until he has 
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time to examine it, because the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts presented a petition the other day from 
colored citizens of Massachusetts. Now, sir, it 
seems to me that this is an extraordinary posi- 
tion to be taken here in the Senate of the United 
States. I regard it—I will not say as an insult to 
a Senator of this body—but it is a motion accom- 
panied by remarks that deserve, and should re- 
ceive, the rebuke of every gentleman in this body. 
Mr. DAVIS. J ask for the reading of the rule 
in relation to petitions. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 
£694, Afterthe Journal is read, the President shall first cal} 
for petitions, and then for reports from standing. commit- 
tees; und every petition, or memorial, or other paper, shall 
be referred, of course, without putting a question for that 
purpose, unless the reference is objected to by a member at 
the time such petition, memorial, or other paper, is pre- 
sented. And before any petition or memorial, addressed to 
the Senate, shalt be received and read at the table, whether 
the same shall be introduced by the President or a mem- 
ber, a brief statement of the contents of the petition or me- 
morial shall verbally be made by the introducer.” | 


Mr. MASON. | I was not in the Senate when 
this petition was presented, and heard only the 
closing remarks of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who has just taken his seat.’ I understand 
that the honorable Senator from Indiana, who is 
a member of the select committee of the Senate, 
had desired that ‘no reference should be made of 
it to that committee until the petition could be ex- 
amined, for the reason that some few days ago a 
petition on its face declaring it to be from negroes, 

y the expression that the petitioners were of Af- 
rican descent, was presented by the colleague of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and referred to 
that committee. That committee have instructed 
me to report upon the petition, which I am pre- 
pared to do; and I presume my honorable col- 
eague upon the committee has asked time only 
to examine this petition, in order that he might 
see whether it was one of similar character. 

Mr. PUGH. I do not understand that this 
petition purports to come from negroes, and we 
are likely to be involved in a discussion with no 
purpose; I think we had better lay it on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘fhe Chair 
will state the position of the question, The mo- 
tion is to refer the petition to the select committee; 


on which the yeas and nays have been demanded. | 


Mr. PUGH. I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. MASON. Idare say that, by general con- 
sent, the call for the yeas and nays can be dis- 
ponse with, ona suggestion I wasabout to make, 

have examined the petition. It does not purport 
to be from negroes at all. I take it for granted it 
is from persons who are competent to petition. 
< Mr. FOSTER. If the Senator will pardon me 
a moment, I will say in regard to the signers of 
that petition, that hey are from my immediate 
neighborhood, within cight or nine miles from 
me. 1 know a large number of them. They are 
men of respectability, and as law-abiding and 


respectable citizens as there are in the United | 


States. 

Mr. MASON. I do not question it at all; but 
I submit to the Senator from Indiana to allow the 
reference to be made. It only prays, so far as I 
have read it, that this witness now in custody 
may be discharged; and I submit to the Senator 
to allow the reference to be made. 

Mr. FITCH. The chairman of the select com- 
mittee has examined the petition; and that was 
only the privilege I asked. I objected to its im- 
mediate reference without an opportunity to ex- 
amine it. 
to take it up in fifteen minutes afterwards; but 


did not desire a committee of which I was a mem- j 


ber to be subjected to the necessity of making a 
spenn report in the matter of a petition, as we 
shall fecl constrained to do, in reference to a pre- 
vious petition presented by that Senator; a peti- 
tion which, as the chairman of the committee 
says, bears upon its face evidence that it is from 
negroes. The fact that this petition is from white 


citizens is quite sufficient; and no objection on | 
my part, of course, will be interposed to its ref- | 


erence. That was what I desired; and the in- 


temperate remarks on the other side on the sub- | 
As for the remark of the | 
Senator from Massachusetts, relative to the opin- | 


ject were uncalled for. 


jonof those he may class as gentlemen, if they 

"are in the same category with himself, their opin- 
ion of my course is a matter of profound indif- 
ference to me, as 1 donot recognize him asin the 
true category. I withdraw the objection. 


I should have been perfectly willing į 


| detained from the Senate on account of sicknes 


|! ‘Tennessee and Kentucky, 


ThePRESIDENT protempore. By unanimous il 


consent, the call for the yeas and nays wiilbedis- |j 
pensed with. The Chair-hears no objection. The | 
question now is on the motionto referthe petition | 
to the select committee on the Harper’s Ferry 
invasion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. POLK presented the memorial of Clute 
Brothers, engine manufacturers, of Schenectady, 
New York, and others, praying that the-duty on 
steel may not be increased as contemplated b 
the tariff bill now pending before Congress; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLARK presented the petition of John 
Gillingham and others, citizens of Merrimac coun- 
ty, New Hampshire, praying the enactment of a 
new code of laws, civil and criminal, for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in the administration of which 
all persons shall be regarded and treated as equal 
before the law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PUGH presented the memorial of William 
Huddart & Co., and others, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying that the duty on steel may not be in- 
creased, as proposed in the tariff bill now pend- 
ing before Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. MEY 

He also presented the memorial of Hall, Car- 
roll & Co. and others, of Cincinnati, Ohio, pray- 
ing that the duty on steel may not be increased, 
as contemplated by the tariff bill now pending 
before Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Sullivan & 
Hyatt, and others, hardware dealers of the city 
of New York, praying that the duty on steel may 
not be increased, as contemplated by the tariff bill 
now pending before Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of 
Macy & Co., merchants, of the city of New York, | 
and others, praying the enactment of a law author- 
izing the exchange of gold or silver coin at the 
Mine for cents; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented the memorial | 
of Charles Jackson, treasurer of the Bristol Fire 
Arms Company, of Providence, Rhode Island, 
and others, praying that the duty on steel may 
not be increased, as contemplated by the tariff bill 
now pending before Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRAGG presented the memorial of D. Sim- 
mons & Co., and others, hardware dealers, of the 
city of New York, praying that the duty on steel 
may not be increased, as contemplated by the tariff 
bill now pending before Congress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS (on behalf of Mr. Cray, who was 


s 
presented the memorial of Pierson & Co., d 
others, machinists, of the city of New York, pray- 
ing that the duty on steel may not be increased, 
as proposed in the tariff bill now pending before | 
Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a petition of Platt 
Smith, one of the trustces of the Dubuque and 
Pacific Railroad Company, praying that the joint ; 
resolution in relation to the Des Moines river 
lands may not be passed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pubiic Lands. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of 
Captain John Farmer, for himself and other offi- | 
cers of the revenue cutter Harriet Lane, praying | 
an increase of compensation for and during the 
time they were attached to the Paraguay expedi- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


BILLS RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. THOMSON, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (II. R. No. 448) granting an in- 
valid pension to Esther P. Fox, widow of Augustus C. Fox, 
he recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 


it Was 

Ordered, That the joint resolution (H. R. No. 29) direct- 
-ory to the Secretary of War respecting certain surveys in 
be recommitted te the Commit- 


| 
| 
i 
i 


tee on Publie Lands. 


j adversely ‘thereon. © 0: * 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, to whom was:refer j 

James Glynn, a captain in the Navy, praying're- 
munträtion for expenses and losses incurre by- 
him while performing the duties of a parser in 
addition to thosc of commanding officer, reported 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proecetl 
to consider-the report; and, in coneurrenhée theré- 
with, i EC: rs 

‘Resolved, That’ the prayer of the ‘memorialist ‘be ai 
granted. ` E 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Jü 
ciary, to whom was referred thé bil! (H.-R. No: 
819) providing for additional terms of the United 
States circuit and district courts-in the State of 
Kentucky, reported it without amendment. 1> 

Mr. WILKINSON; from ‘the Committee on 
Pensions to whom was referred the petition:of J. 
B. Severance and others; citizens of Black Hawk 
county, lowa, praying that a pension may’ be 
allowed to John Morgan, on account of his mili- 
tary services, reported adversely thercon. © 7." 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 530). eranting’a 
pension to Jane Yates, reported it without amend- 
ment. . : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 400) for the re- 
lief of James Floyd, reported it without amend- 
ment. DERAN 

Mr. POWELL, from the Committe on ‘the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the presentment 
of the grand jury for the northern istrict of Flor- 
ida, in relation to the fees of witnesses and jurors; 
salary of the judge, and expenses of suppressing 
the slave trade, reported a ‘bill (S.No. 504) to 
increase the salaries of certain judges of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. we 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 443) 
i addition to the several acts for the punishment 
of crimes against the United States, reported it. 
without amendment svi 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on. the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce of New York, on the 
subject of international law, as to damages result- 
ing from collisions at sea, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

c also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. No. 40) to 
have the accounts of members and Delegates of 
the Fourteenth Congress revised and balance paid, 
reported it without amendment, and: adversely- 

He also from the same committee; to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 428) directing the 
Seerctary of the Interior to liquidate the accounts 


of Mitchell & Rammilsburg and Baker & Von 


Phul, reported itwithoutamendment. 

He also, from the same committce, to whom 
was referred a petition of merchants and others, 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying an 
extension of the jurisdiction of justices of peace 
in the recovery of debts, and the allowance of. 
fees to justices of the peace in cases of riots, as- 
saults, &c.; asked to be diseharged ‘from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to. whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 397) for the relief of 
witnesses in criminal cases in the District of Co- 
lumbia, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No.7) to punish and 
prevent the practice of polygamy in the Territo- 
ries of the United States, and other places, and 
disapproving and annulling certain acts. of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, 
reported it with amendments. p 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 421) 
for the relief of Joel M. Smith, reported it with- 
outamendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 86) for the re- 
lief of William Lyon, late pension agent at Knox- 
ville, Teiinessce, reported it with an amendment.” 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. No. 372) for the relief of John C. 
McFerran, of the United States Army, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
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was, referred the bill (H. R. No. 132) to remove 

the. United States arsenal from the ay of St. 
Louis, and to provide for the sale of the lands.on 
which the same is located, reported it without 
amendment, and adversely. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S; No. 15) 
for the relief of purchasers of public lands within 
the timber reserve opposite Fort Kearny, and for 
the settlers within the Winnebago agency reser- 
vation, the Fort Atkinson reservation, and the 
timber reserve opposite Fort Crawford, all in the 
State of Towa, reported it without amendment, 
and adversely. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs and Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 503) to amend the first sec- 
tion of “ An act to provide for the organization 
of a regiment of mounted volunteers for the de- 
fense of the frontiers of Texas,” approved Tth 
April, 1858, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 352) for the relief of James Hoo- 
ten, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted an adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the memorial of C. W. Cartwright and 
others, appointed at ageneral meeting of the citi- 
zens of Boston, setting forth that the change of 
the location of the post office in Boston is not ju- 
dicious, and that by its removal the great public 
and business convenience will be speculae opón 
and sacrificed in order to carry out private inter- 
ests, and remonstrating against any change in the 
location of that post office, asked to be discharged 
from its farther consideration, and submitted a re- 
port on the subject; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. YULEE asked,and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 505) for 
the relief of Charles E. Sherman; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. YULEE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Charles E. Sherman, pray- 
ing payment for a quantity of live-oak timber, which was 
Hlegally taken from him aud appropriated to the use of the 
United States, on the tes of the Senate, be referred to the 
Comunittee on Claims. ` 

DR, EVANS’S REPORT. 

Mr. WILKINSON submitted the following 
resolution, which was referred to the Committce 
on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Sen- 
ate, five thousand extra copies of the agricultural portion 
of the report of Dr. Johu Evans, on the geology of Oregon 
and Washington ‘Territories, to include all the analyses of 
soils, coals, and ores, with the localities and extent of the 
various gold fields and other minerals: but not to include 
the maps and other illustrations. 

THE TARIFF. 


Mr. HUNTER. lam instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Finance to report back House biil No. 


338 to provide for the payment of outstanding | 


Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate 
? 5 


and fix the duties on imports, and for other pur- | 


poses, and to move, when it is taken up, that 
the consideration of it be postponed until the sec- 
ond Monday in December. I give notice that I 
shall ask the Senate to take up this bill, and sub- 
mit that motion as soon as we have disposed of 
the appropriation bill which is now before the 
Senate.” As soon as that is disposed of, then I 
shall ask the Senate. to consider this bill which 1 
have reported back for the purpose of submitting 
that motion, 

Mr. BIGLER. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Virginia to name to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, with the understanding that if the appro- 
priation bill which is now pending is not finished, 
we shail continue with it. 

Mr. HUNTER, I give notice that E shall call 
it up as soon as we have disposed of that biil. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
should like to have an hour indicated. 
that it-be twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
get through with the appropriation bill by that 
time, butif we do, I shall certainly call up the 


I move 


I do not know that we shall | 


| 


Iwill not insist on it, but Ij 


tariff bill to-morrow at twelve o'clock; As soon 
as we dispose of the appropriation bill, I propose 
next to call up this bill in regard to the tariff; so 
as to submit it to the- Senate, and see whether 
they will consider the question now, or postpone 


it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania submit a motion? 

Mr. BIGLER. I submit a motion that it be 
made the special order for to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, with the remark that if the bill to which 
the Senator refers, the one which is the unfinished 
business, be not disposed of, I wiil interpose no 
objection until we dispose of it. 

r. HUNTER. I submit that unless the bill 
is before the Senate, he cannot submit such a mo- 
tion. I say I will call it up next. If we should 
get through with this bill to-day, 1 shall certainly 
call up the tariff bill to-morrow. 

Mr. BIGLER. I do not want it to be consid- 
ered to-night. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not wish to go on with 
it to-night. Lam not ready to go on with it my- 
self to-night, and I shall not call it up then 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
from Virginia submits no motion 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir; I do not 


PACIFIC TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. GWIN. In our amendment to the tele- 
graph bill yesterday, there wasan omissionof two 
or three words,and I offered a resolution asking 
the House to return the bill. It is now here, and 
I hope it will be taken up in order that we may 
rectify our mistake. It will not take a minute. 

The PRESIDENT fro tempore. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be taken up. The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. GWIN. The amendment isin page 2, lines 
four and five, to strike out the words: “and shall 
award the contract to the lowest responsible bid- 
der or bidders;’’ and in lines five and six, strike 
out the word ‘‘ proffer,” and insert ‘* contract.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous 
consent, those modifications will be made without 
reconsidering the vole agreeing to the amend- 
ments 


CONTRACTS OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate take 
up and consider the resolution I presented two 
or three days ago, asking information from the 
Secretary of War. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate all orders issned by his direction 
from the Quartermaster General, Commissary General, or 
ordnance officers, by which a preference is directed to be 
given to specified individuals iu contracts, purchases, or in 
furnishing supplics uuder either of theirdepartments ; also, 
that he report the reasons for not allowing competition in 
those cases; and that the report be made at this session of 
Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has arrived, 
and it must be taken up, unless otherwise ordered 
by the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. I hope there will be unan- 
imous consent given to postpone it for amoment, 
in order to allow us to take a vote on the passage 
of the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope we shall go on with 
the special order until we get rid of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the Senate will 
allow a vote to be taken on a resolution of inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from lowa moves to postpone the special order, 
being the bill (H. R. No. 220) for the relief of 
Anson Dart, for the purpose of considering the 
resolution which has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish to modify the phrase- 
ology of the resolution in one line. As it is 
printed, the word “in ” is inserted in place of 
the word “ for.” 

Mr.DAVIS. Let the resolution, as amended, 
be read. 

The Secretary read it 

Mr. DAVIS. That resolution assumes a fact 
which is a reflection on the Department. I sup- 
pose the Senator will reach his object by asking 
the Secretary the question. I prefer to ‘have his 
answer. I take it for granted that the fact cannot 
exist, that the Senator must have been deceived, 
or must be mistaken. No such preference could 


have been given, unless it has been that an ex- 
traordinary purchase was to be made, and there 
was not time for general competition. I think itis 
due to the Senate and due to the Department that 
it should be put in the form of calling for inform- 
ations 

Mr. HARLAN. Ihave no objection to any 
modification which the Senator may suggest for 
the purpose he has indicated. I have no disposi- 
tion to frame the resolution so as to imply a re- 
flection upon the head of that Department. None 
is intended by me. * : 

Mr. PUGH. Iwill suggest to the Senator that 
the report cannot be made at this session, as he 
requires. It will be impossible for the Secretary 
of. War even to have the papers copied; and there- 
fore, if the Senator presses his resolution, he had 
better strike out that last clause. With the short 
time that remains, it will be impossible to makè 
the report this session. 

Mr. MASON. I will suggest to the Senator 
that it strikes me, from the reading of the resolu- 
tion, that the object of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi can be attained by inserting, after the word 
t preference,” the words “< if any.” 

r. HARLAN. [Ihave no objection to that 
modification. f 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it would be better to say 
«whether any orders have been issued.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia withdraw his modification ? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Mississippi moves to insert the words 
‘whether any orders have been issued.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand the modifi- 
cation of the Senator from Mississippi has been 
accepted by the Senator from Lowa; and if so, I 
move to take up the special order. 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary 
is preparing the amendment. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as proposed 
to be modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate whether any orders have been js- 
sued by his direction from the Quartermaster General, the 
Commissary General, or ordnance officers, by which a pref- 
erence is directed to be given fo specified individuals in 
contracts, purchases, or tor furnishing supplies under either 
of their departments; and if so, that he report the reasons 
for not allowing competition in those cases; and that the 
report be made at this session of Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Iowa accept the amendment as part of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. HARLAN, Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Then the ques- 


tion is on the resolution as modified. 


Mr. PUGH. Iwas about to move that that ` 
portion requiring the report at this session be 
stricken out; but at the suggestion of the Senater 
from Mississippi, if the words, ‘if possible” be 
inserted, I have no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘If practicable.” 

Mr. PUGH. _ Very well; that. the report he 
made at this session ‘if practicable.” f 
_, Mr. HARLAN. Let the resolution be so mod- 
ified, I have no objection whatever to the modi- 
fication, 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate whether any orders have been 
issued, by hia direction, from the Quartermaster General, 
Commissary General, or ordnance officers, by which a pret 
erence is directed to be given to specified individuals in 
contracts, purchases, or for furnishing supplies, under either 
of their departments ; and if so, that he report the reasons 
for not allowing competition in these cases 3 and that the 
report be made at this session of Congress, if practicable. 


ANSON DART. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I now ask for the consid- 
eration of the special order—the bill (H. R. No. 
220) for the relief of Anson Dart. 

Mr. YULEE. Task the Senator to allow me 
to refer a bill. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I cannot yield to the Sen- 
ator. I wish to have a vote on this question. It 
has been before the Senate until Iam tired of the 
very name of the bill. I either want it passed or 
I want it killed. IT want the Senate to act upon 
it, and to act upon it now. 

Mr. YULEE. We are still in the morning 
hour, and I wish to refer a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin yield? 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. I cannot ‘ 
_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the spe- 
cial order must be taken up. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
220) for the relief of Anson Dart, the pending 

uestion being on the amendment offered by Mr. 

ANE, to insert at the end of the bill: 


And that there be paid to the superintendents of Indian 
affairs.in Oregon, who have served previously and subse- 
quently to the said Anson Dart, the same rate of compen- 
‘gation as is allowed to the said Anson Dart by this act. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. President, yesterday, when 
the Senator from Arkansas advocated the passage 
of this bill, he opposed the amendment, it will be 
recollected, upon the ground that those who served 
previously or subsequently to Mr. Dart, in the 
same capacity in which he served, had not asked 


for an increase of salary. Now, sir, six years ago, | 


General Palmer, then the superintendent of Indian 
affairs, petitioned Congress for the same increase; 
that is to say, if Congress increased the pay for 
this superintendent, that he also should receive 
it. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs sent that 
report to the House of Representatives, and I will 
read from that report. He says: 

“T also inclose an extract from a report of Superintend- 
ent Palmer, dated the 27th day of May, 1853.7? 

As soon as he found that Mr. Dart was about 
to procure an addition to his salary, he called the 
attention of the Department to his claims, as well 
as those of Mr. Dart. 

“ Although the predecessor in office of the present Com- 


missioner of Indian Affairs, on the 3d of March, 1852, ad- 
dressed a letter to Hon. D. K. Atchison, of the United States 


Senate, expressing the opinion that the salary of the super- | 


intendent of Indian affairs in Oregon should be $4,000 per 
year,” &c. 

~ After reviewing this letter, the then Comniis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs goes on to say: 


` I cannot, in propriety, go further than to say that, in | 


my opinion, the duties of the superintendent of Indian affairs 
in Oregon are now as responsible and laborious and im- 
portant as they ever were, aud that others who served be- 
fore and since in the same office, are as justly entitled to 


any increase of compensation as the late superintendent.” į 
. Thus, you see, the Senator from Arkansas was | 


mistaken. These gentlemen have come here. 


They have sent their claims here, and they have | 


based them upon the ground that, if the compen- 
sation shallbe increased for Dart, they have equal 
claims to that increase. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs says that, if you increase for Dart, 
then it ought to be increased for all others who 
served in that capacity in that Territory. 

The Senator from Arkansas then took occasion 


to allude to the country occupied by the Indians | 


with whom Mr. Dart had made treaties, and said 
thathe had looked at the maps and found that the 
counties extended to the ocean. Well, sir, that 
is very true, but nobody lives in the counties out- 
side of the Willamette valley. If you will cas 
‘your eye on the map, you will sce at once that 


the Willamette valley lics bearing with the coast, | 
nearing the coast as you go up the valley, bor- į 
dered by the coast range of mountains on the west | 


and by the Cascade range on the cast. Now, the 
counties laid out on the other side of the Wil- 
lamette river extend on the east side, to the sam- 
mit of the Cascade mountains; but nobody lives 
in those counties outside of the valley, or beyond 
the base of the mountains. It is the same with 
the coast range. They live in the valley. The 
country is occupied to the coast range of mount- 
ains. Though the countiesrun, ora portion ofevery 


county runs to the coast for about forty miles in | 


depth, yet from the ocean to the Willamette val- 
Jey they arc unoccupied. It was in that portion 
of the country along the coast where Dr. Dart 
made treaties—~a country that we did not want; 
which was jast suited for the Indians; and all the 
Indians of that country have been brought into it. 
They have all been brought to the coast in order 
that they might be supplied with fish, and be out 
of the settlement entirely. i 

I said yesterday, that not one of the treaties 


made by this man was evér ratified. They were | 


of no consequence, They never ought to have 
been made. He made treaties with the Indians 
living along the ceast, small bands, mere frag- 
ments of what had been great tribes. 
he made the treaties there were very few people 
‘there. As I said, on a former occasion, many of 
those tribes with whom he made treaties to pur- 
chase their lands, have passed away. They have 


Atthe time | 


t 
1 
t 
t 


$ 


; * charges 


become extinct. 
and advised him not to incur a debton the Treas- 
ury; that the Indians would hardly live to see the 
treaties ratified. They were never ratified, and 
never ought to have been. 

Now, sir, I have said here that this man Dart 
is the most remarkable man on the face of the 
earth. I think no man. has ever got hold of the 
Treasury, or got his hand upon it, that has held 
on with such pertinacity as this man. He has 
been determined to filch from it every dime that 
it was possible for him to get, without reference 
to the honesty of the claims, without reference to 
their justice. He was trumping up claims for 
four or five years after he went out of office, 
after his accounts were settled, and he is present- 
ing them for settlement now. . The Indian Office 
have told me themselves that they have been 
hunted down until they hate to see the man go to 
the office. He will hang on while there is a dol- 
lar in the Treasury, unless he is choked off abso- 


| lutely. He has no honesty, no integrity, and I 
| know it. 


I know that his claims ought not to be 
allowed. Jt was an insult—an injury to the coun- 
try. He wasloathed in Oregon. He was loathed 
by every honest man and every decent family in 
the country; and I can give the reasons, if any 
gentleman wants them, why he was loathed by 
all respectable men; and yet this is the character 
of a man for whom you will here, in this Senate, 
provide an increase of salary eight or ten years 
after he has performed the duty. You are to give 
him a higher salary than any man in Oregon has 
ever received for any office, and $1,000 higher 
than you agreed the other day to give the United 
States district judge of that State. It is a salary 
higher than any man has ever had or ever can get 
in that State from this Congress, or from the 
people; and why he should be made the special 
object of favor, Peaniee conceive, 

Now I will read a communication that has come 
into my hands this morning by accident. It was 
called for by the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and in hunting up for-the Globe 
containing the report of the Auditor or of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, I got hold of this let- 
ter. You will see from it that this man, in 1857, 
seven years after he had been in Oregon, or after 
he was commissioned superintendent of Indian 
affairs, presents a new claim for the board of in- 
terpreters and for boarding clerks. That is one 
item in the account, and you are providing for its 
payment in the bill. This very bill, that increases 
his salary, provides for this amount of money: 

& For board of interpreters, $1,950.” 

Now see what the Commissioner says: 

« With regard to the claim for boarding three clerks, em- 
braced in the account above alluded to, amounting to $1,040, 
{I ain of opinion that inasmuch as the compensation allowed 
these employés is considered to have been liberal and suf- 
ficient for the services performed by them, and that such 
charges are unusual in the Indian Office, they cannot be 
allowed in equity and justice. [twill be perceived from the 
statement of N. Dubois’?”— 

Now mark you, N. Dubois was one of his 
clerks— 

“dated 25th of March, 1857, filed with the account of 6th 
of March, 1857?7°— 

For he was making up accounts up to the 6th 
of March, 1857— 

«one of the clerks for whose board the late superintend- 
ent??— 

That is Dart— f 
as having been paid by him and for which he 
claims reimbursement, that he, Dubois, boarded himself.” 

Now, sir, Dubois says that he boarded himself, 
and this man was here; and when he made out 
this claim and presented it to the Indian bureau, 
be insisted on money for boarding Dubois, and 
Dubois certifies that he boarded himself. This 
man did not board him; and yet the bill on your 


table is allowing him this compensation for board- | 


ing clerks and interpreters. Well, sir, Mr. Du- 
bois says that ‘‘ his subsistence during the period 
he was on Indian service,” mark that!“ was paid 
by Dr. Dart. These traveling expenses, when- 
ever properly incurred, are always allowed, and 
it is presumed, without reference to his accounts, 
that these expenses have beencharged and allowed 


| Dr. Dart.” 


Now, he has boarded this man when travel- 
ing, and he made out his regular vouchers for it, 
and came here, and they were allowed and paid 


| by the Indian Office; and yet he brings up this 


i 


I notified the Senator of it then, l claim, and as it provided in the bill now. before 


| you, that this shall. be 
| increased, Ret ER : 
| . Here ig another little item of another account: 
| This man will never get-done. making accounts 
in the world, As long as there‘is a dollar in the 
Treasury, he has his eye and- hand, upon-it, or.a3 
near it as possible; and he will hang on until. hé 
filches it, as I said before. Right or wrong;-hon* 
est or dishonest, he will get every dollar hecat 
without reference to conscience or anything else: 
Esay what I know. Now, recollect: you, ho 
boarded in this city. He: was absent for nine 
months. He was here for one hundred and. fifty 
days in this.city. He boarded with Mrs. Stittin- 
ius; and though Mrs. Stittinius lived within, one 
hundred yards of the bureau, he went up there 
and presented a false account, a false claim, that 
he never paid. He asked the Indian. bureau: to 
pay him three hundred and fifty or three hundred 
| and seventy-five dollars for board. ‘They .refuséd 
to make the settlement, and. called upon her, and 
she said it was $300; and they paid him $300, 
though hisclaim was there for $375. Then-he went 
to work toget that, and he did, notwithstandingthe 
protest of the Second Auditor, and upon a claim 
that he did not present at the time... Bat he waa 
in the habit of studying how he could make out 
another claim, and subsequently he submitted: a 
claim for paper and postage for payment; and 
upon that the Auditor made some remarks, which 
I will read presently. Thank God! we had an 
honest Auditor there. .But he, Dart, nianaged 
to get the money, notwithstanding the indorse- 
ment of the Second Auditor of the Treasury, Mr, 
Clayton, upon it. The Second Auditor rejected 
these charges. Among them was a charge for 
paper and postage. And see what an‘immense 
amount of postage and paper that man used in 
one hundred and fifty days. The like of it had 
never been known in the world. No ten Senators 
ever equaled it in the same length of time. But 
he used it. He certified to it, only as he alone 
can do, and received the pay. But the Second 
Auditor of the Treasury, Mr. Clayton, rejected 
these charges, and indorsed his reasons therefor 
on the account, as follows: 

“J rejected the two vouchers for stationery and postage, 
amounting to $64 50, and ten dollars paid to P. Daggy. for 
copying letters and documents; my reason for which is, 
that Mr. Dart originally rendered his expenditure of $374 
for board, and when required to furnish a voucher, it ap- 
peared that he had paid only $300 for board, and these 
items are brought in to make up what he originally claimed 
credit for. Besides, I do not think the Government should 
allow such a postage bill when all official letters are sent 
free. The stationery at fitteen cents per day, for onv.bun- 
dred and fifty days, indicates that he was engaged all. that 
time, Sundays included, in writing. To have written up 
so much paper, allowing $2 50 for ink and pens, he must 
have consumed ten reams of paper, which I consider 
extravagant.” 

That is the amount he trumped up here while 
‘in Washington, boarding here at the expense of 
| the Government, and neglecting his duty in Ore- 
| gon, where the Indians were troublesome to the 
settlers. He was trying to get more money out 

of the Treasury. Then the Auditor says: 

“T'he other charge-of ten dollars is too Indefinite.” : 

The charges in question were. finally allowed 
by the Second Comptroller.: ` er E 

Now, notwithstanding this. indorsement, this 
‘man hung on as he has done here, running after 
every Senator, visiting him at his rooms, teasing 
him until he promises to vote forit. That isthe 
way he has been getting money out of the Treas- 
ury ever since he was sent to Oregon; until, as 
I said before, at the Indian office they would rather 
see anybody in the world than this man Dart. 

Now, Mr. President, I want a vote on this ques- 
tion. I want to know whether Senators who.the 
other day refused to give the volunteers twelve 
dollars a month for services rendered in defend- 
ing the settlers, who could-not open. their hearts 
enough to pay those men twelve dollars a month, 
are now ready to give thisman $1,500 a year over 
and above the salary that was fixed by law when 
he entered on the duties of his office. I want tò 
know whether it is the intention of the Senate to 
discriminate between the good people of Oregon 
and this man, whose purpose it is to filch money 
from the Treasury. {Í stated before, sir, that he 
was only in the ‘Territory of Oregon twenty-one 
months and a few days. That was all the service 
he rendered in that Territory; yet, under this bill, 
he will have pay for three years, and get $4,500 


paid ‘as well as his salary 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
l 
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salary,in addition to the amount received by him, 
according to the salary fixed by law. Besides, 
he will get, under the bill, all the claims that have 
been suspended—#3,000, or more—I do not know 
how much; God only knows the extent of them. 
Here will be sight or ten thousand dollars for his 
twenty-one months’ service. 

I will not discuss it further. I leave it to the 
Senate to say whether this man shall have this 
money. As I have shown, General Palmer pe- 
titioned for the same increase, and certainly the 
same increased salaries should be given to others 
who served at least as faithfully as this man. I 
hope that my amendment will be adopted; for it 
provides for all alike. It puts the honest and the 
dishonest on the same footing. It does justice to 
those gentlemen who have performed the duties, 
and now live in Oregon, who were always at 
their posts. and never seeking to get more than 
the law allowed them. I hope there will be no 
discrimination, and that these gentlemen will 
have the justice extended to them by giving to 
each of them the same salary which you allow 
to this man. š 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask the Senate to come 
now, if we.can, to a vote on this bill, and that we 
dispose of it. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 13, noes 
24. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on ordering the bill to be read a third 
time. 

Mr. LANE. I movetoamend the bill by strik- 
ing out all of it that relates to salary, and then 
give hima chance to come in with his new claims, 
under a law authorizing a readjustment; and I 
hope, as the Senate have declined raising the sal- 
ary of others to the same amount that is provided 
by the bill, they will strike out all the bil that 
relates to the increased salary. {call for the yeas 
and nays. : 

: Mr. SEBASTIAN. Tam very glad to see the 
Senator put the question in that way, because it 
tests the merits of the bill, If the amendment be 


adopted, it of course leaves buta fragment behind.. 


That touches the merits of the case. F hope the 
friends of the bill will stand by it and not agree 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there not a special order 
now-—an appropriation bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The legisla- 
tive, exceutive, and judicial appropriation bill is 
the unfinished business of yesterday, 

Several Senarons. Let us vote on this bill. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. We only want to take the 
vote on this. 1 hope the Senator from Virginia 
will allow us to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is upon the amendment moved by the Senator 
from. Oregon, to strike out of the bill all that por- 
tion relative to the increased salary. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate is ready to vote, 
I have nothing to say. If it is not, {f think we 
ought to take up the appropriation bill. [* Let 
ns vote.’?] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon, on which the yeas and nays have been 
asked. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, 
Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Nieholson, Polk, Powell, 
Saulsbury, Slidell, Wigfall, and Yulec— 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Coliamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hamlin, Hartan, Hemphill, Kennedy, 
Mallory, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—27. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Before the question is taken on 
the passage of the bill, I wish to say a few words. 
This is the inauguration of a new policy, allow- 
ing a retrospective salary, and giving a man who 
accepted an office with a fixed salary an increase 
of salary; and if it is applicable to this case it is 
applicable to every other. It has been very rare 
in my experience 

Mr. HUNTER, Itis evident that this bill is 
to be debuted, I hope we shall get up the appro- 
priation bill, and go on with it. T have not inter- 


i tee on Indian Affairs of this bod 


fered with the morning hour. This is business 
of the morning hour. It is now after twelve 
o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order must be taken up if it be insisted upon. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move to postpone the 
special order for a few minutes. Certainly, when 
we have so nearly got through with a difficult 
and tedious matter, we shall best economize time 
by devoting the few minutes necessary to finish 
it. Ido notintend myself to open my lips this 
morning, though I have had provocation enough 
to do it. f 

Mr. HALE. | Say ten minutes. 

Mr. HUNTER. ` Postpone this bill, and fix it 
for half past eleven o’clock to-morrow morning. 
Evidently ten minutes now will not suffice. If 
postponed until to-morrow morning, the vote can 
then be taken. 

Mr. FITCH. I must object to fixing to-mor- 
row for it, because I desire then to call up the 
printing bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas submit a motion in reference 
to the special order? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I submit a distinct motion 
to postpone the special order for ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—ayes twenty-cight; noes not counted. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwasabouttoremark thatseldom, 
in my experience, has it been found otherwise 
than that an officer, after enjoying his position 
for a short time, believed his salary too low. If 
his office is temporary, his first object after getting 
it is to make it permanent, and the next to raise 
the salary. As stated by the Senator from Ore- 
gon, who has investigated this subject—which I 
admit I have done to but a very small extent— 
the other persons similarly situated to this offi- 
cer whose claim is before us, are recommended 
in like terms by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and are alike applicants for an increase of 
salary. I infer from his remarks they ought to 
have the preference. I am an exception to the 
rule the Senator has stated, when he said that the 
claimant has been boring all the Senators. He 
has not bored me. Ido not know him, and am 


indebted to him for never having asked me | 


to vote for his bill; he has never troubled me 
with it; but I think it wrong in principle. He 
had his option, when the office was tendered 
to him, to accept it or decline it. If he had de- 
clined it, I doubt not we should have found some 
other person equally competent to perform its 
duties, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, Will the Senator allow me 
a word? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I merely wish to ask the 
Senator if he remembers the statement I gave yes- 
terday of the exceptional circumstances under 
which this oficer accepted this office, which took 
it out of the general rule? He was not satisfied 
with the salary, and the officers of the Govern- 
ment here promised to have it raised; and he went 
under that assurance, showing that it was not 
enough at the time, and no person recognized it 
as enough. I stated these circumstances, and 
acknowledged the soundness of the general prin- 
ciple. I brought forward the evidence to show 
that there were particular circumstances that took 
this case out of the general rule. I presume the 
Senator from Mississippi has forgotten my state- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS. The question returns to the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas whether that is on record. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It isamong the files in the 
office of the Commissionerof Indian Affairs. This 
assurance was given by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, and by the chairman of the Commit- 

y at that time, 
General Atchison. : 

Mr. DAVIS. Do I understand the Senator 

to say that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 


and the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs, as a condition on which this individual 


accepted the appointment, agreed to raise his sal- 


ary? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will state that they could 
not agree to it, and did not agree to it; but the 
then Commissioner of Indian Affairs said the sal- 
ary was fixed at $2,500 by mistake; that the in- 
tention was to raise itto $4,000; and that he would 


make that recommendation; which he did. The j 


i 


then chairas of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs of this body, General Atchison, of Missouri, 
promised to move an amendment in the Senate, 
which he neglected todo, as he says upon record, 
and in consequence of that the omission was 
made.. As soon as this officer found out that 


-there was no prospect of raising it, he resigned 


the office. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not see that the statement 
of the Senator from Arkansas makes out a case. 
It appears that the officer wanted a higher salary; 
that his friends wanted to get a higher salary for 
him. Ifthe Senator will point me to an instance 
in the Government where the same fact does not 
exist, I shall be obliged to him. Let him point 
out one man who does not want his salary raised, 
orone man whose friends do not desire it. If that 
be the universal rule, why this exception? The 
Senator from Oregon offered this, morning an 
amendment to put others upon the same footing 
who were in like circumstances; but it was voted 
down—voted down by the friends of this special 
bill. 

But the Senator from Arkansas, in his argument 
in connection with this matter—for I always listen 
to him, and recollected his remark; if he had not 
repeated it, I should not have neglected it—endeav~ 
ored to prove yesterday that this would not be a 
precedent. Why not? After the officer has ceased 
to serve the Government, we are asked to recon- 
sider the question of the salary which was fixed 
when he accepted his appointment, and to increase 
the salary: that is the proposition. There is no 
plea that any extraordinary services were ren- 
dered. As far as that attempt has been made, it 


| has been answered by the Senator from Oregon, 


who shows that the only thing exceptional in his 
service was his absence from his post, and the 
only extraordinary feature in his allowance was 
an amount of postal claim which I think was as- 
tonishing. Unless he was the editor of a daily 
newspaper; Tcan hardly understand how he wrote ` 
so much, and how he had such a large account 
for postage. It is a precedent for every case where 
an officer chooses to come after a lapse of years 
and ask that an extraordinary allowance be made; 
my experience, I will say, is, that those who are 
the least useful to the Government are those who 
are most importunate for increase of salary and 
extraordinary allowances. They have plenty of 
leisure on hand to spend in besetting Congress for 
an increase of malay, and for making extraordi- 
nary allowances in their favor. But the argument 
made, as I understand it, by the Senator yester- 
day, was, that we were not to make an allowance 
to others, because they had notasked forit. This, 
sir, is truly encouraging to those who advocate the 
sacred right of petition. Alla man has to do, then, 
to show that the Government should pay him 
money, is to beset Congress and press upon them 
importunately, like the widow of the Holy Book, 
that they may give him more money for an office 
which at first, I suppose, he was equally impor- 
tunate to get! 

The expense of living in Oregon and California 
was high, certainly, as stated by the Senator. 
That consideration belongs to every civil officer 
who resided there. It may be that we should 
except this case, which, according to the Senator 
from Oregon, was that of an officer residing in 
Washington city. A very little portion of the 


i| time for which heclaims extraordinary allowances 


was spent in Oregon, according to the statement 
of the Senator from Oregon. If he was not there, 
the extraordinary price of living in Oregon does 
not seem to have any bearing on his case, ` But 
he was here, it seems, and had his traveling ex- 
penses for coming here, and extraordinary allow- 
ances for staying here. i 
Really, Mr. President, this is the mostextrava- 
gant claim on the liberality of Congress which E 
have ever seen. If the character of the service 
rendered had been of so highly meritorious a char- 
acter as to make this officer an exception to all 
others of his class; if he had encountered toil and 
danger, in preventing Indian warfare on the bor- 
ders; if he had exposed his person by remaining 
at his post among hostile Indians, I should have 
been more ready to believe he had need for extraor- 
dinary expenses. His service to the public would 
have been a claim sufficient to command a favora- 
bleregard. But when his servicesseem to have been 
in Washington, and in the usc of reams of paper; 
in traveling, and getting paid for traveling; in not 
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: ‘ ‘re 
being among the Indians; and all the claim is, |i 


that his expenses were above his salary, I, for | 
one, can never consent to grant il, and should 

esteem it the most dangerous and mischievous 

precedent I have known the Senate to set. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The question 
is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed, 

Mr. LANE. I hope the Senate will not refuse 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - It is too late. 
The Chair paused, for the purpose of seeing 
whether any one called for the yeas and nays, 
before the result was announced. 

Mr. LANE. I move a reconsideration. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Oregon was | 
out for an instant. I hope the Senate will allow 
the yeas and nays to be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. By unanimous 
consent, the question can be taken by yeas and 


nays. 

. Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we shall take the 
vote by yeas and nays, and be done withit. [No 
objection.” ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 
again put the question upon the passage of the 
bill. Upon this question the yeas and nays are 
called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG. Before the vote ıs taken, I de- 
sire simply to say that I have paired off on this | 
bill with the Senator from Florida, (Mr. MAL- 
Lory.) Lam opposed to it, and he would vote 
for it. $ ; 

The question being taken by ycas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 20; as follows: 

YERAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Hate, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Kennedy, | 
Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Toombs. Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—27. 

WAY S—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Chesnut, Cling- j 
man, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, į 
Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Mason, Pearce, Powell, Sauls- 
bury, Slidell, ‘Thomson, and Yulee—20. 

So the bill was passed. 

SCHOOL OF ART. 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall go on with 
‘the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BROWN. With the permission of the 
Senator from Virginia, I desire to take up a bill 
which has passed both Houses, with a view of 
concurring in an amendment of the House of Rep- 


It is rather too late to call 


resentatives. It is the bill in reference to the art ; 
association. oes . | 

Mr. HUNTER. If it will take no time, I give 
way. 


dtheamendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 187) to in- 
corporate the National Gallery and School of Arts | 
in the District of Columbia. The amendment is, 
to add at the end of the bill, as an additional sec- 
tion: 

And be it further enacted, That it shall not be lawful for 
the corporation hereby created to adopt any system of lot- 
tery or chances as a means of making a revenue or in dis- 
tributing any works of art, 

Mr. BROWN. Imove thatthe Senate concur 
in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DAILY RECESS. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Ifthe Senator from Virginia 
has no objection, Í desire to call up the resolution | 
which I offered yesterday, providing for a recess 
from four to six’ o'clock daily for the remainder 
of the session. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing order, which was yesterday submitted by Mr. 
SLIDELL: 


The Secretary rea 


Ordered, That for the residue of the session, the “Senate 
will take a recess from four to six o'clock, p. m, daily. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope that will not be adopted. 
T have but to renew the objection, whichI stated 


yesterday, to a recess. I think we shall usually 
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| tion. ldo not think it 1s becoming in the Senate to 


| more danger of indiscreet legislation at six or 


| from Ohio moves to take up Senate bill No. 164, 


do less bysiness by that course than we should 
do if we xémained here continuously for the same 
length of time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on agreeing to the order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 1 object decidedly to, this 
motion for a recess. Most of the bad legislation 
of the country has been made at night; and if all 
night legislation could be knocked off the statutes, 
we should get rid of a great deal of useless legisla- 


have nightmeetings. By thelawsof the old Roman 
Senate, any decree passed after sundown was 
invalid; and that was long before the discovery 
of alcohol. Ido not think we ought to legislate 
here after sundown. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Iam perfectly aware of the 
danger of night sessions; but I think there is still 


seven o’clock in the evening, when there is barely 
a quorum of the Senate present. Experience has 
proved that we can hardly keep a quorum here 
after the usual dinner hour. I wish it were dif- 
ferent; L wish it were notas itis; but we must 
deal with things as they are. 

Mr. HUNTER, Let us have the question. 

The order proposed by Mr. Suey wasagreed | 
to—ayes 20, noes 17. 

THE SLAVE TRADE. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now, I hope we shall pro- | 
ceed with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PUGH. I move to take up the bill relat- 
ing to the Africans at Key West, which has been 
returned to us from the House with two amend- 
ments of two lincs each. 

Mr. HUNTER. When that cames up, I know 
there will be debate. I hope the Senate will not 
take it up now, but will let me get on with the 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Senator 


to amend an act entitled An act in addition to 
the acts prohibiting the stave trade.” 
The motion was not agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 339) 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- | 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Mr. HUNTER, 
which I think will facilitate business very much. 
When I have been hard pressed, I have had per- 
mission from the Senate, three or four times in my 
experience, to do what I am now about to pro- 
pose. I suggest that the Senate allow the bill to 
be at once reported from the Committce of the 
Whole, and then any amendment which Sen- 
ators desire to make can be proposed in the Sen- 
ate, and we shall have but one vote on them. As; 
we have been doing business heretofore, we vote 
twice on every amendment that any member has 
an interest in. I ask, by general consent, that | 
the bill be reported to the Scnate, and then let 
Senators offer any amendment they choose; giv- 
ing one chance, but not two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
unanimous consent to change the rule in that re- 
spect, The Chair hears no objection. The bill | 
will be reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now let the amendments of 
the Finance Gommittee be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- į 
ments of the Committee on Finance, the first of 
which was in line forty-eight, in the appropria- 
tions for the various officers of the Senate, to mm- 
sert, “ Chaplain, $750,” and increase the aggre- 
gate from $78,914 to $79,664. 

Mr. HUNTER. Thatismerely to provide for 
the change in our system of Chaplains; to provide 


I wish to submit a motion, | 


: + ‘A 3 
insert, among the items for contingent exp 
of the Senate: TO 
For jithographing and engraving, $30,000. sei 
| Mr. HUNTER. That is the ainount estimated 
l as necessary for lithographing and engraving re- 
quired by tlie Senate. The House strack it all 
out and put nothing in at all for it, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment. was to insert, after line 
sixty-six, among the appropriations for the con- 
tingent expenses of the Senate: : 

For the usual additional compensation to the reporters 
of the Senate to the Congressional Globe, for reporting the 
proceedings of the Senate for the second séssion of the 
hirty-Sixth Congress, @800 each, $3,200, ù 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ob- 
jection to this amendment? The Chair hears 
none. It is agreed to. 


The next was after line seventy-four, among 
the appropriations for the Senate contingent ex- 
penses, to insert: 

For expenses of the heating, 
apparatus, $12,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
hears no objection to this amendment. It is 
agreed to. : 
` The next amendment was.on page 8, lines one 
hundred and eighty-five and one hundred and’ 
eighty-six, to strike out ‘ $11,514,” and insert: 

Seven thousand nine hundred dollars. And the joint res- 
olution, approved the lth February, 1854, and-that part of 
the act approved 3d March, 1855, entitled “ An act making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government, for tc year ending the 30th June, 1856, and 
for other purposes,” authorizing the said superintendent to 
increase the force in his office by the employment of two 
additional clerks, and fixing their compensation, shall ‘be, 
and are hereby, repealed. 

So that the clause would read: : 

For compensation of the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing, aud the clerks and messenger in his office, $7,900. And 
the joint resolution, approved the 10th February, 1854, &e. 

Mr. FITCH. [apprehend the Committee on 
Finance were inerror in offering that amendment. 
The object was to dispense with some of thè cler- 
ical force in the Superintendent’s office, doubtless. 
That is correct in part; but it goes still further, 
and it reduces the salary of the Superintendent 
to $2,500. . À À 

Mr. HUNTER. We have modified it. 
_ Mr. FITCH. I refer to the provision as I find 
it in the pristed bill before me. g i 

Mr. HUNTER. Ithas been modified si 
Lask the Secretary to read that modification. 

i The Secretary read the modified amendment, 
which is to strike out, in lines one hundréd and 

eighty-five and one hundred and eighty-six, the, 

words ‘¢$11,514,” and in lieu thereof insert: 

Nine thousand seven hundred and fourteen dollars ; and 
that hereafter the Superintendent of Public Printing shall 
not be allowed to employ more than three clerks in his 
office. 

So as to make the clause read: é 

For compensation of the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing, and the clerks and messenger in bis office, $9,714; and 
that hereafter the Superintendent of Public Printing shalt 
not be allowed to employ more than three clerks in his 
i office. 

j g 
| Mr. HUNTER. kt only reduces the appro- 
| priation for one clerk. 


| Mr. FITCH. I believe the effect of that will 


enses. 


ventilating, arid lighting 


nce, 


|| be to leave the salary of the Superintendent and 


Í three clerks as it now is. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes sir. 
Mr. FITCH. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 
hundred and seventy-five, tostrikeout 
and insert: : 

One hundred and thirty-two thousand six hundred and 
forty dollars. And that the twenty-nine clerks, now trans- 
ferred by the Secretary of the Treasury from the Third 
Auditor's office to other bureaus of the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment, shall be permanently transferred to those offices,and 
taken from that of the Third Auditor; but nothing herein 
contained shall be so construed as to take fram the several 
peads of Departments the power ta transfer clerks tempo- 
rarily from one office or bureau to another, 


| 


12, line two 
893,243, 


i 
| 
i 
} 
| 


the salary for the Chaplain. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was after line fifty-one to 


So that the clause will read: 
For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the clerks, 


$152,040. Aud that the twenty-nine clerks, now 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, geii -i Eo 
Mr. HUNTER. The explanation of that 
amendment is this: in the original law classify- 
ing the clerks, a certain number was assigned to 
each office. Congress assigned ‘at that time,‘ bet 
cause it was necessary on account of the bounty 
land laws, to the Third Auditor a certain number 
mentioned here... ‘There -was power. given, how- 
ever, to the head of the Department, to trans- 
fer. them .from, one bureau to. another. 


transferred 


from one bureau to another, and hence there has 
been no extra clerk asked for.in the Treasury De- 
partment, I believe, since, with the exccption of 
three that were necessary to carry out the Treas- 
ury note law which we passed. With that ex- 
ception, there has been no extra or additional 
clerk asked since the classification. The Third 


Auditor, however, not liking to have so many. 


clerks charged- to. his bureau who really were:not 
employed there, addressed a letter asking that the 
classification should :be changed. to: that extent. 
We have accordingly done so. : We have changed 
the classification, made these tlerks permaneutin 
.the bureaus where they now are, and restored the 
number. The House, Í presume, misunderstand- 
ing the. number, supposed they were Supernu- 
meraries, and struck out the twenty-nine clerks 
altogether.. We have restored them. They are 
indispensable. This only changes the classifica- 
hon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there ob- 
jection to this amendment? The Chair hears 
none. z 

Thé amendment was agreed to. 


. The next amendment was, after line three hun- 
dred and ninety-six, to insert: - 


To enable the Seeretary of the Interior to carry into | 


effect the act’ approved the 16th May, 1860, creating an 
additional lind district in Washington Territory, $8,000. 


Mr. HUNTER. Thatis in pursuance of esti- 


mate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ob- 
jection to this amendment? The Chair hears 
none. It js agreed ‘to. l 

_ The next amendment was, after line four hun- 
dred and four, to insert: l , 

For compensation of five extra clerks employed in the 
Indian Office, under acts of August 5, 1854, and March 3, 
1655, and under appropriations made from year to year, 
$7,000.00: i 

Mr. HUNTER. Thescare called extra clerks. 
There were seven of them, All of them were 
stricken out by the House. We inquired, and 


found that they were necessary, with the excep- | 


tion of two. We restored five and left out two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objec- 
tion to this amendment? The Chair hears none. 
Tt is'agroed to. , 

The. next amendment was on page 28, line six 
hundred and sixty-eight, to strike out “815,009,” 
and insert, ‘* engineer, (for steam engines,) labor- 
ers, and repairs of furniture, $25,000;”’ so that the 
clause will read: i 

For blank books, binding, and stationery, tuel for the 
General Post Oflice building, including the Auditor's office, 
oil, gas, and ‘candles, printing, day watchman, and for mis- 


cellaneous. items, for repairs of the General Post Office 
building, for oflice furniture, glazing, painting, whitewash- 


ing, and for. keeping the fire-places and furnaces in order,. 


engineer, (for steam engines,) laborers, and repairs of fur- 
niture, $25,000. Wee : 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there. ob- 
jection to. this-amendment?. : The Chair hears 
none. It is agreed to. : 

The next amendment was'in page 33, lines 
seven hundred and eighty-six and seven hundred 
and eighty seven, to strike out the word “ statis- 
tics” and insert “‘ statutes,” so that the clause 
will read: 

For the purchase.of deficient State reports and statutes 
for the office of the Attorney General, $500. 

Mr. HUNTER. Thatis merely averbalamend- 
ment, : : 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair | 


hears no o 
agreed to, 
The next amendment was, after line eight hun- 
dred and seventy-three, to insert; 
For compensation of the Auxiliary Guard, and for fuel, 


oil, and lamps, and for twenty policemen, to be appointed 
in the same manner as the Auxiliary Guard, $32,400, 


bjection to. the amendment. It is 


ot, adsistant:-messenger, and laborers.in his office, 


The head. 
of..the Department accordingly.did transfer.them. 


——. 


Mr. HUNTER... "This is an appropriation omi 
the Finance | 
‘Committee, for the Auxiliary Guard ‘here. i 


It is agreed to. 


ted by the House, and restored b 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objec- 
tion to this amendment?. ‘The Chair hears pone. 
The next amendment was, to strike out 
ond section, in the following words: ` i 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no part of the 


amount appropriated by any act of Congress shall be trans- 
ferred to or used for any branch: of expenditure: than ‘that 


for which it may be specifically appropriated ; and that the’ 


twenty-third section of the act cntitled “An act legalizing 
and. making: appropriations. for such necessary objects as 
have been usually included in the general appropriation, 
bills, without authority of law, and to fix and provide for 
certain incidental expenses of the departments and ofiices 
of the Government, and for other purposes,? approved 26th 
August, 1842, is hereby repealed.” awe 

Mr. HUNTER: That second section, as it 
stands in the bill, proposes a-radical change in 
the laws regulating. the working of the Executive 
Departments. . The Committee on Finance did 
not believe such a change would work well. It 
is a subject which has attracted the attention of 
Congress for some eight-or ten years. past; and 


they have been constantly restricting the power | 


of the Departments in regard to transfers, until 


they have restrained them as far as we think is | 
On consultation with some of the heads | 


proper, 
Ve Dupaemnnata: I, for one, was convinced that 
there would be danger in making so radieal a 
change as this; and accordingly the committee 
recommend that the section be stricken out. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
would be perfectly safe and proper to adopt the 
provision incorporated by the House in this bill 
on this subject; and it is my duty to calla little 
more attention to the facts: It isa provision that 
has been insisted on by some of us for several 
years, to puta stop to the power of the Depart- 
ments to transfer sums apppropriated for one 
purpose to be used for other purposes. I do not 
apprehend from this provision the danger or the 
inconvenience which the Senator from Virginia 
does. It ig already applicable, I think, to the 
Navy Department. 


Mr. PEARCE. By special statute. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, by special statute; | 


and Ido not know that ithas been found to work 
any evil there. Atany rate, there has been no 
disposition shown and no attempt made to restore 
it. The House has come to the conclusion now, 
and not for the first time, that it is best to make 
the provision general, and restrict all the Depart- 
ments to the use of the appropriations for pur- 
poses for which they are appropriated, without a 
power to transfer thematall. Ihave myself been 
in favor of it at the previous periods when it has 
been proposed. I think we had better have the 
yeas and nays upon it. My own opinion is that 
we had better.concur with the action of the House 
in this respect. i 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill state that the power to 
transfer is very limited now under the existing 
laws. It is chiefly to be found in the War De- 
partment, where it has.always been supposed to 
be indispensable. The effect of preventing these 
transfers entirely, I apprehend, will turn-out to 
be that we shall make larger appropriations than 


otherwise would be necessary. The system of | 


specific appropriations has its recommendations 


and its advantages; but there isa medium in all | 


things. . If there is no power to transfer, and if 
everything is to be specific, the consequence is, 
that the Departments will estimate for what they 
are sure will be enough under each head, and the 
gross sum of the estimates will be larger in that 
way than if they were allowed a limited power 


to transfer; and as one proof of it, E will state the | 


history of the legislation on this subject in regard 
to the Navy Department. At one time it was 


abolished entirely; but during the pendency of | 
the Mexican war, when it was difficult to provide | 


funds, and the Treasury was strained to find the 


means of carrying on the war, Congress restored | 
the power of transfer for a limited time; and the | 
reason for so doing was that, by restoring it, the | 


Departments could get along with a less amount 


of appropriation than if we had to appropriate | 


what was certainly enough under each head. But, 


sir, it will be for the Senate, to do as they think | 


proper. I have given them what is the result of 
my examination and experience for whatever it 
may be worth; and what is still better, I have 


|i time the į 


I am of opinion that it: 


~~ June 13, 

| consulted the. heads o Departments, who..seem, 
; to think that, to the extent it now exists, it would 
“be very-inconvenient if it were abolished. 
; Mr. PEARCE. This subject was very much 
i discussed in the. Senate in the year 1852, at which 
i ver of transfer in the Navy Depart- 
ment’ was wholly repealed; and by referring to 
thé legislation of that ‘year, the’ Senate will see 
how very largely the power has been restricted 
in all other cases: ‘T recollect that the subject was 
much discussed by the Senator from Virgina and 
myself, and“finally, by agreement, the provision 
of the law’ as it now stands was adopted. I beg 
leave to read it. This ts the act of 1852: 

& That all acts or parts of acts authorizing the President 
of the United States orthe Secretary of the proper Depart- 
ment, under his direction, to transfer any portion of the 
moneys appropriated fora particular branch of expenditure 
in that Department, to be applied.to another branch of ex- 
penditare in the same Departunent, be, and are hereby, so 
|| far as relates to the Departinent of War, repealed; and no 
|| portions of the moneys appropriated by this act shall be ap- 
|| plied to the payment of any expenses incurred prior to the 
tj dst day of July, 1852. But nothing herein contained shal} 
be so construed as to prevent the President from authoriz- 
ing appropriations for the st ence of the Army, tor for- 
| age, tor. the medical, and Dospital department, and for the 
i| quartermaster’s department, to be applied to any of the 


i] above-mentioned branches of expenditure in the same De- 
| partment; and appropriations made for a specific object for 
one fiscal year shall not be transferred to any other object 
after the expiration of that year? -` 

It was supposed, sir, to be inconsistent with 
the proper management and support of an army 
in the field, to withdraw this power of transfer 
altogether from the President. It is very mani- 
fest that the movement of troops may be very 
unexpected at the time the appropriations are 
made; and the appropriations which are sufficient, 
or more than sufficient, for one branch of the ser- 
vice, may be entirely insufficient for another 
‘branch of that service. The quartermaster’s.de- 
partment may require more subsistence, more 
‘| forage; and so, because of the unforeseen contin- 
gencies which may affect the necessities of the ser- 
vice, and absolutely require some such power of 
transfer, this reservation was made in behalf of 
the War Department. I do not recollectexactly 
how far they are restricted in the Department of 
the Interior and other Departments; but I know 
that the restriction is very large; that they have 
very little, if any, discretion in that matter; butin 
the War: Department, if we are te have troops 
f anywhere else than in garrison—if they are to be 
| in motion; if unexpected expeditions ‘are to be 
| made; if a sudden Indian .war arises—it seems to 
be very necessary that this power of transfer 
should remain in the Executive. That was a very 
slight exception from the restrictions put upon the 
Executive in this regard. I confess I thought it 
| was better to leave it as it was established under 
i the act of 1852, and I think so now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. One word in reply. The 
inconvenience suggested by the Senator from 
Maryland may sometimes possibly occur. In 
lime of peace, however, it would not be likely to 
be of any very serious extent. I think, with the 
experience we have had, it would be better to run 
the risk of that inconvenience, than to subject 
ourselves to the constant abuses that may arisc, 
such as have arisen, in using a surplus of money 
which may present itself in one particular head, 
for purposes for which it is not appropriated. It 
is very casy to find grounds or modes of spending 
a surplus of an appropriation if there is a dispo- 
sition to do so; and that that has manifested itself 
recently in many very striking’ instances, 1 sup- 
ji pose nobody can doubt, 1 think we had better 
run the risk of the inconvenience at the present 
time, than to subject ourselves to a kind of sys- 
[tem which, I think, has been adopted of late in 
one of the Departments, at least. 

Mr. PEARCE. T have not heard of any great 
j abuses recently—none sinee the passage of this 
act, J do not recollect to have seen the report 
which is annually made.of transfers; but if there 
| are such abuses, 1 hope they will be specified. 

hey may satisfy me, and change my vote, 

Mr. DAViS, [do not know, Mr. President, 
what construction is given to the language which 
ishereemployed. If by the words * forany branch 
of expenditure than that for which it may be spe- 
cially appropriated,” jt is meant that the appro- 
i| priafion for forage shall not be transferred to the 
|l account, of transportation, or the reverse; that an 
| appropriation for fuel and quarters must he kept 
ii distinct; that no part of the allowance for fue! may 
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be transferred to quarters, or the reverse, it would 
be embarrassing to the Department. “F will state 
aease which will, perhaps, present it as plainly 
as itis in my powcr-to do. You make an appro- 
priation of a certain sum of money for forage, 
upon an estimate based upon the number ofdraught 
animals'at the timein service. You make another. 
appropriation for transportation, by an éstimate 
based upon the-amount of contracts existing at 
the time, or anticipated, for the transportation of 
public stores. Inthe course of the year it falls 
out that your contractors fail, and you are com- 
ehed to resort to the public transportation; that 
1s; to the draught: animals owned by the United 
States. The appropriation, then, upon the esti- 
mate which had been made for transportation 
would be in excess, and the appropriation upon 
the estimate made for forage would-vein deficiency. 
The right to transfer frum the one to the other is 
a mode of meeting contingencies which it is not in 
human foresight to anticipate. That is one of the 
cases. They are now very narrowly limited, by 
the act of 1820, to such transfers as it seems to me 
ean never do harm. Ido not think it would be 
proper to reduce it below the limit of the act of 
1820, which provides, in the Army and the Navy, 
for acertain amount of transfer,and which I donot 
believe would be interfered with by this language; 
because * branch of expenditure,” I take it, would 
relate to matters involved in the quartermaster’s 
department for transportation, for quarters, for 
barracks, for rent of sites, &c. If it be otherwise, 
it certainly would embarrass the Government, and 
devolve upon Congress the necessity of making 
appropriations upon estimates framed to cov@r 
contingencies which may arise, but which it was 
expected would not arise; as, for instance, trans- 
ortation for all the forage that would be required, 
if all the transportation was by public teams; and 
all: the transportation which would be required, 
if none of it was by public teams; thus making 
double appropriations. The act of 1820 provides 
that no contract shall be made except under a law 
authorizing it, or under an appropriation adequate | 
to its fulfillment, except contracts for subsistence 
and clothing of the Army and Navy. It goes on: 
«The President shall be authorized to directa portion of 
the moneys appropriated for any one of the following 
branches of expenditure in the military department, name- 
ly : for the subsistence of the Army, for forage, for the med- 
ical and hospital department, for the quartermaster’s de- 
partment, to. be applied to any other of the above-mentioned 
branches of expenditure in the same department; and that 
the President shall be also further authorized to direct a 
portion of the moneys appropriated for any of the follow- 
ing. branches of expenditure in the Navy Department, | 
namely: for provisions, for medicine and hospital stores, 
for repairs of vessels, for clothing, to be applied to any other 
of the above-mentioned branches of expenditure inthe same |] 
Department.” 


Mr. GRIMES. Is that the act of 1842, which 
is proposed to be repealed by this section? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; this-is the act of May || 
1, 1820, which limits the amount of transfer and |) 
the extent to which transfers may be made to || 
those subjects, which are so connected together 
that the swelling of one is the diminution of the 
other, where the transfers are properly made, if | 
the estimates do properly cover the wants of the 
current year. Within that limitation I should | 
be sorry to see the right of transfer taken away. 
Beyond that, I should be sorry to see it permitted. 

Mr. KING. I understand that the law now || 
authorizes a transfer of an appropriation from one || 
purpose to another, The bill, as it comes from | 
the House, repeals that authority; and it is now 
proposed to strike out that repealing clause. T| 
said the other day that F understood this authority | 
to use money appropriated for one_purpose, by 
transfer, to another, existed in the Departments, | 
ang I think that power has been abused. I think 
the'amendment ought not to prevail, and that the 
authority to transfer appropriations from one pur- 

osë to another ought not to exist. A practice 
Fas grown up here to use public money in that | 
way-in the Executive Departments. I think where | 
appropriations have been made by Congress, and | 
the use of money directed, it is the duty of the | 
Executive Departments to execute the law, and | 
not to interpose their discretion and use the money |) 
for other purposes. i 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘The Senator speaks of abuses | 
in transfer. I should like to know whether he || 
means abuses under the act of 1820, or outside i 
of it? 


Mr. KING. I mean by the practice of the De- i 


partments under the laws as they exist, whether |! 
inside or outside. ~~ oe pao 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not know about'any such 
practice. I think it would he but fair to the Sër- 
ate, if the abuse exists, that we should have some ` 
means of ascertaining it, so that; if the law is’ 
wrong, We can correct it. | £ ES aak 

Mr. KING. The`object of the bill’ coming 
from the House is to correct the law—to take away 
this authority. There is one case T can cite to the 
Senator from Mississippi. We had, some years 
ago, an act of Congress appropriating ‘money to 
build a post office and court-house at the village | 
in which 1 reside; not only appropriating the 
money to do it, but in terms directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to construct the building; 
bat nothing has been done. : 

Mr. DAVIS. That was not a transfer of an 
appropriation. That was a failure to erect a 
building. i i : 

Mr. KING. What became of the money that 
was appropriated? It went to something else. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; nobody can take money out 
of the Treasury except by anappropriation made 
by law; and if the money was not in the Treas- |! 
ury, of course, it could not have been taken out. 4 
If it was taken out foranything clse, it was taken 
out under some other appropriation, I apprehend. 

Mr. KING. The Department. was opposed to | 
constructing the building. Iam not disposed to 
renew the discussion about that matter which I 
had with the Senator from Georgia at the last ses- 
sion. He was opposed to the object of the law, | 
and said so frankly; but if this power is not 
wanted, repeal it. à 

Mr. TOOMBS. I can state to the Senator that 
he isentirely mistaken asto the defect in his case. 
That was a case where there was $60,000,000 of |; 
appropriations, and bat $50,000,000 in the Treas- | 
ury; and the only thing the Secretary of the | 
Treasury did was to discriminate which of the į 
objects of appropriation the $50,000,000 should | 
be devoted to. That is not the question here. 
The question here is, that where you have appro- 
priated to two or three objects, say in the Army, 
as stated by the Senator from Mississippi, and 
you have an excessin one and adeficiency in the 
other, the deficiency in the one shall be made up |' 
by the excess in the other. This power was 
closely examined into. It ranged much wider up | 
to 1842, and Congress then wisely passed an act |! 
limiting it, and restraining it to a very few of the | 
Departments, where experience had shown it was || 
absolutely necessary. On examination of the sub- 
ject, the Finance Committee did not think the 
restriction could be carried further. Itis certainly | 
wise to restrict the power to the utmost limits the 
public service will permit, J think it is so under | 
the existing laws. I think the Congress of 1842 | 
went thoroughly into many of these abuses, and | 
passed a good deal of good legislation. The Whig 
Congress of 1842 went into this subject, and | 
passed the law as it stands. They retrenched the | 
powers which existed in the different Depart 
ments that had been abused before that time, bat 
by the act of 1842 this power is now brought |! 
within the only limits within which I think it is | 
safe to work the Departments; though I would | 
leave no discretion in anything that could be prop- 
erly fixed by law. ea k, 

Mr. KING. My impression is that there has | 
been an extension of this power, by a clause in an | 
appropriation bill, since 1842, though T am not 
now able to refer to it. Tam sure that the sub- 
ject was: brought to my attention by a transaction 
jn one of the Departments, and I there understood | 
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that fact; but not having the particulars, I will | 
not undertake to state it. What I said was, that i 
a practice was growing up here for the Executive 
Departments to excreise their discretion, instead 
of executing the laws in relation to the objects for 
which appropriations are made: 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘That is not the point. ! 

Mr. KING. That is the very point L make. I i! 
dare say they would be very glad to get rid of 
that point; but it is the point in this case. 1 do 
not think the Executive Departments should have 
discretion to exceute or refuse to execute the laws, 
or to use money for any purpose than that for 
which it is appropriated, or not te use it at all. 
I woulda have the Executive Departments of the 
Government to execute the law, Thatis my idea | 
of their business. 


Mr. PEARCE. 


{ 


‘| think ‘the Senator is mis- | 


| it was provided: 


| the subs 
| and hospital department, and for thé quattennaster’s de- 


| they were ordered; and: being taken, resulte 


» Chesnut, Davis 


| Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sauisbury, Scbastian; Toom 


| Hale, Hamlin, King, Pagh, Seward, Simmons 


u him for his books. 


! so liberal this year, 


cen no enlarge 
but there 


p 
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be an extension.. At any rate, by what the: Son 
ator from Maryland says, there; has. been ana 
teration. 9) : a E 
Mr. HUNTER.: 
1842.. TNN eta 
Mr. DAVIS. The act of 1852 merely, define 
the original act of 1820, which in.general and i 
telligent terms contains the whole ‘subject... I 
1852, because exactly such an apprehension asthe: 
Senator from New York states was entertained. 


Ti has been: restricted. since. 


“ Nothing herein contained shail be so construed. &s- to > 
prevent the President from authorizing úppropriations for’ 
stenee of the Army; for forage, for the’ medical’ ` 


partment, to be applied to any other of the above-mens x 
tioned branches of expenditure in.the same Departments.. 
and appropriations made for a specific object for one fiscal” 
year, shall not be transferred to‘any other object after the 
expiration of that year.” j Me Figg A AA aee he 
It was contained really in the act of 1820: Gen- 
tlemen would not then understand it, and so they 
legislated. Se dics : sett reat 
Mr, PEARCE, ‘In the very same: year; page | 
104 of the same volume of the Statutes; the power 
to transfer in the Navy Department is totally prow 


| hibited. and repealed. - i 


Mr. KING. {would extend that prohibition“ < 
to the other Departments. °° A Ee 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Committee on Fi- 


| nance. 4 


Mr. BRAGG called for the ycas and nays, ani 


yeas 30, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown,’ 
, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Ham: 
mond, Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Jonson ofl 
nessee, Kennedy, Lanc; Latham, Mason, Nicholzon, ` 


and Yulce—30. i ey 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, ‘Clark, 
Dixon, Doolittle; Durked, Fessenden; Foot, Foster, Grimes; 
“Sumir, 


"Pen Eyek, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


- i oe 

Mr. HUNTER: Tam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to offer this amendment, which 
the Senator from Maryland will explain: 

In line seven hundred and ninety-nine, insert: ° p 

For one bundred and fifty copi¢s of volume tweħty-threè 
of Lloward’s Reports of Decisions of the Supreme Court of ` 
the United States, to be furnished by the reporter thereof 
to the State Department for distribution, according to exist- , 
ing laws, $750. - : eo : 

Mr. PEARCE. I will explain. .'The-reporter 
of the Supreme Court gets a compensation now * 
of $1,300 a year; and the condition attached to it, 
is that he shall furnish one, hundred and fifty. |, 
copies of the reports, assumed to be one volume < 
only cach year, to the State Department.» The 
decisions of the Supreme Court have been very: 


; voluminous this year, and the court have directed 


the reporter, as they have a right to do, to pub- 
lish two volumes; so that, at the price at which 


| the work sells, his compensation would not pay | 


{tis proper, manifestly, that-, 
he should be. compensated for the number of vol- -- 


i umes which he is now required ‘to furnish extras’ 


“ho act of Congress restricts ‘hint to five dollars. © 
a volume, and the committee have allowed. him, 


; five times one. hundred and fifty—750. This 


has occurred before, and Congress have allowed 

him $1,300, doubling his salary: but the Com- 

mittee on Finance thought proper not to be quite 

i but to confine the appropri- 

ation to the cost of the books. í 
‘Fhe amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I am instructed by the Com- 


i mittee on Finance to offer this amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, 


‘and ke is hereby, authorized to pay, out of the mmexpendeéd 


balance of appropriation for the war debt of the State of o 
California, made by the last section of the act. approved 


August 5, 1854, entitled “ An act making appropriation for 


| 


June 13, 


the support of the Army for the year ending the 30th of 
Juney1855,7? any outstanding’ and unpaid bonds and cou- 
pous issued by: said State forsaid war debt prior to the pas- 
sage of said act, but bearing date subsequent to the Ist day 
of January, 1854: Provided, That no payment shall be made 
beyond the unexpended amount of said appropriation now 
remaining i the Treasury.. fis aa ; 
‘Mr. PEARCE. ‘This provision has passed the 
Senate heretofore. By the act of August'5, 1854, 
Cohgressagreed to pay $925,000; being‘ the amount 
of the war bonds, as they Were called, of Califor- 
nia—expenses to` which that State had been put 
in Indian wars prior to that time.’ Congress;-by’ 
that ‘act, appropriated that sum°of money, but 
limited “the “application of it to the war’ bonds 
which had been issued, and bore date prior to the 
Ist of January, 1854. They supposed that all 
those bonds had been issued up to that date. “The 
fact turned out to be that a smal! ‘portion of the 
bonds. had not been issued until. after the Ist day 
of January, 1854; and therefore; under the direc- 
tion of the act of Congress of Angust 5, 1854, the 
Secretary of War could not pay them. ‘The whole 
of the money, therefore, has not been expended; 
part of jt'remains‘in the Treasury wnapplied ‘to | 
the objects for which itwas intended. The amount 
is small. “Phe “proposition now is only to pay 
those bonds which were issued. subsequently to 
January 1, 1854, but prior to the passage of the 
act'of August 5, 1854; and the provision now 
offered declares that they shalf'not be paidany 
further than.as there is.an unpaid balance of that 


fund appropriated by the act of 1854. 
The amendment was agreed to. ` 


Mr. HUNTER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Chair to be read. | °° 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That the President of the United States be, and hereby 
is, authorized, at any time within twelve months from the 
passage of this act, to borrow, ou-the credit of the United 
States, a sum not exceeding $21,000,000, or so.much thereof 
as, in his opinion, the exigencies ot the pubtic service may 
Tequire, to-be applied to the payment of appropriations made 
by law, and the balance of Treasury notes now outstanding, 
and no other purposes, in addition to the money received, 
or which may be received, into-the ‘Treasury from other 
sources: Provided, Thatthe proceeds ofthe stock to be issued 
under this law shall be used only for the purpose of reimburs- 
ing the Treasury lor Treasury notes redeemed, or for the re- 
demption of the same: 2nd provided further, That no stip- 
ulation, of contract shall be made 10 prevent the United 
States trom reimbursing any sum borrowed under the au- 
thority of this act at any time atter the expiration of five 
years from the. ist day of July next, by the United States 
giving threé months?’ notice, to be published in some news- 
paper published at the seat of Government, of their readi- 
ness to do so; and uo contract shall be made to. prevent the 
redemption of the same at any time atter the expiration of 
six years from the said Ist day of July next, without notice. 

Seo. —. And be it further enacted, That stock shall be 
issued for the amount so borrowed, bearing interest not 
exceeding six percentum per aunum ; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized, with the con- 
sentof the President, to cause certificates of ‘stock to be 
prepared, which shall be signed:by the Register, and seuled 
with the seal of the Treasury Department, for the amount 
80: borrowed, in favor of the parties lending the same, or 
their assigns, which certificates may be transferred on the 
books of the Treasury, under such regulations as may be 
estublished by the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, 
That no certificate shall be issued fora less sum than 
$1,000: And provided also, ‘Eat, whenever required, the 
Secretary of the Treasury may cause coupons of semi-an- 
nual interest payable thereon to be attached to certificates 
issued under this act ; and any certificate with such coupons 
of interest attached may be assigned and transferred by de- 
livery of the same, instead of being transferred on the books 
of the Treasury. vo 

Seo. —. And be it further enacted, ‘That before awarding 
said loan, the Secretary of the Treasury shal} cause to be 
inserted in two of the public newspapers of the city of 
Washington, and in one or more public newspapers in other 
cities of the United States, publie notice ‘that sealed pro- 
posats for such Joan will be received until a certain day, to 
be specified in such notice, not less than thirty days from | 
its first insertion in a Washington newspaper; and such 
notice shall state tbe amount of the loan, at what periods 
the money shall be paid, it by installments, and at what 
places. Such sealed proposals shall be opened, on the day 
appointed in the notice, in the presence of such persons as 
may'choose to attend, and the proposals decided by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, who shall accept the most favorable 
offered by responsible bidders ter said stock. And the said 
Secretary shall report to Congress, at the commencement 
of the next session, the amount of money borrowed under 
this act, andof whom and on what terms it shall have been 
obtained, with an abstract or brief statensent of all the pro- 
posals submitted for the same, distinguishing between those 
accepted and those rejected; with a detailed statement of 
the expense of making such loans: Provided, That no stock 
shall be disposed of at tess than its par value. i 

Sec. — And-he it further enacted, That the faita of the 
United States is hereby pledged for the due payment of the 
fnterest and the redemption of the'principal of said stack, 


Mr. HUNTER. I will state, in zegard to that j} 
amendment, with which tle Senate is probably |! 
familiar, thatitis the funding partof the tariffactas . | 


it passed the House of Representatives, with two 
exceptions. Theirs allowed the United States to 
redeem after two years, on giving notice. ` This 
proposes to. make the stock a five-years stock, 


and has some additional restrictions. The House. 


bill did not restrict the use of this money to fund- 


ing the Treasury notes; but allowed it to be used | 


for other purposes. We have introduced a re- 
striction to prevent the ‘Treasury. having acredit, 
not only on the loan, but on the Treasury notes 


too, making it a provision strictly to provide for 


the redempiion of the Treasuty notes that are out. 
The Treasury note bill authorized $20,000,000, 
The House have passed a loan for $21,000,000. 
We have taken theiramount. I do not know why 
they fixed it at $21,000,000, unless it was to fand 
thé outstanding interest. That was the sum as it 
came to us, and. we just took their bill with these 
amendments; and t will now go on to explain 
why we think it ought to be appended to this bill 
at this time. 

Mr. President, it is obvious to all that some- 
thing like this must pass, whether we pass the 


tariff bil or not. That.itis essential, even if you | 


pass the tariff,is proved by the fact that the House 
sent it up with their tariff bill. If we do not pass 
the tariff, still it will be essential, in order to pre- 
vent the Treasury from finding itself unable to re- 
deem the Treasury notes if they should be thrown 
in upon it. Now, sir, we have the assurance of 
the Secretary, of the Treasury, that if we give him 
this authority, he will be able to go through with 
his present resources, Certain itis, that he can 
be in no difficulty before we meet again on the 
first Monday in December—and it is to that month 
that we shall hereafter propose to postpone the 


consideration of the tariff bill—if he is protected | 


against being run upon for the Treasury notes. 

Upon looking to his estimates, I have become 
convinced that if he be fortified with some such 
provision as this, the probability is that there will 
be Sa Se enough not only to pay the current 
expenditures of the year and the interest upon the 
public debt—that is to say within the amount for 
which he estimated—but even to cover a portion 
of the additions which we have made in our appro- 
priation bills. All, however, that he has under- 
taken to say is, that if Congress keep within his 
estimates, and give him the means of protecting 
the Treasury against the run of these Treasury 
notes, he will be able to carry on the Government 
with the means which he will be likely to receive. 
Upon examining his report, I think there is good 
reason to believe that to this extent his estimates 
will turn out to be coreect. 

I find, taking the two years together, that his 
estimates of the receipts for this year will proba- 
bly fall short $3,377,000; that is to say, instead of 
receiving $75,384,541, he will probably receive 
$72,007,423. We have the actual reccipts of three 
quarters, and the estimated receipts of the last 
quarter, and that estimate made.on the Ist of June, 
1 find that his estimated receipts from miscella- 
neous sources, lands, and customs, for next year, 
are $66,225,000, making the sum total of receipts 
in the two years $138,232,423. His estimate of 
expenditures for this year, including the deficien- 


cies in the Post Office Department—and in that | 
has been included some four and a half million of | 


old debt—is $71,363,683. That seventy-one mil- 
lion includes about four anda half million of mere 
technical. expenditure; that is to say, Treasury 
notes redeemed. J call it a technical expenditure, 
because, when you redeem the note, you have the 
power to reissue it; and to.the extent to which 
you deplete the Treasury, on the one hand, you 
strengthen it on the other. 


$71,363,683. His estimate of expenditure for the 
next fiscal year is $66,714,928; and in that esti- 
mate he includes $12,262,452 of outstanding bal- 
ances of appropriation; but he-does not calculate 


for any outstanding balances of appropriations | 
Now, we all know that the | 


for the next year. 
outstanding balances are aboutthe same one year 
as another; and not only that, but we know there 
must necessarily be outstanding balances, because 


| the expenses of the last quarter of the year are, 


to a great extent, paid in the succeeding quarter. 
If, therefore, we deduct from his estimate of ex- 


penditure $66,714,928, his own estimate of out- ; 
|, standing balances, it would Jeave an expenditure 


for ihe next year, if you keep within the estimates, 


| of $54,452,476, making $195,816,159 of expendi- 


ture in the two years. That, deducted from his 
estimate of means, would leave him a surplus for 
the two years of receipts over expenditures, count- 
ing the resources which he has from loans and 
Treasury notes; of $12,416,264; and that ought 
strictly to be increased by the sum of $4,500,000,. 
which constitutes a part of the $71,000,000of stated 
expenditure which, as I said before, was a mere 
technical charge upon the Treasury; because, al- 
though the Treasury had to spend, to redecm the. 
notes on-the one hand, the redemption gave it the 
authority to reissue as much on the other. hand. 
If you add ihat, it will make something over six. 
teen million dollars, provided we get what we 
know now we shall receive this year, and get his 
estimate of receipts for the next year, This sur- 
plues of $16,000,000 would not only allow.foran 
area of some four million dollars in the estimates 
for the next year, which would. still leave us... 
32,600,000, but would allow us the means of- 
keeping a balance to work the Treasury; and, 
besides that, something to pay these additional, 
appropriations—I hope moye than enough to pay. 
the.additional appropriations after the House shall 
have. cleared the bills of some very bad amend» 
ments which I think have.gone down to them. 

But, sir, 1 believe, even taking what, we. have 
done so far, that we should be able to stand that, 
if the Secretary’s estimates of receipts should turn 
out to be correct for the next year. I believe we 
should be able to stand that, to pay the current 
expenses, pay the interest on the public debt,and 
possibly have some little to apply tothe payment, | 
of the standing debt. We know that during this 
year we have paid $4,500,000 of old Post Office 
debt; that is, Post Office deficiencies which did not 
belong to this fiscal year, but to the one which 
preceded it. 

Under these circumstances, I believe that if we 
can obtain this power; if Congress will give the 
Secretary the power either to reissue the Treas- 
ury notes, or to fund them—perhaps his prefer-. 
ence. would be the power to reissue, if he had it; 
but I was disposed to take the proposition which 
the House had sent up, and present the measure 
in the form which was most acceptable to them— 
I believe, if we give him this power, we shall be _ 
able to go. through the next year probably with 
our receipts, unless, indeed, in ourappropriations 
we should very largely exceed the estimates. 

For this purpose, we have thought if prudent to. 
put this amendment, as was done before in the 
case of the Treasury notes, to this bill, in order 
that the House may get at the question. “If it. 
were sent there in a separate bill, l believe, under 
their rules, the objection ofany one member would:. 
prevent them from getting atit, We propose to 
append it to an appropriation bill that they them- 
selves may say whether they will afford the Treas- 
ury this relief or not. So faras the tariff question 
is concerned, itseems to me that it isindependent |. 
of this, because, whether you pass the tariff bill 
or not, you are obliged to. have this provision in 
order to protect the Treasury, J hope, sir, that 
this amendment will be.decided upon its own mer- 
its. I hope we shall not be involved in any tariff 
discussion on this question, because the tariff bill - 
will come up next, and any speeches in regard to 
that matter can then be made that Senators may 
be desirous of making. 

1 will only add, sir, because I omitted it in its 
proper place, as some proof that if we.can be pro- 
tected against the run of the Treasury notes upon . 
the Departmeni, we can go on without adding to 
the public debt, the fact that the balance in the 


1 t | Treasury has remained the same ever since March. 
But, without referring to that now, I find that | 
his estimate of expenditures for this year is | 


We have scarcely lost anything since that time, 
and the outstanding balance is between six and 
seven million now. If we take a privilege which 
19 not yet exhausted of using $300,000 in Treas- 
ury notes or stock—I forget which—it comes very: 
near to seven million. In.my opinion, the Ist of 
July will find the Treasury with that balance; and 
with that balance, and with the knowledge that 
the deficiencies for the Post Office” Department 
cannot be spentat once—because, unlike the other 
Departments, they have a longer time to settle, 


jį for a quarter after the service is rendered—I think 


we may rely with great certainty upon the ex- 
pectation that everything will go on well enough 
until we return, If it should then be necessary 
either to add to the duties, to change the fiscal 
system, orto make any more loans, it will be time: 
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‘enough for it; but Ih 
will be found. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. Président, I'shall act upon 
the: suggestion of my friend from Virginia, and 
defer any remarks on the subject of the tariff until 
that bill shall comeup; but I'desire to give briefly 
the reasons why Fshall not vote for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

A tariff bill was passed in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, ‘where all reventic bills are required to 
originate by the Constitution, and accompanied 
this loan bill. For my part, I thought it was 
highly appropriate that the two should be pre- 
sented together; that we should no longer proceed 
to inerease the public debt without providing the 
necessary means of reducing that debt, and meet- 
ing the ordinary expenses of the Government. It 
is with the utmost diffidence, I confess, that I ex- 

ress a difference of opinion from the Senator from 

irginia in regard to the operations of the Treas- 
ury. But I hope I shall be indulged in that dif- 
ference. It is duc to myself to say that I do not 
‘éxpress it without full deliberation. I have exam- 
ined this subject thoroughly; and ‘I as honestly 
differ from the Senator from Virginia as E ever 
differed from.any man in my life, or as one man 
ever differed from another. ` I totally differ from 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to the results 
under the tariff as it now stands. We shall fail 
not only to pay the public debt, but we shall fail 
to pay anything above thé ordinary expenses of 
the Govertiment; and I shall undertake to show 
that when the tariff subject comes before us. The 
present rates, it may be made to appear, will meet 
the ordinary expenditure by the ordinary reve- 
ues; but who has not seen that We cannot con- 
fine our appropriations to the mere ordinary ex- 
peiiditures of the Goverment? What have we 
Witnessed here within the last three days? Mil- 
lion after million of extraordinary appropriations 
have been made by one branch of Congress or 
the other; and made because they were right, be- 
cause they were demands upon the Government 
which must be met. There is no escape from 
them, and it is our duty to meet them, We can 
make nothing for the country by procrastinating 
claims that are recognized as just and binding. 
But, sir, as I said before, Ido not intend to go 
into that subject now. I have said that 1 thought 
it was proper to connect a proposition to bor- 
row money with a bill providing the means of 
redeeming that loan. Now, sir, I cannot agree 
to accept the suggestion that there is not sufficient 
time to consider the ‘question of a proper tariff. 
There is nothing in the way as to timc, except 
our own disposition. At the next session of Con- 
gress the Constitution will be in our way 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me 
to. say that I made no suggestion äs to ‘time, ex- 
cept that Lam anxious to confine this debate to the 
‘subject? The tariff bill will come up afterwards. 
Mr. BIGLER. I make the remark not in ref- 
erence to any suggestion the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has made on the floor; but that has been the 
general reason against attempting to consider this 
subject. It is no reason to say that the measure 
is imperfect or otherwise, because it is our duty 
to consider it and make it perfect. But, Mr. Pres- 
ident, the House of Representatives having pro- 


ope no necessity of that sort 


vided for this very exigency in a proper way, I | 


sugeest to the Senator from Virginia whether it 
ig not according to all parliamentary custom, 
whether it is not according to all courtesy be- 
tween the two branches of Congress, that their 
measure should be considered? Here isa bill for 
the very purpose. Why ; 
take it up and amend it? L can anticipate the cx- 
igencies to which the Senator refers; but will he 
eseape them by this preposition? If there bea 
determination in the other branch of Congress not 
tö make this loan unless the tariff laws be changed, 
that disposition will be manifested on this amend- 
vient as well as on the other bill. Is there any- 
thing in the way of this bill being returned from 
the House with a tariff bill attached to it? In my 
humble judgment, there is nothing to be gained 
by this proposition. 
if-he has the power, strike it off from the loan 
BiH, and send it back and ask the House to re- 
ééde, For one, sir, I made up my mind long since 
tö vote for no proposition for increasing: perma- 
anéntly the public debt until we made an effort to 
arFest the accumulation of debt by changing the 
tariff laws. 


ostpone it? Why not: 


The Senator may as well, į 


Mr. HUNTER. l'am not proposing to in- 
crease the public debt, but only to change its form 
from Treasury notes to a funded debt: 

Mr. BIGLER. Tamaware of that; but it isa 
debt of $20,000,000 which will be at your door; if 
the holders choose to present it there, next'month. 
It matters not what you call it; it certainly mat- 
ters not, in my judgment, as [hold a very dif- 
ferent view from ‘the Senator from Virginia with 
regard to the means which we shall realize under 
the present law. Under thése { maintain that 
you will have to make it a permanent debt. It 
will not be pretended that this debtis to be floatéd 
in this shape year after year. If I held the views 
which the Senator from Virginia“does, 1 should 
prefer the funding for a-short time, with a right 
to redeem it when we have the means. But, sir, 
I rose simply to explain why [should not, under 
the circumstances, vote for this amendment, and 
why Ido not feel at liberty to dogo. Having given 
these reasons, I shall not detain the Senate’ longer. 

Mr.SIMMONS., Mr. President, I understand 
this is a proposition to annex to this bill a farther 
authority to issue Treasury notes. Is it not the 
object? ; 

Mr. HUNTER. This is the proposition of 
the House of Representatives. Itis the loan part 
of their tariff bill, with two altcrations which f 
explained to the Senate, making it a five-years 
stock, instead of two years, and throwing in some 
additional safeguards, so that the money can only 
be applied to the reimbursement of the Treasury 
notes.. ° 
Mr. SIMMONS. Then you propose to redeetn 
the Treasury notes bya five-yearsloan. Funder- 
stood the Senator from Virginia to say that he 
thought there would be a sufficient income the 
present year to meet the expenses. Was I right 
in that? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have heard that statement 
made by that Senator for three successive years. 
It was ‘stated in December, 1857, that with the 
Treasury notes there was no doubt we could get 
over the hard place occasioned by the revulsion, 
and get on prosperously.. Now, what has been 
the result of these three years? When this Ad- 
ministration came in power it had $23,000,000 in 
the Treasury, or thereabouts, three years ago. 
We have exhausted that; but the Senator says 
we have now got $6,000,000 on hand. Does not 
he know that we have passed bills this very ses- 
sion for arrearages in the Post Office Department 
for the whole amountin the Treasury, that ought 
to have been paid a year or two years ago? He 
cannot deny that. We should not have a dollar 
if we had paid the debts due a year or two years 
ago. 

Mr. HUNTER. There has been paid already 
$4,500,000 of that debt. 

Mr. SIMMONS. How much is there back? 
We have appropriated in one bill some three mil- 
lion dollars, and in another $7,000,000. Pay up 


| the debts we owe in that single Department, and 


there is not a dollar in the Treasury. This is an 
attempt to carry over an exciting presidential con- 
test this question of the vast outlays and expend= 
itures and indebtedness of this Administration 
under a bill that I have shown, as many as three 
or four times, was passed here in the night time, 
and which affords an insufficient and inadequate 
revenue. What is the result? We have spentat | 
least the $20,000,000 of money we had on hand 
three years ago. We have gota funded debt of 
§20,000,000. of Treasury notes, lacking $300,000. | 
There are $60,000,000 gone in three years. | 

Mr. COLLAMER. Í desire to suggest to the 
gentleman that the last tariff of 1857 was made im 
order to reduce the Treasury. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly it was; and it has | 


; reduced it so that we are bankrupt to-day; and 


we have used up moncy that was on hand before, 
and got in debt $40,000,000 in addition, making 
460,000,000 for three years that this tariff has not 
met the expenditures of the Government. The 
Senator from Virginia knows it as well as 1 do; 
no man knows it better; and yet he will get up 


| here, as he has done for the last three years, and 


say if this thing does not happen, and that thing 
does not happen, if you do not appropriate more 
than a certain sum, and keep within the estimates, 
all will be right. Anybody can make an estimate, 
at any time, that if you get a certain amount of 
receipts, and do not spend any more than youget 


in, things will come out even. He’ has 
so adozen times, and he has madé th 
it three or four times, that if you doy 
priate more than a -certain amount of 
will be all right; and yet .hé expected ‘| 
Were going ta appropriate. more money, at 
never knew a Congress pass that did not ap 
priate more than the. estimates: - We hav 
materials for building all over this city. that p 
sent this Government in the aspect of a ba 
living on the mere stipend that the assignees n 
dole out to him—a Government. of: thirty. t 
lion people, with all the resources of this coun 
Here are your streets strewed with materials; and 
you have dismissed the labor ‘that’ should’ have 
been employed ‘on your. public buildings, for the 
want of money. | - Ree ee oe ee 
The, Senator, from: Virginia knows—I. have 
stated ita number of times, withoutany purpe 
making any party capital out of it—that the’ pres- 
ent tariff does not yield more than fourteen’ per 
cent. on the importations; whereas the Secretary 
of the Treasury estimated it at between eighteen 
and nineteen percent. I have produced the figures 
here for two years, showing that it does not yield 
more than fourteen per cent., and it will turn out 
so now. : f f j 
Here isa proposition to fund $20,000,000, That, 
with the funded debt already created by this 
Administration, makes $40,000,000 of permanent 
debt since they have come into power. In 1862 
a loan comes due, as the Senator knows as well 
as Ido. This debt is upon us, and I am willing 
to meet it and liquidate it in the most convenient 
way possible. 1 am not going to quarrel with 
anybody about Sts being here} only I say that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in every annual 
report he has made, has declared that he could 
get along to the end of that year without any ad- 
ditional means but what would be derived from 
the revenue on imports. I have not thought it 
would be so, and I have tried to prevent various 
modes of fraud upon the revenue; and Lain hap: 
to find that I always had the coöperation of the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] who seems 
to be looking this way very much as if he was 
going to reply to what I say; but I never got the 
codperation of the Senator from Virginia. 
There have been a good many memorials pre- 
sented recently about the tariff bill, and nobody 
hag seen one of them ljut what has seen on, the 
face of them that they are got up by a few men, 
and scattered all over the country, and. sent to 
every Senator, just to make itappear to bea very 
great matter that there is some duty proposed to 
be imposed on steel that is not right. If so, are 
we not competent to make it right? But, sir, I 
propose to argue this question on the -financial 
aspect; and I should like to know if this Secretar 
of the Treasury has ever realized what he antici- 
pated. I have seen no such returns. According to 
his first estimate, heoughtto have got $65,000,000 
last year from imports. There is no possibility 
of meeting the outlay of $61,000,000, Which I 
think the Senator fron: Virginia said would be our 
next year’s expenses, besides:paying the interest 
on the public debt, with the present tariff.. Does 
he suppose, after three years’ experience under 
this tariff, that he is going to derive sixty-oné or 
sixty-five million dollars from it? You cannot 
get $60,000,000 without an importation of more 
than four hundred million, and the country can- 
not stand that. We have had now two very pros- 
perous years for payment; we have had within 
the last two years, as every man who takes any 
notice of the crops we export knows, an average 
of four million two hundred thousand. bales of 
cotton, and there never was that quantity raised 
before in this country. In these two years there 
have -been a million and a half bales over any 
preceding crop that we have sent abroad, or more 
than by any reasonable calculation we could ex- 
pect to have had. The value of that has all been 
returned in imports: As to getting in debt 
$80,000,000 for importations, as heretofore, we 
cannot do it; our credit is not now good enough’ 
for that. There is an end of that tether. We 
have had extraordinary advantages for importa- 
tion; and, so far as the success of tlie planting in- 
terest is concerned, 1 would rather they would 
raise five million bales of cotton a year if they 
would sell it at eleven cents a pound. i 
Rut, sir; there is not a shadow of chance to 
meet these expenditures. When we‘ had the 


revulsion upon us for six. months L-did not. biame 
men for insisting upon waiting until we had a re- 
urrence’ of prosperous times. before forming a 
‘Judgment as to a change of the tariff laws. Altl 
askeđ then, all T have asked since, is that you 
“will prevent frauds.. That, 1 think, will do well 
any time, But this is an attempt to, evade the 
whole question, to say, again, after haying rè- 
‘peated it before twice, that there is a prospect of 
meeting the expenditures of this Government with 
‘arevenue bill that yields an average of only four- 
teen per cent. I have. taken the’ pains to aver- 
age the imports for five years before the tariff 
‘was ‘altered, and they did not come up to over 
270,000,000.. Last year we imported three hun- 
dyed and thirty or three hundred and forty mil- 
ion ‘dollars, and we did not get $50,000,000 of 
duty. , Lhave not seen one return that averaged 
over fourtcen per cent. under the present tariff, 
and yet we are told by twisting the figures, that 
itcan be, got up to nineteen. per cent. I have 
heard the Senator from Virginia say repeatedly 
tliat there was no doubt it would yield seventeen 
‘or cightoen, per.cent., when he had the tables be- 
forehim showing that itonly produced fourteen, 
J] do-not understand why men will persistin these 
‘things after experience has shown their error. I 
agree that every man has a right to his judgment 
‘as to what will be the result of a change of the 
revenue laws, and we may honestly differ as to the 
effect of that. THe said last year that, if he was 
‘going to get more revenue, he would reduce the 
rates even below the present average, fourteen 
percent. I do not hear any such proposition 
now. Thatseems to have gone by. We are im- 

orting “as much, as we cab pay for, and bave 
cen for three years, We cannot import any 
more permanently. Look atour present condi- 
tion, There is not a railroad, difficulty which 
occurs in the country, but you hear thatthe adjust- 
ment of its affairs must wait for the British, bond- 
holders to interfere and see how they will arrange 
matters. We are under them now in every place 
where we are indebted; and I do not want to see 
us placed any more under the control of foreign 
bondholders.” f would prefer that we should not 
import any more than we can pay for, Lhave not 
kept the ran of the amounts that we have appro- 
priateds but*l am sure they are far beyond the re- 
ceipts under this tariff. twas very glad to sce 
some appropriation made to pay the claims of 
contractors for furnishing materials and carrying 
on in a moderate way the completion of the pub- 
lic buildings. Lthink that isa judicious expendi- 
ture; but as to going into any large outlay, | am 
as much opposed to itas anybody. L say, how- 
ever, we cannot obtain the necessary means under 
the present tariff. ‘The interest on our debt is now 
$4,000,000 a year... You have increased the debt 
during the present Administration $40,000,000, 
and there was twenty-five or twenty-eight million 
dollars of debt before, so that the whole debt to- 
day, iè sixty-five or sixty-vight million dollars; 
the interest on which at six per cent. would come 
to about four million dollars a year. do not 
waunt to lire moncy to pay interest; and we have 
heard a great deal lately about compounding in- 
terest. 

We have had a six months’ session, and noth- 
ing has been done in this respect. 1 complain of 
nobody; but I do think it is due to the country 
that we should mcet the expenditures of the coun- 
try by a judicious arrangement of our revenue 
laws. J am no advocate of exorbitant duties, 
and never have been. {do not think, however, 
that they produce the effect that many people 
suppose, for after you impose cnough duties to 
give our people the market, it makes but little 
difference what the duty is. If twenty per cent, 
will do, it is just as good as sixty; and I suppose 
that nobody will deny that we ought to givea 
little preference to our own people in our own 
market, 

Now, sir, a8 to this proposition to fund this 
debt to be paid off a few years hence, and under- 
take to rely for its redemption under the receipts 


of the present law, I think it is not what states- i 


men ought to rely upon, after the experience we 
have had. No man can make it out, by any pos- 


sible statement of figures, that we have collected į 


enough in the last three years to meet our cx- 


penses in that time by from fifty-five to sixty mil- | 


Hon dollars. I know how matters have been kept 


along. Inthe first place, we issued Treasury notes | 


for a little, 


; will be $108,000,000 that will be chargeable on the 


| contracted the debt, he said it ought to be tempo- 
| rary, ‘The only apology he made for issuing 


while.. There was great complaint 
among some. Senators that that kind of paper-was | 
a circulating medium; and before that session, was 
over we had a loan of the same amount te redeem 
these Treasury notes., Was.there ever one of them 
redeemed with the loan? Nota dollar. We did 
‘not issue the last of the Joan so long as we. had | 
any Treasury notes at issu 


The loan was kept 
back, and the ‘Treasury notes kept in circula- 
tion until, I believe, last February. there were 
$10,000,000 of theloan negotiated; but, atany rate, 
it was since we came here. I venture to say we got 
more premium on „the loan. than there are. now 
Treasury notes to issue. We have received into 
the Treasury $40,000,000 from paper money that 
is afloat to-day, and I believe it is a good time to 
fund this debt. Itismy deliberate judgment that, 
with such a modification of the revenue system 
asthe House of Representatives have devised, we 
shall want to fund these $20,000,000 of Treasury 
notesfora period goingaheada few years —Ishould 
think ten years certainly—and then we shall have 
to give liberty to issue a few Treasury. notes be- 
sides. If that is the necessity- of the case, with a 
proper revision of our revenue system, So as to 
meet in all ordinary times the expenditures of the 
Government. and lay by such amount that we can 
redeem this debt in fifteen years, I will agree to it. 

Anybody who looks over the present debt will 
sce that it is all to be paid in fifteen years. This 
amount of charge upon the Treasury is not only 
$20,000,000, but it is $15,000,000 more for inter- 
est. Thatis $35,000,000. Ifyou put these present 
Treasury notes on the same basis, that will be | 
thirty-five other millions, making $70,000,000; 
and the present $28,000,000 of debt, with the in- 
terest on it, will be as much as $38,000,000. There 


Treasury forthe next fifteen years, if you mean to 
get it out in that time; and youmust have about 
seven million dollars a year appropriated to it. 
I do not believe any one would want to postpone 
this debt over fifteen years, in time of peace; and 
in order to redecm it in fifteen years every man 
knows we must get as much as from six to eight 
million dollars more than the ordinary expenses 
of the Government.. We cannot meetit. Wedo 
not expect to pay it all next year, or-two years, or 
three years; and I want the Senator from Virginia, 
who ji&s charge of the finances, to make a state- 
ment of whatamount over and above the ordinary 
expenses of the Government will be required to 
redeem the last few years’ indebtedness in the next 
ten or twelve or fifteen years, ar just as soon as 
he thinks it judicious to redeem it. When we 


Treasury notes was, that he did not want a per- 
manentdebt; and then, when he got his $20,000,000 
loan bill, it was to redeem the Treasury notes, 
and prevent us from having this floating debt. lt 
was so stated; but we did notredecm the floating 
debt; we have used up the money, and have not 
paid the Treasury notes. I do not complain 
about that, though I think it is a bad way of do- į 
ing things. But Esay now, inasmuch as we owe | 
these $68,000,000, with interest on it, any man | 
who professes to have any regard fora judicious | 
system of managing the finances of the country, 
should provide in the revenue laws for the redemp- 
tion of that debt within the period by which he 
proposes to have it come due; and that cannot be |} 
done, and he will not pretend that it-can be done, | 
with the present revenue system. He docs not 
propose to resort to direct taxes. There isagood 
deal of talk of how much better thatsystem would į 
bes but I never saw anybody who would be will- 
ing to resort toat. | 

{ cannot believe that there isa man in the Sen- į 
ate of the United States who will venture the | 


a bill purporting to raise revenue, but.a.proposi- |! 
tion to provide for the funding of the debt; and i! 


| the Sceretary of the ‘Treasury. 
argument of the Senator, frequently made upon 


to stay here and do it. 

I had no expectation that such a proposition as 
this would come in as an amendment to this bill, 
and I do not know what the title of the bill is, but 
itis not for any purpose of raising revenue. I 
am told this appropriation bill isthe executive, 
judicial, and legislative appropriation bill. Ido 
not know but that an amendment of this kind 
might, with propriety, be put on to an executive 
bill, but I have no disposition to find fault with 
any department of this Government, further than 
to say that I think they are bound to give us, in 
the annual statements of the Treasury, their de- 
liberate judgment, as to what will be the result, 
I must confess that I felt chagrined when that first 
annual statement of the Secretary of the Treasury 
came in here stating that, on the 30th of June, he 
would have a balance of four or five hundred thou- 
sand dollars, and that within a week he should ask 
us for $30,000,000 to get along with that year. I. 
say that was nota fair cxhibit of accounts to the 
Congress of the United States; nor do J believe 
now that the Secretary of the Treasury can give 
itas his deliberate opinion that with this amend- 
ment he can getalong. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, this is a very 
narrow question of itself. Of course, gentlemen 
can, on any financial question or appropriation, 
wander as far as they please; for it isa very great 
subjectin all its ramifications. The House of Rep- 
resentatives sent a bill to this body to fund for 
two years the floating public debt in the shape 
of Treasury notes, connected with a tariff bill. 
The Committee on Finance, to whom it was re- 
ferred, did not concur with the House in. the ne- 
cessity or propriety of that tariff, though that 
question will come up in the future to be decided 
by the Senate; but we did concur in so much of 
their bill as proposed to fund this debt; or rather, 
I believe, a majority of the committee preferred 
that they should continue to float; but inasmuch 
as the House of Representatives proposed to fund 
it for two years, we supposed it best to extend 
the time to five years. ‘Then, as was stated by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, we 
proposed to guard it so that the money should 
not be used for any other purpose; and that is all 
there isin the amendment. "Che House has con- 
ceded the necessity of funding fortwo years. If 
the Senate prefers two years, I am content. We 
have shown the necessity of guarding it. We 
propose to guard it in order that the proceeds of 
this loan may be used exclusively for the purpose 
of paying the public debt, and not expended in the 
payment of appropriations. I say that is the 
whole question in the amendment, and no other. 

The gentleman has not only branched off into 
politics, but he has spoken about the estimates of 
I remember that 


this flooragain and again; and I should have sup- 
posed that the Senator had enough experience o 

his own to have got rather tired of it. The first 
estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury was 
wide of the mark. The second, I think, came 
within Jess than $1,000,000 of the entire receipts 
of the Government. He estimated them at the 
sum of $50,000,000;.and they were between forty- 


| nine and fifty million dollars—-less than a million. 


I think, when the Senator spoke on the subject 
of the estimates, he missed the mark by at least 
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own reckless profusion upon another.department 
of thisGovernment; and |. deem it due to truth and 
due to the people, that they should understand it: 
It is here in these Halis where the publicmoney is 
squandered and. the public-calamity mocked by 
the authors of the mischief, in. order that they 
may acquire power by putting their own: sins 
upon other people’s backs, and thus. enabling 
themselves to plunge their: hands deeper-into the 
pockets of the people. Fhe i 

How. is this done, sir? The ordinary tactics 
of the gentleman’s own party is to swell the ap- 
propriations by loading the supply bills with the 
worst amendments oflered frem any quarter, and 
then to, vote against the bill. In the bill which I 
conducted. yesterday, the general policy of the 
Republican party has been illustrated. The worst 
appropriations upon that bill were put there by 
| their votes, in coöperation. with a minority of this 
side of the Chamber; but when the vote came on 
the passage of the bill, which embraced some five 
or six million of cstimates necessary to carry out 
existing laws, they sought to shield themselves 
by voting against the bill. ‘Thatis your policy. 
This moment there lies on your table, sir, a pen- 
i sion bill of $7,000,000, passed by a Republican 
House during this very session. The Democratic 
party have sought to lessen the expenses that fall 
onthe Post Office Department, which that Sen- 
ator now complains of, and to make it support 
itself, as it had done for sixty years; and it is 
sternly resisted by the minority here, andassternly 
resisted by the majority of the other House. Take 
away the expenses of that Department alone—the 
excess of the expenditures of the Post Office De- 
partment—and there will be no pretext for a tariff. 
Lake away, I say, thatsingle excess; go back to 
our former policy, as you pretend you desire to 


$8,000,000 the next year. -L.could turn. to it in 
the Globe, “My attention has been called to it 
recently. Fis estimates for the next year were 
nearly as wide of the mark as. the estimates of the 
Secretary on the first. The estimates of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury will be affected by the facts 
to which he refers. We not only have the ques- 
tion of consumption, which is affected by the gen- 
eral condition of the country, but also the ques- 
tion of priće; and that is affected by many other 
facts and circumstances over which we have no j 
control whatever. The seasons, foreign war, po- 
litical. and financial troubles of all sorts, affect 
price; but even under them, the estimate from cus- 
tomsof the Secretary. this year does not miss the 
receipts as much as $2,000,000. His estimate 
was $56,000,000 for this year. I think the Sena- 
tor said $65,000,000. . The Secretary’s estimate 
was $56,000,000; and we shall not. receive less 
than $54,000,000. ‘ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senator will not 
say that I said what I did not say. I know he 
docs it unintentionally. - I spoke of his first esti- 
mate; and in that he estimated for the last year 
$65,000,000. Idid not say that he estimated the 
second year. 

Mr. TOOMBS.. 
ahead. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Two years ahead. 

Mr. TOOMBS. But the estimate for last year, 
on which Congress acted, is exactly as I Stated... 

Mr. SIMMONS. Did I dispute it? 3 | 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; but you made a State- 
ment which would mislead the public instead of 
enlightening it; and that is the reason why I am 
stating the facts. A i 
. Mr. SIMMONS. Do not state anything but 
what I said. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That was the estimate made 
by the Secretary. As to speculations of esti- | 
mates ands five years hence, accuracy is not j| 
to be expected; but we do require a general ap- |} 
proximation of what the honor of the country 
and its interests may demand in an annual esti- 
mate. We have it here, and that is the only 
thing that can properly be called an estimate. To |} 
estimate the receipts for the year, and then to ask 
for the expenditures of the year, is the duty of the 
Secretary. He may give speculative opinions 
like the Secretary did, who missed it very largely. 
He made a specch last year as to the receipts, | 
and missed it nearly as far; but upon the esti- 
mates on which Congress legislate, he estimated 
$56,000,000, and we know that they will be be- 
tween fifty-four and fifty-five million dollars. I 
say that no public officer, from the foundation of 
this Government, has come nearer his estimates 
of the actual receipts of the Government than the 
present Secretary of the Treasury has for the last | 
two years. It wasremarkableaccuracy. I think | 
much of it was good luek. I think they were 
much more accurate than the Secretary himself | 
ought reasonably to have expected. As to the | 
estimates of last year, I have no doubt they 
were. 

Mr. COLLAMER. A fortunate coincidence. 

. Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; it was a fortunate 
coincidence, as my fricnd says. But the esti- 
mates this year to the Legislature come within a 
very small fraction of the receipts, notwithstand- 
ing all the fluctuations in trade and commerce. | 
There will be a deficiency for the last quarter; | 
but the first three quarters there was an excess, | 
which, if maintained, would have carried them 
beyond $56,000,000. 

“Phe Senator throws in another clement which 
does not concern this question. He speaks of the | 
extravagance of this Administration. 

“Mr. SIMMONS. I beg your pardon; I did 
not say anything about the Administration. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; about the extrava- 
gance of the Administration, and concealing the | 
extravagance of the Administration. Now Ide- 
sire to say a word about this extravagance of the 
Administration. I have had to look a good deal, | 
unfortunately for my time and leisure, into the 
finances of this country for the last fourteen years, 
It is by far the greatest of all questions in this 
_Government, as wellas of all others. Since this 
Administration has come into power it has never 
had under its discretion $1,000,000.. Congress 

has made the appropriations, and. left generally 
` but small discretion in the manner of expenditure. | 

Sir, this.is an attempt of gentlemen to put their | 


He estimated three. years 


dustry under the plea of protecting it. When the 
Senate attempted it at the last session, the House 
threw the bill back in your faces, 

We sought to put down the franking privilege, 
costing $2,000,000, and how was it sustained? 
Who maintained those $2,000,000? 
tained your $7,000,000 of excess upon the Post 
Office bill? From what quarter comes- your 
$7,000,000 of pensions? Who is it that throws 
these two things upon your revenue, amounting 


the existing revenues, or any other revenues that 
any honest man ought to submit ta? It is the 
Republican party; and then we are to be taunted 
| with corrupt Administrations. on account of their 
acts. 


Government? Simply such as were necess 
r 


others passed from that time to the end of the last 


wholly different. In England an administration 
is responsible for every expenditure, for their cx- 
travagance. Why? Because the unanimous vote 
of the Lords and Commons cannot take one dol- 
lar out of the treasury, unless it is recommended 
by responsible ministers of the. Crown, who, by 
the theory and practice of that Government, are 
responsible to the country for every dollar which 
may be voted. To apply that theory here is but 
to conceal the real culprits, Here any member 
of either House can move what appropriation he 


i Here an Opposition may embarrass the Govern- 
i ment, and, as we witness daily, by codperating 
| with a fragment of the majority, influenced by a 
selfish local or mistaken policy, and pass the most 


principles, policy, and action of a large majority 
of the dominant party. Such a policy is impos- 
sible under the English system. Such men would 
be driven over permanently to the Opposition, or 
ut out of Parliament by a dissolution. They 
| could not hold their old friends responsible for the 
mischiefs which they and their temporary allies 
perpetrate. But this is done here every day. 
It is the duty of the Government to recommend 
every appropriation necessary to carry out the 
existing laws, or to carry on the Government. 


do; make that Depattmentself-sustaining,and you | 
get rid of from seven to ten million dollars a year, | 
and then you will have no pretext for robbing in- į 


Who main- | 


to twelve or fifteen millon dollars, so as to make | 
it impossible to carry.on the Government with | 


Sir, what estimates were presented you by the | 
ary to | 
carry out existing laws, laws some of which have | 
been on your statute-book for seventy years, and | 


session. We'have the English habit of holding | 
Administrations responsible for public expendi- | 
tures, when our institutions are, in this respect, 


| pleases, and pass it, if he can get a majority. | 


profuse and unjustifiable measures, against the: 


EHas.thé-President.control over-his‘salary. 
he-control over ‘the salaries. of the theads: 
Departments?. You raised: the pay of the Army 
afew years:ago onah ‘Army: billy you raised the 
pay of the Navy at: this session. ‘That is ‘yout 
law. 1f- you should come into power—ifahe ż 
try should be cursed with such aicalaniity—how 
wiltthe country get rid of it?) You supported it. 
Your votes are: recorded for it ant for neatly all 
this permanent increase.of expensé,ow hich “cai 
never be cut. off without legislation; and whieli 
all parties'and all Administrations must,:of neces< 
sity, carry out. -They have been put there by 
your hands, and by men-who get inas Democrats, 
and who unite with-you-to betray its principles 
aed overturnits policy... Pheretore;whilein Enge 
land. they can justly hold an administration re- 
sponsible for expenditure, I wish the -country'te 
know the truth, thatin this country; from our very 
Constitution, from the fact that the lawanaking 
power fixes this whole question, the Administra- 
tion are responsible for nothing but. the applicat 
tion of the appropriations according to law, and 
for its ‘own recommendations, and not’ for the 
amount of appropriations, which neither the Ad? 
ministration. nor its supporters can control as lon¥ 
as this policy is tolerated by the country. ‘There 
is no remedy except holding:each legislator: re- 
sponsible for his own vote; which isnext.to impos- 
sible in a Confederacy like ours, when, as a gen- 
eral rule; that member is considered the best wlio; 
in spite of all principle, can get the most’ publio 
money given to or expended among his owt/im® 
mediate constituents. “Our Constitution, is wadi- 
cally defective and: vicious in ‘this ‘respect; and 
nothing but a change in it of some sort can prei 
vent its final overthrow of the system. © s 
Is it pretended that one dollar has been taken 
from the Treasury of the United States except 
by law? No respectable man has asserted it. I 
believe pou have a sort of roving commission to 
gather up whatever you could against the mëri- 
bers of the Administration, hunting up witnesses 
among the dissolute, the corupt, Ayi the disap- 
pointed; and you cannot make a case of the ex 
penditure of a single dollar except where: thé 
money was taken from the Treasury by ‘your 
law—not one; and then the ery of the other sidé is 
“a corrupt Administration!’ The country under- 
stands the ery. It is only to aid them in getting 
into power to practice the corruptions which they 
affect to condemn: Give them power, and ifthey 
will vote in a majority as they do‘in a ‘minority, 
(and they now vote under oath, and Tvsuppose 
they would not. change theit votes if their posi- 
tion was changed, )every one of these'bills would 
be swelled far beyond their present dimensions. 
There is no remedy but an appeal to the people 
against each individual wrong-docr. - Appeal to 
my constituents for such as | vote for; “appeal 
to your own constituents for such as you: vote 
for; and then we may get responsibility and re- 
form. You will never get reform by putting the 
charge on the wrong place; this will aggravate), 
not mitigate, the public calamity. Who is rè- 


Who is responsible for the seven milion of pen- 
sions? Who is responsible for puttiog on those 
Post Office contracts which that Department of the 
Government sought to control? Who is respons+ 
ible for attempting to take outof the hands of the 
Executive the control of one great Department? 
When the Postmaster General attemptsaretrench- 
ment of from one to two million dollars, you de- 
į mand to put back the service over his head on an 
' appropriation bill. That is your retrenchment. 
A more profligate and more unjustifiable act of 
legislation, in my judgment, T rejoice to say, 18 
hard to find in our legislative annals. “You say 
we cannot carry on the Government. No, sir; 
you never can carry on the Government with 
such people to pass your laws. “Itis the law- 
makers whe deplete the Treasury in this coun- 
try, and the law-makers alone. lt is to the law- 
makers the people must apply the remedy, and 
the law-makers alone. Gentlemen on the Repub- 
lican side who are honestly for reform know that 
this, and this alone, is the read to it. 

Then, sir, so far as this tariff question is con- 
cerned, E am ready to argue it when it comes up. 
When the tariff ‘of 1857 was passed with such 
general unanimity, it was with the declaration 
of its friends that it would: ordinarily produce 
$50,000,000, It was proclaimed by all of us—by 
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sponsible, for instance, forthe last year’s! work ?- 
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mé avhen it.got my vote; it was admitted by my 
friend from. Virginia, who. brought in the bill, and 
the: gentlemen: on the. other side who concurred 
with him in its. support, for E believe there were 
butcight votes against it—that it would produce 
$50,000,000... ‘The first year of its operation was 
an-exceptional.case; it produced :but $42,000,000. 
The next year it brought within the merest frac- 
tion of the. estimate; and as commerce reacted, 
this yeat it has gone $4,000,000: beyond it; but it 
hasi not kept pace with. the appropriation bills, 
because it has been. the settled policy of a ma- 
jority. in both branches of Congress, during the 
last Congress and this, to make this impossible. 
To do this, we should be compelled, by wasteful 
and €xtravagant appropriations, to raise-the tani, 
in order to give bounties to particular pursuits. 
Perhaps they will sueceed; but let them remem- 
ber that half of the average rate of duties now im- 
posed upon foreign imports, placed upon the free 

ists, would raise a revenue which would even defy 
their bad. ingenuity to, expend in the public ser- 
vice. EEE i 

Mr. President, it has been, in my judgment, 
the deliberate purpose of a large number of Rep- 
resentatives: in both branches so far tu. swamp 
your Government financially as to make what 
they call protection necessary, I have seen a 
settled scheme to. revive a candemned system. of 
revenue by the people of the United States. E 

think it is extremely unfortunate for the Republic 

that the questions.of finance and protection ever 
mingled themselves together. The people are 
plundered of millions in appropriations to make 
room for a system which gentlemen suppose pro- 
teets their domestig industry; and therefore, we 
are saddled with two evils instead of one. We 
are subjected to extravagant appropriations as well 
as enhanced prices.of the necessaries of life. The 
doctrine, thea, that. the modern tariff men rest 
upon—that they only desire protection t#the ex- 
tent.of revenue necessary to carry on. the Gov- 
ernment—is simply aggravating one evil in order 
to. make the infliction of another necessary. And 
when the passions of the hour shall have passed 
away; when men shall look to these questions 
philosophically, like statesmen, and not in their 
party aspects, the authors of this mischievous 
policy will meet with great condemnation on both 
sides of the protective question. 

When we made the tariff of 1857, we said that 
with the $50,000,000 which we expected it to raise, 
in addition to the revenues which the public lands 
would yield, we would raise as much revenue as 
we wanted. So far as the Administration is con- 
cerned, I condemn its management of the public 
lands. . It was not a violation of law, but its dis- 
cretion was unwisely used. | condemned ittwelve 
months ago,and I condemn it now. Inmy judg- 
ment, sound policy ought to have induced it to 
put the lands in market according to the settled 
policy of the Government, which has never been 
changed by law. The discretion is with the Ex- 
ecutive; but the general policy of the country has 
been to extend sales as fast as the demand would 
warrant, That policy has been unwisely aban- 
doned; but, sir, when I say so, it is in obedience 
to the entire policy of the Republican party; so 
that the condemnation which I bestow on the 
Administration comes: with tenfold force upon the 
Republican party, who seek to. destroy forever 
this source of revenue. I repeat, if there is any 
blame to the Administration, it applies with ten- 
fold foree to the Republican organization, whose 

olicy annihilates in a moment this source of pub- 
ic revenue. 


Mr, FESSENDEN. I wish to say a very few 


words on this subject, in reply to what has been 
said by the Senator from Georgia. He has stated 
very rightly that this question, as it presents 
itself-the question now before the Senate prop- 
erly—is a very simple one. We have to pro- 
vide for a certain amount of floating obligations, 
amounting to $20,000,000, and interest, supposed 
to make it amount to about twenty-one million 
dollars. The question presents itself, as we have 
not money to pay itat the present time, what we 
shall do with it; whether we shall let it float as it 
does, by renewing these Treasury notes, from year 
to. year, by law, or whether we shall make a per- 
manent provision by funding them, considering 
them so much fixed debt, and ge on to provide for 
the necessary expenses of thé Government in a 
different way or in the ordinary mode. 


Now, sir, that we shall have to do-ene of these 
things, in regard to providing for them, is very evi- 
dent. Fhe House have come to the conclusion 
that they ought to be funded; that we ought to 


borrow the money to pay these notes, and not have i 


them floating inthe market. They havecome tothe 
conclusion, also, that by the same law by which we 
increased our permanent debt, considering thatitis 
to be permanent, andshall not raise money enough 
under the tariff to pay for it, we should so increase 
the duties upon'customs as to make provision: to 
pay it withina reasonable time—within two years. 
The power to pay-it must come from that source; 
if it comes from any. We must get the revenue 
from customs to enable us to pay for them; They 
have taken a mode known perfectly well to the 
British Parliament, and which they have almost 
invariably followed; and thatis, when they grant 
a subsidy of a certain amount of money they or- 


dinarily provide some mode in which it is to be j 


raised, and in'that also to provide sufficient per- 
manent revenue to meet the wants of the Govern- 
ment. The Committee on Finance have decided 
differently with reference to the propositions of 
the House. They say they will take the meas- 
ures separately; they will fund these notes, make 
so much addition to the permanent debt of the 
country, and then take care of the question of the 
tariff afterwards. , 

Now, sir, itis perfectly useless to attempt to 
conceal the different views taken by the two 
Houses on this subject, or rather by the House 
of Representatives and the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. The House wish to connect 
the two. subjects together, believing that they 
should properly go together, and that that was 
the only way in which they could be provided 
for. On the contrary, the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance think that we should take care 
of one, and trust to luck with the other. That is 
precisely the question presented to the Senate at 
the present time: whether we shall take, sub- 
stantially, the policy of the House in regard to it, 
or whether we shall adopt the old ene—run in 
debt to a certain amount, and then afterwards try 
the question whether we will raise the revenue to 
pay tt. Such is the difference of opinion in refer- 


ence to that matter almost between the two parties | 


here, organized as we are, and a difficulty that 
presents itself which we have got to meet. 

For my own part, sir, my belief is—I will not 
stop now to discuss it; it is not the proper time, 
and I am not prepared to do it—that we cannot 
raise sufficient revenue under the present tariff to 
meet all our obligations alone; that we shall con- 
tinue just as we have done ever since this Admin- 
istration came into power, in spite of all the 
prophecies that have been made—run in debt a 
certain number of fnillions.every year. Then the 
question presents itself, how long are we going 
on borrowing money and- funding debt; issuing 
Treasury notes in the first place, and, finding we 
cannot pay them within the time within which 
they are limited, then putting them into the shape 
of bonds for a given number of years, and issuing 
more Treasury notes when we find ourselves in 
debt, and thus increasing the debt of the country. 
There is the exact difference between the policy 
of the two parties, and it is just as well to have 
it stated. It has been stated here before on this 
floor. It was stated at the commencement of this 
Administration. It was stated, in the first place, 
when the proposition was first made to borrow 
$20,000,000, which Mr. Cobb told us could be 
paid within a year or very soon after. We were 
told it was-only an experiment to gain a little 
time, to. give the tariff an opportunity to pay it 
off, What was the result? The result was, we 
funded that and issued $20,000,000 more. Now it 
is proposed to fund that, and trust to luck on the 
tariff again, and go along still further on the belief 
of the Senator from Virginia—not on the belief of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, I imagine—that 
this tariff will raise sufficient revenue to meet all 
the wants of this Government. How? Lf we con- 
fine ourselves strictly within the limits of the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury, possibly 
it might;but with the necessary additions—I say 
the necessary additions—-made to them by the ap- 
propriations to carry out existing laws, we shall 
not be able to accomplish that much. 

Now, sir, J am to take of two things only one, 
and that I believe to be the policy of my friends 
here. I know nothing about their views; butcer- 


tainly in the lower House it is so. Taking it 
separately, supposing we are to act upon it sepa- 
rately, the amendment offered by the Committee 
on Finance, to the proposition for aloan, meetsmy. 
approbation, I think twoyearsis notlong enough. 
Fë cannot négotiate a loan to any, sort of advant- 
tage for that Gime. Five ‘ycars would be much 
i better. The loan ought to be strictly appropri- 
ated to the ‘payment of thest! notes, instead of 
| going any further in the way in which we have 
i been going. Thatis all | have to say upon that 
subject. : ; R 
It has been correctly stated by the Senator from 
Georgia, that this matter of how much will be 
raised, one way or the other, is a matter of belief, 
a matter of opinion; and opinions will vary with 
men, according to their degree of intelligence, the 
degree of study they devote to it, and the difer- 
ent positions from which they look at the ques- 
tion as it presents itself. Ido not agree with the 
chairman of the committee, that this tariff, in its 
operation, at the present time, for the coming year, 
or for the next year, within any reasonable limits, 
will pay the amount of money that Is necessary 
to meet the appropriations, and I believe even the 
necessary appropriations. 
But tho principal thing for which I rose, (for I 
did not design to say anything upon this question 


i of finante,) was to answer, to Some extent, the 
| statemgnts made by the Senator from Georgia 


gard to the proper responsibility for all 
Why, sir, the idea, so far as parties are 
responsible, is, that the party responsible for ap- 
propriations isthe majority. That is the ordinary 
proposition. The Senator turns around, how- 
ever, and says this Republican party is responsi- 
ble for all these appropriations that are made; it, 
is their party policy. Why, sir, it is but a day 
since we became a party. We have not been ad- 
mitted by the majority on this floor to be a party 
until since a large part of this debt was accumu- 
lated. ft was buta sbort time ago that we had 
no existence. It was said we were not “a healthy 
organization.” There were not enough of us to 
be recognized. We were a mere baker’s dozen. 
Nowhere did we have a standing in this commu- 
| nity at all. And yet, sir, all of a sudden, when 
you find a large debt heaped upon the country, 
and that that debt is continually increasing from 
year to year, the Republican party is reponsible 
for it, small as it is, new as itis, young as itis! 
Is it not for the Democracy in this Chamber to 
present these things, if they are wrong and cor- 
rupt, as the Senator from Georgia says they are? 
We hardly amountto a third ofthe numbers here. 
Who has control of your committees? Why, sit, 
| you do not even give us a committee of this body. 
None of these appropriations for these large sums 
can come upon these bills, except as recommended 
by a committee of this body. Thatis the rule of 
the Senate. You say we have added all these 
millions to these appropriation billsas they come 
from the House. Who added them? Who rec- 
ommended them? Where did they come from? 
There is not a committee of this body that has 
any connection with the money affairs of this 
Government in any shape which has more than 
two Republicans on it. You stand five to two, 
and every recommendation for an appropriation, 
large or small, of every kind that is calculated to 
make an addition to these bills, comes from a com- 
mittee of this Senate in which you stand as five 
totwo. Ishould like to know how two can over- 
rule five. How do you make the Republican 
party responsible for this recommendation from 
a committee? 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the Senator will ask me, I 
will tell him. Itis by your votes on this floor, 
united with a few on this side. I stated the prop- 
rn I only want the Senator to repeat it 
arly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Have we votes enough? 

Mr. TOOMBS. You have, with those who have 
an interest in quéstions, and do not stand by their 
party on this side. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ah! That is to say, with 
the aid of the Democratic party, there are enough 
of us to make a majority upon some questions. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is all very true; but 
I should like to see the Democratic party doing 
its duty, if these things are corrupt. Why do 
not they keep these appropriations off? How do 
i they get through commitiees? You do not con- 
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sider us safe to go on committees at all, except in 
the proportion of two to five, and every one of 
these propositions for.an inerease of these large 
amounts come from*committees, and can come in 
no other way. 

Mr. TOOMBS.. Many of these propositions I 
stated had come from the other Fiouse, and we 
would not allow-them upon the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Perhaps some of them 
may have come from the other House; but even 
there we aro not a majority, and were not in the 
last Congress. : 

Mr. 'LOOMBS. If the Senator wants the facts, 
E stated particularly that they had refused to raise 
the postage and refused to take off the franking 
privilege, and therefore this body could not alter 
the legislation So as to bring the Post Office De- 
partment within its revenues. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. In other words, Mr. Pres- 
ident, there are some party purposes, party ob- 
jects, that Senators on the other side want carried 
out; and there is a statement that they can save a 
certain amount of money, and because there is 
power enough in the House to prevent those, 
therefore we are responsible for all the appropri- 
ations that they do make! ‘That is a queer kind 
of logic. As-to this question of raising the post- 
age, the Senator well knows that there are a vast 
number of considerations that enter into that ques- 
tion, That is a system established now. Itisa 
guestion to the country whether the people shall 
pay iow postage or high; and whether, in point 
of fact, as J look at it, one particular section of 


-this country shall pay for the whole mail service 


of all the sections, “That is the great question 
which is involved in this subject of raising the 
postage: whether the free States, which pay, and 
more than pay their own expenses, for the benefit 
of others; shall have the postage doubled and treb- 
led on thom to pay postage for certain parts of the 
country that do not pay? 

Mr. TOOMBS. As to what the Senator is now 
stating, Í have called the attention of the Senate 
to it before. I showed last year, from the official 
returns, that there was not a State in the Union 
that paid it own postal expenses. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I know there are defi- 
ciencics; but I mean they come very much nearer 
to it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is not one State that 
pays, when you include all the pestage. 

r. FESSENDEN. Massachusetts does. 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; including the foreign 
postage, she does not. IL showed at the iast ses- 
sion, in reply to Mr. Breer, the fact from the 
official records, from the Post Office, that there 
was not one State in this Union that paid. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator showed it 
to his satisfaction. 

Mr. TOOMBS. From the official records. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Precisely. 


Mr. BIGLER. I desire to say the Senator from | 


Georgia showed that to his satisfaction; but I wish 
to protest here that he never showed itto my sat- 
isfaction. Whenever it is necessary, I think I 
can convince him that he is wrong, ‘There is no 
use in figures, unless that can be made to appear. 

Mr. TOOMBS. No. : 

Mr. BIGLER. I treat every suggestion the 
Senator makes with respect. 
his sincerity; bat what I say, I say as a Senator, 
and Lexpect to be treated asa Senator. I am 
willing at any time to renew that discussion upon 
the facts and upon the figures which 
fore the Senate at the last session, If I am mis- 
taken, I will yield. I cannot allow the impression 
to go out, however, that the Senator made out his 
case to my satisfaction, for Lam sure that he was 
in palpable error. . 
iMr. FESSENDEN. I had no design whatever 
of going into a discussion of that question. I 
merely made this answer to what the Senator said 
with reference to that matter; but I do not wish 
to be taken as designing to be exactly accurate. 
Lstate things in general. What I mean is simply 
this: that with a very small sum, comparatively, 
of the Fost Office deficiency, the free States pay. 
They are behind hand to a certain amount, but 
nothing in comparison to other States of this 
Union, so far as the deficiency is concerned, I 


regard the proposition to raise postage as a prop- | 


esition to make certain 
service of other States, . 
“Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President-——— * 


States pay for the postal 


[have no doubt of ! 


we had be- | 
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Mr. FESSENDEN, -Fdo not wish to be in- 
terrupted. Li ; 
_Mr. WIGFALL. I only desire to ask a ques% 
tion, GA ' : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. . i 
Mr. WIGFALL. Is California a free State? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir; California isa 
Lam not going into the details; Fam 
stating the general proposition. Ido not pretend 
to take the figures about this matter. The‘ gen- 
eral proposition I have stated will be found to be 
true. It may not be true of all'the States; but E 
am taking the mass. I merely made the state- 
ment to show the Senator that that question de- 
pends entirely on other considerations. Because 
we will.not take his particular mode, which we 
deem to be unjust to us, of settling this question 
of the revenue, we are not to YW taunted, I take 
it, with profligacy in the expenditure of money. 
That is a strong term; but I take no exception to 
it, inasmuch as the Senator applies it as well to 
his own side of the House as to us. I only con- 
sider it as a pretty strong mode of expressing the 
idea that we expend too much moncy. 

Well, sir, with regard tothe franking privilege, I 
yoted to abolish the franking privilege; and it is 
the only vote, except one, that I have ever given 
inthis bedy—and I take this occasion to say it— 
that I feel ashamed of. I feel ashamed of ‘it for 
the grounds and motives which induced me to 
vote for it. It was because everybody else did 
so pretty much, and I supposed it would be a very 
good thing, so far as I was concerned, to have it 
abolished. “I should be glad to strike it out. I 
shouldbe glad to be saved the infinite trouble that 
it occasions’ me; but I say here now that Iebelieve 
the people would not justify us in abolishing the 
franking privilege; it is a vast deal more conse- 
quence to them than it is to us in every point of 
view. I-believe, moreover, that the statement of 
the Postmaster General, in reference to the money 
to be saved by it, is just as absurd, and can be 
demonstrated to be as absurd, as any other prop- 
osition made by a public officer. I do not believe 
it would save any appreciable sum, if abolished, 
anywhere, in any shape or form. 

So much for these questions. But let us come 
back. The Senator says that we are responsible 
for all these things. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Only for your votes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ` Only for our votes! I 
am perfectly willing to be responsible for all the 
votes I give. They go before the country, and 
willbe understood. Sir, the position which the 
Republican party has taken and is ready to stand 
by is this: they will vote Hiberall y—I will vote lib- 
erally—for all necessary appropriations to carry 
on this Governnient properly and well. We are 
able to do it; itis our duty to doit. Tf money is 
needed to finish this Capitol, I will vote for it. If 
it is proper to extend the Capitol grounds—as I 
believe it to be—I will vote for it, if itis to cost 
$2,000,000. Ido not deem it profligacy. Ifitis 
proper to extend the Treasury Department, Į will 
vote for that, and for any reasonable sum to ac- 
complish it; and my friends will do the same, I 
trust, as a general rule, according to their views. 
Voting for necessary appropriations is not profli- 
gacy. 

j But, sir, we believe that the sla aaa ea of 
this Government might be very much diminished 
in other quarters—in the Army, the Navy, in the 
administration of the Departments generally, in 
diminishing the number of civil officers, in cutting 
down salaries, in many cases. The Senator will 
reply to me, ‘ Were you not in favor of raising 
the pay of the Navy?” Ofa certain class of naval 
officers I was. But did the Republicans carry 
that? They were the only men upon this floor 
who voted against it, in any shape or form. It 
seemed to be a general assumption that the pay 
of some classes of the Navy should be raised. I 
believed it to be proper. But the bill that was 
last passed was passed under the pressure of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in the Senate, right 
or wrong, by their urgency, and by their strenu- 
ous appeals to each other to support the report of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in reference to 
their views; and now, when the bill has passed, 
and it is found out how bad it is and how much 
money it takes, it seems the responsibility with 
reference to itis tobe thrown uponthe Republicans! 
Sir, who-voted to increase the Army? Who veted 
for the Texas regiment bill? ‘That isan increase 


‘motives as he has?“ The 


of your Aimy: ° Whe Voted for all: those*me 
ures? Not the Repubhiéaris: There was'a pa 
vote on that questions ‘and’ that adds almo 
million. Did not the Senator vote. for it? 
it profligaey? (00. uT f ae 
r. TOOMBS. I voted-for t 
- Mr. FESSENDEN. Did it 
Army? But does the Senator say, 
matters of that description, we had: 
question arises; 


necessary? ris 
-Mr, TOOMBS: -f judgé upon‘acts, = 
Mr. FESSENDEN.: Very well; then-come to 


‘acts. "Lhe Democratic party in this body ap- 


proved öf these: things. They have neaniy twa 
thirds. They háve all the committees. TI 
initiate all the measures. Nothing ean be bro 
forward without their assent and under their di- 
rection. We cannot originate a méasure’on, this 
side of the House for the appropriation of money 
not one.. We have not the power todo it, and 
the Senator knows it perfectly well: ‘Phe House 
cutdown appropriationsin every direction. Who 
raised them? ‘Chey have been raiséd here in the 
Senate, where you have got a majority and all the 
committees, as 1 said before. : ; 

Now, sir, what I rose to say was simply what 
I have said. 1 do not propose to carry the mat» 
ter any further. It is not because we vote neces- 
sary appropriations that we are to be taunted with 
increasing the expenditures when Senators on ithe 
other side vote for them, and for a great deal more; 
It is not we who are to be held responsible for the 
great increasé of expenditures of this Government 
when we have just come into exislence as a party, 
and the Government hasbeen in your power for 
the last eight years, in which time you have | 
swelled the expenditures of this Government from 
something short of fifty million dollars up: to 
$80,000,000 in one direction and another, with 
no power here or elsewhere in any party but your 
own to make a retrenchment in any one direc- 
tion. Why have we not heard from the Admin- 
istration on the subject of retrenching expendi- 
tures in some quarter. Some slight effort has 
been made; but itis but a drop in the ocean; there 
has been no system. Where do your large de- 
ficiency bills come from? Are they not from the 
executive Administration? How happens it-that 
debts are incurred within a year which we are 
called upon to pay? 1 do not say they arë all 
wrong; but is it not from the executive Latninis- 
tration? Whence originated the ten million de=- 
ficiency bill that we passed two years ago, when 
this Administration eame into power? Was it 
not from the Utah expedition? Who resisted it 
on this floor? There were ten million added to 
the expenditures of the Government. The Re- 
publieans alone, what there were of theni; but 
they were powerless. 

You may trace it through, and there has been 
one consistent and persistent effort to reduce the 
expenditures of this Government on this side of 
the Chamber. My friend from Massdchusetts 
[Mr. Watson] tried to do it once, with reference 
to the collection of the revenue; but he failed. 
And yet the Senator from: Georgia makes these 
sweeping charges; and because, on this side of the 
Chainber you find votes for paying debts already 
incurred for the erection of the Treasury building, 
for the erection of this Capitel in which we stand, 
and other debts incurred in consequence of law, 
we are to be held responsible for all the waste and 
all the expenditure of money under this Admin- 
istration. Sir, when we sec an effort made onthe 
part of the Democracy inthis Chamber to prevent 
these large appropriations, and when the Democ- 
racy of this Chamber cease to bring in defitienty 
bills for matters not appropriated for, where the 
money has been spent in advance, and we resist 
those efforts, it will be time enough then, in my 
judgment, for the honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia to charge upon us all the expenditures that 
have been made for the last eight years In this 
Government, and the great increase of the public 
debt consequent upon it, and not before. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Georgia 
has included a very wide range, and charged upon 
me that I made party assaults. The Senator also 
says that I made a mistake in the éstimate of te- 
ceipts of last year wider than the Secretary. 
recollect what I said upon that subject, Ft was 
ona debate with him upon this very question. 
He said this tariff would yield sonie-sixteen or 
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- | told himthat.on. theaverage 


eighteen.per cent. 
you could not get 


imports.of the Jast five years 


gi: 
Mr. TOOMBS. The statement was. that we 
should not get $40,000,000. . : E TE ee 
“Mr. SIMMONS. : Forty-two million dollars. 

“Mr. TOOMBS, . Thirty-eight million dollars 
was theamount, but I will not be positive aboutit. 
.. Mr. SIMMONS. L have said that there were 
$36,000,000 from what was imported; and that 
there would. be. eight. or- ten million more. 


3 


Mr.. TOOMBS. The next year. : . 
Mr: SIMMONS... You stated that I said I 


cannot, tell how much will 
but my ground in the out- 
would not. pay over four- 
tecn per cents, and the.Secrelary of the Treasury 
gaid it would yield nineteen. That wasthe ground 
in the outset. The Senator said that I made a 
calculation, and made a mistake of about eight 
million dollars. . I have not said anything about 
it. Ele said he would stake his reputation that it 
would give $50,000,000 on the original estimate. 
I asked him if. he supposed it would bring. more 
than the five last years. He said he knew we 
would get, into debt by it. That was the issue 
between us... . 

Mr. TOOMBS. . It brought $49,000,000. 

. Mr, SIMMONS. . Three hundred and forty 
million of imports. last year, which made forty- 
nine million, I ciphered it up, and it is not over 
fourteen per cent., I do not very often make a 
mistake in the ratesof duty. Ido not pretend to 
tell what the irtports will be; but I go back to see 
what we have imported, and then base my. calcu- 
lation upon rates paid for a series of years that 
has gone before, The Senator never hea rd me say 
that we. will import $400,000,000 or $500,000,000, 
Ido not venture an opinion upon that; but upon 
sucha fixed data of importation I state what I 
believe the revenue will be; and that is what I 
said then. 

The Senator says that I charged this Adminis- 
tration with profligacy., Idid not say any such 
thing. 1 would not hesitate, if I was called upon, 
tosay. what I thought about it; but I do not choose 
always to say what I think about an Administra- 
tion, : ` 

The Senator says the Republican party is re- 
sponsible for this. 1 should like to know if the 
Administration is not responsible, unless we ex- 
ceed the estimates. I should like to know if we 
have exceeded their estimates. Did not the first 
message that came in here from the President and 
Secretary of War ask us for an increase of the 
Amy by tho addition .of five regiments, which 
would add $5,000,000 to the yearly expenditures? 
Did not the Committee on Military Affairs report 
that proposition, or something like it? I we had 
passed what the Administration asked us to pass, 
the Government would be $15,000,000 more in debt 
on that account to day. They asked $30,000,000 
to get Cuba; but I do not count that. They asked 
for a permanent increase of the Army by five regi- 
ments; and when they could not get that, they 
finally managed to obtain another kind of outside 
regiment, costing eight or nine hundred thousand 
dollars. Did we vote for it? Did we vote for that 
increase of five regiments to the Army? There 
was but one single member on the Republican 
side who voted for it. The Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Hare] reminds me of the re- 
proof he gave of such an extravagant vote ; but 
no maiter about that. 

Now the Senator goes.on to say that we refuse 
to raise the postage, and that is another profligate 
vote. I stated the other day, 
it to him anywhere butin the Chamber, where he 
would hate to withdraw any opinion hehad given, 
that we, paid more money, man for man, under 
the present rate, than we ever did under any rate 
of postage in this country; and if you were to go 
back to these high rates, from experience, you 
would have to conclude that it would lessen the 
revenue. As to this carriage of free matter, I have 
no doubt that the Postmaster General is right. If 
this free matter paid postage, it would amount to 
$2,000,000; but do you suppose anybody would 
send it, or anybody would take it, if they had to 
pay postage on it? Nobody believes it. [tis my 
deliberate judgment, by sending this printed mat- 
ter free, there is more than one hundred fold sent 
of what would go if they had to pay postage, lib- 


would make a basis. I 
be imported. in a. year; 
set was that this tariff 


000,000. He said there would be $268,000,000 | 


and Ican demonstrate | 


| 
t 
i 


af you did not send: it.. 


| stated the facts: 


| they are De 


made a fair presentation 


| for voting. ° | 


eral as members of Congress are, donot believe 
the mail service costs much more than it would 
ut the Senator from Georgia says that that 
Post Office bill was defeated by the Republicans, 
and that the Republican party is. responsible for 
that five million excess of expenditures. Now, 
I ask the Scnator from. Georgia if he will not 
have the candor to say that it was a Democratic 
House of Representatives that defeated that very 
bill?. Was it notan Administration House? Was 
it nota Democratic Speaker? Were not all its 
committees Democratic? And yet he charges the 
Republican party with the defeat of that measure 
to raise the postage and repeal the franking priv- 
ilege. Now, is that candor? If I know the last 
House. of Representatives, I think the Speaker 
was agentlemarrom South Carolina, and elected 
by a majority. of the House. Lào not know how 
much the majority was. I should reckon thirty 
or forty; but 1 do not know. ‘Ido not keep arun 
of those things. But I want to know if the Sen- 
ator from Georgia believes it is fair and candid 
towards political opponents to get up and charge 
the Republican party in the House of Represent- 
atives with defeating or passing a measure, when 
there were nearly two votes to one against them 
in that House? ‘The Republican party have not 
a majority there now. The Opposition to the Ad- 
ministration is'a majority. Here is the Senate, 
with tenor fifteen Democratic majority, that have 
increased every one of the appropriation bills,and 
then the Senator goes on to denounce the minor- 
ity of the body for having done it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not know whether it is 
worth while to put myself right, as I have done 
jt once. I was very explicit. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator can e 
he wishes. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
votes, and uniting with those 


xplain if 


I stated that it was by your 
Democrats who | 


agreed with you, that you had done it; and that 
you were responsible for your own votes. I did 


not.say twenty-five men could beat thirty-six. I 
that that was the policy of all of 
you who voted, and uniting yourselves with gen- | 
iomen whose local interests made them agree with 
you in policy, you got these expenditures com- 
plained of, and the record will maintain it. The 
Same was the case last year. Ido notsay that a 
minority could be at a majority; but you take a 
minority of the majority, unite with itona policy, 
and you carry it. Therefore you are responsible, 
and that minority., Every man is responsible for 
his own vote. ‘This attempt to creep out of votes 
that people give, under the idea that they are not 
a majority, 18 a slender pretext to go to the coun- 
try with. © 

Mr. SIMMONS. I know the Senator’s habit 
of using epithets about pretexts. I never shrink 
from the responsibility of a vote; and my friends 
around me here know that I have. stated, in re- 
gard to the appropriation bills, I intended to-fol- 
Tow the committees, where I did not understand | 
the measure myself. ‘That is my rule, and I take 
the responsibility of voting for them. I know 
mocrats; but if they make a fair pre- 
sentation and report of what they want, I follow 
the chairman, unless I think I sce some egregious 
error. Ís that a party measure? You cannot 
find a case where the chairman of a committee of | 
this body, since I have been a member of it, has | 


of what is wanted, that | 
my vote is against it. I do not vote against it | 
because he is a Democrat; nor do I vote for it l 
because it is a Democratic committee; but I be- | 
lieve, they generally examine a question fairly | 
and present it fairly, and I havefelt myself bound 
to vote for it, unless there was some egregious | 
error. I voted for expenditures on public build- 
ings. 1 have been for them all along. It docs 
not make any difference to me in what part of 
het country they are located. I do not know 
whether the Senator from Georgia voted for them 


or not. 

Mr. TOOMBS. These were just the votes I | 
did not complain of. F say when appropriations į 
are to be made by an existing law, it is my duty, | 
as a member of ihe Finance Committee, to bring | 
in the bills, and I did so, and voted for them. 
Those are not the bills with which I charged you 


Mr. SIMMONS. What kind of votes have I 
given that are complained of? I challenge him | 


| ity of the party, 


| measure. 


| to name one. Thatis the way to bring the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [stated one. 

Mr. SEMMONS. What was it? . 

Mr. TOOMBS. I said you sought to bring 
back $2,000,000 of postal contracts, which I say 
is exhibited to be the most outrageous. propost- 
tion ever heard of in the country. 1 did not say 
every member of the party did`it.: The gentle- 
man may be exempt; butt stated. that the major- 
sixteen. at. least, voted for the 
measure I was speaking of. 1 gave it as an illus- 
tration that the House put back thèse contracts. 
Ido not-know how they voted. I presume they 
voted for ites a party. It was very neara party 


Mr. SUMMONS. I do not know anything 
about the party; but I went for the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. CoLLAMER,] and 
made a speech upon it. I was against restoring 
those routes that were useless; but as to that part 
of the curtailment that had been made by a pro 
rata system, without looking into it, simply be- 
cause the Senator from Georgia defeated an ap- 
propriation bill, I thought the service ought to be 
restored, in the discretion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. ‘That was my argument. But in regard to 
those contracts for carrying the mails in river car- 
riages, for which we paid $150,000, I voted against 
their being restored, and so stated. I voted for 
the amendment to prevent their being restored; 
but, by a sort of parliamentary legerdemain, the 
amendment was rejected, in order to defeat the 
whole proposition. i 

Now, Mr. President, I do not like to debate these 
questions. The Senator from Georgia has no more 
idea than I have,and cannot have, after his expe- 
rience, that this revenue bill will afford over four- 
teen percent. upon the gross imports of the coun- 
try; and if we get $56,000,000 a year, we shallhave 
$400,000,000 of imports. We got about forty- 
hine million dollars of revenue last year, and had 
about three hundred and forty million dollars of 
imports. Now, does he suppose, even with his 
denunciation of extravagance, that he can bring 
the expenditures of this Government down to 
$50,000,000? He has no more idea of it than I 
have. We have consumed this session of Con- 
gress in debating party platforms, and now we are 
to leave the important duties of the session by ad- 
jotirning without doing what we ought to lare 
done monthsago. During the three orfour months 
we spent jn these useless discussions, which went 
only to prove that this constitutional Government 
wasa mere league among the States, we might 
have had our business closed up, and the private 
business attended to. 

Now, I have one word to say. about the bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives. 
think the Senator from Georgia is mistaken in say~ 
ing that this bill contemplated a redemption of this 
loan intwo years. I thinkit isa six years’ loan, 
with liberty to the Secretary of the Treasury, by 
giving certain notice, to redcem it after two years. 
‘Phat was done in order that, if the Secretary had 
any surplus, he might pay off this loan, as he 
pleased. . That was the bill. I may be mistaken 
about it. Lyrcad the billa month or twoago, and 
have not seen it since, Task the Senator from 
Virginia, the chairman of the committee, if it is 
not a loan for six years, with the privilege of re- 
deeming such parts as he pleases after two? 

_ Mr. HUNTER. Itis the privilege to redeem 
y upon notice. Does not that make ita two years’ 
oan? 

Mr.SIMMONS. Though you have the money 
to pay it. Does he want to prevent us paying it 
if we have the money by giving notice? The : 
Senator from Georgia docs not want that, I know. 
He does not want this money to pile up as it did 
before, if he has the loans out at five per cent, or 
six per cent. That isa mere privilege to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to give notice after two 
years to allow him to redeem it without having 
to buy it at fifteen per cent. premium, as he did 
before, and then, within the next two. or three 
months afterwards, have no money in the Treas- 
ury. Ido not believe we shall have any money 
to use in that way; but still it is well enough to 
make that provision. I think the House has not, 
perhaps, provided amply in that respect. The 
Senator from Virginia says he has improved that 
by putting it five years off; but if you have the 
money you cannot get in the stock before with- 
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out paying a. premium, Is that an improvement? 
There can be no sortof doubt thatit is an ad- 
vantage to havea right to redeem these bonds, 
though I haye'no idea it would be done; and if it 
would Jessen the vali¢ of the loan, I would rather 
strike it out.” f would rather make it six years. 
The longer the time, probably the better the loan 
would sell; but a five years’ loan would bring the 
money due right at the time when the balance of 
the Mexican debt will come due. 1 wantto know 
if you can pay these $20,000,000 then, and all the 
rest of that debt that comes due within seven 
: years. There is now a debt of $28,000,009 pay- 
able in that time, and you propose to make this 
Yoan come duc within the same time. That will 
be $48,000,000 to pay in the next seven years, 
besides the interest upon it. . Will any financier 
pretend that there is any prospect of doing that? 
i think a little reflection and a little attention to 
what our engagements are already, will satisf 
the Senator from Georgia that postponing this 
and fixing it at five years only, is against the in- 
terests of the Government. It will have to be 
renewed again. There has never been an easicr 
time in the money market in five years than there 
‘is to-day, and I would rather at once put this loan 
at ten or twelve years, and contrive some other 
way to buy up the other deht. We have got to 
provide for twenty-five or twenty-eight millions— 
I do not know exactly how much—within six or 
seven years, and, therefore, I would rather put 
this off a little longer. 

Now, so far as complaint is made. about the 
provisions of the House bill, I think any man, aĉ- 
customed to business, will say that it is a safer bill 
for the Government. Thatis,aloan of six years, 
with the privilege, after two years, of giving no- 
tice and buying a part, and paying for it. . No- 
hody supposes that the Secretary of the Treasury 
is going to pay off q loan of $20,000,000 in two 
years; and we have seen the mischief of having 
to bid for our own paper in the market, and pay 
fiftcen per cent. for it. Why should you repeat 
it? I say that the plan of the House is better in 
every aspect than the one proposed by the Finance 
‘Committee; but if the Finance Committee here 
mean to amend itat all, they had better make half 


this loan redeemable in ten or twelve years, and | 


the other half in the same way that the House 
has sent it to us. 

I shall be porey willing, as I have stated 
privately to the chairman of the Fimance Com- 
mittee, if he would look to a permanent revenue 
sufficient to pay the expenses, to agree to a con- 
tinuation of the Treasury note bill,’ providing 


that, when there was less than five million in the | 


Treasury, the Secretary might issue notes, and if 
he had more on hand, take them in. I think, to 
manage the Treasury economically, we must have 
some little margin of that sort; for if we are going 
to pay thes¢ debts as oe become due, we must 
accumulate some money between now and 1862, 
aud between then and 1867 or 1868, whenever the 
debt becomes due; and I think this mode of taking 
it would be better. 

There is but one further remark about these 
statements of the committee that I wish to make, 
and then I shall have done. When we passed 
the Treasury note bill—I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia—one reason 
urged by the Finance Committee was, that it was 
indispensable to have $12,000,000 in the Treasury 
to operate the Treasury with. It was intimated 
that wo could not pay the interest coming due on 
the Ist of January, 1858, unless we had Treas- 
ury notes, although there were Over seven million 
in the Treasury when the annual report was made 
in December, 1857. The impression was made 
on the Senate that it required $12,000,000 to oper- 
ate the Treasury successfully; that if there was 
less there, it was a disadvantage. That, I have 
no ‘doubt, the Senator remembers to have said. 


Well, sir, I have looked atthe ‘I'reasury balances, | 


and whenevera Secretary of the Treasury had au- 


thority to issue a loan, Í have never known him | 
to issue one until he got down to less than five | 


million. I believe that whatever statements come 
from committees should be based on their delib- 
erate judgment. If the Senator from Virginia 


will say it is all well enough, he cannot expect | 


that we shall believe, after three years’ experience 
of the present tariff, that we can redeem this loan 
in five years, and pay the interest on what there 
is out. 


. H 

Mr. BIGLER.. Theincome from customs de- 
pending on commerce and the business impulses 
not merely of our own country, but of the entire 
world, I am not disposed to hold: accountable or 
criticise unkindly any officer of the Government 
at.the head of the Treasury Department. I did 
not intend that by any remark I have made in con- 
nection with this subject.. I have entire confidence 
in the ability and patriotism of the present head 
of the Treasury Department; but, sir, those who 
think we have revenue sufficient take the posi- 
tion that they agree with him,and weon the other 
side differ from him. Now, I will undertake to 
prove, in five minutes, by the Secretary’s report, 
and by what the Senator from Virginia has said, 
that the Secretary himself concedes a deficieney 
at the end of the year 1861, on the mere ordinary 
expenditures, without taking into consideration 
any one of the vast sums which we have voted in 
this body. How do I make that appear? Ido 
not intend to go over the account thoroughly; that 
would take too much time, nor is it necessary; 
but on page 6 of the Secretary’s report, after hav- 
ing gone through all the receipts and expenditures 
for this year, ending June 30, 1860, and his esti- 
mates for the coming year 1861, he states: 

“Te will be seen from the communication of the Post- 
master General accompanying my report on the estimates, 
that there will be required to pay the deficiency in that De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1859, the 
sum. of $4,296,009; and to supply the deficiency for the 
present fiscal year ending the 3th of June, 1860, the fur- 
ther sum of $5,526,324. In addition to these amounts, the 
Secretary of the Interior submits an estimate for the sum 
of $539,350, which he will require during the present fiscal 
year to carry out eertain Indian treaties approved. at the 
close of the last session of Congress.. These three sums, 
amounting to $10,368) ,683, must be met during the present 
fiscal year, and must therefore be deducted trom the esti- 
mated balance in the Treasury on the 30th of June, 1860, 
which will leave in the Treasury at that time an estimated 
balance of $4,020,125 40, and an estimated balance on the 
30th of June, 1861, of $3,530,196 61. This last amount will 
be increased to the exteut of the unexpended appropria- 


i tions for the next fiscal year which may remain in the 


‘Treasury undrawn on the 30th of June, 1861.7? 


Mr. HUNTER. It is justthere. What is that 
i last amount?” It is about twelve million dol- 
ars. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Virginia 
knows that this system of unexpended appropri- 
ations runs along every year, and the general aver- 
ageisabout the same. Ie makes nothing at all by 
making that deduction, because I am going to take 


the statement of the Treasury of the accountcur- | 


rent of the ordinary expenditures, This balance 
which he claims in the Treasury on the 30th of 
June, 1861, is based on his estimate of last year 
of a revenue from customs of $56,000,000. His 
estimate for customs has fallen short, as the Sen- 
ator from Virginia knows, as also his estimate of | 
the public lands. The Senator from Virginia says 
that the deficiency of the estimate is $3,379,000. 
He will see that that execeds the entre amount 
of balance in the Treasury which the Secretary 
estimates, aside from the unexpended appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. HUNTER. [ask the Senator if he does 
not know that the estimate of appropriations for 
these last three quarters has fallen short more 
even than the estimate of revenue; in other words, 
that the deficiency of expenditures is as much less 
than those estimated by the Department as the 
revenue is less? | 

Mr. BIGLER. Now, I hope the Senator will 
not make a point of that kind. Here are the esti- 
mates based on laws in existence—appropriations 
previously made, What does it matter whether 
they come in to-day or to-morrow? Will he tell 
me that the Secretary of the Treasury has made | 
mistakes of millions and millions as to what the 
laws have appropriated? Thatcannotbe. Fur- 
thermore, sir, the Senator from Virginia has not 
seen the 30th of June, 1860. When we shall have 
passed these bills, if he calls herc, E venture to 

redict now, he will find the Treasury exhausted, 
if not below the point at which I propose to put 
it. Ido not hold that this meets the case at all, 
The Secretary’s statement is on appropriations 
already made by law. They will be demanded, 
and have to be paid. i 

Now, sir, you will see that the deficiency for 
this year, as presented by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia himself, exhausts the entire balance which 
the Secretary of the Treasury claims for the 30th 
of June, 1861; but that does not meet the case. i 


|| do not care to stand upon technicalities about this 


thing, or. undertake in any. way to. make a par- 


| unnecessary expenditures as most Senators. 


ticular. point. I have no.opinion. to: adhere to.with 
tenacity. This.is.a question of experience and 
of facts, which we must look at--which:thereis 
no evading. Will the Senator from Virginia tell 


for the Capitol extension; $150,000for the Charles- 
ton custom-house; $300,000 forthe New, Orleans 
custom~ house; and about. three million tò- pay 
the Oregon war debt. There are in these few 
items over $6,000,000. Is it not right, and is it 
not our duty, to take these into consideration?. 

I d not intend to go into these matters to-day. 


I simply wish to say to my friend from Georgia 
that I think his attempt, to-day, to create the im- 
ression that these appropriations were carried 
y the votes of the Opposition and a certain por- 
tion of Democrats, was not a generous view of 
the subject. That is true upon each particular 
proposition; but taking a session of Congress to- 
gether, the Senator. must. know that he :cannot 
make out a class of Democrats who yote.with the 
Opposition. I have voted for appropriations when 
a majority of the Opposition has voted for them, 
and the Senator from Georgia, perhaps, has done 
the same thing. Now, take this single item, 
$467,000, to increase the pay of naval officers. 
‘Who is responsible for that? It passed this body 
unanimously. ; : 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not know how it passed. 
I was in Georgia, I suppose. I know J was not 
here at the time. I should have opposed it, aif I 
had been. ` ix 

Mr. BIGLER. Isay what the record shows. 
The Senator admits that he voted for $700,000 for 
the Texas regiment.. He did that because he 
thought it was right, consistent with public pol- 
icy and the wishes of his constituents. y 
friend from Virginia, who stands with a strong 
arm at the door of the Treasury, the other day 
voted fora bill to pay the States $1,600,000 of in- 
terest—a measure that was disputed stoutly here 
as not being right. He-did so because his con- 
stituents required him to do-so, and because they 
thought it right. 

There are very many other views that I could 
present. I think Iam as careful about oe ee 
claim no merit on that point. I vote as my judg- 
mert indicates.. But,sir, on this very Post Office 
appropriation bill, on the effort of the House to 
restore the postal service, the Senator from Geor- 
gia must remember that the votes on this side in 
favor of it came from his section of the Union, 
and not from mine. I voted against it. I under- 
stand very well what the Senator meant... He 
knows that there are certain Democratic Senators 
on this side who, to a certain extent, agree with 
the other side on what I regard as a mere busi- 
ness question—the question of adjusting the rates 
of duties on foreign imports with a view to reve- 
nue. Lam not among those who have ever talked 
about protecting any great interest or class. of peo- 
ple in this country. What ] say, what I have 
said, what I shall say again, is, that when Con- 

ress does raise duties for revenue, it is not only 
its right but its duty, in arranging those charges, 
to inquire how far they will affect the great indus- 
trial interests of the country; and, for one, Tam 
of those who pride myself in acknowledging the 
duty, that, in providing for this necessity of our 
Government, and eyery other, I will, as far as. I 
can, advance great industrial interests that are 
borne down by foreign competition, by the agency 
of cheap capital and cheap labor abroad, espe- 
cially where the product of these great clements 
belongs peculiarly to our own aie a where we 
have the elements, where we have the skill, and 
where we can produce all we need. - Commerce 
is right; commerce is a necessity that equalizes 
the position of the world; but that commerce 
which is engaged in carrying iron from England 


A s 


me \oNERESSTON 


#8 this country is lost commerce, a ‘waste of labor. 
Ultasoutter loss. f 


would act ‘upon his suggestion, and not de- 
aut “tariff question to-day; nor shal E; but 
ami ‘so fully convinced that ‘the présent ratesof 
duties tipon imparts are insufficient, that T shall 
‘yoteagainst this proposition sbeéause, between the 
-alternatives'of increasing thé duties or increasing 
thë publicdebt, Tam for raising the révente by 
“jnereasing the rates of customs; and therefore I 
Sam hot wing, in advance, to decide this question 
of‘ éréating“a “loan. l-want'to ‘meet with it the 
“question of arresting the further accumulation of 
4Keé' public debt. “It is, therefore, for once—andit 
4s'seldom I do ‘so—that I differ from:my friend 
‘from Virginia, LT make no spegial point as tothe 
cordér of business; but I stated that £ believed it 
was tight, and I thought the Senator from Vir- 
ginia‘owed it to the House of Representatives, 
especially ina meastre peculiarly confided to them 
‘by the Constitution, to take upand consider the 
“pill which they sent here in connection with the 
whole sabject: If there bea majority here wn- 
wimg to change the revenne laws, that is feason 
why they should strike off that portion of the bill 
and send it:back with that amendment; for, after 
all, if. there is to be a contest ‘between the two 
Efouses, it will originate on one bill as well as 
nother, But, sit, enough, for. the present, of 
that. 

In speaking of extraordinary appropriations, I 
should not do the Sccretary-of the Treasury jus- 
tice, nor’ myself, if I did not read a paragraph 
from his report, in which he very clearly indicates 
to Congress the necessity for additional revenue. 
The ground on which he estimates that we can 
gct through, every Senator knows cannot exist; 
‘and now let me read a ‘paragraph on page'9 of 

‘his report. He says: | 

« Entertaining these views, I do not doubt that the actual 
-yeceipts into the Treasury ‘tor the present and next fiscal 
“years will be fully equal tothe estimates.” 

The Secretary of the Treasury has notpresented 
the whole amount estimated by the Departments. 
Lbelicve the difference is between eight and nine 
“million dollars. 

«The only remaining question in connection with the 
-éstimates to be considered, is the probable demands upon 
the Treasury ducing this period. Ifthe appropriations made 
at the prosent session do not exceed the amount contained 
in the estimates, it is belicved that they can be met with 
the ordinary and extraordinary receipts already provided by 
law, Lhe estimated balance that will be in the Treasury 
on the 300) June, 1861, is ouly $3,530,196 61, and leaves no 
marvin for additional appropriations.” 

We have trenched on that margin already be- 
tween six and seven million dollars, 

‘Jf, therefore, the appropriations should exceed the esti- 
mates, or Congress shotild determine to provide within this 
period forthe payment of any portion of the public debt, it 
Wwill-become necessary to make provision for such coutin- 
geneics.. The idea of increasing the public debt to meet 
the otdinary expenses of the Government should not be en- 
tertained for a moment. Lf additional demands are created 
upon the Treasury by the legislation of the present Con- 
gress, provision must be made to meet them by such increase 
of tariff duties as may be required tor that purpose. La such 
an event, 1 would respectiully refer Congress to my last 
report, as containing the views of the Department on the 
subject.” : 

In view of the fact which I have stated, of the 
appropriations which have been made, it is true 
that the Secretary of the Treasury is here recom- 
mending an’ increase of the tariff, and insisting 
that he will not have means to mëct the demands 
upon the Treasury. In the absence of what has 
occurred here, this could-be disputed. But since 
we have passed these large appropriations, many 
of which I did not stop to enumerate—for instance, 
that for the purchase of public grounds here, 
$166,000 estimated, which I understand the Sen- 
ator from Virginia thinks will cost a very much 
larger sum—I say, sir, the Secretary of the Freas- 
uryis here asking anincrease of duties, and telling 
you thathe cannot mect the public demands with- 
outit. T therefore am not willing to be putin the 

osition of. making an issue with the Secretary. 
Ee takes the view that I do. 

Mr, HUNTER. Mr. President, I think I can 
show the Senator from Pennsylvania that he has 
done great injustice to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary in his account of the estimates of that officer. 
Before doing so, I will remind him that we are 
not now asking to increase the public debt at all. 
We are only asking a change of. the form of it. 
Instead of Treasury notes, we ask to fund it. If 
Congress: were to prefer it, and choose to reissue 


i i The question of indebtedness is not affected one 
A promised the Senator’from Virginia | 


Jove on the estimates of the Sécretary of the Treas- 


Þe able to carry on this Government, and pay its 


| élause in his report in which he declares that +‘ this 


; come down to the simple inquiry, are the ordinary | 
? | 
| 


| retary of the Treasury since, and show every 


the Treasury notes, I should be entirely willing. 


cent by thé particular form in which the debt is 
represented. When we ask to increase the debt of 
the country in order to get along, it will be time 
enough for Him to present such arguments. We 
do not pretend this, for we believe, and we be- 


ury, thatif we keep within his estimates, or-do 
not exceed them by avery large amount, we shall | 


current expenses during the next year. — 

_ Now, ‘sir, to show how the Senator has treated 
the Secretary of the Treasury in his representa- 
tion of his ‘estimates; he says nothing of this 


last amount,” that is the balance of $3,530,196, 
swill be increased to the extent of the unexpended 
appropriations for the next fiscal year, which may 
remain.in the Treasury undrawn on the 30th of 
June, 1861,” by which the Secretary distinctly 
admits that there will be such an amount—he does 
not state what it will be—which will increase this 
balance. I say what it will probably be, because 
all Secretaries of the Treasury have been in the 
habit of estimating that they will carry over to 
the succeeding year as large an amount of unex- 
pended balances as they drew from the preced- 
ing year. The amount which the Sccretary ex- 
pecis to draw from the preceding year to the 
next fiscal year is $12,250,000. It is fair to esti- 
mate that he will carry over to the next year 
that amount; and when you come to add that 
$12,250,000 to the $3,530,000, you have a surplus 
of something like sixteen million dollars, and that 
is the surplus which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury estimates upon the scheme of expenditure 
which he has recommended. 

But, sir, I will go further. Is it probable that 
we shall spend more next year than this? Ought 
we to spend more? 

Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator will allow. me, 
just at that point, I desire to make a remark; for 
{ want to understand it right. I have had, my- 
self, some experience on this very question of 
unexpended balances of appropriations, and I 
have noticed how often they have confused ac- 
counts. lam not caring to discuss the question 
what the condition of the Treasury will be at any 
period in the year; because that relates simply to 
the machinery. F said to the Senator before, that 
there would be a balance of appropriations unex- 
pended, at the close of the year 1861. What ap- 
propriations will these be? A part of what we 
make this year, naturally and necessarily; but 
that fact does not affect the case at all, when you 


receipts of the Government paying the ordinary 
expenditures? These balances run on into each 
year. 

One moment further. I willask the Senator to 
answer me candidly, whether any year since 1856 
he could not have made precisely the same point 
on me. I was taking the actual balance left when | 
the Secretary had made his estimate, irrespective 
of the unexpended balances of appropriation. 
The Senator from Virginia would have said: 
« why, you must add to that all the amount un- ; 
expended, and that shows you the condition of 
the Treasury.” Thatis mere machinery thatruns | 
along; and yet I will take the reports of the Sec- 


ear a large deficiency, ranging first, in 1658, 
$26,000,000; in 1859, $17,000,000; and I will show | 
an actual deficiency in this year, I think, beyond | 
all controversy. Ido not recognize,and F cannot | 
perecive, why the Senator from Virginia should 
ask us to strike a balanee at any particular period į 
in the Treasury, as meeting the point which I) 
make; and certainly, so far as the particular form j 


GLOBE. 


is concerned, the Senator does not understand me 
as saying this is a proposition to create a public 
debt. The debt exists. What I have said is; 
that the House of Representatives sent it here in 
connection with a measure to provide the means 
to wipe that debt out; and therefore I wanted the | 
two considered together. | 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator says that if 1} 
were to charge him with any calculations of un- | 
expended balances of his administration of his! 
Commonwealth, as I understand him, I should | 
do him injustice; and asks me if I would make l 
points on him in regard to thatmatter. I certainly 
would not, for I have always understood that he 


‘administered the affairs of that good old Common- 


expenditure, 


wealth with great ability and skill; but I will sa 
in regard to the affairs of this Treasury, of whic 
| know something more than J do of that of Penn- 
sylvania, that if the Senator will not take into con- 


“sideration these outstanding balances, he differs 


from every Secretary of the Treasury whom I 
have ever Known, for they always do estimate it 
in presenting the account of the probable expendi- 
ture.  Weallknow. thatit is fair to presume that 
they will pass over as much to the next year as 
they took from the preceding years and therefore, 
in order to ascertain what is to be. the probable 
the Secretary says $66,700,000, in- 
cluding these unexpended balances; and we must 
deduct these outstanding balances to see what the 
actual amount will be... But L.was proposing to 
present the subject in another shape, in order to 
show the Senator ‘from Pennsylvania that I was 


right. 

Min BIGLER. Onc moment. Does not the Sec- 
retary say, that when he pays off the Post Office 
deficiencies, and the amount necessary to meet 
certain treaties, this deficiency is upon us? It be- 
longs to the years 1859 and 1860. It is upon us 
now. When he pays that $10,360,000, it exhausts 
that amount now in the Treasury. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator does not under- 
stand the Secretary; and if he will allow me to go 
on without interrupting me, I think I shall show 
him so. - 

Mr. BIGLER. So faras this pointisconcerned, 
Iam perfectly willing to defer it until the tariff 
bill comes up. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish the Senator would de- 
fer it. I invited him to do so, but he would not. 
Now, sir, to show that the Secretary never said 
so, he says“ this lastamount”’ of $3,530,000, be- 
ing the balance on hand, ‘ will be increased to the 
extent of the unexpended appropriations for the 
next fiscal year.” bend that I would present the 
subject in another point of view, in order to show 
the Senator that he was wrong in regard to the 
Secretary’s estimate of expenditure. 

Lask, is it reasonable to suppose that we shall 
expend more next year than this? Ought we to 
do so?. For this year we not only have had to 
carry onthe currentexpenses of the Government, 
but we have had to pay $4,500,000 of old Post 
Office debt. Is it not fair to say that we ought 
not to expend more next year than we do this? 
Well, what do we spend this year? ‘The Secre- 
tary tells us we expend in the first quarter 
$20,007,174, including, as I said before,a techni- 
cal expenditure of $4,664,366 for the redemption ' 
of Treasury notes, leaving the actual expendi- 
ture $15,342,806. I procured from the Depart- 
ment a statement of the actual expenditures of 
the other three quarters, up to the 26th of May, 
and they amounted to thirty-nine million dollars 
anda fraction. He then estimated that the prob- 
able expenditure for the residue of the time—the 
month and four days—would be $5,000,000, or 
at the rate of $60,000,000 a year, which made 
$44,000,000 for the remaining three quarters, and 
that gave. an expenditure for this year of 
$59,381,162, This sum of $59,381,162 is com- 
posed in part of $4,500,000 of old Post Office debt, 
which he has paid, so that the current expendi- 
ture is between fifty-four and fifty-five million 
dollars. 

Now, sir, when I come to take from his esti- 
mate of the annual expenses $66,714,000, and 
deduct the outstanding balances of appropriation, 
$12,000,000, I get between fifty-four and fifty-five 
million dollars. 

But Ict me take it in another way, to show that 
Iam not wrong. In his annual estimates, the 
Secretary says the. appropriations, unless Con- 
gress exceeds the estimates, will be fifty-one mil- 
lion dollars and a fraction, not including interest 
on the public debt, which is about three and a 
half million dollars, the result of which would be 
that we should still get from that mode of state- 
ment an actual expenditure this year of between 
fifty-four and fifty-five million dollars, But let 
us take the actual expenditure, including the pay- 
ment of the old Post Office debt—59,381 ,000 for 
this year. Suppose we expend no more next year? 
that would make about one hundred and eighteen 
million eight hundred thousand dollars for the 
two years. Deduct that from his estimated two 
years’ receipts, $138,000,000, and it would give us 
more than T stated—§20,000,000 of surplus. 


Ihave been presenting. the subject.in the worst 
form, according to the Seeretary’s. estimate. I 
argue from his data... t have means of knowing 
m: self. Ihave more, trust in -his estimates than 
other Senators seçm to have, for I think:-he came 
very near, not. only in the-last year but in this. 
He. estimated. $56,000,000 of receipts from: cus- 
toms. He.got. $54,000,000; and that in the face 
ofthe great financial revulsion in the. Northwest, 
who: are. consaming to so small an extent just 
now. I say it. was a very creditable estimate. It 
was a wonderfully near approximation to thereal 
state of things.. But I deduct from his statement 
$3,381,000 that he. supposes. he is going: to fall 
short, and I add that to his estimates of. next 

ears revenue, which gives, us. §138,262,423. 
hen take $72,037,000 for this year, which can 
hardly be said to be problematical now, and 
$66,225,000 is his estimate for next year. Then 

_ the two estimates together inake $138,262,000. He | 
wili spend for this year, we know, $59,381,000, or 
about that amount. If we allow him to expend 
as much, and no. more, next year, there will, be. 
$118,000,000; which, subtracted. from the other 


sum i have just stated, would give us near twenty. | 


million dollars surplus; and we know, in addition 


to.that, that the, $59,000,000 includes that debt of | 


which Ihave been speaking; which shows that 
the real expenditure for the current expenses of 
the Government this year will bea littl over 
fifty-four million dollars—between fifty-four and. 
Afty-Ave million. ; 

I say, that, with that statement, I was right 
year before last, when I said that after the issue 
of, stock in addition to Treasury notes, with the 
means then provided, the current revenue would 
enable the Government to get along. Sv it has. 
Jedid last year, and we know it will this.. There 
is every probability now that this year will end 
with a surplus of, between six and seven million 
dollars. Butif, in order to evade that, gentlemen 
say this expenditure will go into the next year, 


then I take the two years together—the two years’ | 


estimated receipts, and the two years’ estimated 
expenditures—and I find that, by taking it in that 
way, we geta surplus of not less than twelve 
million dollars, and perkaps reaching to sixteen 
million dollars. If we take the calculation in the 
most favorable manner for those who are to con- 
duct the Government, it would be nearer twenty 
million dollars. But suppose there were either 
sixteen-or twelve million dollars: that would still 
leave us a sum to carry on the Government, pay 
the current expenses, and provide the appropria- 


tions to which the Senator from Pennsylvania; 


has alluded. 

But, sir, I never meant to. say that the revenue 
which we now have, and the means we. now have: 
of supplying. the Treasury, would answer any 
scale of éxpenditare.. I know it will not. I know 
Congress may appropriate such an amount that 
it-will not; but I say, they ought not so to appro- 
priate; and I say, when it comes to that, one of 
the means of preventing it is to keep the revenue 
low, and that it is a political necessity, when you 
see that coming upon you, to reduce it. It was 
that which made Congress, with almost unanim- 


ity, reduce the revenue which was coming in from ; 


the tariff of 1846; because they saw that it was 
leading to extravagantexpenditures. Under that 
system of revenue, with a surplus that was so 
large in the Treasury, the Government was em- 
barked in an extravagant. scale of expenditure, 
and the work.of, curtailment was obliged to be a 
work of time. We had to provide for the obliga- 
tions which were made, and liabilities which were 
incurred, at a time when we had an abundant 
-revenue. We had to carry on the Government, in 
the mean time. We had to do this in the face of 
a.severe financial crisis—of a disturbance of the 
~whole eredit system of the world—in 1857. We 
have done it, sir. 


sary by that crisis, but which would have been 
necessary no matter what system of reyenue you 
might have had; and I say that each year as it 
goes on shows that our means of meeting the ex- 
enditures of the Government are increased; and 
if they could force us to some curtailment and 
some economy, it would not be, objectionable on 
that account. 
Mr. BIGLER. A single remark to my friend 
from Virginia. When this question comes up on 
the tariff, | intend to. present the tables:which I 


e, We have done it with some | 
addition to the debt of the country, made neces- | 


i 


i 


|, and he:knows how. much I respect.all-his views; | 


| ator from Virginia can imagine a case that would 


| expenditures of ‘this Government down to any 
| such point as that. 


| can in the way of reform, and you will not have 


| cessarily convicts the Secretary of the Treasury; 


i so himself. 
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have-prepared. I shali present: them, believing: 
every one of them to be accurate. I have under- 
taken to divest this whole question. of complica- 
cations, and all the machinery, and show each 
year the money that was realized from ordinary. 
sources, permanent sources, and. the ordinary or 
permanent. expenditures, without any. reference 
whatever to your loan; and I tell him now.thatt 
shall show that in 1858, 1859 and. 1860, each.year 
there was a clear deficiency—of course everybody 
knows.a.very large one in-1858 and: 1859, but a 
deficiency also for the year about to terminate; 
and-I think I can show that a-deficiency is inev- 
itable at the close of the year 1861. 1 make-this 
declaration in advance in no spirit of vanity. The 
Senator from Virginia knows me better than that; 


but I must express my amazement that the Sen- 


leave a surplus of sixteen. or twenty million in 
our Treasury at the end of the next year. 
Mr. HUNTER. It is not imaginary. 
the Secretary’s figures. 
Mr. BIGLER. Just look at it. We get about 
fifty-three and a half million dollars at the outside 


I take 


from customs, $1,800,000 from public lands, and |i 


$2,225,000 from miscellaneous sources, Then 
how can suchathing be? Deduct your $20,000,000 
and you will sce that it is impossible to being the 


No, sir, your expenses will 
exceed your.revenue; you may do the best you 


a dollar to pay the public debt. Then, sir, if my 
calculation. was entirely wrong, and if I was re- 
quired, in making the account, to include as ur+ 
plus of $12,000,000 at the close of the year, 1 ask, 
my friend from Virginia to tell me why the Sec- 
retary should have suggested an increase of du- 
ties and anincreasc of revenue, if you appropriated | 
any moncy above his estimates. The Secretary | 
proves my position, that the unexpended appro- 
priations have no connection with the appropri- 
ations for the incoming year for which he makes 
his estimate. There is a balance of unexpended 
appropriations that always exists. If the Sena- 
tor from Virginia can convict me of error, he ne- | 


because, if his ground is right, thereewill be that 
whole $12,000,000 at the end of 1861, and there- 
fore the Secretary could not have said, ‘you must i 


devise means or we cannot pay a dollar beyond i 


| ordinary expenses.” Now, | tell my friend from | 
Virginia that that calculation of the Secretary eX- 


hausts every dollar. there is, and, more. 
Mr. HUNTER. ‘The Secretary does not say. 


i 

| 

| 

| 

Mr. BIGLER.. Very well, sir; the Secretary | 
says,in recotihting the appropriations of the year, | 
as he ought to aud did do, there will be $3,530,000 
left. That was based upon his estimate from cus- | 
toms and other sources, which has fallen short 
$3,380,000 as the Senator himself says. That 
alone exhausts him; that terminates the operation | 
of the year; and it is too clear for dispute, that if į 
I am required to include $12,000,000 now—I do | 
not mean counting the practical operation of the 
machinery ;butin order to ascertain exactly what | 
you are doing—I am required at the end of the | 
year to account for the balance in the Treasury of 
unexpended appropriations. The Secretary tells i 


i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


you there are over $12,000,000 of appropriations || 


made by Jaw not paid; and when the year term- | 
inates there will probably be the same amount not | 
paid, but they will all be paid; and when you , 
have done that at the close of each year, the fact | 
which I allege will be apparent on the record, and 
that is, that you are in debt. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I simply want to make one 
statementin reference to the postage matter which 
has been referred to. [have not got the return 
of last year, butt remember the statement which 
I made; and not only did I satisfy the Senator. 
from Pennsylvania of it, but he said so. Atall 
events, I wii look to his speech and sce it. Last į 
year he hada statement in his speech of the postal j 
receiptsof five years, and in that way worked out l 
a surplus in Pennsylvania; but. upon that very į 
year there was a deficiency there. This was no | 
conjecture; it was no mistake of figures; it was 


| 
an official report of how much was received, and | 
how much the letters cost in his State, and through- 
out every State in the Union—a list made every 

year. . It is not a question of any other calcula-.; 


+ 


i 
3 


! 
1 


tions, because.if there, is any. more money eve 
collected, it is stolen... - LCR: 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. , Will the Sen- 
ator allow me to interrupt him fota moment? ` 
Mr. TOOMBS: No; sirs shall ‘not -oecup 
two minutes myself... 9" Pyvotenw a VAG 
Mr. JOHNSON; of Arkansas. I only 
part of. that two minutes, that. Pray be able: to: 
assist the gentleman; and-I:must ‘insist’ on hise: 
allowing it: - It-wants now butabout ten ort 
minutes ofthe time at which we arecompell 
take airecess,and'I-suggest thatwe take the:vote 
now: > E o : 
Mr. TOOMBS. I shall not speak 
the ‘Senator has done: -> 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
provoke speaking.in others». 
Mr.’FOOMBS, I will goon with what I wanted: 
to state, and I could be dofie ithe time the Sen- 
ator has interrupted me.. The official statement 
shows that there are but three States in the Union, * 
and the District of Columbia, in which thére’is an 
excess-of postal-réceipts over-expenditutes. In 
regard to this District, the reason‘is that it'is-not:~' 
charged ‘with any transportations and six hundred” 
and forty-two thousand stamps were sold, and | 
$6,000 received in postage. Massachusetts and of 
New York, according ‘to the returns, pay their: 
expenses,‘ because the foreign postage comes in 
at Boston and’ New York. Over. two hiandred’: 
thousand dollars of foreign” postage is‘credited to 
Massachusetts, and has been paid to Englandand 
other countries. . The-whole foreign and’Califor+ * 
nia- postage received: at New “Yorks ‘put'to ithe ~ 
credit of New York. ` Besides, New York and © ~ 
Boston are marts for the sale-of stamps; one for 
New England, and the other for the country gen- 
erally- Boston sellsifive hundred thousand:stamps, 
which are pat to her credit, and New York ont 
miltion one hundred thousand. These States and 
Rhode Island are the only ones where there'is an 
apparent. exeess of receipts over expenditures. 
Mr. BIGLER. In order to waive all difficulty * 
or dispute between the Senator from Georgia and.“ 
myself, when this question-was up at the last sesi 
sion, I made this proposition, which-I think he | 
neither considered nor answered; that 1 would’: 


‘as ‘long. as 


-Bat you may nat 


. waive the whole question. of income from the 


postages,and make my case perfectly good with- 
out counting that. Hé may ‘have taken the im- | 
pression that I therefore conceded his point, but ` 
make out my case by the expenditures: alone,’ . 
without-taking into consideration thé receipts. © ` 

Mr. TOOMBS. I tell the Senator Jam not’ 
arguing that question. : j nae 

Mr. BIGLER. On the data of the population © 
and the expenditures in the several States, L make ~ 
out the case, so that it cannot be met or denied. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I was upon a matter of fact. 
The facts are entirely before me.. There are but 
three States which, according to the offidial state- 
ment, pay their postal expenses—Rhode Island,, 
New York, and. Massachusetts... Rhode Island, 
having a very small territory, is charged: with., 
little or no transportation.’ The mails carried 
from New York by steamer are charged elsewhere. 
The charge to Rhode Island is a small matter— 
$9,000, These facts are shown by the record. 
in the District of Columbia the-case is very much. 
the same asin Rhode Island, for there is.no charge 
for transportation; but these are the only cases 
where, according to the official returns, the re- 
ceipts equal the expenditures. I have sent for 
the speech; I cannot lay my. hand on it now; but 
I think the Senator expressly admitted my cor- ` 
rectness. There is no quesUon about it, The: 
fact is shown by the record that they: were all 
deficient, 

Mr. WILSON. 
until six o’clock. ; : 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order is, 
that the Senate take a recess at four o'clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.: The’ Senator has.some 
remarks to make; and his proposition only anti- 
cipates the recess by ten minutes. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting : 
the question, the Chair will present a House bill, 
for the purpose of reference, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 665) to amend an act ap- 
proved February 9, 1859, entitled“ An: act, pro- 
viding for keeping and distributing | all public 
documents, and for other: purposes,’ was read 


I move that we take a tecéss< 


2926. 


TH 


. 


June T3, 


twiee by its title; and: referred 
on. the Library. 

0" BNROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
` A message from the House of Representatives, 


by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that. the - 


Speaker had signed the: following: enrolled joint 
resolutions; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of:the President pro. temporer Betas 

‘A joint. resolution (8. No. 5) for. supplying 
the Choctaw, Cheroked, and Chickasaw nations 
with such capies.of the laws, journals, and pub- 
lic printed documents as are furnished to the 
States. and ‘Territories; Pera: f 

‘A joint resolution (S. No. 34) in relation to the 
works of the exploring expedition; and © >: 

A joint resolution (S. No. 35) providing for 
the observation of the eclipse of the sun, which 
will oċcur on the 18th day of July next. 


BILLS BEOOME LAWS. 


A message from the President. of the United 
States, by. Mr.. Bucnanan, his: Secretary, an- 
nounced that: the President had approved and 
signed, on the 12th-instant, the following acts: . 

A bill (S. No. 252) to incorporate the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia; | 

A bilt (S. No. 261) to authorize the levy court 
to‘issue tavern and other licenses inthe District 
of Columbia; 

A bill: (S. No. 202) to reimburse the corpora- 
tion of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
a sum of money advanced towards the construc- 
tion of the Little Falls bridge; and 

A bill (S. No. 228) for the relief of Valentine 
Wehrheim. ? 

He also approved and signed, this day, the fol- 
lowing acts: 

A bill (S. No. 385) to incorporate the propri- 
etors of Prospect, Hill Cemetery; 

A bill (S.No. 426) to dissolve the Washington’s 
Manual Labor School and Male Orphan Asylum 
Soéiety of the District of Columbia, and to au- 
thorize the transfer of its effects to the Columbian 
Institution for the instruction of the Deaf and 
` Dumb and the Blind. 


STEWART W. MEGOWAN. 


Mi. POWELL asked, and obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. No. 43) to cor- 
rect a clerical. error in the act approved May 4, 
1860, ‘for the relief of Stewart McGowan,” and 
it was read twice. 

Mr, POWELL. I ask unanimous consent to 
have the joint resolution passed now. -[* No ob- 
jection.”’} 

The joint resolution was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to correct the 
cleri¢al error in the ‘ Act for the relief of Stewart 
McGowan,” approved May 4, 1860, by inserting 
therein the name of “ Stewart W. Megowan,”’ in 
place of the name *‘ Stewart McGowan.” 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. | 

The Senate took a recess until six o’clock, p.m. 


. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o'clock. 
THOMAS R. LIVINGSTON. 


Mr. POLK. ‘I wish to call up a little bill which 
has been reported from the Committee on the Post 
Oficc and Post. Roads, for the relief of Thomas 
R. Livingston. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appropri- 
ation bill is still pending on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Virginia, and it will require 
unanimous consent to entertain the motion. 

Mr. POLK. J.ask unanimous consent, as the 
Senate isnot yet quite full. Sa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Missouri asks the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take up the bill of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, No. 553. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOOT. What is it for? 

Mr. POLK. I will state briefly. Itisa House 
bill, and the report. from the committee of the 
House, which report has been indorsed, or rather 
the bill has been reported: by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post’ Roads of the Senate, 
shows that this gentleman bid for a contract on 
route number eleven thousand and something, 


to the Committee * 


-the-session. He has gone on and carried the mail 


and he, being an illiterate man; got another man | 
to write'his bid, and‘the other man, by mistake, 
wrote his bid‘for about twice aslong a route as he 
intended to bid for. A- bill was passed at the last 
session for his relief, but it failed at the close of 


on the whole: line, and pays the entiré amount of 
compensation he receives to another party forper- 
forming service on another. portion of ‘the route. 
It was before the Committee on the Post Office: 
and Post Roads of the House, and they reported 
in his favor. It has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads in‘this body, 
and they have also reported ‘in favor of him. 

Mr. FOOT. How much? 

Mr. POLK: The bill can be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no 
objection. the bill will be read. 

r. TOOMBS. I object. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it must 

lie over. 
ISAAC S. SMITH. 


Mr, SIMMONS. I ask the Senate to take up 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Pucu,] | 
to reconsider the vote referring a case to the Court 
of Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to entertain the motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I only wish to reconsider 
the vote so that we can bring the papers back and 
have them open to the Senate. {ask the Senate 
to take up the motion to reconsider. the vote by 
which the bill in reference to Isaac S. Smith was 
sent tothe Court of Claims. Ifitis reconsidered, 
we can have the papers here to act on them, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Sen- 
ator vote with the majority? 

Mr. SIMMONS. TheSenator from Ohio moved 
the reconsideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
jection? 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. You, do not object to the 
reconsideration? 

Mr. LANE. [understand the case exactly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. This is only to bring the 
papers back. 

Mr. LANE. Let them stay with the Court of 
Claims. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 339) making appropriation for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government, for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1861, the pending question being on thefamend- 


Is there ob- 


ment offered by Mr. Huwrer from the Commit- 
tee on Finance in regard to a loan. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, €& some of 


the remarks which have fallen from the Senator 

from Georgia, (Mr. Toomss,] I feel it my duty 
to reply. That Senator holds the Republicans 
responsible for the increase of expenditures under 
the present Administration. Yes, sir, the Repub- 
licans, a minority in Congress, utterly powerless, 
are held by the Senator from Georgia responsible 
for the extravagant expenditures of a Democratic 
Administration. Can assumption go further? I 

tell that Senator here'and now, that during the 

present Administration, the appropriations made 
even by a Democratic Congress have not equaled 

the requirements of the Administration itself; that | 
the demands made inthe President’s messages, in 
the reports of the Secretaries, in the estimates 


sentin to committees, in each and every year, have || 


exceeded the appropriations made by Congress, 
lavish-as those appropriations have been. Has 
the Senator forgotten the milltons saved to the 
Treasury by the prompt refusal of Congress to 
increase the Army and Navy,as recommended by 
the President and the Secretaries of War and 
Navy? Has that Senator forgotten the millions 
saved to the Treasury by the refusal of Congress 
to give the President authority asked for to march 
the Army into the northern States of Mexico? 
Has he forgotten the defeat of the coveted thirty 
million for the acquisition of Cuba? Has he for- 
gotten the stern resistance of the Republicans of 
Congress and of the country to these extrava- 
gant schemes of the Administration Democracy 
to squander the public money? I commend him 
to the reéxamination of the messages of the Exec- 
utive, thé reports of the Secretaries, and the com- 
munications sent by the officials of the Depart- 


E CONGRESSIONAL ‘GLOBE. 


ments. The examination will disclose to theSen- 
ator the fact that this Democratic Administration 


| has, directly or indirectly, during each and every, 


year of its existence, demanded of Congress ap- 
propriations larger than the entire appropriations 
of Congress: Ifthe Senator from Georgia will ex- 
amine the records of Congress, he will find that 
millions asked -for in: messages, reports, or com- 
munications to committees, have been defeated by 
the votes of the Republican members he now 
charges with voting ‘for extravagant appropri- 
ations. : : 

Now, sir, the estimates have been. made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the present year. 
The House of Representatives, that may be sup- 
posed to reflect the will of the Republican party, 
has passed several appropriation bills;and the bills 
they have passed, upon which we have acted and 
which have gone back to them, did not equal 
the estimates of the Treasury Department by 
$1,000,000. The House of Representatives, in the 
appropriation bills sent to us, cut down the esti- 
mates of the Administration $1,800,000. These 
bills came here, sir, and we, the Senate of the 
United States, with a Democratic majority, with 
the committees organized so as to give the Dem- 
ocratic party full and absolute power, have in- 
creased these appropriations upon the bills already 
passed $6,251,367 91. The House reduced the 
estimates of the Treasury Department $1,800,000 
on these bills, and the Senate added to them 
$6,251,000; being about four and a half million 
doltars more than the Departments estimated for. 
Upon the present bill now pending before us we 
have added $133,000 to the bill as it came from 
the House. How much more we shall add I do 
not know. We added upon the miscellaneous 
bill, which was carried through undet the lead of 
the Senator from Georgia, $2,422,478 28. The 
Committee on Finance came in here with a pro- 
posed increase of $1,680,000 to that bill, The 
Senator from Georgia carried it through here, and 
the amendments proposed by the Finance Com- 
mittee the Senator supported, In addition to the 
$1,700,000 added by the Finance Committee, the 
Senate put on some seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars beside the appropriation in regard to the 
lands around the Capitol, of which we do not know 
the amount. 

These amendments were proposed hereby com- 
mittees; and all this sum of $6,384,000 added to 
the House bills has been added on estimates: made 
by committees of this Senate—Democratic com- 
mittees with Democratic majorities—and on csti- 
mates made by the Democratic officers of the sev- 


j eral Departments in communications sent in here; 


for hardly a Senator has risen to present an amend- 


| ment who has not said he had the estimate of the 


officers of the Departments for the amounts pro- 
posed; and I know that thousands of dollars for 
which estimates have been sentin bythe Depart- 
ments have not been reported, and have not been 
moved to the bills. : 
Now, sir,:a word in regard to ‘the proposition 
before us. That we must pass a measure of this 
character, cither in connection with the tariff or 
without it, I suppose no one can doubt. These 
notes become due in afew days. Their payment 
must be provided for, whether we pass a tariff or 
not; but it seems to me that this policy that has 
been pursued under the lead of the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. HunteR] for the last three or four 
years ought to be changed. When Congress as- 
sembled in December, 1856, we had alargeamount 
in the Treasury—more than twenty million doliars. 
There was a call made from all portions of the 
country for a modification of the tariff, for the 
purpose of reducing the amount of Government 
funds on hand. The business men of the coun- 
try believed that if this tariff was not changed; if 
we continued to collect large amounts of revenue 
—amounts larger than we expended—it would in- 
terfere with the business of the country. Under 
this state of affairs, the House of Representatives, 
under the lead of Mr.Campbell, of Ohio, prepared 
a tariff bill, That bill provided for a tree list of 
a large number of articles. Those articles were 
generally articles of necessity, or they were arti- 
cles that entered into the consumption of the coun- 
try in the various manufacturing and mechanical 
processes: That bill passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It made a very large free list. It 
reduced the annual receipts of the Government 
some millions. It came to the Senate, It ex- 


1860.: 


pressed the will of the Republican majority then 


inthe House of Representatives. In this. body | 


that House bill was resisted. The majority of 
this body would- not acquiesce in ite Had that 
bill passed, we should have escaped much of the 


trouble that we have had during the past two or | 


three years. Under the lead of the Senator from 
Virginia, however, that bill was rejected, and the 
bill of 1857 passed. : - 
Well, sir, when that bill’ was passed we had 
nearly twenty-five million dollars inthe Treasury. 
On the Ist of July following, when- that bill went 
“Into operation, we had $17,780,000 in the Treas- 
wry. When we met in the following December, 
we had passed through a commercial crisis, and 
the Government came here and asked:for aloan 
bill, ora Treasury note bill, We gave them a 
Treasury note bill of $20,000,000. At the same 
time, sir, we asked this Government to modify 
the tariff to’ meet the changed ‘condition of the 
country. The Senator from Virginia told us— 
and in it he was sustained by his political friends 
-here—that under the tariff, if we continued the 
tariff. of 1857, inthe course of one year the rev- 
enues would be collected sufficient to meet the 
ordinary and currentexpenses of the Government. 
That was the position taken by the Senate.’ It 
was the position taken by both Houses of Con- 
gress, with Democratic Administration majorities. 
“A year passed uway, and we came here again; 
and,ashas been stated by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, the Senator from Virginia held the same 
doctrines. Another year. passed, and the same 
_ doctrines were proclaimed. ‘Three financial years 
have now nearly passed away under this Admin- 
istration, and we have expended $17,700,000 that 


‘were on hand, when the financial year of 1857 | 


began; we have expended all the revenues col-. 


lected; we have borrowed about forty million dot- | 
lars; we have, in a word, expended during the | 


past three years $50,000,000 more than our re- 
ceipts. 


Jars per annum. - 

The Senator from Virginia, and other Scnators, 
think that under the present tariff we can collect 
money enough to meet the current expenses of 
this Government, and meet the interest on the 
debt already created. Now, sir, I do not believe 
a word of it, and I think a year hence we shall 
all be of that opinion, The importations into the 
country during the past year have been very great. 
I know it has becn said to-day that the Senator 
from Rhode Isiand (Mr. alae under-¢sti- 
mated them. 1 thought ‘so then. thought he 
was mistaken, and we now know he was. We 
had just come out of the revulsion of 1857. We 
were about to go to the extreme. We have had 
a vast importation during the past year; a larger 
importation than I think we shall have for the year 
to come. We have had a vast cotton crop for the 

. last three or four years. There is to-day in the 
Biverpool market a larger amount of cotton than 
has becn on hand for years. There hæ been a 
large amount of cotton planted this year. There 
is a prospect of a large crop. I believe that we 
are to have within a year a reduction in price. I 
do not believe, by any possibility—and I think 
any man who studies andereflects upon it will 


come to that conelusion—that we are'to have so 


large an importation for the coming year as we 
have had during the past; and if we had, we shall 


not collect revenue enough to meet the current ex- | 


penses of the Government, and to provide for the 
Interest on the debt already created. 

“I believe the time has come to change the tariff. 
Į do not say in what manner. ` I think, however, 
there should be such a change as will raise rev- 


enuc enough to extinguish, in a very few years, | 
the national debt; for [donot believe in anational | 


debt. I want to see it wiped off as soon as pos- 
sible. I desire to pay that national debt as soon 
as possible, and to mect the ordinary and current 
expenses of the Government of the country. I 
think that this session should not pass without 
having such a bill wisely matured, framed, and 
passed, A bill is bere from the House of Rep- 


resentatives, Some ofits provisions, I think, are | 


admirable. Some of its provisions, 1 am confi- 
dent, require modification and change. We can- 
not pass that bill; we ought not to pass ‘it without 


"for this perpetual change of the revenue laws of 
+ the country is against the interests of the Treas- 


In a word, we have run in debt during | 
the past three years about seventeen million dol- | 


H 


| year. 


i 


ury Departmentand.against the business interests 
of the country. Lam ready to stay here avd*take. 
the time. - I am in favor of taking that time and 
passing a tariff bill that shall meet the real wants 
of the Treasury and the country. But I think 
this policy wrong, that has been pursued under the 


| lead of Democratic Senators, of going on: from: 


year to year with a knowledge that the receipts 
could not equal the expenditures, and increasing 


the permanent national debt. It is a policy that | 


no party in the country ever did approve, and no 
party can approve.: It is a-policy that has been 
forced upon us to a certain extent by the exigen- 
cies of the occasion; at any rate, it is a policy that 
has ‘been tried for three years; and it Is a policy 
that has:.utterly failed, and should be arrested. 
We should not go another year or another month 
without changing this policy, and adopting a pol- 
icy to raise revenue enough to pay current ex- 
penditures, and to pay off the national debt as 
speedily as possible; and, at the same time, afford 
incidental protection. to American capital: and 
American labor now exposed to competition with 
the cheap capital and the cheap labor of western 
Europe. Refer the revenue question to the next 
session, as is now proposed by the Finance Com- 
mittee, and one year will be lost; and the Treas- 
ury and the business interests of the country will 
feel its effects. Grant this loan of $21,000,000 to 
meet the Treasury notes soon to be paid, without 
adopting some means to increase the revenue, and 
I predict that we shall have a demand. from the 
Treasury Department fora further loan, or for 
power to issue $10,000,000 of Treasury notes to 
carry the country through the’ coming financial 
Itis the bounden duty of Congress at this 
session to arrest this fatal policy of increasing the 
national debt in time of peace, and to provide rev- 
enuc to meet current expenditures and extinguish 
the national debt. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I have a word 
to say in reply. [want to uncap these pretenders 
to economy. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
as well as the Senator from Maine, this morning, 
say they voted for this just appropriation. and 
that just and proper appropriation. Noboby ob- 
jected to proper ones. Everybody must vote for 
some appropriations. Every honest man must 
vote to fulfill contracts and other obligations, The 
Senator from Massachusetts says there were five 
or six million put on the miscellaneous bill. That 
isnot the issue. Were they right or wrong? That 
is the question. I willtake them up in order, and 
show what they were. You cannot escape my 
charge of -your supporting unnecessary and pro- 
fuse measures by showing that I voted for just 
and proper measures; nor can you set.off your 
bad votes by showing your good ones. 
body must vote to carry out existing laws. Every- 
body must vote the, necessary means for carrying 
on the Government; but when you charge the 
Administration with profligacy, you must point 
out the bad measures which they have maintained, 
and I will proceed to show that the amendments 
proposed by the Committee on Finance were 
necessary and proper to carry out existing laws 
and obligations of the Government. Our first 
amendment was: 

«T'o pay for marble already delivered at the Charleston 
custom-house, to be used in continuing the work on that 
building, $15,000.77 

Very well; we owed the money. 
complain of anybody who voted for that. 

* And for continuing the construction of that building, 


+ $135,000.77 


Very well; you had a contract for that, as was 
shown, thirteen years ago, before the Senator from 
Maine says their party had an existence. It 
seems they do not trace back more than three or 
four years: I thought they had some antiquity; 
but the gentleman thinks they have but two or 
three years. They were the same people, 1 sup- 
pose.’ There was a Banks Congress. Ido not 
know whether they claim back to that or not. I 
know that there were in the Whig party two ele- 
ments—the southern wing, who were States-rights 
men, belonging to the old Republican party; and 


the northern wing, who were Federalists, and | 


who always went for large expenditures and for 
the consolidation of this Government; and we 
shall find the most of them among the Republican 


: > : ee et : or Free-soil party. They are where they ought 
taking a few days of time to examine it with care; | 


to be. 
« You may break, you may ruin the vase, if you will; 
But the scent of the roses will hang round it still.” 


Every- | 


I did not; 


il -“Phese great characteristics havé adhered to th 
and identified: themy.amid all the‘changes-of:par- 
ties and factions, from 1789: ta1860, 5 20 ety 
“Mr. FESSEN DEN. Fask the Senátor whether 
he refers to the present-head ofthe Democratic: 
party particularly? i... 5) 2: 
Mr. TOOMBS. If he belongéd'to yin, hë gait 
youfig, and fully repented! His’protective 
seem to be more in harmony with his ancien! 
‘with his present ‘friends, though ‘donot think 
him amenable to the charge of change on'thatsub= 
eet, neues Be eg 
: Mr. FESSENDEN: He keeps up the'éxpend- 
iturégi -` EIS RE rE TER: DE le, 
Mr. TOOMBS: : Yes; sit; he’carries out, ‘your 
laws. Our néxt amendment was: 0.0) nai 

«To pay for marble already delivered atthe New Oneans 
customn-house, to bè used in continuing the: work on that. 
building, $25,000.” ae ie AP op p Deket 

“We paid for that. We owed it: to people ir 
Maine, who showed us that they had ‘an honest 
contract; and Ido notthinkany honest man ought 
to refuse to pay his debts, although ‘he may. not 
| like his creditor. R 
| -Mr. FESSENDEN. [believe they are Dem- 
|| ocrats, one: 

Mr. TOOMBS. If they are, so much the bet- 
ter. I never inquired. I voted forit because 
they had rights. That was all the question with 
me. I did not look at politics or color. They tad 
rights;andas such, I would give them their rights. 
| There isnot a single dollar in this bill reported 
| by the committee except to carry out the existing 

operations of the Government. Theréfore, if the 
Republican Howse, as the Senator: from Massa- 
chusctts says, reflects the will of the party, it is 
| simply this: they were so unjust as to refuse the 
honest obligations of the Government, while they 
i] were lavishing countless millions upon those who 
had no claim: to wit, contractors who, by their 
| contract, had no right to a single additional dote 
j lar; and pensioners, to whom they have given 
|, $7,000,000. Those are the two points F brought 
| upon them. While they will not be just, they 
are gencrous. While they willnot pay their own 
i people what they owe them for their work and 
| labor done, they are sufficiantly: profligate to give 
|| to thoge who have no claim; to give it to them in 
| disregard of law, of justice, and of sound policy. 
That is what I arraign them for. ` I have the offi- 
cial documents before me that the bill now ‘on 
your table gives near seven million dollars of back 
i pensions against the law and against the settled . 
policy of this country. |The: Republican House 
proposed totackon the Post Office deficiency bill 
the contracts which the Postmaster General’ had 
theright to discontinue, and sent to us an amend- 
ment by which they sought to wrest the control 
of the Department from an able and efficient offi- 
cer, and to put itinto the hands of adventurers 
and contractors. ` They refused to pay a fair con- 
tractor for his marble; they would notpay an hon- 
est laborer for his stone; but they would give 
$7,000,000. to claim agents, and $2,000,000 to 
contractors whose contracts’ were abolished, ac- 
cording to theirown terms, and because they were 
shown to be wasteful'and unnecessary. This is 
the species of legislation of whichI complained; 
and Tonle cited a few cases as specimens of the 
financial policy of the Black Republican party. 
Your journals are full of like cases. 

That is what they have done, and: these are 
the votes I complain of. I do not complain of 
voting measures necessary to carry on the Gov- 
ernment; but I complain of additional appropria- 
tions not warranted by existing laws, not neces- 
sary to the public service, I vote millions that { 
do notapprove. Why? Because will maintain 
the faith of the country. When you have made a 
contract, I mustcomply with it. Take your courte 
houses and post offices in little villages through- 
out the country. While I voted steadily against 
| the inception of these contracts, as the organ of 
| this Senate I'will not imitate the Republican party 
1 
| 


| in the House; but I will vote every dollar that the 
| Jaw cells on me to appropriate. Good faith and 
| public: duty require it. The Republican House 
| refuse justice; refuse to pay such debts, and at 
| the same time*have sent to us one of the most 
| profligate, wicked, and indefensible measures that 
ever the lobby put through that House. : 
| `- Mr. SIMMONS. - Was it in an appropriation 
| bill, or a proposition for a law? I should like to 
know. 


T have not seen it. i . 
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Mr: TOOMBS. Anàppropriationbill is alaw, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I asic, was in an appropria- 
tion bill, or a proposition for a law? 

Mr. TOOMBS. A proposition for alaw? ‘They 
oniy: voted for it; that is all? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It has not been voted on here. 

Mr. TOOMBS.: No; it has not. ma 
`- Mr. SIMMONS: Does that appropriate any- 
thing? > PO 

Mr. TOOMBS.. No, sir; not until it. passes. 
It only needs.a majority here, such as they have 
had there, to pass it. f 
Mr. SIMMONS. Ishould like to know if the 
Senator Knows who voted for it in the House. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. ‘Yes, sir; I have looked at 
it. The large majority of the Democratic party 
voted against it, and it was carried by Republican 
power overtheir heads. Ido not deny that it re- 
ceived a few Democratic votes; they are entitled 
to equal censure, and-I am quite. sure I should 
rejoice in the defeat of all such. I do not screen 
men because they belong to any political party. 
The only. difference is this: that all that are hon- 
estly for retrenching, asa gencral rule—I will not 
say of individual men—are Democrats; and the 

reat body of those who are for excessive expend- 
itures are Republicans.. That isthe difference be- 
tween them, and itis avery important difference. 
" ‘Phe Senator talked to us about the. Democratic 
party having a majority in the last Congress. He 
spoke about electing Mr. Orr. Does he not know 
that the treachery of the anti-Lecompton Demo- 
crats, sometimes called by another name, threw 
the majority into your own hands? 

Mr. SUMMONS. Does the Senator allude to | 
me? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; you said that the 
Democratic party was the majority there at the 
Tast Congress. They were not. They opened 
the Congress with a majority, hut the treachery 
of the Anu-Lecompton Democrats threw them in 
a minority before the end of the session. 

Mr. SIMMONS, What did I say about elect- 
ing Mr, Orr? 

r. TOOMBS. You said that the last House 
of Representatives was Democratic, and that Mr. 
Orr was Speaker.  ; 

Mr. SIMMONS, | I said that. ° 

Mr: TOOMBS, Ladmit it; but I putin a plea 
jnavoidance that, before the end of the session, by 
the treachery of the anti-Lecompton Democrats, | 
you had a majority. The Senator stated a fact | 
which I am not contesting; but omitted to state 
another fact necessary to qualify it. Everybody 
knows that we had no majority. Could we carry 
the Lecompton constitution? We could not. A 
part of the.party abandoned its standard, aban- 
doned its policy, aud joined the enemy. The 
not only opposed us on that question, bat their | 
sympathies and coöperation extended to. many 
‘other matters. I have stated two of the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Finance that I sup- 
ported. Here is another: 

‘6 Por the extension of the Treasury building, $335,263 71, 
and to pay for materials already delivered and to be used 
in the construction of said extension, $164,736 29.” 

We found that the materials had been furnished, 
and we proposed to pay for them according to ex- 
isting law, Then there was another proposition, 
to pay for labor and material furnished on the Cap- 
itol extension. . We putthat on and nothing more, 
although the Senate, on motion of the Committee 
on Public Buildings, have carried it further. Here 
is the building.. It was begun many years ago; 
it must be finished. You cannot set off bad pen- 
sion laws and gratuitics against such legitimate 
legislation.as this. Your system of pensions is 
corrupt and corrupting. Your party are its firm 
and steady advocates. . When did itbegin?. Not 
with our revolutionary sires? Sir, the men that 
fought your Revolution rejected this policy with 
indignation. ‘I'he enemies of the Revolution, and 
the profligate sons of worthy fathers, instituted the 
infamous system. Itwas not until 1818—thirty- 
five years after the Revolution—that a pension i 
` was ever given for past services as agratuity, and | 


that act gave it to paupers only. The applicant 

had to swear that he was not worth, f think, $300. | 
Te was not until 1828—which was forty-five years | 
afer the Revolution—-when the honest men that | 
won liberty had gone to the grave, that their con- | 
ternptible descendants began this mischievous sys- 
tem, which not only robbed the Treasury, but | 
lowered the standard of patriotism, by rewarding | 


camp-followers and cowboys and men who did 
not fight for liberty, as well as those who won 
independence. They were nearly all dead, and 
the survivors generally treated the proposition 
with indignant scorn. l 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like toask the Sen- 
ator if any pension was: given toany one who was 
dead? - a 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ihave no doubt the repre- 
sentatives of thousands of those who were dead 
got them. ] recollect that in one State—TI will not 
mention its name, because it may be invidious— 
the Commissioner of Pensions informed me, out 
of one hundred and seventeen men on a company 
roll, seventy-seven of them drew pensions under 
the acts of 1828and 1832. This being more than 
forty years after the. Revolution, it is very. clear 
tigi there must have been some personating the 

ead. $ 

I recollect that there were about twenty-five 


‘thousand who received bounty lands for being.in 


the battle of Plattsburg, when there never were 
more than seven thousand rank and file engaged 
init; and yet thirty-five years afterwards they had 


increased fourfold, and got the bounty.. Thatisa 


fair specimen of your pension system. lt is cor- 
rupt andcorrupting everywhere. But the Republi- 


can party are the great advocates, and extenders 
of the whole system. T'he old Federal party al- 
ways weit for pensionsand places and large pub- 
lic expenditures, and all men that go for them 
stand in their shoes, I do not care where they 
come from, whether North or South. Weare not 
without those who advocate and practice the same 
vicious system. Like all bad systems, this is ex- 
tending itself among us. We have claim agents, 
whose Interest it is to get this description of legis- 
lation, and they sometimes go even to the Legis- 
lature of Georgia to get instructions for me to 
support the pension system. If have never voted 
for one outside of the principle of existing laws, 
and never will under any pressure whatever. 
will inflict no such injury upon the people. 

The pertinacity of the advocates of profuse ex- 
penditure was weil illustrated in the vote to strike 
out the seed appropriation. In this Senate so 
anxious were they to get hold of $60,000, that we 
had three votes upon It—once in committee, once 
in the Senate, and once afterwards, I believe, on 
a motion to reconsider. I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts made the motion, Although he 
had condemned the thing, in order to give them 
another chance, he made a motion to reconsider, 
Wecouldnothave the heartto refuse them $60,000, 
or as much as they could get hold of—for what? 
For the purpose of telling me and my constituents 
how to raise cotton, I suppose; or to tell the Sen- 
ator from, Louisiana how to raise sugar, or his 
own constituents how to raise beans. He knows 
he cannot learn a Yankee farmer anything about 
raising beans and broom-corn, They would Jaugh 
at him for his folly. But there was.a job in it, 
and a job always triumphs in this way. Nobody 
wanted any seeds. We have been ridiculed for 
this folly for the last eight or ten years for petty 
seed jobbing. We refused it last year, but I sup- 
pose it will go now; and I believe, as my friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] said, when they 

ut the cow-doctoring with the seeds, it became 
irresistible. 

Sir, the Government of this country rests on 
the people. - No republic can exist where the 
people look to the Government for their sapport, 
The Government rests on the people, and must 
be maintained by the people. ‘The people main- 
tain the Government, and not the Government the 
people. Fhe Government does not work; it pro- 
duces nothing. 

The distribution must necessarily be grossly 
unequal, with your $60,000 appropriation. You 
could not send a paper of onions to one man in 
fifty. Tf the Government will undertake to do 
people’s business, give toallequally. If you levy 
taxes on all, confer your favors on all, or you 
become a robber. I recollect acelebrated French- 
man (Proudhon) wrote a book to prove that all 


_property was theft. I find no great fault with the 
assertion, if you will confine itto property acquired | 


through legislation. It can only transfer property | 


from one man’s pocket to another; and in the 
exchange the honest man is always the victim. 

T arraign no man’s motives. Doubtless many 
well-meaning and honest persons give their votes 
under the fallacious idea that they are really ben- 


efiting the great agricultural interests. But that 
does not alter the nature of things. While Ido 
not condemn those who vote against me, I con- 
demn the system. It is wasteful, vicious, and un- 
equal; does harm, and not good; and is a depart- 
ure from: the true theory of good government. It 
generally ends in a job, and a bad job at that. 

. Mr. BIGLER. ‘Will the Senator allow mea 
moment? ` ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. BIGLER... [am exceedingly unwilling to 
allow myself to become excited, or to excite any 
feeling of unkindness with my friend from Geor- 
gia; but, sir, [must protest against a public meas- 
ure—an appropriation which is estimated for by 
a Department of the Government which comes 
here regularly —being talkedaboutasajob. Now, 
sir . 

Mr. TOOMBS... I decline to hear further from 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. The gentleman 
objects to what I say. If he wants to correct me 
he may do so; butif he only wishes to repel the 
argument, he can answer me when I have done, 

Mr. BIGLER. I object to imputations of that 
kind. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Very well; you can answer 
them in the Senate, or wherever you please, at 
your leisure. Ido not wish to be interrupted in 
that way. I have expressly disclaimed an impu- 
tation on any man’s.motives. The Senator must 
be content with that. I will not permit myself to 
be interrupted in this way. : 

Mr. BIGLER. I simply interrupted the Sen- 
ator for the purpose. of making an explanation. 
This came here as a regular appropriation, esti- ` 
mated for by the Departments. As the chairman 
of that committee, | desire to say that I never 
heard a solicitation about it from any quarter, 
When I discovered that the appropriation was 
above the estimate, 1 moved to reduce it to the 
estimate; and so far as my knowledge goes, it 
ought to be treated just as any other appropriation 
is treated for which there is an estimate here. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I am treating itin the same 


way. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to say to the Senator 
from Georgia, that I did feel that'his remark that 
this was a job was a reflection upon Senators 
who had voted for it here, and I think—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. Icannothelp what the Senator 
thinks. I have stated that I cast no reflection on 
any man’s motives. l quoted from an eminent 
French writer who said all property was theft. I 
gave the sentiment a qualified assent when applied 
to the operations of Government, lagain repeat, 
that the effect of this policy of the Government, 
though honcst men may vote for it, is to take 
away one man’s property and give it to another, 
I do not. believe that the Department cstimated 
for the $60,000; but it would notalter my opinion 
of the policy if it did. 

Mr. BIGLER. Forty thousand dollars. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; $40,000 is the estj- 
mate, and $60,000 was putin by the House; and 
$60,000 was voted for by a great many gentlemen 
until they could not get it, and then they put it 
At ae in order to secure that much, if pos- 
sible. 

There was some difficulty about one appropri- 
ation of $300, to clean out traps in Pennsylvania 
avenue. It was rejected once, but finally, aftera 
good deal of hesitation in the committce—I do not 
know whether my friend from Maine went for it 
or not—we concluded that we would cican the 
traps, voted the enormous sum of $300 for this 
valuable purpose! and for the further reason that 
we put them there, and therefore they were our 
traps, and did not belong to the city. 

_ After this long digression, I resume the con- 
sideration of the committee’samendments, The 
next is: 

“For completing the printing, binding, and publishing one 
thousand copies of the papers of James Madison, under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on the Library, $2,000.” 


We had ordered that work printed years be- 
fore, and this was an appropriation to conclude 
it. Our next proposition was, to repeal ‘ the sec- 
ond section of the act making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1860,” &c.; which was retrenchment. 

With the exception ofthe traps, which we added, 
the whole of our additions to the appropriations, 
for which the Senator from Massachusetts says 
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ublicans would 


ment. 
the bill without the sanction of the Finance Com- 
mittee and at the instance of other committees and 
by vote of the Senate. You passed your printing 
amendinent remodeling the contracts for the State 
Papers, and enlarging the grounds around the 
Capitol; a 
you $2,000,000. 


v 
D 


I so stated last night. 


of the owners very largely in excess of that as- 
sessment 
Government are two very different things. 

I say the genera! policy has been for gentlemen 
on the other side to support such propositions. 
They ask, do I hold the Republican party respons- 
ible? Notatall,as a party. | know they are very 
weak, and I hope they will always be so, for I 
have no idea that they can stand very long, fdo 
not think, if they were left. to themselves, they 
would stand twelve months. I have no idea that 


‘they could carry on the Government if left to 


themselves. 
bad. 1 sve by the accounts from New York, in 
the Democratic, Republican, and independent pa- 

ers, that they got hold of the government of New 
Fork and sold their legislation to the first bidder, 
That is the charge of their own constituents. 
do not know whether it is true or false, but it 
seems to meet with universal credence in the local- 
ity affected by it. If they cannot be trusted at 
home with a State Legislature, in the name of 
Heaven what will they not do here, where the 
stakes are so much more, and the responsibility su 
much less? Ilere is a party that is for retrench- 
ment and reform! 1 will not say anything about 
the litle Wisconsin transaction, because that has 
passed away. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President—~ 

Mr. TOOMBS. | hope the gentleman will take 
his seat. 1 wili not say a word about it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE.. ‘The honorable Senator 
from Georgia had better come to the Yazoo grant 
and the action of the Legislature of Georgia on 
the Yazoo grant, when the people of Georgia, 
much to the credit of that State, came together 
and would not touch the records of the Legisla- 


ture, but burnt them. The people of Wisconsin, | 
disgraced as they have been by acorrupt Legis- |; 


lature in that State, have gone through very 


much the same proceeding, by an investigation | 


which has stamped the men who had any con- 
nection with it, and settled them forever in the 
State of Wisconsin from having any connection 
whatever with public affairs. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I will tell you 
the difference. We did have four or five men 
who were bribed and sold us. The State was 
new, full of adventurers, and some of them of the 
worst kind, from all parts of the Union. We did 
draw down fire from heaven to consume the fraud- 


ulent record; but the people did more; they took j 


the lives of some of the culprits, and ran all the 
rest out of the State, and kept them out as wan- 
derers and outcasts; but the case was different 
in Wisconsin; the corruption was so universal 
that it gave immunity to the criminals. There 


seems not to have been public virtue cnough, or | 


honest men enough, in the State, to punish the 
rogues. What have you done? 1 have not heard. 
l understood they bribed the judges, bribed the 
Governor, and both parties in the Legislature; but 
I have not heard of anybody being killed, or 
brought to justice, or even compelled to flee from 
justice, in Wisconsin. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Perhaps the difference 
between the Republican and Democratic parties 
in the State of Wisconsin has been that the Re- 
publican party in Wisconsin have condemned the 
transaction and all men connected with it, and 
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Assessing te pay taxcs and to sell to | 


Their experiments have been very | 


| 


| sion. 


| to say on that point. § J 
lations of revenue upon what the importations |, 
| have been hitherto; and that is what the Senator 


have never nominated a man for any office or any 
position in that State who had any connection 
with it; whereas the Democratic party of Wis- 
consin have nominated such men for office in that 
State; but they have been very sadly beaten, even 


; at the hands of their own friends; so that the De- 
en r ; mocracy of Wisconsin as well as the Republicans 
The rest of the amendments were put on | 


have condemned the transaction and the men who 
made it. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I can understand that. It 


| seems they were all in it, both Democrats and 
| Republicans; and it seems nobody was punished 
I | or otherwise injured for such acts, except to the 
nd 4 beheve that amendment will cost |) 
I know | 
It was Stated that they were assessed at $168,000. | 
T bad seen the assessment,and L had scena claim | 


extent of failing in an election. 

Mr. President, L have not sought this discus- 
My remarks before the recess were in de- 
fense of the course of the committee and the con- 
duct of the Democratic partya reply provoked 
by the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
He commenced condemning the Administration; 
unconsciously, perhaps, for he disclaimed it, and 
I accepted it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. What was it I said? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say my remarks were in 
reply to you. l sought no discussion on this 
question. f stated the facts only and very briefly. 
You were denouncing the Democratic party and 
the Administration. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was talking about the esti- 
mates. 

Mr. TOOMBS. So faras concerns the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, he is wholly 
mistaken. He showed no fact. { deny that the 


appropriations have ever been within the cesti- | 


mates daring the last four years. They have 
exceeded them uniformly during this Administra- 
tion, and such has been the usual result for many 
years past. You may cut down sometimes to 
defeat the Administration. You have got a ma- 
jority in tue other House, and you may some- 


times cut down something that is good, something |; 


that is eficient, in order to make a party poin 
bat when it comes to general disbursement or gen- 


eral profusion, the Opposition is true to its policy | 


of extravagance as the needle to the pole, A 
portion of the Democratic party has not been true 
to its policy. But whatever there was of sound- 


ness, whatever obedience to constitutional re- | 


straint, whatever there was of retrenchment, 
whatever there was of sticking to the old land- 
marks, whatever there was to put down excessive 
taxation, whatever I 

agant expenditures, all, all must be found exclu- 
vely in the ranks of the Democratic party. 
Mr. SIMMONS. 
pression that prevails with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, that 1 ever estimated any amount of 


importa 


mated the importations. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator is mistaken; I 
did not say a word on the esumates. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am talking to somebody 
on this side. Cannot I talk to anybody but the 
Senator from Georgia? 
Senator from Georgia alone; but I find I have got 
people over here who like to find fault with my 
estimates. I never gave an opinion as to what 
would be the importations of a year in my hfe 
I always go back to what they have been, and 
make a caleulation upon them; but I do not say 
what the importatiens will be. 1 would not give 


an opinion as to what would be the amount of | 


importation. But the Senator says everybody 
thought that I estimated them too small. 1 have 
not made any estimate at all. That is all 1 hav 
I generally base my calcu- 


from Georgia and I had along controversy about, 
the percentages of the two tariffs. 1 can find it 


! in the Globe, and if I had it here I would read it 


to him. I stated to him, when he disputed me 
upon this point, that there would be no more than 
so much percentage; that the average importa- 
tion for the last few years was $468,000,000. I 
remember itas well as if it were yesterday. Ido 


there was to put down extray- | 
I desire to correct an im- | 


ons that were to come into this country. H 
Ele said everybody thought that I had ovoresti- ʻi 


Lam notattacked by the | 


not desire an issue onthe subject. Nowtheim- ` 
portations for 1855and 1856, before this'tariff wai 
altered, went into the warehouse. There: y 
an importation of over six hundred avillon: ia 
those two years, or not quite six hundred. mil- 
lion—§262,000,000 and $314,000,000; and ‘upon 
these, $314,000,000 in 1856, the duties ‘were 
$64,000,000 under the old tariff. The last year 
|i the importations were $338,000,000, and the du- 
| ties were $49,000,000—$24,000,000 more ‘of ‘im- 
i portations and $15,000,000 less of revenue. Any- 
L body can cipher it out. F have got it here,-but 
I will not undertake to cipher it out to-night, bet 
cause it is too dark to see; but in every estimate’ 
that I have made, I have taken the importations 
| of former years and stated what the income was 
under one tariff, and what under the other, and 
; drawing my comparison. The Senator from 
Georgia said I missed it $8,000,000? i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, about eight. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I never said anything about 
it. l only said that if you import but $268,600,000, 
you would not get over $40,000,000 of revenue; 
but if you imported $338,000,000, you would get 
more. I estimate upon the amount of importa 
tion. I said that the revenue would not be much 
more than fourteen or fifteen per cent. -That is 
| what I said; and if you will look at: the debate 
| you will find it so. 

; Mr. TOOMBS. I will look at the debate, 
ii Mr. SIMMONS. You recollect it. 
H 


i 
} 


Mr. TOOMBS. Very well; but not the way 
you do. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. Of $360,000,000 of imports 
_ that came in during the last year of the old tariff, 
i there were $36,000,009 that went into warehouse, 
! and not entered until after the new tariff went into 
| operation. There was one hundred per cent. duty 
on them, and they waited untilit was thirty; and 
if anybody will look at the warehouse books on 
the Ist of July, 1857, upon goods in the ware- 
i house, there were $16,000,000 due to the Treas- 
; ury. As to the duties on the $36,000,000 entered 
| in warchouse, $10,000,600 had been paid in. That 
; Was an income on what had been imported the 
| year before. Thatis the way I make it out, and 
t 
1 
| 
l 


| 
| 
| 


1 
l 
| A 
| that is the way the Treasury report it. If 4 baë 
li the books Į could show you a defaleation in that 
| warchouse account; that there was more revenue 
l; set than the goods entered in 1858—than the high- 
li est rate would give them on every dollar there. 
| I anticipate another Fowler defalcation when the 
= warchouse system breaks up; and that is the place 
i, where, in my opinion, the corruption fund comes 
: from; it is charged over upon these goods in ware- 
; house. 
i Now, the Senator has charged people on this 
side with all sorts of projects of expenditures. He 
ii has gone back to 1789. I was not born then, but 
j; I have got children that were born about the time 
|. that he was; and I can remember the people who 
i lived about those times, and a more honorable and 
onest set of people never did live in this country. 
Some of those survived this pension law. The 
sacrifices they made to free this country made them 
voor in their old age, and they applied here fora 
ion; and nobody that has an honest heart in 
ris bosom would begrudge it to them, or denounce 
them 
Mr. TOOMBS. What did the Senator say? 
Mr. SIMMONS. 1 say that no man should 
denounce those who have sacrificed their fortunes 
n freeing their country, because thëy called on the 
Governmentto givethema pension intheir old age. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Idoit. [wanted to know what 
the denunciation was. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Do you denounce the revo» 
| lutionary men who took pensions? 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I say that the men who voted 
| pensions betrayed the country. f 
| Mr. SIMMONS. Who voted for pensions to 
i revolutionary soldiers? 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I consider that any man whe 
| did so betrayed the country; and I want to hear 
| the denunciation, 


Mr.SIMMONS. You -ha¢e diffèrent notions 
of patriotism from what I have. : 
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Mr. TOOMBS. They may be different. Ithink || 


mire are honest ones, and I do not think yours | 


are. 

Mr: SIMMONS. You can have your opin- 
ions as you please. I think the men who sacri- 
ficed their fortunes for the country have a right || 
to the gratitude of their country. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. Can they do that | 
when they are dead? | 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say I know men who were | 
living when the first pension law was passed, 
who, the history of the country stated, were in 
the battles of the Revolution. The muster-rolls 
stated it. Now,-the Senator denounces the whole | 
class of these people; but 1 am not going into 
these generalities. I do not dispute that there | 
have been frauds about getting pensions, and I do 
not justify the frauds; but I have never knowna 
man before that ever denounced an honest revo- | 
lutionary soldier for taking a pension from this 
Government. I have never heard it before to-day. | 
There have been frauds in getting pensions for | 
persons who. did not fight. But the Senator seems 
to think that he has always been for the most le- || 
gitimate expenditures, and that everybody that 
disagrees with him must be of the class that are 
for profligate expenditures, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

_.Mr. SIMMONS. That is natural. Every one 
thinks he is right. Now, I never had but one 
real disagreement with the Senator from Georgi: 
in my life, He knows that he has my habitual 
respect. I admire his talent; I admire his foar- | 
lessness; but I have known him to defend here— |} 
and heand I got both pretty warm about it—what | 
l thought was the most extravagant demand on. ; 
the Treasury, and the most indefensible of any I 
ever heard argued in this Senate; and that was 
about the payment of the salary to Chinese min- 
isters. He proposed to pay them in those old | 
Carolus dollars, worth $1 67; that was denounced 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. He suid it was 
not exchange, and I knew better; andhe went on 
and denounced me. After he had got through, I 
happened to meet with a very intelligent man 
from Georgia. I could not account for this pecu- 
liar argumentof the Senator from Georgia. It was 
so unlike him that it produced some curiosity in 
me to find what could have induced him to do it; 
and I found out, 

Mr. TOOMBS. I did not think the Senator | 
would ever allude to that discussion, especially 
after his judgment upon the old-fashioned fifty- 
four pence dollar, that never had any existence. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There was a dollar of ex- 
change; but put down as worth fifty-four pence. 
It was one of those sort of dollars which men got 
who never earned a dollar in their life and never | 

roduced a dollar—just money to start upon. The | 

enator objected that there was a half penny’s 
difference in the value of the dollar and the Amer- 
ican dollar; and he thought I had made a great 
mistake. He knew very well that we were pay- 
ing $20,000 out of our Treasury, by the report of | 
Mr. Guthrie, for $12,090. He knew that, because 
the report of the Secretary was on the table, and I 
read from it. 

Mr, TOOMBS. And you onght to have paid it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. You defended it. 

Mr, TOOMBS, You agreed to pay $12,000 in 
China, and I made you. do it. 

Mr, SIMMONS. Certainly. When I came | 
to inquire of a respectable gentleman from Geor- 
gia about it, he accounted for itin this way: when || 
the friend of the Senator from Georgia was ap- | 
pointed, there was a sort of understanding that i 
that salary should be put on the same footing as | 
other salaries; but the President failed to recom- || 
mend it, and the Senator took this way to make || 
itso. That was the way I heard it accounted for, | 
Jf 1 had known that, we should never have had a i 
dispute about it, Iff had been aware that it was 
to make an illegal payment fora salary where 
there was a breach of faith on the part of the Ad- 
ministration, aş I was told there was, I would not | 
have had any dispute with him about it. Hede- ; 
fended it because he thought it was right, and I ‘| 
went against it because { thought it was wrong. | 
That is the only time, I believe, I ever disagreed | 
with the Senator from Georgia in my life about i 
an appropriation, or agqnestion of this sort; an 
when I heard the explanation fram a man I kpew 
I could believe, I sud i£ I had known it before 1 | 
would not have had any dispute about it, I would |! 


| 
\ 
j 
j 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 


it has to do with it before I get through, There 


never make a point about $8,000, if ib came around 
in that kind of indirect way. 

We had a case somewhat similar about which 
there was much dispute here lately. Somebody 
was appointed to do some business, not in Geor- 
gia, but in Oregon, with the understanding that 


i the salary should be raised, but we did not raise 


it; and I suppose we have been very profligate in 
giving what was agreed to be given. That isone 
of the profligate measures I voted for. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, said it was right, and I 
voted for it. I did not know anything about 
Anson Dart, or what the understanding was here 
when he was appointed, but I followed the chair- 
man of the committee. 

But I find that people get into the habit of using 
epithets and denunciation, and get into temper 
when there is no particular occasion for it. No- 
body pretends that all the virtue is on one side. 
But here is a party that has had power for the 
last eight years; had power in both Houses of 
Congress until this year—everybody knows it— 
and there has been the most outrageous expend- 
iture of public money that ever was witnessed in 


this Government, and no man can deny it. The | 
1 


Senator will not deny it., He denounced it. 
undertook to defend the Secretary of the Interior, 


| and think now he was right in not putting lands 


in the market. I defended him then, and I de- 
fend him now. In 1857, men were paying five 
per cent. a month for money out in their cabins, 
and could not get money enough to pay for their 
preémption rights, or whatever they call them. 
1 say the Seeretary of the Interior deserved the 


thanks of the country for not pushing those men | 
When it} 


in those times, and I defended him. 
came to the Postmaster General, where the ex- 
penditures had then gone up to $13,000,000 for 
carrying the mails and paying postmasters, I 
agreed to let the Senator from Georgia lash him 
as much as he pleased. I said 1 would not un- 
dertake to defend him. 

As to resorting to an increase of letter postage, 
I do not agree with the Senator from Georgia in 
regard to that. I say that we get moro money 
with alow rate than we ever did with a high one, 
man for man, and that that is not the cause of the 
deficiency. The Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Hammonp] said that we wanted to get low 
rates of postage in order to make the planting 


| States pay the postage of the manufacturing 
|| States. T got somebody to make out the tables, 
j and f found that the eight manufacturing States 
[l in every instauce, and 1 had it made out for four 
or five years, had invariably paid a profit, and | 


these cight planting States never paid a profit, 
ince the Government existed, so far as the table 
showed, and in the last year there was $2,500,000 
of deficiency. TL do not complain of it. J only 
say it was outrageous extravagance. 

The Senator from Georgia has gone out. I was 
going to say a little more about his denunciation 
of the Republican party, aod connecting the Re- 
publican party with the old Federal party of 1789. 


I have the highest respect for the Republican || 
SCS pese T a ii i 
party, and my highest aspirations for them would | 


be that they should administer the Government 
well, and with as honest a man as the old Fed- 
eral party under Washington. l hope that the 
Republican party under Lincoin may reach the 
reputation thatthe Federal party had under Wash- 
ington, Other people may get a better Adminis- 
tration than that if they can. 

I come now to the consideration of the matter 


before us. I had made off—and when i returned | 


home I found it—the publie debt of the United 


` | 
States, and when it was payable; and | ask the |! 


attention of the Senator from Virginia, unless he 


has got such a table, to the facts of this statement 


from the Treasury books, There is payable it 
1862, $2,883,000. . Was the Senator informed of 
that fact when he proposed this time to pay for 
the $20,000,609? : 

Mr. HUNTER, I have not adverted to it 
lately, if that is what he means. No; I did not 


remember it, i 
f 


Mr. SIMMONS. There is about three million 
due next year. 


Mr. HUNTER. Ido not see what that has 


to do with the matter. I suppose we shall be able | 
to pay it when it becomes due, j 
| at the head of a Department of this Government. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Perhaps you will see what 


is about eight hundred thousand doliars that is 
duc'on demand, the fragments of these different 
loans. There is about two hundred thousand 
dollars duc of the Texas debt, whenever it is 
presented on demand. Then, in 1865, there is 
$3,460,000 of Texas debt due. That is the very 
year that the Senator proposes to make this 
$19,682,000 due, So that with the proposition of 
the Committee on Finance, in 1868 there will be 
$18,000,000, the remaining part of the debt, due; 
about half of it in January, and the other half in 
July. If this proposition of the Committee on 
Finance prevails, there will be about forty-five mil- 
lion dollars principal to pay off within the next 
seven years, besides interest on the whole. 

Now, I ask the Senator if, as a financier, he 
would pledge the faith of this Government for the 
payment of $47,000,000 within the next seven 
years, with the interest on $47,000,000 in addi- 
tion, making an average of about eleven million 
dollars above the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government? He complains that they have post- 
poned this, and agreed to take up a part of it, or 
what they can, from year to year. I say, if this 
amendment is proposed with any view to relieve 
the country—for everyone knows we always 
lose by taking up a loan and renewing it agaiu— 
a portion of it should be postponed beyond that 
time. At least half of it should be put ten years 
off, [shall notgo into this matter of finance again, 
with a single exception, to show from the table 
before me that the last two years, taking the im- 
portations of over three hundred million, with a 
payment from the warehouse of $10,000,000 on 
| goods imported before, and which waited until 
the duties were reduced, we have got only 
$100,000,000. With over six hundred million, we 
get only $90,000,000; and yet he supposes that we 
an get fifty or sixty million upon these rates of 
duties. I have got the expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment, exclusive of the public debt, for the last 
two years. They were §138,000,000, exclusive 
of the public debt—g69,000,000 each year; and yet 
the Senator says $56,000,000 will te suflicient. 
During these last two years, everybody knows, 
we did not pay the expenses of the Government, 
I heard the Senator from Maryland say that we 
passed a deficiency bill for the year before last, 
one of these years, of $3,500,000 on the Post Office 
account, I suppose the Senator will admit that 
we did not appropriate enough to cover the Post 
Office deficiency for the last year, according to 
these tables for 1859, because three or four million 
have been appropriated this year. 

Now, the Senator from Georgia has spoken 
about these estimates. He said there never has 
i been a session in which Congress did not appro- 
priate more than the estimates. Well, what is the 
| reason? The Secretary of the Treasury will not 
| put into his estimates what he wishes us to ap- 
| propriate. This I happen to know within my own 
l observation, He recommended to us two years 
| ago to appropriate $2,000,000 for the public build- 
ings—for the Treasury buildings, and the two cus- 
|; tom-houses at New Orleans and Charleston; and 
because he did not put it into his estimates, a 
|! Democratic House of Representatives refused to 
| appropriate it. You, Mr. President, must recol- 
| lect it. The Secretary took it ina sort of dudgeon 
i that they did not appropriate, and this year he 
| 


| 
| 
t 
i 
| 


' said he would refer to what he recommended be- 
fore, but he did not put any estimates in again. 
| The Committee of Ways and Means suid they 
i; would not appropriate for it, because he would 
li not estimate, and that is the reason the Senator 
from Virginia has had to make these amendments. 
i It grew up out of a sort of disagreement; 1 call it’ 
a milf, a petulant quarrel. A man recommends 
000,800, and gives the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings, and tclis Congress that 
he requires the appropriation in continuation ofa 
work, and then he says, ‘the House of Repre- 
sentatives ought to have appropriated two years 
ago, and | will not make any estimates.” That 
| is the way these appropriations come above the 
| estimates. The Departments recommend certam 
| appropriations, and they do not estimate for them. 
| Tf Congress follows their recommendations, they 
say, and they intend to have it to say, ft you ap- 
i 
i 
1 
| 


propriated more than I estimated for,’’ so as to 
put the responsibility off their shoulders. I say 
it is unmanly; itis unworthy of anybody who is 


I have no idea that the Secretary of the Treasury 
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estimated for those five regiments. I have not 
seen the accounts. Task the Senator from Vir- 
ginia if there is any estimate in his report for the 
first year of the cost of five regiments that the Sec- 
retary of War and the President recommended ? 
I do not suppose he estimated for them. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is three years ago. 1 
do not recollect. I suppose the Secretary did. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not suppose he did, be- 
cause he did not estimate for these buildings. 1 
remember that, because it was brought to my no- 
tice by members of the committee, that he made 
no estimate for them, and we went on to appro- 
priate for them. I believe it is something like the 
same difficulty we have had with the public build- 
ings. Here have been workmen that we have 
brought herc, ingenious, skillful men, scattered all 
over this city last winter without work, because 
of the failure of this appropriation, and I suppose 
it was not estimated for. 
failed. That was the case about these other build- 


ings, as I have been told by the committees. Then j 


the Senator from Georgia comes in here and de- 


nounces Congress for not paying these contracts, | 


when they were not paid because the Scerctary 
would not estimate, and trying, by a sort of leger- 
demain, to charge upon Congress all this extrav- 
agance. 

But, sir, did you ever know a contract to fail— 
one of these jobs to carry the mail for $600,000 a 
year—to fasten it there for half a dozen years? 
For that great job there was no trouble about the 


estimates. They will make the appropriations for | 
Your city is filled with iron pipe, and all | 


them. 
sorts of jobs have been given out of this aqueduct, 


when they were not entitled to a bucketfal of | 


water. ‘This city is covered with building mate- 
rials, and workmen dismissed upon a matter of 


etiquette between Congress and the proper De- | 
“he people | 


partments as to making estimates. 
suffer, but the contractors get their money. For 
these very post route contractors, Congress, this 
winter, for the first time in its history, issued a 
sort of warrants, or sanctioned the issue of war- 


rants from the Post Office Department, and let | 


them bear interest; and the Senator from Georgia, 
or the Senator from Virginia, I donot know which, 
was calculating how long before they would come 
in—whether they would come in in six months. 
They were a kind of Treasury notes, issued by 
the Postmaster General, bearing six per cent, in- 
terest, by a law of Congress; and Senators are 
calculating to get over the necessity of raising the 
revenuc by a proper adjustment of the revenue 
system, by keeping out the Post Office Treasury 
notes at six per cent. interest, as well as the nine- 
teen or twenty million of Treasury notes author- 
ized by Jaw. I think there are seven million 
of these certificates properly issued. They were 
bought up by bankers and brokers, and we made 
them bear interest; and I do not believe they will 
be paid in six months. 

I speak of this kind of indebtedness—I do not 
complain of anybody for it—which is now due 
by this Government, and ought to be met. We 
should meet the expenses that were incurred Jaw- 
fully, whether justly or not. T do not see any 
very great difference in the expenditure of one 
of these years over another. There is no great 
retrenchment, and no great additional extrava- 
gance. The present President, expecting a nom- 
ination eight years ago, wrote a letter denouncing 
the then Administration because it spent over 
forty-two million. 
to be reduced; that they were very corrupting. 
The expenditures have gone on since then, until 
now, I think, since he has been in office, they 
have averaged over sixty million, and very near 
seventy million; but people will talk when they 
want to get power, and denounce other people, 
and when they get power, be as extravagant as 
anybody else. That is my experience. As to 
the Senator from Georgia, he will agree to de- 
nounce his own party alittle for the sake of hay- 
ing the privilege of denouncing the party on this 
side altogether. That is his maxim, He says 
there are some few men on the Democratic side 
in favor of extravagant appropriations, but noth- 
ing like these Republicans. Now, I do not believe 
there was a Republican that voted for that Texas 
regiment, which was not recommended either by 
the President or the Secretary of War. Ido not 
believe anybody on this side voted for it. I know 
I did not. I do not yecollect of any one who did. 


I do not know why it | 


He said the expenses ought | 


|| pose has been paid before this time. I do not. 
| blame the Secretary of the Treasury for paying; | 


| the proper place, I think iti 


| States, or of any other State, and therefore ne did 


Mr. WILSON, I voted for it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [thought you kept still. If 
you voted for that you ought not to have said | 
anything about me. I suppose your conscience į 
is rather tender on that point. T shall not blame 
you for it. i 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator will allow me a 
word, He seems to think that in some way I| 
have reflected upon him. I made an allusion to 
what I understood to be the Senator’s estimates 
or statements of what would probably be the im- 
portations into the country. I think the Senator 
here, in speeches upon the policy of altering the 
tariff at the last session, suggested that the im- 
portations into the country would be smaller-than | 
they have turned out to be. At any rate, I know 
l had some conversation with the Senator in re- 
gard to this matter, and I so understood him. For 
myself, I think I am not mistaken; for | not only | 
had the opinion myself, but it was the opinion of 
others, especially men engaged in the business of 
importation into the country. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Did he ever hear me say they 
would not be large? I generally keep a pretty 
tolerable run of the crops of this country. Eee | 
an account of the cotton crop. i generally know 
about it as soon as other people do. I take all 
the circulars that come into New Orleans myself, 
and I generally estimate them on the importations 
into the country, and 1 do not always put it into 
a speech. I do not blame the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts; but he must have got that idea from 
the other side of the Chamber, aud they have | 
talked it so long that they believe it themselves. 

Ido not know what the proper motion should 
be with respect to this amendment; if 1 was go- 
ing to made a motion, I should move toamend it, 
hat Lam going to vote against it as npt being in 

untended, or caleu- | 

lated, if not intended, to relicve the friends of the | 
Administration from fairly meeting their respons- | 
ibility te supply this deficieney. In atl the cours 
of my experience in this body, l- have always | 
heard it declared thatit was the legitimate province | 
of the House of Representatives to inaugurate | 
measures for supplying the Treasury; notthat we | 
were to follow them blindly; and Ido not propose | 
to follow them. If f thought I could improve 
their bill, E would improve it. F will state here 
what E have stated to the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, that do not believe their proposition 
for $21,000,000 of a loan will mect the exigency 
of the Treasury. This bill, as they have drawn 
it, is not to take effect until October, and what- {i 
ever of that loan is negotiated is to be applied to || 
the redemption of the Treasury notes. They 
cannot use the moncy for the ordinary expenses 
of the Goyernment, unless they use it as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has done the moncy that | 
was paid him to buy Indian annuities. They |j 
have used it for four years; and the Senator from 
Georgia took an amendment out of his pocket, 
and made appropriation for the last four years. 
Now, I should like to know of these strict con- 
structionists by whatauthority the Secretary ofthe || 
Treasury paid that moncy before the appropria- 
tion was made, He talked to me about having 
pocket amendments when F took an amendment | 
from the chairman of the Committee on Claims, | 
because he had ill success with the one he offered | 
before, and asked me to offer it. He said there | 
were pocketamendments aboutthe Chamber; that | 
i 


$ 


it did not come from a committee. There wasan } 
amendment offered last night before we adjourned į 


to pay four years’ interest of $109,000 that { sup- 


but I do not suppose there was any appropriation | 
to pay it. 
Mr. PUGH. The Senator does not understand 

that transaction, Itis very simple. That money 
was held intrust. The commissioner of the sink- į 
ing fund of Ohio called in the debt and paid it. | 
They hada right to pay it. He could not find j 
another convenient stock, either of t i 


his best; he simply paid the interest by buying | 
up our stocks, and then paid interest onthe bonds |) 
in his own hands, as the trestee of the Indians. || 
Mr. SIMMONS. Icommend the zeal of the || 
Senator in defending this transaction. if 
Mr. PUGH. It needs none. H isa very small | 
thing, He bought the stock. . i | 
Mr. SIMMONS. Why did he buy it? Had | 


we not by this time Treasury notes to sell? Could: 
he not have bought them? Could he not have’ 
invested that money ?” 

Mr. PUGH. Invest it in Treasury notes? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. PUGH.. kt was stipulated toi be invested: 
in stocks. ; a 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then he should have bought. 
stocks that were offered for sale. ee 

Mr. PUGH. It would have cost more than! 
double. pi 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not find fault with him, 
but with that law paying the money without an 
investment... Who paid the income? 

Mr. PUGH. He was to turn over their stock 
to the United States. ý 

Mr. SIMMONS. He wanted the money, and 
used the money, and that is the reason he did not 
pay it. I do not believe that the people who do 
that should come.in here and say, we could not 
find a dollar ever paid without an appropriations 
There was no need of making an appropriation 
to pay it without. What need is there of making: 
an appropriation for four years? i 

Mr. PUGH. It was not necessary. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then why was it made? It 
was thought to be necessary by the Senator from 
Georgia. Ido not complain of it. ‘I should not 
have alluded to it if my attention had not been 
drawn toit. He drew the amendment for $21,000, 
and I thought it was seven percent. stock. | It 
turned out to. be $400,000 instead of $300,000, 
drawn without law. Ido not complain of it; but 
people who use these epithets had better be care- 
ful, or perhaps they willbe tripped up themselves. 
{ do not blame anybody for that; but I think the 
proper way would have been to invest the money, 
and kept it solely for the trust. J have no doubt 
this Government owes a good many hundred 
thousand dollars in this way. It is a debt, and 
yet it is not represented here in this table of pub- 
lic debt. We have no stocks now held for the 
Indians; we have used the money, Docs it ap- 
pear what we owe? Does the Senator from Ohio 
believe that it is registered among any of the 
debts of the Government? All this trust money 
has been paid, and we have used it; and it ought 
to be invested in stocks, or else it ought to be 


i represented., It isdue to these funds; it is a debt 


of the Government; itis chargeable on the Treas- 
wy. I say that I have no doubt that there are a 
great many of that description of debts that do 
not appear on these books at all. Ido not know 
anything aboutit; but seeing that the amendment 
to which I have referred happened to come up 
last night, it showed me-how these people cout 
use the money that belonged to Indian trust funds, 
and one thing or another, and we not be the wiser 
about it. But the Senator from Georgia attempted 
to say you could not put your finger on anything 
wrong; that everything. was as straight as a 
line. Edo not know but that it is so; but I be- 
lieve the Senator from Virginia will say that, 
under that treaty, whatever it was, by which the. 
money was invested, for the benefit of these In- 


' dians; in Ohio stocks, the same law and good: 


faith which obliged us to put it in trust for them, 
would oblige us, when the money was paid, to 
investit in some other stocks, and not use the 
money for the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment. If we had invested it in stocks of their 
own, it would be as safe as anything; but then it 
would appear in the debt. 

l am only showing that we do not get in these 
reports the extent of our indebtedness. I have 
tried two or three times to get the Senator from 
Virginia, the chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee, to make up an account of each one of these 
appropriation bills, so that when we had got 
through we should know what we had done. E 
should like to know how much money goes out, 
not that | expect that it would make much differ- 
ence in the aggregate amount of what we shall 
appropriate, but F think it is due to the Senate, 
when we are coming in here with one bill after 
another, that it should be said, when we get 
through, this bill appropriates $10,000,000, that 
$15,060,000, and another $20,000,000, so that the 
members of the Senate who are not upon the 
Committee on Finance can havesome knowledge 
of what they are voting for, and whether we have 
money to appropriate for any new plans. [think 
this isthe best way. I suppose we shall get at 
it next year, after the money is gone; bat we 


CONGRES 


June Į 3, 


THE 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


ought.to have the information now. When this 
loan bill comes in, now on the heel of this judi- 
cial and exccutive appropriation bill, it is not ac- 
‘companied by any statement as to what we have || 
got to pay within the time it proposes to pay it. | 
{have found out that we have to get a great deal || 
more than by the estimates we can get, in order f 
to redeem this loan within any reasonable time. | 
Then why should it be put within a time, when 
there is no probability of our being able to accu- 
mulateesmoney enough to pay what is due? Why 
should we saddle another $20,000,000 upon the i 
$25,000,000 that are already coming due in the 
next six years? I think there is no propriety in 
it; and I should think that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, if he expected to be atthe head of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, or at the head of the Govern- 
ment, would calculate to put this loan where it | 
could be paid without having to admit that there | 
was a mistake init. I would do it, if I expected | 
ever to reach the position he is in now. 

When the proper bill comes up, I shall try to 
induce him to offeran amendment varying the 
present time for its payment, which is now six 
years at the furthest, and it will come due before 
we have the money. Then, if the tariff part of 
that bill is modified, you will not get sufficient 
money. I see, by an estimate said to be made at 
the Treasury Department, thatif the importations | 
continuc as large as they are now, the revenues | 
may be increased $9,000,000; but that will not | 
bring up the amount to what we spend now. We | 
have spent $20,000,000a year more than we have 
got the last three years, ‘There is no doubt about | 
that; the figures show it; and we are getting more | 
and more in debt. Taking the $17,000,000 on | 
hand when this Administration came in, with the į 
$40,000,000 of debt since created, and the defi- 
ciencies now to be paid, and they are a good deal || 
more than sixty million dollars behindhand. 1, 
sce no reason why we should expeet $20,000,000 
more a year with the same rates of duty. The | 
importations last year were nearly three hundred 
and forty million dollars; but we did not get 
enough revenue by $20,000,000 to pay our ex- 
penses. We got about forty-nine million dollars, 
and spent nearly seventy million dollars. The 
exactfigures show the expenditures last year to be 
some sixty-eight million eight hundred thousand 
dollars. Last year was a very successful year 
for the revenuc, and we got $49,000,000 of in- 
come from customs, with an expenditure of about 
sixty-nine million dollars. "here is a deficiency 
of nbout twenty million dollars. The Post Office 
deficiency is more than we get from the lands. 
We did not get $2,000,000 from lands last year, į 
and for the general expenses of this Government 
we have got to resort to the customs; you must 
make your calculations on that. If the other 
things meet, you are fortunate, If you get enough 
from lands and incidentals to pay incidentals and 
the deficiency in the Post Office Department, I 
think we shali do better than we have done in ten 
years. According to the rules of simple arith- 
metie, itis a plain case. If we pass this bill as 
the House of Representatives have made it, with 
no expectation of getting half the deficiency we 
have spent the last three years, Í think itis bet- | 
ter to postpone the payment of these $20,000,000, 
If we are going to make ita permanent debt, put it 
off so thatit will not be an annoyance every other 
session; and if, by any possible means, we could 
induce the Senator from Virginia to withdraw 
this, and take it up in the regular way, I will try 
to induce him. If not, | will move—and I believe 
he will not oppose it—to extend the payment over 
a larger number of years. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My purpose, sir, is not 
to join in this discussion. While I regard this | 
debate as very interesting and very learned and 
very able, Į think it is useless, Ido not presume 
the vote of any member of this body will be 
changed by this discussion. We ought to con- 
sult our convenience, our personal feelingsa litte, 
J therefore hope, sir, that we shall now be allowed | 
to vote upon this question. If not, I shall move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I should like 
to say something, but still lam so anxious for a 
vote that I shall-not say anything; and if the 
Senate will say. that they will vote, I will sit 
down. 

Mr. PUGH. Thatis all I want to say. Lwish, 


| ment offered by 


i} run away from the service of his master, he shall 


| white men and white women, too, may be flogged 


for. mercy’s sake, that we may have a vote, We: 


nave heard all this a hundred times. [{** Vote!” 
“Vote!” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
nick in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. GREEN, 
ject. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam paired off with the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ham- 
Monn] on this question. 

Mr. WADE. I have paired on this bill with 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have paired with the Sen- 
ator from ilorida [Mr. Youre] on this question. 
if I were at liberty to do so, I would vote in the 
negative, ‘ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS~Messrs 


I have paired off on this sub- 


. Anthony, Bigle 
Cotlamer, Dixon, Doolittle, T 
Grimes, Hamlin, Hartan, King, § 
Eyck, ‘trumbull, and Wilson—19. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I move an additional section 
to the bill: | 

And be it further enacted, That the following provision 
of the act of the Legislative Assembly of the ‘Perritory of 
New Mexico, approved January 26, 1859, entitled t An act 
amendatory of the law relative io contracts between mas- 
ters and servants,” be, and the same is hereby, disapproved 
and dcelared inoperative and void, to wit: “no court of 
this ‘Lerrito hall have jurisdiction, nor shall take cogni- 
aance ofa use for the correction that masters may give 
their servanis for neglect of their duties as servants.” 

Mr. BROWN. Lask ifthatis inorder? It is 
legislation onageneral appropriation bill of a very 
extraordinary character. I raise the question that 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HUNTER. Whether it is in order or not, 
I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he is 
willing to introduce a debate of this sort now, 
when we are all trying to work up to the day 
fixed for the adjournment? He knows that such 
legislation as that cannot pass this body without 
a Tone and bitter debate; and is this the place to 
introduce that subject? I just submit it to him. 

Mr. WILSON. It is not my purpose to oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate in discussing this | 
question, Lam willing to take a vote uponit. I 
merely wish to state the point. By the organic 
act of 1850, for the Territory of New Mexico, it 
is provided that all laws passed by the Legislative | 
Assembly and Governor of New Mexico, shall be 
submitted to the Congress of the United States; 
and if disapproved, shall be null and void. “ An 
act amendatory of the law relative to contracts | 
between masters and servants,” passed in the | 
‘Territorial Legislature of New Mexico, January 
26, 1859, declares that ‘* when any servant shall 


Cameron, Chandler, 
enden, Foot, Poster, 
mmons, Sumner, Ten 


be considered a fugitive from justice;”’ and this 
provision makes it the duty of the ministerial and 
Judicial officers to arrest such persons, and put 
them to work on the public works, ayd hold and 
keep them until they are called for. This act also 
provides that 


“No court of this Territory shall have jurisdiction, nor 
shall take cognizance of any cause for the correction that f 
masters may give their servants for neglect of their duties 
as servants; for they are considered as domestic servan 
to their masters, and they should correct their neglect and 
faults ; for as soldiers are punished by their chiefs, without 
the intervention ofthe civil authority, by reason of the salary 
they enjoy, an equal right should be granted those persons 
who pay their money to be served in the protection of their 
property.” 


Sir, this is a white slave code; a code by which | 


by their employers at will; and the courts are 
closed against white men and women, who may 
be brutally punished by their employers. Sir, | 
this law of New Mexico is a disgrace to human 
nature; and it should be pronounced null and void 
by the representatives of the American people, 
Let the laboring millions of America remember, 
that in an American Territory the courts are de 
nied jurisdiction in any case of the punishment 
of white men and white women by their employ- 
ers. But Ido not wish to discuss this proposi 
tion to repeal this Jaw, which dishonors laboi 


i 


| 
| 
cl 


and degrades laboring men. Task the ycas and 
nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
nick.) Does the Senator from Mississippi raise 
the question of order? 

Mr. BROWN. I withdraw the point without 
having the decision of the Chair, if there can be 
a vote without further debate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Sec- 
retary proceeded to call the roll. N 

Mr. HEMPHILL, when his name was called, 
said; I vote “nay,” although I do not approve at 
all of that provision of the law relative to contracts 
between masters and hired servants which pro- 
hibits the courts from taking jurisdiction over any 
cause growing out of the correction which masters 
may give their servants. This is a new feature 
in the laws regulating the contracts of peonage 
service, not to be found in the laws of the States or 
Mexico regulating such contracts. I vote **nay’’ 
for the reason that the provision is not germane 
to this bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have paired off with the 
Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Hammonn.] 

Mr. DURKEE. J have paired off with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin.] 

Mr. SEWARD. After reflecting on the sub- 
ject, shall take the responsibility of voting. I 
| vote in the affirmative. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; 
as follows: 

YERAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
jer, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wilkinson, and Wilson—21, 

NAYS—Megsrs. Bayard, Bigier, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, 

Temphill, Hanter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nicholson, Pearee, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbary, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, 
and Wig!all—29, 


So the amendment was rejected, 


Mr. BROWN. I move to amend the bill in 
line eight hundred and seventy-four, by inserting, 
after the word “ guard,” “and one lieutenant.” 
I will explain that last year an appropriation was 
made to cover the expense of this lieutenant, but 
the words I now propose to insert were accident- 
ally left out. This involves no additional ex- 
penditure, for the officer is already provided. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe that isa mere verbal 
amendment, and I shall not object to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I have another amendment 
which does not involve any additional appropri- 
ation, and is merely a verbal alteration to carry 
out the principle. This amendment is to come in 
after line cight hundred and seventy-seven: 

And that there be paid to the corporation of the city of 
Washington, out of money heretofore appropriated, the 
compensation of one Heutenant of police. 

ĮI simply desire to say, in a single word, that 
last year the money was appropriated to pay this 
lieutenant of the guard, but on account of the 
name of the office being accidentally omitted, he 
did not get the money from us. The city paid 
him. The amount is already appropriated, and 
you are asked for no additional appropriation 
whatever, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER, I wish to beg my friends not 
to put any more amendments on this bill, for the 
reason that it will be very hard to carry it in the 
other House. We have as much on it now as we 
can carry, if we can do that; and the effect of 
adding all the amendments that really belong to 
the miscellancous bill, which gentlemen have for- 
gotten and left in their drawers, will be to imperil 
this bill still more than it is already endangered. 
I hope that at least our friends will not doit. I 
have no right to make any such appeal to the 
other side of the Flouse. : 

Mr. BAYARD. I have buta single amend- 


ment to offer, by instruction of the Committee on 


the Judiciary, and one other which I take it for 
granted the honorable Senator from Virginia will 
not object to. l move in the two hundred and 
forty-sixth line to strike out the words ‘“ twenty- 
six and twenty-seven,’’ and insert “twenty-two 
and twenty-three,” An appropriation is made 
to pay for the twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh 
volumes of Howard’s Reports of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Court, which will not be pub- 
lished for three years. | I suppose the appropria- 
tion is intended for the twenty-second and twen- 
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third volumes, which are the reports of this year. 
[suppose there will be no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not object to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to offer the following 
amendment, to come in after line four hundred and 
nineteen: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, such an amount as may by him be regarded as 
reasomible and just, for the rent of the rooms occupied by 
the United States courts at Los Angeles, California, from 
the 27th of October, 1854, to the Sth of August, 1856. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not that a private claim? 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwill only say to the honor- 
able Senator that the amendment ts precisely one 
which the Committee on Finance reported at a 
previous session of Congress, and which then | 
passed the Senate, but was rejected by the House. 

| suppose it is in order. 

Mr. HUNTER. It does not follow from that | 
that it is in order. 

Mr. LATHAM. Iwill state, also, that it was į 
offered by the Senator from Virginia himself on | 
the 18th day of February, 1857. The Govern- 
ment has had the use of this property; and it is 
but right and proper, as it isa portion of the judi- | 
cial expenses of the Government, that the patties | 
from whom the property was rented should be | 
paid out of funds not otherwise appropriated. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is | 
of the opinion that it isa private claim, and ex- | 
cepted by. the rule. | 

1 
| 
| 
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r, LANE. I have an amendment that I de- 
sire to offer, and that I hope will be adopted, for 
there is much merit in it, and it will commend 
itself to the Senate, I think: 

For defraying the expenses ofa geological reconnoissance | 
and explorations in Oregon and Washingtou Territories, : 
and of the country en route tothe Pacilic near the forty- ; 
seventh paraile! of north latitude, over and above the ap- | 
propriations of March 3, 1853, and March 3, 1855, and for i 
the expenses of the analysis of eighty-cight soils, coals, and | 
ores, from different localities, aud in the preparation of the | 
final report tor publication, $10,559 20, as per accounts. | 

Mr. HUNTER. Isnot that a private claim? | 

Mr. LANE. No, sir; it is not a privateclaim. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to have the de- 
cision of the Chair upon that. Ht 

' Mr. LANE, I will state that this claim is not i| 
only a just one, but the accounts have all been |} 
made out, adjusted, and settled, and are ready for || 
payment; but au appropriation 1s wanted, “This | 
matter was referred to the Committee on Public | 

ł 

| 

| 

I 
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Lands, and the committee instructed me to offer 
this amendment to the deficiency bill; but I did 
not do it, and subsequently I broughtin a bill that 
passed the Senate; but the House bas no oppor- 
tunity, perhaps, to reach it this session. tis a 
very hard case. The works is done; the accounts 
are all made out, and ready for payment; and I 
trust the Senate will adopt the amendment. It 
has to be paid. It is to carry out an existing law 
—a law enacted some time since for the making | 
of this survey. ! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
inquire of the Senator from Oregon if this appro- | 
| 

i 


priation is to carry out an existing law? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion | 
of the Chair, then, itis within the rule. 

“Mr. HUNTER. Then I must appeal to the 
Senate not to permit this to be an omnibus bill. 
The misecllancous bill was up, to which such | 
things are generally offered. 1 hope it will be | 
voted down. 

2 Mr. LANE. 
adopted. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAVIS. I wish to offer an amendment to : 
the bill, and I will console my friend from Virginia | 
by assuring him that it does not involve the ex 
penditure ofany money: 

And be it further enacted, That all purchases and cau- | 
tracts for supplies or serviees in any of the departments ot | 
except for personal services, when the 
vene do not require the immediate delivery of 
or articles or ji wrmiaiec of th 
be made by advertising a sufficient time previo 

sais respecting the same When immediate de y l 
performance i required by the public exigency, the articles | 
or.service required may be procured by open purchase or 
contract at the places and in the mranner in which such ar- 
ticles are usually bonght and sold, or such services engaged 
between individuals. No contract or purchase shail herc- 
after be made unless the same be authorized by law, or be 


I hope not; I trust it will be i 


} be, and the same 


; money, for that is a proposition to save a little to 
| the public Treasury, and I hope, especially, that 


€ prije 
| Georgia. 


|! one of them was General Jesup, the distinguished 


_to appoint two brigadiers general. In 1855, if I 


| lie service, from that position, and pat him on 

| active duty clsewhere. It was thought, I believe, 
ihat he was well qualified for that position, and 
| could do greater justice to the country by duty in 


i genere 


under an appropriation adequate to its fulfillment, except | 
in the War and Navy Departments for clothing, subsistence, 
forage, fuel, quarters, or transportation, which, however, 
shali net exceed the necessities of the current y No} 
arms nor military supplies whatever, which are o 
invention, shall be purchased, nor the right of using or ap- 
plying any patented invention, unless the same shall be 
authorized by law, and the appropriation therefor explicitly 
set forth that itis for such patented invention. 


That is supplemental to existing legislation, 
and I think it will perfect the restrictions now 
imposed upon contracts made for public supplies. 
It also introduces a new feature, that of prevent- | 
ing the purchase of patents from individuals for 
public use, unless Congress shall first make an 
appropriation for the purpose. [“AH right.’] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have an amendment to offer 
as a New section: 


And be it further enacted, That so much of the eighth ; 
section of an act, entivied ‘ An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army, for tic year ending the 30thofF 
June, 1856, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1855, as authorizes the appointment of a brigadier general, | 

š hereby, repeaied; and that all laws re- 
quiring that the Quartermaster General of the Army be of | 
the rank and entitled to the pry of a brigadier general be, i 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. DAVIS. I think that had better be ex- | 
plained. | 


3 
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Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from Iowa 
if he thinks that is legislation appropriate to this | 
bill? 

Mr. GRIMES. The law that it proposes to | 
repeal was in a general appropriation bill for mil- | 
itary purposes. 

Mr. HUNTER. That was a military bill. į 
This isa bill for legislative and judicial expenses. | 

Mr. GRIMES. Ido not profess to be famil- į 
jar with the rules of the Senate, if, indeed, there | 
are any rules. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not say there is any rule | 
against it; but it is a question of congruity— | 
whether it is a proper species of legislation. | 

Mr. GRIMES. H the military biil had not | 
passed, perhaps that would be the more appro- 
priate bill to which to attach it; but I propose to 
offer it to this bill, and I hope it will receive the 
support, at any rate, of some of the Senators who 
have seen fit to denounce the gentlemen’ on this 
side of the Senate, this evening, as being excecd- 
ingly profligate in the expenditure of the public 


we shall receive the support of the Senator from 


Under the law of 1846, the President was author- 
ized to appoint two additional brigadier generals. 
I belicve that up to that time there were but two; 


general who has just died, and who for a long | 


| time previous, and up to the time of his death, had | 
' been at the head of the Quartermaster Gencral’s 
: department; and the other, F think, was General 


Wool. The President was at that time authorized 


remember rightly, by the law that is specified in 
the amendment which I propose, the President | 
was authorized to appoint an additional brigadier 
general. It was alleged that itwas necessary there 
should be three brigadier generals to perform act- 
ive duties as brigadters in addition to the one who 
was at the head of the quartermaster’s department. 
They were unwilling to remove General Jesup, 
on account of his efficiency and distinguished pub- 


that particular position than in any other. Gen- 
cral Jesup is now dead, There is no necessity, | 
I apprehend, for the continuance of a brigadier 
al in charge of the quartermaster’s depart- 


ment. There is no such officer in charge of the 
commissary department, there is no such officer 
in charge of the pay department, there Is no such 
officer in charge of the ordnance department; and 
Ihave never been able to discover, so furas I 
have heard or read, that there was necessity for | 
any such officer in connection with the quarter- 
master’s department. At any rate, I want an op- , 
portunity to record my vote in favor of the abo- | 
lition of one military officer. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I have been re- 
peatedly struck with the accuracy of view taken 
by the Senator from lowa upon military questions. 
I think in principles he is usually correct; but I 
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| head of the quartermaster’s department. 


think in detail he requires: yet to obtain:a good 
deal of information. He is. certainly in error: in 
the present instance—in error as to historical facts, 
Upon the organization of the Army, after its re- 
duction upon what was called the peace establish: 
ment after the war of 1812, we adopted the basi& 
of one major general and two brigadiers of the line. 
The Quartermaster General was also madea brig- 
adier general. So it continued, until the late‘act, i 
to which the Senator refers, for the addition of a 
brigadier general. We should have a brigadier 
general for cach distinct military. department. 
That would require more than we’now have; not 
less. We now havethree. We have not for along 
time had less than five departments, This results, 
as a necessity, in taking a colonel from the head of 
his regiment to command a military department, 
separating the head of the regimant from the con- 
trol of it to act as a general under his brevet, © It 
saves nomoncy. Theexpenditure is the same as if 
you had a number of brigadier generals equal to the 
number of military departments. The loss is, that 
the colonel is taken from the head of his regiment. 
The last clause of the amendment offered as- 
sumes that a brigadier general need not be at the 
head of the quartermaster’s department; it seems 
to me entirely appropriate that the officer who has 


; charge of disbursements, cqual to about one half 


of all the appropriations for the Army, should be 
appointed by selection. tf he be a colonel, he 
reaches that grade by seniority; and if by mere 
seniority he is to succeed to all the power of dis- 
bursing one half of the appropriations for the 
Army, I think it is not difficult to foresee circum- 
stances under which great hazard to the public 
Treasury might arise. The benefit of the Quar- 
termaster General being a brigadier general is 
that he must be selected; he does not reach that 
grade by promotion; and thus we should be se- 
cure of one who is competent for the high trust 
which devolves upon that station, So far as a 
compliment was conveyed in the conferring of 
that rank upon General Jesup, now dead, there 
is no man who knew him living who will not 
say that he richly deserved it; yes, and more than 
deserved it—a man who illustrated the page of his 


| country’s history by as much of gallantry.as any 
i soldier that ever wore sword; as much integrity 


as any man that ever held a public office; and as 
much of the chivalrous delicacy of the gentleman 
as ever graced an honorable man. Butit is apart 
from any personal consideration that E hope that 
the Senate will view this question. Itis whether 
you are to put into the hands of an individual the 
disbursement of some seven or eight million dol 
lars in time of peace, and perhaps three or four 
times that amount in time of war, who has reached 
his office by simply outliving those who were 
above him, or whether it shall be bya selection 
made by the President and confirmed by the Sen- 
ate. Thus alone can we be sure of one worthy 
to possess the great power which devolves on the 
l think 
itiseminently fit that that officer should bechosen, 
and have a grade which cau only be reached by 
selection, of theappointing power and confirmation 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Mississippi 
did not understand me as casting any reflection 
on the memory of General Jesup ? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES. I appreciate as highly as that 
Senator, and as highly as any other man, the dis- 
tinguished bravery and worth, in every regard, 
of that general. Ibelieve the principal argument 
assigned by the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi in favor of the continuance of the present 


| system—that is to say, of having a brigadier gen- 


eral at the head of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment—is, that the man who disbursés such enor- 
mous sums of money should:be one who had bad 
that office conferred on him by presidential ap- 
pointment, rather than reached it by regular gra- 
dations of rank. Let me ask the Senator, then, 
why the same reasoning does not apply to the 
Paymaster General? I do not know how much 
he disburses—I do not pretend to know; but I 
apprehend that there isa very large amount of 
money that passes through the hands of the Pay- 
master General; yet he only has the lineal rank 
of colonel. You have a very large amount of 
money that passes through the hands of the Com- 
missary General; yet he has only the lineal rank 
of colonel. I cannot see, therefore, the force of 
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the argument urged by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. It is a question with.which, I confess, I 
am not as well prepared to grapple as that Sena- 
tor. 1 have not given much reflection to it; but 
I thought that now, when we were upon the sub- 
ject of retrenchment and reform, and when we 
were challenged to produce atleast one example 
ofan effort at retrenchment and reform in the 
public.expenses, here would. be a good opportu- 
nity to-test the question. i 

Mr, TOOMBS. I haveno doubt that the hon- 
orable Senatorfrom Mississippi is right about this 
amendment. I think it ought to be done; but I 
do.think we owe it to ourselves and the country 
to stop this practice of legislating in this way. 
The idea of adding on military bills to the legis- 
lative and judicial appropriation bill is a matter 
that ought not to be tolerated by the Senate. I 
should think that the proposition the Senator from 
Mississippi makes is a good proposition, but I 
cannot consent to embarrass the operations of the | 
country for that, six days before the adjournment, 
on a bill to which it is in no sense germane. The 
committee kept us four or five days 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis not my proposition. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘The Senator advocated it, and 
T supposed he offered it. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; the Senator is entirely mis- 
taken. I am opposing the amendment. i 

Mr, TOOMBS. 1 thought you were attempt- 
ing. to put it on this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; not at all. 
keep it off, 

Mr. TOOMBS, Then I am with you. Lagree 

in your opinions, and thought it was your amend- 
ment; but I say I want no amendment of any 
sort of this kind on this bill, I do not want any- 
thing about the Army on the legislative and judi- 
cial Will, 
. Mr. GRIMES. Do I understand the Senator 
to say that he agrees with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi in his opinion that this officer should be 
continued? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. In one word I wish to reply to 
the Senator from Lowa, so as to remove an objec- 
tion in his mind. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before making that re- 
ply, will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is the difficulty in 
selecting the Quartermaster General preciscly in 
the manner the Senator says, without having a 
man holding the rank of brigadicr general? Can 
he not be selected from among the colouels, or 
from any other grade, just as well, and be con- 
firmed by the Senate? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will answer the Senator. Pro- 
motion in the quartermaster’s department, as in 
any corps or regiment of the Army, goes by seni- | 
ority up to the grade of colonel; but the Quarter- 
master General is a brigadier general, and under 
the laws of the United States, aud the regulations } 
of the Army, is taken by selection, like all other || 
generals. He is by selection merely because he 
has the rank of general. If he had the rank of 
colonel, he would be by promotion. That is the 
answer. 


I am trying to 


‘ siderable sum of money appropriated here to en- 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Not necessarily, as I un- | 
derstand it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Necessarily. The Senator from 
Jowa asked me a question in relation to the Pay- 
master General. The Paymaster General has but 
avery small amount to disburse compared with 
the Quartermaster General, and it is disbursed 
under laws which ar@fixcd; it passes into the 
hands of the deputies, and the Paymaster General | 
is, in fact, but the head of an office which settles | 
the accounts. The Quartermaster General neces- 
sarily has large discretion, makes extensive con- | 
tracts and disbursements involving millions of 
dollars, the location and exact character of which 
cannot be anticipated. The Paymaster General’s 
duties are so simple that I have long considered 
that the office was unnecessary, and that the whole 
Paymaster General's corps might be swallowed 
up ia the Quartermaster Gencral’s department 
withoutscarcely inercasingits labors. Theamend- 
ment is one of the Senator from Iowa to change 
existing laws, and I am insisting that the law 
shall stand as itis. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam with you on that. 

Mr. GRIMES called for the yeas and nays, 


| and Eastman’s maps, and everybody else’s maps, 


and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 21, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Grimes, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Rice, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wilkinson, and Wilson—21. 

NAYS—Messts. Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Ches- 
nut, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, 
Mallory, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Sauls- 
bury, Slidell, Toombs, and Wigfall~26. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have some amendments 
which I am instructed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs to offer. The first is to insert after 
line four hundred and nine: 

For the pay of two special and temporary clerks in the 
Indian Office, of the first and second classes respectively, 
to be employed upon the duties of issuing patents, and in- 
vestigating and reeording transfers of lands under the 
treaties with the Indian tribes in the Territory of Kansas, 

2,600. ; 

I simply wish to say to the Senate that this is 
not only recommended, but urged by the Indian 
Office as a service which is absolutely necessary 
for the discharge of the dutics incumbent on them. 
It will be observed further, that the employment 
is only for twelve months, and itis but to do spe- 
cial service, temporary in its character, which the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs says the ordinary 
clerical force of his office will not enable him to 
do. Under these circumstances, I hope, as it is 
a temporary employment, and embraces only two 
more clerks, and he eannot get along without 
them, that it will be acceded to by the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—aycs 20, noes 17, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have another amend- 
ment to offer: 

For payment of a permanent topographer or draughtsman 
forthe indian Office, to be paid at the rate of a clerk of the 
second class, $1,490. 

The dutics of a topographer or draughtsman 
for the Indian Office, which have been always ex- 
tensive, have been performed heretofore by a kind 
of courtesy between the Land Office and the Indian 
Office, by which the tepographer of the Land 
Office was loaned to the Indian Office. The duties 
of that officer for the Land Office are now so en- 
grossing that the Indian Office can no longer avail 
itself of his s¢rvices. It therefore asks for a topog- 
rapher of its own, and recommended a salary of 
$1,600, but the committee thought $1,400 would 
employ a competent person, and reported the 
amendment accordingly. 

Mr. RICE. Iam opposed to thisamendment. 
There has been, if Lam correctly informed, a con- 


able the Indian Office to make a map showing the 
different Indian reservations in the United States, 
I think it has cost some three thousand dollars. 

Mr. FITCH. Five thousand dollars, 

Mr. RICE. Perhaps it is $5,000; and I ven- 
ture to say thata better map could have been made 
for fifty dollars. Eam opposed to anything of 
the kind. Thereis nota single thing about it that 
is accurate, or very few things. 

Mr. FITCH. I was mistaken in telling the 
Senator that it was $5,000. Probably his first 
statement was nearly correct. But it only shows 
the necessity for this provision. Ft is an erronc- 
ous map—a very crroncous map; but it was made 
by outsiders, not by a regular draughtsman. 
tf the bureau could have employed a regular 
draughtsman, the map would have been materially 
different. 

Mr. RICE. We have beenappropriating money 
every year for Warren’s maps, Stevens’s maps, 


and we have map tipon map of the entire country. 
A boy ten years old, who reads the treaties, could 
take cither one of these maps, and in twenty min- 
utes mark out the different Indian reservations, 
and get them more accurately than I have ever 
seen any map purporting tocome from any of the 
Departments for this purpose. I am opposed to 
the whole thing. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, There is a good deal of 
truth in what the Senator from Minnesota says. 

Mr. RICE, Every word of it js true. 

Mr, SEBASTIAN, The construction of that 
map, which now belongs to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, was made under a special appropria- 
tion. The office was very much disappointed in |} 
the character and ability of the two persons who 


were at first employed at it, and they at last put 
a manat the work who finished it in ashort time, 
and has made a very creditable work, but not ac- 
curate in all respects. 

Mr. RICE. Hardly in any respect. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. In a greal deal. There 
are some small inaccuracies on that map, as the 
Senator from Minnesota and myself can soon 
show the Senate, if we are disposed to make a 
contest about that smal] matter of detail. ‘That 
shows the very reason why we want a topog- 
rapher. We do not want him to make any more 
maps; but the ordinary duties of the office in mak- 
ing smal! sketches and drawings of reservations 
will require the constant attention of onc draughts- 
man. If we do not make. the office permanent, 
we shall be compelled to employ outside persons 
upon temporary occasions, and pay them out of 
the contingent fund, which, I am sure, will ac- 
complish no useful purpose. I hope, therefore, 
we may legitimate this employment, because itis 
necessary. 1 am assured so by the officer who is 
in charge of this business. I do not wish this 
appropriation for the purpose of continuing that 
map, or making more maps, or duplicating that 
map, but to discharge the ordinary duties of the 
office, which they have been herctofore enabled 
to accomplish by means of the courtesy of the 


i Land Office, but which now the engrossing duties 


of the latter office will not permit them to do any 
longer. I hope, under this statement of the case, 
my friend from Minnesota will modify the opinion 
he has expressed. 

Mr. RICE. Ido not care so much about the 
money as I do about the ridiculous part of this 
business, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. We will knock off the 
ridiculous part. 

Mr. RICE. Iwanttoask the honorable chair- 
man of the committee of which I am a humble 
member, if we did not vote two or three thousand 
dollars some years ago to pay Captain Eastman 
for a map which he drew, which was a very ac- 
curate and creditable map? Then we went on to 
appropriate $3,000 morc to pay somebody else for 
making a map. One was made; and you cannot 
tell anything more about it from that map than 
you could if it was done in Chinese. It 1s said 
the Land Office formerly did this duty. Tsay it 
never did it. It never was requisite, and itis not 
necessary now. The regular surveys made by the 
Government, under the system adopted by the 
General Land Office, show, of necessity, all these 
Indian reservations. For them we have paid an- 
nually ; and now are you going to make appropria- 
tions, year after year, to keep somebody employed 
not competent to do the duty? At any rate it is 
a duty that is entirely unnecessary. 

The amendment was rejected. 


_Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am instructed by the 
ommittee on Indian Affairs to offer the following 
mendment: 


And be it further enacted, That the President of the United 
States be, and he hercby is, authorized to appoint two com- 
missioners, whose duty it shall be to proceed to the north- 
ern frontier of the State of Texas, and take testimony, un- 
der such rutes and regulations hall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, as to depredations and spoliations 
committed since the 13th day of December, 1850, on citi- 
zens Of the United States, on said frontier, by Indians sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the United States. Said com- 
inissioners shall ba allowed a compensation of eight dollars 
per diem, and their actual necessary traveling expenses. 
And fo: the purpose of defraying the expenses of said com- 
mission, the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
aa hag under the direction of the Secretary of the 

terior. 


Mr. HUNTER. This is in the nature of a 


; proposition which has been attempted for New 


Mexico and some of the Territories before, to send 
out commissioners to hunt up claims. We tried 
that in Oregon, and then, when we submitted it 
to the Auditor here, I think he reduced them one 
half. It seems to me that, like all other claimants, 
they ought to come here and prove their claims. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I dislike to press this mat- 
ter, or anything else, on this bill; butitis clearly 
germane to the bill. This is a legislative and 
judiciary bill. Thisamendment is for appointing 
officers, who are to ascertain ina judicial capacity 
the exact state of accounts between persons hav- 
ing claims against the Government of the United 
States and the Government itself. It is impos- 
sible, without the appointment of this commis- 
sion-+1 would not press it if it were hot so—ever 
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to have these accounts adjusted. There is no 
doubt that there are claims. They are brought 
here year after year. They are referred to the 
committecs. They are referred to the Depart- 
ments. They are objected to because they are 
proved ex parte. Persons in the border States who 
have lost property in consequence of Indian dep- 
redations—those Indians in treaty with the Uni- 
ted States, and the United States responsible for 
the depredations—go before the magistrates of 
their own States, make their own affidavits, bring 
up their testimony; but when that testimony is 
offered here, it is objected to because itis ex parte. 
Now, we ask that for this modcrate sum a com- 
mission be appointed by the Government—men 
in whom the Government bas confidence; that 
these men shall go there, investigate the facts, 
hear the testimony on the ground both pro and 
con., and report the claims here. The effect of it 
is to prevent the Goverment from being swindled 


on the one side, and to enable just claimants to | 
The | 


obtain what is due to them on the other. 
amendment is germane to this bill; itis proper, 
and itis right; and Lam surprised that the Sen- 


ator from Virginia should objectto it, I supposed | 


that if any one would object, it would be my friend 
from Georgia, and I know he does not object. 
He suys it Is fair. ý 

Mr. CLARK. I understand that this is the 
same amendment that was offered twice yester- 
day to the appropriation bill then under consid- 
eration, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It was only offered once 
yesterday. 

Mr. CLARK. Well 
and voted down. 
twice. 


L understood it to be offered 


go around offering this amendment to every ap- 
propriation bill that comes along. 
fairs,aslunderstand. [opposed itin committee. 
It was offered to an appropriation bill yesterday 
and rejected, and now it is brought in again to be 
offered to this bill. It seems to me that if we are 
to provide for having proof made of these claims, 
ithad better be done by authorizing some magis- 
trates there to take testimon 
roving commission around the country to hunt up 


these claims for the sake of paying the commis- | 
sioners. We can very readily authorize the magis- 


trates in that country to take the testimony, and 


remove the objection made here that they have no ji 


authority to do it. It is not necessary to send 
commissioners around from pillar to post, from 
village to town, and from town to city, to hunt up 


the testimony of these claimants that they may || 
Let it be: 


make proof against the Government. 
done by some magistrate there, and let this ex- 
pense be saved. 

Mr. W 


yesterday by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 


a bill, and objected to because it was not germane | 
toi ‘There is no objection on that ground to- | 
day; but instead of discussing the merits of the | 


matter, the Senator from 
to pu 
amendmenttoa bill to which it was not germane 
So far so good. 
it was offered as an amendment to a bill to which 
Tthonght it was not germane; but to-day, when 
itis ofered to a billto which it is germane, when 
it is properly offered, when it is brought in by a 
committee, the objection that is vaised is that it 


New Hampshire chooses 


was once before offered upon a bill improperly. | 
ampshire makes no ob- 


The Senator from New H 
jection upon that ground to the 


vo 


‘osition itself, but he goes on then 


merits of the prop- 
and objects fur 


ther that the committee did not recommend that i! 
the magistrates in the border States should be | 
If the £; 


authorized to adjudicate these matters. 
Committee on Indian Affairs had made such a 
proposition as that, the Senator 
shire, | have no doubt, would have objected that 
they were, 1 suppose, particeps criminis to the 
robberies that the indians had committed on them; 
that these magistrates living in the neighborhood 
would be unfair judges between their neighbors 
and the Government. In order that equal justice 
may be done, we propose that the Government, 
against whom the claim 18, shall appoint. its own 
agent, and that he shall go there and take the tes- 
timony; and it was | th | a 
might be made to the partiality of the tribunal, 


, it was offered once,-then, į 


Be that as it may, I do not understand } 
that there is any authority from the committee to | 


The amend- | 
ment comes from the Committee on Indian Af- | 


y, and not send a! 


IGFALL. Thisamendment was offered | 


tit upon the ground thatit was offered as an ; 


I said nothing yesterday, when | 


from New Hamp- : 


to avoid the objections which | 


| that the magistrates in the States where the claim- 
| anis live were not proposed to be appointed. 
| Nothing could be fairer, unless the Government 
i intends, in the first place, to make treaties with 
savages, and then turn them loose on the border 
populations, to scalp and tomahawk and rob the 
people there, and then refuse to pay for the dam- 
ages which are done. The lives that are lost we 
ask nothing for; but for the property thatis taken, 
we ask just compensation, and only just compen- 
: sation; and we ask the Government that owes it 
| to appoint its. own arbitrator, and we will abide 
| the award. Nothing can be fairer. 

| Mr. CLARK. I must have been very unfor- 
i 

{ 

| 

| 


i 


i 
j! 
ł 
l 
i 


| tunate in my language if I’ did not succeed in 
| making the Senator understand that I objected to 
` this proposition upon its merits. {said distinetly 
! that I thought it was better to authorize some 
' magistrates to take this testimony, 

Mr. WIGFALL. I understood the Senator to 
object on two grounds: first, because it had been 
passed in the negative yesterday, and next, upon 
| the merits; and Į discussed both. 

Mr. CLARK. Very well. Then the Senator 
should not have said that E did not object on the 
merits, as I understood him to say. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I said that the Senator from 
New Hampshire did not predicate his main ob- 
jection on the merits. I said his first objection 
was not on the merits, and then the next one was 
on the merits; and I discussed both. 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not understand why the 
Senator from Texas should have said the “ main 
objection.” I did not indicate which was the 
main Objection. ; 

Mr. WIGFALL. It was the first one. 

Mr. CLARK. Neither by putting it first nor 
putting it last. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Well, lam indifferent about 
it. Then it was not your main objection. 

i Mr. HUNTER. 1am anxious fora vote. I 
| hope we may have a vote. 

| Mr. CLARK. Iwill yield atonce to the Sen- 
| ator from Virginia. Lam for voting rather than 
i 
t 
| 


| talking. 

Mr HEMPHILL. This proposition does not 
nd on the merits of the claims altogether; but 
depredations have been committed fora great 
„and have been extended over afrontier 


i| depe 
| these 
many years 


| ator from New Hampshire, of appointing a magis- 

i trate to take the testimony in these cases, is not 
| appropriate at all, unless youappoint magistrates 
| in the different counties for this whole length of 
| a thousand or fifteen hundred miles. The object 
| of appointing commissioners, as has been said 
| by my colleague, is that proper persons, no mat- 
| ter where appointed from, may investigate these 
| claims; so that their report, wher presented, will 
have credit. We only wish the data on which to 
li lay our claims against the Government, We do 
| not wish these claims, when they come here, to 
‘have the objection that they are not properly 
proven. , 

1 Mr.CLARK. Idesire to make one inquiry of 
|! the Senator from Texas. I wish toask him if 
‘| they have not got magistrates competent and hon- 
est enough to take this testimony? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We have; but when the 
‘ testimony is taken and presented here, you then 
say—at least in effect—they are not sufficiently 
: honest; that it is all ex parte, and therefore cannot 
! be believed. We desire to be relieved from such 
cruples and cmbarrassments, and have the facts 
in a form which cannot be disputed. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to make onc sugges- 
tion about this commission that is to cost $10,009. 
it is not to the magistrates that any objection 
wouid be made, but to the testimony. That will 
| be all on one side. 
who is looking at me, [Mr. Wicraii,] says it 
| will be pro and con. No, sir, it will all be pro and 
| no con, no matter what magistrates you putthere 
We shall not object to this testimony because it 
is taken before commissioners or before justices 
' of the peace, but we shall look into the probable 
| character of the testimony itself, and that is the 
! difficulty. Now, Edo not believe it is necessary 
| to pay $10,000 for swearms a man to his deposi- 
| tion, that is sent here about these depredations. 
f Let them take the tesumony there and bring it 
here, and we shall judge of it. Let them take it 
i! attheirown expense, like any other private claim- 
H ants. 


| of fifteen hundred miles; so that the ideaoftheSen- | 


The Senator from Texas, || 


|} Mr. TOOMBS. I hope my friend will let us 
take the vote. These gentlemen want a com- 
mission to go out there, that we may have.all the 
circumstances and the facts.. I think that. is fair 
enough; but if ydu do not think so, vote it down, 
I think itis right. i : 

Mr. SIMMONS. But if L should vote. for it, 
the Senator from Georgia, the very next time he 
got the floor, would accuse me of profligate ex- 
penditure, and very justly too. T am not going 
to vote for an appropriation of $10,000 for com- 
missioners to take testimony. We have had more 
commissioners in this Government than we have 
had claimsagainstit, and half these claims are got 
up to make commissioners and pay the salaries. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 believe the United States have 
never acknowledged the validity. of these claims, 
although they have been presented at intervals 
during the last nine years, as I am informed. If 
we pass this proposition, we shall be told; when 
the commission comes back with its report, that 
we have acknowledged the validity of the claims, 
and have nothing to do butto pay them. I do not 
know that I shall ever be willing to acknowledge 
the validity of these claims, and Lam fot willing 
to provide for taking testimony in regard to them, 
i Mr. HEMPHILL. The commissioners have 
| nothing to do with the validity of the claims. All 
they have to do is to take evidence in regard to 
thespoliations, and to certify, as I presume they 
i will under the regulations of the Secretary of the 
| Interior, whether those spoliations were by Ig- 
dians under the jurisdiction of the United States 
or not, or whether they were at amity with the 
United States or not; and when the reportis made 
here, Congress can determine what portions of 
the claims ought to be paid. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
a division—ayes 15, noes 22. 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. Lofferthe following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

For carrying into cffect the award of the Senate, made 
March 9, 1859, pursuant to the cleventh article of the treaty 
with the Choctaws of June 22, 1855, $2,932,560 83. So 
much thereof as shall be necessary for the payment of the 
claims which, by the twelfth article of the said treaty, the 
Choctaws have assumed to pay, and of such other liabil- 
ties ofthe tribe as the proper authorities thereo? shall ascer- 
tain and determine to be just, shall, on their requisition, be 
paid over to them at such times and in such manner as 
they shall request; and the balance remaining, after satis- 
(ying such claims and liabilities, shall be beld in trust for 
the benefit of the Choctaws, according to the provisions of 
the thirteenth article of the said treaty. 

Mr. HUNTER. | ask if that is in order? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. ` Ishall make but very few 
remarks in reference to the amendment. Although 
it embraces a large amount, I presume the exist- 
| ence of the claim has been known fora long time 
i| to the Senate, and the obligation has been ac- 
|| knowledged by which we are bound to pay the 
amount, which is reported from the proper De- 
partment. Although this is the first time this 
case bas made its advent in this form, I am. sat- 
ised that its merits are not strange to the Senate. 
There was a question between the United States 
and the Choctaw tribe under the treaty of 1830. 
| In 1855 a treaty was made with the Choctaw tribe, 
| by which the matter of difference was referred 
l to the Senate of the United States as the proper 
il arbiter of the treaty; and in pursuance of that 
| reference, at the last session, the Senate made its 
award. 

Mr. HUNTER. So far as the question of or- 
der is concerned, I do not believe I can raise it, if 
| such is the character of the treaty, although I 
| wish Teould, Sull L should like to hear the Sen- 
ator’s explanation. j 
| Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will proceed with the 
|| explanation which E was about to give of the char- 
i acter and nature of this claim. ‘The treaty of 1855 
was ratified by the Senate. That treaty contained 
l a provision by which an unadjusted claim or dis- 
| pute between the United States and the Choctaw 
! nation of Indians was referred to the Senate of 
ithe United States as the arbiter by an express 
article in the treaty, becayse the Department and 
| the Choctaws conid not agree upon a mutual ad- 
| justment, In the exercise of this power, conferred 


by treaty between the Choctaws and the United 
States, the Senate at its last session, acting as an 
i! arbiter, settled the principle upon which this mat- 
ter in dispute should be adjusted; and that was, 
that whereas the Choctaws on the one side re- 
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States had made, cither in fulfilling that treaty or 
in their attempts to fulfill the treaty; so that, after 
all, the award as it was finally made does not 
take one dollar from the Government of the United 
States, but simply refuses to make a speculation 
out of the ceded lands. ji 
"Fhe principles, the ideas, the views of the con- 
mittee, are embodied in an elaborate report. Itis j 
unnecessary to go into that, since that, matter is |i 
all closed now by the award of the Senate at the 
last session. . That award further contained a | 
provision and an order that the Secretary of the | 
{nterior should be required to report to Congress | 
the sum duc to the Choctaws under the principles 
of the ‘award. We have now that report, which | 
has been referred to the Committee on Indian Af- | 
fairs, aid is by them reported to the Senate with || 
a reduction of $650,000 from the amount. The |) 
amendment which [ have offered embraces the || 
balance thus found by taking from the amount || 
reported by the Seeretary of the Interior an addi- 
tional amount, which the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs thought ought to be deducted from it, of | 
$650,000, leaving an amount of abouttwo million 
three hundred thousand dollars. This is in pur 
suance of the final award of the Senate. Ido not 
deem it competent to go behind that award, Itis |; 
final; it is conclusive; it is irrepealable. ji 
I will say further, that when this case was up ;i 
for discussion before, at the called session of the |i 
Senate last year, | was interrogated by the Sen- || 
ator from New York [Mr. King] as to the prob- |i 
able amount of this award. [ then stated frankly |i 
to the Senate that it was a large claim; that my 
estimate of the amount was nothing more thanan 
approximate guess; and that it would amount to | 
: atleast from cight hundred thousand to one mil- 
lion dollars. With this statement of mine, the 
award of the Senate was made, I believe, without 
even a division, or a call for a vote. In my esti- 
mate of the amount I was mistaken. After ap- 
plying these principles, however just they were— 
and they were right, no matter what the amounts 
may be—we were mistaken asto the amount that | 
would result from this kind of inquiry; but the | 
principle was just. That mistake, I say in jus- || 
| 
| 


i 
j 
j 


tice to myself only, was occasioned by the fact || 
that, in answer to inquiries which had been pro- 
pounded by the committee to the Land Office, the 
sales of land were supposed to be much less than 
they turned’ out to be, after a final and accurate 
return, That final answer of the Land Office is | 
upon file, and F allude to the fact in order to ad- 
monish the Senate, that while I was mistaken, 1 
was mistaken on grounds which very naturally 
led ine into mistake, It does not, however, alter 
the principle of the case, The committce were 
for allowing the Indians the net proceeds of the 
land, amount to what they would. We supposed | 
it would be a large amount, although less than it | 
is; but the principle isright, and the award is irre- | 
pealable. Tt is right, whether the sum amounts |j 
to $500,000 or $5,000,000. If it were competent , 
or legitimate to go into the investigation of the 
justice of the views which the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs took upon that subject, it would be 
an easy task to defend them; but I am not called 
upon to do that, and I will not now consume the | 
precious time of the Senate by going into it. I) 
state the facts briefly, as they are. Itis now a 
final obligation of the United States to pay an | 
ascertained amount ander a treaty, as much soas 
any of the round amounts which are voted in the |) 
Indian bill, and the otherappropriation bills,every | 


day: | 
have given what I promised, a brief expla- | 
nation of the conditionand character of the claim. | 
I shall content. myself with that, unless remarks | 
itopposition to it should call for something more, | 
Mr. TOOMBS. Iask the Senator from Arkan- | 
sas if he proposes to appropriate $2,300,000? 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, That is the amount. 
Mr. TOOMBS. My understanding of the bal- 
ance, as struck by the Department, is $1,851,000. | 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. No; the Senator from | 


Georgia is mistaken about that. The amount as į 
| returned by the Department was $2,993,720. That 


did not embrace the amount of the five per cent. 


| ftind paid upon the sales of land to the State of 


Mississippi under the compact of 1819 with that 
State. 4 
deducted. They thought two million nine bun- 


dred thousand acres of land which were disposed | 


of for swamp land, railroad, and sixteenth section 
purposes, ought not to be charged by the Choc- 
taws against the United States, becausé the Gov- 
ernment had never sold them. 
deducted that amount out at twelve and a half 
cents an acre, which was the rate allowed to the 
Choctaws. - 

Mr. TOOMBS: But the Department deducted 


$530,000 for the Chickasaw sale, and $600,000 for | 


the lease of a portion of the Choctaw country. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. ‘Lhe Senator from Geor- 
gia is mistaken about the Department having 
done that. In the end of the report those items 
are mentioned. That is all. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I have the report before me, 


and I have examined it, because I was charged | 


with this duty the other day. > 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, in his great anxiety to conceal no 
fact which might possibly have a bearing on this 
case, adverted to facts which J think have no con- 
nection in the world with it. It was, of course, 
a laudable anxicty of his; but the committee 
thought that had nothing in the world to do with 


the case, Afterthe Choctaws acquired the country | 


The committee thought that ought to be | 


We therefore | 


west by a cession of a part of their territory in | 


| Mississippi, and after the treaty of 1830 was made, 


they being owners of the western country, the 
y D J9 y 


sold a portion of it to the Chickasaw nation for | 


$536,000, which the United States paid to the Choc- 
taws out of the Chickasaw moncys.then in the 


Treasury, Ata subsequent time, the Choctaws | 
leased to the United States another part of their | 


territory for $600,000, which was paid to them 
out of the Treasury of the United States, making 


a grossamount of $1,130,000. These two amounts | 
are not under the treaty at all, and have nothing : 


in the world to do with it. 


This territory, thus | 


ceded to the Chickasaws and to the United States | 


by different arrangements, was the property of 
the Choctaw nation, acquired by the treaty of 
1820, in exchange for lands which they had ceded 
to thé United States by that treaty in Mississippi, 
embracing five of the most populous, wealthy cot- 
ton planting counties in that State. ‘That was the 
consideration which they paid for this Jand; and 
in their subsequent cessions of a portion of it to 
the Chickasaws, anda portion tothe United States, 
they were disposing simply of their own prop- 


erty, and it could scarcely be considered an ex- | 


penditure under the treaty of 1830. The reason 


why this note was made—for it is no part of the ! 


return, buta mere note out of caution by. the Com- 


missioner of Indian Affairs—was this: by the | 


treaty of 1820 the cession was made of this terri- | 
tory, and by the treaty of 1830 the United States || 
| guarantied to give a patent for it: inasmuch, there- | 


fore,as the second article guarantying a patent for 
this land was in the treaty of 1830, the Commis- 


sioner of Indian Affairs, from abundant caution, | 


chose to call the attention of Congress to this fact, ; 


not knowing but that it might have some remote 
bearing on the case. 
the United States and the Choctaws, of course, 


these sales by the Choctaws of lands which they | 
owned by a previous treaty, and for which a pat- || 


tent only was to be issued by a subsequent onc, 


under that treaty. With this cx 
the case is now presented. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I had oceasion to examine this | 
matter with reference to a measure which was ;, 
under my control in the Senate; and therefore, i 
while I do not pretend to be as fully posted upon į 
it as is necessary for so grave a matter, I have || 


some information which Iam requested to give, 
and which, possibly, may stand until somebody 


else can give it more accurately. The history of; 
the case seems to be this: in 1820 a treaty was | 
made between the United States and the Choctaw | 
Indians, they ceding a small portion of country, i| 


embracing certain counties, I believe Warren and 


Hinds, and other counties in Mississippi, that : 


were valuable, but a very small portion of coun- 
try. By that treaty of 1820 the United States 


i 
i 


made the usual treaty grants, and also agreed to 
give the Choctaws fifteen million acres of land 
between the Red river and the Arkansas, west of 
the present boundary of the State of Arkansas. 
At the same time, the Choctaws agreed, after 
ceding that land in Mississippi, to fix a boundary; 
and when they became sufficiently civilized to be- 
come citizens of the United States, that limited 
quantities of the land then not ceded in Missis- 
sippi should be assigned to the Indians wishing 
to remain in Mississippi; and the Choctaws who 
remained east of the Mississippi were to become 
citizens of Mississippi and the United States. 
That was the treaty, and the land west of Ark- 
ansas was intended for the use of all such Choc- 
taws as chose to go to it. A few went—TI think 
some strolling bands of hunters—but they were 
very few. This was a very large and beautiful 
and valuable country. Subsequently, a supple- 
mentary treaty was made, in 1825, by which 
there was no cession. In 1880, in carrying out 
the policy of the Government, to emigrate the 
Indians west of the Mississippi, the treaty of 
Dancing Rabbit creek was made, upon which this 
great claim is predicated. By that treaty, which 
was really but a supplementary treaty to the one 
of 1820, the United States gave a reservation to 
the chiefs of four sections of land; to every head 
of a family a section; to every child over ten 
years old a half section; and to every child under 
ten years a quarter section; making a very large 
and very liberal allowance to the Indians who 
chose to remain cast of the Mississippi river; and 
they made a very large allowance (which finally 
cost the United States $1,500,000) to emigrate such 
as desired to remove west of the Mississippi, and, 
in addition to that, gave them $400,000 and other 
valuable aid. Forall this the United States got 
nothing, unless they got the remainder of the Jand 
in Mississippi, after taking these reservations out, 
lt is very clear that the United States, in that 
treaty, whatever may have been the construction 
since put upon it, never intended to give the Choc- 
taws the entire net proceeds of this country east 
of the Mississippi, for they had given them in 
exchange a much larger and equally valuable 
country. They treated with the Chickasaws, 
who did get the net proceeds of their land, prob- 
ably in 1832. There were complaints from the 
Indians that these reservations were not faithfully 
given thom—that the Indians were not permitted 
to make their applications within six months, as 
provided by the treaty; some went west, and they 
said the agents would not receive theirapplications 
at all, and therefore the United States had robbed 
them ofthe benefitsofthe treaty. Thatmay be; but 
itis a question that requires calm and grave delib- 
eration. Probably injustice was done. We passed 
various supplemental acts to give them land scrip 
in lieu of these reservations which they said they 
were cheated out of. ‘Time rolled on; twenty-five 
years passed away; and finally, while we were 
looking into the claim of the lndians who never did 
get the land scrip, or if they did, said they were 
forced to part with itat a loss, they came to us and 
made a claim for the Indians who never gota reser- 
vation. After some discussion, they said, “upon 
the whole you had better give us the net proceeds 
of the lands,” and in 1855 an arrangement was 


; made, called an Indian treaty—weall know what 
In the settlement between |! 


Indian treaties mean, arrangements made in the 
Departnmtents—by which they agreed to refer the 
question of what these Indians were entitled to, to 
the Senate—a tribunal that I think ought not to 


‘| be encouraged. 1 suppose the whole world never 
; could not possibly, with any propriety, be taken || 

into the account; for they were not expenditures | 
planation, I think |! 


saw a body less compctentto make contracts. I 
do not think there are sixty-six sensible people of 
common understanding on earth less qualified than 
this body to make contracts. We ratified the 
treaty of 1855, somchow or other, possibly with 
our hats in our hands, just as we were about to 
leave the Chamber late in the day. We after- 
wards agreed, 1t seems, on a report of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, as the honorable Senator 


i| says, to give the Choctaws the net proceeds of 


their lands, by way of settling up the whole busi- 
ness, and referred the question to the Secretary 
of the Interior to state the account. We did 
make the treaty; but the difficulty { see now, and 
one I am not satisfied of, and one that I think re~» 
quires a good deal of explanation is this: the Secre- 
tary in taking the account, found that the net 
proceeds of the lands were $2,993,000, to which, 
certainly, the Choctaw-nation had no more claim 


1860, 


than I had, There might have been individual In- l! 
dians wronged under the treaty, who were entitled || 
to compensation for that wrong; but the Choctaw | 
nation had not a shadow of right under the treaty 
of 1830, and no man pretends it. The Sccretary 
in taking the account, after making the net pro- 
ceeds $2,933,000, on the per contra allowed the 
United States, as I understand differently from the |; 
chairman of the committee, a credit for $530,000 ' 
worth of land that the Chickasaws boughtof their ; 
brethren, the Choctaws, and that was paid out of | 
their own trust fund, and costus nothing. After- 
wards, the United States wanting a portion of this 
country in the West, upon the Canadian fork of 
the Arkansas river, bounded by the Red river on jj 
the south and the boundary of the United States | 


onthe west, by the Canadian fork probably on || 
the north, and the Choctaw nation on the cast, 
agreed to give them $600,000 fora perpetual lease 
of that land, in order that we might put on it cer- 
tain wild Indians that we had nowhere else to 
put. Therefore, for part of the fifteen million ; 
acres of land which we had given the Choctaws i 
under the treaty of 1820, to which the treaty of 
1830 was but supplemental, they got $1,130,000. 
The Senator strikes that out; but the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior leaves it undecided, un- 
less { misapprehend it. I had occasion to exam- i 
ine it, and did it with some care, on the strong i 
argument of the very able gentieman who repre- | 
sents the Indians.e l; 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. If the Senator will allow | 
me, I will call his attention again to the fact that 
the Sceretary of the Interior does not report this | 
as part of his official report; but after he gets 
through, he puts on this postscript or notc—I have 
not got it before me, but I remember the language 
—that it is to be observed that the Choctaws have 
sold a certain amount of this country west to the 
Chickasaws fur $530,000, which was paid out of | 
their money in the Treasury of the United States, 
and that the Government afterwards obtained a || 
lease of lands for which they paid $600,000 more |; 
to the Choctaws. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is the way I stated it, | 
exactly. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Itis in the report, but not | 
embraced by the Secretary so as to say whether | 
it is in the resolution or not. Itis a mere state- | 
ment of fact, that it was deemed necessary to state || 
out of abundant caution. 

Mr. TOOMBS. My honorable friend from 
Arkansas will perceive that 1 was giving the same 
narrative of the facts and was coming to the ap- 

lication. The difficulty in the case is, that we 
lave not got an account stated. It seems thatthe 
Commissioner, to whom we referred it, says that 
if the $530,000 paid to the Choctaws for lands sold 
to the Chiekasaws, and if the $600,000 which the 
United States paid for the land they bought for 
the wild Indians, be taken into the account, there | 
is only $1,850,000 duc; and making the Senator’s | 
deductions from that, the total amount would be | 
brought down to about one million two hundred |! 
thousand or one million three hundred thousand 
dollars. If he has not decided it, is the Senate |) 
prepared to decide it upon an appropriation bill? ii 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator from Georgia || 
suffer me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. The treaty of 1855 settles these | 


tivo sums conclusively; that they are to heallowed | 
and still held by the Government for the Indians 
—the $530,000 that was reserved in stocks vut of ; 
the Chickasaw fund, and the $500,000 that was |; 
reserved and not paid over to the Choctaws out 
of the $600,000 agreed to be paid for the lease of | 
their lands. ‘Fhe treaty settles that. * j 

Mr. TOOMBS. [understand what the treaty |i 
was; but the Senator does not seem to appreciate | 
my point. The Choctaws have got the whole }! 
benefit of the $600,600 and the $530,000. The | 
Government took the latter amount out of the ij 
Chickasaw fund and gave it to the Choctaws. It. 
is submitted to us, on the part of the Secretary of | 
the Interior, whether these two sums are to be : 
allowed as a credit in the account between the : 
United States and the Choctaws upon this settle- 
ment of their accounts. 

Mr. CLARK. For the very reason that the 
treaty of 1855 provides that itshall not be, but: 
shall be stil! held asa fund in trust for the Indians. 
Such is the language of the treaty. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam quite aware of that, and 


| refer the question to the Senate? I know we 
agreed to hold for them the 


li net proceeds, deducting legitimate credits. Now, 


|i case; and the treaty of 1855, so far from settling 


credits. Now, whether these $1,130,000 are le- 


: ator will pardon me for going back a little. The 


i| United States that portion of their Jand between 


! For that land and the new division, the Choc- 


: through 


| I thought he was through. I did not understand 


i rather be enlightened by gentlemen 


i was referred to the Secretary of the Interior to |i 
il state the account under a resolution passed by the | 
| Senate at the extra session last spring, when H| 
| was not here. We did agree to give the Indians | 
| the net proceeds; b 
| are net proceeds. 


| earth; and how anybody could have voted for it, 
! I cannot imagine, because it is plainly in the face 


| The Indians were to 
H and we were to 


| tury before th 
= demand of the net pr 


| tion came up when $ happened to bea 
i the Indian Confinittce some years ago, and I gave 


li 


hall be credited for this. much money that itis 
admitted the Choctaws have got. The treaty of 
1855 docs not settle that. 

Mr. CLARK. I think it does, clearly. 

Mr, TOOMBS. Notat al. Otherwise, why 


4 


690,030 and the 
$530,000; but the treaty of 1855 did not settle the 
account. We were to give them the net proceeds | 
of the land. The Senate agreed to give them the 


what are legitimate eredits is the point in this 


t, referred it to the Senate, and the Senate agreed 
to give the net proceeds, after deducting legitimate | 


gitimate or illegitimate credits, is the question to 
be determined. 

Mr. CLARK. [think I can make that appa- 
rent. In 1837, by treaty with the Chickasaws | 
and Choctaws, the Choctaws ceded a part of their 
and to the Chiekasaws. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; I have stated that 
fully and fairly, and the Choctaws got $530,600 
for it. | 


Mr. CLARK. I understand that, but the Sen- | 


Chickasaws paid out eof their funds $530,000. | 
$30,000 of that was paid at the time the annuities 
were paid to the Choctaws, and $500,000 was iu- ; 
vested for the Choctaws. So far, we understand 
each other. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CLARK. By the treaty of 1855, the Choe- 


taws and Chickasaws made a new division among | 


| 
| themselves of their land. The Choctaws agreed į 


to cede a part of their lands to the United States 
—all west of the one hundredth meridian, 
Mr. TOOMBS. Ali west of the ninety-cighth. 
Mr. CLARK. They agreed to lease to the 


the ninety-eighth and the one hundredth meridian, 
and to cede what was west of the one hundredth, 


taws agreed to pay to the Chickasaws the sum of | 
$150,000, and the United States agreed to pay the | 
Choctaws $600,000. After that provision in the | 
treaty, they proceed to make a provision that this 
dispute about the net proceeds of the lands shall 
be referred to the Senate of the United States, to | 
say whether they should have the net proceeds. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. l understand that. I merely į 


want to make a statement. Ido not care about | 


disputing it. 
Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator let me get 
Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator is interrupting | 
me. Iwish he would wait until I get through. 
Mr, CLARK. The Senator will excuse me. 


that I was interrupting him. = i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I was not through.” I admit | 
that my knowledge of it is imperfect, and I would 
; but I was 
d to give whainformation I had about | 


requeste i zou 
This matter, under the treaty of 1855, 


the matter. 


ut the difficulty is as to what | 
I think, indced I know, that |; 
we agrecd to a very wrong thing. ‘There never 
was a solitary foundation for it on the face of the 


line and every word of it. 
have certain reservations, 
have the rest of the land. We | 
took it and sold it, and got $3,000,000 for 
le kept it for a quarter of a cen- 
d said about this 


of the treaty, every 


actually 
it, and our peop 
ere Was ever a Wor 


Tt is a claim wholly ansustainable by one line in 
the treaty according to my judgment. This ques- 
member of | 


attention to it as a member of that committee. 


oceeds of all the lands in} 
' Mississippi which had belonged to the Indians. || 


+ and for the de 


If this recommendation of the Interior Depart- 
ment—I think itis a recommendation of the-Tnz 
terior Departmento allow the $1,130,000 be car- 
ricd out, what becomes of the'ten million acres‘of 
land? ‘This sum of $1,190,000 was part and par- 
cel of the proceeds of a portion of the. fifteen: mils 
lion acres we exchanged with the Choctaws. for: 
the lands east of the Mississippi. Now,it seems: 
thatthe Secretary, on the account stated, allows us: 
these $1,130,000, or perhaps leaves it undecided: 
whether we are entitled to-a credit for it, and: we: 
are to decide this question... In coming to acon- 
clusion upon it, one principle is clear: if we are 
entitled to a credit for the $1,130,000, we are also 
entitled to a credit for the bafance of the fifteen 
million acres of land now in their possession. We- 
charge the Indians with $1,130,000, the proceeds 
of some of these fifteen million acres. l say we 


ll are entitled to a ercdit for the other ten: million; 


and if we are entitled to that credit the Choctaws 
will find themsclves on the wrong side of the.bal- 
ance sheet, because.the balance will be Jargely-in 
favor of the United States. It isnot clear to my 
mind that they ought not to be so charged. If 
you made an equitable arrangement to set aside 
the treatics and do equity, £ am willing to pay 
these people justly. ButJ do not think the pres- 
ent arrangement just to the United States, and I 
would be astonished that the treaty of 1855 should 
have passed this body without scrutiny, if 1 did 
not know how careless the Senate is m all mat- 
ters connected with public expenditure. g 

Mr. CLARK. I desire, though [ may be alittle 
tedious, to say a few words more on this matter, 
because I think the proposition is clearly right. I 
have bestowed on ita good deal of care and atten- 
tion, and 1 have come to the conclusion that this 
amendment is right. The amendment was moved 
under the direction of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, who believed it to be right. I holdin my 
hand the award of the Senate, made in March, 
1859: . 

“ Resolved, That the Choctaws be allowed the procecds 
of the sate of such lands as have been sold by the United 


t States on the Ist day of January last, 1859, deducting there- 


form the costs of their survey and sale, and all proper ex- 
penditures and payments under said treaty, excluding the 
reservations allowed and secured, and estimating the serip 
issued in Heu of reservations at the rate of &1 25 per acre 5 
and further, that they be also allowed twelve and a half. 
cents per acre for the residue of said lands.” 

Under that award, the Senate directed an ac- 
count to be taken-—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will give 
way, I will move an adjournment. It is manifest 
that we cannot get through with this bill to-night. 

Mr. CAMERON, Before that motion is made, 
I desire to make a métion which E believe is a 
privileged one. I move to reconsider the vote re- 
jecting the amendment providing for defraying the 
expenses of the geological reconnoissance and 
survey in Oregon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, I renew the motion 
to adjourn. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihopenot. Let us finish 
his bill to-night. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 17, noes 15; 
and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, June 13, 1860. 

The House met at eleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
"The Journal ofyesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of the 4th instant, transmituing a 
statement prepared under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, of all sums paid out of 
the Treasury for expenses of the Court of Claims, 
fense by the Government of cases 
therein since its organization, specifying the char- 
acter of the expenditures, to whom paid, and the 
amount in detail; which was laid upon the table, 


= and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House two 
reports from the Postmaster General: one as to 
the expenditure of the contingent fund of his De- 
atment, and the other transmitting a, list of 
clerks and other employés in his. Department; 
which were severally laid upon: the table, and 
ordered to be printed, 
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June 13, 


~Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I demand 


the regular order of business, 
LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. NOELL. I expect to leave for home about 
two.o’clock, this afternoon; and I ask the indul- 
gence of the House to take from the Speaker’s 


table a bill to confirm certain land claims in the 
State of Missouri, which passed the House a few 


days since, and has been returned from the Sen- } 


ate with a single amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Is the bill upon the Speaker’s 
table? 

Mr. NOELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. There isan equally meritorious 
bill on the table, which has precedence of this. 
Unless all the bills can be taken up, I must object. 
After the morning hour, we can proceed to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I[cail for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. My colleague’s 
family issick, and he is obliged to leave for home, 
and this is a bill in which he is interested. Will 
the House have the kindness to take it up? 

The SPEAKER. Will the House consent? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I object. 

Mr.GURLEY. With the consent of the gen- 
tlemen who have the special order in charge, I 
desire to offer a resolution for the printing of the 
Patent Office report. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I object. 


NAVAL CONTRACTS, 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 


ness is the consideration of the resolutions rc- 

ported from the Committee on the Expenditures 

of the Navy Department, on which the gentleman 

from Virginia [Mr. Bococx] is entitled to the floor. 
The resolutions are as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy has, with the 
sanction of the President, abused his discretionary power 
in the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase of fuel 
for the Government. 

Resolved, That the contract made by the Seeretary of the 
Navy, under date of September 23, 1858, with W. C. N. 
Swift, for the deivery of live-oak timber, was made in 
violation of law, and in a manner unusual, improper, and 
injurious te the public service. 

Resolved, That the distribution by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of the patronage in the navy-yard among members 
of Congress was destructive of discipline, corrupting in its 
influence, and highly injurious to the public service.” 

Resolved, ‘hat the President and Secretary of the Navy, 
by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders 
for contracts with the United States, and the effect of 
awarding contracts upon pending elections, have set an ex- 
ample dangerous to the public safety and deserving the 
reproof of this House. 

Resolved, That the appointment by the Sceretary of the 


Navy of Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of | 


a board of engineers to report upon proposals for construet- 
ing machinery for the United States, the said Martin atthe 
time being pecuniarily interested in some of said proposals, 
is hereby censured by this House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have had no conference 
with the gentleman from Virginia, nor with any 
other person, upon the subject of the resolutions 
which have been postponed until this morning; 
butit occurs to me that, in the present condition of 


the two Houses of Congress, it would be proper | 


to postpone the matter until the next session. I 
do not known whether the suggestion meets the 
approbation of my friend from Virginia; but I 
make it, and hope it will be acceded to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order 
of business; and as the gentleman from Virginia 
is entitled to the floor, I hope he will go on with 
his remarks. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from | 


Virginia yield the floor for me to make the motion 
to postpone? 

Mr. BOCOCK. Iwill, if this is not to be taken 
out of my time when the matter shall again come 
before the House. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is entitled to the floor; and I ask that he 
should go on with his remarks or yield the floor 
altogether. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My motion is in order if 
the gentleman from Virginia yields the floor. If 
he will yield the floor for that purpose, I will 
move to postpone the further consideration of this 
subject until the third day of the next session. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 wiil yield the floor for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [now move, then, to post- 
pone these resolutions until the third day of the 
next session of Congress. 


| ence whatever toany subject of legislation. They | 
contemplate no possible procedure for the im- | 


‘coal agency, if 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Nowy,sir, I move the pre- 
vious, question, and I shall insist on it, upon the 
resolutions. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Will the previous question 
operate upon the resolutions themselves, or only 
upon the motion to postpone. __ 

The SPEAKER. It will operate upon the mo- 
tion to postpone only. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia insists upon yiclding the floor and taking 
up half an hour upon this motion to postpone, I | 
take it for granted it must be taken from his time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [If there be any disposition | 
manifested to take the time occupied in disposing 
ofthe motion to postpone out of that allowed to my |} 
friend from Virginia, I will withdraw the motion 
to postpone; and if gentlemen want to consume the 
balanc, of the last hours of the session with res- | 
olutions of this description, let them do it. I 
withdraw the motion, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I hope the time consumed in 
these preliminary questions will not be taken out 
of the hour to which I am entitled under the rules. 

I am averse at all times to ask the attention of || 
the House of Representatives, and particularly so |i 
at this period of the session, when the time of our | 
final adjournment is near at hand, and when I 
know that gentlemen, in their anxicty to proceed 


with the public business, are reluctant to hear | 
discussion. But, under the circumstances of this 
case, having becn a member of the select com- 
mittce appointed to examine into this matter, in 
the last Congress, and béfng the only Democrat 
here who was so, and having been for a part of |! 
the time a member of the Committee on Naval || 
Expenditures, from which these resolutions have i 
now been reported, 1 feel that I should be derelict jj 
to my duty if I failed to stand up and proclaim | 
the determined opposition which I entertain to | 
the passage of these resolutions. | 
i i 
| 


On ordinary occasions, Mr. Speaker, there is | 
no man in this House more ready than myself to 
extend to honorable gentlemen on this floor the 
courtesy of allowing them to interpose to pro- 

ound interrogatories or make explanations while 

am addressing the House. But, upon this occa-. 
sion, knowing, as I do, that all I desire to say, 
and ought to say, cannot be compressed within | 
the brief space of an hour, I feel constrained to | 
say to you, and to gentlemen on both sides of this | 
Chamber, that I must occupy that hour without | 
interruption. If, in the progress of my remarks, | 
Tshould seem to do personalinjustice to any mem- 
ber, of course I shall make an exception in this 
case, if he shall desire to interrupt me. ii 
I know very well, however, that, under the | 

j 


i 
|i 
i 


rules of the House, I am not permitted to make | 
pe reflections on members of this body; and | 

may, with propriety, say that my desire is quite 
as small as my privilege in that respect. I shall | 
discuss the public conduct of gentlemen upon this i 
floor with all that freedom and boldness which, | 
in my judgment, the occasion demands at m 
hands; and if gentlemen should feel called upon 
to construe this criticism upon their public course 
into personal assault, it is their matter and not 
mine. 

I come, Mr. Speaker, without further preface, 
to the consideration of a question, in my opinion, 
one of the gravest and m@st important that was 
ever broughtbefore the House of Representatives. 
The pending proposition is nothing more and 
nothing less than that this House shall resolve |; 
itself into ahigh judicial tribunal to try, pass sen- 
tence, and execute punishment upon the Chief 
Executive Magistrate of the country, and upon |! 
one of his principal advisers. i 

Sir, look at these resolutions reported by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and tell me if I mis- i 
take their import. They clearly have no refer- 


peachment before the Senate of these high offi- | 
cers, i! 
Take this first resolution, in reference to the i 

€ you please, and you will see that 
it relates exclusively to the past, and attacks an | 
abuse, if abuse it be, which can no longer be prac- | 
ticed, because the office of coal agent has been ! 
1 

i 


abolished by law. It is not, then, to rebuke an 
break up an improper practice, that this resolu ; 
tion is leveled. It is simply to pags judgment of ii 
condemnation and inflict punishment upon high | 


| freemen, to ar 


executive officers, for the past exercise of their | 


discretionary power, that this whole movement 
is designed: i 
One of these resolutions declares that a partic- 


| ular act, alleged to have been committed by the 


President and Secretary of the Navy, deserves 
“ the reproof of this House. Another declares 
that a certain act of the Secretary of the Navy, 
therein set forth, “is hereby censured by this 
House.” It is proposed that we inflict reproof 
and censure on these executive officers. Is not 
that punishment? Look to your military and 
naval systems, and you will find, prominent in the 
list of punishments to be inflicted, thatof censure. 
Sir, under the Constitution of the country, we 
have a right expressly given to punish the mem- 
bers of this House “for disorderly behavior,” 
and the punishment most frequently attempted to 
be inflicted for such disorderly behavior is that 
of censure. 

But, sir, Ineed not argue before chivalrous and 
high-minded and sensitive men that censure de- 
liberately and calmly inflicted by a body possess- 
ing the power to do so, isa punishment. * The 
stigma it inflicts on the offender, his family, and 
fame, and the perpetual record on the Journal, 
handing down to future generations” the story of 


| his condemnation, constitutes a heavy punish- 
| ment; and this we are asked now to inflict. 


This proposition involves several questions 
which I shal! discuss, each very briefly. ‘The 
first question involved is that faised by my col- 
league [Mr. Mitison] a few days ago, whether 
itis right and proper in the House of Represent- 
atives, claiming to sit in a judicial capacity, to 
proceed to judgment and the infliction of punish- 
ment upon high executive officers upon ex parte 
testimony, taken by a secret committec of a past 
House of Representatives. 

It will be remembered how this matter stands. 
A select committee was raised during ‘the last 
Congress, upon motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr, Suurman,] to inquire into alleged 
abuses in the Navy Department. That committee 
‘proceeded to take a large mass of testimony, and 


| reported it to the House with their conclusions, 


in the form of resolutions, declaring, in brief, that 
nothing had been discovered in the conduct of the 


| President and Secretary of the Navy demanding 


the interposition of the House of Representatives. 
A minority of the committee introduced these 
resolutions. That House did not pass upon the 
subject. Upon motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, in the earlier part of this session, those mi- 
novity resolutions were referred to the standing 
Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
ment. No special power of inquiry was'given 
to that committee, and no testimony taken by it. 
It recommends the passage of these resolutions 
without proof. The presumption is, that they 
rely on the testimony taken by the select com- 
mittee of the last Congress; and I am now inquir- 
ing whether it is right and proper that such action 
should be based upon such proof. In deciding 
upon private claims for money, we do have ref- 
erence to the action of past Congresses, and to 
testimony collaied by former committees. In 
such action, the special personal privileges of no 
man are attacke!. Butwhen you come,as now, 
to invade the dearest and most sacred rights of 
aign and inflict punishment and 
censure upon high executive officers, I ask if it 
is right and proper that such proof should be re- 
garded as sufficient? Can we reinstate a judicial 


| procedure left unfinished by a past House of Rep- 


resentatives, and revive testimony taken by its 
committee for our judgment? If you can, where 


| will this thing terminate, and what end of polit- 


ical crimination and recrimination will there be 
in this land? If you can go back to the last Con- 
gress, why not to the Congress before; and if to 
that, then why not to any past Congress? And 
if, upon such testimony, you can proceed to pro- 
nounce judgment and inflict punishment, then 


| Washington, Adams, and Jefferson may yet de- 


rive additional fame from your unmerited reproof. 

You claim not only extraordinary power of 
judgment and punishment, but that you can ex- 
ereise it without restriction as to proof, and with- 
out limitation as to time. This is a startling 
claim. ` 

The next question to which I propose to direct 
your attention is, whether, upon testimony of any 
description whatsoever, the House of Represent- 
atives has a right to pronounce judgment and 
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inflict punishment upon the Exccutive of this Gov- | 
ernment? I believe it to be a fact, (and if so, it is 
an important one,) that from the beginning of this 
Governmentdown to the present time, such power 
has never been exercised, and no proposition to 
that effect ever before this been introduced into 
the Amcrican House of Representatives. If we 
really possessed such power, is it not strange that 
no aitempt has been made to exercise it? Is it 
not wonderful that, in all the times of high ex- 
citement through which we have gone, when the 
alien and sedition laws of the elder Adams, when 
the embargo and non-intercourse measures of Jef- 
ferson’s administration, and when the proclama- 
tion, force bill, and removal of the deposits, by 
Jackson, stirred up the greatest party strife and | 
contention throughout the country—is it not 
strange that, even in times such as these, neither 
the bitterest partisanship nor the most malignant | 
personal animosity had the boldness te propose 
the exercise of such a power on the part of the || 
House of Representatives, if, indeed, such right | 
was supposed to exist? I mean the power to i 
render judgment and inflict punishment upon the | 
chief executive authorities of this country. [ask || 
gentlemen who claim this power for the House of i 
| 
t 
Hi 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
i 
} 


Representatives to tell me of one single instance | 
in which this thing was done, or attempted to be 
done. 

Lam well aware that on the 28th of March, | 
1834, the Senate of the United States passed res- | 
olutions in relation to the removal of the deposits |} 
by President Jackson, one of which was in these | 
words: f 

Resolved, That the President, in the late executive pro- | 
ceedings in relation to the public revenue, has assumed j 
upon bimself authority and power not conferred by the |} 
Constitution and laws, but in derogation of both.” 

You will observe that in this resolution there 
is no direct declaration of censure, and no im- | 
peachment of the motives of the President. It) 
was simply a declaration that his act was not in | 
conformity with the Constitution and laws of the 
land. General Jackson, however, was 1n an em» 
inent degree tenacious of his rights and sensitive į 
to invasions of his honor. He and his friends, 
prominent among whom was Colonel Benton, 
regarded it as an indirect censure upon him, So 
regarding it, he felt it to be both his privilege and 
his duty to send to the Senate his solemn protest 
against it, All the doctrines of that protest I do 
not feel myself called upon to maintain. He dis- 
cusses very freely, however, the question of right 
now under examination; and I wish to show what 
was his position in relation to it. After stating | 
that the powers and functions of the different de- 
partments of the Government are clearly defined 
under the Constitution of the United States, he | 
says: | 

« But although, for the special purposes which have been | 
mentioned, there is an occasional intermixture of the pow- 
ers of the different departments, yet with tho 2 gpexcepuons, 
each of the three great departments is independent of the 
others in its sphere of action; and when it deviates from |} 
that sphere, is not responsible to the others further than it 
is expressly made so in the Constitution. In every other 
respect, each of them is the coequal of the other two, and 
nji are the servants of the American peopic, without power 
or right to control or censure each other in the service of 
their common superior, save only in the manner and to the 
degree which that superior has prescribed.” 

This extract I specially commend to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania before me, (Mr. Hrer- 
man,] who, I understand, was once not only a | 
Democrat, buta patent Jackson Democrat at that. 

he different departments of the Government 
have no right, says General Jackson, ‘to control 
or censure each other in the service of their common 
superior.’ Now, sir, such is the authority of 
General Jackson. To make his positon distinct 
and clear, I will cite other extracts from his pro- 
test. He does not deny the right of inquiry on 
the part of the Senate with a view to the proper 
discharge of its logislative or executive functions. 
Ee says: 

te Cases may occur in the course of its legislative or ex- 
ecutive proceedings, in which it may be indispensable to ! 
the proper ¢xercise of its powers that it should inquire 
imo, and decide upon, the conduct of the President and | 
other public officers; and in every such case, its constitu- 
tional right to do so is cheerfully conceded. But to au- 
thorize the Senate to enter on such a task in its legislative 
or executive capacity, the inquiry must actually grow ont 
of. and tend to, some legislative or executive action; and 
the decision, when expre ed, must take the form of some 
executive or Ivg tive act. Lhe resolution in question 
was introdaced, discussed, and passed, not as a joint, but 
aS a separate r lution. if asseris no legislative power, | 
proposes no legislative action, and neither possesses the 


| an impeachment of his motives, and was, in fact, 


| the right. 


i power; it 


„sion sitnply to the fact that, in the part he had taken in the 


form nor any 


of the attributes of a legislative measure.” i 
* * x + 


“On. the contrary, the whole 
phraseology and sense of the resolution seem to be judicial. 
It assumes that a single branch of the legislative depart- 
ment may, for the purposes of a public censure, and without 
any view to legislation or impeachment, take up, consider, | 
and decide upon the official acts of the Executive.” i 

As thus described, the analogy is complete 
between that resolution and those now under con- 
sideration, and General Jackson’s views in that 
case are strictly applicable to this. You will per- 
ceive that he (General Jackson) procecded upon 
the ground that this declaration of the Senate was 


acensure. This punishment he denies the right 
of the legislative department to inflict. Did the 
other side admit the censure and maintain the 
right? If so, the issue_was fairly joined. But 
this they did not do. ‘The southern Opposition 
leaders, at least, did precisely the reverse. They 
denied the censure and, by fair inference, yielded 
Mr. Leigh, of Virginia, a man emi- 
nent for his ability and high-souled integrity, 
says: 

‘The President has raised this quarrel 
without cause or provocation.” F 
«Phe language of the resolution was carefully selected, 
in order to avoid the imputation oferime. itis not affirmed 
that he has usurped unconstitutional and illegal power, 
for that phrase would have imported design and willful- 


with the Senate 
* x x 


j ness; it is not said that he has wilfully assuined, but 


only that he has assumed, namely, taken upon himselfsuch 
is not said that he has done this in violation, in 
defiance, or in contempt of the Constitution and laws, but 
in derogation trom them—thatis, that his measures tended 
to impair them, or to prevent or weaken tieir operation. 
There is not a word in the resolution that impiies a crim- 
inal intent, nor was it intended to impute one.” 


Thus said Mr. Leigh. To the same purport 
spoke Mr. Calhoun, that man who, in intellectual 
acumen and power of argument, stood among his 
cotemporaries like Saul among the prophets. In | 
speaking of the resolution against which Presi- 
dent Jackson had protested, he said: 

“it was drawn up in the most general terms, and with 
great care, with the view to avoid an expression of opinion 
as to the motive of the Executive, and to limit the expres- 


transaction, he had assumed powers neither conferred by 
the Constitution nor the laws, but in derogation of botn.” 

The issue presented by President Jackson in 
relation to the right of the Senate to censure him, 
Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Leigh declined to accept. 
It may fairly be presumed, therefore, that they did 
not disagree with him in that particular. It is 
true that they claimed the right of either branch of 
the legislative departments to express its opinion 


of executive acts, whether constitutional or un- ij 


constitutional; but they did not claim the right to 
censure and punish, as is here proposed. Here, 
then, were both sides eschewing the right on the | 
part of the Senate of the United States to censure | 
and reprove the President. 

E wish, in all this, to be distinctly understood, 
Lam not referring to inquiries looking to legisla- 
tion, or entered upon with a view to impeach 
public officers before the Senate. This right I 
freely concede, It is necessarily incident to the 
sroper discharge of admitted constitutional duty. 
in all cases where it looks to impeachment or in- 
volves character, the inquiry should be distinct 
and definite, and rest upon probable cause. This 
the spirit of our institutions requires. But the 
power judicially to condemn and punish I most 
emphatically deny. . . 

One of the fundamental doctines of the Consti- 


tution, made prominent by its earliest and ablest |: 


expounders, 1s the independence of the different 
departments of the Government, in their respect- 


ive spheres—Congress independent of the Presi- |; 


dent, and the President independent of Congress; 
cach in the line of its legitimate duty. . 

Mr. Madison, in the Federalist, speaking on 
this subject, says: 
fter discriminating, therefore, in theory, the seve 
classes of power, as they may in their nature be legislative, 
executive, Or judicial, the next and most dificult t isto 
provide some practical security for cach against the inva- 


sion of the others.” 


The leading idea here advanced is the necessity 


everal 


i 
of independence in these departments. i 


Mr. Jefferson, in his letter to George Hay, 
dated ‘June 20, 1807,” enunciates the doctrine 
still more distinctly. He says: 


«The leading principles of our Constitution is the inde 
pendence of the Legislature, Executive, and Judiciary, of 
ao 


Z A : a 
each other”? * iad <The intention of 


ł 
fi 


l nished to each to protect itself from enterprises of force 
attempted on them by the others ; and to nonchas it given 
more ¢ffectual or diversified nicanstiian to the executive.” 

How different from the doctrine which we hear 
nowadays; yet how clear, how emphatic and how 
important to the harmonious operation of our sys- 
tem! If we can censure the Presidents-why is 
not the right reciprocal? If we are the law-mak- 
ing, he is the law-executing power. Uf wecan-say 
i that he does not satisfactorily execute, why can 

not he say that we do not rationally frame liwa? 
ln short, if we pass these resolutions of censure, 
why may not he assemble his Cabinet in council 
to-morrow morning, and resolve that this House 
has proved itself ignorant of its proper sphere of 
duties, is regardless of constitutional restraints, 
; and an unworthy depository of the representative 
power. And furthermore, if we can censure the 
Executive, why may we notcensure the judiciary 
also. A friend suggests that we may soon expect 
a resolution of censure upon the Supreme. Court 
for the Dred Scott decision. , It would be an ap- 
propriate part of the programme, which seems to 
have been marked out by the party on the other 
side of this Chamber. How long before we may 
expect it? Let the judges beware of approaching 
danger. And if we have a right to pronounce 
judgmentand sentence on the judiciary, why have 
not the judiciary a right to pronounce judgment 
and sentence on us? Instead of having a Govern- 
ment of coérdinate branches, codperating together 
in a system of proper courtesy and respect, we . 
would, under this idea, havea Government of dis- 
cordant parts, cach making war on the other, 
wrangling and contending among themselves, till 
the whole Government would resolve itself into 
anarchy and confusion. Is there less danger from 
encroachments of the legislative department than 
of the others? Madison thought exactly the con- 
trary. In one of his numbers in the Federalist, 
he said: 

“It is against the enterprising ambition of this depart- 
i iment (the legislative] that the people ought to indulge all 
| their jealousy and exhaust all their precautions.” 

What will not the Legislature claim to itself in 
‘this day? A few days ago the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania (Mr. Hrcxman] made a report to 
| 


| this House, in which he pronounced that the Pres- 
| ident 
_ & {s left without shield or protection of any kind, except 
| such as is borne by all. He can make no plea which is de- 
i nied to any other citizen? 
Now we have before us a proposition that the 
| House of Represen tatives shall censure and re- 
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! from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hickman] says that the 
| President has no immunity beyond what is en- 


| joyed by the humblest citizen. Why not arrest 
i him? What constitutiohal expounders have we 


: We, sir, are the men! 
i perverseness of human nature, there are some 
who are ready to intimate that 
orderly, respectful, and intelligent House of Rep- 
resentatives thatever assembled? It comes to us 
: in some mysterious way—perhaps borne on the 
wings of the wind, perhaps whispered by invis- 
ible beings to our dreaming ears—that we do not 
earry with us that weight and dread majesty of 
authority which cnables us to fulminate our cen- 
sures over a terror-stricken universe. Some, IM 


| their madness, imagine that many of us have been 


| thrown by momentary excitement, or other tém- 
porary causes, upon the high places which we 
‘occupy. But what care we? We wake up and 


the Constitution, that each braneh should be independent | 
ofthe others, is further manifested by the means it has fur- 


find ourselves here; we look around on the world 
| below, and feel exalted by a sense of our great- 
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ness. ‘We imagine at once that we can wield the 
elub of Hercules, or hurl the thunderbolts of 
Jupiter. 
: ‘We assume the god, 
Affect to nod, 
And seem to shake the spheres?” 

‘We: never once remember—why should we?— 
that 

“Pigmics are pigmics still, though perched on Alps.” 

Our institutions arc based upon a written char- 
ter of government, Ours isa Government of a 
complicated character. We have State govern- 
ments and a Federal Government, all having dif- 
ferent departments. Our safety and safeguard 
consist in the fact that the power and privileges 
of each government, and cach department of these 
governments, are strictly defined in the Consti- 
tution of the country. We turn to the Constitu- 
tion, and find it written that the House of Repre- 


sentatives shall have the right to lay down its | 


own rules, and punish its members for disorderly 
conduct; but tell me, sir, in what page of the 
Constitution do you find the power in this House 
ro pass censure on the President of the United 
States? I challenge the production of it. I de- 
mind it of those who are secking to excroise it. 
Show your title, or surrender your claim. Cer- 
tain itis that the existence of such a right on our 
part is inconsistent with the idea of any sound 
discretion onthe part of the Executive. He is not 
free to act as he thinks best, if we may punish 
him for thinking differently from us. 

I come now, Mr, Speaker, to the last inquiry 
which I shall discuss. Admitting now, for the 
sake of argument, that we have the power to pass 
this censure and inflict this punishment on the 
Prosident and Secretary of the Navy, inthe mode 
and under the circumstances as now claimed, I 
come to inquire whether there is anything in the 
whole volume of testimony which lies before me 
to justify the resolutions reported during the last 
Congress by the gentleman from Ohio, from she 
minority of the select committee, and reported 
this yearby the gentleman from Tennessee, | Mr. 
Harrox?] The honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee told us the other day that he would be able 
to sustain himself triumphandy in the support of 
his resolutions against me, by the facts admitted 
by me in the report which I made at the tast Con- 


gress. Of course, L do not gainsay his-declara- 
tion. He may be able to do all that. I know 


there are some men possessing rare and peculiar 
ingenuity inarraying and methodizing facts, and 
gifted with a powerful and overwhelming spirit of 
eloquence; who are 

“ Skilled to make the worse appear the better cause. ? 
Ido not know that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has not that power, All E have to say is that 
Ihave no contest of ingenuity with him. All { 
seek to do is to present, in a plain way, to the 
practical good seuse of the House, the conclu- 
sions plainly derivable from facts which Hein this 
volume, And L say that, in my deliberate judg- 
ment, there is not a single resolution reported by 
this committee that is sustained by the testimony 
in this volame. With a tribunal free from preju- 
dice, and sworn to decide according to the testi- 
mony, F would not despair, humble as I am, of 
being able to defeat, by a unanimous vote, each 
resolution reported, What is the first?’ 

“ Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Navy. has, with the 
sanction of the President, abused his discretionary power 
in the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase ot fuel 
for the Government.” 


Now, what isthe true intent of this resolution? | 


It does not mean simply that the Secretary of the 
Navy chanced to appoint a coalagent who turned 
out to be incompetent. There is no contestabout 


that; and it would bea needless consumption of | 
time to consider the point. The resolution says | 
the Secretary abused his power, with the sanction 


of the President. The phraseology imports de- 
liberation. It very clearly and distinctly implies 
censure, blame; and if so, then it must be for 
some willful wrong or gross neglect on the part 
of the Secretary of the Navy, which requires the 
interposition of this House. Now, where is the 
willful wrong? Where isthe gross neglect? The 


only coal agent appointed by the present Secre- | 


tary of the Navy was Dr. Charles H. Hunter, 
of Reading, Pennsylvania. 


sir, it is impossible, in the administration of the 
great patronage of the Executive Departments at 


v . Now, what were the | 
circumstances attending his appointment? Why, | 


the present time, that the President, or those sub- 


able to make appointments on their own personal | 
knowledge.. Every man will admit that they 
must rely on the intormation of friends. 

Well, then, when Dr. Hunter was appointed, 
Lhe came recommended to the President and the 
Secretary of the Navy, in the most authentic way, 
by a number of the very best men in that part of 
the country. Among those were five persons who 
were members of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of Pennsylvania; another has been the 
selected candidate of his party fora seat in the Con- 
gress of the United States; one was the editor of a 
leading newspaper; and another wasa gentleman 
whom you have now serving under one of your 
officers in a position of immediate contact with 
the members of this House. They vouched, upon 
their personal knowledge, that Dr. Hunter was 
not only a good man, but eminently qualified to 
fill this particular place. Some twenty or thirty 
names were signed to that recommendation of Dr. 
Haunter as a fit and proper person to fill this posi- 
tion. Now, I say, what was there under these 
circumstances to induce the President and the 
Sceretary of the Navy to doubt his competency? 
If you condemn a man for making an appoint- 
ment on sucha recommendation as that, you will 
have thousandsand tensof thousandsto condemn; 
for it is about as strong a recommendation as } 
have often seen anywhere for any person. Will 
you censure the officer for believing this recom- 
mendation, and permit the man who gave iv- 
correct information to be rewarded under your 
authority? Will you punish the deceived, and 
reward the decciyer? {state the point to try your 
sincerity, not to injure your employé. [Ie is 
polite and courteous to me. Well, sir, thus was 
the appointment made. 

T come now to inquire whether there was any- | 
thing afterwards to excite suspicion, or direct the 
attention of the President and of the Seerctary 
of the Navy particularly to this subject. It will 
not be denied by those who have read the testi- 
mony, that although this coal agent was an inef- 
ficient officer, as] admit him to have been, a better 
quality of coal was furnished to the Navy De- 
partment than had ever been furnished before for 
a period of the same length. The engineers of 
the Navy, and other ofticers of the Government, 
who have testified, have borne Stronger witness 
to its excellent quality. Nota bushel, I believe, 
was ever rejected for impurity. And not only 
that, but it was furnished during that time at a 
lower price than it had been furnished at fora 
long ume previously. Two officers of the. De- 
parunent have particular charge of the subject, 
one the chief of the Bureau of Docksand Yards, 
and the other the chicf of the Bureau of Con- 
struction, Equipment, and Repair. They were 
both satisficd with the quality and price of the 
coal. They both say that the coal was good, and 
was furnished at a satisfactory price. 

Itis true that there were gentlemen in Phila- 
delphia who said that this coal ought to have been 
furnished at a lower price; but when we come to 
ask those gentlemen, one by one, (and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio was sifting in his inquiries with | 
a view to get something against the Secretary of 
the Navy,) if they had ever made any complaint 
to the Navy Department that this coal was fur- 
nished at too high a price, they all, with one 
accord, said <“ no.” There is not a scintilla of 
proof that any complaint was ever made to the 
Secretary of the Navy in relation to the quality 
or price of thiscoal. What, then, was there to 
arouse his suspicion or awaken his attention? 
The price may have been somewhat too high. 
Considering the quality of the coal and the labor 
bestowed upon it, the Government fared better 
than usual in its transactions. The witnesses 
who testified to great excess of price were gener- 
ally discredited or contradicted. Why, then, 
will you gravely censure the Secretary or the 
President in relation to this matter. Will you 
say because this agent made too much money?! 
It is true that, during the first six months after | 


money, namely, about seven thousand dollars. | 
It was, however, in consequence of an unusual | 
contingency, that would not have continued, and 
did not continue; it was the fitting out of the 
Paraguay expedition and Gulfsquadron. Tyson, 
the predecessor of Hunter, received nearly as 


: f : : f 
ordinates more immediately under him, shall be | 


he was appointed, he did make a large amount of |; 


! 
i 
f 
f 
| 


much, and yet a proposition was brought forward 
here yesterday to give to that man increased 
conipensation, so. as to put him, perhaps, above 
Hunter; and although the gentleman from Ohio 
did not vote for it, it was voted for by nearly all 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House. 

But, sir, I shall have to hurry on, and perhaps 
omit some points that I intended to embrace in 
my discussion this morning. There is one other 
fact to be considered in this connection; and here 
I shall appeal to my southern Opposition friends 
to know what their position is on this point, and 
whether they hold that it is a sufficient ground 
for censuring a public officer that his appointee in 
such a matter reccived very large compensation. 
Let me tell you that Mr. Graham, the Whig Sec- 
retary of the Navy in 1851, appointed Howland 
& Aspinwall agents to furnish coal to the Japan 
expedition, and that they actually made more 
money by that agency in two years than all the 
coal agents besides have received from the: first 
appointment down to this time; they made about 
fifty thousand dollars by that contract in two 
years. Mr. Graham gave to Howland & Aspin- 
wall, for furnishing this coal to the Japan expe- 
dition, ten’ per cent. upon the cost of the coal 
shipped, and the lighterage upon the inland and 
foreign freights, and upon the insurance, deduct- 
ing, in some instances, five per cent. for the reg~ 
ular agent. It may, { think, be estimated that 
they received, up to 1853, seven or cight per cent. 
on the charges stated above. The ordinary com- 
missions of our coal agents, Dr. Hunter included, 
were five per cent. upon cost and inland freights. 
Now, sir, Mr. Springer, a man of character and 
intelligence, then in the employ of the Govern- 
ment, and in the confidence of the Secretary, for 
he held the position of regular coal agent, testifies 
as follows: 


“They received at the rate of ten per cent. on all the 
cost and charges of this coal.” 

Again he says: 

“Their commissions must have been very heavy if they 
insured, for a person insuring the freight and cargo, may 
insure itfor what amounthe pleases. T know that t offered 
to Mr. Graham to do it for two and a half per cent., but my 
offer was not accepted.” 

Yes, sir, he rejected Springer’s offer to do it 
for two and a half per cent., and engaged with 
Howland & Aspinwall atten. Yet, sir, I would 
not vote to censure Mr. Graham. I presume he 
had reasons for his course. f knew him, and 
considered him an honorable gentleman. No, 
sir, I should not think, for the sake of party cap- 


| ital, of entering upon the Journals of the House of 


Representatives a solemn vote of censure against 
such aman on such grounds. I hold myself far 
above any such thought. I am not partisan 
enough for that. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not profess 
to be above party feeling. 1 know that I have it. 
I believe that the party to which I am attached 
is a truc c@nstitutional party; a party that desires 
well for the whole country; has done well and 
will do well for the country. But when I come 
to forget myself so far as to permit my party feel- 
ings to make me invade the precincts of gentle- 
manly propriety, and cast censure and obloquy 
upon honorable gentlemen, simply for mistakes 
or crrors of judgment, and nothing worse, I shall 
be wholly unworthy to be the Representative of 
that noble and gallant constituency which sends 
me here. 

If, however, gentlemen will cast this censure 
upon Mr. Toucey and Mr. Buchanan, upon the 
evidence taken by the committce of the last Con- 
gress, why should they not go back and censure 
Mr. Graham for giving ten per cent. to Howland 
& Aspinwall, when Springer offered to furnish 
the coal for two and a half per cent. ? 

But, perhaps, the gentleman from Ohio will say 
that the great point of blame and censure in this 
matter is, that Dr. Hunter was appointed coal 
agent, with an understanding that he would divide 
the profits. Divide the profits! Bear that in mind. 

Well, sir, the coal agency is not only a busi- - 
ness in which two men could be employed, but 
in which the services of at least two were actually 
desirable. It is an agency to which two men could 
be appointed as wellasone. Howland & Aspin- 
wall were the agents of Mr. Graham. Why could 
not Hunter & Smith be the agents of Mr. Toucey? 
Smith was to discharge the duties of the office in 
Philadelphia, and Hunter in Reading. Tyson had 
a partner. Springer had a partner. Why could 
not Mr, Hunter have a partner, too? Springer 
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says that one man could not perform the duties of | 
the agency properly. i: 

But he was to divide’ the profits of the office 
Ay, and the gentleman from Ohio, with calm and 
quiet aspect, will give that asa reason why he 
wishes to censure, condemn, and punish the Sec- . 
retary of the Navy. Well, sir, I will test him 
on that point, 


——“ the play isthe thing 
; Wherein PI cateh the conscience of the king.” 
Imagine now, if you please, a Republican cau- 
cus assembled to nominate a candidate for Printer. 
The wordy war wages hot. 
contest, see the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Kitcore} rising, and announcing that if Mr. De- | 


divide the profits of the office with the Repub- |, udic 
| osition be as advantageous as others. | 
: heinous an offense? TheGovernment should take 
i 
i 


lican party, giving one half his gains to aid their 
success. What follows? Of course, the party 
becomesindignant, refuses to nominate, and threat- | 
ens him with their wrath. Thatis a great mis- | 
take! The party nominates him, presents him to 
the Elouse, and continues to vote for him fors 
eral days. And the gentleman from Ohio [Mr 


Srenman] takes the lead in conducting the elec- į! ce : 
i the polities of the nominee are good? 


tion, moving for postponements, &c. Now, sir, | 
it is idle to tell me that the fact of his proposition | 
was not known toall. Why, sir, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ADams] refused to vote 
for him. Doubtless, because of this proposition, 
He had a litte spark—I beg pardon—a large 
amount of honesty left, and acted upon convic- 
tion, The causes of his vote were, doubtless, 
frecly discussed. Everybody on his side, I sup- 
pose, understood the matter. But the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] did not falter, On 
he moved, with the stately march of a military 
hero, keeping up the contest for Defrees for about |; 
a week and almost the entire party followed his | 
lead. Then your present Printer, (Mr. Ford,) : 
what did he do? According to his own testmony, 

he promised to divide liberally. He told them 


i 
| 
: ; wa! 
frees should be nominated and elected, he would |: 
3 i 
| 


: matter was ever more misrepresented and misun- 


In the midst of the | i 
|. the Democratic candidate for Congress. 


i 
i 


| ing the contracts for the machiuery of the sloop now build- 


_ polities; but is it a crime to ask that a particular 
” gentleman be appointed, if it can be done without 


| man, a short time ago, mentioned Mr. Graham, 
l of North Carolina. 


The only other case is the celebrated case of 
the Patterson letter. I do really think that no 


i 
| 
derstood than this. Patterson is a gentleman of 
high character—one of the most reputable in Phil- 
adciphia. Heisineapable of making what he un- 
derstood to be a corrupt request. Whatdid heask? 


«i venture to suggest to you the importance of award- 


| 
| 


ing at the navy-yard at this time, and if it can be done with- 
out prejudice to the public service, to Merrick & Sons.” 
He proceeds to say that they are old-line Whigs, 
and in-favor of the election of Colonel FLORENCE, 
Now, 
there is the matter. He wishes the contract given 
to Merrick & Sous, if it can be done without prej- 
udice to the public service; that is, if their prop- 
Is this so 


the most eligible bid for every contract. 


True, 


the Government should take the best qualifica- || 


tions for ministerial office without reference to 


prejudice to the public service, and suggest that 
if this be 
criminal, how many gentlemen will stand con- | 
demned? 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. The gentle- ; 


Does the gentleman acquit 
Mr. Graham of censure? f 

Mr. BOCOCK. I mentioned Mr. Graham by į 
way of illustration. f knew him while in office | 


i as Secretary of the Navy, and served on his com- 


he “was a soldier, and if he won a_battle, he i 


would take care of the wounded.” He said: 

«I made an open promise to John D. Defrees, of Indian- 
apolis, William Moran of Philadelphia, aud Dr. vanghorn | 
of Boston, and a clerkship was promised to a Dr. Wilson, | 
of Indiana.” f 

He also agreed to help Mrs. Bailey, of the Era | 
office. This man is now your Printer. He holds | 
his office unmolested and undisturbed. And here 
we are called upon by the gentleman from Ohio.: 

A > x Ye 
to censure Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Touccy, be- | 
cause their coal agent had agreed, before his ap 
,pointment, to d 


ivide his profits with others. Will |; 


| mittee. I regarded him as a gentleman of char- 


acter and integrity. He apparently committed 
an error in the Howland & Aspinwall contract— 
a greater error than any made by Mr. Toucey. | 
I would not visit him with censure, and, indeed, 


| am ready to believe that he intended the best for 


the public service. I think the same of Mr. 
Toucey. 
side? i 
But to return to the Patterson letter. I have | 
already stated the substance of that letter. 


I have been told by gentlemen that E was mis- | 


‘taken, the other day, when I supposed that the 


new members were unacquainted with this sub- | 
ject. It was said that they were familiar with it. | 
I know they have cxamiued it in the midst of a 


| canvass, and with a view to make party capital ; 


: of much value. 
different position, They are now made judges. ii 


gentlemen do it? Canthey do it? Have they lost i 


all sense of justice? Have they no fear of that 
terrible dentinciation, ‘ Yeseribes and pharisces, | 
hypocrites, ye strain at a gnat and ye swallow a | 
camel??? You have thunderbolts for your enc- 
mics; you have nought but praises for your party | 
friends, X 

I ought to state, Mr. Speaker, that në knowl- ; 
edge of the agreement to divide profits is traced | 
by any witness to Mr. Toucey, in the case of the 
coal agency. Yet, sir, he is to be censured by 
men who voted for Defrees, and clected Ford! To | 
what destiny is our country tending! 

The next resolution I shall discuss is the fol- 
lowing: ` 

« Resolved, That the President and Secretary of the 
Navy, by receiving and considering the party relations of 


bidders for contracts with the United States, and the effect 


of awarding contracts upon pending elections, have set an 
example dangerous to the public safety and deserving the | 
reproot of this House.” \ 
Now, sir, here is a proposition to reprove the 
President and Secretary of the Navy for receiv- 
ing and considering the party relations of bid- : 
ders, &e. There are but two cases given in the : 
evidence in which the party relations of bidders 
for contracts was mentioned. One is the case of | 
Norris, who bid for the machinery of the Griffith | 
ship. He rested his claim to that contract for a. 
long time on the merits of his bid, and upon his | 
intimacy with Griffith, the builder of the ship; 


but at length, becoming restless, he thought to `! 
allusion was ever made, before them, to the pariy 


. relations of bidders. The Patterson letter was not 


carry his point by storm. And, so arming him- : 
self with a number of letters vouching for his De- 

mocracy, he made an irruption into the Navy ; 
Department, and sought to capture his contract. © 
Bat, notwithstanding his Democracy, he was re- | 
pulsed, and the contract given toa better bid, but 
worse politics. Does that constitute a case for 
reproof? No man will avow it. i 


against Democrats. Such examinations are not | 
Gentlemen now occupy a very : 


They owe it to themselves to give the subject a; 
fair and candid consideration, without prejudice, 
without passion, and without partiality. | 
Now, gentlemen—I beg pardon, Mr. Speaker, ; 
Twasanxious to reach the judgments, and, tf possi- ; 
ble, the consciences of members, and transgressed | 
the rales—Mr. Speaker, Lask gentlemen whatis | 


meant in this resolution by condemning the Pres- i 


i ident and Secretary for ‘re riving’? the party re- 
lations of bidders? Are they to be condemned | 


i: never made its appearance d 
information by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. } 
-Snerman] in the la 


` awarded, four engincers were se 


i of fraud. 


! the testimony not already disposed of. 


for receiving letters? Is the President blamable | 
d 

for receiving the Patterson letter? Who is will- 

ing to say so? And yet that is the oniy case in 


Then again, in what sense is it charged. that | 


l the party relations of bidders were * considered 25° jl 


Was thè Patterson letter considered, and allowed | 


| influence in awarding the contract to which it re- : 
‘ferred? Not a word of it! nota word of it! Iti 


When this letter came to the hands of | 
de an indorsement referring 
secretary of the Navy, 


is not so. 
the President, he ma 
it to the attention of the S 
and forwarded it to the Navy Department. There | 
it was promptly filed away in a pigeon hole, and | 


st Congress. Then it wi 
promptly thrown forth before the committee and 
before the world. When the contract was to be 
lected, without 


regard to their politics, to examine the bids. No 


, and no reference made to it. After ex- 
amining attentively the various bids, they unan- 
imously decided that these men ought to have that 

contracte They got ii, and rightfully. 
Mr, Speaker, there are such things as badges 
When men seek constantly to.coverup 


produced 


How is it with gentlemen on the other | 


again till the call for | 


i how long bas 


their tracks; to evade inquiry; to practice chican- 
ery, and other means to prevent-the truth from 
coming out, we suspect fraud. But, if there axe, 
badges of fraud, there are also badges of inne~ 
cence. If the action of the President of the Uni- 
ted States and the Secretary of the Navy had been: 
corrupt; if they had been conscious:of a willful- 
violation of public duty, how easy would it have: 
been for them to have destroyed what they might 
regard so important an evidence of their guilt. Jf 
they had not beet conscious of their integrity, 
would they have allowed this letter to have gone 
upon the files of the Department, where every in- 
quirer would shave access to ‘ity and «where the 
| first call would bring it before the world? Does 
not the very fact of this letter making its appear- 
ance so readily show that they were notconscious 
i of anything wrong? This letter was sent to the 
| President from one of the most respectable men 
| in Philadelphia; found to relate to the business of. 
the Secretary of the Navy; referred: to his-atten+ 
i tion; placed on file in his Department, and never 
| afterwards referred to or considered and for that 
| you propose to sentence, condemn, and inflict 
| punishment upon these high officers. , 

Mr. Magill, his Private Secretary, testifies to 
the fact that it had been the constant practice of 
the President, upon opening letters and ascertain 
ing the matters to which they related, to indorse 
| them over to the proper Departments. Was that 
| improper? Many persons never destroy letters. 
| It is well not todo so. In any point of view, was 
it not proper that. this letter should be preserved 
“in perpetuam memoriam rei?” Does the fact that 
it was referred to the Navy Department for exam- 
ination and preservation constitute a ground for 
censure, especially- in view of the fact that no 
reference was ever afterwards made toit tillit wag 
called for by a committee of Congress? Before 
this resolution of censure was introduced in the 
last Congress, Magill had testified that the Presi- 
| dent never had interfered with contracts. The 
| Seegtary of the Navy had said, in his letter to the 


H 
H 
i 
H 


i select committee: 

“The President did uot in any manner interpose in this 
nor has be in any other case of contract since I have 
n in the Department.” 

So say all the other members of the Cabinct. 
But what avails all this? Political considerations 
require that the President should be condemned, 
and he must be condemned whatever be the testi- 
mony. 

Gentlemen say it is wrong to consider the po- 
litical relations ‘of bidders. It is wrong, is it? 
What says the genticman from New York (Mr. 
i Hasxın] on this point? He sits over the way, 
-a faithful “ally? of the Republican party; and in, 
that capacity attended their caucuses in the early 
partof the session. ‘The question was propounded 
to him, whether he was following the example of 
distributing patronage among faverites when he 
gave the little matter of binding for this Elouse 
to a man who lives in his district? His answer 
was. ‘Lam frank to confess, Mr. Speaker, that I 
do like, in a Jegitimate and honest way, to take 
care of my friends.” This is a declaration that, 
other things being equal, he will give a contract 
to a friend in preference to an enemy. Nobody 
has moved a censure against him. But oh, these 
Democrats—censure them by all means ! i 

Lask, Mr. Speaker, how often have these gen- 
tlemen said to you that they would like a par- 
ticular friend to get an office, or receive a contract, 
if it could be done without prejudice to the public 
service. And did you think that you should be 
censured for hearing them? 

I come now to the next resolution: 

‘That the distribution, by the Sceretary of the Navy, ot 
| the patronage in the nav rds among members of Con- 
gress, was destructive of discipline, corrupting in its influ- 
ence, and highly injurious to tae public ser 

What does that meau? It means, of course, 
that the Secretary of the Navy bas done some 
wrong. Jadmit that evil practices were proved 
to exist in the New York and other navy-yards. 
| Ladmititfreely, that the appointmentsin the navy- 
| yards havebeen made upon political grounds. But 
this been the case? The gentleman 
| from New York, known for his modesty, intelli- 
genec, and fidelity to the public interest, [Mr. 
Mactay,] says that he has been acquainted with 
the navy-yard since 1842, and that the appoint- 
ments have always been made upon political 
grounds as long as he has known it, It appears 
to be an evil incident to all parties at the present 
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time. We all prefer to give appointments and 
places to our friends rather than to our enemies. 
But itis charged that the Secretary of the Navy j 
has distributed this patronage among the mem- | 
berg of Congress, and this was corrupting, &c. 
Now, ifappointments arc to be made upon political 
rounds, is it-wrong to distribute them between | 
Tiferet localities, and among different friends? 
Of course, it will always be allowed that this prin- 
ciple of distribution shall be subordinate to the 
question of qualification. The present Secretary 
of the Navy, at the instance of friends, agreed, as 
- far as practicable, to act on this principle. Was | 
it improper for -him to do so? and if improper, 
was It so grossly so as to demand the notice of 
Congress? If, in short, appointments are to be 
made upon political grounds, is there anything 
wrong to seek to distribute those offices equally 
among the several districts interested? If it be 
so, then the gentleman from Ohio himself stands 
as thoroughly condemned as any man upon the 
floor of this House. fs there any more wrong in 
distributing the appointments of the navy-yard 
than in distributing all the offices of the Iixecu- 
tive Departments at Washington ? 

Now, Mr. Smith, of Illinois, some years ago, 
introduced 'a bill to divide the whole patronage of 
the Executive Departments equally between the 
different congressional districts of the Union, and 
providing that, in certain cases, members of Con- 
gressshould be called upon by the heads of Depart- 
ments to suggest the names of persons from their 
respective districts for appointment to office. A 
motion was made to lay it on the table, and thus 
to defeat it. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Suerman] on that motion voted in the negative; 
yet he stands up here to-day to censure the same 
thing in the Secretary of the Navy. He was 
willing, as it appears, to divide up the patronage of 
these Departments here; and yet he now secks to 
censure Secretary Toucey for dividing the patron- 
age of the New York navy-yard as cqually as 
possible among the contiguous congressionalglis~ 
tricts. The division was never perfected. ‘There 
was always a great preponderance of men from 
districts near, He only promised to the gentle- 
man from New York, and to others, that he 
would cqualize the appointments as nearly as the 
public interests would allow. 

There are two other resolutions which I wish 
to argue, but I find I shall have to omit some- 
thing. There is, however, one matter which F 
think Lought not to omit; and, therefore, Í pass 
over, for the present, the remaining resolutions, 
in order to advert to it, 

It is not unusual with members of Congress to 
shelter themselves, in such a case as this, behind 
the report’of the committee. This they do be- | 
cause they are unable or unwilling to examine a | 
large volume of testimony for themselves, In this 
ease, I warn the House that the recommendation 
of the committee is not entitled to weight, because 
of the peculiar circumstances attending its appoint- 
ment. Now, I hope you will bear with me pa- | 
tiently, for I mean to make Ao reflection upon the 
Chair. 

At the last session of Congress, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] moved the appoint- | 
ment of a select committee to examine into ides i 
in the Navy Department. In a Democratic Con- 
gress he obtained a committee, three of whom 
were Opposition men, and two Democrats. That 
committee proceeded to make their examination 
in obedience to the resolution. I will not now | 
proceed to examine the manner in which that ! 
whole proceeding was conducted. It appears 
from the journal of the committee, to which E call 
attention, that the gentleman from Ohio was en- 
gaged something like three or four weeks in takin 
testimony to criminate and inculpate the Presi 
dent and members of this Administration; and | 
when he got through, he proposed that the Presi- | 
dent and the Secretary of the Navy should be | 
allowed eight days to prepare their defense, to 
send for their witnesses, and to have them exam- 


and it was proposed to hear the defense during the | 
next week; yet the gentleman from Ohio did not } 
communicate to the President and Secretary this | 
action of the committee until the Tuesday after, | 
and under the resolution they were left only four | 
days to prepare their defense, obtain their wit- | 
nesses, and have them examined. | 

It is true, the members of the committee ob- | 


| 
ined, That resolution was agreed to on Friday, |i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


referred shows the spirit with which the exam- 
ination was conducted by the chairman. I might 
refer to the mannerin which witnesses were sum- 
moned and questioned, but time presses. When 
the examination of witnesses was concluded, the 
gentleman from Ohio submitted these resolutions, 
He and Mr. Ritchie, of Pennsylvania, voted for 
them. Against them, besides mysclf, was my 
distinguished friend from Ohio, (Mr. Groesheck,) 
whose absence from this House we all lament, 
one of the most patrioticand able men with whom 
it has ever been my fortune to sit upon this floor. 
And there was.my exeellent friend from Tennes- 
see, (Mr. Ready,) an able man, a sound lawyer, 
and above all, a noble patriot. Few constituen- 
cies ever have a more excellent Representative. 
He was a partisan, perhaps, but he was more a 
patriot than a partisan. He was opposed to the 
Democracy; but yet more opposed to injustice of 
every sort. He came forward and ranged him- 
self by our side, and proclaimed as his honest 
conviction, upon thorough examination, that the 
President and Secretary of the Navy had done 
nothing impeaching their personal or official in- 
tegrity. , 

Well, the matter was not acted upon. Perhaps 
the House was satisfied with the action of a ma- 
jority of the cominittee. We came up here to 
this session. The protracted contest for Speaker 
will long be remembered. The gentleman from 
Ohio stood as the candidate of his party for weeks, 
I may say months, upon this floor. 


When you, sir, were clected Speaker, he was | 


assigned the highly responsible position of chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Against the manner in whieh he has discharged 
the duties of that position I have nothing to say, 
for I would not do him the slightest injustice. For 
the first time in the history of the country, the 
chairman of Ways and Means was seen to slide 
down to the foot of the little Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Navy Department. 
all surprised, 

We saw, too, the honorable member from Ten- 
nessce (Mr. Harron] placed at the head of that 
committee. ‘Chis did not clear up the mystery. 
But presently the light began to break upon us, 
when the gentleman from Ohio rose in his place 
on this floor and moved to refer these celebrated 
minority resolutions of his to that committee. 
Now we began to understand the movement, We 
remembered that the honorable gentleman from 
‘Tennessee is the man who defeated Mr. Ready, 
because he (Mr. Ready) was charged with hav- 
ing affiliated with the Democrats on this question, 
In making that issue with Mr. Ready he became 
strongly committed on this sabject, and he was 
placed as the chairman of this committee. And 
p, sir, the only other member of the House who 
had been on the former committee, and had there- 
fore investigated the subject, was omitted from 
this. Here was evidence of design. This could 
not have happened by accident, As well might 
you say that ‘* the goodly frame of this universe” 


l! had been thrown together by accident. 


I know you well enough, Mr. Speaker, to say 
that it was not your design. You knew not the 
facts, because you had not been in the last Con- 
gress. Nor do I believe that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Tennessee had anything to do with 
it, for he has declared that he did not know where 
he would be placed till he found himselfat the head 
ofthat committee. [twas the most natural thing in 


the world for the gentleman from Ohio, who had | 


been the favorite of his party, to be consulted in 
the formation of the committees. And, under all 
the circumstances, f cannot consider it an im- 
prebable thing that he suggested that he would 
like a place on this Committee on Naval Expend- 
itures, and would also like that the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee should be chairman. 

“Tt is an inconsiderable committee, one which 
never has had anything before it; which never 
had a fire in its room, nor used a dollar’s worth 
of stationery—put me there, and put the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee at its head.” [donot 
assert that this language was used, because I was 
not there. But it is reasonable to infer that some- 
thing like it was said. The gentleman was foiled 
of his prey in the last Congress, even in an Oppo- 
sition committee. He doubtless wished to make 
sure work this ime, 


We were’ 


| Iwan gentlemen not to take the judgment of 
| such a committee as that of an impartial tribunal. 
i Judge for yourselves, I stated in the beginning 
i that I did not intend to reflect personally on any 
| gentleman on this floor: I am speaking of the 
| political. conduct of gentlemen—their action as 
| members of this House. 
There are one or two resolutions which I have 
| not commented on, because my time has almost 
| expired. I hope I will have some other oppor- 
tunity to discuss them before the vote is taken, 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SIMMS. Lhope the gentleman from Vir- 

inia will be allowed ten minutes longer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s hour has 
| expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to address some 
remarks to the House. . 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I believe the morn- 
ing hour has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe I have the floor; 
| and the gentleman cannot take it from me. 
| The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio 
| (Mr, Suenmay] has the floor, and is entitled to 
address the House. 
| 


Mr. HATTON. I desire to say that, so far 

as I am concerned, I have no objection to the gen- 

| tleman from Virginia being allowed to speak an- 
| other hour, I should myself prefer it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall endeavor not to de- 
tain the House during the full hour, and shall en- 
deavor to make as fair a statement of the facts of 
the case as I can, during the brief time allowed 
me, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
the gentleman to be in order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. L hope I will not be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Ido not object; but 
when the gentleman wants to enforce very strict 
rules on others, I beg he will remember them 
himself, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I should like very much to 
refer to the two other resolutions. 

Mr. SHERMAN, {fit be the pleasure of the 
House, I shall certainly not interpose any objec- 
i tion. - 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have lst- 
ened with a great deal of attention to the remarks 
made by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bo- 
| cocx,} and I shall endeavor to reply to them as 
į best Lean. I have had no time for preparation, 
; and did not intend to say anything in regard to 
| this matter; but the remarks of the gentleman de- 
| mand a reply. 

Let us, in the first place, dispose of the tech- 
nical objections interposed. It seems to me a 
very singular proceeding for a high officer of the 
Government to come here and plead, first, to the 
jurisdiction of the court, and then interpose all 
sorts of technical objections. The first objection 
made by the gentleman from Virginia is, that the 
depositions on which we are about to act were 
| taken at the last Congress, This is a very sin- 

gular objection, when every bill which we pass, 
and every measure of legislation we act on, de- 
pend on testimony and documents taken long 
before. How would it be regarded in a court of 
| justice, if the objection was made that the deposi- 
|| tions which were to decide the case were taken 
|| before the judge had a right to sit on the bench? 
It would be regarded as frivolous. This testi- 
mony was taken in the legitimate, proper way; 
i fairly and candidly. Every witness whom the 
| Secretary of the Navy desired to examine, was 
| examined, Notice was given him of the appoint- 
| ment of that committee. We requested that he 
j; might be present, cither personally or by agent, 
i to examine the witnesses; and we also asked him 
| to name the witnesses whom he wished to have 
1 
| 
| 
1 
j 
i 
i 
1 


Do I understand 


|i subpenaed; and we did subpena all whose names 

he gave us. In addition to all that, we furnished 

him with a copy ofall the depositions that affected 
i him, directly or indirectly, and invited his co- 
operation in the examination of witnesses. We 
confined the testimony strictly to the charges 
made, and did notlet itgo beyond. We conducted 
the examination with the utmost strictness, giv- 
ing to the parties accused the fairest and amplest 
opportunity for defense. The Secretary of the 
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that no investigation of witnesses could have been 
more fairly conducted, 

The report was made during the closing days 
of the last session. The record will show that 1 
endeavored then to geta vote in the House; but the 
friends of the parties to be censured—for the last 
House was largely Democratic—prevented a vote. 
There was no voie on these resolutions in the last 
House. If there had been, I would not have 
called them up at the present session. 

But the Secretary objects that I, who reported 
these resolutions in the last Congress, am a mem- 
ber of the present committee. He might have said 
the same of the gentleman from Virginia. Sir, 
what right has he to dictate who shall constitute 
our committees? 

I will say frankly, Mr. Speaker, for I never 
disguise these matters, that I did ask you to place 
me at the foot of the Committee on Expenditures 
inthe Navy Department. The Speaker did me the : 
honor to ask me what position | desired, and I told | 
him that I desired to have a vote on these resolu- | 
tions, and asked to be placed at the foot of that | 
committee. I take the responsibility of that. You | 
did me the honor to assign mea position of great 
responsibility, and, at the same time, graufed my 
very modest wish. All 1 have done in this mat- 
ter is to submit these resolutions, without even 
intending to debate them. ` 

But, Mr. Speaker, I did not ask for the other 
position, It was assigned to me by the Speaker 
without my asking. 1 did say to the Speaker 
that I thought that these Committees on the Ex- 

enditures of the Departments ought to be organ- 
ized strongly; and if you will look over the list 
you will find my colleague, [Mr. Sranron,] the | 
chairman of the Military Committee, at the end of | 
one, and the gentleman from Tennessee, |Mr. 
Nexsox,} who isa member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, at the end of another. All these commit- 
tecs are given a strong organization in order to 
enable the Houscto exercise its power of investiga- | 
tion whenever it may be necessary to exercise it. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us look at another pre- | 
liminary matter. The gentleman from Virginia | 
says that this House has no power to investigate. | 

as that point made at the last session of Con- | 
gress, when he and [ together pursued this in- 
vestigation? Who ever dreamed then of question- , 
ing the power of the House, when the gentleman 
from Virginia himself reported resolunons—res 
olutions some of which implied censure, and some || 
of them praise ? - 

Mr. BOCOCK. I do not wish to interrupt the | 
gentleman, but | did not say that the House had 
no right to investigate. 1 said it had no right to 
censure or punish, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman says that | 
the House has no right to censure, but that we | 
have a right to praise. He himself reported that 
Cit is manifest that the present head of the Navy Depart- | 
ment has displayed a very laudable zeal,” &e., 
and 
“that nothing has been proven in this investigation which | 
impeaches in any way the personai or official integrity of 
the Secretary of the Navy? 

So we may praise the Sccretary of the Navy, 
but we cannot censure him. We may sing peans, 
but we cannot pronounce condemnation. It re- 
minds me of a speech made in the celebrated con- 
clave of fallen angels, described by the immortal 
Milton. It is our duty, according to the gentle- 
man, to 


« Stand in his presence humbje” 
is rm x * to celebrate his throne | 
With warbled hymns, and to his Godhead sing 
Foreed halielujahs; while he lordly sits 
Our envied sovran, and his a'tar breathes 
Ambrosial odors and ambrosial flowers, 
Our servile offerings.” i 
This is not the position of the House of Rep- <] 
resentatives, We have aright to praise him ifs 
he does his duty. We do pass resolutions of com- i 
mendation. We did it in regard to the officers of: 
the last war. And we have a right to pass reso- 


* * * 


lutions to censure, to pass judgment as well as to 
extol and praise. Why, itis incident to all legis- | 


lative bodies. The British House of Com 
on whieh this body is modeled, does it 
year, and committees are constantly at work 
sometimes praising and sometimes blaming. The | 
mode of overthrowing the Government there is 
simply by a resolution of censure. There never ; 
was a legislative body which had not this power 
as incident to legislation, It was but the other 


mons, 
every 
there, 


i ters, and, according to the agreement, 


i beneficiary : 
tive, and was here in const ; 
: him; often a member of his own family 


day that this House, by an overwhelming ma- 
jority, repudiated the exemption set up by the 
President that he was free from our power of in- 
vestigation. 

Now, Ì believe, I have disposed of the technical 
objections raised here, and { think { have shown 
their absurdity. It has been a matter of surprise 
to me that the Secretary of the Navy and his 
friends did not courta vote upon these resolutions 
—that he should plead to the jurisdiction of this 
House. This House represents the people of the 
United States. He is but a subordinate of the 


| President, who is himself the servant of the peo- 


ple. He is not the first Cabinet or executive 


| officer who has been arraigned in this House; but 


he and the President are the first to dispute its 
power. 

There are cases in our history where Sccreta- 
ries of the Treasury have, through friends, ap- 
pealed to this House for an investigation. One 
of my colleagues [Mr. Conwiy] who labored un- 
der a groundless charge in regard to a Georgia 
bill, appealed to the House for a committee of in- 


vestigation, while he was Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury, and it was granted; and he was fully vindi- || 


cated. It has been done many times. 

I come now directly to the facts of this case, 
and I will endeavor to present them without the 
least fecling, and without exaggeration. 
for the reading of the first resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resoived, That the 
sanction of the Presid 


ant, abused his diserctionary power 


in the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase of fuel i 


for the Government. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
are the facts in regard to this coal agency? Under 
the law of September 25, 1850, the Secretary of 
the Navy was empowered to purchase coal with- 


out publicly inviting contracts. Fle was givenan į 


unlimited power to purchase coal in the mode he 
decmed best for the Government. Under that 
law he appointed a coal agent, Ihave no objec- 


tion to the recommendation on which he was ap- | 
But it seems that, at the very time the | 


pointed. 
appointment was made, the three applicants com- 
bined together to have one of their number ap- 
pointed, and then to divide the profits among 
themselves. The office, as it w 
a sinecure worth $15,000 a year. These three 
men, every one of whom was personally known 
to the President of the United States, combined 
together and agreed that one of them—Dr. Hun- 
ter, of Reading—should be appointed, and the 
r 
pereemient was made known to the President of 
the United States. The testimony upon that point 
is full and ample, and will be found on pages 62, 
63, 64, 65, 66, and 67. One of the parties to the 
agreement says that he communicated the fact to 
the President, that the profits were to be divided. 
The witness said he did not know that he told the 
President in what proportion they were to be di- 


vided; but the fact that the profits were to be | 


divided out for party services was communicated. 

Well, sir, Dr. Hunter was appointed. He was 
a practicing physician at Reading, Pennsylvania. 
Ele continued to live there, and never performed 
any of his duties. He never examined, inspected, 
orsaw a bushel of coal, or measured it. He never 
did one single thing in the discharge of his duties; 
but, on the contrary, he made an open contract for 
all the coal to be furnished to the Government 
with a man of the name of Beach, a remote rela- 
tive of Secretary Toucey. He agreed to give 
Beach $3 85 a ton forall the coal needed, and then 
he sat in his doctor’s office in Reading, and never 
moved a peg. He drew his $7,900 for two quar- 
divided it 
with men who, like himself, had never performed 
a particle of duty. . 

Now, here is a matter which must have been 
known to the Secretary of the Navy, because the 
under the contract was his near rela- 
nt communication with 
, and liv- 
ing in his own house. { say, therefore, that itis 

mpossible to come to any other conclusion but 
that the Secretary of the Navy knew that this 
man Beach did furnish the coal at prices which 
were agreed upon and fixed here in one of the 
subardinate bureaus under the Secretary of the 
Navy. = . 

-The testimony is clear and conclusive that $3 85 


I ask | 


Secretary of the Navy bas, with the ! 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what | 


as conducted, was | 


ofits should be divided among the three. This | 


| 


per ton for this coal was entirely toohigh, Other: 
parties in Philadelphia were perfectly willing to 
furnish it, and offered to do-it, at $3 35 periton, © 
making a loss to the Government, under this con- 
tract, of fifty cents per ton; in other words, asthe 
annual purchases for coal are fifty-five thousand’ 
tons, a loss tu the Government of $27,000 a year. 
And this must have been known to. the Secretary: 
of the Navy. Nor is that the worst: feature of 
this coal: transaction. A contract was made with: 
Beach to deliver the coal; he was to do ital ; to. 
be purchaser, vender, and inspector.. He hired 
the vessels, made out the shipping bills, and sent 

| them from Philadelphia to Reading, to be signed 
by Dr. Hunter. 

The gentleman from Virginia says that no com- 

laint was made as to the quality of the coal. 

hy, who could makesa complaint? This man 
Beach bought the coal himself, he. transported ity. 
he sold it, he inspected it, he measured it, and 
there was no check, no restraint, nothing what- 
ever to prevent him from passing off one thousand 
| pounds of coal for three thousand pounds; nothing 
i to prevent him from passing off an inferior qual 
ity-of coal for a superior quality of coal, The 
i whole matter was in his hands, while the gentle- 
man whose duty it was to protect the Govern- 
ment was practicing medicine and selling pills at 
Reading, Pennsylvania. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I cannot spend more time 
upon this branch of. the investigation. I appeal 
to every candid man upon this side of the House, 
Lappeal to every gentleman upon the other side 
of the House, to consider well whether or not all 
these admitted transactions—admitted by the re- 
port of the majority, as that report will show——I 
say Lask gentlemen to pass in judgment upon this 
resolution, and to say by their vote whether the 
Seerctary of the Navy had not, with the sanction 
of the President, abused his high discretionary 

ower in the selection of this coal agent. The 
President knew all the circumstances connected 
| with the matter, and the Secretary of the Navy 
must have known all the transactions, This man 
was a friend of the President, and the Secretary 
of the Navy made the appointment for the pur- 
pose of enabling this friend of the President to 
divide a large profitat the expense of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Lask the Clerk to read 
the second resolution. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

That the contract made by the Secretary of the Navy, 
under date of September 23, 1858, with William C. N; Swiit, 
for the delivery of live-oak timber, was made in violation 
of law, and in a manner unusual, improper, and injurious 
to the public service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What are the facts in re- 
gard to this live-oak contract? The facts as 
agreed upon by all the members of the committee 
are sufficiently explicit. Lam perfectly willing 
to take the statement of the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia, in his report, as the basis for this 
resolution; and upon that statement to submit to 
gentlemen of this House whether they can vote 
against this resolution. What are the facts? It 
appears that a man by the name of Swift, a 
whaler, at New Bedford, Massachusetts, entered 
into an agreement with a Mr. Plitt,a friend of 
Mr. Buchanan, by which Plitt was to do. all he 
could to obtain for Swift the live-oak contracts | 
under Mr. Buchanan’s administration, and by 
which Plitt was to have ten per cent. of the gross 
receipts for his services and good will. ‘These 
contracts usually amounted to abouttwo hundred 
‘thousand dollars a year, and therefore Plitt was 
to have for this service, if he secured the contract 
for Swift, about twenty thousand dollars a year. 
After the contract was made, Plitt, who was 
chairman of the Democratic central committee 
of Pennsylvania, called upon Swift, who contrib- 
uted, to aid in the election of Mr. Buchanan, some 
sixteen thousand dollars—Swift being at the time 
an old-line Whig. Now, I want to know what 
could have induced this man to put his hands 
in his pockets to pay out 416,000 to aid in the 
election of Mr. Buchanan? Every man knows 
that the inference is irresistible, that it was in 
pursuance of this contract previously made, by 
which Swift expected, through Plitt’s influence, 
to obtaina contract under which the whole $16,600, 
and a large amount in addition, would be received 
by him as profits, Sir, I want to show you how 
this matter is brought home by the testimony. 
Here is the testimony of Plitt: : 

“In introducing Mr. Swift, I told Mr. Toucey that he 
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was a'gentletnan whom I-should be very glad to have him 
aid in-any.way that he could, jegitimately, of.course ; that 
he was my very warm friend, who bad contributed very 
liberally towards the election of 1356, and that he hada 
number of old-line. Whig friends. in Massachusetts who 
were equally liberal, some of them at least, and I thought 
that such gentlemen ouglit to be patronized, of course.” 
In other words, Mr. Plitt, a confidential friend 
of the ‘President, asks, in consideration of Swift’s 
influeace—he being’an old-line Whig, and a per- 
son whocould control many other old-line Whigs, 
and who had contributed largely to the election 
of Mr. Buchanan—that therefore these contracts 
of live-oak were to be given him. He must be 
patronized, of course. The first contract for live- 
oak given out in 1857, was for one hundred and 
fifty thousand feet, to be delivered at three differ- 
ent navy-yards. Outstanding contracts were af- 
terwards canceled, so that*Swift’s whole contracts 
for 1857 amounted to $239,960. 
Now, I ask any gentleman who is-accustomed 
to sift testimony, whether there is not a connec- 


tion established directly between this agreementof | 
Plitt and Swift; Switt’s contributions in 1856, and | 


these large contracts given to him in 1857? But 
Tam-coming to the worst feature of this transac- 
tion. In getting out these large contracts in 1857, 
Swift had accumulated a large amount of refuse 
timber, which did not come up to the standard 
required for the Navy, in respect to size, quality, 
or otherwise. Then] assert—and the assertion 
is borne out by the testimony—a regular combi- 


nation was made between parties whom I shall | 


name hereafter, by which the Government, under 
the pretense of a contract, was to take all this tim- 
ber at a large price. The advertiscments and all 
the formulas for making a legal contract were 
made exactly to suitthis timber. Under the plan 
and management of these confederates, which was 
carried through, one hundred and fifty thousand 
feet of refuse timber was taken from Swift, paid 
for by the United States, and is now in the navy- 
yards of the United States. It was at first pre- 
tended that the timber was wanted immediately, 
and the mode of purchase was attempted to be 
accounted for in that way; but we called the naval 
constructors of the different navy-yarda before us, 
and they testified that it was not needed for im- 
mediate use; that only a few thousand fect of 
it had been used at all, which was done at Nor- 
folk and Philadelphia; and that there they hada 
sufficient supply on hand. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 wish to call your atten- 
tion to the fact on which this whole controversy 
turns. 
burean of Construction and Repairs, drew up the 
advertisements in the ordinary form which has 
been followed for many years. The Government 


usually allows two years for the delivery of live- | 


oak timber, from tho fact that it can only be cut 
in the winter on or near the Gulf coast, and that 
only a small portion of the year can be occupied 
in getting itout. Under instructions from the Sec- 
retary, these advertisements were again drawn, 
allowing six months, which, upon conference, Mr, 
Lenthall found was the shortest time in which it 
could possibly be gotten out. Lenthall says it 
might have been gotten outin six months by the 
use of extraordinary exertion. Notsatisfied with 


that, however, the Secretary of the Navy directed 1; f l 
ire i! their own prices. 


the advertisements to be changed, so as to require 
one half to be delivered by the Ist of September, 


or within thirty days of the time when the con- | 


tract was given out. There was not then in the 


private yards in the United States one tenth the | 


supply which the Secretary of the Navy required 
to be furnished within three months, 
all competition was cut off, and nobody could bid 
for this timber except Swift& Bigler. Now, sir, 
this fact was known to the Seeretary of the Navy. 
Bigler testifics that the design of this advertise- 


Mr. Lenthall, who is at the head of the | 


ment was to exclude competition, and ‘to secure | 


the contract for Swift, Bigler himself being a part- 
nev of Swift, and interested in the contract. Task 
my friend from Indiana to read from Bigler’s tes- 
umony. 

Mr. DUNN read, as follows: 


«The Secretary of the Navy knew, and the chief of the 
bureau knew, that there was nobody else in all America that 
had the titah ind could put it in at such a time but Mr. 
Swiftand myself. There was notany such timber in the 
United States that was already got out except ours, There 
Was nobody else in the bas s bat Mr. Swift and myself 
who could furnish it, Th retary knew there was no 
other timber anywhere else in the market.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. When this advertisement 


In this way |. 


: thing over in silence? 
| impropriety in my now insisting that this House 


was issued, the dealers in Hive-oak wanted to make 
contracts, but they saw, by the peculiar terms of 
the advertisement, that there was some mistake 
about it, Other parties did send in bids, and much 
lower than Swift’s bid. The contracts were hung 
up a long time upon these bids. Finally, as the 
law was plain, the contracts were awarded to 
those bidders. Swiftremained, however, in Wash- 
ington, expressing his perfect confidence of getting 
the contracts of the Secretary. He claimed that 
it was duc to him for services rendered, and that 
he could, through certain influences, bring about 
the annulling of these contracts. When the time 
for delivering the live-oak expired—the time of 
delivery being fixed at atime when it was impos- 
sible to deliver it—the contract was canceled, and 
the whole contracts, for one hundred and fifty 
thousand feet, were handed over to Mr. Swift at 
41 30 per cubic foot, 

Now, that Mr. Swift knew all about this, and 
that the whole was a prearranged plan to evade 
the law, under pretense of complying with it, is 
shown by the testimony of Samuel P. Brown, an 
intelligent lumber man, now a member of the 


Legislature of Maine, which 1 will ask to be read. | 


The testimony. was read, as follov 


“T think about the middie of June, 1858, T had one con- 
versation with him, (Ms. Switt 5) tbat was after the adver- 
tisement was issued by the Department. TE told bim that 
I was disappointed to see this advertisement come out: 1 
knew that it was got out for his bencfit and that of Mr. 
Bigler, and that the way they were managimg the thing 
would not vive satisfaction. T advised him, for bis own 
reputation, to go to the Secretary and induce him to with- 
draw that adver 
if he wanted it for immediate use. He told ine that he had 
been trying to induce the Sceretary to do that same thing 
but the Secretary told him that he had no authority to pur 
chase this timber. Ne had made up his mind U 
not do it without advertising; but the ad sing arrange- 
ment was such that nobody could offer for it bat himself, 
because he had timber in the yards, and he knew that no 
other man could fill the offer, and tt would only be triding 
to make any offer, £ stated to Mr. Switi that T should 
make an offer to take the contract in good faith, and then 
shontd ask the Secretary for an extension of time, Bays 
he, ‘He wili not grant it? © Well, then, said J, flet him 


do that, and I will report,the thing to Congress next win- 


ter’? 


Mr. SHERMAN. So it appears that this ad- 
yertisement was framed for the purpose of ex- 
cluding competition, It was carefully made so as 
to cover the very refuse timber of Swift. It was 
designed to allow nobody but Swift to bid; and 
Swift knew it, He had a conversation with the 
Secretary of the Navy; and in pursuance of it the 
contracts already made with practical lambermen 
were rejected, and awarded to Swift. 

There were 
any live-oak, 
Bigler had thirty or forty thousand feet of live- 
oak and Swift & Bigler entered into an arrange- 
ment by which Swift was to makea bid, and Big- 
ler another ata higher rate. When the contract 
was awarded to Swift, he was to take Bigler’s 
live-oak. Bigler says he told the Secretary of the 
Navy about it; that he told him it would make 
no difference with him how be made the contract, 
because Swift had agreed to take his timber. 
Iere was an advertisement so framed as exclude 
competition; and then a set of men, with the 


i knowledge of the Seeretary, combining together 


to furnish the Government with this umber at 


There is another thing to be noticed. Swift had 
no live-ouk at Pensacola, Florida, where he was 
required to deliver twenty-five thousand fect. A 
firm of practical -lumbermen bad taken the con- 
tract to de 
failed tod 
tract was 
Swift was 


eliver it within the time, and the con- 
set aside; and after it was sct aside, 
allowed the same time to deliver it that 
iad been refused to the contractor. The contract 
was annulled after the contractor had gone to Pen- 
sacola, and had, at great trouble and cost there, 
supplied all the timber necded for immediate use. 
¥et the contract was taken from these men, in 
their absenee, and awarded to Swift, although he 
did not deliver a single foot of the timber within 
the time prescribed; and it was known to the Sec- 
retary that he would not, und could not do so. 
Now, Lask whether the House should pass this 
I ask whether there is any 


should vote upon these resolutions? Ifthe House 
rejects them, well and good. Lfthey adopt them, 
it may bea good example and prevent transac- 


tions of this kind hereafter, by whomsoever done. | 


ment, and Jet him purchase bis timber, | 


rat he could } 


only two men who could furnish | 
and they were Swift & Bigler. | 


iver that amount at Pensacola. They | 


i 
i 
| 
i 
| 


Gentlemen will see that, in the resolutions I have 
offered, there arc no words of vituperation. They 
are clothed in the mildest possible language that 
could properly characterize the transactions. And 
now I ask gentlemen upon the other side whether 
they can say, upon their oaths, that this contract 
| with Swift was made in accordance with law, 
| 
| 
| 
H 


when it was made in express violation of law? 
i I ask them if they can say this contract was just 
and fair, when itis marked throughout with every 
| element of cunning and fraud? - 
| Task for the reading of the third resolution re- 
| ported by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bo- 
| cocx.] And allow me to say here, before it is 
, read, that were I the Secretary of the Navy I 
| would rather far that the resolution reported b 
| the gentleman from Tennessee should be adopted 
| than the resolution reported by the gentleman 
| from Virginia. The Clerk will read the resolu- 
; tion. 
| ‘The resolution was read, as follows: 
ii 
| 


| 3. Resolved, That while we could never sanction or ap- 
prove any arrangement on the part of an officer of the Gov- 
ernment which, under pretense of making contracts for 
supplies, was designed to confer fal and exclusive 
favor on individuals, yet, in the contract entered into in 
| September, 1858, between tie Navy Department and W. 
C. N. Switt, for the supply of live-oak to sald Department, 
| it is clearly proved by the testimony that if the Secretary 
| of the Navy did contemplate any favor tosaid Swift, he did 
| not design to bestow it to the detrimentof the Government, 
| 
| 


| but that imall he did inthis matter he kept always in view 
the good of the public and the interests of the service.”” 

|| Mr. SHERMAN. Now, [ask whether that is 
| the way in which the House of Representatives 
ghould deal with a subordinate officer of the Gov- 
ernment? The purport of the resolution is, that 
while we would not allow an officer to violate the 
law, and would not encourage him in giving out 
contracts for party services, yet we must say that 
Sceretary Toucey, WIULE HE pipit, always looked 
outfor the interests of the Government; that while 
| he did it, he did not allow them to put their hands 
| too deep into the Treasury; that while he did it, 
| hesaw to it thatthecontractor did not get too large 
| agrabof the publiemoney. Suchisthe plain mean- 
l ing of the resolution. Lishows thatthe effect of 
| 
| 
l 
i 
i 


the investigation upon the mind of the gentleman 
from Virginia was, as I think it would be upon 
every just mind, to shock his moral sense. Eis 
|! resolution isa negative pregnant, meaning nothing 
by omitting three or four words, or meaning 
| everything by inserting them, The Jaws plainly 
written upon the statuie-book, and it required the 
Secretary to give the contract to the lowest bid- 
ider, It required him to invite competition, and 
not to suppress it. I never would vote for such 
a resolution as that, because it shows upon its 
face that itis an endeavor, by ingenious language, 
to cover up this matter, and to avoid a direct vote 
upon the facts. 
Now I ask for the reading of the third resolu- 
| tion. 
| The resolution was read, as follows: 
| Resolved, That the distribution by the Seeretary of the 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


t Navy of the patronage in the navy-yard among members 
| of Congress was destructive of discipline, corrupting in ils 
| influence, ind highly injurious to the public service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not waste the time 
| of the House upon the consideration of this res- 
‘olution. ‘Two or three members of Congress— 
| Messrs. Joun Cocurann, Siektes, and Tlorack 
F. Charnk—testify almost verbatim to the truth of 
this resolution, They testify to the arrangement 
made with the Secretary of the Navy, that the 
patronage of the navy-yard in Brooklyn should be 
divided between five or six members of Congress. 
Each of them had a master workman to look after 
hisinterests, Ifyou will read the testimony of those 
gentlemen, no man can avoid a direct affirmative 
vote upon this resolution, ‘Phe patural result of 
| this system was to break up all discipline and 
i efficiency in the yard. Master workmen with 
gold watches and expensive presents, as they were 
called, upon their persons, wrung from the poorly- 
paid labor of common workmen, testified before 
us to petty theflsand abuses. These gratuities did 
notaffect their selection by these master workmen! 
Oh, no! The navy-yard became the receptacle 
of men unfit for other labor, governed by master 
workmen who acted as the agents of members 
of Congress; and then, in their turn, were over- 
run by constant demands for employment in the 
navy-yard, as a reward of party services. ‘The 
letters of these members, published in the report 
and testimony, show that even the Secretary of 
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the Navy and a commodare of the Navy were 
called upon to settle disputes as to, whether this 
member or that member controlled the largest 
number of petty appointments. . 

There were a number of these letters, showing 
that members of Congress, in order to get their 
fair share of patronage, were compelled by their 
constituents to go begging and threatening these 
master workmen; and every one of these gentle- 
men who came before the committee stated, with 
a frankness for which I give them credit, that the 
system was destructive of all discipline in the 
navy-yards; and some of them said that it would 
be far better to dispense with navy-yards alto- 
gether rather than that system should be con- 
tinued. The report furnishes an ample detail of 
the grossest abuses; and, in the face of them, I 
ask if any member of the House can vote against 
this third resolution? 

Lask the Clerk to read the fourth resolution. 

It was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President and Secretary of the Navy, 
by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders 
for contracts with the United States, and the effect of 
awarding contracts upon pending elections, have set an 
example dangerous to the public safety and deserving the 
reproof of this House, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Sir, I would not make the 
charge contained in this resolution without con- 
clusive proof; but the disclosures made in this in- 
vestigation, and especialiy the letters produced, 
leave no room for doubt. The most open appeals 
were made to the President and the Secretary to 
award large contracts to control pending clecuons 
for party services; and this by high officers of the 
Government, as well as the contractors them- 
selves. The brief time allowed me will only allow 
me to cite one or two out of numerous letters and 
personal appeals. 

William Norris made a bid to construct the 
machinery of a vessel for $126,000, and fortified 
his application by this letter to the Secretary. I 
will thank my friend from Indiana (Mr. Dunn] 
to read it. 

It was read, as follows: 

«On the score of politics, which I have never mentioned 
before, L have greater claims upon the Government than 
my competitors. Our shop, at Bush Hill, Philadelphia, 
was the first institution in this country that raised the ban- 
ner of Buchanan and Breckinridge. The day after the 
nomination we raised the standard, with full-length por- 
traits of the President and Vice President; and at the elec- 
tion our shop furnished seven hundred and sixty-four votes 
for them. Notwithstanding the present monetary depres- 
sion, we gave three hundred and twelve votes for the Ad- 
ministration at the last election. We have supported the 

arty with material aid by thousands of dollars, aud worked 

hard, as any of the party in Philadelphia will testify”? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Did he get the contract? 

Mr.SHERMAN. WNo,sir;he didnot, Now, 
I will read the letter of the man who did get the 
contract. Norris’s competitors were Ready, Neafic 
& Co, Among the letters sent on behalf of Nor- 
ris, was one from the collector of the port of Phil- 
atelphia, Mr. Baker. To counteract these let- 
ters, Ready & Co. relied on the active exertions 
of Mr. Witte, a Democratic ex-member of Con- 
gress, who was to receive five per cent. on the 
contract, and who came here and managed the 
thing personally. The testimony, in his case, 
shows very clearly the functions of ‘a lobby 
agent.” Among the letters sent on behalf of 
Ready & Neafie was this onc: 

oA few weeks since I was requested by Mr. William 
Norris to state in a letter to you my knowledge of the po- 
litical character of the locomotive establishment of Messrs. 
R. Norris & Son of Philadelphia, which I did; but I did 
not intend to convey the impression (as I learn has been 
the case) that the marine engine works of Messrs. Ready, 
Neatic & Co. were not of the same political creed, whoia 
I know by reputation, and it is proper to say, is of the 
highest character.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this letter of the collector, 
certifying to the political qualities of Ready, Nea- 
fic & Co., and the active agency of Witte, were 
on one side, and a whole series of political letters 
on the other. How far they influenced the award- 
ing of the contract, we have not pretended to say. 
I only say that the fact of these letters being re- 
ceived and considered and filed in the Department 
as proper recommendations is a grave offense. 


185 


States cannot prevent his friends from writing 
party letters. If this letter had simply been re- 
ceived by the President, and nothing said about 
it, we never would have brought it here in judg- 
ment against him. But after he received that let- 
ter—one of the most corrupting letters cver sent, 
suggesting the most corrupting ideas ever sub- 
mitted toa high officer of the Government—he 
indorsed the letter. Let me read it: 


PHILADELPHIA, September 13, 1858. 

Dear Sm: I venture tosuggest to you the importance of 
awarding the contracts for the machinery of the sloop now 
building at the navy-yard at this time, and if it ean be done 
without prejudice tothe public service, to Merrick & Sons. 
Theirs is the only establishment in the first district which 
employs a large number of mechanics ; at this time, three 
hundred and ninety; when in full force, four hundred and 
filty. 

he managing partners (Mr. M.,sr., being absent, in bad 
health) are tull of energy, straining every nerve to keep 
their force during this depression, and, in ro faras I know, 
the only old Whigs of any influence in that d et who 
are in favor of the reélection of Colonel FLORENCE. 

1 know, from former experience, the value of 
ence, and feel persuaded that it is the interest of the Dem- 
Oeratic party to increase it. 

The first distriet will, E hope, be carried in any event, 
but with that shop at work, ful-handed, two weeks prior 
to the election, the result would, T think, be placed be- 
yond all doubt. 

With much respect, W. C. PATTERSON. 
The PRESIDENT. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, here is the proposition sub- 
mitted to the President of the United States in 
regard to a doubtful district 

Mr. FLORENCE. Not at all doubtful. It 
was never doubtfal. ` 

Mr.SHERMAN. A doubtful district, in which 
the gentleman [Mr FLorence] came Very nearly 
being beaten. 

Mr. FLORENCE. But not from any influ- 
ence of this kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN, While an clection was pend- 
ing fora Representative to this House, a gentle- 
man in high position in Philadelphia writes a let- 
ter to the President of the United States suggest- 
ing that, to secure the election of a political friend 
of the President, it would go a good way to give 
a contract for over one hundred thousand dollars 
to certain old-line Whigs, so that this work might 
be in full operation on the day of election. And 
how is this suggestion received? Suppose, sir, 
that you, exercising the high position of Speaker 


of this House, should be told that if you were to į 


pass one of the numerous unjust demands upon 
your table it would enable a certain man to be re- 
elected to Congress. Suppose a corrupt propo- 
sition of that kind should be made to you, sir. 
Suppose you should say to a judge upon the 
bench: “decide this way, and your party and 
my party will be benefited by that decision.” 
That is precisely the proposition, because these 
contracts were required by law to be given to the 
lowest bidder. 
made to the President of the United States, and 
what did he do with it? Did he reject it? Lask 
you what old Andrew Jackson would have done? 
what George Washington would have done? 
Who would connect the names of those men with 
such transactions as this? And yet the President 
of the United States, in his own handwriting, de- 
liberately indorsed that letter two days after its 


date, as follows: 
September 15, 1858. 
The inclosed letter from Colonel Patterson, of Philadel- 


phia, is submitted to the attention of the Secretary of the | 
5.2 


Navy. J 
That is the only case in which a letter was thus 
carefully indorsed. Letters were sent to the Pres- 


ident and found their way into the Navy Depart- 


Here, then, was a suggestion | 
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ment; but this was the only letter tbat received 
the personal indorsement ant sanction of the Pres- 
ident. Now, do you pretend to say that the Pres- 
ident had not read the letter? When I first saw 
that indorsement, I thought it must have ‘been 
done by some clerk, or some one connected with 
the office; but we sent for the original document, 
and it provéd to be in the handwriting of thé Pres- 
ident. Now, what is the effect of that? Here 
was a corrupt proposition made to the President 
of the United States.. He submits it to a high 
officer of the Government, who has the duty of 
awarding contracts in pursuance of law. ‘The 
law required these contracts to be awarded to the 
lowest bidder without regard to political influence 
or any other considerations. I do not know 
whether this contract was given under political 
influences or not; but mark you, the contract was 
given toa higher bidder than the Novelty Tron 
Works, of New York, admitted to be among the 
best, if not the best, marine engine builders in the 
world. Now, I ask whether this thing ought not 
to be condemned by this House? I will not go 
over the various letiers which have been produced 
in testimony to show that this thing was com- 
mon, and extended down to the lowest patronage 
in the navy-yards. Iwill now ask my fellow- 
members to read the fourth resolution again; and 
l appeal to every candid and fair-minded man if 
he can vote against that resolution with this rec- 
ord before him. 
I now ask for the reading of the fifth resolution. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the appointment, by the Sceretary of the 
Navy, of Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of 
a board of engineers to report upon proposals for constryict- 
ing machinery for the United States, the said Martin at the 
time being pecuniarily interested in some of said propo- 
sals, is hereby censured by this House. i 
Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia said that the letter of the President, and 
these various political letters, could not possib} 
have influenced this award, because it was made 
by engineers in the employment of the United 
States; men who were independent of the Presi- 
dent, although they held their offices substan- 
tially at his pleasure. Bear it in mind, that one 


| of these enginecrs was himself interested in every 


award that was made; he had a patent fora boiler; 


| and whenever a proposal for a contract was made, 


and the specifications did not include his patent 
boiler, worth to him $1,000, it was invariably 
rejected; and yet no notice waa given to the pub- 
lic that this would be required, ov all these men 
might have included it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman is mistaken on 
apointoffact. Mr. Martin himself recommended 
one of these contracts that did not include His 
patent. The first of the Norfolk cases did not 
include it, and he recommended that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I may be wrongin that. In 
regard to one of the sloops, the contract was not 
awarded until some weeks afterwards; and in the 
second bids, which were not submitted to Martin, 
Martin’s boiler was not included. But, at any 
rate, even according to the admission of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, seven out of eight of the 
awards contained substantially a bid, a bribe, or 
an inducement—I do not care what you call it; I 
donot want to use offensive terms—to the amount 
of $1,000 to Martin to give the contracts to men 
who had included his patentas part of their speci- 
fications. And yet he was continued in employ- 
ment. Whether he is now in the service of the 
United States I do not know; but I ask you 
whether this does not need a rebuke; whether our 
handgare to be tied, while the money appropriated 
by us is thus perverted from its true purpose, by 
constitutional scruples, or constititional quibbles, 
or technical points? Norcan the Secretary evade 
the impropriety of this matter,as he was directly 


i! informed of the interest of Martin, Martin him- 


self distinctly testifies that before he was appointed 
a member of the board he informed the Secretary 
of his interest in a patent boiler, but was still 
appointed. i 

Í have now called your attention to some of the 
leading facts in this case. I suppose that this 
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book of testimony has. never yet been fairly ex- 
amined by. members of this House. [t contains 
many other things on which [will not comment, 
because | have confined my remarks to the reso- 
lutions pending... I now ask the judgment of the 
House whether these resolutions.are well founded 
or not; and whether I was not justificd—nay, 
whether if was not my bounden duty—to bring 
this subject before this House for its vote. 
would bave considered myself derelict in the duty 
which I owe to my constituents, who have no 
favors to ask here, if I had not brought this 
subject before the House. It is for you to say 
whether the public morals and the truth of history 
do not demand the adoption of these resolutions. 
I now call the previous question. 
MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE. 

A message was reevived from the Senate, by the 
hands of Mr. Parros, one of its elerks, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendmentof the House to the bill of the House 
to incorporate the National Gallery and School 
of Arts in the District of Columbia. 

Also, that the Senate had passed, without 


amendment, the bill of the House for the relief of 


Anson Dart. 


Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amend- | 


ment of the House to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill to facilitate communication between 
the Atlantic and Pacific States by electric tele- 
graph, with amendments; in which he wasdirected 
tousk the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the bill of the 
House making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of Government for the year ending June 
30, 1861, with forty-five amendments; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, the follow- 
ing resolutions; when the Speakersigned the same: 

A resolution (S. No. 5) for supplying the Choc- 
taw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw nations with such 
copies of the laws, Journals, and public printed 
documents as are furnished to the States and 
Territories; 

A resolution (8. No. 34) in relation to the 
works of the exploring expedition; and 

A. resolution (S. No, 35) providing for the ob- 
servation of the eclipse of the sun, which will 
occur on the 18th day of July next. 


NAVAL CONTRACTS—- AGAIN. 


Mr. SICKLES. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN, How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 1 will yield to the gentle- 
man from New York for those five minutes, with 
the understanding that he will renew the call for 
the previous question, 

Mr. SICKLES. I cannot in five minutes an- 
swer an argument of one hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There has been one speech 
on each side. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman has referred 
to the New York navy-yard, and to my connec- 
tion with it, and has made it the subject of argu- 
ment and accusation, and I have a right to be 
heard before the previous question is pressed here. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I made no reference to the 
gentleman from New York, except to allude to 
his testimony. Í insist on the dernand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. SICKLES. I do not think the gentleman 
has said a great deal, but he has tried to say 
{Shouts of “Order? on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. TI have called the previous 
question, 

Mr. MILLSON. I hope the gentleman will 
recollect that I was on the floor day before yes- 
terday, when this question was postponed, and 
that I yielded, at the request of the gentleman 


from Ohio, with the understanding that when it | 


came up to-day, the consideration should be re- 
sumed exactly where it was leftthatday. Ithink, 
therefore, that Tam entitled to be heard. If the 

entleman will withdraw the previous question for 
that purpose, I will net occupy above ten minutes, 


and I am willing to be limited to that time. 
Mr, SHE RMAN. There has been one speech 


ae 


made on each side, and I do not think we had bet- 
ter occupy more time with it. I presume there 
will be no objection to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia occupying ten minutes after the previous 


| question has been ordered. 


Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers upon sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barr and 
Humpmney were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes ninety; no further count being demanded. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question. f want to see 
who will vote for cutting off discussion. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Sodol. Gentlemen take 
opportunities to assail members of this House, 
and then they deny them any opportunity of de- 
fending themselves. [Crics of ‘ Order !”’] 

The yeas and nays were ordered, f 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 101, nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chartes F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Wil- 
lam ©. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Sam- 
uel S. Blair, Blake, Brayton, ow, Banton, Burlin- 
gune, Butterfield, Campbell, Carcy, Carter, Case, Colfax, 
Covode, Curtis, H. Winter 1 A 
Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Etheridge, 
Farnsworth, fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gil- 
mer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, 
Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, irvine, 
Juukin, Francis W. Kellogg, William iCcllogg, Kenyon, 


Killinger, De Witt C. Leach, Lec, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- 


ton, McKean, McKnight, MePherson, Millward, Laban Ts, if 


Moore, Moorbead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, 
Olin, Perry, Peuit, Porier, Potter, Pore, Quarles, Christo- 
pher Robinson, Royce, Sherman, Spinuer, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, hayer, 


Theaker, Tompkins, ‘Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van | 


Wyck, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader O. Washburn, Eltibu 
i Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, aud Woodrut!— 
wi. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Bocock, 
Bonham, Bouligny, Boyee, Burch, Barnett, Clapton, Cobb, 
Jopn Cochrane, Burtou Craige, Crawford, Curry, David- 
son, Dimmick, Edmundson, Mnelish, Florenee, Fouke, 
Garett, Gartrch, J. Morioun Harris, Joba 'P. Harris, 
Hatton, Holman, Juekson, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Larra 
bee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, 
D. Martin, Elbert 5. Martin, Maynard, MeQueen, 
itson, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. 
Morris, Nelsou, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Rutiin, Rust, Seott, Sickles, 
Simus, Singteton, William N. H. smith, James A. Stew- 
art, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Vance, Whiteley, and Wright—71. 

So the main question was ordered to be put. 


Before the vote was announced, 


Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, stated that his col- 


leacucs, Messrs. Cox and HeLmicg, had paired. | 


Mr. RICE stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Mixes until Saturday. 


Mr. GRAHAM stated that Messrs. Woop and j 


Kuxger had paired for the day. 

Mr, LEACH, of Michigan, said his colleague, 
Mer. Warprox, had been unwell for several days, 
and had paired with Mr. Nor 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he had paired 
with Mr. Scuwartz, who was unwell as wellas 
himself. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, said he had paired 
with his colleague, Mr. Brarr, upon these reso- 
lutions, 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, and Mr. WAL- | 


TON stated that if they had been within the bar 
when their names were called, they would have 
voted in the affirmative. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. HATTON. Mr. Speaker, itis suggeste 
that the gentleman from Virginia on my right 
[Mr. Mison} had the floor the day before yes- 
terday, when these resolutions were postponed; 


am willing, so far as I am concerned, that he 
should have the opportunity, provided it is not 
taken out of the hour to which I am entitled 
under the rules. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 


| ginia will be allowed to proceed, if there be no 


objection. 


Mr. MILLSON. On day before yesterday, 


while I was on the floor, I yielded at the request | 
of the gentleman from Ohio, stating at the time ij 


that when the question was resumed, the pro- 


cecdings would be taken up at the point at which į 
they were left. Now, sir, I desire to occupy ten 


minutes upon this question, and [am willing the 
Chair shall limit me to that time. 


Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected, perhaps, i} 


that on the introduction of these resolutions, I 
expressed the opinion that it was not competent 


s, dobn G. Davis, Dawes, | 


| clusions, there it stopped. 


for this House to pass judgment upon anybody 
or anything on evidence taken by a committee 
appointed by a former Congress. Since then I 
have seen the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, 
published inthis morning’s paper, and his views 
and arguments on this point are so-identical with 
those I had submitted that it might be supposed 
I had read that letter, or at least had had some 
communication with the Secretary of the Navy. 
I can only say that I had no communication with 
that officer; that [had not seen his letter, nor did 
I know of the existence of such a letter. But it 
occurred to me instantly that the committee had 
invited this House to do a most extraordinary 
act. 

Some resolutions which were presented by the 
gentleman from Ohio in the last Congress, were 
submitted by him to the present Congress, and re- 
ferred, upon his motion, to the Committee on Ex- 
pendituresin the Navy Department. These reso- 
lutions were not, in the last Congress, reported 
from any committee; they were the views of the 
gentleman from Ohioalone. A’committee, inapar- 
llamentary sense, is a unit. In parliamentary lan- 
guage, we know nothing of the majority or the mi- 
nority of a committee. A committee is one and 
indivisible, That committee was charged by the 
last Congress with the duty of making certain in- 
quiries. They discharged their duty; they made 
their report, and upon the presentation of their re- 
port, it appears that so faras the inquiry had been 
prosecuted, there was noground forimpeachment, 
for censure, or for other punishment. There the 
matter ended. Now, in the present Congress, a 
standing committee of the House, without power 
to send for persons and papers, without having 
any documents or evidence referred to them, hav- 
ing nothing referred to them except certain reso- 
lutions, report back these resolutions, which, upon 
examination, appear to be condemnatory of two 
high officers of the Government. 

Now the question ig, can this be done? [have 
neither the information nor the time to go into an 
inquiry as to the facts of this case, In the last 
Congress it became the duty of the members to 
examine the evidence; but I undertake to say that 
the evidence has not been examined by ten mem- 
bers of this TIouse. Sir, this committee had not 


| even the power to reéxamine the witnesses who 


were then introduced; and now, to make the re- 
sults to which a former committee arrived the 
basis of an impeachment or attack upon official 
character, by the present Congress, is wholly un- 
preeedented. The House must remember’ that 
when a former committee discharged its duty, and 
had procured evidence enough to justify jts con- 
If they had not evi- 
dence enough to satisfy them they would have 


| gone further. If the gentleman from Tennessee 


had becn a member of that committee, and a ma- 
jority of the committee had entertained unfriendly 
views of the case upon the evidence taken, the 
committee might have gone on to take more; but 
they did what every reasonable committee would 
do—they stopped when they had enough to sat- 
isfy their own minds. And now for another 
court—for the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department stands, as to this case, in the 
position of another court—to reopen the case of 
the former committee, to the extent of taking their 
evidence where they leftit, and proceeding to form 
their own judgment upon it, is as unjust as it 
would be when a judge, in deciding a case, stopped 
the case when his own mind was satisfied, for 


sy judge subsequently to say: ‘ ill te 
-and as he desires to say something upon them, 1 j another yea n eal 


up the case where my predecessor left it, and I 


| will not obtain or hear even the additional testi- 
| mony which my predecessor would, perhaps, 


easily have procured if his own doubts had not 
already been removed.” 

Itis avery common proceeding in a court of 
justice for a judge inclining to one side of a ques- 
tion to say to the counsel retained on that side, 
“you need notargue the case. Iwill hear coun- 
sel upon the other side.” And when he has heard 
counsel upon the other side, he decides the ques- 
tion, Now, if another judge should undertake 
to reopen the case without authority, and to hear 
nothing but the fragment of the argument ad- 
dressed by the counsel whe had been stopped by 
his predecessor, everybody would exclaim against 
the absurdity’and the injustice of the proceeding. 
But that is precisely what is sought to be done 
here. This conimittee, acting only upon evidence 
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reported to another House, undertakes to form an 
opinion adverse to the conclusion to which that 
committee had arrived, and which that committee 
had reported to the House, although if that com- 
mittee had notarrived at that conclusion, the prob- 
ability is that they would have gone on with more 
evidence to remgye all possible doubt from the 
mind of the most'skeptical. This committee had 
no evidence before them atall. They had noth- 
ing but printed documents. They had no authority 
to. summon a single witness examined by the last 
Congress. In reading the papers from which 
alone they obtained their information, they were 
but reading public documents, and they had as 
much authority to read a history, or a newspaper, 
as to read those documents as evidence upon 
which this House could come to a conclusion con- 
demnatory of the official acts of a public officer. 
For these reasons, I hold that such a course 

would be setting a most dangerous precedent, and 
it is in that point of view that I regard this case as 
most important. It would bea dangerous prece- 
dent, and certainly a mischievous one, for the pres- 
ent Congress to receive the evidence reported to 
another, and make it the foundation of a solemn 
procedure like this, when this Congress has no 
control over the committee by which that evidence 
was taken and reported. You may, if you please, 
revive the investigation. You may ordera reéx- 
amination of the witnesses; but no sugh order has 
been made by this House. We have given them 
no such power, and we have not even referred to 
them the printed papers which they have treated 
as evidence. 
_-' The committee then have come to their con- 

clusions upon nothing but a document to be found 
in the collection of printed documents, and they 
would not have found it there but for the policy 
of the House in taking care of its public archives. 

I therefore protest against the proceedings, with- 
_ out going at all into the merits of the questions 
involved in the resolutions. Gentlemen may call 
it a plea to the jurisdiction; but it is a protest 
against the authority of the House to arraign any 
public agent and condemn him upon mere histor- 
ical evidence. The President and Secretary have 
had no opportunity to defend themselves betore 
this committee. They had the opportunity of 
making such explanations and sending such evi- 
dence as they desired, before tlre last committee, 
aiid they availed themselves of it, and were ab- 
solved by that committee. Now they are sought 
tobe condemned after having been deliberately 
absolved from censure before the only body which 
has had their official conduct properly under con- 
sideration. 

did not intend to go into any observations 
upon the resolutions themselves, and 1 will only 
oy that that relating to the navy-yards docs not 
affect me nor my constituents in the remotest de- 
sree. Although I represent a district in which 
there is a navy-yard, neither my connection with 
any patronage at the navy-yard, nor any alleged 
abuse at the navy-yard T represent, has been at 
all connected with this inquiry. | 


ENROLLED BILL. / 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- i 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, an act H. i 
R. No. 220) for the relief of Anson Dart; hen | 
the Speaker signed the same. ! 


NAVAL CONTRACTS—-AGAIN. 
Mr, HATTON. The 
of most of what we have fend from the Admin- | 
istration benches upon the subject before us, has 
Been to show thatthis House, whatever may have 
been the conduct of the President or his Secreta mg 
sf the Navy, can give no expression of disappro- | 
“bation of either, without being guilty of an in- | 
fringement upon executive prerogative. The hon- 
orable Secretary of the Navy himself modestly 
gays as much, in his communication addressed to 
me, two days since, which has been printed by 
order of the House, and handed to members this | 
morning. 
Now, sir, 1 will have no argument with the 


Secretary, nor with those who are of counsel for |; 


| 
him, upon this nicely-drawn plea in abatement ; 
to the jurisdiction of this House. Tam not to be 
diverted from the legitimate subject of discussion | 
by this ‘tub to the whale.” i 

That we possess the constitutional power to 


urpose, Mr. Speaker, || 


adopt these resolutions I have no doubt. The 
Committee of this House upon the Judiciary, at 


the present session, have considered this question, 
and have so decided; and the House, byan over- 
whelming majority—a majority composed ofmem- 
bers of all parties represented here—indorsed their 
decision. oes aah p 

That the existence of such a power should be 
denied to this body, will be, to those versed in 


legislative history. and. constitutional law, mat- 


ter of much surprise. It isa power which the 
legislative assemblies of monarchical, and even 
semi-despotic Governments have not hesitated to 
exercise in reference to their highest executive 
functionaries.. And in this free Government of 
ours, a characterizing feature of which isthe strict 
accountability to the people to which public offi- 
cers are intended to be held, shall this power in us, 
their immediate representatives, be questioned? 

The Secretary of the Navy—a Secretary at the 
head of a Department “from all the avenues of 
which,” according to high Democratic authority, 
“proceeds an insufferable stench’’—a Secretary 
at the head of a Department in which it is con- 
ceded, by men of all parties upon this floor, there 
is the greatest misrule and corruption—thatSecre- 
tary gravely announces to this House, in a com- 
munication to the chairman of one of its commit- 
tees, that if you attempt to exercise this power, 
by an expression of your disapprobation, you in- 
fringe upon the high prerogatives of the executive 
department of the Government! 

Mr.Speaker, weare called upon to vote millions 
of dollars each session of Congress to be expended 
in this Department; and when we have examined 
into the manner of its expenditure, and would 
express an opinion to the country as to whether 
it was done properly or not, we are met bya pro- 
test from the Secretary, denying to us the power, 
and reading to us a lceture for an attempt at its 
usurpation, and impertinently reminding us of 
our oaths of office, which he would intimate we 
are in danger of violating. That we have power 
to impeach him, the honorable Secretary gra- 
ciously informs us; but assumes we have no such 
intention. His assumption is without authority. 


. We determine our own action without consulting 


the Secretary; choosing our own mode of pro- 
cedure, feeling assured, if we have the power to 
impeach and put upon trial, we possess the lesser 
power to censure, Sir, does not the same power 
which authorizes me, as an individual member of 
this body, to express my opinion, whether of 
censure or commendation, of the Secretary, en- 
able the members of the House to record. their 
united judgment upon his acts? Does notthe ar- 
gument which denies the power to the House, seal 
my lips, and render any declaration of opinion on 
my part, as a Representative, an infraction of the 
Secretary ’s high prerogatives? How long will it 
be, sir, before we will be receiving from the heads 
of Departments communications Instructing us as 
to the extent they will permit us to speak of their 
public acts, and warning us, upon the penalty of 
their displeasure, against transcending the limits 
they may assign to us? 

l desire to refer to the authority cited by the 


| honorable gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Bocock] 


in support of the position of the Seeretary—the 
protest message which Genera! Jackson addressed 
to the Senate of the United States in the year 
1834, when certain resolutions were passed by that 
body reflecting upon his official conduct. Now, 
sir, I submit to that gentleman that he has mis- 
conceived the position assumed by President Jack- 
gop in that message. 1 have sent for it, and have 
it before me; and so far from denying this power 
to this House, he concedes it. He says: 

«is conduct [the Presidents] may come under review in 
either branci of the Legislature, ? and “ so far as the exec 
utive or legislative proceedings of these bodies may require 
it, it may be examined by them.?? 


Yet, as in the event of an impeachment, the 
members of the Senate were to constitute his 
judges, he objected to a prejudgment of the case 
by their adoption of a resolution of censure, de- 
claring that “ the Constitution made the House of 
Representatives the exclusive judges, in the first in- 
stance, of the question whether the President had 
committed an impeachable offense.” So much, 
Mr. Speaker, for this, the only authority relied on 
by the gentleman. . , 

Not wo prolong this argument, which I intended 
to have passed over more briefly when F rose, | 
will suggest to the gentleman tliat “ the three great 
men”—Clay, Calhoun, and Webster—were all 


decided in their opinion, that not only this Hous 
but-also the Senate, possessed the power in.qi 
tion. That such was their belief, the 
to the country in the most solemn hianher, 
united vote in the Senate, on tlie 28th March, 1834. 
These wise men thought we had the power. Gen" 
eral Jackson conceded it. I am ready to exercise | 
it. Ifin error, my responsibility.is to my con~, 
stituents. I owe it to them to perform fearlessly 

the duties they commissioned me to discharge: 
and amongst. the most important of these duties, 

I recognize that of detecting and exposing to the. 
country the frauds and the corruptions. of. those” 
in power, No protest from the Secretary shall deter. 
me. 

The real question before us is, have thè Presi- 
dent and Secretary done wrong; and if so, should 
we not say so by the adoption of these resolu- 
tions? Would their adoption do injustice to these 
officials? Ifso, we should, as honorable men, stop 
right here. I would scorn myself, and feel that- 
was unworthy the association of gentlemen, if I 
were capable, through party prejudice, of doing 
any man injustice, whether he be the President 
or his lowest menial. I would no less despise my- 
self if I should shrink from the performance of a 
duty I owe to those whom I represent, because it 
involved an exposure and condemnation of the 
President and a Cabinet officer. I say to honor- 
able gentlemen of all parties, “ You have to vote 
on these resolutions, if you do. not leave your 
seats and go from the Hall; you have to®ote. 
‘ay’ or ‘no; and it is due to yourselves and due 
to the officials involved, that you should compre- 
hend the facts on which you are called to pass.’” 
Are the allegations in the resolutions true or false? 

Lannounced the other day, to the honorable and 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia, that L was 
perfectly willing, in any argument we might have 
upon these resolutions, to confine myself strictly to 
the facts set forth in his own report, to sustain every 
position I should assume. This is certainly as 
much as he and his party friends could ask. The 
statements of facts are much fuller in my own re- 
port; still, that there may be no ground for com- 
plaint, E shall not refer to it, but confine myself to 
that of the gentleman from Virginia; and, in view 
of the facts set forth in that report, I challenge him 
to vote against these resolutions. l 

The fact charged in the first resolution is, ‘that 
the Secretary of the Navy, with the sanction of 
the President, abused his discretionary, power in 
the selection of a coal agent, and.in the purchase 
of fuel for the Government.” The law under 
which this agency is created requires the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to make the appointment. It 
gives no such power to the President. Who made 
thc appointment of Dr. Hunter? The President 
of the United States made it—and why? Because, 
as the Secretary of the Navy said, it was a Penn- 
sylvania appointment, and because Dr. Hunter 
was recommended as ‘a sound, active, and influ- 
ential Demoerat.’? The Secretary of the Navy 
not so jealous as now of his prerogatives, surren- 
dered his power of appointment into the hands of 
the President in order that he might reward a po- 
litical partisan. Is that, or is it not, an abuse of 
discretion? I submit that it is.” And who was 
Dr. Hunter, the man thus appointed? . The gen- 
tleman from Virginia said that there was, in the 
hands of the Sceretary of the Navy and of the 
President, evidence that this man Elunter was 
“eminently qualified for the position.” He is 
mistaken. There was no such evidence before 
the President. There was a certificate contain- 
ing this phrascology I have quoted, and saying 


i he was competent, and that his appointment 


would be highly gratifying to the Democracy of 
his county. This certificate was signed, amongst 
others, by one who was to be a partner with Dr. 
Hunter if he got the contract. And that he was 
to be a partner was known to the President and 


| Secretary of the Navy. That is the character of 


Dr. Hunter’s recommendation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have shown that the 
Secretary violated his trust, in surrendering to the 
President the power to make this appointment, 
which the law required himto make. We have 
shown the grounds upon which he was appointed. 
The next question is, was it a proper and fit, ap- 

ointment to be made? Let the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bococx] answer. He, in his re- 
ho was. then, and is 


port, says that Hunter, w 
Pennsyl- 


still, a practicing physician in Reading; 
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vania, was “utterly worthless as an agent, and 
that his partner was but little, if any, better. The 
whole business of the agency was. surrendered 
by Hanter into the hands of Stone, Tyler & Co. 
This firm furnished the coal—were the parties 
that sold the coal tö the Government. They filled 
the double office of salesmen to the Government 
and agent for the Government, without any one 
to see whether they acted fairly or corruptly. 
Was that an abuse? 

“Again, Mr. Speaker, I submit that in this re- 
port, made by the honorable gentleman from Vir- 

inia, there is proof that the Government of the 
Gnited States paid exorbitant prices for this coal— 
the amount charged by Stone, Tyler & Co., these 
venders to, and, atthe same time, agents for the 
Government, charging largely more than the price 
at which other responsible parties proposed to 
furnish it. 

Again, it is in proof in the gentleman’s report, 
that Dr. Hunter performed no service; that his part- 
ner, Mr. Smith, performed but little, if any; that 
they were absolutely ‘‘ useless as agents;”” yet it 
is in proof that they were paid by the Govern- 
ment at the rate of $14,000 perannum. Was that 
right or was itwrong? Honorable gentlemen are 
to vote onthis resolution. Letthem decide whether 
it was an abuse or not. 

The next resolution declares: 

_« Phat the contract made by the Secretary with William 
C. N.,Switt, for the delivery of live-oak, was made in vio- 
Jationf Jaw, and in a manner unusual, improper, and in- 
jurious to the public service.” 

Before I determined upon the report which I 
have made, I examined critically the phraseology 
of every line of every one of these resolutions, to 
see whether it was ju8tified by the proof, and I 
now wish to show you that the evidence contained 
in the report of the honorable member from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bococx] justifies me in saying, that 
this contract with Swift was ** in violation of law;”’ 
that it was ** unusual;” that it was * improper;”’ 
and that it was “ injurious tothe public service.” 
Was it “in violation of law?’ 1 say it was pal- 
pably so, and I challenge the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia to confront me now witha denial, 
if he does not admit my proposition. 

The law requires all timber to be bought by 
what is called “t open purchase,” or by advertise- 
ment for bids. Was it purchased by open con- 
tract? No; the Secretary told Swift that he had 
no right to purchase it in that way; there being 
no such necessity for the timber as would justify 
him in purchasing without advertisement. 

Did be conform to the law relating to purchases 
by advertisement? What is that? Advertise- 
ments shall be made for bids, and the contract 
given to the lowest bidder. Was Swift the low- 
est bidder? He was not.’ A number of parties 
underbid him. These parties, however, failed to 
comply with their contracts for want of time. 
Under the law, what then was to bedone? This 
ig the statute: 

In case the lowest bidder shall fail to enter into such 
contract and give such security within a reasonable time, 
to be fixed’ in such advertiscment, then the contract shall 
be given to the next lowest bidder, who shall enter into such 
contract and give such security. °—Lrightly, p. 677. 

Now, did the Secretary give the contract to the 
next lowest bidder? He did not. But, in viola- 
tion of law, without any notice whatever to the other 
bilders, he summarily annulled the contracts he had 
made, and gave them to Swift. Again: the contract 
made with Swift was dated the 23d of September, 
1858. At what time, according to the only adver- 
tisement made, was the timber to be delivered? 
Half of it on the Ist of September, 1858; twenty- 
two days before the contract to deliver it was made! 
There was no pretense, then—none whatever— 
that the contract made with Swift was in accord- 
ance with the advertisement; for the time for the 
delivery of the timber had actually passed before the 
contract was entered into. ‘Then it was made with- 
outreference to anyadvertisement. Butheadmit- 
ted he had no right to purchase without it; and, 
of course, when he did it, it was done in vielation 
of law. / 

‘Was there anything unusual in this contract? 
The honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Bo- 
cock,] in his report, (p. 32,) states that— 

«The asual time allowed contractors for live-oak is one 
and two years; because, unlike other timber, it is rarely 
kept on hand by Jumbermen, and generally has to be cut 
near the coasts of the Gulf of Mexico. after the contracts 
are made; and being esteemed more valuable when cut 


between the Ist of November and Ist of March, one winter 
season, at least, is allowed for that purpose.”” 

What time was, by the advertisement, allowed 
for the fulfillment of this contract?’ It was to be 
delivered on the Ist of.September—half of it— 
to quote the language of the report of the gen- 
tleman from. Virginia, [Mr. Bococx]—‘‘ about 
twenty days after the contracts were completed.” 
Yes, sir, instead of one and two years being al- 
lowed, as was usual; in this instance for the fill- 
ing of half of the contract twenty days only were 
allowed. 

Was there anything ‘* improper” in the manner 

in which this contract was made? Facts stated 
in the report of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bococx] shall furnish my answer. In that report 
it is stated that Swift & Bigler had a large quan- 
tity of timber at certain of the navy-yards, which 
was unusually small in size, and of such charac- 
ter that they had not been able to dispose of it. 
Swift had the largest quantity. They saw the 
Secretary of the Navy, and triéd to get him to buy 
it at open purchase without advertisement. He 
said hecould not do that, there being no pressing 
necessity for the timber, to justify him. It was, 
however, agreed between them that an advertise- 
ment should be made for one hundred and fifty 
thousand feet of the very kind of timber that Swift 
& Bigler had at the yards, and that the time 
should be made so short that no one could compete 
with then—they being, as the Secretary-knew, the 
only persons who had any of this description of 
timber at the yards. It was agreed that Swift 
should putin a bid, at which the timber was to be 
bought, and that Bigler should bid also, but at 
higher figures. The contract was to be given to 
Swift, and he was to take all of Bigler’s timber and 
put it in with his, and at the same price. It is 
admitted that the quantity of timber bought of 
Swift was not needed, and that a great part of it 
is still lying in the yards untouched. Itis stated 
urther, in the report of the gentleman, [Mr. Bo- 
cocx,] (p. 33.,) by way of explanation of the Sec- 
retary ’s extraordinary conduct in awarding this 
contract to Swift in the manner he did, that— 

“ Swift was an ardent friend of the present Administra- 
tion, and had expended his mouey freely (more than ten 
thousand dollars) to aid the election of Mr. Buchanan. dt 
was known to the Secretary that he had been liberal, as 
proved by George Plitt, and it was natural he should have 
a kind regard for him.’? 

Now, sir, in conclusion upon this point, I state 
that the report of the gentleman from Virginia 
contains proof, beyond all controversy or cavil, that 
there was a glaring and corrupt collusion and 
combination between the Secretary and Swift— 
this “ardent friend of the Administration’’— 
which prevented all competition for the contract 
for this timber, and that it was centered into by 
the Secretary to prevent competition, and to se- 
cure, regardless of the public interest, the contract 
to Swift as compensation for partisan services, 
Was that proper or ‘“‘improper?? Gentlemen 
who have to vote upon these resolutions must 
decide. 


Was this contract ** injurious to the public ser- | 


vice?” Itisin proof, by Mr. Lenthall, chief of 
the Bureau of Construction, that the shortness of 
the time allowed to contractors in the advertise- 
ment, made to secure the contract to Swift, caused 
the bids to be some fifteen per cent. bigher than 


they otherwise would have been, resulting in a | 
loss to the Government of some $25,000. Was | 
not this contract, then, sir, ‘€ made in violation of | 


law, and in a manner unusual, improper, and 
injurious to the-public service??? 

I call the attention of this House to the third 
resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the distribution, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of the patronage in the navy-yards among members 
of Congress, was destructive of discipline, corrupting in its 
influence, and highly injurious to the public service.” 

I ask the special attention of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia to what I have to say upon 
this resolution, and I challenge him to deny, what 


olution is fully warranted by evidence furnished by 
his own report. 

The first allegation is, that the distribution of 
patronage in the navy-yards among members of 


Congress was ‘destructive of discipline.” The | 


gentleman from Virginia, upon the 6th and 7th 
pages of his report, says expressly that this dis- 
tribution of patronage in the navy-yards has re- 
sulted in idleness, in disregard of duty, and, in 


1 


gencral, in insubordination. Į take it for granted 
that he knew what he was saying; that he meant 
precisely what he deliberately penned in his re- 
ort. 

F Was it “ corrupting in its influence??? On the 
6th page of the gentleman’s report will be found 
the evidence that it was, whee he states that 
“men have been appointed, under this system, 
without due regard to their qualifications, and re- 
tained sometimes after they had shown themselves > 
unworthy. "They learned to rely, in part, ona 
strong friend to retain them,” instead of relying 
on “ meritorious services.” Again, on the same 
page, he says: 

“The system of appointing and retaining men in the 
yard upon political influence works great evil.” 

The låst allegation in this resolution is: “ that 
it was injurious to the public service.” Phe hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia, on pages 6and 7 
and 8 of his report, furnishes abundant proof that 
it was highly injurious to the public service; and 
himself admits the fact. Then, sir, I submit, 
without additional argument, that I have the hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia standing side by 
side with me in saying that each and every one of 
these allegations are true; and I leave it with gen- 
tlemen to say whether, with these facts staring 
them in the face, they can vote “no” upon the 
resolution. How can the gentleman from Virginia 
vote “no?” e 

Upon the facts he cannot. And this being so, 
we can understand why it is that technical objec- 
tions are thrown in our way. First comes the 
Secretary and the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bocock,]} the recognized leader of his party on 
this floor, with a plea in abatement to the juris- 
diction of this body, denying that we have any 
right to consider these propositions, much less 
to pass upon them by a vote, Then, the gentle~ 
man who immediately preceded me-—the honor- 
able member from Virginia, [Mr. Miuisow]—a 
gentleman, permit me to say, for whose distin- 
guished ability and personal worth I entertain the 
highest respect—rises in his place, and files a reg- 
ular plea of the statute of limitations, declaring 
that ‘the time has passed,” and that we cannot 
properly act upon any proof taken at the last Con- 
gress affecting the character of the Secretary. The 
point is so nice, it is difficult of comprehension, 

he admitted reasoning capacity of the gentle- 
man has not enabled him to make an argumentin 
its support even plausible in its character. Very 
certain I feel that, had the honorable Secretary 
and his friends not regarded his case as a desper- 
ate one, no such plea would have been filed and 
relied upon in argument. 

But to those who may suppose there is more 
weight in this suggestion than I have been dis- 
posed to give to it, I refer to a case directly in 

oint, occurring in the Senate of the United States, 
in 1859-53. By resolution of 6th August, 1852, a 
committee was raised to investigate certain alleged 
abuses in various Departments of the Govern- 
ment. A large amount of testimony was taken, 
involving serious charges of malfeasance in office; 
but the session of Congress closed before the 
committee reported. At the next session—a ses- 
sion, too, of a new Congress—a report was made, 
and without objection, upon the testimony taken 


|| during the past Congress. 


Thé fourth resolution is as follows: 

“Resolved, That the President and Secretary of the Navy, 
by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders 
for contracts with the United States, and the effect of 
awarding contracts upon pending elections, have set an 
example dangerous to the public safety, and deserving the 
rgpfoof of this House.” 

Can the language of this resolution be justified 
by anything in the report of the gentleman from 
Virginia? ‘In that report I find a letter from W. 
C. Patterson, of Philadelphia, addressed to Mr. 
Buchanan, asking that the contract for the ma- 
chinery of a sloop, building at the navy-yard at 
Philadelphia, may be awarded to Merrick & Sons, 


Paar Ee | from which I read the following: 
I now allege, that each specific allegation in this res- || i 2 


“Theirs (Merrick & Sons) is the only establishment in 
the first district which employs a large number of mechan- 
ics ; at this time, three hundred and ninety; when in full 
work, four hundred and fitty. 

“The managing partners (Mr. 


M., sr., being absent in bad 
health) are full of ener 


straining every nerve to keep 
their foree during this de ion; and, in so far as I know, 
the only old Whigs of any influence in that district who are 
in favor of the reélection of Colonel Florence. 

“I know, from former experience, the value of that influ- 
ence, and feel persuaded that it is the interest of the Dem- 
ocratic party to increase it. 
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<“ The first district will, T kope, be carried in any event, but 
with that shop at work full-handed two weeks prior to the 
election, the result would, I think, be placed beyond all 


doubt. ; 
“ With much respect, W. C. PATTERSON. 


“The PRESIDENT? 


Upon the letter is the following indorsement 
written, as the gentleman’s report shows, by- the 
President himself: 

September 15, 1858. 


The tnclosed letter from Colonel Patterson, of Phil- 
adelphia, is submitted to the attention of the Secretary of 
the Navy. J. B. 

The gentleman, in the report, says the writing 
of such a letter “cannot be too strongly con- 
demned;’’ but, he asks, shall the President and 
Secretary be blamed for the act of Colonel Pat- 
terson? and insists that there is no proof that they 
were influenced by it to give the contract to Mer- 
rick & Sons. Sir, itis not for receiving this letter 
that I blame the President, but for the consideration 
he gave it, and for submitting it to the Secretary of 
the Navy, with an indorsement, in his own hand- 
writing, calling the attention of the Secretary to it. 

What is the proposition contained in the letter? 
It is to bribe the President and to bribe the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to give the contract to Mer- 
rick & Sons—the consideration, being the procure- 
ment of votes, to secure the election to this House 
ofa friend of the Administration. The Secretary 
of the Navy stood at the head of his Department 
as a judge to decide between these bidders for the 
contract; to determine, on his oath, as a judicial 
officer, to whom—looking exclusively to the pub- 
lic good—the contract should be given. What 
does the President do? He deliberately sits down, 
and by an indorsement in his own handwriting, 
in which he speaks familiarly of ‘ Colonel Patter- 
son, of Philadelphia,” calls the attention of the 
Secretary to a letter, in which it is stated that if 
the contract is given to Merrick & Sons, they will 
control the vote of their establishment for Colonel 
Frorence,a friend of the President, and certainly 
secure his clection to Congress. 

Who got the contract? 
they the lowest bidders? They were not. The 
Novelty Iron Works, the largest establishment of 
the kind in the Unitéd States, proposed to do the 
work for $4,000 less. Was Colonel FLORENCE 
elected ? He sits on my left here; whether elected 
by Merrick & Sons, I am not certainly informed. 

The fact of the President’s receiving this letter, 
of his considering it, and of indorsing it with his 
own hand, calling to it the attention of the Scere- 
tary of the Navy, has been made the subject of 
free comment and debate upon the other side of 
the Atlantic. The fact was stated, and clabo- 
rately commented upon by Earl Grey in an argu. 
ment upon the reform bill, delivered in the House 
of Lords, on the 19th of April of this year. Com- 
paring the character of the British Government 
with that of our own, he says, in speaking of the 
United States: 

“There has been an inquiry into the state of the Navy 
of the United States, and the resuitof that inquiry has been 
the publication of a mass of documents which, I am sure, 
no man can read without the greatest astonishment. Cou- 
tracts are proved to have been habitually and avowedly 
made to promote, not the interest of the public, but ef the 
individual, A physician is shown to have been appointed 
to be agent for the purchase of coal, who knew nothing 
about coal, who never did anything in the purchase of coal 
but signiug the certificates brought to him, and who re- 
ceived the appointment in order to share with others the 
profits of the contract. More than tbis: we have letters 
addressed to the highest officers of the Government, calling 
on them to grant contracts.to particular individuals for 
electioncering purposes.” 

E call attention to what he says of this Patterson 
letter. When I first read it my cheeks burned 
with shame and indignation—with shame, that 
my country should be the subject of such com- 
ments; with indignation at those who made it: 

“ One letter is addressed to Mr. Buchanan himself, urg- 
ing hin, in the strongest manner, to have the contract for 
the machinery of a steam slosp assigned to a particular 
house in Philadelphia, with a view to the election. There 
is no disguise. It is put openly that it is of importance, in 
the then state of the election, that the contract should be 
given to this particular house. I appeal to your lordships, 
whether, if a letter was addressed to the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, making ademand of that kind, and it were 
proved that he had listened to it for a moment, he would 
not, by the universal indignation Of all parties, in Partia- 
ment and out of it, be driven from the councils of the State. 
[Cheers.] But the letter to which I have referred bore this 
indorsement: ‘the inclosed letter from Colonel Patterson, 
of Philadelphia, is submitted to the attention of the Seerc- 
tary of the Navy. —J. B? [Laughter.] Such corruption 
produces its natural effects upon every. interest in the 
ecountry.?” 


Merrick & Sons. Were | 


This learned and justly distinguished. states- 
man announces, that such a flagrant exhibition 
of corruption and wrong was indicated by the 
reception and consideration of this letter, by the 
President and his Secretary, that had it oecurred 
in the British Government, it would have resulted 
in a summary and indignant dismissal from office 
of the party implicated. Yet, we hear gentlemen 
upon this floor, announcing that they attach very 
little importance to this matter, T, sir, regard 
the conduct of the President and Secretary of the 
Wavy as a deliberate insult to the American char- 
acter; an insult to each individual voter in this 
country. The President was entertaining a prop- 
osition for what? To dispose of, at wholesale, the 
suffrages of freemen. The proposition was noth- 
ing more or less than an offer to the President for 


.the saleand delivery ofa sufficient number of votes 


to secure the election of oncof his partisans. That 
it was not instantly repelled by the President, and 
that its reference to the Secretary was not indig- 
nantly resented by that officer as an insult to him, 
is something to be set down to their common 
shame. 

I wish, in this connection, to refer to the report 
of the member from Virginia in support of this 
resolution. On pages 50 and 51 I find the follow- 
ing: 

& Your committee are aware of the very general practice 
which has long prevailed of addressing, by letter and verb- 
ally, to the officers of the Government, recommendations 
based in whole or in part upon political considerations. 
The practice cannot be too strongly condemned, especially so 
enere u isresorted to with a view to affect the award of con- 

The case under consideration was one where 
this “ practice” was ‘resorted to” for the excln- 
sive and especial purpose of securing a contract, 
Instead of being rebuked by the President, it was 
encouraged by him, the contract being awarded 
according to the prayer of the letter. ‘The argu- 


| ment of your report [pointing to Mr. Bococx] is, 


that this practice and such conduct is dangcrous, 
and “cannot be too strongly condemned;’” yet, in 
your speech to-day, the purpose of your rason- 
Ing is to prove that it ought not lo be condemned. 
By way of an attempt at an explanation of the 
conduct of the President, it has been said, in con- 
nection with this Patterson letter, that it was the 
habit of the President to submit all letters ad- 
dressed to him to his Secretaries, as the business 
referred to in the letter, might appertain to the 
transactions of the one or other of the Depart- 
ments; and that it was natural for Mr. Buchanan 
to refer this letter, like others, to his Secretary. 
The committee called one of the Private Secreta- 


| ries of the President to give evidence in reference 


to what was the habit of the President. What 


did that witness say? 


“ Question. I would like to ask you whetber the Presi- 
dent, no matter what may be the character of the letters, 
destroys then, or is it his practice to send them to his dif 
ferent Departments? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir; he sends every letter to the Depart- 


| ments, unless it is a silly letter or a crazy letter.” 


But, if it happens to be a letter which would 
tamper with the honor of the highest officer of the 
Government; if it proposes to sell out the sover- 
eignty of the people at the ballot-box; if it pro- 
poses, in a doubtful district, to clect a Democrat 
to Congress; if it proposes, in exchange for a 
profitable contract, to give votes to build up and 
sustain the Administration, then itis not regarded 
as either silly or crazy, but it is esteemed very 
proper to be, and is,submiticd to the consideration 
of the Secretary of the Navy. Isubmit that if there 
js any charactcr of communication which should 
be torn upand spit upon, it is one which proposes 
to bribe the highest officer of the Government. 

I would like to dwell longer upon this resolu- 
tion. Itis one that demands the consideration of 
this House, because, as was wisely said by Wash- 
ington, ‘the ballot-box is our palladium.” When- 
ever that becomes corrupted; whenever the elect- 
ive franchise of the citizen comes to be lightly 
regarded; whenever the right to vote is made a 
matter of barter, then ‘‘ Ichabod ’’ may be written 
upon the walls of our national Capitol; for, as a 
nation, our glory shall have departed, 

The last resolution is: 


« That the appointment by the Secretary of the Navy of 
Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of the board 
of engineers, to report upen proposals for constructing ma- 
chinery for the United States, the said Martin at the time 
being pecuniarily interested in some of said proposals, is 
hereby censured by this Hause,” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 
House to what my colleaguc. on this committee 
[Mr. Bococx} says in his report. about the mat- 
ter involved in this resolution. His statement of 
the facts is an admission. that this man, Martin 
was interested in the contracts awarded: that this 
interested party was placed on aboard of engineers 
to determine to whom these contracts: should be 
given. Though he cannot find any fault with the 
contracts themselves, he says, ‘it would have 
been more proper and satisfactory if another per- 
son than Mr, Martin had been selected.*” Why? 
Because he was. interested in the contracts on 
which he was called to pass. I ask the gentle- 
man fram Virginia how itis, that he can admit, in 
his report, that it was wrong, yet, by his course 
on the resolutions, seem to deny that it was wrong? 
I cannot reconcile these conflicting positions of 
the honorable member. . i f 

I am making no reflections on him, but simply 
referring to facts to sustain my own report. His 
argument is, that although it was improper, al~ 
though it ought to have been otherwise, yet he 
does not think it resulted in any harm to the coun- 


try. , That is not the question, Mr. Speaker! It is 
whether what we say in this resolution is true or 
not. Was it improper for the Seerctary to ap- 


point a man on the board, to determine between 
contractors, who was himself interested, in the 
awards to be made, and who, the Seeretary of the 
Navy had been expressly informed, was thus in- 
terested? I submitit to gentlemen on the floor, 
without reference to party, whether that was not 
wrong? If wrong, shall we not say so when we 
come to vote “ ay” or ** no” on the proposition ? 

I have nowreferred to each of these resolutions, 
and to the particular phraseology of cach, and have 
referred to the report of the honorable member 
from Virginia, as furnishing authority for the dec- 
larations which constitute the very substance of 
the resolutions themselves. The report which I 
have made recommends their adoption. I do not 


| ask that any weight be given to our recommenda- 


tion, especially as the Secretary of the Navy and 
his friend, the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bococx,] have both expressed dissatisfaction at 
its organization. The gentleman from Virginia’ 
thinks it strange that the member from Ohio {Mr. 
Suerman] should be on it, as he is upon another 


i important committee. Is it less singular that the 


i 


member himself should, be on it? The acknowl- 
edged leaders of their respective parties in this 
Hall; alike distinguished for their saperior ability; 
their connection with the committee, furnished 
ample security against the party friends of either 
suffering for wani of proper representation. But 
it is the Secretary of the Navy who seems most 
disturbed at the arrangement of thiscommittee. In 
his letter to me, of the 11th instant, he manifests 
evident dissatisfaction at the fact that the mem- 
ber from Ohio [Mr. Sarrman] was put by you 
upon this committee. He would have arranged it 
differently. That the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee should be at the foot of this, 
disturbs him, and he declares his displeasure to 
me, as chairman of the committee. ‘Ihave no 
doubt, sir, he dislikes ity and [ am notastonished 
that he does. Atthe head of a Department, in 
which, according to the statements of the friénds, 
as well as the foes of the Administration, there is 
the grossest corruption, he is naturally anxious 
about the character of those whose duty it may be 
to examine into its condition. The language of 
Cesar, in speaking to Antony about Cassius, has 
to him, at this time, much significance: 


w 


“Let me. haye men about me that are fat; 
Sleck-headed men, and such as sleep œ nights: 
Yond? Cassius has a lean and hungry look; 

He thinks too much 5 : ; 
He is a great observer, and he looks ` 
Quite through the deeds of men.” 


“Such men are dangerous.” 


So thinks the honorable Secretary, and kence 
his objection to your appointment of the member 
from Ohio upon this committee. That member 
(pointing at Mr. Surnmaw, who is very tall and 
very lean) is not only not “ fat,” but he “thinks 
much;’? and, as the Secretary has discovered, is 
disposed to look ‘‘ quite through the deeds of 
meh,” and, to one in the Secretary’s condition, 
ttis dangerous.” A 

Just here, Mr. Speaker, I would state that the 
present is the first instance in the history of this 
Government where the head of one of its De- 
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partmedts cither cxpressed any objection to the 
organization of a committee, or protested against 
‘an investigation of, and judgment upon, his offi- 
cial conduct. Instances have occurred where in- 
vestigation was courted by heads of Departments. 
Now, we have one saying to us, you have no 
power to passin judgmentupon my actions; you 
violate my prerogatives when you attempt it. 
May I, an humble Representative of the people, 
ask: - 
“Upon what meat doth this our Cesar feed, 
That he has grown sd great??? 

Iagain repeat that I do not ask members to 
attach any weight to our recommendation as a 
committee. With confidence I refer them tu the 
evidence upon which it is based, and acting upon 
that, I challenge them to oppose the adoption of 
these resolutions. ? 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I remark, an issue 
is directly made up with this House by the hon- 
orable Secretary. Whatever may have been his 
conduct, he says to us, ** You have no power to 
declare your disapprobation, except by an im- 
peachment.’’ In the few minutes of my time unex- 
pired, I shall not renew my argument upoit this 
question. I claim forthis House only such powers 
as Jackson and Clay, and Calhoun and Webster, 
believed it possessed; such as have been exercised 
by the Parliament of England, as every intelli- 

cntinan knows, since the days of the Stuarts. An 

nglish king, who is supposed to rule * by divine 
right,” who, according to a fiction of their laws, 
“can do no wrong,” is still, in the acts of his ad- 
ministration, the subject of censure by the Parlia- 
ment. And the popular branch of that body, 
upon which this House is modeled, does not hes- 
itate to pass judgment upon the conduct even of 
the House of Lords. A proposition of this kind 
is now pending in the House of Commons, con- 
demning the House of Lords for their action in 
regard to a revenue bill. And in that Govern- 
nent, where the opinions of the people are not 
supposed to have as much weight as in our own, 
whenever even the policy of the Cabinet, much 
lessits official integrity ,is unfavorably passed upon 
by the representatives of the people, a dissolution 
of the Cabinet, and the formation of a new one, 
is the immediate result. The British Cabinet of- 
ficer is sensitively alive to the estimate in which 
his administration is held by the Commons. He 
makes no protest when they would disapprove. 
Not so with our Secretary of the Navy. In that 
same spirit which gave birth to the alien and sedi- 
tion laws of 1798, he comes here with a protest 
pleading his prerogatives as a branch of the ex- 
ceutive department of the Government, and deny- 
ing to usany right to disapprove his conduct. Ard 
with a freedom from nice sensibility, which we 
might excuse in an arraigned criminal in one of 
the courts of this District, but which could hardly 
have been expected in a Cabinet officer, he insists 
that this Congress cannot base an. expression of 
opinion of his acts upon proof taken during the 
last Congress ! 

Yes, sir, pleas in abatement, and statutes of 
limitation are now resorted to by the head of a 
Department and his friends on this floor; and the 
question as to whether he has acted badly and 
wronged the country, is forbidden to be inquired 
into! 

It is further intimated by the Secretary that the 
finding of our committee is based upon ex parte 
proof, and. that he has not had full opportunity 
to defend himself., Were this statement true, then 
the Secretary has been wronged. But it is most 
erroneous. ‘So far from its being true, it is a fact 
that he was represented, and most ably, at the 
taking of the proof. It was all furnished him as 
it was taken, and full liberty given him to cross- 
examine, and to introduce His own withesses. 
When the resolutions were referred to our com- 
mittee, at the opening of this session, I addressed 
a letter to the Secretary, telling him that the res- 
olutions were before us for consideration; that 
we would hear any suggestion or reccive any evi- 
dence he désired to present that would throw any 
light on the propriety of adopting or rejecting the 
resolutions; būt: he did not answer ùs. T then 
saw him in person, and in substance repeated 
what I had written, and assured him of our dis- 
position to give him the fullest opportunity of 
vindicating himself, Although he communicated 
‘with us.on other subjects, it was not until after I 
had made my report tothe House that this letter 


from the Secretary made its appearance, and we 
were told that we were transcending the limits of. 
the law, in attempting the adoption of these res- 
olutions. 

Now, sir, so far as I am individually concerned, 
I care not whether these resolutions are adopted 
or not; but I want to see which one of the Repre- 


| sentatives of the people upon this floor is unwill- 


ing that Congress shall hold to a proper account- 
ability the executive officers of this Government. 
I hope I properly respect the office of the Presi- 
dent and of his Secretary; I hope Iso respect my- 
self as to be unwilling to do either injustice; but, 
when the one or the other overleaps the bounds 
of propriety, as well as the law, and undertakes 
to. indicate to me how I shall perform the offices 
which I was sent here to discharge, I tell him that 
it is not to him that I am responsible, but to my 
constituents; and if I decline to be controlled by 
his instructions, he must pardon me. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that, 
if it is decided by this vote that we cannot express 
our disapprobation of the Secretary; that, as he 
insists, all we can do is to impeach, the time may 
shortly come when such a thing as an impeach- 
ment may be heard of in the American Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a separate vote 
upon the resolutions. i; 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move to lay the resolutions 
upon the table; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . i 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 65, nays 120; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Bocock, 
Bouham, Bureh, Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, 
Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, De Jarnette, 
Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hindman, Holman, 
Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, 
Charles D. Martin, Etbert S. Martin, McQueen, McRae, 
Millson, Montgomery, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, 
Reagan, Rutin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William 
Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Stout, Taylor, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Whiteley, and Wright 
—bo. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Beate, Bingham, Samuel $. Biair, Blake, Bouligny, 
Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, Butterfield, Camp- 
bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Colfax, Covode, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, 
Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, 
Helmick, Hickman, Niu, Hoard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W, Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mal- 
lory, Marston, Maynard, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Perry, Pettit, Porter, 
Potter, Pottle, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Seranton, Sherman, William N.H. Smith, Somes, Spauid- 
ing, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, ‘Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elliiu B. Washburne, Webster, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff—120. 

So the House refused to Jay the resolutions 
upon the table. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. COBB stated that Mr. Asumore was de- 
tained from the House by sickness, and had paired 
off for the day with Mr. Corwin. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Brar, of Missouri, on these 
resolutions. Mr. Buarr would have voted against 
laying the resolutions on the table, and he [Mr. 
Crank] would have voted for it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Scuwarrz. 

Mr. CASE stated that Mr. Kiiconre had paired 
off with Mr. Rortnson, of Hlinois, for the morn- 
ing session; and that he had paired off with Mr. 
Rozixson for the evening session. 

Mr. MAYNARD stated that Mr. ETHERIDGE 
had Ieft the House on account of indisposition, 
and had paired off with Mr. Rust. MreErner- 


i wee would have voted for the resolutions. 


Mr. THEAKER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Daymson, or he should have voted 
sé no. 33 

Mr. HUGHES announced that Mr. Kunker 
was paired of with Mr. Woop. 

Mr. BURNETT stated that Mr, Stevenson 
was detained from the House by sickness, ~ 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as aboved recorded, the question recurred upon 
agreeing to the first resolution reported by the 


Committee on the Expenditures of the Navy De- 
partment, and which Is as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy has, with the 


' sanction of the President, abused his discretionary power 


in the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase of fuel 
for the Government. 


Mr. HUGHES, Before the vote is taken, I 
desire, as one of the minority of the committee, 
to-address the House very briefly. I shall prob- 
ably not océupy more than five minutes. 

Te SPEAKER. The gentleman can proceed 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. - I object. 

Mr. HATTON. Ihope the gentleman will be 
heard. 

Mr. HUGHES. As a matter of courtesy, I 
think I should be allowed to say something. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I suggest that by general 
consent, several gentlemen who want an oppor- 
tunity to speak be heard. Ihave been very fre- 
quently assailed, both upon this floor and else- 
where, and I want an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move that my colleague 
will have leave to speak for ten minutes upon this 
subject. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 
from Maryland. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Tdo not ask it. I will 
take some other occasion to defend myself against 
the unjustifiable assaults which have been made 
upon me in my character as a Representative 
upon this floor. 

Mr. HICKMAN. My reason for asking that 
my colleague should be heard, was because L 
knew thatif he had an opportunity he would sup- 
port these resolutions ably. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUGHES. I supposed I was entitled to 
the courtesy of being heard as a member of the 
minority of the committee, but as the House 
seems impatient for the sacrifice, I yield. 

The question was taken on the first resolution; 
and it was agreed to. 

. The question recurred upon the second resolu- 
tion; which is as follows: 

Resolved, That the contract made by the Secretary of the 
Navy, under date of September 23, 1858, with Williara C 
N. Swift, for the delivery of live-oak timber, was made in 


violation of law, and in a manner unusual, improper, and 
injurious to the public service. 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 119, nays 60; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, Williams ©. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beate, 
Bingbam, Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Bray- 
ton, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Camp- 
beil, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F, Clark, Colfax, Covode, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, 
Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hat- 
ton, Helmiek, Hickman, Hill, Hoard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mal- 
lory, Marston, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson 
Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edwar 
Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Pettit, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, Christopher 
Robinson, Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Somes, Spauid- 
ing, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, ‘Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader C.Washburn, Etjibu B. Washburne, Webster, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodrutf—119. 

NAYS—Mesgrs. Allen, Avery, Bocock, Bonham, Burch, 
Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, 
English, Florence, Fouke, Gartrell, Hamilton, John T. 
Harris, Hindman, Holman, Houston, William Howard, 
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Lar- 
rahee, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, 
McQueen, MeRtie, Millson, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, 
Phelps, Reagan, Rutin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, 
William Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Stout, 
Tuomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Whiteley, and Wright 
—60. 


So the résolution was agreed to. 
Before the vote was announced, 


Mr. BARKSDALE stated that he had paired 
with Mr. Royce upon these resolutions. 

Mr. STRATTON said he had been requested 
to state that his colleague, Mr. Aprar, had been 
called home by indisposition in his family. 

Mr. MILLSON said: I have. not sufficient 
knowledge of the facts upon which these resolu- 
tions are founded to enable me to vote under- 
standingly upon them, I shall vote ‘‘no,”’ to in- 


And the gentleman 
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dicate my general opposition to the resolutions 
coming before the House under the circumstances 
which I have stated. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


a $ + 
The third resolution wad read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the distribution, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of the patronage in the navy-yards among members 
of Congress, was destructive of discipline, corrupting in its 
influence, and highly injurious to the public service. 


Mr. REAGAN. I should like the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer an amendment to 
that resolution, for the purpose of putting it in a 
shape in which more of us can vote for it. I pro- 
pose to amend by adding the following: 

And resolved further, That the Republican members of 
this House, in receiving and acting on the proposition of 
John D. Detrces, in which he proposed to give to that party 
one half the profits of the public printing, if they would 
nominate and elect him Public Printer of this Congress, 
was corrupting and demoralizing in its tendencies, and was 
a bargaining away of the offices and patronage of this Housc, 
and deserves rebuke and condemnation. 

Mr. CASE. I object, because it is not true. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Texas will also include in his amendment that 
combination to elect Mr, Glossbrenner as Printer, 
and the spoils in that instance. [Laughter] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object, because gentlemen 
know these amendments will not be admitted, and 
they offer them only for foolishness. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 123, nays 61; as follows: 

_YEAS—~Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William ©. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, 
Bingham, Samuel S, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Bray- 
ton, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Camp- 
bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Covode, Curtis, H. Win- 
ter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, 
Grabam, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Welmick, Hickman, Hih, 
Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Killirger, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Matlory, Marston, Maynard, 
McKean, Mcknight, McPherson, Millward, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morriil, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Pryor, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Scranton, Sherman, 
Wiliam N. H. Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, ‘Tappan, 
Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van 
Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodruff —1323. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barr, Bocock, Bonham, 
Burch, Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, 
Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Hamilton, John T.. Harris, 
Holman, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, 
Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, 
Maclay, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, McQueen, 
McRac, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pendle- 
ton, Peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, Ruflin, Scott, Sickles, 
Simms, Singleton, William Smith, Stallworth, James A. 
Stewart, Stout, ‘Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Whiteley, and Wright—61. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BOTELER said: If this is for the amend- 
ment, I vote “ay.” 

The SPEAKER. Itis for the resolution. No 
amendment was received. 

Mr. BOTELER. I vote “ay,” any how. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, announced that he 
had paired on all these resolutions with Mr. 
Barr, of Missouri. 

The fourth resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Presidentand Secretary of the Navy, 
by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders 
for contracts with the United States, and the cffuct of 
awarding coniracts upon pending elections, have set an 
example dangerous to the public safety, and deserving the 
reproof of this louse. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. That is the res- 
olution which I desire to have divided. 1 will 
indicate the division I desire; and I will state that 
the gentleman from Tennessee, who reported the 
resolutions, assents to the division. That reso- 
lution proposes to censure not only the Secretary 
of the Navy, but the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of or- 
der. - E object ta debate. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. If the gentle- 
man from Ohio will not interrupt me, I will indi- 
cate the division I desire. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. I choose to interrupt the 
gentleman upon a question of order; and 1 have 
the right to do it. 4 i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the 
division he proposes, 


4 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I was proceed- 
ing to say that this resolution censures indiscrim- 
inately-—— . 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to the gentleman 
proceeding. He has no right to discuss the char- 
acter of this resolution. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. [have the right 
to inform the Chair as to the division I propose. 
I say this resolution censures indiscriminately the 
President of the United States and the Secretary 
of the Navy. [ask that it may be so divided that 
a separate vote shall be taken upon each. Itseems 
to me that, properly speaking, each proposition 
is an entirety in itself; but, technically, perhaps 
it is not; and I therefoye ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to divide it. 

Mr. BURNETT. These gentlemen have in- 
troduced these resolutions as they please. They 
have cut off all debate by the previous question; 
and now I want to vote upon them as they are. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the reso- 
lation is ‘hot susceptible of division. 

_ Mr. CLARK, of New York. Yask the unan- 
imous consent of the House that it may be di- 
vided. 

Mr. BONHAM, Mr. LOVEJOY, and others 
objected. $ 

Mr. HUGHES. Asthis resolution involves a 
very important question, I ask the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Alley, William 
C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Samuel S. 
Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Baffinton, Burlingame, 
Butterfield, Campbeil, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Covode, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Jolm G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dann, Edgerton, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, 
Poster, Frank, French, Gihner, Gooch, Graham, Gurley, 
Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helnick, 
Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Maynard, 
McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Laban ‘J’. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Pettit, Porter, Potier, Pottie, 
Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Sherman, William N. H. 
Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, Stratton, Tap- 
pan, ‘Thayer, Tompkins, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van 
Wyck, Verree, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wasbburn, Ellinu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and 
Woodrufi—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Allen, Avery, Barr, 
Bocock, Bonham, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Clop- 
ton, Cobb, Jobn Cochrane, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, 
Curry, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Flor- 
ence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartreil, Jobn T. Harris, Houston, 
William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, Keitt, Lan- 
drum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, Charles D. 
Martin, Elbert S. Martin, McQucen, McRae, Millson, 
Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pendieton, Phelps, Pugh, Rea- 
gan, Rufin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William 
Smith, Stallworth, Stout, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandig- 
ham, Whiteley, and Wright—61. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, announced 
that he had paired off with Mr. Srewarr, of 
Maryland. 

Mr. PEYTON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Trai. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, proposed to report 
back from the Committee of Ways and Means 
the Army appropriation bill, with the amendments 
of the Senate. ` 

Mr. BONHAM and others objected. 

The hour of half past four having arrived, the 
House took a recess until seven o’clock 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p.m. 
AMANDA BOTTS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FENTON, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill for the relief of Amanda Botts, Laura P. W. 
Young, and Betsy Murdoch, heirs of Barbara 
Walker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


ASA HASTINGS. 


Mr. FENTON also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Asa Hastings: 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JACOB YATES AND OTHERS... : 


Mr. FENTON. also, by unanimous: consent, 
from the same committee, to which were referred 
bills of the following titles, reported the same 
back without amendment, accompanied by a:re- 
portin writing in the:first-named:case: . | ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 759) granting an invalid pen- 
sion to Jacob Yates; i 

An act (S. No. 222) for the relief of Marty 
Featherston, widow of John Featherston; and 

An act (S. No. 232) for the relief of Frederick 
L. Colclasser. f ae 

Ordered, That the said bills. be committed to a Commit- 


tee of the Whole House, and that the bills and reports be 
printed. 


PUBLIO BUILDINGS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. DAILY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to provide for the completion of the 
public buildings in the Territory of Nebraska, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed, 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parrox, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a resolution 
(No. 43) to correct a clerical error in the act ap- 
proved May 4, 1860, for the relief of Stewart 
McGowan, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. , ok 

Also, that the President of the United States 
had notified the Senate that he did, this day, ap- 
prove and sign bills of the following. titles: | 

An act (S. No. 426) to dissolve the Washing- 
ton’s Manual Labor School and Male Orphan So- 
ciety of the District of Columbia, and to. authorize 
atransfcr ofits effects to the Columbian Institution 
for the instruction of the Deafand Dumb.and the 
Blind; . 

An act (S. No. 385) to incorporate the propri- 
etors of Prospect Hill Cemetery; 

An act (S. No. 202) to reimburse the corpora- 
tion of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
a sum of money advanced towards the construc- 
tion of the Little Falls bridge; s : 

An act (S. No. 228) for the relief of Valentine 
Wehrheim; 

An act (S. No. 252) to incorporate the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia; and 

An act (S. No. 261) to authorize the levy court 
to issue tavern and other licenses in the District 
of Columbia. l 

Mr. BOYCE. 
the House. 

Mr. COBB. I callfor tellers. By the time we 
geta count, if we count very slowly, there may 
be a quorum here, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would suggest that we can 
ascertain whether there is a quorum here by 
taking the yeas and nays upon the last resolution 
from the Committee on Naval Expenditures. , 

"tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cosg and 
Fenton were appointed. 

The House divided; and the’ tellers reported 
ayes 19, noes 100. — 

So a call of the House was refused, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.- 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, by unanimous con- 
sent, from the Committee of Ways and- Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (No. 305) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending 30th June, 1861, with 
the amendments of the Senate thereto, reported 
back the same; with a recommendation concurring 
in some, and non-concurring in others of the said 
amendments. ; ne 

The bill and amendments were referred.to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

STEPHEN N. WEEMS, 

Mr. BRANCH, by.unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
the petition of Stephen H. Weems, and asked 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that it be laid upon the 


table. ` 
It was so ordered. 


GEORGE W. SAMSON, 


_ Mr. DUELL. from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief ‘of 


I move that there bea call of 


& 
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Géorge W. Samson; which was read a first and 
second time; referred toa Committee of the Whole 
Blouse, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to-be printed. 

ee STEWART M’GOWAN, 


On motion of Mr. SIMMS, by unanimous con- 
sent, the resolution of the Senate (No. 43) to cor- 
rect a clerical error in the act approved May 4, 
1860, for the relief of ‘Stewart McGowan, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a first 
and sécond time. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SIMMS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
to lay the resolution to reconsider on the table. 

‘Phe latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD LUSIIER. 

Mr. MOORHEAD, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
for the relief of Edward Lusher; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed, 

WASHINGTON AND OREGON WAR DEBT. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the 
payment of the expenses incurred by the Terri- 
tories of Washington aad Oregon in suppressing 
Indian hostilities in the years 1855 and 1856; 
which was recommitted to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 


- Mr. BINGHAM. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back Senate bill 
No. 168, being an act entitled ‘‘ An act to ascer- 
tain and settle private land claims in the State of 
California,” passed March 3, 1851; with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, with an amendment. 
Fask that it be put on its passage. 

No objection Wing made, the bill was taken up 
for consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. With the indulgence of the 
House, I will state that the amendment reported 
by the Judiciary Committee docs not substan- 
tially affect.the bill as passed by the Senate. It 
merely changes the title of the bill, and changes 
the body of the bill so as to make it conform with 
the change in the title. 

By unanimous consent, the amendment was 
agreed to; and the bill, as amended, was ordered 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. COBB. House bill No. 44 was passed by 
the House, and sent to the Senate. The Senate 
passed it with aslight amendment, but the House 
disagreed to it. I ask that the House insist on 
its action, and grant a committee of conference. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I objectto that. I 
want to say a word about it when l get an oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman knows nothing 
about it... : 
Mr.. CLARK, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Alabama knows that I will expose it when- 
ever I getan opportunity. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [give notice 


that to-morrow at one o’clock I will move to take 
up the river and harbor bill. 


NAVAL CONTRACTS-—AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ now ask fora vote on the 
fifth:and last resolution reported by the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Mr. BURNETT. Task the gentleman from 
Ohio to- yield tome for the purpose of havin 
passed avery meritorious private bill, which 
called up one day before. Unless it be passed 
now, it will not be passed at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are a good many 
gentlemen here who have bills to get passed; and 
I desire to give notice now that if the House will 
pass, to-night, this resolution, and thé Indian and 


res bills, I will have no public bill to present 


to-morrow, and gentleman can get the chance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes. in 
the chair.) The question is now on the adoption 
of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the appointment by the Secretary of the 
Navy of Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of 
a board of engineers to report upon proposals for-construct- 
ing machinery for the United States, the said. Martin atthe 
time being pecuniarily interested in some of said proposals, 
is hereby censured by this House. : 

Mr. BONHAM. I desire to inquire whether 
there is such information in possession of the 
committee as will enable them to say that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy knew at the time that Daniel 
B. Martin was so pecuniarily interested ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather the gentle- 
man from South Carolina would put that ques- 
tion to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bo- 
cock.] I believe, however, that the fact is so. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object to 
debate. a 

Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Beale, Bingham, Blake, 
Brabson, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Horace F. Clark, Colfax, Curtis, H. Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Dueli, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, French, 
Gilmer, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Haskin, Hoard, William A. 
foward, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. 
Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Marston, Maynard, 
McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Nixon, Perry, Porter, 
Powe, Pryor, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Sherman, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Yompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Ver- 
ree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B., 
Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodruff—99. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Bonham, Burch, Bur- 
nett, Clopton, Cobb, James Craig, Crawford, De Jarnette, 
English, Florence, Fouke, Gartrell, John T. Narris, Hol 
man, Houston, William Howard, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, 
Larrabee, Love, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, McQueen, 
Niblack, Reagan, Ruffin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Single- 
ton, Stevenson, Stout, Thomas, Underwood, Whiteley, 
and Wright—39. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


During the vote, 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, stated that he was 
aired off with his colleague, Mr. Buair, who was 
in favor of the resolution, while he was againstit. 

Mr. BARR stated that he was paired off with 
Mr. Oriy. 

Mr. PEYTON statcd that he was paired for the 
evening with Mr. Train. 

Mr. ALLEY stated that Mr. Rice was paired 
with Mr. Mires. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Vance was 
detained at his room on account of sickness. 

Mr. ROYCE stated that he was paired on this 
vote with Mr. BARKSDALE. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Rust, who would have voted against 
the resolution, while he would vote for it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
he was paired with Mr. Kunxex on this vote. 

Mr. HATTON (not being within the bar when 
his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HATTON stated thathe would have voted 
for the resolution. 

Mr. BUFFINTON stated that Mr. Goocu was 
detained at his house on account of indisposition 
in his family. 

Mr. HELMICK asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HELMICK stated that he would have 
voted “ay.” 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the various resolutions were adopted; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FRANCIS DAINESE. 

Mr. BURLINGAME. I move to suspend the 
rules, so as to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 14) for the relief of Francis Dai- 
nese. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the yeas and 
nays, and for tellers on the yeasgnd nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Unperweop 
and Wasusurne, of Illinois, were appointed. 

The House. divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 27, noes 92, : 

So (more than one fifth voting in favor thereof ) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. SINGLETON. I ask to have the bill 
read. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Francis Dainese, late con- 
sul at Constantinople, the sum of $4,820 99, in 
‘fall of all claims and demands upon the United 
States for his traveling, contingent, and other ex- 
penses, as well as for losses sustained by him in, 
and connected with, the consulate at Constanti- 
nople. 

It appears, from the report, that Mr. Dainese 
held the office of vice consul, acting consul, and 
consul, from May 16, 1849, to December 20, 1852, 
and he claims to be allowed compensation for con- 
tingent, traveling, and other expenses and losses 
as vice consul, acting consul, and consul, during 
that period. A part of the amount claimed is.for 
compensation, at the rate of $1,000 per annum, 
amounting to $3,595 40 for judicial services, under 
the actof August 11, 1848. This part of the claim 
is regarded by the committec as not allowable, be- 
cause the act of 1848, under which it is claimed, 
is considered, in their opinion, as not entitling the 
diplomaticand consularagents of the United States 
in Turkey to the same compensation therein made 
for like officers in China; and in this particular 
the committee concur with the views of that of the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress upon this matter. An- 
other part of the claim is for the sum of $635, on 
account of the contingent expenses of his consul- 
ate, for the support whereof an annual appropri- 
ation of $500 1s made. Upon a careful examina- 
tion of this item, and after fully investigating his 
accounts by transcripts from and inquiries at the 
Treasury Department, the committee are satisfied 
there is justly due on this account the sum of 
$431 49, which should be allowed; this sum hav- 
ing been inadvertently and erroncously paid to 
his predecessor, George A. Porter. The difference 
between the amount claimed and that reported to 
be due arises from two facts: first, that the me- 
morialist has claimed the allowance for contingent 
expenses from April 1, 1849, the beginning of the 
quarter, instead of from May-16 of that year, the 
commencement of the period of his service; and, 
second, that there appears to have been paid on 
his draft in favor of Mr. Porter the sum of $140. 
Another part of the claim is for interest and loss 
on exchange on his drafts for money allowed to 
him asan indemnification for his support of those 
refugees having American passports at Constan- 
tinople, from 1849 to 1851, both inclusive. The 
committee, after a careful examination of the doc- 
uments communicated to the last Congress by 
messages of February 23 and March 3, 1857, as 
well as those now submitted by the memorialist, 
and circumstances therewith connected, think 
there should be allowed him, in connection with 
this claim, the additional sum of $609 11. There 
are other items which the committee allow to the 
amount reported in the bill. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 108, uays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Barr, Bingham, Samuel 
S. Blair, Botcler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Briggs, Bris- 
tow, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carter, John B. Clark, Jobn Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, 
Cox, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Bd- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Penton, 
Ferry, Florence, Foster, Feuke, French, Gilmer, Grow, 
Tale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, 
Wiliam Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Hutchins, 
irvine, Junkin, Francis W, Kellogg, Willian Kellogg, Ken- 
yon, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, 
Logan, Loomis, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Elbert S. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, MePhersun, Millward, 
Laban ‘I’. Moore, Moorhead, Nelson, Nixon, Perry, Porter, 
Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scott, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Sickles, Simms, Spaulding, Spinucr, James A, 
Stewart, William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Tay- 
lor, Thayer, Theaker, Vallandigham, Vandever, Verree, 
Cadwalader U. Washburn, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Win- 
dem, Woodruff, and Woodson—108, i 

NAYS—Messts. Allen, Avery, Beale, Blake, Bonham, 
Branch, Clopton, Cobb, Crawford, John G. Davis, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Gartreil, Jolin T. Harris, Hoard, Hohnan, Hous- 
ton, Jackson, Jones, Landrum, Love, MeRae, Milison, 
Niblack, Pryor, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust, Singleton, 
William N. H. Smith, Stanton, Stokes, Thomas, ‘fomp- 
kins, Trimble, Unjlerwood, Wade, Walton, Ellihu B, 
Washburne, and Wright—4l. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
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were suspended; and the Committee of the Whole 
House was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the bill. l 

During the vote, ` 

Mr. BRANCH stated that he had been confined 
at his room during the day on account of indis- 
position; hence he had not voted on the resolu- 
tions in regard to the Navy Department. 

Mr. CAMPBELL stated that Mr. Bazzirt was 
detained at home by indisposition. oon 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, made a similar 
statement with respect to Mr. JENKINS. | 

Mr. KEITT stated that he was paired with Mr. 
Kircore. 

Mr. BRANCH stated that he was paired for 
the rest of the evening with Mr. WALTON. 

The vote was then announced as above re- 
corded. . 

Mr. BURLINGAME moved the previous ques- 
tion on the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation, 
the bill was read the third time. 

Mr. BURLINGAME moved the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation, 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. BURLINGAME moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to recgnsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr, GURLEY. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report the following reso- 
lution; and on it I move the previous question: 


Resolved, That there be printed, in addition to the usual 
number, two hundred and fifteen thousand extra copies of 
the report of the Commissioner of Patents on agriculture 
for the year 1859 ; fifteen thousand of which shall be for dis- 
tribution by the Interior Department, and two hundred 
thousand for the use of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I move to amend 
the resolution, by increasing the number to three 
hundred thousand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in or- 
der during the call for the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to modify his resolution, by making the num- 
ber one hundred and fifteén thousand. 

Mr. GURLEY. [ accept the amendment sug- 

ested by the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. 

LARK. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in or- 
der to modify a report from a committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I raise the point of order 
that the report of a committee is made by order 
of the majority of the committee, and cannot be 
modified by any member, It can only be accom- 
plished by a regular amendment, offered and 
adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
already decided that point. 

Mr. BURNETT. Task the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
tion till he can inform the House how many copies 
of this report were printed last year. 

Mr. GURLEY. Iam very willing to-answer 
any question. [Cries of“ Question !’’] Iam per- 
fectly willing to withdraw the previous question 
to enable the gentleman from Missouri to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. BURNETT. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Then I move to 
amend, by increasing the number to three hundred 
and fifteen thousand copies; and on that E move 
the previous question. 

My. BURNETT. [rose toa question of order, 
and the Chair heard me. [Calls to order.} The 
Chair‘is very certain not to recognize me till be 
decides the question. [Continued calls to order.] 
I rise to a questivn of order, and am addressing 
the Chair; and you [addressing the Republican 
side of the House] keep quiet. I have a right, 
when I rise and address the Speaker, whether it be 
the regular or a pro tempore Speaker, to be heard. 
The question of order which 1 desired to make 
was, that the gentleman from Ohio could not yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Missouri, except 
by unanimous consent, . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair under- 
stood the gentientan from Ohio to yield the floor. 
The Chair then recognized the gentleman from 
Missouri, who moved an amendment, and there- 


The Chair has 


THE 


upon called. the previous question. "The Chair 
then recognized the gentleman from Kentucky. 
The question is, Shall the previous question be 
seconded? 

Mr. BURNETT. I want the Chair to state 
the facts. The Chair propounded to the gentle- 
man from Ohio the question, as to whether he 

ielded the floor; and the very moment he did it 

rose to a question of order, knowing that the 
gentleman’s object was to enable the amendment 
to be offered. . 

The previous question wasseconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. HUGHES. What wasthe number printed 
heretofore? 

Mr. GURLEY. Two hundred and ten thou- 
sand. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. And we never had 
enough. ` 

Mr. BRANCH called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Allen, Alley, William U. Anderson, Ashiey, Bing- 
ham, Samuc! S. Blair, Blake, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, John B. Clark, Cox, Curtis, Ti. Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 
Frank, French, Gilmer, Gurley, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Holman, Hutchins, lr- 
vine, Junkin, Francis W., Kellogg, William Kellogg, Ken- 
yon, Killinger, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, 
Marston, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Mill- 
ward, Laban T, Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottic,Quarles, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Singleton, Wil- 


fiam N. H. Smith, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tap- 


pan, Theaker, Trimble, Vallandigham, Vandever, Wade, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Webster, Woodruff, and Woodson—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Francis 
P. Blair, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, 
Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, James 
Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Jolin G. Davis, Edgerton, 
English, Ferry, Gartrell, Grow, John T. Harris, Hoard, 
Houston, William A. Howard, Jackson, Jones, Landrum, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Logan, Love, Maclay, Elbert 5. Martin, 
McQueen, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Niblack, 
Phelps, Pryor, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust, Scott, Sherman, 
Simms, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevenson, James 
A. Stewart, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Tompkins, Underwood, 
vere Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Wiuslow, and Wright 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Turing the roll-call, 

Mr. CLARK, of New York, stated that he had 
paircd off with Mr. Stevens; of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Royce. If he had been able to vote 
he should have voted against the last two resolu- 
tions reported from the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Navy Department. 

Messrs. DE JARNETTE and LEAKE stated 
that, if they had been within the bar when their 
names were called, they would have voted ‘*no.”’ 

The result of the vote having been announced, 
as above recorded, the question recurred on agree- 
ing to the resolution as amended. 

Mr. WHITELEY demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 60; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bingham, Sam- 
uel S. Blair, Blake, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, 
Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnbam, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, John B. Clark, Covode, Cox, Curtis, H. 
Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fen- 
ton, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hol- 
man, William Howard, lrvine, Junkin, Prancis W. Kel- 
logg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, Larrabee, De- 
Witt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McKnight, 
McPherson, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward 
Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, 
Porter, Pottle, Quarles, Royce, Scott, Sedgwick, Singleton, 
William N. H. Smith, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Trimble, Vallandigham, Van- 
dever, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Webster, Woodruff, and Woodson—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Bocock, 
Bonham, Boyce, Briggs, Burch, Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, 
Colfax, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, De Jar- 
nette, Engtish, Gartrell, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hoard, 
Houston, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jack- 
son, Jones, Lamar, Landrum, Leake, Logan, Love, Mc- 
Queen, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Niblack, 
Pbelps, Pryor, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust, Sherman, Sick- 
les, Simms, Spinner Stallwerth, Stevenson, James A. 
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Stewart, Stout, Taylor, ` Thomas,- Underwood, Wells; 
Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, and. Wright--80. ... ae 


So the resolution was agreed to. : i 


Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the votë 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. A 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to offer the following resolu» 
tion: ; 

Resolved, That there be printed five thousand extra cop- 
ies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution—three 
thousand for the use ofthe members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and two thousand for the use of said Institu- 
tion. 

That is the usual number. I move the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was agreed to. ee 

Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY. I am also instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report the following 
resolution: 7 ; 

Resolved, That there be printed five thousand extra copies 
of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for 
the year 1859; three thousand of which ‘shall be for distri~ 
bution by said Saperintendent, and two thousand for the 
use of the members of the House. : sate 

That is half the usual number. 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr, THOMAS demanded the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. . 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider: the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT IVES. 


Mr. GURLEY. I am also instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report the following 
resolution: f 


Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the House, 
five thousand copies, in addition to the usual number, 0 
the report of ‘First Lieutenant J. U. Ives, topographical 
engineers, upon the exploration of the river Colorado of the 
West, with the maps accompanying said report; and that 
five hundred copies be printed for the use of the command- 
ing officer of the expedition. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
lay that resolution on the table. f 

A Memser. How much will that work cost? 

Mr. GURLEY. Hereis an explanatory letter, 
Let it be read. f 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I insist on 
my motion; and no reading is in order. ; 

‘The question was taken; and the motign. was 
agreed to. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

CHANGE OF YENUE. 

Mr. SICKLES obtained the floor. f 

Mr. MILLWARD. I rise to a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iam entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York is entitled to the floor, but the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has the right tostate 
his question of privilege. i ` 

Mr.MILLWARD. Icall up the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which House’bill No. 814 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole. on 
the state of the Union. fy 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
opinion that that isnot such a question of priv- 
ilege as would entitle the gentleman to take the 
floot from the gentleman from New York. The 
motion to reconsider may be called up atany time 
when. the gentleman has the floor for that purpose, 
but the floor cannot be taken from another gen- 
tleman. . 

Mr. SICKLES. Lask the consent of the House 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 


I move the 


I move to 
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state of the. Union from the. consideration of 
House bill No. 760, to authorize the change of 
place and time in civil cases in the circuit and 
district:courts of the United States. I will state 
that this bill has heén reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary unanimously, so far as I am 
aware. ° 

Mr, HOUSTON. _ I object to that bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. Imove to suspend the rules; 
and I desire simply to say that every State in the 
Union has.a similar provision, but through some 
inadvertence none has been provided for the Fed- 
eral courts. 

: The bill was.read. 

“Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman will allow 
me to:say that there is a very great difference be~ 
tween a change of venue in the State courts and 
in the Federal courts. In the State courts the ju- 
ries are drawn from a particular locality, but in 

a Federal court they are drawn from.all over the 

country. 

Mr. SICKLES. I think there can beno just 
objection to this bill; and J ask that the rules may 
be. suspended. ; 

Mr GROW. Do I understand the gentleman 
that this bill comes from the Committee on the 
Judiciary? : : 

Mr. SICKLES. It does, and was reported by 
the gentleman’s colleague, the chairman of the 
committee. 

_Mr. DUNN. I wish to ask the gentleman from 

New York whether the bill is confined to certain 
< districts, or whether itis general in its application 

to the whole country? 

Mr. SICKLES. It isa general law. A local 
law would ‘be manifestly improper. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I object tothe bill. To 
provide for such a change of venue in the West 
would operate very oppressively: 

‘Mr. STANTON. I would be glad to know 
whether the bill authorizes a transfer of venue 
from one State to'another? 

Mr. SICKLES. Irt does. 

Mr. STANTON. It is too important a bill to 
be acted upon in this way. I call for the yeas 
and nays-upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the House'do now adjourn. This will be the first 
business in the morning; and in the mean time we 
shall have an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr, COX called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Mansron were appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion to adjoarn, and let the vote 
be' taken upon suspending the rules to-night. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. IL withdraw 
the motion, 

Mr. BURNETT. I shall renew the motion, 
unless it isthe Wnderstaiding that, after a vote 
has been taken upon the motion to suspend the 
rulës, the House will then adjourn, 

Several Mempers. Agreed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I want it to be 
understood that I am no patty to that agreement, 

Mr. BARKSDALE. l desire to inquire of the 
Chair whether this motion will come up during 
the morning hour, if the House now adjourn? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It will come up 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 
House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. STANTON. I withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays upon the motion to suspend the 
rules, 

The motion of Mr. Sicxies was not agreed to, 
(two thirds not having voted in favor thereof.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by James Bucuanan, his Pri- 
vate Secretary, notifying the House that he did 
on this day approve and sign bills of the follow- 
Ing titles: 

An act (H, R. No. 523) extending and incor- 

orating the German Benevolent Society, of 


I move that the 


ashington city, in the District of Columbia, | 


approved July:27, 1842; and 
Anact (H.R. No, 245) for the relief of Mary- 
ett Van Buskirk. à 


PHILADELPHIA POST OFFICE. 
Mr MILLWARD. . I now call up the motion 


to reconsider the vote by which House bill No. 
814, to provide for the erection of a post office in 
the city of Philadelphia, was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House-do 
now adjourn. ` ; À 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, called for 
tellers upon the mation. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BURNETT, 
and KeLLoce of Michigan, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 86, noes 34. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House 
thereupon (at half past nine o’clock, p m.) 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. ‘ 
Tuurspay, June 14, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurury. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal 
will be read. 

Mr. HALE. I am told thatthe Journal is very 
voluminous, and will take about an hour to read 
it. I move that the reading be suspended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
unanimousconsent. The Chair hearsno objection; 
and the reading will be dispensed with. 


COINAGE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 


lay before the Senate a communication from the 
Sceretary of the Treasury, which will be read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read it, as follows: 


‘Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 13, 1860. 

Srm: Pursuant tothe joint resolution of the 25th Febru- 
ary, 1857, “to prevent the counterfeiting the coins of the 
United States,” [have the honor to report, that Professog 
Genry Vethake and R. B. Rogers were appointed on the 
18th ofJuly, 1857, commissioners to inquire “ into the pro- 
cess and means proposed by J. T. Barclay for preventing 
the abrasion, counterfeiting, and deteriorating the coins of 
the United States.” 


Mr. HALE. I move to dispense with the fur- 
ther reading of that communication, and that it 
be printed. 

Yhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order 
will be made, unless objected to. 

. Mi TOOMBS. Let us hear what it is. I want 
at read, 

Mr. HALE. It is about counterfeiting coins. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading 
of the communication will be continued. 

i The Secretary continued the reading, as fol- 
ows: 


These two gentlemen were selected for that duty from 
their high character as scientific men, and from their re- 
puted familiarity with the general subjects involved in the 
investigation. They accepted the appointment, and ap- 
pear to have pursed the inquiries with as much diligence 
and dispateh as they were cnabied to do under the. circum- 
stincess. i 

On the 23d April last, their report, of which a copy is 
herewith inclosed, was received at this. Department. Lim- 
mediately addressed to them a letter, of which the follow- 
ing is a copy: 

© Treasury DEPARTMENT, April 23, 1860. 

“GENTLEMEN: Your letter of the 17th instant is re- 
ecived, with your report upon the processes proposed by 
Dr. J. T. Barclay for the protection of coinage—expressing 
in gencral terms your confidence in tbem, but suggesting 
that it will be impossible to exhibit these processes in a 
practical shape, unless a sufficient appropriation is made 
tor the necessary machinery. Allow ane to request ‘that 
you estimate the cost of the machinery you require for that 
purpose,’ 

“ Ebeg leave further to ask from yowan estimate of -the 
probable cost of having the coinage of the Mint conducted 
according to Dr. Barclay’s processes, instead of the present 
mode. 

“Tam aware that a specific and detailed estimate of this 
character can hardly be expected ; but I will thank you to 
furnish such an approximation.as will enable me to gather 
some opinion of the cost, independent of any remuneration 
to Dr. Barclay. 

“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“HOWELL COBB, 
“ Secretary of the Treasury. 
“í Professors Rocers and VETHAKE, Philadelphia.” 

in response to this request F have received from the com- 
missioners their Ictter of the 31st ultimo, which is herewith 
transmitted, with the inclosures therein referted to, from 
which it appears that the probable cost of producing a speci- 
men ċoin, according to Dr. Barclay’s processes, is estimated 
at $4,300, and that a similar amount will he required for 
coins of each denomination, independent of the ordinary 
processes Of the Mint, as well-as any rémuneration to Dr. 
Barclay. 

The foregoing results of the investigation ordered by the 
joint resolution are respectfully submitted to the consider- 
ation of Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

HOWELL COBB, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Jonn C, Brecuinnines, Vice President of the United 
States and President of tie Senate. 


. THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I desire to inquire whether 
the Journal has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ite reading 
was dispensed with by unanimous- consent. 

Mr.SLIDELL. Isubmit whether it can be dis- 
pensed with in the absence of a quorum. There 
is no quorum here. : 

Mr. HUNTER. One objection can prevent 
the reading being dispensed with, and I think it 
is only extreme cases that justify the suspending 
of the reading of the Journal. ae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only 
be done by unanimous consent. The Chair stated 
the question, and inquired whether there was any 
objection. 

Mr. SLIDELL. There is no quorum present, 
and we can do no business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whenever 
that fact is ascertained, all business must be sus- 
pended. Until it is ascertained, business will be 
continued. Does the Senator object on that 

round ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. I desire that the Journal shali 
be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire withdraw his motion 
to suspend the reading of the Journal? act 

Mr. HALE. It need-not be withdrawn, if it 
requires unanimous consent. I have no objec- 
tion, I have not the slightest interest in the world 
in it, and do not care a‘straw aboutit. {think 
we may as well hear that as the speeches that 
might be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
moved that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New Hampshire made that motion, and the 
Chair inquired whether there was any objection 
to entering. the order. The Chair heard none, and 
under that impression it was suspended. If itis 
called for, it will be read. 

Mr, SLIDELL. Ido it for the simple reason 
that a quorum is absent, and Senators count on 
this time being occupied in the reading of the 
Journal. ; 

Mr.POWELL. The Chair properly announced 
it. There was no objection. The Senator from 
Louisiana has come in‘since. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading 
of os Journal will be proceeded with, if it is de- 
sired, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators, the 
presence of the Vice President makes it proper 
for me to vacate the chair. But before doing so, 
allow me to tender you my grateful acknowledg- 
ments for the honor conferred upon me by my 
selection to preside over the deliberations of the 
Senate during his temporary absence. 

The Vice Presipent took the chair. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. HALE. J object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 hope the Senate will 
agree to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
made, the Journal must be read. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think there is a quorum now 
present, and that was the only objection I had. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the whole of it. 

Mr.. SLIDELL. If the Senator chooses to 
renew his motion, I have no objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objectionis made 
in another quarter. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wii 
proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary continued reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY. i think we have been pun- 
ished enough. I think there*will be no further 
objection to suspending the reading of the Journal. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
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Rhode Island asks unanimous consent tosuspend 
the reading of the Journal. ` 

Mr. HALE. Readon. ._ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the Secretary will proceed. 

The Secretary eontinued to read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 hope now there willbe 
no objection to, suspending the further reading of 
the Journal. Task that it be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. Thé Chair hears tio objection; 
and the farther reading of the Journalis dispensed 

with. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


=: Mr. SEWARD presented resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill now pending 
before Congress to give the assent of Congress to 
the act of the Legislature of Louisiana for levy- 
ing tonnage duties on shipping, for the improve- 
ment of the Pass il’Outre of the Mississippi river; 
which. was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of P. S. Halstead 
and others, of the city 
tion of A. H. Bell and others, of the city of New 
York, severally praying the enactment of a law 
authorizing the exchange of gold and silver for 
cents at the Mint; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of D. Griffing 
and others, in relation to the pensions of the sol- 
diers of the revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented additional papers 
in support of the claim of A. Edwards to a pen- 
gion; which were referred to the Coimmittee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. KING presented two petitions of citizens 
of New York city, praying the passage of a law 
authorizing the exchange of gold and silver coin 
for cents at the Mint; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of R. W. 
Booth and others, manufacturers and hardware 
dealers of the city of New York, praying that the 
duty on steel may not be increased, as proposed 
by the tariff bill now pending before Cossress; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GREEN presented the memorial of Wright, 

Kendall & Co., and others, of Fitchburg, Mas- 
gachusetts, praying that the duty on steel may 
not be increased, as contemplated by the tariff 
bill now pending before Congress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
_ Mr. LANE presented the memorial of Conroy 
& O’Connor, and others, hardware merchants of 
the city of New York, praying that the duty on 
ateel may not he increased, as contemplated by 
the tariff bill now pending before Congress; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of W. 
W. Richmond, praying compensation for his ser- 
vices as secretary of legation at Brussels, from 
1853 to 1856; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. GREEN, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (H. R. No. 132) to remove the Uni- 
ted States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, and to provide 
for the sale of the lands on which the same is located, be 
recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
506) for the relief of Mrs. Charlotte Hayes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the resolu- 
tion 1 introduced some days since, to rescind the 
resolution adopted fixing the day of the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

Mr. THOMSON. Lhope the Senator will allow 
reports to be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Massachusetts yield the floor? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. I yield for reports. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 


of New York; and a peti- | 


399) granting a pension to Adeline Caddis, re- 
orted. it with an amendment. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 486) to authorize and direct the Sec- 
retary of War to contract with the Overland and 
Pike's Peak Express Company, reported it with 
an amendment. 2 . 

Mr. BIGLER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. No. 43) giving the assent of Congress to cer- 
tain acts passed or to be passed by the Legisla- 
tures of the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, and 
Texas, or any two of them, in relation to the 
“ raft” of Red river, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 459) granting an increase of pension to James 
Dunning, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 463) granting an 
invalid pension to Samuel Hamilton, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 449) for the re- 
lief of Eunice Cobb, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


i was referred the bill (H. R. No. 70) granting a 


pension to John Jackson, an invali soldier, re- 
ported it without amendment, and that it ought 
not to pass. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H, R. No. 532) granting a 
pension to Richard M. Haden, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 455) granting a 
pension to Chauncey Foyt, of Chenango county, 
New York, reported it without amendment, and 
that it ought not to pass. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 466) granting av 
invalid pension to Thomas Glasgow, reported it 
withoutamendment, and that it ought not to pass. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 498) for the relief of M. W. Izard, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the petition of 
Mary E. Whicher, administratrix of Stephen 
Whicher, praying for the payment of a judgment 
rendered iii favor of him by the district court of 
the United States for the State of Iowa, and fees 
for services rendered by her late husband by direc- 
tion of the Government, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Isaac Lilly, praying 


remuncration for the loss of a vessel unjustly seized | 


and sold under the erroneous pretense that tim- 
ber on board the same had been cut from lands 
belonging to the Government, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. k 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
448) granting an invalid pension to Esther P. Fox, 
widow of Augustus C. Fox, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of F. S. Stevens, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. No. 507) for the relief of 
the California Stage Company. The bili was 
read, and passed to a second reading; and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

“Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a resolution of 
the Legislature of California, in favor of the grant 
ofa certain tract of land, known as the Colorado 
Desert, to that State, for the purposes therein sêt 
forth, submitted a report, accompanied by a joint 


resolution (S. No. 54) for the survey of the Col- | 


orado Desert. The bill was read, and passed to & 
second reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred a 
petition of the inhabitants of township eighteen, 


range four edst, in ‘the county of Marengo, in the 
State of Alabama, praying a, grant-of land: serip 
equal to the value of the sixteenth section of sayad 
township, which was set apart. and disposed of 
for the encouragement and cultivation of the-vine 
and the olive, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed tos |. 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee-on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R..No. 
350) making appropriations for light-houses, bea- 
cons, buoys, &c., reported it with an amend- 
ment. i 
Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petitión.of 
William Nelson, a lieutenant in the Navy, pray- 
ing to be allowed, in the setilement of his accounts, 
for certain goods-stolen from the United. States 
store-ship Fredonia, while he was in command 
and acting as naval storekeeper, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 508) for the 
relief of William Nelson. The bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. ca 
Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution to printthe re- 
port of Dr. John Evans on the geqlogy of Oregon 
and Washington Territories, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. i 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a resolution to print extra copies of the 
report of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, for the year 1859, reported it with an 
amendment. 4 bho : 
The Senate proceeded to consider’ the’ tésoltt- 
tion; and the resolution, as amended*by the com- 
mittee, was agreed’ tozas follows: “at 
Resolved, That five thousand coples‘of the report of the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, for the 
year ending 30th June, 1860, be printed; two thousand for 
the use of the Institution, and three thousand for the Sén- 
ate: Provided, ‘That the aggregate number of pages :con- 
tained in said report shall not exceeed four hundred'and 


fifty pages, Without wood-cuts or plates, except those fur- 
nished by the Institution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bill and résolu- 
tion of the Senate: ; : 

A bill (No. 14) for the relief of Francis Dain- 
ese; and 3 : 

A joint resolution (No. 43) to correcta clerical 
error in the act approved May 4, 1860, ‘for the 
relief of Stewart McGowan. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill of the Senate (No. 416) 
to secure homesteads to actual settlers -on the 
public domain, and for other purposes, made the 
following report: ` 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 6f 
the two Houses on the bill (8. No. 416) to secure home- 
gteads to actual settlers on the public domain, and for other 
purposes, report : 

That, after full and free conference, the committee have 
separated without coming to an agreement. 

J SCHUYLER COLFAX, 

CYRUS ‘ALDRICH, 
J. L.M. CURRY, 

Managers on the part of the House of Representatives 
ANDREW JOHNSON, 
A. G. BROWN, 
J. R. DOOLITTLE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist upon. its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the said bill, insisted on by the House, and ask a 
further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses tlicreon. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec, 
the Vice President was authorized to appoint the 
committee of conférence on the part of the Senate; 
and Mr. Jounson of Tennessee, Mr. Firzpar-. 
rick, and Mr. Cameron, were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forwny, its Clerk, announced that.the 
House had passed a joint resolation (No. 41) to 
reduce the price of the public printing; in which. 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 
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-ENROLLED BILLS-SIGNED. 


Themessage farther announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: i j 

“A bill (S. No. 14) for the relief of Francis 
Dainese; 

“A bill (H. R. No. 220) for the relief of Anson 
Dart; 

A bill (S. No: 287) to incorporate the National 
Gallery and School of Arts in the District of 
Columbia; i 

A joint resolution (S. No. 43) to correct a cler- 
ical error in the act approved May 4, 1860, for the 
relief of Stewart McGowan; and 

A bill (S. No. 168) to amend ‘ An act to define 
and regulate the jurisdiction of the district courts 
Of the United States in California in regard to the 
survey and location of confirmed private land 
claims.” 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on yesterday, the printing of the 
following documents ateleven o’clock and twenty- 
two minutes, a. m.: 

Report of the Secretary of the Interior of the 
expenses of the Court of Claims; 

eport of the Postmaster General of the con- 
tingent expenses of the Post Office Department 
during the year ending June 30, 1859; and 

Report of the Postmaster General of the names 
and compensation of the clerks and other persons 
employed in the Post Office Department during 
the year ending December 31, 1859. 


CALIFORNIA LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. LATHAM. I move that the Senate take 
up the Senate bill No. 168 from the table, merely to 
agree to anamendment of the House. Itis merely 
an amendment to the title of the bill. It will cause 
no discussion. 
>, Mr. BRIGHT. ‘Will it lead: to debate? 

Mr. LATHAM. None whatever. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. No. 168) to amend an act entitled An 
act to ascertain and. settle private land claims in 
the, State of California,” passed March 3, 1851, 
which were, in section seven to strike out in the 
second and third Jines the words, ‘to which this 


is an amendment,” and to insert in lieu thereof, | 


“ An act to ascertain and settle private land claims 
in the State of California;”’ and to amend the title 
by inserting instcad of the present title, “ An act 
to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the dis- 
trict court of the United States in California in 
regard to the survey and location of private land 
claims.” 

Mr. LATHAM. Imove that the Senate con- 
curin the amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Š JOHN P. BROWN. 

Mr. MASON. The day before yesterday the 
Senate adopted a resolution asking the House to 
send back to the Senate the bill of the Senate No. 
271, for the relicf of John P. Brown, and it was 
sent back accordingly yesterday.. The resolution 
was See on my motion. It wasa bill reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations. I found 
that an crror had crept into the bill by which a 


larger sum of money was appropriated for the | 


party than was designed. I ask the Senate now 
to take up the bill for the purpose of correcting 
that crror, and reducing the amount of appropri- 


ation, The error simply was in giving to him | 


compensation during a period which had not been 
thoroughly examined by the committee, and erro- 
neously got into the bill. Tt reduces the appro- 
priation by $2,500.. I supposc it can be disposed 
of in a few minutes. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


Virginia asks unanimous. consent to take up the || 


bill indicated by him. 

Mr. FITCH. 
concurrence in the amendment sends the bill im- 
mediately to the House for its passage? 

Mr. MASON. It sends back a new bill. 

Mr. FITCH. The bill then necessarily goes 
through the several stages here? 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. FITCH. Ihave no objection to concur- 
ring in an amendment; but I have to passing the 
bill. The Committee on Foreign Relations h 


I desire to inquire whether a | 
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detected one error. I think, on a close examin- 
ation, the whole claim will be found to be erro- 
neous. 

Mr. MASON. The bill passed the Senate. 
The crror that was in it was an error committed 
through inadvertance, including in the bill a claim 
that the commitee had not thoroughly considered. 
It was an error for which I was, to some extent, 
responsible, and therefore asked that it be cor- 
rected. The bill simply provides for paying this 
gentleman what has always been done, the differ- 
ence of compensation between secretary of lega- 
tion and a chargé d’affaires, while he was left in 
charge by order of the Government. The error 
consisted in embracing a period which we had not 
properly considered; and I strike that out, and 
reduce the sum by that amount. 

Mr. FITCH. Of course I can have no objec- 
tion to a reduction of the sum; butin looking into 
another matter, growing out of our intercourse 
with Turkey, 1 discovered that this gentleman, 
Mr. Brown, has once received a certain sum 
which, by its very terms, was to be in full of all 
services rendered; and now he is here with an- 
other claim. He appears to be a pet of the throne, 
or of some power behind the throne; and, per- 
haps, these claims will be multiplied ad infinitum 
if we encourage them. I do not know that there 
is anything whatever in the claim. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator willlisten to mea 
moment, thatappropriation to which he refers was 
passed in 1851, during the absence of Mr. Brown 
from the country, and it was expressed to be in 
full of all claims up to that period. These claims 
are shown‘upon the face of the bill to have ac- 
crued since; and they are nothing but what has 
always been paid to the secretaries of legation: 
the difference of pay between a chargé d’affaires 
and a secretary of legation during the period in 
which, by order of the President, he was occupied 


in that capacity. Now, the limitation in 1851 was | 


properly up to the period of the passage of that 
law. None wore to be paid that accrued anterior; 
and those provided in this bill are shown on the 
face of the bill to be subsequent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to taking up the bill? 

Mr. MASON. I hope not. 

Mr. FITCH. I must feel it my duty to object. 
J objected to a similar bill, but, at the request of 
other Senators, withdrew the objection; but I have 
never yet been able to satisfy myself that I did 
right in so doing. I believe it was upon a bill 
acted upon very recently, for somewhat similar 
service in Turkey and Greece, by which we al- 
lowed a claim of several thousand dollars more 
than the party was entitled to; and I certainly 
cannot permit this to pass without looking into it. 

Mr. MASON. If onc objection stops it, it must 
lic on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. One objection 
stops it. 


CAPTURED AFRICANS. ` 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to take up the bill 
in regard to the captured Africans at Key West, 
which passed the Senate and has been amended 
in the House. There are two amendments to it, 
I will state, one of which increases the amount 
appropriated $50,000. F think we appropriated 
Poa That is owing to a subsequent vessel 
1aving been captured. The otheramendmentis to 
pay fifty dollars additional per head. The Senator 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamin,] who had charge 
of the bill, has left the city, and in a conversation 
with him, he was unwilling to concurintheamend- 
mentraising theamountffty dollars per capita; but 
the other amendment, which increases the appro- 
priation $50,000, he believed to be in consequence 
of another cargo having arrived. I move that the 
bill be taken up with a view of concurring in one 
amendment and rejecting the other, or concurring 
in both, as the Senate may think proper. This is 
a matter that ought torbe acted upon at once. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 464) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act in addition to the 
acts prohibiting the slave trade.” The House of 
Representatives passed the bill with two amend- 
ments. The first was to insert after the word 
‘fone hundred,” in line sixteen, the words ‘and 
fifty ;’? so that the clause will read: 


For a period not exceeding one year from the date of | 


their being landed on the coast of Africa, at a price in no 
case to exceed $150. : 

The next amendment was in lne eleven of sec- 
tion three, after the word “ hundred,” to insert 
the- words “and fifty;”? so that the clause will 
read: 

And clothing for aterm not exceeding one year from the 
date of the landing in Africa, the captured Africans recently 
landed in the southern district of Florida, aud that the sum 
of $250,000 be appropriated for that purpose, &c. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
concurring in the first amendment of the House 
of Representatives. 

’ Mr. TOOMBS, T hope that amendment will be 
rejected. The Senate, on great consideration and 
full investigation by the committee, decided that 
the sum stated in the bill was sufficient, and I do 
net know of any reason or of any facts on which 
we should raise the amount fifty dollars a head. 
1 think it is a mere waste of the public money. 

Mr. MASON. This, as I understand it, is an 
amendment of the House increasing one third the 
amount to be paid for transporting each of those 
negroes back to Africa. The bill originated in 
the Senate, and was reported by the Senator from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Bexsamin,] who is not now in 
his seat; and upon examination and considera- 
tion, they recommended that $100 for each should 
beappropriated. Now, as the Senator from Geor- 
| gia says, we have no information why it is raised 
i one third, which will very largely increase the 
appropriation. I hope we shall have the yeas 
and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. — 
! Mr. BAYARD. As I understand this bill—it 
| was reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and acted upon while I was absent—the 
Senate authorized an appropriation not exceedin 
$100 for each person. ‘The House have not altere 
the acts to be done, but have simply determined 
that it may cost more; and, therefore, they have 
| corrected our limitation, by putting it at not ex- 
ceeding $150 to each person. It does not require 
that expenditure, if the expenditure is unneces- 
sary. It simply authorizes it, if $100 is found 
insufficient. As we have agreed that the duty of 
restoration ought to be performed, I am not dis- 
posed to differ with the House, by cutting down 
the extended limitation; for if it is to cost more, 
I see no reason why we should not pay it, as well 
i as to pay $100; but it does not require that $150 
shall be expended. It only says that $150 may 
be exponded, if necessary. 

Mr. MALLORY. I voted for this bill in its 
| former position; but I shall be constrained to vote 
against any increased compensation, because I 
happen to know it is not necessary. I know 
what offers have been madeto carry these negroes 
to Africa. I know precisely what it can be done 
for. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it is not necessary it 
wil not be used. Are you not willing to trast it 
to the Department ? 

Mr. MALLORY. I never knew an instance 
where Congress authorized the expenditure of a 
sum of money that it was not expended. Inthe 
face of the fact that it is not called for, is not ne- 
cessary, and that offers have been made to carry 
them for the price in the bill, I cannot vote for 
this proposition. I hope it wil] not be increased. 

Mr. POWELL. The Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary, when they had this mattér under consid- 
eration, investigated it, and were unanimously of 
opinion that $100 was sufficient; and I hope that 
| limitation may be retained in the original bill. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
| resulted—yeas 26, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS~Messre. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
| ler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
| King, Seward, Simmans, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpawick, Green, Gwin, Hemp- 
| bil, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 


| Lane, Latham, Malory, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
Rice, Sautsbury, Thomson, and Toombs—27, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to concur in the 


other amendment of the House. I suppose there 
will be-no objection to that, It arises from the 


| fact of an additional cargo having arrived. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
concurring in the next amendment of the House, 
in line eleven, of the third section, after the word 
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“hundred,” to insert the words “‘ and fifty;” so | 


that it will read: 

With food, shelter, and clothing for a term net excced- 
ing one year from the date of the landing in Africa the cape 
tured Africans recently landed in the southern district of 


Florida, and that the sum of $250,000 be appropriated for | 


that purpose. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. That should be stricken out. 
They do not need that when the other increase 
has not been made. It is necessary to non-concur. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No,sir. The Senator mis- 
understands it. The first amendment, which has 
been rejected, increased the amount fifty dollars 
per capita. ‘This other amendment arises out of 
the capture of another slaver since the bill passed 
the Senate. 
~The amendment was concurred in. 


SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 


Mr. HUNTER. I desire to offer a resolution 
which becomes necessary in order to interchange 
pills between the two Houses. After to-day we 
eannot exchange bills without the adoption of this 
resolution: f 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
That the 16th and 17th joint rules be suspended for the 
remainder of the session. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I see no object in doing 
that, if we are going to extend the time. 1 under- 
stand the Senator from Massachusetts has called 
up his proposition for an extension of the session. 

Mr. HUNTER. It will'do no harm if we 
adopt it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Whatis the use of having 
auch rules when we suspend them every session? 
I never could see why we had rules of that char- 
acter, and then, for every session that I have been 
here, we come in and suspend them the moment 
they begin to have operation. I have never known 
it otherwise. I think we might as well abolish 
them permanently, or clse give some validity to 
them. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. FITCH. A motion has been made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to take up the reso- 
lution in regard to the adjournment, with which I 
am not disposed to interfere, but I had previously 
intended to ask the Senate to take up the House 
joint resolution No, 22, in relation to the public 
pristine: There was an informal understanding, 

owever, that I might be permitted to call it up 
to-morrow morning, and I hope it will be carried 
eut. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. WILSON. I renew my motion to take up 
the resolution I have indicated, in regard to the 
adjournment of Congress. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 
the resolution directing the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the Rouse of Representatives to declare their 
respective Houses adjourned sine die on Monday, the 18th 
instant, at twelve o’clock, meridian, be, aud the same is 
hereby, rescinded ; and that the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare their 
respective Houses adjourned sine die on Monday, the 25th 
instant, at twelve o’clock, meridian. 

.Mr. WILSON. But three working days are 
now left us, unless we change the day of adjourn- 
ment. It must be apparent, I think, to every 
Senator, that it is utterly impossible to close up 
the necessary business within those three days. 
We have before us, sir, now pending, the execu- 
tive, legislative, and judicial bill. We have the 
naval, the fortification, and the Post Office appro- 
priation bills all yet to consider. We have the 
question concerning the tariff to come up next 
after this bill. We have the question of the ad- 
mission of Kansas. We have the question with 
regard to the overland mail to California—all im- 
portant questions; and Į think we cannot consider 
them within the brief space of three days. I pro- 
pose, therefore, that we shall change the day. I 
will occupy no further time on the subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. I agree with the Senator that 
we shall require some extension; but this propo- 
sition is either too little or too much. If we take 
up the tariff, itis not enough; if we do not, I think 
we can get through by Thursday next. I would 
prefer to modify it in that way. If the question 
of the tariff comes up, and the Senate determine 


to consider it, then we shall have to amend it still 
further. I therefore move to amend it by striking 
out the 25th, and inserting the 2lst—making it 
next: Thursday. 

Mr. PUGH. Bs the Senator suggests. that if 
we take up the tariff we shall want more time, I 
think we had better postpone this resolution until 
we decide that question. I move, therefore, to 
lay it on the table. : . 

Mr. WIGFALL. Is that a debatable ques- 
tion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. PUGH. 
withdraw it. 9 

Mr. HUNTER. ifmy friend from Ohio will 
allow me, I suggested Thursday because it will 
take until that time to transact the‘necessary busi- 
ness, even if we do not take up the tariff; and if 
we do, we shall require still further time. 

Mr. PUGH. ILunderstood the Senator to say 
that he intended to take the sense of the Senate 
on the question of postponing the tariff. He 
knows the tariff will be debated then, whether or 


not. 
Mr. HUNTER. Yes. 
Mr. PUGH. Just as surely as he makes that 


motion we shall have the whole debate, and we 


It is not. 
If you renew the motion, I will 


| might as well have the time. - 


Mr. GWIN. Let us pass the resolution, then. 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 desire to know if there is 
any motion pending? 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. There is a motion 
pending to lay the resolution on the table; and it 
is not debatable. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I ask the Senator to sus- 
pend the motion for a moment? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I do notintend to make a 
speech. I trust the Senator will not make that 
motion; or, if he does not withdraw it, E hope the 
Senate will not concur in it. It must be obvious 
to every one that we cannot possibly get through 
the business we have before us, leaving out the 
tariff, by next Monday. It is utterly impossible 
to doit. 1, for one, feel myself somewhat inter- 
ested in this matter personally, because, indis- 
crectly, and without consideration, I voted for 
the House resolution when it was up here before. 
I regret it. We are paid a salary to discharge the 
public duties. Now, Lam not going to criminate 
or recriminate, but I take my full share of the re- 
sponsibility. We have dilly-dallied and wasted 
time until the very end of the session, and we 
are now attempting to crowd the work of six 
months into one week. Itis notright. We are not 
doing justice to ourselves We are not doing jus- 
tice to the country. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from Texas. He is doing the Sen- 
ate injustice in saying that we have dilly-dallied 
during the present session. During the present 
session we have sat more hours daily, Í think, 
than at any other previous session for years past; 
and there has been more real hard work done 
during the present session than any session of the 
same length of time within my recollection. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Then I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that f used the term dilly-dal- 
lying in a Pickwickian sense, or will take it back, 
if that is more satisfactory. Be that as it may, 
the House was not organized for some two or 
three months; and since that time we have been 
discussing questions—I mean not bills—not of 
practical utility, and we are now just upon the 
eve of considering appropriation bills and tax 
bills. Others may be more familiar with these 
matters; but for myself, I am not prepared to vote 
upon every question here without discussion, and 
it must be obvious to every Senator that there is 
an impatience to hear even explanations. We are 
called upon, not under the previous question rule, 
but we are called upon and appcaled to to take 
votes without hearing the facts. Iam not pre- 
pared to vote upon many questions without ex- 


-planations. 


Mr. HARLAN rose. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Now, do not interrupt me. 
I will be through in a minute. 

Under these circumstances, it seems to me that 
it would be better not to lay this resolution on 
the table. Iam disposed to adopt it for the 28th. 
If we get through business in the mean time, we 
can certainly adjourn; if we do not, no harm is 
done. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of twelve 
o'clock having arrived, the Chair-calls up the spe- 
cial order, being the bill (H. R. No. 339) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, ant 
judicial expenses of the Government forthe year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861. BO Ba te 

Mr. WIGFALL. I have said all that I desire: 
to say. : mie EA 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope that, by common con- 
sent, we shall proceed -with the consideration:of 
this question. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be uhani- 
mous consent, that course will be pursued. `° © 

Mr. YULEE. . I object. : ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the Chair announces the special order as’ 
the business before the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move to postpone it for ten 
minutes, for the purpose of having a vote on this 
resolution. : 

Mr. YULEE. I think we might as well pro- 
gress with the practical business of to-day, and 
by to-morrow morning we will have better made 
up our minds as to the proper course upon this 
resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think we had better go on 
with the appropriation bill, and take this up to- 
morrow; and then we will know better where we 
stand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
insist on his motion? : 

Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator from Virginia 
will help to get it up then, I would have no objec- 
tion. I know that he can do. it when ‘no other 
Senator could. I withdraw the motion. 


ANSON DART. 


Mr. HARLAN. I desire to entera privileged 
motion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
mie bill was passed granting certain pay to Anson 

art. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed by the Secretary that the bill has been 
sent to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that an order be en- 
tered asking for its return. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Iowa moves that the House be requested to return 
the bill for the relief of Anson Dart. Jt was a 
House bill, which has been enrolled and signed by 
the Speaker, and came here for the signature of the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate, and is here now. 

Mr. HARLAN. Is not the motion to recon- 
sider in order ? ss 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Itisnotnow. The 
bill has passed out of the possession of the Senate, 

Mr. YULEE. The bill may be recalled. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has been 


| sent tothe House of Representatives, and enrolled 
‘and signed by the Speaker, 


Mr. BRIGHT. ‘The only way, I apprehend, 
in which to reach the difficulty presented by the 
Senator from Towa, is by a joint resolution ex- 
planatory of that bill, We cannot recall it again. 

Mr. WILSON. Is this matter disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I desire to move to post- 
pone the consideration of the special. order—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts will pause a moment. The Chair 
is obliged to arrest the public business; he cannot 
hear the Senator on the floor. Motions cannot 
be heard. p 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope every Senator will be re- 
quired to take his seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair accepts 
with pleasure the suggestion of the Senator from 
Mississippi. Half the Senate is upon its feet: 
Will Senators be good enough to resume their 
seats? 

Mr. YULEE. I rise to a question of order. I 
rise for the purpose of inquiring by what means— 
I think there must be some means—the privilege 
which the rules of the body alléw to each mem- 
ber to move a reconsideration within two days 
may be reached. It appears to me that the bill 
for the relief of Anson Dart being now in the pos- 
session of the Senate, it is in the power of the 
Senate to control it, and that the signature of the 
bill by the President is under its control, it being 
one step in the legislation of the two Houses, or 
in the perfection of its legislation, and may be, by 
the action of this body, arrested. I rise to make 
that suggestion to the Chair. . 


the, floor. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. WILSON. I rise for the purpose of mov- 
ing the postponement of the special order, for the 
purpose of settling this question of the adjourn- 
ment. It seems to me thatif we are to change the 
day, itis as well'to know it. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. IVERSON. Lask whether the resolution 
1s divisible; whether the question can be taken 
first on rescinding the other resolution, and after- 
wards on fixing the day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is divisible. 

Mr. IVERSON. Then I ask that the question 
be divided. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A division of the 
resolution being called for, the question will be 
on the first branch of the resolution: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
That the resolution directing the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives to declare 
their réspective Houses adjourned sine die on Monday the 
18th instant, at twelve o’clock, m., be, and the same is 
bereby, rescinded, 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Georgia that by dividing we cannot take the sense 
of the Senate.” I would not be willing to rescind 
the resolution altogether; but yet L would be will- 
ing to rescind, if we would put off the adjourn- 
ment to aday not too distant. It scems to me 
we had better take a vote on the proposition as a 
whole. 

Mr. IVERSON. There seems to bea great 
contraricty of opinion as to what day shall be 
fixed, even if the resolution for adjournment is 
rescinded; and that isa question which E think 
ought to be settled by itself. Let us first decide 
whether we shall rescind the resolution for ad- 
journment; because there may be a majority of 
the Senate not disposed to rescind it at all, and 
that will settle the question as to the day. At the 
suggestion of Senators around me, however, I 
withdraw the call for a division. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘The original resolution was 
called up on my motion; and it passed, Before L 
vote to rescind that resolution, I desire to inguire 
of the Senator from Virginia, who is at the head 
of the Finance Committee, whether, in his judg- 


ment, the public interest requires the rescinding } 


of this resolution ? 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not think that we can 
get through the business we have got to transact 
by. Monday. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I suggest, then, that if we 
agree to rescind the resolution we ought not to fix 
the time. We should leave that question open. 
If we have to stay one, two, or three days, we 
may have to stay one, two, or three weeks. I 
thinks if we rescind the resolution, the better plan 
is not to, fix the day’ 
ready for adjournment. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator from Vir- 
ginia ean give us an idea, by what day we can 


get through the business, which he has the most į 


particular charge of, I would certainly agree upon 
ut. Tam unwilling to vote for rescinding the res- 
olution at all, unless we shall fixupon the day in 
advance. 

Mr, FITCH. Isee one very strong objection 
to. the suggestion of my colleague. If we rescind 


the resolution without fixing the day, we are at || 


the mercy of the other end of the Capitol, and 
they may possibly—-without, of course, design- 
ing to inpate any motive, because that would be 
unparliamentary—by a desire to spin out a pro- 


until we can see when we are | 


| 
| 


months uselessly. I think, for that reason, we 
had better fix the day by the same vote that we 
rescind the original resolution. 

Mr. BIGLER. JI think thg resolution in its 
original form is, perhaps, the best we can do: to 
rescind the previous resolution, and to postpone 
the adjournment until the 28th or 30th.- I prefer 
that very. much to the day indicated by the Sen- 


|| ator from Virginia. 1 should be glad to know of 
| the Senator from Virginia, whether he made a 


motion or only asuggestion about ashorter period. 
Did the Senator from Virginia move to amend the 
resolution ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not recollect whether I 
made the motion or not; but I suggested that I 
thought we could get through by Thursday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
now move to amend the resolution? 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the question 
is on the resolution offered by the Senator from 


! Massachusetts. 


Mr. DAVIS. I suppose we have in the Sen- 
ate to consider first whether we are to pay atten- 
tion to any other subject than the appropriation 
bills. If we are to confine our attention to the 
appropriation bills, then, I say, the Committee on 
Finance may very properly indicate to us a day 
on which we can adjourn; and with that view, Í 
should be ready to accept their suggestion. If 
we are to proceed to legislation, such as has been 
suggested, on the revenue system of the country, 
then I should think it quite improper to fix a day 
which would leave us embarrassed by terminating 
the discussion just at the moment we were likely 
to reach something useful. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We may as well have 
this question distinctly understood all around as 
to what the real question isand what the real dif- 
ficulty will be. It is now perfectly manifest that 
we cannot get through with the ordinary business 
by Monday. tis therefore necessary to extend 
the time somewhat.. A portion, undoubtedly, of 


the Senators would like to extend it sufficiently 


far to take up and consider the question of the 
tariff in all its extent, and act upon it, If we do 
that, it is perfectly manifest that we have not 
only got to extend the session days, but weeks; 
and the Senators who are in favor of that, of 
whom I am one, would be undoubtedly for con- 
tinuing the session fora very considerable period. 
Other Senators, who do not wish to take up that 
question, but confine ourselves to business that 
we must do, will Le for a shorter period—Thurs- 
day, if that is all that is necessary; and I suppose 
itis. J agree with the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance upon that subject. p 
through with the ordinary business by Thursday. 
With the extraordinary business we cannot get 
through even by Monday week, in my judgment, 
and we may as well understand it; because I, for 
one, will not agree to take up that question, of the 
tariff without going into it thoroughly. I take 
no bill on that subject except on my own exam- 
ination. Tt will require a great deal of examina- 
tion and revision; which Į am prepared to give it, 
so far as Lam able. 

Now, then, there is no difficulty in settling that 
question, according to the intention of the Senate 
on this proposition,atall. The Senatorfyom Mas- 


| sachusetts moves to rescind the resolution in re- 


gard to the adjournment, and to fix a day. The 
Senator from Virginia suggests that an extension 
until Thursday will be long enough, in his judg- 
ment. He is opposed to taking upother business, 
further than that necessary to be done. Now, 
sir, it can be settled which way the majority of 
the Senate is on the motion to fix Thursday next. 
If the majority should determine to take up other 
business, by not agrecing to that amendment, 
they can make an amendment to continue it even 
beyond Thursday week, which is the 28th. There- 
fore, there is no difficulty in acting uponit. We | 
can act upon the proposition to amend this reso- 
lution, made by the Senator from Virginia, and 
if that carries, we have simplified the question | 
thus far, so far as this body is concerned. There 
is no difficulty in meeting the whole question 
srecisely on this resolution, and ascertaining what 
is the sense of the Senate on that question. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I have taken 
no part in this discussion, because I knew, from 


; shall vote for the longest day 


We can get jj 
| cient and produce something. 


all that was done yesterday, that it is impractica- 


tracted discussion on the tariff, keep us here for |i ble to carry a tariff. That is to be determined 


Mr. CAMERON. I think we can. I willsay 


| in addition, that. E Am willing to sit any length of 


time. I will sit here until December next, if gen- 
tlemen on the other side will go to work and 
deliberate on this question of the revenue, with 
the purpose of passing a bill. Ido not care how 
long we sit here if they will do that. The longer 
they remain, the more I shall do for my constit- 
uents. Ido not believe, however, that any good 
is going to come out of this question for us. As 
Į said before, the whole matter is inthe hands of 
the majority, and they are not disposed, and I fear 
do not intend, to give us any bill at all; but I 
to sit here. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not agrec with the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat, if I un- 
derstood him aright, in the importance of acting 
upon the tariff question this session. Tamagainst 
it; but if we are to rescind this resolution, I would 
rather the adjournment should be postponed toa 
laterday than Thursday, for this reason: we know 
thatat the beginning of next weck, for some days, 


| there will be a political convention near here in 


session. A similar convention drew awaya num- 
ber of our members’some weeks ago. ‘This be- 
ing nearer, will probably make the Scnate thin; 
and every Senator knows that the last two or three 


| days of every session embrace more important 
| votesthan any others. Now, if we can getthrough 


by Monday, I shall be glad of it; but if not, I 
would rather not attempt to adjourn on Thurs- 
day, for E take it some of those gentlemen will be 
absent who were absentbefore, and we shall have 
the most important questions decided with avery 
thin Senate. Therefore, I would rather have it 
a week later—say Wednesday or Thursday of 
next week. We may get every thing up by the 
middle of next week with a fall Senate; but for 
four or five days it will not be full. This will gov- 
ern my vote. I may vote for a resolution for a 
Jonger day than Thursday, if it is rescinded; but 
1 would not vote to rescind it for Thursday only. 

Mr. HALE, We have adjourned once, as the 
Senator from North Carolina has said, for the ben- 
cfit of a Democratic convention that was bolden 
at Charleston, and it resulted ina perfect botch; 
nothing was done. [Laughter.] E am not for 
giving them another adjournment, unless I have 
some reliable security that they will be more effi- 
x. [Laughter] We 
had our convention and did not ask any adjourn- 
ment; did not take any. So I think, on the mat- 
ter of adjournment, there is nothing to be said. 

1 do want to say a single word in reference to 
another matter which has been alluded to, and 
that is the discyssion of this tariff question. If 
there was any prospect of any practical result 
growing out of that, E would do as the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Camron] says he 
would, sit here just exactly as long as was ne- 
cessary, until next December if necessary, to per- 
fect a bill, But,sir, I am going to take this thing 
just exactly as itis, and neither intend to be gam- 
moned myself, nor to be made an instrument in 
gammoning anybody else. Į look upon itas a 
settled question, that we cannot pass that tariff 
bill, and that all that can be done will be long 
speeches made upon one side or the other, and 
the result will be, when we come to a vote, that 
we shall be just exactly where we are now—we 
shall get no tariff. Now, sir, I say the best, the 
most judicious, the most patriotic coursc, will be 
for those gentlemen that want to ventilate them- 
selves on the tariff to go home and do it before 
their constituents, where they will have, proba- 
bly, some chance of producing some practical 
results; but I think he is a vain map, if there is 
such a one in this Senate, who will get up and 
make a speech with the idea of producing any 
impression upon the impervious ranks of that De- 


i geared that controls the destinies of this Senate. 


ĮI look upon the result as fixed. J look upon 
it that we cannot possibly control or command 
more than twenty-seven votes in favor of the bill 
which a majority of this side wants to pass. It 
is some time since I paid much attention to fig- 
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ures, but when I did study arithmetic, I never 
knew any mode by which twenty-seven could 
out-count thirty-five, and from there up; and as 
Tong as it is certain that there is a majority of 
eight or ten against any practical modification of 
the tariff at this session, 
ing out false hopes to the country that, by sitting 
here and talking, we can produce a different re- 
sult. . I do not believe it. I concur entirely with 
the views presented by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania on this side—the thing is settled; and as 
long as it is settled, it is not worth while to hold 
out illusive hopes to the country that a different 
result can be brought about. I do not believe it, 
I do not believe, if we were to sit here and talk 
ever so long, it would alter this state of things. 
If gentlemen want issues to the country, we have 

ot enough of them, The idea that there is any 
issue, as the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
sette said, on Kansas, on the homestead bill, or 
any of those questions—why, sir, there is really 
no more issue relating to them than there is rela- 
ting to Noah’s flood. They are with the past; 
they are matters of history; they are not, so far 
as practical legislation this session is concerned, 
living issues. We have tried and voted for them 
in every form in which they could be brought, 
and we have been voted down, and we shall be 
voted down. 

Mr. BIGLER rose. 

Mr. HALE. 1 feel for my friend over there. 
My friend from Pennsylvania, on that side, bears 
a strong resemblance to one of the early preachers 
- of Christianity, in standing up for a tariff on that 
side. He is literally like the voice of one crying 
in the wilderness. (Laughter. ] I respect his mo- 
tives, and I pity his condition. [Laughter.] But, 
sir, the practical truth is just as I tell him; and, 
under these circumstances, I feel inclined to fol- 
low the practical wisdom of the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, on this subject, and shall 
vote for Thursday. 

Mr. BIGLER. The argument of my friend 
from New Hampshire is somewhat extraordinary. 
1 havesupposed him to be deeply concerned about 
the great industrial interests of the country on the 
subject of the tariff. Indeed all the Senators on 
that side indicated great solicitude, and especially 
my colleague, about it; and I must confess to 
you, sir, I am not able to comprehend their posi- 
tion this morning. I know no way of accom- 
lishing this desirable end except by taking the 

ill up and considering it. The Senator from 
New Hampshire is not at liberty to prejudge 
this case. I do not know by what authority he 
has announced that nothing can be done. It is 
certainly very clear, that the Senators on that 
side of the question cannot pass a bill alone with 
my vote only; but nothing has occurred to make 
it conclusive that there are not Senators on this 
side of the Chamber who feel that there is a ne- 
cessity for a revision of the tariff, and who are 
willing to go into that subject. I hope that the 
wish of my friend from New Hampshire has not 
been father to the thought which he has given us; 
that he really desires to discuss this question be- 
fore the people, rather than here where we can 
get practical legislation. 

Now, Mr. President, I think the Senate and 
the country will bear me witness that, often as 
this question has been brought before us, I never 
have once attempted to draw it into the ordinary 
partisan issucs of the day. I said yesterday, and 
i say to-day, I desire to consider it as a business 

uestion, as a question of revenue, andas a ques- 
tion affecting the great industrial interests of the 
country, calmly and deliberately. I say there is 
no force whatever in the suggestion that we can- 
not consider this question and dispose of it at this 
session. We have any time we please to take; 
and those Senators, like myself, who are very 
anxious for the full and deliberate consideration 
of this subject, it seems to me, have no other 
course than to vote for the longest time we can 
get. 


Then, sir, letus have the settlement of the ques- | 


tion. Tho Senator from Virginia, on behalf of 
the committee, has given us notice that he will 
present a motion for postponement. On that we 
shall have a decision. Now, I differ from the 
Senator from New Hampshire, as well as from 
my colleague, as to what will be the result of the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. I believe 
that motion will fail, and that this subject will be 


am not in favor of hold- | 


before the Senate for practical legislation. I will 
say at the same lime, in all candor, to the Sen- 
ators on the other side, that they have reason to 
think that they are correct in this conclusion. 
There have been no indications favorable to the 
result which we desire; but, sir, I think I have 
reason for the faith which isin me, that when 
this question of postponing this subject is before 
the Senate it will be defeated, and we shall find it 
before us for practical legislation and final de- 
cision. 

Mr. CAMERON. My colleague seems to be 
under the impression that I desire to vote for the 
shortest time. 

Mr. BIGLER. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON. The coursg of his argument 
was so. I repeat now, I shall vote for the long- 
est day to extend this session. I do not, how- 
ever, believe, as my colleague seems to do, that 
there is the slightest chance of doing anything 
here in regard to the tariff. We had the question 
nearly before us yesterday upon ingrafting a loan 
bill on the appropriation bill There was but one 
vote against that proposition on the other side, 
and that was the vote of my colleague. As to his 
sincerity Ihave no doubt; but as to his Judgment 
in this matter, I have no confidence init. He will 
fail to give any support there except two or three 
votes. I will remain here with him as long asany 
one will remain in the Senate, if that question is 
broughtup. Itis one entirely in the hands of the 
Democratic party. There will be no change in 
the tariff until the Democratic party ceases to 
have a majority in this House. It is not their 
policy. They are not apt to give up their cher- 
ished policies for the sake of expediency, nor for 
the sake of benefiting the Opposition party or 
benefiting the country. Their line of policy is in 
favor of the great agricultural interests of the 
South, which they think are adverse to ours. 
They control the legislation for that purpose, have 
done so hitherto, and will do so hereafter. Ire- 
peat again, my colleague will get, on his side of 
the Chamber, when this question comes up, only 
two or three or four votes. Itis truce this*motion 
of the Senator from Virginia may be voted down, 
and the day extended; but it will be because gen- 
tlemen want to go to the Baltimore convention, 
and then come back and finish business. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If this resolution should 
be laid on the table, it can be taken up to-morrow 
or the next day, and we shall then see the prog- 
ress we make. I therefore move to lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the motion a single moment. í 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. Before that motion is madc, 
I wish to say a single word in reply to a remark 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
Senator speaks of making up issucs. Now, sir, 
I want to be distinctly understood. I want to see 
this revenue question settled without any refer- 
ence whatever to party issues. I believe the great 
interests of this country have been sacrificed for 
years by bringing this revenue question, which 
is purely and simply a business question, into the 
politics of the country. The House have passed 
a bill. think in four or six days we can exam- 
ine its details and we can settle it, We can get 
business done by the 28th. 

In regard to the Kansas question, as an issue, 
I care nothing about it. Kansas comes here and 
asks admission. The interests of those people re- 
quire that they should be admitted, I want to see 
them admitted into this Union. Ido not know 
that we haveanything pohtically to gain by taking 
votes or making an issue here upon it. f want 
time, therefore, for the purpose of considering 
those two great questions. In regard to the ques- 
tion of an overland mail, itis a question of the 
connection of our Pacific and Atlantic coasts—a 
question for the gencral interests of the country, 
and I do not see any party issues in that. 

Now, sir, I wish to say distinctly, that in pro- 
posing this day—the 28th—it is not for the pur- 
pose of making up issues; but it is for the pur- 


| pose of taking time to settle questions that are 


important to the interests of the whole coun- 


try. 

Whe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpart- 
rice in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. WIGFALL. What is that? 


The PRESIDING. OFFICER. To insert’ 
Thursday the 2ist ; eS 
Mr. BIGLER. | thought the Senato 
ginia had withdrawn that. Be os á 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen? 
ator from Virginia withdraw his amendment? o 

Mr. HUNTER. I had not offered an amend- 
ment. I indicated Thursday asa day by which’ 
we could get through; but I ani not aware that T 
offered any amendment. i a Pas 

Mr. HALE. Tmove thatamendment, to strike 
out the 28th.and insert Thursday, the ist, 07 

Mr. WILSON. I will suggest to the Senator’ 
from New Hampshire to make it one week at 
least; that isa week from Monday. 

Mr. HALE. 1 will agree to that, I will say: 
the 25th. " a : 

Mr. DAVIS. I submit to the Senate whether 
we had not better go on until Saturday. morning, 
and by that time we can decide how nearly we 
have completed the necessary labor of the session. 
If then an extension be necessary, wecan make it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. : 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 24, noes 20. 

Mr. YULEE. Is it in order now to movea 
postponement of the further consideration of the 
resolution ? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Yes, sir. 

Mr. YULEE. I move that the further consid- 
eration of the resolution be postponed until twelve 
o’clock on Saturday next. f E aie 

“The motion was not agreed to. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the resolution, as amended. 

Tho resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. Now I suppose the appro- 

riation bill is the unfinished business in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That, being 
the unfinished business, is now before the Senate, 

_The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 339) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1861, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Sesastran, from the Come 
mittee on Indian Affairs, to insert as a new sec- 
tion the following: 

For carrying into effect the award of the Senate, made 
March 9, 1859, pursuant to the eleventh article of the treaty 
with the Choctaws of June 22, 1855, $2,332,560 83.. 80 
much thereof as.shall be necessary for the payment of the 
claims which, by the twelfth article of the said treaty, the 
Choctaws have assumed to pay, and of such other liabilities 
of the tribe as the proper authorities thercof shall ascertain 
and determine to be just, shall, on their requisition, be paid 
over to them at such times and in such manner as they 
shall request; and the balance remaining, after satisfying 
such claims and liabilities, shall be held in trust for the ben- 
efit of the Choctaws, according to the provisions of the 
thirteenth article of the said treaty. 


Mr. CLARK. Iwas making some remarks 
upon this amendment at the time the Senate ad- 
journed last evening; and, with the permission of 
the Senate, | will go on and state the views of the 
committce in regard to that amendment. I will 
not enter into a history of the transactions be- 
tween the Choctaws and the United States out of 
which it grows, but I will simply confine myself 
to what has been the action of the Government 
since the treaty of 1855. Iam requested by the 
Senator from lowa [Mr. Grimes] to do it, that 
Senators may understand something more in re~ 
gard to-it. If that be the pleasure of Senators, I 
will proceed to do so very briefly. i 

In 1830, Mr. President, at the treaty between 
the Choctaws and the United States at Dancing 
Rabbit creck, so called, the Government set apart 
for the Indians, or ceded to the- Choctaw Indians 
west of the Mississippi river, fifteen million acres 
ofland. The Choctaws at that time ceded to the 
United States ten million acres of land on the 
eastern side of the Mississippi. In that same 
treaty the Government made certain reservations 
of land for the benefit of the Indians out of that 
land on the eastern side of the Mississippi, which 
they were permitted to occupy, if they chose. 
There was also a provision in that treaty for the 
removal of the Indians to the westerly side of the 
Mississippi. In the year 1937, the Chickasaw 
tribe of Indians and the Choctaws made a treaty 
between themselves, by which the Choctaws ceded 
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to. the Chickasaws a portion of their land to the 
river, The Chickasaws paid $530,000 to the Choc- 
taws for a portion of thatland. Thirty thousand 
dollars of that was paid at the time the annuities 
were paid. The $30,000. was held out of the 
Chickasaw fund by the United States for the 
Choctaws; so that the payment was made-out.of 
the Chickasaw reserved fund. It was a Chick- 
asaw payment with. the Choctaws for land, ceded 
to the Chickasaws by the Choctaws. 

There afterwards arose a division between the 
Chickasaws and the Choctaws in regard to their 
boundary. In 1855 the United States on the one 
part, the Chickasaw nation on the other, and the 
Choctaw nation on the other, made a tripartite 
treaty, by which a new division was had of the 
lands between the Chickasaws and the Choctaws. 
The Choctaws ceded to the United States their 
land west of the hundredth meridian, and also 
leased to the United States. strip of land between 
the ninety-eighth. and one hundredth meridians, 
for the purpose of another Indian tribe. The 
Chickasaws agreed to pay to the Choctaws an 
additional sum of $150,000; and the United States 
agreed to pay to the Choctaws, for the strip of 
land which they had ceded, and the lease of the 
land between the ninety-cighth and one hundredth 
parallels, $600,000. One hundred thousand dollars 
was to be paid then, and $500,000 of that money 
was to be preserved in trust for them; so that the 
Government of the United States had in trust for 
the Choctaws $500,000, which was paid by the 
Chickasaws under the treaty of 1837. They had 
in trust $500,000 more paid to them, or agreed to 
bo paid to them by the United States under the 
treaty of 1855, making $1,000,000 which the Uni- 
ted States held in trust for the Choctaw nation at 
this time. 

Now, under the treaty of 1830, the Choctaws 
had contended that they ought to have the bencfit 
of the sale of the landson the eastern side of the 
Mississippi, on account of the reservations that 
had been made to them which they had not occu- 


pied. That treaty provided. that there should be 
a reservation for the Indians out of those lands, 
The Indians did not choose to occupy a reserva- 
tion, and asked the United States to pay them the 
net proceeds. By the treaty of 1855, the United 
States agreed with the Choctaw nation that that 
question, whether they should have the net pro- 
ceeds of the land, should be submitted to the Uni- 
ted States as an arbiter. The Senate of the United 
States undertook that arbitration, and on the 9th 
day of March, 1859, they passed this resolution: 

« Resolved, That the Choctaws be allowed the proceeds of 
the sales of such lands as have been sold by the United 
States up tothe Ist day of January last, (1859)??— 

The Senate resulved that they should have the 
paces a year ago. They acted as arbitrators 

éetween the Choctaws and the United States 
under that treaty, and decided they should have 
the benefits of those lands— 
“ deducting therefrom the costs of their survey and sale 
and all proper expenditures and payments under said treaty, 
excluding the reservations allowed and sceured?— 

Those which they had taken up— 

& and estimating the scrip issued in lieu of reservations?— 

Which was fifty cents an acre— 
sat the rate of $1 25 per acre ; and, further, that they be also 
allowed said twelve and a half cents for the residue of said 
jands.” 

Now, I want to remark here, that we have sold 
abòut'seven million acres of that land; we have 
got on hand, or devoted to swamp and railroad 
fae four million more. We charged the 

ndians ten cents for, surveying it, and allowed 
them twelve and a half cents; and all they get out 
of the four million acres is two and a half cents 
per acre. We charged them ten cents for survey- 
ing, and after deducting that and the lands re- 
served for railroad purposes, we allowed them 
twelve anda half cents, making out in their favor 
but two anda half cents. At the same time the 
Secretary of the Interior was directed to cause an 
account to be stated with the Choctaws, so that | 
we might know what the proceeds of the land 
were; and the Secretary of the Interior has gone 
on to state his account. Here is a Jong statement 
which has been furnished Senators of this account. 
The Choctaws are credited with the lease of the 
lands; they are charged with the survey; they are 
charged with their removal to lands west; they 
are charged with all the items of the expenditures 
necessary and-proper to that account; and the Sec- 


retary of the Interior states the balance thus: net 
proceeds of. the lands sold, $7,556,568 05. The 
residue of the lands unsold being four million one 
hundred and seventy-six thousand three hundred 
and seventy-four and four one hundredth acres, 
attwelve and a half cents, amounts to $522,046 75; 
making the account upon that side, $8,078,614 80. 
He then goes on to charge the Choctaws with the 
various articles under the treaty, and he finds that 
account to stand as moncy paid out forthe Choc- 


f taws, $5,097,367 50, leaving, as he states the ac- 


count, a balance of $2,981,247 30. 

In the examination of this subject, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs thought, ona conference with 
the Secretary of the Interior, that he had not stated 
this matter fully. Forinstance: the United States 
had paid to the State of Mississippi five per cent., 
or six, on this whole amount in lieu of taxation, 
and that should have been charged to the Indians. 
The committee also thought that the land that had 
been reserved under the swamp act, so called, and 
for railroad purposes, should not be allowed to 
the Indians; that they should not be paid any- 
thing forthem, andthe committee proceeded to de- 
duct that, and they feund there should be a further 
deduction of $664,494 13, leaving the amount in 
favor of the Indians as reported in this amend- 
ment at $2,332,560 83. 

Now, the point under discussion last evening 
when the Senate adjourned, was this: the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] did not say, 
though he made the query, whether the $500,000 
paid by the Chickasaws to the Choctaws for a 
portion of that land, should not have also been 
charged to the Choctaws and deducted. But the 
answer to that is, that the United States never 
paid them $500,000. It was no payment of theirs. 
Tt was a payment of $500,000 by the Chickasaws 
for lands ceded them by the Choctaws. The Gov- 
ernment had nothing to do with it, except to hold 
it in reserve, and this very treaty of 1855, after 

yroviding for the arbitration of the Senate of the 
nited States, goes on to provide this: 

“And the funds now beld by the United States for the 
benefit gf the Choctaws, under former treaties or other- 
wise, shall continue to be so held’? 

The treaty itself, after providing for the arbi- 
tration, provides that $500,000 which the Chick- 
asaws had paid should still be held in trust by 
the United States for the Choctaws; and nowthey 
say they want to deduct it as a payment made by 
the United States, when the very treaty guaran- 
ties that the United States shall hold it. Then, 
as a further fund, they want to deduct $600,000 
paid fox the lease of land to the United States. 

Che Choctaws ceded the land west of the one 
hundredth meridian, and they leased the land be- 
tween the ninety-cighth and one hundredth me- 
ridian, for which the Government agreed to pay 
them $600,000; and now the United States, it is 
proposed, should charge them that in payment, 
when this very treaty provides that $100,000 of 
that $600,000 should be paid in cash and the other 
$500,000 should be held in reserve. The treaty 
reads thus: 

« And the funds now held in trust by the United States 
for the benefit of the Choctaws, under former treaties or 
otherwise, shall continue to be so held, together with the 
sun of $500,000, out of the payment to them, under arti- 
cles eighth and tenth of this agreement.” 

This agreement provides that $500,000 shall 
still be held so; but here is the point: 

“ And also whatever balance shall remain, if any, of the 
amount that shall be allowed the Choctaws by the Senate, 
under the twelfth article herein, after satisfying the just 
liabilities of the tribe.’ 

This treaty provides that if the Senate allow 
them for the proceeds of the lands, they shall pay 
the liabilities of the tribe in the first Instance in 
cash, so that they may be out of debt; and then 
the balance shall be held in trust for the Choc- 
taws; $500,000 under the Chickasaw treaty, and 
$500,000 for the land ceded by them to the United 
States; and then the balance of this land added to 
it, to be held in trust for them after paying their 
liabilities. Thatis the whole of it. 

The question arises whether we shall pay this 
money now, or whether we shall delay it? It is 
said that the 


place for it. I contend, Mr. President, it 1s just 


i the place for it. We have passed the award; we 


have taken the account; we have settled the ac- 
count so far as the committee can settle it; that 
is, under the disposition of the Senate; and now, 


when the amount is settled, what more have we 


oppropiiation bill is not the proper | 


to do. but to pay the money, or provide for it? It 
appropriates it to be held in reserve from the 
Choctaws. It seems to me, sir, it is eminently 
proper that we put it upon this appropriation bill, 
It will be borne in mind, and seen readily, that I 
do not go here into the propriety of that award. 
The Senate have made the award. They madeit 
a year ago,and passed the resolution. Tlook upon 
that as so far concluded that I am not disposed 
to go into itnow. I take it for granted that it is 
to be settled in that way, until the Senate reverse 
that action... The committee were not inclined to 
reverse it. Ido not know but what they believed 
it fully to be right. We were justified in taking 
it as the award of the Senate under this treaty, 
that that amount should be fixed; and we have 
fixed it, and now ask an appropriation that the 
Choctaws may have the benefit of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I merely wish to say in re- 
gard to this amendment, that I have had no time 
to examine it, and do not understand it. It is 
evidently a complicated matter; one which re- 
quires investigation. I think that is reason enough 
for saying it should not go on the appropriation 
bill. As { said last night, it seemed to me very 
important to keep this bill clear ofall other amend- 
ments with the loan bill we have put upon it, I 
think, though, it is reason enough to vote against 
it, that we have not had time to investigate it and 
see what it is. That itis a complicated matter 
we all must see, from the discussion had on it. 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me to require less 
investigation than almost any amendment that 
has been proposed, We have made a treaty with 
these two tribes of Indians, which treaty has been 
sent to the Senate and ratified by a two-thirds vote, 
of course, in order to be ratifiedatall. To be sure l 
do notrecollect the treaty, nor whether I voted for 
it or against it in executive session; but it cer- 
tainly received the votes of two thirds of the Senate, 
That treaty contained a clause pledging the faith 
of the Government to refer a certain controversy 
to arbitration, and the Indians agreed that the 
Senate themselves should be the arbitrator. Now, 
if there ever was a one-sided bargain entirely for 
the United States, that was it. We first made 
the treaty with them, and we appointed ourselves 
judges in our own case. Then on the 9th of 
March, 1859—I was not present on that occasion, 


| but 1 find it in the Globe as well as on the Jour- 


nal—the Committee on Indian Affairs having 
made a report before, and a printed resolution, 
called it up, and after discussion, the Senate unan- 
imously fixed and decided the principles of the 
award, and ordcred the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior to bring 
us the results. 

Now, what more could we have? Why, sir, 
if it were between two individuals, the party in 
whose favor the award was made would go to 
the next term of the county court, and he would 
have an attachment or execution against goods, 
chattels, and lands. It is foreclosed; we cannot 
alter it. Ltis a judgment. It is the judgment we 
gave. The faith of the Government is concerned 
in it; and I say, whether the award was right or 
wrong, whether the treaty was right or wrong, 
it would be a flagrant and shameless breach of 
our treaty stipulations with these poor Indians 
for us now to refuse to carry the treaty and the 
award into effect. I wish it were not $2,500,000; 
but be it $50,000,000, it does not become us as 
grown men, as Senators, after we have gone on 
through the treaty, and through the award to fix 
the amount, then, because it isa large amount, to 
say we will put it off. The treaty stipulates that 
it shall be paid, and how itshall be paid, exactly, 
I think we are to issue bonds for part of it; andI 
was about to call the attention of the Senatorfrom 


| Arkansas to the fact that perhaps his amendment 


would want some perfection to carry out the 
twelfth and thirteenth articles of the treaty. 

But, sir, I was struck very much by an obser- 
vation or two of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toonns,] last evening; and I was very glad the 
Senate adjourned, for Í took the pains to go back 
and read all these treaties, and read them care- 
fully. I never had read them before. As [ said, 
I did not recollect whether I voted to ratify the 
treaty of 1855 or not, and I was not in the Senate 
when the award of 1859 was made; but after 
reading all these treaties over-—commeacing with 
the treaty of 1820, negotiated by General Jackson 
and General Hinds, on the part of the United 
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States; with this tribe; then the treaty of 1825, 


‘Hegotiated’ by Mr. Calhoun, Secretary of War, 
With the tribe; and the treaty of 1830, which, I 
think, was also negotiated by the Secretary of 
War, General Eaton, and some other commis- 
sioner—I cannot arrive at any other conclusion 
but that the award is right. o be sure, itis not 
expressed in the treaty of 1830, with all the clear- 
hess of an official document, that the Choctaws 
were to have the net proceeds of the lands over 
and above the expenses and the reservations; but 
no man can take the whole treaty together, by its 
stipulations, and the treaties that preceded it, and 
the preamble to it, and the cireumstances under 
which it was made, and come to any other con- 
elusion. Why, sir, among other things, itsays, 
in express terms: 

“That in the construction of this treaty, wherever well- 
foiinded doubt shall arise, it shall be construed most favor- 
ably towards the Choctaws.’? 

2 Now, if there be even a doubt upon the treaty 
of 1830, they are cntitled to the benefit of the doubt, 
ft seems they made a continual claim of it from 
that day down to 1855; but even in the treaty of 
1855 the Government merely says she is not pre- 
pated to admit the whole claim, but she will refer 
1t to the Senate of the United States as the arbiter. 
The Senate has heard it; the Senate has awarded 
ity If it was with a foreign Government, we would 
pay it, or expect actual hostilities. If the Indians 


attempt hostilities with us, I suppose the only rem- | 


edy is to kill as many of them as we can, I think 
we ought to pay the money. It may be that we 
could have made better treaties in the past with 
the Choctaws. Ido not know. I never was much 
in favor of treaties. I believe I have voted for 
precious few of them. Itis a treaty, and our faith 
ig pledged; and for myself, although I think it a 
very large amount, I shall vote for the amendment, 
unless an explanation against it is given to me. 

“Mr. HUNTER obtained the floor. 

- Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President 

Mr. IUNTER. I willgive way to the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

"Mr. SEBASTIAN. By the courtesy of the 
Senator from Virginia, I will indulge myself in a 
few remarks only. 

+The Senator from Ohio has made so clear and 
logical a statement, and in such brief terms, that 
itis scarcely necessary for me to do anything 
tore than to epitomize what he has said. 

“The Senator from Virginia has said that this is 
a:complicated claim. On the contrary, it is one 
of the most simple questions in the world. He 
has stated that he has not had time to examine it. 
That; Mr. President, is his dwn fault. Ido not 
understand that every proposition for the expend- 
itive’ or the appropriation of money must neces- 
sarily go through the alembic of the Committee 
on Finance before it can pass this Senate. On 
the contrary, sir, there are other committees con- 
stituted here with their settled and well-defined 
jutisdiction, who are supposed to be as compe- 
tent. to decide matters intrusted to them as the 
Committee on Finance, upon a question peculiarly 

értaining to them. The committee of this body 

aving jurisdiction of such matters, the Commit- 
teé¢ on Indian Affairs, have had this subject under 
consideration, and think they understand it. If 
itis complicated in the mind of the Senator from 

Virginia, itis not complicated in the minds of the 

| Committee on Indian Affairs. What question, 

Mr. President, is ever sifted by every member of 
the Senate before it can be decided? Is no faith 
to be given at all to the different committees? 
Are their reports to receive no credit? Are we 
forever to be investigating subjects after they 
have become final; and when they are decided to 
be final by measures which are definitive in their 
cliaracter? Are we forever to be tolerated in the 
liberty, the license, of going behind the records, 
and opening up to new discussions and new in- 
vestigations those questions which have received 
afifal determination? . i f 

Zi said this question was without complication, 
aiid I will state why. The Senator from Geor- 
git; last evening, went back upon the construction 
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He 
made a fair, a plausible, and a legitimate argu- 
ment, which would havé been Fery appropriate 
if he had been occupying a seat at the council 
table of the committee, instead of occupying 
his place on the floor of the Senate; but thë very 
question on which he was arguing. last night— 
and in favor of which, I must say, he made a very” 
able-argument—has_ been ruled adversely by the 
Senate, and is all compassed, determined, and 
finally settled adversely to the views of that Sen- 
ator, by the final award of the Senate, made at 
the executive session in March, 1859. Of course 
we cannot go back beyond that period. The 
award of the Senate upon that occasion stated that 
the Choctaws should have a settlement with the 


§ United States upon certain principles; and to 


ascertain a mere question of dollars and cents, 
which was all that remained, they called upon the 
Secretary of the Interior to furnish us his report; 
and he has done so. Whatclse remains for us to 
do now but to discharge the simple obligation of 
appropriating money according to the terms of 
the treaty? I know and can conceive of no plainer 
obligation on the Government than to discharge 
the payment of that money. Itis anaward. The 
United States Government and the Choctaws 
agreed to refer to the august tribunal, the United 
States Senate, the determination of these ques- 
tions: and they have determined them. ‘Why, 
therefore, go back behind that award, which is of 
so recent date as March, 1859? These are ques- 
tions which ought not to have been brought up; 
they are considerations which ought to have been 
determined upon the report of the committee on 
the justice of the case. That is determined. It 
is a foregone conclusion—an accomplished fact; 
and we cannot now go behind it, 

Why, Mr. President, I would as soon expect, 
and I would as soon think, it legitimate for a Sen- 
ator upon this floor to rise in his seat and dispute 
the obligation of Congress to discharge its plain 
treaty obligations on the ground that the treaty 
ought never to have been made. That is the very 
question that is involved here. What boots it to 
us that the treaty of 1855 might have been inex- 
pedient? We ratified it. What difference docs 
it make tous that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
may have made an incorrect or erroneous state- 
ment of the case? It was the exercise of our best 


judgment; and it has been sanctioned by solemn 
7 | 
ou can- 


act of the Senate, and is irrepcalable. 
not go back any further. T'he time is past for 
the discussion of these things. The time has gone 
by when you could open up the subject by those 
considerations. We have stated these questions; 
and they cannot be rediscussed again. It is a 
familiar old maxim, that it is fur the good of the 
State that there should be an end to discussion 
and litigation. We have arrived precisely at that 
period now, This matter has been settled by a 
proceeding, determined by a process, which you 
cannot repeal without violating the obligation of 
contracts. Do Senators expect here that they are 
to plant themselves upon the naked ground of re- 
pudiation, in order to avoid or evade the obliga- 
tion of this treaty? I hope not. 

Į think, sir, it is very evident that gentlemen 
on the other side have net seen, they have not 
appreciated in how small a compass this ques- 
tion is narrowed down. It is repudiation or no 
repudiation; the paying of an acknowledged debt, 
or the suspending and evading of payment, sim- 
ply for the want of means or want of time. It is 
a very plain question. The discussions which 
have gone out upon this have been made comphi- 
cated from the fact that they have gone upon im- 
material issues. That kind of complication makes 
no difficulty in the case, and ought not to make 


any at all. 
Tean see no purpose that can be achieved, I 


know of no object that can be accomplished by |i 


ostponing or putting off this evil day, if it may 
be considered so in the minds of other Senators. 
Iv is a plain and acknowledged obligation, and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in the Senate have 
even gone far, they have strained a point, to re- 


duce the magnitude of this debt. “Afterall, there: 
is not one cent left in the Treasury of the United: 
States; that we have been compelled to expend 
for this nation of Indians by which Wwe are losing.. 
We only regard ourselves as trustees for this 
amount by our-plain. whderstanding of the cases 
We refused to make a speculation. upon a weak 
nation. whom we. robbed: and : plundered; whose’ 
lands we took: contrary to the stipulations of the 
treaty; and could common honesty have required’ 
less than that we should pay the net proceeds’ 
on the sales of those lands which we had ‘taken 
in defiance and right in.the teeth of the plain stip- 
ulations of the treaty? {tis a bare business trang- 
action of settlement of account which. has been’ 
adjusted. How can wego behind it? ‘There were 
no ‘errors excepted’ inthis case. Itwas referred 
to'a tribunal of our own selection, a branch of 
our own Government, and the magnitude of the’ 
claim and facts of the case, contained in a printed’ 
report, were spread before the Senate at the time 
when the report of the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs was sanctioned by the Senate. Attention’ 
was called to the fact, and explanation made by 


the chairman of the committee then. i 

Who, therefore, can pretend to be ignorant óf 
this thing? It is not one of those large claims’ 
which has stolen upon us, and got higher by im~ 
perceptible degrees. It has marked its-progress 
at every stage by printed reports and records, by 
debates and discussions in the Senate; and: no one 
ought to say now it is a question not understood 
by the Senate. Sir, it is rarely the case that we 
understand everything that passes the Senate. 
Much goes here sub silentio; which goes upon the 
faith of others. A still larger amountof business’ 
is done upon the faith and credit of committees. 
‘That committee which reported this measure has 
done nothing behind the bush, nothing in the dark. 
It progressed regularly, according to the ordinary 
rules of legislation here, and exhibited everything 
it had done; and now we are bound, and J think 
conclusively bound, by the final adjudication of 
the Senate on the 9th of March last. Iam sure 
this question would not be so complicated if it 
was understood to be within so small a compass. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, the Senator. 
from Arkansas has argued this question’ as. if T, 
objected to it because it had not been sent to the 
Committee on Finance. I am sure I made nosuch’ 
question. The Committee on Finance never de- 
sired it tobe sent there. I objected to it as being | 
put upon this bill, because it seemed to me a ques- 
tion of that magnitude that ought to have been’ 
brought up as a separate measure. Now, sir, if 
he will bring up the measure as a separate meas- 
ure from his committee, lam sure I will vote to con- 
sider it; but I say upon these bills, designed mere- 
ly to carry out existing laws and plain obligations’ 
of treaty, nothing that is complicated ought to be. 
put. Can he deny that this is a complicated mat- 
ter of account? [ic and the Senator from Georgia 
disputed about it last night. Was there no diffi- 
| culty in settling this question of account in the 
| Department of the Interior? Ts there nothing in 
the way of offset to be argued to thisclaim? Does 
the Secretary decide definitively upon it? Asmy 
friend from Georgia says, he suggests there is 
doubt as to $1,100,000. Under these circum- 
stances, am I making any unreasonable proposi- 
tion to ask the Senator to bring it up as a separate. 
proposition and not put it upon an appropriation’ 
bill, especially one on.which we already have an 
amendment so important? 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to read a single sentence 
from a note of the Secretary of the. Interior, ap- 
pended to this report.. He says: 


f 
il“ Under the treaty of 1855, the Choctaws relinquished all 
| 


their right to that portion of said tract west of the one bun- 
: dredth meridian, and leased that portion between the nine- 
ty-cighth and one hundredth degree of west longitude, for 
which the United States paid the sum of $600,000.” 


He states, also, that the Chickasaws, with the 
consent of the United States, first purchased’ a 


United States paid out of the trust belonging to 


| 
i 
Í 
| portion of this tract at $530,000, which sum the 


the Chickasaws. This is the point. If these sums 


2962 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


= June 14, 


are to be regarded.as being under the treaty of 
4680; the amount due the Choctaws will be soang 
so; but thedirst: fund was not paid-until 1837, un- 
der a treaty between the Chickasaws and Choc- 
taws; and the other was not paid until 1855, twen- 
ty-five yor afterwards. Flow could they be paid 
under-the treaty, then? They are-to be paid by 
the, provisions of this treaty, and have nothing to 
do with the treaty of 1830. ; 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. A single word in relation 
to. this matter, for it is but a question of time. 
This debt-has got to. be paid, and the debtor might 
as well question the validity of a.claim after judg- 
ment is rendered and execution is about to follow, 
as the Government of the United States to ques- 
tion the validity of this demand and its binding 
obligation upon their good faith. The Choctaw 
nation, who have always been the friends of the 
United States, who have never drawn a knife 
against, the white man, entered into an arrange- 
ment by which they ceded their lands east of the 
Mississippi, with the exception of certain reser- 
vations.. Those reservations were subsequently 
ceded; and the question has been submitted: to 
the Senate of the United States to decide what 
they shall have; and the Senate have decided that 
they shall have the net proceeds, after deducting 
all the expenses of the removal of the Indians 
and of the surveying, and that it should be re- 
ferred to the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
the amount. It has been so referred. Fhe Sce- 
retary of the Interior states the amount, and the 
simple question is whether we will pay it now, 
or whether we shall pay it at some subsequent 
time. 

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of 
the Senate on it. Iwill simply state the question. 
If we are too poor to pay our debts, perhaps that 
would be a reason for postponing it. I under- 
stand the Choctaw nation is not suffering; I under- 
stand, so far as the nation is concerned, they arc, 
is.an Indian tribe, as wealthy a tribe as there is 
anywhere in America; but thatis not the ques- 
tion. Itis a question resting upon the good faith 
of the United States; a question whether they 
will pay it now or postpone it until some other 
time, I think, if it has got to be paid, we might 
just as well meet it and pay it now as at any sub-. 
Sequient time. 

-~ Mr. FESSENDEN. I have only one word to 
say about this subject, and that is this: it is pat 
entirely by my friends who have argued this 
matter upon the technical ground of an award by 
the Senate, They do not pretend to go behind it 
to any very great extent; but they say it has been 
awarded. “Now, sir, I know precisely how this 
award was made. I do not say it was not made 
properly and in due form; J will not even pretend to 
say now itwas not right; but I do pretend to say, 
as an award by the Senate, it was one made with- 
out any understanding of the question, so far as 
I can get at it, on the part of more than half a | 
dogén Senators. I never heard of it, and I was 
here. Amendments were brought in and repre- 
sented to carry outa treaty. “This is to carry 
outa trèaty; and it passed, as we pass a good 
many things, without knowing what they are. 
Now, if I am to make an award as an individual, 
I want to understand it; and I want an opportu- 
nity to understand it. As [look upon this mat- 
ter, we ought to investigate it thoroughly; and I 
do not consider myself bound and estopped from 
examining all questions because a resolutión has 
passed the Senate on the subject, which resolution | 
may. be wrong, and which l have very great rea- 
gon to believe was wrong, from what I have heard 
from the Senator from Georgia on this subject; 
but at present I do not say, At some period of 
time | may be ready to vote for it, but at this! 
period of the session, just at the end of it, on an | 


appropriation bill, on the mere technical ground || 


ofan estoppel, I do not fecl inclined to vote two 


or three million dollars, li 
i 


Mr, FITCH. The Senator from Maine has | 
reached the real point in the case. The award || 
was hasty, Like him, I think we haye a perfect | 
right to reconsider itand to review it, and without | 
being at all chargeable with an intention to repue | 
diate any sort of abligation, We made a hasty | 
award, without fully comprehending its effect. | 
The matter appears to have been investigated in | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs; and yetI have | 


to vote in ignoranee of the 


not had the good fortune to be present when it | 
was thus investigated. The amount is too large 


i 


The Senator from Ohio Says ‘it isa judgment. 
Well, if it is, we have, perhaps, in his State, and. 
certainly in some of the western States, what is 
called a stay of judgment; and I am disposed to 
take a stuy of this case, by which we shall defer 
the payment two or three--years, unti) we can 
look into it; and if the judgment is found to be 
erroneous, we have certainly a right to ask that 
the court may. correet the error, we ourselves be- 
ing the courti, - whee oo ae 
Mr. PUGH. I did not intend to say more than 
to explain my vote before, and [ shall not go fur- 
ther now, except to make „an answer to one or 
two misapprehensions, both of the Senator from. 
Maine. and the Senator from Indiana, in regard 


to what said. I certainly. did not mean to be | 


understood, as the Senator from Maine says he 
understood me, as standing upon a technical 
ground, or on any ground of estoppel. An award 
is no technicality, and it is no estoppel. Itis 
of a higher force than a judgment, I can tell my 
friend from Indiana. It cannot. be reviewed; it 
cannot be set aside, except for. fraud or gross 
mistake ‘of fact—not error of judgment, but gross 
mistake of fact—in carrying out the calculation 
on the principles adopted by the arbitrator; so 
that there is no. case for a stay of judgment. We 
must either pay the money now or pay interest 
upon it, Senators need not think that if they 
put it off until next year they will get rid of it. 

hey will have to pay interest upon it by every 
settled legal principle, like a judgment, 

But I did not mean to say either that I doubted, 
upon a fullerexamination, whether it wasa proper 
claim. It was first presented last night as an 
award, and in that view I looked at it; but when 
I heard my friend from Georgia suggest there was 
a doubt about the case itself upon its merits, I 
took advantage of the time last night to read these 
treaties carefully. I said expressly, and I say it 
again, that in my judgment it is a mathematical 
demonstration; you cannot come to any other 
conclusion. The error into which the Depart- 
ment seems to have fallen, as represented by the 
Senator from Georgia, is, that the treaty of 1830 
was made because the Government of the United 
States wanted the Indian lands in Mississippi; 
that we stood in the attitude of purchasers from 
the Indians. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. We did, and paid for it too. 

Mr. PUGH. The treaty arson upon ne such 
consideration. The great guiding hand of the | 
nature of the treaty is in its preamble. It inter- 
prets the whole of it. Here it is: 

e Whereas the General Assembly of the State of Missis- 
sippi has extended the laws of said State to persons and 
property within the chartered limits of the same, and the 
President of the United States has said that he cannot pro- 
tect the Choctaw people from the operation of these laws: 
Now, therefore, that the’ Choctaws may live under their 


own laws in peace with the United States and. the State of 
Mississippi, they have determined to sell their lands east 


of the Mississippi, and have accordingly agreed to the fol- 


lowing articles of treaty.” 


So, sir, the object of the treaty was not so much 


for us to acquire the land as it was to remove the. į 


Choctaw nation out of the limits of the State of 
Mississippi, because it would have brought ona 


repetition of the old controversy between the Cher- | 


okees and Georgia, and would have precipitated 
the Federal Government into, perhaps, a contro- 


versy with the State of Mississippi, and, at all 


events, would have cost more moncy than the 


aes F : oF a 
erits-of the case. ` 


whole price of the Choctaw land. That was the 
object of the treaty; it was not to make a specu- 
lation; and throughout gil the clauses of the treaty 
that appeared. We paid them the most reasona- 
ble sums for their improvements; we purchased | 


| 
| 


their cattle, where they were in Mississippi, and |i 


agreed to pay money for removing them to their | 
own hunting grounds. We did not, in that treaty, 
give them this country west of the Mississippi | 
river. We had given that to them ten years be- į 
fore; given it to them for a hunting ground, and | 
they paid for it. The object of the treaty of 1830, | 
then, was not for us to acquire the land or Lo spec- | 
1 
| 
| 
| 
i 


ulate with these Indians, but that we would go to 
any extreme that was reasonable and liberal in 
the purchase of their real and personal property, 
their langs and their movables, and take them 
west of the Mississippi river as quickly as possi- 
ble, in order to avoid controversy between them 
and the State of Mississippi, ‘Thatinterprets the 
whole treaty; and therefore it is wisely said, and | 


| ha 
| as itis long. 


propetly said, as I read before in the last section 
of article eighteen: ~*~ ai ie 

« And farther it is agreed, that in the construction of this 
treaty, wherever some, if any, doubt shall arise, it shall be 
construed most favorably toward the Choetaws.”* 

I agree that the word “ sale’ is used in several 
places} but-we paid. no. price forit.. _If-any.aman. 
will read this treaty, it.will be seen that it is the 
most. curious case of sale that ever was... The 
Government does not pay a dollar for the land in 
any shape or form. : Furthermore, there are stip- 
ulations in. this treaty wholly inconsistent ‘with 
the idea that we took it.as our own property. 


Here is one of. them: . : 
« Apr. 18. Lhe United States shall cause the lands kere- 
by ceded to be surveyed; and surveyors may enter the 
Choctaw country for that purpose, conducting themselves 
properly and disturbing or interrupting none of the Choctaw 
people. But no person is tu be permitied to settle within 
the nation or the lands to be sold before thie Choctaws shall 
remove. And, for the payment of the several amounts se- 
cured in this treaty, the lands hereby. ceded are to remain 
a fund pledged to that purpose, until the debt shall be pro- 
vided for and arranged. And further it is agreed that, in 
the construction of this treaty, wherever well-founded doubt 
shall arise, it shall be construed most favorably towards the 
Choctaws.”” j 
Now, sir, bear in mind the fact that ten years: 
before the date of this treaty, in 1820, we pur- 
chased of the Choétaws a large. portion of their 
lands in Mississippi, and out of the proceeds of 
that sale we made them pay us for a hunting 
ground west of the Mississippi—not for ordinary 
settlement; not a place for civilized Indians; but 
a place where the wild Indians of the tribe might 
o. The treaty so expresses it. Afterwards, in 
1825, we made these Indians give us a Jargetract 
of Jand, now in the western part of the State of 
Arkansas, for which we gave them a very small 
compensation. That is the treaty that Mr. Cal- 
houn negotiated. Now we come to the treaty of 
1830, the object of which was not a cession of 
land, but to remove the Choctaw nation out of 
the limits of the State of Mississippi, and sec this 
stipulation that we will survey our own land. 
How can that be a matter of stipulation with an 
Indian tribe—a stipulation for permission to go 
on our own Jand and survey it? How utterly 
inconsistent with the idea that we bought it for 
ourselves. The whole objevt was to get the tribe 
away and to leave their lands in our possession. 
Their personal property we valued. and paid for 
on the spot. The real property we agreed to sell 
thereafter to the best advantage.: We have not 
truly kept faith with them. We have given of 
these lands to the State of Mississippi large quan- 
tities for school purposes, and as Sanep lands, 
and for these we do not intend to pay the Indians; 
so that the $2,000,000 now reported, if the figures 
be correct—that is if the number of acres be cor- 
rect, because the price per acre is fixed. in the 
award—if the humic ofacres be correct, this very 
award is not yct, by a large amount, what this 
tribe is entitled to under tho strictest terms of the 
treaty stipulations, because we ought-to pay them 
for that portion of property which we have given 
away. Whatweshould pay them I do not know. 
I do not know what it is worth. Probably the 
Senator from Mississippi can tell better than E 
can. But I intended only to say that, so far 
from wishing to be understood, as the Senator 
from Maine says, that it is a claim that will not 
bear investigation, Í assert, so far as it appears 
on the face of the treatics, it is a mathematical 
demonstration, in my judgment. But why should 
we stand on the question of theaward? We made 
the award. If we did not make it rightfully, itis 
our fault. Itis not my fault, because I was not 


| here; but itis the fault of those who were here. 


it was debated and passed, and is just as much 
binding now as anything can be. As I before 
remarked, if we do not pay it now, we shall have 
to pay it hereafter, and pay interest on it. We 
better issue the bonds now. It is as broad 


Mr. TOOMBS.. I do not intend to argue this 
matter, but mercly to correct a very important 
principle which is entirely misunderstood by the 
Senator from Ohio, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and the Senator from Wisconsin. {tis not 
true thata treaty involving the payment of money 


, does bind the United States until it is assented to 


by the House of Representatives. There is not 
a better setued principle in the Government. It 
was settled in Jay’s treaty, during the time of 
General Washington. The. debate in-the case 
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was led by Mr. Madison; and on:that occasion 
the House of Representatives decided, in 1796, 
by a vote of 54 to 37—I have not seen that debate 
‘for many years, but I think my memory of it is 
accurate, for it is one of the most able and im- 
portant debates we ever had in this Government 
—that it was not competent for the Presidentand 
Senate to bind the House of Representatives to 
the payment 6f money. It isa question for the 
legislative power; and when gentlemen talk of this 
being a judgment, they. talk against principles 
settled now for sixty-four years by their ances- 
tors and mine. : 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I was upon the 
Committee on Indian Affairs when this subject 
was first brought to its consideration. Though I 


have been separated from the question for several ` 


years, I have a very distinct recollection of cer- 
tain prominent facts in regard to it which con- 
vinced meat the time that we owe this money 
as much as we owe any debt against the Govern- 
ment. My deliberate conviction is that we are as 
much bound to pay this award as we are to pay 
the President’s salary, or the salary of any other 
officer of the Government. I suppose I could not 
get the attention of the Senate fat went into any 
statement of the facts connected with the earlier 


history of this claim, and therefore it would be a- 


useless task to undertake it; but I will state one 
prominent fact in regard to it which ought to have 
great weight. : 
The commissioners who negotiated this treaty 
state this in the most positive manner, and under 
oath—General Eaton himself being one of them 


—that the treaty as understood by the Choctaw- 


people, at the time when they entered into it, was 
just such as they claim it to be now, and thatthe 
principal negotiator, the Secretary of War, speak- 
ing forthe President, told them that their construc- 
tion of it was right, and that the Government 
would execute it in that form. Thus understand- 
ing it, late in the evening of the last day of the 
council, the Choctaw people were, in fact, com- 
pelled to sign the treaty. The State of Missis- 
sippi had passed a law extending her whole civil 
and criminal code over the Choctaws. ‘They ob- 
jectcd to signing the treaty, because they said they 
did not understand it. ‘They were afraid of be- 
ing overreached, At last General Eaton brought 
the council abruptly to a conclusion by saying, 
“Sign the treaty or take the consequences; 1 will 
léave the council before night.” They said 
“leave;’? but they were told, “the consequence 
will be that your great father the President of the 
United States at Washington will withdraw his 
protcenon from you, and you will be surrounded 

y the whites, not only of Mississippi, but of the 
adjacent States.” Thus forced, thus compelled, 
thus put under compulsion, the chiefs, headmen, 
and captains of the tribe came forward, and, in 
hot haste, signed the treaty. That night General 
Eaton and his associates went more than fifteen 
miles from the treaty ground to an unfrequented 
place, where they remained. 

I say that the treaty, as now construed, was 
as it was understood by the Indians at the time, 
and as it was explained to them by the white 
men. The treaty, as subsequently executed, 
never would have been signed by the Choctaw 
people. ; 

Now, sir, who are these Choctaws? The 
strongest of our Indian tribes. It is the boast of 
every onc of them that they never shed a white 
man’s blood. They have poured out their own 
blood, in defense of your cause, like water, on 
every battle-field in the South. They followed the 
victorious standard of Jackson and Carroll, and 
Coffey and others, fought men of their own blood 
and of their own color, in defense of your rights; 
but never, never, upon a battle-field, did a Choc- 
taw stain his hands or his conscience with the 
blood of a white man. Such a people are en- 
titled to be treated justly, at least, if not gen- 
crously, by the Government of the United States. 
You negotiated another treaty with them, a few 
years ago, calmly and deliberately; sent it to the 
Senate, and, after mature investigation, the Sen- 
ate, by a vote of two thirds, the yeas and nays 
being called, according to my recollection, ratified 
it. By this treaty you were made the arbiters 
between the Federal Government and these peo- 
ple. This body was appointed to arbitrate and 
make the award. Itdid doit. If it did. not do 
it deliberately, surely it is not the fault of the 


we 


Choctaws. They could not force you to delib- 
erate, But you did it; you did it under a solemn 
treaty obligation with these people. ‘The award 
was made up in the committee-room and laid be- 
fore the Senate, and the Senate sanctioned it. This 
account has been deliberately stated by that De- 
partment of the Government to which it was sent 
to be stated. I assume that it is stated right; that 


| it is according to the award. Surely, there is 


nothing in the history of that Department that 
justifies any Senator in supposing they have stated 
more against the Government than they were 
compelled to state according to the award. And 
now, sir, what are we doing? We are hesitating 
as to whether we shall pay it. è 

Mr. President, if this was an award under the 
same circumstances in favor of the British people, 


| or the French people, think you the Senate would 
hesitate an instant about voting the money? You 


would be in hot haste to do it. . You would want 
to maintain your respectability with the British, 
with the French, and with powerful nations. 


Hereisa feeble Indian tribe; but they have always: 


been your friends and mine. They have always 
been the friends of the white man. What they 
ask of you is that justice which, under like cir- 
cumstances, you would award to Great Britain or 
France. What the Choctaw pcople ask, feeble as 
they are, being your friends, is, that you should 
deal with them as you would with the mighty 
monarchs and kings of the earth. Will you re- 
fuse to do it? Will you, because you have the 
power, deny that justice to a feeble friend that 

ou would not dare to deny to a powerful enemy? 

tis not my feeling in regard to it. Believing that 
we owe the money; that it isan honest debt, I 
take great pleasure in paying it, so far as my vote 
goes, to a fecble, dependent, and honest friend, 
though that friend may be an Indian. 

Mr. POLK. I wish merely to state, that on 
this question I feel myself reduced to a very un- 
Weasant strait. Yam inclined to believe, though 

have not fully examined the question, that this 
is a just claim and ought to be paid; but yet it is 
offered as an amendment to an appropriation bill 
to meet the expenses of the legislative, executive, 
and judicial departments of the Government for 
the coming year. Iam one of those who think 
we are carrying this system of legislation too far. 


| Itis incongruous and improper in that position. 


I think all such claims as this ought to be brought 
up in independent bills and examined and passed 
by the Senate on their merits. I think the system 
of tacking them to appropriation bills has become 
a vice in our legislation here. It seems to me to 
be getting worse every year. It scems to me to 
be worse, for the short time t have been in the 
Senate, at cach successive session. I shall, there- 
fore, vote against putting this claim on this ap- 
propriation bill, without allowing myself to be 
pat in the attitude of repudiating a just claim 
against the Government, and especially without 
refusing to do that justice to a feeble friend which 
it is said we would be very anxious to do toa 
powerful enemy. Formyself, E would like todo 
the same justice to a fecble friend as to a power- 
ful enemy, and I would goa little faster, E think, 
to do justice to the first-named individual than to 
the last. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this tribe of In- 
dians—the Choctaws—once inhabited whatis now 
the most densely-populated part of Mississippi. 
I have known them from my earliest days. I 
may say `of them that they were peaceful neigh- 
bors and faithful allies of the whites. ‘They never 
committed trespass or violence upon the white 
man: who passed through on the traces leading 
across the Choctaw nation, annually, in large 
numbers. The sick received shelter and care in 
the houses of the Indians, and there is no rec- 
ord of murder or robbery having been committed 
by them upon any of the wayfarers, however long 
they lingered. In one or two campaigns they 
united with us as allies; but they were most 
marked for their peaceful habits, their proclivity 
to agriculture, the quiet with which they pre- 
served their homes. They soon progressed to 
something like a semi-civilized condition—estab- 
lished schools among them, a rigid police, and 
were remarkable for the morality and. propricty 
of their conduct in all the relations of life. When 
they were removed from the State of Mississippi; 
our legislation took a kind regard for them, and 
those who chose to part with their tribal charac- 


ter were recognized’ as‘ citizens of the States and 
oné of the tribe=-a half-breed, it is true—whó 
mained-as ‘a: citizen of Mississippi, was subs 
quently amember of our Legislature. This märks 
the character of the people; and the, estimatio 
which they are held, 005 02 Se Fo 

So far, then, as any consideration of kindnéss, 
or of obligation growing-out of past relations; 
concerned, T think they hoff the frontranit But" 
wehave to regard this merely as ‘a ‘question of 
justice.: Do we owe them anything—ifanything,” 
how much? ‘They have been ‘suitors for maty” 
years; their claim has been postponed from year 
to year with evil consequefices to the nation, and! 
its prompt settlement is due as wéll to'therh as to" 
ourselves.’ The subject has been submitted ‘to’ 
the Department, it being understood beforehand: 
as well as itis now that this was no place t6 ac 
just an account; no place to strike a-balancé 
tween clainis and payments. “The Department’ 
has made itsreport. ‘I think the chaitman of the: 
committee, in the amendment he offers, inserts á 
amount exceeding that which, upon the report’ 
before us, is found: to’ be due; and the Senatot 
from New Hampshire, in the note which he'read™ 
at the closing page of the table reporting pay- 
ment, stated exactly that stm which’ the award ` 
covers; and the amendment ought to be changed 
so as to strike out the sum stated, and’ insert 
$1,851,247 30. i : ue 
.. Ido not know whetherit is judicious to pùt the“ 
amendment in this bill or not. L would prefer, as: 
a general rule, that al] appropriationsof such mag" 
nitude as this should be considered separately. E 
recognize the force of the objection which has been ` 
stated in that respect, but for years past I have: 
been anxious that this matter should be consid’ 
ered. I have from time to time, and, I fear, even 
to the extentof being considered indelicate, pressed: 
upon the chairman of the Committee on Indian: 
Affairs the presentation of this subject to the Sen- 
ate, in order that it might be adjusted. I feel that 
it is of vital importance to the Indians that thig 
question should be settled, and that they should 
no longer be standing at the door of the Capitol of. 
the United States begging that justice to which 
they ‘have so great a claim. I move to amend, 
the amendment by striking out $2,332,560 85,” 
and inserting $1,851,247 30.” ae 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator fiom Mississippi 
will add a proviso’ that that part of the claim. 
which he deducts, the $1,130,000, may lie over 
for further consideration, I think it would: bea 
proper compromise, although I am ‘satisfied that’ 
it is not a proper set-off. Still it may.lie over to: 
| be ‘considered. The. $1,800,000 scems not to be. 
doubted by any person who has examined it, and’ 
I think the other is just us clear; but that may lie 
over. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. Onc of my. principal objects is 
to have a final settlement; to let these Indians feel 
that they are no longer suitors before the United 
States, but leave them to carve out their own des- 
tiny. Itis giving them less than is stated in the 
amendment of the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, but I think itis giving them what 
is contained in the report of the Department. T: 
think it is the award; and whatever is given to’ 
them I want it to be a final settlement, that the 
Indians may no longer be begging from Congtess. 

Mr. CLARK. Lentirely concur with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi in his last statement, that 
| we had better have a final settlement of this mat- 
ter; that we had better not leave these Indians 
to come here year after year to importune the 
| Senate of the United States for that which they. 
justly deem to be their due. We had better now 
withdraw the amendment entirely from this bill; 
or allow them what shall be their final sum; arid” 
not allow them part now, and Icave them to come 
again for another part. -I am opposed: to the 
| amendment of the Senator from: Mississippi. T 
can see no justice in it. “The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs investigated the matter thoroughly 
with reference to the amendment he now proposes, 
and they could see no justice in it. 

This ‘treaty was made in 1830. In 1837, the 
Chickasaws and the Choctaws divided the land 
which the Choctaws had west of the Mississippi 
river. The Choctaws received the Chickasaws 
into their society, sold them a part of their land; 
and the Chickasaws agreed to pay them $530,008 
for it; $30,000 to be paid at the time of -thetr an= 


| nitities, and $500,000° to be reserved out ‘of the 


THE CON GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 14, 


{ 
Chickasaw funds, by the United. States, for the 
benefit of the Choctaws. Now, by the Senator’s 
amendment, you propose to take that $500,000 
which the United She received from the Chick- 
asaws for the Choctaws, and deduct it from the 
Choctaws. - Where is the justice. of taking what 
another man paid for the debt that he owed as 
your debt, and charging it against him? It is 
more monstrous than the disallowance of the 
whole.. It is not. only. refusing them what you 
owe; but taking from them what another paid, 
and which you hold as trustce, violating not only 
the faith of a debtor, but the faith of a trustee 
who holds trust funds for an Indian tribe. Where 
is the honor of the Government that would take” 
$500,000 to hold in trust, paid by the Chickasaw, 
and, charge it to the Choctaw, when you hold it 
in trust for him, and the treaty of 1855 provides 
that you.shal! continue to hold it in trust for him? 
That is the settlement proposed to be made: that 
you shall takea trust fund which you owe, which 
you hold for the Choctaws as so much paid, and 
deduct. it from them. And this is the justice of 
the American Senate, this the proposition of the 
Senator. from Mississippi, who speaks of this 
tribe, asa faithful, friendly tribe in alliance with 
us, honest and disposed to agriculture. This is 
the example you are setting to these honest In- 
dians—to. cheat them out of $500,000 which you 
hold in trust for them! Just so, sir, precisely 
with the other amount. You bought some of 
that land which you had ceded to them and they 
leased you another portion, and you agreed to 
pay them $600,000—g100,000 in cash, and the 
other $500,000 to be held in trust; and now you 
ropose to take that. You propose to take 
1,000,000 which you hold in trust, and with it 
to pay them $1,000,000 that you owe them. That 
is the justice of the American Senate! That is 
the award you make them after they have trusted 
it to your honor and your magnanimity, saying, 
in this treaty: ** We trust it to you; you are faith- 
ful and honorable; you hold our moncy; we will 
trust it to you; and you make the award;” and 
you take the money which you owe them to pay 
them what you owe them for another purpose— 
you take money which you hold in trust for them, 
to pay, them what you owe! I can conceive of | 
nothing more derogatory to the character of the 
American Senate. When this Indian tribe, this 
friendly people, have put. themselves in your 
hands, saying “ Pay us what you choose,” you 
take money. which you are holding in trust for 
them, to pay a debt which you have decided that 
you owe! 

Mr. TOOMBS. What has just been said shows 
that this committec, of which the gentleman from 
New Hampshire is one, could not have paid the 
least attention to it, or that statement would not 
have been made. I would not rely upon anything 
coming from a committee where onc of its mem- 
bers. was so mistaken as to make the statement 
which he has just made. The reason of these 
charges of $600,000 and $500,000, is that we gave 
the Choctaws fifteen million acres of land, we say 
in payment of the land cast. Well, if we give 
them all the proceeds of the land east, we are en- 
titled to what they sold of the land west. They 
gold two portions of it for $1,130,000—one for 
$600,000 and the other for $530,000. On the ref- 
erence to the Interior Department to take the ac- | 
count, we say that was a payment. ‘You have 
sold a part of the thing we exchanged for $600,000, 
and we ought to charge you with that.” We 
made. part of the payment inland. We have sold 
that land and fixed the price. I say the ten mil- 
lion acres is fair payment; and the Secretary, in 
taking the account, ought to have taken in the 
ten million acres unsold as well as the few mil- 
lions sold; and now the Senator tells us we are 
taking away the trust fund. Why, sir, we are 
only estimating the amount they sold out of the 
valuc of the thing we gave them. 

Mr, CLARK, I only want to say one word 
in regard to what first fell from the Senator from | 
Georgia, whether we have looked at itor not, Let 
him make an examination, if he chooses; but I 
want to tell that Senator that, in this very treaty 
of 1855, which we made, by which we agreed to 
pay this balance of the net proceeds of the land, 
we agreed with the Indians that we would hold | 
for them both the sums of $500,000, amounting 
to $1,000,000. After we had provided that they 
$höuld haye the net proceeds of the land, we agreed |! 


! that off? 


that we would. hold those ‘sums for them. Now, 


| after having made that agreement, we are asked 


to charge it to them, and then hold 4t; and that is 
the justice of an American Senator. Was that the 
fair interpretation of the treaty when youtold them 
you.would pay them the balance of the proceeds of 
those lands, and that you would continue to hold 
that $1,000,000 for them, to take that $1,000,000 
to pay the debt you owe them? That is what you 
propose to do. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. . 

Mr.CLARK. Idonot think a man need study 
very much to understand what that means. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I heard the Senator from 
Georgia last night; and I should like to know what 
land it was that was sold for $1,100,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Part of the original fifteen mil- 
lion acres given by the treaty of 1820, for which 

atents were issued under the treaty of 1830. 
hether that shall be taken. as a part of the pay- 
ment is the sole question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Bat I understood the Sen- 
ator to mention two counties for which it was 
given, 

Mr. TOOMBS. No. I say, by the treaty of 
1820, it was agreed that those who remained in 
Mississippi, when they became sufficiently civil- 
ized, should become citizens, and that certain lim- 
ited quantities of land should be given to those 
who staid. We gave them those limited quan- 


! tities—heads of families a section, children so 


much, &c. 

Mr. SUMMONS. I know that; but it was 
stated last night that the land ceded covered some 
two or three counties, and for those counties we 
agreed to give them fifteen million acres west. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [ say that was part of the con- 
sideration, and only part. 

Mr. SIMMONS: The rest of it was, that we 
were to have a part of what they were residing 
on. Do I understand it so? 

Mr, TOOMBS. I have nothing further to add. 
My speech is on record. F have stated it more 
than two or three times, and I do not want to take 
up the time of the Senate on an appropriation bill 
by repeating it, f must decline saying anything 
more, as | have no more interest in it than any 
other Senator. 

Mr. SIMMONS. My only interestis to know 
how to vote on the question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Í despair of the Senator get- 
ting a clearer statement from myself than I have 
already given in reference to it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If} understood that these 
fifteen million acres were exchanged for certain 
lands east of the Mississippi river that were over 
and above what these reservations covered, I 
should think the money was a fair set-off; but if 
it was given for another portion of land, and it 
was understood at: the time by the Indians that 
they were to receive what they did not receive, 
and 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is the whole point in 
dispute. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
1820 or 1830? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Both, 1820and 1830. The treaty 
of 1830 was to carry out the treaty of 1820. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ever since I have becn in 
the Senate, [ have heard of this treaty of Dancing 
Rabbit creck. I think the Departments, of the 
Governmentand the Senates who made these sub- 
sequent treaties must have understood that that 
portion of money belonged to the Indians, or they 
would not have made the provisions they subse- 
quently did make. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. I admit it belongs to them; but 
the question is, whether it shall be allowed as a 
credit in the account. It is their money. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But it is proceeds of the sale 
of their land, I understand; and how can we set 


s 


When was that done; in 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I want to say a word 
on this question. In 1830, the United States gave 
to the Choctaw nation of Indians a patent for fif- 
teen million acres of land. With the assent of the 


United States, the Choctaws sold to the Chicka- | 


saws five million of those fifteen million acres, for 
which they were to receive $530,000 from the 
Chickasaws; butthe United States, being a debtor 
to the Chickasaws, undertook to pay it for them. 
Ata subsequent period, the United States made 
another coritract with the Choctaws, proprietors 
now of ten million acres, by which they relin- 


quished certain portions of that Jand, for which 
the United States agreed to give them tbe further 
sum of $600,000. Was not the United States, 
upon these transactions, indebted $1,100,000 to ' 
the Choctaws? So far the proposition is perfectly 
clear. Suppose there had been no transactions 
between them but these two sales, by the Choc- 
taws, of lands which the United States had pat- 
ented to them: certainly no one could say butthat 
the United States owed these two sums of $530,006 
and $600,000. Did the United States owe them 
| anything before? If they did, we must add that 
to this sum. : 

It seems to have struck us all with some little 
perplexity.. I may be wrong; but it seems to me 
this is simplifying the proposition in such a way 
that if we agree on the facts, the conclusion must 
inevitably follow. After the Choctaws were the 
patentees of this land, when it belonged to them 
as far forth as the United States could make it 
belong to them by grant, they sold a portion of 
the land for $530,000 to another tribe of Indians. 
That tribe of Indians having a claim upon the 
United States, the United States paid the money 
for them. ‘They afterwards sold or ceded to the 
United States another portion of the Jand for 
$600,000 more. Then, if there had been no other 
accounts between the partics,ethe Government 
would have owed them $1,130,000; and if there 
| was any indebtedness before, I apprehend that 
must be added to it. 

Now, if I understand it, according to this mode 
| of settlement, there being a previous debt of the 
United States added to this sum of $1,100,000, the 
total is over twenty-two hundred thousand dol- 
lars. Jt appears to me that that is the debt which 
is duc from the United States to the Choctaws. 
How these several sums of $530,000 and $600,000 
can be made credits in our favor against the Choc- 
taws, [cannot see. The Chickasaws certainl 
owed the Choctaws $530,000. Thatis clear. If 
they had paid it themselves, it would not have 
affected any account between the United States 
and the Choctaws; but the United States, ow- 
ing the Chickasaws money, agreed to pay this 
amount for them to the Choctaws, and thus sat- 
isfy the debt from the Chickasaws. So it strikes 
me. LT regret very much that this subject has not 
been introduced in a form which would admit of 
more deliberation; but as it is, we must decide it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I was struck with 
the zeal of the Senator from New Hampshire. Et 
passes, it would seem, the ordinary interest of the 
Senator in an appropriation item, He does ver 
well as an advocate of the claim—not very well 
i as a Senator—when he says that nothing could 
be so derogatory to the Senate as to reduce the 
sum from a given number of dollars to another 
number of dollars which he thinks is not the just 
fone. I can imagine several things more derog- 
atory to the Senate than the reduction of a claim 
which is before the body, in a final allowance. 
Nor do I consider that there is such plain viola- 
tion of justice as the Senator thinks proper to as- 
sume. The note from which he read, L suppose 
he must have considered, and that recites the fact 
that— 

“ Under the second article of the treaty of 1830, a patent 
was issued to the Choctaws for the country west of Arkan- 
sas, ostimated to contain fifteen million acres; subsequently, 
the Chickasaws, with the consent of the United States, 
purchased a portion of this tract at $530,000, which the 
United States paid out of the trast fund belonging to the 
Chickasaws.”* 

This is treated as though it were a fee-simple 
to an individual. The meaning of the word * fee,” 
as there employed, was to granta home to the 
Indians from which they should not subsequently 
be removed by the claim of State sovereignty, as 
the Indians cast of the Mississippi had been. It 
was to protect them in their homes west of the 
Mississippi. This, General Jackson, who pos- 
sessed their confidence more than any man in his 
day, constantly presented to them as the great 
consideration why they should migrate to the west 
side of the Mississippi; that their home would 
ye permanent; that they were not to hold them 
by a mere possessory right; that they were not 
to havea mere usufruct, but, asa nation, they were 
to have a fee in the tract. It was not under- 
stood then, and this transaction shows it was not 
understood afterwards, that this word ‘fee?’ im- 
plied the right to sell when and to whom they 
pleased. Else they had sold to the Chickasaws 
without involving the United States. They held 
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it for use; and while they existed as’a nation, the 
title remained. When they cease to be a nà- 
tion, they have no successor, no one holding from 
them by descent or otherwise; and the property 
then reverts to the United States. ‘This is one 
element of the claim which the United States has 
upon the propery in themean time. Thus, under 
the brea of 1855, the Choctaws relinguished.all 
their right to that portion of the tract west of the 
one hundredth meridian, and leased that portion 
between the ninety-eighthand one hundredth de- 
greesof west longitude, for which the United States 
paid the sum of $600,000. The Commissioner of 
ndian Affairs says: 

“If these sums are to be regarded as payments under the 
treaty of 1830, the amount due the Choctaws will be 
1,851,247 30. 

Now let us see whether the Senator from Ken- 
tucky states it as itis. He assumes, in the first 
place, that this land belonged to them in perpe- 
tuity, as though it were held in severalty that they 
could scll it to whom they pleased, could lease it 
to whom they pleased. ‘Afterwards they leased 
a certain portion of it to the United States for the 
use of the wild Indians. Senators will observe, 
the question was to give them a home west of 
the Mississippi,and to give them a certain amount 
of money for making the exchange. When, with 
their assent, you allowed another tribe to enter 
with them, and I think their assent clearly in- 
ferred that they were to be incorporated in their 
limits, though since they have been treated as dis- 
tinct tribes, and when, at a subsequent period, 
they Agreed that the wild Indians should occupy 
still another portion of their country, and re- 
ceived money in licu thereof, it was because the 
home they sought west was sufficient without 
these two tracts of land, and they preferred to 
have the money. Was it anything taken from 
them? What was the spirit of the original grant? 
Was it a certain number of acres, or was it a 
tract of country more or less? It was to give 
them a permanent home. If that tract of coun- 
try, more or less, remains as a permanent home, 
and a portion of that which they might have 
claimed, if they insisted on it, be converted into 
money, which is it to be added to, the money 
payment, or to the whole consideration? My 
friond from Kentucky would say to the whole 
consideration; but it is a question on which Sen- 
ators may divide, on which Senators who look at 
it simply as an act of justice which we are endeav- 
oring to perform, sitting as judges to decide 
whether we arc to put it to one side or the other, 
may differ about. My objection is, that the home 
guarantied the Choctaws remains, that all the 
money we put in the money scale is to be counted 
as so much payment to them. If they had not 
gone beyond the False Washita, still they would 
have a tract of land wider than that over which 
they ventured to roam when they first occu- 
pied it, The money consideration has thus been 
enhanced by exactly this amount—something 
over a million dollars. ,1 shall not detain the 
Senate. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to say one word in re- 
ply to what fell first from the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. I did not mean to say, and I do not 
think I did say, that it was derogatory to the 
Senate of the United States to diminish the sum. 

Mr. DAVIS. What was it then? 

Mr. CLARK. To take a trust fund held by 
the Indians to pay their debts with. I said I 
thought that was derogatory; and I think so 


et. 
t The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
nick in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
mentofthe Senator from Mississippi to theamend- 
ment of the Committee on Indian Affairs, ` 
Theamendmenttotheamendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
aud they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Chesnut, Clark, Crittenden, 
Doolitile, Fitzpatrick, Grimes, Hammond, Hemphill, Jobn- 
son of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nich- 
olson, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Wigfall, 
and Wilkinson A l r 

NAYS—Me Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clingman, Davis, Fessenden, Fitch, 
Foster, Harlan, Hunter, King, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Pow- 


ell, Saulsbury, Sumner, Thomson, Toombs, and Wilsen— 
24 ; ; 


‘So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GRIMES: I move to reconsider the vote 
upon the amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, in relation to the Auxiliary Guard in this 
city. ; . 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will allow me 
to move ah amendenmt before he moves a recon- 
sideration. I want first to perfect the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. Very well. 

_Mr.GWIN. I move to strike out lines fifty- 
six, fifty-seven, fifty-eight, fifty-nine, sixty, six- 
ty-one, sixty-two, and sixty-three, as follows: 

For one thousand five bundred and cighty-four copi 
the Congressional Globe and Appendix for the seco: 
sion of the Thirty- Sixth Congress, $4,752. 

For binding one thousand five hundred and eighty-four 
copies of the Congressional Globe and Appendix for the 
second session of the 'Thirty-Sixth Congress, $1,900 80.” 

And insert in lieu of those lines the following: 

For Congressional Globe, and binding the same, $22,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. That increases the appro- 
priation. Is there an estimate for it? 

Mr. GWINN. I only move to strike out one 
appropriation, and insert another. That can be 
moved without an estimate. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 

Mr. GWIN. I propose to appropriate pre- 
cisely the amount that we have heretofore paid 
for the number of copies of the Globe we have 
subscribed for. The House of Representatives 
reduced the number. Each Senator now receives 
eighty-six copies of the Globe. Formerly it was 
nincty-three, but the increase of Senators has 
brought it down to eighty-six. Itis well known 
that If we diminish the number, the publisher of 
the Globe cannot continue the publication. We 
have had the matter often before the Senate and 
discussed it, and therefore I do not wish to detain 
the Senate now in regard to it. Every member 
of the Senate understandsit. I propose to restore 
the original estimate for the number that we have 
heretofore subscribed for. That number was re- 
duced in the House of Representatives. I do not 
propose to touch the number that the House sub- 
scribes for, but this is the number for the Senate. 
I have the Secretary’s estimate for the amount 
embodied in the amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from California. I am not certain 
what the number of Globes taken was when we 
originally subscribed for them by the Senate. I 
think, if I am right, however, it amounted to 
ninety-three copies to each Senator; and it is now 
reduced toeighty-six. Thatreduction is produced 
by the increase of the number of Senators. I think 
he would do better justice, and 1 think he would 
do perfectly right, to so shape his amendment as 
to keep the number at nincty-three for each Sen- 
ator as new Senators shall be admitted. ‘That was 
the number that it was originally agreed upon 
every Senator should have. It has been reduced 
in consequence of new Senators coming in; and 
as other new Senators shallcome in, the number 
will continue to be reduced. I think ninety-three 
copies to each Senator is a very limited number. 
I think it is the most valuable thing to preserve 
the records of the doings here, to be spread all 


over the country, in our libraries, in our sem- | 


inaries, in our academies, and the various places 
that they are sent to. I will vote with*the Sen- 
ator from California with cheerfulness for an 
amendment that shall fix it at the original num- 
ber and keep it there, and increase the aggregate 
number to ninety-three to each Senator that shall 
come in. 

Mr. GWIN. If I can, in order, do that, T so 
modify the amendment; for I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Maine that the number ought-to be 
ninety-three; but the estimate is for cizhty-six to 
each Senator. If I can do it in order, I will in- 
crease the appropriation so as to make it ninety- 
three copies for each Senator. 

Mr. PEARCE. I suggcst to the gentleman 
that he will lose votes if he dees that; I shall vote 
against it, for one. 
more than enough for all our purposes, in my 
judgment,and I believe it was only fixed at ninety- 
three copies for each member in order to give 
sufficient patronage to the proprietor of this es- 
tablishment to induce him to keep up the publi- 
cation. There really is no reason in the world, 
it seems to me, why cach Senator should have 
ninety-three copies of the Globe. I know that I 


The number now given is į 


have not use for'one half of them. I daresay: 
the Senator can get‘individuals enough i M 
State to accept “them, and so’ he could af there 
were five thousand, 1 presume; but it-i8 avery 
large expenditure, and ought to ‘be: kept within 
the least means which will enable the proprietor 
to sustain the publication. : pi ES Bt 

Mr. GWIN.: Under the circumstances, I shall 
let the amendment stand as it is; although I shall 
hereafter, at another: session, try to bring atup; 
if Í can do so, to the. original number.: I. differ 
from the'Senator from Maryland. I think it is 
the best.book we publish. fons 

‘Mr. TOOMBS. Iwill state the action-of the 
Committee on Finance on this matter. The House 
of Representatives determined to bring down:the 
number of Globes allowed to the Senators tothe 
same quantity allowed members of the House. 
The members of the House are allowed by exist- 
ing laws twenty-four copies, and the Senators 
receive over eighty; I forget the precise number. 
At one time it was ninety-three, but with the in 
crease of the total number of Senators, the divis- 
jon among them has made it less. The committee 
did not care to interfere with this valuable rez 
trenchment made by the House of Representa- 
tives, to make the number given to Senators equal 
to the number given to the members of the House 
of Representatives, and therefore we reported 
the bill as it was in this respect. So far as this 
whole policy is concerned, my own opinions are 
well known, but they have not been‘in the:ma- 
jority, for I have been against the whole system. 
I am opposed to your whole public printing pol 
icy; but the Senate has differed in opinion from 
me. We simply left the appropriation where the 
House of Representatives chose to put it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 had occasion, 
some years ago, as a member of the Committee 
on Printing, to examine, with great care and 
labor, into the cost and expense of this publica- 
tion. It is, undoubtedly, valuable to the whole 
country, as well as to every gentleman who may 
occupy a seat on the floorof either House of Con- 
gress. As was demonstrated at the time to which 
I refer, by the facts given minutely and in detail, 
this work is cheaper than any other publication 
that is made in the world. Itis not to be com- 
pared atall with the expense of the publication of 
the reports of the English debates. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. 


The Senator will allow me to 
correct him. He speaks of the English debates. 
The Parliament does not pay one cent for Han- 
sard’s' debates, and has not done ‘so for forty 
years. ane nS 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Whether Par~- 
liament pays for it or not, I cannot answer; but)I 
Know the expense at which this publication is 
put is not to be compared with the expense of 
that. I know that that matter was fully investi- 
gated. As to the mere matter of fact, the Sena- 
tor, I presume, may be under some error as well 
as myself. ie : 

Now, when you have a publication that has 
| gone through a long series of years, and has pro- 
duced no difficulty in regard to the faithfulness of 
its exceution, or in regard to the exorbitantchar- 
acter of its price to the Government, you ‘may 
well look at it with credence, and with some kind 
of inclination to believe it is fair; when you con- 
sider the universal attack that has been made’ on 
every other branch of the public printing. 

The single question that now addresses itself to 
| the Senate, it seems to me, is whether or not we 
shall have this record made up here, that shall 
preserve the truth of the declarations and course 
of conduct and bearing of every Senator and every 
member of the other HLouse—a record that shows 
the opinions they had at the time of passing a 
measure, and the reasons and grounds on which 
they, acted, and enables the people to judge 
whether thosc grounds and reasons: were sound 
land correct or not. If we strike down this publi- 
cation, certainly it is not to be done unless we pro- 
vide some other and better method. Ifa step is 
taken in that direction, and it is taken here, must 
say, with all deference, ignorantly and without 
considering it,it certainly cannot be deemed wise. 
If the system that has been adopted is not to be 
continued, Iam certain the whole Scnate would 
gay some other ought to be secured in its place. 
- Not long since I met with the head of this pub- 
ication, the man who has it in charge, and Imen. 
tioned to him the circumstance that I saw a prop- 
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osition «here to; take. ,only twenty-four. copies of 
the work for each Senator, and1 asked what were 
the’facts in regard..to ite His. statement to me 
was, (Ihave seen.ity but { haye spoken to. no 
one in regard to it,and Ido not-intend todo so.” 
‘Well,’ said-1, “ why not, if itis. wrong? Said 
he, “I cannot carry it on if. it isso reduced; and 
if Congress choose to do so, E can: simply cease 
to continue a publication ‘that-would then cost me 
more than it would bring me.back. The report- 
ing and publishing the proceedings of the Senate 
in the Daily Globe-casts me as much as those of 
the House; and as I sink largely by publishing 
them: in the Daily Globe, the Senate must take as 
many copies in book form as the House, to make 
up:my loss and a fair profit on the work.”? ; 

- Now, the question that addresses. itself to. us 
is; whether we shall make a reduction of this sort 
without a report and without any investigation 
that will give us even a verbal statement from any 
Senator versed in the matter. : We ought to pro- 
ceed.on some data, before making such a redug- 


tion of a regular institution connected with each | 


Halkof Congress, and with the history of every 
man-that has been here from the time it was in- 
stituted, and to be connected with that of every 
man who comes hereafter. Before taking such a 
step, we ought to refer the matter to. a special 
committee, and have a full report on all the facts, 
Ido not believe it is wisc on the part of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives to take this 
step. I am satisfied the House of Representa- 
tives has made this proposition on the simple con- 
sideration that: members of the Senate were re- 
ceiving more copies than members of the House. 
That I take to be the whole secret of the reduc- 
tion. If, instead of doing this, they had left the 
aggregate number for both Houses remain the 
same, and equalized the numbergiven to the mem- 
bers, so as to preserve the benefit of this publica- 
tion for the country, and afford it the same. sup- 
port, I should be perfectly willing, to agree to it, 

ut it isa fact, which will not be disputed by any 
Senator here who considers the subject, that the 
House have made. exactions frequently on the 
Senate, and the Senate has yielded, whether upon 
questions of patronage or public printing, or the 
reception of books; and still they cry. out that 
there is no equality betweon the members of our 
House and the other, when, in fact, the advant- 
age is in their favor. ‘The Senate has conceded 
this. constandy heretofore; but I do not think the 
Senate ought to concede it now when it goes to 
this extent that it is to break down the reports 
that are furnished for this body and for the other 
-the only really credible and established and un- 
questionably truc record of the declarations and 
votes and action of the members of the two 
branches of Congress. 


fam not satisfied that legislation. of that sort 


shall take place without some kind of effort toar- 


rest it. If the Senator from Georgia, or any other |; 


Senator, will propose that the matter be referred 
toany committee, the present Committee on Print- 
ing, ora select. committee, I would be with him; 


or, if he would propose to strike down the num- | 


ber distributed to cach Senator, leaving the total 
aggregate, but equalizing the distribution between 
the members of the two Houses, | would support 
that; but.I do not believe it is wise, [do not be- 
lieve itis sensible, before you know the results 
of your own action, to take this step that must 
break down the record on whith cach member of 
Congress, and the whole country, must depend 
hereafter. to ascertain what is the truth. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON, 
motion which I made to reconsider the vote upon 
the amendment in regard to the geological survey 
of Oregon. I find that it is a meritorious and just 
claim. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from Pennsylvania moves to reconsider the vote | 
by which the Senate rejected the following amend- | 


ment, which was offered by the Senator from 
Oregon: 


For defraying the expenses of a geological reeonnois- | 


sance and exploration in Oregon and Washington T'errito- 
ries and the country en route to the Pacific, near the forty- 
seventh parallel of north-latitude, over and above the 
appropriations of March 3, 1853, and March 3, 1855, and for 
the expenses uf the analysis of cighty-vight soils, coals, and 
ores from different localities, and inthe preparation of the 
final report fer publication, $10,559 20, as per accounts 
rendered, ; 


IT move now to take up the | 


Mr.. CAMERON.. I find, on exammation, I 
was in error in voting against this amendment 
yesterday.. Itis a very meritorious proposition. 
The service has been performed for three or four 
years, and the: parties are here: waiting to get 
their compensation. -. ae i 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know how 
much of thisis intended to pay the parties making 
this exploration orreconnoissance,and how much 
for analyzing these soils, and by what authority 
it was done. If it was done by authority, I sup- 
pose it ought to be paid for at some time or other. 
As for the publication of it, I think it is a thing 
that will not spoil by keeping. Geology docs not 
spoil directly. There is no necessity for publish- 
ing itnow, that I can see. 

MrSQANE. This has nothing to do with pub- 
lishing. These are accounts that have been ren- 
dered, ap 
ment, and the Secretary asks the money to pay 
this debt. He sent usthe estimate, and the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands reported unanimously in 
favor of it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I want to know by what au- 
thority this thing was done; who ordered it; who 
directed these cighty analyses to be made? It 
scems to me to go beyond any ordinary author- 
ity of a Department? 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the Senator, that 
Congress passed a law authorizing a geological 
survey of Oregon and Washington, and made an 
appropriation for that purpose. Indeed, two acts 
have Leen. passed on the subject, one in 1853 and 
one in 1855. Upon rendering accounts for cx- 
penses incurred in the discharge of the duty of 
the survey by Dr. Evans, there has been found 
due him just the amount stated in the amendment 
toacent. The accounts have not only been ren- 
dered, but they have been approved, adjusted, 
and are ready for payment; and this appropria- 
tion is asked to pay the debt that is found due 
this man. ; : 

The analysis was in accordance with the cus- 
tom, as I believe, of geologists in preparing re- 
ports of their labors and researches for publica- 
tion. It is important to the people of Oregon and 
Washington, and certainly interesting to the peo- 
ple of all the States, that acorrect analysis of the 
soils should be made. The producing eapacity 
of the country was not very well understood then, 
and he thought it would be an advantage to Ore- 

on, and to those who wanted to go there, to 
know something about the soils. That consti- 
tutes a very small portion of the expensc; and the 
whole amount is embraced in the amendment that 
is now pending; and I hope the Senate will adopt 
it, and pay this man that which the Government 
justly owes him, and that it acknowledges to be 
aue, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like.to hear the 
recommendation of the Department read, if there 
be such a paper. 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish to state that the Com- 
į mitte on Public Lands examined this subject very 
carefully and thoroughly, and were unanimously 
of the opinion that this account ought to be paid. 
J have no doubt of it myself, 

Mr. PEARCE. I ask if the rule docs not ap- 
ply to this, whether itis in order as being a private 
claim? 

Mr. LANE. That question was settled yes- 
terday. 

The PRESIDING OFTICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
rick.) The present occupant of the chair was 
not in the chair yesterday, when the question was 
raised, and is notaware what the decision was. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask the Senator from 
Iowa whether there was any recommendation 
from the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. HARLAN. I think not; but on exam- 
| ination, the committee were satisfied that all the 
| work was done under the direction of the Depart- 

ment by authority of law, and this is merely a 
deficiency under the Jaw. ; 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
say to the Senator from Maryland, that he un- 
derstands that this amendment was recognized as 
legitimate when it was offered yesterday, and it is 
not in order at this time, on a motion to recon- 
sider, to make the question, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should really like to 
| hear what the Department said about it. 

Mr. LANE. 1 recollect very well what Mr. 
| Wilson says in his communication. 


roved, adjusted, and are ready for pay-_ 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
cation? A , : 

Mr. LANE.. It was sent to the other House 
with-the bill. We have passed a separate bill 
on this. subject. 

The: motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the amendment was adopted. 


Mr: FESSENDEN. I move to amend the 
clause making an appropriation for the salaries of 
the surveyor géncra] of Wisconsin and Iowa, and 
the élerks in his office, by adding to it: : 

And it is hereby made the duty of the Seeretary of the 
Interior, as soon after the 30th of June, 1860, as may be, to 
cause the said office to be abolished; and when so abol- 
ished, the said district shall be annexed to, and forma part 
of, the district of the surveyor.general of Minnesota. 


Where is the communi- 


My object is to abolish these surveyors general 
as fast as they cease to be of any utility. Inthe 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office I find this clause in reference to Jowa: 

The surveys of township lines in Iowa have all been 
completed, and the subdivisional nearly so. Twenty-three 
townsbips were sectionized during the past year, equal to 
one million one hundred and seventy-cight thousand lineal 
miles, and fifteen are under contracts for subdivision and 
survey, returns of which are soon expected.” 


Lunderstand, also, as a matter of fact, that there 
are but a few townships leftin Wisconsin, which 
is included in the same district, and they are 
nearer and more convenient to Minnesota than to 
Jowa. There is no doubt that all this business is 
done up, and the office is nearly useless, Ebe- 
lieve it to be uscless now, and it might as well be 
abolished; buttheamendment puts it a ycarahead 
to close up the matter, and have an end to this 
annual appropriation of about ten thousand dol- 
lars to the surveyor general, and his clerks, who. 
have nothing to do. 7 

Mr. HARLAN. Imoveto amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘ 1860,” inserting ‘* 1861,” 
and changing its subsequent phraseology so as to 
read, ‘oras soon thereafter as, in the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Interior, the publie inter- 
ests will admit.” The surveyor general of Iowa 
reports that probably during the following fis- 
cal year the surveys in Iowa will be concluded. 
The contracts have been given out; the surveyors 
are now probably in the field, or will be soon, and 
they expect to make their returns to the present 
surveyor gencral’s office in Dubuque. It would 
be imposing an additional hardship on them to 
compel them to go up into Minnesota, to St. Paul, 
in order to make their returns and close up this 
business. The office has been a long time estab- 
lished at Dubuque, and I think the publie inter- 
ests do not require its removal at this time to St, 
Paul. 

I ought to state, also, that the district consists 
of lowa, Wisconsin, and the Territory of Min- 


-nesota, sometimes called Dakota; and although 


the surveys will be concluded in about one year 
in lowa, according to the report of the surveyor 
general, there is a considerable amount of work 
yet to be done in Wisconsin, as will be seen by 
a reference to the report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. I find, by reference to 
his report, that he recommends the following ap- 
propriations for the coming fiscal ycar: for lowa, 
$3,000; for Wisconsin, $16,000; for Minnesota, 
$8,000; and for incidental surveys in the distriet 
of Jowa and Minnesota, $3,000; making in all, 
$30,000; which, in the opinion of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, will be neces- 
sary to be expended the following. year in that 
district. The amount of money to be expended at 
the office as incidental expenses is not great com- 
pared with the amount of money to be expended, 
if we compare it with the amount expended in 
districts of the other surveyors general. It will 
be, according to the showing of the Senator from 
Maine, $8,300 incidental to the expenditure of 
$30,000. I find in the bill now pending before 
the Senate that the incidental expenses for surveys 
for Oregon are, for compensation to the surveyor 
general and the clerks in his office, $7,500; for 
rent of surveyor gencral’s office, fuel, &c., $2,000; 


| making, in all, $9,500; and we appropriate for 
| the prosecution of surveys in that district $15,000. 


Thus you are now appropriating $9,500 to enable 
the-surveyor general and his clerks to carry ona 
disbursement of $15,000 in the district of Oregon. 
In California, I find in this bill, for salary of the 
surveyor general and clerks in his office, 915,560, 
and for office rent and fuel, &c., $2,500; making 
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18,000 for the incidental expenses of the surveys 
in California for the coming year; and you appro~ 
iad aden with whick to'execute the auves. 
hat is, you propose to pay $20,000 in that dis- 
trict to prosecute the'surveys, and you pay the 
surveyor general and his clerks $18;000, being an 
amount almost equal to the appropriation for the 
district. And so I find it in the districts of the 
other surveyors general; but I will not detain the 
Senate by reciting them. Bot 
-In-the district which the Senator from Maine 
proposes to add to-another district, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office asks for an ap- 
propriation of $30,000 to make surveys; and the 
incidental expenses are shown to be but $8,300. 
I have no wish that that district shall be continued 
any longer than the public interest requires it; 
and hence, at the conclusion of the coming fiscal 
ear, if, in the opinion of the Secretary of the 
nterior, the public interests then no longer require 
the continuation of that office, Lam willing that 
that district shalt be abolished and added to the dis- 
trict of Minnesota. I hope the amendment I have 
suggested will be adopted, and then I shall inter- 
pose no objection to the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My object was to save 
money, the expenditure of which secmed to be 
useless. I understand that this district does not 
include Dakota at all, for it is not formed as a 
Territory yet. That leaves about nineteen thou- 
sand dollars to begxpendcd: for the purpose of 
surveys in the district as it stands, and the amount 
appropriated here for the payment of the officers 
who are to make these surveys is between eight 
and nine thousand dollars. í am governed en- 
tirely by the report that is made to us from the 
proper office, that there is really nothing left to 
do in the State of Iowa. They have no more 
lands to survey. The township lines are all run, | 
and the subdivisional lines nearly so. I under- | 
stand it is a matter of fact, not disputed, that the 
few townships left in Wisconsin are nearer to 
Minnesota than they are to Lowa. 

Now, sir, what in the world is the use of keep- 
ing up this office for another year; and why cannot 
we judge on the state of facts given to us as well 
as the Secretary of the Interior, or the gentleman 
at the head of the Land Office? We know they 
do not often recommend the abolition of offices. 
I want to get rid, as fast as possible, of the corps 
of officeholders in the different States which are 
kept up for no proper purpose. I suppose itisa 
sort of daty of my friend from Iowa to oppose 
“my proposition, because he lives in Iowa, and he 
is bound to speak.in such a case, Ido not blame 
him for that; but I really think I might well be 
willing to put it to the conscience of either of the 
Senators to say, on their honor, whether they 
think this office ought to be continued. Why 
does my.friend want to put it off for a year? He 
thinks the business can be wound up better by that 
time, and the thing will be known and understood. 
It is only a question of paying very nearly ten 
thousand dollars for the sake of having it wound 
up gently. Thatisall. I think it is hardly worth 

- while to do that. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will say, in reply to the 
Senatorfrom Maine, that I was originally opposed 
to the establishment of a new surveyor general’s 
office in Minnesota. I believed at the ume, as I 
stated. to the Senate, that one surveyor general 
could superintend the whole work as weil as two. 
I have no doubt of that; but the reasoning of the 
Senator from Maine will apply to the office in 
Minnesota as strictly as in Lowa, and will apply 
with as much force to the three districts on the 
Pacific coast. So in relation to other districts on 
this side. In my judgment,the surveys could be 
prosecuted at much Jess expense if there were 
fewer surveyors general than there are. All i 
object to is to making this strike at Iowa at this 
time, without any notice to the officers there, 
when the deputy surveyors are in the field. Lam 
quite sure the Senator from Maine is mistaken 
about the quantity of land yet unsurveyed in 
Wisconsin. I hold in my hand the estimates of 
the Department, and they recommend that on this 
side of the Rocky Mountains there shall be ex- 
pended during the coming. year $68,000 for sur- 
veys, and of these $68,000 they recommend the 
following apportionment: 1n Minnesota, $20,000; 
Wisconsin, $16,000; lowa, $3,000; Minnesota 
or Dakota Territory 948,000; Louisiana, $10,000; 


| regard to this matter, and that is in response to 


| so much outraged at the profligate expenditures 


| at the expense of the States; and if necessary, I 


Illinois and Missouri, $2,000; Florida, $6,000; 
and then, incidental expenses for surveying ‘in 
the district of Iowa and Wisconsin, $3,000—in 
all $68,000. Of that $68,000, which the estimate 
to be expended in all these districts during: the 
coming year, $30,000 of. it is estimated -for the 
district that the Senator proposes to abolish, to 
destroy, or add to another district. Nearly one 
half of the entire estimate of the Secretary of the 
Interior is for the district that the Senator pro- 
poses shall hereafter, after the 30th of this month, 
in the course of the next ten or fifteen days, be 
attached to the small district of Minnesota. Tam 
willing that the office shall be abolished, and the 
distri added to some other district as soon as in 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior the 
public interests require it; but it is manifest from 
his report here that there are more surveys tobe 
done in this district during the coming year than 
in any other one district on this side of the Rocky 
Mountains. E call for the yeas and nays on my 
amendment to the amendment. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘I have only a word to say in 


the interrogatory propounded tothe Senators from 
Iowa by the Senator from Maine. He called upon 
them to answer upon their consciences whether 
they believed therc was any necessity for the con- 
tinuance of this office now... I shall be very frank 
with that Senator and the Senate, and I will say 
that at the expiration of one year from this time 
I do not believe there will be, so far as the sur- 
veying of land in the State of [owa is concerned. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Do you believe there is 
now? 

Mr. GRIMES. My colleague is.on the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and is more familiar with 
this subject than lam, and | understand him to 
say that there are surveyors now in the ficld who 
have contracts with the surveyor general and cx- 
peet to make their returns to this particular office. 

f that isso, it seems to me it is not acting in good 
faith to those deputy surveyors to require them to 
go to St. Paul to make their returns rather than to 
make them to Dubuque, which was implied in 
their contract at the time they made it. 

But I will go beyond this matter, Mr. President, 
and I will say to the Senator from Maine, that 
not only will this office soon be useless, but there 
are a great many other offices in my State that 
are utterly useless, and ought to be abolished. 
We have half a dozen—I speak without knowing 
the precise number—cusiom-houses in our State, 
fifteen, sixteen, or eighteen hundred miles above 
tide-water, where we have surveyors of ports to 
whom this Government is paying annual salaries 
of six oreight hundred dollarsa year. - We have, 
too, agreat many other offices, besides this of sur- 


veyor general, which will not only become uscless 
ina year, but haveever beenuseless and are useless 
now, and will ever continue to be uscless. lun- 
derstood from the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce at the commencement of the session, 
that that committee was about to introduce a bill 
to abolish these offices. Ihave been waiting very | 
patiently during the entire session in the hope that 
some of the gentlemen on the other side who are 


of the Republican party, would introduce a bill 
abolishing these offices. We have, in the towng 
in which L have the honor to reside, a marine 
hospital, which was built at very considerable cx- | 
pense to the Government, which never had a pa- 
tient in it, and in all human probability never will 
have a patient in it. It ought to be abolished. 

I am not anxious that these offices shall be re- | 
tained in my State. Iam not anxious that the 
Federal Government shall own property there. 
If I had my way, I would not have the Federal 
Government own à foot of ground in the State ot 
Iowa. I do not wish the State to be dotted over 
with Government oflices and Government build- 
ings, and filled with Federal officers. Ido not į 
wish the General Government to be agerandized 


would limit the latter in antagonism to the former. 
Lam astonished at the Senator from Georgia, and 
some of the other Senators, who saw fit yesterday 
to denounce gentlemen on this side as being in 
favor of profiigate expenditures, that they have 
not jntroduced a bill here to abolish the little tri- 
fling custom-houses scattered all along up the 


kod = . - . . z 
Ohio, the Missouri, and the Mississippi rivers, 
` 


| engaged in 


‘several of which are in my State, and, indeed; in 


every. State in that part of the Union). > ; 
But there are other offices likewise, and, I think, 
some iñ the State of Maine, which, according: to 
a report which has:beev laid on our table during 
the session, are not exceédingly valuable andre- 
munerative to the Govérhment.” I am notable 
now to specify the particular names of the offices; 
but I think there are some, the receipts of -which 
do not come up to-the amount annually paid to 
the officers.. Tam not using this as: an-argument 
why this office should not be abolished. think 
it ought to be abolished at the end of a year, and 
L am willing to vote with the Senator from-Maine, 
and-abolish it then; but while he is reforming my 
country, I hope he will turn his atteation‘to the 
State of Maine; and whilst Senators on the other 
side are denouncing gentlemen’ on this’ side for 
being profligate, or heing corrupt, or being anx- 
ious that the public Treasury should be drained 
for the purpose of supporting unnecessary. ‘officers 
and offices, 1 hope they will introduce a bill “By 
which these numerous offices will be abolished, 
and these numerous officers discharged. : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. My friends from Jowa 
have used two arguments in favor of kzoping this 
along for a year. “My appeal to their honor and 
consciences is dodged by both of them. I cannot 
get any response: to that, except the statement 
that, on their conscience, they think it ought to be 
done at the-end of the year; but you cannot: get 
them to say that they think it ought not tobedone 
now: I want to save some $10,000.. ‘One ofthe 
arguments is, that it would be rather inconveni- 
ent to the surveyors to make their returns to St. 
Paul, and therefore we had better let this office 
continue fora year, and save a little expense to > 
them. ‘The other argument is, that there are'a 
reat many offices that ought to be abolished. 
Really that is no answer at all. I admit that 
there are a great many more that ought to beabol- 
ished; but when the proposition is made to abol- 
ish one office which is shown, clearly and indis- 
putably, so that the Senators cannot deny it them- 
selves and do not wish to deny it, to be entirel 
useless, an expense for nothing, is the’ reply al- 
ways to be made: * there are a great many others; 
wiy do you not move on those; why take this 
rst? i i 
Now, sir; with regard to the custom-houses in 
Maine, several of them, I have long been of opin- 
ion, ought to be abolished; and, so far as I could, 
a movement has been made with regard to` that 
subject, by which the Secretary of the Treasury 
was authorized to discontinue the'ofices where 
they were of no use andeyalue. What he has done 
about it I do not know, but I am waiting for. the 
Committee on Claims to movein that matter. My 


| colleague knows more than I do on that subject, 


of course; but thiscase struck me; there is no dis- 
pute about it; the Senators from Iowa do not dis- 
pute it, but they ask to put it off for a year. I 
should be very glad to accommodate the Senators, 
but I see that they ask it merely for the purpose 
of appearing to make fight, and saving themselves 
athome. I think they have done enough on that 
subject, and I think we may as well save the 
money. : 
Mr. HAMLIN. I waat to say a word to my 
friend from Iowa, [Mr. Grimes] in relation to a 
little document which I sce he is now very busily 
examining; because, when men are 
better informed, they will always act more intelli- 
gently on all subjects. Our revenue service con- 
sists of two classes—a collecting and a preventive 
force. You may have, from the necessity of the 
case, a collection district on your borders where 
not one farthing of revenue is collected. - Gi 
Mr. TRUMBULL. We have several such. 
Mr. HAMLIN. But where the opportunities 
for smuggling toany amount exist, if you have 
no preventive force there.. It is also true that 
collection districts are established for another pur- 
pose than the protection .of the revenue, to wit: 
the facility of commerce. ‘There may be large 
quantities of commerce In a given territory upon 
which, according the laws of your country, all 
sorts of papers must issue; and when you spread 
out over a whole State a single district, you may 
compel a man to travel hundreds of miles to make 
the oath in order simply to get the papers of his 
yessel changed; and they mustalways be changed 
whenever there is any change of ownership. AH 
these things go to show that you cannot regulate 
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your collection districts.either by the amount. of 

money you collect, or by the protection against 

fraudi. eao” : ee ae 

< + Mr.'TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Maine 
will allow me to interrupt him for a moment, I 
desire.to state that if he will look at this. report, 
he will find that at Hickman, in -Kentucky—I 
believe that is not on the. borders—there has not 
been. a dollar collected for. three years, and sala- 
ries have been paid-all the time. 

:Mr. HAMLIN. [am not specifying, but I 
stating general principles; and- I say that when 
men pick out isolated cases, and undertake to lay 
down ‘a. rule of action from tsolated cases, they 
travelin avery little circle. That is my judgment. 
‘Now, sir, want to say a word in relation to a 
reformation in this.system of revenue. I labored 
earnestly in connection with the Committee on 
Commerce at the last Congress for the purpose of 
producing good results; and I sought to test my 
sincerity by the rule which I applied to my own 
State. [.took up. the collection districts. there; 
and in the bill which Lagreed. to report, and which 
I supported, one half of them were abolished. I 
knew ,it would ‘produce some embarrassments 
upon.our.commerce. When you compel men to 
travel a.hundred miles to change their papers, you 
make it onerous on them.. When. you passa sys- 
tem of laws to compel a man to have certain papers 
on his navigation, you must afford him reason- 
able facilitics to get them. Still I took up the dis- 
tricts in my State, and consolidated them; and I 
think, according to my recollection, reduced them 
to about one half. We went over the whole coun- 
try; and, according to my recollection—I am only 
stating from recollection—we reduced the cost of 

- the.collection of the revenue in various ways more 
than $1,500,000. J sought, time after time, to get 
action upon that hill; but E could not get a major- 
ity of the Senate to budge one inch, and the bill 
slumbered. Lt touched too many men who held 

laces—men who sustained the Administration. 

enators were approached on all hands and were 
appealed to, “do not dismiss this officer; do not 
abolish this collection district.” Isay precisely 
what I know; because these appeals were made 
to me, and. my colleagues on the committec said 
thoy were made to thom. These appeals led to 
non-action on that bill. Now, sir, i am willing 
again to. engage in that task; and I will codperate 
with anybody and with everybody in reforming 
that system; for I believe, as firmly as I believe 
anything, that your revenues may be collected 
to-day for $1,500,000 less than you pay, and every- 
thing be just as well, just as promptly, just as 
thoroughly, and just as faithfully done. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
upon the amendment offered by Mr. Harran to 
theamendmentof Mr. Iessunpen, resulted—yeas 
LU, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Davis, Doolittle, Titeh, 
Grimes, Hanan, Simmons, ‘en Eyek, Trumbull, and 
Wade—t. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 

shesout, Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Fessenden, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson 
of Arkausas, Jolmson of Tennessee, Latham, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slide, Swn- 
nen Thomson Toombs, Wiglall, Wilkinson, Wilson, and 

WIL Cy 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and the question recurred on the amend- 
tment of Mr. Fessenpen. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words, ‘as soon as may 
be, and inserting “as soon as the public inter- 
ests will, in his opinion, admit,” The latter part 
of the amendment of the Senator from Maine, 
which requires this office to be vacated peremp- 
torily within the next fifteen days, E think, is not 
wise. I hope the Senator- from Maine will ac- 
quiesce in my proposition to have it done as soon 
as the Secretary of the Treasury thinks the pub- 
lic interests will admit. 

Mr..FESSENDEN. Iam afraid he will not 
think that the public interests admit it. prefer 


that the proposition of the Senator should not be | 
adopted. Itis throwing the responsibility onan | 


officer who may not like to take it. He will have 
all sorts of-—I do not know exactly what word to 
use-—but efforts made. by people that he would 
not like, perhaps, to disoblige; and this may con- 
tinue the office unnecessarily. I think we have 
facts enough before us to enable us to act upon it 
ourselves, 7 


i 


The amendment to the amendment was. re- 
jected—ayes-five; noes not counted. 

The amendment of Mr. Fressenpen was agreed 
to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, I now move to reduce the 
appropriation in the origina! clause from $8,300 
to $500. It may be necessary to have something 
in order to wind up the office. 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire, in behalf of my Dem- 
ocratic friends who hold these offices there, to 
protest against their being put on such small ra- 
tions as this. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know but that 
Tought to change the phraseology of the clause. 

Mr. GREEN. will the Senator allow*me to 
make one suggestion? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr.GREEN. The general law authorizes the 
head of the Department to close these offices ata 
certain stage, but there is no authority to turn the 
books over to the State without a special law. 
The common practice has been to turn all the 
records over to the State, and leave the general 
business to be transacted, if any future business 
is required, through the General Land Office at 
Washington; but the records can be certified from 
the State office after they have been put there by 
law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I propose to change the 
phraseology of the clause, as the salaries will be 
at an end, so as to make it read: 


For Incidental expenses of the office of surveyor genera} 
of Wisconsin and Lowa, $500. 


That is merely to settle up the matter. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.GRIMES. I now renew the motion which 
I made a short time ago, to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate adopted the amendment in- 
serting this\clause: 

For compensation of the auxiliary guard and one lieuten- 
ant, and for fucl, oil, and lamps, and for twenty policemen, 
to be appointed in the same manner as the auxiliary guard, 
$32,400; and that there be paid.to the corporation of the 


city of Washington, out of money heretofore appropriated, 
the compensation of onc lieutenant of police. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The question is on reconsidering the 
vote by which the Senate agrecd to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope it will not be recon- 
sidered. Itis one of the best appropriations in 
the bill, so far as this city is concerned, and we 
know from experience that it is indispensable to 
preserve order. There are Senators on this floor 
who will recollect the state of things which ex- 
isted before this guard was created. It was dan- 
gerous to walk upon the streets at night. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to know on what 

rinciple it is that the Government of the United 
States furnishes a police force to the city of Wash- 
ington? The Senator says that experience has 
demonstrated that it is necessary that an auxil- 
iary guard should be furnished to the city in order 
to protect the lives and persons and property of 
the people. I do not know that to be so. It may 
be so; but suppose it is so: where do we get 
authority to furnish a police force to this place? I 
understand that the services of these persons are 
not confined to the public grounds—to the cus- 
tody of the property belonging to the United 
States—but that they are the regular police force 
of the whole city, under the control of the city 
authorities. If this Government has the author- 
ity to furnish such police officers for this city, 
why has it not for every city where the Govern- 
ment owns property? I should like to know why 
itis that we cannot furnish, and ought not to fur- 


| principal part of which, or the most valuable part 
of which, I understand, is owned by the United 
States Government?) Why do you not furnish a 
police force for my State, where the United States 
owns an immense amount of the real estate of the 
country? cannot understand upon what prin- 
ciple it is. 

Mr. BROWN. The principle upon which the 
Government of the United States furnishes a po- 
lice for this city is based upon two ideas. he 
first is that you have the exclusive right to legis- 
late here. You have not that right at Pensacola, 
or Milwaukee, or anywhere else inside of a State. 
That is the first proposition; and then the second 
one is——— 


nish, a police force for the city of Pensacola, the |; 


= 


| 
1 
i 
i 


j turbed. 


i 


Mr. GRIMES, ‘Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? . à 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. : 

Mr.GRIMES. Does the Senator say we have 
the exclusive right here to establish a police force? 

Mr: BROWN... Certainly I do. 

Mr.GRIMES. That the city authorities have 
no authority to ordain a police force here of their 
own? ` 

Mr. BROWN. Notatall. Ido not say that 
we are obliged to do'it; but I say that within the 
limits of the District of Columbia you may, if 
you choose, establish the entire police force. 

Mr. GRIMES. .‘*May;’? but we have not the 
exclusive right to do it. 

Mr. BROWN. Not that you are obliged todo 
it. The police force is established now upon this 
principle: the city of Washington pays for one 
half of it, and the Government pays for the other 
half,and why? Because you own about one half 
the property, and the city owns the other half. 
You have about one half interest, and the city 
has the other half. They pay for their half, and 
they ask you to pay for your half. Fora long 
time the Government refused to do anything in 
reference to the police matters of this city; and 
we know what was the condition of things. No 
gentleman, no citizen, nobody could go out into 
the streets at night, without being subject to great 
danger atleast of being molested. You have now 
an efficient police that protects everybody, and 
protects everybody alike, I think. Good order 
reigns throughout the city. You are paying your 
justand due proportion of the expense. The city 
pays its part. lask the Senate to just let well 
enough alone. You have a well-ordered police. 
Everybody is safe. Everybody is secure. There 
is no rioting, no disturbance. Just let the thing 
be as itis. Let the Government pay its part ac- 
cording to its property here, and let the city pay 
its part. That is the basis on which the thing 
stands to-day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the number? 

Mr. BROWN. The police force is one hun- 
dred, ‘The city pays for one half of them and 
the Federal Government for the other half. That 
number has been efficient in preserving the public 
peace and public order—a hinog which was un- 
known here until you established the present 
order of things. I know, from having consulted 
the assessment rolls, tbat. the Government owns 
about half the property here. This matter of an 
efficient police is a thing which affects all of us, 


| our families, and our constituents—whoevercomes 


here; and what you are doing is paying about in 
proportion to your interest in the city. [am very 
sorry to sce any motion made against this police 
foree. It costs you no great amount of money; 
it insures peace, order, and quiet in the city, 
which, of all cities in the Union, ought to prevail 
here. That there will be some disorder; that 


| somebody will be insulted; somebody outraged, 


is inseparable from government; but I think, from 
my observation, that the present police force is 
the most efficient you have ever had. It costs you 
very little money, and { hope it will be left undis- 


Mr. GRIMES. It is very possible that there 
may be a diversity of opinion; and I think there 
isa difference of opinion between the Senator from 
Mississippiand other gentlemen asto the efficiency 
of the present police force. But aside from that, 
the Senator says that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States owns one half of the property within 
this-city. I heard that declaration made before in 
the Senate; and when it was made before, I took 


j the trouble to investigate the subject, and I under- 


take to say, without putting myself exactly in 
contradiction with the Senator from Mississippi, 
that he is mistaken. He says he has referred to 
the assessment rolls. Well, sir, with all defer- 


fence to him, I say the assessment rolls do not 


show any such thing. The property of the Uni- 
ted States is not assessed at all, and therefore the 
assessment rolls cannot show the amount that is 
owned by the Government, I undertake to say 
that there is not one fifticth part of the arca of the 
city of Washington that is owned by the Gov- 
ernment, unless you include the streets. 

Mr. BROWN. I will say to the Senator that, 
under a resolution moved by myself some three 
years ago, the Secretary of the Interior was re- 
quired to have a fair valuation put upon the Gov- 
ernment property within the limits of this city 


1860. — 


He appointed commissioners, and-that valuation 
was stated as against the valuation of the city 
authorities, and it summed up about twenty-five 
million dollars for the city, and about twenty-five 
million dollars for the Government; and upon that 
this idea of getting upa joint police—the Govern- 
ment paying. one half, and the city the other half 
was based. i 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator is talking about 
the valuation of property as assessed by some- 
body who was authorized to assess the public 
buildings, probably at what they cost. Lam talk- 
ing about the area of territory that is owned by 
private individuals, corresponding with the area 
of territory that is owned by the United States; 
and 1 undertake to say that the Government of 
the United States, within the jurisdiction of the 
city of Washington, does not own one fiftieth 

art of the area that is.owned by individuals. 
he Senator says we ought to levy a tax upon 
-the people of my county, the people of my State, 
and of cvery State in the Union, ìn order to sup- 
port the police force here in this city, because the 
Government of the United States owns certain 
real estate here thatis valuable. It is the very 
fact that we have expended such large amounts 
of money, and have made this property valuable 
that renders the other property so valuable; and 
et we tax ourselves doubly: first, by making the 
improvements upon the reservations, which are 
ublic grounds, for the benefit of the people of 
Washington „and which they use more than any- 
body else, more than we; and then, because we 
have expended such vast amounts on these public 
grounds and public buildings so as to render them 
valuable, we are asked to tax ourselves. That is 
the amount of the argument. But the Senator’s 
argument. proves too much when he says we 
ought to do this because we own so much prop- 
erty in this city. Why does he not apply his 
rule to the whole District of Columbia? Why 
does he not furnish a police force to the city of 
Georgetown? 

Mr. BROWN. Because the Government owns 
no prapory in Georgetown. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator introduced a prop- 
osition the other day to light the streets in George- 
town, and I understood it to be predicated on the 
fact that we owned -some of the streets in that 
city. 

. Mr. BROWN. No. 
Mr. GRIMES. If we did not, then I should 
liketo know on what basis it was that the Senator 
predicated that proposition? Whatauthority have 
we to go into Georgetown, and light the strects 
there, owned by that corporation, any more than 
we have to go into the city of Baltimore, and light 
- the streetsof that jurisdiction? We certainly have 
some jurisdiction in the District, I apprehend; and 
why does not the Senator furnish a police forre 
there? The furnishing of this police force to this 
city seems to me violative of every principle; and 
it is another evidence of the fact that this Gov- 
ernment is gradually drawing to itself more and 
more power, and in the end this police force will 
swell up from one hundred men to its thousands, 
and become a guard to any man who may under- 
take to assume the control of this Government. 
I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to re- 
consider. g 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS-—-Messrs. Crittenden, Doolitde, Durkee, Grimes, 
Hamlin, Harlan, King, Trumbull, and Wade—-9. 5 

NAYS—Me . Bingham, Bragg, Brown, Cameron, 
Clingman, Dixon, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
Foster, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, ohnson 
of Arkansas, Lane, Latham, Malory, Mason, Nicholson, 
Pearce, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sumner, Thomson, Toombs, 
Witkinson, Wilson, and Yulee—32. 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN, I offer this amendment, which 
is recommended by the Committec on the Judici- 
ary: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, such amount as may by him be regarded as 
reasonable and just for the rent of the rooms occupied 
by the United States courts at Los Angeles, California, 
from the 27th of October, 1854, to the 5th of August, 1856. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Lamrinstructed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to offer a portion of an amend- 
ment that was offered to a former bill, to provide 
for carrying out treaty stipulations. The matter 


that was objected toas notcoming within the treaty 
hag been: stricken out; and now I propose this 
amendment: 


Sec. — And be it further enacted, That, to provide for 
the faithful execution of the fourth article of the treaty 
with Great Britain of the 9th August, 1842, and to secure 
the releases mentioned in said treaty, the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any 
money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Cath- 
arine C. Ward, of Roxbury, Massachusetts, and Laura A. 
Stebbins, of Bangor, Maine, each, the sum of $3,353; and 
to James A. Drew, of Chelsea, Massachusetts, and Rufus 
Mansur, of Houlton, Mainc, cach, the sum of $6,737; and 
to Edmund Monroe, of Boston, the sum of $10,155; and to 
Benjamin Sewall, of Boston, the sum of $3,885: Provided, 
That the above named Ward, Stebbins, Drew, and Man- 
sur, holding titles to the Eaton grant, and the said Drew 
and Mantsur, holding titles to the east half of Plymouth 
township, and the said Monroe and Sewall, holding tities 
to the west half of Plymouth. township, shall respectively 
execute, or cause to be executed, releases as required by 
the fourth article of said treaty, to the parties holding 
« possessory” or ** equitable possessory claims” to the said 
lands under said treaty, as appears of record in the land of- 
fice of Mainc—and that it appear to the satisfaction of the 
land agent of said State, that such releases do confirpi and 
quiet the title to such Jands as required by the treaty4 And 
provided also, Thatif there shal be a partial failure fo make 
or procure such releases as hercin provided, a pre ortional 
deduction shall be made trom the compensayon herein 
provided. 


Mr. HUNTER. Is not this the amendment 
that was ruled out of order on the miscellaneous 
bill? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That portion of it which re- 
lated to timber is striken out. So it brings in 
nothing but what was within the fourth article of 
the treaty, to quiet the posscssory title of the 
people that were there. There are.a hundred and 
fifty people there without a title, and these claim- 
ants are willing to give the title if the proposition 
brought in by the Committec on Claims is agreed 
to; and if they do not give a release, they cannot 
have the money; so that it is strictly within the 
rules, 

Mr. BRAGG. I raise a 
the reception of this amendment. 


point of order upon 
In order to 


| make myself understood, it is necessary that I 


should state the aggregate amount which the 
amendment proposes to pay to these men. I re- 
quested one of the gentlemen at the desk to make 
out the amount, and it is $33,714. I have been 
very much surprised to hear my friend from 
Rhode Island say that the whole of this sum is 
to be appropriated to extinguish the titles to land 
which is considers to come within the provisions 
of the fourth article of the treaty of 1842. I thought 
my fricnd understood very well that one half this 
claim was for land damages. This whole matter 
was discussed before the Committee on Claims, 
and this amount, $33,714, allowed for eight thou- 
sand acres of land and upwards; and my friend, 
I think, will very well know, when I call his at- 
tention to it, that two dollars is allowed for the 
value of the land, and two dollars for damages. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Two dollars for the timber 
on the land? 

Mr. BRAGG. Two dollars for the timber 
taken off the land; and that very bill which the 


I| Senator from. Rhode Island reported from the 


Committee on Claims, and whic I have now be- 
fore me, in the first section proposes to pay these 


i parties the sum which I have here in the aggre- 


gate before me, specified in the twelfth and thir- 
teenth lines that it should be ‘‘in full compensa- 
tion for three thousand three hundred and fifty 
acres of land, including the timber oe 
taken therefrom;”’ that is, previous to the making 
of the treaty; and yet, sir, my friend from Rhode 
Island now says that this is only a payment for 
the land. Why, sir, itis the very same question 
that was raised the other day; and I say to the 
Senate now, not wishing to consume their time, 
that while I do not believe any part of this claim 
is within the treaty of 1842, while I believe the 
whole of it is outside of that treaty, and ought 
not to be allowed by Congress, yet I am not dis- 


| posed to discuss tha. question now. But look at 


this matter on its very face. I hold here the re- 
port of the agent sent to examine these claims, 
and he states that two dollars an acre was the 
value of the land, and two dollars was estimated 
to be the value of the timber which had been taken 
off previously to the making of the treaty. The 
Senator from Rhode Island assents. Therefore, 


| one half of this claim is for land damages, as Í 


stated the other day. 
We had the same 
and it was decided, 


queen before the Senate, 
here was. an appeal from 


the Presiding Officer at.that time, and the Senate 
sustained him in ruling the amendment out of.or- 
der. It amply:appears from all the evidence which 
I have before me in. the. report.of. the agent.sent 
by this body to examine into these. claims, from 


| the report made by the commissioners of Maine 


to the Legislature of Maine, that two dollars was 
the supposed value of the land for which a claim 
is set up here, and that two dollars in addition, it 
was said, ought to be paid on account of. timber 


which had been taken off prior to the year 1839, 


though the treaty was not made until 1842. [say 
this identical question was raised the other day 
the proposition was ruled out of order, and the 
decision of the Chair was.sustained by an appeal 
to the Senate. _ I hope, therefore, the point of or- 
der will be sustained again which I have.made. I 
will say further,asa reason. why: I think it ought 
to be sustained, and weget rid of this. matter, that 
the whole thing is a very complicated onc, and I 
shall feel it my duty to go into the merits of the 
case if it comes before the Senate, because, as I 
have already stated, 1 do not belicve any part of 
this claim Ought to be paid by the United States; 
but I do not care to do so now, because I think 
the point of order which was made the other day 
is a valid one. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
ter-— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) As a point of order is raised, the ques- 
tion whether this amendment:be in, order or:not, 
under the 30th rule, depends upon the fact whether 
itis in pursuance of an existing law or treaty 
stipulation. That does not present a question 
for the Chair to decide as a question of order; but 
where a question of order is raised under this 
rule on a proposition like this, it is proper to sub- 
mit to the Senate whether the amendment shall 
be received under the rule. That is the question 
for the Senate now to decide, whether the pro- 


I shall not debate this mat- 


| posed amendment shall be received under. the 


rule? 

Mr.SIMMONS, The Senator saysthe bill that 
I reported stated that one half the sum was for 
timber. These people took possession of thisland, 
when the jurisdiction was in, abeyance by an ar- 
rangement between the two nations, with the tim- 
ber on it, and they cut the timber off and carried 
it off. When the man was sent there to estimate 
the value of the land, he put the price of the tim- 
ber at two dollars an acre, and the price of. the 
land that was still there without. timber at two 
dollars. That made four dollars.. Now, the Sen- 
ator says, this timber was cut off before 1839. 
These men were there while the jurisdiction. of 
Maine was suspended before 1839, and when 
Maine would have expelled them, but for the 
troops of the United States. 

The Senator says that as to the other tracts 
spoken of, the title is still in the present owners, 
and they only want pay for the timber taken off, 
That was under a diplomatic arrangement, and it 
might not come within the rule prescribed in the 
rule book, which saysit must be under a ‘‘treaty.”” 
I consider that when itis under a diplomatic ar- 
rangement it comes. within the meaning of the 
rule. This amendment, however, now comes 
distinctly within the rule; for the fourth articleof 
the treaty provides for this very thing. And this 
is the amount of the land in the possession of 
those actual settlers—settlers that went on there 
as trespassers provided Maine had the jurisdic- 
tion; but the right of Maine to expel them was 
superseded and controlled by the Government of 
the United States, Therefore they held posses- 
sion; and in making this treaty, in order to deal 


| justly and liberally with them, it was agreed that 


their possessory title should be good, and that 
the legal owners should makea good titleto them: 
They have waited eighteen years without a title; 
and there is good reason, I think, for getting this 
through and letting them have a title, and letting 
them make their buildings and improvements 
such as settlers and possessors of the land ought 
to make. That is the very reason why this is 
urged. That is the answer to the timber part of 
the Senator’s argument. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I said, the other day, 
when this. question was up, that J had no desire 
at all that the Senate should act under a misap- 
prehension in relation to this matter; but that, in 
my judgment, a part of the. appropriation con- 
tained in the. amendment then proposed could not 
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‘be: considered as coming’ under the treaty; arid 
that‘ the siniple question was, whether that fact 
‘shéuld cxclude the whole or admit the whole, a 
‘part’ of it being’ within the treaty. 
“Now, sir, this is the part that I stated then and 
‘Believe now comes distinctly and directly within 
“the treaty stipulation. “The distinction made by 
‘the Senator from North Carolina is entirely illu- 
sive; there is nothing in it. "The statement that 
two dollars was allowed for the land and two dol- 
lars for the timber is only a statement made to 
‘show how'the amount of four dollars is made up 
it the whole. Thè stipulation of the treaty is, 
‘that'these settlers shall be quieted in the ‘posses- 
‘gion of their lands: The lands themselves be- 
‘longed to certain individuals, the original owners. 
"They say that they are ready to give releases on 
-being paid, and they will not give those releases 
which the Government of the United States has 
provided should be obtained unless they are paid. 
he question then arises, how much should they 
‘be paid; and that they left to us to determine ina 
certain way, In order to determine. how much 
they should be paid, to induce them to give these 
releases, asa fair compensation for these lands, the 
‘United States Government being under an obli- 
gation to procure the releases for these people, the 
‘Committee on Claims appointed, by permission 
of the Senate, the clerk of the committee as an 
agentto go and ascertain that mattcr and report to 
the committce. The clerk reported that the timber 
which had been taken from the lands while they 
were out of the possession of the owners, and in 
the hands of these people who went upon them, 
‘was worth two dollars an acre on the average, 
and that the lands themselves were worth, clear 
of the timber,as they stand, two dollars, together 
‘making the sum of four dollars. He therefore 
reported that sum, and gave the facts on which 
the committce state that they were content to 
‘allow the four dollars an acre made up in that 
‘way—two dollars for the timber that had been 
taken off and two dollars for the land as it stood 
‘without timber, That is the simple fact about it. 
“They did not report asum, on the principle which 
‘the Senator from North Carolina now states, in 
‘reference to the other timber. ‘With regard to 
the other timber which was reported in the bill 
‘alluded to, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
states, itis from land now owned by these par- 
‘ties. ‘There äre no releases to be procured with 
‘regard to that. 

The prineiple on which payment was reported 
for that timber was, thatatacertain period of time, 
the United States Government, having made an 
arrangement with Great Britain, applied to the 
State of Maine—this land being in controversy, 
but turning out to be within the State of Maine— 
and requested the State of Maine to suspend its 
jurisdiction over the land, in order to avoid a col- 
Jision, which might lead to very great expense on 
the part of this Government. The government 
of Maine, in obedience to that request, in order 
to keep the peace, suspended the exercise of its 
jurisdiction—withdrew it, What was the conse- 
quence? The consequence was that trespassers 
went on and stripped the lands of the timber, no- 
body being authorized to take care of it, and no 
State exercising jurisdiction over it. The juris- 
diction of Maine having been withdrawn at the 
request of the Government of the United States, 
the owners of the timber say that, inasmuch as 
their property was sacrificed for the benefit and 
at the request of the United States, the United 
States should pay for it; and so the Committee on 


Claims decided; ‘but that is a different question | 
‘from the onenow before us, This question arises | 


strictly under the treaty. The treaty provides 
that the men in possession should be quieted in 
their titles. That being the thing which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States agreed to do, the 
question arises, how much it shall pay the owners 
in order to get the releases which the owners can- 
not be compelled to give. 
these people, unless they are prohibited by the 
treaty from doing sa, which many hold that they 
are, and then their titles would be absolutely 
good. How much shall they be paid, not for the 
timber as taken off under the original agreement, 
but the fair value of their property which they 


They may eject all | 


have lost, and to which they must give a release. | 


The Committee on Claims say the timber was 
worth so-much, and the land so much, amount- 
ing to four dollars an acre, and that they ought 
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to-be paid that sui by 


7 the ‘Government. Now, 
the question comes distinctly under the treaty, 
not as somuch timber and so rnuch land, but as the 
elements going to make up the price‘of the land 
itself. That is the simple question—thé only one 
on this point of order... ~ pete 

Mr. BRAGG. -I-am very. glad to see that the 
honorable Senator from Maine has obtained some 
information:in relation’ to this matter, which he 
did not possess the other day when it was before 
the Senate... T Dai Ki 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I certainly‘did possess 
the same information then. Tstated that the whole 
of this came within the treaty, and the other did 
not. : - : 
Mr: BRAGG. I stated then, as those Senators 
who were here will distinctly remember, that the 
claim then presented. amounted to upwards of 
fifty-five thousand dollars; of which more than 
forty thousand dollars was for land damages. 
The Senator most positively and unequivocally 
denicd it. Now, sir, it has been admitted; for the 
claim which has been withdrawn, (damages at 
one dollar per acre on twenty-three thousand 
acres ofand,) and one half of the amount of the 
present chm, which is $33,714, I think, will 
amount to about forty thousand dollars, as I 
stated the other day. [stated that; and the hòn- 
orable Senator undertook to correct me, and: to 
say that I was laboring under a total mistake. I 
told him then I was right about this matter. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. f understood the Sena- 
tor to state, the other day, that the timber claim, 
exclusive of the land claim, amounted to upwards 
of forty thousand dollars, which did not come 
within the treaty. 

Mr. BRAGG. I deny that any of it comes 
within the treaty. You are assuming that it 
comes within the treaty. I stated that, of the ag- 
gregate sum which it was proposed to give these 
parties, $40,000 of it, in round numbers, was for 
damages for cutting umber, I did not admit then, 
and I do not admit now, that one dollar of this 
amount comes within the provisions of the treaty 
of 1842. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We will consider that 
when the question of order is decided. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator assumes that, and 
argues as if that were so. I do not propose to go 
into that question now, because it is not before 
the Senate, and 1 do not wish to take up the time 
of the body in discussing a question of that kind 
on a point of order, [think the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine should not have taken that for 
granted, with a view of carrying out his case 
here; but I wish simply to remind him of the fact 
that the other day, when this matter was before 
the Senate ona point of order, I made the state- 
ment then—and I wish honorable Senators to rec- 
ollect it—that of this claim, whether within the 
treaty or not, $40,000 in round numbers was for 
damages in cutting timber off this land; and now 
itis admitted, not only by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, but by the Senator from Maine himself. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [admit no such thing. 
I deny it now, 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
thing. 

Mr. BRAGG. J understood the Senator from 
Rhode Island to assent to it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I stated that when posses- 
sion was taken of this land, this timber was upon 
it, and in making up the value that ought to be 
waid for the release of the title, we valued the tim- 

er at two dollars, and the land at two dollars, 
making four dollars an acre. 

Mr. BRAGG. Precisely. All of the evidence 
before us shows that fact. Then if there is any 
difference between the honorable Senator and 
myself, it is merely as to the amount. It is ad- 
mitted that a part of this claim is for timber dam- | 
ages, and the question between us is as to amount. 
If I were disposed to argue this matter, I might 
go into the evidence before me; but the Senator 
from Rhode Island admits that, according to the 
report, two dollars of it was for the timber cutand | 
two dollars the estimated value of the land after | 
the timber was cut. 
that; there can be none. Gentlemen may turn 
around and say we do not admit so and so; but it 
was upon that basis, as the Senator from Rhode | 
Island ought to know, and I think does know. 

Mr. SIMMONS. What is it? i 


I never admitted any such 


There is no dispute about i| 
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Mr. BRAGG, I say it was upon that basis 
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that the committee, for thesé cight thousand acres 
of lakd and upwards, did allow the sum of 
$33,000. ` It was so argued by him. He knows 
very well that I asked for an explanation on that 
point, and that-that was the manner in which it 
was explained; and that of this aggregate sum of 

33,000, two dollars an acre, according to the evi- 

ence, was allowed for the timber cut off between 
the years 1832 and 1839, and two dollars was al- 
lowed for the’ value of. the: land itself, after the 
timber was cut off. : ens 

These’ are’ facts; and why will gentlemen rise 
here and say they do not admit this thing? My 
friend from Rhode Island knows very well that 
it was upon that’ basis of argument and of facts 
produced by him that that amount was allowed, 
and allowed for this purpose. And yet I am met 
here by Senators saying they do ‘not admit this 
thing. Why, sir, the evidence is before me, but 
I care not whether the amount of two dollars an 
acre is allowed, or any other sum. I say that a 
part of this claim is for damages which, upon the 
most liberal construction of the treaty, taking 
everything that gentlemen insist upon, cannot be 
brought within the provisions of the treatyat all. 
And why do I gay so? The honorable Senator 
from Maine says that there is a distinction be- 
tween the twenty-three thousand acres of land 
here which parties now hold, without any adverse 
title being set up under the treaty, and the eight 
thousand acres which they hold to which there 
is a claim on the part of these squatters, What 
does the treaty provide? 

I am sorry to have to take up the time of the 
Senate a little while, for I sce gentlemen are tired 
of this claim; butit becomes necessary to explain 
how this controversy arises. Long before there 
wag any dispute as to this matter, the State of 
Massachusetts, then owning lands in that region 
of country, made two grants, one to General 
Eaton, for military services, of a large body of 


i land, some twenty thousand acres, perhaps—it is 


unnecessary for me to state the amount—and an- 
other to the town of Plymouth, for school pur- 
poses. Here was a large amount of land, in the 
aggregate some two hundred thousand acres, or 
upwards. When the treaty of 1842 was made, 
this land which had been granted out to Eaton, 
and the Plymouth grant, fell within what was 
called the disputed territory. Before the treaty 
was made there was certain correspondence of 
the American negotiator, Mr. Webster, in relation 
to this matter. In factit was doubted, and I think 
doubted with great force and propriety, whether 
this Government had any right to cede away any 
of the territory of a sovereign State. What did 
Mr. Webster do? After he and the British min- 
ister had agreed upon the terms of scttleoment—and 
which settlement was brought about in this way: 
a part of the territory which Maine had.claimed 
was to bé given up, and we got compensation fur- 
ther. up, westwardly of the territory which had 
been claimed by Maine, and by which there was 
a small accession to the States of Vermont, New 
Hampshire, and New York—he made a commu- 
nication to certain commissioners who had been 
appointed on the part of the States of Massachu- 
setts and Maine in relation to this treaty, in order 
to get their assent; for Massachusetts still held a 
title to a large portion of land there which she 
formerly held, before the State of Maine was set 
apart and became a sovercign State. Massachu- 
setts and Maine owned lands there jointly, and 
Maine owned lands in severalty. 

Now what was the. provision of the treaty, and 
what was agreed upon? “As I have said, before 
the treaty was made, Mr. Webster communicated 
with these commissioners, and they assented to 
the making of the treaty, and upon what terms? 
In the first place he offered to them $150,000 as a 
consideration for their assenting to. this loss of 
territory, and this change of boundary. What 
did they say to that? They said: we do not think 
this enough; we want more; we think you ought 
to give us more. Thereupon Mr. Webster agreed 
to double the amount which was to be given to 
them. In other words, $150,000 was given to 
Maine, and $150,000 was provided, under the fifth 
article of the treaty, to be given to Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from North Carolina will suspend his remarks. 
The hour of four o’clock having arrived, the Sen- 
ate will take a recess until six o’clock, agreeable 
to special order of the Senate. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL 


‘GLOBE. — 


| EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six'o’clock. 


: TERM OF KENTUCKY COURTS. 

Mr. POWELL. Iask'the consent of the Sen- 

ate to take up the bill-of the House of Represent- 
_atives No. 819. It ought to be put on its passage 
at once, and will not take a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Conimittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H; R. No. 819) providing for additional 

-terms-of the circuit and district courts inthe State 
of Kentucky. It provides that, in addition tothe 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 

-ted States for the district of Kentucky, now pro- 
vided for by law, a term of the circuit court and 
of the district court of the United States for the 
district of Kentucky shall be held in the city of 
Louisville, in that district, commencing on the 
fourth Monday in April in each year; and a term 
of each of the courts is likewise to. be held at that 


city, commencing on the fourth Monday in Sep- , 


tember in each year. Each of the terms is to con- 
tinue, if the business shall require it, twelve ju- 
dicial days; and special terms of the courts, or 
either of them, may be held at the city of Louis- 
ville, at such other times as the district judge may 
appoint; and process may be made returnable to 
any general or special term of the district or cir- 
cult court, at the city of Louisville, at any suc- 
ceeding term thereof, notwithstanding a term of 
the courts may, in the mean time, be held at the 
seat of government of the State of Kentucky, or 
elsewhere. Italso provides for holding additional 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the district of Kentucky, twice dur- 
ing each year, at Covington, commencing on the 
second Monday in January and September, and 
if the public business shall require it, special 
-terms of the courts, or either of them. It further 
provides for the holding of additional terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the district of Kentucky, twice during cach and 
every year, at Paducah, Kentucky, commencing 
at such times as may be fixed by the presiding 
judge of the court, and continuing twelve judicial 
days cach, if the public business shall require it; 
and special terms at such other times as the dis- 
trict judge of the United States for the district of 
Kentucky may appoint. 

Other provisions are made for. the regulation 
of clerks’ offices, the return of process, the estab- 
lishment of rules and regulations by the district 
judge, and all other things that are necessary to 
carry out the objects of the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Cominittee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred an order submitted by 
Mr. Hemruk on the 8th instant, to print extra 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents on agriculture, reported it with an amendment 
to strike out fifteen thousand and insert ten thou- 
sand; and it was considered and agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 


Ordered, That ten thousand copies of the annual report |; 


of the Commissioner of Patents on agriculture be printed, 
in addition to the ten thousand ordered February 9, 1869, 
fer the use of the Senate. 

EDWARD ELY. 

Mr. BIGLER. I shall be glad to have the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to take up a 
bill, which I think will not take more than two 
minutes to pags, to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settle a small account of a deceased 
consulat Bombay. It involves an amount which 
cannot be. settled because the vouchers were lost. 
I move to take up that bill, (S. No. 411,) to au- 
thorize the settlement of the accounts of Edward 
Ely, deceased, late consul ofthe United States at 
Bombay, on principles of justice and equity. It 
has been reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settic, upon principles ofjustice and 
equity, the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, 
Jate consul of the United States at Bombay, and 
directs him to pay to the legal representatives of 
the decedent whatsoever sum shall appear to be 
due him upon the settlement of the account. 


Mr. BIGLER. 1 will state the facts of the 


case. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Never mind; it is all right. 
The bill was reported to ‘the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. j 


TONNAGE DUTIES,- 


Mr. TOOMBS. My honorable friend, the chair- 
man ofthe Committee on Commerce, (Mr. Cray,] 
has been sick for the last two weeks, and he has 
a small bill here, which he is anxious to pass, 
giving the assent of Congress to a law of the State 
of Alabama to levy tonnage duty for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Mobile, There is nota 
dollar init. It is simply to give that authority. 

‘Mr. GRIMES. I object to it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Do you object to it? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. ‘ ' 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 ask the majority of the 
Senate to take it up. I shall not take one objec- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Georgia. 
the motion. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. You shall have them, from 
now till the end of the session, 
to levy tonnage dutics ought not to be taken up 
in this way with a very thin Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is to allowa State to impose 

Mr. HUNTER. | Who objects to it? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Those gentlemen who want 
new allies for their robbery. i 

ques- 
tion of taking-up this bill, the Senator from New 
York has demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
what the bill is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Here is the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Sen- 

Mr. KING. I want it read. 

The Skcpgtary proceeded to read the bill (S. 
No. 85) declaring the consent of Congress to any 
the State of Alabama, authorizing the municipal 
authorities of the city of Mobile to impose and 
collect a duty on the tonnage of vessels from any 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Can the bill be taken up 
except by general consent? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Why not? 
for a majority of the Senate to take it up. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. While another bill is 

ending? 
the Senate. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first busi- 
ness in order is that which was under considera- 
be passed over by the body, and they can pro- 
ceed to the consideration of other business. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is a question for a majority 
absent friend, and it can bé determined now as 
well as at any other time, It is to do a simple 
act. of justice. ` 
be very much discussed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Come and discuss it. 
ready to mect à discussion, 
that I think should hardly be taken up in the 

resent condition of business. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You can pass money bills, but 


Mr. KING. Task for the yeas and nays upon 

Mr. KING. ‘I desire to say that a proposition 
tonnage duties on herself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
ator want the bill read ? 
act which may be passed by the Legislature of 
port entering the port of Mobile. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is competent 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is another bill before 
tion when the Senate took a recess; but that can 
of the Senate. I am asking it on behalf ofan 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I is a question that will 

Tam 
Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a matter of that kind 


| you cannot pass a bill to allow the people to tax 


themselves. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I wish the Senator from 


! Georgia would give way, to allow me to take u 
Dp t= 


a little bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will not give way. I want 
the Senate to consider it or defeat it. Itis not my 
pill. The chairman of the committee has been 
sick for two or three weeks, and he wants the bill 
considered. If the Senate is not full enough to 
consider it, they are not full enough to consider 
the depletion of the Treasury. 

Mr. GRIMES. I was the one who objected to 
this bill being taken up, and I objected for this 


“Now, I Jive on the Mississippi river; and 


‘to the State of Louisiana, the privilege t 


reason: I think thata very important prin pleis 
involved in it.: E ta Etat 5 

Mr. TOOMBS. So there is... is : 

Mr. GRIMES. We settle the principle in this 
casé that a corporation, or individuals, or aState, 
may levy tonnage duties at the mouth of a river 
so as to control the navigation of the stream 


m 


not willing to cede to the city, of New Orlean 


trol the entire commerce of that stream. Atany 
rate, L am not willing that the Senate, in the près- 
ent condition of things here, with thé seats nearly 
empty, should take up a.question of ‘that kind, 
and settle it, so as to use a precedent which will 
be considered as foréclosing the whole. question 
in future. I desire to say, in addition, that F cer- 
tainly did not object because of the absetice of the 
Senator from Alabama, for whom I entertain very 
great respect; but I certainly objected to. it be- 
cause it involves, in my apprehension, a gréat 
principle, which very deeply affects the people of 
my State. be 

Mr. TOOMBS. The great principle here is 
simply to allow the people, according to forty pre- 
cedents, to tax themselves. The -Scnate is full 
enough to vote moncy out of the Treasury. | If 
it is full enough for one question, itis fall enough 
for another, and I will insist on this bill, or that 
no legislation shall be carried out until the Senate 
is full. . ; DE, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I belicve it has not been 
customary with the Senate in its present state to 
take up bills to which there was any objection. 
Ifa motion is made to take up a particular bill, 
and objection is made that the Senato is too thin, 
itis laid aside. It is only by a sort of ‘courtesy 
that we take up bills in such a, condition of the 
Senate as the present, when there is no objection 
made from any quarter, bebause it is understood 
there is no objection to the bill itself. It isa ver 
different thing when you come to take up a bill 
which Senators must know will create a great 
deal of discussion, to which there is very serious 
objection. ; i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I did not suppose there was 
an honest man who objected to it, It is to allow 
them, in accordance with the precedents for forty 
years, to tax themselves. ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is very consider- 
able objection to it. Ido not claim to be over 
honest, and make no particular professions any 
more than anybody else; and yet, sir, at present, 
in my present view, Í am opposed to this bill, J 
do not know that I should be, on full discussion 
and examination. Itis a question I did not sup- 
pose would come up now. I have held myself in 


! reserve upon it, without committing myself at 


all. Iam willing to give it a fair consideration; 
but to take a question of that kind up in the pres- 
ent condition of the Senate, and urge it to a con- 
clusion when nobody is prepared to discuss it, ex- `> 
cept, perhaps, the friends of the bill, I think is 
hardly the ordinary course to be pursued under 
such circumstances. I never should think of mov- 
ing to take up a bill, though Ido not claim ‘to 
make any rulé for others, to which I knew, ox had 
reason to know, there was considerable objection 
under such circumstances. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let me tell you, when’ you 
say this is an extraordinary measure, that, for 
forty years there has never been the least objec- 
tion to such propositions, except by the friends 
of internal improvements, who want to make 
allies for bad projects of those who have good 
oncs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There are a great many 
friends of internal improvements upon this floor, 
Mr. President; and, according to the mode of logic 
adopted by the Senator from Georgia, 1 suppose 
they are all men who want to rob the Treasury 
for private purposes. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is my view. You de- 
scribed me properly. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. All who have the misfor- 
tune to differ with the Senator from Georgia, ave 


| robbers ofthe Treasury, and do not know any- 


thing either. It is a very easy way of disposing 
of people. The query is, whether he makes any- 
body else believe it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe. the appropriation 
bill is the business in order, on which the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Brace] has’ the 
floor; and I hope we will go on with it. 
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from. Maine ‘is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | I will. yield for. the ap- 
propriation bill to come up. : 

“Mr. TOOMBS. . I say we shall have no more 
‘drains on the Treasury until we have enough 
members. present to dispose of any matter that 
comes up here; and I know that is putting a stop- 
per on Black Republican legislation. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator does not 
trouble me by any such threat as that at all: The 
Senator would be very glad undoubtedly to put a 
stopper on Black Republicanism; but that is out 
of his power, thank God, if he were to try it. 

-< Mr. TOOMBS. I do not think it is. 

“Mr. HAMLIN, I want to make a simple state- 
ment. In the first place, the Senator from Geor- 
gia knows that I was opposed to this bill in com- 
mittee. 2 

Mr. TOOMBS. You are here to make your 
objections. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir; I am here, it is truc, 
to make my objections. I opposed it in commit- 
tee; and I think Lam justified in saying that other 
members of that committee, who had.not as fully 
examined it at that time as they have subse- 
quently, will also oppose it with myself. Now, 
when the Senator says that forty bills have passed 
of this description without any objection from any 
quarter, he certainly commits one material error; 
and I will tell him what itis. Within the last 
twenty years certainly, and LU think for more than 
that, fice of no bill that has been passed au- 
thorizing tonnage duties upon anything except 
imports upon vessels that enter from foreign 
countries, 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is not so. 

Mr HAMLIN. I know it within the last fif- 

on or twenty years; and Iam not certain that 
any other law than gne of that kind ever did pass 
on this.subject, I doubt it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iwill only state to the Sena- 
tor that I am prepared to show from the statute- 
book that his statement is incorrect. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ihave not said it was not so, 
I have only expressed a doubt about it; but I say 
that, in the seventeen years of my experience here, 
I have never known any bill asked for that im- 
posed a tonnage duty upon any other vessels than 
those which clear from a foreign port, whatever 
may have been the early rule. “Uf itis as the Sen- 
ator says, it is not in accordance with the recent 

practice of the Government. I recollect several 

ills—one for Baltimore—that have passed within 
my personal knowledge. ‘Chey have all allowed 
the assessment of tonnage duties on vessels which 
have entered from a foreign port, but have not 
allowed a tax upon our domestic commerce be- 
tween State and State. i 

Again, the Senator knows very well that m 
opinion is that the whole thing is unconstitutional, 
that you have no right to impose a duty on ton- 
nage that enters a port in one State coming from 
a portin another State. 
opinion, I know; but he is entitled to his opinions, 
and with them he shall also have the privilege of 


maintaining his own opinions in his own way. [| 


will do precisely the same thing. 

Now, sir, I have at my room the papers which 
I have collected in a partial investigation of this 
matter. I did not suppose, inasmuch as it was to 
be contested, and the Senator from Alabama so 
understood it, that it was to come up at the heel 
of the session among disputable matter; but if it 


is, I ask, in justice, that I may have the papers | 


which I have collected for the purpose of stating 
my views upon the case, to give to the Senate the 
result of my own investigation. I cannot do it 
here now. I do not think the Senator from Ala- 
bama, if he were in his seat, would ask the Sen- 
ate to take it up now. That he might desire to 
take it up at some proper moment between now 
and the close of the session is very probable; but 
that he would attempt to press us to a decision at 
this time J do not think is true, 
not believe he would; and, while he asked his 
friend from Georgia to take it up, I do not think 
he himself would press it under the circumstances. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE., 


That is not the Senator’s | 


I am sure Ido} 


Mr. GREEN. While Senators are coming in, | 


I beg leave to make a report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order while this subject is under consideration. 


Mr. GREEN., Lask unanimous consent to do 
it. It isa House bill which I have been instructed 
by the committee to report: back.: =- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order, unless by the unanimous consent of the 
Senate. "i ` 

Mr. GREEN. That is what I have asked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. ; 

Mr. GREEN. The Committee on Territories, 
to: whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 703) 
making appropriations for the payment of the 
expenses of the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 


xitory of Minnesota, have directed me to report it 


back, and recommend its passage, with:an amend- 
ment It is a small bill to correcta little defi- 
ciency in the Legislature of Minnesota, and I 
want it disposed of now. 

_Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to the 
bill being reported, but I cannot consent to allow 
action on.anything now except the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. GREEN. If there is any debate upon it, 
I will not press it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I cannot consent to it. 

Mr. GREEN. If there should be the slightest 
objection to the bill, I will not press it, but will 
allow it to go on the Calendar. 

Mr. KING. Let it to vo on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the bill cannot be considered at this 
time. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia insist on the regular order of 
business? : 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 
for anything now. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 339), making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government forthe ycar ending the 30th of June, 
1861, the pending question being on receiving, 
under the 30th rule, the following améndment, 
submitted by Mr. Simmons: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That TY provide for 
the faithful execution of the fourth article of the treaty with 
Great Britain of the 9th August, 1842, and to seoure the re 
leases mentioned in said treaty, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury he, and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Catharine 
C. Ward, of Roxbury, Massachusetts, and Laura A. Steb- 
bins, of Bangor, Maine, each the sum of $3,253; and to 
James A. Drew, of Chelsea, Massachusetts, and Rufus 
Mansur, of Houlton, Maine, each the sum of $6,737; and to 
Edmund Monroe, of Boston, the sum of $10,155, and to 
Benjamin Sewall, of Boston, the sum of $3,385: Provided, 
That the above-named Ward, Stebbins, Drew, and Man- 
sur, holding titles to the Eaton grant, and the said Drew 
and Mansur, holding titles to the east half of Plymouth 
township, and the said Monroe and Sewail, holding titles 
to the west half of Plymouth township, shall respectively 
exceute, or cause to be executed, releases as required by 
the fourth article of said treaty ,to the parties holding  pos- 
sessory” or ‘equitable possessory Claims” to said lands 
under said treaty, as appears of record in the land office of 
Maine ; and that it appear to the satisfaction of the land 
agent of said State that such reltases do confirm and quiet 
the title to such lands as required by the treaty: And pro- 
vided «lso, Thatif there shall be a partial failure to make 
or procure such releases as herein provided, a proportional 
deduction sha]! be made from the compensation herein pro- 
vided. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. President, when the Sen- 
ate took a recess, l was about to show what were 
the provisions of the treaty of 1842, and how 
those provisions came to be made or inserted; at 
least, the particular provisions under which it was 
soughtto make this appropriation for these claim- 
ants. I had stated that, long prior to the making 
of the treaty, two grants had been issued for lands 
in this disputed territory by the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, which then owned: one to General 
Eaton, for military services, for some twenty 
thousand acres, and another to the township of 
Plymouth fora large number of acres; making, in 
the aggregate, I believe, some thirty-two or thirty- 
three thousand acres of land. 

‘The Senator from Maine had assumed that the 
provision for the payment cf the original owners, 
or those claiming under the original owners, in 
cases where possessory adverse titles were held, 
came within the fourth article of the treaty of 1842. 
When I was up before f did not care to discuss 
that question at all; but inasmuch as the Senator 
from Maine has assumed that to be the case, and 
has insisted thatthe amount which is named in 


I cannotgive way 


this amendment is really and substantially for the 
land itself, and. not for any damages as well, I 
think it best, in order that the Senate may under- 
stand this.matter, to go somewhat into the history 
of this treaty, and to show how this fourth article 


-ofthe treaty came to be incorporated into it, and 
-what was the- true intent and meaning of it by the 


negotiators who. made the treaty. 

I stated that after theline had been agreed upon 
by Mr. Websterand Lord Ashburton, Mr. Web- 
ster made known that fact to the commissioners 
from the States of Massachusetts and Maine; for 
it-was very well understood, and he so. states to 
them, that that treaty would not be made with 
that provision in it without the assent of these 
two States who owned theland, which would fall, 
perhaps, some on one side and some on the other 
of this proposed compromise line. He stated to 
the commissioners that, in consideration of those 
States being deprived of a certain portion of their 
lands, the Government of the United States would 
pay them $150,000. Nothing was then said about 
these claims, either to grantces claiming under the 
one or the other parties; that is, citizens of New 
Brunswick, subjects of the Queen of Great Brit- 
ain, or of the citizens of Maine or of Massachu- 
setts. He offered them $150,000. The commis- 
sioners, however, thought that sum inadequate, 
especially the commissioners from Massachusetts, 
and they insisted on double that amount, if al- 
lowed to be divided equally between the two 
States. Mr. Webster agreed to that; and that 
amount, as I will show directly, is provided to be 
paid, and has been paid, under the fifth article of 
the treaty, to these two States. But in addition 
to that, the commissioners from the State of Maine 
made a further demand of this Government; and 
what was that? I have it here before me; and 
that furnished the basis upon which this fourth 
article of the treaty was made. They said this: 

“ The commissioners of Maine request that the follow- 
ing provisions, or the substance thercof, shall be incorpo- 
rated in the proposed treaty, should one be agreed on: 

J, That the amount of “the disputed territory fund? (so 
called) reecived by the authorities of New Brunswick, tor 
timbercut on the disputed territory, shali be paid over to 
the United States, for the use of Maine and Massachusetts, 
in full, and a particular account rendered, or a gross sum, 
to be agreed upon by the commissioners of Maine and Mas- 
sachiusetts, shall be paid by Great Britain as a setilement 
of that fund; and that all claims, bonds, and securities, 
taken for timber cut upon the territory, to be transferred to 
the authorities of Maine and Massachusetts. 

2. That all grants of land within that portion of the dis- 
puted territory conceded to Great Britain, made by Maino 
and. Massachusetts, or either of them, shal? be confirmed, 
and all cquitable possessory titles shall be quieted to those 
who possess the claims ; and we assent to a reciprocal pro- 
vision for the benefit of settlers falling within the limits of 
Maine, and we trust that the voluntary suggestion of the 
British minister in regard to John Baker, and any others, 
if there be any similarly situated, will be carried into effect, 
so as to secure their rights. 

‘3. That the right of free navigation of the St. John, as 
set forth in the proposition of Mr. Webster, on the part of 
the United States, shall extend to and include the products 
of the soil in the same manner as the products of the forest, 
afd that no toll, tax, or duty be levied upon timber coming 
from the territory of Maine.” 

_ Well, sir, Mr. Webster admitted that sugges- 
tion, and hence the fourth article of the treaty 
under which it is now insisted that these parties 
are entitled to have from the United States the 
value of certain lands amounting to upwards of 
eight thousand acres. Itis said that by virtue of 
this article of the treaty of 1842, these possessory 
claimants are quieted in their title and that against 
the original grantees for years and years before. 
Here is the fourth article of the treaty: 

“ AH grants of land heretofore made by either party, 
within the limits of the territory which by this treaty falls 
within the dominions of the other party, shall be held valid, 
ratified, and confirmed to the persons in possession under 
such grants, to the same extent as if such territory had by 
this treaty fallen within the dominions of the party by 
whom such grants were made; and all equitable possessory 
claims, arising from a possession and improvement of any 
Jot or parcel of land by the person actually in possession, or 
by those under whom such person claims, for more than 
six years before the date of this treaty, shail, in like man- 
ner, be deemed valid, and be confirmed and quieted by a 
release, to the person entitled thereto, of the title to such 
lot or parcel of land, so described as best to include theim- 
provements made thercon ; aud in all other respects the two 
contracting parties agree to deal upon the most liberal prin- 
ciples of equity with the settlers actually dwelling upon the 
territory falling to them, respectively, which has heretofore 
been in dispute between them.” 

It will be seen, as to those settlers, who, I sup- 
pose nobody will dispute, were British subjects, 
not citizens of Maine or of Massachusetts—and I 
will show the materiality of that directly—ihat 
British subjects, as well as grantees under the 
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province of New Brunswick, should: have their 
grants and possessions protected precisely to the 
same extent as citizens of Maine and Massachu- 
setts would have their possessions or ‘their grants 
from their respective States protected, in case it 
should turn outtheirclaims fell on the New Bruns- 
wick side of the line. It was to be mutual; and 
that arrangement was made at the suggestion of 
the commissioners of Maine. Then comes the 
fifth article of the treaty, also made at the sugges- 
tion of these same commissioners: 

« Whereas, in the course of the controversy respecting 
the disputed territory on the northeastern boundary, some 
moneys have been received by the authorities of her Bri- 
tannie Majesty’s province of New Brunswick, with the 
intention of preventing depredations on the forests of the 
said territory, which moneys were to be carried to a fund 
called the < disputed territory fund’ ?'— í 

I will say, now, that was by virtue of an ar- 
rangement between the two Governments, that 
neither would claim title, which took place in the 

car 1832. That is what the Senator from Rhode 

sland calls the diplomatic arrangemcnts—not a 
treaty, but thediplomatic arrangements. Betaveen 
that year and. the year 1839 certain squatters 
came in and cut this timber. The Government 
of the province of New Brunswick had made an 
arrangement or understanding with our Govern- 
ment, inasmuch as fees were exacted from these 
ersons who went upon the land and cut this tim- 
er, that the amount of that fund should be held 
sacred, and should be kept until the question as 
to who this territory belonged to should be set- 
‘tled. You will perceive that the commissioners 
from Maine insisted that the fund should be ob- 
tained from the British Government, either the 
exact. amount which had been paid over to the 
authorities of New Brunswick, or a gross sum to 
be paid over to the States of Maine and Massa- 
chusetis, for the very purpose of indemnifying 
them or their citizens against the trespasses com- 
mitted by these squatters or timber-getters. Now, 
here wasa fund. The fifth article of the treaty 
continues: 

«The proceeds whereof, it was agreed, should be here- 
after paid over to the partics interested, in the proportions 
to be determined by a final settlement of boundaries, it is 
hereby agrecd that a correet account of all receipts and 
payments on the said fund shall be delivered to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States within six months after the 
ratification of this treaty ; and the proportion of the amount 
due thereon to the States of Maine and Massachusetts, and 
any bonds or securities appertaining thereto, shall be paid 
and delivered over to the Government of the United States; 
and the Government of the United States agrees to receive 
for the use of, and pay over to, the States of Maine and 
Massachusetts, their respective portions of said fund; and 
further, to pay and satisty said States, respectively, for all 
claims for expenscs incurred by them in protecting the said 
heretofore disputed territory, and making a survey thereof, 
in 1838; the Government ofthe United States. agreeing, with 
the States of Maine and Massachusetts, to pay them the fur- 
ther sum of $300,000, in equal moicties, on account of their 
assent to the line of boundary described in this treaty, and 
in consideration of the conditions and equivalents received 
therefor from the Government of her Britaunic Majesty.” 

These are the two articles, then, of the treaty 
in relation to this matter. How did the authori- 
ties of the State of Maine construe this treaty ? 
How wasit construed, or what was the interpret- 
ation put upon it by the negotiator? Webster’s 
very language is in the report which I have be- 
fore me, on page 54. In a letter to the British 
negotiator, he said: 

« Provision should also be made for quieting and con- 
firming the titles of all persons having claims to lands on 
either side of the line, whether such titles be perfect or 
inchoate only, and to the same extent in which they would 
have been confirmed by their respective Governments had 
no change taken place.” 

I beg the Senate to remember that. He said 
that provision should be made in the same man- 
ner “and to the same extent in which they would 
have been confirmed by their respective Govern- 
ments had no change taken place.” 

Tasked the question just now, how did the State 
of Maine construc this treaty? In the year 1843, 
very soon after the ratification of the treaty, the 
Legislature of Maine passed a series of resolves, 
for the purpose of carrying out this provision of 
the treaty in relation to the lands which were 
claimed by these settlers, or claimed by the 

rantees under the province of New Brunswick. 

t never was pretended that this Government was 
to make good these claims at all; but she ap- 

ointed commissioners, and directed them to go 
into this territory and have it surveyed. The 
State of Maine did the same, for she owned a 
part of the land. It further provided that, after 
these surveys were made, whenever it was.ascer- 
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tained these parties had been inpossession for six 
years prior to the making of the treaty, of where 
it was ascertained that there was a grant, there 
was to be a release on the part of the authorities 
of these respective States, so as to quiet and set- 
tle the titles of these respective.parties; and that 
was done. : 

Now, Mr. President, it is very clear to me that 
the States of Maine and Massachusetts considered 
the matter at that time. It was a matter for them. 
These parties had no claim at all. It was not 
supposed they had any claim on the General Gov- 
ernment; for it is provided in the treaty in regard 
to this very fund to pay for damages that had 
been committed on the land—which, according to 
this report, amounted to nearly nine thousand 
pounds sterling—that it should be collected by the 
General Government of this country, and trans- 
ferred to the States of Maine and Massachusetts 
for the very purpose of indemnfying them and 
their citizens for these alleged trespasses—nothing 
more and nothing less. It was at their sugges- 
tion that this provision was made reciprocal. In 
other words, if a citizen of Maine was in posses- 
sion of a large grant of land which fell on the New 
Brunswick side, his title was to be respected, 
although it was but a possession of six years; if, 
on the contrary, a subject of the British Govern- 
ment had a claim of a similar character, either 
under grart or by possession, to land which fell 
on the south side of the line, his title was to be 
respected. That was the whole question, and 
nothing more. $ 

Mr. TOOMBS. I willask my honorable frien . 
from North Carolina whether he has seen the de- 
cision of the supreme court of Maine on this ques- 

tion? 

Mr. BRAGG. I am coming to that directly. 
But, Mr. President, it is insisted now that the 
effect of this treaty was to divest the rights of pri- 
vate claimants; to take away their title; and, by 
the operation of the treaty, proprio vigore, that 
amounted to giving the title to a grantee from the 
authorities of New Brunswick, or to any person 
from that side of the line in possession of the land 
of any party who had a grant or title for it from 
either the State of Maine or the State of Massa- 
chusetts. I have shown already, from what Mr. 
Webster said, I think, that it was never intended 
this treaty should apply to anything except the 
public lands belonging to the respective parties in 
this negotiation. ‘There were lands belonging to 
the Crown on the north side of thisland. They 
were public lands, or rather lands belonging to 
the States of Maine and Massachusetts, on the 
south side of the line. It could not have been in- 
tended, notwithstanding any decision to the con- 
trary, that this provision should apply to any 
other lands than those; for this Government had 
no right to undertake by treaty, or anything else, 
to deprive any man of the title to his land for 
which he had’a grant from the State of Massa- 
chusetts, which carried the whole title. ft was 
not so intended. Itis a total mistake of the mean- 

ing and operation of the treaty, as I think I shall 
be able to show directly, to suppose thatany such 
construction should have been put upon it. 

I have said that the States of Maine and Mas- 
gachusetts so considered this matter. They went 
on to have these surveys made anid to convey 
titles, to release the titles; and it was not unul 
ten years after this time, in the year 1854, that a 
different view was taken of this matter. Since 
that time, these parties have come here and asked 
the Government to pay them the value of these 
lands. These squatters upon the Eaton grant 
and the Plymouth township grant come here and 
ask ‘the Government to pay them for the land 
and for damages done to it before they held it; 
and, in addition to’ that, the State of Maine is 
setting up a claim, as appears from resolves here, 
to the land, the titles of which she has released 
under the provisions of the treaty to which I have 
already adverted. Notwithstanding she had con- 
veyed a large portion, she says, after that decision 
in 1854 was made by one of her courts, that she 
is ready to convey the balance of the land, about 
thirteen thousand acres, provided the General 
Government will pay her for it, and provided also 
that the General Government will pay these par- 
ties whose titles she proposes to quiet, and thereby 
to have it released over to these squatters. That 
is what she said, and here is the report before me. 


Now, sir, how was that decision made? In 


| of the partics wrong. 


i lutions before me. 


1854 a controversy arose between one Little and 
aman by the name of Watson. There wasa 
grant of land from the State of Maite or Massa- 
chusetts—I do not remember precisely which- 
which lay on both sides of this treaty line} ove 

art of it lying in New Brunswick, and the ‘other 
in the State of Maine. Little bad a grant, and 
Watson hada grant. “Watson’s grant, from either 
Maine or Massachusetts, was later in däte than 
that of Little. Little’s grant was junior by many 
years. Watson, I think it was, sted him; "Fhe 
case came up before the courts of Maine: “What 
did‘ the court of Maine hold?° ‘Why,’ that the 
operation of the ‘treaty was proprio vigore, as T 
have stated; that Little; although his graut wás- 
junior tp that of Watson, acquired a title to Wati 
son’s land; thatit was, in fact, ah appropriation 
by this Government of priyate property for pub- 
lic uses; and that it required no release to perfect 


“Gt at all; but that the operation of the treaty itself 


was to vest the title of the landin the party hold> 
ing and owning the oldest title. Why, sir, can 
such a thirg be possible? “What authority. do 
they cite for it? Two decisions made in relation 
to grants, one in Florida, and the other in Louis= 
iana. They say that the effect of the two trea- 
ties, the Florida treaty and the Louisiana treaty, 
was to confirm the grants without any release on 
the part of the Government of the United States. 
Why, sir, the cases are not at allin point.: There 


| was no dispute between the claimants and the 


United States, under the Florida treaty, or under. 
the Louisiana treaty; but the Supreme Court held” 
that the effect of those treaties in the two cases 
which were cited by the court‘of Maine was to 
confirm those grants, and so it was; but here 
there were parties claiming one under an old grant, 
and the other under a junior grant. “Does it not 
strike every lawyer in the body as absurd at once, 
to suppose that the parties to this treaty intended 
to make a provision that a junior grant issuing 
from a Government on one side of a line should 
supersede tọ destroy the effect of an older grant 
issuing by the parties on the other side of the line, 
and the effect of which would be to take one 
man’s property, and give it to another? The 
thing is absurd in itself. f 
But Ict us see a little further, as to the absurdity 
of it. What would be the effect in the case of the 
lapping grant that Ihave stated? Watson, for 


| instance, was claiming from the State of Massa- 


chusetts; Little was claiming from the authorities 
of New Brunswick. 

Me FESSENDEN. You have got it turned 
round. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator says F have got it 
turned round. Perhaps I have. It does not make 
any difference in principle if 1 have got the names 
It is said that in Maine, 
the New Brunswick grant takes precedence of the 
older grant issuing from Massachusetts; and so 
I suppose, when they get over to New Brunswick 
under the treaty, as it was to be reciprocal, and 
as the grants issued by each of their respective 
Governments were to have effect in the Territory 
of the other, the Massachusetts grant would get 
the land that was on the Brunswick side. That 
rule does ‘not work both ways; it must be so; and 
thatshowstheabsurdity of the wholething. Here, 
according to that construction put upon It by the 
court of Maine, the junior grant would take the 
Maine land and the other grant would take the 
New Brunswick land. It seems to me that that 
goes to show the absurdity of any such rule. It 
cannot, as I think, be the law of the land. 

Butas soonas thatdecision was made, that such 


| was the effect of the treaty, then we have another 


set of resolves from the State of Maine. Then 
Maine came to the conclasion that she ought to 
be paid for all these titles which she had released, 
and that she ought not to release any more until 
she was paid for doing it. _I have here the reso- 
Then it was that this claim 
was set up by her agent for the persons who are 
now before Congress asking payment for these 
eight thousand acres of land and upwards, on 
which it is insisted they have an equitable pos- 


| sessory right under the other-branch of the fourth 


article of the treaty. Now, sir, what was that? 
I have shown it -was put in at the instance of the 
State of Mainc, and put in, as I understand, in 
accordance with certain provisions of her statutes 
in relation to these equitable possessory ¢laims. 
The Senator from Maine can say whether Tam 
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right or. wrovg.in-that matter. I have been soin- 
formed, but Tedo not:profess to be familiar With 
them, that the provisions. of. her statutes are in 
accordance with -the provisions of this treaty in 
relation to her own citizens; and hence it was she 
wanted these same provisions, in substance, incor- 
porated into the treaty; and Mr: Webster did in- 
corporate them in the treaty. 0. 

Mr. RICE. Will the Senator permit me to say 
one word in this connection? 

Mr. BRAGG.. Certainly.: , 

Mre RICE. -E wish to state that, from inform- 
ation in my possession—how reliable it may be I 
cannot sayi am, led to believe.that the object of 
inserting that article in the treaty was for the pur-, 
pose.of taking from the State of. Minnesota and 
the Territory of Dakota some fifteen millioh acres. 
of land. King Charles, when he made the grant 
to the Hudson’s Bay Company, in 1670, granted 


all the lands watered or drained by the waters of | 


Hudson’s Bay. The Red River of the North runs 
some four hundred miles through my State. That 
is the main tributary of that river. ‘This clause in 
the treaty, if carried out, will confirm and give to 
theheirs of Lord Selkirk all the lands drained by 
that river.south of the forty-ninth degree, which 
amounts to some fifteen or twenty million acres. 
Thavebeen further informed that the objects of one 
of these claimants has been to get Congress,in some 
manner, to recognize that clause of the treaty upon 
some minor point; so as to have a precedent for 
this enormous claim. Of my own knowledge I 
do know that their agents here and their agents in 
New York are now at work, and have been at 
work for years, for the purpose of accomplishing 
this one object. I merely state the fact to the 
Senate, that it may judge whether the question 
before it will have any bearing asa precedent upon 
that enormous grant, . 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Not the slightest in the 
world. Tt has no connection with it at all. 

„Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose the Senator from 
Minnesota does not expect that the treaty of 1842, 
which: settled. the northeastern boundary, had 
aiything to do with the treaty of 1849 in regard 
to the northwestern boundary. 

Mr. RICE. I have said nothing about the 
boundary, but merely in regard to the grant. 

Mr. WESSENDEN.. It has not the slightest 
connection: 

Mr. RICE. I may have occasion hereafter to 
refer to it. 

Mr. BRAGG, As I have already stated, it 
was not until after the year 1854, when this de- 
cision was made, that these claims were set up 
against this Government, and since that time they 
have been pressed. 

Now, sir, what is the claim? I have under- 
taken to give a history of this treaty, and of the 
two provisions to which I have referred. Under 
the resolves of 1854, the commissioners of Maine 
were required to go on and examine how many 
persons were upon these private land claims—~the 
Eaton grant and the Plymouth grant—and the 
amount of lands which they had in possession; 
and they reported that there were persons claim- 
ing to hold under this possessory, equitable pro- 
vision of the fourth article of the treaty, as it was 
said, of about eight thousand four hundred acres, 
as stated in the report. The Senate will remem- 
ber that the provision of the fourth article of the 
treaty relates only to persons who have been in 
possession for six years prior to the making of 
the treaty. Well, sir, when the matter was 
brought to the attention of the Senate, a gentle- 
man was sent there for the purpose of investigat- 
ing and reporting the facts to the Senate—a gen- 
tlman who was formerly clerk to the Committee 
on Claims. He went there, and his report is 
here, I have that report before me. What does 
he say? 

So far as these claims depend upon the treaty, they are 
based upon the last clause of the fourth article, namely, 
tand in all otber respects the two contracting parties agree 
to deal upon the most tiberal principles of equity with the 
setters actually dwelling upon the territory falling to them 
respectively.’ The commissioners report about three hun- 
dred seltlors of this class, claiming thirty-one thousand four 
hundred aeres. T. 

“A portion of these lands are located in townships, the 
title of which had passed froin the State prior to their set- 
tlement, and, of course, a considerable time prior to the 
date ofthe treaty; and it is to this portion that the resolu- 


lion of the Senate, authorizing this examination, partieu- | 


larly applies. These lots arc principally located upon both 
banks of the Aroostook. river, from the New Brunswick 
lie through the townships granted many years ago to the 


eras 


town-of Plymouth, Massachusetts, for the support of an 
academy, and to General Eaton, in consideration of his 
military services in the war with Tripoli.” 


T call the attention of the 
lows: 
“The settlers are mostly from the neighboring province, 


Senate to what fol- 


and made their settlements while that province ‘claimed. 


the jurisdiction of the country. The number of these im- 
proved and occupied lots, in the two townships, is ninety- 
seven, embracing, in the aggregate, about eight thousand 
four hundred and thirty-four acres. All of these lots, except 
about one thousand acres,.are showr: to have been occu- 
pied or improved more than six years before the date of the 
treaty; and, from proof submitted to me, and which is 
hereto annexed, fam satisfied that most of the lots embraced 
inthe latter description, if not clearly shown to have been 
occupied and improved six years prior to the treaty, were, 
in fact, so occupied at. that time, or very,soon after, and 
that it would be a great hardship upon these poor settlers 
to make a distinction between them on so slight grounds.” 


Now, sir, here is the express provision of. the 
treaty, that this shall only apply to persons— 
supposing these claimants to come within the 
treaty-—-who had been on the land for six years; 
and yet we are told that there are one thousand 
acres of this land which the parties have not been 
in possession of for six years, and we are to al- 
low, in this amendment, $4,000 for that land. 
Why, sir, is that right? How is it sought to 
bring them in, notwithstanding the express lim- 
itation, in so many words, that it shall be con- 
fined to settlers who had been in possession six 
years? It is sought to bring them under the gen- 
eral phrase which follows—that the respective 
Governments agree to deal liberally and equitably 
with all the settlers. Nobody knows better than 
the gentleman from Maine, who is an eminent 
lawyer, that wherever one thing is specified every- 
thing else is excluded. Suggestio unius est exclu- 
sio allerius. You cannot bring in other claimants 
who have not been there the full term of six years, 
because the treaty expressly provides for those 
only who have been in possession six years. 
Therefore, there are one thousand acres.of land 
which are clearly excluded; and yet it is proposed 
to pay these parties for that thousand acres, on 
the ground that it would be a hardship to. turn 
them out of the land, having: been in possession 
nearly six years. 

[ call the attention of the Senate to another 
thing. This agent who reports here says that 
nearly all, or “the most’’—that is it—of the set- 
tlers came from the province of New Brunswick. 
Will it be pretended this treaty intended to pro- 
tect anybody else of this character except those 
who did come from New Brunswick? Was it 
intended by the treaty that squatters in Maine, 
who had settled upon the lands of their fellow- 
citizens, should, by the operation of the treaty, 
deprive the real owners of their lands? It does 
not appear how many of these parties are in that 
condition; but we are asked to pay away the whole 
amount, when the agent sent from this body to 
ascertain and report the facts to the Senate says 
that some of the partics were citizens of Maine, 
and did not come from New Brunswick; and yet 
we are asked to put a construction upon the treaty 
here which is to take the land of a citizen of Maine 
away from him and give it to another; to take the 
title from one holding a grant and give it to an- 
other witha mere possessory squatter title of less 
than six years. There is nothing rightin it, There 
is no propriety in it. This Government is not 
bound to doit. No Government is bound to do it. 

Indeed, sir, I hold that this treaty intended to 
do nothing more nor less than this: where there 
was a grant coming trom New Brunswick for land 
in the State of Maine, and there was no conflict- 
ing title—public land, in other words—that that 
grant should be respected there, and treated as if 
it had issued from the State of Maine; and so 
where there was a possessory claimant upon the 
same kind of land coming from the province of 
New Brunswick, and had been in occupation and 
possession of this land for six years, the treaty 
intended to respect his rights, and the State of 
Maine was to be paid for it. She was paid forit 
by this $300,000 given to her and Massachusetts, 
and by this fund which it was stipulated should 
be paid her on account of damages done to the 
land. That relates to the timber cut; atid it goes 
to show how that was intended to be settled. 

But I know it is said that this sum of £9,000 
was not collected by this Government. Whether 
that is so or not does not appear here; it is mat- 
ter of doubt; but, at all events, these parties have 


j ought not to be entertained in its 


no claim to the fund. If anybody could make a 
claim to it, to meet land damages, it is the States 
of Maine and Massachusetts. It was-expressl 
provided by the treaty that the fund-should be col 
lečted,-(the General Government stipulated to do 
it,) and to hold'it for the use of the two States; 
and to pay it over to them in order that their cit= 
izens might have the benefit of it. If the General 
Government has not been faithful in that respect; 
the State of Maine isthe party to apply for it and’ 
to disburse it under the provision of the treaty; 
but private claimants have no right to come here 
and ask for that fund from this Government: Nor 
does this amendment propose ‘to put the claim: 
upon. that ground at all. I merely refer to that. 
provision. of the treaty to show what was the 
purpose of it, and to show that it was ‘intended 
only to apply to the public lands in the province 
of New Brunswick and of the State: of Maine, 
and that this fund was provided, atthe very in-' 
stance. of the commissioners of Maine, for the: 
purpose of settling those damages which had been: 
done-to her land. It seems to me perfectly clear 
that it must-be so. It is very evident that, of thë 
claim which we have now before the Senate, ac- 
cording to the report of our officer here, there are 
$4,000 out of the claim of $33,000 that the par- 
ties have no earthly right to from any quarter, 
It is perfeetly evident also that a portion of these 
settlers upon these two grants were citizens of 
Maine, not subjects of the British Crown, and 
therefore they have no claim. What part of it or 
how much of it is in that condition, we cannot 


| estimate from the facts before us; but it is enough ` 


for me to show these facts, to show that this claim 
present condié 
tion, ý 

Now, sir, one word more about these land dam- 
ages, and the amount for the timber cut, and I - 
wil trouble.the Senate no more. I am satisfied 
that I have troubled them already a great deal 
more than I desired to do. t have wearied them 
and wearied myself. I insisted that one half of 
the whole of this claim presented was for timber 
cut off the land. I understood the Senator from 
Rhode Island to admit that fact; but he says no, - 
he did not intend to admit it to the extent that I 
stated it. I understand the Senator from Maine ` 
to admit that while a part of the sum of the 
$33,000, or half of it rather, was allowed on ac- 
count of timber cut off the land, nevertheless it 
was a part of the value of the land itself, and it 
mattered not how you gotat the value of the land, 
whether you estimated the timber cut off, and 
then estimated the land as it stood, or whether. 
you estimated it in the aggregate-at the time these 
parties took it, but before the timber was cut off. 

admit that that would be the correct rule in es- 
timating the value of the land, if the facts would 
bear out the honorable Senator from Maine in the 
Statement that he has made. But, sir, it does not 
appear that these parties, who are now in oċcu- 
pancy of the land, did cut the timber; for the evi- 
dence reported by the agent sent out by this body 
shows that a large pertion of this timber was cut 
before the parties: who are now in possession of < 
the land went into possession. It was eut, not 
by settlers, but by mere timber-getters from the 
province of New Brunswick, who paid a licence 
‘for cutting it to the authorities of that prov- 
ince, and it went into their hands. Tlence it 
was sought to get a portion of that money back. 
The lands were pillaged all along upon the St. 
John and upon the Aroostook, upon which these 
grants are located. Hence it was that the com- 
mittee undertook to determine what the value of 
the timber was. There would have been no ne- 
cessity for that if these parties now in possession, 
supposing they were entitled under the treaty, 
had taken the land with the timber on it, because 
all you had to do was to estimate the value of the 
land when they took it. : If it was worth four - 
dollars, then what use could there have been to` 
ascertain what was the value of the timber on it? 
But, sir, when in point of fact each foot of this 
land had been plundered years before these parties 
Went into possession of it, it became necessary.: 
and essential to ascertain what amount of timber 
was jaken off in order to estimate what the value 
of the land was, supposing that. the Government 
was. responsible for the timber, as ‘well as for the 
value of the land itself. 


Now, Lapprehend thatif these parties, who have 
gone in possession and taken the land, the timber 
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of which was cut off before that, could bring this 
claim within the provisions 6f the tréaty, while 
the land might be within the treaty, the timber 
would not be, because it was cut off before. So, 
Mr. President,.I think.the Senator from Maine 
will discover why it was that.the commissioner 
who went there and examined into the facts re- 
ported what was the. value of the timber, how it 
was cut, and reported, also, the value of the land. 
It will be seen that one is a private claim entirely; 
there can be no dispute about that—I mean. that 
portion of it which provides for paying for the 
cutting of the timber; and that the other portion 
has just as little pretensions in it, when it comes 
to be examined, to. be brought within the terms 
of the fourth article of the treaty. l 


“But, sir, the whole of this matter strikes me as | 


having been a very singular one. Here were 
these parties, the claimants, and parties cutting 
timber off their land and occupying it»and they 
resort to no means to oust them—no means to re- 
cover damages. They suffer them to hoid the 
land; they suffer them to cut the timber; and the 
thing goes on from year to year. In 1842 the 
treaty is made. In’ 1843 the State of Maine, 
through her supreme court, placed a construction 
upon it; which construction was, that. this treaty 
applicd only to public lands, and not to those of 
private parties. Nobody supposed so; and it was 
not until 1854 that this decision was made, and 
then this claim was set ap. What were the parties 
to the claim—the parties in interest—doing all 
this time? What were they doing after 1839? It 
is said there were some diplomatic arrangements, 
as the Senator from Rhode Island says, which 
prevented the State of Maine from interfering, up 
to 1839, but they did not prevent these parties 
from. interfering up to 1839, But suppose they 
did, suppose the authorities of Maine would not 
suffer them to bring any suit or prosecute any 
claim for the timber, or bor the land itself: those 
of us who are familiar with this matter know 
very well that in 1839 Maine determined to put 
an end to this state of things, and she senta mili- 
tary force into the disputed territory and expelled 
the authoritics‘of the province of New Brunswick. 
She saw they, were getting possession of the whole 
land, and cutting the timber off it, and she went 
there determined to assert her rights, Well, sir, 
after that, these parties had a right to sue. Did 
they take any steps? No; they suffered this 
thing to go on until the treaty was made. I have 
shown what construction was put upon that treaty 
by Mr. Webster,and by the authorities of Maine. 

p to 1854 we never heard a whisper that these 
claimants under the grant had the least title to 
their land, or that. these squatters had any claim 
whatever that would be respected. If respected 
at all, it must have been by some statute of lim- 
itations in the State of Maine, and rights accruing 
under that statute, if there be any such statute, 
by virtue of the laches and neglect of the real 
owners and claimants of this property. But they 
slept upon their rights until after 1854, when this 
case of Watson and Little was decided. Then 
suddenly a new light burst upon them, and burst 
upon the State of Maine. 

Now, after having received $150,000 as a com- 
pensation to her for the making of this boundary; 
after havinga stipulation put into it to protect her 
citizens in New Brunswick, and their property 
under grants or possessory claims there; after 
having a provision that she shall be paid for all 
the expenses incurred- in that Aroostook war; 


after having a further provision that the expense | 


of all these surveys for carrying out the treaty 
and making these releases should be paid; when 
this decision is made, we hear of a claim of the 
State of Maine against the Government. She is 
to be paid for these lands she has given up, and 
for which, I think, she has already been paid; and 
she.will not release the titles further of the lands 
which she has, unless this Government will agree 
to. reimburse her; and furthermore, through her 
agent, prefers a clairn to be reimbursed for prop- 
erty which it is alleged was taken from her citi- 
zens, or the citizens of Massachusetts, out of these 
grants that I have spoken of, by the operation 
and by the virtue ofthe fourth article of that treaty. 
Why, sir, the whole thing will not bear examin- 
ation; but the Senate will see it is a complicated 
matter, and requires a good while to look into it 
and understand it. It is purely a claim of a pri- 
vate character. I think even in that respect it 


A 


| with many misgivings that 


has no merit at all. J shali vote against it upon 
its merits, and much more will I vote against it 


here upon the point of order; for I think, with | 


the little experience I have in the Senate, that. it 
isa bad practice to, put riders of this kind on the 
appropriation bills, in order that bad claims may 
be dragged through Congress. late 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘I rise, Mr. President, to 
discharge a very disagrecable duty; and that is, 
to say a few words upon this subject. I do 
not suppose what I shall say will have. any effect 
one way or the. other, because. I, perceive. that 
hardly anybody, except myself, has listened to 
tothe honorable Senator from North Carolina; 
and it shows, therefore; the little interest that is 
taken in this matter, or else that everybody has 
made up his mind.. While.I say this, L say the 
remarks of the honorable Senator were exceed- 
ingly well worth listening to; for he has appeared 
to make outa case to those who do not know the 
other side. f 

[was not desirous, sir, that this proposition 
should be put upon this billat all. Ttisa matter 
in which the State of Maine, as a State, has no 
interest. It is a matter in which I feel none, ex- 
cept as I feel interested in all cases where persons 
have rights which they wish to enforce. would 
rather it had not been offered; but under the di- 
rection of those having charge of it, it has been 
offered, and being so, knowing, as I think I do, 
the true state of the case, it becomes my duty to 
reply. i 

he question lies in a very narrow compass. 
Itisnot exeeedingly complicated atall. Itis easily 
understood by those who will give attention to it. 
The Senator from North Carolina will permit me 
to say that three Committees on Claims, or rather 
the Committees on Claims of the Senate for three 
Congresses have had this matter under delibera- 
tion; and the Senator is the only man in the whole 
number, from beginning to end, who ever hada 
particle of doubt about the perfect correctness 
and propriety of the claim itself; and his doubt 
did not arise, I suspect, until he read a report 
made in the House of Representatives the other 
day by a minority of the committee of the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the Senator allow me a 
word just there? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. It was that very thing which 
the Senator mentions, that there had been so many 
reports in favor of this matter, that rather induced 
me to give a reluctant assent to the report which 
was made during the present session. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island knows very well that I 
had many doubts about it. The papers were re- 
ferred to him. There was a ‘report made upon 
itto the committee, and I really had not the time, 
nor did I know very well at that time how to in- 
vestigate it; but I had many doubts, and it was 
Li gave my assent to 
it. Subsequent investigation, l admit, superin- 
duced in a great degree by the report of the mi- 


nority of the committee of the House, to which | 


the Senator has referred, and subsequent investi- 
gation which I have undertaken to make for my- 
self, has satisfied me that the claim has no merit 
whatever. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is fortunate, 
and his mind must be a peculiar one: He has 
come to a conclusion, on a matter upon which 
three committees of this Senate have been unan- 
imous, with the exception of himself, that itisa 
claim that has no merit whatever, not even the 
appearance of a case about it. Now, that can 
only be accounted for on the supposition 

Mr. BRAGG. I mean asagainst this Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. The claim 
is not madé against anybody else. I am afraid 
the Senator from North Carolina has the peculiar 
characteristic of being easily convinced that there 
is no merit in any claim against this Government. 
I believe it is a North Carolina trait that has al- 
ways existed, and that the representation of that 
idea i 
a claim for money against this Government can 
have any merit in it, unless it comes from North 
Carolina. That is always an exception. 

Mr. BRAGG. Allow me to say one word just 
there. We bring no claims from North Carolina. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not now. Jam aware 
of that. Perhaps that makes the Senator more 
easily convinced that there can be no claim from 


s fully kept up, never to be convinced that | 


owever, Lwilnetim=’ 
pute that to all -gentlemen from North Carélinas‘ 
but evidently it is a: characteristic ofthe hone: 
able Senator from North Carolinas wha bas bee: 
speaking on this subject, ably F confess. Ho: 
ever, sir, this is all ‘said in. good nature. i 
Mr. BRAGG, .. Certainly. oi i 
Mr. FESSENDEN. What I have to say with: 
regard. to this amendment shal} be in: compara 
tively.a few words, There was.a long :pending: 
controversy with reference tothe eastern boun 
ary of this country... The.States particularl yine: 
terested in this. question were-the States of: Mase: 
sachusetts and. Maine; Massachusetts on-acceynt:: 
of property.owned , Maine on accountiof.propert 
and jurisdiction,: And allow me. to-say that wha 
ever claim Maine may- have, or may pretend 
have, she has none under this bill, and she does: 
not stand in the same relation that-these. claimants 
do. There is no danger, therefore, of: thesprece-*. 
dent.: Collisions arose. The Governments were: 
likely to get into war on- account of these collis- 
ions between the people of the State of Mame.an 
the people of the British province of New Bruns-: 
wick. Under that state of things, there. being dan- 
ger of a collision and: subsequent war, the United: 
States and Great Britain made an. arrangement, 
that, for a time, there should be a cessation of the. 
exercise of jurisdiction over that disputed .terri-. 
tory. In consequence of that, an application. was 
made to Maine to forbear to.exercise jurisdiction. - 
She did_so; and, in consequence of that, large. : 
amounts of timber were taken by, trespassers,, 
well from private Jands.as.well as.from the.ex-: 
tensive public lands belonging.to Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts. We wenton for several years, until; 
at last New Brunswick put an armed force. in, the 
territory, and undertook to exercise jurisdiction.: 
Maine then interfered at once with reference; to 
the matter, and. a. collision took place.. There’ 
was no serious fighting, but a difficulty which . 
was finally suspended by the interference of this 
Government. : : idi : d 
Under that state of things,in order to settle this 
difficulty once for all, this treaty of.1842 was 
made, here in the city of Washington. As the. 
Senator says, the matter could not result.in a. 
cession of any part of the territory of a State 
claimed by her and really belonging to her, eX- 
cept with the assent of the State herself. The 
United States had repeatedly, over and over — 


again, recognized the right of Maine to all this 
territory. She had recognized it by her public- 


acts. in every: possible way.. There was, in te- 
ality, no great dispute about the title. Under the » 
circumstances of the case, to: prevent this cons 
stant collision, and with.a view of settling. the 
matter once for-all, she applied to Maine and 
Massachusetts to give their assent to a negotia». 
tion with a view to fix the line of boundary, per- 


| haps changing the original treaty line, and that 


resulted in this treaty. ‘ 

Now, sir, Maine: sent commissioners here, and 
go did Massachusetts. What was the result of 
it, so far as this was concerned? Maine had- no 
right, nor had Massachusetts any right, to ynder- 
take to cede. the property. of individuals. She, 
could only give her assent to. the change of the 
line of boundary, and she could only give her 
consent to parting with property which belonged 
to her. That resulted im this fifth article af the 
treaty. What does the fifth article of the treaty 
say? After speaking of several other things, it 
says: Rog 

« And further,” the General Government agrees‘! to pay 
and satisfy said States respectively for al claims for €x- 
penses incurred by them in protecting the said heretofore 
disputed territory, and making a survey thereof in 1838; the 
Government of the United States agreeing with'the States” 
of Maine and Massachusetts to pay them the further sum 
of $300,000, in equal moieties, on account of their assent to’ 
the line of boundary deseribed in this treaty, and in consid- 
eration of the conditions and equivalents received ‘therefor ` 
from the Government of her Britannic majesty’? . 


The Senator does not understand what the last 
clause means, because he has not alluded to it. 
The line of the forty-fifth parallel through the 
States of New Hampshire, and Vermont, and 
New. York, had been run, but had been incor- 
rectly run, We had built a fortification, as the 
Senator from Mississippi well knows, at Rouse’s, 
Point. It wasan important : post. We claimed 
to hold it; but on account of the. incorrect run- .. 
ning of the linc, that was found to fallin the prov- 
ince of Canada,and not in the Stace of New York. 
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Therefore, while there wasa change of the line of 
boundary ot the east against the States of Maine 
atid “Massachusetts,:there wasa change of’ the 
lineof boundary. on tho’ north in favor of the 
States.of New Hampshire'and Vermont and New 
York; and the Government of the United States 
benefited. by it.. In consideration of that, andthe 
cession of jurisdiction: and. territory by the two 
States, which took away from those States about 
three. million acres of land, the United States 
agreed to pay to these States, for these things and 
these equivalents, the sum of ¢300,000—a very 
smallsum, as everybody said. It was a matter 
of notoriety, at the time, that Maine and Massa- 
chusetts had been most gencrous to the United 
States, and very hardly used in the treaty. 

: That having been done, the money was paid; 
and now what is the argument of the Senator? 
Thatin consideration of that $300,000 paid to those 
States for their giving up their land and chang- 
ing the line to enable the Government of the Uni- 
ted. States to receive benefit in another quarter; for 
the cession of all this land, nothing was to be paid 
to any private individuals who might suffer; or if 
there were any damages, that they were included, 
and were undérstood to be included, in the amount 
thus: paid to the States. There never was a greater 
mistake in the world, and the position has not the 
shadow ofa leg to stand upon. ` The language of 
the treaty is against it; the facts of the treaty arc 
against it; everything isagainst it. The language 
is, to pay these States for what they have given 
up in consideration of the equivalents which the 

hited States gained in other quarters. 

Mr. BRAGG. Nowy, will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him fora moment? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly; just as much 
as you please. 

` Mr. BRAGG. That provision in relation to the 
titles given by the respective Governments was to 
operate reci procaliy, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave not come to that. 
I am talking about the $300,000, and what it was 

mid for, ` 
p Mr. BRAGG. These equitable claims also. 
All the titles Maine had granted which fell on the 
side of New Brunswick were recognized, and so 
were all that fellon the side of Maine, because 
Maine herself had made the suggestion that the 
provision should be reciprocal. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [should like to know, from the 
Senator from Maine, what did the United States 

et? 

‘Mr. FESSENDEN. The United States, in the 
first place, settled the controversy, They got the 
change of line on the north. It had been run 
incorrectly, and in our favor. By the line as it 
was originally run, we had gone north of the 
forty-fifty parallel, and took a strip all along on 
the north part of Maine, New Hampshire, and 
New York, including Rouse’s Point, on which 
we built a fortification on the supposition that it 
was within our fine; but which being found, on 
critical examination, to belong to Great Britain, 
Great Britain agreed to the correctness of that 
original running north of the forty-fifth parallel, 
and established it as the line so far as it had been 
actually run; thus giving up the post at Rouse’s 

- Point. This is a matter of notoriety. 

Mr. TOOMBS. But what did the United States 
get? I have never been able to find out of what 
advantage it was to any one, except to the State 
of Maine. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The State of Maine de- 
rived no advantage. I think the Senator will 
concede that. We lost three million acres of ter- 
ritory, in the first place. The Senator shakes 
hishead. It isa matter of public notoriety; every- 
body knows it. I could show it by presenting 
the rap. Maine had that cut off from her terri- 
tory. The United States got a settlement of the 
question, which was a question of very consider- 
able difficulty. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Was it not a benefit to Maine | 


to settle it? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. She had to pay for the 
settlement, by losing her territory. She is a front- 
ier State, to be sure, but the United States is 
bound to protect her—bound to protect her in the 
possession of all her territory; in the possession 
of all her property; in the possession of all her 
rights. She settled the question on the east and 
on the north. The United States got the fortifi- 
cation, 


Mr. TOOMBS. I didnot know that the gen- 
tleman acknowledged that the United States were 
bound- to protect all property in the States. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator understands 
very well what I mean. We will not gointo the 
argument of the slavery or the territorial question 
just now. There is hardly a necessity for it, un- 
less the Senator desires it. ‘Well; sir, itis very 
clear that it does not come under that provision. 


puted territory fund.. The Senator from North 
Carolina has made the mistake of secing no dif- 
ference between what Maine was negotiating for 
in réality, in relation to herself as a State, and this 
claim, which isa claim of individuals, All the 
equivalents that Maine received were to herself, 
for what she parted with; and she made these 
agreements, and was to be paid for what she had 
lost. In regard to this disputed territory fund, as 
it was called, it was to be received for what she 
had Jost from her public land. She made no ne- 
gotiations in that article, with reference to indi- 
viduals, one way or another. I grant the Senator, 
that the question did not arise at that time, in the 
negotiations, how far this would affect private 
grants which had been made before; „but that 
question arose afterwards, and arose in conse- 
quence of what was afterwards decided to be the 
meaning of the treaty to a certain extent; but the 
| Senator well knows that this fund has never been 
collected by the Government; and the reason why 
it has never been collected by the Government of 
the United States, whose duty it was tocollect it, 


fact; it turned out to be nothing. The fund had 
heen expended; nota cent has been paid for any- 
thing of the kind, and never will be. There is 
nothing of the kind there; so that may just as 
well be laid out of the question. Under that state 
of things, the matter went off, so far as Maine was 
concerned, with reference to those $300,000. That 
was allright. Nobody made any other claim under 
it. Then wecometo the fourth article; and the Sen- 
ator admits that Maine would not agree to part 
with her right for $150,000 until this very article 
was made to protect the grants, What is this 
provision of the fourth article? 

“ All grants of land heretofore made by either party with- 
iu the limits of.the territory which, by this treaty, falls 
within the dominions of the other party, shall be held valid, 
ratified, and confirmed to the persons in possession under 
such grants, to the same extent as if such territory had by 
this treaty fallen within the dominions of the party by 
whom such grants were made.”? 

How did that question arise? Maine and Mas- 
sachusctts claimed to a certain line existing on 
the face of the earth, or an imaginary line, if you 
please. They granted up to it in certain cases. 
New Brunswick, on the contrary, contended that 
the line was much further west, and she granted 
up to the line as she claimed it to be. The per- 
sons to whom these States respectively granted 
went on to take possession under their grants. 
Now, then, when you. come to settle what the line 
is, which was not settled according to the preten- 
sions of Maine or New Brunswick either, but by 
a conventional line, it became necessary to pro- 


was put in that way—all grar 
these parties on either side of that line to be rec- 
went to work immediately, and confirmed such 
grants as she had made, where they were upon 
the public territory, and so far as she could con- 
firm them. _ 

Another provision was put in. Men had gone 


then came this next clause: “and all equitable 
possessory claims arising from a possession and 
| Improvement;”’ that is, where persons had taken 
ossession and improved and held themselves to 
e the owners ‘‘of any lot or parcel of land,” it 
| was common to go on under an agreementto con- 
| vey when a certain amount of money was paid; 
no title was granted, but there was an agreement 
that there should be when certain payments were 
made: 

“ And all equitable possessory claims arising from. a pos- 
į Session and improvement of any tot or parce of land by the 
person actually in possession, or by those under whom 
such person claims, for more than six years before the date 
of this treaty, shall in like manner be deemed valid, and 
be confirmed and quieted by a release to the person en- 
titled thereto, of the title to such Jot or parcel of land, so de- 
scribed as best toinclude the improvements made thereon ; 


Then, in relation to the other provision—the dis- | 


was, that there was nothing to collect, in point of | 


vide for these grants, and therefore this provision | 
grants made by either of | 


ognized, and valid, and confirmed; and Maine į 


on and taken possession on both sides of the line | 
to a certain extent, and were in possession; and i 


| 
| 


and in all other respects thetwo contracting parties agree 
to deal upon the most liberal principles of equity with the 


-settlers actually dwelling upon the territory falling to them , 


respectively, which has heretofore been in dispute between 
them. ` i 
“Now, there I dispose of what made the Sena- 
tor’s last point. "Where they have been in pos- 
séssion.six. years, they shall be absolutely quieted 
by a release.’ Where they may not have been 
quite six years, but are in actual possession, and 
have made improvements, they shall be dealt with 
on the most liberal principles and equity by both 
parties. ‘That is the provision. Now, then, the 
report says that most of these. settlers had been 
there over six years; and the rest of them, if not 
quite six years, so near it that the equity was 
about the same, and that they ought to be puton 
the same grounds. That is the answer to the 
Senator. That is precisely the position in which 
it stands. : 
The State of Maine having confirmed all her 
grants, went to work to see what possessory titles 
there were to the public lands. She made the ex- 
amination, and had a report; and she did under- 
stand, unquestionably, at that time, according to 
her resolutions, thata!l she had to look after—and 
she understands now that all she had to look after 
—was the grants that had been made on the pub- 
lic jands,and the cases of possession and improve- 
ment on the public lands of the State. But then 
came up another question, the question that isnow 
pending here; and to that question I will call the 
attention of the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi, as I see that he is giving me his ear, 
othing had been said up to this time except 
with regard to public lands—that is to say, lands 
granted by the States out of the public domain on 
each side, and the possessions and improvements 
held on each side. Previous to this difficulty aris- 
ing, many years ago Massachusetts had granted 
several townships of land lying upon this border 
to pa raieiodividuals. Among others, she granted 
a township of land to. Williams College, in Mas- 
sachusetts. When this new line was run—this 
conventional line, as agreed to by the two Gov- 
ernments—it cut through that township with oth- 
ers. ‘That township had passed into the posses- 
sion of a gentleman by the name of Little, known 
versonally to the Senator from Mississippi. He 
held itatthatperiod. The grant was made unques- 
tionably before 1800 by the State of Massachu- 
setts. Subsequently, the province of New Bruns- 
wick made grants extending over this township; 
and on the part which the conventional line left 
in Maine, there were some settlers holding under 
grants from New Brunswick. 
Mr. Little commenced his action against them. 
They had made improvements; the farms were 
valuable. They had been in possession—they 


took possession, occupied and improved. He 
claimed that he had a right to recover. The 
land for which he sued was on our side. The 


New Brunswick grantees had come on our side 
of the conventional line, and Mr. Little brought 
an action in our courts against a man named 
Watson, to recover possession, He claimed the 
whole farm, because this person being a foreigner, 
and a mere squatter there, he contended, so far as 
our laws were concerned, he had no right, under 
any possession or improvement, or anything of 
the kind, but that he himself had a right to recover 
the land. It was valuable; but when the action 
was brought by Mr. Little in the supreme court 
of the State of Maine, that court at the head of 
which, allow me to say to the Senator from North 
Carolina, was a distinguished judge—Chief Jus- 
tice Shepley—as much so perhaps as any judge 
of any State court in the Union, a very learned 
and very able man, and the other judges being 


i men of learning also—decided that, under the 


fourth article of the treaty, the property held by all 
settlers under New Brunswick on this side of the 
line, vested under the treaty directly in those who 
held it. Why? It was not a question of priority 
of grants, as the Senator supposes—whether the 


; grant was first made by Massachusetts, and an- 
j other grant made subsequently by New Bruns- 


wick; but our supreme court held that all treaties 
made by the proper authority are the supreme 


| law ofthe land, and that they overrode all grants 


made by any of the States with reference to that, 
if within their jurisdiction to make. On reverting 
to the fourth article of ‘the treaty, the language is 
this: fae 

“ All equitable possessory claims arising from a posses- 
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sion and improvement of any fot or parcel of land by the 
person actually in possession”? — 

That case was under a grant; but I am reading 
this to show the applicability of it— 

| or by those under whom such person claims for more 
than six years before the date of this treaty, shall, in like 
manner, be deemed valid.” 

Not only all grants made by cither party shall 
be deemed valid within the territory of the other, 

but all persons holding under a possession and 
improvement are to be quieted in their possession. 
Now, supposing that the question of priority of 
grant applied to the first portion of the article, 
ow would it be as to the question of possession 
and improvement?) Mr. Little not having taken 
possession and improved, he was-ousted by the 
possession made valid by the fourth article. It 
was an opinion that may not be satisfactory to 
the Senator from North Carolina, but it settled 
the question in the State of Maine. Itis believed 
to be sound Jaw; nobody has questioned it since. 
The courts have held in all cases that the treaty 
did thus operate of its own force, Tt had that cf- 
fect, and the people of the State of Maine were 
obliged to yicld toit,and there was no possibility 
of carrying the question further than the supreme 
court of the State of Maine, for the reason that 
the question arising under the treaty was determ- 
ined in favor of the validity of the treaty, and 
therefore nothing further could be done about it. 
Hence Mr. Little lost his land, and he came to 
Congress for indemnity, alleging that he had been 
deprived of his land thus granted under the very 
act of the United States in framing this treaty, and 
Congress said he was entided to the indemnity, 
and paid him. 
Now, we cannot overturn that decision. It is 
law. No matter what the design of the treaty 
was, ho matter what the intention was, the treaty 
was made, and the language is applicable, and it 
has been construed by a competent court, and the 
effect cannot be denied. It is the act of the Uni- 
ted States Government, and the United States 
Government must be responsible for it. The Siate 
of Maine is not responsible in any way. Maine 
contracted for herself. She did not bind herself 
to pay for any of these lands, She might not 
have apprehended that such questions would have 
arisen. [f she had, perhaps she would have pro- 
vided for them. That some of the persons were 
cilizens of Maine, makes nq difference. They 
have no claim on her. It is not even her public 
land; it was not granted by the State of Maine, 
but by the State of Massachusetts, long ago. 
Massachusetts refused indemnity in this very 
case to Mr. Little, and said he must go to the 
party that had deprived him of his land. Mas- 
sachusetts paid him for what had been cut off on 
the other side, but would not pay him for what 
had been taken on this side. That is the fact; 
and that being so settled, it settled this question. 

There were two other townships—the township 
granted to General Eaton, and the township 
granted tothe Plymouth Academy Grants had 
becn made in these townships by the province of 
New Brunswick, and possession had been taken 
and improvements made for some time under 
those grants. They went on and were in pos- 
session of them; stripped off the timber so far as 
the timber was left upon the land. They im- 
proved the land and made valuable farms. What 
would have been the result but for the fourth arti- 
cle ofthe treaty? The owners of the land would 
have commenced suits, and turned these people 
all out; because, except for this provision of the 
treaty, they had no title. They could take all this 
lund to-day, with all the improvements on it, and 
instead of being worth four dollars an acre, it 
would be worth twelve or twenty dollars, or per- 


haps more; but the treaty cuts them off. They | 
can neither take the land, nor the improvements, | 


nor anything else. They are deprived of italto- 
gether, and by whoseact? By the act of the peo- 
ple of the United States, through the constituted 
authorities of the United States. They have made 
the treaty, which has received this construction, 
and they are bound, therefore, to make it good; 


187 


especially, as in this very fourth article of the 
treaty the United States have bound themselves 
not only to quiet these titles, but to procure re- 
leases—that they should have a record title, in- 
stead of a mere treaty title. That is the language; 
and the Senator read it, and I read it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me interrupt the Senator 
a moment. How could the United States procure 
releases from private individuals? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They undertook to do it. 
Ask them how. I say there is the very difficulty. 
They could not force the individual to give the 
title. 

Mr. BRAGG. For that very reason I say they 
are the titles of the individuals who are not in- 
tended to be protected by the treaty. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is a very singular 
mode of argument. When I have bound myself 
in plain and unmistakable Jangmage to do a cer- 
tain thing, if it turns out that I never could do it, 
the argument of the Senator is that lam excused, 
because I cannot be presumed to intend to con- 
tract for what [ cannot do. 
| Mr. BRAGG. [dislike to interrupt the Sen- 

ator; but as I do not propose to reply to him, 
1 will give him another reason why Í think it 
was confined to the public land of Maine. Maine 
was a party to the treaty, as you admit, Maine, 
therefore, could release her lands. She went on 
to doit. That shows what her purpose wag,at 
that timc. It is an absurdity, it seems to me, 
with all due respect to the honorable Senator, to 


the tides of himself and others in Maine, when it 
had no right to do it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me to ask him whether it is not just as 
easy for the United States to compel an individual 
to make a release as it is to compel a State to make 
a release? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; but the State agreed 
to do it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir; there is no such 
agreement on the part of the State of Maine any- 
where. That is an assumption. 

Mr. BRAGG. We differ about the fact. That 
is all. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator cannot find 
it in the treaty: Maine did do ‘it, because she 
was a party to the treaty, so far as the public 
lands were concerned, and she had made grants; 
but there was no obligation whatever on the State 
of Maine to do it, not of the slightest kind in the 
world, and the Senator cannot find it. The Uri- 
ted States bound themselves to procure these re- 
leases; they presumed they could. 1 will concede, 
if the Senator desires it, that the United States 
might have thought at the time that only the pub- 
lic lands were in question; but the difficulty is, 
we so worded the treaty that it did take away 
private rights; and having so worded it and so 
agreed, and these consequences having followed, 
and followed for her benefit, she must make it 
good, as a matter ofcourse. | 

Well now, sir, how does this come? F have 
stated, I believe, all the points that were made by 
the Senator, in as few words as Ẹ could. In one 
particular it is the most striking thing in the 
world. Two of these claimants are women, whose 
names are mentioned in the amendment; one of 
them is a widow with, I believe, an idiotic child, 
and the other is a single woman, poor, not worth 
a sixpence in the world. Whoare they? Sir, 
they are granddaughters of General Eaton, to 


erty—what there was left of it—has been taken in 
spite of themselves by the operation of law. All 
the interest they had in this township was taken 
away by the operation of the treaty. And now, 
who was General Eaton? General Eaten was a 
| citizen of Massachusetts, who in 1804 was sent 


| marinesfrom one of our public vessels, and, umiting 
himself with a band of Greeks and natives, crossed 


say that the United States bound itself to release ; 


| whom thistownship was granted originally ;claim- | 
; ants from whom, by this treaty of 1842, their prop- | 


He did it of his own motion—a brave, admi 5 
officer. He came back here, and resolutions were. 
introduced into the Congress of the United States” 
of different kinds: one to give him a township of- 
land for his gallantry and his valuable services 

performed for the United States, one to give him 
a sword, and one to give hima medal. f 

Different propositions were made; everybody. 
agreeing that he had performed. the. most gallant 
and meritorious services, and that he deserved” 
well of his country; but some saying that lie was 
not in the military service of the United States,’ 
and therefore it would not do to give him a'sword, 
although he musthave something; and those who’, 
objected to his having land, saying it was a mat- 
ter of honor and not of profit, and therefore they 
would not give him land, but he should have a 
sword. So, between these different opinions, al- 
though all agreed that he was a most gallant man, 
and had rendered great services to the country, 
he slipped through, got nothing, and had to wait 
several years even to have his éxpenses paid. 
Getting nothing from the United States, the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, finding that the Gen-. 
eral Government would do nothing for him, al- 
though theservices were performed for tie General: 
Government, granted him this half township of 
land, in consideration of his gallant and merito- 
rious services—-ten thousand acres of land. A 
little residue of it--about half—was left to his, 
two poor granddaughters; and the act of the 
Government of the United States, for the benefit 
of the United States, by this treaty, has taken 
away all that they had, and now says it will 
not pay them anything for it. They would not 
only not give General Eaton anything for his 
services, in the first place, although performed for 
them, and made Massachusetts remunerate him, 
but then robbed his grandchildren of what Mas- 
sachusetts gave him for his services. The Sen- 
atorfrom North Carolina, not knowing these facts, 
but in the discharge of a public duty, stands up 
here and argues this question on bare technicali- 
ties, to prevent this little remuneration being made 
to these people, with others, for the land taken, 
away by this treaty. That is the simple fact... 

Mr. BRAGG. I should feel the full force of 
the cloquent appeal made to our feelings, if I felt 
myself at liberty to yield to it. Sach things, how- 
ever, never affect me in the discharge of my duty. 
But, sir, I just now stated to the Senator from 
Maine that the commissioners of Maine had 
agreed to make these releases. The Senator pos- 
itively denied it—said it was not so. Now, sir, 
| 1 say this, that. they agreed that the title to these 
lands should be confirnied; and Icare-not whether 
it was a deed of confirmation in technical language 
or whether it was a release~—one is substantially 
the other; one is just as effectual as the other. To 
show that lam right in that respect, I will simply 
read one of the replies from the commissioners of 
Maine to Mr. Webster: ` 

«2. Tintal grants of land within that portion of the dis- 
puted territory conceded to Great Britain, made by Maine 
and Massachusetts, or either of them, shall be confirmed, 
and all equitable possessory titles shall be quieted to those 
who possess the claims; and we assent to a reciprocal pro- 
vision for the benefit of settlers falling within the Jimits of 
Maine, and we trust that the voluntary suggestion of the 
British minjster in regard to Jobn Baker, and any others; 
if there bo any similarly situated, will be carried into effect, 
| so as to secure their rights.” ; $ 

If that does not amount to arequest, and an 
assent on the part of the commissioners of Maine 
to confirm these titles, make them reciprocal, and 
if a release be necessary to execute it, then I do 
not understand the effect of language. i think I 
was right in that respect, and the Senator was 
wrong. 

Mr. IVERSON. I do not propose, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to enter into an examination of this case 
upon its merits; for I apprehend that I should not 
be listened to if I did. When the Senator from 
Worth Carolina was making his very elaborate 
speech, with a good deal of energy and spirit, I 
looked around the Senate, and I think there were 
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not more than three or four gentlemen in:the whole 
Senateattending to hisargument, and Lapprehend 
that even the cloquent Senator from Maine has 
searce been heard by the Senate; and if these gen- 
tlémen have not been able to attract the attention 
of the Senate, certainly nothing that I should say 
would-have any. effect: My voice may be heard, 
but I apprehend that my argument would scarcely 
be listened. to or attended to. Ido not propose, 
therefore, to enter into the argument of the case, 
but I merely wish to give my reasons why I am 
going to vote to admit this claim upon this appro- 
priation bill.. ‘That is the question before the Sen- 
ate, whether this amendment shall be permitted 
to: be put upon an appropriation bill. . 
‘As I understand the case, and I have had it 
under my consideration for the last four years, the 
occupanis, who were in possession of these lands 
in thë disputed territory between the Governments 
of the United States and Great Britain during the 
negotiation of the Ashburton treaty, under the 
stipulations of the fourth article of the treaty, 
were to be protected in their occupant titles. The 
Governments of the United States and of Great 
Britain entered. into a solemn obligation with each 
“other that they would protect and quict the titles 
of these occupant settlers. How were they to doit, 
and under what circumstances? Here was a dis- 
puted territory, in which these persons were set- 
tled and were living. It was doubtful where the 
line would run when it was finally adjusted. The 
Government of the United States undertook and 
did stipulate with Great Britain, that when this 
line was ascertained, if any persons fell within 
the jurisdiction of the United States oceupying 
those lands for six years anterior to the treaty, 
the United States would quict the title of the oc- 
cupants. Quietit how? By purchasing out the 
legal title of the legal owners. That is the obli- 
ation; and Great Britain, on the other hand, un- 
fertook, and did stipulate, that if any of these 
occupants fell upon her side of the line, she would 
quiet their title by purchasing the paramount title 
of the legal owners. That 1s the mutual obliga- 
tion of the two contracting parties. When the 
line came to be run, it was found that a number 
of these persons were within the jurisdiction of 
the United States; they had been settled for six 
years previous to the treaty. The Government 
of the United States then was under solemn ob- | 
ligation to protect their titles by purchasing up, į 
if they could do so, at least the title of the legal 
owners, those who held the paramount title. 
The legal owners—the claimants in this amend- 
ment—came to Congress, and asked that Congress 
should appropriate-money to indemnify them for 
their title. They said, “you have taken away 
these lands from us by this treaty. You have uu- 
dertalcen to guaranty the possession of these occu- 
ants, these men who went there without title. 
hey went there and squatted on our lands. You 
have stipulated to quict their title, and to protect 
them in the enjoyment of the land, by purchasing 
out our title. We are the legal owners of this 
land.” They came here and asked Congress to 
pay them a reasonable indemnity for that legal 
title of which they were deprived by this stipu- 
lation of the treaty of 1842. There is the whole 
obligation. They came to Congress, and de- | 
manded their rights. They asked Congress to 
pay them for the lands which the United States 
ad thus actually, by forec, by the stipulation of | 
the treaty, taken from them, and given to other 
parties who had scttled upon them. Congress 
refused, year-after year, to do anything, to listen 
to their petition. But six years ago, if I remem- 
ber correctly, the Senate passed a resolution in- 
structing the Committee on Claims to take such 
steps as in their judgment were best calculated to 
agcertain the facts in the case; to ascertain who 
were the legal owners of this land, and whether 
the occupants had been in possession six years 
anterior to the treaty, and what was the value of | 
the land, so that Congress might be informed on | 
the subject, and do justice to all the parties con- 
cerned, The Committee on Claims did not of | 
their own volition send this agent to Maine to | 
look into these questions, I was not then in Con- 
gress. It was before I took a seat in the Senate | 
that the resolution was passed and the agent sent. | 
An impartial and intelligent agent was sent by the | 
Committee on Claims, under the authority and | 
direction of a resolution of the Senate. He went 


| the early part of the session, an 
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to Maine, he went upon the land, he examined | 


personally each -tract, he inquired into, and ex- 
amined upon testimony,-the value-of each tract 
of land, the reasonable compensation which ought 
to be given to the legal owners of the titles; and 
he ascertained, too, who werc the legal owners of 
the land. He investigated the records of the States 
of Maine and Massachusetts, and ascertained that 
these claimants who are now here petitioning for 
redress were, in fact, the legal owners of the titles 
against which the Government ofthe United States 
had set up the occupant or possessory title of 
these squatters by the treaty of 1842. He ascer- 
tained that these were the parties holding the legal 
title. He ascertained that, beyond dispute, by 
examination of the records of the States of Maine 
and Massachusetts. He ascertained who were 
the occupants, who were protected by the fourth 
article of the treaty of 1842. He examined wit- 
nesses as to the value of the land, and he made 
his report to Congress, which has been laid on 
the desks of Senators and is accessible to all. He 
there assessed this land, together with the injury 
which the owners had sustained by the abstraction 
of the timber, at fourdollars peracre;and thatnow 
is the indemnity which this amendment provides 
shall be given to the legal owners, the persons 
who have the legal title, the paramount title to 
this property, and from whom the Government 
is under obligations to purchase the title for the 
benefit of the occupants. He ascertained that 
four dollars an acre was a reasonable compensa- 


| tion, and these parties consent to take it. 


The Senator from North Carolina says that this 
obligation cannot exist on the part of the Govern- 
ment, because it was impossible for the Govern- 
ment to force these parties to sell their title. So 
it was; but still the obligation exists, and all that 
theeGovernment can do, within the bounds of 
reason and justice and equity, is to pay to these 
legal owners what is the reasonable indemnity, 
as ascertained by proof, for their legal title, and 
thus quiet and confirm the. occupant claims. 
These parties have been knocking at the door of 
Congress for redress for eighteen years. This 
obligation of the Government inured in 1842; and 
they have been coming here and asking you, for 
eighteen years, to give to them what you are 
bound by every principle of honor, as well as 
justice’ and law, to give to them; that is, to pay 
them for the land which you have taken from 
them by the force of this treaty, and put into the 
possession of other parties. They ask you to- 
day only to give them the four dollars an acre, 
the value of the land, and a reasonable compensa- 
tion for the property of which you have despoiled 
them, and they ask no interest even upon this 
amount; and yet itis refused. Even this act of 
simple justice you refuse; and you say you will 
not appropriate adollar to pay your obligations, 
and to conform to the solemn stipulations of this 
treaty. IJ say, sir, it is an act of gross injustice 
to these parties. They are entitled to this money. 
They are willing to take it at your hands, and 


‘give you releases which you have bound your- 


self by the sacred obligations of your treaty to 
accomplish and attain for these occupants; and 
if the Government does not do this, the Govern- 
ment stands in the position of a man whom you 
cannot control, and takes advantage of its sover- 
eign power, if it has any sovereign. power, to 
despoil your citizens of their just claims and 
rights, 

I trust, sir, that the American Senate will never 
consent to perpetrate so gross an outrage on Amer- 
ican citizens; and the reason why I propose to 
vote to put this amendment upon this appro- 
priation bill is, that this measure was introduced 
upon the Private Calendar as a private bill at 
received the 
sanction @f the Senate—even of the Senator from 
North Carolina himself. In the Committee on 


Claims that Senatorexamined this case fully, and | 


gave his acquiescence to tf report which the com- 
mittee made in favor of the bill; and, when that 


bill was up in the Senate, it was discussed and | 


decided, and the Senator from North Carolina, if 
I mistake not, voted for the bill. J will not sa 
positively that he did so; but I know the bill 
passed by an overwhelming majority-— 

Mr. BRAGG. Did the Senator hear my ex- 
planation of that matter? 

Mr. IVERSON. I did not. 

Mr. BRAGG. What I said, I suppose, is on 
the record, f 
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Mr. IVERSON. [ only speak of my recollec- 
tion... I know what occurred in committee, . Ido 
not now recollect distinctly what occurred in the 
Senate when the bill was under consideration, 
and passed this body. I know that the bill passed 
the Senate by an overwhelming majority.. I do 
not now remember that there was much opposi- 
tion toit; perhaps none; the Senator says none. 
Then it must have met his acquicscence. If he 
believed that this was'an unjust claim, as lie now 
professes and argues, it was his solemn duty to 
have interposed his objection and his arguments 
against it at that time; but, sir, new lights have 
sprung on the Senator’s mind, and he is now op- 
posed toa claim which, not six weeks ago, he 
acknowledged, in the face of the world, was ajust 
one. I do not complain of his change of opinion. 
Every man has a right to change his opinion; but 
I say it is extraordinary that the Senator should, 
with so much pertinacy and energy, resist a 
claim to which he, six weeks ago, even in com- 
mittee and in this body, did not object. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator still insists, after 
I have told that I had made an explanation of that 
matter, in a total misrepresentation of my posi- 
tion. I said to the Senate before, and I repeat it 
again to the honorable Senator, and I think he 
ought to have been more cautious, after I had 
stated to him that I had explained my position— 
I stated (and the Senator ought to know it) that 
in committee J gave my assent to this claim with 
great reluctance, that I had my doubts about it, 
that I had not an opportunity of that full investi- 
gation which I subsequently had; that I was in- 
duced to make that examination by what occurred 
in the other House; and on making that investiga- 
tion I had become satisfied that this claim had no 
merit in it, that it is not within the treaty; and if 
it were to be considered as within the treaty, or 
discussed on that point, it had no merit of itself. 
That is what I said; yet thesSenator persists in 
stating that I had assented to itin committec, that 
I did not oppose it here, and that I assented to it 
here. Now, sir, the honorable Senator ought to 
know, ifhe chooses to speak here of whatoccurred 
in committee, what did occur, and if he states it 
correctly, he will state what I have stated here 
now, 

Mr. IVERSON. I did not hear the Senator’s 
explanation to-day; and when he interrupted me, 
he only referred to the explanation without stat- 
ing what it was, and of course I did not under- 
stand what it was. 

Mr. BRAGG. I thought when I had done that, 
the honorable Senator would at least have had 
the kindness towards me to inquire what the ex- 
planation was before he made the violent assault. 

Mr. IVERSON. I only state the fact which 
the Senator himself foes not dispute, that in com- 
mittee he approved of the action of the committec 
in reporting the bill. I understood the Senator 
then merely to have doubts in relation to the 
value, not in relation to the principle atall, I 
may have misunderstood him, but that was my 
impression. i 

Mr. BRAGG. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I 
will say further, that for myself—and Lallow him 
the same privilese—though I may assent to a 
measure in committee or here, if I become satis- 
fied afterwards that the measure is one which 
ought not to receive my support, I shall not hes- 
itate on any occasion, whatever may be the opin- 
ion of the Senator from Georgia, to express my 
opinion freely and fully, or to change my vote 
if it be necessary, as I consider. i 

Mr. IVERSON. Ishall not dispute the duty 
of the Senator or his course. Certainly he hasa 
right to change his opinion whenever he chooses, 
on any subject and on all subjects. I mention 
the fact simply to show,that where a Senator has 
been once convinced in favor of a claim, and then 
goes in opposition to it, his arguments against it 
ought to be received with many grains of allow- 
ance. 

_ Ido not propose, Mr. President, to go further 
into this matter. Here is the simple language of 
the treaty, by which this Government undertakes 
a solemn obligation to quiet these possessory 
claims, and to purchase out the legal title. There 
is the language which no man can dispute or mis- 
understand, and if any man can puta different 
construction on that language than such as I have 
put, I think he is a greater casuist than even the 
Senator from North Carolina. The language is 
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lain, unmistakable; and all these claimants ask, 
is that you shall carry out the obligation which 

ou entered into with thé Government of Great 
Britain; and when you have given a title to these 
occupants, who are mere trespassers at best, but 
who remained there for the six years; when you 
have taken it away from the legal owners, those 
who had the paramount legal title to this land; 
when you have done that, you are under some 
obligations to refund to these legal owners the 
value of the title which you have taken from 
them. 

I think, therefore, sir, that inasmuch as this is 
a clear case arising undera treaty, and is to carry 
out the stipulations of a treaty, it may properly 
be put upon an appropriation bill; and as these 
claimants have been here for eighteen years, en- 
deavoring to get justice at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment, and have failed from year to year because 
of the difficulties of getting a private bill through 
the two Houses, I think they may, with propriety, 
ask that their claim may be put upon an appro- 
priation bill, that it may have the sdnction and 
force of such a measure to carry it through Con- 
gress. The bill which passed here at the early 

art of the session, and has gone to the House of 

epresentatives, is in sucha condition there, from’ 
the rulesand the management of business in that 
House, that it will not be reached during the pres- 
ent session, and these claimants will be still fur- 
ther postponed in the obtainment of their just 
rights. You cannot rely even on the strongest 
claims to carry a bill through the two Houses in 
Congress in the shape of a private bill, This bill 
has passed, as I understand, both Houses of Con- 
gress. It has passed the Senate at least two or 
three times, if I mistake not; twice, I know; and 
yet it has failed in the House of Representatives, 
not because of the want of merit, but because of 
the difficulty of reaching it in that House and act- 
ing upon it. It ought to go upon this appropria- 
tion bill, in my humble judgment, because it is 
high time that Government should do justice to 
these partics, and pay them for the title it has 
taken from them aider the operation of this treaty. 
I did not report the bill from the Committee on 
Claims. It was reported by the Senator from 
Rhode Island from that committee, and he asked 
my assent to offer it asan amendment to this bill, 
and I gave him my assent, from the firm convic- 
tion that the claim is a just one, and ought to be 

aid; and the sooner it is paid, the sooner the 

Jovernment will discharge a high and solemn 

obligation which it owes to its citizens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) ‘The question is, Shall this amend- 
ment be received in order under the 30th rule of 
the Senate? 

Mr. BRAGG called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fesscuden, Foot, Poster, Grimes, | 
Haintin, Harlan, Hemphill, Lverson, King, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyek, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Davis, 
Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hanter, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nichalson, Polk, Poweli, Pugh, Saulsbury, Slidell, 
Thomson, Toombs, Wigiall, and Yulee—26. 

So the Senate refused to receive the amend- 
ment. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I now call up the Post Office 
Aeficiency bill, which is sent here with an amend- 
ment by the House. 1 think we had better settle 
that, and then l shall ask the Senate to take up 
the general Post Office appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is upon the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the Senate amendments to the bill 
(H. R. No, 503) making further appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860. 

Mr. YULEE. Irise for the purpose of mov- 
ing that we adjourn with this bill pending, Itis 
suggested to me that the Senate Is no} full; and 
as there has been much interest manifested upon | 
both sides of the Chamber in the question ine | 
yolved in this bill, and inasmuch as we have had 


a very heavy week, and I myself feel very much 
exhausted, 1 think we had better adjourn. : 

Mr. HUNTER. If my friend will give way, 
rather than do that, I should like to report the 
general Post Office bill for the next year, and see 
if we cannot act on that, because to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock, 1 am under pledge to call up the 
tariff bill;and I shall do so, if the Senate will sus- 
tain me. 

Mr. YULEE. I have no objection to the Sen- 
ator’s reporting the regular Post Office appropri- 
ation bill, but I suggest that we had better adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest-to gentlemen 
that, from indications in the Piuse. our session 
may come toa close on Monday, and that we 
had better be pny fast about disposing of the 
appropriation bills. i 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucnanay, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
andsignedanact (S. No. 168) toamend ‘* Anact to 
define and regulate the jurisdiction of the district 
courts of the United States in California in regard 
to the survey and location of private land claims.” 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the Elouse of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House (No. 215) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1860; and had concurred in other 
amendments of the Senate to the said bill, with 
amendments; in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

The Senate procecded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 215) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for falfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, and the amend- 
ments of the House to other amendments of the 
Senate to the said bill; and 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, disagree to the amendments of the House to other 
amendinents of the Senate, and ask a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized tõ appoint the committee of 
conference on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
Pearce, Mr. Sepastian, and Mr. Wixson, weye 
appointed. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to reportback the bill (H.R. No. 
564) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year end- 
| ing the 30th of June, 1861, without amendment; 

and lask, by general consent, that it be now con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, the Post Office deficiency bill will be 
laid aside for the time being, and the bill just re- 
ported will be considered, € 
564) is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER. lask that the bill be read, as 
it has been lately printed, and the Senate may 
not have seen it. 

The Secretary read the bill, 

Mr, BAYARD, I wish to move one amend- 
| ment to the bill. ’ 
the commencement of the fourteenth us these 


words; % > 

Provided however, That the maximum compensatià ta 
| be paid to route agents shall not exceed $800 per year. “4 

This involycs a yery small saving to the Gov- 
ernment, and, inmy judgment, is an act of great 
injustice to a very iiepaicka s of persons. ‘The 
effect of it is to reduce the ‘ompensation of about 
| forty-five route agents from one thousand to eight 
hundred dollars, ofabout fifty-four from nine hun- 
: dyed to eight hundred dollars, and the others it 
| does not touch, amounting to three hundred and 
! fifty more. it is only where the service is most 
| important, and is now badly paid, that this pro- 


The bill (H.R. No. ! 


It is to strike out the proviso at | 


| which the 


viso makes a reduction which, upon the whole 
will amount to about fourteen thousand dollars: 
yearin round numbers. The. service thatis ren-., 
dered requires from these agents on the- largest” 
routes, where the mail is most troublesome to hane 


‘die, and there are'the greatest number of officers 


to supply, men certainly of integrity, of character, . 
and men of capacity, to conduct the business in.an , 
orderly manner... “Itinvolves, beyond all question, . 


‘the hazard of life in the course of a year toa very. 


material extent; because, taking the year through, 
the life of a man who is traveling on your rail- 
roads day. by day is put in hazard. . The service. 
is. dangerous. _ Under our rules, if one of these: 
officers were killed, his widow or children would 
not be entitled to any pension. They have been: 
frequently injured under such ‘circumstances. 
The compensation is less than you pay to a tide- 
waiter for lounging on the wharvesof a large city; 
and yet it is sought to reduce that compensation, 
without reference at all to the class of service, by, 
an arbitrary disposition on the partof the House 
that only cuts off $14,000 of the annual expenses 
of the Government. Í think the provision unwise 
in itself; unjust to a class of men who ought tobe 

aid more instead of less than thesum mentioned 
in the limitation in the bill, in many instances. 

I have seen a good deal of this service, and I 
am satisfied that it is more underpaid than the 
service of almost any officers requiring equal ca- 
pacity and cqual character that you have in your 
employment-—far less than those engaged in your, 
customs. There is no comparison between the 
capacity required and the extent of service per-. 


| formed, the deprivation of the enjoyments of. 


home, and a thousand things of that kind, and ` 
the shortening of life arising from constant and 

incessant fatigue. There is no comparison be- 
tween the service of these agents and the whole. 
class of what are called inspectors of customs, 

especially in the large cities. Some of them now 

and thon have some labor, but the mass of them 

are often entirely unoccupied. They are paid 

$1,100 a year; and now it is sought to cut these 
route agents down to $800. Thinking the pro- 

vision is a petty economy which works gross in- 
justice to a class of men who are now underpaid, I 

ask the Senate to do justice to them by striking out 
the limitation. 

Mr. GWIN. There are some provisions in 
this bill to which J am very much opposed. The 
reduction of the pay of the agents, I think, isen- 
tirely wrong. The fact is, that the manner in 
ouse have reduced the compensation. 
of the agents on the Pacific coast will render it, in 
my judgment, utterly impossible to have the of- 
fices filled at all. There are‘other provisions in 
the bill which, it seems to me, ought notto be in an. 
appropriation bill for the Post Office Department. 
It has entirely destroyed any prospect of carrying 
the mails by ocean service, if we are driven to 
that necessity. Batit is so very necessary that 
we should have an appropriation for the Post Of- 
fice Department during the next year, that Į am 
prepared, notwithstanding the objections. L have 
to the bill—and I hope the Senate will concur 
with me—to pass it without amendmentasit came, 
from the House of Representatives. There are” 
many objectionable. features in the bill; but we 
ought to get clear of the difficulty in which we 
were plunged last year by the loss of the Post 
Office appropriation bill, which involved the Gov- 


| ernment in difficulty, and will probably involve 


it in heavy damages hereafter. We ought to pass 
this bill, and then, on the deficiency bill, on which 
we bave had a difference, or on the post route 
bill, or on some other bill that will,come up, let 
us make such amendments, even to the bill that 
we pass now, as, in the judgment of the Senate, 
ought to be made to this bill, ees 

I hope, therefore, the Senate will pass this bill 
just as it came from the House. [shall vote for 
‘it in that form, although there are provisions of 
the bill to which I am utterly opposed, E think 
we ought to put the Post Office Department in 
such a position that it can go on the next year, 
and not jeopardize the appropriations. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I quite concur in the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable Senator from 
Delaware, 1 think the reduction is extremely 
unfair and unwise. It embraces a class of men 
who have avast amount of responsibility thrown 
upon them, whe are but very badly paid, and a 
respectable class of whom I feel perfectly sure 
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would not perform the service àt this rate. I con- 
curéntirely with the honorable Senator from Del- 
aware, and I hope his amendment will prevail. 
“Mr BAYARD. ‘One word on this idea of the 
necessity of passing the bill without amendment. 
Idiffer from the House of Representativesin many 
of their opinions, and J am unwilling to suppose 
that there is. any hazard of sending a bill back to 
them with'an amendment. I dislike the. policy. 
Tam never aftaid of sending a bill back to them 
with an amendment that I think ought to be made. 
Lthink this ought to-be made in justice. Iam 
perfecly ‘aware that the vote in the House of. 
tepresentatives was ina very thin House indéed; 
and I cannot believe that, ow the matter being 
brought ‘before them, they will commit a very 
great act of injustice to so desirable a class of 
public officers as this proviso involves. 
Mr. BIGLER. I concur most heartily in what 


has been said by the Senator from Delaware and’ 


athe Senator from Maryland. 1 think this very 
amall business, indeed. These men are not onl 
meritorious, their occupation is not only labori- 


ous, but the wear and tear of clothes, the hazard || 


of life, and all the ‘peculiar surroundings, make 
the present compensation very low; and I am sat- 
igfied that it would be wrong to pass the bill in 
its present shape in this respect. It weuld do an 
injury to an indispensable public service—one in 
which we all feel deeply interested. lam glad 
that the amendment has been offered; and È in- 
tended to offer it myself if no one else had pre- 
sented it. As for interfering with this bill, I can- 
not imagine for one moment that an amendment 
like this, to which, with no propriety, any other 
proposition čan be attached, could interpose a 
moment’s delay in the House of Representatives, 
I am confident it will not, [think that the Sen- 
ator from: Virginia will discover that the House 
of Representatives will be very glad to concur in 
this amendment. 1 have had more applications 
from not only the men themselves, but from the 
traveling community, who observe the diligence, 
labor, and hazard of these men, than I have had 
for any similar proposition pending before Con- 
gress. 

: Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I shall vote for 
the amendment because I believe it to be just and 
proper, and l am not willing to entertain'a doubt 
of the House of Representatives discharging their 
duty in a becoming manner. The provision in 
the bill as it now stands leaves ¢800 as the max- 
imum, and it will thus become a sort of uniform 
scale. Theavérage heretofore has not been more 
than about eight hundred dollars, some as low as 
six hundred, some seven hundred, and some more 
than eight hundred, depending on the length of 
the route they had to run, Thatis equitable; that 
is right; but to try to scale them all, and make 
them equal without reference to their travel, their 
labor, and their duty, is very unfair. Now, the 
argument urged is not that this provision of the 
bill'is correct, but that if we touch the bill the 
House. of Representatives will not agree to our 
amendment, and the bill will be tied up between 
the two Houses. Iam not willing to believe so. 
Since my little experience in legislation, E have 
never known but one bill lost in that way, and 
that was under a very peculiar set of circum- 
stances, such as Í do not believe will exist again. 
I think the House of Representatives, on recon- 
sideration, will see the impropriety of this pro- 
vision, and hence L shall vote for the amendment 
to strike it out. 

Mr. HUNTER. Asa question of abstract pro- 
priety, quite agree with the Senator from Dela- 
ware. I think these route agents are cut down 
too low by the bill; but I believe it to be better to 
pass the bill without amendment. This matter of 


the Post Office seems to be an unhappy subject, | 


and questions of difference seem constantly to 
arise between the Houses. 
this bill as the other House have sentit to us, for 
the purpose of avoiding such disputes as have oc- 
curred on the Post Office deficiency bill, which it 
seems we-are unable to settle satisfactorily. 


Mr. HAMLIN. [ want to make a single state- | 


ment, in which the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Pearce] will concur. I think some Senator on 


the other side made the remark that he thought || 


the other House had not very maturely consid- 
ered this point, and that they would be very likely 
to recede. On the other hand, fam inclined to 
the opinion that they have very maturely consid- 


= 


Lam willing to take | 


i 


i 


ered it, because, through the various commit- 
tees of conference which have been already. had 
upon the deficiency Post Office bill, about which 
we-have not been able to agree, they have. inti- 
mated this very thing as one of the measures they 
would propose to the Senate as one of practical 
reform, i 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yéas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave only a word to say. | 


It seems to be argued on the other side that this 
provision limiting the pay of route agents is 
wrong, and that no one would vote for it as a 
proposition by itself; and the ground is taken that 
those who are for retaining this provision in the 
bill retain it because they fear a disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses. Now, sir, Tam for retain- 


ing this provision in the bill upon its merits, be- | 


cause it is right. Here, now, is an attempt at 


reform, to reduce the expenditures of the Govern- ! 
ment; and I want to see where the Senator from ! 
Georgia, who talks so much abont extravagance | 


and plunder, will be found upon this proposition. 
Here is a proposition to limit the pay of route 
agents to $800.a year, so that no man shall re- 
ceive more than that; and every Senator on the 
other side who has spoken on the subject is in 
favor of striking it out, so as to keep their pay 
u 


poverty. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. No; always an cxcuse ! 


when the practical question comes to limit the 
expenditures of the Government. We shall see 
where the votes are that keep the salaries up. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, || 


resulted—yeas 11, nays 33; as follows: 


YAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Cameron, Davis, | 
Fitch, Fitzpauwick, Green, Uemphill, Kennedy, and Sii- | 


deH— TL. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bragg, Chandler, 
Clark, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hunter, Iverson, King, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Byek, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—33. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GREEN. I have an amendment which I 
had designed proposing; but if it be the fixed de- 
termination to vote down all amendments tending 
to improve the action of the House on whatever 
they may propose, it will be useless for me to offer 
it. [am, however, promised an opportunity to 
offer it to some other bill. I believe | will merely 
take the sense of the Senate, without delaying any 
time, by moving itnow, and, if it be voted down, 
I shall move it to some other bill. The amend- 
ment 3s: 

And be it further enacted, That the power devolved on, 
and the duty required to be performed by, the first Comp- 
trollegof the Treasury to assess the damages due the par- 
ties Under the sixth section of the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment during the fiscal year ending the 39th of June, 
1857,” be, and the same are hereby, transferred to, and 
vested in, and shall hereafter be performed by, the Register 
of the ‘Preasury and Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is a private claim. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to say that I did not 
vote upon the proposition of the Senator from 
Delaware at all; and it is proper that I should state 
that I did not vote because I was unwilling that 
any amendment should be made to the bill; I was 


desirous that it should pass without amendment; | 
but 1 could not vote against the amendment pro- | 


posed, because I was satisfied that the House 


was wrong in the reduction which it made in the | 


pay of these agents. 
Mr. HUNTER 
a vote on the bill. 
Mr. YULEE. Well, sir, I choose to say a few 
words, and 1 choose to say them because I shall 
take some occasion to endeavor to correct this 
error. ‘The pay of the route agents varies from 
a thousand dollars, whichis the maximum of the 
law, to some three or four hundred dollars, in 


Never mind. Let us have 


some instances less,generally not more than seven į 
Upon some of the | 


or eight hundred dollars. 


routes, the important routes, it will be impossible | 


to employ such men ag are compctent and suited 
to the entployment for- the sum of $800. I say 


Mr. TOOMBS. I never robbed pence out of | 


and such, I, believe, is the opinion of the gentle- 
men associated with me—concur in the alteration 
of the law which comes from the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but that we shall take some early 
occasion to correct. what we deem to have been 
an error, 

I wish to say also that there has been another 
reduction made by the House without proper con- 
sideration, and which, if we were amending the bill. 
atall, ought now to beamended. It is the reduc- 
tion made by the House of Representatives in the 
appropriation for the expenses of the clerks in the 
post offices, in which they have made a large reduc- 
tion withoutreferring tothe Post Office Department 
at all for information upon the subject, and which 
may very much embarrass the necessary facilities 
and means of making distribution atthe principal 
postofficesin the United States, whereby the public 
convenience may be very greatly interfered with. 
In both these particulars I shall endeavor, if some 
suitable occasion offer, to invite the attention of 
the Senate for the purpose of amendment and cor- 
rection. I have not moved any amendments, al- 
i though we have many from the Post Office Com- 
| mittee which would have been appropriate to this 
| bill, concurring in the recommendation of the Fi- 
| nance Committee that we should act upon this 
bill without amendment. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read 
i| the third time, and passed.- 
|| Mr. GWIN. Now let us take up the Post 
|! Office deficiency bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Post Office 
deficiency bill having been set aside temporarily, 
for the consideration of the general appropriation 
bill for the Post Office Department, is now before 
the Senate for consideration. ; 

‘| Mr. HUNTER. Is the Senator from Florida 
ready to go on with that bili to-night? 

Mr. YULEE. JT abandon the management of 
it to the chairman of the Finance Committee, who 
objects that I even should speak. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. According to promise, then, 
I move to take up the tariff bill, for the purpose 
of adjourning upon it, so that it may come up to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock,. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R 
No. 338) to provide for the payment of outstand- 
| ing Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regu- 
late and fix the duties on imports, and for other 
purposes, was taken up as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate then 
| adjourned. * 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 14, 1869. 


The House met ateleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. SrocKTon. 

TheJournalof yesterday was readandapproved. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to ask the consent of 
the House for that committee to sit during the 
sessions of the House. 

The motion was entertained by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION, 


Mr. STRATTON, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, presented the report of the committee in the 
Kentucky contested-clection case; which was laid 
| on the table, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. GARTRELL presented the views of a 
minority of the committee; which were also laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STRATTON. I desire to give notice that 
I shall call up the report for action to-morrow, 
after the morning hour. 


CALIFORNIA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BURCH, by gencral consent, presented 
the resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
valifornia, in relation to certain Indian reserva- 
tions in said State; which were laid on the table, 
j and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT IVES’S REPORT. 
Mr. BURNETT, by unanimous consent, sub- 


mitted a motion to reconsider the vote by which 


i 


li 


ii the House, yesterday, laid on the table the reso- 


this in order that it may not be considered that the || lution reported from the Committee on Printing, 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads~- |; for 


printing extra copies of the report of Lieu- 


1860. 


tenant Ives; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


EBEN ADAMS. 


Mr. LEE, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee -on the Post. Office and Post Roads, | 
reported a bill forthereliefof Eben Adams; which 
was read- a first and second time, referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I desire the consent 
of the House to submit a resolution, calling for 
further information in relation to the recent defal- 
cation in the New York post office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object; and call for the 
regular order of business. 

he SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 
mittees for reports, commencing where the call 
last left off. : . 


PUBLIC DOCUMENTS—-SARDINIA. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on the Library, reported the following res- 
olutions; which were read, considercd, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That this Touse accept the present of public 
documents of the Kingdom of Sardinia, Jately made to this 
body by its Chamber of Deputies, and transmitted by the 
chargé d’affaires of that kingdom, and that the same be de- 
posited in the Library of Congress. 

Resolved, That the Speaker make to the Questore of the 
Chamber of Deputies of the Kingdom of Sardinia the grate- 
ful acknowledgments of this body for this act of favor and 
courtesy, to be by him conveyed to its Chamber of Depu- 
ties. 


B. FRANKLIN JACKSON. 


Mr, PETTIT, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported adversely upon the petition of B. 
Franklin Jackson, asking for a republication of 
the American State Papers; which was laid upon 
the table. 

B. I. KINNEY. 


Mr. PETTIT also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of B. H. 
Kinney, of Worcester, Massachusetts, asking 
encouragement to the work of constructing a na- 
tional monument in honor to La Fayette and other 
eminent French officers—our friends and allies in 
the war of the Revolution; which was laid on the 
table. 

EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


Mr. PETTIT also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making appropriations to complete 
the publication of the exploring expedition; which 
was read a first and second time. s 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I objest to that bill. 
Are we never to have an end to the exploring 
expedition? 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the bill 
will be referred. 

Mr. PETTIT. Iam not proposing to put the 
bill upon its passage now; but lask that it be 
read. ! 

The bill, which was read, provides that the fol- | 
lowing sums of money be appropriated for com- | 
pleting the publication of the exploring expedi- 
tion, pursuant to the act of Congress of August 
96, 1842, and to pay the contingent expenses of 
the same; to wit: to complete the publication of the 
exploring expedition, $59,549 35; to pay artists 
and authors, $8,982 75; and to keepand preserve | 
the property of the expedition, $5,000. 

Mr. BURNETT. lL askif that is a report from 
a committee. ` i 

The SPEAKER. Itis a report from the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask whether there has 
been any action of this House by which this sub- 
ject came properly before that committee. | 

Mr. PETTIT. In answer to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, I beg leave to say that, | 
by an act of Congress, passed August 26, 1842, 
the Joint Committee on the Library was directed 
to make a publication of the results of the cx- 
ploring expedition, This expedition, consisting 
of several vessels of war, supplied on a liberal 
scale, in pursuance of an act of Congress passed 
for the purpose, was sent abroad in the sammer 
of 1838, under the command of Commander 
Wilkes. In part, it was intended for commercial 
objects. In part, it was a geographical search, 
embracing both coasts of South America and the 
coasts of California and Oregon, then almost un- ! 


known, eastern Asia, and the numerous clusters | 
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of islands in the south Pacific and Indian seas. 
The expedition coasted for many days the Ant- 
arctic continent, desolate with perpetual winter as 
the region that surrounds the north pole. 

No similar expedition of any Government had 
ever achicved greater results, and Congress di- 
rected, by the act I have already referred to, that 
an account of its discoveries should be published, 
under the supervision of the Joint Committee on 
the Library. The law, in terms, prescribed what 
the publication should be, and how it should be 
done, leaving the committee no discretion. So 
that what has been done by the committee has 
been merely an executive duty in obedience to 
law. The law required it to be done after the 
form of the voyage of the Astrolabe, a work then 
in progress, commenced by the French Govern- 
ment in 1824, superior to anything then attempted 
in typography and embellishment. It next lim- 
ited the publication to matters which were new 
and original. This required the employment of 
eminent scientific men, especially in the depart- 
ments of natural history. These requirements 
and a corresponding style of illustration, made it 
obvious that Congress meant that the work should 
lack nothing to bring it up to what was then un- 
derstood to be the importance of the expedition, 

The work has been in progress from that time. 


| On the 2d of March, 1859, the chairman of the 
| Library Committce reported to the Senate on the 


subject in detail. The amount then expended on 
the whole work was $279,131, with a balance of 
funds on hand of $4,480 90. The whole amount 
expended up to May 1, 1860, was $284,035 87. 
When completed, the whole work will consist, 
with atlases, of thirty-eight large quarto volumes, 
of which thirty-two have already been published. 
All but three volumes—one of Dr. Gray, and two 
of Professor Agassiz—with accompanying at- 


| lases, have been completed, or are now being 


completed, with the funds under the control of the 
committee. The manuscripts and illustrations of 
these last works, with an exception of the gen- 
cralization of his work by Professor Agassiz, are 
now completed, and on the table of the committee. 

The edition of the work was limited by law to 
one hundred copies. 
carefully adopted by Congress, on the recom- 
mendation of a committee, consisting of William 
C. Preston, (whose recent death has brought 
freshly to the public memory his great genius, 
services and worth,) Benjamin Tappan,and Ru fus 
Choate. Whatever deubt might now be felt of 
the propricty of undertaking such a work, if it 
had not been undertaken at all, E think it will be 
granted that it ought not to be abandoned in its 
imperfectand unfinished state, when so near com- 
pletion, but brought to aconclusion; and thatthe 
proper appropriation ought to be made for the 
purpose. But this isa matter for the judgment 
of the House, when it can be reached. The ob- 
ject of this bill is intended to show how much 
will be necessary to complete the publication; 
how much will be necessary to pay the accounts 
of the artist and authors who have been under the 
employment of Congress; and how much will be 
necessary to take care of the engraved plates, and 
other valuable property, belonging to the Govern- 
ment, in prosecuting the work. If it shall be 
thought best not to finish the publication, the pro- 
poscd appropriation of $59,549 35 can be struck 
out. 

Į move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to the ref- 
erence of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly has 
a right to move that the bill be referred, as it has 
been properly introduced under a call of commit- 
tees for reports, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr, DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (S, 
Wo. 287) to incorporate the National Gallery and 
School of Arts in the District of Columbia, when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to say that when 
the vote was taken upon the proposition to cen- 


This seems to have been 


i 


iw The SPEAKER. 


sure the President and the Secretary of the Navy, 


| L-was paired off. Had I been at liberty to vote, 


I should have voted against the resolutions, bes, 
cause I believe those ‘officers, in publio andin 
private, among the purest men of the nation, .. 

PUBLIC ‘PRINTING. LE ri 

Mr. HASKIN. I now call up the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 41) from the Committee ‘on 
Printing, to reduce the price of public printings: 
and I ask to put the resolution upon its passage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. This issa call of 
committees for reports. = 

We are now calling com- 
mittees for reports; and we are just through, and 
it is in order for the gentleman to call up this: 
report for action. ; ` 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Has that commit- 
tee been called? eee T 

The SPEAKER. It has just been calléd: 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. But the gentleman 
does not propose to report a bill, but he’calls ‘up’ 
a bill for action. a 

The SPEAKER. This is called upin the reg- 
ular course of the business upon which we are 
engaged, 

Mr. HASKIN. I will state for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia, that. this.is 
a report from the Committee on Printing. They 
recommend the passage of the joint resolution in 
favor of which the gentleman from Virginia dë- 
sired to vote when the debate. took place upon 
this matter some days ago. I call for the reading 
of the resolution. : : 

The resolution, which was read, provides that’ 
the prices established and allowed for the public 
printing by the act entitled ‘*An act to provide’ 
for executing the public printing, and establish- 
ing the prices thereof, and for other purposes,’ 
approved August 26, 1852, and. by several acts 
amendatory thereof, that is to say: for compo- 
sition, press-work, folding, stitching, and insert- 
ing mapsand plates, be reduced forty per centum.. 
and that, for the purpose of giving full force and’ 


| effect to the resolution, the Superintendent of the 


Public Printing is authorized and directed to cause 
the accounts of the Publie Printer or Printers to 
be made out and rendered to him, as heretofore, 
under the provisions of the act of August 26, 
1852, (except as to the printing of the Post Office. 


; blanks, which have been ordered by law to be put 


out by contract to the lowest bidder;) and before 
certifying the same to the Treasury for payment, 
to deduct, from the aggregate amount of each, ac- 
count so rendered, the sum of forty per centum, 
and that the residue shall be received by. the Pub- 
lic Printer or Printers as full compensation for 
the work stated in said account. Also, that the 
resolution shall take effect from the passage there- 
of. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me to submit, without any re~ 
mark, an amendment to his joint resolution, and 
tet the House vote on the two? 

Mr. IIASKIN. I will hear it read. 

Mr. Howusron’s amendment was read, as fol- 
lows: : 


Strike out all after the words “ that hereafter,” in the 
third line, and add the following: 

The Superintendent of Public Printing shall advertise In 
three of the principal newspapers in the city of Washing- 
ton, for at least. ten days before the meeting of each and 
every Congress, that the printing of both Houses of Con- 
gress, and of the Executive Departments, will be let outon 
the first day of the approaching session, for the tenn of two 
years, to such practical printer or printers as shall offer to 
execute it—the Government furnishing the paper, as now- 
for the grt st per centum off the prices fixed by the print- 
ing law passed August 26, 1852, and shall give sufficient se- 
curity that it shail be done promptly, and in style and man- 
ner equal, at least, to any printing ever executed for the 
United States by a Public Printer: Provided, ‘That, if the 
Superintendent shail think it best, he may Jet out the print- 
ing of the Exccutive Departments on a separate contract 5 
but the priuting of the two Houses of Congress shall be let 
out in oue contract, and the contractor or contractors shall 
charge once only for composition unless the type shall have 
been distributed before the other House ordered the same 
document to be printed for it. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That in case the con- 
tractor or contractors shall fail to execute the printing 
promptly, and in a workmanlike manner, it shall be the 
duty of the Superintendent of Public Printing to make a 
contract with te next lowest bidder or bidders who offered 
tu execute it, and showed a readiness and ability to do ity 
charging the defaulting printer or printers the difference be- 
tween his or their bid or bids, and the bid or bids of the 
contractor or contractors who shall undertake to doe. the 
printing in their stead. 

Sec. 3. And be it further resolved, That. so much of the 
printing law passed August 26, 1852, as does not conflict 
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with'this, shall yemain in force; and this joint resolation 
shall’ take’effect on, from, and after, the first day of the 
meeting of the Thitty-Seventh Congress. : 

i Mri “HASKIN. I cannot consent to accept 
that.amendment, and I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon my joint resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. . Ifthe gentleman will allow 
me, Iwill offer this as an addition to his, to take 
effect next Congress, and let-his apply to the pres- 
ent Congress, if he chooses. 

. Mr. HASKIN, That provides for an entirely 
different system—the contractsystom—which has 
been tried and failed. 

: The previous question. was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; and, under its oper- 
ation, the joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and, being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. i 

Mr. HASKIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the. joint resolution was passed; and also 
moved tolay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed. to. 


OFFICERS OF NEW ORLEANS MINT. 4 

Mr. WASHBURNE, ‘of Illinois, from the 
Committeeson Commerce, reported back the me- 
morial of B. F. Taylor and other officers of the 
mintat New Orleans, and asked that the same be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

It was so ordered. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois, also, from the 
same committec, presented a report on the subject 
of expenditure in the custom-houses; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

RALPH READER. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois, also, from the 
same committee, reported back the petition of 
Ralph. Reader, of Tjamilton county, Ohio, and 
asked that the committee be discharged from the 
farther consideration thereof, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

It was so ordered. 

PAQIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am directed, by the select 
committee on the Pacific railroad, to present a 
report. - I understand that if I do not report this 
morning, Twill have some opportunity of doing 
so to-morrow. If that be so, {will not take up 
the time of the House now. 

- The SPEAKER. That may not be so. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. Then, E ask to 
present the report. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
no misapprehension on the subject, E understand 
that the Chair rules that it may not be so. 

The SPEAKER. It isimpossible for the Chair 
to be anticipating the orders of the House. The 
committee Is now called; but whether it may be 
called to-morrow, the Chair cannot tell. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, Certainly, sir. No- 
body can tell what a day may bring forth. 
{Laughter.] I just wanted the gentleman not to 
be misled. 

The SPEAKER. It would be in the power of 
the House to excuse the gentleman from report- 
ing to-day, and give him leave to report to-mor- 
row, 

Mr. BRANCH. 


That there may be 


I endeavored to defeat the 


resolution under which these reports are being | 


made. I did not succeed; but I give notice now 
that I will defeat any of the effects of it that I can; 
and tho gentleman must report when his commit- 
tee is called, or not at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
sees that he has notice. 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; Iwill take notice accord- 


ingly. 

Wr. BINGHAM. I hope, if the gentleman is 
going to report, he will report at once, and not 
use up the morning hour. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will take up as little time as 
possible; ccrtainly no more than the subject de- 
serves. It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, 
that the whole matter of the Pacific railroad was 
before the House on a former occasion. Objec- 
dion was made to the bill because the parties 
named in the bill were not incorporated. ‘Lo ob- 
viate that objection, although the committee did 
not think it necessary, they unanimously agrecd 
to insert a clause by which no property or interest 
shall vest in the persons until they are incor- 
porated. The next point taken was, that if the 


persons were incorporated, still the mortgage 
which was-proposed might not bea proper lien on 
the Territories and States through which the road 
is to pass; ahd a provision has been also unani- 
mously adopted by the committee to obviate that 
objection, by requiring that, before any land or 
bondsshall beadvanced by the Government, bonds 
shall be given to the satisfaction of the Attorney 
General, and the mortgage recorded. After hav- 
ing thus, as the committee believes, obviated every 
objection made to the bill, and as the session is 
now drawing near to its close, and no provision 
seems to have been made by the Senate or the 
House to prolong it, it was agreed by the com- 
mittee that a very full discussion could not be had 
during the few days that remain of the session. 
Under these circumstances they desired me to re- 
port the bill to the House, and to’ask to have it 
postponed to a certain day in the next session. 
They do this with a hope that the bill shall be 
fairly considered by the President, and by Con- 
gress; for we have no desire that a bill of so much 
importance to the country should be acted on 
hastily, and without consideration. 

Mr. STANTON. What isthe matter before 
the Fouse? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
is making a report. 

Mr. STANTON, Well, I want him to make 
a report, but not to make a speech. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentieman to be presenting a report on the subject 
of the Pacific railroad. . 

Mr. STANTON. Well, let the gentleman send 
itup, and have it read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
whether it is in order 

Mr. CURTIS. [hope the gentleman will not 
interpolate these remarks in mine. J have but a 
few words to say. l have but to present this re- 
port with a resolution, and to ask for the passage 
of the resolution; and on that I call the previous 
question. There is no necessity for discussion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. All I ask is, that 
the gentleman will allow me to offer an amend- 
ment, and then let the whole go over. 

Mr. CURTIS. Icannot admit any amendments 
now; they would be out of order. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the matter of a Pacific railroad be post- 
poned till the third ‘Tuesday in December next; and that 
fifteen thousand copies of the bill, prepared by the commit- 
tee, and the report, be printed and enveloped for distribu- 
tion by the members of the House. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ulinois. I ask whether the 
resolution is susceptible of division, 

The SPEAKER. The latter part of the res- 
olution must go to the Committee on Printing 
under the rules. The other part is in order, to 
wit: to postpone the bill to the third Tuesday in 
December. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virgina. I again ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to allow me to put in my amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CURTIS. [believe there are one hundred 


l do not know 


| amendments to be proposed, and if I give the gen- 


Ueman the opportunity to offer his, } would have 
to give the same opportunity to all. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. But I am a mem- 
ber of the committee. 

Mr. CURTIS. [hope the gentleman will not 
insist. 

Mr. BRANCH. Irise to a question of order. 
Ido not wish to have the bill read. It would con- 
sume time unnecessarily; and f can, in two min- 
utes, get the information from the gentleman upon 
which I-wish to base my point of order. Does 
this bill provide for the issuing of bonds? 

Mr. CURTIS. It does. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then I make this point of 
order, to go over with the bill when it is post- 
poned: that the bill must receive its first consid- 
cration inthe Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 
may go over and be decided when the bill comes 
up aftcr its postponement. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will note the fact, | 
| that the point of order is made, but that it will be 


considered when the bill comes up. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 desire to under- 
stand what the proposition now is. 

Mr. CURTIS. i object to debate, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I am seeking to 
know how this matter stands. 


I make the point of order, that it į 


Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman is a member of 
the committee, and he ought to know all about it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam not going to 
make an argument. Į want to know what the 
proposition is. I understand it to be to postpone 
this question to a given day in the next session. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; and the previous 
questionis called on the motion to postpone, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, as soon`as 
the question of postponement is disposed of, I 
shall offer the amendment to the bill which I hold 
in my hand. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to. all amendments 
now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I desire to make an 
appeal to the gentleman from Iowa. If he does 
not allow gentlemen who desire.to offer amend- 
ments to present them, and have them go with the 
billand be printed, I shall vote against his motion. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well; Í cannot object to 
that. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to appeal to the 
gentleman from lowa to allow me to offer an ad- 
ditional section to his bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Has the pre- 
vious question been demanded ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 
ject to all debate. 

Mr. BURNETT. I am appealing to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to allow me to offer this as an 
additional section to the bill: 

Be it further enacted, That the individuals named in the 
first section of this act as grantees, shall not have privilege 
to become pecuniarily or personally interested in the sub- 
ject-watter of this contract, authorized by thisact; but shall 
hold said grants of land and credits as trustees only, and as 
commissioners for such incorporated companies as may 
build a railway to the Pacific along the direction of the 
line indicated by this act, and recognized under said con- 
tract. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me say one word. 

Mr. STANTON. If the previous question is 
to be insisted on, I object to one word. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment can be re- 
ceived, or debate allowed, pending the demand for 
the previous question. f 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to ask the 
ventlefan from lowa a question. 
Mr."WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

The question was taken on the resolution to 
postpone; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS. T move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER (misunderstanding the mo- 
tion,) put the question on laying the motion to 
reconsider on the table, and declared it carried. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 1 now ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to presentan amend- 
ment to the bill, and to have it printed. {Loud 
cries of“ Order!’ and ‘ Object !’7] 

The SPEAKER. There cannot be any amend- 
ments offered. The bill has been postponed. 

g Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I believe [ have the 
oor. 

The SPEAKER. No, the floor has not yet 
been given up by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave not yielded the floor. I 
desire to say to gentlemen who have amendments 
to offer, that I have no intention to cut off amend- 
ments. The bill will come up next session. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the 
House; it is not under consideration, and no 
amendments can be received. The House has 
postponed it till next session. 

Mr. CURTIS. One word. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Irise toa question 
of order. The confusion here is so great that I 
have not been able to ascertain what was the pur- 
port of the last motion put. 

The SPEAKER. It was a motion tolay upon 


Then [ ob- 


| the table a motion to reconsider the vote by which 


the bill was postponed. 

Mr. CURTIS, No, sir; that was not my mo- 
tion, I merely moved to reconsider, and not to 
lay upon the table, 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CURTIS. I merely wanted to enter the mo- 
tion, so that in case the session shall be extended, 
we can consider the bill, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, 
reconsider debatable? 


Is the motion to 
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The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I just wish to make 
a brief appeal to the House on this question. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave not yielded the floor to 
any man. ba 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
had no right to keep it. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Virginia is in order. 

Mr. CURTIS. By what rule is he in order? 
Lunderstand I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
‘gentleman from Iowa to make his motion, and 
take his seat. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave not yielded the floor. I 
have tried to retain it. : 

The SPEAKER, The Chair tried to keep the 
floor for the gentleman, but had to give it up. 
{Laughter.] “No man could try harder. {Re- 
newed laughter.] But when the gentleman tool 
his scat, the Chair assigned the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. As soon as I can 
get the attention of the House, I will go on. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave not taken my seat. I 
have stood here ever since the committee was 
called. Linsist that I have the floor, and the gen- 
tleman from Virginia cannot wrest it from me. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call the gentle- 
man from lowa to order. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman is out of order 
himself; and he knows it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I say it is not so. 
(Great laughter and confusion.] 

Mr. CURTIS. ‘I say it is; and I call the gen- 
tleman to order, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 
must not so charge. — * 

Mr. CURTIS. Ido so charge. 

Tho SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
thegentieman from Virginia is entitled to be heard 
now, and then the floor will be assigned to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GRAIG, of Missouri. I rise toa question 
of order. The gentleman made his motion to re- 
consider and remained without taking his scat, 
for I was standing near him, and I can testify to 
thatfact. The floor was then assigned to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, the gentleman from lowa 
still remaining standing. I submit, therefore, that 
if the motion to reconsider is debatable at all, the 
gentleman from Lowa is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call the gentle- 
man from Missouri to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly under- 
stood the gentleman from Jowa to yield the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ob no, sir; I did not yield the 
floor, I had no such idea. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Now, sir, if 
the gentleman from Virginia does not go on with 
his remarks, without farther delay, I think he 
ought to lose his right to the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I will proceed, if 
gentlemen will allow me, Ido not propose to go 


But the gentleman 


Itis debatable, and the gen- i 


into any general discussion of the question; but | 


what I propose to say is this: l presume the 
House means to do right, and so presuming, I 
shall act. ‘The Chair will remember, and the 
House will remember, that the gentleman made 
his report, and asked to havo fifty thousand extra 
copies printed, of the bill which he reported. 
Now, if it was important that the particular proj- 
ect of the gentleman from Lowa should go out in 
so multitudinous aform, it is also proper that the 


views of the other members of the committee on. 


the subject should go to the country accompany- 
ing it. What I have proposed, therefore, is that 
the motion to reconsider shall be agreed to; and 
that all the propositions coming from the members 
of the committee, shall go together to be printed. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. [rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I submit that, this matter having 
been postponed, there is nothing before the House 
which is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the mo- 
tion to reconsider is, to a certain extent, debatable. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia a single question. Iam not 
in the habit of interrupting gentlemen; but I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Virginia if an order 
has not already been adopted by the House under 
which all bills reported by members of the com- 
mittee may beprinted? The gentleman can, there- 


fore, report his proposition, and have it printed 
whenever he may please. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. That order has ex- 
hausted itself, as | understand it. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that the order has 
already been made to have my proposition go 
with that of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HINDMAN. The gentleman misunder- 
stands me. What I intended to say was, that 
while we have no possible objection to the minor- 
ity of the committee submitting their bills and 
having them printed, as they have done the whole 
session, we do not want them submitted to go 
with our bill, for their propositions ‘are no part of 
the report of the committee, and we do not want 
theirs printed with the report of the committec. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I know precisely 
what the gentleman wants, and now if my friends 
will not interrupt me further, I will go on and 
finish my remarks. I desire to state what my 
purpose is precisely. I desire to have the prop- 
osition to postpone reconsidered. Then I propose 
that all the amendments which may be proposed 
shall come in, and that propositions to print the 
same number of all of them shall go together to 
the Committee on Printing. If the gentleman 
wants fifty thousand printed, let that number of 
all the reports be printed in the same document. 

Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say that to give publicity to all these proposi- 
tions, would require a book to be published, that 
would amountto a large volume. Now, I desire 
that an extra number of the report of the commit- 
tee may be printed; but to send forth to the coun- 
try so voluminous a document in large numbers, 
as all these individual propositions would require, 
is another and entirely different thing. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. In other words, the 
gentleman has no bowels of affection for anything 
that is not the creature of his own production, 
He will recognize only his own offspring. 

Mr. CURTIS. The offspring of the commit- 
tee, not mine. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. [call the gentleman 
to order. What sort of manners is that? [Laugh- 
we I did not yield the floor. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
Task this Elouse to reconsider this question so far 
as to allow these amendments to come in, and then 
let them go with the bill reported by the gentleman 
from lowa. 

Mr. REAGAN. By the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, I desire to say that I have 
one or two amendments which I have prepared, 
and wish to have come in as separate sections of 
the bill reported by the gentleman from Iowa, 
containing qualifications which 1 believe are ne- 
cessary to prevent this great enterprise, for which 
it is proposed to donate $100,000,000 from the 
Treasury, from becoming a mere fund for private 
speculation. I desire to submit these amendments 
that they may be printed, and considered in con- 
nection with the bill reported by the majority of 
the committee. f 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. My proposition 
would embrace the amendments of the gentleman. 
But, sir, I should not have detained the House 
for more than a minute, if I had not been inter- 
rupted. I desire to say simply, in reply to the 
remark of the gentleman from Towa that he docs 
not want this volume to be so voluminous, that I 
hopř he is not afraid of having his own bantling 
overlaid; and he certainly is not seized with such 
a fit of economy just now as to object to iton the 
ground of the cost of printing. 

Mr.MAYNARD. I rise toa question of order. 
I do not think this motion is debatable to the ex- 
tent that is being indulged in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion 
to reconsider is debatable. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the gentleman 
had been listening to what was going on he would 
have ascertained what the proposition was, and 
would have known that it was debatable. Now, 
sir, Lhave stated my whole purpose in making 
this motion; and I now move the previous ques- 
tion upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CURTIS. I certainly do not think it 
would be proper to print so large a number of so 
voluminous agdocument; and T move to lay the 
motion to re€onsider on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM, from the select 


‘lar committees again. - 


| the question 


committee on Senate bill No: 35, to a olish<th 


franking privilege, reported: back the b i 
recommendation that it do not pass; ‘aiid moved 
that it be postponed until the third “Tuesday in 


‘December next, and that the majority and minor- 


ity reports be printed. ; 5 ; 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not know, how this re- 
port comes before the House. TY understood. the 
Chair to have passed the select committees inthe 
call, and to have commenced the call of the regu- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has heer inthe 


l'habit of returning in the call when a gentleman 


states that he has allowed the call of his commit- 
tee to pass by inadvertence. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ichange.the time 
to the fourth Tuesday in December.. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to postpone the consideration of the bill 
until the next session of Congress; and the Clerk 
will report the bill. peice ae 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: -..: 

‘An act (S. No. 35) to abolish the franking 

rivilege. ` 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman’s motion, I 
understand, embodies the proposition that the 
majority and minority rgports shall be filed with 
the améndments to the bill and be printed? 

The SPEAKER. It is so understood. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his motion to postpone, and 
let us have a vote upon it now, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. No, sir; not.at ail. 
I want the report printed, and I desire to discuss 
; and I want the country to únder- 
stand it, Nothing has been said upon the subject, 
except against it. : 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not agree with the ma- 


jority of the committee with reference to this bill; 


but { sce that we cannot have action upon it now. 
The report has not been printed, and therefore I 
agree to the proposition that its consideration 


shall be postponed. 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. L/ 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN, `I rise to a privileged mo- 
tion. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union in order to continue the consideration of: 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Crawrorp in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the Senate amendments to the bill 
of the House (No, 215) making appropriations 
for the current and contingént expenses of the En- 
dian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1861; the question being on theeighty- 
fourth amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

For payment of improvements of the Indians west of the 
Cascade mountains, the Nez Perces, the Flatheads, the 
Yakamas, which may have to be abandoned in ‘conse- 
quence of certain treaty stipulations with them, and for 
surveys of reservations to which they are to be removed, 
$55,000. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I move to 
amend by adding one dollar to the appropriation. 
When this bill was under consideration of the 
committee, a few evenings since, Í made a brief 
explanation of this amendment. There was then 
barely a quorum present; and Lavail myself of 
this occasion, with a full committee, to call their 
attention to a few facts connected with this amend- 
ment, ‘There are two distinct objects to be ac- 
complished by it. First, the payment of Indian 
improvements. Task for the passage of this ap- 
propriation, because, Ly the express provision of 
a treaty, it is guarantied that the Indians shall be 
paid for such improvements. This is the pro- 
vision: 

“4nd provided, Thatany substantial improvements here- 
tofore made by any Indian, such as fields inclosed and cul- 
tivated, and houses erected upon the lands hereby ceded, 
and whieh he may be compelled to abandon in consequence 
of this treaty, shall be valued under the direction of the 
President of the United States, and payment made therefor 
in money, or improvements of an equal value be made for 
said Indian upon the reservation ; and no Indian will be 
required to abandon the improvements aforesaid; now oc- 
cupied by him, until their value in money, Or improve- 
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es 


ments of an equa) value, shall be furnished him as afore- | 
a er a | 
<. Here is atreaty which.any gentleman may ex- 
aihine, the express provisions. of which are that 
“the Indians shall be paid for these improvements. 
I désire® to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that these Indians are semi-civilized ; that 
they have made substantialimprovements. Those 
east of the Cascade mountains have, for the last 
twelve ‘years, been. accustomed to raise crops of 
wheatand corn, They have.theirinclosures with 
cultivated. fields. - They have oxen and plows, 
and they use them in the cultivation of their land. 
They have also set out fruit trees. They are the 
owners of horses and cattle, When these In- 
diaus go upon the reserves they will be compelled 
to abandon all these improvements, and the treaty 
makes it incumbent upon the Governmentto pay 
for them. ~ : 

The second item is for surveying the reserva- 
tions. “This duty also is incumbent upon the 
Government by express treaty stipulation. The 
Indians are now being removed. Kastof the Cas- 
cade mountains there are three large reserves;one 
ofsix thousand square miles, one of two thousand 
square miles, and one of fifteen or sixteen hun- 
dred squate miles. The white people are now 
upon the verge of these reserves. It is the policy 
of our Government to cultivate good feeling and 
to avoid collisions, and it is upon the borders of 
these reserves, the lines not yct being ascertained, 
where the white men and the red men are most 
likely to come into collision. It is to preventthis 
that it is necessary that the lines should ke ascer- 
tained. 

In regard to the Nez Perces, it was only yes- | 
terday that I received a letter informing me that 
the whites had already encroached upon the lands 
of that tribe, or were in good faith locating their 
homes at points claime by the Indians to be 
within their reserves, but believed by the settlers | 
to be without the reserves: There is the most 
urgent necessity for all these reserves to be run 
out, so far as they are in contiguity with the white 
settlements. 

West of the. Cascade mountains there are no 
less than thirteen reservations, and all of them 
ace surrounded by white settlers; and I am in- 
formed, by letters received from day to day, that 
these reseryes are already being encroached upon. 
I présent the facts to this committee, knowing the 
necessity for this appropriation. 

Mr.. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committce of Ways and 
Means to this fact: the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has urged upon him and his committee 
the paramount importance of this appropriation, 
and an estimate for it was contained in the special 
estimates, because, as the Commissioner declares, 
it was overlooked in the regular estimates. í 

(Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 


The committee here informally rose, and re- 
ceived a message from the Senate, by Mr. Par- 
10N, one of their clerks, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a resolution suspend- | 
ing the 16th and 17th joint rules of the two Houses i 
for the remainder of the session; in which he was | 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amend- | 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill | 
of the Senate entitled. “An act to amend an act | 
to ascertain and settle private land claims in the 
State of California,” passed March 3, 1857. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the second 
amendnient, and disagreed to the first amend- 
ment of the House, to the bill of the Senate (No. 
464) to amend an act in addition to the acts pro- 
hibiting the slave trade. 

The committee then resumed its session, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will briefly reply to the | 
gentleman, though I do not wish to weary the 
committee. In the opinion of the Committee of i 
Ways.and Means, the amount estimated for was 
totally out of all proportion to the services to be 
rendered. Iso stated the other day. The idea 
of appropriating $55,000 to pay for improvements 
made. by a band of wild Indians, when we have 
already made appropriations for building new 
buildings, when we have appropriated for new 
reserves, and for all expenses connected with 
them—the idea of appropriating $55,000 to pay į 
for improvements, when we have.no document to | 


£ 


E ; g : | 
show that they are of any value, is asking a little | 


too much. It seems to me that to appropriate 
$55,000 to survey these Indian. reserves, a little 
strip of land west of the Cascade mountains, is 
out of all proportion to the service to. be ren- | 
dered, i 

Why, sir, the appropriations for the Washing- 
ton and#Oregon Indians are now so large that I 
think it would be better to take those Indians, 
quarter them at the St. Nicholas hotel, and keep 
them there, There was $500,000 for their benefit 
in the deficiency bill, and I do not know how much 
in this. It seems to me that we are deficient in 
information upon this matter. {here was no reg- 
ular estimate. Itwag not submitted to us by the | 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is sdfd that if was 
overlooked. How it came to be overlooked I do 
not understand. i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I withdraw 
my amendment and submit another, merely to 
give me an opportunity to say a few words. Ido 
not wish to weary the committee, but am doing 
what I think my duty. My frieud of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means has got the same in- 
formation in reference to these items that he has 
in reference to every or any item of the appropri- 
ation bill to which he has given his sanction. Ele 
has the estimates of the Department, and they 
are founded upon the estimates of the Indian of- 
ficers upon that coast; and Lhave yet to learn 
that any successful attempt has been made to call 
in question their integrity or judgment. You and 
I know very well that two commissioners have 
been sent out to that country to inquire into the 
way matters have been managed there, and the 
report of these commissioners shows that they | 
were managed with integrity, efficiency, and econ- 
omy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would inquire of the gen- | 
tleman whether there are not now pending charges 
against one of the Indian agents in that country, 
and whether the question of his removal is not 
now under consideration ? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, No, sir; there 
is nothing of that kind. 

My friend states that these Indians are wild 
Indians, ‘The gentleman ought to know that they 
are semi-civilized; and that they have made ex- 
tensive improvements, 

The gentleman speaks of small reservations. 
Why, they are as large as the four States of Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, Delaware, and New Jersey. 
There are the same reliable estimates for the In- 
diana there at the Department of the Interior that 
there arc in regard to every other item in the bill. 
I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was taken on the eighty-fourth 
amendment; and it was non-concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


The committee rose informally. : 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Eh- 
rolled Bills, reported that that committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled an act (S. No. 
14) for the relief of Francis Dainese, and a reso- 
lution (S. No. 43) to correct a clerical error in the 
actapproved May 4, 1860, for the relief of Stewart 
McGowan; when the Speaker signed the same. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—AGAIN. 
The committee resumed its session. 


Righty-fifth amendment of the Senate: 


For insurance, transportation, and the necessary expenses 
of delivery of annuities, goods, and provisions to Yakamas, 
Ftatheads, and Nez Perces, for the years ending 80th June, 
1860, and 30th June, 1861, $42,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I move to ! 
amend, by increasing the amount one dollar, 
This appropriation is also called for in the treaty, 


i 


items in the bill, under the head of “ miscella- 
neous:”* 


For insurance, transportation, and necessary expenses of 
he delivery of Pawnee, Ponca, and Yancton Sioux annu- 
ty goods and provisions, $10,000, 

Fot insurance, transportation, and necessar 
the delivery of annuities and provisions to the Indian tides 
in Minnesota and Michigan, $20,350 62. 

For expenses of trausportion, and d slivery of annuity 
goods to the Blackfoot Indians tor the year, $17,000. 


et 


y expenses of 


ppropriation is expressly 
led for under the terms of the treaty that I have 


Mr. SHERMAN, The only question js as to 
the amount. Undoubtedly, that stipulation in 
the treaty requires th» appropriation of: some 
amount; but we are not satisfied that the sum of 
$42,000 is necessary, We have called upon the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for further esti- 
matcs,and by the time the bill goes to a commit- 
tee of conference, he will have reported. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. J desire the 
attention of the chairman of the Committes of 
Ways and Means to the fact that for these three 
tribes the expenditure isnot an annual one. We 
pay the first year one third of the whole sum stip- 
ulated in the treaty to be paid in twenty years. 
We pay $176,000 out of $520,000; so one third is 
paid the first year, and the remaining two thirds 
j is distributed through nineteen years. In this 
fact he will see a solution of- the difficulty about 
this large expenditure. 

The question was taken on the cighty-fifth 
amendment; and it was non-concurred in. 

Highty-sixth amendment: ' 

For the first of five installments due and payable to the 
Yakama nation, for the year ending the 30th of June, 1860, 
per fourth article of treaty of 9th of June, 1855, $19,000, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

' Highty-scventh amendment: 

For the first of five installments due and payable to the 
Nez Pereces Indians, for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1860, per fourth article of treaty of Lith June, 1855, $10,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighty-cighth amendment: 


For the payment of each of the head chiefs of the Piat- 
head, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d’Oreilies tribes, for tho 
year ending the 30th June, 1860, per filth article of treaty of 
16th July, 1855, $1,000. ` 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighty-ninth amendment: 


For the payment of each of the head chiefs of the Flat- 
head, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d' Oreilles tribes for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1861, per fifth article of treaty of 
16th July, 1855, $1,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means retom- 
mended concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Ninetieth amendment: 

Yor Joss and destruction of property of citizens of Min- 
nesota and Iowa, at Spirit lake, in the year 1857, by Ink- 
pa-du-tali’s band of Sioux Indians, aceruing under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress, approved 30th June, 1834, 
$16,679 97: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
shall first cause the true amounts of such losses of prop- 
erty to be investigated and adjusted in a manner satisfac- 

‘tory to him, and the amounts so ascertained shall be pai 
to the claimants, respectively, in full satisfaction thereof. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move to amend the 


f 


in which there is this clause: 

* Nor shall the cost of transporting the goods and annuity 
ents be a charge on the annuitants, but shall be de- 
yed by the United States? 

The practical effect of the rejection of this 
amendment will be that the annuity goods cannot 
be transported into the Indian country from the 
places where they are purchased. There are no 
funds applicable to the purpose, either from spe- 
gial appropriations for Washington or Oregon, or 
from general appropriagions for the Indian service. 
Let niecall the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to the following | 


| amendment of the Senate, by increasing the 
| amount one doliar, This amendment of the Sen- 
ate went, perhaps necessarily, to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, but itis very obvious that 
that committee could not have had time to ex- 
amine it, and hence their recommendation that 
the House non-concur. This appropriation is 
based upon a recommendation of the Indian de- 
partment. Itis for a claim which arises under the 
Indian intercourse act of 1834. This massacre 
and oss of property at Spirit lake, in 1857, isa 
matter of historical notoriety. Some fifty persons 
were killed, and a large amount of property was 


< come out of the Indian country into territory oc- 


: 


2 


‘provide supplies for the Army and Navy. 
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destroyed. The claimants, in pursuance of. the i 
requirements of the act of 1834, proceeded to take 
proof, exhibiting the value ofthe property lost, 
and filed it with the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, in order that he might adjudicate and pay 
the amount as required by the act of 1834. The 
Commissioner says that he cannot pay for this 
property without an appropriation. He has ap- 
peared before the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and has urged that this appropriation be made. 
This whole case has been before that committee 
during the present session,and a bill has been 
reported recommending the payment of this 
identical amount. Tbe Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has the proofs before him. It is his duty 
to estimate the value of the property destroyed, 
and to pay for it; but he cannot do it unless the 
supplies are furnished him. 

ow, I know very well that the act of 1834 is | 
not well undcrstood by the members of the House. | 
| 
I 


It was partially repealed atthe last session of Con- 
gress, but the repeal was not designed to affect 
claims which existed at the time the act was re- | 
pealed. The Indian intercourse act of 1834 pro- | 
vides that whenever property is destroyed belong- 
ing to persons lawfully in the Indian country, or | 
whenever Indians shall go from the Indian coun- |} 
try into portions of country occupied by our own 
people, and there destroy property, itis expressly | 
stipulated by the Government that compensation 
shall be madc to the claimant, provided always | 
that he will not seek redress himself. The very | 
object of the law—which has been the policy of j 
the country for thirty years—was to prevent In- 
dian wars along the frontier, which must inevi- 
tably follow if each person who lost property was 
to become the avenger of his own wrongs. This 
is a simple statement of the whole case; and the 
Government is as much bound by the act of 1834 j| 
to make compensation for this property as itis to 


Now, it is due to candor that I should state 
that these Indians have annuities, and the Com- 
missioner has not seen proper to withhold this 
amount from the annuities, because it was alleged 
that this outrage was committed by an outlawed 
band, and that the more civilized portion of the 
tribe had repudiated their conduct, and, after the 
massacre at Spirit lake, had pursued those out- 
Jaws,and murderedsomeof them. Now,theCom- | 
missioner says that it would be wrong to with- 
hold from the entire tribe the amount of their 
annuities to pay for property destroyed by an j 
outlawed band, and at atime when the outlaws 
had been repudiated and some of them slain by 
the Sioux, of whom the offending Indians were a 
tribal part. 

{Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ten- || 
nessce is correct in one remark which he made, |! 
that this amendment should not have gone to the | 
Committee of Ways and Means. We ought not | 
to have considered this matter. The Committee , 
ön Indian Affairs ought properly to have had itin | 
charge. 1 will state briefly why the Committee | 
of Ways and Means disagreed to this amend- 
ment. 'The Spirit lake country is a surveyed 
country, in which the Indian tide has been ex- | 
tinguished, and in which our citizens havea right 
to settle, ‘These persons were settled, and had 
commenced their improvements. This band of 
the Sioux Indians, severed, as they were, from 
the main tribe, committed these depredations 
upon our citizens. The only question is, whether į 
ör not the Government of the United States is re- 
sponsible for depredations committed by Indian 
tribes upon citizens outside of the Indian country. 
T believe it has been heretofore settled in the neg- 
ative. 

-Mr. ETHERIDGE. The gentleman will allow 
ie to correct him, The intercourse act expressly 

rovides that where property is destroyed belong- | 
ing to white persons lawfully in the Indian coun- | 
try, or where Indians go into any of the Statesor | 
Territories of the Union, among ourown people, 
and there commit depredations, in either event 
the Government pledges itself to pay for that 
property, if the party injured does not seek tore- | 
dress himself; and the only restriction is, that if 
they go to the Indian department for relief, they 
must apply within three years; but, in any event, 
the Government guaranties, eventual indemnity, 
süd it makes no difference whether the Indians, 


} obtain satisfaction for the injury ; and in the mean time, in 


| twenty dollars. 
| occurred is in the northwest corner of Iowa, near 
i the southwest corner of Minnesota. 


|; Ink-pah-da-tah’s-band massacred the entire settle- 


| if the Indian tribe committing the depredation was | 

iy 3 } i Yo igt 
in amity with the United States. And here is the 

| difference between this and the Georgia and Ala- 


cupied by our own people, or the depredations are 
committed while our citizens are lawfully in the 
Indian country. There is no difference in that 
respect, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee understands the intercourse act differently 
from what I do,and I have heard itdiscussed often. 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
permit me to have the law read? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will read it, 
follows: 


t Sec. 17. And he it further enacted, That if any India or 
Indians, belonging to any tribe in amity with the United 
States, shall, within the Indian country, take or destroy the 
property of any person lawfully within such country, or 
shall pass from the Indian country into any State or Ter- 
ritory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there 
take, steal, or destroy, any horse, horses, or other property, 
belonging to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, 
such citizen or inhabitant, his representative, attorney, or 
agent, may make application to the the proper superin- 
tendent, agent, ur sub-agent, who, upon being furnished 
with the necessary documents and proofs, shall, under di- 
rection of the President, make application to the nation or 
tribe to which said indian or Indians shall belong, for sat- 
istaction; and if such mation or tribe shalt neglect or refuse 
to make satisfaction in a reasonable time, not exceeding 
twelve months, it shali be the duty of such superintendent, 
agent, orsub-agent, to make return of his doings to the Com- 
missioner of fudian Affairs, that such further steps may be 
taken asshall be proper, in the opinion of the President, to 


It is a 


respect to the property so taken, stolen, or destroyed, the 
United States guaranty to the party so injured an eventual 
indemnification: Provided, hat if such injured party, his 
representative, attorney, or agent, shail in any way violute 
any of the provisions of this act, by seeking or attempting 
to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, he shall forfeit all 
claim upon the United States for such indemnification.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have always understood 
the provision of law to be that the Government 
would use all its power to compel the Indians to 
pay for these depredations out of their annuities. 

hat is the principle on which we acted in reject- 
ing the Georgia and Alabama claims, and I tell 
the gentleman now that if this claim is allowed, 
we cannot in equity and justice refuse to pay the 
Georgia and Alabama claims which were defeated 
in the last Congress, because we have already 
construed the law to mean that the United States 
could compel, by withholding the annuities, the 
Indians themselves to pay for depredations com- 
mitted by them on our citizens. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will state that the con- 
struction has always been that the Government 
grants the indemnity whether there are annuitics 
or not. 

Mr. GROW. I propose to reduce the amount 
I offer the amendment simply for 
the purpose of enabling me to state the facts of this 
case. ‘The point where the Spirit lake massacre 


A few set- 
tlers had gone there and erected their houses. 


ment, consisting of fifty-one or fifty-two persons, | 
and carried four women into captivity. Now, do 

these facts come under the non-intercourse law? | 
If so, the Government is bound to pay for the | 
property destroyed. The section just read by the 
gentleman from Tennessee showed that the Gov- 
ernment is bound to pay for property so destroyed 


bama case. The chairman [Mr. Crawrorp] | 
shakes his head. Well, sir, E will not assume any 
facts in reference to that case.. If the depreda- 
tions were committed by Indians at peace with 
this Government, then the Government ought to 
pay the claims. If they were in a state of hos- 
tilities, then the Government ought not to pay 
them. In this particular case, however, there was | 
no question that these Indians were in a state of | 
peace with the Government. 

The non-intercourse act provided that when- 
ever Indians, in a state of peace with the Govern- 
ment, destroyed property belonging to persons 
legally in the Indian country, or where Indians | 
in amity with the Government go into any State 
or Territory beyond their reservations and com- 
mit depredations, the Government guarantics the 
pay. The gentieman from Ohio assumes that the 

ay must always come out of the annuities of the 
Tadians. Upon that point, 1 beg to read a part 
of the section of the non-intercourse act which 


long receive an annuity from the United States, such claim. 

shall, at the next payment ofthe annuity; be deducted. 
therefrom and paid to the party-injured pand if noannuity, 
is paid from the Treasury of the United States: Provided, 

That nothing herein contained’ shall prevent the legal an: . 
prehension’ and punishment ‘of any ‘Indians having: so 
offended.” A SLA Piciny 

Now, it will be seen by this provision that the 
Government guaranties indemnity for all’ sich 
operty taken, stolen, and destroyed. The Com=- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, in this case, recog 
nized the obligation of the Government, but, froni 
the circumstances of the case, could’ not take it 
from the annuities of the Indians; and there “was 
no fund. of the Governmentouvof which he could 
pay it. ; Cay 

Now, sir, I repeat that this is a clear case, com- 
ing under the non-intercourse act. These settlerg 
had a right to be there, because it was not Indian 
country. They had settled upon-lands to which. 
the Indian title was extinguished. © The Indiang 
werein amity with the United States. They massa- 
ered the whole settlement; and there was no means, 
therefore, by which the settlers could, if they 
had been disposed, chastise the Indians. These 
claimants have complied with everything that the 
law requires; and I think the obligation of the 
Government to pay this money is complete.’ F 
withdraw the amendment, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I object totis 
withdrawal of the amendment. J doit for thé 
purpose of asking the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs a question. I want to: know 
whether there was proof before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs that these people, who are now 
seeking payment for their losses, complied with 
the law of 1634 in all respects? : Lask him if they 
refused to take the law into their own aids? =` 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. They were all massas 
ered, and there were none left to take vengeance 
upon the Indians. The only revenge that was 
taken was done by the friendly portion of the 
tribe, who pursued and killed part of the Ink-pah- 
du-tah band who committed the depredations. 
They were a band of the Sioux Indians. 

Mr. GROW. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
I will explain the matter, This massacre took 
place about sixty miles from Fort Ridgely. A 
military company stationed there proceeded after 
these Indians, in order to bring back the captives. 
As I said, there were four women taken captives. 
Two were killed, and the other two were brought 
back. There was no attempt made by these peo- 
ple to take revenge, for there were none of. the 
settlement left. Rane 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will state that the in- 
jured parties proceeded to take proof, as required 
under the intercourse act of 1834, That proof is 
now on file in the Indian bureau, but the Com- 
missioner cannot pay, because he has. not the 
money, and he wishes to take further testimony, 
because he thinks he can scale the claims so as to 
reduce the amount. 

Mr. GROW, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [move to increase the amount 
twenty-five dollars. Ido it for the purpose of 
simply saying that I have here in my hand all the 
proofs that have been filed in the Indian depart- 
ment. These parties have complied with the law 
in every respect. I withdraw my amendment. ` 

Mr. VANDEVER. I propose to amend. by 
increasing the amount twenty dollars. [Cries of 
“Question!’’] I do not desire to detain the com- 
mittee; but as many of the parties who are inter- 
ested in this claim are my constituents, I wish to 
make an explanation for the purpose of removing 
an impression, which seems to prevail to a certain 
extent, that this band was in amity with the Uni- 
ied States. They are a part of the Sioux tribe of 
! Indians, or they may have been outlaws from 
their own particular tribe. They were not a por- 
tion of any other tribe, and_the remainder of the 
tribe was in amity with the United States. I hope 
it is unnecessary for me, under the circumstances, 
to extend these observations. If itis necessary, 
there are many other facts in my possession which 
would demonstrate that these parties are clearly 
entitled to the consideration of the Government 
at this time. Twill only make this additional 
remark, that the amount recommended by the 
Indian Committee is insignificant in comparison 


Orn! 


the genticman from Tennessee did not read. This | 
is the provision of law: | 
¢¢ And if the nation or tribe to which such tribe may be- | 


with the injuries inflicted upon these settlers; bat 
I hope there will be no hesitation in granuing them 
this small relief. : ; 
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“Mr. REAGAN. I donot intend to interpose 
any objection to this claim. 1 only wish to call 
patticular attention to-it, because 1 intend to use 
itas a precedent in future. I wish to say that 
šo far as this particular band is concerned, it 
was not recognized by the Sioux as a portion of 
their tribe, but was.a band which had been out- 
lawed. : 


Mr. GROW.. These Indians had received their | 


annuities, as. I understand it, up to that very 
time, as a portion of the body of the Sioux In- 
dians. ‘ l R 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman is simply mis- 
taken in that. 

Mr. GROW. I am not mistaken. 1 was in 
that Indian country at the time. They may not 
have received their annuitics directly from the 
Indian agent. It may have been an arrangement 
by which the tribe divided the money among 
themselves; but this Ink-pah-du-tah band received 
a portion of the annuities paid by the Govern- 
ment up to that very year. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do,not pretend to speak 
with exact accuracy. My recollection is, that 
they were not recognized as a portion of the Sioux 
Indians in amity with the United States. They 
may. have received their annuities on certain oc- 
casions, but they werc cntirely hostile to the 
whites, and they were regarded by the Indians 
themselves as outlaws. I say I do not object to 
these claims, though I think that they do not 
come strictly within the spirit of the intercourse 
law, from the fact that this band wasnot ina state 
of peace with the United States. The ground 
upon which this claim is to be allowed, if under 
the intercourse act, is upon the ground that the 
main body of the tribe was in amity with the 
United States, while this band of Indians was 
hostile to it, 

Mr, VANDEVER. They were living with the 
main body of the Sioux all the time, and were in 
close intimacy with them every day. 

Mr. REAGAN. But I understand that the 
friendly portion of the band would not permit 
them, on several occasions, to come in and have 
a portion of the annuity. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Flandreau, the Indian agent, 
paid them all the year before. 

Mr, REAGAN. They were sometimes paid, 
but it was not common for them to be paid. 

I withdraw my amendment. 


Mr. CLOPTON. I move the following amend- 
ment: 

After the word “cents,” in Hine thirteen hundred and 
eighty-six, insert the following: 

And for the loss and destruction of property of cilizens of 
Georgia and Alabama, by the depredations of the Creek 
Indians, in 1886, 1837, and 1838, the sum of $342,000. 

I move the amendment for the purpose of re- 
imbursing to the citizens of Georgia and Alabama 
the losses they sustained during the years men- 
tioned in the amendment. It is known, perhaps, 
to all the members of this House that this claim 
has been, in some respects, before the Congress 
of the United States for several years past. A 
word or two in referencce to the character of the 
claim. In 1824 and 1825, by a treaty made with 
the Indians within the limits of Georgia, they 
were removed to what is known as the Creek 
country of Alabama. The Government failed to 
make provision to protect the citizens of Alabama, 
and the troops then stationedat Fort Mitchell were 
also removed. At the outbreak of the difficulty 
with the Indians, the Governor of the State of 
Alabama raised a regiment of State troops for the 
purpose of protecting the citizens from the hos- 
tility of the Indians, and that regiment was dis- 
banded by the order of the Executive. 

Mr. CURTIS. I rise toa point of order. I 
suppose that the gentleman will perceive that these 
depredations do not relate to the law upon which 
we are now acting. We are trying to execute the 
law of 1834. This matter in reference to Geor- 
gia was long before that. At any rate, it does 
not come under the law of 1834; and I insist that 
the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the gentleman insists upon 
his point of order for the reason he has stated, he 
must recollect that this is not a strict application 
of the law of 1834; and I cannot permit the objec- 
tion to go upon that ground, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think we should 
allow this amendment; and therefore, I insist upon 
the point of order which has been made. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. ^ 


| The amendment of the Senate was then agreed 


to. 

Ninety-first amendment: 

Insert the following: 

For the purchase and transportation of provisions and 
presents, and to meet expenses necessary in holding a coun- 
cil witb the Red Lake and Red River Chippewas, in the State 
~of Minnesota, for the extinguishment of their title to lands 
fn that State, said Indians numbering about two thousand 
sow, $10,000: Provided, That the goods purchased in 1858 
for the Yanctonnais band of Sioux, the reception of which 
was declined by them, may be used in the negotiations with 
the said Chippewas of Red lake and Ked river. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. With the consent of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 1 offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to be added to that amend- 
ment: 

For payment to Merritt S. Young, for onc hundred and 
forty thousand rations for subsistence furnished to emigra- 
ting Pottawatomies, Chippewas, and Ottowas, in 1852, un- 
dera contract with the Indian department, and allowed by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $9,620. 

“I have not much faith that thisamendment will 
be adopted because it is exactly right; but if the 
committee will hear me for a moment, 1 think 
they will be convinced thatit ought to be adopted. 

The amendment is to pay for an estimate made 
by the Indian department, and to pay a debt 
which this Government contracted to pay in 1852. 
It is for one hundred and forty thousand rations 
furnished the emigrating Pottawatomies, Chippe- 
was, and Ottowas, at the low rate of seven and six 
sevenths cents perration. The department could 
not pay it because it had not a dollar of money 
with which to liquidate it; and the contractor has 
never received a cent on the contract. I have a 
statement of the department showing that the ra- 
tions were furnished according to the contract; 
and he has been without a dollar of the money 
since 1852. The Committee on Indian Affairs 
had the matter under consideration, and they 
unanimously agreed to report in favor of the 
amount. here is, indeed, nothing for this com- 
mittee to deliberate upon, as the man furnished 
the rations according to contract; and the Com- 
missioner states that the proof is upon file in the 
office. ‘I'he Commitee of Waysand Means con- 
sented that I might offer the amendment; and I 
hope thatthe House will agree to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I raise no objection to this 
amendment; but I wish to state that there are a 
great many applicants for private relief as meri- 
toriousas this. These persons are probably enti- 
tled to the amount proposed in the amendment, 
but it is in the nature of an application for private 
relief upon a gencral appropriation bill. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. 1 would not have offered 
the amendment, except with the permission of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Texas object? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not make a point of 
order upon the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I offer an amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the amendment just 
adopted: 

At the end of the section add the following: 

For the purchase and transportation of provisions and 
presents, aud to mect expenses in holding a council with 
the Arapahoe and Cheyenne Indians south of the Platte, 
east of the Rocky Mountains, and north of the Arkansas 
river, for the extinguishment of their titles to lands in the 
region around Pike’s Peak, the sum of $35,000, 

I find that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
has recommended this appropriation forthe Chey- 
ennes and Arapahoes in the neighborhood of 
Pike’s Peak. He saysin the report, which I hold 
in my hand, that some treaties with the Arapahoes, 
Cheyennes, Sioux, and other Indians on the plains, 
will tend vastly to prevent the perpetration of the 
massacres and depredations on property that are 
now so justly complained of in the region around 
Pike’s Peak and on the overland routes to the 
Pacific States. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is much more 
important to treat at present with these Indians 
than with any others on the continent. The vast 
emigration to that region, and the danger to the 
lives of emigrants who will be exposed if these 
Indians are left without food, make it very im- 
portant to have treaties with these Indians. The 
very fact of such an accession of white people to 
that region will drive from the country all the 


game on which the Indians are accustomed. to 
live, and will leave them without subsistence. I 
trust that, under these circumstances, the com- 
mittee will make this appropriation; seeing that 
it has been recommended by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and that it is necessary for the 
preservation of peace in that part of the country. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 want to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri if this is not provided fSr in that 
part of the bill making appropriations for the 
Camanches, Kioways,and Apaches, of the Ark- 
ansas river? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. No, sir; there are no 
Apaches on the Arkansasriver. There are Arap- 
ahoes; but they are not provided for at all under 
that section. . 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and a message 
was received from the Senate, by the hands of Mr, 
Patron, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
that the Senate had passed a joint resolution ex- 
tending the date of the final adjournment of Con- 
gress from the 18th to the 25th of June; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to refer the resolu- 
tion to yhe Committee of Ways and Means, 
Thomotion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union resumed its session; the question being on 
Mr. Brarr’s amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to say that our citizens 
at Pike’s Peak are now in daily apprehension of 
these Arapahoes. Lhavea son at the mines, who 
writes to me that the whole country is in great 

eril. The people are occupying the lands of those 

ndians, and we ought to have a treaty with them. 
The people there are sitting up night and day, 
watching the thousands of Arapahoes who are 
now surrounding their camps. If there was not 
a necessity for this, I would not ask for the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. OTERO. I move*to amend the amend- 
ment, by increasing the amount one dollar. Lask 
the gentleman from Missouri, of what tribe of In- 
dians is Colonel William Bent agent? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The Cheyennes. 

Mr. OTERO. Is he not also agent for the Ara- 
pahoes, who live around his tent? And arc not 
the Arapahoes and Cheyennes incorporated in the 
same tribe of Indians? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
edge. Ð believe not. 

Mr. OTERO. There wasa treaty made in 1853 
with all the prairie Indians, taking in, if I under- 
stand aright, the Cheyennes, Arapahoes, Ca- 
manches, and Kioways. The object of the treaty 
was to allow the emigration and travel across the 
plains to be uninterrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The paragraph to 
which the gentleman refers does not cover any 
of these Indians embraced in my amendment. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Mexico to the 
amendment of my colleague. I desire to say that 
acount, made at a fort two or three hundred miles 
west of the Missouri river, shows that more than 
forty thousand men, women, and children, have 
already passed to the gold region at Pike’s Peak. 
These Indians are troublesome. 1 can inform 
the gentleman, in reply to his inquiry, that the 
Cheyenne Indians have no tribal relations with 
the Indians he speaks of. J understand my col- 
league to have copied, inhis amendment, the rec- 
ommendation of Commissioner Greenwood ver- 
balim ? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. He certainly would 
not have asked fur a separate appropriation if 
these Indians had any tribal relations with those 
Indians, whom Agent Bent could have seen to. 

Mr. STOUT. 1 have no doubt at all as to the 
justness of this appropriation, and I think itought 
to pass, and I will be glad of the opportunity of 


Not to my knowl- 


| seeing what will be the effect on the House when 


this same argument is used for another quarter, 
that has been used for this quarter. 

Mr. REAGAN. Thegentleman does not seem 
to understand that there is a difference between 
Kansas, and Oregon and Texas. If the amend- 
ment was as to Oregon and Texas, it would, of 
course, be out.of order. 
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Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I understand this ji 
much of it. I understand that no part of the Uni- j! 
ted States Army is taking care of these forty || 
thousand American citizens at Pike’s Peak; and |: 
I understand that the army is stationed on the 
Texan border; and also, that the constituents of j| 
the gentleman from Oregon have occasional pro- || 
tection, I undertake further to say, that this isa |; 
great thoroughfare which needs protection more | 
than all other places put together. | 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the gentleman has |; 
heard nothing of people being killed out there. | 
He simply knows that they have stood guard. | 
But here is evidence that more than a hundred 
persons have been killed on our frontier this year, 
and double the number carried into captivity. 
That is the protection we receive. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman mis- 
takes me. I am in favor of giving the necessary 
protection to Texas. 

Mr. OTERO. I withdraw my amendment to 
the amendment. i 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Brair, of Missouri; and it was agreed to. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was then 
concurred in. 


Ninety-second amendment: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That nothing contained 
in the act to regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, approved June 30, 1834, or in any act supplemental 
thereto, shall be so construed as to inflict any penalty or 
punishment upon any one who in good faith shall intro- 
duce any wines or spirituous liquors into any Indian coun- 
try, only with the intent and purpose of transporting the 
same from one State or Territory to another State or Ter- 
ritory of the United States, or from one place to another in 
the same State or Territory. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
do now rise, for the purpose of acting on these 
amendments in the House. But before doing so, 
Task that the amendments of the Senate to the 
Army appropriation bill may be taken up pro 
forma, for the purpose of enabling me to offer a 
resolution in the House. 

There being no objection, the amendments of 
the Senate to the Army appropriation bill were 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to inquire what 
became of the joint resolution from the Senate 
with reference to the adjournment ? 
<- Mr. SHERMAN. Itwas referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Could that be done in the 
Committee of the Whole? It strikes me that the 
resolution ought not to have been referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why not? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It ought to be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. For one, I 
am in favor of adjourning on Monday. I believe | 
thatall the business can be transacted, that ought 
to be transacted in that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will re- 
member that the committee rose, and the resolu- 
tion from the Senate was received by the Speaker. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. My recollection was that 
we were in the Committee of the Whole; but of |; 
course I was mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee could not 
receive a message from the Senate. The com- 
mittee rose,and the message was received by the 
Speaker. y i 

The question was taken on the motion to rise; 
and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Crawror reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the amendments of the Senate tothe In- 
dian appropriation bill, and had instructed? him 
to report the same to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that some of said amendments be con- 
curred in, that some be concurred in with amend- 
ments, and that others be non-concurred in. 


ADJOURNMENT. OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution changing the time 
for the adjournment of Congress was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and to lay 


: Monday. 


' Means. 


! the Senate have passed a fresh resolution extend- 


! gentleman, being at the head of the committee 


the motion to reconsider upon the table. I will 
simply say that, if we can possibly get through 


by Monday, as a matter of course we will not 
concur in the resolution of the Senate. 

Mr.BARKSDALE. I desire to inquire if the 
gentleman does not believe that all the business 
can be finished by Monday? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot express any belief 
upon that subject yet. The proceedings of last 
night did not show any indication of it. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I am satisfied that All the 
business can be done, that ought to be done, by 
I desire that the House shall under- 
stand the question. Jask the Speaker to state 
what the question now is. For one, I am_-op- 
posed to laying the motion‘to reconsider upon the 
table, and [ hope the House will vote it down. I 
hope the vote will be reconsidered, and that the 
resolution will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, where it 
ought to go. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The Chair will 
state the question. The concurrent resolution, 
postponing the time for the adjournment, was 
referred to-day to the Committee of Ways and 
The gentleman from Ohio now moves 
to reconsider the vote by which it was so referred, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. [hope the House will 
vote down that motion. f 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to ask how 
many it will take to rescind the order for adjourn- 
ment.: Will it not take two thirds? 

The SPEAKER. A majority can reconsider. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. ` Yes; but will it not 
take a two-thirds vote to rescind the resolution to 
adjourn on Monday? 

he SPEAKER. A majority can pass this 
resolution from the Senate, and that would re- 
scind the other resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. There are 
several gentlemen who do not understand the 
exact position of the concurrent resolution, and 
where it will stand if this motion is carried. 

Mr.SHERMAN. My motionis not debatable. 
If it is to be debated, I desire to discuss it myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 


jne the session for one week, and it was sent to 
this House, and by unanimous consent it was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Not by unanimous con- 
sent. Many gentlemen did not understand the 

uestion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
now moves to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was so referred, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
motion will be voted down. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1! would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio a question. I did not object to 
the committal of that resolution to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, because I supposed that the 


I hope that 


which has charge of the important business of the 
session, intended to keep possession of it, and, if 
possible, work up to the adjournment next Mon- 
day; and in that view of the case I was willing 
to let him have it. T want, if possible, to adjourn 
on Monday; but if we cannot do that, I want to 
extend the session for the fewest possible days. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no man here more 
anxious to adjournthan Tam. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman from Ohio 
himself offered the resolution to adjourn next 
Monday; and the presumption is, that he knew 
whether we should be ready to adjourn on that 


day or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI can be heard 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. This is a very 
simple question, and I object to debate, 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to hear from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of enabling 
me to make a statement in relation to this matter, 
Į will withdraw, temporarily, the motion to lay 
on the table. f desire simply to say, that the 
resolution to adjourn on the 18th was not intro- 


the other side of the House... I moved toamėnd, 
by inserting the 18th, for. the purpose of getting 
at least a week longer time. Now, Mi. Speaker, 
I believe that if the Senate and. the House. will 
devote themselves strictly to the public business, 
they may be able to adjourn on Monday. : If 
we shall ascertain by Saturday: that:it willbe 
ossible to. transact the necessary business by 

onday, the Committee of Ways and Means 
will, as a matter of course, report back the reso- 
lution with the recommendation that it be rejected. 
But if they find that we cannot get through, or 
that the Senate cannot get through, we will report 
it back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Thereis no 
sort of use in talking about the Senate getting 
through by Monday, ifthis resolution remains in 
the room of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The House should take up the resolution, and 
reject it, if they want the Senate to go to work 
and finish the business. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. We cannot force the Senate 
to act hastily upon their legislation, and I do not 
think we ought to try todo it. I move to lay the ' 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to suggest, as an additional assistance 
in getting through with our business, that we 
should rescind the resolution which was passed 
the other day, under which we are spending one 
hour every morning on new business. I think 
we had better rescind that resolution. ges 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. es, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to say to the 
gentleman from Ohio, that unless we take action 
apon this subject, we shall not be any nearer an 
adjournment a week hence than we are now, 
think we should take up the resolution of the 
Senate, and act upon it now. ; 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to allow this resolution to be 
acted upon now. I think it would be much bet- 
ter to act upon it at once. _If the gentleman does 
not accede to it, I hope the House will reconsider, 
and act upon the resolution now. [Cries of 
Order P”? g 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I object to debate, 
and call for tellers upon the motion to lay on the 
table. 

Tellers were pppoe and Messrs. JOHN 
Cocurane and Winvom were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported-— 
ayes 90, noes 36. 

So the motion 
table. 

FRANKING PRIVILEGE—AGAIN. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the Iouse postponed the bill of the 
Senate, (No. 35;) and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—~AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now call for the previous 
question upon the amendments of the Senate upon 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. ae: 

By unanimous consent, the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was concurred in upon ali the amendments 
of the Senate, with the exception of such as a sep- 
arate vote was called for on. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, called for sep- 
arate votes upon the seventy-fourth, cighty-first, 
eighty-second, cighty-third, cighty-fourth, and 
eighty-fifth amendments. i 

Mr. REAGAN called for separate votes upon 
the ninetieth and ninety-first amendments. 

Seventy-fourth amendment: ‘ 

For purchasing land claims on the general reservation at 
Puget Sound, $9,000. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Eighty-first amendment: 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in Oregon and Washington, including insurance and trans- 
portation of annuities, goods, and presents, where no spe- 
cial provision is made by treaties, and office and traveling 
expenses of the superintendent, agents, and sub-agents, for 
the year ending 30th June, 1861, 35,000. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighty-second amendment: 


to reconsider was laid on the 


duced by me. It was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Monrcomery,] on 


For defraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- 
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eiee of the Indians in Oregon to the reservations therein, 
aiding them:in procuring their own subsistence, purchase 
of. provisions and presents, compensation of laborers and 
other, employés, tor the year ending 30th.June, 1851, 
25,000. 

`: The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighty-third amendment: 
- ‘For. defraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- 
ence of the Iudians in Washington Territory to the reser- 
“ vations therein, aiding them in procuring their own subsist- 
ence, purchase of provisions and presents, and compensa- 
tion of Jaborcrs.and other employés, for the year ending 30th 
June, 1861, 825,000, 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighty-fourth amendment: 

For payment of improvements of the Indians west of the 
Cascade ‘mountains, the Nez Perces, the Flathcads, the 
WNakamas, which may. have to be abandoned in consequence 
of certain treaty stipulations with them, and for surveys of 
réservations to which they are to be removed; $55,000. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fighty-fifth amendment: 
For insurance, transportation, and the necessary ex- 
enses of delivery of annuities, goods, and provisions to 
akamas, FJatheads, and Nez Perces, for the years ending 
30th June, 1860, and Wt Jane, 1861, 842,000. 
“The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Winetieth amendment: . 

For loss and destruction of property of citizens of Min- 
nesota and Towa, at Spirit lake, in the year 1857, by Ink- 
pah-du-tal’s bant of Sioux Indians, aceruing under the pro- 
Visions of. the act of Congress approved 30th June, 1834, 
$16,679 97: Provided, ‘he Secretary of the Futerior shail 
first cause the true amounts of such losses of property to be 
investigated and adjusted in a manner satisfactory to hin, 
and the amounts so ascertained shall be paid to the claim- 
ants, respectively, in full satisiaction thereof. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must call for the yeas and 
nays upon that amendment; not that I am opposed 
to it, but L want the vote for future reference. 

’ The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


_ The next amendment upon which a separate 
yote was asked, was the ninety-first amendment 


of the Senate, with twn amendments thereto rec- | 


ommended” by the Committee of the Whole on 
the stute of the Union. 

The amendment of the Senate was as follows: 

For the purchase and transportation of provisions and 
presents, and to meet expenses aceessary in holding a coun- 
cii withthe Red Lake and Red River Chippewas,in the State 
of Minncsota, for the extinguishment of their tide to lands 
in that State, said fodians numbering about two thousand 
souls, $10,000: Provided, That the goods purchased tn 1858 
for the Yanctonnais band of Sioux, the reception of which 
was declinéd by them, may be used in the negotiations 
with the said Chippewas of Red Jake and Red river. 


The firstamendment to the Senate amendment, 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, was as follows: 

For payment to Merritt S. Young, for one hundred and 
forty, thousand rations for subsistence turuished the emi 
grating Pottawatomics, Chippewas and Ottowas in 1852, 
under contract with the Indian departmentyand allowed 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $9,625. 

“The amendment to the amendment of the com- 
“mittee was as follows: 


Por payment of transportation of provisions and. pros- | 


ents, aud lo meet expenses necessary in bolding a council 
with the Arapaboes and Cheyenne Indians south of the 
Platte, 
ausas river, for the ¢ 
the region around Pi Peak, the sum of $35,000. 


The SPEAKER, The question is first upon 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN, [call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 


{ hope we shall first take | 


ast of the Rocky Mountains, tnd north of the Ark- |] 
nguisbiment of their tile to hand in | 


the question by a division, reserving to the gen- | 


tleman the right afterwards to call the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. REAGAN, [I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr, PEYTON. ` I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PEYTON and 
Harr were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes eighty-six, noes not counted, 


, So.the amendment to theamendment wagagreed | 


t 
to, 
The amendment, as amended, wasagreed to. 


The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- i 


curred in.. 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union upon the Senate amend 
ments to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. i 


of higher importance than that of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 


I move that the House now |! 


I rise toa privileged question j! 
i 


l 


si 


; under the bill. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 


| has the floor. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then I insist upon my-mo- 
tion, Pending that motion, however, I move that 
all debate upon the Senate amendments to the 
Army bill be terminated in five minutes after the 
House goes into committee. i 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BURCH. I was promised a separate vote 


upon the sixty-ninth-amendment of the Senate to | 


the Indian bill; but I have not had that separate 
vote, and Task it now. | - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be happy 
to gratify the gentleman; but his request comes 
too late. The bill has been disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We cannot now go. back. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. Pending the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to go into committee, I rise 
to a question of privilege. It is to make a report 
from the committee of conference upon the home- 
stead bill. 

The committee of conference upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses, on the bill of the 
Senate (No. 416) to secure homesteads to actual 
settlers on the public domain, and for other pur- 
poses, after full and free conference, have sep- 
arated without coming to an agreement. 

I move that the House adhere to its amend- 
ments; and | wili state, in a few words, the dif- 
ference between the two bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentlemen from In- 
diana has no right to do any thing more than make 
the report, and submita motion to adhere. That 
motion will come up hereafter as a matter of 

rivilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that, 
as the bill is before the House, the motion to 
adhere is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But that motion docs not 
take precedence of my motion to go into com- 
mittee. 

Mr. COLFAX. If Ihave the right to make 
the motion, 1 have the right to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman is correct. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will be very brief in my 
remarks, 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Is itin order 
to give reasons? ‘That would open debate. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman has a right to 
debate it. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the ques- | 


tion is debatable. 

Mr. COLFAX, If gentlemen will allow me a 
moment, Iam not going to debate the question 
as to which bill is right and which is wrong. I 
desire bricfly to state the difference between the 


| two bills. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope this example will 
not be taken as a precedent hereafter, because a 
motion to adhere docs not take precedence of a 
motion to suspend tic rules to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 

Mr. COLFAX. There are five points of differ- 
ence between the two bills. The first point is in 
relation to the persons who may be benificiaries 


The third point is in relation to the preémptors 
now upon the land; the fourth, in relation to 
the price of the land; and the fifth, in relation 
to the duty of the President to expose Jands to 
sale. 

The first point is in relation to the beneficiaries 
under the bill. The House bill embraces all per- 
sons, citizens of the United States or who have 
declared their intentions to become such, whether 
heads of families or not, if they are over twenty- 
one years of age. The Senate bill confines the 
benefit to heads of families alonc, excluding the 
young men, who. furnish the largest portion of 


i| the defenders of our country in time of war, and 
; who are a most valuable portion of our popula- 
! tion. 


Under the second head, the House bill includes 
all preémptors now upon the land, and allows 
them, as well as those who scttle hereafter, to 


i have a quarter section for ten dollars, after five | 
The Senate bill ex- | 


years’ settlement thereon. 
clades the preémptors now upon the public land 
from its operations, but gives them two years 
after the passage of the bill to take the land at full 


The second ts in relation to the | 
area of Government land covered by the bill. | 


{ 


i 
i 
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Government price, $1 25 per acre, And I would 
add, in regard to this, that the House have passed 
a bill, still pending in the Senate, prohibiting sales 
of public iands till ten years after survey; and 
which, if passed, would give the actual setiler ten 
years’ start of the speculator. The preémptoré 
already upon the public land cannot take the quar- 
ter section they are now upon, under the Senate 
bill, unless they pay the Government price for it. 
[fit is not paid for by them, it must be put up at 
public sale, and speculators take an equal chance 
with them. . To secure the. benefit of the Senate 
bill, the present: preémptors will have to abandon 
the homesteads they are on, with what improve- 
ments they have made, and claim another quarter 
section. i . 

The third point is in reference to the land cov- 
ered by the two bills. ‘The House bill applies to 
all lands subject to preémption. This covers all 
Jands owned by the Government which are not 
reserved for special purposes. The Senate bill 
is confined to Jands subject to private entry, 
which are lands remaining after publie sale and 
after non-resident speculators have had their pick 
and choice. Even then, a speculator with a land 
warrant, costing him sixty or seventy cents per 
acre, can obtain a fee-simple title at once; while 
the actual settler must stay on his land five years 
before hocan obtain histitlc, and then pay twenty- 
five cents per acre, besides the land office fees. 

The next point is in regard to the price. The 
Senate bill requires twenty-five cents per acre, or 
forty dollars for a quarter section, which is twice 
as costly as the graduated public lands in Mis- 
souri, &. The House bill requires only ten 
dollars, which is charged to cover the cost of sur- 
veying, field notes, &c., incurred by the Govern- 
ment. 

The next point is in regard to the duty of the 
President to expose the lands to publicsale. There 
is nothing in relation to that matter in the House 
bill. The Senate bill requires and compels the 
President to expose all the public Jands to sale 
within (wo years after survey—an ontiroly new 
feature, never before incorporated in a land bill. 

The Senate bill hasalsoanother provision which 
has no correlative feature in the House bill. It 
grants to the States all lands. in their respective 
limits after having been in market thirty years. . 

I have only to add that there is no land subject 
to the provision of the Senate bill in Minnesota, 
nor in Washington or Oregon, and but very little 
in California, Kansas, and Nebraska, as there is 
but little Government land there subject to private 
entry. 

I have given a fair statement of the points of 
difference between the, two bills, and I now move 
the previous question on the motion to adhere, 

Allow me to say further, that I am always dc- 
sirous of coéperating with the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in advancing 
public business; but if we are to have conference 
committees, they must have time to report. 

‘The previous question was seqonded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
Operation thereof, the motion to adhere was 
agrecd to. ‘ 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Ths latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 501) making appropri- 
ations for certain civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, 
with the Senate amendments thereto; which was 
referred tg the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of fic Union. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now renew my motion 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Wasnsury, of Maine, in the chair,) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the Senate 
amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 305) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army during 
the year ending June 30, 1861. 


1860. 
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First and second amendments of the Senate: 


for building barracks at Fort Monroe.: Now, sir 
does-the gentleman Know that barracks are no 
needed at Fort Monroe? Does the: gentleman 
know the condition of the barracks at Fort Mons: 
jiroe? Jfit were a poston the frontier, liable to Yë 


C ; last Congress. There was a provision incorpor- 
an page 3, oe our ue soa x toue? and insert the ated in the Army appropriation bill providing 
the word © cighty i” so that the clause Bar oa lusert || that no appropriation should be made for per- 
“For the regular supplies of the quariermaster’s depart- || Manent, buildings for troops except in pursuance !; 
ment, consisting of fuel tor the officers, enlisted men, guard, | Of specific estimates and specific appropriations. 
hospitals, storehouses, and offices ; of forage in kind foribe || The Committee of Ways and Means seem to |, abandoned, why there might be some reason fo 
horses, mules, aud oxen of the quartermaster’s department || have disregarded that provisi f the 1 oft i ay hi SR Saag fi Jg 
at the several posts, ayd stations, and with the armies in 5 5 p RION Or ate Ws SO) us to consider his proporiuon favorably; but thi 
thw field; for the horses of the two regiments of dragoons, last Congress, for they incorporate all these ap- | is one of the most important and one of the mos 
te two regiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted || Propriations in one aggregate item. The War |; permanént posts ih the whole country. “Therei 
rifiemen, the companies of light artillery, and such compa- j| Department made these detailed estimates of the |) no fértification upon our whole Atlantic seaboard’ 
nies of infantry asmay he mounted, and for the authorized |) amount necessat for permanent barracks h re indis p A : Hey Meee 
ninber OF ofisera: Toress when soving tn tiie Held aud at 0 y permanent barracks at the |) more indispensable than this one, which? cony 
the outposts, includiug bedding for the animals; of straw || Various departments throughout -the country. į mands the entrance to that great inland sea, t 
for soldiers’ bedding, and of stationery, including blank || These, footed up, make, in the aggregate, the sum |, Chesapeake bay, and the tributary streams flow- 
which the Senate appropriated. The Committee | ing into ‘it. s ok 
of Ways and Means reported all these sums, to- |) Sir, the Secretary of War raised a commission 
gether with repairs, in the aggregate. The Com- | of Army officers to investigate the condition’ of 


bgpks for the. quartermaster’s department, certificates for | 
discharged soldiers, blank forms. for the pay and quarter- 
master’s deparunents; and tor the printing of division and 
départment orders and reports, $1,580,000. ` 


The.Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 
The amendments were non-concurred in. 


Third amendment: 


‘Strike out the word “fifty,” and insert the words “ sev- 
enty-five 5’? so as to make the clause read: 

or the incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s de- 
partunent, consisting of postage on letters, and packets re- 
ceived aud sent by officers of the Army on public service; 
expenses of courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 
the additional compensation of judge advocates, recorders, 
members, and witnes 


der the direction of the quartermaster’s department, in the 
erection of barracks, quarters, storehouses, and hospitals; 
in the construction of roads, and on other constant labor, for 
periods of not less than ten days, under the acts of March 


| the Department. 
i we have struck out some, judging as well as we 


$, While on that service, under the |) 
act of March 16, 1802; extra pay to soldicrs employed, un- | 


mittee on Military Affairs recommended a separa- 
tion of the appropriations for repairs for existing 
posts from appropriations for the establishment 


| of niew posts, in pursuance of the recommenda- 


tions and estimates of the Department. We re- 
tain the estimates for repairs as they came from 
In the estimates for new posts 


could which were the most important points; and 


| we have reduced others, so as to reduce the Sen- 


ate amendment about one hundred thousand’ dol- 
lars, leaving it about one hundred thousand dol- 


! larsmore thanthe House amendment. Theleading |: 
! feature of the recommendation of the Committee 


, estimates were submitted to the Departmen 


‘thority of the officers of the Army 
; Department; and the gentleman from Maryland, 
without stating the condition of these barracks, 
: moves to strike out the appropriation. I hope his 
; amendment will not be adopted. This fort isän- 
| dispensable, not only for the defense of the prin- 


i the barracks at Fort Monroe, and they were unan: 
‘imous, às will be seen from their report, in recs 


ommending the necessity of having this appro“ 
priation made. In accordance with that: xeport, 
sand 
they come here now with the sanction arid aù- 
and of tho” 


cipal cities of Virginia, but of those also of the 


! State which the gentleman represents, and of this 


metropolis of the nation. — - eae 


on Military Affairs is, that it proposes the appro- | 
priations in detail, and applies them to the several 
posts at which they intend barracks to be erected, i 
so that Congress may determine where and in | 
what sums the money shall be distributed, | 

This amendment is with the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to amend 
the amendment of my friend from Ohio, by strik- 
ing out the appropriation for the barracks at Fort 
Monroe. I make that motion for the purpose of 
submitting some observations on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended, and this House adopted, an appropria- 
tion for the two purposes of building new barracks 


2; 1819, and August 4, 1854, including those employed as 
clerks a@cdivision and department headquarters ; expenses |} 
of expresses to and from the frontier posts and aranes in 
the field; of escorts to paymasters and other disbursing ot- 
ficers, aud to trains where military escorts cannot be fur- 
nished ; expense of the interment ol officers killed in action, 
_ or who die when on duty in the field, or at the posts onthe 
frontiers, and of non-commissioned officers and soldiers ; 
authorized office furniture ; hire of laborers in the quarter- 
master’s department, including the hire of interpreters, 
spies, and guides for the Army, compensation of clerks of |} 
the officers of the quartermaster’s department; compensa- 
tion of forage and wagon masters, authorized by the act of 
July 5, 1838; for the apprehension of deserters, and the ex- 
penses incident to their pursuit; and for the following ox 
penditures required for the two regiments of dragoons, the 
two regiments of cavalry, the regiment Gf mounted ritie- | 
men, and such companies of infantry as may be mounted, i 
j 


| 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. T wish to say a” 
: word or two only in reply to the gentleman froni 
Virginia. I concur with him entirely in the im- 
portance of Fortress Monroe; not certainly for 
the defense of the upper portion of Chesapeake 
bay, but for the defense of Virginia’s great naval. 
city of Norfolk. Nor would I do anything tend- 
ing in the slightest degree to impair its efficiency. 
There are now barracks there actually occupied 
by a large body of troops. I saw these barracks 
a few weeks ago myself. They are not residences 
which I would select myself, but they are suffi- 
cient for the present necessities of the garrison at 

i that place. They are not worthy of receiving a 
and repairing the old ones, When that appro- || large expenditure of money in repairs, but they 
| priation was proposed to the House, the Com- |; will last for several years longer. The question - 
mittee on Military Affairs did not move toamend |) which the Committee of Ways and Means desire 
this House to consider is, whether, at this time, 
with the meansof Government so scanty, and the 
necessities of the Government so great, a large 
appropriation shall now be made for the purpose’ 
of erecting new barracks, rather than to allow the: 


namely, the purchase of traveling forges, blacksmiths’ and į; 

‘shoeing tools, horse and mute shoes and nails, irou and |) 

steel for shoving, hire of veterinary surgeons, medicines || 

for horses and mules, picket ropes, aud for shoeing the |; by sepa ratine the items for repairs from the items 

horses of the corps named, $475,000. kan The criticism, therefore, of |, 
| 


ii for new barracks 

i } . . . . . 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- | the gentleman from Ohio is a little late at this 
mended non-concurrence. e 


The amendneni was t oncoicorred in period. I donot propose to say anything, how- |' 


ever, in opposition to the policy of dividing the 

Fourth amendment: items, or anything in opposition to the law to 

which the gentleman refers. [ have no objection 
to it. : 

The chief question which I wish to raise is as 

to the amount. The Senate, in this amendment, 

have restored the original estimates of the Depart- 


Strike out “$300,000,” and insert “$593,882 60; so that | 


the clause will read: i 

For constructing barracks and other buildings at posts 
which it may be necessary to occupy during the year; for 
repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at the estab- 
lished posts, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military duty; hire of quarters for troops; of 
storehouses {or the keeping of military stores; of grounds 
for summer cantonments; for temporary frontier statior 
including $15,000 fur ihe purchase of stoves, $593,882 6 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. STANTON. Jam directed by the Com 


mittee on Military Affairs to offer the following | Committee of ‘Ways and Means struck out from 


|! the estimates of the Department when they made | 


amendment: 

Strike out ‘593,882 60,” and insert, in lieu thereof, 
#6 @451,354 605°? and after the word ‘ cents,” insert: 

‘To be expended as follows: 

For rents, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military du 


grounds for summer cantonments ; and for labor on froniier 


stations, and $608 87 to be paid as back rent for the site ji 


of Fort Davis, 
For repairing, alt 
Hishied military post 
For constructing 
lowing posts, to wit: 
At Barrancas barracks, Key West, at Fort Mackinaw 
and Fort Monroe, in the department of the East, $112,578 5 
In the department of the West: At Fort Kearny, 
$10,000 ; at Fort Ridgely, $2,000 ; at Fort Randall, $2,706 16. 
dn the department of Texas: At Camp Stockton, $2,000 ; 
at Fort Chadbourne, $2,645 42; at Camp Colorado, $1,098 ; 
at Fort Davis, $5,000; at Fort Clark, $10,000; at Camp 
Cooper, for repairs, $10,000; at Fort Arbuckle, $3,909. 
tn the department of New Mexico: At Dort Marcy, 
$3,500; at Camp Burgwin, $1,400; at Fort Defiance, 
$7,000. 
id in the department of California: At Benicia baracks, 
$908 75; at Presidio of San Francisco, $11,500; at Fort 
Weller, $12,209. 
fn the department of Oregon: At Fort Walla Walla, 
$10,000; at Fort Vancouver, 87,673. 
The Committee on Military Affairs took up 
the amendments of the Senate, and have endeav- 


ered to conform their action to the aetion of 


Texas, $101,250. 
ring, and enlarging buildings as estab- 
$155,547. 


hire of quarters for troops; of |, 
storchouses for the safe-keeping of military stores; of) 


‘arracks and other buildings at the fol- |! 


ment. The Committee of Waysand Meansrecom- | 


mend a non-concurrence with the amendment. 
The essential difference between the amendment 


| of the Senate and the bill proposed by the House |: 
is with respect to the two items—the item ofj; 
| $92,000 for Fort Monroe, and the item of $64,000 |: 


for Fort Cooper, in Texas, These two items the 


their recommendation to appropriate $300,000. 


The argument made now by the Committee on | 


Military Affairs is substantially that adopted by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, with the 
exception that they increase the appropriation for 


| the barracks at Fort Monroe and at Camp Cooper. | 
i The recommendation is for $62,000 at Camp 
‘| Cooper, and ¢92,000 at Fort Monroe. The Com- 


mittee of Ways and Mcans adhere to their opin- 
ion that no appropriation is necessary at this time 


l for Camp Cooper; and I therefore trust that that : 
| will be struck out of the recommendation of the į; 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
| opinion, likewise, that whatever it may be appro- 
| priate to do in the course of afew years, at this 


time there is no pressing necessity for so large an 


expenditure as §92,000 for the erection of new ii 
barracks in Fort Monroc; and they therefore de- : 
sire that item to be stricken from the amendment | 
of the Committee on Military Affairs; and for the |: p é È it t 
purpose of perfecting it, E move to strike out the | views which. I entextain. So far as appropriating 
ii the money necessary to pay the rent of buildings 


$92,000 for Fort Monroe. 


Mr. BOTELER. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the į; 
purpose of opposing the amendment of the gen- 
l| teman from Maryland. His proposition is, Tj) 
I| believe, to strike out the appropriation of $92,000 


i 
i 
t 
| 
i 
iH 


They are of: 


i gress, which required that when new 
‘are to be erected, specific estimates shall be sub- 


barracks there now to be used.a yearor two longer, 


| until the condition of the Treasury shall be bet- 
iter. There is nothing which impairs the comfort 
essentially of either the officers or the men, in my 


judgment; and it would be advisable to wait a 


| while before we make this expenditure. On this 


ground the Committee of Ways and Means rec- 
ommend a non-concurrence in the amendment. 
The question was taken on the amendment to 


‘the amendment; and it was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. I do not-believe that the ` 
committee is aware that they have voted to strike 
out the appropriation. J do not believe-that the 
House knew what they did; and I hope the vote 
will be reconsidered, ey 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I suggest that if 
the House did not know what it did, that is no 
reason for undoing anything that it has done. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider 
is not in order in committee. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to increase the amount 
of the appropriation contained in the first clause 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. F 


i do it for the purpose of expressing my opinion 
: upon the legislation enacted by Congress at.the 
last session. 


I was not present when the Army 
bill passed the House. It was my intention, if I 
had been present, to have called the attention of 


the committee to the legislation of the last Con- 
barracks. 


mitted by the Secretary of War, and specific ap- 


| propriations must- be made in order to enable 


those new works to be constructed; but not being 
present upon that occasion, I did not submit the 


occupied by. the Army is concerned, that will be 
paid outof the appropriation which was contained 
inthe bill as it passed the House. So far as-it 


| may be necessary also to make temporary re- 
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pairs.of buildings already-in-use, expenditures of 
that kind can be made out-of the $300,000. which 
we appropriated, or out of the five hundred-odd 
thousand dollars proposed to be appropriated by 
the Senate. But with a fair construction of the 
provision incorporated inthe Army appropriation 
bik atthe last session of Congress, it is my opin- 
jon-that no:portion of this three hundred thousand 
or five hundred ‘thousand dollars can be applied 
to the construction of new works wherever they 
may be needed for the accommodation of the 
Army. ‘ 

The Secretary of War complied with the legis- 
lation of Congress in submitting his estimates in 
the form in which they come; that so much was 
necessary for Fort Cobb,so much for Camp Stock- 
ton, andso for all the posts in detail. Upon a fair 
construction of the Army appropriation bill of the 
last session of Congress, the Secretary of War 
would not be authorized in expending any gen- 
eral fund at any new barracks or post proposed to 
be established, except it be specifically designated 
by the law making the appropriation. 1 have 
submitted this amendment pro forma, to enable me 
to make this explanation; and if there be no 
objection, t will withdraw it. 

r. CURTIS. LT object to the withdrawal at 
this moment. I have a word to say in opposi- 
tion to.it. I see no cause for apprehension in 
regard to the power of making new barracks, if we 
make the appropriation; for these officers will al- 
ways find some way of making it legal to expend 
all the money we appropriate, be it less or more. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the policy pursued by 
the Military Committee, in recommending appro- 
priations suggested by the Department, has been 
guided by this idea: that we have no cause for 
erecting permanent barracks for our troops at 
this time; that-all the available forces of the Uni- 
ted States ought to be quartered on the frontier. 
We have but a small Army, and we have but one 
foc, which is the Indian. Our Army are con- 
stantly in a state of active service when they are 
ina state of proximity to the Indians. Now, 
why should we go to building permanent bar- 
racks atany of the fortifications of the United 
States, when all the forces of our Army, cavalry, 
infantry, and artillery, are needed on the frontier? 
You have, from Texas and from elsewhere, all 
along the frontier, continued and earnest appeals 
to Congress for troops to be sent to their defense; 
and now we are told that a large force is lying 
idle at one of the old fortifications. Mr. Chair- 
man, let me tell you that there is no man in this 
House who is more willing to make liberal appro- 
priations for fortifications in time of peace than 
myself, but there is no necessity for gurrisoning 
our forts. As L have said, not one company of 
troops should be kept at any of your old fortifi- 
cations. 

The Committee on Military Affairs have acted 
on the assumption that the Army should all be 
stationed in the neighborhood of that foe which 
stand ready to make war upon our people, and 
that your appropriations can be better expended 
than In the erection of permanent barracks. We 
are, therefore, not willing to recommend appro- 
priations for barracks at Carlisle, or at Old Point 
Comfort, Our policy has been to direct all the 
appropriations for this purpose to the western 
frontier, and not for permanent barracks there, 
for they are not necessary. “Why should we ex- 
pend large sums of money in building fortifica- 
tions and permanent barracks in the West, when 
we know that the progressive columns of civil- 
ization are driving back the Indians, and that 
stations now upon the extreme frontier will soon 
be surrounded by populous settlements? Fortifi- 
cations are one thing and barracks are another. 
My honorable friend from Virginia says that this 

oint is one of the most important in the United 
States. Í concede that itis,and I will go for any 
appropriation that is necessary for building up or 
- keeping in repair that or any other important 
work of defense according to the plans of your 
engineers. But when you come to making bar- 
racks; when you come to the erection of dweilings 
for your Army, the policy of the Committee on 
Miltary Affairsis, that while all the troops should 
be stationed in the West in time of peace, it Is 
umiecessary to expend large sums of money in 
barracks at the old fortifications. 


Mr. PEYTON. I desire to know if the amend- 
ment reported by the Mintary Committee is in- | 


| 
| 
| 


cluded in this $500,000 contained in this Senate 
amendment? $ 

Mr. STANTON. The amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs isa substi- 
tute for the Senate amendment. We propose to 
strike out the amendment of the Senate, and to 
insert a provision containing a.smaller appropria- 
tion. : 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio by 
striking out the appropriation of $10,000 for bar- 
racks at Camp Cooper. That will make theamount 
recommended by the Military Committee sub- 
stantially the same as that recommended by the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and it will ac- 
complish the purpose the Committee of Waysand 
Means had in view better than, with their imper- 
feet acquaintance with the military department of 
the Government, they were able to carry out them- 
selves; for it appropriates specific sums of moncy 
to be expended at each individual station, and to 
that extent places the control over the expendi- 
tures of the War Department in the legislative de- 
partment, where it alone: We think there is 
no necessity for an appropriation at Camp Cooper 
at all; and for that reason | offer this amendment, 
in good faith, and hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. STANTON. Inrelation to this appropri- 
ation for Camp Cooper, the Department estimated 
in detail $64,000 for barracks at that post. Since 
the amendments of the Senate to the Army ap- 
propriation bill have been printed, we called upon 
the Quartermaster General to know what were 
the necessities of the service in relation to these 
barracks. He told us that the estimates for Camp 
Cooper might be omitted, with the exception of a 
small sum for repairs of barracks; and in pursu- 
ance of his suggestion, we reduced the appropri- 
ation from $64,000, as estimated, to $10,000, which 
was deemed necessary for repairs. Now, as to 
whether even that sum is necessary to be expended 
at Camp Cooper, or as to whether this whole 
amount appropriated in general is absolutely ne- 
cessary or not, | confess that I have no very de- 
cided opinion. I think that perhaps the $10,000, 
which the gentleman from Maryland proposes to 
strike out, may be spared, . 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 merely want to say that I 
suppose, of course, as this is for my section of 
country, in order to preserve harmony of action 
on the part of the House, it will be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. IJ desire to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact, thatas to these forts, 
where there is a state of profound peace and pros- 
perity, itis not dificult to get twenty, forty, sixty, 
or a hundred thousand dollars; but where there is 
a frontier upon which there is a state of carnage; 
where the people are being killed, and their prop- 
erty destroyed, it is a difficult matter to get an 
appropriation of even $10,000 for their protec- 
thon. 

Mr. PHELPS. I wish to offer an amendment. 
I desire to have that part of the amendment in 
reference to the department of New Mexico read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At Fort Marcy, $3,500; at Camp Burgwin, $1,400; at 
Fort Defiance, $7,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. I understand that the military 
post at Fort Defiance is to be removed. The bar- 
racks there are but temporary buildings, and itis 
proposed to remove it to a more desirable location. 
Orders to that effect have been issued. 1 suggest, 
therefore, a modification of that part of the amend- 
ment, so that it shall read: 

At Fort Defiance, or such other post as may be selected 
in lieu thereof, &e. 

Mr. STANTON. 
any objection to that. ; 

Mr. PHELPS. As orders to that effect have 
been issued, { move the amendment I have indi- 
cated. 


I do not know as there is 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


to. 
Mr. PHELPS. 
It is this: 


For rebuilding Fort Union, or erecting public buildings 
at such other depot as may be designated in lieu thereof, 
15,000. 

The buildings at Fort Union are log buildings. 
This post is in the Territory of New Mexico. An 
order has been issued directing the removal of 


ïI have another amendment. 


that military post to some more eligible position; 
and for. the. purpose of erecting buildings on the 
new site, if one shall be directed to be selected, 
$15,000 are estimated as being necessary. If the 
post shall be retained at Fort Union, it becomes 
necessary to rebuild it. The amendment is in 


“accordance with estimates from the Quartermaster 


General’s department. At the same time that an 
order was issued directing Fort Defiance to be 
removed, a similar order issued directing Fort 
Union to be removed to some other more eligible 

oint. : 
P Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Is not Fort Union 
upon the route of the emigration from Missouri 
and our western borders to New Mexico? 

Mr. PHELPS. Itis in the department of New 
Mexico. I submitthe amendment for the rebuild- 
ing of Fort Union, or the erecting public build- 
ings at such other point as may be designated in 
lieu thereof. The question is now being consid- 
ered whether they shall or shall not be removed. 
If the post is removed, the Department will need 
the money. If itis not removed, the moncy will 
be needed for making the necessary repairs at 
Fort Union. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I am opposed to the 
amendment, on the ground that Fort Union is the 
most eligible post. The amendment contemplates 
the erection of another fort, and the abandonment 
of Fort Union. Fort Union stands directly upon 
what is known as thegreat Santa Fé road, and in 
the linc of travel between Missouri and all the set- 
tlements upon this side, and New Mexico.” As I 
understand the gentleman, it is contemplated to 
abandon that fort, and crect another upon Red 
river, which is not’at all upon the jine of travel. 
It is not upon the line of travel and commerce be- 
tween the States and New Mexico. If Fort Union 
is abandoned, and another built, it will. be an 
abandonment of all protection of the merchants 
who trade between the State which the gentleman, 
as well as myself, represents, and the Territory 
of New Mexico, 

Therefore Lam opposed to an amendment pro- 
viding for the erection of a post where it is not 


| wanted, and for the abandonment of a fort which 


is necessary for the defense of a great commerce 
now existing between the States and that Terri- 
tory. 

M r. DAVIS, of Maryland. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri a question. Has this 
been recommended by the Department? 

Mr. PHELPS. It has been. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 

Mr. PHELPS. At page 167 of the general 
estimates. It reads as follows: 

For rebuilding Fort Union, or erecting such other depot 
as may be designated in lieu thereof, $15,000. 


Where? 


So my amendment is in the exact words of the 
estimates. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
man designate the place? 

Mr.PHELPS. No,sir. Two different places 
have been examined, one upon the Pecos, and 
another upon the Red or Canadian river, Ifthe 
Department thinks proper to select a different site 
from the present one, it will be necessary to ex- 
pend this money there. If they deem it proper to 
rebuild Fort Union, then the money will be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Too many forts 
have already been established in that country. I 
would inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs whether he has not included 
this amount in hig amendment? 

Mr. STANTON. In reply to the gentleman 
from Maryland, I ask the Clerk to read the appro- 
priation for the deparment of New Mexico. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

At Fort Marcy, $3,500; at Camp Burgwin, $1,400; and 
at Fort Defiance, or such other post as may be dosignated 
in licu thereof, $7,000. 

Mr. STANTON. Then there is no amount 
included for Fort Union. 

The amendment of Mr. PueLrs to the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON. The amendment which has 


Does the gentle- 


i been adopted in reference to Fort Monroe makes 


it necessary that the sum appropriated should be 
reduced by the amount of $92,000. I therefore 
move to diminish the amount by that sum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. QUARLES..1 move to amend the amend- 


1860. 
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ment by striking out all that relates to Mack- 
inac. I do not think there is any necessity for it. 

The amendment:to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


_ Mr. BRANCH. I understand that the proposi- 
tion of the Military Committce is to make these 
appropriations spécific, instead of giving a large 
sum in general terms. . I think the proposition of 
the Military Committee is clearly the best. We 
ought always to make specific appropriations. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand that this 
method of appropriation is recommended by the 
War Department, but that this is a Military Com- 
mittee, taking charge of the distribution of the 
sum appropriated, instead of leaving the distribu- 
tion to the discretion of the War Department, 
according to their views of the demands of the 
service. 

Mr. STANTON. I think it is true that the 
‘War Department would prefer an appropriation 
of $15,000,000 in a gross sum instead of distrib- 
uting it. The Military Committee did not think 
that the best course. 

The amendment of Mr. Sranron, as amended, 
was agreed to. . 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 


Fifth amendment: 


Line one hundred and forty-three, page 7, strike out “ two 
hundred and fifty,” and insert “three hundred,” so that 
the clause will read: 

For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, including 
horse equipments for the mounted regiments, $300,000. 


Mr. BOTELER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by adding at the end thereof 
the words: 

- And that the sum of $400,000 is hereby appropriated, in 
addition to the annual sum already provided by the first 
section of the act of April 23, 1808, for the purchase and dis- 
tribution of arms for the whole body of the militia of the 
United States, and that such arms be supplied conformably 
to the requisitions of the respective States. 

Mr. STANTON. Lrise to a question of order. 
I do not sce how that amendment is germane to 
the amendment of the Senate, which is to strike 
out ‘two hundred and fifty’? and insert ‘three 
hundred.” There is no independent amendment 
of the Senate beyond the mere alteration of sum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is inclined to 

- sustain the point of order. ` 

Mr. BOTELER. Is that decision debatable? 
If it is not, I take an appeal, with all due defer- 
ence, from the decision of the Chair. I think m 
amendment 1s germane to the section of the bil 
which relates to an appropriation for ordnance, 
ordnance stores, and supplics. The Senate pro- 
porc to increase the amount for munitions of war. 

y proposition is to increase the appropriation 
for munitions of war. Arms are munitions of 
war,and I am sure that an increase over the 
amount proposed by the Senate must be in order, 
germane, and altogether pertinent to this partic- 
ular section. 

The ‘question was put, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee? and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. STANTON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs recommend a non-concurrence in the fifth 
amendment of the Senate. It is for ordnance, 
ordnance stores, and supplies, including horse 
equipments for the mounted regiments, $250,000. 
The difference between the Committce of Ways 
and Means and the Senate is this: the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means took the actual appro- 

riation of last year as the standard of expend- 
iture, for the purpose of ordnance, ordnance stores, 
supplies, &c. The Senate have taken the esti- 
mates as furnished by the War Department. I 

called upon the chicf of the ordnance depart- 
mient to ascertain whether he could not get along 
with $250,000. He said that although there might 
be some difficulty, yet he could get along with 
$250,000 for the next year, and he was satisfied 
that the House appropriation should be taken. 
ENROLLED BILL. 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. Da- 
yipson, from the Committee on Enrolled ‘Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined, and 


found truly enrolled 168) toa 
«An act to define and regulate the jurisdiction of 


the district courts of the United States in Califor- | 


nia in regard to the survey and location of con- 
firmed private land claims.” 


„anact (S. No. 168) to amend | 
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ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL—AGAIN, 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union resumed its session. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. . The Committe of 
Ways and Means recommend anon-concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate. I wish, how- 
ever, to express my own individual opinion on 
the subject. Although a member of that com- 
mittee, and charged here to represent their action, 
I think that a more prudent economy would be 
exhibited in concurring with the Senate in their 
amendment, because at this time every species of 
improvement in fire-arms and heavy ordnance is 
being pushed on with the utmost vigor in all parts 
of the country, and it is plain that the results of 
any military operation hereafter is, in a great 
measure, dependent on our being able to compete 
with any nation of the world in the improved arms 
of modern warfare. Whatever, therefore, the 
House may see fit to do on this matter, whether 
it shall see fit to persevere in our improvements 
of fire-arms, or whether we shall see fit to post- 
pone that matter toa future period, I desire to 
declare that, in my judgment, the safety of the 
Republic depends in a very great measure on our 
now making liberal expenditures to arm our troops 
in a manner equal to the best.armed troops in the 
world. Ido not want to press the [louse to con- 
cur in my views; I merely wished to make this 
declaration as to what I regard asa matter of very 
great public importance. 

The question was taken; and the Senate ameng- 
ment was non-concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 


For the construction of-a military post in or near the val- 
ley of the Red River of the North, between the forty-sixth 
and forty-seventh degrees of north latitude, $50,000; the 
site to be selected and the post built under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. . 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. BRANCH. 
amendment by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, The Secretary of War shai} deem the estab- 
lishment of such a post called for by the public interest. 

The amendmentto the amendment was adopted. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. STANTON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have agreed to recommend concurrence in 
the amendment of the Senate. , This post is situ- 
ated in the Pembina region, where there have 
been always some troops heretofore, but where 
they are entirely destitute of barracks. There 
are no other barracks in that whole region of 
country for the troops essential to the protection 
of the frontier. It is not like the southwestern 
border, which is spotted all over with military 
posts. ‘here is a map which has been very re- 
cently prepared at the ‘War Department, contain- 
ing the present locations of all the troops and mil- 
itary posts of the United States, and anybody 
who looks at itand sees the scope of country that 
is destitute of military posts and barracks will at 
once, it seems to me, admit the necessity of some 
protection in that region. f 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. TheCommittee of 
Ways and Means did not perceive any necessity 
for the construction of barracks at that point. 
The committee was further influenced by thelaw 
which was passed at the last session of Congress 
at the instance, I believe, of my friend from Ohio, 
providing that no permanent barrack or quarters 
Shall hereafter be constructed unless detailed esti- 
mates shall be previously submitted to Congress, 
and shall have been approved by a special appro- 
priation for the same. 


ant, it seems singular that the Department of 


| should notonly entirely omit to mentionitin their 
but thatup to this period of the | 
| session no detailed estimate or plan has been sub- 
| mitted to any committee of either House for the 
I think that, even if! 


annual estimates, 


construction of these works. 
an appropriation were made, the Department could 
hardly go on to construct the work until this pro- 
viso were repealed, However that may be, it is 
plain that the 


portance, 
mend it. pa i 
vote any large appropriation of money for the 
purpose of erecting fortifications or barracks un- 
less the military department of the Government 
recommendit. That departmentis charged with 


I propose to amend that j 


considering the importance of ‘every. point, inva. 
military point of. view.” It is ‘charged ‘with ‘thé. 
distribution of troops for military purposes. We. 
are entitled toits opinion on the. subject, arid Lam? 
generally inclined, on these points, to: yield my : 
judgment to theirs, even if adverse. Here we, 
ave no recommendation.at all... gs a NES 
_ Mr. CURTIS. T move to. amend by increas~. 
ing the appropriation to $51,000. The honorable. 
gentleman of the Committee of Waysand Means" 
is mistaken-in supposing that the Government of. 
the United States has not recommended that post 
on the Red River of the North. On the contrary,’ 
we have had, from year to year, explorations and 
extensive preparations for the establishment of a 
post there.: I have not the books here, to show 
what particular estimates were made, but I ap- 
prehend that this amount is not too great. There 
is a post there already; but there are not the quar-. 
ters necessary for the accommodation of troops as 
they should be accommodated in that rigorous. 
climate. The trade through this region toward. 
Hudson’s Bay and the British settlements is now 
very considerable, and needs protection. Last 
winter the people of the frontier had to send a 
military force to guard the steamboats on the Red 
River of the North. There isno part of the United 
States where a permanent, substantial post is 
more necessary than there. Of course, if Con- 
gress makes the appropriation, the War Depart- - 
ment will not go on with the construction of the 
work till it has the proper plans and estimates 
before it. We only give them the same power 
that they have in other cases, to go on and build 
the post after these conditions are complied with. 
I hope, therefore, that this amendment will be 
concurred in. It.is the only military post in all 
that region of country that the Military Commit- 
tee think necessary and proper as a permanent 
work. The day is not far distant when the Mis- 
sissippi river will be connected with Hudson’s 
Bay, as it now i 


3 is with the Gulf of Mexico; and 
this post is one which the War Department would 
recommend, if it has not already done so. 


If this post is so owe i 
ar 


military department of the Gov- | 
ernment cannot regard it as of very essential im- j| 
since they have entirely failed to recom- |; 
For my own part, Lam unwilling to | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Itis doubtless very 
true that explorations have been made on the Red 
River of the North, and perhaps on every point 
from there to the Pacific ocean, as to the fitness 
of various points for military posts. The fact 
that these explorations have not resulted in the 
fixing of a point proves that the War Department 
have not yet made up their mindsas to the neces- 
sity or propriety of having one at any point. It 
would exhibit in this House the most remarkabie 
capriciousness in point of policy, if, after the last 
Congress declaring that there should be no ex- 
pe for the establishment of new posts, un- 
ess specific estimates were first submitted to the 
House with the annual estimates, they should. 
now, not only without any such detailed esti- 
mates, but without any recommendation from 
any responsible source connected with the Gov- 
ernment, see fit to direct the establishment of a 
post at a point not even indicated in the bill, I 
submit that we should at least have some respect 
for the gentlemen who are at the head of the mil- 
itary department of the Government; and if they 
make a recommendation, take it-into our favor- 
able consideration. If they think there is no ne- 
cessity for a fort at this point, we should not force 
one on them blindly and without a reason. There 
is scarcely any population in thatcountry. ‘There 
have been no hostile inroads of Indians demand- 
ing any great concentration of troops. A single 
steamer has passed up the Red river to the Brit- 
ish possessions, and it does not appear that it was 
attacked. Isubmit that this is merely an attempt 
to geta frontier post as a nucleus for settlement, 
and not to defend settlements already there. 

Mr. CURTIS. [ withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, 1 move to 
increase the amount five dollars. |, 

Mr. Chairman, if there be a position In our 
entire country which calls fora military post, it 
is certainly ihis position on the borders of Min- 
nesóta, Settlements have extended to the Red 
ziver of the North. There is already an almost 
unbroken line of settlements from St. Paul to the 
position where thig amendment proposes to place 
this military post. There is nowa line of steam- 
ors on the Red River of the North running to Lake 
Winnipeg. tis known that where itis proposed 
to place this fort is, and has been for many years, 


the great war ground of the Indians. Ji. is there 
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whete the boundary lines of the various Indian | 


tribes meet, ‘Thereis the position where the wild 
Sioux of those plains are more feared ‘and dreaded 
than anywhere else. I know these facts. I know 
that country well from personal observation; and 
Pknow thai a post there is absolutely required for 
the protection of our people who have settled 
there upon the route to the Redriver, or on the 
Red river itself. It is well known that the Red 
river valley isone of the richest and finest valleys 
that we have, not simply west of the Mississippi 
river, but equal to any valley of any tributary of 
the Mississippi itself. Settlements, as I have said, 
have already stretched there in an unbroken line; 
and not only on one line, but following up the St. 
Poiers, winding to the south and west, they have 
riéarly met. Every gentleman who has given any 
attention to this subject, must have come to the 
conclusion that a post there is cssential to the pro- 
tection of the inhabitants of our frontier. It is 
essential to the building up of our country there. 
1 will say to the gentleman from Maryland that 
we have had difficulties, and repeated difficulties, 
during the last four years, in that very neighbor- 
hood. “We have had massacres of our people 
there by the Indians. For these reasons F trust 
that the appropriation will be made. 
Mr.STAN'TON,. There is some misapprchen- 
sion aboutthis matter, Thisisno new proposition, 
This postis proposed to be established in the Pem- 


bina region as’a substitute tor the old post at Fort | 


Abercrombie, which has been there from an early 
period, “We have been in the habit of making 
appropriations for it, It is now dilapidated and 
going to decay, and itis necessary fo remove lla 
short distance higher up the river. It is no nov- 
eity atall. Thereis no question about the neces- 
sity of a post there. It is not like the origination 
of a new post in an entirely new locality, but is 
a mere sight removal of an existing post, and 
the building of barracks sufficient for the protec- 
tion of the post. Now, in making these erections, 
the Committee on Military Affairs deemed it their 
duty to look to such points where it is necessary 
to maintain permanent posts, and where posts 
would not become unnecessary as settlements ad- 
vanced and the Indian population receded. Here 
isa post on the upper i 
ary line of the United States and the British pos- 

sessions, in the Jocality where it cannot be an- 

ticipated that there will bea dense population for 

a quarter of a century to come, and where it will 
| be necessary to maintain a permanent nulitary 

post for many yea 

to have av appropriation of a very considerable 

sum of money to afford protection to the troops. 


You want four or five companies, and barracks |i 


sufficient to afford accommodation for four or five 


to be informed on this subject, just to step to the 


map, which is hung up there, containing all the | 


present military posts, and showing where the 
troops are stationed. 


partment, 
Committee says he saw it yesterday. Jt did not 
come to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 move to amend by increas- 
ing the amount one dollar. I wish to state that 
the gentleman from Maryland, who is à member 
of the Committee of Ways and Meaus, secms to 
misunderstand this question entirely. He says 
there is no necessity for barracks or troops up 
there, 1 desire to state to him, and to this com- 
mittee, that there are three companies there now, 
who have been there for several years during the 
summer season, residing in huts which were built 
by the Government a few years ago, when an 
appropriation of $20,000 was made for the pur- 


pose. Every fall the troops are obliged to be = 


transported south, because of the want of the ne- 
cessary barracks for them to remain in daring the 
winter; and in the spring they are transported 
back again. ‘The cost of transporting them back 
and forth is more every year than the sum whic 

we ask for here. I desire to state to the commit- 
tee that there are now upon that river one steam- 
boat, and, between the head waters of the Mis- 


sissippi and the head waters of the Red River of | 
the North, one hundred transportation wagons, : 
drawn by four horses each, aud sixteen coaches, į 
in constant use transporting freight and passen- || tary Committee of the Senate before it could be 


ii obtained fromthe Department?. How is it that, 


gers for the Hudson’s Bay Company. This entire 
country, upon both sides of the Red River of the 


ted river, near the bound- | 


tis, therefore, necessary | 
| post at this locality. 


I understand that this is a | 
recommendation and estimate from the War De- | 
The head of the Ways and Means | 
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North, is Indian territory; and no treaties have 
yet been made by those Indians. We have to- 
day passed a clause in- the Indian appropriation 
bill appropriating $10,000 to defray the expenses 
of a commission to go theré and treat with these 
Indians. This river is the dividing line between 
two of the most powerful Indian tribes in the 
Northwest—the Siouxs and the Chippewas. 
Hardly a month passes during the year that there 


ig not a fight between detached portions of these 


tribes; and ingoingand returning from those hos- 
tile meetings they pass through the settlements 
of the whites, and Jeave devastation behind them. 

I desire to state further that the appropriation 


was recommended by the former Secretary of | 


War, and has been recommended by the present 
Secretary of War to the Military Committee of 
the Senate, and this appropriation was made in 
the Senate with but six dissenting voices; and 


two of these Senators, as I am informed, did not | 


know what they were votmg on, There is no 
question in the world that this appropriation Is 


„demanded by the interests of the community; and 


when gentlemen say that there are no people there, 
they are very much mistaken, There is a settle- 
menton the north of the international line, in the 
British posscssions, of from fifteen to twenty 
thousand people. ‘here is not a month passes 
but what they cross over the line and commit dep- 
redations upon citizens of the United States. They 
have a fort about sixty miles from the interna- 


tional line well garrisoned, while on this side of | 
| the lines, during the winter season, there is no 
post\wWithin five hundred miles to protect our peo- | 


ple, and no fort or garrison of any kind between 
the lakes and Paget Sound. 


Sauk Rapids, on the upper waters of the Missis- 
sippi, from which 1 will read a single paragraph 
in reference to an occurrence at that point a few 
weeks ago: 

“The Chippewa party passed through town homeward 
this moruing, bearing the four bloody scalps of the unfor- 
tunate Sioux, as trophies of their victory. Onc of the party 
had the entire head of a Sioux inabag, which he exhibited 


t on the door-step at Day’s hotel Weary with the load, he 


took it out, made merr 


over it, took of*the scalp, and 
threw the bloody re 


inder away. Afterwards, a young 


Chippewa rolled it over and over, cut a gun string from it, | 


and wentuway rejoicing.’ 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I have just one 
single sentence to utter in reply to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. He has read to us what, 1 sup- 
pose, is the best argument he could adduce upon 
the subject, touching the necessity of a military 


parties belonging to two different tribes of Indians 
have quarreled with each other, and that, in their 


{ I : quarrels, half a dozen Indians were killed. Is the 
companies. And now, l beg gentlemen who want || 


fact that the Indians in that locality kill and scalp 
each other a valid reason why this Government 
should appropriate money to build a fort for the 
protection of the whites? I submit this question 
to the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. It seems to me somewhat sin- 
gular, in view of the express provision of the Con- 


i| stitution that all appropriation bills shall originate 


in the House of Representatives, that the Secre- 
tary of War should have sent his estimates for 
these appropriations to the Senate, as itcomesout, 
in the remarks of the gentieman from Minnesota, 
he has done in this instance. I think it is a fact 
which requires some explanation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, that this communication 
from the Secretary of War was in response to one 
addressed to him by the Military Committee of 
the Senate. 


Mr. BRANCH. Then, I suppose, there has : 


been no estimate sent here by the War Depart- 


for the erection of this post. 

Why, sir, in view of the very lamentable pic- 
ture drawn by the gentleman from Minnesota and 
the gentleman from Washington, as to the con- 
dition of things in that region, we must come to 
the conclusion that the Secretary of War has been 


i very remiss in his duty in not recommending to 


Congress the establishment of apost here. How 
is it, if the erection of a post in that region was 
so necessary for the protection of our inhabitants, 
that an estimate had to be called for by the Mili- 


when this bill passed the House of Representa- 


i try. 
| the War Department of the Government, and can 
I desire to say that here is a paper published at | 


It consists in the fact that ; 


ment, asking Congress to make an appropriation ; 


tives originally, the Military Committee here did 
notask to have this appropriation included? How 
is it that we never heard of this terrible state of 
things, or of the pressing necessity for the estab- 
lishment of this military post, until it had to be 
drawn out from the Department on. the applica- 
tion of a committee of the Senate? If our citizens 
in the neighborhood of the Red River of the North 
are in that suffering condition represented by. the 
gentleman from Minnesota and the gentleman from 
Washington, why is it that some gentleman did 
not rise when this bill was originally before the 
‘House and demand that relief be extended by Con- 
gress? 

Mr. STANTON. Iwill reply to the gentleman 
from North Carolina that, after.a pretty hard strug- 
gle on the part of thè Miltary Committee here, 
when this bill was introduced in the House, to 
have it referred to us, the House determined that 
we had nothing to do with it, and therefore it was 
not our province to interfere. 

Mr. BRANCH. And yet I understand that the 
Military Committee of the House now recom- 
mend that this appropriation shall be inserted. 
Have they any more authority over the subject 
now than they had when the bill was before us 


l in the first instance? 


Mr. Chairman, I submit that if there be any 
question which has by the Constitution been left, 
and which by all considerations of propriety 
should be left, to the exeeutive department of the 
Government, it is the selection of sites, and the 
recommendation to Congress for the establish- 
ment of military posts in distant parts of the coun- 
It is a matter which belongs exclusively to 


only be intelligently determined by them, Sir, 


i this House has no corps of engineers to make ex- 


plorations and select sites for the erection of mil-. 
itary posts in your Indian country; and if we 
dctermine without any information at all on the 
subject, more than what we have before us, that 
a military post shall be erected at this particular 
locality, the chances are ten to one that it will be 
not only a waste of public money, but that we 
shall do mischief to our citizens. 

Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. For the pur- 
pose of enabling me to say a word upon this 
subject, 1 move to reduce the amount five dol- 
lars. 

{ do not doubt that a fort or post, whichever it 
may be, may perhaps be necessary somewhere ih 
this Red river country. fam inclined to think 
that perhans itis necessary; but L wish to call the 
attention of the committee to the fact that no longer 
ago than last year, upon mature deliberation, after 
considering all the evils of this. system of appro- 
priating money without the necessary data, we 
adopted the policy that before we would go on 
with works of this kind, we would have detailed 
estimates, and know exactly what it is proposed 
to do, before we would make provision for com- 
mencing any new works of this deseription. Now, 
sir, Lhope this amendment will be voted down 
without any reference to the necessity for this 
post. If we mean in good faith to live up to the 
sound policy which we then adopted, I suy vote 
down the amendment, and if it is necessary that 


| tbe post should be established, let the War De- 


partment furnish their estimates, so that we may 
know what we are voting for. J do not want to 
vote for opening any more doors for unlimited 
appropriations, by the commencement of works, 
the cost of which we know nothing about. Let 
us have the recommendation of the Department 
and their estimates before we begin. 

Mr. CURTIS. lt seems to be apprehended 
that tis amendment does not come into the House 
properly recommended and estimated for by the 

Var Department. That seems to be an objec- 
tion on the part of the gentleman who repre- 
sents the Committee of Ways and Means, and 


i also of the gentleman who last addressed the com- 


mittee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I tell this com- 
mittee that this appropriation was recommended 
by every proper military department of the Gov- 
ernment. In the first place, many years ago an 
expedition was sent out for the purpose of mak- 
ing explorations, with the view of selecting the 
site for a fort, the probable cost. of which was to 
be twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars. Then, 
as the gentleman from Minnesota has stated, it 
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has been recommended by the War Department, 
during the present session of Congress, in acom- 
munication to the Military Committee of the Sen- 
ate; which recommendation was indorsed by that 
committee; and it has been recommended by the 
Military Committee of the House. ‘Then, I say, 
when you have the recommendation of the War 
Department, of the Committee on Military Affairs 
in the Senate, and of the Military Committee in 
the House, what higher recommendation can you 
have from the military department of the Gov- 
ernment? It seemsto me that this appropriation 
is essentially necessary. The Military Commit- 
tee of the House have never had the bill before 
them until two or three days ago, when the bill, 
with the amendments of the Senate, was printed. | 
Since that time, they have given this matter a fair 
consideration, and they believe it ought to be 
adopted, 

One word more.. Let me tell gentlemen that the 
rules of the Senate authorize them to place these | 
matters of new legislation upon appropriation bills, 
and when they are properly there in accordance 
with the rules of a codrdinate branch of the legis- 
lative department of the Government, this House 
ought to consider them fairly and impartially upon 
their merits, and not blindly reject them because 
they would not be in order under.our rules if of- 
fered in the House. The Senate have, unques- | 
tionably, the right to place such amendments upon 
the bill. ‘This appropriation is absolutely neces- 
sary. It comes properly recommended, and I 
hope it will be adopted. 

r. BRANCH. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman, I desire to inquire whether the War De- 
partment has sent any recommendation for this 
appropnauon to this House, where, under the 

Jonstitution, appropriation bills must eriginate? 

The amendment was, by unanimous consent, 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GROW. I move to increase the amount 
$25,000, for the purpose of explaining what seems 
not to be well understood by the committee as to 
the gcography of that country, and the condition 
of its affairs. In that region are the remnants of 
two most powerful Indian tribes, the Chippewas 
and Sioux, scattered from the great lakes of the 
North to the eastern base of the Rocky Mountains 
-the Chippewas upon the east side of the Missis- 
sippi and the Sioux west of the Mississippi, ex- 
tending over Dakota and part of Nebraska—and 
west of them comes the Black Foot, another pow- 
erful tribe, Thus the remnants of these once 
powerful tribes have been driven westward, and 
concentrated upon this area by the tide of emi- 
gration ever encroaching upon their country; and 
thus confining them between the Rocky Mount- 
ains and the lakes of the North, in a region of 
country where thcre is now no military protec- 
tion to the white inhabitants, especially in the 
: winter season, and there cannot be, unless by pro- 
viding unusual means for theircomfort, the weather 
being so cold. 

Scattered along theline communicating between 
St.Paul and the Selkirk settlement, in Canada, 
are white settlements, composed in places of a 
large number of families. Between the Missis- 
sippi and the Missouri rivers, in the northern part 
of Minnesota, are hostile Dakotas, who have been 
depredating upon the whites, more or less, ever 
since the Spirit Lake massacre. Why? Because 
the Government has not kept a sufficient force 
there to chastise them. The military is the only 
thing which can keep them in subjection. At the 
time of the Spirit Lake massacre, they escaped 
almost entirely any punishment; and hence those 
Sioux about Big Stone lake, on the head waters 
of the Red River of the North, stand to-day bid- | 
ding almost defiance to the arms of the Govern- 
ment. The Indian agents have been once or twice’ 
driven from the country. 

- Now,as a matter of economy,in my judgment, 
we should place a strong military force where 
these powerful tribes center. The advance of 
white settlements has hemmed them in; and the 
feeling that they are hemmed in makes them more 
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|, who have had experience in these matters, in con- 


hostile, in addition to the fact that their former 


! restrain them by the strong military force of this 


| Means separating into their appropriate elements 


depredations have brought upon them no retalia- 
tion from the whites. ~ : 

Whether the most desirable point for the loca- 
tion of a post should be at the source of the Red | 
River of the North, or higher up, I cannot say; 
but I know well the exceedingly. hostile feeling of 
these Sioux and Black Feet, and the tribes on the 
Yellow Stone; and I am satisfied that, unless you | 


Government, you will, at no distant period, have 
a great massacre in this Indian country of the 
North. Itis a matter of economy to place a mil- 
itary force there. In my judgment, it will save 
millions to the Government; and the expenditure 
ofa few thousands now will save a vast expend- 
iture of money hereafter, and the valuable lives 
of our citizens. 

Mr. BONHAM. If it were a new question, as 
to how far this Government should protect our | 
frontier settlements, I might be opposed to this 
amendmentof the Senate. Butit has been settled 
that it is the policy of the Government to encour- 
age settlements upon our frontiers; and therefore 
1 hold that it is our duty to establish posts, and | 
to repair those posts when they are out of order, 
upon our frontier settlements, so as to protect 
your settlers. 

Now, sir, | do not pretend to know all about 
this matter; and hence I-have taken the advice 
of the present and preceding Secretaries of War, 


trolling my vote in committee, as it will control me | 
here in voting for this appropriation. Look at | 
that map and you will see that that entire country | 
is unprotected, and there ought to be a post some- | 
where near the point indicated on that map. | 
I was not a little surprised at the ground taken 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. | 
Brancn.}| I have yet to learn that this House 
cannot consider amendments of the Senate pro- 
posing an expenditure of money for the establish- | 
ment, simply, of a military post, because the 
Secretary of War has not furnished estimates 
for an expenditure embracing this particular 
thing. Has it come to this, that the Senate can- 
not propose amendments establishing a post, | 
because the Ways and Means Committee of this | 
House has not been furnished that estimate? The 
Committee of Ways and Means is not the only | 
committee in this House. Is that committee to | 
absorb ali the legislation of this Government? į 
| 
j 
i 
| 


Perhaps there may be some little sensitiveness 
upon their part in reference to the action of the. | 

ouse; and though they may regret the action | 
of this House, I hope they will be able to bear it. | 
I hope this House will defer to the action of the | 
Military Committee of this House, who have rec | 
ommended this appropriation. Your committee | 
felt a laudable desire to curtail the expenditures 
of the Government, and to. cut down, as far as j 
possible, the appropriations of the Senate. But | 
this item they did not feel at liberty to cut down, | 
Weare as anxious as other committees are for | 
retrenchment and reform. We, however, consid- | 
ered this amendment a proper one, and we con- 
curred with the Senate in recommending it; and 
I trust the House will adopt it. Maj 

Mr. GROW, by unanimous consent, with- | 
drew his amendment. 1 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to reduce | 
the amount one dollar. J assure the gentleman | 
from South Carolina that there is not the Slight: | 
est feeling of sensitiveness upon the part of any 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means 
as to any assistance they may receive, or obsta- 
cles which may be thrown in their way, by the 
recommendationsofany committeesof this House. 
So far from that, when the gentleman who stands | 
atthe head of the Military Committee ofthe House 
(Mr. Sranron] proposed an amendment of the 
recommendation of the Committee of Ways and 


the appropriations for new barracks, it was my 
pleasure to say before the House that, recognizing 
our own incapacity to deal with these matiers in 


detail, Iwas very glad to welcome the step talon: 
| by that committee; .and only differing withthe. 


gentleman as to: some. of. the ‘details; I simply: 
moved to correct it, in order that it might become 
a part.of the bill. eRe a BAY Ua 

Nor am { raising the question asto the. pru- 
dence or right of the Senate to send us amend~: 
ments. All I am doing is, following in the steps: 
of my friend, the chairman of the Committee on“ 
Military Affairs, to invoke the very law he in- 
voked in his own behalf, thereby :by implication 
charging the Committee of Ways and Means- 
with a neglect of duty, which required the details: 
to be submitted to whatever committee maybe: 
called upon to pass upon them. The objection: 


! now to this course, aside from this question: of 


policy, so fully discussed, and to which I have no: 
word to add, is, that it is in the face of a law of 
the last Congress, declaring that there should 

be no new post established unless there should: 
have been previous detailed estimates submitted, 

not to the Committee of Ways and Means, but: 
to Congress, to be referred to whichever of the 
committees they may think proper. Following: 
out that law, there has been no detailed esti=: 
mate submitted as to the cost of this work; the 

mode of its construction; whether:it.is to beas 
mere shelter for troops during the summer, or: 
whether it is to be a fort for the protection of the 

Red River country of the North from assaults from 

the other side of the line. There is nothing to: 
limitit. ‘Phe foundation of a fortification as large 

as modern Rome might be laid down there, There: 
is nothing before the House from which any offi- 

cer of the Government can be held responsible for: 
disobeying the willof the House. It is therefore: 
in honest furtherance of the. policy adopted by 

a large majority of the House.at a Congress. 
that the Committee of Ways and Means have 

recommended non-concurrence in this amend- 

ment, and not because ofany jealousy ofthe Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STANTON. ‘The gentleman from Mary- 
land has a strange apprehension of the object of 
last Congress in adopiing this provision in the 
Army appropriation bill. Now what was the ob- 
ject of that provision? It was, that when we made® 
an appropriation in gross for the repair ‘and cot- 
struction of barracks, an officer of the Govern- 
ment should not be allowed to go anywhere he’ 
chose to spend $100,000 without consulting or 
asking Congress anything aboutit. It was that, 
before the Secretary of War, or any Army offi- 


! cer, should incur such an expenditure, he should 


have the authority of Congress for that particu- 
lar work at that particular place, and should have 
an estimate of the cost. Now, I apprehend that 
nobody ever imagined that that provision in the 
Army appropriation bill was intended as a lim- 
itation on the authority of Congress toestablish'a 
military post wherever it pleased, and to appro-. 
priate with or without a specific and detailed esti- 
mate, 

“Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Will my friend 
from Ohio read the language of the law? 

“That no permanent barracks or quarters shall hereafter 
be constructed unless detailed estimates shall have been 
previously submitted to Congress, and shal} have been 
approved [that is, the detailed estimates shali have been 


|} approved] by a special appropriation for the saime.”? | 


Mr. STANTON. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, 
without an act of Congress authorizing it, there- 
cannot be any such thing done. That is precisely 
what that means. ; 

Mr. BONHAM. Has notthechairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means an estimate for 
that very appropriation in his possession? i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, There is no esti- 


mate whatever. 

Mr. BONHAM. Has not there been an esti~ 
mate-for the last two years for this work? And 
bas not the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means the estimate that was furnished to the 
Senate? : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. H the gentleman 
will allow me, I will answer his. question with 


2994. 
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‘What estimates there may 
have been presented at any previous session of 
Congress, Lam-unableto say at this moment. It 
isa question of memory; but at this session there 
was no such detailed estimate submitted to this 
House 2 

‘Mr; BONHAM. T did not say to this House; 
but. to the Senate.’ 

Mr. DAVIS,of Maryland. . There was, I be- 
lieve, a letter written to the Secretary of War by 
a member ofthe Senate—Mr. Witson, of Mas- 
sachusetts, I think—sending a bill proposed in the 
Senate, which: contained the aggregate amount 
tobe expended. somewhere within the region of 
two or three degrees on the Red river; and the 
response was that, with an appropriation hereto- 
fore made.and never expended, because of diffi- 
culties about the site, that aggregate sum. would 
be enough. That, I think, is the substance of a 
letter that was read in committee a day or two 
ago. There are no detailed estimates for this 
work, to.enable either the Committee of Ways 
and Means or the House to know what. kind of 
work. is contemplated. 

Mr. STANTON. My idea was this: this was 
evidently a limit on the Executive Departments, 
It was a prohibition against the Secretary of War, 
or-any. subordinate officer, making such an ex- 
penditure; but the idea that Congress may not 
establish a military post, and appropriate $10,000 


very. great pleasure. 


or $100,000 for it, where they please an when 
they please, strikes me as an absurdity. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Had the 


executive officers of the Government any author- 
ity to build a fortat all before that law was passed? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Of their 
own will, and without an appropriation? 

Mr. STANTON. Congress appropriated in 
gross so many hundred thousand dollars, or so 
many million dollars, for the repair and construc- 
tion of barracks. With that the Secretary of War 
went through the entire wilderness, and selected 
such: points as he saw proper, and directed the 
erection of a building to cost from fifty to two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, without any 
act of Congress, and took the amount out of the 
gross annual appropriation. 

‘Well, it was to correct that abuse, and to enable 
Congress to settle whether there should bea large 
permanent barrack established at any sae 
point, that this provision was adopted, Now, 
we are about settling thatquestion, whether there 
shall be a permanent barracks at the upper Red 
river, Thatis all. [Cries of Question !”’] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, by unanimous con- 
sent, withdrew his amendment. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 1 move to amend by increas- | 


ing the sum $500. I simply desire to say that in 
the discussion which took place in the Senate on 
this measure there wag a communication read from 
the Quartermaster General saying that $50,000 
would be sufficient to construct this barracks. I 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BONHAM. I offer an amendment, to in- 
crease the amount $10,000. I desire now to ask the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to produce the letter which he received from the 
Secretary of War, and have it read. I will state, 


in the mean time, that this is the third time an ip | 
t 


ropriation has been asked for this purpose. 
is true that the appropriation has been enlarged; 
for what reason I do notknow. But the fact is, 


thatit has been recommended now the third time. ; 


Beyond doubt, a fort is needed there; and, as I 
understand, the Secretary of War, in recommend- 
ing it, says that the amount of expenditure will 
not exceed this sum; and may fallshortof it.: It 
does not follow that the whole amount would be 
expended; bat, beyond question, it isthe opinion 
of the War Department, that the appropriation is 
needed and that the work is needed. i ask thatthe 
letters be read. 

The letters were read, as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, February 11, 1860. 
Sin: In reply to your jetter of the 9th ultimo, transmit- 


ting, for the views of this Department as to the necessity 
agd sufficiency of the appropriation, a bill providing, “ for 


building % military post near the forty-nindi degree of north | 


latitude, in or near the valley of the Red River of the North,” 
A have the honor 26 jnclose to you reports of the Adjutant 
General and Quartermaster General, communicating the 
desired information. ` 

You will perceive that the ange 
bill isregaxded as sufficient, provid 


nt appropriated by the 
nsiderable portion 


ofthe work is done by troops. Tt is alsosuggested thatthe 
to embrace the forty. sixth and forty-ninth parallels. 
The bill is herewith returned. a 
Very respectfully your obedient servant, 
JOHN B. FLOYD, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Henry WILSON, or : : 
Of the Commitiee on Military Affairs, Senate. 


QUARTERMASTER GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, January 31, 1860. 
Sır: In reply toso much of the letter of the honorable 
Ienry Winson, ofthe Committee on Military Affairs of the 
Senate, dated the $th Instant, as relates to this office, I 
have the honor to state that if it be the policy of the Gov- 


River of the North, the proposed appropriation, with tbe 
unexpended balance of an appropriation heretofore made, 
will, it is believed, be sufficient for all the necessary buiid- 
ings and improvements at the site which may be selected, 
provided a large portion of the tabor be performed by the 
troops. 

Should a post be established, E respectfully suggest that 
the Secretary of War be authorized to place it at the most 
Cligible poiut between the forty-sixth and forty-ninth de- 
grees of latitude. 

Lreturn the letter of the honorable member of the com- 
mittee. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

TH: S. JESUP, 
Quartermaster General. 


Hon. Joun B. FLOYD, 
Secretary of War, Washington. 
Mr. BONHAM. 1 desire to say only, in this 
connection, thatit will be perceived by that report 
from the Quartermaster General, that a part of 


performed by the troops themselves. And I would 
only say further, that in that country itis impos- 
i sible, at this point of time, to furnish accurate 
estimates as to what the cost will be. We are 
necessarily compelled to intrust something to the 
agents of the Government, who are to have the 
work in charge. We must rely, to some extent, 
upon their faithful performance of their dutics. I 
apprehend that they will notexpend more money 
than is requisite, and I believe we may safely 
leave the matter in their hands. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. In the first place, Lam piers to the ap- 
propriation of the $50,000 itself. [have not lis- 
tened to the debate, and E cannot, therefore, now 
undertake to reply to the arguments which may 


ence to the buildingvof the fort at all. Chis fort, 
if built by the United States, will be alone for the 


the Hudson’s Bay country, across the British pos- 
sessions. Itis for the benetit of those persons who 
are living beyond the line of the United States, 
i| who are engaged in transporting goods across our 


benefit of the people of the United States. 

Mr. CURTIS. Not to the Pacific side, but to 
Hudson’s Bay. That is on the Atlantic side, on 
the British side. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The course the Commit- 
tec of Ways and Means have adopted in reference 
to this subjectis to be attacked in the House, and 
we are to be arraigned here by the Committee on 
Military Affairs because we recommended a non- 
concurrence in an amendment which had been 


men paying any attention to the subject-matter 
under consideration. The gentieman from South 


passed one branch of Congress three times. 


American citizens. This fort is to be built simply 
for the purpose of protecting the trading people 


probably might interfere with their trade. 


across this country and go south, to make war 


no objection to that. 


| dians should be preserved, in order that the pub- 
He expenditures may be made in that section of 
the Union, We are to build a fort bere, between 
the Chippewas and the Sioux, in order to prevent 


Ht the one tribe from killing the other, ‘The Indians || a paper read, 


range of selection for the proposed fort be extended so as | 


crnment to establish-a military post on or near the Red | 


the labor, even with the appropriation, is to be | 


have been offered before the committee, in refer- | 


benefit of those engaged in transporting goods to | 


territory from the Pacific side, and not for the | 


Carolina says that he believes that this fort has | 
been recommended three times, and perhaps has | 
Iti 


is not intended, as I have said, for the benefit of : 


against certain other tribes of Indians. Sir, [have | 
Are we to build forts to | 
prevent the Indians from killing each other? It: 
| seems to be a matter of great desire on the partof : 
gentlemen representing the Northwest that the In- ; 


are only to be killed by American troops, when. 
they are not employed in anything else, and they 
are to be paid for that.. Now, I am opposed to 
building forts for any such purpose. Jam op- 
posed to building forts for the purpose of prevent- 
ing one tribe of Indians from fighting another 
tribe, sé.as'to pay the people of Orezon and Wash- 
ington $3,500,000 a year for the little wars which 
they may. get up. i 
Mr. CURTIS. Oh, do not charge that to this 
amendment! : i 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As was said by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, it 
would actually be cheaper to take these people of 
Oregon. and Washington to New York, and board 
them at the St. Nicholas, if it is large enough to 
hold them all,and furnish them with “free drinks 
all round,” than to pay for the wars they get up 
there. And I say now, so far as this amendment 
is concerned, there is no necessity for it, and it 
ought not to pass. You cannot have your Army 
go anywhere that they do not want from fifty to 
a hundred thousand dollars expended, for the pur- 
pose of building almost palaces, in which our 
American officers may have the pleasure of re- 
siding. Why do they not build pickets, such as 
are built in other portions of the country,and all 
through the Southwest, to protect our soldiers? 
Why do not they split the pines and other trees 
to build up their forts, instead of asking Appro 
priations of from fifty to a hundred thousand dol- 
lars for the purpose of building forts and bar- 
racks for the officers to livein? The Committee 
of Ways and Means are to be attacked by the 
Military Committee, because they desire to pro~ 
tect the American Treasury. . The greatest war 
that is now going on in this country is the war 
against the ‘Treasury of the United States; and 
when we stand up and undertake to protect that 
Treasury against the assaults made upon it from 
every portion of the country, we are to be at- 
tacked for our fidelity to the preservation of the 
Treasury against those assaults. I now move 
that the committee rise, for the purpose of put- 
ting an end to this discussion, Letus see whether 
we cannot have a vote upon it. 

Mr. BONHAM. I withdraw my amendment; 
and now let me have read two other papers. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Itis unnecessary. to dis-- 
cuss the matter further. 

Mr. BONHAM. The gentleman has made his 
speech; I hope he will not prevent others from 
being heard. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. My friend from South 
Carolina has made a speech also. 

Mr. BONHAM. Lonly ask to have two papers 
read. [Loud cries of “ Question !”’] 

The question was taken on Mr. Crawronn’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurn, of Maine, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the amendments of the Senate 


adopted by the Senate, perhaps with not three i| 


of the Briush nation instead of the people of this | 
Union; we are to expend this money to protect ; 
them against the encroachments of Indians, who ` 
p It is! 
said that certain savage tribes of Indians pass | 


to the Army appropriation bill, and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move to close debate 
upon the amendment of the Senate, No. 6, and all 
amendments thereto, in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, in one mintte. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Lnow move thatthe rules 
be suspended and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. ‘ 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasu- 
burn, of Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the amendments of the Senate to 
the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. BONHAM withdrew the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BONHAM. 
amendment. 

-The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BONHAM, 
read only. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to have 
Debate has been cioscd. 


I desire to amend the Senate 


Debate is closed upon it, 
Į propose to have a paper 


1860. 
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Mr. BONHAM. So I supposed, and so I think 
the gentleman from Georgia designed by his mo- 
tign. He does not want to hear what is contained 
in these letters. Ele does not want the truth to 
come out. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have no objection to 
having the letters read—any letters that may be 

roduced by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

o faras the gentleman supposes that I do not 
want the truth to come out, he is entirely mis- 
taken... 

Mr. BONHAM. 1 should have said that the 
gentleman is not willing to hear this information, 
because he does not believe it amounts to any- 
thing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I hope the papers 
will be read by unanimous consent. 

There being no objection, the letters were read, 
as follows: 


QUARTERMASTER GENERALS OFFICE, . 
Wasnixetox, March 8, 1856. 

Sir: In reply to your inquiry as to the amount required 
for quarters, hospital, storehouse, and stables for a force of 
four companies of infantry, which, I understand, it is pro- 
posed to station at Pembina, on the northern frontier of Min- 
nesota, I have the honor to state that the expense for the 
objccts enumerated above will depend upon the resources 
of the country proposed to be occupied. Should timber 
suitable for buildings be found on or near the site which 
may be selected, the expense will not probably exceed 
$50,000, if the work be done entirely or principally by the 
troops; but, if it should be necessary to hire mechanics to 
construct the buildings, double that sum may be neces- | 
gary. 

J would recommend that the troops be required to labor 
themselves, and that no mechanics or laborers be hired, 
except one or two master carpenters, stone-masons, and 
bricklayers, and such number of teamsters as may be neces- 
sary for the few wagons allowed for the use of the post. 
Jnaddition to the $5,000 already appropriated, I recommend | 
that $50,000 be asked for, That sum may not be sufficient, 
but it will be as much as can be used. during the approach- 
ing season, 

Í remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS 8. JESUP, 

Quartermasté# General. 


Hon. Jerrerson Davis, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 


Wak DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, 
March 24, 1858. 
Sin: In reply to your note of this date, requesting in- 
formation as to the probable cost and the necessity of a | 
military post proposed to be established in the northern part 
of Minnesota 'l'erritory, for the protection of the settlements 
outhe Red River of the North, I have the honor to state that 
I deem the establishment of such a post desirable, and refer 
to the inclosed report of the Quartermaster General for an 
estimate of its cost. 
Very respectfully your obedient servant, 
JEFFERSON DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Jous B. WELLER, Chairman of the Committee on 
Military .2ffairs, United States Senate. 


ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, WASHINGTON, 

January 24, 1860. 

_ Sır: In compliance with your instructions, I have the 

honor to make the following report in relation to Senate 

bil No. 97, * making appropriations for a military post near 

the forty-ninth degree of north latitude, in or near the val- 
tey of the Red River of the North.” 

Phe act of February 17, 1855, and the seventh section of 
the aet of March 3, 1857, providing for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1858, appropriate the 
sum of $20,000 for the construction of. barracks and quar- 
ters at a military pose to be established in the northern part 
of Minnesota for the protection of the settlements on the 
Red River of the North. 

It was not found practicable to send troops to the region 
of country indicated by the foregoing acts of Congress until 
the summer of 1858, when the post known as Fort Aber- 
u was foeated on the Red river in the vicinity of 
3s Point, it rrison consisting of two companies 
Soon a the occupation of that position, 
however, representations were made that the site fixed 
npon Was Hable to overflow; and under these circumstances 
it was decined expedient to suapend the arrangements which 
fad been made for the erection of permanent quarters at 
Fort Abercrombie until the. Department could inform itself 
as to the validity of the objections urged against the site of 
that post. A thorough examination of the northern partof | 
Minnesota has been made during the past summer bya board | 
of experienced officers; and tcir report is now before the 
War Department. Tt is considered that the post to be estab- 
lished in the northern part of Minnesota should be garri- 
goned by not less than three companies, one of them a i 
mounted company; and it is recommended that estimates | 
for quarters, barracks, and stables for sucha garrison, be 
submitted to Congress. Tt is understood that a portion of 
the appropriations heretofore made for this post remains 
unexpended. . 

Fhe projet of the Senate dill, inclosed by Hon. Mr. Wit- 
son, requires the post to be constructed between the forty- 
seventh and forty-uinth degrees of north latitude. The jat- 
itude of Fort Abercrombie is about 46° 30/; and as the 
position in the northern part of Minnesota possessing the 
adyantzges as the site of a military station, is, per- 
to be found in the vicinity of that post, it is respect- 


th 


fully suggested whether the Senate bill (No. 27) should nat 
be so modified as to allow the new post to be located be- 


| over the correspondence of the Indian bureau and 


| to call the attention of the committee to the num- | 


tween the parallels of forty-six and forty-nine degrees north 
latitude. 

Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

S. COOPER, Adjutant General. 
To Hon. Jons B. ELoYD, Secretary of War. 

Mr. STANTON. Imovetoamend by adding 
to the amount ten dollars. I desire to say in ref- 
erence to this amendment, appropriating $100;000 
for Fort Cobb, that the Committee on Military 
Affairs recommend the House to concur. The 
appropriation, it is true, is a rather ‘steep’ one; 
but the reason for it is, that the location is so re- 
mote from timber and every description of build- 
ing material, that the cost of erection will be 
largely increased. Jam induced to recommend 
thisappropriation from information as to the wants 
of that frontier, which I obtained from looking 


Indian agents, while investigating the question of 
this Texas regiment. I am satisfied that Fort 
Cobb is the proper position for a military post, 
being, as itis, upon the frontier of Texas and 
New Mexico, and also in a position where pro- 
tection may be afforded to the Indians upon the 
reservations in the Cherokee country, from the 
depredations of white men. It is absolutely ne- 
cessary for the protection of that frontier, that you 
shall have a large military force stationed in the 
neighborhood, The War Department say they 
want barracks there sufficient to shelter at least 
six companies of troops, and to accomplish that 
parposc, an appropriation of about $100,000 is 
required, : 

While upon this subject, I desire to call atten- 
tion toa map now hanging in the Hall, recently 
prepared by the War Department. The gentle- 
man from Texas seems to think he has good right 
to complain that there is no disposition to afford 
adequate protection to the people of his State. If 
he will go and examine that map which has re- | 
cently been made out, showing the position of | 
posts now actually occupied by troops, he will l] 
find that they arc scattered in the military depart- | 
ment of Texas thicker than anywhere else in the 
United States. Indeed, it would seem to me that | 
you could scarcely locate them thicker conveni- | 
ently, unless an absolute army were combined to 
occupy the whole territory. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I think the loca- ! 
tion of this post a safe and a proper one, and I 
hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no disposition to dis- 
cuss this question as to the necessity of this ap- 
propriation for Fort Cobb. I leave that to mil- 
itary gentlemen, who are better informéd upon 
the subject. It may have some connection with 
the defenses of our frontier because it is located 
in the country where the Indians are. 

My object, however, in rising was to say a 
word in reference to the remark of the gentleman 
from Ohio, who seems to think that because large | 
flags are scattered over that map, the people of | 
Texas are adequately protected. Now I desire | 


ber of troops stationed at some of these posts in, 
the military department of Texas: 


Fort Chadbourne...... Peer e rere creer eee sere anes 
Camp Colorado.. 
Camp Lawson .- 
Camp Hudson... 
Fort Inge 


Fort Lancaster 64 66 
Camp McIntosh. 57 j 
Fort Quitman. s.. eses ..66 
San Antonio Barracks ..83 M 
Camp Stockton .... 61 
Camp Forde... „57 
Camp Ives.. 83“ j| 
46 | 


i the 


Canp Wood .. 
Fort Duncan.. 
Fort Brown 
There are in the State of Texas proper but two 
solitary posts at which over one hundred men are | 
stationed. Icalled the attention of the House, on 
a former occasion, to the fact that, although there 
are twenty-six hundred troops within the mili- j 
artment of Texas, there are but eighteen 
hundred within the State of Texas. These | 
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and children are. not murdered „or ; catried into, 
captivity.. And thatis what he calls protection; 
by large flags painted upon a large map, ånd. ar- 
rayed in the presence of this House... 

Mr. STANTON. The Military 
not paint them. ‘ : ind See 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois.” E move that. 
the committee rise, for the purpose of going into 
the House to terminate this debate, . The Senate 
has extended the time of final adjournment, and. 
I think we might just. as well.close debate upon 
those amendments, get through with the bill, and, 
then adjourn for the day, and not be obliged to. 
come back here to-night, and sit under this furnace. 
which is over our heads. J ; 

Mr: STEVENS, of Washington 
amendment which I desire to offer. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois 


Cominittee did 


.. Lhave.an 


: Tad here to 


my motion. : r E 
r. STEVENS, of Washington. | 1 will: oc- 
cupy but a few moments. H g 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. This debate. 


has been already protracted. leng enough, an 
must insist upon my motion. ; 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasmpury, of Maine, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration a bill (H.R. No. 305) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army.for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, and had. 
come to no conclusion thereon. . y ee 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois.. 1 move that 
all debate upon the pending section of the Army 
bill be terminated in five. minutes after the com- 
mittee resumes the consideration thereof. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Debate ought 
not to be closed upon the whole section, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then, say 
upon the seventh amendment of the Senate, with 
pending amendments thereto. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. That willdo. 
The motion was agreed to. i 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by James Bucuanan, his Pri- 
vate Secretary, informing the House thatthe Pres- 
ident did, on the 13th instant, approve and sign 
pills of the following titles: è 
An act (H. R. No. 556) for the relief of Francis 
Lavonture and Pierre Grignon; j 
An act (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of George 


dt 


N 


| P. Marsh; 


An act (H. R. No. 446) for the relief of Erastus 
ranting an invalid 


Hutchins; and 
f New York. 


An act (H. R. No. 385) 

pension to Beriah Wright, ó 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 
solve itsclf into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Thc motion was agrecd to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committtee of the Whole on the state-of the 
Union, (Mr. Wasngurn, of Maine, in the chair,). 
and resumed the- consideration of the Senate 
amendments to the Army appropriation bill; the 
pending question being on concurring in the sev- 
enth amendment of the Senate. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I move to 


| amend by adding five dollars to the appropriation. 


This amendment of the Senate is for the estab- 
lishment of a military postin the Indian country; 


| and the necessity of that post I shall endeavor to. 
{| establish, by drawing 
i state of things at the Northwest. 
“Washington and Oregon war debt 


from my knowledge of-the 

We have.the 
thurst into our 
faces on almost cvery occasion. How was that 
debt incurred? Itwas caused by our Government 
refusing to make appropriations in advance for 
the protection of: our citizens, Being in ade- 
fenscless condition, so far as any Federal troops 
were concerned, the Indians rose upon us, and we 
ed, under the circumstances, to do the 
best we could, We defended ourselves by calling 
into the feld our own citizens, and in that way 
the debt was incurred. Now, it is most extraor- 
dinary that many gentlemen in this committee, 
when we ask that this just debt should be liqui- 
dated, denounce the debt as a swindle; and yet 
these are the very persons who will not vote a 
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Single cent to prevent the occurrence of a similar | 


state of things again. We want this post upon 
the frontier. We want troops up there, and we 
want a depot where they can have supplies and 
provisions. If this Government would act with 
that foresight and judgment which ought to char- 
acterize their actions, we might guard against the 


recurrence of these Indian difficulties, and against | 


the accumulation of these war debts, and against 
the necessity of any gentleman being called upon 
to express his judgment upon this floor that cer- 
tain people had better be boarded at the St. Nich- 
olas than upon the frontier. Is ita policy of our 
Goverhment to expose her distant Territories to 
these contingencies, or is it her policy to guard 
against them, and to direct those contingencies, 
and to make our frontiers the safe abode of the 
white man? 

During the progress of this debate I have been 
very much struck with the fact that many persons 
who appear upon this floor as Indian sympa- 
thizers—and I speak of them with great respect, 
forI, too, am an Indian sympathizer—when it 
comes to the matter of making appropriations, 
even to carry out the provisions of a treaty, are 
found recording themselves in the negative. And 
Efind them,in ‘the saine position when the ques- 
tion ‘js the making appropriations in order that 
the military arm of the Government may be ina 


position to protect the white settlements from at- | 


tack by the Indians. We ought to defend the 
frontier people, and give them no opportunity to 
say that they have been left without defense, and 
therefore were obliged to defend themselves. Do 


that, and we shall hear no more of these war debts. | 


But until that is done, these debts must be con- 
stantly recurring. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I wish to say that if we do 
not pass some of these appropriations, there will 
be no towns up there for speculators. [Laugh- 


ter. 

‘the amendment was not agreed to. 

“The question recurred on concurring with the 
seventh Senate amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS called for tellers. ; 

Tollers were ordered; and Messrs. PueLrs and 
Burrerricio were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes thirty-nine, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Eighth amendment: 

Insert the following: 

Wor reconstructing the stables st Carllsle barracks, 
$8,050. 

Mr, JUNKIN. I move to amend by reducing 
the amount to $4,000. My reason for moving to 
reduce the sum, is, that the Committee of Ways 
and Means have reported against allowing any- 
thing; and on consultation with many members, 
Lam induced ‘to ‘believe that this committee will 
agree toallow that sum, ($4,000,) and rather than 
get nothing, Lhave made the above motion. This 
Carlisle barracks is a very important school of 
training for the cavalry. One fourth of ourcay- 
alry troops are trained at that point. A short 
time ago these stables were burned down; and 
now, while there is a school of practice there, 
they have no stables in which to keep the horses. 

The Committee of Waysand Means recommend 
non-concurrence, and give as a reason that they 
think thesum of $8,050 cntirely too much. There- 
fore, in the hope that the House will concur in the 
amendment, and agree that $4,000 shall be appro- 
ptiated for this purpose, I have moved to reduce 
the appropriation to $4,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. Carlisle barracks is at present 
occupied as a schoo} for the instruction of recruits 
in cavalry exercise and cavalry discipline. The 
stabling at that point has recently been destroyed; 
and that being so, I think it but right and proper 


to have the school of cavalry instruction trans- | 
ferred into the neighborhood of the country where | 
should you ask | 
ouis to be traus- i 


the troops are employed. Wh 
recruits who are enlisted at St. 

ported to Carlisle barracks for instruction, when, 
after they are instructed, they have to be sent 
back to the frontier for service? JT submit to the 


committee whether that is a proper place for a | 


school for the instruction of your cavalry recruits? 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilhnois. That de- 


‘Mr. PHELPS. Not one recruit in fifty of those 
enlisted in the Atlantic Statesis fit to ride a horse. 
He is compelled to be tied to the horse in order 
that he may keep his seat. The great part of those 
enlisted in the western States are good horsemen, 
and do not require so long an instruction in cav- 
alry exercise. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Western men 
do not require practice or training in the manage- 
ment of the horse... 

Mr. PHELPS.. Then why, make an appro- 
priation for this military school at Carlisle? As 
the stables are burned down, why not refase to 
make any appropriation for rebuilding them? The 
result will then be, that the school for cavalry 
instruction will be transferred somewhere to the 
western country, where the cavalry isto be used. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to amend 
by reducing the appropriation one dollar. Mr. 
Chairman, if there be one besetting evil in the 
Army, it is the tendency to too much comfort and 
fixing up. (Laughter.] Yes, for “fixing up;” 
for instead of performing military service, and 
meeting the demands upon them, they like to fit 
up. their quarters snug and comfortable; and when 
they get completely fixed up in that way, they 
hate, worse than anything under the sun, to give 
up their warm quarters for hard service on the 
fronticr. Sir, the whole thing is wrong. 

To be sure there is one argument in favor of 
the military school to which the gentleman from 
Missouri refers. We have a great many foreign- 
ers in the Army; and they are not like those west- 
ern men, who will seize’a horse, spring upon him, 
and, without bridle or saddle, dash him headlong 
over the prairies. They do notrequire to be taught 
to ride. Butif we enlist men who cannot ride, 
I suppose we ought to have some school for train- 
ing. Sull, a small appropriation is all that is ne- 
cessary. There ought to be such schools at one 
or two places. I think, however, that there can- 
not be any material necessity for one in the West. 
With these remarks, I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. Junnin’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment as amended. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered ;and Messrs. 
Winsiow, and Biair of Pennsylvania, were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes sixty-four, noes not counted. 

So the Senateamendment,as amended, was con- 
curred in. 

Ninth amendment: 

To enable the Third Auditor of the Treasury to settle 
the accounts of officers, now suspended, for disbursements 
through the Quartermaster General's departinent for sup- 
plies furnished and stores transported for the three compa- 
nies of volunteers called into the service of the United 
States in the Territory of Kansas, in 1855, by authority of 
the War Department, the sum of $5,000, or so much thercof 
as may be necessary. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-coencurrence. 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose to amend that amend- 
ment, by increasing the sum $1,000. In some of 
the disturbances which occurred in the Territory 
of Kansas, volunteers were called into the service 
of the United States, by authority of the War De- 
partment. Whilst they were in the service of the 
United States some quartermaster’s supplies were 
issued to them by the quartermaster’s officers who 
were stationed with the army in the Territory of 
Kansas. These officers of the quartermaster’s 
department have been charged with these supplies 
intrusted to their hands; and the receipts given by 


the officers of the militia who were called into the 


service are not regarded as sufficient vouchers for 


! the accounting officers in the settlement of their 


accounts. This amendment of the Senate author- 
izes the settlement of the accounts of these quar- 
termasters, to the extent of the supplies which 
they furnished to these military companies of 
volunteers, who were called into the service by 
order of the War Department for the purpose of 
The officers of the 


volunteers whilst in the service, and which was 
necessary to their comfort. ‘Ihatis the whole of 
the Senate amendment. * 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I merely wish to 
say that it is very far from certain that the Depart- 
ment had any right, legally, at that time to call 
yolunteers into the service for any purpose to 
which they were applied; but if it was legal so to 
call them out, and 1t was likewise legal to apply, 
for their benefit, any portion of the funds at the 
disposal of the Quartermaster General’s depart- 
ment, then all these quartermasters in charge can 
settle their accounts under the existing law. If 
there was an illegal application of the property or 
money of the United States in their charge, then 
I take it that we ought not to be called upen, in 
this way, to legalize the misapplication of money, 
without being further instructed as to the circum- 
stances. It was views such as these which in- 
duced the Committee of Ways and Means to rec- 
ommend a non-concurence in this amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS. I withdraw my amendment; 
and will let the question be taken on the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 

For procuring and distributing, tothe Army and militia of 
the United States, Army Regulations, Military Laws, and 
books of tactical instruction in the several arms of service, 
$25,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence in this amendment. 


Mr. BOTELER. I offer the following as an 
amendment. to that amendment: 

And that the sum of $400,000 is hereby appropriated in 
addition to the annual sum already provided by the first sec- 
tion of the aet of April 23, 186%, for the purchase and dis- 
tribution of arms for the whole body of the militia of the 
United States, and that such arms be supplied contormably 
to the requisitions of the respective States. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order. 
That amendment is not germane to the subject- 
matter of the Senate’s amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the 
point of order is well taken. The amendment of 
the Senate is for the purchase of laws and regu- 
lations. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Add to the Senate amendment the words : 

Also for procuring and distributing arms and equipments 
for the militia of the United States, in addition to the sum 
appropriated by the act of April 23, 1808, $400,000, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend the amend- 
mentunder consideration, by reducing the amount 
$5,000. The Committee of Ways and Means rec- 
ommend a non-coneurrence in the amendment of 
the Senate. A work upon tactics has already been 
printed by Congress for the use of the infantry, 
and a short time since some officers. of the Army 
were directed to prepare a system of tactics for the 
cavalry. That system of tactics, although it has 
been prepared by the officers who were engaged 
upon it, and submitted to the War Department 
for its examination and approval, has not yet been 
revised and approved, or printed, and we thought 
that we could dispense with this appropriation 
for the distribution of the system of military tac- 
tics until theauthorized publication should be made 
by the Government of the United States. And 
whenitshall be made, and when it shall be adopted 
by the War Department, and ordered to be printed, 
a large edition can then be ordered, which can be 
distributed to the officers of the militia of the Uni- 
ted States. Under these circumstances the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means deemed it advisable 
to recommend a non-concurrence in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. I now withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LONGNECKER. I offer the following - 
amendment at the end of line two hundred and 
sixteen: 

Provided, That the sum of $40,000 be appropriated to 
enable the Secretary of War to purchase ten thousand 
copies each of the reports of Majors Delafield and Mordecai 
on the art of war in Europe. 

The Military Committee have instructed me to 
report that amendment. It is a matter of very 
great importance. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Irise to a question of 
oruer on that amendment. 


1860. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


order. : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would inquire what Jaw au- 
thorizes the purchase of that work? If I under- 
stand it correctly, the rule provides that no amend- 
ment shall be in order to a general appropriation 
bill, unless it be to carry out an existing law. 
ask what law directs the publication of Delafield | 
and Mordecai’s reports. ifit has not been printed 
by the.order of Congress, there is nothing author- 
izing its publication. 

The CHAIRMAN. This Government has no 
authority for the publication of books, withouta 
special law authorizing it; and unless the gentle- 
man can show some law authorizing it, the Chair 
will be compelled to rule the amendment out of 
order, 

Mr. PHELPS. There is no law authorizing it. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I trust the gentle- 
man will allow a vote first to be taken on this 
amendment, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I hope the com- 
mittee will not rise. Let us come here after the 
recess, and go on with the public business, so that 
we can adjourn on Monday. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to know whether 
the order for the recess is peremptory. Lask that 
the order may be read,so that we may know 
what itis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
he has not the order before him. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. It is peremptory. 
There is no question of that. We have acted upon 
that construction of it for the last week, 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I want the order read, so 
that we may judge for ourselves. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I insist upon my motion | 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. CURRY. I call for tellers on this motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. VALLANDIG- 
HAM and Curtis were appointed. 

‘Phe hour of half past four having arrived, un- 
der the order of the House, the committee took a 
recess until seven o’clock. vV 


EVENING SESSION. 

The committee reassembled at seven o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question pending 
to be on concurring in the tenth amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ido not desire to 
present any issue upon the amendment which I 
offered, and which the Chairman decided to be 
out of order; but, as several gentlemen have ex- 
pressed the belief that the decision of the Chair- 
man was incorrect, and the,wish that a vote be 
taken upon the amendment, I propose now to 
vary the’ form, so as to render the proposition 
clearly in order. I move to amend at the end of 
the two hundred and fifteenth line by adding the 
words ‘and arms and equipments for the militia 
of the United States;’’ so as to make the amend- 
ment of the Senate read: r 

Eor procuring and distributing to the Army and militia of 
the United States, Army Regulations, Military Laws, and 
books of tactical instruction in the several arms of service, 
and arms and equipments for the militia of the United 
States, $25,000. , 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I raise a question 
of order on that amendment. The Chairman has 
once decided it to be out-of order. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The Chairman has 
not decided this amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. It is the same in 
substance, and is liable to the same objection in 
respect to its being in order. s f 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the impression of | 
the Chair that, according to the usage of the 
House in committee, the amendment is not in 


order. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Simply for the pur- 


I must appeal from that 


pose of settling this question, 1 appeal from the |, 


decision of the Chair. 
The question was taken; and the decision of the 
Chair was sustained as the judgment of the com- | 


mittee. 
The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 


curred in. 
Eleventh amendment: 


The Chair thinks it is in Ki $ 


| by which the Presidentwas originally authorize 
! to call out these forces, he was only authorize 


For the support of one regiment of Texas mounted ¥ol- 


| and perhaps the minds of the members of the com- 
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ungeers, authorized by the act approved. the 7th of April, 
8, $788,392 03. 


Mr. STANTON. Ium instructed by the Com- 


Í mittee on Military Affairs to add at the end of 


that amendment, as follows: 

Provided, That the President shall not call out such vol- 
unteers, unless, in his opinion, the exigencies of the service 
shall require. 

I am opposed to this whole thing; but, if it is 
to be adopted, I suppose there will be no objec- 
tion to this amendment going with it. 

Mr. REAGAN. None whatever. ~ 

The amendment to the Senate amendment was 
agreed to. f 


Mr. REAGAN. I have troubled the House 
several times on the subject of this amendment, 


mittee are already made up in reference to it. I 
nevertheless beg their indulgence for one minute, 
inasmuch as this is of more importance to the 
people of the State which 1 have the honor in 
part to represent, than all the other propositions 
which have been before this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from 


Texas submit an amendment? 


Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; I move to increase | 


the amount $1,000. When this proposition was 
before offered us an amendment to the Military 
Academy bill, many of the members of the House, 
seeing the incongruity there was in placing upon 
a bill for the support of the Military Academy at 
West Point a proposition to increase in any way 
the Army of the United States, voted against it 
on that ground, and it was determined by the 
committee of conference, which was held upon 
that bill, that the Senate should recede from that 
amendment on account of that incongruity, with 
the understanding that it was to be placed upon 
the Army bill, to which the objection could not 
apply. ‘The Senate has place the amendment 
upon this bill, reducing the amount appropriated 
to about seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

I have so frequently stated the condition of the 
people on the frontier of Texas, that it is unne- 
cessary that I should do more than to say that 
these Indian depredations have continued fora 
series of years, and have year by year grown 
worse. 

There is now pending in this bill a proposition 
to reimburse to the State of Texas $123,000, which 
that State has actually paid out in the defense of 
her frontier before the meeting of the Thirty-Fifth 
Congress. Large additional expenses have been 
made by the State ia conducting military defenses 
against Indian depredations; and there is now in 
the service of the State a number of men little, if | 
any, short of one thousand. The last Legislature 
of Texas appropriated $400,000 to continue her de- 
fenses. It was ascertained, after the adjournment 
of the Legislature, that there was only $170,000 
in the treasury available for that purpose, and the | 
Governor could not contract a debt exceceding | 
$100,000; so that, at most, we had but $270,000 
available for that purpose; and the probability is 
that at this time the entire amount appropriated 
by the Legislature to protect the lives and prop- 
erty of our people has been exhausted. It is pos- 
sible that, if this Congress does not act efficiently, 
the Governor of Texas may consider it his duty, 
prompted by motives of humanity and patriotism, 
to convene the Legislature, in order to raise ad- | 
ditional means to kecp our forces in the field to 
protect the property and lives of our citizens, It 
is probable now that the State will have to involve 
herself in a large debt for the protection of Ife 
and property upon our frontier. 

Now, there is this advantage in enabling the 
President to call these troops into the feld; it will 
place them at once under the control of the Fed- 
eral officers, and give them the direction of the en- | 
tire conduct of this matter. It will relieve Con- 
gress from all question as to the propriety of the 
expenditure which Texas will otherwise be ob- 
liged to make. The necessity of an additional 

ion is attested by the Governor of Texas, | 


protection is a 

the military commander of that department; and: 
it is recommended by the Secretary of War, and 
all the information we have from that quarter of 
the country shows its necessity, Under the law 
d 
d 
tocall them out in the contingency that he believed 
such a course necessary for the publie defense, 
and he was authorized to discharge them when- 


} 
Í 
i 


ever the forces became unnecessary. E believe. 


that one vigorous campaign against the Indians 
will deter them from any further depredations 
upon the frontiers of Texas. I haye before to-day, 
alluded to the inadequacy and inefficiency of the, 
force now upon the frontiers, and it is hot neces. 
sary that I should again add my testimony an 

the testimony of the present and formet Govern- 
ors of the State, and of the present and former 
military commanders. of that department, run~ 
ning through a period of several years, as to the. 


coi p. b 
necessity of an additional force. ` 


(Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. OLIN. Iam now, as TI have been before, 
opposed to this proposition; and I had supposed, 
that after the House, upon mature deliberation, 
and a careful examination of the subject, had de- 
cided the question adversely to this application, 
they would not again be troubled with another 
application for this regiment of volunteers to de~ 
fend the frontier of Texas. 

Everything I have learned since the decision of 
this question by the House on a former occasion 
has confirmed my opinion heretofore expressed: 
that to grant this application is impolitic and 
wholly unnecessary; and I believe that every in- 
telligent officer in the United States service con- 
nected. with the Army disapproves of this appli- 
cation, and condemnsit. In a conversation with 
one of the most intelligent officers in the’ service 
upon the Texas frontier, and since this question 
was first decided by the House, I found that his 
views were wholly adverse to this application, 


| agreeing with my own, and, as I verily believe, 


with those of every intelligent officer in the Army. 

Mr. McRAE. Whois he? 

Mr. CURTIS. Do not name him. 

Mr. OLIN. Iwill not. He said thatalthough 
he was ready to give me any information he pos- 
sessed, yet that the officers of the Army were not 
in the habit of advising as to measures before 
Congress; but that nevertheless he was willing 
to communicate any facts within his knowledge. 
I feel, therefore, a little delicacy about giving his 
name. I would, however, do it but for some 
notorious facts connected with the service in the 
Army. He is an officer of the Army; and an 
officer of the Army is in a delicate position under 
this Administration whenever he undertakes to 
volunteer his opinions in reference to any matter 
connected with the service. Ifsuch opinions con- 
flict with the wishes of their nominal head, it may 
amount to a sentence of banishment from this 
capital. f 

Te has been said that the Secretary of War rec- 
ommends this project. I have said before that ho 
does not do any such thing. By the importuni- 
tics of those gentlemen who are endeavoring to 
raise this corps of volunteers, he has at last writ- 
ten a letter—very unadvisedly, in my judgment— 
to gratify those gentlemen, saying that perhaps, 
under the exigencies of the case, it might be ne- 
cessary to raise a regiment of volunteers for that 
service. : 

One regimentis asked for. Why, sir, during 
the time this controversy has been going on, more 
than two regiments which are now unemployed 
might have been sent to Texas. Even now there 
are six companics down at Fort Monroe, on the 
sea-coast, doing nothing in the world, They are 
practicing fancy duties—exercising. Why have 
they not been sent there, if any more troops were 
needed? I have carefully read the communication 
of the Governor of Texas upon the subject, and 
itamounts to just this: that the cavalry of the 
regular service are not mounted upon horses sujt- 


| able for that service; that such horses as are raised 


and trained on the Texas fronticr are alone suit- 
able for that service. Cannot the Government 
purchase horses in Texas, and mount their dra- 
goons, riflemen, or cavalry upon them? 

Look upon the matter in any light you choose, 
and the simple question is this, and this alone: 
that this regiment is urged upon Congress upon 
the ground that the regular Army is not at all fit 
for that service. No other ground could be urged 
fora moment. The gentleman only asks for one 
regiment. Why, half a dozen regiments might 
have been sent there, in addition to those already 
therc, since this controversy has been going on, 
Three regiments from Fort Leavenworth, and 
almost an entire regiment from Fort Monroe, 
might have been sent there. Three thousand 
troops are already employed there. There are 
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more troops upon that frontier than anywhere | 
else bi the regular service in twice that extent of 
tertitory. © i 

~[Elere the hammer fell.] a 
“Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment : : 

Mr. McRAE. I move to amend, by increasing 
the amount $2,000. Iam not at all surprised, 
Mi. Chairman, that my: colleague on the Com- 
mittee‘on Military Affairs should have made the 
speoch we have listened to.. He has made up his 
mind that he docs not care what occurs on the 
borders of Texas between the whites and the In- 
dians, or how much blood is shed there, or who 
are killed, whether they be white or red. He is 
determined that the trouble shall go on. He has 
made úp his mind to that. I have never known 
any one, in a more cold-blooded spirit, to be con- 
vinced of butchery and not be willing to arrest it. 
He gays he has information from an Army officer 
that this voluntecr regiment is not necessary; and 
yet, sir, he refuses to give his name. Fic makes 
ah assertion in the House without making its au- 
thor responsible for it or being responsible for it 
himself—— ` 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman from Missis- 
aippi will allow me to say that it would not be | 
safe to mention the names of officers who make | 
developments, and 1 so suggested to the gentle- ji 
man from New York. 

Mr. McRAE. I am exceedingly obliged to 
my other colleague on the Committee on Military 
Affairs for saying that he wishes to screen the 
officers, and that he wishes to allow an assertion 
of fact to be made on this floor for which nobody 
is responsible, and on accountof which this prop- 
osition is to be defeated, while he favors the 
proposition, 

Mr. OLIN. It is not on the authority of one 
officer alone that I make the statement. F believe 
that every officer of the Army with whom J have 
tiat the pleasure of conversing on the subject has 
uniformly made the same statement; and if the 
gentleman from Mississippi is acquainted with 
any officer of the Army whose opinion he values, | 
let him go to him, and he will find out the same 
thing. 
` Mr, McRAE. The gentleman says that I may 
go and consult officers of the Army, and take 
them as my authorjty. Do 1 know the officers 
of the Army with whom he has had the pleasure 
of conversing, and for whom he is not willing to 
be responsible? Do I know those whom he has ji 
the pleasure of knowing? 1 have never known 
an instance in the history of legislation before, 
where a fact’was brought to the consideration of 
the power having authority to exercise, with a 
view to contro! the exercise of that power ina 
particular way, and nobody to be iade respons- 
ible for the fact stated. And it is most remark- | 
able in this case, when itis shown tbat blood is ; 
being shed between the Indians and the whites | 
on the frontier of Texas, that in a cold-blooded | 
spirit of hostility, growing out of sectional influ- | 
ences, which never operate upon me when the | 
great interests of the country are at stake, the | 
power capable of affording relief should refuse to | 
adopt the necessary measures to give it. Every | 
one knows that the officers of the regular Army 
are opposed in most instances to volunteer regi- | 
ments; and their opposition to this measure may į 
well be attributed to that fact, | 

The gentleman says further, on this subject, 
that there are now six companies whistling to the | 
wind down at Fort Monroe, and that there are 
twenty-six hundred men of the regular Army on 
the frontiers of Mexico and on the Indian frontiers. 
That is so; but they have not yet been able to 
suppress these Indian hostilities. And it grows 
out of the fact that the troops of the regular Army, 
whether infantry, or cavalry mounted from the 
infantry, are not fitted for fighting with the In- 
dians, and cannot arrest this bloodshed, rapine, 
and murder on the frontiers of Texas. Sir, [speak 
with feeling on this subject; and I think I have a 
right to speak with feeling, Much as | antago- 
nize with that sentiment of hostility to the insti- 
tutions of the section in which I five, if sucha 
case were brought before me in regard toany State 
in the Union, and it was shown that there was 
hostility between its people and any force on their 
borders, while I remain in the Union—and I do 
not say how much I wish to get rid of it, unless 
it can be maintained as the Union of the Consti- 


: were traced on to the reservation. 


tution—I would come forward and furnish relief. 
And I ask, why is it not done in this case? 
. [Hore the hammer fell.] 

Mr. OLIN. I have examined this question 
with some little care, and in a former discussion 
I took occasion to call the attention of the House 
tocertain correspondence on thissubject published 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Thad the satis- 
faction to sce that some intelligent gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, who first voted for 
this proposition, refused afterwards, on an exam- 
ination of that correspondence carefully, to vote 
for it, and, like honest men, voted to reconsider 
the vote by which the House had passed the biil, 
and rejected it. But the gentleman charges, not- 


withstanding that, that my hostility to this matter 1 


arises out of my sectional prejudices, and that I 
wish to see this butchery going on out there. I 
tell thé gentleman that Lam opposed to this meas- 


! ure simply because I wish io put an end to that 
i butchery. The difficulty in this case grows, not 
| out of difficulties with the Indians, but out of the 


difficulty of restraining the people of Texas from 
making war on these peaccfal and friendly Indi- 


ans. The whole history of the transaction shows | 


it. [tis shown by the reports of the Seerctary 
of War, and of the Secretary of the Interior. The 
whole correspondence shows that thing; and I 
have therefore denounced it. The officers of the 
Army will tell you, to-day, that the difficulty is 
in restraining the people of ‘Texas from making 
war on friendly tribes of Indians, as they did make 
war upon them, and drove them out of their ter- 
ritory, and plundered them of everything they 
possessed—robbed them of large herds of cattle 
and horses. 

The Indians having been driven from their Ter- 
ritory, are now wandering homeless, houseless, 
and starving through the forests. Hispo wonder 
that when they come across cattle and horses, or 
anything on which they can subsist, they lay 
their hands upon them. They are starving. They 
have been driven out of their Territory, in viola- 
tion of treaty stipulations, in violation of law, in 
violation of the authority of the General Govern- 
ment. They have been driven from their homes 
and firesides; have been plundered of all they were 
worth, and are now scattered over those plains in 
astarving condition. And now the General Gov- 
ernment is asked to commission these men, who 
have been thus guilty of these outrages, to hunt 
them down still further. God forbid that I shall 
give my assent to it. No, sir. It is not section- 
alism; it is only an honest desire to see justice 
done to these friendless and unprotected exiles 
from the Jand which this country had guarantied 
to them; and that they shall not be hunted down 
any longer by these hell-hounds in Texas. 

Mr. McRAE, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, so as to increase the sum to $800. Mr. 
Chairman, | have tried to investigate and to un- 
derstand the question that is before the committee. 
I have made it a rule of my life, in public and in 
private, to try, upon all occasions, to speak the 
truth in soberness, and to slander and defame no 
man, cither with or without cause. Much as I feel 
itmy duty to urge, with all moderation, and try to 
secure,with all the conciliation that I can command, 
the interests of my State, by securing the good- 
feeling of those who are opposed to my State and 
section, duty calls upon me to say that the lan- 
guage employed by the gentleman from New York 
iva deliberate, willful, malicious calumny upon 
the people of Texas. No more deliberate cal- 
umay could be uttered by any man. He has had 
access to all these papers. He knows that the 
people of Texas have been murdered and plun- 
dered by the Indians on the frontier, and that they 
are now asking the Government to protect them 
against these Indians. 

The gentleman alludes to the difficulties that 
have occurred between a portion of the people of 
Texas and the Indians on the reservation, which, 
as I have before explained, had no relation to the 
general hostilities on the frontiers of Texas. It 
was an episode in the long-continued difficulty. 
Difficulties sprang up. The Indians stole the 
property of the people, and killed them. They 

i That aroused 
hostilities; and the whites acted with a greater 
degree of rashness than, perhaps, I would have 
acted. Yet, with all the proof before us, I should 


“this thing. 


have thought any man would have hesitated long 
before he would have pronounced sucha sentence 
as this. The gentleman tells you that these In- 
dians now roam at large upon the prairies, with- 
out homes or property. I tell the gentleman they, 
never were plundered of their property; and I defy 
him, or any human being on earth, to point to an 
instance in which they were plundered. I tell him. 
—and he knows it, too—that they are not roaming 
at large on the prairies. The Indian agent says, 
in his letters to the Department, that they are at 
home, at peace, upon their reservation, in the 
western portion ofthe Chickasaw country, secured 


| by the Federal Government; and the correspond- 


ence shows that they are there, and are not con- 
nected with the murders and robberies now going 
on. I know that some people believe that they 
are yet with the Camanchcs, and are now en- 
gaged in these depredations; but the agent having 
the immediate supervision of them says that 
they are on their reservation in peace. Our peo- 
ple will attack no peaceable Indian; and if the In- 
dians had not assailed them, they would have 
made no war upon them. Sir, they are not hunt- 
ing for war; they remain at home. But men, 
women, and children have been murdered; women 
have been violated, and children carried into cap- 
tivity. Every week brings intelligence of that 
kind. Eight trains ave been attacked and sacri- 
ficed by them within the last five weeks, in the 
country between San Antonio and El Paso. And 
yet, while our people, living quietly at home, pur- 


| suing their peaceful avocations, are murdered and 


violated and carried into captivity, the gentleman 
from New York stands here and attempts to stig- 
matize with epithets of infamy the people thus 
abused and outraged. Our State treasury is be- 
coming bankrapt, the State having to keep in the 
field a large number of troops. Does he believe, 
can any man believe, that the State is bankrupt- 
ing itself for nothing? 

But he says that all military officers condemn 
He has before him, as a member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, two letters 
from the Sceretary of War and a letter of Colonel 
Lee, saying that an increase of force is necessary; 
and a letter of General Twiggs, the commander 
of that department, saying that such an increase 
is necessary. He has all these documents before 
him; and yet he comes forward, in the face of this 
official information, and says that this appropria- 
tion is not necessary. 

[ Here the hammer fell.] : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. This subject has 
been before the House twice already during the 
present session, and the House has already twice 
Sy pana itself upon it. In accordance with that 
judgment, and likewise with their own, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means recommend a non- 
concurrence in thisemendment of the Senate. I 
do not sec that any new facts are likely to be 
brought forward on the one side or the other; 
and [ therefore move that the committee rise, with 
a view to stop debate on this amendment. 

_Mr. REAGAN. 1 hope the committee will not 
rise. 

Themotion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurn, of Maine, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the Army appropriation bill, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that all 
debate on the cleventh amendment of the Senate 
be closed. 

Mr. McRAE. I should like five minutes; but 
I shall not ask any indulgence from that side of 
the House. I see that they are determined ona 
sectional votes and | only ask that the faet shall 
be known, that they refused to give me five min- 
utes. 

The question was taken on Mr. Davis’s motion; 
and it was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (EI. 
R. No. 819) providing for additional terms of the 
United States circuit and district courts, in the State 
of Kentucky; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL-—~AGAIN. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that neY 
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rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole.on the state of 
the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into. the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasu- 
BURN, of Maine,.in. the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the amendments of the Senate to 
the Army appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be 
upon concurring in the eleventh amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ero 
Reacan were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes forty-eight; noes not counted. 

So the amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to restore to their 
relatives in Wisconsin four orphan children of Edward 
Mittimore, whose parents and brothers and sisters were 
massacred on or about the 31st day of August, 1859, about 
one hundred miles north of Salt Lake City, by a party of In- 
dians, (or Mormons disguised as such,) and who escaped 
the massacre, and found refuge at Camp Floyd, $1,500, 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in that amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: 

Suc. 2. And heitfurther enacted, That there be added to 
the medical corps of the Army four surgeons, and fouras- 
sistant surgeons, to be appointed in accordance with the 
existing laws. b 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

Mr.PHELPS. Ipropose 
ment pro forma, by adding, 
appropriated for their pay during the next year,” 
I differ from the recommendation of the Commit- 


rt and 


to amend this amend- 
‘and that $5,000 be 


tee of Ways and Meansin reference to thisamend- 
ment of the Senate. I believe there is a necessity 
for adding to the medical corps of the Army. I 
believe that necessity has existed for the last two 
or three years. We have a large number of mil- 
itary posts which are occupied by troops, and, 
with the present force of surgeons and assistants, 
it has been found impossible to station one at 
cach post, for the purpose of administering to the 
soldiers who may be sick or suffering from in- 
rae A i 

juries received. The Surgeon General has called 
the attention of Congress, in a communication to 
the Sceretary of War, to this subject, which I 
will read: 

«The medical staff consists of one hundred and seven 
officers; of this number, three surgeons and two assistant 
surgeons are on the sick report. One assistant surgeon is 
on Jeave of absence, 

«The attention of the Secretary of War is respectfully 
and camestly called to this fact:that athough the medi- 
en} officers are subjected to the same duties as other officers 
of the line and staff, but one is now enjoying the privilege 
of an ordinary leave of absence. 

«There are thirty-five private physicians employed, some 
at an expense often equal to the pay and emoluments of the 
officers of the medical staff, The employment of private 
physicians, in distant sections of the country, is precarious, 
and always expensive. K 7 

«í Ir is proposed to increase the number of surgtons from 
twenty-six to thirty, and to add four assistant surgeons, the 
promotions and appointments to be made under existing 
jaws. ‘Phis would add to the efficiency of the medical staff, | 
and give promotion to the senior assistant surgeons, some 

-of whom have served over nineteen years in that grade. 
-sjn accordance with instructions from the Seeretary of 
War, dated July 26, 1859, Surgeon General Thomas Law- 
gon has been engaged in making a tour of inspection, to 
examine the condition of hospitals, &e., on the northern 
and castern borders of the United States. ` 

Respectfully submitted, R. C. WOOD, 

cc Acting Surgeon General. 
«Hon. Joun B. Fuoyp, Secretary of War.” 


Believing, Mr. Chairman, that the medical corps 
is insufficient to meet the wants of the Army, T 
am in favor of concurring in this amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. STANTON. Thissubjectwas before the 
Military Committee, and was fully discussed by 
us. For myself, Iam in favor of the proposed 
increase, for this reason: there is not a sufficient | 
number of surgeons attached to the Army toallow 
one to be stationed at each post, and the conse- 
quence is, that they. are compelled to employ 
physicians resident 1n the neighborhood. The 
Committee on Military Afairs have been fre- 


quently called on to allow compeusation to sur- | 
geons who have been employed to attend at dif- 


| stationed ten, twenty, or fi 


ferent military posts,and, in my opinion, we have 
to pay more for physicians and surgeons so.¢m- 
ployed, than we should by attaching a sufficient 
number to the Army. For these reasons the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs were, I believe, unani- 
mous in the opinion that the increase here recom- 
mended is desirable. My friend from Iowa says 
that we have a larger medical staff attached to our 
Army, in proportion to the number of troops, 
than any other Government; but it must be re- 
membered that when our troops are scattered on 
the frontier, very often out of the reach of civili- 
zation, there must be surgeons to attend them, 
and this proportion of surgeons to the number of 
troops, must, of course, be greater than when the 
troops are congregated together in large masses, 
I think, myself, that the necessity of the case re- 
quires that the House should ‘concur in this 
amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. [ move to strike out one sur- 
geon. {Laughter.] The honorable gentleman 
from Ohio referred to the proportion of surgeons 
to the number of troopsin our Army. Now, sir, 
whether the proportion be great or small, lam 
opposed, very decidedly, to any extension of the 
Army in this particular mode; and at this partic- 
ular time I do not see any necessity for adding to 
the medical or any other staff of the Army. I 
understand that in our Army there is a greater 
proportion of medical men than in any otherarmy 
in the world. The gentleman says they occa- 
sionally have tocmploy private physicians. Well, 
sir, I presume the gentleman knows they would 
do itoccasionally under any circumstances. Jam, 
at any rate, opposed to any increase of the medi- 
cal staff, because I think the Department ought to 
be governed by a wholly different policy m re- 
spect to the distribution of troops. 

Mr. BONHAM. I just wish to ask a single 

uestion. Does not the honorable gentleman from 
Gas know that no army on the face of the globe 
is divided into so many detachments as ours? 

Mr. CURTIS. I wascoming precisely to that 


point. a i 

Mr, BONHAM. One more question. And 
does not the gentleman know that there 1s no arm 
in the world so entirely dependent u 


ical corps as ours? Are they not frequently sta- 


| tioned where it is impossible to procure resident 


physicians? 

Mr. CURTIS. 
out of my time. I say that one of the greatest 
difficulties and mistakes in the distribution of our 
Army, is in their being divided up into so many 
detachments. Every man wants his particular 
road protected. Every man wants & military post 
established in his neighborhood, and he will im- 
portune the Department, and keep importuning, 
until he gets a post established there. ‘I'he con- 
sequence is, that your whole military frontier is 


dotted over with little posts, as was shown to- | 


ou perceive there arc 
ty soldiers at separate 
points. Now, sir, our Army ought to be more 
concentrated. There must be a concentration of 
power, or it is of very little service. Instead of 
requiring more surgeons than we have, I am in 
favor of reducing the number, 
ting the troops in large bodies, that there will be 
medical men cnough to attend to them. I know 
there is a lack of surgeons as troops are now scat- 
tered, and there will continue to be alack of them 
so long as you keep up the policy of establish- 
ing new posts for the protection of every little 
road that two or three speculators want protected. 
My conviction is, that you do great injustice to 
the service by carrying out such a policy, and I 
am, therefore, as 1 said, in favor of reducing the 
medical staff of the Army, rather than increasing 
it; for its numbers are increased to suit this cx- 
travagant and unfortunate policy of placing the 
troops to suit the fancy of some and the whims 
of others, instead of placing every man at some 
convenient point to operate against our only fear 
—the Indians. 

Mr. JUNKIN. Imove to amend by increas- 
ing the amount five dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted; and 
the question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Towa. 

Mr.JUNKIN. Then I desire to ask one ques- 
tion. 


day by the map, by which 


non their med- |; 


I hope this will not be taken | 


by so concentra- į 


» Army. 


| teasing us to pass that bill. 


„Mr. CURTIS, by. unanimous. consent, 
drew his amendment.) 60 ee op E 
_Mr. JUNKIN. . Imovetostrikeoutene dollar 
from the appropriation: I move the amendnient 
merely for the purpose of. inquiring ofmy, friend 
from Missouri whether, if we will help to. pass 
this amendment, he will give us one of those sur- 
eons at Carlisle barracks? OPE 

Mr. PHELPS. In reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, ] would say that, as from his own 
statement that is more especially. a cavalry school, 
there is more need, I should think, of aveterinary 
surgeon than any other. ‘ 

The amendment was. not agreed to. 


Mr. BOTELER. I move to amend the Senate 
amendment by striking out four” and inserting 
“fve.” Since this matter came’ before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, I have had a conver- 
sation with a gentleman attached to the medical 
staff of the Army, and I am satisfied: that the 
amendment of the Senate is necessary for-the well 
being of the Army. There is no branch of the 
service upon which heavier duties fall than upon 
the medical staff, and I beg leave to read an extract 
from a letter I received a few days since from a 
gentleman connected with the medical staff of the 
A single sentence will show how hard 
the duty bears upon him. He says: 

«To illustrate the difficulty of obtaining leaves of absence 
by medical officers, I mention that there are three assistant 
surgeons applying for relief, one of whom has been eleven 
years in the service, and has had only one month and twen- 
ty-nine days? leave; another only two months and fifteen 
days in ten years? service; and the third no.leave in'seven 
years, except onc of twenty days. One assistant surgeon 
has had less than four months’ leave or absence.in. nineteen 
years? service.”” i, ` 

The gentleman also mentioned ‘that. on two 
oceasions it was indispensably necessary that 
he should have leave of absence,. and. he was 
compelled to pay out of his own pocket for the 
services of a substitute—a citizen physician, to 

erform his medical dues. 

Mr. DUNN. Lam opposed to the amendment 
of the gentleman from irginia, for { think the 
Senate amendment should stand as it is. I un- 
derstand that the Senate amendment is recom- 
mended by the Surgeon General ef the Army ,and 
perbapsalso by the Secretary of War; and itseems 
to me thatif we cannot, upon his recommenda- 
tion, adopt an amendment involving so small. an 
additional expense as this will require, we. had 
better abolish his office. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to strike out the whiole 
amendment. I simply want to say that I have 
listened to all these claims until Tam completely 
wornout. Here is a leech that has two daughters 
constantly crying “give!” “ give!” and is never 
satisficd; and that is the Army and the Navy. 
[Laughter.] Now, weare told that this one, and 
that one, and the other one, recommends this. So 
it was the other day, when we voted to increase 
the pay of the Navy oficers. They even started 
all their boys from the naval school at Annapolis, 
and sent them down here in a shower upon us; 
and every man who had brass wire upon his 
shoulders and stripes down his pants—yes, sir, 
and brass in his. face, as my friend here :gays— 
swarmed around us here like the locusts of Egypt, 
And [imagine that 
this side of the House has given a vote which 
they will be unwilling to meet hereafter. All the 
time crying economy and retrenchment, and 
charging extravagance upon the Administration, 
they voted away over half a million dollars an- 
nually to increase the pay of a class of men, only 
one out of five of whom are doing a single thing. 
They are idlers and droncs, living upon the pub- 
lic Treasury. y 

Now, in this case, it is said that- this Senate 
amendment is recommended by this and that and 
the other officer of the Government. T have net 
a doubt of that. We are surrounded and teased 
to death about all these matters, I do not want 
to occupy the time of the committee, but I do 
hope this amendment will be voted down, and 
every other similar application, by adecisive vote; 
and lct it be understood that we are not going to 
yote away all the money the people earn to the 
Army and Navy, neither of which is worth any 
thing. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
yote upon this matter without 


I desire to have a 
further debate. If 
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further discussion is intended, I must move ‘that 
the committee risc, go as to close debate. / 
“Ma BONHAM: I wish to say a single word 
nly upon this amendment. < 
= Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. ‘TI will yield to the 
gentleman. i : 
TME BONHAM. ` This amendment proposes 
only a very small increase tothe annual expense 
of thé Army, and I submit it to any- fair-minded 
man whéther they do not suppose that, if these 
additional surgeons are absolutely. needed, we arc 
hot losing ‘more forthe want of medical attend- 
ence, and losing more by the necessity of procur- 
ing citizen stirgeon’s, than these additional officers 
wall cost? ‘There are posts where they have to 
send one‘and two hundred miles distance to pro- 
cure thé services of a citizen surgeon, who has 
to: Jeave his post and go to these forts at a very 
large expense. I hope the Senate amendment will 
be adopted, 

Theamendment of Mr. Lovesoy was not agreed 
to. 

The question recurred on concurring with the 
Senate amendment. . 

Mr. PHELPS called fur tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Error and 
Fiorence were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 76, noes 56. 

So the Senate amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I wish to ask the 
permission of the Elouse to consider all the amend- 
ments, from fourteen to forty-six inclusive, to- 

ether. 

The SPEAKER. As they are all embraced in 
one section, it will be proper so to consider them. 
"Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The reason why 
itis especially desirable to do so is, that before 
this bit came from the Senate we had ourselves 
passed a fortification bill covering the items which 
the Senate have sent back to us as a part of this 
bill. There is a variation, and some of the ap- 
propriations as made by the House have been 
raised, J presume that the sense of the House 
as expressed before may be taken as the sense 
of the House now; and I ask the House to non- 
‘concur in the whole amendment. 

‘No objection being made, all the amendments 
were considered together. The amendments from 
oh es to forty-six ‘inclusive were read, as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the following 
sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated ont of any 
money in tho Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
following fortifications : 

Kort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, New York, $90,000. 

Fort Knox, Ponobseat bay, Maine, $25,000. 

Fort on Hog istand Ledge, Portland harbor, Maine, 
$50,000. 

Fort Winthrop, Boston harbor, Massachusetts, 310,000. 

Fort at the entrance of New Bedtord harbor, Massachu- 
Betts, 425,600. 

Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island, $5,000. 

Fort Richmond, Staten. Istaud, New York, $15,000. 

Fort on the site of Kort Tompkins, Staten Island, New 
York, $50,000. 

Additional batteries at Fort Hamilton, at the Narrows, 
New York, $100,000. 

Fort Carroll, Baltimore harbor, Maryland, §100,000. 

Fort Delaware, Delaware river, $75,009. 

Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $5,000, 

Artesian well at Port Monroe, $6,000. 

Repairing Government bridge over Mill creek, near Fort 
Monroe, $500, : 

Fort Calhoun, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $100,000. 

Preservation of the site of Fort Macon, Beaufort, North 
Carolina, $10,000. 

Repairs of Fort Moultrie, Charleston harbor, South Car- 
olina, $8,500. 

Fort Clinch, Amelia island, Florida, $50,000. 

Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, $100,000. 

Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida, $100,000. 

Fort McRae, and preservation of site, Pensacola, Flor- 
ida, $25,000. 

Sort Gaines, Dauphin island, Mobile bay, Alabama, 
$30,000, 

Fortifications on Ship island, coast of Mississi 


bor, $25,000. 
goon. Fort Point, San Francisco, including outworks, 

Fort at Alcatraz island, San Francisco bay, California, 
$50,000. 

Repairs and alterations of barracks, quarters, hospitals, 
storc-rooms, and fences at the permanent forts not occu- 
pied by troops, $10,000. 

Contingent expenses. of fortifications, preservation of 
aites, protection of tities, and repair of sudden damage, 
$30,000. 


Mr. WHITELEY. I offer an amendment.to 
increase the appropriation $5,000. {tis true, as 
the gentleman from Maryland has said, that the 
day before the bill came to us from the Senate-we 
passed a fortification bill. But, sir, the Senate 
amendnient embraces all the fortifications’ of the 
country. I put it to the committee, as a mere 
matter of economy, whether it would not be bet- 
ter for the Government to go on and complete the 
fortifications which they have under way than 
tomake miserable paltry appropriations year after 
year, which do not enable the officers in charge 
to do anything more than protect them from the 
weather? 
| have a peculiar knowledge, as | live alongside of 

il, that ae cost the Government between cight 
and nine hundred thousand dollars, and an appro- 
ptiation of $150,000 would complete it. Isitnot 
the part of economy for this Government to ap- 
propriate .that amount at once, or give half the 
sum this year and half next year, and have that 
fortification put in a good state of defense? It is 
so, I take it, in regard to all the fortifications enu- 
merated in the Senateamendment. The fortifica- 
tion bill which we passed the other day appro- 
priates $700,000. This amendment of the Senate 
appropriates only about a million dollars.. : 

Mr. CURTIS. I think the gentleman is mis- 


taken. The Senate amendment amounts to 
$1,200,000. 


Mr. WHITELEY. Well, let us call it a mil- 
lion, and there is only a difference of three or four 
hundred thousand dollars between it and the for- 
tification bill which we passed. That sum would 
complete your fortifications, on which you have 
spent some fifty million dollars; and yet, for that 
miserable sunt of $300,000, you would let them 
go to wreck and ruin. 

Mr. PERRY. [am opposed to theamendment 
offered by the gentleman from Delaware. We 
have a committee of this House which has re- 
ported a fortification bill, and recommended the 
appropriation of such sums as, in their judgment, 
ought to be appropriated by Congress for this 
purpose. That bill has passed this House. We 
now, sir, have an amendment coming to us from 
the Senate, proposing to appropriate a much 
larger sum, hitched on to another bill. [do not 
make my figures correspond precisely with those 
of the gentleman from Delaware. As I figure up, 
the fortification bill that passed this Flouse ap- 
propriates only $600,000, whereas the sums pro- 
posed in this amendment of the Senate amount to 
$1,200,000. As look upon the scheme, it is a 
sort of log-rolling concern, for it makes appropri- 
ations for thirty-one fortifications in sixteen States 
of the Union. Itis, substantially, a proposition to 
“scratch my back and I will tickle your elbow. ”? 
It makes an appropriation for the State which I, 
in part, represent; but my State is suitably pro- 
vided for in the fortification bill, and I am willing 
to take the responsibility of voting against the 
whole concern. Ido not want these vast appro- 
priations to be expended atthis time. The coun- 
try does not need them. We are at peace with 
our neighbors, the whole world, and the rest of 
mankind. (Laughter.] We have no need for 
these appropriations. [tis a mere lavish expend- 
inure of money, to be put into the pockets of con- 
tractors, and I am against the whole concern. 
© Mr. WHITELEY. I will, with the gentle- 
| man’s consent, move to strike out the appropri- 
ation for Ponobscot, Maine. 

Mr. PERRY. Lam very much obliged to the 
gentleman. I prefer the Maine appropriations to 
take their chance with the others. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, I have another point of opposition to this 
system of legislation. We, sir, in originating an 
appropriation bill, which we have, by the Constitu- 
| tion, the right to do, make appropriations which 
we believe to be right. The bill goes to the Sen- 
ate and comes back loaded down with amend- 
ments, and then it goes to a committee of confer- 
ence. ‘That committee of conference agrees to 
some compromise, and then the whole thing is 
smuggled through Congress, without being read, 
considered, or debated. Sir, it is due to the char- 
acter and dignity of the House that we stand to 
what we believe to be right. If we are told that 
out action in rejecting the Senate amendments will 
kill the bill, let it be so. T never will vote for ap- 
propriation bills Joaded down with amendments 
from the Senate which I believe to be wrong, and 
! which ought not to be incorporated into the bill. 


There is one fortification of which [| 


H 


Mr. WHITELEY, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his-amendment. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move to amend by increasing 
theamiountone dollar. Mr. Chairman, the House, 
the other day, passed a bill making certain appro- 


| priations for various fortifications—in New York, 


two; in Maine, one; and all of the others, E be- 
lieve; in the southern portion of the country-—in 
Delaware, Maryland ,ard Virginia, four; in North 
Carolina, one; in South Carolina, one; in Flor- 
ida, four; and in California, two. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I should like to know if there is any 
good reason why the fortifications that have been 
commenced at Boston and at New Bedford should 
not be continued. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Will the gentleman allow 
me to correct him? There are nine appropria- 
tions made for northern States. Besides, the for- 
tifications there were placed in a complete state 


| of defense a year ago. 


Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman includes Califor- 


| nia among the northern States. 


Mr.WHITELEY. No; the first nine appro-~ 
priations are for northern States, y 

Mr. ELIOT. No matter abont that. Thatis 
not the point I desired to make, In running over 
very rapidly the appropriations made by the 
House the other day, it struck me that there was 
a great disproportion between the two scctions of 
the country; but that is of no sort of consequence. 
What I want to call the attention of the commit- 
tec to is this: that here are, at various points, for- 
tifications where the work has been commenced; 


i where contracts have been made and workmen 


employed; where materials have been accumu- 
lated and are ready for use; and it is only neees~ 
sary that the proper appropriations should be 
made. 

Now, there are two policies, either’ of which 
may be pursued. It may be that we ought to dis- 
continue all these works entirely. If that be so, 
let it be so. If it be the policy of the Govern- 
ment to abandon the fortifications which have 
been commenced, to throwaway the money which 
has been expended, to give up the work which 
has been done, and to pay the damages which the 
non-fulfillment of contracts will expose them to, 
let it be so; but I waut to know if that is the policy 
recommended here by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. If it is not, I want to know why it 
is that certain fortifications have been singled out 
over the country which have been partially pro- 
vided for, and others have been wholly omitted. 

Now, in regard to the work concerning which 
1 have offered an amendment, I know very well 
that that work is now in progress; thatit has pro- 
ceeded to a certain point; that there are workmen 
now engaged on it; that there are materials and 
preparations made for continuing the work; and 
that it is impossible to go on, unless means be 
provided for going on. Why shall not these means 
be provided? Mr. Chairman, is it or is it not 
prudent, economical, wise, statesmanlike policy 
to abandon works which have been commenced, 
or should we not rather carry them properly on 
to their consummation? It seems to me that the 
work must be cither done or permanently given 
up. If itis to be done, I suggest to the commit- 
tee that when the money is called for, when it is 
fairly wanted, then is the time for the appropri- 
ation, and it should not be postponed until more 
than the amount now asked for will be needed to 
do the work which now demands to be done. I 
should like to know if there is any good reason 
why the appropriation is refused by the commit- 
tee for this fortification; any reason which sepa- 
rates this case from cases which have been pro- 
vided for by the committee. 

Mr. STANTON. These are Senate amend- 
ments, and the committee had nothing to do with 
the matter. 


Mr. ELIOT. 


These are Senate amendments, 


j and, as I understand, the committee propose to 


non-concur. 
is done. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. STANTON. When these amendments 
were before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
we made up cur minds at once not to go into de- 


What I want to know is, why that 


| tails at all, or to consider these appropriations for 


fortifications separately. The House has already 
passed a fortification bill. If the Senate is not 
satisfied with the amount appropriated in that bill, 
let them add to it by amendments to the bill which 


` 


- House on this subject. 


1860. 


we havesent them. The fortification bilis, under 
the practice of the Government, a séparate and 
distinct appropriation bill. It is a bill which, 
under the Constitution, can only be properly 
originated in this House, and if we recognize a 
scheme to incorporate what is a proper and legiti- 
mate subject of a separate appropriation bill into 
one of the other appropriation bills, we practically 
surrender the right to originate appropriation bills. 
We therefore meet this thing on the threshold 
and sy that we ought not to consider a fortifica- 
tion bill which has been injected into an Army 
appropriation bill. We hope, therefore, that the 
House will reject these amendments altogether, 
and let us stand on the fortification bill which we 
have passed, and not embarrass this general ap- 
propriation bill with this measure. 

Mr. ELIOT. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. If the House will 
let us have a vote upon this amendment, I shall 
be very glad; if not, I must move that the com- 
mittee rise, 

Mr. McRAR. I hope I shall be allowed to say 
a word or two upon this question, although Iam 
Very certain that nothing [can say will influence 
the judgment of this House. I move to increase 
the sum appropriated in the amendment $2,000. 
I wish to say that there are but two questions in- 
‘volved now in the action of the House upon this 
amendment. The action of the Senate on the 
amendment which they have made was based 
‘upon estimates from the engineer department, 
under whose supervision these fortifications pe- 
culiarly are. The action of the House is based 
simply on the estimates of the Secretary of War, 
who only takes. in a portion of the fortifications, 
and he takes. them in with a view simply to ap- 
propriating such an amount as will keep them in 
a state of preservation and repair. The estimates 


on which the Senate has acted are from the bureau | 


having charge of the works, and are estimates 
which are absolutely essential to carry on the 
military fortification of the country. 
only question for the House to determine is, 
whether they have come to the conclusion that 


they are willing. to arrest all these fortifications, | 
and stop them where they are, by merely putting | 
them in a state of preservation, or are they will- |; 
ing to make appropriations by which the works | 


ean progress and be completed. 

I agree entirely with the gentleman from Dela- 
ware in the position which he takes, that true 
economy requires that we shall make appropria- 
tions for all fortifications, not only to put them in 
a state of preservation and keep them in repair, 


` but to make such appropriations as are absolutely 


necessary to bring them into a state of comple- 
tion, That is the whole point involved between 


the action of the Senate and the action of the | 
Now, this House, when | 
the question was before it, deliberately made up |! 


its opinion that it would suspend all work on for- 
tifications. Ido notknowupon what ground that 
opinion was made up. 1 do not know thatit was 
made up upon the ground that the majority be- 
lieved that fortifications were not necessary, and 
that they should not now, or at any future time, 
be completed, but should be pùt in a situation to 
stand preserved in casc a necessity should exist 
for their completion. 


was because they thought the Treasury was too 


much depleted at this time to appropriate moncy | 
to carry on these fortifications. That may have | 


been the reason which influenced the action of the 
House. I think myself that, as these fortifica- 
tions are begun, and as there is a necessity that 


that the House shall reverse its action, and agree 
to ths amendment of the Senate. This was the 
only point which E wis 
with the question. If U 
are determined to stand by the position which 


they took two days agoupon the House bill, and | 
hey then determined were | 
necessary for continuing and completing these |; 
fortifications, they will, of course, non-concur in } 


to the amounts which t 


these amendments. 

Mr. BONHAM. 
the honorable gentleman; and 1 propose to say a 
word upon it. 


tec on Military Affairs arrives at his conclusions; 


but I do concur with him in his conclusions as to 


And the | 


I do not know if that was | xy that State 08 i 
the reason which influenced the House, or if it I| Lowa in 1857, 1858, and 1859, to protect the frontier from į 


red to make in connection | 


a majority of the House | : > i 
À 7 Ht to defray the expenses incurred by the State of California if 


I oppose the amendment of | 


I cannot understand the reasons | 
by which the honorable member of the Commit- | 


[= 
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į same grade and for the sanie time, inthe United 


the proper course for the House to pursue in re- 
lation to these amendments. I think the only 
uestion for the House to decide is, whether the 
louse will adhere to the decision to which it came 
upon a deliberate consideration of the whole ques- 
tion. The Senate have increased the appropria- 
tions for those fortifications, I believe, to the ex- 
tent of about four hundred thousand dollars. I 
kopa the House will adhere to its own bill. 
he amendment to the amendment was disa- 
greed to, 
The amendments of the Senate were non-con- 
curred in. : 


Forty-seventh amendment: 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the allowance of 
sugar and coffee to the non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates of the Army, as fixed by the seventeenth 
section of the act of the 5th of July, 1838, shall hereafter be 
ten pounds of coffee, and fifteen pounds of sugar to every 
one hundred rations. $ 


-The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in, 


Forty-eighth amendment: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every person not 
subject to the rules and articles of war whọ shal) procure 
or entice a soldier in the service of the United States to 
i desert, or who shall harbor, conceal, or give employment to 
a deserter, or carry him away, or aid in carrying him away, 
knowing him to be such, or who shall purehase from any 
! soldier his arms, equipments, uniform, clothing, or any part 
thereof, and any captain or commanding officer of any ship 
or vessel, carrying away any such soldier, as one of his 
crew or otherwise, knowing him to have deserted, or shalt 
refuse to deliver him up to the orders of his commanding 
officer, shail, upon legal conviction, be fined, at the disere- 
tion of any court having cognizance of the: same, in any 
sum not exceeding $500, and be imprisoned not exceeding 
two years. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have had this subject under consideration 
as a separate bill, and, with some amendments, 
they were of the opinion that the provision ought 
to be passed; but to insert in an appropriation 
bill an important provision of criminal law, is an 
anomaly in our legislation. 

Mr. PHELPS. It is certainly a provision that 
|| ought not to be in this bill. 


|| Mr. CURTIS. The provision in itselfis right, 
with some modifications, which the Committee 
on Military Affairs have adopted; but it ought 
not to be placed in this bill. I hope the amend- 
| ment will be non-concurred in; and I give notice 
| that, if it shall be, I will call up the bill for that 
| purpose, as an independent bill, at an early day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The Committee 
of Waysand Means recommend non-concurrence 
in this amendment, on the ground that itis a 
penal provision of very great importance, which 
they think, at this period @f the session, there is 
no time to give that consideration which a duc 
regard to safe legislation would require; and I 
i trust that the Fouse will non-concur on this 
| ground alone, without reference to its merits, as 
a matter of independent legislation. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


i 
| 
| Forty-ninth amendment: 
f 
i 
l 
t 


Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
| War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, out 

ofany moncy in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
| to pay to the State of Iowa such sums of money as were 
paid by that State to troops called out by the Governor of 


indian incursions: Provided, The Secretary shall be satis- 
l| fied that there was a necessity for calling out these troops ; 
that the amounts have been actually paid by the State; 
hat no greater pay or allowance be given than was re- 
į ceived by officers and soldiers of equal grade at that period 
l in the United States Army 3 and that the amount so to be 
i paid shall not execed the sum of $18,988 84. 


what I now ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 
That the sum of $409,000, or so much thereof as shali 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 


| in the suppression of Indian hostilities therein, in the years 
| 1854, 1855, 18. 
itor of the Treasury be, and he bereby is, authorized and 
required to audit the accounts of the said State of Califor- 


supplies, transportation, personal services, &c., furnished 
il or rendered to said volunteers in the Shuster expedition of 
| 1854; in the 
and Humboldt expedition of 1855; in the San Bernardino 


: the Modoc expedition of 1856 ; in the Tuluse expedition of 
1856; in the Klamatle and Humboldt expedition of 1858 and 
1859, and in the Pitt river expedition of 1859: Provided, 
that no higher rate shall be allowed or paid for the ser- 


| 


e 


| Mr. STANTON. 1 move toamend by adding ; 


they shall be completed, true economy requires | 


be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, aut 


nia, for payments for the services of volunteers, and tor | 


expedition of 1855; in the Kiamatle ; 


expedition of 1835; in the Klamatie expedition of 1856 ; in | 


j 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
{ 
| 


| 
i 
i 
} 
| 
H 
i 


Í 


| 


, 1858, and 1859; and that the ‘Third Aud- |} 


vices Of said volunteers, than was’ paid for services.in: the 


Army serving in California; nor shall payment bem 
the services of any such volunteers, except for the thine 
during which they shall be shown, by satisfactory-evidence, 
to have been. engaged in-actual service-in the fields and 
provided further, That.no alqwanhce shall be nade. for the 
services of any person in more than one capacity for-the 
same time’; and in auditing the said clains-for supplies, 
transportation, personal. services, &c., the same: shall be 
computed at-prices corresponding, as nepr-as can “be.dscet- 
tained, to the rates paid for similar supplies, transportation, 
&c., furnished or rendered ‘to the United state Army, in 
the same cotintry, at the same timié; andthe ‘Third: Aad- 
itor, as to all principles nót expressly settled by this-act, 
shali be governed, in auditing and setting said claims, by 
the principles adopted in his report, upon. the claims-of the 
Territories of Washington and Oregon, of the 7th of Feb- 
ruary, 1860, madé in purawance of a resolution of the House 
of Represeittatives, passed the 8th of February, 1859: Pro- 
vided, ‘That he be, and hereby is, authorized and directed, 
whenever, in his opinion, the evidence in support of any 
claim for services, supplies, transportation, or otherwise, is 
not sufficient to establish such ‘claim, or where he may. 
have doubts as to the genuineness theréof, to require addi- 
tional and satisfactory proof touching such claim,:or,the 
value of the services rendered or supplies furnished, before 
reporting such claim for settlement and payment as herein 
directed: And provided further, That no payment shall be 
made for the expenses of any expedition hereinbefore men- 
tioned, if the Secretary of War shall be of opinion that there 
was not a necessity for calling out said troops. : 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Lraise a point of 
order. The amendment is not in order, 

Mr. STANTON. If itis not inorder, it affords 
a very fair illustration of the manner in which we 
discharge our duties here. The amendment Ipro- 
pose is precisely of the same character.as that.to 
which it is offered, which is to pay the amount 
of moncy expended by the State of Iowa; and if 
it bein order for the Senate to propose an amend- 
ment to-reimburse the expense incurred by the 
State of Iowa in defending herself against Indian 
hostilities, it ought to be in order for us to move 
to pay the expenses incurred by the State of Cal- 
ifornia for the same purpose. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio himself think it is in order? 

Mr. STANTON. I guessso, [Laughter.] It: 
would not be in order as an amendment to the 
Army bill; but would it not be in order as an 
amendment to the Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate amendment 
is regarded as a part of the bill; and the Chair is 
of opinion that the amendment would not be in 
order as an amendment to the Senate amendment 
any more than it would be to the original bill. . 

Mr. BURCH. I desire to say.one word in re- 
gard to this proposition, in order that the action 
had thereon this evening may not prejudice the 
claim at any future time when itimay come up for 
consideration. It has not been attempted to iñ- 
ject this claim of the State of California into àn- 
other bill, in order that it might be carried through 
on merits not its own. It would have been in the 
Army bill originally, and before it passed: this 
House, had not ‘the original documents and 
vouchers upon which the claim is based been 
required by the Military Committee. These doc- 
uments have but recently arrived, in the charge 
of General Kibbe, of California. On my espe- 
cial request, they have been examined by said 
committee and found to be correct, and the claim. 
eminently just and. proper to be paid bythe Gen- 
eral Government. Isir, know, of my own knowl- 
edge, that the State has paid in cash a greater 
amount than has been allowed by the committee 


| for certain of these expeditions. I know the great 


necessity which existed for these expeditions, to 
protect the lives and property of citizens of our 
State. The proposition is, in itself, of sufficient 
merit to carry it through Congress, without the 
aid of other meritorious claims. 

I have thought it best to make this statement, - 
for fear of prejudice arising from the action to- 
night, since the amendment has been decided to 
be out of order. Our citizens, havingleng waited 
for this outlay, are impatient for their reimburse- 
ment. I shall endeavor to call the matter up 
again al an early day; and [ hope then the mat- 
ter will be fully understood and this House ready 
to take action thereon, and to pay to the State of 
California. and to her citizens the money to which 
they are justly entitled. 

i'thank the House for the courtesy extended to 
me to make these few remarks in justification of 
the action of the committee in proposing this 
amendment to the Army bill. 

The CHAIRMAN.” This debate is out of 
order. 


T 
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Mr. BURCH: © I hope the committee will not 
consider the améndment out of order; for I think it 
is germane to the amendment under consideration. 

‘Mr. STANTON. I wish to-amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate. : I would inquire what is the 
ainount proposed in the Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eighteen thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-eight dollars. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to strike out ‘‘ nine 
hundred and eighty-eight.”” The Committee on 
‘Military, Affairs have recommended aconcurrence 
inthis amendment upon:the ground that the uni- 
form’ and settled sage and practice upon the part 
of this Government is to reimburse to all the 
States and Territories the money necessarily ex- 
pended: in suppressing Indian hostilities. The 
amendment may be inappropriate to this bill; but 
our practices and usages of legislation are such 
that there is no other mode of reaching relief of 
this kind, to which the States and Territories are 
entitled. ` Our rules are such that the Committee 
of Ways. and Means has the floor all the time, 
and the Military Committee is not allowed to re- 
pou a separate bill of this kind, although they 

ave acted upon. these claims, and are ready to 
make a favorable report as to the passage of a 
separate bill... And a refusal to incorporate these 
claims into appropriation bills amounts to a vir- 
tual denial of the claims. These claims are justly 
due to the States and Territories, and I would not 
keep these parties waiting and knocking at the 
doors of Congress; but under the operation of our 
rules, we cannot get the subject before the House 
for consideration. All [ask is that the House 
shall come up to the consideration of this ques- 
tion, and say whether this appropriation for lowa 
ig right or wrong. If it be right, adopt it; if it is 
not, rejectit; for if it is right, no other committce 
can get ina separate bill for its payment, because 
the Committee of Ways and Means control all 
legislation and occupy the floor, by the courtesy 
of thé House, all the time, to the exclusion of all 
, Other claims and all other business. 

Now, inasmuch as this amendment is upon this 
bill, L hope this House will meet it upon its mer- 
its, and if it is vight will pass it. 

Mr. CURTIS. The proofs in this case are the 
same as that upon which we passed the Utah 
claim a few wecks ago. 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. Is not the amend- 
ment ruled out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, which 
is in order. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Senate has a way of put- 
ting in their amendments which we have not. 
They putthom upon appropriation bills, and when 
they come here, we can approve or disapprove of 
them, as we think proper, The Committee on 
Military Affairs, both of this House and of the 
Senate, have concurred in the propriety of this 
Senate amendment. What is the use, then, of 
bringing this matter up in another shape, when 
we now have it fairly before us? This claim to 
reimburse Jowa conforms in principle precisely 
to that upon which we have made appropriations 
heretofore to other States and Territories, except 
that jn this case it comes attached to an appropria- 
tion bill. I hope, therefore, this appropriation will 
pass in this form, so that justice, and nothing 
more, will be done to the State of Iowa. We gen- 
erally defend ourselves in Iowa, and we did it in 
this instance, and we ask to be reimbursed our cx- 
a Hid in the same way that Congress reimbursed 

tah and other Territories, without referring the 
matter to mere matter of form that cannot be 
brought forward this present session. 

The amendment of Mr. Stanton was not agreed 
to. 

The Senate amendment was not concurred in. 

Fifticth amendment: 

Insert. the following : 

Seo. 7. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 


the second section Of the act of the 3d of March, 1859, be | 


extended so as to include all the money advanced by the 
State of Texas in payment of volunteers called out in de- 
fense of the frontier of that State, since the 28th of Febru- 
ary, 1855: Provided, The Secretary of War shall be satisticd 
that ilere was necessity for calling out these troops; that 
they were called out by the competent authority; and that 
the amount so claimed was actually paid by the said State. 
And that the amount hereby provided for shall not exceed 
the sum of $123,544 51. ? 

Mr. STOUT. I offer the following amendment 
to that amendment of the Senate: 


That the following sums, or as much thereof as may be 


necessary, be, and they are hereby. appropriated, out of any 
money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to de- 
fray the expenses incurred in the Territories of Washington 
ditd Oregon, m the suppression of Indian hostilities therein, 
in the years 1855 and 1856, so far as the claims growing out 
of that war have been reported tothe Department by the 
commissioners. appointed for that purpose. under the au- 
thority of the eleventh section of the act of 18th August, 
1856, chapter one hundred and twenty-nine: : 

For the pay of volunteers, embracing the first, second, 
and ninth Oregon regiments, and the three companies of 
minute men, numbered sixty, sixty-one, and sixty-two, and 
the first and second Washington regiments and promiscu- 
ous companies, including the companies of Captain Strong 


and Captain Hays, $400,000: Provided, These volunteers 


shall not receive higher pay and allowances than were given 
to ofticers and soldiers of equal grade, at that period, in the 
United States Army. 

For the payment of supplies, transportation, personal ser- 
vices, &c., $3,000,000: Provided, That all claims therefor, 
arising from contracts previously made by competent au- 
thority, shal! be paid upon the presentationof proper vouch- 
ers; but if notso contracted for, they shall be settled upon 
terms of equity and justice, at prices not exceeding the 
highest rates prevalent in that country at that time, to be 
ascertained by purebases made for the regular service 5 but 
no claims for services rendered to volunteers after they were 
mustered out of the service shall be allowed, norshall com- 
pensation be made for the services of any person in more 
than one capacity for the same time. And all claims of 
said volunteers for horses, arms, and other property Jost 
or destroyed in said service, shall be audited and settled 
according to the act approved the 3d of March, 1849, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I am obliged to 
raise the question of order upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Oregon. It comes pre- 
cisely under the ruling of the House a short time 
since. 

Mr. STOUT. There is a Senate amendment 
relating to a similar matter; and ï think it is in 
order. 

There was a law passed by the last Congress 
providing for the auditing of these claims. ‘They 
were passed upon in accordance with law by a 
commission appointed under an act of the Con- 

ress before last, and the debt has been ascertained 
in accordance with law. This is simply an ap- 
propriation to provide for the payment of an ab- 
solute existing debt; and it therefore occupies a 
very different position from other claims that have 
been presented. I think it is within the knowl- 
edge of the Chair that the Government has recog- 
nized the validity of these claims; and the only 
question has been, within the last two years, as 
to the amount, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not aware 


of any law that makes this an absolute liability | 


on the Government so as to make it in order as 
an item in an appropriation bill which is for the 
purpose of carrying out existing law. On that 
ground, the Chair rules the amendment to be out 
of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. [ move to amend by reducing 
the amount $10,000. It will be recollected that 
at the beginning of th® Thirty-Fifth Congress an 
application was made by the State of Texas to 
secure the reimbursement of $185,000 paid by that 
State for troops called out by the Governor of the 
State for the defense of the frontier. The last 
Congress appropriated some fifty-five thousand 
dollars, leaving unpaid the amount provided for 
in this bill. It only embraces the moneys paid out 
by the State from 1855 to 1857, when the comp- 
troller’s report was made up. Accompanying the 
bill which { offered at the beginning of the present 
session, I furnished tothe Committee on Military 
Affairs the account of the comptroller of the State, 
showing the amount of money paid out under 
the authority of the State. The chairman of the 
Military Committee is not now in his scat, or I 
would have made an exhibit of that paper here; 
but it is within the knowledge of the members of 
the Commiitee on Military Affairs. This does 
not embrace the very large expenditures made by 
the State for the last two and a half years; and 
Congress is now asked, as it will not give us 
troops, to reimburse the State for the moneys 
actually paid out by the State of Texas. The act 
of 1859 provides that these troops shall not receive 
higher rates of pay than the rates paid to soldiers 
and officers in ike regular service. The matter is 
left to the supervision of thé Secretary of War, 
who must be satisfied, before he pays the money, 
thatit hasbeen actually and necessarily expended, 
and that there was a necessity for calling troops 
into the field. It was my purpose to have em- 
braced in the bill the other expenditures; bat I 
was not able to get the comptroller’sreportand the 
necessary vouchers. If this money be reimbursed, 
then the State of Texas can continue to employ 


zs o 


troops in the defense of her frontier, as Congress 
has refused to give her that protection to which 
she is.certainly entitled. : 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Chairman, this is one 
of the most extraordinary cases that I ever knew 
to come before Congress. If money is due to the 
State of Texas for undertaking her defense against 
the Indians, I take it for granted that allis due 
which she expended for the purpose. And yet 
the appropriation is expressly limited to $123,500. 

Mr. REAGAN. Wil the gentleman allow me 
to state—— : 

Mr. GARNETT. - I cannot. I have only five 
minutes. That is all they claim; but sull, why is 
it limited to this particular amount? It seems that 
the whole claim is. unaudited and unsettled; for 
it is provided that it shall not be paid unless the 
Secretary of War shall ‘be satisfied that the ex- 
penditure was necessarily made in the payment of 
troops, that they were called out under competent 
authority, and that the money was actually paid 
by the authorities of the State. It is very much 
asif a court shouldaward judgmentagainst a man 
for $10,000, provided it shall turnout that he owed 
the money. I have heard before of claims which 
were valid neither in courts of law or equity; but 
which appealed to the liberality of Congress; but 
I never heard of a claim where no proof was of- 
fered whatever. Is notCongress, which appropri- 
ates this money, and which is responsible for 
voting it, the proper tribunal to be satisfied that 
the money isdue? Why should Congress delegate 
that authority to the Secretary of War? Why 
throw upon him the responsibility which prop- 
erly appertains to ourselves? Let us wait until 
the Secretary of War reports to us thatthe money 
is due. Let us wait till he informs us that the 
troops were actually called out by competent au- 
thority. Let us wait till he tells us that the State 
of Texas has furnished him with vouchers show- 
ing that the money has been paid. 

‘A friend has just told me that he has examined 
the Army and Navy appropriation bill, and finds 
that one half of the amount appropriated is ex- 
penet in California, Oregon, Texas, and New 
Mexico. We first give away all our public Jands 
to every settler who will do us the favor of taking 
possession of them; then we send all our.troops 
to protect these setilers against the Indians, and 
to sustain them in any wars which they may 
choose to get up against the Indians; and finally, 
we are asked to pass bill after bill, on the vagnest 
sort of proof, appropriating money enough to 
support them all. 

About two sessions ago we had before usa bill 
giving seven or cight million dollars to the people 
of Oregon. The population of Oregon when they 
were admitted into the Union numbered sixty or 
seventy thousand—so that the distribution of the 
sum among them would give $150 to every man, 
woman, and child in the State. 

The amount of itis just this: that we are to 
confiscate the whole property of the country for 
the support of these frontier people. We had 
better go into a court of bankruptcy, place our 
whole assets in the hands of a receiver, and ask 
him to do us the favor of making an equal divis- 
ion of them among the people of the new Terri- 
tories, 

I should not be surprised at votes from the Re~- 
publican side of the House in favor ofthis amend- 
ment, for they have a party motive to subserve 
in swelling the deficiency, in order to create the 
necessity for a protective tariff, but E am really 
astonished at the action of the Democratic party, 
which { joined early in life, because I believed it 
a free-trade party. If this course continues, I 
think we shall have to move a committec of tariff 
Democrats to frame a tariff to supply these enor- 
mous, extravagant, wasteful, and intolerable ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw my amendment, 
and propose to reduce the amount $200. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very sorry that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Oregon happened to be 
ruled out of order. The genticman from Virginia 
(Mr. Garner] had his speech prepared against 
the Oregon war debt bill, and it is the misfortune 
of Texas that he did not get a chance to make it 
against that amendment. But that having been 
ruled out of order, the speech must needs never- 
theless be made. Iam told that I am to be ar- 
raigned as a tariff Democrat, because my State 
has been driven, by the shameful neglect of this, 
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Government, to defend her citizens, and comes 
now and asks that Congress. shall reimburse her 
the amount actually paid out. There is a report 
of the comptroller of the State, which shows the 
amount of money which’ has been actually paid 
out for the defense of the frontier. It is not ne- 
cessary that I should refer again to the efforts 
which were made by myself and my colleague 
‘upon this floor, during the last Congress, persist- 
ently and continuously, to secure the defense of 
the frontier of Texas. 

The gentleman has informed us that the greater 
portion of the expenditures of Government are 
to be charged to Texas, California, New Mexico, 
and Oregon. Well, sir, if the military expenses 
of the Government are not to be charged to them, 
where will you charge them? ‘There is the thea- 
ter of the military action of the country. The 
gentleman’s course may suit his sense of econo- 
my, but it is no compliment to his statesman- 
ship. He does not seem to remember that the 
advancement of the frontiers, the occupation 
and redemption of the wilderness, its civilization 
and improvement, the building up of American 
commerce, and the expansion of civilization, are 
apart of the great interests of the country. Our 
troops must be stationed where there is real need 
for them. 

It is not to be believed that the American Con- 
gress will lose sight of the extent of the territory 
of this country; the extent of our Indian frontiers, 
and the existerice of three hundred thousand In- 
dians upon these frontiers, a large portion of 
whom are either predatory in their character or 
they have little regard, little knowledge, and little 
respect for the rights of others. The main portion 
of the military forces of this country has to be em- 
ployed to keep these Indians in subjection, and to 
protect the white settlers; to give protection to the 
settlers, for the redemption of the wilderness to 
the uses of civilized life and the arts of peace. 
But it appears to be the gentleman’s policy to 
stop the settlements where they now are, and to 
leave these vast unsettled tracts to be the hunting 
grounds of Indians in all future years. What sort 
of a policy is that? 

I have only further to say, that I presume the 
protective provisions have been inserted in this 
amendment in order that any additional super- 
vision which is necessary might be made by the 
Secretary of War, and that the Federal Treasury 
might be guarded againstany impropriety. There 
can be no doubt that these troops were called out 
and ordered into the service. That service was 

~ necessary. ‘The moncy to pay for it was appro- 
pristed by the State, and it has been paid to the 
troops. And we only ask now simply to be re- 
imbursed for that necessary expenditure. I trust 
and believe that this House will not require the 
State of Texas to go on defending herself, prose- 
cuting her own wars, and then refusing to reim- 
burse her the amount which she has necessarily 
expended, unless, indeed, they are prepared to 
disregard every dictate of humanity, of justice, 
and of patriotism, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I hope the vote 
will be allowed to be taken on that amendment 
without further debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 


Amend the fiftieth amendment of the Senate by adding, | 


as follows: 

Provided further, That there shall be no greater pay or 
allowance to such volunteers than was given for services 
in the same gradea und at the same time to siinilar troops 
in the service of the United States. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the Senate amendment, as amended, was 
then non-concurrred in. 


Fifty-first amendment: 


Sec. & And be it further enacted, That the twelfth sec- 
tion of the act of 3d of March, 1857, be extended so as to cm- 
brace the pay proper and allowances of the militia of New 
Mexico therein named: Provided, They shail receive no 


greater pay and allowances than were given to officers and | 
soldiers of equal grade at that period in the United States | 


service, and that the amount hereby appropriated shall not 
exceed the sum of $74,009. 

Mr. STANTON. Iwill ask that the twelfth 
aection referred to in that amendment be read. 

The Clerk read the section, as follows: 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle 
the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the militia 

* called into service in the Territory of New Mexico by act- 


! completely a new claim asare the Oregon or Texas 


| ject, and I may be mistaken; but I appeal te any 


ing Governor Meservy, in the year 1844, to suppress Indian 
hostilities in said Territory, upon the presentation, by. the 
Governor of said Territory to the said Secretary, of a full, 
accurate, and detailed statement or estimate of the actual 
and necessary expenses incurred by said militia, accom- 
panied by proper vouchers and satisfactory proof of the cor- 
rectness thereof, authenticated according to the usages of 
the Department; and that the sum of $25,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to carry the provisions of 
this act into effect: Provided, ‘hat said Secretary shall be 
first satisfied that the calling out of said militia was proper 
and necessary for the defense of said Territory. 


Mr. STANTON. The difficulty, as I under- 
stand it, arises from a misconstruction of that act. 
It is claimed by the authorities of New Mexico 
that the expenses of the militia contemplated by 
that twelfth section covered pay and supplies. 
The Treasury Department puts a different con- 
struction on it, and excludes pay and supplies. 
This amendment is for the purpose of putting a 
construction on the act, and to authorize the mili- 
tia to receive pay according to the Army pay, and 
supplies at the ordinary prices. Now, if the 
House is disposed to reverse its action, and re- 
fuse to recognize the expenditures made for sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities, let us go at it and treat 
all alike; but let us not act capriciously, and pay 
the expenses of one Territory and refuse to pay 
those ofanother. All are equally entitled to justice. 

Mr. OTERO. I oppose theamendment. Iam 
in favor of the amendment of the Senate. It is 
simply to carry out existing law; simply to meet 
an existing obligation of the Government. The 
money ought to have been paid Jong ago. 

Now, sir, it is needless for me to say anything 
in relation to the service rendered by these troops. 
This amendmentis simply for the pay proper and 
emoluments, and not for the actual and necessary 
expenses. I say these troops rendered service to 
the satisfaction of the War Department, and they 
ought to have their pay. I hope, therefore, the 
House will disagree with the recommendation of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and concur 
in the Senate amendment. I will not detain the 
committee longer. 

The amendmentto the Senate’samendment was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to amend 
by reducing the amount nine dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from New Mexico 
thinks this amendment ought to be concurred in. 
I respectfully differ with him in that opinion. 
There was a law passed, which has Leen read, 
appropriating $25,000 to cover the whole claim 
at that time made for this service. 

Mr. OTERO. No, sir; it did not cover the 
whole claim, or they would not have come here 
for more. One is for their pay proper, and the 
other for their expenses. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. That is the opin- 
ion of my friend. I say to this committce that 
the amount of $25,000, which was appropriated 
in 1857, covered the entire claim made in that 
application. That money has been paid, and has 
been distributed among the beneficiaries. They 
now come with a new claim. They first claimed 
pay for the expenses incident to calling out the 
volunteers. This is to give them the pay of the 
regular Army in addition, It is, therefore, justas 
completely a new claim as if no law had ever been 
passed upon the subject of these volunteers; as 


claims, which we have disagreed to in this bill. 
The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence in this amendment, 
upon the same ground as the others; and if any- 
thing else were needed to induce the House to 
non-concur, the admirable argument of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia would, Í presume, be suffi- 
cient, 

Mr. BONHAM. I propose to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. On 
looking at the act referred to by the honorable 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means, I 
see that an amount was appropriated to defray the |} 
actual expenses of these militia called into service. 
Now, sir, I suppose there is a wide difference 
between pay proper and allowances to officers and 
soldiers. Iam not fully informed upon that sub- 


i 

1 
gentleman here familiar with the Army regula- | 
tions to say whether there is not a distinction | 
between the pay proper and allowances. Por ; 
instance: the officers may receive twelve, twenty- | 
five, or fifty dollars per month, and the soldiers 


. 


their pay per month; but in’ addition to this; thay 
are allowed rations, forage for horses, &e. ‘That, 
T understand, has never been paid; and thatis the 
object of this amendment. ; a 
r: DAVIS, of Maryland, by 
sent, withdrew his amendment. _ ea 
` The amendment of the Senate ‘was’ non-con- 
curred in. yee x t EE 
Fifty-second améndment:* eS p 
Src: 9. And be it further enacted, That each candidate, 
when admitted into the Military Academy as a cadet under 
the qualifications now required, Who shall make applica- 
tion for advancement to a class that has passed through the 
course of study prescribed for the first, first two, or first 
three years, and who upon examination by the ‘academic 
board shall be found proficient in the academic course pre- 
scribed for the first, the first two, or the first three years, 
may be advanced to such class. K 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The Committee 
of Ways and Means recommend that the House 
non-concur in that amendment, on the ground 
that it is a virtual breaking up of the Military 
Academy at West Point; by which no specified 
term of study will be required, and everything go 
by favor. I hope the House will non-concur in 
the amendment: It is a step towards giving ap- 
pointments in ‘the Army to civilians, 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate, by striking out.all after the 
enacting clause and inserting as follows: 

That hereafter the term of study for the cadets In the 
Military Academy at West Point shall be four years and. no 
more. F r ji - 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I rise to a qués- 
tion of order. J think that amendment is not 
germane to the Senate amendment. ewe 

Mr. STANTON. The amendment certainly 
is strictly in order. ; : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment is in order. : i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. With all respect 
to the Chair, I take an appeal from that decision, 
on the ground that the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio is not germane to the 
subject of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. It is precisely germane to 
that amendment. The Senate amendment pro~- 
poses to regulate the classes, and to provide for 
the stand they shall take when they are admitted 
into the Academy. My amendment proposes to 
fix the term of study. That amendment proposes 
also to fix the term of study—that when a cadet 
is admitted, one may be allowed to graduate upon 
one year’s study, another upon tivo years’ study, 
and so on. My amendment proposes to make the 
course a uniform one. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Lask the Chair if it 
is proper, under the rules which govern the House 
of Representatives, that an amendment of this 
description, proposing an entire new provision of 
law, shall be grafted upon an appropriation bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chait thinks that 
although it might not havé been in order as an 
amendment to the original bill, it is clearly ger- 
mane to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I understood the 
Chair to decide that this committee was acting 
under rules which govern it in the consideration 
of appropriation bills. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate amendment 
must be considered as the text upon which the 
committee is acting; and the Chair thinks that 
he js not at liberty to decide an amendment out 
of order which is strictly germane to the text we 
are considering. 

The question was taken on the appeal; and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained as the judg- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, 
fect the clause which the gentleman from 
proposes to strike out. . : 

Mr. STANTON. I suppose the question will 
have to be taken first upon my amendment. The 
Senate amendment is intended to provide that 
those advanced a certain grade beyond this stand- 
ard of admission to the Academy may be grad- 
uated at one, two, or three years. It will be 
remembered that position in the Academy at 
Wrest Point is rank in the Army, and those who 
are admitted first are entitled to the highest rank 
and first promotion inthe Army. The effect, then, 
is, that ifa rich man’s son, who has graduated at 
college, can enter the Academy and graduate in 
one year, he will take rank over one who has to 
remain there three years, having entered with a 


unanimous con- 


I propose to per- 
hio. 
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Jower grade of-qualification. The Senate amend- 
mont, therefore, is most clearly. objectionable.. 

“As. to the restoration of the term of study to 
‘four years, there is a gencral concurrence of the 
entire board.at West. Point to that effect, with 


the exception of one professor, E have a con- 
clusive argument. in my possession, of Major 
Delafield, in favor of the restoration of the four- 
years term; and I do not know of anybody in 
favor of afive-years term except the Senator from 
Mississippi, (Mr. Davis,} at the. other end of the 
Capitol, under whose administration, when Sec- 
retary of War, the change was made. The effect 
of this five-years term is to cutoff the panonase 
of members, in the number of appointments to be 
made, twenty per cent., and to Increase the ap- 
pointment by the Executive twenty per cent. We 
will appoint one every five years, while the Ex- 
ecutive will appoint ten every year. 

There is no necessity for the term of five years. 
‘There is no college in the country which requires 
a five-ycars course. A term of five years’ study 
is not authorized by any college in the country. 
No student can stand constant and incessant ap- 
plication to study for five consecutive years. The 
sentiment of the country and the sentiment of the 
board at West Point, with inconsiderable excep- 
tion, is opposed to it. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Maryland. I think, sir, it will 
be exceedingly unwise in this House to attempt, 
in this. hurried manner, to intermeddle with the 
arrangement of the studies at West Point. We 
hear complaints of gentlemen hore, day after day, 
of the evils resulting from general legislation upon 
appropriation bills. This is new legislation in 
every sense of the word, and liable, therefore, to 
all those objections. And, in addition to that, it 
is.one of the most delicate subjects we can touch, 
Take the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
and see how it will operate upon the studies of 
the young men now there. The number of studies 
they have to go through with have been distrib- 
uted over five years. The effect of the operation 
of the amendment is, that some of those young 
men now at the Academy, will, under the man- 
agement of the Academy, be turned out at the 
end of four years with some important branches 
wholly. untouched, because, by the existing ar- 
rangement, these studies are transferred into the 
fifth year, It may be right or wrong hereafter 
to make the change upon mature deliberation, but 
we ought not to attemptachange which we have 
no time to consider. [ submit that the opinion 


of the bourd is not before us, so that we can guide į 


our action by that opinion. The recommenda- 
tion does not come from the President, or from 
the Secretary of War, but the amendment is in 
conflict with the arrangement they have made 
after mature consideration; and their views ought 
to be considered by this House, in order that we 
may weigh them, as well as those of individual 
gentlemen, I therefore think it unwise to touch 
this matter at this time, and injurious to the gen- 
tlemen now in the Academy. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I propose to per- 
fect. the paragraph before the vote is taken to 
strike out. 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the term of study of cadets at 
said Military Academy shall be, and is licreby, redueed to 
four years. 

The difference between this amendment and 
that proposed by (he gentleman from Ohio is, 
that this provides that the change shall go into 
effect immediately. 

Mr. STANTON. My amendment is a report 
from aconmnitice, and F therefore have no power 
to accept the amendment; but E will vote for it, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The gentleman 
from Maryland has stated thatit would be incon- 


venient now to disturb the schedule of studies at | 


West Point, because of an arrangement by which 
they are extended over a period of five years; but 
Į understand that it is no longer than a year ago 
thatthe Seeretary of War arranged that the studies 
should be limited to four years, and that that ar- 
rangement met the approbation of the academic 
board; but the arrangement was afterwards aban- 
doncd, for reasons known to the Secretary, but 
of which lam not advised. So it seems to me 
that this arrangement might go into effect imme- 
diately, or the Secretary of War would net have 
given his consent to it, nor would the academic 
board have acquiesced. 


T move to amend by adding thereto 


| date possess 


j conformity with the requirements of the Secreta 
j The board, being of opinion that no benefit has a 


Mr. STANTON. Task thatthe letter of the 
superintendent of the Academy may be read. 


The letter. was read, as follows: 


MILITARY ACADEMY, 
Wesr Pornr, Febriary 20, 1860. ` 

Sra: I am in receipt of your letter of the [7th instant, 
asking- my matured and weil-considered opinion, with the 
réasons upon Which it is founded; on the expediency of 
fixing by Jaw the term of study for cadets at the Military 
Academy, and desiring my views in behalf of the Military 
Commitiée of the House of Representatives upon the pro- 
priety and expediency of a proposed change in the term to 
four years. 5 j 

The institution was first systematically organized and 
conducted upon a four years? course of study in 1816, and 
so- continued. until September, 1854, when a five years’ 
course was. approved by the Secretary of War, and is now 
in practice. 

ln 1830, and repeatedly from that time to 1854, the an- 
nual boards of visitors, as wellas members of the academic 
staff, urged that anower:year be added to the time then 
prescribed by the regulations of the President for studying 
the course. Jt is important here to ascertain what may 
have ied to these repeated recommendations to the War 
Department. 

At the annual examinations in presence of the board of 
visitors, composed of gentlemen of various professions and 
occupations, cadets were found not to have studied certain 
subjects that some one member considered of paramount 
importance ; others perceived a want of early training in 
the cadet to fit him to reccive advantageously the education 
here given, and to fulfill his duties as an officer hereafter; 
others desired additional studics, upon the ground that the 
graduate of the Academy did not possess that fund of prac- 
ticat information indispensable to the officer in his varied 
duties; to these was added the necessity of changing the 
studies to keep pace with the sciences, and impiovements 
introduced in the art of war. The more recent recom- 
mendations have urged the creation of a taw professorship, 
and establishing an astronomical observatory. All these 
causes have operated, and continue to operate, to increase 
the number of studics and practical exercises constituting 
the programme. 

While the course of instruction was thus, from time to 
time, becoming greatly increased in the extent as well as 
difficulty of the matter to be studied by the cadet, the pro- 
ficiency of the candidate for admission remained unaltered, 
and is still as originally required under the organic Jaw 
creating the institution, to wit: he ‘¢shall be well versed 
in reading, writing, and arithmetic, which are defined by 
the established regulations’? to mean thathe shall be able 
to read and write well, and to perform with facility and 
accuracy the various operations of the four ground rules of 
arithmetic, of reduction, of simple and compound propor- 
tion, and of vulgar and decimal tractious. 

From the causes stated, we can trace tie increase In the 
course of studies to such an extent as in some classes to 
have become too greata mental burden to the youth who 
barely possessed the qualifications required for admission 5 
and more time Was, in consequence, given for the acqu 
tion of these varied subjects, or it was argued the qualifi- 
cations for admission must be raised to a higher standard, 
More time was given. Another year NOMINALLY was given 
to perfect the studentin the course of studies, yet att 
years? trial the difficulties are as heretofore, There is not 
even now sufficient time to acquire the courses of 
and excreises as detailed in the several programme: 
factorily 5 aud the Sceretary of War bas ordered a re 
With a view to its reduction and adaptation to the five years? 
system. 

‘The qualifications cannot be raised to a higher standard 
than now defined hy the regulations without doing great 
injustice to a great portion of the population of our coun- 
try; and from long experience it is found that, if the can- 
didate is fully prepared, in strict conformity with the regu- 
lations, it suffices as a basi r a four years’? course of 
studies well calculated to prepare a young man for enter- 
ing upon the military profession, but can never make him, 
both theoretically and practically, amaster of the art of war, 
in that period, or by the addition, nominally, of another 
year; a result very frequently demanded or expected of the 
institution, and another reason for urging more time. 

Coming to the conclusion, then, that the qualifications 
for admission cannot be increased, and that, if the candi- 
es them strictly in accordanee with the law, 
that four years of study and practice of arms at the institu- 
tion will suffice, I am equally convineed in my own mind 
that an additional year to the course will not remedy the 
real evil, to wit: the want of early primary scholastic and 
parental training of the mind. That therein is the cause of 
failure on the part of thosc young men who are admiited 
on probation, and to that end should we look for a reme 
rather than endcavoring to correct the difficulty by time. 


On the 10th September, 1858, 1 was required to give my | 


views on this subject to the Secretary on forwarding to him 
the proccedings of the academic board of that date, ree- 
oinmending a return to the four years’ course. 
a copy of that letter, as more fully explaining my views in 
answer to the inquiries of your committee. [twas addressed 
to the chief engineer, and is as follows: 

é Herowith | inclose the proceedings of the academic 


board on the subject of a change in the period of the course | 


of studies from five to four years, submitted to the board in 
y of War. 
en, but, 
on the contrary, a manifest detriment, from making the 
course to extend through five years, as was done on its rec- 
ommendation in 1854, now advise thatit be restored to four 
years, and presenta programme therefor accompanied with 
a plan for carrying it into effect. "These proceedings ure 
also aecompanied with reports from committees of the 
board, to whieh the subject was referred for, and against 
returning to a four years’ course, to which I invite your at- 
tention, as setting forth the views of the members, as weli 
as the facts and arguments connected with the subject since 
it commenced to be a questionable pointin the policy of 
the institution, 


Į give you | 


“ You will perceive there is, and has always been, a 
very genera} concurrence of opinion as to the deficiency of 
the cadet in English studies, and that the remedy was tb 
-he found in prolonging the period of membership for one 
year, or *seven monihs for study, atier deducting the period 
of encampment anil other lost time. It is also the beler of 
those whose opportunity of judging has been greatest, that 
the preparation of the young ncn now sent here to be ex- 
amined for admission, is of amuch lower order of jate years 
than previously. 

“1 concur with the board in the opinion that the five 
years? course lias proved a failure; but for the reason that 
*seven months’ time will not suffice, and never can be made to 
suffice, to impart a knowledge of our langupge, together with 
the various subjects forced into the course of studies, 

«t My impression is that the remedy is in no manner pro- 
portioncd to the desired object, and to. gain it we must seck 
other correéctions than the vain attempt to teach a youth in 
* seven months that which, in the ordinary course of things, 
is being learned during. the first fifteen years of his scho- 
lastic life, through the village and academic institutions of 
the country. 

“ Very many young men, never less than sixteen years 
of age, and jin numerous instances as old as nineteen, pre~ 
sent themselves for admission who cannot pass the exame 
ination required by law, at the same time representing that 
they have studicd every branch of science and language 
that would qualify them for a collegiate course, and in 
several instances, such as would qualify them for diplomas 
at this institutions; when on trial, they can neither read 
understandingly, write correctie, or perform with any d6- 
gree of facility the multiplication or division of vulgar or 
decimal fractious. 

“It is this deception oftentimes practiced upon parents 
by, and the want of capacity on the part of, instructors, that 
must be considcred as the foundation and cause of the dit- 
ficulties that an addition of a year to the course of studies at 
the Academy has in vain been considered as affording an 
adequate corrective. 

“Phe subject is one of much importance, even in a ng- 
tional point of view, and anything that may be done to im- 
prove the common school systems of education, will not 
onty tend to correct the difficulties experienced here, but 
be of general interest to the cause of education. 

“The legal qualifications may, I conceive, be defined in 
the circular letter usually forwarded’ to nominees, and as- 
sist greatly in preventing the failure of candidates. ‘The 
course of an examination of a candidate being thus weil 
detined, it is worthy of consideration whether the Repre- 
sentative to whom the patronage is given of naming the 
individual for appointment, shall not name some eight or 
ten of bis district, from whom the SELECTION shallbe made 
onan examination to be held by officers of the Army, in 
presence of visitors (who are to be named by the Repre- 
sentative, and who shall make the selection after hearing 
the examination,) at the nearest military post in the sec- 
tion of country in which the naminces reside. 

‘This would ina great measure insure to every congres- 
sional district the snecess of the candidate, and in time 
equalize the appointments in the Army among the sevoral 
States; whereas at present there are congressional districts 
from which candidates have not succeeded for years, solely 
on account of thcir not being faithfully and thoroughly 
fanght at the primary schools. 

“ Insome districts the Representative has made his selec- 
tion trom tho students of the schools, as a reward of merit. 
“This system’has secured a bigh order of mental capacity 
and attainment in the qualifications called for by Jaw, and 
to such district invariably the success of such individual 
in being appointed in tie Army. 

“tn like manner, by selection from a specified number, 
every congressional district could secure its due proportion of 
rmy officers, and, at the same time, command a higher or- 
der of talent tor the Academy and Army, tend to improve the 
primary schools throughout the country, by the emulation it 
would create among pupils who were to be rewarded for 
their exertions by an appointment at this institution, fos 
and compel better instruction, and thus gain the end that 
a five years’ course of studies has failed in producing.” 

The documenta referred to as having becu forwarded to 
the chief engincer with my letter of the 10th of September, 
1858, should be on file in the engineers bureau at Wash- 
ington. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

RICHARD DELAFIELD, 

Colonel of Engineers, Superintendent Military Academy, 
The Hon. C. B. Stanton, Chairman of the Military Com- 

mittee of the House of Representatives, 


_ Mr. JOIN COCHRANE, If there be no ob- 
jection, I will withdraw my amendment, and offer 


| it to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 


Mr. CURTIS. I wish to oppose the amend- 
ment. I prefer the resolution as adopted by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It does appear 
to me that matters, fairly considered by that com- 
mittee, and presented and proposed fairly by the 
chairman of that committee as amendments to 
this bill, should havea fair consideration. Among 
those measures, this one in relation to the term of 
studies in West Point has been fairly and fully 
considered; and we are decidedly in favor of re- 
turning to the established usage, as established 
by Colonel Thayer in the palmy days of that in- 


| stitution. We have, on this floor, three graduates 


of the Military Academy, cach of whom gradu- 
ated under the old system of four years. In my 
judgment, that term is sufficient to enable students 
to acquire all the elementary knowledge and fit 
them to pursue any study they may hereafter 
think proper to apply themselves to. It is not 


* Written cight in the original, but should be seven. 
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necessary for the United States to incur the addi- 
tional expense of adding on anether year of study, 
which, besides, deranges the system of education. 
Every one of the old-established and distinguished 
professors condemns the idea, after trying it for 
three or four years. 
anew idea, It is one very well understood by 
every officer of the Army; and I am surprised 
that gentlemen, come in now and persist in pre- 
serving that which the Academy board has dis- 
tinctly avowed they desire should be changed. 
They are the men who should determine this 
matter. They have watched the progress of the 
Academy, and they present this proposition as a 
necessary reform, which I hope this House will 
try to establish. It is time the matter was settled, 
and every reasonable man must perceive that four 
years must be settled upon, or the public mind 
will renew an old quarrel with this most essen- 
tial foundation of all our military knowledge and 
power. 

The question was taken on Mr. Joun Cocu- 
RANE’s amendment; and it was agreed to, 

The question recurred on Mr, Sranron’s 
amendment, in the nature of a substitute; and it 
was agreed to. 


Fifty-third amendment: 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the Jot of land 
in the city of San Antonio, Texas, donated to the United 


States on the Sth of March, 1853, as a site for an arsenal | 


and barracks, but for which it has been found unsuitable, 
be, and the same is, reconveyed to the said city of San 
Antonio. 


Mr. GARNETT. I move to strike out the word | 


“donated,” and insert the word *‘ given ’’—the 
word “donated”? not being properly a word in 
the English language in that sense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs recommend concurrence in the amend- 
ment of the Senate, I see no earthly objection to 
it. The land was given to the General Govern- 
ment, and was found to be unsuited for the pur- 
pose, and it is now proposed to recede it. 

The question was taken; and the amendment, 
as amended, was concurred in. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 1 move that the 


committee do now rise and report the amendments | 


to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the conimittee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasuburn, of Maine, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and particularly the Senate 
amendments to the Army appropriation bill, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the 
House, with a recommendation that some be con- 
curred in, and others pon-concurred in, and others 
concurred in with amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, moved the previous 
question on the amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. S 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I prepose that a 
vote be taken on the amendments as a whole, with 
the exception of those ou which separate votes 
may be demanded. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will indicate those 
amendments on which they desire to have sepa- 
rate votes taken. 


Mr. WHITELEY, (at nine o’clock and fifty’! 


minutes, p.m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. McKNIGIIT demanded a separate vote 


on the ninth amendment. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Should not the amendments | 


be read, so that members can designate those on 
which they desire to have separate votes? 

The SPEAKER. ltis not necessary. 

Mr. BONHAM demanded separate votes on the 
sixth and seventh amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN demanded separate votes on the 
eleventh and fifteenth amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. LOVEJOY demanded a separate vote on 
the thirtecnth amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, demanded a separate 
vote on the fifty-ninth amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move a concur- 
renee in the action of the Committee of the Whale 
on the state of the Union on those amendments 
on which a separate vote has not been asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 


This does not come here as | 


The House then proceeded to consider and dis- 
| pose of the amendments upon which separate 
votes had been demanded. 

Sixth amendment: - 

For the construction of a military post in or near the 
vailey of the Red River of the North, between the forty- 
sixth and forty-seventh degrees of north latitude, $50,000; 
| the site to be selected and the post built under the direc- 

tion of the Secretary of War. $ 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended a concurrence in the 
amendment, i 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Seventh amendment: 


For the construction of barracks and quarters at Fort 
Cobb, in the Indian Territory, $100,000. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended a non-concurrence. 

Mr. BONHAM. I hope that that amendment 
will be concurred in, as the other one has been, 
and that we shall not make fish of one and flesh 
of the other. 

Mr. LANDRUM. 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Frencn and 
Wiuire.ey were appointed. 

Mr. BONHAM. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to move to reduce the amount to 
$50,000. 
| Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 

“Mr. SHERMAN. That fort will cost $200,000. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
|| ayes thirty-seven, noes not counted. 

So the seventh amendment of the Senate was 
not concurred in. 


i| Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I now move to 
reconsider the vote by which the sixth amend- 
ment, for the fort on Red river, was concurred in. 

Mr. STANTON. Ihope the vote will be re- 
considered, and the amendment rejected. Both 
should be treated alike. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the sixth amendment ef the Senate was non-con- 
ii curred in. 

Ninth amendment: 


To enable the Third Auditor of the Treasury to settle the 
H accounts of officers now suspended, for disbursements 
{| through the Quartermaster General’s department for sup- 
plies furnished and stores transported for the three com- 


I call for tellers on the 


States in the Territory of Kansas, in 1856, by authority of 
the War Department, the swn of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union recommended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 

Eleventh amendment: 

For the support of one regiment of Texas mounted vol- 
unteers, authorized by the. act approved the 7th of April, 
1853, $758,392 03. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended a non-concurrence in the 
amendment, 

Mr. REAGAN. 
l on that amendment. 
|| themselves on the record, and I call for tellers on 
|i the yeas and nays. 

' Telers were not ordered. 

i ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
l 

[i 


I demand the yeas and nays 
I want gentlemen to put 


i The amendment was non-concurred in, 
' ‘Thirteenth amendment: 


i 
1 
| Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That there be added į 


to the medical corps of the Army four surgeons and four 
assistant surgeons, to be appointed in accordance with the 
existing laws. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Unton recommended a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifueth amendment: 

i Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
i! the second section of the act of the 3d of March, 1859, be 
ti extended sv as to include alf the money advanced by the 
U State of ‘Texas in payment of voluntecrs called out in de- 
‘use of the frontier of that State since the 28th of Fel 
ary, 1855: Provided, ‘Phe etary of War shall be s 
fied that there was necessity for calling out these 
‘ that they were called out by the compet 
| that the amount so claimed was acma } 
| State. And that the amount hereby provided for shail not 
exceed the sum of $123,544 51. 

| ‘The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
! the Union recommended a non-concurrence. 

| Mr. REAGAN demanded the yeas and nays. 
i The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

| The amendment was non-concurred in. 
i 


Fifty-second amendment: 
Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That each candidate, 


. 


panies of volunteers called into the service of the United į 


when admitted into the Military Academy as aradet under 
the qualificaticns now required, who shall make applica- 
tion for advancement toa class that has passed through thé 
course of study preseribed for: the first, first -twoj or: firat 
three years, and who. upon examination -by the academic 
board shail be found proficient in the academic course:pre-. 
scribed for the first, the first two, or the first. three years,: 
. cs a 


may be advanced to such class. 


The Committee of the Whole on thé state 
‘the Union recommended that the ame è 
the Senate be concurred in, with an amend 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
ment of the Senate, as amended, was then Gon- 
curred in. RE ORE? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I vise toa question 
of privilege. 1 moye to reconsider the votes by 
which the House acted upon the amendments of 
the Senate; and also move to lay the motion to 
reconsider.on the table. e 

The latter motion was agreed tox. 


HARRODSBURG MILITARY ASYLUM. `" 


Mr. BURNETT. I ask the. consent of the. 
House to take up House bill No. 324, authorizing. 
the sale of the Western Military Asylum at Har 
+rodsburg, Kentucky, with the amendment of the 
Senate. : 

There being no objection, the bill was. taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and the amendment of 
the Senate concurred in. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the House concurred in the amendment 
of the Senate; and also moved to Jay the motion: 
to reconsider on the table. i ae 

The latter motion was agreed to.* 

And then, on motion of Mr. PHELPS, 
o’clock, p..m.,) the House adjourned. 


(atten 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, June 15, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. - 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. LANE. I move that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Oregon suggests that the further reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. It requires unani- 
mous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 2d instant, 
calling for the report of Brevet Brigadier General 
J. G. Totten, chief engineer, of his late recon- 
noissance of the Pacific coast of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also laid before the Senate a report of tho 
Secretary of War, communicating, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the 31st ultimo, 
| a copy of the reportand plan for the better organ- 
ization of the militia of the District of Columbia, 
recently submitted to that department by mem- 
bers of the board of Army and militia officers, ap- 
pointed for the purpose of taking into consider- 
ation, and reporting upon, the subject of a reor- 
ganization of the militia in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and Militia. : 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in compliance 
| with a resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant 
calling for the report of Lieutenant Michler, of 
|i the survey of an interoceanic ship canal near the 
!| Isthmus of Darien, via the Atrato and Truando 
i rivers, a report from the chief topographical 
engincer, containing information in regard to the 
report in question; which was ordered to le on 
the table. 


f 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


LAND CLAIM IN OREGON, 


Mr. LANE. 1 move to take up the bill: (H. 
R. No. 374) for the relief of the Missionary So- 
ciety of the Methodist Episcopal Church. 

Mr: MASON. Tam afraid that bill will occupy 
some time, and 1 want to make a repart. 

| Mr. LANE. If the Senator will allow it to be 

aken up, then I will yield to him. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to make a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Oregon yield the floor? 

Mr. LANE. 1 will, if the Senator will allow 
ithe bill to be taken up. 

Mr. MASON. I do not object to that. 
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“The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, to 
take up the bill (H: R. No. a for the relief of 
the Missionary Society of the Methodist, Episco- 
pal Church. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. LANE. Now, ifthe Senator desires it, I 
will yield. i 


“The VICE PRESIDENT. | ‘The bill is before 
the Senate; but, by unanimous consent, the Sena- 
tor from Virginia. will maké a report. The Chair 
hears no objection. — 

“Gy WARPER’S FERRY INVASION. 


<Mr MASON.: | I desire to make a report from 
the select committee of the Senate, who were ap- 
pointed: by the Senate at an early period of the 
session. to investigate the late seizure of the pub- 
lic property at. Harper’s Ferry, &c., by John 
Brown, and of the matters connected with it. The 
report is a long one, and although it is usual to 
read reports of this character, with the permission 
of the Senate I will not do it; but I will read only 
the conclusions at which the cominittee arrive, 
which will occupy but a few moments. The re- 
port is accompanied by the testimony in full that 
was taken before the committee, and with various 
documents which were before the committee and 
which were connected with it. The conclusion 
of the report is in these words: 

“Upon the whole testimony, there can be no doubt that 
Brown’s plan was to commence a servile war on the bor- 
ders of Virginia, which he expected to extend, and which 
he believed his means and resources were sufficient to ex- 
tend through that State and throughout the entire South. 
Upon being questioned, soon after his capture, by the Gov- 
ernor of Virginia, as to his plans, he rather indignantly re- 
pelled the idea that it was to be limited to collecting and 
protecting the slaves until they could be sent out of the 
State as fugitives. Ou the contrary, he vehemently insisted 
that his purpose was to retain thei on the sail, to put arms 
in their hands, with which he came provided for the pur- 
pose, and to use them as his soldicry. (Pp. 61, 62.) 

“This man (Brown) was uniformly spoken of, by those 
who seemed best to have known him, as of remarkable 
reticence in his habits, or, ay they expressed it, ‘secretive.’ 
Je doce not appear that he intrusted even his immediate fol- 
lowers with his plans, fully, even alter they were ripe tor 
execution, Nor have the committee been enabled clearly 
to trace knowledge of them toany. The only exception 
would seem to be in the instance of the anonymous letter 
received by the Sceretary of Warinthe summer preceding 
the attack, referred to in his testimony. Lhe Secretary 
shows that te could get no clue to the writers; nor were 
the committee enabled in any way to trace him. Consider- 
fog that the letter was anonymous, as well as vague and 
apparently incoherent in its statements, it was not at all 
remarkable, in the opinion of the committee, that it did not 
arrest the attention of the officer to whom it was addressed. 

‘Phe point chosen for the attack seems to have been se- 
Jeeted from the twofold inducement of te security afforded 
the invaders by a mountain country, and the huge deposit 
of-arms in the arsenal of the United States there situated, 
it resulted in the murder of three most respectable citizens 
of the State of Virginia without cause, and in the like mur- 
der of any unoflending free negro. Of the imititary force 
brought, against them, one marine was killed and one 
wounded 5 whilst-eight of the militia and other forces of 
the neighborhood were wounded, with more or less sever- 
ity, In the several assaults made by them. 

“Of the list of “insurgents? given in Colonel Lee’s re- 
port, (fourteen whites and five negrocs,) Brown, Stevens, 
and Coppie, of the whites, with Shields, Green, and Cope- 
land, of the negroes, captured atthe storming of the engine- 
house, were subsequently executed in Virginia, after ju- 
dicial trial; as were also John B. Cook and Albert Hazlett, 
who at first aped, but were captured in Pennsylvania 
and delivered up tur trial to the authorities of Virginta~ 
miking in all seven thus executed. tt does not sccm to 
have been very clearly ascertained how many of the party 
escaped. Brown stated that his party consisted of twenty- 
two in number, Seven were executed, ten were killed at 
the Perry; thus leaving five to be accounted for. Four of 
these five, itis bolieved, were lett on the Maryland side in 
charge of the arms when Brown crossed the river, and who 
could notafterwards join him; leaving but one, who, as it 
would appear, is the only survivor of the party who accom- 


panied Brown across the bridge, and whose escape is not | 


accowited for, 

«The committee, after much consideration, are not pre- 
pared to suggest any legislation, which, in their opinion, 
would be adequate to prevent like oceurrences in the futures 
She only provisions in the Constitution of the United Star 
which would seeni to import any authority in the Govern- 
ment of the United States to interfere on occasions affect- 
ing the peace or safety of the States, are found in the eighth 
section. of the first article, among the powers of Congress, 
tto provide for calling for the militia to exccute the laws 


of the Union, suppress insurréctions, aud repel invasions ;? | 


and in the fourth section of the fourth article, in the fol- 
lowing words: 
State in this Union a republican form of Governinent, and 


slali protect cach of them against invasion, and, on the | 


application of the Legislature or of the Executive, (when 
the Legislatare cannot he convened,) against domestic vio- 
enee? The “invasion? here spoken of would seem to im- 
port an invasion by the public force of a foreign Power, or 
(if'pot so limited and equally referable to an invasion by 
oue State of another) still it would seem: that public force, 
or force exercised under the sanction of acknowledged po- 
litical power, is there meant, The invasion (to call it #0) 


+The United States shall guaranty to every ; 


by Brown and his followers at Harper’s Ferry, was in no 
sense of that character... dt was simply the act of lawless 
ruffians, under the sanction of no public or political author- 
ity—distinguishable only from ordinary felonies by the ul- 
terior ends in contemplation by them, and by the fact that 
the money to maintain. the expedition, and. the large arm- 
ament they brought with them, bad been contributed and 
farnished by the citizens of other States of the Union, un- 
der circumstances that must continue to jeopard the safety 


and peace of the southern States, and against which Con-: 


gress has no power to legislate. R i g 
«c If the several States, whether from motives of policy 
or a desire to preserve the peace ofthe Union, if not from 


fraternal feeling, do not hold it incumbent on them, after. 


the experience of the country, to guard in future by appro- 

priate legislation against occurrences similar to the one here 

inquired into, the committee can find-no guarantee else- 

where for the security of peace. between the States of the 
nion. : 

So far, however, as the safety of the public property is 
involved, the committee would earnestly recommend that 
provision should be made by the Executive, or, if necessary, 
by law, to keep under adequate military guard the public 
armories and arsenals of the United States, in some way 
after the manner now practiced at the navy-yards and forts. 

 ¢ Before closing their report, the committee deem it prop- 
er to state that four persons summoned as witnesses, to 
wit: John Brown, jr., of Ohio, James Redpath of Massa- 
chusetts, Frank B. Sanborn of Massachusetts, and Thad- 
deus Hyatt of New York, failing or refusing to appear be- 


jT fore the committee, warrants were issued by order of the 


Senate for their arrest. Of these, Thaddeus [lyatt only 
was arrested; and on his appearance before the Senate, 
still refusing obedience to the summons of the committee, 
he was by order of the Senate committed to the jail of the 
District of Columbia. In regard to the others, it appeared 
by the return of the marshal of the northern district of Ohio, 
as deputy of the Sergeant-at-Anns, that John Brown, jr., 
at first evaded the process of the Senate, and afterwards, 
with a number of other persons, armed themselves to pre- 
vent his arrest. The marshal further reported in his return 


that Brown could not be arrested untess he was authorized | 


in like manner to employ foree. Sanborn was arrested by 
a deputy of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and afterwards released 
from custody by the judges of the supreme court of Massa- 
chusetts on habeas corpus. 
or otherwise concealing himself, successfully evaded the 
process of the Senate. 

“ And the committee ask to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject.” 

I am instructed by the committee to move that 
the report, together with the evidence and doca- 
ments accompanying it, and the journal of the 
committee, be printed for the use of the Senate, 
and the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. My colleague upon the 
committee, the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Conbamer,] having been confined to 
his room this morning by illness, 1, in behalf of 
the minority, submit the views of the minority, 


which were prepared by him; and I desire that | 


the motion of the Senator from Virginia shall be 
so amended as to include the printing of the views 
of the minority. 

Mr. MASON, Of course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
seconded that the report of the committee, to- 
gether with the views of the minority, be printed, 
and that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I am also instructed by the same 
committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
72) to provide for the suppression of the invasion 
of one State or Territory by or from another, or 
the fitting out of military expeditions or enter- 
prises in one State or Territory against another, 
and for the punishment of such offenses, to ask 
to be discharged from its further consideration for 
the reasons stated in the report. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON, The select committee appointed 
by a resolution of the Senate of the 14th of De- 
cember, 1859, having had referred to them a peti- 
tion purporting to be signed by “citizens of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, of African de- 
scent,” report that fact to the Senate, and ask to 
be discharged from its consideration; and the com- 
mittee recommend to the Senate the adoption of 
the following resolution: : 

Resolved, That the paper purporting to he a petition from 
« citizens of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, of Af- 
rican deseent,” preseuted to the Senate by Cuarnes SUM- 
NER, @ Senator of Massachusetts, on the Sth of Jane in- 
stant, and, on his motion, referred to a select committee of 
the Senate, be returned by the Secretary to the Senator 
who presented it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia has submitted a report and a resolution, 
and asks that the committee be discharged. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Texpected that my col- 
league upon the committee, the Senator from Ver- 
mont, would have been present this morning, to 
have stated to the Senate the views entertained by 


Redpath, by leaving his State, | 


the minority. We dissent from the resolution 
which is recommended by the majority of the 
committee, upon principles of natural justice, of 
constitutional obligation, and of sound policy. 
We donot believe that the right of petition should 
be denied to any class of human betes: subject 
to our jurisdiction and amenable to our Jaws, and 
especially to any class of persons who are citizens 
of any one of the States of this Confederacy. 

Mr. WILSON. Doesthe Senator intend to call 
up this resolution for consideration to-day? 

Mr. MASON. Just as the Senate wish. 

Mr. WILSON. | I hope it will lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the report must lie over. 


THADDEUS HYATT. 

Mr. MASON. I am also instructed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the me~ 
morial of Lewis Tappan and others, citizens of 
the State of New York, praying that Thaddeus 
Hyatt be removed from the common jail to a 
comfortable and well-ventilated residence, and 
that he be allowed opportunities of air and exer- 
cise, to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I am also instructed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Henry T. Cheever and others, citizens of 
Jewett City, Connecticut, praying the release of 
Thaddeus Hyatt from imprisonment, to ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I now desire to submit a re- 
port, which I suppose will not be objected to in 
any quarter: 

The select committee appointed to Inquire into the late 
seizure of the public property at Harper’s Ferry, &c., by 
Jobn Brown, having made their report to the Senate, and 
bean discharged from further consideration of the subject, 
it is 

Ordered, That Thaddeus Hyatt, a witness confined in 
the jail of this city, for refusal to appear and testify betore 
said committee, be discharged from custody, and that a 
copy of this order be delivered to the jailor by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms as his warrant for discharging said prisoner. 

I will say in a word that, so far as I was in- 
strumental in procuring the arrest of this man, 
and his committal to jail, it was done in vindica- 
tion of the authority of the Senate; and I should 
be, so far as I am concerned as a Senator, for de- 
taining him there until his testimony was given; 
but the committee now being discharged from its 
duty, there is no committee before which the tes- 
timony can go; and, therefore, E move his dis- 
charge, 

Tho VICE PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready 
for the question? 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I welcome 
with pleasure 

Mr. LANE. I believe the bill in regard to the 
claim of the Methodist Episcopal Church in Ore- 
gon is now before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proceeding of 
the Senator from Virginia has been by unanimous 
consent. [f objection be made, the present reso- 
lution must lie over until to-morrow... If not, the 
Senator from Massachusetts is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. LANE. Then, Mr. President, I ask for 
action on the bill now before the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. lask the Senator from 
Oregon not to make any objection; because it will 
only result in keeping this man in jail another 
day in this hot weather. I think he will hardly 
take that responsibility. 

Mr. LANE. The Senate had the kindness to 
allow the bill for the relief of the Methodist mis- 
sion in Oregon to be taken up this morning, and 
lam sure it will not take five minutes to con- 
sider it. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This question can be dis- 
posed of in five or ten minutes also; and the hon- 
orable Senator can hardly desire to take the re- 
sponsibility, under the circumstances, of keeping 
this man in prison another day, merely for the 
arte of calling up this bill ten minutes sooner or 
ater. 

Mr. LANE. I am sure that I have never 
placed myself in the way of the wish of the Sen- 
ate. Ihave no disposition to do so; but this bill 
has been before the Senate for a long time. Itis 
a House bill, and has been unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. I think 
it will not take five minutes. 


_ which he has received at your hands. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Oregon object to the present consideration i 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr. GRIMES. Suppose the Senator from 
Oregon docs object. Can the objection of the | 
Senator, as the Senate has given its unanimous 
consent for the transaction of this business, be 
now interposed so as to prevent the disposal of 
it? 

Mr. SUMNER. And, Mr. President, when 
the floor had been awarded to me. | was in pos- 
session of the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the Senator from Virginia was making 
reports by the unanimous consent of the Senate, 
after the bill of the Senator from Oregon had been 
taken up by a vote of the Senate. The last re- 
port was the resolution which has just been read. 
{tis in order undoubtedly for any Senator, under 
the rules, to require a resolution and report from 
a committee to fie over one day; and unanimous i 
consent being given to make reports, does not 
affect that right im any way. . 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Presiden 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is entitled to the fioor unless the 
Senator from Oregon objects. i 

Mr. FITCH. I merely desired to make a sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Oregon, that the short- 
est way would be to withdraw the objection. I 
presume there will-be no debate on the other side, 
and certainly none on this; and there will be no 
objection to the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. LANE. f withdraw the objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, E welcome 
with pleasure—— f H 

Mr. FITCH. If there is to be debate on the 
subject, I must renew the objection. I appealed 
to the Senator from Oregon to withdraw Jt, sup- 
posing there would be no further debate; but if it | 
is to be debated, I must object to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The objection hav- 
ing been withdrawn, cannot now be renewed. 

‘Mr. FITCH. I understood it was withdrawn 
with the understanding that there would be no 
debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is too late t 
renew it, 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I welcome 
with pleasure the proposition for the discharge of 
Mr. Hyatt from his long incarceration in the filthy 
jail where he has been detained by the order of 
the Senate. But Iam unwilling that this act of 
justice should be done to a much-injured citizen, 
without for one moment cxposing the injustice 


The case, it seems to me, can be made as plain 
as a diagram. 

We must not forget a fundamental difference 
between the powers of the House of Representa- 
tives and the powers of the Senate. It is from 
the former that the Senator from Virginia has 
drawn his precedents, and here is his mistake. 

To the House of Representatives are given in- 
quisitorial powers expressly by the Constitution, 
while no such powers are given to the Senate. 
This is expressed in the words, ‘the House of 
Representatives shall have the sole power of im- 
peachment.’? Here, then, obviously, is some- | 
thing delegated to the House, and not delegated | 
to the Senate—namely, those inquiries which are 
in their nature preliminary to an impeachment— | 
which may or may not end in impeachment; and | 
since, by the Constitution, every ‘‘ civil officer” ; 
of the General Government may be impeached, 
the inquisitorial powers of the House may be di- 
rected against every “ civil officer,” from the 
President down to the lowest on the list. 

This is an extensive power, but it is confined 
solely to the House. Strictly speaking, the Sen- 
ate has no general inquisitorial powers. It has 
judicial powers in three cases under the Constitu- | 
tion: 

1. Totry impeachments. | 

2. To judge the elections, returns, and quali- 
fications of its members. 

3. To punish its members for disorderly be- | 
havior, and, with the concurrence of two thirds, 
expel a member. 

In the execution of these powers, the Senate 
has the attributes of a court; and, according: to | 
established precedents, it may summon witnesses 
and compel theirtestimony, although it may well 


| Such, according to Milton, was the practice among 


i law, it may be open to the gravest doubts. 


| ernment, for the assumption of powers notgranted; 


be doubted if a law be not necessary, even to the 
execution of this power. 

Besides these three cases, expressly named in 
the Constitution, there are two others, where it 
has already undertaken to exercise judicial pow- 
ers, not by virtue of express words, but in self- 
defense. á i 

1. With regard to the conduct of its servants, 
as of its Printer. Foes 

2. When its privileges have been violated, as’ 
in the case of William Duane, by a libel, or in 
the case of Nugent, by stealing and divulging a 
treaty while still under the seal of secrecy. 

It will be observed that these two classes of 
cases are not sustained by the text of the Con- 
stitution; but if sustained at all, it must be by that 
principle of universal jurisprudence, and also of 
natural law, which gives to every body, whether 
natural or artificial, the right to protect its own 
existence; in other words, the great right of self- 
defense. And I submit that no principle less 
solid could sustain this exercise of power. It is 
not enough to say that such a power would be 
convenient, highly convenient, or important. It 
must be absolutely essential to the self-preservation of 
the body; and even then, in the absence of any 


“ Doubtless,” says Blackstone, “all arbitrary 
measures well executed, are the most convenient,” 
(Commentaries, vol. 4, p. 350.) But mere conve- 
nience is not a proper reason, under a free Gov- 


and this is especially the case where the powers 
are arbitrary and despotic, and touch the liberty 
of the citizen. 

Now, if the present inquiry were in the House 
of Representatives, and were directed against the 
President or the Secretary of War, on the ground 
of negligence or malfeasance at an important mo- 
ment, it would be clearly within the jurisdiction 
of that body, which has the sole power of impeach- 
ment; butit would not come within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Senate until it became the duty of the 
latter body to try the impeachment instituted by 
the House. 

But the present inquiry is neither preliminary 
to an impeachment, nor on the trial of an im- 

eachment. It has no such clement to sustain it. 

t is precisely the same asif an inquiry should be 
instituted into the murder of Dr. Burdell in New 
York—or into the burning of slaves in Alabama 
—or into the banks of New York—or into the 
conduct of the supreme court of Wisconsin in 
alleged obstructions of the fugitive slave bill— 
with regard to all which the Senate has no judi- 
cial powers. . And yet, it has judicial powers in 
all these cases, precisely to the same extent that 
it has in the case of John Brown at Harper’s 
Ferry: 

I know it is said that this power is necessary 
in aid of legislation. I deny the necessity. Con- 
venient, at times, it may be; but necessary, never. 
We do not drag the members of the Cabinet or 
the President to testify before a committee in aid 
of legislation; but I say, without hesitation, they 
can claim no immunity which does not belong 
equally to the humblest citizen. Mr, Hyatt and 
Mr. Sanborn have rightsasample as if they were 
officeholders. Such a power as this—which, 
without the sanction of law, and merely at the 
will of a partisan majority, may be employed to 
ransack the most distant States, and to drag citi- 
zens before the Senate all the way from Wiscon- 
sin or from South Carolina—may be convenient, 
and, to certain persons, may seem to be neces- 
sary. An alleged necessity has, throughout all 
time, been the apology for wrong. 

& So spoke the Fiend, and with necessity 
The tyranvs pica excused his devilish deeds.” 


the fallen angels. 

Let me be understood as admitting the power 
of the Senate where it is essential to its own pro- 
tection or the protection of its privileges, but not 
where it is required merely in aid of legislation. 
The difference is world-wide between what is re- | 


quired for protection and what is required merely |/ 


for aid; and here I part company with Senators | 
with whom Iam proud on other matters to act. 
They hold that this great powermay be exercised, | 
not merely for the protection of the Senate, but 
algo for its aid in framing a bili or in maturing 


any picce of legislation. ‘To aid a committee of 
this body merely in a legislative purpose, a citi- 


zen, guilty’of no‘erime, charged with no offense,’ 
presumed to be inngcent, honored and-beloved in: 
his neighborhood, may- be seized, handeuffed , kad - 
napped, and dragged away from his heme, hur-: 
ried across State lines, brought here as a criminal, 
and then thrust into jail. The mere statement of 
the case shows.the dangerous absurdity of such 
a claim. “Nephew,” said Algernon Sidney,in 
prison, on the night before hisexecution, ** L valtie: 
not my own life a chip; but what concerns me is). 
that the law which takes away my life may hang 
every one of you, Whenever it is thought con- 
venient.’ It was a dangerous law that aroused 
the indignation of. the English patriot. But in. 
the present case there is. not even a law—nothing. 
but an order made bya fractional part of ‘Con- 
gress. idk aa atin 

There are Senators here who pretend” to find 
in the Constitution the right'to carry slaves into 
the national ‘Territories. That.such: Senators 
should also find in the same Constitution the right 
to` make a slave of Mr. Hyatt or Mr. Sanborns: 
or of anybody-else, merely to aid legislation, is 
not astonishing; but I am.at a loss how: Senators 
who love freedom, can find any such right inthe 
Constitution. 

I say nothing, now, of the precedents of the 
British Parliament; for they are all more or less 
inapplicable. We live under a written Constitu- 
tion, with certain specified powers; and all these 
are restrained by the tenth amendment, declaring 
that en 

“The powers not delegated to the United ‘States, nor 
prohibited to the States, are reserved to the States respect 
ively, or to the people.” h i 

But évén the British precedents have founda 
critic at home, in tlie late Chief Justice of Eng- 
Jand, Lord Denman, pronouncing judgment in the 
great case of Stockdale vs. Hansard, (1 Adolph. 
and Ellis, 1;) and also in the words of an elegant 
and authoritative historian, whose life has been 

assed in one or the other of the two Houses of 
Parliament I refer to Lord Mahon, now the Earl 
Stanhope, who, in his History of England, (vol. 
4, p. 30,) thus remarks: ct gut 

‘4 Í may observe, in passing, that, throughout the reign of 
George U., the privileges of the House of Commons flour- 
ished in the rankest luxuriance.?” * = * = * * «So 
long as men in authority are enabled to go beyond the law 
on the plea of their own dignity and power, the ONLY limit 
to their encroachments will be that of the public endurance.” 

Nothing can be more true than this remark.’ 
But Lord Brougham has.expressed himself’in 
words yet stronger, and, if possible, still more 
applicable to the present case: sky : 

“All rights [says this consummate orator] arenow utterly 
disregarded by the advocates of privilege, excepting that-of 
exposing their own short-sighted impolicy and thoughtless 
inconsistency. Nor would there be any safety for the people- 
under their guidance, if, unhappily, their powers of doing 
mischief bore any proportion to their disregard of what is 
politic and just.” —Lord Brougham’s Speeches, vol. 4, p. 344, 

With these remarks, I quit this question, 
anxious only that the recent usurpation of the 


i . 
| Senate may not be drawn into a precedent here. 


after. 
The resolution was agrecd to. 


LAND CLAIM IN OREGON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 


| 374) for the relief of the Missionary Society of 


the Methodist Episcopal Church. It directs that 
there shall be paid to the Missionary Society of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church the sum of 
§20,000, upon filing in the proper Department a 
release to the United States, to be approved by 
the Attorney General, of all claim to the. land 
embraced within the limits of the military reser- 
vation at the Dalles, in Oregon Territory; and of 
all claim for damages for destruction of property 
on or near the land by the United States troops 
or volunteers or Indians at any time anterior to 
the date of the release. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETITION. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial from ship- 
owners and others, of New York, remonstrating 
against the enactment of any law conflicting with 
the acts of March 2, 1837, and August 30, 1852, 
in relation to steamers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

INVASION OF HARPER'S FERRY. 
Mr. GREEN submitted the folllowing resolu- 
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tions which was ‘referred. to the Committee on 
Printing: : 

- Resolved; That twenty thousand extra copies of the re- 
ports of the majority and minority of the select committee 
onthe. Harper’s Ferry invasion, with the testimony and ac- 
companying papers, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney; its Clerk, announced that the 
Jouse had concurred in'some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House (No. 305) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1861, and “had agreed to certain other 
amendments’ of the Senate to the said ‘bill, with 
amend ments; in which the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate was requested. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had passed a resolution adhering to its amend- 
ment to the bill of the. Senate (No. 416) to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers on the public do- 
main, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
Senate. : 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message farther announced that the House 
insists, upon its disagreement to certain amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 215) 
making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1861, and 
upon the amendments to other amendments of the 
Senate to the said bill, disagreed to by the Senate; 
agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
on, and had appointed Mr. Travpeus Srevens 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. Emerson Evurrinas of 
Tennessee, and Mr. Cuarces L. Scorr of Cali- 
fornia, managers at the same on the part of the 
House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the Elouse had signed the following enrolled | 
bills; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 324) authorizing the sale of 
the Western Military Asylum, at Harrodsburg, 
Kentucky; 

A. bill (EL. R. No. 564) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department for 
the year ending June 30, 1861; and | 

A bil (HL. R. No. 819) providing for additional 
terms of the United States cireuit and district 
courts in the State of Kentucky. H 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The messagé further announced that the Presi- | 
dent of the United States had approved and signed, 
ou the 13th instant, the following acts: 

An act (FL R. No. 245) for the relief of Maryctt 
Van Buskirk; 

An act (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of George 
P. Marsh; 

An act (H. R. No. 385) granting an invalid 
pension to Beriah Wright, of New York; 

An-act (H. R. No. 446) for the relief of Eras- 
tus Hutchins; 

An act (H.R. No. 556) for the relief of Francis 
Lavonture and Pierre Grignon; and 

An act (H. R. No. 523) extending the charter 
incorporaling the German Benevolent Society of 
Washington city, in the District of Columbia, 
approved July 27, 1842. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. | 
R. No. 423) for the relief of Philip B. Holmes 
and William Pedrick, reported it withoutamend- 
ment. 

Mr. NICHOLSON, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, to whom was referred the | 
bill (H. R. No. 415) for the relicf of the legal | 
representatives of Daniel Bedinger, deceased, | 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- | 
ation; which was agreed to. i 

He also, from the Committeeon Revolutionary 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 


fF 
Mary A. Bérault, heir and legal representative of |; 
the late Joseph Wheaton, a licutenant in the rev- f 
olutionary war, praying to be allowed the half # 


pay promised by Congress to those who should 
serve to the end of the war, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was agreed 
to. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the heirs of Thomas 
Brady, a soldier in the war of the Revolution, 
praying to be allowed bounty land, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed, to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the heirs of General 
Daniel, Morgan, praying to be allowed the amount 
of depreciation: on. the commutation received by 
their ancestor, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIHE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 288) recognizing the survey of the 
Grand Cheniere Ísland, State of Louisiana, as 
approved by the surveyor general, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (No. 807) to authorize the reissue of land 
warrants in certain cases, and for other purposes; 

A bill (No. 838) to change the name of the ship 
Rockhall to Massachusetts; 

A bill (No. 839) to amend an act approved the 
3d day of March, 1847, entitled “ An act to es- 
tablish a port of entry at Saluria, in the State of 
Texas, and for other purposes;”’ and 

A bill (No. 840) for the relicf of congressional 
township number eight south of range number 
three cast, in Mercer county, Ohio. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following Senate bills: 

A pil (No. 43) for the relief of Solomon Wads- 
worth; 

A bill (No. 176) for the relief of R. W. Carter; 

A bill (No, 285) for the relief of Jobn Brannan; 

A bill (No, 450) to change the location of the 
custom-house for the district of Brazos de Santi- 


|| ago, from Point [sabe] to Brownsville, in the State 


of ‘Texas; 

A bill (No. 118) for the relief of David Myerle; 
anc 

A bill (No. 378) to relinquish the title of the 
United States to certain lands occupied by the city 
of Baton Rouge, in Louisiana. 

SUSPENSION OF TIDE RULES. 

The message further announced that the House 
had concurred inthe resolution of the Senate, for 
a suspension of the 16th and 17th rules for the 
the residue of the present session. 

SUMMONING OF WITNESSES. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate take 
up the bill No. 496, in regard to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House of Representatives. Í think the bill ought 
to be disposed of, in order to prevent any possi- 
bility of a conflict between the officers of the Sen- 
ate and the decisions of the States. 

Mr. FITCH. I dislike to oppose the proposi- 
tion; but there was an informal understanding, a 
few days since, that the joint resolution (No. 22) 
of the House of Representatives, in relation to the 
ene printing, should be taken up this morning. 

trust that understanding will be carried out, and 
the joint resolution taken up. T admit the pro- 
priety, and necessity even, of the bill which is the 


| subject of the motion of the Senator from Dela- 


ware; but the bill to which I allude is a more 
pressing necessity. It should be acted upon in 
some manner at once. 

Mr. BAYARD. I made a motion to take up 
this bill the other day, and it was then voted down 
by a close vote, and I must insist on the motion 
to take itup. If there are objections to it, Lam 
unable to appreciate what they are. I should like 
to hear what the objections are to the passage of 
the bill. Fask for the yeas and nays on my mo- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, ANTHONY. Lhope we shall take up the 


_ printing bill this morning, This is the last op- 


yortunity that we shall have. Itisa very import- 
ant measure, and I think will occupy but a very 
short time. 

Mr. HALE. J desire to state that I wish to 
look carefully before I pass the bill authorizing 


the Sergeant-at-Arms, who-is an ‘officer of the 
Senate here, to appoint a deputy in every State 
of this Union. Ido not believe in the necessity 
of it; and I am unwilling to vote for the creation 
of such a brood of officers, and sending this ex- 
traordinary commission of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
into every State of the Union, until it is found 
necessary. 1 do-notbelieveinit. Inthe first place, 
ldo not believe that the Senate, as a Senate, pos- 
sesses powers which require the presence of an 
executive officer in every State of the Union. F 
do not believe there was any power in the Senate, 
either by the Sergeant-at-Arms, if he had gone 
there himself, or his deputy, to undertake what 
he did undertake to do by deputy in the State of 
Massachusetts. I believe we live under a written 
Constitution. Believing that, I am opposed to 
any such bill as this, and opposed to Ginnie it up 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not enter into the merits 
of the bill on the question of taking it up; but I 
will remark, in reply to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that if the Senate does not possess 
the power to summon witnesses in many cases, 
then I think they will bein a deplorable condition 
for performing their functions, [e they legislative 
or judicial. The power is conferred here merely 
to authorize the ministerial oficer to have power 
to do what every common law officer cun perform 
according to the rules of law—appoint a deputy 
for mere ministerial acts. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope this question will 
not be decided on the merits of the two bills, but 
upon the exigencies of the publie service. It is 
very important that the priming bill should be 
acted on at once; but there can be no necessity 
for the other bill, until the next session, certainly. 
I hope, therefore, that this question will be de- 
cided in the negative. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


| resulted—yeas 22, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, 
Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hunter, 
Iverson, Jotinson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lanc, Mallory, 
Mazon, Nicholson, Saulsbury, Slidell, Wigtall, and Yu- 
ee 22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fitch, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Hamin, Hartan, Rice, Seward, 


Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 


son, and Wilson—25. 


o the motion to take up the bill was not agreed 
to. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. FITCH. Now, I renew my motion to 
take up the joint resolution (H. R. No. 22) in 
relation to the public printing. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Indiana that at twelve o’clock a special 
order comes up; and it is very near that time 
now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana moves to take up the House joint reso- 
lution in relation to the public printing. 

Mr. FITCH. Idonot design debating it now, 
or at any time, except, perhaps, to answer the 
objections which may be urged to the majority 
report. It is too late now for a debate for or 
against the minority or majority report. I move 
to make this joint resolution the special order for 
to-morrow, at half past eleven o’clock, and alt 
succeeding mornings until it be disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana moves to make this joint resolution the 
special order for half past eleven o’clock to-mor- 
row, and at the same hour for succeeding morn- 
ings until disposed of, to the exclusion of other 
business. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


LIGHT-NOUSE BILL. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Iask the consent of the Sen- 
ate now to take up the light-house bill. I think 
we can dispose of it within the five minutes that 
are left of the morning hour. There will be one 
disagreeing vote between the two branches, and 
I want the bill to go back to the other House. It 
can be disposed of in a very few minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 350) making appropriations 
for light-houses, beacons, buoys, &c. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This is the House bill pre- 
cisely, and it has been before members. I think 
there is no necessity for reading it, unless some 
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Senator asks it. I therefore move that the read- 
ing be dispensed with, unless there is objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
Maine asks unanimous consent to suspend the 
further reading of the bill. The Chair hears no 
objection. The question is on the amendment 
reported from the Committece on Commerce, to 
insert, at the end of the Lill, as an additiotial sec- 
tion: 

Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That so much of the 


act approved March 3, 1859, as authorizes the erection of 


range beacons for crossing the bar in Galveston bay, Texas, 
in place of thé light-vessel at that place, be, gud the same 
is hereby, repealed, and the light-vessel is hereby directed 
to be restored. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. There was another amend- 


ment recommended by the committee, to strike | 


out the third section; which I ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 
the amendment to strike out the third section, in 
the following words: 

“ Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That the sum of $20,090 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated and directed to be 
paid, out of any money in the Treasury pot otherwise ap- 
propriated, for the establishment at the points herein named 
of such car signals as may prove to be satisfactory under the 
experiments hereinbefore authorized to be made, that is to 
say: at West Quoddy Head and Boone {sland, in Maine; 
at Boston, in Massachusetts; at Sandy Hook, in New York ; 
at Charleston, in South Carolina; at Savannah, Georgia; 
at the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi river; and at Gal- 
veston.”? j 


The amendment was agreed to.- 


"Mr. HAMLIN. There is anotheramendment 
that I propose to make: in line one hundred and 
one tostrike out the words ** suitable lights,” and 
insert “a light-house;’’ so that it will read: 

For the ereetion of a light-house at the mouth of North 


river, (Albemarle sound,) and at the entrance of North 
river, in Currituck sound, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I propose further to amend 
that clause, by striking out the words “and at the 
entrance to the North river, in Currituck sound;”’ 
so that it will read: 

. For the erection of a light-house at the mouth of North 
river, (Albemarle sound,) $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
call up the spccial order at this hour. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It will not take five minutes 
to dispose of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent the bill can be proceeded with, 

Mr. HUNTER. 
unanimous consent, if it will not take more than 
five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent the Senate can proceed with the consid- 
eration of this bill, The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HAMLIN. By direction of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, I move further to amend the 
bill, by adding at the end of line eighty-four: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the bal- 
ance due to Peter Campan, $114 50. 

It isa balance duc him under a contract for 
building-materials. 

: T'he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There isa typographical 
error in line thirty-three of the first section. The 
word‘ Connecticut” should be t Connimmicut.” 

Mr. HAMLIN. Thatis a mistake of the print- 
ers. Itis all right in the engrossed bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in; ordered 
to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. It was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAMLIN subsequently said: I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to correcta single 
word in the light-house bill. 
necticut? should be ‘*Connimmicut,’’ in line 
thirty-three of the first section. Task thatthe bill 
be so amended. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. By unanimous con- 
sent, that correction will be made. without recon- 
sidering the bill, The Chair hears no objection. 
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30th of June, 1861, which the 


I hope we will finish it by | 


The word “ Con-: 


SATURDAY, JUNE 16, 1860. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. Before calling up the special. | 


order, I ask for a committee of conference on the 
bill (H. R. No. 305) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year ending the 
ouse has sent 
back with sundry disagreements to our amend- 
ments. I move that the Senate insist, and ask for 
a committee of conference, to be appointed by the 
Chair. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As we have agreed to post- 
pane the day of adjournment, and I suppose the 

ouse will agree to it, it seems to me that we have 
time to do this business differently. I think it the 
worst kind of legislation. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator objects, I will 
not press my motion now, but will call up the spe- 
cial order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state the objection 
while I am up. ‘There are some forty or fifty 
amendments to the Army bill. They have been 
sent tothe House of Representatives. The House 


i has concurred in some, has concurred in others 


with amendments, and has refused to concur in 


others. Now, what does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia ask? He asks us to insist on our amend- 
ments. Without knowing what amendments 


are concurred in, what amendments have been 
amended by the House, and what have been re- 
jected, he asks us to insist in gross, and turn the 
legislation upon these forty amendments over to 
acommittce of conference, consisting of six mem- 
bers of the two Houses. They make a report 
which goes to the Senate*and House of Repre- 
sentatives; and then, what is the question? Why 
it is on concurring in the report of the committee 


| on conference. And how many of us know, when 


that report is made, what we have passed? Now 
we have plenty of ume—— 

Mr. HUNTER. I told the Senator I would not 
push it, if he objects. I wiil agree to let it lie on 
the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We gain nothing by that. 
I am willing it should come up now. 1 am not 
objecting to its coming up now; but he ought to 
tell us what amendments are concurred in, what 
amendments have been amended, and what re- 
jected. Perhaps the Senate would agree to the 
amendments of the House to our amendments, 
I do not know what they are. Perhaps we would 
recede from some which we have made, when we 
find that the House would not agree to them. 1 
understand the practice of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is very different. They consider our 


amendments, and not in gross insist upon every- | 


thing they have done, and turn the whole legis- 
lation over to a committee of conference. I have 
no objection to the motion being considered now. 

Mr. HUNTER. Have I the right to call up 
the special order? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has 
aright to withdraw his motion. i 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well, sir. I withdraw 
it. I move to take up the tariff bill, which I be- 
lieve is the special order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the special 


order at this hour. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. IVERSON. I must insist that the Senate, 


will at least proceed to the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, for one or two hours, so as to get 
through with them. [will therefore move to post- 
pone the tariff bill, for the betas of proceeding 
to the consideration of the bills on the Private 
Calendar from the Housc of Representatives, I 
wil] state that there are but fifteen er twenty, per- 
haps not more than twenty, of those bills. None 
of them are of a very important character, They 


are generally small bills, involving small amounts, i 


bat which are very important to the parties inter- 


ested. It is very hard, indeed, after they have | 
gota decision in the other House, to be turned | 
over to the next session, without getting the benefit | 
lf we 

do not prolong our session—aud itis by no means į 


of the relief which these bills give them. 


If he objects, let the motion lie over. | 


| tend 3 
| ter, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Ilaria 
; of Arka 


| Ten Ey 
yp and Yule 


| Hammond, Hemphill, Iverson, Johnson of Tenne 
| Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, and Saulsbury—13, 


certain that we shall do it~it is distinctly under’ 
stood that the President will sign no private bill 
that does ‘not pass to-day, and therefore iti : 
exclusion of every private bill. L do not think’. 
there is any very great urgency in taking upale! 
tariff bill wring ‘live: If the Sonate take up faca 
House bills, in two hours we can get through: 
with them, Without trouble, and probably noneof 
them will give rise to any debate. i 7 

Mr. MASON. Let the Senator ask fortwo 
hours. Say, 

Mr. IVERSON. That is what I propose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state that his attention had nat been called to the 
fact, and he had forgotten that resolution setting” 
apart this day for the consideration of privatë 
bills. That resolution of the Senate makes the 
Private Calendar in-order, and supersedes. the 
special order of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I move to postpone all 
prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the 
tariff bill, 1 pledged myself to call it up. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side allowed me to get along 
with the appropriation bills, with that pledge and 
promise. I feel’ bound. to make ‘tlic motion, to 
carry it outif{ can. If the Senate overrules me, 
of course I have nothing more to say. JE 

Mr. IVERSON. F hope the Senate wilknòt 
yield to that motion of the Senator from Virginia 
until we get through with the private bills from 
the House of Representatives. Pam not insisting 
for action on Senate bills, because I think it usé- 
less to devote any further time to them; but I 
think it very important to these parties, that they 
should have at least the consideration of the hills 
that passed the House of Representatives. As T 
have said, there are not a great many of them, 
and. they involve but a very small amount of cx- 
penditure to the Government; but they are cer- 
tainly very important to the parties themselves. 
These parties are generally very poor people, and 
come to the Government for relief in cases to 
which they are entitled; and I trust we shall de- 
vote at least two hours to them. | think we can 
get through the Private Calendar in two hours.. 
If the motion of the Senator ‘from Virginia does 
not prevail, my motion will be to take up bills’ 
from the House of Representatives on the Private 
Calendar. f mon IR 

Mr. BIGLER. Ihope the metion of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will prevail. ` It has heen un- 
derstood for some days that this subject of the 
tariff would be taken up. _It was expected to be 
considered yesterday; and, whilst I am as anx- 
ious as my friend from Georgia that the private 


| bills should be considered, 1 do not see what is 


to be gained by postponing the subject, which it 
was generally understood would be procecded 
with this morning. Besides, I think we can take 
up the Private Calendar this evening, and dispose 
of it without any trouble; and ‘it is a better time 
to consider bills of this character than during the 
day. T liope the motion of the Senator from Vir; 
ginia will prevail. j f 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis moved to post- 
pone the Private Calendar, with a view to taking 
up the bil (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the 
payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to au- 


i thorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on 


imports, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BIGLER and Mr. KING called for the 


| yeas and nays, and they were ordered; and be- 


ing taken, resulted—yeas 43, nays 13; as follows? 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bragg, Bright, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Crit- 
n. Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, toot, 103- 
i 1 Hunter, Jonson 
sas, Kennedy, King, Lane, Latham, Pearee, Pow- 
ell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, mnons, KUMRE 
k, Toombs, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilson, 
43, : 
Mlessra. Brown, Chesnut, Vitzpatrick, Gre 


NAYS en; 


tiy 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded toton- 
sider the bill (H. R, No. 338) to provide for the, 
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payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to au- 
thorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on 
imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, in accordance 
with the instructions of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, move to. postpone this bill until the sec-, 
ond Monday.in December next; but when I make 
that motion, { feel that it is due to myself, and to 
those whose opinions I in part represent, to give 
the reasons which have induced me to submit this 
proposition, ; 

I believe, in the first place, that this is not a 
propitious time to consider this question. F think, 
air, that if we were to attempt it now, political 
considerations would enter far too largely into 
any decision which we might make on the sub- 
ject. In the second place, I am not convinced 
that there is any financial necessity for changing 
the present revenue system. I do not believe, as 
has been charged by others, that it will not yield 
revenue enough to carry on the Government upon 
a scheme of just. and economical expenditures. 
On the contrary, I believe it willnot only do that, 
but that the day is not far distant when the rev- 
enues from it will be so increased as to enable us 
to apply a portion of them to the payment of the 
public debt, and to pay off that with sufficient 
rapidity. 

ow, Mr. President, the question recurs, what 
is a sufficient sum to enable us to carry on this 
Government economically? Mr. Guthrie, in 1857, 
submitted a scheme fora tariff with the intention, 
as he said, of reducing the revenues from customs 
to $50,000,000, because he thought it was ample, | 
inasmuch as for some three years previously the | 
annual expenditures of the Governmenthad been 
only some $48,000,000. I think, if I am not mis- | 
taken, that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means in the House of Representa- 
tives has, at this session, declared that, in his 
opinion, $50,000,000 would be enough for the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. We have seen, 
in the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury 
this year, that he says $51,000,000 and a fraction 
willcarry on the Goverument, exclusively of pay- 
ing the interest on the public debt, which, nuded 
to the $50,000,000, makes an amount something 
like $54,000,000, I showed the other day, from 
a table which I had received from the Treasury 
Department, that we should probably not spend 
more than $59,000,000 and a fraction this year, 
including $4,500,000 of old Post Office deficiency, 
ox debt, which would in fact reduce the expendi- | 
tures for the current service to a sum of between 
54,000,000 and $55,000,000. Thatstatement was 
ased upon an exhibit from the Department it- 
self, mostly from fact, very little upon estimate, | 
We know from the statement of the Department 
of the actual expenditures of the first quarter, less 
a technical charge which I mentioned the other 
day, that for redeeming the Treasury notes-—and 
it is technical because it conferred a correspond- 
ing resource in the power to reissue—that the 
amount was a little over $15,000,000. We know 
froma Treasury statement of the actual annual ex- 
penditures of the succeeding three quarters, up to 
the 26th of May, thatthey were about $39,000,000 
This added to the estimate of expenditure from 
the 26th of May to the Ist of Yuly-namily; 
$5,000,000—would give an expenditure of some- 
thing more than eras as the expenditure of | 
the present fiscal year. In this $59,000,000 are 
included $4,500,000 of Post Office debt; thus bring- 
ing the expenditure for the current service of the 
year to a sum ranging between $54,000,000 and | 
$55,000,000. So that we have this question de- 
cided in.these various ways, which show the con- 
curring opinions of gentlemen of different parties, 
ang of different Secretaries of the Treasury, thata 
a sum of between $54,000,000 and $55,000,000 
would be enough for the current expenses of the 
Government, and to pay the interest on the public | 
debt, This, too, would seem to be confirmed by 
the experience of the present fiscal year. 


If this be the fact-and surely I think we j; 


ought to get along with a yearly expenditure of 


$54,000,000 or $55,000,000—~then all over that, the || 


excess beyond that, would be applicable to the | 
payment of the public debt. Now, sir, we knoW | 
that we shall get $54,000,000 this year, oy there- || 
abouts, from the customs alone. “Whatever we 1 
get from the publie land; whatever we get from | 
miscellaneous sources, will be so much above what i 
the expenditures ought to be, and should furnish | 


= : 
a surplus to reduce the publie debt. We know 
that these receipts from customs mustincrease, and 
increase rapidly. We have received $54,000,000 
of customs at atime when the great Northwest 
is scarcely consuming at.all. Is it unreasonable 
to suppose’that when she recovers her capacity 
for consumption, it will so increase the income 
from customs as to bring the revenue up to the 
Secretary ’s estimate ofsomething like $60,000,000? 
We know, too, that the receipts from the public 
lands, whenever these military land warrants shall 
be paid off and absorbed, must increase largely. 
If, then, this be true—and undoubtedly itis true— 
we have a right to calculate upon an excess from 
the receipts of customs alone, together with the 
public lands, to enable us to discharge this public 
debt with sufficient rapidity. 

What fortifies the expectation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the event that the Northwest 
does resume its capacity to consume—and it is 
said one good wheat crop would put her in that 
condition—is the fact that our exports now are 
largely beyond the imports, and increasing rapidly. 
It isthought by some competentto judge, that our 
exports for this year will amount to $400,000,000. 
We know that the trpe measure of imports is that 
ofthe exports, and, ifanything, the imports ought 
to be a little more, if the profits upon the exports 
come back in that shape. It is not overstating the 
cage, however, to say that the imports will equal 
the exports. ‘That the export of cotton is destined 
rapidly to increase, we know from the fact of the 
price which itis now bearing. We know, from 
past experience, that the export of specie is going 
to increase largely. We know it from the fact, 
not only of the inerease of Jabor, but from the dis- 
covery of new metalliferous regions. 

Now, sir, I say all this justifies us in the belief 
that the revenue from customs is likely to grow, 
and to grow with sufjcient rapidity, above its 
present point of $54,000,000, in time to redeem this 
debt, Why, sir, under the tariff of 1846, the re- 
ccipts doubled in something like ten years. If we 
supposg.only half of that ratio increase under this 
tarihe will find that we shall soon have a reve- 
nué which willbe abundant for all ofour purposes. 

I know it has been said that there will be difi- 
culty in getting along next year; and some Sona- 
tors seem to think that I had led the Senate astray 
by estimates in past time. 1 think, if they will 
look to the past, they will find 1 have only argued 
upon the estimates as submitted by the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury. I said, the year before last, that 
without adding to the public debt, they would be 
able, from the means at their disposal, to get 
through the last year; and it turned out to be true. 
I said last year, we would get through this year 
without adding to the public debt; and it turus 
out to be true. We shall probably have a surplus 
of between $6,000,000 and $7,000,000 on the Ist 
of July next; and that, too, after having paid these 
$4,500,000 of old Post Office deficiency, which t 
reckon, and have a right to reckon, as debt. I say, 
as far as I can sean the estimates of the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury, it is likely we shall have a suf- 
ficient balance next year to enable us to carry out 
the current expenses of the Government, and to 
pay the interest on the public debt. Why, sir, 


|| I showed you the other day, taking his own esti- 


mates upon the ordinary and usual principles of 
calculation, that there must be a surplus of some- 
thing like $12,000,000, and perhaps $16,090,000, 
upon some views of the case; that is, supposing 
that he will receive what we know he will receive 
this year, and what he estimates he will receive 
the next. But Jet us suppose he is in error as to 
next year; that he falls $5,000,000 short of it; 
when we come to deduct that from fifteen, it still 
leaves us a surplus of something like $10,000,000, 
which would enable us to mect all that will be 
probably added to the estimates, and leave a sur- 
plus in the Treasury. At any rate there is no 


fear, if the provision for a loan should pass the į 


House, but that we will meet here in December 
next without finding the Treasury in straits or 
difficulties, and with abundant time to remodel the 
tariff, if it should be necessary to do so. 

Now, Mr. President, if there be no financial 
necessity for acting upon the tariff or changing it 
at this time, is there anything in the condition of 
the great industrial interests of the country which 
should prompt us to do so? Why sir, it was but 
yesterday that I was looking over the Economist, 
one of the leading papers on this subject in New 


York, in which it was stated that the manufac- 
turing interests never were in such a condition of 
prospenty: Havcany of the manufacturers come 
yere to us to complain or to ask for new duties? 


| If they have, I am not aware of it, with the cx- 


ception, perhaps, of a petition or two presented 
early in the session by the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, [Mr. Fosrer.] Is it not notorious that if 
we were to leave it to the manufacturers of New 
England themselves, to the manufacturers of tex- 
tile fabrics, hardware, &c., that there would bea 
large majority against any change? Do we not 
know that the woolen manufacture dates its re- 
vival from the tariff of 1857, which altered the 
dutics upon wool? We see, from the reports of 
prices given by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
his last annual report, that the prices of raw wool 
for the last two years have been quite-as good as 
they were i the two years previous. i 
hen, if there be nothing in the condition of 
manufactures to induce the change, what other 
industrial interest is there which demands it? Not 
the producers of cotton, for we know that the 
average prices, the last two years, have been a 
cent higher than the average of prices for the two 
preceding years, under a different tariff. We 
now, too, so far as this change is operating upon 
on foreign trade, that it is increasing our direct 
traf with the continent; that it is decentralizing 
our commerce, which formerly had concentrated 
in England; and thata larger proportion is going 
directly to the continent of Europe; thus, not only 
enabling the cotton planter to get more for his 
cotton, because it diminishes the expenses of car- 
rying it to the place of consumption, but also giv- 
ing to our ships a chance to compete upon better 
terms, and to carry a larger proportion of freights 
abroad; because, with the exception of the Hanse 
Towns, they compete on better terms with the 
navigating and shipping interests of the conti- 
nent, than they do with those of England. 

I had an estimate prepared at the Treasury 
Department, which will show something in rela- 
tion to this change that is taking place in our com- 
merce, I find, upon examining it, that whilst in 
the year 1856, which was a year of expansion, 
we exported directly to the continent $84,156,987; 
but in the last year (and it is to be remembered 
that commerce had not then entirely revived) we 
exported directly to the same place $92,561,425. 
We find, too, from the same statement, that our 
dircet commerce with France has increased large- 
ly. Instead of being about $42,500,000, as in 
1856, it is now about $44,300,000. So, too, with 
the Austrian dominions; and so I could go through 
some of the principal countries of Europe, and 
show that already the tide of direct trade is begin- 
ning to change, and more and more of our exports 
going directly to the continent. There is reason 
that it should be so; for the reduction in the tariff 
operated beneficially upon the trade in those arti- 
cles which we get in return from the continent— 
upon their wines, their silks, and their linen, 

If this be the case, Mr. President; if it be true, 
as this report of the Secretary shows, that whilst 
all this has been going on, the price of articles 
that we have exported, such as cotton, tobacco, 
&c., has not diminished, but rather increased, 
may I not ask what is there in the condition of 
the industrial interests of the country to warrant 
the change? Why, sir, to prove that the manu- 
facturing interest 1s benefiting under it, the ex- 
ports of American manufactures are increasing 
rapidly and largely. In the last two years they 
have been in excess of what they were any two 
years of the previous tariff, For the two years 
1856 and 1857, these manufactures amounted to 
about $60,000,000; for the last two years, 1858 
aud 1859, they were over $64,000,000, The re- 
por for the present year will be larger than ever 

efore. What, then, is tho intercst that com- 
plains? ‘The iron interest, E know, comes here 
to ask for protection. lt complains that it has 
been in a state of deep depression; and, to some 
extent, I admit the fact; but I believe it is to be 
traced to very different causes. It is to be traced 
to the panic and revulsion of 1857. We all know 
that the railroad bubble had produced an extraor- 
dinary and unusual demand for iron. A larger 
number of furnaces had sprung into existence 
than could be worked profitably under the usual 
demand for iron in the average state of trade in 
the country. When this bubble burst, and all 


| was exploded, of course a number of these fur- 
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naces were not only useless, but were mischiev- 
ous, in maintaining a competition which did not 
profit them, but injured others that were in a bet- 
ter condition, I recollect last’ year to have ad- 
verted to the iron trade in Great Britain, and to 
have shown that there it had been subject to the 
same fluctuations that it had suffered from here; 
and that in every instance it could be traced to 
some fluctuation in the credit system of the coun- 
try. 
But what, let me ask, is the actual history of 
the operations of this tariff on the importations of 
iron into this country? Thad a table prepared 
which will probably startle some of the croakers: 


Imports iron and steel, and manufactures thereof. 


1856. 1857. 1858. 1858. ° 
4,580,262 25,954,111 $16,328,039 «$17,048,596 
§24,500, 94,580,262 oe #1 esos 030 
$93,476,635 

Ezports— Domestic manufactures of iron. 

1856- «1857. 1858. 1859.. 
Pig, bar, and nails,$286,980 $397,313 $205,931 $257,662 
Castings......... 288,316 . 289,967 "464415 128°659 
All manufactures,3,585,712 4,197,687 4,059,528 5,117,346 
$4,161,008 4,874,967 84,729,874 5,503,667 
$4,161,008 = 4,729,874 
$9,035,975 10,233,541 
—— 33,476,635 


3,243,094 


It will be found that, for the last two years un- 
der the tariff of 1857, the importations of iron, as 
compared with those of the last two years of the 
preceding tariff, have been not as much as two 
thirds of the amount of the latter. They have 
fallen off nearly half. It will be found, too, that 
the exports of iron and the manufactures of iron 
have increased largely in the last two years; and 
that, when you come to subtract the exports of 
iron and the manufactures of iron from the quan- 
tity of iron imported, it will not be more than a 
sum of between eleven and twelve million dol- 
lars a year. Now, sir, suppose that import had 
been actually prohibited: would the additional con- 
sumption of American iron, in that event, have 
been enough to have been severely felt by so large 
an interest? ; 

To show that this view is correct, that, so far 
as the tariff of 1857 is concerned, it has not in- 
jured the iron interests, | should like to advert for 
a moment—I know it is tedious; but still these 
are things that ought to go before the country— 
to the actual advantages which they derive under 
the present state of things. I think I can show 
that those advantages are, in many instances, || 
equal, and more than equal, to the twenty-four 

er cent, duty which is laid upon it. I shall ex- 
hibit, among other things, accounts copied from 
the books of Payne & Smith, merchants, who 
import hardware in New York. They exhibited 
their books to me, and I asked for copies of several 
of the accounts, that I might show what was the 
actual advantage, independent of the duty de- | 
rived by the Government: | 
New York, June 9, 1860. 


Present cost of railroad and common bar iron at shipping 
ort in Wales: cash, £5 10s.@s4 90, Q26 82. { 
ea 80 | 


Freight, 22s. Gd., sterling@$4 3U... eseese esse cues $5 40 | 
Primage, 5 per cent......... . 27 | 
Insurance, 3 per cent. on £5 5s . 85 i 


Commission for buying, shipping, and inspecting, 2 
percent... 
Commission 


or. 29) per cent on cost. 
Expenses in importing one ton iron, as above. 
Duties, 24 percent.... 1... se serene PIERREA 


Trace chains. 
Sixteen casks trace chains, cost in England..... 


i Expenses. 
Cost of the casks sce. ee ee eee cece 
Commission for buying, 3 per cent 
Shipping charge in Liverpool. 
Bankers’? commission, | percent...... 
Insurance, 2} per cent 
Freight essere o se asoan 
Cartage and fees at custom-house 
Tnterest.... ccc cee en ee ees ease olb tina's 


. Paid duty, 24 per cent, $157 07 
Hinges. 
. Cost of twenty-three casks hinges in England.... $658 99 i 


: which this Government in time of peace ought to 


i mect the necessities of the case. 
| that we had an expedition into the Mormon Ter- į} 
ritory as expensive as an actual war would have || 
į been. 
| the surplus and the amounts raised by loan. 


: Government credit. 


i next,inm 
i to meet the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
| ment and to pay the interest upon the public debt, | 
If I were to express my hopes, I should acknowl- || 
| edge that they are even higher than that; but 1 | 
i} choose to be sober in the calculation which Tam 

© making. D i i 
| tariff is not that it failed to do what it promised, 


Expenses. 
Cost Of CASKS.... 00. gartsuki misas 


5 : eos. 852-06 
Con mission for buying, 3 per cent. . 


2i 33 | 


Shipping charges in Liverpool... 11 63 
Bankers’? commission, 1 per cent 7 43 
Jusurance, 2} per cent 19 22 
Freigit.. cc cece cece cece cece 31 00 
Cartage and om-house fees 23 00 
Fiiterestas occ s eens scceec conn aisean secs 25 16 


$190 23 


Paid duty, 24 percent, $189 60 


Thus I might go through with the whole list: 
horse-shoe nails, saucepans, log chains, and an- | 
vils; and it will be found, when you come tu add 
these advantages to the actual duty, that the two | 
together give a protection of from fifty to sixty 
per cent. Can it be supposed, with such advant- 
ages as these, that the producer of iron can suffer 
from foreign competition? I know they say these 
are charges which the producer of iron at the 
forge has to undergo in order to send it to New 
York and Philadelphia; but whilst the charges to 
send it to New York and Philadelphia are mani- 


| festly less than those from Great Britain, we know 


that the American iron master distributes his prod- 
ucts to most of the places of consumption, em- 
bracing a great area of country, with less charge 
than they could be distributed for from Philadel- 
phia and New York. 

I refer to these things for the purpose of show- 
ing the large amount of real protection which is 
already enjoyed by the iron interest. Ihave given 
the history of imports, to show that, so far from 
increasing under this tariff of 1857, they have 
largely diminished. I do not say that the tariff 
of 1857 was the cause of the diminution, but I say 
this proves that the tariff of 1857 has not been the 
cause of any depression under which they have 
suffered. On the contrary, f believe that this 
tariff of 1857 was one reason why we went through 
the pressure at that period much more casily than 
we have ever done in any preceding crisis. It | 
happened, luckily, that the duties generally had | 
been reduced something like one fifth. "We thus 
facilitated the export trade. In this way we di- 
minished the exchange abroad, and the return 


from that export trade it was that enabled the | 


northern and other banks to stand aficr tlic first 
shock, and prevented this crisis from producing 
as much disaster and suffering as had generally 
attended such catastrophes heretofore. 

If all this be true, then, sir, I ask why should 
we be pressed, unless some better showing can 
be made, to change this tariff of 1857, which has 
worked out such results. No man can dispute 
the fact that it is soon to yield much more revenue 
than it now does. No man can dispute the fact 
that its financial operation, so far, in curtailing 
expenditure, has been salutary; and I think itis 
a matter to be regretted that its restraints are not 
to last longer than it will do, forit will soon afford 
the means of a larger expenditure than any in | 


embark. It was reduced for that very purpose. 
It has given all that was promised. ‘There was 
no deception; there was no mistake about it. It 
was reduced for the very purpose of diminishing 
the expenditures; and we know from experience 
that there is no other way to curtail them. It is 
true, it went into operation in the time of a great 
commercial crisis in 1857; but it is also true that 
we had large expenditures which had been under- | 
taken, such as the public buildings and other 


U things, when the revenues were abundant, and 


we were obliged to spend more than would other- 
wise have been necessary, for a while, in order to | 
We know, too, | 


These are the demands which consumed 
I 
ought to add that the deficiency of revenue in the 
year of crisis was also supplied by the use of 
t But Yor the last two years 
we have not added to the publie debt; and for the 
M opinion, this tariff will provide enough 


I say the fault that is found with this 


but because it is doing exactly what was prom- 


| ised; and it is for the reason that it is doing its 


work, and causing some effort at retrenchment 


gentlemen are now so anxious 


and reform, that 
to change it. ; 

But suppose they were right; adniit, for’ ars 
gument’s sake, that there ought to be a‘change;’ 
that there is some evil to be remedied, ‘If there* 
were, I say that this tariff bill which has been“ 
sent to. us from the House. of Representatives 
is no-cure for that evil. In the first place, itis so" 
exorbitant in its rates of duty that it-vould give 
us much less revenue than what we are’ now’ 
receiving. That is the opinion of persons well 
informed on this subject. A table'was made out 
at the Treasury Department to show the opera- 
tion of this tariff upon the imports of the last year, 
We vreccived then about. fifty nion under: the 
tariff of 1857. This, as we all know, was ata 
time when credit and commerce had hot revived. 
We know, too, that the importations were noth- 
ing like what they will be when the country is in 
the full tide of prosperity; and yet it is calculated’ 
that if this tariff had not reduced importation, if. 
it had not acted to cut off foreign trade, it would 
have brought us last year, upon its diminished 
importations, something like seventy-three mil- 
lion. Does not every one see that duties so ex- 
cessive as these would have operated to diminish 
the imports? and in doing so, I believe, would 
have diminished the revenue. f 

But this is notall. Itis so complicated a piece 
of legislation thatit would double your army of 
officials in order to execute it. -It would open the’ 
doors to more fraud than any financial system 
that was ever devised here before. Upon some: 
articles they pay not only by the yard, but by the 
pound, and they pay not only specific but ad va- 
lorem duty; and then, before the duty can be col- 
lected, we have to make an estimate of maximum 
and minimum. Look at this, sir: 

“On all broadcloths, twilled or plain, valued at one dol- 
lar or less per square yard?”— j 

There is a minimum— 
“a duty of sixteen cents per pound ;”— 

There is a specific duty. There is both the. 
measurement and weight— ; 
“and in addition thereto, fifteen per centum ed valorem.” 


There is an ad valorem duty. So that you have 
not only to measure and weigh it, but you have 
to enter into all the calculation of the foreign cost, 
in order to assess the duties specific and ad valo- 
rem which are laid. In other cases. it is actually 
necessary to count the threads in an inch square; 
as, for instance: ; cy 

“On all manufactures of cotton not’ bleached, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, and not exceeding one hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, counting the warp and fil- 
ing,” &c. i 

Seeing these provisions I caused an inquiry to 
be directed to the collector at New York, to know 
what would be the operation of this tariff in re- 
gard to the additional officers that it would re- 
quire. Here is the letter of Mr. Schell: 

“The appraisers, as will be seen, express the opinion 
that the execution of the proposed law (tariff) would re- 
quire, in their department, double the present store accom- 
modalions, and three times the force of the present. em- 
ployés. In the custom-house proper, L am persuaded, an 
increase of from one third to one half would be required 
in the force of liquidating, measurers, weighers, &c., and 
the embarrassment and delay to importers, in obtaining @ 
disposable possession of their goods, would be increased a 
hundred fold.” 

In order that we might not act in the dark on 
this subject, I asked the Secretary of the Treasury 
to consult the New York appraisers, and to cause 
them to convert this tariff of specifies into the 
corresponding ad valorem duties. I will turn to 
some of them, 1 begin with the tariff on liquors 
and wines: : 


Present dutiable value per gallon. Ae. 
Brandy, first proof, by ages... 9 00 111-9 
Cognac brandy, fourth proof. s 2 00 862 1-2 
Rochetle brandy, fourth proof,... .: 120 104 
Bordeaux brandy, common, fourth proof. 80 155 
Madeira wine— 

Common 150 
Middle grad 15 
Fine sase. ` 30 
Sherry wine- 
SRE 170 
Middle gra 75 
Fines TETA 331-3 
White wines of 
in casks— 
COMMON asserere es eae eo oie EETEETT 20 250 
Middle grade.. . 125 
PINE secsleswaces stare ot e 50 
97 
24 
15 
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T am informed that the claret thus taxed so | 
highly is the claret that is imported in the largest 
quantities, such as people in ordinary circum- 
stances use, and for which a taste is Increasing 
in our country; and we would be thus legislating 
not only against the revenue by these exorbitant 
duties, but against temperance itself. Thus it 
will be seen that while liquors of the finer and 
more expensive sort, under the specifics, pay but 
a small duty, the tax becomes very high upon 
those. in. common use; that is to say, upon the 
great bulk.of liquors which are consumed. 

‘We come now, sir, to iron. The appraisers say: 


A. 


The dutiable’value of bar iron is from $30 per ton up- 
wards, the great bulk of it being valued at about $37 
per ton. On these prices, which represent the value 
of eighty per cent. of the bar iron imported into the 
United States, the new duty would be equivalent to 
fifty and forty per cent. ad valorem. 

Dautiable value of rails, $29 per ton, New duty equal 
to 41 3-10 per cent. , 

Dutiable valucof boiler plate about G45 per ton. 
duty equal to 449-10 per. cent. 

Rolled and hammered iron, not included in t A,” av- 
erages, in dutiable value, $45 per ton. New duty 
equal to 44 4-10 per cent. 

Dutiahle value of pig iron, §14 per ton. 
to 42 8-10 per cent. 

M; Dutiable value of old iron, $5 to §10. 

to 120 and 60 per cent. 

N. Included in “G.” 

Ce. Polished sheet iron. Dutiable value, six cents per 
pound. New duty equal to 33} per cent. 

Dd, Other sheet iron, common or black, not thinner than 
No. 26 wire gauge, G20 per tou. Dutiable value, 
$45 per ton. New duty equal to 44 4-10 per cent. 

Ee. Thinner than No. 26, and wot thinner than No. 25, wire | 
gauge. Dutiable value, $5) per ton. New duty equal 
to 50 per cent. i 

Ff. Thinner than No.26 wire gauge, $30 perton, Dutiable i 

value, 58 per ton. New duty equal to 50 9-10 per 

cents j 


Here is the statement of the appraisers in regard 
to wool and woolens: 


«Prom July 1; 1857, to December 1, 1859, two years and 
five months, there have been imported into this port 57,000 
pales of wool, costing, at the place of exportation, from 3 | 
cents to 18 cents per pound. From and to the same date, 
5,850 bates trom 18} cents per pound to 24 cents per pound; 
whieh, at 3 cents per pound duty, would be equal to 16} 

ner cent. ad valorem for 18} cents quality 5 14) per cent. tor 

i cents quality; 2s per cent, for 24 cents quality. From 
and to the same date, 223 bales from 27 cents per pound to 
Ta cents per pound; whieb, at 9 cents per pound duty, 
would be equal to Yah per cent, ad valorem for 27 cents 
quality ; 25 per cent. for 38 cents quality 5 20 per cent. for 
43 cents quality; 16% per cont. for 54 cents quatity 5 I4} for 
63 cents quality; 12) per cent. for 72 cents quality. 

» & Druggets, bockings, and felt carpet nd carpeting, at 50 
cents per square yard, tryin Al} to tlh per cent. ad ralo- 
rem; cloths, cassimeres, buekskins, doeskins, mixed sack- 
ings, pelisse cloths, habit cloths, ladies’ cloakings, fancies, 
tweeds, plains, and felts, or goods of a similar character, 
valued at 25 cents, and not execeding 7 cents per square 
yard, 16 cents per pound and 20 per cent, ad valorem ; at oO 
cents por square yard, from 413 to Bd per cont. ad valorem; 
beaver cloths, duflii cloths, pilot cloths, petershams felt 
cloths, or similar cloths, suitable for overcoats of blankets, 
and valued at Lor less persquare yard, 16 cents per pound 
and 15 per Gent. ad valorem; at 50 cents per square yard, 
from 30 to 95 per cent. ad valorem”? 


Here is the statement of the appraisers as to the 
duty on cigars: 


New 


New duty equal 


New duty equal 


“On cigars from Cuba the duty ranges from 20 to 53 per 
cent. 

“On German cigars duty ranges from 260 to 310 per 
cent. 

“Bremen, duty from 66 to 169 per cent.” 


I do not know that I ought to weary the Sen- 
ate with going through all these articles. Here 
in these statements is to be found a truc expo- 
sition of this tariff; here are the specifics reduced 
by the New York appraisers to the corresponding 
ad valorem rates; and any one of them is quite as 
startling in amount as those to which I have just 
referred. For instance, take glass: 


Per cent. 
ad valorem. 


from forty-three to forty-seven and a half per 
cent.; on certain printed, colored, and dyed cot- 
ton cloths, from twenty to cighty per cent. Bag- 
| ging and gunny-cloth are made partly of cotton. 

Mr. DAVIS. They are made of a species of 
hemp, nat made of cotton at all. 

Mr. HUNTER. Be it so, then. I have the 
samples here, and the duty will range from thirty- 
seven to seventy-three per cent. on cotton bagging 
and gunny-cloth. Of the duties on steel, I need 
say nothing; weall have had representations upon 
that subject. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Have you gotany statistics 
from the custom-house as to what the rates of 
duty on steel will be? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to hear you 
read them. 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘Yes, sir. Then here are the 
dutics on some things that are used for the com- 
mon purposes of life by mechanics. I will com- 
mence with white lead: 


White tead, &c.... 
| Sugar of lead, white. 


sesosasesseosseseeres 29 pOr Cont. 
eses eee Bd} 
By 


Sugar of lead, brown ee DO e 
Whiting. < 
Paris WHILO ses eeee sere t 

| Ocher, ycllow, drysses se “ 
Ocher, yellow, and ground paints in oil + 23 se 
Unitburs.. ccc. orr Sidis eare pene ccereeees SAE EG 
Pauyersecees 50 t 
Linseed oil... 36 “ce 
ed oil. 26 tk 

scue oil. 13 s 
Alum, Se... 83h I 

| COppeEraS o... FO E E E T N S 3° 


Mr. SIMMONS. I asked the Senator if he had 
gotany statement showing the duties on steel, 
about which we have had memorials. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
ently. 

Then here is the statement in regard to sugar: 

« Muscovado, or brown sugar, not advanced beyond its 
raw state, from 20 to 33} per cent., averaging, probably, 30 
per cent. 

‘Syrup of sugar, about 40 per cent. 

& Refined sugar, duty from 3} to 42 per cent.” 


I will not weary the Senate by going through 
all these schedules. ‘Phe Senator from Rhode 
Island asked me for the duty on steel. Here 
It IS: 

e All steel, in Ingots, bars, shects, or wire, not less than 
one fourth of one ineh in diameter, valucd at 7 cents per 
pound, or tess, Jẹ cents per pound. Dutiablo value from 3 
to Teents per pound. New duty equal, on lowest vajua- 
tion, to 50 per cent. 


above LL cents per pound, 2 cents per pound. New duty 
on lowest valuation (7 cents) equal to 2&8} per cent. 

SAI steel, and valued as above, at U1 cents per pound, 24 
cents per pound. New duty on valuation of H4 ceits equal 
to! per cent, No steel, in apy form, to pay less than 20 
per cent. under the proposed tariff? 


But, Mr. President, to show how much revision 
this tariff bill would require if we were to attempt 
to act upon it, 1 will read a letter from a manu- 
| facturer in Baltimore, who, I believe, manufac- 
tures the chairs and bolts that’are used for rail- 
roads: 

Orrice op THE CALVERT IRON AND RAIL WORKS, 
BALTIMORE, Alay 26, 1860. 

Dear Sir: {beg leave to call your attention to the sev- 
enth section of the new tariff bill assessing the duties upon 
bar iron, and J wish to show that it will operate uncqually 
aud very oppressively upon some large and important inter- 
ests in this country. 

Lines four to ten of the printed bill specify certain siz 


CS 


than one inch by one fourth of an incl aud not over six 
inches by one inch, and round and square iron net Jess than 
five eighths of an inch or more than three inches. All other 
sizes of bar iron—see lines twenty-one and twenty-two 
pay $1 per one handred pounds. 

The writer, with many othe 


import for their special 


Crown and cylinder glass, proposed daty.seseeseeees 25 manufreures none of the sizes included in the above list, 
Polished plate, French and English, equat to... 40 but many thousands of tons of bar iron over six inches wide 
Rough plate, small size, one cighth of an inch thick..100 and less than five eighths of an ineh round and square, for 
Rough plate, sinall size, one iuch Uaick so... eee eee 295 the mantlacture of railroad spikes, and joint plates, and 


One of these importers of glass came to me 
with a specimen, and he showed me thick plate 
glass which he said was in common use, that 
paid this latter extravagant duty of two hundred | 
and ninety-five or three hundred and ten percent. | 
Bat besides the appraisers’ estimates, J have other | 
accounts confirming the estimate which they put 
upon it. In regard to books, the duty is equally 
absurd. 

The duty on cotton bagging and gunny-cloth 
will range from thirty-seven to seventy-three per 
cent; on cottons generally, twenty-cight to forty | 
per cent.; on ready-made clothing, from twenty- 
cight to forty per cent.; on unbleached cotton, | 


other raliway-track fastenin it costs to make HO more 
than other sizes, and yet by this biil they will have to pay 
$7 40 per ton more duty, which amounts to a prohibition. 
f Phe bill, if passed in this shape, will destroy a large amount 
of capital and enterprise invested in this county. 

It seems eminently just that the bill should contain no 
arbitrary discrimination of sizes, to benctit one class of 
i people to the injury or rain of another, but that the clause 
embracing the sizes should be stricken out, and the bill 
then read: “On bar iron rolled or hammered —— * with 
the lines four to ten omitted. 

This is the simple construetion of the existing tari 


Yours, very respectfully, 
J. HOPKINSON SMITH. 
My own opinion of the section on iron, derived from 
many years dealing in American and foreign metals, 
1 the proposed duties are excessive, and will defeat ihe ob- 
| jeets of revenue, > 


I will come to that pres- 


“AL steel, valued, as above, at 7 cents per pound, and not | 


which shal! pay a duty of 15 perton—vay tat iron not less | 


sthat i 


| Eighty per cent. must be hi 


i 
H 


t 
i 
ui 
it 
| 
| 
l 
f 
i 
| 


| 


| me, it is one of arithmetic; it is one W 


: four. 


The present duty paid on railroad iron is about $7 50 per 
ton, and bar iron 88 59 per ton. ‘fhe average rate of duty 
paid during the pi len years is about the same. The pro- 
posed duty on rails is $12 per ton, and on bar iron $15 per 
ton, an increase of over sixty per cent. On some articles 
the duty is assessed at over one hundred per cent. The bill 
enumerates a great varicty of iron and manufactures of 
iron, and each with a diferent rate of duty. J need not say 
how much this will embarrass and complicate the collec- 
tion of the revenue, and multiply opportunities for fraudu- 
lent practices. 

The existing tariff levies a uniform rate of duty upon alt 
kinds of iron and manufactures ofiron. {thas been found 
simple in operation, and icss Jiable to misunderstanding or 
evasion than any ever in operation. 

Hon. R. M. T. HUNTER. 

l have many other letters remonstrating against 
this tariff, and reducing the specifics to ad valo- 
rems, written by merchants in different parts of 
the country, and which, if it were not too tedious, 
ĮI would read to the Senate in order to expose the 
monstrous nature of this bill which has been sent 
to us from the House; but I know 1 should be 
taxing the patience of the Senate too far by doing 
so, and accordingly 1 have preferred to confine 
myself mainly to the statement which has been 
given by the Government officers, the appraisers 
in New York, who were the men most competent, 
and impartial persons, to do the work of convert- 
ing these specifics into ad valorems. 

Now, sir, we have seen that the operation of 
this bill, in almost every case, is to lay moderate 
duties on the high priced articles, and large dutics 
on the lower priced, which enter'iuto general con- 
sumption, Itis so with brandies. So, too, with 
sugar; there we find a very high duty on that 
which is consumed by the poorer classes. So 
too, in regard to all goods on which these specif 
ics operate; for they seem to have been laid with 
a view to bear heavily on those things which en- 
ter into common consumption, while the finer and 
more costly varieties pay but little duty. . 

Mr. BIGLER. Wili the Senator allow me, 
while he is at that point, on this subject of com- 
mon sugars, to ask him whegber this rate, after 
all, is higher than people have paid under the ad 
valorem principle? What was the rate paid upon 
sugar in 1857? Does it not fluctuate? 

Mr. HUNTER. That question answors itself, 

gher than twenty-four. 
Twenty-four per cent. is all that can be imposed 
under the present tariff, and F bave just shown 
what it will be under this proposition. I will turn 
to it again if the Senator wishes it. 

Mr. BIGLER. Why, Mr. President, the ad 
valorem Was two anda half cents a pound on sugar 
in 1857. 

Mr. HUNTER. That does not meet the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BIGLER. It is shown it is equal now to 
one cent a pound; and two cents on the whites. 

Mr. HUNTER. Lsuppose, then, two cents on 
an article costing fifty cents is a higher tax than 
one cent on an article costing two cents. Why, 
sir, it is manifestly a matter of proportion. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Virginia, of 
course, understands me as measuring this article 
by the quantity. That is the way the common 
people look at it. When they send to the country 
store for ten pounds of sugar they understand ex- 
actly what they are doing, and if they pay a cent 
a pound they know what they do. If they pay 
one and a half cents a pound they understand it. 
What E mean to say to the Senatorfrom Virginia 
is, that his position is, that when sugar is very 

ow— 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will not 
enter into that argument, but let me go on, 

Mr. BIGLER. I will do so; but take this oc- 
casion to remark, in justification of the interrup= 
tion, that I intend to invite the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to interrupt me. My object is not to speak 
for any home use, but for the purpose of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not expect to interrupt . 
the Senator. I merely wish to analyze this tariff. 
I thought it my duty,as I made the motion to post- 
pone it, in order to prove the necessity of taking 
time to consider it, to get competent men to ana~ 
lyze this bill, and to show whatit was. In regard 
to that question which the Senator raises with 
hich, in 
my opinion, does not admit of argument. Fifty 
per cent. must be a higher duty than twenty- 


But, sir, as I was going on to say, we have 
scen from this statement, not only that the duties 
are exorbitant, but that the higher duties fall upon 
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those least able to pay them. We have seen that 
its provisions are complicated; that it must mul- 
tiply the number of officers necessary to execute 
the revenue system. We have seen that it opens 
the doors to fraud more than perhaps any finan- 
cial system that cver was devised; and it opens it 
more, because it is subject to all the objections on 
that seore that have ever been raised against any 
bill. [tis subjectto all the objections that have heen 
made either to specifics or ad valorems, for we have 
sometimes both duties upon one article, and the 
duty is paid, not only upon measure, but upon 
weight; and not only upon that calculation, but 
upon a calculation of minima afterwards. I be- 
Heve, therefore, that the custom-house officers in 
New York were right in saying that it would in- 
ercase the number of stores, because it would 
require a much longer time in order to give the 
merchant his goods and calculate the. dutics on 
them; and, of course, it would increase the num- 
ber of officers required to execute it, because it 
would increase the labor of the work. 

But this is not all the bill does. It virtually 
repeals your warchouse system. Under this, I 
believe, you can keep goods in warehouse only 
thirty days. That system, whose operation has 
been so beneficent on trade, and particularly on 
the navigating intcrest, and on those great cities 
which are destined to become, and indeed have 
become, great centers of trade, it is proposed vir- 
tually to sweep away at one fell blow. Sir, what 
harm has the warchousing system ever done any- 
body? How does it operate on the consumer? 
It operates according to the old Scripture rule of 
laying up in years of plenty in order to meet those 
of scarcity. When prices are low and the article 


is abundant, instead of being thrown on the mar- | 


ket to glut it and reduce the price, the goods go 
into store; and when prices are high, they come 
out again, and thus prevent them from rising too 
high. This tends to preserve an equilibrium in 
prices, and does, without injury or injustice to 


any one, that which the advocates of specific du- | 


ties propose to do very unjustly under that form, 
because it increases the rate of duties which the 


lower qualities and prices pay, while it diminishes | 


that of the higher, So far, then, as the warc- 
housing system affcets the prices of commodities at 
all, it tends to preserve a level and an equilibrium 
in price. Butit hasa far more important operation 
on our commercial progress than that, It is essen- 
tial, in order to make any great center of trade, 
that this system should be introduced. Itis to this 
that the trade of Great Britain owes so much ofits 
vast expansion; for she has favored the storage 
of goods by her laws and system far more than 
we have ever done; and it is thus that a ship is 
enabled to make up at one of those ports an as- 
sorted cargo for any part of the world. 

What is it that makes New York the great 
center of commerce? What is it that makes a 
bill on New York more valuable, as a general 
rule, than a bill on any other American city? It 
is because we can convert a dollar in New York 
into a larger variety of articles than we can any- 


whercelse. There may be individual articles that | 


we might get as cheap in Baltimore, or Boston, 
or Philadelphia, or Charleston; but when you 
come to making up an assorted cargo, it is im- 
possible at any port in our country to make up 
one with the same facility as at New York. It 
is there that ships may resort to load and make a 
venture to any port of the world; and the whole 
effect of repealing this system would be to restore 
to England much of that peculiar advantage which 
she has derived from the centralization of com- 
merce there, and which, under this system we 
have been taking away from her. 


Is it not an advantage to us if they store their | 


goods in our warehouses? Is it not an advantage 
to us if they place them here, so that our ships 
may always find facilities for making up cargoes 
that may be suitable for any port of the world? 
And shall we not take away from them this facil- 
ity if we destroy the warehouse system, which it 
is proposed now to do in this bill? 

Now, sir, under all these circumstances, I have 
felt authorized in making this motion to postpone 


this bill until December next, because it is mani- | 


fest that itis one not only not fit to be passed, but 
one which docs not even furnish the foundation 
to build another upon. It is in itself the most 
monstrous piece of financial legislation that I ever 
have seen; and I know of no use that could be 


| tions of the Treasury, and the necessity which I 
| claim to find for action on the subject of the tariff. 


i serting what should bea sufficient sum to pay the 


made of it, except to engross it on vellum and | 
send it as a present with the Japanese embassy | 
to the Tycoon, as the best means of preserving | 
that exclusive policy which has been traditional | 
in his country for so many centuries. {tig utterly |} 
unfit for this enlightened age, and would be de- 
structive to our trade and commerce. It would 
set back the whole country, if you were to intro- 
duce such a scheme as this, I do not know how 
many years. I believe, if it were to be passed, 
we should, at the opening of the next session, be 
inundated with memorials from every portion of 
the Union to put an end to such a system of legis- 
lation. Is it not better, even for those who believe 
that there ought to be an increase of the tariff, to | 
take time, to get information, to mature it, and 
to present one which may be more consistent, not 
only with the financial wants of the country, but 
with its great industrial interests? 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I remarked a 
few minutes since that T did not intend to makea 
speech on this subject for the country or for the 
purpose of consuming time. What I desire to say 
{wish to say to the Senate, and for a practical 
purpose, and to sec if any good result can be at- 
tained. Iam especially desirous that my friend 
from Virginia should notice my presentation of |} 
the condition of the finances, the practical opera- 


I may, Mr. President, before closing what I have 
to say, allude to other considerations connected 
with this question—the present depressed condi- 
tion of the industrial interests of the country, and 
to the respect and confidence I have in the views 
of those of my constituents who believe that the | 
manner of assessing charge on foreign imports į 
might be so changed as greatly to advance their 
interesis without harm or wrong to any other 
class of the people or section of the country. But, 
sir, so far as the general details of the proposed | 
bill are concerned, 1 have arranged to leave them | 
to others. I shall first undertake to show that | 
there is areal necessity for an increase of revenue; | 
a necessity which presents the alternatives of in- | 
creased public debt or an inerease of revenue. | 

| 

I 


Mr. President, | was struck with what I thought 


{ 
was the skill of my friend from Virginia, in as- | 
annual expenses of the Government; but Í feel |) 
required to take the lessons of experience on that 
subject. I think these a safer guide. So far as |i 
my friend from Virginia undertakes to establish |! 
his position on any assumption of what the ex- | 
penses ought to be, every day’s experience in this |! 
body, every hour, shows that it is a fallacy, and || 
cannot be relied upon. Whatever he may say— |j 
and he has stated a great deal which is incontro- | 
vertible in reference to the increase and growth of | 
the country and its growing consumption—I am 
safe in saying that the unavoidable expenditures 
of the Government will increase in a like ratio. ij 
The whole experience of our Government gocs | 
to show that the Scnator’s assumptions are un- | 
safe, and to furnish a conclusive answer to all that | 
he has said on that point. It would be an easy | 
task to prove that the increased expenditures are | 
out-running the growth and consumption in the | 
country. I do not care to look particularly into 
that point at this time; it is not my purpose; but : 
I wish to present the operations of the ‘Treasury | 
for a period of four years; and I have undertaken | 
to do so in the most simple way possible, having | 
freed the whole opcration of your loans, of your 
balances in the Treasury, of your unpaid appro- | 
priations, and presenting the simple operations of | 
the Treasury each year, in a form so simple that | 
a child can understand it. On this point itis my į 
desire, it is my pride, as itis my duty, to endeavor |! 
to be accurate. If Ihave not fallen inta some grand |} 
fallacy, the Senator from Virginia is mistaken. 1 || 
have the utmost confidence in his ability and his | 
great experience on this question; and I have said | 
to him, in all candor, that if he discovers in the | 
exhibition which I make any palpable error, I| 
wish him to tell mê so, because it is right that I | 
should correct it. That is the point to which I| 


there may be no dispute about my starting point, 

I take the year-1858, as settled aiid audited: 

Expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1858; as detailed: 
ty the Auditor on pages 2%, 27, 38, 29, and 33, of the Report 
onthe Finances for 1857-58. = : y T 


Miscellaneous..., osre 
Interior Department 
War Department. ET 25,485,983: 60 
Navy Department... eiia 13,976,000" 59 
Interest on public debt. ssc. ev cerereare cere LAGT 0358Y 


73,468,185 44. 


« 6, 


Receipts as follows: 
For customs.....0 ccc. sees B41, 789,620 96 
Public lands. 3,513,715 87 
Miscellaneous .. 0.0.6. ceceo. -1,254,232 76. 
a 46,557,569 59 


: -826,910,615 85 


Next we come to the year. 1859; and.while these 
accounts stand as audited in the main, they do. 
not show the actual ordinary operation of the: 
Treasury; for the Post Office deficiency, not being 
paid, was not audited: 

The expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1859, as de- 
tailed by the Auditor on pages 16, 17,18, 19, and 20, in ihe 
late Report on the Finances. 

Civil. sseesosesvssrsooacessossoesoras $5,963,795 65 

Foreig + 1,035,860 02 

Miscellancous..... + 16,636,165 26 

Interior Departmen » | 4,753,972 60 

War Department. . 23,243,622 39 

Navy Departinent + 14,712,610 21 


68,346,226 13 


Ordinary receipts. 
From Customs. sss seere ee ++ $49,565,824 38 
Public lands.... 3756687 30 
Miscellancous.....,.s.e006- 1,563,933 96 


52,886,465 64 


3 13;459,760 49 
Post Office deficiency for the year ending 
June 30, 1859, as appears on page 6 of the 
Scereta report of last December. s.s.. 


4,296,009 00 


Making a total deficiency of.........00e + $17,755,769 49 


Next, let us look at 1860, the fiscal year which 
is just about to close. If there could be any com- 
plication in my. account, it would appear in 1860. 
It is hore I have erred, if I have erred at ail; and 
I suppose I shall remain in that error, for I fear 1 
shall not have the attention of my friend from 
Virginia: 

Expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1860. 
First Quarter... ccccccecceseeeeesaeere cee QI5,302,808 50 
Second quarte tues cecens © 14,161,262 69 
Third quarter.. veeveccecsceeseeseres 18,187,152 70 
Add the balanee of the Secretary’s estimate 
8,547,443 84 


for the remaining quarter....eee creer eeee 
Treasury notes paid out since the date of the 

530,000 00 
5,526,324 00 


CSTUDALES. co ee carere cere eevee n esse tee ees 
539,350 09 


Add Post Office deficiency, as stated on page 
6 of the Reporton the Finances, 
Also the amount due under Indian treaties, 


62,824,240 73 


Deduct total receipts, as follows: 
Custoins. + -853,946,304 23 
Publie Jam ++ 1,861,000 00 
MisccHancous.....seeeeeseee 1,102,000 00 

56,910,079 06 


e esere G5,014,261 67 


Deficit.......06 


There is no point at which any of the items I 
present here can be disputed, unless it be the Sec- 
retary’s estimate for the last quarter. ‘The total 
receipts from customs amount to $53,946,000. 
That is the accurate account, except for a few 
ports where they were obliged to estimate up to 
the Ist of May, and the estimate made by the De- 
partment for the month of June. ‘Then the re- 
ecipts from public lands are $1,861,000, and from 
miscellaneous sources $1,102,000. ‘Thuswe have 


il atotal receipt of $56,910,600, leaving a deficiency; 


on the operations of the year 1860, of $5,913,000, 
That is the practical working of the Treasury; 
and yet, sir, weare told that there is no deficiency; 
and we are told that we may anticipate a large 
excess in the year 1861. 

If it be asked why the Treasury has not been 
exhausted, I answer that I have taken no notice 
of the balance in the Treasury at the beginning of 
the fiscal year—$6,398.316; of which, on the fore- 
going statement for the year, there remains but 
$485,000. Thus you see the whole balance in the 
Treasury must be exhausted; or if you keep it 
at what it was at the beginning of the year, you 
must have a deficiency of over $5,000,000. If it 
be said that for the years 1858, 1859, and 1860, 1 
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have shown a deficiency of $55,918,469, whilst 
the public debt has increased bat $37,000,000, I 
answer that on the 30th of June, 1857, there was 
a balance in the Treasury of $17,710,000, which, 
spreading itself through the four years, has been 
exhausted; and in consequence, the public debtis 
so much less than the aggregate of the deficiencies 
Į present. 

So. much, Mr. President, for the years 1858, 
1859, and 1860. If there be in these tables any 
error, I should like exceedingly to have it pointed 
out. It is divested of all the complications, and 
we start for the year 1861 with only $485,000 in 
the Treasury. For 1861 I think the estimates of 
the Secretary quite too sanguine. -As for the bal- 
ance in the ‘Treasury, I have shown that it has, 
been exhausted. The Secretary estimates the cus- 
toms at $60,000,000, the public landsat $4,000,000, 
and miscellaneous gources at $2,225,000—a total 
of $66,225,000. For the year just closed, we have | 
seen that the same sources yielded as follows: | 
customs, $53,946,000; public lands, $1,861,000; | 
miscellaneous, $1,102,000—makiog a total of 
$56,910,000. The Secretary estimates for an in- 
crease of $9,315,000 for the coming year. Is this 
reasonable? Can we depend upon it with safety? 
Certainly we cannot. What is there to warrant 
the conclusion that we shall have $60,000,000 from 
customs? The indications favora reduction, rather 
than an increase. I have a statement from the 
Treasury showing that the reccipts for 1859 ex- 
ceed those of 1860 over forty-seven thousand dol- 
lars, indicating that we are actually running back 
instead of getting an increase of $9,000,000. I 
think it would be the utmost point that we dare 
to venture if we put the receipts from customs for 
the coming year at $56,500,000, the public lands 
at $2,250,000, and the miscellancous sources at 
$1,500,000-—maicing a total of $60,250,000. ‘This 
would be a handsome increase on the preceding 
years, For instance: these same sources, in 1858, 
yielded $46,557,000; in 1859, $52,886,000; in 1860, 
$56,560,000; and then my cstimate for 1861 is 


$60,250,000. That isa gradual increase, and a 
reasonable one; but Ican see no reliable basis on 
which we are to estimate the vast increase which 
it is necessary to have in order to sustain the 
position taken by my friend from Virginia. 

In order to avoid all complication as to the state 
of the finances at the close of the year 1861, I do 
not propose to strike a balance; but I shall sim- 
ply present the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and what we have voted on in addi- 
tion, and other demands which we know must 
necessarily come upon the Treasury. The Sec- 
retary estimates for permanent payments, such į 
ag the interest on the public debt, the collection | 
of customs, &c., $8,173,582. Then there are ap- | 
propriations made by law prior to the meeting of 
the present Congress, say $12,262,452, and he 
estimates for new appropriations $46,278,893, 
making an aggregate of $66,714,928; exhausting 
at once the whole probable income for the year, 
and $6,000,000 in addition. 

Now, Mr. President, what have we done above 
and beyond that estimate? ‘There are some things | 


which Lam about to present here that may not || 


turn out to be entirely accurate, but they are tho 
best approximation that can be made: 


Extraordinary end not estimated for, but which have passed 
one branch or.the other of Congress. 


Sundry private and public claims. ...ceeeeeeee + $1,200,000 
For the completion of water works ... 500,000 | 
Capitol extensiOneessrecseeeecrees ase 300,000 | 
Purchase of public grounds....+ ee «» 168,000 
Pay of naval officers......+.- s.. 467,000 | 
Texas regiment. sse eee eee aes 779,000 | 
The Oregon war debt, say. + 3,000,000 
Charleston custom-house..,. 150,000 | 
To return captured Africans... 200,000 | 
Custom-house at New Orleans 300,000 | 
Work on Capitol. assas ees 215,000 
District of Columbia jail, &€.. sese ese. 300,000 | 
Part of the light-house appropriation ., . — 350,000 | 
Widows’ pension bill from the House.........- 4,250,000 


This is no fancy sketch. These sums have 
passen one or both branches of Congress. It ma 

e said that it is not certain that they will al 
ane pass. What has that to do with settling 
this financial question? Ifthey do not pass this | 
session, they will the next, and are all expendi- | 
tures that must be met; and we may as well look | 
our liabilities square in the face. ! 

But that is not all. The estimates presented | 
by the Secretary of the Treasury are $9,600,000 | 


| one branch of Congress or the other. 


less than the total estimates of all the Departments, 


and of that sum only $4,550,000 is included in the 
extraordinary appropriations which have assed 
he re- 
mainder will be coming along in due time. Only 
the other day, alaw which was passed some three 
or four years since, authorizing the purchase of 
a location for a post office at New York, was 
executed, and under that you will have to pay 
$500,000, and you will find all these claims com- 
ing along in an equal ratio with the increase of 
revenue upon which my friend from Virginia re- 
lies. 

But, sir, there are still other things. There is 
avast amount in the background that has been 
pressed, and in reference to which, Senators have 
taken their position. There is $1,600,000 due to 
the States, which has twice passed this body with 
the approbation of the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance. Then there is the Florida claim for 
$1,500,000, which the Senator from Georgia thinks 
just, and will no doubt have to be paid. Then 
comes the Indian department, and my friend from 
Arkansas, with his Choctaw claim of $2,300,000, 
and which wanted but two votes of getting on one 
of your appropriation bills. But that is not all 
that belongs to the Indian department, if you are 
going to calculate for the future. ‘There still re- 
mains, as you will see on page 312of your Finance 
Report, over thirteen million dollars which you 
have to pay under Indian treaties in the future, 
falling due at different dates. Then there isa 
claim above any I have mentioned, which my 
venerable friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crirren- 
pen,] thinks is right, amounting to some five 
million dollars. I believe it passed once since I 
have been a member of this body. Indeed, I 
think nearly all the older statesmen regard it as 
a claim that is right and ought to be paid. I have 
reference to the claim for French spoliations. 
Here are demands that must come upon your 
Treasury, to suy nothing of the Pacific railroad, 
which the Senators from California and Oregon, 
and myself, would be very willing to fasten upon 
the Treasury for a few millions—say about Eny 
or sixty—as an advance on mail service. 

But this picture would not be complete, if we 
did not stop to look at the $20,000,000 of public 
debt now floating through the country. I say 
$20,000,000 in round numbers, because there are 
but $313,000 in the Treasury of the Treasury 
notes—not equal to the interest that has accrued 
on the outstanding notes. That is the condition 
we are in. Now, sir, I have no vanity about this 
matter. IfI have committed an error in this ac- 
count, I did not intend to do it, and I do not see 
how l could. I get all my information trom the 
Department; I take it from the* official records; 
and yet the contrast is so striking between the 
picture which I presentand that of my friend from 
Virginia, that it seems to be almost incompre- 
hensible that sensible men should separate so 
widely. 

The Senator from Virginia estimates a possible 
excess in the Treasury, at the close of the coming 
year, of tweive or sixteen million dollars. Now, 
I do not care, as I said the other day, to consider 
the particular time of payment. That would only 
complicate my exhibition. It is only when you 
take the entire income from permanent and relia- 
ble sources, and deduct from that ordinary and 
unavoidable expenditures, that you find out cx- 
actly what the Treasury is doing. I know the 
Senator from Georgia would say that that would 
bring us very near right; that it would scem to 
show some hope of escape; but then that word 
‘ardinary’’ ought to be converted into “* extraor- 
dinary;’’ it becomes more extraordinary every 
year, and the extraordinary expenses which do 
not belong to the ordinary operations of the De- 
pannen we may as well make up our minds to 
ook at, and be prepared for, as not. It is the 
experience of all civilized nations—it will be the 
experience of this couptry—as we grow larger and } 
the population more numerous, our expenditures 
will be greater; and Lam mistaken ifours, counted 
upon the basis of population, is not the cheapest 
Government in the world. 

Now, sir, E have gone through with this pic- 
ture of the finances. Next, as to the public debt, | 
which we have made in time of peace, and which 
we universally agree, is bad policy; which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury condemns, and says should | 


not be entertained for one moment. We have 
$65,000,000 of public debt. The interest on that į} 


annually is no inconsiderable sum. Now, Isug- 
gest whether the case I have stated is not a war- 
rant to any Senator, who is unwilling to make a 
public debt in time of peace, to vote against the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. . I address 
myself now to that class of Senators who hold as 
a principle, and aright principle, that duties must 
be assessed for the purpose of revenue alone; 
who would, at the same time, say a public debt 
must not be created in time of peace. [ say they 
will violate that principle; they will not have as- 
sessed the necessary duties to meet the necessary 
expenses of the Government, and they will vio- 
late the other great principle by making a public 
debt in time of peace. It was violated in 1858, 
1859, and 1860; and I fear it will be in 1861. 

I shall not attempt to follow the Senator from 
Virginia throagh his argumentas to the details of 
the bill. I hardly expected he would go inte such 
an elaborate view of them on the motion to post- 
pone. There is one thing that he did most un- 
questionably establish, and that is, that he never 
could be better prepared for the examination of 
the bill than now; he never could have more ma- 
terial before him; and so far as the information, 
the statistics, the calculations made by the im- 
porters of New York, and the facts and figures 
from the Treasury are concerned, they only go 
to’show that the Senator from Virginia is ready 
to actnow. Isay there is no escape from imme- 
diate action, unless he shows that the revenue is 
not required for the purposes of the Government. 
He flatters himself into the belief that additional 
revenue is not required. Every Senator here 
knows that I express a difference of opinion with 
that Senator with the utmost diffidence and reluc- 
tance; for no man in this land has a larger share 
of my confidence and respect; but, for the life of 
me, Í cannot understand how he and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury arrive at the conclusion to 
which they seem to adhere with so much tenacity. 
As I said the other day, I do not care to take ex- 
ception to the estimates, and say they are not 
skillful. It does not belong to human foresight 
to understand the operations of «commerce and 
trade; they are controlicd by impulse that no man 
can foresce. I may remark further, that the esti- 
mates for the last year fall off,as has been stated 
by the Senator from Virginia, about three and a 
half million. That is bad enough; but the other 
side of the picture is worse; the one of which my 
friend from Georgia speaks so much—that is, the 
expenditures. It is there that the Senator from 
Virginia will fail in his expectations. 

Mr. President, I have manifestly placed the es- 
timate for customsat the highest point it will bear, 
say $56,500,000, and the total revenues of the next 
year at $60,000,000; but Lam not satisfied, nor do 
Ithink Congress ought to be satisfied, with simply 
meeting the current demands on the Treasury and 
arresting the increase of debt. If we have erred 
in allowing the creation of a public debt in time 
of peace—and I do not know that I should say 
“erred,” because every intelligent man «knows 
that this debt was brought upon us by a sudden 
revulsion in commercial affairs—it was unavoid- 
able, as our revenues were suddenly cut down by 
that revulsion of trade and business; but the fact 
exists, and, as it does exist, it is for us to find a 
remedy. I therefore go beyond this question of 
mecting the current expenses and arresting the 
creation of public debt, which I have shown will 
not be arrested under the present rates of dutics, 
aud look for means to pay the debt already cre- 
ated. I undertake to say, sir, that with a rate of 
duty but a fraction over fourteen per cent. upon 
the aggregate imports into the country, you can- 
not raise, for any considerable term of years, the 
means of meeting the ordinary expenses of the 
Government. It requires an importation above 
what the country is able to take. If the Sec- 
retary’s estimate for the coming year be real- 
ized, you will have an aggregate importation of 
$420,000,000, whilst that of the year 1859 was but 
$338,000,000. I have regarded the capacity of 
the country to consume and pay for foreign goods 
as a fundamental principle in this theory. On 
that subject we have the experience of thirty-nine 
years, which shows that the average consumption 
of foreign goods per cupitain the United States qur- 
ing that time was $6 72, ranging from $4 50 up to 
$1i—being the highest in 1836, and again in 1857, 
1858, and 1859. Any man who will take the tables 
and take the time to examine them, will see this 
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peculiar fact: thatwhenever the importations have 
run above an average of eight dollars per capita, 
we have had sudden revulsions, showing that the 
country was receiving more goods than the people 
were able to pay for. On this principle, I doubt 
the estimate of the Secretary as a permanent meas- 
ure for the country. It requires a per capita con- 
sumption of $14 50 in order to get the amount of 
revenue which is-estimated, taking our population 
at thirty mHlion. Thatis more than we can bear; 
and revenue realized in that way would be a 
greater misfortune to us than to lose the revenue 
and have a debt, because we should be involved 
in general indebtedness to foreign countries. 

But, sir, I want to see a system of revenue that 
will mect the current expenses, arrest the accu- 
mulation of debt, and pay off what we now owe. 
Is not that sound policy? Ifit be sound, if it be 
right to pay our expenses as we go, and pay off 
the debt we have created, then I say that we shall 
need $75,000,000 a year for at least seven years 
to come. Those Senators who are willing to con- 
sider this question I desire to examine my fig- 
ures. If you doubt.that onc of the great demands 
to which I have referred will ever pass Congress, 
you can modify this picture to some extent; but 
I think all experience is against any such con- 
clusion, You are bound to conclude that the 
extraordinary expenses of the Government will 
average as much hereafter as they have hercto- 
fore; and when you do that, you are brought to 
the simple alternatives of increasing the revenue 
or increasing the public debt. That is exactly 
where we stand; and I think that is the alterna- 
tive from which there is no escape. I certainly 
am safc in saying that, without increased revenues, 
you cannot pay off the debt; and no man, not 
even my friend from Virginia, has urged anything 
against the propriety of something in that direc- 
tion. I say it is unwise to postpone the measure, 
which comes tous from the House of Represent- 
atives under the authority, vested in that branch 
of Congress by the Constitution, to provide rev- 
enue to meet the exigencies of the public service. 
It is unwise to postpone it; because there is ne- 
cessity, I say, beyond question, to pay current 
expenses; and no man will deny that it is neces- 
sary to pay the public debt. 

‘Then, upon what pretextis it to be postponed? 
We have been told every day that there is no 
time. Who has limited time? Who interferes 
with time? The time is our own; we are paid a 
salary, and there is an obligation upon us; and 
the question of time as against a proper duty or 
against a necessity, should not weigh fora mo- 
ment. When the session is limited by the Con- 
stitution, there may be a question of time; but 
now there is none. What does the flimsy reso- 
lution for adjournment, passed by the two Houses, 
amountto? Itis more a question of disposition 
than a question of time. If we desire to doit, we 
we can do it; and it is no reasoning to my mind 
whatever, that the Senator from Virginia shows 
that the bill is defective in its details. Thatis a 
reason why the Senator from Virginia should 
amend those details, and give the country the 
benefit of his knowledge and experience on the 


subject. I do not admit that Iam required to meet | 


him on these points at all; it is not the view 
which it is necessary, at this point, to take of the 
subject. If I had the Senator’s admission, as I 
have the admission of the Sccretary of the Treas- 
ury, of the necessity for an increase of the reve- 
nue, then his whole argument would fall to the 
ground. retary? 
report the other day, but I must present it in this 
connection, in order to make my case conclusive, 
and to show Senators that I have not differed ma- 
terially from the view which the Secretary of the 
Treasury entertains. After he had gone through 
with this whole subject, and presented his appro- 


priations, made his estimates, and then qualified | 
> > 


against all extraordinary appropriations—and I 
have read over to you eight millions to-day, every 
dollar of which will have to be paid—what does 
the Secretary say? 

“Ifthe appropriations made at the present session do not 
exceed the amount contained in the estimates, it is be- 
lieved that they can be met with the ordinary and extraor- 
dinary receipts already provided by law. The estimated 


bata that will be in the Treasury on the 30th of June, 
1861, is Only 83,530,000, and leaves no margin for additional 


appropriations.” 


I have shown already that that margin of 


I presented a part of the Secretary’s | 


| 
| 
f 


$3,530,000 has been exhausted in the failure of 
receipts in the last quarter, totally failed: 

& If, therefore, the appropriations should exceed the es- 
timates, or Congress should determine to provide within 
this- period for the redemption of any portion of the public 
debt, it will become necessary to make provision for such 
contingency.” 

The estimates are for the ordinary expenses. 
Ihave gone over the extraordinary appropriations, 
which have passed one branch of Congress or 
the other, amounting to $8,000,000. The Secre- 
tary tells you there is a small margin. F show 
you that there is no margin at all; that there is a 
deficiency,and you are putting upon the Secre- 
tary eight or nine million which he did not ex- 
pect. Then what is his position under the state 
of facts which I have presented? His position is 
against the motion of the Senator from Virginia, 
He says expressly that you must provide revenue 
in view of what you have done. Herce is his lan- 
guage: 

“The idea of increasing the public debt to meet the or- 


dinary expenses of the Government, should net be enter- ` 


tained fora moment. If additional demands are created 
upon the ‘Treasury by the legislation of the present Con- 
gress? 

That is additional above the estimates— 

& provision must be made to meet them by such increase 
of the tariff duties as may be required tor that purpose. 
1n such event, I would respectfully refer Congress to my 
last report, as containing the views of the Department on 
that subject.” 

Thercit is. Taken in connection with the facts 
which we know here, and the Secretary did not 
know when he madc his report, so far from stand- 
ing up against him, I am here arguing precisely 
what he said was necessary; and it willbe for him 
and my fricnd from Virginia to settle their differ- 
ence. As between the Scerctary and myself, there 
is none excepta relative onc. He may think we 
need more and J less, or | more and he less; but 
he says, and I agree, that it is indispensable to 
have more revenue if we do notintend to increase 
the public debt. 

1 do not intend, on this occasion, to allude to 
all the long controverted questions which have 
agitated this country and others ever since the 
dawn of civilization, touching the mode of assess- 
ing tariff duties. I shall pot do thatatlength now. 
I have stated heretofore that there are certain 
great leading principles running through this en- 
tire subject, and in reference to which there is but 
little dispute. It is a principle that we should 
assess no more duty than is necessary to raise 
revenue to pay the expenses of the Government. 
Another principle is, that the operation of that 
assessment should be made as equal as possible. 

Then there is a consideration which I hold is 
equally binding on Congress: that is, that in ad- 


justing these rates we ought to give all the aid | 


and protection we can to the great industrial in- 
terests of our own country, our own manufactur- 
ing and mining classes—those who are struggling 
in compctition with the cheap labor and capital of 
other countries. As for the mode and manner of 
doing this, who will say here that itis a matter 


| of principle? I confess that at one time in my life 


I was quite wedded to the idea of a mere horizon- 
tal rate. 1 neyer, however, avowed any other 
sentiment thad that in favor of mixed rates or 
mixed modes. Isay either mode is right or wrong, 
just as it operates equally or unequally; but I say 
that wherever you can make a charge upon the 
quantity—a charge that is technically called spe- 
cific—it is altogether better for consumers, while 
it gives a degrec of relief to home producers, and 
is more reliable for the Government. Itis abet- 


ter principle, so faras its operation may be equal. | 
i 
That was 


It may be perverted and misapplied. 


what created prejudice against its use in the tariff | 
It was misapplicd in the tan of 1842; | 


of 1842. 
it was applied to articles of entirely different char- 
acter and value under the same name. For in- 
stance, all silks were tariffed at $2 50a pound. 
Every man knows that a silk dress that costs 
fourteen or fifteen dollars will weigh quite as much 
as a fine silk dress that aman of wealth would buy 
costing fifty or sixty dollars. Then there was an 
imaginative principle—a minimum principlo— 
which was applied to all cotton fabrics, which was 
equally objectionable, in the tariff of 1842; and 
the discussion that grew out of it seems to have 
fastened itself upon the minds of very many of 
my friends on this side of the Chamber, so that 
they will not look at the question practically. 


I said at the last session, and I repeat now, a `” 
tariff for revenue is the Democratic doctrine; but 
the mode of assessing the duty, whether upon the 
value or quantity of the articles, has never: been 
made an article of our party faith. Thomas Jefe 
ferson founded the party long before 1846, and 
prior to that time both modes or rules had ‘been 
uniformly used. But our faith, Mr. President, 
must always be, todeal justly with all in the use 
of either mode. oe 

The English Government has attempted to over- 
come the objection to the application of the spécific 
charge to textile. fabrics, by a scale of rates in- 
creasing and decreasing as the threads are many 
or few in the square; and the present British tariff 
is constructed almost exclusively on that princi- 
ples the revenues collected on the ad valorem bein 

ut about one pound out of a hundred. Our tari 
of 1842 assessed specific duties on eight hundred 
items, and on over fifteen hundred on. the ad va- 
lorem; and in 1845, $32,000,000 of the revenue was 
collected on the former principle, and $52,000,000 
on the latter. : 

The objections urged to the application of the 
ad valorem principle to staple articles are, that it 
secms to facilitate rather than restrain fluctuations 
in prices; that the Government charge runs to a 
very large or a very small sum, just as the im- 
pulses of trade and commerce may vibrate; and 
that, when assessed on either a very high or a 
very low value, it is not a true ad valorem, princi- 
ple, for that is intended to be a percentage. upon 
the actual cost of the article to the producer; but, 
as in the case stated, it becomes, instead, acharge 
upon a fictitious value, or upon a fictitious in- 
voice, The specific mede, on the other hand, 
makes a uniform charge upon the quantity of the 
article. Jt neither runs up nor down; and it is 
held, therefore, that it tends to give stability to 

rices. 

The complaint of our manufacturers against 
the ad valorem principle is, that it makes tho 
largest exactions when prices are highest, and the 
least when they are lowest; and, consequently, 
the incidental aid to them always comes in an in- 
verse ratio to the necessity that exists for it. 
When they need aid most, it gives least; and 
when they need least, it gives most. For illus- 
tration: when iron runs up to $60 per ton, at the 
present tariff the aggregate charge would be 
| $14 40; but when it goes down to $40 a ton, the 
charge is only $9 60; the practical operation being 
to make the American manufacturers share the 
fruits of any folly indulged in by their compet- 
itors. If there bean excess of production in Eng- 
land, for instance, the sum charged per ton, on 
the ad valorem principle, runs down to the lowest 
point, and enables the English producer to throw 
his excess into our market. So, also, does it 
facilitate the importance of the inferior article, 
which the Englishman cannot sellin hisown coun- 
try. The specific rule, on the other hand, would 
ii operate to resist the importation of such excess 
and inferior articlè. The consumer has similar 
ground of complaint; for itis perceived that, when 
the price of goods is very high, the producer being 
abundantly rewarded and the consumer already 
oppressively burdened, the Government makes 
the largest charge upon the quantity of the arti- 
cle, a portion of which must enter into the price, 
and thus add to the burdens of the consumer; 
whilst, when prices are very low, and the con- 
sumer can afford to pay, and the producer is 
selling at a sacrifice, the Government exacts the 
smallest sum. 

But, so far as the objection of the Senator from 
Virginia is concerned to the application of this 
principle to the importation of liquors, I say the 
ij application is right. A specific charge has a tend- 
: ency to exclude the bad article; and a tarif upon 
i wines and brandies ought to be of that tendency. 
{tis right in that particular. Nor does his ob- 
| jection to the feature with regard to cigars amount 
i! to a conclusive objection. That isintended to ex- 

cludethe ordinary German cigars that have driven 
our honest home manufacturers out of the busi- 
ness. That isallthere isinthat. Those articles 
i are luxuries, and pot necegsaries;‘and those who 
| use them desire to have the best article. 
| The ad valorem principle operates badly on 
i home producers, as I have shown; and I think it 
| can be, toa vory great extent, avoided, without 
| any Injury to consumers whatever. Producers 
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gay itis eriough if they bear the consequence of 
their own errors; their own mistakes; but the 
operation ofan advatorem principle upon the goods 
competing: with them forces them to do more than 
this; and: whatever incidental aid they derive from 
your revenue laws comes to them in an inverse 
fatio to thé necessity that exists for it. When 
they need most, they get least; and when they 
noed least they get most. ‘When business is brisk 
and prices are high; when the consumer is al- 
ready abundantly burdened, and the producer suf- 
ficiently rewarded, the Government comes in and 
makes this largest exaction, and swells the cus- 
toms. It facilitates rather than restrains fluctua- 
tions; and it imposes on the American producer 
the ‘consequence, to some extent, of his foreign 
competitor, or the consequences of causes over 
which he could have no possible control. For, 
when there is an excess production of iron or 
any other staple article in England, and the price 
for that or any other cause declines, the ad valo- 
rem runs down at an equal ratio, and thus facili- 
tates importations, and breaks down the Ameri- 
can producer. The specific principle would have 
the reversetendency. It wouldscemtorunup, and 
interposé against importation, and, in the end, the 
home consumers pays more than he would have 
done under a system of specific charges. That is 
the operation that is complained of. Understand 
me, Mr. President. I am perfectly aware that 
you cannot apply the specific principle to a great 
variety of mixed articles, the value of which can- 
not be described by the quantity. I say it is 
where the operation will be equal; and where the 
charge is made upon the quantity of the article of 
the same character and value, such asa ton of 


iron, or a pound of sugar, that specific mode is | 


right and useful. 
ut, sir, I had not intended to go into these 
details had not the Senator from Virginia forced 
upon me the necessity. I think it right, in order 
that we may be able to understand what those 
who’ presented this measure really expect and 
desire, that I should take a glance at the rates of 
duty under the tariffs of 1842, 1846, 1857, and the 
propoand bill. I think this is a much more simple 
mode of presenting the subject than that adopted 
by my friend from Virginia; and if Senators will 
listen’ to me for a few momenta, I will run over 
some of the leading articles. At the sarae time, I 
stand upon my original position, that all the ar- 
gument of the Senator from Virginia on thesc 
details goes for nothing; because it is only a rca- 
gon why they should be altered. If the bill is 
imperfect, he should make it perfect; but he gave 
a coloring to the bill which F do not think it will 
bear, Now, sir, I desire to show that the allega- 
tion that this measure is as extreme as that of 
1842, is a mistake. That suggestion comes from 
those who have not examined it. 
First, let us take iron castings. In the tariff of 
1842 they were put at four cents per pound; in the 
tariff of 1856, at thirty per cent.; in that of 1857, 


at twenty-four per cent.; in the present bill, at half 


acent per pound, instead of four cents, asin the tariff 
of 1842. Pig iron was 
1842; thirty per cent. under that of 1846; twenty- 
four percent, under that of 1857; and is $6 a ton in 
the proposed bill, The ad valorem principle, re- 


duced to specific rates for six years on thisarticle, | 


was $5 35aton. Thatis what the consumers of pig 
metal have paid under the ad valorem rate. ‘Then 
we come to bar iron and blooms, and rolled and 
hammered iron, 
1842; in the tariff of 1846, thirty per cent.; in the 
present tariff, twenty-four per cent.; and in the bill 

ending bar and hammered iron is putat $15a ton. 
Poops and bands, under the tariff of 1842, were 


$56 a ton; and in the present House bill are put | 
at $20 a ton; and paid under the ad valorem prin- | 


ciple, for six years, an average of $16 87. 

There is an item of wrought iron, which mani- 
festly misled the Senator from Virginia. Thatis 
a very peculiar iron, and every ship-builder and 
beiler-maker in the country, and our supervising 
inspectors, ought to protest against the admission 
of the foreign article at all, it is so inferior; and 
one of the reasons for putting this rate up is to 
exclude the ordinary article, which has cost us so 


$9 a ton under the tarifof | 


The duty was $25 per ton in | 
Į | 


many lives and so much property, That was | 


$56 a ton in the tariff of 1842; i the pending bill 
itis only $19. Under the tariffof 1846, it actu- 
ally paid $25 11. Yet this is presented by the 


Senator from Virginia as a monstrosity. Then 
as to iron wire, the Senator from Virginia has 
been misled. The iron wire is highly finished, 
and costs an enormous price. The present ad 
valorem duty amounts to $11 60 a ton. Tam not 
prepared to say exactly what it costs per ton; 
but when you reduce the charge in the present 
bill to an ad valorem rate, it is a small average 
charge, and no Senator here would-object to itif 
it were in an ad valorem shape. : 

Brandy, in the tariff of 1842, was charged at 
one dollar per gallon; 1856, one hundred per cent.; 
1857, thirty per cent.; in the bill proposed, one 
dollar per gallon. 

Champagne wine was, in the tariff of 1842, at 
one dollar per gallon; 1846, forty per cent.; 1897, 
thirty per cent.; and the bill under consideration 
puts it at forty cents a gallon. 

Madcria wine is put in this bill at seventy-five 
cents per gallon, “It was sixty cents in the tariff 
of 1842, and is thirty per cent. under the present 
law. Spirits from grain and other materials were 
sixty cents under the tariff of 1842, and the present 
bill proposes to put them at forty cents. S 

Now wo come to the article of sugar, on which 
the Senator from Virginia made such a special 
point. Brown sugar was two and a half cents a 
pound under the tariff of 1842, and is one cent per 

ound in the proposed bill. White sugar, in the 

ill of 1842, was put at four cents a pound; under 
the proposed bill it is a cent and a half a pound. 
Refined sugar, under the tarif of 1842, was six 


cents; under the proposed bill it is two and a half 


cents. In the tariff of 1846 all sugars were thirty 
per cent., and in the present law twenty-four per 
cent, 

But here I wish to turn to this sugar question. 
Now ona table of duties which {1 have before me, 
the importation of brown sugar for 1859, was 
654,226,000 pounds; the revenue from which was 
$6,542,000. That is under the present law. It 
is vircually no increase; and if the Senator from 
Virginia will take a period of four years, including 
the year 1857, the bill pending is absolutely a re- 
duction upon sugar, instead of an increase. We 
collected over $12,000,000 in 1857 from this arti- 
cle alone, and it is worthy of comment here, that 
that extravagance of price, that fluctuation which 
made the consumer pay cxorbitantly, was under 
the ad valorem principle, If the duty had been one 
cent a pound, you would have had but $6,000,000 
from the poor, instead of having $12,000,000. 
When we lookat this subject we must look at the 
whole of it, Formy part, Lonly desire to look at 
so much of itas answers my present purpose. 

Then, again, as to hemp, which the Senator had 
occasion to notice, Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia pretend to say that this bill is exorbitant 
upon hemp? So far as the raw material is con- 
cerned, it is below the present rates, and below 
the tariff of 1946. It was $40 per ton in the act 
of 1842, thirty per cent. under that of 1846, twen- 
ty-four per cent. now, and is $30 per ton in the 
proposed bill, Manilla hemp was $25 in 1842, 
fifteen per cent. in 1846, nincteen per cept now, 
and is $15 per ton in the proposed bill, Cordilla 
hemp was $20 in 1842, twelve’ peacent. in 1846, 
twelve per cent now, and $12 per ton in the pro- 
posed bill. 

Next take silks. In 1849, they were 92 50a 
pound; in 1846, twenty-five to thirty per cent.; in 
the present Jaw nineteen to twenty-four per cent.; 
in the proposed bill from twenty to thirty per 
cent. ad valorem. What is there in that item to 
become so mach alarmed about? 

Then look at the item of glass. 
familiar with the various forms of glass; but fet 
us look at the duties on window glass. Under 
the tariff of 1842 it was two anda half to six cents 
per square foot for square plate glass; for the 
ground glass ten cents; and polished glass as high 
as twelve cents a square foot. [twas twelve per 
cent. in 1846; is from fifteen to twenty-four per 
cent, in the present law. It is one cent per square 
foot on common, two cents on the ground, and 


three cents on the polished glass under the pro- | 
| posed bill, 


Then as to the article ef steel, there is net the 


startling difference that the Senator from Virginia | 


seems to think; but I do not care to go over that. 
I have an abundance of documents here to answer 
him in regard to it. All this demonstration about 
steel come from the importers and from a foreign 


Tam not so! 


house or two, who have the boldness to assert to 
the Congress of the United States that there are 
no manufactures of steel in the United States, and 
that steel is a raw material. Why, sir, there are 
six or eight establishments in the city of Pitts- 
burg, in my own State. It is one of our growing 
home interests; and in a very short time we shall 
have att abundance of home-made stcel; and when 
you do get it, you will get a better article, prob- 
ably, than the most of that which ‘is now im- 
ported. One of the grounds of complaint is, that 
there ts but twelve percent. on German steel, and 
importers manage to smuggle in under the term, 
‘‘ German bar-stecl,”’ steel that belongs properly 
to the other classes. But I do not say this sec- 
tion of the present bill ought not to be modified, 
by any means. It appears that it needs modifi- 
cation; but, as I said before, that is no reason for 
refusing to consider it. 

On cigars the duty was forty per cent. in 1842. 
Forty per cent. in the tariff of 1846 is thirty per 
cent. now;and itis proposed in the present bill to 
charge fifty cents per pound and ten per cent. ad 
valorem above that. This may be very exorbi- 
tant, but the intention isto give our own American 
makers the business which they used to follow, 
and which has been taken from them by the Ger- 
man tobacconists, and by which American con- 
sumers are imposed upon. The German cigars 
are brought here at a lower rate than cigars can 
be made in this country, and a worse article. 
Great Britain charges $2 50 a pound on cigars, 
and my friend from Virginia is startled at fifty 
cents. They do something else, as the result of 
their long experience, equally startling to that 
Senator. They collect their entire duties, save a 
mere fraction, on the specific principle. I believe 
it is less than two dollars out of $100 that they 
collect on the ad valorem principle. They used to 
collect much more, and 1 saw it recently stated 
that there was a great advance in the way of lib- 
eralintercourseand free trade between Great Brit- 
ain and France, because in their late treaty they 
made a regulation about the tariff, What does 
that amount to? It was said that it was ad valo- 
vem, Itis ad valorem for about six months, and 
that ad valorem is a basis to be reduced to specific 
rates and carry out exactly the British policy. £ 
do not stand here to impress that mode of charge, 
but I do insist that it is simply amode of making 
the charge. You may make it right upon the 
quantity or wrong upon the quantity; you may 
make it right upon the value or wrong upon the 
value. This is just one of those business ques- 
tions which men who comprehend its workings 
must properly adjust. 

Now for the wool business. The tariff of 1842 
provided that wool costing under seven cents per 
pound should be free, and over seven cents and 
under cleven, should pay a duty of five cents per 
pound. The duty was twenty per cent. inthe tariff 
of 1846. The present rate is fifteen per cent, on 
wool costing twenty cents per pound and up- 
wards, Now, what is proposed here? T'hree cents 
per pound on wool costing less than eighteen and 
not over twenty-four cents per pound, and nine 
cents on that over twenty-four cents per pound. 
So far as wool is concerned, I understand that the 
particular guardians of that interest in the other 
branch of Congress refused to vote for the bill 
because they thoughtit put the rates of wool too 
low. 

There are very many things in connection with 
the details of this subject which I might go over, 
but I now desire to bring my remarks to a close. 
{have already taken much more time than Iin- 
tended. I did not intend to go into any of these 
details, and should not have done so but for the 
course pursued by the Senator from Virginia. 

But, sir, in additién to the reasons which Ihave 
assigned, connected with the necessities for revis- 
ion, 1 should mot be candid, and I should not do 
myself or the Senate justice, did F not say that 
other motives impel me. My constituents believe 
that the present adjustment of duties does not 
leave their great iron interest in the relative posi- 
tion which it occupied prior to 1857; that it has 
no special benefit from the present large frac list. 
The free articles enter but very little into the pro- 
duction of iron, and the duty was reduced six per 
cent. For the manufacture of textile fabrics itis 
direct protection and aid. They are, therefore, 
anxious on this subject; and it was news to me 
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when I heard from the Senator from Virginia that 
there was no complaint; that the iron interest was 
flourishing, &c.; but I shall not: go into that; I 
have agreed that others should take care of this 
point. I only say that the Senator’s declaration 
was astonishing to me, ag it will be to the coun- 
try. My constituents, as I said before, feel that 


the charge upon importations may be so read- | 


justed as to relieve them, and so as to stimu- 
late home industry, without doing wrong to any 
other interest in the country. This can be done, 
toa great extent, without increasing the aggre- 
gato rate paid by consumers. That is the view 
ihey take. ‘They want you to give them all the 
chances against foreign competition; give them 
such protection as you can against foreign fraud 
and duplicity. They want you to make the charges 
go as to interfere with the importation of inferior 
articles. England can make an inferior article of 
iron ata very low rate, and impose it upon our 
country, and cheat our consumers. 
ican producer can make the best article just about 
as low as he can the meanest. The specific charge 
upon the quantity becomes as high upon the in- 
ferior article; and must tend to keep it out of our 
country. That alone is of importance to home 
producers. 

If time permitted, I could take the statistics from 
your financial reports and illustrate the frauds in 
the liquor schedule, under your present tariff, to 
an extent unparalleled in any other commercial 
affair. In 1845, when the charge was upon the 
quantity, Madeira wine was entered in the cus- 
tom-house at $1 45a gallon. In 1850, when the 
duty was ad valorem, the same wine came in at 
fifty cents; and that disproportion runs through 
all wines. They manage to invoice them far be- 
low their real value. 

There is another very important department 
that I should like to go into under other circum- 
stances; that is the manufacture of cloth and the 
importation of cloth. I have important facts on 
this point from a gentleman who was quite as 
much prejudiced against anything like a specific 
duty as Twas. He is now connected with the 
Treasury, and is one of the most efficient officers 
of the Government. He has told me repeatedly 
that his duties, bringing him in contact with the 
practical workings of our tariff system, have con- 
vinced him that wherever the charge upon quan- 
tity can be made, it is safer than any other way; 
more reliable for the Government, as well as for 
our home interests, We used to produce a good 
deal of cloth in this country; but we make none 
now. The English used to import a good deal, 
but they bring in but little at present. What is 
the solution? Why, sir, the Germans and the 
French are much more skillful, not only in man- 
ufacturing, butin importing. There is scarcely 
an importer of foreign cloths to be found in the 
city of New York who is an American. The 
business is altogether in the hands of forcign 
houses; and some of these foreign houses have 
attempted to speak their voice on this floor. How 
do they do it? They have a partner in New York, 
and they send their cloths invoiced at the mere 
cost of the labor of producing them and the raw 
materiat—not one dollar for Wear and tear, and 
not one cent for interest—and the profits are as- 
sessed in this country ; and T have been told by 
more than one American merchant that he could 
buy broadcloth at a less rate from foreign houses 
in New York than he could in Germany or 
France. The public oficer to whom I refer says 
that this is the system under-which it is donc. 


Would L not break that up, if I could, for the i} 


benefit of our people, manufacturers as well as 
merchants? Ungrestionably E would. His not 
the cheap goods I complain of, It is the fraud by 
which one class of merchants drive another out 
of legitimate business, and by which the Govern- 
ment is defrauded out of its just dues. 

Now, sir, this tariff system is a mereantile and 
business question; a question of commerce, com- 
plicated, mysterio 


it cannot be understoed or fully developed ina | 
day or an hour; but that whatischarged isneeded, | 


not only as a question of revenue, but as a ques- 
tion concerning our great industrial interests, is 
too clear for dispute. 
gift; they seek no favor at your hands. 
sesk justice agai i 
age of them in other Countries, 


these great interests will soon grow Up w 


They beleve 


The Amer- | 


is in its operations; and Tagree | 


My people do notask any || 
J They 
nst those who have the advant- | 


ith such || 


rapidity as to stand successfully against foreign 
i| competition. They would not oppress the con- 

sumers in any other State. But have shown 
how a great deal can be done for them in adjust- 
ing the charges without increasing the rate that 
consumers pay. Ihave shown you that under 
the present tariff you pay all they ask. They 
would not have more on our great staples than 
was paid under the tariff of 1846; but they ask 
that the charge he made upon the quantity for the 
reasons which I have already stated. 

These, Mr. President, are the general views. 
Every man knows, who has thought on this ques- 
tion atall, that to go through it thoroughly and 
entirely requires almost any length of time you 
can think of. Ido not claim to have here done 
any more than touch it. ‘The pending question 
is merely on the postponementof the bill. Isay 
that under the present tariff, with a rate of duty 
| upon your aggregate imports a little over fourteen 
per cent., you cannot get the necessary amount 
|| of revenue to meet the expenses of the Govern- 

ment. On the aggregate imports on the tariff of 
|i 1846 you had twenty per cent, duty; now itis 
| fourteen and four tenths percent. Timaintain that 
| the rate is too low—too low as a revenue meas- 
| ure; that you must necessarily have a larger 
| amount of goods in the country than the country 
i can receive and pay for, to have revenue cnough 
| for your expenses. 

But, sir, Í do not care to pursue the subject 
further. I do ask, though, that my fricnds on 
| this side, with whom I have acted in many a po- 
litical contest where the peculiar notions of their 
people were concerned, where their peculiar insti- 
| tutions were involved, will consider favorably, 
if possible, the feelings and interests of my people. 
They are your real friends. There is no State in 
this Union more wedded to the principles of the 
Constitution, more determined to perform the 
duties of fidelity to her sisters, than the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent. She will 
do that in peace and in war. She will do it under 
every circumstance, and her voice should be 
| heeded on the present occasion. It may be, sir, 
that in some particulars interest may have warped 
judgment, and they may think that they are enti- 
i tled at your hands to that which is unreasonable; 
i but [tell you itis a deep feeling on their part, 
| and they have demanded of me to speak their 
| voices and I have endeavored to speak it to-day, 
| though it is not the voice that you ought to hear, 
for L should have given this subject much more 
time and pursued it more fully and more deliber- 
ately; but my feeling is, perhaps, a fair reflection 
of theirs, and they mean to indicate to you that 
they have a deep conviction and a judgment that 
| those with whom I act here can do something for 
| their peculiar institutions, justas well as not, and 
do wrong to no one. 

It may be said that when I talk about the inter- 
‘ests of the South I talk about constitutional rights, 
| That is true. Ido not ask any violation of con- 
Í stitutional rights, or any violation of equality m 
the burdens of Government. If wecannot show 
| that what we desire can be done with equal jus- 
| tice to all the States of the Union; to every indus- 
| trial class, producers and consumers, North and 
; South, East and West, we willabandon the claim; 
we will make it no more; you may put your du- 


believe we can Make-outacase. Let the Senator 
| from Virginia agrec to stay here two or three 
weeks; let us take up the bill; Jet us consider it 
|| with all the lights which he has before him—and 
‘| he hasall now that he ever will have; he can assist 
| me in meeting the wishes of my constitucnts, and 
to some extent raise the great industrial interests of 
| the nation from their present depressed condition. 
| But, sir, I have said enough, and I intend to 
| drop the subject at this point; but Imustexpress 
i 

4 

| 


the hope that my friends on this side will not 
treat this measure with seeming indifference, and 
postpone it without looking at its merits at all. E 


have answered all the difficulty about time. Tha 
it will go for nothing here. Ft will 


t 
| is nothing. 
go for nothing in the country. 
to perform; we are paid for it; and we ought to 
| stay and perform it. As the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has not convinced me—and I do notsee how 
he ean convince any man—that we shall not need 
an increase of revenue, Í hold that he ought to 
vote against his own motion, and retain this meas- 
ure for full consideration and practical action. 


| ties horizontally or any other way you picasc. i 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, coming from 
a State deeply interested in the subject under con- 
sideration, ] may be expected to discuss it 30me- 
whatatlength.. Nothing, however, canbe farther 
from my intention-at this time... My colleague 
| has -in ‘his able and lucid ‘speech, consumim 
more than two hours, entered so fully into the 
detailg.of the measure, that: nothing -T. might ibe 
able to add would sensibly affect the result... Bè- 
sides, upon a motion to postpone, an -arguiment 
from one whose opinions upon this subjèct areso 
well known would be superfluous.. My-views in 
regard to the great question of protection “have 
undergone no change from the beginnings- As it 
seemed to be the necessity of the country then, 


| so itappears to my mind how. With my col- 


leaguc, however, it is otherwise; he confesses to 
a change of sentiment touching the policy of Gov- 
ernment toward the industrial interests of which it 
is, or should be, the jealous guatdian, and I hail 
the change as an omen of further changes for the 
better on his side of the Senate Chamber. i regret 
that so few of his political associates thought 
proper to remain in their seats during his argu- 
ment; for until I discovered but five of those 
Senators in their places, one of whom, if I mistake 
not, was asleep, I had confidently expected suffi- 
cient aid through his influence to garry. the bill 
which hag received the support of the House and 
mects his cordial approval. If changes are to be 
made in favor of the measure, they must be looked 
for on that side of the Chamber, for itmay be con- 
sidered ascttled question that Republican Senators 
only wait opportunity to vote against postpone- 
ment fer the bill when it comes upon. its final 
assage. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the Senator will allow 
me to interrupt him, I would like to make a count 
on his side of the House. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is not my business. 
Besides, the Senator from South Carolina will 


allow me to say, that the other side is the one on 
which the impression is to be made. I had fora 
long time believed and trusted that the working- 
men of my State were to get some relief during 
the administration of Mr. Buchanan. Son of 
Pennsylvania as he is, and raised to the high, I 
may say, proud, position he now holds by the 
votes of the laboring classes, it was not too much 
| to expect ef him that he would have advantaged 
himself of that high position to benefit the State 
|| which has honored him so much. Inthe various 
messages he has sent to us, he has declared him- 


|| self in favor of that sort of protection which we 


| desire in Pennsylvania. But, sir, Í begin to fear 
| that we shall get nothing from him; and if my 
colleague should fail to secure the five or six cx- 
pected votes from among his political. associates, 
I shall despair of obtaining any measure of relief 


We havea duty || 
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ii have a peculia 


for the industrial interests of the country until the 
Senate and the Administration shall cease to be 
controlled by the present Democratic party . Those 
five or six expected votes would, if brought to the 
aid of this side of the House, carry prosperity and 
happiness to the threc millions of people my col- 
leagueand myself represent. Nor will the regrets 
which must follow the defeat of the beneficial 
measure under consideration, be narrowly selfish 


lin their nature; because we hold to the doctrine 


that Pennsylvania cannot be prospered except her 
sister States in the Union shall enjoy that pros- 
perity incommon. We beleve that the advantage 
of one part mustredound to theadvantage ofevery 
other part. While you, gentlemen of the South, 
are protecting your peculiar institutions, you 
ought, at least, not to forget that we of the North 
r institution to protect and encour- 
age—our free white labor, But I will not pursue 
| this subject further, and would say nothing more 
| were it not for the purpose I have to correct some 
! errors in the statement of the distinguished Sena- 
| tor from Virginia, the chairman of the Committee 
| on Finance. 
| 


He began by telling us that no change was 
necessary in the revenue system from the wants 
| of the Government; that a change had not been 
i asked for by the manufacturers, and that this bill 
| is defective in all its details. He has forgotten 
| that he has been at the head of the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate during this Administration, 
! and for many years before. That Mr. Buchanan 
| came into power with a full Treasury, with 
‘over $17,000,000 in hand and but. a trifling debt, 
| That the debt has been increased by him over 

AE 
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‘the same confidence in him. 
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$40,000,000. ‘That the $40,000,000 of debt and 
the: surplus of $17,000,000. makes, together, 

57;000,000 squandered by the Administration, 

esides the income of the present tariff, which 
the chairman of Finance says is ample for the 
support of the Government. The chairman. of 
Finance also paysia high compliment to. the abil- 
ity of the Secretary. of the Treasury. Ihave not 
I have no belief in 
his fitness for the place he now occupies. He is 
doubtiess.a man of integrity, but out of his sphere. 
He inauguarated his administration by a blunder; 
by buying the public debt at a premium of about | 
sixteen per cent. in the belief that his income 
was inexhaustible, and within the same year was 
compelled to ask for a loan to meet the ordinary 
wants of the Government. His reports, so far 
as I remember, have been a series of mistakes 
and miscalculations. I shall not enter upon de- 
tails, but one striking blunder may be cited as a 
ease in point: in one of his estimates, arguing 
against the necessity of a modification of the 
tariff, he said he would receive during the then 
current year $12,000,000 from the duty on sugar. 
‘When the money was counted he found but 
$4,000,000—showing a mistake of $8,000,000. It 
was an error of judgment; he should have re- 
membered that the year on which his estimate 
was based was to all others an exceptional year, 
owing to the fact that unusual frosts during the 
year preceding had cut off the home crop, in- 
creasing the price and causing a large importa- 
tion. The ad valorem duty on this large importa- 
tion at the high prices induced by the destruction 
of the home crop, produced so large a revenuc 
from this source alone, that a statesman must at 
once have seen that such increase would not be 
likely again to occur. A blunder like this by a 
gentleman at the head of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, should render us cautious in receiving his 
estimates as a basis of legislation. 

‘When the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance says that the country asks for no change 
in the revenue laws, he forgets the hundreds of 
petitions with their thousands of names of labor- 
ing men attached, asking for relief. If he has 
read the petitions referred to the Committee on 
Finance, he must have seen, that not only the 
iron and coal interests, but every other branch of 
industry throughout the country have been pros- 
trated. That in my State, as elsewhere, men 
were secking vainly for employment, while those 
dependent on the labor of their strong arms were 
asking for bread—for the necessaries of life, in- 
directly denied to them here by those to whom 
the luxuries of life have become common because 
of their continued abundance. In all the estab- 
lishments now in actual operation, the laborer is 
working at greatly reduced wages, while the em- 
ployers are reaping no profit on the capital in- 
vested. He should know that the stability of 
free governments depends upon the intelligence 
and moral culture of the governed; that the laborer 
and the artisan should be afforded the means of 
so educating their children, which means are only 
to be derived from the protection and encourage- 
ment of those branches of industry necessary to 
the development of the resources of States. 

Mr. HUNTER. I said, “except the iron in- 
terest.” 

Mr CAMERON. Does the Senator think he can 
get along without the iron interest of Pennsylva- 
nia and other States? Does he remember that the 
annual value of the manufactured products of 
Philadelphia alone is $250,000,000, or twenty per 
cent. more than the entire boasted cotton crop of 
the United States? Has he not heard that the 
products of the factories and workshops of the 
young city of Cincinnati amount annually to 
more than $112,000,000? That the commerce of 
the great northern lakes reaches every year the 
enormous sum of $750,000,000? But I do not 
agree with him that itis the iron interest alone 
that needs protection. The various industrial | 
interests of the country depend upon cach other. 
When one is suffering depression, the others 
sympathize with it, and thus the wrong becomes 
common to all. On the other hand, when you 
encourage one, you indirectly quicken ali the 
rest. In evidence of my statement that it is not 
alone the iron interest that is asking for the pas- 
sage of this bill, I cite the attention of the Sena- 
tor to the fact that every Republican Senator 
stands ready and anxious to put this measure on | 


its final passage, and to record their votes in its 
favor. They would not do so did not their con- 
stituents demand it at their hands in behalf of 
their interests. : 

The Senator has read many letters to show 
that the bill, as it comes from the House, is a 
bad one—that no change is necessary. Unfor- 
tunately, all those letters, as I understand them, 
are the productions of foreign agents of foreign 
manufacturers. I believe there were no Ameri- 
cans among his correspondents, save the custom- 
house officers; and who has yet to learn that cus- 
tom-house officials will make just such statements 
as those in authority above them dictate? Sir, the 
whole system of our revenue is in the hands of 
foreigners—at the mercy of forcign capital, 1 
might say. Fifteen years ago there were im- 
porting merchants in our cities, men of capital 
and experience, men of intelligence, who devoted 
their entire energies to the business of commerce. 
They sacrificed much to insure, not their own 
prosperity solely, but the prosperity of our great 
commercial cities, seaport or inland. Where are 
they now? Driven into other pursuits, some of 
them into hopeless bankruptcy, by a system 
which permitted, and still permits, the agents of 
foreign capitaland pauper labor to operate fraud- 
ulently upon our commercial interests. Let us 
look at the system. The British manufacturer 
sends his agent to New York; the agent estab- 
lishes a commercial house, and gives another 


name to the concern—his own, perhaps; to. 


this agent the British manufacturer furnishes the 
goods to be sold in our markets, invoiced at a 
rice to suit himself. On that invoice the duty is 
aid. The single article of steel occurs to my 
mind just at this point. Will gentlemen believe 
that the raw iron from which the steel is made 


sells in the Liverpool market for a higher price: 


than the stecl is invoiced for in the New York 
custom-house? Strange-as it may seem, indica- 
tive of fraud as the transaction may appear on its 
very face, such is the fact. The same is true of 
all other articles of trade coming into our ports 
to compete with American manufactures. ‘Take 
the article of cloth, mentioned by my colleague. 
Formerly we got a large amount of it from Eng- 
Jand, and we manufactured quantities at home. 
But our home manufacturers have been driven 
out of the business entircly, so that there is not 
to-day a single manufacturer of broadcloth in the 
United States. Tho large factories erected to 
carry on the business under the tariff of 1842 
have been given over to other, and, in some 
cases, baser purposes. Some have gone into the 
manufacture of carpet yarns; others have been 
dismantled of their appliances, and turned to 
some little account in other directions. We now 
get nearly all our broadcloth from Germany, 
where it is manufactured in accordance with a 
system something like this: A man has an es- 
tablishment in which he has invested a large 
capital. When he is about to make up an in- 
voice, he gocs to his clerks and workmen and 
ascertains the amount of cost of the raw material 
and the cost of the labor put upon it. He sums 
up these items, and the total is the amount of the 
invoice which enters the custom-house on our 
shores with the goods. It comes here invoiced 
to a partner, and is sold for two or three times 
the invoice price. Take the article of horse-shoe 
nails. In Germany, the country blacksmith is 
the manufacturer. He goes to the country store- 
keeper for his iron, takes it to his shop, and 
makes it into nails, at three cents per pound. 
He can make cight pounds per day, and on this 
pittance of twenty-four cents he hves, supports 
his family, and finds his own fucl. The nails 
arc sent here invoiced at six cents a pound, and 
sold ata price just low enough to command the 
American market. 

These, sir, are but a few of the articles upon 
which frauds are committed against the revenue 
laws, but they are fair samples of the working 
of the system. Oneof the great benefits we shall 
derive from the passage of the bill now before us, 
will be the destruction of the system of false in- 
voices and public warehouses, by which the for- 
eign manufacturer is entitled to control our capi- 
tal—that is, he sends goods here and stores them 
in Government warehouses at no expense to 
himself. There they arc suffered to remain until 
prices rule to suit his interest. In this way he 
saves the interest on the duties, not paying them 


until the goods are taken from. the warehouses, 
and is always ready to glut the market with the 
surplus of unsaleable and unfashionable products 
of Europe, whenever our own manufactures are 
prostrated by an alteration of our ever changing 
revenue laws. : 

Among other things, the Senator from Virginia 
produced a letter from some foreign importers of 
iron in New York in opposition to this bill. Their 
argument is based upon a false. statement, made 
for their own purposes, by which they make it 
appear that the duty, charges, and commissions 
are an actual protection of fifty-three per cent. to 
the American manufacturer. An American states- 
man should not go abroad for arguments to build 
up a revenue system. The foreigner, coming 
here only to makea fortune out of the depression 
of our trado and business, to return home to enjoy 
it, can have no sympathy with the prosperity of 
our country, and ought not to be permitted to le- 
gislate for us, nor, in fact, to cxercise any control 
whatever over our legislation. The statement 
purports to be the cost of importing railroad and 
common bar iron from Wales at the present time. 
In opposition to that statement, I desire to present 
another from one of the most intelligent iron mas- 
ters in Pennsylvania, as thoroughly educated an 
iron manufacturer, perhaps, as there is in the 
world, He is, besides, a man of learning and 
veracity, and is more extensively engaged in the 
business at this time than any man in the coun- 
try. His statement is in reply to a letter I ad- 
dressed to him the other day, after the Senator 
from Virginia had exhibited his statement from a 
forcign importer in New York. He says: 

“The object of presenting such a statement is palpable 
on its face. Itisto make it appear that certain expenses 
in the purchase of iron are peculiar to importations from 
foreign countries, from which American iron is free; 
also, in quoting the lowest priced common bars at the 
period of greatest depression in value, and at the high- 
est rate of insurance and freight, with exhorbitant com- 
missions for buying, shipping, and inspecting, and another 
throw-in of bankers’? commission and interest. (Why did 
they not also add a charge for profit?) All these items pro- 
duce on a dow value a high percentage, viz: 29} per cent. 
This added to the 24 per cent. duty, the present tariff, he 
argues, is 53 per cent. protection to the American manu- 
facturer, 

«I wish it were true that we American manufacturers 
had none of these charges to pay; but let us sce how we 
stand in relation to the Welsh iron masters. 

“The Welsh works can deliver rails and bars at Cardiff 
at 2 cost of 5s. per ton—say $1 25. The shipping expenses, 
which at Liverpool are 2s. 6d., are at Cardiff not exceed- 
ing ls. per ton, or 25 cents, making a total on shipboard of 
$1 50 per ton. 


American Mills. nie g. 

Danville to Philadelphia... s.se ee $3 75 25 cents. 
Safe Harbor to Philadelphia +. 200 25 6 
Cambria to Philadelpnia..., . 500 Q5 «6 
Pottsville to Philadelphia - 200 2 e 
Phoenixville to Philadel phi - 100 Q45 « 
Scranton to New York 375 25 6 
‘Lrenton to New York. 175 25 66 
Mount Savage to Baltimore........ 3 00 25 #6 

8)22 25 8)2 00 
AVCTAQC 6... cece enkaa TOE a 2 78 25 cents. 


Making a total of $3 03 per ton on shipboard, or double 
what it costs the Welsh masters. 


Insurance and Freights from Cardif. 


Per ton. 
To Northern and Eastern ports, 12s. a 20s. 
To Southern Atlantic ports... 12s. a 22s, 
To Gulf ports..ceeecere 8s. @ 22s, 


Insurance. 
1 per cent. 
2 to li per ct. 
24 to 1} per ct. 


1} per cent. 


Average freight and insurance, $3 75 


Insurance and Freight from Philadelphia. 


Freight. Insurance. 
To- Northern and Eastern ports.. $2 50 1 per cent. 
To Southern Atlantic ports...... 225 i percent. 
To Gulf ports..ccceccenesceeeees 4 00 1} to 2k per ct. 


1: per cent. 


Average freight and insurance... $2 75 


Comparison. 
Cardiff. Americans 
Expenses from mill toship, 91 50 $3 00 
Freights to ports of entry.. 3 75 275 
Primage onfreights,5p.c., 19 14 
seveneee 544 5 89 


Insurance, 45; on @50,atih 62 


Total average ...,...... $5 89 per ton. $6 51 p.ton, 


Difference in favor of Cardiff 62 cents per ton. 


“The charges of commission for buying, shipping, and 
inspecting, are only incurred when intermediate parties 


1860. 
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come between the buyers and manufacturers; and are as ap- 
plicable to American as they are to the foreign iron. in- 
terest is also a matter of negotiation, but generally very 
largely in favor of the British manufacturer. 


Condensed Comparison. 


Cardiff. American. 
One ton of railroad iron, at £5 10s., 


ACRE Oc eieccrasererensenses erer GRE 82 50 00 
Expenses to port of entry,as above... 5 89 6 51 
Duty, at 24 per cent., asgiven...... 6 60 

39 31 56 51 

Difference in favor of Cardiff....1. 17 20 

$56 5i 


“ Now, rails from Cardiff can be put in New Orleans at 
this time for Jess than $40 per ton, duty paid. We could 
not do this, unless we put the iron at $33.50 per ton, which 
is simply an utter impossibility.”? 

I have another statement, from the same gen- 
tleman, showing the production and consumption 
of iron in the United States for the year 1856, 
in which, as will be seen, the question is pre- 
sented in its economical as well as its statistical 
aspect: 


Pig and forgo 190; con- | Domestic.| Foreign. | Total. 
Rolled, hammered, and 
wrought-iron, of every 
description, including 
eut-nails, boiler iron, 
EC, KC ceceeveeeenes | 519,081 | 298,275 817,356 
Iron used in founderies..| $37,154 55, 403 392, 557 
Pe EOS 
Total manufactures of 
iron from pig, &c., &c.| 856,235 | 353,678 | 1,209,913 
1 


Notr.—The above is not the 
the product of it. 


Coal used in manufacturing the above iron. 


quantity of pig iron, but 


Domestic. Foreign. Total. 
Tons. Tons. Tons. 
Rails, bars, boiler iron, 
nails, castings, &c.. 856,235 353,678 1,209,913 
Coal, at 5 tons per ton, 5 5 5 


¥4,2815175 71,768,390 $6,049, 565 


The coal used in producing the above iron, consumed in 
the United States, amounted to..... ... 6,049,565 tons. 
Of which our own mines furnished .......4,281,175 


And the mines of Great Britain..........+1, 768,390 c 


Iron Ore. 
856,235 tons domestic iron, at 3} tons of ore 
PCT LOD eseseeres wasescaveaw By 996, O22 
353,678 tons foreign iron, at 3} tons of ore 
PCT LOM sessessase 1,237,873 


Ttdl.cecesceseseccsces senses 45234, 695 


Tons. 


eesro 


1,209, 913 


Men employed and persons supported—Data. 


Twenty tons of pigiron ; 8 tons of rails ; 62 tons of rolled 
bars, &c. Bach represent one man employed one year, ora 
fanily of five persons supported one year. I take as the 
average cight tons of iron per man—thus: 

Hands. 
107,030, or 
44,210, or 


Persons. 
Domestic : 856,235 divided by 
Foreign: 353,678 “ 


Total.. 1,209,913 


8, gives 3 
me 221,050 


151,240 756,200 


Consumption of food at $30 per head, which is much lower 
than is usually taken by political economists. 
Of food. 
535,150 American pcople, at $30 each, gives $16,054,500 
921,050 foreigners in their own country, at $30, 6,631,500 


756,200 


Total consuming... ses seess eee e $22,666.000 


The above figures are all inside of the actual facts, and 
will be sate to standon. An accurate detailed statement, 
which, I take it, you do not expect of me at this time, 
would add largely to some of the above aggregates. 


In order to show the relation existing between 


the productive interests and all other branches | 


of industry, I desire to present the following state- 


ment of the tonnage furnished the Reading rail- | 


road and Schuykill canal from a single manufac- 
turing establishment in one year: 


Reading railroad—Tonnage to and from the Phenix Tron 
Works for the year ending December 31, 809. 


INWARD, 


Tron Ore. saesson 

Pig iron 

Anthracite coal, 63,089 tons, less 5 per e 
count 


* Domestic coal. 
eligu coal. 


} Foreign coal. {Domestic and for- 


535,150 | 


Total tons, 2,240 Ibs. each.. ....eceeveeees ee 75,021 


Equivalent to 84, tons of 2,000 lbs each. 


OUTWARD. 


Total quantity of manufactured iron, &c., of all 


kinds.... 513 


Total tonnage, 2,440 Ibs. each........0..... 83,534 
Equivalent to 93,775 tons of 2,000 lbs. cach. 
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Schuylkill navigation—Tonnage to and from Phenix Iron 


Works for the year ending December 31, 1859. 
INWARD. 

aioe Tons. 
Pig ifON.ssesesraseevessecoesoeessosdareaeasoeose 8,036 
TrON OFC. ise seee ees taeste bee aecwseces- 199549 
Soapstone and sand Sintesia rakkes — 606 
Anthravite coal, 3,043 tons, less Sper cent. discount, 2,891 
Bituminous Coal. cccsccesscecsetccesvesccrecerees 163 
15, 845 
Limestone..scccececscccceercercvsseccecvesetsees 12,867 
: 28,712 

Equivalent to 34,454 tons of 2,000 Ibs. each. 

OUTWARD. 

Manufactured fron, &C.......2.ccceeceeereeeree 12,356 
41,068 

Equivalent to 49,996 tons of 2,000 Ibs. each. 

Recapttulation. 
Schuylkill Reading 
navigation. railroad. Total 
IMWard..secscsceeeeeees + 28,712 75,021 103,7 

Outward seesssseseseeese 12,356 8,513 20, 869 
41,068 83,534 124,602 
Tons, 2,000 Ibs. each.... 45,996 93,775 139, 771 


« In addition to the above there was a considerable ton- 
nage of merchandise, such as oil, brass, steel, rope, hard- 
ware, &c., used at the works. 

“Fhe town of Phanixville contains over six thousand in- 
habitants who are dependent on the iron works; and what- 
ever transportation and passenger business they afford is 
indirectly due to the fact that the manufacture of iron is 
carried on at this point. 

“The quantity of rails and bar iron manufactured at the 
Phoenix works in the year 1859 was 24,350 tons of 2,240 
lbs. each, so that the transportation on the Reading railroad 
and the Schuylkill navigation of raw materials (saying noth- 
ing of the hauling done in wagons by nearly 200 horses and 
mutes) was 5} tons for cach ton of manufactured iron, 

‘The freight to the Reading railroad alone on the above 
75,021 tons exceeded $98,000. 

éc This fact will serve to show how important to transpor- 
tation companies is the development of the tron business. 

“The Phenix [ron Works couid have supplied fifty per 
cent. more manufactured iron during the past year if the 
orders could have been obtained. Of course, in that case, 
the tonnage of raw materials would have been correspond- 
ingly increased.” 


l also desire to submit, in this connection, a | 
statement of the cost of importing iron under the 
present tariff, (1857,) furnished by the old and 
highly respectable house of E. J. Etting & Bro., 
importers of iron, in the city of Philadelphia. 
This iron is for an invoice ordered of factors in 
Liverpool, and the statement will be seen to con- 
flict seriously with that obtained of the foreign 
importer, by the Senator from Virginia. Here is 
the statement: 


£1, at $4 44 and 10 per cent. exchange...-.---++++ 34 88 


Commission, 2} per cent. On 84 80.... eres ereeeres 12 
5 00 
Duty, 24 per cent., On $4 BO..cccseeesererereceeres 115 ! 
Total per pound, Sterling. s.s eresrere eere eses esea S615 | 
ae S 
Shipping charges in Liverpool per ton.....- 2s, 6d. 
Freight to Philadelphia......sss-seeeeeere 15 0 
Primage, 5 per cent. On 158....6 cere ee .0 9 
18 3=$4 38 | 
Price of iron £8, per ton, at $6 15... cece ee ee 49 20 
Insurance, 1 per cent. On COSt... +e ++ Sacer eeeeees 49 | 
Costgdelivered at Philadelphia, per ton.. e.. + ++. .G54 07 | 
i 
Under the lariff of 1846. | 
£5 15s. (October 22, 1849,) per ton, at $4 44... ses. $25 35 i 
Liverpool shipping charges.......0s0. soreeererre 55 | 
26 19 j; 
Duty, 30 per cent. on $26 10; exchange, 10 per cent. | | 
insurance l per cent.== $28 97, at 30 per cent... 869; 
Other items, 4 cents; British exchange, $2 6l; ii 
freight, 12s. 6d.= $2 92; insurance, 2 cents... 583 | 
1 
Cost, delivered at Philadelphia, per ton......... $40 62 i 
| 
i 


In concluding my remarks on this branch of 
the subject, I will here present a tabular state- 
ment showing the quantity of railroad iron im- ij 
ported into the United States, with the yearly ; 


averaged: price, as well as the appraised value 
thereof: DA TSi mand 
Price per |> Appraised 
Years. Tons. ic o valgė 
1847) @ | 13,537) R 85101]: -8680,438 
iss| S 20489 | | "41 38 |. | 1,219,185. 
189] = 69,163} Ba 32 56 2) 259, 246 - 
1850| Saj 142,038 $R | 221 37238, 094° 
1951} L2] 188626| jS |. 26 03 |. 4,901452 
18526 SE} 245,626) BS | 2536| 6,228,794 
1853| SB} 208995| Ss 34 87 |. 10,496,037 
1854| S| 292,666] BA} 4249} 12,020, 309 
1855| & | .127,517] Sj 39 16°} 4,993, 900 
1856 | © 155,496, | & 39 74} ~ 65179,.280 
1857) & 479,305}. 5p 41 58 |. < 7,485, 596 
1858 75,745 39 44 | 2,987,576 
1859 69,966 3249| 2,274,032 
1,878,167 832 79 |. $65, 356, 879 


Thirty per cent. equal to $10 43 per ton, 3 
1854 to 1859, both inclusive, 6 years, quantity, 890,695 tons. 
Appraised value, $35, 910,693. eee 
Average price per ton, $40 32. Š 
Thirty per cent. equal to $12 10 per ton. et 
From this it appears that $51 01 per ton was 
the maximum price of rails on shipboard be- 
tween the years 1847 and 1859, inclusive. This, 
with an ad valorem duty of thirty per cent. yielded 
a revenue of $15 30 per ton; making the cost of 
the iron here $66 31. But, on referring to the 
table, we find the price of iron to have fallen to 
$26 03, in 1851, with a duty of only $7 80; thus 
showing that when we need the most protection 
we get the least under the operation of ad valorem 
duties. A specific duty in any one of those years 
would have prevented the depressions.in our busi- 
ness and the prostration of the industry of the 
entire country in consequence. Taking, as set 
down in the statement just submitted, the aver- 
age cost of railroad iron per ton, it will be seen 
that, under the ad valorem duty of thirty per cent. 
the duty per ton was $12 10; or ten cents more 
Man the specific duty proposed in the Morrill 
ill. 
I have many more statements of a kindred 
nature among my memoranda, but will not ex- 
haust the patience of the Senate in reading more 
of them at this time. I will only inquire, if the 
bill is not right, why do not the chairman of the 
Committee on. Finance and his political friends 
alter or amend it? I will vote for any bill which 
proposes substantial protection to the prostrate 
and suffering labor of my State, come from what 
quarter it may. It will not do for them to plead 
want of time. The bill came from the House on 
the 12th of May, having received the sanction and 
approval of a large majority of that body, com- 
posed of men of all parties. “During: all that time, 
the Senator from Virginia and his political friends 
have had entire control of the legislation of the 
Senate. I am satisfied that all the Senators on 
this side of the Chamber will consent to remain 
long enough to give them full time to pass a bill 
affording more revenue, and incorporating the 
principle of protection. There may be gentlemen 
who are not in favor of protection, who desire a 
tariff for revenue purposes only ; but, sir, I am in 
favor of protection as the object, and revenue as 
the incident. I hold that it 1s but fair, that our 
labor should be protected against custom-house 
frauds, and against the pauper labor of Europe. 
I recall two or three cases just now, going to show 


| how much less reward labor commands and re- 


ecives in England than here, Until within the 
last few years, nearly all the wood-screws used 
in the world, and certainly in this country, were 
made in our own workshops. Recently, how- 
ever, some one of our numerous inventors invent- 
ed a machine making a decided improvement, by 
adding a gimlet to the end of the screw. He went 
to England, and disposed of his patent there. 
British capitalists seized upon it, put it in opera- 
tion, and now the wood-screw manufactorics of 
this country are forced to suspend, and England 
furnishes us with that article. The reason is that 
the machine can be worked by little girls, obtained 
from the almshouses; paupers from the streets 
and poorhouses, and vagrants from the lanes and 
alleys,are brought in to work at low wages. They 
not only supply the home market, but come here 
and glut our market, to the exclusion of our own 
artisans. Now this branch of business is a very 
large one, formerly giving employment and sup- 
zort to thousands of our honest laborers. We 
had a right to its continuance, for the invention 
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came fromthe genius of an American citizen, 
under the fostering care and protection of one of 
our former tariffs. A little protection now would 
induce some one of our intelligent artisans again 
“to improve upon the machinery, and thus enable 
‘usto reduce the price still lower. 
+. “he soap manufacture was formerly a very im- 
portant interest in this country, so important in 
fact, that probably few gentlemen on this floor 
have an idea of the immense capital that was‘in- 
vested, or of the: great numbers to whom the 
business gave employ. Some two or three years 
ago a gentleman of my acquaintance, a chemist 
of great practical knowledge and skill in his pro- 
fession, as also of large experience, discovered a 
process by which he concentrated the alkali, and 
produced asubstanee which he called caustic soda. 
He went out to England for the purpose of intro- 
ducing the article and supplying the market there. 
Forming a connection with a capitalist in Edin- 
burgh, Scotland, he set up the manufacture of this 
caustic soda, and had actually manufactured sev- 
eral tons, when discovery was madc of the fact that 
the British Government had imposeda very heavy 
excise upon the manufacture of soap, and a penal- 
ty,.consistingoffineandimprisonment, on persons 
manufacturing it without authority derived from 
the Government itself. The excise on soap was 
€18 per ton. The penalty for violating the cx- 
cise law was finc and imprisonment. Not even 
the housewife was permitted to make soap in her 
own kitchen, on pain of fine and imprisonment. 
Owing to this state of affairs the gentleman re- 
ferred to quit the business and returned to this 
country. Now mark what followed: directly af- 
terward the British Government changed its ex- 
cise laws, and enabled their manufacturers not 
only to supply their home market with this arti- 
cle of caustic soda for soap making, but also to 
manufacture and send it over to glut our own 
markets; so that it now has the entire control of 
our home manufacture. In connection with this 
matter thero is still another fraud, "This caustic 
soda is put up in iron barrels by the British man- 
ufacturer, for the purpose of evading our revenue 
laws, and getting rid of the duty on iron. 

These, Mr. President, are buta few of the many 
instances of fraud practiced under the system we 
now have; and this, 1 think, is the worst feature 
of the present revenue system, Were it not for 
the frauds. constantly practiced under it, and 
which can only be avoided by substituting spe- 
cific for ad valorem duties, the rates might not ap- 
pear so objectionable. 

In conclusion, it may be proper to speak of 
another of the evil effects of the system, which 
the Scoretary of the Treasury, and the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance seem to be so much 
enamored of, {refor to the excess of specie €x- 
portations over importations under the present 
ad valorem tariff; a tabular statement of which 1 
herewith present: 


United States exports and 


imports of specie during a period 
af nine year 


om ARGI to 18S, tnelusine ¢ and the agere- 


gate for a period of twenty-seven years, from 1824 to 1830, 
inclusive. 


Specte imports. 


58.599 


4,201,082 
6,958. 184 
3,639,819 
Li 4,207, 632 
+. 12,461,799 


3343 
85 


19,274,496 2,633, 147 
we 7,434,789 57,502,305 
869,156,730 422, 395,429 


69, 156, 730 


Surplus exports over imports, 1851 to 1859, .8553, 178,690 


specie loss to the country. 

Now compare total exports and imports from 
1824 to 1850, inclusive: 
TOPO sesiis sesen 
Baporisissrerire inresa 


Surplus imports over exports.... 


gain to the country. 
Thus it will be seen that, duri 


7 ng the existence 
of protective tariifs, from 1824 to 1850, inclusive, | 
the gain of specie to the country was $81,467,758, 
that being the excess of imports over exports. 
But for the nine years next succeeding, under the | 
ad valorem or free-trade policy, we not only lost į 
that large gain to the country, but $271,710,932 


in addition. Is it any wonder, then, that under 


i 
i 
i 
f 
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such a fatal drain of the vital elements of trade, 
the industrial energies of the country should have 
succumbed, and the spectacle of closed manufac- 
tories and silent workshops should be presented, 
where so lately all was bustle and activity? 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I rise not to 
debate the merits of the measure, for that would 
bè improper on a motion to postpone, but to pro- 
test against the act of postponement. _ This post- 
ponement proposes to put off the revision of the 
tariff as a policy opposed to a loan for the sup- 
port of the Government from this session of Con- 
gress until the next; from the close of this session 
until the beginning of the next. But this is im- 
possible. The money must be procured in one 
way or the other now; we cannot delay both the 

olicies. If you revive the tariff now, there will 
Be no loan needed in December. If you make 
the loan now, you will have no need in the Treas- 
ury for a revision of the tariff then. , 

The proposed postponement raises the question 
of the valuc of the time we have now atcommand, 
compared with the value of the time we shall be 
able tocommand then. We now are in the middle 
of the month of June, in the unlimited session of 
Congress, oné month, two months, even three 
months carlier than Congress was accustomed to 
adjourn under the old system of compensation, 
when members of Congress were paid by the day 
for the time actually devoted to the publie busi- 
ness. Under that system of compensation, no 
member of Congress would have felt himself jast- 
ified in consenting to put off until another session 


so cardinal a subject as this, on the ground simply | 


that the national Legislature could not sit long 
enough to mature and dispose of it. ‘hen the 
session could be protracted only at the public ex- 


pense; but now an early adjournment would save 


nothing to the Treasury, for we are paid, not by 
the day, but a fixed annua] salary, whether we 
remain here a longer or a shorter period. 

Sir, if it be true that we have not time enough 
to consider this great question now, then some- 
body is responsible to the public for this depri- 
vation of time. F will not invidiously dwell on 
the days and weeks and months of this session 
which have been wasted or misapplied, but I will 
speak only of the present passing moments. We 
certainly have been at liberty during the whole 
session to assign the day of our adjournment, a 
day so late as even the Ist day of December 
next. And yet ten days ago, in full and direct 
view of this measure coming up before us, a ma- 
jority of the Senate who were understood to be 
opposed to it, with the aid of only one or two 
votes from this side of the Chamber, arbitrarily 
fixed a day of adjournment, and thus shortened 
up the session so as to end it on Monday next, 
and they did this with full knowledge that the 
measure must remain unacted upon and dircetly 
confronting the exigencies of the Treasury and 
of the country, which enforce its immediate con- 
sideration. ‘hus we fix a day of adjournment 
to cut off that consideration, and then plead the 
shortness of the time we ourselves have created 
for the neglect ofa great duty. 

Nevertheless, Mr. President, we are in no such 
strait for time. Let the Senate even now take 


up this great bill, and distinctly indicate its pur- | 


wose to act upon it,and [ venture to say that the 
House of Representatives, wedded as it is to the 
policy on which the bill is based, will at once 
extend the term of the session long cnough to 
resolve the whole subject to the entire sausfac- 
tion of the American people. Thus you per- 


ecive, sir, that the objection of want of time, at į 


this session, is an unreal ground for the proposed 
postponement, 

Now, what is the prospect of a greater egmple- 
ment of time at the next session? The present 
Congress ina duration of seven months, ending on 


the third Monday in June, will not have furnished | 


time cnough to revise the tarif. The next ses- 
sion ef Congress will begin on the first Mon- 
day in December, and must come toan end on or 
about the first Monday in March. If a session 
which actually fills seven months, and may be 
prolonged throughout even twelve months, affords 
no time to revise the fiscal policy of the Govern- 
ment, who will say that the necessary time can be 
found in a session which can last only throughout 
three months. 
of purpose, which areso feeble in the present hour, 
at all likely to wax so strong in the future? No, 


Arc human strength and intensity | 


| quite as universally. 


no. Indecision to-day, becomes cowardice to- 
morrow. Indolence in the morning hardens into 
idleness at night; and the resolution that is posi- 
poned, even with some remorse, this year, ccases 
to trouble us inthe next. Morcover, Mr. Prest- 
dent, the present conjuncture of circumstances 
favor action; that which will cxist next year will 
render action difficult if not impossible. We are 
brought now to a direct choice between increase 
of revenue, by the sum of $21,000,000, or a loan 
of that amount. But if we do not inerease the 
revenue now, we shall adopt the loan. That exi- 
gency will not exist next December. If it shall 
threaten to recur during the fiscal year, the habit 
of borrowing will at the same time have become 
confirmed, and we shall then be more unwilling to 
resort to the legitimate process of raising revenue 
than ever. 

Political advantages to the party in power here, 
at least local ones, are held out as inducements to 
the present revision of the tariff, These induce- 
ments will have lost their influence when the next 
session arrives. Whatever may be the result of 
pending elections, parties in Congress and in the 
country will be measurably relieved from trouble 
about the tarif. The present Administration will 
then be going out, and it will be reckless of further 
praise or blame, favor or disfavor. "The Admin- 
istration which will succeed it will be unorgan-~ 
ized throughout the whole of the next session of 
Congress. There will be no means in the next 
session of combining the forces necessary to carry 
so great a measure through the Congress. On 
this simple process of demonstration, Mr, Presi- 
deni, I pronounce that, as a practical question, to 
postpone this bill until the next session, is to 
postpone it indefinitely. It must be considered 
now, sir, or never. 

Mr. President, I have not examined this bill, 
and J am not prepared to speak of its details, and 
to say which of them I should approve, and 
which disapprove. Ehear the bill unsparingly 
denounced. But all tariff bills, when first pre- 
sented, are denounced with equal severity, and 
They must always affect 
existing arrangements of private and corporate 
industry throughout the whole country, and dis- 
turb them at least fora time, though ultimately 
perhaps to improve them. I never knew a tarif 
bill that was at its introduction less obnoxious 
than this. But the unpopularity of the bill is 
not a good reason for postponing it; it is the very 
best of all reasons for examining it, hearing and 
weighing objections, and modifying the bill so as 
to make it wise, just, and satisfactory. A tariff 
bill when it comes from a committce is always 
crude; it is only by great and careful manipula- 
tion that itever becomes practical aud convenient, 

But we are told that this bill is not only so 
wretchedly bad as to require a great deal of 
amendment, but that it is so utterly vicious that 
it is inadequate to be the basis on which any rev- 
enue system could be built. If the bill be so 
worthless and useless as this, then, I ask, in 
Heaven’s name, why keep it here to incumber 
the floors of Congress, and be a stumbling stone 
of offense at the next session of Congress. Seize 
it, and expose its absolute rottenness at once, 
now, and cast it out of the halls of legislation. 
If the bill is so very bad, let this be done so Lhat 
the Committee of Ways and Means may at least 
provide a new and better one at the beginning of 
the next session of Congress. Thus the argument 
for ponponemear is reduced to a mere self-con- 
tradiction, and seems to me to reveal a-disposition 
to avoid the whole subject equally in the nextand 
in the present session of Congress. 

Mr. President, it is not within my present pur- 
pose to enter into the broad question between 
protection of ourown manufactures and absolute 
free trade; but I must be indulged with one ortwo 
remarks uponit. Among the statistics with which 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania favors 
us, is the fact that the town of Phmuixvillc is one 
of the largest of half a dozen or more towns 
in that State engaged in the manufacture of iren; 
and this town, connecting by railroads and canal 
with the iron and coal mines and the markets, 
has a population of six thousand dependent on 
ils industry. Now, whoever shall go through 
Great Britain will find more than one of thirty 
such manufactories, in more than half a dozen 


| of such towns, in which the number of oper- 


ators actually engaged, irrespective of their fam- 
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ilies, exceeds the whole population of Phenix- 
ville. It would rouse us all from our slumber on 
this great. national interest, if we could only sec 
the full development of manufactures in England 
and Scotland. As you enter within the suburbs, 
thirty miles in circumference, of a manufacturing 
city, you sec railroads crossing cach other in all 
directions, bringing in coal and iron ore to the 
forges, whose fires, blazing from hundreds of 
chimneys, make the night as brilliant as the day, 
and thé men, women, and children of a whole 
district seem as if wrathfully engaged in tearing 
up the solid carth, and burning it im one general 
conflagration. 

We continually hear, in some parts of our coun- 
try. apprehensions expressed that Congress may 
bestow some discriminating favor on our mant- 
factures of iron, to the prejudice of some sections 
of the Union. But this sensibility is nothing 
compared to the alarms of the same kind continu- 
ally expressed about a change of our policy, in 
Great Britain. In every forge, every furnace, in 


every cotton, woolen, carpet, glass manufactory | 


there, the question universally put to you is, 18 


there any danger that the tariff will be raised in | 


the United States? There the anxiety that the 
United States shall practice the benignant prin- 
ciple of free trade is intense and univ rsal, 
can judge, sir, whether this aaxicty arises out of 
a desire for our welfare or for the welfare of Great 
Britain. To me, this building up by us of manu- 
factures in Europe, has scemed unwise and 
erroneous. I have not, indeed, scen my own 


ing vigor, declining; but I have seen this system 
develop the material wealth of Great Britain in 


twenty-five years. The policy is not merely un- | 


wisc in regard to revenue, but injurious in regard 
to the political character and devclopment of our 


country. Whatisitthatwedo? Wesend only | 
raw materials and provisions to Europe, for a | 


distant and expensive market; which if we were 
to build up a manufacturing interest, w 
find easier and moré profitable at home. Our 


deficiencies we make up by sending abroad unduc 


proportions of our gold, at the cost and to the | 
, and often | 
We bring 


great embarrassment of our currency 
to the great derangement of credit. 

back nothing but manufactured fabrics. How 
does this system tell on the emigration from 
Europe to the United States? Whatever there ig 
throughout Europe of science, art, intelligence, 
education, and skill, employed in manufactures 
there is left to remain there, together with all the 


profits they command, and all the incidental ! 


benefits to society which result from them—all 
these are left therc, and we bring away, generally, 
only laborers, day laborers, field laborers, to 
produce more raw materials, and provisions to 


employ and subsist manufacturers in Europe. | 
We thus diseriminate against art and improve- | 
ment in emigration, and in favor of ignorance and | 


pauperism, , 
We continue doing 
gration which we induce by it is the endaring 


cause of an incipient and continual heartburning | 


among the American propin fomented by com- 
ilaints——unjust, unnatural, and unwise, indeed, 
ut none the less disturbing and irritating—that 
we bring classes of people from Europe to our 
shores incompetent to the exercise of the fran- 
chises of citizenship. 


gol 
5 : 
secks to deprive them of 
mining industry. Nay, so far. 
policy, that an interest 1s waxing strong among 
us which at once insists on excluding the skill 


and energies of European mechanics and artisans | 


voluntarily immigrating into our country and re 
opening the slave-trade to cover our fields with 
the barbarians of Africa. 


Such are the natural fruits of the policy we | 


have favored so long and so_ blindly, and which 
the effect of the present motion is to protract im- 
definitely. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, the motion 
now pending before the Senate is one to defer this 
bill to the next session of this Congress. It isa 
privileged motion, and stands higher in the order 
of privilege than a motion to amend, Senators, 
therefore, who, with myself, are in favor of this 
bill; who want to make a record of their vote, and 
if left open to discussion, perhaps to discuss its 


You | 


e should | 


allthis, sir, while the immi- | 


The same policy brings | 
the ignorant and the base from China into our | 
d mines, and California protests against and ; 
the very facilities of; 
far do we carry this; 


i 
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i| do I believe that we can, in the time we have left, 
county, with its great resources and astound- ! 


| Rut, as L have just remarked, | think we have not 


operations, are prevented from doing so directly 
by the very order in which the question is pre- 
sented. A direct vote upon the billas the matter 
now stands cannot be had, nor can it be had at 
all unless the Senate shail vote down the motion | 
to postpone to the next session. There-is, f ap- 
prehend, no other way to test the opinions of men | 
in regard to this matter than by voting against the 
postponement, and thus to bring the question 
directly before the Senate. The only way we 
can test our opinions is by voting against that 
motion. . The motion to defer to the next session 
of Congress, preventing a vote upon the bill and 
precluding all amendment, is the most effective 
that can be made by those who are determined 
that no action shall be had at this session. For 
the purpose of knowing precisely how men stand 
on this question, Lask, when the vote be taken, 
that it may be taken by ycas. and nays, and let 
that vote be a test upon the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LANE. Before the question is taken, I 
will simply say that Lam not at all certain that it 
will not be the duty of Congress very soon toin- 
crease the tariff, for I do not believe it is good 
policy or statesmanlike to borrow money very | 
frequently to pay debts. F think that our revenue | 
ought to be sufficient for all necessary purposes. 
We ought to have a tariff which would enable us || 
to collect the amount necessary for the support of 
the Government. The bill now before us is not 
exactly such a one as mects niy approbation, nor 


prepare such a bill as would meet the approval of 
the Senate; and as this debatable matter will come 
up early in the next session of this Congress, I 
do not see that we can do better than test the pol- 
icy of the Senator from Virginia, the chairman of || 
the Committee on Finance, a few months longer; 
and if we shall find, as I believe we will, that the i! 
amount of revenue derived from it shall not be |: 
sufficient to meet the expenses of the Government, | 
then, for one, I shall go for increasing the tariff. | 

| 


time now to consider it fairly and justly to the 
country; and as only a fow months will inter- 
vene until we can have an opportunity of taking | 
it up deliberately and making such a bill as may 
be necessary, l shall at present vote for the post- | 
ponement. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, if the Sena- 
tor from Virginia,will consent to this bill going 
over until after dinner, I shall want to address a 
few words to the Senate uponit, and I should like, 
in the first part of my remarks, to address myself 
to the Senator from Virginia, and put some in- 
quiries to him. This is a proposition to postpone 
this bill until the next session. Now, I desire to 
ask the Senator from Virginia—for my memory 
is not quite accurate about it—whether or not he 
ever knew a loan bill that became alaw which 
originated in this body, and when? 

Mr. HUNTER. The Treasury note bill ori- | 
ginated here. i 

Mr. SIMMONS. Did not the House make j 
another Treasury note bill of precisely the same 
tenor, and send it here upona constitutional ques- 
tion that they would not permit the Senate to 
originate revenue bills? That is my recollection. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 will not speak with cer- 
tainty. My impression, though, is different. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In regard toall theloan bills— 
and my memory is very clear—since I have been 
here, the House of Representatives has taken dis- 


tinct exception to the origination of any money || 
bill by the Senate; and when we puton such a 
srovision as an amendment to another bil in 1858, 
| am quite certain that the House of Represent- 
atives. would not consider our amendment, but 
sent us a new bill. Both the measures which 
have passed, making loans, since | came into the 
Senate the last time, have been originated in the 
House of Representatives. } moved an amend- 
ment to th- last loan bill, to prevent frauds upon 
the revenue, when it was started here: but it was 
laid on the table in the House upon the question 


as to the constitutionality of its origin, J] wa 
watching forit every time Twas in; but it slipped 


through when I had not a chance of moving the 
amendment; but if it had originated in the House 
jt would have removed all the objections to my 
proposition. It was said then that we could not 
originate anything that would bring revenue into 
the Treasury; but we could originate loan bills. 


I retiember that very well. We have experience 
before us—the experience of a House of Repres 
sentatives of the Senator’s own: political:faith-—: 
that they would not, as: they ought not to, permit: 
the Senate to take the purse:strings into its hands: 
under the Constitution of the United States; and: 
what are we to expect now? This is.a-direct: 
attempt -to overthrow the financial poliey of the: 
House of. Representatives—manifestly and cons 
fessedly sõ. They sent. us-this very loan- bik 
here as the first section of their tariff-bill, and we? 
propose to postpone not only the loan bill; but; 
the whole policy of the House of Representatives 
in reference to the finances, to the next session; 
and what then? Have you any assurance ‘that 
the House will retrace its steps imreference to the 
origination of a money bill-in this-body? [have 
no such assurance do not think: the Senator. 
from Virginia can expect that a: House that has 
a majority not of his own party, will have less 
scruples in regard to its constitutional rights than 
one in which he had a majority of his friends.cal- 
culated to carry out any party scheme they might 
have. l appeal to the Senator from Virginia if 
he does not believe that the postponement of this 
bill, as he proposes, to the next session, and our 
adjourning upon it, will inevitably result in. the 
calling of an cxtra session. There cannot be a 
doubt about it. There is nota pretense that this 
Government can go on without some relief for the 
next six months. ‘here are $20,000,000 of Treas- 
ury notes, and they are coming due from month 
to monti all the while. On the. showing of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bieer,] there 
will not be $500,000 in the. Treasury, if the out- 
standing claims upon it are brought in between 
now and the end of the fiscal year. I do not be- 
lieve there is enough there'to meet them. 

I think that the Senate, having a majority that 
is responsible for the conduct of the finance, and 
professing to be friendly to the Administration, 
should reflect upon the position in which they 
wil} place their friends by postponing the whole 
of the financial measures to the next session, and 
risking the fate of their pary upon a doubtful 
question of whether the House will agree to an 
amendment originating a financial policy, when 
the Constitution vests that power in them alone. 
I know there is a good deal of finesse and man~ 
agement in getting these bills one before the other. 
1 did not know, until the Senator from Virginia- 
offered hig Joan amendment to the appropriation 
bill, that that was the programme. lunderstood 
the tariff bill was- to be brought up after that ap- 

ropriation bill was through. The Senator from 
irginia wasabouthalf through his remarks when 
1 came in; and being obliged to listen to:him to 
see what reasons he had, it did not occur to me 


i that I could have moved the second branch—that 


is, the tariff branch of this bill—as an amendment 
to his proposition, and thus bring him to a direct 
vote. If Thad been here when he started it, I 
think I should have taken the rest of the bill and 
moved it ag an amendment; and I do not see how 
he would have escaped a direct vote upon that, in 
the fuce of the presidential election; and that is 
what the scheme is, no-doubt. The Senator from 
Oregon will be very willing to take itup ata short 


session. Now, l never knew a tariff bill passed 
at a short session except one, and that is the one 
by which we have got in debt $60,000,000 in three 
years, Our debt does not absolutely represent the 
$60,000,000, because we had $20,000,000 on hand 
in cash when this tariff went into operation. At 
a long session, I never knew a tariff bill, changing 
the revenue policy of the country, to get through 
before the month of July, even when we organ- 
ized at the commencement of the session and had 
not so many subjects to distract us as we have 
had this year. Y complain of nobody that more 
time has not been bestowed on this question, Con- 
sidering all things. We know what the character 
of the discussion here has been; and considering 
that this hasbeen. an eventful year, I donot choose 
to complain that the discussion has taken such a 
turn; but I say there is nothing in the reasons as- 
signed by the Senator from Virginia for this post- 
ponement, He says that there is not time now; 
that it is a matter that wants a great deal of con- 
sideration, involving a great many details, and 


i that it is impracticable to do it this summers and 
| he proposes to postpone it to ashortscssion, when 
i itis generally as much as we can do to pass the 


mere legislation for carrying on the Government. 
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<The Senator, in issigning the causes of the fail- 
ure of. the present tariff bill to meet the wants of 
the public service, has given a variety of reasons, 
but not once did he state what the expenses have 
been, or give the aggregate of the expenses from 
year to year, for the last five years, Ifhehad done 
go, it would have shown that they are not lessen- 
ing but increasing. He tells us what might be 
done if people were as economical as he is. Ido 
not doubt that, if everybody took the course that 
he and his friends have taken here lately, of pay- 
ing nobody, of voting: no money to pay for ar- 
rearages, and when you:come to a treaty, say 
“we have not thé money to pay that, and we have 
not time to-look-into it,” you could make out to 
get'along with less money. . 

I do not intend to go into a very claborate dis- 
cussion of this question on its general merits; but 
I will now state what the expenses of this Gov- 
ernment, exclusive of interest on the public debt, 
have been for the last five years, to see what 
prospect there is from the other side of the House 
fora probable reduction of these expenditures. 
In 1855 the expenditures. were $56,000,000—I 
leave out the hundreds of thousands; in 1856, 
$60,000,000; in. 1857, $65,000,000; in 1858, 

72,000,000; in 1859, $66,000,000. Everybody 

nows why this Jast year was reduced. lt was 
because we did not pay the Post Office arrearages, 
and we had to pass a bill appropriating some 

7,000,000 here this year to pay that deficiency. 
This would have been the largest year in the his- 
tory of the Government if we had paid up the 
current expenses; and yet the Senator goes on to 
cipher how we can get along with $5,000,000. 
The average of the past two years is $69,000,000, 
without counting the Post Office deficiency of 
last year, of some $4,000,000 or $5,000,000, and 
we have paid no private claims, paid nothing but 
what there seemed to be an absolute necessity for. 
We stopped the public buildings last year, when 
the Secretary of the Treasury asked us to put 
$2,000,000 on the Treasury building and on two 
custom-houses, and we made no appropriation 
for the extension of the Capitol last year. With 
all these works suspended, the water works sus- 
pended, and all your public buildings suspended, 
and without paying a dollar towards the defi- 
ciency in the Post Office Department, you spend 
$66,000,000 the present year, and, including the 
ordinary expenditures for these other items, there 
is no doubt they would have gone to $74,000,000, 
being $2,000,000 more than the year before. 

The Senator says there is some hope of getting 
$60,000,000 from customs, but he does not ven- 
ture to estimate over $56,000,000. ‘The other 
items of income last year were less than four mil- 
lion; from lands and miscellaneous sources the 
receipts were 43,900,000. ‘Phen the revenue would 
come shortof sixty million, with all these sources, 
provided we got his estimate from the customs, 
and last year and the year before the average ex- 
penditure was seventy-three or seventy-four mil- 
Hon—$14,000,000.more than he pretends to ex- 
pect. 

I dislike to believe that there is any design to 
mislead the Senate; but I can hardly bring my 
mind. to believe that the Senator from Virginia 
supposes, that with a single million dollars more 
than the outstanding Treasury notes, we can pro- 
vide for those Treasury notes, and meet the cur- 
rent expenses of this Government from our now 
current receipts. As L said yesterday, we have 
had now two propperoaus years, and yet we have 
gone behind, and I see no improvement. I have 
returns forthe first two quarters of this year. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania read very recent re- 
turns, but I could not get any returns that were 
complete of the last quarter ending the 31st of 
March, but in the first two quarters of this year 
the importations were §179,240,000, and the 
duties $26,700,000; so that if we continue the 
same for the other two quarters, we shall go to 
een I do not know but that there will 

e more importations, but I have understood that 
the importations are falling off, not coming up to 
what they were last year. We cannot look cer- 
tainly for any great increase. There will proba- 
bly be about three hundred and sixty million im- 
ported this year, and this will give a revenue of 
between fifty-three and fifty-four million. 

‘The Senator from Virginia assigned the fact of 
the reduction of the duty as a reason for the sud- 
den recuperation of the industry and business of 


the country. It is the first time I ever heard that 
assigned as a reason. I stated that, in 1857, we 
had got a balance against us in the summer of 
1857, by over importations, of some eighty or 
ninety million, and that that was what produced 
the revulsion and the crash among the banks; but 
he says that low duties enabled the northern banks 
to stand. I do not know that the northern banks 
stood any better than the southern banks. They 
all stopped specie payment; but I suppose they 
stood then just about where they did before. They 
were good enough all the time. The northern 
banks all stopped, as well as the banksin the city 
of New York, at least those in the great cities; I 
do not know so much about the banks in coun- 
try places. If there is anything more dangerous 
than another to the steady operations of trade, it 
is the constant reduction of duties. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The hour for taking a recess has 
arrived; but previous to doing so, the Chair will 
present certain House bills for the purpose of 
reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives weré severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 288) recognizing the survey of the 
Grand Cheniere Island, State of Louisiana, as 
approved by the surveyor gencral, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 807) to authorize the reissue of land 
warrants in certain cases, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 838) to change the name of the ship 
Rockhall to Massachusetts—to the Committce on 
Commerce. 

A bill (No. 839) to amend an act approved the 
3d day of March, 1847, entitled “* An act to estab- 
lish a port of entry at Saluria, in the State of 
Texas, and for other purposes’’—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

A bill (No. 840) for the relief of congressional 
township cight, south of range three east, in Mer- 
cer county, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A joint resolution (No. 41) te reduce the price 
of public printing—to the Committee on Printing. 


LIGHUT-HOUSE BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
{louse had concurred in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill of the House (No. 350) making | 
appropriations for light-houses, beacons, buoys, 
Úc. 


TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. 


The message further announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill of the Senate (No. 84) to facilitate com- 
munication between the Atlantic and Pacific States 
by electric telegraph. 

HOMESTEAD BILL. : 

The message further announced that the House 
further insisted upon its amendment to the bill of 
the Senate (No. 416) to secure homesteads to 
actual settlers on the public domain and for other 
purposes, and agreed to the further conference | 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Scnuyrier Co.rax of Indiana, Mr.Muscor R.H. 
Garnett of Virginia, and Mr. Wiit1am Wixpom 
of Minnesota, managers at the same on the part 
of the House. 

THE SLAVE TRADE. 


The message further announced that the House 
had receded from its first amendment to the bill 
of the Senate (No. 464) to amend an act entitled 
“An act in addition to the acts for the suppres- 
sion of the slave trade,” disagreed ta by the 
Senate. 


MAIL ROUTE PREEMPTIONS. - | 


The message further announced that the House 
insisted upon its amendment disagreed to by the 
Senate to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
of the House (No. 44) confirming certain land 
entries under the third section of the act of 3d of 
March, 1855, entitled “An act making appropri- || 
ations for the service of the Post Office Depart- |, 
ment during the fiscal year ending the 30th of |! 


June, 1856,” asked a conference on the disagree- 


ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and ap- 
ointed Mr. Wituiamson R. W. Coss of Ala- 
ama, Mr. Carty A. Trimexe of Ohio,’and Mr. 
Joun G. Davis of Indiana, managers at the same 
on the partof the House. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its disagreement 
to the ametidment of the House of Representatives to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 44) last 


! mentioned, and agree to the conference asked by the House 


of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee of 
conference on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Jounsonof Arkansas, Mr. Brace, and Mr. Har- 
LAN, were appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 


| bills; which thereupon received the signature of 


the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 43) for the relief of Solomon 
Wadsworth; 

A bill (S. No. 176) for the relief of R. W. Car- 


ter; 

A bill (S. No. 285) for the relief of John Bran- 
nan; and 

A bill (S. No. 450) to change the location of 


| the custom-house for the district of Brazos de 


Santiago from Point Isabel to Brownsville, in the 
State of Texas. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
A message from the President of the United 


| States, by Mr. Bucnanan, his Secretary, an- 


nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts and jointresolutions: 

An act (S. No. 14) for the relief of Francis 
Dainese; 

An act (S. No. 287) to incorporate the National 
Gallery and School of Arts in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 5) for supplying the 
Choctaw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw nations with 
such copies of the laws, Journals, and other pub- 
lic documents as are furnished to the States and 
Territories; 

A joint resolution (S. No, 34) in relation to the 
works of the exploring expedition; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 35) providing for 
the observation of the eclipse of the sun which 
will occur on the 18th day of July next; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 43) to correct a cler- 
ical error in the act approved May 4, 1860, for 
the relief of Stewart McGowan. 

The Senate took a recess until six o'clock, p. m, 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate take 
up the bill of the House of Representatives, No. 
235. It will not take a moment to dispose of it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 235) for the relief of congres- 
sionaltownship number two north, of range num- 
ber nine west, of the fourth principal meridian, 
in Adams county, State of Ilinois. 

As section number sixteen, in township num- 


| ber two north, of range nine west, of the fourth 


principal meridian, in Adams county, Hlinois, is 
located in a lake or pond, and is in consequence 
wholly unfit for cultivation, andis worthless to the 
inhabitants of the township for school purposes, 
the bill authorizes the school trustees for the town- 
ship to select one section of land in legal sub-di- 
visions of any of the public lands of the United 
States subject to entry or sale at the minimum 
price of #1 25 per acre. When the lands have 
been selected by the trustees, and a description 
returned to and approved by the Commisstoner 
of the General Land Office, a patent is to issue 
therefor to the inhabitants of the congressional 
township, and is to be held and disposed of by 
them for the use of schools within the congres- 
sional township in the same manner asother school 
lands are held and disposed of; but section six- 
teen in the township is to revert to, and invest in, 
the United States; and be disposed of in the same 
manner as other public lands. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DR. EVANS’S REPORT. 


Mr. FITCH. {twill be recollected by the Sen- 
ate that the Committce on Printing, to whom was 
referred Dr. Evans’s geological survey of Oregon 
and Washingtén Territories, reported it back, 
and asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, I move that the man- 
uscript and accompanying papers be taken from 
the office of the Secretary of the Senate and. re- 
turned to the office of the Superintendent of Pub- 
lic Printing, where they appear to belong. 

- The motion was agreed to. 


MARY PRESTON. 


Mr. GRIMES. I move to take up Senate bill 
No. 297, for the relief of Mary Preston, widow of 
George Preston. £ 

Mr, LANE. It is hardly worth while to take 
up a Senate bill at this time of the session. 
~ Mr. GRIMES, I will explain it to the satis- 
faction of the Senator from Oregon, I think, if it 
is taken up. I will merely state that it is for the 
widow of a man who was thirty-seven years in 
the service of the United States as a soldier and 
ordnance sergeant—one of the best soldiers we 
ever had. . 

Mr. BRAGG. How much does the bill give? 

Mr. GRIMES. It gives her eight dollars a 
month. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 291) for the relief of Mary 
Preston, widow of George Preston. It directs the 
Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension 
rolls, at the rate of cight dollars per month, the 
name of Mary Preston, widow of George Pres- 
ton, late an ordnance sergeant in the service of 
the United States, from the 7th of February, 1859. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. I find you 
are at the same business I left you at—depleting 
the Treasury. 

The Secretary read the report made by Mr. 

: Grimes from the Committee on Pensions, from 
which it appears that the busband of the petitioner 
served in the United States Army as private, ser- 
geant,and ordnance sergeant, for above thirty-six 
pe continuously, and died at Fort Smith, Ar- 

ansas, February 7, 1859. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Now, Mr. President, here is 
as naked a violation of every principle, and every 
rule, in regard to pensions, as ever was presented. 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] moved 
the other day to pension them all. Here isa man, 
to whose widow it is proposed to give a pension, 
and no reason is given foritexcept that he served 
as a sergeant in the Army of the United States, 
and laid down in his bed and died at Fort Smith 
in a time of profound peace. Is it possible that 
anybody can be found in the Senate of the United 
Statest fo sanction such a principleas this, overrid- 
ing the law of the land; overriding every princi- 
ple connected with pensions for fifty years? I 
should like to know the reason, or if any can bé 
given in the Senate except that this man died in 
the service of the United States in a time of pro- 
found peace. That is now the question. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think I can give the Senator a 
better reason than that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. What isthat? 

Mr. DAVIS. The length of time he served the 
United States. I knew this old sergeant well. 
He served under Pike. He was one of the oldest 
and one of the most faithful soldiers in the Army. 
Efe had borne arms under Pike in his campaign 
in the western country, at a time when that re- 
gion, where now States have been organized, was 
a wilderness. He was aman of remarkable ca- 
pacity and of remarkable character. He was 
ordinarily selected to instruct recruits. His duties 
were those of asub-lieutenantin the French army. 
I think it isa case of extraordinary merit, and I 
suppose it was presented as an exception to the 
general rule, 

Mr. TOOMBS. The execption to the general 
rule, then, ig thirty-six years’service. The usual 
one is the station of the party or the poverty that 
he left ‘his family in. Bat here is a naked case 
of a subaltern having served this length of time 
in the Army, because, I suppose, he was better 
paid there than anywhere else. J presume the 
persons in the Army of the United States can be 


ordered to any place that the Government selects. 
It does not make him different from any other 
that he served on the frontiers where States arc 
now organized. So has everybody that has 
served at all. J have served myself in places 
that are now Territories; and if that is a reason 
for giving a pension, I suppose the whole Army 
will have pensions. I presume there are very few 
who served ten years but what have served in 
places that were once Territories and are now 
States. It is a total departure from all the prin- 
ciples recognized by the Government. It can 
only be-upon the principle that you can pension 
the widow of every man who dies in the service 
of the United States. I say a man in the civil 
service is just as much entitled as one in the mil- 
itary service in time of peace, whether officer or 
private. What great hardshipis there in serving 
as an officer or soldier in the Army of the United 
States, when perhaps they get there better wages 
than they would anywhere else? Then I say it 
is a departure from all the principles which have 
been laid down. Ihave never known, in my life, 
a pension granted on suchan extraordinary posi- 
tion asthis. It is, in fact, saying that everybody 
who applies for a pension shall have it; and that 
seems to be the rule of the Committee on Pen- 
sions of the Senate of the United States. I call 
for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to say, in connection 
with this bill, that I have no particular interest in 
it. It is a case that was presented originally to 
the Senate by the Senator from Arkansas, not 
now in the Chamber, [Mr. Jonmson.] It has 
been suggested that it had better not be passed 
during his absence, and, therefore, perhaps it had 
better lie over. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. You take 
up a case of, this sort when nobody is here to call 
attention to it and get it through. That is the 
way most of these bills are passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not think there can be any 
necessity for passing it overe I think in any 
other country than our own such lengthy service 
would have been pensioned during the life-time 
of the individual. Ithas extraordinary merit,and 
is an exceptional case. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. President 

Mr. GRIMES. We have passed during the 
present session of Congress pensions based solely 
upon the amount of service 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
rick in the chair.) The Senator from Minnesota 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RICE. When I addressed the Chair, I 
alpen from what the Senator from Iowastated, 
as the Senator from Arkansas was not in his seat, 
that this bill was postponed. I rose for the pur- 
pose of calling up another measure. If this bill 
is not disposed of, of course I must yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in the 
power of the Senate to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. RICE. I understood from the Senator 
from Iowa that, in consequence of the Senator 
from Arkansas not being in his seat, it was his 
wish that it should be laid over. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to its going 
over. The Senator from Arkansas, I know, takes 
a special interest in it, and has special informa- 
tion concerning it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from lowa move to postpone the farther con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. GRIMES. I will consent to its being post- 
poned for the Pee 

Mr. TOOMBS. | object to any postponement. 
I want a vote on it. Do not take it upin the Sen- 
ate when there are but ten or fifteen present, and 
pass it through. If itis a case of extraordinary 
merit, let it be adjudged by the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States. If you are to pension for length of 
service, give every honest man who serves a cer- 
tain length of time a pension. If that is yourjudg- 
ment, make it the law. The idea here is, that 
because this man served thirty-six years, we 
should pension his widow. Why not pension 
the widow of every other honest man who serves 
for a length of time? As I would not pensionany 
man born of woman, unless he came in under the 
law, of course I will not vote for this bill. It is 
against my principles, and the principles of my 
fathers, and of this Government. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in the 


power of the majority of the Senate to. postpone 
the further consideration of the bill. e000 is 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not understand the ground 
of tho objection of the Senator from Georgia. 
Does he want a vote taken or nö? fey SEES 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ido. I say I object: to the 
postponement, and want the vote takeni > # 0. 

r. DAVIS. As I understand him,he-objects: 

to the postponement, and then objects:to. there 
being so thin a Senate. : ro eb 

Mr. TOOMBS. No; I did not. I objected to; 
the postponement, and demanded the’ yeas ‘and 
nays on passing the bill... I do not want it to be 
postponed, and then have it taken up'again when: 
there is nobody to examine the principle, or when 
somebody is absent. Letit be taken up now and 
discussed. J object to its postponement. 

Mr. DAVIS. I thought the. Senator objected 
on account of the Senate being so-thin. =- 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; not atall, L-object 
to the bill being postponed. If there are'too few 
people here to defeat bills, there are. too. few: 
to pass them, or there ought to be. It seems, 
when objection is made to the bill, the Senator 
from Iowa moves to postpone it on account of the. 
thinness of the Senate, I suppose. ‘If that is the: 
true reason, it is a very good reason for not pass~ 
ing it. 

r. GRIMES. I movea postponement of the 

bill for the present. ` , 
_ The question being put, there were,on a divis- 
ion, ayes 18, noes 8—no quorum voting. fee 

Mr. TOOMBS. [I object to any business being 
done by the Senate. This will be the first busi~ 
ness in order when we get a quorum. : f 


LEGISLATIVE EXPENSES OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. RICE. I believe I did not lose the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RICE, I rise for the purpose of asking 
that the bill from the House of Representatives, 
No. 703, which was reported from the Commit- 
tce on Territories yesterday, be considered, If 
there is any objection to it, 1 shall not press it. 
lt has passed the House unanimously, and is now 
before the Senate. There isa clerical errorin the 
bill in regard to the date. The Committee on 
Territories propose to amend itin that particular; 
and should the Senate deem it proper to pass the 


| bill, it is necessary that it should be acted upon 


early, in order that the House may concur inthe 
amendment reported by the Committee on Terri- 
tories. : 

Mr. LANE. What does the bill provide? 

Mr. RICE. The bill is this: in 1857, Congress 
made an appropriation of $26,000 for paying the 
legislative expenses of the Territory of Minnesota. 

Mr. LANE. An expensive Territory. 

Mr. RICE. It may have been an expensive 
Territory; but I think it would come with a bet- 
ter grace from any other Senator here than for the 
Senator from Oregon to say so. This money was 
appropriated to pay the legislative expenses of 
that Territory. There was, to carry out the en- 
abling act, a session of the Legislature of that 
Territory. This money has never been paid by 
the United States. The State of Minnesota, after 
she became a State, borrowed money, on which 
she has paid, and is now paying, eight per cent. 
interest, and has paidall these debts. The objectof 
this bill is simply to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay it to the State for the Territorial 
Legislature. That is all there isin it. There is 
a clerical errorinthe billasitcamefrom the House. 
It is stated that the appropriation was made in 
1856, when it should be 1857; and the Committee 
on Territories have reported the bill with ‘that 
amendment. Ifthe Senate deem it to be right, it 
ought t be passed in order to go back to the 
House to have that clerical error remedied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that there is no quorum present; and it is 
impossible to transact business until a quorum 
appears. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. Several Senators have since 


| comein. Thereisa quorum now present, Í think. 


Mr. RICE. I presume there will be no objec- 
tion to the bill. If there should be, I will let it. go 
over. I merely want that clerical error rectified, 
in order that it may go back to the House. I 
believe there was no objection to the bill in either 
the committee of the House or the Senate, or in 
the House. : 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Senate ‘proceed to the consideration of 
the. bill (HR. No. 703) making appropriations 
for the payment of the expenses of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Minnesotas, 

. Merv HAMLIN. | Fish of one and ficsh of an- 
other is no. rule for me. If-there was no quorum 
to act on the billunder.consideration.a little while 
ago, there is no quorum for. this. 

Mr. RICE. J think there is a quoram now 

resent, Tae on’ i 

‘Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
see whether there is.a quorum or not. The Chair 
is:informed by the Sergeant-at-Arms that there is 
no quorum inatiendance,and the Senate, therefore, 
cannot proceed to business. 

Mr. POLK. To test that question, I ask for 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota. I am very certain that there is 
a. quorum here. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this motion 
the yeas and nays are called for. 

fy, RICE. donot wish to obstruct business. 
J-do n§t want to have the. yeas and nays called 
on this question. If there is not a quorum pres- 
ent, let us wait. Lf any Senator says that this 
billis not right, I do not wish. it to pass. If it is 
right, it should be acted on at once, in order that 
the House may. correct the error they have made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sergeant- 
at-Arms reports to the Chair that there is no quo- 
rum present. 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘The motion was to take up 
the biil. l object to its being taken up, and upon 
that Lask for a division of the Senate. There is 
a quorum present, 

The question being taken on a division; there 
were—ayes 24, noes 5; no quorum voting. 

Mr. RICE. I suppose it is in order to make 
some remarks upon the subject, is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is notin or- 
der-to transact any business. 

Mr. FOOT. ILmove that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 5, nays 34; as follows: 

. NBAS—Messrs. Grimes, Hale, Prumbull, Wade, and 
¥ulec—-5, 

NAY S—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cam- 
eron, Clark, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Pessenden, 
Fitch, Poot, Hamlin, Harian, Hemphill, Hunter, Jobnson 
of ‘Tennessee, King, Lane, Matlory, Nicholson, Pearec, 
Polk, Powell, Rice, Salsbury, Seward, Simmons, Sun- 
ner, Ton Eyck, Toombs, Wigiall, and Wilson—34. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. RICE. [now move to take up the bill I 
have indicated. 

'Phe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Cormniitiece of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sidér the bill CEL. R. No. 703) making appropri- 
ations for the expenses of the Legislauve Assem- 
bly of the ‘Territary of Minnesota, It directs 
that the sum of $26,000, or so much of it as has 
not been heretofore paid, appropriated by the act 
of August, 1856, for the payment of the expenses 
of the Legislative Assembly of the ‘Territory of 
Minnesota, be appropriated to be paid to the State 
of Minnesota. 

The Committee on Territories reported the bill 
with an amendment, to strike out, in line five, the 
word “ August,” and insert “March 3, and 
in line six, to strike out the word ‘six, and 
ingert-“ seven;’’ so that it will read: 

That the sam of $26,000, or so much thereof as has not 
been heretofore paid, appropriated by the act of March 3, 
A. D. 1857, ke. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasicported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill ordered to be read a 
third time. Itwasread the third time, and passed. 


Task for the yeas and nays 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will ask the consent of 
the Senate, to take up and pass a bill which will 
not occupy five minutes. Ifit does, £ will with- 
draw it. It is a very hard case, and the Senate, | 
i know, will pass it if it is taken up. It will not 
give rise to any discussion. | 

Mr. CAMERON.. I call for the regular order i 
of business. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let me pass this bill. If it 

‘takes five minutes, I will give way. 


Mr. CAMERON. Then somebody else will 
have a request to make. Í mustinsist on the order! 
of business. | — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the busi- 
ness before the Senate is the bill which wasunder 
consideration when the Senate took a recess, on 
which the Senator from Rhode Island is entitled 
to the floor. . 

Mr. FITCH. What has become of the bul 
for the relief of Mary Preston, which was pend- 
ing on a motion to postpone?. There was no 
quorum present on a motion to defer. the bill. 
That motion, L-think, is still pending, and I call 
for the consideration of the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
was passed over for want of a quorum, 4 d the 
Senatorfrom Minnesota has since moved ghe con- 
sideration of another bill, after a quoyum was 
present. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate 
and fix the duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the motion 
of Mr. Lluwren, to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill until the second Monday in 
December next. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, when the 
Senate took a recess} 1 was speaking of the cffect 
of the postponement of this measure, and consid- 
cring our relatigns with the House of Represent- 
atives. twill be recollected that there was a bill 
pending yesterday for the support of the execu- 
tive, legislative, and judicial departments of the 
Gevernment—a bill, in fact, to pay the President 
and members of Congress and the judicial de- 
partments, which came from the Representatives 
of the people of this country; and what has the 
Senate done with it? They have said, we will 
take this bill, provided you will let us get into 
debt to raise the money. That is the effect of it. 
We have saddled our own supply bill.witha rider 
to force the LLonse of Representatives to submit 
to our terms. l have read sometimes that the 


| Commons of England used to put riders on the 


supply. bills, to sccure some rights of the people, 
in order to starve the Crown into compliance; but 
l never knew the House of Lords, on a supply bill, 
attempting to starve the House of Commons to 
their way. [understand it if the constitutional 
right of the House of Representatives to appro- 
priate the money from the Treasury in the pay- 
ment of these departments of the Government; to 
provide the ways and means for supplying the 
Treasury; and we have no right to raise such 
measures. 

Therefore, I preferred the action of the Senate 
on this bill; because, if we act upon it as it is, we 
can go on and perfect the bill, if there are in it 
the crude provisions that are suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. But, 


| suppose the House of Representatives should at- 


tach the remaining partof this bill to a bill for 
the supply of the civil department of the Govern- 
ment: l should like toask the chairman if it would 
be in order then to amend, or whether we should 
not have to reject it or take it altogether? Now, 
a bill of this sort should come before the Senate 
subject to be amended in every particular, that 
all men might have a chance to embody their 
views, or at least try to gct such amendments as 


| would suit them; butif this billis to be postponed 


until December, if the House of Representatives | 
intends to carry out their method of supplying 
the wants of this Government, they have no other 
means left than to attach the remaining part of 
this bill as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill; and let it come up here as it was before, and 
then, as I understand the rules of the Senate, it | 
would not be subject to amendment. We should 
either have to reject it entire, or accept it entire. 1 
should prefer to have it subject to discussion and 
amendment. At any rate, I think it would be 
pradent to see whether the House of Represent- 
atives will accept this amendment which has been 
saddled on an appropriation bill, before we dis- 
pose of this bill permanently. 

This tariff bill has been attacked upon this gen- 
eral principle: it has been said to be a bill with 
such provisions as to impose the greatest burdens 
upon the laboring class of men, the mass of men, 


who consume the: least costly articles, and to 
lighten the burdens of those who consume the 
most costly articles. That is an objection made 
by the Senator from Virginia to its general feat- 
ures: “So far as T have examined it, I believe the 
bill possesses exactly the contrary features. Itis, 
designed. and intended by its movers, as appears 
on the face of it, to tax articles consumed by the 
laboring, producing class of men in the country, 
at the lowest rates, and impose the highest rates 
of duty upon the Juxuries.of life that are consumed- 
by men of some wealth, or by those who do not 
work especially for what they spend. It is that 
peculiar feature in the bill that commended itself 
to my judgment, and I bélieve F have examined 
every section of it excepting it may be the duties 
upon wines. They are’said to be more exorbit- 
ant upon the poor wines than upon the good ones, 
and that the Senator from Virginia says is greatly 
against temperance. Ido not know how much 
drinking wine has to do with temperance; but one 
thing I do know: if a man is going to drink any 
wine, he ought to drink good wine; and the less’ 
poor wine that comes into the country the better 
it will be for the health as well as for the temper- 
ance of the people. ‘That I understand was the 
reason for putting the same duty on wine that is 
made up of logwood and. arsenic-as on the pure 
jnice of the grape. If any rates of duty would 
exclude poor liquors, 1 would be willing-to im- 
pose them. 

The Senator from Virginia made another objec- 
tion, that this taxes raw material, such as silk. 
He said there were great complaints about it 
coming from particular parts of the country, and 
he read a catalogue of complaints from the cus- 
tom-houses of the great difficulty of collecting 
specific duties, and especially where you had to 
count the threads. He said you would have to 
arm the officers with microscopes or telescopes in 
order to count these threads. If the Senator had 
been accustomed to deal in those articles, he would 
know that there is not a price current published 
in the land where any reference is made to them 
but whatthey are quoted by the number of threads. 
All that class of merchandise is sold in that way 
in Europe and this country, and it is as familiar 
with the dealers in them as it would be to sell 
sugar by the pound. 

But he has an objection to. putting a specific 
duty on sugar by the pound. He considers that 
it would be a great deal more work to teil how 
much the duty will be ona box of sugar ata ccut 
a. pound, than to count up twenty-four per cent. 
It will require, as he seems to think, a great deal 
of ciphering to make out the specific duty at one 
cent a pound, and very casy to cast twenty-four 
per cent. On one class of merchandise, he says, 
they have gotto pay specific duty, and then have 
the minimum and maximum and ad valorem duty; 
and that there are four kinds. That is on woolen 
goods. It was thought it would produce the 
greatest satisfaction to manufacturers of wool if 
the duty was imposed by weight on woolen goods, 
equivalent to the duty that was imposed by the 
bill on raw wool, and double the rate per pound. 
Manufacturers said that two bounds of wool 
would turn out about a pound of cloth, AIl that 
is very easily reckoned. ‘The real ad valorem re- 
mained about the same as in the present bill, with 
theexception that less rates were put on the coarse 
fabrics. ‘That was the reason these prices were 
put in. The coarse and durable fabrics, which 
were less costly, paid less than goods costing a 
dollar ayard and other high prices. hat was 
a discrimination of those who wear the heavy 
‘There is no sort of difficulty about it. 
You have got the valuation. The present laws 
require every invoice to he made out, stating the 
quantity and weight, and*everything. that is ne- 
cessary in order to assess the duty; and if the 
duties are by the pound they are required, when 
they enter the goods, to produce an invoice, stat- 
ing the number of pounds; and when the duty is 
upon value, they will have to state the value as 
well as the number of pounds. That is the pres- 
ent law. 

I have one word to say about this duty on raw 
materials, which is complained of in these peti- 
tions that are presented here. As a general re- 
mark, ithas become a general prevailing sentiment 
in this country, that anything that makes up the 
clement of a fabrie has a right to come in ata 
different rate of duty, on account of its being a 
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raw material. Now, we have received memo- 
rials saying that cast steel is a raw material. I 
should like to know what iron ore, and pig iron 
and bar iron are? It has to go through a great 
many processes from the raw material before it 
gets to be cast steel. I suppose, on the same 
principle, that a watchmaker could say that the 
mainspring of his watch was of steel, and should 
come in as raw material. There is no propriety 
in talking about steel, or any other thing that 
bears the labor of man, asa raw material. ‘Shere 
can be no such thing. The raw matcrial is such 
ag is given us by the Creator. Whatever is man- 
ufactured or fabricated by the hand of man, ceases 
tobe a raw material, and becomes a subject of 
labor, property; and under that broad distinction, 
every bill that is passed in every civilized coun- 
try ought to be characterized. Whatever is added 
to the value by the labor of man is subject to the 
protection and encouragement of the Govern- 
mentunder which he lives, no matter what it is; 
whether it ts in raising sheep for fabricating 
woolen cloth, or making it up intoclothing. There 
should be no invidious discrimination made be- 
tween these classes of labor. f am astonished 
that any men should get up and say this is a raw 
material, and therefore we have a right to the en- 
couragement of the Government. The shepherd 
who tends his sheep-is just as much entitled to 
encouragement as. the man who makes the cloth. 
Such articles as are not fabricated or produced, 


or.do not come'in competition with the labor of | 


our people, it is wiser in the Government to ad- 
mit at a lower rate of duty, for the benefit and to 
encourage the very industry that takes hold of, 
and fabricates it into other forms, for the benefit 
of man. When a man comes to tell me that this 
form of labor and that form of labor must be 


stricken down, I tell him he knows nothing about | 


what the intention of a liberal Government is to- 
wards the producing classes of the country. I 
am out of patience with all such men, who come 
here with their special interests to put down 
Others as much entitled to the confidence and pro- 
tection and encouragement of this Government 
as they are themselves. I shall make no dis- 
tinction, but will give to each what is sufficient 
to give him the market of his country against all 
fareign competitors; and that he is entitled to, let 
him be in what department of labor he may. 

“But such has been the adroitness with which 
demagogues have managed this subject that they 
haye embittered whole families of labor against 
éach other, and set brother against brother, where 
there should be a common sympathy among all. 
Take half a dozen employments, and you can 
convince the men engaged jn every one of them 
that it is his interest to have the labor of his 
brother low. There are more of us who wear 
hats than make them; and if I were to appeal to 
men in this Senate, do you not want hats low, as 


there would be sixty-four who would want to buy | 


them, and but one to sell them, of course there 
would be but one vote to sixty-four. 
every pursuit. You can get a majority against 
the labor of every man and of every pursuit in 
society, if you only induce all the others to agree 
to this false belief that it is the great end of every 
man to reduce the wages of labor; and of all men, 
those who produce apne are the last men who 
should agree to it. | 
the pursuits in it, and the productive labor of the 
country in every one of its diversified pursuits, 
hasacommon interest; and there is but one com- 
mon antagonistic interest to them, and that is, 
those who get their living without labor—those 
who work for a fixed salary for long periods, or 
those who live upon the receipt of income from 
capital. They may have a different interest. k 
may be to the interest of those who produce 
nothing to have the Products of labor as cheap as 
they can, It is very doubtful to me whether it 
js éven to their interest; but certainly it is to no 
one’s else. 

This dogma, that therd is an advantage in hav- 
ing the products of labor low, even if men own it 
themselves, is the most fallacious opinion that 
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So itis in i 


his great field of labor, and } 


it be to have the products of labor low? Let us 
analyze where labor finds its markets. You may 
fabricate it in the fields, you may fabricate it in 
the workshops, but the return of the wages of 
that man’s labor, however distant it may be, is 
the result of his product in the market.” Every 
laboring man finds his reward from the market 
price of the products of his labor; and when that 
is low, his wages must be low. - Men will not 
hire others to produce wheat and give good wages 
when wheat is low. They cannot afford it. If 
they were to do so, they would find their accounts 
settled very soon; and it would be in bankruptcy. 
It is the interest of every department to have a 
generous price for the products of labor, and it is 
for the general prosperity of the country, even 
for those who live without labor. Itis the only 
way to advance and to elevate the great masses 
of society. Nothing should more attract the atten- 
tion of statesmen than to form the system of com- 
merce and revenue and trade in such a way as 
greatly to advance the laboring man, both in the 
rewards of labor and in the inducements to diver- 
sify and improve and adorn everything that is a 
product fabricated for the use of man. 

This bill is intended to accomplish that object, 
not by any extravagant rates to allow a margin 
for people to go to sleep upon and get a revenue, 
but that, by close attention to industry and by fair 
application, they shall see that they can control 
the market of their, own country, in spite of the 


| labor and cheap capital of the world; and that 


they have a right to demand from a free Govern- 
ment, if they are a free people. Jt is a singular 
spectacle in the Senate of the United States, with 
our form of Government, to hear arguments made 
and memorials presented here, gotten up in com- 
mercial cities by the agency of foreign producers, 
to distract and divide the producing classes of our 
own country. When I sec a man handing in a 
memorial here, designed and intended to produce 
that effect, I want to address him privately, and 
open ‘up the scerets of this underhand system, 
which is fastening on the minds of even Senators 
of this great Republic. 1 have never yet seen an 
appeal made to Congress from any quarter of this 
country, or any class of producing men in this 
country, saying that their labor was interfered 
with by the productions of labor, however broad, 
that I did not respond to the call to the extent of 
the requisition—the same to protect sugar in Lou- 
isiana as the wool that is grown upon the mount- 
ains of Vermont. I believe the prosperity of this 


| country, in all sections, is bound up in a com- 


mon interest, and that the Government is in tended 
to promote the common prosperity of all. i 
J shall not go over this matter of the probabil- 


| ity of reaching the amount of revenue required 


for the Government by the present rates of duty. 
I will refer to the estimates of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the last year. We got, as he 
thought, an ample allowance for the last three 
quarters of the first year by this tariff, deducting 
one fourth for the diminution of imports. He 
made a statement that the duties under the act of 
1846 amounted to an average of twenty-five per 
cent. upon the importations, and made an allow- 
ance for the diminution of imports on the first 
three quarters, of a farther deduction; and then, 


by the statement he made, the tariff of 1857 had Í 
reduced the duties under the tarif of 1846 about 


one fourth more; leaving it about ninetcen per 


| cent. under the present tariff. Upon that estimate 


I took issue with him at the time when the report 
came in. E said that he had made a mistake, in my 
deliberate judgment. That has given rise, I be- 
lieve, to a discussion every year since. Fie esti- 
mated the receipts for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1859—that is last year—to be $69,500,000; 
and it was not $50,000,000. He missed itby more 


than $19,000,000. Since then he has made more | 


accurate estimates, of course. F ciphered up all 
these duties, and the average duty under the tariff 
of 1846 was about twenty-seven and a half per 
eent.; and the average duty under this bill was 
about fifteen or sixteen percent. I stated at the 


ever was entertained by men. What benefit can 
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time that we got about twenty-five per cent. avhen’ 
the schedules were all alike. I wilt sa they were: 
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twenty-seven per cent. under the tarif of 1846, 


ana Ithink they are fourteen under the présent. 
ill. 
one year that has gone more than six mills, or 
six tenths of one percent.,aboveit. The first’ 
year—1857—there were about $30,000,000 of im- 
ports, before the tariff was reduced ,in warehouse, 
ona portion of which the duties were reduced to 
thirty per cent.; and on the balance, totwelve and 
a half percent. The average that year was four- 


I have taken all the returns, and there is no” 


teen and three tenths per cent.; the next year, 


fourteen and six tenths; and this year fourteen’ 
and fourteen hundredths. It has not varied one 
half of one per cent. from the estimate I made iti 
1857; and yet the Senator from Georgia says that 
I missed it by $8,000,000, in an estimate tor one 
year. The truth was, I made the estimate of what 


| it would be upona five-years importation, and I 


have the statement here. I told him that upon im“ 
portation of the last five years—which he said wag, 
fair, if 1 left out last year—even leaving out the 
last year, which was an exceptional year, and 
many goods went into warehouse, and taking the: 
five years preceding, they have not varied one half 
of one per cent. since the tariff begun. : 

I have said that an importation of $400,000,000 
would give about $56,200,000. The Senator fron] 
Pennsylvania thought it would give $56,500,000. 
Very likely it would vary more than that. L can- 
not pretend to estimate within halfa million; but 
if you take ¢400,000,000 a year—and for one yeat 
there may be over that—there may be a little ex- 
cess when manufacturingis very extensively car- 
ried on, or a great deal more come in free; but it 
would not vary one per cent., I believe, in five 
years. The aggregate amount of imports varies 
according to your ability to pay; and for these 
two years you may be able to pay more than 
usual from the excess that results from the cotton 
crop. 

I had returns made showing the effect of this 
measure on iron and steel. By this bill the duty 
upon stecl is about twenty-two cents, The former 
duty under the tariff of 1846 was twenty per cent. 
Then the present tariff reduced it to fifteen and 
twelve per cent. The importation of steel last 
year was about fourteen thousand tons, and we 
got two hundred and fifty thousand or two hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars. It was said 
that there was Ho steel made here. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] showed me 
a return from nine or ten manufactories, L believe, 
in Pennsylvania, mostly in Pittsburg, giving an 
account of the manufactures in that town, and it 
amounted to fifteen thousand tons more than were. 
imported ina year. I was inquiring about this 
rate of steel with some importers on the avenue, 
and they told me that we had got steel works on 
Staten Island somewhere, called the Damascus 
Stecl Company. I suppose they are all over the 
country. 1 have no doubt we make quite as much 
steel as we haveimported. This steel is entered, 
atthe highestrate of duty, atless than eight cents; 
and at the lowest, it is less than five and a fourth 
cents; abd Ï stopped on the avenue to know what 
was the wholesale market price, and they said fif- 
teen cents. These people can get it very low. 
They do not like a fixed duty. Where itis worth 
more than eleven cents, we get no more thantwo 
cents. It is about twenty per cent. instead of 
twelve and fifteen—an increase, perhaps, of about 
six and a half or seven per cent. —and they have 
made it out to be an inerease upon the duty of 


| two hundred and forty per cent. 


So with the duty on iron. I got the Register of 
the Treasury to give the duties on the amount of 
iron for the last five years. The iron imported 
under the act of 1846, at thirty per cent. dùty— 


| all bar iron imported was subject to that rate of 


duty—paid in_three years about $40,000 more 
duty into the Treasury than atthe duty fixed in 
this bill at fifteen dollars a ton. E had it made up 
in all sorts of ways; ahd it would be less under 
this rate than it was under the twenty-four per 
cent. duty, andas it now is. On the iron imported 


8026 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 15, 


for.the last two years, the present duty would be | 
about $600,000 more than we would get by this 
pill; but under the tariff of 1846, thirty per cent. 
was inore than we got for the last three years. I 
found. one year which seemed to illustrate what 
was.said by the Senator from Virginia about the 
effect of these revulsions upon the business of the 
country, especially upon the iron business. It 
seems in 1854, I think it was, iron was very low, 
and the duties did not amount to fifteen dollars a 
tonjand in that year there was more iron imported 
than has been imported from that year than with-, 
in the last five. There were $15,000,000 worth of 
bar iron imported in that single year. When 
there comes a revulsion in England, they throw 
their stock over upon us, and break business 
down in this country, and we do not get over it 
again in a long while. j 

We mustexpect to endure the revulsions of our 
own country, and they come often enough with- 
out fixing our revenue system so as to prostrate 
us by the revulsions of foreign countries as well 
as our own. That is one great security we shall 
have by specific duties. When iron is lowest, it 
forms a decided barrier to breaking down our mar- 
kets by flooding it. With this ad valorem rate, 
when iron is down, the duties afe only two thirds 
below the ordinary rates; but, when it rises, so 
that you do not want duty at all, in a good time, 
the duties are very high aud very oppressive when 
you do not need any. _ By the specific duties the 
rates act at the right time. Ido not know how 
this table was made up, whether upon examina- 
tion of the results of the former bill or not; but 
they are alittle less than thirty per cent. on the 
prices of iron as it was before. 

Here is a statement of the vast amount of du- 
ties upon cotton goods, The Senator said it was 
intended to put the heaviest duties upon people 
who wore the most goods. On the heaviest goods, 
common brown shectings, that weigh over five 
opnces to the square yard, the duty is a cent a 
square yard, Upon the average the duties on 
brown goods of that kind are from eight to cight 
anda half cents, according to weight. Some weigh 
as high as eight ounces, and reach about eleven 
cents. Others that weigh six ounces would be 
eight and three quarter cents. It is about ten per 
cent.on them, and the rate of duty becomes higher 
ag you get upon finer goods, because the present 
rate is twenty-four per cent. 

But the difficulty with this bill, or any bill, is, 
if you attempt to get more revenue, somebody has 
got to pay it,and most likely foreigners will have 
to pay about half of it; and in the competition | 
with our industry, you will find they are the very 
first people crying out against raising the tariff. 
Why do not the consumers say anything about 
it? We have not had a memorial, from the time 
this bill was presented until to-day, from any con- 
sumer of merchandise, about proposing to raise 
the duties—to my knowledge, not one. They all 
come from importing merchants, or office-holders, 
‘or somebody that gets the profit of everybody 
else's labor and raw material,and wants to use it 
up in his establishment without duty, Ihave not 
seen a memorial from any laboring man in the | 
country, from any pursuit whatever, or from men 
engaged in any of the productive employments of | 
the country. ‘They come from agents of foreign 
manufacturers, got up in New York, and printed 
and sent around to different sections; and most 
of them thatl have seen were signed by men that 
never produced a dollar’s worth of anything in 
their lives, so far as L know them. Ido notknow 
them all. {dare say many of them are able and 
worthy men, ' | 

There ate some men who believe in the fallacy 
that we cannot produce anything in this country 
as cheap as they can do itelsewhere. They have 
no faith in the intelligence and capacity of the 
people of this country for production. I was told | 
y an importer here, wh 
quiries on this subject, that nobody could make 
gteel in this country; that there was only one es- 
tablishment in the United States. I told him it 
was very fortunate that we had one, and that if 
we had ‘one there would very soon be more. E 
have been somewhat familiar with industry for || 
forty years; in fact, 1 can say what very few 
Senators can—{ earned same money in the last | 
century with my own hands; and I have never | 
known a branch of industry commenced in this 
country—unless there was a failure by revulsion 


en l went in to make in- | 


| but it is for three years. 


l of the customs to forbid them adding to the | 


“in 


l casion, for the success of any department of indus- 


| duties, 


—but what was an eminent success. Most of the 
reverses in the enterprises of this country arise 
from the lack of capital, the exorbitant exactions 
of the money-lenders; and unless a man is rich 
enough to go into business without hiring money, 
it is ten chances to one but these harpies will ruin 
him before he is. forty years of age. Give our 
people capital at the rates of interest prevailing 
Europe, and there would be $1,000 in this 
country where there is one dollar now in business. 
It is no lack of skill; it is not because labor is 
more costly. .We give greater wages, but the 
people perform a great deal more work; they are 
more intelligent, more ingenious; they resort to 
more contrivances to save labor and to facilitate 
the processes of construction than any other peo- | 
ple under the light of heaven. It is pretty hard 
to compete with other countries where they get 
capital at two and a half and three per cent. a 
year, and our people give twoand a half and three 
per cent. a month. ‘There is a vast difference in 
a few years. That is the great cause of the 
failure of success of the enterprises of this coun- 
try. I must confess that our folks are disposed 
to go with a little too much steam; but there is 
no lack of sagacity, no lack of handicraft skill or 
of mental endowment or of ability. Ihave never 
seen any of them fail in any pursuit that has 
come under my observation. ‘They are a little 
too much in a hurry, generally. 

If the Government of the United States, how- 
ever, would simply adjust their revenue system, 
go that it would prevent frauds, and adjust it at 
such rates as lo give revenue for an economical 
administration of the Government, there is no oc- 


uy in this country, to have an extravagant duty 
put upon anything. If they are so adjusted as to 
prevent frauds, they will have a twofold effect: it 
will prevent these excessive importations, and 
carry the importing business into the hands of 
American merchants who have a desire to build 
up a reputation for honesty, and the goods to the 
consumers will come ata less price than by dealing 
with these German Jews and tricky men that 
come here and try to cut down honest importers 
and degrade the business. [have no sort of doubt, 
if they were trading with honorable and high- 
minded men, although this duty was alittle more, 
our people would finally get the articles they 
wanted to purchase at a lower rate than they now 
get them. But with the present form of duty, 
there is every inducement in the world to resort 
to falsehood; and wherever there are ad valorem 
duties in any country inthe world, custom-house 
oaths are proverbial for their falsehood. Such is 
the case, and almost all ci 


zed countries in the 
known world resort to specific datics. 

l have the treaty here lately made by the Em- 
peror of the French. When he took off his pro- 
hibitory duties and made this reciprocal arrange- 
ment with England, reducing the duties on ar- 
ticles he received from the lnglish Government 
thirty per eent., he stipulated in the same article 
that au ad valorem rate should continue but six 
months, and that a specific rate should be estab- 
lished in lieu of it, based upon the value of the 
article, after six months. He would not risk the 
industry of his country against competition with 
ad valorem duties, but put them in the form of 
specifics. He would have his men, during that 
time, watch the market, and stipulated that every 
charge defrayed for insurance, &e., on everything 
Innded in the ports of France, should be added to 
the dutiable value when the duty was assessed. 
Hedid notdo as our Government does—have the 
account made up as soon as it is on ship-board, 
and have no freight, no insurance, no commis- 
sion ‘Then they were to be made up into specific 


Now, E have here a table showing receipts upon 
iron for three years, under the thirty per cent. 
duty, under the tariif of 1846; and they corme to 
more than $15 a ton. It is nota six-months rate, 
The regulations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury directed the collectors 


charges as soon as the goods were on ship-board. 
Lheard the Senator from Virginia read the amount | 
of freight upon a ton of this ivon, and he said il | 
amounted to five dollars and some cents. Some- 
body made out a list to prove that the charges 
were more than the present duties on iron or steel 


i 


| want to appeal to Senators upon the 


—I forget which, but I think iron—and he said | 


the freight was something like $5 80.. Now, 
under our regulations, this is not added; that does 
not become a dutiable charge. But if you look at 
this treaty between France and England, you will 
find that every item of expense, from the time it 
is landed in the French port, forms a part of the 
dutiable value. Still, ¢5 80 for a ton of pig iron 
isa sum of considerable magnitude, and would 
add considerably to the cost—about forty per 
cent.—whereas he made it out that charges on a 
ton of bar iron would be more than the duty, 
which was about twenty-four per cent. 

Í know I am talking to unwilling ears; but I 
other side of 
the Chamber as to the effect of this legislation 
upon the public opinion of this country. We 
have been for three years under a system of rev- 
enue that has failed, by the amount of $20,000,000 
a year, to give us the ordinary expenditures in 
time of profound peace. We have failed to ap- 

ropriate money to carry on valuable public build- 
ings and public works for the last year, and even 
this year. The President of the United States, 
when he had a majority in both Houscs of Con- 
gress, stated, in his annual message, that it had 
become perfectly apparent, known of all men, 
that the present tariff would not secure an ade- 
quate revenue; and both he and the Secretary 
deprecated the existence of a national debt for the 
purpose of paying expenses. He repeated that 
recommendation at this session; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, although he disagreed with 
him about the mode of raising revenue, especially 
by specific duties, has indorsed that opinion; de- 
clared the same thing unless his estimates were 
complied with; and they never were, and he never 
expected them to be. He did not estimate for 
public buildings last year, although he recom- 
mended that we should appropriate $2,000,000. I 
say the executive department of the Government, 
and the Representatives of the popular branch of 
the Legislature of the country, have recommended 
a revision of this revenue system, They have 
said: “ We will fund the present floating debt of 


1 2 . 
the country, these Treasury notes, coupling with 


it an increase of the revenues to support the Gov- 
ermment, and prevent us getting into debt and 
raising morc.” ‘The Government first got this 
issue of $20,000,000 under a severe pressure in 
the money market. Before that session was over, 
we were called upon for a loan in order to tund 
these Treasury notes. There was a great objec- 
tion to having a floating debt in the form of Gov- 
ernment paper. I never had so great an objection 
to it assome others; I am a little more of a paper- 
money man; but of all things Government paper 
is the worst form of paper money. In order to 
enable the Government to fund that debt, we 
granted a loan of the same amount. A loan was 
negotiated, and the ‘Preasury notes remained just 
where they were before we authorized a loan to 
be negotiated to redeem them. At that time an 
attempt was made to get an.increase of the rev- 
enuc. This year the funding of that debt still 


| floating and the increase of revenue come here, 


and are now upon our table as one recommenda- 
tion—one recommended to us by the House of 
representatives fresh from the people, elected un- 
der this state of things; and here is a Senate that 
the people cannot reach, that are defeating those 
who come from the people; defeating the wishes 
of those who come fresh from the people, and the 
only other department of the Government that 
was elected by the people. Senators, who hold 
along term of office, are pursuing a course diamet- 
rically opposed to the recommendations of both 
these coérdinate branches of the Legislature of 
the country. Isay it isassuming a great respons- 
ibility. 

I say itis assuming a great responsibility, one 
that i trust the people of this country wil not 
fail to keep in remembrance whenever they get a 
chance at those who are thus, in my deliberate 
opinion, derelict in duty. We are told that there 
is a vast number of memorials against the change. 
Tsay there are none from any class of men con- 
cerned either in prodactiongor consumption, as 
among American citizens, except the office-hold- 
ers nnd the importers; and there isa vast number 
of memorials in favor of such a system, coming 
from all the producing classes of the country; and 
are they to be disregarded? It is well known that 
some of the departments of industry are very se- 
riously depressed even now. The iron interest, 
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Lam told, is. Lknọw tbat iron is very low. How 
cheap it can be manufactured, E do not know. 
The great West are undera system of production 
and exaction that almost paralyzes them. 


and the prices, of their produce are low.: The 


market is rather overstocked, and a diversion of | 


some labor to other pursuits would speedily re- 
lieve their markets. 

`> I will mention one other effect that I think this 
system will produce. 1 think it would check 
slightly the amount of importations; and 1 believe 
we are even now importing more than we can pay 


for without getting further in debt; not that {|} 


think the tables show so; for 1 do not believethey 


exhibit the actual cost of the merchandise that is |! 
entered in the custom-house by more than forty | 


million dollars a year. A small check on the im- 
portations would make a favorable balance of 
trade in the country, would retain more of the 
precious metals, and reduce the rates of interest. 
The rates of interest just now are low enoughin 
the great commercial centers; but take the vast 
amount of indebtedness in the agricultural and 
manufacturing portions of this country, and the 
rates of interest are exorbitantly high even now, 
and there is nothing that will make them perma- 
nently fair but a steady, favorable state of the for- 
eign balances; and a rate of duty that will check 
an excessive importation will do more to relieve 
. the producing classes than even the incidental en- 
couragement afforded in securing the market, 
But the Senator from Virginia had something 
to say about the warehousing system. He said 
it was a very great bencfit in making up a great 
_ commercial center in the country. Sir, ofall the 
misfortunes of the country, I think its having 
such an overshadowing commercial center is one 
of the greatest. I would prefer that the foreign 
trade should be distributed about among the sev- 
eral cities of this country. 1 do not want any of 
these overshadowing commercial centers to con- 
trol the business of all the commercial cities in the 
Union. 1 have no wish to retard the prosperity 
of any city; I want them all to prosper, but I do 
not believe itis wise, in a republican form of gov- 
ernment, to build up great commercial centers, or 
centers of any other kind. I do not want any 
great governmental centers. _ I would like to have 
things more on a good many pivots. This ware- 
housing system is nothing more nor less than a 
scheme of trusting people for duties, without in- 
terest. Just as much as would be lost to import- 
ers, by paying the duties in a month, is now lost 
to the United States, by waiting upon them with- 
out interest for ayear. That is the whole of it. 
They can leave their goods in warehouse as long 
as they please, under this bill, ifthey pay the du- 
ties. I have no objection to letting them age their 
brandies in warehouses, if they wantto do so; but 
make them pay the duties. 
thom a reasonable time for reéxportation, 1f they 


want it; let them enter the goods for reéxporta: | 


tion if they chouse, but do notict thementer brar- 
dies and liquors of all kinds, and age them, and 
get them ready for market at the expense of this 
Government. | do not know why we should do 
it. 1 should like the Government to give me cap- 
ital enough to carry on my business, and wait 
without interest. i think I could get along a great 


deal easier, if | was in business, than if 1 had to | 


pay interest. Ifthe importers Dad to pay the du- 
ties promptly, we know it would increase the cost 
df the article. Weare hiring money all the ume, 
and giving six percent, on It, payable on demand. 
We have a floating debt, which is liable to come 
into the Treasury at any ume. Wheu an im- 
porter owes the Government $10,600 å uty, he goes 
and buys a‘l'rcasury note, a 
et-book, drawing interest on it, and his goods lie 
in warehouse without his paying the dutics, witb- 
out his paying interest, until he can get a chance 
to sell them; and if itis a year, he gets $600 out 


of the Treasury, while we have been waiting on |, 


him. If there is any good policy in thai, it is 
morethan I can conceive. Thatisabout the whole 
objection there is to continuing the warchouse 
system, with a credit for the duties. If I did 
nothing else, | would say that after a reasonable 
time, if the goods remain In warehouse, they 
should be on mterest. 

I shall not go into the various objections that 
the Senator from Virginia urged. I have looked 
aver this little bit of cross-questioning that we had 


t They | 
have got in debt more than they should have done, | 


Yam willing to give jj 


nd pats it in his pock- | 


|| here last year between the Senator from Georgia 
4 and myself, and I find that I asked him then, 
Ii when he talked about getting $56,000,000, what 
j| was the basis of importations on which be made 
ii that calculation; and he said $350,000,000. I told 
‘i him he could not get it. We have imported 
iL within $12,000,000 of that amount; but we have 
|| not got within $7,000,000 of the duties that he 
estimated, I said then the average rate was about 
fourteen per cent. He estimated it at something 
over sixteen. It turns out to be fourteen. 

“J will not detain the Senate longer, as I suppose 
they are desirous of having a vote on the post- 
ponement of this bill; but if the Senator from | 
Virginia were here, I would make a proposition 
to lay over the final vote until to-morrow morn- | 
ing; and then, if the other House should happen 
to send us our loan bill in any way amended, we 
could take the choice of the propositions. 1 do 
|i not know that they will; but I see no immediate 
haste for postponing this measure. If there isa 
majority for postponing it, that majority will man- 
ifest itsclf at any time when the vote is taken. 
Unless somebody wants to make some further 
argument on it, it seems to me that we might as 
well go on with other business now, and postpone 
the consideration of this question until to-mor- | 
row. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MALLORY 
in the chair.) The question is on the motion to 
postpone. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have no disposition to detain | 
the Senate further on this subject. My impres- | 
sion is that we ought net to vote on the subject 
in such a thin Senate. My expectation was that | 
we should fix a time to vote. i 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the vote is taken, 

I wish simply to make one remark. If F thought | 
that the tariff act of 1846 could be substituted tor | 
the bill which has been presented from the Flouse | 


ponement, because I believe that sufficient revenue | 


should be raised to defray the expenses of the j 


for such a tariff as will raise such an amount of | 
revenue. F cannot, however, vote for tbe bill of | 
the House of Representatives. I shall vote for į 
the postponement, believing that there will be no | 
chance of substituting the tariff of 1846 for that | 
presented from the House, or for perfecting, at 
the present session of Congress, any tariff act that | 
would be acceptable to the country. 
The Seerctary proceeded to call the roll on the | 
motion to postpone. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have paired off on this 
| question with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
lyerson.}] l should vote against postponing. 

Mr. DURKEE. I have paired off with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bexsamin.] 

Mr. FITCH. 1 have paired off on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. CoL- 
Lawr) Who is detained from the Senate by jll- 
n 


Mr. GRIMES. On thisquestion I have paired 
| of with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. | 
Llannonn,] whoisuccessarity called away. Were | 
I not paired, E should vote in the negative. | 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 23; 


at 
as follow 


of Representatives, I would vote against this post- | 


1 
4 vy E | 
Government, and I am wilingatany time to vote || 
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So the farther consideration of the bill was 
postponed to the second -Monday of December 
neXt. 

Mr. HARLAN subsequently said; On the mo- 
tion to postpone the tariff bul, } had agreed to 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi, { Mr. 
Brown,} avd voted inadvertently. L ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate io withdraw that 
vote. Jı does notaffect the result, [Agreed !”’] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Chair hears 
no objection, and permission is given to the Sen- 
ator from lowa to withdraw his vote. 
| ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now renew my motion for 
a conference on the Army appropriation bill, I 
move that we insist on our amendments to which 


the Flouse has disagreed, non-concur in the House - 
-amendments to our amendments, and ask for a 


conference on the disagreeing votes of the two: 
Houses. : 
Mr. TRUMBULL: I trust that the Senate 
will not agree to idsist upon its amendments with- 
outconsidering whatthe House of Représentatives 
has done. I find, on looking at the proceedings 
in the House, thatit has agreed to a portion of the 
amendments made by the Senate without amend- 


| ment, and several of the amendments made by. the 


Senate the House hasagreed-to withamendments, 
and to quite a number of the amendments made 
by the Senate the House has refused to agree. 
Now, sir, I am opposed to that species of legis- 
lation by which we turn over our legitimate du- 
ties to a committee of conference of two or three 
men of each House; and that will be the result 
of the motion which the Senator from Virginia 
has made, He proposes that, in the lump, we 
adhere to all our action, without knowing what 
the House has done. What does the Senate know 
in regard to these amendments which the House 
has agreed to with amendments? . What propri- 
ety, Lask, is there in the Senate resolving here 


| that we will adhere to the bill as we passed it, 


without considering at all what the House has 
done? Quite anumber of these amendments have 
been amended in the other House; and I ask, is 


it respectful to the other House, is it respectful: 


to ourselves, to resolve that we will adhere to this 
bill as we passed it, in utter disregard of what the 
House has done? i i 

It may be that some of our amendments have 
been improved by the action of the House. At 
any rate, itis our duty to considerand know what 
the House has done; but the result of the motion 
of the Senator from Virginia is to turn over the 
bill to a committee of conference. Then what 


| does that committee of conference, composed of 


three men selected from this body and three from 
the other, do? They get together and patch up a 
bill to suit themselves, and then it is broughtinto 
the different branches of Congress, and we are 
required to vote for that report of the committee 
of conference or lose the appropriation bill. That 
pressure is put upon us, and we are told here, 
“you must adopt the report of the committee of 
conference’’—a report that we have never seen; 
probably these amendments modified and changed 
in a hundred different ways; and we are to take 
itas these half dozen men fix it up for us, or else 
the-appropriation bill is to be lost; and it is under 
that pressure that the most objectionable legisla- 
tion that has ever taken place has occurred. 

Now, sir, we have time enough to examine this 
bill. Monday next is not the 3d day of March, 
when the terms of the members of Congress ex- 
pire under the Constitution. We may prolong 
the session, if it be necessary, to consider these 
amendments; and I insist that we act upon the 
amendments. Ido not care to have distinct votes 
upon the amendments of the Senate to which the 
House has disagreed. There may be no pro- 
priety in doing that, but there is a very great 

ropriety in considering the amendments which 
hav beén amended in the House; and I suppose 
that I have aright to call for the reading of the 
action of the House upon this bill, I make that 
call: that the Secretary report to the Senate what 
the amendments are which the House has made 
to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzrar- 
nick in the chair.) The Chair will order the 
controlling the motion of the Senator from 
lUinois to be read. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator chooses to 
have the amendments read, he can have them 
read; but my motion is an entire thing, and the 
sense of the Senate must be taken upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments will be read. g i 

Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose, if at any time 
the House disagree to an amendment of ours, it 
is in order for any Senator to move to concur 
with the House; and how can you do that with- 
out taking scparate votes? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1t will be time cnough, after 
they are read, to raise the question, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the amendments. 

The Secretary read the first amendment of the 
Senate, in which the House non-coneurred, which 
was, in the clause making an appropriation for 


3028 _ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 15, 


the ‘regular supplies of the quartermaster’s de- 
partment, to strike out $1,580,000,” and insert 
$1,440,000.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . I ask the Secretary to 
read that amendment again. J understand that 
the Senate raisèd the amount appropriated for 
this purpose $500,000, and that the House has 
now. agreed to that with an amendment. 

The Secrerary. It is an increase of $140,000. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The House has increased 
upon the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. 
House bill $140,000. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, what is the action 
of the House on that? 

The Secretary. To non-coneur. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the the Sen- 
ate agree to this action of the House. 

Mr. HUNTER. Youcannotdo that until you 
vote down my motion. My motion isan entirety. 
I move that we insist, and ask for a conference. 
If the Senate vote down that motion, of course, 
then, the amendments come up, one by one, and 
the Senator can make his motion. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is wrong. This question docs not assume 
thatprivilege. Because his motion was first made, 
itis hot to be first put. ‘Phe rule as to the order 
in which these motions are to be put is clear: 
first to agree, second to disagree, third to recede, 
fourth to tusist, and fifth to adhere. Now, the 
motion of the Senator from Virgmia is a motion 
toinsist; but the very first motion, parliamentarily, 
is a motion lo agree or disagree. 

Mr. HUNTER, That is all true, if the Sen- 
ator makes a motion as an entirety to recede from 
all that the House disagree to, because that motion 
is first in order which would soonest put an end 
to the dispute between the two Houses; but the 
motion, as the Senator from {llinois puts it, does 
not effect that object, for it is upon a single amend- 
ment. Now, tl propose to insist upon all the 
amendments, and ask for a conference. He does 
not supersede my motion by separating the amend- 
ments; for otherwise it would be equivalent to 
saying I could not make the motion; butif he 
chooses to move that we recede fromall our amend- 
ments to which the House disagreed, that would 
supersede my motion, because it would end the 
dispute between the two Houses, and that is the 
reason of the priority which is given to these 
motions, 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is the very thing which 
cannot be done. You cannot group a class of 
amendments together and move to concur in them 
all, because they are distinct. You can do it, I 
kuew, by the universal consent of the Senate. 
Avytbing can be done, 1 believe, but to create a 
world, by the universal consent of the Senate; but 
you cannot make a motion to take a class of 
amendments and adopt them altogether. Now, 
the Senator from Hlinois moves that weagree with 
the House: that is the motion; he puts it so; but 
to get at that motion you must have a distinct 
question taken upon every disagreeing vote. Now, 
those first in order will be where the House have 
agreed to an amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment. I understand the Senator from Hli- 
nois to desire to go no farther; and L believe there 
are but two such amendments. [ do not sce any 
necessity for going over amendments upon which 
we have onee voted; but it doés secem to mé that 
there is very great good sense in the proposition 
submitted by the Senator from Iiinois in taking 
up those amendments which the House has 
amended, and seeing if we cannot, in the Senate, 
agree with the House. When we fail to agree 
with the House, it will be ample time to send the 
bill to a committee of conference on those disa- 
greeing votes. Where amendments have been 
made, it seemsto me the Senate ought to vote upon 
them. 
our steps on all the other amendments, 


The Senate increased the 


I think 


that would be useless; it would only be confirm- | 


ing what we have already done; but here is a new 
proposition. 
ments adopted in the House are; but they may 
be of such a character as to commend themselves 
to our judgments as an improvement. It may be 


that we should desire them in the very shape the | 


House has proposed them. Atailevents, it seems 


to me, onsuch adisagrecing vote, wherean amend- | 
ment is presented to us, we ought to have the | 


action of the Senate, and not send it to a commit- 


. H 
} would not desire to go over and retrace 


We do not know what the amend- į 


tee of conference, which supersedes the Senate, 


‘and becomes the legislative body of the country. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. i should like to suggest 
to my colleague that this is not the case that he 
supposes. Jt is not a case where there is an 
amendment to our ameidment. Weamended the 
original bill of the House, and they refuse to con- 
cur in the amendment that we make. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Bat they have amended some 
of our amendments. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But not the one on which 
this motion is made. This is not one of those 
cases. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I do not care for a 
separate vote on this amendment. Iain willing 
that the vote shall be taken generally on the 
amendments which stand as the Senate passed 
them, but Iam not willing that those amendments 
which had been amended by the House should 
be taken in gross. Iam utterly astonished at the 
proposition made by the Senator from Virginia, 
that we are to vote en masse; that we have no right 
to call for a division. Was ever a proposition so 
monstrousasthat presented in alegislative assem- 
bly before? A practice has grown up here— 
abominable, I may say—by which the legitimate 
duty devolving upon the whole body is turned 
over to a conimittee of conference. It is bad 
enough that we do it by general consent. Here 
are more than fiftyamendments to this bill. Now, 
suppose the Fouscof Representatives hasamended 
every one of them: am Ito be told here, as a mem- 
ber of this body, that I have no right to consider 
them at all; that they are bound to go to a com- 
mittee of conference; and that we have no right 
to ask to consider the action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives upon a bill which we have sentthem, 
and to determine whether we will recede or not? 
1 know, sir, that by consent—by unanimous con- 
sent—and under the pressure that is brought to 
bear at the close of the session, we have turned 
over our legitimate duty to committees of confer- 
ence; but I never supposed that the Senator from 
Virginia would contend seriously for such a prop- 
osition as this, that he has aright to put the mo- 
tion to adhere to all the amendments and disagre 
entirely with the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in a lump, without consideration, and 
force n vote upon, them, without allowing the 
members of the body even to understand what the 
amendments are. | trust, sir, that no such rule 
will ever obtain in this body. In regard to the 
particular amendment under consideration, if it 
has not been amended in the House, but stands 
asit left the Senate, I do not call for a separate 
vote on it. Tam willing that the vote shall be 
taken upon insisting on all such amendments, but 
I do insist that we shall consider the amendments 
which the House has made to our amendments, 
and know what they are. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator has admitted 
himself that hig first proposition is wrong, and 
has withdrawn it. Now, sir, the reasoning of the 
Senator from Maine on this question of order is 
a mere reasoning upon the propriety of consider- 
ing business. He has as much right, if he can 
divide, to call fora division on those amendments 
which we have passed here, and which were not 
amended in the House, as upon the other; but 
the Senator thinks not on those. Why? Be- 
cause he does not want to consider them; but he 
thinks 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to say to the 
Senator that I do not think any such thing. I 
have the right to demand a separate vote on each 
one; but I say, asone individual, 1 do not demand 
it. Lam willing, by consent, to waive it; but I do 
insist that I have the right, -of which the Senate 
cannot deprive any member of this body, to de- 


mand, at any time, a sepearate vote on each | 


amendment. 
Mr. HUNTER. That was not the reasoning 
on which the Senator was supported. The rea- 


| soning upon which he was supported was that 


there was a propriety in having a separate vote 
on one set of ibe amendments and not upon the 
other. Now, sir, if it isa rule of order, it applies 
as much to one as to the other; but, in truth, the 
ruleof order does not apply to either. A motion 
to insist en masse and ask for a committee of con- 


ference, is essential, in order to carry obusiness | 


with dispatch. There may be cases where the 
Senate may not think it proper todo so. The 
differences may be of such a nature that they may 


ii 
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choose to consider them separately; and if sò, a 
majority may vote down such a motion as I have 
now made; but I insist that, in order to dispatch 
ublic business, it must be in the power of a major- 
ity, if they choose, to refer this whole matter to 
a committee of conference. If the Senator had 
asked originally to confine his proposition to thosé 
amendments which the House has amended, as 
there are not many of them, sooner than have any. 
controversy with him, I should be willing, so far, 
as I was concerned, to consider those few amend- 
ments to which the House had made amendments; 
but he did not do so. He raised his question of 
order upon the right to ask for a commitice of 
conference on the amendments as an entirety, and 
he insisted as much upon the one as the other. 
Suppose we were to take them up now and debate 
them all over again: when should we end the mat- 
ter? If we intend to prolong this session, and 
choose to give a weck more to the military ap- 
ropriation bill, we might get through with its 
But it seems to be obvoius that there are times 
when Congress may find it necessary to dispatch 
the business with more rapidity; and when that 
is the case, the majority has a’right to refer the 
whole toa committee of conference; but, so far 
as this matter is concerened, as there are not 
many, I am willing to take a separate vote upon 
those amendments to which the House has made 
amendments, if that will end the €ontroversy; for 
I am anxious, if we can, to terminate the session. 

Mr. KING. Isuppose there is no doubt of 
the right of any member of the Senate to call for 
a division of any of these questions where the 
propositions are independent and stand by them- 
sclves,nomatterhow many may be included inthe 
motion. I suppose no rule of parliamentary law 
is clearer, and it is universal. Before the amend- 
ments are read, I am not going to give my assent 
to grouping them all together. Lam willing to hear 
them all, and then, if there isany one upon which 
I want a separate vote, I shall insist upon my 
right to ask it. 

Mr. PUGH. I care very little about this mat- 
ter, except for the extraordinary proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia, which puts an end 
to the character of the Senate as a legislative 
body. Every one of these amendments is a sep- 
arate proposition, and it requires the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to take any two of them 
together, precisely as.when the bill came out from 
Committee of the Whole Senate. Every one of 
them is separate; we can insist upon each one; we 
can amend each of them; we can recede from each 
ofthem. They are separate; and instead of the 
Semator’s having the power here by a majority to 
call upon us to vote for halfa dozen propositions, 
or fifty, I say he cannot group any two of them 
without the consent of every Senator, nor can he 
make a motion to commit half a dozen proposi- 
tions to a committce; and a conference is nothing 
but a committee. Ican move to commit a biil; 
but itis only a motion germane to the bill, just 
as if I had moved to lay on the table. A con- 
ference is nothing but a committee. ` 

Now, sir, l agree that, for dispatch of business, 
we may waive this; but rules of order or the rights 
of Senators are not to be set aside, whether it be 
the last day of the session or the first day. lagree, 
for one, that if any Senator deems it material to 
cali for a separate vote on any one of the amend- 
ments, he has a right to do it; and ail the rest of 
the Senate together cannot deprive him of it, uns 
less you disfranchise him as a Senator. Individ- 
ually, I do not care about a separate vote on this 
oceasion; and I would not have said a word but 
for the extraordinary proposition made by the 
chairman of the Finance Committec, which in 
effect disfranchises every Senator on this floor. 
I say I do not care about a separate vote in this 
case; but if the Senator from Illinois wants a scp- 
arate vote on any of the amendments, I insist that - 
he alone is the judge whether he will call for it 
or not. 

Mr. GRIMES. I apprehend, sir, that if we 
proceeded with this bill, we should get through 
with it whilst gentlemen are discussing this ques- 
tion of order. On reference to the bill, it will be 
observed that, although there are nominally fifty- 
three amendments, there are very few of them 
material; they are generally in relation to the for- 
tifications, which have since been embraced in a 
different bill. If we take them up seriatim, we 
can get through in haifan hour. 
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rick.) Will the Senator from Hingis restate his 
question ? : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The only thing which I 
desire is separate action upon our amendments 
which have been amended in the House. That 
is the only thing upon which I desire a separate 
yote; and I insist upon my right to have it on 
every one, although the Senator from Virginia 
seems to think that I waived it. E waived no such 
thing. 1 think there never was a proposition pre- 
sented in the Senate so monstrous as that pre- 
sented by the chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee to-night; that he had a right to demand, by 
a majority vote here, that fifty-odd amendments 
should go to a committee of conference without 
consideration, and without knowing what the 
House had done. Now, what I wish to know 
is, what the House has done in regard to our 
amendments; and if 1 am not driven by the ex- 
traordinary action of the Senator from Virginia 
to pursue a different course, I am willing that we 
shall take up first those amendments which the 
House has amended and act upon them sepa- 
rately; and then J shall be willing for myself that 
we act upon the others by one vote. [‘* Very 
well.”” 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 agree to that, to save time, 
without waiving the right of a majority to insist 
upon the whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seercta 
will read the amendments indicated by the Sg 
tor from Illinois. 

The Sucnerary. The House has conchrred 
in the fourth amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment, The fourth amendment of the Sen- 
ate is to increase from $300,000 to $593,882 60, 
the appropriation for “ constructing barracks and 
other buildings at posts which it may be necessary 
to occupy during the year; for repairing, altering, 
and enlarging buildings at established posts, in- 
eluding hire or commutation of quarters for officers 
on military duty, hire of quarters for troops, of 
storehouses for keeping military stores, of grounds 
for summer cantonments for temporary frontier 
stations, including $15,000 for the purchase of 
stores.” 

The House amendment to this amendment, is 

. to strike out the amendment of the Senate, and 
insert in heu thereof: | 
` Three hundred and fitty-nine thousand three hundred and 
fifty-one dolars and fitty-four cents to be expended, as 
follows: 

For rents, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military duty, hire of quarters for troops, of 
storehouses for the safe-keeping of military stores, of 
grounds for summer cantonments for temporary frontier 
Stations; and $508 87 to be paid as back rent for the site of 
Fort Davis, Texas, $101,250. 

For repairing, altering, and enlarging 
Hshed military posts, 


$105,547. 
For constructing barracks and other buildings at the fol- 
lowing posts, to wit: 


-< At Barrancas barracks, Key West, and 
in the department of the East, $23,578 50. 

‘In the department of the West; at Fort Ke 
at Fort Ridgely, $2,000; at Fort Randall, $ 

In the department of Texas: at Camp Stockton, 000; 
at Fort Chadbourne, $2,64 ; at Camp Colorado, 31,000 ; 
at Fort Davis, $5,000; at Port Clark, $10,000; at Camp 
Cooper, for repairs, $16,000; at Fort Arbuckle, $3,990. 

Yn the department of New Mexico: at Fort Marey, $3,500 ; 
at Camp Burgwin, $1,400; at Fort Defiance, or such other 
post as may be selected in lieu thereof, $7,000. 

In the department of California: at Benecia barracks, 
$306 75; at the Presidio of San Francisco, $11,500; at Fort | 


Weller, $12,200. 
In the department of Oregon: at Fort Walla Walla, 


$10,000 ; at Fort Vancouver, $7,673. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Sen- | 
ator from Illinois insist upon a separate vote on 
the amendment which has been just read? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This shows the import- 
ance of seeing what the House has done, Here 
is an appropriation of money for specific objects, 
amounting to sever é 
from the reading of it, the first knowledge of which | 
the Senate has had is from reading the amend- 
ment, and we were about to act upon it and vote 
without ever having it printed or read, or know- | 
ing anything about it. Now, sir, I do not know 
whether these amendments are right or not. I 
should want some information from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, or some other committee 
of this body that has investigated these subjects, 
to know whether the appropriations are proper 
for these specific works, and surely the Senate 
ought not to act upon a question of that character 


buildings. at estab- 


Fort Mackinaw, 


arny, 310,000 ; 
706 16. 
£2 


al hundred thousand dollars j: 


concurring in thatamendment of the House unless 
I had some information in regard to it, and I make 
the motion that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Secretary read the next amendment of the 
Senate, in which the House had concurred, with 
an amendment, being the eighth amendment of 
the Senate; which was to insert: 

For reconstructing the stables at Carlisle barracks, $8,050. 

The House amendmentis to strike out “eight,” 
and insert “‘ four;’’ so as to make the appropria- 
tion $4,050. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a reduction, and 
I trust we shall concur with the House. I make 
the motion that the Senate concur in this amend- 
ment of the House. 

Mr. DAVIS. I waited until the first amend- 
ment was completed, in the hope that the Senator 
from Ilinois would see how great an error he had 
fallen into. He insists upon considering the 
amendments of the House separately. 
were an original proposition; if we were now about 


edge, as the Senator alleges in his own case, which 
the Senate had of it, then there might be some- 
thing in the objection. Butitis to be remembered 
that the Scnate have acted on all these cases, and 
they are to be presumed to have had some inform- 
ation before they sent the bill to the House. If 
the House had other information, it seems to me 
that the only way we could arrive at the facts on 
which the House made the amendment, if they 
are not patent, is to go into a conference with them, 
and there learn what reasons have actuated their 
proceedings. I waited to hear what would be said 
on the amendment in which the Senate has just 
non-concurred. I heard, among the things which 
were retained, an object which was estimated for, 
but which subsequent events have shown us will 
probably require no appropriation at all. The 
Senate. had wiscly left this matter to the execu- 
| tive branch of the Government. They had given 
an amount of money, based upon estimates in de- 
tail. These estimates were made, so far as they 
could be foreseen, to meet the contingencies of 
service. It was then supposed that we should 
have to maintain a garrison at Camp Cooper, and 
an estimate was made on that basis; but the Sen- 
ate did not attempt to tie the appropriation down 
to the particular locality, foresecing, as every de- 
liberative body should have foreseen, that, if the 
garrison was moved from that point, it would en- 
fail expenditure somewhere else, and that the Gov- 
ernment was not to be crippled in its movements 
by appropriating money for a specific point, but 
wisely appropriate it for one great object—the 
public defense. Since the time that estimate was 
made, since that item was incorporated in a gen- 
eral sum, it has been found probably unnecessary 
to occupy that post longer as a garrison, and we 
have been notified that that amount would prob- 
ably not be required to be expended; yet that is 
reserved, whilst the whole sum is reduced. That 
is reserved as one of the cherished items, and sent 
back enumerated here for appropriation. Now 
they propose to reduce the appropriation for the 
reconstruction of the stable, which has been re- 
| cently been destroyed by fire, one half; that is to 
| say, one half the sum of the estimate, which in- 
eluded all the material on hand, was found to be 
| necessary to reconstruct the stable. The effect 
will be to put up the walls, perhaps, and leave it 
withoutany covering to protect it, 


the whole appropriation. If you choose to have 


itup, not cke itoutin two years of appropriation, 
increasing the final cxpenditure; ‘allowing the 
work done in one year te go more or less out of 
repair before another appropriation comes to com- 
plete it; as it were, to put a roof on it and pat 
| stalls into it, so that it can be occupied. The 
| House of Representatives are wrong, palpably 
wrong. They should either have stricken out 
the $8,050, or they should have left itin. If they 
do not want the stable, they should strike out the 
yhole appropriation. If they do want the stable, 
they should give the amount of the esimate. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senate appropriated 
the amount of the estimate, $8,050, and the House 
has cut it down to $4,050. My friend from Hli- 


without some information. I should vote against 


nois moves to concur with the amendment of the 


if you choose | 
to have no stable at Carlisle barracks, strike out | 


| one at all, make an appropriation adequate to put | 


If this || 


to make appropriations; if this was the first knowl- | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzrar- | 


| edge with the Senate of what i 


| use to which it is to be applied. 


House. He can only do so, of course, upon in- 


formation and knowledge of the facts; and I should 
like to ask him what knowledge he has upon 
which he makes the motion?” aos 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall be very happy to 
answer both the Senator from Maine ae the 
Senator from Mississippi.. 1 believe the expendi- 
tures of this Government aré doubleawhat they. 
ought to be. I know that they have, been more 
than doubled in the last eight years, The ex- 
penses now are twice what they used to be. The 
expenses of your Army are more than the expend- 


| itures of the whole Government were some thirty 


years ago. Whenever two bodies of equal inté 
ligence report to me two different sums for a spe- 


| cific work, about which I have no particular 


knowledge, I vote for the lesser sum. That is 
the principle upon which Lact. Ihave as much 
confidence in the House of Representatives, and 
in the committees of the House of. Representa» 
tives, about this matter, as I have in the commit- 
tees of the Senate. I know that the House is 
making a struggle to reduce the extravagant and 
profligate expenditures of the Government; I 
know that the Senate has added millions upon 
millions to the appropriation bills beyond what 
the House believed to be necessary; and when I 
find that for a specific object the Senate has made 
an appropriation of $8,000, which the House on 
consideration has refused to agree to, and has re- 
duced to $4,000, 1 prefer, unless some reason is 
given why the $4,000 is not enough, to take the 
smaller sum. That is satisfactory to me, though 
it may not be to the Senator from Maine. 

That is the reason why I am for concurring 
with the House in regard to this amendment. We 
have received no information except general dec- 
Jamation. The Senator from Mississippi tells us 
that if we want to put up the walls and leave the 
building uncovered, perhaps $4,000 will do. Does 
not the Senator know that $4,000 will build a sta- 
ble and inclose it? Must it necessarily cost 
$8,000? I pretend to no specific knowledge about 
it. I base my actiowupon the action of the [louse 
of Representatives, which has considered our 
amendment, and, for reasons satisfactory to itself, 
reduced the amount—a body having equal knowl- 
s a necessary ap- 
propriation for this purpose. I know very well 
that $4,000 will build a stable, inclose it, and put 
aroofon it. I know that $8,000 would build a 
more extravagant one. I know that, $500,000 
would build a custom-house at Charleston that 
would answer all the purposes of the Govern- 
ment. I know that the Government has under- 
taken to build one which is, to cost $4,000,000, 
which 1 think a very extravagant and wasteful 


expenditure of money; and unless some reason is 
given other than that $4,000 will only put up the 


walls and leave the building uncovered, I think 


| we had better adopt the amendment of the House. 


Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Ilinois in- 
forms us that he has no information on the sub- 
ject; and I believe it. He says the House has the 
same amount, and they exhibit it in the amend- 
ment. He says, however, that whenever two 
sums are presented, he votes for thesmaller, That ` 
is to say, his principle is measured by dollars and 
cents; and even his history does not sustain him 
in that. He just moved to non-concur in an 
amendment where the sum was reduced. L can- 
not follow such devious winding as this. I gave 
him the information that the estimate had. been 
sent here showing what the amount was. If he 
will look at it, he will find the brick, the nails, 
everything specified by items, and the prices set 
opposite to cach. Now, if the Senator wanted 
to reduce the price, he sbould have shown that 
the market was going to fall, or that he could buy 
the bricks and nails and plank cheaper than: the 
estimate of the Quartermaster General. He -talles 
about building a stable of finer finish and more 
splendid than another. That is not tie question; 
itisa question of size—size determined by the 
If he had gone 
to the estimate for his information, and announced 
that brick were to be got cheaper, or that it re- 
quired fewer brick; that it required fewer nails; 
or that nails were to be got cheaper; or that it 
would take less plank than was proposed in the 
estimate, there might have been something in it; 
but this vague declamation about increased ex- 
penditures, and about economy, by a man who 
does not pretend to lay his finger on an item, or 
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when He does, cannot vindicate his objection, is 
the emptiest declamation upon which the Senate 
was ever harangued. He sclects a little item, the 
estimates for which are before the body, which 
he had only to read to know how every cent was 
to. be appropriated, and announces, as a great 
measure of economy, that here is a proposition 
to take a smaller sum than that estimated for by 
specific items, and he considers it proper, as a 
legislator, to adopt the smaller sum. Then, why 
not strike it all out? A particular thing is asked 
for; a specific estimate is sent in to cover it. If 
the estimate is rejected in half, why not reject it 
in whole?) Examination of the facts on which it 
rests may have been made by the House; they 
may have chosen to reduce the cavalry depot to 
one half, and therefore to require one half that 
amount of stable. If that be the reason on which 
the House acted, the Senate can only learn it by 
conferring with them through an appropriate com- 
mittee. The Senator from Virginia made the 
proper motion—the motion which would enable 
the Senate to proceed rapidly to the execution ot 
its purpose—to learn from the House why it had 
objected to the amendments the Senate had made. 
Then it would be for the Senate to decide, after 
they received the information through their com- 
mittee of conference, as to the final action on the 
proposition. 

The motion toconcur in the amendment of the 
House was not agreed to. 

The Secretary read the fifty-second amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

wind be it further enacted, Thateach candidate, when ad- 
mitted into the Military Academy as a eadet, under the 

ualifications now required, who shall make application 
or advancement to a class that has passed through the 
course of study prescribed tor the first, the first two, or first 
three years, and who, upon examination by the academic 
board, shall be found proficient in the academic course pre- 
scribed for the first, the first two, or the first three years, 
may bo advanced to such class, 

The House amendment was to strike out all 
after: the word ‘enacted,’ and in lieu thereof in- 
sert: 3 * 

That the term of study of eadets in the Military Academy 
at, West Point shall be four years, and no more. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate do not 
concur in the amendment. 

‘The motion was agreed to—aycs twenty-five, 
noes not counted; and the House amendment was 
non-coneurred in. 

The Secretary read the fifty-third amendment 
of the Senate, which wag to add to the bill as an 
additional section: 

“And be it further enacted, That the lotof land in the city 
of San Antouio, Texas, donated to the United Suites on the 
Sth day of March, 1857, as a site foran arsenal and barracks, 
but tor which ft has been found to be unsuitable, be, and 
the same is, reconveyed to the said city of San Antonio, 

The amendment of the House was to strike 
out the word ‘donate, and insert “given.” 

Mr. PEARCE. I move that the Senate con- 
cur in that amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. Our amendments, to which 
the House made amendments, having been dis- 
posed of; I now move that the Senate insist on 
their other amendments, including those which 
they have already determined to insist upon; and 
ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the Houses 

Mr. RICE, I desire to ask whether the Sen- 
ate has taken action on the sixth amendment, in 
which the House did not concur? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
formed that it was an amendment to which the 
House disagreed. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis included in my motion. 

Mr. RICE. Iam satisfied. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committec of 
conference on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Pearce, Mr. Davis, and Mr. Foor, were ap- 
pointed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr, PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill ŒH. R. No. 215) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861, submitted the 
following report, which was read: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


The Chair is in- 


the two Houses, on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
215) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1861, baving met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recomend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: ; 

That the Senate recede from the following amendments, 
namely : second, ninth, tenth, eleventh, twelfth, thirtcenth, 
fourteenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, 
nineteenth, twentieth, twenty-first, twenty-second,twenty- 
third, twenty-fourth, twenty-fifth, twenty-seventh, twen- 
ty-eighth, twenty-ninth, thirtieth, thirty-first, thirty-secoud, 
thirty-third, thirty-fourth, thirty-fifth, thitty-sixth, thirty- 
seventh, thirty-cighth, thirty-ninth, fortieth, forty first, for- 
ty-second, forty-third, forty-fourth, forty-firth, forty-sixth, 
forty-seventh, forty-eight, forty-ninth, fiftieth, fitty-first, 
fifty-second, fifty-third, filty-fourth, fifty-filth,filty-seventh, 
fifty-eighth, fifty-ninth, ieth, sixty-first, sixty-second, 
sixty-third, sixty-fourth, sixty-fitth, sixty-sixth, sixty-sev- 
enth, sixty-eighth, seventicth, seventy-first, eighty-second, 
eighty-tlird, and ninety-sccond. 

‘Tat the House reece from their disagreement to the 
following amendments, and agree to the same, namely: 
seventy-ninth, eighteth, cighty-first, and eighty-fifli. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to the 
sixty-ninth amendment, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: Strike out all after the word 
“month,” in line four, page 17, to and including the word 
& superintendents,” in line twenty-six, on same page. 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House to 
the seventy-cigbth amendment of the Senate. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement of the 
amendment of the House to the Senate’s ninety-first amend- 
ment, and agree to said House amendment with au amend- 
ment, as follows: Strike out from said House amendment 
the words * for the extinguishment of their title to lands in 
the region around Pike’s Peak.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
seventy-fourth amendinent, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: Strike out said seventy-fourth 
amendment, and in lieu thercof insert the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay settlers for 
their improvements ou lands situated within the general 
re vations at Puget Sound, the value of which shall be 
ascertained. under the direction of the said Secretary, 
$9,000, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 


cighty-fourth amendment, and agree to the same with an | 


amendment, as follows: Strike out said amendment, and 
in lieu thereof insert the following: 

For surveys of reservations for the Nez Pereces, Flat- 
heads, and Yakamas Indians, and the Indians west of the 
Cascade mountains, $15,000. 

J. A. PEARCE, 

W. K. SEBASTIAN, 

HENRY WILSON, 

Manaszers on the part of the Senate. 
THADDEUS STEVENS, 
EMERSON ETHERIDGH, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. PEARCE. Numerous as these amend- 

ments are, I can explain them, I think, in a very 
fow minutes. The first amendment of the Senate 
from which itis proposed that they shall recede, 
is numbered two. That amendment strikes out 
the clause providing for five per cent. interest upon 
$200,000 for purposes of education, per sixth ar- 
ticle of the treaty of August 7, 1856, with the 
Creeks, $10,000. That should be considered in 
connection with another amendment, the seventy- 
first. The seventy-first amendment proposes an 
exchange of funds of the Creek Indians, for whom 
‘we held in trust $200,000 at an interest of five per 
cent, per annum—a general education fund. We 
also hold in trust another fund amounting to 
$200,000, Chis last fund is the proceeds of cer- 
tain lands reserved for the arphans of these In- 
dians by the treaty of 1832. Weare bound to pay 
these Indians, who have now arrived at their ma- 
jority, all of them, the amountof thattrust fund, 
and it was proposed to transfer that fund to the 
council of the Creek Indians to settle with these 
orphans who have now come of age, for the 
amount. The Creek Indians were willing to ac- 
cept the stock in which we had invested the 
$200,000, the proceeds of the orphans’ lands, in 
licu of the sum which they now have in our Treas- 
ury, and for which we pay them $10,000 a year. 


The committee of conference were unable to agree | 
upon this seventy-first amendment, the House of | 
Representatives insisting on its being stricken out; | 


and upon agrecing torccommend thatto bestricken 
out, it was necessary for the Senate to recede 
from the second amendment, which struck out 
the provision for the payment of interestupon the 
$200,000 education fand. 


Allthe otheramendments, up tothesixty-eighth | 


inclusive, provide for the payment of annuldes, 
installments, and sums of money and supplies of 
goods, farming utensils, farming labor, &e., to 
the Indians of Oregon and Washington. It was 
found that these annuities and goods were not due 
at present, and that it was not necessary to make 
provision for them,in this bill. It will be time 
enough to make provision for them next year. 


We therefore agreed to recommend that the Sen- 
ate recede from all these amendments. 

The seventieth amendment is in fact a clerical 
error of only two dollars. There were misprints 
in the estimates, and the clerk of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance thoughtan error had been made 
of two dollars, which was putin. We find, how- 
ever, that it was right as the House sent the bill 
to us, and thereforé we propose to recede from 
that. ` 

The seventy-first amendment I have already 
explained. The House committee declined to 
admit that into the bill. It is in relation to the 
exchange of funds of the Creeks. 

The eighty-second and eighty-third amend- 
ments provide ‘* for defraying the expenses of the 
removal and subsistence of certain Indians in Or- 
egon to the reservations therein, aiding them in 
procuring their subsistence, purchase of provis- 
ions and presents, compensation of laborers and 
other employés, for the year ending June 30, 
1861, $25,000;’? and a like provision in relation to 
certain Indians in Washington Territory. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the Senator has al- 
ready counted up about eighty amendments, and 
it seems to me that we cannot carry all these in 
our minds. When he gets through, I should like 
to have a vote upon each onc if I can. I should 
like to know what I am doing. I want to vote 
upon that about the school money. 

Mr. PEARCE. This is the report of a com- 
mittee, of conference, and the question must be 
takcwall together. In regard to these two amend- 
ments, I will say that there seemed to be no treaty 
stipulations requiring us to furnish this subsist- 
ence, these provisions and presents, and the whole 
affair was indefinite. We could not ascertain 
whether these sums of money were necessary or 
not. Itseemed to rest altogether in the discretion 
of the Indian agents, and we found the House 
committee entirely unwilling to trust to that dis- 
cretion, We were therefore compelled to rec- 
ommend that the Senate recede. 

The ninety-second amendment, which we rec- 
ommend the Senate to recede from, provides that 
“nothing contained in the act to regulate trade 
and intercourse with the Indian tribes, approved 
June 30, 1834, or in any act supplemental thereto, 
shall be so construed as to inflict any penalty or 
punishment upon any one who, in good faith, 
shall introduce any wines or spirituous liquors 
into any Indian country, only with the intent 
and purpose of transporting the same from one 
State or Territory to another State or Territory 
of the United States, or from one place to another 
in the same State or Territory. It seemed to 
be very doubtful whether that altered the law; 
whether the law, without this provision, would 
not be that; but we found that the Indian tribes 
themselves were very much opposed to the intro- 
duction of spirits in their midst even under the al- 
legation that they were only being carricd through 
from onc settled country to another country set- 
tled by whites. That isthe last amendment as to 
which we recommend the Senate to recede. 

Then the House recede from their disagreement 
to the seventh, ninth, eightieth, and cighty-fifth 
amendments; which 1 suppose I need not read. 

The House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-ninth amendment, and concur in the 
same with an amendment., This is a somewhat 
important amendment. It provides a new policy 
altogether for the Indians in California. The pres- 
ent system of managing the Indians in California 
is cumbrous, expensive, and insuficient, to say 
the least of it. It was supposed that no new ar- 
rangement could produce any worse condition of 
things,and that probably great benefit mightresult 
from this. The amendment, however, contained 
two parts. Besides the one which authorized a 
new arrangement of the districts and new provis- 
ions as to managing the reservations upon which 
the Indians are to be placed, there was also a pro- 
vision in it, as it went from the Senate, that the 
Seerctary of the Interior should be authorized, at 
his discretion, to lease all or any of the reserva- 
tions or farms for a term of years to responsible 
parties, who may be willing to farm them and to 
provide for the support and comfort of the 1n- 
dians, for a sum not exceeding $3,000 per annum. 
This was to farm out the Indians whom we now 
support on reservations, by leasing the reserva- 
tions to responsible parties, they to lake care of 
the Indians for a consideration to be given. This 
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was an alternative proposition, and we thought a 
very doubtful one. if the persons happened to 
be notof the very best moral character, we might 
be sure it would work very ill. We therefore very 
readily agreed to strike out all that part of the al- 
ternative proposition, leaving in it nothing but a 
proviso which declared that all acts or parts of 
acts in conflict with the former provision of the 
amendment should be repealed. : 

The seventy-cight amendmentisa verbal alter- 
ation, The provision in that is said to be under 
& the Choctaw treaty of 1835:”’ itshould be Cher- 
okee treaty.” 

We recommend that the Senate recede from | 
their disagreement to the House amendment to the 
Senate’s ninety-first amendment, with an amend- 
ment which we propose. The House amendment 
provides ‘for the payment to Merritt L. Young 
for one hundred and forty thousand rations for 
subsistence furnished to emigrating Pottawato- 
mies, Chippewas, and Ottowas, in 1832, under a 
contract with the Indian department, as allowed 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $9,025.” 
We.were satisfied of the entire correctness of this 
amount, and that it would have been paid long 
ago if funds had been in hand. Theamendment | 
goes on: “and also for the purchase and trans- 
portation of presents, and to meet expenses ne- 
cessary in holding a council with the Arrapahoe 
and Cheyenne Indians south of the Platte, east of% 
the Rocky Mountains, and north of the Arkansas 
river, for the extinguishment of their title to lands 
fn the region around Pike’s Peak, the sum of 
$35,000.” The committee of conference recom- 
mend the Senate to agree to this amendment, with 
an amendment which strikes out the words “ for 
the extinguishment of their title to lands inthe 
region around Pike’s Peak.” These Indians have 
no lands around Pike’s Peak; the lands there be- 
Jong to no tribe whatever, but are roamed over by 
the nomadic hordes who are in that region. The 
words, therefore, were illusive; and it was proper 
to strike them out. I believe I have now stated 
all the points covered by the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ts a separate vote 
demanded on any part of the report of the com- | 
mittce of conference ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand that we can- 


not take a separate vote on the different portions 
of the report of the committee of conference; that 
it ig an entirety, and must be concurred in or 
rejected entire. ‘That is one reason why I ob- 
jected to the hasty proceeding which was moved 
y the Senator from Virginia a short time ago; 
and now we have an illustration, a beautiful one, 
right before us, of the way in which most of our 
legislation is done. Here comes in the report 
of a committee of conference upon ninety-two 
amendments; some of which are agreed to by the | 
House; quite a number the committee recommend j 
that the Senate shall recede from; quite a number 
the committee recommend an alteration of. Now, 
Ishould like to inquire of the Senators here present 
' how many of you know what these amendments 


are upon which you are going to vote? New pro- į 
visions are introduced into the bill, by this com- | 


: : ag 
mittee of conference, which you never saw; which i! fu 5 
| dime to cmploy a man there to instruct them, to 


you never heard of till they were announced here 
by the Senator from Maryland, as chairman of 

the committee of conference, a few moments ago. | 
Now, when we are to vote, as I understand, not į 
upon separate propositions, but upon an entire | 


report of this committee, we shall be told, “vou 
must adopt this report, no matter what it is,” even 
without understanding it, “or if you do not, you 
Jose the whole appropriation bill; you are within | 
two days of the adjournment, and you will lose 
one of the appropriation bills if you do not take 
the report as an entirety, without knowing what 
you are voting for, or understanding what new 
provisions are introduced into the bill by the com- 
mittee of conference.” Non constat that they 
might not haveappropriated $10,000,000. ltis not. 
understood; itis impossible that any man should í 
understand it. No man could retain in his mind, 
as was well said by the Senator fom Rhode 
Island, the different provisions in regard to nincty 
odd amendments. 

i wish, sir, merely to call attention to this mat- 
ter to show how the important legislation of the | 
country is done. } wish the country to know | 
that pearly all 


our legislation new is upon appro- | 
priation bills, and that legislation is. fixed up by | 
committees of conference, and the body of the Í 


| will cost the Government thot 
| tens of thousands of dollars, besides laying waste |) 


Senate never know upon what they are voting. 
Ido not know that there is anything wrong in 
this report, nor do I know that it is. right; and 
not knowing that it 1s right, | shall vote against 
concurring in it until there shall be an opportu- 
nity to have it printed and laid on our tables, or 
some opportunity for me to undérstand what it is 
that I am agrecing to. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, the homily 
with which the Senator from Illinois has favored 
us seems nolgto be a complaint of the committee 
of conference, or of any part of the result of their 
deliberations, but rather against the parliamentary 
Jaw and the rules of the Senate. If the Senator 
could contrive to furnish us with any better plan 
of proceeding; if he could show us something 
wiser than anything that has heretofore been de- 
vised by the great parliamentarians of the country 
from which we arc derived, or our own, I should 
be very happy to hear it; but I really do not un- 
derstand the use of denouncing the rules of the 
Senate and of parliamentary law. If the Senator 
does not understand this bill, it is nobody’s fault 
here, | presume. I have made rather a fuller 
statement than usual of these amendments, and 
the reasons for them. They scem to me to be 

lain enough, after spending some two or three 
ours over them; and if they are not plain to 
everybody, it is cither because of inattention, or 
because thre subject itself is so inherently difficult 
that a Senator cannot understand them without 
making a special study of them for days. That, 
of course, we cannot expect any Senator to do. 
I hope the question will be taken upon the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
Will the Senate concur in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference? r 

Mr. LANE. I donot wish, Mr. President, to 
delay the action of the Senate on the bill for a mo- 
ment, but I rise to express my regret that the 
ILouse should have seen proper, and that the com- 
mittee of conference should have agreed to it, to 
strike out the small amount—for it was a very 
small amount that was appropriated—to aid the 
Indiansupon the reservations in Oregon in making 
a support for themselves. Only four years ago, 
hundreds and even thousands of wild Indians were 
persuaded to quit hostilities and cease fighting; to 
stop their murder of families, and to go upon the 
reservations, there to be instructed in the art of 
agriculture, so that they could aid in making their 
ownsupport. They have progressed well. These 
wild tribes, warlike people as any on the face of 
the earth, were brought together and placed on 
two reservations adapted to agriculture, and, by 
means of afew white laborers to instruct them in 
plowing, sowing, reaping, and harvesting crops, 
they have done very much towards producing 
enough for their own subsistence, and peace has 
been maintained. 


ment, for the purpose of continuing such laboras 
would be necessary to keep the Indians at work, 
and to produce crops that would subsist these 


hundreds and even thousands of people, you re- |; 


fuse to give a single cent; you refuse to give one 


live with them, to teach them how to take care of 
their implements, to hitch teams to their plows, 
to gather their crops, and you leave them entirely 
without care. Every Senator can perceive, that 
if this course of policy shall be continued, if means 
necessary to employ labor sufficient to aid them 


in producing all that is necessary for their sub- ; 
sistence shall be refused, directly they will qait 
the reservations, rush to the mountains again, | 


commence stealing, and a war will follow that 


the setdements. 

I only desire 
Senate may sce and know that this notion of econ- 
omy isa bad one, very hurtful to our country, 


! and will result in much injury; and these Indians | 


will again have to be collected and brought upon 
the reservations at heavy expense. 
the Senator says, that there were no treaty stip- 


ulations made with these people; nothing further | 
ihan an agreement between them and the com- | 
that: 
should quit fighting, make peace, and go ij 


mander of the forces there, regular officers, 
they c ait i i 
upon reservations. They received no considera- 
uon for theirland; we did not’purciase their land. 


| State. 


But now, sir, though only a | 
few thousand dollars was asked, and only a few j 
thousand dollars provided by the Senate amend- | 
li foran Indian reservation, they had to give up. 


sands and perhaps {j 


to make this statement that the į! | \ 
i should not this report, introducing new legisla- 


It is true,as ti 
ian opportunity. to 


| There are no.annuities duc them--not a dollar, 


‘They are not provided for by treaty stipulations, 
as Other tribes have been; they are no expense to 
the Government; and we ask nothing buta few 
thousand dollars to aid them in making a support 
for themselves, in instructing them in agriculture. 
{ rose merely to express my deep regret that this 
Smal amount should be refused for so proper an 
object. ue : 

“Mr. PEARCE. LI must say, in justice to the 
committee, that they took extraordinary pains on 
the subject of these two amendments which are 
the theme of the Sénator’s remarks. We found 
more difficulty in obtaining concurrence on the 
part of the House committee to these amend- 
ments, than any others contained in the bill. We 
adjourned without settling them. at three o’clock, 


! or half past three o’clock; sent for the Delegate 


from Washington Territory, and also for the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs; had them: both 
before the committee, invited all manner of ex- 
planations, and they failed to give any informa- 
tion specific enough to induce the conferees on 
the partof the House to manifest the least inclina- 
tion of yielding. We found that we must yield 
it, or report that we could notagrec; and we really 
thought that, in the absence of specific information, 


| we did but that which is right. 


Mr. LANE. Iwill only say that, if the Son- 
ator had had the kindness to send for me, I think 
I should have satisfied him and the committee that 
this small appropriation was absolutely necessary 
for the subsistence of the Indians, who have been 
collected and placed upon reservations and who 
never received a dollar for their land and are en- 
titled to no annuities. I regret that I had nót an 
opportunity of pointing out «to the committee 
these facts. I could have turned them to the es- 
timates of the Commissioner on Indian Affairs, 
and to the reports of the agents in charge, to show 
the importance of the appropriation. I think it 
would have been better for the country to have 
refused very many thousand dollars that the bill 
now provides for carrying out treaty stipulations, 
and have given this small pittance for the purpose 
I have mentioned; it would have been very much 
better for the country, because this will result in 
trouble. It is unfortunate for Oregon, unfortu- 
nate for the Indians, and may result in a war, as 
I said, that will be unfortunate for the Govern- 
ment in the expense it will in all probability in- 
cur in putting down Indian troubles again in that 


Mr. PEARCE. ‘There was one other amend- 
ment which the committee of conference have 
amended, of which I omitted to speak when ex- 
plaining the report, and I desire to ddo so now, 
that the Senator from Oregon may understand it. 
There was a provision in the bill asit went from the 
Senate, for paying $9,008 to certain settlers on the 
Puget Sound reservation, which, in consequence 
of the territory in that neighborhood being taken 


The committee amended that by providing for 
the payment of their claim to improvements only. 
They found that, in the act of 1850, which gave 
donations to the setilers in Oregon, there was a 
provision that if the necessities of the Govern- 
ment should require these lands to be taken as 


| reservations for public uses, the improvements 


should be valued, and the partics paid accordingly. 


The amendment recommended by the committee 


| of conference changes theamendmentof the Senate 
ii in that particular. It provides for payment for 


their improvements, and not for the lands. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. As the Senator from Mary- 


i land shelters himself behind parliamentary law, 


as a reason for legislating in this blind way; I 
wish to say ove word in reply to that proposition; 
and I should like to know where he finds the par- 
liamentary law that requires instantancous action 
on the part of a committee of conference... Why 


tion, be printed, laid upon our tables, and laid 
over, the same as a biil? We do notallow a bill 


| to be introduced here, read three times upon its 


introduction, and passed intoalaw without giving 
have it seen and examined. 
‘At least, it must be a very extraordinary case 
where such a practice as that is tolerated. 

Now, there is no occasion for taking the vote 
on this report of the committee of conference. kl 
may well be postponed aud printed, and { think 
it ought to be. I know of no parliamentary law 


3082 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 15, 


that requires that we should act upon it at once. 
‘Bat, sir, I do nót wish to delay the body, nor to 
attempt to read homilies to the Senate, as the Sen- 
_ator fromm Maryland says. I think there is not 
sucha practice as that in any deliberative body 
on carth. It prevails nowhere else that ever I 
heard of; and there is no parliamentary law that 
T have ever heard of, or have any Knowledge of, 


that requires the report of a committee of con-. 


ference to be adopted without the members know- 
ing what isin it,or having an opportunity to read 
and understand it. Now, the Senator calls for 
immediate action, as I understand, and I suppose 
it is uscless to resist it. 
- Mr. PEARCE. The Senator is entirely mis- 
taken. Iiave sheltered myself under no parlia- 
Wientary law. I have simply expressed aston- 
ishment that, at this stage of the session, and at 
this hour of the night, the Senator should deliver 
a lecture which is, in fact, not upon the action of 
the committee, or of the Senate, or of the House, 
buta sort of arraignment of our law of parliament- 
ary proceeding. Thatis all, sir. I do not claim 
any right to force the instantancous determination 
ofthis matter. I have just thésame right to move 
that the Senate accept the report of the commit- 
tee that the Senator has to move that it lie over; 
and he may make that motion, and propose to 
defer it to the Greek calends, forall L care; nor 
would I carca rush ifall the members of the Sen- 
ate should vote for his proposition. I presume 
they will not doit. Į presume it will hardly be 
thought by any Senator that we ought to post- 
pone this bill when we have but one day more of 
the session of Congress remaining. ‘The Senate 
can do as they please. Iassume no right. I pre- 
sume no member hasa right to demand an instan- 
taneous settlement of it. 
_Mr. LANE. I thought, when I rose to present 
the great wrong done the Indians of Oregon on the 
reservations to which I alluded, that I would not 
say much upon the subject, or oppose concurring 
with the action of the committee; but I am so 
well satisfied that much evil will grow out of re- 
fusing the money necessary to enable the Indians 
to subsist themselves, small amount as it is, that 
I think, so far as we are concerned, we had better 
lose the bill; for that is the only money for the 
State of Oregon in the management of her Indian 
affairs. The treaties with the Indians who are 
rovided for by the bill belong to Washington 
Territory. We have treaties with only a por- 
tion of the Indians in Oregon, We purchased 
none of the land of many of the tribes west of the 
mountains. We owe them nothing for their lands. 
We took them. Their lands were taken from 


them, and they were put upon reservations, and, 


there instructed in labor, in the cultivation of the 
soil, in producing subsistence; and now it is pro- 
posed to withhold from them the small amount 
of money necessary to employ white men to aid 
them in raising subsistence. We turn loose thou- 
sands of these people poor, that have no an- 
nuity, nothing due them from the Government, 
to pillage upon the scttlers, or to bring about war 
again; to murder our people and involve us in 
trouble. Should all this be done, and this justice 
refused these people, for the sake of saving a few 
thousand dollars? Should we, for so small a con- 
sideration, be subject to such serious trouble; our 
families tomahawked and massacred, as many 
have heretofore been? f move that the Senate 
refuse to concur in this report of the committee 
of conference, and that another committee be ap- 
pointed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. An equivalent mo- | 


tion has just been made that the Senate concur. 
If that is voted down, that will be equivalent to 
the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. LANE. I hope it will be voted down. 


We ought to have this very small amount of ap- | 


Will the Senate ! 


propriation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
concur in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence? 

The report was concurred in. 


TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. 
Mr. GWIN. 
No, 84) to facilitate communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacific States by electric telegraph, 
in order that the question may be taken upon the 
amendment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to 


I move to take up the bill (S. | 


For the bill, as originally passed by the Senate, 
the Hlouse sent over an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, providing for making a contract 
with the lowest responsible bidder. The Senate 
amended the House amendment by striking out, 
in page 1, line -ten, the words, “advertise. for 
sealed proposais to be received for sixty days 
after the passage of this act,” and inserting, ‘‘to 
contract with Zenas Barnum, Thomas R. Walker, 
John H. Berryhiil, Hiram Sibley, Norvin Green, 
John D. Caton, Frederick A. B®, Charles S. 
Stebbins, and James S. Graham, or their assigns; 
or a majority of said contractors or assigns,” and 
in line thirteen, after the word ‘* which,” insert- 
ing ‘‘contract;’’ and in page 2, striking out, in 
lines four and five, “and shall award the contract 
to the lowest responsible bidder or bidders;’’ and 
also, in line five, to strike out the word “proffer,” 
and insert ‘ contract.’’ 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate recede 
from its amendments to the House amendment, 
and adopt the proposition as it came to the Senate 
from the House. 

Mr. WILSON. I shall acquiesce in the motion 


of the Senator from California, because I believe | 


itisimportantto establish atelegraphictine across 


the continent. 1 believe, however, that the House | 


has made a mistake in this matter, and instead of 
guarding against monopoly, we are more likely 
to have itunder the amendment they have adopted; 
but as they have deliberately expressed their 
opinion, and | believe the measure is one of great 
importance to the whole country, I shail support 
the motion made by the Senator from California, 
so as to insure the passage of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
seconded that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments to the House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. SLIDELL. | present a resolution, and 
ask for its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That a select committee of three members be 
appointed by the Vice President, whose duty it shall be to 
consider We propriety of moditying the existing Jaws fixing 
and regulating the duties on imports, upon the basis of the 
bill of the House of Representatives of the present session, 
(No, 338,) to provide for the payment of outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, to authorize a Joan, to fix the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes ; and report such modifications as 
they may deem proper to the Senate on the second Mon- 
day in Deeember next. 

Mr. CAMERON and others. That had better 
lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. SLIDELL. [ ask Senators to permit me 
to call itup at half past eleven o’clock to-morrow. 

The vier PRESIDENT. T'he Chair will 
suggest that there is a special order for to-morrow 
at half past eleven. 

Mr. GREEN. | object to making any special 
orders, 

Mr. PUGH. Fask 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall want to move an 
amendment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Louisiana, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. PUGH. { move to take up House bill 
No. 129. leis a private bill to grant a pension, 
to which F imagine there will be no objection. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If {still have the floor, I ask 
that the resolution I have offered shall be made 
the special order for some hour to-morrow. 

Mr. GREEN. [tis not up for consideration, 
Objection being made, it goes over, a 
of course, and you cannot make a spec 
of it until you have it up for consideration. 


Mr. SLIDELL. That, I presume, is aquestion | 
within the powerof the Senateatany time. [donot | i 
ik Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on Com- 


know whether itis the disposition of gentlemen on 
the other side of the House to consider this resolu- 
tion before the adjournment of the Senate. 1 will 
only state that I have offered itin perfectgood faith. 
lf time could have permitted, | should have de- 
sired to see this whole tariff question discussed 
deliberately. L will say further, that so far as re- 
gards the question of specific duties, I do not at 
all esteem it a matter of principle. Ifa tariff bill 
can be adjusted upon the basis of specifics and ad 
valorems, that will be fairly a revenue tariff and 
will not conceal the protective system, 1 am per- 
fectly willing to give it my support. 1 have 
offered this resolution in perfect good faith, not 
with a view of evaéing this question, or modify- 


ing any influence that may have been produced ji 


by the action of the majority of the Senate to-day; 
but if the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House do not choose to consider it, or to grant 
this committee, I think we shall have discharged 
our duty to the country. i 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to make the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana the special 
order for to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PUGH. f made a motion to take upa 
bill. n 

Mr. SLIDELL. Let us dispose of the ques- 
tion whether my resolution shall be made a spe- 
cial order. 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave no objection myself, but 
objection has been made; and therefore it can- 
not be considered now. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [have no objection to its 
being made a special order. 

Mr.SUMNER. I object to its being consid- 
ered to-night. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the resolution cannot be considered, éven 
for the purpose of being made a special order. 


MARTHA SANDERSON. 


Mr. PUGH. My motion is to take up House 

bill No. 129. 
# The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R, 
No. 129) granting a pension to Martha Sander- 
son, widow of Major Winslow F. Sanderson, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for placing the name of Martha San- 
derson on the invalid pension rolls of the United 
States, at the rate of thirty-five dollars per month, 
to commence on the Ist day of January, 1860, 
and to continue during her widowhood, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSEL. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is upon the table a little 
bill changing the name of a vessel, It was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; but it is a matter 
which is of no carthly importance to the public 
interest; and I ask the Senate to take it up and 
put it on its passage. [“ Agreed. ”] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Committee on Commerce will be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bilt 
(H. R. No. 838) to change the name of the ship 
Rockhall to Massachusetts, and, it is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that the American ship Rockhall, 
of Boston, purchased by the State of Massachu- 
setts for service as a school ship, shail be changed 
to Massachusetts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
| municating, in answer to a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 8th instant, calling for copies of all bids 
j for and of contracts entered into for fitting up the 
saloons of the east and west wings of the Patent 
Office with model cases and galleries; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was recommitted the bill (HE 
R. No. 267) for the relief of Mrs. A. W. Angus, 
widow of the late Captain Samuel Angus, United 
States Navy, reported it without amendment; and 
submitted a report, which was ordered to be 
printed, 


merce, to whom was referred thé memorial of 
citizens of Fort Smith, Arkansas, in reference to 
the policy of reopening the African slave trade, 
reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of J. Alexis Port, 
praying indemnity for losses sustained by being 
forcibly dispossessed of certain tobacco pur- 
chased by him ata sale by an officer of the United 
States Army, at Pucblo, in Mexico, during the 
late war, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of Augusta, 
Georgia, in relation to the payment of duties at 
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that place, reported a bill (S. No. 510) supple- 
mental to an act approved March 2, 1857, entitled 
* An act to establish Augusta, in the State of 
Georgia, a port of delivery; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading: 


FORT GRATIOT RESERVATION, 


Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the corporation and citizens of Port 
Huron, Michigan, in relation to the Fort Gratiot 
military reserve, bave instructed me to reporta 
bill, which grants to them a certain portion of a 
lot of land lying adjacent to the cemetery of the 
city of Port Huron, under the discretion of the 
Secretary of War. 

The bill (S. No. 509) to grant to the city of Port 
Huron, Michigan, a part of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Gratiot, for the enlargement of the 
city cemetery at that place, was read the firsttime. 

Mr. KING. Task that the bill be put upon 
its passage, by unanimous consent. It will take 
but a moment, and I believe there can be no ob- 
jection to it. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to require the Secretary 
of War to convey to the city of Port Huron, 
Michigan, of the military reserve of Fort Gratiot, 
alot, not to exceed thirty acres, to be taken from 
the land adjoining the city cemetery, and to be 
used for its enlargement, and for no other pur- 
pose, so far and under such conditions and-reser- 
vations as, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War, the public interest, present or prospective, 
may require. 

The bill was reporte 
be engrossed for a third reading 
time, and passed. 


JOEL M. SMITH. 


On motion of Mr. BRAGG, the bill (H. R. No. 
421) for the relief Joel M. Smith was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
direct the proper accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Joel M. Smith a sum equal to two 
per centum on all moneys disbursed by him as 
agent for paying pensions prior to February 15, 
1847, and for which he may not have “received 
compensation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM NELSON. 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senate to take up 
a little bill for consideration that will not occupy 
five minutes. I move to take up Senate bill No. 
508. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
508) for the relief of William Nelson was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. Lt proposes to direct the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to allow to Licuten- 
ant William Nelson, United States Navy, in the 
adjustment of his accounts, the amount charged 
against him for goods stolen from the United 
States ship Fredonia, while under his command, 
not to exceed $1,005 76. 

Mr. MALLORY. The committee were unan- 
imous upon the bill. A naval officer being forced 
to act as purser by the Department, one of the 
seamen on board ‘stole goods. That man was 
convicted of theft, and putin the pevitentiary here; 
put the officer has had to pay the money. The 
object is to relieve him. 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN SAYRE. 


. Mr. FOOT. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 99) for 
the relief of Benjamin Sayre, have had the same 
under consideration, and direc 
pack, with a recommendaticn that it pass. It is 
a bill, in the opinion of the committec, of unques- 
tioned justice, long delayed; and ĮI have their au- 
thority for asking the favor of the Senate to allow 
it to be put on its passage. 

Mr. FITCH., This isan Indiana bill, and it is 
seldom that the people of that State trouble you 
here, The claim is just; and I hope the Senate 
will pass it at once. : 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. lt proposes to direct the Secretary of the 


d to the Senate, ordered to 
, read the third 


ted me to report it j 


|} ditional judicial district in t 


| Treasury to pay to Benjamin Sayre, of Wabash 
county, Indiana, $2,043, in full of his claim for 
work and labor, under bis contract with the Uni- 
ted States, bearing date December 8, 1832, in sec- 
tion sixty-seven of the Cumberland road in Indi- 
ana, in the division east of Indianapolis. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF PROPERTY. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move to take up for consid- 
eration the bill (S. No. 488) in relation to mali- 
cious injuries to, and trespasses upon, public and 
private property within the District of Columbia. 
When it was reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, it was objected 
to by the Senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. 
Haxe,) whom I do not now sce in his place; but 
Í understand that, after having examined the bill, 
he has withdrawn his objection. I move to take 
up the bill. 
| ` The motion was agreed to; and the considera- 

tion of the bill was resumed, as in Committee of 
the Whole. It was reported to the Senate, or- 
dered to beengrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SALURIA A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. BIGLER. The Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred House bill No. 839 to 
amend enact approved the 3d day of March, 1847, 
entitled “ An act to establish a port of entry at Sa- 
luria, in the State of Texas, and fer other pur- 
poses,” have directed me to report it back with 
the recommendation that it pass; and I ask for its 
present consideration. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 will state to the Senate that 
that bill only reorganizes the district. It makes 
no other change than taking a man from one place 
and putting him in another. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that the ofice of surveyor of customs of the port 
of Corpus Christi, in the districtof Saluria, Texas, 
be discontinued, and a deputy collector appointed 
for Corpus Christi, with the same powers as the 
deputy collectors at Aransas and Sabine. The 
| compensation of the deputy collector at Corpus 

Christiisto be at the rate of $500 per annum, and 
the fees prescribed by law, not to exceed, in the 
| aggregate, in any one year, the sum of $1,500. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EAST WASHINGTON LIBRARY. 
Mr. BROWN. There is a little bill on the 


table, in reference to a library association in this 

| District, which has passed the House, and has 
been referred to a committee here, and favorably 
reported on some time ago, I ask the Senate to 
take it upand consider it now, for the reason that 
the committee have proposed a very slight amend- | 

! ment, which is accepted, but it requires the bill to 
go back to the House, and unless we send it back 
to-night they will probably not be able to get at 
it. I move to take up the bill (H. R, No. 521) 
to incorporate the East Washington Library As- 
sociation. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill need not be read. It 
is the ordinary form of an act of incorporation. 
The amendment only need be read. 

The Secretary read the 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which is, in 
Jine five of section two, to strike out the words 
« and elsewhere’? in the following clause: | 

The said corporation shall be, by the name and style 
aforesaid, hereaticr capable in law and equity to sue and be i 
sued, to plead and be impleaded, to recover and be recov- 
cree trom, within the District of Columbia and elsewhere, 

Ce 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and ordered to be en- 

grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. The} 
b d the third time, and passed. 


bill was rea 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. HEMPHILL gave notice of his intention 
| to ask leave to introduce a bill to establish an ad- 
he State of Texas. 


MARY PRESTON. 
Mr. KING. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


$ 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I beg the Sen- 


amendment of the Com- |; 


| suggest that the motion is not deba 


ator ‘to withdraw the motion ‘for - 
f“ Vote it down P?) as bee 
Mr. KING, The Senate can vote itd 
I think it is time to adjourn. : ; 
Mr. JOHNSON,- of Arkansas: I beg the:Sen- 
ator not to make the proposition sow until l can 


have a bill taken: up which was under discussion 


to-day. : ob 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo 


a thoment. 


own, but 


The 
adjourn is not debatable. ` : “a8 ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas; I may beal- 
lowed, by the courtesy of the Sènator from New 
York, to say a word ortwo. ‘There was aprop- 
osition pending to-day in regard to——~ : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WILSON 
in the chair.) The motion is not debatable, ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

r. JOHNSON, of. Arkansas. It will be 
granted. } am sure that what Lask will be con- 
ceded at once. I desire to pass a bill for the re- 
lief of the widow of a man whọ was one of the 
most extraordinary that we have ever had in the 
service of the United States. E 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 8, noes 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is-not a 
quorum voting. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. But the Senate 
refuses to adjourn, and: 1 beg to. submit: my mo- 
tion. The Senator from Iowa (Mr. Grimes | pre- 
sented here to-day, and it was debated, the case 
of the widow of Sergeant Preston, who applies 
for a pension. Itis the most extraordinary: casé 
that has occurred for a Jong. time, or that ever-oc- 
curred in the.service of the United States. Mr. 
Preston was inthe Army for a long continued 
seriesof years, and his services were extraordinary 
in their character. The bill was reported favor- 
ably. The circumstances were spoken of by the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] who in 
bis early days—and_they are very distant, E as- 
sure'you, [laughter;] E do not mean to say that 
he is old, but itis a long time ago—served with 
this man and knows what his services were. I 
ask that that billshall be taken up. Ido not think 
there will be any considerable debate; but I desire 
that there may be afforded some evidence of the 
gratitude of this country in the skape of a pension, 
which a very desperate Committee on Pensions 
has reported in favor of this widow. 

Mr. KING. There is no quorum 
object to taking up the bill. j A 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. We can take 
the vote by yeasand nays, and thus discover how 
many are present. I ask that the bill. be. taken 


up. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Arkansas moves to take up Senate bill No. 
991, for the relief of Mary Preston, widow of 
George Preston. ` 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
twenty-seven, noes none. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has 
not voted, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Itis very obvious that wẹ can 
no longer do business here. We have no quorum. 
i move to adjourn, , 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
from Georgia has not got his heart in this mät- 
t 


tion to 


here, and I 


er 
Mr. TOOMBS. We tried your bill twice. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes; and the 
Senator tried to defeat it every time. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. INe Chair will 
table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkausas. I shall insist 
on this case being heard. - 

Mr. GREEN. I raise a question of order that 
the Senator from Arkansas had called for the yeas 
and nays before the motion to adjourn was made; 
and while that call for the yeas and nays was 
pending on the motion to adjourn, the floor could 
not be taken from him by anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The Chair did 
not so understand. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Does the Senator say that, 
before the roll is called, we cannot move an ad- 
journment? 

Mr. GREEN. There was a call for the yeas 
and nays; and nothing is in order until it is de+ 
termined whether the yeas and nays shall be taken 
or not. ; 


3034 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr..TOOMBS. .. Then,a motion -to adjourn is 
notin order? 

Myr. GREEN. No, sir. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is a new rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Chair is 
of opinion that the question before the Senate is 
on he motion of the Senator from Georgia to 
adjourn. í ' 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Let us vote it 
down. 

Mr. GREEN... Let us have the yeas and nays 
on that. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adjournment, 

The. question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 3, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Pearce, Saulsbury, and Toombs—3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Brown, Chesnut, Davis, Doolittle, Durkee, Fitzpatrick, 
Foster, Green, Grimes, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mallory, 
Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Simmons, Wade, 
Wigfail, Wilkinson, and Wilson—3l. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
to-take up the bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
291) for the relief of Mary Preston, the widow of 
George Preston, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let the report be read. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask that the 
letter of the Adjutant General be read. That shows 
what the case is. Iam perfectly willing to have 
the vote; but if Senators wish to hear the plain 
truth about it, they will hear it in that. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter of the 
Adjutant General, from which itappears that from 
the records of that office, George Preston enlisted 
February 17; 1815, for ‘the war, was discharged 
April 7, 1815, by expiration of his service, a pri- 
vate of the seventh infantry; enlisted a second 
time, February 20, 1823, for five years, was dis- 
charged February 20, 1828, by expiration of ser- 
vice, sergeant of company H, first infantry; en- 
listed a third time, April 29, 1828, for five years, 
was discharged April 29, 1833, by expiration of 
service; enlisted a fourth time, June 15, 1833, for 
three years, was discharged June 15, 1836, by 
expiration of service and reénlistment as sor- 
geant of company E, sixth infantry; enlisted a 
fifth time, June 15, 1836, for three years, was dis- 
charged June 15, 1839, by reénlistment first ser- 
geant of company É, sixth infantry; enlisted a 
sixth time, June 15, 1839, for five years, was dis- 
charged April 15, 1844, by reénlistment an ord- 
nance sergeant; enlisted a seventh time, April 15, 
1844, for five years, was discharged February 15, 
1849, by reénlistment, an ordnance scrgeant; en~ 
listed the cighth time, February 15, 1849, for five 
years, was discharged December 21, 1853, by re- 
enlistment,an ordnance sergeant; enlisted the ninth 
time, December 21, 1853, for five years 

Mr. PUGH. J move that the further reading 
of that paper be dispensed with. 1 think if any 
man enlists seven times in the Army 

Several Senarors. It is nine times, 

Mr, PUGH. Atany rate it is enough to give 
his widow a pension upon. 

The Secrerarr. The last clause of the com- 
munication is: 

& No man, as regards his faithfulness to every duty re- 
quired of him, can have a stronger claim for the station he 
secks thab Sergeant G, Preston. In every respect hescems 
to me to be just such a character as the law creating ord- 
nance sergeants had in view; and he hag served nineteen 
years and eleven months in the Army, of which period 
nineteen yeurs and two months he hasbeen a non-comimis- 
sioned officer.’ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
bill may be passed. 
Mr. TOOMBS. 

report. 

Mr. GRIMES. Itis proper to state, in con- 
nection with’ the extract that was last read, that 
it is an extract from a letter addressed by the 
commanding general of one of the forts in Ark- 
ansas to the Quartermaster General, or to some 
person here who had power to appoint an ord- 
nance sergeant. He had at that time been in ser- 
vice nineteen years, but his entire service was 
thirty-seven years. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 


I call for the 


Now I move 


I ask that the 


I call for the reading of the 


. The Secretary read the following report: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
petition and Senate bill No. 291, for the relief of Mary 
Preston, widow of George Preston, beg leave to report : 

hat it appears from the records of the War Department 
the husband of petitioner served in the United States Army 


-as private, sergeant, and ordnance sergeant for above thirty- 


six years, continuously, and died at Fort Smith, Arkansas, 
February 7, 1859. 

The widow now prays a pension. The committee, there- 
fore, report back the accompanying bill for her relief, with- 
out amendment, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [hope the bill 
will be put on its passage. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This question, it is truc, isa 
small one as to amount; but this bill involves a 
principle which the Senate, with nearly entire 
unanimity, rejected. A few days ago, when the 
chairman of the Committee on Military A flairs 
proposed to pension the widows of officers and 
soldiers of the United States, the Senate almost 
with unanimity rejected it. I desire gentlemen to 
know that here is a case outside of all principle. 
It simply proposes to give a pension to the widow 
of a man who has been in service, it is true, but 
who does not come within any law giving a pen- 
sion, and died iu his bed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas.. 1 think there 
are matters of much more serious importance that 
require the attention of the Senator from Geor- 
gia,and I think he ought to devote himself to 
them. He ought not to forget so far the high 
duties that are on his hands as to hunt up a little 
case like this. Here is a poor widow that is to 
be the recipient of some kind of pay upon the 
part of the country to her, in the name of her 
husband, with one child whom she is supporting, 
who is utterly helpless, for such services. It is 
a smaller business than { thought he would ever 
embark in. [Laughter.] Now, without any dis- 
respect to that Senator, for I never did a thing 
like that to the Senator, I hope he will yield 
when he finds there can be nothing else but one 
universal response of approval and admiration of 
the character of a man who never demanded pro- 
motion nor asked any benefit from the country. 
He has left a widow with one child. They are 
poor as they can be. The extraordinary char- 
acter of his services to the United States, run- 
ning through aperiod of thirty-seven years, shows 
his widow to be deserving of a pension. Ido not 
think that the Scnate will refuse to pass it over 
the Senator from Georgia at once. E 

Mr. KING. I hope Senators who desire to 
vote for this bill will be willing to vote for it upon 
record. l ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TOOMBS. So do L 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the 
third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is: ** Shall the bill pass ?? 

Mr. KING. lask for a division, at any rate. 

The question being taken, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 2f, noes 5; no quorum voting. 

. Mr. SIMMONS. Task for the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope everybody will vote, 
one way or the other, 

The question being taken by ycas and nays, 
resulicd—ycas 26, nays 7; as follows: 

Y¥EAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bragg, Chesnut, Da- 
vis, Durkee, Fiten, Foster, Green, Grimes, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, Johnson of Arkansas, Jonson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, 
Latham, Mallory, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Sebastian, Sim- 
mons, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick, Powell; 
Rice, Saulsbury, and ‘Toonbs—7. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, A quorum has 
not voted. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


The question 


I move that 


j the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friway, June 15, 1860. 
The House metat eleven o’clock, a. m. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Parron, one of the clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

An act (No. 564) making appropriations for the 


service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1861; and 

An act (No. 339) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1861; the former without, and the latter with an 
amendment, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Also, thatthe Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the amendments of the 
Senate, and insist upon their amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House, to the bill of the House 
(No. 215) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1861, ask a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
have appointed Mr. Pearce, Mr. Sepasrian, and 
Mr. Winsown, the managers at the said conference 
on the'part of the Senate. 

Also, that the President had notified the Sen- 
ate that he did, on the 14th instant, approve and 
sign a bill of the following ude: 

An act (S. No. 168) to amend “ An act to de- 
fine and regulate the jurisdiction of the district 
courts of the United Statesin California in regard 
to the survey and location of confirmed private 
land claims.”? f 
> Also, that the Senate had ordered the printing 
of certain documents. 


COMMITTEE OF CONTERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. COLFAX, by unanimous 


consent, it was 

Ordered, That the Mouse insist on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the Senate to the amendments of the Senate, 
aod also upon its disagreements to other amendments of 
the Senate insisted on by the Senate, to the bill of the 
House (No. 215) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, and for ful- 


| Gling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 


year ending June 30, 1861, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate on said bill. 


. CATTLE DISEASE. 

Mr. DELANO, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Mas- 
sachusctts relative to the cattle disease, or pleuro- 
pneumonia; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered ‘to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Patron, one of their clerks, informing the ` 
House that the Senate further insist on their dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the House to the 
bill of the Senate (No. 416) to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers on the public domain, and for 
other purposes, ask a further conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and have appointed Mr. Jornson of 
Tennessee, Mr. Firzparricx, and Mr. CAMERON, 
the managers at the said conference on the part 
of the Senate. 


AMERICAN PHARMACEUTICAL ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, by unani- 
mous consent, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the petition of the Amer- 
ican Pharmaceutical Association, relative to the 
importation of impure drugs, made a report there- 
on; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 


BILLS REPORTED. 


Mr. FOSTER, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which were 
referred bills of the Senate, of the following titles, 
reported the same severally without amendment: 

An act (No. 98) for the relief of Elizabeth W. 
Cannon, widow of Joseph.S. Cannon, late a mid- 
shipman in the United States Navy; and 

An act (No, 227) for the relief of Laura ©. 
Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber, 

The said bills were referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported, as truly enrolled, bills of 
the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 324) authorizing the sale of 
the Western Military Asylum in Harrodsburg, 
Kentucky; and 

An act (H. R. No. 564) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Ofice Department dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 


1860. 


_THE CON GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order 
of business, 

The SPEAKER. The regular ‘order of busi- 
ness is the call of the committees for reports. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Is ita call of committees 
for reports of private bills ? 

The SPEAKER. Any bills. 

Mr. GROW. Is not this private bill day? 

The SPEAKER. The committees will be called 
for reports of bills for commitment and printing 
only, under the resolution passed Jast Monday. 

Mr. GROW. So the reports would not be con- 
fined to private bills, under the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. They would not. 

The call of committees for reports was then 
commenced where it was last suspended, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. WALTON, fromthe Committee of Claims, 
made a unanimous adverse report on the follow- 
ing bills from the Court of Claims; which were 
laid on the table, and the report ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (No. 28) for the relicf of David Wood, 
merchant, of the city of New York; 


A bill (No. 30) for the relief of John Michel, || 


merchant, of the city of New York; 

A bill (No. 31) for the relief of Atkinson, Rol- 
lins & Co., merchants, of the city of Boston; 

A bill (No. 32) for the relief of Aymar & Co., 
merchants, of the city of New York; 

A bill (No. 33) for the relief of Wolfe & Co., 
merchants, of the city of New York; 

A bill (No. 34) for the relief of Stanwood & 
Recd, merchants, of Boston; > 

A bill (No. 35) for the relief of Samuel A. Way, 
merchant, of the city of Boston; 

A bill (No. 36) for the relief of J. D. and M. 
Williams, merchants, of the city of Boston; 

A bill (No. 37) forthe relief of Udolpho Wolfe, 
merchant, of the city of New York; 

A bill (No. 38) for the relief of Alfred Atkins, 
merchant, of the city of New York; 

A bill (No. 39) for the relief of George W. 
‘Wales, merchant, of the city of Boston; and 

A bill (No. 40) for the relief of F. B. Wales, 
merchant, of the city of Boston. 


THOMAS I. BAIRD. 


Mr. HOARD, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Thomas H. Baird, 
administrator of Dr. Absalom Baird, deceased; 
-which was read a first and second time, referred 
toa Committee of the Whole Ifouse, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BRANNAN. 


Mr, TAPPAN, from the same committec, re- 
ae back an act (S. No. 285) for the relief of 
John Brannan, 

Mr. TAPPAN. 
to pay for services rendered in the State Depart- 
ment; and Secretary Cass says it ought to be paid. 
I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

No objection being made, the bill was ordered 
to be read a third time. 


and passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 

R. W. CLARKE. 

Mr TAPPAN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it do 
pass, an act (S. No. 176) for the relief of R, W. 
Clarke. 


Mr. TAPPAN This bill is of the same char- 


acter with the last one, and I ask that it be put | 


upon it passage. 

No objection being made, the bill was ordered 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN HASTINGS. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it do 
pass, Senate bill No. 109, for the relief of John 


I would state that this bill is || 


f 
i 


ł 


| and ordered to be printed. - e 


| the relief of Richard Fitzpatrick, for damages to 


The bill was accordingly read the third time, || PUA? bil 


Hastings, collector ofthe portof Pittsburg; which 
was referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 


ASBURY DICKINS. 


Mr. MAYNARD, from the same committee, 
reported back Senate bill (C. C. No. 129) for the 
relief of Asbury Dickins; which was referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House; and,’with the 
report, and the views of the minority of thecom- 
mittee thercon, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM $. HENRY’S HEIRS. 


Mr. MAYNARD also, from the same com- 
mittce, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs- 
at-law of the late Major William S. Henry; which 
was referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD FITZPATRICK. 


Mr. MAYNARD. J ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to call attention toa bill for 


his plantation during the Seminole war. This bill 
has been pending here for over seven years. It 
was referred to the Court of Claims. That court 
hag examined the case and has reported a bill, 
which has passed the Senate. Task in behalf of 
Judge Hawkins, of Florida, who is confined to 
his room by sickness, that that bill be taken up. 

Mr. PEYTON. Is there a report accompany- 
ing this bill? 

Mr. MAYNARD. There is no report from 
the Committee of Claims; but the decision of the 
Court of Claims is very brief, and if the gentle- 
man desires it, it can be read. 

Mr. STANTON. It had better go to the Cal- 
endar, along with the other bills. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Itison the Calendar now. 

Mr. STANTON. And what docs the gentle- 
man want? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar from 
the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. { must object to that, 


THE SHIP MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iam directed by 
the Committee on Commerce to report a number 
of bills of a public nature, involving no appro- 
priatign, and which itis necessary to have passed, 
in regard to the due husbanding of the revenues | 
of the country. 1 have not had an opportunity 
before of reporting them from the committee, be- 
cause the return of the opinion from the Treasury | 
Department has been so recent that I could not 
make the report on the call of the committee. Ij 
trust, therefore, that as I report them the House 
will see no objection to putting them on their | 
passage. If, however, objection be made to any 
of them, Í will yield. | 

Mr. STANTON. Is it in order to report pub- 
lic bills this morning? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; all business, under | 
the rule that we are acting under. ‘ 

Mr. STANTON. i supposed that this was | 
l day. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is for reports of 
bills for reference. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I present these 
bills to the sense of justice and propriety of the 
House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 must insist on the regu- | 
lar call of committees, go as to give all the com- 
mittecs a fair chance. . i 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then I shall not | 
report any bills, if they are to be referred to the | 


| universal grave of busincss--the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union. | 

The first bill that I am authorized to report is || 
a bill to change the name of the ship Rockhall to i 
the name of Massachusetts, and for this reason: || 
a commission in the State of Massachusetts, || 
which was authorized to purchase a vessel in || 
which to teach apprentices to the nautical branch 
of the reform school, purchased the Rockhall, and 
ask that the name be changed to Massachusctts 
The Department agrees to that, and concedes tha 
it is very proper. I report the bill, and ask to 
have it put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, a bill to change the | 
name of the ship Rockhall to Massachusetts was 
reported from the Committee on Commerce, re- 


ceived its several readings, and was passed. 


Mr.JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which thebill was passed; and/also 
moved to lay the motion to-reconsider on‘ the 
table. ey 
The latter motion was agreed to: 


CUSTOM-HOUSE IN TEXAS, 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I am authorized 
to report back from the Committee.on-Commerce 
Senate bill No. 450, to change. the location of the 
custom-house for the district of Brazos. de Sant- 
iago from Point Isabel to Brownsville, in the 
State of Texas. The Committee on Commerce 
had prepared a bill. It was submitted to the De- 
partment, and the Department approved of it. . In 
the mean time, this bill came jn here from the 
Senate, and was referred to the committee. I ask 
that it be put upomits passage. : 

The bill was read. Itchanges the custom-house 
for the district of Brazos de Santiago from Point 
Isabel to Brownsville, abolishes the port of entry 
heretofore existing at Point Isabel, and creates 
Brownsville a port of entry for said district.» It 
directs that thecollector of said districtshall hence- 
forth keep his office at Brownsville aforesaid, and 
that the same shall be removed, under such in- 
structions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe; thata deputy collector of customs shalt 
reside and keep his office at Brazos de Santiago, 
who shall be authorized to enter and clear ves- 
sels; and that all goods, wares, and merchandise, 
of whatever description, transported in bond to 
Brownsville from any other port. or place in| the 
United States, via Brazos harbor, may, on their 
arrival in said harbor, be transhipped, undersuch 
regulations, not incompetent with law, as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe, in other 
vessels for transportation, viąthe Rio Grande, to 
Brownsville; and any goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise, of any description whatever, imported into 
said district, via said harbor, from any foreign 
country, may in like manner be transhipped to 
Brownsville. 

The bill received its third reading, and was 


passed. ; 
Mr.JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
more to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


EL PASO COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iam directed by 
the Committee on Commerce to report a bill for 
the creation of a new collection district, to. be de- 
nominated the district of El Paso. The Depart- 
ment has informed the committee, and, through 
myself, the committee informs the House, that 
this is very requisite to the due collection of reve 
enues onthe southern frontier. The Department 
prepared a bill, and sent it to us, and we report 
itnow. Itis assented to, and asked for by the 
Representatives from Texas in this House and 
in the other branch of the national Legislature. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that he withhold this matter till 
the Delegate from New Mexico be in his seat. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Very well; I with- 
hold it for the present. 

PORTS OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Lamalso instructed 

by the Committee on Commerce to report a bill 


giving to Corpus Christi, now a port of delivery, 
a deputy collector under the law of 1847. A 


| petition was presented asking that it be made a 


port of entry. The Department was unwilling 
that it should be made a port of entry, but was 
willing that it should: have given to it, under the 
law of 1847, a deputy collector; so that statistics 


i| might be presented to the Department to enable 


it to judge whether the commerce at that point 
was sufficient to warrant its being a made a port 
of entry. The bill which I report is a bill to 
amend an act approved March 3, 1847, entitled 


| An act to establish a port of entry at Saluria, 


in the State of Texas, and for other purposés.”’ 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HUGHES. I wish to inquire whether this 
involves the necessity of constructing a custom- 
house there? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Oh! no, sir; no. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed 
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Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote: by which the bill was-passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to. reconsider upon the 
table, ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I propose a sim- 
ilar act with respect to Tampa, Florida. 
Senato bill, which comes-to us for the purpose 
specified. The bill which passed the Senate had 
not quite achieved the purpose by a false refer- 
ence to.a-law, and therefore the Committee on 
Commerce have instructed me to report back the 
bill-with an amendment. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I do not wish to object to 
the bill; but itis apparent, that if the gentleman 
from New York andthe Committee on Commerce 
are goigg to put all their bills on their passage, 
in direct contravention of the resolution of the 
House, no other committee can be called during 
the morning hour. Now, I think the other com- 
mittees should be called for Senate bills only. 1 
hardly think it fair that one committee should 
consume the whole morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The bill can only be putupon 
its passage by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Will the House have an 
understanding that the other committees shall be 
called? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I hope the 
gentleman will allow my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to get this bill through. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Ido not want the whole 
morning hour consumed in this way by one com- 
mittee, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I know that this 
is a trespass on the patience of the House. Task 
its indulgence to perform a public duty for the 

ublie good, Therejs no private interest involved 
in the bill. [fit be an undue trespass on the pa- 
tience of the House, I will withdraw the applica- 
tion. 

Mr. STANTON. Ihave very important public 
interests committed to my charge, and I should 
like to have an opportunity of discharging my 

uty. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
thinks I should not press my bill, I will not do it, 

‘The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman from 
Ohio object? 

Mr. STANTON. Ido. 


, LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAPPAN.  Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 


Itisa | 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this Rouse be directed to | 


eause to be pr 
of private claim 
has been atre 


aired & continuation of the alphabetical list 
neretofore ordered by Congress, aud whieh 
ty completed and printed from the Lirst to 


the Thirty- First Congross, inclusive, and that the Clerk be | 


authorized to employ Alexander H. Eyans, of the city of 
Washington, upon said work, at a compensation not Cx- 
ceed 
Hlousd, and that the Clerk of this House procure such ad- 
ditional aid in the completion of this work as may be ne- 
cessary, and that the expenses of said work be paid out of 
any unexpended balance of the contingent fund of the 
House not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. CURRY. How does that resolution get in? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman. asks the 
unanimous consent of the Fouse to offer it. 

Mr. CURRY. | object. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Let me try and remove the 
objection of the gentleman from Alabama, Itis 
absolutely necessary that this index should be 
brought up to the present time. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the objection is 
waived, there is no use in discussing the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr..CURRY.. I presume it is competent for 
me to say in reply to. the gentleman, that he has 
a clerk at a salary of $1,800 a year, who will have 
nothing to do for some months to come. 


WILLIAM D. LATSHAW. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, made an adverse report on the 
petition of William D. Latshaw, deputy surveyor 
for Kansas and Nebraska, praying for relief for 
damages sustained by depredations perpetrated in 
September, 1857, by the Pawnee Indians; which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMPHIS PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, from the Commit- 

tee on Commerce, reported back a bill (H. R. 


No. 84) to aid in the construction of public build- 
ings at Memphis, Tennessee, with a recommend- 


z that now paid to the engrossing clerks of this j 


— 


ation that it do not pass. The bill was laid on 
the table, and, with the accompanying. report, 
ordered to be.printed. 


CINCINNATI A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, also, from thesame 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 334) 
to establish a port of entry at Cincinnati, in the 
State of Ohio, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass. The bill was laid on the table, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


MONTGOMERY A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also, from the same 
committee, reported backa bill (H. R. No. 620) 
to constitute Montgomery, Alabama, a port of 
delivery, with a recommendation that it do not 

ass. 

p Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and be printed. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


HOSPITAL AT HICKMAN. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, made an adverse report upon 
the petition of southwestern Kentucky, asking 
for the establishment of a hospital at Hickman, 
Kentucky; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OCONTO A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition of citizens of Wisconsin to make Oconto, 
in that State, a port of entry; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHILLIMACKINAC A COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also, from the same 
committce, made an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition of certain citizens of Wisconsin to estab- 
lish the collection district of Michillimackinac, in 
the State of Wisconsin; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also, from the same 
committes, reported back a bill to create additional 
collection districts in the State of California, and 
to change the existing districts therein, and to 
modify the existing collection districts in tle Uni- 
ted States, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass. The bill was laid on the table, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

CLARKSVILLE A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also, from the same 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 94) 
to constitute Clarksville, in the State of Tennes- 
see, a port of delivery, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 

Mr. QUARLES moved that the bill be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and be ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, reported back the joint resolu- 
tions of the State of New Hampshire, in relation 
to weights and measures, with an adverse report 


thereon; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SOLOMON WADSWORTH. 
Mr. VANDEVER, from the Committee on 


Public Lands, reported back an act (S. No. 43) | 


for the relief of Solomon Wadsworth, 

Mr. VANDEVER. This is a bill to confirm 
the title to one hundred and thirty acres to an act- 
ual settler, It isa case in which there are no 
opposing claimants. I ask that the bill may be 
put on its passage. 

The bill was read. It directs that the title of 
Solomon Wadsworth, of Clayton county, in the 
State of Iowa, be confirmed to lots Nos. 2 and 3, 
in section number fifteen, in township number 


ninety-four north, of range three west, containing | 


one hundred and thirty-four acres and eighty-four 
hundredths ofan acre, in said State of lowa, and 
that a patentissue therefor, in accordance with the 
laws of the United States, upon the payment of 
$1 25 per acre therefor into the proper land office 
of the United States. i 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to athird reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANDEVER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion te reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW MEXICO GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
197) to provide for a geological survey of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 

The bill was laid on the table, and ordered. to 
be printed. 

OHIO SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, also, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of con- 
gressional township eight, south of range three, 
in Mercer county, State of Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, asked that the bill be 
put on its passage. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the school 
trustees of congressional township eight, south 
of range three, Mercer county, Ohio, to locate 
one half section of public lands upon any of the 
unoccupied lands of the Government subject to 
private entry at $1 25 per acre, said township 
having never reccived any school lands from the 
Government. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported back a bill (S. No. 
149) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriations for the completion of the 
geological survey of Oregon and Washington 
Territory; and asked the consent of the House 
that the bill be put on its passage. 

Mr. JONES. IJ object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move, then, that 
the bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

Mr. JONES moved to reconsider the vote by 


| which the bill was referred; and also moved to 


lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL BLAKE, 
Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Pub- 


lic Lands, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of Samuel Blake and others, citizens of the 
State of Massachusetts, for bounty lands; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ARKANSAS RAILROAD LANDS, 


Mr. TRIMBLE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (S. No. 387) for the re- 
lief of certain actual settlers on land granted to the 
State of Arkansas for railroad purposes, with a 
recommendation that it do not pass. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


REISSUE OF LAND WARRANTS. 
Mr. PEYTON. Lask that the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the consideration of the bill of the House to 


| authorize the reissue of land warrants in certain 


cases; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. The bill is unani- 
mously recommended by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and it ought to pass. 

_ The bill, which was read, provides that, when- 
ever itshall appear that any certificate or warrant, 
issued in pursuance of uny law of the United 
States granting bounty lands, has been lost or 
destroyed; whether the same had been sold and 


| assigned by the warrantee or not, the Secretary 


of the Interior-shall cause a new certificate or war- 


| rantof like tenor to be issued in lieu thereof; which 


new certificate or warrant may be assigned, lo- 
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cated, and patented, in like manner as other cer- 
tificates or warrants for bounty land are now 
authorized by law to be assigned, located, and 
patented; and in all eases. where warrants have 
been, or may hereafter be, reissued, the original | 
warrant, in whosesoever hands it may be, shall be 
deemed and held tobe null and void, and the as- 
signment thereof, ifany there be, fraudulent; and 
that no patent shall ever issue for any land located 
therewith, unless such presumption of fraud in 
the assignment be removed by due proof that the 
game was executed by the warrantee, in good 
faith, and for a valuable consideration. 

It further provides that the said Sceretary of the 
Interior shall prescribe such rules and regulations 
for carrying the act into effect as he may deem 
necessary and proper in order to protect the Gov- | 
ernment against imposition and fraud by persons 
claiming the benefit of the act; and that all laws 
and parts of laws for the punishment of false | 
swearing and frauds against the United States 
shall be made applicable to false swearing and 
frauds under this act. 

It further provides that the act entitled “ An act 
to provide for satisfying claims for bounty lands 
for military services in the late war with Great 
Britain, and for other purposes,” approved July 
27, 1842, and also the two acts approved January | 


97, 1835, therein and thereby revived, shall be || 


revived and continued in force from and after the 
Q6th of June, 1858, when the same expired by 
limitation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. This bi]l has received 
the sanction of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and it ought to pass. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to have the gen- 
tleman state what is intended by the last section 
of the bill reviving certain acts which, it seems, 
have become obsolete or have been repealed. 

Mr. COBB. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I 
ean give the information called for. The act giv- | 
ing bounty lands to certain soldiers has expired, 
and there are cases pending in the Department, | 
which cannot be acted upon. The act has been | 
revived three several times since I have been a į 
member of Congress, and without the act is re- | 
vived again, a.warrant issued under that act can- | 
not be located. There are a few yet which ought | 
to be issued, as stated by the Commissioner of | 


Pensions, and unless it 1s revived, certain war- | 


rants will be lost. The act has been revived every 
time it has been asked. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Well, I shall object to 
discharging the committee unless the word ‘ cer- 
tificate” is stricken out wherever it occurs, As I 
understood the first section of the bill, it seems | 
to contemplate the reissuing of land certificates, 
which have been lost. 

Mr. PEYTON. Have that section read, and į 
then, if there is any objection, in that respect, I 
will have the word stricken out, 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to dis- | 
charging the committee from the consideration of 
this bill and taking it up in the House? 

"Phere being no objection, the bill was consid- | 
ered as before the House. 

Mr. PEYTON. I will accept the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me first put the | 
amendment in the shape I desire it. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia can offer his amendment; but as this bill is 
the report of a committee, the gentleman from | 
Kentucky cannot accept the amendment. We 
can have a vote upon the amendment; and I trust 
the House will vote it down. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
word, 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Whatis theamend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis to strike out the word 
“ certificate’? wherever it occurs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. If I can get the at- 
tention of the Housé one moment, I will convince | 
them, as well as the gentleman from Georgia, that | 
the bill, as it now is,is right. The word “ certifi- | 
cate’? refers to the original land warragts issued 
under one of the first acts of Congress granting 
bounty land. ‘The warrants under that act were |) 
deposited in the Land Office here, and the Depart- | 
ment issued certificates of the existence of the 
land warrants to the persons who were legally } 
entitled to the warrants. Now a warrant of that 


J desire to say one 


$ 


i 


kind cannot be located unless the certificate which 
was issucd by the Department to the individual 
who claims the warrant is produced. When that 
certificate is lost, it is the same thing as a loss of 
the warrant. Itis to meet such a case that the 
word ‘certificate’? has been inserted. I would 
say further that the bill was drafted at the De- 
partment, where they had all the information 


! necessary to enable them to draft it to meet the 


cases desired to be reached. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will put my amend- 
ment in this shape: 

Provided, That this act shall not apply to any certificate 
for tand issued prior to 1840. 

And now I want to state why l oppose this 
amendment. Ihave an apprehension that this 
bill may reach land certificates issued prior to 
1800, and since that time, prior to 1840. My only 
object is to prevent the issuing of duplicate cer- 
tificates for warrants which were issued prior to 
1840. I move to amend, therefore, by adding the 
proviso which I have read. 

Mr. SIMMS. I have had something to do with 
this Land Office business. I hope the bill will 
pass as originally reported, for I think it is all 
right. This word ‘certificate’? you will find used 
in all assignments of warrants, written on the 
back of the warrants themselves; and the object 
of this act is simply to authorize the Department 
to reissue land warrants which have been lost. I 
have seen mahy cases of this kind, and I have one 
now in my care, and the Department feels that it 
has no authority, under existing laws, to reissue 


| land warrants where the certificates have been 


lost. And that is the object of this bill. 

Mr. PEYTON. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The question being first upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. UNDER- 
woop,] it was put; and the amendment was not 
agreed to, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, It is now manifest what 
the object of this bill is, and I therefore move to 
lay it upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, made an adverse report on the 
resolution relative to the geological survey of 
Washington Territory by the General Govern- 
ment; which was laid on the table, and ordered 


| to be printed. 


COMMITTEE DISCHARGED. 


Mr. COBB, from the same committee, reported 
back a petition: from citizens of township three, 
range ten east, in Jasper county, Mississippi, and 
asked that the committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the petition be laid 


| upon the tabic. 


It was so ordered. 
SELMA AND GULF RAILROAD. 


Mr. COBB also, from the same committee, 
reported back the petition of the citizens of Ala- 
bama fora grant of land to the Selma and Gulf 
Railroad Company, and asked that the committee 
be discharged from its further consideration. 

It was so ordered. 


LANDS FOR RAILROAD PURPOSES. 


Mr. COBB also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. No. 797) granting public 
jands, in alternate sections, in Alabama, to aid in 
the construction of the Selma and Gulf railroad, 
which was referred to the Committee ofthe Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

Mr. COBB. I should like very much to have 
this bill put upon its passage, as my colleague is 
very anxious to have it passed; but I hesitate my- 
self to ask the House to do it. 
House has no objection to passing it now, I know 
my colleague would be glad to have it passed. 

Mr. GARTRELL. 1! desire to offer an amend- 


If, however, the | 


ment to that bill, and must therefore object to its 
being put‘on its passage at this time. : 

Mr. COBB. Very well; letit go to the commit-: 
ice; and here is a bill from ‘the gentleman’s own: 
State, perhaps he will not object to that. © 


GRANT OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. COBB, from the same coramittee, reported: 
back a bill (H> R. No. 321) to extend the pr 
visions of an act, entitled “An act granting public 
lands in alternate sections to the States of Geot- 
gia and Alabama, to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads in said States,” approved May 
17, 1856, to the Georgia and Alabama Railroad 
Company, incorporated by the Legislature of the 
| State of Alabama, by act thereof. 

Mr. COBB. That is an important ‘bill to the 
State of Georgia, and I know that the delegation 
| from that State feel a deep interest in it. I have 
no doubt he [Mr. Garrrerz] would like to have 
that bill passed. a 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to the bill being put 
on its passage now. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
! Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
| be printed. 
| GRAND CHENIERE ISLAND, 

Mr. COBB. Ihave a little bill here in which 
my friend from Louisiana (Mr. Lawprum] feels 
an interest... It concerns public Jands in his dis- 
trict. He has not asked anything during the 
present session, as he isa very modestgentleman. 
The bill simply provides for the approval, by the 
Department, for surveys that have been made, 

Several Memnrrs. Let the bill be reported. 

Mr. COBB thereupon, from the ‘same commit- 
tee, reported back, with arecommendation that it 
do pass, a, bill (H. R. No. 287) authorizing the 
survey of Grand Chenicre Island, in the State of 
Louisiana, as approved by the surveyor general, 
and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and, being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. à 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to läy 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


GRANTS OF LAND TO RAILROADS, 


Mr. COBB. I have another bill which I would 
like to have passed, which I can explain to the 
House in a moment, i m 

I ób- 


Mr. ALLEY. Debate is out of order. 
ject. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, be patient. Iam not going 
to trust the bill to the-hands of the House now, 
unless itagrees to pass it; but I will state what 3 
is for the edification of the gentleman, 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Letthe gentleman send up 
his bill. I object to his explaining it. 

Mr. COBB. Then I want the gentleman’s con- 
stituents to mark what the bill is. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. What I object to is, the 
gentleman entertaining the House for halfan hour, 
instead of his sending up his bill at once. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Well, I will have the bill read for 
information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to amend the acts of Congress making grants of 
lands for railroad purposes. 

Be it enacted. by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of “Imerica, in Congress assembled, 
That the alternate sections reserved to the United States 
| along the line of railroads, or other internal improvements, 
to aid in the construction of which grants of lands have 
been made by Congress, shall, after the same have been of- 
| fered at public sale und ing Jaws, be subject to entry 
| according to the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
| August 4, 1854, entitled An act to graduate and reduce 
the price of the public lands to actual settlers and cultiva- 
tors,” at donble the price at which said lands were Hable 
to entry under said act at the time they were withheld from 
sale, With a view to the adjustment of the said grants re- 
spectively. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, objected to 
the bill being put on its passage. f 
| Mr. COBB. . Then Lask that the bill be recom- 
i mitted io the Committee on Public Lands. 

It was so ordered, 


| ELIAS YULEE. 
Mr. LOVEJOY, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, made an adverse report on the petition of 
i Elias Yulee, which was laid on the table. and 


ordered to be printed. 
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CONSOLIDATED. LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill making further provisions 
in reference to consolidated land offices; which 
was read a first and second time, and recommitted 
to. the Committee on Public Lands, 

: DAVID MYERLE, 

Mr. TAPPAN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No. 118, for 
the reliéf of David Myerle. 

Mr. BURNETT. { object: 

Mr. TAPPAN. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope the gentleman from 
New Hampshire will allow me Jo offer an amend- 
ment to that bill in the shape of a proviso. Task 
it for the sake of having justice done by this 
House in this matter, and in order thatthe money, 
if appropriated at all, may be appropriated to the 

arties who really have sustained the loss. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I want to say to the House, 
in reply to the suggestion of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that his proviso merely 


contemplates the payment of certain moneys, 


which itis alleged by certain parties in Kentucky 
that Myerle owes them. It is a matter entirely 
between them. 

Mr. MALLORY. Itis no such thing; and the 
gentleman knows nothing whatever about the 
proviso. 

Mr. BURNETT. [hope I may be permitted 
to say one word upon this subject. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Uhnois. No, sir; I 
object. 

r. BURNETT. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire has made a statement in which he was 
entirely mistaken. There is not a particle of 
merit in this case. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—ycas 
112, nays 56; as follows: 

-Y£LAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Ash- 
Tey, Babbitt, Barr, Bingbam, Francis P, Blair, Samuel S$, 
Blair, Blake, Bocock, Bonham, Botelcr, Bouligny, Branch, 
Brayton, Briggs, Buflinton, Burch, Burlingame, Buttertield, 
Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Cobb, John 
Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cox, James Craig, 
Davidson, Reuben Davis, Delano, Dimmick, Duct, Duna, 
Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Bly, Etheridge, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Florence, Poster, Fouke, Frank, Giliner, Gooch, 
Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, (hamilton, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haskin, tlelmick, Hindman, Hoard, William Jlow- 
ard, Wiliam A, Howard, [Lutehins, Irvine, Juakin, Keitt, 
Francis W, Kellogg, Kenyon, Kunkel, Lamar, Lee, Logan, 
Marston, Maynard, MeKean, MeKnigit, McPherson, Me- 
Rae, Milson; Millward, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, 
Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, 
Perry, Pettit, Pryor, Royee, Scott, Sedgwick, Spinner, 
James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Lheaker, Tompkins, Underwood, Van Wyck, 
Wade, Cadwalader ©. Washbum, Eviihn B. Wasbburne, 
srac! Washburn, Wilson, Wood, and Woodruif—1 12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashmore, Avery, Boyce, Brabson, Bris- 
tow, Burnett, Carey, Clopton, Burton Craige, Crawford, 
Jobn G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarneite, Bnglish, Ferry, Gar- 
nett, Garteell, Hardeman, Joha T. Harris, Hatton, Holman, 
Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Landrum, Lar- 
rabec, James M, Leach, Love, Lovejoy, Mallory, Me- 
Queen, Laban T. Moore, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Pugh, 
Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. 
Robinson, Rudin, Rust, Sherman, William Smith, William 
N. H. Smith, Stevens, Stevenson, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, 
Trimble, Vance, and Wright—56. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended. 

Mr. TAPPAN. IT now call the previous ques- 
tion.on the bill 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
in order that T may have my amendment read for 
the information of the House. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I cannot do it. This claim 
is well understood; it has been here for ten or 
twelve years. 

Mr. MALLORY. I protest against this gag- 
law, and Į hope the call for the previous question 
will be voted down, in order that justice may be 
done in this case, and that it may be properly 
understood. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, 

Mr. TAPPAN demanded the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


Mr. MALLORY demanded the yeas: and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 98, nays 75; as follows: 
“YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Francis 
P. Blair, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Bray- 
ton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, But- 
terfield, Campbell, Case, Horace F; Clark, John-B. Clark, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Cox, James Craig, David- 
son, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Florence, Fouke, Frank, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Has- 
kin, Helmick, Hoard, Wiliam Howard, William A. How- 
ard, Hamphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Keitt, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Kunkel, DeWitt C. Leuch, Lee, Logan, 
Loomis, Maclay, Marston, Maynard, McKnight, McPher- 
son, McRae, Millson, Millward, Montgomery, Sydenbam 
Moore, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Olin, Pettit, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scott, Sickles, Spinner, 
James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stratton, ‘Tappan, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Vandever, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, BHihu B. Washburne, Wilson, 
Windom, Winsiow, Wood, and Woodruff—$s. 

NAYS—Mesers. William ©. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, 
Beale, Blake, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Carey, 
Carter, Clopton, Cobb, Corwin, Burton Craige, Crawford, 
Curry, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Dunn, English, 
Etheridge, Ferry, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Grabam, Har- 
deman, John I’. Harris, Hill, Holman, Houston, Jenkins, 
Jones, Kilgore, Killinger, Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Lovejoy, Mallory, Charles D. 
Martin, Elbert S. Martin, McKean, MeQueen, Laban ‘I. 
Moore, Moorbead, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Potter, 
Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, 
Ruffin, Rust, Simms, William Smith,William N. H. Smith, 
Stallworth, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Trimble, Vance, 
Webster, Wells, and Wright—75. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND TITLES IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. My colleague (Mr. Bov- 
LIGNY} was not present when the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was called. Hehasasmall 
bill which appropriates no money, but is merely 
to confirm the title of abouttwo thousand people 
of Baton Rouge to their homes. I hope the House 
will, by unanimous consent, allow the bill to be 
reported and put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, Senate bill No. 378, 
to relinquish the title of the United States to cer- 
tain lands oceupied by the city of Baton Rouge, 
in the State of Louisiana, was brought before the 
House for consideration; was ordered to be read 
a third time; was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 


j lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imove now that the House 
proceed to dispose of the business on the Speaker’s 
table in its regular order, and I hope gentlemen 
will not struggle to suspend the rules until we 
can get these billsout of the way. When we shall 
have disposed of the business on the Speaker’s 
table, I propose to move to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Will the gentle- 
man yicld to me, to allow me to move to take 
from the Committee of the Whole House a bill 
which has passed the Committee of Claims and 
the Senate twice? It will not take three minutes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not wish to interpose 


| my single objection to any proposition the gen- 
| tleman desires to present. 


If it is the pleasure 
of the Elouse to go on with these motions to sus- 
pend the rules, I am perfectly willing that it should 
be done; but I think we had better dispose of the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BURNETT. What is the object of the 
gentleman in moving to proceed to business upon 
the Speaker’s table? [s it to put bills upon their 
passage when they are taken up? ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there are any bills there 
which contain appropriations of money,asa mat- 
ter of course they must be referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, because a motion to suspend 
the rules will not be in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Suerman’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. STRATTON. It was my intention to 
have called up, in accordance with notice given 


yesterday, the Kentucky contested-election case 
of Chrisman vs. Anderson; but, inasmuch as the 
report has but just come from the Printer, I do 
not mean to press its consideration to-day. But 
I desire to give notice to the House now, that to- 
morrow, at the expiration of the morning hour, 
I will call. up that case, and ask the House to 
dispose of it. 
TIE HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The House then, in pursuance of its order, 
proceeded to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table; when the following message from 
the Senate was taken up for consideration: 

Tx run SENATE of THe UNITED STATES, 
June 14, 1860. 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the bill of the Senate No. 416, to secure homesteads to act- 
ual settlers on the publie domain, and ask a further con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
on. ‘The Senate have appointed Messrs. Jounson of ‘Ten- 
nessce, FITZPATRICK, and CAMERON, the committee of 
conference on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. COLFAX. Yesterday, on my motion, the 


‘House of Representatives, after a full analysis of 


the two bills passed by the Senate and House, 
agreed to adhere to their own bill; but it is no 
more than respectful to the Senate, a coérdinate 
branch of the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment, inasmuch as they have asked for another 
conference, that we should comply with their re- 


i quest. I move, therefore, that a committee of con- 


ference be appointed; and upon that motion I call 
the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the Speaker 
if itis in order to move that the House recede 
from their disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it is 
hardly in order pending the demand for the pre- 
vious question, 

The previous queshon was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The motion submitted by Mr. Corax was 
then agreed to; and Messrs. COLFAX, GARNETT, 
and Wiypom, were appointed as such committee 
of conference on the part of the House. 

SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES, ; 

The following message from the Senate was 


then read: 
In SENATE or rue UNIYED Srares, 
June 14, 1860. 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring.) 
That the 16th and 17th joint rules be suspended for the re- 
mainder of the session. 

A Moemner. What arc the rules? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thceyare in relation to send- 
ing bills to the President on the last. three days of 
the session. It is the usual resolution.. 1 move 
that the House concur, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC TELEGRAPII. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was 
Senate bill No. 184, to facilitate communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States; the Sen- 
ate having concurred. with all the amendments of 
the House, except that striking out the names of 
the corporators, and inserting a provision for let- 
ting the contract out to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will state briefly the differ- 
ence between the two Houses on this bill, and 
then, if gentlemen desire it, they can have the 
amendment read in full. The Senate passed the 
bill granting a subsidy of $50,000 a year to the 
company, for which they were to perform the 
Government telegraphing. The House reduced 
the subsidy to $40,000 a year. The Senate fixed 
the maximum charge for messages of ten words 
at four dollars. ‘The House reduced it to three 
dollars. The House also inserted many salutary 
restrictions in the bill upon the company, and for 
the protection of the people of the Unirea States 
who may desire to send messages over the road. 
They fixed the starting point at some point on 
the west line of the State of Missouri; they 
commanded them to receive all messages coming 
through other and competing lines; and they 
adopted many other restrictions upon the com- 
pany, whigh they believed to be wholesome. 'The 
‘Louse, by a vote of eleven majority, on motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Burner, | 
also adopted an amendment, striking out the 
names of the corporators, and requiring the con- 
tract to be let out to the lowest bidder, after due 
advertisement, 
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The Senate agreed to every amendment adopted 
by the House except this last one. They be- 
lieved that, if we desired to have a speedy com- 
pletion of a telegraphic communication between 
the Atlantic and Pacific, this amendient of the 
House should not be concurred in. The amend- 
ment requires that there shall be an-advertisement 


for sixty days, and a much longer time willelapse | 


before a contract can be made, so that it will be 
impossible to make any considerable progress in 
the work before the next season, Butif the con- 
tract shall be given to these corporators, as pro- 
vided in the bill as it passed the Senate, [ believe 
that the line will be completed, or nearly so, be- 
fore the mccting of the next session of Congress, 
and we shall have an instantaneous communica- 
tion between the Atlantic and Pacific, so that the 
President may communicate with San Francisco 
in the same time that it will require to communi- 
cate with Georgetown, in this District. 

Now, sir, L have made this explanation of the 
condition in which this question comes before us. 


I move to concur in the amendment of the Sen- | 


ate; and upon that I demand the previous ques- 
tion. I am perfectly willing, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky desires it, he shall have the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to concur. 


Mr. BURNETT. I appeal to the gentleman | 


from Indiana to withdraw his demand for the 
previous question. I think it is due to me that I 
should be heard upon this question. It will be 


recollected that I moved thisamend ment, to which | 


the Senate have disagreed; and I think the Speaker 
ought to have recognized me instead of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. ` 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will remember that I reported this bill. If 
Thad not believed that, in accordance with the 
usual practice of the Flouse, I was entitled to the 
floor, L should not have sought it. I do not de- 
sire, however, to be discourteous to the gentleman 
from Kentucky; and, although I have several 
times asked the floor of him when he has declined 
to accord it, I will withdraw the demand for the 


pnns question, and yield the floor to him, if |! 
hy | have watched his proceedings through the whole 
| progress of this bill. The other day, whena mes- 


e will limit himself to five minutes, as I have 
done myself, and then call the previous question, 

Mr. BURNETT. I willcall the previous ques- 
tion when I shall have concluded my remarks. 


Mr. COLFAX. Will the gentleman limit him- | 


self to five minutes? 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not know about that. 

Mr. COLFAX. Then I insist on my demand 
for the previous question. Jam willing to place 
the gentleman from Kentucky upon the same 
footing with mysclf, but not to go further, 

Mr. BURNETT. Jaccept the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana, and agree to call the 
previous question in five minutes. 

Now, sir, [ want the House to understand the 
effect of this bill as passed by the Senate. Itis 
simply further 
now exists in all the States cast of the Mississippi 
river in telegraphing, to the Pacific ocean, The 
present lines of telegraph in the country are all 
under the controland superintendence of six com- 

anies, and the men named in this bill are the 
“presidents of those companies. No other man or 
set of men can build a line of telegraph from any 
one of the great cities of this Union to another, 
and sustain it. Why? Because, by an agree- 
ment among these telegraph companies, if any 
other company were to build a line from this city 
to Boston, for instance, they will reduce the taritf 
of charges to such a point as to dest 


exclusive monopoly of all the telegraphing be- 
tween the Atlantic amd Pacific. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky allow me a word? 

Mr. BURNETT. No, sir; I am confined to 
five minutes, and I willnot give upany of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT. I want to contradict that state- 
ment. 


Mr. BURNETT. Now, sir, f was proceeding | 


to say that these companies are already extend- 
ing a line of telegraph to the Pacific coast. Before 
the contract can be made,and they can getasub- 


sidy from the Treasury, itwill be completed. The | 


whole effect of this bill will be, therefore, to draw 


from the public Treasury $40,000, to be paid into | 


the hands of these private individuals, without 
any necessity or cause whatever for it. 


to extend the monopoly, which į 


roy the new | 
line. Now, you propose by this bill to place 1p | 
the hands of these men the whole control and the 


Why, sir, one of the best evidences you can i 


have that this is a mere job, is the fact that the 
lobby around this Capitol have been here clam- 
orous in their demands for the passage of this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, if this bill is to pass, I want the 
contract thrown open to competition; and if there 
is no other company which has the capital or the 
means to go into a competition for the work, these 
companies will obtain the contract. I ask this 
House whether they are ready to fasten upon the 
country an exclusive monopoly by this subsidy 
of $400,000 drawn from the public Treasury? I 
hope, if this bill is to become a Jaw at all, it will 
be passed with this amendment of the House. I 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the gentleman will with- 


| draw the demand for the previous question. 


Mr. COLFAX. Iam willing that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky shall withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, if the gentleman from 
California will renew the demand. 

Mr. BURNETT. No, sir. Iam not going 
to be cut down to five minutes in this way, and 
let the gentleman from California go on, when I 
shall have no opportunity to reply. 

Mr. COLFAX. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that I extended the same 


| courtesy to him that I did tomyself. 1 only occu- 


pied five minutes. 

Mr. BURNETT. Oh, no man can beat the gen- 
tleman from Indiana in courtesy. 1 want that 
understood. I am opposed to all sorts of monop- 
olies, and in favor of equal rights. The gentle- 
man opened for five minutes, and confined me. to 
five minutes. Now, sir, I withdraw the demand 
for the previous question; and, sir, you will sec 
that if I or any onc else want to say anything 
upon this bill, the gag will be applied. 

Mr. SCOTT. By the courtesy of my friend, I 
have the floor, and I will detain the House but a 
few moments. E must say that the degree of 
fierecness which the gentleman from Kentucky 
has manifested towards this bill is unparalleled 
and unprecedented, in this Congress, at least. 1 


sage from the Senate announced that the bill was 
returned to the House, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was ready in his opposition toit. It seems 
to me that he has been pouring forth his galvanic 
batteries upon this bill all the time. So faras I 
am concerned, I will say, thatalthough my State 
is more deeply interested than any other State in 
the Union if this enterprise, I do not know per- 
sonally bu&two of the men whose names are men- 
tioned as corporators in this bill. 

The gentleman stated that the bill provided for 
a monopoly, and that it precluded other men and 
other companies from coming in and establishing 
a different line. It has been so charged before, 
and at the time I contradicted it. Let any gentle- 
man take that bill, and read it fairly and impar- 
tially, and he can come to no other conclusion 
than that the privilege is open to all companies 
who choose to establish another line. 

Bat, will not the House take into consideration 
the fact that this is a new undertaking; that this 
line has to traverse two or three thousand miles 
of our almost uninhabited territory? Will they 
not take into consideration that itis the duty of 
the Government to give a bonus to these men? 
And in reference to that matter of a monopoly, I 


| will state to the gentleman from Kentucky that 


the acts of the Legislature of the State of Cali- 
fornia show that they contemplate that there will 
be not only one line but two lines; because the 
State has passed a law giving a bonus of $60,000 
to the company which constructs the first line, 


| and $40,000 to the company which constructs the 


second line. 

I tell the gentleman further, in reference to the 
selection of men for this great national work and 
enterprise, which is to inure to the benefit of 
every State in this Confederacy, that he ought to 
select men who have the means, the capital, the 
experience, and the patents in reference to tele- 
graphic operations, so as to give the country the 
assurance that they will have a communication 
established by telegraph between the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts. 

But the gentleman zaya this is a lobby measure. 
I ask the gentleman if he considers the United 
States Congress a lobby, or whether he thinks 

. 


this House and ‘the Senate ‘sunk so low that a 
few outsiders and: speculators cai. swerve -them 
from the path of duty? If you left the price ‘to 
be charged for telegraphic communications oper: 
to the control of the company, it might operate. 
grievously upon the country. But this bill Hits: 
the price to three dollars for each, message. of a 
limited number of words from St. Louis to San 
Francisco—the very same price that is charged’ 
from New York to New Orleans. So they-cannot 
establish a monopoly. What is a monopoly? It 
is a privilege granted toa certain man or body 
of men by which they can exercise and enjoy 
an advantage to the exclusion of everybody else. 
Can this, then, be a monopoly? If the retention 
of the names of these corporators, however, is to 
jeopardize this bill; if itis to strike down this 
project of a communication with the Pacific coast, 
say, in the name of God, let the corporators go 
to the four winds of heaven, and let ihe Govern- 
ment establish a line in which every man has an 
interest. i ; 

Mr. BURNETT. H the gentleman from: Cal- 
ifornia will give me his ear for a moment, I will 
show him that this isa monopoly, Who are the 
men named in this bill as corporators? ‘The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Coirax] will tell you 
that they are mostly the presidenis of the vari- 
ous telegraphic lines in this country. Thatisa 
striking fact. 

Now, I want to state another thing. By an ar- 
rangement entered into between, these various 
companies, they agree that they will reduce the 
price of transmitting messages upon each of their 
respective lines, if another line shall come into 
competition with it. We have, then, in reference 
to the telegraphic lines in the United States, a 


| complete monopoly; because no other lines can 
| compete with the existing lines under that arrange- 


ment, 

Now, what does this bill propose todo? It 
certainly proposes to cut off ail competition, and 
to pay the company named in this bill a bonus of 
$40,000 a year, to be taken out by the Govern- 
ment, to be sure, in the transmission of commu- 
nications. Ifthe Government messages amount 
to more than thatsum annually, we shall be called 
upon hereafter to pay it. 

Mr. COLFAX. I willsimply say to the House, 
that so far as this union of the telegraph com- 
panies of the States is concerned, it has nothing 
to do with this bill. Nothing in this bill gives 
these corporators a monopoly. _ It does not even 
give them the land. It only gives them the use 
of the land for ten years. As to the 940,000, the 
Government ig to receive, in return, that amount 
of telegraphing. I have no doubt the Government 
will need thatamount of tclegraphing for years to 
come. Certainly they would have needed that 
amount for the last two or three years. The es- 
tablishment of this line enables the Government 
to have a direct communication with all its mili- 
tary posts upon the route from the western States 
to the Pacific coast. Now I call the previous 
question. : 

Mr. BURNETT. Gentlemen say that the 
names of these corporators make no difference 
with them. Now, if the House will agree to have 
them struck out, I am satisfied, Otherwise, I 
move to lay the bill upon the table. If you are 
willing to strike out the names of these men you 
may pass your bill as it is. 

Mr. COLFAX. Andgive the work out to straw 
bidders. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the pegative—yeas 70, nays 120; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, 


Beale, Blake, Bocoek, Bonham, Branch, Burnett, Clopton, 
Cobh, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Johu G. Davis, Reu- 
ben Davis, Edgerton, Edmundson, Fenton, French, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Hardeman, Jobn T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hin, 
Holman, Houston, William A. Howard, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, Kenyon, Kilgore, Willinger, Kunkel, James 
AL Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Lovejoy, Elbert $. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, MePherson, McQueen, Milson, Sydenham 
Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Pettit, Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, James 
C. Robinson, Ruffin, Singleton, Willian Smith, William N. 
H. Smith, Stallworth, Stanton, Stokes, Th eaker, “Phomas, 
Vance, Wilson, Winslow, Wood, and Wright—70. 
NAYS—M . Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bingham, Pran- 
cis P. Blair, Boteler, Bowigny, Brabson, Brayton, Griggs, 
Bristow, Bunton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, David- 
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son, H.: Winter Davis, Dawes, De Jamette, Delano, Duell, 
Dann, Edwards, Blot, Bly, English, Farnsworth, Florence, 
Foster, Fouke, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Helmick, Hindman, 
Hoard, William Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Fraucis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Landrum, DeWitt ©: Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, McKean, 
Millward, Laban T. Moore; Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, 
Nelson, Niblack, Olin, Pendleton, Perry, Peyton, Phelps, 
Porter, Potter, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Somes, 
Spinner, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stratton, 
Tappan, ‘Taylor, Thayer, Tompkins, ‘Trimble, Vallandig- 
ham, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Cad- 
walader C. Washburn, Ellihu B, Washburne, fsrae] Wash- 
barn, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Windom, Woodruff, and 
Woodson—120, 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
tables | 

During the vote, 

Mr. SHERMAN said he was requested to state 
that Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
Eruermes, were absent upon a committee ofcon- 
ference. ; 

Mr. KEITT stated that Mr. Mies was paired 
off with Mr. Rics. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the mam question ordered to be put. 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand the yeas and nays 
on concurring with the Senate upon that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COLFAX, 
test vote, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 83, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS~-Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald~ 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Prancis P, Blair, Blake, 
Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Butlinton, Bareh, 
Burlingame, Butterfield, Carey, Casc, Jolu B. Chark, Jolin 
Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Govode, James Craig, Curtis, 
Davidson, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Haglish, Farnsworth, Florenee, Foster, Fouke, 
French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Hamilton, Helmick, 
Hindman, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Lee, Love, Maclay, Marston, Elbert 3. 
Martin, McKean, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Edward Joy 
Morris, Olin, Perry, Phelps, Potter, Christopher Robinson, 
Scott, Sickles, Somes, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Vandever, Van Wyck, Walton, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Etiibu B. Washburne, fsracl Washburn, Web- 
ster, Wells, Whiteley, Windom, Wood, and Woodrull—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Ashmore, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, 
Beale, Bingham, Samuel B. Blair, Bocock, Bonham, 
Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Burnham, Campbell, Horace F. 
Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawrord, 
Curry, H. Winter Davis, Jolin G. Davis, Reuben Davis, De 
Jaractte, Edgerton, Edmundson, Fenton, Merry, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John P. 
Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hill, Hoard, Holman, Houston, 
Willian Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Huni- 
phrey, Jenkins, Jones, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Kunkel, 
Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mal- 
lory, Charies D. Martin, Maynard, MeKnight, MePherson, 
McQueen, Millson, Montgomery, Sydentian Moore, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Jsaac N, Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, 
Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, 
Reagan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Royce, Rutin, Sher- 
man, Singleton, William Smith, William N. JL. Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, Stokes, Taylor, Theaker, 
‘Thomas, Tompkins, Trimble, Underwood, Vatlandigham, 
Vante, Verree, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—104. 

So the House refused to concur with the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

During the call, 

Mr. MePHERSON stated that Mr. Hiceman 
had been called home, and had paired off. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


THE SLAVE TRADE. 
Senate bill No. 464, to amend an act entitled 
“An act in addition to the acts prohibiting the 
slave trade,’ with the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Senate agree to the second and dis- 
agree to the first amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House 
recede from its disagreement with the Senate. 
The amendments are merely formal. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND ENTRIES. 
House bill No. 44, confirming certain land en- 
tries under the third section of act of 3d March, 
1855, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department during 


I trust not; we have had one 


the year ending June 30,1856,” with the amend- | 


ments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the House insist on 
their disagreement. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. . I understand now that we 
have come to private bills, which cannot be acted 
upon without reference. I therefore move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. f 

Mr. ENGLISH. Ihopenot. I think we ought 
to finish the business on the Speaker’s table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
the hands of Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, noti- 
fying the House that the Senate had passed the 
bill making appropriations for ‘fortifications and 
other works of defense, with sundry amendments; 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 


LIGUT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION BILL. ` 


Mr. ELIOT. I understand that the amend- 
ments which the Senate has made to the light- 
house bill are: first, that they have struck outa 
section appropriating $150,000; and second, that 
they have added an amendment appropriating 
about one hundred and fourteen dollars. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, Are these all 
the amendments? 

Mr. ELIOT. These are all. I move that the 
House concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on | 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatthe rules be sus- 

pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 

: k = : 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
But first, I move that the Senate amendments to 
the civil bill be made the special order in commit- 
tee, and that all debate thercon terminate within 
five minutes after the committee shall have entered 
on its consideration. 

The motion to close debate was agreed to. 

The motion to gointocommittee wasagreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Brancain 
the chair,) and procecded to the consideration of 
the Senate amendments to House bill No. 50], 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1861, 

l‘irst amendment of the Senate: 

Strike out the words “ for preserving the unfinished work 
upon ite Chariestou custom-house, $5,000, and insert iu 
tien thereof the following: 

‘Yo pay for marbic aiready delivered at the Charleston 
custom-house, to be used in continuing the work on that 
building, $15,000; and for continuing the construction of 
that building, $135,000, making $150,000. And the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury is direeted to report to Congress, in his 
next annual report on the finances, the amount of further 
appropriations that may be required to finish, respectively, 
this custom-louse aud the one at New Orleans, and the 
time n ssary to compicte the same, and whether any 
changes can be made, consistently with the purposes for 
which the building is intended, whieh will redace the cost 
of completion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend an amendment to the 
amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the Senate amendment, and insert: 

For preserving the unfinished work of the Charleston 
eustom-lousc, $5,000, and to pay for marble already de- 
livered at the Charleston custom house, to be used in con- } 
tinuing the work on that building, $15,000; and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is directed to report to Congress, in 
hig next annual report on the finduces, the amount of fur- 
ther appropriations whieh may be required to finish, re- 
spectively, this custom-house and the oue at New Orleans, 
and the time necessary to complete the same; and whether į 
any changes ean be made, cousistently with the purposes 
for which the building is inteuded 3 and in the mean time | 
no further materials shall be delivered to said custom- 
house. 


The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended, and it was concurred in, 


Second amendmeut: 

Strike out the words“ for preserving the unfinished work 
upon the New Orleans castom-louse, 35,000,” and insert 
in Heu thereof: | 

To pay for marble already delivered at the New Orleans i 
custom house, to be used in continuing the work on that! 
building, $25,000; and for continuing the construction of į 


o 
that building, $280,000, making $305,006, 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend an amendment to the 
amendinent, as follows: 


Strike out all of the Senate amendment, and insert: 

For preserving the unfinished work upon the New Or- 
leans custom-house, $5,000 ; and to pay for marble already 
delivered at the New Orleans custom-house, to be used in 
continuing the work on that building, $25,000; and it is 
hereby provided that no further materials shall be delivered 
for said custom -house. 

Theamendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The question recurred on the Senate amendment, 
as amended; and it was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 


For the extension of the Treasury building, $335,263 71; 
and to pay for materials already delivered, and to be used 
in the construction of said extension, $164,736 29; making 
$590,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended that the House agree to the third amend- 
ment of the Senate, with an amendment to strike 
out all of the Senate amendment, and insert jn 
lieu thereof the following: 


For preserving the unfinished work on the Treasury ex- 
tension, $5,000; and to pay for materials already delivered 
for said extension, $164,736 29. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the com- 
mittee will not concur with the Committee of 
Waysand Means in amending the amendment of 
the Senate. There was, no doubt, some reason 
for the amendment of that committee in regard to 
the custom-houses at New Orleans and Charles- 
ton. Noone can tell how much it will cost to 
finish up those structures; and it was supposed 
there might be some change of plan, by which 
these buildings might be finished in a suitable 
manner, and the cost be considerably reduced. 
But in regard to the Treasury extension, we 
know that there is no doubt whatever, no uncer- 
tainty, in reference to what that building is to be. 
It is certain, absolutely certain, that that building 
is to be finished within a short time, and the ex- 
penditures are inevitable within one, two, three, or 
four years. F believe that it would be wise and 
just economy, such as a pradent and sensible 
man would consult in his own case, for us to go on 
and make the appropriation contemplated by the 
Senate; and I hope we shall do what the Senate 
recommend, f 

Mr. SHERMAN. The work on the Treasury 
extension has already advanced so far that the 
south wing is completed, and the foundation of 
the remaining two wings are laid. There they 
stand, and the committce thought that that was 
a very good condition to leave them in. So far 
as we know, there is no pressing necessity for the 
completion of the building; and it is no time to go 
on with the work when we have to borrow money 
in order to carry on the Government. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have provided a suf- 
ficient amount to pay off all these debts, and Tor 
the material now on hand; and we propose to 
stop the work for a while. 

Mr. FRENCH. | [move to inerease the appro- 
priation in the Senate amendment $1,000. lt 
seems to me as though it were the duty of this 
Government, at any rate, to regard its contracts 
with individuals. Already contracts have been 
made by the proper authorities for the furnishing 
of materials for the completion of this building. 
In endeavoring to perform that contract, the con- 
tractors have been already at very great expense. 
They have already furnished and delivered, in 
addition to what is provided for in the Senate 
amendment now, one cargo of materials since 
the matter was before the Senate, and another 
cargo, valued at from twenty-five to thirty thou- 
sand dollars, is on its way. A very large amount 
of material has been already quarried and pre- 
pared for shipment, and Chey are bound to com- 
ply with the requirements of their contract, Ut 
seems to me that it would be gross injustice on 
the part of the Goverameut, in attempting to 
practice economy, to throw the expense of it en- 
tirely on individual contractors. They have been 
compelled to procure, at very large expense, the 
necessary fixtures for handling the vast mono- 
liths required for the columas and pilasters. They 
have been obliged to purchase vessels expressly 
fitted for conveying materials here. ‘Phe work 
has got to be done, and it seems to me that it 
would be a gross act of injustice to say to the 
contractors: Gentlemen, you are to suffer the 
loss. ‘The Government does not choose to goon 
with this work, and you must bear the loss of 
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from two to three hundred thous 
is inflicted upon you by our refusing to progress 
with this work.” Sir, the work has got to be 
completed. It is admitted, by the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee, that it will be 
completed by and by, and the honor of the Gov- 
ernment is involved in the integrity of its con- 
tracts, and should be preserved. lam exceed- 
ingly sorry if our country is in such a condition 
that it is necessary to curtail its expenditures by 
leaving the public buildings incomplete and com- 
pelling contractors, who have endeavored in good 
faith to perform the conditions of their contracts, 
to suffer a loss of money which they have ex- 
pended in procuring materials and in complying 
with the terms of theircontracts. I hope the 
will not sustain the amendment of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


Mr. REAGAN: Mr. Chairman, I oppose the 
amendment. Ido so forthe reason that, from the 


amount of stone about this city of Washington, 
I presume the crop of rocks must be very much 
exhausted in New England. It may be that the 
honor of the Government is involved in keeping 
up the rock trade for the benefit of the constitu- 
ents of the two genUemen from that region of the 
country who have spoken. Some of us have 
thought that the honor of the Government was 
involved in other things during this session of 
Congress. Especially have 1 thought that the 
honor of the Government was involved in protect- 
ing the lives and property of its people; yet the 
spirit of economy overcame the honor of the Gov- 
ernment in that respect, and I hope the same spirit 
of economy will be carried out by adopting the 
amendment ofthe Committee of Waysand Means, 
notwithstanding that it may somewhat affect the 
rock trade. It will at least give time for a new 


crop of rocks to grow; and it seems to me that we j 


must have pretty well exhausted the old crop. 
Mr. FRENCH. I withdraw my amendment. 
Mr. PHELPS. I propose an amendment to 
the amendment reported by the Committee of 
Waysand Means. I desire to strike out the whole 
amendment, with that of the Senate, and insert as 
follows: 
For the extension of the Treasury building, $350,000. 
The proposition of the Committee of Ways 
and Means is that we shall concur in so much of 
the Senate amendment as appropriates $165,000 
for materials already delivered and on hand; and 


they propose to allow these materials to-remain | 


upon the ground around the building, none of 
them to be used for twelve months to come. I 
propose that, after we have paid for,the materials 
which we have on hand, an additional sum of 
money shall be expended in placing those mate- 
rials in the building towards its completion. Gen- 
tlemen who have passed in that vicinity know that 
the streets in the neighborhood of the ‘Treasury 
building are blocked up by large masses of granite 
and brick. I want to sec some of those materials 
taken from the streets and placed where they 
are ultimately to be deposited. I desire to see 
this work progress. I cannot understand the pol- 
icy of allowing the large mass of material, which 


has been purchased and collected in the vicinity, | 


to remain blocking up the streets for twelve months 
to come. 

Mr. 8 
the gentleman from Missouri will not be adopted. 
i desire that the same system of legislation which 


we have hitherto pursued in reference to these ! 


public buildings shall not be continued. I desire 
that some definite plan shall be fixed upon; that 
some limit shall be made in respect to the amount 
of money we are to appropriate for the comple- 
tion of these works. 
Theamendment of the gentleman from Missouri, 
if adopted, after paying for the material, will give 
about $100,000 for the prosecution of the work. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has furnished no 
estimate for this work. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the plan of the Committee of Ways and Mcans, 
go far as we had time to consider the subject, was 
this: that we would pay for all outstanding lia- 
bilities for the public works in progress; but be- 
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ouse j 


Ti 


HERMAN. I hope the amendment of | 


and dollars that 


from the Department which places the Govern- 
ment under obligations tò meet these appropria- 
tions, I have to say that the officers of the Gov- 
ernment have no right to make contracts in ad- 
vance of the appropriations, and that when they 


do so they act in violation of law. These con- 
tractors have brought this large mass of material 
here not only in violation of Jaw, but in the face 
of the express direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maing. Will the gen- 
tleman from Ohio allow me to ask what evidence 
he has that the Secretary acted in violation of 
law in making these contracts? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have before me an official 
letter from the Department, which shows that 
fact, and it shows that after these contractors had 
been directed to stop bringing material here, they 
have continued to do it for more than a year. 
Now, we propose to pay them forall the material 
that has been brought here, and then to stop the 
works until we shall have specific plans and esti- 
mates, which shall be adopted. IT hope the amend- 
ment of my friend from Missouri will not be 
agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will it be in order to 
move an amendment to that which the gentleman 
from Missouri proposes to strike out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
amendment will not be in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. For the purpose of giving the 
gentleman from Georgia an opportunity to offer 
his amendment, I will, for the time being, with- 
draw the amendment I have submitted, although 
I shall subsequently renew it, and ask for a vote 
of the committee upon it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. {move to amend by re- 
ducing the appropriation to $1,000. I desire to 
say to the committee, that when this bill was up 
for the consideration of the House of Represent- 
atives originally, it went to the Senate with a 
simple appropriation of $5,000 for the preserva- 
tion of the materials which had been delivered for 
the Treasury extension. The House readily 
granted the amount that was necessary for the 
preservation of these materials; butin the Senate, 
the House appropriation was stricken out, and 
an appropriation was inserted of $335,000 to con- 
tinue the work, and of $164,000 for the payment 
for materials which had already been furnished. 


Now, the question for this committee to consideris, | 


whether they will stand by their original decision; 
whether they will adopt the amendment of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to the amendment 
of the Senate providing payment for the materials 
which have been delivered under contract, and 
probably furnished from the State which the gentle- 
man from Missouri who addressed the committee 
represents, or whether they will adopt the amend- 
ment of the Senate. These materials have been 
furnished under a contract made by Mr. Guthrie 
when he was Secretary of the Treasury; and the 
Committee of Ways and Means recommend that 
these materials shall be paid for, and that an ap- 
propriation of $164,000 be made for that purpose. 
We are also willing to give $5,000, in addition, 
for the preservation of the unfinished work upon 
the Treasury extension; but further than that the 
Committee of Ways and Means were not willing 
to go. They were of the opinion that the capacity 
of the Treasury building is now ample to contain 
ail the money there is in it, or is likely to be for 
the present. 

I hope the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Missouri—my colleague on the Com- 
mittecof Ways and Means—will not be adopted. 
There is no necessity for continuing the work on 
that building. I repeat, that the present building 
is ample to take care of all the funds. Comply 
with your contract, pay the $164,000 which your 
Secretary of the Treasury has agreed to pay, give 
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$5,000 for preserving the unfinished. work, and. 
then let the work remain as it is until you shall 
have more need of room than the present condi- 
tion of the Treasury requires. Boats 

Mr. STANTON, I would like to ask the gen» 
tleman from Georgia when he expects the Treas- 
ury to be in a condition.to require more room ? 

Ar. CRAWFORD. I answer the gentleman, 
never untilthe Administration of this Government, 
legislative and executive, is exclusively in -the 
hands of the Democratic party... [Laughter.] :; 

Mr. STANTON. That is precisely the point ' 
to which L wished to direct the gentleman’s atten 
tion. When both ends of the Capitol were in the 
possession of the Democratic party, they started 
upon the construction of these new wings to the 


| Capitol, and of the Treasury extension; and 1 ean- 


not tell how many million dollars have been ex- 
pended upon these works by Democratic majori- 
dies in both ends of the Capitol. Whati wantis 
that they should be finished by that party while it 
is in power. I think its race.is pretty nigh run. 
On the 4th of March next, I think another party 
will come mto power; and I want this Demo- 
cratic party to complete the works it has com- 
menced before it goes out of power. I want it to 
meet the responsibilities it has incurred, and: not 
allow them to be thrown upon another Adminis- 
tration. ? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say that my 
information is very different from that of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, and that these public works 
were commenced under Mr. Fillmore’s adminis- 
tration, and not under a Democratic Administra- 


tion, 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


The committee informally rose. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, bills of the 


following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (S. No. 285) for the relief of John 
| Brannan; f 

An act (S. No. 176) for the relief of R. W. 
Clarke; 


An act (S. No. 43) for the relief of Solomon 
Wadsworth; . 

An act (S. No, 450) to change the location of 
the custom-house for the district of Brazos de 
Santiago from Point Isabel to Brownsville, inthe 
State of Texas. 

The committee then resumed its session. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL—~AGAIN. 
Mr. STANTON, I know this, that Mr, Fill- 


| more’s administration never had a Congress to 


agree with it, and never had either House of 
Congress. Both Houses of Congress were Dem- 
ocratic under Mr. Fillmore’s administration; and 
I take it that no appropriation could be mado 
without the assent of Congress. I believe it was 
profligacy upon the part of Congress to commence 
these wings of the Capitol, and the work was 


| commenced when there was an overwhelming 


Democratic majority in both branches of the 
Congress of the United States. You have been 
undertaking works which will require an enor- 
mous expenditure, and which cannot be com- 
pleted with less than thirty or forty million dol- 
lars; and I want you, the Democratic party, to 
take the responsibility of completing them, and 
not throw that responsibility upon the coming 
Administration. I do not want the unfinished 
jobs you have commenced under a Democratic 
‘Administration thrown upon the Administration 
which will succeed you, and which, I trust, will 
be an economical, pure, and just Administration, 
and one worthy of the confidence of the nauon. 
I want you to finish the jobs you have commenced, 
and to make the necessary appropriations there- 
for. And if an additional tariff is necessary to 
fill the Treasury, consider that question, and come 
uy and meet it fairly and squarely, like men. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Why did the other side of 
the House repeal the tariff of 1846? — : 

Mr. STANTON. It was repealed by the 
Senate, and by a House whieh did not have any 
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majority in it belonging to any party. And it 
was. repealed upon the recommendation of the 
Democratic Sceretary of the Treasury, Mr. Guth- 
rie, because he said he had too much money, a 
surplus of $21,000,000, and he did not know what 
to do with it. The Secretary prayed Congress 
to modify the tariff, and now you are praying to 
discontinue these public. buildings, because you 
have not money enough; and it is time you were 
out of office. 

Mr. KUNKEL. L would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if the tariff of 1846 was not repealed 
by northern men employing money for the pur- 
pose of ‘influencing the action of this House in 
the Thirty-Fourth Congress? 

Mr. STANTON. The tariff of 1857 was fixed 
up by a committee of conference between the two 
Houses, made up of a Democratic Senate, and 
under the lead of Mr. Letcher, member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the House, 
and a Democratic member from the State of Vir- 
ginia, and with his assent and support. It re- 
ceived my continued and persistent opposition, 

Mr. CRAWFORD, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to 
increase the amount five dollars. I move the, 
amendment merely. to give me the opportunity of 
saying that I suppose there can be no doubt in 
the mind of any gentleman here that this Treas- 
ury building will be finished, and that it will be 
finished according to the specifications, and ac- 
cording to the plans already made. There is 
nothing now to be done in that regard, and noth- 
ing that 1 am aware of to be done hereafter. The 
gentleman from Ohio says, although the work is 
in progress of construction; although the con- 
tract for materials is made; although the men are 
here ready to go on with the work, yet that, for 
some reason or other, it is policy, it iseconomy, 
to suspend all our operations, and render our- 
selves liable for damages to those with whom we 
have made contracts; and for what? That we 
may stop and sce where we are; that we may 
take a new reckoning; and some two or three 
years hence passa general law for the completion 
of these buildings. There is no necessity for a 
general law. A law has already been passed, 
and, under that Jaw, contracts have been entered 
into by Mr. Guthrie, Tle knew what he was 
about. Under that authority he has made con- 
tracts with honest men; aud they are now ready 
to execute their contracts, and, if suspended, they 
will claim damages for not being permitted to ex- 
ecule those contracts. ‘They were made under 
existing law; and there is no way by which they 
can be avoided. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where is the law? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. [tis a law of 
Congress, though f cannot refer the gentleman 
to the precise place where the law will be found, 
at the prosent time. Secretary Guthrie, under 
that law, made contracts for furnishing these ma- 
terials, aud he made a contract lo furnish them as 
they were wanted. 

What are we to gain, when we all know that 
this building must be completed, and completed 
in one, two, or three years, by saying that we 
will stop now, discharge our men, violate our 
contracts, and commence again by and by, and 
thereby throw, as the gentleman from Ohio has 
well said, upon the incoming Administration, an 
expenditure which belongs to this? What are 
we to gain in an economical point of view, or in 
any point of view? This work must be com- 
pleted, and it is necessary that it should be com- 

pleted, for L understand thatat the present time the 
Treasury Department is in want of more room, 
and that they are now payinga very large amount 
of rent for rooms which they are obliged to hire. 
"he contracts have been made; the work is sure 
to be finished; and why is it that the Committee 
of Ways and Means come in here and ask us to 
refuse to make an appropriation, and with no 
other result than that half a million dollars will 
be added to the appropriation next year? 
the House will not stultify itsclf by following the 
lead of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The south wing 
of the Treasury building is now nearly completed, 
and there is no considerable amount of materials 
for the construction of the walls and the residue 
of the building now delivered. There is a con- 
siderable number of columns, and a large part of 


Lhope | 


| propriated for it. There is no ground for saying 


i consent, withdrew his amendment. i 


the granite for the entablature and portico to be 
delivered, which can only be done’ at the end of 
the work, and not at this time. ~The ‘Secretary 
of the Treasury has directed the contractors for 
the granite to cease delivering it. If the Gov- 
ernment may be held responsible for damages, I 
suggest that, if there be no law directly author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to make a 
contract in advance of an appropriation, the Gov- 
ernment can, under no circumstances, be liable 
for a single cent of damages, because the contract 
is void, so far as it goes beyond the amount àp- 


that the Government can be liable for damages, 
in the absence of a law, beyond the amount of 
moncy appropriated. There is, therefore, no fear 
upon that point, 

With reference to the adjustment of the account 
between Mr. Fillmore’s administration and those 
succecding to that, and those which may come 
hereafter, I take it that we are not here to settle 
accounts between them. The public necessities 
do not now require that we should finish the build- 
ing. There is room enough now to answer the 
necessities of the Government, and there will be 
enough for ten years to come. Weare, therefore, 
notander any necessity now of completing it; and 
I say that, under these circumstances, it is a mere 
waste to complete a building for which we have 
no use at this present time. . 

Mr. CURTIS. Are not the offices in Winder’s 
building to be transferred to the Treasury build- 
mg? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. We are paying 
rent for the Winder building, because it is occu- 
pied by the Department of the Interior, There 
is another building rented, which is ocenpied by 
the Treasury Department, But the south wing is 
large enough to accommodate all the elerks and 
other officers in the employment of the Treasury 
Department. 

_ Mr. FLORENCE. We own the Winder build- 
ing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Ido not see any 
necessity for going on with the ‘Treasury exten- 
sion at this time. J move that the committee rise, 
for the purpose of closing debate on this amend- 
ment. 

"ihe motion was agreed to. 

So the commitice rose; and Mr. Conrax hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. | 
Brancu reported that the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union had had under consid- | 
eration the Union generally, and particularly | 
House bill No. 501, making appropriations for 
sundry eivit expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1861, and had come to 
no coneluston thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate on 
the pending amendment shall terminate within one 
minute after the committee shall have resumed its 
consideration, 

T'he motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE AND EXECUTIVE BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that the bill making 
appropriations for the expenses of the legislative 
and executive departments of the Government for 
the year ending 30th June, 1861, be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

"The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL—AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rales be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Brancu 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (EI. R. No. 501) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the-Government for | 
the year ending the 30th June, 1861, the pending | 
question being on the amendment of Mr. Wasi- | 
bury, of Maine. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, by unanimous | 


Mr. PHELPS. I offer the following 
ment to the amendment: 
Strike out the whole amendment, and insert: 


For the extension of the Treasury building, § 


amend- 


I mcan this asa substitute for the amendment of 


350,000. || 


| mended concurrence 


the Committee of Ways and Means, and as a sub- 
stitute fór the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr.GROW. Idonot quite understand whether 
the gentleman proposes to substitute his amend- 
ment for the third amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose it as a substitute for 
the Senate amendment, as well as for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. Irise toa 
point of order. - It is not in order for the gentle- 
man from Missouri to offer his amendment as a 
substitute for both the other amendments. He 
may offer it as an amendment for the amendment 
submitted by the Committee of Waysand Means; 
and then, if it is adopted, the question will be be- 
tween it and the amendment of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is in 
order to the amendment of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. [call for tellers on the 
amendment. I would like the gentleman from 
Missouri to tell the committee where the money 
is to come from. [Calls to order.} 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Frenci and 
Crawrorp were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 74, noes 63. 

So theamendmentto theamendment wasa 
to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended; and it was concurred in, 

fourth amendment: 

For furnishing rooms in the Treasury building for the 
office of the Attorney General, $2,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Fifth amendment: 

T'o pay for labor on, and materials farn ished for, the-Cap- 
itot extension, $153,601 74; and to cnable the superintend- 
ent to take care of the marble which has been delivered, 
and of the shops occupied, and to tay the marble tloorings 
of the porticoes, and to pay for the bronze doors, $48,920 5 
aud for contingencies of the Capitol extension, 00, 
making $204,521 74, 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


greed 


“ep 


Mr. QUARLES, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out $153,601 74. 1 cannot sce the policy 
which should induce this committee to cease the 
work on such important buildings as the castom- 
houses at Charleston and New Orleans, and sull 
expend large sums, in beautifying this gorgeous 
palace. The buildings at Charleston and New 
Orleans are necessary for the trade and commerce 
of those cities and of the country; but what neces- 
sity is there fur speuding morc money on this 
Capitol? Tas not enough been done here to sat- 
isfy our love of show and extravagance? 1 do 
hope that the committee will reject the amend- 
ment of the Senate. Whereis the money to come 
from? Already the ‘Treasury is almost empty. 
Then, I ask What policy of prudence and wisdom 
should induce you to close the work on the cus- 
tom-houses of New Orleans and Chariuston, and 
then lavish money on this building? Why not 
appropriate just cnough to protect the unfinished 
work here, as you have done there? F call upon 
gentlemen to furnish to the country a sensible 
reason for this inconsistency. Is it more to the 
benefit of the country that vou should have these 
splendid buildings completed here than that the 
ships which come to our southern ports should 
be unloaded, and discharge their cargoes, and get 
their clearances with facility? I do hope the 
House will non-concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. Ido hope that Congress will come up 
and lay the knife to the extravagancics here at 
the Capitol, as well as in all the Departments of 
the Government. 

Mr. PHELPS. I regret that the gentleman 
from Tennessee bas mistaken the amendment on 
which he has made his speech. His speech was 
designed for the sixthamendment, The amend- 
ment now under consideration only proposes t 
pay for work already done and materjals fur- 
nished at the Capitolextension. When we come 
to the next amendment, I will codperate with him 
in opposing it. a 

Mr. QUARLES. Yow can transfer my speech 
to that other amendment. A 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, then, I suppose itis not 
necessary that I should say more than that we 
have already the materials collected here; that we 
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owe for them; that we owe for the labor bestowed 
by the workmen on this Capitol; and I, for one, 
am in favor of paying our honest debts. 

Mr. QUARLES. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend 
the amendment by reducing the sum proposed five 
dollars; and my object in doing it is to make a 
few remarks. I profess to have no knowledge 
myself-——it is not to be expected that a member of 
the House not on the committee should have any 
definite knowledge—of what would be a proper 
appropriation for continuing the work necessary 
to be done for the completion of this Capitol. I 
take it for granted, however, that there is some 
approximation to what may be a correct amount 
in the proposition from the Senate. It is based 
upon some reliable data, [ presume, from the par- 
ticular sum required. I do not agree with my 
friend from Tennessee in repudiating the idea of 
bestowing any morc of the treasure of this nation 
upon the adornment and completion of this Cap- 
itol. Sir, I shall never hesitate, whenevera proper 
appropriation is called for for the completion or 
the embellishment of the Capitol of my country, 
to vote for it with pleasure; and I will not stop 
to inquire what is the condition of the ‘Treasury. 
Our Government has good credit, and its Capitol 
is in a state of improvement. J will not interrupt 
the work, I will not obstruct it, while the coun- 
try can borrow money at four orfive per cent. I 
hold it to be a mark of patriotic duty to make this 
Capitol what it was designed to be by the archi- 
tects, who have, by authority of law, devised the 
plans for the extension, in one wing of which we 
now hold our sessions. I propose to go on with 
it, and to complete it, and to make it the pride 
and the boast of our country that it has such an 
edifice in which its national Legislature holds its 
sittings. 

Sir, as for that economy which would leave the 
Capitol of the nation unfinished,and persuade the 
people that the sessions of the national Legis- 
lature might be held ina huge log cabin, it suits 
not my taste. I have never made a vote out of 
the people of my district—and { never expect to 
make one—by views of that sort. I say to the 
peorest man, that it should be a source of just | 

ride to him, if he has an American heart in his | 
osom, to go to the seat of Government, that bears 
the honored name of the Father of his Country, 
and see what a splendid edifice it is in which the 
people’s representatives meet. It belongsas much 
to him as to the wealthiest citizen; and the poor 
man does not need to be impressed with the idea 
that the expense comes out of his pocket, Sir, in 
the main, under our revenue system, it does not 
come from that source; it does not oppress the 
poor man. It comes chiefly from the pockets of 
the rich, or of those who imitate the rich, in lavish 
expenditure, whether they be rich or not. And 
these appeals to the poor man, who spends buthttle 
in dutiable articles in support of his national Gov- 
ernment, are, in my judgment, calculated to im- 
pair the love of country that ought tocxist among 
the people. I have never made them, and I never 
shall make them. 1 shall vote,so long as I have 
the honor of a seat upon this floor, adequate sup- 
plies for the perfection of all the public works in 
this city; and I shall so vote for the additional 
reason, that I desire to make this Capitol the seat 
of a national constitutional government of the 
American people for a thousand years to come. I 
would make it the’shrine of patriotism, embel- 
lished with the choicest gems ofart. Every niche 
should be filled with statuary commemorative of 
our great men, from the master-hands of our best 
sculptors; and every panel enriched with repre- 
sentations of American history, from the pencils 
of our greatest painters. And F would not re- 
strict their ornamentation to the artists of our 
own country if I did uot believe that it already 
possesses genius and cultivated talent worthy of 
the noble task. I now propose to withdraw my 
amendment, 

Mr. GROW. So far as the completion of the 
public buildings is concerned, if it is necessary 
to finish them some time, then the depreciation of 
the material. is greater than the interest on the 
cost of completing them. The estimates sent to 
the Secretary of the Treasury for kecping the 

ublic works and fortifications in repair were, F 
Lae, $2,500,000. The Secretary sent to Con- 
gress an estimate of about seven hundred thon- 


sand dollars, cutting them down thus much from 


the estimates of the men in charge of the work; 
and I believe we appropriated in the fortification 
bill but $600,000 out of the $2,500,000 asked for 
by the engineer corps in charge of the works. 
But $5,000 was estimated by the Secretary for 
the Treasury Department, and everybody knows 
that that would not lay up scarcely a single stone. 
What is the reason why the expenses of the 
Government should be estimated for this year 
far below the public wants? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Allow me to answer the 
gentleman’s question. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman can answer me 
when I get through, unless I am wrong in my 
figures or statement. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand the gentle- 
man to say that the Secretary of the Treasury 
recommended $5,000 for the extension of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. GROW. For the Treasury building. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That isa mistake. He 
estimated $5,000 for the preservation of the work, 
and not for the extension. 

Mr. GROW. Call it what you please. He 
estimated $5,000 for the Treasury building; that 
isall. New, it is only a question for Congress, 
whether they think it necessary to complete that 
building or not. - If so, it will be better to appro- 
priate the money to-day than ten years hence, 
when it will cost a great deal more, from the de- 
preciation which the building will have sustained 
from being left unprotected and unfinished. 

Now, I know not whether this amount is ne- 
cessary for this building, but E know this: that 
this Congress ought to appropriate all the money 
which is necessary to prosecute the work on the 
public buildings rapidly and successfully to their 
completion. No gentleman, I presume, proposes 
to leave the Capitol in its present shape, with its 
gable ends out, with its dome looking as if a can- 
non ball had cut it off, and with everything at 
loose ends. I say no gentleman proposes toleave 
the Capitol standing in this way. Because you 
have not the money now, and because you never 


i will have it unless some change is made in the 


revenue policy of the Government, is that any 
reason why we shall postpone the work on these 
buildings, if itis really necessary that they should 
be completed? It would be much cheaper for the 
Government to borrow the money, and pay the 
interest on it, than to allow the work to remain in 
its present condition. ‘I'he loss, in consequence 
of ilai pidation; sustained by the incomplete state 
of the buildings, willbe more than the interest on 
the money it will require to complete them, if you 
have to borrow it. 

Now, my purpose is merely to call the atten- 
tion of the cammittce to these facts. I want the 
committee and the country to understand that, 
unless you now appropriate money for the public 
works of defense, and for the necessary public 
buildings which have been commenced, and which 
have been estimated for by the proper oficers—I 
say, unless you appropriate the money to go on 
and complete them this year, you willhave to doit 
next in the shape of a deficiency, or leave these 
works unfinished. I agree with the gentleman 


i from Ohio, (Mr. Sranrow,] that these works ought 


to be finished by this Administration. We do 
not want the incoming Administration that we 
are going toinstall on the 4th of March next, and 


which we intend shall be an economical and hon- | 
est one, to be loaded down by the obligations | 


incurred on the part of the Administration which 
will then go out of power. 

The amendment proposed by Mr, Hius was 
disagrecd to. 


The amendmeutof the Senate was concurred in. ! 


Sixth amendment: 

For ihe prosecution of the work on the Capitol extension 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1861, the sum 
300,000. 

‘The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence 1n this amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. i would like to 
know of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. PeT- 


| ar,] or.from some gentleman who can answer 


the question, what has become of the art commis- 
sion authorized to be appointed by the President 
of the United States by the last Congress, which 
was to take charge of the further embellishment 
of the Capitol? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Maryland submit an amendment? 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. -Yes; sir; move 
to strike out $300,000... I merely want-to know 
whether this money, if any of itis to-be°ex- 
pended for works of art, is to be placed under the 
direction of this art commission? oR ee 

Mr. BEALE. If the gentleman from 
land will permit me, I will offer an amendment: 
npon the very subject the gentleman is speaking 
of. fF edd gag 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Let the gentle-. 
man’s amendment be read . pai 

Mr. BEALE: Ipropose to add to the amend- 
ment of the Senate the following proviso: * 

Provided, That none of thet money hereby appropriated 
shall be expended in the decoration and embellishment of 
the Capito! extension by sculpture or painting, or other 
works of illustrative art, unless the designs. for the same 
shall have been approved by the art.commission appointed 
by the President, May 15, 1859, in parsuance of acts of 
Congress of June 12, 1858, and Mareh 3, 1859; but this pto- 
vision shall not be so construed as to interfere with the 
completion and payment for works already begun by Craw: 
ford and Rogers. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Iam very glad 
my friend has put in that amendment; because it 
comes to the practical point of the suggestion { 
desire to make. I will withdraw my amendment, 
for the purpose of allowing him to offer his reg- 
ularly. Before doing so, however, I wish to say 
one word. I am entirely opposed toany expendi- 
ture of money in connection with the ornamenta- 
tion or completion of this Capitol, unless. there 
can be some guarantee that a morc. refined and 
cultivated taste is to be exercised in that comple- 
tion than has, to a great extent, been shown in 
the work that has been done up to this point. 
There are portions of this building that reflect 
credit upon the country, and upon those who have 
had charge of the work; but there are other por- 
tions—and Į am afraid much the larger portion—- 
thatare absolutely disreputable to everybody con- 
nected with the prosecution of the work on the 
Capitol, and to the nation itself. Why, sir, there 
arc incongruities and absurdities carried out upon 
these walls, and upon the ceilings of many of the 
committce-rooms of this Capitol, that are, con- 
sidering all the circumstances of the case and of 
the character of the building, about as inappro- 
priate and ridiculous as could well be conceived 
of. 

Why, sir, the idea of the nasional uses of the 
building seems to have been foreign to the minds 
of those who have superintended these matters. 
Instead of the occasion being availed of to suggest, 
in the decoration of the building, incentives to 
patriotic sentiment, by renewing to the popular 
gaze the great achievements of the past—instead 
of reproducing here, in the fidelity of painting 
and sculpture, the great deeds and men. of the 
better eras of the Republic—the whole building 


appears to have been delivered over to the gross ` 


and flashy conceits of second-rate German or 
Italian fresco painters, who have covered the 
walls of corridors and committee-rooms with in- 
appropriate designs of fowersand fruits, Venuses, 
bacchantes, flying dragons with heads of chicken 
cocks, and curious combinations neither human, 
divine, mythological, nor allegorical. The Naval 
Committee room, upon the Senate side, is a curi- 
ous illustration of this unfitness. Its designs are 
from the villas of Pompeii, or such as once glowed 
upon the walls of the palaces of Herculaneum. 
Many of these things are very prettily executed, 
F admit, but not in place or harmony with the 
Capitol of the Amcrican.people. 

Now, sir, I am willing, and I have no doubt 
every genilemen here is, to appropriate whatever 
amount is necessary for the completion of this 
Capitol in such a manner as shall be creditable 
to the whole country; but I do hope that we will 
spend no more money unless it be in connection 
with some such guarantee as is suggested by the 
amendment which my friend has just had read; 
and for the purpose of enabling him to submit his 
amendment in order, I now withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BEALE thensubmitted hisamendment as 
an addition to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PETTITT. If gentlemen will turn to the 
thirty-sixth amendment of the Senate, which will 
be found on page 20 of the bill, they will find a 
section providing for the repeal of all existing. 
laws creating an art commission. It wif thus be 
seen that there is already a law upon this subject, 


jj and that this proposition of the gentleman fom 
prof & £ 


Mary- 


June 15, 


New York does not now, for the first time, pro- 
ose art commissions. The. present. law on the 
subject is to be found in provisoes of the miscel- 
Jaheous appropriation acts of 1858 and 1859, in 
which it is provided that no part of the appropri- 
ations’ made for the. purpose of extending the 
Capital shall be applied to paintings or statuary, 
except after designs for the purpose shall be first 
submitted to a commission of three distinguished 
artists, appointed by the President, whose accept- 
ance of them should afterwards. be approved by 
the Joint. Committee on the Library. That law 
the Senate. has. proposed to repeal; and J think 
perhaps the Senate has done well. I call the at- 
tention of the committee to the proviso which 
first ercated this art commission. i will be found 
on page 323 of the last volume of the Statutes at 
Large. Itis as follows: 
«c Provided, That none of this appropriation shall be ex- 
- pended in embellishing any part ot the Capitol extension 
with sculpture and paintings,uniess the designs for the same 
shall have undergone the examination of a committee of 
distinguished artists, not to exceed three in number, to be 
selected by the President, and that the designs which said 
committee shall accept shall also receive the subsequent 
approbation of the Joint Commitee on the Library of Con- 
gress; but this provision shall not be so construed as to 
apply to the execution of designs heretofore made and ac- 
cepted from Crawford and Rogers.” 

Up to this time the ornamentation of the Cap- 
itol had been left entirely under the control of the 
superintendent of the Capitol extension; but for 
some reason, satisfactory to itself, Congress, by 
these provisoes, meant to change it, so that, so 
far as paintings and statuary were concerned—not 
decorative painting and similar decorations, but 

ainting in the sense of a fineart—nothing should 
je attempted except on the joint authority of a 
committee of artists and a committee of Congress. 
The law makes this very plain. These artists 
were to be appointed to examine designs, and 
when acce ted, they were to submit these designs 
to a committee of Congress. They had nothing 
else to do, and could not do anything else under 
the law if they had wished to do so, but examine 
the designs and submit them to our committee. 
This required only an occasional duty, and nota 
perpetual commission, 

The President, about the Ist of May, 1859, 
selected three artists, men honored and skillful 
in their professions, 1f they have examined any 
designs, T do notdcnow it, “They have certainly 
not submitted any to the Library Committee for 
approval; and so far as accomplishing the object 
proposed by the law is concerned, the subject is 
just where it was when these provisoes were 
massed. Nota thing has been done, except that 
in February last the Secretary of War transmit- 
ted to this House the report of these gentlemen, 
who do‘not say in it one word of what the law 
permitted them to do—namely, the examination of 
designs—but become discursive on a great many 
subjects, such as printing flat surfaces, the dissi- 
pating effect of gaudy colors on the thoughts of 
gentlemen given to thinking, the taste and econ- 
omy of the superintendent of the Capitol, with an 
allusion to high art in coining money. 

Now, all this does no good. If this report were 
much larger, and its topics much more various, 
it ig not one step advanced towards carrying out 
the law, which is, that they shall examine designs 
when submitted to them, and then refer their 
action tothe committee. Yet it will cost the Gov- 
ernment a good deal, for it is fair to suppose they 
will deserve to be paid while under a public ap- 
pointment. It is because in its present form such 
a commission can do no good, while it entails 
expense, that I join in the recommendation to re- 
peal these laws. Why have such a commission 
at this expense, when it has no dutics to do? and 
why retain it in this shape, when it is shown al- 
ready to be a part of a cumbrous machinery that 
cannot be made practical? 

Instead of conferring with the Library Com- 
mittee, they now come in by their report, which 
has been published during this Congress, and 
which has been referred to already, and ask that 
their associates, made so by law, shall have no 
share in these functions, and that they shall take 
exclusive control of this whole subject and apply 
appropriations in such manner as they choose. 
And before Congress has given consent to this 
change, and having no function except to exam- 
ine designs, they proceed to make estimates for art 
purposes for the coming year at $66,900. That 
the committee may see that I do ther. no injus- 


iit,asitmay happen. If gentlemen will look into 


| able report upon the subject. They have adopted 


| body to gild and paint as they see proper, with 


tice, [call their attention to the concluding por- 
tion of their report. It is as follows: 


« Phe commissioners, finding their functions and powers 
not sufficiently defined by the acts of Congress of: 1858 and 
1859 to enable them to perform the duties contemplated in 
their appointment, would respectfully urge upon the atten- 
tion of Congress the necessity of such further legislation as 
shali render the commission efficient and usetnl to the Gov- 
ernment; which they believe can be best effected by: clothing 
them with the authority recommended by the artists of the 
United States, in the following extract from their memorial 
to Congress in 1858: < Your memorialists respecttully urge 
that the great end proposed, namely, “the advancement of 
art in the United States,” may be most surely and coni- 
pletely attained by the establishment of an art commission, 
composed of those designated by the united voice of Amer- 
ican artists as competent to the office; who shall be ac- 
cepted as the exponents of the authority,and influence of 
American art; who shall be the channels for the distribu- 
tion of all appropriations to be made by Congress for art 
purposes, and who shal] secure to artists an intelligentand 
unbiased adjadication upon the designs they may present 
for the embellishment of the national buildings.’ ”” 


Mr. Chairman, for a period of five years Con- 
gress has not made an appropriation for these 
purposes up to the extent of $10,000; and yetit is 
proposed to have a perpetual and irresponsible 
commission of art chargeable upon the Treasury , 
receiving themselves a larger amount for salary 
than has been used for such purposes heretofore; 
when all experience shows, not only here but 
elsewhere, that civilians acting in such matters, 
without salary or reward, are at least quite as ca- 
pable of administering public means, and perhaps 
not far behind in those matters which pertain to 
the public taste. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to inerease the ap- 
propriation $1,000. I beg the attention of the 
committee while I briefly present to their consid- 
eration the present situation and origin of the art 
commission. It was found, previous to 1858, that 
while Congress was appropriating hundreds of 
thousands of dollars for the completion of the Cap- 
itol extension and the ornamentation of the build- 
ing, that the rooms in the Capitol were crowded 
with incompetent persons, of no taste or experi- 
ence, calling themselves artists, who were paint- 
ing and defacing the walls, and great wantof skill 
was apparent on all sides. There were excep- 
tions, but they were decidedly the exceptions to 
the general rule. 

Iu 1858 Congress, by an amendment placed 
upon an appropriation bill of that year, declared 
that no part of the fand appropriated for the Cap- 
itol extension should be used for the ornamenta- 
tion of the building or grounds in matters of sculp- 
ture or painting, except. by the direction and 
approval of art commissioners, to be appointed 
by the President; and that the designs for such 
works of art should be approved of by them. The 
artists of the United States assembled.in general 
convention at Washington, and named three of 
their number to the President for appointment to 
the commission thus created: two eminent as 
painters, Messrs. Kensett and Lamden, and one 
equally distinguished. as a sculptor, Mr. H. K. 
Brown. Upon this recommendation, the Presi- 
dent appointed these three gentlemen to take 
charge of the ornamentation of the Capitol, the 
public grounds, and public buildings. ‘They en- 
tered upon the duties of their commission, and 
they have been in session for upwards of one | 
year. That they have not ordered or completed 
any work of art is because funds have not been 
placed at their disposal for that purpose. Fur- 
ther legislation, too, was required before they 
could proceed with the responsible trust confided 
to thom. But they did examine the public build- 
ings thoroughly and completely in view of their 
artistical completion, and they made a full and 


a design which, if carried out, will redound to the 
creditofthe country, and add greatly to the beauty 
of this building, in which the Representatives of 
a great nation hold their sessions. The very ob- | 
ject ofappointing this art commission was to orna- 
mentand beautify the Capitol properly, and to save i 
hundredsand thousands of dollars to the Treasury. 
Now weappropriate moncy toanybodyandevery- 


taste or without taste, with experience or without 


the matter, they will find that the art commission 
recommended for the casting of the figure of | 
t Freedom”? in bronze, intended for the dome of 


the Capitol, only one half of the amount which 
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the Secretary of War has given. out that work 
for, as. I understand. . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I desire to say 
that I have heard that the Secretary of War has 
awarded the contract for casting the bronze figure 
for the apex of the dome ata price $15,000 higher 
than offers made by others who were competent 
to do the. work.. Is that true? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 only know the fact from 
common report. I know nothing positively upon 
the subject. I. only know, from report, that the 
model has been taken to pieces for.the purpose of 
being put in bronze, at ahigh price; but by whose 
authority I know not. 

I am one of those persons who think that it is 
necessary to complete this great Capitol, and to 
complete it in a creditable manner. We cannot 
leave it to the destructive tendencies of the ele- 
ments. We must finish its porticoes, and halls, 
and covering; and we want it to come up to or 
surpass the standard of the age. We want its 
adornments, its sculpture, and its painting, to be 
worthy of this nation, which it will, whether you 
intend it or not, in a great measure represent. I 
do not propose to spend nioney unnecessarily 3 
but l want the money yor do appropriate put 
under the charge of gentlemen of taste and expe- 
rience, who will ornament the building in a man- 
ner calculated to reflect credit upon the American 
people. ` ; 

I desire furthér to say that, although these gen- 
tlemen have been discharging their duties fora 
year, and are, by your creation, Government ofii- 
cers, they have never received a cent for their , 
services upto the present time. They are not 
pensioners upon the bounty of Congress; they 
have as much right to compensation as | have, or 
the Speaker who fills that chair. Let us, then, 
vote to-day for American art, A country like ours 
should do something for its encouragement. I 
trust the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Beare] will be adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN, Weare now discussing a mod- 
ification of an amendment relating to the law of 
last Congress creating this art commission, [have 
no desire to enter upon a discussion of the pro- 
pricty of enacting that law; but when a proposi- 
tion to amend that law arises, it is onc which 
certainly deserves the consideration of those who 
have to deal with it. I insist that this whole 
discussion of the law of Congress creating the 
art commission is out of order upon this amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is now exhausted 
upon this amendment; and inasmuch as no further 
debate is in order, the point of order falls. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr, Joun Coen- 
RANE’S amendment. 

Mr. PETIT. I desire to indicate here that E 
shall offer to the thirty-sixth amendment of the 
Senate the following: 

And that no money appropriated by this or any existing 
law shall be applied for paintings, slatuary, or any other 
works of illustrative art, excepting the works of Crawford 
and Rogers, unless the objects and the amounts appropri- 
ated for the same be particularly expressed by law. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Iraise the point of order, 
that that changes existing law, and hence cannot 
be in order to an appropriation bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds thatitis 
in order to limit and restrain the application of 
money which we appropriate. . 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Why, sir, it changes ex- 
isting law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds it to be 
in order. 

Mr. PETTIT. The thivty-sixth amendment 
repeals the law creating the art commission. The 
amendment which I propose saves a part of the 
clause proposed to be repealed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I agree mainly with the 
remarks made by gentlemen here on all sides, in 
regard to the mode in which the Capitol has been 
receiving its decorations; but venturing this opin- 
ion at the same time with great diffidence. The 
principal fault has been that where a large appro- 
priation has been made, amounting sometimes to 
a million dollars, ithas been inferentially supposed 
that the architect of this Capitol might employ a 
portion of it in statuary, painting, frescoing, and 
other work, as falling within and forming a part 
of the structure itself: That is, I apprehend, the 
only ground on which the superintendent of the 
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Capitol extension attempts to justify himself for 
doing this work. If theamendment which I pro- 
pose be adopted, it will put a restraint upon such 
work, {it was intended to be restrained by the 
law of last winter, and by the law of the preced- 
ing winter; but still the work goes on; and, in 
order to avoid any ambiguity or doubt on the 
subject in future, | propose this amendment. Be- 

ond that, the art commission, acting with the 
Library Committee, which only meets while Con- 
gress is sitting, makes a complex machinery re- 
quiring the association of two foreign bodies to 
act on every subject, however unimportant, in- 
volving any question of the embellishment of the 
Capitol. ‘The experience of the British Govern- 
ment, the experience of the French Government, 
and the experience, up to this time, of this Gov- 
ernment, has demonstrated thateiviltans can, with 
some safety, if not with the greatest propriety, con- 
trol this matter; and especially I submit that this 
thing should be left where it has been for a period 
of forty years, controlled by law and directed by 
those appointed from time to time in the two 
branches of the national Legislature. There is 
no occasion, I submit, for creating a commission 
to sit perpetually at a large expense. By the 
very text of the report referred to, the art com- 
mission themselves admit that we have not yet 
advanced to that point of time m art where the 
Capitol can receive its appropriate illustration, 
If this is correct, E ask, are they to receive their 


salaries, and to sit as a perpetual commission— | 


sitting idly all the time—until fit children of genius 
have grown up among us to full stature to enter on 
the execution of this work. Let me read what 
the commissioners say in their report: 

‘None but pictures of the highest order should be ad- 
mitted to places of such prominence. ‘Lo acquire these, 
not only time, but the utmost cire and deliberation are 
requisite. ‘here can be no doubt of the ability of our art- 
ists to perform this work, but time should be given them 
for preparation, both in tresco and oil, Heretofore, they 
havé been engaged, with few exceptions, on easel pictures, 
and it is impossible, at once, for them to adopt the style re- 
quired in works of such magnitude.’” 

Is it not better, Mr. Chairman, to wait till that 
time comes? There is nothing on which these 
gentlemen can be now employed until artists shall 
first have been born to us of such attainments 
aid of such genius as, within their judgment, will 
make them competent to this work. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ido not exactly 
understand the propriety of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Per- 
TIT] but I think I shall be quite safe in opposing 
it. Looking at the amendment proposed by the 
Senate, I am inclined to favor it. It reads, ‘ for 
the prosecution of the work on the Capitol.” I 
should be determined to favor it, if it read, “ for 
the prosecution of those who have imposed this 
work upon the Capitol.” {Laughter.} Sir, a 
more anomalous procedure than that which greets 
the eye in its every gaze, as it contemplates the 
work on these walls, never existed. As we enter 
here, it is very natural that the scenes which we 
encounter every day should be exhibited and 
enacted. Here, those who are engaged in debate 
encounter on every side the vermilion hue which 
excites the bull to the fight in Spain. (Laughter.] 
And when we have entered here, we find it the 
receptacle of those who, in imprisoned walls, do 
the work of their masters, and are not permitted 
to look on God’s creation, nor breathe the health- 
fulair. It might be presumed that the spirit of 
Cheops had designed it. And how are we enter- 
tained here? The artists give us a piece of gild- 
ing here, a parcel of red there; and see, in yonder 


‘corer, the efigy of General Washington—a gen- 
tleman clothed ina blue coat and yellow breeches, | 
{laughter,} holding out his hand affectingly to 


another gentleman, who is intended to represent 
Cornwallis. 

And this is American art, with which we arc 
to be thoroughlyimbued; and Jest we should not 
appreciate it, no horizontal current of air is per- 
mitted to visit us; but the light is directed from 
above—directed on that which is presumed to be 
the most benighted and dark region of the corpo- 
ration of legislators here. And we are stimulated 
by applications of that description to our duties 
as legislators, and to a justappreciation of Amer- 
ican art. Oh, no! sir. Italian art, introduced 
here from Rome, from Florence, or from any 
other place abroad, so long as it did not origin- 
ate upon these American shores. Why, 1 recol- 


| President’s room? 


lect that a certain New England philosopher, I 
believe Ralph Waldo Emerson, exclaimed that in 
an Italian city, ona storm coming on and the rain 
beginning to penetrate, the whole of any streetin 
that city would be a blaze of red umbrellas. 

It is so here. Italian taste has exhibited on 
every side of this Hall the vermilion hue of Italy, 
instead of the sober, sensible hue of American 
intellect. Iam for this art commission—an art 
commission to be composed of American artists, 
or at least ef gentlemen who, if not artists, are 
permitted to entertain American tastes. I would, 
too, that at some time or other we might be per- 
mitted to work out of these ourprison walls into 
the pure air without; or at least, if not that, that 
these walls shall be extended until we can reach 
the outer air, and be permitted to see the sky be- 
yond, and to be seen by our constituents. And 
until that time arrives; until we are permitted to 
sit as sober, tasteful American gentlemen, amid 
American scenes, and not as exaggerated Amer- 
ican patriots under the influence of Italian art, we 
never shall have produced a congruous scene for 
American legislation. 

Mr. PETTIT. I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Beae’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the Senate. amend- 


“ment, as amended. 


Mr. HUGHES. I propose toamend thatamend- 
ment by adding $1,000 to the amount. My pur- 
pose is to correcta misapprehension, under which 
my colleague from the city of Baltimore labored, 
in regard to the casting of the statue to be placed 
upon the néw dome. I understand, directly from 
official authority, that no contract has been made 
with any one for the purpose of casting that statue. 
An arrangement has been entered into with Mr. 
Clark Mills, to pay him $400 a month for his own 
services and that of his assistants, and for the use 
of his foundery, the Government itself furnishing 
the materials for the casting. ldo not understand 
that there has been any arrangement in regard to 
the price to be paid for the statue itself. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I have heard, 
with some regret, appeals made to the prejudices 
of the country in regard to the specimens of art. 
taste displayed about this Capitol;and I have been 


| surprised that no one connected with this branch 


of service has risen upon the floor to do justice to 
those who have devoted their lives and energies to 
the embellishment of our public buildings. I have 
seen a great deal of this love of criticism in the 
course of my life, and have often been a victim to 
it. Itisvery easy to invent a popular criticism and 
find fault; but I would like to see some of these 
gentlemen who are so conversant with matters of 


taste and artas to speak with the assurance of,- 


masters, bring forward some design, some speci- 
men from their superior genius that they would 
themselves insert in place of that which they see 
around them. Now, I confess that I am no artist 
myself, but, atthe same time, I have seen some 
specimens of both, insideand outside of this Capi- 
tol, and made such things a matter of some study; 
and when gentlemen have risen here to assail them, 
I have looked with anxiety to see when and 
where they would make their specifiéations. The 
gentlemanfrom New York (Mr. Joun Cocurane] 
is the only one who has attempted to define his 
position. He has made special objection to an 
unfinished attempt at a picture in one corner of 
this room, which everybody knows is a failure, 
because itis unfinished, and is not a fair speci- 
men of the art which is applied to this Capitol. 
But I undertake to say that, if you go into these 
committee-rooms, and these galleries, of which 
we have heard so much, and take any honorable 
and fair-minded artist with you, he will himself 
do justice to the specimens of art that will be 
before him, and admit its distinguished worth. 
What, sir, can be more beautiful than the fresco 
work in the room of the Agricultural Committee? 
What more splendid than the fresco in some of 
the halls and passages around the Senate Cham- 
bor, and especially the emblem of Religion in the 
And in this Hall, where do 
you find room to criticise the combination of col- 
ors which you see around you? Some gentlemen 
think thatit is too glaring; some that it is too 
much imbued with vermilion, and others that it 
is too much shaded with the yellow. Wouldthey 
have it all brown, or all bluc?. I suppose my 
friend from New York is so fond of the national 


color that he would have the whole Hall painted 
sky-blue 14 The gentleman :says that. this Halk 


will never be right until he can expand himself, 


and see the open air; and especially his constitit 
ents. My impression is that, unless he-adopisa 
different poliey=a different line of politics--he: 
will soon see his constituents without the neces~ 
sity of extending the interior walls of this. Chani-. 
ber. (Laughter.] I believe that, among men;of, 
mind and of taste, all the work on this Capital ia: 
susceptible of fair and honorable defense; and.E 
regret to see these attempts to undervalue and de-. 
nounce what men from abroad generally regard. 
as a splendid specimen of American architecture. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless we can have a.vote 
at once upon this amendment of the Senate, I. 
shall move that the committee do now rise for the, 
purpose of closing debate. ads eee 

Mr. HUGHES. I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was then taken on- the Senate 
amendment, as amended; and it was concurred ins 


Seventh amendment: 

To enable the superintendent of the Capitol extension to 
purchase from Rice & Heebner thirty-four monolithic col- 
umns, at the price specified in their supplemental contract 
of March 39, 1854, the marble for said columns to be ap- 
proved by the said superintendent, the sum of $47,600 : 
Provided, That no part of the sum appropriated for the 
prosecution of the work shall be applied to the purchase of. 
marble columns. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom-. 
mended. a concurrence in this amendment. 
The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: = : 

For contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: 

Yor fixtures for gas, and furniture, for the committee, 
office, and other rooms and apartments, In the north wing 
of the Capitol, as directed hy the resolution of the Senate 
of 30th March, 1860, $19,400, to be expended under the 
direction of the Committee to Audit and Control the'Con- 
tingent expenses of the Senate, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Ninth amendment: 

For the completion of the Washington aqueduct, accord- 


| ing to the plan and estimates of Captain Meigs, $500,000: 


Provided, T'hat the office of enginecr of the Potomac water 
works is hereby abolished, and its duties shall be hereafter 
discharged by the chief engineer of the Washington aque- 
duct, who shall be, as heretofore, an officer of the corps of 
engineers not below the rank of captain, and having expe- 
rience in the design and construction of bridges and ague- 
duets. i 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence in that amendment., 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I propose to 
strike out the proviso attached to the appropria- 
tion made in that amendment. I want to have 
this appropriation of $500,000 for the completion 
of the Washington aqueduct to be expended un-, 
der the direction of the Secretary of War, as all 
the appropriations for that work have been here- 
toforeexpended. ‘This proviso goes on to specify 
the agency by which this work shall be completed. 
I do not understand why the Senate have limited 
the Secretary of War in that particular. Sir, I am 
in favor of the completion of the Washington aque- 
duct. Iam in favor of appropriating the money 
necessary for the accomplishment of that purpose. 
I am in favor of appropriating moncy sufficient tọ 
complete all these public works, I do not concur 
inthe policy ofthe Committee of Waysand Means. 
My belief is, that there will be more money lost 
by the delay for want of appropriations and the 
money expended for repairs than the interest on 
the money required to complete them. I ask this 
House, if they are satisfied that these works ought 
to be completed, what there is in the present con- 
dition of the Treasury, what there is in the con- 
dition of the country, to prevent the money- from 
being aperopriated? The country isin a prosper. 
ous condition; every branch of industry is flourish- 
ing. Itis truce thatthe Treasury is at this time 
deficient. But this Government—the Senate and 
House of Representative, with the President— 
have it within their power to-fill the coffers of the 
Treasury. If the tariff of 1857 is to be continued 
unaltered upon our statute-book, is there any rea- 
sonable prospect that the Treasury will be in any 
better condition at any future time than it is now? 
If these works are to be completed at all, therefore 
I think we may just as well take the responsibil- 
ity of making the necessary appropriations now 
I think it will be economy to doit. But bam ip 
favor of such a modification of the tariff as shail 
procure a sufficient amount of revenue to.meet all 
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the necessary expenses of the Government. You 
niay go back :to the ‘tariff of 1846: will not that 
tariff bring us in a sufficient amount. of revenue? 
Who can doubt it? Then, unless the Committee 
of Ways and Means are satisfied that there is to 
be no change in our revenue system, I submit that 
weare not acting upon a wise policy in following 
the recommendations of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. I prefer to follow the policy of the 
Senate in this respect. Let us make the appro- 
priations whichare necessary to continueand com- 
plete the public works; and then, if a majority 
of either branch, of Congress refuse to make the 
necessary changes in our revenue system to meet 
the appropriations, upon them let the responsibil- 
ity rest." Men 
Lam, therefore, in favor of the appropriation 
of $500,000 for the completion of the Washington 
aqueduct; but I do not understand the limitation 
which is placed upon the application of the money 
by the proviso which is incorporated into the 
amendment of the Senate. I therefore move to 
strike out the proviso; and unless some expla- 
nation is made of it which is satisfactory to the 
House, I hope the proviso will be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The policy of the Senate 
to which the gentleman from Maryland has ref- | 
erence is in appropriating moncy and providing 
no means for its payment. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. My principal 
objection to this amendment of the Senate is in 
this limitation upon the Secretary of War in the 
expenditure of the appropriation. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate have already | 
added $8,000,000 to the bills we have sent to 
them; and yet they have refused to consider any || 
proposition for raising revenue by a proper tariff, 
either by recnacting the tariff of 1846 or by adopt- 
ing any other tariff. We sent them, six weeks 
ago, a tariff bill, which has slept the sleep ofdeath, 
while they have been discussing abstract questions 
about slavery and everything else, While they 
have been wasting their time, they have refused 
to consider any proper means of raising revenue, 
but have been adding millions upon millions to 
the appropriations. 

In reference to the limitation which the Senate 
have placed upon this appropriation, the plain | 
English of itis, that the money shall be dis- | 
bursed by Captain Meigs, an honest, faithful of- | 
cer, who has formerly had charge of the work, f 
but who has recently been superseded by the Sec- ji 
retary of War. The Senate bave chosen to cover | 
up their meaning in the phraseology used in this i 
proviso. If there is to be any appropriation 
whatever made by Congress for this work, of | 
course l should prefer that itshould be expended 
under the direction of Captain Meigs. But, until 
there is money in the Treasary, or until I sce 
some other mode of raising moncy than by a loan, 
Tam not willing to vote for this appropriation. 

This House had adopted a policy not to com- || 
mence new works; but now this committee has | 
just voted an appropriation to commence a new 
building, as an additional extension or wing to 
the Treasury building. The south wing has 
already been completed, every stone in its place; 
and it Is as separate from the wing for which we 
appropriate in this bill as two houses on Fifth: 
avenue: They have separate entrances, and are 
in every respect separate structures. Can it be 
that this side of the House will change its policy 
of refusing to commence new buildings, because | 
somebody down in Maine has a contract for 
stone? 

As a matter of course, if that policy is adopted, 
we ought to vote $500,000 for the Washington 
aqueduct and $1,000,000 to finish this building. 
But I hope that we shall insist upon the policy 
recommended by the Committee of Ways and 
Means: stopping the progress of these public 
buildings; paying off all debts, and commencing |; 
anew, fair, and square at some future time; and 
not appropriate a single dollar until a wise reve- 
nue law is adopted. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, by unanimous | 
consent, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We shall take a recess in £ 
five minutės, under our resolution. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Ido not want to take a 
recess and hold a night session, unless it is neces- 
sary. l would ask the chairman of the Commit- 


-money shall be borrowed? 


i Jounsonof Arkansas, Mr. Braae,and Mr. Har- 


pose of general debate. 


tee of Ways and Means if there is any necessity 
for an evening session? - If the time of adjourn-: 
ment is extended, I think there is no necessity 
for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There isan absolute neces- 
sity for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
at half past four o’clock he will feel compelled to 
announce a recess. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I insist upon my motion 
that the committee rise.’ 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Does the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means say it is neces- 
sary to hold an evening session ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly I say so. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. In continu- 
ation of what I was saying, 1 will move to in- 
crease this appropriation $1,000. The amend- 
ment of the Senate is to approprini $500,000 for 
the completion of the Washington aqueduct. 
Now, sir, I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that 1 do not understand, even after 
his explanation, if the House differ with the Sen- 
ate in reference to the manner in which the reve- 
nue should be increased, and at the same time we 
arcagreed that these improvements should be com- 
pleted, why the committce of Ways and Means 
should pursue the line of policy they recommend. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether he will vote for a proviso that the 


Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Lam opposed 
to this whole system of borrowing. Lam opposed 
to a loan, if it can be avoided. If you will bring 
up the question of adopting some mode by which 
the revenue can be raised, I will be ready to meet 
that question, But I shall vote for these improve- 
ments, if we have to borrow the money for a rea- 
sonable time, If I had the entire control of the 
matter, I would finish all these works, and I would 
adopt some plan to raise the necessary revenuc. 
My idea is this: that whether a member of the 
House or of the Senate, when a question comes 
up, for instance for the completion of the Capitol 
building, if it was necessary that it should be 
completed, I would so vote. ` 1 would not under- 
take to vote a small sum of money, merely for the 
purpose of preserving the work so faras it has 
progressed, and leave the streets blocked up with 
marble and other materials, and propose to finish 
the work hereafter. JF there were some doubt, 
under such circumstances, whether we had a suf- 
ficient revenue, that would not at all affect my 
volc, F would dispose of the question of the rev- 
enue when that came up. On that question I un- 
derstand there ts a difference between the Flouse 
and ihe Senate, yet we are voting away thousands 
of dollars out of the Treasury. When are we to 
get out of this difficulty? t would reénact the 
tariff, if you please, of 1846, or some revenue 
system not primarily for the benefit of any par- 
ticular interest of the country, though that may 
be an incidental effect; aud I would carry on the 
Government, but I would not carry it on in atime 
of profound peace by borrowing money. 

[Llere the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


The committee here informally rose, and re- 
ecived a message from the Senate, by Mr. PATTON, 
one of their clerks, notifying the House that the 
Senate insisted on its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the FIouse to the amendmentof the Sen- | 
ate to the bill of the House (No. 44) confirming | 
certain land entries under the third scetion of the 


act of the 3d of March, 1855, entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1856,” agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagrecing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 


LAN, the managers at the said conference on the 
part of the Senate. 

The committee then resumed its session. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I rise, not for debate, but 
for the purpose of suggesting to both sides of the 
House that we hold a night session for the pur- 
9 [Cries of“ Not”? * Nor”’] 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I object to that, 


until after we have disposed of some of our busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. f am opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. 
I wish simply to say, in reference to this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland to strike 
out the proviso, that I understand that the prò- 
viso is Intended to carry out a law of Congress 
heretofore passed, which, by a misapprehension 
of the Secretary of War, has been disregarded. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I rise toa 
question of order. Thercis no such amendment 
pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Marylandis to increase the appro- 
priation $1,000. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 1 thought it was a 
different amendment. I was simply going to say 
that, in consequence of a misapprehension of the 
Seeretary of War, the work was not transferred 
to the Secretary of the Interior as directed: by a 
law of the last Congress. The aqueduct work 
was turned over in part only, and put under charge 
of another officer, making two officers to conduct 
the business of this aqueduct, and making addi- 
tional cost to the Government by additional sal- 
aries. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Whatadditional salary is 
therc? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I understand that 
the Interior Department now asks the sum of 
44,000 for the superintendent, in reference to a por- 
tion of the water pipes alone connected with this 
aqueduct. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That was absolutely ne- 
cessary, to keep the city from being inundated, 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of half past four 
having arrived, the committee will, under the order 
of the House heretofore passed, take a recess until 
seven o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The committee reassembled at seven o’clock, p. 
mh., (Mr. Braxen in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (No. 501) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending 30th June, 1861, the 
question being on Mr. Srewarr’s amendment to 
increase the amendment of the Senate $1,000. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose, and a message 
was received from the Senate by Mr. Parron, one 
of its chief clerks, notifying the House that the 
Senate had passed a bill making appropriations 
for the payment of the expenses of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory of Minnesota, with 
an amendment, in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House. 

Algo, that the President of the United States 
had notified the Senate that he had approved and 
signed several bills and joint resolutions. 

EXPENSES OF MINNESOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. WINDOM. The ameudment sent from 

the Senate to the bill for the payment of the ex- 


| penses of the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 


tory of Minnesota, consists of nothing but a mere 
change of date; it is a clerical error, which bas 
been corrected. I move that the House concur 
in the amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. James 
Bucnawnan, his Private Seerctary, informing the 
House that he had approved and signed bills of . 
the following titles: 

An act (H.R. No. 564) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1861, 

An act (H. R. No. 324) authorizing the sale of 
the Western Military Asylum in Harrodsburg, 
Kentucky; 

Anact (H.R. No. 819) providing for additional 
terms of the United States circuit and district 
courts in the State of Kentucky; 

Joint resolution (I, R. No. 17) for the relief 
of Wiliam EH. De Groot; and 
par act (H. R. No. 220) for the relief of Anson 

“CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILI. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, by unanimous 
consent, withdrew his amendment. 


1860. 


Mr. BARR. I move to amend by striking out | 
the following words after the word “ aqueduct”’ 
down to the one hundred and twenty-second line: 

According to the plan and estimates of Captain Meigs, 
$500,000: Provided, That the office of engineer of the Po- 
tomac water works is hereby abolished, and its duties shall 
be hereafter discharged by the chief engineer of the Wask- 
ington aqueduct, who shall be, as heretofore, an officer of 
the corps of engineers not below the rank of captain, and 
having experience in the design and construction of bridges 
and aqueducts,’? 
and to insert, in lieu thercof: 


Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars, to be expended | 
under the direction of a civil engineer, to be appointed by 
the Secretary of War. 

In offering this amendment, Mr. Chairman, I 
do not wish to make any remarks disrespectful to 
the engineer or the gentleman who has had those 
works in charge; but t have gone over the whole 
of these works and I have taken a great deal of 
pains in examining them, and I am satisfied that 
that gentleman does not understand his business. 
I have had some little experience in the construc- 
tion of water works mysclf, and I am satisfied of 
his incompetency from the estimates which Cap- | 
tain Meigs submitted at the commencement of 
the works. For instance, he estimated for Cabin 
Sohn bridge $70,000, and he has expended on it 
already $300,000, and it is not finished yet. Now 
he comes here and asks $500,000 to continue the 
Washington aqueduct, promising to finish it up 
for that sum. New, I say, that $500,600 will not 
begin to finish it, nor will $1,000,000. He pro- 
poses out of this $500,000 to build a reservoir out 
of mud, and whenever a freshet comes it will 
swecp away the mud reservoir into the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio canal, and wash away all the 
works, and then that canal company will come 
to Congress demanding damages to the amount of 
millions. That will be the result of the mud aque- 
duct. I refer also to the conductin removing the | 
desks from this House—— 

Mr. HUGHES. I very reluctantly call my 
friend to order. The removal of the desks has 
nothing to do with the Washington aqueduct. 

Mr. BARR. I think it has, I Hope the gen- 
tleman will not try to divert me from my object; 
I have but five minutes, and I want to show why 
it is that Captain Meigs is not capable of car- į 
rying on this work. ‘There. was an order that 
he should place the chairs upon this floor nearer 
together, and what has he done? He has put 
these sofas in here, which are a nuisance. He 
put them in here at an expense of twenty or 
thirty thousand dollars; and he had from the 4th 
day of March, 1859, until this present Congress, 
and the work is not finished yet; and if you give 
him ull next Congress again, the work will not 
be finished eventhen. 1 hope, therefore, that my 
amendment will be adopted. Besides, persons | 
who bave contracts on this aqueduct, should go 
on and finish their contracts, so far as the sum of 
$35,000 will allow them; if not, they will come to | 
the next Congress, and ask us to satisfy them for 
damages, in not making an appropriation to allow 
them tocarry out their contracts. I would not vote 
one cent for this work were it not for this reason. 
Butif you give Captain Meigs $500,000 now, he 
will come here next session, and ask for another 
$500,000. That will be the result of Meigs’s op- 
erations. 

Mr. HUGHES.. I oppose the amendment of- 
fered by my friend from New York; and l desire 
to-correct him on almost every point he has made. 
In the first place, I differ with him altogether in | 
regard to the amount necessary to complete this 
work. I believe there are very few gentlemen on 
this floor who are not anxious to have this work 
completed as soon as possible, if they could be 
‘satisfied that the amount required for the purpose | 
would bereasonable. There might, perhaps, have i; 
been a question in the beginning as to the policy 
of commencing a work on so stupendousa scale, 
although it has been projected and executed, so 
far, quite in keeping with what belongs to the | 
character of this Government, and to so great a | 
work. 1 have looked with some. care into the esti- | 
mates of Captain Meigs. His first estimate for | 
the completion of the work, according to the plan Í 
on which ithas been projected, was $2,300,000, | 
which amount has becnexpended. But Captain | 
Meigs very clearly explains how it is that the | 

| 
| 


work has not been completed within the amount 
which he estimated for at the beginning; and, to 
my mind, his explanation 1s perfectly satisfactory. 


| prehend that when an undertaking of this kind is 
|| frequently interrupted, sometimes for one or two 


; material, which may be sct on fire any day by the | 
hand of an incendiary; or the stream itself, in an 


THE CON GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


There have been frequentsuspensions in the prog- 
ress of the work, and circumstances have repeat- 
edly changed as the work progressed. The works 
have deteriorated; the materials, of a perishable 
character, have decayed; experienced foremenand 
skillful workmen have been discharged from ser- 
vice; and every gentleman on this floor can com- 


years, it must add very much toits ultimate cost. 
Just so it will be, although toa less extent, if you 
suspend operations on the Capitol, built, as it is, 
of materials but little subject to deterioration from 
the ravages of the elements. I have made as care- 
ful an examination of the work as it was possible 
for me to do in the progress of aday. I haveseen 
it in all its various stages of development; and I 
ami satisfied that $500,000 will be amply sufficient 
to complete it upon its original plan. -I do hope 
that the amendment proposed, so far as regards 
reducing the amount of the Senate amendment, 
will not be acceptable to the House. 

I must now refer to one other point. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Barn} spoke of the 
defective character of the reservoir. J cannot for 
the life of me see how the large bank thrown up 
there for the purpose of restraining the water can 
ever give way, because the surplus water, as the 
gentleman knows, is carried off by a cut through 
the solid rock sufficient to discharge the highest 
floods. 

Mr. BARR. The gentleman misunderstood 
me. I did not speak of that one, which I believe 
is a failure, but of the one which the engineer 
proposes to build out of mud. 

Mr. HUGHES. The reeciving reservoir has 
been constructed on a very cheap and economical 
plan, but a most substantial and excellent one. 
The arch of the bridgeat Cabin John branch is the 


largest span in the world. It has been projected 
with a great deal of science, and excented, thus 
far, with skill and judgment, aud it is really al- 
most worth a journey across the Atlantic to see 
it even in its incomplete condition, being the largest | 
single stone arch in the world. But itis, at pres- 
ent, in a condition iw which all the money that 
has been already expended—over one hundred 
thousand dollars—on it may be utterly lost. The 
centcrings are of course of wood, a perishable 


extraordinary flood, may carry it away. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question.. It was stated, during the last 
session of Congress, that we had no authority to 
take water from the Potomac; that the right of | 
so doing was denied us by the State of Maryland, || 
and that any appropriation we might make was || 


liable to be fost, on account of the refusal of the 
State of Maryland to give us permission to take 
water from the river. 

Mr. HUGHES. On the contrary, the State of 
Maryland has given the right to the Government 
of the United States to take water out of the 
Potomac. 

{Here-the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHITELEY. I move to increase the ap- | 
propriation $1,000. I understand the Committee 
of Ways and Means recommend a non-concur- 
rence in this amendment of the Senate. Now, 
sir, I amin favor of the appropriation of $500,000, 
and am opposed to the proviso. I do not pro- 
pose to occupy the whole of my five minutes; i 
but I wish to ask this committee if it is not a 
singular fact, in thelegislation of this country, that | 
the Senate, or the House—or in this particular | 
case the Senatc—should attempt to designate the 
officer who shall have charge of this particular | 
work, or any other work? Now, sir, the previso, | 
which is a particular one, is, ‘that the office of 
engineer of the Potomac water works is hereby į; 
abolished.” Who appoints that officer? The | 
Secretary of War. The amendment also pro- | 
vides that the duties of the office shall hereafter ke | 

| 
i 


discharged by the chief engiveer of the aqueduct, | 
who is also appointed by the Sceretury of War. | 

Mr. CURTIS. Letmeask the gentleman under | 
what authority he appointed any such oficer? | 

Mr. WHITELEY. I want to know by what: 
authority the Senate abolish that office, and say 
thatits duty shall be performed by any other officer 
appointed by the Secretary of War. i 

Mr. CURTIS. Congress has supreme power | 
over the subject. i 


Mr. WHITELEY: Mr. Chairman, this pro- 
viso introduced by the Senate, which proposes 
the limit—that- no person. under the rank ofa 
captain shall have charge of these works—is a 
discrimination against the talent and worth of the 
officers of our engineer corps, who are as capable, 
as intelligent, as active, as industrious, and as 
worthy of this appointment, as any captain inthe 
engineer corps. I want to know if this comm 
tee and this House, by the adoption of this: pro- 
viso, intend to make that discrimination: among 
a set of worthy officers ‘because one happens: to. 
hold an older commission than the other? ~ 
Now, in reference to this particular work, Lam 
in favor of the most liberal appropriations for it, 
as [ am in reference to every work which this 
Government has commenced.” As I have said, 
once or twice before, I think itis the falsest of 
economy to stop appropriations on any works that 
we have expended millions upon, Iam therefore 
in favor of passing this appropriation for the 
Washington aqueduct; but i am opposed to this 
proviso, which is intended to benefit a particular 


| man in preference to every other man in the en- 


gincer corps of the Army. ‘That will be the effect 
of thisamendment. It places this work in charge 


j of one man in preference to a whole corps of en- 


gineers. Both these officers are appointees of the 
Secretary of War; and the Senate chooses to dis- 
criminate in saying that one of them shall not 
have the superintendence of the work, but that 
the other shall. ` 

A Memger. Who are the officers? i 

Mr. WHITELEY. Captain Meigs and Lieu- 
tenant Morton. Ra ` 

Mr. CURTIS. Ido not understand that the 
latter is an officer of the engineers, ` 

Mr. WHITELEY. He is an officer of the 
engincer corps of the United States, and was ap- 
pointed by the same power that appointed the en- 
gincer of the Washington aqueduct. He is a 
graduate of West Point, and as talented a man 
as thore is in the corps, too. But because he does 
not wear captain’s epaulets his office is to be de- 
stroyed, and another man, who happens to wear 
captain’s epaulets, is to supersede him. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I remember very 
well that, at the first session of the lust Congress, 
it was stated in this House by one of our mem- 
bers—and my recollection is that it was Hon. J. 
Glancy Jones, then chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means—when he was asked for an 
appropriation for this aqueduct, that if we would 
appropriate $500,000, and authorize the engineer 
to use an unexpended balance of about three hun- 
dred-and-odd thousand dollars, making an aggre- 
gate of something upwards of eight hundred thou- 
sand dollars, it would be amply sufficient to 


| complete the work, and that no other call would 


ever be made upon Congress to appropriate an- 
other farthing. He stated distinctly that he made 
that declaration upon the authority of Captain 
Meigs. Many members hesitated in reference to 
voting the appropriation, doubting whether the 
estimate of Captain Meigs could be relied on. 
What docs the sequel show? At the last session 
he came to Congress for another appropriation, 
renewing the pledges he had given before in ref- 
erence to that, but Congress refused to comply 
with that request. He now comes in to anew 
Congress and makes the appeal to gentlemen here, 
who.are not cognizant of the facts to which I have 
referred, for an appropriation of $500,000 more. 
Butif we appropriate that amount, I am fully sat- 
isfied, from what little attention I have been able 
to give to the subject, that the gentleman from New 
York, who was addressing the committee a mo- 
ment age, was right when he said that'$1,000,000 
would not finish the work. You may appropriate 
5500,000 this year, and $500,000 next years and as 
long as you are willing to make appropriations of 
money so long will it be absorbed by this man, 
Captain Meigs. Tam satisfied, without any in- 
tention to reflect upon him, that he has cost this 
Government millions upon millions. No Gov- 
ernment engineer ought to be allowed to expend 
Covernmentmoney unless some kind of safeguard 
are thrown around them, There is no stint or 
limitation to the amount they will expend if-you 
will give it to them. ; 

Now, sir, my knowledge of the facts, in reply- 
ing to the inierrogatory propounded by the gen- 
teman from Maryland, (Mr. Hvenes,] from 
what information I have been able to obtain—and 
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if I am not correct: I would like some member of 
the Committee for the District of Columbia to set 
me right—is, that the officers of the Government 
went on to condemn the right to take water out 
of the Potomac under an old law of. the State of 
Maryland, which law the courts of Maryland 
have decided. has no validity; so that the Gov- 
ernment has acquired no right to.take the water, 
and that the parties who have bought up the 
right in the land will not. dispose of it except at 
an enormous price. 

: {Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. WHITELEY, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. ‘ 

Mr, DAVIS, of Maryland. I move now that 
the committee rise, for the purpose of stopping 
debate upon the Senate amendment, 

Mr. WHITELEY. I hope the gentleman will 
not do that until a vote has been taken upon this 
proviso by itself. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. A vote can be taken 
as well after the debate has been closed as now. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I hope, before the com- 
mittee rises, I shall be allowed to refer the gen- 
tleman from Delaware to the act under which this 
right has been condemned. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
motion. . 

Mr. FLORENCE called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Brancn reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 

enerally under consideration, and particularly 

ouse bill No. 501, it being the civil appropri- 

ation bill, with the amendments of the Scnate 
thereto, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, moved thatall debate 
upon the pending amendment in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, be term- 
inated as soon the committee shall resume the 
consideration of said amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NEW YORK PUBLIC STORE CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BARR. The select committee having in 
charge the contracts for work at public store 
No. 12, Broad street, New York, are now ready 
to report. Lask that the gentleman from New 
York, who has charge of the majority report, 
may be permitted to reports and also, that 1 may 
be permitted to present a minority report. That 
committee have leave to reportat any time, and I 
presume, therefore, the report is a privileged 
question. 

Mr. SICKLES. Lhope the gentleman having 
charge of that report will move to fix an early 
day for its consideration. 

Mr. BARR. ILpropose to have a day fixed for 
its consideration next week, if the Flouse does 
not adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope the gentleman will 
have some hour assigned before the day fixed for 
adjournment, 

Mr. LONGNECKER. I think it had better go 
over to the next session, 

Mr. BARR. I move that the majority and 
minority reports be reccived and printed, and 
recommitted to the committee. ‘ 

Mr. IRVINE. Having been charged by a 
majority to present the report of that commit- 
tec, I now submit the report, and move that it be 
postponed until the second Tuesday of the next 
session, 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to amend that motion 
by inserting Monday next at twelve o’clock. 

Several Members. That is the hour Congress 
is to adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. I will modify my motion so 
as to fix ten o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. IRVINE. [call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to he put. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Srcxies was 
disagreed to. 

The majority and minority reports were then 
postponed until the second Tuesday of next ses- 
sion, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BARR. I move that five thousand extra 
copies of the report be printed, 

The SPEAKER. The motion will, under the 
rules, be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


I insist upon my 


Mr. QUARLES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I believe I have the 
floor, as I was recognized by the Chair. I move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. QUARLES. I now move that the House 
adjourn. : 

‘The motion was not agreed to. . 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I now insist upon 
my motion. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Brancu in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 501) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th June, 
1861, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Barr to the ninth amendment of the 
Senate, which was as follows: 

For the completion of the Washington aqueduct, accord- 
ing tothe plan and estimates of Captain Mcigs, $500,000: 
Provided, That the office of engineer of the Potomac water 
works is hcreby abolished, and its duties shall be hereafter 
discharged by the chief engineer of the Washington aque- 
duct, who shall be, as heretofore, an officer of the corps of 
engineers not below the rank of captain, and having experi- 
ence in the design and construction of bridges and aque- 
ducts. 

Mr. WHITELEY. 
proviso. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Barr, the question was put, and 
the amendment was not agreed to. 

The amendmentof the Senate was concurred in. 

Tenth amendment: 

For the erection of a new jail in the city of Washing- 
ton, $250,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, who is hereby authorized toenter 
into contract for the building of said jail on the plan pro- 
posed by Charles F. Anderson, architect, which was sub- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
which shall be filed with said Secretary, The said jail to 
be erected on Government reseryation No. 13, in the city 
of Washington, and on the elevation south of the city 
almshouse. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out $100,000 of the 
appropriation. 

am opposed to this amendment for several 
reasons, one of which is very clearly set out in 
a portion of the report of the Scerctary of the 
Interior for 1856, which I desire the Clerk to 
read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“The act of the 18th August last required the Sceretary of 
the Interior to select a suitable site for a new jail at or near 
the penitentiary in the city of Washington, and to cause 
drawings and specifications to be prepared therefor, to be 
submitted, with an estimate of its cost, to Congress at the 
next session. Early measures were taken to enable me to 
comply with the requisitions of this act. The architectin 
charge of the Patent Oflice building was instructed to cx- 
amine carefully the most approved designs tor buildings of 
the kind, to prepare the requisite drawings, specifications, 
and estimates for the one proposed to be built. He has at- 
tended to that duty, and furnished the plans herewith sub- 
mitted, which are so arranged as to admit of an indefinite 
enlargement, without interfering with its symmetry. The 
estimated eost is $150,000.” 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 


I move to strike out the 


I do not know 


in the city of Washington; but I have this to say, 
that if one is needed, and we are to appropriate 
money for its creetion, I see no reason why we 
should apply $250,000 for a building which the 
Secretary of the Interior assures us, in that re- 
port, can be erected in a proper manner, and with 
suitable accommodation for $100,000 less. And 
that view is strengthened in my mind by the 


Grounds had this matter under consideration at 
the last Congress, and reported unanimously in 
favor of the plan suggested by the Secretary of 
the Interior. I understand that committee have 
had the matter under consideration this session 
also, and that they have unanimously come to the 
same conclusion. It seems to me that hereis an 
opportunity to economize $100,000, if the com- 
mittee deem it necessary to make any appropri- 
ation at all, 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Whatright hasCon- 


i gress to build a jail for this District at all? 


whether a new jail is absolutely necessary or not | 


fact that the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. That is a ques- 
tion which I did not embrace in the course of my 
statement; but the courts are United States courts, 
and I suppose the jail is asort of necessary appur- 
tenant to the courts. I take it we ought to build 
the jail. . 

Mr.STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I oppose the 
amendment. Itseemsto me that, if we are to build 
a jail at all, the only reason why we should do it 
is, that Hyatt complains that the one he is now 
in is a nasty one. [Laughter.] And furthermore, 
if we are to build one atall, it will take at least 
$250,000 to build a jail to accommodate all the 

eople of the District who ought to be in it. 
ee I must, therefore, oppose the reduc- 
tion of the amount. To be sure I shall vote 
against the whole appropriation. This town is 
a pauper upon the nation. We make. their sew- 
ers, and everything else, and we feed them, in 
order that, at the opening of a session, they may 
come here and hiss, if freedom is mentioned, and 
applaud, ifslaveryismentioned. Before I will vote 
anything not absolutely necessary for this town 
they must reform their manners. I shall vote 
against this whole appropriation. I should hate 
to starve them; but if they get so lean that, at 
the opening of the session, they cannot howl or 
hiss, so much the better. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In order that we may have 
a vote upon this amendment, I move that this 
committee rise, for the purpose of terminating 
debate in the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr, Brancu reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union gen- 
erally under consideration, and especially the bill 
of the House (No. 501) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Goveenment for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that all de- 
bate upon the tenth amendment of the Scnate and 
the pending amendments thereto be closed in five 
minutes after the committee shall again resume 
its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committce of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 
(Mr. Brancu in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the Senate amendments to the bill 
of the House No. 501, making appropriations 
for certain civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, the pend- 
ing question being on concurring in the tenth 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. PEYTON. I move to amend by striking 
out all of the Senate amendment after the word 
t for,” and insert the following: 


For a new jail to be erected for the District of Columbia, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, on some 
suitable site, now the property of the United States, to be 
seleeted by him within and near the borders of the city of 
Washington, according to the plan submitted by him to 
Congress on the 29th of November, 1856, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $150,000, which sum is appropriated. therefor out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated : 
Provided, That when so much of the new jail shall be fin- 
ished as will accommodate the prisoners, they shall be 
transferred thereto, and the materials of the old jail be used, 
as far as practicable, in completing and inclosing the new 
building. . 

Mr. PEYTON. After hearing the remarks of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I must confess ` 
that I have but little hope of success in getting an 
appropriation for this new jail. This is a design 
submitted by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
recommended by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds; and I was directed by that 
committee to offer this amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky where he finds the obligation rest- 
ing upon Congress to appropriate money for 
building a jail in the District of Columbia? 

Mr.PEYTON. lunderstand that the jail now 
in Washington was erected by Congress, Iun- 
derstand, also, that the Capitol of the United 
States was built by Congress, together with all 
the other public buildings. Ido not propose to go 
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into an argument upon the question of the power 
of Congress, All J have to say is, that we be- 
lieve there is an absolute necessity for the erec- 
tion of anew jail. The grand jury of the city 
have several times condemned the present jail as 
a nuisance. The Mayor of the city, as well 
as the Commissioner of Public Buildings, has 
brought the subject before the attention of the 
Committee on the Public Buildings and Grounds, 
for several Congresses past, and a string of peti- 
tions has come up from the people of the neigh- 
borhood, asking Congress for the ercetion of a 
new jail. Perhaps the old jail, at the time it was 
built, waysufficiently large, but the city has grown 
so rapidly that the jail is too small for the neces- 
sities of the city, Itis not only a nuisance, but 
it is unsafe; for 1 am told by those who have the 
ee of the building, that they are 
obliged to crowd into those little cells, not more 
than six or eight feet wide, six, eight, and even 
ten persons. Old persons and children, men 
and women, and those who have been sent there 
for no crime whatever, but only detained as 
witnesses, must be crowded in with the greatest 
felons. 

The condition of the jail is also calculated to 
generate malignant discases, which may not be 
confined to the jail only, but be spread all over 
the city. That we should have such an old pen 
as this—for it is nothing better than a hog-pen— 
is a disgrace to the nation. I have heard a great 
deal said about extravagance and a great deal 
about economy, but I have no fear that this Gov- 
ernment will not, without difficulty, meet all her 
liabilities. ` 

. It is true that, some years ago, when the Treas- 

ury was full, Congress appropriated large sums 
for works on a very magnificent scale, ‘The rev- 
enues of the country have run down, and now, as 
we are all aware, the Treasury is empty; and we 
ought to do as all economically-managed private 
companics have done—cut down our expendi- 
tures, and only appropriate moncy for works of 
the most pressing necessity, and put others ina 
state of preservation, until our Treasury is replen- 
ished—as it will be, I have no doubt, in a few 
years. Then we can go on and complete all the 
works. This great Government of ours will be 
increasing year after year, and will, I hope, out- 
live all the Governments of the world, 

The question was taken on Mr. Harnis’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


“Mr. HUGHES. I move to amend by striking 
out the following: 

_s Who is hereby authorized to enter into contract for 
the building of said jail on the plan proposed by Charles F. 
Anderson, architect, which was submitted to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and which shall be filed 
with said Secretary. ‘Tbe said jail is to be erected on Gov- 


ernment reservation No. 13, in the city of Washington, and 
où the elevation south of the city almshouse.”’ 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. JUNKIN. I move to amend by reducing 
the amount $50,000. 

“Mr. PEYTON. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the committce to make one remark in reference 
to the report of the architect? 

Objection was made. 

The question was taken on Mr. Junuin’s amend- 
ment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. RUST. I move to amend by inserting, 
after the word “jail,” in the two hundred and 
tenth line, the words ‘“ with the lowest respons- 
ible bidder.”’ 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Peyron’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PEYTON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HArpemMan 
and Bryauam were appointed. 

Mr. BONHAM. Before we procced further, 


Lask the unanimous consent of the committee to || 


amend by reducing the amount $100,000. T think, 
with that reduction, we can all vote for the work. 
We have these public buildings to construct, and 
we are constrained to do it. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I object. 


Eleventh amendment of the Senate: 


Strike out “$2,500,” and insert in lieu thereof “5,000; 
so that the clause will read: : 

For annual repairs of the Capitol, water-closets, publie 
stables, water-pipes, pavements and other walks within 
the Capitol square, broken glass, and locks, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment of the Senate: 


Strike out “83,000,” and insert in lieu thereof “6f000;"* 
so that the clause will read: 

For annual repairs of the President’s House and furmi- 
ture, improvement of grounds, purchase of plants for gar- 
den, and contingent expenses incident thereto, $6,000. 

The Committee of Ways andMeans recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirteenth and fourteenth amendments of the 
Senate: 


After the words “Pennsylvania avenue,” insert the 
words, Bridge and High streets, in Georgetown, Four- 
and-a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth streets across the Mali 5”? 
and strike out the words ‘$30,000, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words €847,000; ‘so that the clause will 
read: 

For lighting the Capitol and President’s House, the pub- 
lic grounds around them, and around the executive offices 
and Pennsylvania avenue, Bridge and High streets, in 
Georgetown, Four-and-a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth streets 
across the Mall, $47,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. PEYTON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by reducing the amount from $47,000 to 
$30,000. I merely desire to say, that I see no good 
reason why this House. should recede from its 
former action in this matter. The proposition is, 
that we shall light at the public expense the streets 
of Georgetown and various strects in this city. 
I can see no good reason why we should do so. 
In none of the States do the State governments 
light the streets of the capitals. I know they do 
notin my State, nor in any State with which I 
am familiar. And here is a proposition that the 
whole city government of Washington, so far at 
least as lighting the streets is concerned, shall be 
pensioned from the Treasury of the United States. 
I do hope that the House will not concur in the 
amendment, but adhere to its original action. 

Mr. LOGAN. 1 want to know why a gentle- 
man who travels so much at night as the gentle- 
man from Kentucky docs, desires to travel in the 

ark? 

Mr. PEYTON. Those with whom I keep corm- 
pany are honest, and it is not necessary to have 
them guarded; but perhaps in the gentleman’s 
country—for I believe he comes from Egypt—he 
may want protection at night. I do not think we 
should depart from the original proposition which 
was adopted here. I am not for pensioning out 
the entire District of Columbia and the city of 
Washington from the public Treasury. We must 


| stop this thing somewhere, and we may as well 


commence here as anywhere else. 


Mr. WELLS. I move to amend the amend- 


ment by striking out the words “‘ Bridge and High į 


streets of Georgetown.’ I know of no reason 
why this Government should light the streets of 
Georgetown. Perhaps some of the other gentle- 
men of the committee know such a reason, but I 
do not. In reference to Four-and-a-half, Seventh, 


and Twelfth streets, across the Mall, there is good 


and sufficient reason why the Government should 
be at the expense of lighting them. 

A Memper. What is the reason? 

Mr. WELLS. The reason is, that the Gov- 
ernment owns the property through which those 


streets run on both sides, and if they are not | 
lighted at the Government expense they will not | 


be lighted at all. 

The question was taken on Mr. WELLS’S amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Quarues’s 
amendment. 

Mr. QUARLES, by unanimous consent, with- 


| drew it. 


The question recurred on concurring with the 
Senate’s amendments. 

The question was taken; and they were not 
concurred in. ` 


The Committee: of Ways and Means recom- 
mend a non-coneurrehce. ` arig E 

The amendment was non-concurred in.) °° 

Sixteenth amendment” i a 

And to insure a proper economy in the, éxpenditu 
this and all other sums appropriated for gas, the President: 
of the United States is hereby authorizedto appoint acom- 
petent superintendent of gas, whose duty it shall be to. see: 
that all illuminating gas sold in the Districtof Columbia:is 
made of proper materials, and correctly measured ‘to the 
Government, and all other consumers. And the aetincor- 
porating the Washington Gas Light Company is. hereby 
so amended as to prohibit said company Korn receiving, : 
after the 3lst day of December next, more than thirty-five 
cents per hundred cubic feet of. gas, furnished by it to any 
consumer, subject to a discount of not less than ten per 
cent. on all bills for gas, if paid at the office of said com: 
pany within five days from the rendition thereof, provided 
all arrears shall have been previously paid. The said su- 
perintendent of gas shall receive for his servicesan annual 
salary of $1,500, to be paid out of the national Treasury, 
and that sum is hereby appropriated for the fiscal year end» 
ing 30th June, 1861. : 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventeenth amendment: 

For taking down and rebuilding the southernmost span 
of the bridge across the Potomac, known as the Long 
Bridge, $3,247 54. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in, 


Eighteenth amendment: - 
For repairs of Pennsylvania avenue, $3,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Méans recom- 
mended a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Nineteenth amendment: 


For grading and graveling B street south, from Seventh 
to Fourtcenth streets west, setting curb and paving gutter 
with stone, and footway with brick, on the north side of the 
same, next to the public reservation, $7,979 50. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twentieth amendment: 
For finishing the trimming and graveling of Pennsytva- 


nia avenue its entire width east of the Capitol, and: for 
trimming and graveling Eighth street east, from its interse- 


tion with said avenue to the navy-yard gate, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence, 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Twenty-first amendment: 


„For inclosing the Circle, at the intersection ofPennay] va- 
nia avenue and New Hampshire avenue and K and Twenty- 
third streets, with a wrought-iron railing five feet high, 
$9,018 47. 

Mr.GARNETT. Imovetoamend thé amend- 
ment by adding thereto the following: 

Provided, That the opprobrium of American art, purport 


ing to be an equestrian statue of Washington, shall be re- 


moved and melted down, and the bronze sold to defray in 
part this appropriation. X 

Mr. Chairman, in the last sixty odd years the 
memory of the Father of his Country has been 
harassed by fourth of July orations and by dis- 
graceful statues and monuments all over the 
country, and by pictures such as that wretched 
daub which we see there in the corner of this 
Hall. Not many years ago, we placed him in an 
almost naked condition out in these grounds, to 
endure the hot sun of summer and the cold frosts 
of winter. And not content with thus pilloryin 
him in the public grounds, we have now mounte 
him on what purports to be a horse, but what any 
gentleman who has been accustomed to see horses 
will pronounce to be an intolerable beast, But 
not content with that, this so-called artist has 
placed him in a position in which it would beim- 
possible for any rider to continue in his'seat for 
two consecutive minutes. The horse is rearing, 
while the rider, instead of leaning forward, is fall- 
ing back, about to pitch backwards over the thing 


‘ intended for the horse’s tail. I think it great in- 


gratitude on the part of the American people to 


keep their “father”? in such a position any 
longer. That figare, sir, is a caricature of every 


lineament of his face, and every feature of his 
form; and I do hope that Congress, if it means to 


The committee divided; and the the tellers re- 
ported—ayes twenty-one; noes not counted. 

So Mr. Peyron’s amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on the Senate’s amend- 
ment, as amended, and it was not concurred in. 


i h : ‘ 
; } d t: l| pass this amendment at all, will, before they in- 
eae ad gle aomp patanda | close this circle with an iron railing, take down 
For layir S 14S, r z m- 
ers on Fourand-a-half street, from Maine avenue to the 
penitentiary, $11,274 65; and for lighting the same when 
completed, with gas, $2,397. 


| this wretched abortion. ; 
| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I call for tellers on 
Í 


i 
| 
{i 
! 
i 
ll the Father of his Country. [Laughter.] 
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-Mr.GARNETT. Lwithdraw.the amendment. 
The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred ing , : 
Twenty-second amendment: 
For ¢leaning out the sewer traps on Pennsylvania ave- 
nhe, and-repairing the same, $300. 
The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 
“The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-third amendment: 


Tor curbing, paving footwalk and gutter, laying stone 
footway, and grading, on the south side of Missouri avenue 
from Third to Sixth streets west, $1,900 37. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-coneurred in. 


. Twenty-fourth amendment: 

Strike out “ $60,000,” in the third Jine of the following 
clause, and insert “ $40,000,” in lieu thereof: 

For collection of agricultural statisties, investigations 
for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the pro- 
curemen: of cuttings and seeds, $60,000: Provided, how- 
ever, That in the expenditure ef this appropriation, and 
especially in the selection of cuttings and seeds for distribu- 
tion, due regard shall be had to the purposes of gencral cul- 
tivation, and the encouragement of the agricultural and 
rural interests of all parts of the United States. 


The Committe of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence, 

Mi. CRAWFORD. I desire, Mr. Chairman, 
to move that the committce now rise, for the pur- 
pose of going into the House to close the debate 


on this amendment, as I am satisfied it would | 


occupy an hour, I therefore make the motion 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- | 
eration the amendments of the Sonate to the civil | 
appropriation bill, and had come to no conclusion | 


thereon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that all debate on 
the twenty-fourth Senate amendment be term- 
inated in one minute after the House again goes 
into committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. Mr. CRAWFORD moved that the miles be 
suspended, and that the Efouse resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 


accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Braxen | 


in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the civil appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on 
concurring in the twenty-fourth amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it be in order to move 
ieee out. the whole original paragraph of the 

ill? y 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be. The 
original paragraph is not before the committer. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senate amendment is to 
reduce the appropriation $20,000. 
tion to strike out that amendment be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
that a non-concurrence in the amendment of the 
Senate would have the same effect. 

Mr, REAGAN. Would non-concurrence in 
the Senate amendment have the effect of striking 
out the whole appropriation? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would have the effect 
of leaving the appropriation as originally made in 
the House bill. 

Mr. REAGAN, I move to reduce the appro- 
priation to five dollars. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr, MAYNARD. I move to increase the ap- 
propriation to $100,000, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARNETT. Imove to amend, by add- 


ing at the end of the Senate amendment as fol- | 


lows: 


To be distributed amongst members of Congress for the | 


purpose of electioneering among the old women of their 
districts, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
of order, of course. It is changing existing law. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Certainly itis out 
of order. {object to the gentleman’s inserting a 
stump speech yn the bill, 


Would a mo- | 


The Chair would suggest į 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is out of order. 

The question being onconcurringin the amend- 
ment of the Senate, ; i 


Mr. MAYNARD called for tellers. 


and Burrinron were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 61, noes 69. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 


Strike out of the bill the following paragraph: 

t For expenses incident to the execution of the act of 3d 
March, 1859, providing for the care and preservation of the 
Potomac water works, and the distribution of water for 
governmental and dther purposes, $4,000.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-coneurred in. 


Twenty-seventh amendment: 


Page 18, at the cud of line four hundred and twenty-two 
insert: 

For completing the printing, binding, and publishing, onc 
thousand copies of the papers of James Madison, under 
i the direction and control of the Joint Committee on the 
Library of Congress, $2,000; and the said committee are 
i, hereby authorized to contract for the printing and binding 
|| of the same with such person or persons as they may think 
proper to employ. 
|| Mr. PETTIT. Iam instructed by the Com- 
|| mittee on the Library to move to amend that 
ji amendment, by adding as follows: 

And for paying unpaid account of anthors and artists em- 
ployed in preparing the publication of the exploring expe- 
dition authorized by act of Congress of August 26, 1842, 
$8,983 ; and for preserving the property of the expedition 
connected with the publication, $3,000. 

Mr. REAGAN, I rise to a question of order. 
That amendmentis not germane to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
| point is well taken, 

Mr. PETTIT. I should like to know wherein 
the amendment is not germane? ° 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from 
Indiana appeal from the decision of the Chair ? 

Mr. PETTIT. I do take an appeal. This 
| amendmentis simply for the payment of scientific 
| gentlemen who have been employed by the Gov- 
ernment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken; and the decision of the 
i Chair was sustained as the judgement of the com- 
mittee-——ayes seventy-cight; noes not counted. 
i| Twenty-cighth amendment: 

Strike out section two, as follows: 


appropriated by act of 3d March, 1859, for the purpose 
rs and incidental expenses to the light-house at Os- 
go, and buildings connected therewith, and which re- 
mains mexpended, may be used and applied for repairing 
and securing and protecting the pier connected with the 
light-house at Oswego, New York, so as to prevent the 
destruction of said tight-house and pier.?? 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee recom- 
|! mend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of pre- 
venting debate, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. FLORENCE. We can take a vote by 
unanimous consent, without any debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is no debate, I will 
withdraw the motion. 

The amendment was non-coneurred in. 


Twenty-ninth amendment: 


For converting the old Senate Chamber into a conrt- 
| room, the oid court-room into a law library, and for fitting 
up the rooms in connection with them, for the use of the 
Supreme Court, and its officers, $25,000: Provided, The 

sum; to be expended under 


i work can be finished for tha 
| the direction of the Commissioner of Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I move to amend by striking 


like to ask the gentlemen who have this bill in 


i 
| 

|i two rooms of this Capitol? 

ii Mr. CRAWFORD. Imay be mistaken; but 
if 

i 

i 

1 

i 


i my recollection is, that the Committee of Ways 


mittee will non-coneur, 


ig up two rooms for the Supreme Court! 
Why, sir, I undertake to say that we can fix up a 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Uxperwoop | 


j out “4 $20,000,” from the appropriation. Iwould | 


charge how $25,000 can be expended in fitting up | 


i and Means recommended a non-concurrence in | 
į this amendment. At any rate I hope this com- | 
That is out i 


i 
i! room for $5,000, fit for any court upon earth, let į| 


alone this court.- I cannot conceive how that 


‘amount of money can be expended. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
non-coneur. = 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the committee will 
concur in this amendment. I think the Supreme 
Court-of the United States ought to havea court- 
room suitable to its character, and suited to the 
character of this Government; and I tell gentle- 
men over: the way that $25,000 is not too much 
for this purpose. I understand that the Senate 
propose to convert the old Supreme Court room 
into a library room, and construct a stair to it 
from the old Senate Chamber; and to convert the 
old Senate Chamber into a court-room, and they 
are to have a clerk’s room also. This will cost 
$25,000. T hope this Congress will notallow the 
Supreme Court of a Government like ours to sit 
in the cellar of the Capitol, and have strangers, 
when they come here and ask to be shown the 
greatest judicial tribunal of the country, to be 
taken down cellar. T understand that the original 
estimate was much larger than this, and I do not 
think that $25,000 is too much. The old Senate 
Chamber is of no use now, and it isa good loca- 
tion for the Supreme Court. It is hallowed by 
many sacred memories, and we should take meas- 
ures topreserve it in a proper manner, and I know 
of no better means than this. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing that 
the old Senate hall shall be fitted up for a Su- 
preme Courtroom. I thought the amount pro- 
posed to be appropriated to be too large. I do 
not sce how $25,000 can be expended profitably 
for that purpose. I hope the committee will non- 
concur, and let the amendment go to a committee 
of conference, and let the proper amount be fixed 
by them. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The estimate last 
year was $38,000. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


The Senate amendment was not concurred in. 


Thirticth amendment: 

For the survey of the castern boundary of California, in 
pursnance of a law passed during the present session ot 
Congress for that purpose, $55,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recom- 
mend a concurrence. 

Mr. HOARD. I move to amend by striking 
out the Senate amendment and inserting, in lieu 
thereof, the following: 

For survey of eastern boundary of California, upon such 
terms, by contract or otherwise, and in such manner as the 
Department of the Interior shall prescribe, $55,000. 

I hold in my hand a letter from the proper De- 
partment, recommending this amendment. The 
work can be done for that sum, although two es- 
timates have been put in as high as $150,000. 
The Department thinks this work can be done for 
$95,000. 

Mr. CURTIS. This shows the absurdity of 
the idea of letting out by contract to the lowest 
bidder some kinds of work in this country. My 
honorable friend thinks that this surveying should 
be given out by contract, and I suppose he thinks 
there are a thousand surveyorsin the country who 
could take a common surveyor’s compass and run 
that line. The gentleman is greatly mistaken. 
The running of that line involves somc.of the most 
delicate and intricate astronomical calculations 
and observations. Now, I would like to know 
whether astronomical surveys are to be given out 
by contract? F understand that the gentleman 
from New York is in fayor of constructing the 
Pacific telegraph and railroad, and everything else 
by contract, and Iam glad to sce that he is at 
Jeast consistent in proposing that observationsand 
labor of this kind should be let out by contract, 
and I wonder that he did not propose the other 
day, when we passed an act in reference to obser- 
vations of the eclipse of the sun, to let it out by 
contract. 

Mr. HOARD. I propose exactly what the 
Department recommends; and besides that, my 
amendment does not compel the work to be done 
by contract. lt expressly says, ‘ by contratt or 
otherwise.’’ 

Mr.SHERMAN., Irisetoapointoforder. The 
amendment is not in order. I have before me the 
law which this amendment proposes to carry into 
effect; and it provides that the President shall 
select some suitable person to do the work. © That 
person will probably be some officer of the Army 


I hope the committee will 
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A! any rate, we have no right to change the law | 

ere, Piata 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. i 

Theamendmentof the Senate was concurred in. 

Thirty-first amendment: { 

For the survey of the forty-sixth parallel of north lati- 
tude, so far as it constitutes a common boundary between 
Oregon and Washington Territory, $4,500. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. It is im- 
portant that the line between these two juris- 
dictions should be known, in order to prevent 
conflicts between the settlers. The running of 
this boundary line is strongly urged by the De- 
partment of the Interior, ‘That country is now 
settled to a very considerable extent, and the as- 
certainment of this line will prevent all conflicts 
of jurisdiction and title. It1s a small sum, and 
T hope the committee will think proper to appro- | 
priate it. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. The original survey of the 
country fixes the forty-sixth parallel of latitude, 
and there is not a particle of necessity for this 
appropriation. 

‘The amendment was not concurred in. 

Thirty-second amendment: 

_ Toenablethe Secretary of the Treasury to pay the Chick- 
asaw Indians interest on $100,000, part of their national 
fund, which was paid into the Treasury in January, 1857, 
on account of the redemption of that amount of the State 
stock of Ohio previously held by that Department in trust 
for that fund, $21,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirty-third amendment: 

For the purpose of paying existing Habilities, and to fin- 
ish the maps and calculations of the survey of the Atrato 
route of the inter-oceanic canal, $6,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, 

Mr. BARR. I move to amend by striking out 
the entire Senate amendment, and inserting the 
following: 

One thousand dollars, to be expended under the direction 
of Captain Meigs for Japanese hats for members of Con- 
gress, to be worn during the night sessions to protect their 
heads from the great heat of the gas. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. GARNETT. I would like to hear by what 
authority of law the survey was made outside of 
the limits of the United States for. any canal? 
{Calls to  Order!’’] I believe the question of con- 
currence is debatable. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the Senate 
amendment is closed by order of the House. 

Mr. GARNETT. Then I move toamend by 
reducing the amount $500. I make the motion 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman who has | 
charge of the bill for some explanation of this 
amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I can state , 
to the gentleman from Virginia and the commit- 
tee that the Twenty-Scventh Congress passed an 
act directing the Secretaries of the Navy and of 
War to have a survey made across the Isthmus 
of Darien, with a view to constructing a canal. 
Two officer’ were sent on that expedition; and 
this amendment here is to pay some existing lia- 
bilities—some salarics due to engineers who were 
engaged in the work, and who have not been paid. 

Mr. BARR. Civil engineers ? 

Mr. WASHRURNE, of Ilinois. Yes. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let me add one word in ex- 
planation: $25,000 was appropriated, with the 
express provision annexed to it that no further 
moncy should be expended in prosecuting that 
survey. That amount has been expended. Does 
the Committee of Ways and Means recommend 
concurrence? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommends non-concurrence. 

Mr. GARNETT. I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was taken on the Senate amend- 
ment; and it was concurred in. 

Thirty-fourth amendment: 

For fitting up the rooms in the center building of the Cap- 
ito], formerly oceupied by the Senate Committees on Naval, 
Military, and Indian Affairs, for the use of the Court of 
Claims, under the superintendence of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings, $3,000. . 

The amendment was concurred in. 


- Thirty-fifth amendment: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the second sec- 
tion of the act “making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Governmeut for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1860, approved the 3d of 
March, 1859, shall be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The Committee of Ways and Mcans recom- 
mended concurrence in the amendment, with the 
following amendment: 

And that from and after the 30th of June, 1860, the coin- 
age of cents shail cease. y 

Mr. PHELPS. I will explain the object of 
this amendment. Three or four years ago, a pro- 
vision was made for the coinage of new cents, 
and that Spanish silver coins in circulation should 
be received at the Mint at their nominal valuc in 
exchange forthe new cents. Thecommunity com- 
plains that there is too large a number of these 
cents in circulation. Brokers buy up these Span- 
ish coins—the quarter dollar at twenty cents, and 
the cighth of a dollar at ten cents—and exchange 


| them at the Mint for cents at their nominal valuc. 
They are thus able to sell these cents at a dis- | 


count of four or five per cent., and realizea hand- 
some profit on the transaction. The Committee 
of Ways and Means recommended that that sec- 
tion of the Jaw shall be repealed, and further rec- 
ommend that the coinage of cents shall cease. 

Mr. BARR. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding: 

And that persons have the right to go to the United States 
Mint and get gold and silver in exchange for these cents. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise toa question of order. 
Is this amendment in order? Cents are not re- 
deemable at present in gold and silver coin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. BARR. I think it wrong for the Govern- 
ment to issue coin which it will not take back in 
exchange. 

Mr. GROW. Well, the amendment provides 
that they shall not coin any more. 

The question was taken on the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of Ways and Means 
to the amendment of the Senate; and it was agreed 
to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended; and it was concurred in. 

Thirty-sixth amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That all existing Jaws creating 
an art commission be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 

Mr. PETTIT. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the section: 

And that no money appropriated by this or any existing 
law shall be applied for paintings, statuary, or any other 
works of illustrative art, except for the works of Crawtord 
and Rogers, unless the objects and the amounts appropri- 
ated for the same be expressed in the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. {s thatamendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is 
not in order. 

Mr. PETTIT. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means is mistaken in regard to 
this; for it will be seen that, instead of its being a 
total repeal of these laws, it is a modified repeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is out 
of order. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is not the amendment of 
the Senate in direct contravention of the amend- 
ment which the Committee of Ways and Means 
has offered to the Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence with the 


i amendment of the Senate. 


The question was taken on the Senate amend- 
ment; and it was not concurred in. 


Thirty-seventh amendment: 

Sge. d. Andhe it further enacted, That the Commissioner 
of Patents is hereby authorized to pay those employed in 
the Patent Office from April 1, 1855, until April 1, 1869, as 
examiners and a ant examiners of patents, at the rates 
fixed by law for these respective grades: Provided, ‘That 
the same be paid out of the Patent Office fund, and that 
the compensation thus paid shall not exceed that received 
by those dwy enrolled as examiners and assistant exami- 
iners of patents for the same period. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. , 

Mr. NIRLACK. I move to strike out the 
latter proviso of the section. This matter was 
referred to the Committee on Patents, by a me- 
morial, some weeks since, and the duty was im- 
posed upon me to examme the question. After 
obtaining all the information which I could, and 
laying it before the committee, I was instructed 


© 


to make a favorable: report; but-owing tothe ad- 
vanced stage of the session, the ‘report has not 
been made.. But the committee favor the Senate 
amendment. - Ittakes:‘no money outof the‘Treas- 
ury; and does but simple justice to the employés 
in the Patent Office who have’ been assigned to 4 
higher grade of service than that to which they 
were originally appointed by the Commissioner. 
of Patents. A similar provision was made inthe 
appropriation bill of 1856, and will be found on 
page 91, tenth volume of the Statutes. at Large, 
I see no reason why the assistant. examiners.’ 
should not be paid the salary of examiners when 
they have actually performed the duties of prin- 
cipal examiners. The Commissioner of Patents, 
in his report, made a year since, says: 

“Tor some time past, three of the -principal examiners 
have been withdrawn from. their appropriate duties, and 
have been entirely occupied in the examinations of appeals 
trom the decisions of the examiner on rejected applications 
for patents. Ju the mean time, theiy duties have been, per- 
formed by first assistant examiners. Under. these circum- 
stances, it is no more than right that. such first assistant 
examiners shall be allowed the salary of principal examin- 
ers for the time that they have performed their duties. They 
have performed the duties assigned to them with credit and 
fidelity, and E earnestly recommend that they be allowed 
the salary as suggested.” 

I know of no reason why the recommendation 
ofthe Commissioner.should not be carried out; and, 
1 hope the amendment of the Senate will be con- 
curred in. . 

Mr. PHELPS. I oppose the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Indiana. . The sal- 
ary of the examiners of the Patent Office is fixed 
at $2,000, and the salary of the assistant exam- 
iners at $1,800 per annum. Their salaries are- 
paid out of the Patent Office fund; and, although: 
the gentleman from Indiana says that no mone 
will be taken out of the Treasury if this amend- 
ment shall be adopted, nevertheless, the additional 
money required will be taken out of the Patent 
Office fund. 

The proposition is to increase the compensa- 
tion of assistant examiners when they for a time 
perform the duties of examiners, I hold that they 
made a contract with the Government to give 
their time and attention to the duties of the office, 
whether it is the duties of first cxaminers or of. 
assistant examiners; and their, contract with the 
Government was for the sum of money which 
they have been paid. ‘This amendment proposes 
to go back and pay them additional compensation 
from 1855 to the present time; and, notwithstand- 
ing the late Commissioner of Patents baş made 
this recommendation, the Committee of ‘Ways 
and Means do not coneur in it, but recommend. 
that the amendment of the Senate be. non-con- 
curred in. ; : 

Mr. NIBLACK. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I move to 
strike out the last line of the amendment of the 


| Senate, and I do it only for the purpose of saying 


to the committec, that, in the judgment of the 
Committee on Patents, it is nothing more than.a 
simple act of justice toallow these clerks, who bave 
performed this higher grade of service, the full 
compensation therefor. It amounts to very little. 
Wherever you require Officers to perform the du- 
ties of a higher grade of service than that to which. , 
they have been. appointed, they are entitled to the 
salary appertaining to that higher grade. It has 
heen already stated by the gentleman from Indi. 
ana that this amendment takes no money out of 
the Treasury. It comes merely out of the Patent 
Office fund, and the gentleman who has the con- 
trol of that fund—the Commissioner of Patents— 
says that itis right, ‘They have a surplus there 
which is not now used, and it scems to me that 
the principle recognized by the amendment of the 
Senate is but just, and that the Committee of 
Ways and Means ought to have recommended a 
concurrence in it. Ewithdraw my amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That the contract made 
with Ge & Seaton, under the nineteenth section of the 
« Aet making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government forthe year ending the 30th of June, 1859,” 
approved the 12th of June, 1858, forthe publication ofa con- 
tinuation of the American State Papers, he sa modified asto 
roquire the publishers to defray all the expenses of selecting, 
compiling, and arranging the documents proper to be includ- 
ed in that work ; also the expenses of binding, and of alt en- 
graving on copper, steel, and wood, and for lithographing, 
which may be considered necessary by the Secretary of the: 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Kepresentatives, together | 
with the expenses of preparing full and proper indexes for 
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each volume, and a general index of the whole work, in- 
eluding: the volumes contained in the first series, and all 
other contingent or incidental expenses whatsoever attend- 
ing such publication. And, moreover, that the price to be 
allowed to the publishers for said work shall be fifteen per 
centum less per volume than the average price per volume 
paid for the first series of the same, printed under the act 
of March 2, 1831. And the said volumesshail be delivered 
to the Secretary of the Interior as the same may be com- 
pleted, who shall place three hundred copies in the Depart- 
ment of State for its use, and for exchange with foreign 
Governments, and seven hundred copies in his own De- 
partnyent for distribution to publie libraries in the several 
Stat¢s and Territories, and hold the residue of the copies 
is custody, subject to the further order of Congress. 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
the publishers of the said work, at the rate per volume 
apove mentioned, out of any money in the Treasury not 
therwise appropriated, as the same may be delivered to 
he Secretary of the Interior, and on bis certificate of de- 
ivery; and so much of the aforesaid nineteenth section of 
the act of June 12, 1858, as is inconsistent with this act, be, 
and the same is hereqy, repealed: Provided, That the vol- 
umes shall average not less than one thousand pages. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move to strike out *fift 
teen per cent., in the nineteenth line of that 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire the attention of the 
committee while I attempt to explain to them 
why they should not agree to this amendment of 
the Senate. This amendment is for the purpose 
of continuing the publication of the American 
State Papers by Messrs. Gales& Seaton, When 
this same question was up two ycars ago, it came 
back from the Senate as an amendment te the 
civil bill. The question arose, in the discussion 
of the Senate amendment, what would be the 

robable cost of the publication of the American 
Bate Papers. It was remarked that the entire 
cost would be $340,000, but that $25,000 a year 
wag all that would be asked for until the entire 
work was completed. Another question was dis- 
cussed, as to what each particular volume would 
cost; and Governor Letcher, of Virginia, then a 
member of the Committee of Ways and Mcans, 
rose in his place, and said that ho had informa- 
tion from Mr. Seaton as to the cost of the work, 
which it was due to him should be submitted to 
the ELouse, although he was opposed to the pub- 
lication of the work itself. He stated, upon the 
authority of Mr. Seaton, that the work would 
cost $3 40 per volume, He stated it upon an esti- 
mate made by Mr. Wendell, who was then doing 
the public printing. The House adopted the 
amendnient of the Senate, and it became the law 
of the Jand. 1 do not know how soon after that, 
but cortain it is that almost immediately after the 
bill became a law, Mr. Seaton entered into a con- 
tract with Wendell, under which a clear profit 
of $68,000 was secured for cach of them. Here, 
then, under the act of 1858, is a clear profit to 
both Mr. Scaton and Mr. Wendell, of $68,000 
cach. But not satisfied with that, they now come 
here and ask us to give them a new contract, 
which, according to the best computation I can 
make, wili give them a clear additional profit of 
about one hundred and twenty-nine thousand 
dollars. 

Under the contract authorized by the act of 
1858, the cost of each volume of the work, instead 
of being $3 40, as Governor Letcher stated, on 
the authority of Mr. Seaton, it would be, was 
$6 12—almost double the amountstated. At the 
time this act was passed I remember it was pro- 
nounced by Mr. Mason, of Kentucky, as a job. 
Other members said it was a job; but still the 
House passed it, and under it these parties have 
received a clear profit of $68,000 cach. 

Under the amendment of the Senate, however, 
which we are now considering, 
the cost per volume shall be $11 50, less fifteen 
per cent—making the actual amount to be paid 
$9 78 per volume. Let me repeat: $3 40 was the 
price estimated; $6 12 was the price actually paid; 
and $9 78 it is now proposed to pay. I repeat 


that, if this amendment be adopted, the effect will | 


be to put $129,000 additional profits into the hands 
of these contractors. Sir, I call upon the friends 
of retrenchment to stand by me in defeating this 
amendment of the Senate. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I rise for 
purpose of saying that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia is evidently laboring under a mistake in re- 
spect to the contract into whichhe says Mr. Sea- 
ton entered under the law of 1858. “I have the 


it is proposed that | 


authority of Mr. Seaton, given. me within the last 
ten minutes—and I do not believe he would state 
anything which was false—that he has never sold 
one particle of interest in this work, but that they 
are now fitting up their own printing office for the 
purpose of doing the work. I do not wish to 


‘make a speech; but [have simply risen to say that 


I do not believe it would be doing injustice to 
continue the appropriations which have hereto- 
fore been made, as proposed by the Senate in 
their amendment, and allow this work to go on. 
I do not believe anybody would regret it. 
peat, the gentleman from Georgia must have been 


laboring under a mistake in what he states about’ 


this contract having been sold out. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have no wishto do Mr. 
Seaton, or any other living man, injustice. I pre- 
sume the statement of Mr. Seaton, to which the 
gentleman ‘refers, has reference to the contract 
which itis proposed to make under the amend- 
ment we are now considering, and which has not 
been sold, because it has not been made. The 
contract which was made under the law of 1858 
was sold out; and the parties received $68,000 
each. That is in the testimony taken under oath. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Whatcon- 
tract do you refer to? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I refer to the contract 
made with Mr. Seaton for the publication of the 
American State Papers; made under the law of 
the last Congress. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. All know 
about it is the word of Mr. Seaton, which I have 
given. 


Mr.CRAWFORD. Then the testimony given 


| under oath beforc the committec of the Senate is 
| false. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I give the 
gentleman my authority. I have seen Mr. Sea- 
ton since the discussion commenced. I told him 
it had been said—I referred to the statement of 
the gentleman from Georgia himself—that he had 


sold this contract for $68,000. He said it was | 


an utter mistake; that he had never sold it fora 
dollar. 

Mr. PRYOR. I move, pro forma, to amend 
‘the amendment by striking out the last proviso: 
that the volumes shall average not less than one 
thousand pages.” 

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crawrorp] exhibits a very singular con- 
trast between his argument and the conclusion of 
his speech. He contends, with much carnestness 


j and circumstantiality of specification, that, under | 


the law of 1858, Messrs Gales & Seaton realized 
most exorbitant profits from the publication of the 
American State papers. Now, if this allegation 
be correct, why does not the gentleman support 
the amendment under consideration—an amend- 
ment which proposes a considerable deduction 
from the expenditure under the law of 1858? If 
the abuse exist, it is reasonable to demand of the 
opponents of the abuse a cordial advocacy of a 
measure of reform. 

The amendment before us proposes a reduction 
of expenditures by a simple operation—by sub- 
tracting fifteen per cent. from the cost of work 
under the original prices, and by imposing upon 
the publishers the expense of lithographing, tran- 
scribing, collating manuscript, and other prelim- 
inary charges. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that 
nobody contemplates a suspension of this publi- 
cation, The American State Papers constitute an 
invaluable work—invaluable for historical eluci- 
dation and for practical effect on the interests of 
legislation. The manuscripts of these papers are 
so dispersed as to be inaccessible without great 
labor and research. The publishers collect them 
with diligence, arrange them with judgment, and 
present them in a shape the most convenient for 
reference. 

I would not discontinue the publication, and 
hence I approve an appropriation for the prose- 
cution of the work. In reply to an intimation 


| thrown out by the gentleman from Georgia, lam 
i| authorized by Messrs. Gales & Seaton to say that 


‘Wendell has no connection, absolute or contin- 
gent, whatever, with the publication of the State 
Papers. They have organized an office, with the 
view of prosecuting the work with their own 
resources, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The question between the 
gentleman from Virginia and myself is this: the 
gentleman says the American State Papers are 


I re-. 


| would find it out. 


absolutely necessary. Upon that point I take no 
issue with him. It is only upon the ground that 
this is a material modification of the law of last 
year that I take issue with fhe gentleman. Upon 
that matter he labors under a mistake. I have 
already stated that the cost, as it was clearly 
shown, under the law, was $6 12 per volume. Now 
they come here and propose that we shall pay 
them $11 50 per volume, less fifteen per cent. 
off. That willleave them $9 78 per volume. Now, 
if the gentleman can show me that $6 12, the 
amount we paid before, is more than $9 78, I will 
admit that he is correct; butnot otherwise. Itis 
capable of proof, by Towers and Rives, thatunder 
the present contract the price is $6 12 per volume. 
Then, deduct $6 12 from 49 78, and you have $3 66 
still as clear profit in the work. Then allow for 
compiling, selecting, and arranging the papers, 
&c., that seven clerks will be necessary, at a sal- 
ary of $1,000 a year each, for two years, it will 
amount to $14,000. Divide that amount by the 
aggregate number of books to be published, and 
it will make the cost of that kind of labor equal to 
$116 per volume. Deduct that sum from the 
other, and it will still leave you 42 59 as the net 
profit upon each volume; and upon fifty thousand 
volumes it will give them the handsome sum, in 
the way of profit, of $129,500. 

The work was to run through aseries of twelve 
years, and only $25,000 were to be asked for in 
any one year; and now they come in and propose 
that we shall alter the contract, so that they may 
not only get this profit, but get it in one or two 
years. The question is not really in regard to 
carrying out the law of 1858, but upon altering 
that law so as to give them, under the law of 
1832, the right to print this work with fifteen per 
cent. off. ‘With all our present improvements in 
printing presses, in the use of steam power, they 
propose fifteen per cent. only off. It actually in- 
creases the cost, while they supposed nobody 
This amendment actually pro- 
poses to give these parties an additional sum of 
$129,500. IT hope the House will not adopt the 
amendment. 

Mr. PRYOR, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. PERRY. I move to amend by striking 
outall between the twenty-second and the twenty- 
seventh lines. I have, at the solicitation of some 
gentlemen who are favorable to this change, taken 
the trouble to look into it; and from that examin- 
ation I am satisfied that this amendment ought 
not to pass. Iam willing to carry out the con- 
tract made with Gales & Scaton, under the law of 
last Congress, to the very letter; but I am not will- 
ing to make the change proposed by this amend- 
ment. By the terms of that contract, the appro- 
priation for that work was limited to $340,000; 
and one special reason why I am opposed to this 
amendment is, that it would repeal that portion of 
the contract. 

Again, another portion of that contract con- 
templated the publication of this work through a 
series of years, and only $25,000 a year were to 
be appropriated to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to cor- 
rect my colleague. IL believe both my colleague 
and the gentleman from Georgia have fallen into 
an crror, ‘There was a limitation upon the appro- 
priation for the first year only, but not for any 
subsequent year. 

Mr. PERRY. My colleague states the matter 
right; yet it shows very clearly the intention of 
those who made the contract to extend the pub- 
lication of the work through a series of years. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iam authorized to say that 


| therc has been no transfer of the contract, and that 


no moncy has been paid for the transfer, as averred 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Tho contract is published 
in the evidence taken before the investigating com- 
mittee, and the gentleman can read it. T object 
to any interference. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Do you not want the truth 
to be told? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes; but you are makinga 


| mistake. 


Mr. PERRY. I cannot consent to further in- 
terruption. Gentlemen will use up the whole of 
my time. There is no limitation at all in this 
amendment; but these parties may go on to any 
extent in publishing this work, and they can 
publish it just as they see fit, either to a certain 
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amount per year, or they can run the whole thing 
through in a single year. I find that, according to 
the provisions of this amendment, these contract-. 
ors havea right to call onthe Treasury Department 
for paymentfor the work as it progresses, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is obliged to meet the 
demand: Now, lam opposed to this whole sys- 
tem of publishing books by Congress. It was 
intended and calculated. and said, when we were 
proposing to increase the compensation of mem- 
ers in the Thirty-Fourth Congress, that this 

system of publishing books, which was inaugu- 
rated about the Thirty-Third Congress, should be 
puta stop to. I mean to abide by that under- 
standing in good faith. Iam willing to carry out 
‘the termsof the contract made with Gales & Geaton 
by the act of 1858; but] am satisfied that the prop- 
osition now before us means something more than 
what appears on the surface, and thatif we adopt 
it we shall find, when it is too late, that we have 
got our foot into the hopple. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PETTIT. I have been a little familiar 
with this matter, from the fact that the proposi- 
tion which originated this publication came from 
a committee with which I had the honor to be 
connected in the Thirty-Fifth Congress, and was 
reported by myself. I feel, therefore, that I am 
at liberty to correct what I believe is a misappre- 
hension'on the part of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, as to the supposed cost of this work. In the 
irst place, I think I bear in mind the remark made 
by Governor Letcher, in the last Congress, and, 
if I am not mistaken, he himself subsequently 
corrected it. Originally the Library Committee, 
after a careful examination of the subject, sup- 
posed that the work would reach thirty-four vol- 
umes, of which an edition of two thousand, at five 
dollars a volume, would reach exactly the amount 
of $340,000, the amount limited in the law which 
authorized the publication, and which is incorpo- 
rawd in the original contract. It will thus be seen 
that it was first contemplated that the cost of pub- 
lication simply would be five dollars a volume, 
and nothing Jess. This, of course, did not em- 
brace the expense of compiling and, preparing 
copy for the press. I think that no opinion to the 
contrary has been expressed, except, perhaps, 
that mistaken opinion of Governor Letcher, to 
which I this moment referred. 

Mr. Chairman, I have felt from the beginning 
the great importance of accomplishing this work. 
It is the great storehouse of our history. Itisa 


collection of all valuable matter in our history | 


properly arranged and indexed, so that there is no 
subject to which ready access cannot thus be had. 
It was found, from an examination of the matter, 
that from the year 1824 to the year 1841, there was 
but very little documentary matter printed. Itex- 
isted principally in manuscript, and was wholly 
unfamiliar to the statesmen of the present time. 


What was valuable was found scattered in eight | 


hundred printed volumes of public documents, 
without indexes, many large folio volumes of 
manuscript, and heaps of detached papers, which 
made it an almost impossible work to find out 
anything. It was to correct that that this work 
was undertaken. Gentlemen on this floor, and 
the public at large, are more familiar with our 
history prior to 1821, through the first series of 
State Papers, which collated our history to that 
time, than they are with that of the more recent 

eriod which is almost within the recollection. of 
allofus. It was with aview of rescuing this por- 
tion of our history, and of preserving it in an en- 
during and substantial form, and ofarranging these 
valuable materials, so as to bring them to every- 
body’s hand, that this thing was undertaken. Ít 
was especially reserva 
those loose and fugitive archives, existing In mere 
manuscript, for which there was very little se- 
curity. 

Į hold in my hand a volume of this work; and 
I respectfully submit that, for fidelity of execu- 
tion on the part of the Secretary of the Senate 
and Clerk of the House of Representatives, in 
everything that is required to make the work usc- 
ful, and for fidelity in the mechanical portion of 
the work, it is unequaled by anything published 
at any time heretofore by order of Congress. It 
is worth to the nation—it is worth to the nation 
for the use of us, who sit here in the character 
of legislators, in the course of asingle Congress, 
more than the whole work cost. As a collection 


with a view to the preservation of | 


of our history, of what has been thought and 
done by the great men who founded and built up 
our greatness, it conduces more to the national 
honor, than this painted and gilded Capitol. I 
have an objection, therefore, Mr. Chairman, to 
any modification that is likely to arrest the com- 
pletion of the work. So far as the original con- 
tract is compared with this one, there may be, 
perhaps, some difference of opinion. I do not 
think, myself, that there is any considerable dif- 
ference between thetwo. It will be observed that 
there are three modifications, all of which are sub- 
stantial, and all of which go to the advantage of the 
Government. In the first place, the volumes are 
enlarged to the extent of one thousand pages, 
whereby the cost is increased nearly ten per cent. 
In the next place, there isa deduction in price on 
the old work of fifteen per cent. Then, in ad- 


| dition to that, Gales & Seaton are required to do 


the clerical work connected with it, which may 
be regarded as equal to $2,000 for cach volume. 

Mr. DAVIS; of Maryland. [ move that the 
committee rise, for the purpose of terminating 
debate on this amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ihave here the contract 
made between Wendell and Gales & Seaton; and 
I hope that my colleague on the committee will 
not ask to close debate till I have an opportunity 


of having this contract read. G 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Certainly not. 1 
will move to close debate in five minutes after the 
committee shall have resumed the consideration 
of the bill. That will afford the gentleman from 
Georgia all the time he needs for that purpose. 

The question was taken on the motion to rise; 
and it was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. 
Wasusurn, of Maine, having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Brancu reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had bad under consideration the Union 


| generally, and particularly the Senate amend- 


ments to House bill No. 501, making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending 30th June, 1861, and had come 
to no conclusion thercon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that all 
debate on the pending amendment of the Senate, 
and on the amendments thereto, shall close within 
ten minutes after the committee shall have re- 
sumed their consideration. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Maryland to modify his motion, and say 
twenty minutes. 

Several Members. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
motion. 

Mr, PHELPS. Then I move to amend by 
making it twenty minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move to 
amend the amendment by making it five min- 
utes, 

The question was taken on Mr. WASHBURNE’S 
amendment to the amendment; and it was not 
agreed to. 


I have made my 


The question was then taken on Mr. PHELPS’s | 


amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. LOVEJOY, (at nine o'clock and fifty min- 
utes, p. m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Davis, of Maryland; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maryland how long he thinks it will 
require to dispose of these amendments? If it 
will not occupy more than half an hour, I, for 


| one,am willing to stay here and dispose of them. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in 
order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. BRANCH 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the Senate amendments to House bill No. 501, 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1861. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 


thegentlemanfrom Pennsylvania, [Mr.Srevenss] 
who has denied that this contract was entered into 
by Gales & Seaton and Mr. Wendell, the evi- 
dence. upon which I made that statement. Jt wi 
be found in the testimony taken before the Sen- 
ate Committee. (Document No. 205, page 20.) 
The witness is Mr. Wendell, one of the parties,to 
the contract: gore id 


“ By Mr. SLIDELL: mes 

« Question. How large a quantity of work on the State 
Papers have you done? : 

« Answer. About five volumes and a half, I think. 

“ Question. Will you tel} us what was your arrange- 
ment with Gales & Seaton. You have that paper, I sup- 
pose? 

« Answer. Itis on file in the Comptroler’s office. There 
was to be a division of profits.”-  * ROEE a SE 

“ Question. Willyou state when the act giving that work 
to Gales & Seaton was passed ? 

« Answer. Two years ago, I believe. ` 

“ Question. You say that there is to be a division of the 
profits between you and Gales & Seaton; how are those 
profits to be ascertained ? 

“ Answer. After all the expenses are paid. : 

« Question. ‘hat must be fixed by the terms of. the con- 
tract, 1 suppose. What amount of percentage? 

« Answer. It depends entirely on what they had to pay 
i for the preparation of the copy and the wood-cuts, aso for | 
the maps. What other expenses there are I do not know 
i yet.” . 


Another question is asked him, “how much 
| have you paid Gales & Seaton??? 


|< answer. Thirty thousand dollars. 

“ Question. On what terms? 

“Answer. The stipulation was, that they were to as- 
sign over the first $150,000 of the work, the Joanee givin 

gn | t p Avs! i ? ec giving 
a stipulation to give me eighty per- cent., retaining his 
$30,000 out of it. He retained twenty per cent.” 


Now, here is the contract itself: 


Articles of agreement between Gales Y Seaton and Cornelius 
Wendell, relative to the printing of the State Papers, esc- 
culed June 30, 1858. s 
These articles of agreement, made and entered into this 

20th day of June, in the year 1858, by and between Joseph 

Gales and Wiikiam W. Seaton, doing business under the 

name, style, and firm of Gales & Seaton, of the one part, 

and Corclins Wendell, of the other part, witness: that said 


I move that the | 


| Cornelius Wendell, for the consideration hereinafter set 
forth, does hereby agree and bind himself well and faith- 
fally to do and execute all the work, and furnish all the 
materials necessary therefor, in publishing the two thou- 
sand copies of the compilation of congressional documents 
—wwhich the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
tlonse of Representatives are directed, by the nineteenth 
section of the act of Congress, approved June 12, 1858, èn- 
titled “ An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1859,” to make~for the publication of which said Secre- 
"y of the Senate and said Clerk of the House of Repre- 
entatives, on the 30th day of June, A. D. 1858, contracted 
with said Gales & Seaton, and todo andexecute said work 
and furnish said materials of the kind and quality and in 
the manner required by sald contract; and said Gales & 
Seaton, in consideration of said Wendell’s executing the 
work to be done under said contract, and furnishing the 
materials therefor, in the manner and style and of the gual- 
ity required by said contract, agree to pay to him, from the 
price agreed to be paid, or which may be paid for the same 

by the United States of America, the cost of executing said 
| work and of the materials used therefor; and also to allow 
and to pay said Wendell one half of the net profits accru- 
ing from the execution of said work, whether under the 
| nineteenth section of said act of June 12, 1898, or any other 
act which Congress may hereafter pass iu reference thereto. 
In testimony whereof said Gales & Seaton, and said Cor- 
| nelius Wendell, have hereunto set their hands and affixed 
their seals, on the day and year first mentioned. 


JO. GALES, [sean 
W. W. SEATON, [SEAL. 
C. WENDELL. SEAL] 


Witness: 
T'nos. Donono, 
Wa. W. Moore. 
Wendell was not only to get the benefit of the 
contract already made, but they went on to stip- 
ulate that he should have one half of the net profits 
of any contract which might hereafter be made 
under a new act of Congress. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I ask the gentleman if he 
does not know that that contract has been entirely 
abrogated, and is no longer in force? 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I say I know no such 


| thing. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I feel authorized to state 
that such is the fact. ` 

Mr. CRAWFORD, When you come tome 
with statements from the parties sent here within 
the last ten minutes,and tell me that there is no 
contract, I point you to this testimony, and say 
to you “behold the contract 2 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr, PRYOR. I support the amendment of the 
Senate in the interest of economy. J am satisfied 
that I am promoting the objects of retrenchment 
and reform by advocating a material reduction of 


the public expenditure. The gentleman from Geor- 


I desire now to read to ii 


gia, however, contends that the Senate amendment 
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involves ‘am aggravation of expense; but I con- 
fess he does not make his pointclear to my appre- 
hension. “Observe: he charges in one breath that 
Messrs. Gales. & Seaton realized the most enor- 
mois profits under the law of 1358, and immedi- 
ately he accuses them of an attempt to modify 
their. cofitract with the view of grasping still great- 
er gains. If they are so much enriched by the 
law of 1858, why seek to escape the obligation of 
soremunerativean obligation? They would hard- 
ly hazard a certain prize for the sake of an im- 
probable increase of compensation. The state- 
ments are irreconcilable on any consistent theory 
of prudent conduct. 

As Í understand the business, this amendment 
is forced on Messrs. Gales & Seaton by adverse 
interests. It is certainly true that an honorable 
Senator [Mr. Davis] opposed the amendment be- 
cause it imposes too grievous a burden on those 
gentlemen.’ If the gentleman from Georgia can 
satisfy me that the amendment involvés an increase 
of expenditure, E will record my vote against it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. . I hope the gentleman 
will let me read to him the alteration of the law 
which they suggest. He says they ask to be ex- 
empted from’the contract. 

Mr. PRYOR. No; you say that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I say they come and ask 
to have the contract changed so as to give them 
$130,000. Here is the proposed amendment: 

And, moreover, that the price to be allowed to the pub- 
lishers for said work shall be fifteen per centum less 
volume than the average price paid for the first series of 
the same, printed under the act of March 2, 183t. 

And that work was printed under the act of 
1819. 

Mr. PRYOR. Of 1831. h 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No, sir; the law was 
passed in 1831, but the prices were regulated 
under the act of 1819. 

Mr. PHELPS. One hundred and fifty copies 
of the State Papers were printed under the act of 
1819; but Gales & Seaton printed seven hundred 
and fifty copies additional, whieh were distrib- 
uted to members, and the prices paid for those 
seven hundred and fifty copies were the prices of 
1819.. The present prices of printing are fifty per 
cent. less than the prices of 1819. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [will state further to the 
gentleman from Virginia, who, Lknow, desires to 
do nothing but what is just and right, that under 
this amendmont they are to get fifteen per cent. 
less for these volumes than the average price paid 
for the first series, under the actof 1319. Onder 
that act they were paid $H 50 a volume; and the 
gentleman who represented Gales & Seaton in 
the Senate, admitted the faet that $9 78 will be 
paid if this amendment is adopted. 

Mr. PRYOR. J must protest that the gentle- 
man has not convinced me, although no doubt 
he has satisfied his own mind. F am perfectly 
satisfied that the effect of this amendment will be 


to operate a reduction of expenditures, from the | 


fact that a deduction of fifteen per cent. is made 
from the compensation of Messrs. Gales & Sea- 
ton, and because they are to ineur the addi- 
tional expense of compilation. ‘Phe gentleman 
says 

[Efere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 desire now to submit an 
amendment, . 

Mr. LOVEJOY. [wish simply to ask whether 


there is any lunmitation to. the number of these | 


volumes, or whether they are allowed to go on 
and multiply them indefinitely? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order; 
and no further amendment is at present in order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move toadd the following 
further proviso to the amendment of the Senate: 

Provided, That the whole snm of money whieh shall he 
expended in the publication of these State Papers shall not 
exceed $340,000," 

1 desire simply to say that I presume I shall 
have the aid of my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Pryor) in the adoption of this amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to—ayes 68, noes 63. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move another amendment, 
to this effect: 

Provided, That the number of volumes shall not exceed 
thirty-four. i 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


- The question recurred on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate, as amended. 

Mr. PERRY. I would like to know what is 
the recommendation of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. nie 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend concurrence. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I would like to know whether 
the committee were unanimous in that recom- 
mendation? “2 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means agreed, by a vote in committee, to recom- 
mend that the House concur in this amendment. 
That is all the information I am authorized to give 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate, as amended, was concurred in— 
ayes 78, noes 48. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that motion will not 
be agreed to. We shall be through with these 
amendments in a few minutes. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to say, that 
when the resolution was adopted for holding 
these night sessions, it was the understanding 
that the House should adjourn at ten o’clock. 
It is now just ten o’clock; and I submit to 
exentiomen whether, if they remain longer, they 
will not disqualify themselves for business to- 
morrow? 

Several Memgers. Oh, no. 

Mr BARKSDALE. ‘This bill will be in order 
to-morrow; and J hope the House will now ad- 
journ, and let us finish it to-morrow. We are far 
ahead of the Senate, and F think we will be ready 
to adjourn on Monday next. I insist upon the 
motion that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disugrecd to—ayes 50, noes 78. 

Thirty-ninth amendment: 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the sury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


to sete and adjust the accounts of the contractor for the 
erection of the United States castom-housce and post ottiec 
at San Pranciseo, Calitornia, and to pay to said contractor, 
out of any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the amount that may be found to be justly due to him 
under the coutracts made between said contractor and the 
proper oflicers of the Government for erecting said building, 
and also such sum as may be found dite for furnishing the 
sac. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence, 

Mr. BURCH. Lmove to amend by inserting 
after the word furnishing’? the word “ repair- 
ing.” Ido itsimply for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the cominittce to one or two facts, 

3y reference to the amendment of the Senate, it 
will be seen thatit is simply to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury to curry out upon the part 
of the Government in good faith, the contract en- 
tered into with these parties in San Francisco for 
the completion of this building. J know that the 
contractors have complied upon their part with 
every portion of their contract, but they have been 
kept out of a portion of thelr pay fora number of 
years, ‘The claim in question will not amount to 
many thousand dollars. Jt was not paid in con- 
sequence of some misunderstanding between the 
Treasury Department and a former collector of 
the port of San Francisco. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to know why 
this has not been presented and prosecuted as 
other private claims ? 

Mr. BURCH. I do not know why this has 
not heen done. Butt knew it is ajust claim for 
work which these contractors have done under 
the authority of the Government, and for which 
they have not been paid. Ido not see upon what 
principle the Committee of Waysand Means have 
recommended a refusal to pay this small pittance 
in order to carry out, upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment, its contract with one of our citizens. 
By the terms of the amendment, if the money is 
not actually duc under the contract, the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury will not be entitled to pay them 
one cent, ft is simply to authorize him to ad- 
just the account and to pay whatever is properly 
due under the contract. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will detain the committce 
only to say that this is an attempt on the part of 
the Senate to insert a private claim into an ap- 
propriation bill. 1 hope the amendment will not 
be concurred in. 
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Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was then non- 
curred in. 


Mr.SHERMAN., The remaining amendments 
of the Senate all relate to a single subject, and 
seem to have been inserted into this appropria- 
tion bill by the Senate with very little considera- 
tion. I hope they will be considered all together 
and the question taken upon them without debate. 

There being no objection, the following amend- 
ments ofthe Senate were considered as one amend- 
ment: 


Fortieth amendment: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the public 
grounds surrounding the Capitol shal} be cnlafged accord- 
ing to the plan approved by the Counuittec on Public Build- 
ing and Grounds of the Senate and Louse of Representa- 
tives, respectively, which plan is hercby directed to be 
deposited in tne custody of tie Secretary or the Interior; 
and that, for the purpose of effecting this enlargoment, the 
United Staies shalt acquire the title to the following de- 
scribed squares and parts of squares in the city of W 
ington, namely : sọ much of square five hundred anl sev 
ty-five as is included within the following deseribed Hnes: 
beginning on the west side of First street west, at a point 
sixty-seven [cet north Of the southeast corner o square, 
and running thenee south with the line of First L west 
to the southeast corner of said square ; thenee with the line 
of Pennsylvania avenue along the boundary of said square 
in said avenue one hundred and cighty t; theuce in a 
straight line w the point of beginning; also so much of square 
five hundred and seventy-six as is included within the fol- 
lowing deseribed lincs: beginning on the west side of first 
street West, at a point sixty-seven fect south of the north- 


cast corner of said square, and running thence north with 
the line of First street westto the northeast corner of said 


square 5 thence with the Hne of Maryland avenue along the 
boundary of said squire on said avenue, one hundred and 
eighty fet; thence jn a straight line to the point of begin- 
ning; also the whole ol squares six hundred and eiglity- 
seven and six hundred and cighty-cight. 

Forty-first amendment: 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, ‘Phat, for carrying this 
net into efleet and obtaining the title to snch private prop- 
erty as may be necessary for the purpose, itshal} be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Interior to make application to the 

Jourt of Claims; which court is hereby authorized and 
required, upon such application, in such mode and under 
such rules and regulations as they may adopt, to make a 
just and equitable appraisement of the cash value of the 
several interest of cach aud every owner of the real estate, 
and iinprovements thereon, necessary to be taken for the 
public use, in accordance with the provisions of this act. 

Forty-second amendment: 

Sec, 9. Ind be it further enacted, ‘That the fve-simple of 
all premises so appropriated for public use, of which an ap- 
praisement shall have been made under the order and dirce- 
tion of said court, shall, upon payment to the owner or 
owners, respectively, of the appraised value, or in case the 
said owner or owners refuse or negieet, for fifteen days af- 
fer the appraisement of the eash value of said lands and 
improvements by suid court, to demand the same from the 
Secretary of the hiterfor, upon depositing the said appraised 
value in the said court to the credit Of sueh owner or own- 
ers, respectively, shail be vested in the United States. And 
the Seere f futerior is hereby authorized and re- 
quired to ever owner or owners, respectively, 
the appraised value of the several premis ecified in 
the appraisement of snid court, or pay into court by deposit, 
as hereinbet ovided, the said apprai and the 
SUM Necess or such purpose is hereby appropriated out 


of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Forty-third amendment: 


Sere. 10. And be it further enacted, That 
direet the time and manner in which po m of the prop- 
condemned shall be taken or delivered, and may, ift 
y, enforce uny order or issue any process for giving 
ession. ‘Phe costs occasioned by the inquiry and as- 
nent shat be paid by the United States; and, as to 
other costs which may arise, they shail be charged ortaxed 
as the court may direct. 

Forty-fourth amendment: 


Sec. ll. And be it further enacted, That no delay in 
making an assessment of canpensation, or in taking pos- 
session, shall be occasioned by any doubt which may arise 
s t0 the owne p of the property, or any part thereof, or 
speetive owners; but in such 
adeposit of the money allowed. 
e Whole property, or the part in dis- 

s the United $ sshatlhave 
id the compensation ed, or secrred its payment by 
a deposit of money under the order of the court, possession 
of the property may be taken. 

Forty-fifth amendment: 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That all laws and parts 
of jaws inconsistent with the provisions of this act be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend uon-coneurrence in those 
amendments. 

The amendments were non-coneurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the commit- 
tee risc and report the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cor- 


id court may 


dn all ei 


nm 
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yax having taken the chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore, Mr. Brancw reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had the state of the Union gen- 
erally under consideration, and especially the 
Senate amendments to the bill of the House (No. 
501) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1861, and had directed him to re- 
port the same to the House with a recommenda- 
tion to concur in some, non-concur in others, and 
to concur in others with an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend the third 
amendment of the Senate; and IJ call the previous 
question upon the various amendments. 

Mr. PHELPS. Lettheamendment of the gen- 
tleman be reported before the previous question 
is called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the amendment offered 
by the Committee of Ways and Means in regard 
to the Treasury extension. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

For preserving the unfinished works upon the ‘Treasury 
extension, $5,000; and to pay for materials already deliv- 
ered for said extension, $164,736 29. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a point of order, That 
amendment involves an appropriation; and as it 
has not been considered in committee, I am com- 
pelled to object to it. 

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the. point of order. The precise amendment 
has been considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An amendment in exactly 
the same words was considered in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. PHELPS. That does not help the mat- 
ter. The proposition is now made in the House. 
T have made the same point in former Congresses, 
and amendments of that nature have been ruled 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that. this amendment has been consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole; and there- 
fore he rules that it is in order, 

Mr. PHELPS. My point of order is, that all 
billy relating to appropriations of money must be 
first considered in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Uniov. be amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Ohio proposes to 
appropriate money. That amendment has not 
been considered in the Cammittce of the Whole; 
and I would state to the Chair that in preceding 
Congresses, when amendments containing appro- 
priations which have been voted down in the 
Committee of the Whole have been subsequently 
moved in the House, they have been invariably 
ruled out of order when the question has been 
raised. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Irise to a point of order. 


The previous question was called before the gen- | 


tleman from Missouri made his point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, ; 

Mr. PHELPS. No, sir; the previous question 
had not been sustained before J raised the point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the de- 
mand for the previous question, debate is out of 
order. 

Mr. PHELPS. As soon asthe gentleman from 
Ohio moved his amendment, I asked for its read- 
ing before t 
It was read; and I immediately made the 
order. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Í move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. i 

Mr. PERRY. I call for tellers. | 

Tellers were ordercd; and Messrs. WASHBURN, 
of Maine, and Crawrorp were appointed. 

The House divided; an 
ayes forty-one, noes not counted. 

So the Elouse refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
do now adjourn- 

The motion was not agreed to, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say that I have offered 


point of 


I move that the House 


he previous question should be called. |) 


1 appeal from the decision of the Chair. |) 


d the tellers reported— i 


made upon you. I have raised the question of | 
| order in preceding Congresses, and it has always 
been sustained. As there is hardly a quorum 
present, I call for tellers upon the appeal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This question will come up 
the first thing in the morning, and. perhaps we 
had better adjourn. j i 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Puenps, and 
Rosison of Rhode Island, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 49, noes 46—no quorum voting. 

Mr. BARR. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion ‘was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at half pastten o’clock, 
p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 16, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
On motion of Mr. BIGLER, and by unanimous 


consent, the reading of the Journal was dispensed 
with, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, concerning the dis- 
case called pleuro-pneumonia, asking Congress to 
pass such quarantine laws as will prevent the in- 
troduction into this country of diseased cattle; 
which was ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. GRIMES presented additional papers in 
relation to the claim of John R. Lamb, to a pat- 
ent for a bounty land warrant issued in the name 
of James Morrell, and purchased by Lamb; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of 'fennessce, presented the 
; petition of Charles Il. Lanc and others, citizens 
| of Washington, praying the passage of the bill 
from the House of Representatives to incorporate 
the Metropolitan Gas Company; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 511) authorizing the establishment of 
an additional judicial district in theState of Texas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 512) 
to punish and prevent the unlawful detention of 
mail matter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 


relation to the duties of postmasters; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
500) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, re- 
ported it without amendment, and gave notice 
| that he would call it up at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. FICH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution to print ten 
thousand copies of Lieutenant Ives’s report on 
the exploration of the river Colorado of the West, | 
| reported adversely thereon; and the report was i 
| agreed to. 

Hoe also, from the same committee, to whom | 


t 


H was referred a motion to print the reports of | 


Majors Delafield and Mordecai, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the reports of Majors 
| decai be printed; and ten thousand ex 
sand of which for the use of the V 
printed. 

Mr. GREEN, from the Committec on the Ju- 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
an act entitled ‘An act sup- 
t to authorize notaries public 
to take and certify oaths, affirmations, and ac- 


Delafield and Mor- 
a copies, two thou- 
Department, be i 


taincd, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 513) in | 


7 
H 


out amendment; and submiticd.a 
was ordered.to be printed. a n 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the. Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds; to. whom. was referred the 
memorial of James Harrington, a laborer on-the 
public grounds in the city of Washington, pray- 
ing that he may have the benefit of the joint res- 
olution of the 18th August 1856, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was. * 
agreed to. K 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee ‘on Foréign 
Relations, to whom was referred the memorial of 
William T. Kendall, praying indemnity for prop- 
erty seized and confiscated by the alleged author- 
ity of the British Government, and for the value 
of guano on an island claimed under the act of 
| August 8, 1856, submitted a report, which was 
ordered to be printed, and asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration ; which was agreed 
to. “ 


report; which 


j ACCOUNT CLERK. É : 

Mr. POWELL. Tam instructed ky the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate to report the following res- 
olution, and ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the account clerk in the office of the 
Secretary of the Senate be allowed the same rate of com- 
pensation that is received by the executive clerk, and that 
the difference between that and what he has received from 
the commencement of the present Congress to the close of 
‘ this fiscal year he paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE, Let it lie over, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection: being 
made, the resolution will lie over under the rules. 


EMPLOYÉS AT NAVY-YARDS, ETC. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lation; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy inform the 
Senate, at the next session of Congress, of the number or 
clerks and watchmen, paid as such by the United States, 
| at the several navy-yards and stations, Naval Asylum, Na- 
val Academy, Observatory, and rendezvous, together with 
those employed by, or connected with, naval vessels and 
officers, naval store-ships and receiving ships, and the sal- 
ary, pay, and emoluments of each; and that he also com- 
| munieate to the Senate his opinion of the total compensa- 
tion which each should receive, according to his laborand 
responsibility. 


PATENT OFFICE BUILDING. 


Mr. CLARK submitted the following resolu- 
tion;. which was. considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to include in the estimates to be sent to Congress at the 
next session an estimate for completing the north front of 
the Patent Office building, with a portico, according to the 
plan of the architect. 


MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Foryzy, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the amendments of the 
Senate to the billof the House (No. 703) making 
appropriation for the payment of the expenses of 
the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Minnesota. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speak- 
er of the House had approved and signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; which thereupon received 
the signature of the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 350) making appropriations 
for light-houses, beacons, buoys, &e.3 

A bill (EL. R. No. 235) for the relicf of con- 
gressional township two north, of range nine, 
west of the fourth principal meridian, in Adams 
county, State of Ilinois; 

A bill (LI. R. No. 703) making appropriation 
for the payment of the expenses of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Minnesota; 
and 

A bill (H. R; 
Missionary Society 0 
Charch. 


No. 374) for the relief of the 
f the Methodist Episcopal 


| JAMES ALEXANDER. 
| Mr. BIGLER. Ishonld be glad to have the 
l Senate consider House bill No. 456, an invalid 
| pension bill. I move to take it up, 
| The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R- 
No. 456) granting a pension to James Alexander, 


an invalid soldier of the war of 1812, was consid- 


| 
| 


amendments in this way several times. 
Mr. PHELPS. But no question of order was 


| knowledgmentsin certain cases,” reported it with- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. - It proposes 
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‘to- instruct. the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of James Alexander on the invalid pen- 
sion lists of the United States, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, commencing on the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1860, and to continue during his natural 
life. ; 

The bill was. reported to the Senate, ordered to 
‘a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANTON L, O. PORTMAN. 


Mr. SEWARD. I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to take up a bill which will give rise to no 
debate—a House bill that it is important should 
be passed. I move to take up House bill No. 
587, for the relief of Anton L. C. Portman. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Anton L. C. Portman, late clerk to Com- 
modore, M. C. Perry, while in command of the 
East India squadron, the sum of $3,000 for his 
services as Dutch interpreter during the negotia- 
tion of theetreaty between the United States and 
the empire of Japan, from the preliminary prep- 
arations to the final completion of the negotia- 
tions. 

The bill was. reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passcd. 


SAULT STE. MARIE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. There is a bill on the Cal- 
endar which was reported from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. Brwsamiy,] in reference to the settle- 
ment of the mission claims at Sault Ste. Marie. 
It has passed the Senate once or twice already, 
and I presume there will be no objection to it. I 
move to take it up. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
190) in relation to mission claims at Sault Ste. 
Marie, Michigan, was considered as in Commit- 
tec of the Whole. It provides that the missionary 
claims referred to in the fourth section of the act 
of Bth September, 1850, entitled An act provid- 
ing for the examination and settlement of claims 
for land at the Sault Ste. Maric, Michigan,” and 
reported upon by the register and receiver at Sault 
Ste. Marie, pursuant to that act, shall be entitled 
to recognition and confirmation in the same man- 
ner and on the same terms as claims of individ- 
uals thercin provided for; and upon the final ap- 
proval of the claims, as provided in the eighth 
section of that act, patents are to be issued. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

LIEUTENANT A. 8. BALDWIN, 


Mr. THOMSON. í ask the consent of the 
Senate to take up the joint resolution for the res- 
toration of Licutenant Baldwin to the active ser- 
vice list, which has been reported unanimously 
by the Committec on Naval Affairs. 1 think there 
will be no discussion about it. The report is 
short, and I shall ask that it be read, if neces- 


Bary. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 36) for the restoration of Licuten- 
ant Augustus S. Baldwin to the active list, from 
the leave-of-absence list of the Navy, was con- 
sidered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes 
to authorize the President of the United States to 
nominate, and, by and with the adviec and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint, Lieutenant Augus- 
tus S. Baldwin, first lieutenant and executive 
officer of the flag-ship Lancaster, to the active list 
of the Navy. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


J. R. CRUMP. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to take up House 
bill No. 524 for the relief of J. R. Crump. The 
reading of the bill will show all the facts about it. 
It is a small claim of $750. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No, 524) for the relief of J. R. Crump was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to dircct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to J. R. Crump the sum of $750, in full for 

ig expenses in returning from Santa Fé, in 1859, 
and for services, subsequently, in aiding Super- 
intendent E, F, Beale in the preparation of the 
official report of his wagon road exploration, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ` . 


THOMAS R. LIVINGSTON. 


On motion of Mr. POLK, the bill (H. R. No. 
353) for the relief of Thomas R. Livingston was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to authorize the Postmaster General to 
receive and consider-such testimony as- may be 
produced by Thomas R. Livingston; and if he is 
satisfied from such testimony that Livingston did 
not intend to bid for the mail service he is now 
performing on mail route No. 10527, in the State 
of Missouri, and that the person who prepared 
the bid inserted Maysville by mistake, instead of 
Stewartsville, then the Postmaster General is to 
pay to Livingston, in addition to Ris present pay, 
a fair price for transporting the mails from Stew- 
artsville to Maysville, from the commencement 
of that service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSION TO SARDINIA. 


Mr. SUMNER. J ask the Senate to be good 
enough to take up House bill No. 699, which is 
to raise the mission to Sardinia, and to put it upon 
its passage. 

Mr. MASON. That bill was reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and met 
their full approbation. It was thoughtexpedient, 
however, to amend it, in order to take from it 
somewhat of an objection, and vest the power in 
the President; but, on full examination, Lam satis- 
fied that to attempt to amend it might interfere 
with the scheme of existing laws. I therefore 
withdraw the amendment, and am willing to let 
the bill pass as it is. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I desire toin- 
quire whether this bill is one that is to present 
matter of contest here, and consume the residue 
of the morning hour? 

Mr. SUMNER. There is notany contest about 

Not a word will be said on the subject. 

Mr. MASON. Nota word will be said. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 699) to amend an act regulating the diplo- 
matic and consular system of the United States 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides that from and after the 30th of June 
next, the Kingdom of Sardinia shall be ranked in 
schedule A of the consular and diplomatic bill, 
approved August 18, 1856, with Russia, Spain, 
Austria, Brazil, Mexico, and China; and that the 
President may, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, appoint a representative to 
the Kingdom of Sardinia, of the grade of envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, who 
shall reccive for his services an annual compen- 
sation of $12,000; and agecretary of legation, who 
shall receive for his services an annual compen- 
sation of $1,800. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. I think it would be 
Pay, proper in us at this time to pass this 

il, so far as relates to the raising of the grade of 
the mission to Sardinia. Not desiring to occupy 
the time of the Senate with an argument on this 
subject, I rise only to express my entire appro- 
bation of the measure, and hope it will pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRAND CHENIERE ISLAND. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the 
bill (H, R. No. 288) recognizing the survey of 
the Grand Cheniere Island, State of Louisiana, 
as approved by the surveyor general, and for 
other purposes, have instructed me to report it 
back without amendment, and to recommend its 
passage. ‘The Senate has already passed a bill 
of precisely the same purport; but the House of 
Representatives, instead of acting upon our bill, 
have overlooked, it and sent this here. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have examined it, and 


it. 


| find it all right, and I am instructed toask thatit 


be now put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to confirm the anomalous survey of the Grand 
Cheniere Island, in the southwestern district of 
Louisiana, as approved by R. W. Boyd, sur- 
veyor general, on the 28th day of February, 1852. 


Persons residing thereon at the date of the present 
act, who, according to the preémption laws now 
in force, would be entitled to a preémption, are to 
be allowed that right on'the lands referred to in 
the bill; but such preference right is to be con- 
fined to the single subdivision of land upon which 
the party may reside, and to exceed in no case 
one hundred and sixty acres. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to ` 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHICAGO HARBOR. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to take up House 
joint resolution No. 11, providing for the manner 
of expending the unexpended balance of appro- 
priation for repairing the works and piers, in 
order to preserve and secure the light-house at 
Chicago, Ilinois, which stands on a motion to 
reconsider this bill, When I called it up the other 
day, it was objected that the Senator from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Cray] was not present. I should like 
to have it taken up,and acted on. I promise the 
Senate to make no speech upon it. I simply de- 
sire to have a vote, to know whether it is to be 
reconsidered or not. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senator from Mlinois 
intends to press the passage of the resolution, I 
have to say to him that it cannot pass without 
protracted debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I said I would not discuss 
it. I am willing that it shall be taken up anda 
test vote taken on the reconsideration. If itis 
not reconsidered, of course the resolution is 
passed. If it is reconsidered, it will then be open 
for debate. I have no desire to delay it. I merely 
wish a vote. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will say to the Senator from 

Illinois that, as he well knows, a test question 
was made’on an identically similar case with re- 
gard to the Oswego light-house. It is precisely 
the same case—a case where there isa light-house 
built at the end of a pier, and there is an appro- 
priation made for securing the foundation of the 
ight-house. Ifit is necessary to secure the light- 
house, the money is exactly where it ought to be, 
under the control of the Light-Elouse Board, and 
they can, at any moment they please, use enough 
of it to secure the foundation. This is simply an 
attempt to get hold ofa fund from the Light-House 
Board to put it to internal improvements in this 
indirect mode. The Oswego case wasargued here 
at length onan appropriation bill, and by a large 
vote, the Senate being full, the same proposition 
was deliberately voted down. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This appropriation, in the 
language of the law, in this casé, is * for repair- 
ing the works and piers, in order to preserve and 
secure the light-house at Chicago, $87,000.” We 
do notask any additional appropriation. All we 
want is that this money shall be used. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has given, as I think, a 
very narrow construction to the law. This reso- 
lution provides for the disbursement of the money, 
as I think Congress originally contemplated it 
should be disbursed; and I merely wish that we 
may have a test vote upon the reconsideration of 
the resolution. 

MARY PRESTON. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
call up at this hour the special order, which is the 
unfinished business of yesterday. Itis the bill (S. 
No. 291) for the relief of Mary Preston, widow of 
George Preston. When the Senate adjourned, the 
yeas and nays were being taken on the passage 
of the bill, and no quorum voted. The question 
now is on the passage of the bill, and the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. FITCH. It is well known that I have but 
half an hour of the morning hour left for the con- 
sideration of the important matter of the printing, 
unless the Senator from Virginia yields the ap- 
propriation bill. The bill of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, I presume, will not lead to debate, if the 
Senator from Georgia is willing to let the vote be 
taken, I do not know that I can interpose objec- 
tion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [havegiven myopinion. It 
is a pension; and of course it will pass, as they 
all do. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to give notice that, 
when the Senate mects at six o’clock, after taking 
the recess; 1 shall ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 


The VICE. PRESIDENT. The question is 
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on the passage of the bill for the relief of Mary 
Preston, widow of George Preston. 

Mr. FITCH. Is it competent for the member 
who called for the yeasand nays to withdraw the 
call? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Only by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
eall the roll upon the passage of the bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bragg, Cameron, Chandler, 
Chesnut, Dixon, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, 
Grimes, Gwin, Harlan, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Polk, Pugh, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, ‘len Eyck, ‘Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—30. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bright, Brown, Clark, Cling- 
man, Doolittle, Hale, Hunter, King, Mason, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—16. 

So the bill was passed. 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient 
in the chair.) The special order now is the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 22) in relation to the pub- 
lic printing. The Secretary will read it. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to read the joint res- 
olution, 

Mr. HUNTER. The hour of twelve o’clock 
has come. I move to postpone the prior orders for 
the purpose of taking up the Navy appropriation 
Pill. Leis the last appropriation bill Í have, and 
I hope we shall be able to get through with it by 
the recess to-day, and that will give time for com- 
mittees of conference to be at work. 

Mr. FITCH. 1 trust the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia will not prevail. If the naval 
appropriation bill is the last he has, surely there 
is ample time to consider it, This is a special or- 
der; there is no special order except this, and I 
hope the Senate will continue its consideration 
until jt is disposed of, 

Mr. HUNTER. I can give my friend a rea- 
son for taking up the naval appropriation bill. 
After we get the bill through the Senate, while 
the committees of conference are at work, the two 
Houses can be considering other business; and, 
probably, he may then get up his bill. Letus 
get the naval appropriation bill out of the way; 
so that we may be settling the appropriation bills 
in conferences this evening. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator well knows that 
when a bill is taken up, and laid aside, the hope 
of taking it up at asubsequent period of the same 
day is futile. In the struggle for priority of busi- 
ness, the bill will be lost sight of, and perhaps not 
reached again. 1 am very confident that the dis- 
cussion of this matter will be continued but a 
short time. [have no disposition to debate it for 
a moment, but simply to answer interrogatories 
in regard to it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lhope we shall go on with 
the printing bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. [think thereisa strong reason 
for continuing the consideration of the joint res- 
olution of the Senator from Indiana, because, if 
we do not pass it at this session, it becomes nu- 
gatory, and it will be in vain to pass it at the next 
session, There will not be time to make the 
necessary preparation for it then. If you pass it 
at this session, you achieve what I consider of 
immense importance—the severance of the publie 
press from all connection with the printing of 
Congress. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 hope the appropriation 
bill will be taken up. This printing bill must 


necessarily lead to a good deal of debate. Itisa | 
very important measure, and it ought to be dis- 


cussed thoroughly. If we go on with it now, it 


may take the whole day, and we shall have the | 


appropriation bill running into the night. We 
do not know yet but that. we shall have to ad- 
journ on Monday. The appropriation bill can 
be disposed of in a reasonable time; and then, 
as stated by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance,a committee of conference can beat work 
upon it, whereas if we postpone It for this bill, 
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i fam desirous to sett 
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we have to run into the night, and perhaps into 
to-morrow, with the appropriation bill itself. The 
only result will be to keep us upall night proba- 
bly. Certainly it is a matter that can be post- 
poned for the present. We have now got to a 
period in the session when everybody of experi- 
ence here knows that the appropriation bills must 
be disposed of first, and it will not do to put them 
off until the last moment, and postpone them for 
general legislation. I really hope we shall take 


| up the naval appropriation bill and dispose of it. 


Lt cannot take a great while. There is not much 
dispute about it. Then the way will be clear for 


| this legislation. 


Mr. KING. Both these bills ought undoubt- 
edly to pass; but I think we ought not to give 


| the printing bill the go-by. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. It is not proposed to give 
itthe go-by. One of these two bills is absolutely 
essential, and the other may be deferred. One 


may keep us here a Jonger time. 
Mr. BAYARD. I do not think it probable that 


| Congress can adjourn by Monday; and one thing 


is very certain, the appropriation bills will not 
be lost. Congress will not adjourn if an appro- 
priation billis net passed; but they may adjourn, 
and give this bill the go-by, and yet if it is not 
passed at this session it fails for this Congress, 
because it cannot be practically carried out ac- 
cording to its provisions, unless it be passed at 
the present session. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no doubt of the 
necessity of this reform, and this is our last chance 
to get at it. I do not believe the joint resolution 
will lead to any long debate. ‘Phe Committee on 


which may be suggested to it. 
go on with it. 


Mr. KING. 


The exhibition of facts made in both Houses of 
Congress shows that it is a measure of reform; 
and we shall soonest get rid of it by now con- 
tinuing with it, and disposing of it while we are 
at it. è 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Itis an assumption of the 
Senator from New York that thisis a measure of 
reform. I doubt very much whether it isa meas- 
ure of reform; whether it is not, on the other 


1 


I hope we shall | 


I do not know what debate it | 
may lead to; but whatever it may be, it is as im- | 
ortant a measure as there is before Congress. | 


j 


| Printing have no disposition to discuss it, except, ij 
as the chairman says, to answer any objections | 


hand, a measure of great additional expenditure. | 


the creation of offices, and a vast expense, andit 
ought to be looked into. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No creation of offices. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes itis. You begin with 
a creation of one. 
establishment to be carried on under this GOvern- 
ment, and God only knows where it will end. . 

Mr. ANTHONY. Unless the gentleman calls 
a compositor who sets up type an officer, it does 


| not create any additional officers. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator had had 
as much observation as some others here of how 
these matters grow up from very small begin- 
nings into large establishments, he, perhaps, 
would not have so strong an impression in regard 
to it. 

Mr. KING. Whether itisa measure of reform 
or not, depends on what shall be done with it. I 
am in favor of the contract system, and letting the 
printing out to the lowest bidder; but, at any rate, 
le the question. Iam not 
desirous to continue a discussion as to the char- 
acter of the bill. It is a proposition to produce 
a change of a system which has led to great 
abuse. 

Mr. SEWARD. It scems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the country ex pects, that Congress ow 
it to the country, to make a change in our print- 
ing system. t l 
not produce a system that will result in as great 
abuse; but, at ali events, there is only one thing 
we can doin contemplation of existing abuse, and 
that is, to make some change—adopt cither the 


. aa : . . 
one or the other of these two expedients, and |i sitions, as the public service. may require, 


Once make a great printing ; 


Ido not know that the change will | 


| 


| it contemplates the establishment of a bureau, 4 


there never will be a fitter time than now. Lhope, 
therefore, we shall continue with it, 2.000 cet) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on postponing the joint. resolution before: thé 
Senate; for the purpose of taking up the. naval 
appropriation bill, : va 
b The motion was not agreed to—ayes 19; noes 

2, . y HA y ` 3 

The Secretary continued: and concluded “the 
reading of the joint resolution... It proposes to 
authorize and direct the Superintendent of Public 
Printing to haveexecuted the printingand binding 
authorized -by the Senate and House of :Repre- 
sentatives, the executive and judicialdepartments; 
and the Court of Claims. And to-enable.him to 
carry out that object, he is to be authorized ‘and 
directed to contract for the erection or purchase 
of the necessary buildings, machinery, and ma- 
terials; the contract for which, however, is to be 
subject to the approval of the joint Committee on 


| Printing of the two Houses of Congress, and the 


sum contracted to be paidis notto exceed $150,000. 
It is to be the duty of the Superintendent of Pub» 
lic Printing to superintend all the printing and 
binding, the purchase of paper, other necessary 
materials, and machinery, and the employment 
of proof-readers, compositors, pressmen, laborers, 
and other hands necessary to execute the orders 
of Congress, and of the executive and judicial de- 
partments, at the city of Washington. To enable 
the Superintendent more effectually to perform: 
the duties of his office, he is to appoint a foreman 
of printing, at an annual salary of $1,800, and a 
foreman of binding, atan annual salary of $1,500; 
and no one is to be appointed to those positions 
who is not practically and thoroughly acquainted 
with their respective trades. It is to be the duty 
of the foremen of printing and binding to make 
out and deliver to the Superintendent, monthly 
statements of the work done in their respective 
departments, together with monthly pay-rolls, 
which shall contain the names of the persons em- 
ployed, the rate of compensation, and amount due 
to each, and the service for which it shall be due. 
They are also to make out estimates of the amount 
and kind of materials required, and file requisitions 
therefor, from time to time, as it may be needed, 
and receipt for the same to the Superintendent. 
The foremen are to be held accountable for alt 
materials so received by them. The Superintend- 
ent is at no time to employ more hands in the 
public printing and binding establishment than 
the absolute necessities of the public work. may 
require; and he is to report to Congress, at the 
beginning of each session of Congress, the num- 


¢ 


ber of hands employed, and the length of time 


each has been employed. i 
The Superintendent is to take charge of, and 
be responsible for, all manuscripts and othertiat- 
ter to be printed, engraved, or lithographed, and 
cause the same to be promptly executed; and he 
is to render to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
quarterly, a full account of all purchases made 
by him, and of all printing and binding done in 
the said office for cach of the Houses of Congress, 
and for each of the executive and judical depart- 
ments. For the payment of the work and the 
materials, advances are to be made to the Super- 
intendent, from time to time, as the public services 
may require it, and under such rules as the Secc- 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe, but at. no 
time shall the money advanced exceed two thirds 
of the penalty of his bond. ‘The Superintendent 
is to scttle the account of his receipts and dis- 
bursements in the manner now required of other 
disbursing officers. ‘The Superintendent is not 
to be allowed credit at the Treasury for payments 
on account of services rendered in the printing 


| establishment, at higher prices than those paid 


for similar services m the private printing and 
binding establishments of the city of Washington. 
It is to be the duty of the Superintendent to charge 
himself, in a separate book to be kept therefor, 
with all paper and other materials received by 


i him for the public use, and to furnish the. same 
i. to the foremen employed by him, on their requi- 


taking 


? 
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a receipt in’all cases therefor from the foreman at 
the head of the department in which the paper, 
or other material, has been used. All the print- 
ing and binding, and all blank-books ordered 
by the heads of the cxecutive and judicial depart- 
ments ofthe Government, or of the-chiefs of the 
bureaus thereof, and all the printing and binding, 
and all blank-books: ordered - by Congress, or by 
either House of Congress, are onand after the 4th 
day of March, 1861, to be done.and executed ander 
the Superintendent, in accordance with the provis- 
ions of this act. ‘The printing ordered, and to be 
ordered; by the Thirty-Sixth Congress, is to be 
executed by the Printers of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, as now authorized by law; 
and no printing or binding other than that ordered 
by Congress or the heads of Departments, as pro- 
vided for by this enactment, is to be executed in 
the office now to be established. The Super- 
intendent is to receive from the Secretary of the 
Senate, and the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives, and from the heads of Departments and 
chiefs of bureaus, all matter ordered to be printed 
and bound at the public expense, and to keep a 
faithful account of the same, in the order in which 
it may be received; and when it shall have been 
printed and bound, see that the volumes or sheets 


are promptly delivered to the officer of the Sen-. 


ate, or House of Representatives, or Department, 
authorized to receive the same, whose receipt 
therefor will be a sufficient voucher, by the Su- 
perintendent, of their delivery. 

The Joint Committee on Printing for the two 
Houses of Congress are to fix a standard of paper 
for the printing of congressional documents, to 
weigh not less than fifty pounds to the ream of 
five hundred sheets, of twenty-four by thirty-eight 
inches; and it is to be the duty of the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing to furnish samples of 

* standard paper to applicants, and to advertise an- 
nually, in one or more newspapers having the 
largest circulation in the cities of Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati, Chi- 
cago, Washington, Richmond, Raleigh, Charles- 
ton, New Orleans, and St. Louis, for the space of 
sixty days prior to the Ist of July, for sealed 
proposals to furnish the Government of the Uni- 
ted States all paper which may be necessary for 
the execution of the public printing, of quality 
and in quantity to be specified in the advertise- 
ments from year to year. He is to open such 
proposi as may be made in the presence of the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, and award the contract for 
furnishing all the paper, or such class thereof 
as may be bid for, to the lowest bidder, for the 
quality of paper advertised for by the Superin- 
tendent, and determined by the joint committee 
of the two Houses of Congress. He is to com- 
pare the paper furnished by the public contractor 
with the standard quality; and not acceptany pa- 
per from the contractor which docs not conform 
to the standard determined upon. And incase of 
difference of opinion between the Superintendent 
of Public Printing and the contractors for paper 
with respect to its quality, the matter of difference 
is to be determined and settled by the joint stand- 
ing Committee on Printing of the two Houses of 
Congress. In default of any contractor to com- 
ply with his contract in furnishing the paper in 
the proper time, and of proper quality, the Super- 
intendent is to be authorized to enter into a new 
contract with the lowest and best bidder for the 
interests of the Government, amongst those whose 
proposals were rejected at the last annual lettings, 
if it be practicable so-to do, and if not, then to 
advertise for proposals, and award the contract to 
new bidders; and during any interval which is 
thus created by the new advertisement for such 
proposals, the Superintendent is to purchase in 
the open market, by and with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, all such paper as 
may be necessary for the public service, at the 


lowest price. For any increase of cost to the Gov- | 


ernment in procuring a supply of paper for the 
use of the Government, the contractor in default 
and his securities are to be held responsible, and 
be prosecuted upon their bond by the Solicitor of 


the Treasury, in the name of the United States, || 
in the cireuit court of the United States in the dis- | 
triet in which the defaulting contractor resides; | 


and to enable the Solicitor to do so, the said Su- 
perintendent is to report to him the default on its 
happening, with a full statement ofall the facts in 


; House, embracing message 


the case. The Superintendent is to keep a just 
and true account of all the paper received from the 
contractor or.contractors, together with an account 
of all the paper used for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment, and report the amount of each class con- 
sumed in the printing establishment, and in what 
works or publications, the same was used, to the 
Secretary of the Interior, at the end of cach and 
every fiscal year, 

Whenever any charts, maps, diagrams, views, 
or other engravings are required to illustrate any 
document ordered to be printed. by either House 
of Congress, they are to be procured by the Su- 
perintendent of Public Printing, under the direc- 
tion and supervision of the Committee on Printing 
of the House ordering the same. It is to be the 
duty of the Superintendent annually to prepare 
and submit to the Register of the ‘Treasury, in 
time to have the same embraced in the annual 
estimates from that Department, detailed estimates 
of the salaries, amount to be paid for wages, 
engraving, binding, materials, and for any other 
necessary expense of the printing establishment 
for the succeeding year. And the Superintendent 
is also, on the first day of the meeting of each 
session of Congress, or as soon thereafter as may 
be, report to Congress’ the exact condition of 
the public printing, binding, and engraving; the 
amount and cost of all such printing, binding, 
and engraving; the amount and cost of pele 
purchased; a statement of the several bids for 
materials, and such further information as may 
be within his knowledge in regard to all matters 
connected therewith. Neither the Superintendent, 
nor any other officer to be appointed by hun, dur- 
ing his continuance in office is to have any inter- 
est, direct or indirect, in the publication of any 
newspaper or periodical, or in any printing of 
any kind, or in any binding or engraving, or in 
any contract for furnishing paper or other mate- 
rial connected with the public printing. Any 
violation of this provision will subject the party 
offending, on conviction before any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction, to imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary for a term of not less than one, nor more 
than five years, and to a fine of $500. 1f the 
Superintendent shall corruptly collude with any 
person or persons furnishing materials, or bidding 
therefor, or with any other person or persons, or 
have any secret understanding with him or them, 
by himself or through others, to defraud the Uni- 
ted States, or by which the Government of the 
United States shall be defrauded or made to sus- 
tain a Joss, contrary to the true intent and mean- 
ing of this act, he shall, upon conviction thereof 
before any court of competent jurisdiction, forfeit 
his office and be subject to imprisonment in the 
penitentiary for a term of not less than three, 


or more than seven years, and to pay a fine of | 


$3,000, 

Mr. DAVIS, on the 12th instant, submitted his 
own views as the minority of the Committee on 
Printing, in the shape of an amendment to strike 
outall after the resolving clause of the joint reso- 
lutio?, and insert the following: 

Phat tropvandatterths tst day of July, 1861, all the print- 
ing required for the service of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, aud their several offices, and for the Cx- 


ecutive and judicial departments of the Government of the | 


United States, shail be procured by contract; and the Su- 
periutendent of the Publie Printing is hereby authorized 
and directed to advertise in two or more newspapers of 


general circulation in the city of Washington, for the space į 
ys prior to the Ist day of July, 1861, and bien- | 


of thirty day 
nially thereatter, for the execution of all said printing for 
the period of two years from that date ; the said printing to 
be executed in the city of Washington, under the super 


vision and direction, and to the satisfaction of the said | 


Superintendent, and in the time required by hin. 

Sec. 2. Aud be it further enacted, That the printing afore- 
said shalt be arranged in classes, cach elass to be te snd- 
ject of a separate contract, to be awarded to the lowest bid- 


faithful performance of his contract, in the following man 
ner, thatis tosay: First. Pho executive documents of each 
irom the President, reports 
from the Executive Deparuneuts, bureaus, and oflices, and 
documents and statements communicated therewith, with 
indexes; but trom this class shal] be excepted the aunual 
message of the President to Congress and accompanying 
documents, the annual report of the Seerctary of the Treas- 
ury ou the state of the finances, the annual report of the 


Sceretary of State on the commercial relations of the Uni- | 


ted Stares with foreign nations, the Coast Survey report, 


the report of the Commissioner of Patents on arts and man- j 


ufaetures, and the report of the said Commissioner on ag- 
riculture. Second. ‘he miscellaneous documents of each 
House, embracing resolutions and other documents from 
State Legislatu memorials, petitions, and other matter 
numbered and ordered to be printed as miscellaneous doc- 
uments. Third. The reports of committees ofeach House, 


J 
der, who shall give bond aud satisfactory security for the : 
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and the reports of the Court of Claims for the House of 
Representatives. Fourth. T'he Journals of the two Houses, 
Fifth. Ube treaties and confidential documents fur the 
Senate. Sixth. ‘Phe bills and joint resolutions for the two 
Houses. Seventh. The miscellaneous printing of the of 
fices of the Secretary of the Senate, the Clerk of the 


_ House, and the other offices of the two Houses, embracing 


general orders, calendars, circulars, labels, and such other 
printing as may be required. LHighith. The printing of the 
Supreme Court. Ninth. The printing of theCourt of Claims. 
‘Tenth. The printing for the Executive Departments, em- 
bracing every description of letter-press printing required, 
except the annual report of the Seeretary of the Treasury 
on commerce and navigation, and the Biennial Register. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the works here- 
inbefore excepted from the first and tenth classes shail each 
be made the subject of a separate contract; and it shali be 
the dety of the Superintendent of the Public Printing, in 
order to procure uniformity in the bids, to cause to be pre- 
pared blank forms of proposals, specifying in detail the 
character of the various kinds of composition and press- 
work required, and, as far as practicable, all other techni- 
cal and general information that may be necessary for the 
guidance of bidders. Suid proposals shall be opened in the 
presence of the Seerctary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives; and no proposal not made in 
exact conformity with the blauk torms prepared by the Su- 
perintendent shall be entertained by him. 

Sue. 4. And be it further enacted, That there shalt be 
printed of the executive and miscellaneous documents, the 
reports of committees anu reports of the Court of Claims, 
at the public expense, fifteen hundred aud fifty copies, and 
no more; and the Superintendent of the Publie Printing, 
in all cases where any document has been ordered to be 
printed by both Houses of Congress, shall cause the order 
of the House first ordering the same only to be exceuted 5 
and the fifteen hundred and fifty copies shall be distributed 
by the officers of the House first ordering the printing of 
the same, to the same persons and in the same manner as 
such numbers heretotore ordered by both Houses have 
becn distributed. There shali be printed of the Journal of 
the Senate, fourteen hundred and. twenty copies; of the 
Journal of the House, sixteen hundred and sixty copies; 
of the Senate bills and joint resolutions, seven hundred 
copies; of the House bilis aud joint resolutions, seven 
hundred copies, for the use of the two Houses of Congress 
respectively; of the treaties and vther confidential matter, 
ninety copies, for the use of the Senate; and of all other 
matter, such number of copies as may be directed, in writ- 
ing, by the head of the Department, bureau, or office making 
the requisition; but it shall not be lawful for the oflicer or 
person in charge of any Department, bureau, or office of the 
Government to print, or cause to be printed, at the public 
expense, any report be may make to either House of Con- 
gress, to the President of the United States, or to the head 
of any of the Departinents: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall prevent the contractor trom printing, at his 
own risk and cost, any of the public documents for sale. 

Sec. 5. dnd be tt further enacted, That it sball be the 
duty of the Superintendent of the Public Printing to re- 
ceive from the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives all malter ordered by Congress 
to be printed ; from the clerks of the Supreme Court and 
of the Court of Claims all matter ordered by their courts, 
respectively, to be printed; and trom the several heads of 
Departments and chiefs of bureaus and offices all matter 
ordered by them, respectively, to be printed at the public 
expense, and to keep a faithfl account of the same, in the 
order in which it shall be received, in a book or books kept 
for that purpose. He shall deliver the said matter to the 
contractor in the order in which it shall be received; he 
shall record, in a book or books kept for that purpose, the 
dates at which the returns of said work are made, and the 
amouut allowed by him for said printing; be shall super- 
vise the execution of the public printing, inspect the work 
when executed, and see that the s >is done with neat- 
ness and in proper time, and to report every failure or delin- 
quency of duty on the part of the contractor to the Joint 
Committee on Printing. 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, ‘That whenever any 
charts, maps, diagrams, views, or other drawings shall ac- 
company any matter ordered to be printed by cither House 
of Congress, or either of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment, it shall be the duty of the Superintendent ofthe Pub- 


i lie Printing, ifthe drawings accompany a document ordered 


to be printed by Congr to consult the appropriate com- 
miitee of Congress, or if they accompany a paper ordered 
to be printed by the head of a Department, burcau, or office, 
to consult tbat officer as to the nee ty for the publication, 


of suid drawings; aad, if their publication be deemed ue- 
eussary,; then the said Superintendent shall advertise for 


proposals for their proper exceution, if the estimated cost 
of the work excceds $500, and award the contract to the 
lowest responsible bidder; if the estimated cost of the 
work shall not execed $590, then the Superintendent shall 
have it executed to the best advantage for the interest of 
the Government without public advertisement. 

Sec. 7. And he it further enacted, That the documents, 
journals, reports of committees, and reports of the Court 
of Claims, ordered to be printed by Congress shall be 
printed in ovtave form, (unless, in the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Printing of the House ordering the same, the 
character of any document may render a change to quarto 
form necessary,) on sized and super-calendered paper 
weighing fifty pounds to the ream of four hundred and 
eighty shects, and measuring twenty-four by thirty-eight 
inches; and the paper for any other description of printing 
ordered by Congress, or by the exceutive or judicial depart- 
ments of the Government, shall be of such size and quality 
as the Superintendent of the Publie Printing may deem suit- 
able and proper. And itshall be the duty of th id Superin- 
tendent to establish the character and quality of the differ- 
eut kinds of paper required for the public printing, aud to 
have samples of the same bound in volumes of convenient 
size for reference and comparison, which shall be preserved 
in his office; and all the paper purchased for said printing 
shali conform to the samples so established. ‘The said 
Superintendent shall advertise annually in two newspapers 
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of general circulation in the city of Washington, for the 
space of thirty days prior to the Ist day of July, of every 
year, fur scaled proposals to furnish all the paper which |} 
may be required tor the public printing and engraving from 
year to year, in quantity as nearly as practicable to be speci- 
fied in said advertisement, and in quality to conlorm to the 
established Samples preserved in his office. He shall open 
such proposais as may be made, in the presence of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House, and shail 
award the contract for furnishing all of said paper, or such 
class thereof us may be bid for, to the lowest responsi- 
ble bidder; and he shall not accept any paper from the 
contractor which does not conform to the sample as afore- 
said. He shall deliver the paper for the public printing 
upon the requisition of the contractor for printing, and 
charge him therewith; and, as the printing is returned and 
passed, he shall credit the contractor with the quantity used 
in the public service. He shall have the requisitions of 
the Printerand the returns of paper by the Printer balanced 
at least once in each year, and in default thereof to report 
the same to Congress for such proceedings as Congress may 
direct. In default of any contractor under this act to com- 
piy with his contract in furnishing the paper for the public 
printing in proper time and of suitable quality, the Super- 
intendent is hereby authorized and directed to advertise for 
proposals, for such time and in such places as he may deem 
expedient, and award the contract to the lowest bidder, and 
to purchase in the open market, upon the best practicable 
_ terms, all the paper that may be required for the public 

printing until a new contract is made ; and for any increase 
of cost to the Government in procuring a supply of paper, 
the contractor in default and his securities shall be held 
responsible, and shall be prosecuted upon their bond in the 
name of the United States. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Superintendent of the Public Printing to ad- 
vertise in two newspapers of general circulation in the city 
et Washington, for the space of thirty days prior to the Ist 
day of July, 1861, and biennially thereafter, tor the binding, 
in the city of Washington, of the reserved documents for 
the succeeding Congress ; the said documents to be arranged 
into volumes of convenient size, and properly indexed tor 
each House, by the Secretary and Clerk, respectively, and 
to be bound in such manner as may be directed by the Joint 
Cominittee on Printing. The said Superintendent shal open 
such proposals as may be reecived in the presence of the 
said Secretary and Clerk, and shall award the contract for 
binding to the lowest bidder, who shall give satisfactory 
security for the faithful performance of his contract. ‘Lhe 
said Superintendent shall supervise the stitching and bind- 
ing of the publie documents, receive said work when exe- 
cuted, and see that the same is done ina durable and work- | 
manlike manner, and in proper time, according to such | 
sample as may be preserved in his office. t 

Ste. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Superintend- 
ent of the Public Printing shall issue bis certificate for the | 
amount due to the contractor for such paper, printing, cn- 
graving, and binding as shail be received by him under the 
provisions of this act; which certificate shall be made pay- | 
able at the Treasury of the United States; and the accounts 
of the contractor and the certificates of the Superintendent 
shall be subject to the examination and control of the ac 
counting officers of the Treasury, in like manner as other 
public accounts. 

Src. 10. And be it further enacted, That every contractor 
under the provisions of this act shall have the right of ap- 
peal from the decisions of the Superintendent of the Public 
Printing to the Joint Committee on Printing, whose decision 
on tie matter in dispute shail be final. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 


sippi. 

Wi. FITCH. Ihave merely to repeat what I 
have previously said, that L have no disposition to | 
discuss the relative merits of the two bills, I and 
my colleague on the committee, the Senator from 
Rhode Island, constituting with me the majority 
of the committee, propose merely to answer ob- | 
jections. Therefore those objections can be urged 

y gentlemen, if they desire to do so. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will merely say to the Senate 
—I do not intend to consume their time—that the 
amendment which is proposed differs from the 
joint resolution of the committee in presenting 
the form of contracts instead of a bureau. I be- ; 
lieve the contract system to be the best which we 
can adopt generally, and that it is especially ap- | 
plicable to the matter of printing. Senators know 
very little of printing, and very little of the oper- 
ation of presses; therefore our greatest safety is 
in securing the competition of those who do un- 
derstand it. By the contract system, we array 
against cach other those persons who have the 
technical knowledge necessary to enable them to || 
bid understandingly on the question of congres- 
sional printing. ‘This differs from the old system 
of contract in several respects. First, it classi- i 
fies the printing so as to enable men with small || 
capital to take a contract for a certain portion of i| 
the printing. Secondly, iris checked and guarded |} 
by the Superintendent of Printing, an officer es- | 
tablished since the contract system existed before, | 

H 
i 


Thirdly, it requires the paper to be furnished by 
the Government, so asto preventall those frauds in 
the ase of bad paper which entered into the mat- | 
ter before, Fourthly, it limits the amount of |j 
printing to be done, and opens the documenis to | 


| be carried out very easily. 


! a still less sum. 


sale by the Printer. In this it goes to some ex- || 


tent in the direction of the British system, where 
their public printing has been conducted, I think, 
with more cconomy, and. in every respect on a 
better system, than our own. These are the prin- 
cipal motives which induce me to offer the pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. I shall not discuss the merits or 
the demerits of the minority bill in detail, My 
objection to it is a radical one. It is an objection 
to the contract system. Without any reference, 
therefore, to the particular merits or otherwise of 
the details of that bill, I desire the Senate to de- 
cide. between a return to the contract system— 
the evils of which we have felt in experience here- 
tofore—-and the system reported by the majority 
of the committee. The majority bill contains 
nothing original. It has been in one shape or 
another before the Senate repeatedly, and has met 
their sanction on different occasions. It is com- 
piled mostly from a bill introduced by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] some three or 
four years since, and one introduced at this ses- 
sion by the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Brown.] With these brief remarks, unless there 
are objections urged to it, I am disposed to take 
the vote at once, simply trusting that the minority 
bill will not be substituted for that of the major- 
ity. 

Mtr. TOOMBS. Ihave aword to say in favor 
of this substitute. It has been frequently stated, 
since I have been a member of this body, that 
the contract system was a failure. I wasa mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives when that 
contract system was adopted. I think that under 
it we carricd on the public printing at about half 
the price we did before under the old system; and 
although it was declared that the Printer could 
not do it for the money he got, at the next letting 
I think the prices were about one third less, and 
the contract went off well. Afterwards, a gen- | 
tleman well known to the public and deeply con- | 
nected with politics for half a ecntury, got the 
contract, doubtless, from the result, with the in- 
tention of breaking down the system by partisan 
efforts. The contract system was broken down, 
not because it failed, but because it succeeded. 
As long as it existed, there was no money to be 
made out of it, except that which was to be made 
honestly; and it was as perfect a success as ever 


| was tried, except in this: that the Houses of 


Congress broke it down for the benefit of partisan 
editors; and that is all the failure there ever was 
in the contract system. The public business was 
just as well done under it, and done for half the 
money; but because it was done well and done 
for half the money, those who desired to make 
money out of it through party power broke it 
down; and that is the history of the failure of 
the contract system. I have no doubt it is the 
best, and that the printing can be as readily done 
by contract as a hundred barrels of pork can be 
bought for your Army by contract. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wasa member of the Sen- 
ate when the contract system was inaugurated, 
and I was chairman of the Committee on Printing 
at that time, and therefore had a very good oppor- 
tunity of knowing whether the law could be car- 
ried out or not. I satisfied myself that it could 
There were imposi- 
tions upon us; bat with a singleadditional power 
to the chairman of the Committee on Printing, 
they would have been obviated. One of the im- 
positions was that the Printer who had the job 
had his type made a larger size than they should 
have been, and therefore he received more for the 
type he set. He also deceived us in the quality 
of the paper, for he was to furnish the paper as | 
well as do the printing. I asked for authority to | 
dismiss him, and employ a Printer temporarily; | 
and if the Senate had given me that authority, E 


should have carried out the law without any diffi- || 


culty. ‘They failed to do it for reasons which I | 
have stated heretofore. 

The contract was taken at less than half the | 
prices previously allowed. The contractors con- 
stantly complained that they were not making 
anything; but after two years had expired, and | 
thé contract came to be let again, it was taken for | 
I happen to know something | 
about that, for a man from my own town gota 
part of the contract, and made more moncy than 
he had ever made before in his life, under a price 
less than the original bidders had taken it for; | 
but he was induced by a combination of printers 


and politicians about. Washington - to; throw np 
his contract, and he got, I think, $30,009-for it, 
and went home rich, and he is now a prosperous 
and rich man.. After that, Mr. Ritchie:came here 
and applied to Congress, and complained -that.he 
had. lost money; and I believe they gave. him.one: 
hundred or more thousand dollars... Some other, 
Printers. have got large fees. for having assisted: 
in breaking up that. system. : There-is. not. a-bit: 
more difficulty in carrying out the system of con-: 
tract for the public printing-than there.is for pur- 
chasing anything the Government needs by. con- 
tract—-no more than in getting stone for this 
building or work done for this building. E have 
reflected a great deal on. it ever since, for every 
now and then this subject has come before me. 
As a practical printer, and as.a man of business, 
I have no doubt that this system can be carried 
out with perfect casc, and that you will save.more 
than one half the amount you now pay by it. E 
have looked over the bill of the Senator.from Mis- 
sissippi, (Mr. Davis, ]and I think there are checks 
enough in it to prevent harm, Besides, when we 
had the contract system before, there was no Su- 
perintendent of Public Printing to overlook the 
work. Now you have that officer with all the 
machinery of his office. : 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am myself, 
from my-own observation, opposed to the con- 
tract system as regards the public printing. You 
connect Congress with the press through it, and 
that I consider one of the great evils. You may: 
give out your contract, and the contractor, after: 
he has contracted to do the work, connects; him- 
self with a press of some kind; he buys one, or 
he may be the editor and proprictor of a paper at 
the time. The result is that you have useless 
documents printed, because members of Congress 
want to have a representation of their services 
here made through the medium of that press to 
the support of which they are contributing, That 
is one of the corrupting tendencies of the system. 


! That was the evil you had before under the con- 


tract system. : 
Again, in my own recollection of what occurred 
here under the contract system at the time I came 
into the Senate, the work was very extravagantly 
done, bya man, I think, of the name of Hamilton. 
The type was inferior, and the work was so bad, 
and so slow in being done, that that particular 
contract had to be broken. Again, in the case of 
Mr. Ritchie, there were most extravagant appro- 
priations made, and it will always be so, as long 
as Congress undertakes to deal with an adminis- 
trative ‘matter, which it does in thiscase. When 


| the contractor making the contract is connected 


with Congress through the press, he can prevail 
onthe members here to order such extraordinarily 
long numbers as will amount to a large profit for 
himself, or to excuse the inferiority of workman- 
ship; and that mode of action, in bodies consti- 
tuted like the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, in my judgment, tends to corruption. ‘The 
bill reported by the committee_relieves us from 
all difficulty of that kind, and Iam decidedly in 
favor of it, 
Mr. PUGH. 
ware is mistaken in the objection. 


oe 


I think the Senator from Deia- 
The amend- 


| ment of the Senator from Mississippi provides 


what number of documents of the various kinds 
shall be printed. i 

Mr. BAYARD. Butnot asto extra numbers. 

Mr. PUGH. There are no extra numbers un- 
der it. 

Mr. BAYARD. But either House can order 
extra numbers. 

Mr. PUGH. I think not. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have provided that extra cop- 
ies may be printed by the contractor, and sold to 
members of Congress, or anybody else,at his own 
rate. ’ : 

Mr. PUGH. I was about to remark that the 
Senator from Mississippi had incorporated, in- 
stead of this abuse of our ordering extra copies, 
the excellent practice of the British Government, 
by which, having paid the contractor for the com- 
position of the work itself, by paying for a given 
number of copies, he can print the extra copies 
very cheaply, and we can buy them ourselves if 
we want them, or our constituents can. Thus, 
instead of turning the whole printing business 
into a job for the benefit of individuals, only those 
documents which are of any interest and which 
people wish torcad, willhayeextra copies printed, 
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J ani in favor of this proposition of the Senator 
from: Mississippi: ` I see it said constantly that 
the-contract system had failed. I cannot dispute 
such an allegation of faet, but I cannot under- 
stand how it could fail. -The Senator from Dela- 
ware says the work was ill done. Then it ought 
not-to have'been accepted and paid for. We have 


appointed an officer, the Superintendent of Public- 


Printing, for the express purpose. of sceing that | 


the public printing is done according to law; and 
if that officer discharges his dutics according to 
the-proposition of the Senator from Mississippi, 
there can be no trouble at all. Sir, we had, in 
the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent, very much of the controversies for many 
years in relation to the printing, until the present 
constitution of the State required all the printing 
of the State government to be given out under 
contract, according to the principles of thisamend- 


rent; and for the last eight or nine years it has | 


been in constant operation, and it has rid us of 
one of the greatest nuisances that could be, and 
we have no trouble in printing all the executive 
and legislative documents and journals and laws 
and-everything else. 

Now, sir, 1 am: opposed to this Government 
printing office. Kt will be the worst job, the worst 
nuisance, an incubus that you cannot get rid of, 
unless you set it on fire, and burn it down. Once 
Yet it be established, and it will be the greatest 
source of abuse and corruption. There will be 
committee of investigation after committee, every 
session, to overlook it. Ido not want any more 
departments added to this Government; l do not 
want any more establishments. We have got 
enough, too many, now; and I cannot understand 
why the business of printing cannot be left to the 
ordinary law of competition, as every other busi- 
ness is. If we want a house built for a particular 
purpose, and do not choose to build itourselves, 
we hire some person to build it; we receive pro- 
posals from him; if he does it according to con- 
tract, we pay him; if he docs not, we do not pay 
him; and I cannot conceive what there is of mis- 
tery about this matter to take it out of the ordi- 


nary rule. Jhe experience of my own State is | 


in favor of the contract system. ‘Ihe work is bet- 
ter done, more cheaply donc, and more promptly 
done. lt has been a great relief to us. There- 
fore, for my own part, 1 shall cheerfully vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, 
which £ think the wisest proposition 4 have seen 
on the subject. 

Mr. BAYARD. Denunciation is not argument. 
The honorable Senator says that this printing 
establishment of the Government will be a job. 
Why moreso than any otherduty performed here, 
which is all performed by Governmentemployés? 
The Superintendent is a Government officer. All 
he will have power to do is to appoint a few work- 
men for the purpose of doing the business of Con- 
gress and the Executive Departments. He has 
to render to us, at the commencement of every ses- 
sion, a detailed account of all his operations. He 
is to bay, by contract, all paper that is requisite 
for the purpose, and to rendera detail of all the 
bids, and paper furnished; and the weight of the 
paper is stipulated in the bill, l do not think 
there is any danger of a job in this system. 

But my object im rising now was to remark on 
one of the honorable Senator’s arguments in favor 
of the present amendment—thatit restricted either 
House of Congress from ordering extra copies. 
If it intends to do that, why not do it expressly? 
Lam in favor of that. 1 wish a law were passed 
that would prevent the ordermg of extra copies 
without a joint resolution of both Houses; but 
that is not expressed in the amendment. With 
a provision very similar to that contained in this 
amendment, in Lhe existing law, each House does 
still order extra copies; and under this proposi- 
tion, if you pass it, each House will order extra 
copies on-its own authority. Then, of course, 
the necessary result is, that the profits of the con- 
tractor will depend on the number of extra copies 
ordered by cither House; and members of the 
respective Houses, if that contractor is connected 
with the press, will be subservient to his interests, 
more or less. Even if you suppose that restric- 
tion to be init, still you cannot prevent Congress 


from ordering copies by joint resolution; and the | 


evil will apply to both bodies, instead of cach 
singly. My own belief is that this connection 
between the press and the action of Congress tends 


to corruption in exaggerating the profits of the 


| contractor for the public printing, which is an in- 


evitable evil under the contract system, as applied 


to that particular business, but no other; because | 


the press is a power, and it is a power that must 
be respected; and itis a power that becomes noth- 
ing but-injury where it is open to corrupt influ- 
ences of that kind. Thercfore, sir, it is that I am 
desirous to sever this connection, whether it is to 
cost more or not.. Lam not skilled enough in 
printing to say what the expense will be; but I 
do not think the mere question of cost enters into 
it so much as the disconnection which this bill, as 
it comes from the House, and as it is reported by 
the majority of the Committee on Printing, will 
cause between the press and the printing of Con- 
gress. I favor it because it takes the power of 
Congress away from particular presses that may 
be established under its enactments. 

Mr. DAVIS. The answer tothe Senator from 
Delaware is, that in the fourth section of my 
amendment he finds these words expressly: 

«That there shall be printed of the executive and mis- 
eellancous documents, the reports of committees, and re- 
ports of the Court of Claims, at the public expense, fifteen 
hundred and fifty copies, and no more.?? 

Then it closes with a proviso: 


c ‘That notbing herein contained shall prevent the eon- 
tractor from printing, at his own risk and cost, any of the 
public documeuts for sale.?? 


Mr. BAYARD. Ido not deny that that may 
be the effect as to the action of either House, but 
that will not answer the objection that the two 
Houses united may, by joint resolution, order the 
printing of extra copies. ° 

Mr. DAVIS. That is equivalent to saying that 
we cannot enact a law which Congress cannot 
repeal. Tadmititat once. By joint resolution, 
or by bill, the two Houses of Congress ean change 
any law which we enact, They can surely repeal 
this, as any other. We can give no greater or 
more binding effect to it than to any other law of 
Congress. We do give toit all the effect that 
other laws have. 

Then, as to the remark that this is an excep- 
tional case, I say it is the reverse; it follows the 
practice of the Government. Nearly all our ex- 
pendituresare by contract. If you want supplies 
for the Army or Navy, it is done by contract. If 
you want material to build the Capitol in which 
we sit, it is done by contract. Contract is the 
ruling principle; and here E am quite prepared to 
admit that I once entertained what I now believe 
to be the erroneous opinion of those who, insist- 


ing that it was possible to find an honest officer, | 


therefore declared that the contract system was 
embarrassing. Ihave oftentimes seen the occa- 
sion when an honest man conld have purchased 
to greater advantage for the Government than be 
could have obtained supplies by contract, I ad- 
mit that a man of full integrity and intelligence 
eau generally do better if left to his discretion than 
by contract; but there is the hazard of the want 
of intelligence, the want of integrity; and the 
security against this is open competition in the 
market. 

But above all cases of which I have any knowl- 
edge that of printing peculiarly calis for that com- 
petition. We are unable to judge of it. We 
have a specimen of paper. it is said that all 
paper is to come up to this standard. The Pub- 
lic Printer formerly bought the paper; we had no 
Superintendent then to examine it; but I will take 
the case as it is now, and suppose we have a 
Superintendent to examine it. Cart-loads of doc- 
uments come up from the printing office, are car- 
ried into the folding-room, there enveloped and 
sent to members to be distributed, and the Super- 
intendent of Printing never sees the paper; but 
when he furnishes the paper, as under my propo- 
sition, and can only obtain that paper by contract, 
by public advertisement, by open bids—these 
bids to be received, and first opened and examined 


in the presence of the Secretary of the Senate and | 


Clerk of the House of Representatives—there is 
thrown around it every guard which it seems to 
me can be imposed. 

There only remains to state that itis in con- 
formity with the whole theory of our Govern- 
ment—a system of checks and balances. We 
appoint a Superintendent. He is the officer of the 
Congress, and he has no interest in common with 
the interests of the contractor, unless both of them 
be dishonest, and there be collusion between 
them. In that respect it is guarded in my amend- 


ment, for by it there are ten divisions of printing, 
i each to be submitted to separate contract. Ten 
men, then, contractors for printing, if the con- 
tracts should be taken separately, are each of 
| them standing to guard each other, and each of 
| them is watching the Superintendent; and it is 
| hardly a supposable case that there will be collu- 
sion among them all. Ifthere be any additional 
check; if there be any additional guard which can 
be thrown around it, I shall be most happy to 
have the suggestion. I know something of con- 
tracts in general;1 know nothing of printing, pre- 
tend to know nothing; and therefore [have sought 
| to present a plan which would execute itself as 
i far as possible, by getting first an honest Super- 
intendent, if possible; and ifnot, by checking him 
by every contractor who has an interest in guard- 
ing his own interest, which is the antagonist in- 
terest to that of the Superintendent of Printing. 
As it now stands, we elect a Printer, and we con- 
firm the Superintendent; one of our officers is set 
to watch the other. They represent the same in- 
terest, and neither of them has an interest in an 
antagonism with the other. There is no check, 
there is no balance, in the present system. I have 
sought to obtain it. 
Now, sir, as to the system of bureau, it is to 

turn over to abureauacharacter of work of which 
“we are least competent to judge; itis to gather 
around us a number of dependents gradually to 
diminish in their efficiency, and gradually to ac- 
cumulate in namber. It is open to every species 
| of abuse; itis the high road to every species of 
corruption. Here is to be a character of close 
corporation, of which, if we penetrate into it, we 
cannot judge. They are to purchase materials to 
do the work, and the poor Congress is to be 
merely submitted to this close corporation to be 
| fleeced. However bad the paper, however bad 
i the work, you may complain; i where is your 
remedy? Think you that you will have the power 
to disband this. corps which you thus create, to 
break up the close corporation which you have 
instituted? No, sir. Each person interested— 
| and their name will be Jegion—and their families, 
added to the number of employés, will be beset- 
ting the members and the Senators to preserve 
their own existence; whereas, upon the method 
proposed in my amendment, you can change your 
contractor as often as you change contractors for 
other supplies. You put them on the same footing 
| of general competition, and the market of the 
|| country determines the price which Congress is 
to pay. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If this system broke 
1 down before, why will it not now? 
| Mr. DAVIS. This system was not tried be- 
fore. Before, we had a gencral contract for all 
the printing; no Superintendent to guard it; the 
contractor furnishing the paper as well as doing 
the printing. He had in his hands, therefore, the 
whole control of the subject, with every induce- 
ment to the commission of fraud. If that broke 
down before, it is no reason why this plan should 
| break down now; but } hold, with the Senator 
from Georgia, that it did not break down before. 
! Congress, it is true, paid a large sum of money 
to a contractor formerly; but that was the fault 
i; of Congress, and not of the system. 
i} Mr. CRITTENDEN, Are we not inviting the 
repetition of the same fault? May we not appre- 
hend the same thing? Me eee 

| Mr.DAVIS. Ido not see that we are inviting 
| the repetition of the same fault, because we are 
not doing the same thing. We have contractors 
who, as Í said before, may be as many as ten in 
H number. Instead of requiring large capital, some 
‘onan with immense machinery to do the work, 
| every little printing house becomes a competitor 
| for one or the other class of this printing. Small 
| capital, therefore, enters into competition with 
great. The work is so divided out that it may be 
exeeuted by the real contractor, instead of being 
| taken by some man of straw, to be let out to some 
man of capital. ‘he whole system is different 
from that which formerly existed. It is only 
common in this: that it was contract then, and it 
is proposed to be contract now. The contracts 
are not alike. Here are checks and guards and 
| divisions which never existed before. I believe 
it may be carried out—carried out successfully; 
carried out with economy to the Government, 
and without throwing wide open the gute which 
i leads to fraud and corruption. 
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Mr. BAYARD. I have but a single remark to 
make. Ido not mean to continue the discussion 
further. J venture the prediction that if you pass 
the substitute of the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, whoever becomes contractor under it, if 


not the first time, inevitably at some future time, | 


will cither be the editor of a paper or connected 
with a paper, or bave control of a papers and fur- 
ther, you will find that the two Houses of Con- 
gress will order extra copies. They will put an 
appropriation for them in an appropriation bill, 
and it will be passed in that way; and you will 
find that it operates as no restriction at all, and 
the very thing I mentioned will occur. 

Mr. GREEN. My recollection of the public 
printing is directly against the contract system. 
Vhen {Í first came into the other House of Con- 

gress the system prevailed that now does—that 


is, each House elected its Printer. The expend- | 


tures ran up so high that my old friend from 


North Carolina, General McKay, thoughthecould | 


reform the subject. He took it in hand, and pro- 
posed the contract system. It was passed by 
Congress. The contract system was tested. The 
first year the rates wore greatly reduced by com- 
petition, and the old general (for } boarded at the 
same house with him) remarked to me,‘ Look 
how admirably the system works.’? At the term- 


ination of that Congress, however, in came a peti- | 


tion for relicf. “I have lost money by the con- 


tract’? was the ery of the petitioner; and Congress | 
And | 


granted the relief, and gave him a bonus. 
another time a similar process was gone through. 
{n each instance, if he madea large profit, he kept 
the profit and put it in his pocket. If he Jost 
anything, he said: “I unfortunately lost, and 
surely the Government docs not want me to do 


work for them and lose moncy in the perform- | 


ance; and the appeal always met with a response 
from Congress, and they made up what was called 
a deficiency. It results so in every case. Con- 

ress was forced then to make another change. 


otonly was the work badly executed, not only | 
was the paper inferior, not only was the binding 


bad, but if he made money he kept it; if he sank 
money, he called on us to refund, and to add to 
his profits. 1 know this was the case. 

Again, sir, when the next change was made, 
Congress took it in hand to fix thé prices of print- 
ing, and to elect a Printer, to prevent any frauds, 
That is the system which now prevails, The 
prices are all fixed by law; and the party having 
a majority in the respective Houses of Congress 


elect their party friends to do the work. The | 


work is done. The prices are fixed. They may 
be too high; but here permit me to make this re- 
mark: at the time these prices were fixed they 
were believed to be jast and fair, but improved 


processes and improved machinery have now ; 
enabied them to do the printing much cheaper | 


than it could have been done at that time. 


_ Again, sir, under the contract system itis un- | 


certain how much is to done; for while the amend- 


ment limits it to fifteen hundred-and-odd copies of | 


each particular document required to be printed, 
yet, as the Senator from Delaware remarked, joint 
resolutions may order more to be printed; and if 
that is in the contract, well and good; if it is not 
in the contract, the contractor will charge his own 
price, unless you fix the price when each joint 
resolution is passed. Not knowing how much 
may be ordered, he bids in the dark and strikes 
with uncertainty. All sersible business men rely 
on certainties; and when it is uncertain how much 
work is to be done, and when the profits depend 
upon the quantity of work to be done, they must 
put the rates higher than if they knew precisely 
what was to be done. 

“Tho Senator from Mississippi says we pursue 
the contract system in purchasing supplies for the 
Army and Navy. ‘That is true. Who would 
have the Government buy a farm to raise corn 


and beans, to fatten pork and beef cattle, and a ; 


sugar plantation in the South for sugar and mo- 


lasses, aud go to Syracuse to make salt? Nobody | 
would have this done. These things are Imprac- | 


ticable and impossible. But how do you make 
your muskets and your rifles and your cannon? 
How do you build your ships of war? By Gov- 
ernment tinployment; not by contract. Some 
two or three ships have been built by contract; 
but the common system is, to erect your own 
navy-yards, put them under your own superin- 
tendence, and conduct them in your own manner. 


| propositi 


You manufacture your muskets, and you will not 
even permit a civil superintendent to take charge 


of that business; you must have an officer of the | 


Army—one attached to the Government. If it 
be proper in a case where you can apply it, that 
the Government shall do its own work with its 
own agents and its own officers, this-is one of 
that character. It is located at a single point. It 
is to do a specific thing. We simply pay the sal- 
aries, and there can be no profit to anybody. Fhe 
Government pays just exactly the labor that is 

erformed; but for nothing else except the super- 
intendence. It looks to me to be a simple, fair 
process; and as both the other plans have signally 


failed, this can do no more than fail; but] believe | 


it will succeed in an eminent degree. 
_ Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Missouri 
is in error in his recollection. He says the first 


year the contractors came to Congress and asked | 


for an allowance and received it; That was not so. 

Mr. GREEN. I know that two came. 

Mr. CAMERON. They came, but they got 
nothing. Mr. Wendell was the first contractor. 

Mr. GREEN. He applied for relief. 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes. I was chairman of the 
Committee on Printing then, and I resisted it. 1 
showed the Senate that the price was sufficient. 
I showed, also, that we had saved several hundred 
thousand dollars by the contract, and thatit could 
be carried on faithfully. Subsequent to that, as 
I said before, the work was taken for a still less 
price than Mr. Wendell had been receiving, and 
the man, I know,made money out of that. I have 
only to repeat that I have satisfied myself from 
experience that the contract system can be car- 
ried out in printing as well as in anything else. 1 
would extend it to the building of ships and all 
the other wants of the Government. There is no 
reason why we could not have our ships built by 
contract, as well as have them done at the navy- 
yards, I know that in various cases, indeed in 
almost every case, the machinery for your great 
war steamers has been made by contract; and it 


has always been built cheaper, and as well as, if | 


not better, than when built by the Government 
itself. I would extend the principle to them, but 
it is not in order to propose that now. 

There are many objections to the system of a 
public printing office, to which 1 have referred on 
other occasions. The substitute of the Senator 
from Mississippi obviates many of them. He 
brings into competition all the printers of the 
neighborhood, the men with small printing of- 
fices. Any printer of the city of Washington, 
the city of Baltimore, and even the city of Phila- 
delphia, by improved conveyances of express and 
railroads, can become a contractor, under his bill, 
to execute the public printing, and furnish it here. 
It isa most valuable feature in the proposition. 
We do away withall this intrigue about the Cap- 
itol. We should have had none of the swearing 
of Mr. Wendell that he had purchased various 


individuals around here, at the instance of the | 


President of the United States, if this proposition 
had been in force in regard to the publie printing. 
We should not have heard of men making two 
or three hundred thousand dollars a year out of 
a single job, and using the money in corruption. 
I desire to get clear of all that; and } am satisfied, 
as I have said repeatedly, that we can carry this 
system out without any difficulty at all,and save 
hundreds of thousands of dollars every year. 

«Mr. FITCH. ; 
of any Senator to continue this delate in opposi- 
tion to the report of the majority of the commit- 
tec I shall defer what further remarks F intend 
to make in answer to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi until it be the pleasure of whosoever desires 
to continue the debate to conclude what he may 
have to say. If there is a general understanding 
that the debate is terminated, I desire to answer 
a few of that Senator’s objections to the majority 
on. 

Lremarked before that I would not speak at 
that time of the details of his amendment. By 
discussing, as the Senator has scen proper to do, 
and as was perfectly right, its merits, and pre- 
senting them as | suppose no one except himself, 
perhaps, D i y 
them, in the best light in which they can be pre- 
sented, he forces me to speak of its defects. ` By 
it he proposes to divide the printing into ten arbi- 
irary classes, and to have a scparate bid for cach 
one. The result will be, if they are not all taken 


a 


If there is a desire on the part j 


in this body is so well abie to present | 


| Office. Departme 


| blanks reach the several offices. 


by the same individual—and they. would not be, 
undoubtedly, because the bids wonld.so vary that- 
the several classes would be awarded to different. 


| bidders—there would. be constant difficulties ot- 


curring between the contractors and the commit-. 
tec and the Senate and the House in relation. to: 
that division. One would, claim printing. as be= 
longing to his class, which angther would. insis 
belonged to his. That is one objection; but, 
a minor one—one of detail. NE 

My principal objection is tothe system in totos. 
It has failed heretofore. The reasoning of the 
Senator from Georgia involves a singular- para- 
dox. Hesays the contract system failed because . 
itwasasuccess. It failed by combinations among. 
bidders, or by contracts being taken at a rate so 
ruinously low that the bidders were compelled, in 
order to save themselves from.insolvency, to come 
humbly petitioning Congress for relief, which, in 
one or two instances, they obtained to a very large 
amount. Well, sir, human natare has not under= 
gone any very great change since. The, same 
combinations would be made, the same system of. 
corruption would soon be manifest under a return 
to the contract system. 

Onc objection which is made to the bill of the 


| majority of the committee is, that it creates new 


offices. Such objection finds no warrant in the 
bill. Jt creates no new office; it creates no bu- 
reau, unless you call the present superintendency 
with its three. clerks a bureau, We give the 
Superintendent no additional clerical forces we add 
nothing to the force in his office. We simply 
compel a foreman of printing and a foreman of 
binding to report directly to him, and we pay 
them, instead of the Printer paying them. 

It has been said that it would require an hon- 
est officer to execute the law under the provisions 
of the majority bill. We presume that the offi- 
cers of the Government are all honest, although 
1 grant you that in many instances it is a violent 
presumption; but if you were to assume the con- 
trary, there are infinitely greater facilities for suc- 
cessful dishonesty under the contractsystem than 
anywhere else, and especially under the system, 
of the Senator from Mississippi; for the several 
bidders for the work under his several classes, 
and sub-printers under them, if they took. the 
contracts at a low price, would be constantly 
approaching the Superintendent with pecuniary. 
offers, direct or indirect, for the purpose.of ins 
ducing him to pass inferior work, through, his 
hands; and we do-not often know, from ourown 
inspection, what the character of the work is in 
our extra numbers. If the assurance given us 
by the honesty of the officer is taken away, we 
cannot know what the. character of the extra 
numbers of any work we may order to be printed 


imay be. The ordinary numbers may be well 


executed, but we have no assurance that the 
Printer will not retain the Government paper in 
his own hands, and substitute an inferior qual- 
ity for the extra numbers, and we shall never 
learn the difference until we reach those constit« 
uents to whom we have sent this inferior paper 
and work; for the numbers are-sent to us folded, 
and we do not sce them until we see them in the 
hands of our constituents. : . 
One bidder, under. any contract. system, can 
easily buy off another. Combinations among 
biddérs are well known and well understood, and 
especially in the business of printing for Govern- 
ment. Combinations are made by which the 
highest price at which the work can be taken, 18 


| the lowest price bid, and several constituting the 


combination participate more or fess in the profits, 
We have an instance of the working in other re- 
spects of the contract system in a recent case. Et 
will be remembered that, during this session, we 
changed the law for printing the Post Office blanks, 
and ordered them to be let to the lowest bidder. 
The contract system, as thus applied to the Post 
Office blanks, is in process of failure. It scema 
that the postmasters at St. Louis, and other im- 
portant points, returned the Post Office blanks 
printed under that system to the Gencral Post 
nt, refusing to accept them; and 
some of them are now lying in my drawer, thus 
rejected, and the postmasters have ordered the 
printing on their own responsibility in their own 
immediate vicinity. The postmasters’ names were 
wrongly spelt, and the headings wrong; yet, un- 
der the new system, there is no check. until the 
- Then, for the 
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frst ‘time, the character of the work is detected. 
Dees this experience invite an extension of the 
contract system ? 

The only alternative between the system now 
in force and the contract system, is that presented 
in the majority bill. Under the system now in 
force, we, of course, elect.a political favorite to 
do the printing. Thatis well understood. The 
Printer must be one whose partisan politics are in 
conformity with the politics of the majority. Un- 
der the contract system the same thing indirectly. 
obtains; for a Printer, knowing that a majority in 
either branch or both branches of Congress are 
of the same politics with himself, and assuming 
that in the event of his making an appeal to them 
for aid at the next session of Congress, or about 
the period his work ceases under his contract, it 
will be. responded to favorably, makes a bid at 
such alow rate as he knows will not enable him to 
make any profit, but on the contrary must finally 
ruin bin and his securities, unless Congress re- 
lieves him. At the end of the session he pleads, 
as the Senator from Missouri has said, that he 
perfornied his contract, perhaps did it faithfully 
and honestly, and at a great sacrifice to himself, 
and appeals to you, as.a great and magnanimous 
Government, not to allow its servants:to do work 
for nothing.” He appeals to the majority as par- 
tisans, saying to hen: ‘stand by me; give me 
the aid I requires”? and the past shows that the 
appeal will ninety-nine times out of a hundred be 
successful. It results then, at last, in only parti- 
san favoritism, whether the present or the con- 
tract system be in vogue. Between the two, I 
prefer the existing system. 

Mr. DAVIS. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, to whom I am usually in the 
habit of deferring in committee, as well as in the 
Senate, on all subjects of printing, made such a 
reply to me as requires a very brict answer, and 
Ishall detain the Senate but a minute. He argues 
thatif ‘these contractors take the printing at too 


low # price, they will bribe the Superintendent. 
Now, | hardly think that is a danger to be very 


much apprehended. If they got too high a rate, 
and ifthe Superintendent had the power of vary- 
ing the rate, there might be some reason for the 
fear; but where they have less money than is ne- 
cessary to perform the work, they will have very 
little for purposes of bribery. {think there is 
the answer, But he supposes they will underbid 
with a view to come to Congress to get relief, and 
that the political favorites of the Congress thus 
underbidding, when they come to Congress, will 

et relief, That is surely to put the morality of 

ongress at a very low standard; and if Congress 
be so low as is thus deseribed by my friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, how is 
it that he asks us to trust Congress with the ex- 
traordinary’ power of organizing a bureau which 
they can fill upto any extent with political favor- 
ites, and the numbers of which they can increase 
ad libitum? I do not believe Congress is so cor- 
rupt; but if he thinks so, with what force comes 
the argument in favor of stripping Congress of all 
connection with the subject and throwing it open 
to free competition? 

Mr. BROWN. As I indicated on a former oc- 
casion, I prefer to try at leasta Government print- 
ing office to any other mode of exceuting the pub- 
lic printing. e have already tried the other two 

plans. We have tried the plan of clecting a Pub- 
Eo Printer, and we know how it has resulted in 
the last two years. That is the latest experiment. 
I think there is a universal disposition to aban- 
don that mode of executing the work. Some ten 
years ago we had the contract system, and I have 
a very distinct recollection as to how it worked. 
Wondell & Van Benthuysen, two gentlemen 
from New York, took the contract at a very low 
figure, and everybody thought we were going to 
have public printing done admirably well by prac- 
tical printers, and at alow rate. “Phe result was 
that the work was very badly done, the paper 
was indifferent, the typography was worse, the 
work was very slowly and very indifferently de- 
livered, and there got to be a universal com- 
plaint. The Committee on Printing inquired into 
the cause of it, and reported that the contractors 
had taken the job at too low a rate, and there- 
fore could not afford to execute it. 
ever, did not ask for relief. At the expiration of 
their contract, which they had very badly execu- 
ted, they gave it up, and were not bidders again. 


‘They, how- | 


Mr. Ritchie, who was then editor of the Govern- 
ment organ here, called the Union, bid for the 
work at still a lawer rate. Everybody wondered 
what he meant by it. He executed the work 
about as badly as it had been done before, or per- 
haps worse, and he came to Congress for reclama- 
tion, and fixed his losses, I think, at somewhere 
near one hundred thousand dollars. After along 
controversy, Congress voted him the round sum 
of $50,000 to make up his losses. That being 
done, the old contractors came and said, ‘if you 
are going to indemnify contractors for public 

rinting, we are equally entitled to indemnity.” 
My recollection is, that they were paid, and the 
contract system wasabandoned—abandoned sim- 
ply because parties took work for less than they 
could execute it, came to Congress and appealed 
to a party majority, and got relief. 

With these examples staring us in the face, I, 
for one, feel unwilling to return to that system, 
I did not believe the system had been fairly tried, 
and so stated at the time. My position in the 
whole controversy was, that if you would stand 
by the contract, compel gentlemen to execute it, 
and in case they failed, bring suit and recover 
the penalty of the bond, you could exceute con- 
tracts for public printing as well as contracts for 
Army and Navy and other supplies; but Con- 
gross did not do it. You have these examples 
staring you in the face; and if another contract 
fails, what will be the result? The contractors 
will come again to Congress pleading these pre- 
cedents, and they will again be relieved. 

I see none of these dangers or difficulties grow- 
ing out of a Government printing office. We 
have managed our Indian affairs; we have man- 
aged all the vast machinery of the Land Office; 
we have managed the bureaus in the Army and 
Navy Department, all as we propose to manage 
the public printing—by having special employés 
charged with the execution of these special duties. 
I think we can manage the public printing in the 
same way, and have it done more honestly, more 
faithfully, and more cconomically. Atleast, lam 
ready to try it. The other two systems having 
failed, Lam disposed, for one, to try something 
new. We cannot Jose a great deal at it. If it 
fails, then I am for trying something else; but I 
am not in favor of returning to systems which 
have already worked badly in practice. Ido not 
say, necessarily badly. ft bekerel; at the time, 
there was no necessity for it. I only state facts. 
I state what did occur; whatisin the recollection 
ofevery gentleman who happened toserve in cither 
House of Congress at that day. Congress was 
appealed to, importuned from year to year, until 
we voted the money; and Į am apprehensive we 
shall do so again. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam not going to debate 
this subject at all; it would take me a great while 
to give the reasons for this measure; but as it 
was my duty to examine this subject very thor- 
oughly, not only upon the Committee on Print- 
ing, but on the very laborious and tedious com- 
mittee of investigation that we have gone through, 


| I wish to say that I have come to the conclusion 
| that this bill reported by the majority of the com- 


mittee is altogether the best mode of carrying on 
the public printing. At any rate, the experiment 
ought to be tried, 

Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the call proceeds, I de- 
sire to say that, at the solicitation of the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Tooass,] E paired off with 
him for half an hour. He has not yet returned 
to the Chamber; and I therefore decline voting. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment of Mr. Davis, resuited—yeas 18, 
nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Cameron, Clark, Davis, Doo- 
little, Du onden, Hamlin, Hunter, Iverson, King, 


Pearce, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, Trumbull, Wigtall, and 

Yulee—1 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Brags, Bright, 

Chandler, Chesnut, Dixon, Fiteh, Foster, Green, Gwin, 

Hale, Hammond, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of ‘Tennssee, 

Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 

Saulsbury, Simmons, Sumner, Wade, and Wilson—29. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAVIS. As the Senate refuse to adopt 
the contract system, I hope they will adhere to 
the present one of choosing their own Printer. It 
is bad; but ifwe go to the bureau system, I think 
it will be as bad, or even worse, and something 
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of which we shall not easily get rid. If we act 
in haste in the inauguration of a new policy, we 
may have to repentat leisure. I shall vote against 
it. I hope it will not pass. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator, I presume, has 
no objection to my expressing the contrary hope. 
As to the relative merits of the two propositions, 
my opinion is decidedly in favor of the majority 
bill. The system in force at this time is con~ 
demned, not only by the Senate and House, but 
by the whole country, and deservedly. Good 
or otherwise, as it may have been in its incipiency, 
corruptions, frauds, abuses have crept into it; 
indeed they exist, to some extent, in the system 
itself. It has failed, and we shall deserve the re- 
proach of the public, unless we make a change. 

Mr. KING, I think nothing can be worse than 
the present system. The facts which have been 
developed before the country in both Houses of 
Congress show that. I am most distinctly op- 


pores however, to the adoption of this system. 


trust it will not be worse; I hope it may be bet- 
ter. I perceive that the Senate is disposed to 
adopt it. I voted for the substitute, believing 
that was the best system we could have. I shall 
not vote for this; but I still believe it is better 
resent system by any one that 
Congress may deem proper to adopt. 

Mr. DAVIS. I concur in the wish to change 
the present system; but I shrink from changing 
it to another which I think will be worse, and 
from which we shall find itvery dificult to get rid. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, ordered to a third read- 
ing, and read the third time. 

Mr. PUGH. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The Senator from Georgia, 
with whom I am paired, has not returned to the 
Chamber, and { decline voting. I should vote for 
the bill, and he against it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Chand- 
Jer, Crittenden, Dixon, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Gwin, 
Hale, Hammond, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, 
Polk, Powell, Saulsbury, Simmons, Sumner, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—3t. 

NAYS—Messis. Bingham, Bright, Cameron, Clark, Da- 
vis, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Grimes, Hamlin, Hun- 
ter, King, Pugh, and Seward—14. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, 
during the consideration of the naval appropria- 
tion bill: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate be instructed to in- 
quire and report to the Senate how many persons are em- 
ployed by the Senate, in each and every department, 
whether in the office of the Seeretary, or under the direc- 
tion of the Sergeant-at-Arms, or of the Doorkecper, or in 
any other way and manner; the compensation of each ; the 


| time that cach individual is employed; the authority by 


which each individual is employed or appointed; and also 
to inform the Senate whether, in the opinion of said com- 
mittce, the services of any one thus employed may not be 
dispensed with, without detriment to the publie service; 
and also whether, in the contingent expenses ofthe Senate, 
there are not abuses which require reform and amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I cannot consent that the 
naval appropriation bill shall be displaced by this 
resolution. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the resolution will lie over. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House insisted upon its disagreement to certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
(No. 305) making appropriations for the support. 
of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1861, 
insisted on by the Senate, and upon its amend- 
ments to certain other amendments of the Senate. 
disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thercon, and had appointed 
Mr. Hesry Wiyrer Davis of Maryland, Mr. 
Bexsamix Srantow of Ohio, and Mr. Jonn Cocu- 
RANE of New York, managers at the same on the 


| part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker 
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had signed the following bills; whiclr thereupon 
received the signature of the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 84) to facilitate communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States by elec- 
tric telegraph; 

A bill (S. No. 118) for the relief of David 
Myerle; 

A bill (S. No. 378) to relinquish the title of the 
United States to certain lands occupied by the 
city of Baton Rouge, in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. No. 464) to amend an act entitled 
«An act in addition to the acts prohibiting the 
slave trade;”? 


A bill (H. R. No. 99) for the relief of Benjamin 


Sayre; 

A bill (H. R. No. 421) for the relief of Joel 
M. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. No. 529) granting a pension to 


Martha Sanderson, widow of Major Winslow F. 
Sanderson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 838) to change the name of 
the ship Rockhall to Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 839) to amend an act ap- 
proved the 3d day of March, 1847, entitled “An 
act to establish a port of entry at Saluria, in the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes;”’ : 

A bill (H. R. No. 353) for the relief of Thomas 
R. Livingston; 

A bill CH. R. No. 456) granting a pension to 
James Alexander, an invalid soldier of the war 
of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 288) recognizing the survey 
of Grand Cheniere Island, State of Louisiana, as 
approved by the surveyor general, and for other 
purposes. : 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucuanan, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Presidenthad this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 43) for the relief of Solomon 
Wadsworth; 

An act (S. No. 176) for the relief of R. W. 
Clarke; : 

An act (S. No. 285) for the relief of John Bran- 
nan; 

An act (S. No. 450) to change the location of 
the custom-house for the district of Brazos de 
Santiago, from Point Isabel to Brownsville, in the 
State of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 524) for the relief of J. R. 
Crump; 

A bill (H. R. No. 587) for 
L. C. Portman; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 699) to amend an act regu- 
lating the diplomatic and consular system of the 
United States. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


A subsequent message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Foryry, its Clerk, an- | 
nounced that the House had concurred in the res- 
olution of the Senate, to rescind the resolution 
fixing the 18th of June for closing the present 
session of Congress, and fixing Monday, the 25th 
day of June, instead of that day. 


TUE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. POWELL. 1 move a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the bill to adjust the tariff was 
postponed to the second Monday of December 
next, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Breuer | 
in the chair.) ‘Thatis a privileged motion, and | 
it will be entered. i i 

Mr. POWELL. I only ask that it be entered. | 
I do not wish it to be considered at this time. In | 
consequence of the session being prolonged a 
week, we may be enabled to make a more satis-/| 
factory adjustment of that question than by posf | 
poning it until next December. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. i 


Mr. HUNTER. 
naval appropriation bil. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. | 
No. 500) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, | 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. | 
Mr. MALLORY. I havea few amendments 
to offer from the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


the relief of Anton 


I now move to take up the || 


The first is to come in after line eighty-nine, on 
page 4: 
For the preparation of the report of the results of the sur- | 


vey of the route between California and China, and of por- 
tions of the coast of Japan, $5,000. 

This appropriation is recommended by the 
Navy Department for the preparation of the report 
of the surveys of Mr. Brooke, of the Navy, made 
during the last two years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. The next amendment is to 
come in after the one just adopted: 

For engraving charts ofthe survey of Behring’s straits, the 
North Pacific ocean, and the China seas, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary ofthe Navy, $9,010. 

This amendment has been agreed upon by the 
Committee on Commerce, but the Senator who 
was to offer itis not here. The work is all done 
now on the charts, and the object is to engrave 
them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. I now offer an amendment, 
to come in as a new section: 

Sec. —. 4nd be it further enacted. That there be added 
to the medical corps of the Navy, ten surgeous and ten as- 
sistant surgeons. 

The necessity of this increase of the medical 
force is shown by the report of the Secretary of 
the Navy at the last session. He then said: 

“The present effective strength of the medical corps 
does not exceed fifty-nine surgeons and seventy assistants. 
The wants of the service for the ensuing year svill require, 
for duty at. sea, thirty-nine surgeons and seventy assistants 3 


| tor shore duty, twenty-six surgeons and seventeen assist- 


ants; making a total of sixty-five surgeons and eighty-seven 
assistants required for active duty. ‘Ibis deficiency in the 
medical corps of the Navy cannot be neglected without 
subjecting the livesof those engaged in this branch of the 
public service to unreasonable and culpable exposure. The 
naval establishment has, from tinie to time, been inereased, 
while no corresponding increase has been madc in the 
number of medical officers, that remaining nearly the same 
now as forty yeurs ago. Since the year 1815, Congress has 
increased the number of captains from thirty-two to sev- 
cnty-six; of commanders, from cighteen to one hundred 
and six; of Jicutenants, trom one hundred and forty to 
three hundred and twenty-seven; while the medical corps, 
which then numbered one hundred and twenty members, 
has now but one hundred and forty-nine, including at least 
twenty who are incapacitated for active service. ‘The re- 
cent addition of a considerable number of steam vessels to 
the Navy will necessarily create an increased demand for 
the services of officers at sea; while the greater activity 
which now prevails in it, and is likely hereafter to prevail, 
will still further increase that demand. To mect the imme- 
diate wants of the service, an addition of twenty to the pres- 
ent number of surgeons, and as many additional assistant 
surgeons, will sufiee. . With that number, the stations on 
shore and vessels at sea may be supplied, and a short in- 
terval of relief from duty allowed an officer on his return 
from a cruise.” £ ; 


The Secretary has, this session, again brought 
the subject to tho attention of Congress; and the 


| head of the Surgeon’s bureau, at the request of 
i the committee, has furnished the number of ves- 


sels which have to go to sea without surgeons: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU or MEDICINE AND Sorcery, June 15, 1860. 
Sir: J beg to submit the accompanying statement in 
reply to a letter of Hon. S. R. MALLORY, addressed to the 
Navy Department, calling for certain information in to- 


gard to the “ question of increasing the medical corps ofthe |; 


Navy.” 

1. The naval vessels and coast survey vessels, com- 
manded by naval men now in service, without having med- 
ical officers, are as follows; 

Coast survey vess Bibb, employed on the coast of 
North Carolina and Virginia; Corwin, coast of Florida; 
Vixen, coast of Florida and Alabama; Walker, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana ; Hetzel, Virginia and North 
Carolina; Active, California, Washington Territory, and 
Oregon; Varina, employed on the coastof South Carolina 
and Georgia; Arago, Louisiana and Texas; Crawford, 
South Carolina and Georgia. 

Several of these vessels have a complement of from six- 
ty-five to ninety persons, and are employed on stations 
much exposed to disease ; and we lave jargë bills to pay for 
attendance to private physicians. 

The United States ship Warren, at Panama, and the Uni- 
ted States ship Falmouth, at Aspinwall, used also as depots 
of medical stores, are without medical officers 5 as arc also 
the United States ship Release,employed in the home squad- 
ron, and the United States steamer Pulaski, in the river de 
Ja Plata. 

The naval v son stations requiring additional meg- 
ical officers are, in the home squadron, the United States 
ships Sabine, Savannab, Brooklyn, Preble, all employed in 
the sickly region of Mexico and Central America, and de- 
ficient of the usuri complement of medical officers. 

In the African squadron, the flag ship Constellation, the 
United States steamer San Jacinto, United States ship 
Portsmouth, are without the usual complement. i 

lt is only recently, in consequence of the return of ves- 
sels from foreign service, that assistant surgeons have he- 
come available for the naval hospitals at Chelsea, Brook- 
lyn, Philadelphia, Norfolk; and Brooklyn and Norfolk are 
without the numbers authorized by the estimates. 

Since the large increase of the smaller vessels, the de- 
mand for assistant surgeons is so pressing as to allow buta 
short interval of relaxation after a cruise, and leaves no 
margin to meet the accidents of the service in the shape of 
sickness of a medical officer; under the present system, a 
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passed assistant surgcon of more than thirteen “years? Ser- 
vice mäy not expect a longer escape trom ‘sea-service than 
some eight or ten months—-a year would be a'fiberal eati- 
mate. Ube AME 
Very respectfully your most obedient servants o+ $ 
W. WHELAN, 
Hon. Isaac Toucey, Secretary of the Navy. pga 


The same views, extended, are in the report of 
the chief of the medical bureau, ‘The committee; 
in consideration of the whole subject; and finding 
so many public vessels and so large a numberof 
our seamen afloat in different parts of the globe 
without medicalattendance, determined to recom- 
mend the appointment of just one half the num- 
ber, (namely, ten-surgeons and ten. assistant sure: 
geons,) recommended by the Secretary of the. 
Navy and bytheburcau. I trust the amendment 
will be adopted. : * i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to ask a ques. 
tion of the chairman of the Naval Committee, `E 
sce that the amendment provides for ten surgeons 
and ten assistant surgeons. The result of that I 
suppose will be that the surgeons, those of the 
highest grade, will be appointed at once from civil 
life, instead of being taken from those now in 
commission? 

Mr. MALLORY. I presume the mode of ap- 
| pointment would unquestionably be this: assist- 
ant surgeons would be promoted to surgeons, and 
| new appointments would have to be made from 
those who have passed their examinations before 
the board of surgeons. We have an examination 
| annually of surgeons for the Navy, and. those 
who pass the ordeal are in the line of appoint- 
ment whenever vacancies occur; and I presumé 
that, if Congress were to authorize the appoint- 
ment of ten surgeons and ten assistants, the ten 
surgeons would be taken immediately from the 
existing passed assistants and the promotion 
would be made up from civil life. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then the effect of the 
provision is to appoint only ten additional sur- 

cons? 

Mr.MALLORY. Ten surgeons and ten assist- 
ants. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But you appoint ten sur- 
geons from the presentcorps of assistant surgeons, 
and you only add ten. 

Mr. MALLORY. The amendment provides 
for ten assistants and ten surgeons. It does not 

rovide for the manner of their appointment, 

The Senator asked me for my judgment, and I 
stated the way Isupposed it would be done. The 
amendment does not restrict the appointment, 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. Then I want to know 
whether the objectis to be accomplished. ‘Tt reads 
ten surgeons and ten assistant surgeons. If the 
ten surgeons are appointed from the ranks of the 
assistant surgeons, you then only make up that 
deficiency, and it leads to the appointment of only. 
ten new officers. ` 

Mr. HALE. Thatis not so. By the appoint- 
ment of ten additional surgeons, we lessen the 
number of assistant surgeons to that extent; and 
without any special legislation the number of 
assistant surgeons would be increased by the ten 
that were promoted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then the law now fixes 
the number of assistant surgeons? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. Inadditionto the number 
the law now fixes, this amendment provides for 
ten more, so that it is an increase of twenty. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is what I wanted 
to know—whether the design is to appoint ten or 
twenty. 

Mr. HALE. Twenty. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes nine; noes 
not counted. 

Mr. MALLORY. The next amendment is to 
| strike out on page 2, commencing at line twenty, 
li this proviso: i 
| “Provided, Thatn 
| at any navy-yard in rep 
sel, until the necessity'an 
i the probable cost thercof, 
| tae Navy Department by 1 
posed of one captain, or commander 
|i appointed by the Seeretary of thi avy, the naval con- 
i structor of the yard where any vessel may be ordered for 
repairs, and two master workmen of such yard, or one 
master workman and an engineer of the Navy, according 
to the nature of the. repairs to be made; said master 
workmen and engineer to be designated by the bead of 
the Bureau of Construction and Repairs; and not more 
than $1,000 shall be expended in repairs on the sails and 
rigging of any vessel until the expediency and necessity of 
euch repairs, and the estimated cost thereof, have heen 
| ascertained and reported to the Navy Department by an 
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ot more than §3,000 shall be expended 
airing the hull and spars of any ves- 
d expediency of such repair, and 
be ascertained and reported to 
meexamining board, to be com- 
erin the Navy, to be 
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examining board, to be composed of one naval ollicer, to: 
be-appointedby the Secretary. of the Navy, and the master 
rigger, and master sailmaker of the yard where such vessel 
may be ordered ; and it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Navy:to cause a survey to be made by a board of 
two. naval officers, naval constructor, and a chief engi- 
neer, of the sailing vessels of the Navy, to ascertain which 
of them can profitably be fitted up with auxiliary steam 
power, and that, in the expenditure of the money hereby 
appropriated, he shall, so far.as the same may be applied 
to sailing vessels, employ the same, as far as practicable, 
in ‘supplying such vessels with auxillary steam power.” 


And in lieu of it to insert: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy cause a care- 
ful éxamination to be made by naval officers, engineers, 
and constructors, into the condition of the sailing vessels 
of the Navy, and the cost of giving them or any of them 
full steam power, together with the expediency of making 
such ctiange in view of the cost, condition, model, and gen- 
eral character of such vessels so altered ; and that the re- 
port of of such officers, together with the Secretary’s views 
thereon, be communicated to Congress at its next session. 

I propose to strike out this clause of the House 
bill, because it is entering very minutely into the 
duty of the Navy Department, and, as I conceive, 
very usnecessarily, andin amanner which I think 
will possibly create work and the expenditure of 
money in our yards when none may really be 
demanded... Itis placing the master workmen in 
the yards, who hold no commission or appoint- 
ment,as surveyors upon vessels, to decide whether 
they shall be repaired, and to what extent. It 
should be recollected that, at the very last session 
of Congress, preciscly in the same place on the 
appropriation bill, this provision was ingrafted: 


t Provided, ‘That not more than $1,000 shall be expended | 


in any-navy-yard in repair of any vessel until the necessity 
of such repair and the probable cost thereof is ertained 
by the report ofa board of not less than three officers of the 
Navy.” 

Having adopted that systemat the last session, 
it has worked very well thas far. The Navy De- 
partinent first appoints a board of three naval 
officers of the line, and then appoints a second 
board of constructors and carpenters, so as to 
compare the knowledge of the two branches of 
the. service: and, since the adoption of ‘that re- 
striction, no vessel hag been repaired, no money 
has been expended, but in obedience to it. Now, 
itis proposed to limit that to $3,000, and it is 
going minutely into this business, which I think 
should be leftto:the Department; and I am satis- 
fied, anxious as I am to restrict the Department 
in every proper expenditure of money, that the 
clause would not operate well. 

Then, sir, as to the last portion of the clause, 
at line forty-five, which is: 

CA That in the expenditure of the money hereby appropri- 
ated, he shali, so far as the same may be applied to sailing 
vessels, employ the same as far as practicable, in supplying 
such vessels with auxiliary steam power.” 

_Itis practicable to apply auxiliary steam power 
to every. sailing vessel in the Navy; but it would 
be exceedingly inexpeaient, and a very bad ex- 
penditure of money. In their models and con- 
struction, they had no reference whatever to steam 
power; and the condition of the vessel now, the 
state of decay and preservation of the timber, 
would preclude the addition of steam power, with- 
out a total renovation of the whole. The restric- 
tion is entirely too loose; and I propose to attain 
the same object by requiring the Secretary of the 
Navy todo what has never been done, and whieh, 
in my judgment, ought to be done withoutany re- 
quisition—to inform Congress at the nextsession, 
by the examination of a board of competent offi- 
cers, what sailing vessels of the Navy are capable 
of being, with reference to the public service, thus 
transformed into sea-going vessels, I will say 
that Great Britain is doing this; she is changing 
her old sailing vessels into steam vessels, because 
she hag not the timber to build vessels—she can- 
not build as France and ourselves are doing. 
France changed very few sailing vessels; and I 
apprehend that, in the condition of our sailing 
vessels, it will be found that we have none fitted 
for steam power, except the Franklin—and she 
ig already prepared at Portsmouth. She has been 
lengthened at both ends and in the middle. We 
have no vessels. capable of receiving steam power 
with any expediency or policy. To receive it, 
you would have to alter the ends of the vessel, 
and perhaps put ina piece amidships. Before 
giving the Secretary of the Navy authority to 


apply steam power to sailing vessels, Congress | 


ought to know whether we are to have any ad- | 


vantage from this great expenditure; because a 
steam engine and apparatus to a common frigate 


—and probably we should have no liners—would | 


| how long it will last. 


cost about two hundred and fourteen thousand 
dollars; (and that isa vastexpenditure,)and would 
enable you to build an entire ship of a smaller 
class, which wouid be, perhaps, just as efficient. 
{therefore suggest this amendment, that Congress 
may know, by a board of experts, whether we 
have any sailing vessels which it would be judi- 
cious thus to change into steam vessels, before we 

o to authorize the Navy Department to proceed. 
Building steam vessels is undoubtedly an import- 
ant matter. It isa very expensive onc. Before 
embarking on this most important of all legisla- 
tion, I would myself like a littleinformation. It 
will cost no more money to get it. 

Mr. HALE. In regard to the latter part of 
the amendment of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, I have not the slightest ob- 
jection to it, and am willing that it should be 
adopted; but before the Senate strike out this 
provision of the House, I desire to make a single 
suggestion. This bill does not propose to repeal 
the section of the law of last year that has been 
read by the honorable Senator from Florida, in 
regard to the restriction which limits the repairs 
of vessels to $1,000 until there is a report made 
by a board of officers. That remains; but the 
House of Representatives have provided that not 
more than $3,000 shall be expended at any navy- 
yards until an examination has been made, not 
only by naval officers, but by the naval con- 
stractor of the yard where such vessel may be 
ordered, and two master workmen, or a master 
workman and an engineer of the Navy, accord- 
ing to the nature of the repairs to be made; and 
it goes on to tell how they are to be designated. 
The naval constructor and the engincers and the 
master workmen will be the men who will make 
the examination anyhow. The naval officers, I 
think you may almost say, literally know nothing 
atall about it, or certainly very little, compared 
to what these men do. These men will be called 
upon to make the examination, whether you re- 
tain this clause or not; and the only question is, 
whether the scientific men, the men who under- 
stand it, the constructors, the engineers, and mas- 
ter workmen shall, under the responsibility of 
this law, make their report directly here, or 
whether it shall come through a board of naval 
officers. In other words, the question is whether 
you will put a board of naval officers between 
these men, who ouglit to be responsible to Con- 
gross, and Congress. I think the plan suggested 
by the House is the best one; and that, as long 
as we shall have to depend upon the judgment of 
the engincers and the master workmen, we had 
better let them certify it in the manner indicated 
by the House, rather than strike it out and make 
it all come through naval officers, I have no ob- 
jection to the latter part of the amendment, in 
regard to steam vessels. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from New 
Hampshire evidently did not attend to what I 
said. 

Mr. HALE. Yes I did. 

Mr. MALLORY. I stated what the practice 
isnow. ‘There have been several examinations 
for repairs made recently, which I have person- 
ally looked into. They are made by three naval 
officers. The Senator is entirely mistaken in sup- 
posing that they are ignorant of this branch of 
the service. I would not give their judgment in 
this respect for that of any other class of men. 
They are the men who are constantly in a ship; 
who see daily the wear and tear of different kinds 
of timber, and the duration of everything on board 
the ship; and they can judge by the appearance 
of the plank, or other parts of the construction, 
But the Navy Department 
does not confine itself to the opinion of three 
naval officers. The surveys now are made by 
constructors, whose commissions you hold in 
your hand, and over whom you exercise a con- 
trol. But I object to descending into these de- 
tails, and putting this business under the charge 
of your master rigger, who is an ordinary man, 
and whom you employ, and the master carpenter, 
who is merely the carpenter of the yard. Not 
that I have not great respect for these men; some 
of them I know, and I would take their judgment 
in building a ship sooner than that of anybody 


else; but Í would not make it obligatory, simply | 


because the Department does it now. At the re- 
cent survey of:the ship Preble at the navy-yard 
near which I reside, this course was pursued, 
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and it is pursued in every case; but I object to 
going into these details, and tying up the hands 
of the Navy Department in this way. It is pre- 
sumed that, before itexpends money in the repair 
of ships, it gets all the information; and I will 
say to the Senator from New Hampshire, that if 
he were to call atthe Navy Department to-day, 
or were to call here for the estimates on which 
repairs are made, he would find. those estimates 
based on the examinations. of engineers and con- 
structors, as well as naval officers. The restric- 
tion now to $1,000 is amply sufficient. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Iam in favor of placing 
these naval matters as far under the control of spe- 
cific provisions of Jaw as possible. The provis- 
ion which it Is now proposed to strike out was, I 
understand, offered by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the Housc,a Represent- 
ative of my own State; and I know him to be a 
man of excellent judgment, and particularly well 
acquainted with ships and everything relating to 
vessels. He has been from his youth up; and I 
would take his judgment in a matter of that kind 
sooner than that of any other man; certainly sooner 
than that of any of us, unless we have been en- 
gaged in the same business. Itis perfectly appar- 
ent, from the shape of the provision, that the 
design of the House- was, that nothing should be 
done in reference to the expenditure of money in 
the repairs of vessels until we have the responsi- 
ble report to thé Secretary of the Navy of men 
who are qualified to answer on all the points that 
are suggested, and in which money is to be ex- 
pended in the repair of vessels. | For instance, if 
itis to be expended in rigging, you are to have 
the responsible statement of the master rigger who 
is to be supposed to be well versed in his business 
if he is employed at our navy-yards ata high 
price, as all these men are. So of the master sail- 
maker, where money is to be expended on sails; 
and so of the engineer, where it is to be expended 
upon engines. So with regard to the man who is 
the master of the business in any other line. 

Now, ‘sir, I do not see that anything is to be 
lost, but it appears to me that a good deal would 
be gained, by having those who are thus placedin 
responsible positions, obliged to give their official 
report and have the Secretary obliged to consult 
them in regard to what is necessary and best to 
be done before the money is expended. We all 
know how money has been expended in our 
navy-yards in the fepairs of vessels in one way 
or another. There has been very great complaint 
of waste of money. I suppose the chairman of 
the Committce on Naval Affairs will hardly deny 
that. Perhaps it may have been the consequence 
of honest mistakes; it is not for me to say; but, 
at any rate, in all these matters of professional 
skill, of scientific examination, requiring knowl- 
edge, I see no objection; but I see a great deal of 
good that: might come from making it imperative 
that the knowledge of all these men should be 
brought into requisition. 

The objection which the Senator from Florida 
makes, in gross, is, that it is going into detail. 
Sir, I think f understand the real root of the mat- 
ter; and it is, that those gentemen who wear 
epaulets do not like to be associated, in these re- 
ports, with men who are mere mechanics. They 
are willing to consult them informally on matters 
that they do not themselves know anything about, 
take their opinions, and give the opinions thus 
obtained as their own. These men now are not 
in any great degree responsible for opinions thus 

iven, but the officers trade on borrowed capital 
In that way.. Now, sir, I see no degradation to 
them in being associated with those who are mas- 
ters of their business in making reports upon 
which the expenditure of money is to be predi- 
cated. 

The amendment of the honorable Senator who 
is ch¥irman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
proposes to dispense with all that; and I see no 
good reason for it except what he states in gen- 
eral, that he objects to going into these details. 
I differ from him in the idea that we can do harm 
by placing the head of the Navy and his officers 
under as close restrictions and as careful guards, 
in the expenditure of money, as possible. There 
has been a great leak in this direction; and it is 
quite as well to make any movement that is 
thought to be a sensible one, which is designed, 
intended, for the purpose of preventing that waste 
of money. There is one clause of the House pro- 
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viso which I do not understand that the amend- |! 


ment of the Senator from Florida touches in any | 


shape. I would ask him to explain how far the 
last clause of his amendment differs from the pro- 
vision in the bill? 

Mr. MALLORY. It is not my object at all to 
deprive the Senate or the country or the Depart- 
ment of any means of ascertaining correctly the 
condition-of ships before making repairs; and if 
the provision comes from the source from which 
the honorable Senator says it does, which I have 
no doubt of, [have confidence in that gentleman’s 
judgment. Perhaps the adoption of this provision 
may lcad to making the master’ carpenters of the 
yard—I presume they are here referred to as 
master workmen; the master workmen are mas- 
ter block-makers, master riggers, &o.—it may re- | 
sult in making these permanent employments. I 
‘concur in that. I think they ought to be perma- 
nent employments; and I will modify my amend- 
ment to suit the observations of the Serfator from 
Maine,and make the provision which I have pro- 
posed to insert apply only to the last clause of the 
proviso on page 3, line forty-five. I propose to 
strike out all after the word ‘ power,” and then 
insert my amendment relating to information in | 
regard to the change of vessels from sailing to į 

| 
| 


| 
H 


steam vessels. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Let it be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: | 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy cause a careful 
examination to be made by naval officers, engineers, and | 
constructors into the condition of the sailing vessels of the 
Navy, and the cost of giving them, or any of them, full 

» steam power, together with the expediency of makingsuch 
change in view of the cost, condition, model, and gencral 
character of such vessels so altered ; and that the report of 
such officers, together with the Sceretary’s views thercon, 
be communicated to Congress at its next session. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know enough 
about that to object to it at all, and E will not un- 
dertake to sct up my opinion against that of the 
chairman of the committee; but Í suggest whether 
that amendment should not come in after the 
word “ ordered,” in the fortieth linc, for there is 
something above where the Senator proposes to 
insert it very much the same thing. 

Mr, MALLORY. Perhups it would be better; 
and I propose that the amendment come in after 
the word * provided,” in the forticth line. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And leave the other as 

it is? i 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well; I shall make 
ho opposition to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. [have only one otheramend- 
y 
ment, Itis.to insert, asa new section: 

And be it further enacted, That pursers in the Navy of the | 
United Stat atl hereafter be styled paymaster nd that 
all laws Wations applying to them as pursers, and alt 
responsibi sand obligations attaching to them as such, 
shall remain in-full force, and continue to apply to them 
under the title of paymasters. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I beg leave to offer the fol- | 
lowing amendment: 

vind be it further enacted, That the third section of the 
naval appropriation bill, approved the 3d of March, 1859, 
be so construed that, in case any officers were or would 
have been employed, on the termination of their cruise, op | 
special duty, in preparing the results thereot, he shall re- 
ecive te pay of such speeial duty of rank while he was | 
or would have been employed, as aforesaid. 

This is simply to settle a difficulty in the con- 
struction of the law asitnow stands, It appears 
that, at the Navy Department, there is some doubt 
as to the extent to which the third section of the 
bill of 1859 goes. ‘hat third section, in restoring 
the retired officers to the Navy list, provided for 
their pay up to the end of the cruise. It appears 
that there are several officers who when restored 
were on special duty at the time, and that special 
duty was continued during the period that they 
were on the retired list. It appears that the con- 
struction given to this clause by the Department 
now does not embrace those officers who were | 
restored that were performing special service at 
that time. One case, that I have particularly in 


my mind, was that of an officer who was taken 
sick while on duty at sea; was brought home after 
a cruise of eighteen months; was retired; and 
finally put back into the original position he oceu- 
pied before; and under this clause he has received 
merely his sea pay. Upon his return home, after 
he had been brought down to the retired list, he 


i 


: he is receiving his compensation for it. 


was ordered by the Department- to go on and 
complete the results of the work of his explora- 
tions up to the time that he had been brought 
home. He was on service some eighteen months, 
and the remainder of the cruise was performed 
by another officer, who is now carrying out the 
work assigned to him under a special order, and 
This 
particular officer is also upon special duty, per- 


‘forming the very same work up to the ume he 
_ was stricken down, for which he gets no pay at 


| Although I mistook the law to which reference 


all: ‘[his amendment is only to settle the con- 
struction of the law passed last year; and I believe 
the Attorney General entirely concurs in the pro- 
priety of the construction proposed by the amend- 
ment I have offered. 
_Mr. MALLORY. This refers, I believe, to 
but one officer; and even if it referred to more, it 
is a personal claim. I raise the point. of order, 
therefore, that it has no business on this bill, 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I beg leave to say one 
word to cxplain my view of this matter. When the 
officers who were dismissed by the Navy board 


were restored, Congress, intending to make their | 


situation exactly what it would have been if they 
had not been displaced, passed alaw with the intent 
of restoring them to all the pay to which they would 
have been entitled if they had not been removed. 
Some little difficulty arose in the construction of 
this law at the Department. It was referred to the 
Attorney General, and the Attorney General gave 
ita construction favorable to the officers. The Sce- 
retary of the Navy differed with the Atiorney Gen- 
eral, and refused to make the allowance. The 
effect ofthis anendmentis simply to grant to these 
‘officers what, according to the opinion of the At- 
torney General, they are entitled to, under existing 
laws; and the declaration here contained becomes 
necessary, because there is the Secretary of the 
Navy undertaking to differ with that officer of the 
Governmenton the construction of law. Ithink, 
therefore, itmay be considered as a payment au- 


| thorized by law. i 
Mr. WILSON. I regret very much that the 


act of last March was ever passed. I think it 
was a mistake,and I should vote cheerfully to re- 

ealit. I regret the passage of the act increas- 
ing the pay of officers of the Navy. I think it 
was a mistake to pass itatall, I am glad that the 


| Secretary of the Navy has construed that law very 


rigidly and very carefully. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. “This is under the law of 
1859, notygnder the pay law of the present ses- 
sion. 

Mr. WILSON. I misapprehended that point. 
e 
was made, the argument remains the samce. I 
hope we shall not adopt this amendment. I will 
say—though I say it with some deference—that Í 
have more confidence in the opinions of the Navy 
Department than I have in the opinions of the 
Attorney General. ‘There is something very sin- 


| gular about the opinions of the latter officer. It 


seems that he is willing to give any opinion that 
is wanted. He has construed this law one way, 
and the proper Department has construed it the 
other. J hope we shall not adopt this amend- 
ment, and interfere with the view of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. KENNEDY. If honorable Senators will 
allow me, I think I can make this case a little 
more plainly understood by stating the facts 
somewhat minutely. It appears that some years 
ago, I think in 1853 or in 1854, an expedition was 


ordered to the China seas, under the command of jj 


Captain Ringgold. When Captain Ringgold had 
been in those scas some cighteen months, he was 
stricken down by fever, and was in a very pros- 
trate state for along time, when he was super- 
seded in his command by Commodore Perry, and 
sent home. Upon his return home, a charge was 
made that his mind was affected. A board of 
examiners sat upon his case, and pronounced him 
entirely restored to health, and entirely sane. 
During the ti zl 
retiring beard struck him down from a comma nder 
to the retired list. One of the very first acts that 
was done under the operation of the law author- 
izing the reopening of the cases of those gentle- 
men who were retired and dropped, was the restor- 
ing of Captain Ringgold to his original command, 
and he has been from that day to this performing 
the special service of preparing the results of that 
voyage of cighteen months, under the orders of 


me that he was coming home, the |! 


Secretary Dobbin, with the assurance arid: under 
express ordets, now on ‘file, that he‘ shoul 
paid for al! his personal expenses incurred 4 
paring those charts. He is out of pocket for office 
rent and dor clerk’ hire in:preparing those charts 
under that order, some one thousand of twelve ~ 
hundred dollars. He supposed, when this amen 
mènt was put upon the appropriation bill of 1 
ear, that it would cover his case, arid I-will re 
it to refresh the memory of Senators." The' clause 
is: : EA TAS E 
$ p & bi 
“Sree. 3. Andbeit further enacted, That the sixth section 
of the act of 16th January, 1857, entitled “An actto amend 
an act:to promote the efficiency of the Navy,’ shall bese 
construed as to include officers. who, atthe time they were 
dropped or placed on the reserved list, had been detached 
from duty or removed ftom command for supposed inem- 
ciency or unfitness, but who Have since been restored to 
the active list; and'such officers shall receive the same pay 
they were receiving, respectively, when they were so des 
tached or removed, up to the termination of their cruise; 
when so detached, deducting any pay they may. have other- 
wise received during the time aforesaid? | DA 
Under the construction given to that law, the 
resent Secretary thinks that Captain Ringgold 
is not entitled to any compensation for the. service 
| that he was performing under the special orders 
| of Secretary Dobbin, upon his return home when 
he was pronounced to be entirely restored to 
health. ‘This is merely to give him, the pay that 
is now given to his successor in the command of 
that expedition, Commander Rodgers, who, after 
| taking charge of the squadron, went on and fin- 
ished the surveys of those seas, came home,.and 
is now employed in. preparing the results of his 
voyage. Captain Ringgold is doing precisely the 
same thing 5 


„and has been doing. it from ‘the very 
moment he reported himself to the Navy Depart- 
ment. The law, as it has been construed, only 
gives him the pay to which he would have been 
entitled for sca-service without this particular 
| special duty that he has been performing under 
the orders of a previous Sceretary of the Navy. 
The Fourth Auditor has pronounced his claim 
just, and one that ought to be paid without trouble, 
‘The matter has been twice referred to the Attor- 
ney General, and the Attorney General concurs 
in the justice and propricty of it, as I understand. 
I saw the Secretary ofthe Navy myself, in regard 
to it, and he was not very clear as to Captain 
Ringgold’s case being embraced, because the lav 
said the officer should be paid up to the termina- 
tion of the cruise only; but on the termination of 
the cruisc and returning home he reported himself’ . 
for servicc, and, in accordance with ‘tho, previous 
| instructions that: had been given tohim.by-a- 
vious Secretary, he went onto carry’them out. 
has since been cmployed in that service up to this 
hour; but from tie fact that he was stricken down, 
removed from his command, and put upon the 
retired list, he only gets the benefit of the law of 
last year for the position that he would have occu- 
pied if he had not been upon that particular ser+ 
vice. He merely asks now what is allowed to 
Commander Rodgers for preparing the résults of 
the end of the same cruise. 

Mr. MALLORY. This is evidently a private 
claim. That is the point I made; but if itis de- 
cided against me, L wish to speak to the merits 
of the proposition. t be 

Mr. KENNEDY. I ask for the amendment 
merely to settle the construction of this law atthe 
Depariment. ` i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Broren in 
| the chair.) The amendment contains no appro- 
| priation, and the Chair thinks it is not liable to 
i exception under the rule. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then Iwill address myself 
| to the merits of the case. This isa private claim 
(of Commander Ringgold. ‘The proposition isto 
i give him pay to a certain amount, and to givesit 


i to nobody else. I shall not now indicate what 
my vote would be on this claim, if it were pre- 
sented on its own merits as a private bill, and I 
| hope it will come upin that shape. It does not 
|| come here with the recommendation of the Navy 
Department. There is nothing before us show- 
ibg its approbation by the Department that has 
examined it, and has the matter in charge. It is 
an extension of pay to which I object in toto, as 
at present advised. 

The sixth section of the bill of 1857, to which 
allusion has been made, gave those officers who 
were retired and dropped and restored again, 
the pay they were drawing when so retired or 
dropped. ‘That is the case of Commander Ring- 


| 
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gold... He had been relieved from duty on account 
of: physical, inability, and in that condition was 
retired.. He was restored again; and he receives 
the pay he was getting when he was so retired. 
He was retired for physical inability which he 
was undergoing, as I say, at the time he was re- 
tired, and when restored he drew the pay which 
he was entitled to draw under the bill. But this 
amendment goes one step further. 

‘Then, sir, by a subsequent law, we extended 
that section to embrace another class of officers. 
By the act of March 3, 1859, we extended the pro- 
visions of that clause to other officers who could 
notget the pay. Now this provision for Mr. Ring- 
gold makes a third class of officers, namely, those 
who did ‘special duty, or those who might have 
done. special duty. The amendment is: 

That the third section of the naval appropriation bill, 
approved the 3d of March, 1859, be so construed that, in 
case any officers were or would have been employed? — 

Cases where they were employed are embraced 
already by the existing law, but now it is pro- 
posed to embrace cases where the officers 
“would have been employed, on the termination of their 
cruise, ‘on special duty in preparing the results thercof ;?— 

And proposes to give 
the pay of such special duty of his rank while he was or 
would have been employed, as aforesaid. 

| I object, by this special legislation, to taking a 
single gentleman from an entire class and legis- 
lating for him specially on an appropriation bill, 
particularly when we have inereased the pay not 
only of himself, but of every officer in the service; 
and for this reason the Naval Committee have re- 
sisted every importunity from personal claimants 
at this session. There have been hundreds, I will 
say, before the Naval Committee, so framed in 
different ways as to evade the rulc of order that 
they might come in on the appropriation bill; bat 
wo have staved them off, with a desire to bring 
this bill to the Senate withouta single private claim 
uponit, Iwill notindicate that Captain Ringgold 
is not entitled to this pay; butif his bill comes up 
on its own merits, I will give it mature attention, 
and go as far to give him his just compensation as 
any ey else. 

_ The amendment was rejected. 


> Mr, HALE. [have a small amendment which 
l am instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to present as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, 'That section five of the naval 
appropriation act, approved August 31, 1852, allowing a 
percentage on the pay of the clerks employed at the n 

gtd and marine barracks in the city of Washington, shall 

y so construed as to include the clerks and porter in the 


Navy agent's office for said yard, and the messenger in the jį 


commandant’s office. 


Mr, MALLORY. I raise the point of order 
on that, in the first place, to settle the question 
whether, the amendment is in order. 1 was out- 
voted upon it in the Naval Committec.. I thought 
ita personal claim—a private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks. it is presented in the shape of legislation. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment makes no appro- 
priation; it is not retros nective, but is simply 
explanatory of an act; ase ifthe Senate will hear 
me for a moment, I think they will have no hesi- 
taney in adopting it. In 1854 the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Gwin,] at that time chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported the 
same amendment, and itwas adopted by the Sen- 
ate without a division; and he made an explana- 
tion of it, which, as it is only about ten Imes, I 
will read: 

“Ch will state that, by that act, an increase of compensa- 
tion was made-to the officers in the navy-yard. ‘The Navy 
agent here, however, for the convenience of the Govern- 
ment and the Department, does not hold his office in the 
yard; and therefore, while the naval storekeeper and all 
the clerks in the navy-yard get the benefits of that act, the 
clerks of the Navy agent do not get any increase. ‘This is 
to equalize all the clurks attached to the nayy-yard.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to without a divis- 
ion.. An act was passed in 1852 increasing the 
compensation of the clerks in the 
ington, and from the accident that the Navy agent 
did not hold his office in the navy~yard, his clerks, 
bya rigid construction of the Comptroller, were 
excluded. The Comptroller was afterwards sat- 
isfied that it was wrong, and he requested that 
this amendment be adopted. It was adopted in the 
Senate unanimously in 1854, and by the instruc- 
tion of the same committee it was again offered 
in 1858, and the same reasons were given for it; 
but the Globe says that Mr. Hunrer, of Virginia, 


city of Wash- || 


-and exclude all the other seven yards in the Uni- 


took the exception that it was a private claim. 
Now I think that must be a slander upon that gen- 
tleman, because he never would have raised such 


an objection as that; but the Globe so says. He || 


did it upon the ground that it was retroactive; 
but it is not retroactive; it simply directs the ac- 
counting officers to pay it for the future. As it 
is so just, as it passed the Senate unanimously 
once, and is recommended by three naval com- 
mittees, and is simply to do an act of tardy justice 
to these poor clerks, who get little enough at any 
rate, I hope the Senate will adopt it. A 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the Chair decide the 
amendment to be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senater from New 
Hampshire say it is not retrospective? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; ‘ shall” isin the future 
tense in my grammar. 


Mr. MALLORY. It provides that: 


« Section five of the naval appropriation act, approved : 
August 31, 1852, allowing a percentage on the pay of the 
clerks employed at the navy-yard and marine barracks in | 
the city of Washington, shalt be so construed as to include 
the clerks and porter in the Navy agent’s oflice for said yard, 
and the messenger in the commandaut’s office.” 


Thatis retrospective, or nothing. It pays them 
for the last eight years; but whether it does or 
not, L hope the Senate will vote itdown; that they 
will not take up one class of clerks or messen- 
gers, in one special yard in the city of Washing- | 
ton, who have access to members of Congress, | 


ted States, and the other clerks, who are knock- | 
ing at the doors of Congress for relief. It isa | 
kind of special legislation that I think is ill-timed; 
and I hope it will be voted down. i 

Mr. HALE. This act increased the compen- 
sation of the clerksafew hundred dollars. At the 
time it was passed it was supposed Navy agents’ | 
clerks were included; but they were excluded sim- | 
ply from the accident that the Navy agent did not 
hold his office in the navy-yard. Having said 
that, I leave the matter. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish simply to observe 
that, on the reading of the amendment, [can have 
no possible doubt of its retrospective effect. It 
goes back to the passage of the act to which jt 
refers. , 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Thaveone moreamendment. On 
page 9, I move to strike out lines two Ifindred 
and seven, two hundred and cight, and ywo hun- 
dred and nine, in these words: 


“ Por preparing for publication the American Nautical | 
Almanac, $25,880.” | 
| 


We have two scientific establishments in the 
Navy—the Naval Academy at Annapolis, with a 
large list of professors; and the National Observ- 
atory in this city, where we have a large num- ; 
ber of scientific men; and it is also suggested to | 
me that we have the Coast Survey, with a large | 
corps of scientific men. F think it is bad policy | 
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to pay $25,000 outside of all this for preparing | 
this Nautical Almanac. I do not know how the | 
money is spent now, but I know how it used to | 
be spent. It used to make a sort of sinecure—a | 
place of amusement for some extra officers out- | 
side of the regular scientific operations of the | 
Navy. Thatis what it was years ago. I have | 
not had my attention called to it so much since; | 
but as we have a Coast Survey, which costs us i 
about half a miliona year, and this “light-house 
to the skies’ here, the Observatory, and the Naval | 
Academy at Aunapolis, I think we ought to have | 
enough force to prepare a Nautical Almanac with- | 
out giving $25,000 a year outside of these corps | 
to prepare It. | 

Mr. PEARCE. I hope this provision will not | 
be stricken out. J have heard nothing from the 
Senator from New Hampshire which indicates | 
that he is fully informed in regard to this estab- 
lishment. He scemg to be horror-stricken at an 
appropriation of $25,000, and, if I understand him ! 
aright, to have an idea that this establishment is 
simply to make provision for some scientific gen- 
tlemen who happen to be officers of the Navy, or 
others who are outside of the Navy. Now, sir, | 
I am not going to repeat to the Senate the neces- | 
sity or the importance of this work; butcertainly | 
I may say this much: that everybody must be | 
aware that a Nautical Almanac is indispensable to | 
navigation, and that this country oughtto have one | 
foritsclf; it should not be dependent altogether on | 


England. Untilthis Nautical Almanac was author- 
ized bylaw, all the navigation ofthe United States 
was dependent upon England for that book, with- 
out which no ship sails the seas, or can sail with- 
out danger. This establishment is solely for the 
purpose of furnishing our marine with that which 
is indispensable to them. The Senator has as- 
signed no good reason for striking it out. If he 
can show that the appropriation 1s too large, let 
him state the facts whiclf show that to be so; not 
without information blindly strike down an es- 
tablishment of value—of necessity, I may say—to 
the naval service, and to our mercantile marine. 
I hope the Senate. will not listen to the objection, 
which is not founded upon any knowledge of the 
facts in the case. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY. Isitin order, before the vote 
is taken on striking out, to reduce the amount? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. [ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire to take the question first on reducing 
the amount. He can move to strike it all out 
afterwards. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can make the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to amend the clause 
by reducing the amount to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out the clause as amended. 

Mr. HALE. 1 wish some one would state the 
necessity of paying this $15,000. We have a 
great many scientific officers in the Coast Survey, 
in the Observatory, and in the Naval Academy, 
and if we have not got scientific skill and attain- 
ment enough there to make this Nautical Alma- 
nac without paying this extra compensation, let 
us know it, and lct us know what this is for. 
The honorable Senator from Maryland says I 
made no statement of what this money is spent 
for. I know something about the way it used to 
be spent. I know it was spent by taking a Navy 
lieutenant and sending him, not to our Observa- 
tory, nor to the Coast Survey, nor to the Naval 
Academy, but he was sent to Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, and employed in the observatory at 
Cambridge, and the Secretary of the Navy asked 
that in consideration of these services he might 
have $3,000 a year for superintending this Nauti- 
cal Almanac. We voteditdown. He came here 
year after year, and we voted it down just as 
often as he came. Then, sir, the Secretary of 
the Navy got the strange notion, which seems to 
have obtained somewhat since, that if he esti- 
mated for enough to pay an officer $3,000, and we 


gave him all the money he asked without making 


any special assignment of it, by virtue of that he 
had a right to pay $3,000, though the laws of the 
United States said the officer should have but 
$1,500; and actually in the face of these repeated 
votes refusing this 43,000 salary, he paid it to the 
superintendent of this Nautical Almanac. He 
not only did that, but he went years back, and 
paid him a salary of $3,000 for several years, al- 
though just as often as it came up, we had voted 
it down. That is what made me say that the 
money had been used heretofore in the manner 
which F indicated, 

Now, | think it isa disgrace, I think it is de- 
rogatory to the scicntific attainments of the gen- 
tlemen who fill the places in the three establish- 
ments that we have, to say that they cannot make 
this Nautical Almanac if it is necessary; and 
therefore I am opposed to paying any more for it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to be informed 
what was the nature of the amendment which L 
am told was adopted just now. 

Mr. MALLORY. Reducing the appropriation 
to $15,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. My attention was called off 
for a moment when the amendment was submit- 
ted to reduce the appropriation. I move to recon- 
sider it, because it has been adopted hy the Sen- 
ate without understanding it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I think there is a misappre- 
hension. I think the question was not taken on 
any proposition to reduce the amount, Í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. PEARCE. Well, sir, I move to recon- 
sider that vote; and Į will state as a reason why 
I do it, that the Senate has blindly cut down the 
appropriation from $25,090 to $15,000, without 
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believe, without Senators generally being aware 
of what was offered. Now, sir,a Nautical Alma- 
nac is an admitted necessity of our Navy and 
mercantile marine. No one willdeny that. Every 
sailor who navigates the ocean must use this al- 
manac morning, noon, afternoon, and night, in 
making his calculations. 

Mr. MALLORY. I deny it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Well, sir, if the gentleman will 
find any decent navigator who will undertake to 
cross the occan without using the Nautical Aima- 
nac, he will find that thing, rara. avis. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will show you a thou- 
gand. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have been at sea myself, and 
I have found it was always used by navigators; 
and I do not know how they can estimate their 
position accurately without it. It is universall 
employed in all ships. We formerly obtained it 
from England. It must be calculated two or three 
years beforehand, in order to supply ships who 
go on long voyages atsca, This Nautical Alma- 
nac which we have established has brought down 
the price of the British book to half what it was 
before, or Jess, I think. Now, we ought not, 
withoutinguiry and proper consideration, to deny 
an appropriation whichis founded onan estimate 
by persons competent to make it, of unsuspected. 
honor, honor as stainless as that of any member 
of this body, and included by the Secretary, I 
believe, in the estimates which he has sent to us. 
I ask, therefore, that the Senate will reconsiderit. 

Mr. MALLORY. A word as to the remark 
of the Senator from Maryland with reference to 
the impossibility of getting along without this 
almanac. The British Nautical Almanac is used 
all over the world; and when the Senator says 
he would be surprised to learn that any experi- 
enced navigator would cross the Atlantic without 
this Nautical Almanac, he forgets, fora moment, 
of course, that the British Nautical Almanac is 
universal. 

Mr. PEARCE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
I did not say that no navigator crossed the ocean 
without this particular Nautical Almanac, but 
withouta Nautical Almanac, whether published in 
England or here. 

Mr. MALLORY. This Nautical Almanac is 
before us; we are referring to the one before us; 
and I supposed the Senator meant the one partic- 
ularly under our consideration. 

Now, sir, why should we reduce this appro- 
priation to $15,000, the Senator asks. I simply 
offer that amendment, because it commenced at 
$13,000; and because, in sessions gone by, I have 
shown how, year by year, these appropriations 
swell up; and this is not the highest sum which 
has been asked for this very work. I believe we | 
can do it at. $10,000 as well as at $30,000, if the 
Administration will make use of the talent and 
money already expended in the Navy for the 
compilation of this almanac; which it does not. 

The law of 1842 authorizes the placing of this 
almanac under the charge of any officer not below 
the grade of a lieutenant. A very accomplished 
officer had charge of it, until he was called off to 
sea duty, and then a professor of mathematics 
‘had charge of it; andnow I understand the officer 
formerly at the head of it is again in charge. He 
ig eminently accomplished and fitted for this work. 
But, sir, we arc supporting an observatory here 
at an immense expense. o 
to sce the expenditures of that establishment, it 
will be amazed. ‘The Observatory is an estab- | 
lishment which commenced as a simple depot of | 
charts—a place in which to deposit charts—not 
our own charts, because, up to a recent date, we 
had made none; but we have been relying on the 
charts of all other parts of the world, and we 
simply accumulated the charts of all other por- 
tions of the world. That has grown up here now 
into an observatory, for which estimates of a very 
large amount are before you every year, at which 
you support six naval professors of mathematics, 
besides a great many. computers from civil life, | 
and clerks and messengers and gardeners—a large 
establishment. Now, with every appliance and | 
means for the compilation ofthis Nautical Almanac 
I have manifested my surprise timeand again that 
we do not compile it within our own means; that 
we do not do as the British Government does; as 


When Congress comes +} 


other Governmentsdo, We distinguish our offi- 
cers who possess special skill—special mathemat- 


i be done for that. 


| is on reconsidering the vote adopting the amend- | 


| of building these steamers, in order more effect- | 
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any reason being assigned that I heard, and, I | 


ical ability—by allowing them to remain on shore; 
we supply them, at a very large expense, with 
all instruments for observation; and yet we send 
to Cambridge for the compilation of this Nautical 
Almanac, and we employ a host of civilians as 
computers. We engage young men at Annapo- 
lis who are eminently fitted for this identical work. 
The Nautical Almanac having beenalready estab- 
lished, and existing ata cost of $13,000, I have 
no reason to believe but that it can be done now 
at even a lower figure. We should be shown 
some reason why $25,000 should be given. We 
all know how these estimates are sentin. The 
gentleman in charge of the work advances his 
opinion. that it will take this much moncy, and 
upon that opinion the money is voted. 

I do not propose to strike out the Nautical Al- 
manac altogether, but I honestly believe you can 
get along with $15,000 and save $10,000. The 
House of Representatives last year cut down from 
the naval estimates $1,180,827, and this year 
$1,390,000, making in two sessions of Congress 
nearly three million dollars. Neither the Naval 
Committee nor the Finance Committee here has 
proposed to restore a single cent. Lam glad, how- 
ever, that the Senator from New Hampshire has 
called our attention to this item, for we did not 
consider it in committce. Although this isa small 
matter, still, as it is discussed, I will say that I 
think there is room foramendment. To be sure, 
I am not an expert in the matter; 1 have no spe- 
cial information other than that which the legis- 
lation of Congress affords us; but I think from 
that legislation, from the fact that this work has 
been done for $13,000, it can be done again, espe- 
cially if you will omit from the Nautical Almanac 
all those long dissertations upon geodetic surveys, 
and other, I will not say abstract matters, but 
certainly matters that have very little to do with 
the pure elements of a nautical almanac—the 
means of enabling navigators to traverse the oecan, 
If you will leave all those calculations out and 
not give place to the peculiar views of certain 
parties who are employed as computers or calcu- | 
lators, I have no doubt you can get along with | 
this sum. 

I should be sorry to see the Nautical Almanac | 


discontinued, for Lam in favor of fostering a work | 


of this kind as an American work, although we | 
buy the British for fifty cents in any store, and it | 
is a small volume. 
ing this work, and for another reason, We are 
now supplying it to the book stores at the cost 
price, and the sale of the Nautical Almanac docs 
reimburse the Government in part for the expend- 
iture of publishing it. That is one reason why I 
should not do away with it altogether; but I trust 
the amendment restricting it to $15,000 will be 
adhered to, unless it can be shown that it cannot 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


ment of the Senator from Florida. 
The motion to reconsider was not agreed to— 
ayes nine, noes not counted. 
“Mr. HALE. Now, with the consent of the | 
Senate, I withdraw the „motion to strike out the 


clause this year. y | 
year, and I hope to get off the other $15,000 next | 
year. I withdraw my amendment. 


t 

. i 

Mr. WILSON. I offer this amendment, to be | 
inserted after the word ‘ dollars,” in the twen- : 
tieth line: 
Provided, That of this sum, $300,000 shall be for the pu 
chase of three steam vessels, to be employed in the sup- 
pression of the slave trade; said steamers to be not less than 
three hundred and fifty tons, nor more than eight hundred 
tons burden, and to be purchased under the direction of the 
Seerctary of the Navy, after a full and thorough examina- 
tion of the same by an cxamining board, to be composed of } 
twa naval ofiecrs, two naval constructors, and two engi- 
neers of the Navy; and after the report of said examining j 
board on the condition and qualities of the boats recom- | 
mended or reported to the Department has been mined į 
by the chief of the bureau of Construction and Repa and} 
after his recommendation, that the purchase of any steam- | 
er so recommended or reported on be made- | 
i 


Some weeks ago I submitted a bill to build if 


five steam-sloops for the purpose of aiding in sup- 
pressing the African slave trade. The Committee 
on Naval Affairs reported in favor of appropria- 
ting $1,000,000 to build seven steam vessels. That) 
bill has not been taken up, nor has any amend- | 
ment been moved upon this bill for the purpose | 


ually to suppress the slave trade. I have now | 


Stll, I am in favor of pursu- || 


We have got $10,000 off this j 


fall parts of the 
those vessels that this estimate for repairs and 


proposed, simply, not to increase.@he appropria= 
tions, but to use $300,000 of the money appropri= 
ated in the bill for repairs, to purchascthree steam- 
ers, under proper guards and restrictions, to be 
used to aid in the suppression of the:slave trade, 
The opinions of naval officers, and-all other -per=, 
sons interested in the suppression of the’ slave, 
trade, are that we ought to employ some-steam- 
ers for that purpose. 1 have now moved -this 
amendment, which does not increase the amount 
appropriated, but simply takes $300,000 of the 
money appropriated by the bill, for the purchase 
of three steamers adapted to the wants ofthe 
Navy in this respect. : 

Mr. HAMMOND. I am not opposed invany 
particular to arresting the slave trade. I will vote 
for any measure that E think calculated to put an 
end to it; but after the passage, here, the other 
day, of the act which authorizes the President to 
make a contract to give $100 to some society to 
take care for six months of every recaptured Af- 
rican, which was amended in the House by.mak- 
ing it $150 a head, I shall be very careful how I 
vote for anything conducing to the capture-of' 
Africans. This question was debated when I was 
not here, twice in the Senate; and I do not think 
| the fact was stated to the Senate that, by the laws 
of Liberia, all recaptured Africans are necessarily 
apprenticed for seven years orlonger, According 
to some regulation, they are put up to the lowest 
bidder who will take them. The society that con: 
| tracts with the United States to take charge of 
these Africans for six months, at one hundred or 
one hundred and fifty dollars a head, will pocket 
the moncy;and the moment the negrocs arelanded 
on the coast, under the laws of Liberia, they are 

ut up and apprenticed, and thus made slaves of. 

suppose the Government will take what: is bid 
| for them; but the society will pocket the $100; 
and morcover, if it was a bona fide transaction, 
and the society had to support the slaves, I know 
enough of what is required to support slaves, to 
know that. ten dollars a year would be an ample 
remuneration for sipporting:a negro in Africa. 

Now, sir, every captured African is worth from 
one hundred to one hundred and fifty dollars to 
this society, with whom the Government is au- 
thorized to contract; and what will be the result? 
| Why, sir, vessel after vessel will be sent out from 
| Africa for the special purpose of being captured; 
and these threc little steamers that Senators want 
to place on the coast of Africa to catch them will 
be in incessant employment. It would not sur- 
prise me at all if, within the next twelve months, 
there were ten thousand of these Africans recap- 
tured and landed at Liberia. It is nothing inthe 
world buta clear vote to the Colonization Society, 
and a vote for the support of Liberia. Therefore, 
while I say the Senator ‘himself cannot be more 
| thoroughly disposed to put an end to the African 
slave trade than I am, while there is no measure 
that I think calculated to effect that purpose which 
I would not vote for as cheerfully and supportas 
zealously as he would, I shall oppose all these 
things as speculations. upon the Government for 
the benefit of the Colonization Society and: the 
| colony of Liberia. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts proposes to purchase vessels for the 
Navy, and to take this amount of money out of 
the money appropriated by the House for equip- 
ment and repairs. The estimates for the equip- 
ment and repair of the Navy have been carefully 
made, in view of the reduction made at the last 
! session, and they amounted, by absolute necessity, 
to $2,523,000. That amount has been reduced in 
the House $1,000,000. Now, sir, the equipment 
and repair of the vessels which it will this year be 
necessary to keep afloat must necessarily. suifer, 
if we agree to this proposition. They are steam 
vessels, and the wear and tear of steam vessels is 
infinitely greater—I cannot now give the percente 
age—than those propelled by sails. You have 
| all the clements of deterioration ina steam vessel 
that you have in a sail vessel, and superadded 
you have the heat, which is a very great agent 
indeed of destruction. We now have inthe Navy, 
i which have been recently built, you may say, 
these six crack steam frigates, and five crack steam 


i 


| sloops, and cight smaller sloops. Those are:the 


yessels which now do the duty of your Navy in 


globe, and it is principally for 


equipments of $2,523,000 was made, which sum, 
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as Fhavealready stated, the House has reduced 
4,000,000, 


of the.sum of: money which the House has appro- 
priated to equipment and repair, to buy new ves- 
sels, which, when bought, I will tell the Senator, 
will not'be-fit for the service. But why should he 
take-this money to buy new vessels, when the very 
vessels that are now afloat, and which we have 
built; and some of which will be employed to pre- 
yént this very African ‘slave trade, will necessarily 
have to. be laid up in your docks, if there is no 
money to keep them afloat? If the Senator pro- 
posed a new sum of $500,000 to build vessels there 


might.be-some reason in it; but to take the sum | 


out-of. that appropriation which is already defi- 
cient, and. which, must be appropriated to keep 
vessels already built afloat for this identical pur- 
pose, it appears to me is a proposition the Sena- 
tor will not persist. in, upon av examination of it, 

Now, sir, as to. the gencral proposition of buy- 
ing these vessels, we authorized the President to 
buy some vessels for the Paraguay expedition, 
because, by the contract. he made, it was much 
cheaper to buy these vessels than to pay the 
charter. I apprehend, had Congress contemplated 
it-as.ameasure separateand apart from the charter, 
they would not have authorized it. It has proved 
a bad bargain, I think, and a very expensive pur- 
chase. To the best of my knowledge, about sixty 
thousand dollars have already been expended on 
one of those vessels at a recent date. One has 
never been able to reach the United States from 
the La Platte; she is there yet. 

Our vessels have been very successful upon the 
coastof Cuba in the suppression of the slave trade. 
They havecaptured, ata recentdate, threeslavers; 
and I presume that we shall sec that the coast of 
Cuba 1s the proper cruising ground for all Amer- 
ican vesscls that are sent to suppress the slave 
trade, While we have been cruising on the coast 
of Africa ever since the Ashburton treaty, without 
scarcely roaking a capture effectual of a single 
slaver,inthe course of six weeks we have captured 
three on the coast of Cuba. f will not say that 
there are sufficient vessels for that purpose there 
now; but we have these seven gun-boats, several 
of which have gone to sea, and others are fitting 
out, which are used partially for this purpose. 
The. Secretary of the Navy has given orders, 
which are resulting very eflicaciously, indeed, in 
the suppression of this trade, And l trust, when 
we wish to add vessels to the Navy, whether to 
suppress the slave trade or otherwise, that we 
will have them built at our own yards. It is a 
very false economy to bay cheap vessels for the 
Navy. They have always cost more than they 
come to. We realize the fable of having the wolf 


“Now, the proposition is to take about one half | 
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|| apprentices of all those they capture, and does not 


send them back at-all.. It is understood—I am 


not well informed on the subject it is true, but E| 


believe it is not denied—that Great Britain never 


i sends back any Africans that are captured by the 


vessels of that nation to Africa. “They appren- 
tice them; they use them as slaves in the colonies, 
and sometimes put them in the black regiments 
when they become sufficiently civilized to be used 
in that way. Itbink if we are at the expense of 
sending back by that treaty all the negroes we 
capture, that Great Britain ought to be required 
to do the same thing; and if she does not the 
treaty ought to be abrogated. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, in reply to the 
Senator from Florida, J must say that I feel it to 
be my duty to press to a vote the amendment I 
have felt constrained to move, to the effect that 
$300,000 of this appropriation for the repairs of 
ships shall be used to purchase steamers for the 
suppression of the African slave trade. Some 
weeks ago J introduced a bill to construct five 
steamers to aid in the suppression of the slave 
trade on the African coast, and the Senator from 


| Florida, chairman of the Naval Committee, has 


reported the bill back to build seven steamers. Í 
desire to have this bill pass; but I am assured that, 
if itshould pass, these steamers cannot begot ready 
for use for more thana year. We ought not to 
wait a year for action. We necd the steamers 
now—this very summer. The painful fact flashes 
upon us, that great efforts are now being made to 
increase the dishonoring traffic in the children of 
Africa, Within the past few months several ves- 


| sels have left the city of New York for the coast 


of Africa, and it is well known that. these ships 
are fitted out for the slave trade. It is an undc- 
niable fact—undeniable because it has been judi- 
cially scttled—that officers of the United States in 
the city of New York have allowed these slave 
trade vessels to go to sea, and taken money for 
thus allowing those vessels to sail, I have seen 
letters written by respectable gentlemen in the 
city of New York, saying that vessels are contin- 
ually sailing from that city to engage inthe slave 
trade, and that the officers of the United States 
there do not exercise the vigilance they ought to 
exercise. There can be no doubt of the fact atall, 
that our flag is prostituted to carry on this traffic; 
that American ships are used for the purpose of 
carrying on the traffic, and that persons in this 
country are doing more, directly or indirectly, to 
carry on the slave trade than all the rest of man- 
kind. The stain of this slave trade crime and 
guilt is upon our country and countrymen; and 
the rest of mankind are conscious of our dishon- 
orable complicity in a traffic branded by the na- 
tion as piracy. 


tains of these steamersand the slave-tradcrs on the 


coastof Africa, Whatis the usc of talking about 
any attempt to put an end to the slave trade when 
we have had here, a few days ago, a premium of 
$100to be paid on every African that should be sent 
on the high seas to be captured? I have not the 
slightest doubt that the increase of the slave trade 
for the last year is owing’ to the way in which 
the Echo recaptured Africans were treated. You 
voted a large-sum for them here, and paid a large 
sum of money for theix supportin Africa. [twas 
a profitable transaction. Doubtless they were 
made apprentices, and are now, in fact, slaves to 
negroes in Africa. It was found to be a moncy- 
making transaction; and if you now insist on 
this premium of $100 or $150 on every recaptured 
African carricd to Liberia, I give you my word 
you will catch five or ten thousand in the course 
of the next year. If United States officers are 
capable of complicity with slave-traders any- 
where, the arrangement could be made with the 
officers having charge of these little steamers to 
allow the officers and crew-of the slaver to es- 
cape and take in the recaptured Africans by thou- 
sands to Liberia. That will be the result. You 


| may talk about humanity and charity, and all 


that; but the practical result is to increase the 
slave trade. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have one word to say 
upon the argument of the Scnator from South 
Carolina. It strikes me as not very probable. I 
do not sce that it is very likely that people will 
be at the expense of fitting out slave vessels, or 
going to the coast of Africa and buying a cargo 
of Africans and bringing them to this country or 
to Cuba, to have them taken, and have their ves- 
sel and cargo all lost, and themselves run the risk 
of being hanged, for the purpose of letting some- 
body else get the benefit of the $100 for carrying 
them back. It does not strike me as probable 
that that will increase the slave trade much. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I beg the pardon of the 
Senator; but these vessels are to go upon the coast 
of Africa. They intend to make the thing a good 
deal cheaper. They want to put these little 
steamers right there; and you have passed a law 
that the President shall send all recaptured Afri- 
cans direct to Africa at once, wherever they are 
captured, without bringing them here; and this is 
the completion and complement of that specula- 
tion, You are to put a few small steamers on the 
coast of Africa, and catch them right there, It 
will be all arranged in twenty-four hours, and 
they will be sent right back, and the captors will 
get $100 a head. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not sce how that 
is to benefit the persons who fit out the vessels, 
and get the Africans, in the first place. They do 


by the cars; itis very expensive to hold on, and 
of course it is equally dangerous to let go. The 
cheapest thing we could have done with those 
Paraguay vessels after they came here, rather 
than to repair them, would have been to have | 
taken the boilers out and laid them up; for if we 

persist in repairing them, they will cost more 

than the vessels eould be properly built for. 

For these reasons, L trust the Senate will not 
adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- ! 
chusctts. Ele will see himself that the object he | 
has dn view will rather be crippled than attained 


Under these circumstances, [ think it becomes 
us, asa humane and Christian people, to make 
special efforts to put an”end to this traffic; to re- 
deem the character of this nation, pow dishonored 
in the face of the world, by suppressing, as far as 
possible, a trafic that is a dishonor to buman na- 
ture itself. I know that the sum appropriated is 
a very small one, perhaps it is too small for the 
| purposes required; but, sjr, this amendment pro- 
poses to appropriate this $300,000 in a way that 
will at once enable the Government to send to the 
African waters, now covered by slavers, a steam 
by the proposition. he advances, unless, indeed, || force that will be more effective than the force 
he.shall appropriate it as an original appropria- || now there in compliance with the stipulations of 
tion. from the ‘Treasury. ithe treaty of Washington. These small steam- 
» Mr. GWEN. I desire to offer as an amendment | Wk, sentat onee to the African waters, will, Lam 
to the. amendment of the Benator from Massa- || confident, capture or drive from the coast several 
chusetts, the following, asan additional proviso: || of the slavers which have, during the past few 
` race priorite furthers That the President be alae to months, left the harbors of this Christian coun- | 
ake ediate steps to procure ae rention to be entere 7 y } À Ey ani an 
into between the United suites aad Great Retain, making {| 4Y t0 Chgage in the work, of inhumanity and 
provision for the return hy cach to the coast of Africa upon SHaMC, W hich, to the disgrace of civilization, now 
the same terms and conditions of all Africans captared by i flourishes with renewed vigor. 
them, respectively, so long ax the cizhth article of th Mr. HAMMOND. ‘The Senator from Massa- 
y of Wa: ; commonly called the Ashburton | ehusetts charges the United States officers with 

some complicity, as I understand it. 


treaty, continu d on the refusal of the British | 

Government to enter into such convention, that the Pres hiy | 
Mr. MALLORY. The civil officers of New 

: York. 


ident signify to that Government the wish of the United 
| Mr. HAMMOND. 


States to terminate at once the said article. 
i sachusetts charges United States officers in New 


not receive the moncy. It scems that certain per- 
sons in this country are to fit out vessels to go to 
Africa for the sake of having them recaptured and 
the money to go to somebody else, besides run- 
ning the risk of being hanged for it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suppose the Senator has 
never heard of a joint stock company. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. A joint stock company 
| in which one loses his money and. the other is 
| hanged is an unequal bargain. 

Mr. HAMMOND. You do not hang him, 

Mr. MALLORY. [can very well appreciate 
the zeal of the Senator from Massachusetts in 
this matter. The Senator will bear me out inthe 
assertion that when he introduced this bill to 
suppress the African slave trade, the committee 
of which I have the honor to be chairman re- 
sponded by a bill which is now before us, and F 
have made an exertion to have that bill pass the 
Senate. I have appealed to the Senator frequently 
o know how those associated with him would 
view it; and I was ready to take it up at any 
ime and pass it. ‘Phat bill contained restrictions 
on the draft of water which would produce the 
: very best class of vessels to suppress this trade. 

Twill remind the Senator that there are now in 
the home squadron thirteen vessels, all told, and 
each vessel has an order expressly given to it to 
make every possible exertion to suppress the siave 
trade, and that fonr of those vessels, the four 
small steam vessels, the Mohawk, Water Witch, 
Wyandotte, and Crusader, are especially designed 
and adapted to no other purpose than cruising 
upon the coast of Cuba to suppress this trade, 1 
will ask the Senator whether this Government has 
not. discharged its whole duty in designating a 


Mr. President, if we are to legislate on the sub- 
ject of the-slave. trade at all en this bill, the 
amendment that. I propose ought to be adopted. 
The object is to require of Great Britain to send 


The Senator from Mas- 


| 
i York with some complicity in this slave trade; and 
al i he propases, by other United States officers, with | 
to‘Africa all the captured Africans as we send | these steam vessels, to put an end to it. Now, Ido | 
those that we capture to Africa. The two Gov- ii not know why there should be any complicity in | 
| | 
i pi 


ernments are required, by the stipulations of the || New York, between the United States officers and 
treaty, to capture slavers whenever they can. | the slave-traders; but I can very well understand | 
Now, it is understood that Great Britain makes |! why there should be complicity between the cap- | 
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force of this kind—nine vessels upon the coast of 
Africa and thirteen in our home squadron—espe- 
cially for it? 

I trust the 
money appropriated to equipment and repairs, 
which half is less than half of the estimates of the 
Department, to buy new steamers, which, as I 
say, when purchased, will all be worthless in a 
very short time, when in doing so the strong arm 
of the Navy, upon which we rely for the suppres- 
sion of this. very trade, will be withdrawn. Now, 
sir, these very steamers employed upon the coast 
of Cuba require repair at this time. ‘The estimate 
for one of them, I understand, is $10,000. Ifyou 
decrease the ability of the Department. to repair, 
you take a steamer from the coast of Cuba, and put 
another there which you purchase. Thatis to be 
the effect of it. 

Mr.GREEN. I understood from the Senator 
from Massachusetts that these steamers were to 
be employed on the coast of Africa. As that is 
the object, E shall vote againstit. If I wers satis- 
fied that there was a necessity for employing 
additional force as a preventive of the importation 
of Africans on the coast of the United States, I 
should vote forit; bu. I do not recognize the right 
in this Government, and in Cangress, to put a 
police force on the coast of Africa, or any other 
coast except our own. We can prevent impor- 
tation, but we have no right to prevent the slave 
trade. This idea was so forcibly presented upon 
my mind the other day, by the Senator from 
Georgia, that it has convinced me this is the true 
constitutional ground. Our right is to prevent 
importation, not. the trade in the abstract. The 
trade between Cuba and Africa, the trade between 
Brazil and Africa—these are questions beyond the 
scope and power of Congress to interfere with. 
Hence, if a preventive force on the coast of the 
United States should be required, it is clearly 
within our power, and I believe it is our duty, 
under existing laws, to supply that force. 

This is onc reason why I shall-vote against it. 


Let us leave the trade alane; and 1 really think, | 


as we have entered into treaty stipulations with 


Great Britain, that it would be well to give the | 


notice to terminate that treaty. It is the supreme 
law of the land so long as it continues a treaty; 
but we ought not to enlarge upon it, seeing that 


it is suicidal in its policy, beyond the scope and | 


power of the Government; and this would be an 
addition to it. Let us stop where we are; retrace 
our steps the moment the light has shone upon 
- us, and we sce the error we have committed. It 
is clearly an error, To prevent importation is 


right; itis within the power of the Government; | 


but to set ourselves up as general philanthropists 
to prevent an improper trade in Africa, or between 
Africa and any other country with which we 
have nothing to do, is beyond the scope and power 
of this Government. 


And now, Mr. President, as we have been 


very hard at work all the week, and are all cx- | 


hausted 

Several Senators. ‘Let us finish this bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; but I give notice 
that I shall move that the Senate adjourn until 
Monday at eleven o’clock. ‘There is no use in 
having a recess. We cannot finish this bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, yes, we can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
ison the amendment offered by the Senator from 
California to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILSON. Upon the amendment moved 
by the Senator from California to my amendment 
Lask for the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Let the amendment be | 


read. 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. l am opposed to that 
amendment. The stipulation in the eighth article 
of the treaty is as follows: 

«The parties mutually stipulate that each shall prepare, 


equip, and maintain in serviee on the coast of Africa, a suf- | 


ficient and adequate squadron, or naval force of vessels of 
suitable numbers and description, to carry, in all, not less 
than eighty guns, to enforce, separately and respectively, 
the la 
tries tor the suppression of the slave trade.” 


There is nothing in this article that requires the | 


‘laws, rights, and obligations”? of the two coun- 
tries, for the suppression of the slave trade, to bethe 
same oridentical. Thereverseisthefact. Hach, 


Senate will not take one half of the | 


s, rights, and obligations of each of the two coun- | 


| slaves, that we are to be at the expense of sending 


separately and respectively, is to enforce its own 
laws, rights, and obligations, in the mode which } 
each may decem the most effectual. The suppres- 
sion of the trade is one matier—the disposition or 
treament of recaptured Africans is another. The 
laws of each nation, as well for the suppression 
of the trade as the treatment of the recaptured Afri- 
cans, had been in existence many years before the 
ratification of this treaty. They were well known 
to the negotiators. But the treatment of the lib- 
erated Africans was not adverted to at all in the 
treaty; and the suppression of the trafic was to be 
by each country separately, according to its own 
laws, rights, and obligations. 

Would we allow Great Britain to propose that 
we should apprentice these Africans or enlist them 
in our armies, as she provided by her laws, or if 
not, that she would abrogate the treaty? Most of 
Africans recaptured by British vessels are sent to 
Sierra Leone, or some of the British towns on the 
coast of Africa. Comparatively few, and espe- 
cially for several years past, are sent to the West 
Indies. 

Butlet them be sent where they may, it is none 
of our concern under this treaty, unless, indeed, 
there was some proof that Great Britain was act- 
ing in collusion with the traders, or that she was 
carrying on the trade in disguise. Iam against 
the proposition, which is in effect to compel Great 
Britain to adopt our laws and our system for the 
suppression of the trade, as E would be against 
any proposal on the part of Great Britain that we 
should adopt her laws or system, or her mode of 
treatment of recaptured Africans. 

Mr. GWIN. Does the Senator from Texas 
oppose the amendment that I propose? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; fao oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. If, under the provisions of this 
treaty, we are under an obligation (which I ac- 
knowledge, and a proper one) to suppress the 
African slave trade, and, in recapturing these 


them back, then the other contracting party ought 
to send the captured Africans to the same place. 
They are sending them into slavery, or making 
apprentices of them, which isequivalentto slavery. | 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Task the Senator if he has 
any knowledge of the laws of Great Britain on 
thé subjectof making apprentices of them? What 
is the number of those apprenticed, and what is 
the term of years ? 

Mr. GWIN. I know they never sent them 
back to Africa. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think that isa mistake. 
A large number are sent to Sierra Leone, and | 
Bathurst, &c. 

Mr. GWIN. If they do take them back, they 
put them to work. | 
Mr. HEMPHILL. They may aporentice them 
fora number of years. ‘There is no certain inform- 
ation on the subject at all. The term of appren- 
ticeship in British Guiana and most, if notall, the 
West India colonies, is believed to be now three 
years, and we have no proof before us that the 
apprenticeship contract is not carried out in good 

faith, or how, in fact, it is carried out. 

Mr. GWIN. One thing is perfectly certain: 
no injury is inflicted on our country or Great 
Britain in requiring the policy to be equalinregard 
to the expense of sending back those Africans to 
where they came from. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I cannot exactly appre- 
ciate the course of the argument of the Senator 
from California. He says that Great Britain, in 
her mode of executing the treaty, makes slaves of 
the Africans. Does it therefore follow that we 
ought todo so too? Jf I understand his argu- | 
ment, izis, that because Great Britain makes slaves 
of them, we should also make them slaves. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator caunot understand 
me that way. I say this: that, instead of send- 


ing them back to Africa, as we do, they appren- 
tice them, which is a species of slavery; and both 
should be required to carry them back in order to 
suppress the African slave trade. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They jedge upon that: 
subject, and so do we. They judge of the proper | 
mode of executing the treaty, so far as they are | 


concerned. ‘hey understand that they are exe- 
cuting it. We judge of the proper mode in which 
we shall execute it. Are we to say, we will not 
perform the articles of the treaty, unless they | 
adopt our mode? ITs that the argument? > i 


| 


| 


| 
| 


_ Mr. GWIN. I want toask the Senatorif he 
is in favor of the practice of England, as we un- 
derstand it, of taking these negroes, and, instead 
of sending them back, putting them out to. beap- 
puree If that is the policy he is in favor 
o 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam in favor, in the first. 
place, of knowing what they, do; and I did not 
pay attention to every rumor or every represent- 


‘ation-that is gotten up with regard to it, which T 


am satisfied is designed merely for the purpose. 
of prejudicing the public mind against the pros 
visions of this treaty. All sorts of accusations are 
made without proof. Now, sir, if they take cap-. 
tured. Africans under such circumstances, and 
apprentice them fora few years, and in so doing 
benefit the Africans, and act in good faith, and do 
redcliver them, I see. no great objection to that. 
If, instead of doing that, they make it a mere pre- 
tense by which they exact service and abuse them, 
then they are grossly violating the treaty. I want 
to know what they do. It may be all very.well, 
or all zo bad. But the question is, what shall 
we do? If they do wrong, shall we; or if they 
do wrong, shall.we refuse to execute the articles 
of the treaty, according to our understanding of 
itin the best way? It may be that gentlemen 
are in favor of abrogating this treaty. If so, let 
them say so, precisely in these words; but do not 
let us dodge the question and our responsibility. 
under any such pretense. i 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, this matter of 
the African slave trade has been placed lately un- 
der a new aspect altogether. The law of 1819 
provided for the disposition of negroes who were 
taken in the slave ships. It remained on. the. 
statute-book without any occasion to invoke it 
into practice until during the present year. Ido 
not remember an instance between 1819 and 1860 
when any negroes were captured in one of these 
ships and brought into the United States. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Last year, 1859. 

Mr. MASON. Well, 1859-60; but latterly, 
within the last year so, the President has sent a 
squadron of these modern steamers to cruise upon 
the coast of Cuba. Now, we are bound to keep 
up, under the treaty, a certain forcg on the coast 
of Africa 

Mr. TOOMBS. Eighty guns. 

Mr. MASON. A force of eighty guns, the. 
honorable Senator says, on the coast of Africa. 
We are bound, under the treaty, to keep a marine 
force there to prevent the negroes from being sent 
off. Latterly, the President has sent a marine 
force of steamers off the coast of Cuba; and the. 
experience there has been that they have caught, 
I think, three vessels with cargoes of negroes, 
amounting to some fifteen or sixteen hundred, 
and sent them to Key West, except those that 
were sent to Charleston, who were returned in. 
the Niagara to Africa. I say the question pre- 
sents itself in a new character, For forty years 
the law was idle upon the statute-book. Now, 
why or wherefore, I am not prepared to say, it 
seems the cruisers for the negroes have got, into 
the right place, or they are more vigilant; and the 
result certainly is, we are capturing these negroes 
in large numbers. I think some sixteen hundred 
have been landed in the worst place where they 
could be landed, but, from the necessity of the 
case, on the island of Key West. Under the cx- 
isting law—I{ mean the law of 1819—the President 
was required to send those negroes back to Af 
rica, and to be delivered there to the agent of the 
United States appointed to reccive them. I think 
that is the whole provision of the law. Before the 
legislation of this session, the President, in vaca- 
tion, was remitted to that old law; and he did 
the best he could do. There was no. money. 
appropriated to pay the expenses of this deporta- 
tion; but he made, as he was bound: to do in ‘the 
exercise of his responsibilities, as well as discre- 
tion, a contract with the African Colonization So- 
ciety to send these negroes to Africa at a given 
rate as the best that could be done. 

Sinee then, as I have said, three cargoes have 
arrived, and in the messages of the President in- 
forming us of the fact, he stated there was reason 
to believe these cargocs were to be followed by 
many more, and we have legislated by authoriz- 
ing the President to make contracts for five years, 
for the deportation, at a price not exceeding $100 
per capita, of all negroes that may be brought in. 
Now, I do not mean at all to go into the policy of 
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what it may be dyeeessary for us to do hereafter, 
and whatnot, but 1 mean to say this: from some 
cause, this question of the African slave trade pre- 
sents itself'in altogether a new light. Tam igno- 
rant, I presume other Senators are ignorant, of 
why it is the exportation from Africa is. greater, 
apparently, than it used to he; or if not greater, 
then ‘they are caught in greater numbers, and 
brought to this country. I will not theorize on 
this subject, because Tam ignorant of the facts. 
It may be, and I am rather disposed to think at 
present, although I do not venture the opinion, it 
will be found that if the existing legislation con- 
tinges—I mean the law of 1819, with the ancillary 
law. of this session, providing large sums for the 
deportation of those negrocs—it may result in an 
actual encouragement to these slave-traders and 
others combining and colluding with them, to run 
the risks of getting the Africans safely into Cuba 
in the expectation and belief that in the end they 
will get large contracts for their deportation back 
to Africa; and that it will be literally like passing 
water through a sieve, by a continual process, 
bringing them from Africa to this country, send- 
ing them back to Africa, and recapturing and 
sending them back again. I do not mean to the- 
orize on it; but it may result in that. Mercantile 
cupidity knows no restraint of any sort. This 
trade now appears to be confined to that very quar- 
ter of the United States where the slave trade is 
most bitterly denounced. I say, then, we should 
be guarded, very guarded, in our legislation, when 
we are imperfectly acquainted with the facts, I 
understand the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts to provide for the purchase 
of additional steamers to be used in the Caribbean 
sea, or somewhere, for the purpose of capturing 
these slavers. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. On the coast of Africa. 

Mr. MASON. And that the honorable Sena- 
tor from California proposes to amend by a pro- 
vision to cnter into new treaty stipulations with 
Great Britain, requiring of her to make a certain 
disposition of the slaves she may capture. Jam 
against the whole of it. Ata proper time I trust 
it will be found the policy of the American peo- 
ple to abrogate that clause of the treaty with 
Great Britain which has bound us to unite with 
her in reference to this subject of the slave trade. 
So faras Lunderstand the results of that compact, 
my own impression is, it has not only been a fail- 
ure, but that the tratie in slaves is utterly uurc- 
pressed by the joint squadrons of England and 
the United States upon that coast. My impres- 
sion is, the traie in slaves depends entircly upon 
the demand, and nothing else; and they will run 
all the risk of getting them when slaves are at a 
high price. 

‘Now, sir, I should be opposed to any new al- 
lianee with Great Britain on the subject of these 
slavers; aud i should be equally opposed to the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts to 
Increase our naval armament for the purpose of 
supressing it until we see a little further into this 
new aspect which the subject has presented, Sir, 
Į cannot imagine greater cruelty exercised upon 
any being of the human race than is now exer- 
cised on these Africans under the existing laws 
of the country in sending then back, inexorably, 
to Africa, at a disproportionate cost to the Gov- 
ernment, [tis cruelty, inexorable cruelty, to that 
race. How it is to be remedied Ido not know; 
bat [am not for legislating in the dark, until 
we learn something of the causes that have led to 
the extraordinary large captures of these people 
within the last twelve months. We must have 
more information. I shall therefore vote against 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and equally against the amendment that is 
proposed to his amendment, 

Mr. HAMMOND. We have had a very hard 
week of il; and itis now nearly four o’clock on 
Saturday. We have got the nigger up, and this 
discussion is likely to be interminable; and, un- 
less there is an agreement to take the vote at once, 
I move that we adjourn until cleven o’clock on 
Monday. 

Several Senarors. Let us vote. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If nobody will speak, 1 
will withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
California to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, į 


resulted—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Fitzpatrick, Grea, Gwin, 
Hammona, Iverson, Jobnson of Tennessee; Lane, Latham, 
Mallory, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Sauisbury, Sebastian, Slidell, 
‘Toombs, and Wigfall—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, King, Mason, 
Pearce, Simmons, Sumner, ‘en Eyck, ‘homson, Trum- 
ball, Wade, and Wilson—2s. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 


jected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iwill yield the floor for that 
question; but I intend to make the other motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not yield for any 
speceh, but only for the vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the vote is taken, 
I desire to say a word in order to correct, as I 
think, a misapprehension of the Senator from 
Virginia, who seemed to suppose that there had 
been no action under. the law of 1819 providing 
for the return of Africans. If will be seen from 
the annual message of the President, of Decem- 
ber 6, 1858, that Mr. Monroe had occasion to act 
under this law. The President says, in his mes- 
sage of that date: 

# Mr. Monroe, in his special message of December 17, 
1819, at the first session atter the act was passed, announced 
to Congress what, in his opinion, was its true construction. 
He believed it to be bis duty, under it, to follow these un- 
fortunates into Afriea, and make provision tor them there 
untl they should be able to provide for themselves. In com- 
muenicating this interpretation of the act of Congress, he 
stated that some doubt had been entertained as to its true 
intentand meaning; and he submitted the question to them, 
so that they might, ‘should it be deemed advisable, amend 
the same before further proceedings are had under it? Noth- 
ing was done by Congress to explain the act, and Mr. Mon- 
roe proceeded to carry itinto execution according to his own 
interpretation.” 

It appears that, during Mr. Monroe’s admin- 
istration, he had occasion to act under this law. 
I state this merely to correct what I thought was 
an crror of fact on the part of the Senator from 
Virginia in supposing that no action had been had 
under the Jaw until within the last year or two. 

While I am up, I wish to say a word also in 
reply to a remark which fell from the Senator 
from South Carolina, who seemed to suppose that 
the Colonization Society was making money out 
of the return of these Africans to Liberia. Ido 
not profess to be very well posted in that matter; 
but I have scen one of the officers of that Society, 
who called upon me in reference to this bill, and 
from him { learned that the Colonization Society 


| had adopted the most economical means which 


they were capable of providing, and that it did 
actually cost them $150 to maintain these Afri- 
vans the first year they were taken to Liberia. 
He stated to me that, by the laws of Liberia, it 
was not allowable to return the Africans there 
unless provision was made for their support for 
one year; they would not allow them to be land- 
ed; and the society found that it cost them that 
much to support them fora year. f think there 
must be some misapprehension as to the society 
making anything out of the return of these peo- 
ple. The bill we have passed provides for pay- 
ing them only $100 for each returned African, 
not $150, which they say it will cost them. I 
think there must be some mistake also about 
their being apprenticed out, because that would 
be wholly inconsistent with the statement which 


I have received from one of the officers of the | 


society. I think the Senator from South Caro- 
lina must have been misinformed in that respect. 
The bill, as it passed, only provided for paying 
$100. Ido not desire to take up time on the sub- 
ject; but I do not wish these impressions to go 
out. Dam willing that the Senate should adjourn 
if it is desired. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 1 believe I have the floor, 
and I make that motion. Previous to doing so, 
however, I will simply say one word to the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois. F spoke of the Colonization 
Society as the most probable society; but if we 
have a fair President to make a bargain, there 
will be great competition. I would be very glad 
myself—that is if I were in that line, or to send 
somebody else—to take them at $25. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will allow 
me, the bill which has passed does not direct a 
contract with the Colonization Society. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Iknow that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The President may make 
it with anybody. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I presume it will be put 
up to the lowest bidder; and I can assure the Col- 
onization Socicty that they will be underbid at 
$100. Ten dollars is enough—five dollars even, 
if he were apprenticed, is enough to support an 
African in Africa upon rice; and you have the 
power to make him work. It is all nonsense to 
pay a cent. There is no sort of doubt but that the 
Echo’s recaptured Africans are now in apprentice- 
ship to pay their way. > 

But, as | have said when I was up before, we 
have had a very hard week, and I move to ad- 
journ, and will not yicld the floor to anybody 
who intends to make aspeech. If there is any 


| business, of coursc—my friend from California 


[Mr Lariam] says he wants to do two or three 
things of that sort, or if any other gentleman has 
business—of course, without a speech, I will 


| yield the floor to do that; but I do not, except 


upon that condition. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope we shall not adjourn. 
Let us finish this bill now. We can dispose of 
it as well now as at any other time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina make the motion to 
adjourn, or not? 

Mr. HAMMOND. [yield the floor to the Sen- 
ator from California. f 

Mr. CLARK. I object. 

Mr. MALLORY. The amendment is still be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California can proceed only by common 
consent. 

Mr. LATHAM. I merely want to give no- 
tice—I do not intend to make the motion now— 
that when the Senate mects on Monday morning, 
if I can get the floor, I intend to move to take up 
the overland mail bill; and if the Senate will not 
consider it on Monday, they may set it down for 
Tuesday, at twelve o'clock. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope not. 
any understanding. 

Mr. LATIIAM. I merely give notice that I 
shall make the motion. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, to meet at eleven o’clock on Monday; 
and I will not give way to any one. 

The motion was. not agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH. There is no Senator more op- 


I do not want 


i posed to the African slave trade than Tam, and 


more determined to fulfill our treaty stipulations 
with England, and every other country; but I 
eemnot be blind to the fact which has come before 
us at this session, that every ship arrested by our 
naval officers costs our people $50,000, or more— 
yes, a great deal more, for we have appropriated 
$250,000 at this session, and within the last two 
days, to return three cargoes of slaves, and I am 
satisfied 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me to 
make a suggestion ? 

Mr. PUGH. If yon will only make one, I will 
yield with pleasure. 

Mr. GREEN. Itis only one. If it becomes 
four o’clock we are bound to take a recess, and 
come back at six to-night, and {think we had 
better make a motion now to adjourn, 

Mr. PUGH. Iwill give way to a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr.GREEN. I want to make that suggestion. 

Mr. PUGH. I will give way. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I move that the Senate 
d» now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a 
division—ayes 23, noes 21. 

So the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, June 16, 1860. 


The House metateleveno’clock,a. m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed, withoutamend- 
ment, bills of the House of the following titles: 

An act (No. 839) to amend an act approved the 
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3d day of March, 1847, entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a port of entry a Saluria, in the State of Tex- 
as, and fer other purposes; 7” 


An act (No. 838) to change the name of the | 


ship Rockall to Massachusetts; 

An act (No. 529) granting a pension to Martha 
Sanderson, widow of Major Winslow F. Sander- 
son; 

Anact (No. 421) for the relief of Joel M. Smith; 

An act (No. 99) for the relief of Benjamin 
Sayer; and 

Anact (No.521) to incorporate the East Wash- 
ington Library Association, with an amendment, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 4 

Also, that the Senate have receded from their 


amendment, disagreed to by the House, to the ! 
amendment of the House to the bill of the Senate’. 


(No. 84) to facilitate communication between the. 
Atlantic and Pacific States by electric telegraph. 
Also, that the Senate have passed bills of the 


following titles, in which he was directed to ask 
i 


ask the concurrence of the House: 
_ Anact (No. 488) in relation to malicious injuries 
to, and trespass upon, public and private property 
within the District of Columbia; 

An act (No. 508) for the relief of William Nel- 
son; and 

An act (No. 509) granting to the city of Port 
Huron, Michigan, a part of the military reserva- 
tion at Fort Gratiot for the enlargement of the 
city cemetery at that place. 


Algo, that the Senate have agreed to the report | 


of the committee of conference on the disagrec- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to bill of the House No. 215, mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1861. 

Also, that the Senate insist on their amend- 
ments, disagreed to by this House, to the bill of 
the House No. 305, making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending 30th of 
June, 1861; disagree to the amendments of the 
Fouse to their fourth, eighth, and fifty-second 
amendments; agree to the amendment of the 


Fouse to their fifty-third amendment; ask a con- 
“erence with the House on the disagreeing votes | 


of the two Houses on the said bill, and have ap- 
pointed Mr. Pearce, Mr. Davis, and Mr. Foor, 
the managers at the said conference on the part 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House in- 
sist on its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Scnate, insisted on by the Senate, to the bill of 
the House No. 305; and also on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the Senate, to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to that bill; and agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed Mr. 


H. Winter Davis, Mr. Srawron, and Mr. Joun | 


Cocwrane, managers at the said conference on 
the part of the House. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 


rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the | 


following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 350) making appropriations 
for light-houses, beacons, buoys, &e.3 

An act (H. R. No. 235) for the relief of con- 
gressional township two, north of range nine, 
west of the fourth principal meridian, in Adams 
county, State of Tilinois; f 

An act (H. R. No. 374) for the relief of the 
Missionary Society of t 
Church; and 

An act (H. R. No. 703) making appropriation 
for the pay ment of the expenses of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Minnesota. 

LAND TITLES IN MAINE. 

Mr. WALTON. Ias 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union from the farther 
consideration of the bill of the Senate No. 191, 
and that its consideration be postponed until the 
second Friday of the next session of Congress. 

Mr. PIIELPS. What is that bill? 


Mr. WALTON. Itis a bill to quiet land titles | 


in the State of Maine. 
Objection was made. 


he Methodist Episcopal | 


k the unanimous consent | 


Mr. WALTON. 1 move to suspend the rules. | 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 

at this time. 
COVODE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TRAIN. I am directed by the special 
committee of which Mr. Covore is chairman to 
report a resolution for the printing of fifty thou- 
sand extra copies of the reportand of the evidence 
taken before that committee. I am also directed 
to say that the committee have agreed that Mr. 
WiıxsLow may make a minority report hereafter. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object to everything ex- 
cept the regular order of business, and I will not 
withdraw that objection for any purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the presentation of the report, as the gen- 
tleman has the right to report. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
leged question. 

Mr. GROW. This is a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is in order, 
and under the rules it will be referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I desire to say that the 
testimony before that committee was not closed 
until Thursday, and all the printed testimony was 
not returned until last evening, and I have not yet 
had time to finish my report. The committee, as 
my friend from Massachusetts has observed, has 
given me permission to file a minority report. I 
ask, therefore, the consent of the House to present 
my minority report on Monday morning. [Cries 
of ** Agreed! ”] 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


BRIG CHARLES H. JORDAN. 


Mr. ELIOT. LI ask leave of the House to have 
a bill passed to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue a register for a ship bought by the 
Government of the United States, and which can- 
not be used without a register. . 

Mr. GARNETT. J cail for the regular order 
of business. 


Mr. ELIOT. There can be no objection to the 


I rise to a privi- 


assage of this bill. Jt contains but six lines. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
An act authorizing the issuc of a register to the 
brig Charles H. Jordan. 

Mr. ELIOT. This vessel was found derelict | 
at sea, and was sold by the admiralty. 

Mr. GARNETT. {say I object to everything 
except the regular order of business. If T with- 
draw it for one gentleman, I must withdraw it for 
others. 

Mr. ELIOT. It would have been passed before 
now. Let the bill be read. 

‘The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. GARNETT, (interrupting.) Ihave ob- 
jected over and over again. 


LEGISLATIVE AND EXECUTIVE BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Gom- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 339) 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of Government for the 
year ending 30th June, 1861; and I ask that it be 
made the special order for to-day at one o’clock. | 

Several Members. Say seven o’clock this | 
evening. 

Mr. SHERMAN. L leave the matter to the 
decision of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman to have it made the special order 
whenever the House will go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The trouble is, that if the 
Kentucky election ease comes up to-day, I may 
not have an opportunity of having these amend- 
ments considered. I therefore wish to have an 
hour designated. 

Mr. PHELPS. There will be no difficulty 
about it, if it is made the special order whenever 
we go into committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; T move that it 
be made the special order in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back the 
Senate resolution with respect to the adjourn- 


p 


ment, with an amendment. 


The report was read, as follows: : z 

The Committee of Ways and Meais, to wliomwas re- 
ferred the resolution of the Senate of uke United’ States of 
the l4th June, 1860, as fellows: Piast AA ; 

“ Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
That the resolution directing the President.of the Senate 
aud the Speaker of the House of Representatives to déclare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die on Monday, the 
18th instant, at twelve o'clock, m.,:be,and the ‘same is 
hereby, reconsidered; and that the President of the Senate: 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives deelare- 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die on Monday, the 
25th June instant, at twelve o’clock, mi?! ao 

Have had the same under consideration, and recommend , 
that the House of Representatives agree to the same with 
an amendment: 

Strike out the words “ Monday, the 25th,” and insert 
t Wednesday, the lth.” ; 


Mr. GROW. I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
will make it Monday, the 2d of July. [Loud cries 
of“ No!” «*No!?? all over the Hall.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. “Suppose-he 
puts it the 2d of October! ` 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I hope the 
amendment will be rejected, and that the resolu- 
tion of the Senate will be concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move the previous quès- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. ‘ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [rise to a question of 
order. Itis impossible for us to have order in 
this Hall if half the delegates to the Baltimore con- 
vention are allowed to come on the floor. I sug- 
gest to the Doorkeepers that they might as. well 
throw open the doors, and let everybody in. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Gentlemen Who are in 
the Hall, and who are not entitled to the privileges 
of the floor, are not creating any disturbance. 
They are sitting quictly on the back seats. The 
disturbance is created by members of the House, 
on both sides. The strangers are not interfering 
with the business of the House; and I hope they 
will be allowed to remain. If members will pre- 
serve order, I undertake to say that our visitors 
will. 

Mr. FARNSWOBTH. It is entirely useless 
for us to have rules unless they are observed. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio withdraw the call for the previous question, 
and allow me to offeran amendment to substitute 
“ Friday” instead of ** Wednesday ?” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question. If the two 
Houses disagree as to the day of final adjourn- 
ment they can have a committee of conference. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which was on the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr.McPHERSON called for the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McQUEEN Task the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means whether he thinks 
both Houses can’ get through the business by 
Wednesday? [Calls to order.] 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 90, nays 95; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Ashmore, Avery, 


| Babbitt, Barksdale, Francis P. Blair, Samuel S. Bair, 


Bonham, Bristow, Buffinton, Carey, John B. Clark, Clop- 
ton, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, 
Davidson, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, 
Dimmick, Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, English, Farnsworth, 
Freneh, Garnett, Gartrell, Gooch, Graham, Hale, Hall, 
Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Holman, 
Houston, Hutchins, Irvine, Jacksort, Jenkins, Jones, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kunkel, Larrabee, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Leake, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert 8. 
Martin, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Mor- 
rill, Nitlack, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Reagan, Rice, Royce, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, Singleton, William Smith, Spaulding, 
Stanton, Stevens, Stokes, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, 
Vandever, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washbam, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, 
Wilson, and Wright—90, 

NAYS—Megsrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
William €. Anderson, Ashley, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Blake, 
Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Burch, Bur- 
Ungame, Burnett, Burnham, Butterficld, Campbell, Carter, 
Case, Horace F. Clark, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, Cor- 
win, Covode, Edinundson, Edwards, Ely, Etheridge, Fen- 
ton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Gilmer, Grow, Gurley, Hat- 
ton, Helmick, Hindman, Hoard, Willian Howard, Hughes, 
Huinphrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, Lan- 
drum, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Marston, Maynard, 
McCternand, Mclean, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, 
Millward, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, 
Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Porter, Potter, Pryor, Quarles, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Rufin, Rust, William N. H. 
Smith, Spinner, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, William 
Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Taylor, Thayer, Tompkins, Trim- 
ble, Vallandigham, Van Wyck, Verree, Walton, Windom, 
Wood,and Woudruft—-95. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

During the vote, ; a 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, stated that he was 
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paired off with Mr. Scuwantz, who was detained 
at-home by serious illness. : 

Mr. HAMILTON, not being within the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

“Objection was made. 

Mr. HAMILTON stated he would have voted 
in the negative. i 

Mr. WILSON stated that, on all political ques- 
tions, he had paired off with Mr. Lamar, who 
had been called home on urgent business. : 

Mr. LONGNECKER, not being within the bar 
when-his name was called, asked leave to vote. 
“Objection was made, 

Mr. LONGNECKER stated he would have 
voted in the negative. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, not being within the 
bar when ‘his name was called, asked leave to 
vote, 

Objection was made, 

Mr. VANCE said: Understanding that the Sen- 
ate can get through by next Wednesday, I ask 
leave tg change my vote, and vote “ay.” 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE said that he was 
paired, on all political subjects, with.Mr. Hicx- 
Man; but he was at liberty to vote on all ques- 
tions of adjournment. He would therefore vote 
‘ena.’ 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BARKSDALE.. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to lay that motion 
on the tale. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
Speaker—— 

Several Memuers called to order. 

Mr, BARKSDALE, Ido not desire to debate 
the question—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 

sissippi will recollect that the House is acting 
under the operation of the previous question, and 
that the subject is therefore not debatable. 
, Mr. BARKSDALE. Lhope the House will 
indulge me, that I may ask information from the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
who. has charge of the business of the Louse. 
[Cries of * Object!” I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio a question. [Cries of “ Ques- 
tion!?| I understand the gentleman from Ohio 
to state that he has no doubt all the business can 
be finished by Wednesday, 

Mr. MILLSON, f submit the point of order, 
that, as the main question has been ordered, it is 
notin order to do anything but ta 
the question pending at the time the main ques- 
tion was ordered; and that, therefore, a motion 
to reconsider cannot be made at this time, nor un- 
tilthe order of the House, directing the main ques- 
tion to be now put, is executed, 

The SPEAKER. 
to overrule the point of order, The -practice has 
heen otherwise continually, and it scems to the 
‘Chair that there is a necessity for that practice. 

Mr. MILLSON. {T submit another point of 
order: that the motion to reconsider can only be 
made by,a member who voted with the majority. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair asks the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. whether he voted with the 
majority? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I voted with the minority. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Theu the point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Would ithe in order to move 
to recommit the resolution to the Committee of 
Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | I should like to leave it in 
the hands of that committee. 

Mr. JUNKIN. 1 rise to a privileged question. 
I voted with the majority; and I move to recon- 
sider the vole whereby the amendment was re- 
jected. 

: Mr. McPHERSON. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hhinois. 


I desire to say, Mr, 


On that motion I 


that carries the original resolution of the Senate 
with it, or only the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. lt only carries the motion 
to reconsider; not the main motion, 


Mr. BURNETT. 


ke the vote on | 


The Chair feels constrained į 


Jk ł desire to know | 
whether, if the House votes to lay on the table, | 


i I desire to inquire of the : 
Chair whether the yeas and nays have been or- |] on concurring in the resolution. 


H 
dered on the motion to lay on the table or-on the i 
reconsideration ? ` 3 i 
. The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have |i 
been ordered on the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, who called the yeas 
and nays, that he permit us to take a square vote 
on the reconsideration, and. not take up time by 
a call of the-yeas and nays on the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. GROW, I did not make the call for the 
yeas and nays. But I rise for informaticn as to 
ihis vote. I understand that those of us who are 
opposed to adjourning on Wednesday, and desire 
to give the Senate the time they ask for, vote “ay”? 
upon this question, and that those who favor an 
adjournment on Wednesday, and are unwilling to 
give the Senate until Monday next, vote ‘¢no.”” 

Mr. BURNETT. For one, l shall vote against 
laying the motion to reconsider on the table; and, 
upon the statement.of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, that the Senate have 
intimated that they will be ready to adjourn on 
Wednesday, I would now vote to adjourn on that 


day. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. LI understand from | 
Senators here that they cannot adjaurn on Wed- 
nesday. i! 

Mr: SHERMAN. On consultation with Sen- 
ators, who said that they could adjourn on Wed- |) 
nesday or Thursday, the Committee of Ways 
and Means thought it better to putin Wednes- 
day, and then when the resolution gocs to the j 
Senate, if they find that they will not be ready to 
adjourn on Wednesday, they canamend the House | 
amendment, and make it Thursday. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 1 am advised by || 
wise and well-informed Scnators that they cannot 
adjourn before Monday week. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 92; as follows: 

YEAS—Mossrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
William C. Anderson, Ashley, Barr, Beale, Bingham, 
Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bureh, Burlingame, | 
Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Cobb, Join | 
Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Cox, Dinmick, Edwar Bip; 
Etheridge, Fenton, Perry, Florence, Poster, Gilmer, Grow, 
Gurley, Hamilton, Haskin, Hatton, Uelmick, Hindman, 
Hoard, William Howard, Willian A. Howard, Damphrey, 
Hutehins, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, Landrum, James 
M. Leach, Lee, Longuecker, Loomis, Marston, Maynard, 
Mekean, MelCnight, MePherson, Millward, Baban "T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, fsaac N. Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, 
Porter, Pryor, Christopher Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Wiliam 
Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, ‘Thayer, ‘fompkins, 
Vallandigham, Vanee, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Walton, Wells, Windom, Wood, and Woodruft—98. 

NAYS—Messes. Charles 1. Adams, Ashmore, Avery, 
Jabbiut, Bar e, Francis P. Blair, Samuel 8. Blair, Bon- 
ham, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Bristow, Buflinton, Bur- 
nett, Horace 1. Clark, Johu B. Clark, Clopton, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, H. Winter 
Davis, Jolin G. Davis, De Jarnette, Delano, Dueh, Edger- 
ton, Edmundson, Eliot, English, Farnsworth, French, Gar- 
tral, Gooch, Grabam, Hate, Hall, Mardeman, J. Morrison 
Haeeis, John T. Harris, Holman, Honston, Jackson, den- 
kius, Jones, Kenyou, Killinger, Kunkel, Larrabee, DeWitt 
C. Leach, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Eibert S. Mir- 
tin, MeClernand, MeQueen, MeRae, Millson, Montgomery, 
Sydenliun Moore, Morrill, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, 
Quartes, Reagan, Rice, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Royee, 
Sedewick, She Singleton, Spaulding, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, Stokes Taylor, Thomas, Train, Under- 
wood, Cad Washburn, Etlinu B. Washburne, 


Tappi 

alader C. 

Isract Washburn, Webster, Wilson, Woodson, and Wright 
oD 


$2, 


Be the motion to reconsider'was laid upon the 
table, 
The question recurred upon concurring in the 
resolution of the Senate, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
lay the resolution upon the table. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. 1 hope my colleague |} 
will not insist upon that motion, but will let us | 
take a square vote on the resolution. i 
Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the yeas and | 
nays upon the motion to lay upon the table. | 
. The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was taken, and the House refused 
to Jay the resolution upon the table. 
The question recurred upon concurring in the 
resolution of the Senate. 
Mr. SPINNER. Isan amendment still in or- 
der? 
The SPEAKER, It is net. 
Mr. SPINNER. I desired to move to fix the | 
day for the adjournment one week later. 
Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays | 


I move to 


| Jenkins, Jones, William Kellogg, 


i wood, Waldron, Cad 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 123, nays 69; as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Ashley, 
Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Samuel S. Blair, 
Biake, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, 
Briggs, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Buttertield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, 
Corwin, James Craig, Dawes, De Jarnette, Dimmick, 
Duell, Edmundson, Edwards, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, Gilmer, Grow, 
Ball, Hamilton, Hatton, Helmick, Hill, Hindman, Hoard, 
Wiiliam Howard, William. A. Howard, Hughes, Ham- 
phrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, 
Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Lee, Longnecker; Loomis, ‘Marston, Maynard, MeKean, 
McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Millward, Laban ‘T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, 
Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Pryor, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Ruffin, Seott, Sherman, Singleton, William Smith, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, Somes, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Taytor, 
Thayer, Tompkins, ‘frimble, Vallandighain, Vauce, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Wells, White- 
ley, Windom, Woodrufl oodson, and Wright—-123. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles I’. Adams, Alley, Ashmore, 
Boyce, Bristow, Bafinton, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Bur- 
ton Craige, Crawford, Curry, H. Winter Davis, Jolm G. 
Davis, Delano, Edgerton, Eliot, English, French, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Gooch, Graham, Hale, Hardeman, J. Morrison 
Harris, John T. Harris, Holman, Houston, Irvine, Jackson, 
i Kenyon, Killinger, Kun 
kel, Larrabee, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay Malory, Elbert 5, 
Martin, MeClormand, McQueen, Mekae, Miles, Montgom- 
ery, Sydenbany Moore, Morrill, Perry, Peyton, Phelps, 


Quarles, Reagan, James C. Robinson, Rust, Sedgwick- 


Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Thomas, Under- 


mader C. Washburn, Eilihu B.Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Webster, and Wilson—69. 


So theresolution of the Senate was concurred in. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. ASHLEY stated that he voted “ ay;” al- 


though he would rather vote to adjourn on the 2d 


i of July. 


Mr. HOUSTON stated that he voted “no,” 
with a purpose to reconsider, and carry out the 
views of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN said that he had no doubt 
they could adjourn by Wednesday; but as the 
Senate wanted till Monday, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. FRANK stated that Mr. Porrue being 


| quite indisposed, had left for home; and was paired 


with Mr. Siams, of Kentucky, for the remainder 
of the session, on all questions. 

The result of the vote having Leen announced, 
as above recorded, 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which thé resolution was concurred in; and 


| also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
; the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 84) to facilitate communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States by elec- 
tric telegraph; 

An act (H. R. No. 421) for the relief of Joel 
M. Smith; 

An act (S. No. 464) to amend an act entitled 


j * An act in addition to acts prohibiting the slave 


trade;”” 

An act (H. R. No. 529) granting a pension to 
Martha Sanderson, widow of Major Winslow F. 
Sanderson; 

Anact (H, R. No.-839) to amend an act, ap- 
proved the 3d day of March, 1847, entitled “ An 
act to establish a port of entry at Saluria, in the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes;”” 

An act (S. No. 378) to relinquish the title of the 
United States to certain lands occupied by the city 
of Baton Rouge, in Louisiana; 

An act (H. R. No. 838) to change the name of 
the ship Rockall to Massachusetts; 

An act (H. R. No. 99) for the relief of Benja- 
min Sayre; and 

An act (S. No. 118) for the relief of David 
Myerle. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I rise toa 
question of privilege. Iam instructed by thecom- 
mittee of conference on the Indian appropriation 
bill to present their report. 

The report was. read, as follows: 

The comtaittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, on the amendments to the bill di. R. No. 
215) making appropriations forthe current and contingent 


‘THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF 


ONGR 


Tinnty-Sixtn Concness, Ist Sussron. 


expenses of the Indian department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Lndian tribes, for the year ending 
Junc 30, 1861, having met, atter full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend to their respective Houses, as 
follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from the following amendments, 
namely: two, nine, ten, cleven, twelve, thirteen, fourteen, 
fiitcen s xXteen, seventeen, eighteen, ninctcen, twenty, 
twenty-one, twenty-two, twenty-three, twenty-four, twen- 
ty five, twenty-seven, twenty-eight, twenty-nine, thirty, 
thirty-one, thirty-two, thirty-three, thirty-tour, thirty-five, 
thirty-six, thirty-seven, thirty-cight, thirty-nine, forty, for- 
ty-one, forty-two, forty-three, forty-four, forty-five, forty- 
six, forty-seven, forty-cight, forty-nine, fifty, fifty-one, 
fiiiy-two, fifty-three, fifty-four, fifty-five, fifty-seven, fifty- 
eight, filty-nine, sixty, sixty-one, sixty-two, sixty-three, 
sixty-four, sixty-five, sixty-six, sixty-seven, sixty-eight, 
seventy, seventy-oue, cighty-two, eighty-three, and ninety- 
two. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 


following aincndments, and agree to the same, namely: | 


seventy-nine, eighty, eighty-one, and eighty-five. 
hat the House recede irom their disagreement to the 
“sixty-uiuth amendment, and agree to the saime with an 


amendment, as follows: strike out all after the word į 
“month,” in Hne four, page 17, to and including the word | 


és superintendents,” in line twenty-six, on same page. 

Tat the Senate agree to the amendinent of the House to 
the seventy-cighth amendment of the Senate. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the 
amendment ofthe House to the Senate’s ninety-first amend - 
ment, and agree to said House amendment with anamend- 
ment, as follows: strike out from said House amendment 
the words, “ for the extinguishment of their tithe to lands 
in the region around Pike’s Peak.” 

_ That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
seventy-fourth amendment, aud agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: strike out said seventy-fourth 


amendment, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “To | 


enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay settlers for their 
improvements on lands situated within the gencral reser- 
vations at Puget Sound, the value of which shall he ascer- 
taincd under ihe direction of the said Secretary, $9,000.” 


That the House recede from their disagreement to the | 


eighty-fourth amendment and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows : strike out said amendment and in 
Heu thereof insert the following: For surveys of reserva- 
tious forthe Nez Perces, Mlatheads, and Yakamas Indians, 
and the Indians west of the Cascade mountains, $15,000,” 
© J, A, PEARCE, 
W. K. SEBASTIAN, 
HENRY WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
THADDEUS STEVENS, 
E. ETHERIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The following is the report of the committee 
in detail: 
The Senate recede from the following amend- 
ments: 
Second amendment: 


Strike out of the original bill, under the head of “Creeks,” 
the folowing paragragh : ` 

For five per centum interest on $200,009 for purposes of 
education per sixth article treaty Tih August, 1856, $10,060. 

Ninth amendment: 

Insert under head of * Dwamish and other allied tribes in 
Washington Territory,” as follows: 

For second installinent on $150,000, under the direction 
of the President, per sixth article treaty 22d January, 1855, 
$12,000. 

Tenth amendment: 


Insert under same head, as follows: ; 
For second of twenty installments for the establishment 


and support of an agricultural and industrial school, and to | 


hool with a suitable instructor or instruct- 
1855, $3,000. 


provide said se 
ors, per fourteenth article treaty 22d January, 

Eleventh amendment: 

Insert under same bead, as follows : 

For second of twenty installments for the establishment 
and support of a smith and carpenter’s shop, and to farnish 
them with the necessary tools, per fourteenth article treaty 
22d January, 1855, Goud. 

Twelfth amendment: 

Insert under sume head, as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for the employment of 
a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and physician who shall 
furnish medicines for the sick, per fourteenth article treaty 
221 Fauuary, 1855, $3,000. 

Thirteenth amendment: 

Jusert under head of “ Makah tribe,” as follows: 

For second installment on $39,000, under the direction of 
the President, per filth article treaty 3ist January, 1852, 
599. 

Fourteenth amendment: 
Tnsert under same heading, as follows: 


et 
For second of twenty installments for the support of an 
agricultural and industrial hool and for pay of teachers, 


per eleventh article treaty 3ist January, 1853, $2,500. 
Fifteenth amendment: 


Tusert under same head, as follows: 
For second of twenty installments for support of asmith 
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and carpenter’s shop, and to provide the necessary tools 
therefor, per eleventh article treaty 3lst January, 1855, 
$500. 

Sixteenth amendment: 


Insert under same head, as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for the employment of 
a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and physician who shall 
furnish medicines for the sick, per eleventh article treaty 
3lst January, 1855, 3,000. 


Seventeenth amendment: 


Under bead of Walla Walla, Cayuses, and Umatilla 
tribes, insert as follows: 

For second instalment of 359,000 for the erection of 
bufdings on the reservations, fencing and opening farms, 
per third article treaty Sth June, 1855, $25,000. 


Eighteenth améndment: 


Insert under same head, as follows: 
rsecond of five installments of $8,009, under the dirce- 
tion of the President, per second article treaty 9th June, 


Nineteenth amendment: 


t as follows: 
ustallments for the purchase of ali 


Under same head, in 

For second of twenty 
necessary mill fixtures 
and hospital stores, books and stationery for schools, and 
furniture for the cmployés, per fourth article treaty 9th 
June, 1855, $3,000. 


Twentieth amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for the pay and sub- 
sistenee of one superintendent of farming operations, one 
farmer, one blacksmith, one wagon and plow-maker, one 
carpenter and joiner, one physician, and two teachers, per 
fourth article treaty Sth June, 1855, $7,500, 


Twenty-first amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty i imeuts for the pay of each 
of the bead chiefs of the Wata Walla, Cay >and Fma- 
tilla bands, the sum ol $599 per amunn, per fitth article 
treaty Sth June, 1855, $1,500. 


Twenty-sccond amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follov 

For second of uveaty installments for salary fot the son 
of Pio-pio-mox-mox, per fifth article treaty Yth June, 18: 
$100. 

Twenty-third amendment: 


Under head of “Yakama nation,” insert as follows 7 

For second of five installments for beneficial objects, at 
the diseretion of the President, per fourth arlicle treaty 9th 
June, 1855, $10,000. 


Twenty-fourth amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments forthe support of two 
schools, one of which is to be an agricultural and indus- 
trial school, keeping in repair school buildings, and for 
providing suitable furniture, books, and stationery, per fifth 
article treaty 9th June, 1855, $500. 

Twenty-fifth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follow: 

For second of twenty installments for the employment 


of one superintendent of teaching and two teachers, per 
fith article treaty Sth June, 1855, G2,2v0. 


Twenty-seventh amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows : 

Por second of twenty installments for the employment 
of one superintendent of farming and two farmers, two 
blacksmiths, one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and 
one wagon and plow-maker, per fifth article treaty 9th 
June, 1855, 85,400. 


Twenty-cighth amendment: 
Under enme head, insert as follows : 


and mechanical tools, medicines, | 


For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair | 


saw and flouring mills, and for furnishing the necessi 
tools and fixtures, per fiith article treaty Suh June, 1855, 
$599. 

Twenty-ninth amendment: 
as follows: 


Under same head, Ins 

For second of twenty instalimer 
the hospital and providing the necessary medicines and 
fixtures therefor, per fifth article treaty Su) June, 1855, 
00. 


Thirtieth amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for the pay of a phy- 
sician, per fifth article treaty 9th June, 1855, $1,000. 

Thirty-first amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 
For second of twenty installucats for keeping in repair 


providing the nect 
treaty 9th June, i8. = 
Thirty-second amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: ¢ 
For second of twenty installments for the salary of such 


s for keeping In repair | 


i the buildings required for the varions employés, and for | 
ry furniture therefor, per filth article | 
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person as the said confederated tribasiand binds of Indinhs 

may select to be their head chief, per fifth articletreaty Sth 

June, 1855, 3500. & : i Tere 
Thirty-third amendment: :.- 3 


Under head of “ Nez Perce Indians,’ insert asfolloays 

For second of five instaliments for beneficial-objects;at 
the discretion ofthe President, perfoarth.article treaty 10h 
June, 1855, 10,000. Se "GBF eet art 


Thirty-fourth amendment: 


Under same head, insert aş follows: a ora 

For second of twenty installments for the support of:two 
schools, one:of which to be.an agricaltural and industrial 
school; keeping in repair school bnildings, aud for provid: 
ing suitable furniture, books and-:stationery, per fifth artiele 
treaty L1th June, 1855, g500. : AEN 

Thirty-fifth amendment: ieee 

Under same head, insert as follows: ‘ aah 

For second of twenty installments for the employment of 
one superintendent of teaching and two teachers, per fifth 
| article treaty 11th June, 1853, $2,200. ‘ % 

Thirty-sixth amendment: 

Jnder same head, insert as follows + 

For second of twenty instathnents for keeping tn repair 
blacksmiths’, tinsmiths’, guusmiths’, carpenters’, and 
wagon and plow-mak shops, and for providing neces. 
sary tools therefor, per filth article treaty Ith June, 1895, 
$500: os 
$ Aiea 

Thirty-seventh amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: s Fea 

For second of twenty installments for the employment 
of one superintendent of farming and two: farmers, WO: 
millers, two blacksmniths, one. tinner, one, gunsmith, one 
carpenter, and one wagon and plow-maker, per filth article 
treaty JLth June, 1855, $6,400. i PLAN A 


Thirty-eighth amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows : - 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
saw and flouring mills, and for furnishing the necessary 
tools und fixtures thercfor, per fifth article treaty 11th June, 
| 1855, $500. 

Thirty-ninth amendment: 


‘ig 


hir 

Inder same bead, insert as follows: i 

For second of twenty installments.for keeping in repair 
the hospital, and providing the necessary medicines and 
furniture therefor, por fifth article, treaty 11th June, 1855, 
$300. j DSE 

Fortieth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments forpayof a 
per fth article treaty [lth June, 1855, $1,000. 

Forty-first amendment: ` 

Under same head, insert as follows: 2 as 

For second of twenty instalments for keeping Ih repair 
the buildings for the various employés, and: for providing 
the necessary furniture therefor, per fifth article treaty 11th 
June, 1855, 3500. 

Forty-second amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty instaliments for the salary of such 
person as the tribe may select to be their head chief, per 
fifth article treaty Lith June, 1855, $500. 

Forty-third amendment: 

Under the head of “Ftatheads and other confederated 
tribes,” insert as follows: ; 

For second installment on 
at the diseretion of the Presi 
16th June, 1855, $6,000. 


Forty-fourth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: 

Fo cond of twenty installments for the support of an 
agricultural and industrial, school, keeping in repair the 
buildings, and providing suitable furniture, books, and sta- 
tionery, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, $300. 

Forty-fifth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows : 

Far second of twenty instalments for providing suitable 
instructors therefor, per fiith article treaty 16ti June, 1855, 
$1,100. . 

Forty-sixth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: | | R 

Por second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
blacksmiths’, tin and gunsmiths’, carpenters’, and wagon 
and plow-makers’ shops, and providing necessary. tools 
werelor, per tun articie treaty 16th June, 1855, $500. 


Forty-seventh amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows t 

For second of twenty installments for the employment 
of two farmers, two millers, one blacksmith, one tinner, 
one gunsmith, oue carpenter, and one wagon and plow- 
maker, per fifth article treaty 16th Jane, 1855, $5,400. 
| Forty-eighth amendment: 
i Under same head, insert as follows: g 

For second of twenty installments tor keeping in repair 
saw and flouring aniis, and for furnishing the necessary 


physician, 


£120,000 fer. beneficial objects, 
dent, per fourth article treaty 


| toois and fixtures therefor, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 
| 1853, $506. 
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.Forty-ninth amendment: 

“Under same head, insert as follows: ace : 
For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 

the hospital, and providing the necessary medicines and 

furniture. therefor, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, 

$390. ` 


z Fiftieth amendment: 


. Under same head, insert as follows: A 
Forsecond of twenty installments for pay of a physician, 
per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, $1,000. 


Fifty-first amendment: 


: Undër same: head, insertas follows: 

„For second of twenty installments for keeping in repair 
the buildings required. for the various employés, and tur- 
nishing necessary furniture therefor, per fifth article treaty 
16th June, 1855, $300. 


Fifty-second amendment: 
Under same head, insert as follows: 


For second of twenty installments for the salary of such i 


. person as the confederated bands may select to be their 
chief, per fifth article treaty 16th June, 1855, $500. 


Fifty-third amendment: 


Under the head of * confederated tribes and bands of 
Indians in middle Oregon,” insert as follows : 

For second of five iustallmeuts of $8,000 for beneficial 
objects, at the discretion of the President, per second arti- 
ele treaty 25th June, 1855, $8,000. 


Fifty-fourth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: 
> For second of fiiteen installments for pay and subsist- 
ence of one farmer, one blacksmith, and oue wagon and 
plow-maker, per fourth article treaty 25sh June, 1855, 
$3,500. 

Fifty-fifth amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows : 

For second of twenty installments for pay and subsist- 
ence of one physician, one sawyer, one miller, one super- 
intendent of farming operations, and one school teacher, 
per fourth article treaty 25th June, 1855, $5,000, 


` 'Fifty-seventh amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for payment of salary 
to the head chief of said contederated bands, per fourth arti- 
ele treaty 25th June, 1855, 8500. 


Fifty-eighth amendment: 


Under head of *¢ Molel Indians,” insert as follows : 

For second of ten Instathuents for keeping in repair saw 
and flouring mills, and for the pay of necessary employés, 
the benefits of which to be shared alike by ati the couted- 
omua bands, per second article treaty 21st December, 1855, 
$1,500. 


Fifty-ninth amendment: | 


Under same head, insert as follows : 

For second of five installments (in addition to the in- 
stallments specified in the treaty of 29th November, 1854, 
with ‘the Umpquas and Calapooias of Umpqua valtey) for 
furnishing iron and steel and other materials for the smith 
and tin shops provided for in said treaty, and for the pay 
of the necessary mechanics, per second article treaty 2st 
December, | 


Sixtieth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of ten installments for the pay of a carpenter 
and joiner to aid in erecting buildings and making furniture 
for said indians, and to furnish tools in said service, per 
second article treaty 2ist December, 1855, $1,000, 


Sixty-first amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of five installments for the pay of an addi- 
tional farmer, per second article treaty 21st December, 1855, 
#600 
3600, 


Sixty-second amendment: 


Under the head of “ Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute In- 
dians,” insert as follows : 

For second instaliment on $25,000 for beneficial objects, 
under the direction of the President, per fourth article treaty 
lst July, 1855, $2,000. 


Sixty-third amendment: 


Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for the support of an 
agricultural and industrial school, and for pay of suitable 
j{nstructors, per tenth article treaty 1st July, 1855, $2,500. 


Sixty-fourth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for support of smiths’ 
and carpenters’ shops, and to provide the necessary touls 
therefor, per tenth article treaty Ist July, 1855, $500. 


Sixty-fifth amendment: 


Under same head, invert as follows: 

For second of twenty installments for the employment of 
a blacksmith, carpenter, and farmer, and e physician who 
shal} furnish medicines fur the sick, per tenth article treaty 
ist July; 1855, $3,000. 

Sixty-sixth amendment: 

Under the head of “ 8’Klallams,”? insert as follows: 

For second installment on $60,000, under the direction 
of the President, per fifth articie treaty 26th January, 1855, 
$5,000. 

Sixty-seventh amendment: 

Under same head, insert as foliows : 


For second of twenty installments for the support of an 
agricultural and industrial school, and for pay of suitable 


| vided, further, That the express condition of such leasing 


teachers, per eleventh article treaty oer January, 1855, 
$2,500. my 

Sixty-eighth amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows; 

For second of twenty installments for the employment of 
a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and a physician who shall 
furnish medicines for the sick, per eleventh article treaty 
26th January, 1855, $3,000. 


Seventieth amendment: 


Increase the appropriation two dollars in the following 
item of the bill: 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary expenses 
of the delivery of annuities and provisions to the indian 
tribes in Minnesota and Michigan, $20,350 62. 


Seventy-first amendment: 


Under the head of “ miscellaneous,” insertas follows: 

For fulfilling the provisions of the treaty with the Creek 
Indians of March 24, 1832, respecting the orphan children 
of the Creeks, and to be in lieu of the investment of the 
same sum required to be made by the sixth article of the 
treaty with the Creeks and Seminoles of August 7, 1856; 
the Creeks, by formal actof their council, having agreed to 
exchange funds with said orphans, the proceeds of whose 
reservations, under the treaty of 1832, were heretotore, 
without authority of law, invested and used as a general 
school fund among the Creeks; and the said council of the 
Creeks, for and in behalf of the nation and the said orphans, 
having petitioned for such exchange, and for the payment 
to said orphans of their dues, $200,000. 

Eighty-second amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows: 

Yor detraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- 
ence of the Indians iu Oregon to the reservations theres 
aiding them in procuring their own subsistence, purchas 
of provisions and presents, compensation of laborers and 
other employés, for the year ending 30th June, 1861, 
$25,000. 

Lighty-third amendment: 

Under same head, Insert as follows: 

For defraying the expenses ofthe removal and subsistence 
of the Indians in Washington Territory to the reservation 
therein, aiding them in procuring their own subsistence, 
purchase of provisions and presents, and compensation of 
faborers and other employés, for the year endiug 30th June, 
1851, $25,000. 

Nincty-second amendment: 

Under same head, insert as follows : 

Seo.2. And beit further enacted, That nothing contained 
in the actto regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, approved June 30, 1834, or in any act supplemental 
thereto, shall be so construed as to inflict any penalty or 
punishment upon any one who, in good faith, shall intro- 
dace any Wines or spirituous liquors intoany Indian coun- 
try, only with the intent and purpose of transporting the 
same from one State or 'Lerritory to another State or ‘Ter- 
ritory of the United States, or from one place to another in 
the same State or ‘Territory. 

The House recede from their disagreement, and 
agree to the following amendments of the Senate: 

Seventy-ninth amendment: 


Under head of miscellaneous,” insert as follows: 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in the ‘Territory of Utah, presents of goods, agricultural 
implements, and other useful articles, including the travel- 
ing expenses of the superintendent, agents, clerk hire, &c., 
$45,000. 

Eightieth amendment: 

Under the same head, insert as follows : 

For surveying and mapping four farms and reservations, 
$1,200. 

$ 

Eighty-first amendment: 


Under the same head, insert as follows: 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in Oregon and Washington, including insurance and trans- 
portation of annuities, goods, and presents, Where no spe- 
cial provision is made by treaties, and ofice and traveling 
expenses of the superintendent, ageuts, and sub-agents, for 
the year ending June 30, 1861, $35,000. 

Kighty-fifth amendment: 

Under the same head, insert as follows : 

For insurance, transportation, and the nece 
penses of delivery of annuities, goods, and provisions to 
Yakamas, Flatheads, and Nez Verces, forthe years ending 
June 39, 1860, and June 30, 1851, $42,000. 


The House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-ninth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same, with the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike oat all after the word * month,” inline four, page 
17, to and including the word “superintendents,” in the | 
twenty-sixth line, same page, as follows 

And provided further, t the Secretary of the Interior 
is authorized, at his discretion, if deemed expedient, to į 
lease either or aii of the reservations or farms, fora term ; 
of years, to responsible parties who may be willing te farm | 
them and provide for the support and comfortot the Indians | 


J 


1 

i 

i 

| 

i 

| 

i 

thercon, or who may be brought there by the superintend- | 

ents, for a sum not execeding $3,000 per annum, and upon | 
sueh party giving a bond, ou such terms and for such sum 
as the Secretary may dictate, for the faithful performance 

of his contract to support the Indians, preserve and return ; 

i 

i 

| 

| 


the Government property intrusted to his care: And pro- j 


is to save the Goyernment of the United States from all ex- 
pense connected with said reservations, except the salary 
of the superintendent of each district; and the lessee is to 
reeciye and supportall Indians brought to the reservations 
by the superintendents, 


The amendment, as amended, would then read: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may divide 
the State of California into two Indian districts, and that 
the President of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a superintending 
agent for each district, at a salary of $3,600 per annum, 
who, upon execàting a bond upon such terms and in such 
sum and-security as the Secretary of the Intetior may pre- 
scribe, shall have under his contro] and management, as tho 
Secretary may prescribe, the Indians and reservations in 
their separate respective districts. Fach superintendent 
may appoint, subject to the confirmation of the Secretary 
of the interior, a supervisor for each reservation in his re- 
spective district, to. instruct the Indians in husbandry, at a 
salary of $1,800 per annum; and also appoint not exceed- 
ing four Jaborers, to aid such supervisor, at a compensa- 
tion not to excced fifty dollars per month: And provided, 
further, That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this 
provision be, and are hereby, repealed. 


The Senate agree to the amendment of the 
House to the seventy-ecighth. amendment of the 
Senate, as follows: 

Strike out the word “Choctaw” and insert the word 
«“ Cherokee 3” so that the amendment, as amended, would 
read: 

For the payment to Spunk or Bull Frog, alias Joseph 
Henson, the amount of $400 for his valuation of an im- 
provement under the Cherokee treaty of 1835, in pursuance 
of the provision of the twenty-fourth section of the act of 
March 3, 1855, making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
Jomatic expenses of the Government, $400, 

The Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the Senate’s 


| ninety-first amendment, and agree to said amend- 


ment with an amendment, as follows: 

Strike out from said House amendment the words, “ for 
the extinguishment of their title to lands in the region 
around Pike’s Peak.” 

The amendment, as amended, would then read 
as follows: , 

Yor the purebase and transportation of provisions and 
prescuts, and to meet expenses necessary in holdinga coun- 
cil witb the Red Lake and Red River Chippewas in the 
State of Minnesota, for the extinguishment of their title to 
lands in that State, said Indians numbering about two 
thousand souls, $10,000: Provided, That the goods pur- 
chased in 1858 for the Yanetonnais hand of Sioux, the re- 
ception of which was declined by them, may be used in 
the negotiations with the said Chippewas of Red lake and 
Red river. 

For payment to Merit Young for one hundred and forty 
thousand rations for subsistence furnished to emigrating 
Pottawatomies, Chippewas, and Ottawas, in 1852, under'a 
contraet with the Indian Department, and allowed by the 

Sommissioner of Indian AN £9,625. 

For the purchase and transportation of provisions and 
presents, and to meet expenses necessary in holding a 
council with the Arapahoe and Cheyenne Indians south 
of the Platte, east of the Rocky Mountains, and north of 
the Arkansas river. 

The House receded from their disagreement to 
the seventy-foarth amendment of the Senate, as 
follows: 

For purchasing land claims on the general reservation 
at Puget Sound, $9,000. , 

And agree to the one in the following amend- 
ment: ss 

(Strike out all of said amendment, and insert in lieu 
tlifreot, as follows: 

‘To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay settlers for 
their improvements on lands situated within the general 
reservations at Puget Sound, the value of which shall be 
ascertained under the direction of said Secretary, $9,000. 

The House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighty-fourth amendment to the Senate, ard 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all of said amendinent, as follows: 

“ For payment of improvements of the Indians west of 
the Cascade mountains, the Nez Perces, the Matheads, 
the Yakamas, which may have to be abandoned in conse- 
quence of certain treaty stipulations with them, and for 
surveys of reservations to which they are to be removed, 
$55,000 3°? and insert in lien thereof the folowing: 

Kor surveys of reservations tor the Nez Perces, Flat- 
heads, and Yakamas Indiana, and the Indians west of the 
Caseade mountains, $15,000. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the House concur in the report of the committee, 
I will state that we have reduced the appropria- 
tions, in the aggregate, over $300,000. I do not 
know that it is necessary to go into the report in 
detail; and I call the previous question, 

Mr. QUARLES. I would like to have the 
amendments from which the ITouse recede re- 
ported, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will’ perceive that this is the unanimous 
report of the committee of conference, and, inas- 
much as that report cannot be amended, it will be, 
perhaps, as well to agree to it at once. 

ae 3 a 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The report of the committee of conference was 
agreed to. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to reconsider the 
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vote by which the report was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee en En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the 
following tides; when the Speaker signed the | 
same: 

An act (EH. R. No. 524) for the relief of J, R. 
Crump; 

An act (H. R. No. 456) granting a pension to 
James Alexander, an invalid soldier of the war 
of 1812; . 

An act (H. R. No. 699) to amend an act regu- 
lating the diplomatic and consular system of the 
United States; 

An act (H.R. No. 353) for the relief of Thomas 
R. Livingston; and 

An act (H. R. No. 587) for the relief of Antoni 
L. C. Portman. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Irise toa question 
of privilege. 

Mr. STRATTON. irise to a question of priv- 
ilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan is'entitled to the floor. 


ARTHUR EDWARDS. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. J ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker’s table Senate resolution No. 41, for the 
relief of Arthur Edwards and his associates, for 
the purpose of putting it on its passage. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. I presume there 
will be no objection to taking up that resolution; 
and if there is, I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would state, in reference to 
the regular order of business, that when the Hoase 
adjourned last evening, the demand for the pre- 
vious question was pending upon the Senate 
amendments reported from the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union to the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1861; and whatever has taken 
place this morning, has taken place by unani- 
mous consent. That is the regular order of busi- 
ness; and it is important that we should actupen 
these amendments, in order that the bill may be 
sent to the Senate. | 

The SPEAKER. The motion by the gentle- 
man from Michigan, to suspend the rules, is in 
order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. [ rise to a question 
of order. What has become of the morning 
hour? | 

The SPEAKER. It expired some time ago. 
By unanimous consent, the morning hour was 
consumed upon the resolution of the Senate in 
reference to afinal adjournment. The Clerk will 
read the bill. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Post- 
master General to examine and adjust the claim 
of Arthur Edwards and his associates, for carry 
ing the through mails on their boats betwee 
Cleveland and Detroit, Sandusky and Detroit, | 
and Toledo and Detroit, during the years 1849 | 
and 1853, and the intervening years, and to pay 
to said Edwards and his associates such sum of | 
money as shall be found to be justly and equi- | 
tably due to them for carrying the mails as afore- 
said; and it provides that the sum thus found due 
shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury i 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. PHELPS. f demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BURNETT. f understand that a bill j 
passed this House, and was sent to the Senate, | 
for the benefit of the very parties named in this | 
bill, It passed the Senate, and was sent to the | 
dent. The President vetoed it; and that veto | 
message, returned to this House, has not been | 
acted upon. | 

| 
{ 


Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. This isa Senate 
resolution, and nota House bill, 

Mr. BURNETT. The President’s veto has 
not been acted on; and here is a joint resolution 
for the benefit of the same parties, : 


| Cheniere Island, State of Louisiana, as approved 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the message was acted upon in the Senate, but 
that it has not becn acted upon by thé House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays; 
and I object to debate upon the motion to sus- | 
pend the rules, 

Mr. CURRY. [ demand tellers upon the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hucues, 
and KerLoce of Ilinois, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-six, noes not counted. 

So the ycasand nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 101, nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald~ 
rich, Alley, William ©. Anderson, Bingbam, Fraucis P. 
Blair, Blake, Boteler, Bouligny, Brayton, Buatiinton, Burch, 
Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Jobn Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, 
Cox, James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Edwards, Ely, English, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Gra- | 
ham, Grow, Hale, Haskin, Uclmick, Lill, William Howard, 
Wilham A. Howard, Humphrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
loga, Wiliam Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. Leach, James 
M. Leach, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Marston, MeKean, Me- 
Pherson, Milson, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Bd- 
ward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Palmer, 
Perry, Pettit, Potter, Reagan, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Tappan, Taylor, Theaker, ‘Tomp- 
kins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, BHibu B. Wasbburne, 
{srac] Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, Wood- 
raft, and Woodson—101. s 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashmore, Barksdale, Bocock, 
Boyce, Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Burnham, Horace F. 
Clark, Cloptou, Cobb, Burton Craige, Crawtord, Curry, De | 
Jarnetic, Etheridge, Ferry, Gartrell, Hardeman, John P. 
Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Hoard, Holman, Houston, | 
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Killinger, Kunkel, | 
Landrum, Larrabec, Leake, Lee, Loomis, Mallory, Elbert 
S. Marin, Maynard, MeClemand, MeQueen, MeRae, 
Miles, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Peyton, Phelps, 
Porter, Quarles, James C. Robinson, Ruin, Singleton, 
William N. H Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
Stratton, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, and Wright—62. | 


So the rules were not suspended; two thirds not | 
voting in favor thereof. 


During the vote, 
Mr. WILSON stated that Mr. Case was paired 
off with Mr. Lamar. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (T. 
R. No. 288) recognizing the survey of the Grand 


by the surveyor general, and for other purposes; | 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. i! 


Mr. STRATTON. Inow, Mr. Speaker, call 
up the Kentucky contested-clection case of Chris- 
man vs, Anderson; and Lask the Clerk to read the 
resolution reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon, William C. Anderson is entitled to 
the seat now held by him as Representative in the Thirty- 
Sixth Congress from the fourth congressional district of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. STRATTON. However, under ordinary 
circumstances, I might be disposed to consume the 
hour allotted to me under the rules of the House, 
in discussing this case, I feel that, at this late pe- | 


riod of the session, I should be doing great injus- i| 


tice to the House, and to the important business | 
now pressing upon it, should I oceupy more time | 
than will be necessary to state the points of the 
case, and the facts upon which the committee have | 
made their report. 


Mr. BURNETT. Before the gentleman pro- | 


ceeds E would like to have it understood, as w 
agreed in thee 
same courtesy shouldbe extended to the contest- i 
ant and the contestee in this case as was extended | 
to the partics in that case. We have extended | 
the session, and we have sufficient time to have 
this case fully discussed. 

Mr. STRATTON, I have not yielded the | 
floor. Ishall be through with my remarks in a | 
few minutes, and then the gentleman can have | 
the floor to state his proposition. i 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope I shall then be able | 
to get the floor, to make that motion. 

Mr. STRATTON. I understand thata resolu- | 


tion has been passed allowing Mr. Chrisman to 
be heard upon the merits of this case, Of course, 


se of Blair and Barret, that the | 


no gentleman inthe House wil 
objection to that, ; 

Mr. BURNETT. Ido not want this discussion 
to come out of the gentieman’s time. Twill say” 
to the gentleman that the right to speak at all in 
this case has never’ been. conferred’ upon ‘Mr. 
Chrisman. : ters 

Mr. STRATTON. ` I was told, yesterday, by 
my colleague, [Mr. Garrrey,] 1f F- recollect 
aright, that such a resolution had been offered and 
adopted, Before I called the attention of the House 
to the case, inreply to a question whether [should 
offer a resolution to that effect, my ‘colleague 
told me that such a resolution had already been 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
no such resolution has been adopted. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I supposed it had been; 
but if it has not, I make the motion now. ` 

Mr. STRATTON. Imove that Mr. Chrisman 
be admitted to a seat upon this floor, and that he 
be permitted toaddress the House upon the mèr- 
its of this case. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to have the motion 
amended; and I appeal to the magnanimity of the 
other side of the House that they will extend to 
Mr. Chrisman the same privilege that was given 
to Mr. Blair, of Missouri, by this side of the 
House. Thatagreement was, that the contestant 
should occupy one hour; that the sitting member 
should occupy two hours; and that the contestant 
should have one hour in conclusion. 

Mr. STRATTON.” I do not desire more of 
the time of the House with this case than is abso- 
lutély necessary to its being properly understood ; 
and in order to shorten the time, I make this prop- 
osition: that the contestant and sitting member 
shall argue this case, and that no one else shall 
speak upon it; and that the vote shall be taken 
after they shall have occupied an hour each, 

Mr. BURNETT. ‘The injustice of such a 
course must be very apparent to every one, ‘This 


Imale the slightest 


| is a case of great importance to the State of Ken- 


tucky; and all we ask is the very same courtesy 
which has been extended to contestants in cases 
tried heretofore. 

Mr. SURATTON. Tam willing to accede to 
an arrangement to this effect, that Mr. Chrisman 
shall have half an hour to open; that Mr. Ander- 
son shall have an hour to reply; and that Chris- 
man shall have half an hour to rejoin. 

Mr. BURNETT. All Lask is that gentlemen 
shall be as fair to us in this case as we were in 
the case the other day. f 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have no objection to the 
sitting member and contestant arguing their own 
case; but it is morally impossible that they, can 
argue it in the time suggested by the gentleman 
from New Jersey. J suppose they could bring 
their argument within the limit of two hours each, 
but not In less than that time. 

Mr. STRATTON. I accept the proposition 
suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
the same rule shall be adopted in this case as was 
adopted in the Blair and Barret case, so far as re- 
lates to the contestant and sitting member. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered, 

Mi. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, I made the 
suggestion to shorten the time, because this case 
is not nearly so voluminous as the Missouri case 
was, and therefore L supposed that an hour would 
be sufficient time to allow to each of the parties. 
I was about to state, Mr. Speaker, the facts of the 
case, on which the report of the committee is 
based, and which authorize them, in their judg- 
ment, to report the resolution which has been just 
read from the Clerk’s desk,and which the House 
is asked to adopt. 

This casc, Mr. Speaker, comes from the fourth 
congressional district of the State of Kentucky. 
The election took place on the Ist of August, 
1859. By the report made by the board of State 
canvassers of Kentucky, to whom the election 


‘returns are by law forwarded from the different 


congressional districts of the State, Mr. Ander- 
son is declared to have received 7,204 votes, while 
his opponent, the contestantin this case, received 
7,201 votes, leaving a majority on the facé’of the 
returns in favor of the sitting member of 3 votes. 
By the laws of the State of Kentucky, the judges 
of election in cach voting precinct, consisting of 
two judges and a clerk, who are appointed by the 
county court, and the sheriff of the county, or 
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his deputy, are required to canvass the count, 
and sam up the votes as soon as the polls close, 
and.on the evening of the day that the election 
shag been held; and the sherif? of the county is 
required by law, within two days after the elec- 
tion, to séal up and deposit the. votes of every 
voting precinet with the clerk of the county. The 
law then requires that immediately thereafter, the 
presiding judge of the county, the. county clerk, 
and the sheriff.of the county, shall canvass the 
votes, sum them up,ascertain the result, and make 
out three certificates—one of which is to be trans- 
mitted immediately, by mail, to the sceretary of 
State at Frankfort; another to be filed in the office 
of the clerk of the county; and the third to be sent, 
by such, private conveyance as the clerk may se- 
feet, to the secretary of State at Frankfort, free of 
expense. 

So far as the committee has been able to ascer- 
tain, from a close investigation of the case, these 
requirements of the law were substantially com- 
plied with by the different county boards of the 
eleven counties composing this congressional dis- 
trict. The election having taken place on the dst 
day of August, it became. the duty of the county 
boards of the different counties to canvass the 
result of. the vote in each voting preeinet so de- 
posited in the cierk’s office by the sheriff on the 
4th day of August, the third day after the elec- 
tion. ‘This was done inall the counties, Sonic 
days afterwards, in going over the votes of the 
different voting precincts in the county of Boyle, 
it was discovered that a mistake of four votes had 
been made to the prejudice of the sitting mem- 
ber. The board of county canvassers reassembled, 


and, after making a recount, made out and for- | 


warded to the secretary of the Commonwealth, 
at Frankfort, a supplementary or corrected report 
of the vote of the county of Boyle, Soalso in the 
county of Adair, it was discovered that a mistake 
of one.vote had been made, also to the prejudice 
of the sitting member; and the county board re- 
assembled, recounted the vote, and forwarded a 
supplementary certificate to the proper officer at 
Prankfort. [tis alleged that on the 42th of August, 
in looking over the poll-lists of the voting preemets 
of the county of Cumberland, a mistake of ten 
yotes was discovered to the prejudice of the con- 
testant. On the 13th of August, two.of the mem- 
bers of the county board of Cumberland county 
assembled, proceeded to recount the votes, and 
made out an additional or corrected certificate, 
which they also trausmitted to the proper officer 
at Prankfort, 

The State board—-which is composed of the 
Governor of the State, the attorney gencral, and 
the. secretary of State, when they met together 
for the purpose of summing up the votes of the 
different counties in each congressional district of 
the State—had these facts called to their attention; 
and these amended certificates were laid before 
them for their consideration. After due dcliber- 
ation, a full consideration of the statutes prescrib- 
ing their duties and powers, the board determined, 
in their wisdom and in their jadgment, that they 
had no right to receive these supplementary or 
amended returns from the county boards. For this 
they have given their reasons at length, signed by 
them in their official capacity, It was the unan- 
imous judgment of the Governor, attorney gen- 
eral, and. secretary of State, all of whom, I un- 
derstand, are lawyers of distinction and of high 
studing in the State; and their opinion on the con- 
struction of the statutes of Kentucky is, l appre- 
bend, entitled to. weight not only there but in this 
House. : They, investigated the question as to 
whether they had the right to receive and consider 
the amended returns sent from these three counties; 
and they concluded, on due deliberation, that they 


had no right to receive or consider them. They | 


based their opinion mainly on this ground: that by 
thelawsof the State of Kentucky notonly the man- 
ner, but the time, was preseribed within which 
the county canvassers should count and sum up 
the votes that had been cast. Thatis to say, that 
two daysafter the election had been held, and after 
the poll-books had been sent in from the voting 


precin€ts to the office of the county clerk, it be- | 


came their duty to meet and canvass and ascer- 
tain how the votes stood between the contending 
parties; and that after they had performed this 
duty their powers and office ceased; that they had 
no right, having once discharged or attempted to 


discharge their duty, to meet again for the pur- 
pose of correcting a mistake, or for any other pur- 
pose in that capacity, inasmuch as they hail no 


Ionger a legal existence. 


In that opinion, Mr. Speaker, the majority of 
the Committee of Elections, who present their 
report to the House, have concurred, They be- 
lieve that the board of State canvassers put a 
proper and legal and just construction on the law, 
and that. the reasons which they gave for it, and 
which are incorporated in the report, are such as 
must carry conviction to the mind of every gen- 
tleman who reads them. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while your committee so 
believed, they did not believe that this House, in 
a contested-election case, should be precluded, by 
the action of the board of canvassers, either State 
or county, through its regularly constituted agents, 
from giving it a thorough investigation and cor- 
rection of all mistakes and all frauds alleged to 
have occurred on one side or on the other. The 
object of the contest is, that the truth may be 
ascertained and justice done; if wrong has been 
done to any one, that the injared party may be 
righted; if mistakes haye occurred, that they may 


| be corrected; if frauds have been committed, that 


they may be rebuked. 

A notice of the contest was given by Mr. Chris- 
man to the sitting member. The notice is vo- 
luminous, and contains a large number of specifi- 
cations, A response was filed by Mr. Anderson, 
in accordance with law, denying the allegations 
set forth, and giving notice that he would insist 
that there had been errors committed in the poll of 
the contestant, which should be corrected, and 
which would show that his majority, instead of 
being three, would be largely increased. 
committee, taking the view ofthe case above stated, 
deemed it their duty to enter on the investigation 
of these alleged mistakes—not frauds, because 
there was no allegation of fraud, either on one 
side or the other. They also carefully examined 
the polls df certain. precincts in which the pro- 
ceedings were alleged to have been irregular and 
not in accordance with the requirements of the 
statutes. In the correction of mistakes, they first 
directed their attention to the poll-books of the 
county of Cumberland, where, tt was sald, a mis- 


take against Mr. Chrisman of 14 votes had oc- | 


curred. Upon an inspection of the returns, they 
were satisfied that the mistake was apparent; that 
it was to the prejudice of the contestant, "Phe cor- 
rection was mide, and Me. Chrisman had the 
benefit of the correction. In other words, they 
added to Mr. Chrisman’s poll the l4 votes not 
counted for Lim in the county of Cumberland, 
So, too, as to the alleged mistakes in the coun- 
ties of Boyle and Adair. By an inspection of the 
poll-books, it appears that the errors in sum ming 
up, Which have heretofore been stated, did actu- 
ally occur. ‘Therefore they gave to Mr, Anderson 
the benefit of the correction, adding five votes to 
his poll. Had no other errors occurred, touching 
the election in this congressional distvict, Mr. 
Chrisman would undoubtedly have been entitled 


to the scat claimed by him. But both parties 
having charged in their notice and response that 


very many other mistakes had occurred through- 
out the district; and much evidence having been 
offered by cach party, with our understanding of 
our duty, we examined with a view to make all 
proper corrections of all the alleged crrors which 
either party claimed to have been made to his 
prejudice, 

We found that a number of clerical crrors oc- 
curred in recording the votes. To illustrate what 
I mean, let me state that the voting in Kentucky 


| is viva voee; each voter as he comes to the pail 
| declares the candidate for whom he votes; the ii 


sheriff cries the name of the voter and of the can- 
didate voted for, and the clerk makes a record 
of the vote. 
yote would be cried for Anderson and the clerk 
would record them for Chrisman and vice versa; 


and, in some instances, in the excitement and | 
hurry of the moment, the same vote was recorded | 
as having voted for both Anderson and Chrisman. į! 
The committee have examined all these cases of | 


alleged mistakes with great care, having looked 
into the evidence adduced for the purpe 
ing that these mistakes occurred, and have endeav- 


ored to make the corrections square with the tes- |) 


timony, They found on Mr. Anderson’s poll 


Your | 


Mistakes occurred in this way: a i! 


of show- |} 


mistakes of 25 votes, and on Mr. Chrisman’s poll 
mistakes of 21 votes, of which they give them the 
| benefit. “These were mostly clerical errors. By 
giving both parties the benefit of the errors which 
occurred in the counties of Cumberland, Boyle, 
and Adair, and correcting the clerical errors, ån- 
derson’s majority is increased from three votés to 
seven.” | 

There is another point in this case to which the 
attention of the comittee was called by both 
parties, as well by the contestantas by the sitting 
member. It is contended that the polls of certain 
voting precincts should be rejected on accountof 
irregularities which occurred in some insiances, 
because the returns were not properly certified; 
and in others because the judges or clerks were 
not properly sworn, in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the statute of Kentucky. We have 
investigated all those cases, and although there 
arc irregularities appearing on the face of many 
of the returns, there is only one precinct which 
| the committee have felt justified in rejecting, and 
that isthe poll at Casey creek precinct in Casey 
county, where the vote stood, Anderson 49, Chris- 
man 95. 

Į will state the reasons for which that poll is 
| rejected; and J think it will be apparent to every 
gentleman who hears the statement that we could 
“have come’ to vio other conclusion. As I have 
already stated, by the laws of Kentucky the elec- 
tion board consists of two judges and a clerk, 
appointed by the county court, and the sheriff, 
whose duty it is not only to recive the votes, but 
to certify and return them to the county board. 
In this case there is no certificate of either the 
judges, the clerk, or the sherif, youching for the 
correctness of the return. ft comes here as a mere 
loose piece of paper, containing a namber of 
names and marks, but no officer known to the 
Jaw certifies that this isa copy of the poll-book, 
or a copy of the votes cast at the election held in 
the Casey creck precinct, The only thing attached 
to it is the words, © George W. Harles, clerk,’? 
"Phere is nothing, however, toshow that the clerk 
sentilup asa copy of the poll-book, If there 
‘had been a certificate signed by the clerk alone, 
without the signatures of the judges or sheriff, 
certifying, in bis oflicial capacity as clerk at that 
young precinct, that this wasa record of the votes 
cast at that voting precinct, the committee might 
not, perhaps, bave felt justified in rejecting the 
polls but tt comes here without any authority at 
ail, without anybody to vouch for it, withoutany 
mark to show that itis a copy of the poll-book 
required by law to be kept and returned over the 
official signature of the returning officers, whose 
duty it is to make their return by certificate. In 
every other case which has been brought to the 
attention of the committee there has been a certi- 
fied return of the poll-books, ccruficd to by the 
proper and tegal officers. ‘This having no such 
certificate, and nothing by which it could be de- 
termined whether it was a genuine and authentic 
paper.or not, they felt called upon, as a matter of 
i duty, to reject that whole poll. But I may be per- 
mitted to say tbat, even if that poll had not been 
rejected, it would make no difference in the result 
of the case, except thatit would rcduce somewhat 
the majority of the situpg member. 

But there is another branch of this case, and it 
is the last one to which I shall call the attention 
of the House. ‘These parties cach challenged in- 
dividual voters, by name, to a very conside rable 
extent, each insisting that those votes should be 
deducted from the poll of his adversary. The 
contestant has challenged by name 113 voters, and 
the sitting member 211. Testimony has been 
aken in reference to very many of these chal- 
cnged voters; but not to all, ‘The testimony is 
very voluminous, as the House will see when I 
exhibit to them this book, which is one of the 
two volumes of evidence taken in the case, A 
' time beyond that allowed by law was consumed 
| by the parties in taking testimony; and it seems 
to me that no two gentlemen ever worked more 
wntiringly than did the sitting member and the 
contestant, for until the meeting of Congress, I 
believe, they gave it their personal attention, and 
| examined and cross-examined the witnesses them- 
selves in every instance, The committee has been 
| obliged to look into all those challenged votes 
about which evidence has been offered, We have 
examined them carefully, and find that of the two 


1 
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hundred and odd votes challenged by the sitting 
member and cast for the contestant, 81 of the 
challenges have. been sustained by conclusive 

roof—proof upon which, t apprehend, no honest 
jury could hesitate for a single moment to say 
that the votes cast were illegal, and should be 
deducted from the poll. 

Of the 213 votes.challenged by the sitting mem- 
ber, the proofs: show that the challenge is sus- 
tained in 81 cases, and they are deducted from the 
poll of the contestant; and of 111 votes challenged. 
by. the contestant, 25 have’ been sustained by 
proof. “They are illcgal votes, and we have ac- 
cordingly deducted them from the poll of the sit- 
ting member. 

‘The result of our investigation has been, that 
after correcting clerical crrorvs; after striking out | 


the poll at Casey creck precinct, and deducting | 
illegal votes, we find that Anderson’s majority, |: 


instead of being 3, as returned by the State can- 
yassers, iS, upon a fair count, upon a full in- 
soection of the polis and a correction of all errors, 
109; and that he is therefore entitled to the seat 
which he now holdsasa Representative in the j 
present Congress from the fourth congressional 
district, of the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. CIIRISMAN, (contestant.) Mr. Speaker, 
I am aware that l stand in the midst of the Rep- 
resentatuives of the people of the United States, 
and am permitted to speak by their courtesy. I 
shall endeavor to so demean myself in this dis- 
cussion as not to abuse that courtesy. 

Lam here in the name of a majority of the voters 
of the fourth congressional district of Kentucky, 
claiming to be their legal and duly chosen Rep- 
resentative to this the Lhirty-Sixth Congress, I 
am here to witness a triumph of the people by 
being admitted: to a seat upon this floor, or to see | 
their recorded’ will as expressed at the polls over- 
ridden, and the Constitution, which declares they 
shall choose their own Representative, disre- 
garded. : 

Notwithstanding I received a majority of all ; 

the votes cast at the election, the sitiing member 
obtained from the State board of examiners a cer- 
tificate of election, which he parades before this 
Louse as conclusive evidence of his right to retain 
the seat, and boasts because, ashe alleges, attached 
to itis the broad scal of the State of Kentucky. 
i will say to the gentleman, that if the board of 
State examiners have appended to his certificate 
of election the broad seal of the ‘great State of 
Kentucky, it is an act extra-official on their part, 
there being no Jaw of the State requiring or au- 
thorizing them to do so; and L will say to him 
further, that Kentucky is not in the habit of so 
prostituting her great seal as to permit its aflixion 
to bogus certificates of clection. f 

Mr. Speaker, the various counties of Kentuck 
are by law laid off into convenient voting pre- 
cincts, which law provides that each county court 


i 
| 


shall appoint two justices of the peace, or one | 


justice aud one other suitable person, as judges, | 
and aclerk of the elcetion, for each precinct, who, | 
together with the sheriif or his deputy, who is 
ex oficio a member of said beard, shall constitute 
a buard to superintend the election, determine 
upon the legality of all the votes offered, and see 
they are properly recorded with the voter’s name 
on. the poil-bouk kept for that purpose; attend to 
the proper summation of the votes; certify the 
poll-book over their signatures, and detiver the 
same, inclosed in an envelope, sealed by them be- 
fore they separate, to the sheriff, whose duty it 
is within two days next after the election to de- 
posit the same with the clerk of the county court. 
"The next day the presiding judge of the county 
court, the clerk thereof, and the sheriff of the 
county, who constitute a board for examining the 
poll-books of each county, are to meet in the 
clerk's office, compare the polls, ascertain the cor- 
reetiiess of the summation of votes, and, in the | 
case of the. election of a member to Cong 
make out three certificates in writing, over their 
own signatures, of the number of votes given in 
the county for each of the candidates; one of which 
is to be retained in the clerk’s office, another the | 
clerk is to send by mail to the secretary of State, | 
at Mranifort, and the other he is to. transmit to | 
him by any private conveyance the clerk may 
select, free of cost. 

‘Phe Governor, attorncy general, and secrotary f 
of Siate, is a board to examine the returns of elec- 
tion, detis the duty of this board, when the re- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| office. George W. Doneghy, John Cowen, A. H. 


|| active partisans and. friends of Anderson. ‘Lhe 
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turns are all in, or on the fourth Monday: after 
the election, whether they are in or not, to make 
out, in the secretary’s office, from the returns 
made, duplicate certificates in writing of the elec-, 
tion of those having the highest number of votes; 
one¢ of which is to be retained in the office, another 
sent by mail to the person elected, and the other. 
sent by mail to the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
resentatives at the seat of the Federal Govern- 
ment. f a 

The election was held on the 1st day of A¥gust, 
1859, in the fourth congressional district for the 
Siate of Kentucky. William C., Anderson and 
myself were the only candidates. The congres- 
sional. district embraces the counties of Adair, 
; Boyle, Casey, Clinton, Cumberland, Greene, Lin- 
coln, Pulaski, Russell, Taylor and Wayne. From 
the returns first made to the State board, the fol- 
lowing would have appeared to be the aggregate 
result: total vote for Anderson, 7,204; total vote 
for Chrisman, 7,201. Thus giving to the sitting 
member a majority of three votes. 

It is proper to state that, prior to the above re- 
sult bcing known by the sittung member, on Fri- 
day evening, the 5th day of August, as testified 
“by £. L. Van Winkle, he went to Danville, Ken- 
tucky, his place of residence, from the town of 
Lebanon, where he had obtained the latest in- 
formation from the lower and most distant coun- 
ties of the district, and informed the citizens 
thereof thathe had obtained the information which, 
ifttrue, would clect Chrisman (myself) by one or 
two votes. This witness algo states that he had 
a conversation that evening with the sitting mem- 
ber in reference to the result of the election, then 
the constant theme of conversation; and that he 
invited witness to go with him to his own private 
residence, and assist him in looking over the Boyle 
poll-book, which he did. Upon their arrival 
there, they went up stairs, lighted a candle, got | 
John Cowen (the brother-in-law of the genUeman 
holding the seat) out of bed, the poll-books being 
produced by Mr, Anderson, and commenced the 
examination. B 

Witness states that the thought struck him 
when the candle was lighted, and the book was 
opened, how easy it would be to mutilate the 
poll-book, and looking around to sec if there was 
any writing material about, as he had an impres- 
sion that if mistakes were discovered it would be 
charged to have been done by fraud, he saw an | 
inkstand on the table before them, but does not 
recollect or know whether there was ink iwit or 
not. Witness further states, that they commenced 
the examination of the Perry ville poll-book, and i 
were confined to the same to sce if the additions 
of said poll-book were correct, and being some- 
what worried by the examination, following in 
the footsteps of his illustrious namesake, old Rip 
Van Winkle, he laid down on the bed and uneg- i 
pectediy feil asleep. (Laughter.] When he awoke, 
having somewhat a shorter nap than old Rip, 
{renewed laughter,] the sitting member and huis 
brother-in law had completed the examination, 
and he asked them if they discovered any mis- 
takes; they replied they had not, so faras the 
additions were concerned, Al who were con- 
corned in this examination were then, as they are 
now, the political and warm personal friends of 
the sitting member. 

James F. Zimmerman, another witness, also a 
political friend of the sitting member, and the 
| clerk of Boyle county, by virtue of which a cus- | 
| todian of the poll-books, states that, on Briday | 
| evening after the late August election, Mr. An- 
derson borrowed the poll-books from him, and) 
returned them on Saturday morning, on the even- 
lag of which day be borrowed them again, and 
returned tiem on Sunday evening. He also states 
that, on Saturday and Sunday, the days when 
Mr. Anderson had the poll-books out of tire office, 
| there were conilicting reports as to who was elect- 
ed, all the returns not having been received in 
' such form as to give them reliability. Some re- 
ports elected Cliisman, some elected Anderson, 
and another tied them. 

Samuel P. Barber states that he was present at 
the examination ofthe poll-books of Boyle county, 
Don Sunday after the election, in J. E. Bels law 


| 
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| 


| Sneed, W. C. Anderson, and himself, were the 
only persons present, all of whom were warm and 


| mistake of four votes to the prejudice of Mx. An- 


derson was that day discovered, as witness states,’ 
in this way: shader 


se The poll-books were put down infrontof A.I. need. 
John Cowen stood on the right, and witness on the: left.” 


Sitting member. was about the width of the table off, and 
did not touch them. For a more perfect count, they passed 
a paper down the poll-book, counted each vowed de-' 
tected the mistake. At the time of said examination, and: 
the discovery of said. mistake, the resultof the election wasi 
doubtful, and both sides claimed it.” A sg : 
From this testimony, the House wH ‘see. that’ 
the sitting member had possession of the. poll- 
books of his own county three days and nights. 
He removed them. from their proper place of resty 
the clerk’s office, that the politically dead might: 
live, and the lost be found, ` He had them pre- 
cisely thelength of time the whale‘had Jonah in 
durance vile. (Laughter.]. In justification of the 
good people of Danville, E must say they are 
church-going, law-and-order people, pwho wiew 
Sabbath-breaking with as much‘abhorrence as 
any people of my acquaintance.” Their Christian 
picty will no doubt revolt, when they learn of yt, 
at the perversion of the object of God’s holy*day 
to the examination of poll-books. ae : 
As soon as this crror to the gentleman ’s preju- 
dice was developed to his anxious and inquiring 
mind, he who now occupiesa seat upon erroneous 
certificates from counties, and in contempt of 
amended and correct ones, summoned the county + 
beard of Boyle, had an amended: certificate’ sent 
to the State board, in lieu of the erroneous one’ 
previously transmitted, with a dispatch creditable 
to his enterprise. The inconsistency of the gen- 
tleman’s record on this question of amended cer- 
tificates’ may be excused when the House learns 
that, at the time of his lead in their behalf, he 
supposed he would be defeated upon the originals}, 
and he was not aware of the necessity for'one of 
his favorites in Cumberland county which would 
accrue to my advantage, and elect me and defeat 


broke instanter for the State capital at F 
"Phen wes the moment that the gentleman’s con- 
victions underwent a change on the question of 
amended certificates. Without them he was 
elected; with them he was not. As I said, they 
went to Frankfort, got the State board tagother, 
and commenced the count before the correction 
could reach from Cumberland, and attempted to. 
express a certificate through of his election, 
which was, quiet as their movements were kept, 
prevented by the sagacity of my friends, who, 
learning what was going on; produced before the 
board the evidences of the error in Cumberland, 
the correction.of which would reach there in a 
few days, and, by their indignant opposition to 
the hasty manner in which it was being attempted 
to-secure a seat hore for the gentleman, succeeded 
in postponing the decision of the board until the 
| amended ceruficate from Cumberland came. 
The. error ur the county of Cumberland was 
discovered on the 12th of August. It was an er- 
ror.of computation, to my prejudice, of fourteen 
votes. ‘The error as to ten of those votes is so 
plain as but to require an exhibit of that part of 
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the poll-book to show, how easily jt was com- 
mitted, - 
The'poll-book was kept in aggregate numerals, 
and notin units. : 
Pentecost Precinct. 


: Anderson. Chrisman. 
I, W. Granam.o cess cereteteceeeceree = 55 
John Neighbors... a 56 
Person Davidsol....+seees Al - 
A. Eldridge. ses eee ewes bene nens 42 - 
James W. Loljar. oe 43 ~- 
GH. Wo0d ee cece eereeceeves 44 - 
A OMe orere Perr rrr rr rs ti - 
AS GATEL. ici seesesedeneeweces ences AG ad 
Simeon Huddieston 47 - 
Se Ja Jenkins seeren a - 47 
J. C. Grahams ..ccceeveeeee ore 48 


From this extract from the poll-books at Pen- 
tecest precinct, it will be seen that John Neigh- 
bors was the fifty-sixth voter who had voted for 
the contestant at that precinct, and that the next 
voter who voted for me was S. J. Jenkins, who 
should have been recorded as the fifty-seventh 
voter for him; but the clerk erroneously, as will 
be seen, recorded it as the forty-seventh vote for 
me, and the next vote for him, thatof J. C. Gra- 
ham, as the forty-eighth vote; and so on this er- 
ror in number of ten votes, was perpetuated to 
the end of the poll, and not discovered until after 
the certified returns had been sent to the State 
board of examiners. 

As tothe error of the other four votes to make 
up the correction of fourteen votes embraced in 
amended certificate of the county of Cumber- 
land, two of them were committed in the same 
way, one at precinct No. 4 and the other at pre- 
einet No. 5. The other two votes are accounted 
for in this way: the clerk, as the poll was going 
on, discovered two votes in error, to the prejudice 
of the sitting member, at precinct No. 1, and cor- 
rected them at the ime. Forgetting that he had 
corrected them, he added at the end of the poll 
two voves in hig favor in summing up, thus giv- 
big the sitting member two. more votes than he 
was entitled: to.—(For a clear exhibit of these 
errors, see testimony of Napoleon B. Cheatham, 
a political friend of the sitting member.) 

"Phe clearness of the facts ag to the way in which 
those errors occurred to my prejudice makes noth- 
ing but theirstatement necessary for their under- 
standing. ` How. was it with those in the county 
of Boyle, upon which the gentleman procured an 
amended certificate in his favor? They were made 
by an alleged alteration of the poll-books; by the 
erasure of two voles said to have been given forme, 
and the recording of them for him, thus making 
a difference of four votes to his favor and my prej- 
udice. This alteration of the poll-books, to any 
one who willexamine them, looks probable. The 
count atthe foot of my column on one page, where 
an erasure occurs, is not right, unless the erased 
vote is counted for me; and that for Anderson is 
not right, if the alleged change of vote is counted 
for him. 

But upon this point I do not deem it necessary 
to say more, further than to read the tesumony of 
5. P. Burton, one of the judges of election at the 
precinet in Boyle county where the alteration al- 
luded to is charged to have been committed. He 
says: 

“1 have now the poll-books of that district before me. 
In looking over the poll-book, page 3,1 find that the vote 
of Nelson Pendergrait appears at one time to have been 
cast for Chrisman, and it now appears to be erased, and his 
voto recorded in the column for Anderson, and i believe 
that has been done since I counted the columns. Ie my 
count wag correct, itis necessary that that vote should be 
counted for Chrisman, and if counted tor Anderson, my 
count both for Chrisman and Anderson is wrong. I donot 
believe such a mistake would have escaped my observa- 
tion, from the cure { took in making the count, 

“ "Phere are two reasons why I think the vote has been 
changed: one is, from the care 1 took in counting it, and 
the other is, from the fact that the mark of his vote is 
straighter and rather heavier thau the marks generally are 
on that page. I sec, upon examination, that there is a vote 
recorded for Anderson in another part of the same poll- 
book, and that mark is straighter than they generally are 
on that page. Phe vote seems to have been put down for 
Mr, Chrismau,as iu the other, and then erased, ‘I'he col- 


unm for Chrisman upon this page foots up right, having | 


ihat vote off, and Anderson’s Jacks one of being enough, 
giving him the benefit of that vote; and I believe the mark 
in this case was put in by the same person who put it in 
the other case'after the count was made. [see a mark in 
another cviunm, in the same poll-book, Where there are 
no ertsdres, Which is heavier than the one opposite the 
name of Pendergraft, and so in other columns and other 
pages. 

“itis my recollection that several voters did not vote 
between Chrisman and Anderson; and it would be very 
easy to change the vote for either by putting in a mark, 


when in fact the voter voted tor neither. [have fora num- 
ber of years been a merchant in the town of Perryville, 
and had much to do in counting up figures.” 


Nelson Pendergraft, one of the two voters whose 
votes were alleged to have been changed, testifies : 


“There is no other Nelson Pendergraft in Boyle county 
that I know of besides myself. 1 voted at the last August 
election in precinct No. l in Boyle county, and voted for 
James S. Chrisman for Congress.. I have examined the 
poll-books for that precinet, and find that my name was put 
down for Chrisman, and scratched out and put down for 
Andersgn. 

«J voted by’a ticket. The ticket I had had the Demo- 
cratic names on it. Ido not remember. who gave me that 
ticket. Chrisman’s and Magoflin’s names were on it. I 
do not remember the names.of any other persons for whom 
I voted. I do not recollect that my vote was cried ont by 
any of the officers of the election after I voted. I only 
staid there a short time after I voted. I handed my ticket 
to the judges, and told them I voted that ticket, and for 
Sneedand Owens. Tean read and write. Tenderson Bol- 
ling stood with his hand on my left shoulder when I voted. 
I donot remember any other person who was right by me 
when I voted. 

“F have always voted the Democratic ticket when I had 
a vote.” 


The House will recollect that it was this poll- 
book which Van Winkle testifies was examined 
by Mr. Anderson at his house, and reported by 
him to be without error. 

Mr. Speaker, I will dismiss any further refer- 
ence to the Boyle county books, having only done 
so atall to illustrate how the corrections made in 
his favor are assailed by testimony, whilst those 
in mine stand forth as clear as the sun at noon- 


Chrisman, 


Anderson, 

Gounties Original, |Corrected.| Original. (Corrected. 
Cumberland.. 652 650 368 380 
Clinton .... 312 312 578 578 
Wayne.. tl WAL 831 831 
Russell -..... 479 479 432 432 
Pulaski... 14 1,214 1,375 1,375 
Lincoln . 935 935 440 440 
Boyle... 789 793 303 303 
‘Taylor. . , 357 357 648 648 
Adaire. eeaeee 547 548 1,097 1,097 
CASEY essees 696 696 443 448 
Greene weeeee 482 432 681 681 

7,204 7,207 7,201 7,213 


By the erroncous certificates the sitting member 
had three majority, By the corrected ones 1 had 
six majority. Yet the State canvassors issued a 
certificate to the sitting member. It recognized 
error and repudiated justice. It may be supposed 
that these corrected or amended certificates did not 
reach the board at Frankfort in time. They did, 
as much as ten days before they met. The board 
does not deny this; on the contrary, it received, 
considered, debated, and rejected them. On the 
29th of August, with the true state of the facts 
before them, they outraged my rights and that of 
my constituents by giving the certificate to the 
sitting member. 

The action of the State board in awarding a 
certificate of clection to the sitting member, is 
|| based exclusively upon the theory that, after send- 
ing the first erroncous certificate, the county board 
became functus officio, and that certificate Is con- 
clusive upon the State board, though obtained by 
fraud, or the result, as here, of manifest mistake. 
Though the county board has not fulfilled the 
duty assigned it by the law, to state correctly the 
returns, no other reason is assigned by them for 
withholding from me the certificate of election. 
But wag the county board functus officio, as they 
contend? The law charged them with a subordi- 
nate or ministerial duty only, which was to com- 
pare the polls, ascertain the correctness of the 
summing up of the votes, and report to the State 
board, not an opinion, but a mathematical fact. 
The law prescribes no limitation to its existence 
until the fourth Monday after the election, the day 
the State board is required to act upon the returns 
and grant certificates of election, It not having 
discharged the duty for which it was created, by 
ascertaining the fact it was required to report, how 
could ithave become functus oficio? tis absurd 

and ridiculous to say a body having a legal exist- 
| ence to ascertain a mathematical fact, dies before 
it has ascertained that fact, merely because it had 
once entered upon the performance of its daty. 

Error or mistake could not make it functus of 
il ficio, for the duty admitted of absolute and math- 


ematical certainty; and until that was attained, it 
was not done. It was not dead and without 
power until it had done what the law contem- 
plated it should do. 

Nothing is better settled, than when a statute 
requires an act to be done by public officers in a 

iven length of time for a publie purpose, it shall 

be taken to be directory; and the duty being neg- 
lected or unperformed, by allowing the precise 
time to go by, yet, if afterwards performed, the 
public ‘shall not suffer by their neglect or delay. 

It has been decided by the courts in this coun- 
try, that when a statute requires a certificate of 
election to.be given upon a given day, and it was 
not given on that day but the day after, such cer- 
tificate was good, and the election could not there- 
by be vitiated or the holder deprived of any of the 
benefits under it, . : 

lay it down as an axiom of the law; thatthat 
construction which shall best answer the ends of 
justice shall obtain and be observed. Courts of 
law do not hesitate to adopt this rule, and courts 
of equity delight to correct errors and mistakes, 
and will do so even after judgment has been pro- 
nounced. Ifthe State board sat in either capacity, 
their court was open when the county board of 
Cumberland had informed them of the mistake 
made to my prejudice, and for at least ten days 
after they were fully, and as [ contend officially, 
informed, before they were compelled to granta 
certificate of election. In fact, they granted the 
certificate in discussion after they were informed 
of the true state of facts. 

Certainly the object of their creation was to give 
force and effect to the will of the people as ex- 
pressed by them at the polls, They had done so 
ina former case, and justice and common honesty 
required they should so act in this; and in pur- 
suing adifferentline of conduct, they have usurped 
the power and authority, in violation of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, to choose for the people of the 
fourth congressional district of Kentucky their 
Representative to Congress. They, however,say 
that such a course will best prevent frauds by the 
alteration and mutilation of poll-books. Jn just- 
ification of my people, I must say they are a law- 
abiding people, and are not in the habit of sub- 
jecting themselves to indictment by handling the 
poll-books; and the first and only instance that 
ras occurred in Kentucky of a candidate for Con- 
gress taking the poll-books out of their proper 
places of deposit, and keeping them out for three 
days, occurred in this case, and with my compet- 
itor. 

According to the reasoning of the State board, 


| if the county examiners, through corruption and 


bribery, should report to them a majority for one 
candidate for Congress, when, in fact, another 
had obtained such majority, such report is con- 
clusive, and there is no power short of the Amer- 
ican Congress, throngh the long and tedious pro- 
cess of a contested election, that can correct or 
rectify the wrong; and according to the logic of 
the sitting member, this body cannot do it, ashe 
insists that the certificate of election by the State 
canvassers is conclusive, and cannot be set aside; 
all of which is nothing more nor less than a stud- 
ied and artful dodge to override the will of the 
people, and place one in Congress whom they re- 
jected and repudiated last August,and whom they 
will continue to reject and repudiate whenever 
called on. 

In the year 1857, a vacancy occurred on the 
bench of the court of appeals of Kentucky, by the 
death of the chicf justice of said court. A special 
election was called to fill said vacancy. Mr. 

3ullett, a Democrat, and Wheat, an American, 
were candidates. The election came off on the 
Lith day of June of that year. The returns, as 
originally and regularly made to the State board, 
elected the Democrat, Mr. Bullett, and made the 
court stand three Democrats to one American; but 
this same board of examiners permitted amended 
returns to be made and received, by which they 
awarded a certificate of election to their friend 
and partisan, Mr. Wheat, which made the court 
stand politically a tie. They have a wonderful 
aptness and proclivity for making ties, as the re- 
sult of giving the sitting member a certificate 
makes the delegation from Kentucky stand a tie 
in this House, 

A mistake was made by the examiners of the 
county board of Hari county of 100 votes against 
Wheat, which certificate bore date the 17th day 


1860. - 
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of June. 


formed of such mistake, which occurred in this |: 


way: as the law requires, the county board made 
out these certificates, one of which—that is, the 
one forwarded to the State board—stated that 
Wheat had received 122, when the one on file in | 
the clerk’s office represented that he had received 
992 votes; to correct which, as stated by them in 
their memorandum: appended to the certificate 
awarded to Wheat, they permitted an amended 
copy to be made out of ian one on file in the clerk’s 
office, together with the affidavits of the exam- 
iners of Hart county, which certificate and affi- 
davits bear date the 25th day of Junc; and, ac- 
cording to their logic in this case, seven or eight 
days after the county board became functus oficio, 
and upon the amended certificates and aflidavits, | 
they awarded a certificate very properly to Mr. 
Wihcat. 

They further state that an amended certificate 
had been received from the board of examiners | 
of Nelson county, which stated there was an | 
error in the first certificate, in not including the | 
Bloomfield poll-book. This certificate bears date 
the 20th day of June, just two days after they, the 
county board, became functus officio. ‘They say, 
also, in said memorandum, that ‘* a note was also 
received from the clerk of Mead county, stating 
that a mistake of twelve votes was made by the 
examiners against Mr. Bullett, in not adding that 
number to his vote, and that he would reassemble 
the board and have the correction made. But 
sufficient time having elapsed to have the mistake 
corrected, if it existed, and as it could in nowise 
change the result, the board did not think it ex- 
pedient to make longer delay for that purpose;”’ 
when they state, in their note appended to An- 
derson’s certificate, that they delayed. merely to 
consider the question of the power of the county 
board to amend their first certificate. 

It will be observed that they state in their mem- 
orandum to the Anderson certificate, that in the 
case of the mistake in Hart county they required 
the original certificate on file in the clerk’s office 
to be sent up, together with the affidavits of the 
examiners as to its correctness, whilst in the cer- 
tificate of Wheat they say it was merely an 
amended copy. ; 

By this it will be seen that both the sitting mem- 
ber and the State board are committed against the 
doctrine that a county board dies as soon as it 
issues a certificate, though the same be erroncous, 
and that it is beyond its power-to reassemble and 
correct the same. The sitting member, by his 
own action in reassembling the boards in Boyle 
and Adair counties, and claiming the advantage 
he presumed he would derive then from corrected 
certificates in the counties named, has clearly stul- 
tified himself. 

"The State board, by its action in the Bullett | 
and Wheat case, strongly admits the right of the 
county board to do what it denies to it in my case. 
Does the difference in the political aspect of the 
two cases cxeuse the inconsistency? ‘This ques- 
tion I leave to the country for its answer. 

Mr. Speaker, my own consistency with refer- 
ence to this subject of amended certificates has 
been sought to be impeached by the sitting mem- 
ber and his partisans, and the idea of estoppel as 
operating against the propricty of every advant- 
age accruing to me from the amended certificate 
from the county of Cumberland suggested. 

The sitting member suggests this in his response 
to my notice. 

Allof thisis based upon the testimony of Levi P. 
Baker, of Waynecounty. Here is his testimony: 

«By Mr. ANDERSON: A 

u Question. State what you beard J. 8. Chrisman state | 
with reference to amended certificates beingsent before the 
Btate board; state when he said it. 

«Answer. On Sunday evening after the late election, ac- 
cording to my recollection, Chrisman reccived some news 
from Greene county, which he thought elected bim; Cliris- 
man said lie had beat them. Some person asked him what 
he was going to do with the amended certificate from Boyle 
county:, He said it was too tate; that it was a Know 
Nothing trick ; that they had examined the books, and if 
there was any mistake they had -done it themselves, and 
that it was tuo late to rectify it; that they could not eheat 
him out of hisclection in thatmanner. This is my recoliec- 
tion of the remarks made by Chrisman upon that subject. 


*Cross-excamined. 


How and when did you first learn that a mis- 
take was made against Anderson in the certificate of the 
comity board of examiners for Boyle county, and that an 
amended certificate would be made and forwarded by the 
said board correcting we mistake ? 


e Question. 


The State board was afterwards in- |! 5 
day or Thursday week after the election, F thin 


[i 


! amended certificate from Boyle county on Sunday 


“Answer. The first that Fheard aboutit was on Wednes- 
k. 

it Question. Did or did vot Mr. Chrisman leave here on 
Tuesday week next after the clection ? 

“Answer. He left here vot long after the election. I ex- 
pect it was on Tuesday week next after the election.”? 


The gross contradiction in this testimony is its 
own refutation, 
The witness says he heard me object: to the 


evening after the election, The House will rec- 
ollect, from Zimmerman’s and Barbee’s testi- 
mony, that it was on that very evening the sitting 
member first discovered the mistake in Boyle 
county, upon which the amended certificate was 
predicated. How could 1, living sixty-odd miles 
from where the mistake was discovered, express 
an opinion upon the point at the very ime when 
it was detected? I will say here, there is no tel- 
egraph or railroad connection between the two 
points. 

The witness afterwards, upon cross-examina- 
tion by the sitting member, says he never heard 
of the mistake in Boyle county until Wednesday 
or Thursday week afier the election, The House 
will see this is Wednesday or Thursday after the | 
Sunday he says he heard me express an opinion 
upon it. 

I do not suppose there is any necessity for fur- 
ther comment upon this witness’s evidence, or to 
defend my consistency against any such testi- 
mony. 

The sitting member having been defeated on a 
fair count, evidently fully appreciates the import- 
ance of showing that, hy the record, after correct- 
ing clerical misprisions, Edid not receive a major- 
ity. He knows that, whilst the judges may err, 
they are sclected for their probity, intelligence, 
and standing, and from long residence in their 
respective precinets are personally acquainted with f 
most of the voters; and that, in consequence their 
judgment, is, in general, more reliable than that 
of any other tribunal, judicial or legislative, be- 
fore which a contested election can be brought, 
In the effort to show Idid notreccive a majority, 
deducting clerical misprisions, the sitting member 
claims, and the majority of the committee allow 
him— 
A mistake in Boyle county in adding op 
A mistake in recording the vote of William 

man, Of Boyle COUNTY esse cere eee e eens 
A mistake in recording the vote or Ric 

Of Boyle COUMY see cre creer wen serene eens 
A mistake in recording the vote of James Stout, of Lin- 

COL COUDLY sree cane rere ecten conse eeeeecceeas ar tnees 
A mistake in recording the vote of Horace Withers, of 

Pulaski county.... F 
A mistake in recording the vote of George R. Vaught, of 

Pulaski COUNtY -ese eae. sees 
A mistake jn recording the vote of Frank Harrison, of 

Puiaski COUNLY . cee cree eee ence eee renee neces 
A mistake in recording the vote of James Hurt, of Wayne 

county, 
A mistake in recording the vote of Peter 

COLUTLY oa cae e ere eee eee 
A mistake in recordiug t! 
. counly 
‘A mistake in recording the v 


l 


d Peudergr 


9 


2 


Phips, of Wayne 


he vote of 8. M. Baker, of 


ote of A, J. York, of Clinton 


sing 1e folowing persons 
from the poll-list in Clinton county, after they had 
voted and left. the polls, said persons having voted for. 
Anderson, namely: W. A. Sidwell, Jesse Sidwell, and | 
W. G. Ellis. ; 3 
A mistake in not recording and_counting for Anderson 
the votes of B. W. Moss and ©. B. Kirkland, who were 
legal and qualified voters, and who offered to cast their 
votes for Anderson. seeeeeeees 5 
A mistake in recording the votes of Delany, Griffin, and 
Chilton after the closing of the polls. ....seeeeereeees 
The mistake in Boyle county in adding up, I| 
have already discussed. a 
The error in recording the vote of William R. 
Bowman is conceded by me to the sitting mem- ; 
ber. ; f 
As regards the alleged mistake in the vote of 
Richard Pendergrast, the record is sought to be 
impeached by what the voter was heard to say 
before and after he voted. Such proof is wholly 
inadmissible. The voter, who could have testi- 
fied how he voted, was not even summoned to 
testify; and itis proved that he was still residing 
in the first precinct of Boyle county. The record 
shows he did not vote; and if he did, it. was easy į 
to produce some Witness who heard a viva voce | 
vote. 
The v 
by thes 
by him 
to vote at a 


ote of Stout, so far from being claimed 

itting member, was actually objected to | 
n his response, for alleged incompetency 
il; and an examination of the certified 
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recorded and-counted for. my opponent, and was 

not recorded or counted forme. <7, wi á 
The mistake with reference to Messrs. With- 

ers, Vaught, Harrison, Hurt, Phips, Baker, and: 


A.J. York arc admitted by me. ° 

It is evident that the votes of W. A. Sidwell,. 
‘Jesse Sidwell, W. A. Ellis, B. W: Moss, and.C,. 
B. Kirkland, as well as those of William’ Griffin, 
Frank Delany, and John Chilton, in all, eight, 
cannot be claimed as clerical misprisions. In all’ 
these eases the judges of election acted, and their. 
action is only represented by the record. There! 
is no variance between their judgment and the: 
record, but both are in exact accordance. If the 
judges erred, and it is submitted they did not, the 
errors were errors of judgment, and not clerical : 
misprisions. i? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentuc 
floor. 


EXECUTIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before the gentleman from 
Kentucky proceeds with his argumentin thiscase, 
1 desire to ask that the Senate amendments to the 
exccutive and legislative appropriation bill be or- 
dered to be printed. ut 

It was so ordered. 


PUBLIC STORES CONTRACT. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I desire to havé. 
| entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the report of the special committee onthe public 
stores contiact was postponed to next session. 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION—-AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I gave notice that I would 
call up the legislative billto-night; but on account 
of the final adjournment having been postponed, 
I will not do so. I therefore give notice that if 
any gentlemen desire to make specches to-night, 
the public business will not interfere with them. 

Mr. STRATTON. I desire to announce that 
I will call the previous question, after debate is 
gone into by the contestant and sitting member, 
and such other gentlemen of the committee who 
choose to address the House. i i i 
| Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Ido not pro- 
pose, inthe remarks I shall make on this occasion, | 
to weary the patience of the House by discussing 
outside and collateral issucs. But I desire to call 
attention, in as short a time as possible, to ‘the 
points material to` the issue; There are many 
matters alluded to by the gentleman (Mr. Chris- 
man] who has just spoken, to which I will not 
on this occasion respond; because this is not a. 
fit time or place to do so. I may havean oppòr-' 
tunity hereafter, upona more opportune occasion, 
to discuss such questions as are not connected 
i with the matter now before the House. I there- 
fore say that, if the House will give meits hearing, 
| T will call its attention to the more material facts 
involved in the issue, and nothing else. And I 
promise that what I state shall be the truth, and 
nothing but the truth. I shall defy the gentleman 
or any member of the rainority. of the committee, 
or member of this House, to controvert any posi- 
tion which £ shall take. If he does so, I will 
promise to refer to the proofs to sustain me. 

Į desire now to have read the report of the còm- 
mittee, 

The report was read, as follows: 
| On the lst of August, 1859, an election for Representa- 
| tives in Congress was held in the State of Kentucky, 

In the fourth conerdssional district Wiliam ©. Anderson 
| and James 8. Chrisman were the opposing candidates. 

Mr. Anderson received a certificate of election from the 
| proper officers, under the laws of Kentucky, and ig now 
the sitting member, in the present Congress, from that dis- 
trict. Mr. Chrisman being dissatisfied with the action of 
the board of State canvas served notice of contest 
upon the returned member, in accordance with the. provis- 
ions of the act of February, 185], to which the latter ré- 
sponded; and proofs in support of their respective allega- 
tions have been regularly taken, under said act, and re- 
turned to this Mouse. 

‘The fourth congressi 
eleven counties and #Xt 


ky, obtained the: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


onal district of Kentucky comprises 
y-four voting precincts. By the 
ws of that State the clection board at each precinct con- 
; of two judges, a clerk, (who are appointed by the 
county court,) and the sheriff or bis deputy. It is the duty 
of this board to count the votes cast at each precinet, and 
certify the, result under their signatures, to the board of 
county canvassers. The latter board consists of the pre- 
siding judge of the county court, the clerk thereof, and the 
gheriff or other Gficer acting for him atan election.” 
The poll-books from the different precints are reqgitired 
| py law to be deposited with the county clerk within fiwa 
days after an election, On the nert day the board (that is, 


1 


manuscript poll-book will show he voted and was 


the county board) shall meet in the clerk’s office, between 


ok 


he 


3080: 


June 16, 


ten and twelve o’¢lock inthe mörning; compare the: polls, 
ascertain the corréctness of the summing. up of the votes, 
and incase of an election for a Representative.in Congress, 
it i made the duty of the board of examiners of eagh coun- 
ty, dionediately atter.the-examination of the poll-books, to 
make out three or more certificates in.writing, over their 
signatures, of the, number of votes given in. each. county || 
foredch candidate for said office; one of the certificates jd 
to be retained in the clerk’s office, another the clerk shall 
send: by: the wert mail, under: cover, to the secretary of 
State at Frankfort, and the other, to.be transmitted to the 
secretary by any private conveyance the clerk may select. 

The Governor, attorney general, and’ secretary of State, 
and in the absence of either, ue auditor or any two of 
them, are a hoard for examining the retarns of elections for 
Representatives in Congress:aud certain State officers. 

The, State board is required when the regurns are all in, 
or ‘onthe fourth “Monday after an election, whether they 
ate in-or out; to- make out, i the seerctary’s office, from the 
returns made, duplicate certificates in writing, over their | 
signatures, of the clection of tuose having die highest uum- 
ber of votes. 

These are the main features of the law prescribing the 
mode of canvassing the votesand ascertaining the result of 
an elcetion in Kentucky; and your committee believe from 
an examination of the evidence and exhibits in the case, 
with the exceptiou.of a single precinct, (Which we shall 
heveatter refer to,) these requirements were. substantially 


coinplied with, © : 

The voting is viva voce; the name of cach voter and of 
the candidate. for. whom he votes. being publicly cried by 
the sheri@or bis deputy, and recorded by the clerk. j 

“According to the summing upand certificate of the board | 
of State canvassers, of the whole nuniber of votes cast, Mr. 


Anderson received 7,204, and Mr. Chrisman 7,29: 

The county boards of the respective countics met ac- 
cording to law, ‘and ascertained, as was their duty, the cor- 
reetuess of the summing up of the votes inthe different 

recinets of each county, and transmitted the result oftheir | 
abors:to the board of State can prs at Mranktort. 

The tollowing is a summary of the vote in each of the 
counties + 


Anderson. Chrisman. 


AGAR scan cseereeecscnerseceveonee: OFF 1,057 
Boyle@sesrcvcenes 789 303 
Casey.. . 696 448 
Clinton. A 312 578 
Cumberland.. š P: 368 
Greene sie Sete ee is casein 488 68l 
LÅDCOM esee esrroreeriessererensees O85 440 
ALT a PE TE E TTE AE | 1,375 
RUSCH ees arwcesecverscrestnevasee 479 432 
Taylor. asera 357, 648 
WUYLG cee cereseeceseepereeeeeeees TAL 831 
Oe Fs ; 7.204 7,201 


These returns having been canvassed by the State board, 
who met and proceeded according to law, the certificate of 
eluction, as before stated, was awarded to Mr. Anderson. 

Anithe notice of contest there ate several grounds set 
forth: upon which tho, contestant bases his claim to the 
set. The sitting member has responded fully, to the charges 
made, aid dentes thelr existence in point of fact. ‘The 
committee do not deem jt necessary to refer to all the 
grounds of contest set forth in the notice and response. 

The issue turos upon three points, and to these your 
committee bave directed their investigations. 

By the laws of Kentucky, the election haying been held 
owthe Ist day of August, it will be remembered that it was 
the duty of the conulycanvassors to can vitss the returns sent 
in from the several voting pre¢incts on the 4th of Augu d 
transmit the result to the State board immediately, This, 
your committee believe, was done in every instan 

it seein’, however, that after thd board of canvassers tor 
the county.of Boyle had discharged: this official duty, and 
broken tp; a supposed mistake of 4 votes, to the prejudice 
of, thd sitting member, Was discovered; and iu order to: 
coftrect this, the board reassembled on the Lt of Augast, 
made arecount, ànd transmitted an amended certificate to 
the State board. 

This amcuded certificate the State board refused to re- 
ecive, giving as a reason therefor that the county board bad 
no risht, after they had discharged a particular duty in the 
mamior aud at the time and place required by law, to act 
further lathe premises. 

In other words, that their power over the subject-matter 
hid ceased, and they had no touger a legal existence. 

The same state of facts existed also in the county of 
Adair, in which, after the votes had been summed up, and 
the result transmitted, to the State board, a mistake of J 
vote to the prajadice of Auderson was.discovered. For the 
reasons-above stated, the State board declined to rcecive 
the amended certificate from the county of Adair. 

dn, the county of Cumberland it was discovered that in 
registering the votcs in one of the precincts a nilstake of 
lO vores to the prejudice of the contestant had occurred, 
and ‘also tbat he sustained a loss of 4 votes from their hav- 
ing been incorrectly recorded. i 

On tue 13th of August, two of the county boards of this 
county met for the purpose of correcting these. mistakes, | 
and certified to the State board the tacts berein stated. The j 
Stäre board also declined to receive this supplemental cer- 
tificate: in so doing, they gave their reasons at length ; and 
as their opinion is a part of the record in this ease, we beg 
leave to sulimit it to the considération ot the House. Itis 
orto say chat tbis board romposed of legal gentlemen 
i nenee, Whose opinions upon the construction of the 
laws of their own State is entitled to mucit weight. 

Hem.—The above certificate Is based on returns regu- 
larly pindo out and certified by the respeetive boards of ex- | 
amineérs on the day fixed by law, and duly returned to the 
secretary of State. Am amended return was forwarded 
from Boyle county, certifying that there was a mistike or 
four, votës against W. C. Anderson, as appeared. by a ro- 
examination and serutiny of the poll-books. Appended to 
this corrected return is a statement by the clerk, that after | 
the examiners had given the certificate of the vote.of the Í 


e 


| and the third sent to the secretary by any private convey- 


| the same time, contained the true nuunber of 
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county, he, the clerk, had loaned the poll-books from: his 
office to some gentleman, who discovered the error whieh 
is attemptedto be corrected, and reported it to the examin- 
ers, who, on reéxamination, found it was so. After this, 
and after all the returns for the district were in, letters were 
filed with the seeretary, stating that the examiners of Cum- 
berland county had made a mistake in their certideate of 
the vote of that county, and time was asked to have it cor- 
rected. This was granted in order that all qaestions might 
be fairly made, anda decision had upon the facts as. they 
existed. An amended certificate from Cumberland county 
was accordingly forwarded to the sceretary, stating that the 
vote of W. C. Anderson in that county was 650, and that 
of J. S. Chrisman 380, A certificate was also filed from 
the county of Adair, stating that there was a clerical mis- 
take of’ one vote against Anderson. 

We have jelt constrained, in the exercise of Gur best 
judgment on the proper construction of the law, to reject 
all these amended returns, and to issue the certificate ac- 
cording to the original returns made to the secretary of 
State. 

The Jaw in relation to elections provides that the judges | 
shall attend to the summing up of the votes, certify the 
pOH-books, and deliver tiem in a. sealed envelope ta the 
sheriff. ‘The same law requires that cach judge shall retain 
a duplicate statement of the summing up of his precinct, 
which, in a contingeney named, may be used as evidence 
of the vote. Italso requires that the poll-books of the dif- 
ferent precincts shall, within two-days alter the clection, 
be’ deposited by the sheriff with the clerk of the county 
court, and on the next day thereafter the board of exam- 
iners shall compare them, ascertain the correctness of the 
sumtning up, and make out three written certificates in the 
ease of a Representative ia Congress, certifying the number 
oF votes given in the county for gach of the candidates; 
one ot which certifigates is to be retained in the clerk’s 
office, another forwarded by mail to the secretary of State, 


ance. We, asa State board, are to act on the returns thus 
made, and make out triplicate certificates of those having 
the highest number of votes; and our functions as exiun- 
iners do not more clearly cease when we bave made our 
certificate of election, than in our opinion do those of the 
county examiners after they have eertified the full vote of 
the county, {f this be not the just and proper construction 
of the law, why require the poll books to be sealed when 
they pass out of the hands of the judges of Glection? tf 
aeorrection can be made nine days aticr the poll-books are 
unsealed and opened to the duspectuon of whoever may 
choose to examine them, or after they have been taken out 
of the clerk’s office, there would be but Jittle efficacy in 
requiring them to be seated in the first instance. 

Mf such additional returns are Jegal, the State board of 
examiners would be bound to receive and act on whatever 
correction should be made before their certificates were 
given; and as their functions are confined to the summing 
up of the votes, they would be precluded from any inquiry 
as to the. mamer in which such correctious were brougit 
about. ‘Chey conid not dustitute an inquiry as to whether 
or not the potl-books had been changed or altered arter the 
seals were broken and they liad passed into other hands 
than the examiners. ‘he amended certificates would, in 
all eas sarily be conclusive on the examiners here. 

We think, therefore, it is clear, when the county board 
have acted On the poll-boolks of the whole county, and de- 
livered their certificates to the clerk, who has trinsmitted 
them to the secretary, that their functions cease, and they 
have no power fo recall or change those certilicates. 

The supposed analogy between this case and that of the 
speeial judicial cleetion in 1857, will be found, on exam- 
ination, not to exist. fn that case, as in this, time was 
given for the correetion of a supposed crror in Meade 
county of 12 votes: against Mr. Bullitt, so that a decision 
might be had upon the effect of such correction, but as 
the eorrection, if made ind: aliowed, would not lave 
changed the result of the election, no decision was had by | 
the board: on the question. ay se ‘ 

in the judicial election the certificate first forwarded to 
the seeretary trom the county of Hart, gave Wheat 122 votes. 
The State board ot examiners, before this ecrtificate was 
acted on, were notified that there was a clerici mistake in 
copying this certificate as to the number ot votos cast for 
Wheat, and that the other two certificatess, made out at 
roves accord- 
One otthese certificates was trans- 
mitted to the secretary, showing that Wheat had reecived 
222 votes, instead of | We thus had two original cer- 
tifieates whieh were authorized by law to be sent Lo the sec- 
retary, and the question was, which was right? T'he clerk 
and examiners made avidavit that the last One sent was an , 
exact copy of the one on file by the cloerk’s office, and con- 
tained the correct result of Uke poll-books, and our action 
was accordingly bascd on the last one. 

The examiners of Nelson county first sent a certificate 
of the votes of that county, stating on its face that they had 
not included the vote of the Bloomficid precinct, as they 
bad notreceived it. They afterwards forwarded an addi- 
tional certificate, giving the vote of that precinct, which 
had, in due time, been delivered by the sheriff, underseat, 
to the deputy clerk, and by neglect bad not been laid before 
the examiners. They did hot aitempt to make-any change 
in the vote of the preeinet, whieh they had betore certified, 
but certified the vote of the precinct thus returned under 
eal by them. ‘Phe vote of this precinct was counted in 
favor of Mr. Bullitt, simply oa the ground that, as the law 
required the exauiiners to act on the books of cach precinet. 
acir duty did not cease until they had soacted. But in no 
nstance did they attempt to recount the votes of any pre- 
inct afier it lid been once e icd. 
it is proper to add, that a distinetion was made at the 
ime, by the examitiers, between the case as preseuted by 
yis special election, aud tic correction of the pull-books 
atter they bad been certified by the county examiners, aud 
the corrections were allowed on the express ground that 
they did not involve the legality of a rescrutiny and reéx- 
aminaiion of the vote as certified. Itanay not be improper 
aso to state, thatwhen the amended. return from Boyle was 
filed, and betore it was known what effect. it was to have i 


ing to the poll-booles, 


L 


ow the result, the opinion of the u«dersigned is known to 
bave been adverse to its reception. 

Given under our hands this 29th of August, 1859. 

©. 8. MOREMBAD. ' 
MASON BROWN, Seeretary of State. 
JAMES HARLAN, Attorney General. 

After a careful examination of” the Jaws prescribing the 
mode of canvassing, summing, and returning the votes by 
the officers of the precinct, county, and State boards, your 
committeé conctr'in the conelusion arrived at by the board 
of. State canvassers.. They believe the action of the board 
wasin strict conformity with the statutes of Kentucky. 

Your committec, however, do not suppose that the ac- 
tion of the State board is final‘aud conclusive upon this 
House. IW every case of a contested election we believe 
it to be the duty of the House, by its constituted agents, to 
go behind all certificates, for the purpose of inquiring into 
and correcting all mistakes which may be brought to its 
notice. 

Entertaining these views, if the mistakes above men- 
tioned were the only ones which occurred. in the district, 
the contestant would undoubtedly be entitled to the seat 
now occupied by tbe sitting member. 

But having once opened the contest, the sitting member, 
as well as the contestant, with a degree of zeal ‘and in- 
dustry almost without a parallel, entered upon a searching 
investigation and purgation of the polls in the entire dis- 
trict. ‘he whole time allowed by iaw was consumed in 
taking testimony, and ‘the evidence, which fills two vol- 
umes, containing nearly fifteen hundred pages, has been 
submitted to your committee, The case was fully argued 


| by both parties upon the law and the evidence. 


After a careful investigation, we submit the followiigas 
the conelusions to which we bave arrived: 
First, as to the correction of the mistakes at the different 
polls. 
The oficial vote for Anderson was. e.. 1,204 
‘Vo this we add the following votes cast for Ander- 
son, but through mistake not counted for him ¢ 
A mistake in Boyle county in adding UD.ssssessessa 
A mistake in recording the vote of William R: Bow- 
p OF Boyle COUDLY sccar scree veneer eeeernencenre 
stake in recording the vote of Richard Pender- 
grast, of Boyle COUNTY cc ee eee 
A mistake in recording the vote of James Stout, of 
Lincoln county....+. i 4 ae es 
A mistake in recording the vote of Hiram Withers, of 
Pulaski COUDLY -airar ayes AENEA erereeeesens 
A mistake in recording the vote of George R. Vaught, 
Of Pulaski COUNLY cer tastit rtean ORKE ERANI 
A mistake in recording the vote of Frank Harrison, of 
Pulaski COUNTY... 0 cscs cece scene eeeee cent eeneeeee 
A mistake in recording ‘the vote of James Hunt, of 
Wayne COUN. cic eee cece e ede eens eae sacas 
A mistake in reeordiug the vote of Peter Pbips, of 
WAYNE COUN. ce cece cere cree APENE ANEA anee eens 
A mistake in recording the vote of $. M. Baker, of 
Adait COUDLY orriei esris ariran eatas 
A mistake in recording. tbe vote of A.J. Verk, of Clin- 
LON COUN Y. cece aces cerseeeeen sere anee aera ew ne nage 
A mistake in crasing the names of the following persons 
from the poll dist in Clinton county, after they had 
voted and left the’ polls, said persons having voted 
for Anderson, namely, W. Av Sidwell, Jesse Sid- 
wel, and W. G. Bili PP 
A mistake in not recording and counting for Anderson 
the votes of B. W. Moss and O. B. Kirkland, who 
were legal and qualified voters, aud who offered to 
cast their Votes Lor AUUCISON. cece eee se eee ne neee 
A mistake in recording the votes of Delany, Gritin, 
and Chilton, alter the closing of the polls.. 


w m e ee V ed 


Vote for Anderson, after correcting mistakes.. s.. e... 7,229 
The oficial vote for Chrisman was TL 
‘Yo this add the mistake at Kettle creek precinct 

in registering votes....... . » 40 
A further mistake in said precinct... 6c... cece 
A mistake in recording the vote of Nelson Pen- 


A mistake in recording the vote of Ebenezer P, 
Rice, of Wayne County scsi cccs cree wees aces 2 
A mistake in recording the vote of Wiliam Da- 
vis, Of Pulaski COUNYasssrsssesisasesososaroe 1 
7, OVD 


Thus it will be seen, that after correcting all the m 
takes in recording votes, &e., which are sustained by the 
proof, the sitting member has a majority of 7 votes. 

Joth the contestant and the sitting member, in the notice 
and answer filed, call upon the committee to reject the cn 
tire poll of certain precinets, becausc of alleged irregulari~ 
ties. Upon a careful examination of the returns from the 
precincts objected to, we are of opinion that the objections 
are. not sustained, save in one instance. 

‘The poll-book from Casey precinct, Casey county, is not 
certified to by any of the officers of the election, neither 
judges nor clerk.. Its correctness is vouched for by no one. 
(See printed testimony, vol. 1, page 449.) 

Your committee are. therefore of opinion that tbis pre- 
cinct should not be counted. 


The. vote stood for CUTisMan .ccesececcvntecevteeeees 95 
The vote stood, for Anderson.........- . 49 
Anderson? s Vote, cre essersess -7,229 
Deduct Casey precinct.. derana CAD 

7,180 


Chrisman’s VOte..csscescavesscocesscenaceeene toad 


Deduct Casey precincts... ccssessecaecseeece 5 
m—— 7,127 


Anderson’s majority...... pace rece neee 53 


We proceed now to, á consideration of the illegal votes 
cast for each party. In every case where the challenge is 
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sustained by competent and sufficient testimony, we have 
deducted the vote from the party for whom it was cast. 
lu every case where the committee ad any doubt as to the 
challenge being fully sustained by the evidenec, the vote 
has not been disturbed. ‘The contestant has challenged by 
name 113 votes, and the sitting member 211. In many in- 
stances, no proof was offered to sustain the chalenge, We 
find that of thè number challenged by the contestant, 25 are 
shown by conipetent proof to have heen illegal votes, aud 
we have deducted them from the poll of the sitting mem- 
ber. OF those challenged by the sitting member, 81 are 
proved to bave been illegal, and they are deducted from the 
poll of the contestant. We append to our report schedules 
marked A and B, respectively, which contain the names of 
the voters whose yotes we have deducted from the re- 
spective polls, and a reference to the evidence by which 
each challenge is sustained. 

With these corrections of the polis, to which our atten- 
tion has been dirceted, the result is as follows: 
ANdErSON?S VOLC Lc c eee ere eee rene cern ents eee 7,189 
Deduct illegal votes..cesccsesereceeversvetenseesees 20 


7,155 
Chrisman’s Vote. .seerersehsrevesseorerener eoar T127 
Deduct illegal Votes.. sese oseesesesseersueesese L 
——7,046 


. 


Ainderson’s Majority. .ccsscceesseevevceseeeeen eres 109 


In conclusion, the committce beg leave to remark, that, 
had every vote challenged by the contestant been sustained 


and deducted from the poll of the sitting member, it would | 


still bave telt hima majority beyond that aseertained by the 
official returns. In every view of the case which has been 
resented, we believe the sitting member is the duly elected 
Zepresentative of the fourth congressional district of Ken- 
tucky, and we therefore ask the concurrence of the House 
in the following resolution : 

Resolved, That Hon. William ©, Anderson is entitled to 
the seat now held by him as Representative.in the Thirty- 
Sixth Congress from the fourth congressional district of 
Keutucky. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Presi- 
dent; I claim to be elected a Representative in Con- 
gress from the fourth congresstonal district of Ken- 
tucky, and I say thatthe verdict has been returned 
in my favor by four distinct, independent tribu- 
nals; and I trust, when the vote of this House shall 
be taken, it will affirm what these others have done. 
The officers of election counted the votes, and de- 
clared me duly elected, The county board of the 
different counties met according to law. They 
duly counted the votes on the Thursday after the 
election, and certified that I was elected. Then 
the State boardat Frankfort, consisting of the Gov- 
ernor, attorney gencral, and secretary, of State— 
men of the highest character and standing in the 
profession to which they bclong—decided that I 
was elected; and then the question was brought 
before the Committee of Elections of the House; 
and after an inspection of fifteen hundred pages of 
the record, and after a laborious investigation of 
the facts, they report that Lam entitled to my seat 
upon this floor by a majority much larger than 
that given by the State board-at Frankfort, Flere 
are four distinct tribunals who have determined 
this question, The people thomselves, embodted 
in the officers. of the election, the county board of 
all the counties in the district, the State board, 
which is composed of the three highest officers in 
tho State of Kentucky, and the Committee of 
Elections, which is composed of men of charac- 
ter and standing, and selected from different por- 
tions of the Union, have determined the question; 
and if therc is a doubt, under such circumstances, 
l am entitled to the benefit of it. But Ido not 
claim benefit of a doubt. I desire every man on 
this floor to investigate the case according to the 
proof; and if he believes that I am not entitled to 
my seat, I desire that he shall vote to give the 
seat to the contestant, 

But, sir, 1 do believe, and I not only believe, 
but L know the fact, that on the proof in this rec- 
ord Lam honestly and fairly elected, by a major- 
ity at least twenty times larger than that given 
me by the State, board at Frankfort. So much 
upon that point. And, by the way, let me allude 


to one thing outside the issue—and 1 only do it | 


for the purpose of putting myscifright. ‘The gen- 
tleman says that I had possession of the poll- 
books. Vhatis true; but, at the same time, when 
he told you that I had possession of the poll- 
books, why did not he tell you that this was after 
the comparison of the polls and: the returns made, 


and that he had possession of the poll-books in || 


ty 


his own county, and that, tog, prior to the com- 

arison of the polis, and thatthe seals of the books 
in bis own county were broken before the count 
was made. Why did he not tell you tbat? And, 
rmoreover, why did he not tell you that his stèp- 
father is the clerk of the court of his county, and 
his nephew the deputy clerk; that they had. the 


custody of the poli-books; and that although the 
law requires that the seals shall not be broker- 
until the Thursday following the election, the 
seals were broken before that time? -And those 
books were in his possession. Now, I do not 
charge anything wrong. 1 do not*suppose that 
anything was done wrong by the clerk or his: 
deputy; I only allude to it from the fact that ‘he: 
told the House that my friends had possession of 
the poll-books,. and I think he said they dese- 
crated the Sabbath. They did have their posses- 
sion, but that was after the count was made,’ 
whereas he had possession of the poll-books be-: 
fore any count was made; and [leave the question 
to the House to draw their own conélusions, 

There is another thing, and E do not mention it 
in any offensive sense towards gentlemen who 
differ with me in politics. By the laws of Ken- 
tucky the officers of election are required to scal 
the poll-books, and they are to remain sealed, in 
the custody of the clerk, until the Thursday fol- 
lowing the election, when the county board, who 
meet between the hours of ten and twelve, are to 
count the votes. Now, there were several coun- 
ties in the district where the seals were broken, 
and among the number was the county in which 
the gentleman resides, and where his step-father 
is clerk of the court, and his nephew deputy clerk; 
and in every solitary county where the seals were 
broken before the proper time there turned out to 
be a Democratic majority, and every solitary offi- 
cer was a Democrat, except one, and he refused- 
to participate ih the count after the seals were 
broken. Now, why did he not tell you that? It 
is proved by the record. 

There is another thing to which I will allude. 
His brother was deputy clerk in the very county 
where I reside; and the proof is, that his brother 
had the poll-books oftener and more than any one 
else inthecounty. ldo notdeny having the poll- 
books, because they become public records after 
the countis made, and can be taken by everybody. 
I suppose any man can go to the county clerk’s 
office and take any record he desires; and my 
friend did take the poll-books from the office. 

But now, I come to the matter in controversy. 
I claim, in the first place, that the State board at 
Frankfort, composed of the Governor, the secre- | 
tary of State, and the attorney general, decided | 
thie question properly and rightfully in giving.me | 
the certificate of election; and 1 do not see how 
any reasonable and unprejudiced man can come | 
to any otherconclusion. Now, what is the point? | 
I will endeavor to make it plain asd distinct; and 
if I misstate the statute, gentlemen can correct | 


me.. There are gentlemen bere more conversant, 
perhaps, with the statutes of Kentucky than 1 am. 
The law requires the county board to mect on the 
Thursday after the election, between the hoursof | 
ten and twelve, and count the vote; and immedi- 

ately after counting the vote, send a return to the | 
State board at Frankfort. Now, that was done. | 
"these returns were sent iy, Jmmediately there- 
after a mistake of four votes; to my prejudice, was 
discovered in the county of Boyle. ‘Phe board 
sent an amended return; but the State board: re-. 
jected it, saying that. they had no right to receive 
it. There was another mistake, inthe county of | 
Adair, discovered to my prejudice; and that also 
certified to the State board, which they rejected; 
and these mistakes were before anybody ever- 
heard of any mistake to bis prejudice in Cumber- į 
land county. If they were my political friends, | 
and were controlled by improper motives, why | 
did they not receive the amended returns in-my ! 
favor? Bat I say they decided correetly. Th 
statute required the county board to discharge the | 
duty of making the count at acertain day and | 
hour; and when they had done that, they were | 
certainly functus officio. There isno doubtabout 
that. What right had they to reassemble after 
that, and recount the vote? 

The law of Kentucky fixes the time, the place, 
the hour when this thing shall be done; and it was 
done, and the State board, 1 say, acted in direct 
conformity to the statute of Kentucky. They 
eave the certificate in accordance with the returns 
i r 
made. Whatreturns? The returns made atthe | 
time and place, and in the manner preseribed by | 
the statute. In Kentucky men vote vive voce, and f 


after the Thursday succeeding the election, the |i 
poll-books become publie property, and if you put | 
any other construction on the statute than the one 
which the State board put upon it ina closely- 


j and opened to the i 


contested race; returns would come:in, tine after’ 
time, and there would be nd.end:to the controversy. 
The only safety.and secarity to the rights of voters: 
is that the returns shall be’sentininthetime and: . 
manner prescribed by the statute, and the State, | 
board so. decided. “ti et oe RÑ 

The gentleman hasalluded to the case of Wheat: 
and Bullock. ‘There is a marked distinction De- 
tween that case and this case. Thé gentleman: 
stated some of the facts connected-with that-cases. 
but did not state the:point.. The law of Kentucky 
requires: the county board ‘to make three copies of 
the returns, onë of which is to be sent to. Rrank-. 
fort by mail, one. by, private hand,.and one to:be 
retaincd.in the country: elerk’s office. The return 
sent by private hand’ gave Wheat’s vote at 122, 
in Hart county, and the one sent by mail put itat 
222. There were two conflicting-rcturns. LL was: 
clearly a mistake, and the State board sent and 
gota copy of the original in the office of the county 
clerk, which corresponded with the return giving, 
the vote at 222, which elected Wheat judge of the’: 
court of appeals, of Kentucky. Now, sir, 1s that 
different from this case? There’is no similarity. 
between the two. cases. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Ido notlike to interrupt 


| the*gentleman, but if he will allow me, I desire’ 


in this connection, to read the certificate. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Certainly. 
I have no. objection. a? 
Mr. STEVENSON. The: certificate: of the 
county board is this: ` ' : 


Mem.—The above certificate is based om returns regi- 
larly made putand certified by the respective boards of ¢x~ 
aiminers on the day fixed by law, and auly reurned to the! 
secretary, of State... An amended return: was forwarded’ 
from Boyle county, certifying that there was a:mistake of 
4 votes against W, C. Anderson, as appeared by a reéxam- 
ination and scrutiny of We poll-books.  Appended to this 
corrected return is a statement by the clerk, that after the, 
examiners had given the certificate of the vote of the coun- 
ty, he, the clerk, had loaned the poll-books from his office 
to some geneman, who discovered the error which is at- 
tempted to be corrected, and reported it to the examiners 
who, on reéxamination, found it was so. After this, anc 
alter all the returns for the district were in, letters were 
filed with the secretary, stating that the examiners of Cum- 
berland county had nade a inistéke in their certificate of” 
the vote of that county, and time. was asked ‘to: have ite 
corrected. This was granted in order that alk questions 
wight be fairly made, and a decision had upon the facts as 
they existed An amended certificate from Cumberland’ 
county was accordingly forwarded to the sceretary, stating: 
that the vote of W. CG. Anderson in that county was 6505: 
and tbatof J. S. Chrisman 380. A certificate was also filed 
from the county of Adair, stating that therë was a clerical 
mistake of one vote against Anderson, . De bee 

We have felt constrained, im the exercise of our best 
jndyment on.the proper-consiraction of kaw; to-reject ale . 
these amended returns, and to issue the certificate accord. 
ing to the original returns niade tothe secrétiry of State 

Che law ii relation-to elections provides that the judges 
shallattend tothe summing up or the votes, certify thë poli- 
books, and deliver them ina sealed. envelope to the sherif. 
The sane kuv requires that each judge shall retain a du- 
plicate statemént of the suniming up of his preeinet, which, 
in a contingency named, may be used as evidence of the / 
vote Tt abso requires that te poll-books of the different 
preeinets shall, within two days after the election, be de- 
posited by the sheriff with the clerk of the county court, 
and onthe unést day thereafter the board of examiners shail 
compare’ them, ascertain the correctness of tho sunning © 
up, and make out three written ecrtificatcs:in the case of a 
Representative in Congress, certifying the number of votes 
given in the county for cach of the candidates, one ofwhich 
certificates is to be retained in the clerks office, another 
forwarded by mail to the secretary of State; and the third 
seut to the.secretary by any private conveyance: “We, as 
a State board, are to act on the returns thus made, and 
make out triplicate certificates of those having the highest’ 
number ofgotes ; and our flinetions as examiners.do not 
more clearly cease when we have made our certificate of 
election, tban in our opinion do those of the country ex- 
amiuers after they bave certified the full vote of the county. 
JE this be not the just and proper construction of the law, 
uire the poll-books to be sealed up when they pass 
out of the. hands of judges of election? Ufa correction 
canbe made nine days aller the poll books are unsealed 
ection of whoever may choose to 
examing them, or atter they bave been taken out of the 
clork?s office, there would be but lite efficacy in requiring 
them to be edin the first instance. 

Jt such. additioual returiis are tegal, the State board of 
nines would be bound to receive dnd act Ou whatever 
correetion should bo made before ‘their certificates were 
given ; and heir funetidns are confined to the samiming 
up tbe votes, they would be precinded from any inquiry 
as to the manner in which such, corrections were brought 
about. They could not institute an inquiry as to whether 
or not the poll-books hadbeea changed or altered after he 
seals were broken aud they bad passed into other bands 
than the. examine The amended certificates would, in 
all cases, neces: o conehisive ou the examiners Dere. 

We think, the ,it is clear, when the county board 
have acted on the poli-bocks of the whole county, and de- 
livered their certificates to the clerk, who has wansmitied 
theni to the secretary, Wat their functions e, and they 
bave no power to recall or change those certificates. 

The supposed anaiogy between this case aud that-of the 
special judiciai election in 1857 will be found, onexamina- 
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tion, not to exist... In that case, as in this, time was given 
for the correction of a suppqsed error in Meade county of 
32 votes ‘against: Mr. ‘Bullitt, so that a decision might be 
had:upon the effect of such correction; but as the correc- 
tion, if made and allowed, would not have changed the re- 
sult of the election, no decision was had by the board on 
the question. 

In the judicial election, the certificate first forwarded to 
the secretary from the county of Hart gave Wheat 122 
votes. The State board of examiners, before this certifi- 
cate was acted on, were notified that there was a clerical 
mistake, in copying this certificate, as to the number of 
votes cast for Wheat, and that the other two certificates, 
made out at the same time, contained the true number of 
votes according to the poll-books. One of these certificates 
was transmitted to the secretary, showing that Wheat had 
received 222 votes, instead of 122, We thus had two original 
certificates, which were authorized by law to be sent to 
the secretary; and the question was, which was right? 
The clerk and examiners made affidavit that the last one 
sent Was an ¢xact copy of the one on file in the clerk’s 
office, and contained the correct result of the poll-books, 
and our action was accordingly based on the last one. 

‘ihe examiners of Nelson county first sent a certificate 
of the votes of that county, stating on its face that they had 
not included the vote of the Bloomfield precinct, as they 
had not received it. They afterwards forwarded an addi- 
tional certificate giving ‘the vote of that precinct, which 
had in due time been delivered by the sheriff under seal to 
the deputy clerk, and by neglect had not been laid belore 
the examiners They did not attempt to make any change 
in the vote of the precinct, which they had before certified, 
but.certitied the vote of the precinct thus returned under 
seal bythem. The vote of this precinct was counted in 
favor of Mr. Bullitt, simply on the ground that, as the law 
required the examiners to act on the books of each pre- 
cinct, their duty did not cease until they had so acted. But 
in no instance did they attempt to recount the votes of any 
precinet after it had been once certified. 

It is proper to add, that a distinction was made at the 
time, by the examiners, between the case as presented by 
this special election, and the correction of the poll-books 
after they bad been certified by the county examiners, and 
the corrections were allowed on the express ground that 
they did not involve the fegality of a reserutiny and reéx- 
amination ofthe vote as certified. It may not be improper 
also to state that, when the amended return from Boyle 
was filed, and before it was known what effect it was to 
have on the result, the opinion of the undersigned is known 
to have been adverse to its reception. 

Given under our hands this 29th of August, 1859. 

C. S. MOREHEAD, 
MASON BROWN, Secretary of State. 
JAMES HARLAN, Attorney General, 


They state that a mistake of twelve votes was 
made by the examiners in the count of the vote 
of the Democratic candidate. a 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Oh! Iam 
not talking about that county; I am talking about 
another county; but in that case the board gave 
no decision. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
county. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Well, they 
said they did not give any opinion about the right 
to send in amended returns. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But they neverthcless 
allowed the correction of this return. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I deny it. 
I ask the gentleman did they ever decide the ques- 
tion until this case? 

Mr, STEVENSON, They never had it before 
them to decide, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. That.is all 
true. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is any similar- 
ity in these cases, I confess I cannot see it. Sir, 
I do not desire to retain a seat upon this floor 
simply upon the certificate granted by the board, 
if that certificate was improperly given. And as 
the gentleman has brought this matter into con- 
troversy, lam willing to have it tried, and to sub- 
mit to the candid judgment of this House upon 
it.. I venture the assertion that | am elected a 
member of this House in any aspect in which it 
can be présented by the minority of this commit- 
tee. If you take the poll-books, illegal votes and 
all, L am elected.. Take the poll-books, with the 
illegal votes rejected, and 1 think I can demon- 
strate to this House that I am elected by a larger 
majority than the committee have given me. 

And ict me, upon this subject, call the attention 
of the committee to the manner in which the mi- 
nority of the committee have arrived at their con- 
clusions.. They tell you that so many votes ought 
to be excluded from Anderson’s votes, and that if 
gentlemen will examine the testimony, they will 
find that Chrisman is elected; but they fail to tell 
you in what page, or by what evidence it can be 
proved, They say that ł have made mistakes; 


Tam talking about this 


that votes which I have attacked I have not proved | 


to be illegal; yet they fail to mention the names 
or give the proof of it. Let them mention the 
name of any voter, and give us something defi- 
nite upon which to act. Let them mention the 
name of the voter. The minority of the commit- 


tee have—! will not say studiously—-avoided the 
mentioning the name of any ian: whom I have 
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said was not entitled. to vate, who was entitled | 


to vote. How am I to meet such general alle- 
gations? Ifthey will specify wherein] have made 
mistakes, I can then show whether | am correct 
ornot. They say,in general terms, that Chrisman 
was elected by eight votes. How elected? By 
mistakes? By illegal votes? By incorrect. pall- 
books? Or how dothey arrive at theirconclusions? 
The majority report has given you the voters by 
name, and the page in which the testimony for 
the support of the allegations is to be found; and 
if the gentlemen can controvert the specific facts 
I allege, let them do it. 

Now, sir, Lam not going into the question of 
how the contestant spent any particular Sunday; 
where he or I was on a particular day after the 
election; how much Sam Jeffries gave tor his watch; 
and all such questions not connected with this 
case. The questions which I shall discuss will 
go directly to the point in issue. I admit the mis- 
take of 14 votes, which the contestant claims; [ 
admit every solitary mistake he claims, and there 
is an end of that; but I say that while | give him 
the benefit of all he claims, that there are more 
mistakes made to my prejudice than to his. There 
are four in the county of Boyle in my favor; that 
they concede. ‘There is a vote in the county of 
Adair which should be corrected in my favor; that 
they concede. Then there is the vote of William 


K. Bowman, which there is a controversy about. | 


There is also the vote of Pendergrast. The com- 
mittee have determined that he was a voter; that 
he voted for me; but that his name was not re- 
corded for me. Then, in regard to the vote of 
James Stout, whom, also, the committee have do- 
cided voted for me, although his vote is not re- 
corded for me. The contestant asked why I did 
not take the testimony of Pendergrast himself as 
to how he voted, and not depend upon hearsay 
testimoRy: He was subpenaed, but did not at- 
tend. j 

In reference to tbis vote of Stout, the contest- 
ant says he has got a copy of the poll-book, and 
that he is recorded for me. The proof differs 
from his copy. Well, sir, | have a copy of the 
poll-book, which is different. There was a mis- 
take made in copying it; but the certificate is 
exactly right—there is no doubt about that. I 
have the proof of Williams, who swears that he 
was present when Stout voted, and that he voted 
for me; yet he is put down for Chrisman. The 
proof is conclusive that he voted for me, but is 
recorded for Chrisman; and therefore I take it 
for granted that am entitled to the vote. Bat 
even if I am not, I have enough to elect me with- 
out it. Elereis the vote of Hiram Withers; he 
voted for me, and yet they have set him down for 
Chrisman. Here is Frank Harrison, who voted 
for me, and who declared that he voted for me; 
and he is recorded for both. Here is the vote of 
George R. Vaught, and itis recorded for both of 
us. Hera is the vote of James Hunt, of Wayne 
county, who voted for me; and he is counted for 
Chrisman. Here is the vote of Peter Phips, who 
came to the polls and would not vote for either 
of us; and yet they have him put down for Chris- 
man, And there are the votes of three persons 
who came in and voted after the polls were closed. 
The proof is, that a young man rode up to the 
polls and wanted them kept open, as he would 
soon bring up a few men to vote. 

The constitutional provision of the State of 
Kentucky is, that the polls shall be closed at seven 
o'clock. A difficulty arose, and the friends of the 
sitting member contended that the. polls were not 
closed; and to prevent violence, the votes were 
received, and they were counted against me. And 
here is the name of B. W. Moss, who had been 
living in the county of Boyle since 1829; and yet 
they would not permit him to vote, because his 
wife had run off and left him. [Laughter.] The 
gentleman says the judges were my political 
friends, I do not recollect whether they were or 
not. I know that that individual had been living 
in that county since 1829, and they refused to let 
him vote. Now, sir, upon the basis of giving the 
contestant all he asks; conceding to him every 
solitary vote he claims, giving him the benefit of 
all the mistakes, my majority is seven votes, in 
place of three. 

Well, again, upon the matter of mistakes, I say 
Tam elected. Whatelse? He says Iam trying 


to disfranchise the citizens of the Casey. creek 
recinct, in Casey county, by rejecting the poll- 
ooks of that precinct. The poll-boolcs of that 
precinct were not certificd, and I asked the com- 
mittee to exclude them. What did the commit- 
tec determine? They decided that all the require- 
ments of the law had been complied with except 
in reference to the poll-books of that precinct. I 
do not think that the people should be disfran- 
chised because of the neglect of officers.. I am 
acquainted with the-case'to which the gentleman 
refers to support himself, and I agree with him 
that the law there laid down is a good one; but 
it is not applicable to this case. But that decision 
gocs further, and says that, although a precinct 
should not be disfranchised for imperfect certifi- 
cation of the polls, yet there should be some proof 
that the proceedings were all regular. Now, there 
is nota particle of proof to that effect. Here. is 
a blank piece of paper, with no man’s name 
signed to it, except the one alluded to by the com- 
mittee; and it was counted against me. Why did 
he not bring up some of the men who voted there 
and prove the fact? Why not prove it by the 
judges of the election? There is no certificate; 
and, so far as the legal question is concerned, why 
should not the poll be excluded? But Iam will- 
ing, for the sake of the argument, to give him the 
benefit of the vote in that precinct; and still I 
am elected. I do not desice the vote of that pre- 
cinet excluded, because I have no doubt the vote 
was given as returned; and the question would 
not have been involved in issue, unless the gen- 
tleman himself had raised it. : 

The next point is in reference to illegal votes. 
The minority of the committee has not specified 
a solitary illegal vote—not one. I believe that 
the reason was that they knew that if they went 
into a count of the polls, Pwould be elected, 

Mr.GARTRELL. Do | understand the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to say or insinuate that 
the minority of the Committee of Elections re- 
fused to go into a count because they knew that 
the count would show that he was elected ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. No, sir; I 
said that if you went into a count you knew I 
would beat you. Of course I said it not in an 
offensive sense, : 

I know that frauds are perpetrated in elec- 
tions, as the history of the country will show, 
and I suppose the members of this Flouse know 
it. If they do not know it they ought to knowit. 
The contestant challenged 111 votes and I chal- 
lenged 213 votes. They say I got 25 illegal votes. 
I am willing to concede thate Perhaps I may 
have received more; but, at the same time, they 
say that the contestant received 81illegal votes. I 
shall only allude to afew. There is a man by the 
name of Henry Martin, inthe county of Wayne. 
He isa foreigner. The record shows that on the 
27th of October, 1857, he came into the county 
court of Wayne county, in which the judge, a 
leading Democrat, and the step-father of the con- 
testant, is clerk, and he took his first oath of his 
intention to become a citizen of the United States. 
The law of Congress requires that two years shall 
elapse before he could take the final oath. Now, 
on the 29th of July, in the same court, and before 
the same judge and clerk, he was admitted a citi- 
zen of the United States, and he voted before the 
two years had expired. He is so recorded as hay- 
ing voted, and the record shows it. 

i might go on and specify innumerable illegal 
votes; but it is unnecessary. I do not think it 
proper for me to go outside of the record, or to 
argue any outside questions. ʻI am willing, so 
far as I am concerned, to submit to the judgment 
of the House. 

I will say only this much, that the newspapers 
of Kentucky have sought to bring censure upon 
the State board of canvassers as to their sworn 
duties. I take it for granted that every man acts 
according to the dictates of his own judgment. 
These men may have erred in their construction 
of the law; but men come up here now and say 
that they acted from corrupt motives. 

Mr. STEVENSON, The gentleman put the 
minority of the committee and the publie press 
together, I say I have never impugned the po- 
litical integrity of any of these gentlemen; and 
there is no such thing in the minority report. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I did not 
say that there was. I said the Democratic papers 
of Kentucky held them up to scorn and con- 
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a 
tempt; and now I ask the Clerk to read the pro- 
ceedings of a meeting from the paper which I 
send him. 
The Clerk read the following: 


Meeting in Wayne. 

At a meeting held in Monticello, on December 26, 
(county court day,) by the Union and Opposition party, on 
motion J. V. Warden was called tothe chair, and F. Bates 
appointed secretary. A-committee was appointed to pre- 
pare resolutions, and reported the following, which were 
unanimously adopted : 

“And whereas Hon. J. S. Chrisman, soon after the late 
August election, when informed that a mistake to the pre- 
judice of W. C. Anderson had been made by one of the 
county boards of this congressional district, and that an 
amended certificate would be made out and forwarded to 
the State board, declared that “it was too late to correct 

| errors;”? thus showing that, in his judgment, amended cer- 
tificates were not allowable by law; and when the Siate 
board concurred in that opinion by rejecting all amend- 
ments, which resulted in the election of W. C. Anderson. 
Subsequently, at a meeting of the Democracy in Wayne 
county, in witch the said J. S. Chrisman participated, and 
which was, in fact, gotten up for his benefit, it was re- 
solved that “Morehead, Harlan, and Brown, the State 
board, in rejecting amended certificates, deserved the un- 
mitigated scorn and contempt of all Jovers of fair dealing 
and an honest and faithful discharge of official duty,” &e.— 

Resolved, ‘Chat the Democracy of Wayne county, in this 
attempt to stigmatize better men than themselves, politi- 
eally stultified the said J. 8. Chrisman, by placing him in 
the unenviable attitude of objecting to amended certificates 
when prejudicial to his interests, and urging their legality 
when beneficial to him, by denouncing as corrupt those 
who were unwilling to abandon their convictions as to the 
meaning of a plain and simple statutory provision of the 
law. 

Resolved, Thatif any contempt and scorn should rest 
upon any person growing out of this transaction, its proper 
objects are those whose opinions bave vaciliated with their 
varying interests, and we leave it to an impartial public, 
with these facts before them, to determine where odium 
should rest, if anywhere. 

Resolved, Thatthe abuse heaped upon Morehead, Harlan; 
and Brown, by the Democracy of this district, is prompted 
alone by mere party virulence, and is degrading alone toits 
authors, who have not, cannot, and dare not, attempt to 
give a plausible argument against the reasons assigned by 
the State board for rejecting amended certificates, 

Resolved, That W. C. Anderson is the lawfully elected 
member of Congress in the fourth congressional district 5 
that the testimony taken in this (Wayne) county, abund- 
antly establishes the fact that, by fraud in polling illegal 
votes for J. S. Chrisman, his vote was swelled some 20 
votes beyond the lawful strength of his party; and that if 
any error occurred to his prejudice in Cumberland county 
itis more than counterbalanced by fraudulent and illegal 
voting in this county, to the prejudice of W. C. Anderson, 
and that the sworn record fully vindieates W. C. Anderson 
in having retained his certificate of election. 

Resolved, That Dr. E. Richardson, O. H. Buster, William 
Tuggle, Richard Ramsey, J. V. Warden, Andy Slavin, 

e William Dobbs, James Hutchison, W. ©. Short, James 
Clark, E. L. Vanwinkle, and all others of our party who 
choose to attend, are hereby appointed as delegates to the 
convention of the Opposition party, to be held on the 22d 
of February, 1860, at Louisville. 

Resolved, That W. C. Anderson is our choice for Con- 
gress in the next race, and we promise him a better vote 
than has ever been given to any man of our party. 

After which the meeting was addressed by EB. L. Van- 
winkle, and then adjourned. 

J. V. WARDEN, Chairman. 

F. Bares, Secretary. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Ihave had 
that read for the purpose of showing that there 
has been a studied attempton the partof the Dem- 
ocrats of Kentucky to fasten censure on the State 
board at Frankfort, for doing exactly what they 
said was law. 

The gentleman himself has said so,as the pro- 
ceedings of that meeting show; and prominent 
gentlemen of the Democratic party in Kentucky 
so decided it, when they supposed it would preju- 
dice me; but now it seems that this party have 
changed positions, and denounced men for giving 

-an opinion which they once admitted just and 
correct. But enough on this point. 

Allusion has been made to my course as Rep- 
resentative upon this floor. Special reference has 
been made to my vote in the contested-election 
case of Blair and Barret. I had supposed that 
a gentleman had a right to vote according to the 
dictates of his own judgment. I satin that case, 
like other gentlemen should, as a juror, sworn to 


discharge my duty to the parties, and decide it | 


according to the facts, and J gave my vote as I 
conceived to be right and proper under the cir- 
cumstances, and I should so vote to-day. Lregret 
that gentlemen should bring party politics to bear 
upon questions of this character. 1 have not, in 
the discharge of my duty, considered in such cases 
the politics of gentlemen; and God forbid that the 
time ever shall come when a judge or juror shall 

o outside of the proof to decide such questions, 

£ I have erred, Í Fave done it honestly. I com- 
plain not of any gentleman on this floor who has 


differed with me in sentiment.. I do such the 
justice to say that I believe they have acted and 
voted honestly, and charity should at least sug- 
gest that justice be done to me and others. ; 

I have given no vote on this floor which I would 
not give again to-day. I have no apology to make 
for any vote I have given. I came here to dis- 
charge my duty according to my conscience, and 
neither the Democratic party of Kentucky, nor the 
papers of that State, nor the threats of men on 
this floor, shall deter. me from doing what I con- 
ccive to be my duty to my constituent. I am 
responsible to them. Iam not responsible to any 
one else; I am not responsible to the Democratic 
party; but I am responsible to my constitnents, 
Isay that I have no apology to make forany sol- 
itary vote that I have given. I do not intend to be 
whipped or seduced into the Democratic party, 
so long as I conceive that their principles. are 
wrong—and I think that they are damnably wrong. 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. JENKINS. Why do you not denounce 
the other side of the House? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Iam as far 
from being a Republican as any man on this floor. 
I have no sympathies with them. But who are 
the men who are persecuting me? Who are the 
men who are howling after me? They are the 
members of the Democratic party; and it is very 
natural that I should condemn them and their prin- 
ciples. There are no Republicans in Kentucky; 
and I have there to fight Democrats, and not Re- 
tee They are both objectionable to me. 

ut L do not want to go into outside matters, I 
will conclude, and submit this case, so far as I 
am concerned, to the consideration of the House. 

Í say that I am elected under any aspect of the 
case that may be presented, and Ihave been de- 
clared elected by four separate juries, and I ex- 
pect to be declared elected by the fifth jury, when | 
it comes to determine the case; at least I hope so. 
In any aspect of this case, L am elected to a seat | 
upon this floor by a larger majority than the State 
board gave me. That is what I state; and all | 
that I desire is, that when the House comes to 
determine the question, it will determine it ac- 
cording to the merits and facts of the case, and do 
equal justice to me, to the contestant, and to the 
country at large. I have been slandered and 
abused by unprincipled editors in Kentucky, and 
my motives impeached. Sir, I care not for slan- 
der from such sources. They come from a cor- | 


rupt fountain. They are beneath the notice of | 


gentlemen. Their false statements will recoil upon 
them, for “truth is mighty, and will prevail.” 


Mr. CHRISMAN (the contestant) then took 
the floor. s | 
Mr. SINGLETON. Before the gentleman’s 
point of timeat which we are compelled, Lbelicve, | 
to take a recess, 

derstand what is the intention of the House. 
Mr. STANTON. The sitting member occu- 


j 
pied only half of his time, and possibly the con- l 
! 


testant may not occupy more than half an hour. 
It is now only four o’clock. | 

Mr. CHRISMAN, (the contestant.) I desire | 
to say to the gentleman, that I wish to occupy my | 
fall time, and a little more, if I can get it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. This is Saturday evening, | 
and [think we have done work enough for one 
week, and had better adjourn. 

Mr. KEITT. 1 understand that there are two 


or three other gentlemen upon this side of the |; 


Honse who desire to discuss this case, and it will | 
occupy, I suppose, four or five hourslonger. We 
have extended the session for a week, and I do 
not see why we should not adjourn now until 
Monday. If the gentleman who is entitled to the | 
floor will give way—and it will notinterfere with | 
his arrangements—TI will move that the House do | 
now adjourn. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. I submit to the gentleman į 
from South Carolina that there are, doubtless, | 
gentlemen upon both sides of the House who de- | 


sire to make speeches on general subjects,and we || 


might go into the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union. 
Mr. KEITT. Ihave no objection to that. 
Mr. SHERMAN. [still hope that Congress | 
will adjourn by Wednesday next. I understand | 
that it is probable that a resolution will be sent 
from the Senate on Monday, to adjourn on 


| 
| 

hour shall have expired we shall have reached the |; 
i 
| 
i 


Į should like very much to un- ij 
| go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
' the Union, and then gentlemen. who desire to ad- 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


public business will enable nis. to:adjourn: on that 


ay. o DAE 

Mr. SINGLETON . Cannot we have. aniin= 
derstanding that the contestant. shall’-make: hia: 
speech now, and that the House ‘shall. then:ad» 
journ? EE eee Ge a aa 

Mr. SHERMAN. : I do not wish to in 
with this election case at all. fa A Sig 

Mr. GARTRELL. I desire to make.a.suge: 
getion to the gentleman from New-Jersey, who, 
has charge of this case, It is this: that the con-. 
testant be allowed to conclude his speech, and 
then that the case go over until Monday, and 
the. House resolve itself into the Committee ofthe 
Whole on the state of the Union. There are sev- 
eral gentlemen who desire to discuss. political 
questions this evening. y 

Mr. RUFFIN. If there are to be any more 
calls of the House, I, for one, shall object tothat, 

Mr. GARTRELL. Then I suggest that the 
vote on this case be taken on Monday, at tw 
o’clock, ee 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Say one > 
v’clock. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let us have this under- 
standing, that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that there shall be no calls of the House; so; 
that gentlemen who desire to do.so can go away 
and attend to their private business without. being 
brought back here at unseasonable hours. i 

Mr. STRATTON. Iam perfectly wiling that 


terfere: 


i after the conclusion of the speech of the contestant 


the House shall adjourn, or go into the Commit- 

tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, which- 

ever it prefers; and I give, notice, if that course: 
is pursued, that at one o’clock on Monday I will 

call the previousquestion, Tunderstand that two 

of my colleagues on the Committee of Elections 

desire to address the House, and that will give 

them two hours. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Thatarrangement will be 
entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. QUARLES. Will not the hour arrive 
before the contestant can conclude, when it will 
be compulsory on the House: to take a recess? 

Mr. STRATTON. I presume that by unani- 
mous consent the contestant can be allowed to 
conclude his argument before the recess is taken. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Ilinois. Is that un- 
derstood? 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I make.no 
understanding about it. ; : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understand: 
the gentleman from North Carolina’ to say that 
he makes no understanding. | If that is so, ito 
ought to be known. i 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I make no 
understanding with either side of the House. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I suggest that-a quorum 
can come back here after the recess, and we can 


dress the committee on general subjects can do so. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois.. [suggest to 
the House that if, as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means says, the Senate will 
probably send us a resolution on Monday to ad- 
journ on Wednesday, we had better finish this 
contested-clection case to-night. 

Mr. SINGLETON. [tis too late; many mem- 
bers have already left. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Hlinois. We can come 
back here, and take the vote at nine o'clock. 


Mr. GARTRELL. Iwould say to the gen- 


teman that the vote cannot be taken to-night; that 


is out of the question. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I shall protest against any 
recess for the purpose of letting off gas to-night. 

Mr. BURNETT. I believe the contestant is 
entitled to the floor; and I hope he will be per- 
mitted to proceed. 

Mr. CHRISMAN. (contestant) resumed the 
floor. j 

Mr. SIMMS. Itis impossible for the contest- 
ant to proceed in the midst of this disorder. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to know whether 
the contestant is to be permitted to conclude his 
speech now? [Cries of “ Yes P?“ Yes 177] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SMITH, of 
North Carolina, in the chair.) According to the 
order now in force, the House will take a recess 
in half an hour, unless the Heuse shall otherwise 


Wednesday; and I believe the condition of the i) order. 
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oMr BURNETT: I move that the House take 
acrecess now until seven o’clock, 
Mr: GROW. By unanimousconsent, the recess 


can be postponed until the contestant concludes 


his: speech: 

Mr, BURNETT. I am willing now, if gen- 
tlemen wilt agree ‘to ity to let this case go over 
until Monday; and then we can go into the Com- 
mittée of the Whole on- the state of the Union for 
genera] discussion; but if that course is net pùr- 
sued, I shall submit another motion. 


Mr. STOKES. 1 object. Let the argument. 


be completed‘now. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I move that the House 
do now adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. T appeal to the 
gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw the mo- 
tion to adjourn. It is useless to spend half an hour 
in calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURNETT. Very well, I will withdraw 
the motion to-adjourn, if itis the understanding 
that the House take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Imust object to that for 
the present. t ; 

Mri PHELPS. T understand it has already 
been agreed that the vote shall be taken on this 
election case on Monday at onc o’clock. I see no 
reason, therefore, why we may not as well take a 
recess, with the understanding that this debate 
shall go over until Monday. ` 

Mr. STRATTON, The understanding is that 
the previousquestion shall be called at one o'clock, 
and that. shall have the opportunity of saying 
whatever I may find it necessary to say, if I shall 
find ‘it necessary to say anything, after the pre- 
vious question has been ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have an objection to that, 
provided it be the understanding that whoever is 
upon the floor may be stopped at one o'clock, and 
the previous question called. 

nBURNETT. I understand, now, it is pro- 
posed to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of general 
debate. If that be the agreement, I have ho ob- 
jection whatever, I am nat willing, however, to 
require the debate upon this contested-clection 
case to-go on, and my colleague required to speak 
to empty benches to-night. I move that the rales 
be suspended, and that the House: resolve itself 
into the Cominittce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of gencral debate. 

Mr, SHERMAN, J understand that objection 
will be made to speeches being made, unless a 
quorum is present. I move that the Fouse ad- 
journ. > 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, called for 
on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. KELLOGG, 
of Hlinois, and Cox were appointed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was withdrawn. 


7 ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Bn- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had cx- 
amined and found truly enrolled an act (ET. R. 
No. 215) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian department 
nnd for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 


tellors 


Jadian tribes for the year cnding June 30, 1861; | 


when the Speaker signed the same. 
MESSAGE PROM TIIN SENATE, 

A message was received from. the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the President of the United States has 
notified the Senate thathedid, on that day, approve 
buls of the following titles: 

An act (S. No. 43) for the relief of Solomon 
Wadsworth; 

Ay act (S. No. 176) for the relief of R. W. 
Clarke; 


An act (S: No, 285) for the relief of John Bran- ; 


non; and 

An act ($. No. 450) to change the location of 
the. custom-house forthe district of Brazos de 
Santiago from Point Isabel to Brownsville, in the 
Btate of Texas. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. SHERMAN. ` I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of taking up the Senate 
amendments to the lesislative appropriation bill. 


The SPEAKER. A motion to adjourn is pend- 


ing. 

‘Mr. COX. I withdraw that motion for the pur- 
pose of going into comimittee upon an appropria- 
tion bill. ` i 

Mr. SHERMAN: I move that all debate upon 
the Senate amendments.to the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill be terminated 
in twenty minutes after they shall be taken up for 
consideration by the Committee of the Whole. I 
will say that the bill isin the hands.of the Printer, 
and it will be necessary to'send for it. In the mean 
time, some gentlemen, who desire to do so, can 
employ the time in general debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I press my motion to 
go into committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasubunne, of Hlinois, in the chair.) 

Mr. KUNKEL. In order to enable the House 
to take the usual recess, I move that the commit- 
tee do now risc. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that there 
are a number of gentlemen who desire to make 
speeches, and the time can be profitably devoted 
to that purpose. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I withdraw my motion. 

Messrs. LOOMIS, and MARTIN of Virginia, 
addressed the committee. [Their remarks will be 
published in the Appendix.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of half past four 
having arrived, the committee will take a recess 
until seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The committee reassembled at seven o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The first business before 
the committee is the consideration of the Senate 
amendments to the bill of the House (No, 339) 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Mr. QUARLES, Is there.a quorum present? 

Mr. BARR. I move to postpone the consider- 
ation of the Senate amendments to the bill under 
constderation until Monday next. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has no 
power to make such an order, "This bill is made 
by the Clouse aspecial order in the committee. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the commit- 
tee take a recess of fificen minutes. 

Mr. BARR. Task the unanimous consent of 
the committee to proceed to the consideration of 
some other bill for twenty minutes or so. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman from Now 
York knows very well that there will be objection 
to that. It will be utterly impossible to do any- 
thing in that way. 

Mr. BARR. Nobody will object. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does not the gentleman 


| sce my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Crarar] 


at his right hand? Tle will object. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. We had 
better do business in the regular way. © [Laugh- 


ter.] 

‘The motion to take a recess was agreed to; and 
the committee accordingly took a recess until 
twenty-five minutes past seven o’clock. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The commitice reassembled at the expiration 
of the recess, and resumed the consideration of 
the Senate amendments to the bill making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1861. 

First Senate amendment: 

Page 3, Hne twelve, after the word “ dollar,” insert “ for 
chaplain, 3750.” i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend concurrence intheamend- 
ment. 2 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 


Page 3, line thirteen, after the word “ making,” strike out 
678,614,” and insert 879,664. 


f the Thirty- 


The. CHAIRMAN. This. amendment was 
made necessary by the addition of the salary of 
the Chaplain; and the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 


After line fifteen, page 3, among the contingent expenses: 


of the Senate, insert “for lithographing and engraving, 
$30,000." 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and. Means recommend a-non-concurrence, 
The amendment was ‘non-coneurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 


Page 3, after line nineteen, strike out the two following 
paragraphs + 

For one thousand five hundred and eighty-four copies of 
the Congressional Globe and Appendix for the second ses: 
sion of the Phirty-Sixth Congress, $4,752. 

For binding one thousand five hundred and eighty-four 


copies of the Congressional Globe and Appendix, for the | 


second session of the ‘lhirty-Sixth Congress, $1,900 80. 
And insert: 
For Congressional Globe and binding the same, $32,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Committce of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: 


Page 4, after line four, insert: 

For the usual additional compensation to the reporters of 
the Senate for the Congressionnl Globe, for reporting the 
proceedings of the Senare, $800 each, $3,200. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Mcans recommend a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 

Page 4, after line-seven, insert: 5 

For expenses of the heating, ventilating, and lighting ap- 
paratus, $12,000. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Committce of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: 


Page 8, line twelve, after the word “office,” strike out 
“11,514,” and insert “ 89,714, and hereafter, the Supcrin- 
tendent of Public Printing sball vot be allowed to employ 
more than three clerks in his ofice? so that the clause 
will read: ` 

For compensation of the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing, and the clerks and messengerin his office, $9,714; and 
hereatter the Superintendent of Public Printing shall not be 
allowed to employ more than three clerks in his oftice. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committce of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment of the Senate, with the following 
amendment thereto: 


And itis hereby provided, that all extra doenments or- 
dered to be i ives daring 
ited, shali be 
printed by the House Printer, and that nothing shal! be al- 
lowed for composition when the same document has been 
first ordered to be printed by the Senate. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Irise to a point oforder, 
I cannot be mistaken as to the character of that 
amendment, It changes the existing Jaw with 
reference to the Public Printing. The chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means will not 
deny that fact. Now, the point I make is, that 
this amendment proposes general legislation in 
an appropriation bill, and for that reason it is out 
of order. e 

Mr. SHERMAN. The point of order cannot 
be made, inasmuch as the bill and amendments 
were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. That committee have reported back the 
bil, as they have a right to do, and recommend 
this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would state, 
that inasmuch as the bill and amendments were 
referred to the Committce of Ways and Means, 
the Chair cannot rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 would like to 
know how the House kas referred those amend- 
ments to the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. They were referred by 
the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
cr of course. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Yes, sir; under the rules 
of the House, as a matter of course. 1f the House 
has made a decision that sach an amendment can 
c offered in that way, it is clearly wrong, and 
against the practice of the House. É undertake to 
say that such a thing has never been done before. 
Hore is a law of Congress which you propose to 
change by a provision ingrafted upon an appro- 
priation bill, 


But only as a mat- 


+ 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the geneman take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair? ~ 
: Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 do. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
in a matter of fact. This amendment was not 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means 
by the House. It- is an amendment reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to the House: 


T have nothing to say on the point of order. Ido | 


not say that the amendment is out of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 


the gentleman from Virginia, as a matter of fact, | 


that all of these amendments were reterred to the 
committee. 

Mr. MILLSON. This is an amendment re- 
ported by the Committee of Ways and Means to 
the House. s 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; and the House com- 


1 want to correct the Chair | 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I shall be very.glad 
to hear it explained s4, 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


i I will explain it precisely 
as I understand it. 


By an amendment to an ap- 


propriation bill passed at the:last session, it was | 


provided that where either. House ordered the 
printing ofa document, and the other House after- 


| wards ordered the printing of the same document, 


all should be printed by the Printer of the -body 
which first ordered the document. Nearly all the 
documents printed during the present session of 
Congress were ordered first in the Senate, and, 
therefore, all extra. copies of these documents 
ordered by the Fouse must be printed by the Print- 


| er of the Senate. We gave an order the other day 


for three hundred thousand copies of the agricul- 
tural portion of the Patent Office report, and I am 
told that, on account of the large number. of doc- 


right; butJ am-opposed-to. changing, in.an appro: 


priation bill, the law; for. the benefit.of the House, 
rinter, or for:the benefit ofany one-else. 2:3. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The very law: of-which the 
geneman speaks was made in an appropriation 
Hil. J Page H PNE 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Well, if Congress..did 
wrong once that is no. reason why weshould.¢on- 
tinue to do wrong... If the last Congress violated. 
the rules of the House, that is.no reason why we: 
should do so... į think it a dangerous precedent, 
and if it has been set we ought not to follow ate: 
The -CHAIRMAN.. The question ision:the 
appeal from the decision of. the Chair, taken by 


| the gentleman from Mississippi. : 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Lwould like 
to ask a question, - : 7 ; 
The CHAIRMAN, .No:debate is in-order; 


mitted it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 
Mr. MILLSON. It is reported by the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means to the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires that |! 
the Clerk shall read the report. 
The Clerk read, as follows: | 
The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom were re- | 
ferred the amendments of the Senate of the United States | 
| 
t 


uments ordered by the Senate, these agricultural 
reports cannot be furnished for some time, but 
that they can be furnished by the House Printer, | 
who has very little work to do, in a short space of 
time. The Committee of Waysand Means there- | 
fore thought it better, as the reports cannot be 
furnished in time by the Senate Printer, to give 
the work to the House Printer. Itcosts no more, | 
| Mr. BARKSDALE. He is entitled only to 
| that portion provided for by the law. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman wait 
| till 1 get through with my explanation? The 


Mr. BARKSDALE. T desire to say,'that I, - 
am not actuated by any factious spirit, [éries of - 
“No!” «470 !”] or by any hostility.to the House 
Printer. It is his right to have whatever print- 
ing he is entitled to under the law; avd Tam will- 
ing to give it to him, but 1 am not willing: to 
| change the law for his benefit. 

Mr. HATTON. I should like to ask a question. 
The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, a 
question can be asked. 

Objection was made. 


M: BARKSDALE. I withdraw my appeal 


to House bill No. 399, making appropriations for the ex- 
penses of the executive and and judicial deparunents of 
the Government, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to report as follows : [hey recommended 


that the House of Representatives do concur in certain 
amendments, and non-concur in others.) 

Mr. MILLSON,. I do not. know that I have 
any objection to the amendment reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means; but I do not 
want the rule to be established that an amend- 
ment reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means may not be out of order. The Senate 
amendments were referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and now that committee re- 
reports back these amendments, and submits an 
amendment of its own, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to | 


the gentleman from Virginia that this is not an 
amendment which is offered by the Committee of 
Ways and Means in committee; but it was re- 
ported to the House by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and was referred by the House to this 
committee, That is the ground on which the 
Chair bases his decision. 

e Mr. BARKSDALE. That amendment was 
sent by the House to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


. The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. The amendment | 


was reported to the House by the Committee of 
Waysand Means, and the House sentit, together 


with several other amendments, to this commit- | 


tee, and the Chair thinks that the fact of its being 
referred by the House to this committee is conclu- 
sive upon this committee. 


|i 
Mr. BARKSDALE, I desire to know whether | 
the amendment has ever been reported to the | 


House? 


The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the amend- | 


ment was not called for in the House; and such 


a thing has never been done here, so far as the | 


experience of the Chair goes. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


it cannot be entertained under the rules of the 


Honse. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 


Mississippi persist in his appeal ? 
Mr. BARKSDALE. ldo. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lam perfectly willing, when | 


in order, to explain the amendment; but until the 


point of order is disposed of, lam not at liberty | 


to do s0. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman 


The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is not | 


debatable. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


the gentleman from Mississippi. 


It is very clear that this | 
amendment will change an existing law; and that | 


I know it is not; || 
but my object is to suggest a different course to | 


Committee of Ways and Means were willing to 
give this work to the House Printer provided it 
costs no more; and, therefore, we have provided 
in this amendment, that the House Printer shall 
charge no composition, but shall simply charge 
the ordinary price for press-work. This will 
expedite the printing of the work, and will be of 
benefit to the country. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
of the Committee of Ways and Means allow me 


to inquire of him how it is that the House Printer | 
| is to be remunerated for the composition? 


Mr. SHERMAN, He gets no pay for that, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Then he will not 
do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, if 
he does not choose to do it, he does not have the 
job. 

j Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
derstand it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the Commitee of the Ways and 
Means whether it is to be within the option of 
the House Printer to print these reports or not, 
if the order be made under this amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly, sir. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Then, as bgtween the 
Senate Printer and the House Printer, we will 
get the work done by neither, This is a similar 
proposition to that made in the carly part of the 
session, and which was voted down by the House 


Well, Ido notun- 


on the express ground that if the rates of print- | 
ing which we paid were too high they should be 


changed, but that there should be no requirement 


| that the Printer of cither House should do work 


for which he was not paid according to law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. <As a matter of course, if 
the House Printer does not do the work—as I 
understand, he is ready to do it-—it will be done 
by the Senate Printer, and there will be no con- 
troversy or trouble about it, 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means 
whether the prices now paid for printing are such 
as that the Printer can afford to do the work 
without receiving payment for the composition? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
der, as in this case, is avery large one. The 
composition is comparatively small; but the great 


|| expense is in the press-work, there being three 
| hundred thousand copies ordered. 
Then, if I understand | 


Mr. BARKSDALE, f ; 
the gentleman, this amendment is offered for the 


! benefit of the House Printer? 


Mr. SHERMAN. It will operate to his ben- 
efit. 


; | 
Will the chairman 


Not except where the or- | 


| press and the document printed imme 
| believe the amendment will have the effect then 
of retarding the delivery of the document, m- 


for the purpose of hearing the gentleman from 
Tennessee. i ae aie 

Mr. HATTON. I desire to ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means whether: 
the purpose of thisamendmentissimply.to shorten: 
the time that we are to wait for this book? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis what I understand 
to be the effect of theamendment. Itwill enable 
us to get this book promptly—within thirty days. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. But, I understand that 
the Senate Printer can execute the work much 
more rapidly than the Elouse Printer ean; that it 
is now already in type. I renew the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. i 

The question was taken, and the decision of the: 
Chair was sustained—ayes seventy-one; noes not 
counted. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to strike out the last 
two lines of the amendment-of the Committee of, 


| Ways and Means. The proposition before the: 


committee is to change the existing law, and, al- 
though the gentleman from Ohio. stated that the 
present law regulating the. public printing was 
contained in an appropriation bill, it was intro- 
duced for the purpose of preventing the payment 
of double composition for the same document. 

The law, as it stands, is this: when the same 
document is ordered to be printed by both Flouses, 
the Printer of the House first making the order 
must print the number ordered for both Houses. 
Under that law, the Printers to the two Houses 
have been elected. 

The proposition before the Honse js to transfer 
work which, by the existing law, is to be per- 
formed by the Senate Printer, to the House Printer, 
and, perhaps, if the House had not ordered the 
printing of three hundred thousand copies of the 
agricultural portion of the Patent Office report, a 
proposition would not have been introduced hgre 
to change the Jaw. The effect of this amendment 
will be to transfer the printing of those three hun- 
dred thousand copies from the Senate Printer to 
the House Printer. I think itis wrong to do s05 
and so far as expediting the printing is concerned, 
Ido not believe it will expedite it, but, en the 
contrary, that it will: retard it; for, ifthe Senate 
Printer, has pursued the course of preecding 
Printers, the document bas already ‘been sterco~ 
typed, and the plates are ready to be pie = Ha 

iately. 


stead of expediting it. 


It is offered to facilitate the publication of |! i 
the work. IO Mr MAYNARD. I would like to ask the gen- 
Mr. BARKSDALE, The law has not been || tleman whether it was possible for the Senate 
objection is made. changed since his election. He knew what the |; Printer to have this document printed until the 
© Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw the point of |, Jaw was when he was clected, and now the gen- || House determined what number of copies they 
order. ff teman does propose to change the law for his i; would have printed? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, allow me to explain l benefit. I have no objection, myself, to the House |} Mr. PHELPS. ltwasnot. ‘TheSenate Printer, 
the amendment, and I think the House will have || Printer having all the printing to which heis centi- i however, proceeded and executed the order made 
no objection to it. | tled under the law. “Phat is nothing but fair and i| by the Senate; and the Patent Office agricultural 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, Will not the Chair | 
entertain a suggestion? f 
The CHAIRMAN. With great pleasure; but 


ji 
i 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. i 
| 
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reports ordered by the Senate have been deliv- 
ered, and- delivered several wecks since. But, as 
Lam informed, the work has been stereotyped, 


and the: Printer of the Senate now has the same. 


stereotype plates with which he printed the edi- 
tion for the Senate, ready to print the number 
ordered: by the House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would ask the gentleman 
still further, if he knows whether or not the Sen- 
ate Printer has been waiting to do this work for 
several weeks, and has been urging the Commit- 
tee-on Printing of the House to report? 

Mr. PHELPS. Such isthe fact. I know that 
the Senate Printer has been anxious that the 
House should make its order of extra numbers 
ofthe Patent Office agricultural report, from the 
fact that he had his type ready to execute the 
work whenever the House should order it to be 
done. 

Mr. JUNKIN. Have the members of the Sen- 
ate got their agricultural reports yet? 

Mr. PHELPS. I cannot say that they have 
all been delivered, but a great many have, and 
perhaps all. *The non-delivery of the document 
to the House arises from the fact that the House 
only ordered the printing of its extra numbers a 
few days since. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is, I believe, to strike out 
the last two lines of the amendment of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. PHELPS. I only moved it pro forma. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say a word or two 
in reply. Undoubtedly the proper and legal way 
is.to. allow the House Printer to do the House 
printing, and the Senate Printer to do the Senate 
printing; but at the close of the last session of 
Congress, by an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, the whole printing was diverted to the Sen- 
ate Printer, throwing into his hands the entire 

rinting of Congress, and enabling the Executive, 

y sending: documents to the Senate one day in 
advance, to direct who should do the printing. 

Now, [look upon this printing business as one 
of the worst features of congressional proccedings; 
and I am very glad thata law has been passed 
taking it out of oar hands, and requiring it to be 
done by a public office. ‘This, L hope, is the last 
debate we shall ever have in this House about 
printing; bat L appeal to gentlemen upon the other 
side whether it is not fair that some portion of 
the printing of Congress should be done by the 
House Printer, and that he should not be deprived 
of it by means of a little proviso to an appropri- 
ation bill? 

Mr. PHELPS. Did we not order a document 
(Stevens’s report) to be reprinted the other day, 
as a job for the House Printer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1] do not know that we did 
anything of the kind. We ordered the document 
to be printed; but I did not know that it wasa 
job for anybody. So far as the stereotyping is 
concerned, the House Printer can use the same 
stereotype plates. The Senate Printer still has 
the advantage; he is paid for the composition of 
the work, while the House Printer gets nothing 
but for the press-work., It scems to me rather 
ungracious for gentlemen opposite, under the cir- 
cumstances, to oppose this amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. Lwithdraw my amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to strike out the 
last line of the amendment of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. I understood my colleague 


(Mr, Suerman] to say that, under the provisions | 


of this amendment, it is optional with the House 
Printer whether or not he shall do the work. 
Now, either he or I have very strangely misun- 
derstood this provision, It reads: 

And itis hereby provided, That all extra documents or- 
dered to be printed by the House of Representatives during 
the Thirty-Sixth Congress, not already executed, shall be 
printed by the House Printer. 

Not “ may be printed,” but “ shall be printed.” 
If thie amendment becomes a law, it is made his 
duty to print thom. ‘The amendment then gocs 
on to provide that he shall not be allowed the full 
ptice for printing them, but that the composition 
shall be deducted. Under that provision, the 
Printer of the House will be bound to do this 
work; it will not be optional with him. 

Now, I say again, that if we have a law pre- 
seribing the prices of printing, we should live up 
to it, We should give to the Printers the prices 


fixed by Jaw; and this mode of putting money in 
the. pockets of the Printer 6f the House, by di- 
viding the price of the printing between him. and 
the Senate Printer, is not legitimate. 

My colleague said that, undoubtedly, the proper 


and ‘‘legal’? way is, that the Printer of each- 


House shall do the work ordered by that House. 
I submit to him that the legal way of doing the 
printing is that which the law prescribes; and the 
law now provides that the Printer of the House 
which first orders the work shall do all the work 
for both Houses. 

Now, sir, at one time we hear it said that it is 
but fair that this side of the House should agree 
that the House Printer should do this work. At 
another time it is said that the House Printer 
should do this work, because the work will be- 
sooner done. Why, sir, l have heard it said by 
a gentleman on this side of the Housc, and one 
who knows, that the Senate Printer is now ready 
and anxious to execute the order; that he hag ac- 
tually delivered the copies due the Senate, and 
that he will deliver those due the Flouse’ within 
thirty days, if the order is left to him to execute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing debate on this 
amendment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. J hope not. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the Chair, Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly the civil appropriation bill, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to close all debate 
on the pending amendment of the Senate in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
in five minutes after the committee shall again 
resume the consideration of the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules‘be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasnnurne, of 
Hlinois, in the chatr,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the civil appropriation bill; the question 
pending being on the cighth amendment of the 
Senate, with the amendments offered thereto. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ihave no interest, personal 
or political, in this matter. Let it go as it may, 
it does not affect me; it docs not inure to my ben- 
efit, nor to the benefit of the party with which I 
act. I think, therefore, that in what | shall say, 
I speak from disinterested motives, 

There were abuses existing which the last Con- 
gress deemed demanded reform. The abuse which 
was particularly prominent was that of allowing 
pay fordouble composition, The law was changed 
in order to remedy that evil, Under the law pre- 
viously existing, the House Printer clected by the 
House and the Senate Printer elected by the Sen- 
ate cach did the work for their respective Houses, 
and were allowed pay for composition upon the 
same document when ordered by both Houses. 
Under the law of the last session, the Senate 
Printer is entitled to print this document; and if 
we, by this legislation, take it away from him, 
he will have a just claim for compensation against 
the Government, which he will bring up here, 
and which we will be compelled to allow under a 


| just construction of the law. Unquestionably so. 


On what gronnd, then, is it proposed to give this 
work to the House Printer? Gentlemen say it is 


|| because the work will be delayed. Why, sir, I 


have been told by persons who know, that the 
Senate Printer has, for some time, been anxious 
to get this order from the House; that he was 
ready to execute it immediately; that his stereo- 
type plates are all prepared, and that the work 
will be executed sooner than the House Printer 
can possibly do it, because he will have to take 
the time to set up the type. 

This amendment is, however, urged upon an- 
other ground—that of generosity. Gentlemen 


| say, in effect, it is butright that you should give 


to our Printer a fair share of the public plunder. 


| 1 say to gentlemen that you have just recently 


given the House Printer a job which ought to 


satisfy him. You propose to give him fifty thousand 
copies of the Covode report to print. I wish, for 
myself, it could be one hundred thousand; for I 
understand it is a very important document; but 
if that report is as voluminous as I understand it 
is, it will furnish your Printer with money enough 
to go on this year without taking from the Senate 
Printer the agricultural report of the Patént Office. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Theamendment offered by Mr. Penpieron was 
disagreed to. = 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr. CLOPTON moved to amend by striking 
out the word ‘ executed” and inserting the word 
‘‘ordered,’’ so that it should read ** all documents 
not ordered,” &c. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CLOPTON moved to amend by adding, at 
the end of the amendment of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, as follows: 

And provided further, That this proviso shall not be so 
construed as to authorize payment for printing said doeu- 
ments to any other than the Printer elected by the House; 
and when-the printing, or any part thereof, has been as- 
signed or transterred, no payment shall be made. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The question then recurred on the amendmentof 
the Committee of Ways and Means, as amended. 

Mr. HASKIN. I desire, with the permission 
of the committee, to correct a statement just now 
made by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. 
MAYNARD.] ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman that all debate has been closed upon 
this amendment, by order of the House; and that 
no statement can be permitted except by general 
consent, : 

Mr. GARTRELL objected, 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for tellers on the 
amendment, as amended. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GARTRELL 
and McPuerson were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes seventy-seven; further count not being de- 
manded. 

So the amendment, as amended, to the Senate 
amendment, was agreed to. ` 

‘The question then recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended; and being taken, it was con--+ 
curred in. 

Eighth amendment: ` 


Page 10, line sixteen, after the word “ volumes,” strike 
out twenty-six and twenty-seven,” and insert in Heu 
thercol “ twenty-two and twenty-three,” so as to make the 
paragraph read: To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
fitty copies, cach, of volumes twenty-six and twenty-seven 
of Howard’s Reports of the Decisions of the Supreme Court 


| of the United States, 500. 


The committee recommend a non-concurrence 
in the amendment, 
The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Ninth amendment: 

Strike out $93,240,” in the paragraph “for compensa- 
tion of the Third Auditor, and the clerks, messenger, as- 
sistant messenger, aud laborers in his office, $93,240,” and 
insert in lieu thereof, as follows: 

Onc hundred and thirty-two thousand six hundred and 
forty dollars. And that the twenty-nine clerks, now trans- 
ferred by the Secretary of the Treasury from the Third Au- 
ditor’s office to other bureaus of the Treasury Department, 
shall be permanently trausterred to those offices, and taken 
from that of the Third Auditor; but nothing herein con- 
tained shall be so construed as to take from the several 
heads of Departments the power to transfer clerks tempo- 
rarily from one oflice or bureau to another. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence inthe amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Tenth amendment: 

Page 17, after tine four, Insert as follows: 

‘Yo enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry into ef- 
fect the act approved the 16th May, 1839, creating an addi- 
tional land district in Washington Territory, $8,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in the amendment, with an 
amendment to add at the end thereof, as follows: 

Provided, That said sum shall be paid out of the proceeds 
of the sale of land in said district, and not otherwise. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I desire to 
make a statement in regard to the condition of our 
public lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Does the gentleman pro- 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. No, sir; [ 
oppose the amendment of the Committee of Ways 


| pose an amendment? 
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and Means. I desire to say that we in Wash- 
ington have grown up under the donation and 
eee law. ‘The Department of the Interior 
nas proceeded upon the principle that it is good 
policy to expose our lands to public sale only in 
such manner as shall prevent them from being 
bought up by speculators in large bodies. 

There.are within this proposed district a large 
number of preémption and a larger number of do- 
nation claims. lt is the oldest portion of the 
Territory, embracing a portion of the Columbia 
river, 

Why, sir, during this present session of Con- 
gress, a bill declaring that the public lands shall 
not be exposed to publicsale until they have been 
for ten years open to preémption passed this 
House by some: forty majority. What was the 
judgment of the House then, m reference to the 
public lands generally, I ask shall be the judg- 
ment of this committee in reference to our lands in 
Washington. 

For these brief reasons, E hope this amendment 
will not be concurred in, It is, in fact, the ri 
pealing of a law, or it may act as the repeal of 
the law authorizing aland office. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the Delegate from 
Washington inform the House how many land 
offices there are in that Territory? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. 
now. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I simply desire to state 
to the committee that the object of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means was not to prevent their 
having an additional land office, but that the 
$8,000 should come out of the proceeds of the sale 
of the lands at that office. While we thought 
they ought to have the office, we also thought the 
money should come out of the proceeds: arising 
from the sale of lands. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that we should 
base our action here upon the supposition that 
Congress will do a certain thing; but it seems to 
be the policy of this House, indicated by its ac- 
tion, that the public lands shall not be brought 
into market at all, but that they should be given 


Only one 


away. 
Mr.GROW. Imovetoamend the amendment 
by striking out all after the first line. If this 


amendmentof the Committee of Ways and Means 
be adopted, then you change the whole land sys- 
tem of the country. You might as well require 
that the expenses of every office in the country 
should be paid out of the money collected at those 
offices, as to say that the expenses of the land 
offices shall be paid out of the proceeds of the saJes 
of the public lands. “You might just as well re- 
quire that the expenses of all your custom-houses 
shall be paid out of the money collected at them 
respectively, and we have a great many of them 
upon our seaboard that do not collect a quarter of 
their expenses;so all thatkind would be abolished. 

Now, I am opposed to that amendment. By 
the policy indicated by it you would compel all 
our public lands to be brought into market at an 
early day after the survey; and there is no greater 
curse to the new Siates than these early land sales, 
by which you open the lands to the grasp of the 
speculators, and limit the time for preemptors to 
take them at Government prices. By this policy 
of causing the public lands to be brought in at an 
early day, instead of giving them to actual settlers, 
you facilitate their being taken up by speculators 
with land warrants, which will withhold them 
from settlement. No greater evil can curse the 
new States than a non-resident proprietorship, 
while, at the same time, it is of no benefit to the 
old States. We want land offices where preémp- 
tors may go to pay for their land. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. They have one there. 

Mr. GROW. Very well. How large a Ter- 
ritory is Washington? Greater than four or five 
States like Georgia; and would you have the peo- 
ple of Georgia go all over that State to find a land 
office? Settlers in Washington may be compelled 
to go a thousand miles, perhaps, to get a title to 
their lands, if they want to pay for them. It is 
our duty, both to the new and the old States, to 
do what will build up soonest the most flourishing 
States. It is the highest interest of the new States 
that actual settlers should take up their lands. It 
is the interest of the new States, and not less of 
the old States, to keep the lands out of market as 
long as possible, and to allow the preémptors to 
take them when they please, and pay the Gov- 


ernment price; for thereby they secure actual set- 
tlers instead of non-resident speculators. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanja. With the exception of the salaries paid 
at the land offices in New Mexico, California, 
Oregon, and Washington Territory, the compen- 
sation paid to the registers and receivers is $500 
pér annum, and one per cent. upon the amount 
of money received from the sales of the public 
lands; which commissions, however, shall not ex- 
ceed $2,500 per annum, thus making the maxi- 
mum compensation received by registers and re- 
ceivers $3,000 per year, provided they shall receive 
at their land ‘offices $250,000 from the sale of 
lands, 

We have adopted the practice in the States of 
Oregon and California, and the Territories of New 
Mexico and Washington, of providing for salaries 
payable in cash from the Treasury of the United 
States, and not to require the registers and re- 
ceivers in those distant States and Territories to 
look to commissions upon the receipts for sales 
of land at their respective offices. In doing this, 
I think we have departed from a safe precedent. 
The true policy would have been, perhaps, to 
have given them an annual salary of $1,000, and 
to have provided that the residue should be paid 
by commissions upon receipts for the sale of the 
lands at their respective offices. The proposed 
compensation to the register and receiver at the 
new land office in the Territory of Washington 
exceeds that permitted to be received by any of 
the land offices in any of the States this side of the 
Rocky Mountains; and that, too, whether they 
perform any business or not. The population 
of Washington Territory is only about fourteen 
thousand, and two land offices are established in 
that Territory. It appeared to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, under the circumstances, an 
enormous salary to be paid where those oflices 
did nothing. For these reasons, the Committee 
of Ways and Means recommended the appro- 
priation now under consideration, providing that 
their compensation should be paid out of the pro- 
ceeds of the lands which they should sell at their 
respective offices. 

The amendment to strike out the proviso was 
agreed to. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. Å 


Eleventh amendment: 

Page 17, after Jine nine, insert: 

For conipensation of five extra clerks employed in the 
Indian Office, under the acts of May 5, 1854, and March 3, 
1855, and under appropriations made from year to year, 
$700, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Twelfth amendment: 

Page 17, after the last amendment, insert: 

For the pay of two special and temporary clerks in the 
Indian Office, of the first and second classes respectively, 
to be employed upon the duty of issuing patents, and of in- 
vestigating and recording transfers of lands under treaties 
with the Indian tribes in the Territory of Kansas, $2,600. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Mcans recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. PHELPS, I desire to say one word upon 
the subject of that amendment. When the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means acted upon thatamend- 
ment, I think thatthe letter from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, directed to the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in the Senate, was 
not in the committee-room. That letter is here, 
and it shows the necessity of making a provision 
for these clerks. 

By an act passed at the last session of Con- 
gress, we provided that the Indians who were en- 
titled to lands in the Territory of Kansas might 
be permitted to sell the lands which had been 
allotted to them, or rather we authorized patents 
for those lands to be issued to certain Indians in 
that Territory. Under the general law, a deed 
executed by añ Indian to any person is not rec- 
ognized as valid unless it has received the ap- | 
proval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
This, then, requires‘all the conveyances made by 
the Indians in the Territory of Kansas to be sent 
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to be ex- 
amined and registered and approved before the 
deeds take effecton the part of the grantors. T'he 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs says, in this let- 


ter, that, In consequence of ‘the amount of bugis 
ness which ‘has arisen, it becomes necessary’ for 


| him to have two. clerks employed, and that ‘one 
of them ought to be skilled in land conveyancing. 


I ask that the letter be read; it isin the -hands.of 
the chairman of the Conimittec’ of Ways and 
Means. When that committee non-concutred in 
the amendment, they had not the information be- 
fore them. . pon toast 

Mr.SHERMAN. The gentleman is mistaken; 
we had the letter before us at the time.” | ie 

Mr. PHELPS. | f think it had not been read. 
It was sent to me to lay before the committee; 
but the committee had acted on the matter atthe 
time. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


| DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice INDIAN AFFAIRS, May 37,1850. 

Sır: l have had the honor to receive your communica- 
tion of the 27th ultimo, desiring tobe informed © what 
progress has been made in issuing patents tọ the Indians 
for lands in Kansas, under the provisions of the act-of last 
Congress, and in pursuance of treaties with them; and 
whether any or what obstacles there are to the execution 
of said treaties and law, gnd what, if any, facilities are 
needed for that purpose not now provided by law,” and 
respond thereto, as follows : è 

1. Patents have been issifed to all the Indians of the char- 
acter referred to in your inquiry, numbering twelve hun- 
dred and ninety-nine, as follows: Wyandotts, two hundred 
and ninety-three ; Miamies, two hundred and thirty ; Kas- 
kaskias, Poorias, &c., seven-three ; Shawnees, seven hun- 
dred and three, ` 

2. The obstacle in the way of the execution ofthe treaties 
and the law, respecting action of the alienation of the lands 
patented as aforesaid, is the fact that the pressure of the 
business upon this bureau of a current character will not 
justify a detail of any of the employés to this branch without 
detriment to the public interest. The force. at present en- 
gaged in the land division of this office is not more than 
adequate to keep up the business pertaining to it, irrespect- 
ive of the duty resulting from a due execution of the law 
referred to by You. ‘To detach the requisite force from the 
finance division would essentially, in my opinion, tend to 
the prejudice of the moneyed interest ofthe Governinent; in 
fact, the number now employed in this branch is barely 
equal to the proper and Jegitimate transaction of the cur- 
rent business. A 

Trom the character of the recipients of patents, it is rea- 
sonable to infer that each of them will sell a portion of the 
Jand allotted to them. Ifthe sale be made by one conveyance 
or dced—aithough it frequently happens thatan Indian con- 
veys detached portions, and to different parties—it makes 
twelve hundred and ninety-nine deeds to be examined and 
recorded. ‘Lhe progress ofexamination, if properly pursued, 
is necessarily a cautious one, and, of course, slow. Already 
thirty deeds have been received here; and the parties ure 
pressing for the action of the office uponthem. But, for the 
reason above assigned, it is found impracticable to accom- 
modate the individuals interested. 

It will require atleast two additional clerks to facilitate 
the execution of the said treaties.and law. One should be 
of a legal mind, competent to investigate and decide ques- 
tions of law respecting conveyances, &e. The other will 
be needed to record the deeds in a book to be prepared 
for that purpose. This is essentially necessary from which 
to trace the elaim of title, and supply copies where origin- 
als have been lost. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

A. B.GREENWOOD, 
Commissioner, 
Hon W. K. Sepastian, Chairman Comittee on Indian 
Affairs, United States Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and a message 
was reccived from the Senate by the hands of 
Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed an act (H. 
R. No. 235) for the relief of congressional town- 
ship two north, of range nine west, of the fourth 

rincipal meridian, in Adams county, State of 
Mikos; and an act (H. R. No. 703) making ap- 
propriation for the payment of the expenses of 
the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Minnesota, with amendments; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the President of the United States 
had notified the Senate that he had approved and 


| signed bills of the following titles: 


An act. (S. No. 14) for the relief of Francis 
Dainese; i 

An act (S. No. 287) to incorporate the National 
Gallery and School of Arts in the District of Co- 
lumbia; i 

A resolution (S.No: 5) for supplying the Choc- 
taw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw nations with sach 
copies of the laws, Journals, and public printed 
documents, as are furnished to the States and Ter- 
ritories; > 

‘A resolution (S. No. 34) in relation to the works 
of the exploring expedition; 

A resolution (S. No. 35) providing for the 
observation of the eclipse of the sun which will 
occur on the 18th of July next; and : 

A resolution (S. No. 43) to correct a clerical 
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error in the act approved May 4, 1860, for the 
relief of Stewart McGowan. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL-—AGAIN. 


-7 The, committee resumed its session. 
_ The question was taken on the twelfth amend- 
ment of the Senate; and it was non-concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: 

Page 20, line cleven, after the word “for,” strike out the 
words, ‘compensation af the surveyor. general of Wiscon- 
sin and Jowaand the clerks in bis office, $8,300,” and in- 
sert as follows : i 

And. the incidental expensesof the office of the surveyor 
general. of Wisconsin and Towa, $500; and it is hereby 
made the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, as soon 
after the 30th of June, 1861, as may be, to cause the said 
office to be abolished ; and when so abolished, the said.dis- 
trict shall be annexed to and form a part of the district of 
the surveyor gencral of Minnesota. - 


. The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to inquire from the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
why they recommend non-concurrence ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Minnesota offer an amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He toes, sir. 
` The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will:please 
send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will, sir. I move to in- 
crease the appropriation $500. 1 wish to inquire 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means why that committee recommended non- 
coueurrence ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think I ought to refer 
my friend from Minnesota to my friend from 
Iowa, [Mr. Vanpryer.] Jt is a controversy as 
to whether this land office should be at Dubuque 
or at St. Paul. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not the land office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I mean the surveyor gen- 
eral’s office, We. concluded that, on the whole, 
we had better let this matter stand as it is till 
hext year, when the whole subject of discontinu- 
ing the various survey er generals’ offices in Louis- 
lana, Florida, Wisconsin, and Lowa, will be up. 
The matter was before the committee at the be- 
ginning of the session, and we concluded we had 
better Jet it go over until next winter, We saw 
ho good reason why this surveyor general’s office 
should be discontinued now, and the others not 
discontinued. Besides, from information given 
to us by the gentleman from Iowa, it seems that 
itis necessary to continue the office, at least for 
some time longer, on accountof the unsettled con- 
dition of the northwest portion of lowa. ‘Lhat is 
all the information I have. 

Mr. VANDEVER, 
ence to this matter, that this is a very important 
office, and has been a long time established. It 
surveys the entire Northwest country; and now, 
without any notice whatever to anybody, the 
proposition is suddenly made to wind up the af- 
fairs of the office in the course of the next thirty 
days. [f the proposition had been to wind up its 


affairs, and to transier it to some other partof the | 


country by the 30th June, 1861, there might be 
some reason in it. I took occasion to wait upon 
the Committee of Ways and Means and presented 
this consideration tothem, and urged, at the same 
time, that inasmuch as a proposition was about 
to be introduced to disconunue the other surveyor 
generals’ offices, they had better consider that thing 


at another time, when the whole subjcet. should | 


be fairly under consideration, and when they must 
determine either on continuing or discontinuing 
these offiecs. I desire to say, in this connection, 
that, atthe last session of Congress, a new district 
was laid out, composed, I think, of Minnesota. 
Thissurveyor general’s district had originally con- 
sisted of Jowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin. The 
district of Minnesota was cut out from it, and 
made an independent district; and now comes this 
new proposition, to transfer the main office to St. 
Paul. I think if any change whatever was to be 


made with reference to this office, it should be to | 


bring it back from St. Paul, to Dubuque, a point 


much more accessible to those who are engaged | 
in the survey of the public lands; and that 1s the 


point from which they obtain their supplies with 
greatest facility. I desire that the committee may 
coneur in the recommendation of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire the opportunity to 


I desire to say, in refer- 


say a word. I made the inquiry of the Commit- 


tee of Ways and Means as to. why they recom- | 


mend non-concurrence. As Lunderstand, all the 
lands in lowa are surveyed, and that there is very 
little in Wisconsin unsurveyed. What if left in 
Wisconsin unsurveyed is in the extreme north- 
ern portion of the State, and much nearer to St. 
Paul than to Dubuque; and I believe that the busi- 
ness of carrying on the surveys there can be 
transacted with much less expense to the-Gov- 
ernment by the surveyor, general of Minnesota 
than it can by the surveyor general of lowa and 
Wisconsin, who resides at Dubuque, and has his 
office there. I was not aware that there was any 
unsurveyed lands in lowa; and if there are any 
there, they are very much nearer to St. Paul than 
to Dubuque. This thing is recommended by the 
Senate, and I think the Senate amendment ought 
to be concurred in. 

Mr. CURTIS. Isay that I hope both those 
offices will be permitted to remain where they 
are; because, if we are going to wind. up either 
of them, Lam afraid we will wind up the office 
in which my friend from Minnesota [Mr. ALD- 
rıca] is so much interested. Jam sureit would 
be a surprise to the people of Lowa to find their 
office taken away from them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose it yields them a 
little revenue; and they would prefer it to re- 
main, whether it is of any use to the couutry or 
not. 

The question was taken on Mr, Aupricu’s 
araendment; and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the Senate’s amend- 
ment; and it was concurred in. 

Fourteenth amendment: 

Page 28, line ty-tivo, after the word “ order,” strike 
out the words ¢ 000,” and insert “tor civil engineers, 
laborers, ang repairs of furniture, $25,000.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrenee, í 

The amendment was non-concwrred in, 

Fifteenth amendment: ‘ 

Strike out the word “statisties,?? and insert, in licu 
thercot, the word “ statutes.?? 

Mr. SHERMAN. An amendment hag been 
handed to me by the Judiciary Committee, in 
reference to the salaries of the district judges of 
California, The amendinent cant only be received 
by unanimous consent. It ought to come in at 
line seven hundred and seventy-onc of the original 
bill; but I move itas an amendment to the amend- 
ment just read, a 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis hardly in order there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


And also $23,000 for extra compensation and salaries to { 


the district judges of California, under the provisions of the 
seventh section of an act entitled “An act to define and 
regulate the jurisdiction of the district courts of the United 
States in California, in reference to the survey and location 
of California private land claims,” approved June, 1860. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
proposes, by unanimous consent, to offer this 
amendmeat here. 

Mr. REAGAN. I object, if it is out of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman with- 
draw his objection till I explain the necessity of 
it? [vis to carry out a law which was no law at 
the time this bill was reported. 

Mr. REAGAN, And itis not a law yet. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; I understand it 
has been signed by the President. 

Mr. THOMAS, I object. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifteenth and a half amendment: 


For one hundred and fifty copies of volume twenty-three 
of Howard’s Reports of the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United Stites, to be furnished by the reporter thereof 
to the State Department, for distribution according to exist- 
ing law, $759. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


; mended a non-coneurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Sixteenth amendment: 
For compensation of auxiliary guard and one lieutenant, 


| and for fuel, oil, and lamps, and tor tweuty policemen to 


be appointed in the sume imanuer as the auxiliary guard, 
82,400, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence, , 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Will the Clerk read the | 
| amendment that 1 send up? 


Seventeenth amendment: 

And that there be paid to the corporation of the elty of 
Washington, out of money heretofore appropriated, the 
compensation of one lieutenant of police. 

The Committce of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a.non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment; 


Strike out section two,:as follows : 
. © Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That no part of the 
amount appropriated by any act of Congress shall be trans- 
ferred to or used for any branch of expenditure than that for 
which it may be specifically appropriated; and that the 
twenty-third section of the act entitled ‘An act Jegalizing 
aad making appropriations for such. necessary objects as 
have been usually included in the general appropriation 
bills, without authority of law, and to fix and. provide for 
certain incidental expenses of the Departments and offices 
of the Government, and for other purposes,’ approved 26th 
August,-1842, is hereby repealed.” : 

Thé Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrenee, 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
ineteenth amendment: 


For defraying expenses of geological reconnoissance and 
explorations in Oregon and Washington ‘S'erritory, and of 
the country on the rouge to the Paciiic, near the forty-sev- 
enth paralic! of north latitude, over and above the appro- 
printions of March 3, 1853, and March 3, 1855, and for ex- 
penses of analysis of eighty-cight soils, coats, and ores sro 
different localities, and in the preparation of final report 
for publication, $10,559 20, as per accounts rendered. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a.non-concurrence in this amendment, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move to increase 
i| that appropriation one dollar. I know how use- 
less it is to attempt to oppose any recommenda- 
tion of the Committee of Ways aud Means, but 
a sense of public duty compels me to resist the 
recommendation of that committee so far as this 
amendment is concerned. 

Mr. Chairman, this appropriation was recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Lands of 
|| this House in the Thirty-Fourth Congress; it 
was recommended by the same committee in the 
Thirty-Fifth Congress; and it has been recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Lands in 
this, the Thirty-Sixth Congress, Moreover, it 
was unanimously recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands in the Senate. A bill was 
reported by the Committee on Public Lands in 
the Senate, and passed the Senate unanimously. 
It is now in this House, and has been referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

What are the merits of this case? In 1851 the 
Secretary of the Interior set on foot this survey 
and reconnoisance of Oregon and Washington. 
Dr. Evans, an eminent geologist, was appointed 
|| to make the survey. He received his instructions 
fiom the Government, and went to that distant 
country and completed this survey according to 
those instructions. He made his report to the 
Sceretary of the Interior; and it was communi- 
cated by the President to this House, and was 
ordered to be printed. In the language of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, more 
general information has been acquired from this 
reconnoissance than has ever been acquired by 
any other for the same amount of money. The 
work has been done according to the directions 
of the Government. We have had the benefit of 
it, and now we turn round and refuse to pay for 
it. Sir, thatis not right. 

But let us look a little farther. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means have refused to recom- 
mond this appropriation, because it is said that 
the geologist was directed not to exceed the ap- 
propriation made by Congress for this purpose. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a private bill for 
the relief of Dr. Evans, for completing his geo- 
logical survey, or rather his analysis of what 
he calls cighty-cight soils, coals, &c., in different 
localities of Washington and Oregon, Ihave sent 
for the law upon the subject. As near as I recol- 
lect the terms of the law, Congress recommended 
a discontinuance of the work, and appropriated 
money enough to pay all liabilities up to the time 
of discontinuance. The recommendation was to- 
tally disregarded. Again Congress directed the 
work to be discontinued, and appropriated the 
money necessary to pay for it up to the time of 
| the second discontinuance, which was again to- 

tally disregarded, The Committee of Ways and 
Means thought that after Dr. Evans had twice 
been ordered to discontinue the work, if he was 
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determined to go on with his“ eighty-cight soils,”’ 
he might pay for it himself. We therefore rec- 
ommended a non-concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move. to increase 
the appropriation seventy-five dollars. 

The gentleman from Ohio says that Dr. Evans 
was directed not to exceed the appropriation made 
forthe work. Thatistrue, Ladmitit, Mr. Chair- 
man; but Lask you if this is the first time that 
appropriations have been exceeded, and Congress 
has gone on and paid the money after the work 
has been done? Why, sir, there is scarcely an 
instance in the history of our public buildings and 
improvements in which the appropriations have 
not been exceeded, and in which Congress has 
not subsequently made further appropriations to 
pay for the work done. 

İt istrue that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, or the Seeretary of the Interior, did 
write to him not to exceed his appropriation; but 
he was then engaged in this work, Ee was then 
in the Territory of Washington, where the com- 
munication did not reach him until long after- 
wards. I desireto call the attention of the House 
to what Mr. Commissioner of the General Land 
Office Wilson says in reference to the conduct of 
Dr. Evans, and in reference to the value of his 
work. 1 read from Mr. Wilson’s letter on the 
subject: 

“He possessed, however, the entire confidence of the 
office, and we were perfectly sure that his duties would be 
faithfully and economically discharged. ‘Lhe result of his 
labors, in a most eminent degree, has proved that that con~ 
fidence was well founded. As in the case of Dr. Owen, it 
Was supposed that the work would go steadily on to com- 
piction, as the interests and honor of the country alike re- 
quired. In pursuing his explorations, theretore, as he did, 
he supposed that he was carrying out the views of the 
office, which was the fact; and when the office would have 
reeatied bim, if i remember aright, we did not know where 
to fiud him. From every charge of disobedience or con- 
tumely 1 most heariily and entirely exonerate him.” 

Now, sir, I desire to say just this in conclusion. 
Dr. Evans returned here atter he had completed 
the work, and made his settlement with the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. They 
struck a balance with him, which appears upon 
the reports sent here, giving him the amount 
which was believed to be justly due him, beyond 
the appropriations made by Congress. I have 
also here the letter of another Commissioner of 
the Land Office, speaking of this work as being 
well done, and in pursuance of the instructions of 
the Department. The Secretary of the Interior 


refuses to recommend to Congress the payment | 


of this claim, because he says he does not think 
it is proper for him to do so; but he says it is a 
matter directed to the sound discretion of the 
Commitiee on Public Lands, and of Congress. 
He does not pretend to say that the money is not 
duc, and ought not to be paid. Sir, the persons 
to whom this moncy is due are in circumstances 
requiring its payment, I submit that the Gov- 
ernment is, in all good conscience, bound to pay 
it; and I hope this House will not hesitate to 
make the appropriation. 

My friend from Tennessee asks me if this work 
has been published by order of Congress. It has 
beesrordered to be published, after full discussion, 
as the honorable gentleman who now occupies 
the chair will remember; and I ask that this Gov- 
ernment shall not now refuse to pay for the work 
which has been done, and which has received its 
sanction, because the appropriations already made 
have not been sufficient. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have now before me the 
law to which I referred a few moments ago. Un- 
der the third section of the act of 27th September, 
1850, an appropriation of $3,500 was made to con- 


nect with the land surveys in Oregon a geologi- | 
On the 22d | 


cal reconnoissance and exploration. 
March, 1851, Dr. Evans was directed to proceed 
overland to ascertain the general geology of the 
country west of the Missouri river, to reconnoiter 
for practicable wagon routes leading to Oregon, 
&e., and to keep his expenditures within the 
limits of the appropriation. On the 3d March, 
1853, Congress made two separate appropriations, 
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port. 
and proceeded without reference to the means 
placed at his disposal. In 1855 Congress made 
what it supposed to be another final appropriation 
for this work, of $23,560, making the entireamount 
appropriated for the work $44,044 25. Dr. Evans 
was again peremptorily required to finish his work; 
but he went on, nevertheless, and incurred the 
additional expenditures which this amendment 
proposes to pay. The Committee of Ways and 
Means believe the amendment should not be con- 
curred in, and have so recommended. 

Mr. GROW. I move to increase the appro- 
priation twenty-five dollars. Lf I understand the 
facts of this case, they are these: Congress ap- 
prepriated acertain amount forageological survey 
of Washington, Oregon, and a portion of Nebras- 
ka, or, as stated by the gentleman from Ohio, in the 
first place, for a reconnoisance preparatory to a 
survey. Nothing is shown going to prove that 
the officer employed exceeded his authority in 
making the reconnoisance. Congress again made 
another appropriation for the completion of the 
survey, and in the last Congress, L believe, made 
a third appropriation, with a proviso that he 
should not exceed that amount. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That was six years ago. 
The last appropriation was made in 1855. 

Mr. GROW. Very well; when the last appro- 
priation was made, this proviso was attached to 
it. Now, as I understand the facts, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office sent a letter to 
Dr. Evans instructing him to discontinue the 
work, which reached Washington when he was 
in the field making the survey which he was au- 
thorized by law to make, He was out in the 
wilderness, away from any line of communica- 
tion, where letters did not reach him, sometimes, 
within four months after they arrived in the ‘Ler- 
ritory. Now, if this be true, and he was author 
ized in the first place to finish the entire work, f 
submit that, notwithstanding he has exceeded the 
appropriation, Congress is bound to settle his ac- 
counts, and not to treat them as a private claim, 
while he was acting as a public officer under in- 
structions to survey this wilderness country, and 
when the work he performed was one of great 
value to the country. It gives you the means of 
knowing allabout the settlements of the country, 
and gives information to all departments of the 
Government, Now, if the Government oughtto 
pay itas a private claim, I think we ought to pay 
it here. { understand no objection is made to it 
as a private claim, and it, will cost the Govern- 
ment no more to pay it now than it will to pay it 
hereafter. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I am op- 
posed to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. It appears to me that when- 


ever wild lands are mentioned, there seems to be : 


a kind of mania for giving money away. “The 
gentleman says that a letter would not reach this 
man for six months. 


their appropriations, and ordered him to wait. If 
you allow a man, after the appropriation has been 
exhausted, after he has been told three times to 
wait, after he has been paid three times for the 
work actually done, to go on and ran up bills 
against the Government, you know not where he 
wil stop. If the work has been done without 


authority, and he perseveres and runs the Gov- | 


ernment in debt, I hope the timg has come when 
a stop will be put to it. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Grow was not 
agreed to. f 

Mr.BINGHAM. I propose to increase the 
amount twenty dollars. lt seems ta me that, 
upon the facts stated here, and nat denied by any 
one, if this were a question between private per- 
sons, beforea courtof justice, it would be decided 


But he has received coun- į 
: l l 
termanding orders for four years. And three suc- 

cessive Congresses have restrained him within | 


| rise, for the purp 
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in one moment. The Committee of Waysiand: 
Means have made no report upon ‘this’ subject; 
but a report has been made in the Senate; and,. 
upontherecord contained in thatreport,it appears: 
that this individual had no notice that the appro-: 
priation was exhausted. until he had passed over’ 
upon the Pacific coast. It could not have reached 

him. ` : 

Another thing: though, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, admitting that the work has been performed. 
in violation of the orders of the Government, yet 
the Government. has accepted the. service: and 
ordered the work to be paid for.» They have 
availed themselves of thé analysis of the soils, 
and minerals. Will gentlemen-say that they will. 
avail themselves of this sort of service, and yet: 
will not pay for it? : 

As evidence that this claim is just, I beg. léave 
to say to the House, that a private bill for relief 
in this case passed the Senate unanimously, was 
sent to this House, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and by thatcommittee unanimously 
reported back to the House, during the morning 
hour, Bat that bill could: not be. put upon its 
passage by reason. of the rales... These are. cir~ 
cumstances, it seems to me, which ought-to oper-! 
ate upon the minds of gentlemen when they come 
to determine whether this claim is just and equi+ 
table in itself. i E LA 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I. believe it has been 
stated here that all this ten thousand and odd 
dollars is for the analysis of coals, soils, &c. 
"That isa misapprehension. By referring to the 
books in the Land Office, you will find that upon 
the settlement with Dr. Evans they admita balance 
of $3,574 due him for servants in his employ, who 
formed a part of his corps while engaged in the 
performance of these duties. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
ose of terminating this ‘debate. 
{Cries of “Not? *No!”} Very well, then, let 
us have a vote. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was not concurred in, ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The next three or four 
amendments relate to the same subject--a loan; 
and I suggest that they be acted upon as one 
amendment. i fda 

No objection being made, the twenty-first, 
twenty-second, and twenty-third amendments. 
were taken up and acted upon as one amend- 
ment, ; 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Twenty-first amendment: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized, at any 
time Within twelve months trom. the passage or this act, to 
burrow, on the credit of the United States, a sum not: ex~ 
ceeding $21,000,000, or so much thereot as, in bis opinion, 
the exigencies of the publie service may require, to be'ap- 
plied to the payment of appropriations made by Jaw and 
the balance of the Treasury notes now outstanding, and no’ 
other purposes, in addition to the money received, orwhich 
may be received, into the ‘Treasury from other sources: 
Provided, ‘Phat the proceeds of the stock to be issued im- 
der this Jaw shail be used only for the purposes of reim- 
bursing the ‘Treasury, for ‘Treasury notes redeemed, or for 
the redemption of the same: And provided further, That 
no stipulation or contract shail be made to prevent the 
United States from reimbursing any sum borrowed under 
the authority of this act at any time after the expiration or 


i five years from the Ist day of July next, by the United 


giving three months’ notice, to be published in some 
newspaper published at the seat of Government, of their 
readin to do so; and no contract shall be made to pre- 
vent the redemption of-the same at any time after ‘the 
expiration of six years from the said ist day of July next, 
without notice. i 

‘Tweaty-second amendment: 

Bec. 3. And be it further, enacted, That stock shall þe 
issued for the amount so Borrawed, hearing interest not 
execeding six per centum per annum | aud the Secretary Of 
the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized, with the consent 
or the } i eertificates af stock to be pre~ 
pared, wh y the Register, and sealed 
with thes Jepariment, tor the auount 
sa kori ue parties fending the same, OF 
their , aws may be transferred on the 
booksof the Treasury under such regulations as may be 
established by the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, 
hat no certificate shall be issued for a fess sum. thar 
$1,000: And provided aiso, That whenever required, the, 
Secretary of tne 


Treasury may Cause coupons gt semt 
nual interest payabie iereon to he attacited to thec 


State 
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cates issued under this act; and no certificates with such 
coupons’ of interest attached may be assigned and trans- 
ferred by delivery of the same, instead of being transferred 
on the books of the Treasury. 

Twenty-third amendment: 


Sec. 4: And be it further enacted, That before awarding 
said loan the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be 
inserted in two ‘of the publie newspapers of the city of 
Wsshington, and in one or more public newspapers in other 
eitiés of the United States, public notice that sealed pro- 
posals for such loan will be received until a cértain day, to 
be specified in such notice, not Jess than-thirty days from 
its first insertion ina Washington newspaper; and such 
notice shall state the amount ofthe loan, at what period the 
money shall be paid, if by installments, and at what place. 
Such sealed proposals shalt be opened on the day appointed 
inthe notice, in the presence of such persons as may ‘choose 
to attend, and the proposals decided by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who shall.accept the most favorable offer by re- 
sponsible bidders for such stock; and the said Secretary 
shall report to Congress, at the commencementof the next 
session, the amount of money borrowed under this act, and 
of whom. and on what terms it shall have been obtained, 
with an abstract or brief statement of all the proposals sub- 
mitted for the same, distinguishing between those accepted 
anil those rejected, with a detailed statement of the expenses 
of making such loan; provided that no such stock shali be 
disposed of at less than its par value. 


Mr. MILLSON. 1 move toamend by striking 
out “ $21,000,000, ’’ and inserting, * $22,000,000.” 

: Mr: Chairman, it will be perceived that this is 
one of the most important subjects which has been 
presented to the consideration of Congress at its 
present session. [tis a point which may pre- 
sent the only difficult subject of controversy be- 
tween the House and the Senate. I trust the 
committee will concur in the Senate amendment. 
I trust the committee will see in this amendment 
of the Senate an answer to the complaint made 
by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means yesterday morning, when he declared that 
the Senate sent tous amendments involving a large 
expenditure of money, and yet refused to pro- 
vide means for its payment. 

No doubt, sir, the gentleman from Ohio referred 
to the failure or the refusal of the Senate to pass the 
tariff bill sentto them by the House. Sir, the Sen- 
ate acted wiscly in sending usthis proposition fora 
loan, rather than the tariff bill passed by the House. 
The Senate acted wisely in concluding that the 
tariff bill passed by the House would furnish less 
revenue’ to the country than the existing law. 
They acted wisely in coming to the conclusion 
that the expenditures for which they were pro- 
viding were of such a character as to require the 
negotiation of a loan. 

Apart from the present necessity for a loan, 
there would be a peculiar propriety in it from the 
very nature of many of the Senate’s amendments. 
The Senatecontemplated expenditures to be made 
on the Capitol, on the Treasury building, and on 
other important public structures. ‘Phese being 
works that are intended to last, and that will prob- 
ably last, for centuries, it would be unjust to pay 
the cost of those magnificent structures out of the 
current revenues of the country. {t would be 
unjust to. throw the whole weight of these ex- 
poe on the present generation. ‘They will 

be used by a remote posterity; and the proper 
mode of providing for the completion of these 
buildings is by a loan. This, sir, 1s an answer to 
the complaint of the gentleman from Ohio; and I 
trust that the House will see the sufficiency of the 
answer. But, sir, this committee is not nowina 
condition to determine. so important a question. 
We are not ready-here, especially on this side of 
the House, to meet the Senate in ats advances to 
us on a question of such magnitude as this. I 
shall therefore move that the committee do now 
rise; for Edo not believe that we have a quorum 
of members present. £ shall ask for a vote by 
tellers, and if we have a majority of members 
present, then they may use their pleasure on the 
subject, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to reply to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia; and L hope he will with- 
draw his motion for the committee to rise. 

Mr. MLLLSON. i have certainly no desire to 
prevent the gentleman from replying to me, and 

withdraw my motion fer that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
real difficulty of the session. There is no doubt 
about that, 'This is the most important proposi- 
tion that we can act upon. But yet, 1 suppose, 
there is not a member of the House who has not 
made up his mind on the subject. The question 
is this: shall the Senate of the United States at- 
tach toan ordinary appropriation bill a bill for 
raising revenue by a loan? The Constitution of 


We have approached the | 
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| present is so, small. 


the United States provides that all bills for rais- 
ing revenue shall originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but the Senate may propose or con- 
cur with amendments, as to other bills. 

The Senate of the United States have no power 
to originate any bill for raising revenue. 
loan bill is a revenue bill. Can there be contro- 
versy about that? And yet the Senate have un- 
dertaken here.to originate a loan bill, and have 
attached it to this appropriation bill. What is the 
controversy between the Senate and the House? 
Do they say that a loan bifl is nota revenue bill? 
1f you look at every report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, you will find the procceds of a loan 
entered as part of the receipts. You will find, in 
the estimates of revenue, so much from customs, 
so much from lands, and so much from loans or 
Treasury notes. If you refer to dictionaries or 
law books, you will find that a loan bill is, of all 
others, a bill for raising revenue. It is the most 
offensive form of a revenue bill. It is a bill to 
charge on a future generation the expenses of the 
present. Itis the worst form of a revenue bill. 
Now, shall the Senate of the United States attach 
such a measure to an appropriation bill, in plain 
and palpable violation of the Constitution? That 
is the first question. We should meet the Senate 
fairly and frankly upon this proposition; and 
whatever may be the fate of this bill, we should 
never permit the Senate of the United States to 
force this measure upon us, in palpable violation 
of the Constitution, 

I think that there is an obligation on all gentle- 
men, on both sides of the House, to stand firm 
in this matter. It is a question which involves 
the vital power of the House, the exclusive power 
to allow a tax upon the people. It is a power 
which is denied to the House of Lords, and which 
is denied to the Senate. Itis a power which can 
only be exercised by the Representatives of the 
people. In every free Government it is a power 
contined solely to the direct representatives of the 
people, and not to the representatives of States, 
or of castes. 

The other objection to the proposition is this: 
that we should not borrow money and issue bonds 
without providing some means for their payment. 
There ought not to be a loan bill except in con- 
nection with a revenue bill; and this House ought 
never to consent to a loan bill except in connec- 
tion with a revenue bill. If the Senate of the 
United States wished to simplify this matter, they 
could have done it very easily by striking out the 


į details of Mr. Morrizi’s bill, and agreeing to 
the sections providing fora loan, and sent that | 


amended bill back to the House. This would have 
avoided all constitutional objections, and would 
have presented the simple question, whether we 
shall further pursue the policy of living upon the 
national credit? 

Mr. MILLSON. I withdraw the motion that 
the committec rise; and I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Now, for the purpose of saying a word or two 
to the gentleman from Ohio, L move to amend by 
increasing the amount to $23,000,000. 

My 
dressing the House, was to call its attention to 
the magnitude of the occasion, I think that a 
question of so much importance ought not even 
to be considered while the number of members 
It was suggested that we 
might, perhaps, carry on the discussion, and not 
invite a vote until we have a larger number pres- 
ent, But the members of the House ought to be 
present to hear the discussion, as well as to give 
their votes. I find that the gentleman from Ohio 
complains of the Senate because, in his opinion, 
the Senate has violated the Constitution, He says 
that the Constitution expressly provides that the 
Senate shall not originate revenue bills. 

Now, sir, in the first place, the gentleman is 


principal object, Mr, Chairman, in ad- | 


giving a very great latitude to the interpretation | 


of the words “revenue bill,” when he proposes 
to include a proposition to authorize a loan. This 
is never held to be a revenue bill; and even if it 
were a revenue bill, does not the gentleman per- 
ceive that it isnot a bill originated by the Senate? 
The gentleman just now answered his own argu- 
ment. He admitted that if the Senate had sent 
back the House tariff and loan bill with the tariff 


features stricken out, that would have been proper, | 


And what have they done here? They have ori- 
ginated no bill. They have simply amended a 


House bill. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
the Senate may not put amendmentsupona House 
bill? Does the gentleman mean to say that even 
upon a revenue bill, even upon a tariff bill, the 
Senate may not ingraft amendments raising the 
rates of duty in the House bill? Why, surely 
he cannot mean to contend for any such proposi- 
tion as.that. If, then, they may amend a House 
tariff bill by raising the taxes, where, I pray, is 
the constitutional difficulty in sending back a bill 
like this, with a proposition, in the way of amend- 
ment, which may even be a revenue measure? 

Sir, this is not a bill originating in the Senate. 
It is an amendment proposed by the Senate, and 
if the bill be passed, it will be a Honse bill; and 
if the bill should be vetoed by the President, the 
veto message will be sent to the House and not to 
the Senate, because the features now complained 
of by the gentleman, as involving unconstitutional 
legislation on the part of the Senate, are only in- 
grafted on the House bill as amendments of the 
Senate, renew the motion thatthe commitieerise. 

Mr. GROW. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MILLSON. Ihave no desire to make an 
argument and then cut off an answer; and I will 
therefore again withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GROW. However this question might 
have been, had the point been made when the bill 
came from the Senate, the House having referred 
it to the Committee of Ways and Means, | do not 
know of any way in which the point of privilege 
can now be made. Itis too late. In the case of 
the Post Office appropriation bill, at the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress, the point was made 
when it first came to the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania admit that it is too Jate to stop the 
exercise of an unconstitutional power on the part 
of the Senate? 

Mr.GROW. Iwill tell the gentleman exactly 
what I mean. When one House thinks its pre- 
rogatives are invaded, it can waive them if it 
pleases, and if it does—— 

Mr. MAYNARD. Waive a violation of the 
Constitution ! 

Mr. GROW. If gentlemen will hear me through 
they will, perhaps, understand what I mean. We 
seem to have fallen into the habit, this session, for 
every one to talk except the member who is enti- 
tled to the floor. Now, while I do not complain 
of it, I do not think it a good way to get ata fair 
understanding of gentlemen’s views. . 

When the bill came from the Senate to the Louse, 
and the House proposed to take it up and refer 
it, whatever point of prerogative there might have 
been could then have been made. But I was 
merely suggesting to the committce whether, after 
we have referred it to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it is not then too late to raise the point 
of prerogative-—-whether you have not waived it. 
A gentleman says ‘ waive a violation of the Con- 
stitution.’? Why, ifthe Senate should propose to 
a bill of the House an amendment which some 
gentlemen supposed to be unconstitutional, and 
others did not, and yet they concluded to act on 
it, Ltake it the law would be good, and I presume 
no gentleman will question that. 

But, to come to the point made by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, that the Senate can put as an 
amendment to a House bill a provision which 
they could not originate as a bill, I dissent from 
any such doctrine as that. If the Senate could 
not originate this amendmentas a bill, then I take 
it they cannot put it on as an amendment to a bill 
for another object; for I take it that the Consti- 
tution is not to be construed in such a technical 
sense that where it says all bills for raising reve- 
nae shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives, it means that such measures may be put on 
in the Senate as amendments to other bills. Such 
a construction would defeat the object of the re- 
striction that the framers of the Constitution in- 
tended was to secure to the Representatives of the 
people alone the origination of any bill that im- 
posed burdens or taxation upon the people. Now, 
whether a loan bill is such a measure, is a ques- 
tion which I am somewhat in doubt about. It 
pledges the faith of the Government, it is true; 
but so does an appropriation bill; and yetitnever 
has been decided that the Senate could not origin- 
ate appropriation bills, although I believe they 
have never done it by consent of the House. 
That is an open question, and I do not propose 
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to discuss it now. An appropriation bill pledges 
the faith of the Government; but, if there is no 
moncy in the Treasury, it imposes no tax upon 
the people. You must provide, in some way or 
other, to raise the taxes topay the appropriations; 
and that is the class of bills about which there is 
nodoubtthatthe Constitution declares shall origin- 
ate in the House of Representatives. ‘Then what- 
ever collects money, Í do not care whether it be 
a bill or an amendment, by taxes on the people, 
the Senate cannot originate. We send them bills 
for that purpose, and they may amend them, 
under the clause of the Constitution. But if you 
look at the parliamentary precedents, you will 
find that the House of Lords cannotamend a bill 
of the House of Commons with any amendment 
that the Lords could not put in a bill by itself 
and originate. On that point there have been 
many cases in the British Parliament. The Com- 
mons would not permit their bills to be amended 
by the Lords with clauses that imposed taxes or 
burdens on the people. So in this case: what the 
Senate cannot originate they cannot put on as an 
amendment; and if the gentleman from Virginia 
takes the position that a loan bill is a revenue 
measure, then it is clear that the Senate cannot 
ut it on as an amendment to our bill. 

Mr. MILLSON. I distinctly denied it. 

Mr. GROW. Very well; then the question is, 
whether a loan bill isa revenue measure. My 
idea about the constitutional point is, that what- 
ever imposes taxes, or, in the old English par- 
liamentary language, “burdens” upon the people, 
eannot be originated in the Senate. Does a loan 
bill do that? If so, the Senate can neither origin- 
ate it nor put it on as amendment to our bill. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Does not 
any measure which raises money—raises the 
wind—come under the head of a revenue bill? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken on Mr, Mirison’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to reduce the amount ten dollars., I do not think 
that this subject, or any one of this magnitude, 
ought to be considered on a mere point of eti- 
quette. As was remarked by the gentleman from 
Ohio, we have now approached the real difficulty 
of the session, and we are called upon to determ- 
inc our action in regard to the most important 
matter that has come before us during the whole 
session. 

Everybody remembers that, in July, 1857, when 
the cxisting tariff went into operation, it was not 
ninety days before a financial revolution was pre- 
cipitated upon the country; and. from that time to | 
the present the public mind has been directed to 
the question of a revision of our commercial pol- 
icy. At the opening of this Congress, the‘Exec- 
utive expressly urged upon the Representatives of 
the people—that branch of the Legislature which 
has aright to orginate revenue measurcs—not an 
increase of our loans, but a revision of the tariff, 
so as to raise money enough to meet the current 
expenses of the Government. 

"Chis Congress has now been in session for fiveor 
six months; and yet the Senate have stubbornly 
refused to make any change whatever in the cx- 
isting tariff, notwithstanding it has been recom- 
mended by the Executive, and notwithstanding 
the well-settled: judgment of the country is un- 
mistakably in favor of the change. It is every- 
where conceded that it has entirely failed to meet | 
the expectations of its authors. The question, l 
then, is, shall we continue this policy of borrow- | 
ing money, or shall we go back toa policy which | 
is indicated by experience, and by which we may | 
raise, ina legitimate way, sufficientrevenue to mect | 
the current expenses of the Government? i 

Sir, L will remain here until the 4th of March | 

| 


before I will vote to raise one dollar by borrowing 
unless we, at the same time, provide the means | 
of payment. If we adjourn, and the Exccutive | 
calls us back in extra session, it will be well to 
remember that we have already before us the rec- 
ommendation of the President for a change of the 
existing tariff. No one believes the present tariff 
is adequate to our necessities. I repeat, sir, that 
I conceive no question has been better settled in 
the public judgraent within the last two years 
than that our present tariff policy should bé re- 
vised and changed, so as to meet the actual ne- 
cessities of the times. *I say it is absolutely in- 
. cumbent upon us, whe have to respond to the | 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
j 


i 
i 
j 
i 


| 


i 
| 
l 
l 


| policy of the country, and then have given it the 


i i A 
a careful consideration then. 


| continue a borrowing policy which has been con- 
| demned alike by the President and by the people? 


| in opposition, is entirely perverted by this prac- 


judgment of the people, that we should enforce, 
if possible, a judicious revision of the tariff during 
the present session. df the bill passed by this 
House is imperfect in its details—and it is doubt- 
less so—let the Senate send it back with such im- 
provements as they may suggest. They have 
had time cnough to consider it; they have time 
enough even now.to consider it before the day 
fixed for the final termination of this session.. If 
the question is adjourfed over until next winter, 
everybody knows that, in the excitement attend- 
ing the incoming Administration, when the loaves 
and, fishes are to be distributed, unless the tariff 
is remodeled before that time, it will not be touched 
at all. Yet the Senate have felt themselves au- 
thorized to devote only two.days of the present 
session toa consideration of the defective revenue 


go-by until next winter, when they know per- 
fectly well it will ke almost impossible to give it 


Now, the question which we have to consider 
is, whether this House, as the representative body 
of the people, and the only body authorized to 
originate a revenue bill, are to ignore the instruc- 
tions which they have received at the ballot-box 
for a judicious revision of the tariff, or whether 
they will submit to the dictation of the Senate, and 


Mr, PHELPS. I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Tennessee whether he voted for 
the tariff of 1857? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr STANTON. I trust the members of this 
House will now make up their minds definitely 
what they intend tod@ If we are finally to con- 
cur with the Senate in this amendment, then do 
not Jet us consume days and weeks in maneuvers 
and committees of conference, but concur with the 
Senate, and take the loan bill at once. I repeat, 
Mr. Chairman, that 1 hope gentlemen will now 
take their stand, and either resist this amend- 
ment, to the loss of the appropriation bill itself, 
or else agree to itnow. | for onc am prepared to 
take my stand, and fight it out to the bitter end. 
Iam prepared to do it for two or three reasons. 
In the first place 1 hold, with my colleague, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
that, in the shape in which this amendment is be- 
fore us, it is unconstitutional. I hold that that 
provision of the Constitution which prohibits the 
Senate from originating a revenue Lill is not to be 
avoided by originating a revenue measure and jį 
attaching it to another House bill. It is a sub- |i 
stantial violation of that provision of the Consti- | 
tution which requires that all revenue bills shall 
originate in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of order, 
and I think the gentleman from Ohio will see that 
it is property taken. Y submit that he is not op- 
posing the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I am opposing it. I am 
opposed to any modification of this amendment | 
that does not reject it altogether. j 

Mr. MILLSON. I insist upon my question of 
order, because I think the practice is productive | 
of mischievous consequences. The gentleman 
himself the other day cut off all discussion on one 
side, by making a spcech nominally in opposition į 
to the amendment, in favor of the views of the 
gentleman who proposed the amendment, I think 
the rule which allows one speech of five minutes 


in favor of an amendment, and one of five minutes 


tice. | 

Mr. STANTON. I take it for granted that this | 
debate is not to be terminated until all gentlemen | 
who desire shall have an opportunity of speaking 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
must confine his remarks to opposing the amend- 
ments which have been offered. 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. [am opposed to 
granting any amount whatever in the shape of 
loan. The point I make upon the gentleman from | 
Virginia is, that the common-sense construction || 
of that clause of the Constitution which provides | 
that all bills for raising revenue shall originate in | 
the Flouse of Representatives, is not to confine the 
power to thetechnical term “bill,” because other- 
wise the Senate might originate a revenue meas- 
ure in the shape of a joint resolution, and then it j 
would not be a bill. “The plain meaning of the | 
Constitution, | submit, in its substance and in its i 


j 
i 
i 
i 


spirit, is that the immediate Representatives of the” 
people shall be intrusted with the power. of ori-., 
ginating, in whatever shape they may. come, all- 
measures for raising revenue to, nveet the expenses. 
of the Government. That-is what it means; and. 
the provision of the Constitution may. be urged, 
just as legitimately against this amendment. of the: ` 
Senate as it could against a bill itself. It may. 
not authorize us to go to the extent of refusing-to; 
consider the amendment; but it is, I submit, &; 
reason which may legitimately be urged against- 
concurring in that amendment. . a 
But, aside from that, there is, Lsubmit, the sub- 
stantial objection, that, upon every sound princi-: 
ple of political economy or statesmanship, and of 
individual economy, no nation or no individual 
ought to go on from year to year creating debts. 
without providing the means of payment. What, 
has been the course of this Government? You: 
have been borrowing from year to year; and pay- 
ing interest upon your debis; you have been rez; 
newing your loans to meet prior obligations; and. 
so you have continued the policy of borrowing . 
and renewing from one year to another. Isub- 
mit that itis a course which will eventually bank- , 
rupt any nation or individual. I submit that itis: 
the manifest duty of Congress to provide, from. 
year to year, the means of meeting all its liabili- 
ties, without the necessity of borrowing one year, 
to pay the debts of another. There is.no stateg-. 


į manship in it; and we might justas well.meet the, 


question now as hereafter, as to whether we.are: 
to have a tariff or not. O 
Mr. MILLSON. I move toameni.the amend- 
ment by increasing the amount $5,000. ; 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. ErnermeE] says that the policy embraced. 
in the existing tariff law has been condemned by 
the American people; that their deliberate judg- 
ment has been pronounced against it. l shouid 
like to know where the gentleman from Tennes- 
sce has found the evidence of any such judgment. 
What party in this country has ever ventured to, 
incorporate a protective tariff system as an article, 


of faith into its creed or resolutions?. Has the 
Republican party done it? : 
Mr. STANTON. Certainly. ae : 
Mr. MILLSON, Ithink not. Has the Amer- 


ican party done it? No, sir. No single existing 
political party has ventured to come before the 
American people standing upon the doctrine of a 
protective tariff; and yet the gentleman from T'en- 
nessee has said that the principle of the tariff of 
1857 has been condemned by the American people. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I did not use the word 


| « protective ” in the remarks I made, Lused the 


word “ revision.”’ ; 

Mr. MILLSON. I would like to know when 
the American people lave been called upon to 
pronounce judgment upon that tariff atali. They 
never have pronounced judgment upon it. Itis 
claimed by the Opposition parties that the mis- 
deeds of this Administration, the Kansas and the 
Lecompton ontrage, and the corruptions of. the 
Government, have provoked the popular displeas- 
ure. These are the respective complaints of the 
Republicans and the southern Opposition; : and 
now, when it suits them. to oppose a measure. 
which they want to defeat, they invoke the judg- 


j ment of-the American people to sustain them in 


their opposition. Sir, there is no well founded 
objection to the tariff bill. The gentleman from 
Tennessee has himself declared that that tariff bill 
commenced its operation during aseason of com- 

nercial disaster. .We have not entirely recovered 
from it. The gentleman from Ohio has said that 


| we are going on making loan upon loan, borrow- 


ing moncy to pay former debts, and borrowing 
money to pay the interest, . Does not the gende~ 
man know thatthere has been no increase, eitherin 
Treasury notes or in the loan? The disasters of 
one year rendered it necessary to effect a tempo- 
We have made no.other. We have 


providing means. 
[Here the hammer feil,] 
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“Mi; STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I shall op- 
pose this Senate-amendment, not only upon con- 


stitutional grounds, but upon the ground that this- 


Administration, ffit needs money, should aid us, 
inthe branches of the Government where it has 
control, in raising that money by honest means. 
Now, sir, the Senate cannot pretend that they 
have not time to consider ‘this question—a ques- 
tion which has- been coneidered by the country 
för years; a question which has Been forced upon 
thë consideration of the country by disasters aris- 
ing from an inefficient and bad tariff. If the Sen- 
ate have any desire to revise the tariff, they have 
had’ time enough; and we havé now given them 
another week. Let them set honestly about it, 
and'let them give a square vote upon the tariff, 
and’ not-evade it, or put it out of the way, and 
send ‘us a temporary plan of relicf by raising a 
loan, and yet providing no means to meet the 
Joan. Until the Senate shall have honestly sent 
usa tariff bill which we can consider; until they 
shall have honestly tried some means for raising 
a revenue, Í, for one, will never vote to adjourn. 
Ido not know what the other friends of a tariff 
may do. I know how patriotic we are; but I 
know, also, how this het weather sometimes 
melts down this side of the House. I have'seen 
this thing tried before, and I cannot predict what 
they will do; but I trast that, for the present—1 
trast that never, until the Democratic party shall 
agree to a revision of the tariff which shall give 
labor to the people and revenue to the country, 
we will never indulge them in a loan. 

The gentleman from Virginia says that the 


present tariff is raising revenue enough for the | 
Here is 


purpose of sustaining the Government, 
a letter, just received from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and he admits that his estimate of the 
revenuc will not be fulfilled, and that the revenue 
will not meet the wants of the Government; and 
he asks: that we shall have the right to issue 
Treasury notes. This letter has only come in 
this evening, and therefore cannot be placed in 
the hands of gentlemen, 

But how is this tariff raising a revenue? By 
the importation of a destructive amount of for- 
eign goods; by bringing in, in a single year, 

0,000,000 worth of foreign fabrics, withdraw- 
ing our specie from the country, and prostrating 


the labor of the country, We are using foreign | 


fabrics, instcad of those made by American hands. 
In that view ofthe case, every dollar of revenue that 
the present tariff raises is a curse to the country, 
and is prostrating the great interests of the coun- 
try; and not only that, but it is taking away the 
circulating medium of the country. L look upon 
that efivct as most alarming. IL hope there will 
be found nerve cnough here among the friends of 


the tariff to stand by it, though it may result in the | 


defeat of this whole bill. 

Mr. BONHAM, I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania if the letter to which 
he has referred recommends a loan ? 

Mr. STEVIENS, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

The amendment of Mr. Minuson was notagreed 
t 


tion involved in this whole issue is in regard to 
the expenditures of the Government, on the one 
part,and to the taxes onthe other, I believe that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ETHERIDGE] 
voted for the tariff bill of 1857; aud { desire to 
ask him whether that is so? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. l wasa member of that 
Congress, and Í believe that on the night of the 
3d March the tariff bill came in under the report 
of a committee of conference, and 1 voted for it 
in common with the great body of the members; 
but I have long since been satisfied of the neces- 
sity of a revision of that tariff, 

dr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman intimates 
that he voted wrongly, then. { believe that he 
voted for all the motions touching the tarif ques- 
tron of 1857; and I understand that, during his 
canvass, he stated to his people that $40,000,000 


was a-snfficient sum for the expenses of the Gov- | 


ernment, , 
Mr. ETHERIDGE, I wish, Mr. Chair- 
MAN emr 


Mr. CRAWFORD, Does the gentleman deny 
my statement? 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. Isaidthat Mr Buchanan 
stated that that was enough, 


o. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I move to amend by re- | 
ducing the amount $1,000,000, The only ques- | 


Mr. CRAWFORD. ‘What is the opinion of 
the gentleman? Does he not concur with Mr. 
Buchanan on that point? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I did not know how 
much money was necessary. J only stated that 
the Democrats spent too much. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAWFORD. T concur with the gentle- 
man that the amount expended by this Govern- 
ment is much larger than it, ought to be. Fifty 
million dollars was the entire amount that was 
expected to: be raised annually under this tariff 
bill; and I say that that is a sufficient amount of 
money for the Government to expend. This 
| tariff will bring in that amount whenever the trade 
and commerce of the country shall be brought 
into the condition in which it was when the tariff 
bill of 1857 was enacted by Congress. 

The gentleman referred to a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. The estimates of the 
Secretary of the Treasury were that the tariff 
would yield a revenue of $56,000,000. It may 
pot reach that amount, but it will reach from fifty 
to fifty-Ave million dollars. There is not the 
slightest doubt of it; and that is as much money 
as this Government ought to expend in any one 
year. It is true that if we go on appropriating 
money as we have appropriated during the pres- 
ent session of Congress, probably from seventy 
to seventy-three million doHars will be necessary 
to mect those appropriations. But for these ap- 
propriations I desire the country to remember 
that we on this side of the House are not respons- 
ible. [Laughter on the Republican side] 
have not voted for the millions that have been 
piled up during the present session of Congress, 
and whieh were wholly unecessary, in appro- 
priation bills and other bills passed by Congress, 
and against which a majority on this side of the 
House have uniformly voted, 

It is the most remarkable instance in the his- 
tory of the Government, that a class of gentle- 
men should beelected toa Legislature, and should, 
for the purpose of giving relief to their people, 
ask the Government to burden them with taxes 
heavier than those which they now bear. It is 
very strange tome. All the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment must come from the people. And yet 
you say that your people, who are laboring un- 
der the difficulties of the tariff of 1857, want re- 
lief; and the relief that you ask is to increase the 
amount of the burdens and taxes now imposed 
upon them. Wherefore the necessity of altering 
l the tariff of 1857, except to increase the amount 
of expenditures of the Government? The proper 


| 
| 


but you propose relief by increasing taxes, which 
I hope will not be adopted. And itis well known 
to all men that if we were to raise $100,000,000 a 
year, it would be expended, and our only hope 
in preventing extravagance is to withhold the 
money. Let me say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Grow] that if he will not give 
away the public lands, we might receive large 
amounts of revenue from that source. 
[Iere the hammer fell.] 


in introducing what I consider as a very extraor- 
dinary document. I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the state of the finances, made last 
December, in which he estimates the balance in the 
‘Treasury on the ist of July next, at $14,341,808. 
In the letter which he now sends to the Commit- 
tee of Waysand Means, he estimates the balanec 
at $4,750,000. In the annual report he estimates 


estimates them at $58,000,000. He then estimated 
| from public lands at 84,000,009. He now esti- 
mates them at $2,000,000. He then estimated the 
receipts from miscellaneous sources at $2,250,000. 
He now estimates them at $1,250,000. So that 
the Secretary, in six months, shows that, in every 
item of his estimates of receipts, he has been mis- 
taken to the amount of at least five million dol- 
lars. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, The cstimates of the pres- 
ent Sceretary of the Treasury have come nearer 
to accuracy than those of any Secretary of the 
Treasury we have had from the commencement 
of the Government. 

Mr, SHERMAN. ThenallthatI have to say 
is, let us no longer look to the estimates of any 
Secretary of the Treasury, if they do not come 
The Secretary, 
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ji 


li nearer to accuracy than these. 


We | 


way to give relief is to reduce the expenditures; | 


Mr. SHERMAN. | desire to say afew words i 


the receipts from customs at $60,000,000. Hoe now || 


in his. annual report, requires’ $53,000,000 to pay 
the ordinary expenses of the Government. Al- 
low me to say that this House sent to the Senate 
bills reducing the appropriations $1,500,000 below 
that sum, embracing every item necessary to 
carry on the operations of the Government; and 
I am happy to say that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia codperated with me in that reduction. But 
the Senate have increased the appropriation bills 
tothe amount of $8,000,000; and I have no doubt 
that the operation in the Senate to-day will in- 
crease the amount to at least $10,000,000. If they 
had passed the appropriation bills as we sent 
them there, the expenditures of the Government 
would have been reduced below the estimates; 
but instead of that they will be very largely in- 
creased, 

But now the Secretary of the Treasury shows 
that he wants $72,000,000 for next year, while he 
estimates the receipts at but $65,000,000, show- 
ing a deficiency for the next fiscal year of between 
seven and eight milton dollars; so that, in addi- 
tion to the $21,000,000 required by this amend- 
ment, he will want another loan to carry on the 
Government during the next year, even if the 
appropriations are kept within his estimates; but 
to that $8,000,000 has got to be added at least 
$10,000,000 more for various items which he has 
enumerated, showing that the deficiency for the 
next year will be something like eighteen million 
dollars. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, instead of com- 
plaining of the Senate—of his own political friends 
—for this large increase, takes oceasion to refer 
to the pension bill introduced by my friend from 
New York, [Mr. Frwron,] which be estimates 
will take $6,000,000. Itis sufficient to say that 
this bill is nota law, and is not likely to be. ‘That 


| is the only objection which the Secretary of the 
y Ob) y 


‘Treasury makes to the action of the Fouse. All 
other additions to the estimates have been placed 
on these bills by the Senate of the United States, 
which is strongly Democratic. 

the Secretary 
ane deficiene 


Now, on the showing made b 
of the Treasury, there will bea 
in the current revenue forthe next year, for which 
we have to provide, either by another loan, in 
addition to the loan now asked, or by a tariff bill. 
Is it possible this House and the country will 
longer tolerate this utterly reckless financial pol- 
icy~-a policy that, if adopted by any private cit- 
izen, would tead to inevitable ruin? And yet the 
Secretary proposes nothing—no change of the 
revenue law. Even his annual prescription of a 
new loan seems to he forgotten, although the fig- 
ures he gives us will make such a loan inevitable. 
send to the reporters the letter of the Sveretary, 


i for publication in the Globe, 


‘The letter is as follows: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 15, 1880. 
Sin: In view of the early adjournment of Congress, I 
binit to youa statement of the probable means of the 
Treasury, and the probable demands upon it, for the fiscal 
year ending June 33, 1861. 
The moditication of the estimates now submitted, is 


St 


l based upon the actual operations of the Department since 


iius my annual report of December 22, 1859, was pre- 
q: 
amount in the Treasury on the 30th June, 
eR PeTTe rere eee rere rere ere $4,750,000 
for the next fiscal year are esti- 
mated as follows + 

From customs 
From lands... 
MisccHancous...cccseeereees 


58,000,00 
500 


Making an aggregate of means for the year of..§65,975,000 


The estimated expenditures for the same period are— 
For unexpended balances of appropriations tor the 

fiscal year of 
Permanent appropriations.. 
New appropriations estimated 


l for 


Making an aggregate of........- fee 


If the same amount of unexpended balances should re- 
main at the end of the next fiscal year as will remain at the 


close of the present, there WIH remain ofthe above amount 
} 


$17,825,514 uncatled for during the year, and shou 
fore be deducted from the above aggregate of G7 
which would leave the sun of $54,452,475. 

‘fhe unexpended balance, however, at the close of the 
present fiscal year, is much larger than usual, owing to pe- 
culiar causes, and should not be taken as the basis of a sate 
estimate. The usual unexpended balance at the end of a 
fiscal year does not ordinarily much exceed the sum of 
$12,000,000, Deducting that amount from the aggregate 
estimated expenditures of the next fiscal year, anditicaves 
the sum of $80,278,089 to be previded for. Deducting this 
amount from the estimated means of the Treasury for the 
same period, and it would leave the sum of $5,696,911 in 


d there- 
278,089, 
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the Treasury on the 30th of June, 1861. This amountwould 
be increased by any excess of unexpendéd balances over and 


above the $12,000,009 estimated to remain unexpended at | 


the end of the next fiscal year. 

This statement shows that the means of the Treasury 
will be ample to meet all the demands which were esti- 
mated for, The necessity for additional means depends 
entirely upon the excess of appropriations made and to be 
made by Congress over the antount estimated for. 

The bill providing for the increase of the pay of the Navy 
will require an additional appropriation of $500,000, 

The sum of $350,000 is required to meet the expense of 
returning the captured Africans to Affica. 

The amount that will be required to pay the private bills 
assed by Congress cannot be estimated with any accuracy. 
twill, however, in all probability, not fall below $1,500,000. 

J understand that appropriations have passed cither one or 
the other branch of Congress, on the general appropriation 
bills, for the following objects and amounts: 

For Treasury extension and other public build- . 

INgS.v es sees sewers eens ve es $1,500,000 


For fortifications over and above the estimates.. 600,000 
For Texas regiment 0... ccc cece cece eee sarisi 750,000 
For payment of Oregon war debt... essees 3,000,000 
For waterworks...... ESS eoseees 900,000 
For jail in Washing seeeeeeereerersees 250,000 

For payment of militia called out in New Mex- 
ico, &c...... ose baean dele iwasan sis te saceaa's 11100000 
For Choctaw Indians. .s.ssassesesseroreasesee 1,000,000 
Increased expense of Post Office Department. ... 1,000,000 
$8,700,000 


The afvregate of these additional appropriations is 
$11,050,000. 

A bill for additional payment to invalid pensioners, esti- 
mated by the Interior Department to exceed $6,000,000, 
has passed the House of Representatives, as I am informed, 
and is new pending in the Senate, 

If these appropriations, and others of which I have no 
informafion, should be made by Congress, means must be 
provided to meet them. Most of them are of an extraor- 
dinary character, and are not legitimately chargeable to the 
ordinary expenditures of the year. At the same time, they 
will be called for during the year, and provision should be 
made to meet them, if Congress should pass then. 

It is proper to add, that I have made the foregoing esti- 
mate of the means of the Treasury for the next fiscal year 
upon the basis that Congress will authorize the reissue of 
the $20,000,000 of outstanding Treasury notes. These notes 
will fall due during the year, and without this authority 
their redemption would make an additional draft upon the 
Treasury for such amount as should be presented for pay- 


ment. ‘fo pay this amount of the public debt in the course | 


of one year, and in the present condition of the Treasury, 
is not contemplated. Whilst no additional loan is asked 
for, the autlyority to xeissue these ‘Treasury notes is indis- 
pensable. 


Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


HOWELL COBB, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. Jouns Surrman, Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, House of Representatives. 
‘Mr. SHERMAN. 1 now move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnsuane, of H- 
linois, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the Union generally, and particularly the 
amendment of the Senate to the legislative and 
executive appropriation bill, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate on 
the pending amendment be terminated when the 
committee shall have resumed its consideration. 

Mr. GROW. 1 hope the debate will not be 


closed on this loan. 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to reply to the romarks | 


of the gentleman from Ohio; for he has misrep+ 
resented the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 7 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say one word 
to the gentleman from Ohio. I am sure that he 
does not desire to do any injustice to this side of 
the House. 1 wish merely to say to him that it 


was by the merest accident in the world that I | 
I! 


returned to the House myself this evening. 
had supposed that there would be nothing under 
consideration except the contested-election case, 
and nothing but speaking on that, and I know 
that a large number of gentlemen on this side of 
the House went away with the understanding 
that no business was to be transacted, I appeal 


tothe gentleman to allow us toadjourn under these | 


circumstances. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Objection was made to go- 
ing on with the election case, and also to having 
speeches, unless a quorum was present, [thought 
that, if a quorum was compelled to attend, we 
ought to go on with the public business; and the 


it 


House agreed, before taking a recess, to come 
back and dispose of this bill. A 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE, I submit to the 
gentleman that we might now go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state. of the Union, 
and listen to a few patriotic speeches. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of giving 
gentlemen an opportunity of saying what they 
desire to say, I will extend the time allowed for 
debate to any reasonable length. 7 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. Isuggesttomy colleague, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
that an hour or two of discussion might be al- 
lowed upon an amendment of this importance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A majority of the House 
can dispose of the question as they choose. I 
move to close debate on this amendment in fif- 
teen minutes, 


Mr. SICKLES. I move that the House do 


| now adjourn; and on that motion I demand the 


yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the yeas and nays will 
be withdrawn, and that the gentleman from Ohio 
will allow us to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill has got to gotoa 
committee of conference. Why not let it go at 
once? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 51, nays 75; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bo- 
cock, Bonham, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, 
John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, John G. Davis, Ether- 
idge, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, John T. Harris, 
Hatton, William Howard, Jones, Landrum, Maclay, May- 
nard, McClernand, McQueen, Millson, Marse, Nelson, 
Niblack, Pendleton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, 
Royce, Ruffin, Scott, Sickles, William N. IE Smith, Stan- 
ton, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Thomas, Vance, 
Walton, Woodruff, and Wright—dl. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William ©. Anderson, Babbitt, Barr, Bingham, 
Samuel &. Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Buffinton, Bar- 
lingame, Butterticld, Campbell, Carter, Colfax, Crawford, 
Dawes, Delano, Duel, Edgerton, Mliot, Biy, Kenton, Ferry, 
Poster, Frank, French, Gooch, Grow, Hall, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Uelmick, William, A. Howard, Humphrey, 
Itutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Killinger, Lee, Bl- 
bert S. Martin, MeKoan, McKnight, McPherson, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, 
Peyton, Porter, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Sher- 
man, Spinner, Stevens, Stokes, Stratton, Tompkins, Trim- 
ble, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Cadwalatier C. Washburn, 
Eltibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wood—75. s 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. RUFFIN announced that Mr. Brancu had 
paired off with Mr, HALE. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Kerrr for the evening. 

Mr. NIBLACK stated that Mr. Enciisa and 
Mr. KıLcore had paired off. 

Mr. PERRY stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Smir, of Virginia, for the remainder of the 
evening. 

Mr. SCOTT announced that Mr. Srovr, being 
unwell and unable to be present, had paired off 
with Mr. Loomis. 

Mr. TRAIN stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Ronuyson, of Illinois. 

Mr. MILES stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Jones. 

Mr. CURTIS announced that he had paired off 
with Mr. McRae. 

Mr. MAYNARD stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Lovs for this evening, but only on the 
Kentucky contested-clection case, and therefore 
he had voted on this question, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY announced that he had 
paired off with Mr. Scorr on the subject of the 


tariff, and with Mr. Hare on the Kentucky con- | 


tested-election case. On all other questions he 
was unpaired, 

The result of the vote having been announced, 
as above recorded, 

The question recurred on the motion to close 


debate in fifteen minutes; and being taken, the | 


motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN moved that the rules be sus- | 


pended, and that the ELouse resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into de Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasu- 


BURNE, of Ilinois; in the chair,) and resumed: the 
consideration of the amendments of the Senate to 
the legislative, exccutive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill;the pending question being on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to authorize a loan. ; 

Mr. PHELPS. I move, proforma; to increase 
the amount of the loan $2,000,000. ` eet 

I desire the attention of the. genileman: from 
Ohio, [Mr. alder that I may sce whether I 
understood correctly the remarks wliich he made 
in calling the ‘attention of the committee to the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
estimates which he has submitted tous. If Tun- 
derstood him correctly, he stated that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in his annual report, esti- 
matesthe balance which should bein the Treasury 
on the Ist of July next ata little over fourteen 
million dollars; and that, by his recent estimates, 
he shows that there will bea balance in the Treas- 
wy, on the 30th of June next, of only $4,750,000. 

r. SHIERMAN, I should, in justice to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, state that from that 
sum there should be deducted the Post Office de- 
ficiency. 

Mr. PHELPS. That is just what I have risen 
to call the attention of the committee to. The 
Secretary says that, deducting the Post Office de- 
ficiency, which in the last year amounted to about 
five million dollars, it will leave betWeen four mil- 
lion and five million dollars inthe Treasury at the 
close of the present fiscal year. In his subsequent 
communication he states that the balance will’ be 
a little less than four million dollars;, thus show- 
ing a remarkable correspondence between the es- 
timates of the Secretary and the result as it has. 
actually transpired. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio if this is not a fair statement in that partic- 
ular, as far as the balance in the Treasury is con- 
cerned? / 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then the gentleman does not 
understand correctly the estimated balance in the 
Treasury on the 30th of Junc, 1860. It will leave 
in the Treasury, according to the statement of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on the 30th of 
June next, $4,020,000, while the original csti- 
mates of the Secretary were for about four mil- 
lion seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars; 
certainly a less discrepancy than usually occurs 
between the estimates and the actual results. 

I now come to the estimates of receipts and 
expenditures, The estimate of the Sccretary 
of the receipts for the year ending on the 30th of 
June next, was $56,000,000. à 

Mr. SHERMAN. My statement was in re- 
lation to the next fiscal year. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am now speaking of this 
fiscal year. It is true, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his annual estimates, stated the re- 
ceipts for the next fiscal veo at $60,000,000; and 
that upon the revision of his estimates, he now in- 
forms us that the receipts wil reach probably 
only $58,000,000; but Task if that isan unreason- 
able difference in consideration of the events which 
have since transpired? Is there not actual war 
existing in Europe at this’ time, and is there not 
a prospect. that within the next year there will 
be a general European war, which must, asa 
matter of course, greatly derange the trade and 
commerce of this country, and which; as a neces- 
sary consequence, must greatly diminish the rev- 
enues derived from our imports, thereby creating 
a deficiency of as great magnitude as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury now contemplates? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS. I trust the committee will give 
me consent to finish the statement I had com- 
meneed. [Cries of “Go on!”] The annual esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury were hot 
made in view of this probable state of facts. I 
quote from his report. He says: 

« In the estimated means of the Treasury for the presént 
and the next fiscal years, it will be seen that no provision 
is made for the permanent redemption of any portion ofthe 
$20,000,000 of Treasury notes. The authority for reissuing 
these notes will expire on the 30th of June next, and it will, 
therefore, be necessary for Congress to extend the law for 
another period.” 

It will be seen, therefore, that these estimates 
were made up without taking into consideration 
the redemption of the Treasury notes; and when 
all the facts are taken into consideration, these 
annual estimatesof the Secretary of the Treasury 
were more nearly correct than the estimates usu- 
ally are, 
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~ Mr: MONTGOMERY. I move to amend by 
adiling ‘the following as an additional section: 
n Beit further enacted, That from and after the Ist day of 
Sept erie, 1860, the act approved the 3d day of March, 1857, 
entitled “ An act reducing the duties on imports, and for 
otier purposes,’ be, and the same is hereby, repealed; 
and the act entitled “An act reducing the duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes,” approved the 30th day of 
July, 1846, be; and tie’ same is, revived. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Irise to a question of order. 
I think that amendment is not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
question of order, 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Lam compelled to take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. I am 
in favor of what is known as the Morrill tariff 
bill; but I am opposed to the whole system of 
Joans, and 1 will not, so far as I am concerned, 
consent to a loan without some revenue measure 
to: provide for its redempuon accompanying. I 
offer that amendment, therefore, not as my first 
choice, but as better than nothing. I take an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained as the 
judgment of the House. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman. will say 
the tariff of 1842, instead of that of 1846, there 
would be no question of order made upon it. | 
Mr. PHELPS. Does the gontleman from Ohio 
mean to say that he is in favor of the reénactment 
of the tariff of 1842? 

Mr. STANTON. My remark was, that no 
question of order would be made upon it. 

Mr. GROW. I move toamend by increasing 
the amount $2,000,000. I move the amendment 
simply to cnable me to complete a sentence which 

-I had commenced when my time expired a few 
minutes since. 

I was proceeding to say that, whether the Senate 
has the right to originate a loan bill or not, this js 
certainly obnoxious legislation, as any one will 
sec. An appropriation bill goes to the Senate in 
the last hours. of the session, and they put upon it 
an amendment providing fora loan of $21,000,000; 
there is no time to consider such a measure prop- 
erly, and the House is forced to pass it, or reject 
it at the risk of defeating the appropriation bill, 
J say, therefore, that in any point of view, it is 
bad legislation. I hope the’House will reject the 
amendment, and insist upon their rejection. | 
bave no doubt myself that a loan bill should 
be considered as a revenue measure; but, how- 
ever that may be, I waive the point, and object to 
it on the ground that it is an improper mode of 

islation. I think my friend from Virginia will 


le 
admit that. jji M oi 
| in the Appendix.] 


But further than that, I think the Louse ought 
not, at this time, to allow another loan to be 
made by the Government unless the means for 
the redemption of the ioan are at the same time 
provided, I withdraw my amendment. 

“'The amendment of the Senate was then non- 
concurred in. 


Twenty-fifth amendment: 


Suc. 6, And be it further enacted, That all purchases and 
contracts for supplies or services in any of the Departments 
of the Government, except for personal services, when tl 
public exigencies do not require the immediate deliv 
the article or articles, or performance of the servic 
be made by advertising a sullicient time previously 
posals respecting the same. Wheh immediate delivery or 
performance is required by the publie exigency, the arti- 
cles or service required may by procured by open purchase 
or contract at the places and im the mannerin which such | 
articles are usually bought and sold,or such services cugaged 
between individuals. No contract or purehase shall hereat- 
ter be made unless the same be authorized by law, or he 
underan appropriation adequate to its fulfillment, exceptin 
the Warand Navy Departments for clothing, subsistence, 
forage, fuel, quarters, or transportation, which, however, 
shall not exceed the necessities of the current year. No arms 
or military supplics whatever, whieh are of a patented in- 
vention, shali be purchased, nor the right of using or apply- | 
Ing any patented invention, unless the same shall beau- | 
thorized by law, and the appropr 
set forth, that it is for such patented invention. 


Mr. SICKCLES here moved an amendment, and 
spoke in favor thereof. [See Appendix.] 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 

Src. 7. And be il further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be, and lie is hereby, authorized to pay, out of the un- 
expended balance of the appropriation for ibe war debt of 
the State of California, made by the last section of the act 
approved August 5, 1854, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year ending i 
the 30th of Jone, 1855,” any outstanding and unpaid bonds i 
and coupons issued by said State for said-war debt prior to | 

| 
| 


the passage of said act, but bearing date subsequent to the 
ist day of January, 1854: Provided, That no payment shall 


tion therefor explicitly i) 


be made beyond the unexpended amount of said appropri- 
ation now remaining in the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by adding at the end thereof 
the amendment I send to the Clerk. The objec- 
tion which was interposed to it before, by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessec, has been withdrawn. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And also that there be paid, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $22,000, 
or so much thereof as may be required, for extra compen- 
sation and salaries for the district judges of California, 
under the p¥ovisions of the seventh section of the act enti- 
ted An act to regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of 
California, in reference to the survey and location of Cali- 
fornia private Jand claims”? 

Mr. REAGAN. lask the gentleman upon the 
Judiciary Committee how long these extra ser- 
vices have been performed, and how many men 
have been engaged ? : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ever since 1851, when the 
statute was passed which was construed to give 
jurisdiction over these claims to the district courts 
of the United States. That jurisdiction coming 
in. question, it was confirmed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish now to state that there 
are $22,000 to be paid to two judges, for nine 
years, who have received their regular salaries. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
mittee rise. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Corax hav- 


I now move that the com- 


| ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 


Wasnaurnn, of Minois, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, 
according to order, had the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill of the ELlouse (No: 399) making 
appropriations for the legislative, exceutive, and 
judicial expenses of Government for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1861, and had instructed him 
to report the same to the House, with a recom- 
mendation to concur in some, to non-concur in 
others, and to concur in others with amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the amendments. 

The previous question.was seconded, and the 


| main question ordered to be put. 


_ Messrs. VAN WYCK and BARR had permis- 
sion to print some remarks they wished to address 
to the House. (Their remarks will be published 


And thea, on motion of Mr. RUFFIN, (at half 
past ten o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 18, 1860. 

Prayer by Rev. B. F. BrrTINGER. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, and by unan- 
imous consent, tho reading of the Journal was 
dispensed with. 

PAPERS WITIIDRAWN, 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, ‘Chat leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the petition of John Sample, praying that 
the apparatus invented by him to proteet “tiller ropes” 
from fire be tested with a view to its adoption in the public 
serviced, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Richard S. Coxe, administrator of 
Anna Gibson, widow of Colonel George Gibson, 


of the Army, praying payment of an amount of | 


money claimed to be due her, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which 


| was agreed to. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Revo- 


| lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. No. 16) for the relief of the heirs of Lot 
Hall, reported it without amendment. i 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Sa- 
rah T. Anderson, widow of the late Thomas P. 
Anderson, surgeon in the Texas navy, praying 
for relief, reported adversely thereon; and the 
report was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 


| by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 

Speaker of the House had signed the following 
| enrolled bill and joint resolution, which there- 

upon received: the signature of the Vice Presi- 
ent: 

A bill (H. R. No. 215) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with the various Indian tribes for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 22) in relation 
to the public printing. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had appointed Mr. Martin J. Crawrorp, of 
Georgia, a member of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
onthe bill (H. R. No. 305) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1861, in the place of Mr. Jouw 
Cocurane, of New York, who is absent. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 14th instant, the printing of 
the following documents: 

Resolves of the Legislature of California on 
the subject of Indian reservations in that State; 
ordered at eleven o’clock and thirty minutes. 

Resolves of the Legislature of California, in 
regard to increased mail facilities; ordered at 
eleven o’clock and thirty minutes. @ 

The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 16th instant, the printing of 
the following documents: 

Letter from the Sceretary of the Interior, on 
the subject of recaptured Africans, and recom- 
mending an appropriation for their return to 
| Africa, &c.—ordered at three o’clock and five 
minutes, 

Letter of the Secretary of the Treasury sub- 
mitting a statement of the probable means of the 
Treasury, and the probable demands upon it, for 
the year ending June 30, 1860—ordered at three 
o’clock and five minutes. S . 

SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 

Mr. HALE. I submitted a resolution of in- 
uiry on Saturday, which was objected to by the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Huwrer,] who sub- 

sequently told me that he withdrew the objection, 
and would like to have the resolution passed. It 
is one of inquiry only. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, and adopted it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate be instructed to inquire 
and report to the Senate how many persons are employed 
by the Scnate in cach and every department, whether in 
the office of the Secretary, or under the direction of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, or of the Doorkeeper, or in any other 
way and manner; the compensation of each ; the time that 
each individual is employed; the authority by which each 
person is employed or appointed; and also to inform the 
; Senate whether, in the opinion of said committee, the ser- 
vices of any one thus employed may not be dispensed with 
without detriment to the publie service ; and also, whether, 
in the contingent expenses of the Senate, there are not 
abuses which require reform and amendment. 


CALIFORNIA OVERLAND MAIL. 


Mr. LATHAM. I move to take up House 
bill No. 304, as I indicated on Saturday last, for 
the purpose of making it the special order for to- 
morrow. It is the bill relating to the overland 
mails to California. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to; 
and, on motion of Mr. LATHAM, it was made 
the special order for to-morrow morning at half 
past eleven o’clock. 


TIE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. LANE. I desire to give notice thatif the 
House tariff bill shall come up—and I observe 
that a motion has been entered to reconsider the 
vote by which it was postponed—I shall offer an 
amendment as a substitute for it; and I present it 
now, that Senators may know what my intention 
is, Task to have my amendment printed. 

The motion to print the amendment was agreed 
to. Itisas follows: 

That the act entitled “ An act reducing the duty on im- 
ports, and for other purposes,’ approved July 30, 1846, be, 
and the same is hereby, reénacted and reéstablished in every 
section, schedule, and clause thereof; and that the acten- 
titled “An act reducing the duty on imports, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1857, and all other acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent with said act of July 30, 1846, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. . 


EZEKIEL JONES. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the bill (H. R. 
No. 407) granting an invalid pension to Ezekiel 
Jones was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Ezekiel Jones on the 
invalid pension roll at the rate per month allowed 
by law for a captain in the Navy, to commence 
on the Ist day of January, 1859, and continue 
during his natural life. 

Mr. KING. Istherea report in that case? If 
there is, | should like to hear it. 

The Secretary read the report made by. the 
House Committee on Pensions, from which it 
appeared that Ezekiel Jones was in the service of 
the United States for over forty years, in the Army 
and Navy. He held a commission as captain in 
the revenue marine for thirty years. He dis- 
charged his duty faithfully, and was highly com- 
pimenta by Secretary Dickinson, of the Navy 

epartment, in 1838, and by Commanders Mix 
and Wells. During the Florida war Captain Jones 
was captain of the cutter Washington, and was 
complimented by T. A. Belton, commander of 
Fort Brooks. His services in the Navy embrace 
nearly all the time of the war of 1812 to 1815. It 
further appears that he was severely wounded on 
the brig Siren, in an engagement with the en- 
emy near the coast of Africa, as is proved by the 
affidavits of Surgeons Swiftand John Anders, and 
Pursers Cooperand J. Merrick; italso appears that 


heis totally disabled on account ofa wound in the | 
leg, made by a hook in saving a vessel in a storm, | 


in which he succeeded, Captain Jones then com- 
manding a revenue cutter. This fact is proved 
by the affidavits of Newton Stover, captain, and 
the mate and surgeon. From all the proofs in the 
case, which are voluminous and conclusive, the 
committee unanimously concur in the opinion 
that ho is entitled to a pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIABILITY OF SHIP-OWNERS. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to take up Senate 
bili No. 437, a general bill, which is merely to 


correct a mistake in existing laws, which 1 am | 


sure will give risc to no debate. It is recom- 
mended by the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
is a bill to amend an act entitled “An act to limit 
the lability of ship-owners, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 3, 1851. 

Mr. GREEN. I hope that will not be taken 
up in the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iwil state, for the informa- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Missouri, that 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
requested me to call up the bill and have it passed. 

Mr. GREEN. In its original shape? 

Mr. SEWARD. As he has reported it. 

Mr. GREEN. If itis the same bill that was 


before the committee, I know we reported against | 


it, or modified it very materially. 

Mr. SEWARD. it is the same bill which was 
reported by the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, 

Mr. GREEN. Let it be read, that-I may see 

© whether it is the bill to which I referred. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the Senator from 
Missouri is mistaken in the bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Is it with reference to liability 
in cases of collision? 

Mr. SEWARD. No; but only in the cases of 
transfer of interest. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
read for information before the question is puton 
taking it up. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
provided that, under the provisions of the third 


and fourth sections of the act approved March | 


3, 1851, ‘to limit the liability of ship-owners, 


and for other purposes,’’in all cases in which lHa- | 


bility exists, or is claimed to exist, on the part 
of the owner or owners of any ship or vessel for 


any of the acts, matters, or things specified in the | 


third section of that act, it shall be lawful for 
such owner or owners, and be deemed a sufficient 
compliance with the provisions of that act, So as 
to limit his or their liability as provided by the 
third section of it, if such owner or owners, upon 
any proceedings against him or them, in any court 
of admiralty or law, shall transfer his or theirin- 
terest in the ship or vessel to a trustee for the ben- 


By this bill it is | 


efit of claimants, as provided in the fourth section 
of that act, or shall appear or intervene for his or 
their interest in such ship or vessel and freight, 
and upon an appraisement of the same according 
to the course and practice of the courts of admi- 
ralty in proceedings in rem, or of the courts of 
common law upon attachments or other proceed- 
ings against vessels, shall give stipulations or 
bonds, with sufficient surcty, for the full value of 
such interest, to abide the event of the suit, and 
Mereapon such stipulations or bonds shall be 
deemed and taken as representing the interest of 
such owner or owners for the benefit of claimants, 
in the event of a final recovery upon their claims, 
as fully as if such ifterest had been transferred to 
a trustee, as provided in the fourth section of the 


act of 1851,and all claims and proceedings against į 


such owner or owners, and all liability on_ their 
part, shall cease upon the giving of such stipula- 
tions or bonds. 


Mr. GREEN. That is not the bill to which I | 


had reference. I have no objection to that. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Itwas reported to the Sen- 
ate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY RICE. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire the Senate to take 


up a bill which was reported unanimously by the | 
Committee on Finance. It is Senate bill No. 501 | 
I will explain it if | 


for the relief of Henry Rice. 
any one wishes an explanation, in a few words. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
501) for the relief of Henry Rice was read a second 


time, and considered as in Committee of the | 


i| move to take it up. ; 


‘ 19550” should read € 19545,"* It is a mere cler- 
ical error. : ji a 
The amendment was agréed to. ~; 
The bill was reported to theSenate,as 
and the amendment was concurred in. 
was érdered to be engrossed for a third 
read the third time, and passed. ` 4 
BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. ; 
Mr. KENNEDY. Task the Senate to-take up. 
Senate bill No. 377, which has been before the 
Senate twice, and fully discussed; and, as | have 
stated before, it is a matter of very great interest 
to the traveling community. . It is a bilhallowing 
the Baltimore and Ohio railroad to extend their 
road to. connect with the Virginia roads on’ the 
other side of the Potomac. I should be very glad 
to take the sense of the Senate in regard to. it, 


amen ed, 
“The bill 
reading, 


+ 

The motion was not agreed to. 

| LE GAZE & MALLET. eee 
Mr. FOSTER. — I move that the Senate take'up 

for consideration Senate bill No. 275, being a bill 

for the relief of Frederick Vincent, administrator 


i of James Le Caze, surviving partner of Le Caze 


& Mallet. ‘This bill was reached some time sinee 
| on the Private Calendar, but when itcame up was 
| objected to by the honorable Senator from Geor- 
| gia, (Mr. Toomss.] I understand that he has ex- 
amined the matter, and has withdrawn his objec- 
tion. i $ 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate rë 
sumed the consideration of the bill. It provides 
for the payment to Frederick Vincent, adminis- 
trator of James Le Caze, surviving partner of Le 
Caze & Mallet, of the sum of $8,652 05, being the 


Whole. It provides for the payment to Henry | 


Rice of the sum of $10,539 88, being the amount | 
paid by him into the ‘Treasury as duties upon |! 
goods imported inte Castine, while in possession || 
of the British forces, the same not being by law | 
subject to the payment of duty, under the decis- į 


ion of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. - 

ISAAC HW. RANDALL. 

Mr. HAMLIN. lask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill No. 300, reported by the Senator from 
Florida, [Mr. Maxvory]--a private bill—on which 
believe the Committee on Naval Affairs were 
unanimous, 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. | 


300) for the relicf of Isaac H. Randall, was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to allow and 
pay to Isaac H. Randall, the sum of $530, for ser- 


vices rendered while in charge of a naval depot | 


at Loo Choo. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


CALIFORNIA STAGE COMPANY. 


Mr. HALE. I move to take up Senate bill 
No. 507, for the relief of the California Stage Com- 
pany, which I think will give rise to no discus- 
sion. The parties came here with a large claim; 
but after a very long investigation, the committee 
have simply given them leave to go to the Post- 
master General on two of the charges. I move to 
take up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
507) for the relief of the California Stage Company 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Commitice of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Postmaster General to examine and adjust the 
claim of the California Stage Company for extra 
services performed on routes Nos. 12550 and 
12535, in California, for four years, ending June 
30, 1858, and to pay the amount found due to the 
contractors. 


Mr. POLK. I suggestto the Senator from New | 


on looking at that bill last Fri- 


> 


Hampshire, that 
day or Saturday, 


with the numbers mentioned in the report as the 
numbers of the routes for which the relief is de- 


amended. 


Mr. HALE. 


I think I discovered that the i| 
numbers mentioned in the bill do not correspond |; 


| 


amount duc to them (and which they might have 
received or subscribed) on the 31st of December, 
1797, with interest upon that sum from 3ist De- 
cember, 1844, when their claim was demanded, 
deducting the sum of $4,890 82 paid under the act 
Zist January, 1855, chapter two hundred and 
Ave. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

TONNAGE DUTIES. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move to take up the bill giv- 
ing the assent of Congress to the levying of ton- 
| nage duties by the State of Alabama for the im- 
| provement of the port of Mobile. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
; 85) declaring the consent of Congress to any act 
which may be passed by the Legislature of the 
State of Alabama authorizing the municipal Au- 
thorities of the city of Mobile to impose and levy 


i! a duty on the tonnage of vessels entering the port 


of Mobile, was considered asin Committee of the 
| Whole. ‘The bill,as originally introduced by Mr. 
| Cray, proposed to grant the consent of Congress 
to the operation of any act of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Alabama, which has been, or 
may hereafter be, passed, authorizing the muni- 
cipal authorities of the city of Mobile to impose 
and levy a duty, not exceeding six cents per ton, 
l-on all ships and vessels of the United States, or 
of any foreign nation, which shall arrive and be 
entered in the port of Mobile, from any other port 
or place, for the purpose of providing a fund for 
the improvement of the harbor of Mobile. - 

The Committee on Commerce proposed to 
amend the bill by striking out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and inserting: 

That the consent of Congress be, and is hereby, granted 
and declared to the operation of an act of the General As- 
sembly ofthe State of Alabama, approved February 21, 1860, 
by the Governor of that State, entitled + An act for the im- 
provement of the bay and harbor of Mobile,” authorizing 
the president and commissioners of revenue of Mobile 
county to impose, levy, and collect a duty, not exceeding 
six cents per ton, on all ships and vessels of the United 
States, or of any foreign nation, which shall arrive and. be 
entered in the port or harbor of Mobile, from any. other port 
or place, for the purpose of providing a fand for the im- 
provement of the harbor of the said city of Mobile: Pro- 
vided, The said act of the General Assembly of the State 
of Alabama shall not interfere in any way with any laws of 
the United States made in execution of existing treaties. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That this act shall be 
in force for ten years, and from thence to the end of the 
next session of Congress thereafter, and no longer. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to amend theamend- 
ment of the committee by striking out the word 
« other,” and inserting ‘foreign’? before“ port” 
in the following clause; 

“Levy and collect a duty not exceeding six cents per 
ton on all ships and vessels of the United States, or of any 
ather nation, which shall arrive and be entered in the port 
or harbor of Mobile, from any other port or place.” 
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As it now stands, it authorizesa duty to be levied 
on our coastwise commerce. I want to confine it 
to our foreign commerce, that being in accordance 
with.the later practice of the Government. 

Mr. TOOMBS. T object to that. E suppose the 

gentleman will give some reason for it. 
"Mr. HAMLIN. I will give my reason. In 
the first place, the whole bill, to my mind, is ob- 
jectionable. . Itis objectionable, because we have 
not been furnished with that information which 
we ought to be possessed of to enable us to act 
intelligently. The bill. proposes, as it now stands, 
to-give to the city of Mobile the right of taxing 
all tonnage that shall enter that port,.whether it 
be foreign or coastwise, six cents a ton, * 

Itis objectionable to allow a State to assess its 
taxes upon the personal property of the citizens of 
another State. ltisa departure from the rule which 
has obtained in this country for the last twenty 
years at least, whatever might have been its prac- 
tice under some of the earlier laws. It is also 
objectionable, because I say we have not the in- 
formation which we oughtto have. Weare nottold 
how many vessels enter this port in a year; how 
many vessels enter and depart foreign; and how 
many coastwise; and whatisto be the aggregate of 
thesum produced by this bill, if it shall become a 
law. We have had no information on these ques- 
tions. We have not even had a conjecture made 
by the men who have presented the bill; and with- 
out these facts, I affirm that we cannot know 
whether, if the bill be passed, a tonnage of six 
cents a ton is twice what it ought to be, or not 
half enough. [tis the sum which the men who 
have asked for the corporate powers propose to 
impose, (I speak now of the State Jaw through 

which they have the power, provided Congress 
“assents to it, to assess this duty,) and to expend 
the money under a certain board named in the 
bill. I insist that, before we pass any such bill, 
we ought to know first what are the repairs to be 
made in this.harbor; we ought to have them ex- 
plained tous. There ought to be a report made to 
us of its commerce, its capacity, ils character, and 
precisely what is proposed to be done there. We 
ought to know all this before giving our consent 
to assess any duties on tonnage, either foreign or 
domestic. ‘The bill proposes to assess duties on 
both foreign and domestic tonnage. Tsay, sir, 
that it is very objectionable to give to one State 
the power of assessing a duty upon the tonnage 
of another State; and while I know that the Sen- 
ator from Georgia does not agree with me, Í hold 
that you have no right to do it; that it is a viola- 
tion of one of the provisions of the Constitution. 
It is imposing a duty on vessels sailing from one 
port in one State to a port in another State, and 
im contravention of the clause of the Constitution 
which prohibits that. Tt ought not, therefore, to 
apply to our domestic commerce, butshouldapply 
only to foreign commerce; and then it comes in 
the nature of impost indireetly. 

These are my views upon the matter. 
no disposition to discuss it at length. 
suppose it was to be pressed upon the Senate at 
this late hour of the session. { have stated my 
general views; and without elaborating them, I 
am willing to leave the question here, so far as I 
am concerned, hoping that, if any bill sball pass, 


E did not 


it will be confined to foreign commerce; but Lam | 
against the whole thing, and I am frank to say | 


that I am against it for the precise reason that the 
Senator from Georgia stated, the other evening, 
he was in favor of it.. He stated he wasin favor 
of it because he wanted to throw off the obliga- 
tion of this Government to look after the great 
commerce of the country. Tam opposed to this 
bill, because I do not want the Government to 
throw off that obligation, which I believe is justly 
imposed upon it, of regulating our commerce and 
taking care of it, as one of the great vital inter- 
ests upon which the prosperity of the country 
must depend. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator offers three rea- 
sons agaist this bill, none of which touches his 
amendment. As to the question of constitutional 
power, his objection, as I shall very casily show 
you, is without the Jeast shadow of foundation. 


As to the objection in point of time, we have as | 
much time to pass laws tó allow people to tax | 


themselves as we have to take money from the 
public Treasury for local purposes; and I think 
itis a much more legitimate business. What 
information the Senator wants; I do not know. 


I have | 


' 
| 
i 
| 
j 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


This bill was introduced early in the session; it 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce; it 
was there examined in its principles and its de- 
tails. When it was introduced, the Alabama Le- 
gislature had not passed the law imposing the 
tonnage duties. Subsequently to its introduction, 
the Alabama Legislature, who were deemed to be 


| the very best judges of what duties it would be 


necessary to put on their own commerce—for they 
are the main sufferers if the duties be-too high— 
passed the act to which the amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce proposes to give the 
assent of Congress. If they put too higha duty 
on their commerce, or if they unwisely expend 
the money, it would injure the port of Mobile, 
and give an advantage to other ports over it. If 


they get a corresponding benefit for the money | 


which they expend, if they make their port bet- 
ter, and can offer the advantages of an improved 
navigation, they will gain by it. They are very 
much better judges of the impost which oughtto 
be imposed for the purpose of improving their 
own harbor. Whatever burdens are put upon 
the commerce of Mobile must necessarily react 
upon the people of Alabama who deal with that 
port; and { believe its business is confined almost 
exclusively, from its peculiar locality, to the cit- 
izens of the State of Alabama. Probably itis as 
peculiarly local as any port in the United States, 
from its locality and the course of trade connected 
with it. 

Then, as to the question that meets us as to 
power, the Senator says it violates this clause of 
the Constitution—I presume that is the one to 
which he referred—that ** no preference shall be 


| given, by any regulation of commerce or revenue 
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to the ports of one State over those ofanother; nor 
shallvessel!s bound to or from one State be obliged to 
enter, clear, or pay duties in another.” This bill 
does not violate this provision. No vessel bound 
from New York to New Orleans is obliged to en- 
ter, clear, or pay duties in Mobile. No vessel 
from any other port of the United States is com- 
pelled by this bill to enter, clear, or pay duties 
there. No vessel from any foreign country is 
obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties at Mobile by 
this bill. - Therefore, it is not possible to imagine 
how it can come in conflict with this clause of the 
Constitution; and it is the only clause upon the 
subject. 

The reason for the clause was very plainly given 
in the debates of the Federal convention. Take 
the case of a vessel bound from Liverpool or from 
Boston to Baltimore. It would have been conve- 
nient to the Government to make it stop at Nor- 
folk, Virginia, and there pay duties, and so with 
a vessel outward bound from Baltimore to a for- 
eign port. Maryland, in order to protect hercom- 
merce, as it had to pass through the capes of 
Virginia, insisted upon a provision to prevent it 
being stopped there. The debates of the conven- 
tion show that the clause was inserted for the 
benefit of Baltimore and Alexandria, and ports 
similarly situated. It would have been much 
cheaper for the Government to make all the com- 
merce of the Potomac river, and allthe commerce 
of James river, and all the commerce of the Ches- 
apeake bay, cnter, clear, and pay duties at one 
port. Then we should have but one set of officers; 
it would be much cheaper for the revenue; but as 
each State was jealous for its owncommerce, this 
provision was putin; and the construction which 
1 have given is that which has been put on it by 
all writers on the Constitution, Judge Story among 
them, that we were forbidden to compel a vessel 
bound froma portin one State to a port in another 
State—a vessel bound from Boston to Baltimore, 
for instance—to enter and pay dutiesin Virginia, 
at the port of Norfolk. Take the ports in New 
Jersey, above the city of New York. It would 
be much more convenient to the Government to 
require them to pay dutics in New York, and so 
it would be to compel vessels bound to the port 
of Camden, in New Jersey, to enter, clear, and 
pay duties at Philadelphia. 
States in favor of their own ports, and probably 
a very proper one, declared that this should not 
be done. If this bill proposed to do any such 
thing, it would be against the Constitution; but 
itdocs not make any ship, domestic orforeign, 
bound to or fromany other port or place in Amer- 
ica, either enter, clear, or pay duties, at the port 
of Mobile, Then where 1s the objection? 

How does the Senator discriminate between a 


The jealousy of the | 
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tonnage duty upon foreign. and upon domestic 
commerce? The clause of the Constitution is: 
“ No State shall, without the consent of Congress, 
lay any duty of tonnage,” &c. With the consent 
of Congress they can lay any duty of tonnage 
they please; and the power was given expressly, 
as is shown by the debates of the Federal con- 
vention, in the Madison Papers, to enable the 
States to clearout their own harbors. And in 
compliance with that, immediately after the form- 
ation of the Constitution, and continuously on- 
ward until twenty or thirty yearsago, the power 
was given to the States whenever it was asked 
for, My friend from Alabama [Mr. Cray] has 
been confined by illness, and I am bringing for- 
ward this bill on account of his indisposition. He 
has in his desk, and I have looked at them, the 
whole series of acts; and they were uniform, giv- 
ing this power to the States whenever they asked 
for it. Maryland asked for it in the case of Balti- 
more, and Georgia in the case of Savannah, The 
power was given to Virginia from time to time, 
it was given toevery State of the Onion thatasked 
for it; and I never knew it refused until within 
the last few years, when the internal improvement 
party, desiring to combine as great an interest ag 
they could in favor of appropriations from this 
Government, sought to defeat improvements at 
Mobile, at the mouth of the Mississippi, atthe Red 
river raft; because they hoped thereby that the 
Hiecessity of improvement would be so great that 
the Representatives of the people in those sec- 
tions, as you would not let them make these im- 
provements with their own money, would unite 
with them, and go for such improvements by the 
Federal Government out of the Federal Treas- 
ury. It was when this influence was brought to 
bear that opposition was made to conferring a 
power so peculiarly local in its effect to every lo- 
eality that soughtit. lt was granted in the earlier 
history of the Government, as a matter of course, 
upen both foreign and domestic commerce. I 
know there are some bills confining it to foreign 
commerce, but that may have been according to 


the wishes of the people of the locality; and I can 


very well understand a reason for itin some cases. 
Take Baltimore for example: she has a very large 
coasting trade, carricd on in small vesscls; there 
was water cnough for them. Hf the harbor had 
ten feet of water, it would be as much as the coast- 
ing trade ordinarily needed; and if they wanted 
to increase the depth of water for the purpose of 
enlarging their foreign commerce, it was eminently 
just and proper for them to lay the duty on for- 
eign commerce alone. But there is no distinction 
in the Constitution, nor has there been any dis- 
tinction in the Jaws of Congress that I have been 
able to find, except where the localities asked for 
it; and the question has been one left with the lo- 
cality entirely. Congress take care that they 
make no unjust discriminations, but that is all. 

This law of Alabama which we have examined 
authorizes a corporate body to make improve- 
ments at Mobile, in order to deepen the harbor 
and facilitate their own commerce. They have 
judged on it; the facts were forthem. They have 
deemed it uscful and necessary, The improve- 
ment needed is very apparent, from the Govern- 
ment surveys there; and the Senator could easily 
have found out all about it. He could have gone 
to Abert’s report, and found what this harbor 
needs. There have been, from time to time, rec- 
ommendations for improving it out of the public 
Treasury, and there have been appropriations; 
but, as the system of appropriations for this pur- 
pose has stopped, I hope never to be revived 
again, we propose to resort to the constitutional 
system; but, whether that plan is to be revived 
or not, the people of Alabama desire to burden 
their own commerce, the commerce at their own 
town, for the benefit of that commerce itself. 
They say that six cents a ton will be sufficient. 
I know my State was allowed to charge as much 
as twelve cents; but whatever amount is neces- 
sary, [leave it to them to judge. I take it we 
can trust them, because their own Interests are 
involved; they would fee! the burden on their 
own commerce more heavily than it would be felt 
anywhere else. The best check against an im- 
proper exercise of the power is right where it is; 
and the law of the Alabama Legislature gives 
the power to the City Council of Mobile, whose 
duty it is to take care and look after the interests 
of their port and their people. 
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Then, sir, I say there is nothing in the consti- 
tutional objection; there is nothing in the practice 
of the Government against this measure; and for 
my life I am totally unable to discover a single 
reason against it, except that you wish to prevent 
the people from improving their own harbors in 
order to make a greater power to use the public 
Treasury;and it comes ina strange day. The 
gentleman is opposing a policy that he knows, as 
well as 1 do, (for he is upon the Committee on 
Commerce,) was the uniform policy of the coun- 
try until within the last twenty years, when occa- 
sionally bills have been got through to appropriate 
moncy from the Federal Treasury for these ob- 
jects; and that system has had the effect of de- 
stroying more improvements than it has ever 
built up. Here are a set of men looking at, lazily 
watching, the publie Treasury; hoping now and 
then to get a bad President—a man who believes 
in large powers on the part of this Government; 
to escape vetoes by great combinations of inter- 
est; and they have, for the last fifteen or twenty 
years, succeeded in obtaining an abandonment of 
the old policy. I wish to go back to the earlier 

` policy of the Government; | think it is a wise 
policy. I think it gives security that no more 
money will be raised than is necessary for the 
urpose, and that the money that is raised will 
c fairly and honestly expended for the public 
interest. For the reasons which I have stated, 
I think the billof my friend from Alabama is 
eminently proper, constitutional, and just; and I 
hope it will receive the support of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from Georgia 
has failed whoily to reply to the position which 
I took that we had no information as to what 
ought to be done at this port, what was requisite, 
or what would be the amount necessary to per- 
form it. There was one other point which I 
meant to have made when | spoke briefly before; 
but having omitted to do so, l desirenow to make 
it. You have before the Senate another bill of 
this description allowing tonnage duties to be 
levied at New Orleans upon all vessels passing up 
the Mississippi river. You will find that that bill 
is différent in its provisions from this. That bill 
prescribes, I think, the number of tons which a 
vessel must rate before she can have any duty 
levied on her. There is very good reason for this, 
A vessel hat can pass over those waters without 
any improvement, a vessel drawing only ten feet 
where there are always eighteen feet of water, 
could never derive any benefit from deepening the 
channel to twenty-two feet, because eighteen feet 
would be a great deal more water than she would 
ever want. Now, lam unadvised as to what is 
the depth of water at Mobile. The Senator from 
Georgia may tell me, or the Senator from Alabama 
may tell me; but this I presume to be true, that 
the water at Mobile is not of sufficient capacity 
to float yourlarge ships,and hence some improve- 
ment is necessary; but if itis of sufficient depth 
to float your smaller vessels, the vessels that go 
coastwise, Í ask if it is nota monstrous proposi- 
tion to impose a duty upon all litle vessels which 
cannot, in any possible contingency, be benefited 
by any improvements that you propose for the 
benefit of a larger class of ships that may be ben- 
efited by deepening your channel, or improving 
your harbor in some other way. ‘That is another 
objection which I make to this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I move to 
postpone this bill for the purpose of taking up 
Senate bill No. 37, to deepen the channel over the 
St. Clair flats. i 

Mr. HALE. Ts that national? 

Mr. CHANDLER. [Itis national. I merely 
wish to remark that the bill before the Senate is, 
in my estimation, the opening wedge to a new 
system, to wit: the system of damming up by 
great private corporation monopolies the harbors 
and rivers and waters of this continent. Isaw 
the other day a statement, from the Chamber of 
Commerce in New York, upon an application 
made for a tonnage duty to deepen the channel 
through Hell Gate, and that statement set forth 
that one cent a ton on the commerce passing over 
Hell Gate would amount to over ninety-six thou- 
sand dollars a year. What this will amount to 
I do not.know; but lam opposed: to the whole 
system, and therefore I wish to antagonize the 
proposition of deepening the great national chan- 
nel over the St. Clair flats with this measure to 


assess tonnage duties for deepening the harbor | 


of Mobile. There are cight.million inhabitants 
at this moment in the States touching the lakes, 
directly interested in their commerce, and more 
than eight million people more who are indirectly 
interested in that commerce. If there is anything 
which is national, it is the channel over those 
flats; and I hope the Senate will postpone this 
bill for the purpose of taking up that bill and pass- 
ing it. i 

r. MALLORY. I shall feel it my duty, sir, 
to ask the Senate to postpone all prior orders for 
the purpose of taking up the naval appropriation 
bill. The hour of twelve o’clock has nearly ar- 
rived; there are but five minutes left before that 
bill comes up regularly. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The motion of the Sen- 
ator from Florida, I suppose, will hardly be in 
order at this time. It lacks but a few minutes of 
the time when his bill will come up regularly in 
order. What did I understand to Pe the motion 
of the Senator from Michigan? i 

Mr. CHANDLER. To postpone the consid- 
eration of this bill and take up the St. Clair flats 
bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iam a little surprised, 
Mr. President, at the opposition manifested to 
this bill. Iregret that my colleague’s indispo- 
sition has prevented him from being here. Being 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, he has 
had charge of this measure, and thoroughly un- 
derstands it. The Senator from Georgia, also a 
member of that committce, who is urging it, fully 
understands the measure. The Senator from 
Maine, I suppose, is also fully in possession of 
all the facts of the case, as he is a member of the 
Committee on Commerce; and why opposition 
should come from that quarter to a measure that 


| J may say is purely local, is to me a matter of 


astonishment. So far as the constitutional power 
of Congress to enact this bill is concerned, | sup- 
pose that will hardly be denied at this day in the 
Senate. It is a power that has been exercised 
almost from the formation of the Government; a 
power that no one questions; and why the Scn- 
ator from Maine, or any other Senator out of Ala- 
bama, should protest against Alabama’s right to 
tax the commerce entering the port of Mobile, for 
the improvement of the harbor, is to me some- 
what surprising. The Senator from Georgia is 
entircly correct in saying it isa local measure; 
one that Alabama and her representatives alone 
ought to have aright to control. The bill has 
received the sanction of the Legislature of my 


| State, and I take it for granted it is in accordance 


with the public opinion of that State; but whether 
that be so or not, I know it meets my sanction, 
and it meets the sanction of my colleague, and I 
am anxious that it should pass the Senate. The 
Senator from Maine is well aware, and so are all 
the members on that side of the House, that the 
people in our section of the country are entirely 


opposed toasystem of internal improvements by | 


the General Government; and hence, when bills 
are proposed here making appropriations for in- 
ternal improvements in other sections of the coun- 
try, we, according to the deliberate opinions we 
entertain, cannot consistently ask for appfopria- 
tions from the Federal Government for these pur- 


poses in our section. The Senator knows tt is 


our doctrine that the most legitimate mode of im- 


proving our harbors is according to the system | 


provided by this bill. Alabama comes forward 
and simply asks the assent of Congress to an act 
of the General Assembly of that State, to enable 
the people of Mobile to tax themselves. 
be that gentlemen oppose this measure for the 
considerations intimated by the Senator from 


Georgia, because the design may be to force us, | 
as a matter of necessity, to come here and ask for : 


Federal appropriations for internal improvement 
purposes. We want to avoid that. 


those who believe that the most legitimate sys- 
tem, the most appropriate system, is the one rec- 
ognized and contemplated in this bill, 

The question has been fully elaborated and 
explained by the honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia, who is on the Committee on Commerce, and 
he thoroughly and fully understands it; and see- 


ing that there are but a few minutes to elapse į 


before we shall be cut off from any-further action 
on this bill, I shall not detain the Senate longer, 


We believe, : 
that there is no grant of power to the Federal : 
Government to carry on a general, reckless sys- || 
tem of internal improvements; and Iam one of 


Tt may | 


and trust the motion.of the Senatorfrom Mich- ` 
igan wil} not prevail, but that, we'shall havea vote 
at once upon the bill itself. 2 : i 

Mr. PUGH. .I donot. think, we ought to act 
upon this bill now; but. [do not.want.to be driven 
to lay aside one bill for improvement to. take up 
another. I want this Alabama. bill to Jie over, 
because I am not satisfied about two or three 
principles involved; and.I think the Senator from 
Georgia has erred.in matters of fact and history 
in two or three points of his statement. We have 
no time now to debate it; but I think. the Senator 
from Michigan had better withdraw his motion, 
and let the-order. of the day come up, and we can 
look into this bill. sd 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg to. support the propo- 
sition of the honorable Senator from:Ohio; and‘ 
appeal to the honorable Senator from Michigan 
to withdraw his motion, and let us -take a direct 
vote, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw it... ge 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The motion to postpone being with- 
drawn, the question recurs on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine to the amend- 
ment of the Committce on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to make one word of 
reply to the Senator from Alabama. He says 
that his colleague fully understands this question. 
I do not dispute it, Fie says the Senator from 
Georgia fully understands ıt.. I do not dispute 
that. He also says that I understand it fully; I 
can assure the Senator that there he is mistaken; 
and he is mistaken because IJ tell the Senate the 
facts have never been presented to the Committee 
on Commerce. We were never told what they 
wanted to do, and how much it would cost to do 
it, in any way or by anybody. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I willask the Senator 
if he is not a member of the Committee on Com- 
merce? ‘ 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly Iam; and I am 
telling the Senator now that there was not a fact 
presented to that committee but the naked bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I made my statement 
on the hypothesis that the Senator. was’ there 
when the bill was up, and that it was fully dis- 
‘cussed and understood. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iwas present; but I say there 
was no discussion on it, and no fact whatever 
| brought forward. There were no facts presented 
| —not one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 
twelve having arrived, the Chair presents the un- 
finished business of yesterday, which is the naval. 
appropriation bill; and the pending question is on 
the amendment moved by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Witsow.] 

Mr. GWIN. lask the Senator from Florida 
to allow me to take up a bill for the purpose of 
making it a special order for to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MALLORY. I shall not object if it will 
| give rise to no discussion or delay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires 
unanimous consent to entertain the motion. 

Mr. CLARK. I object. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia will not insist upon his motion, 1t will 
lead to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the motion of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia cannot be entertained, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
500) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861; the 

ending question being on the amendment of Mr. 

Vinsox, to insert after the word “dollars,” in 
| line twenty of the second page, at the end of the 
| clause making an appropriation for the repair and 
| equipment of vessels of the Navy: 3 
Provided, That of this sum $300,000 shall be for the pur- 
| chase of three steam vessels, to be employed in the sup- 
pression of the slave trade; said steamers to be not less than 
three bundred and fifty tons, nor more than eight hundred 
tons burden, and to be purchased under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Navy, after a full and thorough examina~ 
on of the same by an cxamining board, to be composed of 
two naval officers, two naval constructors, and two engi- 
neers of the Navy, and after the report of said examining 
board on the condition and qualities of the boats recom- 
‘ended or reported to the Department has been examined 
by the chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repairs, and 
after a recommendation that the purchase of any steamer 
so recommended or reported ought tobe made. 
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~; Mr. PUGH: T believe I had the floor on this 
amendment at the time of the last adjournment; 
but I do not intend to detain the Senate more than 
swith five or ten words of explanation. I thinkit 
iš about two years ago since we appropriated 
money to build seven steam vessels of the smaller 
élass. I know there was quite a lengthy debate 
upon it. “It was said to be necessary to use that 
description of vessels for running into rivers and 
harbors. ‘Then, sir, after the Paraguay expedi- 
tion we made another large purchase of steam- 
‘boats ‘and smaller vessels. During the first Con- 
‘gress, when: I was here, we added largely to the 
‘Navy. by the building of steam frigates; and so it 
goes on from year to year, and from time to time; 
first, more ships, so that we may find employment 
for the officers; and then more officers, to go on 
board the ships. It is just a continual stimula- 
tion, first one way ànd then the other. Now, all 


this is to be done under the pretext of suppress- | 
ing the African slave trade.. My opinion is that | 


the ships arg more important in this amendment 
than the Africans—a‘ great deal more so. As | 
said at the time I gave way to the Senator from 
Missouri, on his motion to adjourn, we now dis- 
cover that it costs us almost $100,000 to carry a 
‘cargo under our present laws for. suppressing the 
African slave trade; and I say it ought to be sup- 
pressed on cheaper and better terms. There is 
sonic fault in our legislation; and for my part, un- 
til I can examine the matter better and more thor- 
oughly» I shall certainly not spend any more 
moncy than I can help to press forward in a pol- 
icy that has altogether failed. Therefore, I shall 
vote against this amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I desire 
to occupy a very few minutes of the time of the 
Senate on this subject, not that I am about to say 
anything that I suppose will have any great efect 
on the immediate question before the body; but 
I desire to say a few words about the general 
question of the suppression of the African slave 
trade, more by way of preparation to a more clab- 
orate examination of the subject hereafter than 
to any peen purpose, 

Lam beginning, Mr. President, to be very much 
satisfied that we are sclf-cheated and self-deluded 
about this business, and it is time for us to come 
to ‘an understanding with ourselves, and espe- 
cially with the British Government, in relation 
to the suppression of the African slave trade. I 
think we should come to some understanding of 
how to do it, instead of contrivances how not to 
doit. It is worth while for a moment to consider 
what cohdition we are in now, and what are the 
objects and purposes which we have reason to 
believe are entertained on the part of the English 
Government. After the emancipation of their 
slaves in the British West India Islands, they es- 
tablished a system of apprenticeship. Soon after, 
this was superSeded, and a general system, by 
some arrangement and law of Great Britain, for 
the immigration of voluntary laborers, was set 
upon. They undertook to put that in operation 
in Africa; but they found there were no people 
there who were in a condition to exercise volition. 
They followed it out with their coolies, into China, 
and adopted various ways of obtaining laborers, 
finding that their emancipated slaves did not work 
as cheap as the owners of plantations desired. 
The thing has not succeeded exceedingly well. 
The British Government then, not succeeding in 
getting voluntary laborers on the coast of Africa 


and elsewhere, pushed forward the system of | 


capturing African slavers and sending the persons 
thus captured to Sierra Leone and to St. Helena, 


where they have their two establishments, and | 
there they are for a time supported and furnished | 


with some provisions, and recovered from the 
condition they were in at the time of their cap- 
ture; but they are soon delivered out to go to ser- 
vice at seven pence a day sometimes, and where 
they-cannot obtain work there directly, they are 
ina condition to become ‘ voluntary laborers” 
for the British colonies of the West India Island 
and British Guiana. 

I have looked at the returns of gentlemen who 
have examined these establishments at Sierra 
Leone and St. Helena, and how they are managed, 
and what they resultin. The great purpose of the 
British Government seems to be, to obtain volun- 
tary labor to send to the British West India Isl- 
ands. The English Government gives five pounds 
a head forall Africans that are captured, and I be- 


> 


lievethatisthesame bounty that wegive—twenty- 
five dollars. ‘That is the present pay. What is 
the effect? It isthat British and American vessels 
along the African coast have: no inducement to 
prevent the shipping of slaves. The direct in- 
ducement offered by both Governments is to let 
them be shipped on board the slave ships, and 
then catch as many as they can, for the purpose 
of getting pay, and for another purpose on the 
part of the English, and that is, that those cap- 
tured by their vessels may be carried to these tem- 
porary colonies of which I speak, and be prepared 
to become * voluntary laborers’’ for the British 
West India Islands. f 

I believe the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has a bill which proposes to give our 
naval officers $100 a head for captured Africans. 
So we are to hire our own men, and furnish our 
own ships, and give $100a head for capturing 
them, and $100 a head for carrying them back 
again. This is not Yankee enterprise; itis a bad 
business—I mean in a pecuniary point of view, 
and I cannot conceive it to be any better in point 
of humanity. lam exceedingly unwilling to be 
considered, day after day and year after year, the 
dupe of my own delusions. 1 want to state things 
as I understand them. If they can be corrected, 
let them be corrected. Now, that is the way I 
understand this. 

I would here further remark that there isa way, 
an obvious way, of really preventing, breaking 
up, and entirely destroying the African slave 
trade. If the English Governmentand the Amer- 
ican Government, under the treaty which exists, 
seriously and honestly set about destroying the 
African slave trade, it can be easily done, I have 
no doubt. A knowledge of the African coast, 
and of the condition of things therc, has been very 
essentially developed within the last ten years. 
The palm-oil trade has almost entirely grown up 
within that period, and the men who have been 
engaged in that trade from America, as well as 
from England, have become, by their agencies 
upon the coast, entirely familiar with this whole 
business. We can obtain all the information we 
want, if we desire to have any. The allegation 
which has long been made about the African fever 
being a great trouble along the coast has, as it 
turns out, nothing in the world init. Itis now 
perfectly well ascertained that that fever never 
reaches a mile from the coast, and seldom beyond 
half a mile. Perfect immunity is secured by 


| sleeping on board ship. I speak from some means 


of knowledge on this subject, for I have connec- 
tions who have been concerned in the palm-oil 
trade, who have furnished me with information, 
and who have been on the coast, personally, for 
months together. The whole region on the west 
coast of Africa, on which the slaves are shipped, 
only comprises short of three hundred miles on 
each side of the equator. It all lies within that 
narrow compass; and the points at which the 
shipments take place are as perfectly well known 
as the harbors on the coast of North America are 
known; and if they are changed, the knowledge 
of them can be just as easily obtained. There is 
nothing to do but to place a few ships along the 
coast to watch these places, together with some 
agencies along the coast, where hundreds can. be 
protected and supported at very cheap rates, run- 
ning in at the different ports where the agencies 
are and informing them of all the changes that 
take place. It takes weeks to collect a cargo for 
shipment, butif itis ready for shipment it can 
be shipped quickly. It can only be collected 
slowly. The shipment can be stopped. 

There can be no doubt at all in the mind of any 


man, who will set himself seriously to examine | 


it, that we can put an end to this trade, if so be 


that we intend to do it, and do not waste our time | 


in contrivances how not to do it. 


I think it is | 


time that some understanding should be distinetly | 


come to between ourselves and the British Goy- 
ernment in relation to this subject. I think, too, 
that I cannot very well repress, after all the evils 
there are connected with it, the suggestions which 
recent occasions brought out by which the public 
attention and the attention of Congress may be 
drawn to this subject. 
terlals and full reterences to authorities by which 
we can be furnished with all information on this 
subject, when seriously there is a disposition man- 


I have before me full ma- | 


ifested to honestly carry into effect the intention į 


to suppress this trade. I hope the great expenses 


| duct their affairs, and it is high time we 


which are now occurring will draw the ‘attention 
of Congress to the subject. 

I cannot, perhaps, better illustrate the effect of 
the present condition of things than by stating 
briefly the case of the Orion. The Orion was 
seized on suspicion, and sent to New York last 
fall, She was discharged, and returned directly 
to the coast of Africa. Last November she was 
boarded by the United States ship Mystic, on the 
coast on our service; and on the plea of sickness 
of the crew she received some assistance from the 
Mystic, and she ran to the mouth of the Congo 
river, one of the places of shipment. The Mys- 
tic remained near the mouth of the river to watch 
her for several days; but she was ordered to Lo- 
ando with some dispatches, and she passed the 
word over to the British steamer Pluto to watch 
the Orion. The Pluto, in a few hours, moved off 
the coast. The Orion then, not being watched, 
took on board eight hundred and seventy-one 
slaves—human souls. The Pluto returned, and 
finding she had gone, made chase, overtook her 
in about a hundred miles, and carried her as a 
prize to St. Helena. The captain and the mates 
of the Orion were delivered over to the United 
States squadron, and sent home; and they are 
now in Boston for trial. On her arrival at St. 
Helena, fifty-two of the slaves had died. The 
policy of this movementis obvious. If the cap- 
tain of the Pluto had remained at the mouth of 
the Congo, on the watch, the slaves would not 
have been shipped. But it would have been a 
dull business. ‘There would have been no prize 
money to get; there would have been no men 
taken by the British, and carried to St. Helena, 
to be made “ voluntary laborers” out of, to be 
sent to the British West India Islands; and if the 
Americans had watched there, they would not 
have got the prize money; they would not have 
got twenty-five dollars a head. Deducting those 
who died before reaching St. Helena, there would 
be, under the bill of the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, $81,900 prize moncy to the Amer- 
ican crew for capturing that vessel; and then they 
would have sent the Africans here, and it would 
have cost us $100 a head to send them back again. 

The whole of this is a poor business. The 
money is badly spent. Itis not managed with 
the sagacity with which Yankees genegal'y con- 
ould get 
out of being self-cheated about this business. I 
have been led to make these remarks froma strong 
impression of the necessity of something being 
done by mutual arrangement and mutual under- 
standing between us and the British Government 
on this subject. If they really will assist in a 
course of policy arresting the trade and prevent- 
ing slaves being shipped, instead of allowing them 
to be shipped so that they may have the chance 
to catch them and make laborers out of them on 
the one hand, or so that our vessels may have a 
chance to get prize-moncy, it will be a great deal 
better, Just so long as the present policy goes 
on, the African slave trade will go on, and a great 
deal of it will escape detection, and we shall have 
a great deal of expense to pay, and may put our- 
selves down as having been self-deluded and self- 
cheated in the whole transaction. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have been very 
much impressed by the remarks which have just 
fallen from the honorable Senator from Vermont. 
I think they are evincive of the fact that the pub- 
lic mind is very unenlightened on the subject of 
the slave wade, and will. probably now, from re- 
cent events, have some light thrown on it. I trust 


: it will result in examinations, inquiries, publica- 
| tions, which will show what has been the true 


policy of the British Government on the subject 
of the African slave trade. As long as the two 
Governments are under treaty stipulation for the 
suppression of this trade, as long as that obliga- 
tion continues between the two Governments, I 
should be disposed to go carnestly with the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont, in some way to 
exact from Great Britain a fair and honest execu- 
tion of the obligation on her part; but we have 
scen, I feel sure that I have seen, evidences on 


j the part of that Government which cannot be 


mistaken, that all her professions about the ex- 
tinguishment of the African slave tradé, all her 
professions of humanity, all her protestations 
against the alleged atrocity of that trade, are ut- 
terly hollow and insincere. — 

She adopted a policy of extinguishing slavery 
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in her colonies. She has never frankly admitted 
` before the world what the conscquences of that 
policy have been—the destruction of her colo- 
nies—but she has endeavored surreptitiously, 
clandestinely, and treacherously; to supply a suf- 
ficient labor by equivocation and indirection. I 
do not know whether Senators remember, what 
impressed me very strongly at the time, a very 
remarkable colloquy that touk place in one or the 
other House of Parliament, I have forgotten 
which, some two or three years ago, about the 
time when the Emperor of France instituted his 
policy of bringing under a decree of the French 
Government ten thousand alleged African appren- 
tices to the French colonies. We all knew, be- 
cause we all saw and understood, what was the 
urpose on the part of the French Government. 
nder a pretext of bringing voluntary labor, to 
be obtained from Africa, as an experiment in the 
French colonies, it was nothing in the world but 
with a knowledge, with the sctenter, on the part 
of that Government, that it was an importation 
of ten thousand Africans to be used there really 
and truly as slaves. What was the action of the 
British Government? [think the dispatches were 
pais such is my impression. I know that 
read them myself. A dispatch was received 
from the late minister of the United States in 
France, addressed to the State Department here, 
giving to the Secretary of State the substance of 
a conversation which he had held a day or two 
before with Count Walewski, then the French 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, in which the Amer- 
ican minister asked the French minister whether 
it was true, as reported, that a communication 
had taken place between the French ministerand 
the English Government on the subject of this 
importation of ten thousand Africans to the 
French colonies. The communication that had 
got abroad, to which the American minister was 
alluding, was a conversation alleged to have taken 
place between Lord Cowley, the British embas- 
sador in France, and Count Walewski, the Min- 
ister of Foreign Affairs, in which Lord Cowley 
had been instructed by his Government to repre- 
sent to the French Government the impressions 
of Great Britain that this importation of Africans 
to the French colonies wasa substantial violation 
of treaty engagements between the two countries. 
The representation was made to the French Gov- 
ernment by Lord Cowley that her Majesty’s 
Government looked upon it as an evasion of the 


treaty; that the idea, so justly and strikingly ex- | 


posed by the Senator from Vermont, of getting 
voluntary labor in Africa, of inducing those Af- 
ricans, in their present state of savageism, to 


understand anything in relation to contracts or | 


yoluntary engagement on their part, was an idle 
pretense. Great Britain, so viewing it, repre- 
sented to the French Government that her Maj- 
esty’s Government was obliged to consider that 
scheme on the partof the French Governmentas 
an evasion of treaty stipulations. That was the 
substance of the conversation. I can only give 
my recollection. According to my recollection, 
the communication was not made until the enter- 
prise had been effective and the whole ten thou- 
sand Africans had been transported to the French 
colonics. Now mark the answer of the French 
minister to this remonstrance on the part of Great 
Britain. The answer given by the French Gov- 
ernment to Great Britain was, with something of 
contempt, that the mouth of Great Britain was 
closed until she could explain to France and to 
the world her participation in the cooly trade. It 
_ was said, in the ramor of the day, upon which 
* the American. minister was acting, that the Brit- 
ish Government proceeded no further; made no 
farther demands. I read the dispatch. A part 
of it was that the American minister said to the 
Secretary of State that he considered the conver- 
sation one of such great interest that he asked 
Count Walewski whether he was at liberty to 
communiente it to his Government; and Count 
Walewski told him he was at entire liberty to 
communicate it; and thatif he desired it, he (Wa- 
lewski) would put it in writing, and he could 
send it in that form. It was done, and it is now 
in the Department of State. This was some two 
years ago. 

That was the conduct of Great Britain in her 
pretended remonstrance with France upon the 
subject of this voluntary apprenticeship of the 
Africans, There it began, and there it ended; 


and the cooly trade—the character of which we 
know is certainly as bad, if not infinitely worse, 
than any of the cruelties ascribed to the African 
slave trade—goes on under the British flag, and 
without British prohibition. The mouth of Eng- 
land was stopped; and she has said nothing more 
to France, so faras 1am informed, on that subject. 

But, sir, that is notall. ‘There was incidental 
but conclusive proof that England felt herself 
rebuked, was unable to answer; and I observed, 
some months after that, that the question was put 
in one House or the other of the British Parlia- 
ment by amember to the foreign minister, calling 
his attention to these disclosures that had been 
made in Paris by the American minister, and 
asking him if it was true; and the reply of the 
British minister in the House of Parliament was 
of that diplomatic character which showed that it 
was the policy of Great Britain to let the subject 
pass by; to have no further inquiry into it. The | 
answer was this, in substance: the British min- | 
ister, on being inquired of, said that he remem- | 
bered to have seen publications of that sort quoted 
from the American papers, but his attcntion had | 
not been particularly called to it; and that he | 
had taken for granted at the time that there was 
some mistake; that the American minister had not 
rightly interpreted the transaction; and there he 
ended, although it came in the substantial form of 
a communication in writing, communicating the 
substance of the conversation which the American 
minister had reported. 

Now, sir, I feel warranted by that state of facts 
in saying that the extraordinary pretension of | 
the Government of Great Britain, which she has 
caused to ring through the world, of being the | 
great leader in the suppression of the slave trade, 
is hypocritical, false, and hollow; and whether it | 
be a wise or unwise, a humane or inhuman pol- | 
icy, to prevent the deportation of Africans into 
slavery, on that question Great Britain stands at 
this day disloyal to her race and disloyal to her 
age. That is the real fact. 

That being as I should consider the real posi- 
tion of Great Britain on this question, I should 
despair of any attempt that the honorable Sena- 
tor from Vermont might make, if carried into ef- 
fect by this Government; I should despair of any 
true, just, and honest execution on the part of 
Great Britain of any treaty stipulation that she 
would make with us upon the subject of the slave 
trade, and why? Because her interests and her 
policy are at war, and her policy will not permit 
her to disclose the fact of that antagonist position 
between them, and she pursues the one while pro- 
fessing the other. 

So far as we are concerned, sir, upon the sub- 
ject, I should have heen gratified to find in the 
remarks that have fallen from that Senator, acon- | 
currence, to some extent, at least, with the opin- 
ions J expressed when the Senate was last in ses- 
sion with regard to the legislation it may become 
us now to take in reference to this subject. I said 
then-—and I think the honorable Senator, to that 
extent, concurs with me—that the new phase this 
trade has assumed within the last few months 
devolves it upon this Government, in any addi- 
tional legislation which may be thought neccs- 
sary to suppress it, to go into it cautiously and 
sagaciously, after having probed the way for free 
information. We have had four importations; 
we have had four slave ships captured on the coast | 
of Cuba within the last twelve months; one that | 
was brought into Charleston, and three others to | 
Key West, the last very recently; all captured by 
American cruisers off the coast of Cuba and Porto | 
Rico, the only islands that I know of where the 
slave trade now is permitted. Those four ships 
were captured by American cruisers, and I have 
not heard of a single ship that has been captured 
there by a British cruiser. What their fleet may 
be there now, I do not know; but we do know 


that such was the extraordinary zeal of that Gov- || 


ernment some eighteen months or two years ago 


in the alleged effort to prevent the slaves being |! 


landed upon those islands, that it was very near 
bringing abaut a rupture between the two Gov- 
ernments on account of British interference with 
our merchant ships and vessels that were passing 
along even on our own coast. There was then 
apparently a_superserviceable zeal.. What the 
condition of that squadron is now, Edo not know; 
but the fact remains, that within the last twelve 


t 


| of Africa, our own accusi i 
| us of America before that same- dread tribunal, 


months, so far as I am informed, the only cap- 


tures that have been made 
by American cruisers: vy as 

I think, Mr. President, we shall find; and: find 
very speedily, that it-will be the ‘true’ policy of 
this Government, andit will be the proper course 
of conduct on the. part of this Government; to 
cancel; as we are authorized to-do, all treaty 
obligations with Great Britain ‘on: this’ subject; 
and that whatever máy remain to be done on our 
part shall be done by us separately; and then we 
can see where Great Britain. really stands:upon 


there have béen® 


| the subject of the African slave trade, [’can very 


well understand that, if she were to address arè- 


| monstrance to Spain against the habit which 


scems to prevail in Cuba of collusion or winking 
at the evasion of the law there, Spain would give 
to her very much the answer that Count Wal- 
ewski gave to Lord Cowley. I remember very 
well, as I dare say other Senators do, looking into 
some representations -that were made on the’sub- 
ject of the suppression of the slave trade on the 
coast of Africa within the last few years. We 
found this state of things existing: the British 
vessels there would seize an American vessel, 
under the American flag, and would induce the 
captain to throw his flag overboard and destroy 
his papers in order that he might denationalize 
his ship, and thus enable Great Britain to take 
possession of her without interfering with the 
rights or the sovereignty of the United States. |i 
remember many such instances were reported, it 
being represented to the captain‘of the. vegsel: 
“it is far better that you should fall into the hands 
of the British than your own countrymen; be- 
cause if you fall into our hands nothing will be 
done but to confiscate your ship, and if you fall 
into the hands of your own countrymen you will 
betreated at pirates.” There were many instances 
shown, where, on these remonstrances, American 


i ships, under the American flag, had denational- 


ized themselves by throwing overboard their 
papers and their colors thatthey might fall a prey 
to the British cruisers. 

I return thanks to the honorable Senator from 
Vermont for the views that he has expressed on 
this subject, and the avenues of information which 
he promises to open to us upon it. I think it will 
show before the world the true refation in which 
that great humanitarian, the Government of Eng- 
land, stands nowupon this question. 

Mr. WILSON.. Mr. President, itis not my 
intention to consume the precious moments of the 
Senate in vindication of the policy of Engiand 
concerning the slave trade, questioned Dy the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, (Mr. Corraman;] nor'in justié 
fication of her action, arraigned so fiercely by the 
Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Mason.] Tt may be 
that Great Britain, instead of being actuated, in 
her policy concerning recaptured Africans, by hu- 
mancand Christian sentiments, isaccuated ,assug - 
gested by the Senator from Vermont, by a cold, 
calculating, and sordid selfishness concerning her 
colonial labor. It may be that Great Britain, in 
relation to the suppression of the African slave 
trade, is what the Senator ‘from Virginia so em- 
preach pronounces her to be—false and hy- 
pocritical; recreant to herself and to the age. Yes, 
sir, upon this great question of the suppression of 
the African slave trade Great Britain may be ae- 
tuated by a policy of inhumanity and selfishness. 
She may be, in her pretensions and her actions, 
false and hypocritical. She may be recreant to 
herself and her age. All this, ay, and more, she 
may be; butitis not for us in America to arraign her 
before the bar of nations, and accuse her of those 
crimes and misdemeanors, and invoke upon her 
the public opinion of outraged Christendom. In- 
stead of summoning Great Britain before the tri- 
bunal of the public opinion of the civilized world 
to plead against the accusing voiceof the children 

ng consciences arraign 


from whose verdict there lies no appeal. The 
blood of the perishing children of Africa is upon 
our hands. American capital and ships and men, 
on land and sea, are engaged in that horrid traffic. 
Our laws are violated; our flag is prostituted; our 
name is dishonored, and our fame tarnished; and 
we, the Government and people of the United 


| States, stand before the civilized world, and. before 


God, self-accused, self-convicted, and self-con- 


| demned. Railingaccusationsagainst England will 


not silence the agonizing moans of dying men, 
floating upon theseas in stifling American slavers; 
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nor, Will it silence the reproaches of mankind or 
our ownaccusing consciences.: Let us of America 
strive, rather to.put ourselves right than to put 
‘England in the wrong. Let us enforce our own 
Jaws;-drive from the seas every American slaver; 
{vindicate the honor of our- flag now tarnished, and 
our fame now stained;.and then, when we have 
vindicated. our own country, and not till then, let 
-us.summon England before the tribunal of man- 
kind to plead against the accusations now made 
against her policy and her acts. 

Mr, TOOMBS. I should like to understand 
fiom the: Senator from Massachusetts if we have 
not been complying with our treaty obligations? 
Have we not had cighty guns on the African coast 
ever since the Ashburton treaty ? 

Mr. WILSON. We nominally keep a force of 
éighty guns on the African waters, but practically 
we dy not do so. It is a fact well known thatthe 
ships we send to the coast of Africa, in compli- 
ance with our treaty obligations, are not adapted 
to the wants of the service; and itis.also a fact that 
some of these vessels, instead of cruising in the 
African waters, are. spending months of their time 


in port at. the Cape de Verds, or at some other | 


station. One of these ships, sent to fulfill our 
treaty obligations, in a cruise of fifteen months 
spent. cleven months. at the Cape de Verds and 
nineteen days on the African coast. Inefficient, 
however, as our African squadron has been, it has 
contributed something to repress the slave traflic. 
By the action of France, England, and the United 
States, the slave trade has been reduced from more 


than one hundred thousand annually, which it | 


averaged from 1788 to 1840, to less than forty 
thousand. From 1840 to 1849 the British cruisers 
captured five hundred and ninety ships, with 
thirty-seven thousand Africans on board them, 
The line of slave coast hag been diminished hun- 
dreds of miles; and it is now in the power of Eng- 
land and America, by increased activity, to ut- 
terly exterminate a traffic at which humanity 
sickens, 

I bold in my hand, Mr. President, the list of 
nine vessels of from two hundred to five hundred 
tons burden, which have sailed from the city of 
New York since the 3lst of December to engage 
in the slave trade, Nine slave ships, fitted out in 
the city of New York, have sailed for the slave 
coast of Africa in little more than five months, 
Other slavers have doubtless sailed from that city 
during this period to participate in this traffic of 
blood and death, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the Senator allow me 
ask him one question ? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Were any of them fitted 
out from southern ports? 

Mr. WILSON. I said that these vessels were 
fitted out at New York. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I know the Senator said 
so as to these nine; but i desire to know if he has 
a list of any sailing from southern ports? 

Mr. WILSON. 1 take it not a great many, 
although the Senator will find that slavers are fitted 
outat New Orleans; at any rate New York and 
New Orleans are the places where most American 
vessels are fitted out for the slave trade. Few ves- 
sels are fitted out in the southern ports for any 
trade. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 
at New Orleans. 

Mr. WILSON. There bave been some slavers 
fitted out in that city. Besides these nine vessels, 


I have not heard of any 


a vessel sailed a few days ago from the city of | 


New York, and the day after she sailed I received 
a letter from a gentleman of that city stating that 
she had sailed for the coast of Africa as a slaver; 
that three officers of the United States came to the 
wharf three minutes before she started, saw her 
sail, and might have arrested her. The vessel 
wentdownthe harbor, met with an accident, came 
back to the city, and has since been arrested asa 


slaver, That makes ten vessels starting from New | 


York known to:be engaged in the slave trade in 
less than six months. I have no doubt at least 
twenty slavers have sailed from the United States 
during the past six months, for there can be no 
doubt of the fact that the slave trade has revived 
in this country during the last year to an alarm- 


ing extent. ‘Therefore, sir, it becomes the duty | 


of this Government, not only to execute our treaty 
obligations, by keeping our force of cighty guns 
on the coast of Africa, but to add to that force, to 


increase the efficiency of our laws against the traf- 
fic, and to enforce, at all hazards, the laws which 
brand this poHuted commerce in the sons and 
daughters of Africa. 

Now, sir, what is proposed by my amendment? 
It is to use the small sum of $300,000 to purchase 
some small steamers; to send those steamers to the 
calm waters, to the bays, to the rivers, of the five 
or six hundred miles of the African coast now 
open to the slave trade. Is this demand new? I 
hold in my hand the recomniendations of four 
naval commanders, who have been naval. com- 


| manders on the coast of Africa—Commander 


Foote, Commander Lavalette, Commander Mayo, 
and Commander Lynch—all recommending the 
use of a few small steamers on that coast. They 
say that two or three small steamers that could 
penetrate the bays and rivers, and sail rapidly 
along the coast of Africa, would be more efficient 
than the cighty guns you now keep on that coast. 
I would rather have three smali steamers worth 
100,000 each, on the coast of Africa, to suppress 
the slave trade, than all the ships we have kepton 
that coast under the Ashburton treaty. They 
would be worth more, and the commanders in 

our Navy agree in this opinion. I havea letter 
icre from Commander Foote on this very propo- 
sition of sending a few steamers to the coast of 
Africa, and changing our laws as recommended 
in the bill that I introduced; and he who was a 
commander on the coast of Africa, who has writ- 
ten a book upon the subject of great interest, and 
who has lectured upon it, says: 


“T have read with decp interest your bill for the sup- 


! pression of the slave trade, and beg to say, that we have 


never had any plan at all comparable to the one you bave 
proposed.”? 

Mr. MALLORY. Jask the Senator if the bill 
to which Commander Foote refers is not the bill 
which the Senator from Massachusetts introduced, 
and not the amendment now under considera- 
tion? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir; the bill I introduced. 

Mr. MALLORY. I concur with that. 

Mr. WILSON. Now, sir, if we appropriate 
these $300,000, the Secretary of the Navy can at 
once purchase three or four steamers, send them 
to the African coast, and they will be there to 
capture this fleet of vessels from the city of New 
York now there or on their way there. If these 
steamers are purchased, if they are armed prop- 
erly, if they are sent to these waters under good 
commanders, they will capture many of these 


slavers, and land the victims in Africa, without | 


the great expense to which we have recently been 
subjected. f do not believe in the policy of 
neglecting the coast of Africa, the bays and rivers 
where the slavers ship their victims, and going to 
the coast of Cuba to capture them. J am in favor 
of capturing them wherever we can find them; but 
our truc policy, our cheapest policy, is to cap- 
ture these vessels when they are on the coast of 
Africa. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] asks 


how itis that the slave trade has been revived in | 


the cities of the North. He does not understand 
why this trafic in men should be renewed at this 
time by persons residing in this country. I think, 
sir, it is all very plain. We have had in this 


| country, during the past six years, an immense 
pressure for the extension of slavery into the Ter- | 


ritories, and for the supremacy of slavery in the 
councils of the Government. To extend slavery, 


to secure its controlling influence over the Govern- | 
ment, ancient restrictions have been abrogated, | 
and lawless violence and frauds have been resorted || 
to by unscrupulous men, ready to sacrifice every | 
right that stood in the way of their schemes of : 
‘Phe Senator from Vir- i 


expansion and dominion. 
ginia himself proclaimed on this floor that the 
slavcholding States had the right to the natural 
expansion of slavery on this continent as an ele- 
ment of political power. Does the Senator sup- 
pose that these efforts to expand human slavery 
over this continent, for the avowed purpose of 
strengthening the power of slave-masters over the 
national Government, have no influence over men 
ever ready to do any work of inhumanity or crime 
to fill their coffers with gold? 

Sir, these efforts to extend human slavery in 


America; these attempts to increase the power of | 


slavery in the councils of the nation; these discus- 
sions in these Halls and in the public journals; 
these deeds of fraud and violence, have had their 


demoralizing effects upon the country. When the 
Senator from Virginia finds that men engaged in’ 
this inhuman trafic cannot be convicted; that ju- 
ries fail; that judges pervert the laws; that public 


Journals and public men demand the abrogation 


of treaty: stipulations, and the modification or re- 
peal of all laws branding the slave trade as piracy, 
why should he be surprised that in northern com- 
mercial cities, in the great city of New York, 
there should be found men to invest capital to fit 
out ships to send vessels. to the coast of Africa to 
engage ina trafie which, if successful, fills their 

urses with coveted gold? Why should not men 
be found in that greatcommercial city as ready to 
violate law, the rights. of human nature and the 
feelings of humanity to win gold, as to aid in the 
work of slavery expansion and dominion in Amer- 
ica for the poor boon of official patronage? Surely 
the experienced Senator from Virginia cannot be 
surprised at the readiness of men to do meanand 
wicked deeds forslavery. The Senator has often 
seen how ready menare, even in these Chambers, 
to do whatever slavery requires of them. The 
Senator the other day reported in favor of return- 
ing to my colleague a petition presented by him 
of colored citizens of Massachusetts. In this the 
Senator had the ready support of the Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. Fircn.] When the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia finds the Senator from Indiana 
not only ready to engage in an act like that—an 
act which violates the constitutional rights of men 
and the rights of a Senator of a sovereign State-— 
but willing to make an insulting motion, accom- 
panied by impertinent remarks towards the Sen- 
ator who, in the discharge of public duty, pre- 
sented the petition, why should he not suppose 
that other men can be found willing to do any 
work in the interests of slavery? When the Sen- 
ator from Virginia sees the pliancy and alacrity 
of the Senator from Indiana in this work of sup- 
pressing the petitions of the colored citizens of a 
sovercign Common wealth, why should he not sup- 
pose that men may be found in other northern 
States ready to engage in the slave trade? 

Sir, it cannot be matter of surprise to Senators 
that men in our great commercial cities, especially 
New York, should engage with renewed zeal in 
the slave trade. Men ever ready to clutch at 
every opportunity to fill their purses with gold, 
no matter how it is to be won, could not fail to 
be influenced to embark in the unlawful and inhu- 
man slave trade by the change which has been 
going on in the public mind in regard to this traffic 
m mer. We cannot disguise the fact that a great 


| change of sentiment has been going on in this 


country with regard to the slave trade. Five or 
six years ago, the Charleston Mercury, a paper 
conducted with great ability in the interest of 
slavery, advocated the reopening of the slave 
trade. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The Senator will allow me 
to say that he is mistaken. It was not the Mer- 
cury, but the Charleston Standard. I never heard 
of the Mercury taking that side. 

Mr. WILSON. I beg your pardon. Iam not 
mistaken. The Charleston Mercury of 1854 said: 


“Tue slave trade has been a blessing, both to Africaand 
America. Why may it notstill go on civilizing the savage, 
and developing the resources of a splendid region? Why 
should tie law of nations, under the plea of humanity, affix 
the severest penalties and the blackest stigma to a traffic 
which has accomplished so much in behalf of humanity? 
Why should this Government adhere to a policy which ex- 
cludes from vast aud fertile regions the only labor suited 
tothem? And, lastly, why should the South, and south- 
ern statesmen, so mince the truth, and weaken the cause 
of slavery, by uniting with fanaties and rivals, against that 
which has been the source of her present, and must be, as 
we will now attempt to show, of her future prosperity, if 
not existence? 7? $ 


Sir, this same Charleston Mercury declared 
that— 


Siayery must be spread in area and power. The pre- 
pondcrating power of the free States, ever on the increase, 
must be counterbalanced by the addition of slave States. If 
the North colonizes for abolition, the South must colonize 
forslavery. ‘The means of defense must multiply with the 
means of attack? * x * a * a * 

“The alternative, then, to the South is, whether she will 
continue to depend solely upon the natural increase of her 
slaves for development and colonization, wholly inadequate 
as it is for either, or, despising for onec and forever the 
whinings of fanaticism, she wili brush from her path its 
flimsy obstacles, and demand that the original and true 
source of her labor shall be no longer closed—that Africa 
and America shall be free to reciprocate blessings? If, 
when slavery was deemed an evil, southern men consented 
te the abolition of the slave trade as the precursor of eman- 
cipatien, wilkthey adhere to the same policy when slavery 


1860. 
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is proved to be a 
South.” *  * g : 

“Tf it benefits the African, and benefits the southern 
planter, and benefits the trader.who brings over the slaves, 
who is there to be injured. by it? We are to be content with 
the answer that there is a pack of fools and pharisees in 
England and the northern States, whose feelings are burt by 
the horrors of the slave trade, and that the general assembly 
of French philosophers have decided that man can right- 
fully have no property in man.” 

Such were*the opinions of the Charleston Mer- 
cury six years ago. That journal admitted that 
it was ‘in advance of the age;”’ but it declared 
that, as the interest was an ‘ enduring one,” it 
“could afford to wait.” This paper led the 
southern press in the discussion of the policy of 
the reopening of the slave trade; and it declared 
that— . 

«The position of the Mercury has not, so far as we have 
noticed, been repudiated by a single meeting coming fresh 
from the people ; and the press has generally treated it with 
consideration, if not with assent.’? 

It has changed its position on that question. 
So, I believe, has the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. The Charleston Standard, too, early advo- 
cated the reopening of the African slave trade. 
That journal said: 


biessing—-nay, the very heart-blood of the 
* * * k. * * EN 


“There will be a necessity for the South to demand a | 


modification of its present relations to the General Govern- 
ment, and in doing this we cannot help confessing that it 
Were more manly to say at once that the restrictions upon 
the slave trade shall be removed.” id ba * * 
“Thus situated, the want of slavery is the slave trade. 
Legalize the cutrance to usof the miserable savages from 
the coast of Alrica, as the entrance of the scarcely less 
miserable laborers from Europe to the northern States is 
legalized, and we would ask no other security for inde- 
pendence. They would come in countless numbers.” $ 
x + * “Jt is thus, therefore, that we say the want 
of slavery is the slave trade.”  * * x w 
want more negrocs--a hundred thousand of them in Sonth 
Carolina alone. We cannot get them from other States, 
for we are already better provided than our ucighbors ; and 
our only resource, therelore, sceins to be the coast of Af- 
rica”? bs x h A “ It is first necessary to sce 
that we are right; tolook at this great question of the slave 
trade, and see it, in fact, we require its redstablishiuent 5 
and if so, we will demand its reestablishment within this 
Union, or we will reustablish it ourseives,?? 

These were the opinions carly advocated by 
these two leading journals of Charleston, South 
Carolina. 


`. Mr. HAMMOND. If the Senator will allow 
me, I willsay that think the Mercury has habit- 


ually denounced the reopening of the slave trade. | 


If the extracts he has read were really taken from 
the Mereury, they must have been from some cor- 
respondent of the Mercury, or something that was 
extracted and collated, and put in the Mercury— 
a thing not always done by the editor. Editori- 
ally the Mercury has always been decidedly op- 
posed to the reopening of the slave trade; and I do 
not know of any paper in the State of South Car- 
olina that is in favor of it, or any that ever advo- 
cated it except the Standard, which now exists no 
longer. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I am sure the 
Senator from South Carolina is mistaken in regard 
to the Mercury, for that journal speaks of the 
duties ‘we owe our readers,” and boasts that 
no public meeting in the South had dissented 
from its opinions, and that most of the papers of 
the South had assented to its doctrines. 

Governor Adams, in his message to the Legis- 
lature, in 1857, advocated the reopening of the 
African slave trade. In this message Governor 
Adams said: ` 

& Irrespective, however, of interest, the act of Congress 
decl g the slave trade piracy, is a fraud upon us which 
I think it important to remove.”? 


And the Governor urged the Legislature ‘to, 


withdraw your assent to an act, which is it- 
self a direct condemnation to your institutions.”’ 
In response to this message, an elaborate report 
was made by Mr. Bryan, closing with resolutions 
requesting the delegation from South Carolina in 
Congress to propose the abrogation of the eighth 
article of the treaty of Washington, and all other 
treaty stipulations in relation to the slave trade; 
and to support the repeal of any act prohibiting 
the slave trade, or declaring it piracy. A minority 
report of greatability was made by Mr. Pettigrew, 
of Charicston, and for that dissenting report he 
was—if the Charleston correspondent of the South- 
ern Citizen is correct—kept out of the Legislature. 
This correspondent to the Citizen says: 

“In South Carolina Mr. Spratt has been elected to the 
Legislature by a large majority, and Mr. Pettigrew has failed 
ot his election.” 

Mr. Spratt was a leading advocate in the south- 
ern commercial convention, at Montgomery, Ala- 


“We | 


bama, for the reopening of the slave trade, and 
has written and printed much in support of that 
policy. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The Senator must allow 
me to correct him. Mr. Pettigrew did not run, 
but went to Europe. I donot remember the ex- 
act vote in the Legislature; but those resolutions 
were thrown out by an overwhelming majority. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator may be correct; 
the resolutions were defeated in the Legislature; 
but the correspondent of the Citizen; in this com- 
munication, says: 

‘This cause of ‘the traffic in human flesh’? was made an 
issue for the election to the Legislature.” 

Whether Mr. Pettigrew voluntarily withdrew, 
or was forced by the public sentiment of Charles- 
ton to Withdraw, I cannot say. Be this as it may, 
there is, I regret to say, a large and influential 
class of men in South Carolina in favor of the re- 
opening of the traffic in the bodies of men. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomes] 
smiles. There hasalso been, I tell him, a change 
in the sentiments of the people of the State he 
represents upon this question of the slave trade. 
The Constitution of Georgia, adopted in 1791, for- 
bids the importation of slaves into that State 
“from Africa or any other forcign place.” A bill 
was brought into the Legislature to provide for 
the striking out of this prohibition, and was de- 
feated by a majority of only one—47 to 46. In 
urging its passage, a Mr. Atkinson argued that— 

“ If we [of the South] first purge oer constitutions aud 
laws of these Abolition heresies, we can then consistently. 
ask the North to believe with us; but while we acknowl- 
edge the evil of siavery by probibiting it from our shores, 
can we expect them to call it anything but sin 2 * A 
= * «he fire of fanaticism is coming down upon 
us; to resist it successfully, we must put ou the panoply of 
law, and arm ourselves at every point. "Lhis we cannot 
do while we acknowledge that the means by which we 
acquired it ought to be prohibited? k 

Daniel Lee, editor of the Southern Cultivator, 
and professor of agricultural chemistry in the 
University of Georgia, writing to the Georgia 


Constitutionalist, refers to ‘the fact thatthe South | 


has now nearly seven hundred thousand square 
miles of unimproved land, and mines of vast ex- 


tent and inestimable value, which require human | 


labor alone to render both exceedingly product- 
tive; affirms that, ‘ fully to meet the mineral re- 
quirements of the South will demand the labor 
of a million men in the next twenty years;” 
and, in view of these facts, thinks it ‘* providen- 
tial that there is so much unemployed power in 
human muscles in western Africa,” which ‘may 
be had at from ten to fifteen dollars as it exists 


| in each person.” He wishes the South ‘to take 


a million men and women now worthless in 
Africa, and make their labor so productive as to 
cause the now unproductive southern mines to pay 
a good interest on $1,000,000,000, and the muscles 
of these savages to pay a fair interest on $1,000 
or $500 each.” He estimates that their work, 


in one year, ‘will refund the money paid for ; 


them and the cost of bringing them”’ over, and 
that “they will then be worth, at $500 a head, 
$500,000,000 to the South, as an enduring, ever- 
living, and reproducing industrial power.” Morc- 
over, ‘under the three-fifths representation in 
Congress, they will give the South six new Rep- 
resentatives,” and will create such a demand for 
farmers, mechanics, professional men, &c., by 
their labor as miners, as to bring in a million 


immigrants from Europe to the South, with a} 
gain of ‘ten more Representatives in Congress.” 


He argues that to extend its improvements al- 
ready begun, “to consolidate its strength and 
harmonize all interests, the South must draw 
equally on Europe and Africa for living men and 
wonien;’’? that to admit “all immigrants from 
Europe”? and none ‘ from the parent land of the 
negro, is to discriminate against the labor of the 
latter without any good reason;’’ and that the 
moral right “ to bring negroes from the valley of 
the Niger’’to till the-land, is the sameas to bring 
“ Germans from their fatherland” todoit. Bring- 
ing Africans to this country as slaves, he calls by 
the pleasant name of * aiding these people to vin- 
dicate their manhood;”’ and says ‘ the fullness 
of time has arrived when it is practicable to im- 

rove at once men of the type of Washington, 
Hamilton, Jefferson, Clinton, Marshall, and Liv- 
ingston, and the most degraded savages, with 
great advantage to the world at large. I trace 
the growing demand for negro muscles, bones, 
and brains, to the good providence of God.” 


The Savannah Republican published an indie- 


nant protest of the grand jury which indicted 


parties suspected of being engaged in the slave 
trade in the Wanderer. The jurymen, being 
under oath to find a bill according to law, state 
that they did so against their wiit. The protest 
concludes thus: RG: Ve 
« Heretofore, the people of the South, firm in their con- 
sciousness of right and. strength, have failed: to place the 
stamp of eondenination. upon such laws:as reflect upon the 
institution of slavery, bnt have permitted, unrebuked, the 
influence of foreign opinion to prevail in their supports i 
“ Longer tò yield to'a sickly sentiment of pretended phi- 
lanthropy, and diseased mental observation of “higher law? 
fanatics, the tendency of which is to debase us in‘the esti- 
mation- of civilized nations, is weak and unwise. They 
then unhesitatingly advoeate the repeal of ‘all laws which 
directly or indirectly condemn the institution, and think it 
the duty of the southern people to require their legislators 
to unite their efforts for the accomplishment of this ob- 
ject. i 


Mr. WIGFALL. Will the Senator give way 
for asingle moment? If the Senator really wants 
his proposition to pass, it seems to me that he 
can make an argument in favor of it; but -he-is 
making an argument to show that the whole South 
wants the slave trade reopened, in order to get us 
to vote for his proposition. . Is not thisan extraor- 
dinary mode of reasoning? If you want the slave 
trade suppressed, make an argument to show that 
it ought to be done, and that this is the efficient 
means of doing it; but do not get up here and read 
newspaper extracts to show what we know is not 
so, and to prove that we want what we know we 
do not want. If it is for agitation and irritation, 
goon. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam much obliged to the Sen« 
ator from Texas for his gratuitous advice. «Mr, 
Stephens, of Georgia, in a speech delivered July 
2, 1859, to the people of that State, declared that 
we could not extend slavery into the Territories 
“unless we have an increase of African stocks”? 
‘it requires people of the African race to make 
slave States; and that without an increase of 
African slaves from abroad, you may not expect 
or look fur many more slave States.” And the 
Senator from Texas, quoting from this speech, 
triumphantly asked: f 

« Could any argument be more cunningly devised to at- 
tract the southern mind to this question, and make it an 
issue, than the speech of Mr. Stephens, delivered in Geor- 
gia last summer ? 

De Bow’s Review has published many able ar- 
ticles in favor of the reopening of the slave trade. 


| This periodical, which has great influence in the 


South, says, in August, 1858, that— . 

In the entire South,-and especially Southwest, a very 
large party, in some ‘States it would be safe to say almost 
a controlling portion of the population, look to a limited 
revival of the African slave trade as indispensable to the 
South, in a political point of view, if she is to maintain her 
present position.” 

Inthe November (1858) number of this review, 
Mr. Deloney, a member of the Senate of Louisi- 
ana, in an elaborate article addressed to the people 
of that State, on the ‘demands of the South for 
more negro labor,” maintains these propositions: 

“First. T'o supply the increasing demands of cotton and 
sugar States, the more fully to develop their agricultural 
resources, in order to keep pace with the rapidly-inereas- 
ing consumption of their staple products. 

* Second. To diffuse it more generally among the people, 
and thereby to consolidate and strengthen.the basis ofsla- 
very where it already exists. 

“Third. Fo expand the arca of slavery, by eupplying 
additional territory with that species of labor which alone 
is adapted to its culune and development; and thereby to 
enlarge the circle of the slave States, and establish the 
equality of the South within the Union,” 


These propositions are elaborately developed, 
and they embrace the issues now before the peo- 
ple of the slave consuming States. The Senator 
from Texas knows that these positions are sup- 
ported by presses and politicians in the South- 
west—in his own State; and that thousands of the 
people of that section of ‘the Union entertain the 
views embodied in these’ propositions. I might 
quote from southern presses, periodicals, pamph- 
lets, and addresses, to show that & party in the 
South, especially in the cotton States of the Galt, 
are in favor of reopening the African slave trade, 
and ofabrogating all treaties and repealing all laws 
which brand that trade as a crime against human- 
ity. Even in these Chambers thé@laws pronounce- 
ing the slave trade piracy are denounced, and 


| our treaty obligations are sought to be abrogated. 


In the House of Representatives, at the last ses- 
sion, Representatives from the South gave utter- 
ance to the growing sentiment of that section in 


3102 T 


language not.to be: misunderstood. 
Henry, Clay declared: a. ; 
. Lam opposed to‘all these laws on our statute-book in 
relation to the slave trade,” 

“Mr. Dowdell, of Alabama, said: 

-4 J will take this occasion to say, without discussing the 
expediency of reopening the slave trade, a matter which 
property belongs to the sovereign States whose industrial pol- 
tey Ts to'be affected by it, that the laws: are highly offensive 
in'defining that to be piracy upon the high seas which is not 
robbery,and in attaching the death penalty to an act which, 
in itself, is not necessarily immoral.” 


Mr. Crawrorn, of Georgia, said: 

». In 1819, the. whole South was unanimously against the 
slave teade. Now, it is becoming divided, and unless the 
war upon slavery is stopped, fifteen years will witness the 
trade open.for the South, and our then Mexican possessions 
reaching to Guatemala certainly, and probably further 
South. 

s¢'This question of opening the slave trade is.one of the 
highest importance, and one which threatens to make and 
unimake parties in the country. It is a question which 
grows stronger and stronger every day, and 1 believe the re- 
sult of it will be the building up and tearing down of party 
piattorms.”? : 

‘Mr. Seward, of Georgia, said: 

<¢Tfook upon the law for the suppression of the slave 
trade as mischi¢vous and wrong, and a violation of the 
Constitution,” * * * ko k * * * 

TeL want to have that law repealed. I want to leave this 
matter to'be settled by the States as a domestic question.” 

Mr; Mines, of South Carolina, said: 

[am not prepared to advocate tlie reopening of the slave 
trade, but [ ám prepared to advocate, with all my mind and 
strength, the sweeping away from our statute-book of laws 
which stamp the people of my section as pirates, and puta 
stigma upon their institutions.” 

Mr. Kerrt, Mr. Barxspare, and other Repre- 
sentatives, heartily indorsed and applauded these 
utterances of the Representatives of ultra southern 
sentiments and feelings. Sentiments have been 
uttered in this Chamber by honorable Senators, 
tending not only to weaken existing laws, but to 
weaken the confidence of the friends of those laws 
in their. enforcement, and to encourage lawless 
men, greedy for gold, to set those laws at defi- 
ance and engage in the polluted and loathsome 
commerce in human flesh. 

But nothing has tended so much to excite the 
flesh-jobbers of our northern cities as the utter 
failure of juries to convict the pirates of the sla- 
vers, the Echo and the Wanderer, and the recent 
extraordinary and alarming decision of Judge 
Magrath, in which the law of 1820 is made a 
nullity. This decision of the district judge in 
South Carolina is in the face of the elaborate de- 
cision of Judge Story in 1835, and of the instruc- 
tions of Mr. Justice Wayne to the grand jury of 
Georgia last autumn. In this charge to the grand 
jury, Judge Wayne declares, of the act of 1820: 

“It denounces any citizen of the United States as a pl- 
yate, and that he shall suffer death, who shall become one 
of the erew orship’s campany of any foreign ship; and that 
any person whatever becomes a pirate, and shall suffer death, 
who shall become one of the crew orship’s company oF any 
Vessel, owned in the whole or in part, or which shall be nav- 
igated for or in behalf of any citizen of the United States, 
or who shall aud from such vessel on any foreign shore, 
antl shal! seize any negro or mulatto not held to service or 
labor by the laws of either of the States or Territories of 
the United States, with intent to make such negro or mu- 
fatto a slave, or who shall decoy or forcibly bring or carry, 
or who shall receive on board of such ship, any negro or 
ninlatto with intent to make them slaves. The fi 
of the act declares that, i? either of the same classes of per- 
sons inthe same classes of s shall foretbly contine or 
detain, or abet or aid to do so, any negro or mulatto on either 
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rsection | 


of such ships, not held to service or labor by the Jaws of any j 


of the States or Territories of the United states, with in- 
tent to nii such persons slaves, of who shall on the high 
seus, or Anywhere’ on tide water, transfer over toany other 
ships or vessels such persons, intending to make theni slaves, 
or shalt tand or deliver such persons with the same intent, 
or having already sold then, that such pe shall be ad- 
judged pirates, and on conviction shall suffer death.” 

Yet, in face of the decision of Story, and of 
this opinion of Judge Wayne, this Judge Ma- 
grath has effectually, ag far as he can do so, nul- 
hfied the law of 1820; and, under his rulings, 
Captain Corrie, the pirate of the Wanderer, goes 
unwhipped of justice. Cannot the Senator from 
Virginia, in view of all these declarations and acts, 
understand how itis that men in northern cities 
are emboldened to engage with renewed zeal in 
the slave traffic, which lures them on by the hopes 
of immense gains? 

In view of.all these expressions of opinion; in 
view of the fact shat the commander of the Echo 


has been tried and acquitted; that the men on | 


board of the Echo have been tried and acquitted; 
in view of the fact that Captain Corrie has been 
tried and acquitted; that Captain Farnam, who 
was also engaged on-board of the Wanderer, has 


been tried; and it is reported that eleven. jurors 
were for his acquittal and one alone. for his con- 
viction; in view of the decision made by Judge 
Magrath—in view of all these facts, I think itis 
in an especial manner our duty to press forward 
with earnestness and with vigor for the suppres- 
sion of this traffic and for the correction of a viti- 
ated public opinion which has grown up within 
a few years in the slave-consuming States of the 
South—a public opinion which needs to be rea- 
soned with and repressed, if necessary, by the 
general judgment of the nation and the sentiment 
of Christendom. We should meet the responsi- 
bilities of our position, and perform unflinchingly 
the pressing duties devolving upon the American 
people and Government—duties growing,out of 
this slave-trade question, now assuming such 
magnitude and importance. If additional force 
is required on the African coast, or on the coast of 
Cuba, we should provide that force; if additional 
legislation is demanded, we should promptly en- 
act it; if more vigor is required in the execution 
of existing laws, we should infuse that vigor into 
the executive and judicial departments of the Gov- 
ernment; and if a wrong public sentiment has 
sprung up, setting at defiance law, morality, and 
humanity, we should meet that sentiment and 
reason it down or repress it by the awakened 
public sentiment of the American people. 

Now, sir, I trust that the Senate will adopt the 
proposed amendment—appropriate $300,000 of 
this money for the purchase or construction of 
small steamers, which will be of more service in 
suppressing the slave trade on the African coast 
than all the force now sent there. 
slavers recently captured in the Cuban waters 
were captured, I understand, by the vessels pur- 
chased by the Secretary of the Navy for the ex- 
pedition to Paraguay. { know I am sustained by 
the naval commanders who have served on the 
coast of Africa, by letters of gentlemen acquainted 
with the subject, and who take a deep interest in 
the efforts making to suppress the slave traffic, 
that two or three small steamers, drawing little 
water, fitted to run up the bays, creeks, and rivers 
of the African shores, can be far more eflicient 
than the force of slow sailing vessels we now keep 
there, in compliance with the stipulations of the 
Webster-Ashburton treaty. If the Senator from 
Florida will consent to this amendment, diverting 


$300,000 of the amount proposed for the repairs | 


of vessels, I will move to add $300,000 to the sum 
he deems necessary to keep in repair during the 
coming year the ships now in commission, 
Mr.MALLORY. Mr. President, I regret that 
a general discussion on the slave trade should 
grow up on this appropriation bill, because I 
know there are several gentlemen of this body 
who have given to the subject mature attention, 
who cannot now present their views fully; and 1 
have no doubt myself that, when it shall come up 
legitimately for discussion, we shall show that 
Great Britain herself, under an appearance of 
philanthropy, is the great nourisher of the slave 
trade; and that we shall show it, not by extracts 


from obscure newspapers, but from her own par- j 


liamentary reports; out of the mouths of her own 
commanding officers, civil and military, on the 
coast where the slaves are taken from—by the 
official reports of the British Government. ‘The 
system they have adopted since the Ashburton 
treaty, to put down the slave trade on the coast 
of Africa, has been denounced nowhere, nor so 
thoroughly exposed, as by the very men engaged 
init. It has been pronounced by British com- 
manders as a system to encourage the slave trade; 


and we know the fact that the British Govern- | 


ment, who. have depots of coal on the coast of 
Africa—nay, they have depots wherever they can 
rear a gun or plant a standard throughout the 
habitable globe—are there with small steamers on 
fifteen hundred miles of coast. They give their 
naval officerslow pay—but abounty of twenty-five 
dollars per head for every negro captured. Thus 
they hold outan inducement to their naval officers 
to see the negroes on board the slave ships before 
capturing them, Then they have established 
Bathurst, Loando, St. Helena, Port Royal, and 
Demerara, in both continents, for the reception of 
these very slaves, where they make them appren- 
tices. By the British treaty of 1842, with Aus- 
tria, Prussia, Russia, and France, the five Powers, 
it was agreed that these very slaves caught on 
board vessels should be carried—where? Caught 
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upon the very coast of Africa, within sight of her 
shores; but do they return them to Africa? By 
no means. They carry them to these ports; and 
the French carry theirs to Martinique or Cayenne 
on this side, or to Goree on the coast of Africa. 
The whole system is a fraud under the guise of 
philanthropy; and, as the Senator from Vermont 
says, it is time it should be investigated. I am 
surprised that any gentleman should rise in this 
body and make a statement, as destitute of cor- 
rectness in fact as it is of patriotism, that we are 
not faithful to our obligations under the Ashbur- 
ton treaty. We have kept eighty guns on the 
African coast ever since we made that treaty; we 
have pine vessels on the coast of Africa now; and 
we have thirteen vessels in the Gulf devoted to 
this business; and four of these vessels in the Gulf 
are small steamers especially enveloping the coast 
of Cuba, while Britain has scarcely one there. 

I will not extend this subject; I am not pre- 
pared now to go into it; but I pledge myself to 
satisfy the Senate, at any time, that the sooner 
we escape from this system into which we have 
entered the better it will be for us; and that, of all 
systems in the world, itis the very worst to put 
down the slave trade as it exists. We give our 
officers twenty-five dollars a head for every slave 
caught; and what is the result? We have landed 
about fifteen hundred in Florida. The prize 
money upon these fifteen hundred slavesis $37,500 
paid directly out of your Treasury. Do you re- 
turn these negroes to Africa? You have buried 
one hundred and fifty of them already, and they 
are dying five and six a day now. If you get 
one half of them back, you will be doing very 
well; but your officers get the money, and the cx- 
penses which you will still have to pay for secu- 
rity for these negroes will be a bill that you have 
no idea of. A very large guard has been cm- 
ployed, because the marshal has been advised 
from the island of Cuba, by the American con- 
sul, that a plan was there on foot to come over 
and carry these slaves away violently. 

The ramifications of this subject are multitu- 
dinous; and when the proper time comes, I think 
the Senate will be satisfied that the sooner we can 
escape from it the better. The honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts talks about the slave trade as 
if the southern States were anxious to open it. 
Sir, while I say that our law declaring the slave 
trade piracy, and our stringent laws against it, 
have been the greatest curse to the African race 
to be found in any laws concerning them on this 
continent, still I am not in favor of opening the 
trade. If you were to confine the laws to the 
trade between the United States and Africa, it 
would be nothing; but what right have we to in- 
terfere with trade between Cuba and the coast of 
Africa? Your laws create the necessity of crowd- 
ing these poor creatures, like herrings in a box, 
into the ships, and the owners incur enormous 
risks to reap the profits. If you want to stop the 
slave trade, go to the coastof Cubaand put down 
the slave trade with the island. The British Gov- 
ernment holds the Government. of Spain in the 
hollow of its hand; it has but to issue its edict 
firmly to have the slave trade stopped in Cubain 
a day. Week after week you see the British con- 
sulin Havana carrying up a protest to the Cap- 
tain General thata slaver has been landed ata 
certain point, The response is stereotyped, ‘it 
will be inquired into.” It is inquired into; and, 
like all railroad accidents, ‘ nobody is to blame.” 
The slaves are imported. The Captain General 
notoriously receives seventeen dollars a head; and 
Great Britain, who must have apprentices for the 
colonies, winks at the operation, and kecps it up 
for her own benefit under the guise of philan- 
thropy. She gave way to the emancipation spirit 
in England, and suppressed slavery throughout 
her colonies; but she cannot do away with the 
necessity of labor, and that labor she can only 
obtain from the coast of Africa under the shape 
of apprentices. 

Now, sir, of all the southern Representatives 
on this floor, | do not think you will finda single 
member in favor of reopening this trade. [have 
yet to find any prominent man of the country 
who is in favor of openingit. But, sir, Lam op- 
posed to the measure of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts upon another ground. He speaks of 
buying these vessels for $100,000 apiece; and I 
suppose that is to include their battery and the 
condition of the vessel when ready for service. 
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One hundred thousand dollars spent in a steamer 
with any battery, with any means of. accommo- 
dating her crew and carrying her coal and pro- 
visions, would make a very small affair indeed. 


If she reached the coast of Africa with her fuel, į 


she would do very well, We have no coal depot 
anywhere upon the face of the earth but upon our 
cwn shores. These vessels, to be of any service, 
would have to be steam vessels exclusively, be- 
cause smaller steamers with sail power have 
scarcely any speed. 

We can have these vessels upon the coast of 
Cuba with propriety, because they always have 
a.coal depot under their lec, and they are very effi- 
cient; and I do not care how much you multiply 
them on that coast, because they can be kept 
moving; but no man will undertake to say that 
if you send a steamer which is not at the same 
time a sailing vessel to the coast of Africa you 
can make her effigient. She is not to lie off par- 
ticular points. There are fifteen hundred miles 
of coast which she has to watch. These steamers 
cannot be purchased from the merchant service 
for anything like this sum. of money; and if they 
are made at all, they ought to be built by the 
Government with express reference to this par- 
ticular trade. To show my own sincerity in that 
matter, I have introduced a bill to build seven of 
these vessels. We have seven of them now, and 
the name of one of those has been mentioned to- 
day, the Mystic, which has been doing efficient 
service on the coast of Africa. Others will be 
employed there. These vessels are taking the 

lace of the larger frigates and larger sloops, which 

ave beon expensive; and the steam vessels now 
constitute our Navy. Wehave six large frigates, 


five large sloops, and seven gun-boats; and they |; 
really, at this day, constitute the only Navy we ji 


have; for the day has come when sailing vessels, 
as useful vesscls against a navy, have become 
obsolete. The edict has gone forth; the battles on 


the ocean hereafter are to be fought, the protection | 


of your flag and your scamen throughout the 


globe, if afforded at all, is to be afforded by ves- | 


sels under steam. 
The Senator offers to add this sum of money, 
$300,000, to the appropriation bill to purchase 


these steamers. If the Senator will say ‘to pur- | 


chase or to build, as the Secretary of the Navy 
may judge upon full inquiry,” I shall have no 
objection to it whatever, 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill agree to that. 

Mr. MALLORY, I will say to the Senator 
that a Secretary of the Navy who could not con- 
struct these vessels and put them to sea in ninety 
days is unfit for his place. l will say, further, 
that Great Britain built sixty of her largest gun- 
boats in ninety days. Ninety days from the time 
the order was given the keels were in motion. 

Mr. COLLAMER, 
debate of Saturday, and do not know whatit was 
that the Senator from Massachusetts alludes to 
as having then occurred I have no desire to be 
understood as entering into the question whether 


anybody proposes to open the African slave trade | 


again or not; and I desire now merely to state that 
what I have said and all the views I entertain 
are that the measures for the suppression of the 
slave trade on the coast of Africa should be effec- 
tual. I desire them to be made effectual. I shali 
vote for the gentleman’s proposition for more ves- 


as valuable, not merely for this purpose, but for 
most of the service which we want; more valuable 
to us, no doubt, than the largest frigates we have. 
Tam willing to vole for them, and Í am willing 
to have them appropriated, as the Mystic is, to 
that service. 
opening a battery particularly on Great Britain, 


nor have I any desire to shrink from it. My pur- | 
pose was to. state that lam convinced that the } 
slave trade will never be suppressed on the coast | 


of Africa but by so arranging our policy and so 


directing our measures as to prevent the shipping |; 
of the men, the taking of the slaves on board; and $; 
that that policy can never be perfected and car- | 
ried out so long as we increase the premiums that | 


we give to our officers to lct the slaves get on 
board go that they can catch them. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has entirely mistaken the argument that 
I made on Saturday. I object to the proposition 
for these steamers, because, connected with the bill 
that passed a few daysago, I think the effect will 


I was not present at the | 


I do not wish to be understood as | 


be to encourage the slave trade. I am for sup- 
pressing the trade, but this measure will be an 
encouragement to it. Within the last few months 
a great many vessels have been fitted out, as the 
Senator says,and a large number of negroes have 
been captured. There seems to have been a great 
impulse given to the African trade. Why is 
this? I can account for itin no other way than 
by reference to the fact that there was a bonus 
of $45,000 paid to the Colonization Socicty for 
the Africans captured last year. If you intend to 
pay them one hundred or one hundred and fifiy 
dollars a head for every captured African, you 
may depend upon it there will be any quantity 
captured on the coast of Africa by these vessels, 
if put there. The trade would be encouraged for 
the purpose of capturing, that ¢100 might go into 
the pockets of certain societies that would reecive 
the Africans there and apprentice them out, and 
be at no expense about them. It would cost this 
Government from one to two million dollars in 
no long time, and inerease the slave trade incal- 
culably. That is my objection. 

Now, to show that the attempts of England and 
America at suppressing the slave trade are a per- 
fect sham, | should like to know whether among 


setts is so fond of producing to the Senate, he can 
discover a single instance in which anybody has 


trade, whether in America or in Europe, North 
or South. The laws are evaded by universal con- 
nivance. Itis a sham system from beginning to 
end. The English officers make fortunes by the 


now the object is, with this provision, and the 
bili we passed the other day, to make fortunes 
for our officers, and to support socicties and the 
Liberian Government. 
tended or not, is the inevitable result. 

Mr. WILSON. 
if anybody has ever been punished for engaging 
fin the slave.trade. Certainly, there have been 
| convictions even in our own country. In my 
own State persons were convicted before Judge 


|; Story and sentenced. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Were they punished ? 


erally difficult to do it. 

Now, sir, a word as to the allegation which is 
made that the efforts of England, France, and 
the United States, for the suppression of the slave 
trade, have come to nothing. Why, sir, two 
centuries ago the coast. of Africa, for thousands 
of miles, was open to the slave trade, 


miles. 
returned from that coast saying that, of the whole 
coast, 
watched and guarded. 


has been effected, and France has on that coast 


Foote says that if the United States were to put 


would not only be protected, but we should never 


hear of the use of our flag in the slave trade. I! 
|| Senator from Virginia seems to regard it. If the 
| United States were in the position of England to- 


i 
Í tell you, sir, the evidence is overwhelming and 
| complete, that what we wanton the African coast 


| honestly and sinecrely carried out, will suppres 
the slave trade in a few months. 


England is accused, I do not know how justly, | 
of acting a false part in this matter. But, sir, i 


we have done something. 


| Affairs that I am willing to modify the amend- 
ment, so that it shall provide that the Sceretary 
of the Navy may purchase these steamers or con- 
struct them. 
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i steamers under several months. If it can be done i| 

l in three or four months, it may do some good; | 

| but what we want at this time, when fleets of || 

| slavers are sailing for the African coast from our ; 

| own country, is to put efficient vessels on the |; 
i| a state of barbarity and ignorance as is now done. 


African coast and arrest that policy. 
Mr. MALLORY. The amendment of the Sen- 
| ator from Massachusetts is to take $300,000 of the 


| some committec. 


the statistics which the Senator from Massachu- | 


been seriously punished for engaging in the slave | 
his amendment and allow the appropriation bill 
| topass. ‘The discussion has gone on so long that 
i { think itis time to end it. 


prize money they get in capturing Africans, and | 


That, whether it is in- | 


The Senator wishes to know | 


Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir; but Ladmitit is gen- 


Tt has j 
been closed up now within about five hundred | 
{have a letter from an officer recently |: 
| rying out this treaty, and they desire to suppress 


only five hundred miles need now be {| 
Under the influence ofii 
this policy of suppressing the slave trade so much | 


quite a number of steamers and ships for the pro- | 
tection of her commerce and flag; and Commander | 
|| why we should be vigilant in ours. That is the 
there a number of steamers cqual to what France H 
keeps according to her commerce, our commerce i| of the civilized world, to say that 1 do not think 
| the conduct of Great Britain in apprenticing these 


sels of this draught of water because I view them i| isa few small steamers, and we want somechanges || 
i of existing laws to add to the efficiency of our | 


! squadron that we keep there. This system, if || 


We have captured || } 
| send them back. That, I think, would be'a work 


fourteen or fifteen vessels on the coast of Africa. | 
i L say to the chairman of the Committee on Naval | 


Tam told that we cannot construct | 


appropriation for the equipment and repairs of 
vessels to buy these steamers. . 1 explained the 


| other day that the House had deducted from the 


estimate for equipment and repais of the Navy 
$1,000,000, the estimate being $2,523,000 for equi 
ment and: repairs, and that based upon a very, 
accurate and very close examination of thé ser: 
vice. Thé House has deducted from it $1,000,006 
—a very large deduction—which will prevent the 
Secretary of the Navy from carrying’ out those 
repairs which he deems essential: [explained 
that if we took $300,000 from that small balance, 
these very steamers which are upon the coast of 
Cuba and require repair, will not be repaired, 
but will have to be withdrawn. . I think that fifty 
or sixty thousand dollars has been spent upon one 


| of them already, and I know that some of them 


need repair. The Senator offers to modify his 
amendment by adding to the appropriation ‘these 
$300,000. I apprehend that, on a point of order 
which I shall deem myself bound, to raise, that 
amendment cannot be offered, proposing an it- 
crease of the appropriation, unless it comes from 
1 will say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I think he had better leave the 


| $1,528,000 just as it is, and take up the bill which 


we have reported—and I am in favor of taking it 


li up at any moment he pleascs—to test the sense of 


the Senate on the proposition to construct seven 
steamers for this purpose. Let him withdraw 


it. T shall vote against 
his proposition to take $300,000 for this purpose, 
because it would take it out of ihe estimate, and 
the Senator has no right to propose to increase 
the amount. : . 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest that any Senator 
has a right to move to add to or cut down the sum 
of $1,500,000 as proposed in the bill. It would 
not be in order to move to appropriate $300,000 
for this purpose as an original proposition, and 
therefore J have proposed to use money already 
appropriated by this bill. I propose, if it is in 
order, to strike out “five,” and insert “eight,” so 


| as to make the appropriation in the bill $1,825,000, 


of which $300,000 may be taken for this purpose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It seems to me that if men 
are anxious to suppress this trade, and concur 
with the Senator from Massachusetts that this 
description of vessel is most efficient, it requires 
no argument to show that we ought to doit now, 
if there is such a vast increase of this traffic as 
has been stated. I merely rose, though, to ask 
the Senator from Virginia, the Senator from 
South Carolina, and the Senator from Florida, if 
they believed the British were faithless in car- 


this traffic, whether, instead of being an excuse 
or justification for our acting in an ineficient màn- 
ner, it is not rather an argument why we should. 


| be more efficient on account of their neglect? If 


we desire to suppress the trade and they are neg- 
ligent in their duty, there is the greater reason 


way it strikes me. Now, I wish, in justificatiod 
blacks is such an evidence of her perfidy as the 


day; if the United States had colonies suited to 
African labor, where labor was not performed by 
slaves, and there was no danger that, at the end 
of a certain term of apprenticeship, these men 


i: would be retained in slavery, I would be for itin 


preference to giving $100,080 to carry them back 
to Africa right away. f would prefer to keep 
them in this country until we should give thema 
degree of civilization and superintend them, and 


of humanity; and the only reason I should oppose 
it here is, that I would. be afraid three fourths of 


i! them would be kidnapped—would not be fairly 
|| dealt by; butifthere was asuitable colony to which 


to take these barbariansand apprentice them and 
teach them the arts of civilization to a certain de- 


| cree, so that they might know how to cultivate the 


D è - 
earth when they got home, and give them a little 


ʻi amount of learning, I should think it would bea 


work of humanity, instead of returning them in 


The only-amelioration of that is, that we put them 


| inthe colony of Liberia for a year, in which time 
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they. may learn something. So far as the course 
that England takes in reference to apprenticing 
thesé Africans is concerned, have no doubt that 
it was with Some such motive as this that they 
adopted it.. lam no great admirer of England in 
her general policy in reference to trade, I am sure, 
but Í can see a motive for pursuing this course in 
order to give these poor people some degree of 
civilization and improvement, that they may be 
bettér off when they get back to their own coun- 
try; and if they carry them back in good faith, I 
think it s humane instead of a reprehensible 
course. That is my opinion about it. I shall 
vote for this increase of the nuinber of steamers. 
Ythink they are doing great service. _ i 

Something has been said about the inefficiency 
of our laws for the punishment of slave traders. 
Now, I believe the Secretary of the Navy ought 
to give a standing instruction to our officers, when 
a slaver is captured, to bring it into a portion of 
the country where they are not in favor of carry- 
ing on this traffic; where they will punish the men 
engaged in it, and not where the juries will not 
agree to convict. There are such complaints, but 
I know nothing about them. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island where that is? 

Mr. SIMMONS. [see by the papers that cer- 
tain juries have failed to agree. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ido not recollect that under 
the act of 1819 any man lost his life; and we have 
cuughta good many, and tried them in Boston, 
New York, and other places. Ido not thinka 
man ever Jost his life under it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Never. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is a proposition, I 
think, to alter the penalty, and make it imprison- 
ment for life instead of capital punishment. T 
should go for that. 1 do not condemn people for 
not wanting to stretch men up and hang them by 
the neck. Very probably F should have a litte 
dread of that rat was ona jury, and would take 
all possible means to sce if a doubt could not be 
found. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let me say to the honor- 
able Senator from Rhode Island, who expresses 
a wish that captured Africans may hereafter be 
sent to that portion of the country which is ad- 
verse to—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
the trade, : 

Mr MALLORY. [trust the next cargo will 
go to Providence; and F shall certainly use what 
little influence I may have to get it sent there. 

Mr. SIMMONS. f should think you had 
vather more than you wanted in Florida. What 
I mean is, that I would have them sent to a com- 


I mean the men engaged in 


fortable place, and have them returned to Africa. | 
I believe the law now is, that we shall pay $100 | 


apiece for them wherever they come. [do not 
know that there is any law that would prevent 
the men engaged in the traffic, when they are 
caught, being sentin a different direction. 1 do 
not know of any necessity for carrying the ofii- 
cers and crews into the ports where there is a litde 
disinclination to conviet, These are the people 


who [ suggested should be sent in some other | 


direction, if you cannot find a jury to indict them 
in the States where they have been tried. 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘There has been but one 
attempt at trial in the State of Floride, and that 
was a Rhode Island man from Providence—a very 
honorable gentleman of that town—and he wi 
cleared simply by an error of the district attor- 
ney; otherwise he would have been convicted. 
The evidence was abundant. 


Mr. SIMMONS. If you catch any of our folks | 


out there in that busine 
them. 


ss | hope you will punish 


rD 


made here, that we have been appropriating | 


$100,009 or $200,000 for what have been captured 
within a few months, shows the necessity of pre- 
venting this immense traffic. 1 cannot see why, 
if the South really want to get rid of this trade, 
and wantto punish those engaged in it, it may 
not be done. 
Africa, 1 think itis a great deal cheaper to have 
directions given, when they are taken on the coast 
of Africa, to carry them to Liberia, if you want 
them put there for purposes of civilization, and 
not bring them here and then pay $160 a head 
for carrying them back, 1 think it wouid be more 
effectual to take themi there atonee, In my opin- 
ion, if these steamers were there the hazard of 


Certainly the suggestion that has been : 


If you are going to return them to | 


i 
i 


capture would be increased fourfold, and the risk 
would be too great. I-believe, under the present 
laws, the owners of slave vessels, when they are 
condemned, lose their ships as well as their car- 
goes; but the punishment of the men, 1 believe, 
has not been very effectual, so far as recent cases 
are concerned. J have not heard of any of them 
being condemned. Itseemsto me thatthis isa very 
advantageous measure, to put vessels on the coast 
of Africa. As to having coal depots, we can get 
coal from-the coal regions there as cheap as the 
English or the French do. There is no difficulty 
in that. 

Mr. MALLORY. What would the Senator do 
with slaves captured on the coast of Africa? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Can you notcarry them into 
the colony where you send them when they are 
captured here? 

Mr. MALLORY. The honorable Senator 
knows very well that the colony to which we send 
them now, under the Colonization Society’s aus- 
pices, excludes them, and will not allow them to 
land without bond and security being given for 
maintaining them one year, Thatis the treatment 
towards them of their own color. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to know if we cannot 
have thesame arrangement to deposit these slaves, 
when they are captured on the coast of Africa, in 
Liberia under the Colonization Society, that we 
make after they get to Florida and we then send 
them back. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then the Senator is in favor 
of giving $100 a head. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ihave not said how much a 
head. I know it costs less money to carry them 
at once to Liberia than to bring them from Africa 
to the United States and take them back again, 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘That is the same arrange- 
ment. The Senator said he was in favor of making 
the same arrangement, and that is $100 a head to 
the Colonization Society for carrying them to 
Africa. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is very sharp 
in seeing objections to every suggestion | make; 
and he is so earnest about it, that he catches at 
them before Imake them. I have not suggested 
any sum to be paid; but I say an arrangement can 
be made with the Colonization Society. 1f they 
can make an arrangement with the colony of Li- 
beria for sending them from here, they certainly 
could make an arrangement to save their passage 
here and back again, and carry them there as soon 
as they were captured. What they have to pay 
there, } suppose, is their support during a year, 
and that would cost much Jess than the expense 
of their pr 
I think, is very obvious. ‘This provision, Í am 
told however, is, that it shall not exceed $100 a 


yp 


head; and they will do it, undoubtedly, as cheap | 


as they can. [have never before heard the hu- 
munity or fidelity of this society at allimpeached, 
1 do not believe they have any idea of making 
money by the transaction. . 

Mr. WIGFALL. Ifthis proposition had come 


up fairly at a proper time, and presented itself in 


| a proper aspect, I should have been disposed to 


give ita proper consideration; but, sir, | am sat- 


i isfied that the Senator from Massachusetts, who 


ntroduced this amendment, had no idea that it 
would pass; had no desire that itshould pass. He 

ems to occapy himsclf with a pair of scissors, 
during the recess, from one session of Congress 
to another, in clipping out of newspapers articles 


that are editorialsand that are not editorials; and | 


he cannot tell, when he is catechised as to a par- 
ticularextract, whether it isan editorial or whether 
itis not; but he says he saw it in the Charleston 
Mercury, or in some other paper quoted from the 
Charleston Mercury, and he attempts to convict 
the entire southern people of favoring the reopen- 
ing the African slave trade upon such testimony. 
Now, Lask the Senator from Massachusetts has 
any southern Senator or any southern member of 
the other House introduced any proposition here 


that looked to repealing the prohibitory laws | 


against the African slave trade? None. We 
have been perfectly passive; we have taken no 
action; we have done nothing; but they want 
more stringent laws, and in getting up a motion 
for more stringent laws, instead of meeting us as 
brothers and talking to us fairly, as if they were 
talking to those from whorn they expected some 
coöperation and with whom they desired codper- 
ation, the Senator from Massachusetts introduces 


ssave and their support besides. ‘That, | 


an amendment and straightway he prefers an in- 
dictment, and reads extract after extract from res- 
olutions introduced into southern Legislatures, 
that were laid upon the table or thrown under it, 
or voted down by overwhelming majorities, and 
reads extracts from newspapers, and he cannot 
tell whether they were communications or edito- 
rials. He charges the whole South with desiring 
to reopen the African slave trade, and then asks 
southern men to vote $300,000 for buying steam- 
boats to suppress. the slave trade. The whole 
thing comes in a manner which shows that the 
Senator does. not desire that his own proposition 
should carry. 

I desire to say explicitly that, from the yen 
1808 to the present time, I am not aware of any 


| effort on the part of the South to reopen the Afri- 


can slave trade. Within the last few years, of 
which period the Senator has spoken, there has 


i one vessel been taken that was’ suspected of in- 


tending to bring slaves into a southern port, and 
that was the Wanderer, and she had no slaves on 
board at the time, and itis a question whether she 
ever had any. ‘The Echo and every other ves- 
sel that has been captured were carrying slaves 
to Cuba. The section of the country from which 
the Senator from Massachusetts comes is engaged, 
he says, in the slave trade, but itis the slave trade 
between Africa and Cuba. Ido not propose to dis- 
cuss this question, norsay whether we havea right 
to interfere with the commercial affairs of Spain; 
but I say that there is no evidence that any single 
cargo has been introduced but one for seventy-odd 
years, except those that were brought before 1808 
by authority of law, and most of those were sent 
by citizensfrom the States which the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator from Rhode Island 
represent, I believe it is a historical factthat Mr. 
James De Wolf was elected in 1820 to represent 
Rhode Island in the Senate of the United States 
to vote against the admission of Missouri, though 
he had imported more Africans into the country 
than all the men who ever lived in it. But since 
1808 there is one single case of a slaver being cap- 
tured attempting to bring slaves into the United 
States. I know that in the State which I repre- 
sent no Africans are imported, Such a thing can- 


| not be found as a live African imported into that 


country, saving and excepting one cargo imported 
by Monroe Edwards, and they are owned, it is 
said, by a citizen of Texas who came from New 
England, TIe got them, I believe, as a fee for 


| disputing the title of the owner. That is the only 


cargo ever brought into Texas, 

This proposition has been brought in here, 
evidently from the manner in which the Senator 
has spoken, for the purpose of making a little 
political capital, It is ‘a weak device of the 
enemy.” | would vote against an appropriation 
of $300,000 to republish the Bible, because we 
have not the constitutional power. E would vote 
against a great many other propositions that 
might be presented. At the next session of Con- 
gress, if the Senator can show that the treaty be- 
tween England and the United States has not 
been carried out by us, and that, by our treaty 
stipulations, we are required to put more guns or 
more vessels upon the coast of Africa, and that 
England has carried out her treaty stipulations in 
good faith, and that we are not doing it, then a 
fair question will be presented to the American 
Senate for an appropriation. Until something of 
that sort is charged, it seems to me that all that 
can be said on the subject is mere brutum fulmen. 
It isan attempt to get up an excitement here on 
a question that is of no practical utility. [do not 
intend to detain the Senate. T intend simply to 
say, so far as T am concerned, that I shall vote 
against this appropriation, because I believe it is 
out of place, il-timed, and intended for no good. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I could wish 
that the honorable Senator from ‘Texas would 


| reconsider that resolution, for | am quite confident 


from my knowledge of the habits and character, 
of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 


! that he has no sinister, or unfair, or illiberal design 


in introducing this proposition; but that, on the 
contrary, he is actuated by a desire, in good faith, 
to do something to arrest this traffic, which is on 
all hands admitted here to be injurious to the rep- 
utation and character and honor of the country, 
if there be any doubt about its being adverse to 
the interests of humanity. At all events, what- 
ever may be the motives of others in sustaining 
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this proposition, I am ectuated by no sinister pur- 

ose. A year ago I introduced into the Senate a 

ill containing stringent measures, (the necessity 
for which was suggested to me by the discovery 
that the Wanderer had been engaged in import- 
ing Africans into the United States,) for the pur- 
pose of arresting this trade; and I thought that it 
Was necessary to strike at the real slave trade 
whichdisgracesus. This trade is nota European 
or foreign slave trade, but an American slave 
trade, carried on out of the ports of the United 
States, acquiring slaves in Africa for sale cither 
in the United States or in Cuba and Porto Rico. 
When I prepared the bill, I sought to strike at 
what seemed to me the root of the evil in the 
place where it was planted, and that was in the 


commercial cities of the North; and I will add, | 


frankly, chiefly in the city of New York. I sought 
to incorporate into the bill provisions whieh 


would render the police of the United States effect- | 


ive in that city for the purpose of detecting and 


tional sentiments und judgment of the people of 
the United States. I sought then to increase the 
force upon the African coast, by multiplying the 
number of small steam vessels which should be 
engaged there, and by, at the same time, fortify- 
ing the Government there with an increase of the 
number of consuls who should receive induce- 
ments to reside on the coast of Africa and to de- 
teet these vessels and to prevent their obtaining 
cargocs of slaves; and if the vessel should have 
escaped from the port of New York and escaped 
with acargo'from the coast of Africa, then fol- 
lowing her to the American waters, to increase 


our naval force, and to increase the efficiency of | 


our police within the States, and of our consuls 
in the Spanish colonies. 

Now, fam bound to say that, when I intro- 
duced that bill, I submitted it to the consideration 
and careful examination of Senators representing 
southern States, whose opinions had been declared 
as hostile to the slave trade as my own. I specify, 
if I have leave to do it, the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Hammonn,] the honorable 
Senator from Delaware who is upon the Judiciary 
Committee, [Mr. Bayarp,] and the honorable Sen- 
atorfrom Maryland, who is not now present, [Mr. 
Pranrcr.] Ilrad frequentconversations with them; 
and I came to the conclusion, which I confessed 
and avowed about the last days of the last session, 
that I was satisfied the whole of the Senators from 


the southern States were, in good faith, desirous i 


to improve this system of ours, to arrest the slave 
trade as it is carried on from American ports, and 
thus to reéstablish the honor of the country. I 
say the same thing now. I believe so, and I say 
also that the difficulties which I found, and which 
prevented my moving in that bill, came not so 
much from resistance in the slave States, as from 
commercial resistance in the city of New York. 
Lhope, therefore, I may be acquitted of any de- 
sire to impute dishonorable motives to anybody. 
I know better than to do so. We need the help 
of southern Senators, as of all others, and we can 
expect it only on the ground of acting fairly by 
them. 

Having made this preface, I wish to say that 
everything I have heard here to-day in opposition 
to this proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, seems to me to have furnished a 
strong argument in favor of it. Lt is said that 
our treaty with Great Britain is not fully executed. 
Some on our side, and all the Senators on the 
other side of the House, seem to agree that it is 
not fully executed on the British side. The hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia—I think it was he, 
certainly some honorable Senator—said that if 
Great Britain chooses to lay her hand upon Spain, 
and to insist upon it that she should discontinue 


the practice of receiving slaves in the islands of į 


Guba and Porto Rico, the slave trade would cease 
ina day. Laliude to this for the purpose of re- 
minding the Senate that circumstances have en- 
tirely changed since the treaty of Washington, 
which contains this stipulation, was made. That 
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| : £ nd į! of her life, considering and debating, not whether 
thus preventing the fitting out of craft in that city | 
for this traflic, which is so repugnant to the na- | 


! us, because of delinquencies cn our own part | 
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treaty was made at a time when our Navy was at 
the feeblest, and it was made at a time when the 
British navy had culminated. It was made ata 
time when our own independence and our sover- 
eignty were notso much respected throughout the 
world, and ata time when the British prestige cov- 
ered the whole earth. Perhaps Great Britain has 
done all that was prudent for her to do. She has 
paid Spain twice over to abolish the slave trade 
in all her dominions; and Spain has received the 
money, and by her laws, and by the action of her 
Governors, has pronounced it abolished. ‘There 
may have been a time since that period, when 
Great Britain could have laid her hand on Spain, 
and enforced the discontinuance of this nefarious 
traffic; but that timc has passed, if it ever existed. 
Spain grows stronger; Great Britain relatively less 
dominant. Since that time, Great Britain has 
found herself rivaled by great European States— | 
by Russia, by France. She is now, every day 


she is able to exercise a universal police on the 
seas, to compel submission to her will and her 
pleasure, and to dictate laws to European States; 
but she is considering to-day, and every hour of |} 
the day, whether she ts sufficiently armed to pro- 
tect and defend herself. She dare not disturb the 
peace of Europe. 

Under these circumstances it has been my own 
opinion, agreeing with that of the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Vermont, that it is unnecessary and 
unavailing for us to rely on Great Britain to act 
as a police for us in this case. At the time when 
we consented that we should exercise mutual acts | 
of police, we distrusted, perhaps, our own dis- ; 
position and our own virtue, certainly our own 
strength. We have brown older since that time; 
we are able to maintain a police for ourselves, and | 
we ought to do it; and we ought not to depend 
upon Great Britain at all to compel our merchants 
of the city of New York to refrain from fitting 
out slave ships, and our vessels on the coast of 
Africa to refrain from purchasing or stealing 
slaves there, and to refrain from landing them in 
Cuba or on our own coast. We ought to do it! 
ourselves. It is our slave trade, not a European 
slave trade, that is to be suppressed. Wearea 
powerful and strong nation. We have comtnitted 
ourcharacter to the criticism of mankind, challeng- | 
ing their respect. It is the simple point of duty, 
then, to apply our force and our own power to | 
bring this evil to an end. Iam not prepared to- 
day to abrogate the treaty with Great Britain. 1 | 
have ceased to recriminate, and ceased to care for | 
recrimination by the British authorities against | 


which we are competent to correct, and necessi- | 
ties on our part which we are bound to supply. 

Now, this measure is a step in the right direc- | 
tion, and therefore it is that ł shall vote for it. I 
would prefer that the bill which was submitted by 
myself at the last session, or the bill of the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts which has 
been submittéd at this session, should be revised | 
and perfected; but itis a dificult thing, a very dif- | 
ficult thing, to perfect, all at once, a bill which | 
shall suppress the slave trade and not embarrass | 
legitimate commerce. The delays which have at- ; 
tended the measure so far do not discourage me. 
I hope at the next session of Congress, if no one 
else will, to bring it under favorable aus ices to 
the consideration of the Senate; and in the mean 
time, I appeal to the Senate whether this is nota 
step in the right direction? Furnish $300,000 to 
the Secretary of the Navy—I am quite willing to | 
trust him—to buy or build vessels for the purpose 
of arresting thistrade. The sum is less than we | 
shall have to pay for sending home the cargoes i 
of two slavers which have been recently landed on | 
our coast. Itcan do no harm; it is a demonstra- 
tion in the right direction, and is entirely in con- 
formity with the treaty with Great Britain. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from 
New York, who has just taken his seat, argues 
in favor of this proposition because itis a stepin | 
the right direction. I more nearly concur with | 


the views of the Senator from Rhode Island. In- 


. 


deed; so far as he*irgued the. questionias‘one.of 


humanity, E think his proposition-is:demonstras | 
ble that ‘itis. far better, having. the Africans on 
the coast of the United States, to turn them’ over. 
to Christian teachers, here to be instructed:how 
to labor, here. to be instructed how to worship, 
and at some future time to be returned to:their 
original homes, thani to: send. them back among: 
barbarians, or to send them back-to negro mas- 
ters in the colony.of Liberia. Not- only ts it true, 
as was stated by the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, that the Liberian colonists «wall, 
not receive these wild Africans among'them unr 
less some one is surety for their support fora years. 
but it is equally true that these poor wretches; 
who have been turned over to the tender: mercies 
of liberated negroes, are excluded ‘from all partic 
cipation in the benefits which they enjoy. They 
are not permitted to go into their churches; they 
are not received into their schools; they are 
hitched to the cart and compelled to drag burdens 
like oxen; and the plea which has been made for. 
not using the oxen furnished to them was, hat 
if the oxen. were worked:in the sun-in that elj- 
mate they would dic, and therefore they killed 
them and cat them before that sad catastrophe 
should arrive! Far, better, I say, in. a, humans 
itarian point of view, adopt the policy of the Sene 
ator from Rhode Islande As a. question of. pẹl- 
icy, I would-agree with him they should not be 
turned loose in those States where, as he says, 
the people are not entirely opposed to the intro- 
duction of Africans. We do not want them there; 
butif they mustbe brought into the United States, 
turn them loose among those who claim that there 
is no distinction of color and no distinction of 
race. Let them have them to their hearts’ con= 
tent. If they have public schools, if they have 
public charities, and are willing to receive these 
wild Africans and educate them, and live. with 
them on terms of perfect equality, it is their busi- 
ness, not mine. Asa matter of policy, we do not 
want them among us; and so far from it being 
true, as was urged by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, upon authority which I have no doubt has 
deceived him—l do. not at all acensé:him.ef a 
wish to misrepresent—that there is a purpose. to, 
inaugurate the slave trade and to revive it, he 
should understand that the laws of. Mississippi 
forbid it, apart from and above all Federal legis- 
lation, and that we stand by our municipal laws, 
and prefer that you should keep your hands off. 
{ would also tell him that when some persons, 
probably instigated by hostility to the Federal 
legislation, endeavored at a recent period to have 
that law repealed, they met with no support in 
the Legislature of the State. Itis not our policy; 
it is not the policy of any of the southern States. 
Nay, more, sir, they led the van of those who 
moved for the abrogation of the African, slave: 
trade. The first difficulty between Virginia and 
the Federal Government grew. out of the fact that 
the Federal Government authorized the slave- 
traders to bring their vessels into the ports of 
Virginia, when the Virginia Jaws forbade it. But: 
two of the southern States at the formation of the 
Union desired to continue the trade, It was the, 
mercantile States that were benefited byit. They 
desired to continue it for their commercial ad- 
vantage. In these days, I suppose, ifa body, of, 
men were to assemble together and enact.such.a 
fundamental law as the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, they would be styled the manufac- 
turers of a slave code; forthe Constitution of the 
United States recognized this character of prop-. 
erty, and provided for continuing this very trade 
for twenty years. after its: adoption. If it were 
new, and’ were enacted to-day, it would be de- 


nounced asa slave code. 


We do not.admit that the Federal legislation is 
sound upon the subject. We deny that the Fed- 
eral Congress.ever had the power, to declare an 
offense to be piracy. Their power “ to define and: 
punish piracies” was given in the Constitution, 
not to create a crime, not to make. that piracy. 
which was novso before, but to define what piracy 
was, and provide for its punishment, The act of 
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eets with Opposition, because it is believed 

any; inyself among them, to be uncon- 
slitutionals With the laws for the prohibition of 
the African slave trade, which preéxisted that, you 
can find juries anywhere to convict. My judg- 
ment ig, (hata well-informed judge of a circuit 
court that should go into anygport of the United 
States to try for the infraction’of the slave-trade 
laws, would rather rest :his case upon the laws 
which preceded than that which declared it to be 
piracy. os : 

But, sir, Igo further. I say that humanity had 
nothing-to do with the declaration against the con- 
tinwance of the slave trade. If we had considered 
the. purposes of humanity alone, we should have 
continued it indefinitely. As to the interest of the 
African, itis his interestto be brought from a bar- 
barian master and turned over to such Christian 
government as he will find in this country. Cared 
for in all his physical wants, cultivated to as high 
an intellectual standard as he can- reach, he has 
attained, in the condition of slavery in the United 
Siates:an elevation which that race has had no- 
where else, and from which they commence to 
descend as soon as they are left to themselves; for 
it will be recolleeted that the colony of Liberia 
has been formed by those Africans that had been 
trained in this country and taken for their peculiar 
good qualities. A master dying, witha large num- 

er of slaves, selected, say twenty or a hundred 
of those who. had been most true to him; of those 
who he believed were most able to take care of 
themselves; emancipated them, and provided them 
the means to go and make a settlement in the col- 
ony of Liberia. Mississippi has done more in 
this regard thanany State inthe Union. And yet, 
sir, these slaves, thus trained and thus selected 
from the mass of their class, have been known to 
be regularly retrograding from the time they landed 
on the coast. But one colony is said to have been 
able to provide for itself, and that was a colony 
of negroes whom I knew well—their master a man 
of remarkable accomplishments, who had trained 
them to the highest grade, perhaps, to which they 
could attain, and leftit to them, as his last request, 
that they should adhere together, remain a band 
wherever they went, make a common fortune with 
each other; and by this adherence together and 
this refusal to mingle with negroes brought from 
other places, and thus alone, have they been able 
to maintain themselves, 

I say, then, sir, it was not humanity, but it was 
policy. We did not choose that our countr 
should be overrun with the African race. € 
chose that the white men should own this coun- 
try; that the negroes be permitted as laborers 
among them to such numbersas the interests and 
wishes of the whites. might dictate; but that pol- 
icy required that the trade should be closed, be- 
canse we believed we had already obtained nearly 
as many as it was desirable to have, and that we 
would guard against the future by preventing that 
influx which avarice mightdictate. Lt was, there- 
fore, policy, and sound policy, which, for one, I 
have no disposition to discontinue. 

Now I proceed to consider the remarks which 
were made about acquittals by juries. Where a 
man is arraigned and put on trial for his life for 
that which the jury does not consider a crime 
against the laws of nature, the leaning is apt to 
be in favor of the prisoner. A law which, inthe 
minds of men, transcends the degree of the offense 
will always find in the breast of the jury a desire 
to acquit; and therefore the Senator from New 
York admitted this morning that there never had 
been aconviction under that law. Ido not believe 
there ever will be; for the moment you get outof j 
the region where men consider it no offense to 
buy an African slave and sell him to another, you 
get into the region where sentimentality has run 
ahead of common sense, and where you may 
easily empannel a jury that will decide that a 
man's life should not be sacrificed for any crime. 
This sentimentality has gone to the extent that a 
man is not allowed to be executed for killing his 
brother, Will such juries, then, execute a man 
because he is engaged in a trade older than hu- 
man history? 

With this view of the case, gentlemen will not 
be surprised when I say to them that I am in fa- 
yor of giving notice and annulling that clause of 
the treaty which requires us to keep a squadron | 
on the coast of Africa. It was our policy not to 


1820 meets wit 


allow slaves to be imported into the United States, | 


and ‘our laws followed our policy. So far, so ||. 


good. Let us execute them; let us notallow slaves 
to be imported into the United States; but what 
business have we with the domestic policy of 
other countrics? What right have we to say 
whether Spain shall import Africans into her col- 
onics or not? What right have we to say what 
trade may exist between the coast of Brazil and 
the coast of Africa? We never had any right 
thus to interfere; and it was but following in the 
footsteps, and in obedience to the demands of 
Great Britain, in 1814 and 1815, that wè ever be- 
eame thus involved in such a policy. It was an 
abandonment of the right which we had asserted 
and maintained, to repel every claim to visit Amer- 
ican vessels and to search vessels bearing our 


flag, when.in 1842 we agreed that if Great Britain | 


would not visit and search our ships on the coast 
of Africa, we would keep a squadron of eighty 
guns there to execute her laws; thus tamely sur- 
rendering to Great Britain her right to hold the 
police of the seas, France had a similar treaty. 
France, however, with that logic which belongs 
peculiarly to the French mind, soon reached the 
conclusion that it was an alliance which was un- 
favorable to her and not respectful to her dignity 
asa nation, Her treaty ran, ten years and re- 
newal. At the expiration of the ten years, she 
would not renew it; and France now keeps no 
vessel on the coast of Africa, as she has declared, 
save for the protection of her own commerce 
against the insultsand interference of Great Britain. 

That is the policy which I would pursue. 
stead of building httle cock-boats, and sending 
them to prowl around the rivers and hunt up the 
barracoons, I would send frigates or ships of the 
line worthy to vindicate the right of the Ameri- 


can flag and to teach Great Britain what our con- | 


struction is of the right of visitation and search. 
Ifa man fits out his vessel to engage in an illicit 
trade between Africa and Cuba, he does it at his 
risk against the laws of other countries, but he 
commits no infraction of any law which I con- 
sider it our duty to cnact. tis our duty to enact 


laws to prevent the introduction of Africans into | 


the United States, and there I think our duty term- 
inates. 

That this opinion is not exclusively American, 
and certainly not mine, I will cite British author- 
ity to sustain the same view, and from the best 
minds of England. In 1845 and 1846, the then 
Lord Stanley, and since Earl of Derby, on the 
question of the recruitment of Africans “ was able 
to resist it simply on the ground that it was pre- 
mature, and might excite the suspicions of the 
Powers which were engaged with England in the 
suppression of the slave trade.” It was at that 
time, in 1846, that Mr. Hume proposed the sup- 


pression of the squadrons on the coast of Africa, į 
‘which had been found so utterly inefficient in | 


stopping the slave trade, and the organization of 
a system of ransom, which might break down the 
traific in the places where it was carried on.”’ Sir 


Robert Peel sustained Mr. Hume, saying, ‘give | 


all the encouragement in your power to the im- 
migration of laborers, and pay no attention to 
imputations which you know to be unfounded.” 
This is extracted from the Revue des Deux Mon les, 


of the 1st of January, 1858, page 96. The State | 
of Rhode Island sent a memorial to Congress in | 


1851, and I shall read two paragraphs from that; 
and here I will say that the first name upon that 
memorial is that of the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island, the then Governor of the State, 
Hon. Henry B.Antuony. This memorial says: 


“ We would respectfully remind you that all attempts to 
suppress this diabolical traffic through forec of arms have 


ever signally failed, and that the blockade of the slave | 
and | 
pense of more than one hundred | 
million dollars and the sacrifice of many lives, has resulted | 


coasts by the flectsor Great Britain, the United State 
France combined, at an ex 


in a great aggravation of the evil, instead of promoting its 
suppression.” 

They further state: 

“We would respectfully refer you toa fact which has 
now become unquestionabie, established as such by the 
results of experience, that that part of the western coast of 
Africa which ever has been and is now frequented by sla- 
vers cannot be settled by whites ; the climate being deadly 
to their constitution, though friendly to that of the colored 
man.” 


The memorial then states as its remedy the 
colonization of the coast of Africa by the colored 


race—free negroes of the United States; and refers į 


to the colony of Liberia as having broken up the 
slave trade throughout the extent of its coast. 


In- | 


| 


i 
i 


Then, sir, on the very best authority of Eng- 
Jand, and on a memorial presented by a State of 
our Union, we find that the policy has failed, and 
the conclusion announced, as resulting from the 
experignce which was offered, that all attempts by 
force were futile and had better be abandoned, and 
it was the sacrifice of the lives of our seamen and 
only helped to increase the trade itself. If it has 
not diminished the trade in numbers, it has in- 
creased it in severity. The slave-tradér now lies 
in wait until the cruisers are outof sight. When 
the signal fires inform him that he can then bring 
from the barracoons to his vessel the number of 
slaves on which he has previously agreed, they 
are shipped in the night, and in the morning he is 
gone from the coast, and the only chance is for 
the eruiser to pursue him and capture him on the 
high seas. The system of cruisers along the coast, 
coupled as it is with the frequent necessity of 
withdrawing them, going off from stations where 
they watch the barracoons, to others where they 
take in water—for itis not at every place that they 
dare take it in, the health of the crew requiring 
them not to take in water at the mouths of par- 
ticular rivers—leaves opportunities, which oppor- 
tunities the profits of the trade have been able thus 
far always to make available to those who engage 
init. Each country, and each country for itself, 
must execute those laws which break down the 
trade, 

There is now on the face of the globe but one 
country in which the trade is carried on, that be- 
ing the colonies of Spain, consisting of the islands 
of Cuba and Porto Rico. The London Times, some 
years ago, referred to this, and, in what secmed 


lio beat least a semi-official article, indicated it as 


the policy of those who really desired to break up 
the slave trade, that they should aid in the trans- 
fer of these islands to the United States, the ac- 
quisition of the islands being cotemporancously 
the termination of the trade with every part of the 
world, for already it had been closed by the legis- 
lation of Brazil, which though it had been block- 
aded by the English fleets, had carried on the 
trade until an appeal was made from the Govern- 
ment to the people, and legislation was then ob- 
tained, and the Brazil slave trade ceased, ceased 
immediately on the enactment of the law by Brazil, 
which never had been checked by the interference 
of foreign Governments, In Cuba and Porto Rico, 
so far as Lam informed, alone does the African 
slave trade, co nomine, now exist, 

But there is something far worse; there is some- 
thing which couples with that trade not only hy- 
pocrisy of the deepest dye, but the subjugation of 
arace which was never designed for that condi- 
tion—the cooly—and the number of these which 
has been imported has increased, step by step, 
with each revolving year, since in the tropical col- 
onies the British lost the African labor which was 
suited to them. I find, for instance, in the parlia- 
mentary papers, that, from 1847 to 1856, there had 
been introduced into the West Indies forty-seven 
thousand and sixty immigrants and liberated Af- 
ricans, and into the Mauritius, ninety-seven thou- 
sand five hundred and forty-two, of whom the 


| greater part were from the East Indies. These 


documents disclosed the horrible sufferings at- 
tendant on the transportation of the coolies, and an 
official report, in speaking of the mortality on 
board a British transport ship, says: 

“ Of five hundred embarked, only two hundred and two 
were landed ;??— 
and of another, that— 


« Onc hundred and ten died by natural death and sui- 
cide.” 


It adds: 


« What if it turns out that these were cargoes of veritable 
slaves, captured or kidnapped in the Bay of Bengal and the 
Bay of Hong Kong, instead of the Bight of Benin or Mozam- 
bique channel, and conveyed in British ships to the markets 
of Havana.’? 

From fourteen to fifteen per cent. of mortality 
on board the ships is represented to be the most 
favorable, being that of the British licensed ships. 
What it is on the other isunknown, but it is cer- 
tainly to be assumed that it is much greater. 

Between 1834 and 1836, on the same authority, 
the parliamentary papers, it appears that not fewer 
than one hundred and seventy thousand coolies 
had been conveyed to the Mauritius; and, in 1856, 
no fewer than one hundred and thirty-four thou- 
sand remained. What, then, becomes of the hol- 
low plea that they are apprenticed for a few years, 
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and, at the expiration of the term, to bereturned 
to their homes? ‘These are not negrocs; these are 
men so far civilized as to know the relations of 
kindred and to feel the affections of home. They | 
are torn from these and reduced, under a mere | 
fiction, to n state of slavery far more horrid than 
would be that of selling them for life; because, if 
they were sold for life, they would be coupled 
permanently with the interest of their owner, and 
that interest, if no better motive, would carefully 
provide for their wants and protect them in sick- 
ness. Not so with the apprentice, having a claim 
to be liberated in a few years. He costs little to 
his owner as a purchase, and he loses little by 
him if he dies. 

I might continue these references, but itis un- 
necessary. Suffice it to say that the list of cases 
which has occurred attendant upon that species 
of trade, shows suicide as the result of their being 
unfitted to the condition to which they are re- 
duced. They rebel against a condition for which 
they are not designed; unlike the African, content 
with a change of masters, and growing fatter un- 
der better treatment. In one instance, to cite a 
single case, out of a cargo of two hundred, one 
hundred and thirty-two died during a voyage of 
onc hundred and forty-nine days; and in another, 
one hundred and twenty-two died, out of one hun- 
dred and seventy-five, during a voyage of one 
hundred and seventy-one days. Such are the 
horrors of that substitution which has been made 
forthe African slave trade—the trade in the coolies 
of China. : 

In 1814 and 1815, after wars had been waged 
against what was called a spirit of propagandism 
in France, treaties were made among the great 
European Powers. France, it was said, was 
making war upon the hereditary monarchical in- 
stitutions of Europe, and this spirit of innovation 
must be suppressed in France; that propagated 
into Europe, it would cover jt with blood and 
anarchy. The great wars which convulsed Eu- | 
rope, and terminated in the overthrow of the first 
Napoleon, grew out of adesign, ora plea atleast, 
to put down propagandism. What right have we 
to dictate to the black prince on the coast of Af- 
rica, and the white king of the coast of southern 
America, whether they shall have a trade with 
each other, and whether one shall sell to the other 
the slaves in his own dominions? Is not this 
propagandism? Is it right that we should tax 
our own people, and send our own gallant sea- 
men to that death from which a brave man shrinks 
most—by discase—upon a forvign coast, to carry 
out an idea of propagandism which, thus far, has 

roduced nothing but suffering to the race, to 
enefit which it claims to be its object? 

My own view of the case, therefore, Mr. Pres- 
ident, is that, instead of giving moncy to build or ! 
to buy vessels to watch the coast of Africa, we 
ought to recall our squadron, terminate our treaty 
with Great Britain, and keep armed vessels on 
that coast to protect American commerce from 
the fraudulent interference which it has received 
atthe hands of British cruisers under the plea of 
suppressing the slave trade under ourlaw declar- 
ing it to be piracy. In the neighborhood of our 
cruisers, they have compelled men engaged in 
legitimate trade to deny their country, throw over | 
their fag, conceal their papers—in some cases it | 
being in proof that the papers were examined 
before they were thrown overboard—in order 
that they might become prizes to their cruisers, 
instead of being tried before American courts, 
Our legislation bas thus been tributary to their 
interests and their avarice, and destructive of our 
commerce. I would repeal, if [ had the power, 
the act declaring the trade to be piracy; but that 
is not before us. Before us, however, is the ques- 
tion of this treaty which binds us to keep a cer- 
tain squadron on the coast of Africa. 1 shall vote 
against its inerease; and when opportunity offers, 
I shall vote to give notice to Great Britain term- 
inating that article of the treaty. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I am gratified 
to hear the Senator from Mississippi condemn the i 
cooly trade. A bill on that subject has been in- 
troduced in the House of Representatives, which 
Lhope, at the next session, will receive the sanc- 
tion of that body; and when it comes here, as that | 
Senator regards the cooly trade asa crime against 
humanity, I hope it will receive his support; but, 
air, condemning the cooly trade does not in any 
way justify the African slave trade. ! 


| overthrow all our treaty obligations; to overthrow 
ithe law of 1820, pronouncing the trade piracy. 


| but he would send war vessels to the coast of Af- 


if 


Il Texas, who dees not seem to relish newspaper 
| extracts. Ihave a large number from his own 
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i the seas. 
| ican ship, no American capital, no American sea- 


| that we shall put it down at any cost and at any 


The Senator thinks I am mistaken in my view 
with regard to southern opinion. Sir, I have not 
said—I have not intended to say—that the mass | 
of the southern people were in favor of reopening 
the African slave trade. Ido not believe that they 
are; butthat large bodies of men in the Gulf States 
are in favor of reopening the African slave trade 
is a fact not to be questioned here or elsewhere; 


for these opinions have been avowed in the public | 


press; they have been avowed in pamphlets; they 
have been avowed in legislative assemblies and in 
conventions. The last two southern commercial 
conventions were devoted almostexclusively to the 
discussion of the question of the reopening of the 
African slave trade. Regretting deeply and pro- 
foundly this change of opinion among a portion of 
the people of the South, I think it to be our duty 
here, men of the North and of the South, todo what 
we can to execute present laws, to improve pres- 
ent laws, and to put down the traffic, and show to 
the country and to the world that we are in car- 
nest, and that this error which has sprung up, and 
which I am confident, if calmly discussed, will 
vanish under that discussion 

Mr. DAVIS. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts—and 1 would not inter- 
rupt him now but for the fact that Tam com- 
pelled to Jeave the Chamber to attend the commit- 
tecof conference—I merely wish to say that whilst 
he can produce individuals, whilst he can produce 
articles from newspapers or from pamphlets adyo- 
cating the revival of the African slave trade, he 
probably can go into his own town, interior though 
it be, and certainly, if he goes to his own port of 
Boston, he will there find men, too, who would 
like to revive it and engage in it. 

Mr. WILSON, I admit that; but I want to 
say a single word to the Senator from Mississippi 
before he goes. | differ from him in this: I think 
the tendency of the speech he has made is to en- 
courage this growing sentiment in regard to re- 
opening the slave trade. His speech tends to 


In a word, the Senator does not wish to stand by 
the present policy; but he wishes to keep African 
slaves out of the United States, and to let other 
nations do as they please. He would not send 
ships to the coast of Africa to arrest the slavers; 


rica to protect the American flag. Well, sir, itis 
amournfuland melancholy fact that thereis a large 
number of vessels sailing on the African coast 
under the American flag engaged in this traffic; 
that the trafic is carried on, toa very greatextent, | 
under the protection and by the abuse of our 

ag; and it seems to me that if there is one duty 

that ought to be dearer to us than another, It 
should be to protect the honor of our flag. The 
Senator from Mississippi has bravely fought un- 
der that flag, and it should be his duty, as dear to 
him ag to me, to protect the flag that has waved 
over the armies of the Republic, at home and 
abroad, in defending our liberties and our rights 
and our honor, against being used on the deck of 
pirate vessels upon the coast of Africa and upon 
We owe it to the world that no Amer- 


man, shali on the ocean engage in the slave trade; 


sacrifice. | 
Now, sir, a single word to the Senator from 


State, containing resolutions, speeches, and dec- } 
larations; one of them advertising slaves landed 
on the coast of that State for sale. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I should like to see that 


one. 

Mr. WILSON. . I have it at my room, and I 
will send it to the gentleman to-morrow, if he de- 
sires to read it. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Read it to-morrow publicly. 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir; I do not wish to use 
the time of the Senate for'that purpose; but if the 
Senator from Texas desires to read the advertisc- 
ment in a Texas paper of slaves landed from Af- 
rica, I shall be pleased to furnish theextract. The 
Senator will find, I think, in Rufus W. Clark’s 
recent book on the slave trade, an advertisement 
of a Texas paper of four hundred newly-i mported 
Africans, When I introduced the pending amend- 
ment, I explained its purposes, and in doing so Í 


any Senator; not éven the very sensitive Senator 
from Texas. In ‘réply; to-day, to the ‘remark 
made by the Senator from Virginia, to the effect 
that he could not understand why the slave trade 
had increased in the northern cities, referred to 
the change going on in the publi sentiment of the 
Gulf States; to the action of juries, the decisions, 
of judges, and to the avowals of presses and pub- : 
licmen, to show why men in the North, actqated 
by love of gain, more. readily and ‘redilessty’ 
rushed into a lawless and inhuman traffie T, 
deeply and profoundly deplore this change going 
on inthe sentiments of a portion of the American 
people, and deprecate its disastrious effects upon’ 
the greedy and lawless who tust for gold, sotled 
though it be with the blood of the despoiled and 
bleeding children of Africa. For the cause of. 
our common humanity; for the good namé and 
fame of our country; for the love of man and:the ` 
blessing of God, 1 would do what we can to’ex~. 
| tinguish a traffic so inhuman and accursed. 
Mr. WIGFALL. Ihave but a word or two, 
to say. I do not intend to discuss this matter, f 
do not mean to be provoked into a debate of the 
slave trade; for it is dehors the record. I say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that I have no 
admiration for the syaem of keeping a pair of 
scissors in one’s pocket and cutting out news- 
paper articles. There is nothing you cannot 
prove on anybody by that system. In TexaaT 
assert that, sifee the declaration of independ- 
ence, on the 2d day of March, 1836, to the pres- ; 
ent time, there has never one cargo of slaves been 
imported. reviously to that time, Monroe Ed- 
wards, whose place of nativity I am not sure of, 
but he was born somewhere north.of Mason and 
Dixon’s line, imported a cargo, and that cargo of 
negrocs was sold, and is now said to be owned 
by a New England man, He wasa lawyer, and 
got them, E believe, for_disputing Monroe Ed- 
wards’s title to them. There has been but one 
cargo that is charged with having been attempted 
to be landed upon any southern coast, and that 
is the Wanderer. There is no effort on the part 
| of the South to open the slave trade; and what T 
said before I say again, that if the Senator brought 
in this proposition bona fide, with the purpose of 
etting a vote, it would have been very easy to 
introduce it without bringing up this array of 
newspaper articles to show that. we were in favor 
of reopening the African slave trade. That mat- 
ter has been discussed somewhat of late, it ia 
true, and why? As soon as the captains and 
crews of the Wanderer and Echo were arrested, 
their lawyers, as a matter of course, looked about 
to defend them, and the first plea they put in was 
the unconstitutionality of the act. The necks of 
the men were ina halter; and their lawyers, to 
save them, put in a plea of the unconstitution~ 
ality of the act of 1820. Then it became dis- 
cussed in the newspapers. Then, very naturally, 
persons upon steamboats, upon railroad cars, 
upon the stump, in taverns, and in bar-rooms, 
expressed their opinions one way or the other; 
and the matter has been the subject of discussion 
| since that time as to whether the Federal Gov- 
ernment has a right to do—what? .To create 
crimes. As the African slave trade is not one of 
the crimes enumerated in the Constitution which 
the Federal Goveriment cah punish or define, 
there are persons who have supposed it has not 
the power, There is a difference of opinion ‘on 
that question; but I said, and I reiterate, that no 
one here has introduced any resolution or any 
bill to abrogate the treaty with England, or to 
repeal any law punishing the slave trade as a 
crime, or for the purpose of reopening it; and the 
whole movement has been on the other side; and 
when it was introduced, it was done in a manner 
to excite all the prejudice and create all the irri- 
tation of feeling that it was possible to do, 
| If the Senator did not intend to produce that, 
he was very unfortunate. ‘That was what I rose 
| to say, and I said it; and now he says that he haa 
i got extracts from newspapers 1m Texas. I sup- 
| pose there are some papers there that have dis- 
i cussed this matter, as Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, 
j. 
| 


| discussed it. There is a constant war on us,a 
constant aggression, a constant declaration that 
you intend to belt us around with what you call 
i free States, to starve us out, crush us out; and 
southern men, as a matter of self-defense, have 


uttered no word that could wound the feelings of ! 


| been looking about to see how it is they can avoid 
l this. One- has proposed an extension of slavery 
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over our Territories, and another has. answered, 
as Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, did, that you cannot 
extend the area of slavery without reopening the 
African ‘slave trade. I say to the Senator. from 
Massachusetts that he and his sort are responsi- 
ble for this.. When I say this, I do not speak even 
of all the Republicans, because there are many of 
them who are—well, sir, I will not describe them, 
but they are of different sorts; and birds of a 
feathér do not always flock together. There is 
among them some of ‘that old State rights Levi 
Woodbury Democracy, that believed in a strict 
construction of the Constitution—that had brains 
and wore broadcloth—that came into the Repub- 
lican party, though a very small portion, There 
is some of the old, conservative, sensible, decent 
Whigery of past ages that came into the Repub- 
lican party. It. had brains ‘and broadcloth and 
decency, and was called the mffled-shirt and silk- 
stocking gentry; but not muth of; that came in. 
There is in that party an immense amount of ma- 
terial that, was not of the sort I have just spoken 
of. That portion is aggressive; it is senseless; it 
introduces measures here for the purpose of hav- 
ing them defeated; it argues questions for the pur- 
pose of getting them voted against; it looks to 
přbsideoltial elections, to power, to place, and plun- 

er, and that is all it looks to. It has no patriot- 
ism; it has no nationality. The nationality that 
was a crime of the old Whig party it is free from, 
and the only crime in the calendar. of crimes that 
it is free from. These men bring in questions 
here that have no practical utility. 


The Senator from Vermont, [Mr. GorLamer,]’ 


in a sensible, practical speech, looked to this thing 
as a statesman. He is not of that sort. He looks 
to it to sec, as he says, whether we are cheating 
or being cheated; whether Great Britain has not 
entercd into a compact that she is not carrying 
out., He wants to know whether we are actually 
passing money bills here for the purpose of sup- 
ressing the African slave trade, or whether these 
bills, if they were to pass, would produce no such 
effect. The Senator from New York {Mr, Sew- 
Arp] Lam happy to heag speak in a tone of mod- 
eration, wliich shows that hébelongs, also, to the 
broadcloth and brains branch of the Republican 
arty; and, offensive and violent and sectional as 
he Kas been considered, he is, I say it here, mod- 
eration compared with some with whom he is un- 
fortunately associated. (Laughter.] 

If we meet here as Senators, if we meet here as 
Representatives, if we meet here to pass laws, let 
us consult together, let us introduce measures of 
some practical utility, refer them to committees, 
bring them in, and discuss them calnily, and not 
criminate and recriminate; but if Senators choose 
to criminate, they must not expect all of us to be 
blessed. with more patience than usually falls to 
the lotofiman. Ido not assume to be better than 
other men. For some purpose or other, for His 
ways are inserutable and past finding out, Prov- 
idence has made none of us angels. We are but 
men at last; and like the rest of my class, I bap- 
pen to have some temper; and when this constant 
system of irritation and provocation is carried on, 
it is utterly impossible that [can sit calmly and 
remain silent, when I can see that the purpose of 
Senators is not discussion, is notaction, but mere 
irġitation and political effect; and I may be guilty 
sometimes of imprudences, and be led to play into 
their own hands, by the course which thes pur- 
stie. 

T say, in conclusion, that we have not been the 
aggressors in this matter, We have made. no 
movement to abrogate the treaty with England. 
We have made no movement to take away a sin- 
gle gun that we have agreed to keep on the coast 
of Africa. We are not guilty, in the southern 
States, of having received any cargoes. We are 
not engaged in the traffic. Ifthe citizens of New 
York, or Boston, or Philadelphia, arc engaged in 
it, the proposition which the Senator from New 
York made isa practical one, not to send addi- 
tional steamers to the coast of Africa, but so reg- 
wate our own police laws here as to prevent our 
vessels from leaving our own ports. Digest such 
alaw; bring it up at the next session, when we | 
shall have time to diseuss it; and then we shall 
see, after calm, deliberate discussion, whether we 
agree, first, as to the propriety of stopping the 
trade, and next, as to the mode of preventing It. 
But I protest, now, that there is not the slightest 
evidence that there is any efforton the part. of the 


southern States, or the southern. people, to open 
the African slave trade. The-trade is open be- 
tween Cuba and Africa, and it has been at all 
times open there; and whether we are bound to 
prevent that is a question which may be with pro- 
priety discussed at some future time. Itis charged 
upon us, I know, constantly, that we desire: to 
reopen the African slave trade. I deny that we 
do desire to reopen it, and that there is any effort 
made on. the part of the southern States. to do it. 
It may be that gentlemen at the South think there 
is no harmin trafficking in human flesh, and buy- 
ing the souls of men and of women. You may 
believe that we have not the right. We of the 
South may differ as to the mode. *It may be that 
we believe the Federal Government has notaright 
to create crime; and yet it does not follow that 
we desire to reopen the African slave trade. 

I have been betrayed, now, into saying more 
than I intended. 

Mr. MALLORY. I presume the question is 
exhausted, and that we shall have the vote. I 
offer the bill which was introduced by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, as a substitute for the 
proposition of the Senator from. Massachusetts, 

do it to test the sentiment of the Senate on the 
other side of the Chamber. If this proposition 
is to prevail, and vessels are to be built for this 
purpose, I prefer, myself, that they should be 
built in accordance with the views of the Govern- 
ment, as recommended by the Navy Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) An amendment to the amendment 
is Now pending, and is first in order, before the 
substitute can be acted upon. 

Mr. MALLORY. What is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
mentis in line three, after the word *‘ purchased,” 
to insert the words ‘*constructed or;’? and after 
the word * vessels,’’ the words “as may be ad- 
judged by the Secretary of the Navy.” 


to. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs.on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. MALLORY. I now offer the bill as a 
substitute. The bill was introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and has been reported 
back from the Committee on Naval Affairs slightly 
altered in shape, and, I think, improved; but the 
essential elements of the bill are the same. 

The Seerctary read the amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out all after the word ‘‘ pro- 
vided,” and insert in leu thereof: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to cause to be constructed, equipped, and armed 
for the Navy, as carly as may be consistent wilh economy 
and efficiency, seven serew sloops-of-war, not execeding 
fourteen feet in draught, at the Government yards, or by 
contract, as the Secretary may deem advisable for the public 
interests, the models, construction, equipment, and annua- 
ment of said vessels to be devised by a hoard composed of 
one captain, one commander, one lieutenant, three. con- 
structors, and three engineers of the Navy, under the direc- 
tion and approval of the Secretary of the Navy ; and for 
this purpose the sum of $1,000,000 is hereby appropriated 
ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

i; Mr. FESSENDEN. That is nothing but a 
proposition to construct seven vessels. It says 
nothing about their use one way or another. 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. The only limita- 
tion is on the draught of water which will get them 
for that purpose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The draught of fourteen 
{feet water will be perfectly useless for that purpose. 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; it is exactly the 
draught wanted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
purpose atall. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand this simply 
to be a proposition to build seven new sloops-of- 
, war, not for the purpose of suppressing the Afri- 
can slave trade at all. It merely increases the 
Navy. It has no connection with the subject 
under consideration, I believe. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Ilinois 
‘is totally mistaken. You cannot have a propeller 
of much less draught of water. There is nothing 
about the slave trade in the amendment; but these 
vessels are to be uset tor,Government purposes 
of course, and wilkbe used without that being in- 
serted, the same as our small vessels are now 
| being used. These will be steamers-of the same 
H class. 


It cannot be used forthe 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


| sels of war of one of the parties, 


Mr. GRIMES. I will inquire of the Senator 
from Florida if he knows the draught of water of 
the Crusader and Wyandctt? 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not know what their 
draught is. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In looking over this prop- 
osition I do not find-it is for the suppression of 
the slave trade or has anything to do with the 
service on the coast of Africa. It is simply a 
proposition to, build seven sloops-of-war not to 
draw exceeding fourteen feet of water. Iam not. 
aware of the necessity for the construction of these 
vessels, and, although I am willing to vote what- 
ever may be necessary to suppress the African 
slave trade, this seems to have no connection with 
that subject. I hope the substitute will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator desires to 
suppress the African slave trade, by voting the 
class of vessels now. specified he will be doing it 
most effectually. The President is Commander- 
in-Chief of the Navy, and he can employ vessels 
to any cxtent he pleases. He is now employing 
the smaller class of vessels on the coast of Africa. 
You cannot get a propeller of any speed with less 
draught than fourteen feet, Thathas been decided 
by the constructing bureau—I mean a sea-going 
vessel; I do not mean a lake-going vessel. I will 
say in reply, also, that this: proposition was iu- 
troduced by the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
the bill reported by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs is almost identically the same bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Non constat these vessels 
would all be employed at Vera Cruz in interfering 
between the contending factions in Mexico, and 
seizing without authority, unjustifiably, the ves- 
Jt does uot 
appear to me to have anything to do with the 
African slave trade. Ido not know but that the 
design would be to employ them in cruising 
near 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to inquire whether 
this substitute is capable of amendment? If so, 
I wish to suggest to the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetig, to. insert as an amendment, after 
the description of the vessels, the words ‘^to be 
employed in the suppression of the slave trade.’’ 
Let the Senator move to insert those words. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 give way. 1 did not 
propose to interfere. I only rose to say that the 
amendment scemed to me not to be atall germane 
to the subject which we had up. If the Sena- 
tor from Florida intends these vessels to be used 
for the purpose of preventing the slave trade, I 
think # ought to be so expressed in the bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. If the Scnator will allow me, 
I make a motion to amend it in that way. 

Mr. WILSON. Some weeksago l submitted a 
bill, and sent it to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
for the construction of five steamers for service on 
the coast of Africa. The committee reported. a 
bill for seven steamers, and an appropriation of 
$1,000,000, without any specifications. Thechair- 
man of the committee now moves that bill as an 
amendment to the amendment i-have offered. If 
this amendment can be amended, so as to give 
what we desire, I am willing to take it; and there- 
fore I propose to insert, after the words.‘ seven 
serew sloops-of-war,”’ these words: “ for service 
on the coast of Africa for the suppression of the 
slave trade.” "Will the Senator accept thatas an 
amendment? 

Mr. MALLORY. Task the Senator to leave 
out the words ‘ coast of Africa,” so that they can 
be used for the suppression of the trade generally. 
It may be possible that they will be wanted in 
other places. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well; I will leave out 
the words ‘‘ the coast of Africa.” 

Mr.SEWARD. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
listen to an amendment I have suggested, ï think 
it will answer the purpose, and be satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New York proposes to amend the amend- 
ment in line thirteen, by inserting the words 
“to be employed in the suppression of the slave 
trade,”’ so that.it will read: : , 

That the Secretary of the Navy; be,and he is hereby, 
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authorized to cause to be constructed, equipped, and armed 
for the Navy, as early as may be consistent with.economy 
and efficiency, seven screw slnops-of-war, not exceeding 
fourteen feet in draught, to be employed in the suppression 
of the slave trade. ` 


Mr. IVERSON. I raisea point of order, Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts withdraw the 
original amend ment? 

Mr. WILSON. I will withdraw the amend- 
ment that I originally made, if I have the liberty 
to do so, with the understanding that this is to be 
adopted. 

Mr. IVERSON. I understand the state of the 
question to be this: the Senator from Massachu~- 
setts offered an amendment to the original bill 
appropriating $300,000 for this purpose. 

fr. WILSON. I will withdraw it. If this 
proposition is adopted, very well; if not, I shall 
renew It. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts can be 
withdrawn by unanimous consent, the yeas and 
nays having been ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. I object. 

“Mr. IVERSON. ‘Then the state of the casc’is 
this: the Senator from Massachusetts offered his 
original proposition to appropriate $300,000 for 
the construction of three vessels of war, for the 
purchase of steamers to be used in the suppres- 
sion of the African slave trade. To that amend- 
ment I understand the Senator from Florida has 
offered an amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. A substitute. 

Mr. IVERSON. That is in the light of an 
amendment—a substitute for the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusetts; and now the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts presents another amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from Flor- 
ida, That is out of order. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is my proposition, to 
amend the substitute of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MALLORY. [I accepted it, 

Mr. SEWARD. I believe that is in order, 

Mr. PUGH. I objected to the withdrawal of 
the proposition of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts; for, if we are to engage in this business, I pre- 
fer to take the smallest dose. It has ended pre- 
cisely where I expected. It began with three ships 
and §300,000, under the pretense of the slave trade. 
It has now gone to seven ships and $1,000,000. I 
believed from the first that it all meant ships and 
money. It has no more to do with the African 
slave trade than anything else. I think we have 
spent enough money on the Navy, certainly for 
the service it has rendered; and for-one I shall vote 
against building a single ship under any pretense 
at all. 

Mr. BROWN. It seems to me that gentlemen 
are disposed rather to pile up the agony on us. 
It is bad enough to ask us to vote three ships to 
suppress the African slave trade; butthen, in two 
hours and a half, to pile it up to seven, and seri- 
ously expect us to go forit, seems to me to be ago- 
nizing. I amnot going tovote for seven, nor three, 
nor one, nor one solitary dollar out of the na- 
tional Treasury, to suppress the African slave 
trade, any further than is necessary to redeem our 
treaty obligations; and at the very instant when 
I getan opportunity of escaping from the obliga- 
tions imposed upon us by treaties, I will do it. 
Gentlemen may make some political capital at 
home out of this question of the African slave 
trade, but it is humbug capital; it is a kind of 
capital which no statesman ought be proud of. 

Mr. CAMERON. Nobody wants to. 

Mr. BROWN. Then why thrust it upon us 
every day, and almost every hour? There is not 
a sensible member—there is not a member at all, 
because we are all sensible—there ig nota Repub- 
lican Senator on this floor who will lay his hand 
upon his heartand say that he thinks there is any 
inhumanity in bringing these Africans from their 
own country to Cuba, to Brazil, and very much 
less to our own shores. Why, then, all this out- 
ery against the African slave trade? J protest, as 
other Senators have done, coming as I do from 
one of the largest slaveholding States of this 
Union, that we do not want these people mingled 
with our slaves. Ours have already been civil- 
ized; they have already been Christianized; they 
have reached a high state of moral and social ex- 
istence. We do not want to debase them by 
mingling these people with them, 

It is a mere mockery for gentlemen Sana 
that they think the southern people are desirous 


i ment. 


of reopening the African slave trade, and there- 
fore that it is necessary to tax the national Treas- 
ury to any extent for the purpose of stopping us. 
We will do no such thing. Let Yankee cupidity; 
let that cupidity of which the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Sgwar] spoke to-day, curb itself; 
and there will be no slaves imported into our 
country. Those in the southern States in favor 
of reopening this traffic are a mere’ handful com- 
pared with the great mass of the people. My 
own State, within the last five years, has passed 
laws even more stringent than yours against the 
trade, denouncing it; denouncing penalties against 
those who should introduce these people into our 
State. We did it in none of this feeling of-sym- 


l pathy for the Africans. We knew then, as you 


and I know to-day, that these people are better 
off here than they are at home. It is a blessing 
to them to bring them here; butI am notin favor 
of having my country turn universal philanthro- 
pist to take charge of the morality and the piety 
of all mankind. Let the African stay in his na- 
tive jungle, and let him not be brought hereto 
mingle with our slaves and demoralize and debase 
them. 

I am against that; butif I felt as you do, that it 
was necessary to go out upon these expeditions, 
hunting all over the world for objects upon which 
I could lavish my philanthropy, I would go for 
reopening the African slave trade. - If I felt, as the 
Senator from. Massachusetts does, that it was a 
part of my mission to relieve the distresses of 
these people, I would go to the Legislature of 
Massachusetts, and say, ‘if you mean to be kind 
to the Africans, let us bring them and mingle 
them with onr population.” Take them to Mas- 
sachusetts; apprentice them to honest occupa- 
tions; take them to your churches—1 mean to the 
best of your churches. I do not think 1 would 
take them to those churches where they would 
be taught that abolition was all right; because 
that is all wrong, and they would relapse into 
barbarism. Ifthere are any southern churches— 
any churches that teach the true faith—take them 
there; learn them to know that slavery is the 
proper condition of the black man; that he has 
prospered in a higher degree in that condition 
than in any other; where you have three millions 
pointed out to you as the highest example of ne- 
gro prosperity 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi give way to the Senator 
from. New Hampshire? 

Mr. HALE. I simply wanted to inform the 
Senator that he could find good orthodox churches 
in the eastern States that do not teach abolition- 
ism, but go quite as strong as he does the other 
way ;and he can findthemat Boston,too [Laugh- 
ter. 

ih. BROWN. 
They are Democratie preachers, 

Mr. HALE. South side preachers. 


I dare say, a few of them. 
are they not? 
[Laugh- 


ter. 

ME BROWN. Well, Mr. President, I do not 
intend to prolong this debate. I interfered more 
with a view of asking Senators to vote, and be 
done with this subject, than any other purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the amendment offered by the Senator from | 


Florida to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not know, in parliament- 
ary law, any such process as a substitute for an 
amendment. There may be a substitute for an 
original: proposition, and that substitute is sus- 


ceptible of amendment, and the original is suscep- | 


tible of amendment; but when an amendment it- 
self is proposed to the original proposition, you 
cannot movea stibstitute to that proposed amend- 
You must first take the vote on the pro- 
posed amendment. If itis voted down, then the 
other can be in order; but you cannot substitute 
another proposition for an amendment which is 
applied to an original proposition. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ready for the question ? i 
Mr. GREEN. State, then, the condition of 
the question. i , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Florida to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 
Mr. GREEN. That is in too remote a degree. 


Is the Senate 


If the. Senator from Massachusetis moved: av 
amendment, and the Senator from Florida moved. 
his to the amendment of the Senator: from Mas- 
sachusetts—if a substitute isan amendment also 
—that is in the last degree, and “now another 
amendment to that amendment:would not’ be re- 
ceived, But the truth is, a substitute to an amend- 
ment is not within the whole province of parlia- 
mentary tactics. : ee een 

Mr. WILSON. Is it not in order forme to 
accept, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Florida in lieù of my own? So 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Byunanimous 
consent only. The Senate having ordered ‘the 
yeas and nays upon thé: amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, it is no: longer: under 
| his personal control. = * 

Mr. SEWARD. U'hope we shall have the yeas 
and nays on this question. : oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The question 
now is on the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Florida; which, in the opinion of the Chair, 
is in order to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. SEWARD. [ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. I understand the question to 
be on the amendment offered by the Senator from: 
Florida, a: : ae oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. ` 

Mr. SEWARD. With the amendment which 
I proposed to it—that they shall be employed for 
the African slave trade. > 

Mr. PUGH. I believe I objected to the Sen- 
| ator from Massachusetts withdrawing his propo, 
sition and accepting this; but I Would just as lief 
have the whole thing disposed of; and Ì will with- 
draw my objection, and let the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts offer that as his proposition, and have 
one vote on itand end it, 

Mr. WILSON. Then I withdraw my amend- 
ment, and will offer this one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts proposes to withdraw his 
amendment. It can only be done by unanimous 
consent. f 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it-can- 
not be withdrawn: ae i 

Mr. KING.’ I should like to have the 
sition that is now to be voted on read. 

The Secretary again read it.) es) 

Mr. 1VERSON. I merely wish to say that T 
am opposed to both propositions. I shall vote 
| against the proposition of the Senator from Flor- 
ida, and then ifthat is adopted, J shall vote against 
it in its original shape as well as an amendment; 
and ifthat is rejected, I shall vote against the prop~ 
osition.of the Senator from Massachusetts. I 
make this simple statement to place myself right 
on the record. Otherwise, my vote might be mis- 
understood. . : ; 

Mr. HALE. I am not going to make a speech, 
but simply to'say that I think'we have increased 
the Navy enough, and this is another device toin- 
crease it by seven permanent steamships. I shall 
vote against it, ' 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish merely to say that 1 
am willing’to vote$300,000 for this purpose, but I 
am not willing to vote $1,000,000. Hence, I shall 
vote against the amendment now pending, and 
| vote for the original proposition of the Senator 
; from Massachusetts. . f 
Mr. DURKEE. I desire to state that I have 
| paired off with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss.} bo $ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave paired: off with 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] who 
is now on a committee of conference. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resultied—yeas 14, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Foster, Grimes, King, Mallory, Seward, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Thomson, Wade, and Wiison—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Crit- 
tenden, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hemphil, Hunter, 
«Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane Latham, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Rowell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, 
Wigiall, and Yulee—25. : 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
| jected. $ : 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


propo- 
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- eee 
now. recurs on the amendment offered bythe Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts, ón which the -yeas and 
nays have becn ordered. ; : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Cameron, Chantier, Clark, 
Doolittle, Foster, Grimes, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumuer, Ten Byck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, aud Wilson—I!&. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Crittenden, 
Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Temphili, Hunter, 
Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee; Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mailury, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, 
Thomson, Wigigll, and Yutce—2o. 


E So ‘the amendment was rejected. 
Mr, HAMMOND.) Jofferthefollowingamend- 


ment, to insert as a new section: 

And he it further enacted, That for the: purpose of ena- 
bling the Secretary of the Navy to carry into effect the con- 
traetunade ou the 24st day of May, 1839, for securing coal 
ior the use of the Navy, and other privileges named in said 
contract, the sum of 309,009 : Provide, The said sum 
shail be paid in United States bonds, bearing five per cent., 
redecinable in twenty. years. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ihave had-occasion to look 
into: this matter. 
contract, to get coal, with the Chiriqui company. 


Ldo. not propose to take up the time of tue Senate | 


inthe discussion of jt; but there are two or three 
things contained in that contract which, it seems 
to me, are centire shams. 
contract gives to the United States the simple right 
to dig coal, The contrast, in the next place, as- 
sumes to give to the United States the right to 
transport troops across the road which is men- 
tioned, in Which contract the charter given by New 
Granada to this Chiriqui company especially de- 
elares that no foreign troops shall be carried over 
the road, In the third place, this contract pur- 

orts.to give to the United States the use of their 

arbors and the lands adjoining the harbers upon 
both oceans, when, by the express contract, this 
right of using the harbors is given to this com- 
panys.and, ju the nature of things, itis impossible 
that a private company can transfer to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States a public right to use 
the harbors and the public waters of another sov- 
ereignty. Upon these three grounds, therefore, 
the contract Is good for nothing; and Lam op- 
posed altogether to this amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND, I do not propose, Mr. 
President, to occupy more than a‘moment of the 
ume of the Senate, m making a statement in ref- 
erence to this contract. It seems that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, last year, under the advice of 
the Attorney General, who had examined all the 


titles connected with this cession from New Gran- | 


ada to this company, and who pronounced the 
titles all fair, and the transaction a legal one, with 
all the facts before him, and in consultation with 
the minister from New Granada, made this con- 
tract. : Now, sir, we might discuss here forever 
the various details connected with it; but Lassume 
that it has gone through the Departments, as they 
have. investigated it, and have in the strongest 
terms recommended thatthisappropriation should 
be made to carry it out; that we should confirm 
ity unless we had better information as to facts, or 
object to the general policy which it indicates. 
We have already three projected routes across 
the Isthinus of Darien; but none of those routes 
are likely to answer for commercial purposes. 
They have no harbors, From two to three miles 
is the lighterage on everything that*is carried 
across cither of those roads, and they mast go 
through a very sickly region. This route affords 
harbors on both sides of the coast equal to any in 
the world, The Great Eastern can enter and an- 
chor anywhere in either of them, and perhaps all 
the ships of the world could there find safe anchor- 
age protection, which the mere roadsteads on both 
sides of the isthmus on the other routes do not 
afford from those tertible winds called ‘‘northers.”? 
Therefore, for commercial purposes, this is the 
route, if, you.can get across the isthmus. It is 
said that itis only cighty miles across, and that 
nowhere will there be a higher grade than sixty 
fect in a mile, which can be easily overcome bya 
railroad, With such harbors and such facilities, 
the route certainly presents itself to my mind as 
the best for commercial, and perhaps, all other 
purposes, The country is said also to be very 
healthy. 
Now, we 
these things. AH of this may be a job; it may be 
false; and yet we have the reports of respectable 


F believe itis in relation to the | 


In the first place, the | 


a i 
do notactually know anything about | 


| it is equal to any coal in the world. Now, our 


j is proposed to get and deliver the coal at $1 30. 


| body else: that is, to sell the right to the United 


| state, just in a few words, why it is that I vote for 


men, men of standing, men of science, who state 
the facts to beas Iam stating them now; and 
what more can we do? In my opinion, itis worth 
while, even if we should be entircly deceived in 
this transaction, to run the risk of such a sum as 
$300,000, with the chances of getting such ad vant: 
ages as these. pete 4 
But, sir, in addition to the harbors, there are 
inexhaustible beds of coal lying so near the water 
that, with a short wharf, they can be carried up 
and thrown over into a vessel of almost any num- 
ber of tons burden anchored at the spot. This 
coal has been tested, and the accounts are that it 
is equal to the best cannel coal. The superficial 
coal that has been exposed perhaps for centuries 
upon centuries to atmospheric influence is not so 
good, but even that is tolerable; and the opinion 
of compctent geologists is, thatin the lower strata 


United States vesscls use some ten thousand tons 
of coal on the Atlantic side every year, at a cost 
of fourteen dollars a ton, and by this contract it 


But, suppose it was delivered at three or four 
dollars a ton, you make at once $100,000 a year 
by this operation. You pay but $300,000, and 
you would save $100,000 in this very matter of 
coal, 

With regard to the right of going over the road 
with free transit, I am not so sure that I under- 
stand the member from Wisconsin. It is true, I 
believe, that the Government there declared that 
this cession to Mr. Thompson should not be made 
over to any foreign Government. It was not in- 
tended that any foreign Government should ever 
acquire any sovereignty there; and there may 
have beena special reservation, though it escaped 
me, as regarded troops; and L do not know why 
we sbould scnd troops that way, but everything 
else in the shape of. United States property is al- 
lowed to go without toll. Now, as regards the 
title to the Jand, the United States does not pro- 
pose to acquire anything like sovereignty. All 
this Government proposes to acquire by this con- 
tract is a certain amount of land upon which to 
build naval depots. I do not consider that any 
claim of sovercignty. ‘That is a thing that does 
not violate our Constitution. It isa thing that 
we have been doing for half a century; for we 
have already, at the only place in which our com- 
merce has required Sal Pit Mahon, just what we 
are acquiring now at this place, 1 sve no viola- 
tion of the Constitution in this. If I could lay 
my hand immediately upon it, I could read the ! 
opinion of tlie minister of New Granada upon 
that very point, that they had a right to cede to 
the United States, just as they would cede to any- 


States to make a naval depot, just as they would 
sell a right to put up a warehouse. It does not | 
include sovereignty. 

{ have looked into this subject, mainly to form 
my own opinion, some time ago; but it so hap- 
pened, from my situation on n committee, that it 
bas fallen upon me to offer this amendment with- 
out time to read the papers again, and therefore I 


it, and I leave it to other Senators, better acquaint- 
ed with the matter, to meet the whole question. 

Mr. FESSENDEEN. Mr. President 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say one 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. I yield. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to occupy the 
time of the Senate only for a moment upon this 
preposition, as I made a statement in regard to it 
and had not then the report in my hand, but I 
can refer to it now. The contract entered into 
between the Government of the United States 


| me to ask him a question. 


| ments of those laws. 


of the harbors upon both sides, and‘ the whole 
across an isthmus over which a railroad could be 
constructed, the distance being not very great. 


| This contract between the Secretary of the Navy 


and the Chiriqui Improvement Company purports 
to give to the United States— 

“The right of transit over the roadway granted direct to 
said Ambrose W. Thompson, extending from sea to sea, and 
the further right to use, as harbors, the waters, gulfs, bays, 
or lagoons, sheltered or partially surrounded by the lands 
of said Thompson, or the said improvement company, and 
the further right to use the coal for naval purposes, as also. 
to establish coal depots and naval stations”? 

It also contracts for the right of the transporta- 
tion of troopsand munitions of war. Now, if I 
am not misled by the facts stated in this report, 
it was one of the express provisions of the grant 
of this company that no forcign troops or muni- 
tions of war shall pass over this road without the 
consent of the General Government of the Repub- 
lie; and there isa further provision that * Thomp- 
son is authorized to assign his rights, properties, 
and privileges, too, but not to any foreign Gov- 
ernment.” Now, you are paying $300,000—for 
what? For your harbors; for your right of way 
to the Government of the United States; and what 
do you get? By the express grant from New 
Granada to this company, these rights cannot be 
assigned to a foreign Government; and if the Gov- 
ernment of New Granada had granted: the right 
to use their harbors to an individual, it would be 
against the law of nations that that. individual 
could transfer them to a foreign sovereignty. I 
think, therefore, Mr. President, we ought not to 
appropriate $300,000 to the purchase of rights 
under that contract of Thompson and the Chiriqui 
company. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I regard this as 
one of the most important propositions that has 
ever been brought before the Senate, affecting the 
interests, not only of the Government, but of the 
commerce of the: United States more than any 
other that has been proposed in the Jast twenty 
years. I am aware that extraordinary efforts, 
growing out of interested motives, have been made 
to defeat it; but in spite of all that, its intrinsic 
merits, and its character for justice and propriety, 
are so striking and so manifest, that the attention 
of the Senate need but be called to it to see it, 
appreciate it, and approve it. ; 

This contract proposes four things, as set forth 
in the report of the Secretary of she Navy, either 
one of which is. worth ten times as much as the 
consideration proposed to be paid by the United 
States. In the first place, it concedes to the Uni- 
ted States the privilege of coaling the marine of 
the United States—l mean the naval marine, not 
the merchant-marine—for all time to come. The 
report of competent geologists and competent en- 
gineers, who have tested the quality of the coal 
there, shows that there is ‘¢ sufficient coal to meet 
the requirements of five million inhabitants for 
the next four hundred years,” of a quality which 
is certified by the engincer of the Navy, Mr. J. 
W. King, who is fully competent to the task, and 
whose character for ability in that line of service. 
is equal to any engineerin it. 

Mr. POLK. I hope my colleague will allow 
He said the privilege 
Is not sixty years the 


was for all time to come. 
limit? 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir; the mines are for all 
time to come. The road-way is for sixty years. 
I will explain all these points. The coal mines 
are in fee-simple. The lands are in fee-simple in 
perpetuity. The privilege. of transig across the 
isthmusisfor sixty years. These coal mines have 
been denounced according to the principles of the 
laws of New Granada. They have béen certified 
to in conformity with every one of the require- 
The alcaldes and the pre- 
fects have prefixed their seals, and the minister of 
that Republic. to the Government of the United 
States has. certified that they are all correct, in 
conformity with the law, and that the title is per- 
fect and complete. 

The first point I make is this: supposing it to 
be as the Senator from Wisconsin would insinu- 
ate, that the ether three provisions proposed to 
be sold amounted to nothing, and that the United 
States would acquire no title: Esay the coal priv- 
ilege alone, of itself, is worth a thousand umes 
more than the consideration proposed to be paid. 
Three hundred thousand dollars at five percent. is 
$15,000 a year.: What does our coal to the Gulf 


1860. 
squadron, that plows over the waves of the Gulf 
and the Caribbean sea, now cost? One hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars a year; and this prop- 
osition will effecta saving of $100,000 net annually 
in the coal purchased for the squadron in the Ca- 
ribbean sea and in the Gulf of Mexico. fs thisa 
matter of no consideration? And now, for simply 
$15,000 year interest on the bonds proposed, (for 
itis no draft upon the Treasury at all,) you net 
more than one hundred thousand dollars for the 
squadron that floats upon the Gulf and upon the 
Caribbean sea, and in the West Indies. 

Itis known to the Senate, Mr, President, that 
the complicated state of affairs growing out of our 
relations with Central America, with Mexico, and 
with South America, in attempting to counteract 
the machinations of France and England, who 
are looking with eager cye upon every avenue 
likely to be opened to reach the Pacific trade—I 
say itis known that we, watching them, are com- 
pelled to keep a squadron in the Gulf, not only 
in a political sense and for political purposes and 
to accomplish political ends, but more especially 
to protect the rich, the growing, and the expand- 
ing commerce that comes from the Pacific ocean, 
and that must cross that isthmus, and finds its 
market in New York, in London, Paris, Havre, 
andsoon. Weare exulting because we have made 
favorable treaties with Japan to open that trade. 
We give them fêtes and processions, and congrat- 
ulate ourselves with the great success we have 
met with in the prospect of reaping rich rewards 
from Japan, from China, from Australia, and from 
the West Indies. How are we to receive that 
commerce? We save in time, in insurance, in 
transportation, nearly onc half of the cost by cross- 
ing the isthmus rather than by doubling Cape 
Horn; and every commercial man who has looked 
at this subject says, give us a transit across the 
isthmus and we will save millions upon millions 
annually. 

This subject was presented to the Senate by the 
honorable ‘Senator trom New York [Mr. Sew- 
AnD] in such a strong and forcible light, showing 
its importance, ona certain occasion not over two 
years ago, that Congress at once voted $25,000 
asa gratuity simply to make an exploration of 
the Atrato and up the Truando, and thence across 
the mountains to Kelly’s inlet, to see if we could 
make a ship canal; and it was moncy wisely ex- 
pended—and why? Because of the grand import- 
ance of keeping a communication between the 
Atlantic and the Pacific. That communication 
can only be kept up with a sufficientguard. Eug- 
land has now colonists planted upon the Bay 
Islands. England has the Balize. England props 
up an Indian king, and invests him with more 
than squatter sovereignty, and proposes to treat 
with him, trying to get à foothold. France sends 
outa M. Belly to get control of the Nicaragua 
canaland route and the Honduras route. Others 
are making efforts to get hold of the Tehuantepec 
route. Already, under the Panama grant, there is 
great danger of England getting exclusive control 
over it; and I will explain to you why. Under 
the Panama charter the right to redeem the road 
diminishes in amount with every year that cx- 
pires, and after a certain period of time, $5,000,000 
of moncy paid into the Treasury will redeem 
the road. England holds $45,000,000 against 
the Republic of New Granada. With that she 
ean afford to advance $5,000,000, and take con- 
trol of the road, for it yields now more than 
twenty-five per cent, net profit per annum, charg- 
ing for a ton twenty dollars for the transit. 

- Mr. POLK. What road? 

Mr. GREEN. The Panama and Aspinwall 
road; for it imposes heavy burdens upon com- 
merce, heavy burdens upon passengers; and I 
was remarking that there was great danger of Eng- 
land getting control of that. road. | examined 
this subject very closely when I was unforta- 
nately compelled to represent this Government m 
that Republic. 1 then wrote to the president of 
the Panama road to amend the grant, if possible, 
andgetitextended to ninety-nine years rather than 
forty-nine, as was the original charter, and is the 
present charter, from its date. They neglected its 
and now, when they see another route about to 
be opened with better health, better harbors, bet- 
ter condition, shorter wip, they have raised their 
objections, and infused poison in the ears of gen- 


tlemen for the purpose of defeating, if possible, | 


this gigantic enterprise, great in itself, and im- 


| it is shippe 


| teen dollars a ton, but it has averaged from twenty 


measurably great to the interests of the Republic 
of the United States.. ‘The Tehuantepec route will 
serve its owp purpose in its way; so will the 
Honduras route; so will the Nicaragua route; so 
will the Panama route; but none of them have 
harbors. At Aspinwall is the open roadstead, 
and when the trade wind blows in, as it docs more 
than half the year from thesouthwest, vessels are 
not secure; and, if anything like a storm arises, 
they have to weigh anchor, and put to sca; and if 
they do not, they are wrecked and sink. At San 
Juan, it is well known there is no harbor. On 
the Tehuantepec rpute, half the time they cannot 
land, and vessels putting out from New Orleans 
getting there, have been compelled to return be- 
cause they could not land. Let one of these 
northers blow, as they blew when General Scott 
was trying to land there to bombard Vera Cruz, 
and capture that town, and it will sometimes keep 
you weeks waiting. l mention these difficulties. 

Do these same things exist with regard to the | 
Chiriqui route? No, sir. Take the reports of 
the English admirals, of the French admirals, of 
the American officers who have sounded, meas- 
ured, tested, navigated, and rested in security in 
those harbors, and they all certify to you, as the 
hydrographical office in London will prove, as 
your Coast Survey Office in this city will prove, 
that there is no harbor in the world superior to 
the Chiriqui lagoon, behind Sheppard Island; it 
is secure, safe, with deep water. More than all 
that, there are rich cool springs pouring down the 
mountains, where you can get water in abund- 
ance for steamers, or for the supply of vessels to 
go to sea, and you cannot do itatany other point. 
At Aspinwall they cannot even fill a tank, except 
with rain water; and the vessels there have to go 
down to Porto Hello, some forty miles below, for 
the purpose of getting their water. On the Pan- 
ama side they have to go down to the island of 
Toboga. 

U, then, you take into consideration the con- 
venience of the harbor; if you take into consid- 
eration the security of the harbor; if you take 
into consideration the supplies of the harbor, wa- 
ter, coal, material, you will sec the great advant- 
ages that the United States will have in making 
thata naval depot. England has her naval depot 
at Jamaica. There is a sort of free depot at St. 
Thomas; but at St. Thomas there is not a spar 
to be had; there is notany material except where 
d there and sold; while the great dis- 
tance it is off, more than seven hundred miles, 
prevents it from accomplishing the purposes for. 
which we wanta depot on that border. If we 
wouid protect and maintain our interests there, 
we must have a naval depot there. If we will not 
permit ourselves to be overrun, if we will simply 
ask nothing but what is right, and submit to noth- 
ing that is wrong, we will maintain a sufficient 
naval force to prevent the overwhelming influence 
of British and French authority in the isthmus, 
(for I include in the isthmus from Vera Cruz 
down to the mouth of the Atrato river,) this must 
be done for the interests of commerce. We have 
our western possessions, to say nothing of the 
trade that grows out of the commerce with the 
islands of the Pacificand all the countries to which 
I have before made reference. 

Here we have every material for a naval depot. 
We have an abundance of coal, which, in itself 
alone, will save, on the eastern side, more than 
one hundred thousand dollars a year now; while, 
if you increase the Navy from the necessities of 
the times, it will inercase the saving in the same 


ratio. On the western side you have the beauti- 
ful harbor of Golfito, which Is but a small arm of 
the beautiful gulf called Golfo Dolce, safe for an- 
chorage, secure from the winds, where vessels 
may rest in peace and security. it saves, in its 
transit from New York to San Francisco, more 
than three hundred miles of sailing distance. ‘The 
supply of coal upon the Pacific quarter averages, 
not, as my friend from South Carolina says, four- 


ollars a ton on the Pacific side; 
Because, while it may be bought 
for from three dollars and forty cents to four dol- 
lars a ton on shipboard, when you take your ship 
there around Cape Horn, or to Aspinwall, and 
pay the freight across the Panama railroad, and 
reship it, it brings the amount up to what I have 
stated it to be—from twenty to twenty-six dollars 
aton; while the perfection and completion of this 


to twenty-six d 
and why, sir? 
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| pass through her territory, and you cannot 


‘while you paid th 


contract. will enable. the: United. States to supply: 
the Navy ata cost not exceeding sever dollars a 
ton in any-case, oec en ot pi 

The Senator from Wisconsin says: that this 
company have no right .to sell: the privileges of 
that beautiful, fine, secure harbor. If he will 
look at the contract, be will: find that that is'se- 
cured: Again, sir, while itis a positive rule with 
the Government of New Granada not to permit 
any forcign Government to claim any sovereignty 
within her border, she will permit any Govern- 
ment-to-acquire property, the fee-simple.titie, and 
make use of itasthey please, except tocrect forts. 
They will not allow fortifications. At the time 
the provision. was stricken out of the Cass-Her- 
ran treaty (for when we made that treaty provis- 
ion was made for a coal depot) it was stricken 
out because.the language was vague. They sup- 
posed it might be assumed that sovereignty fol- 
lowed it; and they are very jealous of their own 
sovereignty, stating, at the same time, as the:de- 
bates prove, as the law of the republic of New 


| e SA 
Granada al8o proves, that any individual and any 


Government Nas a right to purchase and use asa 
mere owner but not as a Government, Now the 
United States do not claim sovereignty at their 
naval depot at Spezzia, in the Mediterranean. 
We have a naval depot there. There is a neces- 
sity for it there, and a like necessity down here, 
because, while we may send out provisions in a 
store-ship to supply our squadron, we cannot send 
out the means of repairing vessels; and these sud- 
den squalls in. the Gulf that come up as.quickas a 
flash of lightning and snap off the. masts and dis- 
mantle the ship, render it very important thatthere 
should be ready. means at hand to repair vessels 
and refit them for sea. If. they are compelled to 
go home, perhaps in tow or otherwise, if they: 
have to put up their jury masts and float home, 
the time lost, and the extra expense is more, while 
you lose the benefit of their service in constituting 
a part of the Gulf squadron; whereas, had you a 
naval depot there, let them run into port, let the 
supplies be made use of, let the repairs be had, 
and in a few days the vessel could. sail again in 
her accustomed course. These are important 
considerations in a political sense, and in a com- 
mercial sense. 

Now, to say that there is no railroad grant is 
begging the question entirely. I mean not to prej- 
udice any other route across the ishmus—-there 
is no occasion forit.: The increasing: commerce 
of the Pacific would well justify more if you could 
get them; but if you catinot get them, so let it be. 
But whether you ever cross that point or not with, 
a single soldier, the advantages, even for coal 
alone, will be more than ten tumes the considera- 
tion; and the advantages, in a political sense, are 
more than a thousand times the consideration in 
having a ready means at hand; in having a naval 
depot to repair and refit and start your vessels 
afloat again. f 

Now, sir, the Senator from Wisconsin says 
that, by the express stipulation in the contract, 
soldiers are not to be carried over. That is true; 
but then, what? Why, says he, the contract 
made by this company with Mr. Toucey is that 
they may be carried over. That is true; but what 
of that? It just amounts to this: you cannot force 
the Government of New Granada to let a soldier 
force 
the owner of the road to [eta soldier pass over his 


! road. So far, therefore, as the ownership of the 


road is concerned, the right to carry a soldier over 
is conceded by the grant, So far as political con- 
siderations are concerned, affecting New Granada, 
you have to get leave of New Granada to take 
them over; and I must remind the Senator that 
for every soldier that has ever passed over Pan- 
ama there is a claim pending against this Govern- 
ment to this day. Even over the Panama road, 
e road for their passage, the 
Government says, you must pay me also for the 
transit. You paid the company $100,000 peran- 
num for the privilege of taking your mati over, 
one tenth of which goes to the Government. You 
have paid them for bringing your soldiers over, 
back and forth, and now the Government of New 
Granada claims indemnity, and a claim has been 
set up amounting to thousands and thousands of 
dollars; so that in this respect the rights and 
privileges, so fur as transit is concerned, may be 
precisely the same under the contract made with 
the Chiriqui company as it is with the Panama 
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company; towit::you pay the: road for taking 
them over. “You pay the Panama road from ten 
to twenty-five dollars a head. I. know ordinary 
passengers: pay twenty dollars.. What soldiers 
pay Earr not prepared to state. I have the sched- 
ulesof their prices at home in my room. 

- Mr. GWIN. Twenty-five dollars. 

‘Mr. GREEN. Twenty-five dollars each for 
forty-seven miles and a half--the: most extraor- 
dinary charge. known to any of the railroads in 
the world. » : f 
«Wow, sit, there are various points to which I 
could call the attention of the Senate showing the 
advantages of this: thing: But I know the Senate 
is tired; I know they have been harassed with 
what they consider immaterial questions; and as 
[think this is plain—and the Senator from Wis- 
consin will see jt himself when he takes time to 
reflect upon it—I shall not trespass further upon 
the time of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. When I got the floor and 
gave way to the Senator from Wisconsin to make 
an explanation, I designed to say something of 
the merits of this. proposition; but the Senator 
from. Missouri: has preceded me, and has said 
everything that ican say so much better, that J 
do:mot:feel inclined to follow it up at all. I shall, 
however, have a word or two to say aboutitatter 
the recess; but in the mean time, I send tothe Chair, 
as an amendment or substitute for the proposition 
of the Senator from Missouri, the bill reported in 
tbe House, which I think he will accept, and 
which. will obviate a great many objections. | 
offer it as an amendment. . 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the sum of $300,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, to enable the President to carry into effect a 
conditional contract made on the Qlst day of May, 1859, 
between Isaac Toucey, the Secretary of the Navy of the 
United Status, and Ambrose W. Thompson and the Chir- 
igui Tnprovement Company, for securing coal for the use 
of the United States Navy, and certain other privileges 
named in said contract, on the Chiriqui lagoon and the 
harbor of Golfito, in the Republic of New Granada. 

And be it further enacted, That no portion of the sam 
hereby appropriated shalt be paid over to said Thompson, 
his agent or agents, or any agent of said company, until de 
President of the United States shall be satisfied of the full 
and perfect title of the said Thompson and the said Chiriqui 
linprovdmont Company to alt the rights and privileges 
which. they propose to lease and guaranty to the use of 
the United States; nor until the Government of the United 
States is satisfied that the coal of the Chiriqui lagoon is 
suitable for naval purposes, aud exists there in sufficient 
quantity to afford an ample supply, agrecably to sald con- 
tract. 

And be it further enacted, That $100,000 of the sum hereby 
appropriated shail be paid to the said Thompson or the said 
Chiriqai company within ten days after the President shall 
have become satisfied in regard to the quantity and quality 


of the said coal at said lagoon and the validity of the titles | 


of. said Thompson or said company thereto, and after the 
lands contemplated in said contract have been selected by 
the United States and their: use granted for the henetit of 
the'same by said Thompson or said company; $100,000 
more. alter the said Thompson or the said company, their 
agents or successors, have expended dona fide $20,000 in 
opening and iiuproving said mines; and the remainder of 
thé sam herein appropriated atter the mine or mines afford- 
ing the most suitable coal for naval purposes of the United 
States shall be in full operation and in such manner as to 
supply all the coal required by the Navy Departmentat that 
point, and also at the harbor of Goltito, on the Pacific, atter 
the construction of a railroad across the Isthmus of Chir- 
iqui. 

Iina beit further enacted, That the United States shalt 


acquire no right of sovereignty over any territory in New | 


Granada, nor any right to transport troops or munitions of 
war over such territory; under or by virtue of the contract 
named in. thisnct, unless the samo be voluntarily consented 
to by the Republic of New Granada, 


Mr. HAMMOND. : From what I can gather 
from the reading of the amendment, I do not see 
anything. objectionable in it; but it is impossible 
to understand it on one reading, with this short 
space of time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It is now four o'clock, 
the time fixed for a recess; and I suppose the 
Senate will look at it in the mean time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 1 will propose to adjourn 
until to-morrow. - 


Mr, HUNTER, Lhopenot. Let usget through 


with this bill, and get ready to adjourn the Sen- | 


ate, as Thope we will, this week. 

Mr. MALLORY. 1. move to take a recess 
until six o'clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. Wa take a recess under the 
rule, without a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes 
the duty of the Chair, the hour of four o’clock 
having arrived, to announce a recess until six 
o'clock“ “ 


| 
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EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 
SURVEY OF COLORADO DESERT. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate take 
up joint resolution No. 44. 

Mr. MALLORY. What is the joint resolu- 
tion? : 

Mr. HARLAN. Itistomakea survey of the 
Colorado desert, for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether water.can be thrown in from the Colo- 
rado river. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
RICK in the chair.) The joint resolution will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, which 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause a survey to be made of that portion of the 
Colorado desert lying south of the San Bernar- 
dino base line, (established by general survey,) 
and west of the Colorado river, with a view of 
determining the practicability and probable ex- 
pense of introducing water on that desert from 
the Colorado river, and the area of land which 
may be thusirrigated; the survey not to cost over 
six thousand dollars. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not know anything 
about the resolution; but I must object to the 
transaction of business with this want of a quo- 
rum. Six thousand dollars is too important a 
sum of money to be voted in this way. E have no 
objection to hearing a discussion about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is very ap- 
parent to the Chair that there is no quorum pres- 
ent; and hence the Senate will not procced with 
business until the Chair is advised that a quorum 
is present, 

Mr. HARLAN. I will explain the matter in 
a few minutes. There is.adesertsituated between 
the Colorado river and the mountains immedi- 
ately west, about ninety miles in extent, across 
which the mail would be carried, if it were pos- 
sible to cross this desert. In consequence of the 
character of the desert, they are compelled to de- 
flect southward, and travel through Mexico, at a 
very greatly increased expense; and also, all sup- 
plies which are sent in that direction to any of the 
forces of the United States. It is believed, in con- 
sequence of this desert being below the bed of the 
Colorado river, that, with a very trifling expense, 
water could be turned into: that desert from the 
viver, thus irrigating the country, or at least fur- 
nishing a suficient supply of water for emigrants, 
mail contractors, and Army contractors; thus 
shortening considerably the line of travel and 
diminishing the expense. This subject was re- 
ferred by the Senate to the Committee on Public 
Lands, on application of private citizens, who 
petition that this desert may be donated to them 
for the purpose of irrigating and bringing it into 
cultivation, The Committee on Public Lands 
were not willing to recommend that the Govern- 
ment should donate the entire desert to these pri- 
vate individuals, but propose to authorize the 
Sceretary of War to make a survey, which can 
be done, as they are informed, at a trifling ex- 
pense, officers being near the desert now in some 
of the outposts, for the purpose of ascertaining 
the probable cost of turning water into the desert 
from the river, the probable amount of land thus 
irrigated, and the general ad vantages to the Gov- 
ernment. 1 do not think any member of the Sen- 
ate would object to this trifling appropriation if 
they were to give five minutes’ attention to it. It 
will also be crossed directly by the southern Pa- 
cific railroad, ifthe railroad should ever be built 
through from Texas to the Pacific coast. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that the question of order be- 
ing raised, he has directed the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to inform Lim whether there is a quorum present 
or not; and he is informed that a quorum is not 

resent, 

Mr. HARLAN, 
will be withdrawn 

. Mr. MALLORY. I cannot withdraw it, be- 
cause upon the gentleman’s own suggestion—— 

Mr. HAMLIN. Make a speech. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have no speech to make; 
but 1 expected to hear some reason for this ap- 
propriation of $6,000. We have been reminded 
to-day that we passed a sum of $25,000 some 


I hope the question of order 


years ago; and I was instrumental in passing it, 
and on the committee of conference struggled very 


hard to get it through, but itentailed the expend: 
iture of a great many more thousands, for the 
survey of the Atrato and Truando rivers. This 
is.a mere beginning, and we do not kuow whatit 
willamount to. This $6,000 is but a small suri 
for the survey of a great object, if we could be 
sure that this would be the end of the thing; but 
we are in the habit of beginning with small ex 
penses, and then, when we get our foet in it, we 
are compelled togoahead. - E should like to have 
a little more light on the subject. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Task the unanimous con- 
sentof the Senate to introduce a bill for reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state it is ascertained that there is no quorum in 
attendance, and it is not competent to transact 
business until a quorum is present, 

Mr. FITCH. I presume there will be no ob- 
jection to my making a report from the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question hav- 
ing been made in regard to the presence of a quo- 
rum, and no quorum being present, no motion is 
in order. 

Mr. FITCH. I was not aware that the ques- 
tion had been raised. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is so 
informed. 

Mr. FITCH. 
[** Oh, no!” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [hope we shall finish the 
Navy bill. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I withdraw the point of 
order. I think there is now a quorum present, 
either here or in the ante-room. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Imove thatthe Senate 
do now adjourn; and on that question I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Nothing has been 
done since the motion was made to adjourn. i 

Mr. FITCH. IT ask for a division on that mo- 
tion, if it is not too late. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is too late. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I believe it is always 
in order to move anadjournment. You may move 
an adjournment in succession without any inter- 
vening business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not in order 
to make one motion upon the heel of another. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will suggest, if that be 
so, that less than a quorum could never adjourn; 
because if less than a quorum can do no business, 
and, the motion having once been made, it is as- 
certained that less than a quorum was present, 
we could do no business; and how could we ever 


adjourn? i 
E PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The VICE 
Illinois having addressed the Chair and made 
some remarks, it is now in order to move to 
adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. - Then I give way to the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I renew the motion to 
adjourn; and on that question I ask for the ycas 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Grimes, 
Iverson, King, Nicholson, and Pearce—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bragg, Cameron, Clark, Doo- 
little, Fessenden, Green, Gwin, Hamlin, Harlan, Hempiitt, 


Lane, Latham, Mallory, Polk, Pugh, Simmons, ‘len Eyck, 
Tranbull, Wade, and Wilson—2]. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. IVERSON. I will present a question to 
the Chair: whether, when the Senate finds itself 
without a quorum, it does not adjourn asa matter 
of course? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does not. 

Mr. FITCH. I offer-the following resolution, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No business is in 
order; but the resolution will be read for the 10- 
formation. of those who are present. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the order for a recess from four o’clock 
to six o’clock, p. m., be rescinded. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
table for the present. 

Mr.LANE. Several Senators have since come 
in, and Ï believe there is now a quorum present, 
I should like very much to have the consent of 
the Senate to take up House bill for the relief 
of Robert Johnson. Itis-a bill of much merit, 


It will lie on the 


ip 
te 


1860. 


nena 


and has been reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands with a recommendation that it pass. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
ascertain whether a quorum is present. The last 
act of the Senate indicated. that no quorum was 


present. The Chair, however, will see whether 
a quorum is present, Thirty Senators are pres- 
ent—not a quorum. 


Mr. LATHAM. I move that the President 
direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ trust that motion will 
not prevail. It is hardly worth while to send out 
for Senators at this time of the evening. If we 
had a quorum, I should now vote to rescind the 
resolution for a recess. Iam very much opposed 
to seeing business done by less than a quorum. 
Iam glad that the point has been made, and I 
hope it will be insisted on that no business shall 
be done with less than a quorum. {have been 
present several times when I thought there was 
not a quorum present, but f disliked to interfere 
and object to business. If experience shows us, 
however, that we cannot. have a quorum after 
waiting halfan hour, itstrikes me the better course 
would be to adjourn, [“ Oh, no ¥’] or else wait a 
few minutes; but not adopt this order to bring in 
Senators, orrequestthem to attend, which amounts 
to the same thing, for they will attend ona re- 
quest the same as if it was a summons. I hope 
the proposition will not be adopted. 

Mr.MALLORY. Before the Sergeant-at-Arms 
could leave the Capitol there will be a quorum 

robably. One Senator has come in since. Many 

enators reside at a great distance from the Cap- 
itol, and we had but a recess of two hours, and 
they have hardly had time to come and go. I 
think we might make the recess a little longer. 
We shall have a quorum in a few minutes. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready 
for the question on the motion of the Senator from 
California ? 

Mr. PEARCE. I renew the motion to ad- 
journ. It is useless to remain here without a 

uorum. We are detained here every evening in 
the same way. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope I shall be allowed 
to say a word. I know itis not in order, but I 
simply wish to say to the Senate that there are 
indications of the ability of the two Houses to 
adjourn on Wednesday. I have no doubt, from 
what L have heard from the other House, that the 
indications are that we shall be able to leave here 
on Wednesday next at noon, and I think we had 
better sit to-night, and get through with this bill. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to; there 
being, ona division—ayes ten, noes not counted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
before the Senate is the motion of the Senator from 
California that the Sergeant-at-Arms be requested 
to direct the attendance of absent Senators. 

. Mr. MALLORY. I trust the Senator will 
withdraw it. We shall have a quorum in a mo- 
ment more, 

Mr. DAVIS. I was opposed originally to the 
adoption of the order for a recess. ‘Tthinke every 
day has sustained the objection which I offered 
when the proposition was made. I see no pro- 
priety in a few of the Senators assembling and 
waiting until chance may bring a quorum. Un- 
less we remain in session as long as we are able 
to bear the fatigue,it must be insisted on by the 
Senate that those who are required to be here to 
make a quorum shall be present. If they do not 
attend, I see of no mode of proceeding, except to 
adjourn or to send the Sergeant-at-Arms for ab- 
sentees. It surely is less respectful to the body 
to be absent, than it is for the body to send for 
absentees. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is a quorum now. 
_ Mr. DAVIS. If there is a quorum, I am will- 
ing to stop. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There were twenty-nine votes 
on a division, and five Senators have come in 
since. 


= 


The VICEPRESIDENT. The Chair will as- i 


certain the presence of a quoram. "The Chair | 
counts only thirty-two in the Chamber. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Twenty-nine voted before; | 
and certainly five have come in. F can name the 
Senators. , 

Mr, TRUMBULL. I renew the metion to 
adjourn, and on that I will ask a division, inorder 
that there may be a count. 
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The motion was not agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 10, noes 26. .. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is now 
present, and the question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa, to take up joint resolution (S. 
No. 44) for the survey of the Colorado desert. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope not. I trust weshall 
go on with the appropriation bill, which is now 
properly before us. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator demands the 
order, we must proceed to the appropriation bill. 

Mr.CLARK. One objection prevents this joint 
resolution being considered. It must be by unan- 
imous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question can 
only be put by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLARK. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. I request the Senator from 
Florida to withdraw the objection, to allow a vote 
to be taken on this resolution. Iam sure there 
will be no debate on it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Iowa that the Senator 
from New Hampshire objects, and calls for the 
regular order of business, which is the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish to give a reason for 
my request to both Senators. There are several 
Senators who desire no discussion, but merely a 
vote on the resolution, so as to have the sense of 
the Senate in relation to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The objection not 
being withdrawn, the appropriation bill is before 
the Senate. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Buctanan, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 84) to facilitate communication 
between the Atlanticand Pacific States by electric 
telegraph; 

An act (S. No. 118) for 
Myerle; 

An act (S. No. 378) to relinquish the title of 
the United States to certain lands occupied by the 
city of Baton Rouge, Louisiana; and 

Xn act (S. No. 464) to amend an act, entitled 
«An act in addition to the acts prohibiting the 
slave trade.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in some, and disagreed to 
other, amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. No. 339) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1861, and had agreed to other amendments of the 
Senate to the said bill, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
500) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending 30th of June, 1861, the pending 
question being on the amendment offered by Mr. 
}EssENDEN to the amendment of Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. GRIMES. Lask that the amendment to 
the amendment be read. | 

The Scoretary read the amendment to the 
amendment, which is, to strike out all after the į 
-enacting clause of the amendment, and insert: 


the relief of David 


propriated, to enable the President to carry into effect a i 


between Isaac Toucey, the Sceretary of the Navy of the 
United States, and Ambrose W. Thompson and the Ch iriqui 
Improvement Company, for securing coal for the use of the’ 
United States Navy. and certain other privileges named in 
said contract on the 
Golfito, in the Republic of New Granada. 
And be it further enacted, That no portion of the sum 
hereby appropriated sball be paid over to said ‘Thompson, 
his agent or agents, or any agent of said company, until 
| the President of the United States shail be satisfied of the 
full and perfect title of the said “Phoinpson and the said 
Chiriqui improvement Company to ail the rights and priv- 
| ileges which they propose to Jease and guaranty W- the 
use of the United States; nor-until.the Government of the 
United States is satisfied thas the toal at the Chiriqui la- 
goon is suitable for naval purposes, and exists there in suf- 
j ficient quantity to afford an ample supply, agreeably to said | 
contract. t 


w 


That the sum of $300,000 he, and the same is hereby, ap- į 


conditional contract made on the 2ist day of May, 1859, : 


H 

i 

l 

Chiriqui Jagoon and the harbor o 


And ‘be, it- further: enacteds That $100,00-0f: the eum 
hereby appropriated shal} be paid to the said- Thompson ¢ 
the said-Chiriqui company within ten days after the Presi 
dent shall have become satished in regard tothe: quantity 
and: quality of the said coal at the said lagoon and-the:va~ 
lidity of the titles of said Thompson or-said company there~ 
to; and after the lands contemplated in said coutract have, 
been selected by the United States, and their use granted 
for the benefit of the same.by said ‘Thompson or said. ‘cote 
Pany; $100,000 more after the said Thompson or the said 
company, their agents or.successors, have. expended bona 
fide $20,000 in opening and improving said iniues; and, the. 
reinainder of the sum herein appropriated afte! e ming, 
or mines affording the. most suitable coal for -maval ‘pur 
poses of the United States shall be in full operation andit 
such manner as to supply all the coal required by the Navy. 
Department at that point, and also at the harbor of Golfita, . 
on the Pacific, after the construction of a railroad ‘across’ 
the Isthmus of Chiriqui. aay t 
And be it further enacted, That the United States shali 
acquire nọ right of sovereignty over any territory in New 
Granada, nor any right to transport troops or munitions of 
war over such territory, under or by virtue of the contract - 
named in this act, unless the same be voluntarily consented: 
to by the Republic of New Granada. : Soe dK 


Mr. GREEN. With a little modification, T 
should. be perfectly willing to accept this amend- 
ment. In its present shape I think ‘it ‘is a little 
too restrictive. In the second section—but per» 
haps I had better go back and éxplain the whole 
of it. The difference between this and the prop 
osition offered by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, in the first place, is this: that proposes to 
pay in bonds, this proposes to pay in cash» The 
second section of this amendment is correct, and: 
I am willing to put it on as.a proviso to the other 
amendment: v AEAEE S ESE E 

c That no portion of thé sum hereby appropriated shall 
he paid over to said Thompson, his agent or agents, or any 
agent of said company, until the. President of the United 
States shall be satisfied of the full. and perfect title of the 
said Thompson and the said Chiriqui Improvement Cum- 
pany to all the rights and privileges which they propose to 
lease and guaranty to the use of the United States; nor 
until the Government of the United States is satisfied that 
the coal at the Chiriqui lagoon is suitable for naval pur- 
poses, and exists there in sufficient quantity to afford an 
ample supply, agrecably to said contract.?? 

I am willing to accept that. f 

M FESSENDEN. That is not the whole 
of it. 

Mr. GREEN. That isthe whole of the second 
section. I say lam willing to accept the whole 
of it, and I am willing to accept the whole of the, 
first. The third section has one condition in it, 
which I think wrong, and I desire to call the. 
attention of the Senate to it, Phe first, part of it, 
making three payments, is all right, and. thereis, 
no objection to that: < - Net rete 

t That $100,000 of the sum hereby. appropriated shall be; 
paid to the said Thompson or the said Chiriqui company: 
within ten days after the President shal! have become sdt- 
isfied in regard tò the quantity and quality of the said coal 
at said lagoon, and the validity ot the tilesof said Thomp-: 
son or said company thereto.” i, oe re : 

That is right enough. Ido not want a single: 
cent paid until they are satisfied. ‘Then the next 
branch of the section, I think, is wrong: 

« And after the lands contemplated in said contract have 
been selected by the United States and their use granted 
for the benefit of the same by. said ‘Thompson or said:com- 
pany? . 

Now, I think that is wrong.. Only five thou- 
wand acres of land are granted by this contract.. 
It'is a very small part of the consideration; but, 
yet it is necessary that the United States should: 
have a site there. The contract itself guaranties 
to us to select. Now, if the United States should: 
decline to select, or fail to select, it keeps the pàr- 
ties out of means to go forward and comply with 
the contract and prepare tọ supply the.coal neces- 
sary. The difference is this: whatever the grant- 
ors have to do, they may impose as a condition; 
but what the United States has to do, 1 do not 
think we ought to impose as a condition. Now; 
the United States must select; and yet you pro- 
pose.to withhold the rights of grantors until the 
grantee shall selects: I do not think that right. 
i Strike that out, and I have: no. objection to it. 
Then the latter part.of it, I think, is a little too 
restrictive. tis in relation to the time when the 
last payment shall be' made: 


«And the remainder of the sum herein appropriated after 
the mine or mines affording the most suitable coal for naval 
purposes of the United Statea shall be in full operation, and 
| in sueh.manner as to supply ali the coal required by the 
Navy Department at that point, and also at the harbor of 
Golfito, on the Pacific? — 


The words that follow, I think, are too restrict- 
ive— yes 
after the construction of a railroad across the Isthmus 
of Chiriqui.” $ s 
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think thatis:teo restrictive, because, as I have 
remarked, the’ privileges:and benefits on the At- 
lantic. side are more than ten times the considera- 
tion paid, and the otheris a prospective bencfit to 
be realized if the road is made; but that road will 
cost’ two or three million dollars, and this will 
postpone-it.a little too long... : 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. I am not the author of 
the-amendment whieh I have proposed. -I take 
the bill which was reported by the.chairman. of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of 
Representatives; and, on looking it over, it struck 
me that it guarded this contract very carefully, 
and that if we were to make the contract at all, it 
should be under the restriction he has there placed 
upon itinthat bill. I agree with the Senator from 

tissóúri that the last restriction he mentions, 
that with regard to not paying until the railroad 
is:made, is too severe; because, I agree with him, 
we shall probably, if we find the coal that is pro- 
vided for, get a fair and ample consideration for 
the money that we pay; but I think the first pro- 
vision that he wishes to strike out ought to be re- 
tained, because, until the agents of the Govern- 
ment have acted, and seen what there is, and have 
made the selection, and found the land was there 
to.beaelected, it would be unsafe to pay over the 
money. d l 

Mr. GREEN. Iwill remark that, according 
to the amendment, the title is to be satisfactory. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The title is to be satis- 
factorily made, to be sure; but any gentleman must 

‘know it cannot be ascertained from their dejara- 
tions until an actual examination and selection. 
Now it may turn out, although the title 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator will strike out 
the wordshe indicates—-forl cannot move to amend 
it, the amendment being now in the third degree-— 
I will make no question about it 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well; so far as I am 
concerned, { am willing to strike out the latter 
portion of the third section as too restrictive, be- 
cause it puts off the payment until the completion 
of the railroad, f 

Mr. GREEN. There ought to be some com- 
pulsion in the case to make them pay, though. 

' Mr: FESSENDEN. When] offered thisamend- 
ment, | said 1 proposed it merely for the purpose 
of guarding this matter. The original proposition 
wag loose, and, it struck me, required something 
more minute and particular. All I know about 
itis from having perused the report made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House, and the papers accompanying it; and 
having looked at the bill which he drew in con- 
nection with his report, and found how minutely 
the whole thing was guarded and taken care of, it 
then presented itself to me in this shape: is this a 
matter, as presented by the report and þin, suchas 
meets our approbation? In the shape it assumes 
in that bill, it does away entirely with the objec- 
tions made by the Senator from Wisconsin, as I 
stated before. It guards completely against them. 
The Government is under no obligation to do any- 
thing in reference to the matter, until it has se- 
cured all the privileges which this company pro- 
fess to guaranty to us, and therefore there is no 
such danger as supposed by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, in relation to those matters. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs of the House 
have reported this bill, and the report from which 
objection was drawn was the report of the minor- 
ity. I believe it is impossible for anybody to read 
the report and the accompanying papers, and to 
look atthe maps and see the proofs with regard 
to. it; the actual. surveys that have been made, 
without being entirely satisfied that, atlast,a route 
has been found across the isthmus of the very best 
character, and which presents facilities that the 
United States ought to avail themselves of at once, 
and secure. The route there is open to none of 
the objections that apply to all the others, if the 
facts stated are truc, and they seem to be exceed- 
ingly well attested. Whether we are bound by 
the contract or not, as I said before, is now made 
dependent on how the facts may turn out. We 
are to become satisfied of them lereafier: and we 
are bound to nothing unless they turn out well. 

Now, sir, 1 do not mean to occupy the time of 
the Scnate at this late hour of the evening by go- 
ing over all that has been so clearly and forcibly 
stated by the honorable Senator from Missourt. 
I followed his remarks all along, and he said not 
only all that I intended to say, but a great deal 


more than I had thought of, and laid the matter 
before the Senate ina light that was most striking. 
We want unquestionably a route across the isth- 
mus. We want it secured to us. 
of the best-character; and we want it under such 
terms and: éonditions that we shall be prohibited 
and have no inducement at ali to meddle with the 
jurisdiction of the State over which we cross. It 
is a mere rightof way that we desire,and itcomes 
to us,in my judgment, in the best possible shape 
that it can come. We haveno claims of jurisdic- 
tionthere whatever. That is guarded against by 
this very amendment which we now propose to 
make. The grants are made of a most liberal 
character, to a private company. -The private 
company grantsto us the right of passing, subject 
to the provisions that may be necessary with ref- 
erence to the Government itself, and nobody ap- 
*prehends that there will be the slightest difficulty 
in obtaining.the assent of that Government to all 
that is necessary for us to-do in relation to the 
matter. 

It is a healthy spot, not open to the objection 
to the Isthmus of Panama, but is a mountainous 
country; and notwithstanding it isa mountainous 
country, presenting one of those singular features 
that is presented in the White Mountains of New 
Hampshire, where a road apparently runs directly 
through them, and yet almost upon a level, fol- 
lowing the course of a stream—it is so there— 
winding about among the mountains, making one 
of the best passages for a road known anywhere; 
so much so that the president of a railroad who 
came up there and saw the one J have reference 
to, rather irreverently said the Almighty had left 
it on purpose fora railroad there, and for no other 
purpose in the world. 

This road over the Isthmus of Chiriqui is not 
only a road presenting these remarkable facilities, 
but having on each side some of the very finest 
harbors in the world, so proved by actual surveys 
made, and as if it was intended for all the pur- 
poses of a great nation being obliged to pass out 
of its own territory ata particular period, in order 
to get passage through, presenting this station 
where all these supplies may be found for their 
vessels, where a naval depot may be established 
in a healthy locality, and a vast amount of moncy 
saved, from the very fact that coal can be fur- 
nished under such a contract as this so cheaply; 
so much go that I have no quéstion—and I be- 
Heve the facts stated show—that in two years it 
will save all the cost of it and all the privileges 
and everything else left. 

I will only say, in conclusion, sir, that the 
amount paid is very small,and probably is made 
small for the very reason that this company is in 
such a condition that it requires the credit that 
would arise from the countenance given to it by 
our Government in order to sustain it in its un- 
dertakings. Ht values that highly, and probably 
is somewhat embarrassed in pecuniary affairs, 
and offers it to this Government on terms that 
ought at once to be seized upon, lest the oppor- 
tunity should be lost. 

. CLARK. Will the honorable Senator 
from Maine tell me what we get for these $300,000? 
I have not had time to look at it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
tecn or fifteen dollars a ton for coal, we get it for 
four or five. 

Mr. KING. Ifit is found there. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If we do not find it, we 
do not make the contract, because this amend- 
ment so guards it that unless the coal is there, 
we do not pay for it. There is the very best 
evidence that the coal is there. We have the 
statement of Mr. Almy—— __.. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Allow me to ask the Sen- 
ator from Maine a question. If this coal can be 
mined there for two or three dollars a ton, how 
do you expect to buy it from this company on 
quite as favorable terms as you could buy the 
coal mine? If it can be mined at two and three 
dollars a ton, I suppose the market value will not 
be much more than that price. Why cannot we 
buy it of that company ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose we could. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then the company may 
mine it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very likely they would 
mine it under the contract, and sell it at the cost 
of mining. .Thatis to be the cost, according to the 
contract, 


We want it | 


Instead of paying four- | 


Mr. ANTHONY. I thought we were to buy 
the mines, : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If we buy the right to 
the mines, we can mine ourselves or get others to 
take itup; or any other arrangement can be made. ` 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then, if we buy the mines, 
and the company mines the coal, what considera- 
tion do we get for the money we pay ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Why, sir, in the first 
place, this company own the whole. They have 
aright to make a road across the isthmus. That’ 
is theirs, exclusively, for sixty years. They own 
the land at the termini of the road on each side. 
They own the lands from which the coal is to be 
taken. They desire to cnter into this contract 
with the United States, unquestionably, to a cer- 
tain extent, for their own benefit. As I said be- 
fore, they want the credit that will arise from the 
contract itself. They want the money that will 
be paid to enable them to go on and complete their 
work; and, in order that they may have this bev- 
efit, they proffer to the United States—what? 
They proffer to the United States a certain portion 
of ‘the coal lands, a large quantity, sufficient for 
the purposes, to be selected by them, giving the 
Government the right of selection, They proffer 
the opportunity for a naval depot. They profer 
the right, so long as the right exists in themselves, 
(for sixty years,) to transport whatever they 
please over the road as now made, or whatever 
kind of road may be made, whether by rail or 
otherwise. It is a bargain. Now, it may be, 
that, when they get under way, if they ever do 
without our aid, or when another company gets 
under way, they may take out the coal and sel! it 
to us cheap; but it must be manifest, unless they 
have some aid of thisdescription, that it willtake 
them considerable time, in the first place, to cn- 
able them to carry out the work, to get under- 
way, to getinto operation. They want money. In 
the next place, I know of nolaw which will compel 
them to sell it to us for the mere cost of mining 
if they succeed without us. We have no con- 
tract-—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. By the inevitable and irre- 
sistible law of trade, if they get it for two dollars 
a ton, we can buy it for a fair profit from them. 
They will be the only party that has the coal to 
sell, and we shall be almost the only customer 
to buy it, and it will be to their interest to sell. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. How do we know but 
that Great Britain may make the same contract? 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘Suppose she does. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, ‘She may offer to take 
this upon her own hands, and geta privilege from 
which we are excluded. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is coal enough there, 
as I understand, for five hundred million people, 
as they say. 

Mr. FESSENDE 
there, 

Mr. ANTHONY. That would. enable them 
amply to supply the Navy of the United States, 
and of Great Britain also. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Unquestionably. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Have we any desire to 
make Great Britain pay more than ourselves? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam not going to stand 
chaffering with the gentleman about nine pence. 
The Senator can advocate itas much as he pleases 
after I sit down. When a Senator rises to ask 
me a question, I do not want to be foilowed up 
by fifty. That is not the mode of conducting 
business in the Senate. 1 tell you, sir, I place it 
upon broader grounds thana mere matter of buy- 
ing coal. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is the ground that it 
has been placed upon. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. If the Sen- 
ator goes simply on the ground that we shall not 
avail ourselves of this greatoffer,as I call it,now; 
that we will not secure these privileges by con- 
tract; that we will have nothing to do with this 
matter, and let them go wherever they may hap- 
pen to float, simply because it will be carried out 
by other people by and by; and we shall purchase 
the coal at this price whenever the time comes, 
and forego the opportunity to secure advantages 
which I deem of so much consequence—if that 
is the ground, so be it. AIL I have to say is, the 
Senator looks at it with the eye of a mere trader 
for coal; I look at it with the eye of one looking 
ahead to what I believe to be importantand great 
advantages of a very different description, much 


N. Yes, sir; there is enough 
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larger and much more important. I dare say it 
will present itself to the minds of other Senators 
precisely in the light which it does to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. To mine it does not 
“present itself in that alone. I deem it of great 
consequence that we should have a position there. 

Why, sir, we are now obliged to keep store- 
ships, at very great cost, at Panama. We are at 
great cost in transporting and retransporting. We 
have no naval depot there. We can have done. 
That is an unhealthy climate, an unhealthy loca- 
tion. There is no harbor. On this side there are 
but twelve feet of water; on the other, it is an 
open roadstead, as I understand, and vessels can- 
not come within three miles and a half from the 
shore. More than that: we are obliged to pur- 
chase the privilege of keeping the coal which we 
carry there, and pay six dollarsaton for the mere 
storage of coal on an island there. Now, sir, in- 
stead of that, we have here a depot for all naval 
stores, in a healthy location, saving the great cost 
we must be at in constant transportation and re- 
transportation; saving, unquestionably, in the 
number of vessels we are to keep on that station; 
and all the advantages that present themselves 
strike my mind as of very great importance. 

I have read the report made in the House on 
this subject, and I cannot imagine how any Sen- 
ator who reads it and believes in the capacity of 
the person at least who drew it, as I do—because 
I know he has devoted himself to the examina- 
tion of this subject thoroughly, and is perfectly 
able to comprehend it—can avoid coming to the 
conclusion that it is a matter of so much conse- 
quence that we should be faulty if we did not avail 
ourselves of this bargain, especially when we 
make it on terms and conditions that there is no 
mistake about; because it is notto be made at all, 
as the amendment now stands, unless all these 
agreements on the part of this company are to be 
complied with. That is the lightin whichitstrikes 
me; and in that view of it, I cannot avoid giving 
it my support. 

Mr. KING. Ihave no doubt this matter has 
been very plausibly presented; and yet it has to 
me so much the appearance of many of those cor- 

orations that grow up in our cities, whose object 
1g to get up and puff stock and sell it off for the 

urpose of speculation to the corporator, that I 

ave been induced to look atitalittle. ‘The fourth 

rivilege granted to the United States by the con- 
itional contract made with them by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy is this: 

« Fourth. The United States to have right hereby con- 
veyed to all coal, for naval purposes, at or ncar the points 
selected for coal depots and naval stations as aforesaid ; 
and if found of superior quality elsewhere, the United States 
to have the right to use the same, subject only to the tax of 
one dime per ton, to be paid the province, and the cost of 
mining and delivering the same.” 

So that, it seems, this privilege of coal is one 
that we may have, if there be coal there, by min- 
ing it and having it brought to the place of de- 
livery, and paying one dime to the rovince. The 
Senator from lowa (Mr. Grimes] has been look- 
ing into this report. I have not had time.to look 
at it; but I will ask him to read that part of the 

‘report which gives the evidence of the engineers 
employed by this company, and their statementas 
to coal, Will the Senator beso kind as to read it. 

Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President, I have not 
looked at the subject at all, except to read the tes- 
timony that accompanies the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I have not even read the report. 

Mr. KING. 1 spoke of the certificate. 

Mr. GRIMES. I merely read the testimony; 
and I desire to say, in connection with this sub- 
ject, that so far as itis desirable to procurea naval 
depot on the other side of the isthmus, I entirely 
concur in the views of the Senator from Maine. 
If we are not paying too much for the purpose 
‘of securing a naval depot—I do not know whether 
we are or not—I would be willing to vote for 
this proposition; but I apprehend there is not 
any evidence anywhere that shows that any coal 
is there of any appreciable quality or quantity. 
The only evidence is the evidence of Mr. Man- 
ross. Mr. Manross describes this country as a 
volcanic country, with veins of coal, but no grand 
strata or seams of coal; and after describing three 
of those seams, he says: 

“q have no doubt this coal will answer the purposes of 
steam navigation, as well as nearly all the requirements of 
the arts and manufactures. ‘The three seams described 
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as occurring so near each other at the principal Jocality, (or 
the Changuinola,) if united in one?”— 
which unfortunately they are not—_ 


« would form a bed sufficiently thick to be taken out with 
advantage.” 


is likely, under any contingency and under any 
circumstances, as ĮI understand it, is in a work- 
able condition: 

“The irregularity of the included beds of rocks seem to 
promise that they may unite, or at least approach near 
enough to be worked as a single bed.” 

The Senator from Maine referred me a little 
while ago to the testimony of Lieutenant Almy 
and Mr. Cooke, civil engineer. Mr. Cooke says; 

“On the Pacific side it outerops in the Island Muerto; 
but I am of opinion, from examinations I made, that near 
David, ajung the line of route, abundance of coal, and of 
good quality, may be found.” 

He has that opinion; but he does not state the 
facts upon which that opinion is predicated. He 
does not give us the depth of the seam, or the 
length of the seam, or how many are exposed, or 
what may be the strata above or below the route, 
so as to enable a man who is at all acquainted or 
familiar with the coal formations to know whether, 
in all human probability, or scientific probability, 
there is any large quantity ‘of coal there; but he is 
of opinion thatthere may he coalin certain places 
of a certain quantity; but there is no evidence 
of it. Atleast, he furnishes no data upon which 
to predicate anything of the kind. Lieutenant 
Almy, in his letter, says: 

“Trt is the opinion of all intelligent persons, who have 
visited the coal mines upan the shores of Chiriqui lagoon, 
that if properly ‘tapped,’ shafts sunk, and worked as coal 
mines are in the United States, there will be found an 
abundance of coal of a superior quality, the value of which 
in that part of the world, under circumstances which may 
often arise, ix beyond any calculation.” 

Ho docs not give it as his opinion that there is 
any such, but he says it is the opinion of intelli- 
gent gentlemen, who are familiar with the sub- 
ject, that if the mines are properly tapped and 
worked, as they are in the United States, they 
may get at some coal, Now, in regard to the 


ounds of coal raised in all the Chiriqui country. 
Pn the letter of J. W. King, chief engineer, he 
says: 

«Tn compliance with your directions, J have this day 
made an examination by practical test of the coal brought 
me by the steamer Fulton from Bocas del Toro. ‘there 
was only about five hundred pounds in all, yet sufficient 
to try in auxiliary boiler and the forges, and to form a fair 
idea of its quality.” 

This is tHe only evidence I see of any coal 
having been raised: 

“This coal was taken from the surface, the mine not 
having been penetrated more than sixteen inches?’— 
There is the only evidence as to the depth to 
which the mine has ever been penctrated— 

Cand although its vitality has been nearly destroyed by | 
the rains for many years, its combustion was tolerably 
good, producing steam as well as some of our own coal. 

« ftis bituminous, and evidently from a superior variety, 
similar to the Indiana canuel. L have no doubt of the su- 
periority of the mine.” 

I only read this. at the solicitation of the Sena- 
tor from New York, to show what the testimony 
is in regard to the character of the coal, and not 
because I am disposed to cavil with the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Maine, as to the securing 
of a naval depot on the other side of the isthmus. 
So far as that is concerned, I wholly concur in 
his views. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Maine 
is pleased to say that I approach this subject in 
the spirit ofa coal trader. He is perfectly right. 
Ido; and I take it, when a man goes to buy coal 
that is the spirit in which he ought to approach 
the subject. Now, I cannot see here any evidence 
at all of the existence of any large quantity orany 
desirable quality of coal. The Senator from 
Iowa has read from the testimony of Mr. King, | 
the chief engincer, in which he says, ‘‘its com- 
bustion was tolerably good,” and that ‘this coal 
was taken from the surface, the mine not having 
been penetrated more than sixteen inches.” It 


this mine, in submitting the cval to the United | 
States engineer, would have selected the best qual- 
ity that they could find. Mr. H. Newell, first 
assistant engineer, 
to questions propounded to him, says: 


This is the only one that he speaks of which it 


quality of this coal, I cannot discover In this testi- | 
mony that there are morc than about five hundred | 


seems to me very evident that the proprietors of | 


United States Navy, in reply il 


te Question 1. Is it bituminous or semi-bituminous, or is 
| ita lignite, and nota pure coal? X 


“ Answer, J think. it is a..semi-bituminous, aud n pute 
coal. ‘ Oe ta H ; 
Question 2: How many poúnids ‘of water can ‘be evap- 
orated by one pound of this cual, estimating the best an- 
thracite to evaporate ten pounds of water to.one,pound of 
coal? ie ray 
‘Answer. I made no experiments to 
orative qualities, eh a 
“ Question 3. Does itclinker.on the 
quantity of ashes great or otherwise? 


« Answer. There being noauxiliary boiler on board, and 
the quantity of coal. procured not being sufficient to teyit 
in the large boiler, I am unable to-answer this question.” 

“ Question4. How does its specific gravity compare with 
anthracite or Cumberland coal? i 

c Answer. I made no test of its specific gravity. 

« QuestionS. Would. it be subject to spoutancous com- 
bustion on account of sulphur or iron pyrites being incor- 
porated with it? ad ve 

s Answer. I discovered no sulphur or iron pyrites in ft, 
and do not think it would be subject to spontaneous com- 
bustion.”’ 

‘I his is all the information that has been af- 
forded to us, that I have seen, upon the quantity 
or the quality of the coal. Now, the Senator 
fram Maine cannot have a higher opinion of the 
ability and the integrity of the honorable gentle- 
man who has made this report in the House than 
I have; but, at the same time, we must be aware 
that another gentleman of the House, algo a man 
ofthe highest integrity and the highest ability, has 
made a minority report entirely different from 
these conclusions. 

Now, sir, I have been surprised at the favor 
which this proposition has received in this body; 
and although 1 do not attempt to oppose my opin- 
ion to that of gentlemen who have examined the 
subject more thoroughly than I have, and who 
certainly have brought ‘to it every requisite for 
arriving at a proper conclusion on the subject, yet 
it seems to me we are open to give a very large 
sum of money for a very doubtful title to a prop- 
erty of doubiful value. I understand (an if I 
am wrong, I would be indebted to gentlemen who. 
are in favor of the project, to correct me) that 
when the State of Panama was a unitary State; 
before it was divided into three States, all the 
rights of transit were conveyed to the Panama 
company; that subsequent to that conveyance the 
State of Panama was divided into the provinces 
of Panama, Darien, and Veragua; that the State 
of Veragua has granted this privilege to Ambrose 
Thompson and his associates; and that the Bù- 
preme court of Granada has decided thatthe State 
of Veragua had no right to make such a grant. 
] find this stated in the newspapers. I do not 
know upon whatauthority it i 


determine its evap- 


grate bars, and.is the 


t ig stated; but 1 have, 
never seen it contradicted. I think it of sufficient 
importance for the friends of the measure to bo 
able to answer the question. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That the supreme court of 
Granada have decided that this grant is invalid. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They decided directly 
the other way—directly the reverse. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I say I only got my in- 
formation from the newspapers. I saw it so 
stated. Now I should like to have another ques- 
tion answered.. I would like to know whether 
this route has-been surveyed? Where is the sur- 
vey? What is the evidence that there isa rail- 
road route across the Isthmus at that point? Does 
the report contain the survey? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The report states the 
facts. 

Mr. GREEN. It has been surveyed several 
tumes, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Where are the surveys? 

Mr. GREEN. I can produce them. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Where are the maps of the: 
surveys? 

Mr. GREEN. They are on the files of the De-" 
partment. J have seen them m self. I merely 
wish, Mr. President, to remind the Senator from 
Lowa that he omitted a little of the evidence acci- 
dentally. He said he had read ‘all the evidence 
on the subject to be found, quoting from Mr. 
King, the chicf engineer, who made ‘the test, in 
these words: 


“This coal was taken from the surface, the mine not 
having been penerated more than sixteen inches; and, al- 
though its vitality has been nearly destroyed by the rains 
for many years, its combustion was tolerably good.’? 


There he stopped. The balance of what Mr. 


King says is this: 


t Producing steam as 
“Tt is bituminous, and evidently from a 
similar to the Indiana cannel.??. $ 


well as some of our own coat. 
superiorvariely, 


a 
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“Ifhe-had read that, I think it would have been 
a material qualification of what he did read: 
_=@-Ehave no doubt of the superiority. of the mine.” 

“Mr. KING. That was read. 
oi. Mr, ANTHONY. Well, sir, if it is no-better 
than some of our‘coal, I do not think we ought 
to pay à very great price for it. 

Mr. KING... My objection to this claim is the 
manner in which it comes to us, and without evi- 
dence; ag I'say, that is at all satisfactory. I never 
heard‘ of it until’ my attention was called to it by 
a gentleman who had.taken part in the examina- 
tion of it'in the other House. It was there sent 
toa comntittec, and:has been examined; and there 
are divided reports of the committee before that 
Fiouse. I think the very discussion which we 
have had here shows at least one thing, and that 
is the impropriety of putting a large proposition 
of this sort on a general appropriation bill. This 
subject, if it has halt the importance which is at- 
tributed to it by gentlemen who seem to favor the 
appropriation, ought to have a consideration by 
and of itself in the two Houses, and be determined 
upon. its own merits, and not by the votes of Sen- 
ators here, when they are in haste to get through 
with the bill, and without the examination that a 
subject of this importance ought to have. This 
‘was under examination some time in the Navy 
Department. Now, the Secretary of the Navy 
has ample power to contract for coal for the Navy. 

Mr. PFESSENDEN. He has made a contract. 

Mr. KING. The Scerctary of the Navy has 
examined this matter; and, with ample authority 
to make a contract for the supply of the Navy 
with coal, he has not felt at liberty, with such in- 
formation as he would be able to lay before Con- 
gress to justify him in doing it, in making an ab- 
solute contract; but he has made a conditional 
one, referring it to us to make the contract, and 
the action of Congress is necessary to make the 
contract. The Secretary has not concluded the 
contract; has declined to. do so on his own re- 
sponsibility; and thus it is that we should be well 
informed of a good reason for such a contract as 
this. 


Now, this was referred by the Scerctary of the 


Navy, at an early period in March, to the Attor- 
ney General, wha retuned it with some cight 
objections, cach of which would be fatal to it. 
He has returned it with, his objections, the last 
ane of which is about like that which was given 
on an occasion as one of thirteen reasons a man 
had for not firing a salute. The first one was that 
he had no powder. He was told that was sufii- 
cient; he need not go on with the others. [Laugh- 
ter.] I think the other reasons here are of about 
the same character: 

“The objection still remaining is, {avs the Attorney 
General in the second report,] that the United States can- 
not take exelusive possession of the property, without the 
consent of the New Granadian Government. Yow are to 
Judge how far this conscut has been given, or what neces- 
sity there may be for further negotiation. In the paper 
written by General Herran, he does not allude to uiis 
point”? 

Which is, in truth, the essential point of the 
case. If we purchase the rights of ‘the parties, 
and: yet cannot take possession, what do we get? 

& ftmitst also be remembered, (says the Attorney Gen- 
eval on this last point,} that this grant of a roadway does 
not include any right.to makea railroad.” 

These points, I will inform my friend from 
Maine, the Attorney General says stand against 
thiscontract; so that Ede not see any substantial 
benefit which we-are to get, except,as the Secre- 
tary of the Nayy says, if there*be coal there, that 
we shall have aright to buy it at ten cents a ton, 
paying the expense of mining and transporta- 
tion. : ; 


it was not made fairly; and another, that the com- 


pany had never properly organized. Itis one of 


thoac roving companies for mining and general 


But an objection, made to.this grant was, that. 


speculation; obtaining its charter ina State,and | 


traveling the country over to find something to 
speculate upon. | have been told this company 
commicneed its operations of mining in South 
America; that it afterwards transferred them to 
Cuba; and that some year or two ago, when, as 
all will recollect, there was a very extended cir- 
culation of the report of the immense quantity 
of gold that was found in thig Chiriqui county, 


in graves of the Indians who had been buried | 


there for- centuries: past, they went-into that re- 
gion, and the gold stories proving to be false, 


they have reduced their mining operations to the 
coal business. The whole testimony of their own 
witnesses, their own engineers, is of samples that 
are good for nothing. The veins which they 
speak of, they say, are of value, if they should 
unite and thus form a vein thick enough to be 
worked profitably. 

In regard to the character of this company, I 
read from a document which was put into my 
hands just now as their defense against the im- 
putation that they were nota corporation, in fact, 
in existence. .. The report says that it is not true 
that the company was ever organized under their 
charter. They say, on their side: 

“There is, accompanying the papers laid before the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and the committee, a sworn copy of the 
record of the proceedings of the company, furnished by its 
secretary, whereby it is shown that the company was reg- 
ularly organized at the Merchants’ Exchange, in the city 
of Philadelphia, May 31, 1855, by the election of aboard of 
directors. The same record shows that the directors after- 
wards met, elected officers, and established a branch office 
in the city of New York. This organization has ever since 
continued.?? 


Why, Mr. President, we have in the news- 
papers in the city of New York every week the 
history of one of these bubbles. An office fora 
fortnight, or three or four weeks, is kept in the 
city of New York, and stock quoted and trans- 
ferred from one to another at nominal prices, and 
finally falls away. This company, if they really 
had anything of the value that they talk about, 
would not wantto sellitforasong. Itis very easy 
to talk about the great importance of aroute across 
the Isthmus and a railroad there; but it seems 
that these people themselves have no right to make 
a railroad. This is thirty or forty miles longer 
than the Panama route any way across by land; 
and yet the great importance of a route across the 
Isthmus is one that does not attach to this matter 
atall. Iknow nothing about these harbors; they 
may be all that the gentlemen say they are; but 
these people have no authority to convey them 
to the United States, or to give the use of them at 
all. That is a matter for which you have to ne- 
gotiate with the Government to’ get any rights, 
This company have the rights that all’ citizens 
have, to enter the open harbors of all civilized 
nations. That our ships have, and individuals 
have, and the merchant marine of any country; 
and that is ‘all they can give us. That we have 
without them. Ido not see that anything of any 
value is to be given to the United States; and this 
roving company, after having organized in Phil- 
adelphia, had its office in New Yark, gone to 
South America, Cuba, and finally settled among 
the gold graves of Chiriqui, having found a coal 
mine, it seems now would like to sell it to the 
United States for $300,000, if they can. 

Gentlemen say this bill is guarded. Now, I put 
it to Senators to think of the ‘manner in which 
these schemes ate brought forward and acted upon 
in Congress. Words are introduced of somewhat 
uncertain constructions but let these people gcta 
foothold, let them geta claim upon these $300,000 
—that is all they want. The Senator from Maino i 
very well said to the Senate that these people 
were out of capital and wanted money. I dare 
say theyare. Most of these vagabond companies 
are, and would be glad to find a capitalist any- 
where who could be flattered into thé idea to fur- 
nish them means, double, triple, or four fold, by 
telling wonderful stories. [am rather surprised 
at what the Senator from Towa said in regard to 
it, after reading the statements made by them- 
selves, for I have not had time to look at the re- 
port, in which there is so very little said about this 
coal in that-country. For myself, L regard this 
matter as simply one of those schemes in which 
an imposition is attempted to be practiced. Tdo 
not, of course, believe, and certainly should not 
desire to be understood as saying, anything that 
would impute to any honorable gentleman here 
any knowledge of that matter; but there are no 
facts shown here that centradict the worst sup- 
positions that can be entertained of this being a 
mere speculating concern, X 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I confess 
that L have been very mach perplexed as to the | 
vote [ should give upon this question. The ques- | 
tion came up before.the committee of which I 
have the honor to be chairman, and I gave it all | 
the attention that I could, and have read all the | 
testimony in relation to the question that I could ! 


| get hold of. This will be important if the har- 


bor upon the Atlantic and the harbor upon the 
Pacific side be as stated, and of this I entertain 
no doubt whatever, because I’ have examined the 
British surveys, and I am quite confident that they. 
are correct, J have known personally the British 
surveyor for many years past, the right honor- 
able Captain Barnet, who made the survey very 
accurately, and he described it as being one of 
the finest bays in the world. It is described by 
geographers ‘as being an inland bay, running 
ninety miles along the land, while it is from forty- 
five to fifty miles inland, with harbor upon harbor, 
capable of anchoring the largest ships in the world, 
and many of them being able to lie immediately 
alongside of the shore; the lands abounding in 
timber, suitable for building ships. The harbor 
of Golfito, on the Golfo Dolce, upon the other 
side, is unquestionably agood one, Superadded 
to this, itis declared upon questionable authority, 
or rather insufficient authority, that there is a 
great abundance of coal of good quality in posi- 
tions attainable and easily worked. If this be 
so, there is a combination of advantages which 
this country does not possess at any other point. 
There is no point on the Pacific or Adantic sea- 
board of this country that possesses the advant- 
ages found at this place; and when I acknowl- 
edge that, Iam amazed at the moderation of the 
corporation that have this thing in charge. With 
these privileges, $300,000 is a mere pittance; the 
sum ought not to be considered for a moment; and. 
if Senators arc satisfied with the proofs which are 
given of the existence of abundance of coal, of 
the depth and capacity of these harbors upon 
either side of the isthmus, they can entertain no 
doubt whatever, because the testimony is entirely 
independent of this corporation, for surveys have 
been made by other nations for their own pur- 
oses, and are before the world; but if the Senate 
is satisfied of the presence of thisenormousamount 
of coal of this quality, I say, I am astonished at 
the moderation of the company. It would cer- 
tainly be an acquisition that this country ought not 
to neglect by any meansjand we may be assured, 
if we do neglect it, it will pass into other hands, 
I confess that my doubts about the whole thing 
were very much increased by learning that the 
money which was expected from the Govern- 
ment from this contract had been divided out into 
shares, and sold in the market for, some twenty 
or twenty-five per cent. discount; that the shares 
were bought up, and the proprietary interest in 
the company was distributed throughout a great 
many hands, who were coming here. to Congress 
to press this claim upon them. That excited in 
me a disposition to look at the whole thing, and 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs, not wish- 
ing to give this proposition, which might have a 
good deal of merit in it, any discouragement. I 
believe the committee came to no vote whatever, 
but left every member to vote as he pleased. 
Now, sir, if the coal be there, and there be but 
one harbor on the Atlantic side, it is clearly an 
exceedingly cheap bargain for us if we can get it, 
If we can get the use of the harbor and the facil- 
ity of working the coal, it will be very cheap at . 
$300,000. 1 differ very much from the Senator 
from Maine in his calculations about the coal, 
because I have given that subject some practical 
attention. You can place coal at this very har- 
bor for nine dollars, and you cannot mine coal 
there for a less price and deliver it on board ship 
than you can mine it at Cumberland and bring tt 
down the Mississippi or Alabama, where they 
have coal also, or carry it from Delaware bay and 
put it aboard the same ship. Everything, m 
fact, is in favor of the price paid for the anthra- 
cite coal in Pennsylvania. I think we might de- 
liver coal very well there at nine dollars. That 


| is the price at which it is placed in the Gulf ports 


and landed, all charges included. The sum of : 
eleven dollars, stated in this report, is wrong to 
that extent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will state that the in- 
formation about the price in the report is obtained 
from the Department. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
obtained, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
ernment paid. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
they paid too much. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. You cannot get it for 
ess, i 


Ido not care where it was 
That is what the Gov- 


If they paid eleven dollars, 
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Mr. MALLORY. Oh, yes, you can. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Whatis the price at Key 


West? "h 
Mr. MALLORY.. Nine dollars. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Well, it would be cheap | 


to the Government at eleven dollars. 

Mr. MALLORY. The nine dollars includes 
freight and insurance, besides affording a decent 
profit. Itincludes all the charges; and that isa 


place of about the same latitude as this. The lat- | 


itude of this point is about eight or ten degrees 
north latitude, I think. Iam prepared,as | said, 
to. vote for this amendment; because I am satis- 
fied of the existence of the harbors on both sides. 
Another point that struçk me, in investigating 
the subject, is this 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to inquire of 
the Senator, just upon that point, as this amend- 
ment is now drawn, whether we are not to pay 
for these harbors until we get the consent of the 
Government of New Granada, and that these 
parties are to get the consent of that Government 
when we have the harbors and the coal depot? 
Is that the effect of the present amendment? 
Mr. MALLORY. Now, sir, in rclation to that 


point, I have no knowledge before me that the | 


Government of New Granada has ever consented 
to the alienation of this grant in this form. The 
objections which the Secretary of the Navy, after 
he had made this conditional contract, submitted 
to the Attorney General, comprised seven points. 
He submitted his objections or suggestions to the 
Attorney General, who replies to them. He says 
upon all six points, on a reéxamination of the 
entire case, he is entirely satisfied the grant is 
perfect, and the rights acquired by the United 
aes under it equally so. The seventh pointis 
Ist 


te The Government of the United States could not, with- 


out violating the law of nations, take and hold possession 
of such property within a foreign country.” 

Upon that point, he says: 

«The objection still remaining is, that the United States 
cannot take exclusive possession of the property without 
the consent of the New Granadian Government. You [the 
Secretary of the Navy] are to judge how far this consent has 
been given, or what nacessity there may be for further ne- 
gotiation.”” 

1 am not aware of any reagon which ihduced 
the Attorney General to withhold his opinion 
upon that subject. Ido not know what the De- 

artment thinks upon that subject; whether the 
New Granadian Governmenthasto beapproached 
by ours after we make the contract, and its con- 
sent attained to our entering upon the property or 
not; and that, I confess, is a doubt which has 
precluded me heretofore from entering partly into 
a subject which pertains so much for the benefit of 
the Navy. 

Now, sir, as for the suppl 
Pacific, the price of coal there 
same whether we buy this property or not. 
distance across, from the nearest water on the 
Atlantic to the nearest water on the Pacific, at 
Golfito, is sixty-five miles by an air line; but it 
ig a mountainous country, and although I have 
not the slightest doubt, from the surveys, that 


y of coal upon the 
will remain the 


mile air line; and we have, of course, to wait until 
parties interested shall build the road, before the 
coal, if it be there; can be transported to the other 
side. That is problematical; but I will vote for 
the amendment 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator allow me to 
inquire if he understands that these parties have 
the right to build a road? 

Mr. MALLORY. Unquestionably. The At- 
torney General has given an opinion upon that 
stibject that they have. 

Mr. CLARK. Ihave here the grant—if the 
Senator will permit me—which everybody can 
construc for himself. The first article is this: 

“Anexclusive privilege for sixty years is hereby conceded 
to Ambrose W. ‘Thompson, for improving, in a solid man- 
ner, fit for the transit of wheeled vehicles, and maintaining 
in good condition, the provincial road, opened more than 
fourteen years ago, between this city and Bocas det Toro.” 

That is the grant they have got: to finish this 
provincial road for wheeled vehicles, opened more 
than fourteen years ago. 


“Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator does notdis- | 


tinctly understand the whole question. 
Mr. CLARK. Perhaps I do not. 
deavoring to get light upon it. 


I am en- 


The | 


į pour 


Mr, FESSENDEN. The right to build the 
road, as I understand it by reading the papers, is 
a right belonging to the province of Chiriqui in 
itself, and that provinee granted the right. The 
opinion given by the Government officers of New 
Granada is, that they have the right to build just 
such a road as they please, : 

Mr. CLARK. Who grants it? : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The province of Chiriqui 
grants it to this company. Objection. was. made 
to its being confirmed, and they confirmed the 
right to build the road, and just such a road as 
they pleased. 

Mr. CLARK. Now I hold in my hand the 
privileges granted by the province of Chiriqui, 
which I read. They grant the right to finish this 
old road for wheel carriages, a road begun four- 
teen years ago. That is all the province of Chi- 
riqui grants. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will say to the Senetor 
from New Hampshire, in addition to what I have 
said already, that that question is still involved in 
difficulty, because the road rung only partly in the 
province of Chiriqui. If the honorable Senator 
will look at it, he will find that, although the prov- 
ince of Chiriqui might grant, in direct terms, the 
power to build the road, it could only extend 
within its own territorial limits, and will not go 
beyond it, and does not extend to Golfito by sev- 
eral miles. 

Bat I shall vote for the amendment under all the 
circumstances, knowing this harbor to be there; 
one of the most remarkable bays in the world, 
running, as I say, ninety miles along the shore, 
and from forty-five to fifty miles inland, with har- 
bor upon harbor, and bay upon bay, where the 
largest ships lay entirely concealed from the ocean, 
and which has a capacity for the largest class of 
vessels in the world; and even though the coal 
should turn out a failure, it is exceedingly import- 
ant to this country that they should secure an 
additional harbor there. [ know of no other place 
where we can have one, unless we got from Hon- 
duras the Bay islands. The two frigate harbors 
at Ruatan are the only oncs that seem to be open. 
It would be rather humiliating if we should refuse 
this bargain, for it is a bargain, and I am aston- 
ished atits modcration; and we should hear, in the 
course of three or four months, that Great Britain 
had secured from an incorporated company, in 
our own country, the very privileges we have re- 
fused. Coal or no coal, therefore, I should vote 
for the amendment; but 1 had a great deal of doubt 
about the original proposition granting this round 
sum of $300,000 upon testimony which seemed so 
meager. In fact, Edo not think the testimony on 
the subject of coal is really worthy of our consid- 
eration. It was known that coal was the import- 
ant element in all this matter. ‘The report before 
us is called ‘contract for coal.” Instead of a re- 
port on this subject, it is called “contract for 
coal.” The Secretary of the Navy is very cau- 
tious in putting in the words, “ if coal be there.”” 


| He directed the oflicers down there very carefully 


to ascertain as much as they could upon this sub- 


| ject, and directed several interrogatories to them. 


there is a practical route for a railroad across, the | Their replies are very meager, indeed. Mr. Almy, 


route isa much longer one than that sixty-five- | 


who isan exceedingly competent and careful gen- 
tleman, replies very gingerly as to the information 
wanted; and the whole amount of coal obtained 
for the purposes of trial was only five hundred. 
nds. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator allow me to 
put another question? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. It is this: whether, if it should 
turn out that there was no coal there, and that 
there could be no direct and proper communica- 
tion between these two harbors, the honorable 
Senator would think it a good bargain to pay 
$300,000 for the coal depot on the Gulf side? 

Mr. MALLORY. The bill does not propose 
any such thing. 

Mr. CLARK. I know that. I want to come 
to that point, if the Senator will give his opinion 
on it, > 


My. MALLORY. I have already said that I 


doubted very much the propriety of paying the ; 


round sum of $300,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK. I did not so understand the 
Senator, or I would not have asked the question 
again. 

SMr. HAMMOND. If the Senate is prepared 
to come to a vote, I will not say another word. 


| fine bargain, if all the rest were to fail. 


{ should prefer rather to have. the vote now; than: 
to say anything more. [** Let us vote!”’] [itis 
understood that the vote carbe gotl have nothihg 
more to say. If there isanything more‘to-be said; 
I should like-to say a few words. 0) pas s # 

Mr. CLARK. ‘The Senator will allow meto 
say, that I hope the discussion will go‘on. ‘ Feon? 
ceive and readily yield the desirableness of these: 
harbors on the two sides of this isthmus; but: £ 
want to know what may be the benefits and what’ 
may be the readiness of communication before i 
give my vote. I should be very glad to doit, if 
can see that I am‘clearly giving my vote for the 
advantage of the country. I hope the discussion 


will go on. : 
MMOND. Understanding that the: 


Mr. HA 
Senator intends to discuss it, I will say a few 
words. In the first place, it seems to-be a perfect: 
absurdity that this Senate—so large a body as this’ 
—should undertake to discuss a question of title, 
or even undertake to discuss the question of the 
advantages of such a contract, except in a very: 
general way. We have our Government, we have: 
our Departments appropriate for the investigation 


| of these matters; and we are a body utterly in- 
| competent to investigate them. We are utterly 


incompetent to investigate such matters as these, 
except in their general, commercial, political, and. 
economical bearings. You may get up here and 
say ‘this is a job.” Well, if I say it is not a 
job, and make`an issue with you, it will take 
thirty days, at least, to try the case, perhaps thirt 
years. You may say there is no coal there. Well, 
you must have a committee appointed to try the 
question whether there was coal there. or not. 
You may say there is no title; there is no harbor.: 
All these things can be very easily said, and said 
upon any question. : 

I am exceedingly glad to see two or three Sen- 
ators upon the opposite side ask these questions. 
I shall treasure their objections to this measure; 
because l expect to receive a great many such: 
measures, if-L stay Jong in the Senate, from that- 
side, and 1 would like to quote back upon them. 
I would like to demand of them the same proof 
that they are demanding of me. Isay“ the other 
side.” Ido not, however, consider this a party - 
question at all. Really, it is of more advant-- 
age to the people on the Atlantic North than any- 
body at the South. The people of the South have- 
little to do with it. They have no trade and-but 
little intercourse with the Pacific. The only inter- 
est I feel in itis forthe Navy of the United States, 
and as acitizen of the Confederacy; but, commer» : 
cially speaking, itis all for the benefit of those 
who, for the most part, occupy seats on the other 
side. But I am very glad to sce such particular- 
ity in these things; and hereafter I shall feel my- 
self at liberty, when the Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Kixe,] ortheSenatorfrom Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Doo.irrye,| orthe Senator from New Hampshire, 
[Mr. CLARK,] produces a project of this sort, to 
demand of them proof of everything-to the very 
bottom. 

Here is a proposition which offers well for the 
United States. If itis worth anything at all, itis 
worth millions of dollars. to the United States. 
What is asked to try the proposition is, I repeat, 
a bagatelle. Itis justas 1f one or the other of us 
should put five cents on a faro bank card where 
there was a chance to geta million. Who would 
hesitate? Thatisthe proposition. Now ifthese 
harbors be what is represented, then itis a fine 
bargain. If the coal is what it is represented, 


| then itis a fine bargain. Ifthe transit route across 


the isthmus is anything like it is represented, 
then it isa fine bargain; and each of these is a. 
Here are 
reports, The first question you ask-is as to the 
title, Who have you got to go to to ascertain 
what is the title of any property the United States 
proposes to purchase? You must necessarily go 
to the Attorney General, and unless he is a man 
against whom you can find something to impeach 
him, you must more or less abide by him; for we 
legislate on faith. We must have faith in some- 
body, somewhere, Now here is what the Attor- 
ney General. says as to the title. Tread froma 
copy of a letter, the original of which I have scen, 
and which I can procure if anybody doubts it. 
Here is the letter, dated Attorney General ’s Office, 
December 31, 1859: 

«The title to the property at the Isthmus of Chiriqui sold 
to the United States by Mr. Thompson anil his associates. 
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has-been examined ih this office, and its validity certified 
byme? > 

: Thatis his business; that is what we have an 
Attorney General for. We are not lawyers; or 
we might differ anyhow, even if we were the best 
lawyers, because there are political reasons; but 
here is the Attorney. General.of the United States, 
who. certifies.to the validity of this title; and- al- 
though I do not say that that is conclusive, I say 
it is enough for us, unless you can prove that it 
ig not valid... The onus, then, rests upon those 
who are opposed to this scheme in the Senate, to 
prove that.the title-is a bad title. 

Now, yeu say that the United States cannot 
own exclusive jurisdiction over the soil of a for- 
eign nation, I grantit. But the United States, 
as the United States, do not pretend or undertake 
to-own any exclusive jurisdiction. The United 
States come in as any. mercantile firm or any in- 
dividual might, to buy acertain piece of land; and 
it is the policy of the Government of New Gran- 
ada to allow the United States to doit; and I will 
read the proof of that from the report made tothe 
House of Representatives on this subject: 

* This is evidenced by the action of the Granadian Sen- 
ate, when the Cass-Herran treaty was under consideration. 
It was. then declared that, ‘if the United States wanted 
depots for their Navy or merchant vessels, the isthmus or 
its’islands were as tree to thum as the ocean. Our laws do 
not Oppose, but encourage it—that foreign citizens have, in 
the whole of the Granadian territory, the right to purchase 
or lease, and possess any kind of real estate whatever?” 

Now, if that is not so, let it be disputed. If 
that is the law in New Granada, cannot the Uni- 
ted States acquire a perfect title by purchase from 
this company, whose title our Attorney General, 
our highest authority, tells us is perfect? I do 
not see how you can get over that. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ifthe honorable Senator 
will. allow me to interrupt him, what he has just 
read says thatit isthe policy of the New Granadian 
Government to allow foreign. citizens to acquire 
the title, but nota foreign Government. . That is 
a very different affair. Allowing an individual, 
a citizen ofa foreign country, to come in and pur- 
chase real estate is one thing; but allowing a for- 
eign Government to come within the jurisdiction 
ofanotherand purchase the soil, is a very differ- 
ent thing, L apprehend. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is a great mistake to 
suppose there is any difference, unless the foreign 
Government intends to set up a jurisdiction, Oar 
Government docs not intend to set up any juris- 


diction It purchases as individuals do. Al Gov- 
ernments have done it. We have done it our- 
selves, Ttis notan uncommon custom. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, I submit that we 
purchase it by treaty; by arrangement with the 
Governmont of which we make the purchase, 

. Mr. HAMMOND. Notalways. This com- 

pany, according to the laws of New Granada, 
as L understand them, have as much right to sell 
tovus, and we have as much right to buy from 
them a thousand or five hundred acres of land, 

on which to put our naval stores, as any individ- 
ual. If we were to send officers therc, and at- 
tempt to establish anything like an exelastve Gov- 
ernmentunder the forms of our Constitution, that 
would be adifferentthing. Bat the United States 
goes there in the shape of merchants, as individ- 
uals, asa firm, to buy; and why should we be cx- 
cluded, of any nation excluded, from buying a 
depot there? 

M n DOOLITTLE. {submit to the honorable 
Senator, by the treaty with New Granada we have 
provided that we may purchase a naval depot not 
to. exceed one hundred acres; but does not the 
very fact that we have to do it by treaty neces- 
sarily exclude the idea that we can purchase five 
thousand acres on the soit of New Granada of an 
individual and own it as the Government of the 
United States? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido not think it does. 

Mr, GRIMES, Can the Senator point out an 
insthnce in Europe where this Governmentor any 
other has purchased a naval depot, without pur- 
chasing it through the Government, or of the Gov- 
ernment that owned the jurisdiction? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Well, I am not familiar 
with the actual transactions, but I know this: all 
naval Governments have naval depots, more or 
less, all over the world. 

Mr. GRIMES. By treaty stipulations between 
the Governments. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Wherever there js a ces- 


i others do not. 


i fair price of the certificate, 


sion of exclusive jurisdiction, there isa treaty; 
but where there is no cession of that gort, that is 
not always requisite. : 

Mr. SEWARD. I will suggest what occurs 
to me on this subject in regard to the question 
put by the Senator from Iowa. Many European 
Governments have houses for their ministers in 
the capitals of other States. In Rome, especially, 
some of them have very expensive and magnifi- 


cent palaces—the French and the Neapolitans, 


and so on—in which their ministers reside. 

Mr. GRIMES, The title, however, is held in 
the name of some man as trustee, . 

Mr. SEWARD. No; the title is held by the 
foreign Government, with the will and consent 
of the domestic Government, and subject to the 
general laws of the State. ‘They are simply oc- 
cupied as householders, with the privilege of dom- 
icile, and are subject to the general law. 

Mr. HAMMOND. There is a clear statement 
made in the Granadian Senate referring to that 
exact point, which I read just now: 

“Tf the United States wanted depots for thelr Navy or 


merchant vessels, the isthmus or its islands were as free to 
them as the ocean.” 


The distinction between the purchase of a piece | 


of land for a.specific purpose—not pretending to 
take it out from under the jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernmentat all—and the cession of a territory under 
its exclusive jurisdiction, is perfectly clear, easy, 
and well understood by every one. In this casc, 
what this contract provides for, and what the 


United States expects, is simply to be put upon the | 


footing ofa mercantile firm in the transaction—no 
more. Every Government hasan undoubted right 
to forbid this, and many do; as some of our own 
States allow foreigners to hold real estate, and 
It seems that New Granada not 
only does not forbid, but encourages it. 

Mr. GREEN. Allow me to give an illustra- 
tion. Itis this: the Constitution says the Con- 
gress shall have exclusive jurisdiction in all places 
purchased for the use of the United States in any 
of the States, with the consent of the States; but 
it does not have exclusive jurisdiction. That is 
the point; and we do not claim any exclusive 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the Senator from 
South Carolina leaves this point, I should like to 
draw his attention to a certain fact, because it has 
a good deal to do with my course in the establish- 
ment of anaval depot. We shail have, of course, 
a large piece of land, with spar sheds, sail lofts, 
aship-house, and dry dock, and something of this 
kind—at all events, an area of public buildings, 
over which we must exercise exclusive jurisdic- 
tion. We would not purchase a site for that pur- 
pose to-morrow in any State of this Union that 
would not give jurisdiction; and 1 presume if we 
could not exercise exclusive jurisdiction, there 
might be an objection to that, 

Mr. HAMMOND. In answer to that, I will 


just state this: we would exercise that exclusive | 


jurisdiction which a man exercises in his own 
family. If you buy a house with a yard and 
garden, you have, under the laws of the country 
in which you live, exclusive jurisdiction; but what 
is understood as exclusive jurisdiction by a for- 
eign Power is where you havea tractof land upon 
which the local Power has no rightatall, and that 
your laws are binding there. That 1 do not un- 
derstand to be expected here at all. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is prohibited by this 
very amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND, The distinction, it seems 
to me, though drawn very fine, is perfectly ap- 


| parent between exclusive foreign jurisdiction and 


simple ownership. Ownership is what we are 
after. 

Now, my friend from Florida has intimated 
that the stock of this company has been divided 
off among a great many persons, who are press- 
ing here to carry it through. Ido not know why 
he makes that charge, or whether he has any 
knowledge of any fact upon which itcan be based. 

Mr. MALLORY. If my friend will allow me, 
I will explain that. J was informed, and hap- 
pereu to see one certificate, that the stock had 

cen divided up in that way. Since I made the 
remark, I understand that is the only certificate 
that has been issued for anything less than the 
lam told the only 
certificate is the one I saw that was issued for 
that sum. 


Mr. HAMMOND.. I suppose I am as well 
informed, perhaps, about that matter ag any other 
person, and I know of but two. There are two 
certificates that have been issued; and the stock 
has been sold at a diminution of some fifteen or 
twenty per cent. J think that is not much of a 
loss, I think the discount on almost any stock, 
where the object was to raise money, would be 
that much. “Two certificates have been issued, 
one for $20,000 and one for $35,000; so $55,000 
have been advanced on this operation upon the 
faith of the Government. I do not know but 
what they will come back. I think that there 
is but little outside influence in this matter. I 
never, until within fivesor six days, became ac~- 
quainted with anybody that I’ knew to be inter- 
ested init. I have had no one to urge meat all; 
and I have seen but these two thatare interested 
to thisextent. I think that no contract, no claim, 
has ever been brought before this Government 
with less of that outside pressure; because it was 
supposed that the Government itself would take 
it up, so advantageous was ittoit. Judge Black 
further says, in this letter: 

“The Executive made this purchase in the conviction 
that it was extremely advantageous, if not absolutely ne- 
cessary, for the Government to have it, F have no reason 
to doubt that Congress will concur in this opinion, and 
make the appropriation to pay for it at an early day.” 

Now, upon that. letter these. $55,000 were in- 
vested; and I do not think there has been any 
lobby influence used. 

Now, there is a doubt as to the quantity and 
quality of the coal. [ presume there can be no 
doubt as to the value of these harbors on both 
sides, because they have been reported upon by 
foreign nations, as well as our own people. Of 
course I do not know about them, and of course 
none of us could know; but here I will read a few 
words from the report of an engineer of very con- 
siderable distinction, an Englishman, who has had 
some celebrity asageologist. He may be bought 
up; Ido not know. I do not certify that he is 
not bought up; but I understand him to be asci- 
entific gentleman of reputation, and he says this: 

‘« But, take it as it is, you will find quite sufficient coal 
to meet the requirements of five milion inhabitants for the 
next four hundred years; for as near as I can estimate, 
there must be at least three hundred square miles, or one 
hundred and ninety-two thousand acres of surface under- 
laid by coal, and cach acre, at the very lowest computation, 
will produce ten thousand tons.» 

That is his testimony as to the quantity, 

Mr. MALLORY. Whose is it? f 

Mr. HAMMOND. Richardson’s. Now, as 
to the quality, speaking of some of the specimens, 
he says this: 

«These are the richest specimens, and fully decide the 
character of the coal that will be found tithe bower seams 
of these measures; and I have no hesitation in saying they 
yi very nearly, if not quite, equal the Welch steam 
coil. 

Which is the best in the world. Now, | could 
bring up.a great many more such proofs in re- 
gard to this matter; but they are all liable to the 
same remark: that these men are subsidized, and 
we know nothing about them. Thatis the way 
we go into all these things. But here are almost 


| certainly two fine harbors, and probably abund- 


ant coal, and all conceded to us for such a trifle, 
that, if we lost it, it would be nothing. [am not 
for acquiring political power in any of the south- 
ern colonics, from Mexico clear on. It is well 
known in the Senate that I have uniformly op- 
posed it, and do oppose all entangling alliances. 
It is our duty, and our very great interest, to cul- 
tivate commercial relations; and although our 
purchase here would not prevent any navy in the 
world, mercantile or otherwise, from going into 
the Chiriqui lagoon, it would give us, in some sort, 
a preference. Itis on that ground | am willing to 
pay these $300,060; and it does secm to mea very 
small matter in this Government if they cannot, 
considering all the reasons for it, risk that mach. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I conceive, ast 
said before, and readily admit the desirableness 
of having a harbor upon the Pacific side of the 
isthmus, and one to correspond with it on the At- 
lantic side. 1 agree that the harbor at Aspinwall 
is not such as we should have, nor is it on the 
other side such a one as should be desired; but of 
whatuse willit be to us to have the two harbors that 
we now propose to acquire, if we can have no 
proper communication between them? | under- 
stand that the repert made.to the House sets forth 
the great advantages of acquiring these two har- 
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bors, and having a railroad between themas agreat 
highway for commerce. J understand it now to 
be yielded by the Senator from Maine, that this 
grant does not confer upon any company any 


power to build a railroad. Itis simply a power | 


to finish an old road which was begun fourteen 
years ago for wheeled carriages. Itcertainly will 
be seen and conceded by everybody that such a 
highway cannot be useful for the great purposes 
of commerce. It cannot furnish the channel or 
the avenue by which the trade shall come from 
Asia across this isthmus to our own country or 
to Europe. I will say to the Senator from South 
Carolina, withoutany reference to party, without 
any reference to sections, I desire that the coun- 
try should acquire and should have a harbor on 
this side and a harbor on that side of the isthmus, 
and should have a highway there. Tam not one 
of those who believe in the feasibility of a Pacific 
railroad for the great purposes of transporting 
heavy merchandise. I yield the necessity of a 
railroad for political purposes and for the transit 
of passengers and valuable artitles of merchan- 
dise; but still I believe that, fora long time, perhaps 
for all time, the ocean, with the transit across 
the isthmus, will furnish the passage for the 
great articles of merchandise and commerce. It 
is desirable to preserve a channel there, if we 
have a Pacific railroad, J would desire to have 
these two harbors; but if we can have no commu- 


nication between the harbors which would be | 


feasible for commerce, why should we pay this 
money to secure them, unless the harbors inthem- 
selves are of sufficient value? 

Now, sir, if the railroad by Panama is the only 
railroad that can be built, you will have to use the 
harbors at the end of that railroad, poor as they 
may be, though you may have the harbors in 
this lake and the one opposite. ` The harbors will 


be at the ends of the railroad, wherever it is; and | 


until you make a railroad from this side across to 
the other side, your harbors will not be frequented 
by shipping. They may necessarily cnter it as 
anaval depot. 

ou can find it; you may build docks and storc- 

ouses for naval purposes, if you have the power 
and choose so to do; butstill you have to preserve 
your harborsat the cnd of the Panama road. Then 
the question becomes an important one—whether 

ou can have a railroad between these two points? 
Every one willscethat. There is no survey here. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CLARK. f have seen no authentic sur- 
vey. Astatementmaybe made. It is very easy 
to make a statement. Why, sir, some persons 
made application to my Legislature, and said they 
could build a railroad to the top of the White 
Mountains. They said they could doit. This 
company may say they can builda railroad across 
this isthmus, but 1 do not sec any survey that 
authorizes us to act upon it. Itmay be so. I 
shall be happy to know that it isso; and if I were 
sure that it was so, and the road would be built 
there, and these people were going to build a road 
across there, without reference to the coal, then I 
would vote these $300,000; but I do not see itso. 

While upon this subject, Mr. President, if Sen- 
ators will bear with me one moment, I want to 
call the attention of the Senate to this fact: that 
whatever may be the title in Thompsonand com- 


pany to this property, by the very provisions of | 


this contract with him, he has no power to grant 
it to any Government, It was said by the Sena- 
tor that he could not grant the jurisdiction. It 
is one of the articles of the contract that he shall 
“not grant his property or interest to a foreign 
Government. ‘This is it: 
“Thompson is 
erties, and privileges, but nut to any foreign Government.” 
It is not a transfer of jurisdiction. He cannot 
even transfer the property and privileges which 
he has by this very treaty. Then what are we 
buying? “If he has a right to construct docks 
and storehouses on that lake himself, and cannot 
transfer it to our Government, what do we get? 
I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
that point, that Thompson cannot transfer the 
privileges which he has; he cannot transfer the 
property which he has. He has land, acres of 
land, 
. by this contract which he has made with that 
Government. Why, then, should we buy it, if 
we cannot use it? . 
But it may be said, we are not to pay until the 


You may go there to get coal, if | 


authorized to transfer his interests, prop- ; 


but he cannot transfer a single acre of it | 


title is ascertained. Very true, sir. It may be 
that we are not to pay until the title is ascertained, 
until the transfer is made; but even if he could 
transfer, what use to-us would these two harbors. 
be, one opposite to another, unless we connect 
them by some communication? Now, if you find 
an abundance of coal on the Atantie side, the 
report of the engineer is that, by the road which 
they construct, you cannot transfer the coal to 
the other side, and cannot use it until you have 
a railroad built. They tell us what is the price 
of coal on the Pacific side; they tell us at what 
price we could get it if we had this communica- 
tion; and yet their own report shows that untila 
railroad is built itis of no use. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want to prolong 
this discussion. It is growing late, and Senators 
are inattentive to the matter. Probably every one 
has made up his own judgment about it; but I 
want to advert to the manner in which this case 
comes here. Here is a report from the commit- 
tee of the House. There is a minority report 
accompanying the report of the majority, and 
there is a bill, They are divided in the House. 
Without referring it to any committee of this 
body, without its being reported by any commit- 
tec of the Senate, a Senator moves an amendment 
to this appropriation bill, to carr 
Senate and through the House a bill on the ap- 
propriation bill which itis doubtful, by their own 
report and their own bill, they can carry as a sep- 
arate measure in the House; because, if they were 
sure of carrying itin the House as a separate bill, 
why move it here upon an appropriation bill, to 
ride through, as they propose to have it? Why 
notletitcome of itself? Itis a matter of sufficient 


magnitude. These two harbors and this commu- | 


nication across the isthmus are of such magnitude 
as should arrest not only the attention of the Sen- 
ate and of the Congress, but has already, as the 


| gentleman says, arrested the attention of England; 
and England will have it, if we do not. Why, Mr. | 
| President, I am not much frightened at England 


about that. I remember when you proposed to 


| annex Texas, it was said, if we did not doit Eng- 
> © 


land would; when it was proposed to take some 
privileges in Mexico, if we did not do it England 
would; when we proposed to make a treaty with 
Nicaragua, England Pad done it or would do it, 
It is exactly so herc; and it has ever been held 


| out to us, as in this case, that if we do not do it 


England will. They may do it. Are we not able 
to have a depot side by side with them there? 
Must it necessarily follow, in all these harbors, 
that if England gets a place to puta ship, we ĉan- 
not have a place too? Does that follow? Let 
England come and have her joint commerce with 
ours on both sides, and let it be a great highway, 
if it is to become a highway, for the world, and 
not an exclusive one for us. 


In my judgment, we had better wait; we had | 


better take this biil through the House, if the 
House choose to pass it, or bring it up here and 
discuss it in another manner than on the appro- 
priation bill, when we have more time, and not 


| at the beel of the session, when all are anxious 


to go away, and when we do not bestow such 
attention upon it as we ought to do. I will ven- 
ture to say, if this bill had been voted upon an 
hour ago, there would not have been five Sena- 
tors in this Chamber who would have known 
they were not getting the right for a railroad, or 
that these people had not a right for the railroad. 
It seems to be conceded they have not 
right. 

“Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me to correct the 
Senator just there. On looking at the privileges 
granted, f find this: 

« An exclusive privilege, for sixty years, ls hereby con- 
ceded to Ambrose W. Thompson, tor improving, in a solid 
manner, fit for the transit of wheeled vehicles, and main- 


| taining in good condition the provincial road, opened more 


than fourteen years ago, between this city and Bocas del 
Toro.?? 

Now, is not that.a railroad? 

Mr. CLARK. 


exclusive privilege of improving and conducting 


| that road which was begun fourteen years ago. 


It was not a railroad begun fourteen years ago. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Have they not a right to 
finish it in the same way? ; 
Mr. CLARK. But that is making an entirely 
different road. 
Mr. KING. I will state that our own Attor- 
ney General expressed his opinion on that, 


through the į 


any such | 


Į will tell the Senator, it is an | 


if Mr. CLARK. - Edo not care anything: about 


the Attorney General on that point. :ltas:plain 


enough. Hes Mel aay oe 
f Mr; KING. Thatin the grant they have ‘no: 

right. : s $ E OEA EST 
"Mr. CLARK. I dare say he has, if heisasen-: 


sible man... ‘There cannot be a question about ita 
Itis upon the face of it. If you are going tọ eom- 
mence, and have the privilege of commencing: or: 
finishing an old provincial road, is that the grant 
ofa railroad? I do notso understand it, Ithink. 
the Senator does not so pretend. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What? : 

‘Mr, CLARK. That it is a grant of a railroads: 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think it is tantamount 
to that. à : 

Mr. CLARK. That itis broad enough to cover 
it. Lmust say I am in favor of specific grants— 
very much more specific than that-—before T: pay, 
§300,000 for it; and ifthatis theloose wayin which 
we are to grant this money, I say, let us stop here. 
If all the other privileges conceded are upon’ so 
loose a basis as that grant of what the gentleman 
contends may be a railroad, let us stop until we 
become more satisfied, and have an opportunity 
of examining the matter further. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 shall not prolong the debate. 
I believe this subject is fully understood. 1 will 
mercly say that representations or charges not 
predicated upon the proof in the case do not 
amount to much. We have as much evidence of 
the ability of the company to convey what they’ 
purport to sell to the United States, as we have in 
any contract ever made by the Governmentin any 
case whatever. Now I make this remark on the 
subject of the coal, on the subject of the title, not 
one single dollar is to be paid until further test, 
further examination, and satisfactory proof is 
made. If you arc not satisfied, nothing can be 
lost. If you lose this opportunity to secure all 
these advantages to the United States, it may be 
an object of regret in all time to come. Other Gov- 
crpments are not so niggardly as this. Other 
Governments will take more expanded views of 
the commercial advantages and the political ad- 
vantages likely to result from an opportunity like 
it, and they willavail themselves of it, I believe 
that the judgment of the country, the judgment 
of the Senate, when they come to look into it prop- 
erly, will sce that this 1s so. 

Now, sir, I will not enter upon it, for I believe 
the representations—telegraphic dispatches gotten 
up here in the city of Washington purporting to 
come from Panama, that were falsehoods—have 
been used to prejudice the minds of honorable 
gentlemen and destroy confidence in the case, and 
these are the things that are doing their work 
upon their minds rather than the facts; but as I 
before remarked, I will submit to a vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I want to say a word 
more. At the suggestion of the Senator. from 
Missouri, I consented to modify the amendment 
I offered in striking out certain words on- the third 

age, “after the construction of a road across the 

sthmus of Chiriqui.” I think, sir, with the con- 
sent of the Senator, I will restore those words, 
and leave him to strike them out as he pleases. - 

Mr.GREEN. I cannot make the motion; but 
I will remark that the amendment does not seem 
to be practicable with any such provision in it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will restore those words, 
and then the Senator can offer any amendment he 
pleases. I think that will be the better course. 
Let myamendment stand, by unanimous consent, 
as | originally offered it, and then the Senator 
can move to strike out as he pleases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, Cuxsnut 
in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine. j 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe it can be done 
by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be so modified. The question now is 
on theamendmentas originally offered by the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 1 understood that the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine was ac- 


cepted. 

ie FESSENDEN. I suggested that I would 
move my amendment in that way, by striking 
| out a few words, which I now wish to restore, and 
if anybody wants to strike them out, he can move 
that amendment. They are the words at the end 
of the third section, 
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“The PRESIDING: OFFICER.. The-question 
is‘on-the-amendment:of the Senator from Maine 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina. . 5 : 

“Mr, FESSENDEN. | I want to call the atten- 
tionof ‘the Senator from New Hampshire, who 
stated very. positively there was no evidence what- 
ever that there had been any survey of arailroad 
here in relation to this matter-—— 

Mri CLARK. I didnot say any evidence 
avhatever. Isaid ‘any evidence on which we could 
act. Á 

“Mr. FESSENDEN, Well, sir, here is the 
report by. Mr. James B. Cooke, civil engineer, on 
the 46th “page. I will read from it: 


«There are, in my opinion, ample engineering facilities 
forthe construction of the road: two thirds-of the road re- 
quire lutte or no heavy work ; the other third, passing over 
the Cordilleras, requires in several places cutting and em- 
banking, in order to render it level.” 


Mr. CLARK. The Senator will permit me to 
say that, if his amendment is restored, as he now 
proposes to restore it, it removes that objection; 

yecause a large portion of the money cannot be 
paid until a railroad is built. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, That is the reason I re- 
store it. 

Mr, CLARK. r 
vote for ‘it on that ground, if a railroad can be 
made between these two harbors. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 will continue this read- 
ing: 

“ Twenty-seven miles trom the Pacitie to Caldera, the 
plains are gradually clevated, the grades not exceeding in 
any place the rate of one in sixty-three feer.?? 

`The Senator is familiar enough with railroads 
to know that that is not a very steep grade: 

« At Caldera the passes are entered, and the road sweeps 
round the mountain spurs, or over their slight undulations, 
at grades varying in ascent or descent, at trom one in thir- 
ty-five to one in fifty feet, for a distance of twenty-four 
miles; thence onward to the lagoon, at grades of from one 
in fifty feet to one in sixty-five feet. lt must be borne in 
mind that these are all natural grades,” 

“And of course may be improved very much by 
eutting— 


Excavating and embauking would reduce them tora eg- 
wär line of ascending grade tothe dividing pass of the Cor- 
dilleras, and trom thence, in a descending grade, to the la- 
goon, neither of which grades would exceed twenty feet to 
thé mile; botas these grades now exist, they are not very 
untavorable to a railroad, but more favorable to a macad- 
amized road than if reduced to one gradient tine of ascent 
and descent”? 

And he gocs on to say in theend, that he first 
recommended a macadamized road for the Pan- 
ama line. ; 

Mr. CLARK. If the Senator will permit me, 
I do not understand that that is a survey suchas 
Lalluded to. It is a bird’s-cye view of the coun- 


try. 

Mir. FESSENDEN. Itiswhat may be called, 
in makine railroads, a preliminary survey. 

Mr. CLARK. A reconnoissance. 

Mr, FESSENDEN, And that ascertains the 
capacity—whether a road can be built, Tt is not 
the scientific survey that is made before you con- 
struct the road. ‘here is a difference between 
those two surveys, which the gentleman well 
knows., 


Mr. CLARK. Nor is it the preliminary sur- 


vey. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. . Oh, yes: 

Mr. CLARK. Itis a reconnoissance. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. A preliminary survey, 
as J understand it; that shows the practicability 
of the thing. The amendment, with the words 
that I have now restored, provides that a con- 
siderable portion of the money isnot to be paid 
until the road is built. 

With regard to the road, I think it of very con- 
siderable importance, with my friend from New 
Hampshire; but even if it were not made, I shoutd 
be in favor of this bill, because we should get 
more.than the worth of our money on this side; 
and he.will allow me to say, thatthe amendment, 
as now guarded, provides fully against all the 
difficulties that have been suggested. If they do 
not exist; if the coal cannot be found; if the har- 
bor cannot be had; if the power cannot be ob- 
tained to enjoy all these privileges; if this com- 
pany have no power. to grant them, then our 
officers are notauthorized to pay the money. That 
is the provision as now made. I would not my- 
self have voted for the proposition as it was first 
before the Senate. 
get the value of our money. 


I feel very much inclined to. 


I think we should be sure to 


F 


I merely roseto state these things, in reply to | 


the Senator. Ifwe do not get the railroad, we do 
not pay a considerable portion of the money; and 
we certainly pay nothing unless we get the other 


advantages vastly more than sufficient, in my'j 


judgment, in the present. state of things, to render 
it advisable to secure this contract at once. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The amendment offered 
by my honorable friend from Maine has removed 
some of the objections to the form of the original 
proposition. The Senator from South Carolina 
reminds the Senator from New York, the Senator 
from. New Hampshire, and myself, of what is 
now transpiring, and says that he shall treasure 
it in his recollection to be used on some future 
occasion, intimating, perhaps, that the time may 
come when, from this side of the Chamber, some 
similar proposition may be brought forward to 
open these routes of communication across the 
isthmus.. Perhaps coming events do- cast their 
shadows before; and if, in view of those coming 
events, we may begin to feel a little of the respons- 
ibilities of, the administration of certain affairs of 
the Government, I hope the Senator will pardon 
us for at least pausing to sce what kind of a con- 
tract we are making with this company. Now, 
the considerations expressed in this contract for 
which we are to give $300,000 are: first, the right 
of way, or a transit, free of tolls, for the Govern- 
mentof the United States, its officers, agents, sea- 
men, landsmen, mails, munitions, stores, troops, 
or any direct property of the United States—that 
is the first consideration; the sccond is, that the 
Government of the United States may purchase 
five thousand acres of land; and the third, that 
the United States shall have the right to use these 
harbors; which rights are assumed to be conveyed 
by Thompsen and this Chiriqui company to the 
Government of the United States; and, fourth, 
the United States shall have the right to mine coal, 
at their own expense, upon these lands of this 
Chiriqui Improvement Company. 

Now, Mr. President, I undertake to say that 
the first, the second, and the third of these con- 
siderations, are not worth one single cent: first, 
because the Chiriqui Government, in making this 
grant to Mr. Thompson, expressly provided that, 
‘though he may transfer his right of property to 
“Individuals, he shall not transfer them to any for- 
cign Government. Whatis your grant good for? 
All those considerations necessarily fail. Besides, 
all this right to the navigable waters of New Gra- 
nada, we cannot acquire by contract with an in- 
dividual. 

But, it is said, if we do not acquire these rights, 
England will acquire them, and exclude us from 
them. Sir, England cannot do it. She is ander 
treaty obligations not to acquire any such exclu- 
sive rights across any one of the isthmus routes; 
and we are under precisely the same obligations 
with her. When she acquires any isthmus route, 
she acquires it not only for her, but for us and 
the whole civilized world. So itis with us, sir; 
if we acquire any such vights across the isthmus, 
we acquire them not for ourselves alonc, but as 
the highway for all mankind, for the whole com- 
mercial world, and we are under treaty obliga- 
tions with Great Britain to do so, and to unite 
with her in asking all other commercial nations 
to join with us in guarantying the neutrality of 
every isthmus route to the commerce of the whole 
world. 

But another consideration is this right to mine 
coal, 


the coal actually exists there, in large quantities 
and of fine quality, that is another consideration. 
That addresses itself to the judgment of the Sen- 
ate; and as I said, the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine has, to a very considerable extent, 
removed my objection to the proposition as it 
stood before the Senate; and yet it seems to me 
that the evidence of the existence of this coal there 
is so slight, so uncertain, that it does not impel 
meto vote forthe paymentof this sum of $300,000 
just for the privilege of mining coal there under 
this Chiriqui company. But, sir, I do not intend 
to detain the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maine to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

_The amendment to the amendment-was agreed 
to. 


Now, if the right to mine this coal is worth | 
the money that is proposed to be given for it, if į 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The question 
now recurs on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON sof Tennessce. Let us have 
the yeas and nays on it, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment, as amended, 
be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of $300,000 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, to enable the Presi- 
dent to carry into effect a-conditional contract, made on 
the Qist day of May, 1859, between Isaac Toucey, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy of the United States, and Ambrose W. 
Thompson. and the: Chiriqui Improvement: Company, for 
securing coal for the use of the United States Navy, and 

-certain other privileges named in said contract, on the 
Chiriqui lagoon and the harbor of Golfito, in the Republie 
of New Granada. 

And be it further enacted, That no portion of the sum 
hereby appropriated shall be paid over to said "‘bompson, 
his ageut or agents, or any agentof said company, until the 
President of the United States shall be satisfied of the full 
and perfect title of the said Thompson and the said Chi- 
riqui Improvement Company to all the rights and privileges 
which they propose to lease and guaranty to the use of the 
United States, and of the right so to lease the same, nor 
until the Government of the United States is satisfied that 
the coal at the Chiriqui lagoon is suitable for naval pur- 
poses, and exists there in sufficient quantity to afford an 
ample supply, agreeably to said contract. 

And be it further enacted, That $100,000 of the sum here- 

by appropriated shall be paid to the said Thompson or the 
said Chiriqui company within ten days after the President 
shall have become satisfied in regard to the quantity and 
quality of the said coal at said lagoon and the validity of 
the titles of said Thompson or said company thereto, and 
after the lands contemplated in said contract have been se- 
lected by the United States and their use granted for the 
benefit-of the same by said Thompson or said company; 
$100,000 more after the said Thompson or the said compa- 
ny, their agents or successors, have expended, bona fide, 
$20,000 in opening and improving said mines; and the re~ 
mainder of the sum hercin appropriated after the mine or 
mines affording the most suitable coal for naval purposes 
of the United States shall be in full operation, and in such 
manner as to supply all the coal required by the Navy De~ 
partment at that point, and also at the harbor of Golfito, on 
the Pacific, after the construction of a railroad across the 
Isthmus of Chiriqui. 

And be it further enacted, That the United States shalt 
acquire no right of sovereignty over any territory in New 
Granada, bor any right to transport troops or munitions of 
war over such territory, under or by virtue of the contract 
named in this act, unless the same be voluntarily consented 
to by the Republic of New Granada; 

Mr. SEWARD. I observe one condition there 
set forth in these words: that the act shall not 
take effect “until the Government of the United 
States shall be satisficd”’ of something. It may be 
very doubtful what is meant by ‘ the Government 
of the United States,” or who constitutes it. L 
suggest the word “ Government’? ought to be 
stricken out, and ** President”? inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cuesnur 
in the chair.) By unanimous consent, the modi- 
fication will be made. ‘The question is on the 
adoption of the amendment, as amended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have paired off on this 
question with the honorable Senator from Indiana 
who is absent, [Mr. Firen.] - 

Mr. FOSTER. Ihave paired off with the hon- 
orable Senator from Pennsylvaniay[Mr. Bieter,} 
who would vote for the amendment ifhe was here, 
and I against it, 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Grimes] has paired off with myself. He would 
vote against the amendment, and J for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 23, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Cameron, Chander, Chesnut, 
Crittenden, Fessenden, Foot, Green, Gwin, Hamlin, Ham- 
mond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Kennedy, Latham, Mal- 
lory, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Wade, Wigfall, and Wil- 
son—23. 

AYS~—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Clark, Davis, Doolittle, 
Fitzpatrick, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, King, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Pugh, ‘Fen Eyck, Trumball, Wilkin~ 
son, and Yulee—17. 


So the amendment, as amended, was adopted. 
Mr. FOSTER. I offer the following amend- 


ment: 

And be it further enacted, That to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay such sums as may be found due to 
the judges of the district courtsof the United States for the 
State of California, on asettlement of their accounts for ex- 
tra compensation and salaries, under the. provisions of the 
seventh section of the act entitied “An act tn define and 
regulate the jurisdiction of the district courts of the Uni- 
ted States in California in regard to the survey and loca- 
tion of confirmed private land claims,” approved June 14, 
1869, the sum of $22,000, or so much thergof as may be ne- 
cessary to make the payments aforesaid, is hereby appro- 
priated. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
estimate? 


Ig that in pursuance of any 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. It is according to a law 
we passed at this session. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is to carry out a law which 
was approved on the 14th of Junc; but, by inad- 
vertence, the amount was not appropriated in that 
bill. It is necessary to carry out that law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Toomss,] who had to leave, asked me to offer 
an amendment for him, which he supposed was 
in pursuance of estimate. It is, as I find, in pur- 
suance of an estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but there is no,particular recommend- 
ation of it, It relates to an experiment ordered by 
Congress upon the plan of Dr. Barclay, for pre- 
venting the counterfeiting and clipping of coin. 
It was referred tc Professor Rogers and Professor 
Vethake, of Philadelphia, who have made a re- 
port in which they recommend the scheme most 

ighly, and ask for enough to make a die for the 
purposs of striking off a specimen coin, and the 

ecretary makes an estimate of what it will cost, 
The amendment is for such a sum as will provide 
that die to make one specimen coin. Thetmend- 
ment isi 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of $5,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
the joint resolution passed the 26th of February, 1857, to 
prevent the countertciting of the coins of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I have before me the Secretary’s 
estimate for navy-yards, and [ desire to move to 
amend the appropriation for the navy-yard at 
Mare Island, so as to increase the sum to $403,350, 
according to the estimate of the Department. I 
know the Senate are not disposed to make any 
large appropriations for navy-yardsat this session, 
but I think I ean with some degree of propricty 
make a to the Senate in favor of the navy- 
yard at Mare Island. The construction of that 
yard was commenced only five years ago, and its 
further delay will be very injurious, not only to the 
Pe there, but will cause considerable loss 

y the depreciation of property that ought to be 
completed. There are foundations which oughtat 
least to be covered in. The work is of the greatest 
possible importance to the public service. I hope, 
therefore, that the rule which was adopted at the 
last session of Congress, against making appro- 
priations for navy-yards generally, will not apply 
to the navy-yard at Mare Island. It is only re- 
cently commenced. It is not like the other navy- 
yards of the United States, and it is a matter of 
the greatest consequence that the work there 
should progress. 

Mr. HUNTER. Was that estimate sent in 
this year? 

Mr. GWIN. Isent to the Secretary of the 
Navy and asked him for an estimate, and he sent 
a letter in which he referred to this estimate for- 
merly made by the Department. I send the letter 
to the desk to be read. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itis very strange that he es- 
timated for this one yard only, and not for the 
rest. 

Mr. GWIN. 
referred to the estimate formerly made. 
the letter up to be read. * 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, June 36, 1869. 
Genriemen: Thave the honor to acknowledge the re- 
eeipt of your letter of this date, requesting the Department 
to'send to the Committee on Finance or Naval Affairs an 
estimate for the navy-yard at Mare Island. 
: The Department is unable to furnish to-day any other 
estimate than that which was submitted with the estimates 
for 1858-59, and which Congress struck out at its last ses- 
sion. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
1. TOUCEY. 
Hons. Winuiam M. Gwin and M. S. Larnan, United 
States Senate. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That is no estimate at all 
for this year. 

Mr. LIUNTER. I raise the question of'order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the 
motion of the Senator from California? 

Mr. GWIN. To strike out the appropriation 
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I called for an estimate, and he 
Į send 


j 


į retary 


for the navy-yard at Mare Island, and insert the 
amount which I sent to the Secretary—the amount 
of the estimate of last year. 

Mr. HUNTER. {I raise the question whether 
that is an estimate such as to sanction an addi- 
tional appropriation now. 

Mr. GWIN. I give the exact amount of the 
estimate referred to by the Secretary of the Navy, 
which is in the printed estimates at the last ses- 
sion. Four hundred and three thousand three 
hundred and fifty dollars was the estimate at the 
last session. 

Mr. HUNTER. I submit whether that is good 
for this session. There was such an estimate for 
all the navy-yards at the last session. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 


! will read the amendment. 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 


In line one hundred and thirty-eight, to strike out 
“ $20,000,” and insert ‘ $403,350.77 


Mr. HUNTER. Does thé Chair decide that 
that amendment comes under the rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
not in possession of any specific sum stated by 
the Department; but a motion has been made by 
the Senator from California stating the amount, 
and the Secretary of the Navy has referred to. an 
estimate offered two years ago, but the Chair is 
not in possession of the estimate as stated by the 


| Department; and upon that point, unless some 


further information is given, the Chair will rule 
it out of order. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Florida has 
the estimate before him. He gave me theamount 
that is named in the amendment, which is the 
exact estimate of the Department. 


Mr. MALLORY. The estimatefurnished there | 


was the estimate presented at the last session of 
Congress. F was about to propose as an amend- 
ment to this proposition, if it were ruled to be in 
order, the estimates which were made also for the 
other yards where works have been suspended 
and are only partially completed, and are really 
suffering and deteriorating for the.want of an ap- 


propriation, The estimates that were made at the | 
| last session of Congress are before me for all the 


other navy-yards, as well as for this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, 
understanding that the amount stated by the Sen- 
ator from California is the amount estimated by 
the Department, rules the amendment to be in 
order. That being the fact, the Chair decides the 
amendment to be in order. 


Mr. HALE. For the purpose of submitting a | 
single remark, I take an appeal from the decision | 
of the Chair; and I wish to state that I think, if į 


the Chair had apprehended precisely the nature 
of the case, he would have made a different de- 
cision. Thestate of the case is this: the Senators 
from California send to the Secretary of the Navy 


i and ask him for an estimate, and he replies to 


them declining to give any estimate, but saying 
that he can make no other than the one he made 


two years ago, which the Senate voted down. | 


That is all he has done; and if the Chair rules that 
an estimate made to a former Congress and then 
voted down, the Secretary now refusing tosendany 


other, brings the case within the rule, L must most ! 
respectfully dissent from the ruling of the Chair. | 


I think the Chair would not have so decided if he 
had apprehended the question as I do, 


Mr. GWIN. The Secretary did not refuse to ; 
make an estimate, but he said he referred to the | 


former estimate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the appeal, which is not debatable. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, yes itis. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let the letter of the De- 
partment be read again. 

The Secretary again read the letter of the Sec- 
of the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that, inasmuch as the Department has re- 
ferred to the estimate sent to Congress at the last 


session as the only estimate he wishes to make, | 


this is an estimate made by the Department, and 
therefore the amendment is in order. The Sen- 


ator from New Hampshire appeals from 
cision of the Chair; and the question is: i ; 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgme t 


of the Senate?” f 4 
Mr. IVERSON, The question is not únder- 
stood in this part of the House. We: should. be 
happy to understand what it is. `, AEE 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A question is 
raised by the Senator from New Hampshire upon. 
an amendment moved by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. The Senator from California moves an 
amendment to the bill now before the Senate, to. 
strike out a certain appropriation in the bill fora’ 
navy-yard, and to insert an additional amount, 
upon the ground of an cstimate sent to him from 
the Department, which estimate was made a year. 
ago, and which is now stated by the Sceretary of 
the Navy to be the only estimate he can make on 
the subject. The Chair decides that that comes 
within the rule as an estimate from the Depart- 
ment. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to inquire whether 
there has been any estimate sent to this Congress 
from the Department? | oe al tate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the Chi 
cannot say. i ia nE ee 

Mr. IVERSON. Didthe Chair rule the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California to, be in 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Chair 
ruled it to be in order upon the ground that the 
Secretary of the Navy referred to the estimate 
which he had made at the last Congress as the 
only estimate he had to make onthe subject. From 
the decision of the Chair an appeal is taken; and 
the question, therefore, is: “Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Sen- 


ate??? 


Mr. DAVIS. I think the question is compli- 
cated by the peculiar manner in which the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has replied to the Senators from 
California. Ido not see what fair construction 
can be put upon his letter other than this: sr 
made an estimate last year, and [ stand by it; if 
I were to make it over again, I would make it in 
exactly the words and figures then employed.” 
Ifthat be so—and I cannot see any other construc 
tion to be given to the letter—I think the ruling of 
the Chair is correct. i 

Mr. HALE. I want to suggest, in answer, to 
that—though I do not pretend to be versed much 
in questions of order—that this is not a commur 
nication made to the Congress, nor to the Senate, 
nor to any committee of the Senate; it is simply 
an answer toa private letter sent to the Secretary 
of the Navy by a couple of members, asking him 
to make out an estimate. He says: 


«“Leannot do anything more than refer to one 
made before, which Congress voted down.” 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. It seems to me that the 


that I 


| Jast objection is a conclusive one, and I meant to 


suggest it myself, when the Senator from New 
Hampshire did so. If this is an estimate, and 
estimates are to be obtained in this way, there 
would be no amendment moved here for any such 
expenditure that might not have the sanction of 
an estimate. If a private correspondence between 
two members of this House and a Secretary con- 
stitutes such an estimate as the rules of the Sen- 
ate require, it isgiving a new extension altogether 
to the rules. ‘I'he estimate alluded to in the rules 
of the Senate is an act performed officially by a 
Secretary and communicated to this body or to an 
official organ of this body. Tat is an estimate, 
and nothing else is an.estimate;and our expenses 
would be subject toa very erring and avery wan- 
dering standard, indeed, if gentlemen, by getting 
up a correspondence with a Secretary and obtain- 
ing such private answers as this to private letters, 
can come here and apply the official sanction of 
an estimate to any demand they please to make 
upon the Treasury. It is not in the natare or the 
character of an estimate such as Is contemplated, 
by the rule. It is a private correspondence, in 
which the Secretary informs a Senator of what he 
has heretofore done and states that he thinks he 
can make no other estimate if he was now required, 
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to:make.one; but:there is no official authority re- | 
quiring him to make onc—no demand for one by | 
any. official authority whatever. 
throughout, and, under the rule, affords no sanc- | 
tion for iñcreasing the appropriation. 

Mr. DAVIS... ‘The point which is made by the 
Senator from Kentucky, of its being unofficial, 
has causéd me to learn what I did not know be- 
fore. L admit that I was mistaken in one point 
of the case. I supposed that the Senator from 
California was-a. member. of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and that he made the inquiry as 
such, which would have made it an official cor- | 
respondence, If, as stated, this is an estimate 
which was presented at a former session, and re- 
jected by Congress, then it was dead; and if this 
was a correspondence notofficial—such as officials 
hold with this Secretary of the Navy—I think 
these are facts which were not before the Chair 
when it made its decision. 

Mr. GWIN. lam not very familiar with the 
rules, for [have never paid much attention to them; 
but I should like to know if it is not in order, 
when there is an estimate, to move an increase of 
the appropriation beyond that estimate? 

<Mr. HUNTER. he words of the rule are, 
«yo amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tions.” That is the language of the rule. f 

Mr. GWIN. The estimate was sent here last 
year. The Secretary made out the estimates of 
this year, and, on account of Congress refusing 
last year to pass his estimates, he did not send 
them in, this year. 

The question being put, the decision of the 
Chair was overruled; and the amendment was not | 
received. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have one little amend- 
ment. Itis, after line two hundred and nine, to 
insert: 

For the removal of the naval monument from the west 
front of the Capitol to the grounds of the Naval Academy 
at Annapolis, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, asamended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendments made as in | 
Committee of the Whole. Shall the question be 
taken on the amendments together or separately? 

` Mr. PEARCE. I wish to except one, that in 
relation to the Nautical Almanac. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then, if no 
other exception is made, the Chair will pee the 
question on concurring in all the amendments, 
gave the one referred to by the Senatar from 
Maryland. 

The remaining amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendment which 
has been made by striking out “ twenty-five,” and 
inserting “fifteen,” in line two hundred and eight, 
go as to make the clause read: 

For preparing for publication the American Nautical Al- 
manac, §15,880. 

Mr. PEARCE. I wish tostate that, since this 
question was up in Committee of the Whole, 1 | 
have looked at the estimates, and I find a state- į 
ment from Captain Ingraham, Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Ordnance and Hydrography, in which he 
gives the items of this appropriation: 

For salaries of computers... ccseeeceanerene eee ee $16,250 
For purchase of paper, printing, &c., in order to pub- 


lish in the year 1861 the Nautical Almanac re- 
* quired for the year 1864, and for occasional print- 


i Ing, stationery, books, binding, &c...........-+- 3,630 | 
For the new planets discovered since 1849... 3,000 | 
For new plauctary tables. ..... 06. seer eens 1,600 
For extra editions of volumes already published... 800 


Sterk Wire. .sissennseassssesiseonssssseseno si 500 
Contingencics.... 665 


$25,880 |! 


I have received also a communication from the | 
officer in charge of the Nautical Almanac, who re- | 
minds me—what I find to be the factalso from the | 
remarks on that subject in the Secretary’s report— | 
that last year, by some clerical error or other, the | 
appropriation for the Nautical Almanac was not į 
inserted in the bill. lt was lost in some way or | 

t 

li 

t 


other—not voted down, but lost by some inad- į 
vertence or mistake; so that there was no appro- : 
priation last year at all for this most valuable and | 
necessary thing. I say it is valuable, and I be- 

lieve no one who knows anything about it can | 
deny it. I think it is also necessary, because, if 
we do not publish a Nautical Almanac of our own, | 


.we must depend altogether.on the British. There 


It is unofficial || 


being no appropriation last year, an appropri- 

ation is asked for this year. The Senator from i 
Florida may reply that the year before Jast $26,000 
were appropriated. The officer in charge of this 
work tells me that the appropriation for the Brit- 
ish Nautical Almanac is over twenty-one thou- 
sand dollars. That is their ordinary appropri- 
aaion; and they do not accomplish somuch as is 
done in the Américan Nautical Almanac; and 
there is, I understand, a very valuable ephemeris 
attached to it. There can be no question of the 
importance, of the necessity indeed, of the Nau- 
tical Almanac; and I think none question the pro- 
priety of our having an almanac of our own. I 
do not understand exactly why this is opposed. 
The Senator from New Hampshire wishes to 
destroy it altogether, and depend, I suppose, on 
the British Nautical Almanac. 

Mr. HALE. Where is this done? 

Mr. PEARCE. At Cambridge. Is the objec- 
tion, then, to the locality? There is no better place 
than Cambridge, where they have an observatory, 
where they have gentlemen of learning in mathe- 
matics and astronomical science. But the com- 
puters are not stationed at Cambridge. ‘They are 
employed where high abilities in that line can be 
got, and are scattered all over the country; and 
that would be the case if you were to transfer it | 
to the observatory here. You would save nothing 
by that; for you would have to increase the corps 
of officers, you would have to employ additional 
computers. I take it for granted that the gentle- 
men who are at the National Observatory are fully 
employed. If theysare not, the service of that | 
branch of our public business ought to be reduced, 
and very greatly reduced. Nobody expects that 
ssiablishment todoany more than itis now doing, 
1 presume, unless you expend more money. Eni- 
ploy thése computers, purchase this paper, have | 
this printing done, make these tables, reprint the 
volumes which have been exhausted—not the old 
volumes, but the volumes are out up to 1863— 
and these have been already purchased up, I pre- |} 
sume, or we should not have been asked to appro- 
propriate $800 to reprint some of these volumes. 

Mr. HALE. I donot know thatthis Nautical 
Almanac is an exception to the manner in which 
this Government does its business generally. We | 
keep a tolerably good-sized standing Army; but | 
when we want to kill an Indian, we are called 
upon to have an extra regiment of volunteers, and 
the regular Army is always employed somewhere | 
else. We have considerable of a Navy—L think 
about thirty-six steamers, of various draughts; but 
the moment there is any occupation fora steamer, | 
somebody comes in with a proposition for three 
or four hundred thousand or a million dollars to | 
build some new steamers to go on this special ser- | 
vice. We have got the country full of scientific 
calculators. We have a Naval Academy at An- 
napolis, and we have a Coast Survey here, and an 
Observatory here, full of the most scientific talent 
in the country; but the moment there is an alma- 
nac to make, we want $25,000 in addition, and 
somebody outside to doit. Now, Thave as much į 
feeling for Cambridge and Cambridge college, and 
the attainments there, as anybody else has; but, ; 
sir, I am opposed to appropriating $25,000 a year | 
to make a sort of lying-in hospital for literary val- 
etudinarians in Cambridge; and J think we had 
better use our own skill and science, at least to 
the extent to which the bill stands amended, at 


| 
| 
| 


$15,000. It seems we got along last year without | 
anything. Letus sec if we cannot get along this 


year with the $15,000 at which the bill stands. 

Mr. MALLORY. [stated to the Senate, when | 
J moved to reduce the amount to $15,000, that the : 
Nautical Almanac commenced at $13,000. Twill | 
give the Senate the appropriations which we have, 
from year to year, made for this work. It began | 
in 1850, and we appropriated $12,850. We ap- | 
propriated all they asked from year to’ year, and į 
no attempt at reduction has ever been made until | 
now. In 1851 they asked $19,400, and we appro- 
priated it; in 1852, $19,400; in 1853, the same; in 
1854, $20,880; in 1855, $20,880; in 1856, $25,725; 
in 1857, $26,880; and in 1858, $26,880. It has |} 
been steadily accumulating in amount, and here 
is the Almanac, [exhibiting it.] 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Have the contents been | 
increased ? ; 

Mr. MALLORY. In this hurried manner, I i 


will not attempt to show—-which I might very | 


-easily..show—that, for nautical purposes, the 
_amount in controversy here is amply sufficient; 


but I venture to say that any man, whose opinion 
is worth entertaining at all, will not deny the fact 
thata Nautical Almanac, for the purposes of nav- 
igation on the high. seas, may be published for 
$15,000. f 

“Mr POLK.: This matter was discussed in 
Committee of the Whole, and was very well con- 
sidered, and I think we may vote on it without 
any farther discussion. Ihope we shall have the 
vote on it. Itis getting late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be-engrossed 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 

PETITION. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of John 
Reeves, a citizen of the United States, and naval 
architect, praying the passage of a joint resolu- 
tion directing the American minister residing at 
Constantinople to present his claim to the Sultan 
of Turkey, and demand a just and legal settle- 
ment of his claim for services rendered to that 
Government; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 


m ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed an enrolled bill 
(H. R. No. 407) granting an invalid pension to 
Ezckic! Jones; and it was signed by the Vice 
President. 

POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. YULEE. Iask that the Senate take up 

the bill of the House No. 503, which relates to 


| appropriations for the year 1860 for_the Post 


Office Department, called usually the Post Office 
ae bill. My purpose is to adjournon that 
ill. 


Tho motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, It is necessary to have a 
short executive session. I therefore make that 
motion. d 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 


| spent in the consideration of executive busi- 


ness, the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, June 18, 1869. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. 
STOCKTON. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


COURTS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. LANDRUM, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill changing the terms of the United 
States district court for the western district of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. This being Monday, under the 
new rules adopted on the 16th of March last, I 
submit that the business first in order is the call of 
States for bills and resojutions for reference only. 

The SPEAKER, The contested-election case 
from Kentucky takes precedence. 

Mr, STRATTON. That was the general un- 
derstanding yesterday. Unanimous consent was 
given to resume the consideration of that subject 
this morning, with the understanding that the 
previous question should be called on it at half 


| past one o’clock. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in answer to the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives requesting 
him to communicate any information in bis pos 
session relative to the operations of the recipro - 
city treaty with Canada; which was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 
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Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the 
House of the 20th of March last, in reference to 
the removal of Morritz Schwefiler, late collector 
of customs at Milwaukee, Wisconsin; which wa 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. CHRISMAN, (contestant.) Mr. Speaker, 
Fhold in my hand a carefully prepared table of 
the state of the vote as it was returned to the 
State board, and as it was after the correction of 
all clerical errors: . 
otal vote for sitting member, as returned to the State board, 


before amended Certificates... cece veceeeceseenee ed 204 
To which add crrors in Boyle and Adair counties... 5 


Total vote of sitting member after correction by 
amended certificate. 
Add clerical errors 


aloe ODE ee ponst i009 


s follows 


Vote of Frank Harrison.. iesse. E T T SL 
Ees George Vaught... i 
Peter Phips... 1 
A.J. York... 1 
W. R. Bowman 1 
Horace Withers, recorded for Chrisman, but 
voted for Anderson, making a change of... 2 
James Hurt, same Ways.cccceeseeeeeeeeeeee 2 
Total vote for Anderson, after corrections.........7,218 


Total vote for me before the amended certificates were re- 


ceived... ers oe eee eZ 201 
Add error in Cumber! 14 
otal vote for me after reception of amended cer- 

ULICALC. oa cece ce cere e rece r cette n sees ET OIE, 
Add following corrections admitted by Mr. Ander- 
‘Sons 
Virgil Moore, who voted for me, recorded for Ander- 
gon, Making a change Ofvece veces cece seeseeeeennee 2 
N. Pendergraft, same way... se. 2 
E. B. Rice, same way... £ 
William Davis, whose vo 1 
Error in addition of vote 

county: Anderson receiving one more vote than 

NE is entitled LO... cece eeee cree eeee none n se enene 1 
Error in addition of vote of second precinct of Lin- 

ealn county: Anderson being reported as having 

received 18), which should be 180; and myself as 

receiving 108, when it should be 109.......eeeeeee 2 

25 


‘Thus, it will be scen, giving me a majority, 
after correcting all errors, of 7 votes, and electing 
më clearly to the seat now held by him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, L come to examine the re- 
port of the committee, and I wish attention to it 
from every genticman on this side of the House 
ag well as upon that; and I think I can satisfy the 
House that the Committee of Elections has not 
given this case that careful examination which 
they should have given it. J insist—and I shall 
attempt to show it~-that they have not examined 
this case as thoroughly as they should have done; 
that in their report they have done me great in- 
justice. I call the attention of the House to the 
‘act of Congress of February 19, 1851. Section 
two provides that the member upon whom notice 
of contest is served shall within thirty days an- 
swer such notice, admitting or denying the facts 
alleged, “and stating specifically any other 
grounds upon which he rests the validity of his 
election,” and shall serve a copy of his answer 
upon the contestant. And by section nine it is 
enacted “ that the testimony taken by the parties 
to the contest, or either of them, shall be confined 
tothe. proof or disproof of the facts alleged or 
denied in the notice and answer mentioned in the 
first and sccond scction of this act.” 


À . 4 
` I contend, Mr. Speaker, that under this act the | 


sitting member was precluded from going outside 
of the specification contained in this notice, and 
impeaching votes which he did not assail in his 
response to my notice of contest. Yet, In_con- 
tempt of the propricties of this law, the majority 
of the committee has stricken four votes from my 

oll with reference to which he took testimony, 

wt which he did not charge to be illegal in the 
response alluded to. 


By the nineteenth section of the act of 1851, | 


the party at whose instance such subpena shall be 
issucd shall, at least ten days before the day ap- 
pointed for the examination of witnesses, give 


notice, in writing, to the opposite party, of his. 
intention of examining witnesses; which notice : 


shall contain a statement of the time and place of 
the proposed examination, the name of the officer 
who shali conduct the same, and the names of the 
witnesses to be examined, and their places of reg- 
idence, 


` In the teeth of this law, the majority ‘of the 
committee struck six voters from my poll wpon 
the testimony of witnesses of whose examination 
Thad no notice, and to which I excepted at the 
time, as is shown by the proof. The attention 
of the committee was called by me to this-fact. 

Mr. Speaker, I invite your attention to the case 
et E. Jones, whose vote | challenged on account 
of his being an idiot, for that reason incapable of 
voting. Iwant to show the House that I sus- 
tained that challenge, and yet the Committee of, 
Elections-have not given. me the benefit of it: 

_ Milton J. Durham states that he knows voter, who re- 
sides in precinct No. 1 of Boyle county. He knows of no 
other Edward Jones in said county. Some years ago voter 
was pronounced an idiot by a jury in the Boyle circuit 
court, and again in 1855 or 1856. Witness wrote the report 
of his committec at the last August term of court, which 
was since the efection. His vote is recorded for Anderson. 
Witness considers him an idiot. 

“ M. T. Chrisman states that he is clerk of Boyle circuit 
court and keeper of the records of said court. Knows oth- 
cially that voter has been regularly found to be an idiot for 
the last eight years; has been supported out of the public 
treasury, and is regularly reported as an idiot by the auditor 
of Kentucky. He voted for Anderson for Congress, or his 
name is so recorded,” 


Now, I have established beyond all controversy 
that this man was an idiot, supported out of the 
public treasury of Kentucky as such; that he was 
pronounced an idiot a long time prior to the Au- 
gust election; and yet the committee have failed 
to sustain that challenge, but have allowed his 
vote to the sitting member. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
case of Henry White. Ie is challenged by the 
honorable gentleman as voting for me in the third 
voting precinct in the county of Boyle. His vote 
is challenged for want of residence in that district. 

I have examined the poll-books, and I challenge 
the honorable member from New Jersey, (Mr. 
Srratton,] who has this case in charge, when he 


comes to answer my remarks, to show where | 
Henry White ever voted for me in Boyle county. | 


[say his name is not to be found on the poll- 
books, and L have examined them carefully; and 
yet the committee have given the sitting member 
the benefit of that challenge. 

E will call the attention of the House to another 


vote which, fram the profession of the voter, aj 


negro trader, 1 should have supposed the Repub- 
licans on the committee would have been careful 
to have critically dissceted. Jt is the vote of 
James Elder, ‘cast for the sitting member, and 
challenged by me on the ground of non-residence: 

“A. W. Walker, R. H. Givens, John Shanks, and John 
Cash, testify that voter has been residing in Mississippi for 
the Jast five or six years, and returned a few days before 
the election; be voted for Anderson in the ‘Turnersville 
i ; atthe time of voting, he stated that be had voted 
ppi last Jall, and at all previous elections; he is 
„and a negro trader; he said he staid in Aber- 
deen, where he had administered upon an estate, had pur- 
chased lands, and was running a steamboat; when he did 
come to Kentueky, it was to purchase negroes; be was not 
sworn 3 after the election he went South; witness (Walker) 
was clerk at the ‘urnersville precinct, and Givens was oue 
of the judges. 

«J.I. Owsley states that, by an order of the Lincoln 
circuit court, he was appointed attorney to correspond with 
and defend voter as a uou-resident defendant in the suit of 
Hockers executors against him. Witness addressed him 
at his post office, in Mississippi, in relation to the suit, and 
when he returned to Kentucky he paid hint for it.” 

Thus I have proved that this man had voted in 
Mississippi the fall before the election, which 
alone, under the law of Kentucky, disqualifies 
him from voting there. He came into Kentucky 
afew days before the clection for the purpose of 
purchasing negroes, and vated for the sitting 
member. Uchallenged him for want of qualifica- 
tion; and the committee decided that he was a 
qualified voter, and have refused to strike his 
name from the poll of the sitting member. 

Before Í enter further upon this branch of the 
case, l will read the eighth section of our consti- 


tution, and the law, that you may know what are ; 


the qualifications of vaters in Kentucky. 

From the constitution of Kentucky: 

“sgo. 8. Every free white mate citizen, of the age of 
twenty-one years, who has resided in the State two years, 
or in the county, town, or city, in which he offers to vote, 
one year next preceding the election, shail be a voter; but 
such voter shail have been, for sixty d@ys next preceding 
the election, a resident of. the precinct in which he offers 
to vote, and he shall vote in said precinet, aud not else- 
where.” 

From the revised statutes of Kentucky: 


tí Sec. 7. If a person offering to vote is not personally 
known to one of the judges ọr the sheriff as a qualified 
voter, he shail he interrogated, under oath administered by 


rr means 


one of the judges or the clerk, as t6 his qualifications 16 
from his statement so made, le appears-to he quaiitied, he 
shall be adinitted to vote, unless his rightis-disputed by one 
of the judges or thesheriff, orby some other person present, 
if so. disputed, the judges shail hear witnesses, not excedde 
ing two in number on cach side, as to his quatifications, 
and decide as may appear right from the proof andthe 
statements of the party. ‘he word “sworn? shall be: writter, 
opposite the naiue-of every one so voting: os kos 
‘Nothing in this section shall be construed to:exempt a - 
foreigner from producing his certificate of naturalizition; 
unless his qualification is Known.to one.of the judges or 
the sheriff. s i S3 Ta 
é- Srce. 8. The following rules shaH.be observed in'detérm+ 
ining the gesidence ofa person offering to vote: ae 
«cy. ‘That shall-be deemed his residence where his habit- 
ation is, and to which, when absent, he has the intention 
of returning. : ve 
$62. He shall notJosé his residence by absence. for tem- 
porary purposes merely ; nor shali he obtain a residence by 
being in a county. or precinct for such temporary purposes, 
without the intention of making the county or precinct his 


hone. t 
«3. By removal to another State or county, with the in- 
tention to make his permanent residence there, he loses 
his former residence. vos 
“4, So, also, he loses his residence hére by removal to 
and residence in another State, with intention to reside 
there an indefinite time, or by voting there, even though he 
may have had the intention to return here at some future 
period. i j 

«5. The place where the family of a married man resides 
shall, generally, be considered his residence, unless the fam- 
ily so resides tor a temporary purpose. If his family is per- 
manently in one place, and he transacts bis business in 
another, the former shali be his residence.” | 

Now, I desire to invite theattention of the House. 
to the vote of H. L. Carpenter, ‘of the county of 
Lincoln, challenged by me on the ground of non= 
residence. Here is the testimony upon which I 
insist that I have sustained this challenge: 

“G.I. McKenney states he is clerk of ‘Lineolncircuit 
court, and was such at March and September ternis; 1859, 
at both of which voter (Carpenter) attended as a witness, 
and claimed mileage for forty miles. Afe residesin Har- 
rodsburg, his claim tor mileage is correct; if near Huston- 
ville, in this county, it is incorrect; as it is twenty miles 
to the former, and only ten to the latter place. 

€R, Carson states he is clerk of Lincoln county court, 
and keeper of the conmissioncrs’ books of said County for 
1859. The name of Logan Carpenter does not appear upon 
said books. 

“H. L. Carpenter states he voted for Anderson in. the 
Hustonville district. His family reside sometimes in Lin- 
coin county and sometimes in Mercer. Ile purebased a 
house and other property in Mercer, with a view to edu- 
cating his children; he moved: to said property in Mareh, 
1858, and voted in Mercer at the last May election.” 

Thecommitice refuse to recognize my challenge, 
and give the sitting member the benefit of this 
clearly illegal vote. ot “ 

Again: 1 will take the case of A. J. Reynolds, 
challenged by me as.a non-resident. Here is the. 
testimony: SEE ane 

“ Hugh Caldwell. states that voter told him he voted for, 
Anderson in the Waynesburg. precinct, He had been re- 
siding at the house of witness for a month 'or two before 
the election, until about ten days before the election, when 
he removed to Eddy Barmett’s, in Casey county, where le 
is living now. He isa mechanic by trade, and dependent 
on his labor for support; he is not a housekeeper; when 
he left ny house, he said he was going to Barnett’s to live, 
and took with him all be had.’? 

Again: take the case of Thomas Lumpkin. The 
guardian of the young man yoting, introduced-as 
a witness by the gentleman himself, states’ that. 
he has scen the family Bible, and the voter is not 
twenty-one years old; and yet'the committee re- 
fuse to give me the benefit’of this challenge, and 
allow the sitting member the benefit of a vote cast 
by a boy who has a guardian. There is no other 
testimony in reference to this case. I defy the 
committee to show me any other than that which 
I have read. P 

I have 50 votes of the character I have men- 
tioned here; ánd Lask any member of this House, 
I ask any member upon the Republican side of 
the House, to take the names given in my mem- 
oranda, read the testimony to which I refer them, 
and say if my challenges are not supported Jin 
every instance. Of course, in the brief time al- 
lowed me, it is impossible, in these remarks, for 
me to go into an examination of the testimony in 
relation to cach of these fifty voters; but I ask, 
asa matter of justice to myself, that the House 
will refer to my memoranda and to the testimo- 
ny, and sce whether my allegations are not sus- 
tained by legitimate and competent proof in every 


| instance. 


Again: I call the attention of the House to the 
case of William Walkup, of Adair county, a 
voter who. voted for me. The committee have 
found evidence on which they have determined.ta 
strike his vote from my poll, I yead from the 
testimony in reference to this voter. 

eC, A Taylor states he has always understood that 
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Creelsboro® road ‘was the line between White Oak and 


Harmony’ precincts: From his knowledge of the line;Wil- 
Win Walkup dived in the ‘Harmony precinct in August, 


pen B.A. Strange: says Walkup lived: in the Harmony 
precinct.’ He, however, never-saw any record of the lines 
of the precinct. korane Fie 

< Wiliam <L.Morrison says the Columbia road is the 
reputed line bétween White Oak and: Harmony precincts, 
which lne fucludes votes inithe Harmony precinct. Has 
understood that the line lias been so changed:as to include 
Wailkup’s-old house, in the White Oak precinct.’ 

This is the testimony with reference to the vote 
of, William Walkup, who, the majority of the 
committee Say, voted in one precinct ofthe county 
for mé, while he resided in another.. Let us see 
whether this committce has followed that rule in 
every case. To determine this, I refer the House 
to a vote castin the first precinctin Wayne county. 
for the honorable gentleman, the sitting member. 
Here is the testimony: 

“B, Lawson, challenged for want of residence. 

¢ John Rankin states that voter, atthe time he voted, had 
no residence in the precinct where he voted. He voted for 
Anderson.’ ` oe 

Yet the committee strike: Mr. Walkup’s name 
from my vote becausé he did not reside in the 
precinct in, which he voted; but they do not strike 
the name of this. man, who. voted outside the dis- 
trict:in'which he resided for the sitting member. 

Again? take thecase of Martin Blevins: 

“ Henry Davenport states he supposes voter lived on the 
town Iot in Menterville, which, according to the report of 
the commissioners, is in the Jenkins precinct. Witness fs 
not particularly acquainted with the dividing lines of Jen- 
kins and ‘Tate_precinets. 

c Anderson Rigney states that aman by the name of Blev- 
ins voted atthe South Fork or Vitus precinct. ‘Chere was 
adispute asto his right to vote there. Witness was one of 
the judges of election.” 

In this connection, I invite the attention of the 
House to the vote given by C. F. Campbell, which 
vote the committee failed to deduct from the sitting 
member’s poll, notwithstanding it was challenged 
hy me, for want of residence in the county: 

“6 Henry: Davenport states tbat voter lived in the Yate 
preeinct, No. 3, and voted in the Jenkins precinet, accord- 
ing tò the lines ‘reported by the commissioners, He voted 
for Anderson.” 

. Upon tho same.testimony exactly in which they 
strike Blevin’s name from me, they refuse to strike 
Walkup’s and Campbell’s from the vote of my 
competitor. |’ 

-Here is the case of Tyre Turpin, who went 
from Pulaski county to the State of Indiana, and 
remained for. two years. William H. Logan, a | 
witness, slates that Turpin told bii he voted in 
the State of Indiana. I challenged the vote, but 
the committce ‘refused to reject it, notwithstand- 
ing the statute says that when a man has gone 
out of the State of Kentucky, even for temporary 
purposes, and voted in his.absence, he has no 
right to retuen and vote there. The proof is clear 
that this man told the witness he voted in the 
State of Indiana, and yet the committee admit 
his vote-for the sitting member, 

George Cowan, who went out of the State about 
four months, returned to Kentucky, voted for me. 
The committee rejected his vote, but admitted that 
of Turpin, although the latter was gone for two 

ears, and voted in Indiana. 

I ask the House if itis willing to sanction these 
inconsistent decisions of the committee upon those 
several votes resting upon principle identical; re- 
jecting those for me, though not as extreme in 
their nature as those given for the sitting member, 
and retained for him by the committee. 

If the House sustains it, then there isan end to 
all reason for contesting a seat here, no matter 
how plain and justifiable the grounds for contest 
arc, 

It will be impossible, as I before remarked, to 
go into the individual cases of these 50 voters; 
but gentlemen will find that in every instance my 
challenges are sustained by proof as strong as in 
those I have named. There is the case of B. 
Smith, who voted for the honorable gentleman in 
the county of Cumberland. The committee did 
not think the evidence was sufficient to reject his 
vote. The following is the testimony in relation 
to it; 

“James M. Boles and Samuel H. Boles state that they | 
are acquainted with B.: Smith, who voted for Anderson for 
Congress, in preeinet No. 3, in Cumberland county; there 
ig no other B. Smith residing in said county; voter is a 
man, of fainily, having a wife and children. At the time of 
the late election they resided permanently in precinct No. 
Lof this county; understood from. Smith that he and his 


family. were on good terms, and had notseparated; that he 


was staying in precinct No. 3 for the purpose of selling 
whisky. This they learned from voter before the election.” 
~“Whatisthe law? Inaprevious partofmy speech 
I quoted it: that wherever a man’s family resides, 
that shall be deemed to be his place of residence: 
The testimony goes on: “that he and his fam- 
ily were on good terms,” &c.{ yet- in the face of 
the law and the facts, the committee have failed 
to sustain this challenge. Sn cee 

I now take the case of Joseph Williams. He 
was challenged by me for want of residence. 
Here is the testimony: f : 

“ William H. Cheatham states that voter Williams ar- 
rived. in Columbia, on the stage from Lebanon, some time 
in.the spring of 1859. He asked him where he lived. He 
said he resided in Virginia, where he was engaged in rail- 
road building; that he bad only returned to Adair county 
to settle up some business. He voted for Anderson for 
Congress in Columbia precinct, in this county, at the Tate 
August election. i 

“J, H. Reynolds says that voter told him he came from 
Virginia a short time before the late August election. He 
had been absent from this county one year at least.” 

The committee have decided that that is not 
sufficient evidence to strike the name of Joseph 
Williams from the poll of the sitting member. 

I will now call attention to the case of E. Mc- 
Nair. I desire the House will listen attentively 
to the evidence in this case: 

“ Virgil P. Moore testifies that voter is not qualified. He 
came to Somerset, near three months prior to the election, 
as a preacher. He continued to preach there until the latter 
part of Augniist, 1859, when he Jeft for Danville, as witness 
understood. 

“ Eben Milton states that voter voted for Anderson. He 
was a student in the Theological Seminary at Danville, 
and, at the request of witness and other members of the 
Presbyterian church, came to Somerset to preach during 
the vacation of the seminary. 

5, McNair (voter) states that he went to Pulaski county 
for a temporary purpose only??? 

He went to Pulaski county for temporary pur- 
poses. The law says that a man shall not have 
aresidence in Kentucky when he goes from county 


to county for temporary purposes merely. This į 
y Pp y purp y. 


voter stated that he was there for temporary pur- 
poses; that he was a theological student at Dan- 
ville; that he went to Pulaski county to preach, 
and that while there he voted for the sitting mem- 
ber, Yet, sir, the committee have rejected this 
evidence in that case, and they have not given me 
the benefit of my challenge. 

I now come to the case of C. C. McClure. 
What is the evidence in regard to the vote of Mc- 
Clure? 

“John Kane states that he knows butone C. C. McClure 
in the county- 
summer of 
No. 4, and finds Me 
been in the county sinee 1856 or 1857, exeept for four or 
five weeks in the spring of 1859. If he had been in Danville 
sixty days before the election, witness thinks he would 
have known it. Voter is a traveling journeyman hatter. 

“J. P. Thout states that he became acquainted with Me- 
Clure two or three years ago. He worked for William 
Figg when in the county. Witness’s establishment in Dan- 
ville is in the same building with Figg’s.. Two or three 
weeks before the August election, voter returned to work 
for Figg, having been out of the county ever since 1856. 
Qe lives about, wherever he can get work. Witness has 
examined the poll-book of precinct No. 4, and finds that 
MeClure voted tor Anderson.”? 

In the face of this testimony, the committee 
have refused to strike McClure’s vote from the 
poll of the sitting member. 

l contend and insist that if you will give this 
case the close and critical examination that its 
merits demand at your hands, you will arrive at 
the same conclusion thatthe minority of the com- 
mittee did—that 1 was duly and fairly elected, at 
August, after a correction of all clerical errors, 
and that that majority was increased by the in- 
vestigation over the fraudulent vote. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there isa matter personally 
reflecting upon myself, to which I must call the 
attention of members, and. then I will close my 
remarks. The sitting member, in extenuation of 
his conduct, the other day, when I charged upon 


i him that he had taken the poll-bock out of the 
clerk’s office, assailed me with the allegation that | 


the Wayne county poll-book was found inm 
possession. 
mony where that fact can be found. I want it to 
be stated, that I may have the testimony read to 
the House. 


& 


Mr. STRATTON. John S. Van Wynkle’s | 


testimony. 


Mr. CHRISMAN, (contestant.) Teall upon the ! 


Clerk to read the testimony of Van Wynkle. No 
imputation of the sort thrown out by the sitting 
member shall rest upon me. 


I call upon him to show in the testi- | 


.. The Clerk read, as follows: 


J was at the clerk’s office, in Monticello, Tuesday morn- 
ing after the election. I think { first went there soon after 
breakfast. I found the poll-book of district No. 1 open, 
and lying on the table, and I made a ount of the poll. I 


think, after: remaining awhile, E left, and again returned 


some time in the forenoon, and remained some time. While 


| there the poll-books of several districts of the county were 


broyfbt in and delivered to William Simpson, the clerk of 
theRounty court. F have a pretty distinct memory of see- 
ing him break the seals.of the books of districts Nos.2 and 
3, and I.may have seen 5.and 6 broken ; but of this Lam 
notsure. Lcounted Nos. 1,2,and 3, and perhaps 5, {hardly 
think I did count 5. James S. Chrisman, Join S. Wray, 
William: Heath, Henderson Coffey, and B. E. Roberts, 
deputy clerk, were present. ‘They are all Democrats, and 
warm political friends of J. S. Chrisman. C. H. Buster, an 
Anderson man and oppositionist, was also there during the 
morning. My impression is he came in towards noon. 
There was nothing being done except the poll of some of 
the districts were counted. I think some one else besides 
me was looking over them. Major Chrisman, according 
to my recollection, was at the clerk’s office during the whole 
time I was there, which I think was several hours. Chris- 
man may have come in the office soon after I went there. 
The election was the only topic which I heard discussed, 
with matters connected with it. It was freely discussed. 
This was before the comparison of the vote of Wayne 
county by the county board. I am not clear who was pres- 
ent when I first went to the clerk’s office, except the clerk 
and deputy. Iam an oppositionist, and a political friend 
of Anderson’s, and voted for him.’? 

Mr. CHRISMAN, (contestant.) There is 
nothing in this testimony charging me with hav- 
ing the poll-books of Wayne county in my pos- 
session. At the time alluded to—-f recollect it 
well—the leading Americans of Wayne county 
were handling the books and counting the votes, 
to sec if they could detect anything which might 
be made to accrue to the advantage of the sitting 
member. I was merely present attending to the 
duties of my profession, and brought a suit whilst 
his friends were making the examination. There 
is no analogy between it and the case of Boyle 
county, where the sitting member had the books 
at his private residence. 

I will now close, with a brief reference to the 
record of the sitting member. The gentleman, in 
the conclusion of his response to my notice of 
contest, says: 

“That in the discharge of the high duty, as the Repre- 
sentative of the fourth congressional district of Kentucky, 
he will endeavor so to act as to meet with the confidence 
and respect of his constituents”? i 

How has that promise been fulfilled? He came 
here as the Champion of southern rights. He 
came here pledged to introduce a bill to protect 
slave property in the Territories; yet he has sat 
here one hundred and eighty days, and has made 
no move to redeem that pledge. Yet he expects 
‘so to act as to meet with the confidence and rè- 
spect of his constituents.” He came here pledged 
to officer this House with Democrats, from the 
Speaker down. Thathe did this, I will prove by 
the testimony of James H. Reynolds, of Adair 
county: 

«I heard William C. Anderson say, at Neatsville, Adair 
county, in a public speech, that if elected to Congress, he 
would vote for officers of the House of the Democratic 
party in opposition to the Black Republican party, but pre- 
ferred officers of his own party; and if he could not get off- 
cers of his own party, that he would vote with the Demo- 
cratic party in preference to the Black Republican party. 
He also said, in the same speech, that if the election for 
President was thrown in the House, he would vote for the 
Democratic candidate in preference to the Black Republi- 
can candidate.” 

A. Knox Russell, of the same county, says: 


“I heard Mr. Anderson and Mr. Chrisman speak in the 
town of Monticello, Kentucky, and in several other pre- 
cincts in said county; and in all of said speeches Mr. An- 
derson said that he would, if elected, and the election of 
President should be carried to the House, vote for a Dem- 
ocrat in preference to a Black Republican, and all officers 
of the House. 

“ Cross-eramined.—I heard James S. Chrisman denounce 
the Black Republican party.” 

How has he redeemed this pledge? He has 
given, by his vote, allthe important offices of the 
House into the hands of the Republicans, save 
that of Speaker, and even inthat case voted against 
a Democrat on every ballot, notwithstanding the 
Democracy had endeavored, on several occasions, 
to organize by voting for a member of his own 
party. Yet he expects “so to act as to mect with 
the confidence and respect of his constituents.” 
He declared, whilst canvassing for the sufffages 
of the people, that there was not in all the South 
a truer, a more devoted, and enthusiastic friend 
of the South and her institutions than they would 
find in him. Yet you find him engaging and 
glorying in the work of unseating Democraishere, 
and placing in their stead Republicans. With a 
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view of holding a seat to whtch he never was 
elected, he votes to-disfranchise.one hundred thou- 
sand people of the State of Michigan, and to eject 
their chosen Representative from this Hall. And 
yet this young and gifted statesman and champion 
of southern rights, expected ‘‘ so to actas to meet 
with the confidence and respect of his constitu- 
ents.” eat ee : 

But the unkindest cut of all was the imbruing 
of his bands in the political blood of Hon. Dick 
Barret, of Missouri, one of his own relations. Six 
hundred and seven majority was no protection to 
him; and again he votes to disfranchise one hun- 
dred thousand of the people of Missouri, by strik- 
ing down their selected and chosen Representa- 
tive, and placing in his stead a member of the 
party he came, here to battle, Yet this cham- 
pion of protection to slave property expected “ so 
to act as to meet with the confidence and respect 
of his constituents.” And finally, he stood up in 
this Hall, at an early day of the session, and held 
out the hope to the Republican party, that, should 
he be retained in. the seat that he now holds in 
violation of the recorded will.of those whom he 
assumed to represent, he would, in the event of 
the presidential election coming to the House, not 
vote for the Democratic candidate, notwithstand- 
ing he represcntsa Democratic constituency. He 
would thus conspire to elect a Republican Pres- 
ident, by withholding his vote from the choice of 
his own State, and thus negative the wishes of 
her people. 

Isay to you, Mr. Speaker, and through you 
to. the Republican party, lay not the flattering 
unction to your souls—judging from the course 
of the gentleman upon this floor—that Republican- 
ism has taken root in the fourth congressional 
district of Kentucky. [tell you, there are not 
to be found in all the South truer or more sub- 
stantial friends to the rights of the South than 
they ave in my district. They are not disunion- 
ists—far from it. They are Union men; they 
stand up for the rights of the people of the South, 
as they stand up for the rights of the people of 
the North, and for the Constitution. But when 
that Constitution ceases to be a bond of union, 
and when they are called upon to take their place, 
in the event of a dissolution of the Confederacy, 
they will go where their interests and the God of 
nature has assigned them, 

“Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
persuade myself that anything which could be 
said by anybody could change the fixed determ- 
ination of the majority of this House, already 
agreed upon, I fear, asa party: measure, to sup- 
port the resolution reported by the majority of 
the Committee of Elections. If it was a mere 
contest between the contestant and the sitting 
member, I do not know that I would have said a 
word. But as the sitting member has chosen to 
impugn somewhat the motives of the minority 
of the committee, and as I constituted one of that 
minority, I desire to enter my protest against 


some of the legal propositions that will become | 


established precedents, should this majority report 
be'sustained. I speak on the behalf of the people 
of the fourth congressional district of Kentucky. 
I speak on behalf of every freeman in every State 
of this Union, who are vitally interested in this 
issue. If the doctrines of the. majority, as an- 
nounced in their report, be indorsed by this 
House, the elective franchise of every district in 
the Union will be frittered away by technicalities, 
and the popular voice, as reflected ‘at the ballot- 
box, be placed at the mere disposal of the few 
men who shall be called upon to conduct an clec- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, an election was: held on the 2d 
August, 1859, in the fourth congressional district 
of Kentucky. That district is composed of cleven 
counties and sixty-four voting precincts. These 
countiesare Boyle, Lincoln, Pulaski, Casey ,Cum- 
berland, Wayne, Adair; Greene, Taylor, Clinton, 
and Russell. The election was viva voce. On 
the summing up of the returns, the result, as re- 
ported by the judges in the various precincts of the 
several counties named, was as follows: Ander- 
son, 7,204; Chrisman, 7,201; giving to the sitting 
member three of a majority. This summing up 
was reported to the State board by the several 
ministerial boards in the several counties, but in 
some particulars, were afterwards attempted to be 
corrected. On the first statement, Mr. Anderson 
réceived his certificate from the State board. Now 
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the first question to be considered is, was he cñ- 

titled to it? The solution of this question would 

seem to depend on the inspection of the poll | 
books. Ff he received the larger number of all” 
the votes cast, he would be entitled to his certifiz || 
cate. But was that so? Will any gentleman of 
the majority’ say it was. so? ‘No, sir, it cannot 
be'said, because it is not true im point of fact. 
The contestant received a majority of seven votës, 
prima facie, on the inspection of the poll-books. 
The sitting member admits it. Why, then, did 
he get his certificate? Our laws require the judges, 
‘at the close of the election, to sum up the result, 
take an abstract of the vote as shown dn an in- 
spection, seal up the poll-books and deliver them 
to the sheriff, each judge retaining a memorandum 
of the result. On the third day after this election, 
the county board met and inspected those poll- 
books. - Letme read the law under.which an elec- 
tion is conducted in Kentucky: 

“The presiding judge of the county court, the clerk 
thercof, and the sheriff, orother officer acting for bim.at an 
election, shall constitute á board tor examining the poli- 
books of each county, and giving certificates of election. 
Any two of them may constitute a board.”—Revised Stal- 
utes of Kentucky, chap. i., art. v., sce. 1, p 4 

« Within two days a an election the she shall de- 
posit with the clerk of the county court. the poll-books of 
the different precincts, and un the next day the board shall 
meet in the elerk’s office between ten and twelve o’clock 
in the morning, compare the polls, ascertain the correctness 
of the summing up of the votes, and give triplicate or more 
written certificates of election, over their signatures, of 
those who have received the highest number of votes for 
any office exclusively within the giit of the voters of the 
county—one copy of the certificate tobe retained in the 
clerk’s office, another delivered to each of the persons 
elected, and the other forwarded to the secretary of State, 
at Frankfort. For offices uot within such gift, they sball 
give duplicate or more written certificates, over their sig- 
natures, of the number of votes giveninthe county to each 
person voted for, particularizing therein the precinct at 
which the votes were given—one copy to be retained in the 
clerk’s office, and the other delivered to the sheriff”"—Id., | 
sec. 2, pp. 288, 289. 

** After an election for Governor, lieutenant governor, or 
other oflicers elected by the votes of the whole Statefor for 
judges of the court of appeals, clerk of that court, circuit 
judge, Commonwealth’s attorney, Representative in Con- 
gress, &c., it shall bo the duty of the board of examiners 
for cach county, immediately after the examination of the 
poll-books, to make out three or more certificates in writ- 
ing, over their signatures, of the number of votes given in 
the county for each of the candidates forany of said offices. 
One of the certificates shall be retained in the clerk’s office, 
another the clerk shaJJ'send by the next mail, under cover, 
to the secretary of State, at Irankiort, and the other he |j 
shall transmit to the secretary, by any private conveyance 
the clerk may select, free of cost.”—Zd., sec. 5, p. 289. i 


This board is directed, by the language of the 
statute, to examine these. poll-books. For what 
purpose? Undoubtedly to ascertain who has re~ 
ceived the largest vote, by an inspection of these 
poll-books; and if the judges, in their summary, 
have made a mistake, this board is to correct it. 
The language of the statute is, ‘to compare the 
poll-books.”’ They are not confined, in the exer- 
cise of their duty, to any particular day. On the į 
contrary, the State board, compesed of the attor- 
ney general, the secretary -of State, and the Gov- 
ernor of the State, meet on the fourth Monday 
after the election, to receive the result of their 
examination, and issue certificates to those who 
have received the largest vote. Why place the | 
meeting of the State board four weeks after the 
electton? The clear intent of this provision was, | 
that the ministerial county board might thor- ' 
oughly purge and examine the poll-books, to see | 
who had received, upon the face of the poll-books, + 
the largest number of votes. 

Now, then, I come back to this pertinent ques- | 
tion: if Chrisman received seven majority upon í 
the face of those poll-books, why was he not en- 
titled to, and why did he not receive, this certifi- į 
cate ? H 

Mr. STRATTON. DoI understand the gen- | 
tleman to say that, by the laws of Kentucky, the | 
board of State canvassers cannot meet for four | 
weeks after the election? ` | 

Mr. STEVENSON. [Isay that that is the in- | 
tendment of the statute. g : f 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman says that, by | 
the face of the poll-books of the fourth congres- 
sional district of Kentucky, it appears that the | 
contestant was elected by seven majority. He | 

| 
| 
| 


says that the sitting member admits it, and that | 
everybody admitsit. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, | 
that whatever the sitting member may admit, the 
majority of the committee do notadmit it. Their 
position is just this, sir: there was a single mis- 
take upon the poll-books, which attracted the at- 


tention of ‘the frie 
the day ofthe ¢ 


l a vote and such a count as he'des 


higher number of votes.” 


| State board to correct returns. 
| a majority intend to decide this case, appeal to 


j respective candidates. 


ni 


would feavethe contestant with 
votes. But a further exaniina 
the” poll-books, and a correctio 
takes upoii the poll-books, and gi 
who offered to vote at the polls’ 


) id s e desired, 

stead of giving the contestant seven majo 

the sitting memabér se ory majai 
‘Mr. STEVENSON. Tam jusi 


Ming to that” 


‘proposition, and will show that the gentlemayi 


from Massachusetts (My. Dawes] is in errot; 
but before I go on, I will answer the gentleman : 
from New Jersey. He asked me what the law 
of Kentucky is.” Here is the law:. ‘ee 
“The Goveror, attorney general, and secretary of. State, 
and in the absence of either, the auditor, or any two of 
them, shalt be a board for examining the returns of elee- 
tions for any. of the officers named in the: last section. : 

“Tt shall be the duty of said boardy when the returns are. 
all in, or on the fourth Monday after an-election, whether : 
they are in or out, to make oul in the’ secretary’s | office, 
from the returns made, duplicate certificates in writing, 
over their signatures, of the election of those having the 
(Ad., see. 6; p. 290.) 

If all the returns are in before the fourth Mon- 
day after an election, the State board may proceed 
to canvass them, so soon as they are all received.” 
Ifthe returns arc not all received from the respecte 
ive counties, the State board ‘carinot proceed to 
canvass them until the fourth Monday aftér the” 
election. ‘In the present case; the State board, as” 
appears from their certificate to the sitting’ mem” 
ber, did nat proceed to a discharge òf théir duties ° 
until the fourth Monday after the election: * 

Now, I come to the point of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Dawes.] [join issue with 
him, and with the majority of this committee, 
upon the legal authority of the county board and 
No matter how 


the legal and impartial judgment of the House to 
say whether the majority or minority of the com- 
mittee are right in their construction of this stat- 
ute. Itisa question of vital import to the sanc-. 
tity and purity of popular elections everywhere. | 
My friend from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] 
undertakes to argue that the ministerial boards 
have a right to correct the poll-books, by count- 
ing persons who Offered to vote for the sitting 
member, but were refused by the judges, [deny 
toto celo any such ‘power to either’ ministerial or 
State board. Ido not understand ‘that thé tatter“ 
ever claimed it. These ministerial county boards * 
are confined: by law to à simple ‘examination of 
the poll-books. Their duty 1s to ascertain, by a 
thorough and faithful scrutiny, the exact amber ý 
of votes exhibited on the facé of the pollooks 
to have been cast in theit several counties for the 
They are limited ‘toa 
trathfal certificate of this result to the State board 
at Frankfort, who issue certificates to those who, 
by the verity of the poll-books, as thus éertified, 
have received the largest number of votes in. the 
entire congressional district. © Thé Federal Con- 
stitution makes this House the exclusive judge 
of the election, qualifications, and returns of its * 
members. No Stale possesses the constitutional 
right to confer any power upon a Staté board to 
correct, alter, or change the name of any voter 
appearing on the poll-books, or tò add to or sub- 
tract from any candidate any vote shown on the 
poll-books to have been cast forhim, A recorded 
vote, on the failure of judges to receive a vote for 
a Representative in Congress, is an error beyond 
the power of any State authority to correct. This 
House alone affords the remedy. If the power 
existed in any State board to correct the errors of 
judges of a congressional election in admitting or 
refusing votes, the same right to judge of the qual- 
ifications of candidates, by a parity of reasoning, 
would inure to them.. The action of our State 
board, at our late election, is in direct antagonism 
to such a proposition. This board, composed ot 
Governor Morehead, Attorney General Harlan, 
and Judge Mason Brown, issued a certificate to 
my young and gifted colleague, [Jonn Youne 
Broiwn,] who was alleged to have beenthen inel- 
igible, and who has not yet been sworn in as a 
member of this House. If they possessed: the 
ower to pass on qualification, why did they issue 
it? Surely they possessed as much power to re- 
fuse it on this ground as to refuse a certificate to` 
one who, on 2 faithful scrutiny of the ‘poll-books, 
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received the largest number of votes. Yet, sir, the 
majority yeport justifies the State, rendering void, 
as | 


‘think, that provision of the Féderal Consti- | 


tution which makes this House the judge of the 
election, returns, and qualifications of its.own 
members. | 1 therefore confidently repeat that all 


a State board can-do is to count the ballots or to . 


examine the poll-books, and.to certify who has 
the largest number of votes. A vote received and 
recorded by the judges, or one refused by them 
in a congressional election, is beyond the correc- 
tion by State authority. : : 

Mr. DAWES. | My friend from Kentucky will 
permit-me to say that that is precisely my own 
position, and precisely the position which I de- 
sire to stand in. before this House—that the whole 
of the duty of the State board is to count the votes 
as they have been returned to them, according to 
law; but that this House, and this House alone, 
is called upon to go behind that return, and give 
toevery legal voter his right to vote for and to 
be counted for the man of his choice, independ- 
ent of any. return from the State board. That is 
my position, : i 

Mr, STEVENSON. Well, Lam very glad to 
hear it; but I clearly understood the -gentleman 
distinctly to, maintain that. the sitting member 
would..have had a majority of seven on the face 
of. the poll-books, if.a correction of all mistakes 
upon the poll-books had been made, and, giving 
every man who offered to vote at the polls just 
exactly such a vote as he desired. This implied 
a power to correct the errors ofjudges, which [ de- 
nied. ButI come back to the pertinent question 
first propounded by me, why the contestant did 
not get the certificate instead of the sitting mem- 
ber? No man disputes that the poll-books, upon 


their face,and.as certified by the amended returns, 


of the county boards, show that the contestant 
got. a majority of seven, votes. Mr. Anderson 
himself admits that there was a numerical mis- 
take in the majority of the contestant in one 
county. The majority of the committee admit it; 
but they deny that the county board or the State 
board had a right to correct any error made by 
the respective county boards as to the, truc and 
exact number of votes shown on the face of the 
poll-books.to have been cast for the respective 
candidates. 

‘Bir, it was the duty of every county board to 
inspect and canvass the face of every poll-book. 
They, did so; but, in consequence of a numerical 
mistake of fourteen votes against the contestant, 
in Cumberland county, which escaped their ob- 
servation in their first scrutiny, Mr. Anderson 
received a majority of three, A few days after- 
wards this mistake was discovered, It was dis- 
covered before the State board had met. It was 
discovered before the State board had canvassed 
any of the congressional returns, and before any 
certificate had been issued. ‘The county board of 
Cumberland county discovered a numerical mis- 
take of 14 votes, giving the contestant seven ma- 
jority over the sitting member; and they cor- 
rected that mistake by an amended return, Why 
did not the State board acquiesce in, and act in 
accordance with, thatcorrected return? They un- 
dertook to assume—and the majority of the com- 
mittee sustain their action and agree with them— 
that this ministerial county board bad no author- 
ity, after the day on which the law requires them 
to. meet, to. correct this return. That is the mon- 
strous. proposition in political ethics and against 
popular right that the majority of this House are 
called tipon now to sustain; that when, onan cx- 
amination. of the poll-books, the county board, 
who are not authorized to give any certificate, 
whose only legal function is simply to certify the 
exact vote as shown upon the face of the poll- 
books to haye. been, cast in their respective coun- 
ties for the several candidates, haye innocently or 
designedly, accidentally or improperly, made a 
false return, it is beyond their power to correct it, 
Can this startling legal proposition be true? Is 
there any provision in any statute of Kentucky 
which tolerates the assumption that any certifi- 
cate of the returns of an election by any county 
board of exaniiners is conclusive upon the Stale 
board, although it state a falsehood or a fraud? 
if so, L.demand its production. The verity of the 
recorded vote upon the poli-books, and a certif- 
cate of that result, is the unquestioned duty im- 
posed by the statute of Kentucky on the county 
board.: [tis undoubtedly a ministeral duty. The 


correctness of the true vote as cast becomes the 
test of fidelity with which this duty is discharged. 
How doessuch aboard become functus officio from 
merely entering upon the discharge of its duties, 
until the responsibility confided to it has been dis- 
charged by a certificate of the result as exhibited 
upon the face of the poll-pooks? _ I have always 
believed that wherever the law imposed upon an 
officer a ministerial duty, to be performed within 
a certain time for a public purpose, it has always 
been construed as directory only, and though it 
were not performed within the prescribed time, 


yet if afterwards performed, third parties or the į 


public could not suffer from the delay. 

Is it possible that gentlemen will cavil at a prin- 
ciple of law so plain and so well established? Did 
our State board do right in repudiating it? Are 
they sustained by well-established legal precedent 
and authority? I think not. The sitting mem- 
ber and the majority seem to think that the high 
character of the board should induce us to acqui- 
esce in the legalty and propriety of their decis- 
ion. lcannot concur in this position. The bright- 
est and purest judicial luminaries have been 
reversed in their decisions. I deny it. I have as 
much respect personally fox the gentlemen consti- 
tuting that board, and as much confidence gener- 
ally in their legal abilities, as the sitting member 
himself. [know them all personally, and I know 
them well. I bear testimony to their high char- 
acter, as men and as lawyers. Iam equally well 
persuaded that their ruling in this case was wrong, 
and that their judgments in this matter have been 
eclipsed by part¥ bias. The best lawyers are but 
human, and often err. They art creatures of 
human frailty and party impulse. Attorney Gen- 
eral Harlan, a distinguished member of this board, 
gave a written opinion, upon the eve of an excit- 
ing election, a few years since, when officially 
called upon, that a foreigner could not vote in our 
State until aftera year’s residence subsequent to 
the time when his naturalization papers had been 
issucd. That opinion was promulged throughout 
the State, with the broad impress of the attorney 
general’s justly carned, official, and professional 
reputation; buta case involving this principle was 
carried to our appellate court, and the gentleman 
knows that the opinion of the attorney gencral 
was repudiated. Yet that did not detract from the 
ability of the attorney general. 

But I maintain that this State board themselves 
are estopped from denying the position ] main- 
tain, by their formeraction. { say that such was 
not their opinion in regard to the election of Wheat 
and Bullitt, two-years ago In order that I may 
not do injustice to these gentlemen, I will read to 
the House what their opinion was then. An clec- 
tion was held for one of the judges of the appellate 
court of Kentucky, and this same board received 


the several returns from the county board, but 


there were several mistakes in these returns, and 
the intimation then was by this board that such 
amendments could be made. The returns. first 
sent by the clerk from Hart county stated the 
vote to be, for Wheat, 122 votes. Itturned out, by 
an amended certificate, that a mistake of just 100 
votes was made, and that it should have been 222 
votes; yet this board received the amended re- 
turns, and corrected the mistake accordingly. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I ask my col- 
league tostate whether, in thisinstance, there were 
not two copies made by the clerk, one sent by 
mail and the other by private conveyance; and 
whether one did not contain the vote as 122, and 
the other as 222; and whether the board, ascer- 
taining that the latter was correct, did not so cer- 
tify it? 

Mr. STEVENSON. That makes no difference 


whatever, so far as the point under discussion fs | 


concerned. If the county board was functus 
officio, they had no athority to change the return 
first sent. Buta mistake was discovered which 
the examiners corrected, and sent iton to the State 
board, which received and allowed the larger in- 
stead of the smaller number. 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. They did not cor- | 


rect itatall. Both copies were made out at the 
same time, and were, to all intents and purposes, 


| the same returns. One contained a mistake which 


they corrected by the other. 
Mr. STEVENSON. My colleague is mistaken, 
This is their record made in that case: 


“Tn the copy of the returns first sent by. the clerk from 
Tart county the vote was stated to be, for Wheat 122 votes, 
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and for Bullitt 396 vo. The corrected copy by the clerk, 
and also the certificate by the examiners, shows the vote 
to be as above cast, namely, for Wheat 222 votes, and for 
Bullitt 396.. The first certificate sent from the county of 
Nelson stated that the vote was for Wheat 457 votes, and 
for Bullitt 621 votes.. An amended certificate was sent by 
the examiners, which states that there was an error in the 
first in omitting to include the vote in Bloomfield precinct, 


‘No. 3, which, when given, made the vote as above, namely, 


525 votes for Wheat, and 694 votes for Bullitt. A note was 
also received from the clerk of Meade, stating that a mis- 
take of twelve votes was made by the examiners against 
Mr. Bullitt,in not adding that number to his vote, and that 
he would reassemble the examiners and have the correc- 
tion made. .. But sufficient time having elapsed to have the 
mistake corrected, if it existed, and as it could in nowise 
change the result, the board did not think it expedient to 
make longer delay fur that purpose.” 


The first returns from Nelson contained an 
error in omitting one entire precinct. The county 
board corrected this error by an amended certifi- 
cate, How could they do this, if they were func- 
tus officio? Why did the State board receive it? 
Was not the reception by this State board of that 
amendéd certificate from the county of Nelson in 
direct antagonism with their action in this case? 
How does the majority justify this inconsistency ? 

I appeal to this House to say, if the Nelson 
county board had the right in that case to correct 
their count by an amended certificate, why. the 
‘county boards had not the same right in this in- 
stance? Again, the State board expressly admit 
they had waited some time for an amended return 
from Meade. Why, if the county board was 
functus officio? Why did the State board wait 
for a return that the county board of Meade had 
no power tomake? Can any one doubt it would 
then have been received? I pause for a reply. 
I do not speak to you, gentlemen, as partisans; I 
speak to you as lawyers, as upright men. Here 
I have given you one instance where this same 
State board very properly, as I think, allowed 
amended certificates of the corrected result of the 
poll-books to be sent in after the third day after 
the election, in the case of an election of appellate 
judge. If the principle of functus officio is good 
law now, why was it not asserted then? The 
elective franchise is a bauble if the action of the 
State board is to become an established prece- 
dent. Such a rule of decision would disfranchise 
every man in every congressional district in Ken- 
tucky. Isay it cannot be sustained inlaw. I 
say it cannot be sustained in equity. What is 
the basis on which they rest their decision? I 
quote their decision: 


“Mem.—The above certificate is based on returns regu- 
larly made out and certified by the respective boards of ex- 
aminers on the day fixed by law, and duly returned to the 
secretary of State. An amended return was forwarded 
from Boyle county certifying that there was a mistake of 
four votes against W. C. Anderson, as appeared by a re- 
examination and scrutiny of the poll-books. Appended to 
this correeted return is a statement by the clerk, that atter 
the examiners had given the certificate of the vote of the 
county, he, the clerk, had loaned the poll-books from.his 
olfice to some gentiemen, who discovered the error which 
is attempted to be corrected, and reported it to the exam- 
iners, who, on reéxamination, found it was.so. After this, 
and after alt the returns for the district were in, letters were 
filed with the secretary, stating that the examiners of Cum- 
berland county had made a mistake in their certificate of 
the vote of that county, and time was asked to have it cor- 
rected. ‘I‘his was granted in order that all questions might 
be fairly made, and a decision had upon the facts as they 
existed. An amended certificate from Cumberland county 
was accordingly forwarded to the secretary, stating that the 
vote of W. C. Anderson in that county was 650, and that 
of J. S. Chrisman 380. A certificate was also filed from 
the county of Adair, stating that there was a clerical mis- 
take of one vote against Anderson. 

“ We have felt constrained, in the exercise of our best 
judgment on the proper construction of the law, to reject 
all these amended returns, and to issue the certificate ac- 
cording to the original returns made to the secretary of 
State. 

“The law inrclation to elections provides that the judges 
shall attend to the summing up of the votes, certify the 
poll-books, and deliver them in a sealed envelope to the 
sheriff. The same law requires that each judge shall retain 
a duplicate statement of the summing up ot his precinct, 
which, in a contingency named, may be used as evidence 
ofthe vote, It also requires that the poll books of the dif- 
ferent precincts shall, within two days after the election, 
be deposited by the sheriff with the clerk of the county 
court, and on the next day thereafter the board of exam- 
iners shall compare them, ascertain the curreciness of the 
summing up, and make out three written certificates in the 
case of a Representative in Congress, certifying the number 
of votes given in the county for each of the candidates, ove 
of which certificates is to be retained in the clerk’s office, 
another forwarded by mail to the seeretary of State, and 
the third sent to the seeretary by any private conveyance. 


| We, asa State board, are to aet on the returns thus mad, 


and make out triplicate certificates of those having the 
highest number of votés; and our functions as examiners 
do not more clearly cease when we have made our certifi- 
cate of election, thanyin ouropivion; do those ofthe county 
examiners after they have certified the full vote of the 


1860. ` 
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county.. If this be not the just and proper construction of 
the ilaw, why require the poil-books to be sealed when they 
pass out of the hands: of the judges of election? ` If a cor- 
rection can be made nine days alter the poll-books are un- 
sealed and opencd to the inspection of whoever may choose 
to examine them, or-after they have been taken outef the 
elerk’s office, theré would be but little efficacy in requiring 
them to be sealed in the first instance. 

- Tf such additional returns are legal, the State board of 
examiners would be bound to receive and act on whatever 
correction should be made before their certificates were 
given; aud as their functions are confined to the summing | 
Up the votes, they would be precluded from any inquiry as 
to the manner in which such corrections were brought 
about.. They could not institute an inquiry as to whether 
or not the poll-buoks had been changed or altered aiter the 
seals were broken and they had passed into other hands 
than the examiners. ‘The amended certificates would, in 
all cases, necessarily be conclusive on the examiners here. 

“We think, therefore, it is clear, when the county board 
have acted on the poll books of the whole county, and de- 
livered their certificates to the clerk, who has transmitted 
them to the secretary, that their functions cease, and they 
have no power to recall or change those certificates.” 

Their statement of the principle on which their 
opinion rests is, as I have attempted to show, in 
direct conflict of along series of well-established 
judicial opinions. Itdenies the power of State 
or.county boards to correct errors; or, if a mis- 
take has been made, to certify the truth. It 
puts the elective franchise in the keeping of a 
county board, and no redress is to be had by the 
duly elected Representative of the people on this 
floor, however great his majority, if a mistake is 
made by the county board in their first certificate, 
except by an expensive and tedious contest before 
this House. Sir, I will resist this principle so 
long as my tongue can articulate resistance. I 
will make war upon it as wrong in principle and 
ruinous in practice to popular right. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with a great deal of interest to the gentleman’s 
argument. It isa very able one; but, sir, I fail 
to ‘sec its application to this case, when the whole 
committee, the majority as well as the minority, | 
have gone right behind that certificate and exam- 
ined into the question of how many voted and of- 
fered to vote at the several precincts in that con- 
‘gressional district, and have themselves counted 
on one side and on the other every legal vote of- 
fered in that district. Now, sir, because the ma- | 
jority of the committce have come to the conclu- 
sion thatthe State board did right when they 
came to give the certificate; did right in counting 
only the votes returned according to the provis- 
ions of the law; votes returned in the manner and 
at the time prescribed by law, the certificate itself 
not being conclusive—being only prima facie evi- 
dence of the right to a geine committee all 
agreeing that, notwithstanding that, itis their duty 
to go.behind that certificate and to decide for them- 
selves which. of these two men has been legally 
elected, regardless of the certificate, it is, I repeat, 
hardly justice to the committee to say that no 
matter what fraudsare committed, no matter what 
may be the voice of the district, unless that voice | 
happens to be returned at a particular time and in 
aparticular way, the majority hold thatthe district 
is to be disfranchiscd. No such positionisclaimed 
by the majority of the committee. On the other 
hand, they repudiateit, They basetheir reportand 
their conclusions entirely, whether just or unjust, 
whether satisfactory or not to other members of 
the House, upon the ground that the majority of 
the. legal voters in that district cast their votes for 
the sitting member. They have said that they 
thought the State board, in discharging their func- 
tion of counting the votes and giving certificates, | 
were confined to those votes returned to them at | 
a particular time and in a particular way pre- | 
scribed by law, but that, nevertheless, our duty | 
was quite another one. : 

“Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts has referred to what has been a subjec 
ofdoubt with me. It would seem to be the view | 
of the majority, as well as of the minority of the | 
committee, afier an inspection of the return, that 
that return, upon its face, would give the scat to 
the contestant. f 

Mr. DAWES. Istated afew moments since, 
when interrupting the gentleman from Kentucky, | 
and I do not know whether the gentleman from i 
Virginia was in or not, that the majority of the 
committee did not admit that to be the fact. The 
majority of the committee claim that an inspec- 
tion of the returns and a correction of ali mis- 
takes would still leave a majority for the sitting 


member, There was a glaring mistake which 
attracted the attention of the friends of the con- 


testant first; and no other-mistake was disclosed 
until after they went into the investigation, and 
this mistake corrected, as my friend.from Ken- 
tucky says, would leave the contestant entitled to 
the seat by seven majority. A further examina- 
tion, howcver, showed other mistakes patent upon 
the face of the poll, and to which the attention of 
nobody had at first been attracted. There were 
mistakes made in counting up columns, and in 
other ways, and the majority of the committee 
claim that, ona correction of all the mistakes, the 
sitting member is shown to be entitled to his seat. 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether the votes stricken fromthe polls 
were stricken from the polls by a vote of the com- 
mittee sitting in judgment on cach vote returned? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will answer my friend 
from Virginia, and I will correct the mistakes of 
both of my friends[Messrs.Dawrsand STRATTON] 
onthe Committee of Elections. 1 will leave it then 
to the House to say whether I am right or wrong 
in my legal deductions. I say that if you count 
the recorded vote as it appears on the poll-books, 
change no vote, and make no additions, but look 
to all the amended returns of the county boards, 
the contestant is entitled to the seat now occupied 
by the sitting member. The State board, in their 
certificate, say so. . Understand my proposition, 
and we cannotdisagrec. Isay thatthe State board 
would have given the contestant the certificate 
upon the amended returns made to them if they 
had been of the.opinion that the county boards 
had the right to correct errors, or the State board 
possessed the authority to receive these amended 


returns. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ] 


Dawes] says that he-admits that; and that is all 
my friend from Virginia desired to know. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido admit that at that time, 
and at the time the State board gave their certifi- 
cate, one mistake was pointed out. The other 
mistakes developed themselves in the course of 
the investigation, Only one mistake was pointed 
out to the State board before they granted their 
certificate, and this was after the county can- 
vassers had made their returns; but there were 
other mistakes quite as apparent, So soon as a 
man put his eyes upon the place where they ex- 
isted. Lf the State board had had all the mistakes 
pointed out to them, it is the opinion of the ma- 
jority of the committee that they must have given 
the certificate to the sitting member. 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 want to know whether the 
committee, by its own act, determined. upon the 
validity or legality of the votes rejected? 

Mr. DAWES. I am rather discharging the 
duty of my colleague, to whom this case was in- 
trusted by the committee; but I will reply to the 
interrogatory of the gentleman from Virginia. 
The committee first passed upon the correction of 
the polls, and they came to the conclusion, as 
stated in the report, that correcting the polls, 
without regard to the question whether votes were 
legal or not, would leave a majority of 7 votcs 
for the sitting member. They then took up the 
lists of the sitting member and the contestant, and 
passed upon the several challenges in the manner 
referred to in the report. 

ENROLLED BILL. i 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined, and 
found truly enrolled, an act (FI. R. No. 407) grant- 
ing an invalid pension to Ezekiel Jones; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION—AGAIN. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the gentleman 
from Virginia to inquire whether the committee 
took up cach individual vote, discussed the merits 


of that vote, and then voted onit. J} will say, that | 


they took the opinion of cach member of the com- 
mittee for himself, and each made up his own 
judgment upon the votes; and then they came 
into the committee, and a majority of the commit- 


tee decided it, coming to the conclusion that so | 


many votes, as reported, were ilegal upon each 
side. 
passed no separate votes upon the merits of any 
particular voter. ; 

Mr. MILLSON.. How could the committee, 
not acting as a committee, reject a number of 
votes ? 

Mr. DAWES. The committee could say that 
there were ten illegal votes, Í take it for granted. 
A majority of the committee said that there were 


But they did not discussin committee, and | 


so many illegal votes, cast for. Chrisman; andà 
majority. of the committée:-said that so. many ille- 
gal votes were. cast for Anderson. They. author- 
ized one of their number to draw-up a report, and 
instructed him to. put-into the. re vort.the names 


of these men; and then.the majority: of the com- 
mittee passed upon the report, and said that those 
were the names, So,-in pointof fact, they-passed - 
upon each voter, but they didit in the way J have 
stated. -> T E 
Mr. CHRISMAN, (contestant.)..J desire: to 
ask. the gentleman whsther the table, of illegal 
voters is not in the handwriting of. the sitting 
i member? | Bea oe 
Mr. DAWES. I never saw the namo:of.a.sin- 
gle voter written by: the sitting member, or by the 
contestant.. I never got:the views of the sitting 
member or of the contestant in. any way what- 
ever, except as they were offered publicly before 
the whole committee in the committee-room..».I 
took up this case independently of any other:mem- 
ber of the committee, and independently of: the 
sitting member and of the contestant. I came to. 
my conclusions precisely as {have stated heres 
and, so far as my knowledge extends, that was the 
way each member of the committee did, and then 
we compared notes, and this is the result. 
| Mr. STEVENSON. 1f this little episode is 
ended, I will go back to the point I was about to 
make with my friend from Massachusetts, (Mr, 
Dawes.] He thinks I did. the committee injustice 
inmy statement that a majority indorsed an un- 
warranted and illegal: proposition, when they say: 
that when a particular day upon which a minis- 
terial act is to be performed by a public officers 
for the public good, expires, no, authority exists 
to perform that duty afterwards. ` h 
Mr. DAWES. I'stated that he did us injustice 
when he said that we took the position that the 
electors of the fourth congressional district of. 
Kentucky were to be disfranchised because of 
| this. 1 said that it was the opinion of a majority 
of the committee that it was the duty of the State 
canvassers, Who are ministerial officers, required 
bylaw to count. such votes asare returned tothem, 
| to count them themselves. . But it was quite an= 
| other thing for us; and so far as we were Con- 
cerned, no legal voter in the fourth: congressional 
district of Kentucky should be disfranchised. be~ 
cause of fraud or mistake in that. hang 
Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman says 1 
did not state his argument. correctly. I-wish to 
| do him no injustice. 1 do not think I have done 
so. 1 repeat the proposition the gentleman has 
indorsed, so. that the House may comprehend it. 
It is, that the certificate of the returns of.an elec- 
i tion, forwarded by a county board of examiners, 
is conclusive upon the State board; and. that, if 
there is a fraud or a mistake in the returns—if it 
| be discovered by this county board after their first 
return had been made to the State board, and be- 
fore their action, that some of the poll-books of 
certain precincts had been abstracted and were not 
before them in their first count—still that they 
possess no power to issuc.an amended certificate 
to the State board to. correct such fraud or, mis: 
take;-but that the State board as wellas the pub- 


| from some of the precincts improperly abstracted, 
i that the county board cannot, even though, such 


| before the State board acts, correct any error in 


| such a legal anomaly rest? How docs any board 
| become discharged from the faithfal performance 
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| say if a majority of mu 
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gowa: majority of the votes of the fourth con- 
gressional ‘di 


istrict: of Kentucky, fairly given: to 
the:contestant, and thus deprive him-of his privi- 
lege as- our peer ‘and the accredited and fairly 
atected ‘Representative: of that people, they will 
strike a greater blọw'at-theelective franchise, and 
at the freedom of eléections;than ever can or will 
be struck in any country professing to be free. 
In the: nane'of justice and ‘of right, E warn you 
to beware before you give your santtion: to so 
éolosgalia wrong. What party end can justify it? 
Why not-correct-fraud or mistake everywhere? 
Why sanction an official falsehood under the at- 
tempted semblance of law? Why refuse tu any 
officers the right to correct wrong and fraud when- 
ëvérand wherever committed?) You reply, that 
after three days the county board is functus officio. 
E confidently’ deny itv T say that where a min- 
igterial duty is enjoined by statute, it is directory 
merely, and if it be done, though done after the 
day, itis correctly done; and the public, whose 
interests are involved, shall not suffer from it. I 
say that legal proposition is as old as the com- 
mon: law itself: Renin, I say that there are a 
hufidred'election casesin which this direct ques- 
tion is adjudicated upon,-and this. report of the 
majority of the committee isin direct antagonism 
with them ally > 

“Mr. Speaker, I maintain that this House is the 
exclusive judge of the election, returns, and qual- 
ifications of its own members. If this be trae, 
how could the State of Kentucky possess the cn- 
stitutional right to ‘constitute a board competent 
to pass on the correctness.of votes recorded’ on 
the poll-books, or make any correction of them? 
When a vote is received or a ballot deposited for 
a Representative in Congtess, it is beyond State 
authority. A county board examines the poll- 
books. to see who has received the largest number 
of votes, and certify the correct transcript of the 
result as shown on the poll-books. They pos- 
sess no authority to pass upon the validity of any 
vote recorded on such poll-books.” They have no 
power to pass on the conduct of the judges in re- 
ceiving or tefusing ‘votes, and consequently not 
the semblance of authority to add to or subtract 
from the exact number of votes shown on the 
poll-books to have been cast for each candidate, 
for'an assumed error committed by the judges of 
election in that particular. No, sir; their functions 
were ministerial, not judicial. Their duties were 
not énded until the period had elapsed fixed by 
law for the transmission by them to the State 
board of the exact state of the vote in every 
county in the fourth congressional district. They 
were to assemble on the third day after the elec- 
tion. Ifthey had not finished on that day, or the 
next, could they not have continued from day to 
day until their duties were completed ? How docs 
the ‘fact of a return made by them: limit: or ex- 
tend the time for completing their examination? 
They made a return, on the third day after the 
election, of what they believed was the true state 
of the poll-books, but which, in Cumberland, 
Adair, and Boyle, turned out to be a false return. 
The county boards in these counties amended it 
before the State board met, so as to exhibit the 
truthful result of their examination, Why was 
not this power vested in them? 
turn, did a failure to perform their duty, make 
them functus officio? FIow could the State board 
propetly act on a false return? 

Mi: DAWES. The only difference between 
the majority of the committee and the gentleman 
iv right at this point. The committee agree per- 
fectly, except at this point: whether the county 
beard have'all the time between the day of elec- 
tion and the meeting of the State board to correct 
any mistakes. 
appeared to us, was plain; and it gave them only 
a specified time, and within that specified time 
they were to look over and correct all mistakes, 
arid then make their returns to the State board, 


than come to the State board, and that it was the 
duty of the State board to examine and correct 


the county officers made within their respective 
time; and that the results, as appeared from those 
respective returns, were to constitute prima fucie 
evidence only upon which the certificate is given. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I re- 
joicé that my friend and miyself have reached a 


Did a false re- | 


tangible issue. He-says the committee think 
that the law prescribed the time for making the 
returns. Why, the law-isas plain asa pike-staff. 
There is no limitation of time. There is not a 
day named. How could he have fallen intosuch 
an error? I will read the law, and leave it to the 
House to say what its language and proper con- 
struction is. Hereisthe law which prescribes the 
duty of the county board: 

| After an election for Governor, lieutenant governor, 
or other officers elective by the votes of the whole State, 
or for judges ‘of the court of appeals, clerk of that court, 
circuit judge, Commonwealth’s attorney, Representative in 
Congress, &c., it shall be the duty of the board of exam- 
iners of poll-books for each county, immediately after the 
examination of the poll-books, to make out three or more 
certificates in writing, over their signatures, of the number 
of votes given in the county for each of the candidates tor 
any of said offices. One of the certificates sbalibe retained 
in the clerk’s office, another the clerk shail send by the 
next mail, under cover, to the secretary of State at Frank- 
fort. and the other he shall transmit to the secretary by any 
private conveyance the clerk may select, free of cost’? 

Here the duty enjoined on this ministerial board, 
was, ‘after an examination of the poll-books, to 
make out three or morc certificates in writing of the 
number of votes given in the county for each of 
the candidates.” Was this duty fulfilled until the 
number was ascertained? Was there any limit 
of time, save the period of the meeting of the 
State board? They had a right to all the time till 
the fourth Monday in August, if so much was 
required, to make the examination complete and 
truthful. 

Mr. DAWES. I willread, with thegentleman’s 
permission, from the statutes of Kentucky, on 
|-page 288. Section two provides that— 

‘Within two days alter an election the sheriff shall de- 
posit with the clerk of the county court the poll-books of 
the different precincts; on the next day the board shail 
meet in the clerk’s office betwecn ten and twelve o’clock 
in the morning, compare the polls, ascertain the correct- 
ness of the summing up of the votes, and give triplicate or. 
more written certificates of clection, over their signatures, 
of those who have received the highest number of votes for 
any office exclusively within the gift of the voters of the 
county—one copy of the certificate to be retained in the 
clerk’s office, another delivered to each of the persons 
elected, and the other forwarded to the secretary of State, 
at Frankfort. For offices not within such gift, they shall 
give duplicate or more written certificates, over their sig- 
natures, of the number of votes given in the county to each 
person voted for, particularizing therein the precinct at 
which the votes were given-—one copy to be retained in 
the clerk’s office, and the other delivered to the sheriff’? 

So far as the law has anything to do with it, 
the act prescribes specifically the time. It pre- 
scribes that this shall be done on the next day, 
between the hours of ten and twelve o’clock. 

My friend supposes cases of fraud, cases of theft, 
and the like. { have only to say, in regard to 
that supposition, that fraud vitiates everything. 


been in the hands of a thief, or in the hands of a 
man for the purpose of committing a fraud. You 
must go behind that, and to the voter himself. 
Mr. STEVENSON. “I thank thee, Jew, for 
teaching me that word.’? [thank my friend for 
reading the entire provision. T appeal to the 
House to say whether his position issustained, or 
whether he has shown any limitation of time. 
| His own law puts him out of court. They shall 


mect between the hours of ten and twelve o'clock. 
Yes. They shall meet to discharge that duty. 
Yes. When are they to close? Within a day? 
Within aweek? No, sir. They are to report the 


to the State board, by the fourth Monday after 
the election, and they have aright and are bound 
to continue their examination until this official 
duty is fully performed. How could a false cer- 


officio? I repeat, then, that the gentleman has 
signally failed to show what he promised, that the 
statute of Kentucky limits the time. Failing in 
l that, it would seem to follow, that he ought to 


Mr. Speaker, Jam at a loss to see how legal gen- 
tlemen can differ about so plain a proposition. F 


| 
|| am amazed that the majority of this committee, 
{ 


‘| yers, do not see the dangerous consequences and 
i mischievous results which must follow the doc- 
| trine that the public rights and representative priv- 
|| Heges of innocent third parties are to suffer and 
i| become dependent on the performance of minis- 
i terial duties by county officers on a particular 
i| day! The assumption is as novel as it is alarm- 


Nobody is going to count a poll-book that has | 


mect two daysafter the election. Yes. They shall | 


tificate abridge the time, and how could a failure | 
|, to make a correct certificate condemn them functus | 
Now, the law of Kentucky, as it | 


|| acknowledge his error and come to our support. | 
We were of opinion that after they had done that, 
and the time‘had expired, they could do no more | 


i t | composed as itis of able and distinguished law- | 
all mistakes which appeared upon the returns of || 


ing. Ispeak with great deference to my colleagues 
on the committee. It is wholly unsustained by 
reason or authority. Insupport ofthis statement, 
I beg to refer to recognized legal authority: 

hy. the People, ex ul. Benton vs. Vail, 20 Wend., 15, 
the canvasscrs of election set down on the canvass that the 
number of votes given to each candidate for the office of 
county clerk ; but in. making the certificate, on the 8th of 
November, 1837, they. omitted to state how many votes 
were given for each candidate. On the 14th of November 
the mistake was discovered, and a new certificate granted $ 
which certificate, if admitted, elected the relator. The 
court held the first.certificate was not conclusive, and the 
relator entitled to the office. To the same effect will be 
found The People vs. Allen, 6 Wend., 486, and cases cited 5 
Pond vs. Negas, 3 Mass., 239; Marchant vs. Langworthy, 
6 Hill, 646; T'he People vs: Holley, 12 Wend., 481 ; Jack- 
son, ex dem. Hooper vs. Young, 5 Cowen, 269; Striker vs. 
Kelly, 7 Hill, 9; The Peoplevs, Peck, 11 Wend., 604; The 
Mohawk and Hudson R. R. Co., 19 Wend., 143; Colt vs. 
Eves, 12 Cowen, 243, 253, 255, and cases cited; Holland 
vs. Osgood, 8 Vermont, 280; Trueheart vs. Addicks, 2 
Texas, 217.” 

So, too, I beg the attention of the House to a 
more recent case of The People vs. Cook, (4 Fel- 
den, 67,) where the whole subject is fully dis- 
cussed and the authorities collected. I have shown 
that there is no limitation of time prescribed by 
the statute of Kentucky, save the mecting of the 
State board, on the fourth Monday after the elec- 
tion, for the county boards to make the examina- 
tion of the poll-books, and certificate the result 
of their examination to the State board. The au- 
thorities cited fully sustain my position that the 
failure of a ministerial officer to perform a public 
duty, directed by law to be performed on a par- 
ticular day, if performed afterwards, cannot affect 
the public or innocent third parties. It clearly 
follows that the amended returns from Cumber- 
land, Boyle, and Adair were properly made; and 
as they were forwarded before the State board 
met, should have been received, and the certificate 
issued to contestant. A different doctrine would 
sap the whole foundation on which our represent- 
ative structure of Government rests. It would 
place property, honor, and life in the keeping of 
mere ministerial agents, clothed with the execu- 
tion of the law. ‘The accredited and chosen Rep- 
resentative of the people can be deprived of his 
seat by trick, fraud, or mistake. I have, there~ 
fore, been pained and astonished to hear gentle- 
| men proclaim on this floor that if a mistake was 
made by a county board in certifying the state of 
the polls, and a later certificate correcting or 
exposing the fraud or mistake was sent to the 
State board—who, upon the true statement of the 
| polls, were bound to issue their certificate of elec- 
| tion—that that certificate should not have been 
: received or acted on by the State canvassers, but 
a certificate issued, on a false return, to one who 
had not received a majority of the votes cast, as 
shown on the poll-book. In this case the State 
board had not met, and had not discharged the 
| duty imposed upon them when these amended 
returns were received. Are Representatives will- 
ing to face their constituencies, and rest their 
action in thus fettering their right on such flimsy 
technicalities? 

Mr. GOOCH. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Kentucky will now let me propose to him a ques~ 


exact state of the poll-books, under their hands, | 


i 


i 


i 
f 
t 
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tion. itis this. IfI understand the matter cor- 
recily, the laws of Kentucky prescribe exactly 
how the poll-books should be kept, till such time 
as they are delivered over to the examiners—until 
they make out their certificates. Now, I want to 
ask the gentleman if he would deem it a safe pre- 
cedent, under such circumstances, to take a poll- 
book which had been in the hands ofa thief, and 
on that poll-book issue a certificate ? 

1 wish to say one other thing. These men met 
ata certain time. The law docs: not prescribe the 
time within which they shall perform the duty that” 
has been assigned them. They have such time as 
they may elect; but having performed that duty 
once, I say they are then functus oficio, without 
regard to time. They have done precisely what 
the law contemplated they should do, and then 
the poil-books pass into the hands of other par- 
ties, where they are thrown open to the inspection 
of the public; and it seems to me that it would 
| not be safe to allow these officers, after delivering 


| the poll-books into the hands‘of other parties, to 


|! take them back and reéxamine them, and make a 


H 


'| new certificate. 


Mr. STEVENSON, The gentleman does not 
understand the law, or he would never have put 
i that question. The returns are never intrusted 
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to their custody; they are in the custody of the 
clerk of the county. : 

Mr.GOOCH. ‘Ididnot say that the board had 
custody of them. l said the law prescribed in 
whose custody they should be. 

Mr. STEVENSON, And it never changes it. 
Now, the simple proposition which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Goocx] puts to me, is 
this: he supposes a record intrusted by law to 
the clerk’s keeping; three gentlemen are required 
to go to the clerk’s office, to make an examination 
of its contents, and make an accurate and faithful 
report of it to some other tribunal within a pre- 

-geribed time. ‘Phey enter upon the discharge of 
their duty, and make a certified report of what is 
exhibited on the face of that record. Before the 
arrival of the period fixed by law for their re- 
port, they discover that they have certified a false 
statement, in consequence of some error of their 
own—it is here insisted by the gentleman that 
they cannot correct it, because the first false cer- 
tificate makes them functus officio. I look in 
wonder and amazement at a gentleman who will 
go upon the record as sustaining such a proposi- 
tion. The gentleman may bea much abler lawyer 
than Iam, but Í put it to his candor to say, if this 
doctrine would not place the tenure of represent- 
ative right on this floor in the mere keeping of 
every returning officer. Ima be told that he 
would find his remedy here. ‘To which I reply, 
the candidate selected by the people as their Rep- 
resentative, is forced to become a contestant at a 
heavy personal expense; to see his seat occupicd 
by one who received many thousand votes less 
than himself; and after months of delay, finds 
his claim still ignored by a majority of political 
opponents on this floor, whose party success 
demands the sacrifice. . 

`I do not intend to enter into the personnel of this 
controversy. I never desire to intervene between 

’ a Representative, whether from my own State or 
any other, and his constituents. He is justly re- 
sponstble to them. The sitting member was | 
pleased to say, in this case, that the minority had 
strangely not given in their report the names of 
the voters deemed bad. on either side, or the evi- 
dence on which the minority rejected them. THe 
farther said, as the minority had failed to do so, 
he supposed they declined to count all the votes, 
lest they might have found themselves obliged 
to report in his favor. No, sir; the minority 
feared no such result. ‘They shrunk from the dis- 
charge of no duty in this or any other case. They 
have looked into this record; and their best judg- 
ment is, the sitting member has shown no title to 
a certificate, in the first instance, or upon an ex- 
amination of the proof, to hold his seat on this 
floor. The short time allowed the committee pre- 
vented the author of the report from incorporating 
the evidence or singling out every voter. The 
sitting member has no right to complain, In the 
Missouri case, the majority struck at whole classes | 
of voters, upon the flimsy evidence of alleged 
census returns, and struck them from Barret’s 
poll; and yet the gentleman [Mr. Anperson] was 
willing to separate himsclf from members of his 
own party on this floor, and was willing to vote 
a Republican [Mr. Brarn] into his seat over Bar- 
ret, who had received 607 majority, upon the 
report of that committce, without reading the 
récord. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. You assert 
that Lhave not read the testimony. I say that 
you have no evidence of that fact. | 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly, I have not 
positive evidence; but I now put the question to 
you to say if you have read that evidence? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. J have not 
said I did. You said I didnot. You guessed it. 
I say I read the report in that case; and I came 
to the conclusion that the gentleman was entitled 
to his seat upon this floor. I did not read the 
testimony. La 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman says I| 
guessed it. Well, I must be a good guesser, for 
he admits I guessed rightly. But I did not intend | 
to do the gentleman any injustice. Tam not dis- 
posed to asperse his motives, although his vote | 
for the Missouri case was a very remarkable one. | 
And now I will proceed to give the House and | 
the sitting member a specimen of the evidence in 
this case on which he will hold lis seat, if it is 


accorded to him by the Republican majority on 
this floor. As I hope to answer at the bar of God, 


Tecan solemnly aver, that never, in my experience, 


here or elsewhere, have I ever seen the rules.of 


evidence so completely prostituted and perverted 


as they have been to bolster up his claim toa seat: 


in this Hall. 

[Here the hammer fell. ` Pe : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Have you 
read all the evidence in this case? ` ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have gone faithfully 
through the testimony. . 

Mr. ANDERSON. 1 asked the question be- 
cause Ï observed that the gentleman was not pres- 
ent daring most of the examination into this case. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed to the 
gentleman from Kentucky has expired. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. [twas the under- 
standing, I think, that the time taken up by in- 
terruptions should not be deducted from the gen- 
tleman’s hour. __ 

Mr. GARTRELL. I belicve I am entitled to 
the floor until half past one o’clock, and I will 
yicld it to the gentleman from Kentucky to com- 
plete this branch of his argument. 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to suggest the 
same thing. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Kentucky will proceed. g 

No objection was made. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have gone through the 
heavy record in this case, consisting of two large 
printed volumes, and read portions of the testi- 
mony, not once, but several times. I have en- 
deavored to compare extracts of the evidence on 
both sides, as contained in the brief, with the 
original depositions in the record. I cannot better 
impress upon the House the utter violation of 
every rule of evidence, and the palpable disregard 
of all judicial precedent by which the sitting mem- 
ber in the majority report is declared entitled to 
his seat, than by quoting portions of the testimony 
on which many votes are taken from the contest- 
ant, and many more given to the sitting member. 
I will read the substance of the entire testimony 
bearing on each particular vote challenged by each 

arty. 

The vote of S. J. Vance, which is found re- 
corded for the contestant at the Hayes precinct, 
No. 5, is challenged by the sitting member. To 
sustain this challenge, one witness alone is exam- 
ined, That witness is P. H. Smith. His testi- 
mony is: 

« 'Tpathe knows S. J. Vance when he sees him ; he voted, 
as L sec by reference to the poll-book, at the Hayes precinct, 
district No. 5, of Clinton county, and for James S, Chris- 
man for Congress at late Augustelection. [don’t know, of 
my own knowledge, 
formed by him that, if be had known there would have been 
any dispute about bis vote, he would have gone from dis- 
trict No.4, known as the Lil Will precinct,of Clinton county, 
and voted there. He said he went to distriet No, 5 for the 
purpose of going to school”? (R, 2 vol., p. 477.) 

This is the whole testimony relied on by the 
sitting member. To sustain that vote, the con- 
testant introduced the voter himself: 

«S, J. Vance (voter) states that he was born and raised 
in Clinton county, and lived in the fifth precinct for five 
months prior to the election, Ile had no other home. His 
father resides in Clinton county, but is nota housekeeper, 
his mother being dead.” (R., I vol, p. 54.) 

On this testimony, the vote was taken from con- 
testant. On what principle the majority acted, it 
is difficult to conceive. 

Again, the sitting member challenges the vote 
of John Lemmons, who voted in Clinton county 
for contestant. The alleged ground of challenge 
is nonage. In support. of this challenge, one wit- 
ness only is introduced, who testified as follows; 

« prancis Irwin states he knows John Lemmons; that 
he lived with witness cighteen months before last election; 


and that, on examining the poll-books, witness finds that | 


Lemmons voted for Cbrisman, in district No. 3, Clinton 
county, Kentucky. Witness heard Lemmons say he was 
four years old at the time his mother died, which, he said 
he was informed, was in 1843; he also said he had exam- 
ined ber tombstone, and it was there recorded that she died 
in 1843. Ibave heard him say on several occasions that 
his best information was, that he was about four years old 
at that time. He said he was not going to vote; that he 
was nor old enough.” (2 vol. 480.) 


To support the vote, contestant introduced 
voter himself. Hc stated as follows: 


« J. Lemmons (voter) states he yoted in third precinct of 
this county for Chrisman, and supposes Anderson has chal- 
leuged his vote. He states at the time he voted he was 
near twenty-three years of age, from the information he got 
from his parents, and he believes he was rightly informed. 
His parents kept a register of his age, as he thinks. He 
has paid pojl tax in Clinton county for the present year, 
(C., p. 95.) 


and has the sheriff ’s receipt for the same.” 


where said Vance resided, but was in-- 


‘vote from contésta 


“Upon this testimony the majorit 
The loose ¢ 


se statements to 
ed-and ruled jud 


y deduct this. 


cially, in this casé, to 
sworn statement of the 
believed and. disfranchi 
the majority. |. ane ene ee oe 

Again, John Sherron voted for; iitestant, 1 
Lincoln county, and is challenged by sitting niem 
ber for nonage. No parole proof is offered ‘ 
port of this challenge, and the entire testiniony- 
consists of the following letters | gat, 

; MILLEDGEVILLE, KENTUCRY, November 6, 1859. uy 

Dear Sik: Since I saw you, inquired of Jobn Sherton’ 
whether he had found the book hig age wasin. Hesaid ft 
was misplaced by-sume means, and ‘could not: find it. E 
sent to his uncle Sherron’s to see if he ‘could get the record 
of his age. His uncle says he was: twenty the 24th of last, 
July. Ihave seen his age several ‘times before it got mis-, 
placed, and was of opinion hé was-of'age. : sige 

Yours, with respect, “os. ISAAC GIBSON, 
Mr. WILLIAM: ANDERSON. : (Asp 418). ~ 

Will it be credited that on this letter the:re=i 
corded vote of John Sheiron is taken from.con=' 
testant? The letter was not proved. The sheriff: 

proved that Isaac Gibson -handed him the letter, 
wt he does. not know who. wrote it. The con- 
testant excepted to this testimony as illegal, in- 
competent. He objected to the letter as incom- 
petent for any purpose; yet his objections were 
overruled, and the vote of John Sherron deducted: 
from his poll. i PRE E 

Again; the sitting: member challenges the voteof 
F.E. Graer, on alleged ground of want of eitizen-' 
ship. One witness is offered to sustain. this chal-’ 
lenge. His testimony is as follows: : 

John W. Marion states: baa 

« He is acquainted. with F. E. Graer; heard him say: he 
was of foreign birth; that he was brought to the United: 
States when he was twelve years of age; also Weard him 
say he could get his naturalization papers hy going to Som- 
erset.. {lonned him my horse to go. “He sent my horse 
back, but did not return himself, He said his fatlicr took 
him to Somerset, Pulaski county, where he took one oath, 
He called it the oath of allegiance. He said he had never 
taken butone oath ; he said he would go to Somerset, and’ 
get his papers, if they were correctly prepared; and if he’ 
was properly or duly qualified to vote, he would. present 
them, agreeabic to the notice served on him ; and if not, he: 
would pay no attention to it? $ 

On cross-examination, the witness said: i 

«F. E. Graer told me his father wasa naturalized citizen: 
of the United States, and his father brougbthim here when, 
asmall boy. He said he thought he was legally naturalized, 
and a good and legal voter.” ee E 

Upon this testimony the vote was deducted from, 
contestant. I submit that the proof shows that 
the witness was a good voter. If the whole state-, 
ment be taken together, I defy the majority to im=~ 
peach it. Here the Jaw is not only violated. in’ 
admitting hearsay statements, not a part of the 
“res geste,” to disfranchise a suffragan, but an- 
other well-established rule of the law of evidence: 
is overthrown, requiring the whole statement, to 
be taken together, and not a part of it, 

Perhaps a still more flagrant outrage upon every” 
well-established rule was committed in excluding 
from the contestant the vote of John Haggin. He 
was challenged for want of citizenship, by. the: 
sitting member. The only witness introduced is: 
W. Ñ. Prewett, one of the judges.of the election, 
precinct No. 2, in Boyle county. His entire’ 
testimony, as to this witness, 1s as follows: 

t W. H. Prewett says voter is a foreigner, and voted for 
Chrisman. Voter did not exhibit his papers; he sald he 
had them; he told witness he did not have his papers in 
April last? (R, 2 vol, p. 35.) 

The contestant introduced John A. Burton, a 
gentleman ofhigh character and personally known 
to me, in support of Haggin’s vote. He states: 

«“ Jobn Burton states he. knows voter; he voted at the 
last May election, at which time he presented his natural- 
ization papers. He is a toll-gate keeper in said county”? 
(C., p. 191) EE 

This is the entire proof; as I. remeber; on 
which this vote is deducted, in the: majority re~ 
port, from contestant. si pa ; j 

So again with John Travis, who voted in Cln- 
ton county for Chrisman, and who is challenged 
by sitting member for want of citizenship. The 
witness introduced, and the only one offered. to 
support this challenge, is Montgomery Howard: 

« He states voter told him he was a foreigner by birth, and 
told him since the election he had not yet gotten his nat- 
uralization papers, but could get them by sending on. He 
bas been in Kentucky not far from two years; came from 
Nashville, Tennessee. The judges who received his vote 
knew him; one judge lived within twoanda half miles.from. 
voter, and the other within three miles of him’? (Record,: 
2 vol., pp. 485, 486.) 
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I submit, if the statement of the voter. be taken 
as ‘true; it proves hé was naturalized, as other- 
wise he could not have gotten his papers by send- 
ing for them. The judges knew this voter well, 
took’ his vote;.and yet on loose, hearsay, illegal 

ence, his vote is taken away. . i 
By what authority did the majority of the com-. 

mittee exclude the name of Henry White from 
the contestant? ` A voter, by that name is. chal- 
lenged by the’sitting member as having voted for 
contestant in. district No. 3, in. Boyle county. 
The poll-book for that district is exhibited and 
shows that no such voter voted, and yet the ma- 
jority.of the committee deduct a vote from the 
contestant upon the testimony of several wit- 
nesses, who state they know no such man as 
Henry White. I had supposed that it was as 
essential to a successful challenge to show that 
the party challenged had voted, as the produc- 
tion of the corpus delicti was essential to a. con- 
viction for murder. Has the right of suffrage 
become so mere a bauble that itis thus to be trifled 
with andtrampled.dowh? | Are our privileges on 
this floor go trivial and insignificant that they are 
to be frittered away bya species of testimony that 
lacks every ingredient of competency, relevancy, 
and. reliability ? ~ 

But ònce more. | C. P. Springer, who voted in 

Boyle county for Chrisman, is challenged for non- 
residence. The challenge is attempted to be sus- 
tained by the following proof: 

4¢ Stage Goode and J. H. Williamson testify that voter 
lived in Loutsville, and claimed that ashis home. Be left 
a few days after the election.”» (Record, 2 vot., p. 46.) 

1 W., A. Harness says, voter had been at work in Danville 
about two months before the election. He said he was no 
voter here.” (R., 2 vol.) 

The contestant sustains the vote by the follow- 
ing testimony: 

«John Springer states that He is the father of voter. Voter 
resided in Louisville till the 10th day of December last, 
when he broke up housekeeping and removed to the house 
of witness, in precinct No. 3, Boyle county; and from that 
tume up’ to thishe has continued to reside there; he has 
dlaimed no other residence. He brought with bim all his 
property, including houschold furniture. He has bought 
his pork for family use for the next year, and has paid taxes 
in the county.” (C., p. 189.) 

John Haggin.—(Respondent’s brief, p. 47.) 

I submit to the impartial consideration of the 
House, whether this vote was legally deducted 
from contestant, 

‘Mr. CARTER. Irise to a question of order. 
Did not [hear the Speaker say that the hour of 

the gentleman from Kentucky was out? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had the unan- 
imous acquiescence on the part of the Fouse to 
proceed with his argument until the hour of half 
past one, when the main question is to be called. 

Mr. CARTER. I object. 

Mr. GARTRELL. The gentleman from New 
York has no right to object. 

Mr. CARTER. Ido object. 

‘Mr.DAWES. [hope the gentleman from New 
York will not object. 

Mr. CARTER. When we are so near the close 
of the session, and the public business is pressing, 
I do not think a gentleman, upon a question of this 
kind, should be allowed to proceed beyond the 
time allowed him, under the rules House. 

Mr.STEVENSON. The geytleman from New 
York [Mr. Carrer] regards a title to a seat here 
of not much importance. He seems anxious for 


the sacrifice. 
Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman has the 


right to have his time extended sufficiently to 
make up-for the interruptions on our part; and 
no man, I trust, will deny him that courtesy. 
We took the time from him by his courtesy, 

The SPEAKER. The House gave the gentle- 
man ‘consent to proceed, and he will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
will cite one voter more. I invoke the attention 
of the House—nay, I would almost appeal to the 
legal ingenuity of the sitting member himself—to 
tell by what process the majority excluded this 
vote? 1 will quotethe testimony, and my col- 
league [Mr. Anderson] will correct me if I do 
not state it correctly; for I have no desire to do 
him or the majority injustice. I refer to the vote 
of Charles Voss, who voted for Chrisman, in 
Boyle county, and was challenged by the sitting 
member on the ground of citizenship. The poll- 
book incorporated in the. record. shows that this 
witness was sworn by the judges before he voted. 


| the vote is shown to be untrue, 
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His vote is attempted to be rejected by the fol- | 


lowing proof: ; ; 

Charles Voss.—W. A. Harness states that voter is.a for- 
eigner, and exhibited no naturalization papers when he 
voted ;.voter was sworn; witness does not know how Jong 


he bad been there before the election; witness was notan: 


officer of said election. a 

“R. W. Washington states he was one of the judges of 
election in precinct No. 4, Boyle county ; he sees the name 
of Charles Voss on the poll-book, but knows nothing about 
it, and recollects. notbing but what he sees in tbe. poll- 
book.” (Vol. 2, p. 56.) ae . 

The rejection of this vote was a manifest legal 
outrage. Itignores directly the provisions of the 
Kentucky statute. The action of the majority, 
in this particular, finds no basis of reason, justice, 
or authority to reston. A similar rule might un- 
seat any membey of this House. I have looked in 
vain. for the semblance of propriety in the disre- 
gard of this vote. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Does not 
the record show that the law requires him to pro- 
duce his papers, and that his papers were not 
produced ? ` 

Mr. SIMMS. Thelaw of Kentucky requires him 
to satisfy the judges of his qualifications to vote. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
no-such absolute requisitions as that stated by the 
sitting member. It prescribes that when a voter 
is challenged, certain specific questions shall be 
propounded by the judges to him under oath. 
If the judges know the voter to have been natural- 
ized, the production of his papers is not required. 
The record shows that in this instance the voter 
was sworn; and that the judges, after hearing his 
replies, admitted him to vote. The judges are 
sworn to lct none but qualificd voters vote; and 
the reception by them of this vole must be pre- 
sumed to be legal, until the contrary is made to 


appear, cither by direct or positive proof, or by | 
It) 


necessary inferences from established facts. 
is a legal presumption, which [ have the right to 
insist and rely upon. until it is controverted and 
disproved. No such attempt is made here. A 
voter is disfranchised whose vote is received, sim- 
ply because he is proved to have beena foreigner, 
and did not produce his papers. Both these state- 
ments may be true, and yet the right to vote ex- 
ist. The action of the majority of the committee 
would seem to have been based on the presump- 
tion that the officers have not done their duty, 
or that no foreign vote can be received in Ken- 
tucky, without the production of his naturaliza- 
tion papers. Nosuch presumption canbeindulged, 
and the latter proposition is not true. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. Lask my colleague 
if the constitution of Kentucky does not require 
a foreigner to produce his naturalization papers ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. [t is not necessary, if 
the judge knows that he has been naturalized. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. How can you 
show that the judge does know it? 

Mr. STEVENSON. In the easiest way ima- 
ginable. Itis to be presumed that these judges 
are honorable men, and have discharged their 
duty according to Jaw. Now, sir, in case a man 


has lost his naturalization papers, if the judges | 


swear him, and he states under oath that his pa- 
pers are lost, and they believe him to have been 
naturalized, they have the right to admit him to 
vote. This witness was sworn, and the judges 
must have been satisfied, or they would not have 


received his vote. A judge may know that the | 
voter is naturalized from having before seen his | 


apers, or from his voting for many years. This 


eing truc, the record of his vote is conclusive, ! 


until the evidence on which the judges received 
That isnot even 
attempted; for, admitting that he is a foreigner, 
and did not produce his papers, which is all that 
is prove non constat that he is not a good voter. 

r.e Speaker, a rule which is- a correct one 
should work both ways. I have attempted to 
show the utter disregard of every rule of evidence 
which has marked the action of the majority of 
the committee, in rejecting the votes of the con- 
testant. Howis it with regard tothe votes of the 
sitting member, challenged by contestant? I will 
cite an instance or two of votes given to the sit- 
ting member challénged by contestant. Edward 
Jones, who voted for the sitting member in Boyle 
county, is challenged on the ground of idiocy by 
contestant. Two witnesses are introduced, who 
testify as follows: 


£ Edward Jones—Chailenged because he is an idiot, and 
incapable of voting. (C.p. 7}  - Å 


Kentucky law contains | 


«Milton J. Durham states he knows voter, who re 
in precinct No, 1 of Boyle county. He Knows of no other 
Edward Jones in said county. Several. years ago voter 
was pronounced an idiot by a jury in the Boyle circuit ` 
court, and again in 18535 or 1856. Witness wrote the report 
of his committee at the last August term of court, which 
was since the election. His vote is recorded for Anderson. 
Witness considers him an idiot. -(C., p. 199.) 

« M. T. Chrisman states that he is clerk of the Boyle cir- 
cuit court, and Keeper of the recor fsaidcourt. Knows 
officially that voter has been regularly found to be an idiot 
for the last: eight years ; has been supported ont of the pub- 
lic treasury, and is regularly reported as an idiot by the au- 
ditor of Kentucky, . He voted for Anderson for Congress, 
or his name is so recorded.” - (C., p. 203.) ., 


sides 


. Yet the majority refuse, on this evidence, to re- 
ject this vote. The proof is by far too weak and 
unsatisfactory. 

Again: George McNeal, who voted for sitting 
member in Boyle county, is challenged by con- 
testant on ground of non-residence. He supports 
it by the following testimony: 

“ George MeNeal—Challenged because of non-resi- 
dence. 

“M. J. Durham states that he is acquainted with voter, 
who voted for Anderson at the late August election, In 
the week before the election voter told witness that he had 
opened a branch of his business in Lancaster, Garrard: 
county, and would leave that day or the next to superin- 
tend it. He left bis iness with witness. Witness did 
notsec him from that day till the day of the election, When 
he wasin Danville. witness saw him every day. Fiver since 
the election voter bas been residing in Lancaster.” 

Yet this vote is deemed valid by the majority, 
and the evidence deemed wholly insuffictent to 
impeach it. i 

If my time permitted, Mr. Speaker, I could go 
rouzh thisrecord, and contrast the action of the 
committee, in their majority report, when acting on 
the voters challenged by contestant, and those by 
the sitting member. I should like to group them, 
in order that the comparison might be made, how 
stringent in their requisitions of legal evidence the 
majority were in one case, and how utterly lax in 
the total disregard of it in the other. i 

As to the rejection of one entire precinct in Ca- 
sey county, by which the contestant was deprived 
of alarge number of votes, I have already attempt- 
ed to show, in a former part of this argument, that 
the public arg not to suffer from the failure of min- 
isterial officers to discharge their duty. Ifthe sitting 
member would willingly stifle the popular voice 
of so large and respectable portion of the people 
of Casey county, by rejecting the poll-book on 
the mere technicality of a want of certificate, he 
cannot, inmy judgment, legally do so. The proof 
in this case is amply sufficient to sustain the poll, 
and it should not have been rejected. 

I have given a fair specimen of the character of 
the proof by which individual votes have been 
taken by the majority of this committee from the 
poll of contestant, and on what proof they have 
refused to deduct votes from. the contestant. I 
wish I had time to go through each vote, and cite 
the evidence on which it was rejected. If the 
House will do so, they will be satisfied thatcon- 
testant is elected by more than 7 votes. 

Tam painfully aware, Mr. Speaker, that it is 
an unpleasant and laborious duty to be on the 
Committee of Elections. I know, too, thatit is 
a position of decp responsibility and delicacy, I 
feel that delicacy, sir, as much as any Represent- 
ative on this floor. It is aserious and tnweleome 
duty to pass upon the title of our peers to their 
seats in this Hall. In discharging my duty asa 
member of that committee to-day, I have at- 
tempted not to go into the personnel of this cón- 
troversy. l have attempted to look at and discuss 
the case asa lawyer rather than a partisan. I 
should not have alluded to the course of my col- 
league in his Blair vote, but for the fact that the 
gentleman the other day assumed somewhat to 
reflect upon the minority as not having read all 
the evidence in this case,and not having made out 
a list of all the bad votes. f 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Have you 
read the evidence in the Blair case? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I read every particle of 
| evidence onthe census returns, and the case turned 
on their reception as legal evidence. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I read part 
of it myself. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But, unfortunately, you 
did not read the right part. [Laughter.] You 
did not read the part upon which the case turned, 
and which satisfied every South American but 
yourself that Barret was elected. I have looked 
| carefully over the record in this case, and I have 


1860. 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE; 


endeavored fairly and honestly to weigh it. I 
deemed it proper to the contestant and my State 
to discuss the legal questions, and to enter my 
solemn protest against the mode in which the 
majority reached their result, I have said noth- 
ing in regard to any personal matter.. I have ad- 
hered strictly to. the record. The sitting member 
has stated that the minority has done so and so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I did not 
mean to apply any of my remarks in an offensive 
sense.. The difference between the majority re- 
port and the minority report, I have stated, is 
this: that the majority report specifies the illegal- 
ity, and refers to the precise page of the testi- 
mony; whereas the minority report fails to give 
the name of any illegal voter. I presume, from 
that fact, that they had investigated the record, 
and had failed to find any. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I did not prepare the re- 
port. It was impossible, in the day or two in 
which it was prepared, that it could have con- 
tained what the gentleman says a report should 
contain. So far as 1 am individually concerned, 
I can tell my colleague that E can not only give 
the names of very many ilegal votes he received, 
but of more than forty unjustly taken from con- 
testant, not including the rejected precinct in Ca- 
sey county. Iam fully content to abide by and 
defend the result reached by the minority. I have 
satisfied my own mind abont this contest; and I 
have arrived at the conclusion that the sitting 
member, in view of all the facts, is not entitled 
to a seat upon this floor. I have attempted to dis- 
charge my duty, and itis for this House to dis- 
charge theirs. 1 have done. 

Mr. STRATTON. In accordance with the 

eneral understanding of the House on Saturday, 
now call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. STRATTON. I feel, Mr. Speaker, that 
the House has already grown impatient at the 
great length of time which has been consumed in 
the argument of this case; and it was my inten- 
tion, although holding the right to close the dis- 
cussion, to have submitted the case without a sin- 
gle word of comment beyond that which I made 
at the opening of the debate. But, sir, inasmuch 
as the report of the majority of this committee 
has been vigorously assailed, not only by the 
contestant himself but by one of my colleagues 
upon the committee, I feel it to be due to the ma- 
jority, whose organ I am im presenting this re- 
port, to say n few words by way of defense—if, 
indeed, any defense be necessary. . And I may 
be permitted to say that I apprehend no defense 
will be necessary to those gentlemen who have 
read and compared the two reports. = 

The gentleman from Kentucky, who has just 
taken his seat, told us that he was good at guess- 
ing, and I have no doubt that heis; but I think he 


is unfortunate in his guessing, when he attempts | 


to guess this contestant into a seat upon this floor 
upon the evidence before the committee, and 
which is now before the House. [He is guessing 
against both law and evidence, I listened with 
great pleasure to the able and very ingenious ar- 

nment made by the gentleman from Kentucky, 

Mr. Srevenson,] my colleague on the commit- 
tee. There is no gentleman on either side of the 
House who is more able to. make the worse ap- 
pear the better reason, than my friend from Ken- 


tucky. I do not intend to follow him through the | 


length and breadth of his argument, for, with all 
deference to the gentleman, Í submit that he has 


been fighting a windmill, a mere shadow, with- | 


out substance so far as its practical bearing upon 
the result of this case is concerned. Whether the 
board of State canvassers of the State of Ken- 
tucky construcd their law correctly or not makes 
no difference with reference to the conclusion to 
which the committee have arrived. 

The gentleman has charged the majority of the 
committee with attempting to trample under foot 
popular liberty and popular suffrage. If we agree 
with the gentleman, if-we arrive at the same con- 
clusion which he has reached, then indeed would 
the majority of the committce; and if they were 
sustained, then indecd would the House strike 
a blow at popular liberty and popular suffrage. 
What does he ask? He asks us, in the first place, 
to decide that the board of State canvassers of the 
State of Kentucky misconstrued the law in re- 
fusing to receive the amended returns from the 
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counties of Cumberland, Boyle, and Adair, where 
mistakes undoubtedly occurred, to the’ prejudi¢e 
of both the contestant and sitting member; and 
then he would have stopped and gone no further. 
He would have you give this scat to the contest- 
ant, upon a correction of these three mistakes, not- 
withstanding an examination of the polls through- 
out the district show the sitting member to be 
elected beyond the shadow of a doubt. He would 
not have us go behind these returns, but would 
have us come before this House and recommend 
that the contestant be admitted to the seat, sim- 
ply.: because a mistake had been made.by the 
canvassers in the counties above named, and sim- 
ply because, as the honorable gentleman himself 
believes, and those who join with him in the 
minority report believe, the board of canvassers 
took an incorrect view of their duties under the 
aw. 


But, sir, we propose to do no such thing. Al- 
though we say that under the law of Kentucky, 
the sitting member comes with the certificate in 
his hand, in due and legal form, yet the contestant 
having appeared, claiming a right to a seat here, 
and having specified the grounds upon which he 


bases his claim, we are not precluded by any cer- 


tificate of any board from opening the door wide 
to an examination of all the proof in the casc. 
We desire to ascertain who had received'a ma- 


jority of the legal votes; who represented the pop- į 


ular will of the people of the fourth congressional 
district of Kentucky. Yet the gentleman tells the 
House that the majority of the committee have 
attempted to trample upon the liberty of the peo- 
ple and upon the right of popular suffrage. ‘Sir, 
does this look like trampling upon popular liberty 
—upon the will of the people? We have sought to 
ascertain what that popular will was, and then to 
give it expression. I do not feel disposed to rest 
under such an imputation as that, 
proposed by the minority is a direct attack upon 
the right of suffrage. An attempt to stifle the 
voice of the people, and disfranchise the people 
of the fourth congressional district of Kentucky, 
by admitting to the seat claimed a candidate who 
did not receive a majority of the votes cast. I 
submit with great respect, notwithstanding the 
ingenuity of the gentleman’s argument and the 
strength and eloquence with which it is pressed, 
that I still.entertain the opinion expressed in the 
majority report, that the board of State canvassers 
in Kentucky gave a right and proper construction 
to the statutes, of their own State. 

The gentleman was pleased to say, that not- 
withstanding the high character for integrity and 
ability which these gentlemen composing the State 
board enjoy, still he feared that their minds were 
clouded by partisan prejudices, and that they 
had not come to the examination of this casc with 
that fairness and impartiality which justice re- 
quired at their hands. I should, sir; be very sorry 
to believe that any gentleman from the gallant 
State of Kentucky, either as judge or as member 
of this House, would, for one moment, permit any 
cloud of partisan feeling to pass between his judg- 
ment and the investigation of any case, and thus 
prevent him coming to acorrectconciusion. Tam 
not willing to believe thatmy honorable colleague, 
in making the minority report, was actuated by 
any such motive; nor am I willing to believe that 
the respectable gentlemen composing the board of 
State canvassers were governed by any such feel- 
ings. Thevery report itself shows that there isno 
foundation for such acharge, and no foundation for 
such a suspicion. The House will bear in mind 
that there were mistakes discovered in three coun- 
ties. The first discovery of a mistake was to the 
prejudice of the sitting member. An attempt was 
made by the board of county canvassers to cor- 
rect them. They sent their amended certificate 
to Frankfort, but the State board declined to con- 
sider it. This was before it was known that a 
mistake had occurred in Cumberland; although 
it would have increased the vote of the. sitting 
member, these gentlemen, who were his political 

- friends, refused to give him the benefit of it. The 
concluding paragraph of the report says: 


“It may not be improper also to state, that when the 
amended return from Boyle was filed, and before it was 
known what effect it was to have on the result, the opin- 
ion of the undersigned is known to have been adverse to 
its reception.” 


Before ıt was known what effect their action | 


would have upon the result; before the amended 
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returns from the county. of. Cumberl 
broughtin; before they had any knowle 
éver thata mistake existed in the réti 
the county of Cumberland, they refused to.receive 
the corrected return, which ‘was to increase the 
majority of the sitting member. ios 
Tsay, then, that there was no foundation for 
the suspicion... These gentlemen’ were actuated 
by no other than the highest and purest:motivess 
No partisan feeling can be discovered upon: t 
face of their exposition of the law of the state of 
Kentucky.) Sethe Et tet E 
I donot mean to dwell long upon funcius. officie: 
—a phrase which: seems to have been a favorite 
one with both the contestant, and my honorable: 
colleague from Kentucky; and I have no donbt 
the House has listened to functus officio until they: 
wished it had been dead and buried long ago. 
{Laughter.} All I have to say is this: that whether, 
the county board of canvassers had two or three, 
days, or three months, in which to discharge their 
duty of canvassing the votes in the different pre- 
cincts, and to make their return to the State can- 
yassers, whenever that duty was discharged, and 
the vote had been canvassed; whenever the cer- 
tificate had been made out and transmitted to the 
secretary of State, at Frankfort, that board ceased. 
to exist, and they had no longer a being until 
another election occured in which their services 
could again be required. But, according to the 
argument of the gentleman from, Kentucky, this 
board is opèn at all times and for all purposes: 

—never ceasing to.exist. | ~ Yea Ee eS tae Tr, 
I come now to what is, perhaps, really thé most 
important point in this case. The contestant, in 
his remarks, alleged, with considerable warmth, 
that the committee, in’ scanning this testimony, 
had acted véry unfairly indeed; that they had 
only taken a one-sided view of the case; that they, 
had rejected evidence which went to prove con- 
clusively that legal voters who were challenged, 
were held to be disqualified, while certain others, 
who were proven to be unqualified, were not de- 
ducted from the poll of the sitting member. Now, 
I desire to say, that the contestant read some evi-, 
dence, scraps of testimony, which, if unanswered, 
might induce this House to suppose that the com- 
mittee were mistaken as to the force and effect 
of the evidence in this case. -I have had some 
bitter experience before juries, and sometimes, 
when I have been a little crowded, and felt, that 
the weight of the case was against me, I may have 
been inclined to look to one side only: of the: tes- 
timony.. It is not convenient, always, to look to: 
both sides of the testimony. With the last word, 
and nobody to reply tome, it was a successfu 

way of getting along with a lame case. ; 
So the contestant, in this case, zealous in his 
anxiety to make it appear to the House that heis 
wrongfully deprived of a seat, has only looked to 


| one side of the case in every instance in which 


he has referred to the testimony. He has slept 
over it; he has brooded overit, and dreamed over 
it, until 1 have no doubt that, when he waked in 
the morning, he felt that his case was as clear as 
the noonday sun. ; 

The first witness whose testimony he alluded 
to was that of James B. Elder. And he read ex- 
tracts in reference to his vote. It is always the 
province of a jury to look at the evidence upon 
both sides; and the House should recollect that 
it is sitting here in the character of both judge 
and jury, to look at the laws and the facts, and to 
decide upon them; and they wantall the facts and 
all the evidence before they can come to a correct 
conclusion in the case. 

Weil, the contestant read only a part of the evi- 
dence, It was the duty of the committee to scan ` 
and weigh the testimony, and to giveit its proper 
weight. Now, here is the evidence in relation to 
that voter’s qualifications: 


“R. C. Carter.—I know James B. Elders he voted, at 


Í the last August election, at Turnersville precinct, in Lin- 


coln county; he was born and ‘raised in the county of Lin- 
colu; he had resided in the Turnersville precinct, prior to 
the election, ever since Lhad Known him; he had been 
temporarily absent, but always claimed Lincoln county as 
his residence.” 

Now, the contestant. contended that James B. 
Elder was not a good voter. Well, upon that 
point, here is the testimony of R. E. Carter, a. 
judge of election at that very precinct, and he. 
swears that he has always known Elder, and that . 
Elder had always made that precinct his resi- 
dence; that he was born in Lincoln county, and 
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tonger evidence to show that he was a 
But we did not. stop there. On page 205 you 
will find ‘the evidence of Peter E. Carter, which 
is.as follows; . Boe 
; By Mr. ANDERSON £ - a WAR 
’ € Question. If you know. James B. Elder, please, state 
how Jong he has resided in Kentucky, andin the Turners- 
ville district ot Lincoln county, where he voted? ; 
. # Answer. He,was born.and raised. in the district. ‘Lhave 
nown him-ever since he was born; he has been tradingin 
hogs, mules, and negroes, backwards and forwards to the 
South- several tinkes € l : 
«© Question. Had he or not been a resident of the State 
for more than two years, and of the precinct where be voted 
for more than sixty days next preceding the last election? 
: «Answer, He’ always claimed this as his home.. He 
bought a part of his father’s old farm about five years ago.” 
` ‘Now the House will bear with me while I refer 
to two or three other cases attacked by the con- 
testant in this case, because the House will bear 
in mind that not a particle of the evidence which 
T have just read was read oralluded to by the con- 
testant. He made the sweeping charge that this 
House, in the face of testimony and in the face of 
law, were determined to give to the sitting mem- 
ber, Anderson, the benefit of illegal votes, for the 
purpose of allo wing him a.seat here.. I want. the 
country and the House to'know how utterly 
grouhdless are those charges. 

The next case was that of Carpenter. The 
facts of that case were these. He was a mau of 
large property, both in the county of Lincoln and 
Mercer. He had a family of children, young 
daughters, whom he was educating. He owned 
a farm in Lincoln, and, during a part of the year, 
his wife and daughters resided in Mercer county, 
in order to avail themselves of the advantages of 
a schoo] in that county. But he states, under 
oath, that he was a good voter in the county. of 
Lincoln. The same was the proof of the sheriff 
of that county, who testified that Carpenter al- 
wars paid his taxes in the county of Lincoln. 

‘The next case is that of A.J. Reynolds, and 
with respect to him, here is the testimony of Reu- 
ben Williams: 

“Y know A.J. Reynolds very well. He voted at the 
last Angust election at the Wanesburg precinct. [expect 
hë is fifty years old, or near it. He has lived in the State 
eyer since he was born; was born. and raised in Lincoln 
county, and in the. precinct where he voted. 

t“ By Mr. CHRISMAN: 
Tam going on thirty-three years old. 
« By Mr. ANDERSON: 

€J have heard Reynolds himself say he had lived here all 
his life, and have heard his friends say the same. I have 
been often at his father’s house.” 

Also, testimony of Camden: 


“I know A. J. Reynolds; we were school-boys together. 
F concur inthe statement of Reuben Williams in regard to 
the residence of Reynolds’? 

Tn reference to this man—McNair, the preacher. 
He bad lived inthe precinct more than sixty days 
before the election. _ His home was wherever he 
was preaching, and his own evidence proves be- 
yond all doubt that he was a legal voter, and he 
voted also for Mr. Anderson. I have referred to 
this case for the purpose of showing to the House 
that in every instance where the contestant has 
specified a vote by name, and attacked that vote, 
it has been shown by the strongest evidence that 
could possibly be adduced that the voter was a 
good and legal voter. 

L wish now to.refer to two votes attacked by 
my colleague on the committce. Now, what is 
the testimony with regard to Charles Voss, whom 
the gentleman. from Kentucky [Mr, Sruvenson] 
says is a legal voter? ` 

“William A, Harness knows Voss. He'voted for Cyris- 
wan, district.No, 4, Boyle county... He is a fureigner, and 
exbibited no papers when he voted. Ihave not seen him 
since the election. I think he jeft the morning after the 
election. {know he had not been there long before the elec- 
tion. Witness is jailorof the county. (Page 42, Response.) 

ER. W. Washington states he was one of the judges. of 
the election at district No. 4, Boyle county. E saw a man’s 
name on the poll-book, Charles Voss. J do not recollect 
anything aboutit except what I saw on the books. (Page 
56, Response.) i 

“James F. Zimmerman states that he is county clerk. 
Chartes Voss’s name is not on the tax list.” (Rage 67, Re- 
sponse.) ‘ 

Here, then, is the case of-a foreigner who had 
been seen in the precinct but a few days before 
the election, and who left immediately after the 
election. Why, when his vote was challenged, he 
failed to produce his papers, or to state when and 

1 she procured them., The evidence shows 

he was not onthe tax list in the county. And 


beeh away, except temporarily. Can | 


yet the gentleman from Kentucky says that this 
man was a good and legal voter, and that this 
committee acted contrary to the evidence. whe 
tipy struck his vote.from the polls. -> E 
he next voter, the striking of whose name 
from the polls causes.the gentleman to complain, 
who last addressed the House, was S. J. Vance. 
I think the evidence shows that lie was not a legal 
voter: acetate ; : 

«Pp. H. Smith knows Vance ; he voted at the Hays dis- 
triet No. 5, for Chrisman; he told witness if he had known 
there would be any dispute about his vote, he would have 
gone to ili Will district; he said he went into No. 5 to go 
to school; he further said in No. 4, he said he would have 
gone home.and voted if he had thought there would be any 
dispute. (Page 475, Response.) 

“S, J. Vance states himself, he only went to No. 5 for 
a temporary purpose.”? (Page 84, Me.) . 

And-here the voter himself testifies that he only 

went to precinct No. 5 for a temporary purpose; 
and it is claimed by gentlemen on the other side 
of the House that he is a good and legal- voter, 
and that his name should not be struck from the 
polls. . 
_ Now, Mr. Speaker, I have but afew words to 
say in conclusion. The contestant has referred 
to his printed brief in this case with a great deal 
of confidence, as containing a correct analysis of 
the evidence; and not only that, but as also con- 
taining correct deductions from the testimony, and 
its result on every vote that has been challenged 
on cither side. That brief, I apprehend, has been 
put into the hands of gentlemen in this House; 
and I beg leave to call the attention of the House 
for a single moment to the manner in which the 
contestant himself weighs the testimony. I ap- 
prehend thatno manin this House would be wil- 
ing to employ the gentleman to make out a brief 
of testimony depending upon evidence in the case, 
if all his conclusions are arrived atin the same 
satisfactory manner as appears on the face of his 
own case. For instance, in reference to the voters 
in. Greene county—a voter challenged for non- 
age—the evidence shows: 

t Samuel Chaney.—Challenged for nonage. 

William J. Chancy states that voteris his brother. He 
saw him on the Saturday before the ¢lection, and he said 
he did notthink he would vote; thathe was notold enough 
to vote. His father is dead, and his mother now lives in 
this (Greene) county. (A. p. 383.) - 

« William Chapman says he knows Samuct Chaney ; that 
he saw him some time in February or March, 1839. He 
was then two or three months old. (A., p. 389.) 

“P, M. Smith states that he knows Chaney; does not 
think he is.twenty-one years old; knows by the age of his 
own son, who will be twenty-one on ue 4th of Febru- 
ary, 1850. There is no Bible record of Chaney’s age that 
he knows of. There is not more than one month or six 
weeks between my son and Chaney. He (Chaney) voted 
for Chrisman. (A. p. 895.) - 

“Sarah A. Chapman states that she knows Chaney. Ile 
was not twenty-one, as she thinks; knows by the age of 
several children born in the neighborhood about the same 
time, February, 1839 (A., p. 396.) 

And yet, upon such testimony the contestant 
in this case spreads out on the face of the record 
his opinion that this challenge is not sustained, 
and he places the result of his investigation be- 
fore the House, and asks the House to come to 
the same conclusion to which he himself arrived 
—that a voter challenged, under such circum- 
stances, and sustained by such testimony, is not 
proved to have been an illegal voter. 

Now, in reference to Selden Renfro, challenged 
for want of residence, the evidence is: 


“© Selden Renfro.—Challenged for want of residence. 
«R. T. Chapman says that he knows Seiden Renfro. He 


moved to Lart county, from Greene, in February, 1859. I! 


returned to Greene the third Saturday in July. He resided 
in Uart, as he said. (A., p. 390.) 

HT, C. Edwards says he knows Renfro. He told wit- 
ness, some time about the last of July, that he was not en- 
titled to vote; that he resided in Hart county. Witness is 
sheriff of Greene county.” (A., p- 392.) 


Is it strange, Mr. Speaker, that the committce | 


should have stricken this vote from the polls as 
an illegal vote, upon such testimony? Sir, it is 
much more. strange, I apprehend, that the con- 
testant in this case should have said, in his printed 
brief, that the challenge is unsustained. : 

Now, in the case of Hartfield, the evidence is as 
follows: - 

“Samuel Hartfield, alias Isaac Hartfield.—Chailengedas 
a foreigner. 

« Samuel T. Wilson states that voter told him he was a 
foreigner; had never been in court but once: for the pur- 
pose of being naturalized, and that was in 1852, in Louis- 
ville, Kentucky; that he took some kind of oath, and got 
some Kind of paper at that time, but did not know whether 
or not it was a naturalization paper; was now about thirty- 
six years old, and was twenty-nine years old when he ¢ame 
to the United States; understood from him that he voted 
for Chrisman.” (A. p. 402.) 


And yet the contestant in this ease says that 
the challenge is not sustained. I will go one step 
further, and then I will not. trouble the House 
longer on this branch of the case. I refer to the 
challenge of Ellmore for want of age: 

: “Thomas Elimore.—Challenged for want of age. 

‘¢ William Bull says lie saw Elmore the morning of the 
election, and he tried to vote for Anderson, and he was re- 
fused: In the evening he voted for Chrismab, and no ques- 
tions asked... He said he was not old enough to vote for 
Anderson, but was for Chrisman.” - (A.,; p. 407.) 

Ido not know what kind of people were around 
the polls there. Tam/afraid my friend on the right 
was not very well represented. I am afraid his 
interests were not very well looked: after, as: his 
friends permitted this voter to step in in the dusk 
of the evening. He said he was not old enough 
to vote for Anderson, but it seems he was old 
enough to vote for Chrisman. The contestant 
says this challenge is not sustained. 

will not detain the House longer in referring 
to the evidence in this case. I have only occu 
pied the time that I have for the purpose of satis- 
fying the House and the country that the com- 
mittee were not only justified in coming to the 
conclusion which they have arrived at, but that 
they were forced—no, matter what might be their 
predilections or feelings on one side or the other 
—to come to that conclusion.” We have given to 
the contestant an opportunity: to investigate fully 
and fairly every vote that was objected to. We 
have spread upon our report the names of ever 
voter, with a reference to the testimony in each 
particular case, with volume and page, in order 
to challenge, at the hands of the other side of the 
House, the closest scrutiny and investigation. 

We have done it in order that the House might 
have an opportunity to look into the facts, and see 
if the report isafair and honest one, and whether 
they can conscientiously and properly sustain it. 
But how 1s the minority report made up? The 
devote the greater part of their argumentin sound- 
ing the death-knell of functus officio, about which 
we have heard so much. They say: 

“ After correcting all clerical errors, the contestgnt is 
discovered by the undersigned to be elected by eight votes 
—two more than the number by which he was elected upon 
the summary of the corrected certificates as they appeared 
before the State board”? 

What errors, what mistakes, do they correct? 
We give the name of every voter where.a correc- 
tion has been made, and give the reference to the 
testimony on which it is based. But so faras the 
means by which the minority have arrived at their 
conclusions are concerned, we are left to grope in 
the dark. They say: 

“Tf this House will go behind the record, and examine 
the parole proof on both sides, (which it is impossible to in- 
corporate into the limits ofa report,) it will clearly appear 
that the contestant’s majority would be swelled beyond a 
majority of cight votes, which, the undersigned think, are 
proved very clearly to be his majority.” 

They do not point out the votes which should 
have been added to Chrisman’s poll, and which 
should have been stricken from Andecrson’s poll. 
They not only do not refer the House to the voters 
by name, but they studiously avoid any reference 
to the testimony by which they say their challenges 
were sustained. I take it for granted that there 
are gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
who will vote in favor of the minority report. If 
they do, I say they are groping in the dark. Ire- 
member on one occasion to have been present at 
a trial before a justice of the peace in the absence 
ofa jury. The counsel for the plaintiff happened 
to be a particular friend of the justice. He made 
his calculation, and, just as he closed his argu- 
ment, he said: “Sir, I am entitled to a judgment 
for $17 95.” The justice looked puzzled, scratched 
his head, and said: “ Well, squire, if you say 
so, it must be so, and I will give you a judgment 
upon your word; but, upon my life, I cannot see 
how itis.” And so it will be with those who 
support the minority report. I suppose they will 
do iton faith, and in entire ignorance of the real 
merits of the case. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the reso- 
lution reported by the Committee of Elections; 
which is as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. William C. Anderson is entitled to 
the seat now held by:him as Representative in the Thirty- 
Sixth. Congress from the fourth congressional district of 
Kentucky. ` 

Mr. STRATTON. I move that there be a call 
ofthe House. 

Mr. GARTRELL. 


I desire to offer the reso 
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lutions of the minority of the committee as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution of the majority. 
lieve that is the usual course: ; 

The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 

_ Resolved, That William C. Anderson is not entitled to a 
seat upon the floor of this House as the Representative from 
the fourth congressional district of Kentucky. 

Resolved, Nat James S. Chrisman is entitled, and is 
hereby declared the Representative trom the fourth con- 
gressional district of Kentucky. Š , 

Mr. STRATTON.. T propose that we take a 
square vote on the résolution offered by the ma- 
jority. of the committee. n : 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is not in 
order, if objected to. e i 

Mr. GARTRELL, I do not care for a vote on 
the resolutions of the minority. I have offered 
them so as to getthem before the House; and, so 
far as I am concerned, as a member of the com- 
mittee, I am willing that a direct vote shall be 
taken on the resolution reported by the majority. 
But before the vote is taken on that question, I 
hope the motion of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, fora call of the House, will be put. 

Mr. STRATTON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I renew it. f 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin order to have a 
call of the House after the previous question has 
been seconded. 

Mr. GARTRELL. It may be done by unan- 
imous consent. : 

Several Mumpens objected. : 

Mr.GARTRELL. At the suggestion of gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House, I make a mo- 
tion that will accomplish the same purpose. [ 
move to lay the ‘resolution on the table, and on 
that I call for the yeas and nays. That vote will 
disclose whether there is a full House or not, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire to 
know what will be the effect of laying the reso- 
lution upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. Itis very hard to tell. 

Mr. BURNETT. [hope that, by unanimous 
consent, some other course will be pursued. This 
isa very awkward motion. 1 donot want to vote 
on a motion to lay on the table. We had better, 
by unanimous eonsent, have a call of the House, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. If we lay 
the whole subject on the table, the sitting mem- 
ber will hold his seat. 

Mr.GARTRELL. I desire to state, in justice 
to myself, that 1 thought it an awkward motion. 
I made it at the instance of the friends of the con- 
testant. It was not one of my own choice, I 
now withdraw it, and hope unanimous consent 
will be given that there shall be a call of the 
House. = 

Mr. STRATTON. [ have no objection to that. 

No objection was made. 

The roll was accordingly called; and the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Adrain, ‘Thomas L. Anderson, Francis P. Blair, 
Briggs, Brown, Case, John B. Clark, Clemens, Clark B. 


Cochrane, John Cochrane, Conkling, Dimmick, Garnett, i| 


Hardeman, Haskin, Hawkins, Hickman, Hindman, Hol- 
man, Irvine, Jackson, Lamar, Larrabee, Logan, Lovejoy, 
Charles D. Martin, MeClernand, Mchae, Montgomery 
Isaac N. Morris, Nocil, Pettit, Potte, Reynolds, James C. 
Robinson, Rust, Schwartz, Seranton, William Smith, 
Stout, Whiteley, Winslow, and Woodson. 

During the call'of the roll, 

Mr. WILSON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Casg, was paired with Mr. Lamar; otherwise he 
would have voted in favor of the sitting member 
retaining his seat. 


Mr. FENTON stated that he had paired with | 


Mr. Jackson. 


Mr. MILLWARD stated that Mr. Haskin | 


had paired with Mr. Mactray. 


Mr. CAMPBELL stated that his colleague, | 


Mr. Hickmay, had paired with Mr. Scorr. 

Mr. McPHERSON stated that Mr. Lovesoy 
had paired with Mr. HINDMAN. 

Mr. ENGLISH said Mr. Houman had paired 
with Mr. Irving. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hinois, said he had paired 
with Mr. McCiernanp. 

Mr. McPHERSON stated that Mr. SCHWARTZ 
had paired with Mr. Rostnson, of Illinois. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, stated that on 
Saturday he paired with Mr. Morais, of Illinois, 
for that day. , As the object of the pair was the 
vote on this contested-election case, and as he 
understood that Mr. Morris had left the city 
without pairing with any one else, he would con- 


I be- | 


sider the pair as still continuing, and would de- 
cline to vote. 

Mr. NIXON stated that he had paired with 
Mr. Wurreiry. i ` 

Mr. MORSE statedthat Mr. Porrue had paired 
with Mr. Simos for the remainder of the session. 
On -this question, however, the ‘pair had- been 
transferred to Mr. Logan,-and Mr. Simms was 


| therefore at liberty to vote. : 


Mr. STRATTON stated that Mr, SCRANTON 
had paired with Mr. Woopson. : 
Mr. STANTON said, that having been com- 
pelled to attend a committee of conference, he had 
paired with Mr. Crawrorp, who was also a 
member of the committee of conference. 


"Mr. PHELPS stated that Mr. ANDERSON, of | 


Missouri, was paired with Mr. Conxiive. Also, 
that Mr. Ciark, of Missouri, had paired with Mr. 
Buair, of Missouri. Also, that Mr. NoeLr had 
paired with Mr. WALDRON” 

Mr. OLIN stated that he had paired with Mr. 
LARRABEE. 

On motion, all further proceedings in the call 
were dispensed with. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 


the resolution reported by the Committee of Elec- | 


tions. 

Mr. SIMMS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 112, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Samuel S. 
Blair, Blake, Bowigny, Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, Buftin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Carter, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duel, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, 
Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hardensan, J. Morrison Harris, Hatuon, 
Helmick, Hill, Hoard, Humphrey, Uatehins, Junkin, Fran- 
cis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. 
Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Mial- 
Jory, Marston, McKean, MeKnight, McPherson, Millward 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morr 
Morse, Nelson, Pater, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Quarles, 
Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royee, Sedgwick, Sherman, 


William N. IH Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, | 


William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, ‘Tappan, Phayer, Thea- 
ker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, «i Washburn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, 
Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—112. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alen, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, 
Barr, Bocock, Bonham, Boyee, Branch, Burch, Burnett, 
Clopton, Cobb, Cox, Burton ige, Curry, Davidson, John 
G. Davis, Reuben Davis, De J te, Edmundson, English, 
Florence, Fouke, Gartretl, Haminou, John Ts Harris, 
Houston, William Howard, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, 
Landrum, Leake, Elbert S. Martin, McQueen, Miles, Mill- 
son, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Ruflin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, 
Singleton, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Tay- 
lor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, and Wright—61. 

So the resolution was agreed to; and Mr, Ax- 


person declared entitled to his seat. 
3efore the vote was announced, 


Mr. EDGERTON stated that he 
with Mr. Martin, of Ohio. 

Mr. BOTELER stated that he had paired on 
this vote with Mr. GARNETT. 

Mr. HOLMAN stated that upon this, and other 
party votes, he had paired with Mr. Irving, other- 
wise he would have voted “ no.” 

Mr. LOVE stated that he had paired with Mr. 
MAYNARD. 

Mr. PERRY said he had paired with Mr. 
Sonrn, of Virginia, until three o’clock to-day. 

Mr. SCOTT said that the pair of Mr. HICKMAN 
with him had been transferred to Mr. McRar. 
He was therefore at liberty to vote, 

Mr. VANCE said he had paired with Mr. 
Srour, who had gone to Baltimore to witness the 
riot. aughter.] 

The Fote was announced as above recorded. 

Myr. STRATTON moved thatthe vote by which 
the resohitien was passed, be reconsidered; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


had paired 


Mr. STRATTON. Iam directed by the Com- | 


mittee of Elections to report the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay out of the j 


contingent fund, to Hon. James S. Chrisman, contesting 
the right of Hon. W. C. Axpersox to bi 
fourth congressional district from Kentucky, mileage and 
pay up to this time. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Inasmuch as I have felt 
constrained to differ with my. colleagues on the 
committee in the propriety of adopting that reso- 


seat from the i 


lation, it is due to methat I should say th 


said that, whether he got his’seat dr not, he 
get his pay and mileage. . I do not think, 
these’ circumstances, ‘he is ‘entitled’ to his 
and I therefore call for the yeas and 
the adoption ‘of the resolution. > > °: 

Mr,GILMER. The gentleman froni Ni 
sey withdraws the démand for the provi 18 ~ 
tion for a moment. I wish to say,that this contest 
arose ina manner which would justify any- Màn. 
on-earth, who would be disposed to conte ' 
election, incontesting. In this case, prima facie, 
under the corrected returns, the contestant would. 
be entitled to gis seat. The Committee of Elec 
tions unaninidtisly; with one execption, came to 
the conclusion that he honestly supposed, upon 
the correction of that error, the House would der 
cide in his favor. Upon a careful examination, 
of the whole vote, however, the committee found 


nays upon 


; that there were more votes to be corrected against: 


him than. in his favor. And as it has been the: 
unanimous custom of the House to pay. the coi- 
testant when he has gone into that contest in. 
good faith, they believed he was entitled to his 
pay and mileage. 1 now demand the previous 
question. . : 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will. withdraw the demand to en- 
able me to say a word in reply to the’ statement 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in justice to, 
the contestant. [Cries of ‘Order ?] The state~ 
ment made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is untrue in fact, and is unsustained by the evi- 
dence. f . 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order, `` 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desiré to say 
a word in reference to this resolution. ‘I believe 
there are but two cases on record [Cries of 
« Order t?) 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to debate, unless the 
gentleman from Kentucky is also permitted to 
make a statement. j 

Mr. McK NIGHT. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky says my statement is unsupported by evi- 
dence. Now, sir, I desire to read from the tes- 
timony, so that it may be seen whether it is: 
supported by evidence or not, i 

Mr. BRANCH. I object. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. i 


Mr. McK NIGHT called for the yeas and na 3. 


upon the resolution. oy 

The ycas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. KUNKEL called for tellers. on the yeas 
and nays. : : 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The resolution was adopted nem. con. 

Mr. STRATTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message was received from the President of 


the United States, by J. Bucnanan, his Private’ 


Secretary, notifying the House that he did on 
to-day approve and sign bills of the following 
titles: . ; ‘ 

An act (E.R. No. 288) recognizing the sur- 
vey of the Grand Chenicre Island, State of Louis- 
iana, as approved by the surveyor general, and 
for other purposes; © f 

An act (H. R. No. 699) to amend an act regu- 
lating the diplomatic and consular system of the 
United States; 

An act (H. R. No. 839) to amend an act ap-, 
proved the 3d day of March, 1847, entitled ** An 
act to establish a port of entry at Saluria, in the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes;” l 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
of the expenses of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Minnesota; k 

An act to change the name of the ship Rock- 
hall to Massachusetts; , 

An act (H. R. No. 235) for the relief of con- 
gressional township number two north, of range 
number nine west, of the fourth principal meri- 
dian, of Adams county, State of Ilinois; 

An act (H. R. No. 456) granting a pension to. 
James Alexander, an invalid soldier of the war 
of 1812; A : 

“An act (H. R. No. 529) granting a pension to 
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Martha Sanderson, widow of Major Winslow F. 
Sanderson; ; . 
| An act (H. R. No. 99) for the relief of Benja- 
min Sayre; i , 
““An act (H. R. No. 524) for the relief of J.R. 
Crump; . 

An act (H. R. No. 421) for the relief of Joel 


M. Smith; ee 

Anact (H. R. No. 587) for the relief of Anton 
L. C. Portman; : ` 

“An act (H. R No. 374) for the relief of the 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church; and 

‘An act (H. R. No. 353) for the relief of Thomas 
R Livingston. 

“EXPENSES OF CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. DAWES. 1 am instructed- by the Com- 
miittée of Elections to report the following reso- 
lution: ees 


Resolved, That such fees as the Committee of Accounts 
shall find to have been actually paid, and to be just and 
reasonable, forthe officers employed in serving subpenas, 
and taking testimony for certified copies of public papers 
and othcr documentary evidence, and for the witnesses ex- 
amined in the cases‘of contested clections from the States 
of Michigan, Kentucky, Missouri, and the several cases 
from Maryland and the Territory of Nebraska, respectively, 
heard by the Committee of Elections at the present ses- 
sion, be allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of the 

ouse. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Such expenses 
have never been allowed since the foundation of 
the Government. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I object to that resolution, 
There is no law allowing it, and it is an expense 
the House has no right to pay upon its mere mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no Jaw on the subject, 
and such expenses have sometimes been paid by 
the House, and sometimes not. The Committce 
of Elections think they are expenses which ought 
to be paid by the House. But there was no pro- 
vision one way or the other in the statute of 1851 
for allowing this; but it was thought best by the 
Committee of Elections that they should pay 
them, The case from New York not having been 
closed yet, and the witnesses not having been ex- 
amined, it could not be embraced in this resolu- 
tion. That is the only reason. 

Mr. BRANCH. I must object to the resolu- 
tion, for if there be no general law on the subject 
there ought to be one; and it isa suitable time to 
introduce and pass a general law on the subject. 
Tt ought to be regulated by law, and not left to 
the discretion of any Committee of Accounts, or 
any officer at all. 

Mr. AVERY. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the resolution, 

Mr, BRANCH. | I have objected to the intro- 
duction of the resolution. 

“Mr. SHERMAN. I rise toa point of order. 
Imaké the point that nothing is in order until the 


bill pending under the operation of the previous, 


question is disposed of, 

A Mrmser. What bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The main question was 
ordered last night on the report from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the amendments of the Senate on the legislative 
appropriation bill, 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman insists ọn 
his point of order, the Chair must sustain it. The 
Chair must say, however, that he supposed the 
résolution had been received. 

Mr. BRANCH. No, sir; 1 objected as dis- 
tinetly as I could. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from 
North Carolina object before the resolution was 
received? 

Mr, BRANCH. I objected after I was an- 
swercd by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Yobjected because I thought the subject ought to 
be provided for in a general law. 

Mr. DAWES. That was after the previous 
question was seconded. 


The SPEAKER. Objection being insisted on, + 


the Chair cannot entertain the resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. As quickly as I could get the 
floor after the resolution was read, I rose and ob- 
jected. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair considers that 


the resolution was read for information, although | 


the gentleman from Massachusetts called for the 
previous question. ‘The Chair holds that the ob- 
jeciion was In ume. 


t 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEÅKER. The question now recurs 
upon the consideration of the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 
339, making appropriations. for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Mr. SIMMS. [ask the floor for my colleague 
for one word of explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot yield. There are 
fifty who have asked me; and if I yield to one, I 
must to all. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be 
reported, with the action of the committee, and if 
there be no objection, separate votes will only be 
taken on those amendments indicated by mem- 
bers of the House. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. 

Mr. HOUSTON asked for separate votes on 
the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. MAYNARD asked for a separate vote on 
the seventh amendment. 

Mr. VANCE asked for a separate vote on the 
twenty-sixth amendment. 

The action of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the remaining amend- 
ments of the Senate was concurred in. 


First amendment of the Senate: 


Insert these words in the Senate paragraph : 
“Chaplain, $750,” and increase the appropriation to that 
amount. 


The SPEAKER. 
a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifth amendment of the Senate: 

For the usual additional compensation to the reporters of 
the Senate for the Congressional Globe, for reporting the 
procecdings of the Senate for the second session of the 
‘Shirty-Sixth Congress, $800 cach, $3,200. 


The SPEAKER. The committee recommend 
a concurrence in the amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in, 


Seventh amendment of the Senate: 

Strike out 311,514,” and in licu thercof insert $9,714; 
so that the paragraph will read : 

For compensation of the Superintendent of Publie Print- 
ing and the clerks and messenger in his office, $9,114. 

And add these words : . 

And that hereatter the Superintendent of Publie Print- 
ing shall not be allowed to employ more than three clerks 
in his office. 


The SPEAKER. 
and Means reported the following amendment: 

And itis hereby provided that all extra documents ordered 
to be printed by the House of Representatives during the 
‘Thirty-Sixth Congress, not already executed, shill be 
printed by the House Printer; but that nothing stall be 
allowed for composition where the same document has 
becn first ordered to be printed by the Senate, 

The committee amended that amendment, on 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Crorron,] by adding the following: 

And provided further, That this proviso shall not be so 
construed as to authorize payment for printing said docu- 
t ments to be made to any other than the Printer elected by 

the Hause ; and where the printing or any part thereof has 
been assigned or transferred, no payment shall be made. 

The amendment to the amendmentof the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Mcans was concurred in. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, as amended, 
to the amendment of the Senate; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 94, nays 57; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, iam C. Anderson, Babbitt, Bingham, Blake, 
Brabson, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Camp- 
beil, Carey, Carter, Colfax, Corwin, Curtis, John G. Davis, 


The committee recommend 


Dawes, Délano, Duell, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, 
re oster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gur- 


| ley, Hale, Hail, Helmiek, HiH, Hoard, William A. Howard, 
| Humphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lice, Longnecker, Loomis, MeKean, McKnight, McPher- 
son, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Rice, Christo- 
pher Robinson, Royce, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spin- 
ner, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, 
Verree, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Wash- 
| burne, Jsracl Washburn, Wells, Windom, Wood, and 
; Woodrutt—94. 

NAYs—Messrs. Ashmore, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham, 
Boyce, Branch, Bureh, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, 
Cobb, Burton Craige, Curry, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, 
Edmundson, Florence, Gartrell, John T. Harris, Houston, 
Wiliam Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, 
Landrun, James M. Leach, Leake, Love, Maynard, Me- 
| Queen, Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pen- 


| dieton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, 


The Committee of Ways | 


Riggs, Ruffin, William Smith, Wiliam N. H. Smith, Stall- 
worth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Taylor, Thomas, 
Underwàod, Vallandigham, Vance, Winslow, and Wright 
—5T. 


So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


During the vote, . 

Mr. REAGAN stated that Mr. GARNETT was 
paired with Mr. Watton. 

Mr. OLIN stated that he had transferred his pair 
with Mr. Larrazes to Mr. Beare for to-day. 

Mr. VANCE stated that he neglected to state 
when up before that his pair with Mr. Stour was 
only on the Kentucky contested-election case. 

Mr. WILSON stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Lamar, who was called home on urgent 
business. i 

Mr.FARNSWORTH stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Locan. 

Mr. ALLEN, not being within the bar when 
his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay out of the 
unexpended balance of appropriation tor the war debt of 
the State of California, made by the last section of the act 
approved’ August 5, 1854, entitled An act making appro- 
priation for the support of the Army for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1855,” any outstanding and unpaid bonds and 
coupons issued by said State for said war debt prior to the 
passage of said act, but bearing date subsequent to the Ist 
day of January, 184: Provided, That no payment shall be 
made beyond the unexpended amount of said appropriation 
now remaining in the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Coxirax in 
the chair.) The Committee of Ways and Means 
recommend concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now call up the consid- 
eration of the Senate amendment to the bill of 
the House (No, 501) making ‘appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending 30th June, 1861. 

Mr. QUARLES. Before that matter is brought 
up, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that a separate vote was requested upon 
the amendment of the Senate appropriating the 
sum of $22,000 for extra pay to the judges of the 
State of California. 

Mr. BURCH. I submit whether the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. Vance] did not 
call fora separate vote upon the war debt appro- 
priation. 

Mr. VANCE. I was not certain upon what 
amendment I did call a separate vote. had no 
bill in my hand, and 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thequestion comes too late, 

Mr. VANCE. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina is upon the floor, and he does not sce any 
reason for yielding it for any purpose now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ofcourse, if the gentleman 
ison the floor to a question of order, I do not 
wish to interfere with him. 

Mr. VANCE. I was going on to say that I 
thought, from hearing the reading of the amend- 
ment—not having a printed copy of the bilin my 
hand—that I was calling for a separate vote upon 
the proposition to pay the Oregon war debt. I 
found out afterwards that there was no such pro- 
vision in the amendment, and therefore the sep- 
arate vote I called for amounted to nothing. 


TIIE COVODE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 


Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted a minority report from the Covode com- 
mittee; which was ordered to be printed, with the 
majority report. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Lask the indulgence of the 
House, while make a few remarks personal to 
myself in connection with this matter. It will be 
recollected by the House that some days ago I 
moved for leave to issue subpenas for certain wit- 
nesses to be examined before the Covode com- 
mittee. Among other grounds alleged in support 
of the application was, thatinquiry might be made 
touching the means by which the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scranton] ob- 
tained his seat upon this floor. T had, some time 
before that, some six or eight weeks before, re- 
ceived two or three letters from Mr. Scranton’s 
district, calling my attention to that subject. It 
had never been my intention to bring it to the 
attention of the committee until 1 had carefully 
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examined the whole matter, to the end'that I might 
assure myself whether there was any foundation 
for the charge. Pee 

Ithas been stated by some of the public presses, 
that I preceeded in that matter upon an anony- 
mous communication. That statement is totally 
and wholly untrue.” said in debate, which took 
place some ten or twelve days ago, that I pro- 
ceeded upon written communication, from sources 
I supposed to be reliable. 1 would scorn to pro- 
ceed against any officer of this Government, from 
the highest to the lowest—nay, not even against 
the youngest of the pages who do your bidding 
on this floor, upon anonymous communications, 
much less would attempt to, impugn the char- 
acter of any of my honorable colleagues upon 
such authority. F proceeded, as I said, upon 
letters which Thad reason to suppose came from 
reliable sources. Even then, Ldo not suppose I 
should have brought that matter before the House 
or the committee, without a more thorough per- 
sonal examination into the case, but for what I 
thought to be an outrage committed upon the 
rights of my party friends, by a majority of the 
committee; and when | made my application to 


the House, I was bound to make it as forcibly as j 


I could; and I presented that case which unques- 
tionably fell within the scope of the resolution, 
and the just constitutional powers of this House 
—a right to inquire ingo the qualification of its 
members, 

' The letter upon which I proceeded gave me the 
names of twenty-eight witnesses. I did not think 
it proper to subject the House and the country to 
theexpense of calling so many until I knew what 
they would prove. 1 therefore selected, at hazard, 
seven of them, not knowing what they might be 
able to prove, or indeed, who they were. Before 
those witnesses were tendered and sworn, [hada 
conference with the individual who wrote me the 
letter, and, that I might stand right before the 
committee, my colleagues upon the committee 


will bear me witness that I produced the letter; | 


and it now stands recorded upon the minutes of 
the committee. In a conference with the person 
who wrote the letter, I became convinced that the 
charges were not so reliable as to justify me in 

ursuing the investigation. I do not say that 
individual intended to deceive me. I do not think 
he did; but he had, I thought, given too much im- 
portance to a fact he named. But I concluded 
there was, in regard to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, nothing which would warrant further 
examination. Accordingly, when I came before 
the committee, I indicated my purpose not to ex- 
amine the witnesses. The committee thought that 
the seven witnesses should testify before the com- 
mittee. I made no objection. Even had I so 
wished, 1 could not have pursucd the inquiry 
further, for the reason that that very day the 
committee determined that five days from that 
time they would introduce no new matter in evi- 


dence. Upon a conference with the chairman of | 


the committee F found that I could not get new 
witnesses short of five or six days, and therefore 
the whole matter in reference to the witnesses 
for whom the EHlouse granted me a subpena was 
set aside. 

I have to say further, that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CAMPBELL] some 
days ago asked me upon the floor of the House— 
I will not say he challenged me to do it—to state 
upon what authority I based the charges. It 
would have been manifestly improper to have 
given that information to the House until the 
proper time came, as I doubt not he will himself 
admit, and I felt that I could not comply with his 
request. 

And I said then, what 1 repeat now, that to no 
member of the House would it afford greater 
pleasure than to me, to find the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Scranton] entirely 
relieved from the suspicions which had been ex- 
cited against him; and I add, with the greatest 
pleasure, from all the testimony I have examined, 
and from all the circumstances connected with it, 
that 1 believe that nothing has been advanced 
touching the honor and integrity of that gentle- 
man. From nothing that occurred before the com- 
mittee, do I believe that any stain rests upon his 
character in the slightest degree. I may again 
repeat that I should not have proceeded in the 
matter without a more extended investigation, 
but that my colleagues upon the committee had 


jimpugns, in the slightest, the integrity of that 


| name of the individual who wrote him the letter, 
supposing, at the time, that it might properly be 


| building, $335,263 71;’? and to strike out at the 


refused me a right, which I thought I had, to ex- 
amine certain witnesses; and it gives me as much 
pleasure now, as it can to any of his colleagues, 
to assert in the strongest possible language, that 
nothing which has occurred before the committee 


honorable gentleman, and that 1 am gratified that 
itis so. 
Mr..CAMPBELL. I think it is due, upon the 
part of Colonel Scranton, who is absent, that T 
should say that the explanation and statement of 
the honorabie gentleman from North Carolina is 
creditable alike to his head and his heart; and that 
no one of the friends of Mr. Scranton supposed 
for one moment that the gentleman from North 
Carolina was actuated by any other than a con- 
scientious regard for the discharge of his duties 
inthe premises. Itis true that I called for the 


given to the public. But, for the reasons just 
given by the gentleman, I am satisfied that he 
could not, with propriety, have given the name 
at that time. The letter and the name will be 
spread before the House when the report of the 
committec is published, The result, so far as my 
colleague is concerned, is what all knew it must 
be—his entire exculpation from anything which 
would cast astain upon his public or private life. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now call up the consid- 
eration of the Senate amendments to the civil 
appropriation bill. £ will, for the purpose of fa- 
cilitating business, and as I can accomplish my 
purpose in another way, withdraw the amend- 
ment which I offered to the third Senate amend- 
ment, and will withdraw the demand for the.pre- 
vious question, to enable me to offer another 
amendment to the same section. Imove to strike 
out the words “ for the extension of the ‘Treasury 


end of the amendment the sum “ $500,000.” My 
only purpose is to enable the House to vote un- 
derstandingly upon the question whether or not 
we will go on with the work of the Treasury ex- 
tension. Those who are of opinion that the work 
had better remain as it is now, will, of course, 
vote for my amendment. ‘hose of a different 
opinion will vote “ no,” and we will thereby 
have a test vote. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the President of the United States had 
informed the Senate that he had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (S. No. 464} to amend an act entitled 
an act in addition to the acts prohibiting the slave 
trade; 

An act (S. No. 378) to relinquish the title of 
the United States to certain lands occupied by the 
city of Baton Rouge, in Louisiana; 

An act (S. No. 118) for the relief of David My- 
erle; and 

An act (S. No. 84) to facilitate communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States by clec- 
tric telegraph. 


ESTHER COLE. 


Mr. GROW asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to have the petition of Esther Cole, widow 
of Samucl Cole, rereferred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL——AGAIN. 


Mr..PHELPS. When the gentleman from 
Ohio offered an amendment the other evening to į 
this bill which involved an appropriation, 1} felt 
it my duty then to call the attention of the House 
to it. The Chair delivered his opinion on the 
point of order, and from that décision I felt it my 
duty to take an appeal. The amendment now 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio obviates 
the objection which I then made; and therefore, 
by the withdrawal of the amendment, the appeal, 
as a matter of course, falls. É 

? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
state, as he occupied the chair at that time, that 
he has referred to precedents since; and he finds 
that in 1828a similar ruling was made. Buta 
subsequent ¢ase was decided differently by Mr. 


Banks in the Thirty-Fourth Congress, Prece- 
dents, therefore, are adverse on the subject. 


Mr. SHERMAN.’ T yield. tothe gentleman’ 
frora Maryland now to offer an amendment: = 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland: ‘Thisisan amend- 
ment. which I offer with the consent of ‘parties 
interested. in the section which: it affects; and £ 
suppose the House will let it-pass. ‘The amend 
ment.is-as follows: . t EAE spi 
And provided further, That the material of sdid columns 
shall be American marble, pee cee ara 
So that the clause will read: 


To enable. the superintendent of the Capitol extension 
to purchase from Rice & Heebner thitty-four monolithic 
columns, at the price specified in their supplemental cous 
tract of Mareh 30,1854, the: marble for said columns to be 
approved by the said superintendent, the sum:of. $47,000 
Provided, That no part of the sum appropriated for the prós- 
ecution of the work shall be applied to the purchase of 
marble columns: And provided further, That the material 
of said columns shall be American marble. : 


Mr. MAYNARD. Task the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to allow to be 
read a letter from ‘the Secretary of War. to the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 must object to that; it 
would give rise to debate. I desire simply to have 
the previous question seconded, and then I will 
say one or two words. N 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the thirty-cighth amendment, 
relating to Messrs. Gales & Seaton. Since that 
subject was debated, Congress has passed a law 
providing for a printing establishment, which re- 
quires all the printing hereafter‘ordered by either 
House of Congress, or required by the executive 
department, to be done in that office. On looking 
over the amendment, I find that as it has been 
sent to us from the Senate, it is without restraint 
or limitation. By examining the books already 
issued, and from them estimatigig those hereafter 
to be issued—there will be from fifty to seventy- 
five volumes, I think—I find that each volume 
will cost $20,000, making the whole work cost 
over a million. Messrs. Gales & Seaton have 
contracted already for the publication of these 
books to the amount of $350,000, and we cannot 
interfere with that contract. But if the Senate 
amendment be adopted, without material qualifi- 
cation, it will involve the Government in a very 
large expenditure, a ciréumstance which I do not 
believe the House understood at the time the 
matter was acted on. I therefore simply desired 
to make this statement of facts, and to call for a 
separate vote on that amendment, hoping that the 
House will reject it, and then a committee of con~ 
ference may possibly arrange the matter soas to 
answer all the purposes desired without involving 
us in so large an expense. í 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
in reference to the Senate amendments; these 
amendments will be read, and those on which a 
separate vote is asked, can be voted onmscparately. 
As to all the others, the report of the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union can be 


| concurred in, : 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendments were then read. 

Separate votes were called for oh'amendments 
three, five, six, seven, twenty-four, twenty-seven, 
and thirty-eight. - 

The thirtieth amendment was read, as follows: 

For the survey of the eastern boundary of California, in 
pursuance of a law passed during the present session of 
Congress for that purpose, $55,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offeran amendment here. 
It provides for an accident which has happened 
to the capitol building of Nebraska, by a recent 
tornado which passed over that section of the 
country, and by which the roof of the building 
was blown off. DU: 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
read, as follows: 

And $5,000 for the repairs of the capitol of Nebraska 
‘Territory. ` 

Theamendmentto theamendment wasagreed to. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union in reference to all. the 
amendments on which no separate vote was re- 
quired; and it was agreed to. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 


. consider the vote by which the report of the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
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was agreed. to; and also moved to;lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 
¿The SPEAKER pro tempore. The firstamend- 
ment of the Senate, on which a separate vote was 
demanded; is as- follows: AEE 

For the extension of the Treasury building, $335,263 71; 
and to pay for-materials already delivered, and to be used 
in the construction of said extension, $164,736 29, making 
$500,000. ee 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union’ recommended to strike out $500,000 
and ‘insert $350,000... To that Senate amendment, 
the gentleman from Ohio. moves an amendment, 
as follows: 

Fot preserving the unfinished work on the Treasury 
extension, $5,000; and to pay for material already deliv- 
éred, aid to be used in the construction of said extension, 
164,736 29. . so 

Mr. Sucrman’s amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, fixing the 
amount at $350,000. ae A i 

` Tellers were demanded and ordered. 

; Mr. CURRY called for the yeas and nays. 

. The yeas.and nays were ordered. 
| Pending the question, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, at half past four 
p. m., declared that, the usual hour for taking a 
recess having arrived, the House would take a 
recess till seven p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to offer a resolu- 
tion, to which I am sure there will be no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNIE, of Illinois. I move that 
the House do nowadjourn. ox 
Mr. BINGHAM. I ask to have an order 
made to print Senate bill No. 497. It isan act to 
amend an actentitled t Anact for giving effect to 
certain treaty stipulations between this and for- 
cign Governments for the apprehension and de- 
livery up of certain offenders.” i 

Mr. ‘THOMAS. I objected toa gentleman on 
the other side, and I-cannot consent to this. 

Mr. HOUSTON, ‘There is no quorum here, 
and I object.to any business being done without 
a quorum. 

MEMBER. 
Fouse., 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Corrax in 
the chair.) A call of the House is not in order, 
the main question having been ordered on the 
Senate amendments to the civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to offer a resolu- 
tion.: If there be any ee I will. not move 
to suspend the rules. ‘The nature of the resolu- 
tion is such that I would not have it considered 
except by unanimous consent. I merely desire 
to. have it read for information. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire to 
know if the main question has not been ordered 
on these amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then a mo- 
tion for a call of. the House is not in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So the Chair has 
stated, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then I ask 
that my motion be put; and on that | call for the 

eas and nays. 

Mr, BINGHAM. Before that question is put 
to the House, I ask general consent to have Sen- 
ate bill No. 497 ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr, HOUSTON. There is no quorum here; 
and { do not want to give consent to the transac- 
tion of any- business. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The printing of a bill ofa 
single paragraph cannot do any such mischief to 
any one. 

Mr. HOUSTON. JI object to anything being 
ordered to be printed without a quorum. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I withdraw the appli- 
cation. 

Mr. GROW. Is it in order to move to take a 
recess for fifteen minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would be in 
order if the proposition to adjourn was with- 
drawn. 

Tellers on ordgring the yeas and nays. were 
called for and ordered. 


I move that there bea call of the 


| 


The House: divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 20, noes 74. + 

So the yeas and nays were ordered; more than 
one fifth voting therefor. hoe eet . 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 11, nays 110; as follows: 

YEAS—Messtrs. Francis P. Blair, Burch, Burton Craige, 
John G. Davis, Leake, McRae, Sydenham Moore, Reagan, 
Ruffin, James A. Stewart, and Underwood—lL. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ajd- 
rich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Barr, Beale, 


Bingham, Blake, Bonham, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bris-. 


tow, Buffinton, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, 
Case, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Corwin, 
Covode, Curry, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, 
Edwards, Eliot, English, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. 
Morrison Harris, John JF. Harris, Helmick, Hoard, Hous- 
ton, William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Hum- 
phrey, Hutchins, Jones, Junkin, Kenyon, Killinger, James 
M. Leach, Lee, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Maynard, 
McPherson, Millson, Milward, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Palmer, Pendleton, 
Perry, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Quarles, Christopher Rob- 
inson, Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Simms,William Smith, 
William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Stevens, William Stew- 
art, Stokes, Stratton, Taylor, Thayer, Thomas, Tompkins, 
Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Walton, Cadwata- 
der C. Washburn, Etlibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Webster, Wells, and Wood-—110. 3 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the vote, 

Mr. STRATTON stated that Mr. GARTRELL 
was unwell, and had left the House, and he had 
paired off with him. 


LEVI J. HAMPTON. 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill for the relief of Levi J. 
Hampton; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I ask leave to introduce a 
resolution. I ask that it may be read for inform- 
ation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas, this House did, on the 8th June, instant, pass 
a preamble and resolutions condemnatory of the course and 
action of the President of the United States, and in so do- 
ing exceeded its constitutional powers, and did act upon a 
matter over which they had no jurisdiction ; and whereas 
this action of the House was ez parte, and therefore unfair 
towards the President of the United States; and, as it is 
manifestly improper that such an extraordinary, illegal, and 
unconstitutional act should remain upon its Journal: There- 
fore, 

Resolved, That, on the day following the passage of this 
resolution, the Clerk of this House shall bring into it the 
Journal containing a record of the aforesaid proceediugs, 
when the Speaker shall draw black lines across the borders 


and edge lines of said resolution, and shall write on their | 


midst, in large and legible letters, the words, “ expunged by 
order of the House of Representatives,” adding thereto the 
date of so doing. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 1 move that 
the resolution be printed in the Democratic Re- 
view. [Laughter.] 

i Mr. FLORENCE. Yes; I will have it printed 
there. 

Many Memzens on the Republican side. 
objection to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We wanta vote on that. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. No objec- 
tion to that, I move the previous question on it. 

Mr. THOMAS, and other Democratic MEM- 
BERS, objected, amid much confasion and laugh- 
ter from the Republican benches. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will not insiston it if 
there be a single objection. 

Republican Mempens. Nobody objects. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. F object to 
the withdrawal of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being 
made, the resolution cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Nobody objects to the re- 
ception of that resolution. 

Republican MEMBERS. 
side of the House. 

Mr. DELANO. 


No 


No objection on this 


I would like to know from 


| the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether this 


resolution has been introduced with the concur- 
rence of the President. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution has been ob- | 


jected to, and I object to debate. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I remarked, when Ioffered | 
| the resolution, that ifanybody objected, I would 


not pressit. [Laughter from the Republican side.] 
Mr. GROW. There is no objection. 

| Mr. FLORENCE. I will take a more favor- 

able opportunity to do so, Ido not wish now to 


T 
| 


interfere with the business. 
from the Republican benches. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. ‘Thereis no 
objection. Take the vote on the resolution. 

r. McRAE. I havea report to make from 
the Military Committee. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I want to 
know whether we cannot dispose of this question 
first. 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The resolution 
is objected to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Who ob- 
jects? : 

: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York, {Mr..Barr,] and the gentleman 
from Alabama, (Mr. Housron.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I do not desire to press the 
resolution. I will take a more favorable oppor- 
tunity. í 

Mr. BARR. I did not object. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The objec- 
tion is withdrawn to the resolution of my col- 
league. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair under- 
stands that objectionis not withdrawn. The gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HarpEeman] and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Barr] objected, and 
it is too late now to withdraw the objection, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Ishouldlike 
to have a vote upon the expunging resolution that 
my colleague, ‘solitary and alone,” has intro- 
duced. [Laughter.] 


ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL FOUNDERIES. 


Mr. McRAE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report from the Committce on 
Military Affairs a bill to establish national found- 
ériesin Lehigh county, Pennsylvania, and Shelby 
county, Alabama; that it may be. referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and be printed. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the understanding 
that no motion shall be made to reconsider, so as 
to bring the bill back. 

Mr. McRAE. Nothing of the kind is intended. 


[Derisive laughter 


| I merely ask that it be referred and printed, 


There being no objection, the bill received its 
firstand second reading, was referred to the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, by unanimous consent, 


i from the Committee on Agriculture, made a re- 


port on the prevailing cattle disease; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GROW. There are two or three resolu- 
tions attached to that report. I presume there 
will be no objection to passing them. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

EXTRADITION TREATIES. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I objected just now to the 
printing of the bill at the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Bivauam,] because there was no 
quorum present. I have no objection to the print- 
ing of that bill now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Task that Senate bill No. 
497, to amend an act entitled ‘An act for giving 
effect to certain treaty stipulations, between this 
and foreign Governments, for the apprehension 
and delivery up of certain offenders,” be ordered 
to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

ADMISSION OF NEW STATES, 

Mr. BONHAM, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to regulate the admission of new 
States; which was read a first and sccond time, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


BAST WASHINGTON LIBRARY. 

On motion of Mr. CARTER, by unanimous 
consent, the House took up from the Speaker’s 
table House bill No. 521, to incorporate the East 
Washington Library Association, returned from 
the Senate with the following amendment: 


Strike out after the words “ District of Columbia” the 
words “ and elsewhere.” 


The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 
JAMES THOMPSON. . 
On motion of Mr. MALLORY, by unanimous 
consent, 1t was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the case of James Thomp- 
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son, surviving partner of C. M. Strader & Co., and that the 
ease be referred back again to the Court of Claims. 
DISABLED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. BONHAM, by unanimous consent intro- 
duced a bill to retire disabled officers of the Army, 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES demanded the regular order of 
business. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House proceeded to the regular order of 
business, being the consideration of the amend- 
ments ‘of the Senate to the civil appropriation 
bill. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated the pending 
question to be on agreeing to the following amend- 
ment, reported by the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, to the third amendment 
of the Senate: 

Strike out the Senate amendment as amended by the 
House, and insert in New thercof, the following: 

For the extension of Treasury building, $350,000. 

On this amendment the yeas and nays had been 
ordered. | f R 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 73, nays 70; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs.CharlesF. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
Ashley, Barr, Bingham, Francis P: Blair, Blake, Briggs, 
Buffinton, Burch, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Horace 
F. Clark, Corwin, Covede, Burton Craige, Delano, Dunn, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hoard, Houston, William 
A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Junkin, Kenyon, DeWitt 
C. Leach, Loomis, Marston, McKean, Millward, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Potter, Rice, Christopher Robinsou, 
Royce, Sedgwick, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, James A. 
Stewart, William Stewart, ‘Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
Train, Underwood, Verree, Cadwalader C, Washburn, El- 
lihu B. Washbarne, Israel Washburn, and Webster—73. 

NAY S—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
Ashmore, Babbitt, Bonham, Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, 
Carter, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Curry, I. Winter Davis, 
John G. Davis, Dawes, Duell, English, Gilmer, Graham, 
Hardeman, J. Morrison Barris, John 'T. Harris, Hatton, 
Helmick, William Howard, Hutchins, Jones, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Killinger, Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Lee, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McPherson, Me- 
Queen, McRae, Miles, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Syden- 
ham Moore, Nelson, Nixon, Pendleton, Porter, Pryor, 
Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, Sherman, William Smith, Villiam 
N. H. Smith, Stevens, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Tompkins, 
Trimble, Vatlandigham, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—70. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

During the roll-call, ; 

Mr. CASE stated that Mr. Kineors had paired 
off with Mr. Kerr. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE announced that he had 
paired off on this amendment with Mr. KELLOGG, 
of Illinois, who would have voted for the amend- 
ment, while he (Mr. Ermentpex) would have 
voted against it. 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, , $ 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment to the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was 
then concurred in, 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was concurred in; and 
also moved io lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Fifth amendment of the Senate, (on which a 
separate vote had been demanded:) : 

To pay for 
Capitol extension, $153,601 74; and to enable the superin- 
tendent to take care of the marble which has been deliv- 
ered, and of the shops occupied, and to lay the marble 
flooring ofthe porticues, and to pay fur the bronze doors, 
18,020; aud tor contingencies of the Capitol extension, 
$2,300, making $204,821 74, 

Mr. QUARLES-demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr, SPAULDING demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. QUARLES, 
and Howarp of Ohio, were appointed. 
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bor on, and materials furnished for, the |] 


ayes ninety-six, noes not counted. 

: So the amendment of the Senate was concurred 
in. 
Sixth amendment: 

For the prosecution of the work on the Capitol extension 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1861, the sum 
of $300,000. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union recommended a concurrence in the amend- 
ment, with an amendment to add at the end 
thereof, as follows: 


Provided, That none of the money hereby appropriated 
shall be expended for decoration or embellishment of the 
Capitol extension, or for sculpture or paintings, or other 
works of illustrative art, unless the designs for the same 
shall have been approved by the art commission appointed 
by the President May 15,1859. But nothing herein pro- 
vided shall be so construed as to interfere with the com- 
pletion of works already begun by Crawford and Rogers, 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, What do 
the Committee of Ways and Means recommend 
in relation to this amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They recommended non- 
concurrence. , 

The amendment to the Senate amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended. 

Mr. GILMER called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. QUARLES called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was 
concurred in—ayes 80, noes 30. 


Seventh amendment: 


To enable the superintedent of the Capitol extension to 
purchase trom Rice & Heebner thirty-four monolithic col- 
umns, at the price specified in their supplemental contract 
of March 30, 1854, the marble for said columns to be ap- 
proved by the said superintendent, the sum of $47,600 : Pro- 
vided, ‘Chat no part of the suin appropriated for the prosecu- 
tion of the work shall be applied to the purchase of marble 
columns. 

This amendment, before the previous question 
was called, Mr. Hargis, of Maryland, had moved 
to amend by adding as follows: 


Provided further, That the material of said columns shall 
be American marble. 


Mr. BONHAM. I desire to ask whether this 
contract is recommended by the Secretary of 
War? 

Mr. PHELPS. Itis not. 

Mr. BOTELER. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment to the Senate amendment was 
agrecd to. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment to the amendment was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays on 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate, as 
amended. 

Mr. BONHAM called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. f 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Purnrs and 
Carrer were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 34, noes 74. 

So (one fifth having voted in the affirmative) 
te bere and nays were ordered, 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I am satisfied 
that that amendment has been improperly re- 


ported. As it reads, itcontradicts itself. It pro- | 


vides that the columns shall be purchased, and it 
provides that they shall not be purchased. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
state that the provision that no partof the appro- 
priation for the prosecution of the work shall be 
applied to the purchase of marble columns, he 
presumes, refors to the sixth amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS. Kis not for us to construe the 
Senate amendments. They are reported as sep- 
arate amendments. 


Theiouse divided; and the tellers reported— 


The question was taken; and it was decided 
the affirmative—yeas 81, nays 80;as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Alley, William - 
C. Anderson, Askley, Babbitt, Francis P. Blair, Blake, 
Brabson, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, But- 
terfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Corwin, Covode, H, Win- 
ter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Terry, 
Florence, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Gurley, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Helmick, Hutchins, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon; 
DeWitt C. Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, Marston, McKean, 
McKnight, McRae, Millward, Laban. T. Moore, Moorhead; 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Palmer, Perrys 
Potter, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sherman, Stan- 
ton, Stevens, William Stewart, Tappan, Thayer; Theakers 
‘Tompkins, Trimble, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader G. Wash- 
burn, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Webster, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wood—8l. Ee 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Allen, Ashmore, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Sainuel S. Blair, 
Bonham, Boteler, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, 
Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Burton, Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, Curtis, John G. Davis, Ely, English, Bth- 
eridge, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Matton, Hoard, Houston, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Ilumphrey, 
Jones, Killinger, Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, Love, 
Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McPherson, McQueen, Miles, 
Millson, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Pendleton, 
Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Ruffin, Sedge 
wick, William Smith, William N, H. Smith, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stallworth, Stevenson, James.A. Stewart, Stokes, 
Thomas, Train, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vanee, Vane 
dever, Van Wyck, Wells, Winslow, and Wright--80. 


So the amendment of the Senate, as aniended, 
was concurred in. 


Twenty-fourth amendment: : 


Reduce the appropriation from $60,000 to $40,000 in the 
following clause of the bill: 

Yor collection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the pro- 
eurement of cuttings and sceds, $60,000: Provided, how- 
ever, ‘hat in the expenditure of this appropriation, avd 
especially in the selection of cuttings and seeds for distri- 
bution, due regard shall be had to the purposes of general 
cultivation, and the encouragement of the agricultural and 
rural interests of all parts of the United States. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended non-coneurrence, 

Mr. ASHLEY called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr, PHELPS asked for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

ellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hovsron, 

and KerLoce of Ilinois; were appointed. : 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
yeas 73, nays 90; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Bonham, Branch, 
Briggs, Bristow, Burnett, Burnham, Horace F; Clark, Clop~ 
ton, Cobb, Corwin, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Jobn 
G. Davis, Delano, English, Etheridge, Ferry, Grow, Hall, 
Hardeman, Jobn T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Houston, Hum- 
phrey, Jones, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, 
Landrum, Leake, Loomis, Love, Maclay, McKean, Me- 
Queen, McRae, Miles, Millson, Sydenbam Moore, Edward 
Joy Morris, Peyton, Phelps, Potter, Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, 
Royce, Ruffin, Singleton, William Smith, Stallworth, Stan- 
ton, Stevens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Tay- 
lor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Van Wyck, Ver- 
ree, Winslow, and Wright—72. 7 on St 

NAYS—Messrs: Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
Ashley, Babbitt, Bingham, Francis P: Blair, Samuel’S. 
Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, Buffinton, Burch, 
Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Colfax, 
Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edwards Eliot, Ely, 
Florence, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grahany, 
Hale, Helmick, Hoard, William Howard, William. A. How- 
ard, Hughes, Hutchins, Junkin, William Kellogg, DeWitt 
C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Mallory, 
Marston, Maynard, McKnight, McPherson, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Neison, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Quarles, Rice, 
Christopher Robinson, Sherman, William N, H. Smith, 
Spaulding, Spinner, William Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, 
Theaker, ‘Compkins, Train, Trimble, Vanee, Vandever, 
Wade, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburme, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, afd Woadrutt=-90, 


So the House non-concurred in the amendment 
of the Senate. 


Twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate: 

For completing the printing, binding, and publishing one 
thousand copies of the papers of James Madison, under the 
direction and control of the Joint Committee on the Library 
of Congress, $2,000; and the said committee are hereby 
authorized to contract for the printing and binding of the 
same with such person or persons as they may think proper 
to employ. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union recom- 
mend a concurrence in the amendment: 

The amendment was concurred in, 


n- 


June 18, 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


. Twenty-eighth amendment of the Senate: 

“ Strike out the following 

Spo, 2, And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
30,000; heretofore appropriated by act.of 34 March, 1859, 
or the purpose of repairs-and incidental expenses to the 

light-house at Oswego, and buildings connected therewiil, 

and‘which remains unexpended, may be used and applied 

for repairing and securing and protecting the pier connected 

with the light-house at Oswego, New York, so as to pre- 

vent the destruction of said light-house and pier.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee 
recommend.a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-conewtrred in. 


. Lhirty-eighth amendment of the Senate: 
: Bac. 5. And be it further enacted, That the contract made 
with Gales & Seaton, under the nineteenth section of the 
“Act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government, for the year ending the 30th of Inne, 1859,” 
approved the 12th of June, 1858, for the publication of a 
continuation of the American State Papers, be so modi- 
fied as to require the publishers to defray all the expenses 
ofselecting, compiling, and arranging the documents proper 
to be included in that work; also the expenses of binding, 
and of all engraving on copper, steel, and wood, and for 
lithographing, which. may be considered necessary by the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, together withthe expenses of preparing full and 
proper indexes for each volume, and a general index of the 
whole work, including the volumes contained in the first 
series, and al! other contingent or incidental expenses what- 
soever attending such publication: And, moreover, that 
the price tobe allowed to the publishers for said work shail 
be fifteen: per contum less per volume than the average 
price per volume paid (or the first series of the same, printed 
under the act of March 2, 1831. And the said volumes 
shail be delivered to the Secretary of the Interior as the 
same may be completed, who shall place three hundred 
copies in the Department of State for its use, and for ex- 
change with foreign Governments, and seven hundred cop- į 
ics in his own Department for distribution to public libra- 
ries in the several States and Territories, and bold the 

. residue of the copies in his custody, subject to the further 
order of Congress. And the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby directed to pay the publishers of the said work, at 
the rate per volume above mentioned, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, as the same 
may be delivered to the Sceretary of the Interior, and on 
his certificate of delivery; and so much of the aforesaid 
nineteenth section of the act of June 12, 1858, as is incon- 
aistent with this act, be, and the same is hereby, repeaicd: 
Provided, That the volumes shall average not less than one 
thousand pages. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee 
recommend a concurrence in the amendment, 
with the following proviso: 

. Provided. further, That the whole amount expended in 
the publication of these volumes shall not exceed $340,000, 

Mr. PHELPS. Was not an amendment sub- 
mitted by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. I merely sug- 
gested that the whole thing should be non-con- 
curred in. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the question then recurred on concurring 
in the amendment of the Senate, as amended, 

Mr. CRAWFORD demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Lhe yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr.BONITAM. {should like to know whether 
any of these books are to be distributed among 
the members of the present Congress ? 

Several Memuers. ‘Chey are not. 

Mr. BONHAM. ‘Then [ will vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr, PETTIT. By the bill which passed the 
House during the last week, and which is now | 
pending in the Senate, there is a proposition for 
the distribution of these books within each con- 
gtessional district, on the designation of members. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is notin 
order, 

“The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 67, as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William ©. Anderson, Bingham, Samtel $. 
Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carter, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, 
Duell, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Florence, Foster, 
Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hail, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Uelmick, Hill, Wil- 
Ham A. Howard, Hughes, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Winiam Kellogg, Kenyon, Longnecker, Marston, Maynard, 
McKean, McPherson, McRae, Millward, Laban ‘I’. Moore, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Niblack, Olin, Pettit, Potter, 
Pryor, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Sedgwick, William N. 
H. Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Tappan, Theaker, Train, Vallandigham, Vance, Verree, |j 
Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washbarne, į 
israel Washburn, Webster, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, | 
Wood, and Woodrutl—80. j 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Ashmore, Avery, Babbitt, || 
Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Francis P. Blair, Bonham, Branch, || 
Bureh, Burnett, Carey, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Burton |i 


Craige, Crawford; Curry, John G. Davis, Delano, Dunn, | 
Farnsworth, Ferry, Hardeman, Jobn T. Harris, Hoard, i! 


Houston, William Howard, Hutchins, Jones, Killinger, 
Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Loomis, Maclay, Miles, Millson, Pendleton, Perry, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Porter, Pugh, Quaries, Reagan, Ruffin, Sher- 
man, Singleton, William Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Ste- 
venson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Tomp- 
kins, Trimble, Underwood, Vandever, VanWyck, Wells, 
and Wright—67. 

So the amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was concurred in. ad 

During the vote, ; 

Mr. LOVE stated that he was paired with Mr. 
Tuaver until to-morrow. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH stated thathe was paired 
with his colleague, Mr. Logan, but that he un- 
derstood that Mr. Logan, as well as himself, was 
opposed to the amendment, and he would there- 
fore vote in the negative. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That finishes the 
amendments of the Senate upon which separate 
votes have been asked. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are several members 
who desire to address the House, and as we have 
now gotthrough with the public business, I move 
that the rules be suspended and.the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for general debate. 


SHELDON M’KNIGUT. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. 1 hope the 
gentleman from Ohio will yicld to me for a mo- 
ment before he insists on his motion to go into 
committee. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 
hear the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House that the Com- 


I withhold my motion, to | 


mittee of the Whole House be discharged from | 
the further consideratibn of Senate bill No, 30, i 


and that it be put on its passage. [Crics of * Ob- 
ject! Object!”] ‘Then I move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of [Hinois. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate amend- 
ments were concurred in; and I move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. McRAE. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the seventh Senate amendment, in ref- 
erence to the monolithie marble columns, was 
concurred in. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hold that any gentleman, 
under the motion of the gentleman from Minois, 
has aright to call for a separate vote to recon- 
sider on any of the Senate amendments, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. Then I with- 
draw the motion I have made; and E now move 


to reconsider the vote by which the thirty-cighth | 


amendment of the Senate, in regard to the State 
Papers, was concurred in; and move that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi will take prece- 
dence, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. ‘Lhe floor was assigned to the gen- 


| tleman from Michigan, [Mr. KeLLOGG,}] who 
moved that the Committee of the Whole Louse 


be discharged from the farther consideration of a 
certain Senate bill. Objection was made, and he 
moved to suspend the rules. I make the point 
that, pending that motion, it is not in order to do 
more than entera motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Ohio. -The motion to reconsider made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and the motion 
to reconsider made by the gentleman from Hlinois, 
will be entered. 

Mr. PHELPS. [ hope that gentlemen will 
withdraw the motions to reconsider, so that this 


| bill may be allowed to go to a committee of con- 
ference, which cannot be done while they are j 


pending. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. To facilitate 


i the business of the House, I withdraw the motion 
| to reconsider. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I now insist 


| on my motion to suspend the rules, in order to 


discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 
30, for the relief of Sheldon McKnight. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to taking that bill up 
until we have disposed of the public business. 
The public business ought to be disposed of be- 
fore we go to the business of private claimants. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. [insist onmy 
motion to discharge the committee. 

Mr. JONES. 1 object. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. IT move then 
to suspend the rules. Iagain make that motion. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
upon the motion to suspend the rules for the pur- 
nose of discharging the Committee of the Whole 

ouse from the. further consideration of the bill 
of the Senate, No. 30, for the relicf of Sheldon 
McKnight. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
upon the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust that the motion to 
suspend the rules will be permitted to lie over un- 
til to-morrow, in order that we may finish the 
appropriation bill now, so that it may be sent to 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consent it can be done. 


Mr. BURNETT. [will not object, if you will 


I demand the yeas and nays 


By unanimous 


order the yeas and nays first. 
Mr. SHERMAN. We will give you the yeas 
and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I nowask that the ques- 


| tion be laid over informally, that we may finish 


up our action upon the civil appropriation bill. 

No objection was made; and the motion was 
laid over accordingly. N 

Mr. McRAE. Lnow call up my motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment in 
reference to the monolithic columns was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to Jay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will it bein order 
to have read a letter upon that subject from the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. MORRIS, of IHinois. Unless a letter upon 
the other side be read also, I object. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 93, nays 70; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adans, Ald- 
rich, AHey, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, 
Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Samuel S$, Blair, Blake, Brab- 
son, Brayton, Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Corwin, Covode, N. Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dann, Edwards, Eliot, Bly, 
Fenton, Ferry, Floreuce, Poster, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, 
Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Haskin, Helmick, William A, Howard, Hutebins, Jnnkin, 
Francis W. Keltogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Marston, McKean, Me- 
Knight, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, 
Potter, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Tappan, ‘Tompkins, ‘Trimble, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Ashmore, Avery,» Barksdale, 
Barr, Bocoek, Bonham, Boteter, Boyce, Branch, Briggs, 
Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
Colfax, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, 
Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hatton, Will, Hoard, Houston, 
William Howard, Hughes, Jones, Killinger, Kunkel, Lan- 
drum, James M. Leach, Leake, Maclay, Maynard, MePher- 
son, MeQueen, McRae, Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, 
Nelson, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, 
Pugh, Quarles, Reagan; Ruffin, Sickles, Singleton, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 
art, Stokes, Thomas, Train, Underwood, Vatlandigham, 
Vance, Webster, Winslow, and Wright—70. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

During the vote, y 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Davis, was notable, from ill-health, to attend 
the evening sessions of the House. 

Mr. FRENCH stated that he was paired off 
with Mr. Smitu, of Virginia. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. ITnow move 
to reconsider the vote by which the House con- 
curred in the Senate amendment in regard to the 
publication of the American State Papers; and I 
move to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, (at 
ten o’clock,) the House adjourned. 


1860. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, June 19, 1860. 
© Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
On motion of Mr. WADE, and by unanimous 


consent, the reading of the Journal was dispensed 
with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 
Francis Munks and Susan Munks, praying com- 
pensation for damage to their private rights by 
the erection of a free bridge by the United States 
ata point where they had previously established 
a ferry under a grant from the Choctaw Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia. 
~ Healso presented a preamble and resolution of 
the Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad Com- 
pany, in favor of an extension of the time allowed 
for the completion of that road; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr HEMPHILL presented the petition of E. 
P. Hunt, agent for underwriters at New York, 
Boston, Philadelphia, and New Orleans, at Gal- 
veston, Texas, praying that the expense of kecp- 
ing a light-vessel near Galveston bar may be re- 
funded to them by the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. POWELL presented a petition of manu- 
facturers and importers of Charlestown and Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts, praying that the duty on steel 
may not be increased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GWIN presented a petition of dealers in 
iron and steel in Boston, Massachusetts, praying 
that the duty on steel may not be increased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


_ PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 
On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the memorial of Richard W. Meade, in 
relation to the claim of his father, R. W. Meade, deceased, 
be printed. 


JOSIAIL ATKINS, 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up House bill 
No. 365. It willnottake any time, and is a mer- 
itorious case. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 365) for the relief of Josiah Atkins, of Ohio, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to cause to be issued to Josiah Atkins, of the 
State of Ohio, a bounty land warrant for one hun- 
dredand sixty acres in lieu of warrant No. 54893, 
issued to him under the act of-March 3, 1855, 
which was lost in transmission through the mails 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to the register and recorder at Council Bluffs, 
Towa, in the year 1858. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to į 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HOLMES AND PEDRICH. 


Mr. MALLORY. Iask the Senate to take up 
House bill No. 423, which is reported unani- 
mously by the House and Senate Naval Commit- 
tees, and will not occupy a moment, It involves 
only a small sum. I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (HL R: 
No. 423) for the rehef of Philip B. Holmes and 
William Pedrich was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to Philip B. Holmesand William Pedrich, $3,000 
for the invention of a machine for cutting raw 
hides into strips for making hide ropes for the use 
of the Navy of the United States; with a proviso 
that the United States shall be authorized hereaf- 
ter to use the machine free of any charge by 
claimants, their heirs, or assignees. . 

Mr. KING. Is there a report or statement of 
facts in that case? 

Mr. MALLORY. Twill state to the Senator, 
that this isa bill which was reported unanimously 
by the House committee, after a thorough examin- 
ation, and by the Senate committee also. This 
machine has been used by the United States for 
twenty years without compensation. Itisa very 
small sum to give. It has saved more than ten 
times that much. There is no doubt about the 
propriety of it at all, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HEMPHILL asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
516) for the relief of Mary Heisinger de Waldegg, 
widow of Julius Heisinger de Waldege; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GWIN asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. 
No. 45) authorizing the issue of the same quota 
of arms to the State of California, for the years 
1850 and 1851, as was issued to that State in the 
year 1852; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 449) to provide for an examination of the 
claims of citizens of the United States, for indem- 
nity for spoliations committed by Indians and 
Mexicans within the limits of the State of Texas, 
reported it without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred papers in relation to the claim of 
Redick McKee, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Redick 
McKee. 
second reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 515) to carry into effect 
the award of the Senate in favor of the Choctaws. 
The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

ealgo, from the same committee, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accom- 
panicd by the following preamble and resolutions: 

Whereas, by the second articies of the treaties of June 
19, 1858, with the Med-a-wa-kan-ton and Wah-pa-koo-ta, 
and the Sisse-toun and Wah-pa-ton bands of the Dacotah or 


Sioux Indians, it is submitted to the Senate to decide as to 
the right or title of said bands of Indians to the jands em- 


braced in the reservations occupied by them on the Mime- | 


sota riverin the State of Minnesota,and what compen 


shall be made to them for those portions of said reserva- 


| tions lying on the north side of that river, which they agreed 


by said treaties to surrender and relinquish to the United 
States, “ whether they shall be allowed a specified sum in 
money therefor, and, if so, how much, or whether the same 
shatl be sold for their benefit, they to receive the proceeds 
of such sue, deducting the necessary expenses incident 
thereto”? and whereas sait Indians were permitted to retain 
and occupy said reservations in licu of other lands which 
they were entitled ta ander the amendments of the Senate 
to the treaties made with them in the year 185], and large 
amounts of the money of said Indians have beeu expended 
by the Government in improvements and otherwise upon 
the lauds contained in said reservations; and whereas, by 
act of Congress of July 31, 1854, said reservations were 
authorized to be confirmed to those Indians: 

Resolved, That said Indians possessed a just and valid 
right and title to said reservations, and that they be allowed 
the sum of thirty cents per acre for the lands contained in 


| that portion thereof lying on the north side of the Minne- 


gota river, exclusive of the cost of survey and sale, or any 
contingent expense that may accrue whatever, which, by 
the treaties of June, 1859, they kave relinquished and given 
up to the United States. 

Resolved further, That all persons who have in good 


| faith settled and made improvements upon any of the lands 


contained in gaid reservations, believing the same to be 
Government lands, shall have the right of preémption to 
one hundred and sixty acres thereof, to include their im- 
provements, on paying the sum of $1 25 per acre therefor: 
Provided, ‘nat when such settlements have been made on 
the lands of the Indfans on the southside of the Minnesota 
river, the assent of the Indians sball first be obtained, in 
such manneras the Sceretary of the Interior shall prescribe, 
and that the amount which shall be so paid for their lands 
shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


The report and resolutions were ordered to be 
printed. p : 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. No. 622) to authorize notaries public in the 


Pistrict of Columbia to take acknowledgments of | 


deeds for the conveyance of real and personal 


| estate therein, reported it without amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, announced thatthe 


House had agreed to the amendment of the Sen- | 


ate to the bill (H. R. No. 521) to incorporate the 
East Washington Library Association, 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A subsequent mess 
resentatives, by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had concurred in some, 
and disagreed to other, amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bid (H. R, No. 501) making appropri- 


e from the House of Rep- | 


The bill was read, and passed to a |! 
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ations for sundrycivil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th June, 1861; añd had 
agreed to other amendments of the Schate to the 
said bill, with amendments, in which the concur 
rence of the Senate was requested. : 8) 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
yesterday ordered the printing of the following 
documents: , UPE 1 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
response to a resolution of the House of. Repre- 
sentatives, calling for information relating to the 
operations of the reciprocity treaty: with Canada 
—ordered at eleven.o’clock and nineteen minutes. 

Letter in response to a resolution of the House 
of Representatives, calling for information in refers 
ence to the removal of Morritz Sheefiler, late col- 
lector of customs at Milwaukec—ordered ateleven 
o’clock and nineteen minutes. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. — 

The message further announced that the Pres- 
ident had approved and signed, on the 15th in- 
stant, the folibwiog acts and joint resolution: “ 

An act (H. R. No. 324) authorizing the sale of 
the Western Military Asylum, in Harrodsburg, 
Kentucky; Å 

Anact (H. R. No. 564) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department dúr- 
ing the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1861; 

An act (Hi R. No. 819) to provide‘ for addi- 
tional terms for the United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts in the State of Kentucky; and : 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 17) for the relief 
of William H. De Groot. ED taney 

He also approved and signed, on the 16th in- 
stant, the following acts: 
par act (H. R. No. 220) for the relief of Anson 

ar; x 

An act (H. R. No. 99) for the relief of Benja- 
min Sayre; i 

An act (H. R. No. 235) for the relief of con- 
gressional townships number two north of range 
number nine west of the fourth principal merid- 
ian, in Adams county, State of Hlinois; : 

An act (H. R. No. 374) for the relief of the 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church; a 

An act (H. R, No. 421) for the relief of Joe 
M. Smith; l 

An act (H. R. No. 288) recognizing the survey 
of the Grand Cheniere Island, State of Louisiana; 
asapproved by the surveyor general, and for other’ 
purposes; ; ae 

An act (H. R. No. 456) granting a pension to 
James Alexander, an invalid soldier of the war of 
1812; 

An act (H. R. No. 524) for the relief of J. R. 
Crump; 

An act (H. R. No. 529) granting a pension to 
Martha Sanderson, widow of Major Winslow F. 
Sanderson; : 

An act (H. R. No. 587) for the relief of Anton 
L. C. Portman; . 

An act (EI. R. No. 699) to amend an act regu- 
lating the diplomatic and consular system ‘of the 
United States; eee te 

An act (H. R. No. 703) making appropriation 
for the payment of the expenses of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Minnesota; 

An act (H. R. No. $38) towhange the name of 
the ship Rockhall to Massachusetts; and 

An act (H. R. No. 839) to amend an act ap- 
proved the 3d day of March, 1847, entitled “An 
act to establish a port of entry at Saluria, in the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes.” 

He also approved and signed, on the 18th in- 
stant, an act (H.R. No. 353) for the relief of 
Thomas R. Livingston. Mas 

DIVORCES IN THE DISTRICT. OP COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BROWN. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. No. 663) to authorize di- 
vorces in the District of Columbia and for other 
purposes, to report it back, without amendment, 
and recommend its passage; and I am further in- 
structed by the committee to ask the Senate to 
consider the bill now. š 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


s 


If there be noob- 


jection, the bill may now be considered. 


By unanimous conscnt the bill was considered- 
as in Committee of the Whole., ft providesthat 
the circuit court for the District of Columbia shall 
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have jurisdiction. ofall applications for divorces, 
to be made by petition. The petition is to specify 
with certainty the causes for which divorce is 
prayed; and upon. its being filed, the clerk is to 
issue summons for the defendant to appear and 
answer. Ifit appear. by the affidavit of a disin- 
terested witness that the defendant is a non-resi- 
dent of the District, or has been. absent therefrom 
for.the space of six months, the circuit. court, 
after the return of one summons “not found,” 
may authorize notice of the pendency of the pe- 
tition, to-be given by publication, in such manner 
ag it shall direct. The court is to proceed to hear 

. and ‘determine the cause, whenever such sum- 
mons shall have been served twenty days, or such 
publication made forty days before the commence- 
ment of the term. No judgment for a divorce is 
to be rendered on default without proof; nor are 
any admissions contained in the answer of the 
defendant to be taken as proof of the facts charged 
as the ground of the application, but shall in all 
cases be proved by other evidence. A divorce 
a vinculo mairimonii may be granted in any of 
the following cases: First. Where such marriage 
was contracted whilst cither of the partics thereto 
had a former wife or husband living, unless the 
former marriage shall have been lawfully dis- 
solved, and no restraint shall have been imposed 
on the party contracting such second ‘marriage. 
Second. Where such marriage was contracted 
during the lunacy of either party, or where cither 
party was matrimonially incapacitated at the time 
of the marriage. ‘Third. Where either party has 
committed adultery during the marriage, A di- 
vorce a mensa et thoro may be granted for either 
of the following causes, to wit: cruelty of treat- 
ment; endangering the life or health of one of the 
parties; reasonable apprchension, to the satisfac- 
tion of the court, of bodily harm; the willful de- 
sertion and abandonment by the party complained 
against of the party complaining, for the full un- 
interrupted space of three years. : But no divorce 
is to be granted for any cause which may have 
occurred out of this District, unless the party ap- 
plying shall have resided within the District for 
two years next preceding the application. 

Upon the dissolution of a marriage on account 
of either of the parties having a former wife or 
husband living, if it shall appear that the second 
marriage was contractedin good faith by the part 
whose second snarriage has been thus diseuivel, 
and with the full belief on his or her part that the 
former wife or husband was dead, that fact is to 
be stated in the judgment or sentence of divorce; 
and the issue of the second marriage, born or be- 
gotten before the commencement of the suit, are 
to be deemed to be the legitimate issue of the 
parent, who, at the time of the marriage was ca- 
pable of contracting. Upon the dissolution of a 
marriage on account of the lunacy of either party 
at the time of such marriage, the issue of the mar- 
riage are to be be dcemed legitimate. A divorce 
for causes not specially provided for in the actis 
not to affect the legitimacy of the issue of the 
marriage; but their legitimacy, if questioned, is 
to be tried and determined according to the course 
of the common law. f 

In all cases where a divorce is granted, the 
sourt is to have power, if it sce fit, to award ali- 
mony to the wife, and to retain her right of dower, 
and to award to her such property, er the value 
thereof, as she had when she was married, or 
such part, or the value thereof, as the court may 
deem reasonable, having a regard to the circum- 
stances of the husband atthe time of the divorce. 
The court may also, in granting a divorce a vin- 
culo matrimonii, restore to the wife her maiden or 
other previous name. The court is also to have 
power to order and direct who shall have the 
guardianship and custody of the children of the 
marriage so divorced, and who shall be charged 
with their maintenance, The court may also 
award alimony to the wife for her sustenance dur- 
ing the pendency of a petition for a divorce filed 
for any of the specificd causes; but in cases of 
adultery. by the wife, committed after judgment 


oy. sentence of divorce a mensa et thoro, the court || 


may, on petition of the husband, setting forth and 
accompanied by legal proof of such adultery, de- 
prive the wife of. alimony from the date of her 
criminal act, and rescind her right of dower, as 
well as dispossess her, if the court judge fit, of 
the care, custody, and guardianship, of any child 
or children, which, under the original judgment 


| 


ł 


| 
i 
| 
| 


of the court in granting the divorce, may have 
been assigned to her. : 

A wife deserted by her husband may, at any 
time after such desertion, apply to the court in 
session, or to cither one of the judges in vaca- 
tion, for an order to protect any money or prop- 
erty, real or personal, of which she may have 
become peared after such desertion, against her 
husband or his creditors, or any one claiming 
through or under him; and the court, or a judge 
thereof, as the case may be, if the fact of such de- 
sertion be proved by evidence other than that of 
the wife herself, and that the same was without 
reasonable cause, and that the wife is maintain- 
ing herself by her own industry or property, may 
make an order protecting her earnings, money, 
and property, real or personal, acquired since the 
commencement of such desertion, from her hus- 
band andallereditorsand persons claiming through 
or under him; and such earnings, moncy, or prop- 
„erty are to belong to the wife as if she were a 
feme sole; but every such order is within ten’days 
to be entered. by the clerk of the court on the rec- 
ords of the county of Washington; and the hus- 
band, and any creditor claiming through or under 
him, may apply to the court in session for the 
discharge thereof, and may obtain it if, in the 
judgment of the court, good cause be shown why 
such order, by reason of fraud or repugnanee to 
the objects of the act, should not have been first 
made. 
person claiming through or under him, shall seize 


or continue to hold any property of the wife after | 


notice and record of any such order, then the 
husband or such person shall be liable at the suit 
of the wife to restore to her the specific property, 
and also for a sum equal to double the value of 
the property so seized or held after such notice; 


But if the husband, or any creditor of or | 


and if any such order of protection be made, the | 


wife shall, during its continuance, be and be 
deemed to have been, during such desertion of her, 
in the like position in all respects with regard to 
property and contracts and suing, and being sued, 
as She would be if a feme sole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ihave not scen this bill 
before, but I understand from the reading of it that 
there is a provision to the effect that where a di- 
vorce has been granted on account of a previous 
marriage of one of the parties, and the other may 
be innocent at the time of the second marriage, 
not knowing the fact that there had beena previ- 
ous marriage on the part of the other party, in 
that case the issue shall be legitimate. l wish to 
have it altered so as to make the issue legitimate 
in any case where there has been a legal marriage. 
No matter what may be the fault of the parents, 
the issue ought to be legitimate. 

Mr. BROWN. [ think, if the Senator will scru- 
tinize the bill, he will find that it provides that in 
all cases of divorce, children born during wedlock 
shall be legitimate. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If that is the case, I shall 
not move an amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill legitimates the chil- 
dren in cases of divorce. They are innocent, and 
should not suiter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I find that the seventh sec- 
tion of the bill reads: 

“On the dissolution of a marriage on account of the 
lunacy of either party, the issue of the marriage shall be 
deemed to be legitimate.” 

I move after “lunacy” to insert, “or on any 
other account.”’ 

Mr. BROWN. There can be no earthly ob- 
jection to that, except that it sends the bill back 
to the House of Representatives, and I would pre- 
fer that it should not be put in on that account. 

Mr, HAMLIN. I ask the attention of my 
friend from Texas for a moment. It is a very 
late hour of the session. The committee agreed 
to this billas it was, and Ido notthink the amend- 
ment is a very material onc. There is now no 
Jaw in this District in relation to divorce. I think 
this bill a very well guarded one, and I hope the 
Senator will not press his amendment, and thus 
hazard it. A 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I withdraw the amend- 
ment, though I think it material, rather than have 
the bill lost. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to take up the legis- 
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| know what they 


lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 
I want to ask for a conference on it. 

The motion was agreed tọ; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the action of the House of Rep- 
rescntatives upon the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 339) making appropriations 
forthelegislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1861. 

Mr. HUNTER.. I move that we insist upon 
our amendments te which the House has disa- 
greed, and ask for a committee of conference. 

Mr. FITCH. Ido not know that it is neces- 
sary; but I should like, if it is; to have the Sen- 
ator carry his motion still further, and move to 
non-concur in the House amendments to our 
amendments. 

Mr. HUNTER. Of course, that is includedin 
my motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to have amend- 
ments in which the House refased to concur, and 
which it is proposed that we insist upon, read, 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosterin 
the chair.) The reading of the amendments in 
which the House has non-concurred is asked for. 
They will be read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that there ean be no 
particular object in reading the amendments in 
which the House has non-concurred, because we 
have already passed upon them; but | think we 
ought to know what are the amendments which 
the House has amended; and if the Senator from 
Rhode Island will allow that, Lask that the amend- 
ments of the House to such of our amendments 
as they have amended be read, so that we may 
are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island waive his call ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I withdraw it. Let the 
House amendments to our amendments be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments of the Senate to which the House of Rep- 
renenintives have proposed amendments, will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the seventh amendment of 
the Senate, which was in the clause— 

For compensation of the Superintendent of the Publie 
Printing, and the clerks and messenger in his office, 
$11,514, . 
to strike out * $11,514,” and insert: 


Nine thousand seven hundred and fourteen dollars; and 
that hereafter the Superintendent of Public Printing shall 
a be allowed to employ more than three clerks in his 
oet. 

The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to this amendment is to add toit the follow- 
ing clause: 

And it is hereby provided, That all extra documents or- 
dered to be printed by the House of Representatives during 
this Congress, not already executed, shall be printed by the 
House Printer; but that nothing shall be allowed for com- 
position when the same document has been first ordered 
to be printed by the Senate: And provided further, That 
this proviso shall not be so construed as to authorize pay- 
ment for printing said documents to be made to any other 
than the Printer elected by the House 5 and when the print- 
ing, or any part thereof, has been assigned or transferred, 
no payment shall be made. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in this amendment made by the 
House of Representatives to the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. The effect of that amend- 
ment, as I understand it, isto take away from the 
Printer of the Senate the right which he has, un- 


| derthe law, to printthe documents of both Houses 


where they. have been ordered first in the Senate. 
I think that is the effect of it. 
Mr, FITCH. The effect of the amendment, if 


| adopted, will be a partial repeal of the law of the 


last session providing that all numbers of an 

document ordered by both Houses shall be printed 
by the Printer of the House first ordering the 
same. Itis wrong. It is for the advantage of 
the House Printer; it is not reciprocal. Ido not 


i believe that even the opposite side would desire 


such a one-sided amendment as this to be adopted. 
The House offer an amendment to the Senate 
amendment which gives to the House Printer 
certain advantages, and they refuse to make those 
advantages reciprocal. The law, as itstands, was 
adopted after deliberation on the part of the Sen- 
ate. It is right and proper as Jong as the presen: 
system exists; and. I trust it will not be interfered 
with, except in regard to the prices of printing. 


1860. 


House amendment provides that the expense 
shall be no greater; that there shall be no pay for 
double composition. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is very true that by law it 
was provided that where one House had ordered 
a document to be printed, and the other subse- 
quently ordered that document to be printed, it 
should be printed by the Printer of the body 
which first made the order. What was the ob- 
ject of it? It was simply to save composition— 
that is all; no more, no less. Now, the House 
Printer has very little work to do, and a very 
large number of documents has been ordered to 
be printed by the House, and can be done in a 
much earlier period of time if he is allowed to do 
them. How? Without charging composition; 
thus obviating the reason which led to the law. 
I can see no objection to it. It is but giving each 
branch its own printing, without adding one mill 
to the cost. 

Mr. BIGLER. This is a very plain case. As 
the law now stands, the Printer of the House 
first making an order, is entitled to all subsequent 
orders. The Senate having first ordered the print- 
ing of the Patent Office report, the order made 
by the House goes to the Printer of the Senate 
under that law. That is intended to avoid the 
expense.of double composition. We made the 
order in the early part of the session. The Printer 
to the Senate has gone to the necessary expense, 
as I understand, of preparing the stereotype plates 
for the report, expecting of course that, under 
the law as it stands, he would get the order for 
the other House, whatever it might be. admit 
that the expense will be precisely the same under 
this proposition, and the only question is, whether 
the Printer of the Senate, who is entitled to the 
press-work under the law, shall be deprived of it, 
and it given to the Printer of the House. It is 
provided in the amendment, it is true, that nothing 
shall be allowed for composition; but, according 
to the law as it stands, and the universal custom 
here, the Printer of the Senate is entitled to the 
press-work on the order of the House. He is 
allowed no compensation for composition by this 

, amendment; and it is simply a question whether 
the Printer of the Senate, under the laweas it 
stands, shall have this work to which he is enti- 
tled by the Jaw, or whether it shall be taken from 
him and given to the Printer of the House? That 
is the whole question. I hope, sir, that no such 
change will be made in the order of business. I 
would not vote to take from the Printer of the 
House any work to which he is entitled under 
the law, and I think we had better adhere to the 
law as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the 
duty of the Chair to announce a special order, 
which was fixed for to-day at half past eleven 
o’clock, and which has been inadvertently passed 
over. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihope we shall go on and settle 
this bill. Let us get it to a committee of confer- 
ence. Let us postpone the special order for the 
purpose of considering it. ; 

Mr. LATHAM. If this bill will occupy no 
time, I certainly shall not object tothe completion 
of it at this moment; but at twelve o’clock there 
will be another special order, and I am veryanx- 
ious to have the subject of the overland mails dis- 
posed of to-day. 2 
while; and I think this body owes it to itself to 
take final action upon it; and I hope it will be 
disposed of to-day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us vote on these 
amendments. I think there will be no discussion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the spe- 
cial order, so as to go on with the appropriation 
pill. 


Mr. GWIN. [call for the yeas and nays. If | 


the overland mail bill be laid aside now, we may 
never get it up again. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bright, Chesnut, Clark, Dixon, 


Fessenden, Foster, Green, Hamlin, Hunter, Johnson of j 
Tennessee, King, Mallory, Nicholson, Seward, Simmons, || 


Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wiefall, and Wilson—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Doolittle, Durkee, Gwin, Hale, 
Hemphill, Iverson, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Powell, Rice, 
Slidell, Wilkinson, and Yulee—15. 


So the special order was postponed. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I think we had better not 


It has been delayed for a long | 


i 
i 
i 


| the Printer of the Senate, as to who shall hav: 


| hundred thousand copies of the Patent Office re- 


į almost geometrical progression with the number | 


squabble between the Printer of the House and 


plunder that neither of them ought to have, 
is only another illustration of the inefficiengy of 
the present system, and that the prices arp‘alto- 
gether too high. I think we had better lea com- 
mittee of conference settle the matter. 
Mr. SLIDELL. This is a more fmportant 
matter than it appears on the surface to be. Three | 


port have been ordered by the House; about four- 
teen hundred, I believe, for cach member, and 
the profits on printing them will be very large. 
The profits on printing documents advance in 


of copies printed. Thisisan attempt to abrogate | 
the law regulating the public printing in favor of | 
the Printer of the House, probably to carry out 
an understanding that was implied, if not ex- | 
pressed, that one half of the profits of the public | 
printing should go for the electioncering fund of 
the Republican party. Now, sir, this is a viola- | 
tion of the contract. The public printing is reg- | 
ulated by law. The Printer of the Senate has | 
been elected under thatlaw. He is entitled toall | 
theemolumentsthatthatlaw, unless partially abro- | 
gated, would confer uponhim. Hecertainly would į 
have a right to call upon Congress to compensate 
him for the damages he would sustain by the 
taking away of this portion of his legitimate busi- | 
ness. I wish Democratic Senators, at any rate, | 
to understand what is the precise object that is ! 
intended to be effected by thisamendment. I have 
nothing more to say on the subject. 

Mr. FITCEI. I merely desire to call attention 
to an error into which the Senator from Maine 
appears to have fallen, that the publication of the | 
reports would not be delayed. ft is an error, and | 
every Senator will so understand on reflection, be- | 


cause the reports are alredy in press; they are | 
stereotyped by the Senate Printer, the work hav- {| 
ing been first ordered by us, and of course, if they |) 
are to be stereotyped by the other Printer and | 
put to press by him, delay will be occasioned. || 

Again, he said the ELouse Printer had very little | 
work. I venture the assertion, and I think the 
facts will bear me out, that he has more work i] 
under the law as itstands than the Senate Printer, |} 
and in addition to that amount this amendment ; 
proposes to give him the work pertaining to the | 
Bonate Printer. Itis exceedingly unfair, and I 
do not believe the House saw fully the effect of 
it at thetime it was adopted. If it was reciprocal, 
there would be Jess objection to it, though then |; 
it would lead to confusion. As itis, it is wholly 
one-sided, and I cannot think that any fair-minded | 
man desires to see it become the law. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know anything about | 
this matter, and F care less; but I want to suggest 
to the Senator from Indiana whether the inser- į 
tion of the word ‘hereafter’? would not obviate | 
the difficulty he suggests. 

Mr. FITCH. ‘Ordered hereafter?” 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. FITCH. It would, to a very great cx- 
tent; and with an additional amendment, making 
it reciprocal, Ido not know that I should have 
any objection to it. There is, however, an objec- 
tion to any change in the present law, which, per- 
haps, itis worth while for Senators to take into | 


Congress, ; 
Senate going out on one 4th of March were Whigs, | 


d elected Gales & Seaton for their Printér sbut: 
when the next Senate came together, there wasar . 
majority who were not Whigs, and they. disré:. 
garded entirely the action-of their predecessors,’ 
and elected another Printer. I do not know 
whether there was any claim for damages. in that: 
case, or whether they were ever paid. eg 

Mr. SLIDELL. There was'a claim, and it 
was paid. r eh aes 

Mr. FITCH. There is nothing new in the law: 
of the last session which this amendment proposes: 
to repeal. It was a mere adoption of a provision 
in the original law of 1852—a provision, however, 
which, at the instigation of the Printers, was sub- 
sequently ‘repealed. by Congress. They will be 
forever asking for these changes in the law unless 
we adhere to it as it is, and let them understand 
that we are not to consult their interests, but our 
own. 

Mr. KING. The Senate, I think, has passed; 
a joint resolution or bill reducing the prices of 
printing for the present Congress twenty-five per 
cent., and I believe the House of Representatives: 
has passed one reducing them forty per cent.; so 
that the judgment of each House has thus been 
expressed as to the present prices of printing. I 
therefore move, asa proviso to this amendment 
of the House: 

Provided further, That the prices of printing for the pres- 
ent Congress be twenty-five per cent. less than the prices 
now fixed by law. i 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator from New York 
will defeatthe object he has in view by this amend- 
ment. As he says, we passed a bill reducing the 
prices twenty-five per cent. The other Housedid 
notsce proper toadopt that, oreven toamend it, but 
have sent an original bill to the Senate, reducing 
the prices prospectively forty per cent. Our bill 
reduced them retrospectively, from the commence- 
ment of the session. The Senator will best reach 
the object by a vote on the House bill, which has 
been on my desk for three or four days, with a 
direction on the part of the committee to report 
it, and it will be reported at the first occasion; and 
the Senator from New York can reach his object 
by aiding the passage of that bill, . 

Mr. HUNTER. I rise to a question of order. 
The proposition before us is an amendment to an 
amendment. Can it be further amended? -It isa 
House amendment to our amendment. 

Mr. KING. Ihave a word tosay, but will first 
let the Chair decide the question of order. [think 
the House amendment can be amended. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer.) 
An amendment coming from the House of Rep- 
resentatives is subject to the general law, and, in 
the opinion of the Chair, may be amended. 

Mr. KING. I move the amendment. The 
proposition adopted to reduce the prices, unless 
it be agreed to in some mode by both Houses, 
of course, will have no effect at all, although the 
judgment of cach House has been separately. ex- 
pressed. My object is to give effect to what is 
the judgment of both Houses in this matters and 
if it reecives the assent of both Houses in some 
single proposition, of course, that will be the 
effect. > 

Mr. FITCH. As I remarked to the Senator, 
and as } think he will perceive in a moment, he 
will defeat his object by his present proposition. 
I understand what his object is, as he has just 
asserted it; but if he makes this provision as an 
amendment to this bill, it necessari y goes back 
to the House of Representatives, and finally to a 


| joint committee of conference, and will very prob- 
i| ably fail; but if we take up the House joint reso 
lf lution, reducing the prices forty per cent., and 
it pass that, it becomes the law at once; and that, 

as I have already informed the Senator, is onmy 
4) desk, only waiting an opportunity to be reported. 


Mr. KUNG. Itis very near the close of the 
session, and there is considerable apprehension, 
in my judgment, that that joint resolution may 
not be acted on. Iam willing to act on it. The 
Senate has passed a joint resolution making a 
reduction retrospectively, going back to the be- 
ginning of the present Congress. Ry the contracts 


| made with the Printers when they were elected, 
y 


they took their places subject to such reduction 
as We might make. I think twenty-five per cent, 
is a just and reasonable reduction; and I am my- 
self in favor of that. 

Mr.BIGLER. The amendment suggested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire would obviate 
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the objection, so far as it affects the order recentl 
made by ‘the House of Representatives; but it 
does hot affect the objection, which | think should 
be' general, to ever initiating any such proposition 
as this. The law as itis settles this question 
clearly and distinctly; and Ict the Printers take 
: their course under the law. It will be readily 
perceived that if this species of legislation be 
commenced by the House of Representatives or 
the Senate, it will be followed up somewhat in the 
spirit of retaliation; and if the House undertake 
to:take from the Printer of the Senate what he is 
entitled to underthclaw, must they not expect that 
the Senate will be induced to take a similar course 
in regard tothe Printer of the House? [hope we 
shall not entertain this proposition in any shape 
whatever. I would therefore suggest to the Sen- 
ator from New York, that if he offers his amend- 
ment to this amendment—and at this point I beg 
to say that I differ from the decision of the Chair; 
but thatis not important—he will necessarily lose 
his own amendment, beeause the Senate, I take 
it, will non-concur in the House amendment. If 
the Senator from New York offers his amend- 
ment, and it be adopted, then the next question 
will be on agreeing to the House amendment, as 
thus amended; and the Senate refusing to agree 
to the amendment as amended, the Senator loses 
his amendment entirely. I hope he will with- 
draw it for that reason. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we are losing time 
on avery small matter. Ido not think it is of 
any consequence who does this printing; and I 
am not for having any squabble about it. [would 
as soon one of the Printers did it as another. I 
think, therefore, the shortest disposition we can 
make of the matter is the best. But lam for the 
proposition of the Senator from New York, to 
reduce the prices of the public printing, because 
by that the public gains something; and, in this 
connection, 1 desire to ask one question, If we 
do not do it on this bill, the Senator from Indiana 
tells us he hasa bill on his table to reduce the 
prices of printing forty per cent. I wantto know 
whether, in his opinion, we are justified in mak- 
ing so large a reduction. I understood him, ona 
former occasion, to say that twenty-five per cent. 
was as great a reduction as he thought would be 
proper. Now, if we cannot concur in the House 
proposition of forty per cent, we shall have to 
amend it, and adopt our original proposition of 
twenty-five per cent., and it will go back and 
propa ly be loat, If that is so, I think it would 

é better, in some shape, to put the reduction on 
the appropriation bill. As to who does this print- 
ing, I care not; but when you come to the ques- 
tion of reducing the prices which we have been 
paying, the exorbitant prices for public printing, 
the profits of which have gone for party purposes, 
f think the public have an interest in it; and I 
hopewe shall accomplish that object in some way. 
If the Senator from Indiana intends to recom- 
mend the House bill as it is, reducing the prices 
forty per cent., I should be satisfied to dispose of 
this matter in a moment, and take up that bill 
and pass it as itis; but if he is going to amend 
that bill, F fear it will be lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the duty 
of the Chair to announce the fact that the morning 
hour having expired, the unfinished business of 
yesterday 18 before the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders and continue the consideration of this ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. We can get through with 
this matter, I think, in a short time. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. l want to make a suggestion 
to my friend from New York. Here is the prop- 
osition from the House. . {t is a dispute about 

rinting. 
in. this body. Then it is gone. Now, suppose 
the Senator from New York amends it by adding 


his: proviso: that goes along with the main prop- | 


osition, and it fails. I suggest, therefore, to th 


Senator from New York, that instead of pressing | 
it'in this form, he. move to add it as a separate 


section. "Then when we come to vote upon it the 
Senate will negative, perhaps, the proposition of 
the House, and agree to that of the Senator from 
New York, who will thus get what he wants. 
Mr. SLIDELL. Lhope the Senator from New 
York wil accept that suggestion; I will go with 
him very cheerfully in the reduction of the prices 


Nobody doubts thatit will be negatived | 


for two or three days, to report back the House 


of printing if he will make a‘proper motion to that 
effect, which he can do by substituting what he 
proposes for this amendment of the House. I 
would cheerfully vote that. a: 

Mr. KING. My object is to accomplish an 
agreement on the part of the two Houses to make 
this reduction. entlemen tell me that I shall 
fail in mygobject if 1 move it to this amendment. 
That is upon the presumption that this amend- 
ment from the House is to be lost. That is a 
matter which the vote of the Senate is to determ- 
ine, rather than the opinion of any individual; 
but if it be lost, it will then be just as competent 
for me to move this provision as a separate section 
to this bill as-it is to do so at this time, though I 
suppose there is some doubt as to whether it 
would be in order to offer an independent section 
to this bill; and on that, I ask the opinion of the 
Chair. If the suggestion which has been made 
to me is one which can be carried out in order, I 
am content to offer the proposition in that form 
if this fails. - 

Mr. FITCH. I-wish to answer the Senator 
from Illinois, who asked me, and very properly, 
for information relative to the opinion and action 
of the Committee on Printing; and I will again 
address myself to the Senator from New York, 
because of his persistence in a course which will 
defeat an object I have as much at heart as he has 
—a reduction of the prices of the public printing. 
If his proposition be adopted in the form of an 
amendment to this amendment, or even as a sep- 
arate section to this bill, it will have to go back 
to the House, and they may non-concur; then it 
fails; but as a House bill is already pending here, 
we can take up that bill, and pass it, and make 
the reduction with the assent of the Senator from 
New York. Ifhe and the other gentlemen favor- 
able to it will give the Committee on Printing an 
opportunity, for which they have been struggling 


bill, the whole matter will be disposed of at once. 

‘The Senator from Minois asks whether the 

rinting will bear the reduction proposed by the 
Fouse bill. The Senate and the Senate commit- 
tee are committed by their previous action to a 
reduction of twenty-five per cent. from the com- 
mencement of this Congress. The bill of the 
House makes a reduction of forty per cent. from 
its passage; and I think it is fully as favorable to 
the Printers as our bill. At all events, if we 
amend the bill, it falls, probably, ‘at this stage of 
the session; but if we adopt it as itis, it is the 
Jaw. And f prefer reporting it as it is, without 
any amendment, and shall do so on the very first 
occasion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am utterly disgusted 
with these attempts on the part of the House and 
the Senate to legislate for the benefit of the Print- 
er, either of one House or the other, I think it 
is a miserable squabble, and the sooner we get out 
of itthe better. 1 cannot look on this amendment 
except as a mere effort to give a certain amount 
of printing to the Printer of the House. They 
voted the printing of three hundred thousand cop- 
ies of the agricultural report of the Patent Office. 
If they did that because the works are needed for | 
distribution, they may be printed as weil by 
the Printer of the Senate as of the House; but if 
they did it merely for the purpose of giving the 
Printer of the House a job, it ought to be struck 
off; and the provision they have made here ought 
to be struck off. 

Mr. FITCH. Whatever the purposes may 
have been, that is the result preciscly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The law is very well un- 
derstood. It is all to be got rid of now, I trust, 
ina very short time. I do not look at all with 
any favor on these amendments that are made to 
appropriation bills for the sake of putting money 
in the pockets of A, B, C, or D. [tis of no con- 
sequence who prints these books, so far as the 
country is concerned, or so far as the House and 
Senate are concerned. The best way to dispose 
of this matter, in my judgment, is to disagree to 
the House amendment; let it go to a committee of | 
conference, and there be settled; and not attempt 
to amend it, as proposed by my friend from New 
York; because, by so doing, we shall only em- 
barrass the question; and L am confident, from 
what has been said, that we can get at his object 
by taking up the other bill, but by putting on this 
provision here, we shall complicate this difficulty 
that now exists between the Senate and House. | 


I think we had better take an open, bold course 
about the matter, reject the House amendment, 
and let it go to acommittee of conference, instead 
of having this long and almost interminable debate 
on the question of printing, which has grown up 
here out of place and out of season, 

Mr. FITCH. If the Senator from Maine could 
constitute the committee of conference, I should 
be perfectly willing to let it go there, for he looks 
on the. subject precisely as I do. He desires to 
consult the public interests, without looking at 
the interests of individuals, whether printers or 
otherwise. 

Mr. FESSENDEN..: [t must go to a confer- 
ence; we cannot settle it here. 

Mr. FITCH. I believe the Senator is correct. 
If the motion of the Senator from Virginia pre- 
vails, it goes there of course; but if a suggestion 
which was made,I think by the Senator from 
Illinois, that we concur in the House amendment, 
be adopted, of course it does nat go to a confer- 
ence. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to suggest to 
the Senator from Indiana, that it makes no differ- 
ence in what form we put the question, whether 
it is to concur or non-concur. It amounts to the 
same thing. 

Mr. FITCH. It makes no difference as to the 
form of the motion; but the result of the vote 
makes a material difference, for if the motion be 
to concur, and that motion be carried, there is no 
further action; the matter is disposed of. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think Ican suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana a mode by which we can ac- 
complish the object, and stop this debate. Every- 
body is in favor of the reduction The Senator 
from Indiana can show to the Senate in less than 
five minutes that the reduction of forty per cent., 
as proposed by the House, is really less than the 
twenty-five per cent. that the Senate is already 
committed to. Now, if the Senate, by unanimous 
consent, will allow the Senator from Indiana to 
report the joint resolution of the House, it will 
pass at once, and then this can fall to the ground, 
and we can dispose of this bill without any difi- 

T cannot agree to that. 


culty. 

Mr. HUNTER. I 
must insist on disposing of this bill now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We will take up the other 
immediately after we get through with this bill. 

Mr. FITCH. Perhaps the Committee on Print- 
ing can obtain general consent to report it imme- 
diately after the disposition of this bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. KING. It has been suggested that the 
amendment which I propose had better be offered 
as an original section to this bill, I would prefer 
that it be added to this amendment of the House. 
[have made the motion, and it is for the Senate 
to determine whether it shall be added here or not. 
I shall adopt the suggestion that has been made to 
me, and move that it be added as an additional 
and independent section, if it shall fail here, 

Mr. HUNTER. That is not in order. 

Mr. KING. I supposed it might not perhaps 
be in order. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think this difficulty can be 
very casily obviated. Iam not very familiar with 
the rules, but all Senators seem to appear to con- 
cur in the opinion thatthis cannot be offered as a 
distinct substantive provision; but the amendment 
of the House of Representatives may be altered 
so as to carry out the views of the Scnator from 
nea York. The amendment of the House reads 
thus: 


“ And it is hereby provided, that all extra documents or- 
dered to be printed by the House of Representatives during 
the Thirty-Sixth Congress, not already executed, shall be 
printed by the House Printer,” &e. 


Now, I would make it read: 

“That on all documents ordered to be printed by cither 
brauch of Congress daring the Thirty-Sixth Congress, 
twenty-five per cent. shall be deducted from the prices now 
established by law.” 

That certainly is an amendment which is ger- 
mane, and within the rule, and if the Clerk will 
draw it up, and put it in technical form, I shall 
offer it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, that any amendment of that 
kind ought to be reciprocal; it ought to be general, 
and apply to both Houses. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It does apply to both. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is right. 

Mr. KING. I desire to have this proposition 
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that I have made adopted; and I wish to have the 
opinion of the Chairas to the suggestions that 
have been made to me as to the mode in which it 
shall be offered. I desire to know whethera prop- 
osition to offer it as an independent section to the 
bill would be in order. I desire to adhere to the 
proposition which I have made, which is the only 
Se way of reaching itexcept, as I suppose, 

y offering it (if it fails as an additional amend- 
ment to the House amendment) as a substitute 
for it. In that mode a second vote may be taken 
onit. In any form in which it can be adopted, 
and go with this bill, and thus secure its enact- 
ment, I am content. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is the amendment Ere by the 
Senator from New York to the amendment of the 
House. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 
York did not hear the Senator from Louisiana. 
The Senator from Louisiana has made a propo- 
sition which is to alter the phraseology of the 
House amendment so as to accomplish his ob- 
ject. If we adopt that, then we have accomplished 
‘what we want to accomplish; but if we adopt the 
proposition of the Senator from New York, we 
have made an amendment to an amendment that 
probably the Senate will not agree to. Nobody 
in the Senate is for struggling as to who is to do 
this printing. We want to get rid of that; but 
we want to reduce the prices; and I understand 
that the motion of the Senator from Louisiana 
willaccomplish that. 

Mr. KING. Letmehearthatread. The Sen- 
ate can vote on this matter in less time than we 
are talking aboutit. Iask that the amendment 
aupgeated by the Senator from Louisiana be read. 

he Secretary read the proposition of Mr. Sri- 
DELL, which is to strike out all of the House 
amendment after the word * that,” where it first 
occurs, and insert: 


‘The prices of the public printing for the two Houses of | 


Congress during the present Gongress shail be twenty-five 
per centum less than the prices now allowed by law. 


Mr. KING. The indications from the Senate | 


are such that I am satisfied they will not agree to 
the proposition as L made it. Í would have pre- 
ferred that it should pass as an addition to the 


House amendment, that they might have hada | 


part of their own proposition with it, and thus, 


in my judgment, we should have been morc likely | 


to carry it; but I will waive my amendment now, 
and accede to that of the Senator from Louisiana, 
if he will include executive as well as congres- 
sional printing. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York being with- 
drawn, the question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Louisiana, as modified, which is to 


I have no sort of objection to 


strike out all of the House amendment after the | 


word “ that,” and to ifsert: 


The prices of the public printing for the two Houses of 
Congress, and of the executive printing, during the present 
Congress, shall be twenty-five per centum iess than the 
prices now allowed by law. 


Mr. FITCH. There is no objection to that | 
provision; the principle of it is correct; but the | 


amendment does not point out the manner in 


which the Superintendent shall settle with the | 


Printers; and I apprehend that, being somewhat 
crude in this respect, it will lead to difficulty. If 
any Senator chooses, on his individual responsi- 
bility, to move the House bill as an amendment, 
I shall vote for it with pleasure, though still 
strongly of the impression that the very best 
course to settle the matter finally and decisively 
is for the Senate to allow the Committee on Print- 
ing to report the House bill and to pass itat once. 
Then it does not go to any committee of confer- 
ence, nor does it go back to the House; but it is 
the law, provided always it receives the Presi- 


dent’s signature, of which I cannot entertain a | 


doubt; but this requires action elsewhere before 
it becomes a law, and if it should become a law 
in its present shape, it is a crude affair, and will 


lead to difficulty between the Superintendent and | 


the Printers. We must bear in mind that there 
are particular manners of settling the Printers’ 
accounts. The Superintendent, I doubt not, 
would endeavor to carry out this provision to the 
letter, according to the object of the law; but I 
apprehend he would find difficulty in doing it, 


| to this amendment as now offered, and then it 


; you now offer 


i have 


and perhaps involve Congress hereafter in the 
necessity of amending their own law. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move to postpone the 
farther consideration of this bill in order to take 
up the joint resolution of the House reducing the 
prices of the public printing. We can dispose of 
that in five minutes, and that will do away with 
the whole debate in which we are now engaged. 

Mr. KING. I hope the Senate will agree to do 
that. Iam free to say that a part of my reason 
for urging this matter in this bill is that we have 
reached so late a period of the session, when 
nothing has been accomplished in this matter, 
when each Housc has presented its separate prop- 
osition, the other not acting upon it, that if we 
allow afew days more to pass without concurrent 
action, nothing will be done in reference to the 

rices of printing for the present Congress; but 
if we put it in an appropriation bill, there isa 
chance of having it accomplished. Gentlemen 
have expressed their opinion as to what would be 
the result of an amendment here. I prefer the 
amendmentas I originally moved it, as an addition 
to the House amendment, which would have car- 
ried both propositions along together, In my 
opinion, however, the House will refuse to agree 


will belosi. Although at the wish and suggestion 
of everybody, pretty much, I assented to the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Louisiana, because I 
became satisfied that the Senate would not vote 
for mine, yet I believe that will fail between the 
two Houses asa substitute for the House amend- 
ment, and the whole thing will pass away with- 
out anyaction. My object is to have something 
done;and I should therefore be glad if the Senate 
would consent to this other proposition. We 
shall save time by it. 

Mr. HUNTER. How do we save time by 
that? because, when we come back, we shall still 
discuss the House amendment. [ Nol?“ No!’] 

Mr. ANTHONY. When this joint resolution 
is passed, the House amendment will be voted 
down at once, and we shall get rid of the thing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope my friend from 
Virginia, the chairman, of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, will ’@ree to this proposition, simply for 
the reason that I am satisfied we shall get rid of 
this matter in no other way. This question of 
the printing comes up in all manner of shapes and 
on all occasions, and there is no way to settle it 
but to pass that bill, of which everybody. is in 
favor. But, I take it, there is to be no debate 
about it. Still, if anybody wants to debate it, I 
hope he will say so now; because, if it is agreed 
to and understood that the reduction is to be passed 
by common consent, we may as well take it up 
and pass it at once. 

Mr. HUNTER. If itis understood that there 
is to be no debate, I will consent to lay this bill 
aside temporarily. [t Agreed !”] 

Mr. DAVIS. ` I will make the objection now 
which, I think, belongs to it; and after that, 1 
shall not want to debate it. Forty per cent. is a 
greater reduction than the Printer cao afford to do 
the work at. ‘Then we are in this condition: be- 
cause it is said we have given larger profits on the 
past work than were just, we will reduce the fu- 
ture below what is just. Then, let us suppose 
that you have reduced it so low that the Printers 
of the two Elouses cannot do the work, and will 
not adhere to it: you must make new arrange- 
ments, and you are compelled to give more than | 
to those whom you already have in | 
employment. [ think, therefore, it is unjust, and 
that the reduction should not be greater than you | 
ean get another Printer to take the work at. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved | 
and seconded that the Senate postpone the further | 
consideration of the pending bill, for the purpose | 
of taking up the House jointresolution to diminish | 
the prices of the public printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRICES OF PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the House joint resolution 
(No. 41) to reduce the price of publie printing, 
directed me to report it back without amend- 
ment. {tis the joint resolution which the Senate 
have this moment agreed, by general consent, to 
consider. 

The joint 
mittee of the Whole. 


resolution was considered as in Com- 
It proposes to reduce the 


| 
| 
| 


| It is therefore clear that, for the re 


€ ye is y * 
prices established and. allowed for composition, 
press-work, folding, stitching, and inserting maps 
and plates, by the act’ entitled “An act to. pro- 
vide for executing the public printing and estab- 
lishing the prices thereof, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved August 26, 1852, and by the 
several acts. amendatory thereof, that isto say, 
forty per centum; and for the purpose of giving 
full force and effect to this resolution, the-Super- 
intendent of the Public Printing isdirected to cause 
the accounts of the Public Printer. or. Printers to 
be made out and rendered to him, as: heretofore, 
under the provisions of the act of August 26, 
1852, (except as to the printing of the Post. Office 
blanks, which have- been. ordered by law. to be 
put out by contract to the lowest bidders) and 
before certifying the same to the Treasury for 
payment, he is to deduct from the aggregate 
amount of cach account so rendered the sum of 
forty per centum, and the residue is to bere- 
ceived by the Public Printer or Printers as fall 
compensation for the work stated in the account, 
This resolution is to take effect from its passage. 

Mr. KING. I shall vote for the passage of this 
joint resolution, and I trust it will pass the Sen- 
ate, though I would have decidedly preferred a 
reduction of twenty-five per cent. going back to 
the beginning of the Congress; for that would in- 
sure the printing during the whole Congress at 
that reduction. The provisions here made com- 
mence only at the next session; and if the contin- 
gency occurs which the Senator from Mississippi 
has suggested, and which I think possible, though 
perhaps not, that the Printers will throw up their 
contracts, and we shall have to begin again, we 
shall at Jeast have had a termination of the pres- 
ent system of printing. 

Mi. DAVIS. For the reasons which 1 have 
stated, and which I shall not repeat, E move to 
strike out “‘ forty, and insert ‘f twent -five’’ be- 
fore the words ‘ per centum,”? which I am in- 
formed is as low as anybody can afford to take 
the printing at. 

Mr. KING. [hope that no change will be made 
in this resolution, which will send it back to. the 
House. From conversations, I am satisfied that 
there is some difficulty in passing any proposition 
inwhich thetwo Houses willagree. I am satisfied 
that there is a considerable amount of opinion 
against any reduction while the present contracts 
continue, and a disposition toletthem run through; 
and a disagrcement between the two Houses will 
produce that result, and carry the present ar- 
rangement through this Congress. I perfer the 
passage of this joint resolution, even with the 
resni which the Senator from Mississippi appre- 
hends. : 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire the attention of the 
Senator from New York for a few minutes. My 
recollection is that, in the testimony before. the 
committee of which he was chairman, it appeared 
that the present Printer to the Senate had made 
an agreement with Mr, Rives to execute the work. 
I take it that agreement was a business affair, 
each endeavoring to get the best arrangement he 
could. Under that, Mr. Rives was to get sixty- 
six and two thirds, and Mr. Bowman thirty-three 
and a third per cent. The pending bill of the 
House is to reduce the prices forty percent. Now, 
I suggest, how could the Printer of the Senate, 
under that agreement, which extends through the 
whole term 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator is mistaken; this 
reduction is prospective entirely; it does not go 
back. 

Mr. BIGLER. I am not speaking of the res- 
olution, but of the agreement between Mr. Rives 
and the Printer of the Senate. It will be perceived 
at once that you reduce the prices forty per cent., 
whilst under his agreement, as reported by the 
committee of which the Senator from New York 
was chairman, there was but thirty-three anda 
third per cent. left to the Printer of the Senate. 
mainder of his 
term, under the agreement to which he is bound, 
he would be obliged to execute the work for less 
than he was getting. He would lose the differ- 
ence between thirty-three and a third and forty 
per cent. on that work. I suggest whether the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi is not 
quite as far as we can go without getting into trou- 
ble on this subject, and having the work aban- 
doned. This whole subject is new tome. Tam 
not connected with it in any way, and have no 
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knowledge of it other than that which appears on 


the -facé of the’ casd hére; but it does sccm to me |! 


that you arë putting the Printer of the Senate in 
a position where he must.absolutely lose money. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. `I hope the vote will be 
taken. ` It was understood that there was to be 
no-debate on this subject. 

Mr. KING. I will briefly answer the Senator 
from Pennsylvania: his inquiry, I think, is en- 
titled to an answer. “The 
Senate has had thirty-three and a third per cent. 
for the long session of Congress, at which much 
the largest amount of printing for the whole Con- 
gress is done; and if, by the contract, he has to 
pay seven per cent: to Mr. Rives during the re- 
mainder of ‘the’time, he will then have made, on 
his whole contract through the Congress, a very 
large sum of money. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is not the point. I am 
talking about what concerns Congress. Does the 
Senator from New York suppose that any man 
will retain the work at an expense to himself? I 
suggest that this printing will necessarily be aban- 


doned, The Senator will certainly agree that the | 


Printer of the Senate ought not to be compelled 
to do.the work at a loss. 

‘Mr. KING. The Senator will excuse me. I 
suppose it possible that it maybe abandoned, 
though I donot think it will; but if it is, we shall 
then have an end.of the present system. 

Mr. GREEN. I think we ought to legislate so 
as to do justice to men while we take care of the 
public interests. 
this contract, as we are informed, and the con- 
tractor has gone to great expense, expecting to do 
the work for the whole Congress. 


printing; for it does that. Tho reduction of forty 
per cent. will force the Senate Printer to resign, 
and the contract falls. I do not think we ought 
to touch the subject until our new bill takes effect, 
Our new bill, which has just passed the Senate and 
House of Representatives, will guard against all 
frauds, all exorbitant prices, and, I think, insure 
the public printing on terms satisfactory to all. I 
would prefer, therefore, that we should not under- 
take to break down men who have spent from fif- 
teen to twenty thousand dollars in preparing to 
do this work, who have set up this very docu- 
ment, and now have it stereotyped, ready to dis- 
patch it, and can do itina few weeks. Batif you 
cut down the price forty per cent., the Printer to 
the Senate will resign, the contractor will throw it 
up, and then how are we to get the work done? 


è are then to elect a new Printers because the | 


other law does not take effect yet. We shall have 
to elect'a new Printer; aud who will accept the 
office?) Can we find anybody? Do we know 
whether we. can find aman or not? I think we 
had better let the thing work along as smoothly 


and quietly as possible, and order as little prini- | 
ing as we can get along with to subserve the public | 


interests. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 


on theamendment of Mr. Davis and declared that | 


it appeared to be carried in the affirmative. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That throws the whole de- 
bate open upon the other bill, and we will put it 
on there, if we have votes enough, 


‘Mr. ANTHONY. [call for the yeasand nays | 


upon the amendment. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I should like, if it is com- | 
petent now, to move anamendment, providing that | 


this reduction shall embrace the printing for this 
entire Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi is suscept- 
ible of amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi if he will not consent to an alteration, 
providing that the reduction shall apply to the 
whole printing of this Congress? 

Mr. DAVIS. I am always apprehensive of 
retrospective legislation. I think the [louse were 
right in taking the position that their reduction 
should be prospective. Iam willing to reduce it 
as much as leaves a fair compensation and no 
more. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, Critten- 
den, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemp- 
hill, Johuson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mal- 


present Printer of the į 


We clected a Printer; he made | 


e wo r Now, I really | 
think it a vory great hardship to take away the | 


| 
! 
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| quence to pass this joint resolution now. 


lory, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Wigfal, 
Wilson, and Yulee—24. : 

NAY5S—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Brown, Chandler, 
Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foster, Ham- 
lin, Hunter, Iverson, King, Seward, Slidell, Sumner, 
Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinson—21. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended, and the amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the resolution, 
having received one amendment, ought now to be 


|| so amended as to make it applicable to all the 


printing of the present Congress; and I move to 
strike out the last clause of the resolution, in the 
words, ‘* this resolution shall take effect from the 
passage thereof,” and insert in lieu of it: 


The printing doue for the present Congress shall be paid 
for according to the provisions of this resolution. 


Mr. HUNTER. I agreed to lay aside the 


| appropriation bill with the understanding, as E 
| thought, that we were to decide this question at 


once without debate. It seems now that we are 
to have along series of amendments and more 
debate. I hope the Senate will agree to put the 
appropriation bill back in its position, and go on 
with that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will make that motion. 
I moved to postpone the appropriation bill for 
this, but 1 do not think it is of any sort of conse- 
We 
have passed one just like it as it now stands, and 
it is in the House. [move that we take up the 
appropriation bill again. 

Lhe motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 339) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th ofJune, 
1861, is before the Senate; and the question is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. Sispenz] to the amendmentof the 
House of Representatives to the seventh Amend- 
ment of the Senate. The amendment of fhe Sen- 
ator from Louisiana is to strike out gil of the 
amendment of the House of Representgtives after 
the word * that,” and insert: 

The prices of the public printing for the vo [ouses of 
Congress, and for the Executive Departments, during the 
present Congress, shall be twenty-five per cent. Jess than 
the prices now allowed by law. 

Mr. KING. Ibad apprehensions in the be- 
ginning that there was great doubt whether there 
was ability, on the part of those who were opposed 
to the present prices of printing, to pass an act to 
reduce those prices. It seems to me that if we 
were going about contriving how to avoid action, 
we could scarcely manage it better. Ihave yielded 
to others; but my preference is for my original 
proposition, which was to amend the House 
amendment. I suppose, as the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana is to strike out the entire 
amendment of the House, it will be in order to 


| move to amend it before striking it out, by add- 
Ping the amendment which I proposed before. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatis accord- 
ing to the rule; but the Senator withdrew his 
amendment. 

Mr. KING. Is it not in order to amend the 
House amendment before taking the question on 
striking it out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. KING. Then I propose to add the words 
which are fow offered by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana to the amendment of the House. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is in order to move to 
amend words proposed to be stricken out, but it 
is not in order to move an addition before the 
question is taken on striking out. 

Mr, KING. Before the vote is taken on strik- 
ing out, I propose to add certain words. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is not in order. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from New York 
is mistaken as to a point of fact. My motion 
does not strike out all the House amendment, but 
on the contrary amends it. 

Mr. KING. [understood the Clerk to read it 
as a proposition to strike out all the amendment. 
Let it be read again, 

Mr. SLIDELL. Let the House amendment 
be read, and then my amendment. 

The Secretary read theamendment of the House, 

Mr. KING. _Is not the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana to strike out the House 


amendment, and insertasubstitute? Now-.I make 
my motion to amend the Hause amendment be- 
fore the question shall be takén on striking itout. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New York moves to amend the amendment 
of the House, by adding at the end of it: 

Provided further, That the prices of printing for the two 
Houses of Congress, and for the Executive Departments, 
during the present Congress shall be twenty-five per centum 
less than: those now allowed by law. 

The question is on adding these words to the 
amendment of the House before the vote is taken 
upon striking out that amendment. 

Mr. KING. Another suggestion is made, to 
add ‘except the Post Office blanks, now pro- 
vided for by contract.” Tinclude these words in 
my amendment. i ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am very well per- 
suaded that nothing will be done on this bill in 
concurrence between the two Houses on this sub- 
ject. I wish, if I can be allowed now to do so, 
to enter a motion for the reconsideration of the 
vote last taken on the yeas and nays. L intend 
to change my vote whenever I have an oppor- 
tunity of doing so, and to vote against all amend- 
ments, and for the adoption of the joint resolution 
of the House. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
reconsider will be entered. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from New York, toadd 
the words he proposes to the amendment of the 
House. 

Mr. ANTHONY called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall vote against the prop- 
osition of the Senator from New York, because, 
as Í understand it, he wants to add it to the amend- 
ment of the Flouse, which provides for a different 
distribution of the printing. The effect of adding 
that to it will be, that when the Senate comes to 
vote down the other, all will be gone; but I will 
vote for the proposition of the Senator from Louis- 
iana, who proposes to gubstitute the twenty-five 
per cent. reduction for the proposition of the 
House in regard to the distribution. I will vote 
for the reduction, but not in the form in which 
the Senator from New York proposes, because 
he wants to couple it with a different mode of 
distributing the printing between the Printers of 
the two Houses. On the other hand, the Senator 
from Louisiana proposes this reduction as a sub- 
stitute for the proposition for a different distri- 
bution. 

Mr. KING. The propositions for reduction, 
thus far, have been original propositions in each 
House in which the other has not concurred; and 
we have now appended to this appropriation bill 
a proposition from the House which is favorable 
to their Printer, and coneeded to be so. That is 
their object. They say the division of the print- 
ing is unfair, About that I care nothing; it is 
a matter of no sort of importance to me which of 
the Printers does this prigting; and I would not 
take any time or trouble about that. But it was 
conceded here by gentlemen, when I yielded and 
waived my amendment to take the vote on the 


| proposition of the Senator from Indiana, that it 


was not at all likely that the House would agree 
to this amendment, if it was moved as an entiré 
substitate for theirs, rejecting their proposition in 
toto. I therefore prefer that it shall be appended 
as an amendment to theirs, and go with it, andlet 
both go together. If the Senate rejects this and 
rejects the other, I shall move to put itin a sepa- 
rate form. 1am desirous to get it in any way. 
The difficulty which it seems to me there is, is 
in procuring the assent of a majority to put it in 
any way. We postponed this bill to take up the 
bill of the Senator from Indiana, on the intima- 
tion and suggestion that that was to be adopted 
unanimously without debate. When the Senate 
came to divide, lo! and behold, a majority was 
against it; and it seems to me there is an indispo- 
sition to pass anything on the subject. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll upon 
the amendment of Mr. Kine. 

Mr. GREEN at first voted in the negative, but 
when the call of the roll was completed said: I 
ask leave to withdraw my vote. ‘This question, 
I see, appears to assume rather a party aspect, 
and I had paired off with the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Hazz,}] whom I do not see in 
his seat. It is justice to him that I should with- 
draw my vote, 


1860. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, leave will be granted to the Senator to 
withdraw his vote. j 

Leave was granted. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Hamlin, King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20. p 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, Critten- 
den, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hammond, Hemp- 
hill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—28, 

So the amendment of Mr. King was rejected; 
and the question recurred on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. SLIDELL. | i : 

Mr. HAMLIN. There isa modification which 
should be made in that amondment. It should 
except the Post Office blanks. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I accept that modification. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask that the amendment 
be read, as modified. _ 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Strike out all of the amendment of the House after the 
word “ that,” where it firstoccurs, and insert: 

The prices of the public printing for the two Houses of 
Congress, and for the Executive Departments, except the 
Post Office blanks, now provided for by contract, during the 
present Congress, shall be twenty-five per centum Jess than 
the prices now allowed by law. 

Mr. FITCH. ‘ 
the Senator from Louisiana, and other Senators, 
to the probable effect of this amendment, Which 
is right in principle but wrong in detail. “The 
Printers have drawn much of their money. There 
is no provision here for compelling them to refund 
or for withholding, from the bills they will present 
hereafter, the amount which this would reduce 
upon the bills which have been paid. There 
should be something more of detail and some- 
thing more of certainty about it, and not have this 


blow struck in the dark, similar to the one we | 


struck in relation to the Post Office blanks, with- 
out knowing its effect hereafter. 
Senator from Louisiana will have no objection to 
moving, in lieu of his amendment, the details of 
the joint resolution, which we have just had up, 


reducing the price twenty-five per cent. ‘That | 


oints out the manner in which the money is to 
e withheld on settlement of Printers’ bills. 
shall vote for it as it is; but I warn Senators 


that it will involve us in no little controversy and 


trouble, if it becomes the law. 

The amendment of Mr. Sue. was agreed to; 
and the House amendment to the Senate amend- 
ment, as thas amended, was concurred in. 

The Sceretary read the next amendment of the 
Senate, to which the House of Representatives 
had made an amendment, being the tenth amend- 
ment of the Senate. The amendment of the Sen- 
ate was: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry into 
effect the act approved the 16th of May, 1860, creating an 
additional land district in Washington ‘Territory, $8,000. 

The House amendment was to add to it; 

Provided, That the said sum shall be paid out of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of land in the said district, and not other- 
Wise. i 

The House amendment was concurred in. 

The Secretary read the twenty-sixth amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, 'That the Secretary of War be, 


and he is herebysautborized to pay, outof the unexpended | 


balance of the appropriation for the war debt of the State 


of California, made by the last section of the act approved i 


August 5, 1854, entitled “ An act making appropriation for 
the support of the Army for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1855,” any outstanding and unpaid bonds and cou- 
pons issued by said State for said war debt prior to the pas- 
sage of said act, but bearing date subsequent to the Ist day 
of January, 1854: Provided, ‘Chat no payment shall be made 
beyond the unexpended amount of said appropriation now 
remaining in the Treasury. 


The House amendment was to add, at the end | 


of this Senate amendment: 


And also that there be paid, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $22,000, 
or so much thercof as may be required, for extra compen- 
gation and salaries to the district judges of California under 
the provisions of the seventh section of the act entitled 
“ An act to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States in California, in regard to 
the survey and location of confirmed private land claims,” 
approved June, 1860. 


Mr. HUNTER. We had better concur in that. 
We put the same provision in the naval bill, yes- 
terday evening. : 


I desire to call the attention of | 


I presume the | 


I! 


The House amendment to the Senate amend- 
| ment was concurred in. : 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
| has now read all the amendments of the Senate 
which the House of Representatives have amend- 


ed. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I move that the Senate 
insist on their amendments to which the House 
has disagreed, and ask for a committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and Messrs. Hux- 
TER, Laruam, and Witson, were appointed con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I move now to take up the 
miscellaneous appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the action of the House of 
Representatives upon the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 501) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment, for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move that the Senate insist 
on its amendments to which the House has dis- 
agreed, non-concur in the amendments of the 
House to the Senate amendments, and ask fora 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. FITCH. Before the vote is taken upon 
that motion, I wish the Senate to concur in the 
House amendment to the thirty-eighth Senate 
amendment, which the Clerk can read. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator can have a sep- 
arate vote on that if he wishes. Iam willing to 
allow a separate vote on any amendment that any 
Senator may indicate. , 

Mr. FITCH. This amendment of the House 
fixes the aggregate cost of the State Papers at 
$340,000. ‘That is the original restriction which 
the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Georgia thought was repealed by our amendment. 
I did not think so, but this repetition of the re- 
striction can do no harm. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If thatis it, lam in favor ofit. 

The Secretary read the House amendment to 
the thirty-cighth amendment of the Senate, which 
was to add to it: 

Provided, That the whole amount expended in the pub- 
lication of these volumes, shal! not exceed $340,000. 

Mr. FITCH. That is the original restriction. 

The amendment of the House to the Senate 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is another amendment 
apon which I ask the Senate to vote, and I move 
a concurrence with the House. It is the House 
amendment to the Senate amendment which was 
reported by the Committee on Finance, I think, 
appropriating $500,000 to continue the Treasury 
buil@ing. The House have agreed to so much of 
the amendment as pays for what is already duc, 
and makes an appropriation of $350,000 prospect- 
ively. I think we had better close it up with that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Very well. 
i| Mr. TRUMBULL. T think the better way 
i| would be to read each amendment of the Senate 
which the House has amended. We ought to 


There may not be more than two or three. I do 
not know how many there are. 

The Secretary read the third amendment of the 
Senate, which was to insert: 


For the extension of the Treasury building, $335,263 TL; 
and to pay for the materials already delivered and to be used 
in the construction of said extension, $164,736 29, making 
$500,000. 


i 
i 
1 
| 


allof the Senate amendment, and insert in lieu ofit: 
For the extension of the Treasury building, $350,000. 


The Elouse amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Now i should like to 
know if there are any other amendments which 
have been amended by the House; and if so, I 
should like to hear them. 

Mr. TOOMBS. They can be read before the 
vote is taken on my motion, and the Senator can 
except anyone on which he wants a separate 


vole. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Sen- 
ator from Illinois call forthe reading of the amend- 


m 


ents? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Only those that the House 
has amended. I want to know what are the 
amendments of the House to our amendments. 


know what amendments the House has made. | 


The amendment of the House is, to strike out | 
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The Secretary read the first amendment of the.. 
Senate, to which the House had made an amend- 
ment. The first amendment of the Senatewas to 
strike out of the bill the cladse: = oo oon 

“ For preserving the unfinished work upon the Charles- 
ton custom-house, $5,000.77 ` Baer 

And to insert in lieu of it: 


To pay for marble already delivered at the Charleston 
custom-house, to be used in continuing the work on that: 
building, $15,000; and for continuing the construction: of: 
that building, $135,000; making $150,000, And the Secre- 
tary.of the ‘I'reasury is directed to report. to. Congress, in 
his next annual report on the finances, the amount of further 
appropriations that may be required to finish respectively 
this custom-house, and the one at New Orleans, and. the 
time necessary to complete the same; and whether any 
changes can be made consistently with the purposes for 
which the building is intended which will reduce the cost 
of completion. 

The House amendment is to substitute for the. 
Senate amendment the following clayse: ; 
For preserving the unfinished work upon the Charleston 
custom-house, $5,000 ; and to pay for the marble already - 
delivered at the Charleston custom-house, tobe used in 
continuing the work on that building, $15,000. And the 
Secretary of the Treasury is directed to report to Congress, 
in his next annual report on the finances, the amount of 
further appropriations that may be required to finish respect- 
ively this customi-house, and the one at New Orleans, and 
the time necessary to complete the same ; and whetherany 
changes can be made consistently with the purposes for _ 
which the building is intended which will reduce the cost 
of completion; and, in the mean time, no further materials 

shall be delivered for the said custom-houses. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move to non-concur in that 
amendment of the House. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Whope hot, I think itis 
a judicious reduction: eer : 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘We argued the whole ques- 
tion, and decided this very point before.’ I see no 
reason for going into the subject again, unlessnew 
light can be thrown upon it. Isuggest that, in- 
asmuch as the question has been fully discussed 
in the Senate, the Senator from Ilinois allow the 
vote to be taken, unless he has some new argu- 
ments to present. I suppose the vote will be as 
before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will not take any time 
about it. The character of the amendment is 
somewhat changed. The House originally pro- 
pence to spproprinte $5,000 to take care.of the 

uilding. Now they have made an appropriation 
to pay for what marble has been delivered—some 
fifteen thousand dollars, if I heard the amendment 
read correctly—and they have also added a pro- 
vision requiring the proper Department to report 
what can be done hereafter. i Per 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘That is in the original. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Notin the House original. 
We put that on in the Senate. They have per- 
haps altered the phraseology somewhat; but itis 
substantially in that respect the same provision 
as we made. I think we had better take it as the 
House have adopted it. I am willing to have the 
vote taken; I do not want to occupy time. 

The House amendment was non-concurred in, 


The Secretary read the second amendment of 
the Senate, which was to strike out the clause: 


« For preserving: the unfinished work upon the New 
Orleans custom-house, $5,000.” 

And to insert in lieu of it: 

To pay for marble already delivered at the New Orleans 
custom-bouse, to be used in continuing the work on that 
building, $25,000, and for continuing the- construction of 
that building, $280,000, making $305,000. 

The House amendment is to strike out all ot 
the Senate amendment, and substitute for it: 

For preserving the unfinished work upon the New Or- 
leans custom-house, $5,000, and to pay for marble already 
delivered at the New Orleans custom-house, to be used in 
continuing the work on that building, $25,000, and in tne 
mean time no further material shall be delivered for the said 


|; eustom-house. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I move that we non-concur 


in that amendment. i 
The House amendment was non-coneurred in. 
The Secretary read the sixth amendment of the 

Senate, which was to insert: 

For the prosecution of the work on the Capitol exten- 

sion, during the fiseal year ending the 30th of June, 1861, 

the sum of $300,000. ` 


The amendment of the House is to add to it: 


Provided, That none of the money hereby appropriated 
shall be expended in the decoration and embellisiiment of: 
the Capitol extension by sculpture or painting, or other 
works of illustrated art, unless the designs for the same 
shall have been approved by the art commission, ap- 
pointed by the President May 15, 1859, in pursuance of acts 
of Congress of Sune 12, 1858, and March 3, 1859; but this 
proviso shall not be so construed as to interfere with the 
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coinpletion-and payment for works already begun by Craw- 
ford and Rogers. : E i i 

Mr TOOMBS. I move to non-concur in that. 

- The House amendment was non-concurred in. 


"The Secretary read the seventh amendment of 
the Senate, which was to insert: 

To enable the superintendent of the Capitol extension to 
purchase from Rice & Heebner thirty-four monolithic col- 
umns; at the price specified in their supplemental contract 
of, Marelt 30, 1854, the marble for said columns to be ap- 
proved by said superintendent, the sum. of $47,600: Pro- 
vided, That‘no part of the sum appropriated for the prosc- 
eutiow of the work shall he applied to the purchase of 
marble. columns. 

The House amendment.is to add: 


And provided further, That the material of said columns 
shall be American marble. 


Mr. GREEN. While I am in favor of the 
amendment of the House, I move that the Senate 
non-concur, because I think a committee of con- 
ference can put the whole of itin a better shape 
than it now is. The Senate amendment, I think, 
isvery objectionable; and I want a means of reach- 
ing it, so as to put it in a shape that will be sat- 
isfactory to all. Ido not like this way of Con- 

ress making contracts; yet the Senate putin the 

il an.amendment:for two individuals. Though 
the House has improved it, and so far as the mere 
abstract question Is concerned, I would vote for 
the House amendment, because it confines it to 
domestic marble, marble of our own country, 
which I think right; because we have a good ma- 
terial, and we can supply the wants and make as 
beautiful a building here as with Parian marble or 
Italian marble; yet we cannot reach the Senate 
amendment without disagreeing to the House 
amendment. Therefore I hope we shall disagree 
to the House amendment; although, if you de- 
termine to stand by the original Senate amend- 
ment, I would vote for the House amendment toit. 

The House amendment was non-concurred in 
—ayes twenty-seven, noes not counted. 

he Seeretary read the thirticth amendment of 
the Senate; which was to insert: 

For the survey of the eastern boundary of California, in 
ursuance of a law passed during the present session of 
Jongress for that purpose, $55,000. 

The House amendment is to add to the Senate 

amendment: 

And for the repair of the capitol building in Nebraska, 
$5,000. 

Mr. GREEN. I move that the Senate non- 
concur in that. The subject of the Nebraska 
public buildings was before us, and we voted 
down the provision. 

The Flouse amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Secretary read the thirty-fifth amendment 
of the Senate; which was to add to the bill, as 
an additional section : 

And be it further enacted, Thatthe second section of the 
“Act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
anljudicial expenses of the Govenmnent for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1860,” approved the 3d of March, 1859, 
shall be, and the same is hereby, repealed, 

The House amendment is to add: 

And that from and after the 30th of June, 1860, the coin- 
age of cents shall cease. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I movea non-concurrence. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [hope the House amend- 
ment will be concurred in. g 

Mr. TOOMBS. The evil has been that the 
Mint has been compelled to exchange the cents 
for the old Spanish silver at its nominal value. 
By simply repealing the section which the Senate 
proposed to repeal, we leave the discretion with 
the Mint to issue the coin according to the public 
wants. This amendment of the House was put 
in because the House knew nothing about the 
question. 

Mr. CAMERON, IJ find that the prevention 
of that coinage will do great injury to a large in- 
terest in this country. It interferes with the 
penny press. I have hada number of letters, 
since the amendment was agreed to by the Sen- 
ate, saying that it will destroy the business of 
printing penny newspapers. ‘Therefore I am de- 


strous of leaving it where it was before, and I 


am for striking out the provision. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to amend the House 
amendment by adding: 

And also the coinage of three-eent pieces and three-dol- 
lar gold pieces, 

They are both odd coins, and, I think, create | 
great confusion In our commercial transactions. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I hope that so important a 


| our amendments having been disposed of, I 


i 


matter to the currency of this country is not going 
to be regulated in this way. Two years ago there 
was a want of cents,.a very general call for them 
in the northern cities. I never saw one of them 
circulating as money in my life until I came here. 
Possibly they may be used in some of our cities, 
but I live in the country. There was, as I say,a 
few ycars ago, in the northern cities, a great de- 
mand for them, and there was a provision adopted 
that we should exchange old silver at its nominal 
value for cents. There was great profit in this, 
for some of the silver was depreciated ten, or fif- 
teen, or twenty percent. Persons brought it to 
the Mint and the Mint was compelled to take it at 
its nominal and not its real value, in exchange for 
cents. This has made a great multiplication of 
the latter coin. You have thrown cents on the 
market to a greater extent than is required by the 
wants of the people who use them. There were 
many petitions before our committee on the sub- 
ject, and we thought the remedy was to takeaway 
the premium upon turning old silver into cents, 


and leave the matter where it was under the law; | 


and thus the Mint will go on and put out cents as 
fast as the people want them, according to the legit- 
imate wants of trade, but not to give abounty. By 
the rejection of this amendment of the House, the 
law will stand there, and that is where it ought to 
stand. Then only as many cents will be put out 
as people come to the Mint and say they want. 
They will have to pay the full value for them. 
They will have to pay in gold and silver to get 
them at the Mint. We take away the premium, 
to induce them to throw them on the trade of the 
country faster than the trade wants them. There- 
fore, the House amendment is wrong. 

Mr. GREEN. I think, with the Senator from 
Georgia, it is all wrong to undertake to regulate 
the coinage on this bill; but if you do commence 
it, I want to do what is right in our judgment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will dis- 
agree to the House amendment; and then I hope 
the Senator from Missouri will let the matter 
stand. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; if the Senate will 
disagree to the House amendment, I shall with- 
draw mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qüestion 
ison the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri to the amendment of the House. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Georgia, 
that the Senate non-coneur in the amendment of, 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. The House amendments to 
ow 
move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
which the House have disagreed, and ask fora 
conference on the disagrecing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Toomes, 
Mr. Bricar, and Mr, Prssenpen, were appointed 
the committee of conference on the part of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS subsequently said: I desire to 
make a motion to reconsider a vote upon the mis- 
cellaneous appropriation bill, which passed a 
short time ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a priv- 
ileged motion, and the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate concurred in the House 
amendment reducing the appropriation for the 
Treasury extension. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest that the vote by 
which the bill passed must first be reconsidered, 
in order to get at that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I voted under a mistake. I 
want to reconsider that, and non-concur in the 
House amendment, and let it all go to the com- 
mittee on conference. It seems to me that can be 
readily done. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
If it be done, I do not 
know when we shall get through with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HUNTER. The bill has passed; and in 
order to reach ihe amendment, we must recon- 
sider the vote passing the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


I should dislike very much | 
jį to sce this bill reopened. 


H 


thinks that a motion to reconsider a vote of the 
Senate concurring in an amendment made by 
the House to a Senate amendment, is in order. 
That is the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. HUNTER. I beg pardon; the bill was 
passed before, and the question is upon an amend- 
ment of the House to it. At any rate, the vote 
sending it toa conference must first be reconsid- 
ered before the amendment can be reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia is correct. The bill having gone 
to a committee of conference, that vote must be 
reconsidered before the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island can be entertained. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move, then, to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was sent to a commit- 
tee of conference. [‘*Oh, no.’’] 1 withdraw the 
motion, as the Senate seems to be opposed to it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE JIOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Foryey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 30) 
for the relief of Sheldon McKnight, with an 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 206) for the relief of 
Emilie G. Jones, executrix of Thomas P. Jones, 
deceas¢d, and Nancy M. Johnson, administratrix 
of Walter R. Johnson, deceased. 

CALIFORNIA OVERLAND MAIL. 

Mr. YULEE. There isa bill upon which we 
adjourned yesterday evening, which now comes 
up in regular order as unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished 
business of yesterday is in order. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move to postpone all pre- 
vious orders and proceed to the consideration of 
House bill No. 304, relating to overland mails to 
California. Yesterday the Senate put this bill 
down for half past eleven o’clock to*day, as a 
special order. It was then put aside for the pur- 
pe of finishing one of the general appropriation 

ills. Now, this proposition is of quite as much 
importance as the one to which the Senator from 
Florida refers. After the 30th day of this month 
the contract for carrying the mail to California 
over one of the principal routes expires, and legis- 
lation is absolutely essential. Congress is on the 
eve of an adjournment. Itis absolutely essential 
that there shall be discussion upon this project, 
because I apprehend there is a contrariety of 
views as to the proper policy which should be 
pursued. The Post Office deficiency bill can lie 
over atleast until to-morrow. It hag not been 
before this body for several days, and a delay of 
one day more certainly will not cause it any par- 
ticular injury. 

Mr. YULEE. The Post Office deficiency bill, 
as it is styled, although it is the regular appropri- 
ation bill for 1860, is pending between the two 
Houses upon a disagreement between them onan 
important provision which it contained, as it ori- 
ginally came to the Senate, and in which the Sen- 
ate did not concur. There have been two commit- 
tees of conference. J am yet in hopes that there 
may be some agreement between the two Houses. 
I am solicitous that we should have the action of 
the Senate upon it at as early a date as possible, 
and I would prefer it now. I think it will not 
probably require the consumption of much time, 
and we shall not be much in the way of the meas- 
ure proposed by the Senator from California, 
and about which he is very properly anxious. I 
think it not at all unlikely that upon another 
conference the two Houses may be able to ap- 
proach an agreement, if not to succeed in one, on 
the Post Office bill. I am prepared to concede 
something, I think to concede more than we can 
properly concede, to the wishes of the House. 

hope, therefore, that the bill will’be taken up, 
and that we shall endeavor, if possible, to dis- 
pose of it. This bill out of the way, and one or 
two appropriation bills that are still pending on 
disagreements between the two Houses, and we 
shall be able to adjourn, and £ hope to adjourn 
at an earlier day even than Monday; but it is 
important that we should get this bill out of the 
way, in order that I may know when I ought to 
bring up the post route bill; because I propose to 
put upon the post route bill amendments which 
may or may not-be necessary, according to the 
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conclusions to which the two Houses may come 
respecting this bill, It is therefore desirable that 
we should act upon it now. 

Mr. LATHAM. The Senator has stated the 
very reason why I am anxious that the overland 
mail bill should be considered., The very mo- 
ment the committees of conference dispose of the 
general appropriation bills, an adjournment will 
be urged, and the result will be that a measure so 
important as the one to which I want the atten- 
tion of the Senate to be called will be passed over 


to the next session, and accordingly a serious in- | 


jury will be done to the constituency that I have 
the honor to represent here. I call for the yeas 
and nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 17; as follows. 

YEAS—Mcessrs. Bigler, Bright, Chesnut, Doolittle, Dur- 
kec, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Iver- 
son, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Rice, Sew- 
ard, Trumbull, and Wilkinson—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Clark, Crittenden, Fessen- 
den, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, 
Pearce, Powell, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Toombs, Wade, Wig- 
fall, Wilson, and Yulce—17. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 304) inviting 

roposals for carrying the entire mail between 
the Atlantic and Pacific States on one line; the 
question pending being on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Larnam as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. HALE. I desire to ask the honorable 
Senator who moved this amendment one or two 
questions. I wish to ask whether, in his opin- 
ion, the service provided for in the first section 
of his amendment can be obtained for the sum 
named therein? 

Mr. LATHAM. I have been so assured. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator if it is his pres- 
ent opinion that it can be so obtained ? 

Mr. LATHAM. I think it can. In fact, I 
have no doubt about it as long as the printed mat- 
ter is not put upon the route. I desire, however, 
to offer one or two amendments to my amend- 
ment. I move, on page 2 of the amendment, sec- 
tion three, line three, to strike out “twenty-one,” 
and insert “ twenty-two;”’ and at the end of the 
section, after the word “law,” to insert ‘ or at 
the expiration of two years.” Then on page 3, 
section five, line eleven, ‘one hundred”’ should 
be “ninety.” On page 4, at the end of the sev- 
enth section, after the word ‘ cents,” I propose 
to add, “for each single letter not exceeding half 
an ounce in weight.” 

Mr. GWIN. I suggest to my colleague that 
the first section of his amendment provides that 
the time for the line from Placerville to St. Joseph 
shall be eighteen days. He had better say nine- 
teendays, to correspond with the time on the other 
routes. Otherwise, that being the shortest route, 
all the letters might go over It. 

Mr. LATHAM, I willalter that provision in 
the first section, by striking out ‘‘ eighteen” and 
inserting “ nineteen.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modifica- | 


tion proposed by the Senator from California to 
his own amendment will be made. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to add, at the end of 
the sixteenth line of the first section: 


With a branch from Kansas City, in the State of Mis- 
souri, connecting with the main line at such point west as 
the Postmaster Gencral shall select as most appropriate, 
for which a reasonable compensation shall be paid by the 


Postmaster General. 


Mr. LATHAM. 1 accept that. 

The amendment of Mr. Latuam, as modified, 
is as follows: to strike out all after the word 
“that,” in the amendment of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and insert: 


That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to contract with the contractors on 
route +8911, between St. Joseph, Missouri, and Great Salt 
Lake City, and route *12801, between Great Salt Lake 
City and Placerville, California, for the conveyance of 
the United States mails on which letter postage is paid 
between St. Joseph, Missouri, and Placerville, Califor- 
nia, in nineteen days’ time, along such intermediate route 
as the contractors may select: Pravided, The service can 
be obtained tri-weekly at a compensation not to exceed 
$409,000 per annum, the mail to be carried in four-horse 
coaches or spring wagons, and the contractors to supply 
intermediate oflices along the route with the entire mail 
without additional compensation, with a branch from Kan- 
gas City, in the State of Missouri, connecting with the main 
line at such point west as the Postmaster General shall se- 


| Congress ought to perform its part. 


| itis, going down from St. Louis southwesterly, 


| there is to be an overland mail route, commenc- 


lect as most appropriate, for which a reasonable compen- 
sation shall be paid by the Postmaster General. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized to agree with the contractors 
on route *12578, from St. Louis to San Francisco, for such 
modification of their contract so as to carry the mail from 
Vicksburg or New Orleans, on the Mississippi, instead of 
St. Louis, and to provide for tri-weekly service in twenty 
days? time, and ihe supplying of intermediate offices on the 
route with the entire mails, without additional cost to the 
Government. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized to contract for transportation, 
in twenty-two days, of a steamer mail, including all the 
printed matter and franked documents, between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific States, by steamships, by the nearest and 
most expeditious route, ata cost not exceeding $400,000 per 
annum, three times a month, and such contract to end upon 
the repeal by Congress of the present franking law, or at 
the expiration of two years. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That upon the repeal 
by Congress of the present franking Jaw, the entire mail 
matter shall be carried overland upon rontes *8911, *12801, 
and *12578, named in this bill, or at the option of the con- 
tractors on said routes, by steamers, in twenty-five days’ 
time, and not less than twice.a month, without additional 
cost to the Government. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and be is hereby, authorized and directed to 
modify the contract with the contractors now performing 
service on routes *12540, *12543, and *12535, so as to pro- 
vide for the conveyance of the United States mails in four- 
horse coaches, six times a week, at a schedule of seven 
days, from April 1, to December 1, and fourteen days the 
remainder of the year, from Sacramento City, via Yreka, 
Jacksonville, Roseburg, Oakland, Eugene City, Corvallis, 
and Salem, to Portland, Oregon, for a compensation not to 
exceed $90,000 per annum. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pro- 
vide for the conveyance of the United States mail, on which 
letter postage is paid, weekly, from St. Paul, Minnesota, 
via Saint Cloud, and from Superior, Wisconsin, via Crow 
Wing, to the Dalles in Oregon, with the same preémption 
right as heretofore allowed upon other through routes: Pro- 
vided, ‘he service can be obtained at an annual. cost not 
exceeding $200,000, and the trip to be performed in twenty 
days, from May 1 to November 1, and in thirty days the re- 
mainder of the year. 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the cost of ser- 
vice authorized ip this act, and of that now performing 
under the said net of the 3d of March, 1857, be paid by the 
Seeretary of the Treasury quarterly upon the certificate of 
service from the Postmaster General; and thatthe postage 
on through letters, to and from California, Oregon, and 
Washington ‘lertitory, and the Atlantic States, shall be ten 
cents for each single Jetter not excceding half an ounce in 
weight. 

Suc. 8. And be it further enacted, That the contracts for 
carrying the land and ocean mails under this law shall ex- 
pire on the J5th of September, 1866. 


Mr. POLK. I move to amend the amendment 
of the Senator from California by striking out the 
second section. This section has reference to the 
Butterfield contract. Iam unwilling to interfere 
with that contract. It is acongressional contract. 
It is acontract that has been faithfully performed, 
on the part of the contractors, from the beginning 
to the present timesand I think Congress ought 
to perform the contract on its part. The contract 
may not be such a one as members of Congress 
would now be willing to make; but it has been 
made; the service has been in operation for nearly 
two years, and the contractors have never failed 
to perform their part of the contract; and I think 


Mr. IVERSON. I understand that the effect 
of this motion to strike out the second section 
would be to keep the Butterfield contract just as 


crossing at El Paso, and going in that direction to 
San Francisco. The second section, as I under- 
stand it, does not interfere at all with the Butter- 
field route, except with the consent of the con- 
tractors themselves. Under that section, if the 
contractors are willing to modify and change the 
original contract, which was to run from St. 
Louis, with a branch from Memphis uniting at 
Fort Smith, or somewhere in that neighborhood, | 


| the Postmaster General is to have power to do so; | 


but this section docs not confer upon the Post- 
master General the arbitrary power to change the 
route as he chooses; it is only to be done with 
the. consent and approbation of the contractors 
themselves. 

By other provisions of the measure before us, 


ing at St. Louis or St. Joseph, which amounts 
practically to the same thing, running across on 
what is called the middle or central route. J do 
not see the necessity of having two mail lints 
commencing at St. Louis, one running by the 
Butterfield route across the country ina southern 
direction, and the other running over the middle 
route. It seems to me that we may very well 
get rid of that portion of the Butterfield route 


| main as my friend from 


| country to the slope of the Stony Mountains 


may, with the consent of the ‘contractors, com- 
mence either at’ Vicksburg or ‘New Orleans, as 
the Postmaster General and the contractors. may 
agree. That seems to me tobe; the very: best 
arrangement that can be made. ‘If the second séc- 


tion be stricken out, and the other provisions’ of" 
the amendment now offered by the Senator from’ 
California be adopted, there willbe two. routes, 
going from St. Louis, or rather ‘one starting from 
St. Louis and one from St. Joseph, which I con 
sider the same thing, because there are already 
mail contracts to carry the mail from St. Louis to 
St. Joseph by railway. There is no sort-of neces- 
sity for having two routes from St. Louis. I 
hope the second section will not be stricken out, 
but that the Postmaster General will be left free, 
with the consent of the Butterfield-contractors, to 
discontinue that portion of the route, if he thinks 
it most advisable. f E 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. T coneur in the views’ 
which have been submitted by the Senator from 
Missouri, in favor of striking out the second sec- 
tion, and I will state very briefly my reasons. I 
beg, in the first place, to reiterate what has been 
said by the Sepator from Missouri, that this en- 
terprise undertaken under such unpropitious cir- 
cumstances, in the early stages of the adventure, 
was a mere experiment, and it required men of 
the boldest nerve, of the largest capital, and the 
most perfect administrative faculties, to carry out 
an enterprise of such magnitude. They’ have 
achieved a success that does honor tothe enterprise 
and energy of our American citizens, Itis nowa 
complete success. It is no longer, as any other 
route must be, a mere venture in the dark. They 
have carried the mail upon a route which is now 
found to be practicable and feasible in every re- 
spect. They have equipped that route with all 
the muniments and accompaniments and appoint- 
ments necessary to the complete and efficient pros- 
ecution of the enterprise. Therefore, to release 
our hold upon that which we have, and which is 
a complete success, to grope about in the dark, 
in some other direction, for a substitute for it, is 
certainly a very dangerous adventure on our part. 
I propose to leave this line just as it is, on the 
ground that it is already a complete success, an 
accomplished fact, and answers all the purposes, 
and comes up to all the expectations of the friends 
who advocated its original establishment. 

But, Mr. President, look at the policy which 
is cmbraced in this measure. The policy indi- 
cated by its provisions is not.to provide by one 
single route for carrying the mail from the castern 
States to the Pacific, but to carry it by different 
routes, so as to subserve all the great sectional 
interests of the country. Commencing at the 
North, near the head waters of the Mississippi, if 
find that St. Paul has a route and Lake Superior 
has a branch uniting with it so far upon the other 
side of the Rocky Mountains, at the Dalles in 
Oregon, as to constitute almost separate and dis- 
tinct routes from the extreme northern part of the 
near 
the Pacific coast. Ido not object to that, lam 
for distributing this kind of favors and benefits 
with no sectional motives, and to inure to. no par- 
ticular sectional advantage. 

In the South again, there is a proposition here 
to run a mail from New Orleans by way of Gal- 
veston, San Antonio, and El Paso, upon the ex- 
treme southern verge of the Union, concentrating 
also at San Francisco. That is certainly, neces- 
sary to accommodate the great commercial inter- 
course between New Orleans and the queen city 
upon the Pacific slope. A 

But what then becomes of this great intermedi- 
ate region of country that is left abandoned to its 
fate—frozen out asit were in favor of the extreme 
northern and the extrerne southern route? The 
central route from St. Joseph is provided for; but 
from St. Louis to New Orleans, a distance of 
nearly fifteen hundred miles, there is not a point 
upon the Mississippi river which is indicated as 
the terminus of one of these routes. Is this great 
region of country to be thus neglected? Is it so 
unimportant; does it cut so poor a figure in the 
geography of the country, or in connection with 
its great national interests, as to be entirely un- 
provided for? Allow the second section of the 
amendment of the Senator from California to re- 
Missouri and myself 
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would have-it, and it subserves.all the great pur-. 
poses. of the country. You have these two dupli- 
cate lines going from. the. extreme North; you 
have the line from the:-South; you. have the line 
from, St. Joseph; and then you have the line 
branching from St, Louis and Memphis on the 
central route.. This accommodates all the great 
business, all the lines of settlement, and all the 
geographical interests which center on the Mis- 
sissippi river from. the Belize on the south to the 
Lake of the Woods.on the north. This, it seems 
to me, would accomplish something like an equal 
division and equal distribution of the geograph- 
ical. benefits of this measure. I understand that, 
by striking out this section, and leaving the But- 
terfield route as it is, we strike out the only pro~ 
vision here made for carrying the mail from New 
Orleans to San Francisco. That is an omission 
which I advise my friends from Texas can be 
very. well remedied by a distinct and separate 
provision for that route; and I am sure the Sena- 
tors from Louisiana and from Texas do not wish 
to profit at the expense of Arkansas and Missouri, 
ani all the central southern States, the double tier 
of themi reaching. from Memphis clear throughto 
the Atlantic ocean—Tennessee, North Carolina, 
Virginia, Georgia, Northern Alabama, and North- 
ern Mississippi. ‘There is no point at which the 
great mail communication of this vast region de- 
bouches on the Mississippi, except at Memphis; 
and then would you create the necessity of bring- 
ing them south hundreds of miles, or as far north, 
in order to seck an outlet to the Pacific ocean? By 
adopting this route already in existence, whose 
success has been completely vindicated, you an- 
swer the purpose completely, and the wants of 
Texas and Louisiana can be answered by a sep- 
arate amendment. If this motion succeeds, I shall 
‘supportanamendment authorizing the Postmaster 
General to open an independent and distinct route 
from New Orleans, by way of Galveston and San 
Antonio, to El Paso, where it can connect with 
the Butterfield route, that is already established 
and in such complete and successful operation, 

I hope, therefore, that those sections who are 
already provided for here will not content them- 
selves with getting what they want, but will trouble 
themselves somewhat to sec that justice is done 
to a section which, if this amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California is allowed to stand as it is, 
will have great injustice inflicted on it—I mean 
the great southern central States of the Union. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say a word or two in 
relation to the subject, on which several of the 
Senators who have spoken have touched, and that 
ig the service of the Butterfield route, which has 
been lauded very much. So far as any commend- 
ations have been given to these gentlemen for the 
fidelity and regularity with which they have per- 
formed their service, I have not a word to say. I 
believe it has been everything which has been said 
of it in that respect; but when it is said to have 
been a complete success, I bog leave to differ; and | 
I say. that a more total, utter, and entire failure | 
never attended any enterprise. J will read to you | 
from the report of the Postmaster General on this | 
Butterfield route to begin with. Te says, in his 
annual report: | 

“The service upon this extended route has been per-' 
formed with great regularity, and generally within schedule 
time; but the contract has proved one of the heaviest bur- 
dens to whieh the Department has ever been subjected. 
With an expenditure at the rate of 600,000 perannuin, the 
postages received in return have notamounted to more than 
$27,229 94; so that, after making allowances for such in- 
crease as may be anticipated, the Department, at the expi- 
ration of the six years for which the contract was entered 


into, will have lost from this route alone more than three 
million dollars.” 


That is the entire success which has attended 
this establishment. Again, sir, in the last Con- 
gress this matter was brought before the attention 
of the Senate, and the Senate, by a very decided 
vote, determined that they had control over it, 
and might reduce it, and they did, by a vote of 
the Senate, which failed to become a law, fromthe 
fact that the bill failed between the two Houses, 
and did not finally pass. Subsequently, the Post- ; 
master General, seeing what a dead weight this 
contract was.upon the Department, and that it 
was sinking nearly the whole amount of the pay, 
determined, if possible, to’curtail it, and he ap- 
phed to the Attorney General, and the Attorney 
General, in a written opinion, told him that from 
the peculiar phraseology of the contract, or from 


the omission of the ordinary qualification giving 


the. right to curtail, he had not the right, but it 
was left for Congress. I do not know how it will 
strike Congress, but I believe that that principle 
of law and of the Constitution, which makes all 


| ‘property, of whatever character, subject to the 


necessities of the public service, applics equally 
to a franchise undera contract as to any other 
species of property; that the tenure by which.in- 
dividuals hold their real estate is of just as high 
and sacred a character, to say the least, as that 
which a party has under a congressional contract; 


| and if we think the public interest requires it, we 


have an. undoubted right to annul the whole con- 
tract, paying to the contractors just exactly what. 
we think, or what an impartial tribunal may 
think, is due to them by way of liquidated dam- 
ages. 

Now, sir, if I understand these contractors— 
and I have seen them, and I think I am not mis- 
taken in the assurance which they give to me— 
they are willing to abandon the contract at once, 
and release the Government from this burden, 
which, if the Government holds on to, will cause 
it a loss of $3,000,000, as the Postmaster General 
says. They are willing to abandon the whole of 
it for one year’s pay, which is $600,000. 1f you 
will pay them a round sum of $600,000 they will 
go off content, and you will save, by that opera- 
tion, $2,400,000—or nearly that. In my humble 
judgment, the true policy of the Government is 
to abandon this contract entire, and pay these 
gentlemen honorably and honestly what is their 
due; and they are willing to take the sum which 
I have indicated—g600,000. . 

I am perfectly aware, in approaching this sub- 
ject, that itis one of embarrassment; and these 
embarrassments are increased by the interests 
which are connected with this legislation which 
is now called for on the part of Congress. I hold 
in my hand a paper purporting to be an extract 
from a communication addressed te a New York 
newspaper, speaking of one of these bills—I be- 
lieve, substantially, the one before us now. The 
writer says: 

“It is understood that it satisfies all the interests con- 
cerned”? 

And I beg the attention of the Senate to the 
enumeration of the people who are satisfied, as a 
reason why we should pass this bill. In the first 
place, ‘it satisfies” the Overland Mail Company. 

dutterfield & Co. are content with this bill. 

Mr. POLK. What bill is it that the Senator 
is referring to? 

Mr. HALE. The one now before the Senate, 
the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
California, (Mr. Larnam.] Next “the Vanderbilt 


| Company, and the Pacific Mail Gompany.’”’ These 


three arc all satisfied; and then, fourth, comes the 
“Post Office Department,” That is the fourth 
thing which is satisfied in the order in which they 
are given in this paper. “And lastly, the south- 
western members.” There you have a regular 
gradation—the Overland Mail Company first, 
Vanderbilt next, the Pacifie Mail Company next 
-they are all satisfied; and then comes the Post 


j Office Department, and finally the southwestern 


members, 

That is only a fair specimen of the manner in 
which these outside influences are constantly 
brought to bear. And now I will proceed with this 
Butterficld company. I give you the opinion of 
the Postmaster General, that it is a dead drain 
on the Treasury to nearly the amount of six hun- 
dred thousand dollars a year, and that if we go 
on with the contract we shall lose three million. 
They are willing to take $600,000 now and go off, 
thus saving us over two million. The Senate at 
the last Congress expressed an opinion in favor 
of this saving. 

Again, the Butterfield company, for which so 
much credit is asked, in my humble judgment, 
are not entitled to that credit, for they do not run | 
their route on the line they bid for; but that is 
not their fault. They were crowded down some 
eight degrees south of that. They started at St. 
Louis, making an ox-bow across the continent. 
‘This was done by the Postmaster Gencral. He 
compelled them to go there, contrary to the route | 
thay bid for. Instead of being pioneers to explore 
a route across the continent, and establish the 
practicability of an overland mail, they actually | 
went down to El Paso, and there took a route | 
which was already in successful operation, and | 


drove off the pioneers who literally established 


the practicability of the overland route, and occu- 
pied one that was already explored and in suc- 
cessful operation. So much for the credit that is 
due to them on that score, They are now running 
at an annual loss to the Department of over half 
a million dollars. As I said before, they are gen- 
erous; for while they are making this great drain 
on the Treasury I do not know that they are 
putting a great deal in their own pockets, and 
they are willing to take the $600,000 and go off; 
and 1 would give it to them, and be glad to give 
it to them, and think it. would be a great saving 
to the country if they would take it. 

This is a vital question for Congress to decide. 
It is whether they will have an overland mail or 
an ocean steam mail to California, or both com- 
bined. I think the two combined make the very 
worst possible system that human ingenuity can 
suggest. I think we should either take one or 
the other. If we have an ocean line, it may just 
as well take the whole mail as a part; and the 
considerations which operate in favor of an over- 
land mail system should be weighed, it seems to 
me, in contrast with the ocean steam service. 1 
have understood, if I am not exceedingly mis- 
taken in this matter, that it is the opinion of men 
conversant with the subject that the interests of 
the country will be better subserved by an over- 
land mail than by the occan service. 

The honorable Senator from California, [Mr. 
Gwry,] I know, in all the conversation we have 
had together upon the Committee on th? Post 
Office and Post Roads, has been uniform in his 
declarations that he desired an entire overland 
mail system. ‘The system which .is now under 
consideration, presented by his colleague, seems 
to me vicious in this material respect, that it re- 
tains the ocean mail service and at the same time 
establishes an overland mail, and does not burden 
the latter with the entire mail matter. An idea 
has been started, which, I suppose, will be ar- 
gued on this floor, that it is impracticable to take 
the whole mail matter by an overland linc. Iam 
authorized to say by those who, I think, know 
whereof they affirm, and who are able and read 
and willing to make good their sayings, that itis 
not so, ind that responsible contractors can be 
found to carry the entire mail of the country over- 
land, dispensing entirely with steam service. 

Then, sir, if you come to the conclusion that 
you want an overland mail system entirely, my 
judgment, from the best reflection I have been able 
to give the subject, and it has not been a little, is 
that itis due to the northern settlements to give 
an overland mail according to the proposition sub- 
mitted by the honorable Senator from Minnesota, 
by which he provides for a weekly mail, going 
from St. Paul across the country to the Pacific 
coast, at an annual expense of $200,000; and then 
establish an overland mail direct from St. Louis 
to San Francisco tri-weckly for $600,000, or daily 
for $800,000 a year, carrying the entire mail from 
St. Louis to San Francisco. Then, if the Butter- 
field contract was out of the way—as it ought to 
be, for it takes $600,000 a year from the Treas- 
ury, and, instead of benefiting, rather retards 
what would be a wholesomeand efficientsystem— 
you could have another mail, tri-weekly or semi- 
weekly, from New Orleans, by way of El Paso, to 
the Pacific coast, and that can be had for four hun- 
dred or six hundred thousand dollars a year, I 
think for $400,000 semi-weekly; which would 
make the entire cost of a total overland system, 


| taking the whole matter and giving a daily mail 


between St. Louis and San Francisco, onc million 
four hundred thousand or one million six hundred 
thousand dollars a year; and giving, in addition 


| to all the routes which have been spoken of, the 
route that has been indicated in committee by the 


Senator from Minnesota. In my humble judg- 
ment, that is the true policy of the Government. 
It is to abandon the mail steamers altogether, and 
to look at once to an efficient national system of 
earrying the mails across our own country on the 
routes that are indicated, or substantially those: 
one from St. Paul, one from St. Louis, and one 
from New Orleans; and if you do this, it will be 
but avery little time before the postages will bear 
no inconsiderable relation to the expenses, instead 


| of being, as the Postmaster General tells you they 


are. on the Butterfield route, $27,000 of income 
to $600,000 of outlay. 

I confess that there has been no subject before 
Congress, since I have been a member of it, that 
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hasoccasioned me more embarrassment than this. 
My locality does not make me interested in the 
matter. Either one of these routes is an. immense 
distance from my place ofresidence. I have been 
beset, from the time this session opened up to the 
time I came into my seat this morning, with rep- 
resentations of various individuals who feel in- 
terested and have different interests in this great 
measure. The result that my mind has come to, 
and I will state so frankly, is what I have indi- 
cated, that the true policy of the country isto pay 
the Butterfield company enough to redeem our 
obligations, and let them go out of the way—they 
stand in the way—and then establish a route from 
New Orleans to the Pacific, one from St. Louis to 
San Francisco, and one from St. Paul to the Pacific. 
Having said this, I close as I began, with saying 
that I have no fault to find with the gentlemen 
who are performing this duty on what is called 
the Butterfield route. The difficulty is, that they 
are not wanted; they are performing a service 
that is literally useless and valueless; because, if 
ou establish the routes from St. Louis, New Or- 
eans, and St. Paul, you will have everything that 
is wanted, and the Butterfield people may be en- 
tirely dispensed with. For these reasons Í am 
opposed to the proposition of the honorable Sen- 
ator from California; and if it is voted down, I 
shall submit the substitute which I have indicated 
in the remarks which I have made. 

Mr. IVERSON. lam not disposed to break 
up the communication between the interior of 
that important section of the country to which 
the Senator from Arkansas referred and the Pa- 
cific coast; but I want to secure a mail from 
Vicksburg or Memphis, both of which are in 
connection with the Atlantic coast by railroad, to 
the Pacific coast. I am therefore not for putting 
New Orleans in the second section; but if this 
second section be not stricken out, I shall move 
to amend it by striking out New Orleans and in- 
serting Memphis; so that the Postmaster General 
will be authorized to make a contract with But- 
terficld & Co., if they choose to accept his terms, 
instead of starting the mail from St, Louis, to 
start it from Memphis or Vicksburg, as in his 
judgment will be the best place to begin at, and 


then to go by way of El Paso over the southern 


route, on the thirty-second parallel, to San Fran- 
cisco; leaving provision to be made by sabsequent 
amendment, if gentlemen choose to adopt it, to 
start a mail route from New Orleans, along the 
coast, over to the Pacific. I do not, however, 
think it is necessary to make any such provision 
ag that; because, if there be a mail route estab- 
lished from either Vicksburg or Memphis, across 
the continent, to San Francisco, New Orleans is 
in convenient and easy communication with that 
route. She will have communication up the Mis- 
sissippi to Vicksburg or Memphis by steamboat, 


or she will be able to connect with that route not | 


very far from the line between Arkansas and 


Louisiana by what is called the Great Opelousas | 


railroad from New Orleans, which has now al- 
most penctrated to the thirty-second degree of 
north latitude; so that New Orleans will be pro- 
vided for. There is already a mail contract from 
San Antonio, in Texas, to El Paso, intersecting 
the Butterfield route. Still I would not object to 
another provision for the establishment of a mail 
route from New Orleans, cither directly across 
the continent or going by way of Galveston and 
San Antonio. What I desire now is to obviate 
the necessity of running two routes from St. 
Louis: one the Butterfield route, running down 
by Fort Smith, in Arkansas, and the other going 
over by St. Joseph and Salt Lake, to Placerville. 
Ido not see the necessity of having two routes 
commencing at the same point. St. Louis is al- 
ready in communication, by railroad, with St. 
Joseph, and that would give to all that section 


of the western States a direct communication | 


with the Pacific coast, over the route provided 
for in the first section; and if the second section 
prevails, and the amendment which I shall pro- 
pose, if it be not stricken out, be adopted, striking 


out New Orleans as a terminus, and inserting 


Vicksburg or Mempliis, then the whole of the 
intermediate section connected with the Atlantic 
States at Memphis or Vieksburg will be provided 
for with a mail to the Pacific, also. Provision 
can be made for New Orleans, if the friends of 
that measure think proper to introduce a pro- 
vision of that kind. ` 


|| Senator from California gives a mail line across 


| sectional speeches as that, he never would have 


| starting point. The point named is St. Joseph, | 


| nect with the Hannibal and St. Joseph road, ac- 


But, sir, I trust that the views presented by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will not prevail. 
They are sectional altogether in their tendency. 
Their design is to cut off all communitation which 
the southern States have with the Pacific coast; 
and I am not surprised that it comes from. that 
Senator, because it is in accordance with his past 
legislative course. It istocut off everything which 
benefits the southern States, and concentrate the 
whole patronage of this Governmentat the North. 
I trust that for that reason, at least, it will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I think if the Senator from Geor- 
gia had not habituated himself to making such 


made it to me; for I provide for a route from New 
Orleans, and I have always supposed that Louis- 
jana was one of the southern States; and for an- 
other one from St. Louis, which, I think, is ina 
southern State. The only thing that is done by 
my proposition for the North is a $200,000 route 
from St. Paul. I give a daily line to Missouri, 
and a semi-weekly or tri-weekly to New Orleans, į 
and how the Senator can call that sectional I do 
not know, unless he has gota studied speech that į 
he puts on to the end of everything he says when 


he answers me, for I think he has made that ac- i 
cusation to mchalf adozen times, and itis entirely | 
If it is sectional, it is } 
E rose, however, for the purpose of | 
suggesting a question of order to the President, |: 


unfounded and unjust. 
southern. 


and that is this: the proposition of the Senator 
from California is an amendment to an amend- 
ment. There is an amendment proposed by the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to 
the bill of the House. The Senator from Cali- | 
fornia moves to strike that out and substitute his 
amendment as an amendment to that, “I putitto 
the Chair, then, that this motion being offered, | 
an amendment to an amendment is not in order. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. lt is in order | 
to perfect the amendment before the question is | 
taken on striking out. 

Mr. HALE. 
considering is an amendment to an amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion | 


of the Senator from Missouri is to strike out a 
portion of the amendment to the amendment, 
which, in the opinion of the Chair, is in the na- 
ture of perfecting the section before the question 
is taken on striking out. 

Mr. LATHAM. The Senate agreed, when 
my amendment was offered, that cach section 
should be perfected, and then it should stand for 
the corresponding section in the proposition of the 
Post Office Committee; and for that reason it was 
offered in this way. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; I have no objection. | 

Mr. POLK. I wish to remove a misapprehen- 
sion of the Senator from Georgia. He says the 
first section of the amendment proposed by the 


the continent from the city of St. Louis. The 
Senator said once or twice it is from the city of St. 
Louis. 

Mr. IVERSON. I said_this first section pro- 
vided fora mail from St. Joseph, Missouri, by į 
Salt Lake, to Placerville; and that St. Louis was 
already in connection with St. Joseph by railroad, 
and therefore St. Louis was provided for. That 
is what I said. 

Mr. POLK. That is what I am coming to. 
The conclusion of the Senator was that it was a 
route for St. Louis. I wish to say briefly, in re- 
gard to that, that if the Senator thinks this first | 
provision starts a mail from St. Louis, let him 
move to amend it so as to make St. Louis the 


in Missouri. That is, in effect, more a starting 
point from the city of Chicago than it is a start- 
ing point from the city of St. Louis, for the rea- 


But the amendment we are now | 


son that though there may. be, and there is, a 
mail communication between St. Louis and St, 
Joseph by railroad, going up the North Missouri 
railroad, and connecting with the Hannibal and 
St. Joseph road, and then going by that up to St. 
Joseph, yet that is a connection which is made 
by an independent road from the Hannibal and 
St. Joseph road; and itis a road that has to con- 


commodating itself entirely to the Hannibal and 
St. Joseph road; while the main connection that 
the Hannibal and St. Joseph road has East is at 


and from Quincy, Illinois, across. to “Chicago. 
The objection that I have'to that ‘standing in the 
condition in which it:doés is; that Senators Took 
at it asa line managed for the benefit‘of St. Louis, 
while such isnot the fact. It ismore for the ben- 
efitof Chicago, and pointsfurther eastand further 
north than St. Louis. The Kansas railroad is 
not finished beyond Syracuse, I think, which isa 
point some distance above Jefferson City, and 
there stretches between the termimation of the 
Kansas branch of the Pacific railroad and the St. 
Joseph road ‘more than a hundred—t believe hun- 
dreds—of mifes, if you take it up to St. Joseph. 
Therefore, I say, it is not fair to contend that this 
is a connection with St. Louis merely because it 
is a connection with St. Joseph. If the Senator 
thinks so, let him move that amendment. I beg 
Senators to understand it is nota provision which, 
if carried out, has the effect. of making immediate 
connection with the city of St. Louis: oe 
I wish Senators to bear in mind that it-is im- 
portant to have this connection with the city of 
St. Louis. That is the largest city in the valley 
of the Mississippi—I mean the valey of the Mis- 
sissippi as such. It isnot so large as‘Cincinnati, 
which is more particularly in the valley of the 
Ohio. Itis larger than New Orleans in point of 
population; larger than any city south of it; larger 
than any one north of it—a city that has alread 
connections with all parts of the country by rail 
road, north and south, eastand west. Itstretches 
| out these lines of railroad, and grasps’ the entire 
| country. I say, therefore, it is important that St. 
| Louis should be the starting point. Sheis in the 
| center of the valley. She has her connections ,‘as 
| I said, by railroad, with all important sections of 
| the country, as any person willsee by looking at 


i| the map. © To be sure, her connection south is an 


angular one, and therefore itis importantthat the 


‘| connection to which the Senator from Arkansas 


i referred, with Memphis, should be maintained, 
| because that gives a direct connection with the 
great southern, southeastern, and central system 
of railroads cast of Memphis, that‘all concentrate 
as toafocus at the city of Memphis; and it would 
not be exactly fair to Memphis to have her obliged 
| to communicate with this line by coming up di- 
i rectly north to the city of St. Louis. St. Louis 
| now has a connection with Memphis, and she has 
| connection with all the great system of roads that 
connect southwardly, southeastwardly, and cast- 
wardly, with the city of Memphis. a 
But, Mr. President, I shall nét dwell upon that 
point. I pass to some remarks made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, as drawn from. the 
report of the Postmaster General, in regard tothe 
Butterfield overland mail route, as it is sometimes 
called. ‘The Senator quotes from the report of 
the Postmaster General, saying that, at the time 
he made his report, the whole amount of postages 
received was some twenty-seven thousand dol- 
lars; and that, if this line were kept up until the 
termination of the contract, there would be a loss 
of some three million to the Government. during 
that time. I have before mea table that was pre- 
pared at the San Francisco post office, furnished 
me by the Senator from California, [Mr. LA- 
THAM,| which shows that, in the month of March, 
the number of letters received was forty thousand 
nine hundred and eight; the number of letters 
sent, seventy-one thousand five hundred and 
seven; and the amount of postage, for that month 
alone, $12,164 77. Now, look at this fact: in the 
month of September there were no letters; the 
enterprise had just started; it was an enterprise 
that was an experiment, that was unprecedented 
in the world, and it has notits parallel on the face 
of the globe. So extraordinary was itin its magni- 
tude that no person supposed there would be a 
success in the thing at the start; and the conse- 
quence of it was, that no letters were sent by. it 
from St. Louis or Memphis, and no letters were 
received at San Francisco to come by it. It made 
its start from St: Louis, and it carried not a sin- 
ele letter; but it went through in contract time. 
The result of that was, that there were sent by it 
two hundred and seven on the next tip. Exper- 
iment had shown that it could succeed; and the 
whole amount of postage, for the month of Sep- 
tember, was but twenty-one dollars. When this 
enterprise was started, so entirely. despondent 
was the Department of its success, that it in- 
structed that no letters should be sent by this line, 


Hannibal, and by way of Hannibal with Quincy, 


unless the letter had indorsed on it, via the over- 
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land máil. ”: The consequence was, that there was 
no fair: competition at the start; but after it had 
run afew. months, and after it had turned out, 
not.merély as this Postmaster General says, thatit 
had generally made its time, but, if 1 am correctly 
informed, (and I believe I am, for I have made 
inquiries on. the subject,) it has never failed to 
make its time, letters went-by it: Let the weather 
be what it might, whether in the heat of summer 
or:the snows:of winter, it has never failed to make 
its time.. When it was ascertained that it could 
make its time, the Postmaster General allowed 
letters togo. by it without its bein specially in- 
dorséd: on each letter that it was to take that 
route; and the result has been that it has gone up 
from twenty-one dollars, in the month of Sep- 
tember, to $12,164 77 in the, month of March last. 
Look, sir, at this increase. It is, I think, up- 
wards of six hundred per cent. in that length of 
time. When the Postmaster General made his 
report, the whole amount of postage, in round 
numbers, was $27,000; and.estimating on that, he 
said the loss would: be $3,000,000; but that report 
was made in December. By the end of the next 
March the aggregate amount of receipts had 
swollen up from $27,000 to $71,378 63; it had 
nearly trebled between the time the Postmaster 
Genéral made his report and the last of March. 
Now, I undertake to say that if you were to take 
a proportionate increase—I have not had time to 
make the calculation—it would turn out that this 
mail line would pay for itself. [do not say that 
the increase would keep on all the time as great 
as itis here; but I have just as much right to 
maintain that as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has to take the position he has; and if I were 
to take that position, then I say it would demon- 
strate that it would more than pay the whole of 
the expenditure in the postage. 

Now, sir, I have nothing to say as to the route 
particnlarly over which this mail runs; but I will 
say one word on that subject before I am through. 
The Senator from New Hampshire admits that 
these gentlemen have faithfully performed their 
contract; but he complains of the late Postmaster 
General. Isit with the late Postmaster General we 
ave dealing? Not at all, We are dealing with the 
contract rights of Butterfield & Company; and 
because the late Postmaster General may not have 
allowed this mail to ran on the route that was 
preferred by these contractors, the Senator from 

New Flampshire would have us interfere with 


their rights, and take away from them the rights | 


that the Constitution and good morals guaranty 
to them, Sir, that is not my doctrine. Suppose 
I state that the last Postmaster General did 1t—— 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me a, 


moment? 

Mr. POLK. . Certainly. 

Mr HALE. I do not know what the Senator 
means when he speaks of what the Constitution 
and good morals will give theme I said they had 
done everything right, fair, and honorable, but 
thatthcir contract was subordinate to the demands 
of the public necessities, and J was willing to pay 
them everything that they asked. Itsecms to me 
that accords with good morals and the Constitu- 
tion, both. 

Mr. POLK. Then I am not willing to do that. 
T am not willing to interfere with the contract 
rights of parties, and then pay them whatever 
they may ask, nor everything that they may even 
justly ask. Tam one of those who think that the 
Government. ought not lightly to interfere with 
contracts of this kind. Why, sir,a Congress whose 
judgment probably isentitled toasmuch respect as 
the. judgment of this Congress—a Congress that 
preceded us—after deliberate consideration of this 
whole subject, authorized this contract to be en- 
teredinto. Itwasanew matter. It was the exper- 
iment of running muil lines across the continent, 
and it was the experiment of running mail lines 
across the continent on a contract that guarantied 


to these parties certain preémptive privileges, as | 


station routes.upon which they could form estab- 
lishments, and around which, as nucleuses, there 
might be congregated settlements. That has been 
the policy of this Government. The late Colonel 
Benton, { believe, introduced a bill—I know he 
advocated it strongly, and was as well advised of 
the importance of this overland communication 
betwixt the States on the east side of the Rocky 
Mountains and the States on the Pacific as any 
other man, for he had given as much attention to 


| 


it--that gave to every overland mail route a right 
by preémption for the stations that might be ne- 
cessary to carry the mail; but in this particular 
instance, the Congress that authorized. this: con- 
tract were not content to rely upon that gencral 
bill, but spccificd in the contract that this privi- 
lege should exist. nog 

Now, Mr. President, I will just here refer to a 


matter that I glanced at a. moment ago, and that | 


is the nature of this route. I am one of those 
who did not think that the route upon which this 
mail is carried was the very best, but it has been 


j! started upon this route, and it has been a success; 


and the consequence has been that it has accom- 
modated more settlements, more‘towns and vil- 
lages, a larger population, and a larger district 
of country, than it would have done if it had run 
across the straightest line possible. It might have 
gone a little quicker, if it had gone on an entirely 
straight route; but like a river that waters and 
fertilizes and beautifies the landscape and adds to 
the necessitics of man, the more. from.the fact 
that it is serpentine in its course, so this route 
has gone a more circuitous course, and has sub- 
vented the wants of more people in the way of 
supplying mail facilities, than it could have done 
if it had gonc on the straightest line possible.. One 
thing is certain, it has gone in the time specified 


| in the contract, and has never failed to go in that 


time. As it has gone, it has accommodated the 
State of Arkansas and all the central States. It 
has accommodated a large part of the State of 
Texas. It has accommodated the upper part 
of the State of Louisiana. Iam speaking of it 
now, sir, as the line was located west of the Mis- 
sissippi river. 

I wish now to refer to another consideration, 
which I think the Senate ought not to overlook. 
The Senator from Arkansas has well said that in 
this bill, as it stands, there is a provision made 
for Hannibal, and for the points above Flannibal, 
and the upper part of Missouri. Crow Wing, I 
think, is another connection with the Mississippi 
river; and there is also one up at St. Paul. Then, 
if this amendment be adopted, between St. Louis 
—between [tunibal, in fact; for, as I said before, 
the mail is not made to start at St. Louis—be- 
tween Hannibal and the city of New Orleans, 


there is no sort of connection with the Mississippi | 


river; it is not touched. 

Now, how is it with Memphis? In. the first 
place, by the Mobile and Ohio road, it runs up 
and connects with the Minois Central, and thus 
has a northern connection, Then it has a con- 


| nection by the Memphis and Charleston road with 


Nashville, and through Nashville with Louisville 
and Frankfort. It has a connection by that same 
road with the Virginia and North Carolina sys- 
tem of roads and with the Georgia and South 
Carolinasystem ofroads. Then it has also a con- 
nection by the Hast Tennessee railroad. Then 


| it has also a connection with another railroad— 


I believe it is the Mobile and Ohio and Jackson 
and Louisiana railroad—and thus with Mobile 
and New Orleans. [am giving now merely the 
great trunks. Each one of these roads has its 
branches;and thus that whole southern and south- 
eastern portion of the country has immediate con- 
nection with the city ef Memphis. Now, when 
you run this line acoss from Memphis, you not 
only supply this region of country containing an 
immense population, but you give to Arkansas 
what I say x rkansas is entitled to—some direct. 
communication with the Pacific coast. Shall Ar- 
kansas, northern Louisiana, and northern Texas 
be compelled to go far south, or far north, in 
order to have an overland communication, when 
we have. got one already under a contract that has 
never failed to be carried out on the part of the 
contractors? 

It seems to me that the view suggested by the 


Senator from Arkansas is eminently just, as well į 


as eminently conducive to the great mail facilities 
of the country. Lagree with him. Iam perfectly 
willing that the route which he referred to, from 
New Orleans and by San Antonio and El Paso, 
shall be established; but I do not think it would 
be just to take from all that region of country be- 
tween Hannibal and Vicksburg or New Orleans, 


in direct communication with the Pacific coast, į 


by means of this overland raail, its existing priv- 
ileges, 

Now, Mr. President, I come back to the prop- 
osition with which I started. Iam unwilling to 
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interfere with this contract. We know what that 
amounts to. In the first place, I deny that that 
public necessity mentioned in the Constitution, 
which authorizes Congress to take private prop- 
erty for public usc, has arisen in this case. Icon- 
scientiously believe it has not. There is not that 
kind of public necessity contemplated by the Con- 
stitution which authorizes Congress to take pri- 
wate property for public uses. This is taking 
private property for public uses, and, I say, taking 
it not upon the terms of the Constitution. But 


| Suppose we were taking it m a manner that would 


be constitutional, what position do we stand in? 
We stand, in my judgment, literally in the posi- 
tion that the Senator from New Hampshire indi- 
cated, to wit: that we are to take this from But- 
terfield & Co., and then pay whatever they ask 
for it. Sir, I am one of those who believe, and I 
think the figures to which I have adverted dem- 


| onstrate it, that paying them $600,000 per annum 


during the period of their contract would be a 
losing business; that if this line is allowed to go 
on to the end of the contract, the Government 
will not only not lose three millions, it will not 
lose $600,000, nor the half of it, in my judgment. 

Sir, if we take from them this private property, 
we shall be called on in the way of reclamation 
for damages foran amount that will be three times 
as much, in my judgment, as we shall lose by 
carrying out this contract: Now, when this con- 


‘tract has been made by Congress; when the pio- 


neers on the subject, if you please, have success- 
fully carried it out, perhaps we may think, with 
the light that the successful experiment of But- 
terficld & Co. lias cast on this subject, that Con- 
gress made an unwise contract; but probably it is 
just such a contract as we ourselves would have 
made if we had stood in a position in which we 
had to contract in regard to this subject. Prob- 
ably some of the gentlemen who are in this Con- 
gress, and propose to take away this contract, 
were in the very Congress that gave the contract. 
No doubt many gentlemen in this Senate were in 
the Congress then, and perhaps some of them 
voted for it. Ido not know how the fact is, and 
do not care; but they acted on it without the 
light that has been thrown upon it by the suc- 
cessful experiment that bas been made in this 
matter by Butterfield & Co. Why has this route 
been a success? It has been just because the com- 
pensation being generous, it has gone into the 
hands of men who have capital and energy and 


; enterprise sufficient to carry it through. 


What has been the experience of the Govern- 
ment heretofore? Look at the Salt Lake route. 
There has been an entire failure on that route, 
from the time the first contract was made on it 
until it was taken by Hockaday & Co., in every 
instance. It went into the hands sometimes of 
Mormons, sometimes into the hands of persons 
who had not the means to stock the road suffi- 
ciently, and there has been a failure. On this 
route, however, there has been success, because 
it has been in the hands of this company of en- 
terprise and experience and immense capital. 
‘They have carried it through; and now, when 
they have carried it through, it is proposed to de- 
stroy it, and destroy it because we think a better 
contract may be made at this time. I doubt it 
exceedingly. These gentlemen stand in a con- 
dition, I suppose, in which they would rather be 
let alone. Į have no doubt of that. They have 
made their calculations in that way; but if they 
are interfered with, we shall never get rid of their 
applications for indemnity until they are indem- 
nified to the very last cent. And they ought to 
be indemnified. And when we come to give them 
that indemnity, I think we shall find that we have 
made a losing bargain in violating our contract 
with them. Sir, Í am opposed to the violation 
of contracts. I will stand by this contract just 
as steadfastly and as staunchly as if I had made 
it myself. It was made by a Congress that went 
before us, and not very long before us either. 
They made it, E have.no doubt, just as honestly 
as we would make it; and therefore I go for 
maintaining it, and for maintaining it to the last 
letter. ; 

The Senator from New Hampshire stated that 
he understood that Butterfield & Co. were willing 
to take $600,000 as liquidated damages, if this 
contract should be taken from them by the inter- 
position df. Congress. Now, Iam just as well 
satisfied, from information that is perfectly satis- 
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factory to me, that they are not willing to take 
$600,000 for their contract. They would rather 
take $600,000 than be compelled to go to the Court 
of Claims, and stand the long litigation that would 
be necessary there; but they would not be con- 
tent with $600,000. 

I wish also, Mr. President, to refer to the Post- 
master General’s report fora moment, for another 
purpose. How does the expense of carrying the 
mail from the Atlantic to the Pacific States stand 
with reference to the oceanic transportation of 
it? According to that report, the cost is some 
$988 250, and the income from it only $204,219 37; 
that is, there is a loss of upwards of seven hun- 
dred and seventy-four thousand dollars for the 
oceanic transportation of the mails. The loss, 
therefore, on the overland route, in comparison, 
is not on a different footing from what itis by the 
oceanic transportation, and especially, Mr. Pres- 
ident, when you look atthe proportion of increase, 
to which I will call the attention of the Senate for 
a moment in a light that I have not done before. 
For instance, the service yielded in the month of 
September but $3,763 98; in March, it yielded. 
$12,164 71—more than three times and nearly 
four times as much in March as in September. 
Thus, in six months, the amount was trebled, and 
nearly quadrupled. If you are to go on forevery 
six months, and increase it at that geometric ratio, 
then the calculation, which I have just as much 
right to assume as the Postmaster General has to 
assume what he does in his report, it would be 
found instead of losing $3,000,000 by the contract, 
the Government would gain as much—perhaps 
more. But, as I said, I do not think, either on 
the part of the Postmaster General, nor on the 
part of one who had argued the question as I have 
now presented it, in neither view, would the truth 
be arrived at; but the fact is, the truth lies between 
the two extremes: that this service would go on 
increasing to the utmost extent of the carriers to 
transport the letter mail; and it would increase 
until the amount of letters should afford them 
compensation; and when that is done, we shall 
find it willbe, if notentirely, certainly very nearly 
remuncrative, 

Mr. PEARCE. I ask permission, at this time, 
to submit a report from a committee of confer- 
ence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
` objection, the bill before the Senate will be inform- 
ally laid aside for the purpose of receiving the re- 
port. The Chair hears no objection. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 

by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 


Flouse had concurred in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Elouses on the bill (H. R. No. 305) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 
on the bill (H. R. No. 305) making appropria- | 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861, made the follow- | 
ing report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H.R. 
No. 305) making appropriations for the support of the Amy 
for the year ending 30th June, 1881, having met and consid- 
ered the same, and, atter full and free conference thereon, 
have agreed to recoinmend, and do recommend, to their 
‘respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from the following amendments : 
fifth, tenth, eleventh, forty-cighth. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
following amendments, and agree to the same : first, second, 
third, ninth, thirteenth. 

That the Senate concur in the amendment of the House 
to the fourth amendment of the Senate, with an amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Strike out all of said House amendment contained be- 
tween lines two to fifty-two inclusive, and in lieu thereof 
insert as follows: 

For rents, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military. duty, hire of quarters for troops, of 
storehouses for safe-keeping of military stores, of grounds 
for summer cantonments and construction and repairs of 
barracks at temporary frontier stations, and for the pur- 
chase of stores--3698 87 to be paid as back rent for the site 
of Fort Davis, Texas—$194,246 29, 

For repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at estab- 
lished military posts, $135,547. 

For constructing barracks and other buildings at the fol- 
lowing posts, to Wit: at Barrancas barracks, Key West, 
Fort Mackinac, in the department of the East, $20,578 50; 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the sixth 
and seventh amendments of the Senate and agree to the 
same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out both of said 
amendments, and in lieu thereof insert.as follows: 

For surveys and selection of sites, and for plans and esti- 
mates for military posts, on or near the valicy of the Red 
River of the North, between the forty-sixth and forty-ninth 
degrees of north latitude, and at or near Fort Cobb, in the 
Indian Territory, $5,000 ; and that a report be made thereon 
at the next session of Congress. è 

That the House recede from their amendments to the 
eighth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate, numbered fourteen to forty-six 
inclusive, and agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: Strike out all of said amendments after the word 
t fortifications,” in the third line of section two of the bill, 
and insert as follows: 

Fort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, New York, $10,000. 

Fort Knox, Penobscot bay, Maine, $20,000. 

Fort on Hog Istand Ledge, Portland harbor, Maine, 
$30,000. 

Fort Winthrop, Boston harbor, Massachusetts, $10,000. 

Fort at the entrance of New Bedford harbor, Massachu- 
setts, $25,000. 

Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island, $5,000. 

Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York, $15,000. 

Fort on site of ort Tompkins, Staten Island, New York, 
$25,000. . 

Additional batteries at Fort Hamilton, at the Narrows, 
New York, $50,000. 

Fort Carroll, Baltimore, Maryland, $50,000. 

Fort Delaware, Delaware river, $50,000. 

Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $5,000. 

Artesian well at Fort Monroe, $6,000 

Repairing Government bridge over Mill ereek, near Fort 
Monroe, $500. ! 

Fort Calhoun, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $50,000. i 

Repairs of Fort Moultrie, Charleston harbor, South Caro- 
lina, $8,500. j 

Fort Clinch, Amelia island, Florida, $30,000. 

Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, $70,000. 

Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida, 375,000. 
gio nee and preservation of site, Pensacola, Florida, 

000. 

Fort Gaines, Dauphin island, Mobile bay, Alabama, 
$29,000. 

Fortifications on Ship island, coast of Mississippi, 
$20,000. 

Fort Jackson, on Mississippi river, $15,000. 

Fort St. Philip, on Mississippi river, $10,000. 

Fortifications for defense of entrance into Galveston har- 
hor, $20,000. 

Fort Point, San Francisco, including out works, $50,000. | 

Format Alcatraz island, San Francisco bay, California, | 
$25,000. 

Contingent expenses of fortifications, preservation of 
sitos; protections of titles, and repair of sudden damages, 

30,000. 

: That the House recede from their amendment to the 
fifty-second amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows. Strike out all atter 
the enacting clause, and insert: 

That upon the passage of this act, or as soon thereafter 
as practicable, a commission shall be appointed in the 
manner hereinafter designated, to consist of two Senators, 
two members of the House of Representatives, and two 
officers of the Army; which. commission shall examine 
into the organization, system of dicipline, and course of 
instruction of the United States Military Academy, witha 
view to ascertain what modifications or changes, if any, 
are desirable in order that the Academy shall best accom- 
plish the objects of its establishment. 

That the said commission shall report the result of its |; 
examination to the President of the Senate and Speaker of | 
the House of Representatives. | 

That the commissioners from the Senate shall be ap- || 
pointed by the Pr ent of the Senate; those from the į! 
House of Representatives by the Speaker of the House, and i 
those from the Army by the President of the United States. i 

H 
| 
| 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of $1,500 be, and : 
the sane is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to defray the expenses 
of said commission. 

‘Ehat the House recede from their disagreement to the 
forty-ninth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the | 
same with an amendment, as follows: At the end of said | 
amendment add : y 

Provided further, That compensation shall only be al- | 
lowed for the peridd during which said troops were actively ii 
employed in military service. | 

"Phat the House recede from their disagreement to the : 
fifticth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same | 
with an amendment, as follows: At the end of said amend- i 
ment add: 

Provided further, That compensation shall only be al- | 
lowed for the period during which said troops were actively | 
engaged in military service. i 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the : 
fifty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same j 

i 
i 
i 
i 
j 
| 
i 
i 


with an amendment, as follows: At the end of said amend- | 
ment add: j 
Provided further, That compensation shall only be al- į 
lowed for the period during which said troops were actively ; 
employed in military services. 
H. WINTER DAVIS, 
B. STANTON, 
MARTIN J. CRAWFORD, 
Managers on the part of the House. | 
J. A. PEARCE, 
JEFFERSON DAVIS, 
SOLOMON FOOT, : 
Managers on the part of the Senate. ʻi 


Mr. PEARCE. I suppose it will be best that 


i! with existing laws. 


the Senate restored theamount of, the estimate for 
the regular suppliesof the quartermaster’sdepart- 
ment. The House appropriated $1,440,000. ‘The 
Senate restored the estimate, $1,580,000. . From 
their amendment the House recede, and agree to 
the Senate’s amendment. That applies to the 
first and second amendment. ‘The third amend- 


ment is for the incidental expenses of thé quarter- 
‘master’s department, including a variety ofitems, 


such asexpenses of expresses, expenses of courts 
martial, construction of roads, labor, :clerks ‘to 
division and department headquarters, escorts to 
paymasters and other disbursing officers, expense 
of interment of officers killed in action, purchase 
oftraveling coaches, blacksmith and shoeing tools, 
&c. ‘The estimates were restored by the Senate, 
and the House recede from its disagreement; so 


. that the estimates are now in the bill, if the Sen- 


ate concur in this report.. The nextis for the con- 
struction of barracks and other buildings at posts 
which it may be necessary to occupy during ‘the 
year; for repairing, altering, and enlarging build- 
ings at established posts, &e. We there restored 
the estimates. . j 

The fourth amendment was largely altered. 
The Senate restored the estimates there, and ap- 
propriated a large sum in gross, the greater part 
of which was applied to the construction and re- 
pair of barracks at different stations... The effect 
of the amendment of the committee of conference 
is this: we appropriate specifically to all that are 
considered permanentestablishments, and we ap- 


| propriate in gross for those which are not consid- 


ered permanent, and in regard to which the inci- 
dents of the service might require larger or smaller 
appropriation, or even the abandonment ofthe 
barrack; so.that the Department will have a dis- 
cretion- in regard to them, which they have not 
in regard to permanent establishments. . 

The House recede also from their disagreement 
to the ninth amendment of the Senate. That pro- 
vides for enabling the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury to settle certain suspended payments for dis- 
bursements through the Quartermaster General’s 
department. The money has already been ex- 
pended in that case, but the accounts cannot be 
adjusted without an act of Congress to authorize 
it. Those accounts are for supplies furnished to 
volunteers in Kansas. 

The eighth amendment, from which the House 
also recede—which I neglected. to mention—was 
for reconstructing the stables at Carlisle barracks. 
The amount inserted by the Senate was. $8,050. 
The House struck out $8,000, and inserted $4,000. 
They have agreed to restore the amendment asit 
has passed the Senate. i A E 

The House recede also from their disagreement 
to the thirteenthamendment. That amendment of 
the Senate provided for an addition to the medi- 
cal corps of the Army of four surgeons and four 
assistant surgeons, to be appointed in accordance 
The House disagreed to it, 
and the committee of conference recommend the 
House to recede. | 

The Senate are recommended to recede from 
their fifth amendment. That amendment was to 
strike out $250,000, which was. appropriated by 
the Elouse for ordnance, ordnance stores, and sup- 
plies, including horse equipments forthe mounted 
regiments, and insert $300,000. The committee 
recommend the Senate to recede from their amend- 
ment; so as to leave the amount $250,000, as it 
came from the House. 

They recommend the Senate to recede also from 
their tenth amendment, which was “ for procur- 
ing and distributing to the Army and militia of the 
United States Army Regulations, Military Laws, 
and books of tactical instruction in the several 
arms of service, $25,000;” and also from their 
eleventh amendment, * for the support of oné regi- 
ment of Texas mounted volunteers, authorized 
by the act of April 7, 1858, $788,392 03;”’ and also 
from their forty-eighth amendment. Their forty- 
eighth amendment was the fifth section of the 
bill: 

“That every person not subject to the rules and articles 


of war, who sha} procure or entice a soldicrin the service 


of the United States to desert, or who shall harbor, conceal, 
or give employment to a deserter, or carry him away, or aid 
in carrying him away, knowing him tobe such, or who shai 
purchase from any soldier his arms, equipments, uniform, 
jothing, or any part thereof, and any cuptain or ecommand- 
ng officer of any ship or vessel carrying away any such sol- 


I should endeavor briefly to explain to the Senate 
the effect of these different amendments or agree- 
ments. The first amendment is the one in which 


dier,as one of his crew or otherwise, kiowing him: to 
have deserted, or shall refuse to deliver him.up to the orders 
of his commanding officer, shall, upon legal conviction, be 


at Benicia barracks, in the department of California, 
$306 75; at Fort Vancouver, in the department of Oregon, 
$7,673. 


3152 


June 19. 


fined; dt'the diseretion of any court having cognizance.of 
the.same, in any sum not excéeding $500, and. be impris- 
oned not exceeding two years?’ 

=i The House objected to this as being penal and 
incongruous to the bill. From this amendment 
the committee recommend the Senate to recede. 

They recommend algo the concurrence of the 
Senate‘ in the House amendment. to the fourth 
amendment of the Senate, with amendments. I 
have read that already. . They relate to fortifica- 
tions. The House has passed a fortification bill, 
appropriating. $675,000; but the Senate, put upon 
this Army: bill appropriations for fortifications to 
the amount of over one million and one hundred 
thousand dollars;:I think $1,140,000. We have 
reduced those appropriations to something like 
465,000 more than the sum ‘appropriated in the 
‘House bill, and have distributed the reduction 
among the different fortifications, as seemed best 
to the committee, and as I read them to the 
Senate. 

The House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixth and seventh amendments of the Senate, 
and agree to the same with amendments. Those 
sixth and seventh amendments relate to the con- 
struction ofa military post in or near the valley 
of the Red River of the North, and for the con- 
struction of barracks and quarters at Fort Cobb. 
The agreementin regard to them is that they shall 
be stricken out, and in lieu of them-the commit- 
tee provide for an estimate of plans and a survey 
to be submitted to the next session of Congress. 

The House recede from their disagreement to 
the Senate’s amendments from the fourteenth to 
the forty-sixth inclusive. Those relate to forti- 
fications that I have just mentioned. 

The next is the fifty-second amendment. That 
is anamendment in relation to the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point, to which the Hlouse madean 
amendment, reducing the term of study to four 
years,’ The recommendation of the committee 
of conference’in regard to them is, that both the 
amendments of the House and the Senate be 
stricken out, and that a commission be substi- 
tuted, as I have already said to the Senate. 

The forty-ninth, fifticth, and fifty-first amend- 
ments stand on the same footing. They are three 
amendments. which relate to the payment of vol- 
unteers called out in Iowa, in Texas, and in New 
Mexico. They are agreed to, with the amend- 
ment which- E have read to the Senate, and which 
provides that the payments made to them shall be 
only while they were in actual military service. 
I believe Ihave now gone through with all the 
amendments, 

Mr. RICE. I shall be obliged to the honor- 
able Senator if he will inform me in regard to the 

osition of the amendment relating to Wort Pem- 
ina. What do the committee of conference rec- 
ommend in regard to that? 

Mr. PEARCE. We recommended to strike out 
the appropriation for that and for Fort Cobb, and 
to substitute in lieu thereof: 

For surveys and selection of sites, and for plans and es- 
timates for military posts on or near the valley of the Rea 
River of the North, between the forty-sixth and forty-ninth 
degrees of north Jatitude, and at or near Fort Cobb, in the 
Indian territory, $5,000; and that a report thereof ve made 
thereon to the next session of Cougress. 

Mr. RICE. Is any part of that for the selce- 

tion of the site? 
. Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir. Iwill remark to the 
Senate that no definite information had been far- 
nished the committee of the Senate or ofthe House, 
or the committee of conference, in regard to the 
extent and plan of the establishments which it 
was proposed to creet in those two places. All 
the information: we had was exceedingly indefinite 
and vague, and it was thought proper that we 
should be furnished with definite information on 
the subject before we legislate, and give authority 
by legislation to construct them. For that pur- 
pose this amendinent was made. 

Mr. RICE. I shall not interpose any objection 
to this report. I do not suppose that it would 
avail anything. I merely wish to say to the Sen- 
ate that the Government commenced twelve years 
ago sending expeditions to the Red River of the 
North to select a site, and the Government has 
already expended some $50,000 in that business. 
Year after year we send out there to cxamine the 
conntry and select a site, and have expended a 
great deal of money in sending troops dss and 
in transportation and bringing them back, be- 
cause there was no fortress there to winter them 
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in; and Iam inclined to think we shall wait twelve 
years longer before any information. is furnished 
to enable Congress to act upon the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the repart of the committee of 
conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H.R. No. 365) for the relief of Josiah 
Atkins; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 423) for the relief of Philip 
B. Holmes and William Pedrich; 

A bill (H. R. No. 521) to incorporate the East 
Washington Library Association; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 663) to authorize divorces 
in the District of Columbia, and for othey pur- 
poses. v 


CALIFORNIA OVERLAND MAIL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 
304) inviting proposals for carrying the entire 
mail between the Atlantic and Pacific States in 
one line; the pending question being on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Poux, to strike out the second section 
of the amendment offered by Mr. Larnam. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no reason why 
this second section should not be stricken out. It 
proposes that the contractors ona route which 
starts from St. Louis and from Memphis, should 
be authorized to carry the mail from Vicksburg 
or New Orleans instead of from St. Louis and 
Memphis. Now, there is no necessity for this 
line going down to New Orleans, because there is 
a line on that route there which has been there 
for a number of years, from New Orleans to El 
Paso, which carries the United States mail for 
that distance towards the Pacific. That route now 
connects with the main overland linc at El Paso, 
and why should the main overland line be brought 
from St. Louis down to New Orleans, there being 
one route therealready? There isno reason why 
this should come down to overslaugh the exist- 
ing ronte. 

That latter isa much older line than the one 
from St. Louis to the Pacific. The route—8076, 
as it is called—was commenced from San Antonio 
to El Paso in 1853. The contractors were the 

ioncers of all the overland routes in the country. 

do not intend to depreciate the Butterfield over- 
land route, but they are not really the pioncers. 
‘Their line runs over no portion of territory, ex- 
cept for a few hundred miles, over which mails 
had not run before. The country from Camp 
Cooper to Camanche Springs had not been passed 
over by a mail line before, but by far the longer 
portion of the route had been passed over by 
routes previously established. 

The route from San Antonio to El Paso origin- 
ally and subsequently to San Diego, was the pio- 
neer mail route. ‘There have been no failures on 
this route from its start to the present time; and 
itis believed that there has not becn a trip in which 
the time has not been not only hours bat days 
within the schedule. 

I rose simply to let the Senate understand, if 
there he any Senaters here who do not know the 
facts, that there is an existing mail Service between 
New Orleans and El Paso; that the contractor on 
route 8076, from El Paso to San Antonio, in 
Texas, transported the mail with great celerity, 


making seven hundred miles in five days and some | 


hours; that, to expedite the through mail, he em- 
ploys, at his own expense, an express between 
New Orleans and San Antonio; and thus, by his 
energy and public spirit, he succceds in placing 
the mail matter from the Pacific in the city of 
New Orleans at a date as early as it can reach St. 
Louis. 


Some slurs have been easton the route. Tt has 


aid that the revenue has been very small from 
been said thattl hasb small fi 


it; but from an appendix or table to a speech of 
the Senator from California, (Mr. Laruam,] made 
in the Senate some time since, it appears that it 
carries a very considerable number of letters; and 
the increase of letters shows that if this route had 
anything like the chance it ought to have had, and 
had a fair and equal showing with the Butterfield 
route, the letters would have been much more 


| equally distributed between them than they have 


been, For instance: in November the letters from 
New Orleans by way of this route were only 
one hundred and forty nine. About that time, or 
a little after that time, there was an order sent by 
the Post Office Department to the postmasters at 
San Francisco and New Orleans, that they should 
make a separate letter bag to be sent by this route 
from one end to the other; and after that, when 
the letters that ought to have been sent by that 
route, were sentina separate ietter bag, the amount 
commenced immediately to increase; and instead 
of being one hundred and forty-nine in Novem- 
ber, they increased in January to one thousand and 
eighty-one; in February to two thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty-eight; and in March to two thou- 
sand six hundred and fourteen. Now, this isa 
line which runs but weckly, whereas the Butter- 
field line, which connects with this at El Paso, 
runs semi-weckly from their point of junction to 
St. Louis, and thus hasa decided advantage over 
the weekly line. I have no doubt if that route had 
run semi-weekly in the same way with the But- 
terfield route, the terminus of the lower line being 
at New Orleans, it would have carried an equal 
number of letters with the upper route. 

I make these remarks merely to show that there 
is no reason why this second section should re- 
main in the hill, or why these contractors should 
come down on the New Orleans route. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say a single word in 
answer to the Senator from Missouri in regard to 
this Butterfield route. I want to deal honestly 
| and honorably by these gentlemen; but I want 
contracts, as well as all other properties, to be 
holden subject to the necessities of the > ublic ser- 
vice. They have got no vested rights in that 
contract that ought to be regarded any more sa- 
eredly than the right by which any man holds 
his real estate. The idea of a vested right ina 
contract which sets itself up above the public ne- 
cessity, the public demand, the ere use, I say, 
with all respect to the honorable Scnator, is an 
idea that docs not belong to to-day. It is one of 
those old dogmas of the past that are buried ont 
of sight, and ought to be. Everything, ina Gov- 
ernment of law, should be held subject to the 
emergencies of the public service. 

Nor, sir, have I so much sympathy for these 
gentlemen as to cause me to overlook the rights 
of others. Is no regard'to be paid to those who 
hold the contract of which the honorable Senator 
from Texashas spoken? They, in fact, were the 
pioneers. They went over this continent. They 
were the owners that first demonstrated the feasi- 
bility and the practicability of an overland mail 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific; and they were 
there in successful operation, and this gigantic 
corporation, this Overland Mail Company, that is 
set at the head of these great interests, that must 
be pleased before Congress can pass an act, the 
Vanderbilt company, and the Ocean Steam Com- 
i pany—I say this great gigantic company came 
down and took the ground that had first been 
occupied by this other company, and crowded 
them off and drove them off until thoy left but a 
very small piece; and now you propose, by the 
modification of this contract, to come down and 
crowd them still further, and that, too, without 
any compensation at all, You really take from 
the men who have the most, the men who have 
taken it when it was really a hazardous enter- 
prise, that went on and established it, all their 
contract and all their franchises and everything 
they have had, and give them nothing atall. You 
wipe them out, as if they were a nuisance that 
stood in the way, and magnify the Butterfield con- 
tractors; so that, notwithstanding the public ne- 
cessity demands that they should be removed, 
and you effer to pay them just exactly whatthey 
say they are willing to take, it is said you cannot 
do iteven then. 

Now, sir, I do not want that doctrine. I set 
as much by the public faith as the honorable Sen- 
ator does. I set as much by good morals as he 
does. I set as much by the constitutional obli- 
gations which should bind every Senator upon 
this floor, | hope,as he does; and I live ina State, 
I think, where the judiciary administer the law 
withas much reference to all these things as they 
do in any State in this Union. But, sir, it has 
been the settled law of the State, settled by the 
| highest judicial tribunals in my State long ago, 
that there was no contract of any character that 
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a man could make with a legislature that was 
not holden just as every other species.of property 
there, subject to the necessities of the public ser- 
vice upon a just compensation made. I do not 
want to rob these gentlemen of the value of a hair 
of their heads; but Ido think, considering the 
demands of the public service, they stand in the 
way, and they are willing to get off if we pay 
them; and that is all I want. I want them to go 
out, and want them to be paid for it. As to the 
idea that there is any uncertainty about this, or 
this isa contingent claim to be forever at the doors 
of Congress if we do this, that is all a mistake. 
l think these gentlemen would be glad to be put 
out of the way. Tam not authorized by them to 
say so; but I think I can say that they will tell 
you that thus far they have made nothing at all, 
and the profits that are to be made from this thing 
are altogether prospective; and in view of all this, 
they are willing to take a fixed sum, and I think 
itis the public interest to give it to them. This 
is all I have to say; and I leave the subject with 
the Senate, thinking the Senate understand it. 

Mr. POLK. I certainly am greatly misunder- 
stood by the Senator from New Hampshire, if he 
supposes that I advocate this company or any 
other company interfering with these gentlemen, 
thaé he well said are the pioneers in transporting 
the mail across to the Pacificcoast. On the con- 
trary, I entirely concur in what was said by the 
Senator from Arkansas in regard to that individ- 
ual, orthatcompany. I am perfectly willing that 
they shall retain their contract; and if any gen- 
tleman, and I suppose the Senator from Texas, 
who has just taken his seat, will do so, as a fair 
inference to be drawn from his speech, move an 
amendment to protect their rights, I will vote for 
it most heartily. He intends to move it, the Sen- 
atorfrom Arkansas tells me. I concur with him 
and the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator 
from New Hampshire in saying that all due re- 
gard ought to be paid to the rights of that indi- 
vidual or that company, as the case may be. I 
do not wish, therefore, to occupy the false posi- 
tion in which the remarks of the Senator from 
New Hampshire would place me. 

But, sir, the Senator from New Hampshire does 
me injustice in another respect. L have not held, 
and shall not hold, that where the public neces- 
sity, in the sense in which that phrase is used in 
the Constitution, requires that contract rights, or 
private property of any kind, should be taken for 
public use, that it may not be done on making 
fair and cquitable compensation for it; but I be- 
lieve at the same time that that is to be taken with 


1 


reference to the sanctity of private rights. The | 
public necessities, that require the interference is | 


not that which may be indicated by the fuetthat 
a. Congress three or four years ago may have 
made a contract on facts that they were satisfied 
justified the contract as fairand cqual between the 
Government and the private individual, and then 
a Congress that may sit three years afterwards, 
or any other Congress afterwar s,merely because 
they may think the nee necessities might be 
better subserved and the public convenience a 
little better met by abrogating that.contract and 
taking from these individuals their vested rights. 


I think that that is not the public necessity that | 


the Constitution contemplates at all. Who shall 
be the judge of this public necessity 
gress will not be the judge of it. The Senator 
may think that these gentlemen may be very glad 
to back out of this contract, and he may vote to 
back them out, to push them out, to crowd them 
out in disregard of their rights, on his view of the 
ublic necessities; but when this thing comes to 
be properly, ultimately determined, it will not be 
the judgment of Congress merely. Hitis, then 
I say itis the worst kind of a despotism. A cer- 


tain ancient king once wished a piece of land for i 


his own convenience, and he was the State under 
that constitution of government, and he took the 
piece of land. The humble individual who stood 
beside him was not willing to scll it. He took 
the piece of land, and he was rebuked by the 
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prophet for it in terms of burning condemnation, 
i that have gone down to ail time, and will never 
i cease to ring in the ears of all posterity to come; 


li and why? Because he made himself the judge in 


his own case. ë 

Now, sir, the Senator thinks that these gentle- 
| men would be very willing tb go out of this con- 
tract for $600,000. 1 said, in answer to that, that 
I was satisfied, on good information, that they. 
would not be content with $600,000. know that 
we can back them out; and so far as Congress is 
concerned, we may give them no redress. We 
fay keep them out. They cannot sue the Gov- 
crument, except through the Courtof Claims; and 
we know what that amounts to. The judgments 
of that court come to Congress for revision after-. 
wards. We may do them injustice; but [ take it 
for granted no Senator wishes to do them that 


ate is disposed to do them justice, that is the sen- 
timent of the American people. This Congress 
may refuse it; and if they do, they will come to 
the next; and the’ next may refuse it, and they 
will come to the next; and will keep coming as 
long as, in their judgment, there is a feeling in 
the public bosom that justifies the enforcement of 


a contract against the Government. They will 
come, and keep coming; and ultimately, L say, 


we will have to respond in damages to them. Sir, 
what are we annoyed with every day? Just such 
claims. They keep before us, and, as has been 
said by some Senators—the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Toomss] has sometimes said—we never get 
rid of them; butthe larger they ure, the more ear- 
vestly they will come. The amoypt of this case 
s certainly large enough to bring them, for the 
| lowest amount the Senator from New Hampshire 
puts itat is $600,600. They will come for 9600,000 
year after year, and Congress after Congress; and 
those of us who will remain here, if we do remain, 
until we get too old to atiend to public business, 
will find them here still. 

But, sir, as I said, that is not the view I take of 
it. I will do them justice. 
think the arithmetic will demonstrate, when ap- 
plicd to the facts that the post offices in San Fran- 
cisco and St. Louis disclose that this will not be 
the amazingly ruinous contract to the Govern- 
ment that the Senator from New Hampshire sup- 
poses it will be. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, I differ from 
my friend the Senator from Missouri in reference 
to this matter of the Butterfield contract, and on 
the condition in which the parties stand. He says 
that they cannot sue the Government. I would 
ask the Senator from Missouri if the Government 
can sue Butterfield? Now, suppose they were, 
to-morrow, to find that this contract was unprofit- 
able, I ask, cana bill in equity be filed, and the 
decree of a chancellor be obtained on itfor specific 
performance; and can they be forced by a decree 
| of the court to carry the mails for twenty years, 

if the contract were so long? Every Senator 
| knows that they cannot be. Can the United 


| contract? [judge not. 

That they can and will come here and petition 
| us, isa different question, There is a clause in 
! the amendment to the Constitution in reference to 
this matter of petition that has been much mis- 
anderstood—I do not intend to discuss it—which 
provides that Congress shall pass no law to pre- 
vent the people from peaceably assembling to pe- 
tition Government for redress of grievances. I 
do not think that will apply to Buiterfield’s case, 
because he nerd not “assemble.” He could send 
in his petition. ‘That amendment to the Consti- 


i 


| that under the Constitution we cannot pass any 

aw authorizing anybody to read the riot act and 
disperse them; but beyond that { never supposed 
that amendment to go. Bat Butterfield need not 
| assemble. He can send in his petition here, and 
| we ean reject it. We can receive it, refer Al, re- 
| port upon it, and do what we please with it, but 


kind of injustice. What I say is this: if the Sen- | 


As l said before, I j 


States bring an action for damages for breach of 
e 1 


i tution provides that the people shall not be pro- | 
hibited from assembling; and [ judge, therefore, | 
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cannot prevent him from sending it heres. 
indict him forit; and that is the extent of the 
voyance: We are not obliged.to pay hi 
he question is, whether mail’ contracts: 
under our control. . I say that we have une 
trolled authority over all such matters, and Idraw. 
the attention of Senators to it. [had not intended | 
to speak: on this-quéstion, and but for the expres- 
sions which have fallen from, Senators upon the 
subject, I would not have opened my lips; but it” 
seems to me there is a misapprehension as:to. 
the law of the case. I take it, when you ‘tall 
about contracts, you are talking as lawyers. f; 
mean that when you speak ofa contract, you use’ 
the term in its justacceptation; yoq su pose tliat 
there shall be two parties, sek ‘Tegatly able’ to: 
contract and that there shall be a subject-matter 
about which you may legally contract, and that, 
the contract shall actually be entered into. With- 
out these, there is no such thing asa contract. If, 
then, there is any disability on the part of either 
of the parties as to the subject-matter of the con- 
tract, or if the contract be not actually entered, 
into, of course, there is no contract. - : 


Now, as to this matter of carrying mails, is it 
the subject of a contact in the legal acceptation. 
of the term? Isay not. Since the origin of Gov- 
ernment there has at ‘all. times. devolved upon: 
every representative of the State-for the State T 
take to be the political community, and whatever, 
represents that political commuhity in its sov- 
ereign capacity is the Government, whether it be 
one man, or whether it be divided into different 


| departments, or whether it be the people en masse, 


according to the old market-house Democracy of 
ancientumes—the Governmentitself had devolved 
upon it certain duties, such as to pass laws, to 
construe laws, and to enforce them; but modern 
civilization has required something more of Gov- 
ernment. Modern civilization has required of 
Governments not only the duty of passing, con- 
struing, and enforcing, but of furnishing a conve- 
nient currency, cheap modes of transportation, 
and all those facilities for commerce and finances 
which we know of; and among these, banking. 
Twenty or onc hundred persons obtain'a bank 
charter. J 


The Government is bound to furnish 
currency. A number of persons apply to the’ 
Government and say, we will furnish you ‘a curs 
rency. They are incorporated, and they become 
by law a person. ` They become vested with this. 
prerogative franchise of furnishing currency. In 
the Dartmouth College case, Judge Story talks of 
that as a contract. He talks of it as an incorpo- 
real hereditament. If it be so, then it is the sub- 
ject of device, descent, and distribution, Nolaw: 
yer would say that. Isita contract? Ifso, then 
you can file a bill for specific performance, and 
force a hundred men who have become a corpora- 
tion to carry on the banking business, though 
they may not find it profitable; and every lawyer 
knows you cannot do that; or if they fail to do it, 
you may bring your action for damages, and re- 
cover damages for their not supplying the people 
with money. “You know you cannot do that. 

That is the great error of the argument into 
which Judge Story fell in the Dartmouth College 
case. itis that he did not reflect that political 
power was not the subject of a contract, that no 
individual in this country could be vested with a 
property right in political power, that these mat- 
ters depended upon the will of the political power.’ 
fs it a corporation for making money, for build- 
ing railroads, for carrying matis ? These persons: 
or corporations become officers or departments of 
the Government. They exercise political power, 
become a, part of the Government, a department 
of it, and must be dealt with by the political power 
in its discretion. © : 

If, for instance, twenty or fifty years ago,a con- 
tract had been made by this Government-—sup- 
posing itcould make such acontract—for building 
a turnpike to the Pacific; and one had been built, 
one of those old-fashioned mud turnpikes, and 
then steam had been discovered, and railroads 
had been built; and because this contract had 
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been: entered-into for ninety-nine years, would 
any man say that the Government that granted 


the charter of incorporation would be bound to` 


sacrifice the public interestin order that this com- 
pany might carry on a mud turnpike road across 
this continent for ninety-nine years, in despite of 
the discovery of macadamized roads, and then of 
railroads? Surely not. .~ ‘ 

. Suppose that a Government is vested with a 
right of establishing courts, and that it declares 
that. there shall be a supreme court and other 
subordinate courts; and that subsequently the 
Goyernment: finds. that one of these subordinate 
courts is not of any use, but rather of detriment 
to the ‘public interests; you cannot displace one 
of the judges, except by Impeachment, if he was 
elected during good behavior; but every lawyer 
knows that you may repeal the law establishing 
the court. Could he sue the Government? No; 
because the Government cannot be sued. But 
would he have any equity in coming to ask the 
Government to pay him salary from that time? 
No; such a thing was ever done. 

‘Tsay, then, that all these matters of exercising 
the prerogative franchises of a Government, such 
as administering justice, of enforcing and constru- 
jng the laws, of making money, carrying the mails, 
transporting troops, military and Laval stores— 
all these matters are understood to be under the 
direct control of the political power of the coun- 
try; and when. the political power appoints an 
agent for doing that, it is not the subject of con- 
tract, because political power is not the subject 
of contract. Congress may establish post offices 
and post roads.» Congress may declare that from 
St. Louis to El Paso there shall be a post road, 
and make acontract with Mr. Butterfield to carry 
the mails at a certain price there; and as long as 
Congress allows that to remain a post road, he 
has a right to carry the mails at the stipulated 
price; but Congress has the right, at any time, to 
abolish that post road; and the moment it does, 
‘ipso facto, his contract falls upon the signing of 
the bill by the President. 

The great mistake that we have fallen into about 
this matter of post offices and post roads and con- 
tracts, about which this Government has been an- 
noyed so much, is that we do not draw the dis- 
tinction, as it occurs to me, that I have already 
stated: that political power is not the subject of 
contract. It is not possible that you can holdany 
vested property right in political power, and there- 
fore you cannot contract about it. You cannot 
establish a man a judge without the right of re- 
pealing the act establishing him. If the Govern- 
ment has a right to establish courts, they have the 
right to repeal the act establishing those courts; 
but till you have repealed it, you cannot displace 
him, Ifyou establish a post road, and agree that 
a man shall carry the mails upon it, then that con- 
wact is binding until you repeal the act establish- 
ing that particular post road. When you have 
done that, and he comes here and asks you for 
compensation, that is another matter. Congress 
has the right to establish courts of inferior jurisdic- 
tion to the Supreme Court; but suppose the Con- 
gress of the United States were to choose to-mor- 
row torepealall the acts establishing those inferior 
courts: does any man say that the judges would 
have the right to come here and ask compensa- 
tion, and say there was a breach of contract, or 
that these courts, in direct detriment to the public 
interests, should be kept up, because they were 
elected during good behavior? The whole matter 
resolves itself into the proposition which I have 
already stated. I will not claborate it or pursue 
it further, It is this: that these matters are not 
subjects of contract; that the Government cannot 
be sued because it is a Government; that it can- 


not bring a suit for the specific performance or | 


for breach of contract, because they are not sub- 
jects of contract; it becomes a matter of public 
interest, and the political power must act according 
to its discretion, If, therefore, this route, which 
has been called the ram’s-horn route to the Pa- 
cific, is not judiciously established, we have a 
right to repeal it. As to the equities of the case, 
I may say something hereafter. The San Antonio 
route was the pioneer route; and those who are 
carrying the mails there deserve the credit; they 


were the pioneers; they took the risk; they showed | 


energy; they furnished the money; showed the 
overland system practicable. These are facts; 


| and now another comes in and. claims the credit, 
| These are equities between the San Antonio ĉon- 


tractors and Butterfield, that I may, at some other 
time, explain. I will not add more now. 

Mr. LATHAM. I desire to say a word, Mr. 
President, before the motion is put to strike out 
the second section. I have listened to the entire 


debate which has consumed the time of the Sen- | 


ate for a couple of hours, and I am very free to 
say that I care very little whether this section 

oes out or whether it stays in. Having offered 
it, i shall vote that it be retained; but if the Sen- 
ate sees fit to strike if out, it would cause no jar 
upon my feelings, or be in contravention of my 
ideas of right. As to what hay been said by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Porr] and the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Sepasrian] relative to 
this contract being inviolate, I attempted, in the 
wording of that section, to guard against any vio-, 
lation of it, and to carry out the very principles 
they have enunciated. The section requires the 
concurrent consent of the contractors and of the 
Postmaster General. If they do not mutually 
agree, there can beno change. If they do concur, 
I apprehend, according to all the settled principles 
of law—even my friend from Texas [Mr. Wie- 
FALL] will agree with me—they could change the 
termini; because the contracting-parties can change 
any contract at any time. 

I regret very much, sir, to see a kind of jeal- 
ousy—for I can call it nothing else—growing up 
between. two routes; the friends of cach paying 
compliments, and calling for the approbation of 
the Senate upon cach respectively. Each one is 
a pioneer in itself; and I am sorry that one desires 
consideration by Congress at the sacrifice of the 
other. I can state to those Senators who have 
pressed this route, 8076, that so far as I am con- 
cerned, whenever the proper: time comes, I am 
prepared to do the contractors the most perfect 
and exact justice. I do not want to see one route 
absorb anothef® Ido not want to see one route 
decried, and its merits and its capacities put aside, 
for the purpose of advancing another. I had no 
object, in the framing of this section, to absorb 
that route. 1 say exactly what the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Pour] has said, that if the Senate 
sees fit to strike out this section, and give increased 
facilities for supplying the State of Texas and its 
population with mail facilities, I am prepared to 
vote for it whenever it comes in such a shape that 
it commends itself to my judgment as a repre- 
sentative upon this floor. 

But I am surprised, sir, at the war the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Har] seems to make 
upon this Butterfield contract, and at the peculiar 
idea that he desires to impress upon the Senate 
and upon the country, that it is in the way of a 
great overland system, and that justice to all parts 
of the country requires its abrogation. When I 
addressed the Senate upon a previous occasion, 
I attempted to demonstrate that such was not the 
ease. ‘These parties entered into this contract 
exactly in pursuance of the law. Theact which 
passed in 1857 required simply that— : 

“The Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to contract tor the conveyance of the entire letter mail, 
from such point on the M sippi river as the contractors 
may select, to San Francisco, in the State of California, 
for six years, at a cost not exceeding $300,000 per annum 
for semi-monthly, $450,000 for weekly, or $600,000 for semi- 
weekly service, to be performed semi-inonthly, weekly, or 
semi-weckly, at the option of the Postinaster General.” 

The Senate will observe that the section pro- 
vides for a route from such point on the Missis- 
sippi river as the contractors may select to San 
Francisco, in the State of California. Now the 
route commences at St. Louis, and also at Mem- 
phis—not one point, but two; and the mere fact that 
it sweeps down through a section of country, the 
population of which is constantly increasing, 
whose wants are to be supplicd, who are to be 
protected, to a certain extent, by the very exist- 
ence of this route—that these facts should be held 
up as a cause of indignation to the Senate of the 
United States and the people is, to me, very ex- 
traordinary. The law itself requires that the 
service shall be done in twenty-five days. Now, 
I never heard before, in any mail contract, or in 
any contract of any kind or description, where a 
party agrees to do a certain thing, and he not only 
does that, but even more, that that should bea 
source of opprobrium and reproach to him. This 
contract merely called on the Postmaster General 


to make a contract, and for the contracting parties 
to go from a point on the Mississippi river to. San 
Francisco in twenty-five days; leaving it to their 
option to go when and where they pleased. They 
havedone more. ‘They have gone from twt points 
upon the. Mississippi river; they have supplied 
more country than they would probably if they 
had: been left entirely alone; and I say it in de- 
fense of and veneration for the memory of the late 
Postmaster General, (Mr. Brown,) who persuaded 
them to go on this particular route, that it was 
obeyitig the very highest sense of duty on his part, 
when he complied with the law, and at the same 
time gave greater mail facilities to the people of 
this country. He supplied not only Missouri, 
but Arkansas and the northern part of ‘Texas; 
and he did more than that: he supplied the lower 
half of the State that I represent here, and called 
into market a section of country the most beau- 
tiful upon the face of the earth, where the fig, 
olive, date, orange, lemon, and grape grow, but 
which, on account of its previous isolation and 
seclusion, was not filled up by population. He has 
done all this, not only within the letter of the law, 
but stilP more than that. These contractors have 
reduced the time from twenty-five days down to 
twenty-one days and fifteen hours, on an average. 

Now, upon what idea of public necessity, upon 
what idea of carrying outsome great system, can 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Hate,] 
raise this ery against this route, stigmatizing it as 
an “ ox-bow route,’’ or as a ‘ram’s-horn route,” 
as the Senator from Texas [Mr. Wiera.u,] called 
it, when the law is complied with, when popula- 
tion is benefited, when the people of the country 
are supplied with mail facilities, all within the strict 
letter of the law? I shall have something more to 
say upon this question when the Senate comes to 
final action upon it, if they reject the amendment 
that I have before me and accept the proposition 
advocated by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Sir, I desire to say to that Senator [Mr. Wie- 
TALL] and to this body, what every Senator 
knows, because I have been an eye-witness of it 
during even my brief experience, that when this 
Government gets its iron heel upon its citizens, it 
will grind them to the dust. When it comes to 
abrogate a contract that it has made and which it 


chas chosen to enter into, ‘public policy’ is the Ț 


cry and personal considerations are nothing, aad 
the rights of the citizens are wiped out of existence. 
I enter my most solemn protest against any such 
theory, orany such doctrine, being entertained by 
those who make the laws of this country, and in 
whose hands the honor of its citizens is intrusted. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] said 
very correctly that these men have not derived 
any profit from this route. No, sir. They started 
out on a great enterprise. They spent over half 
a million dollars. They were the conductors of 
the greatest scheme,as the Senator from Missouri 
justly designated it, that this country or the world 
has ever seen—twenty-seven hundred miles of 
staging performed through an inhospitable cli- 
mate, throngh bands of wild Indians, and that 
without any protection by the Government to 
public or private property. Sir, it is unparalleled. 
Now, when they have done this; when they have 
shown the feasibility of it; when they have com- 
plied with the law in every requisite that you 
could possibly require of them, to carry out some 
schemes intended to benefit individuals, and to 
benefit at the same time certain sections, these 
gentlemen are to be wiped out of existence. I 
enter my protest against it. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Hare] 
says they are willing to- receive a certain amount 
of damages. He says he does not speak by au- 
thority. Now, I do speak by authority, when I 
say, from the consultations I have had with these 
gentlemen, that there is not one of the whole com- 
pany but who enters his solemn protest against 
being disturbed one jot or one tittle in their con~ 
tract. The reason why I made this modification 
was because, from a spirit of liberality on their 
part, they have expressed a willingness to com- 
ply with the wishes of Congress and of the peo- 
ple, if the people, through their representatives 
here, say that, to perfect any system, one of their 
termini should be changed. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment? 


Mr. LATHAM. Certainly. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senator misunderstood me 
in one respect in which he quoted me.. I said 1 
would not speak by authority when I spoke of 
$600,000. F said I presumed these gentlemen 
would be willing to be wiped out on those terms; 
butin that [did not speak by authority; but I was 
authorized to say they would be content with 
$600,000 for the contract. 

Mr. LATHAM.. Iso understood the Senator. 
The Senator is correct in part. If Congress are 
determined to exterminate them, and “* wipe them 

sout,” to use his own language, they want to be 
paid one year’s service, and they want to be quits 
with this Government in every capacity and in 
every respect. I believe he is correct in making 
that statement, that far, but no further. They 
want their contract to remain intact. If they are 
disturbed, then they want the pay for one year’s 
dervice to compensate them merely for the actual 
loss which they will sustain in the destruction of 
stations. But I ask whether that is justice? I 
ask whether the Senator advocates a principle of 
equity when he says that these gentlemen are to 
have their contract terminated, and to be paid that 
which will merely reimburse them for the actual 
outlay that they have been to? 

Now, Mr. President, I have probably suid as 
much as I should in the argument of the motion 
that is now pending; but I will say this before I 
take my seat: that when Senators upon this floor 
try to impress on the minds of each other, or of 
those who take an interest in this debate, that there 

is some conflict going on between the ocean ser- 
vice and the overland service, such was not my 
idea in the drafting of my bill; nor do I believe 
that the present amendment has one single friend 
that entertains an idea of such a conflict existing. 
I merely want to provide for carrying the mails, 


the printed matter and franked documents, so long į 


as I fecl the public necessity requires it. When- 
ever you repeal your franking law; whenever you 
show the entire feasibility of these overland mails 
carrying the entire printed matter, that moment I 
want the ocean service to terminate. I say this 
in reply to an allusion made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. i 

The insertion, at my suggestion, to the second 
or third section of the present amendment, pro- 


viding for a service by the ocean in case of fail- | 


ure overland, was with a view to try all these 
overland routes. If that is done within the period 
of two years, the country will be settled, the sta- 
tions will be established, the means of communi- 
cation more certain and rapid, and forts estab- 
lished by the Government; then, I believe, this 
immense mass of matter that I detailed to the 
Senate the other day, as being carried to the Pa- 
cific, can be carried overland. If, however, the 
Senate believe, or if there can be data shown, that 
this entire printed matter, as well as the franked 
documents, can be carricd overland, I want it to 
commence right now; but { want the data before 
I am prepared to vote for it. , 

I know there is a great hue and cry existing 
against this ocean service and this steamship line. 
Tam no sympathizer or defender of theirs. I 
merely want to carry out what I believe is proper, 
so faras the mails are concerned, in supplying the 
people of the Pacific coast; because I know very 
well that every man upon that coast longs for the 
time, and will hail it with joy, when not only the 
entire mail mattér, but every citizen who goes to 
that country, can go there upon American soil, 
without going, as we do now, through an inhos- 
pitable climate and an unfriendly people, and must 
traverse seven thousand miles, when we ought to 


travel but two thousand or twenty-five hundred. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance | 


with the order of the Senate, the hour for a recess 


having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair | 


to pronounce that the Senate will take a recess 
till six o’clock. 
EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 
ROBERT STOCKTON. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Imove that the Senate take 
up joint resolution of the House No. 39. Kisa 
small matter, which hasalread y passed the House; 
and I apprehend there will be no objection to it. 
If there is, of course I will not press it, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) It is moved that the Senate take 


| of the Treasury to settle the accounts of the 


up for consideration joint resolution of the House 
0. 39. [t requires unanimous consent to enter- 
tain any motion now when another matter is pend- 
ing before the Senate, 
Mr. FESSENDEN.. Let us hear what it is. 
The Secretary read the title, as follows: 
Joint resolution directing the accounting officey$. 


Robert Stockton, quartermaster, &c. : 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I will simply stat 
Robert Stockton was an assistant quartermaster 
in the Revolution; that he died soon after the Rev- 
olution; and that, within a few months, or within 
a Short time, his papers have been found; and this 
resolution simply proposes to refer the matter to 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle his 
accounts. There is no amount specified for pay- 
ment; but it is simply to ascertain what the state 
of the accounts is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the motion 
to take up the resolution objected to? Unless ob- 
jected to, it will be considered as the sense of the 
Senate that this resolution be considered now. It 
is before the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 39) directing the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to settle the accounts of the late Robert 
Stockton, quartermaster,&c. It directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
to settle the accounts of the late Robert Stockton, 
of New Jersey, an assistant quartermaster and 
forage master in the war of the Revolution, and 
pay to hig legal heirs and representatives such 
sum or Sums as may be shown due upon sufi- 
cient proof of his service as quartermaster, and 
ue damages done his property by the American 

rmy. 

Mi. TOOMBS. I should like to know from 
the Senator from New Jersey what sort of reason 
is given for settling an account of seventy years 
ago, and why it is that these people have not set- 
tled it before now ? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I believe the report is on 
file. I was requested to ask the Senate to take 
up the joint resolution. I have not had charge of 
the matter at all. { was requested to move that 
the Senate take it up on the information F had 
that it was meritorious. The reason assigned for 
thisaccount not being settled before isthis: very 
soon after the termination of the Revolution, Mr. 
Stockton died, and his papers were mislaid, and 
they have never been discovered, as appears by 
the testimony in the case, as I have been informed, 
until very recently; and his heirs request that his 
accounts and vouchers may be examined and set- 
tled by the accounting officers of the Treasury, to 
see what itis. That is the reason why the mat- 
ter has not been presented before this ume. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think these facts ought very 


| fully to appear to the Senate. If we are going to 


look at the accounts of quartermasters of the Rev- 
olution, and see how they were settled upona 
statement, without any reason being given as to 
how they were lost, and how they have been 
found after seventy years, I tell you, sir, there is 
no protection on this earth for the public Treas- 
ury. You may just as well throw it at once into 
the hands of the claim agents around this city. 
I do not wish to object to the character of it; but 
when anybody in the Senate can consent to agree 
to this thing, and to inquire into an account of 
seventy years’ standing, it looks to me likea ship 
being on the breakers, and the crew jumping into 
the spirit room. I say there is a limitation, and 
there ought to be. There should be peace at 
some time. Seventy years ought to bring peace, 
until the affirmative is clearly shown. I put it to 
the Senator from New Jerscy, if it is not too 
much for them to come here after seventy years, 
and expect us to refer itto the Treasury? ‘There 
are thousands and tens of thousands of accounts 
which appear to be unsettled there because the 
records have gone. We all know that well. A 
parcel were burnt up during the last war, They. 
were not preserved, because they did not suppose 
that the resurrectionists would come seventy 
years afterwards and attempt to raise up trans- 
actions of this kind. 1 appeal to the Senate, if 
they have any care of the public Treasury or of 
the public interests, not to do this, if this kind 
of accounts is to be taken up in this way, and 


turned over to the accounting officers, there is no 
| peace, no security; and the truth is, it is merely 


throwing open wide the door, and: telling 
body to’come fn and help themselves. uis 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I simply-desire:to-add-one » 
word, I have no. interest atah; in any way,in- 
is measure. 1 do not even know the individual 
who desires its-passage.. I was requested. to call. 
it up by a gentleman of the other House, who-has: 
some interest in it; a-member, I bélieve, fromthe 
State. of Virginia.. Fù relation tothe lengthof ume: 
that has passed, l-have already. stated. that the: 
documents and papers belonging to this quarter. 
master have been‘ mislaid, in consequence ‘of fhis., 
death happening just after the termination of.the 
Revolution, when there was no: money in the na- 
tional Treasury to pay. It is only recently: that. 
his papers have been discovered in the attic of a 
garret of the house in which he resided at the.time ; 
of his death. Iam informed thatthe facts appear 
by the testimony in the ease, and are mentioned : 
on the face of the report. : i 

In relation to the lapse of time and the statute 
of limitations, I have only this to say: it may. be 
because Iam somewhat of a novice here that I 
entertain these notions; but, sir, so faras Tam 
concerned, it seems to me the statute of limitations 
should never run against a revolutionary claim; 
that that should never be pleaded against cither a 
revolutionary soldier, if one should be found still 
existing upon the face of the earth, oragainst the 
descendants of such. Although there may be 
doubt in relation to the meritorious character of 
the claim; and although there may not be suffis 
cientevidence to justify Congress in paying a sum - 
of money to the heirs of this man, it seems to me 
there can be no harm arising from referring the 
matter to the proper accounting -officers of the 
Treasury, for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
there is a just debt duc or not from the Govern- 
ment to a revolutionary soldier or his descend- 
ants. It may be, as I said before, because T am 


i a novice; but for myself I should far prefer dis- 


charging a claim of this description, although it 
may be somewhat doubtful, than listen to modern 
claims, many of which are fraudulent raids upon 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Undoubtedly. ; as 

Mr. BINGHAM. | Is there areportin connec- 
tion with this case? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
written report. f f 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let us hear it read. a 

The Secretary read the report. It appears. from 
the original papers ‘filed in‘the case,.as well’as. 
from letters of the Secretary of State of the Uni- 
ted States, that Robert Stockton was an assistant 
quartermaster in the war of the Revolution. It 
further appears, from letters from the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, that his accounts as quar- 
termaster have never been settled. It further ap- 
pears that he died shortly after the conclusion of 
the war, and without ever having forwarded his 
books, vouchers, &c., in relation to his service as 
quartermaster. It is clearly evident that Mr. 
Stcckton was never paid for his services, and for 
damages to the amount of fifty pounds done: to 
his property by the continental troops; and the 
committee, therefore, consider it proper that the 
books and papers kept by him-as quartermaster 
should be referred to the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury for settlement. 

Mr. KING. It has not been customary, Ibe- 
lieve, to refer simple claims for damages that may 
have been done to property in the Revolution. 
There is undoubtedly a great amount of them 
with relation to which there has never been an 
examination or claim made for compensation. 
So far as the accounts are concerned, if anything 
is due to this gentleman, I shall have no objec- 
tion to having it paid; and it ought to be, if it can 
be shown clearly to be an account due him. . I 
move to amend by striking out from the joint res- 
olution that part.of it which relates to the dam- 
ages for destruction of edad by the troops, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New York proposes to amend the resolu- 
tion by striking out, in lines nine and ten, the 
words; “and for damages done his property by 
the American Army,” 

Mr. TEN EYCK., Il hope the Senator from 
New York will not insist-on that amendment. It 
isa small matter. The claim is only a claim for 
fifty pounds for damages done, as appears, as I 
have been informed, by the testimony, by the 
American troops to Mr, Stockton’s property in 
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Princeton. "The Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; {am free'to confess, had their attention 
called to this clause inthe bill; and we at one time 
proposed that the Dill, asit came from the House, 
should be amended in that respect; but upon a 
réconsideration, the committee were unanimously 
of the opinion that, if that alteration were to be 
made, the resolution would .be lost for want of 
time, and that if it were to pass in its present 
shape, it-still will be referred. to the Secretary of 
the Treasury; who would look into the matter, 
or his officers would look into and settle the ac- 
counts.according to law, or according to what is 
right and proper. Under these circumstances, 
the Committee‘on Revolutionary Claims unani- 
mously agreed to’ report the bill in this shape, 
believing that no injustice will be done to the 
Government by its being reported, or by its pass- 
ing both Houses in that form. -It is for that rea- 
son I would ask the Senator from New York to 
withdraw his amendment, believing that no injus- 
tice or wrong will happen to the Government of 
the United States on accountof this claim for fift 

pounds; for if not due, it would not be allowed. 
There is no imperative demand or requirement 
on the part of the accounting officers of the Treas- 


Ury , 

Mtr. KING.. A resolution of this kind, as I 
understand it, Mr. President, is an instruction to 
the officer to allow for whatever damages there 
may be shown, by fair testimony presented to 
him, were incurred. It directs that to be done. 
Jt is not in this case that the amount is such as 
to create any great objecuon to it 

Mr. TEN EYCK. The accounting officers are 
to pay if they find it due. 

r. KING. The resolution is understood and 
so construed by the officer, and so understood 
here to be an instruction to him. He would un- 
doubtedly allow whatever damages there might 
be shown to be due by affidavits at this late dey, 
when, of course, the facts must be obscure, rest- 
ing on the memory of very old persons, or in mere 
tradition as to what these damages are. It is to 
the principle that I object, and not to this amount. 
As | said, the amount involved in this case is. of 
very little consequence; and itis for that reason 
that we had better not now institute a new prac- 
tice in this respect. We have not been in the habit 
of doing it, except upon the full proof presented 
to Congress. If that portion be stricken out, L 
would have no objection to the resolution, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
ag amended; and the amendment was concurred 
in, and ordered to be engrossed, and the resola- 
tion to be read a third time. Itwas read the third 
time. A 

On the passage of the resolution, there were on 
a division—ayes fourteen, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A majority of 
a quorum not voting in favor of its passage, the 
resolution is lost. 

Mr. BINGLIAM. I demand a count on the 
pee side. Let us see whether there is a quorum 
here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A majority of 
uorum has not voted, : 

Mr. TEN EYCK. [ask a count on the other 

side, 1 do not want the resolution lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
count the other side; but it will make no differ- 
ence manifestly. 

The question being put, there were twelve Sen- 
ators voted in the negative—noé quoram voting. 


EVENTS IN ITALY. 
Mr. POWELL. I offer the following resolu- 


tion, and ask for its immediate consideration: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if not incompatible with the publie 
interest, copics of such portions of the dispatches of the 
Minister at Turin as relate to the occurrence of recent 
events in Italy. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Tobject. There is not a quo- 


ram present, 


a 


THE TARIFE BILL. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to give notice that I 
shall, to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, or about that 
hour, if I can get the floor, move that the Senate 
proceed to consider the motion made by the Sen- 


a: 


ator from Kentucky, [Mr.. Powr1,] to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 338) 
providing for an increase of the tariff was post- 
poned until the second Monday of December next. 
Í desire to give this notice in order that Senators 
may know that. the question will come up, and 
be present. i 
COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask leave to introduce a res- 
olution. -1 do notask its consideration now: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia may hereafter have a clerk, with the same annual 
compensation as the clerk of the Committee on Finance, 
Claims, or Printing. 


‘Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
will lie over. 
RUD RIVER RAFT. 


Mr. BIGLER. Iam under the impression that 
there is a quorum present; and in order that that 
question may be fully tested, as'I have promised 
to call up a joint resolution which I have in my 
hand, E move thatthe Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution of the House 
(No. 43) giving the assent of Congress to certain 
acts passed or to be passed by the Legislatures 
of the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, 
or any two of them, in relation to the “ raft’? of 
Red river, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to take up for consid- 
eration the House joint resolution No. 43. It re- 
quires unanimous consent to entertain the motion, 
there being another matter now before the Senate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. [am aware that my col- 


| league, who is now absent, takes a particular in- 


terest in that resolution, and lam notso sure but 
he would oppose it, if here. I will therefore take 
this form of arresting it, by objecting to its con- 
sideration at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the resolution cannot be considered at 
this time. 


ELIZA A. MERCHANT. 
Mr. WILSON. I move to take up House bill 


No. 436, 
Mr. MALLORY. What is it? 
Mr. WILSON. It is a bill for the relief of the 


widow of an officer of the United States. Itis a 
small matter, and I should like to have it acted 
on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves to take up the House 
bill indicated by him. Is the mouon objected 
to? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let it be read for informa- 
tion. i . 

Mr. KING. Iinquire whether the motion-of 
the Senator from New Jersey is not before the 
Senate yet undisposed of; or whether, when we 
get a quorum, that will not be the business before 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has just stated, in reply to every motion that has 
been made, that itrequires the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to entertain any motion, there being 
already business before the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. Task unanimous consent to 
take up this bill. I should like to have it acted 
upon. 


tion. Ido not know what it is, ` 

The Secretary read the bill (FI. R. No. 436) 
for the relief of Mrs, Eliza A. Merchant, widow 
of the late First Licutenant and Brevet Captain 
G. Merchant, of the United States Army. It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
the name of Eliza A. Merchant on the pension 
list, at the rate of fifteen dollars per month, to 


commence on the 4th day of March, 1860, and j 


continue during her life. 


The Committee on Pensions reported the bill | 


with an amendment to strike out fifteen dollars, 
and insert twenty-five dollars, and also to strike 
out the word ‘ hife” and insert “ widowhood.” 
` Mr. TOOMBS. I object. I shall object to 
every pension. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the motion cannot be entertained. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to submit a motion that will aid us 


Mr. TOOMBS. Let it be read for informa- | 


in business. The Committee on Commerce had 
referred to it a bill (H. R. No. 114) to provide for 
the safety of passengers in vessels. propelled in 
whole orin part by steam. They have examined 
that subject partially, and it is a very important 
subject; so important that they came to the con- 
clusion that they. were not prepared to act defi- 
nitely upon it at this session. The navigating 
interests are very much interested in. that bill; and 
as itis proposed:to letit go over until the next 
session, E now move that the ordinary numbers 
of the bill be printed, so that the Senate can know 
what the bill is. r 

Mr. TOOMBS. What is the bill? 

Mr. HAMLIN. -The steamboat bill which has 
been before the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. GREEN. Let the motion go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. . 

Mr. HAMLIN. I only propose to print the 
usual number. : 

Mr. TOOMBS, I hope it will be printed, for 
it is a very important bill, and I think the worst 
one Lever saw. I think the printing of it will do 

ood. , ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairhears 
no objection to the consideration of the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Fouse had insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
339) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, 
insisted on by the Senate; had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the amendment of 
the House to the seventh amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the said bill; had agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Justix S: Morrie of Vermont, Mtr. Joun S. 
Pneves of Missouri and Mr. Winitiam A. How- 
arD of Michigan, managers at the same on the 
part of the House. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Sengte to the bill (H. R. No. 501) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the ycar ending the 30th of June, 
1861, insisted on by the Scnate, and upon its 
amendments to other amendments of the Senate 
to the said bill, disagreed to by the Senate; had 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon; 
and had appginted Mr. Jons Suerman of Ohio, 
Mr. Georer W. Huanes of Maryland, and Mr. 
Joux A. Bixcuam of Ohio, managers at the same 
on the part of the House. 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILD. 

The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in some, and disagreed to other, 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
500) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, and 
had concurred in the sixth amendment of the 
Senate, with an amendment; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 100) for 
the relief of Samuel H. Taylor. 

SAMUEL HAMILTON. 

Mr. BIGLER. 'The bill of the House of Rep- 
resentatives No. 463, lias been fully examined by 
the Committee on Pensions, and toate that the 
Senate, by unanimous consent, procced to its con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to 
consider the bill indicated by him atthis time. Is 
it objected to? 

Mr. GREEN. Let it he read, for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, which directs the 
Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Samucl Hamilton on the invalid pension roll at 
eight dollars a month, to commence on the Ist of 
sanur: 1869, and to continue đuring bis natural 
ie. 

Mr. TOOMBS., I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the bill must be laid aside. 


1860. 
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Mr. ANTHONY. 
to take up a ‘bill—— 

Mr. BIGLER. [think there will be no objec- 
tion to the consideration of the bill I have moved 
to take up. 

Mr. TOOMBS. J object to it. I object tovall 

ensions. l never voted for a pension in my life. 

would not vote a pension to General Washing- 
ton, if he was living. 


: SAMUEL R. FRANKLIN. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move to take up a bill to 
which I think the Senator from Georgia will not 
object. Itis a case wherea lieutenant in the Navy 
served .on board of a shipas purser; and he asks, 
and the committee have reported, that he should 
receive, during the time he served as purser, the 
pay of a purser, deducting the pay of a lieuten- 
ant. It has been done in every case. 

Mr. GREEN, [think the bill ought to be taken 
up and passed. I donot know anything about 
this case, but I know, for want of pursers, licu- 
tenants-have been detailed to perform the duties, 
and they have been placed under the responsibil- 
ity of pursers, and they ought to have the pay of 
pursers. - It is right. 

There being no objection, the bill (No. 398) 
for the relief of Samuel R. Franklin was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. Itdirects the proper accounting ofti- 
cers of the Treasury to allow to Lieutenant Sam- 
uel R. Franklin, United States. Navy, in the 
settlement of his accounts, the difference between 
the pay he received as lieutenant, and the pay a 
purser would have received, on board the United 
States sloop-of-war Falmouth, during the period 
in which he discharged the dutics of purser on 
board that vessel; but the sum allowed is not to 
exceed $598 63. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


‘A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 307) 
to repeal the second section and other portions of 
an act passed the 2d of June, 1858, entitled “An 
act to provide for the location of certain confirméd 
private land claims in the State of Missouri, And 
for other purposes.” ` 


CALIFORNIA OVERLAND MAIL. 


Mr. LATHAM. I call for the regular order 
-of business. There is. a quorum now present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 304) inviting proposals for carrying the 
entire mail between the Atlanticand Pacific States 
in one line, which was under consideration at the 
time the Senate took a recess, is now before the | 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, the ques- 
tion being on the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Poxx] to strike out the second section 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
California. 
Mr. YULEE. The question, as I understand 
it, is on striking out the second section; and I 
have a word to say upon that. I have nothing to 
say upon the general features of this proposition 
until it is in the shape in which its friends pro- 
pose to submit it to the judgment of the Senate; 
but I hope this section will not be stricken out. I 
think it is a desirable feature in the bill, if it isto 
be adopted. 
I treat this question, Mr. President, not in the 
light of a benefit to individuals or to sections, but 
in its postal aspectaltogether; and in that aspect, | 
if it be practicable for the Postmaster General to 
make the arrangement by agreement with the But- | 
terfield contractors which is proposed in this sec- | 
ond section, it would be a desirable piece of legis- | 
lation. If nothing more than that was done, and | 
if all else of the bill were stricken out, I would | 
like the adoption of that, if so it be that the Post- | 
master General has not the power now, by agree- 
ment with the contractors, to do the same thing, | 
which I believe he has without authority of | 
law. The effect would be simply this: the time | 
now, under the present contract, is twenty-five | 
days from St, Louis to San Francisco, and it is | 
twice a week. The time between St. Louis and 
New Orleans, by railroad, now, is two days, or | 
iess. This proposes to make an arrangement by | 


I desire'to ask the Senate 


velse in the bill be adopted. 


which there shall be a conveyance from New Or- 


| leans to San Francisco in twenty days, and three į 
times a week. Now, if you add two days to the | 


time to bring your mails from St. Louis to New 
Orleans, thead vantage which we shall have gained, 
withoutany cost to the Government, will be in the 
conversion of a twice-a-week mailin twenty-five 
days to a three-times-a-week mail in twenty-two 
days, even from St. Louis, accommodating New 
Orleans and all the southern and Gulf section: bet- 
ter, and accommodating New York, and the re- 
gion North, nearly as well; for the time between 
New York and New Orleans now is only three 
and a half and four days, and there is very little 
difference between the time from New York to 
St. Louis. If therefore, it be practicable to make 
this arrangement, by which we shall convert a 
twice-a-week mail into three times a week, and 
reduce it froma twenty-five days schedule toa 
twenty-two days schedule from St. Louis, even’ 
St. Louis will be benefited. I think the Post- 
master General may do this,in agreement with 
the parties, without legislation; but if legislation 
be necessary, I hope it will be given, if nothing 
I shall therefore vote 
against striking out. 

Mr. GREEN. I shall vote in favor ofstriking 
out, and for this very plain reason: I am not sec- 
tional in my opinion; but it is an unmistakable 
fact, which no man can deny who looks at the 
geography of the country, and Jooks at the map, 
that St. Louis is the great center of the Missis- 
sippi valley. Why shall we therefore diverge 
and dodge around, and reach Missouri by a cir- 
cumlocution, rather than come direct by the But- 
terficld route, as it now is? Is it right to do so? 
So far as the accommodation of New Orleans and 
all the surrounding country that depends upon 


New Orleans is concerned, she has accommoda- | 


tions suflicient, and I am willing to give her more 
if she has not sufficient; but to takeaway the only 
accommodation that Missouri has in the center of 
her State, the very heart of the State, | think very 
unkind treatment. 

Now, the St. Joseph mail I have no objection 
to; but, at the same time, it must be remembered 
that the St. Joseph mail is a Chicago mail; it is 
nota St. Louis mail; and where is St. Louis to 
get a direct mail if you take away the Butterfield 
contract? 'Fhe Senator says he thinks the Post- 
master General, with the consent of the parties, 
has the right already. That may be, for aught I 
know; but if it be so, let him take the responsi- 
bility. So faras it depends upon my action ghey 
shall stot have my consent, because itis wrong in 
itself, and detrimenta) to the interests of my con- 
stituents. I want a direct communication from 
that heart of the Mississippi valley to the center 
of commerce on the Pacific coast. The heart of 
the one is St. Louis, the center of the otheris San 
Francisco. 
it cannot be disguised. Now, sir, I shall insist 
upon it; I will stand by this; and if the Postmaster 
General—if the Congress does not act on it— 
chooses to take some other coursé, he takes the 
responsibility. I will not take that responsibility 
in advance of him, or screen him from the just 
indignation that will fall upon his head if he dare 
take away a right that belongs to our State. 

Mr. TOOMBS. St. Louis is nothing but a 
country village. 

Mr. GREEN. St. Louis nothing but a coun- 
try village! ‘There are not five cities in the Union 
that are her superiors; and the Senator from Geor- 


gia cannot put five together in his State that will 


be her equal. He may take five of the biggest 
he has got, with all their commerce, and they will 
not be equal to St. Louis. 
it will not compare with Missouri. it will not 
compare with St. Louis, of Missouri. 

Mr. POLK. His whole State sends but one 
Representative; and St. Louis sends one, with a 
large margin. ‘ 

Mr. GREEN. My colleague reminds me of 
the fact that St. Louis sends one Representative, 
with a-large margin, and Florida only sends one 
from the whole State. 

Now, I ask, Mr. President, is it right to dis- 
card tho interests of a great people, numbering 
one hundred and fifty thousand inhabitants, with 
a commerce, in proportion to the people, superior 
to any in the whole scope of this Union—TI assert 
that without qualification; New York not ex- 


There is no mistake about this, and | 


1 So with the Senator | 
from Florida. He may take the whole State, and į 


i me. 


cepted—with acommerce superior, in Proportion 
‘to: population; to amy city inthis Union? “Shall 
we cut that of? Will you say you will send:by 
St. Joseph, by Chicago, and New York,-by San 
Antonio and New Orleans, and dodge Stu Louis, 
the heart of the Mississippi valley ?:-shave-béen 
told-by the Senator frony Florida -that-there’ is a 
rapid and speedy communication from St. fs 
to New Orleans. I think,there is; but EF wills 
to: that Senator this: that itis just about as far, 
incmy opinion, from St. Louis to New Orleans.as 
it is- from New Orleans to St. Louis. -Thatismy 
calculation; ` E think itis; “and therefor [think 
itis just as well to come. by St. Louis-and go. to 
New Orleans as it is to.come by. New. ‘Orleans 
and go to St. Louis.. Is it not so? at 
Mr. YULEE. No; because’ by the’ present 
contract it is twenty-five days from St. Louis to 
‘San Francisco, while by the:proposed arrange- 
ment it would be twenty daysfrom New Orleans 
to Sar Franciseo— ion saris 
Mr. GREEN. They make it in twenty-two. 
Mr. YULEE. Giving the Senator’s: townof 
St. Louis three days’ advantage in this. case. * 
Mr. GREEN. If the Postmaster General has 
the power to change at all, cannot he change it 
from St. Louis and will not these parties ‘change 
it to correspond in time? If you will give them 
the privilege to chalk out their own route, let 
them go by San Antonio ‘and thè Chico pass, and 
Albuquerque, across the Colorado by the Walker 
ass, and they will make itin cighteen days;and 
think my friend knows it. j Seo 
Mr. TOOMBS. | If my friend will allow mea 


‘moment, I think they can settle this difficulty. 


Let them startat St Louisgand go by New Or- 

leans, and then they will gain two votes. That 

seems to be the only difference between them, 
Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Georgia is a 


| little mistaken. They can go from St. Louis a little 


quicker than they can from New Orleans; and if 
he will look at the map and consider the route 
they have to run, he will know it; and ifhe speaks 
without knowing it, I excuse him. I know the 
can go from St. Louis a little quicker ‘than fro 
New Orleans. > Pies 
Mr. TOOMBS. Itis the oth 
Senator from Florida. ; 
Mr. GREEN. Not at all. He said the present 
contract gave them a certain time; but by the new 
contract they could do it from. New Orleans with- 
in twenty days. l say if the Postmaster General 
hasa right to make a new contract from-New 
Orleans, he has a right-to make a’ new'contract 
from St. Louis. ; TETI 
Mr. YULEE. The difference is this: he will 
have to pay them for’a new contract’ from: St. 
Louis, whereas this proposed increase of trips 
three times a week instead of two can be done 
without any increase at all. hee 
Mr. GREEN. I say, if you are talking about 
the power of the Postmaster General to increase 
the trips or increase the speed, he has got as much 
in the one case as in-the other, and you know it. 
Mr. YULEE. But-this limits ite. 035 
Mr. GREEN. -It limits it in.some cases. ‘Then 
limit itin the samé cases, and start from St. Louis. 
Why do you not do that? . pee 
Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the Senator will speak 
to the Senate, and not to the Senator from Florida, 
Mr. GREEN. I care not what the Senator 
from Georgia says. I intend to discuss this ques- 
tion, because I know what Iam talking about, 
whether he does or not. f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri has the floor. 
Mr. GREEN. I know T have. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I make the point of order. I 
shall be very glad to hear the Senator, but I want 


er way with the 
- uy 


! him to address himself to me and the Senaté,'in- 


stead of the Senator from Florida. © © 
Mr. GREEN, | I have no‘right to address my 


‘argument to him; but Daddress the President, 


and I want-him:to:-hear'me; and Í intend to ad- 
dress him,and todoitinorder. Itrust the Pres- 
ident. will hear me, and I want them all to hear 
Lhope he will be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The: Senator 
from Missouri is in order. 

Mr. GREEN. Lintend to confine myself to 
order. -But to admonish me that I shal address 
one particular Senator does not suit my taste! “I 
address you, sir, as the President of ‘this body, 
and I want all-Senators. to hear me; but for one 
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Seriatorto.say, I want me to be addressed,” 
does not suit: my taste, l 
Mr: TOOMBS: The Senator is mistaken. 1 
objected to his addressing one Senator. He was 
addressing the Senator. from Florida. . í 
‘Mr. GREEN. Now, sir, I undertake to’ say 
that this transportation will better accommodate 
the public from St. Louis than it will from New 
Orleans. . New. Orleans already has the same ac- 
commodation that St. Louis has. The propo- 
sition is to take this away from St. Louis, and 
add to theaccommodation of New Orleans. 
- St. Louis. ig’ the great center, as I before re- 
marked, of the Mississippi valley; and I put itto the 
ea of honorable Senators, and to you, Mr. 
‘President, is it right, while New Orleans already 
has the same accommodation that St. Louis has, to 
take away the only accommodation that she has 
and add it to the accommodation of New Orleans, 
because it is a southern city? . Is. that right?. Is 
it reasonable? Is it conformable tothe principles 
by which we are governed in our legislation? If 
you.say wë need no legislation, and leave it all to 
the Postmaster General, very well; but if you 
vundértake.to interpose.at all, and direct the Post- 
master General what he shall do, [ thinks it our 
-duty to tell, him what we think the public good 
requires, and what the public wants demand. 
Acting on that principle, I say that these public 
wants and these public duties require us to con- 
centrate the great western. mail atthe great center, 
the city of St. Louis. [tis in the line of Cincin- 
nati; it accommodates Pittsburg; it accommodates 
Cleveland; it accommodates Chicago; it accom- 
modates Louisville; it accommodates Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, and New York; while if you di- 
verge, and go Northor go South, you discommode 
some: portion of these cities. If we are to look 
to.the greatest.good to the greatest number, strike 
_at. the heart of the Repnblic, and then let it dis- 
seminate itself according to the wants of commerce 
and to the convenience of the commercial inter- 


course. For that reason, I hope that section will 
-be stricken out; and’I shall vote in favor of strik- 
ing it out, not to do harm to others, but to retain 
aright which is no more than already is enjoyed 
by New Orleans, and which docs not detract from 
‘any right enjoycd by any city of the North. It 
will be for the benefit--of. the center; but it is a 
benefit already enjoyed, with no reflection upon 
the. Postmaster General; because if Congress is 
to take the subject in band at all, they ought to 
act upon it in the manner they deem best for the 
public interest. 

“My. TOOMBS. Iam very glad of these little 
controversies between interior villages upon this 
subject with reference to this communication with 
the’ west coast of America. I suppose almost 
everybody who has looked into this question 
knows that we have but one comméreál center 
this, gide of the mountains. On this side, it is 
New York. There is the seat of the bullion trade; 
there is the seat of the commerce of the country. 
All the goods and all the supplies to California 
aresent from there. The goods of this country 
and of foreign countries are brought there to be | 
sent; and therefore the most direct and speedy 
communication, the most advantageous to the 
public, ought to go from New York to San Tran- 
isco. These are the two points on this conti- 
nent. -Itis all folly to talk about centers.in Mis- 
sissippi and centers in Georgia. My little village 
is the center ofa county. I suppose somebody 
else’s city‘is the center ofa State. I hope it will 
go over all such places that. happen to lie in the 
way,no matter whether it be the great city of St. 
Louis, or the speckled hen’s nest. If we want to 
promote the commerce of the country, we should 
make a communication the most ready, the cheap- 
est, and the best for the people who have got 
business with one another. I apprehend, with- 
out looking into the statistics, that ninety per 
cent: of all the correspondence between the At- 
lantic aud Pacific coast is between New York and 
San Francisco; and those are the two points to 
unite. I know it is for the business, and the cor- 
respondence follows the business; and, therefore, 
if he wants to get the best communication, the 
only one should be there. 

As for having one at the South, what do we 
want with one? I never wrote to California in 
my life; and T suppose I have as. much business 
as the average of Georgians there; and I never 
received any letter, except to get an office or an | 


1 
i 
| 


appropriation, and 1 should. be very glad to get 
rid of them. But the business pegple who are 
connected with this affair are from New York and 
San Francisco.. The South does not want any. 
We have got nothing to send there. We do not 
make merchandise. They do not consume cot- 
ton. The gold trade, if it should come there, 
would pass through. We makésomething better 
than gold; but if we do not, whatever we have 
got must go somewherc fora market. The truth 
is, we have got no business with it; and the bul- 
lion trade of California, what California raises, 
gold, goes to regulate the great exchange of the 
continent. Whatshe wants gocs from New York; 
and therefore, whenever you make the best com- 
munication, whether by sea or land, from New 
York to San Francisco, no matter what place it 
goes by, you have accomplished, a great public 
object, and. that is the only object you ought to 
look to; and whether it is to go by Galveston, or 
New Orleans, or St. Louis, or Charleston, or Sa- 
vannah, is all nongtnse. 

Mr. YULEE. ‘With the permission of the 
Senate, I propose to vary the entertainment. We 
have spent some time upon this question; and I 
hope the Senators in charge of this subject, and 
feeling interest in it, will consent to its postpone- 
ment, with a view of taking up the Post Office 
appropriation bill for 1860, that we may dispose 
the question pending in relation to that. I make 
that motion. 

Mr. HUNTER. Lhope it will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
postpone the further consideration of the bill now 
before the Senate to take up the bill making further 
appropriations for the scrvice of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1860. 

Mr. LATHAM. J should like to make an in- 
quiry. If the Post Office deficiency bill is dis- 
posed of to-night, will this bill -be in order in the 
morning at twelve o'clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I do not object to fin- 
ishing the Post Office bill to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest to the Senator from California that it 
will require avote to take it up to-morrow, unless 
it is taken up after the Post Office bill is disposed 
of to-night, and left as the unfinished business. 

Mr. POLK. I think we might as well have a 
vote on this question, 

Mr. YULGE. Let us lay it aside informally 
by general consent, and take up the other bill. 

r. LANE. | object to it. 

Mr, RICE. Jam sorry that the Senator from 
California should yield to the Post Office appro- 
priation or any other bill, This measure has been 
crowded out every time it has been brought up, 
and, from present appearances, Lexpect it will go 
out at the tail end of the session, just as it come 
nto it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to postpone this bill. ' 

Mr. GWIN. Informally. 

'The PRESIDING OFFICER. To informally 
lay aside this bill in order to take up the Post 
Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. LATHAM. Ishould like to have a vote 
taken on this section before that is done. 

Mr. GREEN. Let us vote the motion down. 

Mr. YULEE. [withdraw my proposition, to 
allow a vote to be taken on this section; that is, 
if the vote can be taken at once. 

Mr. GREEN. Withdraw it or not, as you 
lease. Ihave buta word to say. . The great 
dunder made by most men who consider this sub- 

ject is this: they look from New York to San 
Francisco, Now I know that the trade from New 
York to San Francisco may-be conducted by the 
isthmus with more facility and with greater profit 
than it can overland; and I will say further than 


| that, you may make forty railroads dircet across, 


and still the trade will go that way. But I am 
talking about the trade from the center of the Mis- 


|| sissippi valley to the Pacific. That is a different | 
| thing. 


The trade from Missouri, from Illinois, 
from Iowa, and from Minnesota, to the Pacific, 
is a very different thing from the trade from New 
York and Boston and Philadelphia. The trade 
upon the eastern border may be conducted across 
the isthmus cheaper; and that trade will always 
go that way to San Francisco, instead of across 
the continent, You may make forty railroads 
and it would be the same. 


Mr. LANE. They go around the Horn; they 
cannot go over the railroad. 

Mr. GREEN. They will go over railroads 
when you make railroads enough; and they will 
be:made when you give them protection enough. 
What Lam talking about is a connection from the 
center of the Mississippi valley, from Minnesota, 
from Iowa, from Illinois, from Michigan, from 
Arkansas, from Mississippi, and the center of all 
these States, I think, isin my State—in St. Louis; 
but I will not press this any further. Ithink the 
public judgment will see that this is just and fair 
and reasonable. I will not take the time of the 
Senate to elaborate it when I know it is so fair in 
itself. 

Mr. POLK. Mr. President 

Mr. YULEE. I hope the Senator will allow 
my motion to be put now. 

Mr. POLK. I think we had better take a vote 
on this section. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope my colleague will permit 
this section to be stricken out. ` 

Mr. POLK. Let us take a vote on it, 

Mr. GWIN, I hope my colleague will con- 
sent to strike it out, 

Mr. LATHAM. I prefer to have a vote upon 
it. J will not consent to it voluntarily. I hope 
J may be allowed to saya word. I know how 
urgent the chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads is to have the Post Office 
deficiency bill taken up; but I do not want to be 
caught, so far as I am concerned, as a true friend 
of this overland mail, in a trap; and 1 know how 
easy it is for one kind of business, or one bill, to 
supplant another, and measures that we suppose 
are going to take fifteen or twenty minutes, take 
a day anda half. So far as this measure is con- 
cerned, I will tell the Senator that I intend to 
stand by this overland system until it is finally 
disposed of by the Senate; and whenever the 
Senate overrules me I will yield, but not before. 

Mr, POLK obtained the floor. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope my motion will be put, 
that we may test the sense of the Senate; and as 
soon as the Post Office deficiency bill is disposed 
of, I will vote with the Senator to resume the 
consideration of this bill, I hope my motion will 
now be put. 

Mr. POLK. To whom did the Chair award 
the floor? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
fro issouri is entitled to the floor. 

MY. YULEE. But my friend will allow me to 
say that I withdrew my motion only to allow a 
vole to be taken, and it was upon that condition 
I did so; and I submit it to him whether I have 
not aright to renew it. 

Mr. POLK. In the first place, I did not hear, 
the condition, and if I had, I would not have sub- 
mitted to it after the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Florida, so well calculated to mislead 
the Senate, as f think it is, in reference to this 
second section. The Scnator has said that, by 
the second section, it is proposed to let the Post- 
master Gencral make a contract by which the mail 
is to be carried from New Orleans to San Fran- 
cisco three time a week in twenty days; and then 
he says that New Orleans can be reached from St. 
Louis in two days, and thus there will be twenty- 
two days from St. Louis to San Francisco by the 
way of New Orleans, in place of twenty-five days 
by the Butterfield route. Now, sir, n the first 
place, that Butterfield route has averaged Jess than 
twenty-two days. Twenty-five days is the limit 
of the contract. It has always run inside of it, 
and has averaged twenty-one days and fifteen 
hours. Then the Senator from Florida is chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads of the Senate, and that Senator well knows 
that there is no contract for carrying the mail be- 
twixt New Orleans and St: Louis intwo days. I 
venture to say itis not short of ten days. I should 
be glad if the Senator would answer how long is 
the shortest: time—that is, the contract service— 
between St. Louis and New Orleans. 

Mr. YULEE. I know that the mails are car- 
ried now upon railroads. They have been taken 
off the river, I think—and if they bave not been, 
they ought to be—and placed upon the railroads. 
I know, or at least I lave been informed, that 
travelers come within two days between St. Louis 


i and New Orleans; and I know that the Govern- 


ment is paying 


for the transportation of the mails 
upon the railroads upon which travelers go, 


and 
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that they bave a right to put upon. these routes 
whatever mail matter they please. 

While Lam up the Senator will allow me to 
say that I am quite aware that the service between 
St. Louis and San Francisco, although the con- 
tract schedule is twenty-five days, is performed 
in about twenty-one and a half or twenty-two 
days; but with a schedule of twenty days from 
New Orleans, the presumption is fair that the 
time employed will be ratably as short as thé 
actual time frorn St. Louis compared with the con- 
tract time, and we may reasonably expect it 
theréfore in eighteen days from New Orleans. 

Mr. POLK. The Senator from Florida, I un- 
derstand, cannot answer the question, how long 
is the shortest contract-time for carrying the mail 
between St. Louis and New Orleans? 

Mr. YULEE. No. 

Mr. POLK. Well, sir, the very thing we com- 
plain of in St. Louis is, that it is a hard matter to 
get the Postmaster General, or any. person else 
here, to recognize the fact that there are people 
living on the west bank of the Mississippi river. 
The fact is, that this village of St. Louis, as the 
Senator from Georgia has called it, since I have 
lived there, has grown more than all the cities of 
Georgia put together. 

‘The Senator says that a ggntleman can travel 
from St. Louis to New Orleans in two days. I 
know he can, in something like that time now, 
where the railroads are; but the Postmaster Gen- 
eral could not get any contract to deliver the 
mails in such time, or at least he has not yet been 
able to doit. I venture to guess—I think I may 
do that—-that the mail does not pass between St. 
Louis and New Orleans in less than ten days, or 
seven days at the outside. 1 know very well that 
about a year ago, a member of my family was 
near Port Gibson, on the Mississippi river, on the 
line between St. Louis and New Orleans, and it 
was frequently fourteen days before a letter would | 
come from there up to my house in St. Louis. A 
letter would come fram San Francisco frequently 
in as short a time as it would come from Missis- 


sippi. 

in TOOMBS. You lived off the line of com- 
munication. — 
© Mr. POLK. Yes; very much out of the way. 
A city of one hundred and seventy-five thousand 
inhabitants, on the Mississippiriver, is very much 

out of the way! ‘The Senator, who livesin Geor- 
gia, that constitutes the ends of the skirts of the 
Coat, that is, on the lapels of the country, thinks 
that he is right in the center. I do not blame him. 
He is like the gentleman that the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. CoLLAmeR] told us of some ‘time 
ago.. Ele said he had the best situated place he 
knew of on the face of the globe, because you 
could go from his house to anywhere else. 
{Laughter.} That is the way it is with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let me tcll my friend one 
thing about us: we never come here to bother the 
Government as beggars for anybody to come to 
ug, unless they want to do so, nor to go through 
our State. 

Mr. POLK. Nor do we, sir, We only want 
this: that when a man from Missouri, from Illi- 
nois, from Indiana, from Maryland, from any 
„place East, from Georgia, desires to go to San 
Francisco, he shall be permitted to go the way 
that his knowledge of the best mode of reaching 
there will take him; and if he intends to go over- 

“land, he must go through St, Louis. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not know of but one 
place to compare with it; and that is the place 
that Virgil described—facilis descensus Averni. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. POLK. Mr. President, I was wondering 
whet'r the Senator from Georgia really had ref- 
erence to that classical line when he spoke. That 
ig rather far-fetched. I suppose, though, it has 
been some time since the Senator read Virgil. 

I only rose to answer the Senator from Florida, 
who, I thought, put this thing to the Senate ina 
way calculated to mislead, as though it would 
add only two days in the mail time to go from 
St. Louis to New Orleans. It would add many 
times two days. They do not come in two days 
from New Orleans to St. Louis.. Thatisa grand 
mistake. No such mail time has ever yet been 
made, and I very much doubt its being made very 


soon. 


Mr. YULEE. I renew the motion which I i 


made a short time ago; and I hope it will be the 

leasure of the Senate to lay aside, even if it be 
informally, the bill which is now under consid- 
eration, in order that we may dispose of the bill 
of the House No. 503. 

Mr: HUNTER, Lhope we shall take that bill 
up. Let us get it to a conference, and settle it if 
we can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
lay aside the bill under consideration, and take up 
the Post Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. LATHAM. Upon that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say a single 
word. If those who are friendly to this overland 
mail bill would come directly to voting, instead 
of speaking on the subject, perhaps the Senator 
from Florida would withdraw his motion to post- 
pone, and take up the Post Office bill. [‘*Oh, 
no! 

Mr. HUNTER. We must take up the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Then we may vote you 
down. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Davis, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, 
Hamlin, Hunter, Pearce, Powell, Ten Eyck, Toombs, 
Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, Iverson, Johnson of 'Fen- 
nessee, King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Rice, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Sumner, and Wilkinson—20. 


So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on striking out the second section of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Califor- 
nia. 

Mr. LATHAM. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Bigter, Bright, Cameron, Fessenden, 


Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Green, Hemphill, Johnson of 


Tennessee, Lane, Nicholsou, Pearce, Polk, Sebastian, 
Simmons, aud Wade—17. 

NAYS— Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Brown, Chandler, 
Clark, Davis, Doolittle, Foot, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hunter, Iverson, King, Lathan, Powell, Seward, Sumner, 
Toombs, Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yuwlee—23. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE. Inasmuch as the vote upon this 
section has been taken, I hope my friends who 
have charge of this bill will agree to allow the 
Post Office deficiency bill to be disposed of now. 
I think it will occupy but a very short time. I 
see no reason, in fact, why it should occupy more 
than fifteen minutes, and it is very desirable that 
our action should be determined, in order that the 
House may be in possession of the bill and have 
time to consider the new proposition which we 
shall make to them, if the Senate concur in the 
substitute which I propose to offer for the House 
amendment. I hope the Senate will agree now 
to take up that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ It is moved to 
lay aside the bill under consideration for the pur- 
pose of taking up.the Post Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. LATHAM. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that question. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I call for a division. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—ayes 21, noes 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Post Of- 
fice deficiency bill is now before the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I desire to 
make a report from a committee of conference. 

Mr. YULEE. I yicld for that purpose. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, from the com- 
mittee of conference on the.disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 416) to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers on the public do- 
main, and for other purposes, made the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 416) to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers on the public domain, and for otber pur- 
poses, having met, and after a free and full conference, they 
have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to the 
respective Houses, as follows: : 

That the Ilousc of Representatives do recede from its 
amendment to the bill of the Senate, and agree to the said 
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bill of the Senate, (S. No. 416,) with the folowing amend- 
mentir ie Sos i MAE ERE O oe 
Section one, line eleven, strike out the word. “and.) 
Section one, lines tivelve and ‘thirteen, strike out the 
wordy, #‘ and become subject to privatesentty.? °° es 
Secon one, tine nineteen; after the word ‘“register,?” 
insert the words, or receiver of said Jand office.” 
Section one, at the end thereof, inserti: é eee 
Provided, That nothing in this s¢etion shall beso cons 
strued as to embrace; or in any way-iiclude, any-quayter 
section, or fractional quarter section, of Jand.upon which 
any preémption tight has been acquired priorto the passage 
of this act : And provided further, That all entries madé 
under the provisions of this section upon lands which: have 
not been offered for public sale, shail be confined to:and 


upon sections designated by odd numbers. `i 
Section seven, at the end thereof insert: ae 
Provided further, That all persons who are preémptors 
on the date of the passage.of this act, shal], upon the pay- 
montto the proper authority of sixty-two and one half cents 
per acre, if paid within two ‘years from the passage of this 
act, be entitled to a patent from the Government, as now 
provided by the existing preémption laws. y 
Strike out section eight. San j p 
Section ten, line nine, after the word ‘ttime? insert: the 
words, “ afteran actual settlement of six months, and?’ 
And that the Senate do agree to the same: ' ARS 
ANDREW JOHNSON, ©- 
SIMON CAMERON, © = 
Managers on the part of the Senate. ` 
SCHUYLER COLFAX, . 
WILLIAM WINDOM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I moveacon- 
currence in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Ten- 
nessce will permit it to lie over. and. be printed, 
and take a vote on it when the Senate is full,” It 
is a very important question; and we have had a 
great deal of discussion about it. lamrather dis- 
posed, so far as I am concerned, to agree with the 
committee of conference; but I think we hadi bet- 
ter have a full vote on it. The Senate is not full; 
and I think the Senator will accomplish his object 
entirely by letting it be printed and lie over until 
to-morrow. 2 

Mr. LANE. Let him explain it. 

Mr. GWIN. [have no objection to that at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I think the bill 
is well understood; and it is growing late in the 
session. There have been three committees of 
conference upon it; and Ido not think the Senate 
will have any objection to what has been agreed 
upon. There are no material changes from the 
Senate bill. If the subject is not understood by 
the reading of the amendments, and if it is neces- 
sary to make any explanation, I will do it; but 
the bill has been: before the Senate fora long time, 
and is well understood. by both Houses;-and I 
hope the. Senator will not insist on the motion to 
postpone, and have it printed. : F 

Mr. LANE. -We do-not want it postponed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Imoveacon- 
currence in the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
nick in the chair.) It is moved that the Senate 
concur in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence. ; 
Mr. WADE. We had better have the yeas 
and nays on that question. 

The yeas and. nays were. ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PEARCE. I voted under a misapprehen- 


‘sion; and not knowing what: the report of the 


committee is, I beg leave to change my: vote. E 
vote “nay.” 

Theresult was then announced-—yeas 36, nays 
2; as follows: 


YEAS—-Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Brown, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Davis, Doolittle, Fiteh, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Jobnson of Tennessee, King, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nich- 
olson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, 
Symner, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee 


NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, and Pearce—2. 

Asubsequentmessage announced that the House 
concurred in the report of the, committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. No. 416) to secure home- 
steads to actual settlers on the public domain, 
and for other purposes. > 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced that theSpeaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Vice President: 

‘An act (S. No. 100) for the relief of Samuel H. 


Taylor; and ony 
A pill (S, No. 206) for the relief of Emilie G. 


a 


June 19, 
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Jones, executrix of Thomas P. Jones, deceased, 
and: Nancy M. Johnson, administratrix of Wal- 
ter R. Johnson, deceased. — 

en POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

; YULEE, I believe the Post Office defi- 
‘ciency bill is now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
subject now. under consideration. The action of 
the House of Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

‘In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, June 12, 1860. 

ResoWwed, That the House recede from their disagrce- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (A. R. No. 
503) making further appropriations for the service of the 
‘Post-Office Department during the fiscal year ending June 
30,1860, and agree to the same, with the folowing amend- 
ment: N 

‘Add to Senate amendment, on first page : 

Provided, ‘The said service shall be performed in the same 
time as was prescribed in the schedule time in the con- 
‘tract for ‘the service of the steamer isabet; and the Post- 
master General is hereby authorized and directed to pay 
for We actual service performed by the said steamer Isabel, 
from Charleston:to Havana, previous to the passage of this 
act, at the same. rate of coinpensation as was provided iu 
the coritract r that service: And provided further, That 
the Postmaster General is hereby directed to restore the 
inland service of AU the routes under contract on the 4th 
of March, 1859, unless the same have expired by their own 
-Hmitation, or where.improved service oversaid routes has 
‘been furnished by ratiroads or otherwise; and where the 
servic? Was been actually performed by the contractor upon 
curtailed routes, notwithstanding such curtailment, the 
-Postinaster General. shall pay the contractors asif no change 
had been ordered; but the Postinaster General shall not be 
required to restore the service on any of said routes beyond 
one dally mail each way, nor to interfere with any changes 
‘of service that may have been made without reduction of 
pricas nor to. restore service on route No. 10615, from 

Veoulo, Missouri, to Albuquerque, New Mexico; nor ta 
restore service on route No. 15059, trom Kansas City, Mis- 
souri, via Santa Lé, New Mexico, to Stockton, Cz 
‘hor ow any parcof the route No. 8076, west or Bt Pas 
vided further, Vaat nothing bercin contained shall debar 
the Postmaster General from discontinuing or curtailing 
‘Any af the routes hereby restored 5 nor shall the contractor 
or contractors upon said restored routes be paid any extra 
allowance whatever-in consequcoce of any new curtail- 
Ment on. discontinuance: And provided further, ‘That no 
nevi’ hereby restored shall be put in operation unicss by 
the wet OF Tie Contractor or contractors therefor : nd 
grovtiot bebe ‘Mat the appropriation herein made shall 

je so. condteited as to embrace those made by the joint res- 
caution “lor. the relief of the ‘contractors of the Post Office 
Department,” approved March 28, 1860: And provided fur- 
‘ther, Phat nothing herein contained shall be construed so 
‘aslo renew thé “mail service on the Cumberland river, 
“above Clarksville, in the State of Tennessee, 
-UMi YULES. Since this bill was formerly be- 
-fote the Senate, some change has occurred in the 
condition of the legislation relative to the Post 

Office Department. We have passed the bill of 
-appropriation providing for the service of 186]. 
The Department is, therefore, provided for its 
future service, and there can be no difficulty in 
carrying onthe operations of the Department. so 
far as relates to all that is prospective. During 
‘the pendency of this bill, also, by the lapse of 
time, we have reached near the close of the year 

1860, for which ‘these ‘appropriations provide. It 
may be considered, therefore, that the appropri- 
ations contained in this bill are for the payment 
of contractors who have already done service, 
and to whom the Government stands indebted; it 
is for past service, The operations of the Depart- 
ment cannot be embarrassed by the failure to 
make these appropriations; but great injustice and 
inconvenience may follow to the creditors of the 
Government for whom this bill provides. . 

It provides for. the payment of the clerks in the 
offices; it provides for the compensation of post- 
masters; it provides for the payment of contract- 
ors for transportation; it provides for contractors 
who have siipplicd mail bags; it provides for the 
manufacturers‘of paper who have supplied wrap- 
ping-paper to the Department; it provides for {he 
payment ofletter-carriers; it provides for the man- 
ufacture of postage Stamps and postage envel- 
opes; it provides for the payment to Great Britain 
of two.or three hundred thousand dollars duc on 
the postages which we have collected. All these 


Mr, 


debts of the. Government provided for in this bill | 


‘are held in jeopardy—for what? By the attempt 
of. the House to ingraft on this bill a matter for- 
eign to appropriation; not involving appropria- 
tion; a provision altogether inoperative in the bill 
in which itis; relating te aservice about expired, 
and in-no wise necessarily or even properly con- 
nected with the subject of this bill of appropria- 
tion. [tis an attempt to coerce this body, and to 
cocree the executive department, by appealing to 
their:regard for the good. faith duc the creditors 
of the Government, and to force upon them a le- 


gislation offensive to them, and which they believe 
to be utterly wrong, and, Lam almost tempted to 
say, altogether flagitious. , 

But, Mr. President, desirous, if pòssible, to 
avoid an unpleasant disagreement upon this bill 
between the two Houses, I have concluded to 
prepare, and to offer to the acceptance of the 
Senatc, a substitute for the proposition ‘of the 
Louse, which goes as far as T have found it pos- 
sible to induce myself to recommend the Senate 
to go, certainly to the very verge of what seems 
to me to be proper, and quite as far as it is possi- 
ble for me to go. | 

With. this explanation, I submit what I pro- 

ose as a-substitute for the amendment of the 
ouse, premising that we might, if we were dis- 
posed to be particular with the House, refuse 
action upon the amendment they have sent here, 
in the shape in which they have sent it; for it is 
altogether irregular. They agree with us in 
striking out, and send us back, as an amend- 
ment to one other matter to which they agree, 
substantially the same thing to the striking out 
of which they had agreed. It is ‘irregular as a 
arliamentary mode of proceeding; but overlook- 
ing that, and meeting the case upon its substan- 
tial merit, I have prepared an amendment which 
l hope will be acceptable to all sides of this Cham- 
ber, and which I offer as a substitute for the 
proposition from the House; one which I hope 
they will find reason to accept, because it grants 
all which can be properly claimed from the Gov- 
ernment, or from this branch of the legislative 
department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 
in the chair.) The question is on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Florida for the 
amendment of the House, which will be read. 

The Secretary read it, to strike out all of the 
amendment of the House after the word ‘ pro- 
vided,” in the first line, and to insert in lieu 
thereof: i 

‘That the said service shall be performed in seven days 
for the round trip, and the Postmaster General is directed 
to investigate the claim of the owner of the steamer Isabel 
tor services alleged to have been rendered hy said steamer 
and the steamer Catawba in the transportation of the United 
States mail between Charleston and Savannah and Havana 
since the 30th of September, 1859; and if, from any testi- 
mony, it sball appear to him that said service, as stipulated 
for in the contract therefor, which expired on the said 30th 
of September, 1859, was thereafter actually performed, then 
the Postmaster General shall allow compensation up to the 
date of this act for such service, for the time jt was per- 
formed, at the same rate that was allowed under said con- 
tract; and the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
revxiwnineg the causes for discontinuance or curtailment of 
the postal service 
Mareh, 1859; and to restore all such parts of the service as 
can be restored with due regard to the public interest and 
the circumstances of each case, whether such discontinu- 
ance or curtailment was upon contracts yet in force, or has 
taken effect upon ‘the making of new contracts; and where 
ever service las been actually performed by the. contractor, 
upon any curtailed route, notwithstanding the order of cur- 
tuilment, the Postmaster General sball pay for the same as if 
nosuch order bad been made, deducting trom such payment 
any allowance reecived by the contractor on account of the 
eurtaiiment of service under his contract: Provided, how- 
ever, That the Postmaster General shall be satisfied, from 
the testimony. before him, that the service tor which com- 
pensation is above provided was performed in good faith 
aud in advancement of the public interests: And provided 
further, ‘That no compensation shall be made for any suelh 
service performed after the Ist day of August next; and to 
enable the Postmaster General to carry this provision into 
effect, the sum of $390,009, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary for the purpose, is hereby appropriated: Pro- 
vided, however, That the restoration or increase of service 
bereby contemplated should be with-the assent of the con- 
tractor in cach case, or in pursuance of the terms of his con- 
tract: And provided furthermore, also, That this appropri- 
ation shall be so construcd to embrace the appropriations 
made by the joint resolution “ for the relict of contractors 


Mr. HAMLIN. Iwant to saya word on this 
matter. I confess; I haye not been able to give 
that examination to the amendment which has 
been offercd by the Senator from Florida that I 
should desire. He says to me that it embraces, 


which I have contended in the progress of the de- 
bate upon this bill; but be stated another thing in 
which I think he was hardly accurate, certainly it 
was not my understanding. If I understood the 
Senator, he said that, in this amendment which 
i the House had somewhat informally sent to us, 
they had reiterated substantially the provisions 
‘we had before. I think there isa very broad dis- 


| from the House, and the proposition we had be- 


| fore us as the first amendment of the House; and 


n inland routes since the 4th day of- 


of the Post Office Department,” approved March 28, 1860. i 


in his judgment, all the substantial provisions for | 


tinction between this amendment; as sent to us į 


i will state what they are if lam right, and I think 
am. 

The House and the Senate disagreed originally 
upon this proposition: that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral should restore the service, and if the old con- 
tractor would not take the service, then he should 
readvertise and relet it. That was the proposi- 
tion we had first. Now, sir, what is the propo- 
sition of the House? It is simply that the Post- 
master General shall restore the service if the old 
contractor will take it at the price he agreed to 
take it for. if he will not do it, then this amend- 
ment does not oblige the Postmaster Genera] to 
readvertise, and receive proposals fora reletting. 
I think the distinction is a very broad one. The 
service was performed by certain contractors; and 
for good reasons, in the opinion of the Postmas- 
ter General, that service was diminished. Now, 
they said, in the first amendment, he shall restore 
that ‘service, and if the old contractors will not 
take it at those prices, he shall readvertise, and 
relet it. This amendment is no such thing. - It 
simply provides that he shall restore it, if the 
old contractor will take it at the price he got in 
the original contract, taking away that portion 
of it which compelled him to have it if the con- 
tractor would not resume his contract precisel 
where it was whei his service was diminished. 
There is that difference. 

Then there was another objection raised here 
in this body, and if Iam not wrong in my recol- 
lection, it was an objection raised by the Senator 
from Florida himself. I am not certain about 
that; but it was certainly raised; and it was an 
objection which had its influence upon the minds 
of Senators. It was this: the law gave to the 
contractor one month’s pay where his service was 
changed, and'it was said, if you compel the Post- 
master General to restore all the service, and then 
he went to work again and immediately reduced 
it, even before this service was put in operation, 
still, under the letter of the law, the contractor 
having been by law restored, and by the act of the 
Postmaster General again diminished, he would 
come in and say, I want my month’s advance. 
It was an objection purely legal, purely technical; 
but still it was the strict letter of the law, If we 
yestored contracts by law—at the same time say- 
ing to the Postmaster General as we did, revise 
this subject, and if you find on these routes that 
we restore, and direct you again to put service 
on them, a portion of them where, in your discre- 
tion, you think this service should not be con- 
tinued, dismiss them—we were told they would 
be entitled to that additional month’s pay. Now, 
sir, this amendment that comes to us from the 
House contains a provision that meets that very 
case, and it works no injustice to the contractors; 
because if. you do restore them by law, and they 
might be technically allowed a month’s pay, they 
were not entitled to it because they performed no 
service. That objection is entirely removed; and 
the controversy, in my judgment, lies in a nut- 
shell. While Pasciaily,; for one, give the Post- 
| master General credit ‘for integrity, and doing 
precisely what J think I would have done myself 
if I had occupied the position; while l'accord to 
him good faith, good intentions; yet there are those 
of us here who believe that this indiscriminate 
reduction of service was not well advised. The 
sources of information, in other words, upon which 
the Postmaster General relied for the curtailment 
of the service were inaccurate, thus leading the 
Postmaster General into the errors which he com- 
mitted, to wit: reducing certain service which he 
never ought to have reduced. We are told here 
now in this debate that the Postmaster General 
will, in all cases that are proper, restore the ser- 
vice. Now, then, thatbeing the declaration here, 
I suppose, of the Postmaster General himself, 
made through his friends, it is a simple proposi- 
tion of this kind: will you allow the Postmaster 
General to go to work and discriminate up, or 
will you restore the service, and tell him to go to 
‘work and discriminate down? That is about the 
| proposition really. I'am in favor of restoring 
‘the service, and then letting the Postmaster 
General exercise his discretionary power; and I 
have no doubt he will exercise “it well. Tam 
in favor of that for the reason that I shall have 
more faith that he will execute that trust more 
thoroughly. 

I have had occasion, very frequently, to äp- 
i proach that Department for the purpose of ob- 
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taining increased service where it had- been dimin- 
ished; cases that I knew came within the rule; 
cases where I have no doubt the Postmaster Gen- 
eral will restore the ‘service; but ‘still there is 
another class of cases,’not quite so clear and dis- 
tinct in their merit, where the Postmaster Gen~ 
eral might retain the service when he would not 
put it on jf you left itin his discretion whether he 
would put it on or not. I think Twas on one 
committee of conference, and, if I understood the 
views of committee of conference on the part of 
this body, the House has sent us an amendment 
` that~would have been satisfactory to us at that 
time. I so understand it, and they having come 
to that point which would have been satisfactory 
to the Senate then, I think we had better take the 
House amendment, and thus settle the question 
entirely. That is my judgement, 

Mr. GWIN. Mr: President, I hope the Sen- 
ate will agree to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida. It is an approach toa 
compromise between the two Houses. I hope it 
will bring about a committec of conference, where 
we can agree upon. a bill. I'am perfectly satis- 
fied that if the Senate agree to the proposition of 
the Senator from Florida, if the House do not 
agree to it, that in a committee of conference we 
‘can agree on such an amendment, and report to 
the two Houses, as will save the bill. Therefore, 
I hope this amendment will be adopted. Weare 
at a point where the two Houses can agree; and 
I think, if this amendment is adopted by the Sen- 
ate, if the House does not adopt it, we can have a 
committee of conference, where we can have an 
agreement of the two Houses, and pass the bill. 
I therefore. hope that this amendment will be 
adopted. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, Tam but 
very little acquainted with the details of these Post 
Office bills, or with the Post Office. Ihave hardly 
ever, in my life, taken any part in any debate 
upon any one of them. It seems to me that we 
arc busying ourselves too much a great deal about 
matters that so few of us understand. The Post 
Office Committee, I will hope, do understand it, 
for if they do not, I think there is very little chance 
of our legislating with any wisdom upon this sub- 
ject, judging of others by my own imperfect 
knowledge of the subject. Here we have this com- 
plexity and perplexity of that which is proposed 
to be stricken out, and that which is proposed to 
be inserted, dragging its slow length along from 
proviso to proviso, and requiring proviso upon pro- 
viso to understand and explain what the draughts- 
man means, We had better leave this matter a 
great deal to the Postmaster General. He ought 
to understand it, and does understand it; and itis 
our.good fortune now, by the confession of every 
one to the right and to the left here, that we have 
one who possesses the confidence of the Senate, 
and the confidence of the country forhis integrity 
and capacity. We have some little chance of hav- 
ing this miscalculated and misregulated Depart- 
mentof the Government brought into some order, 
and into some consistency, if we trust to him; but 
every one of us seems disposed to take care of the 
little routes, and the little interests in his particu- 
lar neighborhood, and we are dragging north, 
south, cast, and west, every one pulling his little 
string, and setting up his little post office, which 


to him is all the world, and his neighborhood or | 


his State, 
it would be infinitely better, therefore, if we 
have the confidence that we profess to have in the 
resent Postmaster General, to leave it to him. 
should be glad if any honest man, and espe- 
cially to one distinguished for bis integrity as well 
ag his intelligence, would give a sort of dictator- 
ship in respect to this Department, for one year at 
least. 
vinced of their incapacity and incompetency for 
this work, the Senate of the United States ought to 
be convinced. We have undertaken to manage & 
department of the Government, and how are we 
succeeding? Why, the Postmaster General tells 
you that when he came into office he found these 
mail routes from here to California at a cost of 
upwards of two million dollars. He has under- 
taken, under the pressure of the last year, to re- 
duce this service to the country generally; and 
while we are complaining of the extravagance 
and expenditures of this Department daily, we 
are ourselves legislating to keep up post offices, 


If ever a body of men ought to be con- | 


and. to restore every post office which he put 
down. You are continually complaining of ex- 


travagance,and yet you want to haveall the mails 


and all the mail routes continued, and additions 
made to them, while you complain that he does 
not also diminish the expenses of the Depart- 
ment. This is altogether unreasonable. I have 
confidence myself inthis Postmaster General. He 
has power enough to restore any one that he 
thinks necessary, and which he was compelled 
by the necessities of the Department to put down 
last year. Let us leave him to that discretion. 
We want the labors and we want the cost of this 
Department diminished.. We want the service 
diminished. That is necessary to the diminution 
to any considerable extent, I suppose, of the ex- 
penditures. Let us leave this to him. He can 
understand the details, I think, a great deal bet- 
ter than we can, and can manage it better than 
we can, 

Tam against any more legislative contracts.or 
legislative directions upon this subject. Better 
than all this it would be to Jet things stand as he 
left them, and let us call upon him for a general 
plan and scheme of a proper Department, giving 
the proper accommodation to the country, and 
yet. kecping the Department within our capacity 
to maintain it without too greata charge upon the 
public. This would be my idea; but we are not 
satisfied with that. That is confiding too much 
to his discretion. It might not certainly aceom- 

lish any object which one of us has in view. 

Ve have very different objects and very diverse 
objects, each one attaching to the service which 
he wishes continued or established more than its 
proper consequence. 

In the first place, I shall vote for the amendment 
to the amendment, and then 1 shall vote against 
that. I shall vote against all legislative contract- 
ing or directing of contracts upon this subject, 
and leave the Postmaster General to exercise his 
proper discretion upon this subject, and hold him 
responsible for it. 1 can trust him. I believe in 
his integrity, and I believe in his capacity. I 
would much sooner trust him, who understands 
the subject, than confide in myself, who do not 
understand the subject. 


Mr. YULEE. My convictions respond en- 


tirely and fully to the remarks the Senator from | 


Kentucky has made. 1 think it would have been 
infinitely better for us if we could have brought 
the House to concur in the position which the 
Senate has heretofore taken upon, this question, 
and ‘stricken out all legislation upon this subject 
which attempts to coerce the. Department. into a 
restoration of the service which it has declared to 
us had been curtailed because it was found to be 
unnecessary; but the amendment that 1 have of- 
fered to the proposition from the House is a con- 
cession which has been forced from us in the 
endeavor so far to yield to the pressing claims 
and demands of the House, and, if possible, to 
enable the Government, by the passage of this 
appropriation bill, to discharge its just obligations 
to the creditors of the Government who are pro- 
vided. for in this bill. ; 

The Senator. from Kentucky. was not present, 
I believe, when I stated that the real question in- 
volved in the appropriation ill now before us is 
one of good faith to creditors. It is a bill that pro- 
vides appropriations for the payment of past ser- 


| vices for a fiscal year nearly exhausted, without 


which we must fail in pecuniary engagements and | 


| duties to the English Government for several hun- 


dred thousand dollars, and to the manufacturers 
of paper, of mail-bags, envelopes and stamps, who 
have supplied us, and to postmasters and clerks 
for compensation, and to mail contractors for the | 


transportation of the mails. All this must be laid | 


over to another year, to their great injury, without 
injuring the public service, for we have already 
provided appropriations for the next year, if this 
bill fails, and, from the persistent demands of the 
House, we feared it might fail unless some con- 
cessions were made. 
verge of what we thought we might properly do. 
But we have done this thing, and 1 think the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky will concur in it: we have 
left to the discretion of the Department all that is 
to be done to restore what he thinks the pyblic 
interests require to be restored, and no more; to 
pay for-service done upon curtailed routes only 
where, in his opinion, it was done in good faith 


We have gone to the very | 


and forthe: pablic benefit. It is:all left: to hims 
and therein is the. difference between. the-propo-' 
sition of the House and that-of the: Senate... 
The Senator from, Maine -has- thought Iwas 
mistaken when] said thatthe amendment-sent to 
us from the House was substantially what they 
had. heretofore all the while demanded... Undoubt- 
edly it isso; They peremptorily—and there ig 
the. point-—restored: all the: discontinued. or cür- 
tailed ‘service, and placed it where it was in, the 
beginning, on. the 4th of March last... It is true 
that the amendment now sent recognizes the 
power. of:the Department to-discontinue-again-or 
to curtail again; but. does the Senator: suppose 


“that any executive. officer who had a due respect 


and regard for. the Jegislative department of the 
Government, when-he had communicated to that 
department the reasons of his.action,and-they. had 
setaside those reasonsasinsufficient,and restored 
without inquiry all the service he had curtailed, 
would curtail or- discontinue again for the same 
causes? Certainly not. The amendment, there- 
fore, upon that point, stands substagtially where 
it was before. It also peremptorily ‘requires the 
Postmaster General to pay for service done upon 
all curtailed or discontinued routes, although that 
service may have been done in direct violation 
and contempt of the orders of the Department, in 
collusion with the postmasters. Iam right, there- 
fore, in saying that the amendment as it came 
from the House stands substantially. where it.did 
before. , SARASA ak ld 

It is true, as the-Senator from Kentucky has 
said, that it is an awkward, crude-piece of legis- 
Jation, dragging its.slow. length: along, with:pro- 
viso. upon proviso, unintelligible ‘to one who has _ 
not threaded its mazes through. all this ‘sessions 
but it was because in the attempt, on the part of 
the House, to accommodate it to all. interests, 
they were obliged tomake proviso upon- proviso 
to suit everybody’s case; and, in endeavoring to 
frame something that might. be taken by «the 
House as a substitute for their own Jegislation, 
we have been obiiged to follow in their -tortuons 
and devious ways. Iam sure I should:be:per- 
fectly willing to join:the Senator from Kentucky 
in.an absolute and-peremptory refusal to. ingraft 
this foreign legislation upon an-appropriation bills 
but as it seemed to. be the only opportunity by 
which we can obtain the passage of the'appropri- 
ation bill atall, I was willing to show to the coun- 
try that, on the part of thisbody,, wewere willing 
to go.to thevery, verge of what-we could-persuade 
ourselves to be within any tolerable principle 
proper to govern our legislation. I shall be per- 
fectly. willing that the substitute: I offer -shall.be 
rejected, as well.as that of the House; but if we 
are to concede anything, I think it better-to con- 
cede what L have proposed than what the: House 
demands. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, it occurs to me 
that the proposition of the committee covers, per- 
haps, a proper ground for adjustment. This bas 
not been a case entirely free of difficulty from the 
beginning. There was some -reason for this dif 
ference of opinion. For myself, sir, [never fora 
moment entertained the idea that Congress should 
attempt to exercise the discretions which vers S 
law vested in the Post Office Department, e 
have seen enough here, I. think, to satisfy the 
Senate and the country that Congress would ex- 
ercise those discretions most unfortunately. It 
therefore never caused me a thought as to what 
was right; asto what we should do, in reference to 
the amendment from the House, because it was, 
in fact, an arbitrary restoration of service which 
the Postmaster General, in the exercise of what 
he doubtless regarded a sound discretion, had cut 
down. He had reduced service which he:thought 
it his duty to reduce under-all. the circumstances. 
The House of Representatives required that that 
service should be restored, and, as the proviso 
stood originally, there.seemed.to be no discretion. 

I maintain there was no discretion left in the Post- 
master General. “The proviso was emphatic that 
the service should be restored to what it was prior 
to the reduction. He could not hold that ares- 
toration for a day-or a week or a month would 
be meeting the demands of the law.. This pro- 
viso further provided that the restoration should 
be made except-in cases where the contract had 
expired, making it clear that the Postmaster Gen- 


eral would be obliged to hold-that the restoration 
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‘was to take effect; and to remain, untilthe several 
contracts had expired. Pow 

But, sir, I was not one of those who was dis- 
‘posed emphatically and distinctly to- signify to 
thé Post Office Department that that. discretion had 
heen exercised wisely.in all cases, or that the cir- 
cumstances’ which surrounded. the Department 
had not constrained it to go a little too far. I 
‘thought it had gone too'far in some cases, and I 
was quite anxious to impress upon the Depart- 
ment the necessity of restoration in many cases. 
This ‘proposition from the ‘committee, I think, 
amounts substantjally to an invitation to the De- 
pattment.to-look upon all such cases favorably; 
to review-its former act, and whenever it may 
appear that the: public interest requires it, the 
Department are invited to restore the service; but 
we forbear to exercise the discretion which be- 
longs to that Department, and Congress never 
should attempt to do that. That would: be a most 
unfortunate precedent; and I agree with every 
word that the Senator from Kentucky has said on 
that point. gl agree, too, that the present head of 
that Departmient is perhaps better fitted for this po- 
sition, for the exercise of this discretion, than any 
other man- in- the country. Iam sure whilst he 
has‘often, repeatedly, rejected my views and my 
requests, I have the utmost confidence in his in- 
tegrity and his clear judgment; and I would not 
fora moment sanction a measure which could, by 
any possibility, be construed into a rebuke of his 
administration of that Department. 

Then, sir, I am satisfied with this proposition 
on another point; that is, so far as it relates to 
contractors who perform the service notwithstand- 
ing the notice from the Department that the ser- 
vice had been reduced. There are cases which 
should be looked upon favorably. Of course, we 
cannot sanction the principle for a moment that 
the discretion of the Department shall be vested 
in contractors; that they shall go on, notwith- 
standing the-order of reduction, and perform the 
service, and come here and demand pay; but, sir, 
the: circumstances ‘were peculiar, and the notice | 
from the Department peculiar; and therefore, I 
say, there is some merit in thatclaim. I know 
personally of at least one instance in which the 
eontractor went on to perform the service, because 
the notice to him was based on the fact that Con- 
gress had failed to make the appropriation; the 
inference being, that if Congresshad notso failed, 
and the Department were in possession of means, 
the reduction of service would not have occurred; | 
and therefore the contractor felt that he hada right 
to go on, if he was willing to trust the Govern- 
ment, and perform the service, and reasonably 
expect pay. As I understand this proposition, j 
such cases the Postmaster General may look upon 
favorably. Where the notice was based upon the 
fact that the: Department was wanting in means, 
because Congress had failed to appropriate, they 
might reasonably expect compensation under this 
provision. I say, therefore, that looking at all its 
points, L think it presents a fair basis of adjust- | 
ment. between the two branches of Congress, 
and at the same time to meet the exigencies 
which our own failure at the last Congress pre- 
sented to the country; for we ave, in fact, account- 
able for at Jeast some of. the deficiencies in the 
mail service, of which we have heard so much 
complaint. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me that the 
Senator from Kentucky, and also the Senator from 
Florida, both lose sight of the circumstances un- 
der which this mail service has been contracted | 
for. Now, sir, if it had been contracted in the 
ordinary business of the Post Office Department 
the. case would be very different, 1 have confi- 
dence iv the integrity and ability of the Postmaster 
General; and L would be very far from control- 
ling his discretion to restore service which he had 
curtailed in the ordinary discharge of his duticsas 
the head of that Department; but this was an ex- 
traordinary case. We failed to make the appro- 
priation to carry on the Post Office Department; 
and the Postmaster General found himself with 
this great Department upon his hands, and no 
money to carry it on; and he did curtail, as has 
been well suggested by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, in many instances, wherever he could 
dö sv without too great a sacrifice of the public 
interests, because he had no money to pay. I | 
should like to restore the service in all those 


cases. I should like to have the service restored 
inevery case where the Postmaster General would 
not have curtailed it if the appropriation had been 
made. I would not restore it in ‘a single case 
where he would have curtailed it if he had had 
the ordinary appropriations. That is what I 
would like todo. - ; ; 
The Postmaster General, after having curtailed 
the service generally throughout the country, as 
he did, and having to doit immediately, without 
perhaps sufficient investigation in many cases, 
because there was an urgency pressing upon him, 
will hardly feel at liberty to go on and restore 
these routes. Therefore, I think itis well that we 
should pass some provision upon this subject, 
and it seems to me we had better take the House 
provision; and that will end this thing. There 
nave been several committees of conference upon 
it already, and they have becn unable to agree; 
and finally the House has submitted a proposi- 
tion, which I think is substantially very different 
from their first proposition, although the Senator 
from Florida thinks otherwise; and if we cannot 
get that, then I would take that proposed by the 
Senator from Florida. `I think that we should 
certainly adopt the one or the other; but in my 
judgment, the better course, the shortest course, 
and the onc that would do as ample justice as any 
‘other, is to adopt the House amendment, and 
close this subject of difficulty between the two 


| bodies. As the Senator from Maine well said, the 
| chief difference seems to be that in one, according 


to the House amendment, the service js restored, 
and the Postmaster General then supervises it, 


i and.sees how much of it he would have discon- 


tinued if the ordinary appropriations had been 
made, and how much of it is really unnecessary; 
and in the other case instead of restoring at all, 
he reinvestigates the matter, and restores such 
as he thinks, in his judgment, it is proper to 
have restored. You come to the same point at 
last. ` 

I will not take up time on this subject. Tam 
happy to concur in what the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has said in regard to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, Lam glad that we have a head of one of 
the Departments, who scems to possess the con- 
fidence of all sides, à 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Ilinois has 
assumed tat the Postmaster General discontin- 
ued and curtailed various routes, perhaps almost 
all on which he did order any discontinuance or 
curtailment, because of the failure of the bill last 
session making appropriations for the Post Office 
Department. Te assumes that the failure of that 
bill was the cause of the discontinuance and cur- 
tailments 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A portion. 

Mr. PEARCE. Well, of a considerable por- 
tion, as I understood him to say. Now, thatheing 
so, I think he will have to change his course un- 
less he finds reason to change the opinion which 
he has just expressed. He is entirely mistaken 
in the assumption that the Postmaster General 
was induced, by the failure of the appropriations, 
to discontinue and to reduce this mail service. 
have a letter from the Postmaster General ad- 
dressed to me, a few passages of which I propose 
to read, to show how and why it was that he 
made the discontinuances and the curtailments. 
He says: 


“In some of the correspondence hastily prepared by 
clerks, which has taken place between contractors and this 
Department, language may have been caleulated to make 
the impression that the failure of the Post Office appropri- 
ation biH was the immediate cause of the curtaiuicnts of 
the wail service which have taken place. Such, however, 
was not the ease. Not a single instance of curtailinent 
has occurred of which, in the sense referred to, such failure 
was the canse. The defeat of that bill prompted to a thor- 
ough revision: of the service, but it was the fi 
this revision brought to light which led to its reduction. 
Had these facts been brought to the notice of the T 
ment in any other way, the same result would bave fol- 
lowed. If the failure of the appropriation bill had been the 
eause, then the curtailment which followed woud have 
been universal. and no route would have escaped its oper- 
ation. So far from this being the fact, each ease was dis- 


| posed of on its own merits, and upon the statistics of the 


service which it disclosed. ‘I'he principle was general, aud 
the only, inquiry was, whether the receipts and expend- 
itures of the particular service presented such a disparity, 
or bronght it within the operation of the rme? The 
complaint, therefore, of contractors, that the rejection of 
the appropriation bill inflicted upon them all the damages 
to their pecuniary interests which followed from the re- 
trenchments, is simply a complaint that, by its non-action, 
Congress unwittingly placed in the hands of the Depart- 


ets Which | 


ment lights which have guarded itin the discharge of a great 
public duty that arose out of the actual status of its service 
—a status which neither the success nor failure of. the ap- 
propriation bill could have in any manner modified or con- 
trolled.” - ; 

And he quotes a passage from one of the ear- 
liest letters written by himself, under the date of 
April 29,1859. . This is the language: 

“In consequence of the failure of Congress to make ap- 
propriations. for the postal service, this Department has ° 
been induced to make searching scrutiny into the necessity 
ofa large portion of its mail service, and the result has 
been its reduction to a considerable extent,” 

So that the failure of the appropriation bill, at 
the last session of Congress, may be called causa 
causans, but not the immediate cause of reduction. 
This made it necessary to examine into the mail 
service by that Department, and that examina- 
tion disclosed the fact upon which it evidently 
became, as he thought, the duty of the Postmas- 
ter General to discontinue and curtail service on 
various routes. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Maryland if he is not aware that in 
several instances.where the curtailment was made, 
the Postmaster General has afterwards, after it 
was made, restored it himself? 

Mr. PEARCE. Undoubtedly; I know that, 
and it is perfectly consistent with all that I have 
said. The Department bad, ina very short time, 
to examine into the service on over eight thousand 
routes. It is not at all surprising, therefore, that, 
in regard to some of those routes, mistakes have 
been made. The head of the Department did not 
examine with his own hands and his own eyes, 
or did not turn over each record and examine it, 
for himself. He, of course, trusts all these de- 
tails of duty to his subordinates in the office. 
Some of them may have been carele. At all 
events, reports were made to him which proved 
to be incorrect; and in several such cases, to my 
knowledge, he has restored the service. 

Now, sir, I entirely concur in the remarks which 
fell from the Senator from Kentucky, and which 
were so well expressed. The amendment of the 
House is pro tanto. an administration of the Post- 
Office Department; a function for which, I think, 
this body and the other House of Congress are 
just as little qualified as it is possible to imagine 
a body tobe Besides, I find that the House, in 
their amendment, have excepted from the routes 
proposed to be restored two routes, from Neoshc 
to Albuquerque, and from Kansas City to Stock- 
ton, and a portion of another route. This makes 
it incumbent upon him, since the language is 
peremptory, to restore other routes which are 
decidedly objectionable, routes which occasion 
great expense, and which produce very small re- 
turns; and not only routes overland towards the 
Pacific, but interior river routes, some of them 
costing large sums of money, and yielding rc- 
ccipts too small to be specified. I do not know 
that the service which has been substituted for 
those routes will be called improved service over 
the same routes, since some of these river routes 
have been replaced by railroads and other means 
on land. As I construe the amendment of the 
House, these river routes must be restored; and 
they amount to several hundred thousand dollars. 
Ido not think they ought to be restored, The 
Postmaster General tells us that he thinks they 
ought to be restored; and that they were discon- 
tinued not because Congress failed to make the 
appropriation at the last Congress, but because 
that failure made him scrutinize the service, and 
disclosed to him the fact that this service was not 
such as was proper and beneficial to the public 
interest. But it must be restored, if you adopt 
the amendment of the House. It really looks to 
me like pucrility to restore routes which the Post- 
master General, in another clause of the amend- 
ment, is authorized to continue or curtail at 
once. 

* You undertake, also, if he does restore this ser- 
vice, that he may put it down without the con- 
tractor being authorized tocall for the usual allow- 
ance, Ido not know whether that is competent 
for you to do; and if parties are acting under a 
contract, I doubt whether it is. All contracts 
but one or two stipulate that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral may discontinue or curtail service, or suspend 
service, upon giving one month’s allowance to the 
contractor. That being the contract, I do not 
know that anything you can put into this bill will 
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release the Government from that liability. That 
is another objection to it. ` 
Then, sir, Ì do not like the peremptory provis- 
ion that those contractors who have carried the 
mail notwithstanding the order ofthe Department, 
shall be.paid. The provision in the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida is qualified, 
and is greatly better in that regard. Jam not 
willing to give my consent, I will never give my 
consent, to an amendment by which the contract- 
ors are authorized to set the Department at defi- 
ance. Hereafter, if the Postmaster General shall 
think proper to discontinue and curtail service, 
they may go on as heretofore and defy him, and 
say ‘we will go to Congress and get our money.” 
That is the example which you proposeto set b 
this amendment of the‘House; and if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Florida contained that 
provision in the same words, I could not give it 
my consent, even if the failure of the bill were to 
follow, though I should deplore that very much 
because it would be a breach of public faith. 
These creditors have performed their duty effi- 
ciently and faithfully, and they ought to be paid. 
I am very anxious that the bill shall pass, and I 
believe itcan be passed with the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida; but I will never give my 
consent, for one, to the amendment of the House, 
which is objectionable in the respects I have stated. 
I must add that new curtailments being meditated 
in the Department, the contractors have already 
signified their disposition to disregard the orders 
of the Postmaster General under the belief that 
Congress will sustain them in their disregard of 
their contracts—this defiance of the legal power of 
the head of the Department. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 desire to say another 
word on this subject, and then to retire from it. 
L-hardly ever have occupied the attention of the 
Senate upon any question of this sort, or upon a 
bill of this character. ‘That the postal system is 
more extensive than the public interests require, 
or than our means enable us to sustain, will, 1 
presume, be admitted by all. It is quite natural, 
and almost inevitable, that this should be the case, 
unless it be in the hands of an inexorable sort of 
man. Itis surrounded with temptations on almost 
all sides that are calculated constantly to enlarge 
it. Members of Congress seek to satisfy their con- 
stituents by getting new post offices established, 
and chanvels of public information multiplied 
through their portions of the country. There isa 
powerful influence of contractors, who want con- 
tracts. There is a great force pressing continually 
upon this Department. Everything presses upon 
it to drive it into extravagance. That is the con- 
stant tendency of every cause which surrounds it. 
That this should be the case, is a thing that might 
naturally be expected, and the best managed sys- 
tem would occasionally require the hand of strong 
retrenchment. ‘That has never been applied in 
ourcase. On the contrary, we have gone on until 
this Department, from being a subordinate one, as 
it regards the expenses of the Government, has 
become one of principal charge and expense to the 
eum rising up from less than one million dol- 
lars, when the Department wasestablished, tonow 
from fourteen to twenty million dollars a year. 
Why, sir, it is becoming utterly oppressive. It 
is shocking to think of. It looks like swallowing 
up the Government, and as if we are all becoming, 
by our legislation, either Postmasters General, or 
deputy postmasters, or, more especially, contract- 
ors.. [t seems as if we were becoming a Govern- 
ment of contractors; and we are going on as if the 
world was made only to practice postal. Depart- 
ments and postal projects upon; as if that were 
“one of the principal objects of creation. A 
Sir, I am in favor of retrenchment and of cur- 
tailment. I believe there is not a Senator here 
who docs not intend the same thing. Yet, when 
a curtailment has been forced upon the country— 
and under no other circumstances are you to ex- 
pect curtailment, I am afraid, than by the actual 
want of means—we no sooner meet, we are no 
sooner called upon to provide fifteen or twenty 
million dollars for this Department, than the very 
first act is to direct all that had been. curtailed to 
be restored. That, cannot be right. You leave 
the Postmaster General, tobe surc, the diseretion- 
ary power which he generally possesses in rela- 
tion to these subjects, and you allow him to put 
down these very routes which you now direct him 


to put up; to discontinue the very offices and con- | 


tracts which you order him to restore. The Post- 
master General has made this retrenchmént in 
some cases because he thought old offices and ser- 
vices might be dispensed with, and in other cases, 
where he thought it was useful, he was still com- 
pelled by necessity to put down the service. He 
knows where he acted from the one motive, and 
where from the other; not we; and he alone is com- 
petent to decide it. Well, sir, I want to put him 
to act on his discretion and his responsibility in 
reéstablishing service. Gentlemen want to restore 
all by the power of legislation, and then to put 
him upon his responsibility to cut down. I 
am satisfied with what he hasdone. I mean 
to encourage that as far as I can by my vote 
and my voice; but to say to him, at the same 
time, where you have been obliged to put down 
useful and necessary routes from the neces- 
sity of the case, and the want of means, you 
have the power to restore them; and I would 
leave him to act on his responsibility. Retrench- 
ment and curtailment generally are necessary. 
J would leave him to that course, and especially 
when I understand that, by the House amend- 
ment, he is not only to restore, but he is to pay 
contractors who have carried the mails on routes 
which he discontinued—patriotic contractors, to 
be sure, who, because of the necessity of the 
Government, and taking pity on the poor people, 
have undertaken to carry the mail against the 
orders of their superior; and they are to be paid 
for their contumacy. Whatdo you suppose was 
the motive? The contract was a profitable one. 
They expected to have Congress overrule the 
Postmaster General, and to make payments to 
them, whether the Postmaster General would 
or not. I think it will be very unwise and im- 
proper in us to take sides with such contractors 
against the interest of the Department and of the 
country; to take sides with them to overthrow the 
policy of the Postmaster General. In those cases 

venture to say that they continued the ser- 
vice because their routes maintained themselves 
by the number of passengers to be carried, and 
the business was profitable to the contractors. 
Besides, it gave them the show and appearance 
of disinterested public service that was to rec- 
ommend them hereafter Self-interest was at the 
bottom of it all; no doubt of that. They had no 
right to continue to carry the mail when the Post- 
master General had discontinued it; and it gives 
them no claim whatever, just, legal, or moral, on 
the Department for payment; and that this enact- 
ment is to contribute to secure payment to them, 
is an additional motive with me for resisting the 
House amendment. I beg pardon, sir, for the 
time I have occupied, and T shall take no more 
time on this subject. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to postpone the present 
bill and amendments, for the purpose of taking 
up the bill for the relief of Hockaday & Liggitt. 
I think that bill is just. This is sure to pass; it 
is a public bill. The other is a private bill. The 
Senate is very thin, and we can pass private bills 
now much better than we can a public bill. One 
affecting the whole country, I think we all ought 
to be here to vote upon. ‘The Senator from Ken- 
tucky has said much that I can agree to,and much 
that Í dissent from; but here is a poor man who 
has been begging around the doors of Congress 
for relief, and I should like to have him heard; 
and if, when the Senate hear him, they do not pass 
his bill, as the House have done, I am content to 
bear the loss. His claim is fair and reasonable. 
I think this bill is so important that we ought to 
havea full Senate for it, while we may pass upon 
a private bill cven with this Senate. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope we may be allowed to 
proceed with this bill. “The bill proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri cannot be possibly acted 
on in a thin Senate, nor at this hour of the day. 

Mr. GREEN. Why not? ; 

Mr. YULEE. Because it will take more time 
than we shall sit to-night to read the reports, ma~ 
jority and minority. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to; 
there being, on a division—ayes 9, noes 25. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 
in the chair.) The question is on the adoption 
of the substitute offered by the Senator from Flor- 
ida in place of the House amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. The proposition of the Senator 


from Florida is to protect the Treasury from the 
burdens to be thrown upon it, by restoring all that 
service which has been’ curtailed under thead 
ministration of the present Postmaster General: 
It would surely be a thankless task‘to impose on 


| him, to reduce the service all’ over the:country, « 


affecting every village and hamlet, and exposing 
him to all the criticism which’ the inconvenience i 
thrown on every neighborhood would bring, and ™ 
then to reward him by this, which ‘is an absolute 
vote of censure. First, we withhold from hint 
the means which would enable him to carry out ` 
the. postal arrangements of the country; throw ` 
upon him the responsibility of maintaining ‘the 
public service without the ordinary support; and 
when he has done it in a manner which all admit 
to be skillful and just, then to reward, as I said 
before, with a vote of censure, for it amounts to 
very little else. Ifrit be anything different from 
this, then itis a purpose to squander the money 
of the Treasury. If it be not a vote of censure; 
if you do approve the reduction which he has 
made, and yet order him to rgstore the service in 
order that homay discontinue it within one month, 
itis the most absolute squandering of the public 
money which Í have ever known Congress to 
make. On one horn of the dilemma or the other 
you are compelled to hang. You are either cen- 
suring the Postmaster General, or voting to ex- 
perid money without any object connected with 
the public service. You cannot get rid of that. 

The Senator from Florida proposes to leave this 
service to be arranged by restoring such routes 
as the necessity of the postal arrangement may 
require, and thus to eke out thé appropriations 
which we make, so as to answer. all the ends of 
the Government; to answer all the ends of com- 
municating with every portion of the United 
States. It is well known that the service had ex- 
panded under applications until it had become en- 
tirely too cumbrous. It therefore became, per- 
haps, a fortunate circumstance that the failure of 
the appropriation bill last. year created the ne- 
cessity for economy, and gave the Postmaster 
General, not an excuse, but a reason for reducing 
the service where it was unnecessary. “ee 

Mr. GREEN. It is a great mistake to suppose 
that this vote is a censure on the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. When the Postmaster General reduced this 
service, I know, and he said, and he not only said 
it verbally but he said in writing that I have in 
my possession, that he was compelled to do'so 
because we did not give him an’ appropriation to 
keep up the scrvice. There was, therefore, a 
force, a necessity, a stress éperating upon his 
mind, and I do not blame him for what he did; 
but when we remove the cause that superinduced 
the reduction, I want to remove the reduction; 
and | ask every honorable man if that is not fair 
The Postmaster General himself says, “I am 
compelled to reduce because you did not give me 
an appropriation.” Congress meets; Congress 
makes an appropriation; Congress removes the 
cause that superinduced his reduction. Ought not 
the reduction to be removed—and then, what? 
Now what is the difference in the two cases? 
The difference is just this: if he has a full, pleth- 
oric Treasury, he judges of the reduction from 
the wants of the public; if he has no appropria- 
tion, he says, “Iwill cutitdown, even if the pub- 
lic interests do require it, because I am compelled 
to do so.” There is a necessity, there is a coer- 
cion. I say that justice to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral requires us to restore the whole service, and 
then leave him, under the law, to cut it down as 
he thinks the public interests require. That is 
my view of the subject. 

But the Senator from Mississippi seems to 
think that by this we shall be censuring the Post- 
master General. It is the furthest thing possible 
from my thoughts to censure the Postmaster 
General. In what respect has.the Postmaster 
General done wrong? I make no complaint. of 
him; but I say this—and J am willing to take 
the Postmaster General and submit it to him—if 
you had had an adequate appropriation to keep 
up the postal service, would you cut down the 
service as. you did cut it down? To that the 
Postmaster General, Mr. Holt, would answer me: 
no, he was forced to do it; forced to do it by our 
fault, not by his fault; forced to do it by the fault 
of Congress, because Congress did not make the 
appropriation; and Lam not willing to shift of 
my shoulders, and the shoulders of other mem- 
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bers of Congress, the responsibility that rests 
upon.us justly, and put it upon the Postmaster 
General, because he was compelled.to reduce the 
“service. 1 say that the Postmaster General did 
right. He may have made mistakes in individual 
cases, but his. aggregate action. was right. What, 
however, was the motive which impelled go that 
action? . The motive was, that Congress did not 
¿do its duty-—-did not give him the money to keep 
up:the routes. Now, when we give the. money, 
and remove ‘the cause that impelled him. to act, 
ought we not. to put back the, service exactly as 
it was before,.and then leave him. to act under 
the: Jaws of 1825.and-1836,.and let him reduce 
and scale it down-exactly as he thinks is right? 
‘Mr, WANE. Either theSenator from Missouri 
ot myself is mistaken about this matter, and I 
desire to invite his attention to the facts. I was 
of the impression that the Postmaster General 
was induced, by reason of the failure of Congress 
to make an appropriation, to reduce the service; 
but, from the communication just now read by the 
Senator from Maryland from, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, [find that I was. mistaken in that; that that 
‘was not the case.: He said in that communica- 
tion, IEL heard jt read aright, that it was. not in 
consequence ofthe failure of Congress to make 
ah, appropriation that he reduced the service, but 
because he. found the service beyond the means 
of the Depariment—a service that was not neces- 
sary for ibe public good. If that is so, if I am 
correct in my understanding of the letter which 


was read. by.the Senator from Maryland, then it. 


is very clear that the Senator from Missouri is 
mistaken, If I had not heard that letter, I should 
have voted for restoring this service, for the rea- 
sọn that T supposed it was reduced because Con- 
gress had failed to make an appropriation; but 
‘that not. being the case, 1 cannot vote to order the 
service to, be restored. ' i 
Mr GREEN, | While that letter may be cor- 
ect, haye a letter in my possession exactly the 
opposite, in which the Postmaster General ex- 
pressly said he reduced the service because Con- 
gress did not make an appropriation, Now, 1 
‘want the Postmaster General to be consistent with 
himself., J have spared him as far as I can spare 
him, and as faras: will spare him. There is a 
“public necessity tobe subserved, superior to the 
Pecunoster General and all his kin or interest, 
aand Í will stand by the public interest instead of 
that. He has said to me that he.cut down the ser- 
vice beenuse of the wantof the appropriation. I 
have it in Ietters. written out and signed with his 
own name; and. if he writes otherwise to the Sen- 
-ate and to the House of Representatives, I am not 
responsible for that. : 
Mr. YULEE. . Does the Senator mean to say 
he has such a letter written by. the Postmaster 
General? fay 
Mr. GREEN.. Signed by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, whether written by him or not. 
Mr. YULEE. 1 said his clerks had written 
- such letters, but they were mistaken. 
Mr. GREEN. Signed by hun. 
Mr. YULEE, Very well; he signs many let- 
ters that he does not write, 
Mr. GREEN. He told me himself, in person, 
that he was forced to-do it, because Congress did 
not give the appropriation. ‘That is trac, and I 
should like to know if anybody will call it in 
question. [know that in the heyday of pros- 
perity. routes are established where perhaps they 
„ought wot to: be established, and there is an €x- 
traordinary degree.of service that may not be re- 
quired by the public duties; and I know that the 
ostmaster General ought to have the power to 
curtail it when-the factsiare brought before him; 
but: when the. Postmaster General says, “Ihave 
curtailed because Congress did not. give me an 
appropriation,” Congross comes, and says, “I 
give-you the appropriation; restore it asit was;”? 
and then says tothe Postmaster General, “ exer- 
cise your, power under the law of 1825 and 1836, 


and curtail; and hold yourself responsible to Con- | 
gress and the public forthe manner in which you 


‘exercise your discretion.” I.think that is right. 

Mr. DAVIS, I wish to prevent a misaprehen- 
_gion. which seems to -be growing up between the 
Senators,and which. seems to me of very easy 
explanation. In a particular case, the. Postmas- 
ter General no doubt.would say, ‘ this is.a route 
which I would-not have. discontinued, had it not 
-been that Congress did not give me the means for 


wo had made otr appropriation, this question 


it; but there were many reductions which he | 
desired to make; many routes which he thought 
ought to be discontinued anyhow; and that, I 
think, is the distinction between the impression 
created on the mind of the Senator from Missouri 
and that on the mind of the Senatér from Florida, 
The route to which the Senator from : Missouri 
refers, { take it forgranted, was one thatthe Post- 
master General desired to. continue; and he only 
discontinued it because he was compelled to do 
so; but that was not the universal case. 

‘Mr. GREEN. That just exactly illustrates my 
position. When he made this discontinuance, he 
was under coercion. 

Mr. DAVIS. In some cases. 

Mr. GREEN. In all of them. He was under 
coercion; he was under compulsion; and therc- 
fore he did not exercise his judgment as you and 
1, and as he would under other circumstances. 
You may place yourself under a force of circum- 
stances, seeing that you had.no means to keep up 
the postal service, and you would cut it down to 
the lowest possible limit, so as to keep up the 
most important routes, and.let the others die; not j 
because you did not deem the others importantor 
necessary to the public interest, but because you 
were compelled tu do it. Place you under other 
circumstances, give you a replenished Treasury, 
by which you had abundant means to keep the 
service up, and you would not cut itdown. Now, 
I say, in the exercise of this discretion of the 
Postmaster General, leave him witha replenished 
Treasury. Then no compulsion operates on him; 
no coercion operates on him; he is left, asan bon- | 
orable officer of the Government, to do not what 
necessity compels, but what judgment dictates. 
That is the difference. L therefore shall vote to 
restore.every single office and route that has been 
discontinued; and I shall vote to restore the whole 
service, without let or hinderance; but I shall con- 
cede to the Postmaster General the right which 
he has under the laws of 1825 and 1826, but no 
further, to abate, to lessen, to curtail, or to stop 
the service on any route. But, sir, I will vote to 
restore it, and, in voting to restore it, I do not vote 
to censure the Postmaster General. The Senator 
from Mississippi is entirely mistaken, The Post- 
master General was compelled, under this force 
of circumstances, to curtail the service; and if I 
had been in his place, or if the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi had been in the same place, no-doubt he 
wou d have done the same thing, and I might have 
done the same; but when we give him the means 
to keep up the service, L would restore the service, 
and then the question would be, ‘what route is 
required; what service is.required?”’ not what 
route am I able to keep up; what service am T 
able to keep up?” There 1s a vast difference be- 
tween thetwo questions, I beg you, sir, to remem- 
ber, that in the one case the Postmaster General 
was compelled to say, “ what ronte dare I dis- 
continue; what route dare I curtail???’ If we give 
him abundant means to carry out what we require 
of him, and we do ourduty, he would say, ‘what 
route can I with propriety discontinue; what 
route can IT with propriety lessen the service 
upon??? There is the difference. 

Now, sir, I say restore the whole service—put 
it hack as it was. It was not the fault of the Post- 
master General; it was the fault of Congress. If 


never would have arisen. We-did not make the 
appropriation. The Postmaster General, there- 
forc, was forced, as he says in his letters to me, 
to curtail the service., He having been thus forced | 
to curtail the service, when we remove the cause 
that thus forced him, put it back exactly wherc it | 
was before that force was applied,.and then, T; 
say, I will never quarrel with, or complain of, the ; 
Postmaster General, for I have the utmost confi- 
denee in his integrity, in his knowledge, and in 
his general intelligence with regard tò the postal 
wants of the country. There is noman in whom 
I have more confidence than J have in the Post- 
master General; but put meas the Postmaster | 
General was put, and I would have done what he 
did; and yet, when Congress comes to act, and | 
removes the pressure that was upon. him, I would 
do as I now want him to do, put it all back, and | 
scale it down just as he thinks the public wants, | 
and the public necessity require. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr..President, it may very 
well be that the Senator has precisely such a letter | 
as he-has described, one in which the failure of | 


‘he read from his scat this evening. 


:make the impre: ie 
„propriation bill was the immediate cause of the curtil- 


“however, was not the case. 


the appropriation. bill is assigned as the cause of 
the reduction or discontinuance of the service,» I 
understand from the Postmaster General ihat some 
such letters had been written by his clerks, and 
I suppose signed by him; though, if they had, I 
am not certain and do not mention it as a fact. 
They were inadvertently written, The cause was 
assigned, notin the language and according to the 
fact as the Postmaster intended it to be, but it 
was put in their own language by the clerks. 
Every one knows that the Postmaster General 
does not-write all the Jetters curtailing service on 
two thousand routes. He himself writes very 
few of them. As a general thing, this duty is 
performed by the clerks whe were directed gencer- 
ally to notify contractors thatthe Postmaster Gen- 
eral had determined on the discontinuance of cer- 
tain service, and they put in that this was the 
result of the failure of Congress to make the ap- 
propriations demanded by the public necessity. 
That language was not employed, and not just- 
ified by the language used in letters written by 
himself. 1 read to the Senate his letter in which 
he gives. an extract from one of the earliest letters 
which he wrote. It will be recollected that the 
wnt Postmaster General came into this De- 
partment after the failure of the appropriation 
bill at the last session. The then Postmaster Gen 
eral died justat the close of the last session. The 
present Postmaster General succeeded him, and 
when. he came in all, these responsibilities and 
difficulties were at once thrown upon him. ` Fie 
says himself that this forcad him to scrutinize 
closely all the service, and to sce where, without 
great disregard of the public interests, he could 
make a reduction, The failure of the Post Ofico 
bill, therefore, was no otherwise the cause of these 
reductions than as it caused that scrutiny which 
it was his duty to make. Under those ciream- 
stances, I do not see any discrepancy at all in the 
statement made by the Postmaster General in his 
letter to me, and those made in that letter which 
the Senator says is signed by Him. The Senate 
will easily see that the explanation is abundantly 
ample to relieve the Postmaster General from the 
slightest want of veracity. l 
Mr. YULEE. I have a single word only to 
say on this subject. It is evident, from the con- 
cluding remarks of the Senator from Missouri, 
that he entertains, as he has expressed, confidence 
in the integrity of the Postmaster General, as well 
as in his conipetency to manage his Department. 
I take it for granted, therefore, that the apparent 
issue which the Senator presented in the early 
art of his remarks, with the letter which had 
been presented by the Senator from Maryland, 
must rest upon a misapprebension, I am confi- 
dent that the Senator from Missouriis mistaken, 
when he says that the Postmaster General, under 
his own signature, has communicated to him, as 
the reason for curtailment, the failure of the appro- 
priation bil, There must be a mistake either on 
the side of the Postmaster General or of the Sen- 
ator; and to show that the Senator is ‘in error, it 
is sufficient only to read the first paragraph of 
the letter which the Senator from Maryland re- 
ceived from the Postmaster General, and which 
it is answer 
enough to the Senator from Missouri. He says: 


“In some of the correspondenec, hastily prepared by 
clerks, Which has taken place between eontracte ad this 
Department, language may been used calculated to 
jon that the lure of ap- 


ments of the mail service which have taken place. Such, 
Nota single instance of cur- 
tailinent has occurred, of which, inthe sense referred to, 


-such failure. was the cause.” 


He gives. us, in a subsequent part of the letter, 
a quotation, an extract from one of the letters 
which he wrote himself, in which—if the Senater 
from Missouri will took at it—he will see that he 
rests the ground of his action precisely upon the 
same basis which he now states to have been the 
ground of his action in all cases. 

Mr. GREEN. Allow me to correct the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. YULER. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. Icannotstop to inquire into the 
chirography of any man. When a letter purports 
to.be written by the Postmaster General, and is 
signed by him, ¥ take it for granted that it was 
written by him; and if a clerk wrote it'and he 
signed it, | am not going to quarrel about that. 
He is responsible for all he signs. 
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Mr. YULEE. Gertainly;. but I supposed the | 


Senator to be mistaken, because I know that ac- 
cording to the practice of the Department these 
letters were all signed by the Second Assistant 
Postmaster General, Mr. Dundas. l- have seen 
them, one after another, signed by him, according 
to the practice of the Department. 

Mr. GREEN. I have such a letter. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. President, E do not see what 
the discussion of the. fact whether certain letters 
‘were written by the Postmaster General or by his 
clerks has to do with the matter before the Sen- 
ate. We have got here the facts; and these are 
sufficient, I think, to convince every one who will 
examine them that the Postmaster General was 
actuated by no other motive than that of promot- 
ing the general interests of the Government. By 
the table now before me; it is shown that on the 
30th day of June, 1857, the cost of transporting 
the mails and of route agents, &c., amounted to 
$7,096,650. Now, is it possible thatany one here 
present is not aware thatabout that period a great 
financial crisis occurred in this country, by which 
trade and commerce and all our manufacturing 
interests were stricken down at one fell blow? Is 
there a Senator present who does not know that 
about that time the receipts of the Department 
fell greatly below what they had been previously, 
and that they continued to fall for upwards of 
two years and a-half, and that only within the 
last few months, when trade and commerce and 
manufactures were again beginning to spring into 
life, have the receipts of the Department shown 
an increase? While the receipts had fallen off to 
such an enormous extent, while all the business 
of the country was paralyzed, what do the fig- 
ures show the workings of the Department to have 
been? On the 30th day of June, 1858, the ex- 
penditures for transportation, &c., had increased 
to $8,159,788—over a million dollars beyond the 
cost of the preceding year. A business man, 


taking the matter into calenlation as a business | 


matter alone, would have decreased the expenses 
of the Department instead of increasing them. 
But what was the result for the next year, ending 
the 30th of June, 1859? The expenses of the 
Department ran up to $9,979,728; when, if the 
necessities of the country, according to trade and 
commerce and manufactures had been taken into 
consideration, they would have been reduced from 
the expenses of 1857—from $7,000,000 to at least 
$5,000,000. What was left for the present Post- 
master Gencral, who came inte office about the 
middle of March, 1859; what could he have done, 
as a faithful officer of the Government, but to 
reduce the service to meet the exigencies that had 
arisen in consequence of the great financial de- 
pression throughout the country ? In my humble 
opinion, he did notreduce the service sufficiently. 

Mr. GREEN, 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. RICE. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. [read from a letter of the Post- 
master General, dated. May 5, 1860. In that letter 


he says 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. To whom was it ad- 
dressed? 


Mr. GREEN. To Hon. D. L. Yures, chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office angposi 
Roads, United States Senate. I suppose yOu all 
know him. In that letter the Postmaster General 
says: 

« On the failure of Congress at the last session to provide 
the usual and necessary appropriations for the service of 
the Department, I felt myself compelled to review the ex- 
isting mai! service of the country and the revenue derived 
from postage, and to make such reduction as the public 
eonvenience would admit ot.” 


It depended upon the failure of the appropria- 
tions, as he says in his own letter. 

Mr. YULEE. That was the cause of his re- 
viewing it. 

Mr. RICE. That is the very point which | 
say has got nothing to do with the question be- 
fore the Senate. Had the present 
General continued to increase the cost of transport- 
ing the mails to the present time at the rate it had 
been increased for the last two years previously, 
these expenses would now amount to some eleven 
and a half million dollars; and if they had gone 
on in that ratio for ten years, the entire revenue 
of the Government would not have supported the 
postal service of this country. : a 

Must there not be a stop put to this somewhere? 


Will the Senator allow me to` 


ostmaster į 


If we go on, if we attempt to take the manage- 
ment of the Department mto our own hands, if 
we concur in the proposition from. the House of 


-Representatives, what will the result be? Carry 


it on afew years, and the Department breaks itself 
down, and the country must necessarily be left 
without any service at all. F believe that the in- 
terests of the country require us to leave this 
entire matter with the Postmaster General so long 
as his attention is directed to retrenchment and: 
reform; and I do not think that a case can arise 
here where it would be necessary for the Con- 
gress of the United States to take this subject in 
hand, unless we should happen to have a Post~ 
master General who believes, and acts on the be- 
lief, that through the postal service he is going to 
civilize all the nations of the earth, and he should 
run this. Government so deeply in debt that we 
could not pay the expenses. I think, then, it 
would be time to take the matter inte considera- 
ton. 

Mr. PEARCE. [believe that there are about 
twenty Senators in the Chamber; it is near half 
past nine o’clock; we have had along and ex- 
hausting session; and I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. [** Oh, no P’) 

The motion was not àgreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Florida to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives, 
upon which the yeas and nays have ben ordëred. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the rol}. 

Mr. BINGHAM, when his name was called, 
said: On this question I have paired off with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. SLIDELL.] 

Mr. YULEE. [ask to be excused for inter- 
rupting the call, but certainly there was a call for 
a division on the motion to adjourn, and if I had 
not supposed that were so, I should have called 
fora division myself. There was a misunder- 
standing about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair paused 
after announcing the result of the vote, and then 
directed the Seerctary to call the roll on the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, The 
Senate is now voting on the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida, and no question can now 
be raised. The Secretary will proceed with the 
calling of the roll. 

Mr. BIGLER. There being no quorum, I move 
an adjournment. 

Several SENATORS. 
roll is called, 

The Secretary proceeded, and concluded the 
call of the roll. 

Mr. YULEE. I understand that we lack one 
vote of aquorum. My colleague is present, and 
makes a quorum; but, being paired off with the 
Senator from New Hampshire, cannot vote. His 
presence, however, makes a quorum. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Itisno excuse for either 
of the gentlemen that they have paired off. I do 
not mention this for the purpose of suggesting 
any new system now; but this practice of pair- 
ing off is entirely unwarranted by the rules of the 
Senate; and I think it is very worthy of consid- 
eration whether it should hereafter be allowed as 
any apology for a gentleman not voting that he 
has paired off. Here we have an illustration. 
Two gentlemen, who would make a quorum, 
show their presence by making this apology that 
they are paired off. They have no right to pair, 
and it is no apology for not voting. By the rules 
of the Senate, every member present is bound to 
vote, and the Senate have a right to insist upon 
his voting. I mention this in order to say that 
gentlemen hereafter may not be taken by sur- 


We cannot tell until the 


| prise, if the right of the Senate to have them vote 


should be insisted upon against their private _ en- 
gagements not to vote. Itis the right of the Sen- 
ate tosay ‘‘ you must vote;”” and they cannot dis- 
pense with that by any private cngagement to 
pair off. y : 
Mr. PEARCE. I renew the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. FOOT ard others. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Florida, the yeas are 
17 and the nays 16; no quorum voting. 

The list is as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Crittenden, Davis, 
Pitch, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rico, Sebastian, Toombs, and Yulee 
—17. 


Letthe vote be declared. | 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, “Doolittie, Fessenden, Foot, 
Poster, Green, Haitin, Harlan; Hem phil, King, Latham,’ 
Simmons, ‘en Eyck, Wadé, and: Wilson—I6. es 

Mr. PEARCE.. Idesive to know if that does 
not make a quorum. There aré but sixty-five 
members of the Senate. Seventeen and. sixteen” 
are thirty-three, which is a. majority:of all the: 
Senate. ‘There isa vacancy. be E 

The VICEPRESIDENT. It requires thixty=. 
four to make a quorum. © nea 

Mr. HAMLIN. It takes a majority of the fall 
body. There are sixty-six Senators in a full 
Senate. : ate $ 

Mr. PEARCE. But-there are only sixty-five 
Senators. ; aaa ban 

Mr. HAMLIN. There are sixty-six. places, 
Mr. MALLORY: By the unanimous consent 

of the Senate, although the announcement of the 
vote has been: made, I desire to record’ my vote. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. -~ : oh 2 

Mr. HAMLIN. The vote has beer announced; 
and I object. 

Mr. YULEE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. T : 

Mr. DAVIS. I think the Senate owes it to 
itself to compel those who are in attendance to 
vote. There are Senators here who have not voted. 
I think they are bound to appear in their seats and 
vote, ` : 3 

Mr. GREEN. © They have paired off. >> >: 
Mr. DAVIS. Suppose'some of them have not 
aired off? g TRE 
Mr. GREEN. Then they ought to vote.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ` There is-no mo- 

tion at this time before the Senate. im i 

Mr. FOSTER. Iask thatthe roll be called 
again upon the amendment. T believe there is 
now a quorum here. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifno objection be 
made, the Chair will cause the roll to be again 
called, and the vote to be again taken. 

Mr. GREEN. I object. 

Mr. BIGLER. I should like to know on what 
round the vote of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
JaLLory] was objected to.. Why has not he a 

right to vote? Š ; ap 

Mr. MALLORY. The result had been de- 
clared. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Florida had no right to vote, except: py unani- 
mous consent, because thè result had een de= 
clared by the-Chair. EP ES a 

Mr. GWIN. But there was no quorum. Now 
there isa quorum. Carnot the vote. be taken ove 
again now ? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote has not 
shown a quorum. If Senators will pause a mo- 
ment, the Chair will have a count to ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms having counted the Sen- 
ators present, the Vice President announced that 
there were twenty-nine Senators in the Chamber 
—nota quorum. _. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agréed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 15, noes 12; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvurspay, June 19, 1860. 


The House metateleven o’clock, a.m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed an att (FL. R. 
No. 500) making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1861, with sundry amendments, in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the said bil of the House, No. 500, wita 
the amendments of the Senate thereto, be referred to the 


Committee of Ways and Means, and that it be made a spe- 
ciai order at and after two o’clock this day. 


SAMUEL 8. RIND. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the files of 
the poe the papers in the case of Samuel S. 
Rind. i 


. 
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DES 02.) SHELDON MENIGHT, 

“The SPEAKER announced as the regular order 
of business the motion of Mr. KeLLoOGG, of Mich- 
igan, and pending when the House adjourned 
yesterday, to suspend the rules soas to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the 
further consideration of the bill of the Senate (No. 
30) for the relief of Sheldon McKnight, and to 
enable the House:to consider the same. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move that there be a call of 
the House.. I think there is no quorum present. 
“The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered on the motion to suspend the rules. 
. Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Before that ques- 
tion is put, I desire to have two letters read, which 
Lhave in my hand, from the Postmaster General. 
“The SPEAKER. - They can be read by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to-anything out of 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. .I suppose the bill 
arid. report will. be read, and why not these two 
letters from the Department bearing upon the 
question? ‘Then the House can vote understand- 
ingly. What objection to it there can be, I can- 
not tonceive, except that they dare not have the 
truth, 
ed MAYNARD, I call for the reading of the 

ill. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Postmaster 
General to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Sheldon Mc- 
Knight, for carrying the United States mail from 
Cleveland, Ohio, and Detroit, Michigan, to Mack- 
inaw, Sault Ste. Marie, Marquette, Copper Har- 
bor, Eagle Harbor, Eagle River, and Ontonagon, 
Michigan, La Pointe and Superior, Wisconsin, 
from 1849 to 1857, inclusive, in all cases where 
it is shown to the satisfaction of the Postmaster 
General that the mail was carried by authority of 
the. postmasters or agents of the Post Office De- 
partment, and without a contract with the Depart- 
ment, an amount equal per tripto that now altowed 
by the Department for the same service, deduct- 
ing therefrom the amount heretofore paid. 

r. REAGAN. I move that there be a call of 
the House. 

. Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is there not a re- 
port in that case? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis.  ~ 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Then I ask that it 
be read. 

a SHERMAN. I hope the report will be 
read, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Idesire to say that the 
report, so far as it goes, docs not show how much 
money will: be paid under this bill. I would in- 
quire of the gentleman from Michigan how much 
money will this bill take out of the Treasury? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Forty-five 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, now, I will say to 
the House that this man McKnight made a con- 
tract with the agents upon the line mentioned in 
the bill; and has received every dollar which was 
agreed to be paid for conveying the mail, from 
1849 to 1857, inclusive. There is a letter upon 
the Clerk’s table from the Postmaster General 
which will prove what I have said; and with this 
statement the House can pass this bill; then they 
can give this man $45,000. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I suppose that a 
remark or two will be in order? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. 
report be read. 


‘ Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I believe I have the 


oor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Texas insist upon his motion that there be a call 
of the House? 

Mr. REAGAN. 
be. read, 

Mr. BRANCH. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to have read the report and the let- 
ters which have been referred to. 

No objection was made. 

The report, which was read, shows that Mr. 
McKnight transported, at the request of the post- 
masters and agents of the Post Office Department, 
the United States mail, in steamboats, between 
Cleveland, Ohio, and Detroit, Michigan, and the 
several ports on Lake Huronand Lake Superior, 


J ask that the 


I do, unless these letters can 


.LEE and Sheldon McKnight, concerning 


from the year 1848 up to the present time, during 


‘the season of navigation, for which service he has 


not received adequate compensation. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Now read these let- 
ters in the order in which I have placed them. 
The letters were read, as follows: 


Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Contract Orricr, June L, 1860. 
Sin: The inclosed copies of letters, of January 22 and 
January 26, 1859, addessed respectively to Hon. Ð. L. Yr- 
tbe claims of the 
latter, indicate the views of the Department; and nothing 
has since transpired to change the opinions therein €x- 


pressed. 
Very respectfully, WM. H. DUNDAS, 
Second Assistant Postmaster General, 


Hon. Wm. Smitu, House of Representatives. 


Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, January 22, 1859. 

Sır: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the Lith instant, asking for the facts and views of 
the Department in relation to the claim of Sheldon Mc- 
Knight, as presented in his memorial, therein inclosed, pray- 
ing Congress to allow him adequate compensation tor 
conveying the mails on the Cleveland, Detroit, and Lake 
Superior route from year 1848 to the present time, by pass- 
ing a bill authorizing payment the same as was awarded 
G. & H. Turner, by act approved 3d June, 1858. The De- 
partment’ was never enabled to discover any legitimate 
foundation for the claim of either the Messrs. Turners or 
Mr. McKnight, it having at all times paid to both parties 
the full amount of the compensation agreed to be paid at 
the commencement of the several seasons of navigation. 
Mr. McKnight has been in the service of the Department 
for a number of years, and justice to him requires it to be 
said that the uniform, efficient, and constant aid rendered 
by him tothe Deparument in effecting arrangements for the 
supply of the Lake Superior country, where so little com- 
petition exists, better entitles him, in the estimation of the 
Department, to the consideration of Congress then the 


Messrs. Turners. 
Respectfully, &c., AARON V. BROWN, 
Postmasler General. 
Hon. D. L. Yue, United States Senate. 


Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
Conrracr OFFICE, January 26, 1859. 

Sin: Your letter of this date making certain Inquiries of 
the Department concerning the lake service from Cleve- 
land to Ontonagon and Superior is received. In reply, I 
have to state that the mail service from Cleveland to On- 
tonagon and Superior has nor been under contract at any 
times but the Department has authorized certdin rates for 
trips, and also instructed postmasters to pay, Upon mail mat- 
ter delivered by steamboats, certain rates per letter and per 
paper. In May, 1848, the regular steamboat rates per letter 
were two cents, and a half cent for each paper, June 14, 
1851, these rates were reduced to one cent for cach letter, 
and one fourth ofa cent for each paper. On July 27, 1854, 
fifteen dollars per trip was allowed for serviee to Ontona- 
gon, which continued until May 20, 1856, when fifty dollars 
per round trip was allowed. 

As regards your intercourse with the Department in per- 
forming mail service, and in furthering the mail facilities 
upon the upper takes, it is only simple justice to state that 
your efforts in that direction have been meritorious and of 
An. honorable character; and that you have, in some in- 
stances, been of great service to the Department in effect- 
ing the mail facilities for that upper country. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, i 

WM. H. DUNDAS, 
Second Assistant Postmaster General, 


SueLvon McKnicnt, Esq., Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to know whether 
that bill has been referred to a committee of the 
House? 

Mr. HELMICK. It has been referred to the 
Post Oflice Committee, and hasbeen unanimously 
reported from it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The object of hav- 
ing these letters read was to show 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. 
further discussion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The object was to 
show that this man acted under a contract, and 
that he always received the pay which he had 
contracted to receive. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. 
No. 521) to incorporate the East Washington 
Library Association; when the Speaker signed 
the same. f 

SHELDON M’KNIGIIT—-AGAIN. 


The question recurredon the motion to suspend 

a rales, on which the yeas and nays were or- 
ered. . 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I wish the bill 
to be read once more. f 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I merely wish 
to say, in regard to this claim, that it passed the 
Senate at last session, and also passed the House. 
It was lost in the last hours of the session in con- 


I object to 


sequence of want of time. It was unanimously 
recommended by the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. CURRY. I desire to say that this billdid 
not pass the House at the last session of Con- 

ress. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam perfectly will- 
ing that the gentleman from Michigan should be 
indulged in his remarks if a counter statement be 
permitted. a 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—-yeas 94, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Wil- 
liam C. Anderson, Barr, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Blake, 
Bouligny, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, 
Butterfield, Carter, Case, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cox, 
Curtis, Davidson, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, 
Eliot, Etheridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, French, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hail, Hel- 
mick, William Howard, William A. floward, Hughes, 
Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, DeWitt ©, Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Marston, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPher- 
son, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Nelson, Niblack, 
Nixon, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Rice, Christopher 
Robinson, Royce, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, 
William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, ‘Tappan, Thayer, Tomp- 
kins, Train, Vallandigham, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Wal- 
ton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Blihu B. Washburne, Web- 
ster, Wells, and Woodruft—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdate, Bonham, 
Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Burnham, Clopton, Cobb, Bur- 
ton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Reuben Davis, Edmundson, 
English, Gartrell, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hatton, 
Hoard, Houston, Jenkins, Jones, Killinger, Landrum, James 
M. Leach, Leake, Maclay, Mallory, McRae, Millson, Syd- 
enham Moore, Pendleton, Perry, Peyton, Quarles, Reagan, 
Riggs, Ruffin, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vance, and Wright—46. 

So (two thirds voting therefor) the rules were 
suspended; and the Committee of the Whole 
House was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill. 

During the vote, . 

Mr. EDGERTON stated that he had paired 
with Mr. Marrry, of Ohio. 

Mr. McKNIGHT stated that he voted ‘ay;’’ 
but he wanted it understood that he was no rela- 
tion of his by blood or otherwise. 

Mr. WILSON stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Lamar. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I presentan amendment to 
the bill. . 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. IT will accept 
the amendment, and then move the previous ques~ 
tion. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, ‘Thatthe sum allowed by virtue of this act shall 
not, in anywise, exceed $45,000. ~ 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is this amendment 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to it; be- 
cause it is a limitation on the amount which this 
man is entitled to, if he is entitled toa cent. I 
have no idea of cheating the man out of what he 
is entitled to, if he is entitled to anything at all. 
This is a system of attempting to get countenance 
for improper claims. _ 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation, 
the bill was read the third time. 

_Mr. BINGHAM. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previoug question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, which was on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call for the yeas 
and nays. I trust nobody is afraid to meet this 
question. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. ° 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 87, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, William C. An- 
derson, Barr, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Bouligny, Brayton, 
Briggs, Bufiinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cox, 
Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Eth- 
eridge, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, French, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Hatton, 
Helmick, William Howard, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. Leach, Loomis, 
Marston, Maynard, McKean, McPherson, Moorhead, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Paliner, Porter, 
Potter, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royer, Somes, Spin- 
ner, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washbarn, Ellihu B. Wash- 
we Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom, and Woodruff 

7. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, 
Bigke, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, 
Bufton Craige, Curry, Reuben Davis, 


Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, 
Burnett, Cloptou, Uobb, 
De Jarnette, Edmund- 


1860. 
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son, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hill, 
Hoard, Houston, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Killinger, Landrum, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Love, Maclay, Matlory, Me- 
Quecn, McRae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pen- 
dieton, Peyton, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Rutin,Wil- 
liam Smith, Wiliam N. H. Smith, Stallworth, Stanton, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Winslow, 
and Wright—55. : 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EQUAL JUSTICE TO ALL THE STATES. 


Mr. GILMER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. STANTON. I must insist on the regular 
order of business, which is the calling of commit- 
tees for reports. I want to make reports from the 
Military Committee. 

Mr. GILMER. I move to suspend the rules 
to discharge the Judiciary Committee from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 322, * to 
do equal justice to the States,” in order to have 
it put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. It provides that from and 
after and during this Congress, in all cases when 
any portion of the public land is granted by Con- 
gress to any State, or to any county, township, 
school, company, or corporation in any State, 
there shall also, at the same time, be granted to 
each of the other States, other public lands in 
quantity so that each State, at the same time, shall 
receive of the public lands equally in proportion 
to the representation of such States in Congress; 
provided, however, that in a grant of the right of 
way for roads ofall kinds through the public lands 
in any State, and the Jands given to any State on 
its admission, shall not entitle the other States to 
receive any lands as an equivalent therefor. It 
directs that the Commissioner of the Public Lands, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, shall issue to each of the States land warrants 
to the amount in all to which each State is entitled 
- under this act, and it authorizes the States sever- 
ally to receive and to sell and dispose of the land 
warrants for their own useful purposes, and the 
warrants are to be valid and effectual in the hands 
of any owner or holder thereof, and may be lo- 
cated by such owner or holder upon any public 
lands for sale or subject to private entry, and the 
same fees to be paid therefor by the holders thereof. 
And the title of the land so located by any owner 
or holder of the land warrants shall be secured 
and perfected to such owner or holder in the same 
manner as other land warrants issued by the Uni- 
ted States. The land warrants shall be engraved 
and printed, so as to prevent deception and coun- 
terfeiting; shall be signed by the Secretary of the 
Interior or Commissioner of the Public Lands, or 
for them by such other persons as the Secretary 
may direct, and countersigned by the Governor 
of cach State receiving the same, or by such other 
officers as the States may respectively designate 
for that purpose; and the land warrants be for not 
less than eighty nor over one hundred and sixty 
acres each; provided no State shall be authorized 
to locate any warrants in its own name or for its 
own benefit; and that no warrants issued under 
the provisions of this act shall. be located upon 
any lands to which there shall be any preémption 
right, or on which there shall be any actual set- 
tlement or cultivation, except by the person hold- 
ing such preémption right, or by such settler or 
cultivator. ; 

It also enacts that hereafter, whenever, at the 
end of each fiscal year, there shall remain in the 
‘Treasury of the United States a surplus over and 


above the immediate demands on the ‘Treasury, | 
and the sum of $6,000,000, subject to the Treas- | 


urer’s draft in payment of warrants, such surplus 
shall be deposited with such of the several States, 
in proportion to their respéctive representation in 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States, as shall by law authorize their 
treasurers or other competent authorities to re- 
ceive the same on the terms hereinafter specified; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver 
the same to such treasurers or other compctent 
authorities on receiving certificates of depBsit 


therefor, signed by such competent authorities, in 
such form as may be prescribed by the Secretary, 
which certificates shall express the usual and legal 
obligations, and pledge the faith of the State for 
the safe-keeping and repayment thereof, and shall 
pledge the faith of the States receiving the same 
to pay the moneys, from time to time, whenever 
the same shall be required, under the authority of 
Congress, by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the purpose of defraying-any wants of the public 
Treasury beyond the amount of the $6,000,000; 
provided, that if any State declines to receive its 
proportion of the surplus on the terms before 
named, the same shal] be deposited with the other 
States agreeing to accept the same on deposit in 
the proportion aforesaid; and provided further, 
that when said money or any part thereof shall 
be wanted by the Secretary to meet appropria- 
tions by law, the same shall be called for in rata- 
ble proportions, within one year, as. nearly as 
conveniently may be, from the different States 
with which the same is deposited, and shall not 
be called for in sums excceding $10,000 from any 
one State in any one month without previous 
notice of thirty days for every additional sum of 
$20,000 which may at any time be required; and 
provided further, that the surplus moneys in the 
‘Treasury required to be deposited shall not ex- 
ceed the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Oh, that has no 
chance here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURCH. As it is impossible to make the 
provisions retroactive, I object to the reception of 
that bill. * 

Mr. HATTON. I move to suspend the rules; 
and on that I call for the yeas and nays. I want 
to see who is in favor of justice in disbursing 
these public lands. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 89; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
Francis P. Blair, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, 
Briggs, Bristow, Burlingame, Horace F. Clark, Corwin, 
Covode, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Eliot, Etheridge, Foster, 
Fouke, Gilmer, Gooch, Hale, Hardeman, J. Morrison Har- 
ris, Hatton, Jlelmick, Hil, Hoard, William A. Howard, 
Ilwnpbrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, 


James M: Leach, Longnecker, Mallory, Maynard, Edward | 


Joy Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Perry, Rice, R 
William N. H. Smith, Somes, Stokes, S 
Underwood, Vallandigham, and W ebster—53. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Ashley, Ash- 
more, Avery, Barksdale, Bingham, Blake, Bonham, Buffin- 
ton, Burch, Burnett, Burnham, Butterficld, Carey, Casc, 
Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Curry, Davidson, John G. 


ce, Sedgwick, 


Davis, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Delano, Edmundson, | 


English, Ferry, Florence, Gartrell, Graham, Grow, Gur- 


ley, John "T". Farris, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, | 


Hutchins, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kenyon, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Leake, Lee, Loomis, Love, Maclay, MeKean, Me- 
Pherson, McQueen, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, 
Niblack, Palmer, Pend 
Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Chr 


topher Robinson, Ruffin, Single- 
ton, William Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, James 
A. Stewart, Tappan, Taylor, Thomas, Tompkins, Trimble, 
Verree, Wade, Cadwaiader C. Washburn, Bibu B. Wash- 


burne, Wells, Windom, Winslow, Woodruff, Woodson, 


and Wright—e9. 
So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


During the vote, y 
Mr. BRANCH, when his hame was called, 
said: In the hope and anticipation of having an 


opportunity to amend this bill, so that it will do | 


equal and exact justice to all the States without 
violating the Constitution, I vote “ay.” i 
Mr. BURCH, when his name was called, said: 


Knowing that it would be impossible to do equal |, 


justice to all the States without making the bill 
retroactive, I vote “no.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, when his name was 
called, said: 1 was so much delighted with the 
title of the bill that 1 felt 1 could not help voting 
for it; but, sir, it was like most of the promises 
that have been made, full of deception. I there- 
fore vote “‘no.”* É 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

EMILIE G. JONES AND NANCY M. JOHNSON. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
imousconsentof the House to discharge the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House from the further con- : 


sideration of Senate bill (C. C. No. 206) for the 


relief of Emilie G. Jones, cxecutrix of Thomas P. ! 
Jones, and Nancy M. Johnson, administratrix of | 


Walter M. Johnson, deceased. If the House 
will hear me fora moment, I think there will be 


ton, ‘Thayer, 


tun, Petit, Peyton, Porter, Potter, | 


I ask the unan- į 


no objection... It is‘a:bill-which has passed the 
Court of Claims unanimously, which has passed 
the Senate twice unanimously, and is Unani- 
mously reported fromthe Committec.of Claims of 
this House. : Po oe 

The bill was read. The first. section: directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to.pay! io Emilié.@. 
Jones, executrix of Thomas P. Jones, deceased; 
the sum of $2,250, in full for the ‘services: of 
Thomas P. Jonesas’a member of the board of ex-. . 
aminers appointed by the Secretary of the Navy: 
under the provisions of the act of Congress: ap- 
proved March 3, 1843, entitled “ An act to mod- 
ify the act entitled «An act to provide for the 
better security of the lives of passengers on board 
of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam,’”” 
approved July 7, 1838. The second section: di- 
rects the Secretary of the.Treasury to pay to. 
Nancy M. Johnson, administratrix of Walter. R 
Johnson, deceased, the sum of $2,250, in fullsfor 
the services of Walter R. Johnson ‘as a member” 
of the board of examiners appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, under the provisions of the 
same act of Congress, approved March 3, 1843. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I call for the reading of the 
report in that case. i 

The report was read, Itsets forth that Thomas 
P. Jones and Walter R. Johnson were, together 
with Charles Reeder, appointed members. of a 
“ board of examiners to make experimental trials 
of inventions and ‘plans to prevent. ihe explosion 
of steam boilers;” that they were appointed’ by 
the Secretary of the Navy, in April, 1843, and on 
the 14th of that month entered on the discharge 
of their duties, and continued thus employeduntil 
the 30th March, 1844. ‘Their compensation was 
fixed at $300 per month. This amount was paid 
them until August, 1843, when the appropriation 
wasexhausted. Noappropriation has since been 
made out of which the amount could be paid, and 
the present claim is for the amount of salary fixed 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

There being no objection to the bill, it was or- 
dered to a third reading; and was accordingly read | 
the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. VALLANDIGH AM moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


A, T. SPENCER AND GURDON S. HUBBARD. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to'a privi- 
|| leged question, ifa privileged question is entided 
i| to be heard here. J desire to make a motion to 
j| adjourn, and to ask the yeas and nays upon that 
i motion, because you sce what an undignified 
|| scene we have presented here before us,in a grand 
i| rush for the pespose of moving a suspension of 
i) the rules. { think we had better adjourn than to 
|| have this thing continue, 

|| The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Minois 
| has the floor. 

| Mr. FARNSWORTH.. I move a-suspenston 
| of the rules, for the purpose of discharging the 
i 

| 

| 

| 

| 

i 

H 

1 

j 

i 

{ 

| 


Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of Senate bill No. 221, for the re- 
| licf of A. P. Spencer and Gurdon S. Hubbard. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Twould inquire if 
: there was not a similar motion made the other day 
in this case? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has no knowledge 
of it. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


IE will state 
| that thisis onc of the justest claims that ever came 
| before Congress. 

! Mr. HOUSTON. Is itin order to move that 
j the House take a recess now? Tf it is, I make 
| that motion. ; 
| The SPEAKER. It is not in order at present. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Then] move that the House 
| do now adjourn; and Lask for the yeas and nays 
| upon it. 
| Mr. BURNETT demanded tellers on the yeas 
| and nays. 
| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Curry and 
| Tappan were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
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Kcitt, Landrum, 


Burtow Craige, Crawford, Houston, Jones, 
Thomas, 


Loves Maclay, McQueen, Miles, Pugh, Reagan, 
and Underwood—18. f 

NAS S—Messis. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Allen, 
Alley, William ©. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, Beale, 

Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Blake, Boteler, Bouligny, 
Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burch, Bur- 
lingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Clop- 
ton, Cobb, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cox, Curry, Davidson, 
Johu G; Davis; Reuben ‘Davis, Dawes, De Jarnctte, Del- 
ano, Duell: Dunn, Edmundson, Eliot, Ely, English, Farns- 
worth, Florence, Foster, French, Gartrell, Gooch, Grow, 

‘Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John 
T: Bartis, Hatton, Helmick, Hill, Hoard, William Howard, 
William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jenkins, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Larrabee, DeWitt ©. Leach, Leake, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Mallory, Maynard, McKean, MeKnight, Millson, 
Laban: T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Jay Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, 
Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Quarles, Rice, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
Sickles, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevens, James 
A. Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Taylor, Thayer, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn Ellibu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson „Windom, 
Winslow, Woodruff, Woodson, aud Wright—139. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr, QUARLES, when his name was’ called, 
said: L was temporarily. absent from the Fall 
when the vote was taken on the bill of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Gimer] to do 

equal qustice to all the States. If I had been in, 

I should have voted to suspend the rules. Whilst 
my vote would not have altered the result, £ de- 

sire this statement to appcar on the record, 

Mr. VANCE, when hs name was calicd, said: 
When the vote was taken just now on the motion 
of my colleague to suspend the rules and put upon 
its passage his bill for equalizing the distribution 
of the public lands among the several States, I 
was temporarily absent, having gone to the Sen- 
ate’ with a constituent and friend. Had I been 
present, I should have voted in favor of the sus- 
pension, : 

Mr. CARTER said: As there is some import- 
ant business from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia that should be laid before the House, 
I vote “no.” 

“The SPEAKER was proceeding to announce 
the result of the vote.. 

Mr, HOUSTON. The names have not been 
read over, and unless the gentleman from Ohio is 
ready with somo of the appropriation bills, I in- 
sist on their being read. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, I desire to say to the House, as chairman 
of the Committee on Enrollment, that there are 
five or six bills on the Speaker’s table that have 
passed the House, and have been returned from 
the Senate with slight amendments. If you do 
not take them up and dispose of those amend- 
ments before you act on the appropriation bills, 
thé prospect Js that you will lose them, because 
the Eouimittee on Enrolled Bills will have no op- 
portunity to report them, I therefore move that 
the House proceed to the business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is not a privileged 
question. 

The SPEAKER. That course can be taken 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Minois. I object, until the 
motion of my colleague is disposed of. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Well, if the bills are lost, 
Ihave done my duty. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I now ask that the 
names on the motion to adjourn be read over. 

The names were read over; and the Speaker 
announced that the motion to adjourn was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
motion to suspend the rales. 

Mr. STANTON, Irise to a question of order, 
I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
llinois was not entitled to be recognized, as he 
was notin his seat at the time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will bet that the 
gentleman cannot find my seat in this Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, 

Mr. STANTON. 
the subject read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Task the gentle- 


I now insist on my 


Task to have the rule on 


man from Illinois to allow me to offera resolution | 


which will save us all a great deal of trouble. 
will not interfere with his motion. 


It 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 will hear it read for 
information. . 7 

The Çlerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the States and ‘Territories shall be called 
by name, and as called, a member from -the State or Ter- 
ritory so called may rise from his place and move a suspen- 
sion of the rules in such eases as he may name, upon which 
the House shall proceed in order until its final disposition 5 
and when such States and Territories shall be called 
through, the call shali be recommenced and proceeded with 
in like manner. ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I must object to that. 

Mr. STANTON. I shall be under the neces- 
sity of appealing from the decision of the Chair 
overruling my point of order; and I ask for the 
reading of the rule. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

«When a member is about to speak in debate on any 
matter before the House, he shall rise from his seat and 
address himself respectiully to the Speaker.” 

Mr. STANTON.. No gentleman is entitled to 
the floor unless he rises from his own seat. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Apply the 
same rule to my friend from Ohio, and where 
would he be? 

Mr. STANTON. Right here. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Ido not see 
his name marked on the seat where he now is. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen have no partic- 
ular seats in this Hall, They sit where they 
please. — 

Mr. STANTON. If the rule was observed, it 
would avoid all this confusion, and rushing into 
the center area. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Illinois was in order. No seats have 
been drawn for or specially assigned this session; 
and therefore it is impossible to say when a 
member is in his seat or out of it. 

Mr. SICKLES. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. It directs the Postmaster 
General to pay, out of any moncy in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to A. T. Spen- 
cer and Gurdon S. Hubbard, for carrying the 
United States mail from Chicago, Illinois, to Mack- 
inac, Sault Ste. Marie, Marquette, Copper Harbor, 
Eagle Harbor, Eagle River, and Ontonagon, Mich- 
igan,and La Poigteand Superior, Wisconsin, from 
1854 to 1859, inclusive, in all cases where it is 
shown to the satisfaction of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral that the mail was carried by authority of the 
postmasters or agents of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and without a contract with the Depart- 
ment, an amount equal per trip to that allowed by 
the Department, under contract last season, to the 
owners of the steamers North Star and Illinios, 
performing similar trips between Detroit, Michi- 
gan, avd the same ports upon Lake Superior. 

Mr. HOARD. f ask for the reading of the 
ort. 

The report was read. 

Mr. HOARD. I desirc to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois how much money this bill will prob- 
ably take from the Treasury, if it is passed ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 will give the gentle- 
man what information I have upon that subject. 
It appeared, from the proof which was before the 
committee, that one hundred and three trips were 
performed. The same service was afterwards 
contracted for at the rate of $100 per trip, which, 
as itis over a route of twelve hundred miles, is 
very cheap service. The committee, therefore, 
fixed the compensation for this service at the same 
rate, 

Mr. HOARD. I now desire to ask the gentle- 
man another question. If the rules are sus- 
pended, will the gentleman permit an amendment 
to be offered limiting the amount to $10,300, 
which will be at the rate he names? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, sir; Iam wil- 
ing that such an amendment should be offered. 
it may endanger the bill itself, as it would have 
to go back to the Senate; but I am willing it 
should be offered. 

Mr. BRANCH. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to lay the motion to 
suspend the rules on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, sir, then {think the 
House had better adjourn. This combination 
shall not profit with my consent. I move that the 
House adjourn; and on that motion I call the yeas 


re 


| and nays. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to obtain 


some information from the gentleman. from Hi- 
nois in reference to this matter. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, If the House adjourns 
now, when will it meet again? 

TheSPEAKER. Ateleven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was disagreed to. 

The yeas.and nays were ordered on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BURNETT. I now move that the House 
adjourn; and upon that motion Lcall for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 22, nays 134; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bonham, 
Bristow, Burnett, Burton Craige, Crawford, John G. Davis, 
Hill, Jones, Keitt, Love, MeQueen, McRae, Miles, Pugh, 
Siekics, William Stewart, Tappan, ‘Thomas, and Under- 
wood—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
William C. Anderson, Ashicy, Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Bing: 
ham, Samuel $. Blair, Blake, Bocock, Bouligny, Boyee, 
Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bufinton, Burch, Bur- 
lingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Ciop- 
ton, Cobb, Colfax, Corwin, Cox, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, 
H. Winter Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Huell, Ed- 
mundson, Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, 
Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, French, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, John T. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Helmick, Hoard, Houston, William Howard, William 
A. Howard, Hughes, Hutchins, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg, Wiliam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Lec, Loomis, Maynard, Me~ 
Kean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Laban T. Moore, 
Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Niblack, 
Nixon, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, 
Porter, Potter, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Christopher Robin- 
son, Royce, Ruflin, Sedgwick, Sherman, Singleton, William 
N. H. Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Ste- 
venson, Stokes, Stratton, Taylor, Thayer, Nheaker, Tomp- 
kins, Train, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Israet Washburn, Wells, Wil- 
son, Windom, Woodruff, Woodson, and Wright—134, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. HILL, when his name was called, said: 
I discover that there is a sense of returning jus- 
tice upon the part of this House. We have been. 
hastening the public business too rapidly. 1 have 
heretofore voted a “ no” upon these motions to 
adjourn; but in the present instance I shall vote 
in the affirmative, finding that the sense of the 
House seems to be that the proper course is to 
come here and sit for an hour or two, and then 


| retire, and meditate upon the public business, 


{Laughter.} 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
suspend the rules, i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, [rise toa question 
of privilege. I desire to make a report from the 
committee of conference on the Army bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I desire to know 
if that necessarily supersedes the motion to sus- 
pend the rules? If it does, I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Itdoes not, if the gentleman 
insists upon his objection. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. 
objection. 

Mr. BARR, (in his seat.) IT object. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. J hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon his objection. It is necessary, if 
these bills are to be enrolled, and the committee 
have time to examine them, that they should be 
passed. 

Mr. BARR. I will say I have been trying for 
four weeks to get the floor to get up a private bill 
for the benefit of a poor man. I object. 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman from New 
York objected in time, but did it in his seat. I 
submitthat the objection could not have been prop- 
erly received by the Chair. 

Phe SPEAKER. The Chair will consider the 
report before the House. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, from the committee 
of conference on the Army bill, then submitted 
the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
305) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, having met, aitera 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: 

‘nat the Senate recede from the following amendments : 
fifth, tenth, eleventh, forty-cighth. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
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following amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
same : first, second, third, ninth, thirteenth. 

That the Senate coneur in the amendment of the House 
to the Senate’s fourth amendment, withan amendment, as 
follows: ‘Strike out all of said House amendment con- 
tained in lines two to fifty-two, inclusive, and insert in 
lieu thereof: . 

For rents, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
Officers on military duty, hire of quarters for troops, of 
storehouses for the safe-keeping of military stores, of 
grounds forsummer cantonments, and construction and 
repairs of barracks at temporary frontier stations, for the 
purchase of stores, and $608 87 to be paid as yard-rent for 
the site of Fort Davis, Texas, $195,246 29. 

For repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at estab- 
lished military posts, &195,547. 

For coustructing barracks and other buildings at the fol- 
lowing posts, to wit: at Barrancas barracks, Key West, 
Fort Mackinac, in the department of the East, $205,518 50; 
at Benicia barracks, in the department of California, 
99,306 75; at Fort Vancouver in the department of Ore- 
gon, $7,673. 

"That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
sixth and seventh amendments of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 
bori of said amendments, and insert in licu thereof as fol- 

ows: 

For surveys and selections of sites, and for plans and 
estimates tor military posts on or near the valley of the Red 
River of the North, between the forty-seventh and forty- 
ninth degrees of north latitude, and at or near Fort Cobb in 
the Indian ‘Territory, $5,009; and that a report theron be 
made to the next session of Congress. 

That the House recede from their amendment to the 
eighth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

‘Phat the House recede trom their disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered fourteen to forty-six 
inclusive, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows : Strike out all of said amendments atter the word 
«c fortifications,” in the third line of section two, and in- 
sert as follows : 

Fort Moutgamery, Lake Champlain, New York, $10,000. 

Fort Knox, Penobscot bay, Maine, §20,000, 

30000. Hog Island ledge, Portland harbor, Maine, 
000. 

Fort Winthrop, Boston harbor, Massachusetts 

Port at the cutrance of New Bedford harbor, 
setts, $25,000. 

Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island $5,000. 

Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York, $15,000. 

Fort on the site of Fort Tompkins, Staten island, New 
York, $25,000. 

Additional batteries at Fort Hamilton, at the Narrows, 
New York, 

Fort Carroll, Baltimore harbor, Maryland, $50,000. 

‘Fort Delaware, Delaware river, $50,000, 

Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $5,000. 

Artesian well, at Fort Monroe, $6,000. 

Repairing Government bridge over Mill creek, near Fort 
Monroe, 9500. 

Fort Calhoun, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $50,000. 

Repairs of Fort Moultrie, Charleston harbor, South Car- 
olina, $8,500. 

Fort Clinch, Amelia island, Florida, $30,000. 

Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, $70,000. 

Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida, $75,000. 

Fort McRae, and preservation otsite, Pensacola, Florida, 


$25,000. 
Massachu- 


$10,000;. ` 1 
Fort Gaines, Dauphin isiwd, Mobile bay, Alabama, |) 
$20,000. f 
Fortifications on Ship island, coast of Mississippi, 
20,000. il 


Fort Jackson, on M ppi river, $15,000. 

Fort St. Philip, on M ppi river, $10,000. | 

Fortifications for defense of entrance into Galveston | 
harbor, $20,000. 

Fort at Port Point, San Francisco, 
$50,000. 

Fort at 
$25,000. 

Contingent expenses of fortifications, preservation of 
sites, protection of titles, and repair of sudden damage, |} 
$30,000. 

That the House recede from their amendments to the 
fifty-second amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same With an amendment, as follows = Strike out all after 
the enacting chinse, and insert: 

That upon the pass f tt 
as practicable, acomnn 5 
ner-hercinafter desigur 2 | 
members of the House of Representatives, and two officers | 
of the Army, which commission shall e amine into the or- | 
ganization, system of discipline, and course of instruction, | 

| 


including outworks, 


Aleatraz island, San Francisco bay, California, 


s act, or as soon thereafter 
ye appointed in the man- 
t of two Senators, two 


d, to cone 


of the United States ary Academy, With a view to as- | 
certain what moditications or changes, if any, are desirable | 
in order that the Academy shall best accomplish the ebjects | 
of its establishm ; that the said commission shall report | 
the result of its examination to the President of the Senate | 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives; that the | 
eommissioners trom the Senate shail be appointed by the į 
President of the Senate, those from the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the Speaker of the House, and those from the 
Army by the President of the United States, j 
And be it further enacted, That the sum of &1,590 be and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of auy money in the 
Treasury not ot vist appropriated to defray the expenses 
of said commi 
That the He 


n. 
use reeede from their disagreement to the 


forty-ninth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
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amendment add, as follows: : 

Provided further, ‘That compensation shall ouly ‘be al- 
lowed for the period during which said troops were actively 
employed in military service. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to the 
fiftieth amendment of the Senate, and agrec to the same, 
with an amendment, as follows: Atthe end of said amend- 
ment add: 

Provided further, That compensation shail only be al- 
lowed for the period during which said troops were actually 
employed in military service. 

hat the House recede from their disagreement to the 
fifty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment, as follows: At the end of said amend- 
ment add: : 

Provided further, That compensation shall only be al- 
lowed for the period during which said troops were actually 
employed in military service. 

J. A. PEARCE, 

JEFFERSON DAVIS, 

SOLOMON FOOT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

H. WINTER DAVIS, 

B. STANTON, 

MARTIN J. CRAWFORD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, with 
the permission of the House, and in order to en- 
able the House to ascertain the general results 
of the conference, I will state themas accurately 
as I can. 

The Senate receded from so much of their 
amendment as increased the amount appropriated 
for barracks to the extent of $234,531. As the 
bill row stands on the report of the committee of 
conference, the sum within a few hundred dollars 
is the same as that approved by the House, and 
the only difference is a slight change in the form 
of applying it. Instead of enumerating allof the 
barracks, and the particular sum appropriated to 
cach, on the suggestion of the distinguished gen- 
tleman who was at the head of the Senate com- 
mittee, a discrimination was made between those 
barracks which were permanent and those which 
were merely temporary. The latter were left very 
properly to the discretion of the War Department; 
and for the former,-the sums supposed to be ne- 
cessary for their construction were specifically 
appropriated. 

n reference to the appropriation for ordnance, 
the Senate receded from their amendment, leaving 
itat the sum approved by the House. Two amend- 
ments came from the Senate, relative to the fort 
or the fortified barracks on the Red River of the 
North, and at Fort Cobb, Texas. The Senate 
receded from their appropriation; but since there 
was no detailed estimate, nor any report to either 
House, of the character of the works supposed to 
be necessary, nor any very distinct recommend- 
ation by the’ Department of any works at those 
places, an appropriation of $5,000 was inserted to 
enable the Department to make the surveys and 
determine on the sites and to prepare the estimates 
in dotail for the kind of fortification or barrack 
needed at each of these places, with a direction to 


| the Secretary of War to report these plans and 


estimates to Congress at the next session. 

The Senate have receded from their amendment 
for the supply of books ou military tactics, for 
the information of the militia. It was thonght 
best to wait until books approved by the Depart- 
ment shall be printed and ready for distribution, 


same, with an amendment, as follows: At the end of said 


The amendment for the Texas regiment was like- | 


| wise receded from by the committee of the Sen- 


ate. That strikes out $788,000. They likewise 
receded, in their amendment on the fortifications, 
from the sum of $406,000. 

-The committee on the part of the House rec- 
ommend to the House to recede from their disa- 
grcement, and to concur with the Senate in their 
amendment for the regular supplies of the quar- 
termaster’s department, $140,000, which reinstates 
the estimates of the Department. They likewise 
advised the House to concur in the Senate’s addi- 
tion of $25,000 for the incidental expenses of the 
quartermaster’s department, which also restores 
the appropriation to the amount of the estimates 
of the Department. ‘Fhey also advised the House 
to recede from its disagreement to the appropria- 
tion for the Carlisle barracks—making a variation 


of $4,000 in the sum appropriated for that pur- | 


|! except the regular Army. Itis 


| tigation on that subject is, that, wh 


pose, and restoring the amount asked by the Seni- 
ate. “They likewise advise the House to concur 
with the Senate in their amendment, nominally 
appropriating $5,000 to enable the Department to 
settle thé accounts of certain quartermaster ‘for 
suppliés furnished by them to volunteers taken 
into the service of the United :States-in the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas. There is no appropriation of. 
moncy actually required. ‘The quartermasters on 
the spot, at the time, under orders of their supe-_ 
rior officer, furnished volunteers with the supplies 
they needed. There was no provision at that 
time authorizing delivery of these supplies to any: 
necessary, there-. 
fore, that there should be a provision of this kind, 
in order that the quartermasters may settle their 
accounts with the Department. ‘The property has: 
been already delivered, and consumed by the vol- 
unteers. This provision is necessary to enable 
the officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts 
of the quartermasters expending the supplies. ~ 

The House will remember that-a day or two 
before the Senate sent us their amendments to the 
Army bill, the House had passed and sent to the 
Senate the fortification bill. The House, in deal- 
ing with the amendments of the Senate, assumed 
that their fortification bill indicated sufficiently 
the amounts that they were. willing to appropri- 
ate; and the committee of conference, in order to 
save time, agreed upon that hasis to enter into the 
consideration of the fortifications included in the 
Senate amendment; and the result of their inves- 
ile the Senate 
recede from an appropriation to the extent of 
$406,000, the House nominally agreed with the 
Senate in an appropriation of $735,000. The Fouse 
fortification bill appropriates some $630,000; and 
the difference, therefore, between the House ap- 
propriation for fortifications and that which the 
House committee of conference agree with the 
Senate committee of conference to recommend to 
the two Houses, is the difference between $630,000 
and $735 ,000—making a difference of a little over 
100,000 on the amount the House had previously 
approved. 

The House committee likewise recommend to 
the. House to recede from their disagreement: to 
the Senate amendment providing for the payment. 
of $18,900 to the State of Iowa for the expenses 
of her volunteers called out for the purpose of 
repelling Indian hostilities; and likewise to con- 
cur with the Senate in paying to ‘Lexas $123,544, 
limited, however, to money which Texas has 
already herself, from her own treasury, paid to 
volunteers called out for the purpose of repelling 
Indian hostilities; and they likewise advised the 
House to concur with the Senate in appropriatin 
$74,000 for the pay proper of volunteers calle 
out by, and in the service of, the Territory of New, 
Mexico. The case of Iowa seems probably to 
be one which the House ought to agree to pay. 
The volunteers were required to meet’a sudden 
emergency, in the absence of United States troops. 
That of Texas is more doubtful; but we have on 
that the guarantee, at least, for the prudence and 
moderation of Texas, that she has already paid 
out of her own treasury the amount which we 
propose to reimburse her; and the necessity of 
the case is in some sort guarantied by the fact 
that General Smith had promised the authorities - 
of Texas United States troops, but was unable to 
send them, It was supposed by the majority of 
the committee that the Government was sommes 
what committed to pay the volunteers of New 
Mexico, since they had alres ae recognized them 
as being in the service of the nited States and 
had made an appropriation of $25,000 to meet 
their expenses. These facts make these three 
cases for payment of volunteers called out to repel 
Indian hostilities distinguishable from others con- 
sidered in the House, and voted down by the 
House. Under the circumstances, the majority 
of the committee, with whom I did not agree, 
thought it reasonable and just to make these ap- 
propriations. ` 

I believe Ihave stated the material points of 
diference between the two Houses, and the mode 
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im- which the committee attempted to reconcile 
them;-and I now call the previous question on the 
report’ of the committee of conference. 
“he previous question was seconded, and the 
main question. ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the report was adopted. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion.to reconsider be laid upoy the 
table. cau 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVY. APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN; fromthe Committee of Ways 
and Meats; reported back the amendments of the 
Senate to House bill No. 500, making appropri- 
ations. for the naval service for the year ending the 
30th: of June, 1861, with the recommendation that 
some ‘be concurred in and others non-concurred 
in; and moved that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 1 move that all general de- 
bate be terminated upon the amendments of the 
Senate when their consideration shall come up in 
the Committee: of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. i 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

My. Kerxoge, of Ilinois, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee ig the consideration of the amendments 
of the Senate to the Navy appropriation bill. 

First amendment of the Senate: 

Strike out “and it shall be the duty of the Serretary of 
the Navy to cause a survey to be made by a board of two 
naval officers, a naval constructor, anda chief cugincer, of 
the sailing vessels of the Navy, to ascertain which of them 
ean profitably be fitted up with auxiliary steam power ; and 
that, in the expenditure of the money bereby appropriated, 
he shall, so far as the same may be applied to sailing ves- 
sels, employ the same, as far as practicable, in supplying 
suelh vessels with auxiliary steam power 3°? nng inserts 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy cause a care- 
ful examination to be made by naval officers, enginecrs, 
and conatructors into the condition of the s i 
the Navy, and the cost of giving them, or any of them, full 
stéam power, together with the expedieney ot making such 
change tu view of the cost, conditiongmodel, and general 
character of such ve 
such officers, together with the Secretary’s views thereon, 
be communicated to Congress at the next session of Con- 
gress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 


The amendment was concurred in, 
‘Second amendment: 


Page 9, line six, after the word “ Almanac,” strike out 
te $95,000," and insert 815,000 3”? so that the clause will 
read: 

For preparing for publication the American Nautical 
Almanac, $15,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The- committee recom- 
mend a non-concurrence in the amendment. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Third amendment: 

Page 9, line seven, insert: 

For the preparation of the report of the results of the 
survey of the route between California and China, and of 
portions of the coast of Japan, $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committce of Ways 
and Means recommend a nen-concurrence. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I desire to 
ask the chairman of the Committee of Waysand 
Means if this is not an appropriation for the pub- 
lication of the maps and charts prepared by Lieu- 
tenant Brooks? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Ilinois. Really, then, 

T hope the committee will concur in this amend- 
ment of the Senate. These maps are already 
prepared and ready for publication, and this is a 
very small amount for the publication of an imt- 
portant work, Commerce ought to have the ben- 
efit of. these charts. 
_ Mr. WINSLOW. I beg leave to say that this 
is a matter of very great importance to the coun- 
try, while the amount appropriated is very small. 
The route surveyed by ieuennat Brooks is di- 
rectly in the track of our vessels engaged in the 
opening trade with Japan. 

“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. Lunderstand 


ling veasels of 


els so altered; and that the report of 


that two vessels have recently been. lost for the 
want of these charts. . 

Mr. BRANCH. I rise to a question of order. 
This debate is all out of order. 


Mr. MORSE. Is it not in order to say a word | 


in reference to that amendment? oti 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be, by offering 
an amendment. ` 

Mr. MORSE. I move to increase the amount 
five dollars. I wish to say that this survey has 
been finished for over a year, and Lieutenant 
Brooks has corrected a great many errors which 
exist upon the best of the old _ charts. There is 
one point upon the coast of Japan where four 
ships have been lost within the present year, in 
consequence of both the latitude and longitude 
being laid down falsely upon the best charts. It 
is important that these corrections should be put 
before the country as soon as possible. There 
have also been some ledges of rock laid down ac- 
curately upon the newcharts. Now, if it was 
important to send out this expedition for this great 
object, why, jt seems to me it is equally import- 
ant that we should publish the result; and unless 
the committee has not provided in some other 
way for putting the fesait of this survey befpre 
the country, I think we ought to avail ourselves 
of this opportunity of doing it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is but proper that I 
should say that the chicf reason why the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means rejected the amend- 
ment was because it was an amendment put upon 
the naval appropriation bill. It does not relate 
to the ordinary naval appropriations for the next 
year, and we thought it proper to disincumber 
this bill of all extrinsic matter. 

This appropriation is for the publication of the 
charts of Lieutenant Brooks, made some time 


| ago—more thana year ago, I believe. We thought, 


if an appropriation was to be made for this pur- 
pose, it ought to be done after a reference of the 
matter to the Committee on Naval Affairs, anda 
report from thatcommittee in its favor. ; 
Ar. WASELBURNE, of Hlinois. I will state 
to the genticman that this matter was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and fully considered 
by them, and Į was instructed to move this as an 
amendment originally to the naval appropriation 
bill. Jdid it; but the committee ruled it out of 
order. I approve of the general policy of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
asa general thing; but { think this isa case which 
ought to constitute an exception, and 1 hope the 
committee will concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Everybody approves of the 
policy, they say, of excluding these things from 
general appropriation bills, bat nobody sustains 
that policy by their action. 

Mr. WINSLOW. But this amendment comes 
from the Senate,and therefore it is not within the 
rule of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is within the spirit of the 
rule that all matters looking to original legislation 
shall be excluded from appropriation bills. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Bat that is not the rule of 
the Senate, and we have uniformly considered 
these amendments in order. . 

Allow me to say that we sent gentlemen ex- 
pressly to make these surveys. The results are 
of the highest importance to the Government and 
the country, and the result shows that there are 
gross errors in all the charts both of the French 


and English Governments, which this survey has 


corrected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To show the manner in 
which many of these amendments are put upon 
our bills, 1 will state thatthis amendmentis founded 
upon a letter of Lieutenant Brooks to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, indorsed by him, and sent to 
the Committce on Commerce of this House. As 
to the value of the charts, or as to how much the 
will cost, we have had no estimates; and I sub- 
mit whether the Committee of Ways and Means 
ought to be compelled to act upon these matters 
unless they have estimates submitied to them from 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. WINSLOW. That is but an evidence of 
the truth of what has been said in this House re- 


peatedly—that such matters should be referred to 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move toamend the Sen- 
ate amendment by reducing the amount $100. I 


| Navy 


simply wished to say a word in. support of the 
action of the Committee of Ways. and Means 
touching this matter. Thisamendment provides 
an appropriation of $5,000 for the publication of 
these charts. There has not. come to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means from the Secretary of 


| the Treasury, nor from the Secretary of the Navy, 


any estimates whateverasto theamount of money 
itwillcost. Lhaveno doubtthat ifwe pass this ap- 
propriation of $5,000, the amount of money which 
will actually be taken from the Treasury, before 
we have done with the matter, will be at least 
$25,000. Now, in the first place, they only ask 
a specific and particular amount; that is to say, 
$5,000; but next session there will be an appro- 
priationasked to complete the publication of these 
various works. 

Weare, then, to publish extra copies, to en- 
able each member of Congress to send to their 
constituents fifteen or twenty, or thirty or forty 
copies; and, by the time we get through, it will 
cost us from twenty-five to thirty thousand dol- 
lars. We have had no recommendation of it from 
the Navy Department; nothing but a communica- 
tion from Lieutenant Brooks to Secretary Toucey. 
There is no necessity for the publication of these 
charts. The only suggestion of such a thing is 
that made by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Winstow,] that errors have been dis- 
covered in the existing charts of the great track 
of vessels between our Pacific coast and the coasts 
of China and Japan; and that itis very important 
to correct the French and English errors on that 


' subject, and give the world the benefit of the cx- 


amination of our officers. 
I would have no objection to vote for an appro- 


| priation of $5,000 for this purpose; but every 


member knows that, at next session, another ef- 
fort would be made for an additional appropria- 
tion, and that an additional appropriation would 
be made. The number of volumes will be in- 
creased for distribution among the people. I 
think the action of the Committee of Ways and 


| Means should be sustained, 


Mr. WINSLOW. The reason why this thing 
was not recommended by the Secretary of the 
was, that Licutenant Brooks only came 
back to this country a few weeks ago, in com- 
pany with our friends, the embassadors of the 
Tycoon; and therefore this thing could not have 
cot on the annual estimates. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, I ask my friend from 
North Carolina whether the Secretary of the Navy 
has asked, anywhere, that this appropriation 
should be made? 

Mr. WINSLOW. The Secretary of the Navy 
could not baveasked for it, as Lieutenant Brooks 
only returned some weeks ago with the embassa- 
dors. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Then Lieutenant Brooks 
sent in this letter? s 

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. And why did not the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, or the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, recommend it to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, or to the Naval Committee of either 
Efouse ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can say that the letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy docs recommend it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Five thousand dollars? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, if that is all that is 
required, I have no objection. I withdraw my 
amendment. ; 

The question was taken; and the Senate amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 


For engraving charts of the survey of Behring’s straits, the 
North Pacific ocean, and China scas, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Navy, $9,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


| mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I move to 
amend by increasing the amount ten dollars. I 
hope the committee will concur in the amendment 
of the Senate. It is the proposition which I en- 
deavored to get in when the bill was before the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and it was then ruled out of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a proposition to 
appropriate $9,000 for the publication of twelve 
charts, which are to cost $750 cach. It is only 
eee Ne series of charts, many of which will come 

ereafter. [havea table here, showing that twelve 
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have been engraved, twelve are ready for engrav- 
ing, and there is quite a long list here of charts to 
be replotted, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There is no 
doubt about that. The Government sent out its 
officers, and had these surveys made. ‘They are 
of vast importance to the commerce of the coun- 
try, from which all the revenue of the country is 
derived; and certainly there is no duty more in- 
cumbent upon Congréss than the duty of pub- 
lishing these charts. T feel no personal interest 
about this matter; but I think it should be acted 
on. We have gone to very great expense in 
having these surveys made, and nowit only awaits 
this smali appropriation to have these charts pub- 
lished. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave only to say that if 
we allow these things to be thrown in on the last 
days of the session, if we allow the Senate to in- 
cumber us with them, there is, as a matter of 
course, an end of the ordinary legislation of 
the House. The committee may do as it pleases 
about it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. This is a 
matter that has not been sprung upon the House. 
It was introduced here, and went to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, where it received a fall and 
thorough examination; and I was directed by that 
committee to move it as an amendment to this bill 
when it came before the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. I now withdraw my 
amendment. i 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend by reducing 
the appropriation to one dollar, I do hope that 
this Government will not launch any further into 
this public printing business. If you pass this 
appropriation, no one can tell where it will end. 
At the next session of Congress an additional 
appropriation will be asked for the same thing; 
and we will be told that itis just to complete what 
hasbeen already commenced. The argument will 
be then, that, if we do not make it, this appropria- 
tion of $9,000 will have been thrown away; just 
as we are told now, that unless we make this ap- 

vopriation, our expenditure on this survey will 

ave been thrown away. This system of pub- 
lishing books by the Gencral Government of the 
United States is, in my opinion, entirely wrong. 
The Government might as well have a farm as 
have abook-publishing concern. It mightas well 
go into any other department of industry—keep 
a grocery, or anything else. All these things are 
jobs gotup by particular parties around this Cap- 
itol. I do hope that the recommendation of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will be adopted, 
and that the Senate amendment will be non-con- 
curred in. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I differ en- 
tirely with the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Quanuzs.] I beliove it is the duty of this 
Government to aid commerce in the manner in 
which it has been aided by this expedition to the 
coasts of Japan and China. When we send out 
expensive expeditions, with the assent of Con- 
gress, and under the supervision of the proper 
department of the Government, and when import- 
ant discoveries are made, I hold that these discov- 
eries should be made known to the world, They 
are expeditions made in the interest of commerce, 


and for the benefit, not only of ourselves, but of | 


the whole world; and I conceive it to be a mean 
and ignoble policy, behind the age, when we have 
made such large expenditures forsucha useful pur- 
pose as that, to conceal the results from the world. 
The American people will never approbate such 
a narrow-minded policy. We have been the pi- 
oncers in opening commercial relations with some 
of the most distant parts of the world. We have 
recently opened the long-closed Empire of Japan, 
and have entered into active commercial -inter- 
course with China. Are we to conceal all the 
results of our enterprise and explorations from 
the world? It would be mean and ignoble in such 
a great nation to do so; and I,therefore do trust 
that,as we sent out this expedition and made dis- 
coveries most important to commerce, we willnot 
hesitate to make them known to the world. 


Mr. BURCH. With the permission of the gen- | 


tleman from Pennsylvania, I will occupy the bal- 
ance of his time. It seems to me that the gentle- 
man from Tennessce has adduced no good argu- 
ment why this appropriation should not be made. 
He says that we are now appropriating $5,000 for 
the preservation of a certain work. ‘The gentle- 


| at Annapolis, $1,500. 


„tainly, one of the most brilliant achievements of 


man does not seem to know that, unless these 
charts are published and given to the world, so 
that sailors navigating the seas may be governed 
by them, the whole expenditure heretofore made 
is entirely lost and without avail to the Govern- 
ment. J understand that recently, in consequence 
of the non-publication of these charts, several ves- 
sels have been wrecked on the Pacific. Itis but 
a smal! appropriation; and it certainly is not for 
the purpose of preserving a work, but for the pur- 
pose of giving to the whole commercial world a 
knowledge of these surveys. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would ask: the 
gentleman if charts keep vessels from being 
wrecked ? 

Mr. BURCH. If the gentleman knows any- 
thing about navigation, he knows that charts in- 
form navigators where reefs of rock are to be 
found, and enable them to avoid them. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate was then con- 
curred in. 

Fifth amendment: 


For the removal of the nava} monument from the west 
front of the Capitol to the grounds of the Naval Acalemy, 


Mr. BONHAM. I move to increase the appro- 
priation $500. My object is simply to bring to 
the notice of the House what I did not know 
until a day or two since, and what the House 
may not be aware of, that that monument does 
not belong to the Government. It belongs to the 
Navy; and all that they ask isa little assistance 
to remove it. L think we might very well afford 
to give them $1,500. 

Mr. MAYNARD. From what quarter does 
this application come? 

Mr. BONHAM. It comes from the Navy. 

Mr. MAYNARD. And those interested in the 
monument desire its removal? 

Mr. BONHAM. They desire to remove it. I 
now withdraw my amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I move to in- 
crease the amount $100. 1 do not know from 
what quarter this application comes. 

Mr. BONHAM. {will inform the gentleman. 
Captain Ingraham, who is the head of some de- 
partment here 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, 1 was going 
on to say that it had always occurred to me that 
that monument on the west side of the Capitol 
was nosort of improvement to the public grounds. 
You have the monument in a pond of water with 
afew fish; and it seems to me, certainly, that it 
would be much better to remove it to the naval 
school. 1 think it would be much more in keep- 
ing with the character of the monument itself to 
place it at Annapolis, than to have it here at the 
seat of Government. It certainly cannot be con- 
sidered, by any gentleman who has proper taste 
on the subject, any improvement of the public 
grounds in its present location, right in the midst 
of the water. I hope, therefore, the amendment 
of the Senate will prevail. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I think myself that 
a naval monument in the water is peculiarly ap- 
propriate. I think that a monument which com- 
memorates the illustrious and gallant deeds of the 
sailor ought to have its base laid in and washed 
by the ocean waves. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, I consider the monument itself a beau- 
tiful piece of architecture. Ft commemorates, cer- 


our naval history. Where it is the world sees it; 
civilians can look upon it; and they do sce it, and 
pause to admire, not only the fish, but the mon- 
ument, and the event which it commemorates. 
Sir, carry it fo Annapolis—that out-of-the-way 
place, which is more known to history than to the 
living generation—and who will see it there? 1) 
know that there is a naval school there, and one 
person from each congressional district gets there 
now and then; but who will see it? Not one in 
fifty thousand of the American pcople will see it; 
not one in fifty thousand will have the gratifica- 
tion of looking upon that beautiful piece of work- | 
manship; not one in fifty thousand will have their | 
reminiscences freshened of that illustrious act. 1 | 
think, therefore, that the monument had better | 
remain where it is; and that we hed better save 
this little modicum of $1,500, trifle as it is, in the 


reckless squandering of the public treasure which 


illustrates the action of this House.. -l am op- 
posed, therefore, to this appropriation, and -op- 
posed to any disturbance of that monument, It 
has been so long there that it has become, as it 
were, a part and parcel of the Capitol itself... 

Mr. BONHAM. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman what right the Government has to that 
monument, except from the fact that they own 
the land on which itstands? It was built by: the: 
Navy and belongs to the Navy. If the gentleman, 
from Virginia wants it to be surrounded by, the 
sea or by water, let it be sent to Annapolis, ‘or to 
some other place, where it may have such’ surr 
roundings. At any rate, let us. take it fromthe: 
pond where it is placed. For myself, I would be 
willing to appropriate $1,500 to have it taken 
away, no matter where it was taken to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Wel, sir,.de gusti- 
bus non disputandum. Ì prefer to have it remain, 
The gentleman says that the Navy built it, and: 
that it belongs to the Navy. Sir, the time, was. 
when the Navy belonged to the Government, 


| thouglr I believe that of late the relations have 


been reversed. The Government seems to belong 
to the Navy, and the Army, and to the specula- 
tors about the Capitol; for generally none of them 
come here who do not feather their nests, sooner 
or later, at the Government expense. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The amendment to the amendment was, not 
agreed to. : “pee 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. : 

Sixth amendment: 


Add at the end of the bill as follows: 

Src. 3. And be il further enacted, That pursers in the 
Navy of the United States shal) hereafter he styled “ pay-, 
masiers 3°? and that all the laws and regulations applying to 
them as pursers, and all the responsibilities and obligations 
attaching to them as such, shall remain in full force, and 
continue to apply to them under the title of “ paymasters.?? 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in the amendment, with the 
following amendment: 


At the end of said amendment add as follows: . ~ 
And that the payments heretofore made to pursers? clerks 
at the navy-yards of Charlestown, New York, and Norfolk, 


| under appropriations made by Congress, at the rate of 8756 
| per amum, are hereby confirmed, and that the pay of pur- 


sers? clerks at these navy-yards shall be continued at the 
rate of $750 per annum. 


Mr. BRANCH. [rise to a question of order. 
The amendment proposed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means is not germane to. the amend- 
ment of the Senate, andis a change in the exist 
ing law in relation to pursers’ clerks. Tt is there- 
fore, under the rules of the House, out of order 
to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I hope my friend from North 
Carolina will not insist upon his point of order. 
It is really one of the most just and rightcous 
eae nni nn ever presented in this House. 

hope it will not be defeated upon a point of 
order. 

Mr. BRANCH. Well, sir, if this is so just a 
claim, itis wonderful that it has slept for the whole 
session, and should now come here in ‘the last 
hours of the session on an appropriation bill, when 
there can be no opportunity of debate or consid- 
eration. : . : 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will suggest that this 
amendment was referred to the Gommittee of the 
Whole by the House, and cannot therefore be 
ruled out upon a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, the 
amendment having been offered in the House, and 
referred by the House to this committee, the Chair 
therefore decides that the question of order is not 
well taken. 

Mr. BRANCH. Do I understand that. this . 
amendment was offered in the House? i 

The CHAIRMAN. lt was reported to the 
House by the Committee gf Ways and ‘Means, 
with the bill, and both, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRANCH. - If that be the fact, of course 
my point of order‘is not well taken. All I have 
to say is, that it is a very unusual mode of pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lask the gentleman from 
North Carolina to allow me to say that it isa 
somewhat unusual course of proceeding; and I 
would never have consented to it but for the fact 
that itis a case of very peculiar hardship. The 
law allows the pursers’ clerks in these three navy- 
yards only $500a year. Bya mistake of the dis- 
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biirsing officers of the Government, they have been 
paid: $750 a year; and-thése clerks will be com- 
pelled to refund the amount of $250 each, unless 
they’ are relieved by the action of the Government. 
“Mr. BRANCH. If that be the fact, Į am re- 
joiced that my objection was not well taken. 

The amendment reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means was agreed to. 

*. The Senate amendment, as amended, was then 
concurred in. f 

Seventh amendment: 

Sec. 4 And be it further enacted, That, to enable the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay such sums as may be found 
Qué tothe judges of the district. court of the United States 
for the State of California, on the settlement of their ac- 
counts, for extra compensation and salaries, under pro- 
vision of the seventh section of the act entitled “An act to 
define and regulate the jurisdiction of the district court of 
the United States for Catifornia, in regard to the survey 
and location of confirmed private tand claims,” approved 
June 14, 1860, the sum of $22,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary to make the payments as aforesaid, be, 
and the same ig hereby, appropriated. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
hended a non-concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. BURCH. desire to ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means the reason 
of the committee for recommending a non-con- 
eurrence? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is already provided for 
by law, and this amendment is therefore unne- 
cessary. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

Eighth amendment: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the sum of $5,000 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, ont of any moncy 
jn the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended 
under the joint resolution passed the 26th of February, 1857, 


to prevent the counterfeiting of the coins of the United 
States. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is already provided 
for in the legislative bill, and J wonder that the 
Senate should have overlooked the fact. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The remaining amend- 
ments all ‘relate to the same subject—to what is 
known as the Chiriqui coal contract. 1 ask that 
they may be all considered together. 

oobjection being made, the following amend- 
ments of the Senate were read, and considered as 
one amendment: 

Ninth amendment: 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$300,000 be, and the same ishereby, appropriated, to enable 
the President to earry into effect a conditional contract, 
made on the 2lst day of May, 1859, between saae Toucey, 
the Secretary of the Navy of the United States, and Am- 
brase W. Thompson and the Chiriqui Improvement Com- 
mny, for securing coal for the use of the United States 

avy, and certain other privileges named in said contract, 
on the Chiriqui lagoon and the harbor of Golfito, in the Re- 
public of Granada. 


Tenth amendment: 


Sev. 7. find be it further enacted, That no portion of the 
sum hereby appropriated shall be paid over to said ‘homp- 
son, his agent or agents, or any agent of said company, 
until the President of the United States shail be satisfied 
of the full and perfect title of the said Thompson and the 
said Chiriqui Improvement Company to all the rights and 
privileges which they propose to lease and guaranty to the 
use of the United States, and of the right so to lease the 
same; nor until the President of the United States is sat- 
jsfied that the coal atthe Chiriqui lagoon is suitable for 
naval purposes, and exists there in sufficient quantity to 
afford an ample supply, agreeably to said contract. 

Sec. 8 And be it further enacted, ‘That $100,000 of the 
sum hereby appropriated shall be paid to the said Thomp- 
gon or the said Chiriqui company, within ten days after 
the President shall have become satisfied in regard to the 
quantity and quality of the said coal at said lagoon, and the 
validity of the titles of said ‘Thompson or said company 
thereto, and. after the lands contemplated in said contract 
have been selected by the United States, and their use 
granted for the benefit of the same by said ‘Thompson or said 
company; $100,000 more after the said Thompson or the 
said company, their agents or successors, have expended 
bona fide $20,000 in opening and improving said mines; 
and the rema 
mine or mines affording tie most suitable coal for marine 
purposes of the United States shall be in full operation, and 
in such manner as to supply all the coal required by the 
Navy Department at that point, and also at the harbor of 
Golfito, on the Pacific, after the construction of a railroad 
across the Isthmts of Chiriqui. 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the United States | 


shall acquire no right of sovereignty over any territory in 
New Granada, nor any right to transport troops or muni- 
tions of war over such territory, under or by virtue of the 
contract named in this act, unless the same be voluntarily 
eonsented to by the Republie of New Granada. 


The CHAIRMAN, The amendments relate 
to the same subject; and, if there be no objection, 
they will be considered together. 

There was no objection. 


wh 


inder of the sum herein appropriated, after the || 


j as aforesa 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence infthe 
amendments of the Senate just read. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I move the following asa 
substitute for the amendments of the Senate: 


That the stn of $300,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, to enable the President to carry into effect a 
conditional contract made on the Qist day of May, 1859, be-. 
tween [sade Toucey, the Secretary of the Navy of the 
United States, aud Ambrose W. Thompson and the Chiriqui 
Improvement Company, for securing coal for the use of 
the United States Navy, and certain other privileges named 
in the said contract, on the Chiriqui lagoon and the harbor 
of Golfito, in the Republic of New Granada, upon the com- 
pletion and fulfillment of the conditions hereinafter stated. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no portion of the 
sum hereby appropriated shal] be paid over to said Thomp- 
son, is agent. or agents, or any agent of said company, 
until the Presidentof:the United States shall be satisfied of 
the full and perfect title and authority of the said Thomp- 
son and the said Chiriqui Improvement Company to em- 
struct and maintain a railroad from said Chiriqui lagoon 
to the harbor of Golfito, on the Pacific ocean, and to all the 
rights and privileges which they propose to lease and guar- 
anty to the use ot the United States; nor until the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is satisfied that the coal at the 
Chiriqui lagoon is suitable for naval purposes; nor until, 
upon an actual survey under. his authority and direction, 
the Secretary of the Navy has ascertained that the mine 
or mines proposed to be conveyed or leased have been act- 
ually opened and worked by said company ,and are good and 
practicable working mines, capable of furnishing a supply 
of coal for the use of our Navy ; nor until a good commu- 
nication by railroad has beci established between said 
mines and the Pacific, at the harbor of Golfito. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘Shat $109,000 of the 
sum hereby appropriated shall be paid to the said Thomp- 
son, or the said Chiriqui company within ten days after 
the President shall have become satisfied, by an acetal sur- 
vey and examination, by competent engineers under his 
direction, in regard to the quantity and quality of said coal 
at said lagoon, and ube vatidity of the tithes of said ‘Mhomp- 
son or said company thereto, and the actual opening and 
working by them of atleast one coal mine which said en- 
gineer or engincers shall determine to be capable of furnish- 
ing oar Navy witha supply of good coals, and suitable for 
naval purposes, at a cost NOL exceeding the present cost of 
eval on the stations to be supplied therefrom, and after the 
lands contemplated in said contract have been selected and 
surveyed by the United States and their ase granted for the 
benefit of the same by said Thompson or said company and 
his or their title thereto completed by au unconditional 
grant by the New Granadian Government to him or then 5 
$100,000 more atter the said ‘Thompson or the said com- 
pany, their agentsor sticcessors, have aemally commenced 
the delivery of coal of good quality, as aforesaid, to the 
agents of this Government and have delivered to them from 
the said mines not less than five thousand tons, and the re- 
mainder of the sum herein appropriated after the mine or 
mines affording the most suitable coal for naval purposes 
of the United States shall be in full operation and in such 
manner as to supply ati the coal required by the Navy De- 
parunent at that point, aud also at the barbor of Goifito, on 
the Pacific, after the construction of a railroad across the 
Isthmus of Chiriqui, from said Chiriqui lagoon to the said 
harbor of Golfito, by said Chiriqui buprovement Company 
id. 

S 4. And be it further enacted, That the United States 
shall acquire no right of sovereignty over any territory in 
New Granada, nor any right to transport troops or muni- 
tions of war over such territory, under or by virtue of the 
contract named in this act, unless the same be voluntarily 
consented to by the Republic of New Granada 3 and until 
such consent shall be procured to our occupation and use 
of said coal mines, and to the ownership by this Govern- 
ment of the said five thousand acres of Jand proposed io be 
granted for naval stations and coal depots, and to the trans~ 
portation of our troops, munitions of war, and other public 
property over the said railroad, so built by said company 
as aforesaid, no part of said g800,000 shall be paid; and 
the assent of said Thompson and the Chiriqui compy 
shall be obtained by the Secretary of the Navy to the mod- 
jfieations of the contract with them hereinbefore made, 
before any proecedings shall be taken by him uuder said 
contract and this act. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I should like to know some- 
thing about this Chiriqui Improvement Company. 
Has itany connection with the opening of Indian 
graves in Central America, m search for gold? 

Mr. SEDGWICK. Mr. Chairman, the origin 
of this company 3s this: the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company isa private mining corporation 


chartered by the State of Pennsylvania, first char- į 


tered as a mining company in Central America; 


then, by an amendment of its charter, authorized | 


to prosecute its business in the island of Cuba; 
and then, by subscquent alteration, which at the 
same time destroyed personal responsibility, 


which was imposed in the first charter, authorized f 


to carry on its business in this province of Chiriqui, 
They claim to have acquired, by assignment from 
Ambrose W. Thompson and other persons in the 
province of Chiriqui, the right, in the first place, 
to a large quantity of public land; in the second 
place, the right to construct a railroad from a har- 
bor on the Atlantic side, to a harbor on the Pa- 
cific side of the isthmus. They claimed under 


their charter the right also to held certain coal | 


mines which have been discovered in that coun- 
try, the title to which was acquired by proceed- 


ings under their laws, and which also, as they 
claim, has been assigned to this company. In 
May, 1859, the Secretary of the Navy entered 
into thiscontract. This isreferred to in the Sec- 
retary’s annual report; and in that report he does 
not claim to have acquired any right to coal, but 
he claims to have acquired first, subject to the’ 
approval of Congress, the right to transport troops 
and munitions of war of the United States across 
the roadway granted to this company. 

Now, as J have but a moment to speak in ref- 
erence to this subject, I will answer, in relation 
to that claim, this: that by the concession to 
Thompson from the province of Chiriqui—and that 
cession is printed at length in the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Naval Affairs—this 
company is, by the express letter of the grant, 
(article six,) prohibited from granting to any for- 
eign Government the right which the" Secretary 
of the Navy claims to have acquired. 

In the next place, he claims to have acquired, 
or is about to acquire, by that contract, certain 
harbor rights in the harbors of Chiriqui opposite 
each other—the one upon the Atlantic, and the 
other upon the Pacific side. He also claims to 
have acquired the title to five thousand acres of 
land for the purpose of establishing naval stations 
and coal depots. 

The answer to that is, that by the agreement 
with Thompson, the original concession from the 
province of Chiriqui gave him the Jand which he 
owns, if at all, upon the condition that within a 
certain time he should complete the road from the 
city of David, the capital of Chiriqui, to the la- 
goons of Chiriqui, upon the opposite side; the 
road to be made in a solid manner, suitable to the 
passage of wheeled vehicles. Prior to the acqui- 
sition of the tide, he had the right to take posses- 
sion of the lands, and to have them put into pos- 
session, upon being surveyed by the Government, 
at the expense of the company. But there is no 
evidence, and the fact does not exist, as ĮI under- 
stand, that these lands have ever been selected 
by him; that not one acre has ever been surveyed 
by him under that conditional contract, or that 
he has ever acquired title by grant to any part of 
the lands to which he might, it he fulfilled the con- 
tract, acquire title. So that he has not any title 
to convey, nor has the Chiriqui company. 

Nor is there any evidence that any of these 
lands, which were to be the public and unoccu- 
picd lands of the province, come near or are sit- 
uated upon these harbors upon either side of the 
isthmus. And if they were, the idea of a Gov- 
ernment like ours acquiring in the harbor of a for- 
cign Power, by the purchase at private hands, 
the right of a naval station, is too absurd, I think, 
to be presented to the American Congress. It is 
precisely this proposition: thata foreign Power— 
England or France—by the purchase of a farm 
upon Staten Island, in the harbor of New York, 
acquires harbor rights in the harbor of New York 
and the right to fortify a naval station within the 
limits of this Government. 

{Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. MORSE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURCH. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question. I desire toknow 
whether the amendment which he has offered is 
recommended by the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs, and whether they have had this subject 
under consideration at all? 

Mr.MORSE. I believe Lam entitled to the floor. 
I regret that we are limited to only five-minute 
speeches upon a subject of such great commercial 
importance to the whole country. 1 would like to 
answer my colleague on thecommittee, [Mr.Srpa- 
wick] fully and in detail, upon all the points to 
whieh he hasreferred. This subject was, atan carly 
day, referred to the Committec on Naval Affairs. 
That committee went into a long, laborious, and 
patient investigation of the whole subject. They 
have had all the original tithes before them; but it 
is impossible here, in the Congress of the United 
States, under a rule which limits debate to only 
a few minutes, to go into a full investigation of 
the titles to those lands. I must content myself, 
therefore, by saying that they have undergone an 
investigation in the Cabinet, and the Attorney 
Gencral has certified to the validity of those titles, 
and here it is, published in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee. Here is the majority 
report with all the important papers in the case, 
with maps of the harbors. I regret that mem- 
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a sa i 
bers have not had time to give ita careful exam- | 
ination, for I feel confident the more any sensible | 


man looks into the subject, the more the magni- 
tude of this great commercial route across this 
continent to the Pacific will appear to him. 

When the subject was first before the Attorney 

„General the original titles-had not been seen by 
him, only translations without seals. He re- 
examined the case with these original titles in 
Spanish, properly sealed and 
him, and gave an unqualified opinion in favor of 
the legality and soundness of the grants. We 
have not only the opinion of the law officer of the 
United States certifying to the validity of Mr. 
Thompson’stitle, but the minister plenipotentiary 
of the Republic of New Granada to the United 
States; and bere is his letter, certifying unqual- 
ificdly and strongly to the validity of the tiles, 
and to the power of the province of Chiriqui, 
under their constitution, to make the grants. The 
titles to lands around the harbors came from in- 
dividuals, and are at once complete and without 
condition. The grants to the land along the road 
were made by the province of Chirigui, and are, 
of course, made conditionally and by sections, as 
portions of the road are completed, A full and 

erfect title to sell, covered by the grant from har- 

or to harbor across the isthmus, will not be given 
until the road stipulated for in the agreement is 
completed. Portions of the road have already 
been completed. Mr. Thompson has spent large 
sums of money there in securing his rights, per- 
fecting his titles, and in opening the road. A 
wagon can go over about thirty miles of the road, 
and the mail of that part of New Granada is car- 
ried upon it. 

Now, sir, as to the soundness of these grants, 
when we have the official opinion of your law 
officer, and the well-considered and formal opin- 
ion of the minister of New Granada to the United 
States affirming their legality and binding force; 
when we have incidentally the ratification of those 
titles by the Government of New Granada itself, 
and on another occasion the assent of the treaty- 
making power of New Granada to their binding 
force, it is hardly worth while to come in here and 
cavil about titles, like village lawyers ina justice’s 
court; and especially when the amendment of the 
Senate says that not onetent of money shall be 

aid until the President—which means the Pres- 
ident and his council, the Cabinet—is satisfied of 
the full and complete validity of the tile, and that 
coal exists: there of the right quality for use in our 
steam vessels, and in ample quantities to s 
ail the United States want in that locality. 
is, of itself, a sufficient answer to all these objec- 
tions, and to all that-has been said by the gentle- 
man from New York. The Senate amendment 
is the bill reported to this House by 


well guarded as to make it perfectly safe for the 
United States to enter into this arrangement. 
Lhave here an official estimate from the proper 
bureau showing that they will have to purchase 
this year, 
sand three 
average cost and freight of this coal fo 
ten years has been $11 60 per ton. 
place it on some landing-spot; then there is the 
rent for a place to keep itin, handling and putting 
it on board of vessels, which will bring 1t to at 
least fourteen dollars per tonon the Atlantic side. 
If our hopes are realized, and the mines turn 
out as well as we have reason to believe they 
will, the Government will save, on the quantity 
wanted this year, for the Gulf squadron alone, 
$100,000. The railroad 
will be only eighty miles in length, and when 
completed, coal can be delivered from the Chiriqui 
mines, at the Golfito, on the Pacific, for about 
six dollars per ton; and on the quantity which 


hundred and thirty tons of coal. The 
rthe last 


will be consnmed the present year by the Pacific | 


squadron we should save about one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars. ` As this is an eco- 
nomical Congress, 1 hope it will feel the force of 
the money argument, if it will not pause to com- 
prehend the vastly more important consideration 

resented by the commercial view of the subject. 

But this question of saving on coal is one of 
minor consideration—a minor consideration when 
you lvok to our condition asa commercial Power 
upon thiseontinent, Ourcommercial policy should 
be wiser and broader. The United States is one 
of the first commercial Powers of the earth, and 


authenticated, before | 


upply 
Phat 
a majority of | 


the Naval Committee, and was thought to be so | 


for the Gulf squadron alone, ten thou- | 


This is to | 


from harbor to harbor : 


| has followed the great steamboat lines of England 


| mercial purposes 


t 


l 
l 


| place; an 


the only one of much consequence on this conti- 
nent; and yet our steam marine, except that en- 
gaged coastwise, ® fast disappearing from the 
ocean; and that of ourgreatrival England is taking 
its place. We have neglected almost everything 
that tends to strengthen us commercially, and our 
present immense sailing tonnage has been fought 
up almost in spite of our Government. Here is 
an opportunity to unite the trade and commerce 
of two great oceans *by a railroad only eighty 
miles in length, running from one deep-water 
harbor on one side of the continent, to another 
on the other side; the only spot for the entire 
length of this continent where commerce, in its 
enlarged sense, can be economically carried on 
between the two seas; and rather than afford any 
indirect aid under a bill which perfectly secures 
us against the possibility of loss to a project so 
hopeful of grand results.to our whole country, 
we constitute ourselves into a court of disputants 
to haggle over the forms of conveyance. 

Sir, we can never thus compete with the great 
maritime Powers of the earth, and build up a per- 
manent commerce that will be an honor anda 
blessing to the whole land. Itis not by holding 
back and playing the sharper that we are to suc- 
ceed in placing this commercial crown upon A mer- 
ican brows now held out to us. Look at our 
condition as the great commercial Power on this 
continent. Mexico, Central and South America, 
have a trade, export and import, of nearly four 
hundred million dollars; and we, their neighbors, 
and where with proper facilities it would be the 
cheapest and most natural for them to conduct 
their trade, get less than one seventh of it; the rest 


across the Atlantic. About seventy Spanish- 
American ports arc accommodated by the Eng- 
lish steam line from Southampton direct to the 
West Indies, and along the Spanish-American 
ports on both sides of the continent; and that ever 
sagacious Power has long had her eyes on this 
spot as the only great commercial highway be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. ‘The other 
isthmean harbors are all shallow, and the routes 
often, one side or the other, terminate at open 
roadsteads. ‘They will answer for passenger 
transits, but the want of good deep-water har- 
bors closes them against the general purposes of 
commerce. Harbors are as necessary for com- 
as railroad facilites between 
One is necessary to the other. Here, all 
that is required for a great commercial transit 
appears to be most marvelously united. Nature 
has created capacious deep-water harbors—one 
on the Atlantic, the other on the Pacific—and uni- 
ted them by cutting an almost level path through 
the Cordilleras, and is now holding them out asa 
cift to American commerce; aud we stand here 


E os 7 
chaffering about the form of the deeds, while gold 


them. 


| is ranning in streams from the Treasury for use- || 


less purposes. When shall we wake up to our 
true interests? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the original 
proposition and inserting the following: 


The sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated to enable the 
President to appoint a commissioner to examine the route 
over which the Chiriqui company propose to build a rail- 
road, who shali report fully on the titles of said company ; į 
also on the existence and vatue of the coalmines and har- 
bors at the termini of said route. 

This is another system, Mr. Chairman, of mak- 
ing appropriations in advance of knowledge; for 
the Senate amendment provides that none of the 
money shall be paid till you find out the facts 
which you admit you do not know now. This is 
a speculation got up by a Pennsylvania company 
and sold to some broker in New York, who im- 
mediately sold it to the Government for $300,000; 
and he, together with some brokers here, pocketed 
the whole amount. Now, I want, before I vote 
to appropriate money, to know the facts on which 
it is to beappropriated. My own private inform- 
ation, not from the sources that have been nego- 
tiating, is, that there is no coal there in the first 
d in the second place that there is no har- 
bor there—nothing but little lagoons. Although 
gentlemen may differ in their researches about 
this, yet the very fact of leaving it all open for the 
President to determine, and of not having it sub- 
mitted to Congress, shows that it is not suffi- 
ciently ascertained, Ido not wantto make an ap- 


propriation, and my vote shall never aid in doing 
so, on sucha contingency. Let us have a repert 


the Navy 1s 


of it, and let us: then: appropriate or refuse: the 
money. ee ere err ee 
But it is said, that if wedo not take. ity some. 
other Government will seize. it; that we must, 
hurry and take it now, that itis a goodtbing for 
us, and if we donot, that somebody else willgrab, 
it up and deprive us of.it. Sir, that is the. clamor. 
of all speculators, When we wanted.to capture, 
Cuba, or buy it for 100,000,000, we were told. 
that the French were waiting for it, and that the 
English were waiting for it, and-if we did not get 
it the next day before breakfast time, they would 
seize it. ‘This isthe same kind of-clap-trap argu- 
ment that has led to the wasteful expenditure of 
millions of the money of this Government: The 
company has been for nine years altempting to 
put paving-stones on this.road to make a turnpike 
of it, instead of a railroad. The Governments of 
England and France knew all about.it for years, 
and if they wanted to buyit, I suppose these pa- 
triotic gentlemen would not sell it. to them, ‘bat 
that they would hold it over for the benefit of their 
own country, because they are patriots of the first 
water, And now, we are to be precipitated into 
this appropriation; and if we do not afterwards 
carry it out, we are to be sued for a breach. of 
contract. 1 think itis time to put an end to this 
whole thing, by an actual touch of the spear.of 
Ithuriel and sending the angel out there. (Laugh- 


ter. 

ihe. SEDGWICK. I desire to say a word, 
Mr. Chairman, in reference to the perfect title. 
which the chairman of the Committee on N; al, 
Affairs says has been ascertained after the win- 
ter’s investigation. We have had this, matter. 
under consideration, and the chairman. and ‘the 
majority of the Committee on Naval Affairs have 
ascertained what they consider a title, but from 
which a large minority of the committee dissent. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. How large a 
minority ? ` 

Mr. ŠEDGWICK. Three. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Two. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. No,sir; three. Twosigned 
the minority report, and another supports it. 

Now, sir, in reference to the certificate of the 
Attorney General, I have this to say: that, this 
question was presented to him, and his opinion 
was relied upon. It was presented to him in 
March, and he reported that this company had 
no title, and could not convey one, for seven rea~ 
sons, which he stated. On-the Ist of May, the 
Secretary of the Navyș in defiance of that opin- 
ion, entered into a contract, and on the. 11th of 
May he got a new opinion from the Attorney, 
General, in which the Jatter states that six.of the 
objections which were formal to the title, were. re- 
moved by subsequent evidence. But he says that 
the seventh objection which he took to.the title 
was not removed. Let me call the attention of the 
committce to what that objection is. The seventh 
objection is, that we cannot, W ithout violating the 
law of nations, take and hold possession of such 
property within a foreign country. 

That objectionis not removed. That yetstands 
as the opinion of the Attorney General, and you 
cannot, therefore, complete that contract without 
violating the law of nations. The more formal 
objections, he says, are removed, and that, in the 
view of the majority of the committee, shows a 
perfect legal title on the certificate of the Attorney 
General. 

One thing further. Here is to be a great transit 
route, as our friend says, between two famous 
harbors on the Atlantic and Pacific. This com- 
pany has been in existence nine years, and they 
have got a path across the mountains, which a 
mule can traverse, with an Indian guide preceding 
him, cutting down the underbrush with his- ma- 
chete. They have got nothing more. «Tho, mo-~ 
ment a man steps from-off that path, a. venomous 
serpent bites him, and he dies. That is the charac- 
ter of the country. My friend from Maine [Mr. 
Morse] argues this question as if we were to have 
a great transit. between these two harbors, and yet 
the Attorney Gencral, on whose opinion they 
rely, says: 

“Jt must also be recollected, that this grant for a road- 
way does not include any right to make a railroad.’ 

You have got no right toa railroad; yow have 
gota right to a mule path, and the Secretary of 
to pay $300,000 for the right to trans: 
port across the isthmus the Army. of. the United 


‘States and your munitions of war. 
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then, as-to the coal. The titles are ac- 


“Now, then, e title: 
uired in this-way: there are no inhabitants on 


any of the lands: © A few of the coast Indians arc 
settled there; and on the opposite side thereis a set- 
tlement of about thirty Englishmen, who have 
been there looking this matter over. These are the 
settlements; and the great mail of Granada, we 
are told, is carried'over this route, where persons 
om one. side.cannot, any of them, either read or 
write-a great mail! Now; look at these harbors 
which this railroad is to connect. . 
Speaking from the map furnished by the chair- 
man of the: Committee on Naval Affairs, here 
[indicating it onthe map] is-the Isthmus of Chi- 
riqui. -Here is one of these harbors; und there, 
on the other side, is the harbor of Golfito. Here, 
at right angles with both, or rather, forming an 
equilateral triangle, is the city of David, more 
than one hundred miles from the harbor of Gol- 
fito; and this road, which the gentleman tells us 
is about to unite these two harbors, is further by 
the map at its southern terminus from the harbor 
of Golfito than it is across the isthmus. There- 
fore it is that I pùt in my substitute that they 


shall establish their route and build their railroad | 


tò the harbor of. Golfito.. The concession to 
Thompson, under which they claim, starts this 
road ‘at David, the capital of the province; it does 
wot touch: the harbor of Gulfito; and no surve 

has been made of that route by competent engi- 
neers, the result of which has been given to us; 


and yet, upon such a case as this, we are to sanc- į 
tion an ill-advised, if not a corrupt, contract of the | 


Secretary of the Navy, to build a road to carry 
the munitions and troops of the United States 
over a peaceful country against the very letter of 
the grant under which you claim. 


Besides the grant which forbids the use of | 


this road by the troops of a foreign country, it is 
expressly declared in the eighteenth article of the 
grant that Mr. Thompson may transfer his rights 
under the concession to individuals or companies; 
but he shall not transfer any of them to a forcign 
Government. And yet, in the face of both these 
prohibitions against any right which we could 
acquire under that concession, the Secretary of 
the Navy mgkes a contract, and asks Congress to 
approve it, and to allow him to pay $300,000 for 
the right of searching for coal where a coal mine 
never was opened, where no ton of coal ever was 
raiséd to the surface, and where no sensible man 
who will examine the report of the company’s 
own engincer upon the subject will say that there 
is any probability, if there is any possibility, of 


furnishing coal to our Navy. And if this Gov- | 


ernment sends provisions and men und ships to 
open a coal mine in South America, there is not 
a child capable of reading his letters who does 
not know dant every ton of coal that this Govern- 
ment,'on its own responsibility, mines there will 
cost at least $250. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MORSE sought the floor. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call fora | 


vote on my amendment. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that the committee 


rise for the purpose of terminating debate upon | 


this amendment in five minates. 


Mr. MORSE. { desire to offer an amendment. | 


Mr. STANTON. [hope my colleague will not 
close debate so soon. Pdo not understand this 
subject, and I wish to hear it discussed. - 
“Mr: HARRIS, of Maryland: Ido not think 
it-would:be fair'to close debate now, when the 
action of the majority of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs has been so fiercely assailed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I withdraw my 
motion. : 

Mr, MILLSON. If the gentleman from Peon- 
sylvania desires a vote on his amendment, I sug- 
rest to him that he withdraw it for the present 
and'let the debate ‘go on, so that we may under- 
stand something of the merits of this proposition, 
and then he‘can renew it. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Gentlemen | 
desiring to debate cari just as well move to amend | 


the original substitute. 

Mr, WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. Sepewicer] offered a 
substitute for the Senate amendment, The gen- 
deman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] has 
offered an amendment to his amendment. Now, 


Fsubmit that it is in order to perfect the Senate | 


amendment. 


kd 


The CHAIRMAN. No such suggestion has 
yet reached the Chair. e : 

Mr. MORSE. If the Chair will entertain a 
motion of that kind, I move to perfect the Senate 
amendment by increasing the appropriation $500. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair supposes that 
such g motion is in order, 

Mr. MORSE. I trust, sir, that this great meas- 
ure, the full magnitude of which the House do 
not seem to comprehend, is not to be-killed by 
the keen satire or merciless ridicule of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] nor be 
overthrown by the intemperate zeal of the gentle- 
man from New York, {Mr. Sepac] This is 
a question which ought to raise men above that 
mode of attack generally resorted to by those who 
have nothing better to stand uoon, Ítisa ques- 
tion which addresses itself to the practical com- 
mon sense and to the fäirness and judgment of 
men, and not to their prejudice and passions. I 
hope, sir, that, although the gentleman from New 
York may attempt to raise a laugh against this 
measure by his fancy picture of mule transporta- 
tion, the members of this Elouse will not be led 
astray by his imaginary difficulties or by his 
misstatements of the terms ôf the contract and 
land grants: The gentleman tells us the eigh- 
teenth article of the contract forbids him (Thomp- 
son) from selling out his contract to build the 
road to any foreign Government; and then goes 
on to try to fix the conviction on the House that 
Thompson has sold out to the United States, or 
made a conditional contract to do so. Iam un- 
able to understand how the gentleman can tor- 
ture the language of the contract into such a mean- 
ing. Nobody that I ever heard of pretends that 
he has any such right. ‘The language of the con- 
tract and the law of nations forbid such a sale. 
One nation has no right to march its troops over 
the soil of another nation without the consent of 
that nation. I have never heard that the Chiriqui 
company or Mr. Thompson deny this principle, 
and I am utterly at a loss to know where the gen- 
teman gets any authority for his statement. Here 
is this famous cighteenth article he talks so much 
about: 

“ Arr. 18. A. W. Thompson is fully authorized to trans- 
fer the interest, properties and privileges, &c., which by 
this grant he receives, to any person or persons, company 
or companies, with the sole condition that the road shalt 
be improved ; but in no case can he transfer it to any foreign 
Government,” 

Who proposes to do anything against the spirit 
or letter of this article? Does Mr. Thompson 
propose to transfer the franchise of his road, or 
any of the rights acquired from the province of 
Chiriqui to the United States or any other foreign 
Government? Nothing of the kind. He has only 
contracted to permit the United States to transport 
certain things over his road for a consideration, 
If the United States ever want to send troops or 
munitions of war over the soil of New Granada, 
on this road, to California, or any where else, they 
have two partics to treat with, and must obtain 
the consent of both. They have arranged for 
transportation over the road, when built, not to 
acquire any right of property in the road, but 
merely the privilege of transporting certain things 
and persons over it. But before the United States 
canuse the right acquired of the Chiriqui company 
for war purposes, the consent of the Government 
of New Granada must be obtained, and this is the 
other thing to be done after the road is. ready for 
use. [ take it for granted that the Government 
of the United States knows that; that they are 
not utterly ignorant of the great law which gov- 
ers the intercourse between civilized States, and 


| we have no right to presume that there is a delib- į 


erate purpose to set it aside; but when the road is 
ready for use, and our Government wants to send 
troops or munitions of war over it, the consent of 
New Granada, by treaty, will first be obtained. 
This consent is absolutely required by the Senate 
amendment, which is precisely the House bill, 
which I drew and reported to the House. The 
fourth section reads as follows: 

“The United States shall acquire no right of sovereignty 
over any territory in New Granada, nor any right to trans- 
port troops or munitions of war over such territory, under 
or by virtue of this act, unless the same be voluntarily con- 
sented to by this act.” i 

The first step to be taken was to arrange for 
Navy transportation; the second, if ever wanted, 
will be to obtain the consent of New Granada to 


| pass troops and munitions of war over her soil. | 


We cannot obtain a single foot of soil over which 
her sovereignty extends to land coal upon, with- 
out her consent. Now, what has become of the 
gentleman ’s argument, or rather assertion, that the 
company has sold out to the United States? 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sre- 
vens] tells us there are no harbors there; that 
they are mere inlets or creeks. Iam surprised at 
this assertion. The gentleman cannot have given 
the slightest attention to the subject. Has he ever 
examined the English and French charts of those 
harbors, or read the reports made on them to the 
English and French Governments? Let me tell 
him that Admiral Barnet, of the English navy, 
was there in a ship-of-war for two or three months, 
and made a minute survey of the entire harbor, 
which is over thirty miles long by eight or ten 
wide, and full of interiorharbors, where the largest 
class ships may He in perfect safety. The depth 
of water through the main passage is twenty 
fathems, or one hundred and twenty feet, and its 
average depth throughout the main harbor is over 
twelve fathoms, and at many points the largest 
ships may lie in safety alongside the banks. The 
truth is, it is one of the best harbors in the world. 
The map published with the majority report isa 
copy of Captain Barnet’s map, of which I have 
a London copy ordered to be published by act of 
Parliament. The truth is, there is no such har- 


| bor on the coast of Central America, and for 


commercial purposes, nothing that approaches it. 
Golfito, on the Pacifie coast, the other terminus 
of the company’s road, is also a fine deep-water 
harbor, though not so capacious as the Chiriqui 
lagoon, on the Atlantic side. It is, according to 
the survey of Captains Colambel and Lallien, 
French naval officers, six miles long by one and 
a half wide, with an entrance about half a mile 
wide, where the water is over sixty feet in depth, 
with a sufficient depth throughout nearly all its 
interior for the largest class vessel. In ‘several 
places there is found from three to five fathoms 
close to the shore. A careful survey of this har- 
bor was made by Captains Colambel and Lallien 
by order of the French Government, and their 
reportand chart published. Admiral Pelian was 
afterwards sent there, and fully confirmed the 
survey and statements of Colambel and Lallien. 
Their reports and the report of Captain Barnet to 
their Governments are published with the report 
of the majority, and gentlemen can examine them 
if they are so disposed. An English engineer has 
also made a reconnoissance for a road across the 
continent between the two harbors, and reports 


| to his Government that a railroad can be easily 


run across from shore to shore, of an easy grade, 
without extensive cutting or expensive bridging. 

Lieutenant Almy, of the United States Navy, 
visited the Chiriqui lagoon in the steamer Ful- 
ton, in 1858, by order of our Government. He 
says, in his report, that “an unlimited number of 
vessels of the largest class can be anchored there 
at any and all times in perfect safety.’? He con- 
firms all that Captain Barnet says of the harbor, 
and calls his chart an admirable one. He also 
took coal from the mines of the lagoon, and had 
it tested on board his ship; and the engineers say 
itis a ‘pure coal—semi-bituminous—similar to 
the Indiana cannel. ”? 

But, sir, itis a full and sufficient answer to all 
objections that not onc cent of the sum appropri- 
ated is to be paid until the Government is satished 
of the complete and perfect title to the mines, and 
that the coal in them is of the desirable quality, 
and abundant in quantity. It is idle, therefore, 


| to cavil about titles, and reject this measure of 


public economy and necessity on the suspicion 
that the title may prove defective. The bill pro- 
vides against any possibility of loss on the part 
of the Government. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I yish to op- 
pose the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not propose to take part 
in this diseussion, preferring to leave it in the 
hands of the able chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee, who is more fully posted upon the subject, 
and has given it a great deal of attention, and on 
whose sound judgment in the premises I have 
very much relied; but I happen to be one of the 
committee who assented to the majority report 
submitted by my friend from Maine; and the 


.character of the debate that has sprung up makes 


me unwilling to remain silent when the action 
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of the majority of the. committee is so sharply 
attacked. 

The whole matter of this conditional contract, 
made by the Navy Department after an opinion 
from the Attorney General, was before the com- 
mittee for some time, and received a full consid- 
eration; and a majority of us concluded that it 
recommended itself to the favorable consideration 
of the House, both in its economical point ofview, 
as to coal for our Gulf squadrons, as in its far 
more significant suggestions of commercial and 
political consequences. 

Now, sir, under these circumstances, } am not 
willing that a question we have presented to the 
House in obedience to our honest judgment and 
‘conclusions, shall be ridden over in the spirit and 
style in which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sepewick] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srevens] have attempted to over- 
ride this proposition; and one of them, I fancy, 
withoutany particular examination of the subject. 
I would like to know, in passing, if the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has examined the 
subject at all, or ever read any of the reports and 
documents in the case; for I am curious to find 
from what sources gentlemen have possessed 
themselves of information I venture to say they 
have never discovered in the evidence in the case. 
We thought, sir, that we were presenting to the 
consideration of an American Congressa question 
that involved great commercial interests, and was 

regnant with important advantages in the future. 

c thought, sir, that we opened to commercial 
enterprise another opportunity for transit from 
ocean to ocean across the isthmus, which, under 
the control of our own people ‘and the fostering 
care of our own Government, would prove at- 
other pathway for that great Indian trade which 
built up, in all their magnificence, so many of the 
States and citics of the Old World, and which 
still transmutes all that ittouches into gold. We 
did not expect, sir, that a report upon such a sub- | 
ject would be met in this House with embittered 
attack and ridicule; but assumed that it would be 
considered as legislators are bound to consider 
grave guostons affecting seriously the great com- 
mercial interests of their country. 

I greatly regret that we have no opportunity to 
debate this question with the gentlemen who so 
fiercely oppose it. It cannot be discussed in the 
range of a five-minutes debate. The question is 
too large; but in the brief time I have, I will ex- 
amine one or two points, at least, upon which it 
is assailed. The gentleman from New York in- 
sists that this company is without valid title to 
the lands in connection with which they propose 
to make these grants of right to the United States. 
I.can only say, in answer to this, that the Attor- | 
ney General examined all the title-papers, and 
gave it as his opinion that they had title, and | 
could pass it. In his letter of the 4th May, 1859, | 
to the Secretary of the Navy, he refers to a pre- 
vious letter of March 14, in which he had ex- 
pressed an opinion upon partial evidence, and 
says: 

“ Upon a reéxamination of this title In the light of the 
new evidence which accompanies your last letter, I think 
the objections formerly existing may now be considered as 
disposed of. The Chiriqui Improvement Company shows 
that it was organized; the original grant from the province 
is produced, and authenticated ; and the right of the prov- 
ince to make, and the capacities of the grantees to take, the | 
grantsin question, are established by the certificate of the 
New Granadian minister at Washington.”? 


All the original grants were before our commit- 
tee, fully attested as to authenticity and validity; 
and we concurred in the conclusions of the law 
officer of the Government. They are spread out 
in the majority report, and Į hope gentlemen will 
look into-them for themselves, 

. But the gentleman from New York insists that 
they have no scintilla of title, and urges as utterly 
demolishing the company and all their claims, that | 
this Government cannot, without a violation of | 
the law of nations, hold these rights in a foreign | 
territory, without the assent of such foreign na- | 
tion, and so fortifies himself upon that point by | 
| 

| 

| 


quoting from the letter of the Attorney General 
his opinion on the seventh of his previous objec- 
tions. Now, if the Attorney General is authority | 


relies upon him, and quotes him to the committee 
in one portion of the opinion, then I shall insist 


that he is conclusive authority on all the other 


on one point, he is on another. If the gentleman | 
i 
points he makes, at least as against the gentleman 


from New York. The objections the Attorney 

General had on the 14th of March, 1859, and the 

gentleman from New York still urges, are first: 
“}. There was not sufficient evidence that the improve- 

ment company had been chartered and organized.” 

_ The Attorney General says, May 4, 1859, there 

is sufficient evidence of the fact, 

«92, There was no authentic copy of any grant by the 
province of Chiriqui to the improvement company.” 

He now admits that there is, and that, under 
the authentication of the minister of New Gran- 
ada. A 

“3. There was no evidence that the sovereign power, in 
which the property vested by public law, had ceded it to 
the province of Chiriqui.”” 

He finds, on reéxamining the case under the 
later evidence, that both points are sustained by it. 

«4, There was no evidence of any law authorizing for- 
eigners to hold property like this.” 

The proof of this he also admits to be sufficient. 


«5. The mining rights did not appear to have been de- 
nounced under the sanction either of the supreme Govern- 
ment of New Granada or the Government of Panama.’? 

But it seems that they were so denounced. 


“G. No copy of the constitution was produced, nor any 
other authority shown to the provinciai Legislature of Chir- 
iqui, either to authorize a denouncement of the mining 
rights, to concede the lands, or grant the privilege of a road- 
way across the isthmus.” 

But the new evidence fully covers these points 
algo; and the Attorney General says that ‘* these 
six objections, formerly existing, may now be con- 
sidered as disposed of,” and ‘in the light of the 
new evidence,” (the same evidence that was be- 
fore the Naval Committee and the gentleman from 
New York,) the Attorney General: goes on to 
say that but-one difficulty intervened, in which 
alone he agrees with the gentleman from New 
York; which is, ‘ that the United States cannot 
take exclusive possession of the property with- 
out the consent of the New Granadian Govern- 
ment,” And the gentleman from New York an- 
nounces this objection as an insuperable one. 
Now, it happens rather strangely that this soli- 


tary point of agreement in objection between the | 


Attorney General and the genteman from New 


York is admitted and fully provided for in the | 


bill. The last of the Senate amendments, being 
the last clause of the bill, provides that the grants 
and rights shall only be exercised by this Gov- 
ernment after the Government of New Granada 
© shall have voluntarily assented thereto.” So that 


| objection is also disposed of, and is out of the 


way. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. He says expressly that 
there is no grant for building a railroad. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I regret exceed- 
ingly that I am not permitted by the rule to reply 
to the gentleman from New York at more length. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
debate is closed upon this proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Well, sir, I hope 
I will be allowed to say a few words more. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I must object, unless those 
who are opposed to the amendment may be per- 
mitted to reply. i 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by reducing the amount to 
$200,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to impart 
any information to the House upon this subject, 
but desire to receive it. 
that this provision should encounter still farther 


discussion by those who have investigated the | 


subject, and I have moved the amendment for the 
urpose of inviting discussion. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. If the gentleman 
will allow me, I desire to offer an amendment. 


I think it is desirable ; 


Mr. MILLSON. 4 withdraw my amendment, | 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I move to amend | 


the text of the Senate amendment, by striking | 


out the last line. i 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from New York 
amused the committee, and was facetious upon 
the point of what he called the mule-path of this 
company. Well, I have no objection to have the 
committee made to laugh occasionally. 
wholesome, now and then, to have the stern dig- 
nity of so staid and orderly a body relaxed by a 
laugh. There is no road across the country, the 
gentleman insisted. There is only a mule-path, 


Ld 


Tt is | 


and over this the mails and munitions of.war-are 
to be carried. I have never been at Chiriqui, Mr, 
Chairman, and all I_know about it I glean from, 
the papers and evidence. laid before our commit: 
tee, and the gentleman and myself have read the, 
apers in the case very diversely; forsvhile he. 
insists that there is only a mulé-path, and that 
there will never be and cannot be any other. sort 
of road, and that this company has no authority 
to build one, I find, in the same papers, full power 
to build, I think, not only a road, but a-railroad, 
at that; and the further fact of an existing road, 
opened long since; and this meets, by the way, 
the assertion of the gentleman, that the company 
had no property or rights to grant, because they. 
had never fulfilled the condition precedent of open- 
ing a road. 1 read from a review of:the minority 
report, which I hold in my hand, the following 
evidence as to this road question; and beg to say 
that the original proof. was before the commitee, 
and Lhave verified these statements. by that ori- 
ginal proof. E 

«1. ‘The official certificate of the prefect of David, dated 
June 22, 1856, shows that the work upon the road was be- 
gun at that time. By the terms of the grant, this had to be 
done by the 1st of September, 1857, so that the condition 
was complied with fifteen months before -it was to expire. 

“2. The official certificate of the prefect of Chiriqui, 
dated October 27, 1857, showing that the company was then 
engaged in ‘opening and clearing it of obstructions.’ 

«3. Notice of the agent of the company, dated January 
2, 1858, that the road was then filly open. F 

«4, The official certificate of the prefect of David, dated. 
January 23, 1858, recognizing the fact that the road was 
then open from David, near the Pacific, to the Atiantic: 
ocean, and that the Government mail was placed upon it, 

«5. The official and sworn statement of the ex-mayor of 
the district of Bocas del Toro, that the work on the road 
was commenced, as above, in June, 1856, continued in 1857, 
and is now ‘actually opened and adequate for transit in 
conformity with the privileges.’ 

“6, The statement of twenty-one of € the most respecta- 
ble citizens of Bocas del Toro,’ to the effect wat the fore- 
going facts are of common notoriety,’ and personally 
known to them to be truc, i 

“ Tf these proofs do not abundantly show that the road- 
grant is perfect, and that all the Jands embraced in it have 
passed to the company, through Thompson, it is difficult 
to say how these facts could be proved.”? 

One word now as to the authority of the com- 
pany to construct a railroad. .The. grant to the 
company is an exclusive privilege for sixty 
years, ‘for improving in a solid manner, fit for 
ihe transit of wheeled vehicles,” the provincial road 
between David and Bocas del Toro. A railroad 
car is a wheeled vehicle, and. I think. there: is 
breadth enough in the power for the construction 
of a railroad, which I think is what was meant. 
But a railroad, let me say, forms no part of the 
contract between the company and the Navy De- 
partment, which we are considering, nor is it in 
the purview of the condition precedent referred 
to before. i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all that I know of this 
is from the discussions of the committce-room 
and the papers before us. I think there is merit 
in the proposition. There is evidence to my mind 
as to sufficiency of title. There is evidence of 
the existence, in quantity, of coal on the lands. of 
the company, and proofof its good quality in the 
report of Lieutenant Almy and Chief Engineer 
King, of the United States Navy, who made-in- 
vestigation and experiments by order of the Nav 
Department. There is proof and surveys, both 
English and French, of the capacious and secure 
harbors upon both oceans; and if there was a 
chatice fairly to develop the question before the 
House, I would like to take up each of the points 
of the honorable gentleman from New York, and 
reply to them in the light of the evidence in the 
case; but the rule of the committee, and the lim- 
its of thisdebate, forbidit. [reiterate the hopethat 


i the House will not permit this matter to be sneered 


by gentlemen who are in, opposition: to it, but 
will consider its claims and merits in a*more 
proper spirit. If it is desirable to get farther in- 
formation, let it be procured. Let all thes mat- 
ters be verified by a survey; but Jet ug not trifle 
with a question that may be of most. serious con- 
sequence tothe commercial and political future 
of the country. : r 

Mr. DUNN., I oppose the amendment, I find 
that itis very difficuli to get information on a sub- 
ject like this to enable a member to vote intelli- 
gently and satisfactorily, I do not rise now for 
the purpose of making a five-minutes speech, but 
for the purpose of putting a few. questions to..the 
chairman of the Committce on Naval Affairs; and 
if possible, of procuring some information which 
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these mines are to 
ment. No such thing is proposed. We propose 
merely to pay to the Chiriqui company the min- 
ing price of the coal, adding ten cents per ton to 


e conveyed to the Govern- 


goto the Government of New Granada. The 
cost of mining in the United States ranges from 
seventy-five cents tog] 25or $1 50. It might there 
be two dollars per ton, or it may run up to three 
or four Itis impossible to tell, until the mincs 
are fairly opened. If the minesare found to con- 
tain coal in abundance, it can, no doubt, be put 
alongside of our vessels for about five dollars per 
ton, which would be a saving on the quantity 
wanted forthe present year of about one hundred 
thousand dollars. Should these mines open well, 
and not cost too much ‘for mining, the English 
steamers running to the West Indies, and along 
the tropi¢al and southern coasts of this continent, 
will, no doubt, obtain their supplies from the 
mines of Chiriqui. There is now a line of Eng- 
lish stcamers from Southampton to the West tn- 
dies, touching at about seventy different ports 
along the coast and islands of Spanish America. 
Those steamers will coal there, instead of freight- 
ing their coal across the Atlantic from England. 
Of course the demand will increase every year, as 
naval and mercantile steam power increases. Bat 
should the price of coal increase with the increase 
of steam power, it will notincrease to the United 
States, unless the cost of mining should increase; 
because the contract is unlimited as to time, and 
is perpetual, 

Me DUNN. How much will it cost per ton 
there? 

Mr, MORSE. I have said I think it will cost, 
delivered alongside a vessel there, from three to 
five dollars per ton. The price will be governed 
entirely by the expense of mining. If the supply 
is found abundant, and easy of access, it cannot 
cost over three dollars per ton. The Government 
only buys the priviloge of having all the coal it 
wants for naval purposes at that point. ‘The 
company will mine the coal, and charge us with 
the expense of mining. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. Does the contract with the 
Secretary provide that this company shall minea 
ton of coal? ; 

Mr. MORSE. No, sir; he bargained to pay 
the price of mining—to whom? To the company. 
We can take any coal we find mined there, pay- 
ing them the cost of mining; and the bill provides 
that the money shall rot be paid until the mincs 
are opened, and they are ready to deliver an ample 
supply of good quality. This perfectly secures 
us, 

MrgSEDGWICK. They allow us to mine it 
at such price as we can. The United States turns 
miner. — 

Mr. MORSE. Is there anything said in the 
contractaboutthe United States mining the coal, or 
anything thatimplies that we are to turn miners? 
If so, I should like to have it produced. 

Mr. SEDGWICK.. Yes, sir. They have the 
right to take it there; and they can only get it by 
mining it, and in no other way. 

Mr. MORSE. I hope gentlemen will read the 
contract for themselves, and sce how entirely 
mistaken the gentleman is. The bill before the 
House, and the regulations to carry out the con- 


tract before any money is paid, will guard against 
any such evil as the gentleman apprehends. This 
contract is only preliminary and conditional. 

Mr. DUNN. What evidence is there thata 
full supply of coal can be hadin that quarter ? 

Mr. MORSE. There was evidence from differ- 
ent sources, before the committee, of the existence 
of coal there of good quality; but the capacity of 
the mines to supply cannot be determined until 
they are opened and worked. Professor Marrow, 
a geologist and mineralogist, who was well rec- 
ommended to the company, was sent out there to 
examine coal beds, gold deposits, &c. He ex- 
amined some eight or ten mines, in different local- 
ities, and reported favorably upon them. They 
are also mentioned favorably by the English sur- 
veyors and other writers. Before’ this contract 
was made, the Government sent Lieutenant Almy 
there in a steamer. He took up the surface coal, 
which had laid there exposed to the weather for 
centurics, and had it tested on board his ship by 
the engineers, and they reported that it generated 
steam about as well as the American coal they had 
been using. That there is coal there, of good 
quality, the committee regard as established be- 
yond dispute. The only unsettled point is as to 
the supply the mines will yicld and the cost of 
working. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, by unanimous 
consent, withdrew his amendment. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
risc, to cut off debate on these amendments. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. KerLoce, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committce of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 

articularly the amendments of the Senate to the 
avy appropriation bill, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all further de- 
bate be terminated in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the pending amend- 
ments in reference to the Chiriqui Improvement 
Company. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN.” L move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANCH. What is the recommendation 
of the Cornmittee of Ways and Means upon the 
Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is to non-coneur. 


MESSAGE FROM TUL SENATE. 


The committee informally rosc, and received a 
message from the Senate, by Mr. Parron, one of 
their Clerks, notifying the House’that the Senate 
have agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses 
on the bill of the House (No. 305) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 30, 1861. 

Also, that the Senate have agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the amendments of- the 
Senate, numbered three and thirty-cight, to- the 
bill of the House (No. 501) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1861; have disagreed 
to the amendments of the House to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered one, two, six, | 
i seven, thirty, and thirty-five;insist on their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House; ask a confer- 


ence with the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Tlouses thereon; and have appointed Mr. 
Toomss, Mr. Brient; and Mr. Fresseypen, the 
managers at the said conference on the part of the 
Senate. 

Also, that the Senate have agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the amendments of the 
Senate, numbered ten and twenty-six, to the bill 
of the House No. 339, making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government during the year ending June 30, 
1861; have agreed totheamendments of the House 
to the seventh amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment; insist on taeir amendments disagreed 


| to by the House; aska conference with the House | 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; 
and have appointed Mr. Hunter, Mr. LATHAM, 
and Mr. Wutson, the managers at said confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was ordered, 
by unanimous consent, that the House insist on 
its amendments disagreed to by the Senate to the 
amendments of the Senate to the billof the House 
No. 501; and also insist on its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate insisted on by the 
Senate, and agree to.the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. _ . 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed Mr. 
Suerman, Mr. Hueues, and Mr. Binenam, man- 
agers at the said conference upon the part of the 

ouse, 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was, by unan- 
imous consent, ordered that the House disagree 
to the amendment of the Senate to the amend- 
ment of the House to the seventh amendment 
of the Senate to the bill of the House No. 339, 
(legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tions;) insist upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate insisted on by the Senate; 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed Mr. 
Mornivt, Mr. PaeLrs, and Mr. Wirum A. 
Howarp, managers at said conference upon the 
part of the House. 

The committee then resumed its session. 

Mr. MORSE. I was going to ask, before the 
vote is taken, that the amendment be read, so 
that the committce may understand upon what 
they are called to vote. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. 
Srevens, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. MORSE. Does the committee understand 
that this is striking out the Senate amendment? 
I do not so understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that the motion was made in this form: to strike 
out the Senate amendment and the substitute to 
the Senate amendment, and insert this in lieu 
thereof. No point of order was made upon it, 
and the vote bas been taken in that manner. The 
Chair would inquire of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if the statement of the Chair is in accord- 
ance with the terms of his amendment? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. That is not 
in order, as it is a proposition to strike out an 
amendment which has never been agreed to. He 
could only offer his amendment to the pending 
amendment; and I understood that he did that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that point of order had 
been made, the Chair would have entertained it; 
but as no objection was made, the amendment 
was put to the committee precisely as it was made. 
The question now is upon the Senate amendment 
as amended, 

The question was put; and it appeared to be 
decided in the affirmative, the Chair, however, 
making no declaration of the result of the vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asall the amendments of 
the Senate have been disposed of, I move that the 


| committee do now rise, 


Mr. BURCH. One moment. I understood 
that the amcndmentof the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was offered as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. That is not the reading of 
the amendment. 

Mr. BURCH. 
committee. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
moves that the committee do now rise. The Chair 
would suggest to him that the amendments are 
not all disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
announce otherwise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not an- 
hounce the result of the vote, for the reason that 
thereseemed to be some misunderstanding in rela- 
tion to the exact position of this amendment. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania moved to strike out 
both the Senate amendment and the substitute 
offered for the Senate amendment. The Chair 
entertained the motion in that shape because no 


It was put in that form to the 


I understood the Chair to 


| objection was madc; and the motion was put to 


the committee, according to the recollection of 
the Chair, in the manner in which it was made 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Butif it is 
the will of the committee, the Chair will yet put į 


the question as indicated by the gentleman from 
California. If there is objection, the Chair will 
announce the decision of the comfnittee. 

Mr. BRANCH. Before I consent to that, I 
want to know what the question now is before 
the committee? . 

The CHAIRMAN. It was upon agreeing to 
the Senate amendment, as amended, upon which 
the vote has been taken, but the result not yet 
announced; the effect of which will be to insert, 
in the place of the Senate amendment, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRANCH. The Chair holds, then, that 
there is no way in which we can vote to non-con- 
cur in the Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is aware 
thata negative vote willnon-concur, The reason 
why the Chair did not announce the result was, 
that he thought the committee did not apprehend 
the precise condition of the amendment. 

r. BRANCH. The question now is upon 
the Senate amendment as amended; and we shall 
have no opportunity to vote to non-concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. BURCH. I would suggest that the Sen- 
atc amendment has not been amended. The 
Chair did not so put the question to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mis- 
taken in that. That is the very mistake into which 
the Chair feared gentlemen were falling. The 
question is on concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended. à 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If that is lost, 
there will be no chance to vote upon this amend- 
ment in the House. 

Mr. BRANCH. [hope there will be no chance 
to vote upon it in the House. 

Mr. WILSON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. CURRY. I desire to understand this ques- 
tion before I vote. If the committee vote afirm- 
atively upon this proposition, will the amendment 
be sent back to the Senate in the form of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
without any further vote taken? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifa negative vote is had, 
the House will simply have failed to concur. 

Messrs. Burcun and Error were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
-ayes 72, noes 54. 

So the Senate amendment, as amended, was 
concurred in. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that thecom- 
mittee rise and report the amendments to the 
House. 

Mr. PHELPS. One word. If I understand 
the question correctly, upon which we have just 
now voted by tellers, it was upon the adoption of 
the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, in lieu of the Senate amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote has just been 
taken upon theadoption of the Senate amendment, 
as amended. 

The question was taken on Mr. SHerman’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Ke,ioce, of Ilinois, re- 
ported that the Committee of the W hole on thestate 
ofthe Union had had underconsideration the Union 
generally, and particularly the Senate amend- 
ments to the naval appropriation bill, and.had di- 
rected him to report the same back to the House, 


with a recommendation that some be concurred | 


in, some non-concurred in, and some concurred 
in with amendments. 

Mr. SILERMAN moved the previous question 
on the several amendments. 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 


main question ordered. : 

The amendments were voted on im their order, 
as follows: 

The Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union recommended concurrence in the first 
amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended non-concurrence in the 
second amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was non-cuncurred in. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union recommended concurrence in the third 
amendment of the Senate. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


On the fourth amendment of the Senate, 

Mr. SINGLETON called for the yeas and 
nays. 

he yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SINGLETON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W ASHBURNE 
of Hlinois, and Werssrer, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 73, noes 58. es 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended non-concurrence in the 
fifth amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended an amendment to the 
sixth amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended non-concurrence in the 
seventh amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended non-concurrence in the 
eighth amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommended the following amend- 
ment to the ninth, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth 
amendments of the Senate: 


Strike out the ninth, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth amend- 
ments of the Senate, and insert in Heu thereof the follow- 
ing: 

Be it further enacted, That the sum of $5,000 is hereby 
appropriated to enable the President to appoint a commis- 
sioner to examine the route over which the Chiriqui com- 
pany propose to build a railroad, who shall report fully ou 
the titles of said company, and also on the existence and 
value of the coal mines and harbors at the termini of said 
route, 


Mr. PHELPS. Iam really desirous of taking 
a vote on the amendments of the Senate without 
regard to the amendment recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
I am against the amendments of the Senate; and 
I think that the adoption of this amendment by 
the House would be only putting the matter over 
till next Congress, 

Mr. BRANCH. Iam opposed to the Senate 
amendments, and to the House amendment, too. 

Mr. PHELPS. So am I. 

The question was taken on the amendment rec- 
ommended by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ments, as amended, and they were non-concurred 


in. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the various amendments were concurred 
and non-concurred in; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States by the hands of Mr. Jamus 
Bucnanan, his Private Secretary, notifying the 
House that he had approved and signed a bill 
making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department and 


for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- | 


dian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1861. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 497, and to have it put upon its 
passage. If the House will listen to me a mo- 
ment, I am sure no gentleman will object. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House take 
a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The House will now, per- 
suant to resolution, take a recess till seven o’clock 
this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p. m. 
CAPTURED AFRICANS. 
Mr. BONHAM. [ask leave to offer a resolu- 
tion materially affecting our foreign relations, and 
one to which I think there will be no objection. 


The-resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate und-Hoiise of Repres : 
the United Statesof America in Congress assembled, Thats 
long as the United States Government pursues the policy 
of returning fò the coast of Africa the Africans captured b 
her vessels-of-war, the President be requested to“pracuré 
the concurrence of the British Government in retiring to 
said coast, on the szme terms and conditions, all Africans 
which may be captured by the British Navy; and, to effect 
this object, that the President proctire a convention to. be 
entered into between the two Governinents; and, in cas’ 
the British Government shail not enter into such conven- 
tion, the President do “signify”? to that Government ‘the 
‘wish ” of the United States to “ terminate ” at once: the 
eighth article of the treaty of Washington, commonly cailed 
the Ashburton treaty. ‘ 


Mr. ALLEY. 1 object. , 
Mr. BONHAM. I move to’suspend the niles. 
The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. i 
SAMUEL H. TAYLOR, 


Mr. CURRY. Mr. Speaker, the other day I 
objected to a bill reported by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, (Mr. Tarpan,] from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, because the report stated no 
facts. On examination of the Senate teport, I 
find that the facts are fully.stated; and, ás I did 
injustice to a very worthy old man, as l think, I 
would like very much, if the House will indulge 
me, to repair the wrong I have done him. Itisa 
small claim of $270. ; 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged fromthe further 
consideration of an act (S. No. 270) for'the relief 
of Samuel H. Taylor. newness 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Samuel H. Taylor $270 for: extra ser- 
vices performed by him as messenger in the office 
of the Third Auditor of the Treasury, from June, 
1853, to September, 1855. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Let the report be read. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Claims 
was read. It appears therefrom that Mr. Taylor 
was employed as a laborer in the office of the 
Third Auditor, at fifty dollars per month. In 
June, 1853, it became necessary to hire a build- 
ing, separate from the Treasury Department, ‘for 
the use ofa portion of that office, in which some 
twenty-four clerks were located. For this branch 
of the office Mr. Taylor was the sole messenger 
and laborer; and for a portion of the time, as stated 
by the principal clerk in charge, this office was 
kept open from five o’clock, a. m,,-until nine or 
ten o'clock, p. m., during all of which time Tay- 
lor was in attendance as messenger and Jabot 
The late Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
states that the average number ofclerks employed 
in this division was about twenty-four, and that 
Mr. Taylor was the only person employedin the 
capacity in question from June, 1853, to June, 
1856, and that his diligence and activity supplied 
the place of numbers, accomplishing (in his opin- 
ion) twice, if not thrice, as much labor as, in gen- 
eral, is performed by cmployés of his class. t'ay- 
lor deposes that his extra service extended ‘‘to 
six or seven hours. every day, 'and that Colonel 
Burt, then Third Aaditor, told him*to continue 
the duty, and he would see him paid,”’ Colonel 
Burt soon after left the office, and subséquentl 
died. It is undoubtedly true that, without this 
extraordinary labor and attention of Mr. Taylor, 
it would have becn necessary for the Government 
to employ ‘an additional messenger or laborér, 
who would have been entitled to pay. The com-~- 
mittee think it just and proper that Mr. Taylor 
should be allowed an additional compensation, 
and they have fixed upon fifteen dollars per month 
as a reasonable rate for the time he was so em* 
ployed. 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; 3e EA 

Mr. CURRY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill-was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now call for the 
regular order of business. 

r. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to offer-a 
resolution to puta stop to this straggle for the 
fl 


oor. 

Mr. GURLEY. The gentleman from Minois 
yields to me fora moment. Jam instructed by 
the Committee on Printing to presenta resolu- 


tion. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. 1 desire to inquire 
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of the gentleman. from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] how 
much more of the time of the session he.will re- 
faire for the public business? It seems to. me 
that we ought to appropriate a little time to other 
subjects. : on í 
‘Mr: GURLEY. 1 shall be through in two or 
three minutes-if gentleman will allow me to pro- 
ceed. “My resolution is only one to enable mem- 
bers to obtain their books and documents at the 
proper time. i 
Mr. BRANCH. _I rise to a question of order. 
The Committee on Printing is authorized by the 
rules to, report at any time; but the pending mo- 
tion to suspend the rules would suspend that rule 
as well as all others; and hence a report from the 
Committee on Printing cannot take precedence of 
a motion to suspend the rales. : 
Mr. GURLEY.. Irise to a question of the very 
highest privilege. The rules of the House say 
that the:Committee on Printing may report at 


any time, 
Mr. BRANCH. The motion to suspend the 
rules is to suspend that rule as well as.al! others. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 told the gentleman 
from Ohio that I would-give way to him.if his 
proposition would not give rise to debate. 


“A. T. SPENCER AND GURDON S$. HUBBARD. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolinais perfectly right. ‘The pending question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Farnswonru] to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of taking up Senate bill No, 221, for the 
relief. of A. T. Spencer and Gurdon S. Hubbard, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HOARD, I desire to know if it is in order 
to move an amendment to that Lill? : 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The bill is not 
before the House. The motion is to suspend the 
rules. | 

Mr.FARNSWORTH. I propose to amend 
the bill as soon as the rules are suspended. 
Mr, SMITH, of Virginia. What is the amend- 
ment? S, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. To limit the amount. 

The question was taken; and there were-—yeas 

72, nays 47; as follows: : 
YBAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Barr, Beale, Francis P. 
Blair, Brayton, Briggs, Buflinton, Burnham, Campbell, 
Carter; Case, Cotfax, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Farnsworth, 
Ferry, Foster, Pouke, Gilmer, Gooch, Gurley, Hate, Hall, 
J, Morrison Harris, Hetmick, Humphrey, Junkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, De Witt C, 
Leach, Lee, Loomis, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, McKean, 
Edward Joy Morris, (sane N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, 
Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Porter, Potter, Rice, Christopher 
Robinson, Royce, Spaulding, Spinner, William Stewart, 
Stokes, Stout, Thayer, Tompkins, Vandever, Vau Wyck, 
Verree, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, BHibw B. 
Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and Woodrufl—73, 

NAYS-—Messra, Alien, Avery, Blake, Bonham, Boteler, 
Brabson, Branch, Horace P. Clark, Clopton, Burton Craige, 
Crawtord, Curry, John G., Davis, De Jarnette, Ely, Bnglish, 
Hardeman, John Y, Harris, Hatton, Houston, Jones, Kil- 
linger, Landrum, Longnecker, Love, Etbert $, Martin, 
Maynard, MePherson, MeQueen, Millson, Moorhead, 
Morse, Pendicton, Peyton, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Rufin, 
Wiliam Smith, William N. H, Smith, Stanton, Stevens, 
Thoimus, Underwood, Vance, Winslow, and Wright—47. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thercof) the 
rules were not suspended. 

. During the call, 

Mr. COBB stated that he had paired off on this 
vote with Mr. Suzrman, who was engaged ona 
committee of conference. . 

Mr. STRATTON stated that he was paired off 
with Mr. .Garrre.y, the condition of whose 
health. prevented: him from attending the evening 
session. ; : ' 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a bill (No. 
398) for the relief of Samuel R. Franklin, in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House, 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill:to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAYLOR. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill (No. 307) to repeal the second section 
and other portions of an act passed June 2, 1858, 
entitled “Ån act to provide for the location of cer- 


tain confirmed private-land claims in the State of 
Missouri, and for other purposes.”’ It is my in- 
tention to ask to put that bill upon its passage; 
and if consent is not given, I shall move to sus- 
pend the rules. ~ . 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I shall object. I 
have tried to get in a resolution that would secure 
equality to all; and as I cannot do so, 1 give no- 
tice that I shall fight every proposition that may 
be made. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to say, in regard to 
this bill, that it passed the Senate a few days 
since, 

Mr. BONHAM. I must object to discussion. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move to suspend the rules, 
for the purpose of taking the bill from the Speak- 
er’s table. . 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Idemand the yeas 
and nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ee 

Mr. BONHAM. I desire to know if itis in 
order to make the bill the special order for the 
second Monday in December? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
notin order at this time. 

Mr. KEITT. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagrecd to. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. 'T'ayLor; and being taken, it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 132, noes 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Barr, 
Beale, Francis P. Blair, Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Boteler, 
Brabsou, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bufintou, Bureh, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, 
Cobb, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Curry, Curtis, I. Winter 
Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Dunn, 
Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Fiorenec, Foster, Pouke, Gil- 
mer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Harde- 
man, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, 
Holman, Houston, Humphrey, Hutebins, Jenkins, Jones, 
Junkin, Francis W. Ketlogs, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Killinger, Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, Leake, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, May- 
nard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millou, Estac N. 
Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pendicton, 
Perry, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Quarles, Reagan, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwiek, William 
N. H. Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, James A, Stewart, Williain Stewart, Stokes, Stout, 
Tappan, Taylor, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, 
Trimble, Underwood, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyek, Ver- 
rec, Wade, Cadwalader C. Wasbburn, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washbum, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Wins- 
low, and Woodrutt—132. 

NAYS—Messes. Ashmore, Bonham, Boyce, Burnett, 
Clopton, Burton Craige, Farnsworth, Jolin P. Harris, 
Keitt, James M. Leach, Elbert 8. Martin, MeQueen, Miles, 
Sydenham Moore, Rufin, William Smith, Stevenson, 
‘Thomas, and Wright—19. 


That motion is 


So the rules were suspended, (two thirds having j 


voted therefor.) 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BONHAM, when his name was called, 
said that, as the bill proposed to suspend the act 
only until the end of this session, instead of this 
Congress, he should be compelled to vote “no.” 

Mr. BARKSDALE said he was compelled to 
vote against suspending the rules, solely for the 
reason that, in his opinion, a bill of so much mag- 
nitude ought to undergo mature deliberation and 
discussion. 

Mr. TAYLOR called the previous question 
upon the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. f 

“The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT A SPEECH. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is requested to 
state that Mr. Eywarps, having been unsuccoss- 
ful in obtaining the floor, desires leave to print his 
speech in the proceedings of the House. 

Leave was granted. 

[His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 


LIVINGSTON, KINKEAD & CO. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a joint resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to adjust 
the claim of Livingston, Kinkead & Co. 

Mr. BRANCH. Irise to a question of order. 
That bill has once been rejected by this House; 
and I submit that it cannot again be brought be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Itis not the same bill at all. It 


is an entirely different measure, and comes fully 
within the purview of the rules. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I understand that 
it is substantially the same bill; and the rules can- 
not be evaded Yn that way. 

Mr. BRIGGS. It is an entirely different bill. 
That made a direct appropriation out of the Treas- 
ury. This simply refers the matter to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to be settled on principles 
of justice and equity. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. Irise to a question of privi+ 
lege. Iam instructed, by the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the homestead bill, to report that, after twelve 
meetings of the three different conferenves that 
have been appinted, they this morning finally 
agreed. I hold in my hand the report of the com- 
mittee, which can be read if any. gentleman de- 
sires it. But perhaps it would render the report 
clearer and more intelligible if I slrould bricfly 
state its leading features. 

The Senate bill all the members of the House 
are familiar with. The conferees upon the part 
of the House, finding, after the most earnest ef- 
forts, that it would be utterly impossible for them 
to induce the Senate to agree to the House bill, 
have been discussing whatchanges could be made 
in the Senate bill, so as to render it acceptable 
enough for the House to accept, rather than the 
whole should fail. They have finally agreed upon 
a report, as follows: 

In the first place, I will say that the bill, as it 
passed the Senate, provided that the preémptors 
now upon the public lands might remain there 
two years before they should be required to pur- 
chase their lands; but should then pay for them 
at the rate of $1 25 per acre, thus removing them 
entirely from within the purview of the benefits 
which would apply to the settlers hereafter upon 
the public lands. This point the House con- 
ferees refused to accede to; and, if persisted in, 
we should have again reported a disagreement. 
Finally, however, a compromise was arranged on 
this point, and to protect the thousinds of pre- 
emptors now on Government land, which was to 
be advertised this fall for sale, we changed the 
Senate bill, so as to. protect the preémptors for at 
least two years from land sales, and to allow them 
then to secure their homes at one half the Gov- 
ernment price, namely, sixty-two anda half cents 
peracre. I need scarcely add that if the Senate 
could have been induced to give them the benefit 
of their twenty-five per cent. per acre provision, 
we should have insisted on it; but what I have 
stated is the lowest point that could be obtained, 

The second change we have made in the Senate 
bill is in relation to the scope of land coming un- 
der the operation of the law. The House bill 
embraced all the Government land, offered or 
unoffered, except such as was specially reserved. 
The Senate bill confined its provisions to land 
subject to private entry exclusively. As I have 
explained on a former occasion, the expression 
“subject to private entry” means such as are left 
after the lands have been once regularly brought 
into market, exposed to public sale, and the spec- 
ulators have taken such as they sce fit to purchase. 

The difference between these two bills seemed 
so radical as to be incapable of adjustment; and 
the scope of farming land covered by the Senate 
bill was so limited, there being but little, if any, 
in Minnesota, Kansas, Nebraska, California, Ore- 
gon, or Washington, that the House conferees 
declined to accept it. Buton this, too, we finally 
effected a compromise. By our report all the 
land subject to private entry is included, and in 
addition, all the odd numbered sections of the sur- 
veyed public lands which have not been opened 
to public sale—a most material and beneficent en- 
largement of the Senate bil. We were offered, 
after this-agrecment, whichever half we chose of 
the unoffered public lands; and we took the odd 
numbered sections. The reason for this was that 
the sixteenth section of a township being reserved 
for school purposes by our land-laws, the four 
adjoining sections to it on the north, west, south, 
and cast, are sections nine, fifteen, seventeen, and 


; twenty-one, all odd numbered sections, which are 


thus saved for homestead ‘settlers, who have ré- 
served for them eighteen out of thirty-five dis- 
posable sections in each towriship-of six miles 
square. On all these lands, actual settlers, who 
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are heads of families, are allowed, after having 
occupied the land for five years, to purchase it at 
twenty-five cents per acre, which. is about the 
average cost price of the public lands to the Gov- 
ernment. We struggled, of course, to.include all 
young men, over twenty-one, who are not heads 
of families, and to adopt the free homestead prin- 
ciple of the House bill, but on these points the 
Senate was inflexible; and we took what we did 
because it was the very best we could get. 

The Senate bill originally provided that the 
homestead settler might acquire title to his land at 


any time by paying full Government price; but į 


desiring to promote actual settlement, we now 
provide that he cannot do this till after he has been 
on the land six months. When he stays, or his 
family if he deceases, the full five years, he ob- 
tains it then at twenty-five cents per acre. 

The Senate have also agreed to strike out the 
eighth section of their bill, which made itimpera- 
tive upon the President to expose all the public 


lands to sale within two ycars after they shall | 


have been surveyed, which all held would be 
peculiarly oppressive upon the pioneers who had 
gone to the frontier to settle upon the public lands, 
and to which we could never have consented. 

Mr. COBB. How does the bill, as the com- 
mittee of conference have agreed to it, affect the 
railroad lands ? 

Mr. COLFAX. It does not affect railroad lands 
at all, though I wish it did. 

Mr. COBB. Perhaps the gentleman did not 
understand the term I intended to use. I mean 
the lands reserved in alternate sections in the rail- 
road grants. i 

Mr. COLFAX. l understand the gentleman. 
They are left as under the existing law—subject 
to sale at $2 50 per acre. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, in conclu- 
sion, that the compromise we have made upon this 
subject is not in accordance with what I should 
desire to have passed, if | had the power to frame 
the bill myself; but it if the very utmost we could 
obtain from the Senate as now constituted. The 
Senators who served with us on the conference 
have been notified by me, and also by my col- 
league on the conference, [Mr. Winpom,] that 
we regard this as but a single step in advance to- 


wards a Jaw which we shall demand from ‘the | 


American Congress enacting a comprehensive 
and liberal homestead policy. This we have 
agreed to as merely an avant courier. We shall 
demand it at the next session of Congress, and 
until itis granted; until all the public lands shall 
be open to all the people of the United States; 
and Í state this publicly that no one shall regard 
us as estopped hereafter, because we accepted 
this half-way measure, rather than to allow the 
whole to fail. I should have added that all per- 
sons, wlicther citizens, or those who have only 
declared thcir intentions, are allowed to go on the 
Jands under this bill; but are required to perfect 
their naturalization before the five years expire 
and the patentissues. I now demand the previous 


question on concurring in the report of the com- | 


mittee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I want to know of 
the gentleman if he will make a speech in favor 
of such a bill, and then cut off all reply? 

Mr. COLFAX. I have been explaining the 
report; as it was my duty to do, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. IJ desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from.Indiana whether this bill confines its 
benefits to those who are heads of families? 

Mr. COLFAX. It does; because we failed, 
despite our utmost efforts, in procuring its exten- 
sion to all; but we shall appeal tothe young men 
to demand of those who make and who execute 
the laws, that the system inaugurated by this 
bill, shall be widened so as to admit them to its 
benefits; and I will join them in this demand. 

Mr. GROW. I just desire to say that we have 
taken this bill, not because itis what we want, 
but onthe principle that ‘half a loaf is better 
than no bread.’’ 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. BARKSDALE called for the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affrmative—yegs 115, nays 51; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messers.Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 


Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Francis P- Blair, 
Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Car- 
ter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Cobb, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, 
Cox, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Duun, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Ferry, Florence, Foster, 
Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hail, 
Haskin, Helmick, Hoard, William Howard, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Junkin, Francis. WV. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Maclay, Marston, McKean, McKnight, McPher- 
son, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Patmer, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Rice, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stout, Tap- 
pan, Taylor, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwala- 
der C. Washburn, ENihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Windom, and Woodruff—115. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C.. Anderson, 
Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, 
Brabson, Branch, Burnett, Clopton, Burton Craige, Craw- 
ford, Curry, De Jarnette, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison 
Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Houston, Jenkins, Jones, 
Keitt, Landrum, James M: Leach, Leake, Love, Mallory, 
Maynard, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, 
Nelson, Peyton, Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, William Smith, 
Willam N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Under- 
wood, Vance, Webster, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright 
anol. 

So the report of the committee of conference 
was concurred in. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. WILSON stated that he should have voted 
in the affirmative but for the fact that he had paired 
off with Mr. Lamar, who had been called home 
by sickness in his family. 

Mr. FENTON said he had paired with Mr. 
Jackson, but for which fact he would have voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. STRATTON said he would have voted in 
the affirmative, but for the fact that he had paired 
with Mr. GARTRELL. 

Mr. CURTIS said that, supposing this to be 
the best bill that could be obtained, he would vote 
“ay.” 

Mr. FARNSWORTH said he had paired upon 
all political questions with his collesgue, Mr. Lo- 
can. He did not know how his colleague would 
vote upon this question. It had been remarked 
that he voted in favor of the other bill. He did 
not consider that any evidence that he would vote 
for this. For his own part, he protested against 
it. Under the circumstances, he should decline 
to vote. 

Mr. COBB said that, after a very brief exam- 
ination of the bill and report, he voted in the 
affirmative. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote by‘ 


which the report was agrecd to; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be Jaid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 

Mr. GROW. I know that it is the desire of 
members to see the homestead bill as it has been 
agreed upon by the committee of conference and 
now passed by both Houses, and 1 move that it 
be printed. I hope that there will be no objection, 

There was no objection; and it was ordercd 
accordingly. 

KINKEAD & LIVINGSTON. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 


motion to suspend the rules, to take up the case 


of Kinkead & Livingston. 

The question was put while the House was in 
great confusion; and the Chair declared that the 
noes had it. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Icallforadivision. [Cries of 
Too late!’’] No, it is not too late. This case 
was once before unjustly defeated on the mad-dog 
cry, that it had been passed without anybody 
knowing what was going on. If the merits of the 
case be looked into, it will he found to be a just 
one. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The question has 
been taken, and the result announced; and I make 
the point that it is now too late to call for a 
division. i 

Mr. BRIGGS. Iam willing that the case shall 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
[Cries of “ Agreed °} Then I make that motion. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

COYODE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. GURLEY. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to which was referred a reso- 
lation for the printing of fifty thousand copies of 
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the: reports of. the majority and : minority. of:the 
Covode committee, to report the following reso- 
lution: me eee ae : ee 

Resolved, That there be printed fifty thousand extra 
copies, for the use of the members of the House, of the rex 
ports of the majority and minority of the select committee 
of which Mr. Covons was chairman, appointed under-the 
resolution of the Sth of Mareh-Jast, together with the evis 
dence taken during the investigation. $ TE 

T call the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. A 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. : i 

Mr. JONES: I demand the yeas and nayson 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. `I withdraw the motion: 
to adjourn. 3 

Mr. McQUEEN. I renew it, and demand the 
yeas and nays. ey 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, ~ 

The House refused to adjourn. $ 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
to withdraw his call for the previous question, 
that I may move an amendment to his resolation. 

Mr. GURLEY. 1 withdraw the call for the 
previous question, provided the gentleman will 
renew it, j 

Mr. NELSON. Iwill. I move the following 
as a substitute for the gentleman ’s resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed forthe use of the mem- 
bers uf the House-one hundred thousand copies of the ma» 
jority and minority reports of the select committee, :ap- 
pointed under a resolution of 5th of March last, of which 
Joun Covone is ebairman; one hundred thousand copies 
of the majority and minority reports of the Committee on 
Public Expenditures; and one bundred thousand copiosof 
the majority and minority reports of the Committee on 
Naval Expenditures, together with the evidence taken :be- 
fore each of said committees; and that said reports be 
hound together, 

I call for the previous question on the resolu- 
tion and amendment. 

Mr. JONES. | object to the resolution. 

Mr, BURNETT. 1 rise to a question of order. 
l want to know whether the printing of extra 
copies of the reports referred to in the resolution 
of the gentleman from Tennessee has been referred 
to the Committee on Printing? [hold that it has 
not been; and that therefore the amendment is not 
in order to the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Printing. Iam willing to vote for gen- 
cral legislation that may be brought before us; F 
am willing to vote for the public business that 
may be upon the table or in the hands of the com- 
mittees; but, sir, Jam unwilling’ to sit here and 
suspend the rules for the introduction of all man> 
ner of propositions, I move, therefore, that the 
House do now adjourn; and on that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COX. Who called for the previous ques- 
tion? i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. COX. 1 wish to make a few remarks per- 
sonal to myself in regard to one infamous portion 
of the Covode book. [Cries of ** Object!’’] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ‘ 

The business of the House was disturbed by 
loud talking in all parts of the Hall. 

Mr. HOARD. Icall the Speaker’s attention 
to the second rule, which requires the Speaker.to 
keep order. Ido not make the point as any re- 
flection upon the Chair; but it is impossible for 
any person, however attentive, to know what is 
the question before the House in consequence of 
the confusion in the Hall. I desire the rule to be 
executed, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Itisno fault of the Speaker 
that the House is not in order, but the fault of 
members themselves. 3 

Mr. HOARD. Iagrce with the gentleman. I 
think it is the duty of the Chair to arrest the:bus- 
iness when the House is in confusion. : 
The SPEAKER.. The Chair will enforce the 


i rule. He does not want to arrest any of the mem- 


bers, [laughter;] but that, the House shall break 
up in its present good-humor. no 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 34, nays 118; as follows: 


¥YEAS—Messrs. Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, 
Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Burch, Clopton, Cobb, Curry, 
John G. Davis, Houston, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Leake, 
Maclay, MeQueen, McRae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Nib- 
lack, Pendjeton, Pugh, Reagan, Ruffin, Wiliam “Smith, 
Wiliam N. H. Smith, Staliworth, Stevenson, Thomas, 
Vance, and Wrigit—34. A 
NAYS- Messrs. Charles Fe Adams, Aldrich, Allen, 
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Alley; Willian C. Anderson; Babbitt, Barr, Beale; Francis 
P.Blairs Samuel 'S. Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Brabson, Bray- 
ton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingante, Burnham, Campbell, 
Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Colfax, Corwin, 
€ovode, Cox, Curtis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Dunn, Eliot, 
Ely; Farnsworth, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, 
French, Gilmer, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Harde- 
man, 3- Morrison. Harris, John T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, 
Helinick,’ Hill, Hoard, William Howard, Hutchins, Jen- 
kins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyoa, Killinger, De- 
Witt €C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Mallory, Marston, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Me- 
Kean,. McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Millward, Moor- 
bead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Nixon, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Quarles, 
Rice, Christopher. Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Somes, 
Spaulding, Spinner, William Stewart, Stokes, Tappan, 
Taylor, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwal- 
ader ©, Washburn, Ellin B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Winslow, Woodruff, and 
Woodson—li8. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the vote, 

Mr. BRANCH stated, as he understood there 
would be no public business reddy to-night, he 
would vote in the affirmative. 

_- The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. GARNETT. I rise toa point of order. 
The pepe of the Committee on -Printing is in 
order. I concede that; but I hold that the amend- 
ment of the gcitleman from Tennessee is not in 
order. Jt proposes the printing of extra numbers 
of certain documents, and under the rule that prop- 
osition must go to the Committee on Printing. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cotrax in 
the chair.) The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and rules the amendment out of order. A 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend by substi- 
tuting “one hundred” in the place of “fifty.” 

Mr. GURLEY. I move the previous ques- 
tion, 

Mr, REAGAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out “fifty,” and inserting 
ten? o 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment 
is not in order after the previous question 1s 
called. ; . 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

: ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill of the 
House entitled ‘* An act to repeal the second sec- 
tion and other portions of an act passed June 2, 
1858, entitled "An act to provide for the location 
of certain confirmed private land claims in the 
State of Missouri, and for other purposes.’ ? 


PRINTING DOCUMENTS-——AGAIN, 


Mr.REAGAN. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. i 

The ycas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

_o, Mr, GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to Iny the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GURLEY. I am dirceted, by the Com- 
mittce on Public Printing, to report the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That there be-printed, for the use of the mem- 
bers of the, House, twenty-five thousand extra copies of 
the billand report prepared by the committee on the Pacitie 
railroad, 

IW say that it will cost only five or six cents 
per copy. ‘lmove the previous question. 

Mr. BARKSDALE ‘moved (at half past nine 
o’clock) that the House adjourn, and called for 
the yeas and nays upon the motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON called fortellers upon the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to, 
“The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois, Irise to a question 
of privilege. Some six or cight days ago a prop- 
osition was made in the House by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. SHER- 


MAN,} to allow several gentlemen to print their 
speeches. I objected to the privilege being given 
to them, unless the privilege was afforded me to 
reply to the speech of my colleague, [Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE,] indorsing and sustaining the Republican 
nominee for President, Mr. Lincoln. By the uni- 
yersal consent ofall the members thenin the House, 
I was to have the floor at some subsequent time for 
that purpose. The chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means and all present assented to 
it. Since that time [have labored zealously to be 
recognized by the Speaker. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I call the gentleman from 
Illinois to order. His question is not a question 
of privilege. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I am stating my 
point of order; and I desire to finish my statement, 
with the permission of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
say that, so far as the gentleman has proceeded, 
he has not stated a question of privilege. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I have not get 
through yet, and! hope the Chair will suspend his 
decision until I finish my statement. I was about 
to remark that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means has not afforded me the oppor- 
tunity I expected he would. The point I make is, 
that it having been universally agreed by all the 
members present at the time 

Mr. MAYNARD. I must cal) the gentleman 
from Hlinois to order. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. It having been 
agreed upon, on all hands, that I should have the 
opportunity of replying to the specch of my col- 
league, 1 desire to have that agreement carried 
out, and that that opportunity shall be afforded 
me to-night, to-morrow night, or some time before 
this Congress adjourns. If I can have unanimous 
consent to speak to-morrow night, I will waive 
the privilege now; otherwise, I insist on speaking 
now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the gentleman raises no question of 
privilege. The Chair, however, will put the ques- 
tion to the House whether they will give their 
unanimous consent to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois. [Cries of “ Not? “No!” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I perceive that the 
objection to my replying to my colleague comes 
from the Republican side of the House only. If 
they now deny me the privilege they conceded a 
week ago I should have, and which was assented 
to by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, the only alternative J have is to ask 
the consent of the House to publish my remarks. 
1 should like to deliver them in the House, for I 
have not written them; but, if I can do no better, 
I will print them. 

There being no objection, the permission to 
print was granted, 

[His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS, 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution, merely that it may be referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, ‘Phat one hundred thousand copies of the re- 
ports of the majority and minority of the Committee on 
Public Expenditures, and one hundred thousand copies of 
the reports of the majority and minority of the Committee 
on Naval Expenditures, with the evidence before cach of 
said committees, be printed and bound together for the use 
of the members of the House; but this resolution is not to 
be construed as embracing the reports of the naval investi- 
gating committee made at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to the introduction 
of that resolution; and I hold that a single objec- 
tion will exclude it. Why? Because a resolu- 
tion to be introduced into.this House, although 
it may have to go, under the rules of the House, 
to the Committee on Public Printing, must have 
unanimous consent, except when introduced upon 
the call of the States for resolutions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. If objection be made, 
the gentleman from Tennessee can introduce the 
resolution under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BURNETT. Upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say that this, with 
the resolution which we have already passed for 
printing, will involve an expense of $500,000. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SICKLES. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BURNETT. I renew the motion. It cer- 
tainly is time to adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to suspend the rules. , 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 91, noes 45; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, William ©. 
Anderson, Barr, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Samuel S. 
Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame, Burnham, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Colfax, Co- 
vode, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Dunn, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Foster, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hardeman, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Kenyon, Killinger, James 
M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Mallory, Maynard, 
McPherson, Millward, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Nel- 
son, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Quarles, 
Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, 
Witliam Stewart, Stokes, Thayer, Tompkins, Vance, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Bllihu B. Washburae, Isracl Washburn, Web- 
ster, Wells, and Woodruff —91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bo- 
cock, Bonbam, Branch, Briggs, Burch, Burnett, Horace Pe 
Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, De Jarnette, Florence, Fouke, 
Jobn T. Harris, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Jones, 
Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Maclay, Elbert 8. Martin, 
McQueen, McRae, Millson, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Sickles, Stallworth, 
Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stout, “Thomas, aud Wright 
—45,. 

So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
not voting in favor thercof.) i 

During the vote, 

Mr. BURNETT stated that Mr. Craias, of 
North Carolina, had paired off with Mr. Tappan. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, stated that Mr. 
Crawrorp had paired off with Mr. Tram. 

Mr. FRENCH stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Smirna, of Virginia. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vitginia, stated thate Mr. 
Jenkins had paired off with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Woop. . 

Mr. SHERMAN said: I have been absent this 
evening on a committee of conference; otherwise 
I should have voted in favor of the homestead bill. 

Mr. HALE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Winstow. 

Mr. BINGHAM said: I have been absent this 
evening, engaged upon a committee of conference; 
otherwise, 1 should have voted upon the home- 
stead bill. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I move that 
the rules be suspended, with a view to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 113, making appropriations for the im~ 

rovementof certain harbors and rivers; andnow, 
in order that we may have a full House to vote 
upon that question, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


CIULAUNCEY W. FU LLER. 


Mr. WALTON. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Illinois to give way for one moment. Ide- 
sire the House to agree to an amendment of the 
Senate to a bill of the House reducing a pension 
from seventeen to cight dollars a month. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. As far as I 
am concerned, I am perfectly willing. ` 

No objection being made, the House proceeded 
to the consideration of the Senate amendment to 
the bill of the House No. 395, for the relief of 
Chauncey W. Fuller. 

The Senate amendment, reducing the pension 
from seventeen to eight dollars a month, was 
agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Wasunurne, of 
Illinois, the House (at ten o'clock and fifteen 
minutes, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, June 20, 1860. 
Prayer by the-Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Joyrnal, I understand, 
is a very long one, There was no very important 
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business transacted yesterday, and I cannot see 
any necessity for reading it. I move that it be 
dispensed with. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move, by general consent, 
that the Senate take up and consider the action of 
the House in regard to our amendments to the 
naval bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 500) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861,and the amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto, to which the House 
had disagreed, and the amendment of tite House 
to the sixth amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe the House have 
made no amendments to our amendments. They 
have simply disagreed to our amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is one amend- 
ment made by the House. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope that that will be con- 
sidered; and that then we shall send the bill toa 
conference. 

The Secretary read the action of the House of 
Representatives. 

The House concurred in the sixth amendment 
of the Senate, with an amendment. The sixth 
amendment of the Senate was, to add to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That pursers inthe Navy of the 
United States shall hereafter be styled paymasters, and that 
all laws and regulations applying to them as pursers, and 
allresponsibilities and obligations attaching to them as such, 
shall remain in full force, and continue to apply to them 
under the title of paymasters. ` 

The amendment of the House was to add at the 
end of the Senate amendment: 

And that the payments heretofore made to the purser’s 
elerk at the uavy-yards at Charlestown, New York, and 
Philadelphia, under appropriations made by Congress, at 
the rate of $750 per annum, are hereby confirmed, and that 
the pay of the pursers? clerks at these navy-yards shall be 
continued at the rate of $750 per annuie. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
concurring in the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr.MALLORY. [hopewe shall notconcur in 
that amendment. It isa new appropriation on 
the Navy bill by the House, that was not con- 
sidered in the Senate at all, and was not upon the 
original bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now move to insist on our 
amendments to which the House have disagreed, 
and to ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. MALLORY, 
Mr. Biereg, and Mr. Hamin, were appointed. 


ISAAC 8. SMIMI. 


On motion of Mr. RICE, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the motion submitted by Mr. Puen on 
the 11th instant, to reconsider the vote of the Sen- 
ate referring the bill (H. R. No. 231) for the re- 
lief of Isaac S. Smith, of Syracuse, New York, 
to the Court of Claims; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the Court of Claims be requested to re- 
turn tothe Senate the bill (H. R. No. 231) for the relief of 
Isaac S. Smith, of Syracuse, New York, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to that court by an order of the 
Senate of the 8th of June. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the heirs of Charles Webber have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers. 
On motion of Mr. LATHAM, it was 
‘Ordered, That George W. Torrence have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 395) for the relief 
of Chauncey W. Fuller. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
of the House had signedsthe following enrolled 
bills; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 307) to repeal the second section 
and other portions of an act passed the 2d day of 


| June, 1858, entitled “An act to provide for the 


location of certain confirmed private land claims 
in the State of Missouri, and for other purposes;”” 
A bill (H. R. No. 305) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 
30th June, 1861; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 395) for the relief of Chaun- 
coy W. Fuller. 4 


HOCKADAY & LIGGIT. 


Mr. WIGFALL. I move to take up the bill 
(H. R. No. 513) for the relief of Hockaday & 


| Liggit. 


Mr. YULEE. I think it would hardly be ad- 
visable to take up this bill. Itisa bill the merits 
of which are controverted, and which has given 
occasion to a double report from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads—a major- 
ity and. a minority report. It is a case which 
will require considerable discussion; and F doubt 
whether it will be advisable to employ the time 
of the Senate at this stage of the session upon a 
controverted private bill. ` 

Mr. WIGFALL. I believe the bill is already 
taken up. 

Mr. YULEE. Oh, no. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Then if it is not, I have 
simply a word to say, and that is, that itis either 
right or wrong. If the porties are suffering wrong, 
justice ought now to be done. If they are not, 
there certainly can be no reasonable objection for 
ascertaining the fact. I hope the bill may be 
taken up, and: we can hear the statements on both 
sides. It will take but very little time. 

Mr. YULEE. I agree that there is a right or 
wrong in the case; and so is there right or wrong 
in every case of every private bill on the Calen- 
dar, and, by the same rule, we should take up the 
whole Calendar. But it docs not seem to me ad- 
visable to single out from that Calendar a bill 
which must necessarily require considerable dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. GREEN. This is acasc of peculiar hard- 
ship. It ought to be determined; and if it is not 
determined the party will be a corpse in Jess than 
six weeks. I express my honest sentiment in it. 
Nobody dissents from it but the Senator from 
Florida. I know he intends to contest it. Tam 
willing to hear his objection, and I am willing 
for the Senate to determine whether he is right, 
or whether the balance of the committee and the 
balance of the Senate are right. Itisa House bill, 
and passed unanimously in that body. It is a 
case of extreme hardship, and I do hope the Sen- 
ate will take it up and Jet us hear the Senator 
from Florida, and then vote upon it after we have 
heard him. 

Mr. BROWN. I concur fully with what the 
Senator from Missouri says. This is a case of 
great hardship. This old man isliterally broken 
up and ruined unless his bill passes. That he 
has a just claim for something against the Gov- 
ernment, I suppose even the Senator from Flor- 
ida will not dispute. I hope it will be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 513) for the rclief of Hock- 
aday & Liggit. It directs that the sum of $59,576 
be allowed to Hockaday & Liggit, in full pay- 
ment for damages sustained by them in reduction 
of pay for carrying the mails on route No. 8911; 
and that that amount be paid to William Liggit, 
for and on account of Hockaday & Liggit, and 
for their benefit. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there any report in this 
case? Iam told itinvolves a principle that may 
cost us a great deal; and we ought to settle this 
with deliberation, at any rate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
ascertain if there is a report in the case. 

Mr. YULEE. There is a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a report, 
as the Sceretary informs the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. There was an amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to that bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no amend 
ment to the bill, as the Secretary informs the 
Chair. 

Mr. HALE. There was an amendment re- 

orted; and if there is none there, I move it now, 
that the sum of $59,576 be stricken out, and $40,000 
inserted, That was the report of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wil 
treat that as an amendment from the committee: 

Mr. HALE. That was what they reported: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Docs the Senator 
from Virginia ask for the reading of the report? 

Mr. HUNTER. If itis a long report, I ‘will 
not weary the Senate with the reading of it, if some 
gentleman will state the principle upon which we 
are to pay this claim. ops 

Mr. WIGFALL. The Senator from Missouri 
can state It. x 

Mr. POLK. This wasone of the cases in which 
the Postmaster General curtailed the mail service. 
These gentlemen, or rather John M. Hockaday, 
was contractor gn route 8911, for carrying the 
mail from St. J&eph, in Missouri, to Salt Lake 
City, inthe Territory of Utah. He was to carry 
it, I think, for about two years and seven months, 
at the rate of $190,000 a year, for one trip a week, 
the schedule time, I think, twenty-two days; ‘and 
if the schedule.time should be reduced to twenty 
days, then for $220,060; and if to eighteen days, 
for $225,000. Shortly after the contract was made 
with him, Mr. Liggit became a full and legal 
partner in the contract. They went on to stock 
the route. The route was one that had beenun- 
der contract before, and in every instance there 
had been a failure to perform the service; the ser- ` 
vice before that not being oftener than monthly. 
They. stocked the route, and it required to stock 
it the establishment of some twenty-eight sta- 
tions. It required a large number of coaches. It 
required upwards of five hundred mules. It re~ 
gud forage for these mules on the whole line— 

mean the mules for the coaches—besides those 
that were incidentally necessary; and then it re- 
quired, in addition to that, all the hands that were- 
necessary to manage the mules, the coaches, and 
the harness, and ten thousand other things that I 
will not go into. All this had to be taken over 
this wildnerness country, and they were to do it 
all in the short time of less than a month. They 
did it, however. They stocked the route, and 
they went on to perform the service, and received 
a commendatory letter from the Postmaster Gen- 
cral, in which he stated, in the, highest possible 
terms of encomium, that the service was per- 
formed to the entire satisfaction of the Depart- 
ment; and that is the first time in the history of 
this mail in which it had been so done. 

The Post Office appropriation bill failed at the 
last Congress. ‘These gentlemen had to advance 
heavily in the stocking of this road. They say 
—and they have proved, I think, satisfactorily— 
that the expense to them was $394,000, ‘When 
this Post Office bill failed, it shook their credit; 
but they had good friends to sustain them. They 
were men of very tolerable means themselves. ‘I 
know Mr. Ligeit was, for he was a farmer in 
good circumstances, near Independence, Jackson 
county, Missouri. They were able to stand the 
shock to their credit by the failure of the Post 
Office appropriation bill. They were compelled, 
as many others were, to sell paper on the Gov- 
ernment at about fifteen per cent. or more dis- 
count. They lost some fifteen thousand dollars 
in that way. In April they were notified that the 
Postmaster Gencral had under contemplation the 
reduction of the service on that route. Mr. Hock- 
aday immediately wrote a letter protesting against 
it, in which he stated his immense expenditure, 
and the inevitable result that would be to him— 
ruin—if that was carried into effect. The letter 
of expostulation is here. 1t is long and full. He 
also states what would be his loss. I recollect 
one instance, in which he states that his mules 
onthe route, which were the only things he could 
take to market, had cost him $117,000, and if he 
had to take them to market, they would not yield 
one third of that amount. 

"The Second Assistant Postmaster Generalasked 
him to bid on the route, but he declined to bid on 
the route, because he held the contract, and stood 
on his contract. He maintained his contract. 
They, however, notified him that they would re- 
duce the service. They did reduce the service; 
and he protested against that reduction all the way 
through. After the redaction was made, he pro- 
tested. In his first protest he stated that thé mail 
that he was compelled to carry filled: one mail 
stage every trip, that there was just a load for 
every trip, and if they reduced it from weekly to 
semi-monthly he would be under the necessity of 
doubling ail his teams; and instead-of starting 
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with one. coach and six mules, he would have to 
take'two.coaches and twelve mules, and have to 
double his hands, his harness, and his whole 
equipnient.on the entire length ofthe route. The 
reduction was made. He wention and attempted 
to perform his contract. He said to them he could 
not reduce, thatit was cheaper to him 

Mr. COLLAMER. How much did that reduce 
the pay? — 

Mr. POLK. Sixty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. COLLAMER. . What proportion was 
that? =i: 

. Mr. POLK. The. proportion. would be less 
thani thë pro rata for the number of trips, because 
it divided off the trips for half the pay; but that 
reduction was made when, asis ABundantly shown 
in this case, there was no reduction of the amount 
to be carried at all, and no reduction of the ex- 
pense. . The expense was just as great. Shortly 
after this he found out, when this was done, that 
his credit was utterly destroyed, and he was com- 
pelled to sell out. 

Mr. YULEE. Now, Mr. President, I will 
make a brief statement of the other side. If it 
had been. possible at. this period of the session 
that the Senate could bear with the reading of the 
report, which I felt it my duty to make in this 
case, it would perhaps, by all means, be the best 
presentation of the facts. 1 will endeavor, how- 
ever, very briefly to present the points belonging 
to this case, 

A contract was in existence for service once a 
month, in coaches, between St. Joseph and Utah, 
for, I believe, the sum of $32,009, or thereabouts. 
When the civil agitations commenced in Utah, 
and an army was being marched there, and it was 
supposed that there might Le conflict of arms, the 
Postmaster General, Mr. Brown, it appears, pre- 
suming that more frequent service might be re- 
quired, at the instance of Mr. Hockaday, for he 
appears by his letter to have been an applicant 
for the service-— 

Mr. POLK. No more than any other con- 
tractor. 

Mr, YULEE. Very well. suppose the same 
as all persons desirous of getting employment, 
There was no invitation of bids. The Postmas- 
ter General annulled. this contract of $32,000 for 
once.a. month service, and gave the contract for 
$190,000 for a weekly service to this new party. 

Mr. POLK, If the Scnator will allow me, was 
not the contract he speaks of as being annulled 
annulled because the contract had not been per- 
formed by the contractor? 

Mr. YULEE. 1 do not so understand. 

Mr. POLK. I do, distinctly. 

Mr. YULGE. That may have been the ground 
on which it was placed by the Department, that 
the service was not very well performed. How- 
ever that may be, it was.a regular contract, and 
the performance.could have beenenforced. It was, 
as stated in the report, evidently in contemplation 
of the parties, when this contract was mado, that 
the public necessities might at some future time 
cease to require the frequency of service then con- 
templated. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether he means to be understood that a 


contract existed on this route for some thirty | 


thoasand dollars was vacated, and that it was 
given out to these parties for $190,000 without any 
advertisement? 

Mr. YULEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. By what law? 

Mr. YULEE. That Ido notknow. That does 
not belong to this case. So it was thought; and 
the contract. contained tho usual clause, expressly 
authorizing the Postmaster General, whenever, 
in his opinion, for any cause, the public necessi- 
tics might require it, to curtail or to discontinue 
the service, paying, as damage, one month’s com- 
pensation. In this case there seems to have been 
extraordinary care upon this point; for, besides 
this general clause, there was another special pro- 
vision introduced, which provided that if the state 
of affairs should render unnecessary such frequent 
service, the contract might be reduced to twice a 
month by the Post Office Department. Itappears 
the present Postmaster General, upon investiga- 
ting the condition of the service, found here a 
contract which expressly, by one of its terms, 
contemplated a reduction to twice. a month, in 
case the public necessities in Utah did not require 
more frequent communication. He addressed 
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himself to the War. Department. He sends a 
correspondence here with the Secretary of War, 
showing that the Secretary of War communicated 
to him the fact that more than twice a month’s 
service was not necessary for the public service, 
so far as the military department was concerned. 
Here, then, had arisen the case contemplated in 
the contract. The Postmaster General might, 
upon the general clause, have curtailed; but here, 
after taking the pains to satisfy himself that the 
case especially contemplated in the contract had 
arisen, when the frequency of communication 
which it was supposed might be necessary and 
desirable for the War Department ceased to be 
necessary, it was reduced; and what then? If he 
had applied the strict regulation of the Depart- 
ment, these parties would have received, for the 
semi-monthly service to which they were reduced, 
less than ninety thousand dollars, I believe. Fn- 
stead of that, in consideration of their represent- 
ations of the injury and damage that would result 
to them, he gave them $125,000; giving them about 
thirty-seven thousand five hundred dollars a year, 
as he states, more than by the ordinary rule of the 
Department would have been given to them. 

But gentlemen say, although the compensation 
and frequency of the trips was reduced, theamount 
of service was not reduced. I mect that with the 
distinct allegation thatif it was not reduced, these 
parties suffer no damage; but that it was, in fact, 
reduced; and [sustain this allegation in this wise: 
itis in proof before the committee, and it was not 
in proof before the House, that before the date 
when the service was to be reduced, these parties 
had sold out to new partics in knowledge of the 
fact that it had been so reduced, and before the 
period for its reduction arrived, and had received 
full compensation, at least were entitled to receive 
full compensation, for their whole outfit, and a 
bonus of $50,000 besides, for the transfer of the 
contract. They did weekly service, and received 
full pay for it during the whole time they held the 
coutract, and before the period for reduction had 
arrived they had sold outand transferred their in- 
terest; and not only sold outand transferred their 
interest, but transferred all claim upon the Gov- 
ernment and upon Congress for any compensa- 
tion to these new parties. 

Nor is it true that the amount of service was 
increased; for there is on file with these papers a 
letter from the Department expressly stating the 
fact, as the late Postmaster General, [Mr. Cor- 
LAMER,] who now graces this body, and who is 
listening to me, will know to be so, that the con- 
tract having provided for the conveyance of the 
mail in a four-horse coach, if the Department re- 
duced the number of trips, and they carried them 
but once a month or twice a month, they were 
only bound to take in their four-horse coach what 
could be properly carried in that coach; and if 
there was any cxtra mail it was for the Depart- 
ment to provide the means of conveying it, which 
they would do cither by allowing an cxtra com- 
pensation to the contractor for taking it, or in 
some other way forwarding it. It is not true, 
therefore, that any occasion grew out of that re- 
duction to increase stock, or to require the in- 
crease of stock; and if it were true, the single fact 
that they had sold and transferred their whole 
contract with the Government to another party 
for a bonus of $50,000, after the reduction and 
before the commencementof the reduced service, 
was evidence cnough that no damage had been 
done them. 

But, without regard to any of its equities, I 
rest the case simply and singly upon this ground, 


and I say it is not safe for the Department to de- į 


part from it: the Government had entered into a 


contract with these parties; undoubtedly the con- | 


ditions of that contract entered into the price at 


which the contract was taken; and when the | 


Government agreed to pay them $190,000 for this 
service, that price included a consideration for all 
the conditions attending the contract by which 
damage might result to the partics; and among 
them was the reduction of the service, Express 
provision was made for that reduction; and the 
damage which the Government should pay was 


i assessed in that contract, was agreed upon, and 


was paid by the Government, to wit: one month’s 
additional pay upon the reduced service. That 
was an assessment of the damage which the Gov- 
ernment was to poy. It was paid by the Gov- 
ernment, and their dut 


y was discharged, Isay ii 


it is unsafe for us to depart from the principle 
of the obligatian of contracts; but whenever we 
commence it, there can be no end to it. It is just 
and right that the Government should require 
from those who engage in it a submission to the 
conditions of the contract, while they should per- 
form fully on their part all its obligations. Now, 
I say, not only did the Government exercise its 
right in making this reduction, but it exercised 
it with consideration and with clemency. They 
not only paid the assessed damage, but they 
gave to these parties, the almost single instance 


iin the Government for many years past—lI be- 


lieve there have heen but one or two—they gave 
them much beyond the pro rata reduction which 
was usual, which had become the established 
practice and rule in the Government, and which 
was known to all contractors. They did not en- 
force it harshly on these gentlemen, but they 
invited them to suggest what would be the proper 
consideration; and it was only after they failed 
and refused to do so, that they were obliged to 
settle it for themselves. ; 
Now, if nothing had been allowed by the Post 
Office Department, they might have a case upon 
which appeal might be made; but that is not the 
case. ‘hey come here and claim damages upon 
a ground which I have shown does not exist in 
fact. But what is there besides? While they 
claim—and the House has allowed them—the 
amount curtailed for the service from the time 
when the reduction was made to the Ist of July, 
I believe, or somewhere thereabouts, the party to 
whom they had transferred the coutract before the 
period for reduction had arrived, and from whom 
they had reecived a bonus of $50,000 for that con- 
tract, tell us,in a letter which is with these papers, 
that they claim the double pay—claim the addi- 
tional pay for the curtailed service. They say that 
they have performed weekly service, and that they 
are entitled to the additional pay from Govern- 
ment; and these parties fall back, then, upon the 
ground of damage. Damage for what? Certainly 
itis not a proper case of damage when itis a 
damage, if a damage at all, which resulted only 
from the enforcement by the Government of a 


| condition in a contract which they had entered 


voluntarily upon. That was no damage; but the 
fact that no real damage from the action of the 
Department is proven by the very fact to which I 
have adverted—which appears by the contract on 
file with these papers, obtained from one of the 
parties to the contract—that they received after this 
reduction a bonus of $50,000 for the transfer of 
the contract, and never did themselves perform 
the reduced service, but received full pay up to 
the end of the time. 

Tam unwilling, Mr. President, to detain the 
Senate with any prolonged discussion of this mat- 
ter. [think it is enough that we rest upon the 
question of the contract; butif we go beyond that, 
and look to the equity of the case, there is enough 
among the papers to show that it is impossible 
there could have been any loss; for upon a fair 
calculation that I have made of the cost of estab- 
lishing the service, and of running it forthe year 
for which they did run it, based upon evidence 
derived from the statementof Mr. Hockaday him- 
self, existing in the Department, 1 show that the 
amount received from the partics to whom they 
sold, and the amount received from the Govern- 
ment, after paying the whole cost of establishing 
the service and running it for a year, ought to 
have left them from one to two hundred thousand 
dollars profit. 

But there is another fact which must be taken 
into consideration. This bill will male no dis- 
charge of the Government from Mr. Hockaday, 
if he has a right claim, or from the new contract- 
ors,atall, Why: ft isa bil for the relief of 


Hockaday & Liggit; and who is Liggit? He is 
a party unknown to the Government. He has 


never been recognized as a contractor. Whatever 
may be the private arrangement between Mr. 
Hockaday and Mr. Liggit, Mr. Liggit, as to the 
Government, is unknown; and if anything is paid 
Mr. Liggit, as this bill directs should be done to 
Mr. Liggit, he is paid at the risk of the Govern- 
ment, and dependent altogether upon the pleasure 
of Mr. Hockaday to recognize him. 

But more than that:"itso happens that we have 
on file a recognized and authentic copy of a con- 
tract by which Hockaday & Liggit transferred to 
Russell, Jones, & Co. all claims upon the Govern- 
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ment, as well as the contract. “Now, in the face 
of that fact, although Mr. Russell says he does 
not claim in the.form. which they claim, he docs 
say he claims for precisely what the House agrees 
to allow, and then the difference between the full 
contract price and. the curtailed price, upon the 
idea that it had cost them.as much to do the cur- 
tailed service asthe other. Russell says he claims 
for that, and that claim is known to us, and is 
pence before us; and if the provision which the 

ouse has sent us in the appropriation bill for 
1860 passes, Mr. Russell is entitled to receive that 
compensation; and thus we shall have paid double 
to these parties, once to Hockaday & Liggit, and 
another time to Russell, for the same thing. That 
isthestateofthecase. I think Lhavesaid enough to 
show to the Senate thatit isa case which deserves 
their investigation; for | tell gentlemen there is 
no ground upon which this can be allowed, except 
that we will go behind the contract and look into 


the equities, and pay damages for exercising the | 


privilege of curtailment where the privilege was 
provided; and that if we allow it in this casc, we 
must allow it in every other, from the beginning 
of the Government down to this time. 

Gentlemen say that the damage for which they 
claim resulted from the failure of the appropria- 
tion bill. I meet them upon that point by refer- 
_ ring the Senate to the memorial of the parties, in 
which they expressly negative that as a ground 
of claim to us; and, apparently in order to 
strengthen their assertion, they say that the cause 
of their injury was solely due to the curtailment. 
Now, that it could not be due to the curtailment, 
I have shown, by the two facts, that they sold the 
contract for a bonus, after the reduction, of $50,000; 
and by the other fact that the Department states, 
in a letter, what every contractor knows, that if 
the number of trips is reduced, the contractor is 
not bound to take any more than the description 
of service he has contracted for can conveniently 
convey. That is the ground upon which I con- 
sider it my duty to oppose this bill, 

Now, sir, I wish to say a word further, which 
does not belong to the case, but which belongs to 
my friends, who are so much interested in this 
bill. I know their feelings are very much inter- 
ested in it by the character and personal merits 
of the individual who is here claiming; I know 
they feel somewhat excited towards me for the 
opposition that I make to this case; but I felt it 
to be my duty, a public duty, acting as a member 
of the committee to which this matter has been 
intrusted, to call the attention of the Senate to the 
principle involved in the case, and to the facts con- 
nected with it, in order that, if it docs pass, we 
may know what we are passing, and what prin- 
ciple of legislation we are establishing for the fu- 
ture. Idoit, ofcourse, withoutany personal feeling 
at all in the matter, but purely with the purpose 
of calling the attention of the Senate to the sub- 
ject, in order that they may pass upon it under- 
standingly; and, having done so, Lam perfectly 
satisfied, and perfectly willing that it shallgive 
all that is asked for, if they can properly do it. 


Mr. POLK. Mr. President, I feel no sort of |} 


excitement towards the Senator from Florida; but 
I feel that, in resisting this claim, he has been 
doing what he thinks to be his duty; and there- 
fore I have no objection to make to itat all. I 
wish to say that, while the Senator from Florida 
thinks the exercise of this curtailing power—that 
is what it is—governmental power, in the hands 
of the Postmaster General, was kindly and ten- 
derly exercised, there are others who think it was 
most hardly enforced. I have before me the affi- 
davit of Mr. R. H. Porter, as respectable a gen- 
tleman as can be found, and who lives in the same 
county with Mr. Liggit, and Who knows Liggit 
and the public sentiment there, and he says: 


«Every one at all conversant with the matter, in Mis- į 


souri, thinks these contractors have been cruelly treated 
by their Government; and affiant entertains no doubt the 
estimate of $60,000 will not cover their loss from the causes 
referred to.” 


Mr. YULEE. I ask my friend if the cruel 
treatment was not the simple curtailment, not the 
manner in which itwasdone? Mr. Porter knew 
nothing about that. 

Mr. POLK. Of course; for I have no doubt 
it was done in as honeyed words as it could be 
done, and just as kindly, so far as that is con- 
cerned, as could be; like the sharp knife that took 
a man’s head off almost before he knew he was 


just as much as it was before. 


touched; but the misfortune was, the head fell 
over the block. There is the difficulty, and the 
kind words do not lessen the force of the blow. 

New, Mr. President, the Senator has said there 
was no loss to these parties, because they sold the 
contract before the curtailment actually took place. 
The fact was, that they were notified early in 
May that the contract was to be curtailed; but the 
curtailment was not to commence until the ist of 
July; but in the early part of May, they found 
themselves utterly incapacitated to carry on the 
contract—utterly ruined—and were compelled to 
sell at as greata sacrifice as they would have been 
compelled to sell at if the sale had taken place 
after the Ist of July. Therefore, I am sorry to 
say, it seems to me that if the attempt is not so— 
I do not blieve itis—the result is to make a false, 
fallacious,and deceptive impression on the minds 
of the Senate on that point. 

The Senator denies that the curtailing service 
left the amount of mail matter to be carried 
He says there 
isa letter from the Postmaster General’s Office 
to the effect that the curtailing of service does not 
compel the party to carry more than the amount 


of mail matter his coaches will be able to trans- | 


ort. No such letter as that was sent to Mr. 
Hockaday, when he protested against the reduc- 
tion. When he protested against the curtailment, 
it was not said to him, “run a coach once in two 
weeks, and take what you can.” If that had been 
the case, it would have been undoubtedly differ- 
ent; but they left him to his contract as it was, 
Let any Senator look at the contract. Í say the 
contract leaves him to carry the whole mail mat- 
ter; and in that bid, to which I shall have ocea- 
sion to refer the Senate by and by again, when he 
bids for six hundred pounds service, (1 ought to 
say here, in justice to him, that this wasin June, 
1857,) the cstimate is furnished for six hundred 
pounds service, at some sixty-two thousand dol- 


j lars a year; but when he bids for the whole mail 
! matter, it is $145,000. 


Itis more than double; 
and yet the Senator says it is not true that, after 


‘the curtailment, he was compelled to carry the 


whole amountof mail matter that has accumulated 
there, 

Mr. YULEE. Certainly. 

Mr. POLK. Iamsorry that is said, Mr. Pres- 
ident, for it looks like double-dealing on the part 
of this Department; for when Mr. Hockaday 
wrote his first protest, and insisted upon thatas the 
main ground of injury to him, and they responded 
to him, they made no such response as is now 
made by this Department, after this matter comes 
before them. 

Mr. YULEE. 


known to the contractors. 


It was a matter of regulation 
It is a rule governing 


| the practice of the Department. 


Mr. POLK. 1 hope the Senator will not inter- 
rupt me too often. 

Mr. YULEE. Certainly not. 

Mr.POLK. Wehave not enough time anyhow. 
But what I have to say in answer is this: when he 
wrote that protest, and rade it one of the special 
grounds of complaint, in their response to him 
they never once undertook to correct that impres- 
sion. They could not correct it. The contract 
called for it, and their regulations could not inter- 
fere with the contract. Heunderstood hiscontract, 
and acted on his contract; and when he insisted on 
his contract, they did not tell him he might ran 
only once in two weeks, and carry as much as 
might be convenicnt. 

Then it is said that there has been a transfer of 
the rights of these parties to Messrs. Russell 
& Co.,and that the House have given them just 
what Russell & Co. claim. 
have nothing to do here with the basis of es- 
timate on which the ouse put this matter. I 
will grant that the House put it on a wrong bot- 
tom. They put iton this bottom: that the Gov- 
ernment should pay back to Hockaday & Liggit 
what the Government had gained by this outrage 
upon them. But that is not the true ground. 1f 


the Government did not gain a cent; if the Gov- į 


ernment did them a wrong, the Governmentought 
to repair and indemnify them for that wrong. 
The House made that mistake. Ladmitthat. But 


| £ deny that there is any transfer by this contract 
Í by Hockaday & Liggit to Mr. Russell, of any 


claim for damages in this case, and for the claim 
that they make here. In the first place, the phrase 
in the contract of sale—I dislike to take up the 


Mr. President, we | 
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time of the Senate. by.referring. to these things, 
but perhaps I ought todo it—is-this: Mr. Russell 
wished to get the right to come before Congress 
for additional compensation for carrying this mail 
for once a week; for he knew very well he would 
have to carry it once a week; and he did carry it. 
onee a week. He knew it. was: less-expensivetoe 
carry it once a week, and he did.so.carry it, and: 
in his contract, in order to get the services. of Mr. 
Hockaday, it is provided: ‘ fee 

“And the said John M. Hockaday further agrees to give 
his personal aid and influence to secure the interests of- 
Jones, Russel! & Co. before Congress for an. increased 
compensation for carrying said mail, so far as he can with 
convenience to bis own business interests. ‘The said Jones, 
Russell & Co. agree to pay lim a liberal compensation 
therefor in case of suecess.’? 

Now, I say this is what Russell & Co. were 
contracting to get from J. M. Hockaday. And 
then itis added: : 

“It is expressly understood that the said J. M. Hocka~ 
day and J. M. Wockaday & Co. sell, assign, and set over. 
with said contract, ali claim or claimsin behalf of the same, 
before Congress or the Department.” 

“In behalf of the contract.” It was not. for 
the injury they had received, by being crushed 
down in taking away this contract from them 
that they sell to Russell & Co.; but they say to 
Russell & Co. that any claim that can be made, 
and the fruit of any claim that can be made, for 
carrying this mail weekly, notwithstanding the 
reduction from once a week to twice a month, 
they are willing they should have, and they would 
exercise their utmost influence for the purpose of 
getting that for them, so far as they could exer- 
cise that influence. In accordance. with that 
agreement, we have a letter from Mr. Russell, in 
which he distinetly states that he makes no claim 
upon Congress for the matter that he understands 
these parties claim for; that is, for the jnjury that 
has been done, and damage consequent upon it 
by this, as I think, unlawful violation of the con- 
tract—l may say a word about that before I con- 
elude—but only for the increased compensation. 
That is all he claims. And, sir, allow me to sa 
that I would carefully add the Senatoy’s amend- 
ment to the House bill; and he has framed that 
| amendment, and the House bill itself is so framed, 
that the benefit of it goes to the contractor, and 
not to the assignee of the contractor. Jones, Rus- 
sell & Co., who are the assignees of Hockaday & 
Liggit, make no claim to that. 

Then il is said by the Senator from Florida that 
for this inference the contract stipulates there 
shall be a month’s pay; and in his report he says 
that the contractors have received it by their as- 
signees. 

But, Mr. President, it has been suggested to me 
that the time is nearly out. Iwill not take up 
more of the time of the Senate in explaining this 
matter, I wish a vote on it this morning; but I 
am satisfied that the grounds on which the Sena- 
tor puts it are not the true grounds. He refers 
to the returns of this contract. Im the first place, 
I think itis a poor business for Congress to say, 
in a ease like this, which is intended to put all 
the power in the hands of the Government, that 
if the Government, ina contingency that was not 
contemplated when the contract was made, shall 
i interfere to crush a man to the ground and ruin 
i him, they shall not give him redress, because the 
contract was so broadly drawn as to cover his 
case, and leave him without strict legal remedy; 
but when you come to apply his argument, itdoes 
not apply here at all; for this contract does not 
say that the Postmaster Gencral is the arbiter to 
determine whether this exigency has arisen upon 
i which the contract shall be interfered with at all. 
This correspondence shows that when Mr. Hoek- 
aday is notified that they had made this curtail- 
ment, he said: ** You have no right to doit, and 
cannot do it without consulting me; Lhave some- 
thing to say on this subject, as wellas you.”” He 
contests the point right there. 

Then the Senator says this contract was drawn 
with special reference to the condition of things 
in Utah. Itis so drawn. lt is unfortunately the 
fact; it was an oversight on the part of the Post- 
master Gencral, or the party who drew the con- 
tract, no doubt; but the factis so, that $190,000 is 
stipulated as the price to be paid, even though it 
| may be reduced. That is, perhaps, by filling a 
blank; but it was so drawn, 

Now, I have one word to say about the bonus 


iof which the Senator speaks. In thia case, the 
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otitlays. were $394,000,-and ‘it is shown that all 
they got was $144,000. That is every ‘dollar they 
gotin-the sale of the contract. for a bonus or any- 
thing else.‘ ‘The question is, how much they got? 
They got $144,000 for what cost them $394,000; 
and ‘then they got the compensation that was 
päid-by the Department, which reduced their loss 
downto something over fifty thousand dollars— 
very nearly’sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. President, I will. not take up the time of 
the. Senate any longer, if we.can- have a vote on 

this case. .E know this thinghas been put off for 
along time. Lhave-not been willing to call it up, 
except fora whole morning hour; and if Senators 
are disposed to occupy. time, they can kill Liggit 
by-speaking, as many a man has been killed. I 
hope he will ñot be. ` 
Mr. YULEE. Ishall not kill him by speaking. 
J have done enough to call the attention of the 
Senate te the subject; and there are more facts 
than are before the Senate. I wish only to say 
that there is: no evidence of the expenditure of 
$394,000, and that, on the contrary, I think I 
show, in thé report which I made, that it was im- 
possible any such sum could have been spent with 
any sort’ of discretion. 
‘My. POLK. Lam very sorry we have not time 
to go into that subject. 
“My. GREEN. Í think the evidence shows ex- 
actly the contrary; but I ask the vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

“The amendment was ageed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended ; 
and the amendment was concurred in and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 


time. It was read the third time. 
Mr. YULEL. [ask for the yeas and nayson 


the passage of the bill. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My attention has not 
been turned at all to the case. I do not under- 
stand it; and, unless it is necessary therefore, I 
will not vote. 

“The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resultcd-—yeas 28, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. suds Bigler, Bingham, Brown, 
Cameron, Chesnut, Dixon, Doolittle, Fiteh, Foot, Green, 
Hate, Hemphill, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Rice, Sebastian, Simmons, 
Sumner, Wade, Wigtall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Bragg, Clark, Davis, Foster, Harlan, 


SR? 


Pearec, Seward, Thomson, Trumbull, and Yalee—10. 
So the bill was passed. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


. Mr. TOOMBS. The committee of conference 
on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses on the 
bill making’ appropriations for sundry civil eX- 
enses of the Governnient for the year ending the 
Both of June, 1861, have had the same under con- 
sideration, antl have agreed upon all the amend- 
ments except one, and that was the amendment. 
by the Senate to the bill appropriating $300,000 
to the New Orleans custom-house and to pay for 
materials for that building. The House have 
amended thatamendment by appropriating $5,000 
for taking care of it, and $25,000 for paying for 
materials, but are opposed to so much of the ap- 
prepriation as proposes a continuance of the work 
at this time. We have agreed'upon all other ques- 
tions; and the Committee desire the instructions 
of the Senate whether the Senate will insist or 
recede from its amendment. Iam in favor of it 
myself; and 1 will make the motion cither way, 
or anyother gentleman can. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I voted for this amend- 
ment, and I do not know but that it would be 
proper enough for me to make the motion, 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. 


and decidedly in favor of it, but have become sat- 
isfied that it is quite useless to attempt to agree 
upon the subject with the committee of confer- | 
ence of the Flouse; and itis very doubtfal whether 
it could be carried through the House. I there- 
fore make the motion that the Senate recede, and | 
concur in the action of the House. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. [tis moved that | 
the Senate recede from its amendment to the bill | 
of the House, in relation to the New Orleans cus- 


t 
| 
tom-house. x i 


T voted for the amend- || 
mentappropriating this sum,and am very strongly | 


Mr. BRIGHT. In theabsence of both the Sen- 
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ators from Louisiana, it is proper to state that it 
is tem years since the custom-house at New Or- 
leans was commenced, and it is still inan uncov- 
ered condition. It is in a state of dilapiddfion. 
The ground was given originally by private indi- 
viduals, on the consideration that the Government 
would come forwardand make this improvement. 
The land is estimated at something like a million 
dollars. Good faith towards private individuals, 
who have contributed to the erection of this build- 
ing, requires that itshould be completed. I think 
there is great propriety in the Senate insisting on 
its amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questifn is on 
the motion to recede. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of twelve 


o’clock having arrived, the Chair calls up the un- 
finished business of yesterday, being the Post 
Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Powe] to re- 
consider the vote by which House bill No. 338, 
to provide for the payment of outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, to authorize a loan, to regylate and 
fix the duties on imports, and for other purposes, 
was postponed until the second Monday of De- 
cember next. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope that will not be done. 
It must be perfectly well known to the Senate, 
and every member of the Senate, that it is entirely 
impossible there can be action upon the tariff | 
question at this session; and it must also be 
known to the Senate that itis indispensable that the 
appropriation bills should be disposed of. I trust 
that the Senate will permit this Post Office bill, 
which is now before the body, and which is in a 
condition to be voted upon directly, to be pro- 
ceeded with, and when that is disposed of, if the 
Senator desires to make his motion, I for one shall 
not be in his way. But this bill is now under 
way; we have discussed it; we are about ready 
for a vote upon it; and in a very few minutes it į 
can be disposed of. X hope the Senate will not 
postpone it. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


I shall not detain the Senate 
this morning. It is useless to discuss this ques- 
tion. It is perfectly understood. E say to my 
friend from Florida J can see no more becoming 
oecasion than the present on which to submit this | 
motion. At this stage of the session it will be 
quite impossible, I presume, to get in my motion 
without interfering with some appropriation bill 
or other; and I prefer to have the question settled 
now. Lhope sincerely that the Senate will take 
this question up with a view of considering it de- 
liberately, and modifying the tariff laws. I do 
not desire any Scnator to vote for the reconsider- 
ation with any other view. The Senator from 
Florida argues the want of time, I havc answered 
that over and over again; that is a question that 
is within our reach entirely. We can have time 
or not, just as we please; and Ido not feel at Ilib- 
erty, under the pressure of sentiment from my 
State, to recognize the plea of time. This flimsy 
resolution we can dispose of in an hour, and take | 
as mach time as we please. Convinced, asl am, | 
that the exigencies of the country require us to j 
take that time and perform that duty, I have | 
made this motion, and I hope it may prevail. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison |! 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
postpone all prior orders, with a view to take up 
the motion to reconsider the vote postponing the 
tariff bill. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDEN. The question now 
is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which | 
the bill (Hi. R. No. 338) to provide for the pay- 
ment of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize 
a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes, was postponed until De- | 
cember next. 

Mr. BIGLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

hir. WILSON. “Mr. President, I shall vote |i 

i 


against the reconsideration, unless there is to be ; 
an understanding upon this question. If the time į 
of Monday next, fixed for adjournment, is ex- i 
tended one week, two weeks, three weeks, or four |} 
weeks, I am ready, and notonly ready, but willing, 


re 


to vote for a reconsideration, and devote our time 
exclusively to the consideration of the revision of 
the tariff, I think that we ought to do so. But, 
sir, ifthe idea is to reconsider this. vote, and take 
this question up to-day, with a view of adjourn- 
ing on Monday next, I shall not vote for a recon- 
sideration under such circumstances, for it is not 
real; it isa mere show before the country for 
effect, and lam against shamming before the coun- 
try in this warm weather. 

Mr. TEN EYCK.. [hope that the motion to 
reconsider the vote postponing the tariff bill of 
the House until December next, will prevail. I 
do not, at this time, propose, upon this question, 
to make any extended remarks. I think that 
would be ill-timed in view of the present position 
of affairs, and the prospective short period oftime : 
at which the session will be terminated. ` Ye, 
sir, 1 desire to say that the people of the State of 
New Jersey, whom I have the honor in part to 
represent upon this floor, desire, irrespective of 
party, almost as a united people, that a tariff bill 
may be passed at this session, not only for pur- 
poses of revenue, but also for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the industrial pursuits of the country. I 
know that to be the temper and the feeling of the 
people of my State, and I beg leave to call the 
attention of the Senate, at this time, to a resolution 
which was presented by my colleague early in the 
session, and to read it before the Senate, for the 
purpose of sustaining the allegation I have already 
made in relation to the wishes and feelings of the 
people of New Jersey. A joint resolution passed 
by both Houses of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
and approved by the Governor on the 22d of 
March Jast, is to the following effect: 


“1, Beit resolved by the Senate and General Assembly 
of the State of New Jersey, That our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress be requested to use all honorable 
means to revise the present tariff, so that the revenues arig- 
ing from duties on imported merchandise shall be sufficient 
to defray an economical administration of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and soon extinguish our national debt, diserimi-. 
nating so as to protect our own manufactures, 

«2. And beit resolved, ‘That the Governor of this State 
he, and he is hereby, respectfully requested to cause to be 
transmitted to each of our Senators and Representatives a 
copy of these resolutions.’? 


Now, Mr. President, in the name and in behalf 
of the people of the State of New Jersey, Lask 


i that a tariff bill may be passed at the presènt ses- 


sion by which a sufficient revenue may be ob- 
tained for the purpose of carrying on this Govern- 
ment—a sufficient sum of money raised for the- 
purpose of extinguishing the national debt, and 
that the duties may be so arranged ag to protect 
our people in their industrial pursuits of cach and 
every kind and chareeter—in the workshop, in 
the factory, in the field, in the mine, in the forest, 
in the furnace, and at the forge. Sir, fam not 
actuated or influenced by the feeling which seems 
to move the honorable Scnator from Massachu- 
setts. TI regard this as so important a measure 
that I think we should remain here to dispose of 
it, no matter how anxious we may be to get away; 
nor do I know; nor am Lat liberty to believe, that 
this Senate or this Congress is disposed to ad- 
journ on Monday next, whether or no, leaving 
so important and beneficial a measure as this is 
to the people of the country undisposed of and 
unsettled. Sir, I hope that this motion to recon- 
sider will be carried, and that we shall remain here 
until we have performed the most important and 
beneficial duty to the people of our county that 
we can now perform here, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire simply to say, 
that I shall vote for the reconsideration upon this 
principle: we are expending more moncy than 
we raise; and I think the example of a great coun- 
try like this, in a tyme of peace, with no extraor- 
dinary expenditures pressing upon us, laying out 
more money year after year than we collect, and 
running in debt, is one that ought not to be con- 
tinued longer. Jam in favor of raising sufficient 
money to pay the necessary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. The expenses of the Government are 
much larger, in my judgment, than they ought to 
be. Ihave fought against them here; I have voted 
against the extravagantappropriations which have 
been made; yet they have carried; and if Congress 
will appropriate the money, let ns raise enough 
to meet the appropriations and not tax posterity 
to pay the debts which we are incurring. 

Mr. HALE. L agree with what the Senator 
from Illinois has said; but I do not think he sug- 
gests the appropriate remedy. Just as long as 
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. you keep a Democratic Administration in, the 
„expenses will go on increasing, and we shall have 
to increase the tariff every year. The appropriate 
remedy is to turn them out of office and put ina 
faithful, economical Administration that will ad- 
minister the Government with legitimate and fru- 


gal disbursements of the public funds. Mr Buch-. 


anan came into power with about twenty-three or 
twenty-four million in the Treasury, without a 
single dollar of publie debt. 

i Mr, BIGLER. He had oniy $17,000,000 on 
hand, 

Mr. SIMMONS. That was on the 30th of 
June, 1857. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is rightas to the amount that wagon hand on the 
4th of March, 1857. 

Mr. HALE. So l understand it. He had 
about twenty million dollars in pocket, and did 
not owe a dollar. He has spent all that, and all 
that he could get besides, and all that he could 
run in debt for. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator is mistaken. We 
owed $20,000,000 of public debt at that time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And we owe it now. 

Mr. COLLAMER, There were $17,000,000 
of surplus in the ‘Treasury, but there was a bal- 
ance of old debt due, and it is yet due. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, it is bad enough, any- 
how. (Laughter.] The statement I make is sub- 
stantially true. e were without any great pub- 
lie debt, and had money in the Treasury, when 
Mr. Buchanan came in, but the public expend- 
itures have been running up to something like 
eighty million dollars a year; and the idea of rais- 
ing additional revenue for the purpose of paying 
these bills, and encouraging such an Administra- 
tion, is absurd. Iam willing to agree t@ “a ju- 
dicious tariff;’’ that is, the seme one that General 
Jackson was in favor of. Lam in favor of that 
now; but, sir, the idea of taxing the people to 
keep pace with Democratic extravagance, is ut- 
terly absurd. The more you give, the more they 
will take. The true remedy is to change the 
hands that hold the control of the purse strings, 
putin an economical Administration, and that will 
settle the tariff question in the best way it can 

ossibly be settled. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to make a single re- 
mark. | wish to say to Senators who are anxious 
to dispose of the Post Office deficiency bill, that I 
will agree, if the motion to reconsider prevails, to 
allow this bill to go over informally until the Post 
Office deficiency bill shall have Leen disposed of. 
I wish to make this statement to relieve some of 
niy friends on this side. 

Mr. YULEE, 
friend from Pennsylvania, I submit to bim if it be 
not much better that we procced at once with the 
Post Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER, Mr. President, I merely 
wish to say a word on thisquestion, I have been 
astonished somewhatat the persistence with which 
our chairman of the Committee on Finance, our 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, seems to suppose 
that the existing tariff will farnish sufficient rev- 
enue to mect the expenses of the Government, 
As Í understand, the cstimate of income from the 
present tariff, made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was, that at the utmost it would no more 
than meet the estimate of expenditures which he 
himself presented. We know that estimate of 
his has been exceeded a number of million dol- 
lars. I understand that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the House of Rep- 
resentatives considers that it will not even do that; 


whereas the chairman of our Committee on Fi- | 


nance seems to suppose that he is altogether mis- 
taken. I say l have been surprised at these dis- 
crepancies; but I do not wish now to dilate upon 
that matter. To me they present a very clear 
necessity for the increase of our revenue in some 
mode. 

It was said by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that he would not vote for this reconsideration 
unless he could have an assurance of the extension 
of the session; for he thinksa faithful attention to 
the duties which devolve upon us in the revision 
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If that be the disposition of my | 
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of the tariff will demand more time than can be 
given to it between now and next Monday. f 
agree with him inethat. But, sir, how can we 
ever apply to the Flouse of Representatives for an 
extension of time unless we take up this subject? 
At present, the tariff bill which they have sent to- 

us stands deferred until next December. It has 

been postponed until the next session. It is dis- 

posed of. The House, therefore, now deal with 

us as having,at least for the time being, disposed 

of that question; and we therefore are not want- 

ing any time from them on that point; nor can we 

ever ask them foran enlargement of the time until 

we proceed to the consideration of it and show, 

by our action, that we are in need of time; for, as 

things now stand, we are in need of no time what- 

ever on that point. To my mind, so far from the 

fact that if faithful attention be given to this sab- 

ject we shall want, in all probability, a longer 

time than is now before us by the existing adjourn- 

ment resolution, being a reason why we chou 

not take it up, it is the very reason why we should 

now take it up, that we may make a seasonable 

application to the House for an enlargement, so as 

to give us the necessary time to attend to it. 

These are my views as to the propriety of the 
reconsideration; but { confess that I have serious 
misgivings whether, if the vote be reconsidered 
and the subject taken up, it will amount to any- 
thing more than what has been suggested from 
the opposite side of the House, and that is, anat- 
tempt to revive the act of 1846; and if that is all | 
that is to come out of this reconsideration, we had 
better not have it at all, because that act is the 
very actunder which Pennsylvania died; and when | 
she comes here andasks for some bread, and you 
give her that stone, it will amount to norclief. If 
that is to be the result, a reconsideration is of no 
value to us; but Į cannot presume, in the absence 
of any proceeding on the subject, that any part of į 
the Senate will neglect to attend to the necessary 
business of increasing the revenue of the country 
according to the demands which their own appro- 
priations have rendered necessary. | shall, there- 
fore, vote for the reconsideration. 

Mr. HUNTER. If this vote, postponing the 
tariff, is reconsidered, Lthink I shall show that the 
reason for it cannot be the wantof revenue. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has persistently main- 
tained that if we confine the appropriations to the 
estimates, he can get along with the present re- 
sources; and that, even, since he reduced his esti- 
mates of receipts $5,000,000. The clerk of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives has made an addition of the ap- 
propriations; first of those that have passed finally, 
then of bills which have passed the House and 
have been amended by the Senate, and are before 
committees of Congress; and here is his esumate, 
We have passed the pension, the consular, the 
Military Academy, the Indian, the Army, and 
the Post Office appropriation bills for 1861. The | 
total amount thus appropriated is $24,368,141 99. 
There are now pending before. committees of con- 
ference these bills: the legislative, $6,310,000; the 
Naval bill, $10,263,000; the civil or misccllancous 
bill, $5,499,000; making $22,271,944. hatis to 
say, if the committees of conference do not reduce 
the additional appropriations made by amend- 
ments of the Senate—and we know that they 
always do—the sum total of these bills would be 
$22,271,944. The sum total, then, of these gen- 
eral appropriation bills, as we now know, cannot 
excecd $46,640,086. The estimate for these bills 
of the Secretary of the Treasury was $46,278,000, 
making but a difference of about three hundred 
thousand dollars between the bills as they now 
stand and the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Does that include the for- 
tification appropriations? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. This approaches 
with nearer accuracy to the estimates of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, I venture to assert, than 
the appropriations of Congress have ever done 
before in the last forty years. It js true that the 


Secretary estimated some things that we might 
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pass which. we have not passed, and some that 
did not pass either House, and some things have 
passed which he did not estimate for, as, for in- 
stance, the $2,000,000 for the Choctaws. The 
Texas regiment is cut out; the fortifications are 
reduced, and soon. Then, if we adjourn now, 
we shall stand in that position in which he says 
that he can get on, according to all his statements, 
for it appears on this statement of the clerk of the 
Committee of Ways and Means that our appro- 
priations in all these regular bills can exceed his 
estimates by but a trifle; and the probability is, 
that when the committees of conference come to 
report their reductions, they will not quite equal 
his estimates. 

It is not, then, for want of money that you ` 
have to reconsider. It is very certain that if we 
come within $5,000,000 of the Secretary’s esti- 
mates of receipts, we shall have money enough 
to get along the next year. We see, then, the 
result of this change in the revenue system has 
been that we have reductions now actually of the 
appropriations of Congress very nearly to the 
estimates, Iam for holding on to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to assign, very briefly, 
the reasons why I shall vote against this motion 
to reconsider. I have a.very strong impression 
in my own mind that it will become necessary to 
revise the present tarif. I think it probable that 
we shall require greater rates of taxation for the 
support of the Government than are imposed by 
the present tariff. But the question is, whether 
it is advisable now, on the eve of an exciting con- 
test connected with the political destinies of the 
country; whether it is wise, either in regard to 
the quantum of revenue, or still more so in refer- 
ence to what is called the incidental effect of pro- 
tection to any branch of the industry of the coun- 
try, to attempt to revise the tariff at this period 
of the session, and under the pressure of such an 
excitement. 

I agree with a remark that I think was made 
by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts a 
few days ago, that nothing could happen more 
dangerous to the manufacturing interests of this 
country than to make political issues in reference 
to the details of a tariff. I suppose itis settled 
now as a principle from which you cannot get 
the country to recede—or if you did, very soon 
a bill of that kind would be recalled—that duties 
shall not be imposed beyond what is requisite for 
the support of the Government, for the mere pur- 
pose of protection. I hold that that doctrine is 
settled in this country, and that without respect 
to party. Noparty generally would propose any 
other system, although individuals might under- 
take it. The question of difficulty has been with 
regard to the discrimination the incidental effect 
as a matter of protection to various branches of 
industry, whilst you impose no more than a suf- 
ficient revenue for the wants of the Government. 
There is where the difficulty arises, because it is 
a question of detail, and I think that any man, 
who really desires to advance the interests ofany 
portion of the manufacturing industry of this coun- 
try that is to be affected by this species of dis- 
eriminating duty or incidental protection, should 
not desire to make the question of the adjustment 
of the details of a tariffa matter for decision pend- 
ing an exciting presidential contest. 

Now, sir, what is the state of facts here? The 
House of Representatives, after a lapse of five 
months from the commencement of the session, 
on the Ilth of May, sent to us a tariff bill, which 
not only changes the rates of duty, but the mode 
and manner of collecting it. ` It is complicated in 
itself; it requires extended consideration; it will 
give rise to great variances of opinion in its de- 
tails. Objections have been made to it. I know 
that from communications made to me by manu- 
facturers and agriculturists and commercial men 
as to the details of the measure. There will be 
those variances of opinion here. We must ex- 
pect, as we did in adjusting the tariff of 1857, that 
differences of opinion must give way, and that we 
must attempt to arrive at such an adjustment as 
we suppose the best interests of the country 
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|| matured; that I thought’ it needed important 
changes, especially in the matter of warehouses; 
but, sir, Lam well satisfied that we ought to have, 
| for purposcs of revenue to the country, a tariff 
that will yield more than the tariff of 1857 does. 
Iam opposed to all tariffs for protection; but I 
think itis good policy—at least it-has been the 
policy of the country heretofore, and I believe the 
whole Union is satisfied with it—that we should 
by a tariff raise cnough to pay the economical ex- 
penses of the Government. { am willing to do 
that; and Tam willing to make such modifications 
as may be necessary for that purpose. J shall, 
therefore, vote for the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Virginia 
has said that if the appropriation bills go through, 
as he expects, they will only vary the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Treasury for the present 
year about two or three hundred thousand dol- 


that will be required to correct the details of the’ 
bill that-is now proposed to be brought. before 
| the Senate.” A good many papers have been is- 
i sued telling about what cuormous difficulties there 
are in this bill that has come from the House of 
Representatives. [do not believe that if the Sen- 
ate were to take up the bili and read it, it would. 
take long to dispose of it. Ihave seen no.com- . 
plaint whatever of anything but the dutics upon 
iron and steel, and they could be adjusted ina 
single day. There has been very great misrep- 
resentation about the- amount.of duty to be im- 
posed, and there is no sort of foundation for a 
i great deal of what has been said in regard to it. 
Nobody is very tenacious about any of these par- 
ticular rates. They are not going to be contested 
and debated like ordinary questions. We have 
got to raise revenue; we have got to raise more 


afterwards, on the 2ist of May, sent-us a joint 
resolution closing the session on the 18th of June. 
What was the object?» Was the bill sent here for 
political effect? Did: they expect that we shouid 
be. able, with the pressure of all the appropriation 
bills then coming upon us, to give that considcra- 
tion. to a new revenue’ measure, involving many 
details on which there would be these necessary 
differences of opinion? Did they expect that we 
could give it consideration during the present ses- 
sion? [think not. [do not suppose that any 
rational, intelligent man could have anticipated 
that the Senate would do so. My own objection, 
therefore, is not merely on the point of whether 
the House would now rescind the resolution for 
adjournmenton the 25th, and give us two or three 
weeks more—and 1 would: require at. least three 


weeks for the discussion of this tariff question 
alone—but I think the time selected for the adjust- 
mentan unwise one. I believe that, if we post- 
pone this tariff bill to the. next session, we can 
consider it then, when the contest is over, and 
consider it, T hope, without: reference to making 
questions of detail questions of party issuc. 

T differ with many gentlemen with whom Ior- 
dinarily vote on this side of the Chamber, as to 
many matters connected with a tariff bill. Iam 
one of. those who believe that for the consumer 
and for the producer and for the Government, in 
many, and in very many cases, a specific is pref- 
erable to an advalorem duty; but still 1 would never 
go beyond what is called the revenue point; I 
would never agree to impose a tax upon the peo- 
ple of this country—and all taxes beneficial for 
purposes of revenue must be on articles of gen- 
eral consumption—I would never agree to impose 
a tax for the mere purpose of protection; but 
while I think that, E think also that the idea ofa 
horizontal tariff is merely a horizontal absurdity. 
. These are matters of detail; they involve no 
party principle; and {should be sorry to see them 
made a subject of party issues or party contest. 
Į believe that would be far more dangerous and 
injurious to those who suppose their interests 


would be affected by any readjustment of the | 


pe tariff, than any other course that could 
e taken, 

T believe that to defer this measure is wise for 
all the great interests of the country, range them 
under what name you will, {think we should 
consider the details of a tari system when we are 
about to alter it, not only in its details, but also 
in the mode of its collection, at a time when the 
pressure of an exciting political contest is not 
upon us, so as to avoid the bias, the injury that 
would arise to the permanency of any system so 
adjusted, and lcave it, as a mere matter of busi- 
ness detail, to a subsequent session, Tam sure, 
perfectly sure, that any tarif which is adjusted 
under the pressure of political exigencies, in this 
country, will never be a permanent tarif; and 
whatever may be the branch of industry affected 
by such an adjustment of the tariff, however it 
may be affected by it, the greatest boon you can 
confer upon it is that the tarif should be perma- 
nent in its character. Whether it regards the 
consumer or the producer, or even the Govern- 


| understand the Senator from Georgia, by some | 


jars. The estimate of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the expenses of the coming year was 
$66,700,000. Do I understand that we have added 
about two or three hundred thousand dollars to 
that? 

Mr. HUNTER. 


amount from what the Secretary of the Treasury 
eStimated they would be. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Sol understood. His esti- 


mates for this year were, that the annual appro- 


| priation, together with the permanent appropria- 


tions, would cause av expenditure of $66,700,000. 


That is in the book. Now J understand there has | 


been an addition of two or three handred thou- 
sand dollars. ‘That will bring it up to $67,000,000. 


| What I stated was, that the | 
| bills, as passed, would differ by but a very small j 
(| tariff to the short session. 
| tariff bill to pass in a short session, and that was 


The Secretary goes on to say that, if we make 
the appropriations to cover the deficiencies in the | 
Post Office Department, the amount would be } 
swelled up to seventy-four or seventy-five million 
dollars. He says: 

‘<The failure of Congress at the last 
bil fi 
neecssary appropriations for that Department, which must 
be made during the present fiscal your. As these amounts | 
are not contained in the preceding statement, it will be | 
necessary to consider them, in order to arrive at the true į 
condition of the ‘Freasury at the close of the present and + 
the next fiscal year.” 


an to pass the 


He estimates that, without these Post Office de- | 


ficiencies, the expenses, with what we have added, | 
| will amount to $67,000,000. 
fowr table appropriating $7,009,099 for the Post 
Office deficiencies,and he says you must add that | 
if you want to understand how you are coming | 


There is a bill on 


out. Now, L should like to ask any Senator, 
with the experience we have bad in this matter, 
is there any probability of getting $74,000,009 | 
from all sources, or $72,000,000 from customs? | 
We have never yet reached $56,009,000, under 
the present tariff, and shall not this year, as I 


two million dollars. We have not, for the last | 
two years, got more than two or two and a half 
million per annum from all other sources. Prob- 
ably we shall have less than sixty million dollars 
altogether, and there will be a deficiency, ac- 
cording to his account, If we do not pass the Post 
Office deficiency bill, of $7,000,000; and with that 
bill, of $14,000,000. 

People may say that if the Government would | 
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r the service of the Post Office Department renders | 
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moncy; and somebody will complain if he has to 
pay any part ofit. That would be a complaint, 
let you arrange your tariff as you may. If you 
have got to raise more money, there will be peo- 
ple dissatisfied who have to payit. But that does 
not mect the difficulty; there will be just as much 
dissatisfaction next winter, if you postpone the 
I never knew but one 


made principally in a committee room the last 


i night of the session; and that is the present one, 


that has failed by $20,000,000 to get money enough 
to raise expenses since it has been going on. 


Mr. HALE. Was not the tariff of 1846 passed 


! at a short session? z 


Mr. SIMMONS. The 30th of July, 1846, waz 
the date of itsapproval. The title of this billnow 
on the table is to repeal the act of July 30, 1846. 
That might be a short session, but it would be 
called a long one now. The tarif of 1842 was 
passed on the 30thof August. This want of time. 
is proposed to be supplied in a short session of 
ninety days. I trust that those who have voted 
against the postponement of this bill will now vote 
to bringeit back here, where it belongs. If there 
was any impropriety in postponing it, there is 
propriety in reconsidering the vote by which it 
was postponed; and I do not believe that it will 
require more time than there remains of this week 
to give it all the examination and to correetall the 
mistakes that the Senator from Massachusetts 
wants to correct. I believe he and myself could 
sit down and do it in halfanhour. {do potthink 
he would find a dozen items that he would like to 
alter, if he could have his own way. Thatis my 
judgment, though I have not examined it very 
criucally. There are but very few items in the bill 
that have received any complaint from the public. 
I never knew of a tariff that received so little. 
There is no disposition here, that I have scen, to 
embarrass anybody in making corrections. Yes- 
terday it was announced, all over the Senate, that 
we should be ready to adjourn to-day, and they 
were urging us to do so, Now we have this day 


| and three others of this week, and I have no sort 


of doubt that we can come to an amicable adjust- 
ment in reference to this bill, and make it so that 
it will raise from five to ten million dollars a year 
more thau the present tariff. We have got, it 
must be recollected, in addition to the deficiencies 


ment itself with reference to the amount of its 
revenue, a permanent system, which. is free from 
political issucs, is one that is wisest and best for 
the whole country. 

For these reasons I am unwilling, at the present 
session, as we certainly can get along very well 
till. the next session, to touch the bill of the House 
of Representatives now. Iam willing to give it 
a fair consideration at the next session, and go j 
into itas a matter of business detail. When the 
questions arise, Í shall take occasion further to 


only come down toaproper expenditure of money, 
we should have money enough; but we are spend - 
ing about seventy or seventy-five million dollars 
every year, and have been for the last three years; 
and there is no doubt but that we shall expend 
as much next year, because we have made the 
appropriations, or are about to finish them, and 
they come up tothe Sceretary’s estimate. We | 
shall pass the Post Office deficiency bill, there is 
no doubt of it; and we shall require from seventy- 


thathave been accruing within the last three years, 
to pay interest on the debt we have been creating; 
and within six or seven years we have got to pay 
$20,000,000 of public debt, and the interest has 
got to be about four million dollars a year; and 
the public debt will require $6,000,000 a year, over 
and above our current receipts, to meet it, If we 
are going to continue to hire money to pay inter- 
est, we can get along in that way. Our credit is 
good, and there is no difficulty in lirfhg money 


express my sentiments in reference to the various 
propositions contained in the bill, 

Mr, POLK, As I voted for the postponement 
of this bill until December, and am now determ- 
ined, to vote for the reconsideration, I wish briefly 
to state my reason. One grand consideration for 
the postponement was, that, as the session then 


stood, I did not believe we could, in the short | 


time that remained, give the matter that consider- 
ation which it required. 
do it now; butas the House extended the session 
one week, they may be willing to cxtend it fur- 
ther. Another reason was, that I did not believe 


the bill that was offered bythe House was well |! fourteen. 


‘it would yicld sixteen per cent., whereas it has 
| never yiclded in any single year fifteen per cent.; 
We may not beable to |; 


'| probably average from fourteen to fifteen per cent., | 


two to seventy-five million dollars altogether, at 
the least. f have no idea that we shall get more 
than $56,000,000 next year from the customs un- į 
der this tariff; but J will not venture any opinion } 
as to what the imports willbe. The difficulties 
I have scen in the estimates have been that they 
first said this tariff would yield nineteen per cent., 
and all the subsequent estimates have been tha 


it has not averaged fourteen anda half in the three 
years it has been in operation. I said it would 


and it has never come up to fifteen or gone below | 


for this Government at five per cent.; and it ap- 


| pears to me that there is a determination to con- 


tinue to do it. If we can reconsider this vote and 
go into an adjustment of the bill, section by see- 
tion, in my opinion we shall get very near through 
it this evening. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam very willing to vote for 
this reconsideration, as I said before I should do, 
provided Senators are ready to go into an exam- 
ination of the matter in earnest, and that this isa 
reality and nota show. As things strike me, it 
looks rather as a: pretense of doing somcething 
than ascriousattempt; but Senators have avowed 
their willingness to go into the consideration of 
this matter. The Senator from Rhode Island 
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and others think we can act upon the bill within | 
the next three‘or four days, and complete it; or 
if not, they are ready to take the time. Well, sir, 
if they are ready to make this a reality, then my 
vote is with them for the reconsideration; but E| 
say, in all frankness, that I am sick and tired of 
political talk about the tariff and the revenue sys- 
tem of the country. The interests of this coun- 
try for thirty years have been, over and over 
again, Sapufeod for the purpose of making polit- 
ical capital out of the adjustment of the revenue 
system of the country. Sir, as a representative 
of my State—a commercial and manufacturing 
State—as a man who has had something to do 
with business affairs, Jam against it. I am in 
favor of settling this tariff question upon business 
principles, for the interests of the whole country; 
and of taking it, as far as it can be taken, out of | 
the political issues of the country. 

The House of Represcntatives has framed a 
bill. That bill has had a larger consideration 
there than probably any bill that ever passed that 
House. It bas been maturing during three years; 
it has been submitted to merchants, to manufac- 
turers, and men fully acquainted with the details 
of these matters. It comes here; I believe it is, 
in the main, a good bill; but I think there are 
some imperfections in it. Lf Senators are ready 
to go into the consideration of it in sober carn- 
est, and to take the necessary time—if we can do | 
it between now and Monday, do it; if not, take 
one week, two, or three weeks—they have my 
vote; and they not only have my vote, but they 
shall have my attendance also here in the Senate 
to examine it in its details from the earliest time 
they may fix to the latest hour of the close. 

Mr. COLLAMER.,. 1 wish to say one word to | 


the gentleman. 


there were hours given to the last tariff act that 
was passed. 

Mr. WILSON. I know that is true; the tariff 
bill of 1857, as we all know, was carried hastily 
through Congress. Now we have got a bill from 
the House, aud F am ready to take the time to 
consider it, and [will vote for the reconsideration | 


if Senators are ready; butif this is a mere pre- ;i 


tense, a mere movement got up for political effect 
in Pennsylvania, E am against it. Lam weary | 
of this talk of making political issues out of a | 
question that is purely a business question; a j 
uestion that concerns the business interests of 
the country, and should never be made a political 
issue at all. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I hope we | 
shall reconsider this vote. It is not fair to charge | 
my colleague with making his motion from im- 
proper motives. [have entire faith in his integ- 
rity on this question, and ali others. I take it | 
for granted that he has consulted with his polit- | 
ical associates and expects to get enough support 
from them to pass such a bill as will answer the 
wants of Pennsylvania, Neither he nor I—cer- 
tainly not I—will vote for the reénactment of 
the tariff of 1846. As the Senator from Vermont 
justly said, we dicd under that tariff; it can do 
us no good, except to torture us again; and E take | 
it for granted, my colleague will not think of en- 
deavoring to bring that forward. I believe, also, | 
that, if we can get the question up, if he has had 

roper consultation with his friends, we shall 
have time enough to investigate this bill, and mod- 
ify it in such a way as to be acceptable to the 
country, For my own part, I think it admirable 
in all its details. I am satisfied it will give at 
once success and prosperity to all our people. 
Other gentlemen may have exception to some 
small details; and Iam willing that we shall cor- 
rect them. At all cvents, J shall vote for the re- 
consideration, and I hope my political associates 
will all do the same. 

Mr. BIGLER. A single remark is all that I 
desire to make upon this subject. I have hereto- 
fore said that I was willing to take ap this ques- 
tion of the tariff as a business question. I have 
long expressed a desire to take it out of the ordi- 
nary partisan scrambles of the day. 1 may be 
mistaken, sir, bat I have acted in the firm belief | 
that it is necessary as a Measure of revenue, to 
increase the means of the Government. The Sen- 
ator from Virginia has presented a somewhat : 


flattering picture of the chances of the demands i 


There are more days now before || 
us prior to the period of adjournment, for the | 
consideration of this bill, if you take it up, than H : ay I 
i have suggested none; l am identified with none. 
| i am willing to carry out the views of my con- 
| stituents; and in doing that, I hold that I should 


| rule of action, the best measure 1 can. 


i 
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on the Treasury for the present year. This view 
may turn out to be correct. | 
Mr. HUNTER. ‘The next fiscal year. | 
Mr. BIGLER. That is what I mean—the in- ! 
coming year. But, sir, there is probably not one 
of all the claims upon the Treasury, to which I | 
have before referred, which will not be ultimately 
paid. 
I did not understand the Senator from Virginia 
as looking at the other side of the picture—the 
income. It is conceded that the revenue will be 
over three million dollars less than the estimates 
for the year about to terminate. The Secretary’s 
estimates, on which he claims the means of pay- 
ment, and which the Senator from Virginia this 
morning undertakes to show will be sufficient, are 
$9,000,000 above the receipts from the same 
sources for the last year. Only yesterday we 
passed finally the homestead bill. The Secretary 
estimated $4,000,000 from the public land. I doubt 
much, whether he will get $1,500,000. It is no 
pleasure whatever to presenta very unfavorable 
condition of the Treasury. There is ample room 


| for all we can do, to take up the present debt, 


which is floating through the country—a debt of 
$20,000,003, which I say ought to be paid, and 
never ought to be funded. 

But, sir, my main purpose was to ask my col- 
league and the Senator from Virginia to remem- 
ber that I stated, when I moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of this motion, that 
I wanted Senators to vote for taking it up for the 
purpose of considering the bill sincerely, or not 
to go for itatall. Lam fora readjustment of the 
tariff. | believe, in the mode of assessing the 
charges, we can do a great deal to stimulate the 
great industrial interests of this country, without 
imposing any additional burden on consumers. | 
That is the point at which I want to get. So far 
as any propositions on this side are concerned, I 


get for them, taking their judgment mainly as my | 
It does 
not follow that because F fail to getall that Task, 
therefore I shall not endeavor to do the best thing 
possible. 

But, sir, I only desire to say to Senators on 
this side, as well as on the other, that E am sin- 
cere in the movement which L have made; and I 
desire the vote to be reconsidered with a view of 


going into the question deliberately and fully. 
Mr. CAMERON: In order to test this ques- 


tion, and to save time, I send a resolution to the 
Chair extending the time of the session a week 
longer. We certainly cannot dispose of this bill 
before next Monday; but aviother week will give 
us full time, and J therefore move to postpone the 
present question and offer this resolution 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Pennsylvania state his motion? 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘To extend the session one 
week longer from the 25th. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to re- 
consider is before the Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not think that reso- 
lution ought to be adopted until we see whether 
this vote is reconsidered? : 

Mr. BIGLER. ‘There is a motion pending 


which must be disposed of. 
Mr. CAMERON. 
read. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Lask that my resolution be 


President of the Se 
Representatives do ad) ctive Houses sine 
die, on the 2d day of July next at tweive oclock, meridian. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will He over. 

Mr. CAMERON. I should prefer taking the 
question at once on this resolution as it is, taking 
it for granted that all who vote for an extension 
of the time will vote for a modification of the 
tariff. 


a 


Mr. BIGLER. That cannot be entertained l 


until my motion is disposed of, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
stated that.the motion to reconsider isthe motion | 
betore the Senate. i 
from Pennsylvania was read for information. | 
The question is upon the motion to reconsider, ! 


i 


The resolution of the Senator || 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec. - I shall vote 
against the reconsideration of the postponement, 
of this bill to the second Monday in December, 
I believe if the Government is administered prop-, 
erly, if Congress will: retrench the expenditures: 
of the Government, and make judicious appropri-, 
ations, the Government can get along without in-, 
creasing the taxes in any shape. I rose, however, 
merely for the purpose of correcting a remark 
that fell from the Senator from Pennsylvania... I 
understood him. to state that, in consequence of 
the passage yesterday of the bill called the home-. 
stead bill, all the revenues from the public lands. 
will be cut off. I think, if the Senator had exam- 
ined that subject carefully, and had considered in 
his mind the practical operation of the measure, 
he would have been satisfied that, instead of its. 
reducing the revenue from public lands, when the, 
bill is put in fall and successful operation it will 
increase the receipts. In the discussion of that 
subject and in advocating that measure, I gave, as 
one reason for its passage, thatit was in facta. 
revenue measure. I believe now, that when that. | 
bill is put into successful operation it will increase, 
rather than diminish, the receipts ef the Treasury. 
of the United States; and therefore there can be 
no necessity for giving thatas a reason why we 
should now increase the taxes to be put on the 
people. I do not think an argument ought.to be 
made against a measure in advance, when exam- 
ined in detail it can be demonstrated—to my mind, 
and I think it can be. to. others, as clear as that. 
two and two make four—that it will increase, 
rather than diminish, the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. —, ; “ 

Mr. BIGLER. Itis right that J should say to 


| tue Senator from Tennessee that, after all, T have 


not placed much responsibility on his favorite 
measure. The Secretary of the Treasury esti- 


| mates the income from public lands at $4,000,000 


for the coming year- In the estimate which | pre- 
sented the other day, I reduced that to $2,200,000, 
and I remarked that I doubted now, in view of 
the passage of the homestead bill, whether the in- 
come from that source would exceed $1,500,600. 
Besides, the receipts from that source for the year 
1860, were about one million eight hundred thou- 
sand dollars, and the preceding year. about the 
same sum. As I remarked the other day, I can- 
not understand on what principle the Secretar 

of the Treasury has estimated $4,000,000. I 
repeat, it will be much nearer $1,500,000 than 
$4,000,000. i 


Mr. DAVIS. Ido not propose to go into a 


‘discussion of the general question of the tariff, but 


I may be permitted just now and here to say that 
I look upon all duties imposed on imposts as a 
mode of taxation, and as the most expensive mode 
in which a given amount of moncy can be raised. 
It imposes a Jarge amount of tax upon the con- 
sumer which docs not go into the public Treas- 
ury, and because of the indirect manner in which 
the money is raised, it encourages profligacy of 
expenditure. I think, therefore, the whole sys- 
tem a bad one, Lut I do not choose on this occa- 
sion to discuss it. 

I merely wish to say that I shall vote for the 
proposition to reconsider, because there has not 
been a moment since 1 was convinced that the 
tariff of 1857 was obtained by corruption, when I 


have not been ready to vote for its repeal. I did 
not approve of it when it was framed. I do not 


approve of a large free list, thus acting indireetly 
for the exact purpose of protection; and a tariif 
can be made protective as absolutely by the in- 
creased number of articles put upon the free list 
as by any other mode which can be adopted. I 
was opposed to it, therefore, because of ns char: 
acter; and since I was convinced. it was obtained 
by corruption, there is not an hour that I have 
not been ready to vote for its repéal.. Flook upon 
the tariff of 1846 as a more democratic, in other 
words, a more constitutional tariff, than the one 


: of 1857; and when the tariff of 1857 fails to sup- 
i ply the Treasury with that amount of revenue 


which the expenditures require, } do not stop to 
inquire whether the expenditures are too great or 
not; when it has failed to supply the money which 
is necessary to meet the appropriations made by 
Congress, Í think we had better adopt one which 
will give a larger revenuc to the country; and, 
therefore, I am willing to go back to the well- » 
tried tariff of 1846, and try it upon the tariff of 


| 
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4846 until we have more revenue than we require, 
and then‘to. reduce it by deliberate examination 
as to how: wo can scale the dutics down for the 
great mass of the consumers. So far as any dis- 
trimiination is made, Igt it be not for the benefit 
of any home product, but to impose the burdens 
of Government more upon property and Jess upon 
_ consumption. 

Mr. HUNTER. I certainly do not wish to 
enter into the merits of the tariffs, or the compar- 
ative merits of the two tariffs of 1846 and 1857; 
rior'am I awaré that the latter was passed by cor- 
ruption. Ihave seen no evidence that satisfied 
me of that fact. It passed by very large ma- 
jorities. I believe no measure of the sort ever 
passed with the assent of so many of both parties 
ag that measure did. Nor do I believe the tariff 
of 1846 is a more Democratic measure than the 
tariff of 1857. It is true, itadded somewhat to the 
free list; but the large proportion of the free ar- 
ticles in the tariff of 1857 were introduced into the 
tariff of 1846. As well as I remember, something 
like five sixths of the free articles were made free 
under the tariff of 1846, and most of those which 
are objectionable, that are in the free list, were to 
be found in that tariff. I think the tariff of 1857 
added ‘very little to the free list, except in those 
articles for which the manufacturers made the sole 
demand. Idò not see how anybody is injured 
by making that free for which the manufacturers 
make the sole demand. If they do not manufac- 
ture, the articles do not come in, and you do not 
get any revenue from them; and if the demand is 
only-created by the wants of manufacturers for 
raw material and dye-stuffs, [ do not see how 
revenue is diminished or anybody injured by let- 
ting them in. It only makes the manufactured 
articles cheaper. It only makes them reduce the 

rice of the foreign article by competition. That 
is all that I see in it, 

‘But how is it on the other hand? On the great 
items of consumption, on the necessary articles, 
such as sugar, iron, and cloths, and things of that 
kind, the reduction made by the tariff of 1857 on 
that of 1846 is very large; and are we, for the pur- 
pose of getting revenue to reintroduce the tariff 
of 1846? What would be the effect? Are we, for 
the purpose of getting revenue from a list of free 
articles, which, according to the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury would have given only 
under the tariff of 1846, [ think in the first year, 
1857-58, about a million and a half of dollars— 
are we, in order to get that, ifindeed we should get 
it, for the most of those articles, as 1 said before, 
are demanded only by manufacturers for the pur- 
pose of manufacturing—are we, inorder toget that, 
to raise the tariff on these other articles one fourth 
more than it now is, to raise the duty six per 
cent. on twenty-four, to change it from twenty- 
four to thirty percent? Brandics and wines I be- 
lieve would come in still higher under the tariff 
of 1846. Indeed, it would ‘be found when you 
came to try it, that what was a revenue tariff in 
1846, is now so highly protective as to amount 
to almost a prohibition of many of the articles on 
which it once collected revenue. Such, at least, 
I believe would be the case, and I rather incline 
to the opinion that if we were to substitute that 
tariff for this, it would not give as much revenue 
as this. 

Iam not satisfied, as I said before, that this will 
not give revenue enough. We know that the 

roceeds are increasing annually, and increasing 
argely. From, say $50,000,000 last ycar, it gocs 
up to $54,000,000 this, witha prospect of a large 
increase next. I had a statement the other day 
from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
who assured me that it would not be unfair to 
estimate the exports of this year at something like 
four hundred million dollars. With such exports 
as these, if the imports correspond, the receipts 
from this tariff would soon run up to sixty and 
more million dollars. I, for one, am for trying 
the experiment. I do not believe we have been 
eae! by any curtailment in our expenditures 
which it has enforced. On the contrary, I think 
its operations have been salutary in that respect, 
and { think it is a matter for congratulation, now 
that we find that the estimates of annual appro- 
priations (according to a statement of the clerk of 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives, who is an experienced and 
accurate man,) and the annual actual expendi- 


tures correspond so nearly; and that shows that 
we at least have time from now until December, 
and if Senators wish then to substitute another 
tariff, they certainly will have more time to con- 
sider it. “They will be better able to do it, and 
under influences which look only to the good of 
the country and which will not be so much dis- 
turbed by political considerations as now—a mat- 
ter which 1 think was very well enforced by the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I supported 
the tariff of 1857, and with very great pleasure; 
and I think it is, in principle, the best tariff act we 
have had within forty years. I think the charge 
that it was passed by corruption cannot be sus- 
tained. I have seen it charged in the newspapers 
that in Massachusetts there was some money 
paid for free wool; and that is the whole extent 
to which I have seen any allegation made; but 
my recollection is that it passed ihe House of 
Representatives by a majority of about seventy 
votes, and in this body received every vote but 
eight. If itwas passed by corruption, then there 
must have been a pretty wholesale buying in both 
Houses.” The majorities were so large that if 
persons expended any moncy, even to get partic- 
ular articles frec, I think it was very usclessly 
spent. That the judgment of this body was in 
favor of that tariff is very clear from the una- 
nimity of the Senate, unless there was some lu- 
bricating of this body, which, J suppose, is hardly 
to be supposed toa sufficient extent to pass it; 
nor did 1 ever hear of the imputation before the 
Senator from Mississippi ade it; nor did F ever 
hearany such charge before, except that the Law- 
rences, £ believe, spent seventy or cighty thou- 
sand dollars to get wool free that was under thirty 
cents a pound. That is the only charge I ever 
heard in connection with it. Whether that is so, 
or not, I do not know; very likely it is; for it 
seems that in certain quarters they sometimes 
very unnecessarily spend money to get measures 
through, even when legislators are for them. 

Tagree with the principles of the tariff act of 
1857. Its free list is true free trade, sound frec 
trade, as acknowledged by the very best and most 
distinguished free-traders in the world. The free- 
trade party of England have followed upon the 
plan. Great Britain has taken off the duties from 
raw materials, and Se entering into her 
manufactures. bE think that itis true wisdom and 
true free trade; and Lam ready to vote for itnow 
and always. I believe itis the true mode of pro- 
moting the industry of the country, and that no 
wise tariff can be passed which will put a burden 
on raw materials. That certainly would do more 
to repress the labor and industry of this country 
than any other system. Qn accountof this course 
of England we find that in the last thirty years 
she has trebled her cotton manufactures. Eng- 
land took off the duty, I think, in 1830, under 
Earl Grey’s administration; probably it had been 
five cighths of a penny a pound, She took it off 
on her account, not on ours. What has been the 
result? Her cotton manufactures have trebled. 
Recently, the Emperor of France has taken the 
duty off cotton and other articles for the same 
purpose, not to benefit us. England did notdo it 
to benefit the slave drivers; France does not do it 
to benefit the slave owners; but they do it for their 
own account on this great principle of free trade. 
It is to give their manufacturers the materials 
which enter into manufacturing free of duty. I 
am willing to act upon that principle here any 


day. 

Tike the tariff of 1857 for another reason. 
Many of the very articles that come in under its 
free list are articles of general consumption by the 
people. I like it for that, The tendency of all 
taxes on consumption is to put burdens upon la- 
bor; upon the poor. That would be the effect of 
a tax upon tea, or upon coffee, or an excise upon 
beer. It taxes the poor disproportionately to the 
rich; and therefore that tariff is the best one 
which, after legitimately giving manufacturers 
the benefit of free trade upon articles which enter 
into their consumption, puts the most of its bur- 
dens upon property; the great object of all Gov- 
ernments being to protect property, ninety-nine 
hundredths of its expenses being to protect prop- 
erty, for life and liberty generally protect them- 
selves; at least a very small portion of the ex- | 
penses of any Government is ever devoted to 


these two objects; whereas the vast ramifications 
of Government, its legislative, its judicial depart- 
ments, ninety-five per cent. of its whole expenses, 
are for the protection of property; and under a 
system of levying duties upon consumption, the 
burdens of taxation are transferred from the backs 
of the rich to the backs of the poor. T'he larger 
the free list of articles of general consumption, the 
better with me. f 

Hence, as the tariff of 1857 carried out these 
two principles to a greater extent than any pre- 
vious measure, L heartily favored it. Lagree with 
my honorable friend from Mississippi, that the. 
true basis of taxation is on property; and the rca- 
son why it has been departed from is, that in des- 
potic Governments, and, indeed, in all Govern- 
ments, the financial question is the great question. 
It is the all in all, Whatever may be its form, 
the financial question lies at the bottom of every- 
thing. It is much easier to get revenue by indi- 
rection—to levy money out of people’s pockets 
when they do not know it; they are much more 
quict under it, much more peaceable under it; they 
grumble less under it. It has teen the invention 
of governors to govern the people softly and casily. 
That is the whole truth about it; and then itis 
used indirectly to benefit property in other re- 
spects. The effect of that system has been, is the 
main, to throw upon the masses the burdens of 
government to a great extent in all European 
countries, and to a great extent here, except in 
our States, where we have direct taxation. There 
we have honorable governments, with some very 
notable exceptions; there taxes are low, because 
they fall directly on property; and property is 
powerful enough and strong enough to protect 
itself, especially when it knows what is being 
levied upon it. That is the difference between the 
States and the Federal Government. The taxation 
in my State, I think, is about five tenths of a mill 
on the hundred dollars—the entire public taxation, 
It is so small that it is hardly felt. If you were 
to raise it to a mill tax to-day, it would affect the 
people of Georgia more—an I dare say the same 
is truc of Massachusetts—it would create more 
dissatisfaction than forty per cent. tax by indirect 
taxation. That is the reason this scheme is re- 
sorted to. It is the scheme of the enemies of the 
people, in whatever form they show themselves, 
to plunder them without their knowing it. 

Pherefore, inasmuch as this tariff has these two 
principles in it, I am for it, I like it for another 
reason. By it the bulk of the revenue is raised 
on articles that are consumed by the wealthy. I 
have always held it to be a sound principle as to 
the mode of levying duties, that I would put spe- 
cific duties on some articles. The rigid, hard, 
immovable rule of levying everything ad valorem 
is shown to be wrong by the history of the rev- 
enue systems of all countries, It is a dogma that 
has been adopted here, and I think wrongfully 
adopted. It was necessary to apply the ad va- 
lorem system to a great many articles, and it was 
necessary to the attainment of justice in some 
articles; but wherever you can obtain justice in 
the different classes of commodities by making 
the duty specific, I deem it unquestionably the 
best, both for the consumer and for the revenue, 
as well as for the home producer; and, therefore, 
I say I would make such a change if it could be 
wisely done. I would not, however, raise the 
public burden at all. I would act on a different 
principle. When I voted for the present tariff, 
I believed it would bring in $50,000,000 of reve- 
nue. Tam unwilling to raise the taxes until, at 
least, I have exhausted every mode, by appeals 
to the people and otherwise, to keep down the 
expenditures to what they oughtto be. Twill not 
allow legislation to be passed which J wholly dis- 
approve of, increasing pay, increasing salaries, 


| expending twice as much money as you want, 


and then say, “it isa public necessity to inerease 
the taxes.” I do not call that a public necessity. 
But if I had the adjustment of this tariff with 
reference to other things, there is a very large 
number of the present twenty-four per cent. du- 
ties that I would make specific upon the average 
value of the articles for the last cight or ten 
years. 

2 These have been my opinions since I entered 
public life. The tariff question has lost its po- 
litical significance, especially with me, from my 
present political or party relations; but my opin- 
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ions, so far from having been changed, have been 
strengthened by the observation of fifteen years 
in the public service. Now, I have nothing to do 
but to serve the people; Iam paid by the year; 
and if gentlemen wish to go into this question, I 
am indifferent about it. Ido not think you are 
going to doit. I think this thing is knocked about 
Among you with reference to your elections some- 
where; and I have: no respect for that on either 
side. 

Mr. DAVIS. My friend from Georgia, as I 
understood him, said he had heard to-day, for the 
first time, that the tariff of 1857 had been passed 
by corruption. If I gave him the information, he 
is very much behind the reading world. The pa- 
pers have been filled with it; amounts have been 
stated, and very large amounts. The defalcation 
of a custodian of the moncy of a corporation or 
of a firm attracted notice-—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. I said that I had heard there 
was money spent to procure free wool. 

Mr. DAVIS. I accept the distinction of the 


Senator. He does not say that there wasno money | 


spent, but that the money was not effective. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say no such thing procured 
the passage of the bill. Ido not think it could 
have applied to three people in Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS. That goes into the region of spec- 
ulation, where I should be perfeetly lost. How 
far this large sum of moncy affected anybody’s 
vote who would not have voted for the bill with- 
out it, I do not know; but he was a very indis- 
creet agent who paid money to a man to vote a 
particular way when he intended to vote that way 
without the money. Thatis all I can say. Itis 
a thing of which L have no particular knowledge. 

In all the argumens which goes for free trade, 
I sympathize; butthe free trade which is presented 
by persons particularly acquainted with all finan- 
cial questions, like my friends from Virginia and 
Georgia, of the Committee on Finance, is not the 
free trade of which I have been an advocate. It 
is free trade in dyes, so that the manufacturer 
may be relieved, and finally it grows to be free 
trade in everything which is required for the in- 
dustry of the country; but where is the wood- 
man’s ax; where is the farmer’s plow, and where 
his scythe? These pay a duty still, and the ery 
is constantly for a higher tax on them. It is, 
then, mercly to the dye-stufls, that enter into the 
manufacture of cloths and calicoes, that this free 
trade extends. The salt and the iron, the two ab- 
solute necessaries of life, are still to bear their 
burdens. My friend from Virginia says it is to 
reduce the price of the manufacture of the article. 
How? His colleague from Georgia answers it— 
answers it without intending to do so—when he 
points to the fact that Great Britain is struggling 
for the markets of the world; enlarging her man- 
ufactures; taking off duties wherever it will in- 
crease her manufactures, and that it is the price 
of the British article with which we are to com- 
pete. They regulate ourstandard; and when you 
take the duty off the dye-stuif, you merely in- 
crease the profits of bim who manufactures in this 
country to sell to our own people, Great Britain, 
with all ber manufacturing and commercial power, 
is struggling for the possession of our market, and 
she sends the goods here at the price at which she 
can afford to sell them. They are then charged 
with a duty, which duty.is imposed for the ben- 
efit of the manufacturer of the same character of 
goods here, in many cases, and then the manufac- 
turer here gets the price of the English article 
with the duty added, and his profit on it. That 
profit will be greater or less in proportion as he 
pays duty on the raw material or not. 

But there is another phase in this free trade of 
my friend from Georgia, that of specific duties. 
I cannot apply his theory of relieving consump- 
tion, of imposing taxation upon property, and in 
that I agree with the idea of specific duties. If 
property is to bear the burdens of Government, 
then you most equitably reach it by a duty of 
impost wheu you adopt the ad valorem principle. 
Itis wealth which buys the high-priced article, 
and poverty which buys the poorer. Then when 
the tax is in proportion to the value of the article, 
wealth pays its proportionate share for the sup- 
port of the Government in return for the protec- 
tion which property receives. It is the only 
mode, in my opinion, through which you can 
vary the burden so as at all to assimilate to the 
amount of property which receives protection, if 


you collect your duties through an indirect sys- 
tem. Direct taxation, we all know, would reach 
property immediately. Persons would render 
personal service for the protection they received, 
and property would support the Government. I 
am speaking now, however, of a system of rev- 
enue which is collected from the imports of the 
country. A specific duty, laying the same tax 
upon an article worth twenty dollars as upon an 
article worth two, operates to relieve property of 
its fair proportion of burdens, and to transfer the 
burdens so taken off property to the consumers, 
the laborers. That is the effect of it; and it is, 
therefore, that I have always vindicated ad valorem 
duties, and ad valorem duties spread out upon 
everything imported. If consumption be the basis 
on which you are to Jay the tax, then everything 
which is consumed should be taxed; and least of 
all is it fair to exempt from taxation those things 
not produced in our country; and those goods 
not produced in our country, and those alonc, 
would put every dollar which was taken from the 
pockets of the people into the Treasury of the 
United States. A tax laid on any other character 
of commodity is a portion of it paid into the pock- 
ets of the individual who manufactures or pro- 
duces it, anda portion of it only into the Treasury 
of the United States. We all know what the 
English system has been. It has advanced to- 
wards free trade; but the English circumstances 
and our own are very different; and when we 
apply their principle, we cannot do it by follow- 
ing step by step in their path. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Mississippi to the facts con- 
nected with this bill when he speaks of the injuri- 
ous effect of specific dutics, and to illustrate the 
general principle by a single article taken from 
this bill, Iwill take the instance of the duties 
upon cotton goods. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘To which bill docs the Senator 
call my attention? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I speak of the one on the 
reconsideration of the postponement of which we 
are about to vote, and one which, if that vote be 
reconsidered, E hope will be before the Senate and 
be passed. The Senator says he wishes a strictly 
ad valorem duty placed upon all goods, in order 
that the masses of men may pay less and the 
wealthy pay more. Now, take the duties on cot- 
tonsheetings. Common brown goods that weigh 
over five ounces to the square yard are taxed in 
this bill one cent per square yard. They are 
of universal consumption for personal wear and 
hgdding all over the country. There is more con- 
sumption of them than of any other article of cot- 
ton goods. They vary,in price from cight and 
a half to twelve cents a Square yard. The drill- 
ings that people wear for pantaloon stuffs, cost 
about nine cents the lineal yard, being about three 
quarters of a yard wide. Another finer fabric, 
worth about eight cents, having a great deal less 
stock in it, but more labor, counting a certain 
number of threads, is charged two cents a square 
yard, although the market price of it is not as 
much as of the coarse article that only pays one 
cent. By the Senator’s universal rule of ad valo- 
rems, there would be two and a half cents a yard 
on these coarse sheetings by the tariff he is com- 
mending so much, and about two and a quarter 
cents, perhaps, on the article Tam now speaking 
of. Then, when yowcome up to the article with 
two hundred threads to the square inch, which 
furnishes the wear for the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and myself, the value of it in the market is 
about thirteen cents, and it is charged in this bill 
three cents a square yard. 

I have instanced these three qualities of cotton 
goods that arc extensively imported. There was 
nearly thirty million dollars’ worth of these arti- 
cles imported last year. On the coarse goods of 
universal wear, the specific duty imposed by this 
bill, being a cent per square yard, is not over ten 
per cent.; and the duty on the next grade is about 
twenty-two per cent.; and on the highest grade, 
which is worn by the wealthy, twenty-five per 
cent., by these changes in the rates. The medium 
rates of fine goods, being of so little stock, are 
light, and the actual cost is as much as of the 
coarse goods in the market, and they do not bring 
as much; and hence, under the ad valorem system, 
they pay less, instead of morc, as they ought to 
do.” With an ad valorem rate, you would make the 
coarse goods pay from two anda half to three 


cents a yard, whereas, under this bill, they pa) 
but one cent; and there is no: other. way to reac 
it but to fix different rates of duty; and-no tariff 
that I ever heard of before discriminated. as this 
does. ee He 

I come next to woolen goods. ‘T.allude to this 
for the purpose of counteracting the impression 
that has gone abroad by a statement of the chairs 
man of the Committee on Finance, that this’ bill 
which came to us from the House of Represent- 
atives discriminated against the masses of men: 
and in favor of the wealthy, whereas its whole 
purpose and end and scope are to put the lowest 
possible duties on the goods worn by the masses 
of men in every particular. Everybody knows 
that cottons and woolens form the ‘great bulk of 
the clothing of the whole people of this country. 
Though there is a large amount of silks worn, the 
great mass of the clothing of the country is made 
from cotton and wool. Under this bill, upon 
woolen goods costing less than twenty-five cents 
a square yard, there is a duty of fifteen per cent.; 
and when they come up to seventy-five cents, 
there is a duty of twenty per cent., and a specifie 
rate by the pound to cover the duty levied on the 
raw wool; and when they go above one dollar a 
square yard, there is twenty-five per cent. duty. 
They call these minimums. These prices are 
merely put onas steps covering the kinds of goods 
that are worn by the common mass of men, and 
invariably the coarser kinds are taxed with the 
least per cent. ‘That indicates a purpose, and it 
will produce the effect of putting the burden of 
this Imposition upon the wealth of the country, 
those who wear fine goods in both classes; and 
so it is with silks. About one half the rate of 
duty is put on the common silks, which are worn 
by the masses so far as they wear them at all, 
and the duty is nearly doubled on the finer silks. 
So it is with liquors, Everything is predicated 
upon that basis. 1 know of no other way. Mr. 
Guthric,in his report, said that experience under 
the schedules of the tariff of 1846, where there 
were lower rates for different articles of the same 
description, showed that the importers changed. 
the names, and contrived, by fraud and deception, 
to getarticles in under the low schedule which 
ought to have paid a higher rate of duty. Where 
you fixed your schedules to allow goods to come 
in at a low rate for the benefit of the masses, they 
contrived to bring in goods intended for the 
wealthy under the low schedules; and you. can- 
not avoid this under the ad valorem system; but 
if you put on specific duties, you prevent it en- 
tirely. 

Great objection is made to the details of this 
bill; and it is said the officers will have to use 
microscopes in order to count the threads in a. 
square inch. Why, sir, the goods have been sold 
for forty years by the trade in that way, and so 
advertised in every newspaper. Orders go outto 
England in that way. The English prices cur- 
rent invariably give the price per piece according 
to the number of threads in a square inch. They 
sell their cotton goods now by the piece, not by 
the yard; they sell on a larger scale than we do. 
My colleague has just handed me a quotation 
from the New York paper of last week, giving 
the price of goods according to the number of 
threads per inch. It is just as well known among 
people who deal in these goods what is indicate 
by a certain number of threads as it would be to 
give a quotation of sugar by the pound. It is 
very easy for people who have not had their at- 
tention called to this business, and do not know 
what it means, to think there must be some mys- 
tery in saying that there shall be a certain duty 
on goods counting a hundred threads to the square 
inch. There is no newspaper that you take up, 
containing trade quotations, that docs not give 
you the prices according to this very standard, E 
saw in our paper, last week, an account of the 
sales of seventy-seven thousand pieces of printed 
cloths of sixty, sixty-four, and fifty-six threads, 
giving the price according to each grade. People 
order these ‘goods all over the country, and all 
over the world, by this standard. When we were 
making the tariff of 1842, I recollect to have seen 
the English tariffon linens, and E was utterly sur- 
prised at the nicety of it. They raised the duty 
every four threads to a square inch. [ suggested 
to the men who drew this bill that I thought three 
grades of cotton goods were enough, taking it 
first at a hundred threads to the square inch, then 
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atone hundred and forty, and then at two hun- 
dred;:;but if the English were now to-makea tariff 
6fthis kind, they: would have twenty different 
grades. Their linen tariff has more than twenty 
grades or- rates of duty, and it has been so for 
forty. years. Did you ever hear any complaint of 
jt? Is there any difficulty about dealing with 
England for linen goods? “You send your order 
out for. linen of such a count, and everybody un- 
derstands it just. as well as if you ordered so 
many pounds of sugar- The dealers understand 
iti You-would not expect a man who knew noth- 
ing about the business to understand it. If you 

ive an order for a hundred cases of linen accord- 
ing to the different counts, they understand it by 
the threads just as well as the grades of cotton 
are- understood. If 1 send an order to Mississippi 
for middling cotton, L know just as well what will 
come back asif I were there to pick itout. So, 
if 1 send for middling fair, or fair, or ordinary, I 
know it just as well as if I saw the cotton and 
picked it. I it does. not come according to the 
standard for, which 1 sent, I am not obliged to 
take it... 

Mr. HAMMOND. 
Chair if it isin order, on the motion to reconsider, 
to discuss the merits of the tariff bill, I desire to 
know whether the tariff is up now for discussion 
under this. motion to reconsider; for if it is not, 
the Senator from Rhode Island, and many other 
Senators, have been out of order. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not discussing the 
merits of the bill. I was only calling the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi, who intro- 
duced this point, to some of its provisions. [was 
merely calling his attention to it to show that 
there is no such objection in the bill proposed to 
be reconsidered as he supposes; but that, on the 
contrary, it provides just what he said ought to 
be provided m.a tariff bill, and provides for it as 
effectually, and more effectually, than I have ever 
seen it done in any tariff bill framed in this coun- 
try. Instead of our complaining of the intricacy 
of this tariff bill, E think the members of the 
House of Representatives who framed it deserve 
the thanks of the country for their ability and 
industry in doing ity and when it comes to be cx- 
amined here 1 doubt whether there will be many 
places where you can pick a flaw in it. Ido not 
doubt but that there are some mistakes in it. I 
never saw a bill of that Jength which could not 
beimproved, They may have omitted something, 
or may have miscalculated; but this is the place, 
and this is. the time for us to remedy any such 
defect, and I have no doubt we can do itin a sin- 
gle day if the Senator from Mississippiand others 
who take an interest in the question will take 
time and devote themselves for a day or two to 
the bill. : 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Mississippi 
has charged very broadly that the tariff act of 
1857 was passed by corruption, and says, that | 
ever since he discovered that he has expressed 
his willingness to vote for its repeal, 

Mr. DAVIS. Allow me to correct the Senator, 
I think he bas drawn his impressions from the 
remarks of the Senator from Georgia, rather than 
from my own. 1 thoughtitan unfair construction 
atthe time. I stated that I was ready to do so, 
since I had been satisfied that was the fact. Twas 
satisfied by, what appeared in the newspapers, 
and I believed iton the evidence there presented. 

Mr. WILSON. Lhave no doubt thatin making 
this declaration which the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has made, he is convinced that the act of 
1857 did-pass by corrupt appliances of money; for 
Lam sure that he would not make the declaration 
here unless he entertained that conviction. I have | 
made some inquiries in regard to it and reflected 
somewhat upon it, and my own judgment is that 
rnoney-had no iufluence whatever in passing the | 
tariff'act-of 1857. ‘That money was raised for the 
purpose of influencing the action of Congress in 
some form, there can be no doubt whatever. That 
fact is before the country, and a discreditable fact 
itis. But, sir, in my judgment, that moncy was 


Į rise to inquire of the | 


raised that year through the influence of a class 

of men who hang about Washington during the | 
sessions of Congress as lobby agents, and simple- | 
minded men, anxious for a change of the tariff, | 
thought it was best to comply with certain inti- ! 
mations orrequests madc of them to send an agent 

with money to Washington to operate upon the | 
Congress, though I do not suppose they intended 


i 


| feated; and when the employers of such men have 


session. ‘here are lobby agents about this Cap- 


| unless he would pay him $1,500 he would defeat 


| the votes of members. That system has been 
y 


to bribe members of Congress, or had any idea 
that money was directly or indirectly. to. go into 
the pockets of members of Congress.. But, sir, 
there is a class of men who hang about Washing- 
ton during the sessions of this body and the other 
House, who make it their business. to sell the 
votes of members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives; who make it their business to 
represent to. persons having claims or interests 
depending upon the action of Congress, that they 
have a controlling influence with certain members, 
or with portions or the whole of delegations. 1 
have no doubt that members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives have their votes sold and 
paid for annually, and they in perfect unconscious- 
ness of it. Sir, there are men here this very year 
who hang around these Halls, come into these 
galleries, and represent to persons having busi- 
ness before Congress that unless they arc paid 
sums of moncy they will have their measures de- 


had the facts brought before them, they have ad- 
mitted the corrupt character of their employés. 
In regard to the charge that $87,000 was raised 
in 1857 to influence the action of Congress upon 
the tariff, I have never seen any evidence; I have 
never been able to discover any fact going to show 
that members of Congress received any portion 
of that moncy. Sir, it was not necessary to raise 
or spend money to carry the tariff of 1857, for it 
went by itself. There was a previous demand 
before Congress to modify the tariff of 1846, to 
reduce the revenue. That pressure was upon 
both Houses. ‘The question only was, how it 
was to be done. The% was a general, universal 
opinion among men ofall parties, that there should 
be a modification of the tariff to effect that object. 
If money was expended, it went into the pockets 
of men who took the occasion to fill their pockets. 
That it had any influence; that it was necessary 
to have any influence over the action of Congress, 
cannot be maintained. You, sir, (Mr. Frrzpar- 
nick in the chair,) and every member of Con- 
gress in 1857, will bear evidence that there were 
no close votes upon that question. That this 
money was raised under the influence of lobby 
agents, operating upon a few business men of 
limited capacity, who did not understand the po- 
sition of that question before Congress, I have not 
adoubt; but that ithad any effect in passing the 
measure before Congress, I utterly deny. It was 
part of the lobby system that disgraced usat that 
time; that has disgraced us during the present 


itol who make it their business to represent t 
persons who know no better that they influence 
and control the votes of members of the Senate 
and House of Representitives; and that such men 
have received money this year for that purpose, 
{entertain not adoubt. A person connceted with 
a paper in New York said to a leading gentleman 
who came bere with reference toa measure of 
great national concern, pending in Congress, that 


his bill, Receiving no money from that quarter, 
he labored with reckless zeal to defeat a measure 
of public interest, because its friends would not 
consent to be black-mailed by him. 

Sir, it does not do to believe members of the | 
Senate and House of Representatives guilty of 
the crime of corruption because certain men, in 
order to put money in theiy purses, make igno- 
rant people, who have claims or interests before 
Congress, believe that they control or influence 


going on, it is now going on, and it will probably 
fo on hereafter; and I know that some of the 
purest mon, some whom I now see before me, 
have had their names coupled with corruption, 
all unconscious of it themselves. 1 say that so 
far as the allegation of money having been raised 
to influcnee Congress in 1857, in its action upon 
the tariff, is concerned, I believe the whole of it 
to be a corrupt matter of lobby agents, operating 
upon the weaknesses of some business men, and 
that it had no influence whatever over the legis- 
lation of Congress that year. If there were mem- 
bers of Congress who stained their souls with | 
corruption on that occasion, I hope the infamy 
of their complicity with lobby agents to black 
mail credulous persons, anxious to secure the | 
modification of the tariff, will yet be disclosed to 
the world. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brier.) | 


' 
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The question is on the motion to reconsider the 
vote postponing House bill No. 338. 

The Secretary procecded to call the roll. 

Mr. BINGHAM, (when his name was called.) 
On this question I am _ paired with the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. SLIDELL. ] 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I must take this occa- 
sion to bring to the decision of the Chair the ques- 
tion whether it is any excuse for a gentleman that 
he is paired off. I would myself, under the cir- 
cumstances in which the Senator is placed, ask 
to be excused from voting after the decision of 
this question; but I hope he will not consider it | 
unkind atall that I avail myself of this oportu- 
nity and this occasion, it being the first since last 
night, to make the question in his case. I want 
to know whether it is competent for gentlemen to 
pair off, and whether it is anexcuse fora member 
to say here “I have paired off.” I think it is 
not. I think this practice is becoming altogether 
too fashionable among us; and we ought to know, 
at any rate, what the law of this body is in re- 
gard toit. 1 desire to have the decision of the 
Chair;and insist upon it that the gentleman, being 
present, is bound to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur,) 
The Chair understands the Senator from Ken- 
tuclry as insisting that the Senator from Michigan 
shall vote. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I must do that in order 
to raise the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the rule that relates to the question 
raised by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BIGLER. I beg to suggest to the Senator 
from Kentucky that it would be better to go 
through with the list, and aferwards take yp the 
question of the propriety of requiring Senators to 
vote. I think that is in accordance with the rules 
and I make the suggestion to the Senator from 
Kentucky, that he allow the call to go through, 
and then raise the question. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I fear that I cannot 
make it if the call shall be concluded. 

Mr. BROWN. You can at any time before 
the result is announced, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point is 
well taken at the present stage of the call. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I made it at this in- 
stant because I supposed I was obliged to make 
itnow. Ifitcan be made after the call is through, 
very well, 

Mr. BROWN. I think the question may be 
made at any time before the result is announced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By general 
consent, the call will be proceeded with until its 
close, and the Senator from Kentucky can then 
make his point of order. [‘* Agreed !”] 

The Secretary continued the call of the roll. 

Mr. FOSTER rose when.Mr. Drxon’s name 
was called, and said: My colleague has paired 
with the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Cuineman.] They are both absent. 

The Secretary concluded the call of the roll. 

Mr. DURKEE, (who at first voted in the 
affirmative.) I desire to withdraw my vote. I 
am paired with the Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. 
Bensamin. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s 


_vote will be withdrawn, if there be no objection. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I suppose this is the 
proper time to have the decision of the question 
I raised. A gentleman during the call excused 
himself from voting on the ground that he had 
paired off with another gentleman who wasabsent. 

merely wish to have the question settled, that 
members may know how to regulate their con- 
duct, not that I desire it to be applicd to existing 
cases; because we have indulged in this practice, 
all of us—I have myself; but T believe that it 
ought to be stopped. I would not insist on any 
gentleman voting now who is paired; but T want 
the decision on the question whether it is a good 
excuse for not voting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not know how the question can be made, except 
in the case of some Senator. Does the Senator 
from Kentucky insist on any Senator voting who 
has declined to vote? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Of course; Iam obliged 
to do that for the purpose of raising the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Wisconsin, for example, declined voting on the 
ground that he had paired off. The Chair will, 
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cali the attention of the Senate to the rule. The 
rule provides: oe i 

« When the yeas and nays shall be called forby one fifth 
of the members present, each member called upon shall, 
uniess for special reason he be excused by the Senate, de- 
clare, openly and without debate, his assent or dissent to 
the question.” 

The Senator from Wisconsin 
_» Several Senators. The Senator from Michi- 

an. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The same remark 
ig true of the Senator from Michigan. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan having declined to vote, on 
the ground that he has paired off, tha,question for 
the Senate to determine is, whether that reason is 
sufficient; and the Chair will submit that question 
to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that my colleague 
be excused. 

„Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall make that mo- 
tion myself as soon as we have the decision of the 
question. 

‘Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
is the excuse rendered by the Senator from Mich- 
igan sufficient? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope it-will be deemed sufi- 
* cient. This practice of the Senate is according 
to custom, and I think it is a good practice. The 
rule was not passed to meet it. I believe the prac- 
tice of pairing a judicious one in some cases, to 
prevent advantage being taken of an accident 
which may call a member away. | It is a very 
good practice, and may be indulged in without 
injury to the public service, especially in a body 
like this, where each gentleman must judge for 
himself how far his presence here is necessary to 
the public interest, and when it is proper for him 
to pair off, and on what questions. Í think it is 
a discretion which may well be left to cach Sen- 
ator, and I dislike very much to sce an arbitrary 
rule enforced. 

Mr. MASON. I do not think the question, 
whether the Senator shall be excused, is at all 
dependent on any principle which may be in- 
volved in the right of the Senate to excuse him, 
TL agree with the Senator from Georgia that this 
practice in the Senate is one that leads to very 
good results, and the Senate cannot well control 
it. The ruleis, that cach Senator shall vote when 
his name is called; but it has been the usage of 
the Senate since I have been here—certainly a 
much shorter time than the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky—to allow a Senator, on his respons- 
ibility, if he finds it necessary to leave the Sen- 
ate, to do so by getting some gentleman of oppo- 
site opinions, to avoid the consequence of his 
absence, to agree not to vote. I think each Sen- 
ator must do that on his own responsibility. 
Suppose the Senate were not to excuse & Senator 
for not voting: he has nothing to do but to leave 
the Chamber before his name is called, and he 
cannot be required to vote. I can well see that 
there may be instances where, if the pairs were 


numerous, the Senate might be reduced to a num- | 


ber below aquorum; and in such cases, perhaps, 
it might be desirable to enforce the rule; but oth- 
erwise I should be reluctant to do so. . 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from Louis- 
iana has left the city upon the faith of my engage- 
ment that I would not vote on any political ques- 
tion while he was away; and I should not consent 
to vote now, under any circumstances. g i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question. 1s, 
shall the Senator from Michigan, for the reason 
stated, be excused from voting? . : 

The question being put, 1t was determined in 
the affirmative. . 

The result of the vote on the motion to recon- 
sider the postponement of the tariff bill until 
the second Monday in December: next was an- 
nounced—ycas 33, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bright, Cameron, 

andler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis 
snden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Kennedy, King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Nemphill, Hunter, Iverson, John- 
son of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Rice, Toombs, Wig- 
fall, and Yulee—17. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
reconsider is agreed to; what will the Senate do 
with the bill? ; 

Mr. BIGLER. It will be remembered that, so 
far as I have any interest in the matter, I gave the 
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, Doolittle, | 


Senator from Florida an assurance that when the 
bill was taken up, I would consent to let it be 
passed over informally, while we proceeded with 
the Post Office deficiency bill. è 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. LAN E. {move the amendment of which 
I gave notice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania asks that the bill lic over till the 
Post Office deficiency bill can be disposed of. 

Mr. LANE. If the bill is laid aside, let my 
amendment lic over with it. Lask that the amend- 
ment be read. Š 

The Secretary read the amendment as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and 
insert : ` 

"That the act entitled “An act reducing the duty on im- 
ports, and for other purposes,”? approved July 30, 1846, be, 
and the same is hereby, reénacted and reéstablished in 
every section, schedule, and clause thereof; and that the 
act entitled “An act reducing the duty on imports, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1857, and all other acts 


and parts of acts inconsistent with the said act of July 30, 
1846, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to suggest that the 
amendment cannot now bein order, because there 
is a motion to postpone the bill until December 
next. All we have donc is to reconsider the vote 
upon the postponement, and now I take it the 


question comes back upon the motion to postpone. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair over- 


looked that circumstance. The Senator from 
Maine is correct. The vote which has just been 
taken reconsidered the vote by which the bill was 
postponed until the second Monday in December. 
The question now is, shall it he postponed until 
that day2 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope that motion will be voted 
down without a division. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. | rencw my edmendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This bill was once referred | 
to the Committce on Finance, and was by them 
mercly considered and reported with reference to 
one question, namely, whether it should be post- 
poned to the next session. The merits of the bill 
itself have not been considered at allin this body. 
The vote to postpone it has now been reconsid- 
ered, and the bill comes before us, Clearly, it 
has never been considered in the Committee on 
Finance, in relation to the details of its provisions. 
The only question which by them was considered 
and presented here, was the question of deferring 
it, postponing it to another session, notexamining 
it. The bill really not having undergone any cX- 
amination by that committee on its merits, I move 
now that it be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. With the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. COLLAMER. The amendment, I take | 
it, is not in order. It could not be reccived atthe | 
time it was offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Oregon offered the amendment the moment the 
vote was taken upon the motion to postpone. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the amendment is re- 
ceived as in order, I desire to have it committed 
with the bil. | 

Mr. WILSON. I hope that the motion to re- | 
fer the bill to the Committee on Finance will not 
prevail. We voted to reconsider the vote post- 
poning the bill with the idea that we were going 
to set ourselves down and go to work to mature 
it. I want the bill read; I want to take it up scc- | 
tion by section, line by linc, word by word, and 
examine every part of it, and pass upon it. [tis 
fairly before the Senate now, and we can amend | 
each of the sections, as we take them up. We 
have entered on the work scriously and soberly, 
and let us examine and act upon it. We voted 
for the reconsideration with that understanding; 
and I shall insist upon it, as far as E can do so, į 
that we act upon cach section of the bill separ- 
ately and in detail, and perfect the provisions of 
the bill before we act upon the amendment ofthe 
Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. BIGLER. I cannot vote for the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont. This bill has al- 
ready been In possession of the Committee on 
Finance. Itis true, as the Senator says, that the 
only question considered by the committee was 
that of postponement, that the details of the bill 
were not alluded to at all. The Senator from i 
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Vermont proposes to recommit itin order that 
it may be perfected, that the committee may go 
into an examination of the details, and cure any 
palpable defects that may appear init. But, sir, 
we have had a very clear indication that that com- 
mittee is not only against this tariff bill, butagainst, 
any other; and the committal would simply. be 
utting us where we were a few hours sindé—the’ 
bill would be out of the possession of the Senate, 
and, I take it, disposed of for this session. ‘That 
has not been my purpose: = i : 

Mr. HUNTER. Allow me to suggest'to the’ 
Senator from Pennsylvania that. he moved. to re- 
fer it to a-special committee. Let a select.com- 
mittee of its friends take charge of it, and make 
such amendments as they may think proper. 

Mr. BIGLER. I shallnotinterfere so far with 
the motion of the Senator from. Vermont; butif he 
had moved to refer the bill to a select committee, 
l should not have felt disposed to interpose an 
objection, provided I could have assurance. of 
promptand immediate action from the committee. 
if the Senator from Vermont will change his-mo- 
tion, and propose a select committee, I shall have 
very much less objection to it. Certainly 1 can- 
not agree to a reference to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, understanding their views, as we now do. 
I had supposed that, after disposing of ‘the Post 
Office appropriation bill, we should at least read 
this bill, and go through its sections, and see what 
objections could be pointed out to. it. Ido not 
feel disposed ‘myself now to make a motion to 
commit. i : 

Mr. COLLAMER., As the friends of the meas- 
ure seem to be divided about the propriety of my 
motion, I withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thebill has never 
been read at length in the Senate. ‘The Secretary 
will read the bill. 

The Secretary commenced reading the bill. 

Mr. YULEE. I move the suspension of the 
reading of the bill; and if it be agreeable to the 
Senate, and the Senator from Pennsylvania, 1 will 
move the postponement of this question, in order 
to take up the Post Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. I cannot object to that, of 
course; for I agreed that it might be done. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


Florida moves to suspend the reading of the 


bill—— 

Mr. WILSON. I must object. 

Mr. YULEE. I make the motion: 

Mr. WILSON. If there is any special business 
that the Senator wishes to-do, shall not object 
to its being suspended temporarily. 

Mr. YULEE. I want to take up the Post Office 
appropriation bill for the present year. . 

Mr. WILSON. Iam willing to yield to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill must be 
read unless, by unanimoas consent, its reading be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. LANE. I think we had better get through 
with this bill. We have but three days of the 
session after this; and I regard this bill as a very 
important matter. : 

Mr. TOOMBS, Here is an appropriation bill 
pending between the two Houses which it is pro- 
posed to take up. So 

Mr. LANE. No appropriation bill is of more 
importance than this question. Iwill not, how- 
ever, stand in opposition to the wish of the Sen- 
ate in relation to. this matter. If they desire now 
to take up some other business, [shall not object. 

Mr. BIGLER. I believe there is no motion to 
postpone, but it is simply proposed, by common 
consent, to lay this bill aside. 

Mr. YULEE. Ihave no objection to that mode 
of proceeding—any mode by which we can take 
up the Posi Office bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair bears 
no objection; this bill, is laid aside temporarily, 
and the Post Office deficiency bill will be taken 
up. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. | 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hares, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed an enrolled bill 
(S. No. 416) to secure homesteads to actual set- 
tlers on the public domain, and for other pur- 
poses} and it was signed by the Vice President. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
insisted upon its amendment to the sixth amend- 
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ment of the Senate. to the bill (H.-R. No. 500) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year'ending 30th of June, 1861, disagreed to by 
the Senate, and upon its disagreements to the 
ameridments of the Senate to the said bill, insisted 
on by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked 
hy the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon; and appointed Mr. Freeman H. 
Morse. of Maine, > Warren. Winsiow of 
North Carolina, and Mr. Cuarzes F. Apams of 
Massachusetts, managers at the same on the part 
of the House. 


MAIL ROUTE PREEMPTIONS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to the report of the committee of .con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H.R. No. 44) confirming certain land 
entries. under the third section of the act of 3d 
March, 1855, entitled ** An act making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1856.” 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 104) for the 
final adjustmentof private land claimsin the States 
of: Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri, 
and for other purposes, with an amendment; in 
Which: the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested. 

Mr.: POLK. I ask the Senate to pass upon the 
amendments to our bill No. 104. I will state that 
the amendments are unimportant. One of them 
substitutes ‘or’? for “and ?’—not making an 
materjal change in the sense—and the other amend. 
ment allows a claim, filed within the limit fixed 
by the Senate bill, to be prosecuted to final action. 
That is all, 

“There being no objection, the amendments of 
the House were read: They were in line thirteen, 
of page 1, to strike out ‘for’? and insert ‘and;” 
and to add to the bill: 


And all claims presented, or sued upon, according to the 
provisions of this act, within the said term of five years, 
may be prosecuted to finat determination and decision, 
notwithstanding the said term of five years may have cx- 
pired before such final determination and decision. 


The amendments were concurred in. 
MAIL ROUTE PREEMPTIONS. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
onthe bill (H. Hl. No. 44) confirming certain land 
entries, under the third section of the act of 3d 
March, 1855, entitled ‘‘ An act making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the yearending the 30th of June, 1856,” made 
the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of. the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 44) confirming 
certain land entries under the third section of the act of 
3d March, 1855, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1856,” report: that, having met, af- 
ter full and free conterence they have asrced to recommend, 
and do recommend, to the respective Houses, as follows: 

To amend the said bil) by inserting tn line four, on page 
2, afer the word “entries,” “upon payment of $1 25 per 
acre, for the land embraced in each patent.” * 

And the committee also agree to the amendment of the 
House with the above amendment, and recommend the 
concurrence of the Senate in the House amendment, and 
that the bill. with the amendment recommended by the com- 


mittee, be passed. 
W. R. W. COBB, 
JOHN G. DAVIS, 
CAREY A. TRIMBLE, 
Managers onthe part of the House of Representatives. 
THOMAS BRAGG, 
JAMES HARLAN, 
JOSEPH LANE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. BRAGG. The bill has been returned from 
the House of Representatives, the report of the 
committee having been concurred in there. I 
move that the Senate concur in the report. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. DURKEE moved to print the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior, communicating in part 
the information. called for by a resolution of the 


Senate of the 28th ultimo, in relation to the con- | 


tract. for the construction of the Patent Office 
building, and it was. 


Ordered, That the notion be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 
On motion of Mr. RICE, that the usual num- 


ber of the bill (S. No. 416) to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers on the public domain,.and_ for 
other purposes, as it passed both Houses of Con- 
gress, be printed for the use of the Senate, it was 

Ordered, That the motion be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. x 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee an Printing, 
to whom was referred the motion to print the 
usual number of the bill (S. No. 416) to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers on the public do- 
main, and for other purposes, reported in favor 
of the motion; and the report was agreed to. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. DAVIS asked, and by tnanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. 
No. 46) supplementary to the joint resolution in 
relation to the public printing, approved 
1860; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose the Senate will hardly 
be willing to consider the joint resolution now. | 
will barely state, therefore, in order that I may 
call it up at some other time, that instead of al- 
lowing the Superintendent of Public Printing to 
have the sole control of the purchase or erection 
of buildings, machinery, &c., the proposition is 
to put it under the control of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and the Superintendent of Publie Print- 
ing then will have control of its management 
afterwards. It is dividing responsibility; throw- 
ing cheeks around it. 

Mr. FITCH. Perhaps the Senator will have 
no objection to its reference to the Committee on 
Printing. I should like to look into it. 

Mr. DAVIS. None. 

The joint resolution was referred to thé Com- 
mittce on Printing. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H.R. 
No. 503) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending the 30th June, 1860, is before the Sen- 
ate, the question pending being upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
Yunex] to the amendment of the House of Rep- 
reseniatives. Upon this question the yeas and 
nays were ordered, and they were being taken 
when the vote last night disclosed the want of a 
quorum. 

The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives is to add to the Senate amendment, directing 
proposals to be issued for carrying the mail in 
steamers from Charleston to Key West: 


Provided, 'The said service shall be performed in the same 
time as was prescribed in the schedule time in the contract 
for the service of the steamer Jsabel, and the Postmaster 
General is. hereby authorized and directed to pay for the 
actual service performed by the said steamer Isabel, from 
Charleston to. Havana, previous to the passage of this act, 
at the samce rate of compensation as was provided in the 
contract for that service: And provided further, That the 
Postmaster General is hereby directed to restore we inland 
service on all the routes under contract on the 4th of March, 
1859, unless the same have expired by their own limitation, 
or where improved service over said rontes has been fur- 
nished by railroads or otherwise ; and where the service 
has been actually performed by the contractor upon enr- 
tailed routes, notwithstanding such curtailment, the Post- 
master General shall pay the contractors as if no change 
had been ordered ; but the Postmaster General shall not be 
required to restore the service on any of said routes, beyond 
one daily mail each way, nor to interfere with any éhanges 
of service that may have been made without reduction of 
price; nor to restore service on rcute No, 10515, trom Ne- 
osho, Missouri; to Albuquerque, New Mexico; nor to re- 
store service on route No. 15050, from Kansas City, Mis- 
souri, via Santa Fé, New Mexico, to Stockton, California ; 
nor on any part of the route No. 8076, west of EJ Paso: 
Provided further; That nothing hercin contained shall de- 
bar the Postmaster General from discontinuing or curtail- 
ing any of the routes hereby restored; nor shail the con- 
tractor or contractors upon said restored routes be paidany 
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taibnentor discontinuance: And provided further, That no 
service hereby restored shall be put in operation unless by 
the assent of the contractor or contractors therefor: And 
provided further, ‘That the appropriation herein made shall 

e so construed as to embrace those made by the joint res- 
olution “ for the relief of the contractors of the Post Office 
Depariment,”’ approved 28th March, 1860: And provided 
further, Vhat nothing herein contained shail be construed 
so as to renew the mail service on the Cumberland river, 
above Clarksville, in the State of Tennessee. 


Mr. Yuver’s amendment is to strike out all 
after the word “ provided,” where it first occurs 
in the House amendment, and to insert: 


for the round trip; and the Postmaster General is directed 
to investigate the claim of the owner of the steamer {sabel 
for services alleged to have been rendered by said steamer 


| and the steamer Catawba in the transportation of the Uni- į 


extra allowance whatever, in consequence of any new cur- | 


That the said service shall be performed in seven days | 


ted States mails between Charleston and Savannah and 
Havana, since the 30th day of September, 1859; and if, 
from any testimony, it shall appear to him that said ser- 
vice, as.stipulated for in the contract therefor, which ex- 
pired on the said 30th of September, 1859, was thereafter 
actually performed, then the Postmaster General shall al- 
low compensation up to the date of this act for such ser- 
vice, for the time it was performed, at the same rate that 
was allowed under said contract. And the Postmaster 
General is hereby directed to reéxamine the causes for dis- 
continuance or curtailment of the postal service on inland 
routes since the 4th day of March, 1859, and to restore all 
such parts of the said service as can be restored, with due 
regard tothe public interest and the circumstances of each 
case, whether such discontinuance or curtailment was upon 
contracts yet in force, or has taken effect upon the making 
of new contracts ; and wherever service has been actually 
performed by the contractor upon any curtailed route, not- 
withstanding the order of curtailment, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall pay for the same as if no such order had been 
made, deducting from such payment any allowance re- 
ceived by the contractor on account of the curtailment of 
service under his contract: Provided, however, That the 
Postinaster General shall be satisfied, from the testimony 
before him, that the service for which compensation is 
above provided was performed in good faith and in advance- 
ment of the public interests: And provided further, That 
no compensation shail be made for any such service per- 
formed after the Ist day of August next. And, to enable 
the Postmaster General to carry this provision into effect, 
the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary tor the purpose, is hereby appropriated: Provided, 
however, That the restoration or increase of service hereby 
contemplated, shall be with the assent of the contractor in 
each case, or in pursuance of the terms of his contract: 
And provided furthermore, also, That this appropriation 
shall be construed to embrace the appropriations made by 
the joint resolution “for the relief of contractors of the 
Post Office Department,” approved March 28, 1860. 

Mr. YULEE. I prepared that amendment as 
a substitute for the amendment sent from the 
House of Representatives. It was intended asa 
concession; it was a sort of olive branch held out 
to the gentlemen of the other side who were sus- 
taining the proposition of the House, and separa- 
ting from those of us in the Senate who hold the 
opinion that any legislation at all on the subject 
was improper. I find, upon looking at the vote 
which was taken last night, that it did not receive 
the countenance or support of any one gentleman 
who had been in antagonism before. Finding, 
therefore, that nothing is gained by the conces- 
sion I proposed, I have concluded that it would 
be as well to withdraw it, and leave the issue to 
depend upon the proposition as it came from the 
House. IJ, therefore, ask permission to withdraw 
the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
may be withdrawn by unanimous consent, but 
not otherwise, the yeas and nays having been 
ordered upon it. 

Mr. POLK. Ido not like to object, but I do 
not wish to consent to that. I can vote for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Florida, 
but if that is withdrawn, į cannot vote for the 
House amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is objection made 
to allowing the Senator from Florida to withdraw 
his amendment? 

Mr. POLK. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the amendment cannot be withdrawn. The 
question is upon the amendment of the Senator 
from Florida to the amendment of the Elouse of 
Sepresentalives, . 

The question being taken by ycas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Brown, Davis, 
Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hammond, Hunter, Johnson of Tennes- 
sec, Kennedy, Lane, Pearce, Polk, Powell, and Sebastian 
—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Crittenden, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Harlan, Hemphill, King, Latham, Mason, Rice, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Toombs, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—26. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


Mr. YULEE. I now move that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment proposed by the House 
of Representatives; and in order to show that we 
are disposed to accommodate, if possible, I move 
that we ask for another conference. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I trust the Senate will 
agree to the amendment of the House, and finish 
this bill. The present amendment is a modifica- 
tion of the position first assumed by the House, 
and it seems to me that no great harm will arise 
from agreeing to their amendment as it stands. 
The motion of the Senator from Florida, I believe, 
is, that we non-concur, Ido not know exactly 
in what order the motions would be put, but if it 
is in order, I would move first that we agree. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The motions to 
agree and disagree are equivalent; and if ‘the 
motion of the Senator from Florida is rejected, 
that vote is an agreement With the action of the 
House. T 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then the question may 
justas well be taken in one form as another. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have been heretofore 
disposed to vote for this House bill; but I have 


discovered (when itis too late for amendment, Ei 


am told, unless the amendment comes from a 
committee of conferenes) that it is so worded that 
vo route is restored which has expired by its own 
limitation; and it so happens that in ten of the 
States, beginning in Pennsylvania and running 
South, the contracts expired last July. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The House amend- 
ment is still open to amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But the provision to which 
I refer is in the House bill, as I understand. Itis 
in the first section and twelfth line of the printed 
bill before me, in which I would like to put the 
amendment. I should like to know whether that 
would be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzrat- 
rick in the chair.) The Chair will inform the 
Senator from South Carolina that no amendment 
can now be made to the body of the bill; but the 
amendment of the House may be amended. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I believe this is in the 
body of the bill itself, The clause as it is, is only 
a partial restoration of the service. Three north- 
ern States—Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New Jer- 
scy—and Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, 
are deft out by the terms of this bill. Unless it 
can be amended, I shall certainly vote against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amend- 
ment to the body of the bill is not in order. The 

uestion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Florida to disagree to the House amendment, and 
ask for a conference upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina that, if this amendment 
prevails, the Postmaster General will have aright 
to restore the service if he wants to do so and it 
is in his opinion necessary. (Without amending 
the bill, 1 say the discretion is given to the Post- 
master Gencral to restore the service if he pleases. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The objection which the Sen- 
ate took to this bill is well founded, and still sub- 
sists. We are called upon to restore the whole 
body of discontinued service that has not expired, 
without knowing what we are doing, without a 
single inquiry, without a reference to a commit- 
tee; and for no other purpose, I presume, but be- 
cause gentlemen have determined to put back the 
service, at the bidding of contractors, where ithas 
been discontinued. Edo not think such legisla- 
tion could possibly get a vote in this body, if it 
were not for considerations of that kind. ® 

Mr: HAMMOND. I find that the House 
amendment reported last, which | had not seen 
when L was up before, docs embrace the very 
passage that f should like to strike out; and there- 
fore the amendment which I before suggested is 
jn order. 1 move, in line eleven of the House 
amendment, to strike out the words ‘ unless the 
same have expired by their own limitation.” 

Mr. BRAGG. Lask for the yeas and nays on 
that. . 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. YULEE. I wish to suggest to the Sena- 


tor from South Carolina a difficulty which his | 


amendment will produce, although its object is to 
obtain justice, {t shows the viciousness of this 
whole legislation. He proposes that we shall re- 
store the service as itwas onthe 4thof March, 1859, 
whether the contracts on the routes have expired 
or not. In the lettings in ten States since, there 
have been changes in the amount of scrvice; 
changes in the routes by which the post offices 
have been furnished; changes in the grade of 
service; and new contracts have been made which 
supplied all the offices that were then in existence 


upon particular routes. Now it is proposed to- 


restore all the old service, so that you will have 
double service in operation on many of the routes. 
That is the simple effect of it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not understand any 
such thing as the Senator from Florida suggests. 
There is no more difficulty in restoring service on 
a route, if you have got another contract, than 


| is as faras I was disposed to go, for I did not feel 


where you discontinue the service. Say thereis 
a route numbered 2000. You had a contractor 
upon it; he had a certain rate of service, so many 
times a week. His contract expircs, and another 
contractor takes it. That very contract contains 
a provision for setting up the service, and that 
same service can be restored just as well as if the 
old contractor had staid there. It makes no dif- 
ference. 

Mr. YULEE. [f the post offices were supplied 
by service upon precisely the same routes it would 
not; but I will give the Senator a case—a case 
which the report of the Postmaster General fur- 
nishes us—where offices were supplied by steam- 
boat ata high cost, and the same offices have been 
supplied under a new arrangement by land ata 
small cost. Under the operation of this provision, 
he must restore the old service. That is an illus- 
tration. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iunderstand the proposi- 
tion, and Í intended to confine my remarks to the 
amendment moved “by the Senator from South 
Carolina, which is the question before us. The 
remark which was made by the Senator from 
Florida in relation to the inconvenience of restor- 
ing service doesnotapply merely because there are 
new contractors. The exception which was in the 
bill, that the restoration of service should not ex- 
tend to those contracts that had expired by their 
own limitation, the Senator from South Carolina 
moves merely to strike out. You can just as well 
restore the service where new contractors have 
taken these routes, as you could if the old con- 
tractors had remained. It disturbs nothing atall. 

Thegentleman suggests that there may be found 
cases where they bave been superseded by other 
provisions for the service. That is provided for 
in another part of the bill, There 1s already a 
provision that the old service is not to be re- 
stored where it has been superseded by railroad or | 
other service. The remarks of the Senator from 
Florida, as Í understand the case, do not at all 
constitute any sort. of objection to adopting the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South 
Carolina. The routes may be restored just as 
well, I say, under a new contract as underan old 


one. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think the Senator from 
Florida must apprehend that this is to restore the 
contractors. 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is simply torestore the 
service, and not the contractors, and T do not sce 
why it should work any greater difficulty to re- 
store those whose contracts expired in July than 
those whose contracts did not expire. My ob- 
ject is to putall the States on an equal footing, 
and Í will not agree, as far as my vote goes, to | 
restore the postal service in twenty-three States 
and notin the other ten. 1 should have preferred 
theamendmcnt of the Senator from Florida, That 


disposed to vote anything that looked like a vote 
of censure on the Post Office Department, because 
I think it has been managed as ably as was pos- 
sible, under the circumstances, 1 do not think, 
however, the Postmaster General should have at- 
tempted to organize any permanent reforms in 
his Department, under the stringent circumstances 
in which he was placed at the close of the last 
session, by the loss of theappropriation bill, That 
was not a time to organize with a view to perma- | 
nent improvements. He should have done, as he 

did, the best he could do temporarily, with a cer- | 
tain knowledge that Congress would, at the next | 
session, restore the appropriations. He knew | 
how the bill was lost here, by what I thought a: 
rather unnecessary squabble between the two 
Houses, and that ‘there was no intention, by re- 
fusing that appropriation, to break up the De- 
partment or to institute any reforms in the postal 
service, and I do not think it is any censure on 
him to ask him to restore that service. I should 
suppose it would rather relieve him from many 
embarrassments in the restoration, and I regret 
that any one should regard itas a reflection on 
him. ; | 
My idea of postal reform, in one word, is this: | 
there is no postal reform that you can make, un- 
less you begin by doubling the postage. The 
deficiency is nearly equal to the income; and itis | 
impossible to reform the Post Office Department, 
and make it self-supporting, without doubling the 


postage. All other plans are absurd. But of all 


things, I would not pinch, in the way of reform, 
the saddle-bag mails of the country: I think ‘the 
Post Office ought to double the postages, and then 
retrench on thegreat mammoth routes along which 
the people get the news three times a day; ‘but I 
would, if possible, run a saddle-bag mail to every 
man’s house in the country. -That would bemy 
view of reform in carrying on the Post Office De» 
partment, instead of striking at the weak routes, 
as has been done so often. But I do not see, Mr: 
President, how it is possible that therecan be any 
more difficulty in restoring the service, where con- 
tracts have ¢xpired, than in restoring it where 
they have not, inasmuch as the same sort of con- 
tracts have been made; and the provision is to 
restore not the contractor, but the contract. 

Mr. YULEE. The objection I suggested, I 
think, is a good objection, and perfectly tenable. 
The provision of the House is, that- 

“The Postmaster General is hereby directed to restore 
the inland service on all the routes under contract on the 
4th of March, 1859.” : 

And then come the words which the Senator 
from North Carolina proposes to strike out: 

f “Unless the same have expired by their own limita- 
tion??— 

And it goes ‘on— 
tor where improved service over said routes has been 
furnished by railroads, or otherwise.’? 

The point I make is this: routes, at every leta 
ting, more or less—I do not know how many in- 
stances there may be of it in the case of these ten 
States—are abandoned, and the same offices are 
supplied otherwise, by changed routes and new. 
routes; yet, under this bill, you require a restora- 
tion of service on all routes under contract on the 
4th of March, ‘‘except where improved service 
over said routes’’—you do not say, ‘except where 
the offices are supplied by other service’’—but 
‘except where improved service over said routes 
has been furnished by railroads, or otherwise,’” 
that is, where you have given them coaches, in- 
stead of saddle-bag mails. There may be instances, 
doubtless there are some; and if there are any, it 
makes the legislation wrong, and it shows how 
much in the dark we are legislating. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The plain effect of this 
bill is simply this: it will cost the Government a 
month’s pay upon those routes that the Post- 
master General docs not choose to continue, We 
recommend him to restore them; and I prefer the 
Senator’s recommendation that he should restore 
such as, in his judgment, he thought necessary; 
but if he puts them every one just as they were 
last March a year, he can discontinue them the 
next day by giving a month’s notice, and the 
utmost inconvenience that would arise would be 
the compensation of one month’s pay under the 
contract; and that, perhaps, is a penalty that we 
ought to pay for our legislation last year, which 
has put this country to such great inconvenience. 

Mr. JOHNSON; of Tennessee, I shall vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina, with the intention of voting against the 
amendment proposed to be amended, I think 
this whole subject ought to be left to the Post- 
master General, or at least he ought to have a ver 
large discretion, I shall vote against the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Car- 
olina, and then against the amendment of the 
House. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas. 20, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Megsrs. Bayard, Bright, Brown, Cameron, Ches- 
nut, Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Vitapatrick, 
Foot, Foster, Hammond, Iverson, Kennedy, Mason, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Thomson, and Toombs—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, 
Davis, Doolittle, Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, Jobnson of Ten- 
nessee, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, ‘Pen Eyck, 
‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee—2L. 

So the amendment of Mr. Hammonp was re- 
jected. ` 

Mr. YULEE. For the purpose of testing the 
sense of the Senate upon this particular clause in 
this provision made by the House with regard to 
the payment to the contractors, I propose, in the 
House amendment, to strike out all after the word 
“ otherwise,” in line thirteen, down to and in- 
cluding the word *¢ ordered,” inline sixteen, The 
words to be stricken out are ‘and where the ser- 
vice has beenactually performed by the contractor 
upon curtailed routes, notwithstanding such cur- 
tailment, the Postmaster General shall pay. the 
contractors as if no change had been ordered.” 
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I ask for thé yeas and nays on this amendment, 
This clause, in effect, surrenders the Department 
to the control,of contractors. Without arguing 
ihe matter, I simply ask for the and nays. 

` The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted-—ycas 17, nays 27; as follows: , 

“YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy,' Peace, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sébastian, Toombs, and 
Yulee—17. È : 

-NAYS-—~ Messrs. Bright, Brown, Cameron, Chandler, 
Chesnut, Glark, Colamer, Doolittle, Durkec, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hammond, Harlan, Hemphill, King, 
Latham, Mason, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Thomson, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. 


So the motion to strike out did not prevail. 


Mr. YULEE. Now, J hope we shall take a 
vote on the question of agreement. 

Mr. POLK. I desire to add anamendment. I 
voted for the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Florida; but the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Florida has been voted down, and | 
I propose to add after the word ‘ order,” in the 
seventeenth linc, on the second page, the words: 


Unless where such contractor shall have reccived a 
month’s pay on account of the curtailment. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I hope we shall not agree to 
that: amendment. Iam opposed toit. Those gen- 
tlemen who went on and acted honestly, accord- 
ing to the contract, without the orders of the De- 
partment, are better entitled than those who were 
determined to serve anyhow, in spite of the De- 
partment; and I oppose the amendment for that 
reason. : 

Mr. POLK. I think if they get the contract 
price that is enough, and I do not wish them to 

et the contract price and a month’s pay besides. 

here is :the difloronce betwixt the Senator from 
Georgia and myself. He not only wants to give 
them the contract price, but a month’s pay in 
addition. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I said no such thing. 

Mr. POLK. I took the Senator’s words. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You did not have my words. | 

Mr. POLK, If,1did not take Senator’s words, 
then I ask his pardon; and if I have given a mean- 
ing to the words that he did notintend they should 
have, then I take that back. 

Mr. TOOMBS. _ I did not say that. 

Mr. POLK. Well, Mr. President, I certainly 
donot wish to misrepresent the Senator. 

Mr. TOOMBS. What I said was, that it was 
very clear those persons who, under the contract, 
took month’s pay, were better entitled where 
they had gone on and done the service, than those 
who had done itin violation of the Jaw and the 
contracts under the law. 

Mr. POLK. . There is just the difference be- 
tween us. I think the party who went on and 
did the service, and got paid the contract price, 

ot all he can ask; and we ought not to give him, 
in addition to the contract price, onemonth’s pay. 
That is the difference between the Senator and 
myself. {fhe wishes them to have one month’s- 
pay in addition, very well; he is entitled to his 
opinion; but that is not my opinion, and hence I 
have offered the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, to add the words: 

Unless said contractor shall have received one month’s 
pay on account of such curtailment. 


Mr. TOOMBS. That would deprive all the 
rest, 

Mr. POLK. Iam willing to add these words, 
to make it more agreeable: 

Which month’s pay shall be deducted. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘That is a very different ques- 
tion. | 

Mr. COLLAMER. Now, Mr. President, that | 
brings it precisely to what f understand to be 
the ground, as a matter of course. Here is a man 


who is curtailed of half the service. He has aj: 
daily service, and one half of itis taken off. He | 
is ordered to do it three times a week. Here- 
ceives his month’s pay on the deduction part; but 
if he goes on and does the service, and this law ji 


is passed to pay him for the service, no deduction | 
is made to him at all, Whatever he has received |} 
by way of advance, comes out ofthat paid for the i 
service. We say if he has gone on and done the |; 
daily service, and actually performed it, he shall | 

F 

i 


be paid; but you deduct from that pay what you 


: 
| 
advaneed for a month’s work. Asa matter of | 


course, that will be done. . The gentleman need 
not have any law about that. The Post Office 
Department 1s not. quite so dumb as to do that. 

Mr. POLK. Where Congress tells them what 
they must do, they must do it. . 

Mr. COLLAMER. There is no doubt about 
that. It does not require to call spirits from the 
vasty deep tọ make that sort of deduction. By 
putting in those last words in his amendment, It 
leaves 1t just exactly where it is now; that is, if 
the man has done the service, whatever he has 
received already on account of the reduction of the 
service shall be deducted. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iwanttocxplain. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri, as first of- 
fered, proposed to extend the provision toa class 
of people who acted in clear violation of law. 
According to the original proposition, the con- 
tractors are to get onc month’s pay, if the service 
is not restored; and if it is restored, theirmonth’s 
pay is deducted, and they d@not get the benefit 
of the act. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri required that they should have both. I 
say he denied it to the meritorious, and was giv- 
ing it to those who were acting in violation of 
law. That is the position I took, and it is the 
correct one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agrecing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on disagreeing to the amendment of the 
House, and asking for a committee of conference. 
Is the Senate ready for that question? 

Mr. HUNTER. The yeas and nays were 
ordered on that question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The form in which the 
question is putis not entirely understood upon 
this side of the Senate. ‘Those who wish to con- 
cur with the House vote ‘nay,’ as I under- 
stand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
states it correctly. Those who desire to disagree 
will vote “ nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, 
Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hammond, 
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, 
Latham, Mason, Pearce, Rice, Sebastian, Thompson 
‘Toombs, and Yulee—24. 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Green, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, Polk, Seward, Simmons, Saniner, Ten Eyck, Prum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20. 

So the Senate disagreed to the amendment of 
the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an- 
other amendment made, which will be read. 

The Sccretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House disagree to the third amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: On page 3, line three, 
after the word “ blauks,” strike out ‘ ten thousand? aud 
insert & fifty-four thousand; so that the clause will read: 

For blanks, $54,000. 

Mr. YULEE. I move that the Senate insist 
on that amendment, and thus keep the question 
as it was. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand that we 
are to vote to keep in the $54,000? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Florida is to insist; and that 
will keep in the amount, if the Senate insists. 

Mr. CHANDLER. J ask for the yeas and 
nays on that question. 


Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, upon thisamend- 


Clark, Collamer, 


ment, the form of proceeding on the part of the | 


Senate will be to insist. The House have dis- 
agreed to this amendment. In the former case, 
they agrecd to our amendment, with an amend- 
ment, to which we disagreed. Now, the House 
ias disagreed to this amendment of the Senate, 
and the mation is to insist. A 

Mr. FLUNTER. This third amendment, the 
House, the second time, forgot to notiec; and in 
order to get it into a committee of conference, it 
is uccessary to insist. The House omitted it in 
their report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is on insisting on the amendment which has just 
been read. 

Mr. GREEN. Whose amendment is this we 
are to pass on? When was it adopted? 

Mr. TOOMBS. When the bill passed. 


The question | 


Mr.GREEN. Has the House disagreed to it? 

-Mr. TOOMBS. Yes. 7 

Mr. GREEN. Has it been before a commit 
tee of conference ? : 

Mr. TOOMBS, Yes. 

Mr. GREEN. Hasit been before the Senate, 
whether we shall recede or not? 

Mr. TOOMBS. No. : 

Mr. GREEN. Then we cannot act upon it, > 
and it must go before the committee again. If 
we once act upon it we cannot act upon it again; 
it is beyond the power of the Senate. I make that 
point before the Senate. [raise the point of order 
that it is not in the competency of the Senate to 
recede or do anything else, except to adhere or 
insist, and appoint a committee of conference. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thatis what we are doing. 
The motion is to insist. ; 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; that is all right 
enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that it has been the uniform 
practice of the Senate to further insist on its 
amendments. The question is, to further insist 
on the amendment which has just been read, on 
which the yeas and nays were called for. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the call. 

The amendment was insisted on. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move now that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 304) relative to the overland mail to Califor- 
nia. Itis a portion of the unfinished business of 
this body. We were discussing it yesterday. It 
was put aside for this Post Office deficiency bill. 
A great deal of business has intervened since, and 
I think itis but proper that the Senate should take 
it up and dispose of it naw some way or other I 
think we can get through with it this evening, if 
the Senate will give it their attention. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is the Post Office bill dis- 
posed of, or is it yet under consideration ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the tariff bill is the bill in order 
before the Senate. The Past Office deficiency bill 
was taken up by common consent. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I move to postpone 
the tariff bill, and take up the bill of the House 
No. 304. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to inquire what is 
the result on this Post Office appropriation bill? 
I understood. the Senator from Florida to move 
for a committee of conference. 

Mr. YULEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER.,. Thatpoint hasbeen passed 
upon. 

"Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
has disagreed to the amendment of the House in 
one instanee, and insisted further on another. 

Mr. COLLAMER: The question lasked was 
about a committee of conference; whether there 
has begn any order for the appointment of such 


| a committee? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has. 
been none, 
_Mr. HUNTER. That was a part of the mo- 
tron. 


Mr. YULEE. Iwas going to state that that 


| was a part of the motion I made to disagree with 


the House, and propose a conference. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will put that question. 
Mr. COLLAMER., 
is all. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. How shallth 
committee be appointed ? ; 
Mr. HUNTER. By the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to appoint a committee of con- 


I only want itdone; that 


| ference on the Post Oflice deficiency bill. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Vice Presi- 
dent appointed Mr. Davis, Mr. Brace, and Mr. 
HARLAN. 

CALIFORNIA OVERLAND MAIL. 

Mr. LATHAM. Inow renew my motion to 
postpone all previous orders, and take up the bill 
(H. R. No. 304) inviting proposals for carrying 
the entire mail between the Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts on one line; and on that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 27, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, Fitzpatrick, 
Grimes, Harlan, Iverson, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Polk, 
Powell, Rice, and Trumbuil—14. 
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NAY S—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, Durkee, Foot, 
Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Jobnson of Tennessee, King, 
Masou, Nicholsan, Pearce, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, 
Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, ‘Toombs, Wigtall, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—27. : 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

CALIFORNIA. AND WASIINGTON MAIL. 


Mr. LANE. I move to take up the bill (H.R. 
No. 715) to establish a mail, six times a week, 
from Sacramento, in California, to Olympia, in 
the Territory of Washington; and { hope the 
Senate will allow it to come up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proper 
motion will be to move to postpone the bill now 
under consideration, which is the tariff bill, for 
the purpose of proceeding to the consideration of 
the bill alluded to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The tariff bill was laid aside 
informally for the Post Office bill, and has been 
taken up again I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair an- 
nounced the tariff bill as the first business in order; 
but a motion is made to postpone it. Does the 
Senator from Oregon move to postpone the con- 
sideration of the bill now before the Senate, for 
the purpose of proceeding with the bill indicated 
by him? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir; for thirty minutes, or 
only informally. It will take but a few moments 
to pass the bill that 1 have named. 

The motion was notagrecd to. 

TIIE TARIFY BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate 
and fix the duties on imports, and for other pur- 

oses, 

Mr WILSON. The bill has not been read yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will proceed with the reading from the point at 
which the proceedings were arrested by the inter- 
vention of other business. f 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Is there any Senator who de- 
sires the reading of the bill? 

Mr. WILSON. I believe 
bill to be read through. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
upon; but I do not sec anybody paying any at- 
tention to it. Even the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is not listening. 

Mr. WILSON. I must insist upon it. I wish 
to have the bill read through. 

Mr. IVERSON. I wish to make a motion to 
postpone the consideration of the bill for the pres- 
ent, in order to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Frren]) yesterday, or the day before, to 
rescind the order taking a recess 
to six o’clock. I think it is uscless to take a 
recess from four to six o'clock. 

Mr. MASON. I thinks the best way of testing 
whether the Senate intend to remain here to pass 
this tariff bill will be to make a motion to adjourn. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to inquire of the Chair, 
if the vote should be in the affirmative, will the 


Senate meet at six o’clock this evening, or eleven | 


o’clock to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At eleven 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I want that understood. 

Mr. MASON. The 
journ” is to pass over, 
The PRESIDING 
understanding of the Chair. 
The motion wag agreed 
a division—ayes 2], noes 

adjourned. 


to go to the next day. 


to, there being, on 
12; and the Senate 
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The House metateleven o’clock, a, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
"The Journal of yesterday wasreadand approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. 


amined and found truly enrolled— i 
An act (H. R. No. 305) making appropriations 


the rule requires the | 


It must be read, if insisted | 


from four o’elock j 


meaning of the term ‘‘ad- | 


OFFICER. That is the} 


DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- | 


TH 


for the support of the Army for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1861; ; 

Anact(H. R. No.395) for the relief of Chauncy 
W. Fuller; and 

An act (S. No. 416) to secure homesteads to 
actual settlers on the public domain, and for other 
purposes. 

CORRECTION OF JOURNAL. 


Mr. HOARD. [I rise toaquestion of privilege. 
I notice that on the vote last evening, to suspend 
the rules to enable the gentleman from Tennessce 
{Mr. Nursow] to introduce a resolution in regard 
to the printing of reports of investigating com- 
mittces, I am recorded as having voted in the 
negative. I desire to say that I was not in the 
House, and did not vote on that resolution. I 
therefore desire to have the Journal corrected in 
that regard. i 


The SPEAKER. The Journal will be corrected 
accordingly. The effect of the correction will be 


to change the result, and to refer the resolution to 


the Committce on Printing. 
CHEROKEE TREATIES OF 1817, 1818, 1819. 


Mr. VANCE. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to grant me a favor. I have asked 
nothing at all of the House this session, and I 
have only one bill which affects the interests of 
my constituents at all. Task to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table House bill No. 270, to exe- 
cute the treaties of 1817, 1818, and 1819, with the 
Cherokees, by making provision for the reserva- 
tions under the same. I desire to have it recom- 
mitted for the purpose of having it again before 
the committee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. VANCE Imoye to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be sub- 
mitted at this time. 

GENERAL IHARNEY’S ADMINISTRATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting papers called for by the resolution of the 
House of the 12th instant, requesting all corre- 
spondence on file in the War Department, not 
heretofore published, having reference to Gen- 
eral Harncy’s administration of the departmentof 
Oregon; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by the 
hands of Mr. Patron, one of its clerks, notifying 
the House that the Senate had ordered’ certain 
documents to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. BARR. lask the gentleman from Illinois 
to give way to me for a moment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. J have been 
applied to by at Jeast twenty gentlemen who want 
the floor; and I cannot yield. I desire to have this 
matter disposed of. 

Tho SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Jllinois yield to a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What docs 
he desire? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
consent to introduce a bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
that purpose. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
imous consent of the House to introduce a bill 
authorizing a loan and providing for the redemp- 
tion of revenue notes. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Lobjectto it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope there will be no 
objection. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of illinois. 
ject to the introduction of the bill. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object to 
it, no matter where it comes from. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the gentleman from 
Ilinois give way to me one moment? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to any 
giving way at all. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Isubmit the 


I ask unanimous 


I yield for 


I do not ob- 


motion to suspend the gules in a somewhat dif-. 


ferent form from thatin which I submitted it last 
night. There is a rule of the House which per- 
mits a separate vote to be taken on every Item in 


J ask the unan- į 


| We have already passed 


a bill providing for internal improvements. “My. 
motion embraces that ‘rule. as well as the others. 
Itis to suspend the rules,.so as to, discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Ù nion 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 
113, to.enable the House to consider the same at 
this time, and to dispense with a separate vote on 
the variousitems thereof. ` aer ee 
Mr. BRANCH. I riseto a point of order. The: 
only motion in order is to suspend all rules:that 
prevent the introduction of. this bill., The ‘rule 
specially referred to docs not stand in the way of 
the introduction of the bill, but secures. a right. 
to members, after the bill is brought before the’ 
House. . g 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I made the 
suggestion merely to give notice to the House. 
It is not necessary at all. My first motion sus- 
pends every rule—that particular rule among the 
others. : ` ge 
Mr. BRANCH. It suspends every rule that 
stands in the way of the introduction of the res- 
olution. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 


whatever. 


Every rule 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask the gen- 
ieman from Illinois to suspend that question for 
the present, in order to allow the gentleman from 
Maryland to présent his bill, and to give him-an 
opportunity, if there be objection, to move to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose of reporting it to 
the House for consideration. We can adjourn 
at six o'clock to-day, if the House pass that bill 
now. J therefore ask the gentleman from Ilinois, 
without losing his right to go on with the ques~ 
tion which he submits to the House, to allow the 
gentleman from Maryland to submit a motion 
touching general legislation, that the House may 
vote upon it, and determine whether or not it will 
take it into consideration at this time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I am very 
willing to do that, if 1 can have the floor after- 
wards, (Cries of “ No objection |” Very well; 
if that be the understanding, I will yield the floor. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. The gentleman from Ma- 
ryland can move to suspend the rules, without 

elie to the rights of the gentleman from 
nals, 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Mi- 
nois withdraws his motion for that purpose, he 
will be entitled to it afterwards. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. How will 
he be entitled to it? 

The SPEAKER. By courtesy. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Do I un- 


derstand the Chair to say beforehand that the 
gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor, 
whether he rises to claim it or not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Davis} is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. [I object to any such ar- 
rangement as that. 

The SPEAKER. There is no arrangement. 
The gentleman from Maryland has the floor. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. [object to suspending the 
rules for the purpose of introducing a loan bill. 

a loan bill through thts 
House, in connection with a tariff or revenue bill, 
that will provide the means for paying the inter- 
ost on the loan; and I am in favor of adhering to 
that policy. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to suspend 
the rules to enable -me to introduce a bill author- 
izing a loan, and providing for the redemption of 
Treasury notes, with a view to put it upon its 
passage. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call for 
the yeas and nays on that motion. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The bill, which authorizes aloan of $21,000,000, 
was read. 

The question was then taken on the suspension 
of the rules, and there were—ycas 100, nay 65; as 
follows: 

YRAS-—Messrs. Charles I’, Adams, Alien, Alley, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barr, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, 
Boyee, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burch; Bar- 
lingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Clopton, 
Colfax, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, 
H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Del- 
ano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edgerton, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Eliot, English, Foster, Fouke, French, Garnett, Gartrell, 
Gooch, Graham, Gurley, Hamilton, Jj. Morrison Harris, 
John T. Harris, Hatton, Touston, William Howard, Wil- 
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liam. A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Jones, Keitt, Wil- 
llanm-Kelioge; Landrum, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, James 
Leach, Leake, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Etbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McQueen, McRae, Millson, Sydenham Moore, 
Morse, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Reagan, Rice, Riggs, 
Ruffin Sedgwick, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
Stanton, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Taylor, Thea- 
ker, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Ellihu B..Washburte, 
Webster, Wilson, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—100. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, 
Beale, Samuel! S, Blair, Brabson, Brayton Campbell, Car- 
ter, Case, Cobb, Corwin, Covode, Duell, Ftherid e, Farns- 
worth, Ferry, Florence, Gilmer, Grow, Hale, Hall, Hel- 
mick, Hoard, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Lee, 
Longnecker, “Marston, McKean, Mek nit, McPherson, 
Millward, Laban T., Moore, Moorhead, Murrill, Edward 
Joy Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Potter, 
Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stevens, William. Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 
Watton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Wells, and Wood- 
ruff—65. 
- So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. i 


During the roll-call, 
Mr. KUNKEL stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Woop. 
Mr. BURCH announced that Mr. Scorr had 
aired off with Mr. Hicuman on this vote. If 
r. Scorr had been present he would have voted 
sé AY. 

. Mr. ASHLEY stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. V'ALLANDIGHAM, or he would have voted 
no... 

Messrs. STEVENSON and NIBLACK stated 
that if they had been within the bar when their 
names were called they would have voted “ay.” 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I now move 
that the rales be suspended to discharge the Com- 
mittce of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of bill of the House 
No. 113, making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers, to enable the 
House to consider the same at this time, and to 
dispense with a separate vote on the various items 
of said bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. I make the point of order 
that the latter clause of that motion is not in order. 
Itis two motions in one. The right to call fora 
separate vote upon each item docs not accrue 
until the bill is before the Housc, and is upon its 
engrossment and third reading. The point of 
order which I make is, that the gentleman can 
only move to suspend so much of the rules as 
stand in the way of the introduction of the bill, 
and cannot make a motion to suspend the 151st 
rule any more than he could move to suspend the 
rule which gives a right to any member to move 
to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. My motion 
is to suspend all the rules. 

Mr. BRANCH, All the rules which stand in 
the way of the introduction of the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Of the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the point 
of order against the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, because this is a motion to suspend the rules 
--that is, to suspend all the rules. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ifthe Chair will refer to the 
151st. rule, he will find that one fifth of the mem- 
bors present are authorized to call for a separate 
vote on the different items of the bill, and this is 
an attempt, by a two-thirds vote, to deprive one 
fifth of that right. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman will observe 
that that is when we are acting under the rules. 
But the- proposition now is to suspend the rules, 
to get clear of them. That is the point of differ- 
ence between the gentleman and the Chair. If 
we were to be under the rules, he would be right, 
but we want to do a little business without the 
rules. 

Mr. BRANCH. Would the Chair hold that 
the gentleman might embrace in his proposition 
a suspension of the rule which authorizes me or 
any other member to move to lay the bih upon 
the table? 

The SPEAKER, Yes, the Chair supposes that 
can be done. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. desire to say one word. The 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Wasugurne] with- 
drew his motion to suspend the rules to enable 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] to sub- 


I move that there be a call 


mit another motion to suspend the rules, and there 
seemed to be an understanding that when that 
was disposed of, he should have a direct vote on 
his motion. I hope, therefore, that the motion 
for a call of the House will be withdrawn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That was 


the express understanding. 

The question was taken on Mr. Reacan’s mo- 
tion; and it was disagreed to. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wasn- 
BURNE’s motion to suspend the rules; and there 
were—yeas 105, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, 
Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Brayton, Bristow, Buf- 
finton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Camp- 
bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, H.Win- 
ter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Ediot, 
Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 
French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Helmiek, William A. Howard, Hum- 
phrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Wiliam. Ketlogs, Kenyon, Kil- 
gore, Larrabee, De Witt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, 
Longuecker, Loomis, Mallory, Marstou, MeKean, Me- 
Knight, MePherson, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moor- 
head, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, 
Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, 
Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, BHibu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Webster, Wells, and 
Woodruft—105. 

NAYS-—- Messrs. Allen, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, 
Barr, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Burnett, 
Clopton, Cobb, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John 
G. Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, 
Garnett, Gartrell, Hamilton, John ‘I. Harris, Hoard, Hous- 
ton, William Howard, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Leake, 
Love, Maclay, Vibert S. Martin, Maynard, MeQucen, Me- 
Rae, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Morriil, Niblack, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, William 
Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewarts Stokes, Taylor, 
‘Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Van Wyck, Woodson, and 
Wright—61. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. WILSON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Lamar, or he would have voted “ay.” 

Mr. WINDOM stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, or he would have 
voted “ay,” 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, announced that he 
had paired off with Mr. Crarx, of Missoùri. 

JEFFERSON AND NEVADA LAND DISTRICTS. 

Mr. THAYER. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to report from the Committee on 
Public Lands certain bills for the creation of Jand 
district i will say to the House, that the bills 
are precisely alike m their provisions. Task that 
one of them may be read, 

The bill to constitute the land districts of Jef- 
ferson and Nevada was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. GARTRELL, I object. 

Mr. THAYER. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CRAIGS, of North Carolina, called forthe 
yeas and nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 61, nays 91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barr, Francis P. Blair, Blake, 
Bouligny, Brayton, Bristow, Burch, Carey, Carter, Colfax, 
Covode, Cox, Davidson, Jolin G. Davis, Dimmick, Dueh, 
Dunn, English, Etheridge, Merry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 
Hale, Hoard, William Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Jun- 
kin, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, Longnecker, Love, Mac- 
lay, Mallory, McKnight, MePberson, Millward, Moorhead, 
Edward Joy Morris, Nelsonu, Niblack, Nixon, Porter, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sherman, Somes, 
Spinner, Wiliam Stewart, Stratton, Taylor, Thayer, Trim- 
ble, Vandever, Wade, and Woodrutt—61. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Alley, 
William C. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Beale, 
Bonham, Boyce, Brabson, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Burnbam, Campbell, Clopton,Cobb,Curwin, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, De Jamette, 
Delano, Edmundson, Eliot, Garnett, Gartretl, Grow, Har- 
deman, John T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hill, Houston, 
William A. Howard, Jones, Keitt, Kenyon, Landrum, De 
WittC. Leach, James M. Leach, Leake, Loomis, Marston, 
Maynard, McKean, McQueen, MeRac, Miles, Millson, 
Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Olin, Perry, 
Pettit, Peyton, Potter, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, 
Sedgwick, Singieton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
Spaulding, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevens, Stevenson, James 
A. Stewart, Stokes, Tappan, Theaker, Thomas, Tompkins, 
Underwood, Vance, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, 
and Wright—91. 


So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds not 
voting therefor.) ‘ 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, stated that he had 


paired off with Mr. Crank, of Missouri, on all 
political questions, but that an arrangement had 
been made by which he could vote upon this ques+ 
tion. 

Mr. MORSE stated that he had paired with 
Mr. Woop, otherwise he would have voted ‘no.’ 

Mr. WILSON said he had paired with Mr. 
Lamar, but as. they would vote the same way on 
this question, he would record his vote against 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BURCH said his colleague, Mr. Scorr, 
had paired with Mr. Wiypom. 

Mr. FRANK stated that he had paired with 
Mr. Reynoxps. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH stated that he was 
against the bill, but had paired with Mr. Wes- 
STER. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Parton, one of their Clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill of this 
House for the relief of Hockaday and Liggit. 

Also, that the Senate insist on their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill of the 
House making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861; 
that they ask a committee of conference on the 
said bill; and have appointed Messrs. Maxiory, 
Biever, and Hamin, as such committec on their 
part. 

! On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous 
consent, the House insisted on their disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate to the naval 
appropriation bill; agreed to their request for a 
committee of conference; and appointed Messrs. 
Morse, Winsiow, and Apams of Massachusetts, 
as such committee on the part of the House. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask the consent of the 
House to take up Senate bill No. 104, for the final 
adjustment of private land claims in the States of 
Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri, and 
for other purposes. FE will say that this bill was 
objected to the other day by Mr. Rust, of Ar- 
kansas. Since that time he has examined the 
bill, and is satisfied it ought to pass. Bills involv- 
ing the same principles precisely have passed this 
House in thirty-two different cases. 

There being no objection, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill taken up for consideration. 

The bill was read in extenso, 

The amendments reported by the Committee 
on Private Land Claims were agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIDSON called for the previous ques- 
tion on the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to a 
third reading, and was accordingly read the third 
time. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for the yeas and nays 
on its passage, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
Jay the motion to reconsidar on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONFIRMATION OF LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. COBB, from the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. No. 44) confirming certain land 
entries under the third section of the act of 3d 
March, 1855, entitled “ An act making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment during the fiscal year ending the 30th Jane 
1856,” reported that the committee, having met, 
after a full and free conference, had agreed to rec- 
-ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
To amend the said bill by inserting on line four, 
page 2, after the word “ entries,” ‘upon paying 
$1 25 per acre for the land embraced in such pat- 
ent. 

And the committee also agree to the amend- 
ment of the House with the above amendment, 
and recommend the concurrence of the Senate in 
the House amendment, and that the bill, with the 
amendment recommended by the committee, be 
passed 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask my colleague 
whether the bill repeals the law in relation to these 
fraudulent land entries? 
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_ Mr. COBB. It does. 

The question was taken, and the report of the 
committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was adopted; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. THEAKER. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 71, to.re- 
duce the compensation of members of Congress. 

Mr. BURCH and others objected. j 

Mr. THEAKER. f move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BRABSON. On that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays, I hope the rules will be sus- 
pended, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr.THEAKER. I call for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. I want to see how many gentlemen 
who profess to be so very economical, will place 
themselves upon the record in favor of ceonomy 
when it applies to themselves. [Cries of “Order!” 
and laughter.] i 
` Tellers were not ordered. 

The rules were not suspended, (two thirds not 
having voted therefor.) 

MOSES MERKER. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. Task the 


unanimous consent of the House to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar from Hoùse bill No. 341, for the relief 
of Moses Meeker. : 

Mr. THEAKER. Tobject. , 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. 
to suspend the rules. 

The bill was read, It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to ascertain, as in the case of John 
P. B. and Tenry Gratiot, what amount, if any, 
of rent was exacted by the United States agents 
of lead mincs from Moses Mceker for lead mined 
and smelted upon the lands of the Ottawa, Potta- 
watomic, Chippewa, Winnebago, or other tribes 
of Indians, prior to the purchase thereof by the 
United States, and pay such amount as may be 
legally proved to have been actually paid by 
Moses Meeker to such agents of the United States 
to Modes Mecker, or his legal representatives. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I really hope the 
gentleman from Wisconsin will not attempt to 
put through such a bill as that without debate. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 object. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I can hardly sup- 
pose that the gentleman will insist on the consid- 
eration of his bill, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. Yes, I do; 
and I move that there be a suspension of the 
rules. : 

Mr. BRANCH. I demand the ycas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 84, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F, Adams, Aldrich, William C. 
Anderson, Barr, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Samuel S. 
Blair, Blake, Boyce, Brayton, Buthinton, Burch, Burlin- 
game, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, Col- 
fax, Corwin, Davidson, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, 
Dunn, Eliot, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Florence, Fos- 
ter, Fouke, Frank, Grow, Gurley, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, 
Heimick, William Howard, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, May- 
nard, MeKean, Millward, Laban. T. Moore, Moorhead, 
Morse, Nelson, Nixou, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Potter, 


I move 


Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royes, Seatt, Scranton, Sedg- | 


wick, Spinner, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Theaker, fompkins, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and Woodruff—83. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Beale, 


Bocock, Boubam, Boteler, Brauch, Briggs, Bristow, Bur- | 
rawford, Curry, Jolm G. Davis, |: 


nett, Clopton, Cobb, 
Edmundson, Edwards, English, Garnett, Gartrell, Harde- 
man, Jobn ‘I’. Harris, Hatton, Hil, Houston, Jones, Keitt, 
Killinger, Leake, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Mar- 


tin, McKnight, McPherson, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Mill- | 


son, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Peyton, Porter, Pugh, 
Quarles, Reagan, Ruffiu, Sherman, Singleton, William 
Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, Trimble, Under- 
derwood, and Vance—6l. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
BOOK-FOLDERS. 


Mr. BABBITT. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives be, and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of the con- 


tingent fund, to each of the book-folders appointed by the 
Doorkeeper, $2 50 per day for every day which such book- 
folder may bave been employed in folding books, or in at- 
tendance ready to do any folding that wight be wanted, out 
of which shall be deducted whatever sums shall have been 
paid to such book-folders on said accountr@&pectively y the 
number of days, and the amount due in each ease, to'be 
ascertained and certified by the Committee. of Accounts. 


Mr. BURNETT. I object. 

Mr. BABBITT. I move a suspension of the 
rales, in order that I may. be enabled. to get: the 
resolution in. : 

Mr. BURNETT demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BABBITT.” Task leave to make an ex- 
planation. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not object, if the other 
side can be heard. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the whole thing. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the négative—ycas 86, nays 65; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, 
Barr, Bonham, Boteler, Boyce, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, 
Buffinton, Burch, Burnett, Campbell, Carter, Horace F. 
Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Coltax, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, 
Jolm G. Davis, Dawes, Dimmick, Edwards, Eliot, English, 
Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gooch, Grow, Hale, 
Hall, Hardeman, John F. Harris, Helmiek, Houston, Wil 
liam Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Jones, Wil 
liam Kellogg, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Love, Maclay, 
Mallory, Eibert S. Martin, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Mil- 
son, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Niblack, Olin, 
Perry, Peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Christopher 
Robinson, Ruflin, Sherman, Sickles, Singleton, William 
Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stew- 
art, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Train, Underwood, Israel 
Washburn, Webster, Woodruff, and Wright—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, William ©. An- 
derson, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Burlingame, 
Buroham, Butterficld, Carey, Covode, Curtis, H. Winter 
Davis, Delano, Dunn, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Fos- 
ter, Gilmer, Graham, Hatton, Hoard, Humphrey, Kenyon, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Funes M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, McKean, 
McKnight, MePherson, Millward, Laban "T. Moore, Nel- 
son, Nixon, Pahner, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Quarles, Royee, 
Seranton, Sedgwick, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 

, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Tappan, Thayer, Tompe 


I object to 


kins, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, | 
| Wade, Walton, Bhibu B. Washburne, Wells, and Wii- 


son—65. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

During the vote, 

Mr. SPINNER inquired whether the resolu- 
tion would be open to amendment if the rules 


were suspended. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grow in the 


j chair) stated that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania would then have the floor, and might call 
the previous question. 

Mr. SPINNER then stated that he would vote 
in the negative. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. 
DIMMICK, being absent on a committee of con- 
ference when the vote was taken on the report of 
the committee of conference on the homestead bill, 
had leave to have their votes recorded; and they 
were accordingly recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. COLFAX, not being present when his 
name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Pennsylvania, not being pres- 
ent when his name was called, asked leave to 
vote. 

Objection was made. . 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


PRINTING OF REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GURLEY. Irise to a privileged question. 


Yam directed by the Committee on Printing to | 


report.the following resolution: 


Resolved, That fifty thousand extra copies of the majority | 


and minority reports of the Committee on Expenditures in 


the Navy Department, and the resolutions thereon adopted | 


by the House, together with a like number of the majority 
and minority reports on the testimony taken before the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures, on the subject of the public 
printing, be printed for the use of the members of the House: 
Proviced, That these reports, resolutions, and the testi- 
mony, When thus printed, shall be bound in one volume 
with the reports and testimony of the select committee of 
which Hon. Jous Covone is chairman. But this resolu- 


| tion is not to be construed as embracing the report of the 


naval investigating committee, made at the Jast session of 
Congress. 

The additional expense will be ten cents per 
copy, amounting to $5,000 and a little over. I 


| call the previous question on the adoption of the 


resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to make an inquiry 
of the chairman of the Committee on Printing. I 
tried to get the floor last evening to make it. I 
want him to inform the House what the printing 


of the one hundred thousand extra-copies-of the 
reports and testimony of the Covode committee 
will cost? a : 

Mr. GURLEY. Sixty cents per copy... > 

My. BURNETT. What will the printing of 
the documents included in the resolution cost? 

Mr. GURLEY. Ten cents in addition: => 

Mr. BURNETT. That will make seve 
cents a volume for them all? E 

Mr. GURLEY. Yes, sir. Las 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not intend taiaterpose © 
objection, but I do not regard it as a question of 
privilege. I demand the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ASHMORE. Let me ask the gentleman 
a question. I want to know whether the cost 
stated is simply the cost of printing? 

Mr. GURLEY. It is the cost for printing, 
paper, and binding. It embraces all the cost. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would like to make anin- 

uiry. J do not know what the gentleman from 

hio proposes to print in relation to the investi= 
gation of the Committee on Naval Expenditures, 
At the last session there were two reports, a mà- 
jority and a minority report. We believe that 
this House had nothing to do with the matter at 
this session, and we made no report. There is but 
one report this session, there being no recapitu- 
lation of the points made in the majority report 
of the committee at the last session. Does the 
gentleman mean to print the report of the major- 
ity made at this session, and nothing more? 

Mr. GURLEY. The resolution proposes the 
printing of the report of the Committee on Ex- 
penditures of the Navy Department made at this 
session by the genteman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Harron. i 

Mr. BOCOCK. Thatis a one-sided affair. I 
want the country to know this thing. 

Mr. BRABSON. If the gentleman has a mi- 
nority report, we are willing that it shall be 
printed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It looks very much asif 
the gentlemen on the other side were getting up 
these books merely as clectionecring documents 
for their side. [Cries of ** Order t?“ bee 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the 
printing of the statement of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bocock.] 

Mr. CURRY. I object to debate. 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 want to move an amend- 
ment so that both sides may appear upon the rec- 
ord. I move that the majority report made on 
this subject at the last Congress be also ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. GURLEY. Does the gentleman propose 
to print the evidence taken at the last session? 

Mr. BURNETT. Ido not. 

Mr. HATTON. I hope the gentleman’s prop- 
osition will be accepted. I think it is but right. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that the majority 
report made by Mr. Bococx, at the last session 
of Congress, be also printed, excluding the tes- 
timony. 

Mr. GURLEY. I withdraw the previous ques- 
tion, to let that amendment in. ; 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agrecd to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. IT now demand the yeas 
and nays on the resolution, as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, LEAKE, [rise to a point of order. The 
House having, by the amendment just agreed to, 
ordered the printing of extra copies of a report that 
was not before the Committee on Printing, I in- 


i sist that, under the rules, the resolution must go 


back to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HATTON. The amendment was agreed 
to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LEAKE. Tff understand the rules of the 
House, my point is a clear one. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CoLrax in 
the chair.) The Chair overrules the point of order. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. The committee of confer- 
ence upon the bill of the House (No. 339) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of Government for the year 
ending the 30th Jane, 1861, have been unable to 
agree, but have progressed so far as to ascertain 
that there were but two subjects upon which ul- 
timatcly they would be unable to agree. I desire 
now to make what may be considered a partial 


| THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 20, 


report, and I shall ask the House. to assent to it 
so fat as we have progressed. The committee of 
conferencé-upon the part of the Senate will do the 
same thing in relation to the billin the Senate. I 
thereforeysk that the House recede from its dis- 
agyéement to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bers three, four, eight, eleven, fifteen and a half, 
sixteen, andscventcen; and thecommittee ofcon- 
ference upon the part-of ‘the Senate will make a 
similar motion, that the Senate shall. recede in re- 
gard to their amendments numibers twelve, thir- 
teen, fourteen; and nineteen. . 
-There are two amendments, numbers eighteen 
and twenty, which we have agreed. upon with 
amendments. k 

The amendment number three is for expenses 
already incurred in the Senate for lithographing 
which has been already ordered. 

Amendment number four is in reference to the 
Congressional Globes for the use of the Senate. 
Our committee would have been very glad if the 
Senate had seen fit to curtail the nntoicroe copies 
of the Globe heretofore ordered for the use of the 
Senate; yet we did not feel that we ought to insist 
upon a matter which it is claimed is exclusively 
within the provinee of each House to judge for 
itself. f j ` . 
“Yn relation to the eleventh amendment, I will 
say that there are, it scems, five extra clerks em- 
ployed in the Indian Office, and have been so em- 
ployed for the last five or six years, and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs assures us that they 
are indispensable. 

[n reference to the twelfth amendment, I will 
say that there are also two other clerks which the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs very much desires 
to retain. We concluded to recede from our dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate num- 
ber eleven, thereby allowing the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs to retain the five clerks; and the 
Senate recedes from itsamendmentnumber twelve, 
thereby cutting off the other two clerks. 

The Senate amendment number fifteen and a 
half is in relation to one hundred and fifty copies 
of the reports of the Supreme Court. It seems 
that, by law, we pay a salary of $1,300 to the re- 
porter of the Supreme Court, and he is under 
obligation to publish annually a volume of reports; 
and he muy be compelled, by an order of the 
court, as he has been, to publish two volumes; 
and if so ordered, he would be compelled to pub- 
lish them without pay. The Senate thought that, 
under the circumstances, we ought to purchase, 
at the usual price, one hundred and fifty copies for 
the State Department, where, L understand, they 
are needed. Pherefore we assented that the [Louse 
should recede from its disagreement to that amend- 
ment. 

Amendment number seventeen relates to the 
auxiliary guard of the city of Washington. We 
supposed that all the Flouse desired in reference 
to that matter was that the city should actually 
carry out, in good faith, the law.upon this sub- 
ject, aud give us that peace and quiet which, I am 
lappy to say, we have had for the last two or 
three years, under the provisions of the present 
law, which provides for one hundred of these 
auxiliary guards—one half to be supported by 


the United States, and the other half by the city. į 


Certainly there was some disturbance a short time 
since, which caused some feeling in the House; 
but I believe the Mayor of the city has exerted 
himself, in all good faith, to preserve the peace 
and good order of the city; and that such a dis- 
turbance will not again be likely to oceur. I do 
not suppose it was the intention of the House to 
repeal thé law which was passed two or three 

cars ago, and which it must be confessed has, 
in the main, produced so favorable results. 

In relation to the amendments to be reecded 
from by the Senate, I do not suppose that it is 
necessary to go into any particulars. 

in relation to the twentieth amendment, we pro- 
pose that the House shall recede from its disa- 
ereement thereto, and agree to the same, with the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the whole amount paid shall not exceed 
the sum of $3,000, 

This amendment relates to the rent of a build- 
ing for the use of the district court in the State of 
California. 
and thatit should be paid, though itought to have 
been inserted in the deficiency bill. We propose 
the amendment in order that it may not be left to 


It scems that itis an existing debt, | 


t 


the unlimited discretion of the. Secretary of the | 


Interior. ; 

Itis also proposed that the House shall recede 
from its disagreement to the eighteenth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same, with 
the following amendment: i 

And be it further enacted, That the twenty- third section 
of the act entitled “ An act legalizing and making appro- 
priations for such necessaty objects as have been usually 
included in the general appropriation bills without author- 
ity of law, and to fix and provide for certain incidental ex- 
penses ofthe Departments and offices of the Government, 
and for other purposes,” approved August 26, 1842, is hereby 
repealed. - 

This will circumscribe the discretion upon the 
part of the different Departments of the Govern- 
ment; so that no transfer can be made from one 
appropriation to another, except for subsistence, 
forage, and in the commissary and medical de- 
partments of the Army. There it seems to be 
absolutely necessary; for our men must be fed 
and clothed, wherever they may be. All discre- 
tion in reference to other Departments will be en- 
tirely prohibited, if this amendment be agreed to. 

The amendments we have not been able toagree 
upon are the seventh, twenty-first, twenty-second, 
twenty-third, and twenty-fourth, which werecon- 
sidered as one amendment. The seventhamend- 
ment relates to the subject of printing. At the 
last session of Congress an amendment was intro- 
duced by the Senate, to one of our appropriation 
bills, providing that the Printer of the body by 
which the documentshould be firstordered should 
print the entire number of cxtra copies ordered to 
be printed by both Houses. Under the operation 
of that act almost all the printing ordered by the 
House has been given to the Senate Printer. We 
su pposed that to be unjust, and that it was not in- 
tended originally by the law; and we therefore feit 
constrained to insist upon our amendment to the 
Senate amendmentin that respect, which will only 
restore to the House Printer some portion of the 
printing, and which will be, it is supposed, more 
promptly executed. 

The twenty-first, twenty-second, twenty-third, 
and twenty-fourth amendments relate to the mat- 
terofaloan. From the very emphatic vote given 
in this House, we did not suppose that it would 
be possible to obtain a vote to agree to a loan 
when attached to any bill by the Senate. What- 
ever the Flouse might do upon it, asan independ- 
ent proposition when offered in this House, I take 
it that they never will agree to a proposition em- 
anating from the Senate upon that subject. 

I therefore move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the third, fourth, cighth, eleventh, 


‘fifteenth and a half, sixteenth, and seventeenth | 


amendments of the Senate, and that they agree 
to the eighteenth and twenticth amendments as 
amended; and upon that I call the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
will be on receding from the disagreement of the 
House to the third, fourth, eighth, eleventh, fif- 
teenth and a half, sixteenth, and seventeenth 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will it be in order to take 
a vote on cach of the propositions separately? 

Mr. PHELPS. I suppose that ifa division is 
called for, it may be had; but I submit to the 
House whether it is advisable or not to have a 
separate vote. tis expected that a correspond- 
ing proposition will be submitted to the Senate in 


regard to the other amendments, and that they | 


will recede from their disagreement to them. In 


that event, there would be but two points of dis- | 


agreement between the two Houses. 


“Mr. STANTON. All! want isa separate vote ! 
I! 


on the amendment as to the auxiliary guard. 


do not mean to vote for that under any circum- | 


stances, even though the bill should be lost. 

A MEMBER. 
report as a whole, . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a 
report from the committee of conference. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then, is it in order to re- 
ceive it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman 
from Vermont merely reports that the committee 
of conference could not agree; and then he moves 
to recede from certain amendments which he has 
indicated, and on that motion he calls the previous 
question, i 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 


The vote must be taken on the | 


Mr. GARNETT. Irise toa question of order. 
According to parliamentary rules, this bill is in 
the possession of the committee of conference. 
Neither the bill nor the amendments are before the 


‘House. How, then, is it possible to have a vote 


on insisting or receding? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been 
returned by the committee of conference, and is 
now open for the action of the House. Any gen- 
tleman can move to recede from any of the amend- 
ments. The gentleman from Vermont made that 
motion, and called the previous question, and the 
previous question has been seconded. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understood the gentleman 
from Vermont to say that he reported a disagree- 
ment, and that he had been requested to make this 
motion to the House. He stated that it was a part 
of the agreement that the Senate was to do certain 
things, and the House certain other things. Tam 
willing to carry out that agreement. 

Mr. MORRILL. The object was to reduce the 
points of disagreement to buttwo. If the House 
agrees to my motion, the Senate will act in a cor- 
responding manner, or at least that, proposition 
will be made. R ae 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I desire to state 
that, to avoid complication, the House should 
vote against the whole of these amendments or 
for the whole of them, because the Senate will 
act in that way. If you are opposed to any of 
them, vote them all down. 

Mr. STANTON. I cannot see the necessity 
for that. If we recede from our disagreement to 
all but three, then there will be but three points 
in controversy. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Irise to a question of 
order. The previous question has been ordered; 
and all this debate is out of order. 

The question was taken on receding from the 
disagreement of the House to the third, fourth, 
eighth, eleventh, fifteenth and a half, and seven- 
teenth amendments of the Senate; and the Fouse 
receded from its action thereon. 

Mr. STANTON called for the yeas and nays 
on receding from the disagreement of the House 
to the sixteenth amendment of the Senate, as fol- 
lows: 

For compensation of the auxiliary guard and one lieu- 
tenant, and for fucl, oi], and lamps, and for twenty police- 
men, to be appointed in the same manner as the auxiliary 
guard, $82,400. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. har 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—ycas 86, nays 65; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, 
Barr, Bonham, Boteler, Boyce, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, 

Suflinton, Bureb, Burnett, Campbell, Carter, Horace F. 
Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, 
John G. Davis, Dawes, Dimmick, Udwards, Bliot, English, 
Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gooch, Grow, Hale, 
Hall, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Welmick, Houston, Wil- 
liam floward, William A. Howard, Hughes, Jones, WiHiam 
Kellogg, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Love, Maclay, Mal- 
lory, Elbert S. Martin, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Milison, 
Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Niblack, Olin, Perry, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Christopher Robin- 
son, Ruffin, Sherman, Sickles, Singleton, William Smith, 
William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Stout, 
‘Taylor, Thomas, Train, Underwood, Israel Washburn, 
Webster, Woodruff, and Wright—86. 

NAYS~-Messrs.Green Adams, Aldrich, William C. An~ 
derson, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Covode, Curtis, H. Winter 
Davis, Delano, Dunn, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Perry, Fos. 
ter, Gilmer, Graham, Hatton, Hoard, Jumpbrey, Kenyon, 
De Witt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, McKean, 
McKnight, McPherson, Mijlward, Laban 'T. Moore, Nel- 
con, Nixon, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Quaries, Royce, 
Scranton, Sedgwick, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Tappan, Thayer, Tomp- 
kins, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verrec, Wade, 
Watton, Elihu B. Washbarne, Wells, and Wilson—65. 

So the House receded from its action thereon. 


During the vote, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, stated that Mr. Pex- 
DLETON was paired with Mr. GURLEY. 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that Mr. Arren was 
paired with Mr. Hurcuus. 

‘The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now move that the House 
insist on its disagreement to the seventh, twenty- 
first, twenty-second, twenty-third, and twenty- 
fourth amendments of the Senate, and ask fora 
committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. James BUCHANAN, hig 
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Private Secretary, notifying the House that he | 


had approved and signed— 

An act to authorize divorces in-the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; f 

An act for the relief of Josiah Atkins, of the 
State of Ohio; 
< An act granting an invalid pension to Ezckicl 
Jones; i - 

An act to incorporate the East Washington 
Library Association; and 

An act making appropriations for light-houses, 
beacons, buoys, &c. 


: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
the hands of Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, noti- 
fying the House that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill of the Senate for the final adjustment of 
private land claims in Florida, Louisiana, Arkan- 
sas, and Missouri. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference to the bill confirm- 
ing certain land entries. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to report from the 
committee of conference on the bill No. 501, 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1861. There was a very large number of disagree- 
ing votes on this bill, and, as a matter of course, 
a great variety of questions have been brought 
before the committee of conference. The Senate 
agree to recede from the fifteenth amendment, pro- 
viding for gas pipes from Maine avenue to the 
penitentiary; from the sixteenth amendment, pro- 
viding for a superintendent of gas; from the twen- 
tieth amendment, providing for the graveling of 
Virginia avenue east of the Capitol; from the 
twenty-fourth amendment, which reduced the ap- 
propriation for seeds from $60,000 to $40,000; 
from the amendment making an appropriation for 
a jail. The Senate also recedes from its disagree- 
ment to the appropriation for the Oswego light- 
house and pier. ‘lhe Senate agree to the House 
amendments in regard to the Charleston and New 
Orleans custom-houses, so that the appropriations 
stand, $15,000 for the one, and $25,000 for the 
other, to pay for materials, and nothing for con- 
tinuing the work. TheSenate agree to the House 
amendment limiting the appropriation for the 
completion of the Capitol to the work necessary 
to complete the building, excluding painting and 
sculpture. In connection with that amendment, 
the House is recommended to concur with the 
Senate amendment abolishing the art commission. 
This was done by a majority of the committee; 
one of the members of the committee [Mr. Bina- 
nam] dissenting from the abolition of the art 
commission. The effect of the amendment is to 
confine the expenditure of the $300,000 for the 
Capitol extension simply to complete the build- 
ing, and excluding the expenditure of any money 
for painting or sculpture. As, therefore, there will 
be no employment for the art commission next 
year, it is suspended or abolished. 

The Senate concur with the House amendment 
to amendment number eight, relating to marble 
columus, inserting the words ‘* American marble”? 
inthe proper place; so that the amendmentis now, 
Tsuppose, grammatical. In regard to the thirteenth 
and. fourteenth amendments, relating to gas, the 
Senate and House conference committce agreed 
to a substitute reducing the price of gas, not only 
to the Government but to the citizens, by chang- 
ing the law incorporating the company. Itleaves 
in the provision for the lighting of the streets in 
Georgetown and elsewhere heretofore lighted, bat 
reduces the price of gas and also the amount ap- 
propriated. 

The Senate have agreed to the House amend- 
ment in regard to the capitol in Nebraska Terri- 
tory, appropriating $5,000 for repairs of that build- 
ing. 
The House recedes from its amendment in 


regard to cents, leaving the Senate amendment | 
standing; which provides that the Mint may go 


onand make cents, but repeals the old law, which 
authorizes them to exchange cents for Spanish 
coln. 

The Scnate recedes from its amendments from 
forty to forty-five, in regard to the extension of 
the Capitol grounds; and the House agrees to an 
amendment which provides for ascertaining the 


-other hand, the House recedes from its disagree- 


“from the Commissioner of Public Lands, stating 


| charge of the aqueduct. 


probable cost of the grounds embraced within the 
proposed extension, and to report to Congress, at 
ils next session, a plan for extending the Capitol 
grounds. It makes no appropriation. On the 


ment to Senate amendments nineteen and twenty- 
three, which provide for paving the front of cer- 
tain reservations. On examining the law, we 
found that the law requires the Government to 
pave in front of their reservations whenever the 
citizens pave in front of the buildings opposite. 
Opposite two reservations, under the authority of 
the city, pavements have been made by the citi- 
zens in front of their dwellings; and in these cases 
we provide for the pavement by the Government 
in front of their reservations; which, I think, is 
just and proper. 

The twenty-ninth amendment provides for con~ 
verting the old Senate Chamber into a room for 
the Supreme Court. The House committee agreed 
to that amendment, but limiting the amount to 
$25,000. 

The thirty-seventh amendment provides for 
paying certain persons who have been employed 
as examiners in the Patent Office at the rate fixed 
for the grade ofservice which they have performed. 
The Fouse concurs in thatamendment. Certain 
subordinate officers in the Patent Office have been 
employed as examiners, and this amendment 
allows them to be paid the salary of examiners. 

The thirty-ninth amendment provides for set- 
tling the accounts of the contractor for building the 
San Francisco custom-house. The House agrees 
to that amendment. Upon examination, we found 
that there was a controversy between the con- 
tractor and the paymaster or disbursing officer, as 
to the fact of payment; and in case the paymas- 
ter has not, as he claims, paid the contractor, then 
the Scerctary of the Treasury is to pay him what 
is due. i 

The thirty-first amendment is for inclosing the | 
Washington statue. In that the House concurs, 

The House also concurs in the amendment 
which provides for a survey of the boundary line 
between Oregon and Washington. A letter was 
introduced before the committee of conference, 


that this is indispensably necessary to prevent 
controversies between the citizens of Washington 
and Oregon. 

The last amendment to which a majority of 
the House committee concurred was the one that 
gave us the most trouble, and that is the Wash- į 
ington aqueduct. The majority of the House 
committee concurred in that amendment, with a 
substitute, the effect of which is to appropriate 
$500,000 for the completion of the water works; 
but it places them under the superintendence of 
Captain Meigs in distinct and plain language. 


From that recommendation I dissented, although || g 


I agreed to the balance of the report and entirely 
approve the selection of Captain Meigs to take 


I now move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the report. ; 

Mr. BARR. I call for a separate vote on the 
water works. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
state that the vote must be taken on the report as 
a whole. n 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Is not the 
report divisible ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It cannot be |i 
divided. | 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Then I 
move to lay the report on the table. I want to | 

get rid of the whole of it. 

Mr. LEAKE. If the report is laid upon the 
table, will it not carry the bill with it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I desire to į 
know whether we cannot have a separate vote on | 
the Washington aqueduct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There can be no | 
separate vote taken. i 

Mr ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Task unan- |! 
imous consent to have a separate vote on that |) 
proposition. | 

Mr. SICKLES. I object. | 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. i 
say that I am opposed to any appropriation for || 
that work. i 

The previous question was seconded. I 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the unanimous consent || 


I desire to 


of the House to havea separate vote on the amend- 
ment in regard to the art commission: 9 
Mr. PEYTON. I object to that. : 
The main question was now ordered to be'put. 
Mr. COX called forthe yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the report of the committee of cons 
ference. « ; kan ee nae 
Mr. BURNETT called for tellers on the’ 
and nays. , ; , 7 : 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs: Cox ‘and 
Ler were appointed, ` a 
The House divided; and the tellers reported’ 
thirty-two in the affirmative, a further count’ not 
being demanded. i 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 77, nays 82; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Al- 
ley, Francis P. Blair, Blake, Boteler, Boutigny, Boyce, 
Brayton, Bristow, Buflinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace I’. Clark, Corwin, 
Burton Craige, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, Delano, Ed~ 
mundson, Edwards, Eliot, English, Florence, Foster, 
Fouke, Frank, Gooch, Helmiek, Hoard, William Howard, ` 
William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Keitt, Wiliam: 
Kellogg, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Leake, Lee, Mallory, 
Marston, McKnight, McRae, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Otin, Perry, Peyton, 
Reagan, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scott, Sedg- 
wick, Sherman, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
Janes A. Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, ‘Taylor, Trimble, 
Walton, Eiihu B.Washburne, Webster, and Woodrutl--77, 
NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, William ©. Anderson,’ 
Ashmore, Avery, Barr, Beale, Bonham, Brabson, Branch, 
Briggs. Burnett; Campbell, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Craw- 
ford, Curry, John G. Davis, Dimmick, Duell, Duan, Bager- 
ton, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, French, Garnett, 
Gartre!!, Gilmer, Graham, Hall, Hardeman, John T. Harris, 
Hatton, Will, Houston, Jones, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Killinger, James M. Leach, Love, Maclay, Elbert S. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, McKean, McPherson, Miles, Miilson, Laban 
Y. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Palmer, Pettit, Por- 
ter, Potter, Pugh, Quarles, Riggs, Ruffin, Singleton, Wil- 
liam Smith, William N. I. Smith, Somes, Stallworth, 
Stevens, Willian Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, ‘Tompkins, . 
Train, Underwood, Vance, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 
Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and Wright—82. 
So the report of the committee of conference 
was rejected, 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. COX stated that he had paired off with Mr. . 
Harnis, of Maryland, who was absent from the 
House, taking his family to the cars. Mr. HAR- 
ris would have voted “ay,” and he would have 
voted “no.” 

Mr. CARTER said: I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether this proviso attached by- 
the committee. to the appropriation for the water 
works was attached at the instance of the Senate 
or Efouse committee? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, and others, 
objected to debate. x 

Mr. CARTER. I desire, then, to propound 
that question to the Chair, for upon the answer 
iven to it will depend my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
reply to the gentleman from New York thathe does: 
not know; andif he did, it would not be proper to 
state what occurred in committee. i 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise to change my vote 
upon this report. I voted in thé affirmative, be~ 
lieving, as I do, that the friends of the Adminis- 
tration upon this side of the House, although 
there may be objectionable features in the bill, 
ought to vote for carrying through the appropri- 
ations which are required for carrying on the Gov- 
ernment. As many gentlemen on this side of the 
House, however, have seen fit to vote against 
this report, I now change my vote, and cast it in 
the negative. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to make one re- 
mark in reply to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I object to 
debate. í 

Mr. BURNETT. Just one remark. I voted 
“no” upon this bill; ‘and why? Because, as re- 
ported by this committee of conference, it con- 
tains a provision which I believe to be in violation 


yeas! 


| of the Constitution of this country; and I am 


ready to take all the responsibility of that vote. 
[Cries of * Order !”] 

Mr. PERRY. 1 believe in letting every Ad- 
ministration pay its own debts; and | therefore 
vote “ay.” 

The vote was then announced, as above re-' 


| corded. 


Mr. BRANCH. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the committee of confer- 
ence was rejected. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentle- 
man from North Carolina vote in the affirmative? 

Mr. BRANCH. I did. 

: Mr. MAYNARD. _I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on. the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. I have the floor; and I pro- 
pase to say something on the motion to'recon- 
sider, 

_Mr.. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Is not the 
previous question still operating? If itis, object 
to debate. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis rot. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 desire to say that there are 
numerous items in that bill that. I utterly protest 
againsts and which I voted and struggled in the 
Committee of the Whole, from the time the bill 
was first taken up until its passage, to defeat. L, 
however, voted for this report of the committee 
of conference, and allowed: my vote so to remain 
until F-ascertained thatthe gentleman who loaded 
down the bill with amendments which have ren- 
dered it odious declined to assist in carrying the 
bill throagh,. when I changed my vote, and voted 
in the negative. Ihave now moved to reconsider, 
for the purpose of allowing the gentlemen who, 
inspite of my protest and of that of others on 
this side of the House, have forced upon us these 
offensive items, to recede from their votes, and 
assist in. catrying the bill through. 

Mr, WASHBURN, of Maine. Will the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina allow me to ask him 
this question? [Shouts of ‘Order P? © Order!” 
“No interruptions! ] 

Mr. BRANCH. I do not yield the floor. F 
do not interrupt other gentlemen when they have 
the foor, and I prefer not to be interrupted my- 
self. + 

Here, sir, is one of the most important bills for 
carrying on the Government—a bill without which 
we all know the Government cannot be carricd 
on. We all know thatif this bill is rejected, and 
we adjourn, the President of the United States 
will be compelled to call us together in extra ses- 
sion. There-is no gentleman in the House who 
disapproves of a larger number of items in the 
bill than myself, There is not one who has voted 
in. the Committee of the Whole against a larger 
proportion of the items init than I have; yetnow, 
sir, as a political friend of the Administration, | 
desire to pass. the bill which, as I have said, is 
necessary to carry on the Government; and I 
desire that other friends of the Administration 
shall also help to pass it. I have been for five 
years a member of this House, and have never 
seen one ofthese general appropriation bills pass 
that did+not contain items against which I voted 
in Committee of the Whole. 1 have struggled, 
through my whole service here, to confine the 
appropriations in general appropriation bills, to 
those strictly required to carry out existing laws; 
and yet, those of us holding that position, after 
seeing the bills loaded down with independent 
legislation, have been compelled to shoulder the 
responsibility of passing them through the House. 
I, for one, though reluctant, have been willing to 
do it; and I am now willing, as a friend of the 
Administration, to take my share of the respons- 
ibility of passing this appropriation bill, although 
it may, and does, contain items that are not ac- 
ceptable to me; and I trust, as I said before, that 
gentlemen upon all sides, who have loaded down 
the bill with offensive items, and then turned round 
and voted against it, will now take the responsi- 
bility of giving us their assistance in passing it. 

I disapprove of a large portion of the items con- 
taincd in the bill. 1 have resisted them in the 
Committee of the Whole, and have done all that 
I could to defeat them. The bill stands now re- 
jected; and I move to reconsider, in order to bring 
the bill up again. ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH, 
floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [hope the gentleman will 
yield to me a moment. I desire to make a few 
remarks. 

Mr. BRANCH. I yield for the gentleman; but 
I give notice that Twill call for the previous ques- 
tion on my motion, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has stated some facts that this House 
understand, but he has not stated all the facts in 
regard to this bill, Much to my surprise, many 


I have not yet yiclded the 


gentlemen on that side voted against.the report of 
the conference committee, and thus have defeated 
this bill. It is well that we should all understand 
a few facts in regard to these appropriation bills, 
so that if gentlemen persist in this course to the 
defeat of the appropriation bills, the responsibility 
na rest upon the proper persons. 

he Secretary of the Treasury sent us, in De- 
cember last, his annual estimates for. the service 
of the next. fiscal year, amounting in the aggre- 
gate to $46,278,893 56. The permanent appropri- 
ations, chiefly for the collection of customs and in- 
terest on the public debt, amount to $8,173,582 48. 
So that, upon a superficial view, it would appear 
that the Secretary only wished for $54,452,476 04 
for the entire service of the next fiscal year. And 
1l have no doubt that upon this shallow pretense 
many a speech is made. The Secretary himself 
in hts recent letter repeats the same thing. He 
aggregates the new appropriations asked for at 
only $46,278,893, whcn no one knows better than 
he, that, in addition to this sum, his colleagues in 
the Administration—the heads of other Depart- 
ments of the Government—send us estimates and 
recommendations almost withont number. Ien- 
deavored to ascertain the precise amountof these 
collateral estimates, but they are so numcrous 
and often so indefinite that itis impossible to state 
them. They amount, however, to over ten million 
dollars. Isubmitted, the other day ,a specific state- 
ment of some of them amounting to $9,606,250; 
but very many are not included. All these, to- 
gether with the annual estimates, are referred to 
your Committee of Ways and Means; and upon 
this mass of estimates, often indefinite and incon- 


sistent, your committee have to base their appro- | 


priation bills. Well, sir, we did so; and, as the 
result of a careful analysis, we reported bills em- 
bracing every necessary item of expenditure ex- 
cept for private claims. These bills amounted to 
$45,048,875 73, or $1,230,017 83 less than the 
estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
more than cleven million dollars less than the 
aggregate estimates submitted to us by this Ad- 
ministration, These bills would have required 
economy and reform in various Departments; but 
would have been ample, and more than ample, to 
have administered this Government wisely and 
well for the next fiscal year. 

When the bills were reported, we found the 
House anxious to codperate. They were promptly 
acted upon in this House; and instead of being 
added to by amendments, they were actually 
reduced. ‘This House reduced the amount re- 
ported for the repair and construction of vessels 
$1,000,000, as I-think, wisely. It also rejected 
the appropriation for the Capitol extension, until 
the public ‘Treasury was in a better condition; 
and tt provided for useful reductions and reforms 
in the postal service. The aggregate reduction 
by the Flouse upon the bills as reported, was 
$2,235,360 61. The bills passed the House with- 
outa division, Nota single item was embraced 
in them not sanctioned by law, by the proper 
Departments, or about which there was a sub- 
stantial dispute. Such was the action of the 
House. The gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Brancu] talks about disliking certain items 
in this bill. Pray, what are they? Who put 
them there? Were they there when this bill 
passed the House? Nothing of that kind is 
claimed. The whole difficulty grows out of the 
amendments of the Senate. Sir, these bills were 
loaded down by the Senate. [ have here care- 
fully-prepared tables, showing the precise action 
of the Senate and the House upon these bills. I 
have heard enough about responsibility for large 
appropriation bills, and therefore I have kept a 
careful account with the Senate, which I have 
before me. It shows that while these bills passed 
the House at $42,813,515 12, they were increased 
in the Senate to $49,586,828 75; or an increase of 
$6,773,313 63. Every item about which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina complains originated 
with his party friends in the Senate. It was there 
this mongrel legislation was fixed to your appro- 
priation bills, Take this very bill as an example. 


| When it passed this House it was $3,072,514 32. 


When it was returned from the Senate it was 
$5,497,993 69; an increase of $2,425,478 37. That 
body put on forty-five amendments. In them 
you will find your water works, your Treasury 


extension, the Charleston and New Orleans cus- 


tom-houses, and a multitude of similar items. 
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Sir, for four weary hours I have been in a com- 
mittee of conference combatting with.a Senate 
committee against these amendments. We on this 
side have been opposed to them all. They were 
put in by a Democratic Senate, every one. They 
are sanctioned by estimates from the heads of, 
Departments, all Democrats, They are for the. 
support of a Democratic Administration. No man 
of my political opinions can receive a doilar of 
this money if this Administration can prevent it. 
And yet some of you refuse to vote for this bill. 
The Senate have been compelled to recede from 
all their obnoxious amendments, except for the 
water works, and this is placed under the super- 
intendence of Captain Meigs, who, it is hoped 
and believed, will not pervert the moncy for party 
purposes. And yet gentlemen talk about obnox- 
ious provisions in the bill. Sir, I have no interest 
in the bill except to limit the appropriations and 
guard the Treasury. I am willing it shall be de- 
feated. If you cannot vote for it, we certainly 
will not. If the amendments of a Democratic 
Senate make it obnoxious to you, let it go, but 
do not talk about items that you oppose, or ob- 
noxious provisions in the bill, One gendeman, 
a leading and zealous supporter of this Adminis- 
tration, refuses to vote for the bill because, as I 
understand him, the House and the Senate chose, 
by a unanimous vote of the committee of confer- 
ence, to designate that a certain officer of the engi- 
necr corps should take charge of the aqueduct. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman does not al- 
lude to me. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iask the gentleman from 
North Carolina to yield to me. 

Mr. BRANCH. Itis embarrassing for a gen- 
tleman to have a discussion going on in the midst 
of his speech, but 1 suppose I must yield to the 
gentleman from Kentucky. z 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to state the reason 
why. I voted against. the bill, I hold that under 
the Constitution, the President is the commander- 
in-chief of the Army of the United States; that 
the office of captain of topographical engineers 
attached to the Army is created by law, and held 
under commission from the President; and that 
neither the House nor the Senate, nor both to- 
gether, bave any right to take that subordinate 
officer of the Army out of the line of his duty, 
and to assign him to civil functions, beyond the 
control of his superiors. Strike out the provision 
of the bill wliich does that, and I will vote for the 
bill; but with my idea of the Constitution in this 
regard, I cannot vote for the bill without a viola- 
tion of the oath which I have taken as a member 
of this body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know it is very easy for 
gentlemen to point out one ora hundred items, 
and say they are opposed to them, and therefore 
cannot vote for the bill. In this way no appropria- 
tion bill can pass. The question is, who put these 
items in? [t was the Senate that designated Cap- 
tain Meigs. It was the Senate that added each 
obnoxiousitem. Well, sir, this bill, like all other 
appropriation bills, went to a committee of con- 
ference. After a protracted struggle in the com- 
mittee of conference, we have succeeded in re- 
ducing the amount to $4,692,820. We have brought 
it within a reasonable limit. The principal item 
agreed to in conference is the one for the Wash- 
ington aqueduct. 1 opposed that item. J re- 
monstrated against its incorporation into the bill, 
I voted against it. What more could I do? And 
now, after we have made the best bargain we 
could with a Democratic Senate, when we have 
reduced the bill as much as we could, we are 
coolly told by gentlemen on this side of the House 
that they do not like all the provisions of the bill, 

The most thankless of all positions is that as- 
signed to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
They see their bills, after they have been carefully 
matured as regular appropriation bills, go from 
this House to the Senate, and then see them re- 
turned loaded down with all manner of items. If 
a Senator has a private bill in which he feels a 
deep interest, that is put on; if he has a favorite 
scheme which could not get the sanction of this 
House as a separate bill, that is put on. These 
appropriation bills are made beasts of burden to 
all the hobbies of Senators. ‘They come 
back to their authors a mongrel mass of appro- 
priations and legislation. Then committees of 
conference act, and our House is compelled to be 
satisfied if it can get rid of one half of the mass of 
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amendments. The only way to avoid this sys- |, I have referred to, in order that it may go into jj that a Democratic Senate have insisted. on. its 
tem of legislation is to defeat'a few of these appro- j! the Congressional Globe in connection with these |! amendments in the committee of conference: “And 
priation bills; and perhaps it is as well to com- |; few remarks. It will show precisely the condi- || now, forsooth, when we have made as good a 
mence with this. i tion of the appropriation bills when they came j| bargain as we could with a Democratic Senate; 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I want to |; from the Committee of Ways and Means, what !! when we have reduced the appropriations as. low 
know whether gentlemen consider that a non- | it was when'they passed the House, what it was || as. we could, we are told by gentlemen on, the 
concurrence in the report of the committee of || when they passed the Senate, and what it was || other side that, because this thing or that thin 
conference is equivalent to a defeat of the bill? As || when they went to the committees of conference. || does not suit them, they will defeat the bill ! 
Lunderstand it, it is no such thing. We can have i It will then be shown who loads down the ordi- || do not care if they do. Upon their shoulders will, 
another committee of conference right away. || nary appropriation bills. It will be seen how far |f rest the responsibility. It is their. Administra- 
oMr. WASHBURNE, of Llinois. I object to | the declaration of the Secretary of the Treasury |! tion, and not ours. I have voted for the report, 

t 

f 


this indiscriminate farming out of the floor. is sustained that Congress loads down these bills. || because it is the best we can get from the Senate. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I willnot detain the House |! Lt will be seen that Congress has not done it; that || If another conference be held, instead :of further 
much longer. As a record of the facts, and to | the Committee of Ways and Means has not done || reduction, other amendments of the Senate will 


show the action of the House on all of the appro- || it; that the House has not done it; but that the | be insisted on, I have no doubt, 


priation bills, 1 will send to the reporters the table |! Democratic Senate has done it. It will be seen || ‘The following is the table referred to: 
lpiisvana ci ; Be 
Estimates. | Bilis a mone Bills as passed the House of Representatives. 
jAmount submit- |Amount of es- c E Reduction on thel Inerease on the 
Year, ted by Secretary] timates sub- Reduction ae P t in thel Pill as reported| bill 4s reported amount in the, 
ar of the Treasury; mitted by | Totalestimates. ai ne billas he k d by the Commit-| by the Ways} vius a uey 
N for the service other De-! . eT O Dik asreported. | ie ofWaysand| and Means]. lees rep 
of year 1861. partments. y i Means. l Committee. :sROUSS: 
Pension...... oe 1861 $849,000 00 = = | A $849,000 00 - ats $849;000 00 
Consular and diplor 1861 1,137,120 00 - - $55,000 00 1,082,120 00 - $52,500 1,124,620 00 
Military Academy... 1861 183,892 00 - - 3,590 00 180,392 00 - ~ ý 180,392 00 
Indian... essisess 1861 1,918,502 38 - - 11,509 00 | 1,907,002 38 $197,600 00 - 1,709,402 38 
Fortifications eee | 1601 675,000 00 - - 70,000 00 605.000 00 - f - 605,000 00 
AIINY icc ceececescacseeserseceeseee | 1861 | 14,623°603 72 - =- 639,477 GO | 13,984,126 12 7 2,000 13,986,126 12 
Legislative, executive, and judicial... | 1861 5,985,109 97 - - 124,794 44 5,870,315 53 31,800 00 - 5,038,515 53 
Naval ieres ewen sises aw snaow na! i LOOL 11,244,845 63 - - 11,182,283 63 751,763 61 - 10,430,520 02 
Sundry Civil. cscce rees esserseses esoo. | L8GL 3,083,395 S2 : 3,491,414 32 418,900 00 - 3,072,514 92 
Post Office, (deficiency). cesses | IBGE] 5,988,424 04 A = 5,897,221 75 889,797 00 - 5,007,424 75 
Miscetlancous....... cscs seeeeseeeeee | 18BL - $10,500,000 - - - oof 
$46,278,893 56 $10,500,000 | S51 Ig 230,017 83 | $45,048,875 73 $2,289,860 63 j 54,500 342,803 515 12 
3 y 2 J z ? + 7 i 
Specific and indefinite appropriations.. : 
| $64,952,476 | 
Bills as passed the Senate of the United States. Bills as passed both Houses of Congress. Approved. 
Reduction in the | Increase on the |Amount in the {Reduction on the | Increase on y Payable from 
Year| bills as they! bills as they! bills as they) bills as they! the bills as Amount is tioy Payable fron tne revenues of 
passed the| passed thej passed the Sen- | passed. both) they passed House g United ‘Sratas. Post Office 
House. House. ate. | Houses. both Houses. R ” |. Department. 
l= sa $e ennai nay SANE 
- - $849,000 00 ! - - $849,000 06 $849,000 00 “ 
z $135,010 00 1,269,630 00 | — $101,250 00 s 1,168,380 00 1,168,380 60 3 
- 782,892 03 963,284 03 779,392 03 - 183,892 00 183,982 00 2 
- _ 685,649 835 | 2,395,052 23 418,677 00 $ 1,976,375 23 1,976,375 23 - 
$605,000* - i - - - eee - ~ 
eF 2,844,366 98 | 16,839,493 10 | 1,617,423 09 z 15,183,070 01 | 15,183,070 01 - 
E 8S son oo | S00) SAR S| Sean | 8 
- 163,030 02 pA - K 2 2 - 
Sundry civils.» : 5,497,992 69 | 805,171 75 i 4,692,820 94 | 4692820 94 a 
Post Office, (deficiene - 5,007,424 75 - - 5,007,424 75 5,007,424 75 14,016,598 
s ( ) 7 | > , 9 
8605,000 $7,378,313 63 | $49,586,828 75 | 84,053,913 87 $10,040 80 $45,542,955 68 | $45,542,955 68 | $14,016,598 
Permanent and indefinite appropriations. E 
Miscellaneous, including expenses of collecting revenue from CUStOMS.... 6... ce cece cee eee nee saesacescnase eee eer ree eee eee ere rer ee ere errr $3,876,961. 14 
Compensation to General Post Office for mail service... 2... eee eee sede eeen nee s... 700,000 09 
Arming and equipping the militia...... an F . seeosas 200,000 00 
Civilization of Indians........ 10,000 00 
{Interest on the publie debt. “s 7 E ANE EI S ES TET T TEA E A TOE trasee 3,386,621 34 
Making ...... cscs cece ees 8,173,582 48 
General appropriation bills S steerer s 45,542,955 68 
Private bills and indefinite appropriati oe as er ee eseeecsreeeesesacees teccensceveee 1,636,555 88 
$55,353,094 04 
Total estimates, including permanent and indefinite, for fiseal year ending June 30, 1861... .a.u.aanisessrsserarerarrreraree ser E aise TT EE FAAET 964,952,476 04 
Total appropriations, including indefinite and permanent, for Same Year. . cc. ccc cece eee es esssers oo ed eee ee eeeeeeseesoesons Cee eet este eneeeeeeessecaressanetes 003353,094 04 


Reduction.......... Lid ele Seid oe be ca ade des ceeeseaese ress eececasenaeace OO ed bane eenerewe cena ceen ene cece etee seen eeseeeesecesance 


eserssarreroreseeroreseereeres $9,599,372 00 


* {neluded in Army bill. ' 3 - : 
tAlthough this bil! involves an appropriation from revenues of Post Office Department of $14,016,598, it is, in fact, only $9,009,573 25, (its revenues estimated for the year 1861,) 
the difference, $5,007,424 75, being appropriated from the Treasury. 


ble for the defeat of the bill. If the gentleman 


Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, the House, I if other side of the House. I have appealed to my entle 
can show that the Senate have put on this bill the 


think, will do me the justice to say that there was |} own side as well as to that side of the House. | € n nt 

nothing in my remarks to justify the attempt of the | I stated distinctly that I voted in the negative to || items that are offensive, then he will only guc- 
honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways | enable me to move to reconsider, and to appeal i| ceed in showing that that body has acted in a 
and Means to give a party complexion to the || to both sides to adopt the report of the committee || manner deserving of condemnation. I do not 
differences on the report of the commiitee of con- ij of conference. I shall join no issue with the gen- jja issue with him on that.. If I chose to join 
ference now before us. I have not assailed the |) tleman from Ohio as to which party is responsi- || issue with him, perhaps the records of the Senate 
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would, show that these. items were put on by. a 
comparatively few members of the party I be- 
long to“uniting with the members of the gentle- 
man’s party. 

Here is a bill which is necessary for carrying 
onthe Government. We all know that unless 
this bill passes We are compelled to have an extra 
session of Congress.’ I appeal to no party, I ap- 
peal tothe friends of no party, but to patriotic 
gentlemen upon this floor of all parties, to come 
up and aid us to pass this bill, not only for the 
benefit of the: Government, but for our own com- 
fort and convenience. I made the motion to re- 
consider because’ no gentleman upon this floor 
presents.a stronger case than Ido. [disapprove 
of many items in this bill. I resisted them in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and did all I could to prevent their being 
put into the bill. A majority of this House—and 
that majority is not of my party forced them 
into the bill. And now, sir, į have a right to ap- 
peal to that side of the House, inasmuch as their 
votes have put'these items into the bill which now 
render it so exceptionable to us, that they shall 
come forward and aid us in passing it. I havea 
right to appeal to my own side of the House 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan.-{ rise toa point 
of order. I submit that it is not in order to dis- 
cuss the text of this bill, bat only the amend- 
ments of the Senate. This discussion is con- 
stantly running into what the bill contains. ‘Chis 
vote relates only to the amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH. I apprehend that, upon a mo- 
tion to reconsider, I have a right to discuss all of 
tlre causes which have led to the defeat of the bill, 
and everything which may tend to induce the 
House to change their determination. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the fate of the 
bill is involved in the action of the House upon 
the report.of the committee, the Chair thinks the 
remarks of the gentlemen are in order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. With the permission of the 
gentleman, I desire to ask him—— 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. I 
desire to hear what the gentleman from North 
Carolina has to say; and then I hope he will call 
the previous question. 

Mr. KUNKEL made an inquiry, imperfectly 
heard by the reporters, in reference to the posi- 
tion of the senetinn from North Carolina as to 
the right of the Senate to attach such amend- 
ments to appropriation bills, 

Mr. BRANCH. Ever since I have been a 
member of this House I have uniformly, in all 
cases, whore the circumstances would admit ofit, 
objected to the Senate doing what was, in effect, 
the originating of an appropriation bill, Those 
who have noticed my course in the House, know 
that L have uniformly objected to that and to their 
putting pon other bills originating- here amend- 
ments which it would not be in order for a mem- 
ber of this House to put on in the House. But 
I have no argument to make now upon that 

oint. The simple point now before the House 
is, whether gentlemen upon both sides of the FIouse 
will allow this appropriation bill to be defeated, 
or whether we can get votes enough, by a combi- 
nation upon both sides, to pass it. [say to gen- 
tlemen that there is not one upon that side, or 
upon this side, who objects to more of these items 
than Ido; and yet I stand ready, as a citizen of 
the country, as a member of Congress, respons- 
ible, in part, for the conduct of the Government, to 
give up my objections to particular items, and to 
vote to ue this bill, if those who voted to put ob- 
jectionable items there will only come up and put 
their shoulders to the wheel. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from North Carolina if the defeat of 
this report involves the defeat of the bill? 

Mr. BRANCH. If gentlemen would not in- 
terrupt me so much, I should soon conclude my 
remarks, The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
me whether the defeat of this report necessarily 
defeats this bill, or whether we cannot have an- 
other committee of conference. Inasmuch as there 
may be some misunderstanding in the House in 
regard to that matter, I say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that, if this vote is not reconsidered, 
this bill stands defeated. 

Mr. CURTIS. LIwouldlike the opinion of the 
Chair upon that point; and I would ask the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina—— 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 


I object. 


i the Chair to decide. 
| the members of the House must decide that point. 


Mr. MAYNARD. ‘understand the matter 


very differently from the gentleman from North | 


Carolina. 

“Mr. KUNKEL. Irise to a pointof order. It 
is, that it is not competent for any gentleman, by 
a solitary objection, to prevent the propounding 
of a question to the gentleman upon the floor 
who has the privilege of this floor, and is entitled 
to speak one hour; and that, therefore, the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois is out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. , 

Mr. KUNKEL. With the permission of the 
occupant of the floor, he has the right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ifthe gentleman 
from North Carolina yielded the floor to any one, 
he would have to yiéld it absolutely, except by 
general consent. 

Mr. BRANCH. Gentlemen around me enter- 
tain some doubts as to whether this bill stands 
defeated if we fail to reconsider our vote. Tassert 
that, for all practical purposes, this bill will stand 
defeated if this vote is not reconsidered; and that 
the only way in which it will be possible, accord- 
ing to the usual method of calculating ossibili- 
ties, to pass this bill, or an other bill, for the 
purpose embrated in this, will be by originating 
it, and passing it through the House and the Sen- 
ate again, and getting the concurrence of those 
two bodies. 

Mr. MAYNARD, 
man 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 1 object. 

Mr. BRANCH. I will close what I have to 
say, and I hope no gentleman will ask to inter- 
rupt me, as I have already occupied the floor 
longer than I intended. 1 will conclude by say- 
ing that I did not design to attack any party, nor 
to advocate the cause of any party, when I took 
the floor, My object was to pass the bill. F think 
it is the duty of all parties to come forward and 
aid to pass these bills, which are necessary for 
the support of the Government. If every gentle- 
man upon this floor were to vote against every 
appropriation bill which contained one or two 
items he does not like, we all know that a bill of 
this‘description could receive scarcely ten votes 
in the House of Representatives. We first pass 
them through a committee. There we have an op- 
portunity to discuss them, and to propose amend- 
ments. A majority matures the bill in Committee 
of the Whole, and bring it before the House; and 
the rule on which I have acted in reference to 
these general appropriation bills, is that, if a bill 
contains vo violation of the Constitution, in my 
judgment; if it contains nothing so cnormous as 
to compel me to oppose it, to yield any minor 
objections I might have to it and to assist in pass- 
ing it. [have seen but few general appropriation 
bills pass this House that contained a larger num 
ber of items 1 disapproved of than this bill, and 


I desire to ask the gentle- 


yet I stand ready now to vote to pass it, if gen- | 


ilemen who areas mach under obligation to pass 
itas I am will come forward and aid me in do- 
ing so. 

1 now call the previous question upon the mo- 


appeal to me to withdraw it; for at this stage of 
the session it is impossible for us to consume 
much time in discussion, and I have allowed the 
gentleman from Ohid (Mr. Suzrman] to present 
his views in my time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to Jay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to a point of 
order. Ido not understand that this is the report 
of a committee of conference. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
point of order, 


That is not a 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Has the pre- | 


vious question been demanded? 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I would like the opinion 


| of the Chair as to whether the defeat of the report 


of the committee will be a defeat of the bill itself. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not for 
The rules of the House and 


Mr. BARKSDALE, 
the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But itis not the 
duty of the Chair to answer a question in refer- 
ence to a contingency. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I made a motion to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 


I have the right to ask 


| tion to reconsider, and L hope no gentleman will | 


The question was taken on Mr. Maywarp’s 
motion; and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on seconding the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | trust there willbe alittle 
debate allowed on the subject. 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I trust there 
will not be. ; 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Ohio 
has been, with my own consent, heard as long as 
I have been. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
of the gentlemen have been heard. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays, and let us have a square vote again on the 

ill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the vote was re- 
considered, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved the 
previous question on the report of the conference 
committee. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of the report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILES, (at four o’clock and twenty min- 
utes, p. m.) I move that the House do now 


Yes; both 


| adjourn. 


‘The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the report 
of the committee of conference. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yens 94, nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Charles F, Adams, Aldrich, Alley, 
Ashmore, Babbitt, Barksdale, Francis P. Blair, Blake, 
Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Branch, Brayton; 
Briggs, Bristow, Buttinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Corwin, 
Burton Craige, Crawtord, Curtis, Davidson, H. Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Eliot, Gly, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Prank, Gooch, Grow, 
Halo, Hoard, William Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Keitt, 
William Kellogg, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Leake, Lee, 
Loomis, Love, Mallory, Marston, McRae, Millward, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, 
Olin, Perry, Peyton, Reagan, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royee, Seott, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Singleton, 
Stanton, James A. Stewart, Straiton, Tappan, Taylor, 
‘frimble, Underwood, Verree, Walton, Ellitia B. Wash- 
minie, Pcie Wells, Winslow, Woodruff, and Wood- 
son—94, 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Wiliam C. Anderson, 
Avery, Beale, Samuel $. Blair, Bonham, Brabson, Bur- 
nett, Campbell, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Curry, John G. 
Davis, Duell, Dunn, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, French, 
Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Graham, Hardeman, John T. 
Harris, Hatton, Hetmick, Mit, Houston, William A. How- 
ard, Jones, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Killinger, Landrum, James M. Leach, Maclay, Eibert S, 
Martin, Maynard, McPherson, Miles, Millsov, Laban T. 
Moore, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, 
Potter, Pugh, Quarles, Riggs, Ruffin, William Smith, Wil- 
liam N. IE Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stallworth, Stevens, 
Stokes, Stout, ‘Thayer, ‘Thomas, ‘Tompkins, Vance, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Israel Washburn, and Wilson—72. 

So the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. COX stated that he was paired with Mr. 
Harris, of Maryland. 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Woop. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by the 
hands of Mr. Parron, one of its Clerks, notify- 
ing the House that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the 
first amendment of the Senate to the Post Office 
deficiency bill, and further insisted on its third 
amendment to the said bill, and asked a committee 
of conference; and that the Senate had appointed 
Messrs. Davis, Briant, and Hartan, managers 
on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move that 
the conference be granted. 

The motion was agreed to; and subsequently 
Messrs. W asHaurne of Hlinois, Mirus, and Tar- 
PAN were appointed managers on the part of the 


| House. 


And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, (at 
a quarter past four o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurier. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 
„Mr. LANE. I move to dispense with the 
reading of the Journal, : 
` Mr. MASON. I think itis important to have 
the Journal read, and I must insist upon it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the reading must be proceeded with. 

The Journal was rcad and approved. 


ISAAC S. SMITH. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the chief clerk of the Court of 
Claims, returning, in compliance with an order 
of the Senate of the 20th instant, the bill (H. R. 
No. 231) for the reliefof Isaac S. Smith, of Syra- 
cuse, New York, with the papers accompanying 
it; which was ordered ‘to He on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a com- 
munication from the secretary of the Historical 
Society of Pennsylvania in relation toa calendar 
now in preparation by the British Governmentof 
all papers relating to the early history of Amer- 
ica, and recommending that proper measures be 
taken by Congress for procuring copies thereof; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. GREEN presented the petition of William 
Roddy, praying that he may be appointed to fill 
the vacancy made by the death of William Mann, 
one of the employés of the Senate, and that he 
may be paid the same rate of compensation as 
other white persons employed under the Senate; 
which was referred to the Committe to Audit and 
Control the Contingént Expenses of the Senate, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate, re- 
lating to the claim of Louis Roberts, be referred to the Court 
of Claims. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
2 Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 

ouse insists upon its amendment to the first 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
503) making further appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department during the fis- 
cal year ending the 30th of June, 1860, disagreed 
to by the Senate, and further insists upon its dis- 
agreement to the third amendment of the Senate 
to the said bill; agrees to the conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Exurav 
B. Wasusvrne ofIllinois, Mr. Wintram Porcner 
Mines of South Carolina, and Mr. Mason W. 
Tarran of New Hampshire, managers at the 
same on the part of the Elouse. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced thatthe House | 


had receded from its disagrcement to the third, 
fourth, eighth, eleventh, fifteenth and a half, six- 
teenth, and seventeenth amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (EI. R. No. 339) making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1861, and agrees to the said 
amendments. Also, that the Fiouse had receded 
from its disagreement to the cighteenth and twen- 


tieth amendments of the Senate to the said bill, | 


and agrecs to the said amendments with amend- 
ments, in-which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested. Also, that the House had fur- 


ther insisted upon its disagreement to the twelfth, | 


thirteenth, fourteenth, nineteenth, twenty-first, 
twenty-second, twenty-third, and twenty-fourth 


amendments of the Senate to the bill, insisted on |; O! z 
; directs the Postmaster General to so modify the 


‘contract with the contractors now performing ; 
i Services on routes 12543 and 12555 as to provide | 


by ihe Senate, asks a further conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Jusvix S, Morri of Ver- 
mont, Mr. Joux S. Pueirs of Missouri, and Mr. 
Witiiam A, Howarp of Michigan, managers at 
the same on the part of the House. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses on the bill (HI. R. No, 501) making ap- 


l of seven days from April 1 to December 1, and 


| ramento, via Yreka, Jacksonviile, Roseburg, Oak- | 
i Jand, and Salem, to Portland, Oregon, for a com- 


propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1861. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speak- 
er of the House had signed an enrolled bill (H. 
R. No. 44) confirming certain land entries under 
the third section of the act of March 3, 1855, 
entitled “An act'making appropriations ‘for the 
service of the Post Office Department during tlie 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1856,’ and 
it was signed by the Vice President. — 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on yesterday at eleven o’clock and 
twenty-cight minutes, the printing of a letter of 
the Secretary of War, communicating copies of 
correspondence on file in the War Department, 
not heretofore published, having reference to Gen- 
eral Hlarney’s administration of the department 


of Oregon. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Pres- | 
O. i 


| identofthe United States had approved and signed, 


on the 19th instant*the following acts: 
An act (H. R. No. 305) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 


| the 30th of Tune, 1861; 


An act (H. R. No. 365) for the relief of Josiah 
Atkins; 

An act (H. R. No. 407) granting an invalid 
pension to Ezekicl Jones; 

An act (H. R. No. 521) to incorporate the East 
Washington Library Association; and l 

An act (H. R. No. 663) to authorize divorces 
in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


| poses. 


He also approved and signed, on the 20th in- 
stant, an act (II. R. No. 350) making appropria- į 
tions for light-houses, beacons, buoys, &c. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- | 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | 


No. 807) to authorize the reissue of land warrants 
in certain cases, and for other purposes, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution submitted by 
Mr. Grery, on the 15th instant, to print extra 
copies of the report of the select committee on 
the Harper’s Ferry invasion, the views of the 
minority of said committee, the testimony, &c., 
reported it without amendment, and the resolu- 


| tion was agreed to, as follows: š 


Resolved, That twenty thousand extra copies of the re- 
ports of the majority and minority of the select couinittee 
on the Harpers Ferry invasion, with the testimony accom- 
panying, and other papers, be printed, for the use of the 
Senate, 

EVENTS IN ITALY. 


On motion of Mr. POWELL, the Senate pro- 
eceded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him on the 19th instant; and it was 
agreed to, as follows: . 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public in- 
terest, copies of such portions of the dispatches of the 
ininister of the United States at Turin as relate to the oc- 
currence of recent public eventsin Italy. 


CALIFORNIA AND WASHINGTON MAIL. 


Mr. LANE. I move that the Senate take up 
bill H. R. No. 715. Itis a bill that provides for | 
a mail service between Sacramento, in California, į 
and Olympia, in Washington. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 715) to establish a mail six 
times a week from Sacramento, in California, to 


Olympia, in the Territory of Washington. Iti} 


| 
i 
for the conveyance of the entire United States | 
mail in four-horse stages, daily, at a schedule | 


twelve days the remainder of the year, from Sac- į 


pensation of $90,000 per year, the contract to 


| 
| expire September 15, 1864; and the Pomin 


General is also directed to establish a service six 


times a week, at a schedule of thirty-six hours; 
throughout the year, from Portland, Oregon, via. 
Vancouver, St. Helen’s, and Monticello; to Olym- 
pia, in Washington. Territory, by.a contract,.at 
a rate of compensation not.to. exceed therate per 
mile allowed from Sacramento.to Portland, with 
steamer service from Portland: to, Cowlitz, and 
from Cowlitz to Olympia by four-horse;’stages; 
and the Postmaster is also directed to discontinue 
the ocean service from San Francisco to Olympia, 
via Portland.and Astoria, Oregon, $0 soon as the 
service contemplated by this act is established.” ” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the word ‘General’? will be inserted in’ 
the bill after the word “ Postmaster.” It is an 
accidental omission. The Chair hears no objec 
tion. AN 

Mr. MASON. I should like to have some in= 
formation about this bill: whether it is recom- 
mended by the Post Office Department, or comes 
front a committee of this body. Beas RE 

Mr. GWIN. I will state that it is a: House: 
bill, was reported from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, came to the Senate, and has been 
reported by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads of this body. It is to establish a 
daily line of stages from Sacramento, by Port- 
land, to Olympia, in the place of a semi-monthly 
service, ata diminution of expense of $10,000, 
and six times a week instead of semi-monthly. 
We get twenty-four tripsa month, instead of two, 
at $10,000 less expense, going through the: most 
ie portions of California, Oregon, and 

ashington. ' i uae 

Mr. COLLAMER. | I wish to ask the gentle- 
man one question. I wish to ask why, if we es- 
tablish mail routes, the whole subject of these mail 
routes should not be left to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral? : ` 

Mr. GWIN. I will state that the route goes 
over two mountains, the Trinity mountains and 
the Scott river mountains; and that there is avast 
expense necessary to make the road. That ex- 
pense has already been incurred; and it is neces- 
sary, in order to meet the expenses that: the con- 
tractors on the routes that are named, and the 
persons in the neighborhood, have had. to ùn- 
dergo, amounting to probably one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, in making these roads, to give them 
a contract to run for a series of years to carry 
the mails through this part of the country. It is 
through the heart of the population of those two 
States; and. it supersedes a service which is only 
semi-monthly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That semi-monthly mail 
is carried to Olympia from the Columbia river. 

Mr. GWIN. It is carried from San Francisco 
to Olympia. - 

Mr. COLLAMER. By water? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. You mean around by Pa- 
gcts’ Sound? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. COLLAMER.. Is it to supersede that al- 
together ? ~ 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. COLLAMER.. Why should not the Post- 
master General have the subject in his own hands, 
and if we establish a mail route, let him put itin 
operation ? 

Mr. GWIN. 


He has it all in his own hands, 


; He will not establish this route unless he discon- 
ii tinues the other. 


It gives us this service daily, 
which is of great importance—going through the 
heart of the population of those two States—and 
discontinues the other. He has the power in his 
own hands. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iam going to vote for this 
bill. Ihave examined it somewhat, and-I think 
itis right. It will be a saving to the finances of 
the Government, I think, if E am right, of some 
i fifty thousand dollars a year, by discontinuing 
the steamer service. While I do this, I want to 
i sce how consistent gentlemen are on the other 
| side of the Chamber. We had up the Post Office 
deficiency bill, and we were told it was perfectly 


| horrid to put any executive detail into that bill 
| for service; and we have got upa bill here now 


advocated by the very Senators who fought that 
to desperation because it hada very little of detail 
init, Here you have gota bill that carries out 
the whole thing. I think it all right enough, and 
l am going to vote for it; put I want to. see men 
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change front who were so very violent yesterday 
about putting a little detail in another bill — 
“The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the. 


third time, and passed. 

, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

"Mr. LATHAM. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. The Committee on Enrolled Bills is without 
the requisite number. I believe Iam the only 
member left, and I move that the Chair fill the 
number temporarily.. One meinber, I believe, has 
left the city for the session, and the return of the 
other is very doubtful. Therefore I move that 
the Vice President be authorized to fill the vacan- 
cies temporarily. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Cuesnut 
and Mr. Ten Eycx were appointed. 

i PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Irisetoa privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote of the Senate 
made on yesterday, concurring in the amendment 
of the House tothe Senate bill No. 104, witha view 
of submitting an amendment which L am certain 
will meet with the approbation of all and cause 
question and discussion nowhere, It will give 
rise to.no debate, and cannot take a minute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
desire action on the motion now? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN... Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Arkansas moves to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate concurred. in the amendment of the 
House to the Senate bill No. 104, forthe finaladjust- 
ment of private land claims in the States of Ilor- 
ida, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri, and for 
other purposes." The Secretary will read the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, 

The Secretary read the amendmentofthe House 
ef Representatives, on page 11, to add after line 
three,.at the end of the bat, the following: 


And all claims presented or sued upon, according to the 
provisions of this act, within the said term of five years, 

ay be prosecuted to a final determination and decision, 
notwithstanding the snid term of five years may have ex- 
pired before such final determination and decision. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Now, sir, I will state the 
object of reconsidering the vote. However, E will 
iter the vote to be taken on the reconsideration 

rst. 

Mr. POLK. I would rather that the Senator 
should state the object first. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Very well. The object I 
have in reconsidering the vote concurring simply 
and without condition in that amendment is this: 
I wish the Senate to concur in it with an amend- 
ment to strike from the bill the name of the State 
of Arkansas wherever it occurs. The provisions 
of that bill we do not wish to be applicable to the 
State; and of course ‘there will be no question 
about that. 

Mr. POLK. I think there will be no objection 
to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the reconsideration of the vote by witich the 
Senate agreed to the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, I move to concur in the 
amendment, with an amendment, to strike out the 
word ‘Arkansas’? wherever it occurs in the ori- 
ginal bill or amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed by the Secretary that the amendment has 
not the name of Arkansas in it. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, But the original bill has. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. You cannot amend 
the original bill. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
rence with the House amendment? 

Mr. GREEN. A conference can do it. 

‘Mr. SEBASTIAN. I may be ignorant of the 
way of proceeding to come at the desired ob- 
ject-——— 

Mr. GREEN: Disagree to the amendment, 
and let it go to a conference. They can do any- 
thing. 

Me. SEBASTIAN. Then I will take the form 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri, and ask 
that the Senate disagree to the House amendment, 
and ask a committee of conference. It can be ac- 
complished very readily in that way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Arkansas moves that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the ff ouse, and ask for a committee 
of conterence. =v 


‘ 


Not by way of concur- | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
what the bill is. ae 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is a bill in 
regard to private land claims. I will state, in re- 


gard to it, that we have no unsettled private land | 


claims in the State of Arkansas that we are aware 
of. There are large claims that have long since 
passed away, or that are so regarded in the State} 
and thére is no desire on the part of any one what- 
ever to take up this subject and legislate upon 
them in Congress. The only result will be to 
unquiet all the land titles there, and maybe raise 
up cases that we know nothing about, We ask 
that the name of Arkansas be stricken out of the 
bill. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Arkansas moves that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House, and ask for a commit- 
tee of conference. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the commit- 
tee of conference on the part of the Senate was 
ordered to be appointed by the Vice President; 
and Mr. Sesastian, Mr. Pork, and Mr. Doo- 
LITWLE were appointed. 


MRS. A. W. A@BUS. 


Mr. HALE. Iask the Senate to take up the 
bill for the relief of the widow of Captain Angus, 
ofthe Navy. It will take no time, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 267) for the relief of 
Mrs. A. W. Angus, widow of the late Captain 
Samuel Angus, United States Navy. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Anne W. 
Angus, widow of Captain Samuel Angus, of the 
United States Navy, deceased, the amount of pay 
which he would have reccived if he had remained 
in the Navy from the date of his dismissal to the 
date of his death, at the same rate he was drawing 
when dismissed; and that she be placed in all 
respects as to pension as she would have been 
had her husband not been dismissed the service; 
this allowance to be in full of all her claims. 

Mr. HALE. I now ask the ear of the Senate 
for a very few moments, while I state the object 
of this bill; and J can state it briefer than the re- 
port. Captain Angus was a distinguished officer 
of the Navy of the United States, and whilst Mr. 
Monroe was President, he wrote a very insulting 
letter to the Secretary of the Navy, for which he 
was promptly dismissed. It turned out, upon 
subsequent examination, that Captain Angus was 
crazy when he wrote the letter, Of that there was 
the fullest evidence before the committee. After 
he had a lucid interval, he wentand presented his 
case to Mr. Monroe, who had then retired from 
the Presidency, and Mr. Monroe wrote a letter to 
Mr. Adams, now on the files of the Department, 
stating thatit would comport with justice and hu- 
manity to restore Captain Angus to the place from 
which he had been dismissed; but, owing to the 
state of his mind, he being subject to those fits of 
insanity, (and I should remark here, it is in testi- 
mony that this insanity was caused by a severe 
wound on his head, which he received in the bat- 


tles of his country,) he was not restored; but he | 


was given a pension. Various applications have 


been made to Congress, and a very full investi- į 


gation has been made by the committee of this 
subject, and a full correspondence had with the 
Department. The committee were satisfied that 


Captain Angus was insane, and that for what he | 


did while he was laboring under a fit of insanity 
he had been most unjustly dismissed, and died. 


The committee propose, by this bill, to do to his | 


widow what would have been her right if he had 
not been thus unjustly dismissed. That is just 
exactly the case. The House has passed the bill, 
and the committee of the Senate recommend it. 
While Iam up, E wish to make a single remark 
which may be necessary. I wish to state to the 
Senate that but one member of the committee, the 
Senator from Louisiana, {Mr.Siipe..,] was op- 
posed to the passage of this bill. He was willing 
to give Mrs. Angus everything the bill gave her 
by way of peusion, but desired the claim for the 
back pay to go over to the next session; and he 
requested me not to call the bill up while he was 
absent. I supposed, at the time, that it would be 
a mere temporary absence, He has now been 


absent four days, and there are but two days left | 


of the session; and on consultation with some 


friends, who thought I would not be justified in 
delaying it longer, as the bill has been intrusted 
to my care, I have called it up; and while I wish 
to do full justice to the Senator from Louisiana, 
and everybody else, I wish also to do justice to 
the case and to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

Mr MALLORY.. I have one word to say be- 
fore the bill passes. As chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, I should have deemed it 
my duty tò make the explanation which the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has made, in regard 
to the Senator from T onieiana, [Mr. SLperL.] 
He was the only one who objected to it. He 
gave me the same notice; and I have requested 
the Senator from New Hampshire, up to this 
time, not to call the bill up; but for the reasons 
the Senator from New Hampshire has stated, I 
would not further press it. 

The bill was passed. 


HAYM M. SALOMON. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Some days since, when we 
were considering the Private Calendar, I objected 
to the consideration of a bill for the relief of Haym 
M. Salomon. It is a bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. I have given 
the subject my careful attention; 1 have looked 
it all over; and I can see no earthly reason why 
it should not pass. It isa claim that the Gov- 
ernment ought to pay, if we ought to pay for bor- 
rowed money. Task the Senate to take up that 
bill for consideration. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to make a report 
from a committee of conference. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator will allow 
the bill to be taken up, and then he can make his 
report. 

Mr. MALLORY. I thought it was taken up, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 
the motion of the Senator from Maine to take u 
the bill (S. No. 263) for the relief of Haym M. 
Salomon. $ 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Iwill now give way to the 
Senator from Florida. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. MALLORY, from the committee of con- 
ference onthe disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 500) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1861, made the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 500) making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1861, having met, have, after tull and free confer. 
ence, agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate do recede from its second and seventh 
amendments. 

‘hat the House of Representatives do recede from its 
disagreement to the fifth and eighth amendments of the 
Senate. à 

That the Senate do concur in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the sixth amendment of the 
Senate. 

That the House of Representatives do concur in the 
ninth, tenth, eleventh, and twelth amendments of the 
Senate, with an amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the Senate’s amendments (ninth, tenth, 
eleventh, and twelfth) and in lieu thereof insert: 

ind be it further enacted, That the sum of $10,000 be, 
and the samc is hereby, appropriated to enable the President 
to send some competent person or persons to the Isthmus 
of Chiriqui, whose duty it shall be to examine into, and 
report upon, the quality and probable quantity of coni to be 


t found there upon the lands of the Chiriqui Improvement 


Company; upon the character of the harbors of Chiriqui 
lagoon and Golfito; upon the practicability of building a 
railroad across said isthmus, so as to connect said harbors 5 
and generally upon the value of the privileges contracted 
for in a conditional contract made on the Qist day of May, 
1859, between Isaac Toucey, the Sceretary of the Navy of 
the United States, and Ambrose W. Thompsonu and the ` 
Chiriqui Improvement Company. 
S. R. MALLORY, 
WILLIAM BIGLER, 
H. HAMLIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
F. H. MORSE, 
WARREN WINSLOW, 
C. F. ADAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. MALLORY. This report contains the 
usual verbiage, and perhaps I had better state its 
substance, and the Senate will understand ina few 
moments what the report is. The Senate put on 
the House bill an amendment decreasing the ap- 
propriation for the Nautical Almanac from $25,000 


1860. 


to $15,000. The committee of conference recom- 
mend the Senate to recede from that amendment. 
That is their first recommendation. The second 
amendment of the Senate provided certain funds 
to pay judges in California for claims growing out 
of the adjudication of land claims in that State. 
The recommendation is, that the Senate recede 
from their amendment in that respect, for the rea- 
son that the same provision has been passed by 
the House in another bill. The House recedes 
from its non-concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ment for the amount of $1,500 for removing the 
naval monument from the west front of the Cap- 
itol to Annapolis. The House surrenders that 
amendment to the Senate. The House recedes 
from its non-concurrence to the Senate amend- 
ment of $5,000 for a die to test the gold coin and 
guard against clipping the currency. The Senate 
recedes from its non-concurrence to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives paying four 

ursers’ clerks the sum of $700 a year, as they 
hee been heretofore paid, and to allow the sums, 

instead of being checked against them. 

The last amendment of the Senate was in rela- 
tion to the contract with the Chiriqui company. 
The committee recommend the Senate to recede 
from its amendment and agree to an amerdment 
which the House committee accepts, which is to 
allow $10,000 to be appropriated by the President 
for the examination of the coal deposits, their 
character, and the feasibility and practicability of 
an inland route from the two harbors upon the 
Gulfand upon the Pacific, of Golfito and Chiriqui, 
and. the general character of the privileges allowed 
by contract entered into with the Secretary of the 
Navy. Instead of the amendment, therefore, of 
the Senate, appropriating $300,000, they recom- 
mend an appropriation of $10,000 to carry out 

- thisrecommendation. Thatis all the report, with- 
out the usual verbiage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
concurring in the report of the cSmmittee of con- 

: ference, a 

The report was concurred in, 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. YULEE. I rise to move a correction of 
the Journal, which, I believe, is in order as a priv- 
ileged question, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
question. 

Mr. YULEE, I find I am recorded as having 
voted against the substitute which I offered to the 
amendment of the House upon the Post Office 
deficiency bill. 1 did not vote at all; and if 1 was 
understood to vote, it was a mistake. I ask, 
thercfore, the correction of the Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Florida asks that the Journal be corrected, he 
having becn reported inthe negative, and the Sen- 
ator says he did not vote. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the Senator’s name will be crascd. 


HAYM M. SALOMON, 


Mr. MASON. The stage of the session, and 
the joint resolution to terminate it on Monday 
next, make it necessary, I should think, that we 
should devote this day to executive business. I 
thercfore move to postpone the prior orders, with 
a view to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, 

Mr. HAMLIN, I ask the Senator to allow me 
five or ten minutes. 

„Mr. MASON. With that understanding, } will 

teld. 

"The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill of the 
Senator from Maine is before the Senate. 

The bill (S. No. 263) for the relicf of Haym 
M. Salomon was read a second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be paid 
to Haym M. Salomon, only surviving son and 
legal representative of Haym Salomon, deccased, 
or to his legally appointed attorney or attorneys, 


It is a privileged 


administrators, or assigns, the amount of indebt- | 
| a sufficient number should be purchased, to be 


edness duc from the United States to Haym Sal- 
omon at the time of his death, as the same shall 
appear from the inventory filed bv his adminis- 
trators on the 15th of February, 1785, in the court 
of probate in Philadelphia, and sworn to on the 
5th and 6th of August, 1846, being $353,729 43, 
with interest upon $36,114 of said sum, (being 
eighty-nine certificates of the Treasury, and com- 
missioner’s certificates of the Treasury,) from the 


29th of December, 1845, the time of making first 
application to Congress for relief, until the time 
of payment; to be in full of all demands of Sal- 
omon against the United States. 

Mr. BRAGG. Is there any report in that.case ? 
I sec this is a bill of very considerable import- 
ance. The amount involved is very large. Lhad 
no idea of it. I shall call for the reading of the 
report. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the Sen- 
ator from Maine will allow that bill to go over 
for to-day. There are but ten minutes left of the 


| morning hour, and he cannot do anything with 


it in that time; but in that time we may do other 
little matters that can come up with propriety. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The bill is now before’ the 
Senate, and the attention of Senatorscan be called 
to it during the recess; and if the Senator from 
Virginia will now make the motion to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, I will not 
object to it. 

Mr. MASON. I make that motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iask the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to allow me to make a report 
and ask the consideration of a resolution that 
will occasion no debate, I think. If it does, of 
course | shall give way. 

Mr. MASON. I will yield for that, if there be 
no debate. 


PURCHASE OF BOOKS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands a joint 
resolution (S. No. 39) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to purchase certain books which 
constitute a collection of the land Jaws of the 
country. The committee have instructed me to 
report. 

Mr. KING. Iam opposed to going into that 
matter. Lobject to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Arkansas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is not ma- 
terial if the Senator does object. I do not think 
he has any right to do so. 

Mr. KING. It can only be done by unani- 
mous consent, as there isa bill before the body. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- | 


stood the Senator from Maine to give way to the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia to go into 
executive session; and the Senator from Virginia 
gave way, by general consent, to the Senator 
from Arkansas, and the Senator from Arkansas 
was proceeding to make a report. 

Mr. MASON. I will say to the Senator from 
Arkansas, I understand the Senator from New 
York objects to the present consideration of the 
resolution, which, of course, makes it lie over 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I think [have 


| a right to make my report upon the permission 


given by the Senator from Virginia. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has | 


the floor, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Public Lands to report back 
this joint resolution, with an amendment. I said 
to the Senator from Virginia, that if it occasioned 


| any debate, or if it were objected to, I should not | 


press it, The Senator from New York objected. 
l do not design to press it, if it is not acceptable 
to the Senate. 

This joint resolution must, of course, pass the 


i two Houses. It merely grants authority to make 


a purchase of a number of books, containing a 
collection, which has recently been compiled, not 
only of all the law points, but it also furnishes a 
vast number of decisions that are to be found in 
the Departments relating to the public lands, and 
to the fulfliment of official duties in all the vari- 
ous land offices of the United States, as well asin. 


the Pension Office and by pension agents. They | 


are decisions and legal truths that are not to be 
obtained in any other way whatever, except in 


the manuscript at the Department; and it has been | 


deemed well by the Secretary of the Interior that 


placed in the hands of the different officers con- 
nected with these branches of the public service, 
if the passage of the resolution, which is recom- 


mended by the Secretary of the Interior, is ob- i 


jected to, E shall not insist on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Whatis the report 
that the Senator makes? 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Task the unan- 


- 
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imous consent of the Senate that the jointresolu-: 
tion may be put on its-passage, « If it is: objected 
to, of course it must He over. ’ . a 
Mr. KING. I have no objection to the report: 
being made; but I do object to acting uponut.at 
this ume. I desire it to'go over in order that-L 
map see what it is; aes g 
he. VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being. 
made, the joint resolution cannot be considerei 
to-day. f Í 


* EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MASON. I renew my motion for an ex- 
ecutive session. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish tostate, before 
the question is taken on the motion of the Sénator 
from Virginia, that it had been my intention. to 
call up the motion to reconsider the joint resolu- 
tion which has been passed, relatitig to` the public 
printing. It was a reconsideration of a joint rëso- 
lution on which the Senate adopted an amendment 
inserting twenty-five per cent., instead of forty 
per cent... If the Senator from Virginia thinka 
that of consequence enough to be passed upon 
now, very well. ` 

Mr. MASON. I think we had better proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to learn from the Sen- 
ator from Virginia whether this motion was made 
in consequence of any pressing exigency, or 
whether it was made for the purpose of attempt- 
ing to get through with the executive business 
which remains on the Calendar. If there is’ no 
special reason for it, I shall not vote to go into 
executive session. I think we had better defer 
that business until near the close of the session. 
If we go into it to-day, we shall probably lose 
most of the day on unimportant business; but if 
there is a pressing necessity for it to-day, of 
course I will vote with the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. That honorable Senator knows 
that there is a vast amount of executive business 
that requires to be transacted. There is none of it 
pressing to-day that I am aware of, or to-morrow; 
but as the two Houses had extended the session 
until next Monday, I thought it my.duty to ask 
an executive session, that that business might be 


j acted on, and thus save ourselves from havin 


night sessions on it at the close of our session. 
therefore make the motion, and ask that the ques- 
tion be put. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 12; aud the Senate pro- 
eceded to the consideration of executive business, 
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After some time spent in the consideration of 
executive business, it was temporarily suspended. 

Mr. HUNTER. The House has sent us a mes- 
sage, announcing its action upon the bill (H. R. 
No. 339) making appropriations for the legisla- 
live, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1861, in accordance with the agreement of the 
committee of conference, as far as it has agreed. 
I will procecd ta state the action of the committee, 
antl to move that we recede from certain amend- 
ments in conformity with that action. The House 
has receded from its disagreement to the- third, 
fourth, eighth, eleventh, fifteenth and a half, six- 
teenth, and seventecnth amendments of the Sen- 
atc. The third amendment is to make an appro- 
priation of $30,000 for lithographing andengraving 
for the Senate. The fourth is the amendment in- 
creasing the appropriation for the Globes of the 
Senate. The eighth makes a verbal correction in 
the appropriation for the volumes of the Supreme 
Court reports. Theeleventh provides for five extra 
clerks employedin the Indian Office. Fifteenth and 
ahalf-makes an appropriation of $750 for one hun- 
dred and fifty copies of volume twenty-three of 
Howard ’s reports of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to be furnished by the 
reporter to the State Department, for distribution 
under existing laws. ‘The sixtcenth and seven- 
teenth are appropriations for the compensation of 
the auxiliary gaard in the city of Washington, 

I move that the Senate reccde from the twelfth 
amendment, which is for pay of two special and 
temporary clerks in the Indian Office, to be em- 
ployed on the duties of issuing patents, investi- 
gating and recording transfers of land under the 
treaties with Indian tribes in the Territory of 
Kansas, $2,600. I move, also, that. the Senate 
recede from the thirteenth amendment, which is 
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to strike out-the appropriation for the surveyor 
general of Wisconsin and Iowa, and his clerks, 
and insert a provision transferring that district, 
and.making a small appropriation for the present. 
I move, further, that the Senate recede from the 
fourteenth. amendment, which was to strike out 
the appropriation of $15,000 for incidental ex- 
penses of. the General’ Post. Office building, and 
mserts. ty ; 

Engineer, (for steam engines,) laborers, and, repairs of 
furniture, $25,000. . 

_ This.turned out.to be a mere verbalamendment, 
and there was no occasion for making it. The 
Senatecommittce agreed to recede from that. The 
same sum had been appropriated in a different 
form in the bill. 

The Senate committee agree to recede from the 
nineteenth amendment, which is: 

For deéfraying the expenses of the geologica] recounois- 
sance and exploration in Oregon and Washington. Terri- 


tories, and the country en route to the Pacific, near the 
forty-sevently parallel of north latitude, &c., $10,559 29. 


These are the four amendments from Which the 
Senate committee agreed to recede. 

Mr. DAVIS. The last is in regard to the Ore- 
gon geological report? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The question is on receding from the 
several amendments of the Senate to the bill in- 
dicated by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. FITCH. 


ments on the pat of the committee, on which it 
is proposed to recede. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, we intend to insist and 
agree to a further conference. The House have 
asked for a further conference on them, and we 
intend to do the same. Then there is one amend- 
ment of ours which the House have agreed to 
with an amendment, but a separate question will 
have to be taken on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to recede from the amendments 
of the Senate which the Senator from Virginia 
has indicated. 

The motion was agreed to. 

iMr. HUNTER. We struck out the second 
section of the House bill prohibiting the power 
of transfers. The House have agreed to it with 


an amendment, to insert in the blank which we i 


made, in lieu of the section proposed to be stricken 
out, as follows: 


wind be it further enacted, That the twenty-third section 
of the aet entitled * An act legalizing and making appro- 
priations for such necessary objects as have been usually 
included in the general appropriation bills without awrbor- 
ity of daw, and to fix and provide for certain incidental 
expenses ofthe Departments and offices of the Government, 


and forother purposes,” approved August 26, 1842, is hereby | 


repeated. 


“The effect of this is to leave to the War De- 
periment the power of transfer that it now has, 
and to repeal that section of the act of 1842 under 
which other Departments have transferred to 
some extent. The Louse have agreed to our 
amendment, with that amendment. 1 move that 
we concur in theiramendment to ouramendment. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 


Mr. HUNTER. The House have also agreed | 


to our twentieth amendment, which is in relation 
to paying for the rent of rooms by the courts at 
Los Angeles, with an amendment adding to it 
this proviso: 

Provided, That the whole amount paid shall not exceed 
the sum of 33,000. , 

I move to concur in the House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now, I move that the Sen- 
ate further insist on its remaining amendments, 
and agree to the further conference asked for by 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to, So it was 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from its twelfth, thir- 
teouth, fourteenth, and nineteenth amendments, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives; agree to the amend- 
ments of the House to the eighteenth and twentieth amend- 
ments of the Senate; insist upon its twenty-first, twenty- 
second, twenty-third, and twenty-fourth amendments to 
the bill, disagreed to by the House; and agree to the con- 
rerence asked by the House, on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee of 
conference on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 


J I understand from the Senator | 
from Virginia that there are still two disagree- | 


Pearce, Mr. Nicwouson, and Mr. Wane, were 
appointed. : 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills and joint 
resolutions of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 9) to amend ‘ An act for extend- 
ing the laws and judicial system of the United 
States to the State of Oregon, and for other pur- 

oses;’ 
p A biil (No. 190) in relation to mission claims 
at Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan; 

A bill (No. 291) for the relief of Mary Preston, 
widow of George Preston; 

A bill (No. 347) to declare the meaning of the 


{ act entitled “An act making further provisions 


for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants,” 
passed August 31, 1852; 

A bill (No. 411) to authorize the settlement of 
the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, late con- 
sulof the United States at Bombay, on principles 
of justice and equity; 

A bill (No. 444) to change the time for hold- 
ing the courts in the northern district of Florida; 

A bill (No. 448) to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of the treaties between the United States, 
China, Japan, Siam, Persia, and other countries, 
giving certain judicial powers to ministers and 
other functionaries of the United States in those 
countries, and for other purposes; 

A bill (No. 452) for the relief of Sylvester Gray; 

A bill (No. 488) in relation to malicious inju- 
ries to, and trespass upon, public and private 
property within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (No. 494) amendatory of an act approved 
June 14, 1858, ‘for the relief of Sherlock & 
Shirley;” 

A bill (No. 495) for the relief of David Waldo; 

A bill (No, 497) to amend an act entitled ‘t An 
act for giving effect to certain treaty stipulations 
Ietween this and forcign Governments, for the 
apprehens®n and delivery of certain offenders;”” 

A bill (No. 500) for the relief of Lieutenant 
William A. Winder of the United States Army; 

A bill (No. 509) to grant to the city of Port 
Huron, Michigan, a part of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Gratiot for the enlargement of the 
city cemetery at that place; 

A bill (No. 507) for the relief of the California 
Stage Company; 

A bill (No 508) for the relief of William Nel- 
sons : 
-A joint resolution (No. 36) for the restoration 
of Licutenant Augtstus S. Baldwin to the active 
list, from the leave of absence list of the Navy; 
and 

A joint resolution (No. 41) for the relief of Ar- 
thur Edwards, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 


i : : 
had recommitted the report of the committce of 
i; conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Louses on the bill (H. R. No. 500) making ap- 
& ay 
propriations for the naval service for the year 


Pending the 30th of Junc, 1861, to the committee 


of conference on the said bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate agreed to concur in the 
report of the committee of conference on the na- 


| val appropriation bill, simply to correct what is 


considered an ambiguity. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the report was recommitted to the committee of 


: conference. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 501) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, made 
the following report: 

The committee of conftrence on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses on the aniendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
501) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses df the 


Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, |; 


have wet and considered the same 3; and, after full and free 


| conference thereon, have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 


ommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

hat the Senate recede from the following amendmen 
to wit: tenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, twentieth, twent, 
fourth, twenty-cighth, forty-first, forty-second, forty-taird, 
forty-fourth, and forty- fifth. 

‘That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
following amehdments of the Senate, and agree to the 


| same, to wit: thirteenth, nineteenth, twenty-first, twenty- 
third, twenty-sixth, twenty-ninth, thirty-first, thirty-sixth, 
thirty-seventh, and thirty-ninth. 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House 
to their first amendment. 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House 
to their second amendment. 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House 
to their sixth amendment, with an amendment, as follows: 
strike out all after the word “ art,” in the fifth line of said 
House amendment to the end thereof, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
seventh amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same, 
with an amendment, as follows: after the word ‘col- 
umns,” in the fifth line, insert the words “of American 
marble 3” and after the word “the,” in the seventh line, 
ingert the word * aforesaid,” and after the word “sum,” 
in the seventh line, insert the words ‘ of $300,000.77 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
ninth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same, 
witb an amendment, as follows: after the word “ aque- 
duct,” in the first line of said amendment, strike out the 
words “according to the plans and estimates of Captain 
Meigs;’? after the word ‘ dollars,” in the third line, insert 
the words “to be expended according to the plans and es- 
timates of Captain Meigs, and under his superintendence 3”? 
and strike out all after “ aqueduct,” in the sixth line, to the 
end thereof. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
fourteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same, 
with an amendment, as follows: strike out the word 
“ seven,” inthe said amendment, and insert, in lieu thereof, 
the word “ two;” and at the end of the paragraph add as 
follows: “and the actincorporating the Washington Gas 
Light Company is hereby so amended as to prohibit said 
company from receiving, after the 31st day of December 
next, more than thirty-five cents per hundred cubic feet of 
gas furnished by it to any consumer, subject to a discount 
of not less than ten per ceutum on all bills for gas, if paid 
at the office of said company within five days from the ren- 
dition thereof, provided all arrears shall bave been previ- 
ously paid.” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House to 
their thirtieth amendment. 

That the House recede from their amendment to the 
thirty-fifth amendment ofthe Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreciment to the 
fortieth amendment of the Senate, and agree tn the same, 
with an amendment, as follows: strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and in licu thereof insert : 

That the district attorney of the United States for the 
District of Columbia, under the direction of the President 
of the United States, shull ascertain the fair cash value of 
the real estate hefeinafter mentioned ; also at what price 
the same ean be purchased, and the condition of the titles, 
and report the result to Congress at its next session, to wit: 
the following described squares and parts of squares in the 
city of Washington, namely: so much of square five hun- 
dred and seventy-five as is included within the following 
described lines: beginning on the west side of First street 
West, ata point sixty-seven tect northef the southeast cor- 
ner of said square, and running thence south with the line 
of First street west to the southeast corner of said square 3 
thence with the line of Pennsylvania avenue along the 
boundary of said square in said avenue one bundred and 
eighty fect; thence in a straight line to the point of begin- 
ning, also so much of square five hundred and seventy-six 
as is Incladed within the following deseribed lines: begin- 
ning on the west side of First sireet west, at a point sixty- 
seven feet south of the northeast corner of said square, and 
running thence north with the line of First street west to 
the northeast corner of said square; thence with the line 
| of Maryland avenue along the boundary of said square on 
said avenue, one hundred and eighty feet; thence in a 
| straight line to the point of beginning; also the whole of 


g5 
squares six hundred and eighty-seven and six hundred and 


eighty-eight. 

R. TOOMBS, 

W. P. FESSENDEN, 

J.D. BRIGHT, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JOHN SHERMAN, 

JOUN A. BENGHAM, 

GEORGE W. HUGHES, 

Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Iwill explain this report. The 

Senate recede from the tenth amendment, which 
provides for the erection of a new jail in this city; 
the fifteenth, which provides for laying gas pipes 
and putting up lamp posts and burners from 
Maine avenue to the penitentiary; the sixteenth, 
| which provides for the appointment of a super- 
intendent of gas, and reduces the price, which is 
| provided for in another place; the twentieth, which 
| appropriates $5,000 for the trimming and gravel- 
| ing of Pennsylvania avenue cast of the Capitol to 
| Exghth street east, and from the intersection with 
Eighth street east to the navy-yard gate; the 
twenty-fourth, which reduced the appropriation 
for seeds to $40,000, the House being very de- 
, termined about the appropriation of $60,000 which 
| they made. I wasagainstit, but] was voted down. 
| The Senate aiso recede from the twenty-eighth 
; amendment, striking out the second section of the 
bill; the forty-first, forty-second, forty-third, and 


ii forty-fourth, which provide for additions to the 
i, grounds of the Capitol. 


The committee of con- 
ference proposed a provision on that subject 
| which I will.state in another place. 

The House of Representatives recede from their 
| disagreement to the thirteenth, nineteenth ,twenty- 


1860. 
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first, twenty-third, twenty-sixth, twenty-ninth, 
thirty-first, thirty-sixth, thirty-seventh, and thir- 
ty-ninth amendments of the Senate. The thir- 
teenth is the amendment which includes Bridge 
and High streets in Georgetown, and Four-and- 
a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth streets across the 
Mail, in the appropriation for gas lights. The 
nineteenth. is the appropriation for grading and 
graveling B street south, from Seventh to Four- 
teenth streets, next to the public reservation. 
The twenty-first is the appropriation for inclos- 
ing the circle at the intersection of Pennsylvania 
avenue with New Hampshire avenue and K and 
Twenty-Third streets, where the Washingtona 
statue is. The twenty-third is the amendment 
providing for curbing and paving and grading on 
the south side of Missouri avenue, from Third 
to Sixth streets west. The twenty-sixth is the 
amendment which struck out the appropriation 
of $4,000 for the execution of the act of March 3, 
1859, providing for the care and preservation of 
the Potomac water works. The twenty-ninth is 
‘an appropriation of $25,000 for converting the old 
Senate Chamber into a Supreme Court room and 
the old court-room into a law library, and fitting 
up the rooms for that purpose. The thirty-first 
appropriates $4,500 for the survey of the forty- 
sixth parallel of north latitude, so far as it forms 
a common boundary between Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory. The thirty-sixth abolishes the 
art commission. ‘The thirty-seventh authorizes 
the Commissioner of Patents to pay those em- 
ployed as examiners and assistant examiners 
etween April 1, 1855, and April 1, 1860, the rates 
fixed by law for these grades. The thirty-ninth 
provides for the settlement of the accounts of the 
contractor for the San Francisco custom-house. 

The first and secogd amendments, with regard 
tothe Charleston and New Orleans custom-houses, 
have already been disposed of by the Senate, and 
the report only conforms to that action. 

The Senate partly agree to the amendment of 
the House to the sixth amendment of the Sen- 
ate. The Senate amendiaentappropriated $300,000 
for the Capitol extension for the next fiscal year. 
The House amended it by providing that the 
moncy should not be expended on works of art 
for the decoration and embellishment of the Cap- 
itol, unless the designs for the same should be first 
approved by the art commission. We agree to 
the House amendment, with an amendment, strik- 
ing out the latter clause, so as to leave it a simple 
prohibition to use the money for decoration and 
embellishment by works of art, - 

The House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventh amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to thc same with an amendment, providing that the 
columns shall be of American marble. The Senate 
amendment provided for paying Rice & Heebner 
for furnishing certain monolithic columns. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator state a 
little more exactly the action in conference on the 
amendment about works of art? 

Mr. TOOMBS. The House provided that the | 
appropriation for the Capitol extension should not 
be expended in decoration and embellishment by 
sculpture, or painting, or other works of illustra- 
ted art, unless the designs for the same shall have 
been approved by the art commission. We strike 
out the latter clause, so as to end the amendment 
with the words, “illustrated art.” 

Mr. DAVIS. The question, no doubt, would 
arise, in the execution of the work, whether that 
word would prevent the filling up of blank spaces | 
in the rooms in the course of completion with | 
frescoes and ornamental paintings. 

Mr. TOOMBS. All I can state is, that this 
amendment was agreed to by the chairman of the 
Committce on Publie Buildings, who had charge | 


of the matter. It did not come from the Com- 
. mittee on Finance. 1 do not think that point was | 
discussed in committee. ‘My own attention was ; 
not directed to it. : 

Mr. DAVIS, There isa distinction between | 
ornamental paintings to decorate a building and | 
architectural paintings, and there has been some | 
confusion in executing itherctofore, If you paint 
a door, nobody considers that as decoration in the 
embellishment of a building. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The-Senate recede from their 
disacreement to the ninth amendment of the Sen- | 
ate, and agrce to the same, with an amendment; | 
after the word ‘aqueduct,’ in the first line, in- | 
serting ‘according to the plans and estimates of | 


3? 


Captain Meigs, 
in the third line, inserting ‘to be expended ac- 
cording to the plans and estimates of Captain 
Meigs, and under his superintendence,” and to 
strike out the remainder of the amendmentof the 
Senate after the word “aqueduct,” in the sixth 
line. Tife House would not grant the appropri- 
ation without putting in that the work should be 
done according to the plans and under the super- 
intendence of Captain Meigs. We said that it 


should be according to his plans, and thatit should. į 


be under an officer not below the rank of a cap- 
tain of engineers, and having experience in the 
design and construction of bridges and aqueducts. 
I preferred the amendment of the Senate, but it 
was one of the most difficult points the commit- 
tee of conference had. The House of Represent- 
atives insisted that he ought to be designated, or 
the money notexpended. It got rid of the diffi- 


culty of interfering with the President of the Uni- | 
ted States, because it only limits the expenditure | 


of money, which I think Congress has a clear 
right todo. He is not obliged to put this officer 
there; but ifhe does not put him there, the money 
is not to be expended. The House chose not to 


put the money under any other superintendence. į 


Mr. LANE. If expended, it must be by him, 
and not under the direction of the Administra- 
tion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. lt is under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, but by Captain Meigs as 
superintendent. 

Mr. DAVIS, Certainly. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Our own amendment,provided 
that it should be done according to his plans. 
The only differerice is, that the committee of con- 
ference agreed with the House that it should be 
under his superintendence. 


The Fouse recede from their disagreement to | 
the fourteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree | 


to the same with an amendment reducing the ap- 
propriation for lighting the Capitol, President’s 


house, and public grounds, and Pennsylvania av-" 


enue, &c., with gas, from $47,000 to $42,000, and 
adding at the end of ita proviso amending the 
charter of the Washington Gas Light Company, 
so as to prohibit them, after the 31st of December 
next, charging more than thirty-five cents per 
hundred cubic feet of gas furnished to any con- 
sumer, subject to the usual discount off. 


The Senate agree to the amendment of the : 


House to the thirtieth Senate amendment. Our 
amendment was an appropriation for the survey 
of the eastern boundary of California, and the 
House amendment was for the completion of the 
capitol building in Nebraska Territory. 

The House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-fifth amendment of the Senate, which 
is the clause repealing the former law about coin- 
age, and add to it a clause directing the district 
attorney of the District of Columbia, under the 
direction of the President, to ascertain the fair 
cash value of the real estate proposed by the fol- 
lowing amendments of the Senate to be included 
in the Capitol grounds, and report the result to 
Congress at the next session. That closcs the 
report. I move that it be concurred in. ` 

Mr. LANE. I desire to know if E can havea 
separate vote upon the amendment in regard to 
the aqueduct. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in l 
the chair.) The report of a committee of confer- | 
f ence always presents an entire and indivisible 


proposition. Am 
Mr. LANE. Then I can have the privilege, 
I suppose, of voting against the whole of it. I 


| shall take the liberty of excreising that privilege; || 


and I want to do it on the yeasand nays. I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POWELL. Would it be in order to move 
to strike out the provision relating to the Wash- 
ington aqueduct? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. No question 
isin order except concurrence in the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


As an en- 


| tirety? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Asan entirety, 
and an indivisible proposition. 

Mr. POWELL. I wish to state to the Senate, 
then, that in consequence of the amendment con- 
cerning the Washington aqueduct, E shall vote 
against concurring in this report. 1 conceive that 


and after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’. 


that amendment, as reported by the committee of 

conference, is wrong. -It places Mr. Meigs; a: 
captain of the corps of engineers, in charge ofthis- 
work. I have no objection to it so far-as itap- 
proves his plans;.but it goes further; andi places - 
the work under his superintendence,..and:pro-" 
vides that the money shall not be expended unless | 
it is done under his superintendence. I do: not 

perceive that you could enact a law better calou-: 
lated to create insubordination inthe Army than: 
this. This officer is a captain in the Army. 
i The President, by the Constitution, is the com-" 
mander-in-chief of the Army. I think thë publi 

service requires that we should have no such legis- 

Jation as this. If Congress wish this thing done, 

I do not see why the bill could not have been left 

as it was amended by the Senate. . To be sure, it 

was then very exceptionable to me, for it confined 

the superintendence of the work to an officer of 

the rank of captain of the engineer corps, and I’ 
believed there might be found plenty. of lieuten- 

ants of capacity to execute the work. The pro- 

vision, as now reported, designates this officer by 

name, which I think is a direct reflection upon 

| the President and Secretary of War. It makes 

the work hang upon the frail tenure of Captain 

| Meigs’s life. Isuppose if he were to die, it could 

‘not be done at all, for there is no provision that 

any ofher person may be substituted. Ifitshould 

become necessary to order this officer to other’ 
service, and take him away from this work, which 

the War Department has now the power to do, it: 
cannot be done. If Congress really wish the work 

done, they ought to place it on some basis that. 
would allow the President or the Secretary of 

War to have it executed, they being responsible 

for the exercise of their discretion, 

It is said that Captain Meigs is a very skillful 
and scientific officer, and I dare say he is. That 
testimony seems to be borne to him on all hands, 
and I have no doubt of its truth. But suppose 
we were to have a war, and it should become 
necessary, in defense of the country, to have the 
skill and the talents of this captain of the engineer 
corps in some other place or arm of the service, 
and he should be withdrawn from this duty: this 
work could not be exccuted. 

Sir, I did not rise for the purpose of going into 
any claborate discussion of the question, but 
merely to state that I think it is a species of legis- 
Jation that reflects directly on the President and 
Secretary of War, and is calculated to produce 
insubordination in the Army. -It is such legisla~ 
tion as I think the Senate should not concur in. 
I shall therefore vote against concurring in the 
amendment proposed by the committee of con- 
| ference. 
|} Mr. GREEN. I concur heartily in all that has 
been said by the Senator from Kentucky. I think 
this is a specics of legislation that we ought to 
contend against. Two objections arise. In the 
first place, it legislates a particular man into a 
particular place. If we pass a law asserting a 
principle, it is our duty to leave it to the execu- 
| tive officers to execute that law; but for us todes= 
į ignate the man, to pointhim out by name, seems 
to me most extraordinary. I have no prejudice 
against Captain Meigs, but I think it a departure 
i from principle to name him as the executive offi- 
cer to accomplish a certain work; and in this con- 
nection, notwithstanding his acknowledged abili- 
ties, L will make this remark: if he fails in the 
water works as much as he has failed in the con- 
struction of this Chamber, he is not fit to be there. 
| Again, sir, there is another branch of this re- 
j port that I take exception to—not the report of 
itself, but on account of one of the amendments 
which this report docs not strike out—and that 
s the amendment making a contract with Messrs. 
| Rice & Heebner for the columns of the Capitol. 
| We have no right to make that contract, J as- 
| sert here, after afull examination of the law, that 
ji under the act of 1846 a contract was made with 
ii thom; that they forfeited it because they could not 
| fulfill it; and that a subsequent contract has been 
i} made with a man by the name of Connelly, who 
can fulfill the contract, and who is now fulfilling 
i the contract. This is a legislative act designed 
| to take it away from Connelly and give it back 

to Rice & Heebner. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Will my friend from Missouri 
allow me to say one word here? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That amendment was put in 
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by the Senate of the United States, and the only 
alteration the House made was to require that the 
marble should be American. The objection the 
Senator makes was a very good one when you 
putin the amendment; but it did not become the 
Senate. committee of conference to abandon its 
own amendment, though I voted against it. You 
argacd the question, and ‘the Senate decided 
against you, and then the ‘Senate sent me as onc 
oftheir committee men to. the conference, to try 
and get theiramendments. The gentleman would 
have had the committee leave out this amendment 
of the Senate when the House was willing to 
take it. any 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave no complaint to make 
of:the Senator from Georgia; I know he has been 
right on this question all the way through; but I 
hold that a committee of conference is unrestricted 
in its power over a bill; it can strike out anything 
that is wrong in it, I care not what itis. I take 
that ground. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then I have entirely misap- 
prehended my duty. I thought my duty, as a 
committee man, was to support the amendments 
of the House of which I was a member, although 
I might be against them myself. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 think the Senator is in error 
on that point. Although I generally agree with 
him in everything, I think be is wrong in, that 
respect, hen we are in the Senate, or in the 
House, we are governed by the rules of the Sen- 
ate and the rules of the House; but when you are 
ina committee of conference, you are governed 
by nothing except the subject-matter, and you 
can strike out everything, even though it has been. 
putin by your own House, or by the opposite 

ouse, If a majority willagree todo so. As this 

rovision is wrong, it ought to be stricken out. 

thiak the House amendment improves it. I 
stated that the otherday. It is true that was the 
only point of disagreement with regard to this 
amendment; but when a whole bill is committed 
to a committee of conference, they-have the whole 
subject beforethem. They canreform itand make 
anew bill. They can strike out everything after 
the enacting clause, so that they follow the sub- 
ject-matter. I perceive that the President differs 
with me; but I am aware of the fact that it has 
been done, and ia in conformity with parliament- 
ary law. .The President dissents; but notwith- 
standing, I claim the same right to have my opinion 
ashe has to have his. Itis not a point of law 
submitted to him to decide; and therefore my judg- 
ment is equal to his, so far as I am now speak- 
ing. A committee of conference has a fall power 
“an unrestricted power within the scope of the 

urport of the bill—to make it what they please. 
They can strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 should like to inquire 
from the Senator from Missouri if they can strike 
out what both Houses have agrecd to. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought a committec of 
conference was upon the disagrecing votes of the 
two Houses, not upon what they had agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. i will answer that. ‘he dis- 
agrecing votes affect the body of the bill. There 
are certain votes, which, if given a certain way, 
will make the hill acceptable; but if given in an- 
other, that will make the bill unacceptable. ‘These 
being the disagreeing votes, ghey affect the whole 
bill, because the bill depends upon not only the 
pbrascology, but the incidents and amendments; 
and hence ‘they can strike it all out; and I can 
show a hundred instances in Parliament, in the 
Congress of the United States, in the State Legis- 
latures, in which they have struck out the whole 
bill after the enacting clause, and brought in just 
what they pleased, provided it be in conformity 
with the subject-matter, 

But apart from that, if you say they are re- 
stricted simply to the amendment of the House 
to the Senate amendment, and the disagreeing 
votes of the Scnate and House on that question, 
then I say we ought to disagree to this report; 
because, with reference to these marble columns, 
the Senate did wrong when no attention was called 
to it, 


force the Government to take the Italian columns | 


t. A binding, legal contract has been made || 
which will still subsist if you pass this bill, and | 


now lying at Carrara—forty-seven in number. 
How did they happen to find the number, forty- | 
seven? I should like to know how the mover of | 
the amendment happened to pick ont the number 


forty-seven? Iwill tell yowhow | think he did it. 
There are just forty-seven columns lying at Car- 
rara ready to be shipped here, and put up Ån this 
Capitol. There are not forty-seven anywhere 
else. : i 

Mr. DAVIS. Not even in the bill. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Thirty-four. 

Mr. GREEN. But $47,000; just enough to pay 
for the thirty-four. Thatis what | mean. Itis 
the same thing. The amendment appropriates 
just money enough to pay for the thirty-four, at 
$1,450 apiece. ill we undertake to make con- 
tracts? Is the Senate competent to make con- 
tracts? Is Congress competent tomake contracts? 
I say itis not. Butif we pass a law authorizing 
certain work to be done, let us hold the executive 
officers responsible for the manner in which they 
execute it, Here we pick out two men, and sa 
it shall be done with them. Itis wrong, sir. It 
is not only wrong, but it is illegal; not only ille- 
gal, but it is in violation of a contract. For I 
assert, and I know what I say, that these gentle- 
men violated their contract; stated in théir letter 
to Captain Meigs that they were unable to fulfill 
it, and begged the privilege of buying marble in 
Laly. He refused; and he reported that there was 
no marble in the United States equal to the marble 
found in the quarry of Mr. Connelly, so far as 
shape and size were concerned. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will you state your authority? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; Mr. Meigs’s own 
letter. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should be glad if the Senator 
would read from the letter any such language as 
he states. 

Mr.GREEN. [have not got time to stop to 
read it, but I will produce it. He said there was 
no quarry in the United States where it could be 
furnished of equal quality in the same size—mo- 
nolithic shafts of one piece. 

Well, sir, I will pass by that. The Senator 
put in the amendment wrongfully. No division 
was called on it. [think the committee of con- 
ference had the power to strike it out; the Sena- 
tor from Georgia thinks not. I will not raise a 
question with him on that point. I think they 
had. I think they ought to have stricken it out; 
but as they did not strike it out, they have im- 
proved it by saying that it shall be American 
marble. 1 shall go that far. 

On the other point, of legislating Captain Meigs 
into office to superintend the water works, I will 
simply say that, if he can do no better for the 
conduit of water than he has done for the conduit 
of air into this Chamber, he is unfit to have charge 
of that work; and whether fit or unfit, Congress 
ought not to undertake to put him into office, but 
the matter ought to be left to the proper execu- 
tive officer, and hold that executive oflicer re- 
sponsible. 3 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Missouri, I have no doubt, is a competent archi- 
tect; and therefore properly sits in judgment on 
the work of Captain Meigs in construction. 

Mr. GREEN. Not exactly a competent ar- 
chitect; but equally competent with the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. DAVIS. Exactly; but I have not assumed 
judgment, and therefore you have no right to 
make the comparison. When I assume to sit in 
judgment, it will be time enough for the Senator 
to compare his knowledge with mine. ‘¢ W hoso 
humbleth himself shall be exalted;’’ and the re- 
verse, no doubt, is true. I have my own opinion 
of the capacity of Senators to judge of matters 
of architecture. 

i Mr; GREEN. Your opinion amounts to very 
ittle, 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill show that your statements 
amount to fess, before I have done. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; proceed. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator assumes, in the 
first instance, that a legal, binding contract exists 
with a Mr. Connelly to furnish columns. Now, 
sir, if he had taken half the pains to learn the 
facts which he seems to have taken to attack Cap- 
tain Meigs, he would have found out that no such 
contract could exist; thatif any such engagement 


had been entered into, it was illegal; and so far 


as the publie is informed, no such contract does 


exist. There was no appropriation under which |; 


it could be made. He would have learned still 
further, if he had thought proper to inquire, and 
been willing to present the case fairly, that the 


blithic columns for the Capitol. 
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Senate were not picking out Rice & Heebner with 
whom to make a contract; that the Senate were 
not assuming to make a contract, but that the 
chairtian of the Committee on Public Buildings, 
not now in his seat, [Mr. Bricur,} offered an 
amendment upon a subject which had been under 
discussion for years, and named in that amend- 
ment those who had a legal, valid contract—Rice 
& Heebner. 

A word or two in relation to this contract, Mr. 
President. After public advertisement had been 
made, a contract was awarded to Rice & Heeb- 
ner, to furnish marble for this Capitol. It was 
pond that, under their contract, they could not 

urnish the ashlar in such size as some of it was 
desired. Their contract did not provide for mono- 
The question was 
submitted to Congress. They decided by law to 
authorize a modification of the contract, by which 
these colunins were to be furnished in monolithic 
shape, and the ashlar furnished in larger blocks. 
The contract was so modified; and when the con- 
tract was modified—I speak of that because I was 
then Secretary of War—it was, in the judgment of 
the Secretary, preferable that the whole matter 
should be between the contractor and the super- 
intendent, and that the Secretary should only 
exercise supervisory power over it. The then 
Secretary did not desire to be mingled with the 
contracts. He knew he was not able to go and 
attend to the delivery of the marble, and judge of 
its material, and determine when it was not equal 
to the contract. He put the whole matter under 
thesuperintendent; and as that contract was made, 
and as it stands, it required that the superintend- 
ent should give the notice before the contract 
should be vacated. ‘The notice which Rice & 
Heebner served, was a notiggthat they could not 
get the monolithic shafts out of the quarry at Lee, 
in Massachusetts. They never served notice that 
they could not get monolithic columns at all. So 
far from it, they were able to get monolithic col- 
umns in a quarry adjoining thatof Mr. Connelly, 


„and for a much less price, and offered to furnish, 


and so did the owner of that adjoining equally 
offer to furnish it, for a price still less than Rice 
& Heebner. 

Mr. GREEN. Crowley? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 understand it all. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ofcourse youdo, but your state- 
ments do not show it. Iam dealing with your 
statements, not with your knowledge. Then, sir, 
the question was whether marble of lower mate- 
rial should be adopted. Captain Meigs’s letter, 
from which I requested the statement of the Sen- 
ator to be read which he made upon the founda- 
tion of it, set forth, what was the fact, that in this 
quarry in Maryland they could get monolithic 
columns; but he never asserted that those mono- 
lithic columns were fit for this Capitol. Tho 
marble is so inferior that it would deface the Cap- 
itol to raise a portico of it in front of the fine-grain 
marble which has been used for the ashlar of the 
building, Rice & Heebner were willing to furnish 
Ttalian columns; but there was no contract for 
them; no order was given for them, and Captain 
Meigs, over hisown signature, has lately, ina pub- 
lic paper, branded the statement as a falsehood. 
They are importers of Italian marble; they bave 
Italian marble at the quarry in Carrara. What 
of that? They were importers of Jtalian marble 
before they were contractors for the Capitol, and 


i} will be, I suppose, after the Capitol is finished. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Mississippi allow mea moment? There must be 
some misunderstanding as to our position. I 
perceive that the doors are kept closed, but I be- 
lieve we are in open session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Senate is in legislative session. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The doors are all locked. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was addressing the Senate, 
and, therefore, very careless whether there was 
anybody in the galleries or not. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was noton that account, 
but E thought it proper, as we were in open ses- 
sion, that the doors should be opened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will have the doors opened. À 

Mr, DAVIS. I was proceeding in relation to 
these Italian columns, These importers of Italian 
marble were willing to furnish monolithic shafts 
for the Capitol of Italian marble. The Adminis- 
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tration did not choose to take the responsibility of 
receiving foreign marble. So entirely wrong has 
my friend from Missouri been throughout. the 
whole transaction, that he has been arguing against 
this report of the committee of conference as 
though it required the purchase of Italian marble, 
when, in fact, it absolutely forbids it. There is 
my objection to the report. — : 

Mr. GREEN, (in his seat.) I said expressly 
that they had power to go back and change. 

My. DAVIS. I will yield the floor to the Sen- 
ator if he desires it, but he has no right to sit in 
his seat and interrupt me. 

Mr. GREEN. I merely wish to correct him. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. GREEN. I stated expressly that the re- 
port of the committee was better than the original 
proposition, but that I thought they had the power 
to go back and wipe ott the original amendment 
put on in the Senate. I complained of the com- 
mittee because they did not. There is some dif- 
ference of opinion as to the power of the commit- 
tee over that; but I stated expressly that it was 
Pener as they reported it than it was before. Did 

not? 3 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe Senator has completed, I 
will now go on with my statement. 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave completed thus far. I 
do not want to be misrepresented. 

Mr DAVIS. ‘The Senator used the word 
“Italian,” and I remarked it because I supposed 
he had not noticed the report of the committee of 
conference. Ilowever, the objection I have to the 
report of the committee of conference is, that they 
do insert the word ‘* American.” It wasan original 
ptupose, not declared by legislation, but in the 
execution of the law, to build this Capitol of 
American marble, and to build itofas great variety 
as could be obtained. Invitations were given for 
ornamental marble all over the country; speci- 
mens were received from every quarry of orna- 
mental marble. The object was to vary the adorn- 
ment of the Capitol with all that the United States 
could furnish of ornamental marble. It was sought 
to build it entirely of American marble. It was 
found impracticable, first, to obtain it in quantities 
sufficient for the shafts; secondly, it was found 
impracticable to obtain marble oes grade equal 
to that of which the Capitol was built, and which 
would furnish the monolithic columns for the 
portico. The difference between the Lee marble 
and the marble of the pary in Carrara is small. 
It requires a judge of marble, when he walks 
through a room, to see where the Italian. marble 
has been used. If any one will go to the Post 
Office extension, he can there see the three mar- 
bles brought in contact. There is the darker and 
inferior variety of the Lee marble brought in con- 
tact with the Italian and with the marble from 
Connelly’s quarry: The West Chester marble, 
which is similar—and it is used extensively—can 
be seen, both in New York and Baltimore. I do 
not think it requires any argument to any one 
who has inspected the Post Office extension, to 
show that this marble is unfit for the porticoes of 
the Capitol, and that is the only quarry from 
which it appcars that monolithic shafts can be 
obtained of the length which is necessary for the 
portico. What then shall we do? Deface the 
Capitol by using inferior marble, in order that it 
may be American? Has any other country on 
the face of the globe, which had ever risen to any 
degree of civilization and written its name on the 
pages of history, sunk to such narrow prejudice 
as that? Rome, in her palmy days, laid every 
country under contribution from which she could 
transport her marbles to build the great temples 
of Rome, She is even now rebuilding the city 
from marbles used in those ancient temples, the 
very origin of which is unknown. We propose 
to go to the quarry of Carrara—the quarry which 
furnished the blocks for the column of Trojane 
where we may get monolithic shafts with which 
to complete this Capitol. My only regret is that 
the committee did not insist upon excluding the 
word ‘“ American,” and, if ihey pleased, inserted 
“‘a character of marble fit for the porticoes of this 
Capitol.” The Czar is drawing marble for the 
public buildings at St, Petersburg from the very 
quarry to which I think we should resort, to 
which I think we shall be compelled to resort; for 
he who puts up an inferior marble for the porti- 
coes of this Capitol is wasting money upon it, 
and American taste will pull them down to rebuild 


them of such as are fit for the Capitol extension. 
I trust and believe that nothing inferior will be 
allowed to stand in the portico of this American 
Capitol. i P 

The Senator from Missouri, however, argues 
this as a.question of contract. Let us see, then, 
what the effect of. the report of the committee of 
conference is. It.enables the present contractors, 
whose contract has never been declared void, 
whose contract, therefore, is stil valid, to farnish 
columns of American marble. They can go into 
the quarry in Maryland; they can furnish the 
marble columns at exactly their contract price, 
and they will be bound to go on and furnish the 
ashlar for this building. Suppose you were to 
repeal that contract, as the Senator presumes has 
already been done; what would be the effect? You 
would get these monolithic shafts from somebody 
else, atthe same or greater price. Then you would 
have to buy your ashlar at such prices as these 
men holding the quarry might think proper to 
charge. You woda have to pay whatever exor- 
bitant rates cither thcir cupidity, or their passion, 
might impose on the Government for the ashlar 
which would complete the Capitol. Beyond that 
you have a contract with marble-cutters based 
upon the character of marble which they were to 
cut, which is so much softer than the marble of 
the Maryland quarry, that if you substitute the 
Maryland marble, they will be not bound to cut 
it at the contract price, and will demand from you 
the additional sum which is necessary to cut a 
marble so much harder than that which they 
agreed to work. 

But again, sir, this building has been finished 
with all its columns formed so as to show the 
sharpest edges in the flute, and the deepest relief 
in all its moldings, and in its foliage; and this 
marble cannot bear that test. 1t will exfoliate 
if brought to the sharp edges; and it will be im- 
possible to cut the foliage with such deep relief 
as is found'on the pillars already finished. Thus 
you incur, I say, additional expense. You have 
to diminish the style, and at last to disgrace the 
building by putting up an inferior building, merel 
in order that you may keep the name of Ameri- | 
can. My only hope is, that if the amendment is 
adopted as it stands, it will not be executed, but 
will remain a dead letter on the statute-book, un- 
til another Congress of more sober reason shall 
repeal the provision, and allow the marble to be 
bought wherever it can be furnished in proper | 
length, and of quality suited to the Capitol ex- 
tension. 

The correction of the error of fact—in the first 
place, that Captain Meigs ever recommended this || 
Gist Bi furnishing columns; in the next place, 
that there is a contract for furnishing them with 
the particular individual named; and in the next 
place, that the contract with the marble contract- 
ors has been repealed—disposes of all the valid 
objections which the Senator from Missouri has 
offered. Therefore the report of the committee 
of conference is entirely free from objection, ex- 
cept so far asit restricts the selection to a country 
which has not shown itself able to furnish mono- 
lithic columns of the quality required. 

Now, a word as to the other point, the inser- 
tion of the name of Captain Meigs in relation to 
the aqueduct. I agree that itiswrong. Ido not 
think Congress ought to name the officer. I think | 
that belongs to the Executive. I think, however, 
the provision is not quite so bad as it is repre- 
sented to be. Congress does not detail an officer, 
and order him to do the work, but makes an ap- 
propriation for a work, and says the appropria- | 
tion shall not be used unless under the superin- | 
tendence ofa particular officer. It rests with the 
Executive, then, if he requires that officer for | 
something else, to use him elsewhere, and the 
appropriation remains unexpended. It does not | 
attempt to prohibit the Executive from using this 
officer wherever he may think his serviceis needed; 
but it says Congress choose to have this work 
performed under that particular direction, and 
unless under that direction, they choose not to į 
have it performed at all. That is the extent of 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Whilst I very much prefer the 
amendment adopted by the Senate; whilst I think 


—ihe body least of all fit to sclect agents to direct 
the execation of work—still {think thereisinoth= 
ing. which touches the honor’ of: the executive 
department; there is.nothing which: deprives the 
executive department of any -aitthority whieh it 
has now; and it seems to mé-that it would ‘be 
altogether unwise for us to defeat: an appropria- 
tion necessary to complete a great work, which: 
is going to decay already by delay, in order that 
we may carry out a conflict with the House of 
Representatives.as to whether the name of the in- 
dividual whom we desire-to have charge of the 
work, whom the Executive has already charged 
with the work, who has been its superintendent 
from the time it was commenced up to the present 
hour, shall be named as its superintendent. It 
seems to me to waste a great deal -on a very small 
matter, g 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I do not profess 
to be a well-skilled architect; but I have laid cor- 
ner-stones in due order with fall ceremony. 

Mr. DAVIS, Corner-stones of what? 

Pea GREEN. Of churches, which you never 
id. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam nota Mason, if thatis what 
you mean. 

Mr. GREEN. I am; and when I speak of 
matters of fact, I desire to be understood; and if 
the Senator from Mississippi desires to place me 
in a disparaging light, by saying I am no archi- 
tect, he wakes up the wrong customer. Dam as 
much of an architect as he is, and a little more. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not believe that; but I did 
not raise a question. on that point. 

Mr. GREEN. I have not hunted out fromthe 
books high-sounding terms to use them in debate 
to make a pretense of show hefore the Senate; 
but I know the substantial parts of architecture— 
proportion, dimension, ornament, and finish. But 
what I said was with reference to the bill, not 
with reference to architecture; and why my skill 
in architecture should be called in question, isa 
litle remarkable. I did say that I thought the 
committee of conference had the Power to strike 
out the amendment whith the Senate had putin. 
If the Senate think otherwise, I shall not raise a 
question on that, I had thought so, but I will 
not raise that question. I said expressly, that if. 
they had not that power, the amendment pro- 
posed by thes committee was a great deal better 
than the original proposition of the Senate. I 
stated that distinctly; but the Senator misuéMder- 
stood me, and supposed that I said that my ob- 
jection was because they ordered Italian columns. 
it was not so. The objection was because the 
did not strike out the whole of the seventh amend: 
ment of the Senate. Instead of amending it, I 
wanted it all stricken out. If they had no power 
to strike it out, then they have improved it; they 
have confined it to American columns, to our own 
prodution, to our own labor, to our own mate- 
rials. 

The Senator says he does not want this build- 
ing disgraced. with such a mattrial as that. Sir, 
I have evidence in my possession which proves 
that this marble from the quarry near Baltimore 
can stand the weather in this climate better than 
the Italian marble. To be sure, its color is not 
quite as deep. Its grain is fine; its finish is like 
glass; it stands weather better than the other, but 
its color is not quite as deep, and that is the only 
difference between them, except that the Amer- 
ican marble stands the weather better. It bears 
just as high a finish. This is the evidence I have; 
and while I am contending for this, had I not 
rather spend a dollar in Baltimore, and in the 
quarry there, than to spend a dollar in Carrara, 
when I get the same benefit from it, and the col- 
umns decorating this Capitol ornamented just as 
well, and give us all the convenicnee.and safety 
that the other would? I would rather spend the 
dollar at home. Sir, I am no-advocate of the pe- 
culiar doctrines ofthe American party; butif Lam 


| compelled to spend a dollar at home or abroad, I 


will spend it at home if I get the same advantage 
from it. 

So far as Captain Meigs is concerned, I never 
uttered a complaintagainst him. My wholecom- 


| plaint has been against the action of the Senate 
| andthe House, who attempt to put himinto power 


and into office over the head of the Secretary of 
War, who has command of the Army. It is an 
insult to him, and no man who isa friend of the 
Secretary ought to vote for ite Suppose my hon- 
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orable friend from Mississippi was now Secretary 
of War, and: we undertook to legislate into. office 
Captain, Meigs. or. Captain anybody else: how 
would he take it? . 1 treat Governor Floyd as I 
would: treat Secretary Davis. .‘* Honor to whom 
honor is due.”’.. Hold the executive power per- 
fect, but.do- not undertake to make a bridge over 
their nosé and insult them by passing over it. If 
I were the Secretary of War, I would order that 
officer to-day to report himself to General Har- 
ney, in Washington Territory. I would not per- 
mit this Senate and this House of Representatives 
to insult me by undertaking to take away my au- 
thority by indirection. The Senator says, how- 
ever, we do not take the authority away; he still 
can do it; but the appropriation fails—it cannot be 
expended under anybody else. ls that reason- 
able, just, fair, or sensible? Suppose the Seore- 
tary of War orders him to report to General Har- 
ney, as he ought; let him perform a little active 
duty and fight the Indians a little; expose his life 
as other officers have to expose theirs; then this 
appropriation fails,and the prosecution of this 
work cannot go on;and here is a kind of coercion 
upon the Secretary of War and the President, 
which you impose onthem. Isthatright? Would 
you like itif you were at the head of the Depart- 
ment? 

Sir, I do not pretend to be the special advocate 
of the President or of the Secretary of War. I 
know-them both personally,and regard them both 
as good officers, high-minded, honorable, and un- 
exceptionable; but I will never make myself the 

cculiar advocate of any man. I regard the Pres- 
ident as inferior to no statesman living; I regard 
the Secretary of Wax as one of the most honest, 
high-minded, and honorable men living; but yet 
Lam no advocate of either of them. 1 am only 
the advocate for a principle which is stricken at 
by this amendment, which takes away that dis- 
cretion, that supervising power which the law 
has vested in them, to regulate the Army, and to 


order its officers where public duty requires. If 
Captain Meigstesigus his place inthe À rmy, and 
you choose to give this have 


place to a civilian, 

no more to say; but to lesve him in the Army, 
with the right of promotion, with the right of 
brevet commission, and so on, and yet lying in 
the city of Washington doing nothing, except 
drawing on a sheet of paper, fixingeup contracts 
for Italian marble, rather than American, I would 
give @im no favor; he is not entitled to any. 

Now, sir, I have said all I desire to say; for I 
will not oppose the report of the committee of 
conference. If it be the judgment of the Senate 
that we cannot strike out an original proposition 
which the Senate put in, I say I am in favor of 
the proposition reported by the committee; but 
the other proposition, to put Captain Meigs in, I 
am decidedly against. He may be the best man 
found in the Government; but I want to trust the 
judgment, as to who is the best man, to the com- 
petent officer, not to Congress. lt was said by 
the Senator from Mississippi that we are the poor- 
est possible judges. True, not only of the men, 
but of the material. How much do we know 
about Italian marble and American marble, as a 
body? Why not confide it to competent men, 
and hold them responsible for the execution of 
their work? By thismeans we shallsecure a good 
job; we shall have a building that will be an or- 
nament to this nation; which will stand as a per- 
petual pledge for the union of these States, and 
which all the machinations and. schemes of dis- 
unionists will never be able to destroy. 

Mr. DAVIS The Senator from Missouri first 
roseand wadertook to criticise the Capitol exten- 
sion, and to deny to the officer who had charge of it 
fitness for a great public work on such an exhi- 
bition of his capacities. To that E replied, and 
then he says I had no right, when he was speak- 
ing merely of what wasin the bill, to arraign his 
knowledge of architecture. He subsequently un- 
dertook to tell us all about marble, and to give 
mea reason for his knowing more about marble 
than I do, and winds up by informing us that 
Congress knows nothing about it. Really, I can- |; 
not keep pace with such varying positions; but | 
he did get a little into something which I do un- 
derstand, when he said Captain Meigs had not | 
been out fighting Indians. Why, sir, it is not | 
his place. He is an officer of engincers. He has | 
no command of troops. His business isconstruc- | 


tiony not fighting Indians. Then he says that I 


he has been in Washington doing nothing: Now, 
sir, E venture to say that any man who knows 
anything about him will say that he has been for 
five years the hardest-worked man in the Gov- 
ernment, of any capacity whatever, of any char- 
acter or position whatever; that his days and his 
nights have been spent in Harder physical and 
mental toil than any officer of the Government; 
and the wonder to me has been how he was able 
to perform so miuch; and the attempt to get a 
portion of his work for others was always on the 
ground that he had more than any one man could 
properly perform. With this I leave the subject. 

Mr. GREEN. If he has worked so hard to so 
little’ purpose, and accomplished nothing better 
than this, he is not fit to be employed. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator is at architecture 
again. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir, at architecture again. 
I will make a further remark. ‘fhe Senator says 
there was a binding contract with Rice & Heeb- 
ner. I assert, after a critical, legal examination, 
that that contract is forfeited, and has been for- 
feited for some time, and that a legal contract has 
been entered into with Mr. Connelly, which this 
Congress now seeks to violate and destroy. ‘The 
Senator says there is a legal subsisting contract 
with Rice & Heebner to furnish these columns. 
I say itis no such thing; there is no such contract. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Allow me to call my friend’s 
attention to the fact that that is not a question 
with which we have the least thing in the world 
to do. 

Mr. GREEN. Thatis true; and I remarked 
that if the Senate determined that the committee 
of conference could not strike out what the Sen- 
ate putin, then I admitted that the proposition 
made by the conference committee was better 
than the proposition of the Senate in this respect, 
and therefore I am in favor of it. Bat 1 was an- 
swering what the Senator from Mississippi said; 
l did not bring that subject up myself; but as it 
was brought up, I thought T ought to answer. 

Mr. LANE. Ido not intend to occupy the 
time of the Senate, but merely to state as briefly 
as possible the reasons why I shell vote against 
concurring in the report of the committee of con- 
ference upon the bill now pending. ‘The commit- 
tee in this ease, if fam not mistaken, have under- 
taken to do that which Congress before has not 
atany time undertaken todo. They haye pro- 
vided that a large appropriation for bringing wa- 
ter to this city shall be placed in the hands of an 
Army officer, who is designated by name, and 


that the work shall be constructed by that man, ; 


and by no one else. It differs from all appropri 
ations of that character heretofore made in its 
application, because all appropriations heretofore 
made for such works bave been put under the di- 
rection or supervision of the Secretary of War or 
the President; but in this case an Army officer is 
placed above the Secretary of War and above the 
President, and it is provided that the work shall 
beconstructed by him independent of the Admin- 
istration, Now, sir, will Congress permit such 
an indignity to be offered to the Executive? Will 
Congress sanction such unprecedented and unne- 


cessary legislation? Will they say that the Ad- į 


ministration shall not have charge of the Army; 
that they shall notdirect its movements; that they 
shall not have charge of a public work, and con- 
struct it according to their judgment? In this 
case, it is proposed to disregard all precedents, 
and, indeed, to disregard the Constitution itself; 
for the Constitution makes the President com- 
mander-in-chief of the Army and Navy, with the 


i right to direct the movements of the Army; with 


the right to direct the official action of every ofti- 


| cer of the Army. Here you undertake to select 


a particular officer of the Army, and make him 
the sole agent for expending this large appropri- 
ation. J regret that any such thing has been un- 
dertaken. It is wrong. It never ought to be 
done. Congress ought not to sanction it; and I 
hope the Senate will not concur in the provision 
reported by the committee of conference. I would 
rather see the work stopped forever. 
prefer that the water should never be brought 
into this city, rather than have it brought at such 
a sacrifice. It is wrong in every way you can 
look at its it is wrong in every view you can take 
of it. Sir, if I should have a seat in the Senate 
for twenty years to come, I shall never see the 
day when I would impose such an insult and such 


I would | 


i 


an indignity upon any Administration. Under 
any circumstances, let who might be President 
of the United States, I would never vote to place 
over his head, in the hands of any Army officer, 
the expenditure ofa large sum of money, to be 
disbursed by him, and him only, without re- 
sponsibility to the Administration. It is an insult 
that the Senate ought not to perpetrate; itisa 
wrong that they ought not to be guilty of; and I 
trust they will not. No Senator on either side of 
the House can justify it. It is an attempt by law 
to designate an Army officer who shall perform 
certain duties, and to provide that none other than 
he shall perform them. As was well remarked 
by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Powext,} 
if he should dic, what would became of the water 
works? Who would carry on this works? It 
i would have to stop until @ongress could legislate 
again. . 
| I say, with the Senator from Missouri, that 1 
wouldorderthisman,Captain Meigs, out of Wash- 
ington city. If he has been guilty of interfering 
to procure such legislation, I would not lct him 
lie around thé city. I have no charges to make 
against him, for L have not the pleasure of even 
knowing him when I meet him; but, sir, it looks to 
meas if be had been lyingaround this city canvass- 
ing this matter with members of Congress, tam- 
| pering with them, with the view of getting every~ 
thing in hisown hands that he may be placed above 
the President, the Constitution, and his duty to the 
i country, Notwithstanding, I do not make the 
charge; I only say it looks so to me. If that be 
the case, [would order him outof the city. He is 
aconstructing officer; lethim go to the Pacific coagt 
or some other place, and construct fortifications. 
He should not here ‘be placed above the power of 
the Administration, and f hope he may not be. I 
trust that, upon the yeas and nays, this report 
may be rejected. I would rather lose the bill; I 
would rather see it defeated, rather lose the water 
works, rather they should never be completed, 
than have them made at such a sacrifice of right 
and of justice, and, as I look at it, in violation of 
the Constitution. The President is the com- 
mander-in-chief of the Army and Navy, and this 
Congress has no power to place an Army officer 
out of the power of the President, or assign him 
to duty where he will not be subject to the orders 
of the President. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 do all honor to the senti- 
ments which move the honorable Senator from 
Oregon on this question; but still I must be per- 
mitted to say that E think he is laboring under an 
error and exaggerating the character and import- 
ance of this transaction, All that is proposed by 
the House of Representatives, as I understand it, 
is to make an appropriation for the completion of 
the water works this year, dependent upon the 
condition that the architect who planned and who 
i has superintended and conducted that great en- 
terprise to its present stage, shall be continued in 
the care of the work. It scems to me that the 
consideration whether that architect is an officer 
| of the Army or of the Navy is quite immaterial 
to this question. Itis not because the architect 
is an officer of the Army of the United States that 
he is continued, Í suppose, but itis simply because 
the House of Representatives have confidence in 
his genius, in his talent, in his assiduity, his in- 
tegrity,and his skill. I confess toshare exactly 
this confidence and faith which the House of 
Representatives have expressed. It makes no 
| difference that the architect, the superintendent, is 
an officer of the Army of the United States. We 
are at great cost in maintaining a great scientific 
school, and one of the departments of that school 
is, very properly, to educate civil engincers and 
architects. Those who are trained for this de- . 
partment in the preliminary school, necessarily 
go into the Army of the United States. Being 
there, I think it is sound policy, and I see no ob- 
jection to pursuing it; to intrust them with the 
care and conduct of public works; and when they 
can exercise that care and conduct as advantage- 
ously to the United States, I should think it prob- 
ably an unwise policy to dismiss an architect whoa 
has planned, and so far successfully conducted, 
a great work. I think that all experiments of 
dismissing competent and skillful and faithful 
public officers upon any considerations of change 
are always liable to be unsuccessful. 1 think 
| many great public buildings in Europe have suf- 
| fered in their complete execution by the change 
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of architects which timeand circumstances obliged 
the Governments having them in charge to make. 

Whatever opinions there may be as to the 
completion of this Chamber, upon the execution 
of the work or even upon its original plan, I must 
be allowed to declare myself amongst those who 
think thatit has not been in any respect a fail- 
ure in reference to the great objects for which it 
was designed. It is too vast for the convenient 
transaction of business; but the genius of our 
people requires that it shall accommodate as large 
a number of our fellow-citizens who take an in- 
terest in the debates of the Senate as possible; 
and abating that single objection on the ground of 
convenience, I do not know anywhere on the face 
of the earth, where a legislative body has ever 
been, or is now found in the possession of a hall 
so well adapted for the purposes for which it was 
built. It is a place in which every person as far 
as possible can see every other person, andevery 
person as far as possible can hear what every 
other person says. That original purpose must 
necessarily be controlled by a certain form of 
building. That form being fixed, and the dimen- 
sions being fixed, all there is left is to relieve the 
monotony of an oblong figure as much as possi- 
ble without running into extravagance in orna- 
mentation. 

Therefore, seeing no defect in Captain Meigs’s 
skill, ability, or taste, so far as they have been 
exercised in this Senate Chamber, I am also pre- 
pared to believe, what I hear on all sides, that 
the aqueduct, which now approaches its comple- 
tion, isa perfectly successful work. Indeed, no 
person has questioned thatit has been built wisely, 
skillfully, and well, and that it is to be a perma- 
nent success. Under these circumstances, I con- 
fess that so far from it being objectionable to this 
appropriation that the House insist on retaining 
the architect with it, I am glad to have an oppor- 
tunity, on account of my personal partiality for 
this gentleman, to express my concurrence, and 
to consent that he shall not be dismissed from the 
work unless there shail be some great public ne- 
cessity for it. That public necessity does not 
exist. There are either no fortifications requiring 
the presence of Captain Meigs and his activity, 
or cise there are officers competent to do those 
works. There is no war, domestic or foreign, 
„ which requires that he should be transferred from 
the field of this special duty to serve in the battles 
of his country. It seems to me, therefore, to be 
a very small affair; and I think that without any 
hesitation, without any sacrifice whatever of prin- 
ciple, we can concur in the action of the House of 
Representatives, and so cxpedite business. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I called the 
attention of the Senate to this matter some days 
ago, at the time when the amendment of the Fi- 
nance Committee was adopted; but I was voted 
down, with but very few sustaining my views. 
Now the proposition comes in another shape. 
At that time it seemed to be an indirect effort to 
control the proper authority which had been 
vested in the Departments. Iso regarded it, and I 
then suggested that it would be better to provide 
directly that this officer should have charge of the 
work. I had not thought of the consututional 


question; and I suggested that, instead of so ar- | 


ranging indirectly as to produce the appointment 


of a particular individual, it would be better to | 


name the officer who was to discharge the duty, 
and that would be regarded as a compliment to 
him, and not as a reflection on the Government. 
When I said that I was willing to name the offi- 
cer, as acompliment to him, my attention had not 
then been called to.the fact that it was in some de- 
gree in conflict with the Constitution. The objec- 
tion was promptly made; and it silenced me. The 
declaration having been made that that could not 
be done, in consequence of the Constitution be- 
ing in the way, I merely said, that if it could not 
be done directly, T did not think it could be done 
by indirection. The proposition passed, how- 
ever. Now, finally, it comes in with the name 
of the officer deputed to this work expressly put 
forward; and again it is sought to be relieved of 
the constitutional difficulty, by the statement of 
the ease as presented by the Senator from Geor- 
gia. That is ingenious enoegh; but at the same 
time it is achieving by indirection that which, it 
seems, is disclaimed by those who advocate this 
amendment, on the ground that it is not consist- 
ent with the Constitution. 


-who are aware that they know infinitely more 


It seems to me that this is avery bad precedent. |! 


Whether it is in accordance with any precedent 
heretofore established or not, my experience and 
observation do not enable me to say; but Jf am 
satisfied that it presents precisely such a precedent 
that hereafter, if there shall be in each House of 
Congress a majority adverse toan Administration, 
that majority can strike out of the hands of the 
Executive, by the same indirection, the power to 
control and direct public affairs; and fill the ex- 
ecutive offices with enemies of the President. I 
do not believe it is wise. It may be that it is for 
the best in this case; but I do not think so. Ido 
not have a high estimate of my own judgment in 
these matters; there are members of the Senate | 


than I know, and who have much more confidence 
in their judgment than I have in mine, on such 
questions; but this view is simply submitted by 
me with my humble opinion upon the point. 
Let there assemble here two branches of Congress 
as hostile to the Executive as one branch of this 
Congress is to the present Executive, and they 
may give, direction to the whole of our public 
affairs, and a direction which will be impelled by 
absolute hostility and enmity to the Administra- 
tion, Ido not think the precedent is right. As 
far as J am individually concerned, I regret that 
we cannot have a separate vote on the amend- 
ment; and as I discover that we are compelled to 
vote upon the report of the committee of confer- 
ence as a whole, I shall simply content myself, 
after these declarations, with stating that I shall 
vote against the report. 

Mr. GWIN. As Ishall vote against this report 
of the committee of conference, I wish to state 
very briefly my reasons for doing so. I do not 
object to the report on the same ground that the 
Senator from Missouri does, in regard to the 
marble columns for the Capitol; for really I think 
the Government of the United States ought to 
have the privilege of going anywhere and getting | 
the finest marble there is in the world to ornament 
this Capitol on which we have spent millions of 
dollars. But, sir, I am anxious to have the aque- 
duct completed, and I indorse everything that has 
been said by the Senator from Mississippiin favor 
of Captain Meigs; but I am perfectly confident |} 
that if this amendment passes as it comes from 
the committee of conference, the appropriation 
will not be expended. I do not think the Presi- 
dent of the United States will submit to the dicta- 
tion, which I conceive it is, of forcing upon him 
an officer by name ` 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is out of order. 

Mr. GWIN. Whatis out of order? 

Mr. TOOMBS. To quote the President of the 
United States to this body. i 

Mr. GWIN. Icangivemyopinion. Thatis 
my judgment of the construction which the Pres- 
ident of the United States would put on it. Cer- 
tainly, if L were President, E would put this con- 
struction on it, and [therefore draw the inference 
that he will. I am anxious that this appropri- | 
ation shall be effective; but I do not think it will 
be if this report be agreed to. It is competent for 
Congress to designate certain plans of certain 
architects, and say that the work shall be exe- 
cuted according to Captain Meigs’s plan; but 
when it designates by name a subordinate of the 
President of the United States, an officer of the 
Army, and says that he alone shall expend the 
money, in my judgment the President will not 
submit to Congress designating any of his subor- 
dinates to perform this work. That is my judg- 
ment, and for that reason I shall vote against the 
report of the committee of conference; not that I 
object to Captain Meigs having charge of the 
work at all, for I think the amendment of the 
Senate indicated pretty strongly what their views 
are; but when his name is Introduced, and it is 
provided that the appropriation is only to be ex- 
pended under his superintendence, it seems to me 
that it will result in our having none of the ap- | 
propriation expended, and for that reason I shall 
vote against the report of the committee of con- 
ference. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will remark, in reply ! 
to what is said by the Senator from California, 
who says he desires to have this appropriation 
expended, that I am perfectly well satisfied that 
if this provision be changed, the appropriation 
willnotbe madeatall. If the Senate will observe 
the course of proceedings elsewhere, they will see 


| matter. 


that this report was-atfirstrejected in the House; 
and it was with difficulty that it could be carried” 
on account of this very appropriation; and.if we’ 
send it back there to be considered again, there ig 

no hope for it. This provision was a compromise: 
on the committee of conference, and-it-wasanly: 
obtained and the appropriation kept in as acon; 
promise; but if it goes back to the House again, 

the Senator will defeat his great’ object, which: 
is to have this appropriation for the water:works: 
made. The chairman of the committee ofcon- 

ference, I think, will bear me out in the statement’ 
1 have made. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was dificult to make 
it goat all; and it was dificult, after it did go 
through the committee of conference, to carry it 
through the House. Here it isnow,and we have 
to take it, in my judgement, as it is, or not at all. 
I would rather trust it to the President. Tdo‘not 
sce that all this difficulty presents itself which 
gentlemen have suggested. The President and 
Secretary of War were not bound to take notice 
that they had been insulted; but it seems that 
several gentlemen here have been very desirous 
that they shall know it, and that it shall be called 
publicly to their attention through the public 
press, and in the debates of this body, that it is 
considered by them an insult to the President and 
Secretary of War. How do they know that those 
officers will so take it? Why not take it on its 
face, justas it presents itself, withoutany of these 
annotations and representations? - On its face, it 
stands thus: here isa gentleman connected with 
the engineer department, who made the plan and 
the estimates for this work, and has up to this 
period carried it through successfully, honestly, 
satisfactorily to everybody; and we, in making 
a large appropriation to complete the work, have 
simply chosen to say that, in our judgment, this 
money to complete the work ought to be expended 
by the individual who organized it, who planned 
it, who made the estimates for it,and who, up to 
this period, has completed it so far as it has been 
completed, and this is the finishing touch, That 
is all the amendment says. f : 

Gentlemen over this Chamber seem to say it 
must be rejected because it is an insult to the 
President and Secretary of War. Who knows 
that they would take it so? They must be very 
thin-skinned; they must be very prone to take’ 
offense, if that be so. I sec no necessity for it. 
They had better follow my rale—which is not 
confined to me, { hope—and that is, never to take 
offense unless I am obliged to do so by the néces- 
sity of the case. If offense is forced on me, 1 
must take it, and notice it; but I will not do it 
until then; because it is much easier to get along 
quietly in this world than people think, if they 
are only disposed to do so. 

Now, sir, I see no objection of this kind. There 
are two items in this great. bill making appropria- 
tions for all these expenditures, which are objec- 
tionable to some gentlemen. Suppose every other 
gentleman who has been disappointed in some 
particular thing contained in this bill, has not had 
his own way, should say he would vote against 
this report, and break up the whole of the appro- 
priations, just as we are on the eve of an adjourn- 
ment: what would be the result? Congress would 
be called together to legislate again on this ver 
Is it worth while, is it acting like sensi- 
ble men, to go off on a mere point of ctiquette— 
an imaginary point at that; for, after all, itis mere 
imagination. I wish gentlemen to exercise a little 


| good sense and good nature on this subject, and 
lct a thing exceedingly difficult in itself, which 


has at last been adjusted, be carried through; and: 
if the President chooses to take the responsibility 
of considering himself injured, he can veto the 
bill, or refuse to execute it in the manner that 
Congress points out, and then the responsibility 
will be on him, not on us. We have done what 
we thought best. 

Mr. HALE. [have not been in the Chamber 
during the whole of this discussion, and I should 
not say anything now, if some other person than 
yourself, sir, (Mr. Foor,] were occupying the 
chair. I understand that it has been stated here 
that there is no American marble which is fit for 
the finest uses to which marble can be applied. T 
want, as a matter of justice to my own country, 
to set that right. It was my fortune last fall to 
visit the town of Rutland, in the State of Vermont; 
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and: while there, you, sir, were-so polite as to in-- 


vite-me.and my. family. to visit the Rutland mar- 
ble. quarry, Lilt say here that, if you want 
columns theelength of this building, seven hun- 
dred and fifty feet long, and four, or-five, or six 
feet through; itis noexaggeration to say. you ean 

et them there. You can get there columns the 
ength'of this whole Capitol, of the finest marble 
there is om the globe, .1 will state further the fact, 
which I ascertained while E was.there, that this 
marble is of so fine a quality that it has been or- 
dered from Rutland to Italy for purposes of sculp- 
ture; but Vermont is so far off that I suppose gen- 
tlemen looking for marble for this Capitol do not 
know it; and { deem it but just to say that they 
can get columns fifty times as long as any that 
they want here, of the finest marble on this globe, 
in the town of Rutland, in the State of Vermont, 
and. at reasonable prices, too. Having said that, 
I leave that matter. j 

So far as the controversy in relation to Captain 
Meigs is concerned, I think, under the circum- 
stances, this provision is perfectly fair. Ifit has 
got so that we cannot construct a building with- 
out having an officer.of the Army to do it—and 
that seems to be the settled policy of the Govern- 
ment—I think it is fair enough for the House to 
say what officer it shall be; and that, 1 under- 
stand, is allit hasdone. It is.settled that we must 
have an Army officer to do it; and the House say 
we will give the money, if you will let us indicate 
who the officer shall be. 

But, sir, L understood the Senator from New 
York to’ say that this is the best legislative Hall 
inthe world, Ifitis, I pity the rest of the world, 
I think it is the worst that ever Isaw. [think it 
is the worst ventilated, and the worst contrived; 
andif Captain Meigs’s fume rests on this Hall, I 
think itis on a very poor foundation. [tis hot 
overhead and cold beneath, calculated to keep 
your feet cold.and your héad hot; and itis the 
opinion of a distinguished Senator who was with 
me upon a committee for remodeling it, that it is 
a great chance whether any man who was sworn 
in for six years on the 4th of March last will be 
alive at the end of his term, if we sit in it so long 
ag we have done this session. Having said that, 
1 leave the subject. 

Mr, KENNEDY. Ido not mean to go into any 
discussion of these disagreeing votes, but simply 
to state that Í object to this report of the commit- 
tee of conference more in reference to the marble 
columns. than anything else. It has been said 
here that the American marble to which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri alluded is not fit to be put into 
those columns. I have had an opportunity of ob- 
serving, for a good many years past, the quality 
of the American marble; and I will only say to 
Senators now, that if they will go to the front of 
the Capitol, in the yard they will see one of those 
monolithic shafis—a fair specimen of the whole 
quarry. I have seen the Italian marble and the 
Maryland marble in columns side by side in the 
city of Baltimore. There is so much organic mat- 
ter in the Italian marble that columns which 1 
have known there for the last ten or fifteen ycars 
are very greatly discolored. If Senators have any 
doubt as to the quality of this American marble, 
I beg simply to refer them to the Washington 
monument in the city of Baltimore. The whole 
upper part of that shaft, and the statue itself, are 
made of marble from this identical quarry. There 
is also in the city of Baltimore a very large por- 
tico, made with monolithic shafts from it, which 
have been standing now. exposed to the weather 
for thirty-six or thirty-seven years, in one of the 
most conspicuous.and prominent parts of the city, 
without the slightest discoloration of any sort 
whatever upon it. 

I say, therefore, from my own observation of 
this American marble, that within sixty miles of 
the capital we can get from this quarry marble 
that, I feel perfectly assured, will stand exposure 
to the weather infinitely better than marble that 
canbe brought from Carrara; and itis, I should 
suppose, a matter of some pride and interest with 
the American people to have this Capitol, if it can 
be done, built. entirely of materials of our own 
country. When these shafts can be brought here 
with so little inconvenience, and within the time 
specified by the contractor, I should greatly pre- 
fer it; and therefore I disagree to the report of 
the conference committee more upon this ground 
than anything else. 


| dent; and concurring, as I fully do, in everything 


Mr. MALLORY. Feeling constramed to vote 
against the report of the committee of conference 
which is before the Senate, I shall occupy but an 
instant in explaining the reason for this vote of 
mine. I am not influenced at all by what has 
fallen from the Senator from California as. to the | 
course of the Executive, or from the Senator from 
Maine as to the course of the House of Represent- 
atives—I donot think it proper to be influenced by 
anything that may occur in either—but solely and- 
exclusively upon the ground, that if the House 
think proper to accompany an appropriation for 
the Government by a condition. thata particular 
officer must. be empioyed to carry it out in this 
‘instance, F see no reason why they may not ac- 
company an appropriation by a similar provision 
in every other case.: Itis setting a very bad prece- 


that has been said in compliment and justice, too, | 
to Captain Meigs, of whom I entertain a very high 
opinion, I cannot concur in this report. I, for 
onc, would rather see the appropriation bill fail, 
and it may fail anyhow, but I would prefer that 
it should fail without my vote, than adopt the 
precedent which I think this sets. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to say a word 
or two on this subject, without entering at all into 
those topies which have been matters of contro- 
versy here. One difficulty seems to be that the 
House of Representatives, by this legislation, 
have attempted to usurp from the President of the 
United States the right of appointing the person 
who is to execute this work. F think gentlemen 
who take that view of the subject are not correct. 
The Constitution does provide that the President 
shall nominate all officers of this Government 
whose appointment is not otherwise provided for; 
but is this person so to be appointed, aud whohas 
been nominated in this bill—if you may so call 
it—appointed to a place which, in the sense of the 
Constitution, is to be considered as necessarily 
an office? Do Governments employ nobody but 
those who, in the legal sense of the:term, are 
called officers? Are there no agents of Govern- 
ment, as well as officers of Government? and is 
it possible that the President of the United States 
has the sole power of appointing, not only all 
officers, but all agencies of this Government? that 
he has not only aright to appointall foreign min- 
isjers, generals, and officers of that high grade, 
but that Congress cannot appoint an agent them- 
selves to doanything, but thatthe President must 
appoint every one who exercises any sort of 
agency for the Government of the United States? 

I fecl, sir, that it is not exactly casy to pre- 
scribe a very sensible line of discrimination be- 
tween those who are properly to be termed public 
officers in the sense of the Constitution, and those 
who are not of that character; but I think there is 
not one who will deny that there are both classes. 
ls aman employed to build a house a public of- 
ficer? What is there that constitutes himso? No 
law declares hima public officer. Docs any law 
declare that the superintendent of the construction 
of this aqueduct shall be a public officer? None. 
What makes it a public ofice? Is it the nature 
of the employment that makes it a public office? 
Does it arise from the necessity of the case, ex vi 
termini from the fact of his having to do some- 
thing in which the public is interested? and how 
much must the public be interested, and to what 
extent? What degree of discretion does itrequire 
reposed in the individual to justify his being re- 
garded asa public officer or as a mere agent? i 

There is nothing in the nature of the employ- 
ment to constitute him an officer. Otherwise a 
man whom I employ, or whom you employ, sir, 
to build a house, becomes an officer. Does it rest 
merely in the nature of the employment? No law 
has declared it an office. The nature of the ser- 
vice does not necessarily constitute it an office. 
It is no office in the sense of the Constitution. | 
The President has vo legal right, in virtue of his 
constitutional power, to the appointment of such 
agents and of such employés. Congress hasa 
perfect right, and has executed that right a thou- 
sand times, to designate who shall perform a cer- 
tain service or execute a certain job; and I trust 
Congress will notrelinquish that power. Where 
Congress give money to executea particularlocal 
work of a scientific character, they may well give 
it, if they please, without the assumption of any 
power that does not belong to them, to be carried 
into effect by one of whose capacity they have 


knowledge, and in whom they have confidence. 
They have done so here. F am willing to vote 
$500,000 for this work, if Iam sure that it will 
be expended by a skillful and an honest man; 
but Fam not willing that it shall go into any 
untried, any inexperienced hands. 

Have we not this power? The powers of Con- 
gress have been very nicely, and not very wisely, 
limited, l-think, if that be the case. No, sir; I 
would say that we have a rightly exactly to say 
who shall Spend this money. Gentlemen say it 
is subjectto certain.contingencies, and may defeat 
the work. Be itso; but who is responsible for it? 
We, the people’s representatives are; and there 
is an end to that argument. 

But, Mr. President, my friend from New Hamp- 
shire thinks this is a very bad room. Well, £ 
must declare that it is the very best public room 
I was ever in in my life. [do not know that I 
have ever enjoyed more comfortin any room that 
I have ever had the honor of having a seatin, than. 
| I bave inthis. I have felt sometimes a little too 
warm, and I will acknowledge that again I have 
felt å little too cold; but that is the very nature of 
the climate. If my friend wants to guard against 
all these discomforts, he must set to work to have 
the seasons a little better arranged. 1 know of 
no other effectual and complete remedy save that; 
and if he had the regulation of the elements him- 
self, I doubt very much whether he would be able 
to exercise itso skillfully asto keep himself more 
comfortable, with all this power of regulation, 
than he has found himself here. The gentleman’s 
discomfort results from a want of air. Look, sir, 
to the north; look to the cast; lodk to the west; 
look to the south: have you not great openings 
| and avenues everywhere for the air to pour in 
upon you here? What more can you have? Sir, 
Lam afraid weare getting a little spoiled here. We 
have so much of comfort and so much of grandeur 
and majesty surrounding us, that it has made us 
luxurious and quite voluptuous in our tastes and 
in our feelings, We want to be rid of all the evils 
that flesh is heir to. I wish the gentleman, by 
any plan he could give us for the construction of 
any edifice in this world, could accomplish for 
us what he thinks these workmen have been very 
inefficient in not accomplishing; that is, ridding 
us of every discomfort. 

Sir, I see nothing to object to in all this. I rose, 
however, principally for the purpose of calling” 
the attention of the Senate to what seems to me 
to have been rather insinuated than otherwise, 
and what appears to be a difficulty with some 
gentlemen, as to the constitutional right of Con- 
| gress to enact such legislation as they have on 
i this occasion. I think there is no doubt about it; 
and if there is not, I cannot see how the Presi- 
dent can take exception to it. We must have, say 
gentlemen, an officer of the Army. We have not 
taken him, 1 think, because he was an officer of. 
the Army. That was not his qualification, We 
took him. because he was qualified for the work, 
and would have been as well qualified if he had 
been outof the Army as in it. Let not gentlemen 
seek occasion, then, to excite a little momentary 
jealousy or hostility against the man because he 
happens to belong to that branch of his country’s 
service. Mr. Meigs is deemed to be qualtfied for 
this work. Iam not fitted to judge of his qualifica- 
tions; but he has succeeded so far that I think it 
is a sure and safe ground to proceed upon, and 
continue him to complete the work which thus 
far he has done so well. Tan: glad the House of 
Representatives have taken the course they have, 
not out of any feeling of disrespect for the Presi- 
dent, because I disavow any such feeling as I do 
any disposition whatever to encroach upon the 
President’s proper power; but I do not want, out 
of too high-strained and overwrought delicacy 
upon our part, in taking care of a President's 
imaginary sensibilities, to be surrendering the ex- 
ercise of our proper right and power as the legis- 
lative branch of the Government. I will retain, 
so far as depends on my vote, all our own power; 
and, in the exercise of that, no one ought to take 
offense. The President will not, am persuaded. 
This isa work of our own; the money is our 
own; we desire that the work shall be well accom- 
plished, the money faithfully expended. Ishould 
not be afraid to leave to the President the power 
of selection; I would not delay this bill a moment 
if the appointment had been conceded to him; but 
i believing that we have the power ourselves to 
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name the agent in this bill, and to make him such 
by law, I am for passing it withoutdelay. There 
is no cause for delaying it, because the House 
have done what I think they have a right to do. 
Sir, I have occupied louger time than I intended. 
Tshall not detain the Senate further. 

_- Mr. SIMMONS. If I understand the report of 
this committee, this money is to be laid out un- 
der the superintendence of the man who planned 
the work; and that is the whole of it. ow, I 
should like to know how that is objectionable. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The amendment originally 
adopted by the Senate was to provide that the 
money should “be expended according to the 

. plans and estimates of Captain Meigs.” The 

amendment of the committee of conference is to 

` add to it, «and under hissuperintendence.’’ These 
are the four words that have created all this dif- 
ficulty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We adopted the plans of 
Captain Meigs, or Superintendent Meigs, or what- 
ever he may be called. The House of Repre- 
Sentatives insist that the money shall be expended 
under the superintendence of the maa who made 
the plans; and thatis the whole interference with 
the prerogatives of the crown, and the officers of 
the crown! Well, sir, I am astonished. 

The Scnator from Kentucky well said that this 
man is not an officer for this purpose. In the or- 
dinary business of life, he would have to go from 
a superintendent up through half a dozen grades 
before. he would be called an officer. We havein 
New England manufacturing corporations. They 
have presidents and secretariesand treasurers; and 
then we have an agent, and the next one below 
him is a superintendent, and then an overscer. 
There are all sorts of grades before you get up to 
official rank. This man is a superintendent. 
When I manufactured, 1 used to have a superin- 
tendent of my mill; but I did not consider that he 
had any power to dispose of my property, or to 
act in any other way than as i directed. The 
House of Representatives have chosen to appro- 
priate this money to be expended under the su- 
perintendence of the man who made the plans; 
and here we have spent all day in discussing 
whether that does not conflict with the dignity of 
the President and his Cabinet. I cannot see the 
slightest infringementupon them, We put inan 
amendment that the officer having charge of this 
work should be of the grade of captain. I did 
not care anything about that. If there was any 
lieutenant or captain who was well calculated to 
do this daty, I was perfectly satisfied; but ] think 
the provision is better as it now stands. We 
adopted the plans of the man; and now the other 
House say, “let him carry out the work.” 

_ Mr. TOOMBS. I ask the Senate to pardon me 
for a few minutes, while I answer some of the 
rave objections which are made. to this report: 
and I shall be very brief. Jn the first place, 1 will 
say what some gentlemen seem not to understand, 
that this report must be accepted as a totality. If 
itis rejected, not only the report fails, but the bill 
fails with it. The committee of conference have 
acted, and the House of Representatives have 
agrecd to their action, and it now remains solely 
for the action of the Senate to become a law or be 
lost. Upon the committee we deemed it our duty 
to take into consideration nothing but the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. We deemed 
it our duty further, without reference to our in- 
dividual opinions, to endeavor to support, by fair 
argument, the action of the Senate in reference to 
itsamendments. Without reference to my indi- 
vidual opinions, I supported the action of the Sen- 
ate as the organ of the body, and even on votes 
to which I was very much opposed. I deemed 
that my duty, and itis laid down as the law of 
` Parliament. I should dislike very much to en- 
large it to theextent some gentlemen seem to think 
that we could have gone—to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and make a new bill. If we 
had that power, 1 should have been for making a 
very different bill. 

But, sir, two clauses seem to have attracted a 
great deal of oppesition, or rather one has attracted 
opposition and the other has attracted a great deal 
of argument and no opposition; because | have 
not heard any one say he would vote against it 
on that ground. The Senate put in a provision 
for monolithic columns, 1 was opposed to it. 
The House of Representativesaccepted theamend- 
ment, but said the columns should be of Ameri- 
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can marble. The committee of the Senate thought 
that point ought to be yielded to the House, to 
get an appropriation which the Senate said they 
wanted; and so we gave it up. The other point 
is in reference to the water works. The Senate 
deemed that appropriation important; the House 
was very much opposed to it, The Senate de- 
termined that the appropriation should be made 
according to the plans of Captain Meigs, and that 
the work should be under the superintendence 
of an officer of a not less rank than captain of 
engineers, who should be a person acquainted 
with the design and construction of bridges and 
aqueducts. It was avowed before the Senate 
that the object of that amendment was to fit Cap- 
tain Meigs. While we did not wish even to seem 
to trench on the dignity of gentlemen at the other 
end of the avenue by appointing to an office, we 
went on to describe him as closely as we could, 
without mentioning him by name. The House 
were opposed to the appropriation, they said, im- 
movably opposed to it, unless the money was 
under the care of one who they thought would 
expend it well. That would carry out the object 
of the Senate; for the Senate wanted it done ac- | 
cording to Meigs’s plans, and according to a de- 
scription that suited him, for he was a captain of | 
engineers, acquainted with bridges and aque- 
ducts, and he had been in charge of the work from 
the beginning; he projected it, and it has been 
carried on by him up to this point, nearly to its 
termination, most successfully, and this appro- 
priation finishes it. The House made it a sine 
qua non to the appropriation that the man who 
originated the plans, who had carried on the work 
successfully for five years, should use this appro- 
priation and finish the work. J thought that was 
no great matter. 1 preferred it as it was before. 
The only question then was, would this carry out 
the views of the Senate, and not violate the Con- 
stitution. I am clear on both points. Then, it 
being exactly what the Senate wanted, T deemed 
it my duty to take it. What clause does it vio- 
late? Is it appointing to office? The amendment 
neither makes an office nor fills an office. It cre- 
ates none, because there is a superintendent of | 
this work now;and this officer of enginecrs is de- 
tailed for that duty, for which he gets not a cent. | 
The place béing assigned to him, and he occupy- 
ing it, this provision will neither create an office 
nor fillan office. But the House said, ‘we will not į 
vote this money unless not only the plan of Cap- 
tain Meigs be carricd out; unless not only it be 
carried out by a captain of engineers acquainted 
with aqueducts and bridges, but it must be by 
Meigs.” I felt satisfied, as the organ of this 
body, that we achieved precisely what the Senate 
wanted. It violated no Constitution, no law; did 
the thing you wanted, and, therefore, 1 deemed 
it my duty, whatever might have been my own 
opinions, to accede to it; and I do not think there 
is any place for offended dignity in it. If the 
President wants Captain Mcigsin Oregon, let him 
send him there. I hope, though, the President is 
too wise a man to, in a huff, order an officer to 
Oregon, where he is not wanted, and take him 
away from a place where he is wanted. I am 
happy to believe that we are in safer hands than į 
those gentlemen here who say they would do this, 
because they are ina passion. There ought to be 
wiser counsels in the Executive of the country; 
but if the Executive wants this officer for any 
other purpose, the Elouse says, take him; take 
him to Oregon, if you want him; take him to Har- 
ney, if you want him; but we do not choose that | 
this money shall be expended, except under his 
direction and according to his plans. I say, there- | 
fore, your committee has carried out fully, cx- j 
actly, and accurately, its duty to you. Youmay | 
abandon it if you choose. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on agrecing to the report of the committee of | 
conference. | 
Mr. POWELL. Before the vote is taken, Ij 
desire to state, at the request of the Senator from | 
Missouri, (Mr. Green, ] that on this question he | 
has paired off with the Senator from Mississippi, | 
(Mr. Davis.] 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 31, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Brown, Cameron, 


Chandler, Chesnut, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Hale, Ham- 


lin, Hemphill, Iverson, Kennedy, King, Peares, Seward, 


Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Toombs, Tryin: 
bull, Wade, and Wilson—3l. Bea ess ae 
NAYS—Messrs. Fiteh, Gwin, Hammond, Johnson ‘of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Mallory, Nichol 
son, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, and Yulee—13, o 


So the report was concurred in.: 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representatives; 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 814) providing for 
the erection of a past office in -the city of Phila- 
delphia; in which the concurrence of the Senate’ 
was requested. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of. the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 500): making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1861. à 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS: 


The message further announced that thé House 
insisted upon its amendments to the bill of thë 
Senate (No. 104) for the final adjustment of pri- 
vate land claims in the States of Florida, Louis- 


| iana, Arkansas, and Missouri, and for other pur- 


poses, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to, the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the Houses thereon, and appointed Mr. 
Trostas G. Davison of Louisiana, Mr, CHARLES 
B. Hoard of New York, and Mr, Samurx Hy. 
W oopson of Missouri, managers at the same on 
the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 


A bill (H. R. No. 118) to confirm certain pri- 


|| vate Jand claims in the State of Missouri; 


A bill (H. R. No. 189) for the relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of the estate of Charles 
H. Mason; 

A bill (H1. R. No. 195) to confirm certain 
vate land claims in the Territory of New 
ico; 

A bill (H. R. No. 225) for the relief of Eben 
S. Hanscomb; f 

A bill (II. R. No. 240) for the relief of Cassius 
M. Clay; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 267) for the relief of- Mrs 
A. W. Angus, widow of the late Captain Samuel 
Angus, of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 328) for the relief of Peay 
& Ayliffe; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 513) for the relief of Hock- 
aday & Liggit; 

A bill (H. R. No. 543) for the relief of Marga- 
ret Whitehead; 

A bill (H. R. No. 804) providing for the pun- 
ishment of marshals and deputy marshals of the 
United States, or other ministerial officers, for 
permitting the escape of prisoners in their cus- 
tody; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 715) to establish a mail six 
times a week from Sacramento, in California, to 
Olympia, in the Territory of Washington. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the committee of ¢on- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 500) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1861, to whom was recommitted the 
report of the committee of conference thereon, 
made the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bilt (H. R. No. 500) making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1861, having met, have, after full and free confer- 
ence, agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate do recede from its second and seventh 
amendments. 

That the House of Representatives do recede from its 
disagreement to the fifth and eighth amendments of the 
Senate. 

That the Senate do concur in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the sixth amendment of the 
Senate. : 

"That the House of Representatives do concur in the ninth, 
tenth, eleventh, and twelfth amendments of the Senate, 
with an amendment, as follows: 

- Strike out the Senate’s amendments, (numbers nine, ten, 
eleven, and twelve,) and in lieu thereof insert : 

And be it further onacted, That the sum of $10,000 be, 
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and the same is- hereby, appropriated to enable the Presi- 
‘dent tö send some Gonipetént person or persons tothe Isth- 
mus of Chiriqui, whose duty it shall be to examine into, 


and report Upon, the quality and probable quantity of coal ; 


to be found there upon the Jands of the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company; upon the character of the barbors of Chir- 
iqui lagoon and Golfitc ; upon the practicability of build- 
ing a railroad across said isthmus, so as to connect said 
harbors, aud generally upon the value of the privileges con- 
tracted. {or in a conditional contract made on the 2ist day 
of May, 1859, between Isaac Toucey, the Secretary of the 
Navy of the United’ States, and Ambrose W. ‘Thompson 


and the Chiriqui Improvement Company? Provited, That | 


nothing herein contained shal} be construed asa ratifteation 
of said: contract. : 
pare 8S. R. MALLORY, 
WILLIAM BIGLER, 
; H. HAMLIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
F. H. MORSE, 
WARREN WINSLOW, 
©. F. ADAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
“Mr. MALLORY. This report is the same as 
the former one, with the exception of the last pro- 
viso. It was supposed by some that the appro- 
priation of $10,000 might operate asa ratification 
of thè Chiriqui contract, and the proviso is putin 
to prevent that. ; 
. The report was concurred in. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the bill (S. No. 104) for the final adjustment | 


of private Jand “claims in the States of ‘Florida, 


Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri, and forother | 


purposes, made the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon Senate bill No. 104, entitled “Anact 
for the final adjustment of private land chains in the States 
of Mlorida, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri, and for other 

urposes,” have considered the same, and report: 

That the committee recommend that the Senate recede 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the House, 
agree to the same, with the following amendment: Strike 
out the word “Arkansas? wherever it occurs in the bill or 


title, 

W. K. SEBASTIAN, 
'FRUSTEN POLK, 
J. R. DOOLITTLE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
THOMAS C. DAVIDSON, 
S, TL WOODSON, 
C. B. HOARD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayss, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House of Representatives had passed the follow- 
ing bills, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested: 


A bill (No. 511) for the relief of E. George | 


Squier; and : 

A bill (No. 679) granting an increase of pension 
to William G. Barnard, late a soldier in the Uni- 
ted States Navy. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANE. Task the Senate to take up the 
House bill for the relief of Robert Johnson. 


~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
state to the Senate the condition of business. ‘The | 


Senate were in exccutive session, and while in 
executive session the doors were opened, upon 


motion, for the purpose of recciving the reports į 
That busi- | 


of certain committees of conference. 
ness having been exocuted, the Chair, unless oth- 


erwise directed by the Senate, will order the gal- | 


leries to be cleared and the doors to be closed, and 
that the Senate resume the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 
Mr. BIGLER. I move that the doors be closed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


ate is in executive session under previous order, 


and the Sergeant-at-Arms will close the doorsand | 


clear the galleries. 


After some time spent in executive session, the | 


doors were reopened. 
DEATH OF HON. JOUN SCHWARTZ. 


The following message was received from the | 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Hayes, Chief 


Clerk: 


Mr. Presipenr: F am directed to communicate to the | 


Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives, on 
the oceasion of the death of Hon. Joux Scuwartz, late a 


member of the House of Representatives from the State j 


of Pennsylvania. 


und: 


The doors : 
having been opened for a specific purpose, and | 
that purpose having been accomplished, the Sen- | 


tt n = 
i| The Secretary read the resolutions of the House, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has. received, with profound 
sorrow, the announcement of the death of Hon. JOHN 
Scuwarrz, a member of this House, from the State of 
Pennsylvania. i a 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the family of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy on this affecting 
event; and as a.testimony of respect for his memory, the 
members and officers of this House will attend his funeral 
to-morrow, at six o’éluck, a. m., and wear the usual badge 
of mourning on the left arm for thirty days. : 

Resolved, ‘What the Senate be invited to attend the funeral 
of the deceased. P : È 

Resolved, ‘That the Cierk ofthis House be directed to com- 
municate a copy of these proceedings to the family of the 
deceased. 

Resolved, That,asa further mark of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, this House do now adjourn. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, it becomes 
my painful duty to announce to the Senate the 
decease of a Representative from Pennsylvania, 
in the other: branch of Congress. Hon, Joun 
Scmwanrrz died at his lodgings in this city last 
night. He was born in Sunbury, Northumber- 
land county, Pennsylvania, then a frontier town, 
about the year 1792, and consequently had nearly 
completed the time allotted to man in the Serip- 
tures. His father was a German gentleman of 
the old time, who died in manhood’s prime, leav- 
ing a widow and several children, unprotected and 
without means for their support. 

At about ten years of age, the subject of this 
notice was apprenticed toa merchant, a friend of 
his father, in the city of Reading, Berks county, 
where he has since resided. By his good conduct 
and skill in conducting business, he won so greatly 
upon the esteem of his master, that, at the expt- 
ration of the term.of his apprenticeship, he was 
H| taken into partucrship, and he continued the busi- 
ness many years. He was an enterprising, pros- 
perous, respected merchant, and retired from the 
business with a handsome fortune. Later in life, 
when his family grew up around him, for the ben- 
efit of his sons he entered into the iron manufac- 
turing business, in which he continued for several 
years, and retired, leaving the business in the 
hands of his sons. In one of those revulsions so 
common ty that brauch of labor in our State, the 
sons became deeply involved. In this strait the 
father, in the abundance of his integrity and man] 
pride, though having no connection with the busi- 
ness, discharged from his private fortune every 
dollar of the debt against them. It was always 
so with him. In his boyhood he was ever ready 
to divide his pittance with his mother, and no 
sooner had he established himself in business 
than he made ita first care to surround that mother 
and his brother and sisters with all the comforts 
of a happy home. As the family grew ap and 
ij came upon the stage of active life, he was prompt 
to aid his younger brother, his sisters, and their 
husbands, to a start in life, and was at once the 
father and the elder brother of the family. ‘This 
noble generosity formed a marked trait of his 
character through life. So unselfish was he that 
the comfort and happiness of his friends was a 
greater object of care to him than his own, 

During the war of 1812, after the burning of 
il Washington by the British, Mr. Scuwarrz left 
I| his business, volunteered asa private soldier, and 
marched to join the forces of Gencral Scott at Bal- 
timore. While there he was selected by his brig- 
adier general as a member of his staff, in which 
capacity he served until the close of the war. 

r. Scuwarrz was never in political life, and 
constantly refused public station. He sought no 
higher or more honorable distinction than to de- 
serve the loveand esteem of his family and neigh- 
bors. It is not strange, therefore, that he won 
the confidence and esteem of all with whom he 
lived in contact, and became the arbiter of all 
neighborhood troubles. Everybody throughout 
the county of Berks knew him and loved him. 
He was a Demoerat all his life, an ardent sup- 


time of the advent of the Lecompton question in 
Congress. On that occasion the people of his 
district, in their desire to show their disapproba- 
tion of the course of the Administration, naturally 
turned their thoughts to Major Scuwarrtz as one 
who could more casily defeat the siting member 
‘of the House than any other man. It was with 
‘| great reluctance that he consented to be a candi- 
< date, alleging his inexperience and distaste for 
i public life. The struggle, in which he took litttle 


porter of Mr. Buchanan, in 1856, and up to the | 


} 


part personally, wasa desperate one. Every inch 
of ground was contested. His competitor had 
succeeded two years before by nearly eight thou- 
sand majority. The triumph of his fricnds was, 
nevertheless, full and complete. 

During the brief period of his service here he 
has proved himself: an intelligent, honest, and 
faithful member, ever true to the interests of his 
constituents.and of his State. The speaker has 
known Major Scuwarrz from boyhood. He 
was.a fine specimen of the Pennsylvania German 

entleman: clear-headed and sensible; unpretend- 
ing, yetever equal tothe emergency. In his hap- 
py home he lived simply and unostentatiously, 
yet surrounded with all the comforts provided by 
a cultivated taste. Hoe was kind, generous, and 
brave, with a heart ready and eager to relieve the 
necessities of others, yet never asking assistance 
for himself. 

Eis house was thedwelling-place of hospitality, 
and the favorite resort of all classes. He has gone 
from among us in ripe age. Few men leave be- 
hind them so many sincere mourners and so few 
enemies. 

It remains only for me, Mr. President, to offer 
the customary resolutions: 


Resolved unanimously, That the Senate receives, with 


| sincere regret, the announcement, of the death of Hon. 
| Jons Scuwarrz, late a member of the House of Repre- 


sentatives from the State of Pennsylvania, and tenders to 
the relatives of the deceased the assurance of their sympa- 
thy with them under the bereavement they have been called 
to sustain. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to transmit to the family of the deceased a certified copy 
of the foregoing resolution, 

Resolved, That, in token of respect for the memory of 
the deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. SUMNER. Some men make themselves 
felt at once by their simple presences and Mr. 
Scnwarrz was of this number. No person could 
set eyes on him without being moved to inquire 
who he was, or, if the occasion presented, to form 
his acquaintance. His look was that of good- 
ness, and he acted in a way to confirm the charm 
of his appearance. Entering tardily into public 
life, he followed the prompting of duty, and not 
of ambition. At this call he severed friendships, 
personal and political, believing that principle was 
of higher worth than party, or politician, or Pres- 


| ident. Thus, when already reverend with age, 


he came a Representative in Congress. 

His presence in the other House was a protest, 
All who saw him there knew that he came from a 
constituency which had always been represented 
by an unhesitating member ‘of the Democratic 
party, while he openly denounced that party and 
associated himself cordially and completely with 
those who, founding themselves on the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Constitution, sought 
to bring the national Government to the ancient 
ways. I mention this circumstance, because itis 
an essential part of his too brief public life, while 
it illustrates his character and proclaims his title 
to honor. The powerful party leader ‘* with a 
Senate at his heels” is less worthy of love and 
reverence than the simple citizen, who, scorning 
party ties, dared to be truc and just. 

But never did man, who had broken down a 
party at home and had taken his seat as a Repre- 
sentative of Opposition, wear his signal success 
more gently. Though decided and firm in con- 
duct, he was winning and sweet in manner, and, 
by beautiful example, showed how to unite two 


| qualities which are not always found together. 
D 


Winter was not sterner; summer was not softer. 

In character he did honor to that brave and pure 
German stock which, even from that early day 
when frst revealed to history in the sharp and 
elcan-cut style of Tacitus, has preserved its ori- 
ginal peculiarities untouched by change, showing 
that though the individual is mortal the race is 
immortal, American by birth, and American in 
a gencrous patriotism, he was German in his clear 
blue eye, in his physical frame, in the warmth of 
his affections, and in the simplicity of his life. 
To him alone our tribute is now due; but in pro- 


| nouncing the name of Jony Scywarrz, we can- 


not forget the “fatherland”? öf his ancestors, 
which, out of its abundance, has given to our 
Republic so many strong arms for labor, with so 
much of virtue and intelligence, rejoicing in free- 
dom, and calling no man master. 


Mr.SEWARD. JouxScuwarrz was elected 
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under extraordinary circumstances. by the people 
of Berks, in Pennsylvania, to make their emphatic 
protest, in the House of Representatives, against 
a policy which they deemed injurious to the in- 
terests and welfare of the country... For seven 
months he has maintained a struggle between the 
performance of that duty and the persuasives to 
repose necessary for the preservation of life, an 
object of equally earnest sympathy and generous 
admiration. He. has succumbed at last, but his 
sufferings have not been more calmly and pa- 
tiently endured than his appointed work has been 
bravely and faithfully done. While I leave to 
others the office of culogy, I cannot refuse the re- 
quest of his colleagues to render this simple tribute 
to his memory. Such as he was must ever be the 
men who shall save and perpetuate a free nation— 
honest, direct, gentle, fearless, and faithful. And 
now let the hearse pass on. He whose duty is 
thus fully done, and whose record is thus hon- 
orably made up, is more to be envied than we 
who survive, perhaps to fail, possibly even to fall 
away from the career of usefulness to which our 
countrymen have called us. 

The resolutions were adopted; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 21, 1860. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread andapproved. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committce on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had éx- 
amined and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. 
No. 44) confirming certain land entries under the 
third section of the act of March 3, 1855, entitled 
* Anact making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1856;” when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


BILLS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to move to go to 
the Speaker’s table and take up the House bills 
that have come back from the Senate with some 
slight amendments, and have them disposed of. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Lask the gentleman to in- 
clude also in his motion bills from the Court of 
Claims that have passed the Senate and been favor- 
ably reported back by committees of the House. 
These are two classes of cases which I think 
are eminently deserving of consideration. 

‘The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
that course will be pursued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ` There is a report to be 
made from the committee of conference on the 
naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
will present his report. 

Mr. MORSE. | am. directed by the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses to House bill No. 500, making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the year ending 
30th June, 1861, to report that having met, after 
afall and free conference, they have agrecd to 
recommend, and do recommend, to their respect- 
ive Elouses, as follows: that the Senate recede 
from its second and seventh amendments. The 
second amendment is on the Nautical Almanac. 
The seventh amendment is that appropriating 
$20,000 to pay the salaries of certain judges in 
California, which has been provided for in another 
bill. The Senate recede from both these amend- 
ments. The House of Representatives is recom- 
mended to recede from its disagreement to the 
fifth and eighth amendments of the Senate. The 
fifth is that making an appropriation of $1,500 for 
the removal of the naval monument. We ail 
know that that belongs to the Navy. They paid 
for its construction abroad, and paid duties on it 
here. This amendment is for the removal of the 
monumentto Annapolis. The committee recom- 
mend the House to concur in the amendment, 
The eighth amendment makes an appropriation 
for a dic to prevent the clipping of United States 
coin. Mr. Hunrer and other Senators repre- 
sented this as a most important amendment, and 
as a measure that will be of very great service. 
The committee agreed to recommend the House 
of Representatives to concur in the amendment of 
the Senate, and to recommend the Senate to con- 


! next session; and as the contract expires with the 


i ification of it by Congress, what earthly neces- 


cur in the amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives to the sixth amendment of the Senate. 
This is confirming certain payments to pursers’ 
clerks; a subject which, (presume, is well under- | 
stood by the House. We agreed to recommend | 
the House of Representatives to concur in the 
ninth, tenth, eleventh and twelfth amendments of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: 


Strike out Senate amendments nine, ten, eleven, and 
twelve; and in lieu thereof insert, as follows: 

Be it further enacted, That the smn of $10,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated to enable the President to 
send some competent person or persons to the Isthmus of 
Chiriqui, whose duty it shall be to examine into and re- 
port upon the quality and probable quantity of coal to be 
found there on the lands of the Chiriqui LmprovementCom- 
pany ; upon the character of the harbors of Chiriqui lagoon 
and Golfito; upon the practicability of building a railroad 
across the said isthmus, so as to connect said harbors; and 
generally on the value of the privileges contracted for in a į 
conditional contract made on the 2lst of May, 1859, be- 
tween Isaac T'oucey, the Secretary of the Navy of the 
United States, and Ambrose W. Thompson and the Chi- 
riqui Improvement Company. 


The Senate insisted on their amendment; and 
this is the result of a compromise between the 
two committees. i 

Mr. PHELPS. Permit me to make one in- | 
quiry. I desire to know if the object of this 
amendment is not to ratify the contract that has 
been made, and to recognize it as being valid? In 
other words, we might as well appropriate the į 
$300,000 as to adopt this amendment. 

Mr. MORSE. That subject was not alluded 
to in the committee. The object, as far as it was 
discussed, was to ascertain what the state of things 
there was. It will be recollected that this was a 
conditional contract, which expires with this Con- 
gress, We supposed that we were adopting sub- 
stantially the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens.] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If I recol- 
lect that contract, it did not become valid till Con- 
gress should approve of it. 

Mr. MORSE. It did not, and it expired with 
the present session. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to havea separate 
vote upon this amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I want to move a proviso 
that this shall not be deemed as recognizing or 
ratifying that contract. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this is to be a recogni- 
tion of that contract, I certainly will not.vote for 
it; and I am inclined to think that it docs recog- 
nize it, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
not. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Icertainly should not have 
voted for itif itdid. This is simply to procure 
information on which the House may act here- 
after. It only makes an appropriation of $10,000. | 
The amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Sreyens] asked for $5,000; but the 
committee of conference thought that $5,000 was 
not enough. l 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask a single 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. i would suggest to the gen- 
tleman reporting this, that as the Senate has not 
yet acted on the matter, the managers on the part į 
of the House should confer again with the man- 
agers on the part of the Senate, and add a simple 
proviso that nothing contained in the ymendment 
shall be deemed as recognizing or ratifying that 
contract. He may withhold his report for a mo- 
ment to have that done, so as to remove all am- 
biguity. | 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman will have |; 
leave to withdraw his report. i| 

Mr. MORSE. I wish to say that, in our whole |! 
conference on this subject, this matter was not || 
alluded to, as the gentleman from North Carolina į; 
(Mr. Wixsrow] has said, and as the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts, [Mr, Apams,] my colleague 
on the committee of conference, knows. We sup- 
posed that we were providing simply for obtain- 
ing information to be laid before Congress at its 


It certainly does 


present Congress, and is conditional upon the rat- 


sity can there be of reopening the whole question? 

Mr. PHELPS. It would be better to insert a | 
proviso saying that nothing herein contained 
shall be considered as approving, ratifying, or 
continuing in force said contract. That will re- 
move all difficulty. 


The SPEAKER. Does the 
Maine withdraw the report? <. Ia 

Mr. MORSE.. No, sir. 1 will not withdraw 
it unless it is the desire of the: House, Seer, 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to recommit the- 
report to the committee of conference. © 0). 

` Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. D.would. suggest 
that the amendment be again-read: ; I am sure 
that:there is nota lawyer in the House who ‘will 
say that it commits the Government: cece: 

Mr. STANTON. | It refers to the contract by 
the names of the parties and the date. hare EG 

The amendment was again read. p 

Mr. MILLSON. Unless. we take the vote im= 
mediately, the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio will be unavailing; because it is likely that 
the Senate conference committee will have made 
their report. I hope, then, that we'shall vote im- 
mediately, and allow the gentleman from Maine 
to take back the report and have it amended, al- 
though I have no idea that the amendment does 
commit the Government. ae 

Mr. MORSE. I have called the previous ques- 
tion on the report. i 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to enter my` protest 
against all foreign surveys, especially of railroad 
rons in foreign countrics. [Loud cries of tOr- 

er! 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave submitted a motion 
to recommit the report. i 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I object. to the 
gentleman from Maine yielding the floor for that 
purpose. There is nothing in the amendment 
which any lawyer on earth would declare is a 
confirmation of the contract, or of any provision 
of the contract. 

Mr. MORSE. I moved the previous question, 
and I have not withdrawn it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The effect of that will be 
to defeat the bill. 

Mr.PHELPS. We mightas well have the pre- 
vious question seconded, and then wecan non-con- 
cur in the report. 

Mr. STANTON. Let us vote down the pre- 
vious question, and then we can recommit the 
report. 

Mr. MORSE. Let me say one word. The 
House can express its opinion by voting for or 
against the previous question. If they wish to 
have the report recommitted, they can vote down 
the previous question. If they wish to sustain 
the report, they can vote to sustain the previous 
question. ; 

Mr. PHELPS called for tellers on seconding 
the demand for the previous question. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PueELPs and 
Morse were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported — 
ayes forty-one, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to recommit 
the report to the committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of House bills on the Speaker’s table, returned 
from the Senate with amendments; which were 
taken upin their order and disposed of as indi- 
cated below. : 

EBEN S. UANSCOMB. 


An act (H. R. No. 225) for the relief of Eben 
S. Hanscomb, returned from the Senate with the 
following amendment; 

At the end of line thirteen add the following proviso : 

Provided, however, Uhat no bona fide claim, or right of 
any other parties, or of the State of Minnesota, to said land 
shall be in anywise prejudiced or atfected by the terms o 


gentleman from 


a 


i| this act, until their assent shail have been first obtained. 


The amendment was coneurred in, 
Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 


i by which the amendment was concurred in; and 
' also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF CHARLES N. MASON. 
A bill (H. R. No. 189) for the relief of the legal 


| representatives of the estate of Charles HI. Mason, 


returned from tbe Senate with an amendment to 
the title, so as to make it read: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives 
of Charles H. Mason. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


MARGARET WHITEHEAD. 
A bill (H. R. No. 543) for the relief of Marga- 
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ret Whitehead, retúrned fromthe Senate with the 
following amendment: : $ : 
“Ty line eleven strike out “five,” and insert‘in lieu thereof 
<< ten p™so thatit will read: 
.« That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and re- 
quired to place the name of Margaret Whitehead, widow 
of Williain, Whitehead; late boatswain in the Navy of the 
United States, ‘on ure pension roll, and cause her to be paid 
ten dollars per month. bari 
; And at the end of the bill add, “ during her widowhood.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was concurred in; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the tabie. . 

THe latter motion was agreed to. 


CASSIUS M. CLAY. 


A bill (H. R. No. 240) for.the relief of Cassius 
M. Clay, returned from the Senate with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Strike out all after the cnacting clause, and Insert in lieu 
thereof the following: . 2 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, directed, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to pay to Cassins M. Clay the sum of 20 for the 
amountof a judgment, costs, and interest recovered against 
him by one Eliza Bowles, for trespass in executing a mili- 
tary. order of his superior officer, in 1846, together with in- 
terest from the lst of October, 1848, the date of payment 
of said judgment, costs, and interest. 

“My. PHELPS. That reduces the amount from 
$1,500. j 

The amendment was concurred in. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 


A bill (H. R. No. 195) to confirm certain pri- 
vate claims in the Territory of New Mexico, re- 
turned from the Senate with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parrow, one of their Clerks, informing the 
Howse that the Senate have passed, without 
amendment,a billofthe Louse (No. 715) to estab- 
lish a mail six times a week from Sacramento, in 
Galifornia, to Olympia, in the ‘Territory of Wash- 
ington, 

ESCAPE OF PRISONERS. 

The next bill in order was an act (H. R. No. 
804) providing for the punishment of marshals 
and deputy marshals of the United States, or other 
ministerial officers, for permitting the escape of 
prisoners in their custody. 

The Senate amended the bill by striking out 
the word ‘and,’’ where it occurs in the eleventh 
line, and. inserting. the word ‘tor; by inserting 
the words ‘tor both” after the word “ impris- 
oned,’’ in the same line; and in the fourteenth 
line, after the word “ charged,’ by inserting “in 
a sum not exceeding $2,000, and for a term not 
exceeding two years;’”’ so as to make it read: 

‘That whenever any marshal, deputy marshal, or other 
ministerial officer, shall bave in his custody any prisoner by 
virtue of process issued under the laws of the United States 
by any, court, judge, or commissioner, and such marshal, 
deputy marshal, or other ministerial officer, shall volunta- 
rily suffer such prisoner to escape, the officer so offending 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon convic- 
tion thercofin any district or cireuit court of the United 
States, shall be tined or imprisoned, or both, according to 
the diseretion of the coartin whieh such conviction shall 
take place, having respect to the nature of the crime with 
which the escaped prisoner shall have been charged, in a 
suin not exceeding $2,000, and fora term not execeding two 
years. ‘Tt 
enly to eases in which the prisoner who escaped was 
charged or tound guilty of au offense against the laws of 
the United States, but alse to cases in which a prisoner may 
be in custody charged with offenses against any forcign 
Government with whom the United States have treaties of 
extradition. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. PORTER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendments were concurred in; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MISSOURI PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The next bill in order was an act (H. R. No. 
118) to confirm cerlain private land claims in the 
State of Missouri. 


act shalt be taken and construed to apply not | 


The bill was amended in the Senate by striking || 


out all after the enacting clause, and inserting as 
follows: 


That the decisions in faver of certain claimants herein- 
after mentioned, made by the recorder of land tides in the 
State of Missouri, and the two commissioners associated 
with him, by. virtue of an act entitled “ An actfor the final 
adjustment of private Jind claims in Missouri,” approved 
July 9; 1832, and an act supplemental thereto, approved 
March 2, 1833, as. entered in the transcript of decisions 
transmitted by the recorder and commissioners to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, which decisions are 
named. and: numbered, as follows, to wit: Israel Dodge, 
No. 288; Walter Fenwick, No. 339; and Mackey Wherry, 
No. 86; said claims having been by said board reported in 
the first class, and recommended for confirmation, be, and 
the same are hereby, confirmed to the respective claimants 
aforesaid, or their legal representatives, to the extent rec- 
ommended by said recorder of land titles and commission- 
ers, that is, to Isracl Dodge, or his legal representatives, 
seven thousand and fifiy-six arpents; to Walter Fenwick, 
or his legal representatives, ten thousand arpents; and to 
Mackey Wherry, or his legal representatives, sixteen hun- 
dred arpents. 

Sec. 2. And be té further enacted, That in case either 
of the claims confirmed by this act, or any part thereof, 
has not been located or surveyed, or cannot be Jocated or 
satisfied, either for want of aspecific location prior to this 
confirmation, or because the land upon which the same is 
located. has been otherwise disposed of by the General Gov- 
ernment, it shali be the duty of the surveyor general of the 
district, upon proof satisfactory to him that such claim has 
been confirmed, and that the same in whole or in part has 
not and cannot be satisfied for the reasons aforesaid, or from 
any cause, to issue to the claimants, or their legal repre- 


' sentatives, a certificate of location for a quantity of land 


equal to that so confirmed and unsatisfied, which certificate 
may be located upon any of the public lands of the United 
States subject to sale at private entry : Provided, Thatsuch 
location shall conform tothe iegal divisions and subdivis- 
ions as provided by law. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That the register of 
the proper land office, upon the location of such certificate, 
shall issue to the person entitied thereto a certificate of en- 
try; upon which, if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, that such cer- 
tificate has been fairly obtained, a patent shall issue as in 
other cases. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WOCKADAY & LIGGIT. 


An act (H.R. No. 513) for the relief of Hock- 
aday & Liggit was next taken up for considera- 
tion. 

The Senate amended the bill by reducing the 
amount from $59,576 to $40,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was concarred in; and 
also moved to lay the motion to recopsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRAY & AYLIFFE. 


An act (H. R. No. 328) for the relief of Peay 
& Aylitfe was next taken up in its order for con- 
sideration. 

The Senate amended the bill by providing that 
the money appropriated be paid out ofany money 
in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in- 
stead of out of the Post Office fand. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. COLFAX. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which thp amendment was concurred in; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Have all the House bills on 
the Speaker’s table, with amendments of the Sen- 
ate, been disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. They have. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Then J ask the consent of the 


| House to take up the Senate bills on the Speaker’s 


table, and dispose of them. 

Mr. HILL. I object. 

Mr. TAPPAN. 1 move to suspend the rules, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion is not in order, 
there being already a resolution, reported yester- 
day from the Committee on Printing, on which 


the main question has been ordered. 
SHERLOCK & SHIRLEY. 


Mr. BURNETT. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the Speaker’s 
table a bill amendatory of the act for the relief of 
Sherlock & Shirley. It isa bill drawn at the Post 


Office Department, which is necessary.to adjust 
the accounts of these parties. There can be no 
objection to it. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Why notlet all the bills from 
the Senate on the Speaker’s table be taken up? I 
again make the request. , 

Mr. BURNETT. Do 1 understand the propo- 
sition to be to take up such bills on the Speaker’s 
table ag there shall be no objection to? ; 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is to take 
up all the bills. on the Speaker’s table, and dis- 
pose of them in Some way. 

Mr. BURNETT. : Very well; I will not object. 

Mr. HILL. 1 will say that my objection to 
the proposition of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire is this: these bills which are on the Speaker’s 
table from the Senate may be taken up at any 
time and be concurred in. [think it will be better 
to first pass the House bills on which it is desira- 
ble that the Senate shall act. I, however, with- 
draw my objection. i 

There being no further objection, the proposi- 
tion of Mr. Tappan was agreed to. 


The bill amendatory of the act, approved June 
4, 1858, for the relief of Sherlock & Shirley, being 
first in order on the Speaker’s table, was taken 
up, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. BURNETT. I will simply say that that 
bill has met the approval-of both committees in 
the House and Senate, and of the Post Office De- 
partment. I ask that it may be put on its pas- 
sage. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Two days 
ago the House refused to suspend the rules and 
take up a bill precisely of this character, which 
had met the approval of the committees of both 
Houses, and of the Department. Now, I say 
let them both stand upon the same ground. 

Mr. COLFAX. I hope this bill will be con~ 
sidered on its own merits, and will be passed. A 
bill was passed in the last Congrers authorizing 
the Post Office Department to adjust the accounts 
of these parties for carrying the mail between 
Louisville and St. Louis under contract with the 
Department. The Postmaster General, however, 
has decided that it is beyond his power to include 
within the operation of .the act pay for trips 
which, in consequence of fogs, or in consequence 
of low water, did not come technically within the 
terms of the contract, ‘ ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Iam the last 
one to object to the passage of meritorious claims 
through the House, and I shall not interfere in 
this case; but I appeal to the House, while they 
are doing justice to these parties, that they should 
also do the same justice in the case of the Lady 
Elgin, which performed the service of the Gov- 
ernment for less than they are now paying for it. 
I hope the Hoase will, as soon as they dispose 
of this bill, take up the bill in relation to the ser- 
vice of the Lady Elgin, and allow us to havea 
square vote upon it; and with the understanding 
that that shall be done, I withdraw my objection 
to this bill, | 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the third reading of the bin. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main questicn ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and 
was accerdingly read the third time. 

Mr. BURNETT demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee*on En~ 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined, and found truly enrolled, an act (IT. R. 
No. 715) to establish a mail six times a week 
from Sacramento, in California, to Olympia, in 
the Territory of Washington; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN FLORIDA. 


An act (S. No. 444) to change the time for 
holding the courts in the northern district of 
Florida. 

The bill was read iñ estènso. It provides that 
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the regular terms of the United States district 
court for the northern district of Florida, shall 
hereafter be held at Appalachicola on the first Mon- 
day in March; at Tallahassee on the first Mon- 
day, and-at St. Augustine, in July of each year; 
but that nothing in this act shall be so construed 
as to prevent the judge of the said court from 
holding additional terms at any of the places 
aforesaid, whenever, in his opinion, the public in- 
terest may so require. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. i 

Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was. passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter@motion was agreed to. 


DAVID WALDO. 


An act (S. No. 495) for the relief of David 
Waldo. 

The bill directs the Secretary of War to pay to 
David Waldo, out of any money in the Tseasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $99 36, 
being the amount of damages awarded by the 
Quartermaster Gencral of the United States Army, 
for the non-fulfillment on the part of the Govern- 
ment of a contract made with him in“May, 1850, 
for delivering corn at Fort Laramie, the payment 
of which is recommended, by the Secretary of 
War. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

P Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SYLVESTER GRAY. 


An act (S. No. 452) for the relief of Sylvester 
Gray. 

The bill was read in extenso. It provides that 
the claim of Sylvester Gray, a free man of color, 
made under the preémption act of September 4, 
1841, to the northwest quarter of section four- 
teen, in township forty-eight, of range thirteen, 
of the lands of the United States subject to sale 
at the land office at Superior, Wisconsin, shall be 
confirmed; and that upon completion of such 
claim, by payment of the purchase money, or 
the location of a bounty land warrant, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall cause to be issued to 
Sylvester Gray a patent for the land, as in other 
cases. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. we. 

Mr. CARTER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIEUTENANT WILLIAM A. WINDER. . 

An act (S. No. 500) for the relief of Lieutenant 
William A. Winder, of the United States Army. 

The bill was read in extenso. Lt directs the 
proper accounting officers of the ‘Preasury to 
credit the account of Lieutenant William A. Win- 
der, of the United States Army, with the sam of 
$100, it being the amount he had in his possession 
on board the steamer San Francisco, in the month 
of December, 1853, when said steamer was lost, 
together. with that amount of money, which now 
stands charged against him on the books of the 
Treasury, it having belonged to the recruiting 
fund of the United States Army. 

‘The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. 'TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Are not these Sen- 
ate bills original bills, which have never had a 
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reference to. or an examination by, any commit- 
tee of this House? 

The SPEAKER. That is so, so far as these 
particular bills are concerned. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Then the proper 
course js to refer them to the appropriate stand- 
ing committees. 

Mr. COLFAX. Many of these cases have 
been considered by the committees of this House. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I object to any more of 
these bills being passed in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The order has been made 
by the House by unanimous consent. 


CALIFORNIA STAGE COMPANY. 
An act (S. No. 507) for the relief of the Cali- 


fornia Stage Company. 

The bill was read in extenso. It directs the 
Postmaster Gencral to examine and adjust the 
claim of the California Stage Company forextra 
services performed on routes 12550 and 12535, 
in California, for four years, ending June 30, 
1899; and that the amount found due shali be 
paid. 

! Mr. CRAWFORD. How much does the bill 
appropriate for this extra compensation ? 

Mr. BURCH. That question cannot be an- 
swered until the account of the company shall be 
adjusted on terms of equity and justice, at the 
Post Office Department. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 do not desire to 
interpose any unreasonable objection to the action 
of the House on these bills. My understanding 
was, that only the amendments of the Senate to 
House bills should be taken up and passed upon. 

The SPEAKER. Thathas been done some 
time ago, and the House has gone to other basi- 
ness. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. We went to the 
Speaker’s table, as I understand, to dispose of the 
business there in proper and regular form, and 
not that these bills should be put on their pas- 
sage ‘without reference. 

Fhe SPEAKER. The House is now acting 
under the order of the House by unanimous con- 
sent, 

Mr. TAPPAN. Mostof these cases have been 
looked into by committees of this House. 

Mr. COLFAX. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to rec- 
ommend that this bill be passed. I will state 
the facts. Horseback service was contracted for 
originally upon these routes. California is and 
has been a rapidly growing State. Mails have 
accumulated, and these contractors were compelled 
to carry them in coaches and wagons. The De- 
partment cannot pay them for the extra service, 
over and above the horseback service, without 
authority of Congress. This bill does not com- 
pel the Department to doanything; butit merely 
authorizes it to examine the accounts of this com- 
pany, and ascertain whether this extra service 
was performed; and if so, that the proper com- 
pensation shal] be allowed for that extra service. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BUFFINTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AUGUSTUS S. BALDWIN. 

Joint resolution (S. No. 36) for the restoration 
of Lieutenant Augustus S. Baldwin to the active 
list, from the lcave of absence list of the Navy.’ 

The resolution was read in extenso. It author- 
izes the President of the United States to nomin- 
ate, and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appeint Lieutenant Augustus S. 
Baldwin, first lieutenant and executive officer of 
the flag-ship Lancaster, to the active list of the 
Navy: 

Mr. NIXON. This joint resolution simply 
authorizes the President of the United States, in 


I trust that the bill will 


his discretion, to restore a most meritorious oficer 
to the active list of the Navy. -He was set.aside 
in 1855, by the naval board, simply upon the, 
ground of physical inability. We have the cer-: 
tificate of the Secretary of the Navy that the dis- 
: ability has been removed. The President of the 
United States and the Secretary of the Navy, and 
all the surgeons of the Navy, ask that Congress 
shall pass a joint resolution to restore Baldwin to. 
the active list of the Navy. The-Senate unani- 
mously passed the resolution. . “fy 
The resolution was ordered to.a third readings 
and it was accordingly read the third ;time, and 
passed. s a 
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OREGON. 


The next bill taken from the Speaker’s table’ 
was a bill (S. No. 9) to amend “An act for ex- 
tending the laws and judicial system of the United 
States to the State of Oregon, and for other pur- 
poses.”? : ` 

The bill, which was read, provides that the two 
regular terms of the district court of the‘ United... 
States for the district of Oregon shall hereafter be: 
held at Portland, commencing ofthe second Mon- 
day in May and September in cach year; ‘that vio 
process issued, or proceeding pending in court, 
shall be avoided or impaired by this change of the 
time and place of holding the same; and’ that all 
process, bail bonds, or recognizances, returnable 
to thenextterm of court, shall be returnable and 
returned to the term of court next held according 
to this act, in the same manner as if so made re- 
turnable on the face thereof, and shall have full 
effect accordingly. It further provides that the 
salary of the district judge of the United States 
for that district shall be $3,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
$ Mr. STOUT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DELIVERY UP OF CERTAIN OFFENDERS. 

The next bill taken from the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S, No. 497) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for giving effect to certain treaty stipula- 
tions between this and foreign Governments for 
the apprehension and delivery up of certain of- 
fenders.” 

The bill, which was read, provides that in all 
cases where any depositions, warrants, or other 
papers, or copies thereof, shall be offered in evi- 
dence upon the hearing of an extradition case 
under the second section of the act entitled ‘An 
act for giving effect to certain treaty stipulations 
between. this and foreign Governments for. the 
apprehension and delivery up-of certain offend- 
ers,” approved August 12, 1848, such depositions, 
warrants, and other papers, or copies thereof, 
shall be admitted and reecived for the purposes 
mentioned in the second section, if they shall be 
| properly and legally authenticated so as to entitle 
| them to be received for similar purposes by the 
| tribunals of the forcign country from which the 
accused party shall have escaped; and that the 
certificate of the principal diplomatic or consular 
oficer of the United States, resident in such for- 
cign country, shall be proof that any paper or 
other document so offered is authenticated in the 
manner required by this act. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I demand the previous 
question upon the third reading of that bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to commit that bill 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ‘That bill 
is general legislation, and it ought not to be con- 
sidered by this House until it has received the 
consideration and approval of one of its commit- 
tees. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
after the demand for the previous question, 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and, under 
the operation thereof, the bill was. ordered to.a 
i third reading. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time. 
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Mr NARD. Tam told by the chairman 
ofthe Committee on Forcign Affairs:that he has 
given this bill a personal examination; and he 
assures me that it is right, and ought to pass. I 
therefore withdraw my opposition to it, and hope 
jt will pass. © f ; 

‘The bill was passed, 

Mi. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay:the motion tó reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARTHUR EDWARDS. 


The next billtaken from the Speaker’s table 
was a joint resolution (S. No. 41) for the relief of 
Aythur Edwards and his associates. 

The resolution, which was read, authorizes the 
Postmaster General to examine and adjust the 
claim of Arthur Edwards and his associates, for 
carrying the through mails on their boats between 
Cleveland and Detroit, Sandusky and Detroit, and 
Toledo, and Detroit, during the years 1849 and 
1853, and _the-intervening years, and to pay to 
Arthur Edwards and: his associates such sum of 
money as shall be foundto be justly and equitably 
due to. them for carrying the mails; and that the 
sum thus found due shall be paid out of any 
money. in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 

Mr. TAPPAN. This resolution has been 
drafted with a view to obviate the objection made 
to the original House bill which was vetoed by 
the President. It meets with the approbation of 
the Postmaster General, and it passed the Senate 
unanimously. I understand that it is just and 
right, and it ought to pass. I call the previous 
question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be read 
a third time. 

“The bill was accordingly read the third time, 
and. passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

. The latter motion was agreed to. 


TREATING WITH CHINA, JAPAN, BTC. 


The next bill taken from the Speaker’s table 

was a bill (S. No. 448) to carry into effect pro- 
visions of the treaties between the United States, 
China, Japan, Siam, Persia, and other countrics, 
giving certain judicial powers to ministers and 
consuls, or other functionaries of the United States 
in those countries, and for other purposes. 
“Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvanta. I desire to 
say to the House that that bill passed the Senate 
in‘its present shape without opposition. It was 
referred in the House to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, considered by them, and ordered by 
them to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. The jurisdiction of 
the United States does not extend to foreign coun- 
tries; and it is absolutely necessary to provide 
some meansby Which citizens can be tried in those 
countries. We must either surrender them to the 
jurisdiction of those countries, or provide some 
means by which they can be tried according to 
our laws. I call the previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. [desire to know whether 
that bill makes an appropriation ? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. It does not. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no desire to oppose 
any bill that is clearlyright. But this bill has not 

. been examined by any committee of this House, 
and we know nothing about it; and therefore | 
move that it be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. 
after the demand for the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 


That motion is notin order | 


main question ordered to be puts and under the | 
operation thereof, the bill was ordered to be read | 


a third time. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. This bill has been ex- 


amined by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and | 


it ought to pass. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, moved to re- 


consider the vole by which the bill was passed; | 


and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A méssage was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their. clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate have agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, on the bill of the House 
(No. 500) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1861. 

Also, that the Senate have passed without 
amendment a bill of the House (No. 267) for the 
relief of Mrs. A. W. Angus, widow of the late 
Captain Samuel Angus, United States Navy. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Recollect, Mr. 
Speaker, that this agreement is confined to the 
basiness on the Speaker’s table at the time. . 

The SPEAKER. No additional bills shall be 
taken up. 

EDWARD ELY., 


An act (S. No. 411) to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, late 
consul of the United States at Bombay, on prin- 
ciples of justice and equity. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I should like to have an ex- 
planation of that. If not explained, I shall move 
to refer it to a Committee of the Whole House, 
as it makes an appropriation. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. RIGGS. Lhope that motion will not pre- 
vail. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
LONGNECKER,] who had this bill in charge, is not 
in the Hall now; but I know that this is a very 
meritorious case. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Iwiderstand 
that there was no objection to it in the Senate. 

Mr. BURNETT.” It must go to a committee, 

Mr. RIGGS. I understand from the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that this is a very mer- 


| itorions ease. Thisconsul diedat Bombay. The 


vice consul forwarded his papers to the State 
Department, but they were lostatsca. His.exec- 
ators have agreed to receive a pro rata allowance 
on the ayerage of his last five years’ account. 

Mr. BURNETT. ‘The bill must go to a com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


MALICIOUS INJURIES., 


An act (S. No. 488) in relation to malicious 
injuries to, and trespasses upon, publicand private 
property within the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Jask the chairman of the 
District Committee whether he has given this bill 
any examination? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

GRAND CILENIERE ISLAND. 

An act (S. No. 419) recognizing the survey of 
the Grand Cheniere Island, State of Louisiana, as 
approved by the surveyor general, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. COBB. The House passed a similar bill, 
and it went to the Senate, and became a law. I 
move that this bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


VIRGINIA LAND WARRANTS. 


An act (S. No. 347) to declare the meaning of 
the act entitled “An act making further provisions 
for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants,” 
passed August 31, 1852. 

The bill directs that the military land warrants 
or parts of warrants provided for in the first sec- 
tion of the “Act making further provisions for the 
satisfaction of Virginia land warrants,’ passed 
August 31, 1852, shail be construed to embrace 
all warrants or parts of warrants as were issued 
prior to the Ist of March, in the year 1852, to- 
gether with all such warrants and parts of war- 
rants as were issucd subsequent to the said Ist 
day of March, on claims allowed by the proper 
authorities of the Commonwealth of Virginia 

rior thereto; provided nothing in the act shall 
e so construed as to authorize the issuing of 


I move the pre- 
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scrip in any case forany increased amount of land’ 
allowed to any claimant, by the authorities of 
Virginia, since the. passage of the act of which 
this is declaratory, over and above the amount 
allowed prior to the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed;<and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 


SAULT STE. MARIE MISSION CLAIMS. 


An act (S. No. 190) in relation to mission 
claims at Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan. 

The act directs that the missionary claims re- 
ferred to in the fourth section of the act of 26th 
September, 1850, entitled “ An act providing for 
the examination and settlement of claims for land 
at the Sault Ste. Maric, Michigan,” and reported 
upon by the register and receiver at Sault Ste. 
Marie, pursuant to said act, shall he entitled to 
recognition and confirmation in the same miner 
and on the same terms as claims of individuals 
therein provided for; and upon the final approval 
of the claims, as provided in the eighth section 
of the act aforesaid, patents shall be issuéd there- 


| for. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


MARY PRESTON. 


An act (S. No. 291) for the relief of Mary Pres- 
ton, widow of George Preston. 

The act directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place on the pension roll,at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per month, the name of Mary Preston, widow 
of George Preston, late ordnance sergeant in the 
ee of the United States, from 7th February, 
1859. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and yag accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

: Mr. THAYER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD ELY—-AGAIN, 


Mr. LONGNECKER. I move to reconsider 
the vote whereby Senate bill No, 411, to author- 
ize the settlement of the accounts of Edward Ely, 


i deceased, late consul of the United States at Bom- 


bay, on pfinciples of justice and equity, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BURNETT. That bill cannot be consid- 
ered in the House if objected to. 

Mr. LONGNECKER. I should like to cx- 

Jain it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Let us go on with 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. LONGNECKER. Jask the unanimous 
consent of the House to make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER, A's the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was out of the Hall when the bill was 
up before, the Chair hopes he will be allowed to 
explain the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BURNETT. I make the point that this 
bill must go toa Committee of the Whole House, 
as it makes an appropriation. 

Mr. LONGNECKER. Allow me to explain 
this bill. The circumstances are these: under Mr. 
Pierce’s administration, I think, this gentleman 
was appointed consul to Bombay. He settled his 
accounts regularly till within the last year or so, 
when he died. The vice consul, who acted in his 
stead after his death, sent on his papers, and the 
vessel in which they were was lost at sea. The 
Secretary of State recommended that his accounts 
should be settled for the last year, on the basis of 
the average of his former accounts. This bill 
comes from the Senate. Mr. Brerer introduced 
it there. The gentleman for whose benefit itis 


| intended is a Democrat; but it is right, and I in- 


tend to support it. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. LONGNECKER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE; 


WILLIAM NELSON. 


An act (S. No. 508) for the relief of William 
Nelson was read a first and second time. } 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to allow to Lieutenant William 
Nelson, United States Navy, ih the adjustment of 
his accounts, the amount charged against him for 
goods stolen from. the United States ship Fredo- 
nia, whilst under his command, provided the sum 
shall not exceed $1,005 76. 

` Mr. BURNETT. The Secretary of the Navy 
told me personally that that bill ought to pass; 
and { demand the previous question upon it. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT HURON, 
An act (S. No. 509) to grant to the city of Port 


Huron, Michigan, a part of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Gratiot, for the enlargement of the 
city cemetery of that place, was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. I wish to say 
that this bill meets the approval of the War De- 
partment. It was unanimously recommended by 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, 
and passed the Senate unanimously. I call the 
previous question, 

Mr. COBB. I wish to offer an amendment to 
that bill, providing they shall pay $1 25 per acre. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Che previous question is 
demanded; and no amendment is in order. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FREDERICK VINCENT. 

A bill (S. No. 275) for the relief of Frederick 
Vincent, administrator of James Le Caze, sur- 
viving partner of Le Caze and Mallet, was read 
a first and second time, and, on motion of Mr, 
Hoarn, was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred;and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISAAC H. RANDALL. 


An act (S. No. 300) for the relicf of Isaac H. 
Randall coming up next in its order, was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BURNETT. That bill also makes an ap- 
propriation. I move that st be referred to the 
Committce of Claims. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred; andalso moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIABILITY OF SHIP-OWNERS. | 


An act (S. No. 437) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to limit the liability of ship-owners, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1851,, 
coming next in its order, was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think that 

` bill had better go to the Committee on Commerce. 
The committee are already examining that sub- 
ject. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HENRY RICE. 

An act (S. No. 501) for the relief of Henry 
Rice, coming up next n order, was. read a first 
and second time. i 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to refer that bill to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


! cer & Hubbard, with the view of its immediate 


| is as meritorious a case as ever came before this 


Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote: | 
by which this bill was referred; and also moved | 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL R. FRANKLIN. 


An act (S. No. 98) for the relief of Samuel R. 
Franklin, coming up next in order, was read a 
first and second time. : 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPENCER & HUBBARD. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I now move to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar from the further considera- | 
tion of Senate bill No. 221, for the relief of Spen- 


passage. It is a very meritorious bill. 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. A motion was made 
the other day to suspend the rules to take up that 
bill, and was.voted down. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
Lady Elgin case of which I spoke just now. 


I hope 


That is the 
It 


House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do notknow what ! 
it is; but the House has once refused to take it | 
up, and I object. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 
pend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON. I call the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. I wantto | 
see if the House will sanction one man having 
the floor twice upon the same bill, when nobody 
else can get it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 would be glad to 
know when gentlemen from the Northwest will 
be satisfied ; for nobody it seems can havea chance 
until they have obtained all they want. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Binenam in 
the chair.) ‘The Chair will say to the gentleman 


I move to sus- 


from Virginia, that he supposed there was an un- i 


derstanding that this bill should come up when 
the bills on the Speaker’s table had been disposed 


of. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Oh, no; nothing 
of the sort. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Irise to a question of or- 
der. I understood this morning, when it was 
agreed to take up the bills on the Speaker’s table, : 
that the agreement was that the House was also 
to consider the bills coming from the Court of ! 
Claims, which had passed the Senate, and were 
now on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only the bills 
upon the Speaker’s table, as the Chair understood 
it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then, if I am mistaken in 
my statement of facts, of course my point of or- 
der is not well taken. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. I desire to 
say that it was the understanding, distinctly, that | 
when the bills on the Speaker’s table had been | 
disposed of, this bill should come fairly before | 
the House for its action. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
no understanding of that kind. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to suspend the rules 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. lask the House | 
to hear the report of the committee read, and I | 
am sure it will be satisfactory to the House. | 

Mr. STANTON, Jobject. Ido not care what 
are the facts. If half a dozen men are to have the 
floor half a dozen times apiece, to the exclusion 
of everybody else, I will vote against the motion 
to suspend the rules, no matter what may be the 
bill. f : 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Then, of course, 


Oh, no; there was 


the gentleman from Ohio will vote against the |: 


roposition. j 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to say 
that the delegation from Maine have been strug- 


| Mr. KELLOGG, of Minois. If gentemen wil 
vote against a meritorious bill because ‘they cane 
not get the floor. or. occupy: the attention of the, 
House all the time; they must do it. I cannot 
prevent it. Sees pa A PES 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 20°38 s 5 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois: Let me make 
: an explanation. b agit AEI RS Gaby 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine.) Fobjéct. 2:4 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I ask that the 
report. be read. 22, rit Stk ata ad 
Mr. STANTON. I object. : 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 5 
Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, stated that hig col- 
league, Mr. Anprerson, was called home by sick 
ness in his family. : = 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Does this.involve. any. 
political question ? elicitin, itrh Sig ae 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Miinois. It does. not in- 
! volveanything more than payment to these parties 
for the service they have rendered. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Then I vote “no.” 
[baaghier] : rs 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. ‘Fhe Northeast 


seem to have causelessly taken alarm, and to fear ` 
that their granite columns are in danger because 
itis proposed to pay a man in the West for ser- 

i vice which he has performed for the Governments 

: and to satisfy their demands, 1 will, by unani- 
mous consent, withdraw my motión, ` j 
There was no. objection, and the*motion 

withdrawn, 


VAN CAMP, CHAPIN, AND ‘OTHERS. " 


Mr. FOUKE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of Fouse bill No. 772, for the relief of Van 
Camp, Chapin, and others, 

Mr. GARTRELL. I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read inevtenso. It directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to cause the claim of Aaron 
Van Camp and Virginius P. Chapin, for them- 
| selves and others, which was the subject of suit 
| against Jonathan S. Jenkins, in the circuit court 
of the District of Columbia, to be examined. by 
| the proper examining officers, and that there be 
| allowed and paid to Van Camp and Chapin, and 
| to Frederick W. Paddock, agent of the ship Ram- 
| bler, and to Nathan Church and Ezekiel Sawin, 
| and the other parties respectively interested there- 
| in, or to their legal representatives, out ofany 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri 
ated, the amount of actual loss which maybe 
shown to the Scerctary of the Treasury to ie ve 
heen sustained by Van Camp and Chapin, and 
by the other parties, in consequence of the order 
of Jonathan S. Jenkins, commercial agent ‘of the 
United States at Apia, in the Navigator Islands, 
and those acting under his directions, in. seizing 
i and selling their property, and property in the 
custody of Van Camp for the other parties, of 
whatever nature it may be, on shipboard or-on 
land, in and at the harbor of Apia, in the Navi- 
gator Islands, in the year 1856. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope-that that 
bill will not be taken out of the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. FOUKE. The bill was reported in the 
| Thirty-Fifua Congress, unanimously, by a com- 
| mittee of this House. It was reported favorably 
at this session. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. 
bill. 

Mr. FOUKE. I move, then, that the rules be 
suspended, 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and-it was decided in 
| the negative—yeas 72, nays 71; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Barksdale, Barr, Francis P. Blair, 
Blake, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, 
Burch, Burlingame, Campbell, Carter, Corwin, Curtis, 
Davidson, Dimmick, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
English, Etheridge. Farnsworth, Florence, Pouke, Frank, 
Garnett, Gilmer, Hamilton, Jonu ‘TY Harris, Helmick, Hill, 
Hoard, Wihiam Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, Junkin, Keitt, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Larrabee, Leake, 
Logan, Mallory, Elbert B. Martin, McPherson, McRae, 
Miles, Milward, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Nelson, 
Niblack, Peyton, Pryor, Reagan, Rig Rust, Scott, 
Siekies, Singleton, Stollworth, James A. Stewart, Wiliam 
Stewart, Stokes, Tappan, Walton, Elihu B. Wasbburue, 
Woodruff, Woodson, and Wright— ` 


was 


I object to the 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


gling to get the floor for days; but no member 
from that State can obtain a hearing. 


NAVS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Al- 
ley, Ashley, Bingham, Samuel S, Blair, Bristow, Buffin- 
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ton, Burnham, Carey, Case, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Craw- 
ford, Curty, Dunn, Ferry, Foster; French, Gartreh, Grabam, 
Grow, Hañ, Hardeman, Hatton, Houston, William: A. 


Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Jones, Landrum, DeWitt 
C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Love, Maynard, 
MeQueen, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Olin, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Porter, Potter, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Ruffin, Scranton, Sedgwick, William Smith, Wil- 
liam N. H Smith; Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Steven- 
son, Stratton, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Van Wyck, 
Verree,, Wade, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and 
Winslow—71. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules, two 
thirds not voting therefor. 


During the vote, 

Mr: BUFFINTON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Dawes, was paired with Mr. HARDEMAN. 

Mr. TAYLOR stated that he regretted his pair 
with Mr. McKean, as it prevented him from 
voting to suspend the rules on this case. 

The vote was then anrounced as above re- 
corded: 


PHILADELPHIA POST OFFICE. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I now call up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which House bill No. 
814, for the erection of a post office in the city of 
Philadelphia, was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. The bill 
does not take a dollar out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Thegentleman cannot ob- 
ject. Ihave the right to call up the motion to 
reconsider; and, if I desire, I can occupy the floor 
for-sixty minutes. All that the bill does is to de- 
vote the appropriations already made to the crec- 
tion of a building in Philadelphia for the pur- 
poses of a post office and court-house. The facts 
of the case, as they are stated in the report of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, are 
these: it appears that, on the 18th of August, 
1856, a law was passed by Congress authorizing 
the purchase of the site and building of the Penn- 
sylvania Bank, for the purposes of a post office. 

y the same act, $50,000 were appropriated for 
changing and refitting it fora post office. At the 
same time, and embodied in the same act, an ap- 
propriation of $78,000 was made for the purchase 
of the American Philosophical Hall, for the use 
of the United States courts. Owing to a defective 
title, this property has never been purchased by 
the Government.” On the 3d of March, 1857, a 
further appropriation of $100,000 was made by 
Congress for the purpose of refitting the Penn- 
sylvania Bank building for the purposes of a post 
ofice; but soon after the work had been entered 
upon, and about twenty thousand dollars bad 
been expended in refitting the building, the work 
was suspended by order of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. During the ensuing session of Congress, a 
commission was raised, consisting of the Post- 
master General, Attorney General, and Secretary 
of the Treasury, to proceed to Philadelphia and 
investigate the whole matter, and report their 
views thereon. Accordingly, on the Ist of De- 
cember, 1858, the commissioners reported. This 
report favored the sale of the Pennsylvania Bank 
property, (estimating it to be worth $100,000, 
though the price paid by the Government was 
$250,000.) hey also favored the idea of pur- 
chasing a new location for the post office, on 
Chestnut street, adjoining the custom-housc. 

The next action had by Congress upon this 
subject was the passage of a law authorizing the 
gale of the Pennsylvania Bank for a sum not less 
than $127,000, and the American Philosophical 
Hall for $78,000—a piece of property for which 
the United States never had a title to, and which, 
therefore, it could not sell and convey—the pro- 
ceeds from which sales, together with the unex- 

ended balance of the $100,000 appropriated in 

857 for refitting the Pennsylvania Bank building 
for a post office, were directed to he expended in 
the purchase of two lots on Chestnut street, next 
adjoining the custom-house, and for the erection 
of a post office building thercon. The Pennsyl- 
vania Bank property was subsequently put in 


market, and, although the friends of the Chestnut | 


street location subscribed $15,000 as a bonus to be 
paid to aiy purchaser who would take the Penn- 
aylvania Bank property at the price specified in 
the act, still no one was found to take it on those 
terms. The fact is madé patent that either the 
Pennsylvania Bank or the location on Chestnut 
street would substantially accommodate the busi- 


ness interests of the city,-and:that- mich of the 
delay and difficulty and loss to the Government 
has been owing to a scramble among properly 
holders to sell lots, and of money brokers to ob- 
tain commissions in making sales. In view of all 
the facts, it is believed that a law ought to be 
passed authorizing the sale of the Pennsylvania 
Bank for asum not less than $110,000. That the 
$78,000 appropriated for the purchase ofthe Amer- 
ican Philosophical Hall, and the unexpended bal- 
ances óf $50,000 made August 18, 1856, and the 
$100,000 appropriated 3d March, 1857, for the 
purpose of refitting the Pennsylvania Bank for a 
post office, is reappropriated, making— 

Pennsylvania Bank. ss... see eevee BI1O,090 


American Philosophical Hall.....ceeeee eens eee 78,000 
Unexpended balance, about.. .sssse eres ANETTE 130,000 
$318,000 


Of this sum $161,000 is appropriated for the 
purchase of the Levy and Baily lots, next adjoin- 
ing the custom-house, and being about (together) 
fifty-seven by two hundred and twenty-five fect, 
and the balance, $157,000, is to be expended in 
the erection of a suitable building on said lots for 
a post office, and for the holding of the United 
States courts; and itis provided further that no 
other or further sum shall be asked for or granted 
by Congress to the city of Philadelphia for such 
purposes. . a 

Mr. MAYNARD. Has that bill passed the 
Senate? 

Mr. FLORENCE. It passed the Senate at the 
last Congress. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest that there is a | 


class of private claims which have passed the 
Court of Claims and the Senate which ought to 
be acted on by this House before we go to any 
other business. 

Mr. FLORENCE. This bill does not appro- 
priate a single dollar from the Treasury. It onl 
directs how money already appropriated shall be 
used for the purpose indicated. If call the pre- 
vious question on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. JONES I demand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion to re- 
consider was agreed to. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I demand the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
point of order that this bill must have its first con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, as it appropriates moncy. 

Mr. HELMICK. It makes no appropriation. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. {t provides for 
the use of over one hundred thousand dollars 
appropriated in 1857. ‘Two years from the date 
of the passage of that act that $100,000 reverted 
to the Treasury. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, No, sir; itis 


invested in buildings in Philadelphia, purchased | 


by the United States. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. This appro- 
priates this money, to all intents and purposes; 
and I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Bincuam 
in the chair.) The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the rules be 
suspended, that the bill may be considered in the 
House. . 

Mr. PHELPS. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read in extenso. It provides that 
the proviso of the third scction of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1860,” passed March 3, 1859, shall be 
repealed; that if the premiscs agreed to be pur- 
chased by the United States from the American 
Philosophical Society asa site for acourt-house, 
mentioned in the third section, should fail to sell, 
on account of any defect or qualification in the 
title thereto, then the sum of $78,000, appropri- 


ated by the act of August 18, 1856, entitled “An | 


act making appropriations for certain civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1857,” for the purchase and payment of 
the same, together with the unexpended balance 
of the sum of $50,000, appropriated by the act 


of March 3, 1859, for the purpose of making al- | 


terations to the building thereby authorized to be 
purchased of the Bank of Pennsylvania, and the 


I raise the į 


sum of $100,000, appropriated by theact of March 
8, 1857, for completing and furnishing the build- 
ing purchased of the Bank of Pennsylvania, and 
to adapt it to the use of a post office, at Philadel- 

hia, shall be applied to carrying out the provis- 
ions of the fourth section of the act of March 3, 
‘1859, in the following manner: first, for the pur- 
chase of the lots mentioned and described in the 
fourth section as the Baily and Levy lots, at prices 
not exceeding the sums mentioned in the fourth 
section, and then for the construction of a build- 
ing on the lots suitable for a post-office and court- 
house; provided the property purchased from the 
Bank of Pennsylvania be sold ata price not less 
than $110,000. 

Mr. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was then discharged from the further con- 
sideration of said bill, and it was brought before 
the House for action. 

- Mr. FLORENCE. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the third reading of the bill. , 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and, under the 
operation thereof, the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committce on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No. 543) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Whitehead; 

An act (H. R. No. 513) forthe relief of Hock- 
aday & Liggit; 

An act (H. R. No. 328) for the relief of Peay 
& Ayliffe; f 

Anact (H. R. No. 267) for the relief of Mrs. 
A. W. Angus, widow of the late Captain Samuel 
Angus, United States Navy; 

An act (H. R. No. 225) for the relief of Eben 
S. Hanscomb; 

An act (H. R. No. 195) to confirm certain 
private land claims. in the Territory of New 
Mexico; 

An act (H.R. No. 189) for the relief ofthe legal 
representatives of the estate of Charles FI. Mason; 

An act (H.R. No. 240) for the relief of Cassius 
M. Clay; 

An act (H. R. No. 118) to confirm certain 
private land claims in the State of Missouri; and 

An act (H. R. No. 804) providing for the pun- 
ishment of marshals and deputy marshals of the 
United States, or other ministerial officers, for 


i! permitting the escape of prisoners in their cus- 


tody. 
E. GEORGE SQUIER. 

Mr. HILL. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the farther consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 511) for the relief of E. George 
Squier, of New York. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 

“of the Treasury to pay to E. George Squier, of 
New York, the sum of $9,937, in full, for outfits 
to the Republics of Central America, and balance 
of salary due himas minister of the United States 
to said Republics. 

It appears from the report, that Mr. Squier was 
commissioned chargé d’affaires of the United 
States to Guatemala on the 2d of April, 1849; that 

| besides this commission he was formally accred- 

ited as chargé d’affaires to the Republics of San 
| Salvador, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and Honduras, 
with full powers to negotiate treaties with cach 
of these Governments, and did actually negotiate 
treaties with Guatemala, San Salvador, Nicara; 
gua, Costa Rica, and Honduras, and most faith- 
fully and efficiently represented the interests of 
| the United States at each of these Governments; 
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that his services were fegarded by thé President 
and the Department of State‘as of great import- 
ance at an interesting period of: our history in 
connection with those States, and also in connec- 
tion with our then. pending negotiations with 
Great Britain. He claims an outfit to each of 
these Governments to which he was accredited, 
and also the amount of ‘salary from the date of 
his leaving Central America (28th June, 1850,) to 
ue termination of his services, (13th September, 
1850. 

i 2 BARKSDALE. I think there will be no 
objection to the passage of this bill. 

r. JONES. I object. 

Mr. HILL. I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of discharging the committee from 
the further consideration of this bill, for the pur- 
pose of now putting it on its passage. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The bill has been re- 
ported unanimously by the Committee on Foreiga 
Affairs, and the money should have been paid 
long ago. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Iwill say to 
the House this is one of the most meritorious 
claims that ever came before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PEYTON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia how it happencd that this man was 
not paid by the proper accounting officers, if there 
was authority of law for it? 

Mr. HILL. There was no authority of law 
previous to the act of 1856. 

Mr. SICKLES. There was no appropriation; 
but the services were rendered by the direction of 
the State Department. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to. 

So the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of said 
bill, and it was brought before the House for con- 
sideration, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HILL. I move the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the bill was passed. 

Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parroy, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate have receded from their 
amendments to the bill of the House (No. 339) 
making appropriations for the legislative, cxecu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, numbered 
twelve, thirteen, fourteen, and nineteen; agree to 
the amendments of the House to their amend- 
ments numbered eighteen and twenty; insist on 
their amendments disagreed to by the House; 
agree to the conference asked for by the House 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
` on; and have appointed Mr. Pearce, Mr. Nicu- 
orson, and Mr. Wape, the managers at the said 
conference on the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate have reconsidered thcir 
agreement; have disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the bill of the Senate (No. 104) for 
the final adjustment of private land claims in the 
States of Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes; ask a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and have appointed Mr. 
Sesastian, Mr. Potx, and Mr. DooxirtLe, the 
managers at the said conference on the part of the 
Senate. 

By unanimous consent, it was ordered that the 
House insist on its amendments, disagreed to by 
the Senate, to the said bill of the Senate No 104, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

The Speaker subsequently appointed Mr, Da- 
yipson, Mr. Hoard, and Mr. Woopson, the 
managers at the said conference on the part of the 
House. . 

Mr. WINSLOW, Jam directed, by the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the naval appropriation bill, 


to report that, after a full and free conference, they 
have agreed to recommend, and do recommend 
to their respective Houses, that the Senate do 
recede from the second and seventh améndments; 
that the House of Representatives do recede from 
itsdisagreementto the fifth and cighth amendments 
of the Senate; that the Senate do concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the sixth amendment of the Senate; and that the 
House of Representatives do concur in the ninth, 
tenth, eleventh, and twelfth amendments of ‘the 
Senate, with an amendment, as follows: 


Strike out Senate amendments numbers nine, ten, eleven, 
and twelve, and in Heu thereofinsert: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That the sum of $10,009 be, 
and hereby is, appropriated, to enable the President to send 
some competent person or persons to the Isthmus of Chiri- 
gui, whose duty it shall be to examine into and report upon 
the quality and probable quantity of coal to be found there 
ou the lands of the Chiriqui Improvement Company, upon 
the character of the harbors of Chiriqui lagoon and Gollito, 
upon the practicability of building a railroad across said 
isthmus, so as to connect said harbors, and gencrally upon 
the value of the privileges contracted for in a conditional 
contract made on the 21st day of May, 1859, between Tsaac 
Toncey, the Secretary of the Navy of the United States, 
and Ambrose W. Thompson and the Chiriqui Improvement 
Company. 


The committee also recommend the adoption 


of the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued asa ratification of the said contract, 

The question was taken on agreeing to the re- 
port of the conference committee; and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WINSLOW moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM G. BERNARD. 


Mr. PALMER. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of discharging the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar from 
the further consideration of House bill No. 670, 
granting an increase of pension to William G. 
Bernard, late a soldier in the United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to. 

k: : 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
Committee of the Whole House was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

The bill direets the Scerctary of the Interior to 

lace the name of William G. Bernard, of New 

ork, on the roll of invalid pensions, at the rate 
of twenty-five dollars per month, commencing on 
the 11th of June, 1859, in licu of the pension he 
now receives. 

The report was read. It appears therefrom that 
William G. Bernard, on the 16th of November, 
1857, at Boston, cnlisted in company B, first regi- 
ment of dragoons, and under the command of 
Captain John W. Davidson; that he had been, 
prior to his enlistment, an accountant; that he was 
with his company ordered to Fort Buchanan, in 
New Mexico, and from thence to Fort Tejon, in 
California. At the latter place, there being an 
occasion for the use of lumber for the garrison, 
he was ordered by the commanding officer of the 
post, Lieutenant Colonel Beall, to work in the 
Government saw-mill; and while so employed, 
he was accidentally thrown upon a circular saw 
while feeding it, by which casualty his right arm 
was so severely mutilated that he entirely lost the 
use of his right hand. He was also severely 
wounded in the head and face, part of which is 
sawed off, losing portions of the left molar and 
lower maxillary, and right superciliary ridge, 
leaving but the wreck of a man, who is totally 
disabled from obtaining his subsistence by labor. 
All the foregoing facts are fully proven by the 
certificate of discharge and by the ceruficate of 
the United States surgeon, The petitioner has 
been allowed a pension of eight dollars per month 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, being the ex- 
tent permitted by law to beallowed him. Under 
all the cirenmstances, the committee think the 


petitioner entitled to an increase of pension, hav- į 
ing been mutilated in performing labor foreign ; 


to that he was enlisted to perform, and they are 
of opinion that twenty-five dollars per month is a 
very moderate compensation for the loss he has 
suffered, 

Mr. SMITUI, of Virginia. There is merit in 
this bill; but a pension of twenty-five dollars per 
month to a private soldier is without precedent 
in the history of the country. 


Mr. PHELPS. “Make it sikteen dollars, and 
let it go. : à AR 


He cannot help himself at all, and cannot support 
himself. His jaw is cut in two, so‘ that he can 
only eat soft food; and he merely asks that this 
pension be granted to him. E a 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man if there is a precedent in the history of thé 
Government of a private soldier being alowed 
twenty-five dollars a month? 
Mr. LARRABEE. Ido not care if there is'no 
precedent for it. E hie 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and réad 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. ' 
Mr. PALMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
Jay the motion to reconsider on the table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. lask leave to introduce 
a bill authorizing a loan, and providing for the 
redemption of Treasury notes. ~ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to that bill. : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I moveto suspend the 
rules. ; 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 4 

he yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for tellers on the 
yeas and nays, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The rules were suspended, and the bill was 
introduced, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would state. that this 
is precisely the same bill which was offered yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. ` 
Dayis.] : 

The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion’ was disagreed to. 

The bill was then read a second time... 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move the previous quès- 
tion on the engrossment of. the: bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman. will allow it to be debated. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Oh, no; E cannot do that. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I should like 
to say something against it. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. CRAWFORD moved the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. j 

Mr. BINGHAM demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HELMICK moved to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded the yeas and 
nays. 


The 


I hope the 


eas and nays were ordered. 
The bill was then read in extenso. 

Mr SHERMAN. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia a question, if he wall 
allow me. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to know if the Sen- 
ate are considering the tariff bill? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will state to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the Senate is in executive 
session, and is not considering the tariff bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state this: that if 
there is the least prospect of the Senate passing 
the tariff bill, I think we ought not to pass this 
bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. F will state that I have made 
inquiry, and my information is, that there is no 
expectation that the tariff bill will pass the Sen- 
ate. £ 


Mr. LEAKE. Irise to a question of order, 


3222 


June 21, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Itis notin-order.to inquire in this body what has 
been:done in the Senate. i 

Mr SHERMAN. ‘I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will allow us to understand this matter. | 
Iwill state this, with the ‘consent of. the gentle- 
man from Virginia, that if the Senate will not act 
upon the tariff bill, but postpone. that question, 
and there is no. other way to. provide for the 
Treasury notes except-by.a loan, I shalt be will- 
ing to vote for a loan bill; but I will never vote 
for a loan bill while there is a prospect of passing 
a tariff bill, and while the Senate is considering 
the subject. Ra n? : 
_.Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say: that neither 
side of the Senate expect that the tariff bill will 
be acted on at this session. 

Mr. PHELPS. That is the result of my in- 
quiries from Senators on both sides. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I object to 
any further reference to the proceedings of the 
Senate. A s Ee 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
the bill upon the table; and it was decided im the 
negative—yeas 63, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Ashley, Babbitt, Bing- 
ham, Samuel S. Blair, Brayton, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carter, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Ed- 
wards, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Florence, Frank, Gilmer, 
Graham, Grow, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Humphrey, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, James M. Leach, lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Nelson, 
Nixon, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Quarles, Christopher 
Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sherman, Spinner, Stevens, 
Stratton, Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Ver- 
ree, Walton, Wells, and Woodrufl—-63. 

NAYS--Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Al- | 
ley, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Blake, Bocock, : 
Bonham, Boteler, Boyce, Brabson, Brauch, Bristow, Bui 
finton, Buren, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Carey, 
Horace F, Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Colfax, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, H. Winter Davis, Johu G. Davis, Dim- 
mick, Edmundson, Eliot, English, Foster, French, Gartrell, 
Govch, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John ‘I, Harris, 
Hatton, Will, Hoard, Houston, William Howard, Willian 
A. Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, William Kel- 
Jogg, Landrum, Larrabee, DeWitt O, Leach, Leake, Logan, 
Love, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Me- | 
Queen, MeRea, Millson, Sydeubam Moore, Morse, Nib- 
lack, Perry, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Reagan, Rice, Riggs, 
Rutlin, Rust, Scott, Sedgwick, Sickles, Singleton, Willtam 
Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, Stanton, James 
A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Thayer, Thomas, ‘Crain, Under- 
wood, Vallandighain, Vance, Wade, Israel Washburn, 
Webster, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—LOL. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

During the call, . | 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, stated that he had | 
paired off with Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 

Mr. BARKSDADE stated that Mr. Davis, of 
Mississippi, had paired off with Mr. Winpom. 

Mr. HUTCHINS stated that Mr. EGERTON 
had paired off with Mr. Dayrpson. On this ques- 
tion he would have voted ‘no. Mr, Hurcmins 
also stated that he had paired off with Mr, Gar- 
wer, or he would have voted ay.” i 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, announced that Mr. i 
Guacey had paired off with Mr. PENDLETON. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, announced 
that Mr. Sitiincen, being utterly prostrated by 
severe illness, had been obliged to go home, and | 
had paired off upon all political questions with | 
Mr. Cox. i j 

Mr. MARSTON stated that he had paired off 
upon this vote with Mr, De Jarxerrte, or he 
would have voted “ay.” A 

Mr. McRAL stated that he had paired off upon 
the tariff question with Mr. Apraty; but not con- 
sidering that the tariff question was involved in 
this bill, he voted ‘*no.”’ 

The result of the vote having been announced, 
as above recorded, , 

Mr. SHERMAN entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the main question was 
ordered on the bill. i 


DEATH OF IION. JONN SCHWARTZ. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mer. Speaker, in the una- 


voidable absence of those who with more propri- | 
cty than myself might be expected to take prece- 
dence on this occasion, I rise to announce to the ; 
House the death of Hon. Joux Scuwarrz, a Rep- 
resentative.in Congress from the eighth congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, which sad event 
took place at his hotel, in this city, last night, at 
eleven o'clock. 

Béing myself the Representative of the district | 
adjoining, and having borne to the deceased close | 
and intimate relations since the commencement 


| 
i 
| 


of the present Congress, 1 feel constrained, from 
friendship, and a sense of duty, to pay my tribute 
to his many exemplary. qualities as a man, and 
his uprightness and zeal as a legislator, dah 

Joux Scuwarrz was born at Sunbury, North- 
umberland county, .Pennsylvania, October: 27, 
1793.. He descended from a revolutionary: an= 
cestor, who, like his son, the subject of this 
brief notice, was distinguished for devotion to his 
country, and for an unblemished reputation in 
every relation of life. His father, Philip Michael 
Schwartz, having emigrated from Saxony to Penn- 
sylvania upon the breaking out of the Revolution, 
enlisted as a soldier in the ranks, and served, 
throughout that long and doubtful struggle, with 
constancy, bravery, and the utmost devotion to 
the cause. At the termination of the war he was 
honorably discharged. 


When the deceased was ten years of age he was | 


indentured to a merchant in the city of Reading, 
where he has ever since resided. Truth, ccon- 


omy, and punctuality in the discharge of every | 


obligation, enabled him, after a serics of years, 
to retire with a competency, and to leave to his 
sons the business which he had so carefully built 
up. Their misfortunes, consequent upon a revul- 
sion in trade, enabled him to rescue them from 
ruin, and to discharge every obligation against 
them. Generosity like this was always his lead- 
ing characteristic, and to yield his own comfort to 
the happiness of others an object near to his heart. 

It does not become me, Mr. Speaker, on this 
melancholy occasion, to refer at length to the polit- 
ical events with which Mr. Scuwarrz has lat- 
terly been identificd; but I must be permitted to 
say that I have rarely known a man who com- 
bined so many excellent, and so few objectiona- 
ble elements. In his intercourse with his fellow- 
members he had the happy faculty of making 
friends on all sides. 

His conscientious discharge of his duties; his 
independence of thought and action; his strong 
aversion to corruption; his ardent attachment to 
his party associates; and his self-sacrificing as- 
siduity, as cxhibited in. his constant, unwearied 
attendance upon the sessions of this House, while 
laboring under a disease that was rapidly and 
surely carrying him to the grave, made him, all 
unused as he was to congressional excitement, a 
conspicuous character in this Hall. 

Fully sensible of the importaift trust confided 
to him, desirous of discharging his whole duty at 
all times, no tongue of mine can convey to this 
body the anxiety and determination of my late 
colleague to be always present during the delib- 
erations of this House. This resolve on his part 
to guard well the interests of his people arose 
from a high sense of the character of the trust, 
To him it was a commission directly from the 
people whom he loved; their confidence in, and 
regard for him, must not be disappointed. [t was 
patriotism to watch overand to serve the country 
of his love; the highest emotion, next to love of 
God, that can fill the heart of man. And could 
he fail in patriotism? It was a trust, could he be 
false to it? And so, day by day and night after 
night, my aged but resolved colleague was at his 
post. His disease was gaining ground. His 
friends and collcagués remonstrated, and urged 
that his life, thus imperiled, was of value to his 
family and his country. But, despite all ar- 


guments and remonstrances, Joun SCHWARTZ | 


remained at his post, like the Roman soldicr at 
Pompeii, amid the shower of voleanic ashes that 
threatened to overwhelm him: ‘he had not been 
discharged,” and died faithful to his trust, and in 
the discharge of duty. 

Those who construed the simplicity of his na- 
ture into ignorance of the dutics assigned him, 
greatly mistook the man. Disdaining the arts of 
the demagogue, and always admitting his want of 
learning, the strong good sense of his race sup- 


plied every deficiency, and enabled him instinet- | 


ively to judge between right and wrong, and to 
take and to hold whatever position he assumed 
fearlessly to the end. 

Elis devotion. to the interests of Pennsylvania, 
particularly of that vast industry of which his 
great district may be said to be one of the chief 
capitals, was exhibited in his persevering efforts, 
on all occasions, to respond to the wishes of his 
constituents, With a heart as liberal as ever beat 
in human breast and a love of country that em~ 
braced all sections, he came here imbued with a 


determination to yield everything in order that the 
prosperity of Pennsylvania might be promoted, , 

Mr. Scuwarrz had little taste for politigs; his 
desire was to win and to maintain the affection of 
his family and the confidence of his neighbors. 

The example of the patriotic sire was not lost 
upon his brave son. Loving liberty as the free 
and. the devoted only-.can love, his whole heart 
being with his country and her institutions, upon 
the breaking out of the war of 1812, and after the 
burning of this Capitol by the British troops, J oun 
Scuwanrz enrolled hisname as a private soldier, 
and joined the American Army at Baltimore, and 
while on the ground was selected by his briga- 
dier general as a member of his staff, and com- 
missioned by Governor. Snyder as: regimental 
quartermaster, in which capacity he served untit 
the close of the contest. 

Returning home, and resuming the business he 
had left to resist the foreign invader, he became 
extremcly popular among his fellow-citizens. De- 
clining all public station, although it was repeat- 
edly offered, he moved along the quiet. paths of 
private life, and though generally codperating 
with the Democratic party, never became an active 
participant in political strife until the memorable 
struggle growing out of the Lecompton question. 
Then it was that the people of Berks county turned 
to him as the man who, of all others, could best 
embody their sentiments on this question, and 
secure the largest vote at the election, They 
called on bim to become their candidate for Con- 
gress, and after much hesitation he consented. 
The conflict was a severe one. The country 
knows the result. He was chosen to the seat he 
has so worthily filled over the candidate of the 
Administration, who had suceceded in the former 
election by a majority of nearly eight thousand 
votes! ; 

It was hisintention, frequently expressed, never 
toask areélection at the hands of his constituents, 
but another Power has called him away from us; 
and “the place which knew him once will know 
him no more forever.” 

The memory of a good man lives after him, 
and is not “ interred with his bones.” True, life 
here is transient. Itis but the shadow, if bad, or 
light, if good, passing over the landscape. But 
who that has once seen the glory of God’s light 
can ever forget it? 

So lives in the memory the recollection of a 
good man. His kind acts, his charitable works, 
his gentle influences, remain in grateful remem- 
brance to cheer in adversity, and to inspire others 
to noble deeds. Pass on, then, great heart and 
noble old warrior, to. thy repose on the green 
banks of Schuylkill, amid the people of thy love. 
But not to be forgotten, A heart-broken and de- 
voted family, a large circle of bereaved friends, a 
mourning people, will embalm thy memory in 
grateful recollection. 

Mr. Speaker, I now have the honor to offer the 
following resolutions: 

Resolved, What this House has received, with profound 
sorrow, the announcement of the death of Hon. Jonn 
Scnwarrz, a member of this House from the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the family of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy on this affecting, 
event; andas a testimony of respect for his memory, the 
members and officers of this House will attend his funeral 
to-morrow at six o’clocls a. m., and wear the usual badge 
of mourning ou the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved. That the Senate be invited to attend the fune- 
yal of the deccased. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate a copy of these 
proceedings to the family of the deccased. 

Resolved, That the Speaker appoint’ a committee of six 
members of this House to escort the remains of Hon. JOHN 
Scuwarrz to the place designated by his friends for his 
interment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. Speaker, I first met 
my late colleague from the Berks district in Decem- 
ber,as we were about entering upon our duties in 
this Capitol. I last saw him, a few hours since, 
unconscious and dying. But afew months have 
intervened, and the strong man has passed away 
—lostto his family, his district, his State, and his 
country. Let me speak briefly of him, as he 
appeared to me. 

Of the first of these riven relations I will not 
dare to speak. Only those can appreciate them 
who have gone through this furnace of affliction, 
and they know how vain and feeble, how almost 
mocking, though sincere, are all words of sym- 
pathy. ‘The stricken heart can look only to God. 

But Mr. Scuwanrz had important public rela» 
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tions. He held a high political position He 
represented in the national councils a large, pop- 
ulous, industrious, and powerful-district. There 
were cast upon him grave responsibilities, justly 
demanding the exercise of every high faculty. 
There were intrusted to him interests of highest 
moment to those now living, and those to succeed 
in'the endless march of humanity. There were 
presented for his judgment questions involving 
consequences which no man: can foresee or cal- 
culate, and which no faithful man can ignore or 
disregard. He was placed in this positions and 
for the first time, at an advanced age, having had 
ho special training for it, and having enjoyed 
fewer advantages than have fallen to most of us; 
and yet I believe I express the common senti- 
ment of the House when I say that no man in it 
met these responsibilities in a more becoming 
spirit; no one discharged his trust with greater 
soberness, clearness, and intelligence; no one 
more conscientiously decided the various and 
often intricate questions presented for his action. 
From the beginning, he won upon us all—fricnds, 
colleagues, and strangers. All respected, es- 
teemed, loved him. 

His health has been feeble the entire session. 


Generally, he was physically unfit to be at the | 


post of duty, but he would not leave it. To his 


friends that frame, more and more bowed, that | 
step, less and less firm, too plainly showed the | 


steady progress of deep-scated disease; but his 
iron will overcame his weakness; and as, day 
after day—not missing a vote—his clarion voice 


. 1 
rang out his prompt response, the hope arose that 
to) p p 3 


the inherent vigor of a powerful constitution 
would carry him safely beyond the crisis. But 
it could not. After a six months’ struggle he 
was compelled to succumb; and one week ago 
this day, about this hour, he left, for the last time, 
this Hall. He gradually sank from that mo- 
ment, 
his country. 

His personal qualities were happily blended. 
In him, great firmness was combined with gen- 
tleness. Hce had no concealments. Simple in 
manner, he was a brave, true, self-reliant man. 
He was firm, just, candid, and faithful. He was, 
in the highest sense, reliable. His integrity was 
unquestioned. I but utter, in this, the opinion of 
all who knew him here, and of those who have 
known him during a long career of nearly ‘three 
score and ten.’’ Added to all this, he had a clear, 
vigorous, and practical mind. Heearnestly sought 
the right: when found, he unhesitating]y and un- 
deviatingly pursued it. No fears alarmed, no 
threats deterred, no excitement embarrassed him. 
Hence he shunned not responsibility, but cheer- 
fully assumed whatever his sense of duty re- 
quired. Such a man could not live in a commu- 
nity unobserved orunappreciated. Mr.Scnwarrz 
early became well known in Berks county; and 
when his fellow-citizens sought one to whom they 
could safely intrust the protection of their vital 
interests, public sentiment, uninfluenced by man- 
agement, quickly indicated him as the fit recipi- 
ent of the honor. 
didate was an unselfish tribute to his merits; and 
his election, in one of the most remarkable of po- 
litical campaigns, was a_personal triumph such 
as has been rarely accorded to any one. 

Mr. Scuwarrz was a man of popular sympa- 
thies and feelings. He was as thorough a Repre- 
sentative of his people as ever sat upon this or 
any other floor. He was eminently a type of 
them. He was one with them in thought, tastes, 
and instincts. ‘The county of Berks was origin- 
ally a German settlement, and it still maintains 
that character. In it are scen all the peculiarities 
and distinguishing exccllences of the Pennsyl- 
vania Germans—their steadiness, ‘fidelity, and 


virtue. All over it are proofs of their sagacity, | 


pradence, and thrift—their unwearying, ever- 


adding industry. Of this leading clement in the | 
composite population of Pennsylvania—an ele- | 


ment which has penetrated the whole mass, giving 
her much of her undisputed greatness, and many 
of its peculiar traits—Mr. Scuwarrz was a rep- 
resentative man, He thoroughly respected his 
pars and. was devoted to their interests, whilst 

eing unjust to no other in the Republic. At his 
home, every sad heart this day echoes the senti- 
ment: He was an honest man—a pure patriot— 
a faithful public servant. I second the resolu- 
tions now pending. 


No nobler spirit remain®to do battle for | 


The selection of him as a can- | 


i to his burial almost from the very scene of our 


‘of both head and heart, have been portrayed by 


Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, I, too, crave 
permission to lay a voluntary offering upon the 
old man’s bier. Death has, for the first time, in- 
vaded our presence. One of our number was 
never suffered to join us; another went away to 
die, in the pathetic language of the Gileadite, in 
his own city, and to be buried by the grave of 
his father and of his mother.. But now a fellow- 
member has fallen by our side,and is borneaway 


deliberations. It is an impressive repetition of 
the same solemn lesson, so old and so hard to be 
learned, 

s¢ Ali men think all men mortai but themselves.” 


In the warfare of life, as upon the battle-field 
of carnage, let there be a truce to bury the dead. 
Let the rites of a decent sepulture and words of 
happy augury not be omitted. At the gateway of || 
the grave applies with peculiar force the sublime 
inculcation of Christianity: as ye would that men 
should do to you, do ye also to them, Eulogy 
is for the living, not for the unhbearing dead. 
Hence the maxim, at once philosophic and char- 
itable, to remember of the dead only that which 
is good, of fair example, encouraging emulation. 

My relations with the deceased, though not in- 
timate, were very kind. I made his acquaintance 
here in the House, when I saw him for the first 
time. He impressed me as being no ordinary | 
man. The hand of disease was evidently upon 
him from the first. All might see that the num- 
ber of his days would soon be told. Yet, day after 
day was he at his post, confined here by his stern 
sense of duty. He may almost be,said to have 
died with the harness on. Tle considered him- 
self, for the time, a servant of the people, towards 
whom he felt that he had assumed grave obliga- 
tions. And his was no mere eye service. He | 
seemed determined only to be useful, content that | 
others, ifit might be, should bear the honors. Of 
such are the men who go singing to the stake, and 
who keep step as they march to the cannon’s | 
mouth. ftis the stuff of which martyrs and he- 
roes are made. Faithful in that which is least, 
they would be faithful, also, in that which is 
much. | 

One of the last public acts of the deceased, if 
not the very last, was to call the attention of the | 
House to a private bill in which he felt a deep in- |i 
terest, and which he regarded as very just. What- 
ever may have been our several opinions as to 
the merits of the claim, I am sure none of us will 
now regret that. we gave its advocate a hearing, 
and enabled him, as he turned his face to the 


wall, to enjoy the consciousness that he had dis- 
charged a duty. 

I shall abstain from all inquiry into his previ- | 
ous life, and from all comment upon his charac- į 
ter. Others there are more competent to do jus- į 
tice to his memory. I purposely confine my | 
reflections to the single trait, which has often 
challenged my admiration: his unselfish devotion 
to what he considered his duty, not forgetting the 
kindly and genial temper, which never deserted 
him, even in the severity of his disease, and which 
ever gleamed out, like sunshine, from the clouds 
that darkened the orb at his setting. The grave 
will soon close over his mortal remains. The; 
world will go on as before. This event, except 
by the stricken circle of his family and personal 
friends, will quickly be forgotten. Happy for 
us, if it awaken a livelier sense of our common 
mortality. 

$ Debemur morti nos nostraque: 


Mr. GROW. j 


“The battle of our life is brief 
The alarm, the struggle, the reliet— i 
'Then sleep we side by side. : 
The carth has scarcely closed over the new- | 
made grave of one of our associates, and the || 
mound is not yct green that covers two of his | 
compeers, and yet the council chambers of the | 
gan are again draped in mourning. 


» i 


i 

i 

| 

8 | 

Ågome now to lay my feeble offering upon the | 
tonib of my colleague, with a heart filled with | 
sorrow for a nation’s loss and sympathy with be- | 
reaved friends, His virtues—his noble qualities, | 
i 

those wha havepreceded me. This is but another 
of the many instances which, in the past few 
years, have occurred so frequently, by which the | 
| 


hallsof legislation have been converted into scenes 
of woe. Within the last decade of years the great 


; arena of public life? 


Destroyer. has wrought sad havoc among the hon-., 
ored names of the Republic. ey ee ee 
At its beginning the cherished son.of onc half of 
the Confederacy, and honored.eyery where for the: 
purity of his life and brilliancy of his.genius, was 
borne in. a funeral procession fromthe Capi 
and now reposes beneath the sbade-ọf his, 
palmetto. . But a short time elapsed ¢ 
of Death, with its iron grasp, was thrown 
the famed orator of the West, whose ma 
quence. swayed half a hemisphere, and who made. 
the soil of Js adopted State nolessillustrious and. 
cherished by the lovers of genius than did, the, 
valor of its sons, who with their blood consecrated. 
it the “dark and bloody ground.” Following 
close- after, New. England’s honored statesman 
was lulled to his last sleep.by the sound he loved 
so well while living—the roar of: the ocean’s, 
wave. a ; 
„Ere the decade closed, Missouri was, called to 
mourn her early pioneer, who, at the end of an 
eventful life, full of honors and years, at last sleeps 
on the sunset side of the “ Father of Waters.?? - 
‘These events following each other in rapid suc- 
cession, with many others, too numerous to men- 
tion, have separated almost the last living link. 
that binds the generation of to-day with the gen- 
erations of the past. One by one these connect- 
ing links have becn severed, and to-day we folluw 


; the bier of another of the veterans of the bygone 


generation, who, in early years, periled his life on 


| the battle-fields of his country, and who spent his 


expiring strength inher service. 

These events stand as monitors along the path= 
way of life’s pilgrimage, reminding us that there 
is but a breath of air anda beat of the heart be+ 
tween this world and the next; that the “path of 
glory leads but to the grave.” a 


“ Art is long, and time is fleeting, 
And our hearts, though strong and brave, 
Still, like muffled drums, are beating 
Funeral marches to the grave.” 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 


another of my colleagues was expected to speak 


on this occasion, but, as he is not at this mom 
in the Hall, I will say just one word. oe 

My acquaintance with the deceased was short. 
lt commenced with this session of Congress; but 
it did not require a long acquaintance to under- 


ent 


| stand and appreciate his character. Such were his 


candor and sincerity that his lips uttered nothing 
but the convictions of his judgment, and the teach- 
ings of his conscience. a : 

Faithful to all his principles and his friends, no 
one who knew him ever feared that he would de- 
sert cither. Whon he came here he was in the 
full enjoyment of vigorous health. He has been 
stricken down by his too great devotion to his 
public duties. He was an aged man, and it may 
be thought that his loss, private and public, was 


i less than if cut off in the vigor of manhood. It 


may be so. Mr. Speaker, there are but few in this 
House who with me can appreciate the force of 
that suggestion. Who can realize how unfit he 
is, whose energies are paralyzed by age or dis- 
ease, to mingle in the turbulent and boisterous 
It were, perhaps, more 
graceful for those who are conscious that age‘or- 
infirmity has impaired their mental or physical 
powers; who find by repeated trials that they can 
no longer bend the bow of Ulysses, to retire, and 
lay down the discus which they have not the 
strength to hurl. But oven for the least of such 
there are mourners. ‘ There isa tear for all that 
dic.’? How copiously, then, must they flow for 
our departed friend, who was in the possession 
of all his faculties, and surrounded by every cir- 
cumstance that could render old age respectable 
and comfortable—by a devoted wife and loving 
children ! For their grief there is no earthly balm. 
All we can do is to assure them of our sympathy 
in their affliction. Sir, it were well if all could 
go to his home and look upon the thousand hon- 
est faces that will there attend his funeral, and 
shed tears of heart-felt grief on his humble grave. 
Wow much. more touching and instructive than 
the mockery of woe which is displayed at the ob- 
scquics of high officials and of princes ! 


Mr. FLORENCE, Clamor is hushed, strife 
has ceased, and we are engaged in the common 
purpose and mournful duty of dropping a tear to 
the memory of my deceased colleague. In that 


purpose and duty I heartily participate. 
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. My acquaintance with my colleague began upon 

this floor: On that December morning that we 
first met here, as I stretched my eyes over to that 
sidé of the Hall upon which he sat, they were 
directed to that seat occupied by Jonn Scuwarrz.’ 
From that moment I made his acquaintance; and, 
until I left him last Thursday afternoon; a warm 
personal friendship has existed between us. We 
differed somewhat as to the course we each feltit 
a duty to pursue on this floor; but the personal 
relations, the devotion of friendship, that should 
exist between tis as colleagues from our cherished 
avid patriotic State, were not interrupted on that 
account, 

I saw. the insidious march of death, as I be- 
lieved it, seated securely in his person, I expos- 
tulated with him time and again, urging that it 
was his duty, in my judgment, to retire, for a 
time, to restore his shattered health. You know, 
Mr. Spéaker, and this House knows, that he 
remained at his post, and died a martyr to his 
duty. He had reached néarly the allotted age of 
man of ‘threescore years and ten;”’ yet, who 
could mark his firm step when he entered the 
Hall, and not believe that lifé would be extended 
to himas long as to most of us herc, and perhaps 
longer than.to some? But he has gone, and we 
ave left to mourn his departure and to emulate his 
virtues, trusting that 

“ After life’s fitful fever he sleeps well.” 


But a few days ago we werc engaged in the 
mournful duty of rendering funeral tribute to a 
member of this House from our sister State of New 
York; and now, and suddenly, the dark shadow 
of the wing of Death is again thrown over this 
Hall. We are here, sir, to pay the last sad trib- 
ute of respect to the memory of my venerable 
colleague, to condole with his sorely stricken fam- 
ily and sympathizé with them in the mournful 
and heavy affliction laid upon them by the hand 
of God. Most sincerely: do l sympathize with 
them and bear my willing testimony to his steady 
and unflinching devotion to duty. Never was 
man truer to his country in the responsible posi- 
tion he so well filled. ' 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Tho Speaker appointed as the committee to es- 
cortthe remains of the late Hon. Jonn SCHWARTZ, 
to Reading, Pennsylvania, Mr. Covops, Mr. 
Trai, Mr. Winsvow, Mr. Hickman, Mr. Nixon, 
and Mr. Grasam; and thereupon, (ata quarter past 
three o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, June 22, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 move that the reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. MASON. [I object. I think it ought to 
be read. The most that I have known to be done 
in curtailing the reading of the Journal has been 
to omit the reading of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Twant to hear those. 

The Secretary continued, and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hares, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 500) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1861; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 501) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1864. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a report of the Secretary of War, in answer | 


to a resolution of the Senate, inquiring whether 
any orders bave been issued by his directions, by 
which a preference is to be given to specified in- 
dividuals in contracts, purchases, or in furnishing 
supplies; which was, on motion of Mr. Davis, 
ordered to be printed, 


PETITION. 
Mr. KING presented a petition of members of 


the New York annual conference of the Wesleyan 
Methodist connection of America, asking the in- 
terposition of the Federal Government in behalf 
of Rev. Daniel Worth, Rev. John G. Fee, and 
others, banished from or imprisoned in the States 
of which they are citizens, on account of their 
views in regard to slavery; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ROBERT JOHNSON. 


On motion of Mr. LANE, the bill (H. R. No. 
938), for the relief of Robert Johnson was con- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t pro- 
poscso authorize Robert Johnston of Philadel- 
phia, tà locate, on any of the public land of the 

nited States subject to Jocation with military 


bounty land warrants, the following described 
bounty lang! warrants heretofore issued under the 
act of Lith *of February, 1847: No. 35885, issued 
to-Charles H. Burns; No. 35913, issued to John 
Hurr; No. 35918, issued to John Lehman; No. 
35919, issued to Amos Lightner; No. 37176, is- 
sued to. Henry Wells; No. 38712, issued to Jesse 
C. Moore; No. 38713, issued to Thomas T. Ma- 
han; No. 38726, issued toJames Smith; No. 39755, 
issued to James Deal; No. 39756, issued to Wil- 
liam E. Fennimore; No. 39759, issued to John C. 
Hardy; No. 44379, issucd to Samuel K. Worms; 
|| No. 44698, issued to Bagshaw Barsley; No. 44853, 
issued to John Kolk; No. 44859, issued to Charles 
Corragin; No. 44875, issued to Ludolph Wede- 
meyer; No. 44876, issued to Daniel Meyer; No. 
44877, issued to Frederick Meyer; No. 44878, 
issued to Henry E. Layton; No. 44880, issued to 
Daniel Adams; No. 45729, issued to Jeremiah 
Gensmer; No. 4573], issued to George M. New- 
cll; No. 45866, issued to John Randolph; and No. 
55298, issued to John Wallace; the discharges 
received by these soldiers after the conclusion of 
their respective terms of service having, as is al- 
leged, been purchased from them for a valuable 
consideration. There is a proviso declaring that 


if it shall hereafter appear that these soldiers did 
not, in whole or in part, receive a fair and valua- 
ble consideration for their discharges, it shall be 
lawful for them, or their heirs, to assert their 
claims in a courtof law and the particular tracts 
selected in satisfaction of the warrants are to be 
subject to such claims in law or equity, and the 
patents which may issue for these tracts are to 
certify accordingly. Any assignment made of 
either of the land warrants named, or the locations 
thercof, prior to the issuing of patents, are to be 
absolutely null and void in law and equity. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report in that case? I 
do not see why there should be a necessity for 
such an act of Congress. 

Mr. LANE. There is a report; and if the 
Senator desires to hear it, it can be read, as it is 
short. I will. simply say that this bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and by 
them all the facts connected with it were carefully 
examined. They find that upon the return from 
Mexico of one of the companies of Pennsylvania 
volunteers, they went to this man, then in busi- 
ness in Philadelphia, and sold their discharges, 
and received pay in cash, and gave him a power 
of attorney to receive their bounty land warrants. 
He gave them a fair consideration, and each one 
of them placed his right to a bounty warrant in 
Johnson’s hands; but when he came to apply for 
the warrants, he found that he could not get them 
in his own name, and that they must be indorsed, 
as provided by law, to enable him to locate them. 
The parties had scattered; it was impossible for 
him to find them. The committee were satisfied 
that this man paid for each warrant the full price 
in cash, and is entitled to it in equity; but he is 
deprived of the privilege of locating, and this bill 
that the House has passed only authorizes him 
to locate the warrants. I hope the Senate wi 
pass it. 


a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foot in 
the chair,) The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. It does not secm to me 
that this bill ought to pass. If [ recollect the 
laws in reference to this matter—I have had no 
opportunity of referring to them—they forbade 
the assignment. The needy soldier, it was fore- 
seen, would dispose, for a trifle, of hisclaim upon 
the Government. Here the sale was made before 


| the warrant was issued. The ignorant soldier 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordereffto | 
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very possibly did not understand what he was 
doing. In thisstate of the case, a speculator steps 
in, and: pays him full price—for what? Not for 
the land, because that wag nut granted, but for 
thedischarge. Ido notsee that we should recog 
nize such a transaction. Leave this gentleman 
to the law of Congress. If we interpose at dil, 
it ought to be first upon an inquiry made whether 
justice has been done to the soldiers. We ought 
not ‘to step in upon an ex parte statement of the 
spectator, and sanction his speculation. I call 
it a speculation, riot that I know anything about 
the contraet, but I infer it from the character of 
the parties. One is a banker, a rich man, a cap- 
italist, in a great city; the other is a poor soldier, 
just returned from the wars; and he sells, not a 
definite thing which he has in his hand, a warrant 
for land, but he sells his discharge. When the 
assignee comes with that discharge in his hand to 
the Department, it will not command a warrants 
he is not entitled to have one merely upon that. 
But in this state of the case, we are to interpose 
and givehim the title to demand a warrant. We 
not only interpose on the wrong side, but we in- 
terpose for a wrong purpose. ‘To be sure, there 
ig a reservation of the claim of the soldier; a pro- 
vision that if he shall ever come forward, he may 
impeach and question this transaction. But, sir, 
who is he to question it with? He is to question 
it with a man who holds the legal title to his 
bounty land, and he is obliged to make proof of 
the fraud. The burden of proof rests on him. I 
would sooner, if these warrants are to issue, let 
them issue in the name of the soldier, and then 
you give the soldier the defensive position, and 
those who claim his warrant will have the burden 
of proof. Isnot thatinfinitely more just? I think 
it is; and we are thus taking the side of the poor 
and ignorant, for such, from their classes, we in- 
fer them to be;ind that is the only ground on 
which I would interpose. 

Ido not mean to occupy the attention of the 
Senate on this subject, but simply to call this bill 
to their notice. I have never known such an ap- 
plication before, nor can I see that the simple 
pees of a soldier’s discharge is a purchase of 
his bounty land. Can you say so? Gentlemen 
should consider that. This discharge may be the 
evidence on which the man may entitle himself 
to pay. His name is on the roll; but to identify 
him is the thing. He is best identified by the 
possession of his discharge. What did the soldier 
sell? By the force of the terms, ıt does not appear 
that he sold the bounty warrant. 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the Senator, if he 
will allow me, that each one of them did, by a 
contract in writing, sell his bounty warrant; his 
right to all the land that he was entitled to, and 
received in cash for it more than the warrant is 
worth to-day. It was nota bargain sought by 
this man at all; but it was an advance made by 
him at the request of the soldiers themselves, who 
had a claim upon the Government for a bounty 
warrant, and desired him to cash it. It was a 
very unfortunate speculation for him; for ifall the 
warrants are confirmed to him, he cannot. to-day 
in market sell them for the amount of money he 
paid. The whole case is in proof. Each man 
gave his power of attorney, transferring his entire 
right, and authorizing this claimant to draw the 
warrant. and receive it, and locate it in his own 
name. ‘This matter was very carefully examined 
by the Committee on Public Lands ata number of 
meetings; for they were very particular to know 
all the facts of the case, to examine all the proofs, 
to look over each power of attorney, and to see 
that the soldier had been fully protected. It was 
my wish, more perhaps than any member of 
the committee, to guard and protect the soldiers, 
and to that end I labored; but I came to thecon- 
clusion, as any one who looks over the papers 
will, that Mr. Johnson had paid in cash the full 
value of those warrants, and they acknowledged 
the payment, and heis now without any recourse 
atall, or any opportunity of getting his value for 
them, except by your giving him authority to lo- 
cate the warrant in his own name, as the parties 
themselves requested should be done. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ido not doubt at all 
the perfect sincerity of the Senator from Oregon, 
and his sympathy with the soldier. It is natural 
that he should have thatsympathy; it is his char» 
acter, and I believe he intends it. But why does 
he believe that this transaction was so entirely 
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fair? It is upon the evidence submitted to Con- 
gress. Was it ever known that a patty who 
made such aspeculation was not very careful that 
the writings should be properly and carefully and 
critically drawn? Shakspeare has said “ that the 
world’s law is not the poor man’s friend;’’ and 
we say with as perfect certainty that, whenever 
a written contract is made between the poor sol- 
dier and the banker upon such a transaction as 
this, the paper will be sure to read against the 
soldier, and show a fafr contract on his part. He 
is a poor speculator who does not see that it is 
so. Why not go òn and issue these patents in 
the name of the soldiers, and then let this claim- 
ant go before a court of equity on these papers, 
and ask them, on an examination of the case and 
an establishment of an equitable title, to convey 
the land to him. He has a fair legal remedy. 
Why should Congress interpose to take judicial 
cognizance, as it were, of this ease, where the 
rights of two parties are concerned, and one only 
is heard and the other unheard?) Why should 
we take such a case, and place ourselves in the 
seat of judgment of the judiciary, and decide ex 
parte that the patent for this man’s land shall go 
to another, leaving him a nominal right to im- 
peach the transaction in a court of equity You 
may just as well defer it to the sound of the last 
trumpet, when all men shall appear there, to make 
his claim. 

Sir, there is a plain legal remedy. This gen- 
tleman can apply in the name of the goldier, and 
on the establishment of his claim the patent will 
issue to the soldier, and then he can, by a suit in 
equity and the production of this contract, if his 
claim bea fair and equitable one, get a decrec, 
after both parties shall have been heard by the 
chancellor. There is nothing more just and plain 
than that this man ought to be left to his legiti- 
mate rights before a court of justice, and that 
Congress ought not to interpose 1n favorofa claim 
accompanied by so many circumstances that jus- 
tify and warrant suspicion, But no matter how 
free from suspicion, it is not our business to in- 
terpose in such a case, and take the place of a 
court of justice. 

Mr. POLK. I think it due to this claimant to 
say a word in this case. I donot know him; but 
since Congress has been in session, about a month 
and a half ago, I reccived a letter from him. He 
resides now in Jefferson county, in the State of 
Missouri. At the time the claim was presented, 
he was a citizen of Pennsylvania. I inquired, in 
regard to him, of one of my colleagues in the other 
House, in whose district he resides, and then I 
inquired in regard to theclaim. He wasa banker 
atthe time of this Eng atte He has since 
been unfortunate, and is n&W living in some poor, 
obscure way in Jefferson county, Missouri, 1 be- 
lieve, engaged in farming. I mentioned this case 


to the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, | 


Rosert Jounson, of Arkansas, who has the same 


name, and he told me he would scrutinize it very | 


carefully, because the man bore the same name 
with himself. [told him, of course, that I wished 
him to de so. From a conversation with the 
chairman of that committee, I am satisfied he 


a . : i 
came to the conclusion that the claim was just; | 


and before doing so, the very first step he took 


was to refer the whole of these papers to the Com- | 


missioner of the General Land Office. He be- 
came satisfied, first, that this gentleman, at the 
time he made this purchase, made it more out of 
consideration for the circumstances in which the 
discharged soldicrs were found than for the pur- 
pose of making a speculation; next, that he paid 


for the papers a full value—more than they would | 
bring at this time; next, that the Government of | 


the United States is in duty bound to give this 
land to whoever is entitled to receive it; that is, 
the Government of the United States has had as 
great a consideration in this instance as in any 
other; that this party is the representative, by 
virtue of a fair purchase, of those soldiers, and 
that was the thing that was particularly inquired 
into. The soldiers are scattered abroad—some of 
them, perhaps, not to be found, some of them 
may be dead—and the surest way and the shortest 
way of doing justice is, to pass this bill as it came 
from the House in behalf of this gentleman. 
Now, Mr. President, I do not know what cir- 
eumatances of suspicion there are in this case 
beyond the fact that the man who purchased was, 
at the time he purchased, a banker; and the men 


who sold, at the time they sold, weré soldiers I ship by providing that the 


who had just been discharged from their duty in 
Mexico. These dre the twò circumstances of 
suspicion. The committee have satisfied them- 
selves, notwithstanding, that this was. nota specu- 
lation of the kind that has been referred to by the 
Senator from Kentucky, but was a transaction in 
which the purchaser paid the full value of the 
thing at the time he purchased it, and not with 
the view of taking advantage of the soldier who 


| sold, and that that value is more than the bounty 


land warrants would this moment bring if put 
into market. _ ; 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I remember 
this Mr. Johnson when he was a banker in Phil- 


adelphia. He failed in busiiess several years 
ago. He had the reputation of being an honest 


man, and Ihave no. doubt that he bought these 
warrants in good faith; that he paid the price at 
which they were then selling, whicli is much 
higher than the present price. It was his busi- 
ness to buy land warrants. He was engaged in 
that special business as a broker for several years. 
In the revulsions of 1857 he failed, and has gone 
to Missouri, where he now lives as a farmer. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Have warrants issued 
in all these cases? 
` Mr. LANE. Theyare to be issued under this 
ill. 
The bill was passed. 


SHELDON M’KNIGHT. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 30, for the purpose of concur- 
ing in an amendment made by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It will not take any time. 

` The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 30) for the 
relief of Sheldon McKnight, which was to insert 
at the end of the bill: 

Provided, That the sum allowed by virtue of this act 
shail not in any wise exceed $45,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


SCHOOL LANDS JN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, 1 move to take up House 
bill No. 424, for the relicf of a township in the 
State of Illinois. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw his motion. I am very desirous to take up 
the post route bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This bill will take but a 
moment. There can be no objection to it. Itis 
for the relief of a township where the sixteenth 
section has been appropriated to other purposes. 
[EAN right !??] 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 424) for the relief of congressional township 
number six south, of range number cight west, 
in Randolph: county, State of Hlinois, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Inasmuch 
as scction number sixteen, in township number 
six south, of range number cight west, in Ran- 
dolph county, Ilinois, is covered by a private 
claim No. 2050, by reason of which the section 
has been Jost to the township for school purposes, 
it is proposed to authorize the school trustees for 
the township to select three quarter sections of 
land in equal subdivisions, of any of the public 
lands of the United States subject to entry or sale 
at the minimum price of $1 25 per acre. When 
it shall have been selected by the trustees, and a 
description returned to and approved by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, a patent is 
to issue to the inhabitants of the township, to be 
held and disposed of by them for the use of schools 
within the township in the same manner as other 
school lands are held and disposed of. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported an 
amendment, to strike out the words ‘ thereof to 
the” after the word “issue,” and insert ‘ there- 
for to the said land to the said trustees for the use 
of the.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I trust the amendment 
will not be agreed to. It amends the bill as to the 
person to whom the patent shall go. I do not 
think there is any importance in it. I have no 


| objection to the amendment, except that it sends 


the bill back to the House. 

* Mr. LANE. If the Senator docs not want the 
bill so amended, I am sure I shail not insist upon 
it. I will only say, that the committee thought 
they would better protect the people of that town- 


l und ‘should be held 
for the benefit of the rather than leaving 
the bill awit stood. 0 0r pede ese foe 
` Mr. TRUMBULL. | As the. billis, it is for the 
benefit of the inhabitants. The amendment only 
directs that patents shall issue to the trustees, 1 
think theré will be no difficulty about it ‘Phe 
bill, as it camé from the House, provides that the 
patent “ shall issue to the inhabitants of said con- 
gressional township.” I do not think’ there is 
any iore in ii. I prefer that the bill should net 
be amended, ; ee 
“Mr. LANE. 


peo ple, 


a Very well. . i 

’ Mr. BRAGG. The difficulty with the commit- 
tee was; that there were no person, or persons 
designated by the House bill to whom the patent 
could issue. It was vague and uncertain; in other 
words, there was no grantee. The inhabitants of 
the town can hardly receive a grant. < — . 

Mr. COLLAMER. I ask the Senator. from 
Mlinois, if the inhabitants of the township are by 
general act of the State incorporated? 0, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They arcall incorporated. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then they will take, of 
course. ; > 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think there is 
any importance in, or, necessity for, the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected, DETE. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the: 
third time, and passed. ted 


HON. DAVID C: BRODERICK. 


Mr. LATHAM submitted the following’ reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee: to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: es 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate. be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to the assignee of Ion. David C. Broderick, de- 
ceased, late a Senator of the United States, the amount of 
compensation due the deceased at the time of bis death. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. MASON. I move to postpone all, prior 
orders, with a view to proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. l } 

Mr. YULEE. {askthe Senator to let me tak 
up the post route bill first. l 

Mr. FITCH. J wish the Senator from Virginia 
would fix a certain hour for executive business, 
and permit us to make reports in the mean time. 

Mr. MASON. If Lean retain the motion before 
the Senate, and give way temporarily to allow 
reports to be made, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The motion of the Senator from Virginia is pend- 
ing; but, by unanimous consent, the Senator fror 
Indiana can submit his report. 

Mr. YULEE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on proceeding to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope the Senate will not agree 
to the motion of the Senator from Virginia. The 
business of legislation should take precedence of 
executive business, because this body alone has 
the function to attend to executive business when- 
everit may beconivenient; but werequire the con- 
current action of another branch in matters of 
legislation, and we have but two days remaining, 
1 hope, therefore, the Senate will not agree to the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia, but will 
take up the past route bill. 

Mr. MASON. I make the motion only in dis- 
charge of the duty that devolves on me. I am 
satisfied, and doubtless the Senate is, that unless 
we do give this day to executive business, we 
shall be detaincd here in executive session after 
the adjournment of Congress. If that is the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, I have no objection. 

Mr. YULEE. If the Senate is very desirous 
to go into executive session, I shall not object; 
but I will say that I shall hope, at an early hour 
after we have gone into executive session, we may 
return into open session for the purpose of taking 
up this bill. 

Mr. MASON. 
put. 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator from Florida gives 
up the chance to take up the post route bill now, 
he will not get it up this session. If the motion 
of the Scnator from Virginiais agreed to, we shall 
be in executive session all day. 


I hope the question will be 
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_ Mr. YULEE.. It depends on the importance 
of the- business whethor the Senate will continue 
in executive session. T hope it may be of such 
a nature as will not obligeus to remain very long. 
> Mr, DAVIS. I understood the proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia was to suspend his 
Motion to go into executive session, to enable 
Senators to make reports from committees. I do 
not see why we should discuss the question of 
how long we-shall be in executive session, while 
itis proposed to suspend that motion to enable 
a Senator to make a report from a committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL... The Senator from Flor- 
ida is undoubtedly right; we certainly had better 
first dispose of legislative matters that go to the 
other House. We are toadjourn on Monday. I 
trust the ‘post route bill will be taken up. It is 
not a bill that gives rise to much discussion. An 
hour hence we can go into executive session. I 
am as anxious as the Senator from Virginia is to 
close the session, and not to be detained here 
after Monday; but I think we shall best accom- 
plish that by disposing of the legislative business 
that is ready to be disposed of;and if we come to 
a question that is going to give rise to debate, 1 
shall be willing to vote with the Senator from 
Virginia for an executive session. 

i Mr. COLLAMER. Is the question now be- 
fore the Senate whether or not we shall go into 
executive session ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now before the Senate is on postponing all prior 
orders for the purpose of procceding to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then that is debatable. 

ees PRESIDING OFFICER. It is debat- 
able. 

Mr. COLLAMER. [ask these questions, be- 
cause I understood from the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi that he hardly thought the question was 
debatable. i 

Mr. DAVIS, :No; but the request made. by 
the Senator from Indiana was to suspend the con- 
sideration of the question whether the Senate 
would go into executive session, to enable him to 
make a report. 

Mr. YULEE. I withdraw the objection which 
I made to the report. 

|The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It seems to me that the 
question now presented to us for consideration 
involves this: 
business while the House is in session, before 
Monday, or whether we shall take this time for 
executive business, which can be done after Con- 

ress adjourns, and let the congressional business 

c undone, That scems to me to be the issue. F 
will state it again, that we shall try the experi- 
ment of attempting to do our executive business 
now, in order to save the Senate from sitting after 
Monday, and neglect that business which can be 
donc only while Congress isin session; or, on the 
other hand, whether we shall do congressional 


business while Congress is in session, and do our | 
g ’ 
executive business afterwards; or do the oxeen- | 


tive business before the adjournment, if we shall 
find time todo it, That is the issue. ‘To my 
mind it is a clear case that we should not go into 
executive session now, at this stage of the ses- 
sion, bat do the necessary legislative business 
first; and if there be time to do executive busi- 
ness before the adjournment of Congress, we can 
do its; but if not, we can do it after the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, 

Mr. MASON. All [ wanted to bring to the 
attention of the Senate was the fact that there is 
business to be done in exeentive session which 
requires time and deliberation, If it is the pleas- 
ure of the Senate to postpone it until the adjourn- 
mentof Congress, none will acquiesce more cheer- 
fully than E shall; but L think it my duty to 
bring the fact before the Senate, and Jet them 
decide it. F hope the question will be put. 

Mr. COLLAMER, F have not the least objec- 
tion to the gentleman presenting the question in 
that way. I only wanted to state what I thought 
was involved in the issue. 

Mr. BIGLER. The position of the Senator 
from Virginia is a perfectly fair one. I think we 
ought to test the determination of the Senate on 
the motion which he has submitted, and I agree 
with the view taken by the Senator from Vermont, 
that we ought to decide against going into execu- 


whether we shall do our legislative | 


tive session with.a view of proceeding with legis- 
lative business. For my part I do not think that 
we can go into executive session with justice to 
those matters which I feel bound to insist, as one 
of the members of this body, shall -be completed 
before the day already fixed for adjournment. 
But be this as it may, I think we should proceed 
with legislative business, and if necessary, we can 
have an executive session after the adjournment 
of Congress. There is a measure on the table at 
this hour relating to the local affairs of Philadel- 
phia, which is very important to that city; and I 
cannot agree to the motion to go into executive 
session, and especially to spend the day with no 
chance of getting at a measure of thatkind. Then 
there is another measure which may occupy a 
short time: House bill No. 338, regulating the 
tariff, which I should prefer to have disposed of. 
I think these are reasons sufficient to defeat the 
proposition of the Senator from Virginia. ( 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to 
postpone the prior orders, and proceed to the con- 
sideration of exccutive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTER. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior, relative to con- 
tracts for the construction of the Patent Office 
building, reported in favor of printing the usual 
number; and the report was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the marine under- 
writers of New York, praying the publication of 
the results of surveys made by Captain Ringgold, 
of the Navy, of the passages through the Coral 
Archipelago of the Pacific occan, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Theron Hamilton, of 
Burlington, Michigan, praying Congress to have 
five thousand copies of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and Washington’s Farewell Address 
| printed together and distributed, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the report of the 
Seerctary of the Navy, communicating the report 
of Captain Ringgold’s surveys of the passage 
through the Coral Archipelago of the Pacific 
ocean, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same commitice, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior in relation to bids and 
contracts for fitting up the east and west saloons 
of the Patent Office with model cases and galle- 
ries, reported in favor of printing the-usual num- 
ber; and the report was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM TIE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Taves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (S. No. 104) for 
the final adjustment of private land claims in the 
States of Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Themessage furthcranvounced thatthe Speaker 
ofthe Elouse had signed the following enrolled 
bills and joint resolutions; which thereupon re- 
ecived the signature of the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 104) for the final settlement of 


| private land claims in the States of Florida, Louis- 
‘jana, and Missouri, and for other purposes; 


i State 


to the State of Oregon, and for other pur- 
> 


|” A bill (S. No. 411) to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, late 


A bill (S. No. 9) tc amend * An act for extend- 
ing the laws and judicial system of the United | 


consul of the United States at Bombay, on prin- 
ciples of justice and equity ;. 

A bill (S. No. 444) to change the time of hold- 
ing courts in the northern district of Florida; 
Pe bill (S. No. 452) for the relief of Sylvester 

ray; ` 

A bill (S. No. 488) in relation to malicious in- 
juries to, and trespasses upon, public and private 
property within the District of Columbia; 

bill (S. No. 494) amendatory of an act ap- 
provea June 14, 1858, for the relief of Sherlock & 
irley; 

A wil (S. No. 495) for the relief of David 
Waldo; 

A bill (S. No. 497) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for giving effect to certain treaty stipula- 
tions between this and foreign Governments for 
the apprehension and delivery up of certain offend- 
ers;”’ š 

A bill (S. No. 500) for the relief of Lieutenant 
William A. Winder, of the United States Army; 

A bill (S. No. 507) for the relief of the Califor- 
nia Stage Company; 

A bill (S. No. 508) for the relief of William 
Nelson; 

A bill (S. No. 509) to grant to the city of Port 
Huron, Michigan, a part of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Gratiot, for the enlargement of the 
city cemetery at that place; | 

A joint resolution (S. No. 36) for the restora- 
tion of Lieutenant Augustus S. Baldwin to the 
active list from the leave of absence list of the 
Navy; and’ 

A joint resolution (S. No. 41) for the relief of 
Arthur Edwards and his associates. 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 
Ordered, That the reports of the Secretary of the Navy 
and other papers relative to the proceedings under the act 
of January 28, 1857, authorizing the establishing of a 
Navy depot on Blythe Island, at Brunswick, on the coast 
of Georgia, and for other purposes, be printed. 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. No. 
46) supplementary to the joint resolution in rela- 
tion to the public printing, approved , 1860, 
have directed me to report it baci for the action 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator ask for its present congideration ? 

Mr. FITCH. Lask foy the present consider- 
ation of the resolution. iit is to pass, it ought 
to pass at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection tg thé present consideration of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, It provides that, instead of the 
Superintendent of Public Printing, it shall be the 
duty af the Secretary of the Interior to contract 
for the crection or purchase of the necessary build- 
ings, machinery, and materials to carry into effect 
the provisions of the first section of the joint res- 
SIMAN eaoeuon to the public printing, approved 
` 90, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ithinkthatif we are going 


| to try the experiment of a Government printing 


establishment, it had better be conducted in the 
manner proposed by the friends of that measure. 
This joint resolution proposes to take from the 
Superintendent of Public Printing, a very faithful 
and efficient officer acting under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Printing of the two Houses, 
ihe erection of the building and the purchase of 
the machinery, and to give it to the Secretary of 
the Interior.” It seems to me that the original 
joint resolution placed this in the proper hands. 
The Superintendent of the Public Printing is a 
practical printer. He has been in office for some 
time. He is acquainted, much better than any 
Cabinet officer can be, with the wants of such an 
establishment and the extent of it; and I do not 
see how there can be any danger to the public 
interests in trusting this matter to his action, un- 


| der the direction of the joint committee of the two 


Houses. I hope the Senate will allow this exper- 
iment to be tried, and be tried in the way which 
the friends of the project think will be mostlikely 
to conduct it to success, I hope, therefore, this 


| Joint resolution will not be passed. 


Mr. DAVIS. The jointresolution, as adopted, 
was a departure from the universal principle in 


1860. 
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our Government of checks and balances—it threw 
everything into one scale. . This proposes to put 
the purchase or the construction of the building 
under the Secretary of the Interior: The check 
upon the Secretary of the Interior would still be 
the Superintendent of Printing and the Commit- 
tee on Printing. Otherwise it all passes into the 
hands of the Superintendent of Printing, with a 
sort of nominal control of the committee. It seems 
to me entirely proper, if we are to build a house, 
that it shall be in the charge of some one who is 


under general supervision and gencral direction; | 


whereas the Superintendent of Printing is under 
nobody. The President appoints him; the Senate 
confirms him; he is a sort of independent officer 
in the Government, whose business certainly 
would not lead him to avy particular knowledge 


either of housesor the building of houses. I think, | 


therefore, it is proper to make this amendment. 

Mr. KING. A good deal of the difficulties that 
have grown out of this printing matter have been 
from the influence and interest exercised by the 
Cabinet officers. That has been the subject of 
complaint, and I think justly. As I understand 
this resolution, it transfers this matter entirely to 
the Secretary of the Interior. I will say, and it 
is due to the present Scerctary of the Interior, 
from the long acquaintance which I have had with 
him, to say, that { have confidence in bim as a fair 
and honest man. I think Jacob Thompson is 
entitled to confidence in the discharge of public 
duties; I regard him as an honest man; but this 
is referred to him as an officer of the Cabinet. I 
think it better that the law should stand as it is, 
and that the matter should not be under the con- 
trol of an Executive Department. It is referred 
to the Secretary of the Interior, absolutely and 
entirely, as I understand the resolution. J prefer 
another mode of doing the printing; but, as the 
bill passed, it was put under the Superintendent 
of Public Printing, subject to the advice and con- 
trol of the joint committce of the two Houses. F 
think that a better body than to refer it to a Cab- 
inet officer. 

Mr. DAVIS. The only matter which itis pro- 
posed to Icave to the Secretary of the Interior, is 
ihe purchase or the building of a house, with the 
machinery for printing in it. It has nothing to 
do with the printing, though the Senator from 
New York argued asifithad. It does not relate 
atall to the printing. Theexplanatory act touches 
only the building—the purchase or the construc- 
tion of it. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator state what the 
obiect of the purchase of this building is, and of 
this machinery and types? 

Mr. DAVIS, Fora printing office. 

Mr. KING. Exactly. Is it to do any printing? 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator is so careless of 
his own position as not to have read the joint res- 
olution adopted by the Senate and the House, and 


not to know that there is nothing except that por- | 


tion to which this explanatory resolution refers, 
it is hardly incumbent upon me to explain. The 
section to which this amendatory resolution is 
proposed has nothing to do with the printing; it 
refers only to the preparing or purchase of a 
house, l 


Mr. COLLAMER. I will ask, for information, 


if it does not cover the type and printing mate- 
rials? 

Mr. DAVIS. I should think it covered the pur- 
chase or preparation of a house, with a press in 
it, and with the materials necessary for printing; 


either the purchase of a printing establishment, | 


or the construction of a house, and putting a press 
and type into it. If it be preferred to leave the 
purchase of the type and material in the hands of 
the Superintendent of Printing, as a practical 
printer, very well. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I suppose it would oceur | 


to the gentleman’s mind, as it has to mine, that, 
perhaps, the Superintendent of Printing would 


be a better agency for the purchase of printing | 


materials than a Cabinet officer. 

Mr. DAVIS. I grant you it may be so. The 
amendatory resolution is directed either to the 

urchase or the construction of a house. That 
is the object. Texplained, when I first rose, why 
I thought it proper thatit should notall be thrown 
into the hands of one officer, and that officer 
selected by act of Congress, who, however ex- 
pert he may be in printing and in printing mate- 


rials, is not supposed to be equally expert in | 


| of building, and the explanatory legislation is di- 


judging of-a house or building a house. It does 
not belong necessarily to the pursuit of a Printer 
that he should know about building, or be a judge 


rected to that purpose only; and if the Senator 
from New York had read it, instead of going off 
in his zeal to make an unnecessary fling at the 
Cabinet and the present Administration, I think 
it likely he would have been saved all his remarks.: 

Mr. CAMERON.. It seems to me to be èn- 
tirely wrong to change the officer who is to have 
charge.of the furnishing of this building for the 
purpose in view. I disagree with the Senator 
from Mississippi entirely in this matter. J think 
the Superintendent of Printing is not only better 
acquainted with printing, and therefore better 
fitted for purchasing printing materials, but that 
he is also-better fitted to have a printing office built 
than the-Secretary of the Interior, or any other 
person not acquainted with such a building can’ 
be. A printing office is a peculiar sort of build- 
ing; it requires a great deal more light than any 
other building. There is a peculiarity in its con- 
struction. There are very few well-built print- 
ing offices in the country; very few inthe world. 
The one now here, belonging to Mr. Wendell, is | 
the best arranged printing ofice, in every partic- 
ular, in the world. I do not sce what peculiar 
qualiffeation Mr. Thompson, honest and honor- 
able gentleman as he is, can have for building a 
printing office. Ee knows nothing about the busi- 
ness of printing, and he knows nothing of ar- 
chitecture or building. Altogether, I think it is 
wrong to bring in this question now, consuming 
the time at this momentof the session which can 
be so much better employed, and when Senators 
are not prepared to reflect upon it. I think we 
had better leave the subject where we left it the 
other day. | 

Mr. DAVIS. [hope the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me to say to him that I do 
not bring it in at the last moment. I brought it 
in immediately after the former bill passed, the 
very next day; and that itis thus late in being 
brought before the Senate results from its having 
been sent to a committce; and it is now brought 
back. 

Mr. FITCH. The range which the debate has 
taken compels me to make some explanatory re- 
marks in relation to this matter. I reported this 
joint resolution back at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. It was only referred to the committee, I | 
think, the day before yesterday. I sought, yes- 
terday, to get an opportunity to report it back. 
My object in moving its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Printing was simply this: the joint reso- 
lution contained a sceming reflection on the Super- 
intendent of Public Printing—a reflection which, 
although J know it was notdesigned, yet appeared 
to be involved, and there was nothing in his past 
official carcer justifying a shadow of suspicion of 
his integrity. The sclect committee of the Senate, 
who had had his conduct under investigation, 
had so reported. My official intercourse with him 
has convinced me of that fact. i desired that his 
attention should be called to this proposed amend- 
ment of the former joint resolution; and upon its 
being referred to the committee, 1 submitted it to 
him. For myself, I see no insurmountable objec- 
tion to the joint resolution; yet it is in opposition 
to certain views which I had entertained 1n report- 
ing the resolution of which itis explanatory. It 
is well known that the present system of public 
printing is visited with a vast amount of odium, 
and probably in part correctly. That odium has | 
been“increased by the connection of Government | 
officers with the printing; by the manner in which 
the profits have been distributed to favorite par- 
tisans, and by those partisans for political pur- 
poses. I desire to relieve the new system of the 
possibility of any suspicion being attached to it 
of its being an Administration measure. I sup- 
posed I should entitle myself to the thanks of the 
Administration for disconnecting it entirely from 
the printing. 

The office duties of the Superintendentare ofa 
mixed character. They pertain mostly to our | 
legislation, although he is appointed by the Pres- | 
ident. The law compels the President toappoint | 

t 


to this office a practical printer. He being a prac- 
tical printer, I supposed he would be the best 
judge of the capacity and the interior arrange- |; 


ment of a building, as well as, of the kind and 
quantity of material to put within it. These, and | 


these alone, were the motives which induce 
as.an individual, to.dmpose upon- him the.dnties 
it is now proposed shall be discharged by anothers 
officer of the Government, 9 6 5p gao n l 
Mr.GOLLAMER. Let meask why this ch 


has been proposed? oos onen a ee y 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot. explain, for T do not 
know. The checks upon him-by'the original law. 
are, in my estimation, amply sufficient. The priis 
cipal’ check is the Joint Committee on’ Printing. 
We know how-that.committee is constitutedjand 
must be: during this Congress—one half. Opposis. 
tion, one half Democratic. We have in that fact 
alone a sufficient guarantee that. neither political: 
party, as represented in this branch or the other,. 
nor the political parties throughout the-country, 
can charge that this is a. partisan measure. Jt wall 
go into operation, then, under atispices’ almost 
wholly different from any great. governmental. 
scheme of such a nature which has been inaugu- 
rated for years past. [t-will have nothing of pàr- 
tisanship about it: { desired to avoid anything of 
that kind, and therefore not to associate any ab~ 
inet officer with it, unless it became absolutely. 
essential. But, at the same time, I repeat, I shall 
not object to this joint resolution. It places the 
initiation of the new plan in the hands of an of- 
ficer of equal honesty, integrity, and capacity, 
perhaps: with any citizen of the United States—. 

cannot speak in too exalted terms of his char- 
acter in that respect—yet he is unskilled in mat- 
ters pertaining to. printing; he is a member of the 
Cabinet, and the connection of his name with it: 
will give the new system the appearance of being 
an Administration measure. 

I handed this joint resolution, as I have already 
stated to the Senate, to the Superintendent. of 
Public Printing, for the purpose of obtaining his 
views. Fis views are contained in a:letter which 
I ask the Clerk to read. It will be seen that he is: 
anxious to be relieved from the duty imposed 
upon him by the joint resolution formerly passed. 

The Sceretary read the following letter: 

OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC PRINTING; 
June 21, 1860. 

Sin: In accordance with your request, I have examined 
the joint resolution supplementary to the joint resolution 
in retation to the public printing. ft proposes to substitute 
the Secretary of the Interior for the Superintendent of Pub- 
lic Printing, as the officer who shall “ contract for the erec- 
tion or purchase of the necessary buildings, machinery, and 
materials for the execution of the public printing and bind- 
ing; said contract to be subject to the approval of the Joint 
Committee on Printing of the:two Houses of Congress.” 

T can see no possible objection to the supplementary Joint 
resolution, and should be gratified at its passage, The pies- 
ent duties of my office are sufficiently laborious and*re- 
sponsible, and Lhave no wish to-add to them one. which: 
will be both onerous and embarrassing. If its execution is 
devolved upon me, however, I shall discharge it to my best 
ability, and with an eye single to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfally. 


JOHN HEART, Superintendent. 
Hon. G. N. Erren, Chairman Committec.on Printing of the 

Senate of the United States. 

Mr. FITCH. I have no desire to consume the 
time of the Senate, at this hour of the session, in 
debating the measure. THe officer who is now 
charged with the duty desires to be relieved; and 
I see no objection to relieving him, except the fear 
of the partisan character which may then be given 
to the measure; and, of course, to that T cannot 
be expected to interpose any political objections. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will say that, in offering this 
explanatory resolution, it was not designed by me 
at all to reflect upon the Supcrintendent of Public 
Printing, a gentleman whom I have known for a 
long time, and whom I regard very highly. 

Mr. WILSON. I doubt whether it is worth 
while for us to spend one moment of oar time in 
considering this resolution. I doubt the expedi- 
ency of making the proposed change. The mât- 
ter seems to be well enough now. I move, there- 
fore, to lay this resolution on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. | à : 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to inquire whether, 
if the resolution is really objected to, it can be 
passed to-day, under the rules? 

Mr. DAVIS. It was introduced some days 
ago, and referred to a committee, and has been 
reported back by the committce to-day; so that 
one objection cannot prevent its consideration. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
upon Mr, Winson’s motion, resulted—yeas 18, 
nays 23; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
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Coilamer; Doolittle; ‘Durkee, Pessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Hale, Hanan, King, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Tram- 
bull, and. Wilson—-18.° f 3 y . 
NAYS—Messts. Bigler, Bragg, Brown, Davis, Fitch, 
Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, 


Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee; Kennedy, Lanë; Latham, 


Mason; Nicholson, Pearce, Rice, Toombs, Wigfall, and: 


¥Yulee—23, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment. => 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘I move to strike out from 
this résolution the words directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to purchase the machinery and the 
materials for the printing. It seems to me that 
had better certainly be left to the Superintendent 
of Printing. : 

Mr. DAVIS. If I have the power to do so, I 
will accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzrat- 
rick in the chair.) The amendment must be 
voted upon by the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. My objection to this resolution 
was that there had been’ already proof that there 
was a great deal of impropriety of conduct, to 
say the least, resulting from a control of the Cab- 
inet, of the Aministration here, over the profits 
and. the business of public printing, and I had 
hoped they would have been willing to be relieved 
front any care over or charge of it. The majority 
of the Senate may do as they please with this 
matter; but I regret to see this supplementary 
resolution, the only object of which is to take 
away the control of this matter from the Super- 
intendent of Public Printing and the commitices 
of the two Houses, and carry it back to the Cab- 
inet, to the Administration. That is my objec- 
tion to it, and itis one which will induce me to 
vote against this resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. The objection really has nothing 
init, The Senator speaks of a Superintendent 
of Printing, when the question before us is in re- 
lation to a house. Is be the superintendent of 
the construction and purchase of houses? Or docs 
the Senator from New York choose to pervert 
from its plain meaning the proposition before us? 

Mr. KING. I think the Senator from Missis- 
sippi is mistaken. . 

Whe. DAVIS. Mistaken in what? 

Mr. KING. But 1 know it is a hopeless task 
to convince him of such a fact. 

The resolution, as amended, was ordered tobe 
engrossed for a third reading, and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. YULEE called for the yeas and nays upon 
ita passage; and they were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Brown, Davis, Fitzpat- 

rick, Greon, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Komedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Pearee, Rice, Toombs, Wigtall, and Yulee—21. 
. NAYS--Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Càilamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
fale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—20. 

So the joint resolution was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. YOLEE. I move, now, that the Senate 
take up House bill No. 714, which is the post route 
bill. {1 shall have a good many amendments to 
offer to it, and it is very desirable that it should 
feach the House as carly as possible. 

Mr. BIGLER, ‘fhe Senator from Florida is 
aware of a local bill relating to the city of Phila- 
delphia-— 

Mr. YULEE. Let the post route bill be taken 
up, aid then I will yield it informally, and allow 
that bill to be considered, 

Mr. KING, I insist on the regular order of 
business. I insist on the public bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. The question is a debatable 
one, I beleve, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) It is. 

Mr. IVERSON. I propose to debate it for a 
few minutes, at least. | hope the motion will not 
prevail, but that the Senate will procced to the 
special order, which is the consideration of the 
Private Calendar. I desire simply that the Pri- 
vate Calendar shall be taken up and House bills 
alone considered. If we do not consider them 
to-day, they never will be considered during the 

resent session, The House of Representatives 
ave acted upon all the Senate private bills which 
have been sent to them; and now, as an act of 
courtesy to the House, I think we ought to recip- 


| would properl 


rocate it, and act on all priváte bills which they 
have sent to us. Besides, itis an act of justice to 
those parties who have got their bills through the 
House of Representatives, and unless we act on 
them to-day, they cannot be. acted upon at all. 
The President will not consider them unless they 
are passed ‘to-day. He lias so announced. He 
will not consider any private bill that is.sent to 
him after to-day, If, therefore, the. friends of 
those private bills which come from the House of 
Representatives are disposed to do justice to pri- 
vate claimants, let us take up the House private 
bills. There are only some forty-six of them, 
and it is not probable that many of them will give 
rise to debate. We shall get through with them 
in the course of two'or three hours, and then I 
shall. be willing to take up the post route bill. 
To-morrow will be time enough for that. The 
President will have no difficulty in signing that 
bill whenever it goes to him; but the private bills 
will all go by the board, unless the Senate takes 
up the Private Calendar to-day. 1 shall not ask 
for the consideration of any Senate bill. It is 
unnecessary to spend time on the Senate private 
vills now; but I trust, as an act of justice to pri- 
vate claimants who have had their bills passed 
through the House of Representatives, as an act 
of courtesy to the House, who have acted on our 
bills, that we shall take them up and act on them. 
I hope, therefore, the motion of the Senator from 
Florida will not prevail. 

Mr, YULEE, [think it would be much more 


courteous to the House of Representatives for 


us to act first on their bills which will require | 


their further consideration. Upon this bill there 
will be necessarily numerous amendments which 
have been attached to the Post 
Office appropriation bill for 1861, but that it was 
thought best by the Senate to pass that bill with- 
out amendment. It is, therefore, desirable, and 
certainly {I should think it would be much more 
acceptable to the House, that we should act first 
upon this bill, because upon private bills we can 
act afterwards at any time when it may be con- 
venient to the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Florida to 
take up for consideration the post route bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the Senator will now 
consent to take up the bill which relates to the 
construction of public buildings in Philadelphia. 

Mr. YULER. [will not object to the Sena- 
tor’s desire if there be unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
can be entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
No. 814, 

Mr. KING. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the tide of the bill for information. 


The Seernerary. The bill (H. R. No. 814) is 


a bill providing for the erection of a post office in | 


the city of Philadelphia. 
Mr. CLARK. Tobject. 


ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Objection being |} 


made, the motion cannot be entertained. 


Mr. BIGLER. 1 hope there will be no objec- | 
This is shcerly a local matter of great in- | 


tion. 
terest to the city of Philadelphia. I should like to 
know whence the objection comes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘fhe Chair will | 
repeat the inquiry to satisfy the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania. Is objection made to taking up 


House bill No. 814? 

Mr. CLARK. I object. 

Mr. BRAGG. Jask permission to introduce 
a resolution for reference to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to all business cx- | 
cept that which is before the Senate. I think we | 


consume more time in this way than we gain. 
Mr. BRAGG. Let the resolution be read: it 
will not take a moment. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. [do not know what it is, 
and I therefore do not object because of the res- 


olution; but the Senator from North Carolina i 
must sec that, at this stage of the session, when | 
we get up a public bill, we ought to proceed with | 
it; and if one Senator asks to postpone it, and : 


another wants unanimous consent to bring in 
something else, time is consumed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator object to the reception of the resolution? 


I move to take up House bill į 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
of this resolution, bu 
ularly. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 714) establishing certain post routes is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
The question is on the amendments reported by 
the Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, 
which will be read. f 

Mt. YULEE. I will state for the information 
of the Senate, that returning to an ancient and I 
think very good usage, I sent the bill, which came 
from the House of Representatives, establishing 
post routes, to the Department, to be reviewed; 
and such alterations have bcen made there as 
were, in their opinion, necessary; mostly by strik- - 
ing out routes already in existence, and by mod- 
ifying others, so as to accomplish. the best services 
and the same course was adopted with routes pro- 
posed by Senators. I make this explanation,. 
because probably there are more alterations in, 
the House bill, in the routes proposed by the 
House, than has been usual heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the amendments. l 

Mr. YULEE. It is hardly necessary to read 
the amendments as to routes, unless some Senator 
desires to hear them. The first section of the bill 
simply establishes post routes, to which we have 
added such as were desired by Senators, and which 
the committee thought proper to adopt. It is 
neither very useful nor interesting, I imagine, to 
read the first section of the bill. P 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the first amendment. 

The Secretary read it. Irt is to strike out of the 
proposed routes in Alabama: 

“Prom Eufaula, Barbour county, via Buford, Texasville, 
Clopton, Skippersville, Ozark, and Daleville, to Geneva, 
in Coffee county.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE, There are so many of these 
amendments to routes that it will be found to be 


I object, noton account 
t I insist upon going on reg- 


; a very tedious operation, and the reading of them 


will receive no attention, J move that the read- 
ing of the amendments proposed by the commit- 
tec to the first section be dispensed with, and that, 
we vote upon them. 
,Mr. TRUMBULL. So far as they establish 
post routes only? 

Mr. YULEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the further reading of the amendments to the 
first section of the bill, so far as they establish 
post routes, be dispensed with. By unanimous 
consent, the vote may be taken on the amend- 
ments, without their being read. The Chair hears 
no objection, The imotion is that the Senate 
agree to all the amendments made by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to the 
first section of the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. As we are in the first 
section, I desire to add a post route in the State 
of Illinois, to come in at the end of the post routes 
in that State: 


From Indianola to Catlin. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary read the next amendment of the 
committee, which was to strike out the second 


| section of the House bill, in these words: 


* Sec.2, And be it further enacted, ‘That the Postmaster 
General is hereby directed to advertise immediately for 
proposais for carrying the mail on the routes above named, 
so that service thereon may commence on the Ist of Octo- 


| ber next, or as soon thereafter'as is practicable.” 


Mr. YULEE. Thissectionis an unusual one. 
It proposes to require the Postmaster General to 
advertise immediately, and establish these routes. 


| The committee thought it proper to recommend 


to the Senate to strike it out, and leave it, as here- 
tofore, to the discretion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to put the service when and where it was 
thought advisable in view of the means at the 
disposal of the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the next amendment. 

Mr. YULEE. Iam directed by the committee 
to withdraw that amendment. The amendments 
which we proposed to add to the bill as the sec- 
ond and third sections, had for their purpose the 
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abolition of the franking privilege... The reason 
we had for proposing it asan amendment to this 
bill, was that the bill already passed by the Sen- 
ate’ at this session on that subject seemed to have 
gotten into a condition in which it was impossible 
that it could expect a vote of the House. The 
idea of the committee was to enable the House 
to take a vote, by proposing it as an amendment 
to one of their bills which would be certain of 
action there. Since the committee so determined, 
however, the select committee appointed by the 
House to consider the bill which went from the 
Senate upon this subject bas madea report, and 
a day has been appointed for the consideration 
of the Senate bill. That being the case, the com- 
mittee has thought it proper and courteous to the 
House to withdraw the amendment which they 
had designed to offer upon this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment being withdrawn, the printed amendments 
reported by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads are disposed of. 

Mr. IVERSON. I desire to make a correction 
in the eighty-first linc of the bill. I move to strike 
out ihe letter “s.” ‘Phe name which is printed 
« Bllasville” should be ** Ellaville.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. YULEE. There are frequent inventions 
of different forms of envelopes suitable for mail 
service, some of which are very much desired for 
use by different classes of the community, but 
which, from the present state of the Jaw, the De- 
pee unable to put in use. A provision 
has been prepared at the Department which will 
enable them to put into use any improvement in 
the stamped envelopes which may be found to be 
convenient to the public. I have in my hands 
one which the Department are desirous to use, 
but have been unable to use for the want of proper 
legislation, Gentlemen will perceive that it will 
afford a very great convenience, especially for 
commercial uses. The stamp is put upon a note 
or letter shect, so arranged that the writing may 
occupy all the inside, and which, at the same 
time, will preserve the Post Office stamp; which, 
for commercial uses, is deemed important. The 
amendment which I now send to the Chair con- 
tains a provision which will enable the Depart- 
ment to use this and any other improvement in 
stamped envelopes that the public convenience 
may render proper. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to procure and fur- 
nish letter shects with postage stamps impressed thereon, 
combining in one both a sheet and envelope, and to adopt 
such other improvements as may be deemed advisable, 
from time to time, in connection with postage stamps or 
stamped envelopes on letters or newspapers, subject to the 
provision that such stamps or envelopes shall be sold at the 
cost of procuring and furnishing the same, as near as may 
be, and to all other provisions of the eighth section of an 


act of Congress entitled “An act to establish certain post | 


roads, and for other purposes,” approved August 31, 1352 5 
and the sum of $5,000 Is herchy appropriated out of any 
inoneys arising from the revenucs of the Post Office De- 
partment, to carry out the provisions of this act. 

And be it further enacted, That the penalty of fifty dol- 
Jars, provided by section eight of an act of Congress enti- 
tied “ An act to establish certain post roads, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1853, shail apply as well to 
the using of a stamp cut from a stamped letter or news 
paper envelope as to the reuse of the envelope entire. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE. I offer this amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That the fourth section of the 
act of Congress, approved August 5, 1854, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 0th of June, 
1855,”? be, and the same is hereby, continued from the 5th 
day of August, 1858, to the Sth of August, 1860. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. YULEE. I offer now an amendment, 
whiclrhas passed the Senate two or three times, 
but failed in consequence of the failure of the ap- 
propriation bill last year. Jt is for the purpose 
of giving the proper interpretation to a joint res- 
olution, passed a few years ago, to correcta tech- 
nical misconstruction; and [ believe it has the 
sanction of the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance: 

And be it further enacted, That the joint resolution of Con- 
gress of 18th August, 1858, which provides that “ there shall 
be one principal messenger in each of the bureaus of the 
several Executive Departments, atan annual salary of $840 
each,” shail be understood to embrace within its true scope 
and meaning the offices of the three Assistant Postmasters 


| sion. 


General, entitling each to a messengergatan annual salary |i 


of $840. 

The joint resolution referred to classified the 
messengers,and appointed a certain compensation 
for messengers of bureaus; but the accounting 
officers considered that the offices of the Assistant 
Postmasters General were not, technically, bu- 
reaus. This is merely to correct that. ; 

Mr. HALE. It strikes me that these amend- 
ments.should not go on this bill. This is simpl 
a post-route bill, and this business of raising sal- 
aries should not go upon it, It was refused on 
the naval bill; and 1 think the Senate should ad- 
here to the determination, and not, on this bill, 
go into the salaries of clerks. 

Mr. YULEE. This ig not raising a salary, but 
giving a construction intended by the Finance 
Committee to the joint resolution heretofore 
passed. : 

Mr. HALE. Thatis just what an amendment 
which { offered to the naval bill did—it gave a 
construction to a former act. 

‘Mr. YULEE, Thope the Senator will not ob- 
eet. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know anything about 

I object to it in general. 

Mr. YULEE. Thisis proper, and comes from 
the committee. It has been considered once or 
twice. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes nineteen, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. YULEE. I propose now anamendment, 
consisting of thrée sections, the purpose of which 
is to increase the number of dead letters which 
will probably be returned; and to increase, also, 
the revenue of the dead letter office, by which it 
will be enabled to make return of a mach greater 
number without additional cost. These provis- 
ions are to carry out the recommendations of the 
Postmaster General, made in his very interesting 
report on this subject, which is found in Senate 
Executive Document No. 41 of the present ses- 
The amendment is: 


And be it further enacted, That letters which have been 
advertised under existing laws (vide section twenty-six, act 
March 3, 1825, and section five, act Mareh 3, 1851) shall 
be returned to the Post Office Department as dead letters, 
if unclaimed two months after the date of the advertisc- 
ment: Provided, Letters of sea-ports intended for persons 
on board of certain d ssels expected to arrive, 
and letters specially marked to be retained a longer period, 
shalt be excepted from the operation of this act: And pro- 
vided further, That said letters shall be returned under reg- 
ulations to be preseribed by the Postmaster General. 

And be it further enacted, That the unctaimed money 
from dead letters now appropriated to the use of the De- 
partment, under section twenty-six of the act of March 3, 
1825, may be exclusively applied in future to promote the 
efliciency of the dead letter office, by providing for a more 
careful examination of letters and the return of a larger 
number to the writers, whether with or without valuable 
inelosure; and that of such money heretofore accrued to 
the United States, the sum of $12,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the ‘freasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of carrying out tie 
recommendation of the Postmaster General on the subject 
of dead letters, under tate of the 7th of May, 1860: Pro- 
vided, Said officer shall make a detailed report of his pro- 
ceedings to Congress during the next session thereof. 

And be it further enacted, That upon all letters returned 
fromthe dead-letter office there shall be charged the usual 
rate of postage, to be collected on delivery aud accounted 
for by postunasters in the sume manner as other postage. 


Mr. HALE, I wish the chairman would cx- 
plain this amendment. It scems to me that one 
portion of it is entirely inoperative—and that is, 
to provide. for the return of more letters that have 
not articles of value in them. Jf you are going 
to discriminate, I do not see where you will stop 
unless you return them all. The rule now is im- 
perative, and relates to a specific class, and there 
is no room for any distinction; but if you ealarge 
it, and do not fix definite rules by which a greater 
number is to be ascertained, it seems to me it will 
lead to confusion, and possibly to favoritism. I 
should think that wouid be rather a dangerous 
picce of legislation. I wish the chairman would 


it. 


| explain it. 


H 
H 

Mr. YULEE. I will state that now they can 
do nothing more than tear open the envelope, and | 
if they see an article which strike® the eye imme- | 
diately as of value, preserve it; otherwise the let- į 
ter is thrown away. The purpose of this is to 
enable the Department, with the funds which have | 
gone into the Treasury from dead letters, to in- | 
erease the clerical force, by which they will be | 
enabled to give a more considerate inspection to | 
the letters. In many cases letters will be found | 
to be of such value, to carry with them such evi- | 


dence of the persons for whom they are intended, 


and such. proof of misdirection, &c., that the De~. 
partment would be enabled te make return ofa 
much greaternumber, which certainly is desirable 
By the postage: which is proposed to ‘be derived 
from letters returned, it is supposed, at the De~ 
partment, that the fund will be sufficient to enable 


them still further, without additional cost. to ‘the’ 
Treasury, to increase their force, so that in the 
end the probability is, that more than half the Jet- 


ters may be returned; atall events, a much greater’ 
proportion than now. The force is now'so small 
that they are obliged simply to tear open the let= 
ters, and if they see anything having the appeat+ 
ance of money or a thing of value, as a draft, to 
Jay itaside. By employing a larger force, they 
will be able to give a more careful inspection to 
the Ietters, and In many instances will be able to 
return letters which will be very desirable to 
the writers, or the persons to whom they ‘are 
addressed. PAA is a 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understand that. the 
money proposed to be appropriated out of the 
Treasury ig a partof the money that comes from 
dead letters by the act of 1825, under which it 
goes to the general service of the Department; but 
it is now proposed to be devoted to this particu- 
lar service. 1 wish to know whether the money 
now proposed to be appropriated from the Treas- 
uy is of the fund derived from dead letters? 

r. YULEE.: Yes, sir; and it is much less 
than is derived from that fund. os 

Mr. COLLAMER. Is it mentioned ‘in the 
amendmentas being derived from that fund? 

Mr. YULEE, [tis so intended; but the dis- 
tinction cannot be drawn in the amendment, be- 
cause it has gone into the general Treasury. It 
x less than what has been received from that 
und. 5 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Treasury keep an 
account of what they receive coming in that direc- 
tion. 

Mr. YULEE. Yes, but it is not set aside 
specially as having come from it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Itappears in the accounts, 
because we have frequently tu draw for that money 
when claims come in upon it, which may not. be 
for years subsequently. That money belongs to 
particular persons, and they draw for it, and the 
fund is kept in the Treasury Department by itself 
for that purpose. . 

Mr. YULEE. This fund isnot kept specially. 
It is applicable by Jaw to. the general uses of the 
Department. I have no’ objection, however, to 
the amendment being put inany form the Senator 

refers that will accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. HALE, I think it would be better not to 
pass this amendment. It will certainly create 
difficulty. Ido not remember what the number 
of dead letters is. 

Mr. YULEE. Has the Senator read the re- 
port of the Postmaster General, which was laid 
on his table last month? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not. 

Mr. YULEE. He will findin that report that 
this, without any cost to the Government, will 
be very favorable legislation. i 

Mr. HALE. How many dead letters do we 
have? m E 

Mr. YULEE. The Senator will find the whole 
statistics in this paper. F will say, for the in- 
formation of the Senate, that I have gone over 
this amendment with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads of the 
House, as I have most of the other amendments, 
and it has his concurrence. We are acting in 
unison upon this subject. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to be obstinate 
about it; but I should like to know how many 
dead letters there are now. Can the chairman 
state? 

Mr. YULEE. I will give it as nearly as pos- 
sible. The statement of the number of dead let- 
ters received during the year ending March 30, 
1869, from offices making weekly, semi-weekly, 
and semi-monthly returns, is one million one hun- 
dred and twenty-four thousand seven hundred 
and twenty-three. The number of these dead 
letters containing money registered and sent out 
for delivery to the writers or owners thereof, 
from January 1, 1854, to April 1, 1860, averaged 
about twelve hundred a year. The number of 
money letters sent out and delivered amounted 
to an average of about nine thousand a year, of 
which there were returned about twelve hundred 
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unclaimed. The aggregate contents of the letters 
sent ou s‘about sixty thousand dollars a year. 

The aggregate amount, of money restored was 
about an average of fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HALE... It would make about three thou- 
sand letters aday.to.beread.. * z 

“Mr. YULEE. Itis very large.. It is not ne- 
cessary to read them; but by this. provision the 
clerks can give them amore deliberate inspection. 
“Mr. HALE. How they can give them delib- 
erate inspection without reading them is some- 
thing which I cannot understand. This will in- 
crease’ the amount of service in the dead letter, 
office five or six times what itis. It will be in- 
terminable. It will either be inefficient, or else it 
will impose a vast amount of labor., I think it 
had better go over; but I will not occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate. 

“Mr. HAMLIN. It seems to me the rule of 
the Department is precisely right now. You in- 
spect a letter, and if there is anything valuable in 
it, you ascertain to whom that value, belongs, and 
then the valuable ‘thing is transmitted to him, or 
kept in the Department for him. f 

“Mr, COLLAMER. You ascertain whether 
there, is an inclosure of value; but there may be 
valuein the letter itself. 

“Mr. HAMLIN, Iam coming to that point. I 
have stated What the rule is now; but it is sug- 
gested that matter may be communicated in a let- 
ter that is very valuable, and that ought to be 

reserved. Other things may be communicated 
in letters that are not very valuable, and which it 
may not be desirable should be made public, or 
that any clerk should be. intrusted with reading 
them, “Who is to judge, after this shall become 
a law, what is valuable and what is to be made 
public? A clerk, or if.he reports to the head of 
the Department, the head of the Department? 
Why, sir, it is an espionage upon private corre- 
spondence., I think the rule which the Govern- 
ment has adopted, of inspecting a letter, and see- 
ing whether there is a valuable inclosure in it, is 
just what the rule ought to be; and you ought not 
to go one inch beyond it. Flow many things are 
written that never ought to have been written, 
and certainly should never see day-light, if they 
have'been written? I think the rule is right; and 
you ought to keep it precisely as it is. 

Mr. GWIN, i hope the chairman will permit 
this proposition to lie over until we get through 
amendments about which there is no difficulty, 
and let gentlemen examine the report to which 
he has referred. 

Mr. YULEE, I think the amendment is one 
so desirable that Tam unwilling, as we are now 
upon the subject, to pass it over; fur there can be 
no probability that we shall take it up again. The 
Postmaster General states: 

fA pwards of 20,000 letters a year are thus disposed of 
by only four clerks, while the task of comparing all the dead 
letters (2,500,000) with post bills, and separating and for- 
warding torelgn letters, (uver 130,000,) devolves on two 
elerka, 

“The regular number of clerks allowed for opening let- 
ters is only three, which being, however, entirely insul- 
ficient, assistance has heen obtained by requiriug a laborer 
to open accounts, and transferring a clerk to the more re- 
sponsible work of opening letfers. Even four persons can- 
Hot possibly take time to examine letters further than barely 
to look for money and other inclosures.”? ` 

Now, without fatiguing the Senate to read more 
from, this very interesting report, I will state that 
this amendment proposes simply to appropriate 
the money. remaining unclaimed in the hands of 
the Department from dead letters, to the employ- 
ment of a force sufficient to enable them to return 
more of the dead letters to the persons from whom 
they came, or the persons to whom they are di- 
rected; and jt appropriates in addition, to enable 
them to proceed at once in that useful duty, 
$12,000 of the funds heretofore received by the 
Department from that source, Since examining 
the amendment more particularly, I am enabled 
to reply to the Senator from Vermont, that what 
he desired it should contain it does contain, as it 
refers specially to the source from which the 
amountis derived. Thope it will not be objected 
to, because it is not a tax on the Treasury, but 
only a means devised by the Department by 


which this branch of the service may be improved | 


out of funds derived from its own sources. 
The amendment was agreed to; there being— 
ayes 20, noes 17, : 
Mr. IVERSON. I desire to make a couple of 
verbal corrections in the body of the bill. Inline 


| more proportionately on heavier letters, by permitting such į 


two hundred ant forty-five, instead of ‘* Perry 
Mills,” it should be“ Perry Wells;’’and in line | 
two. hundred and forty-seven, the word ‘* Ala- 
bama ” should be “Albany,” . A i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those verbal’ 
corrections will be made, unless there be objection: $ 

Mr. YULEE. I offer an amendment which is 
intended. to protect the revenues of the Goyern- 
ment on postages to San Francisco. Letters car- 
ried by- other vessels than the regular mail steam- 
ers, under existing laws, return tothe Government 
only six cents in some cases, and four cents in 
other cases. ‘The amendment is: 


And be iffurther enacted, That every letter or packet 
brought into the United States, or carried from one port 
therein to another, in any private ship or vessel, shall be 
charged with five cents, ifdclivered at the post office where 
the same shall arrive ; and if destined to be conveyed by | 
post to any place, with two cents added to the ordinary 
rates of postage: Provided, That upon all fetters or pack- 
ets conveyed in whole or in part by steamers or steamships 
over any route upon which, or between ports and places 
between which, the mail is regularly conveyed in other 
vessels under contract with the Post Office Department the 
same charge shall be levied, with the addition of twp cents 
a letter or packet, as would bave been levied if such Jetter 
or packet had been transmitted regularly through the mail. 

And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts of acts 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act. be, and the 
game are hereby, repealed. pa 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [should like to know if 
that is a provision to increase the postage. 

Mr. YULEE. _It is mostreadily explained by 
a letter from the Department, which is brief: 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT, February 17, 1860. 

Siu: Reterring to the accompanying copy of a letter from 
the postmaster of San Francisco, 1 deem it my duty to in- 
vite the special attention of your committee to the import- 
ance of early legislative action, in order to prevent serious 
loss to the Government from the transmission of mail mat- 
ter, outside the mails, between the Atlantic and Pacific 
States, hy way of the isthmus. 

‘The fifteenth section of the act of 1625 provides “ that 
every letter or packet brought into the United States, or 
earried from one port therein to another, in any private ship 
or vessel, shall be charged with six cents, if delivered at 
the post office where the same shall arrive; and if des- 
tined to be conveyed by post, to any place, with two cents 
added to the ordinary rates of postage.” 

Under this section, any letters conveyed by other ships 
than those of the mail line between New York and San 
Francisco are subject to a postage of only six cents when 
delivered at the port of arrival, and of five cents when Tor- 
warded to the interior, of Which the master or commander, 
or other person delivering the sane, is cntitled to receive 
two cents a letter, thus reducing the actual rate accruing 
to the Government, in the one case, to tour, and in the other 
to three cents, a letter. 

I would recommend, therefore, that, upon all letters eon- 
veyed by steamers or steamships over any route upon Which | 
the mail is conveyed iu other vessels under contract with 
this Department, the same charge be levied, with the addi- | 
tion of two cents a letter for conveyance, to Which such 
letter would have been subject, had it been transinitted reg- 
Uharly through the mail. Also that the Jaw be still further 
amended by manking the rate, in wl other eases, five cents, 
instead of six cents, upon all letters delivered at the portof 
arrival, thus avoiding the anomaly of charging more upon 
such letters than upon those required to be forwarded, | 
which apparcut inconsistency arises from the circumstance |} 
that when this law was passed, our lowest domestic rate 
Was six Cents. j 

Respectfully, your obedient servaut, 


J. HOLT. 
Hon. D. L. Vorxe, Chairman Committee onthe Post Office 
and Post Roads, United States Senate. 


Post OFFICE, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA, 

January 19, 1860. 

Str: I observe that the express companies here are yow | 
advertising to carry Jetters henee to the Atlantic without 
being covered by United States postage envelopes; and it | 
is said that some arrangement has been made to that end | 
with the Department. Such letters are to be carried on į; 
the steamers acific company not now carrying the i 
United States mails, and, I am told, are to be treated as 
ship-letters, 4. e., dropped into the post office at New York. || 
tn such case, J suppose, the postage to be charged by the ! 


| out of any money in the Tr 


United States will be six cents; consequently the Govern- 
ment would Jose four cents on each single letter, and much 


arrangement, instead of requiring the use of the United į 
States envelopes. f have to request of you oficial informa- i 
tion on Uis subject to govern my action here. Adiscrimina- | 
tion like the one stated would, in time, throw the great bulk | 
ofeorrespondence upon the independent steamers, as they | 
are now making much shorter trips than our mail steamers, ; 
and, 1 doubt not, will continue to during the present con- | 
tract. | 

ł 

i 

i 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, i 
C. L. WELLER, Postmaster. 


lion. Horario Kina, First Assistant Postmaster General. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


is intended to repeal the act relating to separating 
post offices, which has been found: to be a very 
expensive and troublesome thing to the Depart- ; 
ment; and this will save a considerable sum an- | 
i 
I 


Mr. YULEE. [offeranamendmentnow which | 
i 
a 


nually: l 


And be it further enacted, That so much of the act enti- 


| ted “An act regulating. the pay of deputy postmusters,’? 


approved the 22d of June, 4854, as authorizes the Pustmas- 
ter General to:make quarterly allowances out of the post- 
ages collected at separating post. offices for extra labor em- 
ployed in separating and dispatching the mails, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed : Provided, He shall pay such al- 
lowances as may have been authorized under existing laws 
to the date of this repeal. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. DAVIS. [rise toa privileged question. 
Task the consent.of the Senate to postpone in- 
formally the consideration of this bill, to enable 
me to make a report from a committee of confer- 
ence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
receive the report. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the committee of conference 
on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 


the bill (H. R. No. 503) making further appro- 


| priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 


ment during the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1860, made the following report: 
The managers appointed on the part of the Senate upon 


i the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


two. Houses, on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 503) 
making further appropriations tor the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1860, report : d 

That they met the managers appointed on the part of the 
House of Representatives, and, alter full and free confer- 
ence, were unable to agree. The committee, therefore, 
recommend the Senate to farther insist on their disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House to the Senate’s first 
amendment to the bill, and further insist upon their third 
amendment to the bill disagreed to by the House. 

Tey also ask to be discharged from the committee on 
conterence, JEFFERSON DAVIS, 

THOMAS BRAGG, 
JAMES HARLAN. 

Mr. DAVIS. That I may present the case en- 
tirely to the Senate, | will merely state that the 
point of difference between the two committees 
was upon the question whether the service should 
be restored to the condition it occupied on the 
4th of March, 1859. The House committee was 
persistent on that point, representing the opinion 
of the House; the Senate committee resisted that 
point, representing the opinion of the Senate; 
and, therefore, we were compelled to make a 
separate report. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that the House 
has made another proposition on that bill, which 
will be here presently. 

Mr. DAVIS. When the proposition of the 
Tfouse comes, it may give us an opportunity for 
another conference, and, I hope,a final agreement, 
In the present condition of the case, l ask thatthe 
committee be discharged. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


| ator ask for action on the report? 


Several SENATORS. 
table, 

Mr. DAVIS. 
table, very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will 
he laid aside informally. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the post route bill. 

Mr. YULEE. [ now offer an amendment ap- 

ropriating $3,000 for furnishing the post office at 
St. Louis, in accordance with an estimate from 
the Post Office Department: 

And be it further enacted, That thesum of $3,000 be paid, 
ury not Otherwise appropri- 
ated, for the purpose of fitting up and furnishing the post 
office portion of the custom -house in the city of St. Louis, 


Oh, no; let it lic on the 


If Senators desire it to lie on the 


Itis a new building requiring furniture. There 
is a short letter from the Department, which I send 
to the Chair, and ask to have read. 

The Secretary read the following letter: 

Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, June 4, 1860. 

Sir: Therewith submit an estimate of the postmaster of 
St. Louis, Missouri, for fining up and furnishing the post 
office portion of the custom-house in that city, and respect- 
fully recommend ah appropriation of $3,000 for that pur- 
pose. 

F have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, J. HOLT, 

Postmaster General. 
Hoy. D. L. Yuier, Chairman Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, United States Senate. 

Mr. POLK. I will state that, before the com-. 
pletion of the new building, the Government of 
the United States had rented, in the city of St. 
Louis, a building fora post office. The lessors 
furnished the building; and, at: the time of the 
completion of the building, which theGovernment 


1860. 


constructed, when the post office was removed, the 
Government had not any furniture atah. They 
took, however, into the new building, the old 
furniture that had been used in the old building, 
which had been rented prior to thisremoval, which 
furniture belonged to the landlord of the building. 
The Government has now no furniture for the 
transaction of the business there; nothing adequate 
at all; and, in fact, the office was in such a condi- 
tion last winter, that at one time, when the weather 
became intensely cold in December, they had to 
stop operations, and the clerks had to leave. It 
was so cold that they could not carry on the busi- 
ness of the office. 1 will state that the Treasury 
Department made an estimate, which I have here, 
to the effect that it would cost $5,000; but, on 
writing out to St. Louis and getting an estimate 
from the postmaster there, I found it would be 
less than that,and I then applied to the Postmaster 
General, and he recommended $3,000. I will also 
state, that it appears from a report of the Post- 
master General, which I hold m my hand, that 
the post office at St. Louis 1s, in point of surplus 
emoluments and profits, the third in the United 
States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE. The next amendment which I 
have to offer I desire to invite the attention of the 
Senate to. Jt graduates the compensation to be 
paid to railroads, and the rate of speed which shall 

e required from them; under which, I think, the 
annual saving to the Department will certainly not 
be less than half a million dollars, and is one that, 
I think, will put the railroad service on a very just 
foundation. The amendment is: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
shail not, on any railroad of the first s, allow an average 
rate of speed of less than twenty miles an hour, including 
stoppages; nor on any railroad of the second class, an aver- 
age rate of speed of than seventeen miles an bour, in- 
eluding stoppages; nor ou auy railroad of the third clas 
less than twelve miles an hour, inchuding stoppages 3 and no 
greater delay than forty-five minutes shall be allowed be- 
tween connecting routes of either class to effect the wans- 
fer of the mails. 

And be it further enacted, That for the conveyauce of the 
mail on any railroad of the first class, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall not pay a higher rate of compensation than $200 
per mile per annum ; nor upon railroads of the second class, 
a higher rate than cighty doHars per mile per annum 3 nor 
upon any railroad of the third class, a higher rate than forty 
dollars per mile per imum, 

Mr. GREEN. That needs a little amendment; 
and I propose to add to it: 

Nor shall any route carry the mail more than once a day, 
except the route between Washington and New York. 


[** Not”? «Nol?] 
__ I wil tell you why. The sailing of vessels and 
the foreign intercourse may require a little more 
mail facilities in that direction than anywhere 
else, though [am not certain that it docs. I know 
that for the West one daily mail is all that is 
wanted; and I know that it carries all your mail 
matter. I know that the ‘second daily mail is 
money thrown away, and therefore I want to 
limit it to one daily mail. It will accommodate 
the people; it will save money, and enable the 
Department to keep up the little mails through 
the country, ramifying and supplying the com- 
munities; which they cannot do if you give the 
railroads ail the money you receive from your 
postal service. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I think a brief view of this 


sukject will show gentlemen, and especially gen- | 
tlemen of the West, that the amendment now | 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri will not | 


answer the purpose. Take, for instance, the sup- 
ply of the city of St. Louis, and the city of De- 
troit, and the city of Chicago, and the whole 


country connecting with these mails. The mails | 
from New England and from New York to the 


West are mainly sent to Albany, which is a dis- 
tributing office.. When the distribution takes 
place there, the great mail for the West, as it is 
called, is made up separately by itself in bags, 
and is put on board the early train, which stops 
but at one place in New York—at Syracuse—for 
afew minutes. It stops simply for water, and it 
waits for nothing else. It has on board the great 
mail for the West from New York and New Eng- 
land. That mail, when it reaches Buffalo, is 
passed. around to a connecting train, and the Buf- 
falo mail is included in it—nothing more. It pro- 


ceeds directly onward to its destination. Within | 


an hour, or an hour anda half, after that mail 
starts from Albany, a sccond train gocs, which 


furnishes all the post offices on the route through 
the State of New York for three hundred and fifty 
miles, stopping at Schenectady, at Utica, at Rome, 
at Syracuse, and so on, and branching off at dif- 
ferent points to supply the mail-in each direction. 
The reason why the mails are sent in this way is, 
that the great mail of the West cannot be delayed 
to make this peddling along the road. ff it was 
compelled to do it, the mail from Albany to St. 
Louis would be from a day and a half to two days 
behind hand. That would be the result of having 
only one daily mail. It may be, and it is, true, 
that the further we go from the point of-departure, 
the less important the twice-daily mail service 
becomes; and finally it runs out when it reaches 
St. Louis. There they might not see or feel the 
necessity of having two trains per day furnishing 
the mail through the city of New York, when it 
was for them, and for them essentially and espe- 
cially. 

This is not a peculiar case. The same thing 
is true of the great route from the North to the 
South, and it probably is so of the great route 
between Philadelphia and the West. It may be 
true, also, of the route between Baltimore and 


|! Wheeling; but I do not know so much about that. 


Ido know about the route of which 1 have spoken; 
and I think the mere illustration of it, by a case 
of that kind, will convince at least western gen- 
tlemen that this regulation will not answer. 

Mr. YULEE. Lt seems to me that it is sufi- 
cient to limit the amount, leaving the Department 
to get as frequent service as they can for that 
sum on such routes as require service more than 
once a day. I will state that the reduction 
amounts, altogether, to an average of about four- 
teen per cent.; and the saving, if we merely reduce 
all that is above to these maximum rates, will be 
$454,000; and if all the routes are reduced pro 
rata, according to this redaction, it will effect a 
saving of $890,000. Some reform is necessary. 
The cost of the railroad service now is $3,250,000, 
without counting the pay of the route agents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 


“souri to the amendment of the Senator from Flor- 


ida; which is to insert 2t the end of it: 
Nor shall the mail on any route be carried more than once 


| a day, except on that between Washington and New York. 


Theamendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


THE LOAN BILL, 


A message from the [louse of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Efouse had passed a bill (H. R. No. 847) author- 
izing a loan and providing for the redemption of 
Treasury notes. 

Mr. HUNTER. Task the general consent of 
the Senate to take up the loan bill, which has just 
been received from the House, without referring 
it to the Committee on Finance. Itis pretty much 
the same bill that we passed, with a slight altera- 
tion as to time. Let us act on it at once, so as to 
get it out of the way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Virginia can only be enter- 
tained by unanimous consent, The Chair hears 
no objection. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 


Mi BIGLER,. I thought the bul was to be 
receiveggfor the purpose of reference. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 


is to take up the bill for the purpose of action. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is the same bill we added 
to the appropriation bill, with a little difference 
as to time, I am told. We can have it read 
here. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that this is a loan bill, 
and it must be referred to the committee if one 
objection is made to taking it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, Itis before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, and will be read. 

The bill was read. It authorizes a loan of 
$21,000,000, redeemable in a period not less than 
ten nor more than twelve years, the proceeds to 
be used in the redemption of the outstanding 
Treasury notes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If no amend- 
ment be proposed, the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE. - 


| Mr. BIGLER. I thought the Senator from 
Virginia asked to take up the bill for the purpése 
of reference, i : 

Mr. HUNTER. 
to be considered. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
Senator. > ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
stated the motion to the Senate, and ‘supposéd vt 
was understood. ° : Bee Aa 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is it notnow'in order to move 
that the bill’ be committed? I thought it was 
read twice for the purpose of being referred'to a 
committee, ` i ne Gee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such a motion 
is in order. ae è pee igh et 

Mr. SIMMONS. F hope “the: Senate will at 
least have a committee to examine `a bill of ‘this 
sort before they pass it. AE eae ers 

Mr. HUNTER. Iris the same bill thatwe have 
considered, with a little alteration as to time: I 
hope it will not be referred: The members of thé 
House are very anxious to get away, and the: 
send us this bill. We ought to act on it. We 
know whether we mean to give them a loan‘or not. 
In fact, we know we cannot get along without it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr.SIMMONS. I object to the third reading 
of the bill now. T want to read it myself, at least, 
before it is passed. ; i TE 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihope the Senator will. not 
object. Task it not for my own accommodation, 
but for that of the members ofthe House. I know 
that many of them want to get away to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If they want it, as a per- 
sonal accommodation, I will agree to let the vote 
be taken on the passage of the bill, without read- 
ing it; but otherwise f insist on having a chance 
to look ata bill which authorizes an increase of 
the permanent debt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill hav- 
ing been read twice to-day, it cannot be read the 
third time without unanimous consent: Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island. object? i 

Mr. SIMMONS. I withdraw the objection at 
the request of the Senator from Virginia, as he 
has the purse strings in his charge. 

The bill was icad the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is, “ Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. BIGLER. I thought the Senator from 
Rhode Island objected, Ps ie i‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection 
was withdrawn, i $ 


The bill was passed. 
POST ROUTE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committce of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (HL. R. No. 
714) to establish certain post routes. + 

Mr. YULEE. I now offer, as an amendment, 
four sections of a bill which was introduced in the 
House by the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mittee, after consultation with the Department, 
and was also agreed to by the Senate committee: 


And be it further enacted, ‘That it shall be lawful for per- 
sons known as regular dealers in newspapers aid period - 
icals to receive by mail such quantities of either as they 
may require, and to pay the postage thereon as they may 
be reccived, at the same rates as regular subscribers to such 
publications. we 

And. be it further enacted, That maps, engravings, litho- 
graphs, or photographie prints, on rollers or in paper Cov- 
ers, books, bound or unbound, phonographic paper, and let- 
ter envelopes, shal! be deemed mailable matter, and charged 
with postage by the weightof the pac rbot in any case 
to exceed tour pounds—at the rate of ouc cent an ounce, 
or fyaction of an ounce, to any place in the United States 
under fifteen hundred miles, and at the rate of two centsan 
| ounce, or fraction of an ounce, over fifteen hundred miles, 
| to be prepaid by postage stamps. i . 

And be it further enacted, ‘Vat cards, blank or printed, 
in packages weighing at least eight ounces, and of seeds or 
cuttings, in packages not exceeding eight ounces in weight, 
shali also be deemed mailable. nutter, and ved With 
postage at the rate of one cent an ounce, or fi a of an 
ounce, to any place in the United States under fifteen han- 
| dred miles, and at the rate of two cènts an ounce, or frao- 
tion of an ounce, over fifteen hundred miles, to be prepaid 
by postage stamps i 

And be it further enacted, 'That the act of 3d March, 
1855, entitied An act further to amend the act entitled 
< An act to redace and modify the rates.of postage in ‘the 
United. States, and for other purposes,’ 2? passed March 3, 
1851, be, and the same is hereby, so modified as to require 
the teu cent rate of postage to be prepaid on letters con- 
veyed in the mail fromany point in the United States, east 


Į asked that it be taken up 


‘T totally misundersigod’ the 


The question 


of the Rocky Mountains, to any State or Tertitory.on the 
Pacific, and from any State or Territory onthe Pacific. to 
any point in the United States cast of the Rocky Mouut- 


3232. 


June 22. 


armis. And al drop letters. shall. be prepaid by postage 

stainps:. : ake i 
The-amendment was agreed to. 

POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL, 

© A message from the House of Representatives, 

by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 

House had receded from its amendment, disagreed 

to by the-Senate, to the first. amendment of the 

Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 503) making further 


appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1860; and had agreed to the said first 
amendment, with an amendment, in which. the 
concurrence of the Scnate was requested. 

_ Mr. YULEE. Lettheamendment of the House 
to the Post Office deficiency bill be read. 

. ‘Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill under 
discussion will be laid aside, if there be no objec- 
tion, and the action of the House will be read. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘hat this House recede from its amendment, 
disagreed to by the Senate, to the Senate’s first amendment 
to the bill (H.R. No. 503) making further appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1860, and agree to said first 
amendment with the folowing amendment: 

"At the end of said Senate amendment add: 

Provided, The said service shall be performed in the same 
time ais was prescribed in the schedule time in the contract 
for the service of the steamer Isabel line; and the Post- 
master General is hereby authorized and directed to pay 
for the actual service performed by the said steamer Isabel 
Jing, from Charleston to Havana, previous to the passage 
of this act, at the same rate of compensation as was pro- 
vided inthe contract for that service: And provided further, 
That the Postmaster General is hereby directed to restore 
the inland service on all the routes under contract on the 
4th of March, 1859, unless where improved service over 
said routes has been furnished by railroads or otherwise; 
and where the service has been actually performed by the 
contractor upon curtailed routes, notwithstanding such 
curtailinent, the Postinaster General shall pay the contract- 
ors as it no change had been ordered; but the Postmaster 
General shall not be required to restore the service on any 
‘of said routes beyond onc daily mail cach way, nor to in- 
terfere with any changes of service that may have been 
made without reduction of price; nor to restore service on 
route No. 10615, trom Neosho, Missouri, to Albuquerque, 
New Mexico; nor to restore service on route No. 15050, 
from Kansas City, Missouri, via Santa Fè, New Mexico, 
to Stockton, Calitornias nor on any part ot the route No. 
8076, west of BI Paso: Provided further, ‘Phat nothing 
berein coutained shall debar the Postmaster General trom 
discontinuing or curtailing any of the routes hereby re- 
stored; nor shall the cantractor or contractors upon said 
restored routes be paid any extra allowance whatever, in 
consequence of any new curtailment or discontinuance : 
And provided fi 


urthe, Uhat no service hereby restored shall 

be pit in operation unless by the assent of the contractor 
or contractors thercior: gind provided further, That the 
appropriation bereiu anade shall be so construed as to cm- 
brace those made by the joint resolution for the relief of 
the contractors of the Post Office Department, approved 
28th Mareb, 1860: And provided further, ‘That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed soas to renew the mail 
service on the Cumberland river, above Clarksville, in the 
State of ‘Fennessee. 

Mr. DAVIS. One of the modifications in the 
proposition which the House now presents, is an 
amendment which was proposed in the Senate, to 
strike out so much of the original amendment of 
the House as made a distinction between the 
States where the contracts had expired, and those 
where they were still running. There is a minor 


change, made by striking out “the steamer Esa- | 
bel, and inserting “the steamer Isabel line.” 


It may be that another committee of conference 
will be able to reach something acceptable to the 
two Houses of Congress; and if it be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, I move that weask the appoint- 
ment of another committee. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In order to try the ques- 
tion without taking time, I move, so as to test the 
sense of the Senate, that the Senate agree to the 
amendment of the Eouse. 

Mr. YULEE. I gave way only for the pur- 
pose of allowing the amendment to be read. 
hope it will not be undertaken to get a vote on it 
now. It must necessarily lead to discussion. I 
cannot, on the mere reading of the amendment 
now from the desk, sufficiently comprehend the 
changes which the House proposes. I shall want 
to.examine them, and when we get through this 
bil we shall be able to examine it. I gave way 
only for the purpose of hearing the amendment 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The Post Office deficiency bill is before the Sen- 
ate, and can be laid aside only by vote of the 
Senate. f 

Mr. YULEE. The post route bill was laid 
aside only for the purpose ofallowing this amend- 
ment to be read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having 
been taken up by unanimous consent, itis, in the 
opinion of the Chair, legitimately before the body, 
and must be disposed of by a vote. 

Mr. YULEE. I gave way only for the read- 
ing of the amendment, as my friend from Mis- 
sissippi knows, by unanimous consent, and cer- 
tainly advantage will not be taken of that to lay 
aside the post route bill, which it is important 
should reach the House at once, and go into a 
discussion upon the other. I have been requested 
from the House to send the post route bill there 
as quickly as possible; and in consequence of that 
request, | shall withhold several of the amend- 
ments I designed to offer. 

Mr, TOOMBS. I should think it would be 
very extraordinary, when the Senator from Flor- 
ida desires to go on with his bill, and unanimous 
consent was given merely for the reading of the 
amendment, that the Senate should insist on 
availing themselves of that unanimous consent to 
force it on him. I do not think it is fair dealing. 

Mr. DAVIS. I asked for the reading, and I 
did understand the Senator from Florida to give 
way for the reading; but after it was read, | saw 
what changes had been made, and thought it pos- 
sible the Senate could dispose of it at once. 

Mr. COLLAMER. think the gentleman 
from Florida will hardly need any time about it. 
There is nothing new in this amendment. It 
presents the same question which was started by 
the Senator from South Carolina; and that is, to 
restore the service, notwithstanding theexpiration 
of the contract upon a route. That is all the 
change there is in it. 

Mr. YULEE. Do I understand that it is the 
same amendment which the House sent here be- 
fore, with only that difference? 

Mr. COLLAMER, That is all. 

Mr. HAMMOND. There is another differ- 
ence. They now use the words ‘Isabel line,” 
instead of ‘steamer Isabel,’’ because the Catawba 
performed two trips. That is what they intended 


in the ee P : 
EE. Butitis the same thing sub- 


Mr. YU 
stantially. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. YULEE. It is proper for the Senate to 
consider what course ought to be taken, Cer- 
tainly the matter cannot be disposed of instantly. 
We want to examine, to consider it. The House 
has seut us now the bill in another shape, and we 
shall want to consider what we ought todo. It 
is now here. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That is the only differ- 
ence. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It makes a very important dif- 
ference, and one that I intend to discuss myself, 
lt puts back all the service, even where the con- 
tracts have expired. lt makes it about ten times 
as bad. 

Mr. YULEE. Do I understand the Chair to 
have decided that this bill has superseded the post 
route bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion 
of the Chair, it has been taken up and is in the 
hands of the Senate, and must be disposed of. 

Mr. YULEE. I move, then, to set it asid 
and that we proceed with the consideration of 
post route bill. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty 
noes not counted. 


POST ROUTE BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
accordingly resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 714) establishing certain post routes. 

Mr. YULEE. I offer now an amendment re- 
lating to the California mail service, which may 
be read, and then I ask that a letter fromthe Post 
| Office Department, which I send to the Chair, 
may also be read. 

‘The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 
{Whereas it appears from the report of the Postmaster 
General that it wil} be doubtful whether the mails of the 
United States ean be transported between the ports of the 
Aulantie and those of the Pacific on the terms prescribed 
by the fourth section of an act entitled “An aet making 
i appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department 
| during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1861,” ap- 
| proved the Sth day of Jane, 1860: Therefore, 
| Be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General be, 
| 


de 


and he is hereby, authorized to contract for the carrying of 
said mails by ocean and Isthmus transit, over the shortest 
| practicable route, between New York and San Francisco, 
ata rate of compensation not to exceed $400,000 per an- 
i num; which contract shall be for a term not exceeding two 
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years from its date, and may be made with ‘or without ad- 
vertisement, as the Postmaster General may deein the pub- 
lie interests require. And the compensation which may 
become due to the contractors for this service, as well as 
for that which may be performed on the inland routes num- 
bered 8911, between St. Joseph, Missouri, and Salt Lake 
City, Utah Territory ; 12801, between Sait Lake City, Utah, 
and Placerville, California; 13515, between St. Paul and 
Puget Sound ; and 12578, known as the greatoveriand mail 
route, shall be paid ont of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, on the certificate of the Postmas- 
ter General that the service has been duly performed. 


Mr. YULEE. I ask now for the reading of 
the letter from the Department. s 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


Posr Orrice DEPARTMENT, June 20, 1860. 

Sır: Under the operation of the fourth section of anact 
entitled “ An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1861,” approved a few days since, this. Depart- 
mentis authorized to coutract for carrying the United States 
mails between the ports of the Atlantic and Pacific, but is 
restricted in the compensation for the service to the post- 
ages received on the mails transported. Since the passage 
of this act, I have made application to the several compa- 
nies owning steamships engaged at present in this trade, 
and also to the only individual ship-owner known to the 
public to have the ability and willingness to undertake the 
service, and they have ail unhesitatingly declined reeviv- 
ing the mails on the terms of the act referred to. They 
claim, and I think justly, a larger compensation than the 
postages, which have suffered a great reduction because of 
a diversion of the letter maiis to the overland route. ‘The 
bulk of the California mails renders it impossible, at any 
reasonable cost, to send them by any other than the ocean 
route; and unless the law just enacted is modified, the 
printed matter destined for our Pacific possessions cannot 
be forwarded. In the annual report, these mails, as dis- 
patched semi- monthly, are set down as averaging ten tons 
each, which is rather under than over their actual weight. 
The average, I am satisfied, from a close examination of 
the returns for a series of trips, is considerably over twelve 
tons. ‘The last mail reported to the Department weighed 
upwards of thirty-one thousand pounds, and that dis- 
patched to-day, it is believed, will be much above this 
figure. In view of the manifest impracticability of for- 
warding such mails through a desert country of three thou- 
sand miles in extent, and over mountains covered by deep 
snows tor four or five months in the year, would respect- 
fully reconunend that the law just passed shall be so mod- 
ified as to empower this Department to continue the ocean 
service between New York and San Francisco by the near- 
est and best practicable route. From the offers made, Lam 
satisficd that a contract on terms reasonable and just can 
be at once closed for the transportation of the mails by 
this route. : 

I have the honor to be, most respectfully, your obedient 
servant, ` J. HOLT. 


Hon. D. L. Yurer, 
Chairman Post Office Committee, Senate. 


Mr. YULEE. I will state, that the scope of the 
amendment offered is simply to relieve the De- 
partment from the restriction contained in the 
Post Office appropriation bill for 1861, which con- 
fines him to postages as the compensation for the 
ocean service, and authorizes him to use that mode 
of transportation ata cost not excceding $400,000. . 
There is another clause in the amendment which 
provides that the cost of the California service 
shall be taken out of the moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, relieving the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. WILSON. I send to the Chair an amend- 
ment, which I offer as a substitute for that of the 
Senator from Florida. 

The Secretary read the amendmen 
as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to contract 
with contractors on route *8911, between St. Joseph, Mis- 
souri, and Great Salt Lake City, and route *12801, between 
Great Salt Lake City and Placerville, California, or with 
either of them, for the conveyance of the entire United 
States mail between St. Louis, via St. Joseph, Missouri, 
and Placerville, to San Francisco, California, in twenty 
days’ time: Provided, The service can be obtained tri- 


tof Mr. WiL- 


| weekly the first year, at a compensation not to exceed 


$600,000, and daily thereafter at an additional compensa- 
sation not to exceed $200,000 per annum, the service to 
expire July 1, 1866, and the contractors to supply Denver 
City and Great Salt Lake City with a weekly mail with- 
out additional compensation. 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to provide for 
the conveyance of the entire United States mail on which 
letter postage is paid, weekly, from St. Paul, Minnesota, via 
St. Cloud, and trom Superior, Wisconsin, via Crow Wing, 
to the Dalles, in Oregon, with the same preémption right 
as heretofore allowed upon other through routes: Provided, 
The service can be obtained at an annual cost not ex- 
ceeding $200,090, and the trip to be performed in twenty 
days, from May 1 to November 1; in thirty days the re- 
mainder of the year. 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to contract 
with the contractors on route *8076, now engaged in the 
transportation of the mails between San Antonio, ‘Texas, 
and El Paso, ‘l'exas, for the conveyance of the entire Uni- 
ted States mail, semi-weekly, in ten days’ time, between 
New Orleans, Louisiana, and Bi Paso, Texas, for a com- 
pensation not to exceed $300,000 per annum ; the contract 
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to continue for the samé length of time as the service pro- 
vided for in the foregoing sections. i 

And be it further enacted, That the cost of service att- 
thorized in this act shalt be paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, upon the certificate of service from the Post 
Office Department. F 

And beit further enacted, That the contractors on the 
overland mail routes herein provided for shall bave the 
privilege of forwarding printed matter, semi-monthly, ata 
schedulé of thirty days. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to make a very brief 
explanation of this amendment. Itis, in substance, 
the bill proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, (Mr. Hare.] We have a contract with 
Butterfield & Co., which stands in the way of 
making a system of mail transportation across the 
continent. Ido not. propose, however, to touch 
that contract, for I see that Senators from the 
southwestern States are opposed to changing But- 
terfield’s line. Therefore I propose that that line 
shall stand just as it now is—expiring in 1864, I 
think. Then I propose in this amendment to 
carry the mails, such as may be tendered, across 
the continent from St. Louis to San Francisco, 
tri-weekly. 

Mr. YULEE. For how much? K 

Mr. WILSON. For $600,000; §800,000a year 
will give daily service. I require them to carry 
the printed matter in a schedule of thirty days. 
Then I propose from New Orleans, by way of 
San Antonio, to have a semi-weckly line to El 
Paso, so aş to connect there with Butterficld’s 
linc. The expense of carrying all the mails to 
California under thisamendment, if adopted, will 
be $1,450,000 a year. 

Mr. YULEE. How much for the New Or- 
leans and El Paso route? 


Mr. WILSON. Two hundred and fifty thou- | 


sand dollars semi-weekly. Six hundred thousand 
dollars will be paid by the way of St, Louis, and 
$600,000 is now paid to the Butterfield line, making 
altogether $1,450,000. ‘Then there isa clause fora 
mail to Oregon, across the country, at an expense 
of $200,000. I do not want to see any more con- 
tracts made with steamship lines to convey mails 
between differeut parts of our own country. I 
think the necessities of the country require that 
there shall be an overland mail system. If the 
Batterfield line ‘was out of the way, there would 
be no trouble in securing a proper system on rea- 
sonable terms; but I do not belicve you can change 
the Butterfield linc now, and therefore I propose 
to let it stand, and provide for the other lines 
named in my amendment, so that we shall have 
the central route, the Butterfield route, the New 
Orleans and San Antonio route, and have nothing 
to do with the steamers. Then the printed matter 
from the South can be carried across the country, 
from New Orleans by El Paso; and on the line 
from St, Louis I propose to allow a schedule of 
thirty days for carrying the printed matter. 1 
think that will throw out a great deal of printed 
matter which would otherwise go in the mails, 
and cause them to send it by steamers—such as 
periodicals that the people will want to get in less 
than thirty days. By taking them out of the mails 
you relieve the burden of carrying the printed 
matter, which brings no income whatever, but is a 
large expense. 

Mr. LANE. Iwas not here when the first 
amendment was read; but I would suggest to the 


mover of the pending amendment that the route | 


which starts from St. Paul should properly, in 
justice to the country on the Pacific, terminate at 
Seattle, in Washington Territory, with a branch 
to the Dalles, in Oregon; for it leaves the main 


direction to the Pacific coast when it turns to go | 
to the Dalles, in Oregon. I suggest to the Senator | 
from Massachusetts to make that alteration. Let j 


him, in the third section of hisamendment, strike 
out the words “to the Dalles, in Oregon, and 
insert, “ to Seattle, on Puget Sound, witha branch 
to the Dalles, in Oregon.” 

Mr. WILSON, I accept that amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. As theamendment of the 
Senator from Massachusctts is an amendment to 
an amendment, it cannot be amended; but E sug- 
gest to him to modify it by inserting an additional 
section, providing that, in case the contractors 
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over the Salt Lake route fail to accept this ser- 
vice, the Postmaster General may have the power 
to provide some other service for the printed 
matter. 

Mr. HALE. That can be put in. 

Mr. WILSON. Let the Senator from Cali- 
fornia suggest the modification he desires. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will draw it up if the Sen- 
ator will make it part of bis amendment, because 
it would be out of order for me to move it. 

Mr.GWIWN. It being understood that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts accepts the amendment 
proposed by my colleague, I suggest that while 
it is being prepared any gentleman who has an 
objection to this proposition can state it. I shall 
certainly vote for this provision. If we can get 
the entire mail carried overland, I am for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed 
modification will be read as soon as it is com- 
pleted. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear 
what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is being prepared. 

Mr, YULEE. What are we waiting for? Time 
is important. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts proposesto modify hisamend- 
men The modification has not yet been pre- 

ared. 
: Mr. YULEE, Itis understood what the nature 
of the modification is, and there is no reason why 
any explanations which gentlemen desire to make 
in regard to the general proposition should not 
proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


receive a message from the House of Representa- 
tives. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chicf Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 339) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H R. No. 339) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1861, made the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
339) making appropriations for the Iegislitive, executive, 
and judicial expenses.of the Government for the year end- 
ing the 80th of June, 1851, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

{hat the Senate recede from itsamendment to the House 
amendment to the seventh amendmentof the Senate; and 
that the House recede from its amendment to the said 
seventh amendment, and agree to the said seventh amend- 
ment. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbers 
twenty-one, twenty-two, twenty-three, and twenty-four. 

J. A. PEARCE, 

A. O. P. NICHOLSON, 

B. P. WADE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. 3. MORRILL, 

JOHN S. PHELPS, 

WILLIAM A. HOWARD, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. PEARCE. There are now but really two 
amendments as to which there are disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses. The first is the seventh 
amendment of the Senate, which reduced the 


amount appropriated for the printing bureau, and | 


limited the number of clerks to three. The House 
made an amendment to thatin respect to the pub- 
lic printing, the object being to rectify what they 
supposed an-incquality of profits between the 


|! House Printer and the Senate Printer. The Sen- 
| ate made an amendment to thatamendmentof the 


House, by which they proposed a reduction of 
twenty-five per cent. in the price of the Da 
printing. The House committee and the Senate 


ject. 


| 
i 
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committee have agreed to recommend’ that the. 
House recede from that amendment of theirs; and 
that the Senate recede from its amendment inre~ “ 
gard to the twenty-five per cent. deduction. ‘The 
effect will be to Teave the printing precisely on 
the terms in which it now stands by law. “The 
Senate committee were very desirous of having 
this reduction of twenty-five per cent, made, but 
they were very unwilling to disturb the rights of 
the Printer of the Senate, and to take away from 
him and give to the House Printer that which the 
law now gives to the. Senate Printer. The con+ 
sequence was that they could come to no agree~ 
ment, except to recommend that both Flouses re- 
cede from their respective amendments, sò ‘that 
there will be no provision at all in this’ bill with 
regard to the public printing. The House having 
passed a loan bill, the Senate committee felt wi 
ranted in recommending the Senate to recede from 
amendments number twenty-one, twenty-two, 
twenty-three, and twenty-four, which provided 
for a loan. : . 
The report was concurred in, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had. signed the following 
enrolled bills; which thereupon received the sig+ 
nature of the Vice President: i 

A bill (S. No. 30) for the relief of Sheldon Mè- 
Knight; 

A bill (H. R. No. 238) for the relief of Róbert 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 424) for the relief of con- 
gressional township number six south, of range 
number eight west, in Randolph county, State of 
Indiana; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 847) authorizing a Joan, and 
providing for the redemption of Treasury notes. 

POST ROUTE BILL. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the post route bill, 
the pending question being on the amendment of 


| Mr. Wixson to that offered by Mr. Yuuer. 


Mr. HALE. 1 desire simply tó make à single 
suggestion to the Senate upon the general merits 
of this amendment, and that is, that let the Senate 
determine upon what they will, F hope they will 
not, by the course things have proceeded ‘here, 
be coerced into the adoption of the steamship pro- 
I think the Senate owe it to themselves to 
reject that anyhow. When I say that, it is due 
to the honorable Senator from California, who is 
a member of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads [Mr. Gwin] to say that he has been, 
for the past three months, urging upon the com- 
mittee and upon the Senate action upon this sub- 


ject, for the reason that the very contingency 


which ‘now presents itself to the Senate would 
present itsclf. He told us that these contracts 
expired so soon that we should be left without 
any service to the Pacific coast, and that he feared 
thé Department would be driven, as a matter of 
necessity, to the employment of the steamships. 
We here do not know all the influences that are 
operating upon us; but Lam satisfied myself that 
there has been, in some way or other—I do not 
know how, and do not undertake to say, but I 
think I have felt it, though I have not seen it—an 
influence operating in that direction to retard le- 
gislation in this body upon this subject, with the 
very hope and expectation that wé should find 
ourselves where we now are—forced almost, as + 
a matier of necessity, to. take up this contract with 
these steam vessels. Now, they propose to go 
three times a month for $400,000 a year. You 
can have an overland ‘service from St. Louis to 
San Francisco, taking your entire mail, not three 
times a month, but three times a week—four times 
the service—for fifty per cent. advance on what 
the steamship line ask. You must pay them 
$400,000 a year for carrying a mail three times a 
month, and you can have your entire mail carried 
overland, by responsible contractors, three times 
a week—or in other words, four times as often— 
for $600,000; or, if you choose to double the sum, 
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and put it at'$800,000,you can have a daily mait 
“between the city of St. Louis and the city of San 
Francisco, carrying the eritire mails in twenty 
days time; every day cach way, for just exactly 
double what you propose to pay the steamship 
line for carrying it three times a month... 

It seems to me, that between these two propoz 
sitions the Senate cannot hesitate at all; and be- 


e sides that, I think an overland mail has vastly the | 


advantage of the steamship service. If you take 


the. steamship, you have still got the Butterfield | 
contract, and both together make the cost of the 


service $1,000,000 a year. ‘That is entirely re- 

ardless of any, mail for the accommodation of 
St Louis and San Francisco direct, and entirely 
regardless of the interests of the northern portion 
of the Union, which is to be benefited by the mail 
from St. Paul to Oregon. If youadopt the amend- 
ment now proposed by the Senatorfrom Florida, 
to allow $400,000 a year to the steamships, that, 
together with the $600,000 paid to the Butterfield 
contractors, makes $1,000,000 a ycar paid for the 
transportation of the entire mail, and you only 
get it carried three times a month; for it will be 
remembered that the Butterfield. company only 
carry letters. It leaves unprovided for everything 
that lies north of El Paso, in Texas, and that is 
the situation in which you are placed. This 


amendment looks, evidently contemplates, if you | 
adopt this steamship line, that you are to have į 


another line from St. Louis to San Francisco; and 
if you give it to the lowest bidder, it will be, at the 
least, $400,000, and then there is the Oregon coun- 
try to be provided for. 1 think every interest of 
public policy, every interest that should legiti- 
mately be appealed to, does appeal to us to have 
done with this ocean steam company, and not 
have the thing take the course it Has, and be put 
off to the very last day of the session, and then, as 
a matter of necessity, we be compelled to succumb 


to one man—for I think the Postmaster General | 


says substantially, that only one man can do it; 
and it is in substance reducing Congress to the 
alternative of submitting to pay Mr. Vanderbilt 
$400,000 a year for running his 
times a month. | 
done, that amendment will not be adopted, 

Mr. GWIN. 1 hope the Senate will adopt the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
so far as the overland service is concerned, Lhope 


we shall have an opportunity of seeing whether | 


we cannot carry the whole mail across, the conti- 
nent, J believe we can, 

Mr. COLLAMER.,. I desire to ask if there is 
any need of any more law ou this subject; whether 
the Post Office Department has not a right to set 
up a mail by the Salt Lake route to California, as 
frequently as it pleases, without any more law 
about it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Bat they have not the right 
to send printed matter. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
they have. 

Mr. LATHAM. T think you are mistaken. 

Mr. GWIN. They have notthe right to send 

printed matter by the Butterfield route, nor can it 
e done by the ocean route, under a law passed 
the other day. ‘The amendment orders the Post- 
master General to put up the service, which, to 
be sure, he can do without this law; butit pro- 
vides that if he cannot get the service performed 
by the Salt Lake route, he may employ ocean 
service. That is the only additional legislation, 
He can do all the rest without this provision. 

Mr, COLLAMER. 
confined to the carrying of letters; 
Lake route is not so confined. 

Mr. GWIN. The Postmaster General can now 
contract for the whole of the service proposed in 

-this amendment, without any additional legisk 
tion at all, if he is disposed to do it; but if he 
eannot get the printed matter carried by the land 
routes, as I believe he can—I have no doubt about 
that—then he has no authority under the ex- 
isting law to contract for carrying it by ocean, 
lines. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Unless for the ocean post- 
ag 


but the Salt 


fully before the Senate 


Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator from Flor- | 
ida allow me to have the first section of my pro- | 


posed amendment read, as I have modified it? 
Mr. YULEE. Certainly. 


e. 
Mr. YULEE. I believe this question is now | 
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steamers three | 
I hope, whatever else may be | 


i 
By the Salt Lake route 


'The Butterfield route is | 


| 
| 
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The Secretary read it, as foliows: 


That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to contract with the contractors on 
route *891}, betweén St. Joseph, Missouri, and Great Salt 
Lake City, and.and route *12801, between Great Salt Lake | 
City and Placerville; California, or with either of them, for 
the conveyance of the entire United States mail between 
St. Louis, via St. Joseph, Missouri, and Placerville, to San” 
Franeiseo, California, in twenty days’ time: Provided, 
The service can be obtained tri-weekly the first year, ata 
compensation not to exceed $609,000, aud daily thereafter 
at an additionat compensation uot to exceed $200,000 per 
annum; the service to expire July 1, 1866, and the contract- 
ors to supply Denver City and Great Salt Lake City with a 
weekly mail without additional compensation: Pro vided, 
If the Postmaster General cannot contract with the above- 
named contractors to do the service herein provided for, 
that be shall then be authorized to contract forthis service 
by ocean steainships for a sum not exceeding $400,000, in- 
eluding isthmus transportation. 


Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts consent to strike out the words ‘* with 
the above named contractors?’ If he cannot con- 
tract with these contractors, there may be others 
who can carry the mail. 

Mr. LATHAM. But then you would have 
double service over the same route. 

Mr. HALE. No; for if he cannot contract 
with them, it is only to let him contract with any- 
body else. 

Mr. LATHAM, But they have a contract 
now between Salt Lake and St. Joseph, which 
does not expire for two years. [rom Salt Lake 
on you can contract at once; but on this side the 
contract does not expire for two years. : 

Mr. GWIN. But he can discontinue the ser- 
vice he has now, after giving thirty days’ no- 
tice. 

Mr. LATHAM. If he has a right to discon- 
tinue the service, L should prefer the suggestion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. If I am 
misinformed, of course I would not want that in. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from California 
will listen to me for a moment, I will say to him 
that, if these contractors have a contract on that 
route, it is subject to all the contingencies of gen- 
eral contracts, and the Postmaster General may 
discontinue it at any time he pleases, on giving 
them thirty days’ pay. I wantit put in this way: 
if he cannot contract with these contractors, or 
with anybody else, let him contract with the 
steamships for carrying the printed matter, 

Mr. LATHAM.’ If the Senator is right, that 
is exactly what J want. 

Mr. HALE. Itis what I want. 

Mr. LAFHAM. ‘ihe Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Pucu] informs me, however, that the statement 
is incorrect, so far as the Postmaster General’s 
authority to discontinue is concerned, and so 
other Senators inform me; and that was my rea- 
son for having the amendment drawn as it is; but 
if the Senator from New Llampshire is correct, 
I would rather insert the words ‘Sor other con- 
tracts.’ t 

Mr. PUGH. My impression is, that, when 
we had the Butterfield route under debate, it was 
stated-—— 

Mr. HALE. That is not the Batterfield route. 

Mr. PUGH. It was stated that none of the 
overland contracts contained a provision reserv- 
ing to the Postmaster General the power to dis- 
continue, 

Mr. HALE. They all contain that provision, 
except the Butterfield contract. ` 

Mr. TOOMBS. i suppose it makes very little 
difference how it is put, according to the doctrine 
on the other side of the Chamber. Ifa contractor 
wants to plunder the Treasury, all the Black Re- 
publicans vote for it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Iwill ask the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 


| whether this contract is suchas other Post Office 


contracts are? 

Mr. YOLEL. Kis. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then [am willing to putin 
the words ‘or other contractors.” 

Mr. LANE, Mr. President, I am not inclined 
to favor that portion of the amendment which 
provides for steam mail service to the Pacific un- | 
der any circumstances. Ido not want mail steam 
service. If we cannot have service across our own | 
soil on our own country, I would stop H alto- 
gether. Iam satisfied that the mail service be- | 
tween this portion of our country and the Pacific | 
can be performed across our own territory. Tam | 
not for employing a line that leaves New York 


and never touches atan American portagain until 


it arrives at San-Francisco. There is no-reason: 
why we should send the Pacific mails around the 
world to get to California. Thay accommodates 
nobody but the people at the termini. A mail 
across the continent runs through the country, a 
portion, of which is not now settled, but soon will 
be, if you have a regular mail line. Then, why 
not give us overland service? Why not dispense 
with the steamship service between ports on our 
own soil, when every Senator knows that the ser- 
vice can be performed across our own continent, 
and accommodate American citizens living upon 
American soil? Iam opposed in toto to the mail 
steamship service starting from New York and 
going by Panama and touching at no American 
port until it reaches San Francisco. It is wrong 
in principle and wrong in practice. í 

The general provisions of the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts commend themselves 


| to my judgment, because it provides for overland 


service from New Orleans, via El Paso, to con- 
nect with the Butterfield route to San Francisco, 
and for service three times a week from St. Louis 
to San Francisco across our own country, and for 
service from St. Paul to Oregon and Washington. 
Establish these routes, cause the service to be per- 
formed upon them, and then require the official 
persons, who have to travel from this part of the 
country to the Pacific, to travel by these routes, 
and you accommodate not only everybody on the 
routes, but you build up settlements, you open 
the country; and, by confining Army officers and 
other officials, who travel under orders to and from 
the Pacific coast, to mileage estimated by these 


routes, you save to the Government a good deal 


of expense. You save one half the mileage which 
the Government pays for travel by way of Pa- 
nama, Wrong has been perpetrated here for years 
in allowing members of Congress and others cn- 
titled to mileage, to compute the distance by way 
of Panama, That ought to be stopped, and let 
them travel across our own country. It is ours; 
and why not go across it, instead of out of it and 
half round the world, to reach our own States? 


i As I am interested in the matter, L should not like 


to offer an amendment, but I suggest to some Sen- 
ator to propose that all persons in the service of 
the Government, entitled to mileage for travel to 
and from the Pacific, shall have it computed ac- 
cording to the overland routes, for it would be a 
very great saving to this country; you would save 
many thousands of dollars which could be ap- 
plied to transporting the mails, and it ought to be 
done. 

There is no reason why the steam service 
should be continued, but there is reason why the 
service should be performed across our own coun- 
try. As the Senator from New Hampshire re- 
marked, instead of a mail three times a month, it 
gives us a mail three times a week; and for a 
very small advance, comparatively, on the price 
proposed for steamship service, we can have 
thirty mails a month by the overland routes, in- 
stead of three by the ocean route. Then why not 
have the overland service? Tam sure that the 
Senator from New Hampshire, let him belong to 
what party he may, looks at this matter as a 
statesman, as one who wants to advance our 
home interests, and accommodate our people upon 
our soil, without going around the world to reach 
another portion of our country with a mail three 
times a month, which touches nowhere until it 
ects tothe terminus. That system is wrong; and 
l hope the mail steamship service will be stopped 
now and hereafter, from this time henceforward, 
and let us have a mail from New Orleans, via Li 
Paso, to connect with the Butterfield route, and 
continue the Butterfield contract, and then give 
us service from St. Louis to San Francisco, and 
from St. Paul to Oregon. Then you will have 
done much to advance the interests of our own 
people upon our own soil; and I hope that this or 
some other proposition having for its purpose 
this great object may be adopted. 

Mr. GREEN. [like very much the idea ad- 
vanced by the Senator from Oregon, and if he 
thinks that his mileage under the law is too much, 
he hasa perfect right to relinquish it, and only 
take that which he thinks is right and proper. 

Mr. LANE. I would say to the Senator, that 
while I should be very willing to do that, I know 
that there are hundreds of others who are in the 
serviceas well as your humble servant, who would 
not be willing to do it, They will take all the law 
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allows them, and estimate the distance by Pan- 
ama. You had better fix the matter by law, and 
then they will take what the law allows. 
I, sir, with all my patriotism, am very apt to take 
just what the law allows, but nota cent more. 
That muchl am in the habitof taking; but if you 
will compute the distance by the overland route, 
I shalf be content with that, and it will confine 
others to the same distance. 

Mr. GREEN. That does very well, but it 
would be wrong in itself, I cannot see how any 
man.can accept it while it continues to be wrong. 

Mr. LANE. Will the Senator allow me 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LANE. I will say, in a word, that here+ 
tofore the travel has been by Panama, and it has 
not been very practicable for any of the agents 
of the Government to travel across the country. 
You have not established mail routes overland; 
you have not afforded that facility and protection 
which would make it secure to go overland. It 
is your fault, not the fault of those who have had 
the mileage. Now, however, you propose to give 
overland service; you propose to establish over- 
land service in mail coaches. That will enable 
the agents of the Government to pass safely over 
the country, Ihave not passed over the countr 
while in the service of the Government and enti- 
tled to mileage, except when I went out as the 
Governor of Oregon Territory. Then I was five 
months and twenty-two days on.the route, and 
had nota cent of mileage, and never charged any. 
Ever since then, in passing to and fro, the only 
safe conveyance was by Panama. It was your 
fault that the overland service was not safe. You 
did not put on coaches; you did not provide that 
kind of conveyance which made it practicable and 
safe for officers. to pass through. ow the coun- 
try is being scttled up, and there is no occasion 
further to go around by Panama, but we can safely 
goacross the country. Then fix the travel by 
that route; fix it by law; stop the other route as 
an official route, and let Army officers and other 
agents of the Government who are allowed mile- 
age have it computed by the overland route. 

Mr. YULEE. 1 wish to ask the Senator from 
Oregon whether he considers that the route of 
travel across the country now is unsafe? 

Mr. LANE, I consider now that you have no 
certain mail service between St. Louis and Cali- 
fornia by Salt Lake. ‘ 

Mr. YULEE. There is service twice a week. 

Mr. LANE. It is not as expeditious as we 
provide for its being by this provision. 

Mr. GREEN. So far as the establishment of 
mails is concerned, does the Senator from Oregon 
want it done for the purpose of giving him facili- 
ties of travel? If that is his purpose, it is outside 
of minc, and it is outside of the general purpose 
of the postal relations of this Government. When 
wo establish mail service, it is for the mail, and 
not for the travel. 

Mr. LANE, They generally go together, 
though. 

Mr. GREEN. It has been determined by the 
Postmaster General, with the assent of the Con- 
gress of the United States, that the business of the 
Post Office Department is to transport the mail, 
and do it in the cheapestand best manner we can, 


and leave the people go as they can; and yet he | 


wants to predicate the crossing of the continent 
upon the mail services. He is wrong in that. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri allow me to suggest, as he is 
a friend of this amendment, and so is the Senator 
from Oregon, that I hope there will be no discus- 
sion between them. I belicve the friends of the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
are in the majority here, if we can come to a vote. 
Mr. GREEN. ` Very well; but I will remark 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, that we shall soon 
get to a vote if he will let me alone; but if he 
interposes, he will postpone it a long time. The 
best way for him to get a vote is to let me alone; 
and if he has any discretion or propriety, he will 
let me alone. I was desiring to correct a false idea 
promulgated by the Senator from Oregon. We 
establish our postal relations with refercnce to 
postal facilities; we leave the traveling public to 
the traveling conveniences, and they must pay 
their own expenses and abide the consequences 
of their own travel. Thatisagreed upon. There 
is one other point. I live in the middle of the val- 
ley of the Mississippi. The overland mail is a 


Even | 


| more than you are. 


great thing td me; it is a great thing to the people | 
of Missouri; it isa great thing to the people of 
Arkansas, of lowa, of Minnesota, of Llinois, of | 
Michigan, of other States—I might include Ohio 
and Indiana, It is a great thing to them; but I 
can tell you, sir, thatthe ocean mail steam service 
and the Isthmus service are more important to New 
York, and Philadelphia, and Baltimore, than isan 
overland mail service. While we get what we 
want for the interior, let us do justice to the ex- 
terior. Is not thatright? I know that the travel 
and the communication from New York, from 
Philadelphia, from Boston, although 1 have no 
connection with them in any sense whatever, is 
more direct and more important by way of the 
Isthmus to San Francisco by ocean steamers than 
it is overland; and yet, from the interior across, it 
is more important to us to have an overland ser- 
vice, 

Mr. LATHAM. Will my friend from Mis- 
souri allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LATHAM. Ifthatis the case, how does 
it come that leading merchants of the cities of 
Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, present to 
this body a petition asking for a daily overland 
mail? 

Mr. GREEN. I answer by asking, is it pos- 
sible that New York, and Boston, and Philadel- 
phia, are willing to dispense with the ocean mail 
service, and is the Senator from California willing 
to dispense with it? 

Mr. LATHAM. Iam, most cheerfully. 

Mr. GREEN. Butare they? 

Mr.LATHAM. I only have their petition that 
was presented here and laid on the table of this | 
body, signed by several hundred of the first mer- 
chants of those three cities. 

Mr. GREEN. {f happen to know a little about 
it, and L will tell you they are not willing to dis- 
pense with it. A few interested men, who expect 
to make money out of the overland mail route, 
may desire it, and petition for it; but to keep up an 
exterior service as well as an interior service, is 
important to accommodate all parties, for the sake 
of travel and for the sake of the mails. If you 
undertake to carry the whole mail overland, it 
will break down; you cannot do it. I know that 
the mere letter mail might be carried overland. J 
am quite in favar of the overland mail service; 
It does me more good than 
it does you; it does my State more good; but while 
I intend to defend my own State, I will not do 
injustice to other States. 1 want to do justice to 
all: to New York, the great center of trade, to 
Philadelphia, to Boston, to Baltimore, whose com- 
merce, whose intercourse, are important to be kept 
up. Now Ido know thatit will be better for them 
to keep up the ocean mail steam service as well 
asan overland mail service. The overland scr- 
vice accomplishes the transit from the center of 
the Mississippi valley to the Pacific, from the 
center to the western verge. The other service 
accomplishes it from the eastern verge to the west- 
ern verge; and if you send theeastern mail through 
the center, the mishaps, the delay, the weight, 
and the contingencies dependentupon it will make | 
it worse for all than if you send it around the 
coast. | 

I have looked at this subject, as I think, ina | 
liberal and magnanimous view, not to injure Ore- | 
gon, I want to benefit Oregon, but I want to 
secure the rights ofall, and especially of my own 
State, the heart of the Mississippi valley, that 
vibrates with every pulsation felt in any extrem- 
ity of the Union, Suil, I will not do injustice to 
New York, to Boston, to Philadelphia, and to 
3altimore. I cannot do it. Leave them their 
facilities; let us get ours; and while we do that, 
we accommodate them and we accommodate our- 
selves. lf we do this, I think the public interest 
is better subserved than if we strike at any one 
class. I do not care whether they are called | 
Republicans, Americans, Democrats, Whigs, or 
anything else, | will do justice to them all, When 
you have the Union as it is in its broad expanse, 
it has got a center, and that center is right at the 
city of St. Louis, There the trade concentrates, 
Half of your wansit is completed when you get 
there; and if, before you get there, you choose to 
send to San Francisco by way of the Isthmus, 
and you can do it cheaper than you can by way 
of St. Louis, I shall not complain—you have the 
right; but if you will come by there, then I want 


| 
| 


| 


to give you the privilege ef. going direet-to: Port- 
land, to San Francisco, to Los Angeles, but E will 
not consent to take away any of the rights of any 
of the States on the casterm border, sumply Des, 
cause the center of the Union desires an-averland 
mail route. I] go for the overland:maik route; but 
I do not desire ta takeaway. the routes which we 
borders desire in their transit fronyone end. tothe 
other. , is We Sh $ 

Mr. LANE. Ido not wantto detain the Senatey 
and will notdo so; but l wish simply tonoticé one 
remark of the Senator from Missouri. - He blows 
hotand cold quicker and faster than any.man Levet 
saw. Just now he reminded us it was the-diaty: 
of the Government to give mail service without 
reference to the travel. Now, he knows, aswell 
as you, sir, or any other:man in this country, that 
there is a regular line of mail steamers from New, 
York, via Panama, to San Francisco, and ‘that 
they will continue to run there as longas America 
exists, and as long as our country lasts; and; iir 
order to encourage travel. by. that route, he will 
give mail service by Panama, for it facilitates 
travel. Justhefore, he reminded us that he could 
not give service, across the country with a-view of 
facilitating travel, He cannot give us service with 
a view of advancing travel overland, but he can 
give mail service to advance travel by sea. Now, 
sir, travel will go by sea, and all that want to go 
by sea will have the privilege of doing so, because 
the steamers will Icave regularly three times ia 
month, and perhaps oftener, and they can carr 
out, by express, any communications which per- 
sons desire to send in that way. Let us have over- 
land service from St. Louis, and other points, 10 
the Pacific coast, across our owa:country,. The 
mail from New York can reach St. Louis in two 
days, and in cighteen days more it will be upon 
the Pacific coast, by the overland. route, in less 
time than the steamer can take it by way of Pan- 
ama. I hope the amendment will be adopted, 
without any provision for service other than across 
our own continent, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, we have all 
professed, men of the East and of the West, men 
of all parties, even from the South, to bein favor 
of a telegraph line across the country to Califor- 
nia, of an overland mail line, and of a railway to 
the Pacific. Sir, we have already provided for 
the telegraph. Now we propose to have the over~ 
land mai! line, and we hope that the Pacific rail- 
road will follow speedily. This proposition, in 
the form in which it is now put, allows $600,000 
a year for a tri-weekly mail, with the privilege of 
making a contract fora daily mail for $800,000. 
In case the Government fails. to contract with 
these parties, I propose, as suggested by the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire, to amend the amend- 
ment, so that it may contract with other parties; 
and then if the Government fails to make a con- 
tract for tri-weekly service at $600,000, or daily. 
service at $800,000, the Government has the priv- 
ilege, as L think it ought to have, of making a 
contract with the steamers, including the: transit 
across the Isthmus, for $400,000. 1. think the 
provision is very well as it stands, It is a prop- 
osition to provide for carrying not only letters, 
but all printed matter. In this form, some may 
regard it as an experiment, but I have no doubt 
of its success. If, however, it should fail, the 
Government has the privilege of making a con- 
tract with the steam lines for $400,000. We give 
the central inland route the advantage over the 
steamers of $200,000 for a tri-weekly mail, and 
$400,000 for a daily mail. I think it will succeed; 
but if it should fail, certainly we ought to be ina 
position to have our mails carried to the Pacific 
in some way. I shall vote very cheerfully for the 
inland route; and as for my own section, F think 
it is the universal sentiment of all business men, 
and of all men, that if we can get a rapid inland 
service in twenty days, tri-weekly or daily, across 
the country to California, it will be something 
not only to go for but to rejoice over. t 

Mr. YULEE. 


Mr. President, it will, perhaps, 
tend to attract the attention of the Senate to this 
subject when I tell them that the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusctts proposes to raise 
the cost of the transportation of the mails to Cali- 
fornia—supposing it possible to convey them by 
the means he provides—to the sum of $1,950,000, 
or neatly two million dolars a year, to reach the 
other side, without including the cost of internal 
transportation. I trust the statement of that fact 
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will be sufficient to-draw the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the question. 
Mr: WILSON. I wish the Senator to explain 
how this increase is made. Ido not understand it. 
-- Mr. YULEE. I willdoso. The Butterfield 
service costs $600,000 a year, and is continued. 
The Placerville service is proposed by the Senator 
to be made a daily mail, ata cost of $800,000. It 
is to be $600,000 the first year for a tri-weekly 
service, and $800,000 the next year for a daily 
service. Then he gives $250,000 to the Giddings 
line from San Antonio to El Paso, and $200,000 
for the northern route. These items together 
male $1,950,000, the cost of transferring the mail 
from one side of the continent to the other. 
Now, let us see what else the Senator’s amend- 
ment proposes. It proposes, by legislative enact- 
ments, to designate the persons who shall have 
these contracts; and, although they are at present 
contractors, their routes for service expire within 
the next year, and it proposes to extend the con- 
tracts to them to 1864, thus granting legislative 
contracts for four years upon these routes, speci- 
fying the amount, and disabling the Department 
from making any changes which circumstances 
may require hereafter. But it does more. It 
proposes, as a gratuity to one of the contractors, 
to put double service upon his line. We have a 
service now running to El Paso. It proposes that 
you shall put on another route, and allow $250,000, 
to extend to El Paso, running some three or four 
hundred miles over the same route with the But- 
terfield coaches; and you give for that service 
$250,000, without reducing the service at all on 
the existing El Paso route, carrying, in fact, 
nothing but letters; because, beyond El Paso, the 
Butterfield contractors are not obliged to take any- 
thing else; and when J tell Senators upon the au- 
thority of a proposition made to me by responsi- 
ble overland contractors, that the same service, and 
one hundred and forty miles farther—to wit: from 
Columbus, the termination of railroad connection 
with Galveston—the mail can be carried to El Paso 
for $100,000, saving to us some twenty-four thou- 
sand dollars now paid, and saving $53,000 more 
now paid to the present contractors whose service 
itis here proposed to increase to $250,000. Thus 
more service may be obtained from responsible 
men fora very lite more than the present cost 
of what is done now upon the same routes, when 
you propose to raise it to $250,000. 
What then? When you have done all this, 
when you have put the country to the expense of 
1,950,000 a year, you have done what leaves you 
just where you are now, and how is that? You 
are provided already with a twice-a-week service 
for all letter matter for which you pay $600,000 a 
year. That route is obliged to take all your letter 
matter, every bit of your letter mail that you put 
upon it, and there remains nothing to be provided 
for but your printed matter; and now you pro- 
pose to establish two or three more routes upon 
the pretense of taking your printed matter, when 
I am about to demonstrate that it is a physical 
impossibility for that matter to go overland upon 
any of these routes; and the only effect of your 
legislation will be, cither to put upon the Depart- 
ment the necessity of paying some two million 
more to get-this matter overland—for you have 
rohibited them from taking it by water—or to 
eave your mails here on this side. In order that 
there may be no mistake on this point, I have ob- 
tained from the Department official data as to the 
weight of the mails; and I think, probably, that 
Senators who have not taken occasion to investi- 
gate the matter have very little idea of the weight 
of these mails. fam sure that none of those gen- 
tlemen who are pursuing with such eagerness the 
idea of an overland mail now in the present con- 
dition of these routes, can have had any idea of 
the weight of matter which they will be required 
to carry over. Here is a statement of the weight 
of the mails carried by the isthmus steamers from 
January last down to the month of April, Iwill 
give you the specifications of the two or three Jast 
trips, that you may know what it is we have to 
deal with. On the trip leaving April 20, they 
carried from New York three hundred and thirty- 
one bags, and nine boxes, and from New Orleans 
twelve bags, weighing twenty-eight thousand two 
hundred and twenty-eight pounds. On the pre- 


vious trip, they carried three hundred and sixty- 
five mail bags and four boxes from New York, 
and eleven bags from New Orleans, weighing | 


thirty thousand one hundred and sixty-nine 
pounds. On the preceding trip, they carried three 
hundred and thirty-four bags and two boxes from 
New York, and eleven bags from New Orleans, 
weighing twenty-cight thousand two hundred and 
thirty-five pounds; and so on. Thisis extra of the 
matter carried overland on the Placerville route 
now, and on the twice-a-week Butterfield route, 
making a weight of mail amounting to a ton a 
day on the average nearly. How many teams 
do you suppose it will require to do that cross- 
ing the mountains and the wilderness, blocked up 
by snow two or three months in the year? They 
would require to start two teams of four or six 
mules daily to enable them to carry it, and they 
would require not less than four thousand horses, 
besides numerous stations and coaches. They 
must, besides that, make carriages suited to the 
transportation of this matter; for it is not simply 
the weight, but the bulk, They would be re- 
quired, with the tri-weekly service, even suppos- 
ing there is no increase in the amount of mail 
matter, to carry fifty large, well filled mail bags, 
moré than ane of which could not possi- 
bly be got into any wagon that could be con- 
structed for the purpose. That is what they have 
to do. 

Mr. President, this is a postal question. It is 
a great burden upon the Government, and yet it 
is a great duty of the Government to establish 
the best postal intercourse it can between the two 
sections of the country, within reasonable limits 
and within the means of the Government. The 
principle upon which I have acted, and the prin- 
ciple on which I should advise action on this sub- 
ject is, in this, as in all other cases, to leave the 
Department free to do the best with its means; to 
give as frequent a service and as good service as 
possible, and by the best routes, according to its 
judgment, and in the most economical manner 
that it can. Now, the whole scope of the amend- 
ment I propose is to leave the Department free. 
I say Jet them establish an overland service, as 
much of it as is necessary; but they have been 
restricted by the legislation of last weck from the 
use of the ocean service, operating twofold to the 
damace of the Government; because, by disabling 
them trom the use of the ocean service, you re- 
move competition, and enable the overland pro- 
posers to claim from the Government whatever 
they please; and you put the Government at their 
merey, while its true policy is to open as many 
routes as possible, both water and overland, for 
the purpose of maintaining a wholesome compe- 
tition, and thus securing to the Goverment the 
cheapest possible service. 

The amendment which the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts proposes sceks to escape the weight of 
the mails; and, while it establishes this enormous 
and expensive service under the pretense of car- 
rying these mails, seeks to escape that service by 
throwing them outof the post office track into the 
hands of the expresses. The Jast section of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator, which would 
escape attention unless the notice of the Senate 
was drawn to it, proposes to require them only to 
convey the printed matter twice monthly, with a 
schedule of thirty days. That has two horns to 
it, both of them against the Government, One 
is, by the long schedule of thirty days, to drive 
the printed matter out of the mails into the ex- 
press companics, exposing the pcople of Cali- 
fornia to the enormous cost of express service 
and depriving the Government of the revenues de- 
rived from that postage; and, on the other hand, 
making it an absolute impossibility, and without 
remedy against the contractors, for them to carry 
this matter. They are to be made to carry the 
entire mails twice monthly for printed matter: 
that is to say, they are to carry fifteen tons each 
trip. They are only required to start semi- 
monthly with the printed matter; and we sec, by 
the table which I have presented of the actual 
weight of the mails, as weighed by the agent of 
the Post Office Department at Panama, that the 
accumulation during two weeks is thirty thousand 
pounds; and they must provide for fifteen tons of 
mail matter at à time. Suppose they are inter- 
rupted in the mountains by snow: imagine the 
mass of printed matter which is to accumulate 
there—a mountain which,in the course ofa couple 
of months, may be sixty tons in weight, and a 
bulk unimaginable almost. Will it ever melt 
down? Will that mountain ever be removed? 


| 


Are there conveyances tq be found in the country 
ever to reduce that mountain of matter? Do you 
suppose it would ever reach its destination? I can 
tell you what would become of your printed mate 
ier--what I know has become already of a good 
deal of public documents and other nail bags on 
the frontier of the country. It will be used for 
eamp-fires; and that will be the end of such of 
your printed mail matter as it is attempted to get 
across overland on this continent. 

Sir, gentlemen are mistaken if they suppose, as 
I infer they do suppose, from their reference to 
the possible abolition of the franking privilege, 
that the franked matter amounts to any very large 
proportion of the printed matter which goes across, 
I have the means of showing, by the elements 
which compose one of the mails that crossed re- 
cently, what the proportion of the different kinds 
of matter is. The cargo of mail matter, for they 
are cargoes, which left New York on the 20th 
of March, contained thirty-two ‘bags of letters, 
weighing twelve hundred and forty-five pounds; 
two hundred and seventy-seven bags of papers, 
weighing twenty-three thousand and cighty-three 
pounds; sixteen bags of public documents, weigh- 
ing seventeen hundred and forty-eight pounds; 
two boxes of stamped envelopes, twenty-seven 
pounds. Now, out of three hundred and twenty- 
seven packages of mail matter, there were only 
sixteen bags of public documents: The weight of 
that mail amounted to about twenty-seven thou- 
sand pounds, being about fourteen tons; there 
being, out of three hundred and twenty-seven 
packages, only sixteen of public documents.» I 
had a table which I thought would communicate 
useful information for the purpose of showing 
what is the nature of these bags of printed mat- 
ter; but it seems to have been mislaid. It was 
to show the interest” which the people, the hard 
working, the laboring people in California, will feel 
in the decision which you give to this question. 
Recollect that the number of newspapers which 
passes trom the Atlantic to California only, is more 
than three and a half million. Now, what are 
these newspapers? To be sure there are a good 
many of the Herald and ‘Tribune and other daily 
papers that go there; but those go mostly by ex- 
press. These papers are the papers that go from 
home; that carry home intelligence, They are the 
equivalents of letters to the miners and to the ia- 
boring men. They are the village newspapers that 
go to men who do not write letters, but who 
receive from their village newspapers the intelli- 
genee of home matters, which is desirable to them 
and which is dear to them. Now you propose, 
by means which the last section of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts designs, 
to throw all this out of your mail, and to cstab- 
lish, under the pretense of carrying this mail, a 
route at a cost of $800,000 a year, which is really 
only to pay so much to the contractor to do noth- 
ing; because, by giving a schedule of thirty days, 
you throw the greatest part of the printed matter 
into the hands of the expresses; and these poor 
laborers, instead of paying the lower postage 
which youare envbled, by connecting it with your 
service, toafford them, must pay the express rates, 
whatever they may be, and high as they may be. 

But, Mr. President, the whole point of the mat- 
ter is this: the Department has full power to 
establish whatever overland service is necessary; 
the Department cannot use the ocean service be- 
cause of a very curiously devised provision in 
the appropriation bill recently passed, that dis- 
ables it from using the ocean service except for 
the cost of the postage, when we know that the 
postage upon letters constitutes but a small part 
of the compensation which they deserve for the 
transportation of this immense matter, and that 
the printed matter and free matter which go 
carry no compensation to them equivalent to the 
duty they have to perform. It must have been 
evident, at the time it was passed, that it would 
be impossible to employ that mode of service, 
and the only effect of it would be to tie the hands 
of the Department, and to place the Government 
at the disposal and at the mercy of the overland 
contractors, The purpose of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Post Office Committee is to place 
the whole matter open to the Department; to 
limit them to a contract not exceeding two years 
for the ocean service, and to limit them toa sum 
not exceeding $400,000, and let them use such 
overland service aa may be useful; and they may 
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find it uscful to build upan overland service, with 
a view, if possible, by service within our own 
jurisdiction, of dispensing with the ocean service 
‘at the end of that short period. I believe, if I were 
to advise the Department, I would, if possible, 
limit the contract to one year, and reserve the op- 
tion of closing itat the end of one year; and if the 
overland service should exhibit its ability to carry 
the whole mails, then it might be resorted to; but 
in the present state of facts known to us,it would 
be unwise to remove the discretion from the Post 
Office Department, where it is, and to undertake 
to legislate contracts, which are to run for four 
years, at an immensely increased cost, and to de- 
prive the commercial community of the reliable, 
valuable, and useful service which has been hith- 
erto performed at very economical rates upon the 
ocean. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, the difficulties 
which the Senator from Florida has arrayed be- 
fore the Senate in carrying this whole mail matter 
across the continent are, Í think, more imaginary 
than real. I heard more fierce denunciations of 
carrying any mail across the continent three years 
ago, when we established the great overland mail, 
than I have heard from the Senator to-day. We 
were then told that it was utterly impracticable. 
It was denounced as one of the most visionary 
and extravagant schemes that ever was devised. 
Now we have our mail regularly carried by that 
very route thus denounced and pronounced to be 
impracticable. Suppose it does take two stages 
a day: if they undertake it let them run two, 
three, four, or five, if it become necessary. 

Mr. YOLEE. 
weight of the mail carried by the Butterfield 
route? 

Mr. GWIN. It is a letter mail, and carries 
what Icttors there are. 

Mr. YULEE, It does not average more than 
two hundred pounds—usually from four to five 
bags. 

Mr.GWIN. It matters not how much it may 
be. Whenever we have a contractor who agrees 
to convey the printed matter, what right has the 
Senator to complain if he does it? 

Mr. YULEE. Ido not complain; but I say it 
cannot be done. Two hundred pounds is much 
loss than two thousand. 

Mr. GWIN. If the contractor agrees to take 
it, whether it be much or little, it is his own ac- 
count; and who has a right to complain if he docs 
it? If they will doit for $600,000 tri-weekly, when 
you have to pay $400,000 for a tri-monthly mail, 
it is a great deal better. You will make more 
than the $200,000 difference by the frequency of 
transportation and the shortness of the time. I 


have no doubt these mails can be carried across | 


the continent to the Pacific coast; but at the same 
time, a discretion might be left in the hands of 


the Postmaster General, and nothing but a dis- | 


cretion, that if it is impossible, as the Senator 
says, (but I do not belicveit,) to have our printed 
matter carried overland, he may provide for it by 
ocean service. That is the utmost extent to which 
I would go. 

I believe we can carry the whole mail across 
the continent; and by establishing these daily 
mails across, we shall soon reach the postage and 
greatly diminish the expense, compared to what 
itis now. Why, sir, the Senate has just imposed 
a tax upon our letters across the continent, of ten 
cents. We do not object to that. We are will- 


ing to pay it, if you will only give us rapid and | 


frequent communication. Heretofore our letters 
have gone around onthe ocean route. Now they can 


Does the Senator know the’ 


go across the continent, and we can get the letters | 
for three and six cents. We do not object to that | 


increase. We are in favor of it. 


hope of this increased service. I have not any 


expectation of it. AlE have urged, so far as the | 


mails were concerned, was to give us a weekly 
mail on the Salt Lake City route to correspond 
with the scmi-weckly on the Butterficld route, 
making a semi-weekly connection from New Or- 
leans with the Butterfield route. 
ine us this, it will cost much less money than the 
bill now proposes. Such a proposition has been 
made to Congress, and we could obtainit, What 
is now proposed originates from those who are 
in favor of the system on a most enlarged scale. 
If it came from the members from California, we 
should be looked upon as extravagant in our de- 
mands. We are anxious to establish this over- 


Thad not any | 


I think, by giv- | 


land mail system at the lowest possible rate. We 
want the mails carried in that manner, if practi- 
cable,and at the cheapest rate to the Government. 
Itis, however, expensive to establish these routes; 
and therefore it is necessary to give them alonger 
time, in order to enable them to establish them. 
But I have no doubt, if they are established, 
that we can convey over those routes all of our 
mails, 

Mr. LANE. I have but aword to say on this 
question. TL only desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to what I know in relation to this mail 
service. When this service was put on it was a 
proper one, and it has been proper up to this time, 
for it has not been practical heretofore to carry the 
mail across the country. * Now it can be so car- 
ried. The effect of continuing the mail steam 
service from New York is oppressive upon the 
people of this country. It is creating a monop- 
oly. Itisplacingitin the power of the millionaire, 
the man who has the means of owning the steam- 
ers and can get that contract, to keep off other 
steamers, and to compel the traveling community 
to pay higher price of passage, than they would 
if competition were open. So long as you favor 
one linc, or one company, you give them an ad- 
vantage over another that cnables them to run off 
competition, as has been done from time to time, 
and enable them to charge the passenger who goes 


' to California to make his living by labor, or better 


his condition by going to that country, double 
the amount they can afford to take him for. The 
Senator’s policy is to promote the interests of the 
wealthy; to place monopoliesin the hands of those 
who control capital, at the expense of the people 
themselves—the traveling community, the work- 
ing portion. I know the effect of it perfectly well. 
I have had an opportunity of looking at that line 
very often. Ihave traveled on it. I know it is 
a comfortable route. I know it is as safe a one 
as any sea route can be. I know the steamers 
are good, well conducted, and well managed; but 
Tinow the placing of these contracts in their hands 
enables them to control the prices of passage of 


the entire traveling community—to force them to | 


prices that may suit their convenience. It has 
worked that way herctofore, and it will work that 
way as long as you favor that line with heavy 
mail contracts. 

Now, sir, the proposition contained in this 
amendment is perfectly practical, notwithstand- 
ing the amount-of printed matter that the Senator 
builds up at the base of the mountains where he 
says the snow will obstruct travel. Iam sorry the 
Scnator has not been in that country. Hisideas of 


mountains are very small compared with those of | 


the people out there. ‘Chey lðok upon mountains 
that reach up far above the snow level; and yet 
the Senator builds up a mountain of printed mat- 
ter that would never be reduced on the face of the 
earth, and stops it right where the snow com- 
mences falling. Why, Mr. President, the more 
snow we have, the better we travel. Snow is 
never in our way—not abit. As fast as it falls, 
we beat it down; we level it; we continuc the 
travel over it; and the deeper the snow the better 
the road. It fills up the gulches, and gives us a 
smooth way where otherwise we should bave a 
very rough one. If we could only have the mail 
and printed matter carried in this manner, his 
mountain of printed matter would never be seen 
on the face of the carth. Itis only in his imagin- 
ation; it could not happen; it could not exist. 
Then why all this bugaboo about a mountain of 
books and printed matter in a country where the 
deeper the snow the better for the travel? 

Mr. President, allow me again to cnter my pro- 


test against heavy appropriations inthe hands of į 


acompany that can control travel and charge just 
such prices as they please. It ought te be broken 
up;it ought to be abolished. Send your mail 


matter across our country, and leave capital to | 
puton as many steamers as the travel will justify. | 
Let us have competition; let us have passage | 
cheap; allow the people the opportunity of going | 
at the lowest price to the Pacific coast, where ; 
they can find gold and renumeration for labor, and | 


not make labor tributary to capital in the manner 
in which Senators now propuse to do. [tisa wrong 
upon the people, It ought not to be put there, and 
1 hope will wot be, 

Mr. GREEN. Question, question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; E will have the ques- 
tion taken after a few observations meant rather 


more for the country than forthe gentleman who 
called for the question. a er ce ee 

The honorable Senator who. last addressed the 
Senate objected to the steamers. upon the ground. 
that it made the people pay too high for passage. 
money.. I supposed it was entirely another bus i 
ness we were engaged in. I supposed that we. 
were. not controlling the rates by which a steam 
company fram New York shall regulate its pas- 
sage from there to Aspinwall, and from. there to, 
San Francisco. I did-not think that was our busi- 
ness; and I know if the Senate of. the United. 
States undertake it, they, will make a botch of tt. 
They are not fitto run a canoe; everybody knows 
that: Nobody would trust them as engineers. 
There is nota man in the Senate who would be 
trusted, if he offered to do it for nothing, to run 
anengine. Asto this business of transporting pas- 
*sengers, I propose. to leave it to those. who.take 
an interest in such matters. Our business is the 
mail service. We have a law, passed in 1845, that 
the mails should be carried from one point to an= 
other, from the most convenient point of the 
United States, for the lowest moncy, independent 
of the mode. After it had been disregarded, de= 
spised, and trodden under foot for fourteen years, 
we have a Postmaster General who has adopted 
it; who has determined to stand by the law, and 
is carrying it out. Now, I understand these peo- 
ple, who have got steamboats, propose to do it at 
a very moderate sum; cheaper than anybody else. 
That is the only question I ask about—who will 
carry the mails cheapest from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific? ay gS 

I say the great object is to carry them from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific; and because there may be 
a person in North Carolina who wishes to cor- 
respond with California, are we to run a stage by 
his house in order to collect the letter? I believe 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Poix] said the: 
people of the western part of Arkansas ought to 
have communication with the Pacific. If they 
should, I suppose the people of the western part 
of Georgia ought to have it, and the people of the 
western part of Florida; and I suppose we should 
havea Butterfield route running through there cost- 
ing half a million. Sir, the letters are to be col- 
| lected at the most convenient point on this side and 
carried to the most convenient point on the other; 
and as for carrying the mail for the benefit of the 
western part of Georgia, or the western part of 
Arkansas, or the western part of Missouri, no 
wise statesmanship would eve¥ approve of it, and 
nobody, in the management of bis own money, 
would ever adopt it. He might do it in the 
management of the public money; but it would 
not commend itself to any prudent man managing 
his own business. The great object, I say, is to 
carry the mail from the most convenicnt point on 
this side to the most convenient point on the 
other; and the two great distributing points are 
New York on this side and San Francisco on the 
| other side. Ifa Georgian had a direct route out 
to San Francisco, he might get his letter three 
days sooner; but that is not the sole question to 
be considered. The Government already fur- 
nishes him a mail to New York, and it takes two 
or three days to go there; and if that is the most 
convenient to the great body of thespeople of the 
| United States, that is the place at which they 
| ought to be collected, and from there they should 
| 
| 


| be sent on their gencral journey. Some of the 
| routes proposed in this amendment have no peo- 
ple on them, or comparatively none. I think one 
report from the Postmaster General in regard to 
one of them out in Missouri, from Kansas to 
Albuquerque, stated that there were six letters 
and twenty-five newspapers in a quarter. 

Mr. POLK. Is that in this amendment? = - 
| Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; but I am illustrating 
|| the principle. I am illustrating the abuses that 
have.got in, and which somebody has contrived 
to put on the mail service at a cost of $80,000 a 
year. Tknownothing about it. know itis so 
stated; and that we have a man who has laid his 
hands on itand broken it down. Ido not know 
who established it. It is a fact that $80,000 were 
taken from the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, from the Treasury of the United States, 
for that purpose. 

Then, I say that the question of running it 
through Texas, or Arkansas, or Missouri, or 
i Iowa, or Minnesota, is not the question for us to 
|| consider. Gentlemen may be so-much wrapped 
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up it their own local interests as to desire it to go 
through there, whether they need it or not; butit 
should be collected at the most important point, 
and carried to the other side; and New York is 
certainly that point. It is ourcommercial center, 
Gur financial center. We have got the greatest 
mail facilities from all parts of the United States 
to that particular point. San Francisco is the 
point on the other side for the greater portion of 
that country. I believe we can carry them—I 
think. the chairman of the Post Office Commit- 
tee says it can be done—for three or four hundred 
thousand dollars. 1 have'seen a proposition made 
to the Department by which you can carry them 
for the postage and for twenty-five cents a pound 
onthe free and printed matter, which is exactly 
the price of express freight from this side to the 
other, Why not take it? Thatis the proposi- } 
tion now at the Post Office Department. ` Accord- 
ing to that, it will not cost one dollar beyond the 
postage made by law, and the same price for free 
matter. When you charge postage they will take 
it; but when you choose to fill up the mails with 
franked. matter, they offer to take it at exactly 
the same price at-which they would take a chest 
of beefor a hogshead of potatoes. I think that 
ia a fair vate. We are to take the rules of com- | 
metce when we have got a thing to carry. That 
‘we should pay what everybody else is paying is | 
very fair; and certainly I would not object to the | 
terms—that is, the price paid for fast expresscd | 
freight. 

Such a proposition as that can be carried out. 
Instead of that, we hear of a northern, a south- 
ern, and a middle route. In the name of con- 
science, how can you carry on this Government 
on that principle? I say the South does not want | 
it. Isay the North does not wantit. Particular 
peoplé may want it. Isay the middle does not 
want it; particular people may want it on the 
frontiers. It is appealing to sectional ideas to 
spend $2,000,000 of public money, which T have 
already shown, under these contracts, there is not 
a particle of necessity for. 

But the main point on which I rose to address 
the Senate was in regard to this Butterfield route. 
L have heard this discussion all over the Senate, 
Nobody seems to advocate it. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Pour] talked to us of the sanctity 
of contracts; he was eloquent upon that—the sane 
lity of contracts! Like the Jew, they want their 
potind of flesh; they were screwing every inch, | 
and saying, you must give, for here is the bond; 
and then he told us of the king spoken of in Serip- 
ture, who wanted to take another’s land: we have 
made a good trade outof youby the folly of Sen- | 
ates and Elouses, or may be something worse than 
folly, for sometimes it is obtained in both ways; 
we have got you; we have got a contract; we can | 
compel you; and we will not give it up short of 
a million, any how. When somebody proposed 
to give them $600,000, it was objected to, and now 
they ask more for this contract; and the Senator 
from Missouri, I suppose, is willing to give it to 
thom. [ say, if that is the cect, we ought to stop 
them. If, when they get these contracts, they can | 
come here and say, "I have got you; I have got 
you for four years, or six years; stand by your | 
bargain ’’—L say, Uf that is the effect of these con- 
tracts, you ought to beware of them; every man 
in this Senate ought to beware of them; every man 
careful of the public interests should beware of 
them; guard them in their terms, if youmake them 
at all; abandon them when the public interests 
demand it, just as you do every other contract in 
the United States. i 

One million nine hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, the sum proposed by this proposition, is | 
one half of the greatest sum ever paid for the en- 
tire mails of the United States for the first sixty 
years of the Republic. Task my honorable friend 
from Vermont, did they ever exceed’ $4,000,000 | 
for transportation for the first sixty years? 

Mr. COLLAMER,. No. i 

My. TOOMBS. Then you propose to give to | 
carry this mailone half the greatest sum that was || 
paid for the whole nation of fifteen million peo- 
ple for the first fifty years of its existence. To | 
carry the mail to whom? To eight hundred thou- | 
sand people, to whom you can have it carried for 
nothing. That is the proposition before the Sen- 
ate. For the first fifty years, the transportation 
of the mails of the United States, in the highest 
year, never exceeded that sum, and the greater 


part of the time it was not the half of that sum. 
The highest sum in fifty years that it ever got to 
was $4,000,000; and you now propose to give one 


hundred thousand people in California, when you 
can get the mails, as heretofore for the last ten 
years, at twice a month, or three mails a month, 
for nothing—that is, for what they run for the 
postages; and that is upon the sound principle of 
the postal system, that it shall maintain itself. I 
say, this is a proposition to squander money upon 
contractors upon the western frontier and the Pa- 
cific coast. ' 

Mr. POLK. I had not intended to say one 
word on this subject. [intended to have cast my 
vote at the proper time; but I wish now to say 
to the Senator from Georgia that I have not one 
word to take back of what I said about the sanc- 
tity of contracts. All that I said then I stand to 
now, and I mean to stand to it, At the same 
time, sir, I said then, and I repeat now, that I had 
nothing to do with making the contract. It was 
made before I was in Congress. 1 do not under- 
take to defend it, except so far as to say that I 
supposed, at the time it was made, Congress, in 
making it, acted with honesty and judiciousness 
upon the amount of information that they had 
before them. Nor did I say that ‘ we have got 
| you.” I did not use any such language as that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I did not intend it in that way. 
It was that the contractors had us, and we were 
to stand by it. The language was my own. 

Mr. POLK. ‘‘ We” was the word the Senator 
used. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Isay, that was my illustra- 
tion. Ldid not intend to say that you said so, 
but that the contractors said so. That is all I 
meant by it, 


plying to the Senator at all is, that he used such 
language as put me in the attitude of assuming a 
position with these gentlemen, and saying that 
we—I with them—held Congress up to a contract 
which was a bad contract. I do not wish to be 
putin that attitude. What I say here I will try 
to say carefully, and try to say what I believe to 
be correct, and what I will stand by. Everything 
that I said in regard to the sanctity of that con- 
tract, when I addressed the Senate a few days ago 
on that subject, Estand by now. 
sanctity of all contracts; and if Congress shall 
make a contract to-day, or at any future time, I 
say we are obliged to stand by it. 

Now, Mr. President, this proposition that is 


| before us was presented without my knowing it 


was going to come ap in this shape. I did not 
know it would come up in this shape. What vote 
I shall cast upon it, as it will be ultimately before 
the Senate, I will not now say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Wil the Senator suspend his re- 
marks in order to receive a message from the 
President of the United States? 

Mr. POLK. Certainly. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucuanan, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts and resolutions: 

An act (S. No. 9) to amend ‘An act for ex- 
tending the laws and judicial system of the Uni- 
ted States to the State of Oregon;”’ 

An act (S. No. 104) for the final adjustment 
of private land claims in the States of Florida, 
Louisiana, and Mississippi, and for other pur- 
poses; 

Anact (S. No. 190) in relation to mission claims 
at Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan; 

An act (S. No, 291) for the relief of Mary Pres- 
ton, widow of George Preston; 

An act (S. No. 347) to declare the meaning of 
the actentitled ‘An act making further provisions 
for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants,’’ 
passed August 31, 1852; 

An act 8. No. 411) to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, late 
consul of the United States at Bombay, on prin- 
ciples of justice and equity; 

_ An act (S. No. 444) to change the time of hold- 
ing courts in the northern district of Florida; 


sions of the treaties between the United States, 
China, Japan, Siam, Persia, and other countries, 


half of that—$1,950,000—to give a mail to eight | 


Mr. POLK. The only reason F have for re- | 


I stand by the | 


» An act (S. No. 448) to carry into effect provi- | 


giving certain judicial powers to ministers and 
consuls, or other functionaries of the United Staies 
in those countries; 

a act (S. No. 452) for the relief of Sylvester 

ray; . 

An act (S. No. 488) in relation to malicious 
injuries to, and trespasses upon, public antl pri- 
vate property within the District of Columbia; 

-An act (S. No. 494) amendatory of an act ap- 
proved June 14, 1858, for the relief of Sherlock & 
Shirley; . 

An AA (S. No. 495) for the relief of David 
Waldo; 

An act (S. No. 497) to amend an act entitled 
“An`act for giving effect to certain treaty stipu- 
lations between this and forcign Governments, 
for the apprehension and delivering up of certain 
offenders;’’ 

An act (S. No. 500) for the relief of Lieutenant 
William A. Winder, of the United States Army; 

An act (S. No. 507) for the relief of the Cali- 
fornia Stage Company; . 

An act (S. No. 508) for the relief of William 
Nelson; 

An act (S. No. 509) to grant to the city of Port 
Huron, Michigan, a part of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Gratiot, for the enlargement of the 
city cemetery at that place; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 36) for the restora- 
tion of Lieutenant Augustus S. Baldwin to the 
active list, from the leave-of-absence list of the 
Navy; and 

A joint resolution (S. No, 41) for the relief of 
Arthur Edwards and his associates. 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, on the Qist instant, the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 100) for the relief of Samuel 
H. Taylor; 

An act (S. No. 296) for the relief of Emilie G. 
Jones, exccutrix of Thomas P. Jones, deceased, 
and Nancy M. Johnson, administratrix of Wal- 
ter R. Johnson, deceased; and 

An act (S. No. 307) to repeal the second sec- 
tion and other portions of an act passed the 2d 
day of June, 1858, entitled “An act to provide for 
the location of certain confirmed private land 
claims in the State of Missouri, and for other 
purposes.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE IOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 101) granting an invalid pension to 
John Purcell; 

A bill (No. 806) for the relief of William Sut- 
ton; 

A bill (No. 806) to confirm certain entries of 
land in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (No. 848) authorizing the issue of a 
register for the brig Charles H. Jordan. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 199) to authorize the location of 
certain warrants for bounty lands heretofore is- 
sued; and 

A bill (No. 295) for the relief of William B. 
Shubrick. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 670) granting an increase 
of pension to William G. Bernard, late a soldier 
in the United States Army, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BRIG CHARLES H. JORDAN. 


The bill (H. R. No. 848) authorizing the issue 
of a register for the brig Charles H. Jordan was 
read the first time, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Task that that bill may be put 
upon its passage now. Itisapeculiarecase, The 
present law provides that where a vessel is pur- 
chased from a foreign Government, ora citizen of 
a foreign Government, certain things shall be done. 
This vessel was a derelict, picked up at sea, and. - 
does not come within the general provisions of 
the law. It comes exclusively within the equitics 
of the law; but it is excluded from its simple 
terms. I ask that it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope that nothing will be al- 
lowed to interfere with the business which was 
suspended by receiving the message. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask thé Senator to allow 
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this bill to be put on its passage. It will not take 
a minute, : 

Mr. YULEE. I suppose it will take less time 
to do that than to quarrel about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maine asks the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to put this bill upon its passage now. The 
Chait hears no objection. 

There. being no objection, the bill was read a 
second: time, and considered’ as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered io a third reading, read the 
third time, and pissed. 


PHILADELPHIA POST OFFICE. 


The bill (H. R. No. 814) providing for the erec- 
tion of a post office in the city of Philadelphia 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope that bill will not be re- 
ferred. ; 

E. GEORGE SQUIER. 


The bill (H. R. No. 511) for the relief of E. 
George Squier, of New York, was read twice by 
its title. $ . 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask the consent of the 
Senate to put that bill upon its passage. 

Mr. POLK. I shall feel myself in duty bound 
to offer an amendment to that bill, if it is to be 
passed now. . 

- Mr- ANTHONY. Very well; it will take but 
a very few minutes. , 

Mr. CAMERON, I hope the gentleman who 
has charge of the bill under conside:ttion will 
allow me to have a little measure for Pennsylva- 
nia passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isa bill 
before the Senate, the Chair will inform the Sen- 


ator. G 

Mr. CAMERON. I know that; but I desire 
my colleague to make a motion to postpone it for 
three minutes, in order that we may bring fór- 
ward the bill for Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 presume there will be no ob- 
jection. T'he bill was taken up with the under- 
standing that it should be disposed of. 

Mr. YULEE. {must object. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 hope the Senator will with- 
draw the objection, 

Mr. YULEE. I yielded to the Senator from 
Maine, supposing that that was the only request, 
and believing that it would tale less time to yield 
than to discuss it; but from the number of prop- 
ositions around me, it is evident that I cannot, 
with justice to the bill now before the Senate, 
whieh is evidently producing much discussion, 
yield any longer. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator from 
Florida will listen to me a ipoment. 

Mr. YULEE. I must ask to be excused, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Florida is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. YULEE. I mast insiston continuing the 
post route bill, and finishing it in order to send it 
to the Housc of Representatives. 

Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator from Florida 
will permit me, the understanding was that the 
bill of the House of Representatives (No. 814) 
should be considered; and I assented to take up 
the present bill with that understanding. Itisa 
bill in relation to the post office at the city of 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. YULEE. But the Senate refused to do 
so. I yielded to the Senator at the time to take 
it up, but the Senate refused. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator is mistaken. The 
Senator from New Hampshire objected, and he 
has withdrawn that objection. 

Mr. YULEE. Ican be overruled, but I can- 
not consent to a further postponement of the Post 
Office bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 
me, nty colleague has an arrangement to leave the 
city at five o’clock which is imperative upon him, 
and we can pass this bill before the time for a re- 
cess arrives, 

Mr. YULEE. Very well; go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill before 
the Senate is the bill for the relief of E. George 
Squier. 

Mr. CAMERON. I understood it was post- 
poned for the purpose of taking up this bill in re- 
gard to the post office at Philadelphia, 


$ 


f 


Í the bill which the Senator proposes to take up is 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not by order 
of the Senate. . ` 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. i hope the Senator will 
consent to lay it aside for the present. 

Mr. LANE. Let it be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bili will 
lie over. Tbe question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to take up the bill in- 
dicated by him. By unanimous consent, the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania can be en- 
tertaincd, but only by unanimous consent, other 
business being before the Senate. Is the motion 
objected to? The Chair hears none. 


_ PHILADELPHIA POST OFFICE. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 814) providing for the erec- 
tion of a post office in the city of Philadelphia, ` 

Mr. YULEE. I trust we may dispense with 
the reading of the bill. It is a bill satisfactory to 
all the partes concerned, and is passed merely. to 
enable the Department to apply an appropriation 
that is in their hands and made some years ago 
for the building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent action will be taken upon the bill with- | 
out reading. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRAGG. There are a great many similar 
cases to this, and 1 shall feel myself bound to put 
on one for North Carolina which is precisely a 
similar case, if this is insisted on from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina ask for the reading of 
the bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be 
read. The Chair will state, however, that the 
hour has arrived for a recess. 

Mr. YULEE. There is no such rule now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair uv- 
derstands it is a standing rule of the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move that the Senate adjourn 
until to-morrow at eleven o’clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis too late. The hour 
having arrived, the recess must take place. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘The motion to adjourn is al- 
ways in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour hay- 
ing arrived for a recess, the Chair cannot enter- 
tain any motion exccpt by unanimous consent of | 
the Senate. 

Mr. LATHAM. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the | 
duty of the Chair toannounce that the hour fixed 
for a-recess has arrived, and that a recess will 
now commence, to continue until six o’clock. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No..101) granting an invalid | 
pension to John Purcell was -read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

The bill (I. R. No. 806) to confirm certain 
entries of land in the State of Missouri was read | 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee l 
on Public Lands. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. iH 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Public : 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. | 
303) to enable the trustees of the Bluemount Col- | 
lege to preémpt a certain section of land, and for | 
other purposes, reported it without amendment. | 

4 


REISSUE OF LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I ask the unanimous consent || 


of the Senate to take up the bill of the House of | 
Representatives No. 807. It is an act of general 
intercst, in which the constituents of every Sena- 
tor to a greater or less extent will be interested. 
Its passage has been recommended repeatedly by 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- | 
sioner of the General Land Office. It is to au- 
thorize the reissuing of land warrants that have 
been lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer | 
in the chair.) It requires unanimous consent to 
consider the motion. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have no doubt that 


a very, good bill, and perhaps it ought tö receive 
the sanction of Congress; but itis véry apparent 
that there is no quorum present: : : f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt will req 
unanimous consent to consider the motion 
other business is before’ the Senate.’ 9° °F > 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. There are but six or 
eight Senators present. ` oe eS oe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No motion can 
be entertained except by urianimous. consent. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. ‘I’am inclined to far 
ther the object of the Senator from Towa ‘in ‘the 
passage of that bill; Tam inclined to think it: a 
good one, and that it should receive the sanction 
of the Senate; but it is better to have a quorum 
before we undertake to transact business. i 
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Mr. CAMERON. Lapprehend there will be no 
objection to the bill which was left unfinished at 


A 


the time of the recess. pooh 

Mr. HAMLIN. What was it? ; asi 

Mr. CAMERON. A bill. disposing of the 
money appropriated for the Philadelphia post of- 
fice;—a matter about which everybody agrees, and 
to which there is no objection at all. It is not 
taking any appropriation, but merely disposing 
of that which was there. It is a bill to which :no 
body will ‘object. : ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection hag 
been made to the transaction of any business, in 
consequence of the absence of a quorumtin the 
Chamber. eH £ 

Mr. CAMERON. No objection is made to this 
bill, I believe. i 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iobjectedtothe trans- 
action of business until a quorum was present. 
There is a bill called up by the Senator from Iowa 
that I am satisfied is a good bill, and should be 
consummated; but, at the same time, I do not think 
it proper to go on and transact business with ten 
or a dozen Senators present. When a quorum 
comes in, I should like to have the bill indicated 
by him, if it be the bill I suppose it to be, taken 
up and passed by the Senate, because I am clear 
in the conviction that there is a necessity for that 
bill. It is to correct an evil that really obstructs 
the transaction of public business, and [hope it 
will be passed; but I object to transacting haa 
ness unless a quorum is present, 

Mr. CAMERON. The number of Senators. 
has very much increased now, and T'hope we shalt 

roceed with the. bill. : : : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will 


| announce the motion, unless some Senator objects 


to transacting business. The fact that there is no 
quorum present being brought to the attention of 
the Chair, the Chair will not feel authorized to 
proceed, except by the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, or to put any motioneven, until itis more 
manifest than now that a quorum is: present. ` It 
is moved that the Senate take up for considera~ 
tion, or, rather, continue the consideration of, the 
bill pending before the Senate at the time of the 
recess, which was the bill indicated. by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. Does any Senator object 
to resuming the consideration of that bill? 

Mr. PUGH. If there is no quorum present, I 
think we have not the power,to proceed to the: 
consideration of the bill, and 1 Shall feel compelled 
to object. s 

Mr. CAMERON. This bill was called up just 
previous to our taking the recess. It is to dis- 
pose of a sum of moncy already appropriated for 
a post office in Philadelphia. [believe my col- 
league was compelled to leave town an hour ago, 
and I undertook to have the bill passed for him, 
to oblige him, as he was to leave the city. : 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not know that I have any 
particular objection to the bill, but I have ah ir- 
superable objection to legislating without a quo- 
cum. Therefore I must object, until a quorum is 
present, to any bill being considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ,The attention 
of the Chair being called to the fact that there is 
no quorum present, he will decline putting the 
motion until it is ascertained by a count that a 
quorum is present. 

Mr. BIGLER subsequently said: I hope the 
Senate will resume the consideration of the bill 


| (H.R.No.814) ou which the Senate took a recess. 


Ì think there is a quorum of the Senate present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration 
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ofthe bill under discussion at the time of the re-. 
cess. “If there be no objection, that will be con- 
sidered the sense ofthe Senate. The bill will be 
read... s , i 

Mr. HARLAN. I will again ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to take up the bill of 
the House of Representatives No. 807. - 

Mr. BIGLER.. I have got this bill up by 
unanimoug consent, and I hope the Senator will 
allow me to-go through with it. | ; 

Mr. HARLAN. T wili inquire if it will take 
any time? ; : 

` Mr. BIGLER. 
dispose ofits . 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
procceded to consider the bill (H. R. 814) pro- 
viding for the erection of a post office in the city 
of Philadelphia. It repeals the proviso of the third 
section of.an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, A. 
D. 1860,” passed March 3, 1859. In case the 
premises agreed to be purchased by the United 
States from the American Philosophical Society 
asa site for a court-house, mentioned in that third 
section, should fail to sell où account of any defect 
or qualification in the title thereto, then the sum 
of $78,000, appropriated by the act of August 18, 
1856, ciititled “An act making appropriations for 
certain civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857,”’ for the pur- 
chase and payment of the same, together with the 
unexpended balance of the sum of $50,000, appro- 
priated by the act of March 3, 1809, for the pur- 
pose of making alterations to the building thereby 
authorized to be. purchased of the Bank of Penn- 
sylvania, and the sum of $100,000, appropriated 
by the act of March 3, 1857, for completing and 
furnishing the building purchased of the Bank of 
Pennsylvania, and to adapt it to the use of a post 
office, at Philadelphia, are to be applied to carry- 
ing. out the provisions of the fourth section of the 
act of March 3, 1859, iù the following manner, 
namely: first, for the purchase of the lots men- 
tioned and described in the fourth section as the 
Baily and Levy lots, at prices not cxeecding the 
sums mentioned in the fourth section, and then 
for the construction of a building on the lots suit- 
able for a post office and court-house. But the 
property parchased from the Bank of Pennsylva- 
niads to be sold at a price not less than one hun- 
dred and ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. BIGLER, 1 will explain the effect of this 
bill in a few words. In 1856, the Government of 
the United States purchased the property of the 
Bank of Pennsylvania for the purposes of a post 
office. The samo year a purchase was made from 


Ït will take but a moment to 


the American Philosophical Society of a lot for | 


the purposes of a court-house. Fifty thousand 
dollars was appropriated that year for the pur- 
pose of fiting up. the. bank building to be used as 
acourt-house. In the session of 1857, $100,000 
was appropriated in addition, for the purpose of 
refitting the buildings for a court-house and a post 
office. The Postmaster General comineneod the 
work of changing the Bank of Pennsylvania for 
the purposes of a post office; but the popular foel- 
ing was so strong pgainst the location that he felt 
required to suspi operations. In the session 
of 1858, a law was passed referring this subject 
to the Postmaster General, the Attorney General, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, authorizing 
them to regulate the Jocation of the public build- 
ings of Philadelphia, and see what was best. They 
decided that the post office ought to be on Ches- 
nut street, near the present custom-house, the old 
Bank of the United States, describing a property 
that belonged to Mr. Levy and Mr. Baily, which 


could be purchased for that purpose. At the last | 


session, a law was passed authorizing the sale of | 
the property purchased from the Bank of Penn- | 
syivania and the property contracted for with the | 
American Philosophical Society and applying the | 


proceeds of the sale of both these propertics to- 


ward the purchase of the Baily and Levy prop- i 
erty on Chesnut street, together with the previous | 
appropriations, to the construction of a building | 


which would auswerthe purposes of acourt-house «| be e 
i l!i York, be expended for the construction of the same by the 
i Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 


and post office, 


That law was not executed, for | 
the reason that a proviso, which is repealed by | 


the first section of this bill, required that the prop- | 


erty should bring $205,000. It was foun 
possible to sell at that rate, and hence the law 


im- | 
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consideration is toenable the Postmaster General, | 


the Attorney General, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to execute this law, to sell the property 
as provided ‘in „the law of last year, and construct 
a building suitable for a post office and court- 
house, on Chesnut street, near the present cus- 
tom-house., That is the effect of the law. Itis 
a measure which. the members of the House of 
Representatives from. Philadelphia have agreed 
upon, and which, I believe, is entirely satisfac- 
tory. a $ x 
Mr. KING. I move as an amendment, to be 
inserted as a third section, that the unexpended 
balance of money heretofore appropriated for the 
construction of a court-house and custom-house 
and post office, at Ogdensburg, be expended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury upon the site here- 
tofore purchased for the erection of that build- 
ing. This isthe continuance of a work.- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Wil the Sen- 
ator be good enough to prepare his amendment 
and send it to the Chair? 

Mr. BIGLER. {would prefer very much if 
the honorable Senator from New York would 
allow us to close this bill. I should prefer to have 
itdefeated than amended. Thishas been a trouble- 
some controversy in Philadelphia, in regard to 
the location of the post office. 

Mr. KING. I think there can be no objection 
to this proposition. This is an expenditure of 
money which has heretofore been appropriated. 

Mr. BIGLER. If I understand the Senator, 
he proposes to require the post office to be located 
on the original selection, which is the purchase 
of the Bank of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KING. This is an additional section for 
another court-house and post office at another 

lace. 

P Mr. BIGLER. Oh, Mr. President, I cannot 
get that through the House! {hope the Senator 
will withdraw Ogdensburg. 2 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam sure the Senator from 
New York will not put on his amendment now, 
if he understands this question as the rest of us 
do. This is not kind of him. This money has 
been appropriated for years for the purpose of 
giving Philadelphia a post office and rooms for 
the United States courts. It is no-new appropri- 
ation, 

Mr. KING. [am not asking for a new ap- 
propriation. My amendment stands upon the 
same footing. 

Mr. CAMERON. But you are defeating this 
bill by sending it back to the House. 

Mr. KING. Both of them stand on the same 


i footing. 


Mr.CAMERON. Yours hasnot gone through 
the other House, and it will destroy our bill, If 
my friend from New York will listen to me Lam 
sure he would not press his amendment. 

Mr. KING. The Senate may not putit on. 

Mr. CAMERON. I trust to your kindness. I 
would be obliged to you, and should rather, a 
great deal, that it should be taken off by yourself 
than by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I would like to have the Senator 
from New York state whether hig amendment is 
according to the estimate of the Department, or 
the recommendation of any committee, or comes 
within the rule. 

Mr. KING. The appropriation has been made 
by Congress heretofore. 


Mr. CAMERON. May I be allowed to ask 


whether it is in order to go before the desk while | 


the question is pending and occupy the whole 
time of the Senate with preparing and writing an 
amendment: Is not that out of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is. 

Mr. CAMERON. I make the point of order. 

Several Senators. It is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New York proposes, as an amendment, to 
insert the following as an additional section: 

Aud be it further enacted, That the unexpended balance 
of the moneys heretofore appropriated for the construction 
ofa post office, custom-house, and court-house, on the site 
heretofore purchased for that purpose at Ogdensburg, New 


The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


was not executed. The purpose of the bill under || third time, and passed. 


REISSUE OF LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate take 
up bill of the House of Representatives No. 807. 

Mr. YULEE. The Senator will excuse me for 
objecting. It is very important that we should 
get through with the post route bill, which is the 
business regularly before the Senate, in order that 
itmayreachthe Houseof Representatives. There 
are a- great many amendments that require en- 
grossment, 3 
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Florida object? . 

Mr. BIGLER. Ihope the Senator will allow 
this bill to be taken up. 

Mr. YULEE. There are a great many more 
to be offered, ; 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. This will occupy but 
a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill can 
only be taken up by unanimous consent, there 
being other business before the Senate. Unless 
objected to, it will be considered the sense of the 
Senate. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as-in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 807) to 
authorize the reissue of land warrants in certain 
cases,and for other purposes. Whenever it shall 
appear that any certificate or warrant, issued in 
pursuance of any law of the United States grant- 
ing bounty land, has been Jost or destroyed, 
whether it had been sold and assigned by the 
warrantee or not, the Secretary of the Interior is 
required to cause a new certificate or warrant of 
like tenor*o be issucd in liceu thereof; which new 
certificate or warrant may be assigned, located, 
and patented in like manner as other certificates 
or warrants for bounty land are now authorized 
by law to be assigned, located, and patented ;and 
in all cases where«warrants have been, or may 
hereafter be, reissued, the original warrant, in 
whosesoever hands it may be, is to be deemed and 
held to be null and void, and the assignment there- 
of, if any there be, fraudulent; and no patent is 
ever to issue for any land located therewith, un 
less such presumption of fraud in the assignment 
be removed by due proof that it was executed by 
the warrantee in good faith and for a valuable 
consideration. The Secretary of the Interior is 
required to prescribe such rules and regulations 
for carrying this act into effect as he may deem 
necessary and proper in order to protect the Gov- 
ernment against imposition and fraud by persons 
claiming the benefit of this act; and all laws and 
parts of laws for the punishment of false swear- 
Ing, and frauds against the United States, are made 
applicable to false swearing and frauds under this 
act. The act entitled “An act to provide for sat- 
isfying claims for bounty lands for military ser- 
vices in the late war with Great Britain, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 27, 1842, and 
also the two acts approved January 27, 1835, 
therein and thereby revived, are valid and con- 
tinued in force from and after the 26th day of 
June, 1858, when they expired by limitation. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported the 
bill with an amendment, to strike out the third 
section, in the following words: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, "That the act entitled 
“C An act to provide tor satisfying claims for bounty lands 
for military services in the late war with Great Britain, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 27, 1842, and also the 
two acts approved January 27, 1835, therein and thereby 
revived, shall be, and the same are hereby, revived, and 
continued in force from and after the 26th day of June, 1855, 
when the same expired by limitation. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


That warrants for bounty lands heretofore issued under 
the authority of the act entitled “ Anactto provide for satis- 
fying claims for bounty lands for military services in the Jate 
war with Great Britain, and for other purposes,” approved 
the 27th day of July, in the year 1842, and ofthe several acts 
reviving the same, approved the 26th day of June, in the 
year 1848, and the Sth day of February, in the year 1854, 
may be located, in coniormity with the general laws in 
force at any time within three years from the date of this 
act; and that all entries and locations made with such 
warrants since the 26th day of June, in the year 1858, shall 
be as validand effectual as if the several acts aforesaid had 
not then expired. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

_ Mr. HARLAN, Since the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands reported this bill, the matter proposed’ 
to be substituted for section three has passed the 
House of Representatives. It had previously 
passed the Senate in a separate bill— Senate bill 
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No. 199. Hence the proper motion would now 
be to strike out section three. FE hope, therefore, 
that the amendmént proposed by the committee 
will not be adopted, and Twill then move to 
strike out section three. The matter proposed to 
be substituted by the Committee on Public Lands 
has already passed both Houses. 

Mr. PUGH. Not passed both Houses. 

Mr. HARLAN. Yes, sir; it has passed the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. PUGH. It may be struck out, 

The amendment was rejected. i 

Mr. HARLAN. I now move to strike out the 
third section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendment was concurred in, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. It was read the third time, and passed. 

, LEMUEL WORSTER. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Lask the Senate to consider, 
and I think it will take but a single moment, a 
motion to reconsider a bill which passed here some 
two or three weeks since. ‘he motion was sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Alabama, (Mr. Firz- 
parrick.] It isa case granting a little pension 
of eight dollars a month to a man who is now 
deaf, dumb, and blind. The bill has three times 
passed the Senate, and twice the House. I ask 
that we may take up the motion to recgnsider. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I made the motion to 
reconsider at the instance of my colleague, who I 
believe, it is generally known to the Senate, is 
opposed to pensions generally. ‘I know nothing 
of the facts myself. I was regarded as voting in 
the afirmative, and made the motion at the sug- 
gestion of my colleague. I regret that the state of 
his health is such as to prevent him from being 
here. He fully understands this question. All 
I can say, is I shall be content to have the bill re- 
considered, and let the Senate dispose of itas they 
think proper., 

Mr. HAMLIN. [have waited a long time for 
the Senator’s colleague, who is sick, to come here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Senate proceed to consider the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. No. 395) 
for the relief of Lemuel Worster wag passed. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on reconsidering the vote by which the bill 
was passed. 

The motion was not agreed to, 


E. GEORGE SQUIER. 

Mr. ANTHONY. J ask the Senate to take up 
the bill (H. R. No. 511) for the relief of E. George 
Squier. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can 
entertain the motion only by unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. YULEE. As ihe Senator has the floor, I 
will not object to this case; but E wish to*give 
notice, in order that 1 may not be considered un- 
friendly to whoever may be the next movér—and 
Ido not know who he may be—that I must ob- 
ject in all cases hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, the bill will be considered as before 
the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 511) | 


for the relief of E, George Squier, of New York., 
It directs the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay 
E. George Squier, of New York, the sum of $9,937, 


in full, for outfits to the Republics of Central Arfer- | 


ica, and balance of salary due him as ministfr of 
the United States to those Republics. 

Mr. POLK. [stated this morning that I should 
feel myself in duty bound to move an amend- 
ment to that bill, striking out ‘“ $9,937,” and 
inserting ‘ $4,500."" I will remark that this 
claim was before the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate at the last session of the Sen- 
ate, and the committee reported a bill in favor of 
Mr. Squier for $4,500. The case has come before 
that committee again at the present session, and 
the committee have reported back to the same 
effect. I willnotgointo the matter. Twill merely 
state that 1 can vote for $4,500, which was the 
sum reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. They agreed to report that much.in favor 
of Mr. Squier, and for that much F can go; but I 
cannot consent to. go for $9,937. : 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | It is moved to 
amend the bill by striking out “ $9,937,” and in- 
serting * $4,500.”” i 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope thatanicndmentwill 
not prevail. Ifit does prevail, I think Mr. Squier 
will not receive what other persons have received 
under similar circumstances... What he asks, I 
believe, has. not been refused in a single case. 
The precedents up to his case are uniform; and 
now there is a law that would grant him all that 
this bill would grant him, and more, too, if he 
came within the law; but the law is not retroact- 
iveşpand he cannot take advantage of it. If it 
were, he could go to the Department and have 
the accounts readjusted without the necessity of 
coming to Congress, and obtain a larger amount 
than is to be paid to him now. 

Mr. Squicr was sent to Guatemala, and was ac- 
credited to four other Republics of Central Amer- 
ica. He was instructed to negotiate treaties, to 
adjust the claims of American citizens, and to 
investigate the practicability of an inter-oceanic 
communication at Nicaragua. He did all these. 
He did them greatly to the satisfaction of the 
Government, He negotiated four treaties. He 
caused the San Juan river to be surveyed—a pre- 
liminary survey—and he paid the cost of it him- 
self. The Government never appropriated any- 
thing for it, but it was done in obedience to the 
orders of the Government. He came home here 
withthe highest approbation of President Taylor; 
and when his accounts were sctitled,he was paid 
up to the time when he left Nicaragua on leave; 
but the salary from that time to his recall was 
never paid—amounting tothe odd hundred dollars 
mentioned in the bill. Lhope—as everybody else up 
to Mr, Squier stands on the precedent, and every- 
body elsgfftcr him stands on the law—the Sen- 
ator fron# Missouri will notallow this poor fellow 
to be crushed between the law and the precedent. 
If he had been a little before, he would have had 
it by precedent; and if a little after, he would 
have had it by the law, and would not have been 
obliged tocome here. I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. BRAGG. Perhaps it is a little Jate in the 
day to talk about establishing precedents; but 1 
think we have made bad precedents cnough in 
relation to these extra allowances; and having 
looked this morning into the report made by the 
comniittee of this body, Lam very clearly of the 
opinion that the Senate ought not to pass this bill 
as it comes from the House—allowing $9,900. I 
shall be willing, for one, to vote for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri, which 
is intended, according to the report of the com- 
mittee, to pay Mr. Squier about what they sup- 
posed to be a fair compensation, without regard 
to any outfit for his services in going to some of 
these petty South American States. We have 
had precedents, I admit, where our foreign min- 
isters have been sent to à particular Court, and 
they have ‘been required subsequently to go to 
another, and there to represent the Government; 
to make them liberal allowances. I think we 
have gone too far in that respect. In some in- 
stances they have been allowed full outfits amount- 
ing to large sums; and these are now quoted as pre- 
cedents, and we are appealed to here to allow this 
claim because we have allowed it to others. It 
is time we were going back; but this case is not 
a parallel case with some others for which these 
allowances have been made. 

What are the facts in relation to this claim? 
Mr. Squier, the petitioner, was sentas minister to 
one of these petty South American States. He 
was accredited to some four or five of them. That 
was done before he left the country. He under- 
stood, when he accepted this appointment and 
accepted his commission, that his duties would 
require him to go to these little petty States which 
were adjoining. 
that understanding. He received his outfit, and 
he received his salary. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If he went with. that un- 
derstanding, he certainly went with the under- 
standing that he should receive the same compen- 
sation that all his predecessors had, under the 
same circumstances. 

Mi. BRAGG. By no means, Mr. President; 
I deny that entirely. Ideny that any man who 


He went out, therefore, with | 


goes Olt, ulder those circumstances; has righ 
to ask this Government to pay. hima full outfit, 
as. he claims here. Now, sir, there were four-of 


|| these little States to which he received letters öf 


credit besides the oné to which he was sent; arid 
he asks for an outfit in each one of those cases, 
Itis true. the committee of the House have only 
allowed him half that amount+-$4,500 for two of 
theni; instead of $4,500 for the four, which woul 
have amounted to $18,000, which he claimed in 
his petition.. He went out there with letters of 
credit to these different States. He knew very 
well what duties were imposed on. him when he 
went out; whereas, I suppose, Mr. Marsh, whose 
case was passed the other day, when he was sent 
to Constantinople, did not know that he was. to 
be sent to another place. I suppose Mr. Pendle- 
ton and Mr. Schenck did. not. know that they 
would be required to go to other Courts, ‘The Sen- 
ator near me [Mr. Pearce] says they certainly 
did not; but they were subsequently required to 
leave their duties, and go to another country, to 
attend to other business. Now I say, in this case, 
Mr. Squier knew perfectly well he would have 
these duties to pertoim when he went to Central 
America. Iadmit he may have been put to some 
inconvenience. I admit he may have been put to 
some additional expense; and for that, the com- 
mittee of this body thought proper to allow him 
$4,500. Ithink he ought to be satisfied with that, 

Now, as for the. balance of the salary: which is 
claimed here, and which is suid to be due, I, do 
not know anything about it; but in looking over 
the report, I can get no information in relation to 
it. There is nothing from the Department.in .re+ 
lation to it. All that I find here is, that when he 
came back, Mr. Webster, then Secretary of State, 
refused to allow him anything else; and. another 
Secretary, it is stated, who succeeded Mr. Web- 
ster, did not think proper to overrule Mr. Web- 
ster’s decision in the premises. I think, sir, that 
$4,500 is all that Mr. Squier is-entitled to, and 
with that he ought to be content. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iwill ask the. Secretary to 
read a letter from the Secretary of State. ’ 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, WASHINGTON, 
April 12, 1858. - 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your note of the 7th instant, inclosing the memorial of Mr 
T. George Squier, setting tortli the nature and extent oF 
his services in Cenual-Aincrica, whilst residing there in. a 
diplomatic character, and, applying for a sum, equal. to the 
outfit of a chargé affaires ‘to each of the Repitt lics: to 
which he Was accredited, and with which le opened rola- 
tions. i : s 

In compliance with your request that the Committee of 
Foreign Affairs be furnished with such evidence relating 
to said services as may be afforded by the files of this office, 
I bave to commiunieate the following data: | 

Mr. Squier was commissioned as chargé daffaires’of the 
United States to Guatemala on the 2d April, 1849, ducing 


i the recess of Congress, which appointment was daly con- 


firmed by the Senate, in March, 1850. 

Besides the letter of credence whieh was furnished to 
him in his character of chargé d’affaires to Guatemala, Mr. 
Squier was formally accredited to the Republics of Sau Saly 
vador, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and Honduras, by separate 
letters to the Ministers of Foreign Aff ose Goveth= 
ments, which credentials were or the same seope and effect 
as that addressed to the Mintster of Foreign Agiairs at Guat- 
emala. A Vis rss 7 his 

The President also conferred upori Mr. ‘Squier, in due 
form, full and separate powers ‘to negotiate ‘tredties with 
the Governments of Guatemala, San Salvador, Nicaragua, 
Honduras, and Costa Rica... With the first four of these Ite- 
publics Mr. Squier concluded iivportant treaties, two of 
which were submitted by the President to the Senate for 
ratification; one of the others was withheld only because 
it had been anticipated by a different negotiation, and the 
fourth for political reasons. Mr. Squier’s services in Cen- 
tral Ameriea were regarded by the President and by the 
Department as of great importance and value, at a most in- 
teresting juncture of our relations In, that quarter, and espe- 
cially in connection with the negotiations which were going 
on here at the same tine with Great Britain. He Was in- 
formed on the 25th October, 1849, that ‘the President bas 
been gratified with the intelligence. and activity evinced” 
by him; on the 20th November, that the Departinent 
“ justly appreciated his energy, zeal, and ability,” and, he 
was “ especially thanked for the valimble intorhiation con- 
tained in his dispatches’? On the 7th May, 1850, he was 
told that his * conduct in the negotiation of the treaty with 
Nicaragua, which was the great business of his mission, 
has been highly approved by his Government.” ‘In reply 
to an application for leave of absence, the Departinicnt 
stated to him that “ the energy and ‘zeal which he had ex- 
hibited in the public service, and the state of his:heaith rn- 
titled-him toit.” Mr. Squicr.accordingly came home under 
that leave; whilst bere, a new Administration was organ- 
ized, and he was superseded. ’ 

The precedents referred to in the memorfal of Mr. Squier 
are pertinent to his application. The “letters of eredence?? 
and “ fall powers” bestowed upon the functionaries named, 
were documents of preciscly the saine character as those 
hereinbefore mentioned as furnished to Mr. Squier. 
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The information communicated to the Department by 
the niemorialist yas of the most varied and important char- 
acter.” His dispatches were accompanied by maps, mem- 
rsj and sketches, ilastrative-of the geographical and 
“physical, as ‘well as of the political, condition of the coun- 
aries which be visited; and by his contributions in these 
¥espects, as wel) as by bis more immediate diplomatic func- 
tions, ‘He Has largely ‘promoted the existigg relations be- 
lween-our. own country and Central: America, and the 
‘benefits legitimately. resulting therefrom. : 
I return herewith Mr. Squier’s-memorial, and have the 
ay H sery. 
honor to bẹ your obedient servant, LEW: CASS. 


Mr. POLK: It is due, in answer to the Seña- 
tor ‘from Rhode Island, that [ should say the 
Committee on Foreign Relations had determined 
not to follow the’ précedents that were referred to 
in that memorial of Mr. Squier any further. They 
havé Had several applications of that kind.. They 
have made a report on all in accordance with the 
principles upon which they have reported in the 
case of Mr. Squier. Thereis an application from 
Mr. Peeden, who had been sent to Buenos Ayres, 
I think, and then had been aceredited also to the 
Argentine Confederation. He claimed that he was 
entitled to double pay. The committee have de- 
termined, unless the Senate shall overrule them 
in it, to pay the outfit and salary to the country 
to which the minister is sent, and then to pay him 
fall’ compensation for all his expenditures and ser- 
vices in conducting relations with any other coun- 
tries to which he may be accredited. Beyond 
that they have not been willing to go. That is 
the position they have assumed, and which they 
intend to pursue, until the Senate shal! overrule 
the committee. I feel it due to them to say this 
to the Senate, so that if the Senate shall give to 
Me. Squier more than the amount that has been 
allowed by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate, it will be a resolve on the part of 
the Senate to return back again to these precedents 
in the cases of Mr. Carr, Mr Pendleton, Mr. 
Schenck, and others, and will be pro tanto, so 
far, a condemning of the rulé upon which the 
Committee on Forcign Relations have thought it 
safest and best to act. f 

Į do notknow what law it was that the Senator 
referred to that would give him as much as this; 
it may be one passed at the present session; but 
I will state that there is a law in force, which, 
however, the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate have not thought properly applicable 
to services rondercd outside of the country, which 
expressly provides that a person who discharges 
the duties of one public office shall not receive 
compensation for additional duties of other offices. 
That was in force at the time Mr, Squier per- 
formed this service. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the Senate have not thought it best 
to apply that rule, and did notthink the law con- 
templated the application of it to persons serving 
the country in foreign stations and ofices, and 
they therefore adopted the rule upon which that 
report was framed. 

make these remarks so that the Senate may 
vote on the question understanding the position 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations have 
taken in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, to strike out “ $9,937,” and insert 
“$4,500.” 

The question being put, on a division, there 
were—ayes seven. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nota majority 
of a quorum voting in favorofit, the amendment 
is lost. 

Mr. POLK. Perhaps the fairest course would | 
be to take the vote in the negative. Lunderstand 
the President to declare that the amendment is 
lost because a majority of a quorum does not vote || 
in ils favor. Perhaps the vote in the negative | 
will show that there is not a quorum present. I 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will still be lost. 

Mr. POLK. Oh, no; it will not be lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not be | 
carried. 

Several Senarors. Let it go. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think it is desirable that we 
should have this mattcr settled-one way or the 
other; and Task for the yeas and nayson the pas- 
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Senators to have measures broaght forward. 


| on the first section of the amendment, which pre- 


sage of the bill. 


. The yeas. and nays were ‘ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Chesnut, | 
Clark, Durkee, ‘Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hemphill, Latgam, Rice, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—20- 
NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Cameron, Davis, Doolit- 
tle, Green, Hale, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, King, 
Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh,. Wigfall, and Witkinson—l6. | 
So the bill was passed: 


$ ISAAC 5. SMITH. 

Mr. RICE. Iask the consentof the Senate to 
take up House bill No. 231.° A motion was made 
the other day to reconsider the vote by which this 
bill was sent to the Court of Claims, and then a 
motion was entered to bring the papers baćk from 
the Court of Claims, and I now ask the Senate to 
take up the bill for present consideration.’ ° 

Mr. YULEE.. Is it a case that is disputed? 

Mr. RICE. Ido not know that itis. I be- 
lieve it will create no discussion. I have nothing 
to say on it myself. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope it will be agreed by my 
friend that he will give way if it leads to discus- 
sion. 

Mr. RICE. Certainly. 

Mr. YULEE. Very well. f 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 231) for the relicf of Isaac S. 
Smith, of Syracuse, New York. Tt appropriates 
the sum of $17,743 77, to be paid to Isaac 8. 
Smith, of Syracuse, in the State of New York, 
for his work and labor bestowed, for materials 
furnished, and for expenses incurred, in attempt- 
ing to build for the United States a Jight-house on 
the Horse Shoe reef, in the Niagara river, near 
Fort Erie, in the provinee of Canada. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, réad the 
third time, and passed. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. HEMPHILL and others addressed the 
Chair. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, it is my duty to 
call for the order, It is very unpleasant for me 
to refuse the request of any gentleman. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Texas so seldom makes an appeal, I 
feel very reluctant to interpose against him; and 
if it is a matter that will not lead to any debate, I 
will give way to him, but E cannot do so again. 

Mr. BROWN. 1l object to anything of that 
sort. Lobject to making arrangements between 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 1 move to take up the bill | 
of the House of Representatives No. 557. 

Mr. MASON. Tain reluctant to interfere with 
business that Senators desire to bring up; but I 
hope the Senator from Florida will call up the 
bill we had under consideration before the recess. 

‘Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can 
entertain no other motion, except by unanimous 
consent, s 

Mr. YULEE. I hope, then, that we shall pro- 
ceed with the business before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 714) establishing certain post routes is 
before the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, ! 
the pending question being on. the amendment | 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to ; 
the amendment reported by the Committee.on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads. Is the Senate ready | 
for the question on the amendment to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. GWIN. [call for the reading of it. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for a division of that 
amendment. i 

Mr. YULEE. 
offer to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


I have some amendmenis to ; 


Mr. HALE. Task that we may have a vote 
sents one simple question. j 
Mr. GREEN. [have an amendment to offer 
to the first section. 
Mr. GWIN. And I, also. 
Mr. HALE. Lonly ask for a division. | 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, I desire to | 
present a few facts to the consideration of the | 
Senate before they take a final vote upon this 
proposition. Previous to the recess, the Senator | 


from Georgia, [Mr. Toomns,] who has quite a |} 


I The Senator from i| 
| New Hampshire is entiticd to the floor. l 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


reputation for -being.a careful guardian of the 
Treasury, and who is anxious, upon all occasions, 
to curtail unnecessary. expenditures, made what 
i may. justly denominate a furious onslaught 
upon this amendment. Now, I want Senators 
distinctly to understand that, when they vote for 
the proposition submitted by the honorable Sen- 
ator from-Massachusetts, they are not increasing 
the ¢xpenditures of the Government to the cnor- 
mous extent which the. Senator from Georgia 
would have them believe. I say, giving the widest 
scope to this proposition, without any curtail- 
ment during the first year, and the excess. over 
what you are now paying is- only $187,724; and 
the second year it is but $387,724, as I will show 
to this body. . A 

You are now paying for the transportation of 
the mail across the Isthmusof Panama, $100,000. 
You cannot hope for any reduction of that sum. 
This isamonoply. They charge the British Gov- 
ernment for carrying this mail, small as it is, 
across this Isthmus, the same as they charge the 
Government of the United States; and they will 
never lessen their price, so faras our Government 
is concerned; because, the very moment they do, 
they will have to do the same to the British Gov- 
ernment; and as there is no other means of com- 
munication between the two oceans at the present 
time, they will continue to charge the same rate. 
So long as that is the only route that is open he- 
tween the two oceans for the carrying of the mail, 
you may rest assured they will continue to charge 
you that price. Therefore, you may regard that 
as a fixed fact—g100,000 for carrying the mail 
across that small strip of land between the two 
oceans. You have got to pay $600,000 for car- 
rying the mail over the “ Butterfield line,” as itis 
generally denominated. There is no proposition 
here to change that; and therefore you may re- 
gard itasa just charge upon your Treasury. You 
have also a contract for carrying the mail be- 
tween here and Salt Lake City, which does not 
expire for two years, at $125,000. You have then 
to pay $53,276 for carrying the mail over that por- 


| tion of the San Antonio route which is left—that 


is, between San Antonioand Camanche Springs, 
the rest of the route having been done away with, 
and the Department having cut this line down to 
the lowest possible point, as it is carried only 
semi-monthly, I believe, and in any way the con- 
tractors sce fit. Now, between Salt Lake City 
and Placerville the present contractor, Mr. Rus- 
sell, the same gentleman who carries the mail be- 
tween Salt Lake City and St. Joseph, carries the 
mail in any manner he may see fit, semi-monthly, 
for $33,000—a horse mail if he chooses. 

Mr. GWIN. In cighteen days’ time. 

Mr. LATHAM: In eighteen days, my col- 
league says. Then, by the contract which just 
expired, you pay $351,000; so that the total sum 
is $1,262,276. 

Mr, YULEE. The $351,000 includes the cross- 
ing of Panama. 

Mr. LATHAM. I think the Senator is mis- 
taken about that. Is that included ? 

Mi. GWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LATHAM... Then I am mistaken by 
$100,000, and the correct aggregate is $1,162,276. 
in this estimate the Senate will see T have left off 
the extreme northern route connecting the lakes 
with Oregon and Washington Territories, be- 
cause that is a new scheme, a new project, and 
cannot be regarded as belonging to this charge of 
extreme extravagance, so far as the supplying of 
Oregon and California with mail service, at least, 
is concerned. That makes, then, the total charge 
upon the Government $1,162,276 at the present 
time. 

Now what kind of service have you got? You 
have got semi-monthly by occan, and they may 
carry\ygein as many days as they please. “There 
is no ‘limitation as to time, They may carry 
it in thirty, or forty, or fifty days, as they see 
fit. You have a letter mail by the Butterfield 
route that goes semi-weekly, Then you have a 
semi-monthly contract over the San Antonio route, 
between San Antonio and Camanche Springs, and 
a semi-monthly contract, with thirty-cight days’ 
time, between St. Joseph and Salt Lake; the total 
of which amounts to $1,162,276. 

Now, by this amendment there is appropriated 
for the Butterfield route $600,000, and $600,000 
for the first year for this service by the Sait Lake 
route, between St. Joseph and Placerville, which 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


makes $1,200,000; and $250,000.for the line be- 
tween New Orleans and El Paso, in. Texas; mak- 
ing, in the aggregate, $1,450,000. ‘The difference 
between what is now paid and the increase of 
service is $287,724; or, at the expiration of the 
first year, when the service is daily, of $487,724. 
That is all the increase; and therefore the Senator 
from Florida, who spoke of this costing about one 
million nine hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 
and my friend from Georgia, who thought this 
was an increase to a most enormous extent, will 
see that the whole increased service falls:inside of 
$500,000. : 

Now, what is the comparison of the service? 
In the first instance, you have got three times a 
week for the first year, by the Salt Lake route, 
and the second year you have a. daily service. 
You have twice a week, proposed to be increased 
to three times a week, service by the Butterfield 
contract, passing from St. Louis, through the 
western portion of Missouri and Arkansas and 
the northern part of Texas, to the lower part of 
California, extending all the way up that State 
to San Francisco; and then from New Orleans 
semi-weekly to El Paso, connecting with this 
Butterfield Contract; making during the first year, 
five, if not six, through mails, connceting three 
points through to the Pacific coast; and the sec- 
ond year nine, if not ten, mails per week. That 
ig the difference in point of service. 

I know my friend from Georgia will at once 
ask me what is the use, or where is the neces- 
sity for this increase of service? When he says 
the population of California does notexceed eight 
hundred thousand souls, he comes, probably, 
within bounds. I am not upon this disposed to 
take issue with him. But that is not all the people 
that are supplied by these mail facilitics. There 
are all the people in Arizona, soon to be a State; 
there are people who are provided by this amend- 
ment at Salt Lake City, at Pike’s Peak, that will 
soon have one hundred thousand or one hundred 
and fifty thousand souls; there are the people in 
Nevada Territory, as it js contemplated, amount- 
ing now, as I suppose, to forty thousand people, 
and very shortly will amount to one hundred 
thousand; so that you may safely estimate that, 
in establishing these mails, you supplya million, 
if not a million and a half of people with facilities 
to which they are entitled. 

But this is not all. If you are to regard this 
proposition purely from an cconomical point, I 
can assure the Senator from Georgia, looking as 
he does, and should do, at this question of ex- 
penditures with the most watchful eye, (and itis 
to his credit that he does so,) that he is here sav- 
ing to the Government thousands upon thousands 
of dollars. Let me tell the Senator from Georgia 
that ifthis daily mail shall cross the continent, as 
is contemplated by this amendment, costing but 
six or cight hundred thousand dollars per annum, 
we shall hear no more of such murders as have 
recently taken place of American citizens in Car- 
son’s valley. Sir, if this road had been estab- 
lished, those enterprising men, some of whom 
came from his State, as | know personally, and 
men from all portions of this Union, who went 
there through the same spirit of enterprise that 
has settled up all that western country, would 
never have been murdered, and their bones would 
not now He bleaching upon her soil; because this 
wery line would have supplied the want of an 
army. It would have established settlements all 
along its course. There would have been secur- 
ity; there would have been protection; because 
every one knows a strange fact in the history of 
these mail lines, that the Indians have a kind of 
horror and dread of the power ofthisGovernment. 


There never has been an instance of their attack- | 


ing a stage on the Butterfield linc, although the 
mail coach has been surrounded by Camanches 
and Apaches in their warrior dress, going upon 
their depredations, They have that kind of feel- 
ing relative to the mail service, and the power 
of the Government, that although they will come 
up to the coach and take tobacco and caps and 
powder and everything that the passengers may 
choose to give them, yet such is their supcr- 
stition, that in no instance have they ever com- 
mitted any depredations upon a mail coach along 
that line. The same will be the cage along the 
Salt Lake line; also between San Antonio and El 
Paso. These lines will supply the want of an 
army. They will economize to the Government 


in the saving of thousands of dollars in sending. 
troops there to be stationed in forts for the pur- 
pose of sustaining the dignity and honor of your 
Government, and protecting the honest settlers 
that go there to people that immense territory 
lying between the Atlantic States and the Pacific 
coast. : ee: 

The Senator puts in contrast with ail this what 
he regards as the most feasible proposition. He 
says that responsible parties, these gentlemen 
that have the ocean service, are willing to take 
this contract for the postage, and to carry printed 
matter at the rate of twenty-five cents a. pound. 
If J were an ocean contractor and had steamships, 
I would not want anything better. Let me tell 
the Senator that they could make it amount to 
$1,000,000 per annum, instead of $400,000, or 
$300,000, or $250,000, or any other amount he 
could conceive of. They take the letter postage, 
and if you give them the twenty-five cents per 
pound on printed matter, it is unlimited. They 
could send any quantity of mail matter that they 
might sce fit at the rate of twenty-five cents a 
pound, the amount that the express companies 
charge; and they could swell the amount up toa 
most indefinite sum. For my part, I never 
would be in favor of any such proposition or any 
such scheme unless it was surrounded by some 
limitations, which I suppose the Senator from 
Georgia must certainly have contemplated when 
he suggested it to the Senate. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. They do not take any mail 
or printed matter except what the Government 
gives them. 

Mr. LATHAM. They can take any amount 
of-mail matter, and all the printed matter. They 
are bound to take it, and all the newspapers, and 
all the Leslie’s Magazines, and Harpers’, and 
Ledgers, and that class of periodicals that are 
scattered over the State of California; and they 
could swell this amount up to an enormous ex- 
tent, making it just as much as they saw fit; if 
they were disposed, which I do not pretend to 
charge, to treat the Governmentin an unfair man- 
ner. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman 
allow me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. LATHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As I understood the 
Senator from Georgia, the proposition was to 
carry the franked or free matter for twenty-five 
cents. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Not printed matter. 
That would include all on which postage is paid; 
but it is the free matter or franked documents. 

Mr. LATHAM. I beg the pardon of the Ser- 
ator from Kentucky 1 understand that was not 
the offer. If Lam wrong, the chairman of the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads will | 


correct me, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As I understood it, the 
Senator from Georgia said the franked matter— 
the free matter. 

Mr. YULEE. The printed matter, I think. 

Mr. TOOMBS... [have it here. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I will wait to hear 
what the proposition is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I havea copy of the proposi- 
tion made to the Post Office Department. I was 
speaking by the card. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. We surely would not 
pay them for carrying the newspapers. 

Mr. LATHAM. want to hear what it is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘To carry-all letters for the 
postage thereon, and to carry al] printed matter at 
twenty-five cents per pound; such being the min- 
imum charge for transporting merchandise by fast 
express between New York and San Francisco; 
that is, for ocean and Isthmus transportation.” 
Of conrse this means nothing more than carrying 
such things as go through the mails, at twenty- 
five cents a pound. I presume there is no printed 
matter that goes through the mail for less than 
that, nor for anything like that sum. I think it 
would be the free matter and nothing clse. 

Mr. LATHAM. The proposition is just what 
I thought it was: for printed matter. Now, the 
Senator from Georgia, with all his intelligence, 
has a very incorrect idea of the relation which the 
franked documents bear to the printed matter sent 
to thatcountry. Why, sir, the quantity of mat- 
ter, in the shape of magazines and periodicals, 
that are sent to that countryis perfectly enormous. 


if. L were to state ta the Senator. the amount, of. 
printed. matter which: wouldbe.covered:by. that 
proposition, le would be surprised. himself. a 
Mr. TOOMBS... If it goes through:the maila;, 
does not the postage of the United States exceed, 
twenty-five cents? . ka nigen PEREI 
Mr. LATHAM. Thereis no limitation upon.it. 
Mr. TOOMBS... It is true, that the- papers are 
carried, and we pay for them less than: thio. oi 
dinary. goods, wares, ond merchandise. of. the: 
people? ; : he et bly 
Mr. YULEE.. Yes, sir; almost for nothing. + 
Mr. TOOMBS. It is the, greatest fraud ever: 
perpetrated on afree people. $ ; 
Mr. LATHAM. That may be.. That isa 
proposition Iam not now.disposed to argue as 
germane to this amendment; -but [am merely 
taking the proposition as itis. I say that that 
proposition means nothing more than simply this: - 
we will take the letter postage, and. the printed 
matter, whatever it may be—not franked matter; 
because that is a- very different thing, which 
would rest entirely with the Representatives from 
the Pacific States, as to the amount of matter 
they might send—these papers, periodicals, &c., 
and charge upon them at the rate of. twenty-five 
cents per pound. Therefore, I say that this com- 
pany, or these contractors, whoever they might. 
be, if they were disposed, to act fraudulently— 
which, as I'said; Ido not. pretend to: charge, De~ 
cause I am-only looking now to ‘the law and ‘to 
the proper guarding of its terms-—~could, swell it, 
up to a most enormous amount. r 2 . 
The Senator.from Florida, in-his opposition to: 
this scheme, says you will. find, in. a very short 
time, that this printed matter and these franked 
documents will accumulate at the gorges of the 
mountains, where the snows fall, until they 
amount to aton oraton and a half-a-day, and: 
will then be used for the purpose of building camp 
fires, I think-he said, and for other purposes, 
which, of course, were not designed by those who 
bad sent them over the country to the Pacific 
coast. Congress, in its beneficence, has already 
given usa telegraph; and Jet me say to the Sen- 
ator, the very moment you establish this. line, 
amounting to a daily line, three times a. week 
over the Salt Lake route, and three times over the 
Butterfield route, this immense amount of printed 
matter will decrease; and why? The only reason 
why there is such a consumption of this printed, 
matter: on the Pacific coast now, and why.the 
country is flooded with these documents; arises, 
simply from the fact that they. have such uncer= 
tain and such seldom communication, and there- 
fore the publishers of these magazines and papers 
send them to California because they find a ready 
market for them. Once you make‘a daily line, 
once you allow communication to become inces- 
sant and constant and certain, the publishers of 
periodicals in the state of California—and there 
is no country upon the face of the carth where, 
they are so enterprising, or where they have car- 
ried their newspaper improvements to a greater 
extent—will curtail the necessity for these: papers 
and these periodicals, and: there will not be such 
an immense mass sent there. bo eee 
Buteven supposing there is: who are the losers? 
If these enterprising men, the contractors across 
the Salt Lake route, are willing to undertake it 
for this sum of money, it is not the Government 
that is to suffer. The contractors are to give 
| bonds for the faithful discharge of their duties. 
They are liable upon those bonds for the dis- 
charge of their duties; and if they fail, ifthe last 
resort has been tried, then the amendment that is 
before the Senate provides that the Postmaster 
General may contract with the steamship com- 
pany for carrying the mail. by the Isthmus of 
Panama. Ido not regard that argument as feasi- 
i ble at all, because every conceivable contingency 
‘i that could happen has been provided for. > Itis 
| an experiment worthy of trying; and if you fail 
! in it, then the people of the West, the people of 
| the Pacific, will all be satisfied that itis one of 
| those ehimerical propositions which cannotbeen- 
| tertained.by the Government; and you will then 
| 
| 


perfect a system by, sending this great matter by 
ocean steamers, as is contemplated by the ehair- 
| man of the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Reads. ; : 
| But I ask of the Senate, { ask of my Demo- 
| eratic friends at least, to give.us this experiment; 
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tö allow the. proposition to be tried; to let this 
expéritnert go into operation, in order that the peo- 
ple of: the Pacific may themselves see that the 
demand they are making through their press, 
through the public meetings, and through every 
possible channel, is not feasible, and cannot be 
carried out. As my colleague has told you, when 
the Butterfield contract was first contemplated, it 
was regarded as a perfect dream, existing only in 
the minds of legislators, incapable of any prac- 
tical operation. It has proved now an absolute 
reality. We want you to go a little further, We 
want to see if you cannot give us not only adaily 
mail, but; at the same time, send- all the matter 
across the continent; establishing settlements; 
giving homes for setters. all along the route; for- 
warding the great’project of this age—the Pacific 
railroad. These conipanies of settlers would op- 
erate as engineers; would find out the most feasi- 
‘ble routes, the best places for watering; do that 
for which the Government has already paid mil- 
lions, and yet it has been done in so unsatisfac- 
tory amanner. We desire that the tide of pop- 
ulation that is setting out to the West shall not 
be compelled to-go seven thousand miles through 
a foreign country, when they can go two thou- 
sand miles through their own soil and reach the 
point of their destination, and that, too, througha 
salubrious climate, across a country governed by 
your own laws. If I chose to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate, I could recall the fact that the 
progress of California has been nothing but one 
struggle, all the time, with vicissitudes and with 
obstacles thrown around it by the action of the 
General Government. The blood of your citi- 
zens, shed upon the Isthmus of Panama, which 
has never been redressed oravenged; the outrages 
that have been committed upon your own people, 
enterprising in their character, pushing forward 
the destiny of your Government to the Pacific 
coast, should plead to the Government, if no other 
consideration docs, to go forward and do this 
work necessary to carry out our destiny and our 
progress. 

The Senator from Georgia told you, and ap- 
pealed to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. CoL- 
LAMER] to prove it, that this proposition involved 
an expenditure of one half the total expenditures 
for the Post Office Department during the first 
twenty of twenty-five years of the existence of the 
Governinent, Senators need but recall the. fact 
that you have now got on the Pacific coast an 
empire almost equal to that which belonged to the 
original thirteen States. The country has spread 
out.since. He seems to argue like a Senator who 
had belonged, and belonged now, to the conti- 
nental Congress. He seems to forget that, in- 
stead of having three million, you have now got 
thirty million people to provide for. He seems 
to forget, instead of having thirteen States sparsely 
settled—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ido not wantto interrupt the 
Senator in his enthusiasm, but I said that was 
but ten years ago; and we have notincreased from 
three to thirty million since 1851. 

Mr. LATHAM = Then J misunderstood the 
period alluded to by the Senator; but my argu- 
ment still has the same force and an engl ap li- 
cation. Your country has extended itself. You 
have the Pacific coast to provide for; and it is for 
you to say, and that is the only proposition here, 
whether by voting for this amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts you will give us 
the same mail facilities that you have provided 
for the east; whether you will give us a line of 
emigration d¢ross your continent that can be pro- 
tected by your own people; that can be free, not 
only from the inclemencies of climate, but from 
passing through an unfriendly people, over a 
foreign soil; and, at the same time, add to the 
wealth and strength and greatness of the country, 
by settling up the intermediate territory between 
the Atlantic States and the Pacific coast. 

Mr. President, I do not feel like occupying the 
attention of the Senate further on this subject. 
These are some considerations that appeared to 
me to be proper to present. If the Senate is to 
regard this question solely inan economical view, 
I think I have satisfied them that the excess they 
will have to pay-under the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, over what they arenow 
paying, does not exceed $487,000 and a fraction. 

Mr. MASON, I wish to call to the notice of 
the Senate the text that, I fear, is rapidly becoming 


obsolcts—I mean the Constitution of the United 
Statés—and to one of the articles that is very sel- 
doin adverted to. There is a very short line 
which gives to Congress the power t to establish 
post offices and post roads.’’ } think that is all 
there is in the Constitution relating to this Post 
Office establishment. Iam not aware of anything 
else in the Constitution. If therc is anything else, 
Senators will call my attention to it. I should 
like, also, to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that in the wisdom of those who framed the 
Government, under the Constitution, they formed 
Executive Departments, and one of those Execu- 
tive Departments is that of the General Post Of- 
fice. The theory of the Government was based 
upon that short line of the Constitution, that the 
Govérnment was to become simply the carrier of 
the mails, and that commerce, and those who sent 
letters by the mails, wereto pay for the transpor- 
tation, That was the theory uf the Government, 
and a long time we were kept within those limits. 

If I am subject to correction, I would be grat- 
ified for any Senator to correct me. The first in- 
stance that I know of a departure, in which the 
legislative department trenched upon the execu- 
tive department, was in this grand New York 
scheme to carry the mails across the Atlantic in 
steamers; where Congress was called upon, in 
the mercantile language, to pay subsidies to com- 
merece. They were called upon to make large 
subsidics, gratuitous contributions from the com- 
mon purse, for purposes of commerce, to carry 
these mails across the Atlantic, under the deceptive 
and fraudulent idea that we must enter into com- 
mercial competition with Great Britain for carry- 
ing these mails. Then for the first time—if I am 
wrong let gentlemen correct me—Congress un- 
dertook the administrative department of the Gov- 
ernment; and they undertook it witha strong hand. 
They took those mails 

Mr. RICE. I merely wish to remind the Sen- 
ator, as he asked others to put him right if he 
was in error, that many years ago Congress made 
appropriations for constructing wagon roads in 
the States, for the 
mails over them. I think that was one of the 
first departures from the principle which he has 
now announced, 

Mr. MASON. Unless the Senator will specify 
the wagou roads, Lcannot take issue with him. 
If he does, { think I can. 

Mr. RICE. I cannot refer to the dates, but I 
will state there were one or two in Tennessec, 
Betwten 1820 and 1836 there weré several appro- 
priations made by Congress, under that very 
clause of the Constitution which he has just read, 
for constructing reads over which to carry the 
mails. Lands were given for that purpose in the 
State of Indiana and in his own State. Ido not 
know whether to carry the mails or for what; but 
hundreds of thousands were appropriated for the 
Cumberland road. A large appropriation was 
made for building a road in Virginia by the Con- 
gress of the United States; and the State of Vir- 
ginia erected toll gates upon that road, and made 


the people of all the States pay for traveling over į 
| it after they had built it. 


gave one or two million dollars for constructing 
a canal from Alexandria up into the mountains, 


to bring down the wealth of the mountain regions, | 
produce, into the State of | 
Virginia; and perhaps it was done under that very || 


their coal, flour, and 


clause of the Constitution that he has just read. 
I hope he will pardon me for not being weil posted; 
for Tam a young member, and do not take much 
impression of those things. 

Mr. MASON. I will not be diverted from what 
I was on. 
as to his reference. 3 

I say the first instance I know of in which the 


Treasury was subsidized for the purposc of car- i 
rying the mail for commercial purposes was in the 


instance where, under the fraudulent pretext that 
we were to compete with England on the ocean, 
they taxed the Treasury hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to establish acommuuication from New, 
York to Liverpool. They did more. Congress’ 
then took out of the hands of the Executive and 
from the General Post Office that part of the postal 
system, and transferred it to the Navy Depart- 
ment, upon the still more fraudulent idea that 
they were to build ships of war. We know how 
that ended. That line broke down, with all the 
subsidies which had been imposed upon the Treas- 


purpose of transporting the | 


Then Congress again | 


{ will answer the Senator presently į 


i 


t 


ury; and now;so far as I am informed, the postal 
intercourse between this continent and Europe is 
open to competition. : 

Now, what is proposed? That we shall take 
from the Department, which ought to be informed, 
and I take it for granted is informed, of the best ` 
mode of carrying the mails from the Atlantic 
slope to the Pacific slope, all discretion whether 
they shall send it by steam across the Isthmus or 
Central America, or whether they shall send it, 
atan increased cost,across the continent—all this 
upon that shórt passage in the Constitution, that 
« Congress shall establish post offices and post 
roadg.’? Well, what has been the result?. The 
Post Office has becomea burden upon the Treas- 
ury,a cost that is increasing every day; and there 
is a tendency, so far as I can see it, on the part 
of Congress to increase that cost. 

Why, sir, What is this thing of carrying letters, 
this postal system? For wise purposes, I dare 
say, for the convenience of the Confederacy, by 
the Constitution that was left-in the hands of the 
Federal Government. They shall be the carriers 
of the mails to establish post offices and post 
roads; abd now gentlemen get up here with an 
honesty and a frankness that becomes them, but, 
in my honest judgment, with a total disregard of 
all constitutional restraint, and say, ‘ Well, but 
you should contribute largely for this thing, be- 
cause you will populate the country; you will 
carry civilization into the wilderness; you will 
increase the value of your public lands; you will 
establish military posts to keep off the Indians; 
all that in carrying commercial letters or business 
letters from one point to another. Sir, that is not 
the Government into which I was introduced; it 
is not the Government that my people recognize; 
itis not the Treasury to which my people con- 
tribute, if it is to be—I do not use the term in an 
offensive sense—subdivided in this collateral man- 
ner to carry out schemes to populate one portion 
of the country at the expense of another. 

Iam not conversant with the amendment, or 
the amendment to the amendment; but F shall 
vote against them in every form or shape, unless 
the responsible head of the executive department 
comes before Congress and tells us that that is 
the cheapest way, and the most expeditious way 
combined with cheapness, to carry the mail from 
the Atlantic States to the Pacific slope. That is 
all the inquiry I will make: of any kind or de- 
scription, I know, sir, that there may be a pol- 
icy—I have heard it out of doors. I have noidca 
that those gentlemen who advocate this particular 
amendment come into that policy, and I do not 
believe they do; but I know there is a policy out 
of doors to increase the demand upon the Trea- 
sury, that they may increase the taxes. That is 
the scheme, J acquit honorable gentlemen who 
are interested in this particular route from any 
purpose of that sort. [know there is that gen- 
eral scheme in one section of this country against 
the other, to increase the demand upon the Treas- 
ury, that they may have an excuse to increase 
the taxes. . 

Now, sir, my plan would be, so far as I have 
a vote here, to diminish the general charge in 
every possible form. f will go with him who 
goes furthest, to give all these facilities of inter- 
communication by means of the Post Office be- 
tween one section of the country and another, 
provided it comes from the Department upon their- 
responsibility, to tell us that that is the cheapest 
and the most expeditious route, utterly regardless 
whether it goes across the continent, or whether 
it goes by sca, or where it goes. The man who 
receives the letter has a right to inquire whether 
it came by the speediest route within the reach of 
economical expenditure; but no farther right— 
none whatever. I know we have appropriated 
here, from time to time, hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to open ways across the continent to 
carry the mails. I know I never voted for one 
of them. I know that our fellow-citizens in Cal- 
ifernia have no right to ask of this Government 
anything more than that they will give them this 
postal intercommunication by the most expedi- 
tious route that is consistent with a prudentecon- 
omy, and nothing more than that. k 

Sir, who pays this money into the Treasury? 
I know itis paid bya system of indirect taxation; 
and at the commercial points where the money is 
collected they presume to say they pay. They 
have not paid a dollar of it, or comparatively very 
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little. Iknow that at these commercial points 
they presume to say, because the money is col- 
lected there, that they contribute it, It is false— 
utterly false—both in theory and in fact. ‘The 
producers pay it. Those unconscious country- 
-men who are cultivating the soil, and who con- 
sume the imports, pay it, without knowing the 
point at which it arrivés in the country. ‘The 

reat commercial points comparatively pay noth- 
ing. They collect it; and when they are collect- 
ing it they take care, as commerce always takes 
care, to tax it only for their own selfish uses. 
The money is paid into the Treasury by the pro- 
ducers, not by those who make the exchanges; 
and the exchanges are made only at the commer- 
cial points. We are asked to tax that Treasury, 
which is contributed by these produgers, for the 
purpose of this commercial intercourse., Who 
enjoys its advantages? I do not know exactly 
the form in which the thing stands, but I will vote 
for none of it, in any form or shape, unless we 
have it from the responsible head of the Depart- 
ment, under the assurance—having the whole 
ground before him, as he does—that that is the 
specdiest route consistent with an economical 
expenditure. That is the only light in which I 
view it. 

Now a word to the honorable Senator from 
Minnesota. I know there was a period in the 
lax administration of this Government, when, 
under this power to establish post offices and post 
roads, an Administration—I think there was but 
one, the administration of the younger Adams— 
claimed the right to make roads under the right 
to establish roads; and under that system he did 
make, so far as I recollect, or assumed to make, 
commenced to make, various roads. I know it 
was resisted by the South as at war with the let- 
ter of the Constitution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
any roads were made. 

Mr. MASON, I know they attempted to make 
roads. IL know they sent engincers through Vir- 
ginia, exploring roads and promising them. 
do not know that they were made. As to the 
Cumberland road, to which the Senator from Min- 
nesota has adverted, he has changed its history. 
That road was made under a construction of the 
compact under which Ohio came into the Union, 
by which it was considered that the Federal Gov- 
ernment was under an obligation to put the State 
of Ohio into communication with the Atlantic 
waters, and the road was made; but the honora- 
ble Senator is entirely mistaken when he says 
Virginia claimed a right to put toll gates upon 
that road. I will tell the honorable Senator what 
he adverts to. The Federal Government broke 
down in the administration of the road. They 
made the road, and found they had no power to 
administer it. They had no power to keep it up, 
They could not put up toll gates. They could 
not exact toll, even for the purpose of keeping up 
the road; and it was surrendered to the States 
through which it passed; and then the States 
placed these toll gates upon it, for the purpose of 
keeping it up; but not until the surrender was 
made. The honorable Senator, therefore, is mis- 
taken in his history. 

Mr. RICE. Not at all. 

Mr. MASON. Very well, sir; show it. 

Mr. RICE. I can say, so far as Virginia is 
concerned, that in traveling over the road made 
by the General Government, to which all the peo- 
ple, those who tilled the soil as well as the balance, 
contributed, | have paid tolls myself. It was the 
policy of the Government, from the days of Wash- 


Ido not remember that 


ington down to the time General Jackson vetocd | 


ke these appropria- 


the Maysville road bill, toma 
for nearly all 


tions for roads. They were made 
the States of the Union down tot 
veto of the Maysville road. 
money for a road from here to Phila 
made several appropriations for roads in Ten- 
nessce. They made them for Missouri. They 
made them for nearly all the old States. 

Mr. YULEE. States? Ree 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir, States, Here is one 
passed in 1816, That was when the Government 
was in its purity—the good old days of the Gov- 
ernment when they did not deviate from the Con- 
stitution, but followed it literally: 

«That the sum of $10,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated , and payable out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of repair- 


he time of the j 
They appropriated | 
elphia, They | 
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ing, and keeping in_repair the road between Columbia, on ; 
Duck river, in the State of Tennessee, and Mad isonvilte, 
in the State of Louisiana, by the Choctaw agency; and also 
the road between Fort Hawkins, in the State of Georgia, 
and Fort Stoddard, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Var.’ 
Mr. YULEE. Those were Indian roads. 
Mr. RICE. No, sir; they were not Indian 
roads. There were one or two appropriations 
made by Congress for roads. in “Lonitenee: in 
which it was stated that the money should be ex- 
pended only in the Indian country; but here are 
ropriations for laying out roads between here 
and Philadelphia, and all through the old States. 
Ihave not the time now; but I can refer to at least 
a dozen cases. Ido not complain of it. I merely 
wish to say that if, in the good old days of the 
Republic, when all men were pure, when the Con- 
stitution was looked to as the guide, it was right, 
I do not think we ought to be censured now for 
following the rule that our forefathers set us. 
But I will say to the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, that I look upon the whole thing as. 
wrong. [do not think it was right then—not that 
it conflicted with the Constitution; but I think it 
was a bad precedent; and I think, if carried out, 
it might lead to results that would be injurious to 
every section of the country; but I cannot say 
here that the principle 
Mr. MASON. Iam sorry to interrupt the Sen- 
ator; but I understood he only wanted to correct 
me in facts. Iam perfectly willing that he should 
do that; but when he comes to reason he can. re- 
ply to me.” Fam sorry to hear, however, that his 
regret is one of expediency, and not of constitu- 
tional restraint. 


Mr. RICE. Both. 
Mr. MASON. I understood him to limitit to 
expedien 


cy. 

Mr. RIČE. No, sir; you are mistaken in that. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, that is to what 
we are tending. The Constitution yet, in the his- 
tory of Governments, is very new. The tendency 
is lo look to expediency, and not to fundamental 
law. Ido not know how any one who is con- 
versant with the history of former Governments 
and former people can expect our experiment to 
last, if they abandon the Constitution and look 
to expediency. I fear that is at present the tenor 
of the public mind. ‘Phe expediency of the day, 
the will of the popular majority for the time being, 
is the rule. Whether it is to civilize the wilder- 
ness; whether it is to compensate California for 
the gold that California unfortunately gives to the 
world; whatever it may be, you are to look to 
expediency, and to regard that without any ref- 
erence to the restraints of the fundamental Jaw. 
Why, sir, what is the fundamental Jaw? What 
is the Government under which we live? Wherein 
does it differ from the Government of France, | 
under the present Emperor; or the Government 
of Austria, under its Emperor? It is said to be 
a popular Government—a Government of the pop- 
ular will. Itis true; but those who framed the 
Government had the sagacity and the honesty 
and the honor to chain the popular willdown by 
the fundamental law; and when gentlemen talk 
to me about expediency—that it was more in re- 
gard to expediency—I would with great respect 
refer them to the text of the Constitution. There 
may be instances, doubtless there are instances, | 
that pass almost every day under our notice, not 
regarded, or, if regarded, not censured. These 
things pass by a sort of lapse in political morals. 
There may be instances where they pass laws to j 
improve or to make roads. I know nothing about 
that. 

But to come back to the mail scrvice, who ever 
doubted, until Congress assumed the right to take 
the administrative power from the Executive— 
whoever doubted until Congressassumed the right | 
to subsidize the Treasury for private jobs—that į 
the intent of the Constitution was that the Gov- 
ernment should be the carrier of the mail and 
nothing else, and should be paid as a carrier for 
the mails and nothing more, and that the com- 
pensation should pay for the carriage? Whoever 
had an idea it was to extend to cultivate wilder- 
nesses, or to send population into this quarter or į 
thatquartcr? None. Youmay look through the | 
records, and you will not find it. Sir, the intent of 
the Constitution was, that the Governmentshould | 
be the carrier of the mail, and should require a 
tax only to pay for the carriage, nothing more. I 
say again in reference to these amendments, that 
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ishall vote serps them: in every, shape, unless 
Lam satisfied by a report from the responsible 
quarter, the Executive Department, that the-rente 
by which the mail is proposed to be.carried is.the 


i cheapest route consistent with expedition in.car- 


rying it, and then that it will be within.the- com: 
pass of the means of the. Post Office Department. 
‘That is the spirit of the:Govéernment, and I -telk 
honorable gentlemen, if they! insist: upon trens- 
cending that, they will transform this Government; 
they will pe it into the hands. of an irresponsible 
numerical majority—utterly irresponsible —for 
where is the responsibility ? Whatresponsibility. 
have the numerical majority to the Government of 
this country?. None-but in the Constitutions and 
if they disregard that, the responsibility of our 
Government is atan end. -Where it will end, 


| Heaven knows. I presume it will vibrate for a 


time through anarchy ,and terminate in despotism, 

I shall vote againstall these amendments inany 
form or shape, unless I know from the responsi- 
ble head of the Executive Department that. they 
recommend it upon their responsibility. © 

Mr. HAMMOND. thelieveitisal ways in order 
to discuss the Constitution, and: entirely concur 
in all the sentiments that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has expressed in reference to it; but } think, 
at this late hour of the session and of the night, 
very little can be done by discussing anything. 
With all the business before the Senate, most of 
the Senators are tolerably familiar; and those who 
are not should, at this late hour, follow: their. file 
leaders; and, I take it, that will be generally done. 
I fee] most anxious to get a vote on this question, 
whatever it may be, and upon all the questions 
that come up here; for if my mind has not been 
attracted to them, and I have not made up my 
opinions, I know whose opinions I will follow; 
and I take it that is the case with all the Senators. 
l think that now we ought to avoid discussion. 
I do not think that a vote can be changed, that 
anythingcan be done by anything that can be said, 
and we are ina position when we ought to do; 
and therefore I desire a vote on this question. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I should like, in 
all respect, to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina if he knows what the question is before the 
Senate that he wants a vote on? 

Mr. HAMMOND. So many questions have 
been popped on the Senate to-night that I really 
do not know what the question is, (Laughter. 
I shall follow somebody thatI suppose does know 

Mr. GWIN.. The Senator was very anxious 
for a vote, and I thought he understood what the 
question was before the Senate. I should like, 
in all respect, to ask the Senator from Virginiaif 
he can tell me? 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the Senator from Cali- 
fornia would state the question, perhaps I may 
know what itis; but there have been so many 
questions brought up, that I do not know exactly 
what we are on now. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like, in all respect, to 
know from the Senator from Virginia, who made 
a Jong address to the Senate, what is the question 
before the Senate? 

Mr. MASON. Iwill tell the Senator. I went 
to the Secretary’s table this morning and read the 
amendment that is now pending, and I read the 
amendmentto the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GWIN. What is the amendment? 

Mr. MASON. I will tell the Senator what the 
question is. lt is a demand on the Senate to take 
the administration of the postal service from the 
Post Office Department, and to tell the Postmaster 
General in what way he shall send the mail, by 
what routes, and what he shall pay for them; to 
which [am opposed, ‘That is the question. 

Mr. GWIN. That is the Senator’s statement 
of the question. 

Mr. MASON. . And according to my recollec- 
tion, fixing the names of the contractors. Jam 
not certain about that. 

Mr. GWIN. Now I will ask the Seeretary to 
read the question that is before the Senate. [t Oh, 
no.?} Itis a short section. 

Several Sexarors. We all understand it. 

Mr. GWIN. I will state it, then. It is the 
first section of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, which is to give us a 
mail across the continent, by the Salt Lake route, 
tri-weckly. 

Mr. YULEE. That is not the question, 
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svi: GWIN Tf that is not the question, L-wish 
the Senator would state it... I-want the first sec- 
of the- amendment. read, because 1 intend to 
the-question. i oe i ; 
he PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wiison 
the chair.) The Secretary. will read it. 
<Mre YULEE, ~As- understand it, the whole 
amendment-proposed by the Senator for Massa- 
chusetts-is before the Senate asa substitute for 
“mines. ae Gur i 

“Mr, LATHAM. No; the-first section. >- 

Mr. YULEE,. « He cannot: divide it into sec- 
tions: ttis an entirety: i 
oe Mre LATHAM. The. Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Have) called for a division. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state, for the information of:the Senator, that the 
question is on the amendment asa whole ‘that is 

roposed to the amendment of the Senator from 

Florida. ; 

: Mr. LATHAM. TE understood that the Sena- 
tor from: New. Hampshire demanded a separate 
vote upon the‘first section, and that the Chair sus- 
tained that call. : aS 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire asked fora division of the 
question; but the Chair is of opinion that it would 
not. be in order to. divide the amendment; that the 
amendment proposed is an entirety, and must. be 
taken as. one on a vote. 

Mr. LATHAM. The Chair is not now as it | 
was; and therefore, of course, | yield. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
opinion of the person now occupying the chair. 
The Chair will ask the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. -Firzpatricx] to take the chair, if there is 
any division.on that point. 

“Mr. GWIN. Ido not object to the present 
view of the Chair; but that was the question be- 
fore the Senate when the Senator from Virginia 
and the Senator from South Carolina discussed 
the-question. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asked for a division, to take a vote onthe first | 
section of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from: Massachusetts; and | will state what that 
is. The first section of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts is this: that 
the Postmaster Generai shall contract with cer- 
tain contractors on certain routes for carrying the 
mails from St. Joseph to Placervilic; for the trans- 
portation of letter mails tri-weckly, and semi- 
monthly for the printed matter; thé tri-weekly 
mail within twenty days, and the printed matter, 
semi-monthly, within thirly days, for $600,000 
for the: first year, and after the first year for 

800,000; the same mail matter to be transported 
in the same time daily; and if those contractors į 
do not agree to convey the entire mail for that 
sum, and no other contractors agree to convey it 
for'that sum, then the Postmaster General can 
make acontract to have itdone onan ocean route 
fora sum not exceeding $400,000. 

Mr. MASON. Now, will the Senator allow 
me to ask him what is the objection to substitute 
for all that provision a simple command to the 
Postmaster General to send the mail to Calfornia 
by the most expeditious and cheapest route that 
he can find? What is the objection to that? 

Mr.GWIN. The objection to that is this: the 
most expeditious and best route is indicated, and 
there are contractors on that route, and if you 
take their contracts away from them, you will 
have to pay damages. We have heard enough 
about damages on those routes already. If they 
do not do it for the sum that is indicated—and it 
isa very low figure—then their contracts are taken 
away fromthem. If we cannot convey the letter 
mail and printed matter on these routes, then they 
are to be carried by the ocean service at a sum 
not exceeding $400,000. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not believe that any- | 
body has proposed here, or supposes, that those 
mails can be carried semi-monthly or tri-monthly 
by the ocean route at less than $400,000. Itis 
truc, the Senator from Georgia presented a projet, 
or letters here from certain parties, in which they 
stated that they would carry it.for the postages 
and twenty-five. cents a pound for the printed 
‘matter. Why, sir, if ever you make such a con- 
tract as that, you will have to pay more than 
$400,000. Unless. that restriction was put upon 
it, I would never vote for such a proposition as 
that. It is not pretended that these mails can be 
carried tri-monthly or semi-monthly, for less than 
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4400,000;-and if it will cost that much for those 
mails to the Pacific coast, is it not better to have 
tri-weekly. service, and -pay $600,000, when the 
whole mail matter will be transported within 
twenty days and printed matter within the same 
time, and the.same service that is now done by 
ocean? That is the whole proposition now before 
the Senate. i : : i 

The second section of the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts isto give a mail 
across.the continent, from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound. Fam in favor of that, and Í intend to sus- 
tain it as a new and important service, When 
the balance of this amendment comes before the 
Senate, for this connection between New Orleans 
and -El Paso, I shall have something to say on 
that subject. 

At present I do not choose to enter into that; 
but the question now is in regard to the transport- 
ation of the entire mail, the printed matter as. well 
as the letters, across the central route, from St. 
Joseph to Placerville; or if it cannot be transport- 
ed there tri-weckly, and hereafter daily, for the 
sum indicated in the amendment, then the Post- 
master General is to contract for its transportation 
by the ocean service. Well now, sir, what are 
the estimates of the Department to which the Sen- 
ator from Virginia alludes? They are to give us 
the ocean service at a rate not exceeding $400,000 
That is precisely what we offer in this 
proposition. It is the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to the proposition of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, the organ of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, that we shall have two propositions—one 
to carry the mail overland tri-weekly for $600,000 
the first year, and. afterwards daily for $300,000; 
and the other to carry it by steamers tri-monthly 
for $400,000. Certainly I infinitely prefer carry- 
ing it overland at these rates, giving increased 
postal service, if it can be done in that way, 
rather than resorting to the ocean service, to which 
Lam utterly opposed, and to which J will never 
agree, unless it is absolutcly necessary to carry 
the printed matter that way. 

Now, Mr. President, a word as to what the 
Senator from Virginia says xbout the time the ap- 
propriations to which reference has been made 
were voted. Sir, they commenced in the time of 
Jefferson, the great founder of the party to which 
the Senator professes to belong. He was the man 
who laid the foundation for these great improve- 
ments across the continent, making post routes 
through the unsettled portions of the country, 
against which the Senator now thunders his de- 
nunciation. Fle says that it is a misfortune that 
California produces gold. That is our question, 
not his. If it bea misfortune, we are ready to 
abide by it. It might be a misfortune if we pro- 
duced tobacco, which destroyed our soil, as has 
been the case in some States of this Confederacy; 
but we can compare with Virginia and most of the 
States of this Confederacy in our exports and im- 
ports that pay the duties into the Treasury, and 
make that very revenue which is distributed 
throughout the Union in the appropriation bills 
passed by the two Houses of Congress. In the 
article of exports, we will compare with any State 
ofthe. Confederacy, according to our population, 
the permanent wealth of the country, the exports 
that we send abroad to exchange for the products 
introduced into our country from which the rev- 
enue is derived to the Treasury with which to 
support the Government. It is true that, as a 
new country, with an extensive sea-coast, very 
far removed from the central Government, greatly 
unprotected, in fact entirely unprotected, when 
the United States first took possession of it, there 
are large appropriations required to putus in the 
same condition with the other States of the Con- 
federacy. But, Mr. President, we are no petition- 
ers for anything that this Government can give us. 
We can take good care of ourselves; and it is 
coming very rapidly to that, if you do not get 
along better than you are doing. Certainly, so 
far as the Treasury is concerned, no State expects 
to fight over what is there, for there is nothing in 
it, and it has. been so for a long time. 

Now, sir, all 1 want is, that you give us mails 
at the cheapest rate to the Government, the most 
rapid and cheap communication carried on by 
various routes, and giving a preference to those 
within our own boundaries. I have believed for 


years, and I now believe, we can transport the 


| he withdraws his temporarily. 


| whole mail across the continent within our own 


borders; and that is all I ask, with full-and free 
competition among the various routes. I say the 
great central route can transport the whole mails 
cheaper and better, and more rapidly, than they 
can-be transported by ocean service; and there- 
fore, Iam for it. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, it is becoming 
late; and it is very desirable to dispose of this bill 
to-night. I-shall, endeavor to set the example of 
proceeding to business and to vote, consuming as 
little time as possible in further discussion. Ipro- 
pose, before we take the vote on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, to 
move some amendments -for the purpose of per- 
fecting his proposition. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It is an amendment to 
an amendment now. 

Mr. YULEE. But we can perfect it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzpar- 
rick in the chair.) The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Florida that it is not in order to 
move an*‘amendment, as there are an amer.dment 
and an amendment to that amendment, already 
pending. No amendment is in order until the 
pending amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. GWIN. I suggest to the Senator from 
Florida that he had better withdraw his amend- 
ment, and let the Senator from Massachusetts 
offer his amendment as an original. amendment, 
so that we can amend it. That is precisely what 
the Senator from Florida wants, as I understand. 
If he cannot get the mails carried overland—and 
he is in favor of it, if itcan be, but he thinks it 
cannot be donc—then he is for doing it by ocean 
service. I wish to take the vote on the first ses- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. YULEE. Thereis no part of the amend- 
ment ofthe Senator from Massachusetts that I 
can vote for; and, if the question is pressed, I 
must vote against the whole; but there are some 
great objections to particular portions of this 
amendment; and I propose to amend them. 

Mr. WILSON. I would second the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from California as the easiest 
way to reach this matter. Ifyou want to perfect 
the amendment I have moved, let the Senator 
from Florida withdraw hisamendment, and allow 
mine to stand as an amendment to the original 
bill, and then you can perfect it at your pleasure, 
and vote down what you do not like. You can 
move your amendment as an amendment to that 
afterwards. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Florida 
will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. YULEE. Very well; to accomplish the 
purpose, I will withdraw my amendment tempo- 
rarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires 
unanimous consent to allow the Senator from 
Florida to withdraw. his amendment, The Chair 
hears.no. objection. 

Mr. WILSON. I now offer my amendment 
as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I object to these temporary 
arrangements, for theaccommodation of Senators. 
I hear application made on one side to the Sen- 
ator from Florida to withdraw his amendment, 
and that the Senator from Massachusetts with- 
draw his,and then the Senator from Florida says 
I want to get to 
some conclusion. . I object to making these-tem- 
porary arrangements around the Senate Chamber, 
and keeping everybody here for the accommoda- 
tion of two or three Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Florida had unanimous consent to withdraw 
his amendment, and the question now is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. YULEE. I withdrew my amendment for 
the purpose of enabling us to come to some con- 
clusion, Now I move to amend the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusctis. I move to 
strike out the third section of his amendment, 


| which is in these words: 


ind be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to contract 
with the contractors on route 8076, now engaged in the 
transportation of the mails between San Antonio, Texas, 
and El Paso, Texas, for the conveyance of the entire Uni- 
ted States mail semi-weekly, in ten days’ time, between 
New Orleans, Louisiana, and El Paso, Texas, for a com- 
pensation not exceeding $250,000 per annum, the contract 
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to continue for the same length of time as the service pro- 
vided for in the foregoing sections. i 


And in lieu of that section; to insert: 


That the Postmaster General be authorized to contract 
for the performance of a semi-weekly service between 
Colt.mbia, Texas, and El Paso, for a compensation not ex- 
ceeding 100,000. 


Mr. GWIN. I should like to have a vote on 
the first section ofthe amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. es 

Mr. YULEE. We cannot vote by sections; 
the amendment is an entirety. We are paying 
now for a service from New Orlean to Galveston, 
and from Galveston by railroad to Columbus, 
and from Columbus to San Antonio, and from 
San Antonio to Camanche Spring, and from Ca- 
manche Spring to El Paso. We have service 
upon this whole route now in operation, not so 
frequently upon a part of it, more frequently upon 
other parts. More than five hundred miles of 
what is now proposed to be put under contract 
for $250,000 is already being served by existing 
contracts, with power on the part of the Govern- 
ment to put as much mail matter as they please 
upon them. af 

Now, Mr. President, I know the fact, and I 
state it to the Senate, and I state it upon author- 
ity, that the Department will be able, and has 
now before it responsible offers to do the service 
from Columbus semi-weekly in coaches to Ca- 
manche Spring and El Paso, taking all the mail 
matter for $100,000; and it will be. done under 
such circumstances as will enable the Department 
to make reductions which will reduce the actual 
cost to the Government for putting on semi-week- 
ly-coach service, which will give a continuous 
connection from New Orleans to El Paso, at a 
cost that will not exceed $22,000. The amend- 
ment which I offer carries to the Department the 
power to do that; and the amount of the whole 
thing is, that for an actual outlay of $22,000, you 
will accomplish the same purpose which is pro- 
posed in this section for $250,000. I state that 
distinctly to the Senate, that they may vote un- 
derstandingly, that there is an offer from respons- 
ible parties, which can be immediately accepted, 
to do that service for $100,000, over routes the 
reduction of which will reduce the actual cost to 
the Government to $22,000, 

Mr. WIGFALL. Who are the parties? 

Mr. YOULEE. It is enough ihat I say they are 
responsible: they are parties who are now doing 
coach service, and are able to do it. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senator from Florida, 
who is chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, what the overland service 
to the Pacific slope costs us ? 

Mr. YULEE. One million one hundred and 
eighty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BROWN. What will it costif this meas~ 
ure be passed as reported by the committee? 

Mr. YULEE. The committee have not re- 
ported this amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. [understood that there was an 
amendment from the committee. 

Mr. YULEE. Do youmeanmy original amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BROWN. Your last proposition. 

Mr. YULEE. [ moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, by strik- 
ing out one section and inserting a substitute. 

Mr. BROWN. What will be the cost of the 
mail service, as the Senator from Florida proposes 
to amend it? 

Mr. YULEE. The proposition I make, is to 
leave the wholematter to the Department—sim- 
ply to employ, if they choose to employ, ocean 
service ata cost not exceeding $400,000, the pres- 
ent cost of which is $351,000. 

Mr. LATHAM. I think I can answer the 
question of the Senator from Mississippi. The 

resent service amounts to $1,162,276. 

Mr. BROWN. Is that the overland service? 

Mr. LATHAM, The overland and ocean ser- 


Vice included. The amendment, as proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, will make the 
total cost of the entire service $1,450,000, making 
a difference between what is contemplated, and 
what the present cost is, of $277,724. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, if l understand it, if this 
amendment passes we’shall pay for overland and 
ocean mail service to California about $1,400,000 
a year, Now, I would ask the chairman of the 
Post Office Committee if he can tell me what are | 


about the receipts from the postal service on the 
other side of the mountains? 

Mr. YULEE. About three hundr 
dollars. - : ; 

Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. President, I take 
these figures as they afe stated to me, as being 
somewhere near correct, though I think an accu- 
rate investigation of the affair will show that they 
are not correct; that they are reduced upon’ the 
side of what we pay, and increased upon the side 
of what we get. But take them as gentlemen 
say, we are paying $1,400,000 fora service which 
returns us $300,000. If that occurred anywhere 
else than in California and Oregon, there would 
be a complaint. I represent one of the most pro- 
ductive States of this Union, which has begged, 
and has been begging in vain, for postal service. 
It isall that my people get from this Government, 
all that they ask—that you give them mail facili- 
ties. . I think that last year there was paid for 
postal service in Mississippi $172,000 over and 
above what was the return to the Treasury. That 
was made a ground of serious complaint. The 
service was reduced; Post Office agents were dis- 
missed; lctters and newspapers were not carried 
to the people of my State, because it was said it 
cost the Government too much money. Now, I 
respectfully submit to my honored friend from 
California, whether the guld which his State pro- 
duces any more entitles her to an extra expend- 
iture of $1,000,000 to furnish mail facilities than 
the cotton which my State produces entitles her 
people to at Feast $170,000. , f 

This thing, Mr. President, is being carried to 
excess. Iam perfectly willing to pay something; 
I am perfectly willing’ to pay liberally for carry- 
ing the mails to California; to pay greatly over 
what they return; but when you come to ask më 
to pay out of the Treasury millions of dollars to 
carry the mail by three or four different routes 
across the continent, and by one or two ocean 
routes, by what add on enormous bills, amount- 
ing to about one seventh of the whole Post 


d thousand 


Office service, I think itis carrying the thing a | 


little too far. Upon my word I do. I have not 
modified this opinion at all by being constantly 
told, as I have been, that California turns her 
$40,000,000 of gold into the commerce of the 
world, into the general channels of trade. My 
State turns in her $40,000,000 in cotton, which 
brings the gold; and itmatters nothing to the com- 
mercial world whether you get $40,000,000 in 
actual gold, or agricultural products which pro- 
duce $40,000,000 of gold. The difference be- 
tween my friend’s constituents and mine is this: 
we make $40,000,000 a year in cotton; and our 
laborers supportthemselves while they are making 
cotton; the Senator’s constituents dig $40,000,000 
of gold, and they eatup half of it in other people’s 
productions while they are doing it; so that I 
think the productions of my State are worth more 
to the commerce of the world than the boasted 
productions of California. I do not care, how- 
ever, to compare notes of this sort; but I cannot 
stand by when the Departmentand Congress deal 
constantly as they do with my State, with my 
people, in regard to postal service, and see mil- 
lions of money expended for carrying mails to 
California. Fam willing to give you overland 
service, willing to give you ocean service, if you 
will take the thing in moderation; but it scems 
we have got to carry the mail across the conti- 
nent at three points, starting first at St. Louis, 
and running down half way across the country 
longitudinally to El Paso, costing us $500,000 
more for what the Senator from New Hampshire 
describes as the ox-bow, furnishing no service 
for anybody on carth. If that is to be done, I 
tell Senators I will vote against the whole; it costs 
too much. There isa job in this thing, sir. There 
is a job in that Butterfield route from St. Louis to 
El Paso. The whole thing isa job. . It does not 


| amount to the paper that les upon that desk. It 
| does nobody any service except a few people inj 


the northern part of Arkansas and Texas, who 


ii sell corn and other provisions to the mail con- 


tractors. They get their money, but they carry 
no mail that does anybody any service. 

I want, Mr. President, to deal fairly, liberally, 
justly, with every part of the country, and cer- 
tainly Í would be as liberal to. California and Ore- 
gon as I wguld to any other section of the Union; 
bat when gentlemen come here constantly with 
these applications for establishing routes, two or 


three of them-across’ the continent, and:then:con=: 
necting one with another, and then sending the’ 
mail:around by:the ocean, multiplying. the: exe 
penditure by millions of dollars, I get ured; get: 
sick of it. ‘In my opinion, one, or.at most-two, 
overland routes are all that the necessities:of the: 
country can by any possibility require." That.is 
all, at least, that the present state.of the Treasury: 
justifies you in voting: Iam willing to.go'for-a- 
route from New Orleans, which is the great center. 
of southern. commerce, across the continent to San 
Francisco. Then I am willing to allow northérn: 
gentlemen to establish a northern route; and they: 
may take it from St. Louis or St. Paul; but one 
or the other must be selected. As to keeping up 
all these routes, there is no necessity for it. If the 
mail cannot be sufficiently carried on ithe ‘two 
routes, Í am willing then to give ocean: Service; 

but I cannot vote for all this. 6.08060 ue 

Mr. YULEE. If the Senator from Mississipp? 
had been present at an earlier period, he would 
have known that the Post Office Committee do: - 
not propose any routes, but propose simply:to 
leave the matter to the Postmaster General; andto. 
enable him to do the necessary service upon. the 
best terms he can, to untie his hands from legis- 
lation that has restricted him. But, Mr. President, 
when we come to renew the proposition’ of the 
amendment offered at the ‘instance of the Post 
Office Department, in substitution for that which 
the Senator from Massachusetts ‘has.offered, we 
shall then have the general subject opened again. 
For the present, I hope that Senators will find it 
convenient to confine themsclves to the particular 
amendment under consideration. “The one which 
I offer now is to reform that portion of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts which 
prepares to give $250,000 for a service which can 

e performed in the same manner, under offers 
now made tothe Department for $22,000, being the 
difference between $250,000 and $22,000. Now, 
I hope we shall have a vote. : 

Mr. MASON. The title of this bill is “An 
act establishing certain post routes.” I think it 
isan annual bill; certainly one which we have at 
each Congress, that presupposes that the funds 
of the Post Office Department are adequate to the 
establishment of new post routes. Every one 
knows that is not the fact now; and waiting for 
better times, I move that the bill be postponed 
until the first Monday in December next. fat 

Mr. HAMMOND: If the Senate will take a 
vote upon that, I shall withhold a-motion which 
{Lam about to make; but I think, with :constitu- 
tional people, of whom I am one, it is very near 
bed time; and, therefore, I feel very much hke 
moving an adjournment. [No “Not”] 

Mr. YULEE. I hope the Senator will not 
make that motion, but allow us to pass the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I withhold the motion for 
the present, with the simple condition that we take 
the vote on the postponement, with the under- 
standing that it is to be renewed. : 

Mr. MASON. If the Senate will allow me, I 
will change my motion. I move to lay the bill 
upon the table; and upon that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and. being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Clark, Crittenden, Ham- 
mond, Hunter, King, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Toombs, 
and Wade—12. 
| NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Bigler, Brown, Chandler, Da- 
vis, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foot,Green, 
Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Ten- 

nessee, Lane, Latham, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Simmons, Sum- 
| ao” Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee— 

So the Senate refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. . DA 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hare. in 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment of 
| the Senator from Florida., : 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to say a single word 
in regard to the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Florida. I know no contractors. Icare not 
| for the interest of any contractors in this matter; 
|l and if the statement made by the Senator be cor- 
! rect—and I suppose, from his position, it is—that 
| this service can be performed for a smaller amount 
i than is mentioned in my amendment, I am for it. 

Mr. YULEE. [state it distinctly, upon au- 
thority. 2 
i Mr. WILSON. 
|I am for the Senator’s amendment. 


If that statement be correct, 
i took my 
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amendment:fvon the bill which you, sir, had the 
honor of introdacihg.. I-understood that it was 
important:to sustain the line referred -to-by the 
Senátor from Florida; but Fam very glad to learn 
that allthat is sought to be accomplished can be 
accomplished ata. cheaper rates. -= 

$ “Mr. HEMPHILL. -L would inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Florida, what isthe number of miles 
on:which he. stated there was now service on this 
route? ee SE : 3 

Mr: YULEE I havea memorandum of it, 
and:I think.it is about five or six hundred miles, 
L-willistate tathe Senator the links, and ha can tel 
himself... In:the first place, there is a service from 
New Orleans to Galveston by steamer. Thete is 
then service daily by railroad from Galveston to 
Columbus; There is service twice weekly from 
Columbus by stages to San Antonio, and there is 
service weekly, I think, from San Antonio. to 
Camanche Spring; and then, there is.the twice-a-. 
week service of the overland company from Ca- 

. manche Spring tó: El Paso... The only part. of 
that route, therefore, for which it is proposed: to 
pay. $250,000, which requires. to be raised, is the 
part between San Antonio and Camanche Spring, 
which only requires -to-be raised from weekly to 
twice weckly to accomplish the purpose here; and 
yet it-is«proposed to give $250,000; and I state 
‘the. same service.can be done ina manner that 
will cost the Government only $22,000. 

Mr: HEMPHILL. ‘The eastern terminus of 
route No. 8076 is at San Antonio. Originally, 
the: line was from there to San Diego; but it is 
frequently spoken of-as a service from New Or- 
leans to San Diego, for the reason that the service. 
on the route from. Néw Orleans to San Antonio 
by the established lines being comparatively slow, 
(that is, not express service,) it has become in- 
cumbent on the contractors for route No. 8076 to 
express from San-Antonio to New Orleans, and 
inthis way, by: transpovting.the mail with great 
celerity on route No. 8076 fram El Paso to: San 
Antonio, and thence by special express to New 
Orleans, the whole service is frequently spoken of 
as being from New Orleans to El Paso; and, so far 
aż speed and certainty are concerned, it becomes 
of equivalent. value. to the great overland route 
between St. Louis and El Paso. . That is, a letter 

"will. reach El Paso-as speedily by New Orleans 
as by St. Louis; and so letters from San Fran- 
cisco will reach New Orleans as soon as St. Louis. 
This express has been started and is kept up at 
the sole expense of the contractors on route No. 
8076.. They have done everything in their power 
to prove the facilities of the great southern line. 
They have caused the mails to be transported be- 
tween New Orleans and: El Paso in eight or nine 
days, when-the schedule time is about nineteen. 
They have shown. that.the mail could be carried 
as ‘speedily between B! Paso and New Orleans, 
as between El Paso and St. Louis; but this will 
avail nothing to the southern line, or the interests 
connected with it, as long as the service is but 
weekly of somi-monthly, and the service on the 
northern line to St. Louis is semi-weekly. The 
tide of intercourse and commerce must, under such 
circumstances, tend rapidly to the North instead 
of toour owncoastand to New Orleans, its natural 
point of attraction. 

. The Senator from Florida says there are two 
hundred and seventy miles of this service now 
performed from Camanche Spring to El Paso by 
the Butterfield route. Up to the Ist of May, this 
route No. 8076 continued from San Antonio to El 
Paso, carrying the entire mail of the United States 
~-both letters and papers. On the Ist of May, 
the Butterfield route was drawn back from its 
point of junction with this route some two hun- 
dred and seventy miles, and made to form that 
junction at Camanche Spring. .That being the 
ease now—from Camanche Spring two hundred 
and seventy miles—from the western settlements 
of the State of Texas we have no mail convey- 
ance for any printed matter whatever, as the But- 
terfied route carries nothing but letters. 

Mr. GWIN. Permit me to state to the Sena- 
tor that the Butterfield contractors have made a || 
contract with the Post Office Department to carr 
the whole mail, printed matter included, semi- 
weekly, for $18,000 a year, from Camanche Spring 
to El Paso. ae 

Mr. HEMPHILL. When was that done? 

Mr.GWIN, Atthe time the other service was 


f discontinued. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Itwasstated here the other 
day that the Butterfield route carried: the printed 
mail matter-from El! Paso tọ Fort Yuma. The 
route No. 8076, from El Paso to San Diego, as.it 
was at first; was ont off by Postmaster General 
Brown from El Paso to Fort. Yuma; pore than 
six hundred miles, and the Butterfield. route was 
put over it; and it was. stated the other day that 
the Butterfield line carried .the newspapers over 
that portion of the route in addition to the letters, 
which their contractrequired them tocarry. Now, 
T have letters which state that. it does not carry 
newspapers, and that the people from El Paso to 
Fort Yuma never get a newspaper unless they 
pay letter postage. On that point I have a letter 
from Lieutenant Mowry, which I will read: 

Wasnineron, D. Ci, June 8, 1860. 

Sin: In reply to youringuiry in reference to the carriage 


of newspapers through Arizona by the overland mail, I beg 


to say, that I have had numerous complaints from different 


portiolts of Arizona, to the effect that the great overland 
mail refused to take the newspapers arriving at El Paso by 
the San Antonio and San Diego mail, and directed tv towns 
in Arizona. ‘he only newspapers forwarded from St. 
Louis, except those paying letter postage, are expressly 
forwarded by the agent of the line, and they are, T believe; 
sent only to the Arizonian newspaper. Lhave always un- 
derstood that when the great overland mail took the place 
of the San Antonio and San Diego line, between El Paso 
and Port Yuma, it was withthe express understanding that 
the newspaper mail should be carried by them. Lam un- 
able to send newspapers further than El Paso, or rather 
Camanche, the terminus of the San Antonio line, as my 
correspondents inform ine they are never taken by the great 
overland mail. ‘This should bé remedied in some way, and 
Į trust will be. 

I have the honor to be, your-obedient servant, 

SYLVESTER MOWRY. 

Non. Joun Hempuitn, United States Senate. 

P. S.—This matter has been brought to the notice of the 
Postmaster General by Mr. Otero and myself, as well as by 
the Postmaster at El Paso, as I am informed. 


Mr. YULEE. You are speaking of the route 
west of El Paso. This relates to the route east 
of it, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I speak of the fact that 
the overland mail company, unless they have a 
special contract, (which I am happy to hear has 
been made, although I have not heard of it before, 
and as it concerns the State of Texas, I should 
think some communication might have been made 
to the delegation on the subject,) do not carry 
newspapers at all. If they carry the letter mail, 
as J suppose they now do, that takes off two hun- 
dred and seventy miles of this route. There isa 
small portion of the route, from San Antonio to- 
wards Camanche Springs, over which there is 
another mail which is not mentioned by the hon- 
orable Senator from Florida; but that does not 
carry any of the through mails. That mail is 
from San Antonio to Fort Clark; and I have seen 
an advertisement for a contract, weekly, from 
Fort Clark to Camanche Springs. is that the 
route the Senator speaks of? I should like to 
inquire of the Senator, who are these gentlemen 
that propose to carry this mail for $22,000? 

Mr. YULEE. I did not say that any gentle- 
men proposed to carry it for $22,000, I said it 
was proposed to be carried for $100,000 in a man- 
ner that would enable the Department to make 
reductions which would reduce the actual cost to 
the Government to $22,000. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. | cannot understand that. 
If they have a $100,000 contract, I cannot see how 
the Government only pays $22,000. 

Mr. YULEE. The service discontinued would 
reduce it to $22,000. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. How much service would 
be discontinued? 

Mr. YULEE. The service discontinued would 
be $53,000 for one line to San Antonio, about six 
or eight thousand dollars between San Antonio 
and Columbus, and $18,000 between Camanche 
Springs and El Paso; all of which, being caleu- 
lated together, would leave the cost to the Gov- 
ernment about twenty-two thousand dollars for 
what itis proposed now to allow $250,000, and 
get the same service. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I prefer to see some dis- | 


tinct preposition from some responsible person 
or persons who are not behind the throne or be- 


! hind the bush. I wantto see who they are, and 


know whether they can be relied upon. I think 
the Butterfield company have enough to do to 
keep up their own route from St. Louis and Mem- 
phis. . » 

Mr. YULEE. Ido. not think it necessary to 
say from whom the offer comes. W is sufficient | 


to say that-responsible and satisfactory parties 
make the offer. i 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ithink their contract has 
been. understood . heretofore to require them to 
start from Memphis and St. Lòuis, and I do not 
see how they càn come voluntarily down to take 
possession of this route and. take it away from 
contractors agdinst whom there is no complaint 
and who perform the service well. 

Mr. YULEE. Ihave not said who made the 
offer, >. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It seems to me, Mr. Pres- 
ident, thatthe whole matter before the Senate is 
Prope for discussion. in .committees and in the 

partment; we might discugs it here for a year 
without ever coming to any understanding. At 
all events, I think it would be well to sleep on 
it; and I therefore move that the Senate adjourn. 

My. PEARCE. Jask the Senator to withdraw 
the motion for a moment. i 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iwill withdraw it fora mo- 
ment if I do not lose the floor. 

Mr.PEARCE. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill for the present, to enable 
me to ask the Senate to take up the deficiency bill 
for the Post Office. The House has returned it to 
the Senate with an amendment to our first amend- 
ment, I desire to act upon that, and to ask for a 
committee of conference. ' ‘ 

The motion to postpone was agreed to—ayes 
twenty-six, noes not counted. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE. Now I move to take up the 
deficiency Post Office bill. 

The motion was agrecd to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the amendment of the 
House to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 503) making further appropriations 
for the support of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860. 

Mr. PEARCE. T now ask that the Senate dis- 
agree to the House amendment. to the Senate’s 
first amendment, which was read in the Senate 
this morning, and farther insist upon the Senate’s 
third amendment, and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. HAMMOND.. I desire to say a word on 
this question. The amendment, as now pre- 
sented from the House, has but two changes in it 
from the original’ House bill. One change is to 
restore all the routes, they formerly having left 
out the routes in ten States. The other change 
is to name ‘the Isabel line” instead of “the 
steamer Isabel,” in consequence of the fact that 
two trips have been made by other steamers in 
| thatline. With the exception of thesetwo amend- 
ments, the proposition now offered from the House 
is the precise amendment we voted on the other 


day. 

Mc. PUGH. When the bill was called up this 
morning, the Senator from Vermont (Mr, Cor- 
LAMER] moved that the Senate agree to the House 
amendment, and that motion is pending. Let us 
vote on that. If we do not agree, then the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maryland follows, of 
course. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I hope the Chair will state 
| the question precisely, so that we may know 
whether to vote yea or nay. ‘Ile motion made 
by the Senator from Maryland was to disagree to 
the House amendment, and the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont was to agree. Now, which 
is the motion to be voted upon? 

Mr. PUGH. The motion to agree, 
has precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Harr.) 
The motion to agree has precedence, because that 
disposes of the question without any conference. 
The chair was not occupied by the individual 
who now has it, this morning, and he must de- 
Se for his. information on what is said by the 

enator from Ohio. If that be so, the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont is first in order, that 
the Senate agree to the amendment of the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then those who are dis- 
posed to agree in the House bill as it now stands, 
will vote “ yea,” 

Mr. BRAGG called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

he Secretary proceeded:to call the roll. 

Mr. DURKEE, (when his name was called.) 

I am paired off with the Senator from Louisiana, 


I think, 


| {Mr. Bensanmy.] 
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Mr. NICHOLSON, (who at first voted in the 
negative.) 1 withdraw my. vote; I forgot that I 
had been paired off with the Senator from Iowa, 
[Mr. Grimes.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent, the Senator’s vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BIGLER. I was also paired off, and I 
desire, to withdraw my vote. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and leave will be granted. 

Mr. PUGH. I voted in the negative with the 
expectation of another conference, but as Í am in 
favor of the principle of this amendment, I change 
my vote, and vote in the affirmative. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 15; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony; Bragg, Brown, Chandler, Ches- 
nut, Clark, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Green, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Hammond, Harlan, Hemphill, Latham, Poik, Pugh, 
Sininous, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, Wigiall, and Wil- 
bON—24. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Crittenden, Davis, Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, 
Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Teunessee, Lane, Mallory, Ma- 
son, Pearce, Powell, Rice, Toombs, and Yulee—I5. 


So'the amendment of the House was concurred | 


in. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 movea reconsideration of 
the vote by which the amendment was agreed to, 
and I ask for the present consideration of the 
motion. < : 

Mr. BRAGG. I hope it is not the purpose of 
the Senator from Rhode Island to take advantage 
of the present state of the Senate to-night, Itas 
very evident that there was a different view of the 
question when the Senate was fall. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [think itis about time to 
end this controversy, when men change their 
votes for the purpose of moving a reconsideration. 
I want to try it now. 

Mr. BRAGG... Lbelieve I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from North Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I had not sutrendered it. 

Mr. BRAGG. [thought you had. You had 
taken your seat, 

Mr. POWELL. If the Senator from North 
Carolina will allow me, I will move an adjourn- 
ment. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. I will state to 
the Senate that there is another amendment to 
this bill, on. which the Senate have not yet 
acted. 

Mr. HUNTER, There is a motion to adjourn 
pending. : 

Mr. YULEE. I should be glad if this bill 
could be laid aside for the present, and the post 
route bill taken up. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The niotion to. 
adjourn is before the Senate. 

The question being taken, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 19, noes 22. 

Mr. TOOMBS... lask for the yeas and nays 
on the adjournment. 

Several Senators. It is too late. : 

The PRESIDING OFFiCER. The result of 
the vote had been declared; but as a motion to 
adjourn is always in order, the Chair will enter- 
tain the call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Crittenden, Davis, 
Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Hammond, Hunter, Johnson ot 
Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Pow- 
ell, Rice, Toombs, and Yulec—t9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Doo- 
little, Durkee, F nden, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hemphill, King, Lane, Latham, Pagh, Simmons, 
Sumner, Trinnbull, Wade, Wigtall, and Wilson—23. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. PUGH. I understand that the question 
now is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate concurred in the House amendment. 1 hope 
the Senate will reconsider that vote, and yet adopt 
the proposition of the Senator from Maryland. 
The language of this amendment, and some of 
its provisions, are not acceptable to me; and yet 
Iam in favor of restoring a great portion of this 
service on fair terms. Therefore, I voted first in 
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ative, in the hope of a conference; but 1 
could not leave that vote on record after a:major- 
ity had voted otherwise; because I think the ex- 
igencies of the Post Office Department have driven 
the Postmaster General, within the last twelve 


months, to make reductions which are not war-. 


ranted by law, which will result in our being 
compelled to pass a large number of private bills 
hereafter. But, sir, 1 dislike to see this bill lost 
either between the two Houses, or by a veto from 
the President, which would result, of course, in 
our being called together again. 1 think a little 
prudence and moderation will satisfy all hands, 
I have reason to believe that the House are will- 
ing to compromise with the Senate upon a fair 


| and reasonable proposition that ought to satisfy 


allofus. Therefore, | hope the motion to recon- 
sider will prevail; and that we shall have one 
more conference. If not, it will then be time 
enough for us to vote for the House amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido notaltogether like the 
peorsie myself; but I certainly do not. intend, 
General. 


y the vote 

At this Jate hour of the. session, it is 
utterly impossible to go into particulars, and I 
think we had better pass this bill ag it stands, 
which put everything in the state in Mich it was 
before the loss of the appropriation bill at the last 
session, and Jet the Government goon. We have 
had three or four committees of conference already 
on this business, and we may have forty with the 
same result, 
to the bill as itis; but I vote for it dischuming any 
intention to censure the Postmaster General, and 
1 do not think the Postmaster General ought to 
take it as a censure. 

Mr, PEARCE. The Senate has three or four 
times expressed its opinion upon the amendment 
to this bill, and every time differently from the 
decision justannounced. Now, sir, the provision 
which has come fromthe House is, in no respect, 
a compromise of the proposition which the Sen- 
ate struck out of the original bill by its amend- 
ment. Itis,in fact, more objectionable, because 
the first provided that the restoration of service 
should notextend to routes which had expired by 
the limitations of the contract; and this removes 
that restriction, and extends the restoration of the 
service to all those contracts which have expired 
by their own limitation, In that respect, say it 
is more objectionable than the bill was as it ori- 
ginally came from the House. 

Well now, sir, it is manifest that the vote 
which we have taken to-night has been the result 
of the non-attendance of members of the Senate. 
I do not‘desire to see the deliberate sense of the 
Senate, which has been three different times ex- 
pressed, overborne by an accidental majority to- 
night., I wish to have at least a fair expression 
of the sense of the Senate when it may be tolera- 
bly full. For that reason, I hope we shall not 
proceed further with it to-night; and 1 renew the 
motion to adjourn, and ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If it is the purpose: 

Mr. PEARCE. The motion is not debatable. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion į 


to adjourn is not debatable. The yeas and nays 
are called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was going to ask for in- 
formation, whether a motion to adjourn can be 
renewed after one has been voted down, when 
there has been no intervening business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I believe the 
general rule is, that a motion to adjourn is always 
in order. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
who are always certain to vote for it. 
ter.] 


[Laugh- 


resulted—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS— Messrs. Bragg, Chesuut, Crittenden, Davis, 
Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, Hammond, Hunter, Johnson of Fen- 


_nessee, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 


Puch, Rice, Toombs, and Yulee—19. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandier, Clark, Doo- | 


little, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Green, Gwin, Hale, Ham- 


have cast, to censure the Postmaster | 


We had better, I think, just agree | 


I have known some people į 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 


1 


lin, Harlan, Hemphill, King, Lane, Latham, Sinimons, ° 
Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wit * 
son—24, ; ED vas ts 

So the’ Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. YULEE. T now move that we postpone 
the present consideration of this bill, and, proceed 
to conclade the post route bill, upon which we 
were engaged. wae Í 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish merely to say one. 
word to correct the Senator from Maryland, 
who says we havea thin Senate, . On every test : 
vote that we have had upon this question, it will 
be found that twenty-four Senators have never 
voted to disagree with the HIouse—not moré than 
that at any rate. Twenty-four Senators. have., 
now voted to agree with the House in this amend- 
ment, and I think that is as large a.vote as has. 
ever been given by the Senate on the other side 
of this question. If that is so, there is nothing in: 
the suggestion the Senator from Maryland has. 
made, that he wants this question tested in a full 
Senate. I do not believe there haye been twenty- 


‘four Senators, or exceeding that number, who 


have voted against this amendment of the Fouse, 
which he says is now substantially as it was be- 
fore. If so, there is nothing in the reason which 
he has given for this attempt by dilatory motions 
made by him to prevent the action of the Senate. . 
Mr. BROWN. I have voted uniformly, until 


| to-night, against the movement of the House, in. 


favor of what has heretofore been the majority of 
the Senate. I reversed my vote, not accidentally, ' 
but upon a deliberate calculation, and for a pur- 
pose. If the postal service is to be cut down, let 
it be cut down uniformly, and do not be bringing 
in bills here to establish special postal service. 
If the postal service is to'be cut down in my 
State, then let it be cut down everywhere else. T 
am unwilling, by the mere edict, or, if that be an 
offensive word, I will say the mere authority of. 
a Postmaster General, to see the inland service 
stricken down everywhere, and then special con- 
tracts made with this ocean line and that ocean’ 
line, and this overland route and that overland 
route; so that the whole revenues of the Post. 
Office Department, are absorbed in these: special 
legislative contracts. The people who live.on the 
hill-tops and in the valleys, on the by-ways and 
around the hedges, are to be denied all postal. 
service, that special jobs may be let out to special , 
arties. . 
Mr. TOOMBS. I ask my friend from Missis~. 
sippi what the Postmaster General has to do with: 
any special jobs? That is senatorial, , 
Mr. BROWN. I am speaking to that very 
point. Jam unwilling that Congress shall vote 
special jobs, and absorb the whole postal revenue, 
and then allow the, Postmaster General to strike 
down the service in my country. J am-wiiling to 
say I set this order aside, and restore the service 
at whatever cost, that my: people living by the, by- 
ways and along the hedges may get their due 
proportion of the service while it is going. If 
millions upon millions of dollars are to be voted, 
in special contracts to carry the mails in ocean, 


| steamers and upon overland routes by three or 


four separate lines to the Pacific slope, then I am 
unwilling to stand by and see the neighborhood 
setvice in my own State and throughout all the 
Atlantic States stricken down by the mere order 
of the Postmaster General. I choose, if this thing 


| is to be done, that Congress shall interpose its 


authority and say, ‘‘ restore this service.” 

I know, sir, where the money comes from that 
pays for this service, I know that a large pro- 
portion.of it comes from the pockets of my con- 
stituents—a_ very large propgrtion when you 
weigh their numbers against the expend tures of 
the Government. I want, while they pay more 
than their due proportion, that they shall have at 
least some portion of the benefit resulting from 
the postal service. The Postmaster General, by 
a mere stroke of his pen, has cut down the pestal 
service throughout all the Adantic States; and 
Congress is doing—what? While you refuse to 
restore this character of service, you are voting 
special contracts for overland routes and ocean 


E: 2 ; Meee 


at 


t ing it outin good faith; but when 
I see the money voted away upon ocean steamers 
and upon overland routes to the amount of mil- 
lions, L choose to interpose and do all E cando, 
and that is, to vote to restore this.serviee, and put 
my, own,constituents back where they started. | 

“Mri HAMMOND. The question how to re- 
form the postal service Seems to be brought up on 
this motion to reconsider, by the observations of 
the Senator from Mississippi.. I have said here- 
tofore that. the basis of a restoration’ is doubling 
the postages, and I think there is no other feasi- 
ble plan; ‘Now, sir, if you look at the statement 
that was given to us in the early part of the ses- 
sion by the Postmaster General, you will find that 
only one or two States ‘support their postal ser- 
vice; but ‘they have“ large cities, which have a 
great deal of intércoyrse with the rest of the coun- 
try: For instance; if I write many letters to an 
agent in any of ‘the large cities—New York, or 
Boston, or elsewhere—he charges me postage for 
what he writes back; and thus it appears on the 
Post Office books that his State pays its postages, 
though I actually pay the’ postage for him. ‘ 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator from South 
Carolina allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAMMOND. = Certainly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to know if he writes 
a letter to his correspondent, and that correspond- 
ent charges him with the postage, how the letter 
gets to'him, ‘wheh the law provides that the post- 
age shall be prepaid, and the agent must actually 
pay it before he sends it? I want him to tell me 
that. °°" hace $ 

“Mr. HAMMOND. It goes in my account. 

“Mx: HAMLIN, Is it pat in the Senator’s ac- 
cotint, he having already paid it? 

“Mr. HAMMOND.’ No. T pay my postage, 
and’lé charges me with his on the letters he sends 
in return. > 

“Mr. RICE. Ifthe Senator from South Caro- 
lina will allow me, l should like him to state to 
the Senate the’ amount of reduction made in his 
State by the Postmaster General. ` 

“My, HAMMOND. Oh, I do not know. 

Mx. RICE. ‘Will the Senator permit me to 
state: 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly, if you know. 

Mr. RICE. I think I do know. In looking 
over the Jist of reductions in the various States, I 
find that South Carolina, instead of having been 
reduced one dollar, has had her service increased 
$2,701, , She. was not cut down a dollar when all 
the rest’ of the States, especially the one which I 
have the ‘honor in part to represent, were cut 
down. While my State was cut down $70,000, 
the service in South Carolina was increased over 
two ‘thousand dollars.” Now, if the honorable 
Senator will permit me a moment more 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. RICE. I would like to say to the Senator 
that this discussion is rather amusing to me. 

Mr. HAMMOND. | And to me. 

Mr. RICE. It ought to be amusing to the Sen- 
ator. Here are facts which ought to be stated. 
The southérn States control nearly every depart- 
ment of this Government; all the bureaus are in 
tlicir hands; and when a question of economy 
comes up here, I find that the men of the South 

Held. The honorable Senator from Mississippi 
Would Jead the Senate ‘and the country to believe 
that the'men upon ‘the by-roads of his State had 
no mails. What'is the fact? In reducing the 
service, the Postmaster General cut it down in 
Mississippi only $29,000; while in my State he cut 
it down over seventy thousand dollars. I did not 
complain. I sustained him then and approved of 
his course,and I approve of itnow, and shall con- 
tinue to do so. then goes on and speaks as 
though his State—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. 1 did not yield the floor to 
the Senator from Minnesota to make a specch. 

Mr, RICE: -But one word more. I just wish 
to correct a'statement made by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, in regard to the expenses 
of the Post Office service over the receipts in his 
State. He says he knows who pays for all this. 
I think some of us in the North ought to know 
or begin to understand it by this time. In his 


State tho cost of the mail service is $268,454 76 


above the receipts. Now, I thank the Senator 
from South Carolina for his indulgence, and. sit 
down. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not think, Mr. Pres- 


ident, with due respect to my friend from Min- || 
nesota, that that really has anything to do with. 


the merits of ‘the question. 

Mr. RICE. {do not think facts have. 

Mr. HAMMOND. There is no telling what 
the Postmaster General might have thought it 
necessary for him to increase or decrease; but I 
know that he has reduced routes that ought not 
to have been reduced. Though hemay have added 
$2,000 on some routes in my State, the five or ten 
thousand dollars he has taken off has been ase- 
rious inconvenience. As far as I am personally 
concerned, and as far as I know, the increase has 
been nothing to any of us.. No doubt it has been 
beneficial; but the decrease has been a serious dis- 
advantage to me, and to all that live upon the line 
of country mails that I am interested in. The 
service has been curtailed to such a degree as to 


render it no service at all. I would rather—and’ 


I think that‘is the general opinion in my particu- 
lar section of the country—that they would just 
abandon it at once, and let us putupa postal route 
of our own. 

But, sir, the principle involved in this matter is 
this: your citics make a great show of paying post- 


ages, and those States that have large commercial | 


cities have been enabled to show a balance in 
their favorggn the Post Office books. How do 
they make fi balance? They make it by their 
country correspondence. It is in this particular, 
as itr all other respects, that the country is made 
tributary to the towns. The towns soak us up like 
asponge. They live upon us. They produce 
nothing. They make great fortunes by managing 
our exchanges—the exchanges of the country 
productions—and, not content with this, not con- 
tent with all the advantages they have, they want 
now to get their postage free. It is a part of the 
old war of the towns upon the country; the old 
war by which those who do not produce want to 
make fortunes out of those who do. That is the 
point in this question of cheap postage, as it is in 
the tariff. They both rest upon the same prin- 
ciple. The principle is a monopoly by which 
the country people can be made to pay to the 
town people and to the manufacturers. 

But to come back to the proposition before us, 
I repeat, for the third time, that I do not think it 
reflects upon the Department. I think, if we re- 
store any route, we ought to restore all the routes, 
and leave the Postmaster General, just as he is 
entitled now by law, to discontinue any route he 
chooses; and that is the whole amount of the bill 
from the House. It does not interfere with the 
Postmaster General at all, except to recommend; 
for it is nothing but a recomimendation, and the 
recommendation is not coupled with a regtriction 
of his power to discontinue. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, we have heard a 
great deal in regard to this subject of increasing 
the expenditures of the Post Office Department, 
and diminishing the postal facilities; and there has 
been a great deal said about special contracts melt- 
ing down and destroying the revenues of the De- 
partment, and especially the contracts for service 
to the Pacific. Sir, we have to make provision 
for transporting our letters to the Pacific coast, as 
we do our munitions of war. If you want to send 
a cannon there, to man your fortifications, you 
have to pay for its transportation. So itis in re- 


| gard to letters; and when we get them there, we 


want them distributed, as they are distributed in 
other sections of the country.” : 

But when we ask for these special contracts, 
we are willing to have our people taxed for them; 
for, in the very proposition which has been con- 
sidered this evening, we have proposed to make 
the rate of postage on the overland letters ten 
cents. While we ask additional facilities of com- 
munication, we are willing that our people shall 
be taxed for them. Not only that, but we do not 
wish to burden the Post Office service with the 
expense of transporting mails across the. conti- 
nent and by the ocean route to California; and in 
the very measure under consideration we have 
agreed that the expenses of the postal service 
across the continent shall be paid out of the na- 
tional Treasury, as the expenses of transporting 
munitions of war and building our fortifications 


‘June 22, 
and. navy-yards. are paid out. of the. national... 
Treasury. l 3 i 

Now; Mr. President, while the Senator ‘from 
South Carolina and other Senators fromthe. South 
have been denouncing these special contracts, and 
stating that we are thus bankrupting the Post 

Office Department, where have they ever. agreed ` 
that their constituents shall be taxed by an addi- 
tional expense on their letters? We have put it 
in our bill; but what Senator from the South has 
proposed to raise the postages on their own let- 
ters?’ It is all lip-service when they say they are 
willing to pay high. “Why do they not propose 
it? Where is their proposition? 

_ Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. . 7 

The motion was agreed to; 


“and the Senate 
adjourned. - votes 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: Fripay, June 22, 1860. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Prayer by the. Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas. H. 
STOCKTON. - : . ' 

TheJournalof yesterday wasreadandapproved. 


ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bilis, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled an act (H. R:-500) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861; and an act (H.R. 
No. 501) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1861; when the Speaker signed 
the same. : 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I submit the following re- 
port from a committee of conference: 
'The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses of Congress on Senate bill No. 104, enti- 
tled “An act for-the final adjustment of private land claims 
in the States of Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes,” have considered the same, 
and report that the committee recommends that the Senate 
recede from its disagreements to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same.with the. following amend- 
ment: Suike out the word “Arkansas” wherever it occurs 
in the bill or title of the bill. 
TUOMAS GREENE DAVIDSON, 
SAMUEL H. WOODSON, 
CHARLES B. HOARD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WILLIAM K. SEBASTIAN, 
TRUSTEN POLK, ` 
JAMES R. DOOLITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report was adopted. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the committees of the House who have 
reports in readiness upon matters referred to them be per- 
mitted to deliver said reports to the Clerk of the House, and 
that they be printed; and that all bills and resolutions so 
reported be referred to the Committee of the Whole ; and 
ali bills, resolutions, and other papers, upon which no re- 
ports have been made, shall be returned informally to the 
Clerk, and shall, by virtue of this resolution, stand recom- 
mitted at the commencement of the next session of Con- 
gress to said committees, to whose possession the Clerk is 
hereby directed to deliver them. 


NEW YORK POST OFFICE DEFALCATION. 


_ Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Whereas, on the 16th day of May, 1860, the House adopted 
a resolution calling on the Postmaster Generat for certain 
information in regard to the defatcation of Isaac V. Fowler, 
late postmaster of the city of New York ; and whereas the 
said Postmaster General, in his letter accompanying his re- 
port made in compliance with said resolution, among other 
things says : * 

‘Jn reply to which I have the honor to report that the 
defalcation: of. Isaac V. Fowler, late postmaster at New 
York, was communicated to me, for the first time, on the 
10th of May, 1860, and 1 have no reason to believe that it 
was known to this Departmentat an earlier day. On reach- 
ing Washington from the South, in the Jast week of April, 
upon inquiry, 1 learned through the Auditor’s office that the 
accounts of the postmaster at New. York had been audited 
and balanced to the 3ist of December, 1859 ; but that those 
for the quarter ending 3lst March, 1860, had not been åd- 
justed for want of the account current, which had not been 
received.” * + * * * NEE * * 

<The true explanation, however, of the ignorance of the 
Department of the existence and progress of this fraud must 
be sought for in the failure of the Sixth Auditor to report 
the constantly recurring delinquencies of Mr. Fowler to the 
Postmaster General.’? a A eee 

‘¢ While pronouncing, 
plication of a part of the 


as I feel constrained to do, this ap- 
deposits of the last quarter of 1858 


1860. 
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to be irregular, and tending alike to subvert the true policy 
of the law and to favor the concealment of the embezzle- 
ment that was in progress, it is due to the memory of my 
lamented predecessor to say thatthe statement that the ac- 
count was thus closed by his direction rests solely on the 
authority of the Sixth Auditor. After diligent inquiry, E 
am justified in saying that there is no trace in this Depart- 
ment of any such order, nor any Knowledge on the part of 
those concerned in its administration that such a proceed- 
ing ever had the sanction of the Postmaster General. 
“Having, then, the knowledge of this defalcation, was 
not the Auditor bound to communicate it to the Postmaster 
General Pp? * * * * * * * x 
“On the llth May a distress warrant was issued by the 
Solicitor of the Treasury for the full amount of the defal- 
cation, as ascertained, against the person of Fowler, and 
against his property, and that of his sureties to the extent 
of their liability. “An accident, mentioned in his letter, 
prevented the Solicitor from accompanying Mr. Offutt. He, 
however, arrived at New York about six p. m. of Satur- 
day, and immediately delivered the distress warrant to the 
United States marshal, aud gave him all the necessary in- 
structions as to its execution. It is welt known that Fow- 
Jer was then in the city of New York, and did not teave it 
until the following morning, ór probably tater. The mar- 
shal, however, alleged that, after diligent search, he could 
not be found, and in consequence no arrest was made. He 
is still a fugitive, and the conviction is expressed, by those 
most likely to be informed on the subject, that he has left 
the United States.” An explanation of the marshal’s ina- 
bility to. execute the warrant may possibly be found in the 
active sympathy manifested for this criminal by his nu- 
merous friends in New York. This feeling, instead of 
alfording aid and support to the executive officer in enfore- 


ing the claims of public justice, would naturally prompt to. 


efforts for the concealment of the culprit.” 

„And whereas the defalcation of said Fowler could not 
have occurred without there being either some defect in 
the law requiring him to render proper returns ofthe amount 
of money received in his office, or the officers of the Gov- 
ernment being negligent of their duty : ‘Therefore, 

. Resolved, ‘hat a committee of three be appointed to in- 
quire into, and report to this House at the next session, 
where, in their opinion, blame for the non- detection of said 
defaication lies, and what provisions of law are necessary, 
if any, to prevent similar detalcation. . j 5 

Resolved, That said committee also be invested with the 
power to inquire into and report to this House, at its next 
session, in what inanuer the United States marshal for the 
State of New York discharged his duty in and about the 
matter of arresting, or attempting to arrest, said Fowler, 
upon the proper process being placed in his hands for that 
purpose ; and that said committee have power to send for 
persons and papers pertaining to or touching the matters 
embraced in both of these resofutions, and to ‘sit in the 
recess of Congress, and report at any time: Provided, Said 
committee shall not receive anything for their services. 


Messrs. McRAE and SHERMAN objected. 
TERRITORIAL OFFICERS. 

_Mr. MORRIS, of IHinois, I wish to give no- 
tice that L shall, at the next session, again intro- 
duce a bill authorizing the people of the several 
organized. Territories of the United States, and 
those to be hereafter organized, to elect their own 

officers in such mode or manner as their respect- 
ive Legislatures may by law prescribe. 
EXTRA PAGES. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I have not 


offered a resolution during this session, and Ij 


hope that there will be no objestion to the reso- 
lution I now offer, for the benefit of some orphan’ 
boys: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to audit, settle with, and allow, 
the usual compensation to such persons as actually per- 
formed the duties of pages of the House at the present ses- 
sion of Congress prior to the organization of the House, and 
that the accounts so allowed by said committee shall be 
paid out of any money in the ‘Preasury which may have 
been appropriated for miscellaneous and contingent ex- 
penses of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PHELPS. This is for the pages who have 
served prior to the organization of the House, 
and it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Ido not understand 
the resolution as the gentleman from Missouri 
does. There were a number of pages who came 
hére expecting place, and asked as a favor that 
we should allow them ingress and egress in the 
Hall. 
time, although they were not employed and not 
under the orders of the ILouse. I object to the 
resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS. Those boys were here, and l 
am willing to pay them for the duties*they per- 
formed. { made use of their services, and so did 
the other members. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. At the or- 
ganization of the House, a number of pages were 
found to bt employed indiscriminately. We 
passed a resolution limiting pay to a certain num- 
ber. Some who had been doing service here, 
and who were equally meritorious with the others, 
were not reappointed, Their mothers, although 
poor, I suppose, clothed them so that they might 


They ask us now to pay them for that | 


| of the loan bill. 


make a decent appearance in the House. I hope 
there will be no objection to paying those boys 
for the service they have rendered. I found that 
in the Thirty-Fourth Congress my friend from 
Virginia offered just such a resolution as this, 
and I had an idea of calling upon him to second 
this resolution. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. You will find no 
precedent for this resolution, for which I am 
responsible. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move a 
suspension of the rules, in order that I may 
introduce my resolution. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call for the yeas 
and nays upon the passage of the resolution, 

The. yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. ` 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to rè- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. BABBITT. I desire to offer a resolution 
to be attached to the resolution just adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS. Irise to a question of order. 
It is this: that the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. McRaz] has the floor, and that he cannot 
farm it out to anybody else. ` 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order is well 
taken; and. if. insisted on, the gentleman from 
Mississippi has the floor... i 

Mr. BABBITT. I believe I had the floor b 
the permission of the gentleman from Pennsyj- 
vania before he yielded the floor.. The resolution | 
relates to the sume subject—a very meritorious 
subject—and I hope it will be adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROW. I call for the regular order of | 
business. When the House adjourned yesterday 
they were acting under a suspension of the rules 
on the bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorn;] and two motions to 
suspend the rules cannot be: entertained at once. 
I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken; and the question is upon the bill introduced 
by thegentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp.} 
The pending question is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is still one question 
ahead of that, and that is upon the resolution of 
my colleague, [Mr. Guriey,} in reference to the 
printing of certain documents. That was left 
under the operation of the previous question a 
day or two ago; and I hope that matter will be first 
disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
the bill of the gentleman from Georgia was intro- 
duced under an order suspending the rules, and 
that therefore it will take, precedence. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Does the gentleman from | 


Ohio call for the regular order of business? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I shall insist upon my mo- 
tion to reconsider until itis known that the Senate 
have, one way or the other, disposed of the tariff 
bill; and therefore I hope gentlemen will let this 
matter go over for the present. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let it be understood that 
we will take a vote upon the loan bill at precisely 
twelve o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Say one o’clock, and I shall 
not object. 

Mr. PILELPS. I hope the gentleman will say 
twelve o’clock,and for this reason: there isacom- | 
mittee of conference already upon the legislative | 
appropriation bill; and that committee cannot | 
agree, and that bill cannot be enrolled until we | 
come to some agreement, and that agreement de- į 
pends a good deal upon the disposition we make 


Mr. CRAWFORD, Let the gentleman say 
twleve o’clock; for by that time we can get the 
information he desires, f 

Mr, STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope the 
gentleman will give us the ycas and nays upon it. | 

Mr. CRAWFORD, Ẹ have no objection to | 
that. 


By unanimous consent, the hour of twelve’ 
o’clock was ‘fixed for taking the question “upon: 
the Ioan bill. PPE ee age 

PRINTING DOCUMENTS. | 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon. th 
adoption of the resolution.of the genlema 
Ohio, [Mr. Gurier,] as amended, which 
read.. f PEOI 

The resolution was read, as follows: isegi ii 

Resolved, That fifty thousand extra copies ofthe report: 
of the, Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
ment, and the resolutions thereon adopted by the House, 
together with the report on naval contracts made by’ Mr.’ 
Bocock at the last session, excluding the testimony takert: 
at that session ; and also a like number of the majority and 
minority reports and the: testimony taken before the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures, upon the subject of ‘th’ 
public printing, be prifited forthe use: of the ‘membérs Of 
the House: Provided, That these reports, resolutions, ind: 
testimony. thus printed, shall be-bound in one volume with, 
the reports and testimony of the select committee, of which: 
Hon. Jonn Covope is chairman. : at ee 

I would dik 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. . 3 
the gentleman from Ohio what this publicati 
will cost? f ee 

Mr. GURLEY. Seventy cents per volunie. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. How many volumes’ 


will there be? ; . 

Mr. GURLEY. Fifty thousand copies. 

Mr. STALLWORTH. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. — ry 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in’ 
the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 62; as follo wsi 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Ashley; Babbitt, 
Bingham, Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Boteler, Bouligny, Brab-- 
son, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Corwiny Curtis, 
H. Winter Davis, Joha G. Davis, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Ed- 
wards, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Foster, French, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, Hatton, 
Helmick, Hilt, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutehins, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Loomis, Mallory, 


Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson,’ Moorhead, | 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N; Morris; Mors, Olin, 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Quarles, Rice, Chris-; 
topher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Spinner, Steyens,, 
Stokes, Tappan, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wade, Walton, Webster, and Woodruff—86. > > + 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen; Ashmore, . Avery, Barksdale, 
Beale, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Burch, Campbell, Horace 


F. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, James Craig, Burton Craige Curry, 
Davidson, Dimmick, English, Florenee,Gartrell; Wail, John 
T. Harris, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, Kilgore, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake; Love, 
Maclay, Elbert S. Martin, McQueen, McRae, Millson, Syd- 
euham Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, 
Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Ruftin; Scott, Sedgwick, Singleton, 
William Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James.A. Btewart, 
Taylor, Thomas,. Vallandigham, Wells, Woodson, and: 
Wright—62. $ wad 

So the resolution was adopted. 

During the vote, a Ta ures ge IO A 

Mr. McPHERSON stated that Mr. Kiruiweer 
had gone home sick, and had paired off for: the. 
balance of the session. i 

Mr. STANTON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Crawrorp. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, stated that Mr. 
Berner had paired off with Mr. MILLWARD. 

Mr. STOKES stated that Mr: Hanpeman had 
paired off with Mr. Dawes for the balance of the 
session. yee 

Mr. FRANK stated that he had paired of with 
Mr. GARNETT. , ; 

The result of the vote was announced, as above, 
recorded. : i 

Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote’ 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the’ 
table. ; ` 

Tie latter motion was agreed to. 


COLONEL WILLIAM GATES. 


Mr.McRAE. Inow move to suspend therules, 
in order to discharge the Committee. ofthe- Whole 
from the further considerationofthe bill (H. R. 
No. 107) for the relief of Colonel William Gates, 
and to bring the same before the House for con- 
sideration. ; ` 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of the United States to cor- 
rect, adjust, and settle the claim presented by Col- 
oncl William Gates, United States Army, who 
acted as collector.of revenue or military contribu. 
tian during the late war with Mexico, (in 1847.and 
1948,) under the direction of the President of the 
United States, so that his share of the net pra» 
ceeds of the sale of the schooner Oregon-and cargo, 
seized and confiscated in April, 1840, at the port 
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ico 


2 


of, Lam: 
deputy, e t 
ordinates, who, by. special. acts of Congress, have 
been allowed and paid their shares of the vessel 
abd cargo; and that the amount of the claim be 

jad out of any moneys in thé Treasury arising 
from military contribution collécted in Mexico, in 


l be equal to the share of his. 


pursuance of the regulations of: the President of 4 


the United Stites before referred to. 
oN 


; the Commi 
arged from the’ farther 
bill, and it was brought be-. 
consideration. 5 
yértistates that during the late war with 

Mexico, um 1847.and 1848, Colonel William Gates 
was-appointed and acted as commanding officer 
Nistor of Tampico, in Mexico, during 


and co 


whith service he collected and paid over tothe 
Unitéd States Treasury nearly a million’ dollars. 


Among other sources of his. collections was the 
proceeds of a confiscation and sale of the schooner 
Oregon and cargo, which was seized and sold for 
violation of some revenue or national. law, the 
schooner. having on board arms’ and, amimnunition 
contraband of war designed for the Mexicanarmy. 
The sale of the schooner and cargo amounted to 


(22,270. Itseems to have: been conceded that fonr 
rien were entitled to shares of the’ proceeds, and 


Colonel Gates divided accordingly as follows: 


Colonel William, Gates, the collector, one fourth of one 
HAMELS bs isc ce AER N Io 
Franktit Chase, deputy coHector, one fourth of 

ONE DANE. cow rege seesi dein ds stiamie ville ETAT 2,783 75 


Major Forsyth, United States Army, receiver, one 


fourth of one balfes.. scree ees AFARS asese %183.15 
Lieutenant Browning, naval officer, one fourth of | 
erecveveve 2/83, 75 


ONE DAES ce aseecercesevervescceees 


11,135. 00 | 


ing ‘an éġual share, to each of half the pro- 
ceeds., This division seems to have been made 
gn a:supposed application of a revenue law of the 
United States‘of 1799; the - ninety-first section of 
which gave tò the collector and informer an equal 
moiety of such confiscations. =o; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third times and being engrossed, it was accord- 
iay ad the, third time. 
‘Mr, McRAE moved the previous question on 
th p passage of the bill. : 
“The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 
“Mr. PERRY demanded the yeas and nays, and 
and called for tellers on the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question being on the passage of the bill, 
: Tellers: were ordered; and Messrs. McRar and 
Manrsron.were appointed. cae 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes fifty-one, noes not counted. : 
So the bill was rejected. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr, DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bilis, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolléd bills and resolu- 


tions of the following titles; when the Speaker 


signed the same: . 

. A resolution (S. No. 36) for the restoration of 
Lieutenant Augustus S. Baldwin to the active list, 
from the. leave-of-absence list, of the Navy; 

“A resolution (S. No. 41) for the relief of Ar- 
thur Edwards and his associates; 

An act (S. No. 9) to amend “ An act for ex- 
tending the laws and judicial system of the United 
States to the State of Oregon, and for other pur- 
poses,” a “ neg 
. Anact (S.No. 104) for the final adjustment of 
private land claims in theStates of Florida, Louis- 
Jana, and Missouri, and for other purposes; 
An act (S, No. 190) in relation to mission 
claims at Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan; 

An act (S. No. 291) for the relief of Mary 
Preston, widow of George Preston; > 
“An act (S, No. 347) to declare the meaning of 
the act entitled An act making further provis- 
ions forthe satisfaction of Virginia land war- 
rants,” approved: August:31, 1852; 

An act (S. No. 411) to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, late 
consul of the United Statès at Bombay, on prin- 
ciples of justice and. equity; 


z An act (S. No. 444) to change the time of hold- | 


ing courts in the northern district of Florida; 


fore 


coy. shall: be. >; i 
Mr. Franklin Chase, and others, his sub- 


tteeof the | 


‘yisions of the treaties between the United States, 


| consuls, or other functionaries. of. the- United 


| ‘property within the District of Columbia; . 


i Nelson; and 


“Ky act (S. No. 448) to carry into effect the pro- 


China, Japan, Siam, Persia, and other countries, 
giving certain judicial powers to. ministers and: 4 


States, in those countries, and for other pur- 
posess i pec E APEA 
An att (S. No. 452) for the relief of Sylvester, 
Gray; 5 in ae i aoe 
An.act (S. No. 488) in relation to malicious in- 
juries to, and trespasses upon, public and private 


An act. (S: No. 494) amendatory: of an act ap- | 
proved Jane 14, 1858, for the relief of Sherlock 
& Shirley; 3 s odpe 

An act (S. No. 495) for the relief of David 
Waldo; ` ` 

An act (S. No. 497) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for giving effect to certain treaty stipa- | 
lations between this and foreign Governments | 
for the apprehension and delivery up .of certain 
offenders;”’ i i ie. 

An act (S. No. 500) for the relief of Lieutenant | 
William A. Winder, of the United States Army; 

An act (S. No. 507) for the relief of the Cali- 
fornia Stage Company; : 

An act (S. No. 508) for the relief of William 


Anact (S: No. 509) to grant to the city of Port 
Huron, Michigan, a part of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Gratiot, for the enlargement of the 
city cemetery at that place. 


“BUSINESS OF TILE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER. I wish to make a brief state- 
ment. Iwish to say to the House, and to the 

eople of this District, that the Committee for the | 

istrict of Columbia, of which I have the honor | 
tobe chairman, has reported bills of much im- 
portance, some of which they think should be 
considered. [Loud calls to order.} 

Mr. BARR. I want to make a speech myself; 
and if my colleague is allowed to make one, E will 
claim the same right. . : 

Mr. CARTER persisted in addressing the 
House,-amid loud calls to order. 

Mr. BRANCH. Iċall upon the Speaker to 
enforce the rulés. f 

Mr. CARTER. The floor has been assigned 
to me, and I shall hold it ull-I get through. 

„Mr. CRAWFORD. I now call up the loan 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York is under a misapprehension. The floor was | 
assigned to him, but subject to the regular order | 
and to the will of the House. The gentleman | 
from Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp,] who has charge | 
of the loan bill, catls up that subject. | 

Mr. CARTER. The floor was assigned to me, | 
and nobody has a right to take it from me. lhad 
the floor by the recognition of the Speaker, and if 
the House had been quiet, 1 should not have de- 
tained it so longas Į have done, [ have notoc- 
eupied the floor ten minutes since the organization | 
of the House. [Loud and continuous calls to | 
order.] 

Mr. BARR. I should like to know what right 
the gentleman from New York has to lecture the | 
House. o i 

Mr. CARTER. If Ihave no rights upon this | 
floor, all I desire is to know it. , 

Mr. BRANCH. I insist on the enforcement 
of ‘the rule. g i 
Mr. ASHMORE. It is the business of the 
Speaker to send the Sergeant-at-Arms to compel | 
the member to take his seat and conduct himself | 
as he ought to do. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that | 
the regular order of business was the considera- | 
tion, at twelve o'clock, ofthe voteon the loan bill, | 
and gave the floor to the gentleman from New | 
York, subject to that order. | 

Mr. CARTER persisted in addressing the Chair | 
amid loud calls to order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York will please be seated. 

Mr. ASHMORE. Ishall call for the arrest of 


the member, if he will not obey the decision of || 


the Chair and take his seat. | 
Mr. CARTER. I have heard no decision of | 
the Speaker. 
LOAN BILL. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair has decided that 
the gentleman from New York is out of order. 


H 
H 


| ury notes. 


The regular order of business is the reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which the main question was 
ordered on House bill No. 847, authorizing a- 
loan, and providing for the redemption of Treas- ` 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. We all on 


this side understood that the vote was to be taken 


at one o'clock: aye 

Mr. SHERMAN. -..I.so understood. : 

Mr HOARD. Tundérstood the hour was fixed 
at twelye. o. i 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thought it was 
understood and agréed that the vote should be 
taken at twelve o’elocks — ` ` ie 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly understood it to` 
be fixed for one o’clock; and Fnow suggest that 
the report of the committee of conference on the 
Post Office deficiency bill be received and disposed 
of. That will occupy the time till one o’clock. 

Mr. CARTER. Let us fix it at one o’clock, 
and we can attend to other things in the mean 
time. : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I-would say to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania and.to the gentleman 
from Ohio that when this question was called up 
this morning, the suggestion first made was to 
postpone it till twelve.o’clock. .. Then the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Sazrman] proposed: to fix 
one o’clock as the hour for taking up the ques- 
tion, There seemed to be some objection on that 
side of the House and some on this. . It was then 
stated by me that the question would be called 
up precisely at twelve o’clock; but it seems that 
gentlemen did not hear me... 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I did not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. believe the committec of 
conference on the Post Office deficiency bill are 
ready to report, and that matter will occupy the 
time up to one o’clock. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
statement to be precisely as made by the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suggested that the commit- 
tee of conference on the legislative bill could not 
agrec, and that. our action in this matter would 
facilitate their action. I therefore hoped that 
twelve o’clock would be fixed, and there seemed 
to be a general assent to that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I know of no reason why 
the question should not be taken now as well as 
at any other time. ; 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, Some gen- 
tlemen on this side—one or two, I know—have , 
gonoaway under a different impression. I there- ` 
fore suggest it be postponed till one o’clock, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iam satisfied that if we 
were to wait till one o'clock more members would 
be absent than there are now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
question of privilege. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Letus say 
one o’clock for this vote, and then have no dila- 
tory motion. ol i 

Mr.CRAWFORD. If we fix it at one o’clock 
thore will be at least twenty-five gentlemen who 
will not understand it, and will think the hour 
was fixed at two. Butif every member’ under- 
stands now that the question will be taken.at one 
o'clock, Iam perfectly satisfied that it shall be 
postponed till that hour, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Very well; 
let it be so understood. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire to 
make a report from the committce of conference 
on the Post Office deficiency bill. i 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to make a simple 
statement to the Chair. 

Mr. BRANCH. Doesthe gentleman from New 
York rise to a question of order? If not, I insist 
that. he shall not interrupt the proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. This isa privileged ques- 
tion, and therefore takes precedence. -` 

The Clerk then read the report of the commit- 
tee of conference, as follows: 

The managers appointed by the House of Representatives 
upon the committee of conference on the digngrecing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (No. 503) 
making further appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending June 30; 
1860, report that. they met the managers appointed on the 
part of the Senate, and, atter full and free vonferenge, were 
unable to agree. 

‘The committee, therefore, recommend the House of Rep- 
resentatives to further insist upon their amendment to the 


l rise toa 


1860. 
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Senate’s first amendment to the bill; and further insist 
upon their disagreement to the Senate’s third amendment 
to the bill. The committee also ask to be discharged from 
further service on the conference. 

E. B. WASHBURNE, 

MASON W. ‘TAPPAN. 

I do not concur in the above report. 
WILLIAM PORCHER MILES. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Iam directed 
by the majority of the committee to ask the House 
to recede from its amendment to the Senate amend- 
ment, with an amendment, which I will send to 
the Clerk’s desk, and which it is probably un- 
necessary to read, because it changes the original 
amendment of the House in but two particulars. 
Onc is a mere verbal alteration in relation to the 
steamer Isabel, making it “the steamer Isabel 
line;”? because, although the general‘service was 

erformed by the Isabel, yet they had a reserved 

oat, which occasionally made the ‘trips. This 
is put in so as not to exclude the trips made by 
that reserved boat. : 

The next change in the amendment is striking 
out the limitation of the restoration of the con- 
tracts upon those routes which have already. ex- 
pired. Thereareafew routes in some States where 
the contracts have expired, but upon which it is 
desirable that the service shall be restored. That 
is particularly the case in Virginia, South Caro- 
lina, and North Carolina. lt was thought, when 
the subject was brought to the attention of the 
committec, that if there was to bea restoration of 
service, it should also be made under those con- 
tracts where the service had expired. ` : 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr, Parrow, one of its clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed, withoutamend- 
ment: 

A bill for the relief of Robert Johnson; and 

A bill for the relief of congressional township 
number six south, range number eight west, in 
Randolph county, State of Llinois. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL—AGAIN. 


Mr.WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I understand 
that if this matter had been brought to the atten- 
tion of the Post Office Committee, they would 
have framed the proviso which was adopted by 
the House, so as to leave out these limitations. 
‘here are not very many routes, and it will make 
but very little difference, and it is to’ be hoped 
that if thisamendment is adopted by the House, 
the Senate will concur in the House amendment, 
and the bill will be passed. If, therefore, there 
is no desire that the amendment to the amend- 
ment which I have offered shall be read, if the 
House is satisfied with the explanation which I 
have made, I will, without further remark, de- 
mand the previous question, so that we may dis- 

ose of this matter. 

Mr. BRANCH. Although Ihave listened very 
attentively, with a desire to understand the prop- 
osition which the gentleman from Illinois made, 
I have been entirely unable to understand it, not 
fromany wantof perspicuity on his part, but be- 
cause I am not familiar with the amendments by 
numbers. I think the gentleman had better. send 
his amend ment to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Although it 
it will take some little time—and F am very reluc- 
tant to trespass upon the patience of the House 
at this late period of the session—perhaps it would 
be well for me to refer to the state of the contro- 
versy between the two Houses, if gentlemen de- 
sire it. 

Several Mempers. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. The House 
put the following proviso to the Post Office defi- 
ciency appropriation bill: 

Provided, That the Postmaster General is hereby directed 
to restore the inland service on all the routes under con- 
tract on the 4th March, 1859, unicss the same have ex- 
pired by their own limitation, or where improved service 
over said routes has been furnished by railroads or other- 
wisc ; also, route 6042, by steamer isabel, shail be restored, 
at the rate of €59,009 per year, from Charleston to Savan- 
nah, via Key West, till the 30th of June, 1863; and where 
the service has been actually performed by the contractor, 
notwithstanding such discontinuance, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall pay the contractors as it no ehange had been or- 
dered; but the Postmaster General shall siot be required to 
restore the service on any of said routes beyond one daily 
mail each way, nor to interfere with any changes of service 
that may have been made without reduction of price. 

That is the material part of the aniendment of 
the House, The Representatives here, coming 


from the parts of the country where this service 
has been stricken down, and where, in many of 
the districts, their constituents have suffered ex- 
treme inconvenience, holding, as they. did, the 
purse-strings of the country, proposed to. order 
the Postmaster General to restore those routes, 
and to make an appropriation for the purpose of 
effecting that restoration. ‘Fhere is no disposi- 
tion—-and I say it here, because that ‘has been 
made a matter of objection—to challenge the mo- 
tives which prompted the action of the Postmas- 
ter General. o 
suke of the argument, that perhaps he had acted 
wisely. AH we say is, that we regret that this 


‘service, which our constituents depended upon to 


so great an extent, has been discontinued, and 
desire that it may be restored; and we, as their 
Representatives, propose to restore it withoutany 
censure upon the Postmaster General, or anybody 
else, That is what we,as the Representatives of 
the people, said. We sent the bill to the Senate, 
with that proviso. When it reached the Senate, 
various objections were made. to the proviso, as I 
understand, by Senators, and by persons out of 
the Senate. ` 

In the first place, it wasalleged that if you passed 
this proviso, you restored the rontes, and took 
away from the Postmaster General the power to 
discontinue them. That was one objection; and 
it was said that if you did that, you placed these 
restored routes upon a different footing from every 
other route in the country; that while he could not 
discontinue these routes, yet he could discontinue 
every other route in the country. That isone of 
the objections urged, although Fdo not think that, 
by the language of the proviso, the power is taken 
away from the Postmaster General: 

Again, it was urged that if we restored these 
routes, and he had a right to discontinue them, yet 
upon such discontinuance the contractors would 
have a right to exact from the Department one 
month’sextraallowance,as is provided for in their 
contracts when routes are discontinued or cur- 
tailed. These were two of the objections urged. 

Then there was another objection—and that 
objection has created more prejudice than cvery- 
thing else against this restoration—that certain 
routes across the continent had been discontinued, 
and they ought not to be restored. 

Another objection was in regard to the steamer 
Isabel. That part of the amendment was chal- 
lenged upon the ground that it was against the 
policy of Government to make a special contract 
like that for the service. 

These were the four objections. Now, sir, for 
the purpose of curing these objections and mak- 


ing this bill, as we supposed, entirely satisfactory | 


to all parties, whether the friends of the restora- 
tion or the opponents of the restoration, upon the 
motion of the majority of the managers on the 
part of the House of another committee of con- 
ference, we adopted an amendment to the Senate 
which 1 will presently have read, and to which I 
ask the attention of every gentleman in the House 
who desires to understand the matter. ‘Phe Sen- 
ate rejected the whole of the proviso in the ori- 
ginal bill, and amended the bill by providing that 
the service heretofore performed by the Isabel 
shall be advertised, and ict to the lowest bidder. 
Now, to that provision we had no objection. We 
believed the service to be eminently required by 
the commercial service of the country. We be- 
lieved it was our duty to restore it. But the Sen- 
ate, after having refused to restore the other ser- 
vice, yet made special provision for this particular 
route. 

Now, sir, I say that the Senate first amended 


the bill by striking out our whole proviso for the | 


restoration of the service, and inserted, in Heu 
thereof, the following, which I ask the Clerk to 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized and 
required to advertise for proposals, and contract with the 
lowest responsible bidder or bidders, for the transportation 
of the United States mail, in steamships, from Charleston, 
South Carolina, by Savannab, Georgia, and Key West, 
Florida, to Havana, in Cuba, and back, twiec a month, or 
oftener, from the Ist day of July, 1860, to the 30th of June, 
1864, inelusive, ata sum not ta exceed $50,000. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The House 
amended that amendment by inserting as a sub- 
stitute what the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, The said service shall be performed in the 


‘We were willing to say, for the || 
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same timeas was prescribed in the schedule time inthe 
contract for the service of the steamer Isabel; and- the:Post- 
master General is hereby authorized and directed to pay for 
the actual service performed by the said steamer Isabel, 
fron: Charleston to [lavana, previous to ‘the passage of this 
act, at the sane rate of compensation-as:- was provided: in 
the-contfact for that service: And provided. further; Tiat 
the Postmaster General is hereby ,directed,.to.,restore the 
inland service on all the routes under contract on the th 
of March, 1859, unless the same‘ have expired by their own 
limitation, or where improved service over said routes Has 
been furnished by railroads or otherwise; and -whére the 
service has been actually performed by the contractor upon 
curtailed routes, notwithstanding such eirtailment, the 
Postinaster Genera! shall pay the centractors as if no change 
had been ordered; but the Postmaster General shal! not be 
required to restore the service on any of said routes beyond 
one daily mail-cach way, norto interfere with any changes 
of service that may bave been made without reduction 
of price; nor to'réstore service on route No. 16615, from 
Neosho, Missouri; to Aibuqwerque, New Mexico; nor to 
restore service on route No, 15050, from Kansas City, Mis: 
souri, via Santa Fé, New Mexico, to Stockton, Calitorniag 
nor on any part of the route No. 8076, west of D Pas 
Provided further, That nothing herein contained shalt de 
the Postmaster General from discontinuing: or curtailing 
any of the routes hereby restored; nor shall the contractor 
or contractors upon said restored routes be paid any extra 
allowance whatever in consequence of any new curtail- 
ment.or discontinuance: And provided further, That no 
service hereby restored shail be put in operation unless by 
the assent of the contractor or contractors therefor And 
provided further, That the appropriation herein made shall 
be so construed as to embrace those made by the joint res- 
olution “ for the relief of the contractors of the Post Office 
Department,” approved 28th March, 1860: And provided 
further, Thatnothing hercin contained shall be ‘construed 
SO as to renew the mail service on the Cumberland ‘river, 


| above Clarksville, in the State of Tennessee, - - A 


Mr. CARTER. I rise to a question of order. 


| | understand that this is not the report ofa com- 


mittee of conference; and I. ask whether it. is a 
privileged question that can take me off the floor? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks. it is cer- 
tainly. a privileged question. : : 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. . Now, sir, it 
will be perceived that the amendments which we 
have here offered do away effectually with the 
objections which were made to our original prop- 
osition. We have expressly provided that the 
Postmaster General shall have the right to dis- 
continucor curtail any route in the country which 
he may deem unnecessary, and that without pay- 
ing the contractors a single doliar. . 
Then we have excluded these overland routes 
in the provision for restoration, about which so 
much clamor has been made. . 
We have also provided. further, in relation .to 


| the Isabel line, in regard to the contract to be made, 
| that in advertising for proposals and contracting 
i for the service, it shall. be 


performed dn the same 
time that was required of ie steamer Isabel. We 
also propose to place.the contractors on that line 
in the same position in which other contractors 
are placed by our proviso, that they shall be paid 
for the service actually performed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois a question, to see 
whether I understand the matter. J always 


| thought the introduction of that proviso into. an 


appropriation bill was eminently unwise; it was, 
in my judgment, clearly one which had mischief 
But it was introduced, and those who in- 
troduced it have persisted in it, and modified it 
from time to time, until it has assumed its pres- 
ent shape. es : i i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlnois. T did not 
yicld the floor to the gentleman from Virginia to 
makea specch. If he proposes to ask.aquestion, 
T hope he will ask it. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, 1 proposed 
to make an inquiry in this very connection, to 
ascertain whether I understand this proviso in its 
present shape. I understand thatthe Department 
stil has the power over the discontinuance of 
these routes which the law ordinarily allows. 
Well, sir, what will be the effect of that? I trust 
the gentleman will allow me this remark, The 
result is that the Postmaster General will obey 
the order of Congress and restorcall these routes, 


j although he may afterwards discontinue the ser- 


vice. id 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Then, from 
the statement of the gendeman from Virginia, 
there can be no possible objection to it on his part 
or the part of those who agree with him in refer- 
ence to this matter. Ido not see what objection 
he can make to it. 

Mr. CARTER. I rise to a question of order. 
I understand the previous question was demanded 
upon this report. If so, I object'to debate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. No, sir; 1 
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mand the. previous question, and lam 
J will not detain the House, however. 
è House will. adopt. this. amendment, 
ich; understand, will be acceptable: to. the 
Seinte. It should be acceptable to the friends of 


of the restoration of the mail service, although it 
does: not give them.all they wanted. If my mo- 
tion beragreed to; we will get rid of this trouble- 
gore question. “I call for the previous question. 
aetu o + BNROLGED BILLS. 

‘Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills; reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled an act (H. R. 424) for the 
relief of congressional township number six south, 
range number eight west, in Randolph county, 
State of Winois; and an act/(H. R. No. 238) for 
the relief. of Robert Johnson; when the Speaker 
signed the same. ; 


` POST: OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL——AGAIN. 


‘My, BRANCH. As T understand the question, 
the gentleman moves that the House recede from 
ils amendment; and the adoption of the proposi- 
tion that hag just been read. ; 
“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. Yes, sir; I 
move that the House recede from its amendment, 
and then L move the adoption of another amend- 
mentin liew of it. lt only changes the amend- 
ment of the Senate in this: it strikes out the re- 
striction to contracts which have expired by their 
own limitation.’ 1 understand that there are some 
contracts‘in the gentleman’s own State, in South 
Cafolina, Florida, and two or three other States, 
which have expired by their own limitation, and 
that there is a great desire for the restoration of 
service upon the routes thus affected _in those 
States: We authorize the Postmaster General to 
do that’ ‘And then there is a verbal alteration in 
the provision in reference to the steamer Isabel. 
“Mr, MILES. Lhope I will bo allowed to say 

one word, as F did not concur with the other man- 
agers in the conference on the part of the House. 

-"Mr. CARTER. Has the previous question 

been called? ‘ i 

“The SPEAKER. It-has. 

+ Mri CARTER. Then I object to debate, 

Mr. MILES. 1 hope my colleague in the con- 
ferente will withdraw his demand for the previous 
question, so that I may say a word or two. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do with- 
draw it; and I yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, 

<Mr. CARTER. Tobject. . 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman from New York 
isso ignorant of the rules of the House that he 
never can be in order. f 
* Mr. CARTER. When a gentleman of this 
House: says that’ another gentleman is entirely 
ighorantof the rules of the House, 1 think that 
gentléman ought to be allowed to reply. 
of * Order!” & Order !?7} 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is outof order, 
A the gentleman from South Carolina has the 

gor. ` 

Mr. CARTER. Has he been assigned the 

-floor to traduce any member upon this floor? 
© Mr. BARR. Lhope that the Speaker will order 
the, Sergeant-at-Arms to keep the gentleman in 
order.” Ele has kept this House in an uproar all 
the morning, and I will stand it no longer. 
“Mr? MILES. Mr. Speaker, as onc of the com- 


coneurring inthe report of the majority of the 
committee, Pdesire to make a simple statement to 
the House. This is the pith and substance of the 
matter; this is the whole difficulty: the House in- 
sists upon restoring all the inland mail routes 
which were under contract on the 4th of March, 
1859. i 
je ' MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Mr. Mixes was here interrupted by a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Parron, one of its 
Clerks; notifying the House that that body had 
agreed to:the amendment of the House to Senate 
bil No. 30, for the. relief of Sheldon McKnight. 


ENROLLED BILL, 


My. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled bills, reported that they had examined and 
found uly enrolled an act (8. No. 30) for the 
relief of Sheldon McKnight; when the Speaker 
signed the same. f Í 


[Cries | 


"Postmaster. General, and also’ to. the friends | 


ent position 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL—AGAIN.. 


Mr. MILES... I will resume. The Senate are 
unwilling to agree to the restoration of these 
routes, while the House insists on that restoration. 
There have ‘been three committees of conference 
on the disagreeing votes between the two Houses. 
I do not myself. see how it is possible for us to 
come to- any agreement. | think itis almost mor- 
ally certain that the Senate will never agree to 
this wholesale restoration, They consider that it 
is a censure upon the Postmaster General. They 
consider -it is inexpedient that Congress should 
assume the-absolute control of the Post Office De- 
partment, and leave no discretion in the head of 
the Department. I am clearly under the impres- 
sion that we never can compel the Senate to agree 
to the amendment of the House. In order to se- 
cure the possibility of agreement, it is necessary, 
in my judgment, for the House to change its pres- 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There is 
every reason, I learn, that the Senate will concur 
in the proposition we propose, and that there will 
then be no doubt of the passage of the bill. I 


| renew the demand for the previous question, 


The previous:question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered ; and Messrs. 
Srevenson and Hoarp were appointed. The 
question was taken on Mr. Wasupurne’s motion, 
and it was agreed to; the tellers having reported 
—ayes cighty-five, noes not counted. 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which his proposition was 
adopted; andalso moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed. to. 


DOCUMENTS ORDERED TO BE PRINTED. 


Mr. SHERMAN, fromthe Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back to the House the fol- 
lowing papers; which were laid upon. the table, 
and ordered to be printed: : 

A communication from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, in reference to certain appropriations for the 
Post Office Department; and ` 2 

A communication from the War Department, 
in reference to an appropriation for the continu- 
ance and completion of connecting sections of the 
wagon road from Fort Smith and Albuquerque 
to the Colorado river. 


JOHN W. NYE. 


Mr. CARTER. Imove that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 630, for the relief 
of John W. Nye. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. I object. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose I have indicated. A 

Mr. HOARD. I call forthe reading of the bill 
and report, 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and re- 
quires the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay, to 


i J. W. Nye the sum of $5,043 94, for furnishing 


horses and carryalls, and hauling boxes and other 
articles, for the use of the House of Representa- 


tives for the Twenty-Highth Congress, under a į 


written contract with the Postmaster of the House 
of Representatives, dated January 5, 1844, and 


approved by the House of Representatives; and | 


for damages sustained by the willful abuse and 


3 ; | destruction of his property by persons in the ser- 
mittee of conference on the partof the House not |} PARET ‘ 


vice and under the control of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It also requires the Secretary of 
the Treasury, on the payment of the sum above 
named, to take a receipt of J. W. Nye in full sat- 
isfaction of all claims for services or damages 
arising from said contract. 

Mr. HOARD. 1 call for the reading of the 
report. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to the reading of the 
report until the rules have been suspended. After 
that, of course, I shall haye no objection. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
not suspended. 


BOOK-FOLDERS, 
Mr, STEWART, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 


unanimous consent of the House to introduce the | 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives be, and he is hereby, required to pay, out of the con- 


i} lingent fund, to. the several book-foiders—not excceding 


twelve in number—appointed the present session by the 


Doorkeeper of the House, the sum of two dollars per day 
each, for every day such book-folders shall have been em- 
ployed in folding books, or shali have been in attendance 
ready to fold whatever books might come in, out of which 
shali be deducted all such sums as may already have been 
paid to said book-folders, respectively, on said account. The 
number of days of attendance and the amount duc in each 
case to be adjusted and certified by the Committce of Ac- 
counts. 

Mr. ALLEN. [I object; and I would like to 
make a statement in reference to those book-fold- , 
ers. [t Order! ** Order!”"} 

Mr. STUART, of Pennsylvania. 
suspend the rules.” ` j . 

Mr. BABBITT. There never was a more just 
claim than this. I have investigated it,and know 
it to be so. [“ Order £? Order 177] 

The rules were not suspended. 


ELIPHALET BROWN, JR. 


Mr. BARR. . I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 439) for the relief of Elipha- 
let Brown, in order that the same may be put on 
its passage. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. BARR. I moveto suspend the rules for 
that purpose. ` 

The motion was not agreed to. 


MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sonor the House to introduce the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
furnish this House with his reasons for transferring the 
transportation of the mails from the Jeffersonville and in- 
dianapolis railroad to the New Albany and Salem railroad, 
together with all the facts connected with said change that 
he may deem important, and how said change has affected 
the public interests. 


. Mr. BABBITT. I object: 

Mr. MALLORY: I move to:suspend the rules; 
and I wish to-say that the Postmaster General 
desires the passage of this resolution. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. It is now one o'clock, 
and I ask thet the special order be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered on the bil (H. R. No. 847) 
authorizing a loan, and providing for the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BUFFINTON 
and Bonnam were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 45, noes 80. s 

So the motion was not agreed to.» 
‘ pe ‘question reeurring on the passage of the 

ill, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 88, nays 77; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles f. Adams, Allen, Ashmore, 
Avery, Barksdale, Blake, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, 
Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, Buffinton, Burch, Bur- - 
lingame, Burnham, Carey, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Col- 
fax, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, David- 
son, H.Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Delano, Dinmick, 
Edmundson, Eliot, English, Gartrell, Gooch, Guiley, J. 
Morrison Harris, John (P, Harris, Hatton, Hill, Houston, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, William Kellogg, Landrum, Larrabec, De- 
Witt C. Leach, Leake, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert 8, 
Martin, Maynard, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Millson, Syd- 
enham Moore, Morse, Niblack, Pendleton, Perry, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust, Sedgwick, 
Singleton, William Smith, William: N. H. Smith, Stall- 
worth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Taylor, Thomas, Un- 
rey Vallandigham, Vance, Woodson, and Wright— 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Beale, Bingham, Samuel S. Blair, Brayton, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, Case, Cobb, Corwin, Curtis, Duell, 
Dunn, Edwards, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Florence, Foster, 
Frank, Gilmer, Grow, Hale, Hah, Uelmick, Hoard, Hum- 
aire Hutchins, Junkin, Franeis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, 

ilgore, James M. Leach, Langnecker, Loomis, Marston, 
McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Laban T. Moore, Maor- 
head, Morril, Edward Joy Morris, [sane N. Morris, Olin, 
Palmer, Pettit, Forter, Potter, Quarles, Christopher Robin- 
son, Royce, Scranton, Sherman, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, Wiiliam Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 
Yheaker, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 


I move to 
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Walton, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
and Woodruft—77. 

So the bill was passed. 

_ During the vote, _.. i 

Mr, COX stated that he. had paired off with 
Mr. KıLrncer upon the loan bill; that Mr. Kir- 
LINGER would have voted ‘*no,”’ while he would 
have voted “tay.” A . 

Mr. STOUT stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Farysworti, who would have voted ‘* no” 
upon this bill, while he would have voted in the 
affirmative. f 

Mr. WINSLOW stated that he would have 
voted in the affirmative, but that he had paired off 
with Mr: Nixon. 

Mr. NELSON stated that, at the request of Mr. 
Mixuson, he had paired off with Mr. De Jar- 
Nerte; that otherwise he would have voted in the 
negative. 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Woop. 

Mr. SHERMAN stated that Mr. Covopr had 
paired off with Mr. GARNETT. . 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
Mr. Mitiwarp wes detained from the House by 
illness; that had he been here he would have 
voted in the negative, : 

Mr. SCOTT stated that he had paircd off with 
Mr. Lovesoyx; otherwise, he would have voted in 
the affirmative. h 7 

Mr. STEVENSON stated that Mr. BURNETT 
had paired off with Mr. MILLWARD. 

The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. ; 

Mr. CRAWFORD. moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the Motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENSION BILL. 

Mr. BRABSON. 1 have been instructed by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to report a 
bill to the House, and I now ask unanimous con- 
sent todo so. If objection is made, I shall move 
to suspend the rules. Itis a bill (H.R. No. 801) 
granting pensionsto the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I object. 

Mr BRABSON. . Then I move to suspend the 
rules, 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee if he proposes to consider 
that billnow? 

Mr. BRABSON. [ propose to suspend therules 
for the purpose of reporting the bill, and then I 
shall make such motion as 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I am opposed to that bill; 
and I object. 

Mr. BRABSON. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. I desirea 
test vote on the bill. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It will only cost the Gov- 
ernment $30,000,000 the first year. 

Mr. BRABSON. No, sir, only $2,000,000; and 
I am willing to meet any gentleman upon that 
question. 

. Mr. MAYNARD. 
yeas an@ nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BRABSON 
and Curtis were appointed. : 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes. forty-two, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOARD. I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The bill is not before the 
House. : 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 
the bill not being before the House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, notifying the |; 
House that thé Senate had passed a joint resolu- || 
tion (S. No. 46) supplementary to the joint res- |i 
olution in relation tothe public printing, approved |! 
June, 1860. i 

Mr. GURLEY. I move that that joint resolu- || 
tion be referred to the Committee on Printing. | 

Several MemBers. Let the resolution be read. : 

The resolution was read. It enacts that, instead 


I call for tellers upon the 


t 
| 
i 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing, it shall | 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to con- |; 
tract for the crection or purchase of the necessary || 
buildings to carry into effect the provisions of the | 

| 

l 


first section of the joint resolution in relation to 


the public printing, approved June, 1860; and it 
repeals so much of the first section of-said joint 
resolution as is inconsistent with this joint res- 
olution, e 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is no use in referring 
this joint resolution. As soon as the vote is had 
on this other matter, we can take it up and pass it. 

Mr. GURLEY. I move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. — . 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iask the gentleman from 
Ohio ta say whether, if it be referred, he intends 
to report it back at once? 

Mr. GURLEY. We will take it into consid- 
eration immediately. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I prefer to take up this bill 
and pass itat once. It does not require a refer- 
ence to any committee. ; 

Mr. GURLEY. Thatisthe proper committee, 
and itis usual to refer everything of this kind to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This bill proposes to make 
a judicious and necessary reform, and I am fear- 
ful that, if it goes to the Committee on Printing, it 
will not be reported back. If the gentleman will 
promise to report it back, I will make no objec- 
tion; otherwise, I object to it. 

The matter passed over informally. 


PENSION BILL——AGAIN. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Before the roll is called on 
suspending the rules on House bill No. 801, grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers of 1812, I ask that the 
bill be read, so that we may understand it. 

The bill was read. 

The question was taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules; andit was decided in the negative 
—yeas 91, nays 53; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Allen, Alley, Ashley, 
Avery, Babbitt, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Blake, Boteler, 
Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, Buflinton, Campbell, 
Carter, Case, Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Curtis, Davidson, Dim- 
mick, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, iy, Etheridge, Florence, 
Foster, Frank, French, Gartreil, Gilmer, Hale, J. Morrison 
Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Wiliam Howard, Hutchins, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Keliogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Longnecker, 
Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, McKean, 
MeKnight, McPherson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Tsaac N. Morris, Nelson, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Quarles, Rice, Christopher Robin- 
son, Royce, Scranton, William N. IF. Smith, Spinner, Ste 
venson, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stratton, Theaker, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Walton, Wells, Woodruf, 
Woodson, and Wright—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Ashmore, 
Barksdale, Barr, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Burch, Burn- 
ham, Carey, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Corwin, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Delano, Ferry, Grow, John T. Harris, Houston, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, DeWitt C. Leach, Love, Maclay, McQueen, 
Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pheips, Potter, 
Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust, Sedgwick, Sin- 
gietou, William Smith, Somes, Stanton, Stout, ‘Taylor, 
"Thomas, Wade, and Bilihu B. Washburne—53. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thercof) the 
rules were not suspended. 

During the vote, 

Mr. GARTRELL, on his name being called, 
said: Being assured by the gentleman who now 
offers this bill, that if the rules be suspended, time 
will be allowed to consider and perfect it, I vote 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman who intro- 
duced this bill declined to give any indication of 
the course that he intended to pursue on the sus- 

ension of the rules. If he had desired to bring 
it in and leave it to a full and proper investigation 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, or adoptany other fair course, I would 
have been willing to let itin. I vote ‘f no,” how- 
ever, on the ground that he declined to give us 
any answer on the subject. 

Mr. BRABSON. [have no disposition to de- 
cline any investigation in the House. 1 wantthat 
to be understood. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. {I object to debate. 

Mr. COBB, when his name was called, said: I 
promised my constituents that if I was not in- 
structed to vote against the bill, E would vote for 
it. I therefore vote to suspend the rules. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRABSON. I now move that the bill 
and report be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRANCH. I ee 

Mr. GARTRELL. [hope that that conces- 
sion, at least, will be granted to the old soldiers. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihave no objection to that, 
provided the speech delivered against the bill at 
the last Congress by the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Curry] be printed as a minority report. 


| 


Mr..BRABSON. Lhave.no objection.to that; 
but I: should desire; however, to. answer. that 
speech. : PE ; E 

-Objection was made. EE 

i DISPOSITION OF SEATS. iso 

Mr. BRABSON. I ask’ leave to ‘offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: ee ee 

Resolved, That when the present seats of members are 
removed ‘from the Hall of the House of Representatives, in 
compliance with a resolution of the House, they be turned 
over to the custody of the superintendent of the Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane, who is authorized to deposit 
them in the chape! and fecture-room of that institution; 
there to remain, subject.only to the future order ofthis body. 

Several Memsers objected. DE ; 

Mr. HOUSTON ` L think ithat. a very excel- 
lent proposition, for the insane have possession 
of them now. [Laughter.] +: et 

Mr. VANCE. ‘The gentleman has no right-to 
provide for his own at the expense of. the Gov- 
ernment. [Laughter.] Bat 


LEGISLATIVE AND EXECUTIVE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. The committee of conference , 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on’ 
the bill (H. R. No. 339) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1861, have met, and after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend to. their respective 
Houses as follows: That the Senate recede from 
their amendment ,to the amendment.of the House 
to the seventh amendment of the Senate; thatthe 
House recede from its amendment to the said sev- 
enth amendment, and agree to the-said, seventh 
amendment; and that the Senate recede from its 
twenty-first, twenty-second, twenty-third, and 
twenty-fourth amendments. ` 

The seventh amendment relates to the matter 
of the printing of the two Houses. By the terms 
on which each Printer was elected, they are to be 
subject to any law which might be passed in rela- 
tion to the price to be paid fot the printing. ` The 
Senate seemed to be very tenacious in regard to 
their amendment, and so far as the committee of 
conference could discover, the Senate are even 
willing to lose the bill on that point. ‘But by the 
terms of their election, a law may be~passed at 
the next session reducing the price which is paid 
for the printing, as well as at the present session, 
and the House have already sent a bill to the 
Senate reducing the price to be paid for the print- 
ing forty per cent., which the Sefiate, if itchooses, 
can act upon at any moment. ` The committee ‘of 
conference, therefore, finally agreed that the Sen- 
ate should recede from its amendment, and that 
the House should recede from its'amendment. 

_Inrelation to the other matter, as will be appa- 
rent to every gentleman present, the passage of 
the loan bill has obviated any difficulty between 
the two Houses. I now ¢all the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. , : : 

Mr. MORRILL. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was agreed to; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. tale 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by Mr, 
Parton, one of its clerks, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
an act (H. R. No. 847) authorizing a loan and 
providing for the redemption of Treasury notes. 

ARRANGEMENT OF THE HALL. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 

before the House the following communication: 


OFFICE UNITED STATES Carrrot: EXTENSION, 
Wasuineton, June 22, 1860. 
Sır: Unless a change is made in the order of the House 


: of Representatives relating to the rearrangement of the seats 


of the Hall, it will be my duty, with your permission, to 
take out the seats at present there, and put back the old 
desks and chairs. f : 

I therefore respectfully request that you will give me 
such permission or authority in the matter as may,in your 
opinion, be necessary, and the work will, in that case, be 
done as soon as possible after the adjournment. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

W. B. FRANKLIN, 
Captain of Topographical Engineers 
p in charge Capitol Extension. 
Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 
Speaker House Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not sup- 
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One 


e ee June 22, 


that resolution. les i 
Mr: KEITT:. How does the resolution get in? 

Mr.:MILES. Is not the resolution privileged ? 

Mr. BRANCH. I submit.to the Chair that 
the ‘resolution offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina is perfectly.in order, as the ‘sub- 
ject has been brought beforethe House by unan- 
imoug consent. shi ` 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illindis. It was ob- 
jected tö'all ovërithe House. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say 
that rhisetter was read for.no other purpose than 
to’give the Chair an’ opportuiiity to ‘state ‘to the 
Héuseithat the Chair would give no directions on 
the-subjéet, conceiving itto belong to the House; 
andthe Chair thinks that no resolution will be in 
örder; except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILES, I move a suspension of the 
rules. o “eet 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania:(Mrt. Dimaicx] is entitled to the floor. 


at AETA FRANKLIN PEALE. 
“Mr. DIMMICK. I move that the rules be 


. Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I desire onl 
to say, on the authority-of Judge Kane, of Phil- 


adelphia, president of the board of assay of the 
Mint, that the inventions of Mr. Peale in the 
coinage. of money have saved the Government 
hundreds of. thousands of dollars. The bill has 
passed the Senate three times; it has been three 
times favorably reported.au by committees of this 
House; and,.so far as 1 know, there has never 
been. an.adverse report uponit. —. 3 

Mr. DIMMICK. I call for the yeasand nays 
on the métion, to-suspend the rules. .. 

‘The. yeas and nays, were not ordered. 
: Mr DIMMICK, [call for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dimmicx and 
Vance were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes fifty-four, noes not counted. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


ADJOURNMENT OF. CONGRESS. 
“Mr. CRAWFORD. ..I desire to offer. the fol- 


lowing resolution: sa tee 

_ Resolved, (the. Senate.concurring,) That the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tivés ‘declare their respective ‘Houses adjoufned for the 
present scssion on Saturday, the 23d instant, at twelve 
o’elock, m., à 

Mr. KEITT. I object to, that, because I heard 
the President say that he was not going to send 
the bills in until Monday. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. {í move a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. NELSON. 
to that. resolution. | 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. ‘The resolution 
is not before the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD called for.tellers on the mo- 
tion to suspend the. rules. 

Tellers were ‘ordered; and Messrs. Wasu- 
BURNE of -Hlinois,. and Crawrorp, were ap- 
pointed. : : 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-seven; a further count not being de- 
manded, = 

“So the rules were not suspended. 


I desire to offer a substitute || 


- 9 57: ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that when this House 

adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next. , 
‘Mr. COLFAX. I hope.that-will not be done. 


| I give notice to the House that, if it is, the post 


route bill will be lost. There has been no ‘post 
route bill now passed for two years. ~ mS 


on Mr. SHerman’s-motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I will withdraw the motion 
for the present. eh: 

EXTENSION OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. NELSON. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit the following joint reso- 
lution: , 

Joint resolution to rescind the joint resolution providing for 
, tlie adjournment of Congress. z 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled, ‘That the joint 
resolution heretofore adopted, providing for the adjourn- 
ment of Congress on Monday, the 25th instant, be, and the 
same is hereby, rescinded ; that from’ and after Saturday, 
the 23d instant, no new bill or resolution shall be introduced 
in either House, except bilis and resolutions to be introduced 
by the standing cammittces on matters heretofore submitted 
then; and that the two Houses of Congress will notadjourn 
until all public and-private business now on: the Calendars 
of hoth Houses, or which may be placed on the Calendars 
of both Houses on or before Saturday, the 23d current, shall 
be regularly dispatched and finished in the ordinary course 
of legislation. ' 

Mr. VANCE. As that is virtually.a resolution 
to keep the House in perpetual session, I object. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not desire to detain the 
House, but I ask their consent to occupy five min- 
utes in a statement respecting the condition of the 
business before us. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I object to debate. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to suspend the rules. 

The rules were not suspended, (two thirds not 
having voted in favor thereof.) 


THE WATROUS CASE. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I ask leave to report’ the 
following resolution from the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

Resolved, That the memorials heretofore referred to the 
Judiciary Committee, for the impeachment of Judge John 
C. Watrous, together with the testimony taken thereon 
before said committec, be printed for the use of the House ; 
and also, so much of the testimony taken in said casc by 
the Judiciary Committee in the ‘Tbirty-Fifth Congress, as 
the Judiciary Committee may direct. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object to 
the introduction of that resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the House will bear with 
me a moment, while I make a statement, I do not 
think any gentleman will object. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER—-AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. -I now submit the motion, 
that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet 
on Monday morning next, at ten o’elock, Twill 
state that the public business is now substantially 
disposed of, with the exception of the Post Office 
deficiency bill, and I think it is useless for us to 
sit herc to-morrow. 

Mr. COLFAX. There isa great deal of busi- 
ness pending in the other branch of Congress 
which we ought to consider. I wish to draw the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to the fact that, although -he 
may have got through with all the bills of his 
committee, yet there are some other bills of great 
importance, reported from other committees, 
which are yet unacted on, There is the: post 
route bill, which is now pending in the Senate. 
There has been no post route bill passed for two 

ears, and I trust that the gentleman from Ohio, 

ecause he has gone through with his business, 
will not prevent other important business from 
being done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that the post 
route bill is now under consideration in the Sen- 
ate, and that they are pursuing the very unusual 
course not only of loading it down with new 
routes, but making appropriations to put service 
upon them. 

Mr. LEAKE. I rise to a question of order. 
No gentleman hasa right to refer in this House 
| to what is passing in the Senate. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman’s point of or- 


| I have said in relation to the Senate. [Laughter.] 
| E will, however, say in conclusion, that if any 


Mr. SPINNER demanded the yeas and’ nays | 


|| two hundred land warrants outstanding. 


der is undoubtedly well taken, and I take back all | 


amendments ‘are sent back to us from any other 

branch of the Government, I pledge myself that 

such as I cannot convince the House in five min- 

utes are proper, I am willing shall be stricken out, 

and ‘that we shall require the Senate to recede 

from them: i O a 
COURT OF CLAIMS BILLS. 

Mr: MAYNARD. I wish tomakea statement 
to-the House. in. three lines, in behalf of.a very 
meritorious class of persons who are now before 
the House. Irefer to those who have been before 
the-Court.of Claims, who have had their claims 
investigated, who: have, obtained the decision of 
that court in their favor in the shape-of. bills in 
their-behalf, which bills have passed the Senate, 
have been referred to the proper committees. in 
this House, and have been reported back. with 
favorable recommendations, and are now upon 
the ‘Calendar. I- submit that simple justice to 
them requires that their claims should be consid- 
ered and finally acted on.by this House before it 
shall adjourn. : EN DOn 

Mr. BRANCH. I must object to debate. - 

_Mr.SHERMAN, I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn over. >- 

Mr. BRANCH. I move that the House do now 


adjourn. f 
The motion was disagreed to. i 
Mr. WINSLOW. Lask the unanimous, con- 


sent of the: House to offer the following resolu- 
tuon: Set ORG 

Resolved, That: the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bills trom 
the Court of Claims which have been passed by the Sen- 
ate, and the same be now considered in the House. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I objects 

Mr. WINSLOW. l move that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. WALTON demanded tellers. 

Tellers. were ordered; and. Messrs. WALTON 
and Maynarp were appointed. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. . I make a- point of order on 
the resolution, and it is this; that under the rules 
of the House the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina cannot, by a single motion to suspend the 
rules, bring a whole class of cases before the 
House. There must; I insist, be a motion to sus- 
pend in cach individual case. 

Mr. WINSLOW. My recollection is that my 
resolution ig: sustained -by the practice of the 
House. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
is mistaken. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the 
point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House. 
The motion is to suspend the rules, in order that 
the resolution may come in... — 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. «J would like to 
ametid the resolution, so that it would provide 
that the:entire business of the House shall be 
taken up regularly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Idemand.the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules., * 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to süs- 
pend the rules, and it was disagreed to; the tel- 
lers having reportcd+-ayes sixty-cight, noes not 
counted, (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof.) 


BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 


‘Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Imove that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate bill No. 199, 
to authorize the location of certain warrants for 
bounty lands heretofore issued. I will explain 
the bill in a few moments. Under the act of 1842 
a great number of bounty land warrants were is- 
sued. The time for locating them. was fixed by 
that act, That time has expired, leaving some 
i Some 
have been located; but the time having expired, 
patents cannot be obtained. Some have never 
been located. The bill only extends the time three 
years, to-allow those warrants to be located ac- 
cording tolaw. It passed the Senate unanimously, 

There was no pbiccion: and the Committee of 
the Whole House was discharged from the far- 
ther consideration of the bill. 

The bill was read. It provides that warrants 
for bounty lands heretofore issued under the au- 
thority of the.act entitled “ An act to provide for 


I think that the gentleman 


Is the resolution 


& 


1860. 


satisfying claims for bounty Jands for military 
services in the late war with Great Britain, and 
for other purposes,” approyed July 27, 1842, and 
of the Several acts reviving the same, approved 
June 26, 1848, and February 8, 1854, may be lo- 
cated, in conformity with the general laws in force, 
at any time within three years from the date of 
this act; and that all entries and locations made 
with such warrants since June 26, 1848, shall be 
as valid and effectual as if the several acts afore- 
said had not then expired. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and $ 

assed. 
P Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SMITH, of Virginia, moved thatthe House 
do now adjourn, 

The motion was disagreed to. 


CHARLES H. JORDAN. 


Mr. ELIOT. l ask leave to introduce a bill 
authorizing the issue of a register for the brig 
Charles H. Jordan. This brig was found dere- 
lict at sea, was carried into a port of the United 
States, and libeled‘and sold. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Where was that brig found? 

Mr. ELIOT. She was carried into Province- 
town harbor. I cannot tell exactly where she 
was found. $ 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
of course. 

Mr. ELIOT. The purchaser wants to use the 
ae and he cannot do so ugless we pass this 

ili. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I have no doubt 
that itis proposed to put this vessel into the hands 
of a man who will ior] her on another voyage 


She was a slaver, 


fornegroes. [Laughter.] I think she wasa slaver. 

Mr. ELIOT. The United States sold her. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do not wish to 
show any favor to a slaver. {move that the bill 
be laid upon the table; and on that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
upon the table; and it was disagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
athird time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r, ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM B. SHUBRICK. 


Mr. KEITT. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to discharge the Committee on Naval 
Affairs from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 295) for the relief of William B. Shu- 
brick. That bill has the approbation of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. KEITT. I move to suspend the rules. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Committee 
on Naval Affairs were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of said bill; and it was brought 
before the House for action. 

The bill, which was read, directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to allow to 
Captain William B. Shubrick, United States | 
Navy, in the settlement of his accounts, the sum 
of $1,550, being the amount paid by his order, 
while in command of the Pacific squadron, to H. 
R. de La Reintree, translator and interpreter in | 
the public service. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and | 
passed. ` 

Mr. KEITT moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay | 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM SUTTON. 


Mr. KILGORE. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 666) for the relief of William 


Sutton. 
Mr. JONES. 


I object. 


Mr. KILGORE. I move to suspend the rules. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place the name of. William Sut- 
ton on the roll of invalid pensioners, and cause 
him to be paid the sum of six dollars per month, 
to.commence from and after the 5th of February, 
1858, and to continue during his natural life. —— 

It appears, from the report, that William. Sut- 
ton was a private in company A, in the. fourth 
regiment ot Indiana volunteers, in“the war with 
Mexico; that about August, 1847, while in the 
-service and in the line of his duty, he was at- 
tacked with fever and diarrhea, which continued 
him on the sick list until January, 1848, when— 
his disease having become chronic, and having 
affected his. nerves, destroying the sight of one 
eye and injuring the other—he was discharged 
from service as unfit for duty; that his infirmities 


have continued and are incurable, and partially 
incapacitate him to earn a livelihood by labor. 
Mr. BRANCH. I move that the House do 


now adjourn. 

Mr. STOUT. Ihope the gentleman from North 
Carolina will not urge his motion to adjourn at 
this time. We have but two days longer to dis- 
charge our duties as Representatives at this ses- 
sion, and there are many important bills not yet 
acted upon. I have for days been standing here 
and striving to get the floor for the purpose of 


moving to allow the Committee on Military Af-. 


fairs to report the bill for the payment of the Ore- 
gon and Washington war debt. The claim is a 
just one—has been duc for a long time, and Iam 
not willing, if itis in my power to prevent it, that 
this Congress should adjourn without final action 
on the bill, It has been in the hands of the com- 
mittec during the session, and they have not been 
ready to report until within the past few days. I 
trust the House will, at least, give us a hearing 
now. If you are disposed to reject it, do so after 
investigating it, and not refuse action upon so im- 
portanta matter. If any one objects, you assume 
the responsibility, withouta hearing, of depriving 
my people of their pat rights. 

A few months’ delay—thatis, adelay tothe next 
session—will greatly embarrass many of my con- 
stituents, whose all consists in their interest in 
this debt. Interest in our State is from two to 
three per cent. per month, and they have already 
waited till the interest would have amounted to 
more than the original claim. We are paid by 
the year to stay here as long as we have work to 
do, and let us doit. I hope no objection will be 


made. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ihave not yielded the floor. 
I object. 

Mr. STOUT. I want it understood that the 


gentleman from Indiana objects. 
The question recurred on the motion to adjourn. 
The motion wasnot agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by 
Mr. Patron, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference upon the disagreeing 
votes ofthe two Houses upon the bill of the House 
(No. 339) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1861. 


WILLIAM SUTTON-——AGAIN. 


The question recurring on the motion to sus- | 


pend the rules, it was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


character; that is, to make the pension commence 
on the Ist day of January, 1869, instead of Feb- 
ruary, 1858. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cotrax in 
the chair.) It is not in order to amend a bill af- 
ter it has been read the third time. 

Mr. BRANCH. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill; and I call for tellers 


| upon the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were not ordered. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


I call the previous question ! 


I suppose the gen- | 
tleman will not object to such an amendment to | 
that bill as has been usually made to bills of like | 


‘The previous question was second 


Ria y, uesto: econded,.and the 
main question was ordered. to be pu 


and under. 
dao 


PUBLIC BOOK-FOLDERS. = +i 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. “I ask the 
imous consent of the House to ‘introduce a teso- 


lution. T-would say that the resolution has ‘passed 


the Howse in the ‘shape of a clause to an ‘appro- 
priation bill at two different ‘times; but those bills 
were defeated. T hàve examined the matter,;and 
the resolution ought to pass. Pn hee 

The resolution was: read, as follows: ` : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representa 
tives pay to John D. Ott-and to H. J: MeLaughiin,.out of 
the contingent fund of the House, the sum of: $679 each, 
for and on account of their services as public folders 


“House of Representatives during the first session of the 


Thirty-Second Congress: Provided, That the Clerk shall . 
deduct from the above mentioned amount alt such sums of © 
money as it shall appear, by the books of his office, have 
been paid said Ott and McLaughlin, op account of said ser- 
vices, during the month of December, 1851, and the ronttis 


į of January, February, March, April, May, June; July, and 


August, 1852. Li 
Mr. ASHMORE. I should think that claim 

was barred by the statute of limitation. Lobject. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move to suspend 

the rules. > wii oS E 

Mr. ALLEN. I would inquire if those 
were not employed to fold by the piece?! © t 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. During the Thir- 
ty-Second Congress these folders were. required to 
stay here the whole session. ‘The certificate of 
the superintendent shows that the binding work 
was rejected by Congress, and yet those folders 
were not permitted to leave, though they got no 
work to do. f A 

Mr. PHELPS. Why was not this claim pre- 
sented to the Committee of Accounts? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. ‘It was presented 
and allowed; but the Clerk refused to.pay the ac- 
count, because there was no moncy in his hands 
with which he could pay it.. One of the folders, 
who applied very early, got his pay, but the oth- 
ers did not. The claim was passed upon an ap- 
propriation bill last session three to.one, but the 
appropriation bill was defeated. The resolution 
is right, and ought to pass. 

Mr. ALLEN. The passage. of this resolution 
would be opening the'door for the clais óf scores 
of those men, who have folded by the piece merely 
for a pretext to come before the House and claim 
a per dicm compensation. There are hundreds ‘of 
them who beseech the Doorkeeper for permission 
to go into the folding-room and fold by the piece, 
knowing that there is not sufficient work for them 
to do, but with the understanding that they could 
come before the Committee of Accounts, and that 
if their claim failed there, they would’ come be- 
fore the House and receive per diem compensa- 
tuon. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. This isa claim so 
justthat even John Letcher went forit, [laughter;] 
and when he went for it, I think any ‘man’ may. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
not suspended. f 


JOHN PURCELL. 
Mr. ASHLEY. I have not troubled the House 


with any motion, nor ocenpied its time at.all. I 
desire, if the House please, to move that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 
101, granting an invalid pension to John Purcell. 

‘The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of John Purcell on the list of: in- 
valid pensioners, at the rate of four dollars:per 
month, and to pay him at that rate from the 8th 
of February, 1858, during his natural life. 

The rules were suspended; and the House pro- 


‘folders 


! ceeded to consider the bill. 


Mr. GARTRELL moved to amend by striking 
out the words “8th day of February,” and in- 
serting, in lieu thereof, the words ‘30th June, 
1860.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAND ENTRIES IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. PHELPS. I move that the Committee of 
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“the Whole House te discharged from the further 
: easiderationof House’ bill No. 806, to confirm 

cértain tand entries in the State of Missouri.’ The 
‘omimissioner of the General Land Office recom- 
‘meénds that'they shall be confirmed, and the Com- 
mittee oi Pubhe Lands make the same, recom- 
mendation. If is avery meritorious bill, and 
ought to be passed. 
Phe motion was agreed:to. ©: 05: 0 
_., 80 the. Committee of the Whole House-was dis- 
charged. from the.further, consideration of the bill, 
and. the.House.proceeded.to its consideration. 
x The bill confirms all. entries: heretofore made 
mnder the; graduation act of August 4, 1854, in 
‘township forty-five north, of range nine west, 
south of Missouri river, in the district of land sub- 
ject.to.sale at St. Louis, Missouri; provided, how- 
vever, that the act shall not extend to any entry 
.of ‘land: upon which there was an. actual settler 
other than the purchaser at the date of such entry, 
and that it shall be first shown to the satisfaction 
-of the Secretary of the Interior that the entry has 
been made in good faith and is founded upon ac- 
tual ‘settlement and cultivation, oris for the use 
-of an adjoining farm. ae 
. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
te Mr. PHELPS.moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bil! was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | - 


PORTER, IRVINE, AND PERRY. 


Mr. WOODSON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the LLouse that the Committee on Military 
Affairs be allowed to reporta bill referring a claim 
of one of my constituents.to the Court of Claims. 
` Permission was granted. | i 
_, Mr. STANTON thereupon, from the Commit- 
tee’ on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the 
relief of J. & R. H. Porter, J. C. Irvine, & Co., 
and Charles Perry & Cos 

Mr. STANTON. I want the House to under- 
stand perfectly what it is doing. 
` Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is debate in order? 

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

_ Mr. FARNSWORH. . Then I object to it. 

< The SPEAKER pro tempore... The bill is ro- 
referred to the Court of Claims by the order of 
the House.. . 

Mr. STANTON. The House does not under- 
stand what is going on. 

Mr. WOODSON. Ilam afraid there is a mis- || 
apprehension on the part of the Chair, if not of 
the House. . 

“ Mr. FARNSWORTH. J object to all this. 

Mr. STANTON. I have the floor, and am 
entitled to it, and shall insist upon it. — 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Unless the gentleman | 
from Ohio has the floor, I insist upon my objec- | 
tion. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Woopson] had unanimous consent to 
authorize me to reporta bill from the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. 1 now report it, and move 
that it be read a first and second time. 

The bill was read a first and second time. It 
gives the Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and 
determine the several claims of James & R. H. 
Porter against the United States, J. C. Irvine & | 
Co. against: the United States, and Charles Perry 
& Coy against the United States, for the property 


“regard to the property of said parties, and that his 


-without reference to the question whether he may 
have exceeded his authority or not., 


‘gentleman from Missouri asked the consent of 


| giving the Court of Claims jarisdiction which it 
| had not before. I am opposed to such special 


: House to listen to me, for a few moments, I will 


belonging to said persons and firms respectively, 
which they allege was depreciated , destroyed, lost, | 
or abandoned in consequence of the interference | 
of the military authority of Colonel A. S. John- 
ston with them, while in the regular pursuit-of 
legitimate trade or business; also for extra wages, 
expenses, and losses which they aver that they 
respectively incurred by reason of such interfer- 
ence; and declares that the judgment of said court 
shall be final between the parties; provided, that 
fot crror or law, either party may, within three 
months after the rendition of such judgment, sue 
outa -writof error to the Supreme Court of the. 
United States; and if such court, on the hearing of 
such writ of error, Shall not reverse the judgment || 
of the court below, the same shall stand as a final i| 
judgment between the parties. It also direċts the | 

| 


H 
i 
i 
t 


| 
| 


Secretary of State to estimate for the amount of 
the judgment, if against the United States, as fora |} 
sum provided for by law; provided, that nething | 
in the act contained shall be construéd as adimit- l 


! awarded by the Court of Claims? 


ting any liability on the part of the United States 
to eithe¥.of said parties. It also provides that if 
the court shall be of opinion that Colonel Johnston 
acted in good faith in issuing his order of the 19th 
of October, 1857, and in his subsequent acts in 


acts in the premises were in contravention of the 
legal rights of said parties, or either of them, the 
United States shall be held. responsible for the 
damages arising to said parties, or either of them, 
from such interference with their legal rights, 


“Mr, GROW. Lrisé to a point of order. The 
the House to allow the Military Committee to 
report a bill to be referred to the Court of Claims. 

r. WOODSON. No, sir; I made no such 
proposition. My proposition was to allow a bill 
to be reported, providing for a reference of the 
claim to the Court of Claims. 

_Mr. GROW. I desire to know the fact. That 
is as I understood it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.: The gentleman 
from Missouri asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow the Committce on Military 
Affairs to report a bill, the effect of which would 
be to bring a claim of one of his constituents. be- 
fore the Court of Claims. 

Mr. GROW. That is what I understood. My 
point of order, then, is, that this bill, instead of 
bringing a case before the Court.of Claims, isa 
new supplementary.law for this particular case, 


legislation, conferring powcr on the Court of 
Claims in one particular case and not in others. 
Let us have a general law. My point of order 
is, that the consent given by the House did not 
cover this bill. as 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. GROW. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which. consent was given. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Court of Claims was or- 
ganized to consider certain measures to be reported, 
and such other measures. as might be referred to 
them, : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
has not the floor to move to reconsider. The 
Chair overrules the point of order for this reason: 
that, if the Court of Claims had jurisdiction be- 
fore, there would be no need of unanimous con- 
sent of the Hlouse-to refer this claim to them. 

Mr. GROW. My point of order is this: that 
this is legislation changing the law organizing the 
Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order, forthe reason that the law 
states that the courtshall take Jurisdiction of cases 
arising under the Jaw, and of alJ other cases that 
may be referred to it by Congress. 

Mr. STANTON. If it is the pleasure of the 


state the facts of this case. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentlemancannot help 
himself, if he does object. F have a right to 
speak. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 desire to-ask the Chair a 
question, and E propose to make a point of order 
if Lam correct.in my understanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Ohio yield the floor? i 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir; I do not yield itto 
any one. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ido not ask the gentleman 
to yicld. F risc to a question of order. 1 desire 
to ask the Chair whether this. bill does not make 
an appropriation of the amount: that may be 


Mr. STANTON, No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If it does, then the bill must 
go to the Committce of the Whole on the state of 
he Union. ; 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir; the bill makes no 
appropriation: We purposcfy avoided that very 
thing. 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has, i 
by unanimous consent, waived that rule. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Only to let the bill come be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Whatis the question 
before the House? i 


i little as we could do to give the parties the 


June 22, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, On the engross- 


‘ment of-the bill. 


i Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, I object. I 
want to know if it is in order to engross tho, bill 
and pass it on the same day. : 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is; besides 
that, the rules-have been suspended. . . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. he.rules have not 
been suspended. . ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous 
consent, the bill was brought before the House. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Consent was only 
given that the gentleman should report the. bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair can- 
rfot argue the question with the gentleman from 
Illinois.. The Chair decides that the bill is prop- 
erly before the House on its engrossment and 
third reading. ; oe 

Mr. STANTON. And I have the floor to 
debate the bill. I want to explain this matter 
to the House for about five minutes, and then 
they will understand it. These gentlemen, Por- 
ter & Co. and Irvine & Co., were engaged in the 
transportation. of goods across the plains, from 
Atchison City to Salt Lake.City, in 1857, and 
while they were in progress, Brigham Young’s 
rebellion in. Utah broke ott: - Colonel Johnston 
overhauled these trains, and issued his order for- 
bidding them to proceed to Utah with their goods, 
where they designed to find a market for them. 
In consequence of that proceeding, as they allege, 
they were prevented from taking their goods there, 
their cattle perished on the plains, and they claim 
compensation., 

The Committee on Military Affairs werc not 
willing, upon ex parte evidence and ex parte argu- 
ments, to undertake to decide the legal question 
that is involved in the claim of these parties. The 
amount is large, perhaps $100,000 in the aggre- 
gate; and they were not disposed to take jurisdic- 
tion of the case. But we thought that it was as 
oor 
privilege of suing, and if the judgment of the Court 
of Claims is. in their favor. and is thought to be 
crroneous, it may be reversed by the Supreme 
Court. ofthe United States. 

Mr. GROW. Could not the Court of Claims 
take jurisdiction of the case, if it was simply re- 
ferred to them, without supplemental legislation? ` 

Mr. STANTON. F suppose they could. 

Mr. GROW. .Then I hope the supplemental 
legislation will be stricken out. - 

Mr. STANTON. These parties said they did 
not want to go to the Court of Claims. They 
had chosen their forum; they had come to Con- 
gress, and they insisted that the committee should 
decide their case, and report either for or against 
them. We preferred not, to decide it on ex parte 
evidence; but we were willing to refer it to the 
Court of Claims, where it can be investigated, 
and where both: parties can be heard in evidence 
and in arguinent; and ifthe judgment of that court 
shall be affirmed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, it shall'be final.. If we would not 
do that, the parties insisted that we should adju- 
dicate their case ourselves. “We preferred to send 
the case to the Court of Claims, and to make tbe 
judgment of that court final, subject only to re- 


` versal by the Supreme Court of the United States. 


I think that ought to be so in all cases. Iam in 
favor of passing a gencral Jaw to that effect; but 
inasmuch as we cannot do that, we think these 
parties should have the poor privilege of suing in 
the Court of Claims; and if the Supreme Court 
affirms the judginent of the Court of Claims, let 
them have the amount of that judgement. I move 
the previous question. ` 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thercof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being cngrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. STANTON demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I do not 
believe that we are doing any good; and I therc- 
fore move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. Let us agece to meet at twelve 
6’clock to-morrow. 

. Mr. HOUSTON. Say three, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of, Hlinois. I object to 


i any change in the hour of méeting. 


1860. 
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Mr. SPINNER demanded the 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The ee and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SINGLETON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STANTON 
and SincLeron were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 72, noes 45. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at twenty minutes past three o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


yeas and nays 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 23, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the Journal. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I understand the Jour- 
nal is very long, and I move to dispense with its 
reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Alabama suggests that the reading of the Journal 
be dispensed with. It requires unanimous con- 
sent: The Chair hears no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 339) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1861; 

-A bill (S. No. 199) to authorize the location of 
certain warrants for bounty lands heretofore is- 
sued; and 

A bill (S. No. 295) for the relief of William B. 
Shubrick. 
pa? RED RIVER RAFT. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The other day the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, not now in his seat, [Mr. 
BicLeR,] moved to take up the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 43) giving the assent of Congress to 
certain acts of incorporation possed by Arkansas, 
Texas, and Louisiana, and I objected to it then 
on accountof the absence of my colleague. Imis- 
interpreted his views, I now move to.take up 
that joint resolution, and passit. It will create 
no discussian whatever. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary is 
unable to find the papers in that case. 


NOTARIES PUBLIC. 

Mr. BROWN. While the Secretary is hunt- 
ing up that joint resolution, I will ask the Senate 
to take up a little bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which I hold in my hand, to authorize 
notaries public of the District of Columbia to take 
recognizances in certain cases, It is only ten 
lines, and the Senate can pass it while the joint 
resolution of the Senator from Arkansas is being 
hunted up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent, it can be considered while the Secretary 
is finding the other papers. The Chair hears no 
objection. : 

T'he Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded. to consider the bill (H. R. No. 622) to au- 
thorize notaries public Sf the District of Columbia 
to take acknowledgments of deeds for the convey- 
ance of realand personal estate therein. It provides 
that all the powers conferred upon a justice or jus- 
tices of the peace in the District of Columbia by 
the existing laws, in the acknowledgment of deeds 
for the conveyance of real or personal estate, may 
hereafter be exercised by any notary public duly 
appointed within the District, and, when certified 
under the hand and official seal of such notary 
public, is to have the same force and effect ae if 
taken or made by or before a justice or justices 
of the peace of the District. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: 

A bill (II. R. No. 231) for the relief of Isaac S. 


Smith, of Syracuse, New York; 


- A bill (H.R.No.511) for the relief of E. George 
Squier, of New York; ~~. T 

A bill (H. R. No. 622) to authorize notaries 
public in the District of Columbia to take ac- 
knowledgment of deeds for the conveyance of 
real and personal estate therein; 

_ A bill (H. R. No. 814) providing for the erec- 
tion of a post office in the city of Philadelphia; 
an 

A bill (H. R. No. 848) authorizing the issue of 
a register for the brig Charles H. Gordon. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested: 

-A bill (No. 451) granting an invalid pension to 
William Burns, of Ohio; and 

A bill (No. 849) for the relief of J. & R. H. 
Porter, J. C. Irvine & Co., and Charles Perry 
& Co. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President. of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucuanan, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 199) to authorize the location 
of certain warrants for bounty lands heretofore 
issued; and 

An act (S. No. 295) for the relief of William 
B. Shubrick. 


J. W. NYE. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to have Senate 
bill No. 574 taken up and passed now. I move 
that the Senate take up that bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
474) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., and 
Hugh Stewart, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It au- 
thorizes the First Comptroller of the Treasury 
to adjust and settle the claim of J. W. Nyc, as- 
signee of Peter Bargy, jr.,and Hugh Stewart, for 
losses sustained by them in macadamizing a large 
portion of Pennsylvania avenue, in the city of 
Waslhygton „under their respective contracts with 
the GoVernment; which loss was not occasioned 
by any fault or negligence of the contractors, but 
from being compelled by the superintendent of 
the work to prosecute it during the prevalence of 
the cholera, and by the interference of agents of 
the Government with the laborers on the work, 
appointed by direction of the superintendent, 
without the consent of the contractors; and in 
ascertaining the amount of the loss, the Comp- 
troller is required to add to the contract price of the 
work done by the contractors in the summer and 
fall of 1832, one hundred per centum for the dimin- 
ished quantity of work performed by the laborers, 
the contractors being compelled to employ two 
hundred men to perform what one hundred would 
have done in the same time, had the cholera not 
visited this city, or had the contractors been al- 
lowed to postpone their work during its preva- 
lence; and to the amount thus found, toadd fifty 
per centum for the increased price, the contractors 

ing compelled to raise their laborers’ wages at 
least fefty per centum to induce them to stay on 
the work; and from the amount thus found, to 
take the whole amount or amounts heretofore paid 
the contractors, their assignee, or attorney for 
that work; and should there’still remain a balance 
of the loss thus ascertained unpaid, after taking 
all the amounts heretofore paid, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is required to pay the balance to J. 


W. Nye. The Comptroller of the Treasury is į 


also required to take a receipt in full from J. W. 
Nye, in satisfaction of all demands against the 
Government for the claim. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report in that case? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the report if it is called for. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That bill has b&n here, I 
think, for about fifteen or twenty years. It has 
been defeated over and over again. I think it re- 
quires some consideration, and that we should 
look into it. It is an old acquaintance, one which 


ought not to be taken up and passed sub silentio. | 


It has been here all the time that I have been 


here. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I believeit has been reported 


| upon favorably by seventeen committees. 


Mr. TOOMBS. And I would not give you 
seventeen cents for ail the reports they make 
aBout it. i 


Mr, SIMMONS. | It has-been reported fay 
ably by all the committees to whom it was re- 
ferred. . oes r SENIE 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ` Does the Senator 
from New York desire the report to be read? . .. 

Mr, KING.. Yes, sir. i E 4 
The Secretary read the following report, made 
by Mr. Simons, from the Committee on Claims: 
“Your committee find the claim for macadamizing»Pens- 
sylvania avenue, in 1832, well stated in a. report (No.405} 
made by Mr. Carrer to the House of Representatives dur- 
ing the présent session, and they beg leave to adopt it.as.a 
part of this repurt: “a ts Reeth Eat 
The Committee for the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Rev. G. Hildt and eight other 
clergymen, the Mayor, Aldermen, president and members 
of the Common Council, district attorney, and one hundred 
aud thirty-eight citizens of Washington, District of Colum. 
bia, praying an examination and settlement of three several 
claims of J. W. Nyc upon the Government: one for ser- 
vices rendered and moneys expended in macadamizing 
Pennsylvania avenue, Washington city, District of Colum- 


| bia, in 1832; one for furnishing horses and carryalls forthe 


service of the House of Representatives for the Twenty- 
Eighth Congress; and the other for improving cértain pub- 
lic grounds, beg leave to submit the following report : 
‘That.at the first session of the. Twenty-Second Congress 
a law was passed for macadamizing, forty-five feet of the 
center of Pennsylvania avenue; from the Capitol to the ex- 
ecutive offices, putting said improvement under the control 
of the Commissioner of Publie Buildings, and directing Jim 
to advertise for proposals. The. Commissioner awarded 
said work to Peter Bargy, jt, of New York, and Hugh 
Stewart, of Pennsylvania, in nearly equal divisions, they 
being the Jowest responsible bidders, and stipulating to per- 
form the same.at sixty-two cehts per square, yard, One 
part of the contract was as follows: And itis further cov: 
enanted and agreed,.that if the said contractors. shall not 
prosecute the said work in such manner, or make such rate 
of progress as the Commissioner. may deem uecessary, or 
shall not work on such part or parts of the work hereby 
undertaken, and at such time or times as the Commissioner 
may prescribe, or shall not increase thé force employed. by 
them, if so required by the Commissioner, the said Coin- 
missioner shall be at full liberty, and is hereby invested 
with full power and authority, to employ or contract with 
any other person or persons to complete the work hereby 
undertaken, at the proper cost and charge of the aforesaid 
contractors, without molestation, hinderance, or any inter- 
ruption by said contractors in anywise or manner.”? And 


| the contractors were required to give ample security for 


the faithful performance of said contract. , 

So severe were the terms of this contract, the contract- 
ors were unwilling to sign it until, by actual experiment, 
they had ascertained they could make a reasonable profit 
on it. To test this they were permitted to commence work 
without previously signing the contract. ‘ 

On the Idth of August the contract was regularly signed 
and the necessary papers passed. On the 18th ofthe same 
month the cholera broke out in the city, and raged with 
great violence, especially among the laborers on the work, 
Many were attacked while at work, and thirty persons dicd 
in one night in the vicinity of the residence of the super- 
intendent of the work. Physicians advised the laborers to 
leave the city, and most of them. left the work. | ; 

The contractors, under these circumstances, applied. to 
the Commissioner for permission to suspend the work until 
the epidemic subsided; but they were refused, and they 
were required to prosecute the work, or suffer it to be re~ 
let at their risk. ‘The contractors had now no alternative 
left but to prosecute the work under these disadvantages, 
or.suffer it to go into other hands which they could not 
direct or control. ; 

They then offered an increased rate of wages; but the 
mortality increased fearfully, aud the Commissioner, with- 
out consultation with the contractors, employed three phy- 
sicians, who visited the men twice daily, advising them not 
to work early or late, and not bard at any time. The re- 
sult was a mere nominal amount of labor performed by the 
men. The superintendent of the work thinks the men did 
not perform more than one fourth part as much work.ina 
day as they did before the cholera, and theit wages were 
raised from sixty-two and a half and seventy-five cents 
per day to from one dollar to one dollar and thirty-seven 
and a half cents per day. The engineer employed by the 
Government, who supcrintended the work, states, under 
oath, that he passed along the work several times a day, 
and took particular notice of the small amount of labor per- 
formed by the men, and that two men did not perform 
more work ina day than one did before the cholera. 

The contractors were consequently compelled to employ 
two hundred men to perform the amount of work in agiven 
time that one hundred would have performed in the same 
time had the cholera not visited Washington, or bad the 
contractors been allowed to suspend their work during its 
influence; and their wages were raised at least fifty per 
cent. f 

In justice to the contractors and humanity tò the labor- 
ers, the work ought to have been suspended. The refusal 
to suffer it to be suspended, and the interference of the 
physicians employed by the Government with the’ men, 
would seem to render the loss a just and an equitabie claim 
against the Government; and had not the contractors as- 
signed away their claim, the committee consider that they 
would be justly and equitably entitled to full remuneration 
for the diininished quantity of work performed by the men, 
and the increased price paid them to induce them to stay 
upon the work. 

The Commissioner who had charge of the work says the 
contractors used a due degree of diligence in the prosecu- 
tion of the work, and he considers them entitled to receive 
the full amount of their expenditures, and a reasonable 
compensation for their services and the responsibilities 
they were under in doing the work. j i 

But in the case of the present claimant, to whom Bargy 
and Stewart assigned their claims, it would seem to present 


aS. 


‘Congress for relief.. Nye had done 
wotk as sub-contractor, amounting to 
joiial.amotnt clainied by said contract= 


“Nye had them presented to. ‘number of siembers of both 
Houses df Congress for their examination and advice; who, 
after a careful. examination, informed him hat-they coni 
idered ita good and valid claim, and that he would run 
isk in accepting itand releasing them; and advised 
! do 80. In'support of their advice they referred him 
to 4 riumber of precedents, where Congress had’granted ré- 
lief, where the justice of the claims was not as clear as this. 
In consequence of this advice and these precedents pointed 
Out to him’ by members of ‘Congréss, Nye took an assign- 
ment, aid released Bargy and Stewart from all further jia- 
bility; thereby depriving hiinself of any security but the jus- 
tice; the honot,and the integrity of Congress. Had he not 
released ‘them, hé could long ere this have obtained both 
principal and interest. Nye being at that time, from sick- 
ness, unable to prepare the necessary papers for presenta- 
tion tò Congress, put them in the hands of the late F. S, Key, 
(then district attorney,) fur him to prépare and present to 
Congress ii the name of Peter’ Bargy, jr., and Hugh Stew- 
art, without informing Congress of their assignment, Bar- 
gy’s being presented first. ' 4 > E 

The funds for this purpose were intrusted to Mr. Conger, 
Bargy’s clerk, who.made‘his entriés on page 79 of Bargy’s 
ledger, kept by Conger, showing the amount paid by him. 
Other bilis: were paid by Bargy himself, and entered by 
Conger on page 2 of same ledger. Conger left the city and 
went'to the West atthe close of the work the first year, and 
did not return. “The book was sent to him, that he might 
authenticate the accounts. by oath, and show why certain 
judgments obtained against Bargy were not entered. His 
aftidavit'says;: “'These judgments were for that work done 
iii 1832, but were not entered because not paid, and thathe 
entered nothing that was not actually paid out.” 

“The books of thé second year were kept, and the dis- 
bursements made, by Mr. Ford, clerk of Bargy; and Ford 
says that a considerable amount of the expenditures of 1832 
were'not paid until 1833, and were not entered in Conger’s 
books. Conger’s was the only book sent to Mr. Key, and 
the'amount entered’on page 79, as expenses of said work, 
and the above-named judgments, were afi that were brought 
to Mr. Key’s notice. “Mr. Key presented to the Senate a 
claim for $5,645, the amount of expenses entered by Conger 
on page 79, drid these judgments, more than the amount 
received from the Government for that work ; which passed 
the Senate.’ But while this-claim was betore the Com- 
Mittee of Clainis of the House, this error was discovered, 
viz: the omission to includé the expenses paid by Bargy, 
aod entered on page 2 of his ledger, and the money paid in 
1833 for work done in 1832, and’entered by Ford, the new 
elérk of Bargy; and the chairman of the committee pro- 
posed to make an amendment to the Senaie bill, but the 
claimant (as it was near the close of the session) preferred 
to take the amount, and apply to Cotigress åt its next ses- 
sion for the balance, rather than take the risk’ of losing the 
present bill, This bill passed thie House March 9, 1839. 
At the next session the balance of this claim was presented 
to the House, anda report was madé from the Committee 
of Claims in favor of its payment, but the House did not 
act uponit.. Since that time it-has received the sanction 
of ‘several standing committees and one sclect committee, 
and bas passed tie Senate: 

The claim of Stewart was presented in the Senate, re- 
ceived the. sanction of. the Committee on Claims, passed 
the Senate, sent to the House, and received the sanction of 
the. committee of the House, but was uot acted on by the 
House. At the next session a very able réport was made 
in its favor by Mr. S. B. Leonard, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings. and Grounds, in which he 
adopted a different. rule for the settlement of this claiin 
fram that adopted in Bargy’s case, which Was, to pay the 
whole expense of the work ; so that, had the contract been 
taken too low, aud a loss sustained, fron that or any ouier 
cause, the Government would have met the loss. Tie 
principle adopted by Mr. Leonard was to allow the claimant 
the loss sustained from. the diminished quantity of work 
performed by the ‘men, and the increased price of wages 
paid the men to induce them to stay during the influence 
of the cholera. "his principle would seem a correct onc, 
as it, would place the contractors in the same condition. they 
would have been placed in had they been allowed to post- 
pone their work during the influence of the cholera, but 
would allow them nothing for any loss sustained from any 
other cause. Nears ee 4 

. This: principle has been adopted by.a number of stand- 
ing committees and one select committee. Mr. Leonard’s 
bill. was not acted.on by the House. 

At the next Congress Mr. Ward, chairmau of the above 
committee; made. a. report to the House,.in whieh he sus- 
tained :the principle. adopted. by Mr, Leonard, bat did not 
go into an examination of the amount justly-due on that 
principle, but reported.a billallowing him the same amount 
of extra compensation as had been allowed in the case of 
Bargy, which passed. both Houses, by, which the claimant 
received $6,666 "Phe balance of Stewart's loss, accord- 

. ing to. the principle established by Mr. Leonard, has, since 
the passage of Mr..Ward’s bill, received the sanction of a 
numberof standing committees and one select committee, 
and-has passed the Senate. The amount of work done by 
Stewart during the influence of the cholera, at his contract 
price, was $10,924. 60.. The amount done by Bargy during 
the same time, at-his contract price, was $7,871 40, amount- 
ing in all to $18,796, to which amount, according to the 
principle adopted by former committees, one hundred per 
cent. ought to be added-for the diminished amount of labor 
performed by the men, the contractors being compelled to 
employ two hundred to perform what one hundred would 
have done in the same length of time had the contractors 
been allowed-to suspend their work during the influence 
of the cholera; and to this amount add fifty per cent. for 
the increased price paid the laborersto induce.them tostay 
on the: work;and. from this amount deduct the. amounts 


paid the original’contractors, and their assignee or attorney, 
and should there remain a balancé; thus found, still unpaid, 
that the proper accounting officers of the Treasury pay the 
sameto J. W. Nye, the assignee of said contractors, and in 
accordance with the foregoing principle, the committee 
report a bill and eartiestly recommend its passage. - i 
"The amount due Nye trom Bargy and: Stewart for this 
work was.as large as the amount claimed-by them from the 
Government; so that, had he obtained it without any delay, 
he would have received no morc than was justly due him 
for services rendered and meneys expended, of which the 
Government has received the whole benefit. ee 

In-justice tothe claimant and his family, and in consid- 
eration of the. gréat length of time most faithfully devoted 
by him to the prosecution of this claim, and to relieve Con- 
gress from any further importunity and expense, the com- 
mittee’ recommend its immediate settlement. 

All of whieh is respectfully submitted. 

The ‘bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hares, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate- (No. 
113) for the relief of Eli W. Goff. : 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested: - 

A bill (No. 559) granting a pension to’ Harriet 
S. Wyman, widow of Captain Thomas W. Wy- 
man, post captain in the naval service of the 
United States. and 

A bill (No. 118).for the relief of William A. 
Linn’s estate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed an enrolled bili (H.R. 
No. 807) to authorize the reissue of land warrants 
in certain cases, and for other purposes; and it 
was signed by the Vice President. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 

. A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucnawan, his Secretary, ah- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed an act(S. N. 30) for the relief of Shel- 
don McKnight. 

RED RIVER RAFT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas is now before the Senate. 
The report and accompanying. bill have been 
found. These other proceedings were by unani- 
mous. consent. ie 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
43) giving the assent of Congress to certain acts || 
passed or to be passsd by the Legislatures of the 
States of Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, orany 
two of them, in relation to the “ raft” of Red river, 
and for other purposes. It gives the assent of Con- 
gress to any acts that have been or, may be passed 
by the Legislatures of the States of Arkansas, Lou- 
isiana, and Texas, or of any two of them, having 
for their object the improvement of the navigation 
of Red river, by the removal of the “ raft”? there- 
from, . The assent of Congress is given after and 
so soon as any company incorporated by those 
States, or any two of them, for the purpose, shall 
have removed the obstructions to navigation in 
Red river, caused by the ‘ raft,’? and have ren- | 
dered it navigable, and not before. Those States, 
or any. two of them, may, through the company, i 
under and in accordance with,.and in the mode | 
provided by, the acts incorporating it, for the ben- 
efit.of. the company, and. to. reimburse. to it its 
expenditures in removing the ‘ raft,” levy and | 
collect, by way of commutation for duties of ton- | 
nage, tolls upon all boats or other water. crafts, | 
ascending or descending the river, and passing 
through the portion thereof that shall so have been 
improved and. rendered navigable, not to exceed 
the. following sums: fifty cents on and for each 
bale of cotton, and twenty-five cents on and for 
each barr&l of goods, wares, and merchandise, 
wherewith such boats or crafts may be laden, 
This privilege may continue until the expiration || 
of thirty years from the 9th of March, 1860; but | 
nothing herein contained is to authorize the com- | 
pany to impair the navigation of Red bayou. | 

l 
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Mr. PUGH. [hope the Senator will not press | 
that joint resolution. It is too important a mat- | 
ter to be acted on now, and.will certainly lead to |i 
debate. | 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am not aware of any 
debate to arise upon the resolution. 


| them to charge for the use of it. 


Mr. PUGH. There was a similar bill for the 


State of Alabama... I am, not opposed-to this sys- 
tem if it can be made successful; but it is a very 
great change, a new subject, and I think it ought 
to be acted on advisedly, when we grant this priv- 
ilege for thirty. years. f i i 

Mr. HEMPHILL. In my apprehension this 
joint resolution is not the same which was brought 
up in relation to Mobile harbor. The toll which 
is to be levied. here is altogether on the internal 
commerce of those States that are interested; 


‘whereas the duties of tonnage which would be 


levied in Mobile harbor, according to’ that bill, 
might affect the commerce connected with the 
other States. This cannot‘affect the commerce of 
any State except those three on the river—Lou- 
isiana, Arkansas, and Texas.. It cannot, affect 
their foreign commerce, or the commerce of other 
States. It is a matter peculiarly. belonging to 
those three States, and I can see no ground for 
any argument upon the bill at all. ma 
Mr. KING. The joint resolution involves the 
question of levying duties upon goods from dif- 
ferent States passing through the streams; and 1 
think itis one that should -be better understood 
than it can be in the little time that.can now.be 
given toit. It ought to be so far discussed that 
all of us shall entirely understand what the joint 
resolution is, and what it proposes ‘todo. Ido 
not know that there is any report stating the facts. 
I think that the joint resolution had better go over, 
and I will move thatit be postponed for the present. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I suggest, with 
the consent of my colleague, and ‘in order to af- 
ford gentlemen who feel an interest in this subject 


| time to look into it, which they can do in the 


course of an hour or two, that it be passed over 
for the present, and we can take it up hereafter. 
I wish, in this connection, to state this fact: 
Senators must be aware that, for a great mary 
years, the Government of the United States has 
sought to open that raft as an important national 
work. Now, the fact.is,the raft closed up again 
many years ago; but still there was an openin 
through one bayou. The raft has now extended, 
however, until it has closed up the mouth of that 
bayou, and the last opening for all the’ people 
above that river has been closed. You cannot 
geta barrel of flour up without paying five dol- 
lars, nor a. bale of cotton down for.a cent less than 
five dollars, forfreight. That was when thatbayou 
was open. What their condition’is now I donot 
know. Within the Jast three months, the mouth 
of that bayou has closed up. This is a matter 
that has been presented by all the people of that 
country above, and is assented to by all below. 
The tax is entirely upon those above the raft. It 
is all the hope they have got. I trust that the joint 
resolution will be acted upon some time to-day. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I hope it will not be post- 
poned. can explain itin a morent, This joint 
resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and whilst two of the gentlemen did 
not commit themselves to it, they made no op- 
position to it there, and it was fairly considered 
as exceptional even to the general rule. In this 


| case, these three States are the only people inter- 


ested-in it, and they have chartered a company to 
make this improvement, and propose to allow 
Not another 
human being can have any interest in it but these 
three States. It lies up in the corner of Arkansas 
and- Louisiana, and extends across the line be- 
tween them, and on the otherside is Texas. This 
raft has been growing for years. The’ people 
above there are allin these States, and there never 
ean be anybody clse there ‘except the Indians 
who are north of the’ Red river. These three 
States have chartered a company for the purpose, 
giving their own assent to it; but they want the 
assent of Congress under the Constitution, in 
order that those three States may clear out that 
raft, and charge toll. I do not sce that any hu- 
man being is interested in it except them. If it 
was in one State, of course they could do it with- 
out reference to Congress; but as it is in three 
States, it was considered doubtful. I believe they 
could do it any how; but when thosc three States 
assent, and there is not another State or man in 
the United States interested, I cannot see what 
possible objection there can be to it. 
_ Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator allow me to 
inquire where in the river the raft is? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. Itis above Shreve- 
port, and it extends: from the northern line of 
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Louisiana into Arkansas; and above the raft, there 
ig no other State and no other-people, and there 
never can be, except the Indians, for Texas ex- 
tends on indefinitely,.as we all very well know, 
on the west to Mexico; and the Chickasaws have 
the country upon the left bank as you come down 
until you strike Arkansas. Louisiana has but 
little interest in it, because itisin the upper corner 
of the State.. Now, they have got to go more 
than thirty or forty miles around this raft, and 
it is next fo impossible to do it, and they simply 
desire to charter a company to clear it out. The 
Legislatures of these States have already done it, 
and fixed the charges; and this is a proposition 
to give the consent of Congress to it. I know a 
great many of these people up there, being per- 
sonally interested in Arkansas. The House of 
Representatives has passed this joint resolution, 
and it has come to us, and the Committee on 
Commerce of this body have examined it, and it 
met with no opposition in that committec. 

Mr. KING. This-subject 4s one of public in- 
terest, and I am aware that appropriations have 
been made 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is no appropriation. 

Mr. KING. Appropriations have on several 
occasions been made for this raft, and itis an ob- 
ject desirable to be accomplished. The objection 
is the mode by which this joint resolution pro- 
poses to do it. I should be glad to have an op- 
tunity of examining ita little further. This ques- 
tion of authorizing tolls to be levied upon the 
navigation of our large streams which pass from 
one State into another, and this question of ton- 
nage, are questions that 1 think should be very 
fully and maturely considered before we enter 
upon them at all, and we should know exactly 
what we are doing. I hope the joint resolution 
will be postponed. _. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thope not. 

Mr. DAVIS. I consider that the whole ques- 
tion we have to decide is, whether Congress will 
consent to an agreement between three States 
bordering upon the Red river, and including the 
raft—— 

Mr. POLK. And who are alone interested. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would not say that they are 
alone interested. They alone will be taxed. I 
think the whole Governmentisinterested. I think 
it couples itself with the convenience.of that fron- 
tier; that it is a most important work by giving 
river communication, and thus greatly reducing 
the charge on the transportation of all: supplies to 
the upper Red river, where we shall. probably 
have permanently to keep a military force to gov- 
ern the Indians. 

But I think the whole question, as I stated, is 
whether we shall permit these three States to enter 
into an agreement with cach other; which, under 
the Constitution, they cannot do without the as- 
sent of Congress. This work has been continued 
for,a great number of years; and whilst many 
reproaches have been heaped upon the Govern- 
ment for its failure to succeed, they have not in- 
dicated the particular cause of that failure of suc- 
cess. It is simply that annually a large amount 
of timber floats down the Red river; and from the 
character of the stream, it collects in rafts, and 
the raft constantly extends higher and higher 
above each obstruction which is made. Ata 
large expense, it would be possible to lift these 
trees out of the river and carry them by booms 
to one side. Shall the Government undertake it? 
Clearly not. Shall we allow the States to do it? 
Even then, it follows that you will have an ob- 
struction annually increasing, and to increase, 
until all the large timber along that river has been 
destroyed; thus cutting off the lower part of the 
river from the upper portion of it, and rendering 
theland comparatively valueless, It will be of vast 
value if you open the navigation. It will increase 
the wealth of the whole country and facilitate its 
intercourse with its frontier. I think it most de- 
sirable that the raft should be removed; and this 
is altogether the cheapest and most constitutional 
mode of doing it. It does not involve, I will say, 
as is supposed, the question of tonnage duties for 
the improvement of harbors. It is a local tax; 
which, because it involves three States, neither 
one of the States has the right to impose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ftis moved that 
the further consideration of this joint resolution 
be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


| region. 


Mr. CHANDLER. | desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to add at the end of section two the follow- 
ing: i 


Provided, ‘The United States shall have the right, at any. 


time after the expiration of ten years, to take possession of 
the work, by paying to the company the amount of expend- 
iture, with seven per cent. interest. 

I am opposed, sir, to incorporating companies 
and permitting them to levy tonnage duties on any 
of the navigable waters of this country. ‘This 
case may be an exceptional one. I do not know 
but it is; but I can see in the future a probabilit 
that this monopoly may be a grinding one. It 
will be seen that this company is authorized to 
chargé twenty-five cents a barrel upon all the’ 
freight passing over that channel, and half a dol- 
lar a bale upon all the cotton. It is true that, at 
this moment, there are but three States interested 
in this improvement; and I believe it is likewise 
true that each and all of these three States desire 
that this joint resolution may pass. But there is 
a vast Indian country back of these three States 
which may, in time, become settled and become 
populous States, and I can see that this may, at 
no distant day, become a vast monopoly. Thirty 
years ago the amount of trafic passing over the 
St. Clair flats was so small that a tonnage duty, 
which would’ now be enormous, would have 
amounted to almost nothing. Thirty years hence 
there may be $1,000,000 or $5,000,000 in this 
joint resolution; and a quarter of a dollar a bar- 
rel, upon every barrel passing up that river, may 
at that time amount to,a fabulous sum. I really. 
wish by this amendment, if the joint resolution 
is to pass, to reserve the right to the Government 
to come in and take possession of the work, and 
open the river as a free channel of communica- 
tion, if the United States Government sce fit, 
in its wisdom, to adopt that course. I think the 
amendment is a reasonable one, and should be 
adopted. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. There are two objections to 
this amendment; one avery fatal one to gentlemen 
on this side of the House who support the resolu- 
tion. In the first place, it would have the effect— 
and thatisan objection thatis often mentioned here, 
but it is a bad one—of postponing it, by creating 
the necessity for its going back to the other House. 
I waive that objeston. haweves as itis one that 
I do not well approve of. But so far as the Gov- 
ernment is concerned, we neither desire, nor do 
we think they have the power, to take charge. of 
such improvements. I think the opposition to 
this is very extraordinary. New York to this 
day uses her rivers connected with the canals and 
charges tolls on them, and so does every State in 
the Union. Her own rivers are used as canals, 
and a charge is placed upon them. If this were 
inside of one State, it could be done without cor- 
ing here; but, by the provision of the Constitu- 
tion, because it happens to be within three States, 
because it touches the State of Louisiana, the 
State of Texas, and the State of Arkansas, they 
cannot doit. If it was in either, exclusively, 1t 
could be done. If it were in Arkansas exclu- 
sively, Arkansas could do it without difficulty in 
regard to the Constitution or any thing else. If 
it was in ‘Fexas exclusively, she could granta 
charter to a company to clean it out. In consc- 
quence of its being right in the corner of Arkan- 
sas, extending on both sides to Louisiana and to 
Texas, the jurisdiction of these States extends 
over it; and therefore it must be an agreement, 
and they want the consent of Congress. 

The gentleman is mistaken about there being 
any more States likely to be organized in that 
The country on the left bank of the Red 
river belongs in perpetuity to the Choctaw peo- 
ple by patent from the United States, the whole 
length up to the ninety-cighth parallel, which is 
some four or five hundred miles, where the Red 
river is no longer navigable. These three States 
are all concerned in it; and it is very remarkable 
that other States should say, “I will use my 


| rivers when I please, and remove rafts when I 


please; but if I can catch you with a raft through 
two or three States, I will not give consent.” I 
think the objections to this measure are unreason- 
able and untenable. 

As to the amount that this is supposed to in- 
clude, these people demand to tax themselves. 
The States themselves fix the rates. I desire to 
know if the Senator from Michigan is better able 
to take care of the people there than these three 


| raft, but they have never run a boat through from 


great States, Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana, 
whose citizens are alone’ affected by it.” It is to 
enable them to get their produce to’ market, and: 
to enable ittogetto them.’ "This fs t Te means | 

ot like the 


by which they can’ get it.., This is not lik 
improvement in Kentucky—the. Louisville and’ 
Portland canal. The State’ of New York, the 


State of Virginia, the State of Pennsylvania; the’ 


State of Ohio, were all interested ivthat ‘canal; 

but in this case, obly thé three States w can, 
by a possibility, have any intérest, are those that’ 
wish to do this work. “Congress have appropri- 
ated a million dollars for this purpose, and bene-~ 
fited three of four contractors; but they have 
never run a boat there from the acquisition of thè” 
country, in 1802, to this hour. “We*have madè- 
these bayous to enable them to get around the’ 


the discovery of thé country to this hour} an 
Congress will neither do it itself, finding’ all its 
efforts unavailing, nor will it let these people, who : 
want to tax cotton fifty cents a bale and produce 
twenty-five cents a barrel, because it will be put-" 
ting on a great monopoly. I take it these people 
are as able to take care of themselves as the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. : 

Mr. HALE, | IJ rather think the restriction in 
the nineteenth, twentieth, and twenty-first lines 
will be sufficient to secure the public interest; and 
that is, that the privilege shall. only continue for, 
thirty years, and at the end of thirty years then it 
is to tevert to Congress, and they’ can do as they 
please with it, I think the Senator will find that 
restriction enough for tlie public interest. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Georgia 
is correct in stating that the State of New York, 
and ‘other States, do improve their navigable’ 
waters when they terminate in their own State, 
but only when they terminate in their own State. 
New York, itis true, has built a canal; but she 
has not improved the navigable waters if they did 
not terminate in the State, and attempt to levy 
tonnage duties upon commerce. “Then, again, in 
regard to this argument of the ‘perpetuity of In- 
dian title, were not all the Indian titles in per- 
petuity? n i O 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sit; they were not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Were not the Indians 
owners of the land? . i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Not at all. We never ac- 
knowledged that they were. They had ‘only a 
possessory right. That has been the- position of 
the United States from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, and that'is the reason We give’ them a 

atent. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis well known that thesè 
Indian titles are but mere ropes of sahd in the 
way of the wants of this Government. When- 
ever the Government of the United States desires 
the possession of these Indian lands, she will take 
possession of them in some way. T donot know 
how; but in some mode, you may rest assured, 
either by treaty or otherwise, she will have the 
possession of these Indian lands whenever they 
are required for settlement.’ Now, sir, [donot 
think that thirty years is a sufficient restriction. 
We all know the rapid. growth of this country; 
we all know what changes are’ made in these vast 
new Territorics of the West; and it is to protect 
those vast territories which may become settled, 
and which probably will become settled, from 
this onerous tax, which may at that time be con- 
sidered a prohibitory tax upon their commerce, 
that I present it to the Senate. I think the propo- 
sition 1s reasonable, and that it ought to receive 
the unanimous support of the Senate. I will not 
occupy time in arguing it. I hope it will be 
adopted. f ; 

Mr. KING. I desire to say, in refererice to the 
remark of the Senator from Georgia as to what 
the course of New York has been in relation to 
her rivers, that she has, to be sure, as has every 
other State, when they were entirely within her 
own limits and jurisdiction, used her waters for 
canals, and occasionally made the bed of the river 


the bed of the canal; but as ‘to the navigable 


streams of New York which run into the sca, she 
had no right to close them or levy duties on them. 
No docirine is more, clearly settled than that a 
river opening into the sea, and which is used for 
purposes of common navigation, cannot have tolls 
levied upon it by a State. ‘That is a question 
settled long since in New York, in an effort on the 
part of that State to give exclusive jurisdiction as 
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a reward for the.use of stearin. J suppose no doc- 


is:better, settled than that the State cannot 
o shut out the citizens of neighbor- 


shu 
from the free. navigation of their-open 
i - T suppose the Senator from Géorgia docs 
not contest that point?... Se eta 
“Mr, TOOMBS. | No, sir; that is not the ques- 
tion I made. — ae NEED cee Fie 

“Mr. KING. You. spoke of that. That doc- 
tine is clear. In-this country the laws. in rela- 
tion to. these streams vary somewhat from those 
of England, owing to the difference in the chár- 
acter of our. country; andit is not necessary that 
a.river should be an arm of the sea in order. to. be 
subject to the general doctrine that every other 
people, under the common law, havea right to open 
navigation. The great rivers of this immense con- 
tinent must have that doctrine applied to them. 
This Red river is a very large stream, extending 
through a large extent of country, and itis of such 
a character, I take it, as should be open to the cit- 
izens of all the States; and Ido not see why Con- 
gress should allow the people of three States, any 
more than a single State, to impose a duty on ton- 
nage. rene : 
Teoncede—there is no doubt about, it—that this 
raft is. a great obstruction, It is impossible .to 
navigate the stream on account of it. “Gentlemen 
say $1,000,000. have been expended on it by Con- 
gress. I knew that large sums had been expended 
by appropriations from Congress for the removal 
of this raft; and I would rather vote now for a 
sum to remove this raft than to concede the right 
upon the part of these States to levy a duty upon 
all. the property. which may ‘pass through the 
stream. The gentleman says this is only ask- 
ihe the privilege to tax themselves. Now, I do 
not understand it to be so. ‘That was said in re- 
lation to the tonnage duty; but. this tax is levied 
upon all who pass through. It isnot limited to 
the citizens of those States only; neither would 
they be willing to limit the levying of this duty to 
the dueenw af those three States; but éverybody 
who passes through, or who is interested in prop- 
erty that passes through, is required to pay this 
toll. Itis possible that this may be the best mode 
in which we can make: this improvement, yet I 
doubt it. Í am, unwilling, upon, a hew principle 
of this Sort, to vote for this bill, Whatever may 
be the sense of the Senate, I shall not,.of course, 
abtempt to obstruct the action of the Senate upon 
it; but I desiré to express my opinion about it, and 
to vote against it. : 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. A word.with reference to 
the position of gentlemen on the opposite side. I 
hope the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan will not prevail, In the first place, at this 
stage of the session, it would prove fatal to the bill, 
by sending it back to the other House—an objec- 
tion not very serious in its character, but one which 
addresses itself to the consideration of the friends 
of the. bill. i : 

Again: this restriction, which is sought to be 
imposed by the Senator from Michigan, and 
advocated by the Senator from New ‘York, is 
entirely useless to effect their objects. The provi- 


sions of the bill are already sufficiently guarded. | 


Restrictions enough are imposed to protect any 
contingent or possible interest which the Federal 
Government or the citizens of other States might 
have in this subject. This improvement contem- 
plated is one of such a purely local character, so 
entirely local with reference to these three States, 
that if it was locally situated in either one of 
them, there would be no doubt of the competency 
of the State to effect the whole object under her 
own resources, Notwithstanding the necessity 
of getting the consent of Congress to this—a con- 
stitutional provision which begins and ends sim- 
ply with giving the assent of Congress—it does 
not alter the character of the object to be attained 
by it. Itis local and municipal, and within the 
limits of these three States, by which no earthly 
being can be affected, nor their interests impaired, 
beyond the-extent provided for and allowed by 
the legislation of these States. The provision in 


the bill which says that the navigation of the’ 


river shall be kept open and unimpaired, secures 
all the rights of citizens of the United. States, as 
well of the Government as of its citizens. It 
expires atan carly day—the very shortest that cap- 
italists could be induced to take as a sufficient 
temptation to engage in the enterprise. 

The question which has been raised by the gen- 


| ested.. Let it be fully considered. 


tleman on the. other side as to the propriety of 
levying a tax upon tonnage for the improvement 
of ports at the mouth of rivers, as has been well 
said by the Senator from Mississippi, does not 
and cannot arise in this case. This is ‘an internal 
and interior improvement, in. which these States 
are primarily interested; and-the Federal Govern- 
ment has only a contingent and remote interest, 
which is entirely guarded and protected by the 
bill. Moreover, itis not a tax upon tonnage, but 


upon the direét freight upon the goods; and this 


is to be settled and the rates fixed by the legisla- 
tion of the Statés. Can any oné doubt that the 
States will not sufficiently protect their own citi- 
zens against an exorbitant tax? It will be remem- 
bered that all the Legislatures have not acted yet. 
Congress only gives in advance its assent fo such 
legislation as they may propose to enact for the 
purpose of taxing their own citizens. The pri- 
mary and first care to be taken against abuses 
here is by the States. Can we doubt that the par- 
ties locally interested, and supposed, by the form 


of their interests, to have the utmost capacity and | 


competency to regulate this. subject, will suffi- 
ciently take care of their own citizens? There is 
nothing else, therefore, to look to except this con- 
tingent and remote interest of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, which is sufficiently guarded in the joint 
resolution already. Í 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iwill ask my 
colleague not to prosecute this debate any fur- 
ther; and I will ask the Senate to let us takca vote 
without further debate upon it. 
down, we shall submit, although we shall not be 
satisfied. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to state an objec- 
tion which, it seems to me, is fatal to this joint 
resolution. It was provided in the compact for 
the admission of Louisiana into the Union, on 
the 8th of April, 1812, that 

The river Mississippi, and the navigable rivers enter- 
ing into the same, and into the Gulf of Mexico, shall be 
common highways, as well to the inhabitants of said State 


as to the inbabitants of other States 
impost, or toll, imposed by said State.” 


Similar language is used in the ordinances for 
the admission of Mississippi and Arkansas into 
the Union. Now, sir, is:it proposed to violate 
every one of thesc? And how can youadoptthis 

rovision withouta direct violation of the compact 

y which Louisiana and Arkansas and Missis- 
sippi and various other States came into the Union? 
What does this language mean; that the Missis- 
sippi and the navigable waters leading into it 
should bè free, not only from tonnage duties, but 
from any tax or toll? This looks to me very much 
like an evasion. Senators talk about levying a 
tax on the produce in the vessel, and not upon the 
vessel itself, and say that Arkansas and Louis- 
iana are alone interested in it. [do notthink so. 
Suppose a citizen of my State ship produce up the 
Red river: are we to be taxed twenty-five cents 
upon every barrel of flour that goes up that river, 
in violation of the terms upon which Arkansas 
came into the Union? I think such a bill as this 
should not be permitted to pass without consider- 
ation. I certainly am not prepared to go into the 
argument of it, but this is an objection which, it 
seems to me, is fatal. 

The PRESIDING OFFCER, (Mr. Fosrer in 
the chair.) It becomes the duty of the Chair, the 


i morning hour having. expired, to announce the 
| special order. 


Mı. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There certainly 
cannot be much more debate on this subject. 
There are a great many people who are interested 
init. It has passed the Senate once before after 
a full discussion, two years ago; and this year it 
has beén reported from.the hands of Mr. C. ©. 
Cray, of Alabama, and that should be some guar- 
antee to the Senate thatit certainly must be sound 
in its character. Iwill ask the Senate to postpone 
all prior orders, and let us dispose of this subject. 

Mr. KING. I hope this joint resolution will 
be permitted to lie over for further examination. 
There will be no great loss to the parties inter- 
I think there 
are serious objections to its passage now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
postpone all prior orders, for the purpose of con- 
tinuing the discussion of the joint resolution now 
pending. 5 

Mr, YULEE. I wish to ask the Chair what 
bill is now in order before the Senate? 


If you vote us. 


, Without any tax, duty, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished 
business, the Post Office bill. l i 

Mr. YULEE. There were two Post Office 
bills—which of them? $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The one last 
under consideration—the appropriation bill. : 

Mr: YULEE. That was pending upon á mo- 
tion of mine to postpone. ; a te 

Mr. DAVIS. There is a question now pend- 
ing to postpone the special order for the purpose 
of continuing with the resolution now under con- 
sideration. Me f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question before the Senate: The motion is that’ 
the Senate postpone all prior orders for the pur- 
pose of continuing the discission of the joint res- 
olution now before the Senate.’ The morning 
hour having expired, the unfinished business of 
yesterday is the first business in order. ' 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas if there will be any serious 
detriment by letting this subject be postponed for 
the present. I desire to ‘go for it, but I should 
like a little time for consideration. In my opin- 
ion, it is not within the principle and’ the objec- 
tion that has been urged; but I should like a little 
time for the consideration of it. < 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I assure the, 
Senator I should be'very, glad if he could have 
further time; but these people are suffering. 
Within the last three months, the last opening 
from the river above to the river below has been 
closed; and I know it is very important to dispose 
of this very soon. If Senators will not support 
it, let it be killed, and. then they will know what 
todo. Ido not believe thatthe joint resolution 
ought to be killed. f ; f . 

Mr. CLARK. Is'there any probability that 
anything can be done during the vacation between, 
the two sessions? : f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; the 
mattér must be put on foot, and it must be worked. 
{tis so difficult a business that the United States 
has hitherto spent more than a million dollars 
upon that worl, and has long since abandoned it. 
We ask of you now to let us do it ourselves, 
since you have ceased to attemptit. li is not an 
improvement of navigation at,all, It is, in fact, 
the opening of a navigation that does not now 
exist, It is the construction of a canal or a pas- 
sage to enabte vessels to go around that particu- 
lar gap in the navigation where navigation once 
did exist. I simply ask that we may havea vote’ 
upon the joint resolution. I think gentlemen un- 
derstand it. It passed the Senate once before. 

Mr. YULEE. Lhope, by unanimous consent, 
we shall take the vote without further discussion, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That cannot be donc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to postpone all prior orders for 
the purpose of continuing the consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I willask for the yeas and 
nays on that question. If we are going to post- 
pone the special order for the oe of going 
Into internal improvements by the States, [think 
we should take the yeas and nays upon it, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire merely to say a 
word in regard to thismatter. If the question of 
internal improvements by the States, and the col- 
lection of taxes and tolls by way of avoiding the 
idea of collecting it on the tonnage, isto be started 
at this stage of the session, why, of course, it will 
postpone all other bills, and we may. as well pro- 
long the session. I think this is a very important 
question. In my judgment, it does involve, in its 
broad sense, a principle, which has been often 
agitated, of the power'of Congress to authorize 


| the collection of tonnage duties by the States; and 


[ think it is a question of vast importance. Ido 
not think the resolution can pass without mature 
consideration. Iam not myself disposed to dis- 
cuss it. Tam not prepared to discuss it fully at 
this time; but still 1 shall be very unwilling that 
a vote shall be taken upon sucha question without 
its being understood by the Senate and the coun- 
try. If the decision of the Senate is that other 
business is to be postponed, and we are to go on 
with this subject, I will endeavor to give it the 
best consideration that F am able to give it. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, it seems to me 
this is a very plain, practical question. Here is 
a river closed up for nearly forty miles by a raft, 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The Federal Government has appropriated money 
over and over again to clear this raft. It has failed 
——utterly failed; and the riveris nowsubstantially 
closed up. There is reason to believe. that the 
navigation of the river-will be utterly rained by 
the timber that floats down annually in the fresh- 
ets. Now, sir, here is a simple: proposition to 
open this river, and to save it, if we can. I agree 
with my friends on this side of the Chamber in 
regard to the policy of tonnage duties, Iam op- 
pona toit. Butitseems to me here is a case that 
has no parallel to it in the country, and never has 
had, and in all human probability never can have. 
Therefore, looking at it as simply a practical 
‘question to open ariver closed up for nearly forty 
miles by a raft, that is growing annually—some 
years nearly a mile—I have made up my mind to 
vote for it; and therefore I shall vote to take the 
time to pass it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Clark, Critten- 
den, Davis, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Green, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘fen- 
nessee, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, 
and Wilson—29. j 

NAYS -— Messrs. Chandler, Doolittle, Durkee, Gwin, 
Hamlin, Harlan, King, Latham, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Yulce—13, ~- 

So the motion was agreed to; and all prior 
orders were posiponed, for the purpose of con- 
tinuing the consideration of the joint resolution. 

_ HOMESTEAD BILL—VETO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With the per- 
mission of the Senate, the Chair will lay before 
the Senate the following communication from the 
President of the United States; which will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I return, with my objections, to the Senate, in 
which it originated, the bill entitled “An act to 
secure homesteads to actual settlers on the public 
domain and for other purposes,” presented to me 
on the 20th instant. l 

This bill gives to every citizen of the United 
States, “who is the head of a family,” and to 
every person of forèigw:-birth residing in the coun- 
try, who has declared his intention to become a 
citizen, though he may not be the head ofa family, 
the privilege of appropriating to himself one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of Government land, of set- 
tling and residing upon it for five years; and 
should his residence continue until the end of this 
period, he shall then receive a patent on the pay- 
ment of twenty-five cents per acre, or one fifth of 
the present Governmentprice. During this period 
the land is protected from all the debts of the set- 
tler. 

This bill also contains a cession to the States 
of all the public lands within their respective 
limits ‘which have been subject to sale at pri- 
vate entry, and which remain unsold after the 
lapse of thirty years.” This provision embraces 
a present donation tothe States of twelve million 
two hundred and twenty-nine thousand seven 
hundredand thirty-one acres, and will, from time 
to time, transfer to them large bodies of such lands 
which, from peculiar circumstances, may not be 
absorbed by private purchase and settlement. 

To the actual settler this bill does not make an 
absolute donation; but the price is so’ small that 
it can scarcely be called a sale. Itis nominally 
twenty-five cents per acre; but, considering this 
is not to be paid until the end of five years, it is, 
in fact, reduced toabout eighteen cents per acre, 
or one seventh of the present minimum price of 
the public lands. In regard to'the States, it is an 
absolute and unqualified gift. 

1. This state of the facts raises the question 
whether Congress, under the Constitution, has 


the power to give away the public lands either | 


to States or individuals. On this question, I ex- 
pressed a decided opinion in my message to the 
House of Representatives, of the 24th February, 


1859, returning the agricultural college bill. This | 
opinion remains unchanged. The argument then | 


used, applies, as a constitutional objection, with 
greater force to the present bill. There it had the 
plea of consideration, growing out of a specific 
beneficial purpose; here, it is an absolute gratuity 
to the States without the pretext of consideration. 


lam compelled, for want of time, in these the last | 


hours of the session to quote largely from this 
message: 


tI presume. the general preposition will be ad- 
mitted, that Congress doés not possess the power 
to. make donations of money already in the Treas- 
ury, raised by taxes on the people, either to States 
or individuals. i ; 

“But it is contended that the public lands are 
placed upon a different footing from money raised 
by taxation, and that the proceeds arising from 
their sale are not subject to the limitations of the 


away by Congress, atits own discretion, to States, 
corporations, or individuals, for any purpose they 
may deem expedient. 

**The advocates of this bill attempt to sustain 
their position upon the language of the. second 
clause of the third section of the fourth article of 
the Constitution, which declares that ‘the Con- 
gress shall have power to dispose of, and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting, the 
territory or other property belonging to the Uni- 
ted States.’ They contend that, by a fair inter- 
pretation of the words ‘ dispose of? in this clause, 
Congress possesses the power to make this gift 
of public lands to the States for purposes of edu- 
cation. : 

“It would require clear and strong evidence to 
induce the belief that the framers of the Consti- 
tution, after having limited the powers of Con- 
gress to certain, precise, and specific objects, in- 
tended, by employing. the words ‘dispose of,’ 
to give that body unlimited power over the vast 
public domain. It would be a strange anomaly, 
indeed, to have created two funds, the one by tax- 
ation, confined.to the execution of the enumerated 
powers delegated to Congress, and the other from 
the public lands, applicable to all subjects, foreign 
and domestic, which Congress might designate. 
That this fund should be ‘disposed of,’ not to 
pay the debts of the United States, nor ‘to raise 
and support armies,’ nor ‘to provide and main- 
tain a navy,’ nor to accomplish any one of the 
other great objects enumerated in the Constitu- 
tion; but be diverted from them to pay the debts 
| of the States, to educate their people, and to carry 
into effect any other. measure of their domestic 
policy. This would be to confer upon Congress 
a vast and irresponsible authority, utterly at war 
with the well-known jealousy of Federal power 
which prevailed at the formation of the Constitu- 
tion. The natural intendment would be that, as 
the Constitution confined Congress to well-defined 
specific powers, the funds placed attheircommand, 
whetherin land or money, shouldbe appropriated 
to the performance of the duties corresponding 
with these powers.. If not,.a Government has 
been created with. all its other powers carefully 
limited, but without any limitation in respect to 
the publie lands.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. This message 
is in regard to the homestead bill. It is of some 


before the billis taken up to be disposed of finally; 
and | therefore move that, for the present, we 
dispense with the reading until the message is 
taken up for action. 

Mr. HUNTER. The reading is very nearly 
through now, and we had better go on with it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of the message will be proeceded with. 

The Secretary continued, as follows: 

“ But I cannotso read the words ‘disposed of’ 
as to make them embrace the idea of ‘giving 
away.’ The true meaning of words is always to 
be ascertained by the subject to which they are 
applied, and the known general intent of the law- 
giver. 
tion for the 


people of the United States to * dis- 


be found in which a trustee in the position of 
Congress has been authorized to ‘ dispose of’ 


away the fund intrusted to hiscare. No trustee, 
when called upon to account for the disposition 
of the property placed under his management be- 
fore any judicial tribunal, would venture to pre- 
sentsuch a plex in his defense. The true meaning 
of these words is clearly stated by Chief Justice 
| Taney in delivering the opinion of the court, (19 
j Howard, p. 436.) He says, in reference to this 
| clause of the Constitution: ‘lt begins its enumer- 
ation of powers by that of disposing; in other 


E 


Constitution, but may be appropriated or given | 


length, and it would be best to have it read just | 


Congress is a trustee under the Constitu- |; 
i services in fighting the. battles of their country. : 
pose of? their public lands, and I think I may | 
venture to assert with confidence, that no case can i! 


property by its owner, where it has ever been held į! 
that these words authorized such trustee to give || 


| meritorious class. 


founded. That it never was intended. by: th 
framers of the Constitutionthatheselands shou! 
be given away by Congress is manifest .from.th 
concluding: portion of the same clause... .By:its 
Congress, has power. not only ‘to dispose. of. 7. 
the territory, but.of the ‘ other. property of the 

United. States.’ In the language. of the. Chief. 
Justice, (p..437:) £ And the same power of.making, 
needful rules respecting the territory is in pre-, 
cisely the same language .applied’to. the other 

property of the United States, associating the, 
power over the territory, in this respect, with the: 
power over movable or personal. property+-that, 
is, the ships, arms, or munitions. of war, whigh 

then belonged in-common to the State sovereign-: 
ties. : ; tals 

‘c The question is still clearer. in regard tothe. 
public lands in the States and Territories within, 
the Louisiana and Florida purchases. . These: 
lands were paid for out. of the public Treasury 

from money raised by taxation. Now, if Con 

gress had no power to appropriate the money with 

which these lands were purchased, is it not clear: 
that the power over the lands is equally limited? 
The mere conversion of this moncy into Jand. 
could not confer upon Congress new power over. 
the disposition of land which they had not posz; 
sessed over moncy.. If it. could, thena trustee, 
by changing the character.of the fund intrusted to; 
his care for special objects from money into land, 

might give the land away, or devote it to any pur-- 
pose he thought proper, however foreign from, 
the trust. The inference is irresistible that thig., 
land partakes of the very same character with the, 
moncy paid for it, and can be devoted to no objects . 
different from those to which the money could 
have been devoted. If this were not the case,. 
then, by the purchase of a new territory from a 

foreign Government out of the public Treasury, 
Congress could enlarge their. own powers, and 

appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the land, 
thus purchased, at. their own discretion, to other 

and far different objects from what they could 

have applied the purchase money which had been: 
raised by taxation.” 0. u ae 

2. It will prove unequal and unjust in its opera-., 
tion among the actual settlers. themselves. , 

The first settlers of a new country are a most 
They brave the dangers of 
savage warfare, suffer the privations of a frontier 
life, and, with the hand of toil, bring the wilder- 


| ness into cultivation. The“ old settlers,” as they 


are everywhere called, are public. benefactors. 
This class have all paid for their lands the Gov- 
ernment price, or $1 25 peracre. They have con- 
structed roads, established schools, and laid the 
foundation of prosperous Commonwealths. Is it, 
just, is itequal, that, after they have accomplished - 
all this by their labor, new scttlers'‘should come: 
inamong-them and receive their farms at the price ” 
of twenty-five or cighteen cents per.acre? Surely. 
the old settlers, as a class,.are entitled to at least; 
equal benefits with the new. If you give the new: 


i settlers their lands for a comparatively nominal 


price, upon every principle of equality:and justice 
you will be obliged to refund out of the common. 


| Treasury the difference which the old have paid, 
| above the new settlers for their land, 


3. This bill will do great injustice. to the old 
soldiers who have received land warrants for their 


It will greatly reduce the market value of these. 
warrants. Already their value has sunk, for-one 
hundred and sixty acre warrants, to sixty-seven 
cents per acre, under an. apprehension that such 
a measure as this might become a law. “What 
price would they command, when any head of a 
family may take possession. of a quarter section 
of land, and not pay for it until the end of five 
years, and then at the rate of only twenty-five 
cents per acre?, The magnitude of the interest to 
be affected will appear in the fact that there are 
outstanding unsatisfied land warrants reaching 
back to the last war with Great Britain, and even 
revolutionary. times, amounting, in round num- 
bers, to seven anda half million acres 

4, This bill will prove unequal and unjust in 


- June 28. 


itë operation, Bécansë, from its nature, itis con- 


fhed toone class òf dur people. Tt is a boon ex= |i 


clu; sively conferred upon the cultivators of thésoil. 
Whilst it is cheerfully admitted that thesé dre the 
niost AUMerous and useful class of our féllow-citi- 
zens, and éminently deserve all the advantages 
‘laws ‘have already extended. to. them, 
‘et should be ño new legislation which 
Would operte to the injury or embarrassment of 
the lareé body of réspectableartisans and laborers. 
Bhe“mechanie who émigrates to the’ West, and 
pursues hid calling, niust labor long before he can 
purchasé a quarter section of land; whilst the tiller 
of the’ soil who accotnpanies him obtains a farm 
once by the bounty of the Government: Thè- 
mieröùus body of mechanics in our large: cities 
caint, ever by emigrating to the West, take ad- 
vantage of the provisions of this bill without enter- 
ing upon’ a new occupation,.for which their habits 
of life have rendered them unfit, == ` 

8; "This bill is unjust to the old’ States‘of the 
Union in many respects; and aniongst these States, 
so far ag the public lands are concerned, we may 
ehamerate every State east of the Mississippi, 
with th 
Minnésota. > - 5 

Teis a common. belief, withir their-limits, that 
the older States of the Conféderaty do not derive’ 
thei#proportionate benefit from the public lands. 
This is not ajust opinion. It is doubtful whether 
they could be rendered more beneficial to these 
States undet.any other system than that which at 
present exists. Theit proceeds go into thé com- 
mon Treasury to accomplish the objects of the 
Governmént, and in this manne? all the States are 
benefited in just proportion. But to give this 
common inheritance away would deprive the old 
States of their just proportion of this revenue, 
without holding out any, the least, corresponding 
advantage.’ Whilst it is our common glory that 
the new States ‘have become so prosperous. and 
populons; there is: no good reasou why the old 


ates should offer premiums totheir own citizens 
to emigrate from them tò the West. That land 
of promise ‘presents in itself sufficient allurements 
to our young and enterprising citizens, without 
any adventitious aid. The offer of free farms 
would probably have a powerful effect in encour- 
aging emigration, especially from States like Elti- | 
noig; Terinessee, and Kentuely, to the west of the 
Mississippi, and could not fail to reduce the price 
of property within their limits. An individual in 
States thus situated would not pay its fair value 
for land- when, by crossing the Mississippi, he 
could g6 upon the public lands, and abtain a farm 
almost without money and without price. 

6. ‘This bill wilt open one vastfield for specula- 
tion. Men will not pay $1°25 for lands, when 
they can purchase them for one fifth of that price. 
Large: numbers of actual settlers will be carried 
out by capitalists upon agreements to give them 
half of the land for the improvement of the other 
half. Thiscannot be avoided. Secret agreements | 
of this kind will be numerous. In the entry of | 
graduated lands, the experience of the Land Office 
justifies this objection. 

7. We ought ever to maintain the most perfect 
equality between native and naturalized citizens. 
They are‘equal, and ought always to remain equal 
before the laws. Our laws welcome foreigners 
tò out ‘shores, and. their rights will ever be re- 
spécted. Whilst. these are the sentiments on 
which I have acted through life, it is not, ii my 
opinion, expedient to proclaim to all the nations 
of the carth that whoever shall arrive in this coun- 
try from a foreign shore, and declare his intention 
to become a citizen, shall receive a farm of one 
hundred and sixty acres, at a cost of twenty-five 
or twenty cents per acre, if he will only reside on 
itand cultivate it. The invitation extends to all; 
and if this bill becomes a law, we may have nu- 
merous-actual setilers from China, and other cast- 
ern nations, enjoying its benefits on the great Pa- | 
cific slope. The bill makes a distinction in favor | 
of such persons over native and naturalized citi- 
zens, When applied to such citizens, it is con- 
fined to sach as are the heads of families; but 
when applicable to persons of foreign birth re- | 
cently arrived on our shores, there is no such 
restriction, Such persons need not be the heads 
of families, provided they have filed a declaration | 
of intention to become citizens. Perhaps this 
distinction was an inadvertence; but it is, never- 
theless, a part of the bill. : 


je'exception of Wisconsin and a portion of |i 


8: The billcreatesan ‘unjust distinction between 
_persons claiming thé benefit of the preemption 
laws.  Whilst‘it reducés the pricé of the lant to 
existing preémptors to sixty-twoand a half cents: 
per acre, and gives them a credit on this sum for 
two years from the’ present date, no matter how 
long théy may have hitherto enjoyed the land, 
future preémptors will be compelled to pay double 
this price per acte. There is no reason’or justice 
in this discrimination. . ` 
-9. The effect of this bilon the public revenue 
mist be-apparent to all: Should it become law, 


| the reduction of the price of land to actual settlers 


to twenty-five cents per acre, with a credit of five 
years, and the reduction of its price to existing 
preémptors to sixty-two and a half cents per acre, 
with a credit of two years, will so diminish the 
sale of other public lands as to render the expect- 
ation of future revenue from that source beyond 
the expenses of survey and: management illusory. 
The Sceretary of the Interior estimated the rev- 
-enue from the public lands for the next fiscal year 


at $4,000,000, on the presumption that the pres- 


entland system would remain unchanged. Should 
this bill become a law, he does not believe that 
$1,000,000 will be derived from this source. 

10. This billlaysthe ax at the rootof our pres- 
entadmirable land system. The public land isan 
inheritance of vast value to us and to our descend- 
ants. It is a resource to which we can resort in 
the hour of difficulty and danger. It has been 
managed heretofore with thé greatest wisdom, 
under existing laws. In this management, the 
rights of actual settlers have been conciliated with 


| the interests of the Government. ‘THe price to all 


has been’ reduced from $2 per acre to $1 25 for 
fresh lands, and the claims of actual settlers have 
been secured by our preémption laws. Any man 
can now acquire a title in fee-simple to a home- 
stead of eighty acres, at the minimum price of 
$1 25 per acre, for $100. Should the present sys- 
tem remain, we shall derive a revenue from the 
public lands of $10,000,000 per annum, when the 
bounty land warrants are satisfied, without op- 
pression to any human being. In time of war, 
when all other sources of revenue are seriously 
impaired, this will remain intact. Itmay become 
the best security for public Joans hereafter, in 
times of difficulty and danger, us it has been here- 


tofore. Why should we impair or destroy this 4 


system at the present moment? What necessity 
exists for it? 

The peopleof the United States have advanced 
with steady but rapid strides to their present con- 
dition of powerand prosperity. They have been 
guided in their progress by the fixed principle of 
protecting the équal rights of all, whether they be 
rich or poor. No agrarian sentiment has ever 
prevailed among them. ‘The honest poor man, 
by frugality and industry, can, in any part of our 
country, acquire acompetence for himself and his 
family, and in doing this he feels that he eats the 
bread of independence. He desires no charity, 
cither from the Governmentor from his neighbors. 
This bill, which proposes to give him land at an 
almost nominal price, out of the property of the 
Government, will go far to demoralize the people, 
and repress this noble spirit of independence. It 
may introduce among us those pernicious social 
theories which have proved so disastrous in other 


countrie.” i JAMES BUCHANAN. 
Wasuincron, June 22, 1860. 


Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I hope we shall 
proceed now to také a vote on this subject with- 
out debate, because the session is near at an end, 
and it is impossible to take it up and debate it. 
Of course, if a debate is commenced on one side 
of it, it will be continued on the other. 1 hope 
we shall have a vote upon the message. Tonly 


| wish to observe that, when this bill passed finally, 


I believe there were but two votes against it in 
the Senate; and I hope Senators will stand by the 
opinion they then expressed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. J amin hopes 
that the Senate will proceed to the reconsideration 
of this measure without any discussion. 1 am 
free to say though, that there is much that I would 
like to say in connection with, or in answer to the 
veto message which has just been read at the Sec- 
retary’s table; but I am prepared to suppress that, 
and am willing that the Senate shall proceed at 
once to the consideration of the bill returned by 
the Executive with the vefo. I hope that we can 


have action upon it without the further consump- 

tion of time. The session has nearly expired. 
“But a short time remains before we must close 

otir deliberations here, and I hope we shail- pro- 

ceed to the consideration of the bill without any 

discussion whatever. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: I will ask the 
Chair if there is business depending. now before 
the Senate; and if it-is precluded by the introduc- 
tion of this message ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The Chair 
thinks that thé message is now before the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN and Mr. WADE. Let us vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. “Vote on what? 
On my bill? ; ae: 

Mr. WADE. Où the homestead bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, J cannot agree 
to that. If it is necessary to do ‘so, I am: not’ 
ready now; but still I will go into a discussion of 
that matter. This homestead bill has been changed 
wholly and entirely from what it was when the 

` Senate passed it. Í nevér woùld have consented 
to bring in the homestead bill in the shapë in 
which it now stands. It is not such a bill as I 
could sanction at any time with my honest judg- 
ment. of what is for the interest of the country 
and what is a just.and liberal dealing by the ac- 
tual settlers. {do not want to go into that mat- 
ter just at this moment, and, will ask the Senate 
to postpone it.. [‘¢Oh,no!?’]. Then I will make 
a proposition which shall be a,test.of the sense 


| of the Senate, and I hope it may be obtained to 
i be as full as possible, and I will not further de- 


bate it. I make a motion that the further consid- 
eration of this bill and the veto message bė post- 
poned until the first Monday of December next. 

Mr. CHANDLER: I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that proposition. 

Mr. MALLORY. I trust that the postpone- 
ment will be agreed to, and for the simple reason 
that I doubt whether ten gentlemen of the Senate 
have heard the reasons of the veto. I hardly think 
there are ten in the Senate who can now give the 
reasons which are assigned in the veto for overrul- 
ing the bill. It is a very important measure, in 
which my State particularly, with other land 
States, is interested. I voted for the measure 
with a great deal of reluctance and hesitation. It 
was not such a bill as I could altogether approve, 
and I desire an opportunity of reading the reasons 
of the President. pa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the bill, together with the veto message 
returning it to the Senate, until the first Monday 
of December next. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. On that proposition the 
yeas and nays were demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LATHAM. I desireto say, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, that I intend to vote for the 
postponement; but in doing so, I wish it distinct- 
ly understood that I am not in favor of the veto. 
T shall vote against it, if it comes up now, or if it 
comes up in December. I vote for the. postpone- 
ment now, because I believe that if we take up the. 
veto message it will lead to a discussion, and I 
think there are important questions that ought to 
be disposed of by Congress between this and the 
time of adjournment. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. LANE. I wish to say that, for the rea- 
sons given by the Senator from California, I vote 
“yea.” . 

Mr. KING. I desire to state that my col-. 
league (Mr. Sewarn] is paired off with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Hammonp.] 

Mr. SLIDELL. I am paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. Brvenam.] l should 
vote for the postponement. 

The result was then announced—yeas 19, nays 
26; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Crittenden, 
Davis, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Se- 
bastian, Toombs, and Yulee—19, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hate, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Nichol- 
son, Pugh, Rice, Siminons, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wison—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is, Shall the bill pass, the 
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jections of the Presidentto the pontrary notwith- 
standing? : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will ask the 
Secretary to read the last conference report. I 
was not here at the time, and I wish to have it 
read. I have heard of its character from report; 
but I have not even had an opportunity to see it. 
I believe I know its substance; but } should be 
glad to have it read. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
ence. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I want it read 
on account of certain points to which I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed by the Secretary that it is not on the 
table; but he has sent for it to the office of the 
Secretary. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then I will 
state it from memory, and call the attention of the 
Senate to it. When this bill was undertaken, it 
was undertaken with a view to put it in sucha 
form that it could receive the support of both sides 
of this Chamber, especially where previously it 
had been fought with the greatest and strongest 
opposition. It was undertaken with the sincerest 
desire to reach a practical measure. ft was be- 
lieved by the Committee on Public Lands-that 
they had attained that-object.. The full reasons 
were explained before the Senate at the time, and 
the Senate finally concurred in them, and the bill 
passed: by a very decided majority; over forty 
members of the Senate, I believe, voting for it, to 
some seven or eight against it. As the bill passed 
here, there were provisions made as to classes of 
persons and classes of lands, and also provisions 
that should reach the general land system. The 
Jaws were assimilated together in such a way as 
would operate well; and whilst they extended lib- 
eral advantages, and very decided advantages, to 
the actual settlers throughout the new States and 
Territories, they also protected the Treasury to 
that degree that those who brought the bill for- 
ward did not believe it would doa serious damage 
or constitute a loss to the Treasury at all, in fact. 
Tn the condition in which it now stands, the class 


It does not make any differ- 


of persons entitled under it has been extended to | 


a point where, undoubtedly, it has been found that 
a door was open to fraud which has been entered 
by great numbers hitherto. That was yielded in 
the committee of conference.in the first place, and 
was deemed to be a very important concession to 
the committee on the part of the House. To that 
I assented, and would assent yet; but still I fettit 
was a very great concession to extend it beyond 
the heads of families, to whom the grant of the 
homestead privilege was first intended to extend, 
and to carry it to individuals of the age of twenty- 
one years. 

The next point upon which there was difficulty 
was in regard to the class of land. According to 
the original bill as it passed the Senate, the home- 
stead privilege to enter upon lands and to hold 
them for five years without payment, and then to 
pay for them at the rate of twenty-five cents an 
acre, was extended only to that class of lands 
which had been once offered at public sale, and 
were thereafter subject to sale at private entry. 
It was confined to that class of lands which were 
subject to sale at private entry, at $1 25an acre. 
On all those lands in the United States, and there 
are many million of acres of them, it was al- 
Jowed that actual settlers should go and reside 
for five years without paying anything during that 
time, and at the end of five years could pay their 
twenty-five cents an acre, and take the lands. The 
change which has been made in this bill in that 
particular has been to extend it beyond the land 
subject to sale at private entry, and carry it to 
the whole public domain. I am notcertain, as I 
have not yet heard the conference report read, 
whether it is confined to lands which have been 
surveyed, or to all public lands surveyed or un- 
surved which have not been offered at public sale. 
Ifany one can state to me how that is, I should 
be glad to know. 

Mr. RICE. Itis upon all surveyed land. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Very well. 
Instead of lands which have been surveyed, and 
have been offered at public sale, and are now sub- 
ject to sale at private entry at $1 25 an acre, the 
homestead privilege now includes all that portion. 
of the public domain which has been 
surveyed, but never has been offered at public, 
sale. Those lands that have been surveyed and 
have not been offered at public sale are lands that 
have not been picked and pulled; and where all 
the choice lands are subject to be put out to the 
highest bidder; they cannot bring less than g1 25 
an acre, and may bring as high as twenty or 
twenty-five dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS. To aid my friend in the line of 
his argument, I will say that itis confined to al- 
ternate sections which have not been offered for 
sale. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
that directly. 

It is, then, allowed, as I understand, that they 
shall go on to these surveyed lands. Now I call 
the attention of the Senate, and I called the atten- 
tion of the committee of conference to it at the 
time I was a member of it, that the definition, 
which is restrictive apparently, is no restriction 
atali. On the contrary, whenever they speak of 
„a minor class there, they speak of a class that is 
compelled ultimately to embrace the larger class, 
for the surveyed lands are ultimately compelled 
to embrace the unsurveyed before they can reach 


I will come to 


the point where they can. be offered at public sale. | 


Under these circumstances, all the public unsur- 
veyed lands are to pass through the process of 
survey, and become subject then, consequently, 


| before they have been offered to see what their 


real value is, or what they will bring to the Treas- 
ury,to be granted under the homestead privilege 
at twenty-five cents an acre, and at five years’ 
credit at that. Thus, it will be scen, it is not 
a confinement at all of the operation of the home- 
stead privilege to the surveyed lands; for those 
who may desire to have the benefit of the home- 
stead privilege, and will go upon those Jands that 
are unsurveyed, can do so, and, if undisturbed by 
the General Government, remain as long as they 
please, and wait until such timeas they have been 
surveyed to be brought into market; from which 
time the period of five years will commence to 
run, so that it gives them an additional credit upon 
the unsurveyed lands, still longer than five years, 


| This is the practical operation of it. 


Then, 1I understand itis true, as my attention 
was called to it by the Senator from Mississippi, 
that it is confined to alternate sections. It is con- 
fined to alternate sections; and why? Why should 
it be extended beyond the mere land subject to 
sale at private entry at all? It is for the sense of 
Congress to determine whether this policy shall 
be adopted at all. It is plain enough to be seen 
that there are onc half of the public lands at once, 
that have never been offered at public sale at all, 
that are put out to all such as choose to go on 
them, to take them at once at twenty-five cents 
an acre, and five years’ credit where it has been 
surveyed, and an unlimited credit where it has not 
been surveyed. Thatis the condition, practically, 
in which this matter presents itself so far as the 
class of jands are concerned. In taking the alter- 
nate sections, it becomes one half of the entire 
public domain. 


Next, as to preémption: the bill which passed | 


this body did not interfere with preémptions, but 
left them the same, except in this particular: that 
there might be the utmost liberality shown to 
those who had been living upon the public lands, 
until they had built up counties, towns, and even 
States, and did not pay anything for them at all; 
and in order that none should be taken by sur- 
prise, two years, by the terms of the bill, were 
allowed to those who had the preémptions on the 
unoffered lands within the different States and 
Territories, within which time to make the money 


| and come forward and pay for the property at 


$1 25 an acre. As it is now, instead of continuing 
itin that position, they strike down on half, in 
fact upon all, who are now entitled to preémption 


actually | 


upon these lands that have never yet been offered 
at public sale... The very best lands. have ‘been, 
taken up throughout the several States and. Ter- 
ritories, and preémptions are now secured by the 
parties. ‘The money, at $1 25-an acre, has not 
been paid; and they have urgently pressed itupon, 
the Government here, and compelled the Govern- 
ment to delay demanding payment, as well as to. 
i keep the lands out of market, so that-they could, 
have the full possession and enjoyment of them. 
They have had it for many years, and.two years 
more were given them, by the Senate bill; but, 
according to this proposition, as. it. comes. from, 
the conference, they have stricken down those: 
lands they have had so long at $1 25 an acre, to 
one half, which is sixty-two and a half cents an. 
acre. Thisisto be put on over sixty million acres, 
of surveyed lands. On the Ist of December last 
there were fifty-seven million acres. I am not 
certain how much there is now, but L know there 
are over sixty. million—I am not certain but that. 
they amount to sixty-seven or sixty-eight, mil- 
lion; and this law is now made to operate ypon, 
every actual sctiler who is entitled: to a.preém 
tion upon them. Within these limits, I feel well 
assured there cannot be found less than ten mil-: 
lion acres of public lands that are now subject to; 
preéimption. If the Government had discharged. 
its duty, as I regard it, or were to discharge it 
to-day, in three inonths’ time $1 25 per.acre upon 
ten million acres of land would be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States. That would be con- 
siderably over twelve million dollars. I sincerely’ 
believe, from all the investigations 1 have been 
able to make, that the amount of ten million acres 
is a low estimate, or at least it is but a fair esti- 
mate, of the Jands which are now htld_ by pre- 
emption, and which could be made to realize.to the 
-Government $1 25 an acre within three months, 
if the Government would bring them into market 
under the present law. 
Now this bill makes a proposition which I pre- 
sume scarcely a Senator bore would recognize as, 
jast and fair, and the results of which he would 
not foresee at once. This bill proposes to reduce, 
to these preémptioners the pricé of the lands.to. 
sixty-two and a half cents an acre where it is 
$1 25, if they have got preémptions now; but to- 
all men who shall have preémptions hereafter, it 
leaves them—in what condition? That they shall 
come forward under that law and pay $1 25. That 
is not the right way to legislate. If the design is 
to reduce the price one half to those entitled to 
preémptions now, and who have wealth enough to 
constitute towns, counties, and States, and if it is 
right to reduce it to them, certainly it must be 
right to reduce it to all those entitled to preémp- 
tions throughout the United States. So sure ag 
we agree now that the lands which are subject to 
preémption, and on which are now due $1 25.an 
acre, shall be reduced to sixty-two and a half 
cents for the present settlers and the present pre- 
emption claimants, just.so sure will Congress be 
compelled, by every successive yearly class of 
| suttlers, to give them the same relief that has been 
given to those that went before them; and instead 
of its being a mere temporary expedient, called 
for by mercy, called for by charity, that is a de- 
lusion, and it will become the permanent policy 
of this Government. I do not know that I make 
myself distinctly understood upon it. [believe f 
understand it myself. Itis utterly unjust to those 
who come hereafter. Those who are entitled to 
preémptions, and have not paid for them, we au- 
thorize to take them at sixty-two.and a half cents 
an acre; and those who go upon the same class 
of lands to-morrow, and who will be entitled, 
within twelve months, to prove by preémption, 
shall then pay $1 25. There is no kind of justice 
init. That is one strong feature in this bill as it 
was brought forward. by the last conference that 
was held upon it. ; 
Then, as to the point which I was stating in 
regard to the heavy amount of land that is now 
| subject to preémption, and that the Government 
may offer at public sale, and within three months 
| realize $1 25 an acre upon, | feel sure there are 
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atleast teimillion. acres of them; and when you 
shall have stricken off sixty-two.and a half cents 


fron the price, leaving remaining. but sixty-two: 


anda half cents to. be paid, you will have cut out 
from: the “Treasury, and have cast away, some 
seven or seven and a half million dollars that you 
can as well have in the Treasury in ninety days 
as any that you’ now have there. That is one 
provision’ of this. bill; and whilst the Treasury 
js ih ite present condition, and the country is com- 
plaining constantly of wantof means, and of heavy 


expenditures, and ‘even of expenditures that are 
necessary, I do not think it is proper that we 
sliould corimenze in this loose style to castaway 
many millions. ‘There is no question of the fact 
that the reduction upon these ten million acres 
made by this bill must make a difference of over 
seven million dollars, or about seven million, for 
T cannot now count it in my head. lwil not be 
positive about it; but certainly itis a very large 
sum that-is thrown away by this provision. 
do not think'the Senate was aware of it when they 
posed the bill upon’ the conference report. If I 
iad becn here, I should have been compelled to 
oppose it,’ Twas not here, and [did not desire 
to Interfere, with this ‘bill any further. But I am 
Here now; and itis ‘pressed, and J am compelled 
to make thesé statements, and to state further, in 
regard to it, that I cannot consent to support the 
bill at all in its present shape. I believe the veto 
is well put. 

Lknow, Mr. President, that there are a num- 
ber of points here which I have had no chance to 
Jook-at.’ I have been absent from. the city, and 
only reached here since day-light this morning. 
I have not seen the message. ‘Thad no chance to 
hear it whilst it was being read, I am informed 
it contains many points. I doubt if a single Sen- 
ator here has gone through with that message, or 
can even signify all the points that are made in it. 
{do nét-even know that the message touches the 
points to which’ T have now alluded; yet those 
points, I kgow, are grave, and demand scrious 
attention. {cannot believe that the bill can be 
passed over the Executive veto, even after this 
alight statement, which F know to be very imper- 
fect, on my part. ` ; ` 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Arkansas asked for the reading of the re- 
port of the committee of conference. The Chair 
will inform him that it is now in the possession 
of the Secretary, and will be read, if he de- 


sires it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then I will 


ask for the reading of it, for I have never heard it. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: ’ 


Mr. Jouxson, of Tennessee, from the committee of con- 
ferenceon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill 33.-No, 416) to secure homesteads to actual settlers on 
the public domain, and for other purposes, made the fol- 
lowing report: 

“The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two: Houses on the bill (S. No. 416) to secure home- 
steads to. actual settlers on the public domain, and for 
other purposes, having met, and alter a full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend, and do recommend to 
their respective Houses, as follows: 

Thart the House of Represenatatives do recede from its 
disagreement to the bill of the Senate, and agree to the 
said bill of the Senate (No. 416) with the following amend- 
ments: 

Section one; line eleven. Strike out the word “and.” 

Section one; lines twelve and thirteen. Strike out the 
words and become subject of private entry.’? 

Section one; line nineteen. After the word ‘ register” 
insert the words, “ or receiver of said land office? 

‘Section one. © At the end thercof insert: 

: Provided, That nothing in this section shal] be so con- 
strued as to..embrace, or in any way include, any quarter 
section, or fractional quarter section of lund upon which 
any presinption right has been acquired prior to the pas- 
sage of this acti And provided further, That all entries 
made under the provisions of this section, upon lands which 
pave not been offered for public sale, shall be confined to 
and upon sections designated by odd numbers. 

Section seven. At the end thereof, insert: 

Provided further, That all persons who are prebmptors 
on the date of the passage of this act shall, upon the pay- 
ment to: the proper authority of sixty-two. and one half 
cents per acre, if paid within two years from the passage 
of this act, be entitled to a patent from the Government, as 
now provided by the éxisting preémption laws. 

Strike ont‘section eight. 

Section ten, line nine. After the word “time”? insert 
the words.“ after the actual settlement of six months and.” 

And that the Senate do agree to the same. 

à ` ANDREW JOHNSON, 

SIMON CAMERON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

SCHUYLER COLFAX, 

WILLIAM WINDOM, 
Managers.on the part of the Houses. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Before taking 


| eral points in 
| serious objections. 


my seat, I wish to saythat Ifind there are-sev- 
that report to which there are very 
how utterly impossible it is, on the reading of a 
document which is constituted of.a bill.and then 
of interpolations and amendments, to get a clear 
and distinct understanding of it from his seat, in 
the noise of this Chamber. I can best under- 
stand those objections when I sit down with 
the bill and amendments before me, and compare 
them deliberatély; and even then, for my own 


-understanding, I prefer to have them in my room 


by myself. There is no opportunity for any- 
thing of this kind now. I will not attempt to go 
into what E discover in several instances in the 
reading of the report, and which | should regard 
as serious objections to the bill, and which Tnever 
would have agreed to on a conference, and to 
which I can never counsel the Senate to agree. I 
will not go into a discussion, or attempt to go 
into a discussion of it. Itis sufficient to say that 
there is matter enough’ there to constitute objec- 
tions to the bill to which no Senator, no matter 
how able he may be to condense whatever he 
may have to say, could do justice to in less than 
three hours on this floor. 

Then, there is nothing more left for me than to 
pass it by, and to signify that I had seriously 
thought this should have been postponed until 
next December, in order that we might all under- 
stand it fully; but the Senate has declined to do 
that; and therefore, I shall permit it to go. I can- 
not do so, however, without signifying that, in 
the first instance, when we procecded to act on 
this measure, it was with an effort to frame a bill 
consistent with the public interest, and yet be 
good for the public lands and afford relicf to the 
settlers; and f went into that work with as single 
a heart as any one could carry to a service of that 
or any other description. J found the Senator 
from Tennessee occupying the same position; and 


when I found him so, it induced me to enter upon, 


it in that spirit myself. 1 never believed before 
that he and myself could come to any terms what- 
ever in regard to the homestead bill. In the prog- 
yess of it, that bill was worked out. That bill 
has now been marred; it has been destroyed by 
the exactions that have been made upon this body 
by the House of Representatives; and, I believe, 
against the judgment and opinions of Senators on 
the other side. The Senators on the other side 
gave their support to this bill, believing there was 
much good to be found in it; that great good was 
done by it; and that they had better take that than 
run the risk of the event which is now upon us 
—a veto, and the loss of the entire measure. But 
those who had control of the House of Repre- 
sentatives were determined, as I believe upon my 
soul, for political purposes, to have the voice of 
the Eixecutiveand the exaction of his power against 
those people; and when they could subserve their 
interests, they chose to sacrifice them for a polit- 
ical purpose. I cannot speak of it nor think of 
itbut with a spirit of indignation such as I think 
any one, who has looked at this transaction from 
beginning to end, ought to feel; and I consider it 


as unworthy of the high places they fill. Isat in | 


conference with some of them, (and T never saw 


more intolerance;) when, if we could have yielded | 


to them what they sought, they must have known 
it would not have become a law. When they 
could not but be conscious that they were exact- 
ing what one hranch of this Government could 
not and would not, if we believed all prior decla- 
rations, ever consent to, they still insisted upon 


it; and they would not hear to reason; although | 


they knew that the head of that conference com- 


mittee, the Senator from Tennessee, sympathized | 


with them, and wanted what they wanted, but 
could not come up to it himself, because of the 
fact that he believed it was a lost bill so soon as 
it passed both branches of Congress. That was 
the condition of this matter. They could nottrust 
the very father of the homestead measure, and 
accept the good that could have been done to those 
actual settlers; and these preémptors in the States 
of Minnesota, Iowa, and others, are now left in 
such a condition that their lands are now liable 
to be sold out, or ordered into market in ninety 
days and put up to be sold, when the bill, as it 
passed the Senate, would actually have given 
them a credit of two years further. 


Not only did the Senate bill do this, but it pro- į 


duced a system among the public laws, assigning 


Every Senator here knows | 


to their special duties the preémption laws, and 

to the homestead its special duties also. All those 
| lands that were unoffered, and yet might be sold 
i! to the highest bidder and bring more than $1 25 
an aċre, were subjected to the preémption laws 
that required $1 25 an acre; and all those lands 
that havë been offered at public sale, and Were 
now subject to entry,at $1 25 an acre, or subject 
to graduation at a Ks rice, the provision of the 
homestead bill réduced to. twenty-five cents an 
acre, and gavé them five years for payment: 
These are among. the benefits that, were pro- 
vided forint that bill; and there wag in it a secu- 
rity against the power which the Government 
might exercise in regard to these settlers which 
its necessities might command of it. That bill 
secured those parties in the new States, in the 
first place. These were the provisions which 
commanded the support of the other side of the 
Senate when that bill was passed; and yet the 
House of Representatives, for no other reason 
that I can sce that is consistent with any kind of 
sense, on account of a political object—to coerce 
the Executive to veto the measure—rejected that 
bill and destroyed it by demanding more than: 
| they knew would or could be granted. 

Such, Mr. President, is the condition in which 
we find this bill, and the pass to which it is now 
| brought. The Senator from Tennessee labored 
hard to get them to come to a bill which we could 
have some hope would become alaw. TheSen- 
ators on the other side appreciated the force of 
this, and they passed the Senate bill, in conjunc- 
tion with the Democratic party on this side. It 
went to the House of Representatives, and, after 
long counsel and consideration, they struck the 
whole of it out, and inserted the original House 
bill, which they well knew, and both sides of 
this Senate well enews would be a dead letter the 
moment it was adopted by us, because the Execu- 
tive never would consent to suffer it to become a 
law. They will have to answer for it to those 
people who now suffer in those new countries. 

here was a bill passed by this body which was 
beneficial to them—a good bill, as far as the 
other people of the United States were con- 
cerned, for it was reasonable and fair and effi- 
cient, as regarded the Treasury and the public 
interests. That bill has been lost. It must be 
answered for by those who have done this; and 
they will have to answer it, not only upon the 
facts of the case as they are presented in the rec- 
ord generally, with the arguments that are fur- 
nished, and with the points that are in the bill 
which reach each man’s case, but they will have 
to answer it also upon the testimony of both sides 
of this House. : 

I tell the Senator from Minnesota, (Mr. Rics,] 
whose constituents suffer worse than any others, 
that on the other side of this House they were 
disposed to grant them relief; but the other branch 
of this Congress has destroyed that relief and left 
them at the power and mercy of the Government. 
That is the condition into which they are now 
brought by the rejection of this “bill, and it has 
been done by the veriest spirit of intolerance and 
violence, and the very worst spirit of calculation 
and exaction, that I have ever witnessed since I 
have been a member of the American Congress, 
and that has now been some years. That Sena- 
tor, and the Senator from Minnesota on the other 
side, would have welcomed that bill for their 
people. It would have given every man upon the 
public lands there, and in all the northwestern 
States, that much good, and those Senators and 
other Senators approved of the bill and preferred 
to take that much good rather than get nothing. 
It was a fact that that bill secured the actual set- 
tlerson the public lands two full years’ time within 
which they should ‘have a credit; whereas, as it 
now stands, they cannot know but that, before the 
Ath of next March, the whole of their lands may 
be seized upon and put up by the Government 
and sold, and bring $1 25 an acre; and then, asis 
|| alleged by gentlemen, many of these parties would 
be sacrificed and dragged from their homes and 
property. 

Mr. RICE. I merely state, in connection with 
this matter, that I received notice yesterday from 
the Department that the lands in Minnesota would 
l| be brought into market, and I suppose not ninety 

days will elapse before they will be compelled to 
sell. f 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. These are the 


1860. 


had no idea of it, and never heard an allusion to it; | 
but I know these lands have been kept out of 

market for ten years, waiting for these people to | 
get ready to pay the first $1 25 an acre, Larraign | 
the, party—not the members here, because they 

have pot participated in it—but I do arraign the 

majority of the party of the House of Represent- | 
atives upon this. _We now have announced the 
first fruits of their policy. Those lands are to be 
brought into-market, and the people there them- 
selves will scarcely feel that they have a right to 
ask a further delay, considering the repeated de- 
lays and the repeated favors which have been 
extended to them in the shape of additional time. 
The sales have been continually postponed there 
for years. These land sales were not pressed for- 
ward when they found us working upon a bill 
which would grant relief; and now we have de- 
stroyed this bill by no rational course and for no 
rational purpose, which will produce no rational 
effect, but will be productive of evil upon those 
upon whom the evil may fall, and productive of 
no good political capital at all. IfI had stood in 
the position in which the Senator from Tennessee 
stood, I never would have assented to this con- 
ference proposition; but I would have done as I 
counseled and advised him to do beforehand. I 
would have suffered this bill to perish in confer- 
ence between the two Houses, and try it again the 
next session, rather than have permitted it to 
come in in this way; but such was his anxiety to 
see it pass both Houses, that he thought he would 
let it go and take the chance with the Executive. 
Thatchance has brought a veto, which, inall prob- 
ability, and which, in fact, to a certainty, if the 
Senator from Minnesota is correctly informed, is 
to bring misfortune upon many of the constituents 
of gentlemen upon that side of the Chamber. I 
would have permitted that bill to perish in con- 
ference, and I would have waited for another ses- 
sion rather than haveagreed to it. I should have 
felt, had I been in the position of the Senator, that 
the interests which I had been fighting for had 
been betrayed. I do not say morally betrayed; 
but I do say they were betrayed, according to all 
practical common sense, by those to whose hands 
they were confided. 

There are many points of view, Mr. President, 
in which the Senate bill has been regarded by 
both sides of the Senate as one of the highest im- 
portance, which I know I have not touched at all, 
and which I cannot pretend to do now; but Ido 
assure you, sir, as well as the. body, that the bill 
itself, as it now stands, in order fully to do jus- 
tice to it upon the points alone involved in this 
conference, would require two or three days of 
deliberate debate, after at least twoor three daysof | 
deliberate study upon its different provisions. It 
ought not to be acted on now, even if the Senate 
could possibly overrule the veto. Ido net think 
they ought to overrule the Executive veto, and I 
have no idea at all that it can be done. I regard 
the bill as having been killed by the party on the 
other side, who chose to exert an arbitrary and 
momentary power to destroy their own- interests 
rather than to permit that which was good to pass, 
and an opportunity, as they thought, to make po- 
litical capital toescape them. With these remarks 
I shall say no more, but submit the question to 
the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec. Notwithstand- 
ing the veto message upon this homestead bill is 
a long one, and presents many arguments and 
statements as reasons for the veto, I am free to 


say that the message has not wrought the slight- ij 


est change in my mind. The fact of these rea- 
sons being sent here by the Presidentof the United 
States, it is true, entitles them to consideration; 
but their solidity and soundness are to be exam- 
ined just the same as if they had been presented 
by anybody else; and the mere fact of a President 
of the United States vetoing a bill makes no 
change in my mind as to its propriety and con- 
stitutionality, unless he presents reasons and ar- 
guments which, if presented by others, would | 
have the same effect. Now, to a correct under- | 
standing of this bill, and especially of what was | 
done in the committee of conference, I will make 
a plain statement of facts. 

The first section of the Senate bill, as it was 


| 
originally, required all persons provided for in the i 


bill, in making their entries, to be confined to | 
land which had been surveyed and offered at pub- | 


families, and the House bill extended to all per 
sons over twenty-one years of age. The Senate 
bill requires the President of the United States.to 
bring all land into market within two years from 


of survey with the proper officer. This wasanother 
difference. There was still a fourth difference. 
The tenth scction of the bill, as it now stands, 
the eleventh section of the original Senate bill, 
provided that, at the expiration of thirty years, 
the lands unsold that had graduated down to. the 
price of twelve and a half cents an acre should be 
surrendered to the States within which they lie. 
These were the four leading points of difference 
between the House amendment and the Senate 
bill. - 
They conferred freely and frankly. The House 
committee insisted upon all persons twenty-one 
years of age being included. They insisted on 
the bill applying to all lands which had been sur- 
veyed, whether offered at public saleornot. They 
insisted on striking out the eighth section, which 
provided for bringing the lands into market within 
two years, and on striking out the eleventh sec- 
tion. Finally, the committee on the part of the 
Senate agreed to let in persons twenty-one years 


portion of the section stand, which confined it to 
the surveyed Jands subject to sale at private en- 
try. Weagreed further, that, if they would Ict 


not acceded to. : 
We had two committees of conference, and they 

could not agree. $ 

I am free to say here that I then came forward 


proposing to confine it to heads of families, and 
to make one half of the unoffered Jands subject to 
the operation of this bill. I further proposed that, 
if the House committee would agree to let the 
eleventh section remain in the bill, we would agree 
to strike out the eighth section. 
proposition, however, on the express condition 
that I was not to be bound by it until I came into 
the Senate and consulted with friends on this side 
of the House as to the propriety of it. 4 made 
that a condition precedent, and I consulted with 
Senators on this side before I ventured even to 


their sanction’ and countenance, Í went back to 
the committee, and it was agreed upon; and the 
bill now stands in that shape. 

Mr. WIGPrALL. 
a question, as a matter of information, because 
these things go to the public. t should like to 
know of the Senator-from Tennessee with whom 


not consulted. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
with several on this side. 


Mr. WIGFALL. 


whole thing. 
tleman dispute my word? 


to know how many there were. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I consulted 


Firen; I consulted with Senator Pork; I con- 


ator Nicwoxsoyx, and some three or four others 
on this side of the House—TI do not remember all 


i was on the committee. 


of thirty-six. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 


House amendment. Finally,the House gave up 
Ys 8 


years of age,and we conceded that the bill should 


veyed and have not been offered at public sale, 
| confining it to the sections designated by odd 
| numbers. We can understand that. ‘There are 
| between fifty-six and fifty-seven million acres of 


whether surveyed or unsarveyed. > The two bills ; 
differed in that respect. Further, the first section ` 
of the Senate bill confined its benefits to heads of : 


the date of the survey or filing of the approved plats ‘| 


A committee of conference was raised. | 


of age, provided the House would let the other | 


the eleventh section stand, we would strike out | 
the eighth section of the bill. This, however, was | 
We got a third committee, and į 


with a proposition in reference to the first section, | 


T made this | 


accede to my own proposition; and after a full | 
and free consultation here with them, receiving | 


I desire to ask the Senator | 


he consulted on this side. Surely I, for one, was | 
I consulted ji 


There were very few, I} 
think, because most of us were opposed to the | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Does the gen- |i 
Mr. WIGFALL. No, sir; but you said you || 
consulted with Senators here; and 1 should like |; 
with Senator Brieut; I consulted with Senator } 


sulted with Senator Davis; I consulted with Sen- | 


i 
with whom | consulted. Senator FITZPATRICK | 
Mr. WIGFALL. The Senator gives eight out i 


I have stated | 
the differences between the Senate bill and the |; 


the provision including young men of twenty-one | 


apply to half of all the lands which had been sur- : 


dy: to 
to:the odd~ 


to the operation of the bill, which:had not beento£- 
feredat publicsale; and onc strong reason fordoing 
| it was, that, in Minnesota, in [owg in, California, 
| and in Wisconsin, there. were comparatively. no 
| Jands that. had-been offered, and bence hon } 
which the Senate bill would operate. . We agrocd. 
by the compromise on these two pomis; to apply: 
the bill to the odd sections, which would inclu 
just onc half the lands in those States where: the 
had been none offered. It.does not scem 
there is anything unfair in that. ‘The eighth sec 
i tion of the Senate bill provided that the President 
| of the United States should, within two. years, 
| bring the lands into. market. Lam free-to say that 
i I thought it required the President of. the United. 
l| States to bring too much land into market within 
|| two years, and the House insisted on. this being 
|| stricken out. About sixty million acres. are pow 
i ready for markete. E think, in fact, the eighth 
i Secdion would bring too much public land. Inte 
i} market in so short a times and therefore: I. was 
willing to give up the eighth section,on condition 
that the House would letus retain the eleventh 
section, which ceded the lands to the States at the 
expiration of thirty years, when they had grad- 
uated down to twelve and a half cents an acre. ... 

Now, looking at the Senate bill as:it passed this 
body, and the bill.as reported :by the committee 
of conference, I wish to know where has any. 
principle been deviated from? I do not thinkany, 
Senator can show it. dl have not read the veto 
message, and only heard it read at the Clerk’s 
desk; but 1 do not sec that the President intimates, 
in any part of the message, that he would ever 
approve of any bill granting homesteads to actual 
settlers, on the principle laid down in this bill, 
Is there any intimation given in the message that 
he would approve the homestead proposition in 
any other shape? On the other hand, is not the 
inference clear and conclusive, from the general. 
tone and tenor of the message, thathe would veto, 
any and every bill which incorporated the home-’ 
stead principle ? E 

I have shown the immaterial alteration made by 
the conference committee in the first section of the 
bill, so far as principle is concerned; and we see 
how important it is to men who.are in the new 
States where there are no Jands that have been 
offered. at public sale. Then, I think, when. we 
struck out the eighth section, and thus refused to. 
bring into market, within two years, sixty million: 
acres, to pass into the hands of speculators, we 
did not depart from the principle of the original 
; bill, and especially when we retained the eleventh 
section, Which surrendered to the States a large, 
quantity of public lands; and for the information 
of some T will state what amount of land that sec- 
tion would cause to be surrendered to the States, 
| I have before mea statement made out on. the 
i 2d instant, showing the exact. number of acres 
| which each State would get under that section? 
i 


lands in each of the States remaining unsold, after having 


| Estimate of the area, on the 1st of January, 1860, of public 
|| been liable to entry for thirty years: 


Acres. 


| States. 

: Ohio.. wee 5,000 
i India . 5,000 
| Hlinois 30,000. 
i Michigan. -56,000 

Wisconsin. . - 

lowa... . ~ 
i) Arkansa . 2,408,000 
» 1,037,000 


| Florida . ~ 
Alabai + 4,800,000 

; Louisiana « _ $03,000 
Mississippi. » 2,872,000 

MiMNesota...e.cceee seeceesesaane sever vevecues - 


« 12,216,000 


| 
Í 
i 
i 
il 
| Missour 
i 
| 
1 
l 
t 
| 


Totalsesesssesrerperresrnnersnr snes) 


| : 
| Thus we sce that the southern States get much 
| the larger proportion of land under this’ section. 
‘| While Wisconsin, Iowa, and Minnesota get noth- 
jing, Arkansas and Missouri and Alabama and 
| Mississippi get millions of acres. I think this 
: shows that there was no design in this respect to 
| be unjust to the South. I think, in view of this 
| fact, there is nothing unjust or unfair in saying 
‘ that, in these States where no land has been ot- 
fered at public sale, their citizens may have the 
< privilege of going on one half and reserving the 
| other half for the Government to derive revenue 
|i from. z 
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How ‘has the President of the United States 
p right his mind to the conclusion that it is un- 
-dobstitutional to surrender the public lands to the 
States in ‘which they lie, and thereby withdraw 
the jurisdiction of the Federal Government with- 
out their limite, and- inaugurate the system by 
which thé jurisdiction of the Federal Government 
would cease? How this power canbe questioned 
How is a matter of some astonishment, when the 
rinéiplė hasbeen recognized from the origin of the 
Bavernmsntto the present time. In making grants 
tò individuals, corporations, ‘Territories, ‘and 
States, for internal improvement, educational, and 
agricultural purposes, it has been conceded by 
nearly every Administration in the new States for 
schools, and in néarly all the old ones for other pur- 
` poses where the public lands lic. We have seen 
forty million transferred to the States in the shape 
of swamp Jands, twenty-four million to aid in the 
work of internal improvement; but with the Pres- 
jdent of the United States, it hasallat once become 
unconstitutional, after the public lands have been 
in market for thirty years, and graduated to twelve 
and a half-cents per acre, scarcely defraying the 
expense of keeping: the land offices open in the 
respective States, to be unconstitutional to. sur- 
yendeér them:to'the States in which they lie. Is 
theré no means by which the Federal Govern- 
ment can get clear of these lands? Does the Con- 
stitution ‘prohibit the Government from surren- 
dering them to the people or the States? The 
argument upon the unconstitutionality by the 
President against surrendering the lands is simply 
absurd, not to say ridiculous, after the long-estab- 
lished usage ofthe Government, recciving the sanc- 
tion of nearly every President of the United States, 
The policy of granting lands to individuals by the 
Government as homesteads was approved by 
Washington, sanctioned by Jefferson, and cher- 
ished by the immortal Jackson, whose names 
and memories will compare, in my opinion, most 
‘favorably with thatof the present Administration. 
General Jackson earnestly looked forward to the 
day when’ the public lands would cease to be a 
source of public revenue, and pass into the hands 
of the honest cultivator. It was his anxious desire 
for the time to come when every head of a family 
in the United States would be domicilated, and 
Bäve gg ‘abiding place for his wife and for his chil- 
dren. 7 Whether considerations so national, so 
humaae, so Christian, have ever penetrated the 
brain of one whose bosom has never yet swelled 
with emotions for wife or children, is for an en- 
lightened public to determine, | 
“There is another point with reference to pre- 
emptors. There's a large number of preémpt- 
ors on the public lands, and the sales have been 
suspended again and again. Why? Because 
these: men-went upon the lands and they were 
unablé to pay. Fifty-six million'acres have been 
kept out of the market because the preémptors 
were required to prove up their claims, and pay, 
before the sale could take place, under the law as 
it now stands. ‘Then it was important to grant 
relief to them. It was important to have the pub- 
lic lands placed in such a position that we could 
derive revenue from them. Then what is done in 
this bill? We declare that these preémptors shall 
have two years longer to prove up and pay be- 
fore the Government puts the land into market 
for-sale; and in addition to that, by way of in- 
ducement, by way of raising revenuc, by way of 
stimulant to those who are on these lands, and 
who: have subjected themselves to the hardships 
and privations- of frontier life, we say to them, 
‘if, within two wears, you pay sixty-two anda 
half cents an aci» the Government shall issue a 
patent to you, as. now provided by the preemp- 
tion laws.” The sales of these lands have been 
postponed until the annual receipts from your 
public lands are only $1,700,000, By extending 
this relief to the preémptors, and giving them two 
years, you enable the Executive, without oppress- 
ing anybody, to bring into the market sixty mil- 
lion acres of land at his own discretion, and raise 
revenué from it, and fill the coffers of the nation. 
is there anything very hard in that, anything 
wrong, anything unfair in principle? 

Where, then, is the departure, as the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas seems to intimate, from 
the general tenor of his speech, from any princi- 
ple laid down in the original bill? There is none. 

he committee gn the part of the Senate acted in 
“good faith, and they consulted with their com- 


ne: 


peers here before they even ventured to ‘make 
the proposition which was finally reported, and 
concurred in by the Senate. - This: reduction to 
sixty-two and a half cents an acre was confined 
to the preémptorsat the date of the passage of the 
law, and did not extend to those who might go 
hereafter. You can inaugurate no new system 
reference to your public lands, unless there be a 
change of price from the present existing system. 
If this bill passes, getting the preémpturs out of 
the way, stopping the clamor, giving the Execu- 
tive the privilege of bringing the lands into mar- 
ket, it will increase the revenue the incoming 
year. I do not sec’ that there is any departure 
from the principle in holding ont a stimulant to 
those who are upon the lands, to pay up within 
two years. Itis suggested that there are twelve 
million acres in Minnesota. If every acre of it 
were preémpted, and these men would pay up 
within two years, you would bring inte your cof- 
fers many million dollars from the public lands in 
the State of Minnesota. 

My worthy friend from Arkansas supported 
this bill originally with a commendable zeal—a 
zeal which I and others admired. - He has made 
to-day an argument to justify himself in sustain- 
ing this veto, which holds out no expectation or 
intimation that the President will ever approve of 
a homestead bill upon any principle. But my 
honorable friend himself offered this amendment 
to the bill which I originally introduced: 

“That every actual settler upon offered or unoffered 
Jands shall be entitled henceforth to enter his one quarter 
scetion of land at fifty cents per acre, if graduated to alower 
rate, at the graduated price, upon proof that he has lived 
upon the same atleast three months, and upon making oath 
that he enters the same forthe purpose of actual residence : 
Provided, That he shall also make oath that he has never 
at any previous time had the bencfit of this act, and com- 
ply with 
of this act as shall be preseribed by the Secretary of the 
Interior.” 

His amendment applied indiscriminately to sur- 
veyed and unsurveyed lands, and provided, not 
for getting sixty-two and a half cents an acre, but 
fifty cents an acre. In what respect have I, as 
one of this committee of conference, departed from 
the principles laid down by himself; and now, 
after having offered this amendment, and standing 
by the original Senate bill, how can he come for- 
ward to justify and sustain the Executive veto? 
I do nat see how my worthy friend can desert us 
at this stage. Ido not see how he can abandon 
a great measure that he has advocated upon prin- 
ciple, and has exerted all his influence towards 
consummating, just because the President of the 
United States thinks proper to withhold his sig- 
nature. Talways have a respect fora man who 
fills the place of the President of the United States, 
irrespective of party, and it would be very natu- 
ral for me to have more respect for a President of 
my own party than for any one of opposite poli- 
tics. But does the fact of the Pregjdent’s speak- 
ing change the nature and character of great prin- 
ciples and truths? Does it make wrong right, or 
right wrong? If there is a great fundamental 
principle in this measure connected with Gov- 
ernment and the great cause of humanity, the fact 
that he withholds his approval does not change 
my opinion; butif there were forty Presidents, 


with forty assistants, to write out vetoes, I would | 


still stand by this bill, and give it the sanction of 
my vote and support. A 

Bae, sir, the Executive calls our attention to 
quite a discovery which he seems to have made 
in the bill. I cannot believe that he has exam- 
ined the bill with care. Ido not think he has 
read it as he ought to have read it, I presume for 
the very good reason that there is a great press 
of bills on his attention and consideration at the 
close of along session of Congress, and he has 
not had time to doit. I infer that it has been on 
account of the want of time that he has not read 
and understood this measure. He speaks of the 
sixth section of the bill, Now, mark the first 
section: 

“That any person who is the head of a family, and a cit- 
izen of the United States, shall, from and after the passage 
of this act, be entitled to enter one quarter section of vacant 
and unappropriated public lands, or any less quantity, to be 
located in a body, in conformity with the legal subdivisions 
of the public lands, after the same shall have been surveyed, 
upon the following conditions: that the person applying for 
the benefit of this act shall, upon application to the register 
of. the land office in which he or she is about to make such 


į entry, make affidavit before the said register or receiver of 


said land office that HE OR SHEIS THE HEAD OF A FAMILY, 
AND 19 ACTUALLY SETTLED On the quarter section, OF other 


such regulations forthe due and proper execution į 


subdivision not exceeding a quarter section, proposed tobe 
entered”? g 

But this idea about poor ‘ foreigners,’’ some- 
how or other, bewilders and haunts the imagina- 
tion of a great many, who imagine that if you 
can get in a foreigner somewhere, everybody is 
to be. ruined, J am not exactly as wild on thal 
sabjectas Sore may think I am; but one thing is 
very clear, ão far as foreigners are-concerned, that, 
unless. we have prohibitory Jaws, unless we havea 
system by which their immigration-to this coun- 
try is prevented, the faster we can plant them on 


land, and engage them in industrial. pursuits, the , 


better for them, the better for the country, the 
better for humanity, the better for the advance of 
civilization. Remember that the first section pro- 
vides that the beneficiary of the bill must be the 
head of a family and a citizen of the United States, 
and an actual settler, and that he must do certain 
things. Then the sixth section provides: 

“ And be it further enacted, That if any person, now or 
hereafter, a resident of any one of the States or Territories, 
and not a citizen of the United States, but who, at the time 
of making such application for the benefit of this act, shall 
have filed a declaration of intention, as required by the 
naturalization laws of the United States, and shal} have 
become a citizen of the same before the issuing of the pat- 
ent, as provided for in this act, such person shall be en- 
titled to ‘all the rights conferred by this act??? 


What rights? If you are the head of a family 
and a citizen of the United States, you are entitled 
io all the benefits conferred by this act; and so, 
too, the foreigner who is the head of a family 
may obtain land. All the flourishes on this point, 
all ‘the figures of rhetoric put forth in the veto 
message vanish into thin air, have no basis, when 
you come to examine the bill itself. 

The President could not, in the hasty reading he 
gave the bill, have compared the provisions of the 
first section with those of the sixth, which admits 
the foreigner to all the. benefits conferred by the 
first section, conditioned that he does two things: 
one is, to declare his intention to become a citizen; 
ard the other is, he must become such before the 
patentissues to him from the United States. Now, 
what are the conditions to be complied with in 
in the first section. ‘They are as follows: 

«That the person applying for the benefit of this act shall, 
upon application to the register of the land office in which 
he gr she is about to make such. entry, make an affidavit 
before the said register or receiver of said land office, that 
he or she is the head ofa family, and is actually settled on 


the quarter section proposed to be entered, and that such 
application is made for his or her use and benefit,” &e. 


Upon this comparison of the two provisions, it 
must be obvious to all that, notwithstanding the 
foreigner complied with the two conditions in the 
sixth section, he could enter no land under the 
provisions of the first section, until he took the 


‘oath that he was the head of a family. On the 


contrary, if he had been the head of a family, he 
could not enter land under the first section until 
he complied with the requirements of the sixth, 
which.requires, before making his entry, that he 
shall declare his intention to become a citizen, 
and before the issuance of the patent: by the Gov- 


‘ernment must have complied with all the forms 


of the naturalization laws, and, in fact, be a citizen 


_of the United States. And the allusion to Chinese 


entering lands under the provisions of this bill, 


is another proof that the President had not given ' 
the subject the consideration he should have done; 


for the courts of California have declared in un- 
mistakable terms that the Chinese cannot become 
citizens of the United States under our naturaliza- 
tion laws, and cannot, therefore, entitle themselves 


to any of the benéfits conferred by this bill upon 


the citizens of the United States. 

Tam constrained to say that I look upon this 
objection to the bill as a raere.quibble, on the part 
of the President, and as being hard-pressed for 
some excuse in withholding his approval of the 


measure; and his allusion to foreigners in this con- 


nection looks to me more like the ad captandwin 
of the mere politician or demagogue, thana grave 
and sound reason to be offered by the President 
of the United States in a veto message upon so 
important a measure as the homestead Dill. The 
President, though, in the conclusion of his argu- 
ment seems to think that it was an ‘“ inadvert- 
ence;’’ substantially admitting, after hisargument, 
that the bill meant no such thing as he assumed 
in his message. Is there a Senator here, or an 
intelligent man throughéut the whole country, 
after reading this bill, that would believe for one 
moment that the Secretary of the Interior or any 
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other officer of the Government, in theexecution 
of this law, would put such a construction upon it 
as that put by the President of the United States 
in the veto message now before us for considera- 
tion? This objection is too palpable and too far- 
fetched to require further comment from me or 
any one else who is at all disposed to give lan- 
guage its plain and obvious meaning. I look upon 


“this allusion asa mere appeal to a prejudice which 
„exists in reference to the foreign population of 
this country. 


If the argument of the President 
in reference to foreigners in connection with the 
homestead measure is sound, it is equally strong 
against our whole land system, which now offers 
cheap land from one doliar and twenty-five cents 
to twelve and a half cents per acre, and nothing 
to prohibit foreigners from entering those lands at 
those prices without even becoming citizens of the 
United States. Our preémption laws now permit 
all persons who are twenty-one years of age, and 
all persons of foreign birth, upon a simple decla- 
ration of intention, to become preémptors, and to 
acquire their titles as such. All this seems not 
to have entered the President’s mind heretofore. 
Hence his veto message is, in fact, an argument 
against our whole land system. F will here sub- 
mit, without farther argument, this portion of the 
veto message to the judgment of an enlightened 
public. 

But the main argument of the President, his 
principal battery, is directed to the tenth section of 
the bill, which surrenders the land to the States 
in which it lies, after the lapse of thirty years. 
Most of the Jand to be surrendered to the States 
by that section, as I have already shown, will go 
to the southern States. The Executive has dis- 


’ covered all at once that that isan infraction of the 


Constitution of the United States. How won- 
derfully constitutional we get at times! It is 
entirely constitutional to grant millions upon mil- 
lions of acres to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads; but when it comes to granting an alternate 
quarter section to the honest pioneer, the hardy 
man of the forest, upon which he may make a 
support for his wife and his little ones, the Con- 
stitution blazes up before him and interposes an 
impenetrable and insurmountable barrier. If you 
will turn to the report of your Secretary of the 
Interior, you will find that forty million acres 
called swamp lands have been surrendered to the 
States, for which patents have been issued. That 
was not unconstitutional; but when it comes to 
giving land to the man who is poor, who is de- 
pendent upon his own muscular power for the 
support of himself and his family, the Constitu- 
tion cannot be. got over, When it comes to grant- 
ing land by the wholesale and appropriating mil- 


lions of acres for other purposes, the Constitution | 
is so broad that you can drive a six-horse team | 


and wagon clear through it anywhere, We have 
granted twenty-four million acres to aid in the con- 


struction of railroads; this all seemed to be con- | 


stitutional, There wasa proposition before the last 
Congress to grant alternate sections to a railroad 
two thousand miles long, running from the valley 
of the Mississippi to San Francisco, on the Pacific 
coast. This grant was to run twenty miles on cach 
side.of the road, which would make a solid belt 
of land two thousand miles long and twenty miles 
wide—making an area of forty thousand square 
miles—making more than an average sized State 
of the Confederacy. This was proposed to be 
given in one single grant, to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad; and in addition to that, iwenty- 
five million more, in Government scrip, to induce 
the company, I suppose, to accept a grant of pub- 
lic landamounting to forty thousand square miles. 
Tere is a proposition to pass through the Con- 
stitution a grant of land, as before remarked, two 
thousand. miles long, twenty miles wide, with 
$25,000,000 as an inducement; and the Presi- 
dent of the United States thinks this all con- 
stitutional and expedient under the war-making 
power of the Constitution. But there is no pro- 
vision in the Constitution which opens wide 
enough to let an honest settler have one handred 
and sixty acres at twenty-five cents per acre. In 
the one case the road is necessary for the trans- 
portation of men and munitions of war. It would 
seem that populating a country, and thereby in- 
creasing its productions, is as clearly constitu- 
tional, under the war-making power, as it is to 
have a railroad to transport them upon after they 
are produced. It isasnccessary to have menand 


provisions, to the successful prosecution of a war, 
as itis to have a railroad to transport them upon. 
The railroad and the war-making power of the 
Constitution would be entirely useless and un- 
meaning without men and provisiovs to sustain 
the country in its hour of peril. The homestead, 
in fact, constitutes, in part, the true basis of the 
war power, and is as constitutional under the 
war-making power.as the construction of railroads 
by the aid of the Federal Government. 

If this bill be unconstitutional, there is no bill 
that. could be passed which is constitutional. “As 
to the cost of the lands, if you will turn to the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior you will 
find that their cost is put down‘at twenty-two and 
a half cents an acre, and that the public lands, as 
far back as 1850, had yiclded $60,000,000 more 
than they cost the Government. One hundred 
and seventy-three million dollars have been re- 
ceived from the public lands—cxtorted from the 
sons of the West in the forest. Will not the 
President take into account that there will still be 


preémptors; that there will still be purchasers of | 


land? The lowest price under this bill is twenty- 
five cents per acre; and if the land goes to public 
sale it will bring $1 25. Surely, then, the average 
will be far abeve twenty-two and a half cents, 
which is the cost of the lands to the Government. 
Certainly, the President has not examined the 
statistics of the question. I say, in my place, 
that if he had understood it, he would not have 
made such a statement as he has made in his mes- 
sage; and if he did not understand it, he had no 
right to state to the American pcople that which 
he did not know. 

It seems to me that it must be evident that this 
bill is a revenue measure. Here are fifty-six 
million acres to be offered at public sale accord- 
ing to the discretion of the Executive, and those 


who will enter land at 61 25 an acre can do so. | 


Many aeres will yet be sold; for there will be 


many men who do not want to be settlers, but į 


who will make investments in the public lands if 
you hold out inducements to settlement; because, 
just in proportion as the settlements increase and 
cultivation increases, in the same proportion you 
enhance the value of the Jand, and increase the 


inducement to make investments of money in the | 


public domain. 

I have often heard that this world is all a fect- 
ing show; that it is constantly changing; men are 
changing. These are changing and revolutionary 
times. ft seems to me that the President of the 
United States, in his inaugural address, gave usa 
slight glimpse of a homestead; but to-day, in his 
veto message, the curtainsare all lct down, every- 
thing is darkness and doubt, and he does not leave 
even a gleam to come from beyond that would in- 
dicate that he is for any sort of a homestead meas- 
ure. In his inaugural address he used this re- 
markable language: 

& No nation in the tide of time has ever been bles 
with so rich and nobie an inheritance as we enjoy in 
publiclands. in administering this important trust, Whilst 
it may be wise to grant portions of them for the improve- 
ment of the remainder, yet we should never forget that itis 


our cardinal policy to reserve these lauds, as much as may 


be, for actual settlers, and this at moderate prices.” 


Does not this bill dispose of the lands to actual 
settlers at moderate prices? 
very paragraph of the President’s inaugural ad- 
dress was kept in view. He proceeds: 


“ We shall thus not only best promote the prosperity of 
the new States and Territories by furnishing them a hardy 
and independent race of honest and industrious citizens, 
butshall secure homes for our children, and our childre 
children, as well as for those exiles trom foreign sho! 
who may seek in this country to improve their condition 
and te enjoy the blessings of civil and religious liberty.” 


Then the foreigners did not rise before his ima- 
ination in terrific proportions; but he was for 
inducing them to come here: 


« Such emigrants have done much to promote the growth | 


and prosperity of the country. They have proved faithful 
prosperity y 


both in peace and in war. 
are entitled, under the Constitution 
on a perfect equality with native-born citizens ; and in this 
character they should ever be kindly recognized.” 

Is there anything in this homestead bill that 
this paragraph does not cover? ‘Oh, consist- 
ency! thou art a jewel’? much to be admired, but 
rarely to be found. Perhaps the President is too 
far advanced in life now to undertake the difficult 
task of explaining and defending his inconsisten- 
cies; but the fact that he is mconsistent, and 
changes his opinion with reference to a great 
measure and a great principle, is no reason why 


In framing it, this 


After becoming citizens, they ! 
ad laws, te be placed | 


a Senator or Representative, who. h 
derstandingly, upon his own deliberat 


on a measure that has been discussed 


change his opinion. The President of the U 
States ‘presumes—yes, sir, 1. say presumes 
dictate to the American people and: to-tl 
Houses of Congress, in violation of the spirit 
not the letter, of the Constitution, that this.m: 
ure shall not become a law., Why do Tsaythis? 
I ask, is thore any. difference in the spirit of the. 
Constitution whether a measure is sanctroned D 
a two-thirds vote before its passage or'afterwards? 
When a’ measure has-been vetoed’ by ‘the. Presi- 
dent, the Constitution requires. that it shall be 
reconsidered and passed by a two-thirds vote, in 
order to become a law.’ But here, in the teeth of 
the Executive, there was a two-thirds fote in 
favor of this bill. The vote was thirty-six.totwo- 
in this body. The two Houses have said ‘that 
this bill is constitutional and right. In the other 
House, reflecting the popular sentiment of: the 
nation, the vote was one hundred and twelve:to 
fifty-one—ten more than the two-thirds majority 
which the Constitution requires; and when there 
is a two-thirds vote for a measure, I say it is 
against the spirit of the Constitution for the Ex- 
ecutive to say, “ no; you shall not have this meas- 
ure; I will take all the chances of vetoing ito” 

I am one of those who have always been the 
advocate of the veto power under the Constitu- 
tion. When'bare majorities have: passed bills, it 
is a salutary check to arrest what may be called 
hasty and intemperate legislation. I have advo- 
cated its exercise, though seldom and cautiously, 
in that view; but, sir, when, according’ to: the 
spirit, if not according to the exact letter of the 
Constitution, a meastire has been passed by a 
two-thirds vote of both Houses, after a discussion 
of fifteen years, showing that it is not hasty or 
improvidentlegislation—I say, réspect to the pub- 
lic judgment of the nation, respect to both Houses 
of Congress, should have been a great inducement 
to the Executive to approve sich a bill” 771 

l have shown, I think, that the facts and fig- 
ures and arguments presented by the Executive 
give way when compared with the reality. All 
the fabric which he has reared gives way at the 
touch of truth and sound argument. Itis not my 
intention to consume the ume of the Senate fur- 
ther. I desired to present the facts which £ have 
presented’... I have ‘read: a paragraph from the 
President’s inaugural address. I read it while I 
was laboring on this bill, and F had it constantly 
in my mind, and E was determined, as far as I 
was concerned, to put the measure in a shape 
that would be clearly covered by that paragraph. 

In these revolutionary times it is hard-to tell 
where we are going, and it is, perhaps, difficult 
for each individual to know his precise locality. 
I started for this bill upon principle; [supported 
it upon principle; E voted for it upon principle, 
and E intend to follow it to its conclusion, let it 
carry me where it may; for in the pursait of a 
correct principle I feel well assured that I. éan 
never reach a wrong conclusion. Whether the 
President differs from me or concurs with me, T 
do not intend to bear either to the right or to the 
left, but my course is onward and direct. I hope 
the Senate and House of Representatives, who 
have sanctioned this bill by a more than two- 
thirds majority, will, according to the Constitu- 
tion, exercise their privilege and power and let 
the bill become the law of the land, according to 
the high behest of the American people. 

If Í were disposed to take up the revenue part 
of the subject, { could show most conclusively 
that this bil would enhance the revenues of the 
Government. [have on previous occasions dem- 
onstrated, as clearly.as anything can .be proved 
in arithmetic, that if you take a million heads of 
families and put them upon a million quarter sec- 
tions of land, if you only thereby added to their 
capacity to buy goods to the amount of fifty dol- 
lars? worth per family more than they now buy, 
it woluld increase your revenue $16,800,000 per 
annum. That would be the operation of their 
consumption under your present tariff system. 
Increase their ability to buy, and your revenue 
will be largely enhanced, because the more they 
buy the more they pay under the tariff. By taking 
a million men without homes, and putting them 
upon a million quarter sections now without cul- 
tivators, the result will be to bring more into your 


y 


Treasury annually, under the operation of your 
fa! an you have derived from your whole 
id system, from its commencement to the pres- 
ie. I shall say no more on the subject, but 
he President of ‘the United States and the 
country to a ‘statement of the facts in my speech 
of’ May 20, 1858, which T deem ‘conclusive and 
unanswerable as regards the revenue to be derived 
from the “public lands: 

Phe Senator seems. to think, too—and the same idea 
was advanced'by his predecessor—that at this time such a 
meastre would have a tendency to diminish the revenue. 
Hesintimates that the nation.is now bankrupt; that we are 
borrowing money ; that the receipts from customs have been 
greatly “diminished, and that therefore it would be danger- 
oüs to pass this bill; because it would have a tendency to 
diminish-thé revenue. - Let us: compare the Senator’s prop- 
osition and that of the bill in this respect. His amendment 
ig to igsue warrants to each head of a family. The popu- 
lation of the United ‘States is now estimated at about twen- 
ty-eight- million. Let us assume, for the sake of illustra- 
tion, that there are three million heads of families in the 
United States: His proposition, then, is to issue and throw 
upon the market three million warrants, each warrant en- 
titling the holder to one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
if that-were done, and those warrants were thrown upon 
the: market, what would they sell for? Little or nothing. 
If such land warrants were thrown broadcast over the coun- 
try, who wollld enter another acre of land at $1 25? Would 
not the warrants pass into the hands of land speculators 
and ihonopolists ata merely tominal price?’ Would they 
bring more than.a quarter of a.dollar.an acre? Ir you were 
to throw three million land warrants into the market at 
one time, would they bring anything? ‘Phen the effect of 
that proposition wonld be to do but little good to those to 
whom the warrants were issued, and by throwing them into 
the market, it would cut off the revenue from publie lands 
entirely, for.no one would enter land tor cash as long as 
warrants could be bought. ‘That proposition, then, is to aid 
and feed speculation. I do not say that is the motive or 


intention, ‘but itis the tendency and effert of the Senator’s | 


proposition, to. throw a large portion of the public lands into 
the hands of speculators, and to cut them off from the 
Treasury as a source of ‘revenue. 

But what does this bill propose? Will it diminish the 
receipts into the Treasury from the public lands? The bill 
provides. that the entries under it shall be.confined to the 
alternate. sections, and that the person who obtains the ben- 
eñt of the bill must be an actual settler and cultivator. In 
proportion ag you settle and cultivate any portion of the 
public, lands, do you not: enhance the value of the remain- 
Ing sections, and bring them into the market much sooner, 
and.-obtain a better price for them than you would without 
this, bilf? What is the principle upon which you have 
proceeded in ali thë railroad grants you have made? Whey 
jaye been defended upon the ground that by.granting'al- 
ternate sections for railroads, you thereby brought the re- 
maining tands into the marker, and enabled the Govern- 
mént to realize its means ata much earlier period, making 
the remainder ofthe public'lands more valuable than they 
wore béfore. This bill proceeds upon the same idea, You 
have granted an immense amount of lands to railroads on 
this principle, and now why not do something for the 
people? - 2 : . 

‘cL say that, instead of wasting the public Jands, instead 
of reducing the receipts into the Treasury, this bill would 
increase them. In the first place, it will enhance the value 
of the reserved quarter séctions. This may be illustrated by 
an example. Ti: 1848 we had nine million quarter sec- 
tions; in-1858 we have about seven million. Let us sup- 
pose that our population is twenty-eight. million, and that 
under the operation of: this bill one million beads of fami- 
Hes who arc now producing but very little, ahd who have 
no land tó cultivate, apd very scanty: means of subsistence, 
shall each have a quarter section of Jand: what will the 
effeet. be? At present these persons pay little or nothing 
for the support of the Federal Government, under the ope- 
ration of our tariff system, for the reason that they have 
not got mueh to buy with. How much does the land yield 
to.the Goveriment while it is lying in a state of nature, 
uncultivated? Nothing atal. At the rate we have been 


selling the public lands, about three million dollars? worth j 


a year, estimating them at #1 25 an acre, it will take a frac- 
tion more than six hundred years to dispose of the public 
domain, 

7 want to take a case that will demonstrate, as clearly 
as the simplest sùm in arithmetic, that this is a revenue 
Measure. Let us take a million families who can now 
hardly proéute the necessaries of life, dnd place them each 
oma quarter section of land: how long will it be before 
their condition will be improved so as to make them able 
to contribute something to the supportof the Government? 
Now, liere ig soil producing nothing; here are bands pro- 
duciig but little. "Fransfer the man from the point where 
he is producing nothing, bring him in contact with a hun- 
dred and sixty acres of productive soil, and how long will 
it be before that man changes his condition? As soou as 
he gets upon the land, he commences to make his improve- 
ments; he clears out his field, and the work of production 
is commenced. In a short time he has a crop; he has 
stock and other things that resalt from bringing his phys- 
ical Jabor in contact with the soil. He bas the products of 
his labor and his soil, ‘and he is enabled to exchange them 
for-artieles-of consumption. He is enabled to buy more 
than bg was before, and thus -he contributes. more*to the 
support of his Government; while, at the same time, he 
béecotnes a better-:man, a wiorereliable man for all govern- 
mental purposes, hécause he is interested in the country in 
which he lives, 8 2 eo: 

“To illustrate the matter further, Iet us take a family of 
seven persons in number who now have no bome, no abid- 
ing place that they can call their own, dnd transfer them 
to a tract of one hundred ‘and sixty aeres of land which 
they -anre -to poss and cultivate. Js there a Senator here 
who dogs not believe, that, by changing their position trom 
the one place to the othér, they would produce at least a 
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87,400 the Government will lose. 
} would be fair and rational to the business world to set the 


dollar more than they did before? I will begin at a point 
scarcely visible—a single dollar. Is there aman here or 
anywhere else who does not know the fact to be, that you 
increase a man’s ability to.buy when he produces more by 
bringing his tabor in contact with the soil? ~The result of 
that contact is production; he produces something that be 
can convertand exchange for the necessities of his family. 
Suppose the increase was only a dollar a head. for a mil- 
lion families, each family consisting of seven persons: by 
transferring a million families from their present dépend- 
ent condition to the enjoyinent and cultivation of the pub- 
lic domain, supposing it would only inerease their ability 
to buy foreign imports to the extent of a-dollar cach, you 
would create a demand for $7,000,000 worth of imports. 
Our rates of duties, under the tariff act of 1846, are abont 
thirty per cent., and thus, at the almost invisible begin- 
ning of a single dollar a head, you, in this way, inercase 
the pecuniary and financial means of the Government to 
the extent of $2,100,000. 

«This would be the result,supposing that there would only 
be an addition of one dollar per head to the ability of each 
family by being taken from a condition of poverty and 
placed upon one hundred and sixty acres of land. This is 
the result, supposing them to have seven dollars more, with 


which to buy articles of consumption, than they had when j 


they had no home, no soil to cultivate, no stimulant, no 
inducement to labor. If you suppose. tlic effect would be 
to increase their ability two dollars per head, you would 
increase their consumption to the amount of $14,000,000, 
which, at thirty per cent. duty, would yield $4,200,000, If 
you supposed it increased the ability of a family four dol- 
jars per head, the total amount would be $28,000,000, which 
would vield a revenue of $8,400,000. I think that this 
would be far below. the truth ; and if yeu gave a family one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to cultivate, the effect would 
be to inerease the ability of that family so as to buy fifty-six 
dollars’ worth more than they bought before—seven dollars 
ahead. That wonld be a smali increase to a family who 
had a home, compared with the condition of that family 
when it had none. The effect of that would be to run up 
the amount they buy to $56,000,000, which, at a duty of 
thirty per cent., would yield the sum of $16,800,000, 

«j show you, then, that by taking one million families, 
consisting of seven persons cach, and putting them each 
upon a quarter section of land, making the soil productive, 
if you thereby only added to their capacity to buy gadds to 
the amountof fifty-six dollars per family, you would derive 
a revenue of nearly seventcen million dollars. When you 
have done this, how much of the pablic lands would you 
have disposed of? Only one million quarter sections, and 
you would have nearly six million quarter sections left. 
By disposing of one sixth of your public domain in this 
way, upon this litte miniature estimate, you bring into the 
coffers of the Federal Government by this bill $16,800,000, 

« Does this look like diminishing the revenue? Does it 
not rather show that this bil! isa revenue measure? I think 
itis most clearly a revenue measure. Not only is this the 
ease in a money point of view, so far as the imports are con- 
cerned, but, by settling the alternate sections with actual 
cultivators, you make the remaining sections more valu- 
able to the Government, and you bring them sooner into 
market. In continuation of this idea, Í wil} read a portion 
of the argument which I made upon this subject when I 
first introduced the bill into the other House. [read from 
the report of my speech on that occasion: 

OM, d. said; it will be remembered by the House that he 
had already shown that, by giving an individual a qnarter 
section of the land, the Government would receive back, 
in the shape of a revenue, in every seven years, more than 
the Government price of the land ; aud, upon this principle, 
the Government would, in fact, be realizing $210 every 
subsequent term of seven years. The whole number of 
acres of public fand belonging to the United States. at this 
time, or np to the 30th of September, 1848, is one billion 
four hundred and forty-two million two hundred and sixteen 
thousand one hundred aud sixty-eight acres. This amount, 
estimated at $1 25 per acre, will make $1,892,770,210. To 
dispose of $8,000,000 worth per annum, which is more 
than an average sum, would require hundred years, 
a fraction more, to dispose of the entire domain. It will 
now be pereeived at onee the immense advantage the Gov- 
ernment would derive by giving the Jand to the cultivator, 
instead of keeping iton hand this length of time. We tind 
by this process the Goverument would derive from cach 
quarter section in six hundred years $17,000—seven going 
into six hundred eighty-five times. This, then, shows on 
the one hand what the Government would gain by giving 
the land away.’ i 

& Now let us see what it will lose by retaining the jand on 
hand this length of time. . Time operates upon value as dis- 
tance does upon magnitude. A ball of very large size, when 
close to the eye, isseen in its fullest extent; but when re- 
moved toa certain distance it dwindles to the human vision, 
or disappears altogether. “So with the largest planets j re- 
moved from the eye to the position they now occupy in the 
heavens, they diminish to a mere point. To the business, 
practical world, $100 at the present time is just worth 3100. 
A hundred dollars twelve months hence is worth just six 
per cent, Jess, and so on every twelve months, until six- 
teen years and cight months, when it has lost an amount 
eq to the principal; so it wilt be perceived that in ev- 
ery sixteen years aud eight months the Government: Joses 
an amount equal fo the price asked fur each quarter sec- 
tion, which is $200, bf keeping it on hand. Sixteen will 
go iuto six hundred thirty-seven times, which wouid make 
Now, I conceive that it 


loss down on the one hand and the gain on the other, and 
then add them together, which would shew the difference 
to be $24,409 in the present system and the one proposed. 
This will hold good in principie, and will-apply to each 
quarter section, as well as to the aggregate. 


“He repeated that, by giving a quarter section of land to | 


the honest cultivator, insix hundred years the Government 
would derive twenty-four thousand and four hundred dol- 
lars, (32 ) Upon this basis of calculation, the Gov- 
erent, in six hundred years, would draw from this source, 
by the operation of its revenue system, into the Treasury, 
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two hundred and nineteen billion six. hundred milion 
dollars, (€219,660,000,900,) which would be an amount 
sufficient, estimating.tne expenses.of the Government to 
be 850,000,000 aunudily, to carry it on for four thousand 
three hundred and ninety-two years. He said that this es- 
posé ought to satisfy every one that, instead of violating 
the plighted faith of the Government, it was enlarging and 
making itmore valuable, and enabling the Government to 
derive a much larger amount of revenue to meet all its Ha- 
bilities, and ‘thereby preserving its faith inviolate. 

“J do not think there can be any question as to the rev- 
enue part of this proposition. We show that. by granting 
a million quarter sections you derive more revenue upon 
the public lands than you do by your entire laud system, 
as it now- stands. Iv 1850 it was estimated that each head 
of a family consumed $100 worth of home manufactures, 
if we increase the ability of the cultivator and occupier 
of the soil fifty-six dollars in the family, of course it is 
reasonable to presume that he would consume a corres- 
ponding proportion of home manufactures. Can that prop- 
osition be controverted? think not. ‘Then we sec on 
the one hand that we should derive more revenue from 
granting the Jand, on the principle laid down in the bil, 
and also that we should open a market for arti¢les man - 
ufactured in our own country. Then, taking bow views of 
the subject, we see thatit is an advantage tothe manufac- 
turing interest, and that it is also au advantage to the Gov- 
ernment, so far as imports are concerned. I should like to 
know, then, where can the objection be, upon the score of 


revenue.’? ss 

Mr. President, I shall now merely exp'€s we 
sincere hope that the Senate will act upon the’ 
measure, and that it will become the law of the 
land without further delay. The Senate having 
twice passed the bill by more than a two-thirds 
majority, I trust that it will not now recede. from 

„its high position upon so important a measure 
upon the mere dictation of the President; but prove 
to the country and the world that it has a high 
appreciation of the public judgment, regardless of 
the arbitrary exercise of the veto power. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fostrrur 
in the chair.) The question is: Shall the bill 
which has been returned by the President he- 
comea law, notwithstanding the objections of the 
President? And, in conformity with the require- 
ments of the Constitution, the question must be 
taken by yeas and nays. TF 

Mr. DAVIS.. Mri President, when the bill 
which passed the. Senate was adopted, I consid- 
ered it a great improvement of the existing laws 
in relation to the sales of the public lands; that it 
was, in fact, nothing but a modification of the 
laws for the disposal of the public lands, and was 
misnamed a homestead bill. After the efforts 
which had been made in conference reached the 
last stage, the Senator from Tennessee, as he has 
correctly stated, informed me of what had been 
the action in conference. The point which at- 
tracted my attention was the extent to which the 
Senate had receded from their position, in allow- 
ing preémptions to attach to land which had not 
been offered for sale. I considered that point ob- 
jectionable, and the Senator from Tennessee con- 
curred with me, but explained to me why it had 
been surrendered, and it seemed to be a necessity 
that we were to lose the bill orsurrender so much, 
I did not notice the other points which are stated 
in the message of the Fresident. I looked upon 
the change as one which was sound in principle 
and advantageous in practice, so far as it with- 
drew the Federal Government from. the States 
where the land lay, at a point where it ceased to 
be profitable to the Treasury further to hold‘ the 
land as the property of the United States. When 
graduated down to the point of twelve and a half 
cents an acre, it was demonstrated that the cost 
of administering the lands was greater than the 
profits of sale. Reference has been made to the 
great gain Mississippi would have by the transfer 
of the unsold lands within her limits, I consider 
ita gain to the Treasury, I consider it a great 
gain in principle, to terminate. the connection of 
the Federal Government with the State, so far as 
the Federal Governmentholds the position of lord 
proprietor within its limits; not a great gain to 
the State of Mississippi, because that land which 
remains unsold is worthless, unless it can be sold 
in large bodies to companies who will take it for 
timber. Under the present laws of the United 
States, requiring it to be sold at its graduated price 
.to- actual settlers, I cannot perceive the time when 
it will be sold. It cannot be taken up in small 
quantities for settlement, because’ it is unfit for 
cultivation. Itcannotbe taken in large quantities 
ata price that would justify any one in buying 
it—that is to say, $1 25 an ‘acre; and the gradua- 
tion only attaches upon the condition of actual 
settlement for cultivation. It would, therefore, 

| be no loss to the Government, and no great boon 


to. the State, and influenced me only so far as it 
was separating the Federal Government. from 
what I deem a bad connection with the State. 

There are, however, provisions in the bill to 
which the President has called ourattention,which 
I consider very objectionable. ‘To puta foreigner 
on a better footing than a citizen of the United 
States is surely wrong—an objection. which did 
not strike me. until the message suggested it. To 
say that a citizen of the United States must be a 
head of a family before hé can receive the benefits 
of this law, but that a foreigner may be imported, 
and, without any such restraint, be entitled to the 
benefits of the law, is a discrimination against our 
own citizens unsound in principle and unwise in 
legislation. Then, to make a discrimination in 
favor of those whoalready have preémption claims 
against those who are to acquire them, is a ben- 
efit offered to persons who have gone on the land 
and already enjoy the possession of it fóy a length 
of term beyond which land ought to be ever re- 
served from sale, and seems to me unjust. If 
sixty-two and a half cents be the proper price, and 
Congress have the right to decide that, it ought to 
attach to the man who goes on the land hercafter 
as well as to the man who has gone on it hereto- 
fore. If $1 25 an acre be the proper price, itshould 
be exacted from him who has gone before as well 
as from him who goes hereafter. There is in- 
equality, injustice, in that provision of the bill, 
according to my view, and 1 shall therefore vote 
to sustain the veto of the President. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish simply 
to reply to the last remark of the Senator from 
Mississippi, who says that the bill provides that 
all persons settling hereafter must pay $1 25, while 
the present preémptors pay but sixty-two and a 
half cents, The bill just says, ‘if you want to 
preémpt land in advance of its survey, you may 
go on it, but you must pay $1 25 an acre; and if 
you enter, under the homestead provision, sur- 
veyed lands, you may enter it at twenty-five 
cents.” This is all the inequality. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. As onc of the members 
of the committee of conference, I wish simply to 
state that, at the first interview, I found the dif- 
ference between the House committee and the 
committee on the part of the Senate so wide that 
I thought there was no hope of an agreement, Í 
was summoned subsequently to another confer- 
ence; and, on assembling, I found that two of my 
colleagues had concurred in the report which was 
finally adopted by the two Houses. 1 did not 
concur in the report, and yielded. it a reluctant 
vote in the Senate simply from the fact that. the 
report seemed, at the time, to be satisfactory to 
the body. If you will look at the report, you 
will find that my name is not signed to it. When 
the report had been concurred in by the other 
two members of the committee, and the committee 
had dispersed, I understood from the chairman 
that he had submitted the report to: members on 
this side of the Senate, who had scrutinized the 
bill more particularly than I had myself. The 
point on which the committee seemed to hang 
most was the Senate bill, which had undergone 
full scrutiny in this body, and received the almost 
unanimous support of the members on. this side 
of the Chamber. Not concurring with my col- 
leagues upon the committee, I did not bestow 
upon the bill the scrutiny which I should have 
done if I had been inclined to unite in the report. 
When I came into the Senate, and found, after 
all the Senators had voted, that it met with such 
unanimity as it did, I gave it a reluctant vote. 
The provision to which the Senator from Missis~ 
sippi has alluded, discriminating in favor of for- 
eigners against citizens of our own country, had 
not becn called to my attention, and I was not 
aware of the fact until it was called to my notice 
by the veto message of the President. 1 deem it 
proper to say this in order to put myself right; 
for I shall vote to sustain the veto of the Presi- 
dent, believing that he has given us sufficient 
reasons why the bill should not become a law. 

Mr. POWELL. I have been, sir, from the 
beginning, opposed to the homestead bill—the one 
that first passed the House, and the substitute that 
was adopted by the Senate. I voted against the 
-bill on its original passage. I very reluctantly 
voted to concur in the report of the committee of 
conference. Idid not approve the bill, and voted 
against it when it was originally passed. I am 
utterly opposed to the whole measure, and greatly 


|| inadequate to the wants of the Government, cer- 


| Government in past times, and which, after-the | 


‘public lands, cuts off forever almost all the profit |; t 
| be unjust to mechanics and other classes of citi- 
: zens than agriculturists, requiring them to change. 
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prefer the present land eystem to any that I have 
heard proposed. I make this statement to explain -|| 
the vote which I shall give to sustain. the veto |! 
according to the reasoning of the President. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam not going to discuss. this 
question except as to the pointto which my friend 
from Alabama alluded, and to which the Senator 
from Mississippi, 1 believe, alluded, an which 
is also specified inthe message. I have examined 
that section of the bill in relation to persons not 
naturalized. F thinke the argument of the Pres- 
ident isa quibble; it does not rise above it. The 
bill simply says that any person who has declared 
his intention to become a citizen shall be placed 
on the footing of a citizen, and having: the same 
position, shall have the benefit of the bill, to wit: 
the head of a family; so that, I think, there is 
nothing at all in the objection. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not wish to detain the 
Senate with anything like a speech; but I wish to 
say that I heartily approve of the President’s veto, 
and Í think the reasons which he has adduced for 
the course he has pursued concur with the opin- 
ions long entertained by the State which F in part 
represent here, to whose wishes and fixed and |i 
permanent opinions on the subject 1 should be 
faithless if I did not vote to sustain him in this 
veto. I belicve that the operation of the system | 
inaugurated by this bill will be to make worthless 
to the nation’ that magnificent patrimony which 
has heretofore heen of so much value to us—not 
mercly in sustaining the population that has over- 
flowed from the old States;. not only in offering 
homes to the vast bodies of immigrants who have 
come here quite as frecly as 1 desire, I confess, 
but also giving credit and furnishing means to the ; 


lapse of afew years, when the land warrants shall 
be exhausicd, would prove a very large source of 
income to the Government. I thiuk that this 
time, when the public Treasury is by no means 
overflowing, and by some is supposed to be quite 


tainly by a very large portion of gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber, is the very worst of all |; 
times at which to introduce a measure that de- 
stroys the present system of administering the 


which can be anticipated from them, and throws 
the Treasury entirely upon the other resources, |: 
which gentlemen seem to consider inadequate. I f 
will not trouble the Senate, weary as its members || 
are of our long and protracted sessions, with any |i 
more remarks; but I could not have been satisfied 
if I had not briefly expressed my hearty satisfac- 
tion with the veto, and my earnest hope that the 
President will be sustained. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President,as a member 
of the Committee on Public Lands, I may be sup- 
posed to represent the views of Senators on this 
side of the Chamber. Before the vote is taken, 
I therefore ask leave to say a few words. 

Representing a State, in part, deeply interested 
in the passage of a homestead bill, ard believing 
that the old Senate bill was the best that could be 
obtained from this Administration, 1 sustained it 
with my vote and voice. In this 1 was not sus- 
tained by Senators with whom I am associated 
politically. The House sustained their views; 
and ultimately a compromise was effected on an 
agreement to the bill now beforeus. This bill is, | 
in my opinion, an improvement on the Senate bill, 
but not all that I and my political friends desired. | 
But, as 1 feared, it has been returned by the Pres- 
ident with his objections. It is now the duty of 
the Senate to consider his objections, and, if pos- 
sible, carry it by a two-thirds vote. 

I propose to review them with rapidity. In}: 
my opinion, not one of them will bear a candid 
analysis. 

1. His first objection is that Congress has no 
power to give away the public lands to either in- 
dividuals or to States. But this bill proposes to 
sell them to speculators, as heretofore, at $1 25 |; 
per acre, and to homestcad settlers at twenty-five 
cents per acre. Hence no gift is proposed ; it is |j 
a reduction of price to the actual settler. Itis 
true, it grants to the States all lands that have 
been exposed to sale for thirty years, and for five 
years of that period offered at twenty-five cents 
per acre, This, too, is not in the nature of agift, 
but an abandonment of property to the States that 
has:ceased to be of value to the Government. This 
feature of the bill was defended by the Senator | 


| ina new State who sees it. 


| tor’s profit? 


from Alabama (Mr. Cray] with ‘ability, on the, 


| ground that, after lands had been exposed to sale. 


for thirty years at graduated prices, running down: 
to twenty-five cents per acre, the entire proceeds: 
of sales would not defray .the:expenses of the, 
land offices. Hence it would.ccase to, be of. val 
to this Government. Certainly, no one; can, pre~. 
tend that this Government; has no power to abans. 
-don worthless property. 9 ey i 
2, His second objection is, that,this bill would. 


| prove unjust.and unequal in its operation among, 


the actual settlers themselves; thatthose who have. 
heretofore settled on and purchased. public, lands 
have paid $1 25 per. acre; if you now reduce the 
price to sixty-two and a.half centsor twenty-five 
cents per acre, you treat the first purchasers ún- 
jusdy, and you will be required to refund to them: 
the difference. Well, sir such an argument hardly. 
merits a moment’s thought. . It implies the dee-. 
laration that Congress has -no power, to reduce, 
the price of public property. without refunding to 
all others who may have bought at a higher rate! 
And that, too,in the face of his own:declaration, 
contained in this same veto message, that the price 
was herctofore reduced from $2 to $1 25;and yet 
no one has heard a clamor, or even a request, to, 
have you refund from the Treasury to the first 
purchaser the difference in price of seventy-five 
cents per acre. ` 
3. His third objection is, that this bil will dọ 
great injustice tò the old. soldiers who, have .re- 
ceived bounty land warrants, by reducing their: 
value in the market. Now, sir, when these bounty. 
land warrants were authorized to. be issued they 
were not assignable; it is merely a grant to. the 
old soldier of the right to enter a piece of.land 
without pay; it was a donation of land. to the 
soldier. The warrants were afterwards made as- 
signable for the benefit of the soldier, who could 
not or would not select and enter land. Who ever. 
dreamed that, by this act making Jand warrants 
assignable, Congress entered into an implicd obli- 
gation to maintain their value in the market, by 


: withholding lands from market at lesa than $1 25 


per acre? Neither the Congress nor the Execu- 
tive seemed to think so when the graduation bill 
became a law. ge ; 

4. His fourth objection is, that this bill would 


their modes of life. How so? Is it not broad 
enough in its provisions to. embrace all? Every 
head of a family, a citizen of the United States, 
or who has declared his intention to. become such, 
may settle on and occupy. his homestead, whether 
farmer or mechanic, lawyer or doctor; none are 
inhibited. If they decline to do so, it is not the 


| fault of the law; nor does the bill require any one 


to change his calling as a prerequisite to settle- 


| ment. 


5. His fifth objection is, that the bill would be 
unjust to the old States, in diminishing the mar- 
ketable value of their lands, and holding out a 
eee to their citizens. to. emigrate to. the new. 

tates. This may bea very good argument when 
addressed to the State pride of the Representatives 
of the old States, but not very creditable to their 
humanity. Who are the citizens of the new 
States? Your sons and daughters—the children 
and grandchildren of your peopleathome! And 
the President of the Republic invites youto adopt 
a policy that will retain them around, the old 
homestead and worn out lands, ta struggle with 
penury and want—to become the hewers of wood 
and the drawers of water of hard-hearted landlords 


| —rather than to send them to the fertile lands of 


the new States, to build up for themselves for- 
tunes and happy homes. . i 

6. His sixth objection is, that “this, bil will 
open one vast field for speculation. Large num- 


bers of actual settlers will be carried out by cap- 


| italists, upon agreements to give them half of the 


land for the improvement of the other half.” This 
objection will excite the ridicule of every settler 
How much would 
it cost the capitalist to remove families from the 
old States to the unoccupied public lands in the 
new States and Territories, ahd maintain them 
until they can cultivate a crop, and live on the 
proceeds of their own industry? No one will 
pretend that it can be done for less than $100 per 
family, In what, then, will consist the specula- 
He will advance one hundred dol- 
lars or so, to transport and. feed a family, and 
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keep: them on one hundred-and sixty acres of 
poblic land during a period of five years for the 
privilege of entering eighty acres of the land at 
twenty-five cents peracre, in pursuance of a'secret 
béigain made with the settler in violation of law, 
and consequently void, when he can go direct to 
the land office, and enter his eighty acres, with- 
out delay and hazard, for $100. 

7.-His, seventh objection is the allegation that 
this bill discriminates against the native-born cit- 
iżen in favor of the foreign-born. The Senator 
from Ohio has characterized this objection as be- 
neath the dignity ofa legal quibble. And no one 
doubts that the President gives this part of the 
bill a construction not intended by the framer of 
the bill, or either of the Committees on Public 
Lands, or any one member of either branch of 
Congress; and hence, if susceptible of such a 
construction, it could be remedied, by the passage 
of a joint resolution, in less than thirty minutes. 
8. “His eighth objection is an allegation of an 
unjust discrimination between persons now claim- 
ing the benefit of preémption laws, who are per- 
mitted by thia bill to enter within two years their 
quarter sections at sixty-two and ahalf cents per 
acre, and future preémptors, who, he says, will 
be'reqtired to pay $1 25 per acre. This is an 
unfair statement only so far as it applies to pre- 
emptors on.unsurveyed public lands. The bill 
provides that hereafter the settlers on the odd sec- 
tions of the unoffered surveyed lands, and ail the 
lands subject to sale at private entry, may, at the 
expiration of five years, enter them for twenty- 
five cents per acre; and that those who go out 
beyond the surveys may enter by paying $1 25 
per acre within two years from the receipt of the 
approved plats of the surveys at the local land 
éfices. This, in my judgment, is the correct 
polity; it tends to restrain settlements within the 

ublic surveys; it will cause settlements to fol- 
low, rather than run beyond the surveys; it will 
tend to make the settlements more compact and 
the frontiers more defensible. 
9, The ninth objection is an allegation that the 
passage of the bill will diminish materially the 
ublic revenue. In my opinion this is a delusion. 

Je have had but one illustration in the history 
of the Government of the effect of such a law as 
isinow proposed.’ This occurred in Oregon. Each 
heud'of a family was allowed to enter without cost 
three hundred and twenty acres of land after sce 
tlement and occupancy for a term of four years. 
1 have been informed by the Senator from Oregon 
that full seventy-two per cent. of these claims 
were purchased by the occupants at $1 25 per 
acre previous to the expiration of that short period. 
So it willbe under this bill, should it become a 
law. A large majority of ‘the settlers will enter 
their homes at $1 25 per acre before the expira- 
tion of the five years. There are many reasons 
for this, with which I am perfectly familiar, hav- 
ing been born and brought up on the frontier. I 
will mention butone. The land, with the progress 
of settlements and improvements, will rapidly in- 
crease in value. The first settlers will desire to 
sell, ör to be in a condition to sell their improve- 
ments, for the purpose of bettering their condition, 
which cannot be done under the provisions of this 
. bill until after title shall have been obtained from 
the Government. 

10. The tenth objection is the allegation that 
this bill destroys an inheritance of vast value, to 
which we may resort for revenue in times of dif- 
ficulty arid danger. But our experience proves 
that, during times of war, embarrassment, and 
financial difficulty, the proceeds of the sales of 
public lands become merely nominal, and swell 
to a Jarge sum during period of peace and pros- 
perity, when it is less needed. - But, as T have 
before stated, the passage of this bill will not, in 
iny opinion, materially diminish the revenue from 
this source. I therefore hope the bill may pass, 
notwithstanding the President’s objections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, Shall the bill become a law, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding? 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

‘When Mr. Dovarias’s name was called, - 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Hlinoisand the 
Senator from Alabama [Mri Cray] were paired | 
off on this question before,and itis so understood | 


at present.” 
Mr. SLIDELL, (when his name was called.) | 
Ehave paired off with the Senator from Michigan, | 


[Mr. Bovenam] otherwise, I would have voted 
nay. 

Mr. TOOMBS, (when his name was called.) I 
have paired off with the Senator from lowa [Mr. 
Grimes] and the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
CoLLamEr. | i 

The Secretary concluded the calling of the roll. 

Mr. KING..° Before the result is announced, I 
desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Suwarp] 
and Mr. Cameron are paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Hammonp.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish toask 
one question, and that is, to know which side is 
considered as prevailing? ` 

Mr. HAMLIN. . The prevailing vote is the 
negative. If the Senator wants to move a recon- 
sideration, he should vote with the smallest num- 
ber. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
“nay.” 

Mr. YULEE. You cannot reconsider this vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish to ask 
another question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I call the Senator to order. The 
taking of the vote is not through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No debate can 
be indulged during the calling of the roll, unless 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let the Senator vote, if he 
wishes to do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I vote “nay,” 
because I want to move a reconsideration. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 18; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Doo- 
litle, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, 
Harlan, King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Rice, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—27. 

NAYS— Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Crittenden, Davis, 
Fitzpatrick, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Jverson, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Matiory, Mason, Pearce, 
Powell, Sebastian, Wigfall, and Yulee—Is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Two thirds of 
the body not having voted for the passage of the 
bill, it is not a law. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I move a re- 
consideration of the vote just taken; and I ask that 
my motion be entered. 


A 


Then I vote 


Mr. TOOMBS. | I rise to a point of order. I 


ask that the rule in regard to reconsideration be 
read. In this case the number that carries is 
more than one third; and as the Senator did not 
vote with the prevailing party, I take it he has 
no right to move a reconsideration, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule on 
the subject will be read. 

The Secretary read the 20th rule, as follows: 


t When a question has. been once made and carried in 
the affirmative or negative, it shal] be in order for any mem- 
ber of the majority to move for the reconsideration thereof; 
but no motion for the reconsideration of any vote shall be 
in order after the bill, resolution, message, report, amend- 
ment, or motion upon which the vote was taken shall have 
gone out of the possession of the Senate announcing their 
decision ; nor shall any motion for reconsideration be in 
order unless made on the sahe day on which the vote was 
taken, or within the two next days of actual session of the 
Senate thereafter. ”? 


Mr. TOOMBS. The expression is “the ma- 
jority.” That means the prevailing side.” Ordi- 
narily a majority carries; but in this case it docs 
not. There is no object in reconsideration by a 
man who has nothing to reconsider. He who is 
defeated has no right to reconsideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, rose. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [ have not yielded the floor. 
The-whole redson and principle of the rule is, 
that the reconsideration shall be moved by some 
one of the prevailing parties who-wants a rehear- 
ing. To allow the Senator from Tennessee now 
to move a reconsideration is to allow-a defeated 
party to reconsider, which is against all parlia- 
mentary rule. That is the point I make. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. In this case I 
should like to know which is the prevailing party. 
{s not the negative vote the prevailing vote? 

Mr, TOOMBS. Yes. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I-voted with 
the negative, and therefore voted with the pre- 
vailing party, and have a right to move a recen- 
sideration. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to reconsider will be entered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE ILQUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr: Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 


mre 


Housë had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 688) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Walton, widow of Thomas Walton; and 

A bill (No. 811) for the relief of A. Bledsoe, 
William Bryson, William C. Scott, William 
Doty, and others. 

- The message further announced that the House 
had passed the joint resolution of the Senate No. 
31, explanatory of the eighth section of the act of 
Congress approved February 28, 1859. 

Also,'that the House had passed the bill of the 
Senate No. 258; to grant to the parish of Point 
Coupee, in Louisiana; certain tracts of land in 
said district, with an amendment; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed an enrolled bill 
(S. No, 113) for the relief of Eli W. Goff; and it 
was signed by the Vice President. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to take up the Post 
Office deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. YULEE. Before that question is put, I 
wish to suggest to the Chair, and to Senators in- 
terested, a point in relation to the proposed recon- 
sideration which may properly arise here. Itis, 
whether we have not fully discharged our consti- 
tutional duty when we have passed the vote just 
taken, and whether a motion for reconsideration 
will lie at all. i 

Mr. JAHNSON, of Tennessee. “That can be 
discussed when the motion comes up. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That question has passed 
away. When the motion comes up, the Senator 
from Florida can make his suggestion, though I 
think there is nothing in it. I insist on my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask unanimous consent to offer 
a resolution providing for closing up the business 
before committees. 

Mr. HAMLIN. After the Post Office bill is 
taken up I shall not object, but I desire to take 
up that bill. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. [I believe there is a bill 
pending before the Senate—the Red river raft bill, 
which was not postponed but merely displaced by 
the message of the Executive, which we have just 
considered and finally determined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sup- 
poses that the Senator from Maine meant to in- 
clude in his motion the postponement of all bills 
which must necessarily be postponed before the 
Post Office deficiency bill can be reached. If he 
does not make that motion, of course, the point of 
the Senator from Arkansas.is well taken. 

Mr. HAMLIN. My motion is to postpone all 


| prior orders and take up the Post Office deficiency 


bill. 

Mr. BRAGG called for the yeas and nays;and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to say that I shall vote 
against taking up this bill at present, because I 
prefer to take up the post route bill and dispose 
of it, that it may go to the House of Represent- 
atives at once. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Post Office deficiency 
bill is to be passed at all, if it is not to fail, we 
had better take it up and act on it at once, The 
Senator from Florida must know that if we dis- 
agree to the House amendment, it has to go back 
to the House; and I am told there is but a bare 
quorum there now. Ifwe are to have another 
committee of conference on the disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses, we must act upon it. at 
once. Unless the Senator means to defeat the 
Post Office deficiency bill, I am surprised that he 
should object to taking it up, and taking it up at 


ii the earliest moment. It is the unfinished business 


standing now on a motion to reconsider the vote 
taken last night. Unless it is intended to defeat 
that appropriation bill, we should. act upon it at 
once. 

` Mr. YULEE, My reply to that is this: ] know 
very well,as the Senator himself knows, that the 
purpose of this reconsideration is to fasten upon 
us the House amendment to which we have pre- 
viously disagreed, and I tell the Senator that I 
am opposed to that amendment, cven-at the risk 
of the bill, and 1 have no hesitation ın saying so. 
I say that the bill which had precedence of it, 
which was interrupted for the purpose of taking 


1860. _ 


that'up, contains very important, remedial legis- | 


lation, very necessary to the reform of the postal 
service, very desirable to be passed, and very ne- 
cessary to be sent to the House of Representatives 
at once, if it is to be acted upon at all. The 
other bill has consumed a great deal of our con- 
sideration. We have had three committees of 
conference upon it.. Senators upon the other side 
opposed a committed of conference last night, and 
we have no reason to expect they will do other- 
wise now. I know that if it is taken up, it must 
be discussed for some time.. I propose to take 
up the post route bill and perfect our action upon 
that, which we can do very quickly by voting 
without speaking; and then immediately to take 
up the Post Office deficiency bill, which has but a 
single question remaining, a question weli under- 
stood between the two Houses, and which can 
readily be determined between them as soon as 
we get through with the other bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In one breath the Senator 
from Florida tellsus that the Post Office deficiency 
bill, if it is taken up now, will lead to a discus- 
sion, but before he sits down he tells us that if 
we wait until we get through the post route bill 
it will take no time at all, for it 1s well under- 
stood. 

Mr. YULEE, 
time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator said it might 
be very readily disposed of; that it was well un- 
derstood. 

Mr. YULEE. I said that the question in dis- 
pute was well understood. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In the first place he tells 
us that he wants us to go on with the post route 
bill and then he tells us that his object is to de- 
feat the Post Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. YULEE. I deny it. č 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator desires to 
say anything, I will yield to him. 

r. YULEE. The Senator has mistaken my 
position, I say that rather than allow the dis- 
organization and demoralization of the Depart- 
ment by the adoption of the amendment of the 
House, I would prefer to lose the bill, and I will 
ay that ! have no hope of a better vote from the 
other side than we received last night. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is what I under- 
stood, and what I said, that the Senator was pre- 
pared to defeat the Post Office deficiency bill. 

nless he can have his own way, unless he can 

ass it as he desires it, he wants to defeat it. 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Rather than submit to 
what a majority of the Senate may determine, he 
is willing to defeat it. Now, sir, | trust every 
person here understands it, Every person who 
voted last night to concur with the House and 
make the Post Office deficiency bill a law, I hope 
understands the object of the Senator from Flor- 
ida, which is nothing more nor less than to kill 
the bill rather than have the Senate concur with 
the House of Representatives. With that under- 
standing, I trust that if the Post Office deficiency 
bill has friends enough to pass it, we shall stand 
together and pass it now.  “ 

Mr, YULEE. I merely desire to set myself 
right in a single sentence. I did say, and E re- 
peat, that rather than concur in the legislation 
proposed by the House, 1 prefer to defeat the bill; 
but 1 do not consider that as authorizing the Sen- 
ator to say, and he cannot correctly say, for it is 
not so, that the motive with which E oppose its 
being taken up now is the defeat of the bill. On 
the contrary, { shall desire the vote of the Senate; 
but I say that it is more important to complete 
the post route bill, which has many important 
amendments, that it may-go to the House for its 
immediate action, than to take up now a bill 
which has but a single question, and that a con- 
troverted question which can be just as well dis- 

osed of afterwards between the two Houses. 

‘hat is all, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
to postpone all prior orders and take up the Post 
Office deficiency bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Chesnut, 


Clark, Crittenden, Doolittle, Fessenden, Fitch, Poot, Fos- 
ter, Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammond, Harlan, Hempbill, 


I did not say it would take no 


King, Lane, Latham, Pugh, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eye, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, 
son, Johnson of Tennessee, Mallory, Nicholson, Pi 
Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, and Yulee—l4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The bill (H. R. No. 503) making 
further appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal yeay-ending 
the 30th of June, 1860, is before the Senate; and 
the questionis upon the motion to-reconsider the 
vote concurring In the amendment made by the 
House of Representatives. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. I made that motion, intend- 
ing to vote against it. 

Mr. YULEE. Before the vote is taken, I wish 
to say to the gentlemen who have been voting 
heretofore in concurrence with the view which i 
have held in regard to this bill, that there is no 
change at all from the original features-of the 
amendment which came from the House, except 
for the worse.. It is worse than it ever was. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [understood that many bad 
routes were cut off. 

Mr. DAVIS. When I had the honor of serv- 
ing upon a committee of conference on this bill, 
it was after the Senate had three times refused to 
adopt the proposition to restore all service to the 
condition in which it was on the 4th of March, 
1859. I supposed that if anything was settled 
in the mind of the Senate, it was the fact that 
they did not propose legislatively to undertake 
the execution of Post.Office affairs. - It appears, 
however, from the vote that has been taken, and 
the present indication, that J was mistaken in the 
views of the Senate; that they do propose to as- 
sume here the executive functions of the Postmas- 
ter General; for, in the debate, it was asserted that 
the purpose was to direct the Postmaster General 
to restore all the service; and such is the language 
of the amendment: 

“Jhat the Postmaster General is hereby directed to re- 
store the inland service on all the routes under contract on 
the 4th of March, 1859.7? 

But if gentlemen suppose that they are thus to 
secure the service on these routes, they are greatly 
mistaken; for, by way of exhibiting exactly what 
the intention is, and what the effect is, I will read 
the other proviso: 

Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall 
debar the Postmaster General from discontinuing or cur- 
tailing any of the routes hereby restored ; nor shall the con- 
tractor or contractors upon said restored routes be paid any 
extra allowance Whatever in consequence of any new cur- 
tailment or discontinuance.”? 

So that in one proviso they restore all the ser- 
vice by the direction of Congress, and then append 
to it a clause that the Postmaster General may 
discontinue without compensation attaching. The 
Postmaster General’s letter is before Congress, 
informing them that he has discontinucd only 
such service as he believed not to be required by 
the public interests, 
to attach if he discontinues again, and he stands 
pledged before the public to discontinue the same 
routes again. What, then, is the effect? Itisa 
mere political advantage to be acquired, to sub- 
ject him to the necessity of again incurring the 
criticism, the dislike of the particular Jocalities 
where he discontinues the service; but, as an hon- 
est and gallant man—and I believe him to be both 
—he must follow the conviction he has declared, 
and discontinue the routes again. Icansee, then, 


what purpose it will serve the other side of the j 


Chamber, but I do not see why any one on this 
side should favor it. 

But there is another provision contained in this 
same amendment that has something more sub- 
stantial in it. It is that which says: 

«And where the service has been actually performed by 
the contractor upon curtailed routes, notwithstanding such 
curtailment, the Postmaster General shall pay the contracte 
ors as if no change had been ordered.” 

There is a provision which puts the contractor 
in receipt of full pay, where he has been directed 
by the Postmaster General to curtail the service 
—as his letter shows—directed to curtail it for 
public considerations. í ; ‘ 
last night about jobs. There, it strikes me, if 
such language is to be employed, is the widest 
gate thrown open for them that I have seen inany 
legislation. You charge an executive officer with 
the control of a particular Department. He re- 
sponds to your charge; and, after he has per- 
formed the duty, a contractor, who has assumed 
to disregard his order of curtailment, which, in 


There is no compensation | 


I heard something said | 
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man y cases, his private. in terest. would ind use him 
to do, is then provided by. Congress to have. the 
full pay which he would. haye had if be had- per- 


-formed the service accordingto his original sched- 


ule. Some man owning a buat, navigating ariver 
for passengers and freight, and also charged with 
the transportation of the mail; continues in: the 
performance. of his commercial. obligations and 
as. his commercial interests dictate; and this. pro- 
vides. that Congress shall pay. him for all the ser- 
vice in the transportation. of the mail which had 
been curtailed by. the Postmaster. General. 2 
merely wish. to, state what. the effect of. it jg. 
Taking the two-provisoes together, it is quite 
clear that when routes. have been discontinued, 
where contractors have. abandoned service. be- 
cause they were discontinued, nothing. attaches 
here save the responsibility. of the Postmaster 
General to assert again what he has asserted al~ 
ready; and in the othér case, money is to, be.paid 
despite the order of the Postmaster General. 
Weare told by several persons that thereis:no 
purpose to censure the Postmaster General. Lam 
glad to know it; but we have something beyond 
this which devolves upon us as ¢ duty... When 
a public officer responds to the call of the public 
interest, and so performs his duty as.to command 
our respect, he is entitled to something more than 
an szempuon from censure: he is entitled to be 
sustained. Where he has incurred responsibility, 
where he has taken upon himself, the odium of 
discontinuing service, in the face, of calla w Don 
him, in particular localities, it is right. that. Con- 
gress should commend him, if, in their judgment, 
ie has performed his duty and answered to the 
public interest., I think, therefore, sir, that, what- ` 
ever may be the intent of Congress, the act is in 
itself a rebuke upon the Postmaster General. for 
attempting to reduce the expenses of a Depart- 
ment which all admit were swollen beyond its 


| due proport n. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. President, I am a little 


| surprised that the particular friends of the Post- 


master General should insist that the passage of 
this bill, if it does pass in this shape, is a rebuke 
to him, and that itis intended for party purposes. 
Now, sir, I support this bill, though there the 
utmost confidence in the Postmaster General; and 
I would do nothing to advance the interests of 
any party against the truth, and certainly not the 
interests of the party that sits opposite to me, 
But, sir, asa Senator, L-have.a right to.an opinion, 
It is only a day or two since, I believe, with the 
concurrence of the Senator who has just taken 
his seat, this body interfered in the most, special 
manner with the affairs of a Department. and 
specified the very man, and the only man, who 
was to expend an enormous sum of money.. If 
this body can do that, 1 think it can give this rec- 
ommendation. to the Postmaster. General; and k 
do not sec why the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives should, under any circumstances, be 
precluded from giving a full expression to their 
opinion upon every subject connected-with our 
political affairs. I would not trench upon any 
department, executive or otherwise, but I think 
that when we have opinions we have a- right to 
express them. Pa 
Senators forget the peculiar circumstances un- 
der which this bill has been brought forward. 
When last year, at the last hour of the session, 
the bill was defeated by which. the Post Office De- 
partment was to be sustained, an immense burden 
was thrown upon the Government to keep up 
even a decent postal system without funds, and 
not allowed, I believe, even by law, to touch the 
postages. The present Postmaster General as- 
sumed the most responsible position, perhaps, that 
any officer of thisGovernment everassumed, when 
he undertook to carry on, the Department under 
those circumstances. . He. has performed it ad- 
mirably; but it has been done. with the aid of the 
peopic. The public have submitted to reductions 
and discontinuances that they would not have 
thought of submitting to but for the peculiar eir- 
cumstances under which the Department was 
placed; and now to reorganize the Department on 
the basis of a lost appioprianon: to reorganize the 
Department upon the basis of a Department to 
get along without money, issuing certificates, 
catching as catch can, and all that sort of thing, It 
is impossible. Nobody ever dreamed of it; no- 
body ever thought of such a thingas that. Really, 
I supposed it would relieve the Postmaster Gen- 
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bral froia’sdnié embarrassment if Congress. was 
tö say ‘to. him, * put everything where it was be- 
fore “the “bill was lost; and then go ahead: with 
‘your reférms:"? Thatis my view of it, and there- 
Fore E vote forit.. 8 °° 0 0 T5 oS oe 

Now, sirj a-word as’ to compelling’ payment 
awheré this service has been actually performed. 
Itis useless to split hairs about that. In many 
instances; where reductioús' were made, public 
opinion demanded that the service should be con- 
‘tinued. It was impossible to carry on the private 
and commercial relations of the country under 
thé reductions that-were made. Public opinion, 
therefore, coerced; for instance, the steam-line 
Isabel ‘into existence again. The Postmaster 
General said to all those who continued the ser- 
vice that he would make no contract with them, 
and would not even agree to recommend to Con- 
gress to pay them; but by giving them the mails, 
I think he entered into such complicity with them 
as makes it a debt due’by the United States. It 
is useless to say that this service was voluntary; 
that it was against the will of the Department. It 
is impossible for anybody, unless he ‘commits 
burglary, tó get mail matter out of the post office 
without the consent of the postmaster. I see that 
the Senator from Florida is about to rise. I know 
what heis gotng’to'say. If there was any col- 
fusion with any of the local postmasters, it was 
in the power ofthe Postmaster General to dis- 
miss him; and he ought to have known the fact 
and acted upon it. I say distinctly that, where 
the mails have been given out and the service has 
been performed, it seems to me something very 
much like a fraud on the part of this Government 
if they refuse to pay; and if they refuse to pay 
ñow, the ume will come when they will have to 

ay. None of this service was performed, I take 
it, unless wheré the public demanded it; where 
the postmasters felt compelled by public opinion 
to give the mails to the contractors; and if, under 
these circumstances, they carried the mails, I think 
Congress is bound in honor and common honesty 
to pay them. 

r. YULEE, Allow me to set the Senator 
right on his matter of fact. There is so much 
remaining, and’so much that is important and in- 
teresting to the postal service, that I do not wish 
to protract.a discussion which has already occu- 
pied'much ‘of the time of the Senate, and l am 
sure nothing new can be said; but in reply to the 
matter of fact alleged by the Senator, I desire to 
set him right. There has been no service in the 
transportation of the mails since that time by the 
assent of the Postmaster General upon routes 
which had been curtailed, except where the con- | 
tractors, running more frequently for the accom- 
miodation of passengers, found it more convenient 
to themselvesto divide the bulk of the mails, and | 
obtained from the Department permission to do | 
so, with the express understanding that no com- || 
pénsation should be required for it. In any other 
case, where they have carried the mails, it has been 
by collusion with the local postmasters; and I ask 
the Senator whether the dismissal of a local post- 
master, on the discovery that may be made here- 
after, will be any compensation to the Govern- 
ment for the plunder which this amendment pro- | 
poses? i 

Mr. MALLORY, Mr. President, I deem it 
proper to those who expect that E shall vote for 
this bill to state the reason why I do not feel at 
liberty to doso. T represent, ih part, a State a 
portion of which is deeply interested in the special 
hne-<the Isabel—which is mentioned in this bill; 
and I have'taken a-great deal of trouble to bring 
the matter prominently before the Senate and the : 
country; andevery day Isee'moreand more the im- 
portance of cherishing that line,and 1 desire car 
estly to do so; but I cannot doso if Lam to vote for | 
the restoration of the other serviee. I have given | 
the subject mature examination, and, as interested i 
as I am; I am satisfied that those constituents | 
whom [represent would require me to act just as | 
Tam doing now, and hazard the entire mail ser- || 
vice ‘rathér than accept the mail service on the | 
terms proposed to us. I uphold the Postmaster | 
General throughout in the whole of his action. | 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
state that there isa message on the table from the | 
President of the United States touching this gen- |! 

| 
i 
l 


eral subject. 
Mr. PUGH and others. 


Let us take this vote 
first. : i 


| compelled to say that it involves a much higher 


| I think I shall not take more time than that. 


z | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved | 
and seconded that-the Senate reconsider the vote 
taken‘ last evening by which the House amend- 
mentygas ‘concurred in. pe a ae i 

Mr*PUGH. [desire to-ask a question of the 
Senator from Florida. I understood him, this 
morning, to signify his indifference whether the 
Senate reconsidered this vote or not. That was 
the purport of'his speech.. Now, E want to save | 
this: bill. Iam not perfectly satisfied with it in 
its present shape; but I am against the entire rc- 
jection of it. If he is willing to take the risk of 
another conference; I shall be happy. to vote with į 
him for a reconsideration. Otherwise, if Iam | 
forced, by the House on thè one side and the 
Post Office Department and the Post Office Com- 
mittee on the other side, to vote either for the en- | 
tire restoration, as the House proposes, or for no 
restoration at all, I shall be compelled, against 
my own judgment, to vote with the House. If 
the Senator desires, upon information which he 
has received, and thinks it is possible for us to | 
come to an understanding with the House, avoid- 
ing objections on the one hand, and saving what 
I think ought to be saved on the other, it will give 
me pleasure to vote for the reconsideration and 
for another conference. I ask him that for in- 
formation, because it will guide my vote. 

Mr. YULEE. I reply to the Senator from Ohio 
by saying, that if he proposes to reconsider with 
the purpose of disagreeing to the House amend- į 
ment, I hope he will vote for the reconsideration; 
but if he proposes to reconsider only with the 
purpose of substituting for this any amendment 
which will contain the same offensive principle, 
to wit, a legislative interference with the execution | 
of the Post Office laws, then I think he had better 
not reconsider. It depends altogether upon his 
motive. If he desires to reconsider with a view 
of disagreeing to what is obnoxious in the House 
amendment, then, of course, he will vote for a re- 
consideration, and not otherwise. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 do not proposeany legislative in- 
terference with the executive department; neither 
do I propose that any Executive Department, or 
the President, shall seize into his hands the ad- 
ministration of the Government. The postal ser- 
vice is under the contro! of Congress. We have 
aright to say how it shall be conducted, and in 
what manner its affairs shall be managed, how 
taxes shall be levied on our constituents, and how 
they shall be supplied with mail facilities. Jf the 
Senator means to say that the Congress of the 
United States shall pass no law or no amendment į 
regulating the postal service which is not accord- 
ing to the wishes of the Postmaster General, then, 
with all my respect for that officer, I shall be 


fa) 


principle than that to which the Senator alluded. 
Therefore, being now advised that the purpose of 
the Senator from Florida, representing the Post 
Office Committee, is to force us to ignore the en- 
tire proposition to. restore to our people the mail 
facilities of which they were deprived by the fail- 
ure of the Post Office appropriation bill last year, 
I shall be compelled to vote for what, in other cir- į 
cumstances, J should have desired to seeamended; | 
namely, the House amendment. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wantto occupy two minutes. | 

{a 
want to say, what I think every Senator bas said | 
on this side of the Senate, that no disrespect to | 
the Postmaster General is intended, and nobody | 
has any right to infer it from the act itself. i 

Mr. YULEE, Certainly not. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Now, the Senator from Flor- 
ida bases his objection, if I understand it, upon 
the ground that this is executive business. done 
by Congress. Sir, what did that Senator do yes- 
terday? Iwill not consent that the charge shall be 
made on us here day in and day out, rung in our 
cars on every occasion, and that Senator himself 
obnoxious to the very same thing. 

-Mr. YULEE. When? | 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yesterday. I am going tò 
read what you did here yesterday yourself, and 
I called your attention to it; but you sat still, and 
no division was called on the bill. I have it here 
before me, and I will read it. I say it is execu- 
tive all through, from beginning to end. 


7 ‘Mr. YULEE. Do you mean the Sacramento 
ill? 
Mr. HAMLIN. Ido. 


Mr. YULEE. Well, sir-—— 


t 


; interrupt me. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not want the Senator to 


Mr. YULEE. You need not read it. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I willread it. It provides: 


“Phat the Postmaster General be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to so modify the contracts with the con- 
tractors now performing services on routes 12543 and > 
soas to provide for the coaveyance of the entire United 
States mail, in four-horse stages, daily, at a schedule of 
seven days, from April Ist to December Ist, and twcive 
days the remainder ofthe year, from Sacramento, via 
Yreka, Jacksonville, Roseburg, Oakland, and Salem, to 
Portland, Oregon, for a compensation of $90,000 per year, 
the contract to expire September 15, 1654; and that the 
Postmaster General be; and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to establish a service six times a weck, ata schedule 
of thirty-six hours. throughout the year?— 

It might just as well fix the hours of arrival and 

departure— : : 
« from Portland, Oregon, via Vancouver, Saint Helen’s,and 
Monticello, to Olympia, in Washington Territory, by acon- 
tract, at a rate of compensation not to exceed the rate per 
mile allowed from Sacramento to Portland, with steamer 
service from Portland to Cowlitz, aud from Cowlitz to 
Olympia by four-horse stages; and the Postmaster is di- 
rected to discontinue the ocean service from San Franciseo 
to Olympia, via Portland and Astoria, Oregon, so soon as 
the service contemplated by this act is established.” 


There is a bill that is executive from the first 
line of it to the last. 

Mr. YULEE. Certainly it is. 

Mr. HAMLIN. And the Senator 


‘sat still in 


| his seat, and when I called his attention to it he 


had no words of burning indignation to pour out 
on this side of the Senate, because we wanted to 
exercise the power that belongs to us, to tell the 


‘Postmaster General what we want him to do—-to 


listen to his superiors—to the law that in our 
wisdom we sce fit to enact; and when we enact 
that law, neither he nor anybody else has a right 
to presume that we intend any disrespect. It is 
begging the question. Now, sir, I do not want 
it to be charged on me any more. from the men 
who pass these very bills. ji 

Mr. YULEE. 1 didnot pass tbat. bil. 

Mr. HAMLIN. You sat still and did not ob- 
ject to it. ' 

Mr. YULEE. I opposed it in committee, as is 
known tothe members of the committee, but I was 
overruled by my committee, and it was reported 
to the Senate. I should have felt it my duty to 
call the attention of the Senate to the very feature 
that the Senator from Maine did, if he had not pre- 
ceded me by calling the attention of the Senate to 
it, as he does now. By his doing that, I was 
saved the necessity of it, and I did what that Sen- 
ator did not—I voted against it. But the cases 
are not parallel. That related to prospective ser- 
vice. I didnot by any means claim, as my friend 
from Ohio seemed to suppose I did, that the legis- 
Jative department has no powcr to make laws to 
direct the Executive in their action. To them 
belongs only the execution of the Jaws. I agree 
that you may appropriate your money as you 
please, do any act which has reference to the dis- 
posal of the public money, and require the Pres- 
ident and his officers to carry into effect your will, 
That belongs to the appropriating power; but that 
is not this case. Under existing laws the exec- 
utive having donc certain acts; having executed 
the laws, you come now and review, and sit in 
judgment upon the mode in which they have ex- 
ecuted them, to replace the service where it was, 
to undo what they have done; and if even you 


‘| had the power, the actis attended with such mis- 


chievous consequences to the public service, so 
demoralizing to the Department in all its organ- 
ization, that it would be fatal to the public Inter- 
ests, and for that reason should be refused. 

I say, then, that if the Senator’ from Ohio re- 
considers with a view of depriving the amendment 
of its fault; if he reconsiders witha view of leav- 
ing yet to’the Departments the discretion which 
is necessary to protect the public interests; if he 
means to reconsider witha view of saving the 
Treasury from the plunder contemplated by the 
payment for services never authorized by law, 
which will make entirely insubordinate the em- 
ployés of the Government, which will subject you 
year after year to repeated demands of the same 
sort, and which you cannot resist when you have 
set this precedent, then, E say, we’ should recon- 
sider; but otherwise, it will be bootless. 

I will tell the Senate'the consequences of this 
legislation, whether you havé the power or not— 
and I do not dispute your power—~to do anything 
connected with ‘ah appropriation. Within the 
past week a contractor, to whom the head of the 
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contracting office had suggested the: probability 
of curtailment, said openly to.him’ that:he defied 
the Department; that the Department had not the 
power to curtail; and that he would appeal to 
Congress. That is the condition in which you 
will place your service by this mischievous legis- 
Jation: And how is it attempted? Not by ap- 
propriation; not in connection with appropria- 
tion. This bill relates to the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year 1860, which is about 
expiring. You make no appropriation to carry 
into effect the purpose which you propose in this 
amendment; but you introduce a new and sub- 
stantive thing, not connected with your appro- 
priations and mandatory on the Department, and 
. consisting simply ofa jadgment on the past action 
of the Department and reviewing and setting it 
aside, and under circumstances most mischievous 
to the public interests. 

Mr. POLK. Mr. President, until last night I 
had uniformly voted to sustain the amendment 
of the Senate, and against the amendment offered 
by the House of Representatives. Last night I 
voted for acceding to the House proposition. I 
did it because I was anxious to save this bill. But 
under the hope—and I have some ground to hope 
it—that if we can have another committee of con- 
ference there may be a compromise had between 
the two Houses on this bill, which I am very 
anxious to pass, I shall vote to-day for the recon- 
sideration, and then I shall vote against acceding 
to the amendment made by the House, with the 
view of having another committee of conference, 
with the expectation, and certainly in the strong 
hope, that that may result in a compromise which 
will secure the passage of this bill; and if it fails, 
I shall feel that I have done all I could towards 
accomplishing its ultimate passage. 

Mr. DAVIS. I merely wish to say to the Sen- 
ate that I think the action of the House, after the 
last committee of conference, gives reason to hope 
that the wish of the Senator from Missouri may 
be acceded to. After the last committee of con- 
ference had separated, disagrecing, each commit- 
tee adhering to the position of the House it rep- 
resented, the House of Representatives amended 
the bill and sent it to the Senate; thus indicating, 
I think, a temper on the part of the House to con- 
ciliate, as far as might be, with the Senate, and 
thus finally enact the bill. I thought, therefore, 
there was liope, when the bill came in amended 
from the House, that we might finally concur; 
and hence I made a suggestion for another com- 
mittee of conference. : 

Mr. WADE. I feel it my duty to say that I 
have been informed by members of the House 
that if it goes back there, there is no hope that 
that body will change its position. I say this be- 
cause I perceive that some Senators on the other 
side have an idea that the House of Represent- 
atives will recede. I am informed that that is 
not so. 

Mr. MASON. Iam sure the Senator did not 
give that infomation with any idea of affecting 
the action of the Senate. 

Mr. WADE. Not at all; buton the other side 
there were speculations as to what the House 
would do, and, in response, I stated what was 
said to me. : 

Mr. DAVIS. I had no information about it; 
and I. only said, from what had actually taken 

lace, what we might anticipate the action to be 
in the future. Ido not canvass Houses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
agreed to the amendment of the House. 

Mr. POLK called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Crittenden, 
Davis, Piteh, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Wigfall, and Yulee—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammond, 
Harlan, Hemphill, King, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—19. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred upon concurring in the 
House amendment. 

Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the House 
amendment, by striking. out all after the word 
‘s ihat,” where it first occurs, and inserting: 

AH laws by which any person or persons are authorized 
zo send or receive any niailable matter frec of postage be, 
„md the same are hereby, repealed: Provided, That nothing 


in this section shall be construed so as to affect the exist- 
ing laws relating to the exchange of newspapers: And pro- 
vided further, That the provisions of this section shall not 
apply to any person or persons to whom the franking priv- 
ilege may have been granted by name. 

And be it further enacted, That the preceding section of 
this act shall take effect from and after the Ist day of Au- 
gust, 1860. 

I call for the yeas and nays. - 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire simply to remark 
that those gentlemen who are in favor of restor- 
ing the mail service now sec the position they are 
in. That you cannot pass this bill, unless you 
concur with the House, is most manifest. he 
object is to destroy it. It is well known what 
the House will do with an amendment like this, 
supposing it to be put on. We sent sucha prop- 
osition in the early part of the session 

Mr. MALLORY. I call the Senator from 1i- 
nois to order. That is not the way to pass a bill 
in this body. The Senator has no right to refer 
to the action of the other House.on a bill which 
we passed here. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihavearight to say any- 
thing which I have said. We shall have the 
question of order decided; and I ask the Senator 
to put down the words I have used which are out 
of order. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ishall put down the words 
only at the dictation of the Chair, not of the Sen- 
ator. I called the Senator to order because he 
was telling us what the other House would do; 
and I say the Senator has no right to pass bills 
in that way, under the pressure of telling us what 
the House will do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator has not put 
down the words which he says I used. that. were 
out of order. I have not said what the House 
would do. { said we had no right to suppose the 
House would do this, when we sent them a bill 
abolishing the franking privilege early in the ses- 
sion, and we know what the action has been. If 
the Senator desires to make the point of order on 
me, let him make it in parliamentary form, or else 
jet him abstain from making it. 

Mr. MALLORY. [Ishall make the point on 
the Senator whenever I please, and if it does not 
suit him, he can take the consequence. I raise 
the question of order now. This is the first time 


| since I have been in the Senate—and I was here 


before the Senator from Illinois—that ever a de- 
mand has been made to place a question of order 
in writing. Ihave made the question of order, 
and I simply submit it to the Chair in the shortest 
time possible. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [ insist that the Senator 


has made no question of order which the Chair 


can decide; and I insist that he shall put his ques- 
tion of order in writing. Twant to know what I 
have said that is out of order, if the Senator from 
Florida makes his point. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The recollec- 
tion of the Chair is, that, under the rules, words 
objected to as out of order, must be put in writ- 
ing before the Chair can pronounce upon them; 
but, according to the recollection of the Chair, it 
has not been the practice of the Senate, though 
such is the rule. 

Mr. MASON. If the question of order is per- 
sisted in, of course the rule requires it to be put 
in writing; but it is the usual practice of the Sen- 
ate, never broken that I know of, when a ques- 
tion of order is submitted to the Chair, to permit 
it to be made verbally. If it is insisted on, it 
must be put in writing, of course. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
1 do not think it worth while to put it in writing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the question of order 
is withdrawn, } shall not take long. I have fin- 
ished all I desire to say except simply to remind 
those Senators who are in favor of passing the 
Post Office deficiency bill and who are in favor of 
the restoration of a portion of the service as pro- 
vided by the House amendment, that we shall 
not accomplish the object unless we agree with 
the House. I have been informed—I do not know 
whether it is true or not—that there is a bare quo- 
rum, if indeed there be a quorum, of the House 
in attendance. There is very little probability 
that the bill will become a law if we disagree to 
their amendment. I think it involves the whole 
question. I desire the Senator from Ohio to be 
informed that we had no less than four commit- 
tees of conference, I think, on this very propo- 


I shall not insist upon it. | 


i 


sition; and why we- should expect. that: another 
committee will. accomplish anything, I do: not 
know. Why the Senator from Missouri should 
suppose that a fifth committee will accomplish 
more tham the four previous committees ‘have 
done, I do not know. : POE PES gE Boh 

Mr. PUGH. I answer the Senator from: Hli- 
nois that I have known more than. four.commit- 
tees of conference upon a bill since Lhave been in 
the Senate, and a report. brought in-and.agreed to- 
within five minutes of the adjournment. If. the, 
Senator from Kentucky will withdraw his amend- 
ment, which is incongruous to the-subjectyand let 
us take a vote; instead of wasting an hour, Libe- 
lieve this bill can yet be perfected. ew 

Mr. MASON. Mr..President—~ > ooy 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe Senator from Virginia will 
allow me, I will move to rescind the order.requir= 
ing a recess to be taken. CGT ey i 

r. MASON. That can be done presently. 
I was about to say that I think these references 
on either side to what the other House will do. or 
will not do, or to what it has done orhas refrained 
from doing, are not only, as all know, a breach 
of parliamentary law and of courtesy between the 
two Houses, but lead to dissension and strife, It 
is a breach of parliamentary law to refer at all to 
the probable action of the other House in any, 
form. whatever, and can lead. to.no good. As to, 
this particular matter, 1 do not know the condi» 
tion ofthe other House. I have heard a thousand 
rumors; but I really know nothing about it. I 
do know, however, what the duty of the Senate 
is, and that is to attend to this measuré as one be- 
fore them, without any regard to what. may be 
transacted elsewhere; and P hope it will be enter- 
tained in that lightalone. 1 have my own views 
upon it, and shall carry them out. Ffit results in 
defeating the bill, so much the better, in my judg- 
ment, no matter in what way that is brought 
about. We defeated one Post Office bill at the 
last session. I was a party to it, and was glad 
that I had an opportunity of interposing myself 
in that way to bring the public attention to the 
condition of the postal service and, of -what was 
pressed upon it; and if this bill is defeated, so 
much the better. Ten thousand times better, in 
my judgment, that you should defeat the bill than 
that this amendment should take place, which 
puts back the repudiated service.. The Senator 
rom Mississippi stated that his object in asking 
the floor was to move that we should dispense 
with the recess. . I will make that motion for him, 
I move that the order requiring a recess to be taken 
be suspended. ` s 

Mr. CHANDLER. object. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The Chair can 
entertain the motion only by-unanimous consent. 

Several Mempers objected., 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to postpone the consid- 
eration of the present question, in order that I 
may offer a motion to rescind the order fora re- 
cess. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Upon that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: It is moved 
and seconded that the Senate postpone the con+ 
sideration of the subject before them for the pur- 
pose of taking up another question. 

Mr. DAVIS. For the purpose merely of mak- 
ing a motion to rescind the order for a recess. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to ask the Senator if 
he will attain his object in the mode he proposes? 

I am distinct in my recollection that, when the 
order was submitted for a recess, the Vice Presi- 
dent, then in the chair, ruled that he could not 
entertain the motion that day, because it was in | 
the nature of aresolution, and all resolutions must 
lie over one day for consideration. ; 

Mr. IVERSON. There is already on the table 
a resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana, 
[Mr. Fircu,] some daysago, to rescind the order 
for a recess. That resolution can be taken up 
and acted on. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If there is a resolution before 
the Senate that has been on the table more than 
one day, the Senator will attain his object by con- 
sidering that, and I shall not object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The-quegtion 
is on the motion of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The question being taken by yeas. and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.. Bragg, Chesnut, Crittenden, Davis, 
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Fitch: -Fitapatrick; Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, [verson, 
Lane; diatham, Mallory, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, Pugh, 
Rice, Sebastian, Sumner. Wigfail, Wilson, ‘and Yulee—23. 
"NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Hamlin, 
‘Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee; King, Polk, Simmons, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkipson-—20.> >. ; 
-Sd.the motion-to postpone was agreed to. 
<Mr: CLARK: What is the question now be- 
fore the Senate? Š ; 
“Mr; DAVIS: I moveto consider the resolution 
rescinding the order fora recess. : 
“Mr FESSENDEN. | I suggest that itis too 
late; for the hour has arrived. - ; i 
--Mr. GREEN. It can be done by unanimous 
consent, bag’ Rae : 
Me. CHANDLER. I object. : 
Mr: DAVIS. Since the order is called up, it 
does not require unanimous consent. 
Mr. CLARK. The time for a recess has 
come.“ : . 
Mr. DAVIS. . 1 thought there was a trick in 
calling for the yeas and. nays. i 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. I made the call on pur- 
OSE 2 i : 
P Mi GREEN. Let us have unanimous con- 
genti’ : h eos 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER.: The hour of 
four o’clock having fully arrived, it is the duty of 
the Chair to announce that the Senate will take a 
recess until six o’clock, p. m. 


_’ EVENING SESSION. 
. The Senate reassembled at six o’clock 
READING OF HOUSE BILLS. 


The following bills, received from the House of 
Representatives for concurrence, were read the 
first and second times by unanimous consent: 

A bill: (No; 559) granting a pension to Harriet 
S. Wyman, widow of Captain Thomas W. Wy- 
man, post captain in the naval service of the Uni- 
ted States; : 
` CA bill (No. 666) for the relief of William Sut- 
ton; — 

A bill (No, SBR) for the relief of Elizabeth Wal- 
ton, widow of Thomas Walton; i 
A bilt (No. 811) for the relief of A. Bledsoe, 
William Bryson, William C. Scott, William 
Doty; and others; and 
Abi (No, 849) for the relief of J. & R. H. 

; Portar J. ©. Trvine & Co., and Charles Perry & 

o) 

WILLIAM BURNS. 


The bill (H. R. No. 451) granting an invalid 
pension to William Burns; of Ohio, was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. WADE. I wish. that that bill might be 
put upon its passage... It is a case to which I-be- 
ieve there will be no objection. It is to give a 
pension to an old.man.who is about dying. 

Mr. MALLORY. How much does it give? 

Mr. WADE. I believe it gives fifteen dollars 
a month; but I am not certainas to the amount. I 
wish to have itread. If it is objected to, of course 
I will not insist upon it. : 

Mr. BRAGG. There is no quorum present, 
and. I object. 

Mr. WADE. If there is not a quorum it will 

` not do any hurt to know what it is. . 

.The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) T'he bill will be read for informa- 
tion. : : 
The Secretary read it, It directs that William 
Barns, of Richland county, State of Ohio, first 
lieutenant:in. Captain Flannegan’s company of 
Pennsylvania volunteers, in the war of 1812, be 
placed on the roll of invalid pensioners, at four 
dollars per month, during his natural life, com- 
mencing on the Ist of January, 1860. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator. from Ohio ask for the present. consideration 
ofthe bill? ; 

Mr. WADE. There is no quorum; and I can- 
not ask its consideration for that reason. Let it 
lie on the table... 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
lie on the-table. 

THE NAVY. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed tot 


Resolved, That the Séeretaty of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, requested to transmit to the Senate, at the com- 


following information : 

l The number and character of ships in commission, 
with their batteries, and their stations for and during each 
year from 1840 to 1860, inclusive, and the number of sea- 
men and-marines in service during the same period: 

2,. The total amount expended for equipment and repair 
for and during each of said years. 

3. The actual cost per annum of maintaining in commis- 
sion 2 steam frigate, a steatn sloop of the first class, a steam 
sloop of the second class, and a steamer of the third class, 
contrasted with the actual cost of maintaining in commis- 
sion a sailing frigate of the first class, a sloop-of-war of 
the first class, a sloop-of-war of the second class, and one 
of the third class, for and during each year of the period in 
whicti we have had steam naval vessels. 

4. The wear and tear and deterioration of steam vessels 
as contrasted with sail ships; the duration of a well-con- 
structed ship of each class before requiring repairs; the 
annnal percentage ‘upon first cost of each for repairs; and 
the character of the deterioration and of repairs. 

5. The average cost of giving steam power to the vessels 
of said classes, including all machinery. 

6. The increased number and duties of the persons, other 
than seamen and marines, required by steam over sailing 
vessels of the classes before mentioned, with their salaries. 

7. The cost of each of the steam screw-ships of the Navy, 
with tonnage and battery, Including caliber and weight of 
broadside, and where built. : 

8. ‘The increased cost of clothing and. provisions and me- 
chanical labor of 1860; as compared with 1840. 

9. The cost of dismantling and placing in ordinary the 
five serew-frigates and five screw-sloops, which have sev- 
erally last returned from a.reguiar cruise of two years or 
more, including every expense of stripping and storing, 
&c., and the total expense of preparing the same vessels for 
sea, exclusive of repairs to hull. 

10. The number of establishments, and their location, 
private and public, at which machinery for said vessels 
may be constructed, and the Jeast time required for the con- 
struction of each class of works. 

11. The total cost of the machinery of a-steam frigate 
constructed by contract at a private establishment, and the 
total cost of machinery of a ship of the same class con- 
structed at the Washington navy-yard, and the duration of 
each before requiring repairs. 

12. Whether, in his opinion; the interests of the Govern- 
ment would not be subserved by reducing the number of 
navy-yards ; andif so, which could be most advantageously 
dispensed with. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That ©. B. Baker have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
. On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to meet at 
nine o'clock on Monday next. 


CALIFORNIA MAIL SERVICE. 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. BUCHANAN, 
his Secretary: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Genthemen: I feel it my duty to communicate 
to you that it has-been found impracticable to 
conclude a contract for the transportation of the 
mails between our Atlantic and Pacific ports on the 
terms authorized by the fourth section of an acten- 
titled** Anact making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861,” approved June 15, 1860. 
The Postmaster General has offered the Califor- 
nia mails to the several companies and ship-owners 
engaged in the trade with the Pacific, via the isth- 
mus; but they have all declined carrying them for 
the postages. They demand a higher rate of com- 
pensation; and unless power is given to the Post- 
master General to accede to this demand, I am well 
satisfied that these mails, with the exception of 
the letters, canuot be forwarded. Jt should not 
be forgotten that, in consequence of the diversion 
of a large part of the letter mail to the overland 
route, the postages derived from the California 
service has been greatly reduced, and afford a 
wholly inadequate remuneration for the ocean 
transportation. The weight of these mails, averag- 
ing from twelve to. fifteen tons, semi-monthly, 
renders it, in view of the climate and character of 
the road, manifestly impossible to forward them 
overland, without involving anexpenditure which 
no wise administration of the Government would 
impose upon the Treasury. I therefore earnestly 
recommend that the act referred to be so modified 
as to empower the Postmaster General to provide 
for carrying the California mails at a rate of com- 
pensation which may be deemed reasonable and 
just. , JAMES BUCHANAN. 

June 23, 1860. l ; 

Mr. YULEE. I move that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. : i 

The motion was agreed to. 


mencement ofits next session, a- statement exhibiting the 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. LANE. Imove to take upia bill that I 
think no one will object to. It has been suggested 
to me, by the Interior Department, that they 
would,be glad to have it passed. Itis House bill 
No. 665, to amend an act approved February 5, 
1859, entitled ‘An act forkeeping and distributing 

ublic documents, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. PEARCE. Thatbillhas passed the House 
of Representatives, and come to the Senate, and 
has been referred toa committec, before whom it 
is now. 4 : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, of 
course, cannot entertain the motion when the bill 
is before the committee. ‘ 

Mr. LANE. I did not know that it was before 
a committee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PUGH. There are several House bills 
that have been sent to us to-day. Task that they 
be taken up; and that those to which there is no 
objection may be put on their passage, and dis- 
posed of. It will save us a good deal of trouble. 

Mr. WADE. I hope the bill for the relief of 
William Burns will be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
take up the House bills received to-day, with a 
view to action upon them. Is the motion objected 
to? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ihave no objection to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio; but I was just 
about to move to take up a House bill on the 
Calendar. ; 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave a number of such; but 
this is the best way to dispose of these bills, and 
then we can take up the others on the Calendar. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator misunder- 
stands me. The bill to which I refer is a bill on 


| the Calendar which has already passed the House. 


It will create no discussion whatever. It comes 
within the spiritof the motion which he proposes 
to make. I ask his consent to allow me to take 
it up first. f 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave no objection to it, except 
that I should like to have these bills considered. 

Mr. WADE. I think I have the floor. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don; I believe I have the floor. : ; 

Mr. PUGH. He can take up his afterwards. 
I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 


INDIAN AGENCIES, 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move to take up the bill 
(H. R. No. 557) to establish two Indian agencies 
in Nebraska Territory, and one in the Territory 
of New Mexico. 

Mr. PUGH. I donot object to have that taken 
up, provided I can have the others considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
entertain the motion by unanimous consent. Un- 
less objected to, it will be considered the sense of 
the Senate. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H*R. No. 557) to 
establish two Indian agencies in Nebraska Ter- 
ritory, and one in the Territory of New Mexico. 
It directs that there be appointed by the Presi- 


| dent of the United States, by and with the advice 


and consent of the Senate, three additional agents 
for the Indian service, at an annual salary of 
#1,500 each; one for the Indians in the Territory 
of New Mexico, one for the ‘* Ponca” tribe, and 
one for the ** Pawnees,”’ in the Territory of Ne- 
braska. l 

Mr. KING. Is there any report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, or any reason why itis 
necessary to increase these officers? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will state to the Senator 
from New York that there is no written report 
by the committee, but we investigated the sub- 
ject.very fully, and the Commissioner of Indian 
‘Affairs came before us and explained to us the 
positive necessity for the creation of these officers 
in-each case, and the committee were unanimously 
of opinion that it was right. The subject was 
considered before a very full committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. LINN. 


Mr. PUGH. I must now insist on my motion 
to toke up the House bilis which we have received 
to-day. 


` 1860. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, Unless it is} 
objected to, that will be considered: the sense of 
the Senate. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
proceeded to cousider:the bill (H. R. No. 188) 
for the relief of William A. Linn’s estate. It 
directs the Sceretary of the Treasury to satisfy a 
judgment rendered by the cireuit court in and for 
the county of St. Louis, State of Missouri, at its 
October term of the year 1857, in favor of Thomas 
C. Reynolds, and against the late William A. 
Linn, for services in defending Linn in a suit 
brought against him by William H. Belcher and 
Charles Belcher, on account of acts done by him 
as an officer of the United States; and also to pay 

- to Reynolds a like additional sum in satisfaction 
of his demand in another suit brought by him in 
the St. Louis court of common pleas, in and for 
the county of St. Louis, against Linn, and now 
pending against Linn’s administrator for other 
ike services in defending him, and which sums 
are to be in full of-all demands of Reynolds for 
his services rendered in the suits. 

Mr. PUGH. That matter has been before the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and 
we intended to have reported a bill which was in 
the hands of the gentleman now in the Chair. I 
hope the bill will be put on its passage. It isa 
just claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish to 
make one or two little reports for the purpose of 
getting them off my hands. 

Mr. PUGH. The bills from the House are be- 
ing read, and I hope the Senator will not inter- 
fere. We shall get through in a moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not see 
why they should be taken up out of their order. 
I want to make some reports. 

Mr. PUGH. The motion was to take up House 
bills on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
up one from the table. 

eae I hope these bills will be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. IVERSON. I do not understand this 
game; and I am opposed to taking up House bills 
that come here to-day, leaving all the bills that 
have been here for two months unconsidered. 
There are forty-six bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives already upon your Calendar, and I 
do not think it altogether fair to take up bills 
which came from the House to-day, and give all 
the others the go-by. Lasked the Senate yester- 
day morning to take the House bills. 

Mr. PUGH. Ifthe Senator will move to take 
up the House bills, I will withdraw my sugges- 
ton at once. 

Mr. IVERSON. If it isin order, I move to 
take up the Calendar of House bills, and to pro- 
ceed regularly with them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
can be entertained by unanimous consent only, 
there being business before the Senate at the time 
of the recess. 

Mr. IVERSON. I move to postpone all prior 
orders with a view to take up bills from the House 
of Representatives on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. IVERSON. I shall not call fora division; 
but I shall object to going on with any more 
House bills. I think we should put all on the 
same footing. 


I wish totake 


CALVIN REED. 

Mr. MALLORY. There is a little bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims unani- 
mously, which the Senator from Georgia will | 
recollect, involving a sum of $700, which 1 regard 
as avery hard case, and I would be obliged to 
the Senate if they would pass it. It is Senate bill 
No. 432, for the relief of Chandler S. Emory, sole 
surviving administrator of Calvin Reed, of Duval 
county, Florida. I ask unanimous consent to 
take it'up and pass it now. 


Mr. WADE. I object. 
BUSINESS OF TILE SENATE, 
Mr. GWIN. Lask the consent of the Senate 


to introduce a resolution having reference to tne 
unfinished business before the Senate. Nobody | 


joint rule to the same effect already? 


| tertained by unanimous consent only. The Chair 


: : g P | 
will object to it; and I ask to have it now acted 


upon. Let it be read. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That all subjects before the Senate at the close - 
of the present session, including those before committees, 
sball be continued to the next session; and shall then be 
proceeded with in the same manner as if no adjournment 
of the Senate had taken place; and the papers which have 
been referred to the committees, and may be in their pos- 
session at the close of the session, shali be returned, in- 
formally, to the Secretary, and by him restored to the com- 
mittees, when appointed, at the next session. 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask if we have not a | 


i 
j 
i 


Mr.GWIN. No,sir; this is the usual resolu- 
tion at the close of a session. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand there is a} 
rule to the same effect; and if so, I see no object 
in passing this resolution. 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir; there is not. 

Mr. KING. I ask that the rule on the subject 
be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule in 
regard to joint business willbe read. There is no 
rule in regard to the business of the Senate. 

The Secretary read it; as follows: 

“21, Aftersix days from the commencement of a second 
or subsequent session of Congress, all bills, resolutions, or 
reports, which originated in either House, and at the close 
of the next preceding session remained undetermined in 
either House, shall be resumed and acted on in the same 
manner as if an adjournment had not taken place.”? 

Mr. GWIN. This resolution is in regard to 
the papers that have been referred to committees, 
and are now befere them, and which will come 
before them for consideration at the next session. 
That is all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, I have no objectig 
to it. 

The resolution was agreed to, 

COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. WILSON. Iask the Senate now to con- 
sider a resolution submitted by me some days 
since in regard to the clerk of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
can be entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the motion? 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. To take up the 
resolution in regard to a clerk to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
what the resolution is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
for information. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia have a clerk with the same annual compensation 
as the clerk of the Committee on Finance, Claims, or 
Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Scnator 
from Massachusetts moves to take up this reso- 
lution for consideration. The motion can be en- 


I should like to know 


It will be read 


hears no objection. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. Lask to have the resolution 
read again, 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. BROWN. I move to insert, after the word 
«Militia, the words ‘and all other standing 
committees.” I know of no reason for raising 
the compensation of this clerk in particular. 

Mr. FITCH. Iwas about to offer a similar 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I will yield to hear the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana. A 

Mr. FITCH. I move to strike out all after the 
word ‘resolved,’ and insert in lieu thereof: 


That ali the clerks of the standing committees of the Sen- 
ate, Who are nut vow permanent clerks, be, and they are 
hereby, constituted permanent clerks, at an annual salary 
of $1,600 per annum, commencing on the Ist of July, 1860. 

Į shall not advocate either the original resolu- 
tion or the amendment. If the original resolution 
isto be adopted, however, I think this amendment 
had better be substituted. The House, [ under- 
stand, have adopted a similar resolution, The 
amendment could well come from myself, being 
chairman of a committee that has a permancnt | 
clerk; and therefore I cannot be accused of any | 
interested motives in offering it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. At every session of Con- || 
gress since I have been here, just at the close, or, i 


i especially the eminent clerk we now 


at any rate, for: the. first Congress, an efort was 
made:to raise the pay of committee clerks, and to 

ay them during the recess... It finally resolved 
itself into this: there. was so much trouble in re- 
gard to the clerks of conimittees, and ‘the abuse 
was so great, it being stated here, Tremémber,in 
the Senate, on one occasion, that-one of the com- 
mittees had a clerk that never had asingle meeting 
during the whole session, that this whole subject 
was-referred to a committee, of which, I thinkythe 
Senator from Louisiana not now. prescnt.{Mr. 
Bensamin]. was chairman. They revised: the 
whole subject, and fixed the. compensation of the 
different clerks which it was agreed we should 
have. They gave clerks to some committecs,-but 


| not to all, naming the committees; and if you:will 


look at the rules you will find that they specify 
the committees that are to have-clerks; and one, 
two, or. three clerks were made. permanent. I 
think the clerk of the Committee on Finance is a 
permanent clerk, and perhaps the clerk of the 
Committee.on Claims. There are two or-three 
of them. To other committees no clerks were 
given; and to some committees clerks were given 
during the session. Now, sir, if you open this 
matter, we shal] have the old trouble over again. 
I think we had best reject all these propositions, 
and let this matter stand as it does. I myself am 
very much opposed to these personal applications 
brought in here by the subordinate. officers, just 
as we are adjourning, for extra.compensation... It 
is unpleasant to oppose them. Members dislike 
to do so. The clerks have been accommodating, 
and the intercourse with them has been agreeable, 
dnd you dislike to object to these applications; 
but I prefer they should be upon some permanent 
basis, and there they should rest. We did that 
some three or four years ago; and I move to lay 
this whole subject on the table. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
to lay the resolution and amendment on the table, 
which is not debatable. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. [hope the Senator will 
indulge me in one remark on the subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will withdraw the mo- 
tion if gentlemen desire it, My object was to get 
rid of it. - : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. It is a very natural 
feeling, and I sympathize with the, Senator from 
Ilinois. Iam opposed to appointing clerks to 
all these committees. I voted against it when the 
question was up, as alluded to by the Senator 
from Illinois, on the report of the Senator from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamiy.] I have been ona 
committee where there was a permanent clerk— 
the one over which my friend from Indiana pre- 
sides. Although there isa necessity for the clerk 
upon that committee, Iam on the Military Com- 
mittee, and I assure the Senate there is a neces- 
sity for that clerk there. No man in this Senate 
is more opposed to foisting upon the Erensary 
the swarm of clerks contemplated in the amend- 
ment to this resolution than myself; but, sir, if 


you look at the business emanating from that 


committee, and if Senators were conversant with 
what is transacted in that committee, I am per- 
suaded there is scarcely a Senator on this floor 
but would give to that committee a clerk. It. 
is essential for the public interest. "We have 
now a most competent clerk ata salary wholly 
inadequate to retain the services of that man, and 
Į do hope the Senator from Indiana will withdraw 
his amendment, and let us have a permanent clerk 
to that committee. There isa reason, and there 
is a necessity for it. Tam persuaded there is not 
a Senator here, if he were as conversant with the 


| facts as I am myself, who would hesitate, to ac+ 


cord to that committee a permanent clerk, and 
have. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I submitted 
this resolution because I believed its:adoption by 
the Senate would do an act of simple justice. The 
clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs is a 
gentleman of large intelligence, and, I believe, of 
the most inflexible integrity. T believe his intel- 
ligence and his integrity save this Government 
many thousands of dollars. I have no doubt of 
it. e is always here, from the opening of the 
session to its close; and always ready to commu- 
nicate to us any information he may possess. 
think him an invaluable oficer. He is laboring 
here for, I believe, the small pittance of $800 a 
year. He has been here eight orden years; and 
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Ede think thatthe original resolution ought to 
bass: -Some other committees ought possibly to 
have the same. Lam on two committees. “With- | 
outdoing injustice; Iwill say in regard to the one, 
that,in my judgment; if hd earns $800, the other 
éarns twice that. I havethe kindest possible feel- 
ings for them both; but one is in a position todo 
avast deal more for the Government: than the 
other:and I believe that his large intelligence, his 
experience, his kriowledge of the Army and of 
thé men and of. the claims that come before Con- 
gress, and his inflexible integrity, have, during 
the last-few years, saved this Government many 
thousands of dollars. This is my deep convic- 
tion, and I hope the original resolution will pass. 

Mir. BROWN. I am perfectly willing to go 
for‘continuing all these clerks; but unless that is 
done; I am opposed: to increasing the list. ‘The 
Senator from Alabama says that the clerk of his 
committee performs a great deal of labor dur- 
ing the vacation; but he has not specified. The 
Senator from: Massachusetts has said the same 
thing; but still he has not specified. What is it 
that-he does in the vacation for which he should 
be paid any more than the-clerks of other com- 
miittees? That he does his duty during the ses- 
sionof the Senate, I dare say is true; and so do 
the clerks of other committees. They do what- 
ever they are required to do, whatever the public 
service demands of them; and they do that fora 
compensation of six dollars a day. If they are || 
to be continued during the vacation, I can see no 
necessity for making a discrimination between 
them. he clerk of one committce has as much 
right to be ‘continued in service as the clerk of 
any other committee, I think the three that are 
now continued, the clerks to the Committee on 
Finance, the Committee on Claims, and the Com- 
mittee on Printing, render no service to the pub- 
lic during the vacation for which they deserve to 
beccontinued in: the public service. 

“Mr. FITCH. I desire merely to correct. the 
Senator as to the clerk of the Committee on Print- 
ing. I know nothing of the others. The records 
of the Printing Committee are left in charge of 
that clerk, and questions are constantly present- 
ing themselves to the Superintendent which re- 
quire, on his part, access in some manner to those 
records kept by the clerk. 

Mr BROWN.” Then he ought to be a clerk 
belonging to the printing bureau or the printing 
commission, and not the clerk of a committee 
which is not in session. The committee are not 
here to exercise any supervision over his action 
at all: Itis very probable that he should be trans- 
ferred to the printing commission during the va- 
cation, and let him iabor for the Superintendent 
ag a separate and independent clerk; but Ido not 
see why itis thatthe clerk of one committec should 
be continued during the vacation, and the clerks 
of other: committees discontinued. I see no pro- 
přiety in jt: As to measuring it by the amount 
of labor which each one performs, you might as 
well undertake to graduate the amount of pay, | 
and say one shall have two dollars, another four 
dollars, another six dollars, another eight dollars, 
another ten dollars, according to the amount of 
labor they had performed. During the sittings 

. of Congress you put them all on the same footing, 
aud pay them allalike. Ifitcan be shown that 
the clerk of the Military Committee is doing any 
extraordinary labors during the vacation, any- 
thing that requires his service, I should not object 
to-his being paid. Two members of the com- | 
mitice ‘have 'stated that he does labor, without 
specifying what it is.‘ I want to treat them all | 
alike; dither continue none of them, or else con- | 
tinue all of them. ` : | 

Mr. DAVIS. It seems to me a most extraordi- 
nary principle, indeed, that everybody should be 
paid-alike.” I thought nothing. was better settled | 
in the world than that men were to be paid in 
proportion to the services they rendered, whether 
that was manual. or intellectual service. In pro- 
portion to the service rendered by this clerk, I 
think he should be paid more than the average of 
clerks, and it is service, rendered not merely to 
the committee, and the committee should not be 
called on as the only persons that could speak, | 
for I believe as much-services have been rendered || 
to other Senators as tothe committee by that || 
clerk. The reason is obvious: he is the clerk of || 
a committee, the duties of which are special; that 


| second session of each Congress shall be entitled to an 


| believe the clerks now receive six dollars a day 


| to suffer our individual feelings in regard to indi- |} 


is to say, the duties of that committee belong to 


asubject out of the general walk. Men learn laws; |} 
men learn all the common vocations of life; they || 
do not necessarily learn, and therefore they do 
notgenerally learn, military affairs; and this clerk 
is called upon to perform service for every Sen- 
ator who requires such information—to hunt up 
the laws, to farnish him with the dates, the rec- 
ords, the illustrations, and the usages and prece- 
dents.. He is constantly called upon. It requires 
a very high order of intelligence to perform the 
labors as he performs them. I think the addi- 
tional compensation may be voted to him with- 
out involving everybody, as I think very few, 
indeed, are so useful to the Senate. 

Mr. FITCH. I must not be understood, in of- 
fering the amendment, as questioning the capacity 
or integrity of the clerk of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs: On the contrary, although nota 
member of the committee, 1 cheerfully bear testi- 
mony to what I believe to be his possession of 
both those qualities in a very eminent degree. I 
do not think the committee or the Senate could 
have a more useful man in their employ. That | 
proposition was offered, as I have already rc- 
marked to the Senate, without any intention en 
my part of cither advocating the original or the 
amendment. It is more properly for the chair- 
man and members of those committees than for 
myself, the committee of which I am chairman 
having a standing clerk, and very properly, as it 
would be almost impossible to dispense with the 
service of some one in that capacity in the recess. 
But at the solicitation of those around me, not 
being disposed to throw any obstacles in the way 
of the passage of the original resolution, I shall 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, Mr. President, I renew 
the amendment which I proposed in the begin- 
ning, tp insert after the word *‘ militia” the words, 
“and all other standing committees.” 

Thefamendment was rejected. 


Mr? TRUMBULL. 1 have sent for the Senate 
proceedings on this subject. They occurred at the 
session of 1856-57; and Í find that the report of 
the committee which was raised on this subject at 
that time provided: 


“Each of the foregoing committees shall be entitled to 
employ a clerk, with the exception of the six following, 
which shall not be entitled to a clerk, viz: 

“1, The Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

“2, The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

“3, The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

“4, ‘he Committee on the Library. 

«5. The Committee on Engrossed Bills. | 

6. The Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

& The clerks ofthe Committees on Finance, Printing, and 
Claims, shall be permanent clerks, at a salary of $1,860, 
per annuum. 

“he clerks employed by all the other committees shall 
receive a compensation of six dollars-per diem, during the 
time of. their actual employment; and at the close of the 


extra compensation equal to the amount of their per diem 
for sixty days.” 


_Some amendments were made, but this propo- 
sition was substantially, I think, adopted; and I 


during the session, and six dollars for sixty days 
after the second session. 

Mr. BROWN. Not the sixty days. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Ihave not had time 
torun it through and sce the exact shape in which 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BROWN. That was offered, but rejected. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi is doubtless correct. Now, is not that 
sufficient? It was thought to be, on a revision of 
the whole of this troublesome subject. If you 
open it now, what will be the consequence? € 
have the testimony of the Military Committee 
that the clerk of that committee is a very excel- 
lent man, and performs his duties well, and ought, 
as they say, to be made a permanent clerk. I am 
not disposed to dispute the fact that he is a very 
able and accomplished clerk; but I presume, if you 
call upon the members of the other committees, || 
they will testify to the same thing; and if we are 


viduals to govern us, we shall make permanent, | 
I suppose, all the clerks of committees, and pay || 
them annual salaries, as we do to theclerks of the |} 
Committees on Finance, Printing, and Claims. I 
am opposed to opening this question at all; and I 
renew the motion which I made alittle while ago, 
to lay the whole subject on the table. i 
Mr. FITCH. I merely ask the permission of 


the Senator to give a brief statement of the pay 
of the committee clerks and other officers. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Iwill withdraw the mo- 
tion, if the Senator will renew it. 

Mr. FITCH. Iwilldo so. During the last 
Congress the committee clerks received an aver- 
age of $861 a year. When we compare that with 
the pay of the other employés of the Senate, it 
will be seen that there is a manifest injustice in it, 
unless the usual additional compensation is al- 
lowed them, which was refused at the last session. 
The pages permanently employed received $876, 
the mail boys $900, and the messengers $1,200. 
I presume that ourcommittee clerks would be fall 
as well satisfied, if they could receive the usual 
additional compensation, asif they were employed 
permanently, though that might not satisfy the 
committees, for I can well perceive that quite a 
number of the committees must leave more or less 
important papers in the hands of some person, 
and there can be no one more trusty than their 
clerk. Now, in accordance with my implied ar- 
rangement with the Senator from Illinois, I renew 
his motion, though I shall not vote for it myself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the resolution lie'‘on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 14, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Clark, Crittenden, Doo- 
little, Foster, Hamlin, Harian, Johnson of Tennessee, King, 
Sebastian, Thomson, Trumbull, and Wade—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bragg, Davis, Durkee, Fitch, 


Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Iverson, Lane, La- 
tham, Mallory, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, 
Simmons, Wigth, and Wilkinson~-21. 

Mr. MALLORY. [ trust the resolution will 
pass; but I deem it my duty to offer an amend- 
ment, which the Senate will at once appreciate. 
I am serving upon two committees, one of which - 
has a permanent clerk—the Committee on Claims; 
and the other, the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
of which I have the honor to be chairman, has a 
clerk who is-not permanent; but I can see no dif- 
ference between the labor and the responsibility 
of labor of the two. Those who are associated 
with me on the Naval Committee will bear wit- 
ness that everything which has been said of the 
clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs may, 
with equal justice, be said of the clerk of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, as to the amount of 
labor he has to perform and the responsibility 
and character of the clerk. I want the resolution 
to pass; but as the services of the clerks of the 


| two committees are sister services and very sim- 


ilar, and I do not believe they differ in amount 
at all, I ask that the resolution be amended, by 
inserting the clerk of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the resolu- 
tion by including the clerk of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and I will state the reason. It is 
impossible, necessarily, for any gentleman who 
is not on two committees to judge of the relative 
labor of the clerks of those committees. He would 
naturally place upon the services of the clerk 
whose services came under his own eyes an esti- 
mate which he would not place upon the services 
of another, and it would be in vain for him to 
attempt to compare their services. I believe, 
myself, that if you were to make the clerks per- 
manent, it would be better; not because they 
would be employed in the vacation, but in order 
to secure the services of men competent to per- 
form the duties, and be certain that you will have 
them at the next session. None of these clerks, 
I believe, are employed in the vacation; but by 
giving a permanent compensation, a man who 
has become conversant with the business of his 
committee, and who really is of great service to 
the members of the committee in the performance 
of their duties, is retained; because then the sal- 


il ary becomes competent for the purpose of insur- 


ing his retention. Otherwise, you may have to 
shift at the commencement of a new session. I 
think that is the hasis on which alone the com- 
pensation can be made permanent. Iam satisfied 
that this basis applies as much to the clerk of the 
Committee on the Judiciary as to the clerk of any 
other committee of the Senate. The officer him- 


i selfis, beyond all question, one of the most faithful 


and efficient committee clerks. I say this without 
meaning at all to derogate from the service of any 
other clerk, for | know nothing about the char- 
acter of the service of a great many of them. I 
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never was a member of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, or the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and know nothing of the service required of the 
„clerk of either of those committees. I do not 

mean to deny the important character of their 
services, and the competency of the men; but I 
speak simply of the services and character of the 
clerk of the Committee on the Judiciary; and I 
am satisfied that the only basis on which you can 
allow permanent compensation applies as much 
to him as to the others. 

Mr. HALE. I hope this amendment to insert 
the clerk of the Judiciary Committee will prevail; 
and if it be adopted, I shall have some others to 

. propone: We keep, I believe, all the doorkeepers 

ere during the vacation; and at the last session, 
as the doorkeepers had nothing to do, we voted 
to continue two pages permanently, to wait on the 
doorkeepers. By looking at the account of the 
expenditures of the contingent fund of the Senate 
you will find that we kept two pages here during 
the last vacation. I believe it was done by a res- 
olution of the Senate, passed at about the same 
time of the session as it is proposed to pass this, 
I hope this amendment will go on; and after that 
I shall propose to put on some others. ` 

Mr. IVERSON. I rise merely to correct a 
statement of the Senator from Delaware, who la- 
bors under a misapprehension when he says that | 
none of the committee clerks have anything to do 
in the vacation. The clerk of the Committee on 
Claims is engaged during the vacation in compil- 
ing a very valuable work, under a resolution of 
the Senate instructing him to do it, and that has 
been going on for several years. . 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not say that no com- 
mittce clerk was employed during the vacation, 
but that I was not aware that any clerk was so 
employed. As to the valuable work of which the 
Senator from Georgia speaks, I will say that I | 
was upon the Committee on Claims one Congress, 
and perhaps I know something about it. The 
clerk may have been employed on that work for 
a great many years, but I do not know thatit has 
ever been published, or that any particular benefit 
has ever arisen from it. We have a Senate list 
of private claims, compiled, I believe, by the 
Secretary of the Senate, which was published, J 
think, in 1849, which has been of great use. I] 
recollect seeing a portion of this very valuable 
work in manuscript when I was a member of the 
Committee on Claims, some seven years ago; but 
I do not recollect that it has ever been published, 
or is of any remarkable use in its present condi- 
tion. 

Mr. IVERSON. I will state to the Senator 
that the manuscript is probably now aboutready 
for publication. We are waiting to have a sufi- 
cient amount of it, so as to makea book of proper 
size. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the further con- 
sideration of this subject be postponed, and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Post 
Office deficiency bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Lhope we shall have 
the vote on this question. There has been a very 
distinct intimation on the part of the Senate of 
their opinion as to the propriety of allowing a 
permanent clerk to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I hope we shall have a vote. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis on 
the motion of the Senator from Connecticut, tha 
the resolution and amendments be postponed, an 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
the Post Office deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 23, noes 1p. 


POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Senate accordingly resumed the consider- 
ation of the House amendment to the Senate | 
amendment to the bill (H. R. No. 503) making 
further appropriations for the service of the Post 
Ofice Department during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1860, the question pending being upon 
the motion of Mr. PoweLL to amend the amend- 
ment of the House by striking out all after the 
word “that,” where it first occurs, and insert: 

All laws by which any person or persons are uthorized 
to send or receiv any mailable matter free of postage, be, 
and the samc are hereby, repealed: Provided, Thatnothing 
in this section shall be construed to affect the existing law 
relating to the exchange of newspapers: And provided fur- 
ther, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to 
any person or persons to whom the franking privilege may 
have been granted by name. : 

And he it further enacted, That the preceding section of 
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| this act shall take effect from and after the Ist day of Au- 


| ceive that, in the earlier period of the Govern- 


| this franking privilege untilitisaccomplished. 1 


| this question with the House of Representatives. 


| priation bill. 


| in this and in other cases, I shall vote against 


gust, 1860. 

Mr. MASON. I think it very certain that we 
shall never get back toa condition in which the 
Post Office will maintain itself, unless we abolish 
the franking privilege. Although I can well con- 


ment, when the Post Office was able to maintain 
itself, the Departments of the Government might 
have the privilege of franking, yet that day has 
passed by;-and I shall never cease, as longas I 
am here, to persevere in the attempt to abolish 


ask that the vote be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. POWELL. The yeas and nays were 
ordered before the recess. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall be constrained to vote 
against this amendment, though I am in favor of 
the abolition of the franking privilege, and I be- 
lieve that is its object. Thisamendment has pre- 
cisely the same evil, in my judgment, that the 
amendment of the House has to which we object. | 
lt is forced legislation. What I mean by forced 


legislation is, when cither body attempts to change |) 


the existing law by forcing upon the other that 
change at the peril of losing an appropriation bill. | 
{do not mean hereafter to sanction it; Ide not 
believe I have ever done so in the past. I may 
be willing to place.on an appropriation bill—for 
such isthe current usage of both bodies—legisla- 
tion to see if it will be assented to; but I cannot 
and will not assent to the system of compelling į 
the epposite House, whether the proposition 
comes from the House of Representatives or from 
the Senate, to change existing laws under. peril 
of losing an appropriation bill, We have tried 


I am ready to vote fora bill abolishing the frank- 
ing privilege, and send it to them; but lam not 
willing to tack such an amendment to an appro” 
I can see nothing to result from it, 
except to produce discord between the two bodies. 


what I consider forced legislation. 

Mr. POWELL. In the carly part of the ses- 
sion an amendment similar to this went to the 
House of Representatives upon the former Post 
Office deficiency bill, and the House rejected it 
because, they said, it was not a proper place to, 
putit. Two days afterwards we sent them a sep- 
arate bill abolishing the franking privilege. That 
bill was referred to aselect comimittee of the House, 
and, I believe, has not been reported back up to 
this time; it certainly was not two or three days 
ago. We have heard, during the whole winter, 
complaints made of the extraordinary amount of | 
money that the Post Office Department costs; and 
when the Post Office Department goes in for re- 
trenchment, it seems, by some means or other, all 
the measures which it adoptscalculated to retrench 
and reform the Department are thrown back upon | 
it. In the very bill under consideration it is pro- 
posed to restore all the service which we have cut 
off. If we intend to do that, it is certainly emi- 
nently proper that we should do something to 
prevent such vast expenditures of money by this 
Department. ‘The Senate, I believe, have voted 
unanimously, with two exceptions, to abolish the 

ranking privilege; and f think, if it is desired to 
throw any further burdens upon this Department, 
as the bill does, it certainly should be relieved 
from all the abuses and difficulties that arise in 
consequence of the franking privilege. [hope the 
amendment will prevail, Then let the House 
reject it, if they will. They complained because 
we sent it upon anappropriation bill, and for five 
months they have had aseparate bill, which passed 
the Senate, and have not chosen to actupon it. I 


wish to bring them toa direct vote on the subject, ži 
and let the country sce who it is that holds on to | 


this abuse. 
Mr. BROWN. 


i 
i 
i 


I have voted uniformly in fa- 


vor of abolishing the franking privilege; and I am |: 


ready todo so again on this bill, or anywhere | 
else. 
the Treasury, and it ought to be abolished; but I: 
submit to my friend from Kentucky, when the , 
other House has shown so little disposition to re- | 


form in this respect, whether itis worth our while | 


at this late hour of the session to be urging the | 


thing here, keeping up a fruitless discussion; |i 
| whether it 1s not better to let it go to December, 


i 


when the election will be over, and the Republie- 
ans will have got all their documents through the 
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It is a great abuse; itis a great burden on | 


| mail, and made the most they cav. out of us, and 
| then be ready, perhaps, for a little reform. “They 
| will not stand it now, and we have no power to 
compel them. We might foree the thing through 
the Senate, but they are a little too strong for us 
in the other House! and perhaps, if we should ars 
range things over at Baltimore, get the vessel right 
fair before the wind, we might want'to.send out 
some documents of our own. But) at all’events; 
this is a very fruitless ‘strife; we know that the 
Republicans of the House do not mean to allow, 
this repeal now. ` Iam for it,and I have always 
been, and will be for it next winter. T want-to 


Í| correct this abuse, but we cannot do it now; and’ 


I think the less'said about it just now the better. 
I think we had better vote down my fnend’s 
| amendment, and let the thing pass ower with «a 
general understanding that the Republicans want 
to practice this abuse until aftér the election is 
over, and then the probability is that they will’ 
agree to stop it. ; a aea 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, if Senators de- 
sire the passage of this Post Office deficiency bill, 
they will sutely reject. the amendment proposed: 


| by the Senator from Kentucky for the entire abo- 


lition of the franking privilege. [think I sec on 
the Administration side of the Chamber symp- 
toms of a desire'to have this bill fail between the 
two Houses. Senators must know that the adop- 
tion of the amendment moved by the Senator from, 
Kentucky insures the defeat. of the bill. The 
House has pronounced its opinion upon theabo= 
lition of the franking privilege in a manner:not to 
be misunderstood by the Senate and the country; 
and the House will not be forced by the Senate 
to retreat from its position so clearly and de- 
cidedly taken. We tried the.experiment of at- 
tempting to force the last House of Representa- 
tives to abolish the franking privilege; and the 
result was the loss of the Post Office appropria- 
‘ tion bill and the embarrassment of the Post Office 
| Department. We have sent the proposition for 
repeal to the present House, and this House has 
promptly rejected it, Why, at this late hour of 
the session, and upon this bill, should the Senate 
again attempt to dragoon the Representatives of 
the people to abolish the franking system? If 
Senators intend to defeat the bill, they will try the 
' experiment. as 

desire to say, Mr. President, that 1 have 
given my last vote for the entire abolition of the 
franking privilege. I may:give my vote for mod- 
ifications of the law; but forits entire repeal, never. 
Misled by the clamor raised by the newspaper 
press of the country, under the powerful lead of 
the New York journals, I gave my vote in the last 
Congress for the abolition of the franking priv- 
ilege. I was desirous, also, of being released 
personally from the labor and the expense of the 
system; for Senators can, I think, all bear wit- 
ness that it costs us not only days and nights of 
weary and exhausting labor, but far more money 
than it saves us. The labor and expense of the 
system are ours; the benefits belong to the people, 
whose servants we are. Sir, I have cxamined 
this question, I have reflected upon it; and T have. 
| deliberately decided to vote against the repeal.of 
| the franking laws. Much exaggeration exists 


|i concerning the expenses of the franking privilege 


iin the country; and these exaggerations have 
| been made by the clamors of the public press. 


i| Sir, I do not believe it costs the Government a 


quarter of a million annually to carry the mails 
on account of the franking system, nor would its 
abolition increase the revenue of the Department to 
any great extent. It would lighten our personal 
toil, it would diminish our personal expenses, to 
abolish the franking privilege; but it would save 
little to the nation, while it would deny to the 
people the benefits they now enjoy by free com- 
munication with their Representatives. Let the 
Senate reject this amendment, and then let us, on 
some fit occasion, place such guards upon. the 
franking system as experience suggests. 
| Mr. DAVIS. I merely wish to say that Ido 
not myself believe, as stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that the vast saving, which is 
sometimes supposed, is to occur in the matter of 
mail contracts; but I think a very great saving 
‘will occur in the printing of Congress, aniba re- 
duction of mail contracts will follow- when you 
i diminish the weight of the mails, and contractors 
| are made aware how small the mails will be when 
Lall the public documents are taken out. It will 
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saying: of. money, and Lthink it will be. 
SAV ater than money can measure. 

he Secretary proceeded to call the roll on: Mr. 
OWELL’s amendment. ; 
“My, POLK, (when his name wascalled.) T am 
favor of abolishing the franking privilege, but 


1 do not want'to put it on this bill, asa: substitute 
for the proposition-to restore the mail service; and 
therefore 


vote in the negative... * ; 
The Secretary concluded the call of the roll. 
„Mr. LATHAM, Before the resultis announced 
desire to say that I: intend to vote for. all. prop- 
ositions. which-will give us another committee of 
conference on. this bill; and if they can possibly. 
agree, I intend then to vote for the bill.: If they 
cannot; as Ì1 am ‘perfectly satisfied in my own 
mind that, the bill will never become a law with 
the provision made by the House attached to it, 
I expect then-to vote for striking off that provis- 
ion; but, until that necessity arises, I shall vote 
for every proposition which tends to reconcile the 
difference between, the two Houses: I shall now 
vote against this proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky, although I am in favor‘of abolishing 
the franking privilege. : 

‘The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 23; 
as. follows: 2 ; 

YEAS-—Messrs. Bragg, Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, Fitz- 
patrick, Gwin, Iverson, Pinson of Tennessee, Lane, Mal- 
lor bute Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Thomson, and Wig- 
: NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Chandler, Clark, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, King, Latham, Polk, Pugh, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and. Wilson—23. 

So the amendment of Mr. Power was rejected; 
and the question recurred on concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

‘Mr. PUGH. I understand that the House have 
adjourned until. Monday, and. therefore the only 
hope of saving this bill is to stand by the House 
amendment... I give up all hope of a conference, 
and shall therefore now vote for the House 
amendment. ` ; : 

Mr. HAMLIN. I concur fully with what the 
Senator from Ohio has said: we may agree with 
the House, and pass the bill; we may disagree 
with the House, and lose it. Ican have no doubt 
about that, and 1 am so firmly of that opinion, 
that I want to make a record of my vote; and } 
ask. for: the yeas and nays. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HARLAN. Before the vote is taken, I 
wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Grimes] is 
paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
iċnoLson.] My colleague has been unwell, and 
unable to be in his seat for a number of days; and 
although he could now possibly be in his seat, 
having. somewhat recovered, the Senator from 
Tennessee still kindly continues to pair with him, 
soi as to. save him the trouble of coming to the 
Senate until he shall have fully recovered. 
. The. question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 21; as follows: 

_YBAS~-Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Hamlin, Uarlan, Hemphill, 
Pugh, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—=i8. ” 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, 
Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, 
Sebastian, Thomson, Wigfall, and Yulee—21. 

So the House amendment to the first amend- 
ment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

Mr. PEARCE. There was another amend- 
ment of the Senate. Ido not know whether the 
House: has receded from its disagreement to that 
amendment.or not. I should like to be informed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer 
in the chair.) The third amendment of the Sen- 
ate to this bill was in line three, page 3, after the 
word ‘blanks,’’ to strike out “ ten ” and insert 
“ fifty-four; so as to make the clause read: ‘for 
blanks, $54,000.” The House of Representa- 
tives. has disagreed to this amendment of the 
Senate. f 

Mr. PEARCE. The House acted under the 
impression that $10,000 would be sufficientunder 
the new arrangement in regard to the blanks, 
whereas the.contract for blanks for the present 
year was made before the new rule of compensa- 
tion was adopted... I therefore move now that the 


Senate further insist.upon its third amendment, | 


and: ask for a further conference with the House 
of Représentatives upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on this bill. . 


| 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to inquire whether 
constructive composition is still paid for printing 
the Post Office blanks? -I showed the other day 
that out of $77,000, $57,000 was paid-for. con- 
structive composition. 1 should like to know if 
that practice still continues; and if that is the 
reason why we are to pay $54,000 for what ought 
not. to. cost $10,000. The: matter, of course, is 
under the control of the Senate; but I should like 
to inquire if the Post. Office Department is. still 
paying for imaginary composition? If it is, I 
hope this amendment will not prevail. I am 
against this kind of robbery. I ask for the yeas 


and nays. : 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. IVERSON. What is the question? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
that the Senate insist on its amendment, and ask 
for.a conference with the House upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses upon this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the question be un- 
derstood. Itis upon inserting $54,000 for print- 
ing Post Office blanks, instead of $10,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
amended the bill by inserting $54,000, instead of 

10,000, in the clause relative to printing Post 

ffice-blanks, to which the House disagreed. The 
motion now is that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment and ask for a conference. 

Mr. FITCH. I think there certainly must 
have been some error in the estimate upon which 
the Senate amendment was based. Fifty-four 
thousand dollars cannot be required for Post 
Office blanks under the present Jaw, surely. 

Mr. PEARCE. I stated, but I suppose the 
Senator did not hear the brief statement I made a 
little while ago—— 

Mr. FITCH. I did not. 

Mr. PEARCE. I stated that the contract for 
blanks had been made under the old system, and 
that three fourths of the blanks would be paid for 
under the old rule; and therefore $10,000 would 
be entirely insufficient, for this bill, it will be re- 
membered, is for the present fiscal year. I will 
state further, if itis proper for me to state such a 
thing, that if the first committee of conference an 
this bill had been able to agree upon the first 
amendment, there would have been no difficulty 
about this. It was admitted that it was right. 

Mr. FITCH. I believe the Senator from 
Maryland is in part, and perhaps entirely, cor- 
rect. Blanks were printed under the old Jaw to 
supply very many offices for a considerable period 
within this year; but the blanks now being printed 
are printed at the reduced price. Atleast it is as- 
sumed to be a reduced price; but that point is not 
yet adjudicated. 

Mr. PEARCE. That is very true; but the 
Senator must recollect that this is for payment of 
blanks purchased for the year back. 

Mr. FITCH. I perceive that the Senator is 
correct. The blanks printed under the old law 
are not yet paid for, 1 presume that is it. 

Mr. PEARCE. That is it. : 

Mr. FITCH. Ten or twelve thousand dollars, 
on a fair construction—such construction as I 
think the accounting officers will insist upon put- 
ting on the present law—will pay for all blanks 
printed within a year. 

Mr. KING. I desire to state that, before the 
committee which investigated this subject it ap- 
peared that the printing of blanks under the old 
system ceased with the making of the new con- 
tract. The old printer had about fifteen hundred 
dollars’ worth of blanks on hand at the old prices, 
which he offered to the new printer for $250, and 
the new printer réfused to take them, and in the 
testimony it was stated that he refused to take 
them at $250 because he could print them cheaper, 
so. that there are not any old blanks on hand. 

Mr. PEARCE. But there were old blanks 
used which itis necessary to pay for. We have 
been using these blanks under the old system of 
payment for nine months of the present fiscal 
year, and it is for these that we seek this appro- 
priation to pay. 

Mr. FITCH. -That is the real fact of the case. 
I suppose the Senate does not take into consider- 
ation that this is a deficiency bill, and runs back 
to the commencement of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. KING. Lunderstood the Senator to state 
that the contract was made under the old system. 


If it is for past accounts, it is another matter. 
Mr. PEARCE. That is it. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Brown, Crittenden, Da- 
vis, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Gunter, 
Iverson, Johnson of Teunessee, Lane, Latham, Mallory, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Thomson, Wig- 
fall, and Yulee—24. 3 i 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Durkee, 
Foster, Hale, Hamlin, King, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—14, 

So it was l 

Resolved, 'Thatthe Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the first amendment of the 
Senate to the bill H. R. No. 503; further insist upon its- 
third amendment disagreed to by the House; and ask a fur- 


ther conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to. appoint the committee of 
conference on the part of the Senate: and Mr. 
Sie vt, Mr. Tuomson, and Mr. Hare were 
appointed. : 

ACCOUNT CLERK. 


Mr. POWELL. I offered a few days ago, 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, a resolution 
concerning the compensation of the account clerk 
of the Senate. J ask thatit be taken up and acted 
on. I think it will hot take a moment. Imove 
to take it up. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


CALVIN REED. 


Mr. MALLORY. TI ask the Senate to indulge 
me in calling up a litde bill which has been re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on 
Claims, allowing only $700. It is a very hard 
case, and will take but a moment to pass it. It 
is Senate bill No. 432. 1 will give way if it gives 
rise to discussion. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn, 
{© Oh, no !??] 

á The motion was not agreed to—ayes 12, noes 
4 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Florida, to 
take up Senate bill No. 432, for the relief of Chand- 
ler S. Emory, sole surviving administrator of Cal- 
vin Reed, of Duval county, Florida. 

Mr. CRPPTENDEN. There isa bill of public 
consequence, regulating the prices of public print- 
ing, upon which I moved some days ago a recon- 
sideration of the vote, which was taken to sub- 
stitute twenty-five per cent. for forty per cent. as 
the reduction to be made. I wish to call that bill 
up for the reconsideration of that vote. I presume 
I can accomplish my purpose by moving to lay 
this aside and take that up. I think the public 
business ought to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is upon the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Florida to take up the bill indicated by 
him. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


PRICE OF PUBLIC PRINTING. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Now I move to take up 


the joint resolution which I have just indicated. 

Mr. MASON. I will say to the Senate that it 
is very important that we should have a short 
executive session; and if the Senate will refuse to 
take up this joint resolution, I shull move that 
we proceéd to the consideration of executive bus- 
iness. An executive session ought to be held 
during the continuance of the present session of 
Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky, 
to false up the joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) to 
red ttc the price of public printing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is the only chance 
to reduce the cost of public printing, and I hope 
we shall do it. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 25, noes not 
counted; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is a House joint res- 
olution, which reduces the price of public print- 
ing forty per cent. The Senate struck out forty 
per cent., and inserted twenty-five. If we mean 
to reduce the price paid for public printing, as I 
understand this is the last chance, let us recon- 
sider what the Senate has done, adopt the House 
resolution as it came here, and then it is a law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
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agreed to the amendment striking out ‘forty’? | 
and inserting “twenty-five.” 

z The motion to. reconsider was agreed to. 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is upon the amendment striking out ‘*forty”’ 
and inserting “twenty-five.” 

The amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an- 
other amendment pending to the joint resolution, 
which will be read—an amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. Trumputu.] 

The Secretary read the amendment; which was 
to strike out, ‘f this resolution shall take effect 
from the passage thereof,” and insert: 

“That the printing executed during the present Gongress, 
forthe two Houses of Congress and the Executive Depart- 
ments, shall be paid for at the rates allowed by this joint 
resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As I offered that amend- 
ment, I withdraw itif I can do so; because I think 
the only chance is to adopt the resolution as it 
passed the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn; and the question is on order- 
ing the resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third read- 
ing, was read the third time, and passed. 

i EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I hope the 
Senator will give way until I can make a report 
which it will not take five minutes to dispose of. 

Mr. MASON. Ihave no objection to reports 
being made if they do not consume time, and 1 
can retain my motion before the Senate. Other- 
wise, I must object. 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to make a report in 
reply to a message of the President, which was 
referred to a committee to-day—a report that 
ought to be acted on. 

Mr. MASON. I think it better to adhere to 
my motion: and when we come out of executive 
session, gentlemen can make their reports. 

The motion was agreed to—aycs 25, noes 19; 
and, after some time spent in the consideration of 
executive business, the doors were reopencd. 


CALIFORNIA MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. YULEE. The Committee on the Post || 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
message of the President of the United States, 
have directed me to report a joint resolution (S. 
No. 47) providing for the transportation of the 
mail between the Atlantic and Pacific States. I 
report, by the direction of the committee, this joint 
resolution, which provides for temporary service 
for a period not excveding two years, but it can 
be made one year, if the Senate prefer, 1 ask, 
as the only means for providing for the California 

. mails, the contract for which has now expired, 
that the Senate will allow the resolution to be 
passed, in order that it may be in a condition for 
action by the House on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster | 
in the chair.) The joint resolution will be read 
for information. 

The joint resolution was read the first time, 
and passed to a second reading. It proposes to || 
authorize the Postmaster General to contract for 
the transportation, semi-monthly or tri-monthly, 
in twenty-two days, of a steamer mail, including || 
all the printed matter and franked documents, 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States, by steam- 
ships, by the nearest and most expeditious route, 
at a cost not exceeding $400,000 per annum, the | 
contract to be limited to a period not exceeding 
two years, 

Mr. RICE. I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution cannot be read the second time to-day, 
objection being made. 


ELIZABETH SMITH. i 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 337) for the reliéf of Eliza- 
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by 


Mr. WILSON. We have been told that the 
President would sign none of these private bills; 
and bills have been kept baek that nobody could 
object to, because we did not want to risk them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that this is a 
House bill, and a hard case; and there is no diffi- 
culty about it. As the President has got in the 


| way of vetoing bills, let him pocket it if he will. 


Mr. WILSON. I shall not oppose. it, but I 
will say this: we have been prevented to-day, 
when we had time, from passing several bills of 
the same character that have passed the Huse 
of Representatives, because we were told the 
President would not sign them. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I trust the | 


Senator will allow this to be passed. 

Mr. WILSON. I shall not object. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It is the first 
thing of the kind I have asked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being 
no objection, the bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. ` 

Mr. KING. Let the bill be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, which proposes to 
direct a land warrant for one hundred and sixty 


acres of land to be issued to Elizabeth Smith, wife į 


of Joseph B. Smith, of Coffee county, Tennessee, 
for services rendered in the Army during the war 
with Mexico by her father, Colonel Archibald 
Yell, of Arkansas. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


CALVIN REED. 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senate to take up | 


a bill to which I have before endeavored to call 
their attention—Senate bill No. 432, for the relief 
of Chandler S. Emory, sole surviving adminis- 
trator of Calvin Reed, of Duval county, Florida. 

Mr. MASON. I thought there was some public 
business to be attended to; but as I find that there 
is none, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 


| a division—ayes 18, noes 19. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
before the Senate is to take up the bill indicated 
the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. IVERSON. Before the question is taken, 
I beg leave to explain the character of the bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did it before, but the Sen- 
ate did not listen on the former occasion. kisa 
bill reported unanimously from the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. IVERSON. 

ours. 

Mr. MALLORY. Very well; go on. 

Mr. IVERSON. [trust the Senate will hear 
me. Some time during the Florida war, the Sem- 
inole war, an officer in command of troops down 
there purchased of Calvin Reed some pine trees 
for the purpose of building a fortification, for 
which he was to give so much per tree. The quar- 


My voice is stronger than 


termaster, however, went out of office, and before 


he gave a certificate of the amount Mr. Reed died. 
Emory became his administrator, and has peu- 


| tioned Congress for the amount. Itis some seven 


hundred dollars. The trees were delivered on the 


ground. The reason why the money has not been | 
heretofore paid by the Department is, that the | 


certificate of the quartermaster was given after 
he went out of office; but he has now proved the 
facts by his affidavit, and it is proved by the rec- 
ords of the Land Office that the land from which 
the trees were taken belonged to Reed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Georgia if it is a case stand- 
ing on any better footing than the other forty bills 
from the House. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
is a Senate bill, 


This is not a House bill; it 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Then what-are you going: 
to make by passing a Senate private bill-here tox, 
night? AOE ý i a 

Mr. IVERSON, I did not move to take itup: 
The Senator from Florida moved it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought theSenator from 
Georgia was insisting, some time ago, that if any 
piivaie business was done we should treat all 
alike. ` ‘ ; f 

Mr. MALLORY. We could pass this bill 
while we are talking about it. ag 
The question being put upon the motion to take. 


! up the bill, there were, on a division—ayes: 15, 
i, noes 18; no quorum voting, $ 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
adjourn. * . 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 21, noes 17; 
and the Senate adjourned. 


I move that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturday, June 23, 1860. 


. The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas: H. STOCKTON. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS. f 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from tbe Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 339) making.appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and jadicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1861; 

An act (S. No. 199) to authorize the location 
of certain warrants for bounty lands heretofore 
issued; and 

An act (S. No, 295) for the relief of William 
B. Shubrick. ora 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by James Bucuanan, his Pri- 
vate Secretary, informing the House that he had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

Anact (H.R, No, 500) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th, 
of June, 1861; : is 

An act (H. R. No. 847) authorizing a loan‘and 
providing for the redemption of ‘Treasury notes; 

An act (H. R. No. 424) for the relief of con- 
gressional township six south, of range eight 
west, in Randolph county, State of Iilinois; 

An act (H. R. No. 238) for the relief of Robert 
Johnson; 

Anact (H. R. No. 189) forthe relief of the legal 
representatives of the estate of Charles H. Masons 

An act (H, R. No. 328) for the relief of Peay. 
& Ayliffe; > EES 

An act (H. R. No. 225) for the relief of Eben 
S. Hanseomb;: athe 

An act (H. R. No 240) for the relief of Cassius 
M. Clay; : 

An act (H. R. No. 395) for the relief of Chaun- 
cey W. Fuller; . 

An act (H. R. No. 543) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Whitehead; 

An act (H. R. No. 423) for the relief of Philip 
B. Holmes and William Pedrich; . 

An act (H. R. No. 195) to confirm certain pri- 
vate land claims in the Territory of New Mexico; 

An act (H. R. No. 118) to confirm certain pri- 
vate land claims in the State of Missouri; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 44) confirming certain land 
entries under the third. section’ of the act of 3d 
March, 1855, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th of Junc, 
1856; i 

An act (H. R. No. 715) to establish a mail six 
times a week from Sacramento, in California, to 
Olympia, in the Territory of Washington; f 

An act (H. R. No, 804) providing for the pun- 
ishment of marshals and deputy marshals of the 
United States, or other ministerial officers, for 
permitting the escape of prisoners in theircustody; 
ani y k 
An act (H.R. No. 305) making appropriations 
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for the support o f the Army for the ye r ending 
30th of June, 1861. - ; ‘ 
Oi WILLIAM GATES. 


Mr. McRAE. I rise to a privileged question. 
I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (H. R. No: 107) for the relief 
of: William Gates, United States Army, was. re- 
jected yesterday. : 

The motion was entered, and passcd over for 
the present. : ite 


A. Ds BONESTEEL. 


Mr. LARRABEE, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to communicate to the House the report of Mr. Prichette, 
who was appointed to investigate certain charges against 
A. D. Bonestee!, indian agent, together with the action of 
the Department thereon. 


Mr. WASHBURNE; of Illinois. {I move to 
amend the resolution so as to include the report 
of the counsel for the Indians. 

Mr. LARRABEE. l do not object to that. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was-received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parton, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the President has informed the Sen- 
ate that he has approved bills and’ joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: 

A resolution (S. No. 36) for the restoration of 
Lieutenant Augustus S. Baldwin to the active list 
from the leave-of-absence list of the Navy; 

‘A resolution (S. No, 41) for the relief of Ar- | 
thur Edwards and his associates; 

An act (S: No. 9) to amend an act for extend- 
ing the laws atid judicial system of the United 
States to the State of Oregon, and for other pur- 
poses; f 
eh act (S. No. 100) for the relief of Samuel H. 

faylor; ; 

“An act (S. No. 104) for the final adjustment of 

rivate land claims in the States of Florida, Lou- 
isiana, and Missouri, and for other purposes; 

Anact(S, No. 190) in relation to mission claims 
of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan; 

: An act (S. No. 291) for the relief of Mary 
Preston, widow of George Preston; 

> An act (S. No. 347) to declare the meaning of 
the act entitled “An act making further provis- 
ions for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants,” 
passed August 31, 1852; : 

An act (S. No. 411) to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, late 
consul of the United States at Bombay, on prin- 
ciples of equity and justice; 

An act (S. No, 444) to change the time of hold- 
ing courts in the northern district of Florida; 

. An act (S. No. 448) to carry into effect provis- 
ions of the treaties between the United States and 
China, Japan, Siam, Persia, and other countries; 
giving certain judicial powers to ministers and 
consuls, or other functionaries of the United States 
in those countries, and for other purposes; 
ae act (S. No. 452) for the relief of Sylvester 

ray; 

An act. (S. No. 488) in relation to malicious 
injuries to, and trespasses upon, public and_pri- 
vate property within the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No. 494) amendatory of an act ap- 
peu 14, 1858, for the relief of Sherlock & 

irley; 

An Tot (S: No. 495) for the relief of David 
Waldo; 

‘An act (S: No: 498) to amend an act entitled | 
“ An act for giving effect to certain treaty stipu- | 
lations between this and forcign Governments for | 
the apprehension and delivering up of certain of- | 
fenders;”’ | 

An act (S. No. 500) for the relief of Lieutenant į 
William H. Winder, of the United States Army; | 

An act (S. No, 507) for the relief of the Cali- 
fornia Stage Company; i 

An act (8, No. 508) i 
Nelson; l 
An act (8. No, 509) to grant to the city of Port | 

| 
F 


for the relief of William 


Huron, Michigan, a partof the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Gratiot, for the enlargement of the 
city. cemetery of that place; | 
An act (S. No. 206) for the relief of Emily G. | 
Jones; executrix of Thomas P. Jones, deceased; | 
and Nancy M. Johnson, administratrix of Walter | 
R. Johnson, deceased; and i 


An act (S. No. 307) to repeal the second sec- 
tion and other portions of an act passed the 2d of 
June, 1858, entitled An act to provide for the 
location of certain private land claims in the State 
of Missouri, and for other purposes.”’.. 

That the Senate have passed, without amend- 
ment, bills of the following titles: r 

An act (H. R. No. 848) authorizing the issue 
ofa register for the brig Charles H. Jordon; 

An act (H. R. No, 814) providing for the erec- 
tion of a post office in'the city of-Philadelphia; 

An act (H. R. No: 511) for the relief of E. 
George Squier, of New York; i 
- An act (H. R. No. 231) for the relief of Isaac 
S. Smith, of Syracuse, New York; and 

An act (H. R. No. 622) to authorize notaries 
public in the District of Columbia to take ac- 
knowledgments of deeds’ of: conveyance of real 
and personal estate therein. 

That the Senate have also passcd bills of the 
following titles, in which he was instructed to | 
ask the concurrence of the House: 

Añ act (No. 395) for the relief of Samvel | 
Worster; and z 


Ah act (No. 474) to provide for the payment |; 


Bargy, jr., and Hugh Stewart. 
Mr. STANTON. 
order of business. . 
J. & R. I. PORTER AND OTHERS. H 

The SPEAKER stated the. regular order of | 
business to be on ordering the main question on | 


] 
of the claim of J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter | 
| 


I now call for the regular 


the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 849) for the 
relief af J. & R. H. Porter, J. C. Irvine & Co., | 
and Charles Perry & Co. 

The main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. HOARD called for tellers on the passage 
of the bill. j 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hoarp and 
Dunn were appointed. | 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 
ayes 90, noes 31. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moyed to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPTURED AFRICANS. 
Mr. BONHAM. I desire to introduce a reso- 


lution for obtaining information which f am sure 
every gentleman will be desirous to have. I ask 

e ; Sl 
the unanimous consent of the House to submit 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to Siurnish to Congress at the beginning of its next 
regular session, all the information in possession of this 
Government, and also all that ean be obtained in the mean 
time, through our consular and diplomatic agents abroad, 
as to the disposition by the British Government of the Afri- į 
cans captured from slavers bythe British uavy ; and also as 
to the disposition by that Government of the officers and 
crews of those slavers. } 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
read, considered, and adopted 


MAINE LAND TITLES. 


Mr.WASHBURN, of Maine. [have notsought 
the floor for the purpose of asking the House at | 
this time to pass any bill. But there isa bill on | 
your Calendar, in the Committee of the Whole, in 
which some of my constituents feel a deep inter- 
est, and I desire that a resolution may be passed 
which will enable the House to consider the bill at 
the next session of Congress. I ask the unani- 
mous consentofthe House to submit the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the rules of the Honse be suspended, and 
that the Committee ofthe Whole House be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate bill No. 191, “to pro- 
vide for the quieting of certain Jang titles in the late dis- 
puted territory in the State of Maine, and for-other pur- 
poses,” and that it be postponed to the second Friday in 
December next, when it may be considered in the House, 
the rules being suspended tor that purpose. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say to the gen- | 
tleman from Maine that I have examined those | 
claims, and, in my opinion, it will be utterly im- 
possible for the officers of the Government to pass 
in judgment upon those claims under any law 
that we may pass. They ought to go before the 
Court of Claims, or some other judicial tribunal 
which may examine them maturely. I venture 
to say that if this bill is taken up and passed in | 
the House, not ten members will understand the 
questions in issue. J must object to this matter 


being made the special order for any. particular 


day. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I do not pro- 
pose. that it shall be made a special order at all. 
{ merely propose that it shall be placed in a posi- 
tion where it can be propeily considered, both by 
the gentleman from Georgia and every other gén- 
tleman in the House. I desire simply to say that 
this bill was reported in the Senate by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia. It hastwice passed the Senate 
unanimously. I has passed the Committee. of 
Claims in this House; and I now ask that the bill 
may be placed in a position where it may be con- 
sidered in the House at the next session, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will say to the gentle- 
man from Maine that I do not care how many re- 
ports may have been made in its favor, nor how 
many times it may have passed the Senate. I 
have examined the bill; and I object to its being 
brought before the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to sus- 
pend the rules. ` . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object to the consider- 
ation of the bill beifg set down for any particular 
day, because the previous question may be moved 
and no consideration be had by anybody in the 
House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I can assure 
the gentleman from Georgia that he, and every 
other gentleman. who desires it, shall have a full 
opportunity of discussing the bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Thegentleman from Maine 
may be dead at that time; he may have a fit; he 
may be, as is suggested to me, the Governor of 
Maine at that time; so that his assurance cannot 
insure such a consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I must object to debate. 

Mr. WALTON. Asa member of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, which reported this bill, I de- 
sire to say a word before the question is taken on 
the motion to suspend the rules. - 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IWinois. No discus- 
sion is in order upon a motion to suspend the 
rules; and { must object to any further debate. 

Mr. HOARD. Asa member of the Commit- 
tce of Claims, which reported this bill, I desire to 
say that the report was not unanimous, ‘The vote 
on it in committee was five for it and four against it. 

Mr. KEITT. Leall for tellers on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barr and 
STRATTON appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes sixty-one, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 83, nays 58; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.Charles F, Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Beate, 
Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Car- 
ter, Case, Colfax, Corwin, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, 
Delano, Dunn, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Poster, French, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, 
Hatton, Nelmick, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutehins, Kenyon, Killinger, Larrabee, De~ 
Witt C. Leach, Loomis, Mallory Marston, Maynard, Me~ 
Kean, McKnight, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, . 
Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, ‘Tappan, Theaker, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Phihu B. 
Wahyune, Israel Washburn, Webster, Wells, and Wood- 
ruli-—do. 

NAY S—MeSsrs. Alien, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bon- 
ham, Boyce, Branch, Bristow, Burnett,Clopton, Cobb, Cox, 
Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, Edmund- 
son, Farnsworth, Garnett, Gartrell, John T. Harris, Hoard, 
Houston, Hugbes, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kilgore, Lan- 
drum, James M. Leach, Leake, Love, Maclay, Charles D. 
Martin, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Niblack, Pendicton, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, 
Ruffin, Rust, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, James 
A, Stewart, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, 
Winslow, and Wright—58. 

So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
not having voted therefor.) 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. McQUEEN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Aswuaore, had been called home by a dispatch 
received last evening, informing him of sickness 
in his family. . 

Mr. PERRY said that Mr. Timi was ab- 
sent from the House in consequence of sickness 
in his family. 

Mr. SPINNER stated that Mr. Luz had paired 
with Mr. SıcxLes forthe remainder of the session. 

Mr. LOVE stated that Mr. Unperwoop and 
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Mr. Basgırr had paired for the remainder of the 
session. : 


ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 848) authorizing the issue 

of a register for the brig Charles H. Jordan; 
“ An act (H. R. No, 622) to authorize notaries 
public in the District of Columbia to take acknowl- 
edgments of deeds of conveyance of real and per- 
sonal estate therein; 2 

An act (H. R. No. 511) for the relief of E. 
George Squier, of New York; 

An act (H. R. No. 231) for the relief of Isaac 
S. Smith, of Syracuse, New York; and 

An act (H. R. No. 814) providing for the erec- 
tion of a post office in the city of Philadelphia. 


WILLIAM BURNS, 


Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the Committee 
of the Whole House be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of House bill No. 451, grant- 
ing an invalid pension to William Burns, of Ohio. 
` There was no objection, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The bill was read in extenso. It dirccts that 
William Burns, of Richland county, Ohio, first 
lieutenant in Captain Flannegan’s company of 
Pennsylvania volunteers, in the war of 1812, be 
placed on the roll of invalid pensioners, at four 
dollars per month, daring his natural life, com- 
mencing on the Ist of January, 1860. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move to insert in place of 
four dollars a month, seventeen dollars a month. 
The pension in the bill is the pay pension of a 
private, and the amendment [ offer inserts the 
pension which belongs to the rank of licutenant. 
{tis a proper amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


` REISSUE OF CERTAIN LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I ask the House to 
take up the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
of the House No. 807, to authorize the reissue of 
land warrants in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses. i , 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the folowing section: 

1 Sre, 3. And Le it further enacted, That the aet enti- 
tled “An act to provide for satisfying claims for bounty 
lands for military services in the late war with Great Brit- 
ain, and for other purposes,’ approved July 27, 3842, and 
also the two acts approved January 27, 1835, therein and 
thereby revived, shal! be, and the same are hereby, revived 
and continued in force from and after the 26th day of June, 
1853, when the same expired by limitation.” 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. The bill passed yes- 
terday contains exactly the same provision, and 
hence it is unnecessary here. I move that the 
Senate amendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT GEORGE WALTON. 


Mr. EDMUNDSON. I move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill. No. 688, 


for the relief of the heirs of Lieutenant George | 


Walton, 


There was no objection, and the motion was | 


agreed to. 

The bill was read in extenso. It directs the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to in- 
vestigate the claim of the heirs-at-law of Lieuten- 
ant George Walton, deceased, late of Georgia; 
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name of George Walton, where it occurs, and to 
insert in lieu thercof the words, ‘ Elizabeth Wal- 
ton, the widow of Thomas Walton.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be- en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. ‘ 
Mr. EDMUNDSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon: the 
table. ; e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALEXANDRIA AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD. 


Mr. SMITH, of. Virginia. I move that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 
825, to extend the Alexandria and Washington 
railroad into the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move, then, that 
the rules be suspended, for the purpose I Have 
indicated, 

The bill was read in extenso. It authorizes the 
Alexandriaand Washington Railroad Company to 


extend their road from the southern terminus of | 


the Long Bridge, to which it is now constructed, 


and to lay their track over said bridge into Wash- | 


ington city, and to connect with the Washington 
branch of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad, at their 
depot, by Maryland avenue, Firststreet, and In- 


diana avenue, the same being the route along |j 


which the track of the Alexandria and Washing- 
ton railroad is now laid from the Long Bridge to 
the Baltimore depot; and also to lay a branch 
track from their road on Maryland avenue along 
Seventh street, as far as the Washington city 
canal, and to operate the same with horse power 
and city railroad cars; and it requires said com- 
pany, at their own cost, to alter and improve 


the draws of said bridge, and also to improve and | 
strengthen the bridge in order to insure the safe | 


passage of their cars and other vehicles; the com- 
pany so laying their track as not to impede the 
common travel; provided, however, that nothing 
therein contained shall be so construed as tô pre- 
vent Congress from removing the Long Bridge 
whenever it shall be its pleasure to do so; and 
provided, also, that Congress shall have power to 
alter, amend, or repeal the actatits own pleasure. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understood, from the read- 
ing of the bill, that it proposes that this road shall 
cross Pennsylvania avenue near the west Capitol 
gate. 
on motion of the chairman of the Committee for 


the District of Columbia, which provides for a į 


tunnel from somewhere near the depot. That will 
accomplish the purpose aimed at. by this bill; and 
if the gentleman will substitute that proposition 
for this I will go with him. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
enee of the House, I will make a remark or two. 

Mr. CURTIS. LTobject to a speech on that 
side unless we can have an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam asked a ques- 
tion, and I want to answer it. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 will not object if [can be 
allowed to oppose this bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iwill have no ob- 
jection to that. The fortune of the man concerned 
is at stake. 

Mr. CURTIS. The fortune of the whole coun- 
try isatstake. We want bridges without draws. 
I ‘am opposed to constructing a bridge with a 
draw when by going a few miles farther one can 
be put up without a draw. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam anxious to 
see the bill referred to by the gentleman from Al- 
abama also passed. I would like to move a sus- 
pension in that case. 

Mer. CURTIS. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. F am inclined to vote for 
this, provided the company will promise to check 


| baggage through, and not charge more than double 


There was a proposition up the other day, | 


With the indulg- | 


cooo., WIDLIAM-A.LINNS ESTATE. coy 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Task ‘the: inanis 
mous consent of.the House to discharge the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole House from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.No. 818) forthé rélief 
of William A. Linn’s estates = t > . 
The bill, which was read; directs the Secreta) 
of the Treasury to satisfy, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a judg- 
ment rendergd by the circuit court in and for: thé 
county of St. Louis, Missouii, at its Octoberterni - 
of 1857, in favor of Thomas C..Reynolds, and 
against the late William A. Lina, for services in 
defending Linn in a suit brought against him by 
William H. Belcher aid -Charles Belcher, ‘on ac- 
| count of acts done by Linn as an officer of the 
United States; and ‘also’ pay to Reynolds à like 
| additional sum in satisfaction: of his demänd in 
another suit brought by him in the St. Louis court 
ofcommon pleas, inand forthe county of St. Louis, 
against Linn, and now pending against Linn’s 
administrator, for other like services in defending 
| Linn, and that such sums shall bein full of all 
demands of Reynolds for his services rendered iit 
the suits. - ve 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. - 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved to suspend 
the rules. ` TERA 
Mr. BRANCH called for: tellers.” ii 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Brayton and 
Brancu were appointed. Dh 
The House divided; and. the tellers reported 
ayes eighty-oné, noes not counted.) 26" A5 
So the rules were suspended; and the-bill was 
brought before the House for consideration. ;; 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it.was 
accordingly’ read the third time, and passed. . 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. B. DADE. 


Mr. RICE. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 559. f ae 

Mr. EDMUNDSON.. I ask the gentleman to 
yield a moment, to allow me to introduce a reso- 
lution; and. if there is any objection, I will with- 
draw it. i ee 
_ My. RICE, I will yield, with that understand- 
ing. : 

Mr. EDMUNDSON then offered the following 
resolution: | 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be directed to pay to J. B. Dade three dollars per day dur- 
ing his services, deducting therefrom $1 50 per day hereto- 
fore paid. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object. = ` 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. 1 move to suspend the 
rules. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the gentieman 
from Virginia- has-not the floor; and, therefore, 
the resolution is not before the House. 


HARRIET 8. WYMAN. 


Mr. RICE. I believe Iam entitled to the floor. 
I move that the Committee of the Whole House 
| be discharged from the further consideration of 
| the bill (H, R. No. 559) granting a pension -to 
| Harriet S. Wyman, widow of Captain Thomas 
W. Wyman, post captain in the naval service of 
the United Siates. 
The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place the name of Harriet S. 


| 
| 
{ 


H Wyman on the invalid pension rolls of the United 
i States at the rate of twenty dollars per month, 


! to commence from the 24th of February, 1854, 
and to continue during her natural life. 
Mr. HOUSTON. F object. f 
Mr. RICE.. I move to suspend the rules.. 
Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BURNETT called for tellers on the yeas 


and nays, 


and if he should find they were entitled to bounty | 
land for revolutionary services under the laws of 
Virginia, and that they failed to procure the same 
for the reason that the papers which established 
their right had been mislaid in the Pension Office, 


fare. | 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. They will do any- | 
thing in the world that is fair. IfI am allowed | 
to make a brief statement, I think that I can re- 
| lieve the bill of all objection. 


Tellers were not ordered, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

| Mr. HOUSTON called for tellers upon the sus- 
| pension of the rules. 


that he issue to them a Warrant or warrants for 
such number of acres as they may be entitled to 
ander the bounty land laws of Virginia. 


Mr. EDMUNDSON. I move to strike out the i 


Mr. CURTIS. There is not time to give a fair 


-hearing to a proposition of so much importance. 


‘The question was put; and the rules were not 
suspended, 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Brancu and 
Manson were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 85, noes 34. 
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So the: rales were suspended; and the bill was 
brought before the House for consideration. : 
: “MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate by 
‘Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a bill (No. 
+ 474).to provide for the payment of the claim of 
J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., and 
Hugh Stewart; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House. 
< (HARRIET S. WYMAN-—AGAIN. 
_.Mr. RICE. I move to amend the bill in the 
fifth line. by substituting “fifty” for “twenty;? 
go.that the pension shall be at the rate of fifty dol- 
lars per month, instead of twenty dollars. It is 
the correction of a mere.typographical error. 

Mr. BRANCH. It is for the correction of a 
typographical error, the gentleman says. | would 
like to ask the gentleman whether the bill, as re- 
ported, contained “ fifty ™ or ‘twenty ?”” 

“y Mr. RICE. The bill was.amended in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole by substituting “fifty”? for 
“twenty.” : 

Mr. DELANO. I can explain the matter to 
the ‘satisfaction of the House in.one word.- 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is that in order? 

Mr. BRANCH. Iasked a legitimate question 
for information. 

Mr. DELANO. I will occupy the floor no 
further. than is necessary for explanation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. That is what I 
object to, 

Mr. DELANO. This bill was before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, reported by Mr. 
Fenton. He then stated to the committee that 
jt was a mere clerical error; that “twenty” had 
‘been put in the bill by mistake, instead of “ fifty,” 
that the law knows no such rate of pension as 
‘twenty dollars per month for services of the grade 
held by her husband. Upon that statement, the 
Committee of the Whole adopted the amendment 
inserting ‘fifty’? in the place of ‘* twenty.” 

_ Mr, COX, “Why should the pension go back 
to 1854? ; 
. My, DELANO. Because, upon the truc con- 
_ struction of the law, where a naval officer dics in 
the service in consequence of disease contracted 
tn the line of his duty, his widow shall have a 
pension from the day of his death; and to make 
this pension twenty dollars per month would put 
this widow upon an unequal footing with all other 
widows of officers who have died in the service. 

Mr. BRANCH. It appears, then, that what 
‘the gentleman who moved this amendment spoke 
of as a typographical error, is not an error at all; 
‘thatthe Committee on Pensions adopted twenty” 
dollars ‘as the proper sum, but that they subse- 
quently considered the matter, and agreed to sub- 
stitute “fifty ’’ in lieu of it. 

. The gentleman says he wishes to makea change, 
because there is no such pension known to the 
law as “twenty” dollars a month for that grade 
of service. I undertake to say, that if no such 
pension is known to the law as twenty dollars a 
month, this is a most extraordinary amount, and 
that there are but few cases in the whole of our 
legislation in which we have granted fifty dollars 
a month for that grade of service. 

In addition to that, E wish to call the attention 
‘of the House to another matter. The gentleman 

roposes to carry this pension back to 1854. 
There will be thus about seven years’ back pen- 
‘sion under the bill; and you will therefore give 
to this party, to start with, $4,200, and then $600 
per annum for the balance of her life. The whole 
purpose of the pension system is perverted. by 
this practice of giving back pensions, and voting 


into the pockets of parties large sums of money. 


in the nature of arrears. | 
The object of the pension system of the Gov- 
ernment, and ‘the sole object of it, is to support 


in comfort, when ‘they are unable to take care of 


themselves, old soldiers and their widows and 
families, who have suffered in the service of the 
country, . It never was the design of those who 
originated this pension system to make any sol- 
dier or any soldiers’ widows orheirs rich by voting 
large sums into their pockets on the pretense of 
rirrenrages of pension. 

Mr. RICE. The bill asks nothing more than 
what the law allows to officers of the rank which 
was held by Captain Wyman. 


‘Mr. BRANCH. Does the law allow arrearages 
for seven: years back ? : 

Mr. RICE. understand that it does. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then why is this case brought 
before Congress, instead of being taken to the Pen- 
sion department? i 

Mr. RICE. i 
colleague [Mr. DeLano]} will explain it. ‘ 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘Well, now, I submit to the 
House whether, when the House is on the eve of 
passing a bill, and a“member gets up and asks a 
Jegitimate question of the gentleman reporting the 
bill, and he cannot explain the bill and cannot 
give any information, that is not proof that.we 
arë passing bills here now unwisely, and without 
any of that sort of information which we ought 
to have before acting on them? We may, ina 
day’s session, such as this, establish precedents 
committing the Government to hundreds of thou- 
i sands of dollars; and those precedents may be 
established because gentlemen have not informa- 
tion and those having charge of the bills are not 
prepared to farnish the information necessary to 
understand them, 

Mr. DELANO. Iam surprised that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina should say that we 
are not ready to give him information. I have 
gtated that the chairman of the Committee on f- 
valid Pensions, who reported this bill, stated in 
Committee of the Whole House, when it was 
under consideration, that it was a mere clerical 
crror—that the committee reported twenty dollars 
instead of fifty dollars. 
and every member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions knows, that the rate of pension is grad- 


the moment that he discovered his error, corrected 
the bill; he brought it to the notice of the House, 
and the House, by a vote of eighty to some thirty, 
adopted the amendment; and they adopted it be- 
cause the chairman of the committee intimated 
that there was no such pension known as a pen- 
sion of twenty dollars, or anything short of fifty 
dollars, for the rank of post captain in the Navy. 
If the House should reject this amendment, they 
would place the widow of this officer upon an in- 
equality with the widows of all other naval offi- 
cers of the same rank who have died since the 
pension law was enacted. I appeal to the sense 
of justice of gentlemen, and ask if that is right? 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman expresses 
| surprise 

Mr. DELANO. Ihave not done yet. I think 
J have satisfied the House that the amount pro- 
posed by the amendment is right. Now, as to 
the reason for going back, it is because the gen- 
eral law says that, when a naval officer has died 
in the discharge of his duty, his widow shall be 
entitled to the pension appropriate to his rank 
from the time of his decease. Now, this widow 
comes here and shows to the committee and. to 
this House that her husband served from 1810, 
through the war of 1812, down to 1854, and was 
as faithful an officer as ever trod the deck of a 
man-of-war; and since that time she has been 
seeking, first from the Pension department, and 
now from Congress, the pension appropriate to 
her husband’s rank. 

Mr. HOARD. I desire to ask one question. 
If this rate of pension is allowed to the widows 
of officers of this rank, what is the need of special 
legislation ? 

Mr. DELANO. I willexplain that. She comes 
here for the same reason that three fourths of 
those who apply for pensions at the Department 


the relief that is due to them from the Department. 

Mr. HOARD. Is there any law giving a pen- 
sion of fifty dollars? 

Mr. DELANO. There is a law giving fifty 
dollars a month to a captain of the Navy; and I 
| challenge any gentleman familiar with the pen- 
sion laws to controvert this. There is no ques- 
tion about that. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. 
tion. 

Mr. BRANCH. I have the floor. T only 
yielded it temporarily. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts expresses surprise that I should say 
that gentlemen are not prepared to give informas 
tion, Why, sir, I have yielded him the floor for 
the purpose of getting an answer to the question 
| that I propounded, I have allowed him to con- 


I call the previous ques~ 


That I cannot explain, sir. My į 


The gentleman knows, | 


uated according to the rank of the officer. The | 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


are turned over here for relief, instead of receiving | 


| 


sume as much time as he desired, in. order. that 
he might give a response to the question I pro- 
pounded, arid he has not yet answered it, 

Mr. DELANO. Well, what is it, sir? 

Mr. BRANCH. The question that I pro- 
pounded was, why, if this is a meritorious case, 
does this widow have to come to Congress? 
Why does not she go before the Commissioner of 
Pensions? In reply, the gentleman says, for the 
same réason that brings here two thirds of the 
casés that do come before Congress. 

Mr. DELANO. “Does the gentleman desire 
an answer to. his question now? 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to know what 
that reason is. The reason, according to my ob- 


„servation, that brings parties before Congress in 


this sort of way, is, that they either have no cascs 
at all, or they cannot make out their cases by 
any testimony that any responsible officer of this 
Government will accept. They come before Con- 
gress because, upon days and occasions like this, 
they can get their bills through on testimony that 
no responsible. man, no responsible officer of the 
Government, would acceptas sufficient to pass the 
case. It appears that this case has been taken up 
by this House once before in the Committee of 
the Whole House. The gentleman says that, in 
the Committee of the Whole House, the bill was 
amended so as to increase the amount from twenty 
to fifty dollars permonth. Why did not the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, when it had the bill 
up, and when it could not be cut off by any point 
of order, or in any other way; when the frends 
of the bill had itin their power to press it through— 
why was it that, after it had been amended, it 
was allowed to fall until here, on the eve of the 
close of the session, when the House is in confu- 
sion, when it is impossible for two thirds of the 
members to know whatis being done, itis brought 
up on a motion to suspend the rules with a view 
to put it on its passage? When it was in the 
Committee of the Whole House, we had an op- 
portunity to discuss it. Was it discussed there, 
and exposed in such a way as to show the House 
that it ought not to pass? I have no recollection 
of the case; but the circumstances are very well 
calculated to make us believe that the Committee 
of the Whole House did not think it a meritori- 
ous claim, and was not willing to pass it. It has 
been kept back until it can be got through the 


i House in this way, when it is utterly impossible 


forus to législate intelligibly and understandingly ; 
and when I call upon the gentleman who has 
called up this bill, and has moved to put it upon 
its passage, to give the reasons why it is a mer- 
itorlous case, and why this party did not get a 
pension at the Department, he is still unable to 
tell us, or does not tell us, why it should pass. 
My experience at the Pension Office—and F 
have, perhaps, had as little experience there as 
almost any. gentleman upon this floor; but the 
few transactions 1 have had at that office have im- 
pressed me with the belicf—and I take pleasure 
in stating it here, publicly—that the gentleman at 


| the head of that office, With whom I have no per- 


sonal acquaintance, except froma few official calls 
made on business, is one of the most intelligent, 
faithful, and prompt officers of this Government. 
I do not believe that just and good claims, that 
are supported by testimony that a responsiblé 
officer ought to regard, will be rejected by him; 


| and when I find cases here before Congress, un- 


less gentlemen can give sufficient reasons why 
they should pass, if they have been rejected at 
that office, I am bound-to presume that it must 
be for want of merit. Inow yield the floor. 

Mr. DELANO. I thought 1 had answered 
every objection made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina. I will state to the gentleman 
the reason why the bill did not pass in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House when the amendment 
was made. It was because, just at that point 
when everybody supposed that the bill would 
pass because of its great merits, a gentleman on 
the other side of the House, who has been oftener 
on the floor objecting to bills of this character 
than any other gentleman, rose and said, at the 
last moment, “ I object;” and that is the honor- 
able gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jongs.] That 
is the only reason that I know of wity it has not 
passed. : 

Now, sir, in reply to the remark. of the gen- 
tleman, that this claim was not allowed in the 
Pension Office, I will ‘merely say that 1 am per- 
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sion Office; not because they had not evidence 
enough before them, but because they were un- 
willing to consider it. The question for this House 
to determine is whether this, naval officer died in 
the line of his duty. Now, sir, the evidence is 
this: that he entered the service in 1810; that he 
was in the war of 1812; that he was a well man 
down to 1850; that then he was sent to an East 
India station, and that, from his exposure there, 
abd his sudden transfer to the naval station in the 
extreme northeast of the country, at Kittery, 
Maine, he contracted the disease of which. he 
died. There were four surgeons who testified to 
the fact that he died from disease contracted in the 
line of his duty. 

Mr. BRANCH. Was the testimony of those 
four physicians submitted to the Commissioner 
of Pensions? : 

Mr. DELANO. I presume so. 

Mr. BRANCH. If it was, I should like to 
know on what ground he rejected the claim? 

Mr. DELANO., The claim was rejected at the 
Pension Office, as I understand it, upon the ground 
that the evidence did not show specifically the 
exact time when the discase was contracted and 
all the circumstances connected with its being con- 
tracted. A more absurd and preposterous prop- 
osition, it seems to me, was never made. 

Mr. BRANCH. Theni understand the fact to 
be this: this case was brought before the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and the application rejected 
because the testimony was not sufficient to estab- 
lished the facts on whicha pension could be legally 
based. And this House is called on to reverse 
the decision of the Commissioner upon this insuf- 
ficient evidence. : 

Mr.DELANO. Thecommissioner rejected it, 
because he was too lazy to consider it. { believe 
that is the true state of facts. 

Mr. RICE demanded the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. Before the previous question is 
seconded, L desire to say one word. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has seen proper to read 
mea lecture for objecting to this bill. I say to 
the gentleman that I thank him for the compli- 
ment, and that I have not only objected to this 
bil, but to a great many other stealing bills. The 
very fact that they could not get their cases be- 
fore. the Departments is prima facie evidence that 
they are not good cases. Whenever l have ob- 
jected to such bills, I am not only willing to take 
the responsibility of the act, but I am proud of 
the honor. , 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. BURNETT called for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 77, nays 56, as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Aley, Bing- 
ham, Francis P. Blair, Samuel $. Blair, Blake, Brabson, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham,’ Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Colfax, I. Win- 
ter Davis, Johu G. Davis, Delano, Duell, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, Ferry, Fo ; Frank, Gooch, Grow, 
Gurley, Hale, Helmick, William Howard, Hughes, Hum- 
phrey, Hutchins, Francis W. Kellogg, Killinger, De Witt C. 
Leach, Loomis, Maclay, Marston, MeKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Millson, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Mor- 
ris, Nelson, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Rice, Curistopher 
Robiuson, Royce, Scranton, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, Stok tout, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Eilihu B. 
Washburne, Israel, Washburn, and Woodruth—77, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Bocock, Bonham, Boves, 
Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Carey, Clopton, Cobh, Cox, Bur- 
ton Craige, Curry, English, Etheridge, Garnett Gartrell, 
Gilmer, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Moard, Houston, 
Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Larrabee, i 
Leach, Leake, Love, Mallory, Maynard, McQueen, Miles, 
Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps. Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, 
Reagan, Riggs, Rufin, Singleton, William Smith, William 
N.H. Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Thomas, Val- 
landigham, Vance, Wells, and Wright—56. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Before the vote was announced, Mr. Howakrn, 
of Michigan, stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Crawrorp on this vote. 

Mr. MAYNARD said that, upon examination, 
he had been unable to find any law granting fifty 
dollars a month pension to the widow of a naval 
officer, and he should therefore be compelled to 
vote “no.” 

Mr. McQUEEN stated that Mr. Asumorzand 
Mr. Ku.gorsg had paired for the day, 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


James M. | 


H 
it 
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The. bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossedand read a third time; and being engrossed, 
was accordingly read the third time. i 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like the consent of the 


| gentleman from Massachusetts to strike out so 


much of the bill as makes the pension date from 
1854, and allow it to commence with the current. 
year, so as to make it conform to all the other 
pension bills. 1f the bill is so amended, I will not 
object to it, ` 

Mr. RICE. The bill has been read the third. 
time, and cannot beamended. I move the previ- 
ous question on its passage. 

The previous question was seconded, and. the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, demanded the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill. : 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only eight 
voting therefor. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the Committee had 
examined. and found truly enrolled an act (H. 
R. No. 807) to authdrize the reissue of land war- 
rants in certain cases, and for other purposes; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


J. B. DADE, 


Mr. EDMUNDSON. I ask the consent of the 
House to submit the following resolution: ` 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to pay to J. B. Dade 
three dollars per day dtiring his service, deducting the 
$1 50 per day which has been heretotore paid him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lobject to thatresolution, This 
man has already been paid $1 50 a day for per- 
forming no useful service. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON moved to suspend the 
rules. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker de- 
cided the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON called for tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE called for tellers on suspend- 
ing the rules. i 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The rules were not suspended, (two thirds not 
having voted therefor.) 


AIR-TIGHT MAIL BAGS. 


Mr. POTTER. I move thatthe Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 519, authorizing 
and directing the Postmaster General to purchase 
and test H. Allen’s water-proof and air-tight mail 
bags. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will not the Post- 
master General authorize the purchase of such 
bags as the Post Office wants? Is it necessary 
then to direct the Executive Departments in this 
way? 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. | 

Mr. POTTER. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The bill was read in extenso. It directs the Post- 


ster ay > Eve a l * vette À 7; + we 
master General to purchas’ of Harvey Allen, of l) Ruffin. Rust, Singleton, William Smith, W iHam N. H. Smith, 


Wisconsin, water andair-tight mail bags, provided | 
the cost of the bags shall not exceed ten dollars 
each for the various sizes required for the postal 
service, and the purchase shall be of an equal 
number of cach size; and provided the bags shall 
be water and air-tight, with self-locking steel 
clasps, tongued and grooved, and delivered with- 
ont further cost or charge at such point in the 
United States as the Postmaster General shall di- 
rect; and it provides that upon receiving the first 
thousand of the mail bags, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall put them into service upon the Califor- 
nia and such other mail-routes as will best test 


| their comparative merits with the mail bags now 


in use, 

It appears from the report that Mr. Allen in- 
vented a water-proof andair-tight mail bag, which 
he exhibited to the Postmaster General in the | 
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suaded the case was never considered in the Pen- || 


| abundance for this resolution. 


spring. of 1852, and asked to have it itrodiic 
into the public service. Mr.’Fall, then’ Paste 
master General, reférred: the subject to Mr: W. 
A. Bradley, then postmaster'at Washington city, 
who reported that from the experimeénts he‘ had! 
witnessed, with this bag, it was an improvement 
on the bags used in the public service, and recom- 
mended their introduction on the California routes 

Mr. Bradley testifies that hè distinctly recollects” 
that he examined the subject by request oft 
Postmaster General, Hall. and afterwards far- 
nished añ ‘estimate to Mr. Allen of’ the number 
and size of the bags required: on the California 
routes, at the request of Mr. Hall, who, in a few 
days thereafter, retired from the Department, and 
was succeeded by Mr. Hubbard. Mr. Bradley 
says he supposed, from what he remembers, that 
Mr. Aflen had received orders from the Depart- 
ment to manufacture the number of bags required 


| for the California service, and had received “ the 


reward due to his ingenuity.” When referred to” 
afterwards, Mr. Hall only recollects agreeing to: 
test the utility of Allen’s mail bags on the Cali- 
fornia route, but is quite clear that, he didnot 
enter on any contract with him which justified 
large expenditures, relying upon reimbursement 
from the Department. After Mr. Hubbard ‘came 
into office, he said the article was much needed, 
and he would sceure enough to test them, ahd if 
they proved satisfactory, he would 'adòpt them on” 
the mail route to California. Mc oon eat 

Tt seems that, wndér these assurances, as Mr: 
Allen understood them, he went on to manufac- 
ture a quantity of his mail bags of the size adapted: 
to the California service, and to prepare himself 
for the manufacture of the article on an extensive 
scale. Something like four thousand were esti- 
mated to be necessary for said service, according’ 
to the understanding of Mr. Allen; and’ he had‘ 
prepared to enter at once on the preparation of 
this quantity, by building a rolling-mill to roll the 
steel for the clasps and locks of the bags, and to 
procure material and tools, all of which cost him 
some fifteen thousand dollars, according to his és- 
timate. After Mr. Campbell succeeded Mr. Hub- 
bard, as Postmaster General, Mr. Allen brought 
to the Department about two hundred of the bags 
finished, but Mr. Campbell refused ‘to ratify the: 
contract attributed to Efall and Hubbard, or fo 
take any of thé mail bags from Allen, orto make 
him compensation therefor, but broke up prior 
engagements by his predecessors with Mr. ‘Allen, ` 
and left bim, with all his “fixtures and materials, 
finished and unfinished, of hand; to make ‘such 
disposition thereof as he could. F 

Mr. BURNETT. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rales,” - ay 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 7 

The question was taken; andit was decided.in 
the negative—yeas 59, nays 63; as follows: ` 

YEAS—Moessrs. Aldrich, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, 
Blake, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Camp- 
bell, Carter, Case, Colfax, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edmund- 
son, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Foster, Frank, 
French, Gurley, Helmick, Hoard, Hutehins, Francis Ws 
Kellogg, DeWitt C. Leach, Mallory, McKnight, McPherson, 
Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Olin, Pal- | 
mer, Pettit. Potier, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce; 
Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 
Theaker, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verrce, Wade; Walton, 
Elihu B.Washburne, Isracl Wast and Woodrutl—s9, 

NAYS— Me: Allen, Alicey, Barksdale, Barr, Bocock, 
Jouligny, Boyes, Brabson, Branch, Burch, Burnett, Carey, 
Clopton, Cobb, Cox, Crawrord, Curry, Jolin G. Davis, Eng= 
lish, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, John "T. Harris, Hatton, 
Houston, Hughes, Jenkins, Jones, Killinger, Landrum, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Love, Maclay, Charles D. Mar 
tin, Elbert S$. Martin, Maynard, MeQucen, Miles, Millson, 
Niblack, Pendicton, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, 


Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 
art, Thomas, Vailandigham, Vance, Wells, Winslow, ‘aid 
Wright—83. i us 
So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof.) i ` 


MARY. ANN TOPPING. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to Mary Ann Topping, sister of William H. 
Topping, deceased, enrolling clerk-of the last Congress, 
three months’ salary, and $350 for funeral expenses. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. AH such legisla- 
tion is violative of the powers of the House. - | 

Mr. FLORENCE. There’ are precedents in 
In every instance - 
of this kind there has been. the same allowance. 
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L.move thatthe rules -be suspended for. the‘pur- 
pose- dhave indicated. ; 

‘Ehe, question was taken; and the House -re- 
fused to. suspend-the rules, (two thirds not voting 


in, favor thereof: ) : : 
` ELI W. GOFF. : S 


Mr. ROYCE. .I move ‘that. the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged fromthe further: 
consideration of Senate: bill No. 113, for the relief 
of Eli W, Goff, It has passed the Senate unan- 
imously; and.it has been favorably reported on 
by the Committee of Claims. ` ; 

„Mr. BURNETT. . I object. . 

‘Mr. ROYCE... I move that the rales be sus-. 
pended. 0 eae 

“The bill was read in extenso. : It directs the Sec- 
rétary of the Treasury to pay.to Eli W. Goff, late 
inspector of customs for the district of Vermont, 
the. sum of $3,500 out of any money in the-Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated; it being for ex- 
penses actually incurred by him in his efforts 
faithfully. to execute the revenue laws of the Uni- 
ted States, o, oa i KR 

ir. PEYTON.. . Now, let the report of the 
committée -be read, I want to. know what this 
claim is, , Lam. perfectly willing to vote for a just 
claim. i 3 : 
“It-appears from the report, which was read, 
that the claimant was a deputy collector of cus- 
toms in the northern portion of Vermont, and by 
great energy succeeded in breaking up a powerful 


gang of smugglers. The result was a series of | 


annoyances and costly litigation forced upon the 
petitioner, through the influence and procurement 
of the parties whose illégal though profitable em- 
pomeni he had broken up.. Even the property 


cations? —— , 
“Mr, ROYCE. No, sir 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
enue collected in Vermont? 
‘Mr. ROYCE. Yes, sir; ten times as much. 


Js that much rev- 


Mr. MAYNARD. I reported this case from 
the Committee of Claims, where it was examined 
and considered, The. facts show that this man, 


during Mr. Van Buren’s administration, was a | 


collector of customs in the northern part of Ver- 
ment, where it became his misfortune to come in 
collision with a very powerful band of smugglers 
who were stationed just upon the Canada line. 


I will not go-into to the details. He succeeded, | 


by his efforts, in breaking up the establishment. 


In doing so, he was involved in a series of trouble-: 
By the action of | 


- some and expensive litigations, 
a subsequent Administration, all these suits were 
left to fall. upon. his own shoulders. He was 
broken down and pecuniarily ruined by that ac- 
tion.: The committee thought thathe was enutled 
to compensation. k 

Mr. PEYTON.: Broken up—how ? 


Mr. MAYNARD. By cxpenses and costs 


thrown upon him in these suits. 


‘Mr. PEYTON. The suits were decided against | 


hirm, and he had the costs to pay? 
Mr. MAYNARD: The suits were 
brought to trial, 


Mr. BURNETT. My friend from Tennessce | 


is. a lawyer, and while I have no doubt he is fully 
satisfied of the justice of this claim, and believes 
it ought tosbe passed, yet if he were a chancellor, 


and this case were submitted to him, he would | 
dismiss it and turn the applicant out of: court. | 


There is nota single distinctive fact stated in the 
report. 


toms, and that, by some connection with smug- 


never | 


There is ndthing buta general charge. | 
Itis shown that this man was collector of eus- |} 


glers, he suffered losses. Frony that itis argued 
that this bill-ought to be passed. ` 
There is no- proof—none whatevér—except a 


as the present, in attempting to enforce the laws 
for the purpose of protecting our revenue, incurs 
loss, the existing laws provide for payment. We 
have:alaw applying to all these cases; and if this 
claimant paid out this money, or if he was in- 
volved in litigation, the Government cannot refuse 


the revenue laws. But- the case came up before 
the Departments during Mr. Van Buren’s admin- 
istration, without any bill of particulars, with 
only.a general statement that this man had suf- 
fered loss by reason of attempts to break up a 
gang of smugglers; and now he comes into Con- 
gress and asks us to pay this money. 

Now, I say, that when such a case as 
presented, the gehtleman who presents it ought to 
state the facts, the manner in which he incyrred 
the loss, and the reasons why his accounts were 
not adjusted at the proper Department. 

Mr. MAYNARD.. Let me state to the gentle- 


for trespass. Of course he was compelled to em- 
ploy counsel to makea defense. He was required 
to incur the usual costs of litigation, and, whatis 
known to the gentleman is of more consequence 
i than all the rest, he was required to lose his time 
| in attending upon the courts—a less which it 
would be impossible to calculate in dollars and 
cents, 

‘Mr. BURNETT. Take for granted that all 
the gentieman states is true, yet there is no state- 
ment of that sort in the report, nor has such a 
statement of facts been presented to the House. 
How easy it would. have. been to write to the 
Treasury Department, and find out when this man 
was appointed; whether he made application to 
the Department for pay; and if he did, what was 
the character of his account; and if it was rejected, 
upon what ground the Treasury Department re- 
fused to pay him. Then we would have a casc 
presented tothe judgment and-reason of members 
of this House. 

Now, I want to give another reason why the 
rules ought not to be suspended. Here, within a 
very few hours of the adjournment of this session, 
with general legislation upon the Speaker’s table 


get the floor for the purpose of attending to gen- 
eral legislation.. Every gentleman here, with a 
private bill sticking in his pocket, struggles for 
the floor, and gets in matters which we cannot 
investigate; therulesare suspended, and legislation 
is hurried through without our knowing anything 
about it. i 


is charging that every gentleman here who istry- 
ing to get the floor with the object of getting up 
a private bill, bas made acontract with the Speaker 
in order to obtain the floor. I wish to announce 


l have-been trying tog € c 
made any contract with the Speaker, and I will 
enter into none with any one. 

| My. FLORENCE. And Lassure thegentleman 
from Kentucky that I made no arrangement with 
i} the Speaker, when I gotthe floor. Idid not speak 
to the Speaker, except from the floor, in the pres- 
i ence of the whole House. 

| Mr. BURNETT. ‘Then my remarks did not 
include those gentlemen. I have been struggling 
|| for the floor for the last two weeks upon a bill in 
i| which the entire country is interested; but I have 
been unable to succeed. 

Mr. GROW... All this debate is out of order, 
! and { hope the gentleman will not trespass upon 
| the House any longer. 

Mr. BURNETT. [am giving the reasons why 
this character of legislation ought not to be per- 
mitted. Let us take up the bills on the Private 
Calendar in their regular order, and give every 
claim an equal chance. I call the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the gentleman will move 
to go into the consideration of the Private Calen- 
dar, we can get through it to-day. 

Mr. BRANCH.» With the consent of the 
| House, I will make that motion. 

u Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 1 object to further 


statement in the report; but the pointis this: that | 
where an officer of the Government, such a one | 


to allow him his account for attempting to enforce 


‘this is | 


man that this officer was sued by these miscreants | 


Mr. STOKES, The gentleman from Kentucky | 


this fact to the gentleman from Kentucky, that ! 
get the floor, but I have not | 
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debate, because theré are other gentlemen who 
desire the floor: i 

Mr. STANTON. H seems to me that it is not 
fair for the gentleman from Kentucky to make a 
speech, and then refuse thé gentleman from Ver- 
mont an opportunity to replys ` 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 do not object. JI-would 
rather that the time should'be consumed in speak- 
ing than in any other way. lam perfectly wil- 
ing to hear him. : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Lam inclined to think 
that we had better adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. There are two general 
to come over from the Senate. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Ido not desire to inter- 


bills yet, 


| fere with this bill, but ] must demand the regular 
| order of business. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 


demand for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman from Vermont 


! has had the floor less than any gentleman in the 


Hall; and I insist that he shall be heard. 

Mr. PEYTON. I hope general consent will 
be given. ‘ 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM.: I will not object 
if the gentleman will give me an opportunity to 
present a resolution, calling for information from 
the. Departments; a resolution which | have de- 
sired to offer for a week, and have had no oppor- 
tunity. f 

Mr. ROYCE. {do not surrender the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM.. Thea l object. I 
want to introduce a resolution calling upon. the 
Departments for information. 

Mr. ELIOT.. I object to that. - 

Mr. STANTON. I move to suspend the rules, 
in order that the gentleman from Vermont may 
be permitted to speak, : . 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If the gentleman 
from Vermont himself desires to occupy the floor, 
I will withdraw my objection, 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, this is the only 
claim, I believe, upon the Private Calendar from 
my State, and J will detain the House but a few 
moments in explaining what I believe to be the 
merits of this bill, font 

This petitioner was appointed adeputy collector 
of customs in my State, and the report states that 
he was an active and vigilant officer, and suc- 
ceeded in breaking up a formidable gang of smug- 


i glers; that, in the discharge of his-duties as a pub- 
undisposcd of, this floor is farmed out; yes, sir, }) 
farmed out, under an agrecment, and we cannot | 


lic officer, he was subjected to litigation which 
eventually resulted in his ruin. Suits for trespass 
were broughtagainst him by parties whose prop- 
erty he had seized In several of those suits he 
succeeded in obtaining a verdict; but in others, . 
owing to the local prejudices which existed, he 
was defeated, and compelled to pay damages-and 
costs. In the prosecution cf his duties, and. in 
the defense of the suits which were brought against 
him, he was involvedin ruin, His claim amounted 
to $33,000, and I believe he could convince this 
House and convince any impartial mind that he 
actually suffered damages, and to that amount, in 
consequence of his attempts to discharge his du- 
tics asa public officer. At the last Congress, a 
bill was passed referring this matter to the De~ 
partment which limited the amount the Depart- 
ment should pay to $5,000; Lut owing to the in- 
formality of his proof, he was directed, or rather 
recommended, to come to Congress, and let them 
fix the sum. , ; 

The report states that he suffered. largely be- 
yond the amount that this proposes to pay him. 
it proposes to pay him only $3,500. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Burnetr] objects, 
and claims, as I tindcrstood his argument, that, 
upon the presentation of his proof to the Depart- 
ment, the Department would audit and pay all 
the claim he might have, on account of his at- 
tempting faithfully to discharge the duties of his 
office. Sir, I do not understand the law in that 
way. I know that frequent applications of a sima 
ilar character have been made to Congress. f 
believe they must come here; and that whenever 
it is shown to the Congress of the United States 
that a man has suffered damage necessarily, in 
consequence of his attempts to discharge his duty 
faithfully, Congress has always acknowledged 
the obligation to pay it. That is all that we ask 
here. . 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended. 

The bill was then ordered to a third. reading; 
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and it was accordingly read the: third time, and | € 
: : | New Hampshire yielded it. 


passed. : 

Mr, ROYCE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay | 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


_ Mr. TAPPAN., [rise to a privileged question. 
This is private bill day, and as there seems to be | 
a great disposition upon the other side of the 
House to take up the bills on the Private Calendar, | 
and ‘consider them in their order, I now movethat | 
to-day be made “ objection day’? for the consid: 
eration of the bills which have passed the Court 
of Claims and the Senate, and are now before this 
House. | 
“Mr, CRAWFORD. The gentleman from New | 
Hampshire misapprehends this side of the House 
in that particular. We are willing to go into Com- 
mittee ‘of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, but not to make it ‘objection day.” 

Mr. TAPPAN. Then I will modify my mo- 
tion, and move to take up the bills which have 
passed the Court of Claims and the Senate, aud 
which ought to be considered by this House. 

Mr. BRANCH. No discrimination. Let us 
take up the bills upon the Calendar in their order. 

Mr. TAPPAN. . Then I move that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar. ` 


J. W. NYE. 


Mr. CARTER. Ihopethegentleman willallow 
me to ask the House to pass Senate bill No. 474, 
for the relief.of J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter | 
Bargy, jr. and Hugh Stewart. | 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall object.” I have been 
trying for more than three months, to get up a 
claim, one of the first upon the Calendar, and I 
have not been able to get the floor. The gentle- | 
man from New York has had the floor quite re- | 
cently. | 

Mr. TAPPAN. Is my motion in order? j 

The SPEAKER. It is, unless you allow the | 
gentleman from New York to state his case. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Well, I will yield to him. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 object. 

The SPEAKER. The. Chair hopes the gen- 
tleman will allow it. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman had the floor 
assigned to him once or twice recently. 

The SPEAKER.. That is true; he has had it. 

Mr. CARTER. The justice of this claim is so | 
manifest, that it has been favorably reported on 
by seventeen standing committees. 

Mr. REAGAN. [call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot be 
called to order, because the floor has beenassigned 
to him. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the question before 
the House? 

Mr. CARTER. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of putting upon its passage the bill 
which I have indicated. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object to that bill. There 
never was a more unjust claim brought before 
Congress than this claim of old man Nye. Ithas 
been here Congress after Congress. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would inquire how many | 
claims this party has pending before Congress? 

Mr. CARTER. Three. | 

Mr. CRAWFORD. | 


It is a cholera case. | 
The question was taken; and the rules were not | 
suspended (two thirds not voting in favor thereof.) ! 


STEPHEN O. GIBBS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair gives the floor 
now to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Rreacax.] | 

Mr. TAPPAN. Have I not the floor already? | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that 
the gentleman yielded it. aa 

Mr. TAPPAN. I understood that I waè to; 
have it again when the gentleman from New York 
concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no such | 
arrangement. f 

Mr. REAGAN. 
ment. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Irise to a privileged motion. 
I move that we go into a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas 


I shall not occupy it a mo- 


i| the Whole on the state of the Union. 


“at all. 


| contract: 


| now receiving for the same service, will also be 


inserting House bill No. 221. 


ought to have floor now. The gentleman from i 


Mr. TAPPAN. 
one. + 

The SPEAKER. Tho gentleman has had the 
floor once or twice, and the pentlemah from Texas 
has not been able to get it. The Chair thinks he 
is entitled to it now. A i i i 

Mr. TAPPAN. That does not meet the point 
T submit the question of order, whether, | 
on private bill day, I have not the right to make 
my motion? St oe 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considers the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas in order. _~ 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not had the floor for 
a motion of this kind three times during my ser- 
vice here. T ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to take from the Private Calendar the bill 
for the relief of Stephen O. Gibbs. 

I will state, with the permission of the House, 
that Mr. Gibbs made a bid of $2,449 for a mail 
He was notified by the Department 
that his bid had been accepted at $1,449. He irn- 
mediately perccived that there was some mistake, 
and notified the Department that that was not his 
bid, but that he would carry the mail until the 
mistake could be rectified. He informed Dr. 
Parsons, who drew the bid, that he had. made the 
mistake; that the amount should have been $2,449. 
This was less than the average raté of carrying 
the mail on that route. The Committee on the. 
Post Office and Post Roads, however, ascertained 
that one bid had been received for $1,900, all the 
other bids having been above $2,449; and they 
have’ therefore drawn the bill soas to give bim | 
the difference between what he reccived and the 
lowest bid. 

I will state, further, that he performed the ser- 
vice faithfully, and that, in consequence of the 
little compensation he received, he has been broken 
up and sold out. [trust that there will be no ob- 
jection to allowing the bill to be taken up and 
passed. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Lam-very 
reluctant to interpose any objection to the bill 
which my friend from Texas desires to have taken 
up; but the House will bear me witness that a few 
days ago I endeavored to have a bill passed in the 
case of the Lady Elgin, which was precisely of 
this nature, and yet the House refused to suspend 
the rules, although the very next day, upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, they 
passed a bill of like character in the case of Sher- 
lock & Shirley. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to debate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire that 
the bill proposed by the gentleman from Texas 
may go through; but I desire also that another 
bill, for the benefit of parties in my scction of 
country, may stand upon the same footing. I 
will not object, therefore, to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Texas to take ap this bill; 
and I have no doubt that when it is disposed of, 
the Lady Elgin case, which is as just a claim as 
ever came before the Government, in which the 
pay proposed to be allowed is less than they are 


My motion is a privileged 


taken up and passed. For the purpose of bring- 
ing the matter before the House, I move to amend 
the proposition of the gentleman from Texas by 


Mr. BURNETT. ‘That motion is notin order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. WASHBUNE,of Hlinois. With theun- 
derstanding, then, that the-case I have mentioned 
shall next be taken up and passed, I am willing 
that this bill shall be passed. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to any such under- 
standing. Ido not believe there is a quorum in 
the House; and to understand whether there is 
or not, I move that the House do now adjourn; 
and call for tellers upon the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As there will be public 
business here in a short time, I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw that motion, and allow me to 
move that the House go into the Committee of 


Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to that, 
and withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| his judgment, not incompatible with 


Union. 


Mr. REAGAN: ‘I submit'the'question of order 
that the gentlemari’s motion-¢cannot* take’ préce- 
sence of mine, which isa motion.to suspend the: 
rules. eg RL ay. Sota S es 
The SPEAKER. -The Chair sustains. the ques-: 
tion of order.. The question is on themotion of: 
the génuUeman from Texas to suspend the rules. 
_ Mr. BYRNETT called for tellers. on the -xno< 
tion, nes a tae oi kein’ 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Huenes and: 
Curry were appointed...’ af PAT Ron 
The House divided; and the. tellers 
fifty-seven in the affirmative.) ioe. 035 and 
Mr. REAGAN called-for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. > DE 
The Clerk commenced. te call :the-roll, but be=- 
fore the call was completed, he shan ah 
‘Mr. REAGAN said: To enable the House to 
vote upon the motion of the gentleman from. Ohio,: 
I will, for the present, withdraw the motion: to 
suspend the rules. Bae ey 
Mr.SHERMAN. I now renew my.motion to 
suspend the rules, and go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. - I have no ob- 
jection, however, to allowing any proposition, in 
the mean time, to come in by unanimous consent. 


OREGON GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. GROW. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up Senate bill No. 149, making, 
appropriations to supply a deficiency. in the ap~ 
propriations for the completion of. the geological 
survey of Oregon and. Washington Territory. 

Mr. CRAWFORD and others objected... 

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. i 

Mr. THEAKER, by unahimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: f 

Resolved, That the Postmaster Gencral be requested to 
furnish to the House, at the commencement of the next ses- 
sion, a statement of the distance, by the usual mail route, 


from the post office of cach Senator and member to the city, 
of Washington. È 


ed 


MICHAEL ZEITER. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to:. 5 Rv, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to transmit to the House of Representatives, if, in 
e public interest, 
copies Of all papers and correspondence in the Department 
of State relating to the case of Michael Zeiter, a native of 
France, a naturalized ¢itizen of the United ‘States, and a. 
citizen of the ‘State of Ohio, who'has been forced to per=" 
form military service in the French army: ae 

CAPITOL EXTENSION. ; BE 

Mr. MARSTON asked theconsentofthe House 

to enable him to submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
transmit to the House of Representatives all the correspond- 
ence between ‘Thomas U. Walter, the architect of the Cap-" 
itol extension, and Captain M. C. Meigs, former superin- 
tendentof the Capito} extension, in any way relating to the 
construetion of the Capitol extension and the addition to 
the Post Office; also, all the correspondence between the 
Secretary and the above parties, or cither of them, relating 
tothe same subject, together with such orders or instruc~ . 
tions, if any, as he may have issued to Captain Meigs, from 
time to time, concerning his duties as superintendent of the 
Capitol extension ; and that the same be printed for the use 
of the members of the House. ‘ 


Mr. BURNETT. I object to that resolution. 
I think we have already had enough of Captain 
Meigs. 
SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill explanatory of the act 
to extend the provisions of the act to enable the’ 
State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim the 
swamp lands within their limits to Minnesota 
and Oregon, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred’ to’ the 
Committee on Public Lands. ; 

ARIZONA. COURTS. 

Mr. BURCH asked unanimous consent to in- 
troduce a joint resolution legalizing the judicial 
proceedings of the provisional courts of the pro- 
posed Territory of Arizona, with a view to put 
the same on its passage, 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. BURCH. Task, then, that the bill may be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have no objection to that. 

The bill was accordingly read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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. SALARIES OF ONTO JUDGES. 
: Me BINGHAM. Task the consent of the 
House tareport from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary House bill No. 235, to fix the salaries of 
the xjudges of the district courts of the United 
States.in and for the district of the State of Ohio. 
I will state that the billis recommended by Judge 
McLean. The district judges:in Ohio-wee com- 
pelled to be on duty nearly every working day in 
the year: Pe f ie 

Mr. REAGAN. Tobject. These judges now 
receive a- higher:salary than is paid to the United 
States judges in Texas: A 

Mr. BINGHAM: I appeal to my colleague to 
withdraw his motion. for the present, and allow 
meto. move to suspend the rules: ; 


Mr. SHERMAN. As this is purely an Ohio: 


matter, I hope that it will be allowed to pass. I 
give way to my colleague. p 

Mr. BINGHAM. If gentlemen will look at 
the Statutes at Large, volume eleven, page 217, 
they will find that we are paying by law to the 
district judges of Wisconsin, and of the northern 
district of: Hlinois, the same salary that is now 
asked to.'be paid to: these district judges of the 
State of: Ohio. : j ` 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In, Alabama and Geor- 
gia, and nearly every southern State, the district 
judges receive only $2,750. If the salary of the 
district judges in-Ohio be raised to $3,000, we will 
have to’ raise the salary of the district judges all 
over the United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Alabama has not the judi- 
cial business of either of the districts of the State 
of Ohio. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I cannot speak for Ala- 
bama, but I can for Georgia. 

“Mr. PHELPS. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary can-reyise the law at the next session, and 
they can increase the salary of these district judges, 
if: they are too small. ca 

Mt PEYTON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BINGHAM 
and GARTRELL were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes eighteen, noes not‘counted, 

Mr. BINGHAM demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 41, nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Samuel S. Blair, Bouligny, 
Brayton, Buflinton, Burnett, Burnham, Cox, Curtis, Delano, 
Dueh, Edwards, Blot, Florence, Poster, Frank, Gurley, 
Houston, William Howatd, Humphrey, Francis W. Kel: 
Joga, Kunkel, Marston, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, 
Nelson, Pendleton, Pryor, Rice, Cliristopher Robinson, 
Scranton, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stratton, ‘Tappan, 
Valtandigham, Vandever, Van Wyck, Vertec, Israel Wash- 
burn, and Webster—41. 

NAY¥S—Meests. Charles F. Adams, Allen, Alley, Barr, 
Beale; Franeis P: Blair; Blake, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, 
Carey, Horace F. Olark, Uinpton, Cobb, Colfax, Crawford, 
H..Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dunn, Etheridge, Ferry, 
Gartrell, Grow, John T, Harris, Hatton, Helnick, William 
A. Howard, Highes, Hutchins, Jenkins, Jones, Larrabee, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Longnecker, Love, Mallory, 
Eibert S. Martin, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, MePher- 
son, McQueen; Miles; Milson, Morrill, Niblack, Olin, 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Potter, 
Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Royce, Rutin, Rust, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smiti, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, Thomas, Vance, Wade, Walton, 
Eulihu B. Washbume, Wells, Woodruff, and Wright—77, 

So the House refused to.suspend the rules, (two 
thirds not voting in favor thereof.) 

During the vote, 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that he wag paired with 
Mr. Woon, but that, in order to facilitate busi- 
ness, and jn accordance with his. arrangement 


with Mr. Woop, he would vote in the affirma-. 


tive, T : 

Mr. CASE stated. that-he was paired with his 
colleague, Mr. Exenisu, for the rest, of the ses- 
sion. 

Mr. RICE stated that his colleague, Mr. Train, 
was paired with Mr. Rozinson, of Hlinois. 

Mr. KILLINGER, not being within the bar 
whem his name was- called, asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. There isno.quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the 
affirmative, and that makes a quorum. : 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


POSE OFFICE CONTRACTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before. the House a com- || 


munication from the Post Offige Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with law, copies of con- 


tracts for wrapping paper, &c., which. was laid. 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


A. BLEDSOE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
suspended and the House resolve itself into. the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
but while I make the motion, L will say that I 
will not- interpose objection to any gentleman 
asking unanimous consent for the transaction. of 
ay particnlar ‘business. 

r. PHELPS. I ask the unanimous consent 


of the House to discharge the Committee of the ! 


Whole. House from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 811, for the relief of A. Bledsoe, 
William Bryson, William C. Scott, William 
Doty, and others. Itis a just bill. 

The bill was read in extenso, 1t directs that the 


“sum of $690 be appropriated, out of any money 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
defray the expenses.and indemnify A. Bledsoe, 
William Bryson, William C. Scott, William 
Doty, and others, citizens of Missouri, incurred 
in arresting and bringing to trial Joseph Clark and 
—— Baker, charged with robbing the United 
States mail; and that.the sum be paid out, on the 
order of the Postmaster General, to such persons 
as, in his judgment, upon hearing all the proofs 
in the case, shall be entitled to the same, and in 
such proportion as he shall direct. 

Mr.PHELPS. Those two persons, Clark and 
Baker, were arrested by these men, taken to Jef- 
ferson City, some two hundred and fifty miles, 
tried before the district court, convicted, and sent 
to the penitentiary. For this service they have, 
as yet, received no compensation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Could not the Post- 
master General pay them? 

Mr. PHELPS. ` Not unless authorized: by the 
passage of this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was:passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JACOB HALL. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I move that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House be discharged from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 584, for 
the relicf of Jacob Hall. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. EDWARDS. The bill takes nothing from 
the Treasury. ; , 

Mr. OTERO. How much does the bill appro- 
priate? 

p Mr. EDWARDS. Let the bill be read, 

The bill was read in extenso. It directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior lo examine into the claim of 
Jacob Hall, as stated in his memorial now before 
Congress, for the loss and destruction of his prop- 
erty, alleged to have been caused by Kiowa Indians 
in an attack upon his men and team engaged in the 
transportation of the United States mail between 
Independence, in Missouri, and Santa Fé, in New 
Mexico, ata place called Pawnee Fork,in Kansas 
Territory, and to determine and, adjudge the 
amountand value of the property, and whether the 
loss was caused by Indians of said Kiowa tribe, 
and, prior to any such adjudication, to notify the 
Kiowas, or their agent, of the claim made against 
them, that they may have the opportunity of being 
heard from; and that if the Secretary shall be of 


opinion that the injury to the property of Hall | 


was committed by Indians of the Kiowa tribe, he 
shall withhold the annuity payable tothe tribe by 
treaty, until they shall have made reparation.for 


the injury to the amount of the value ofthe prop- | 


erty lost and destroyed, as.the same shall be ad- 


j judged by him to be. 


Mr. EDWARDS. Theamountisabouttwenty- 
five hundred, dollars, but nothing is to. be paid 
unless these Indians shall be found to be liable for 
the damage, and then. the money is to be paid 
out of their annuities. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Why cannot payment 
be made under the law of 1834? 


Mr.PHELPS. You cannot obtain indemnity | 


if the Indians are not in receipt of an indemnity, 
unless by an appropriation here. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 


I move that the-rules be 


~Mr. EDWARDS. HI could, I would ask for 
a suspension of the rules. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from. the President of. 
the United States, by Mr. Bucnanan, his Private 
Seerctary, notifying the House that he had ap- 
proved and signed bills and a resolution of the 
following. titles: `. 

An.act. (H. R. No. 814) to provide for the erec- 
tion of.a post office in the city of Philadelphia; 

An act (H. R. No. 267) for the relief of Mrs, 
A.W, Angus, widow of the late Captain Samuel 
Angus, United States Navy; . 

An act (H. R. No. 848) authorizing the issue of 
a register for. the brig Charles H. Jordan; 

An act (H. R. No. 622) to authorize notaries 
public in the District of Columbia to take ac- 
knowledgment of deeds for the conveyance of 
real and personal estate therein; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 22) in relation to 
the public printing. 

Also, a message in writing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now call for the reading 
of the messaye of the President, which has just 
been sent in. 

The message was read, as follows: 


To the Senate and Housé of Representatives: 

GENTLEMEN: I feel it my duty to communicate 
to you that it has been found impracticable to 
conclude a contract for the transportation of the 
mails between our Atlantic and Pacific ports on 
the terms authorized by the fourth section of an 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1861,” approved 15th 
June, 1860. The Postmaster General has offered 
the California mails to the several companies and 
ship-owners engaged in the trade with the Pacific, 
via the Isthmus, but they haveall declined carrying 
them forthe postages. ‘They demand a higher rate 
of compensation; and unless power is given to the 
Postmaster General to accede to this demand, I 
am well satisfied that these mails cannot be for- 
warded. It should not be forgotten that, in con- 
sequence of the diversion of a large part of the 
letter mail to the overland route, the postages de=- 
rived from the California service have Been greatly 
reduced, and afford a wholly inadequate remune» 
ration for the ocean. transportation. The weight 
of these mails—averaging twelve to fifteen tons 
semi-monthly—renders it, in view of the climate 
and character of the route, manifestly impossible 
to forward them overland, without involving an 
expenditure which no wisc administration of the 
Government would impose upon the Treasury. 
I therefore carnestly recommend that the act re- 
ferred to be so modified as to empower the Post- 
master General to provide for carrying the Cal- 
ifornia mails: at a rate of compensation which 
may be deemed reasonable and just. 

JAMES BUCHANAN. 
June 23, 1860. 


The message was referred to the. Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr.SHERMAN. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, itadjournto mectat ninc o’clock, 
a. m., on Monday next. e 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to:say to 
the gentleman that Mr. Burnett, of Kentucky, 
came in a moment ago, but, being compelled to 
leave, desired me to state to the’ House that, if we 
would adjourn to meet at nine o’clock on Mon- 
day, the House could adjourn at eleven o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At twelve o'clock we must 
finally adjourn. f 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the 
gentleman from Ohio will, move to suspend the 
rules to introduce a resolution to take a recess 


I| until seven o’clock this evening. 


5, . ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. My motion will not inter- 
fere with a motion of that kind. I move to sus- 
pend the rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The motion in reference to adjournment was 
agreed to. 

So the House determined that when it adjourned 


it would adjourn to meet at nine o’clock, a.m., on 
J ’ 


Monday. 
y ENROLLED. BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 


1860. 
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rolled Bilis, reported as truly enrolled an act 
(5. No. 113) for thc relief of Eli W. Gof; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I now move 
to suspend the rules, to enable me to introduce a 
resolution to take a recess until seven o’clock this 
evening. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I wish to say that in twenty 
minutes we will probably receive from the Sen- 
ate the Post Office deficiency bill. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


POINT COUPEE, LOUISWANA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up and put upon its 
passage a bill (S. No. 258) to grant to the parish 
of Point Coupee, Louisiana, certain tracts of land 
in said parish. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
for consideration. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. GURLEY. I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I am instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to introduce the following resolution. The 
Treasury Department desires the printing of an 
extra number of the report on banks: 


Resolved, ‘That there be printed, for the use of the Treas- 
ury Department, two thousand extra copies of the report of 
the Seeretary of the ‘Treasury on the condition of thébanks 
of the United States. 


The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GURLEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution: 


‘Resolved, That there be printed five thousand extra copies 
of the majority and minority reports of the select commit- 
tee appointed to investigate the public store contracts in 
New York city, for the use of the members of this House. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Was that matter referred to 
the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. GURLEY. It was. The printing will 
only cost six cents per copy. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Thelatter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. OTERO. ‘Task the unanimous consent of 
House to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. No. 31) 
explanatory of the eighth section of the act of 
Congress, approved February 28, 1859, for the 
purpose of putting it on its passage. 

The resolution, which was read, provides that 
the repeal, by the eighth section of the act of Con- 
gress, approved February 28, 1859, of so much 
of the act of Congress entitled ‘* An act to regu- 
late trade and intercourse with Indian tribes, and 
to preserve peace upon the frontiers,” approved 
June 30, 1834, as provides that the United States 
shall make indemnification out of the Treasury 
for property taken or destroyed in certain cases 
by the Indians, shall not be construed so as to 
impair any right of indemnity which existed at 
the date of said repeal. . 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I desire to say that that 
resolution comes from the Senate, and was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and that com- 
mittee unanimously instructed me to report favor- 
ably upon it. It simply provides that the act of 
last session shall not affect claims which had 
already accrued, 

Mr. HOUSTON. My opinion is that weshould 
get clear of these claims in the best and quickest 
way that we can; and I object to that resolution. 

Mr. OTERO. I movea suspension of the rules. 
It is a just resolution. It proposes no change of 
the law. It is merely explanatory of the law 
of the last session of Congress. 

Tellers were ordcred on the motion to suspend 
the rules; and Messrs. Guriex and PAELPS were 
appointed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am appealed to by gentle; | 


men all round to withdraw my objection; and if 
gentlemen are willing that the resolution shall 
pass, I will do so, but I do not think it ought to. 
pass. : . 

Mr. COBB. ẸŁ insist ona count. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes eighty-two, noes riot counted, a 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended. i 

The jot resolution was then ordered toa third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

Mr. OTERO moved to reconsider the vote by. 
which the joint resolution was. passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GARTRELL. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ; 

Mr. COLFAX. I trust we shall not adjourn. 
The Senate is still in session, and we may- have 
to have a committee of conference. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move.to suspend the rules, 
so as to enable me to. move that the House take 
a recess until seven o’clock; and on that motion 
I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Brayton were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes fifty-five, noes not counted. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof ) the 
rules were not suspended. 

The question recurred on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Ifthe House 
will remain in session a few minutes longer, I be- 
lieve that we shall be substantially through with 
our business. I think that the Post Office de- 


ficiency bill will be returned with our amendment | 


concurred in, and that that will conclude our 
business. 

Mr. GARTRELL. With that understanding, 
I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Can an arrangement be 
made that we shall do no legislative business on 
Monday? 

Mr. GROW. If we can get through it all to- 
night. ; 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
take a recess until five o’clock. 

Mr. GROW. I suggest six. 

Mr. ELIOT. I propose seven. 

Mr. WASHBURNE; of Illinois. If we take 
a recess, members will go off and we shall never 
get a quorum back. We had better keep together 
until the Post Office deficiency bill comes in, and 
then the business of the session wiil be substan- 
tially through. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


I move that we 


I withdraw my 


motion. 
BOOK DISTRIBUTION. 
Mr. COX. I ask the unanimous consent of 


the House to offer a resolution, to which I think 
no one will object. i 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That there be delivered by the Clerk of this 
House to the widow of Jonathan Taylor, a member of the 
Twenty-Sixth Congress, hooks of equal value with those 


ordered (but never delivered) to said Jonathan Taylor by 
resolution of Congress: Provided, That said books be select- 


| ed from those which said Clerk has now on hand, and that 


the same shall be furnished without further printing. 


[Cries of “Object P? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. That is an 
old settler. F have seen it here twice before. 

Mr. COX. It has been offered once; and that 
wasa yearago. Governor Letcher objected then; 
but he subsequently examined into the matter, and 
said that the resolution was right, and he would 
put it through. He failed, however, to do so. 

Mr. PHELPS. This matter is older than Lam 
in this House. 

Mr. COX. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 
the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COX. 1 have herea letter from Mr, Allen, 
the late Clerk of the House, which łask the unan- 
jmous consent of the House to have read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

ítt CrerK’s Orrice, House. or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 19, 1858. 
‘Sra: ¥ think there is a propriety and necessity in a re- 


appropriation of the sum of $513 35, which reverted to the 
Treasury on the 30th of June, 1856, for the purchase of 


I move a suspension of the rules. 


IT demand 


ought to be reapproptiated.”* opt, i 
Mr, COX. T wish to state to the House that, 
under this resolution, only about two hundred dol- 
lars’ worth of books will be given. J do‘not ask 
that the. $500 asked for by the late Clerk shall 
be reappropriated; but the widow of this man was 
entitled at that time: to :the books. She ‘did not 
apply for them, because she did not know that 
they were due her. ‘These books were donated 
by Congress. under a resolution passed in 1842. 
Uhave here a list of the books to which Jonathan: 
Taylor was-entitled as a member of the Twenty- 
Sixth Congress, but which he nevertreceived. E 
only ask that such books as are. on hand. inthe 
Clerk’s office may be given her, and not that any 
shall be purchased: Peres 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States was received by J. Bucnanan, his Private 
Secretary, notifying the House that he did on this, 
day approve and sign a joint resolution in relation, 
to the public printing. 

Mr. COLFAX. I should like, with the consent 
of the House, to make a statement from the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

A Voicu. That’s right; let’s hear fron 
President. SER ae he 

Mr. COLFAX. The President of the United 
States sent for me recently and stated that, as the 
law now stands, there will be no provision for mail, 
service to California for the present year, and sug- 


the 


to carry letters. . oe 

Mr: GROW. I rise to a point oforder, The 
President has his constitutional mode of comma- 
nicating with this House, and I object to the com- 
munication of his wishes through thg channel of 
a member of this House, , Pn es 

Mr. BURCH. I would say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that the President of the. 
United States has already sent a communication 
to this House through the ordinary channel, upon 
this subject, which has been referred to the Com- 
mittce on the Post Office and Post Roads? . 

Mr. GROW. [insist upon my objection, , 

Mr. COLFAX. I shall sit.down- with great 

leasure, if. the gentleman from Pennsylvania ; 
insists upon his objection. It is true, as the gen- 
teman from California has stated, that the com- 
munication of the President on this subject has 
been referred to the.committec of which am chair- 
| man; and I suppose that it was.not out of place 
| for the President to communicate to me verbally 

what were the facts, for the purpose of enabling 
my committee to act upon such brief notice, 
desire to say, in addition, that there are two bills 
of a public character which cannot, come back. 
from the Senate until Monday; and that if the 
House mects at nine o’clock on Monday, they 
can probably adjourn finally by ten o'clock with- 
out the necessity of any cxtra session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | Upon consultation with 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
although I am opposed to providing for mail ser- 
vice outside of our own territory, we have agreed 
to report a bill authorizing the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to contract for the transportation of the mails: 
between New York and San Francisco, via Pan- 
ama, upon the same terms authorized by the con- 
tract now existing; the contract not to continue 
for a longer period than until the 4th of March, 
1861. I now ask the consent of the House.to rẹ 
| port the bill. f ‘ 


3290 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


June 25, 


“Mr. CURTISS IT object. We already have 
Overland routes enough to carry all the-mails to 
re) mda; p55 : : 

ooMre BLAIR, of ‘Missouri. I desire to say a 
Single’ word in reference to this,matter. : 
ELL. I object, unless the bill is 


; Mr. GARTR 
introdticed. i l 
BOOKS FOR. MRS. JONATHAN TAYLOR—AGAIN. 


The question was taken onthe motion of Mr. 
Cox to-suspend the rules;‘and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 86,:nays 36; as follows: 

- YEAS—Moessrs. Charles F. Adams, Allen, Alley, Ashley, 
Beale, Bingham, Blake, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Bray- 
ton, Buffinton, Bureh, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, 
Cox, Curry, Joln-G:i: Davis, Duell, Dunn, Eliot, Ely, Eth- 
eridge; Perry, Florence, Foster, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, 
Gurley, Hoard, William Howard, William A. Howard, 

ughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Jenkins, Killinger, Kunkel, 
Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, Longnecker, Love, Elbert S, 
Martin, MeKean, McKnight, McQueen, Moorhead, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Palmer, Pettit, Peyton, 
Porter, Pugh, Quaries, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Ruffin, 
Rust, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, -Williain Smith, 
Spinner, Stratton, Tappan, Taylor, Vatlandigham, Vance, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Etlihu'B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Webster, Winslow, and Woodrutt—86. 

NAY S--Messrs. Babbitt, Francis P. Blair, Bonhain, Bris- 
tow,, Cobb, Colfax, Crawford, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Gaitrell, Grow, J. Morrison Harris; John’ T. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Houston, Jones, Loomis, Mallory, Marston, Maynard, 
MePherson, Morvill, Morse, Olin, Phelps, Pryor, Reagan, 
Royce; William N. H. Smith, Stanton, Stevenson, Stokes, 
Thomas, Verree, Walton, Wells, and Wright—3s. 

So the rules were suspended, (two-thirds having 
voted therefor.) 

Mr. COX demanded the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to. be put. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire to state that I voted 
on the motion to suspend the rules for a quorum 
without knowing: precisely what the resolution 
was. I now understand that itis to give this 
lady,.not the books ordered by the Twenty-Sixth 


Congress, but those which are equivalent in value. 


If I had so understood it, í should have voted 
against the motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. STANTON called for tellers on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Burrinton 
and QuAn.LEs were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes seventy-three, a further count not being 
demanded. i 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CALIFORNIA MAIL SERVICK. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I now ask the consent of 


the House to introduce the bill, the substance of || 


which I stated a moment ago, to provide fora 
mail service to California. ` ` 

Mr. BLAIR of Missouri, Mr. WASHBURNE 
of Ilinois, and others, objected. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I`move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I desire to say that 
the Postmaster General has authority now to carry 
all the mails overland. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand it, none 


of the heavy mail can be carried overland. There ; 


is no provision for carrying anything except the 
letter mail overland. i 

Mr. BLAIR; of Missouri. At the last Con- 
gress a joint resolution was passed authorizing the 
Postmaster General to contract for carrying all the 


mails to"California over the central route, which |! 
At the present |) 


was pocketed by the President. ¢ 
session, however, he sent a message to Congress 


saying that the Postmaster General already had ii 


power to place upon that route such service as he 
desired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the’ mail carried by the overland route; and as 
soon as such service can be established upon a 
secure basis, I am willing that all scrvice by the 
Pajama route may be discontinued; but I think it 
is necessary that this temporary provision should 
be made. This bill provides for giving these par- 
ties precisely what they receive now. The pres- 
ent rate'of compensation, running up to July of 
this year, was established when there was com- 
petition in the bids. These parties have now 
driven off all competition, and demand, I believe, 


Į am in favor of having all į 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
l 
4 
j 
| 


something like-half.a million dollars for the ser- 
vice. Jam willing to continue the contract until 
the 4th March next at the present rate of compen 
sation, but not at any higher rate. * 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Congress has dè- 
clared the route running by Salt Lake, Placerville, 
and St. Joseph, to be a post route; and the Post- 
master General has the right to place any service 
he may desire upon ‘that route, and to pay for it 


the President having informed Congress that the 
Postmaster General has the right to place any ser- 
vice he may see proper upon thosé routes which 
have been declared post routes, from our western 
frontier to the Pacific, there is no necessity, such 
as the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


provision for supplying 
California. 

Mr DAVIS, of Maryland. 
the gentleman from Missouri if he can state to the 
House what it will cost to carry the entire mail 
overland? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
what I believe to be responsible authority, that 
the entire mail can be transported to the Pacific, 
overland, for $800,000 a year daily, or $600,000 
tri-weekly. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Does that include 
printed matter? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
pers, and everything. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Has any propo- 
sition of that description ever been made? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Yes, sir; there are 
responsible parties now who are ready to carry 
the entire mail overland at the prices 1 have men- 
tioned, and in much less time than it is now car- 
ried. 


ample mail service for 


Books, newspa- 


mail matter which gocs by the water routes can- 


from fourteen to twenty tons of mail matter which 
goes by the Isthmus route semi-monthly. The 
difficulty of procuring the carriage of such a 
heavy mass of mail matter overland will render 
it impossible to make a contract on anything like 
reasonable terms. It is necessary at this time, I 
think, that we should continue sending the heavy 
mail matter by the Isthmus. 

Mr, BLAIR. We have always beard that cry, 
that it is impossible. We were told that it was 
impossible to have any overland mail at all; but 
that has been proved to have been a false predic- 
tion. 


tract. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave the floor, I made the 
objection to this bill, but [do not wish to appear 
captious. Gentlemen say that this mail matter 
j cannot be carried overland. F would ask them 
how the mail was formerly carried in the Missis- 
sippi valley long before we had railroads? We 
had then millions of population there in that val- 
‘ley, and the mail, much larger than this, then 
| went by stages. It went over the Cumberland 
and the Alleghany mountains. This mail matter 
can be carricd the same way overland to-day. 
There is not one third part of the population on 
the Pacific that there was in the Mississippi val- 
| ley in former days when the whole mail was 
carried in stage coaches. 

+ Mr. BRANCH. [think that, at this late hour 
; of the session, it will be impossible to authorize 
the carrying of the mails overland. 

Mr. CURTIS. All that has to be done is to 
increase the service on the overland routes to Cal- 
| ifornia.. We can then get all the mails carried and 
inless time than they can be carried by the way of 
i the Isthmus of Panama. I believe that we ought 
i to carry our mails through our own country m- 
stead of through a foreign country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to know the pres- 
ent costof carrying the mail by the Panama route. 

Mr. CLARKS, of New York. The present con- 
tract for the transportation of the California mails 
terminates on the 30th instant. The service was 


num; but there is embraced in the same arrange- 
ment a provision for the transportation of the 
mail twice a month from New Orleans to San 


any price which may be necessary: Now, sir, | 


Means seems to suppose, for making any further | 


I desire to ask | 


T can state, from | 


Mr.REAGAN,. The President states thatthe | 


not be carried. overland. He says that there are i 


Mr. SHERMAN. I would like to know what | 
is the cost of the present service under this con- | 


Francisco, via Havana, at §150,000 for nine 
months, the Government paying the Panama Rail+ 
road Company the transportation across the Isth« 
mus, at the rate of $100,000 per annum. I will 
suggest to the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means that the plan he has indicated 
would, probably, not accomplish the object of se- 
curing the transportation of the mails as they are 
iow carried. The mails cannot be carried from 
New York to San Francisco,twice a month, at the 
rate of $50,000 per annum; nor do J beliéve that 
they can be carried from New Orleans to San Fran- 
cisco, via Havana and Aspinwall, for $150,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LI consented. to introduce 
this bill on the distinct statement that no greater 
om should be paid for this service than is now 

aid. : 

P Mr. CLARK, of New York. For the whole 
mail service? ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes,sir. If the gentleman 
says that the company will not carry the mails 
for that price, then Iam in favor of falling back 
on the overland routes. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Iam not author- 
ized to speak for the companies; but I do not 
hesitate to say that I do not believe that the service 
from New York to California three timesa month 
|| canbe had at the rate which has been paid for the 
last nine months. for the semi-monthly service. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then the bill, as now offered, 
cannotaccomplish the purpose desired, and I with- 
draw it. . ` 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. A proposition hag 
been made by the parties now engaged in trans- 
porting these mails to earry the letter mail three 
times a month for the postages; but they will not 
undertake to carry the free mail and the printed 
matter for postages, for, upon the franked mat- 
ter, there are no postages; but they will carry the 
printed and frec matter at the price for which they 
convey express freight; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Postmaster General 
is now authorized to contract forthe overland 
service. On the statement of.the gentleman from 
New York, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I renew the bill; and, on 
its introduction, I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rales, aie 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 62, nays 57; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Barr, Bocock, Bou- 
| bam, Bonligny, Brabson,; Branch, Brayton, Burch, Case, 
; Clopton, Collax, Cox, Crawtord, H. Winter Davis, Delano, 
Edwards, Eliot, Florence, Foster, Frank, Gartrell, John Ty 
Ilarris, Hoard, Houston, Willian Howard, Nunphrey, 
Landrun, Marston, Chartes D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, 
Millson, Moorhead, Morril, Nelson, Niblack, Palmer, 
dieton, Peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Rie 
topher Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Scrartton, Sedgwick, Sin- 
gleton, William Smith, William N. M. Smith, Spinner, 
Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stout, Stration, 
Vallandigham, Winslow, Woodruff, and Mr. Speaker—62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Bingham, Fran- 
cis P. Blair, Samuel S: Blair, Blake, Bristow, Butiinton, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Cobb, John G. 
i} Davis, Duetl, Ely, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, J. Morrison 
| Harris, Hutton, tlelmick, William A. Howard, Hutchins, 
; Jones, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Mallory, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, MePherson, Ed- 
; ward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, 
Royce, Sherman, Stanton, Stokes, Tappan, ‘Taylor, Vance, 
Vandever, Ver Walton, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
| Washburn, Webster, and Wells+-57, 

So the Flouse refused to suspend the rules. 
During the vote, 

Mr. BABBITT stated that he was paired with 
| Mr. Uxperwoop. 

| Mr. WINSLOW stated that he was paired 
i with Mr. Nixon; but as this was not a political 
| question, he would vote in the affirmative. 

| The vote was announced as above recorded. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, June 25, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
< approved. 

POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


of June, 1860. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, the Vice President | 
was authorized to appoint a member on the com- 
mittee; and Mr. Anrnony was appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House insisted upon its amendment to the first 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
503) making further appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1860, disagreed to by the Senate; 
and further insisted upon its disagreement to the 
third amendment of the Senate to the said bill, 
insisted on by the Senate; had agreed to the fur- 
ther conference asked by the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had 
appointed Mr. Wittiam A. Howarp of Michi- 
gan, Mr. Perer A. Love of Georgia, and Mr. 
Gauusua A. Grow of Pennsylvania, managers 
at the same on the part of the House. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed, on the Ist instant, 
the following acts: 

An act (H. R. No. 44) confirming certain land 
entries, under the third section of the act of 3d 
March, 1855, entitled ‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1856;”’ 

Au act (H. R. No. 118) to confirm certain 
private land claims in the State of Missouri; 

An act (H. R. No. 189) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the estate of Charles H. 
Mason; 

An act (H. R. No, 195) to confirm certain pri- 
vate land claims in the Territory of New Mexico; 

An act (H. R. No. 225) for the relief of Eben 
S. Hanscomb; 

An act (H. R. No. 240) for the relief of Cassius 
M. Ciay; 

An act (H. R. No. 305) making appropriations | 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 
June 30, 1861; 

An act (EL. R. No. 328) for the relief of Peay 
& Ayliffe; 

Anact(H. R. No. 395) for the relief of Chauncey 
W. Fuller; 

An act (H. R. No. 423) for the relief of Philip 
B. Holmes and William Pedrich; 

An act (H. R. No. 543) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Whitehead; i 

An act (EI. R. No. 715) to establish a mail six 
times a week from Sacramento, in California, to 
Oiympia, in the Territory of Washington; and | 

An act (H. R. No. 804) providing for the pun- 
ishment of marshals and deputy marshals of the | 
United States, or other ministerial officers, for | 
permitting the escape of prisoners in their cus- 
tody. : 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 22d instant, the following acts: 

‘An act (H. R. No. 238) for the relief of Robert 
Johnston; 

An act (H, R. No. 424) for the relief of con- 
gressional township number six north, of range | 
number eight west, in Randolph county, State of 
Ilinois; . 

An act (H. R. No. 500) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1861; and . ; 

An act (H. R. No. 847) authorizing aloan, and 
providing for the redemption of ‘Treasury notes. 

_ Also, that the President had approved and | 
signed, on the 23d instant, the following acts and | 
resolution: | 

An act (H. R. No. 267) for the relief of Mrs. 
A. W. Angus, widow of the late Captain Samuel | 
Angus, United States Navy; j 

An act (H. R. No. 622) to authorize notaries | 


publicin the Districtof Columbia to take acknowl- i 


edements of deeds for the conveyance of realand 
personal estate therein; 
An act(H.R. No. 814) providing for the erec- | 
tion of a post office in the city of Philadelphia; 
An act (H. R. No. 848) authorizing the issue 
of a register to the brig Charles H. Jordan; and 
A joint resolution (H. R, No. 22) in relation to 


the public printing. l 


if 


| sidering it, but merely for the purpose of offering | 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRAGG submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which was referred to the Committee to Au- 
dit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the | 
Senate: j 4 

Resolved, ‘That any clerk to a standing committee of the 
Senate, who was appointed during the month of December 
last of the present session of Congress, shall receive the | 
usual per diem from the beginning of the session, in ac- 
cordanee with the resolution of the Senate of the 23d of 
December, 1857. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Rev. | 
Charles Beecher and others, of Georgetown, Mas- 
sachusetts, praying for the abolition of slavery in || 
the District of Columbia and in the United States | 
Territories, the prohibition of the inter-State slave 
trade, and the passage of a resolution pledging | 
Congress against the admission of any siave State 
into the Union, the acquisition of any slave ter- 
ritory, and the employment of any slaves by any 
agent, contractor, officer, or Department of the 
Federal Government; which was ordered to he 
on the table. 

Mr. HEMPHILL presented the memorial of 
Loomis L. Langdon, second lieutenant of the first 
regiment of artillery, praying remuneration for 
losses incurred while defending Brownsville, in 
December, 1859; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia. i 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the State of South Carolina, praying 
the reimbursement of expenses incurred in the || 
war of the Revolution, and paid by that State | 
subsequent to the settlement with the States, un- |j 
der the act of August 5, 1790, asked to be dis- į; 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DURKEE, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 555) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Hopper, deceased, reported it without amend- jj 
ment. 

‘He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom wasreferred the bill (H.R. No. 670) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William G. Bernard, 
late a soldier in the United States Army, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. DURKEE. Iwill state to the Senate that 
this is a very meritorious case. It merely pro- 
vides for an increase of pension to this man, who 
is in a very helpless condition; and l ask unan- 
imous consent that it may be put on its passage 
at once. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, Foor inj 
the chair.) Objection being made, the bill can- 
not be considered to-day. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. i 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That William P. Bowhay have Icave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, it was | 
Ordered, That John R. Clay have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. i 

i 


CLAIM OF GEORGE P. KANE. 


Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- H 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- i 
t 
i 
| 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested ; 


x 1 
sent, and agreed to: l 
to furnish the Senate with ail the information within his : 


knowledge concerning the claim of George P. Kane for | 
extra work done on the Post Office building in the city of j| 
Baltimore. 
SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. i! 

Mr. POWELL. Iask the Senate to take up | 
Senate bill No. 504, not for the purpose of con- 


some amendments. ji 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
504) to increase the salaries of certain jadges of 
the district courts of the United States was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to make the salary of | 
the judge of the district court of the United States || 
for the district of Georgia $3,250; the salary of 
the judge of the district court of the United Siates | 
for the district of Alabama §3,250; the salary of | 


the judge of the United States for the northern 
district of Florida 43,000; the salary of the judge 


of the district. court of the United Siatés for the’ 
western district ‘of Texas $3,000; the salary ôf. 
the judge of the district court of the United States 
for the district of Connecticut $3,000; the salary 
of the judge of the district court-of the United 
States for the eastern district of Texas $3,000, in: 
lieu of tlie salary now allowed by law. °° ae 

Mr. POWELL. I ‘move an amendment,’ to: 
insert, in the seventeenth ‘line, after the word 
“dollars,” the following: i‘ BEE age 

The salary of the judge of the district: court of the United 
States for the district of South Carolina shal! be $3,250 3° 


the. salary of the judge of the district court of the: United 
States for the district. of Kentucky shall be $3,000; the, 


| salary of the judge of the district court of the United States 


for the northern district of Obio shall be $3,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questio 
is on agreeing to this amendment. * | . ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. . Is it in order-to.move.a 
further amendment to that amendment?. ; ipe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis in order 
to move an amendment to the amendment. i 

Mr. CHANDLER.. Then 1 move to amend 
the amendment by adding that the salary of the 
judge of the district court of the United States. 
of Michigan be increased to $3,000. 

Mr. POWELL. Ihave no objection to that. 
They can all be considered when the bill comes 
up. regularly. 

Mr. RICE. Would it be:in order to movean-. 
other amendment? ws ; ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: Anamendment 
is not in order until the amendment to the amend- 
ment, offered by the Senator from Michigan, is: 
disposed of. The question ison the amendment 
to the amendment. . . a 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend by making the 
salary of the district judge of the State of New 
Hampshire $3,000. I want to state that this judge 
is liable to go all over the State; and our judge: 
has to go to Boston, and I think his salary ought 
to be nearly as high as the judge in Boston. 

Theamendmentto theamendment wasagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs on the amendment, as amended. l 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. POWELL. I do not propose any further: 
action on the bill. Wehave no time to consider it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will lie on 


| the table. 


POST ROUTE BILL. `>- : 
Mr. YULEE. I now ask the Senate to do me: 
the favor to take up the. post route bill, and con-: 
clude it, and send it to the House of Representa- 
tives at once. I think we shall be able to con- 
clude it without debate. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


| in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 


eration of the bill (H. R. No. 714) establishing 
certain post routes, 

Mr. YULEE. There are. three amendments, 
which I have given to the Secretary, which con-. 
template the striking out of provisions making 
appropriations, the purpose of which is to facili- 
tate the passage of the bill through the other 
House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments will be read in order, and action taken on 


i each separately. 


The Secretary read the first amendment, which 
was, to strike out of the first amendment adopted 
by the Senate the following: ` 

« And the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated out of 


: any moneys arising from the revenue of the Post Office De- 


partment to carry out the provisions of this act.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on amending the bill by striking out this pro- 
vision. . . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was to strike out of the fourth amend- 
ment adopted by the Senate the following words: 


And that of such money heretofore accrued to the Uni- 
ted States, the sum of $12,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out ofanymouey in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purpose of carrying out the recom- 
mendations of the Postmaster General on the subject of 
dead letters, under date of 7th of May, 1860.” 


The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next was to strike out the whole of the 
seventh amendment adopted by the Senate, in the 
following words: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $3,000 be paid 
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June 25, 


a 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, for ihe purpose of fitting up and furnishing the post 
office portion ofthe custom-house in the city of St. Louis. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr: YULEE. .I shall now offer asingle.amend- 
ment. | wish tostate to the Senate that upon the 
reference tothe Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, on Saturday, of the message fromthe 
President relating to the California mail service, 
the committee made a report which seemed not to 
be acceptable to gentlemen here, and which could 
not pass without unanimous consent. I have 
since that time prepared an amendment, which: 
Vhopé. steers’ clear of all objections, which pro- 
vides for the mail service on the best footing we 
can putit upon, and to which I trust there will be 
no objection from any quarter. It looks finally 

i t@the settlement of the great mail between the 
two sections of the country daily overland to be 
given to the lowest. bidder, and a temporary ser- 
vice upon the water. f 

The Seerctary read the amendment, to insert at 
thé end of the bill ‘the following: 


‘Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
advertise for proposals for the daily transportation of the 
entire mail, overland, between! St. Louis, Missouri, and 
San Francisco, California, over the central route, in twenty 
days? time, the bids tobe received until the 1st day of De- 
cember next ensuing, and the service to commence on the 
Ist: day. of July, 1861; and the Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to award the contract to the lowest responsible 
bidder. oa i 

Sec. --. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be; and he hereby is, authorized to provide tem- 
porary stcamship service, by the nearest and most expedi- 
tious, route, between New York and San Francisco, at a 
cost not exceeding $400,000 a year, reserving to the Gov- 
ernment the privilege of annulting the contract, after the 
commencement of the overland service, upon ninety days? 
notice. 4 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
provide for the conveyance ofthe entire United States mail, 
weekly, from St. Paul, Minnesota, via St. Cloud, and from 
Superior, Wisconsin, via Crow Wing, to the Dalles, in Or- 
egon, With the same preemption right as heretofore allowed 
upon other through routes: Provided, The service can he 
obtained at an annual cost not exceeding $200,000, and the 
trip to be performed in twenty days, the service to expire 
onthe Ist day ofJuly, 1868. 

Sec, —. And be it: further enacted, That the cost of the 
service authorized in the three preceding sections of this 
act, and. that now performing on the inlaud routes, num- 


bered ‘eight thousand nine hundred and cleven, (89L1,) | 


twelve thousand eight hundted and one, (12801,) twelve 
thousand five hundred and seventy-eight, (12578,). and 
cight thousand and seventy-six, (8076,) shall be paid after 
annual appropriation by the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
the certificate of service trom the Postmaster General, €x- 
cept so far as appropriations may already. have been made 
for such service; and the contractors on route 12578, be- 
tween St: Louis and Memphis and San Francisco, may, 
between the terminal points, carry the mail on such route 
as they may prefer. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, 1 do not un- 
derstand the last proposition contained.in that 
amendment, and F should like to have an expla- 
nation of it. 

Mr. YULEE. The last proposition is simply 
this:.that the contractors on what is called the 
great overland: route, the Butterfield route, may 
have liberty to choose their own routes between 
the terminal points; thatis, they shall not be con- 
fined to the southern route if they prefer to go 
elsewhere. 

Mr. WILSON. Tunderstand that this amend- 
ment, as a whole, has been offered to the post 
route bill. 

Mr. YULEE.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. . There is an amendment now 
pending, | believe, moved by myself the other 
day. ds there not? 

Mr. YULEE. There is, sir. 
a substitute for yours, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
not aware-of the pendency of a previous amend- 
ment. Ifthere be one, that is first in order. 

Mr. WILSON. By general consent, £ will 


withdraw the amendment that | proposed. 


I offered this as 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 


being made, the Senator withdraws his amend- 
ment, ` It is withdrawn. 

Mr.YULEE. If there is any objection to that 
clause, I will withdraw it: 

Mr. WILSON, ` I think it had better be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. YULEE. ‘That was introduced at the 
instance of a gentleman of the House who was 
interested in that region of country; but I will 
withdraw it. 


Mr. WILSON. Iamvery glad itis withdrawn, 
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for I understand it is not satisfactory to some Sen- 
ators here. : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is with- 
drawn. À 
. Mr. WILSON. Iwish simply to say that I 
shall vote for the amendment offered by the chair- 
man of the committee, although I shall do it with 
some little reluctance in regard to the steamships. 
I shall vote for it as a whole, although I am op- 
posed to making any further contract with these 
steamships. I wish simply to state a fact as I 
understand it; and I would like the attention for 
a momentof.the chairman of that committee, and 
an explanation ofit. I understand thatin March, 
1859, a proposition was made, by responsible par- 
ties, to carry the mail.to California for the post- 
age. I will make the whole statement, and then 
Į would like an-explanation of it. I understand, 
further, that.the Postmaster General decided that 
it was an inland route; that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral did not publicly advertise for bids, but sent 
notices for bids to carry the mails to California; 
that Mr. Johnson made a bid of $162,000, and an- 
other party $178,000; that it was awarded to Mr. 
Johnson; that two months before the time expired 
at. which Mr. Johnson was to commence’ the ser- 
vice, the Postmaster General, with the assent of 
the President of the United States, made a pro- 
visional contract with Mr. Vanderbilt to carry the 
mail for $100,000 more than it had been letto John- 
son for; that Johnson gave up his contract; that, 
though he was supported by responsible parties, 
the Postmaster General, in violation of law, re- 
leased those bondsmen, and that another party 
offered to carry the mail for $178,000—984,000 less 
than it was let to Mr. Vanderbilt for—and claimed 
the right to carry it, but it was let to Mr. Van- 
derbilt. 

I understand these facts. I make no reflection 
upon anybody in regard to it; but E think it is 
about time for this whole steam service to cease. 
I shall, however, vote for it, because it is coupled 
with and is a part of an amendment for an inland 
mail across the continent by the central route to 
San Francisco. 

Mr. YULEE. We are at too late a period of 
the session for me to undertake to enter into any 
detailed explanations upon the point which the 
Senator suggests. Iwill simply state to him that 
the proposition of Mr. Johnson was found to be 
a bogus concern, and on the day on which the 
mails were to be carried he was entirely unpre- 
pared to do so, and the Postmaster Gencral was 
compelled to make a contract with another party. 
There is a full explanation of the whole matter 
in a letter from the Post Office Department which 
has been printed as one of the documents of this 
session; and he will also find a full explanation 
in a letter from the Department in reply to an in- 
quiry of the chairman of the Covode committee, 
in answer to the testimony of persons who were 


complaining. The Senator will find a full expla- 
nation there. I hope we shall take á vote on this 
question. 


Mr. BRAGG. I wish to offer an amendment. 
J move to strike out the words in relation to the 
St. Paul route, and I will state the reasons why. 
The words to be stricken out are: 


« With the same preémption right as heretofore allowed 
upon other through routes.”? 


Mr. YULEE. One moment,iftheSenator will 
allow me. IJ will call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to executive document No. 
45, for an answer to his inquiry. 

Mr. BRAGG: My reasoa for moving the 
amendment is this: it will be.perceived by Sena- 
tors that it is provided in the amendment submit- 
ted by the Senator from Florida, in relation to this 
northern route—the St. Paul route—that the con- 
tractors are to have the privilege of preémpting 
six hundred and forty acres of land, at a distance 
not excceding twenty miles apart; that is, for 
every twenty miles of the route they are to beal- 
lowed to preémpt-six hundred and forty acres of 
land; and that was the law in relation to matters 
of this kind previous to this session. That sub- 
ject gave a great deal of trouble. It was before 

oth Houses of the present Congress. Thecom- 
mittees in both Houses gave it a great deal of 
consideration. We conferred with the Interior 
Department; and, upon the advice of that Depart- 
ment, we came to the conclusion that it was bet- 
ter to repeal that law. We have repealed-it by a 
gencral act, passed at this session, which has been 


signed by the President, and is now the law of 
the Jand. The reason why it was thought best 
to repeal it was, that a great many cross-route 
bidders have preémpted lands, and there were 
before Congress numerous petitions for relief for 
the purpose of having these preéemptions con- 
firmed. The Land Office thought it expedient and 
best to substitute this policy, which is incorpo- 
rated in the bill that was passed, that these sta- 
tions: should be selected by the authority of the 
Government, and should become permanent.mail 
stations. Now, these preémptions, when taken 
out by'a contractor, become his private property; - 
and if we are to-go on with this system, every 
contractor will take a new set of preémption rights 
of six hundred and forty acres. The Department 
thought it better, and the committee and. the Sen- 
ate, in passing the bill, have concurred: in that 
opinion, to have permanent stations set apart for 
the use of the United States, or rather for the use 
of the contractors who became contractors when 
these biddings or mails were let; and that is the 
system now provided for inthe law. Therefore 
I hope that part of the amendment will be stricken 
out. 

I know itissaid thatcontractors.on other routes, 
as my friend from Minnesota says, have had that 
privilege; but why extend it further? We have 
concluded to stop, and change that policy. Why 
should we continue it? Simply because others 
have had it is no reason why new contractors 
should have it again. We must commence the 
system at some time. We have passed this law, 
and now let us adhere to it. It may be said by 
my friend that the contractor will not be willing 


| to take it upon as moderate terms without this 


privilege as with it. Very well; let him be paid 
more. But, sir, to go on with this system of pre- 
emptions for every twenty miles with six hun- 
dred and forty acres of land, we are assured in 
the Department of the Interior, has given them 
infinite trouble, more than anything else; and 
after long consideration,and when all the petitions 
were presented here by the contractors and others 
in relation to this matter, the Committce on Pub- 
lic Lands came to the conclusion that it was better 
to repeal the law, and substitute the provision 
which I have stated. 

Mr. RICE. Ihave but a few words to say upon 
this amendment, What the honorable Senator 
has just said in regard to the trouble that has 
been given to the Department I admit to be true. 
He has stated that the trouble arose in conses 
quence of the cross routes. I know that is so. 
The trouble has not originated upon the through 
routes. The contractors pay $1 25 an acre for 
the land. While others have been urging for a 
homestead to keep the lands out of market, he 
and his friends have taken a different course, and 
ask that the Government shall receive $1 25 an 
acre for the land. We are willing to pay it, and 
willing that the contractor should pay $1 25 an 
acre. Then the Senator thinks it is best to reserve 
these stations for the use of the future mail con- 
tractors, or for the Government. In the name of 
Heaven, if you do that, when will the Government 
get a dollar for the land? Never. 

Then, again, I ask any Senator bere if the con- 
tractors have gone on and expended $500,000 in 
improvements upon these lands, and then Con- 
gress takes these improvements away, when will 
there be an end put to their coming here and 
claiming indemnity? It will cost the Govern- 
ment ten times the value of the land, and they 
will get nothing for the land at last; or else the 


| contractors will not put improvements upon the 


lands, and consequently the service cannot be 
performed. Here, upon the northern route, the 
first time there has been a prospect of obtaining 
service, you. cripple us so that we cannot get it, 
if you strike out this provision; and at the same 
time, you limit the amount to one fourth of what 
is given upon other routes for performing the ser- 
vice. Iam willing, Mr. President, to amend the 
bill so that no entry shall excced one hundred 
and sixty acres, to take one fourth of what has 
been allowed to all other contractors upon over- 
land service. Jam willing to modify it to that 
extent; but to go beyond it, I wish to say to the 
Senate, would cripple us; the Government would 
get nothing for the land; and, if improvements 
are made, when the next contractor comes in and 
the Government takes possession and turns these 
improvements over to him, I want to know if 
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they would not have to pay a large sum to re- 
fund the amount of money expended upon those 
sections? 

Mr. PUGH. It isnot worth while to debate this 
question; but we have considered it in the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and if the gentleman 
wants to pass the bill, he had better take that out. 
He needs unanimous consent; and why should he 
insist, against the judgment of the committee in 
charge of the question, upon restoring a policy 
which, upon full consideration, they have re- 
jected? 

Mr. RICE. J am willing to submit at all times 
to the decision of the Committec on Public Lands 
in matters appropriately belonging to that com- 
mittee; but the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads have unanimously reported in favor || 
of this proposition. I wish to say to the Senator || 
from Ohio that if it is stricken out it will cripple i 
the service. How does he expect gentlemen to 
spend $500,000 in making improvements on these 
stations along that line, and then at the end of the 
contract to give them up to the Government or to 
the other contractors? How does he expect it? 

Mr. PUGH. He will not lose his improve- 
ments. 

Mr. RICE. Who will pay him for them? 
Will the Government? The Senator from Ohio 
and the Committee on Public Lands bring in a 
bill giving to the settlers the land at twenty-five 
cents an acre, upon the consideration of their re- 
siding upon it five years; but are not willing to 
give it to these men at $1 25 per acre, upon the 
consideration of their residing upon it and mak- 
ing improvements for six years, and expending 
$500,000. I say to my friend from Ohio, strike 
this out and you cripple our service; you make 
an invidious distinction, and one that I will not 
submit to. If a single objection here will kil it, 
I will not submit to it. Let the Senator make his 
objection. Let him kill it. Let us lose it. If we 
cannot have our rights fairly and squarely, we 
will not have anything, if I can help it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out the words indicated. 

Mr. HALE. | simply want to say that, in this 
overland service, $200,000 a year is all that is 
given to the northern service; and $1,600,000 is 
given to these southern routes and steamships. 
This amount of $200,000 is all that is asked for 
the northern service, and for the new route from 
St. Paul across. I hope we shall retain this small 
clause in it. 

Mr. YULEE. The committee thought it ad- 
visable, in relation to this new route, to pat them 
on the same footing with the others; and now, as 
both sides have been heard, I hope the vote will 
be taken. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President 

Mr. POLK. Will the Senator allow me to. 
make one suggestion? 

Mr. HARLAN. I will occupy the floor but 
one moment. There is an error, Mr. President, 
in the statement that the Committee on Public 
Lands agreed deliberately to repeal this policy. 
The final decision of the Senate Committee on 
Public Lands was to recommend a reframing’ of 
that bill so as to continue this policy to the con- 
tractors on the through routes and to repeal it so 
far as it hitherto has been supposed to be appli- 
cable to the contractors on the cross routes, buta 
committee of conference of the two bodies, the 
Senate and House, finally agree to repeal this 
policy. I make this statement merely to set the 
Coramittee on Public Lands right. I hope this 
amendment will not be carried. 

Mr. BRAGG. One word of explanation, as I 
am on the committee with the Senator from lowa. 
At one time the committee were of the opinion || 
which the Senator has stated; but upon further 
examination, and conferring with the Department, 
the majority of the committee changed their opin- 
ions, and came to the conclusion to settle it as it is. 

Mr. POLK. I understand that the Senator 
from Minnesota is perfectly willing that this pre- 
emption right shall be reduced to one hundred 
and sixty acres to the station. 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir. 

My. POLK. If you will so modify the amend- 
ment, I hope it will be adopted without any ob- 
jection, for thatis only one fourth of whatis given 
by the laws heretofore existing. 

Mr. RICE. { move that modification to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. | 


! a bonus. 


| tions not to exceed one for every twenty miles.” 


| through routes,” and to insert: 


' on its passage. 


Mr. YULEE. I accept the modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mover of 
the amendment to the amendment can modify that 
amendment. & 

Mr. BRIGHT. Time is very valuable, and I 
know there is no time to discuss this question. 
I understand the Senator from Minnesota pro- 
poses a compromise. He has claimed in this bill 
for this northern service all that has been hereto- 
fore granted to the southern service of a similar 
character; but instead of insisting on six hundred 
and forty acres, I understand he is willing to take 
one hundred and sixty. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
agree to it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. You cannot get men to go into 
the wilderness and undertake as embarrassing and 
expensive a service as this without something like 
There is a limitation fixed in this bill. 
It cannot exceed over and above such an amount, 
much less, in my judgment, than the service can 
be performed for.” 1 hope the Senator from Ohio 
will allow the amendments proposed to be ac- 
cepted. We can pass the bill if he will. If he 
will not, the bill must fail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out of the proposed amendment the 
words that have been read on motion of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Florida proposes to modify his amendment 
by striking out the words ‘* same as heretofore 
allowed upon other through routes,” and insert 
“one hundred and sixty acres;’’ so that it will 
read: 

With the preémption right of one hundred and sixty acres 
of land. 

Mr. RICE. Let it read ‘with the usual pre- | 
emption right, not to execed one quarter section 
to each station.” 

Mr. PUGH. 1 wish to suggest to the Senator | 
from Minnesota a farther modification. 

Mr. RICE. At the suggestion of the Senator 
from North Carolina, J will add, ‘and the sta- 


I am not willing to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the mover 
so modify his amendment? 

Mr. YULEE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Florida will come to the Secretary’s desk 
and sce that the modification is made in accord- 
ance with his views. 

Mr. YULEE. At the instance of the Senator 
from Ohio, Ihave accepted another modification 
that satisfies him, to wit: that it shall be to the 
first term only, which was the intention of the 
committec. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When these 
modifications are entered, the amendment will be 
read as modified, so that the Senate may under- 
stand what it is. 

Mr. YULEE. [hope the question will now be 
taken. The amendments are being written out, 
and they are understood by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Chair 
will put the question as soon as the modifications 
are made, and the bill wherein modified will be 
read; and also that portion of the amendment | 
which has been modified by the mover. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as mod- 
ified, to strike outthe words ‘“‘ with the same pre- 
cmption right as heretofore allowed upon other | 


The usual preémption right, not to exceed one quarter | 
section allowed for each station: Provided, That this grant 
of preëmption shall not extend beyond six years from the 
passage of this act; and said preémption shall not exceed 
one quarter section for each twenty miles of said route. 


‘The PRESIDING OFEICER. The question 
is on agreeing to this amendment? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Before the vote is finally 
taken, I merely wish to inquire if the last part of 
the amendment offered by the chairman of the 
committee is withdrawn? 

Mr. YULEE. It is withdrawn. There seem- 
ing to be much objection to it, I withdrew it. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE. I hope the bill will now be put 


Mr. WIGFALL. I have an amendment to 


offer, to insert as an additional section: 
And be it further enacted, That the power devolved on, 


and the duty required- to. be performed by;the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, to assess the damages due the par-~. 
ties under the sixth section ofan act entitled An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1857,” be, and 
the same are hereby, transferred to and vested in, and shall 
hereafter be performed by, the Register of the Treasury and 
the Commissioner of Patents. = x 


Mr. YULEE. This is’a priváte claim, ahd A 
hope it will not be moved upon this ‘bill. wat 
Mr. PUGH. If it is pat on this bill, the bill 
cannot pass, | G 
The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate 'as amended, 
and the amcndments were concurred in, and ot- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. It was read the third time, aiid passed. 


LAND GRANTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 812) to amend an act entitled “tAn 
act granting public lands in alternate ‘sections to 
the State of Mississippi, to aid in the construction 
of railroads in said State, and for other purposes,” 
approved August 11, 1856, have directed. me to 
report it back without amendment, with a recom- 
mendation that it pass; and I ask the consent of 
the Senate to put it upon its passage at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. : 

Mr. BROWN. If it gives rise to debate, of 
course it will go-over. i i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be read for information. $ a 

Mr. BROWN. If Senators will allow me, T 
can explain in a single word what it means. There 
was a grant of land made to the State of Missis- 
sippi for this road, It is not proposed to increase 
the amount at all, but to change the northern 
terminus of the road; and the reason why we 
want it passed now is this: the company is going 
on to locate the road, and they want the consent 
of Congress to terminate the road at Canton, in- 
stead of Brandon. 

Mr. PUGH. Is it not a new grant? 

Mr. BROWN. Itis no grant at all. 

Mr. PUGH. Then I do not object to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN and Mr. KING. -Let the 
bill be read. 

The Sceretary read it. It proposes to amend so 
much of the act mentioned in the tile as makes 
a grant of land to the State of Mississippi, to aid 
in the construction of a railroad “ from Brandon 
to the Gulf of Mexico,’’as to read, from Canton 
to the Gulf of Mexico; and the rights, privileges, 
and immunities, growing out of the grant of land 
under the act of August 11, 1856, are to remain 
in all other respects as heretofore. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. ` 

Tt was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, and read the 
third time. s , 

Mr.FESSENDEN. Mr. President, Y addressed 
the Chair before the bill passed toa third reading, 
but I do not know that it makes any difference. 
What I want to know with reference toit is this: 
I do not understand what the provisions of the 
original act were. Does itgrant the land along 
the line of the road, designating the boundaries, 
starting from one point and going to another? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes,sir; from Brandon to the, 
Gulf of Mexico. f f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. How can we know, from 
anything in the bill, how the public lands may 
be affected by this change of the terminus? It is 
one thing to grant lands along the route of a road 


i from one point to another, and a very different 
| thing to grant lands to a read starting from a dif- 


ferent point. It may be longer, and it may run 
over other lands, and may involve other ques- 
tions, 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will allow me, 
there isa letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
aud another from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, stating that it would increase the 
amount of land nothing, or very litle. Besides, 
I know every inch of this country as well as Ido 
the road to my hotel. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator says it 
does not affect the public lands injuriously, very 
well. 

Mr. BROWN. The land which it would have 
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obtained by the original bill was a grant. south 
even of. Brandon, and I do not think the company 
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June 25, 


| the decision. of the Court of Claims is final. I 
think it provides for an appcal by cither party to 


Mr, BIGLER. [ withdraw that motion, and 
I desire to state that the bill itself refers a num- 


will get one.acre more if this bill passes. 
The bill was passed. : 
is! SALARIES. OF CONSULS. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee.on Commerce, to. whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. No..765) to amend anactentitled “ An act 
to regulate the diplomatic and consular systems of 
the United States,” approved August 18, 1856, to 
reportit back without amendment, and to ask that 
it be put on its passage. It directs that the salary 


of the consul at Swatou shall be increased to | 


$4,000; Bremen, $3,000; Assumption, $1,500; 
Malta, $1,500; Barcelona, $1,500; Florence,$1,500; 


ber of-cases. to the Court of Claims, and therefore 
it is necessary to pass it. # 

Mr. PUGH. Fobject to this legislation. .We 
cannot. understand it, _- is 

The PRRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
now before the Senate, and will be read. 

Mr. BIGLER.. It merely refers certain claims 
to the Court of Claims. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let it be read, 
so that it will be understood. . 

The Secretary read the bill. It provides that 
the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear 
and determine the several claims of James & R. H. 


i 


the Supreme Court. poa 
Mr. HALE. . There is one feature in this bill 


that ought to bring the condemnation of every 
» Senator upon it; and that is, beforehand, it gives 
: out thatthe United States will stand responsible 


for any judgment that may be rendered against 
the defendant, and thus invites that consideration, 
and proclaims at once,.as.a sort of premium, that 
the United States,will pay any judgment that may 
be rendered; thus, in fact, making the United 
States a defendant in the suit. I hope, for that 
reason, it will not pass. It will be time enough 
after Colonel Johnson is mulcted in damages by 


Porter against the United States, of J. C. Irvine || a judgment of the court, and then comes here and 
& Co. against the United States, and of Charles |! shows it, for the United States to interfere and 
Petry & Co. against the United States, for prop- |; pay the judgment; but itis a bad policy, and an 


Gibraltar, $1,000; and Hanover, $1,000. There 
was a report, which was made in the House of 
Representatives, which we approve of; and Task 


that the bill be put upon its passage, unless there 
is some objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia asks for the present consideration 
of the bill which he has just reported. Itrequires 
unanimous consent. i 

Mr. KING. I object. 

Mr. KING subsequently said: I objected, a 
little while ago, to a bill reported by the Senator 
from Georgia, in relation to the salaries of certain 
consuls. Ít has been so explained to me that I 
now desire to waive that objection. 


erty belonging to those persons and firms respect- 
ively, which they allege was depreciated, lost, 


| destroyed, or abandoned, in consequence of the 


interference of the military authority of Colonel 
A.S. Johnston with them while in the regular pur- 
suit ofa legitimate trade or business; also for 
extra wages, expenses, and losses which they aver 
that they respectively meurred by reason of that 
interference; and the judgment of the courtis to 
be final between the parties; but for error of law, 


either party may, within three months after the | 


rendition of such judgment, sue out a writ of error 
from the Supreme Court of the United States; and 


evil example, to hold out beforehand that the Uni- 
ted States will be responsible before any judgment, 
is acquired, 

Mr. BIGLER. I merely desire to say, in jus- 
tice to myself, that I called up this bill with the 
understanding that it was simply to refer itto the 
Court of- Claims, but discovered afterwards that 
the bill itself referred several cases on certain con~ 
ditions; therefore I was mistaken in the character 
of the bill. I know nothing about its merits. I 
supposed that there would be no objection what- 
ever to referring any class of cases to the Court 
of Claims. I presume there would not be if there 


Mr. TOOMBS. Then, if there is no objection, 
I move to take up that bill. I care nothing about 
it; but it has passed the House of Representa- 
tives, and has been investigated by the Depart- | 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New York withdraws the objection he pre- 
viously made to the Lill reported by the Senator 
from. Georgia, and. that bill is now before the 
Senate, and will be read. 

“Mr. SLIDELL, I object to the consideration 


if that court, upon the hearing of such writ of error, 
shall not reverse the judgment of the court below, | 
the same shall stand as a final jadgment between 
the parties; and the Secretary of the Treasury is | 
to estimate for the amount of the judgment, if 
against the United States, as for a sum provided 
for by law; but nothing in this act is to be con- 
strued as admitting any liability on the part of ; 
the United States, to either of the parties. If, on 

the hearing of the causes, or either of thern, the 

court shall be of opinion that Colonel Johnston 


i were no special conditions in this bill, As a 
single Senator can prevent its final passage, there 
is no use for further delay with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will 
state the position of the question. The bill is 
before the Senate, and is subject to the action of 
the majority of the Senate. ; 

Mr. HALE. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


is in order. 


That motion 


of the bill. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is sufficient. 

Mr. SLIDELL said subsequently: I objected, 
a few moments since, to the consideration of a 
bill amendatory of the consular and diplomatic 
bill of 1856, allowing salaries to certain consular 
officers; I withdraw the objection, having had the 
matter. explained to me, and I wish to move to 
take it up, if the Senate will consent to do so, 

Mr. PUGH. What is the bill? 

Mr. SLIDELL. It is the bill raising the sal- 
aries of half a dozen consuls. ; 

Mr. PUGH. I will object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Louisiana withdraws his objection to the 
bill (EI. R. No. 765) to amend an act entitled 
‘© An act to regulate the diplomatic and consular 
systems of the United States,” approved August 
18, 1856. 

: Mr. PUGH. TF object to that bill. It has been 
twice laid over upon objection, and I now renew 
the objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
jection prevent its being’ considered ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | Yes, sir. 


R. H. PORTER AND OTHERS. 
Mr. BIGLER. Task the Senate to take up 


bill of the House of Representatives No. 849, for | 


the purpose of referring itto the Court of Claims. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is upon the motion to take up the bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


will now be on referring the bill to the Court of | 


Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BIGLER said subsequently: I called up 


House bill No. 849,a few moments since, for the 


purpose, as I supposed, of referring that particn- | 
lar claim to the Court of Claims; but it seems the | 
bill itself refers.a number of cases to the Courtof | 
Claims, and therefore it is necessary to pass the | 
I move that the Senate resume the consid- | 
eration of that bill for the purpose of passing it. į 

The PRESIDING. The first question will be | 
on reconsidering the vote by which it was referred |! 


bill. 


7 ta the Court of Claims: 
The motion was agreed to. 


now recurs on the motion to refer it to the Court 
of Claims. : 


Does one ob- | 


acted in good faith in issuing his order of the 19th 
of October, 1857, and in his subsequent acts in 


relation to the property of the parties, and that | 


his acts in the premises were in contravention of 
the legal rights of the parties, or either of them, 
the United States is to be held responsible for the 


damages resulting to the parties, or cither of them, | 


from such interference with their legal rights, 


without reference to the question whether the 


officer may have excecded his authority or not. 

Mr. PUGH. ‘That bill has not been sent to 
any standing committee. 
eration. I object to taking up matters of this im- 
portance at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read twice, and referred to the Court of Claims, 
and that motion has been reconsidered, and the 


| bill is now before the Senate as in Committee of 


the Whole, and open to amendment. Does the 
Senator from Ohio make any motion in reference 
to it? 

Mr. PUGH. I make this suggestion. Here is 
a bill enlarging the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims to a class of cases that are not now within 
it, making the decision final, giving these cases a 
preference over every other question brought to 
the court, and itis brought here and read three 
times on the last day of the session without in- 
vestigation by any committee. Ido not know 
the magnitude of the claim, or anything about it. 
Iam constrained by a sense of public duty to 
object to this sort of legislation; and if the bill has 


not been read twice, I object to its further reading. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


inform the Senator that the bill has been read | 
į twice before this day, and is now properly before 
| the Senate. 


Mr. PUGH. The rule requires it to go toa 
committee of the Senate. . 
Mr. HALE. I want to raise this question: that 


as it comes from the Court of Claims to-day, it | 
does not stand on the same footing as a bill re- į 


ported to-day. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. lt was referred |} 
: to the Courtof Claims; but before it had been sent 
to the Court of Claims that motion was reconsid- 1 


ered, and it is now regularly before the Senate as 


| in Committee of the Whole, on the motion of the i! 
i Senator from Pennsylvania, and is open toamend- | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 


ment, 
Mr. POLK. i 
the Senator from Ohio is mistaken in saying that 


I object to its consid- į 


It has been | 


I think, as I read the bil, that | 


The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 


! by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 


Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills and joint resolutions; which there- 
upon received the signature of the Vice President: 

A bill GH. R. No. 337) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Smith, of Coffee county, Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. No. 557) to establish two Indian 
agencies in Nebraska Territory, and one in the 
Territory of New Mexico; ef 

A bill (H. R. No. 818) for the relief of William 
A. Linn’s estate; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 31) explanatory of 
the 8th section of the act of Congress approved 
February 28, 1859; and . 

A joint resolution (H.R. No. 41) to reduce the 
price of thy: public printing. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the bill (H. 
R. No. 181) to provide for a superintendent of 
Indian affairs for Washington Territory, and ad~ 
ditional Indian agents, be now taken up. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I believe it is necessary, 
in the first placc, to move a reconsideration of the 
amendment adopted by the Senate, This bill was 
recalled from the other House for that purpose, 
I move to reconsider the amendment which was 


! adopted by the Senate. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Let the bill be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bil (H. 


| R. No. 181) to provide for a superintendent of 


Indian affairs for Washington Territory, and ad- 


| ditional Indian agents, is now before the Senate. 
| Ttwas passed by the Senate on the 19th of March, 

| withan amendment, and returned from the House 
i of Representatives on the request of the Senate. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. That request was for the 
purpose of enabling the Senate to reconsider this 
amendment. I move to reconsider this amend- 
ment; and I shall offer one in place of it which 
has been agreed to as a compromise by myself 


; and gentlemen on the other side, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Arkansas moves to reconsider the vote 
adopting the amendment. ` 

Mr. KING. I should like to know what the 
bill is. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
it is taken up? 


{ want to know whether 


_ 1860. 
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` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was 
presented from the Secretary’s desk, and is in 


order. The amendment of the Senate was to 
add àt tye end of the second section: 
Proved, That all the present temporary agents and sub- 


agents in Washington Territory shall be dismissed, and no 
others appointed. 

The Senator from Arkansas moves to recon- 
sider the vote agreeing to this amendment, and 
offers, in its stead, an amendment which will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know whether 
I can object to the consideration of the bill to- 
day—— : 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It has been taken up. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. When? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. By a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I did’ not understand it. 
{ asked to have it read before it should be taken 
up, with a view to see whatit was. There has 
been no vote of the Senate to take it up. Now, I 
should like to have the bill read before that amend- 
ment is offered, and see whether I will object to 
it or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair di- 
rected the amendment proposed to be substituted | 
for the one already read to be read for the inform- 
ation of the Senate, and he will then have the bill 
read. i m 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis not too late to ob- 
ject.. I observed expressly that I should like to 
have the bill read. ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment. that is proposed to be inserted for the one 
which has been read will be read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. f 

The Secretary read it, to strike out all of the 
original amendment adopted by the Senate, and 
to insert in licu thereof: 


Provided, That no agent or sub-agent, either special, 
temporary, or otherwise, shall be hereafter employed or 
continued inemployment in Washingtcn Verritory, except 
only the three agents and sub-agents provided for by exist- 
ing law, and the additional agents enacted by this act. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Now I should like to hear 
the bill read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will | 


be read at length. 

The Secretary read it. It authorizes the Pres- 
identto make a separate superintendency of Wash- 
ingion Territory; and to appoint, by and with the 


advice and consent of the Senate, or during the j 


recess thereof, and until the end of its next ses- 
sion after such appointment, a superintendent of 
Indian affairs for that Territory, with an annual 
salary of $2,500. The President is also author- 
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, or during a recess thereof, and 
until the end of its next session after such appoint- 
ment, three additional agents for the Territory, 
with an annual salary of $1,500 each. The Pres- | 
ident, in adjusting the limits of the respective 
superintendencies of Oregon and Washington, 
may attach any tribe situated partly in both to 
either superintendency, in such manner as, in his 
judgment, may best promote the public service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on reconsidering the amendment agreed to by | 
the Senate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have only to say, in 
explanation of that amendment, that it was passed 
by consent between myself, representing the com- 
mittee, and the Senator from Vermont, not now 
in his seat, [Mr. Corzamer.] ‘The amendment 
did not properly embody our views, as we under- 
stood them at the time, and the bill was sent for 
to the House, to enable the Senate to correct that 
error. The amendment which I have sent to the | 
Chair has been submitted to the Senator from | 
Vermont, and agreed to by himas embodying the 
views which’ constituted the compromise of the 
opinions upon the original passage of the bill. It 
is to carry out that understanding with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that I had the bill recalled. 
That amendment obviates all his objections, and 
satisfies him that the number of agents granted 
by the bill is fewer than those absolutely and in 
fact employed under the existing law. That was 
the whole object in having it recalled. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on reconsidering the vote agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


| Senate for the 


| by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
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now recurs on agreeing to the original amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN: I now offer the amend 
ment which has. been read in lieu of ite: o: 
The amendment was agréed to. i 

The bill was passed. Si 


MAILS TO MEXICO. 


Mr. WIGFALL, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom the subject 
was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 517) to pro- 
vide. for the transportation of the mails of the 
United States between the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I ask the consent of the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be read for information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr, SLIDELL. I object to the consideration 
of the bill at this time. {tis merely read for in- 
formation, I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the bill cannot be considered to-day. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 
A-message from the House of Representatives, 


House had receded from its amendment to the 
first amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 503) making further appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1860, disagrecd 
to by the Senate, and had agreed tosaid firstamend- 
ment of the Senate; also, that the House had re- 
ceded from its disagreement to the third amend- 
ment of the Senate to the said bill,and had agreed 
to the same. . 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 23d of June, the printing of 
the following documents: 

Letter of the Postmaster General communicat- 
ing copies of contracts, &c.—ordered at two 
o’elock and twenty minutes. 

Message of the President of the United States 
in reference to the impracticability of concluding 
a contract for the transportation of the mails be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific ports—ordered at 
three o’clock and fifteen minutes. oe 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. ` 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. 
No. 812) to amend an actentitled ‘¢ An act grant- 
ing public lands, in alternate sections, to the State 
of Mississippi, to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in said State, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 11, 1856; and it was signed by the 
Vice President. 

HON. DAVID C. BRODERICK. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Commit- 
teeto Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion in reference to the pay of the late Senator 
Broderick, from the State of California, have had 
the. same under consideration, and instructed me 
to report it back.to the Senate, aud to ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move that the resolution 
be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Tennessee reports back the resolution re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and moves | 
that the committce be discharged from the further 
considertion of the resolution. 

The motion to discharge the committee was | 
agreed to. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California now asks the present considera- | 
tion of the resolution. l 

Mr. LATHAM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on taking up the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is | 
herehy, directed to pay, cut of the contingent fund of the i 
Senate, to the assignee of Hon. David C. Broderick, de- | 
ceased, late a Senator of the United States, the amount of | 
compensation due the deceased at the time of his death. | 


Mr. PUGH. That subject was referred to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary and thoroughly con- i! 


sidered, and we reported,it to be against. the law. 
The act fixing the compensation of Congressmen 
provides expressly to: whom a-balance of salary 
shall be paid. If we pay it to this assignee, we 
shall be compelled to pay il to the right. person 
hereafter. The Committee on the Judiciary con- 
sidered the subject, and the chairman, the Seña- 
tur from Delaware, made anelaborate report on it., 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The.question 
is on taking up the resolution. for consideration 
at this time. v 


Mr. PUGH. Is it just offered this morning? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It-has been 
reported this morning. i i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Iwill say. to 


the Senator that the resolution: was introduced a 
a few days since and referred to: the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. We have had it under consideration, 
and, on account of its being made payable to the 
assignee, report it back to the Senate, and ask to, 
be discharged from its consideration, without any 
recommendation. aie 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifthe question can come, 
up properly before the Senate, I wish tó say a 
word on that resolution, 7 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on taking up the resolution for consideration. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis a question to be set- 
tled by the Senate, I suppose. _ eek 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir... ; 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose. the matter is 
debatable ? j i : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. To a limited, 
extent on the motion to take it up. ban 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I. will state the reason 
why it should be taken up. It is a matter that.I 
investigated myself before it went to the commit- 
tee. Ido not think there will be the slightest dan- 
ger in paying this money; and 1 will state why, 
I know the Committee on the Judiciary reported 
against it, and I think the report from the com- 
mittee, as to the question of law, may be right; 
but if Senators will listen to me a moment, I will 


| state the facts just as they are. 


The haw, as it stood originally, provided that 
nomember of Congress should receiveany amount 
of money fora session, unless he took his seat; 
but there was a subsequent law providing, where 
a Senator died in the recess, that the amount that. 
was due to him up to that period should be paid 
to his wife or children, if he had any, and if not, 
to his heirs, thus providing.expressly to whom 
it should be paid. Mr, Broderick, before he left 
the city, after the last session, had occasion to 
borrow some money—$2,000—of a Mr. Barnard, 
of New York, a friend. He borrowed it of him’ 
and gave him an assignment of the amount that 
was due to him at the next session of Congress, 
He lived during a part of the vacation, not long 
enough to make the whole of his pay amount to 
$2,000—about seventeen hundred dollars, as I rec- 
ollect. He gave this assignment, properly exe- 
cuted, and about which there is no dispute what- 
ever, for this money. I believe the money was 
taken out of bank by Mr. Barnard, who was a 
personal friend of his, and on his indorsement, 
which he has had to pay. 

That was the simple state of the facts. Under 
that state of facts, as a matter of law, the money 
due to Mr. Broderick would be payable, he hav- 


; ing died, to his wife, or children, 1f he had any, 


and, having none,tohishcirs. {tis proved, by tes- 
timony, that he had no wife, and Lad no children, 
and had no heirs. It has been proved by several 
witnesses that Mr. Broderick repeatedly declared, 
over and over again, that he had yo living heir, 
no relative whatever. An attempt was made to 
get up acousinship to parties in California; but 
it utterly failed. He left, no living heirs. What 


i| isthe result? That the money thus due. to Mr. 


Broderick goes intó the Treasury of the United 
States, and remains there;.and the question is 
really, as a matter of fact, whether it shall be re- 


ll tained in the Treasury of the United States, for 


the benefit of the United States Government, or 
go where we should all like to have it go, to this 
assignment that Mr. Broderick made to his friend 
for money borrowed before he left for home. 
Now, I know the answer to be made by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and the answer ta 
be made by any lawyer is: it is possible, by and 
by, some heir will come and claim this. money, 
because the law makes it payable, in case of his 
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death,.to his widow and children, or failing such, 
to his heirs.’ ‘here is tot the slightest danger, 
in my judgment, or in the judgment of anybody 
acquainted with Mr. Broderick’s affairs, of this 
money ever being called for. It is notorious he 
left no wife ‘or child. He declared repeatedly, 
and it is matter of notoriety, over and over again, 
that he did not know that his blood rah in. the 
veins of any human being. l am ‘not positive 
that I heard him say so myself; but my impres- 
sion ‘is that he said it to me. I-know I have been 
told so. . 

Mr. WILSON. +He said it to me. 

“Mr. FESSENDEN: He said it to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. There has been an attempt 
to make a élaim to his estate, but it has not been 
substantiated. There is a sort of rumor that he 
had a cousin in California; but I am told it has 
entirely failed; so that, in reality, the question of 
fact'is; whether this money shall remain in the 
Treasury of the United States or go: to pay the 
debt of Mr: Broderick to his friend, who loaned 
him money, and took an assignment of this very 
claim, which there is not enough to pay. The 
answer, as] said before, is, that it is possible the 
Government may be called to pay this again. 
Everything is possible, perhaps; but the fact is 
unquestionably otherwise; and itis a simple ques- 
tión whether the Senate; in the exercise of its 
power, will carry out this intention of Mr. Brod- 
erick, which is honorable on his part and just to 
his assignee? i 

` Mr. MASON. Iam opposed to having this 
money paid out of the contingent fund. It may 
be proper to pay it, but it should not be voted out 
of the contingent fund. If Mr. Broderick left no 
heirs, if such is the fact, I presume his estate 
would be liable to his creditors. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This was a specific as- 
signee. = i i 
| Mr. PUGH. This matter was brought before 
the Senate by a petition from: the assignee. It 
wes examined very fully by one of the standing 
committees of the body,andthey were unanimous 
against it. Then it was brought up in the shape 
of a resolution to pay out of the continggyt fund, 
which is itself a violation of law. The résolution 
itselfis a violation of an act of Congress in rela- 
tion tothe contingent fund of the Senate, and itis 
forno other purpose except to avoid the ordeal of 
a private bill. This resolution was sent to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, and they reported against 
it; and here, in ‘defiance of two standing commit- 
tees of this body, an attempt is made, within an 
hour and a half of the adjournment, to put this 
resolution upon its passage. 

Now, sir, Tam not going to follow the Senator 
from Maine into this case. I say it isa proposi- 
tion for us to pay the money to a pledgee upon 
collateral security of a salary not earned at the 
time of the pledge. It is extremely doubtful 
whether that engagement or collateral pledge is of 
any force at all even as against the administrator, 
but certainly it is of no validity as against the 
heir. 
that he had no relatives, many times; but Mr. 
Broderick’s declaration does not prove the matter 
one way or another. He is said to have left a 
will, at least we have notice of contestation as to 


the succession to ‘hig estate; and, under these cir- f 
cumstances, without waiting any reasonable time 


to see the event of that litigation, we are asked to 
pay this amount of money. It was notan assign- 
ment of money due. It wasa pledge of collateral 
security of salary not carned. As I said, the at- 
tempt is made, in defiance of the unanimous opin- 


ion, as it appears, of two standing committees of | 


the Senate, to pass it upon the last day. Tsay it 
is a disgrace to our legislation. It may turn out 
proper to pay this gentleman, but, at any rate, 


it should not be put forward inthis way. Í move 
that the resolution lie on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on taking up the resolution, 
The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


now is on the aduption of the resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. That resolution is required, by 
the rules, to be passed by the yeas and nays, be- 
ing a resolution to pay money out of the contin- 
gent fund. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Upon thisques- 
tion the yeas and nays are demanded. 


Now, Mr. Broderick may have declared | 


| take it up. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—ycas 23, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs, Anthony, Bayard, Brown, Chandler, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, Hemphill, iverson, Kennedy, King, Pedrée, Rice, 
Simmons, Summer, Ten Eyck, Wade, and Wilson—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Powell, Pugh, Saulsbury, Se- 
bastian, Slidell, and Wigtall—12. 


So the resolution was passed. 
POINT COUPEE PARISH, 


Mr. SLIDELL. I‘move that Senate bill No. 
258, which has come back from the House with 
a clerical amendment—merely the alteration of 
some figures—be now taken up, and the amend- 
ment concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. No. 258) to grant to the parish of 
Point Coupee, Louisiana, certain tracts of land in 
said parish, which was, in line eight, to strike out 
‘twenty-four? and ‘‘twenty-five,”? and insert 
t twenty-three” and “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was concurred in, 


PURCHASE OF BOOKS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the Sen- 
ate to take up joint resolution No. 39, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to purchase certain 
books. Thisis the same matter which was re- 
ferred to the other day. I want the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas 
to take up the joint resolution (S. No. 35) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to purchase 
certain books. 

Mr. KING. I suppose a single objection does 


| not prevent the consideration of the joint resolu- 
lf it did, Edo not know that I would make | 


tion. 
it. Tam opposed to taking up or passing the 
resolution, because it is a proposition to purchase 
certain books for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Before the mo- 
tion is put to the Senate, I wighto say one word, 
which may be a source of some satisfaction to 
the Senator from New York. It is this: I shall 
simply ask, after it is taken. up, for the reading 
of the letter of the Secretary of the Interior, which 
will show the importance of it; and if then there 


is oppusition, and debate arises, I shall yield it | 


at once and drop it. 
Mr. KING. I will state my understanding of 


it. It is a compilation of the land Jaws and de- 


į cisions, and 1 dare saya very useful book, which 


has been compiled by a clerk in the Department; 
and he has obtained, as a matter of favor, a letter 
from the Department, and a recommendation. I 
dare say it is a very good book, but my objection 
is to the purchase of books. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is-on the motion to take up the resolution. 

The question being taken on a-division, there 
were—ayes nine. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I call for the 
yeas and nays. The Senate can dispose of it in 
another way. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. 
to Jet us know what the question is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senatér from Arkansas 
to take up for consideration a joint resolution re- 
lating to the purchase of certain books. 

Mr. BAYARD. Idesire to make a motion for 
reconsideration, which, I believe, is a privileged 
question. I move to reconsider the resolution 
adopted by the Senate in reference to the payment 
of money contrary to law in the case of the estate 
of Mr. Broderick’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


| from Delaware rises to a privileged question, and | 
| moves to reconsider the vote agreeing to the res- | 


olution in reference to the payment, from the con- 
tingent fund, of what may be due to the late Mr. 


| Broderick. That motion will be entered, and the 


Secretary will call the roll on the motion to take 
up the resolution indicated by the Senator from 
Arkansas, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Before the roll 
is called, in order to save time, I will pay my 
acknowledgments to the Senator from New York 
for the pertinacity with which he has opposed 
this thing, and will withdraw any application to 


VERSON. Will the Chair be so kind as | 


| heirs-at-law. 


| to get it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motio 
can be withdrawn by common consent, the y 
and nays having been ordered. The Chair hgars 
ño objection. 


HON. DAVID C. BRODERICK: 
Mr. BAYARD. 1 now make the motion to 


reconsider the resolution relative to paying the 
assignee of the estate of Mr. Broderick. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Did you vote in the afirm- 
ative ? . 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Let us call it up and have 
it settled. x : i 

Mr. BAYARD. I have made this motion be- 
cause, it seems to me, the ‘resolution has been 
passed directly in the face of an existing law.. A 
bill was introduced at the commencement of this 
session authorizing the payment which is now 
prescribed to be made out of the contingent fund 
bya single resolution of the Senate. That bill 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
They made a very elaborate report upon it to the 
Senate, and I think on perfectly correct grounds, 
that, though this money is due to Mr. Broderick’s . 
estate, it could not be anticipated by way of mort- 
gage; that the attempt was to sanction an act 
which was not recognized as legal in any courts 
of justice that I know of, and certainly is in the 
face of an existing law. The act of Congress 
under which compensation was paid directs that, 
in the event of the death of the party, and the 
compensation is accruing, when the time of pay- 
ment comes the payment is to be made to the 
widow, if there is a widow; and if there is no 
widow, to the heirs-at-law. The mortgage in this 
case was executed antecedent to any portion of 
the money accruing. The fund is not payable to 
the party. It was not payable to Mr. Broderick. 

It is not the individual case that governs me at 
all in any way; but I think the precedent an ex- 
cessively dangerous one that the Senate of the 
United States should direct money to be paid out 
of its contingent fund directly in the face of the 
law which Congress has chosen to adopt as to the 
mode in which members are to be paid. Thatis 
what they have done. 1 had no expectation that 
this question would come up again before the Sen- 
ate. Why was not the bill called up this session 
that was reported back adversely? Why not take 
that up? Why not legislate upon this question 
fairly, instead of attempting, by the action of the 
Senate alone, to violate the law of the land? That 
is what it comes to, You have no-authority to 
direct this money to be paid to any one but the 
Who are the heirs-at-law? Have 
the creditors a right to take it? No. They can- 
not come and claim from you, because the money 
is not payable to the deceased, and never was. 
He did not live; and, in the event of death, the 
law says the money shall be paid to the widow, 
if there is one, and if there is no widow it is to be 
paid to his heirs-at-law; and under that comes up 
a question between devisees and heirs-at-law. It 
is a claim that would not be allowed under any- 
principle of Jaw that exists in any State of this 
Union; and yet the Senate undertake to make that 
payment. If you make it, you make it in your 
own wrong. If you make it, you make a liability 
to the devisees of that estate or the heirs-at-law to 
claim payment back again, 

Uhave no objection to the payment of the just 
debts of any man. I think they ought to be paid. 
I know, from all that I have heard in this case, 
they can be paid by the party going to California 
lt isa just debt; but the question is 
this: the petitioner asks that we shall anticipate 


| the law of the land merely for his convenience, 


because it would be inconvenient for him to go to 
California to claim the money there. That is the 
whole case. We are asked, in violation of great 
principles of law, by a resolution of the Senate, 
to allow money to be paid here which does not 


i belong to this party at all; and yet he can recover 


by taking the ordinary course belonging to every 
one else, by going and claiming the money where 


| the party died intestate, and where the estate 


rests, 

Mr. President, I am ata loss to conceive upon 
what possible ground this can be done, This is 
not to prevent the money being paid as due by 
the Government. Itis not to deprive the creditor 
of his just debt. Ido not wish to do that. He 
has his claim and his right; but it is for the mere 
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purpose of convenience, because the party pre- 
fers to take it outof the Treasury, instead of going 
to California, to be paid where the estate is. On 
what principle can the Senate do that in the face 
of the law? I should like to hear, from gentlemen 
on the other side, how a vote for a resolution such 
as this can be sustained? Sir, I have scen too 
often the cffect of bad precedents appealed to in 
subsequent cases, not to make me cautious about 
this matter; but, in the face of all this, without, 
as far as I know, a single reason being given for 
` the passage of the resolution, merely for the con- 
venience of an individual who has taken a mort- 
gage upon accruing pay before it commenced, in 

irect violation of the great principle of law in 
relation to salary, as laid down by all our courts, 
Congress are asked, by a resolution, to isidorse 
the counter principle, and say that the money can 
be appropriated by mortgage, and that they will 
make the payment, by a resolution of a single 
body, out of their contingent fund, for the con- 
venience of an individual creditor. Sir, I trust 
that such a principle will not be recognized. I 
cannot but believe that honorable Senators have 
voted for this resolution from kindly feeling, or 
from a misapprehension of its character, for it 
involves a great principle; and as the individual 
who claims under it will get his debt with perfect 
security, and it is only a question of convenience 
to him, | do not think there is anything that ap- 
peals either to our sense of equity or right, that 
we should violate the law of the land for the con- 
venience of any man. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
adopted a resolution directing the payment of a 
certain amountof money from the contingent fund 
to the assignee. of the late Mr. Broderick. 

. Mr. BAYARD. I mustask to have that ques- 
tion taken by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: 


VEAS— Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, Davis, 
Fitch, Hammond, Hunter, Kennedy, Matiory, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Saulsbury, Sli- 
dell, Thomson, Toombs, and Wigtall—2]. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Brown, Chandler, 
Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hurlan, Hemphill, iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, 
King, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson-—22. 

So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 


A WASILINGTON JAIL. 
Mr. WILSON sybmitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to include in the next annual estimates he may submit to 
Congress, an estimate of the cost of a new jail in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, to whom was referred a 
resolution relative to the pay of the clerks of 
standing committees, have had it under consider- 
ation, and direct me to repor it back with a favor- 
able recommendation. it isa very small affair; 
it is all right, and ought to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The resolution will be read. 

'The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That any clerk to a standing committee of the 
Senate, who was appointed during the month of December 
-last of the present session of Congress, shall receive the 
usual per diem from the beginning of the session, in accord- 
ance with the resolution of December 23, 1857. 


_Mr. TRUMBULL, I object to its considera- 
tion. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the resolution must go over under the 
rules. 

Mr. BRAGG. Can a Senator object? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido object.” 1 think this 
practice of bringing in, at the closing hours of the 
session, these resolutions for extra compeygation 
to the employés, is one that ought not to To en- 
couraged or allowed. We had a committee on 
this subject-— . 
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is obliged to interpose. Objection being made to 
the consideration of the resolution, it must lie 
over for one day, and it is not open to discussion 


at all. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BIGLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the part of 
the Senate, to join such committee as may be appointed 
by the House of Representatives, to wait on the President 
of the United States, and inform him that, unless he may 
have any further communication to make, the two Houses 
are ready to adjourn. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee on 


| the part of the Senate; and Mr. Biever, Mr. 


Hempnitz, and Mr. Ten Eyck, were appointed. 
THANKS TO THE VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and unanimously 


-agreed to: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due, andare 
hereby tendered, to Hon. Joun C. BRECKINRIDGE, for the 
courteous, dignified and impartial manner in which he has 
discharged the responsible and arduous duties of Presiding 
Officer of this body during the present session, 

CONDEMNATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY. 


Mr. GWIN. There is upon the table a bill, 
which was reported from the Committee on the 


| Judiciary, for the condemnation of private prop- 


erty for public uses, which is on its third reading. 
I hope it will be passed. I do not think there is 
any objection to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is too important a bill 
to be taken up and passed now. 

Mr. GWIN. It was fully discussed when it 
was up before, and the bill reached its third read- 
ing, and the question was upon its passage when 
it went over. It was reported unanimously by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California moves to take up the bill (S: No. 
412) to provide for the taking of private property 
for public uses after allowing just compensation 


! therefor 


Mr. WILSON. We have adopted a resolution 
to notify the President that we are ready to ad- 
journ at twelve o’clock. This is a very important 
bill; it involves important principles; and | hope. 
at this hour it will not be taken up and pressed 
for consideration. 

Mr. GWIN. I thought there was no objection 
to the bill from any quarter. Ithas been reported 
twice from the Committee on the Judiciary. The 
last tirae it went over the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Cotzamer] had the floor upon it, intending 
to make some remarks in-its favor. I shall not 
press it now, however, if there is any objection; 
and I withdraw the motion. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the [louse of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chicf Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 258) to grant to the parish of 


| Point Coupee, Louisiana, certain tracts of land in 


said parish; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 503) making further appro- 
priations for the support of the Post Office De- 
partment during the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1860. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

The message further announced that the Pres- 
ident of the United States had this day approved 
and signed the following acts and joint resolu- 


| tions: 


An act (H. R. No. 931) for the relief of Isaac 
S. Smith, of Syracuse, New York; | 
An act (H. R. No. 337) for the relief of Eliza- 


| beth Smith, of Coffee county, Tennessee; 


An act (H. R. No. 557) to establish two Indian 
agencies in Nebraska Territory, and ene in the 
‘Territory of New Mexieoy and 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


amtare mEn re 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) to reduce the. 
price of public printing. acta’ Ge 
Also, that. the President approved and. signed, 


on the 23d instant, the following acts: 


An act (H. R. No, 339) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial’ éx- 
penses of the Government for the year ending the: 
30th of June, 18613 : E 

An act (H. R. No. 807) to authorize the reissua 
of land ‘warrants in certain cases, and for other 
purposes; and ee: i 

An act (H. R. No. 511) for thé relief of Er 
George Squier. . E OR 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. FOOT, it was i 


Ordered, That Hezekiah Miller have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. K . 


PROCLAMATION. OF A SPECIAL SESSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no other 
business before the Senate, the Chair will have. 
read a communication from the President of the 
United States. ee 

The Secretary read it, as follows: TE 8 

By the President of the United States of Americas., 
A PROCLAMATION, ei 

Whereas an extraordinary occasion has occurred, render- 
ing it necessary and proper that the Senate of the United 
States shall be convened. to receive and. act upon: such 
communications as have been or may be made to iton the 
part of the Executive: 

Now, therefore, 1, JAMES BUCHANAN, President: of the 
United States, do issue this my proclamation, declaring 
that an extraordinary occasion requires the Senate of the 
United States to convene for the transaction of business at 
the Capitol, in the city of Washington, on the 26th day of 
June instant, at twelve o’clock at noon of that day, of 
which all who shall then be entitled to act as members or 
that body are bereby required to take notice. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United Statea 
[u. 8] at Washington, this 25th day of June, anno: Dom- 
<J ini, 1860, and of the independence of the United 


States the cighty-fourth. ae A 
JAMES BUCHANAN. 
By the President: 
Lew: Cass, Secretary of State. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. : : 
Mr. MASON, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, There 
is a little matter yet to.be disposed of. 0 
The motion wasagreed to; and, after some time 


spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
opened. : 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I believe the Calendar has not ~ 
been considered at this session; and I move that 
it now be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no other 
business before the Senate, the Chair will take it 
up as a matter of course. : 

Mr. PUGH. I think it is about time for ua 
to send a message to the House... I move that a 
message be sent to the House announcing that the * 
Senate has finished its business, and is ready. to 
adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. That is not the ordinary mode 
of closing the session. There is an order already, 
that when twelve o’clock arrives the Presiding 
Officer shall close the session, without any mes- 
sage being sent to the other House. 

Mr. PUGH. We have generally sent a mes- 
sage of that kind since I have been here; but I do 
not care about it. Itis a form. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It has been sent. 

Mr. PUGH. Very well; I withdraw.my mo- 
tion. f 

Mr. HALE. There isa joint resolution which 
stands at the head ofthe Calendar which I should 
like to have disposed of. It hag been standing 
there for some time. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first business 
upon the Calendar is a resolution offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Winson] fora 
select committee to inquire into the extent of the 
patronage of the President of the United States, 
resulting from his power of removal and appoint- 
ment, and whether that power has been exerted 
to influence the legislation of Congress or control 
elections in the States or Territories, : 

Mr. WILSON. I think it.ie toe-late to adopt - 
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that resdlation now, [laughter,] and! move to lay 
iton the table. : : 
The motion was agreed to. : : 
~The VICE PRESIDENT. The next. business 
on the Calendar is a motion of the Senator from 
California [Mr. Gwin] to refer to a select com- 
niitiee that portion of the President’s message re- 
lating toa railroad to the Pacific ocean. . ‘ 
Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate take a’ 
recess until ten minutes of twelve o’clock. 


ee CHICAGO HARBOR. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | I think this would bea 
good time to dispose of a motion to reconsider a 
joint resolution, which has passed both Houses of 
Congress, directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to éxpend the balance of an appropriation made 
for the improvement of the pier and light-house 
at. Chicago. I think we have time to dispose of 
that between now and twelve o’clock; and I move 
that it be taken up. i 

Mr. SLIDELL. I suppose the Senator means 
by twelve o’clock to-night. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. `I should hope by twelve 
o’clock to-day. vee 

Mr. SLIDELL. I trust the time of the Senate 
will not be consumed with that matter, - 

“Mr. DAVIS. “We have got into such a vice 
of special orders, and taking up things out of their 
order, that when, in the last hour Of the session, 
I ask for the consideration of the Calendar, it is 
immediately followed by motions to take up sub- 
jects out of their order. I shall vote against it, 
whatever it may be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
onthe motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint résolution (ET. R. No. 11) providing for 
the manner.of expending the balance of the ap- 
propriation for repairing the works and piers, in 
order to preserve and secure the light-house at 
Chicago, was passed. - 

The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to. - 
i RECESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stood the Senator from Pennsylvania to move 
that: the Senate take a recess until ten minutes 
before twelve o’clock? 

My: BIGLER. Yes, sir. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will put 
the question on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Vice President resumed the Chair at ten 
minutes before twelve o’elock. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucnanay, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts and resolution: 
-An act (S. No, 113) for the relief of Eli Ww. 
Goff; . 

‘An act (S: No. 258) to grant to the parish of 
Point Coupee, Louisiana, certain tracts of land in 
said parish; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 31) explanatory of 
the eighth section of the act of Congress approved 
February 28, 1859. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
President of the United States had approved and 
signed this day the following acts: 

"An act (EL. R. No. 501) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861; and 

Anact (H. R. No. 503) making farther appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1860. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed a res 
committee to join the committee appointed on the 
the part of the Senate to wait on the President of 
the United States and inform him that, unless he 
may have any further communication to make, 
the two Houses are ready to adjourn; and had 
appointed Mr, Jonn SHERMAN of Ohio, Mr. Sam- 
vex S, Cox of Ohio, and Mr. Lurnur C. CARTER 
of New York, the committee on the part of the 
House. Í 

CHICAGO HARBOR. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will call 
the attention of the Senate to the joint resolution 


a 


TEI Q 
olution for the appointment of a |) Sene of the Senate. 


which was acted u on ‘before:the recess. The 


‘Senator from Ilinois moved te take üp the joint 


resolution in regard to the pier at Chicago. The 

uestion was on the motion of the Senator from 
Titinoig (Mr. Doveras] to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was assed, The vote 
as entered, and probably.as put by the Chair was, 
will the Senate reconsider. the vote by which the 
resolution was passed, and. the Chair declared it 
determined in the negative. The effcet of that is 
to refuse to reconsider the vote passing the res- 


| olution, and the resolution remains passed, and 


will go back.to the House of Representatives; but 
the Chair thinks it due to himself'and to the Senate 
to say that.he supposed the vote of the Senate to 
be adverse to taking any action on the resolution. 
He supposed that to be the purpose of the Sen- 
ate, and directed the Secretary not to send the 
resolution back to the House of Representatives 
until the expiration of the recess, that the Senate 
might determine the question. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution lie on 
the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Under the circumstances, 
I suppose it would be but fair to take the question 
over again, as there was a misapprehension in 
regard to it. I understood the Chair to put the 
question on the reconsideration; but if there be a 
misunderstanding, E think it would be fair to have 
the question put over 
ate will allow it to be put. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senate shall 
take no action after the explanation just made by 
the Chair, he will direct the jointresolution to be 
sent to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well; I am satisfied 
with it as it is. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the question will be put 
to the Senate. There was clearly a misunder- 
standing 7 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There was no misunder- 
standing except on the part of the Presiding Offi- 
cer. The Senate refused to reconsider, but the 
Presiding Officer misunderstood the decision, and 
did not send the resolution to the House, or other- 
wise it would have been sent. That I understand 
to be the condition of it. 

Mr. DAVIS. The question was put by the 
Chair, but it was not considered as disposing of 


| the motion and sending it to the House of Rep- 


resentatives, in point of fact, but leaving it upon 
the table. I thercfore think it better that the ques- 
tion should be again put, in order that it may be 
understood. 

Several Sunarors, (to Mr. Trompuy.) With- 
draw your motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should be very glad to 
have the motion to reconsider withdrawn, but I 
did not make it a 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to re- 
consider was made by the Senator from Minois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. By my colleague, not by 
myself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion was 
made by the Senator from Ilinois who is absent. 

Mr. PUGH. ‘The better way would be to set 
aside this resolution, as the vote was taken under 
a misapprehension, and let it le. It is a great 
deal better for it to let it lie as it is than have it 
passed; because, if passed at this hour, it will not 
be signed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was believed by 
the Chair that there was a mistake in the vote; 
and hence he suggests that, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Inst vote be considered withdrawn, and 
the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. PUGH. And then the resolution stands 
on a motion to reconsider? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
stands on the motion to reconsider, if that be the 
{[“ Agreed.”] The Chair 
will so regard it. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. BIGLER, from the committce appointed 
to join such committee as may be appointed on 
the part of the Housc of Representatives, to wait 
upon the President of the United States. and in- 
form him that, unless he may have any further 
communication to make, the two Houses of Con- 
gress are now ready to adjourn, reported that the 
committee had performed the dutyassigned them, 
and that the President replied that he had no 
further communication to make. 


again; and I hope the Sen-, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators: Before 
the final adjournment, beg you to-accept my 
grateful acknowledgments for the resolution unan- 
imously passed this morning, in which you ex- 
pressed your satisfaction at the manner in which 
Í had discharged the duties of the Chair; and now, 
in obedience. to the joint resolution of Congress, 
I declare the Senate adjourned without day. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mornay, June 25, 1860. 


The House met ateleven o’clock,a.m.. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
The Journal of Saturday was readand approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parton, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate have disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to ‘the first amendment 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 503) 
making further appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1860, further insist on their third amend- 
ment: disagreed to by the House, ask a further 
conference on the disagreeing votes’ of the two 
Houses thercon,and have appointed Mr. SLIDELL, 
Mr. Tomson, and Mr. Hareg, the managers of 
the Senate on the said conference. 

That the Senate have passed bills anda resolu- 
tion of the following titles: 

An act (H; R. No. 339) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Smith, of Coffee county, Tennessee; 

An act (H. R. No. 557) to establish two Indian 
agencies in Nebraska Territory, and one in the 
Territory of New Mexico; 

‘An act (II. R. No. 818) for the relief of Wil- 
liam A. Linn’s estate; and i 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) to reduce the 
price of the public printing. 

Also, thatthe President did, on the 23d instant, 
approve and sign bills of the following titles: 

An act (S. Ño. 30) for the relief of Sheldon 
McKnight; f 

An act (S. No. 199) to authorize the location 
of certain warrants for bounty lands heretofore 
issued; and 

Anact (S. No. 295) for the relief of William B. 
Shubrick. 

Mr. COLFAX. I move that the House con- 
cur in the request of Senate for a committee of 
conference on the bill of the House making ap- 
propriations for deficiencies in the service of the 
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1860. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed, as 
managers at such conference on the part of the 
House, Mr. Winuiam A. Howarp, Mr. Lov, 
and Mr. Grow. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported as truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

‘An act (H. R. No. 818) for the relief of Wil- 
liam A. Linn’s estate; 

An act (S. No. 31) explanatory of the eighth 
section of the actof Congress approved February 
28, 1859; 

An act (H. R. No. 557) to establish two Indian 
agencies in Nebraska Territory, and one in the 
Territory of New Mexico; : 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) to reduce the 
price of public printing; and i 

An act (H, R. No. 337) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Smith, of Coffee county, Tennessee. 


MESSAGE FROM TUE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by James BUCHANAN, his Pri- 


|| vate Secretary, informing the House that the Pres- 


ident did, on the 23d instant, apptove and sign 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 339) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1861; 

An act (H. R. No. 511) for the relief of E. 
George Squier, of New York; and 

AW act (H. R. No. 807) to authorize the re- 
issue of land warrants in certain cases, and for 
other purposes. 
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Also, communicating to the House several mes- 
sages in writing. 
COVODE COMMITTEE, 


The SPEAICER, by unanimous’ consent, laid | 


before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; 


To the House of Represeniatives 

In my message to the House of Representatives 
of the 28th of March last, I solemnly protested 
against the creation of a committee, at the head 
of which was placed my accuser, for the purpose 
of investigating whether the President had, “ by 
money, patronage, or other improper means, 
sought to influence the action of Congress, or any 
committee thereof, for or against the passage of 
any law appertaining to the rights of any State 
or Territory.” I protested against this because 
it was destitute of any specification; because it 


referred to no particular act, to enable the Presi- į 


dent to prepare for his defense; because it deprived 
him of the constitutional guards which, in com- 
mon with every citizen of the United States, he 
possesses for his protection, and because it as- 
gailed his constitutional independence as a coör- 
dinate branch of the Government, 

There is an enlightened justice as well as a beau- 
tiful symmetry in every part of the Constitution. 
This is conspicuously manifested in regard to im- 
peachments. The Honse of Representatives pos- 
gesses ‘ the sole power of impcachment;”’ the Sen- 
ate, *“ the sole power to try all impeachments;”’ 
and the impeachable offenses are “ treason, bribe- 
ry, or other high crimes or misdemeanors.” The 

ractice of the House from the earliest times 
had been in accordance with its own dignity, the 
rights of the accused, and the demands of justice. 
At the commencement of cach judicial investiga- 
tion which might lead to an impeachment, specific 
charges were always preferred, the accused had 
an opportunity of cross-examining the witnesses, 
and he was placed in full possession of the precise 
nature of the offense which he had to meet. An 


impartial and clevated standing committee was | 


charged with this investigation, upon which no 
member inspired with the ancient sense of honor 
and justice would have served, had he ever ex- 
pressed an opinion against the accused. Until 
the present occasion it wasnever decmed proper 
to transform the accuser into the judge, and to 
confer upon him the selection of his own com- 
mittee. 

The charges made against me, in vague and 
general terms, were of such a faise and atrocious 
character that I did not entertain a moment’s ap- 
prehension for the result. 
to every principle instilled into me from my youth, 
and every practice of my life; and I did not be- 
lieve it possible that the man existed who would 
so basely perjure himself as to swear to the truth 
of any such accusations. In this conviction I am 
informed I have not been mistaken. 

In my former protest, therefore, I truly and 
emphatically ‘declared that it was made for no 
reason personal to myself; but because the pro- 
cecdings of the House were in violation of the 
rights of the codrdinate executive branch of the 
Government, subversive of its constitutional inde- 
pendence, and, if unresisted, would establish a 
precedent dangerous and embarrassing to all my 
successors. Notwithstanding all this, if the com- 


mittee had not transcended the authority conferred | 
upon it by the resolution of the House of Repre- | 


sentatives, broad and general as this was, I should 
have remained silent upon the subject. What 1 
now chargeis, thatthey have acted as though they 
possessed unlimited power, and, without any war- 
-rant whatever in the resolution under which they 
were appointed, have pursued a course not merely 
at war with the constitutional rights of the Exec- 
utive, but tending to degrade the presidential office 
itself to such a degree as to render it unworthy of 
the acceptance of any man of honor or principle. 

The resolution of the House, so far as it is ac- 


cusatory of the President, isconfined toan inquiry ! 


whether he had used corrupt or improper means 
to influence the action of Congress, or any of its 
committees, on legislative measures pending be- 
fore them—nothing more, nothing less. [have 
not learned through the newspapers, or in any 
other mode, that the committee have touched the 
other accusatory branch of the resolution, charg- 
ing the President with a violation of duty in fail- 
ing to execute some law or laws, This branch 


They were abhorrent | 


| the President. 
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of the resolution is, therefore, out of the question. 
By what authority, then, have the committee un- 


- dertaken to investigate the course of the President 


in regard to the convention which framed the Le- 
compton constitution? By what authority have 
they undertaken to pry into our foreign relations 
for the purpose of assailing him on account of the 


instructions given by the Secretary of State to: 


our minister in Mexico relative to the Tehuan- 
tepec route? By what authority have they in- 

uired into the causes of removal from office, and 
this from the parties themselves removed, with a 
view to prejudice his character, notwithstanding 
this power of removal belongs exclusively to the 
President under the Constitution, was so decided 
by the first Congress in the year 1789, and has 
accordingly ever sinte been exercised? There is 
in the resolution no pretext of authority for the 
committee to investigate the question of the print- 
ing of the Post Office blanks; nor is it to be sup- 


posed that the House, if asked, would have grant- | 


ed such an authority, because this question had 
been previously committed to two other commit- 
tees, onein the Senate and the other in the House. 
Notwithstanding this absolute want of power, the 
committee rushed into this investigation in ad- 
vance of all other subjects. 

The committee proceeded for months, from 22d 
March, 1860, to examine ex parte, and without 
any notice to myself, into every subject which 
could possibly affect my character. . Interested 
and vindictive witnesses were summoned and ex- 
amined before them; and the firstand only inform- 
ation of their testimony which, in almost every 
instance, I recéived, was obtained from the pub- 
lication of such portions of it as could injuriously 
affect myself in the New York journals. It mat- 
tered not that these statements were, so far as I 
have learned, disproved by the most respectable 
witnesses who happened to be on the spot. The 
telegraph was silent respecting these contradic- 
tions. It was a secret committee in regard to the 
testimony in my defense; butit was public in re- 
gard to all the testimony which could, by possi- 
bility, reflect on my character. The poison was 
left to produce its effect upon the public mind, 
whilst the antidote was carefully withheld. 

In their examinations, the committee violated 
the most sacred and honorable confidences ex- 
istingamong men. Private correspondence, which 
atruly honorable man would never even entertain 
a distant thought of divulging, was dragged to 
light. Different persons in official and confiden- 


i tial relations with myself, and with whom it was 


supposed I might have held conyersations the 
revelation of which would do me injury, weré 
examined. Even members of the Senate and 
members of my own Cabinet, both my constitu- 
tional advisers, were called upon to testify, for 
the purpose of discovering something, if possible, 
to my discredit. 

The distribution of the patronage of the Gov- 
ernment is by far the most disagreeable duty of 
Applicants are so numerous, and 
their applications are pressed with such eagerness 
by their friends, both in and out of Congress, that 
the selection of one for any desirable office gives 
offense to many. Disappointed applicants, re- 
moved officers, and those who for any cause, real 
or imaginary, had become hostile to the Adminis- 
tration, presented themselves, or were invited by 
a summons to appear before the committee. These 
are the most dangerous witnesses. Even with 
the best intentions, they are so influenced by 

rejudice and disappointment that they almost 
inevitably discolor truth. They swear to their 
own version of private conversations with the 


President without the possibility of contradiction. į 
i} the hosts of disappointed ofiice-hunters, removed 


His lips are sealed, and he is left at their mercy. 
He cannot, as coordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment, appear before a committee of investigation 
to contradict the oaths of such witnesses. Every 
coward knows that he can employ insulting lan- 
guage against the President with impunity, and 
every false or prejudiced witness can attempt to 
swear away his character before such a committee 
without the fear of contradiction. 

Thus, for months, whilst doing my best at one 


| end of the avenue to perform my high and re- 


sponsible duties to the country, has there been a 
committee of the House of Representatives in 
session at the other end of the avenue spreading 
a dragenet, without the shadow of authority fram 
the House, over the whole Union, to catch any 


tom ee 


| 


| the people, with an intrepi 


disappointed man willing to malign my charactéry: 
and-all this in secret conclave: The Hon’s: mouth: 
at Venice, into which. secret denunciations were; 
dropped, is:an apt illustration-of the Covode com-, 
mittee. The Star Chamber, tyrannical and odious 
as it was, never proceeded in such- a manner. 
For-centuries there has been nothing: like it.in 
any civilized country, except. the revolutionary: 
tribunal of France inthe days of Robespierres; 
Now, I undertake. to state and to prove, that). 
should the proceedings of the committee be sanc- 
tioned-by the House, and becomea precedent for; 
future times, the balance of the Constitution, wHE 
be entirely upset, and there will.no longer remain. 
the three codrdinate and independent branches:of - 
the Government—legislative, executive, and judi? 
cial. The worst fears of the patriots and states- 
men who framed the Constitution, in-regard: to. 
the usurpations of the legislative on the executive 
and judicial branches, will then be realized. : Iv 
the language of Mr. Madison, speaking on: this 
very subject, in the forty-eighth number of the 
Federalist: ‘In a representative Republic, where 
the executive magistracy is-carefully limited both, 
in the extent and duration of its power, and where 
the legislative power is exercised by an assembly 
which is inspired by a supposed influence over 
desandenes in itsown 
strength; which is sufficiently numerous to-feel 
all the passions which actuate a multitude, yet not 
so numerous as to be incapable of pursuing the 
objects of its passions by means which reason. prez 
scribes; it is against the enterprising ambition of 
this department that the people ought to indulge 
all their jealousy, aud exhaust all their precau- 
tions.”? And inthe expressive and pointed: lans 
guage of Mr. Jefferson, when speaking of the 
tendency of the legislative branch of Government 
to usurp therights of the weaker branches: “ The 
concentrating these in the same hands is‘precisely 
the definition of despotic government. It will be 
no alleviation that these powers will be exercised 
by a plurality of hands, and not by a single one. 
One hundred and seventy-three despots would 
surely be as oppressive as one. Let those who 
doubt it turn hee eyes on the Republic of Ven- 
ice. As little willit avail us that they are chosen 
by ourselves. An elective despotism was not the 
Government we fought for; but one which should 
not only be founded on free principles, but in 
which the powers of government should be so 
divided and balanced among several bodies of 
magistracy as that no-one: could tranggend. their 
legal limits without being effectually checked and 
controlled by the others.”’ pepe : 
Should the proceedings of the Covode commit- 
tec become a precedent, both the letter and spirit 
of the Constitution will be violated. One-of the 
three massive columns on which the whole super- 
structure rests will be broken down. | Instead of 
the executive being a codrdinate, it will become 
a subordidate branch of the Government. The 
presidential office will be dragged into the dust. 
The House of Representatives will then have ren- 
dered the Executive almost necessarily subser- 
vient to its wishes instead of being: independent: 
How is it possible that two powers in the State 
can be codrdinate and independent of each other, 
if the one claims and exercises the power to: re- 
prove and to censure all the official acts and all 
the private conversations of the other—and_ this 
upon ex parte testimony before a secret inquisi- 
torial committee; in short, to assuine a gencral 
censorship over the other? The idea is as absurd 
in public as it would be in private life, Should 
the President attempt to assert and maintain his 
own. independence, future Covode committees 
may dragoon him into submission by collecting 


officers, and those who desire to live upon. the 
public Treasury, which must follow in the wake of 
every Administration, and they in secret conclave 
will swear away his reputation. 

Under such circumstances he must be a very 
bold man should he not surrender at discfetion, 
and consent to exercise his authority according to 
the will of those invested with this terrific power. 
The sovereign people of the several States have 
elected him to the highest and most honorable 
office in the world. He is their only direct rep- 
resentative in the Government, By their Cansti, 
tution they have made him commander-inschief 
oftheir Armyand Navy. He represents them in 
their intercourse with foreign nations... Clothed 
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ith-abeir: dignity and authority, he: occupies a j 
proud position before all nations, civilized and sav- 

se; With the consent of the Senate, he appoints 
ait important officers of the Government. He 
exercises the veto power,and to that extent con- 
trols the legislation of Congress.’ For the per- 
formante.of these high duties he is responsible to 
the people of the. several States, and’ not in any 
devree'to the House of Representatives. 
- Shall he surrender these high powers conferred | 
ntative of the American 


upon him as the represe 
people; for'their benefit, to the House, to be ex- 
ercised-under their overshadowing inflaence and 
-gontrol?: “Shall he alone, of all the citizens of the 
United States, be denied a fair trial?” Shall he 
alone not:be ‘informed of the- nature and cause 
of the accusation” against him? Shall he alone 
not “be confronted with the witnesses”’ against 
him? Shall the House of Representatives, usurp- 
ing the powers of the Senate, proceed to try the 
President, through the agency of a secret com- 
mittee of the body where itis impossible he can 
make-any defense, and then, without affording 
himan opportunity of being heard, pronounce a 
judgment of censure against-him? The very same 
rule ‘might be applied, for the very same reason, 
toevery judge of every courtof the United States. 
From’ what part of the Constitution is this terri- 
ble secret inquisitorial power derived? No such 
express power exists. From which of the enu- 
merated powers can it be inferred? Tt is true, the 
House. cannot pronounce the formal judgment 
against him of “removal from office; but they 
can, by their judgment of censure, asperse his 
reputation, and thus, to the extent of their influ- 
ence, render the oflice contemptible. An example 
is at hand of the reckless manner in which this 
power of censure can be employed in high party 
times. ‘The House, on a recent occasion, have 
attempted to degrade the President by adopting 
the resolution of Mr. Joun Surrman, declaring 
that he, in conjunetion with the Secretary of the 
Navy, “by receiving and considering the party 
relations of bidders for contracts, and the cflect of 
awarding contracts upon pending elections, have 
gct an example dangerous to the public safety, 
and deserving the reproof of this House.” 

i It will scarcely be credited that the sole pretext 
for this vote of censure was the simple fact that 
in disposing of the numerous letters of every 
imaginable character which | daily reecive, I had, 
jn the usual course of business, referred a letter 
from Colonel Patterson, of Philadelphia, in rela- 
tion to a contract, to the attention of the Secre- 
tary.of the Navy, the head of the appropriate 
Department, without expressing or intimating 
any opinion whatever on the subject; and, to make 
the. matter, if possible, still plainer, the Secretary 
had informed the committee that “< the President 
did not in any manner interfere in this case, nor has 
he in any other case of contract since I have been in 
the Depariment.’? The absence of all proof to sus- 
tain this attempt to degrade the President, whilst 
it manifests the venom of the shaft aimed at him, 
has destroyed the vigor of the bow. 

. To return after this digression. Should the 
House, by the institution of Covede committees, 
votes of censure, and other devices to harass the 
President, reduce him to subservience to thcir 
wil, and render him their creature, then the well- 
balanced Government which our fathers framed 
willbe annihilated. . This conflict has already 
been commenced in earnest by the House against 
the Executive. A bad precedent rarely if ever 
dies, « Itawill, I fear, be pursacd in the time of 
my successors, no matter what may be their po- 
litical: character. Should secret committees be 
appointed, with unlimited authority to range over 
all the words and actions, and if possible the very 
thoughts of the President, with a view to discover 
something in his past life prejudicial to his char- 
acter from parasites and informers, this would be 
an ordeal which scarcely any mere man since the 
fall ediild endure. It would be to subject him to 
areign of terror from which the stoutestand purest 
heart might shrink, I have passed triumph- | 
antly through this ordeal, My vindication is 
complete ‘The committee have reported no res- 
elation looking to an impeachment against me; 
no resolution of censure; not even a resolution 
Bove out any abuscs in any of the Executive | 

guar 


iments of the Government to be. corrected 


This is the highest commenda- 


By'iewie)ation. 
t id be bestowed on the heads of | 


tion Which cox 


these Departments. The sovereign people of the 
States will, however, I trust, save my successors, 
whoever they maybe, from. any such ordeal. 


They are frank, bold, and honest. ‘They. detest- 


dclators and informers. J therefore,.in the name 
and as the representative of this great people, and 
standing upon the ramparts of the Constitution 
which they.‘ have ordained and established,” do 
solemnly protest against these unprecedented and 
unconstitutional proceedings. ‘ 

There wasstill another committee raised by the 
House on the 6th March last, on motion of Mr. 
Hoarn, to which I had not the slightest objec- 
tion. The resolution creating it was confined to 
specific charges which I have ever since been 
ready and willing to meet. *I have at all times 
invited and defied fair. investigation upon consti- 
tutional principles. 1 have received no notice 
that this committee have ever proceeded to the 
investigation. 

Why should the House of Representatives de- 
sire to encroach on the other departments of the 
Government? Their rightful powers are ample for 
every legitimate purpose. They are the impeach- 
ing body. In their legislative capacity it is their 
most wise and wholesome prerogative to institute 
rigid examinations into the manner in which all 
departments of the Government are conducted, 
with a view to reform abuses, to promote econ- 
omy, and to improve every branch of administra- 
tion. Should they find reason to believe, in the 
course of their cxaminations, that any grave 
offense had been committed by the President, or 
any officer of the Government, rendering it proper, 
in their judgment, to resort to impeachment, their 
‘course would be plain. They would then trans- 
fer the question from their legislative to their ac- 
cusatory jurisdiction, ane take care that, in all 
the preliminary judicial proceedings preparatory 
to the vote of articles of impeachment, the accused 
should enjoy the benefit of cross-cxamining the 
witnesses, and all the other safeguards with which 
the Constitution surrounds every American citi- 
zen. 

If, in a legislative investigation, it should ap- 
pear that the public interest required the removal 
of any officer of the Government, no President 
has everexisted who, after giving him a fair hear- 
ing, would hesitate to apply the remedy. 

his { take to be the ancient and well estab- 
lished practice. An adherence to it will best pro- 
mote the harmony and the dignity of the inter- 
course between the coérdinate branches of the 
Government, and render us all more respectable, 
both in the eyes of our own countrymen and of 


foreign nations. JAMES BUCHANAN. 
Wasurncron, June 22, 1860. 


Mr. STANTON. The late period of the ses- 
sion at which this extraordinary document is pre- 
sented to the House of Representatives prevents 
any discussion upon it. It will be spread upon 
the archives of the nation. The source from which 
it comes demands for it arespectful consideration 
and treatment; and if the doctrine that it lays 
down, of executive immunity from all supervis- 
ion upon the part of the Representatives of the 
people, except in the nature of an impeachment, 
be well founded, then this Government is a very 
different machine from what I had supposed. { 
did suppose that the President, as well as Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress, were re- 


“sponsible to the people; that it was essential, to 


make that responsibility worth any anything, to 
enable the people to pass npon the action of the 


President as well as of Congresses, that there | 


should be somewhere a power to investigate the 
official conduct of the President as well as of Con- 
gress. ‘The people have the right to know the ac- 
tion, seeret and public, of all public functionaries, 
that they may hold them responsible, through the 
ballot-boxes, for the manner in which they dis- 
charge their official duties. 

But, sir, we cannot now 
and with a view of giving ita careful considera- 
tion, with the permission of the House, I will 


| move that this message, for the purpose of dis- 
| cussing the constitutional questions involved in it, 


and not the yituperation and personal bad taste 
exhibited in it, be referred to a select committee 
of five, with power to report to the next session 
of Congress, and that the message be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will not 
call the previous question. 


. . « | 
discuss this subject; 
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Mr. STANTON. If we have time to discuss 
it, I have no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
makes the point upon this message that the Pres- 
ident of the United States asserts an immunity 
from responsibility to the House of Representa- 
tives. T'he principle of accountability which he 
suggests applies alike to the President and all 
other officers, and to every citizen of the United 
States. The President is responsible for every 
violation of the law and. dereliction of duty, but 
he’ is responsible. according to the laws of the 
land... He has distinctly announced his responsi- 
bility for every violation of the lawand disregard 
of duty according to those laws. We expect the 
President and every other officer to stand account- 
able for violations of the Jaw, and to be tried ac~ 
cording to law, whenever he or they violate the 
laws of the land. So we expect every private 
citizen to perform the duties of a citizen, and to . 
stand responsible to the law for its violation; but 
we have guarantied to the citizen the right to be 
tried. according to the laws of the land. He may 
kill his fellow man; he may rob and despoil him 
of his property; buthe is not expected to be taken 
up by a mob, or by any organized body of men 
in an informal manner, to be tried and condemned 
and executed by his accusers. The most flagrant 
outlaw and miscreant that ever degraded human- 
ity is entitled to a fair and impartial trial ac- 
cording to the laws of the land-which he has 
violated. It would shock the sense of public 
justice, and it would bea disregard of all law 
to punish even such a character as that, to be 
tried in the manner in which the President of the 
United States has been tried and condemned by 
the committee against whose action he here pro- 
tests. If he has violated the law, he is liable to 
impeachment. If he has transcended his duty 
in any respect, he is liable to be arraigned upon 
charges fairly made; and if proven so as to sat- 
isfy the House of his probable guilt, articles of 
impeachment may be preferred, sent. to the Sen- 
ate of the United States, and there he may be tried 
according to law. He can then confront his ac- 
cusers, introduce his witnesses for his own de- 
fense, and can have a fair trial; and he would have 
that security for the integrity of his position, the 
preservation of his character and of ie constitu- 
tional rights, and thus prevent so flagrant a shock 
to the Constitution, and so flagrant an injustice to 
the great head of the nation, as has been inflicted 
by the proceedings of this Covode committee, 
withouta specific charge, without the privilege or 
defchse, or of confronting the witnesses against 
him, or any of the rights that would have beer 
granted to the poorest, humblest, meanest citizen 
of the United States... I have said this much in 
reply to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Sranron.} 
But there is not time to discuss these questions, 
as we must adjoin in a few minutes. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, we have 
but two hours of the session remaining. There 
is no time now to discuss the questions involved 
in this message. Indeed, sir, in my jedgment, 
the President needs no defense. He has come 
out of the fiery ordeal unscathed; and he stands 
before the country to-day without fear and with- 
out reproach, occupying a prouder, loftier, no- 
bler position than ever before, illustrious as have 
have been his services to the country. 

Now, sir, as I remarked, there is not time to 
discuss this message. I therefore move to refer 
it to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; where, at the next session of Con- 
gress, gentlemen can discuss it, if they desire to 
do so. I call the previous question on that mo- 
tion. i 

Mr. OLIN sought the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi will see how unjust it will be to deprive 
the only gentleman in the House, who was a 
member of the Covode committee, of an oppor- 
tunity to say a word. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Sranton] discussed the question to a greater 
extent than I did. 

Mr. SHERMAN, He was nota member of 
the committee. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. There has been as much 
said upon one side as the other. There is only 
an hour and three quarters of the session left, and 
there is no time to discuss it. : 

My.SHERMAN. We have nothing else to do. 


1860. 
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Mr. BARKSDALE. There are several bills 
to be acted on, and one of them avery important 
one. I insist on my demand for the previous 
question, If the House intends to discuss the 
message, they can vote down the previous ques- 
tion. à é $ 

Mr. HATTON. Į hope it will be voted down. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise toa priv- 
ileged question. 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
Post Office deficiency appropriation bill have met, 
and, after full conference, have been unable to 
agree. 

Mr. PHELPS. J ask the gentleman to permit 
me tosubmit a motion to recede, and Ict a vote be 
taken upon it. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Iam going to 
make a motionmyself. The managers on the part 
of the. House have unanimously instructed me to 
make a motion to the House, and to ask unani- 
mous concurrence init, with a view to save the 
bill. I will state the effect of it, and then send it 
to the Clerk tobe read. The effect of it will be 
to restore the Isabel route, giving the contract to 
the lowest bidder, and also to restore.one other 
steamboat route, from Galena to St. Paul, onthe 
same terms. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. Only those two? 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Only those two. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan that there are some other 
routes in the country of equal importance as these 
on which service ought to be restored, and 1 do 
not understand why these two routes should be 
made an exception. 

Mr. GROW. They are the only steamboat 
routes that have been cut off. 

The Clerk then read Mr. Howarn’s proposi- 
tion, as follows: 

At the end of the following amendment of the Senate: 
And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized and 
required to advertise for proposals, aud contract with the 
lowest responsible bidder or bidders, for the transportation 
of the United States mail, in steamships, from Charleston, 
South Carolina, by Savannah, Georgia, and Key West, 
Florida, to Havana, in Cuba, and back, twice a month, or 
oftener, from the Ist day of July, 1860, to the 80th of June, 
1864, inclusive, ata sun notto exceed $50,000 per annum,” 
add as follows: 

Provided, That said service shall be performed in the 
same time as was prescribed in the schedule time in the 


„contract for the service of the steamer isabel; and the Post- 


master General is hereby further required to advertise for 
proposals, and contract with the lowest responsible bidder 
or bidders, for the transportation of the mails on route thir- 
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teen thousand five huudred and. one, (13501) on steam- | 


boats, during the season of navigation from said Ist day 
of July, 1860, to June 30, 1663, inclusive, at a sum not to 
excced the sum paid for doing the same service prior to 
April 16, 1859; and the said service shali be performed in 
the same time as was required to be performed prior to the 
said 16th day of April, 1859 ; and the Postmaster Gencral is 
hereby authorized and directed to pay for the actual service 


performed by tha said steamer Isabel, from Charleston to | 
Havana, previous to the passage of this act, at the same. | 


rate of compensation as was provided in the contract for 
that service. - 

2. And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to re- 
examine the causes for discontinuance or curtailment of the 
postal service ou inland routes since the 4th day of March, 
1859, and to restore all such parts of the said service as can 
be restored with due regard to the public interest and the 
circumstances of each case ; whether such discontinuance 
or curtailment was upon contracts yet in force, or has taken 
effect upon the making of new contracts; and wherever 
service has been actually performed by the contractor upon 
any curtailed route, notwithstanding the order of curtail- 
ment, the Postmaster General shalt pay for the same, as if 
no such order had been made, deducting from such pay- 
ment any allowance received by the contractor on account 
of the curtailment of the service under his contract: Pro- 
vided, however, That the Postmaster General shall be sat- 
isficd, from the testimony before him, that the service for 
which compensation is above provided was performed in 
good faith, and in advancement of the public interests : 
And provided further, That no compensation shall be.made 
for any such service performed after the 1st day of August 
next. And to enable the Postmaster General to carry this 
provision into effect, thewsum of $309,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary tor the purpose, is hereby ap- 
propriated: Provided, however, That the restoration or in 
erease of service hereby contemplated should be with the 
assent of the contractor in each case, or in pursuance ofthe 
terms of his contract: nd provided furthermore, also, 
That this appropriation shall be construed to embrace the 
appropriations made by the joint resolution “ for the relief 
of the contractors of the Post Office Department,” approved 
Marel 28, 1860. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon 
the adoption of the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri, that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendmenis of the Senate, 

Mr. GROW. Iwill state that the amendment 
proposed by the committee of conference is sub- 


stantially the proposition of the Senate commit- 
tee. It would have been ‘first presented in the 
Senate, but for the fact that the papers are here. 


-It is the proposition of Senator Yutre; and will, 


without doubt, be adopted in the Senate. 

{A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate have passed, without 
amendment, a bill of this House amendatory of 
an act granting public lands, inalternate sections, 
to the State of Mississippi, to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads in said State, approved August 
11, 1856.] i 

_ Mr. GROW. I now call for the`previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was scconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. PHELPS called for tellers on the motion 
to recede. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Parres, and 
Wasusurne of Illinois, were appointed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I call for 
the yeas and nays. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
affirmative—yeas 82, nays 65; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Allen, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Barr, Bingham, Blake, Bonham, Boyce, Brabson, 


Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 


Jolin G; Davis, Fiorence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Gooch, | 


John T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hill, Houston, William 
Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jones, Keitt, Kilgore, Lan- 
drum, Larrabee, Leake, Love, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, 
Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, McKnight, Me- 
Queen, MeRae, Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Edward 
Joy Morris, Nelson, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Rice, Riggs, Ruffin, 
Rust, Scott, Sherman, Singteton, William Smith, William 
N.I. Smith, Stanton, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Under- 
wood, Vance, Verree, Wade, Webster, Winslow, and 
Wright—-22. 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Fran- 


cis P, Blair, Samuel S. Blair, Brayton, Button, Burlin- | 


game, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Colfax, Corwin, Delano, Duell, Dum, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Ferry, Foster, Frauk, Grow, 
Hale, Hoard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. Leach, Loomis, Marston, Me- 
Kean, McPherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Niblack, 
Olin, ‘Palmer, Porter, Potter, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Scranton, Sedgwick, Spinner, Stout, Tappan, Tieaker, 
Vandever, Van Wyek, Walton, Eliku B. Washburne, Es- 
rael Washburn, Wells, Woodruff, and Woodsou--65. 


So the House receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate. 

Before the vote was announced, : 

Mr. JACKSON stated that he had paired with 
Mr. FENTON. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacu, of 


North Carolina, had paired with Mr. KILLINGER. | 
Mr. BRANCH stated that he had just come į 


from a sick room, and asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to vote. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, objected. 


Mr. KUNKEL stated that he had paired with | 


Mr. Woop. 
-The vote was then announced as above re- 
corded. 
Mr. PERRY. Irise to a privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
concurred in the amendments of the Senate. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I call for the 
yeas and nays on that motion, 
The yeasand pays were not ordered. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, called for 
tellers on the yeas and nays. 
‘Tellers were not ordered. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, called for | 


tellers on the motion to reconsider, 
Tellers were not ordered, 
The motion to reconsider was disagreed to. 
PAY OF FOLDERS. 

Mr. BABBITT. 
of the House to refer a resolution to the Commit- 
tee of Accounts. It will not take a minute. 

Mr. STANTON. I call for the regular order 
of business. 


PRESIDENT’S PROTEST—AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is on seconding the previous question on 
edtinmitting the protest of the President, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. R 

The motion of Mr. BarkspaLe to refer to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
was disagreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 


Task the unanimous consent | 


| 
j 
l 
i 
i 
i 
i 


SrAnTON to refer to a select committee of five; 
with leave’ to report at any time ät the next aes 
sion of Congress, and that the protest be printed; 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, called for'the yeas 
and nays upon the motion.: eae 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 2 i05 
Mr.. WASHBURNE, of Hhnois, ‘called: for 
tellers on the- yeas and nays. => TAFE 
Telers wére not ordered: ee RDS 
The protest was accordingly referred to'a sel 
committees: barn pA t ESE 
Mr. STANTON moved that the vote by which 
the protest was referred to a select committee be 
reconsidered; and also‘moved that the motión ‘to 


reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPRO PRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States: DE hae te 


To the House of Representatives: 

I have approved and signed ‘the bill entitled 
“An act making.appropriation for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1861. í : : 

In notifying the House of my approval of this 
bill, I deem it proper, under the peculiar circum- 
stances: of the caso, to make a few explanatory 
observations, so that. m 
after be misunderstood. i 

Ampid a great variety of important appropria- 
tions, this bil] contains an-appropriation ‘*for. 
the completion of the Washington aqueduct, 
$500,000, to be expended according to the plans 
and estimates of Captain Meigs, and under his 
superintendence; provided that the office. of engi~ 
neer of the Potomac water works is hereby abol- 
ished, and its duties shall hereafter be discharged 
by the chief engineer of the Washington aque- 
dust.. To this appropriation, for a wise and 
beneficial object, I have not the last objection. 
Tt is true ] had reason to believe, when the last 
appropriation was made of $800,000, on the 12th 
June, 1858, “for the completion of the Washington 
aqueduct,” this would have been sufficient for the 
purpos:. [tis now discovered, however, that it 
will require $500,000 more ‘for the completion of 
the Washington aqueduct,” and this ought to be 
granted, . 

The Captain Meigs to whom the bill refers is 
Montgomery C. Meigs, a captain in the corps of 
engineers of the Army of the United States, who 
has superintended this work from its commence- 
ment, under the authority of the late and present 
Secretary of War. 

Had this appropriation been made ‘in the usual 
form, no difficulty could have arisen upon it. This 
bill, however, annexes a declaration to the appro- 
priation that the money is to be expended under 
the superintendence 6f Captain Meigs. 

The first aspect in which this clause presented 
itselfto my mind was thatitinterfered with the right 
of the President to be “Commandér-in-Chief ofthe 
Army.and Navy of the United States.” If this had 
really beenthecase,there would lave been anendto 
the question. Upon further examination, ldeemed 
it impossible that Congress could have intended 
to interfere with the clear right of the President 
to command the Army and to order its officers to 
any duty he might deem most expedient for the 
public interest. If they could withdraw an offi- 
cer from the command of the President, and select 
him for the performance of an executive duty, 
they might, upon the ‘same principle, annex to an 
appropriation to carry on a war a condition re- 
quiring it not to be uscd for the defense of the 
country, unless a particular person of its own 
selection should command the Army. It was im- 

ossible that Congress could have had such an 
intention, and therefore, according to my. con- 
struction of the clause in question, it merely des- 
ignated Captain Meigs as its preference for the 
work, without intending to deprive the President 
of the power to order him to any other Army 
duty for the performance of which he might con- 
sider him better adapted. Still, whilst this clause 
may not be, and | believe is not, a violation of the 
Constitution, yet, how destructive it would be to 
all proper subordination, and how demoralizin 
its effect upon the morale of the Army, if it shoul 
become a precedent for future legislation. Officers 
might then be found, instead of performing their 


| appropriate duties, besieging the Halls of Con- 


y course. may not here- 


June 25, 


gress forthe purpose of obtaining special favors 
and choice places by legislative enactment... Under 
these citcumstanecs, Ihave deemed it but fairto 
inform Congress that, whilst I do not consider 
the bill unconstitutional, this is only. becanse, in 
my, opinion, Congress did not intend, by the-lan- | 
guage which they have employed, to. interfere 
with my absolute authority to order Captain 
Meigs to any. other service 1. might deem expe- 
dient. My perfect right still remains, notwith- 
standing the clause, tosend him away from Wash- 
ington. to any part of the Union to superintend 
the erection of a fortification or on any other 
approprinte duty. . . , 
thas been alleged, I think without sufficient 
cause, that this clause is unconstitutional, because 
it has created a new office, and has appointed 
Captain Meigs to perform its duties. If it had 
done this it would have been a clear question, be- 
cause Congress have no right to appoint to any 
office, this being. specially conferred upon the 
President and Senate. [t is-evident that Congress 
intended nothing more by this clause than to ex- 
press a decided opinion that Captain Meigs should 
e continued in the employment to which he had 
been previously assigned by competent authority. 
Itis not improbable that another question of 
grave- importance mayarisc out of this clause. Is 
the appropriation conditional, and will it fall pro- 
vided I do not deem it proper that it shall be 
expended under the superintendence of Captain 
Meigs? This. is a question which shall receive 
serious consideration; because upon its decision 
may depend whether the completion of the water- 
works shall’ be arrested for another season. Itis 
not probable that Congress could have intended 
that this greatand important work should depend 
upon the various casualities and vicissitudes in- 
cident to the natural or official life of a single 
officer of the Army. This would be to make the 
work subordiyate to the man, and not the man to 
the work, and to reverse our great axiomatic rule 
of “Principles, not-men.”’?. 1 desire to express 
no opinion upon the subject. Should the ques- 
tion ever arise, it shall have my serious consider- 


BHO? JAMES BUCHANAN, 
WASHINGTON, 26th June, 1860. 


The message was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr, Parton, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill of this 
House to establish certain post routes, with sun- 
dry amendments; in. which he was directed toask 
the concurrence of the House. 

Mr. COLFAX. Task that that bill be taken 
up for consideration; and Iwill then move that 
the session-be exteuded for one hour. 

Mr. BABBITT:. i object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are ninety-nine 
amendments to that bill,and I will never consent 
that we shall, at this hour of the session, under- 
take to consider them. 

Mr. COLPAX. There are not ninety-nine 
amendments. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN, | call for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. Iwant to see who, at this 
stage of the session, will vote to take up for con- 
sideration as important a bill as that. i 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The Senate have 
placed upon this bill amendments appropriating 
$500,000. ‘This is no time to consider them. 

Mr. COLFAX. [desire to state that there is | 
but a single amendment which can provoke de- 
bate, and that the House may dispose of by con- 
curring or non-concurring, as they may see fit. 
And now, fask the chairman of the Committee | 
of Ways and Means whether he is willing, by || 
filibusering, to defeat so important a measure of |! 
legislation ? i 

“Mr. SHERMAN, The Senate have had this | 
bill before them for months, and now, when they | 
bring itto usin the last hour of the session, Í am || 
not willing to consider it. 

: ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled bills, reported that. the committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled an ‘act (H. R. 
No, 812) to amend an act entitled “An act grant- 
ing public lands in alternate sections to the State |i 


; intendent of Indians affairs for Washington 
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of Mississippi, to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in said State,” approved August 11, 1856; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. COLFAX, Fdo not justify the Senate in 
sending this bill te the House at this late hour of 
the session.’ I have been pleading with them for 
weeks to send it here sooner. It is public busi- 
ness, and weare paid to do it. We are paid by 
the year to consider the public business, and we 
ought to doit. I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means whether, when he is 
paid $3,000 a `year, he is disposed to fillibuster to 
prevent the transaction of the public business? 
[Cries of Good!” from the Democratic benches.] 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to stay here 


| until December next, for the transaction of the 


public business. What I have already done is 
carnest of my willingness in that regard. But 
here is a bill returned to us in the last hour of the 
session, by the Senate, loaded down with nine- 


ty-nine amendments, some of them involving | 


$500,000. How absurd it is, just as the Speaker 
is to adjourn the Housc, under an order of both 
Houses, to ask us.to take up, consider, and pass 
upon ninety-nine amendments. No harm can be 
done by letting the bill and amendments go over 
until the next session. It is the post route bill, 
and it is not usual to pass it oftener than once in 
every two years. And why, sir, should we es- 
tablish new routes when the Post Office Depart- 
ment has persistently refused to put service on 
roads already established? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
discussion. 


Mr. COLFAX. I desire only to state a word 


| in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. No post 


route bill has been passed for.a year or two, and 
the consequence now is, that there are no new 
post routes in the frontier regions, My friend 
from Ohio voted to recede from the proposition of 
the House restoring service upon existing routes. 
I voted against receding, but the majority of the 
House overruled me. { submitted, as I always 
do, when the majority of the House are against 
me. Lam willing to stay here until December. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam in favor of proceeding to 
the consideration of those amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object to 
discussion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 94, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Mossrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
Ashley, Avery, Barksdale, Francia P. Blair, Blake, Bon- 
ham, Branch, Bristow, Bufiinton, Burch, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Carey, Case, Clopton, John Cochrane, Colfax, 
Cox, Crawtord, Curtis, John G. Davis, Delano, Dimmick, 
Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Euglish, Etheridge, Perry, Florence, 
Foster, Frank, Gartreil, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Guricy, 
Hale, Jobn T. Harris, Helmick, Wiliam foward, Hughes, 
Jones, Junkin, Keitt, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Lan- 
drum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Loomis, Love, Marston, 
McClernand, MePherson, MeRae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, 
Morse, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Reagan, 
Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Rufin, Scott, 
Scranton, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
Spinner, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stout, Tappan, 
Theaker, Underwood, Vallandighain, Vance, Israel Wash- 
burn, Winslow, Woodruff, Woodson, and Wright—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. Babbitt, Barr, Bingham, Samuel S. Blair, 

Boyce, Brabsou, Brayton, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carter, Horace F. Clark, Cobb, Corwin, Burton Craige, 
Davidson, H. Winter Davis, Duell, Ely, J. Morrison Harris, 
Hatton, Hill, Hoard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, Kil- 
gore, DeWitt U. Leach, Longnecker, Mallory, Charles D. 
Martin, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McQueen, Millson, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Potter, Pugh, 
Quarles, Sedgwick, Sherman, Stanton, Stokes, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Bilihu B. Washburne, 
Webster, and Wels—55. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules, (two 
thirds not voting in favor thereof.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Patron, one of its clerks, notifying the 


| House that that body had concurred in the amend- 


ment of the House to the Senate bill No. 258, to 
grant to the parish of Point Coupee, Louisiana, 


| certain tracts of land in said parish; and had 


passed House bill No. 181, to provide fora su a 
et- 
ritory, and an additional Indian agent, with an 
amendment, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I ask the 
House to take up and concur in the Senate amend- 
ment to the last bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN objected. 


I object to | 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committce on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled an aer (S. No. 258) to grant 
to the parish of Point Coupee, Louisiana, certain 
tracts of land in said parish; and an act (H. R. 
No. 503) making further appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1860; when 
| the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President by 
Mr. Bucnawnan, his Private Secretary, notifying 
the House that he had approved and signed bills 
‘and a resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 337) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Smith, of Coffee county, Tennessec; 

An act (FI. R. No. 231) for the relief of Isaac 
i S. Smith, of Syracuse, New York; 

An act (H. R. No. 557) to establish two Indian 
agents in Nebraska, and onc in the Territory of 
New Mexico; 

An act (H. R. No. 503) making further appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
meny during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860; 
an 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 258) to reduce the 
price of the public printing. 


PAGES. 


Mr. BABBITT. Lask unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committees of Accounts are author- 
ized and required to settle and adjust the claims of any 
boys or pages after the organization of the House, and prior 
tothe arraugement of pages under the resolution of the 
House, not excecding five in number; and that said com- 
mittee are further authorized and directed to adjust the 
claims of the several piece book-folders appointed by the 
Doorkeeper of the House at the present session, and to 
allow each, not exceeding tweive in number, what may 
appear to said committee to be just and equitable; and thie 
accounts so adjusted shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House of Representatives. 


_ Mr. ALLEN objected. l 

Mr. BABBITT moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MAYNARD demanded the ycas and nays. 

Mr. SPINNER asked leave to make a word of 
explanation. 

Mr. BURNETT objected. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BABBITT. These persons have performed 
service for the House, and it would be a disgrace 
not to pay them. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 94, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, 
Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Samuel 8. Blair, Blake, Boyce, 
Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, But- 
terfield, Campbell, Case, Colfax, Corwin, Cox, Curtis, 
Delano, Diminick, Duct, Edwards, Eliot, Bly, Etheridge, 
Florence, Foster, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, J. Morrison Uarris, Hatton, Welmick, Hii}, William 
Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Huteb- 
ins, Junkin, Keitt, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Larrabee, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Leake, Longnecker, Loomis, Mallory, 
Marston, Charles D. Martin, McKean, McKnight, McPher- 
son, Moorhead, Morrili, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, 


FIS. 
Olin, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stout, Tappan, Theaier, Vance, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, BHibu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Webster, Wells, and Woodrutf—94. 

NAYS — Messrs: Allen, Avery, Barksdate, Brabson, 
Branch, Burch, Burnett, Carey, Cloptou, Cobb, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dunn, 
Edmundson, English, Garnett, Gartrelt, Jolm T, Harris, 
Houston, Jones, Landrum, Love, Maynard, MeClernand, 
McQueen, Niblack, Phelps, Porter, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, 
Riggs, Ruffin, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H, 
Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Underwood, 
Winslow, and Wright—44. 

So the rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 


in favor thereof.) 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parton, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had appointed Messrs. 
Bieter, HemruiLL, and Ten Eyck, committee 
to join with a committee appointed on the part 
of the House, to wait on the President of the 
United States, and inform him that, if he had no 
further communication to make, both Houses 
were now ready to adjourn. 
| On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the Speaker 
was authorized to appoint the committee on the 
part of the House; and the Speaker accordingly 
appointed Messrs. Suerman, Hucues,and Carr 
! TER, such committee. 


rs 


PAGES-—AGAIN, 


Mr. BABBITT demanded the previous ques- 
tion on his resolution. f 

Mr. BURNETT moved that the House do now 
adjourn; and on that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays. í 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Irise to a privileged report. 
The committee appointed to wait upon the Pres- 
ident have’ discharged that duty, and he has di- 
Fected us to inform the House that he has no 


further communication to make. Further, he ex- ji 


presses his wishes for the health and prosperity 
of 
have a happy return to their labors in December 


next. 


the members of this House; and that they may | 


H 
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| The question was takep on Mr, BURNETT ’s mO- ; 
tion, and it was decided in the negative—yeas 11, 
nays 117; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Carey, Cobb, English, Gartrell, Jones, ` 
Riggs, Sherman, William Smith, Stevenson, Underwood, : 
and Winslow—1l. f ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Ashley, Avery, 
Babbitt, Bingham, Francis P. Blair, Samuel S. Bair, Blake, 
Bouligny, Brabson, Br@ich, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, 
Burch, Burlingame, Barnett, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, 
Case, Clopton, John Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Crawford, 
Curtis, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, Jolin G. Davis, Delano, 
Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Florence, 
Foster, Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Hale, J. Morrison 
Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hill, Hoard, 
Houston, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Junkiu, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt 
C. Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, Love, Mallory, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McCter- 


| 


‘| Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Isaac N. 


nand, McKean, McKnight,. McPherson, MoRo g s 
ret 

: Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton; Perry, 
‘Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, “Reagan, Rice, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, Rust, Scranton, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, James A. Stewart, Stokes,’ Stout, Tappan; 
Theaker, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wade, Walton, Eilihu B. Washburne, Israel 
: Washburn, Wells; and Woodu IET. 9 5 7S aT 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the reading of the names, the hour’of 
i twelve o’clock, m., having arrived, © 6 0) rs 
: The SPEAKER said: ‘Gentlemen, the hour? 


fixed by concurrent resolution of the two Houses ® 

for the adjournment of this: session of Congress 

having arrived, I declare the House of Repre- 
| sentatives adjourned; and in doing so, I bid the: 
| members an affectionate farewell. : ve 


SENATE 


—SPECIAL SESSION. 


SPECIAL SESSION. 


tO OP 
IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 26, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will 
come to order. The Secretary will read the proc- 
lamation of the President of the United States. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 
By the President of the United States of “America. 


A PROCLAMATION, 
. Whereas an extraordinary occasion has occurred render- 


ing it necessary and proper that the Senate of the United | 


States shall be convened to receive and act upon such com- 


munications as have been or may be made to it on the part | 


of the Executive: 

Now, therefore, T, James Bucwanan, President of the 
United States, do issue this my proclamation, declaring that 
an extraordinary occasion requires the Senate of the United 
States to convene for the transaction of business at the 
Capitol, in the city of Washington, on the 26th day of June 
instant, at twelve o’clock at noon of that day, of which all 
who shall then be entitled to act as members of that body 
are hereby required to take notice. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United 
States at Washington, this 25th day of June, anno 
Domini 1860, and of the independence of the 
United States the eighty-fourth. 

JAMES BUCHANAN. 


[xn s] 


By the President: 
Lew: Cass, Secretary of State. 


The following Senators were present: 

From the State of New Hampshire—Hon, John 
P. Hale. 

From the State of Massachusetts—Hon. Charles 
Sumner and Hon. Henry Wilson. 

yom the State of Rhode Island—Hon. Henry 

. Anthony and Hon. James F. Simmons. 

From the State of Connecticut—Hon. La Fayette 
§. Foster. 

From the State of Vermont--Hon. Jacob Colla- 
mer and Hon. Solomon Foot. 

From the State of New York—Hon. Preston 
King. 

From the State of New Jersey—Hon. John C. 
Ten Eyck and Hon. John R. Thomson. 

From the State of Pennsylvania—Hon. William 
Bigler. 


From the State of Delawarc—Hon. James A. 


Bayard and Hon. Willard Saulsbury. 

From the State of Maryland—Hon. Anthony 
Kennedy and Hon. James A. Pearce. 

From the State of Virginia—Hon. R. M. T. 
Hunter and Hon. James M. Mason. 

From the State of North Carolina—Hon. Thomas 
Bragg and Hon. Thomas L, Clingman. 


From the State of South Carolina—Hon. James ; 


Chestnut, jr., and Hon. James H. Hammond. 
From the State of Georgia—Hon. Alfred Iver- 
son and Hon. Robert Toombs. 


From the State of Kentucky—Hon. John J. Crit- | 


tenden and Hon. Lazarus W. Powell. 


From the State of Tennessee—Hon. Andrew John- | 


son and Hon. Alfred O. P. Nicholson. 

From the State of Ohio—Hon. George B. Pugh 
and Hon. Benjamin F. Wade. 

From the State of Louisiana—Hon. John Slidell. 

“rom the State of Indiana—Hon. Jesse D. Bright 
and Hon. Graham N. Fitch. 


From the State of Mississippi—Hon. Albert G. | 


Brown and Hon. Jefferson Davis. 


'and Hon. James Harlan. 


| Printing: 


| ten volumes, and a supplement to the first volume 


i From the State of Ilinois—Hon. Lyman Trum- 
ull. 
Fromthe State of Alabama—Hon. Benjamin Fitz- 
patrick. 

From the State of Maine—Hon. William Pitt 
Fessenden. 

From the State of Missouri—Hon. Trusten Polk. 

From the State of Arkansas—Hon. Robert W. 
Johnson and Hon. William K. Sebastian. 

From the State of Michigan—Hon. Zachariah 
Chandler. ` 

From the State of Florida—Hon. Stephen R. 
Mallory and Hon. David L. Yulee. 

From the State of Texas—Hon. John Hemphill 
and Hon. Louis 'T. Wigtall. 

From the State of Towwa—Hon. James W. Grimes 


From the State of Wisconsin—Hon. James R. 
Doolittle and Hon. Charles Durkee. 

From the State of California—Hon. William M. 
Gwin and Hon. Milton S. Latham. 

From the State of Minnesota—Hon. Henry M. 
Rice and Hon. Morton S. Wilkinson. 

From the State of Oregon—Hon. Joseph Lane. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. HALE. I ask leave to introduce the fol- 


lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the hour of meeting of the Senate be ten 
o’clock in the morning, until otherwise ordered. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MASON. I dare say that may be a very 
proper resolution; but I would suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator that we consider it at a later hour 
of the day. 

Mr. HALE. Let it lie over, if itis objected 


oO. ba 

Mr. MASON. 1 shall not object to it. 

Mr. HALE. If there is no objection, I hope 
it will be passed. My object was to expedite 
business. However, at the suggestion of Sena- 
tors, let it lie over. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORT. 


Mr. HALE. Ihave another resolution which 
I desire to have referred to the Committee on 


t 


Resolved, That the same number of the other volumes of 
additional copies of the eleventh volume, containing the 
aps and charts of the surveys fora railroad from the Mis- 
sissippi river to the Pacific ocean, be printed for the use of 
tlre Senate. 

I simply want to say that I hold in my hand 
the cleventh volume, which contains all the maps 
and charts. We have ordered the full number of 


twice the size of this; and we have only ordered 
the usual number of the eleventh and last vol- 
ume, which completes the set; so that there are 
no extra numbers for distribution. I simply ask 
the reference of the resolution to the Committee 
on Printing. 
It was so referred. 
BOX RENTS, ETC. 


Mr. HALE. Ihave another resolution which 


f desire to offer: 


certain and report to the Senate, early at the next session 
of Congress, the number and the names of the post offices 
where letters were delivered by carriers for the year ending 
30th June, instant; the number of letters thus delivered at 
each of said offices; the number of persons employed as 
carriers, and their respective compensations. Also, the 
number and the names of all the post offices where ‘box 
rent is collected; the aggregate amount of box rent ¢ol~ 
fected, and the rate per box charged at each of said post 
offices respectively. That he also ascertain and report 
whether any, and if so, what, extra charge is made at any 
of the post Offices for depositing in the same box letters for 
| more than one person; also, the maximum rate thus col- 
lected for the rent of a single box. That he also ascertain 
| whether preference or partiality is practised at any of the 
| post offices in distributing and delivering letters to box- 
| holders; and whether the practice exists at any of the post 
offices of neglecting to deliver letters to the persons to 
whose care they may be directed; and if it does, that he 
then report the cause of such neglect. 


Mr. YULEE. I object to the consideration of 
that resolution. s 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. Then it will lie 
| : 


over. an 
| PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 
| . Ordered, That Sheldon McKnight have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
_ Mr. BIGLER submitted the. following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con» 
sent, and agreed to: , 


Resolved, Thata committee of two members be appointed 
to wait on the President of the United States, and inform 
him that the Senate is assembled, and ready to receive any 
| communications he may be pleased to make. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee; 
and Mr. Bieter and Mr. Foor weré appointed. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MASON. For the dispatch of business 
of the session, } offer the following resolution. ‘It 
is the usual one at the commencement of an ex- 
ecutive session: 

Resolved, That the standing committees appointed atthe 
Jate session of Congress, be, and they are, reappointed for 
the present special session of the Senate. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
| consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I have another resolution with 
i the same view: 


| Resolved, That all business heretofore referred to the 
| > A 

standing committees of the Senate and pertaining to the 
business of the executive session and not reported. on or 
| otherwise definitely disposed of, be again referred to the 
said committees, respectively, with like power and author. 
| ity possessed by them at the late session. } : 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

i EXECUTIVE SESSION. f 

Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate preceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 
in the chair.) The Chair will state to the Senate 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to. as- 


that he was requested by the Vice President to 
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MESSAGE 
OF THE 


PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Fellow- Citizens of the Senate 
. and Fouse of Representatives: 

Our deep and heart-felt gratitude is due to that 
Almighty Power which has bestowed. upon us 
such varied and. numerous blessings throughout 
the past year. The generai health of the country 
has been excellent; our harvests have been un- 
usually plentiful, and prosperity smiles throughout 
the land. Indeed, notwithstanding our demerits, 
we have much reason to believe, from the past 
events in our history, that we have enjoyed the 
special protection of Divine Providence ever since 
our origin as a nation. We have been exposed 
to many threatening and alarming difficulties in 
our progress; but on cach sucecssive occasion the 
impending cloud has been dissipated. at the mo- 
ment it appeared ready to burst upon our head, 
and the danger to ourinstitutions has passed away. 
May we ever be under the Divine guidance and 
protection! 

Whilst it is the duty of the President ‘from 
timé to. time to give to Congress information 
of the state of the Union,” E shall not refer in 
detail to the recent sad and bloody occurrences, 
at Harper’s Ferry. Still, itis proper to observe 
that these events, however bad and crucl in them- 
selves, derive their chief importance from the 
apprehension that they are but symptoms of an 
incurable disease in the public mind, which may 
break out in still more dangerous outrages, apd 
te#minate at last in an open war by the North 
abolish slavery in the South. hilst, for my- 
self, I entertain no such apprehension, they ought 
to afford a solemn warning to us all to beware of 
the approach of danger. Our Union is a stake of 
such inestimable value as to demand our constant 
and-watchful vigilance for its preservation, In 
this view, let me implore my countrymen, North 
and South, to cultivate the ancient feclings of mu- 
tual forbearance and good-will towards each other, 
and strive to allay the demon spirit of scctional 
hatred and strife now alive in the land. This ad- 
vice proceeds from the heart of an old public func- 
tionary, whose service commenced in the last 
generation, among the wise and conservativestates- 
men of that day, now nearly all passed away, and | 
whose first and dearest earthly wish is to leave his 
country tranquil, prosperous, united, and pow- 
erful. 

We ought to reflect that in this age, and espe- 
cially in dus country, there is an incessant flux 
and reflux of publie opinion. Questions which | 
in their day assumed a most threatening aspect, | 
have now nearly gone from the memory of men. | 
They are “ volcanoes burnt out, and on the lava 


and ashes and squalid scorie of old eruptions || 


grow the peaceful olive, the cheering vine, and | 
the sustaining corn.” Such, in my opinion, will 
prove to be the fate of the present sectional ex- 
citement, should those who wisely scek to apply 
theremedy continue always to confine their efforts 
within the pale of the Constitution. If this course 


be pursued, the egisting agitation on the subject 
New Sprrree—— No. 
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| 


| 


of domestic slavery, like everything human, will | 
have its day and give place to other and less | 
threatening controversies. Public opinion in this | 
country is all-powerful, and when it reaches a | 
dangerous excess upon any question, the good 
scnse of the people will furnish the corrective and 
bring it back within safo limits. Still, to hasten 
this auspicious result, at the present crisis, we 
ought to remember that every rational creature 
must be presumed to intend the natural conse- 
quences of his own teachings. Those who an- 
nounce abstract doctrines subversive of the Con- 
stitution and the Union, must not be surprised 
should their heated partisans advance one step 
further and attempt by violence to carry these 
doctrines into practical effect. In this vicw of 
the subject it ought never to be forgotten. that, 
however great may have been the politieal ad- 
vantages resulting from the Union to every por- 
tion of our common country, these would all 
prove to be as nothing should the time ever ar- 
rive when they cannot be enjoyed without serious 
danger to the personal safcty of the people of 
fifteen members of the Confederacy. If the peace 
of the domestic fireside throughout these States 
should ever be invaded—if the mothers of families 
within this extensive region should not be able 
to retire to rest at night without suffering dread- 
fül apprehensions of what may be their own fate 
and that of their children before the morning— 
it would be vain to recount to such a people the 
olitical benefits which result to them from the 
nion. Self-preservation is the first instinct of 
nature; and therefore any state of society in which 
the sword is all the time suspended over the heads 
of the people must at last become intolerable, But 
Tindulge in no such gloomy forebodings. On the 
contrary, I firmly believe that the events at Har- 
per’s Ferry, by causing the. people to. pause.and 
reflect upon the possible peril to their cherished 
institutions, will be the means, under Providence, 
of allaying the existing excitement and prevent- | 
ing future outbreaks of a similar character. They | 
will resolve that the Constitution andhe Union 
shall not be endangered by rash counsis, know- 
ing that, should ‘the silver cord be loosed or the | 


lian 


jis inherent in our people, that the property in 
| slaves has never been disturbed, to my knowledge, 
| in any of the Territories. . Even throughout the 
i late troubles in Kansas. there has not.been any- 
| attempt, as I am credibly informedy.to interfere, 
in a single instance, with the- risht of the master. 
Had any such attempt been made, the.judiciary: 
would doubtless have afforded an adequate rem-:. 
edy. Should they fail to do this hereafter, .it will 
| then be time enough to strengthen their hands by: 
| further legislation. Had it been decided that either 
| Congress or the Territorial Legislature possess the 
| power to annul or impair the right to property in 
| slaves, the evil would be intolerable. fn the latter 
j event, there would be a struggle for a majorityof ` 
| the members of the Legislature at each successive 
election, and the sacred rights. of property held 
i under the Federal Constitution would depend for 
i the time being on the result. The agitation would: 
thus be rendered incessant whilst the territorial. 
| condition remained, and its baneful influence 
would keep alive a dangerous excitement among: 
i the people of the several States. : 
Thus has the status of a Territory, during the 
| intermediate period from its first settlement until 
itshall become a State, been irrevocably ixéd- by 
the final decision of the Supreme Court. Fortu- 
nate has this been for the prosperity:of the Terri- 
| tories, as well as the tranquillity of the States. 
| Now, emigrants from the North and the South, 
the East and the West, will meet inthe Territo- 
ries ona common platform, having: brought with 
i them that species of property best adapted, in 
| their own opinion, to promote their welfare. From 
natural causes the slavery. question will in each 
case soon. virtually. settle itself; and before the 
Territory is prepared for adinission asa State-into 
the Union this. decisions öne: way ‘or the: dther, 
will:have been a foregoneconclusion. Meanwhile 
the settlement of the new Territory will, proceed 
without serious interruption, and its progress and 
prosperity will not be cndangered or retarded by 
| violent political struggles. : 
| When, in the progress of events, the inhabit- 
j ants of any Territory shall have reached the num- 
| ber required to form a State, they will then pro- 


golden bow! be broken’? = * “at | 
the fountain,” human power could never reunite | 
the scattered and hostile fragments. | 

T cordially congratulate you upon the final settle- | 
ment by the Supreme Court of the United States 
of the question ofslavery m the Territories, which 
had presented an aspect so truly formidable at the 
commencement of my administration. The right 
has been established of every citizen to take his 
property of any kind, including slaves, into the 
common Territories belonging equally to all the 
States of the Confederacy, and to have it pro- 
tected there under the Federal Constitution. Nei- 
ther Congressnor a Territorial Legislature norany 
human power has any authority to annul or im- 
pair this vested right. The supreme judicial tri~ 


bunal of the country, which isa coérdinate branch | 
of the Government, has sanctioned and affirmed | 


these principles of constitutional law, so mani- 
festly just in themselves, and so well calculated 
to promote peace and harmony among the States. 
It is a striking proof of the sense of justice which 


l| ceed, in a regular manner, and in the exercise of 


i the rights of popular sovereignty, to form a con- 
stitution preparatory to admission into the Union. 
| After this has been done, to eñploy the language ` 
lof the Kansas and Nebraska act, they “ shall be. 
i| received into the Union with or without slavery, 
|i as their constitution may prescribe at the time of 
|| their admission.’? This sound principle has hap- 
| pily been recognized, in some form or other, by: 
| analmost unanimous vote of both Houses ofthe 
| last Congress. j he 
|| Alllawfal means at my command have been 
i, employed, and shall continue to be employed, to 
execute the laws against the African slave trade. 
| After a most carcfui and rigorous eXamination of 
our coasts, and a thorough investigation of the 
subject, we have not been able to discover that 
any slaves have heen imported into the United. 
|| States, execpt the cargo by the Wanderer, num- 
li bering between three and four hundred. .Those 
| engaged in this unlawful enterprise have been 
i rigorously prosecuted, but not with as much suc- 
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cess as their crimes have deserved. A number 
of them are: still under prosecution. 

Our history proves that the fathers of the Re- 
public, in advance of all other nations, condemned 
the African slave trade. It was, notwithstanding, 
deemed expedient by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to deprive Congress of the power to prohibit 
«< the migration or importation of such persons as 
any of the States now existing shall think proper 
to admit’? “ prior to the year one thousand eight 
hundred and eight.’’ 

It will be scen that this restriction on the power 
of Congress was confined to such States only as 
might think proper to admit the importation of 
slaves. Itdid not extend to other States, or to 
the trade carried on abroad. Accordingly, we find 
that so carly as the 22d March, 1794, Congress 

assed an act imposing severe penalties and pun- 
ishments upon citizens and residents of the United 
States who should engage in this trade between 
foreign nations. The provisions of this act were 
extended and enforced by the act of 10th May, 
1800. . 

Again: the States themselves had a clear right 
to waive the constitutional privilege intended for 
their-benefit, and to prohibit, by their own laws, 
this trade, at any time they thought proper, pre- 
vious to 1808. ` Several of them exercised this 
right before that period, and among them some 
containing the largest number of slaves. This 
gave to Congress the immediate power to act in 
regard to all such States, because they themselves 
had removed the constitutional barrier. Congress 
accordingly passed an act on 28th February, 1803, 
“to prevent the importation of certain persons 
into certain States where, by the laws thercof, 
their admission is prohibited.” In this manner 
the importation of African slaves into the United 
States was, to apreatextont, prohibited some ycars 
in advance of 1808. 

As the year 1808 approached, Congress determ- 
ined ‘not ‘to suffer this trade to exist even for a 
single day after they had the power to abolish it. 
On the 2d of March, 1807, they passed an act to 
take effect “ from and after the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1808,” prohibiting the importation of Afri- 
can slaves into the United States. This was fol- 
lowed by subsequent acts of a similar character, 
to which I need not specially refer. Such were 
the principles, and such the practice of our ances- 
tors more than fifty, years ago, in regard to the 
African slave trade. 

It did: not occur to the revered patriots who had 
been. delegates to the convention, and afterwards 
became members of Congress, that in passing 
these laws they had violated the Constitution 
which they had framed with so much care and 
deliberation, They supposed that to prohibit 

Congress, in express terms, from exercising a 
specified power before an appointed day, neces- 
sarily involved the right to exercise this power 
after that day had arrived. 

If this were not the case, the framers of the 
Constitution had expended much labor in vain. 
Had they imagined that Congress would possess 
no power to prohibit the trade either before or 
after 1808, they would not have taken so much 
care to protect the States against the exorcise of 
this power before that period. Nay, more, they 
would not have attached such vast importance to 
this provision as to have excluded it from the pos- 
sibility of future repeal or amendment, to which 
other portions of the Constitution were cxposcd. | 
It would; then, have been wholly unnecessary to 
ingraft on‘ the fifth article of the Constitution, 
prescribing the mode of its own future amend- 
ment, the proviso, “that no amendment which 
may be made prior to the ycar 1808 shall, in any 
manner, affect”’ the provision in the Constitution 
securing to the States the right to admit the im- 
portation of African slaves previous to that pe- 
riod. 

According to the adverse construction, the clause 
itself, on which so much care and discussion had 
beewemployed by the members of the convention, 
war an absolute nullity from the beginning, and 
all that has since been done under it a mere usur- 
pation. : 

It-was well and wise to confer this power on | 
Congréss; because, had it been left to the States, | 
ity efficient exercise Would have been impossible. 
Insthat‘event, any one State could have effectually 


i 


continued the trade, not only for itself, but for all 
the other slave States, though never so much 
against their will. And why? Because African 
slaves, when once brought within the limits ofany 
one State, in accordance with its laws, cannot 
practically be excluded from any other State where 
slavery exists. And even if all the States had 
separately passed laws prohibiting theimportation 
of slaves, these laws would have failed of. effect 
for want of a naval force to capture the slavers 
and to guard the coasts. Such a force no State 
can employ in time of peace without the consent 
of Congress. 

These acts of Congress, “it is believed, have, 
with very rare and insignificant exceptions, ac- 
complished their purpose. For a period of more 
than half a century there has been no perceptible 
addition to the number of our domestic slaves. 
During this period their advancement in civiliza- 
tion has far surpassed that of any other portion 
of the African race. The light and the blessings 
of Christianity have been extended to them, and 
both their moral and physical condition has been 
greatly improved, 

Reopen the trade, and it would be difficult to 
determine whether the effect would be more dele- 
terious on the interests of the master or on those 
of the native-born slave. Of the evils to the mas- 
ter, the one most to be dreaded would be the in- 
troduction of wild, heathen, and ignorant barba- 
rians among the sober, orderly, and quiet slaves, 
whose ancestors have been on the soil for several 
generations. This might tend to barbarize, de- 
moralize, and exasperate the whole mass, and 

roduce most deplorable consequences, 

The effect upon the existing slave would, if 
possible, be still more deplorable. Atpresent he 
is treated with kindness and humanity. He is 
well fed, well clothed, and not overworked. His 
condition is incomparably better than that of the 
coolies, which modern nations of high civiliza- 
tion have employed as a substitute for African 
slaves. Both the philanthropy and the self-in- 
terest of the mastcr have combined to produce 
thishumancresult. Butlet this trade be reopened, 
and what will be the effect? The same, to acon- 
siderable extent, as on a neighboring island—the 
only spot now on earth where the African slave 
trade is openly tolerated; and this in defiance of 
solemn treatics witha Power abundantly able, at 
any moment, to enforce their execution. There 
the master, intent upon present gain, extorts from 
the slave as much labor as his physical powers 
ure capable ofenduring; knowing that, when death 
comes to his relief, his place can be supplied at a 
price reduced to the lowest point, by the compe-~ 
tition of rival African slave traders. Should this 
ever be the case in our country, which I do not 
deem possible, the present useful character of the 
domestic institution, whercin those too old and 
too young to work are provided for, with care 
and humanity, and those capable of labor are not 
overtasked, would undergoan unfortunate change. 
The feeling of reciprocal dependence and attach- 
ment which now exists between master and slave 
would be converted into mutual distrust and hos- 
tility. . 

But vegae obliged, as a Christian and moral 
nation, (iB asides what would be the effect upon 
unhappy Africaitself if we should reopen the slave 
trade. "This would give the trade an impulse and 
extension which it has never had even in its palm- | 
iest days. The numerous victims required to sup- 
ply it would convert the whole slave coast into 
a perfect Pandemonium, for which this country | 
would be held responsible in the eyes of both God 
and man. Its petty tribes would then be con- 
stantly engaged in predatory wars against each 
other for the purpose of seizing slaves to supply | 
the American market. All hopes of African civ- | 
ilization would thus be ended. 

On the other hand, when a market for African 
slaves shall no longer be furnished in Cuba, and 


thusall the world be closed against this trade, we || 


may then indulge a reasonable hope for the grad- 


| ual improvement of Africa. "The chief motive of 


war among the tribes will cease whenever there 
is no longer any demand for slaves. The re- 
sources of that fertile but miserable country might 
then be developed by the hand of industry and 
afford subjects for legitimate foreign and domes- 


tic commerce, In this manner Christianity and 


civilization may gradually penetrate the existing 
gloom, 

The wisdom of the course pursued by this 
Government. towards China has been vindicated 
by the event, Whilst we sustained a neutral po~ 
sition in the war waged by Great Britain and 
France against the Chinese empire, our late Min- 
ister, in obedience to his instructions, judiciously 
codperated with the Ministers of these Powersin 
all peaceful measures to secure by treaty the just 
concessions demanded by the interests of foreign 


-commerce. TReresultis, that satisfactory treaties 


have been concluded with China by the respective 
Ministers of the United States, Great Britain, 
France, and Russia. Our ‘treaty, or general 
convention of peace, amity, and commerce,’’ with 
that empire, was concluded at Tientsin on the 
18th June, 1858, and was ratified by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, on the 2ist December following. 

On the 15th December, 1858, John E. Ward, a 
distinguished citizen of Georgia, was duly com- 
missioned as Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary to China. He left the United 
States for the ‘place of his destination on the Sth 
of February, 1859, bearing with him the ratified 
copy of this treaty, and arrived at Shanghai on 
the 28th May. From thence he proceeded to 
Pekin on the 16th June, but did not arrive in 
that city until the 27th July. According to the 
terms of the treaty the ratifications were to be ex- 
changed on or before the 18th June, 1859. This 
was rendered impossible by reasons and events 
beyond his control, not necessary tg detail; but 
still it is due to the Chinese authorities at Shang- 
hai to state that they always assured him no ad- 
vantage should be taken of the delay, and this 
pledge has been faithfully redeemed. 

On the arrival of Mr. Ward at Pekin, he re- 
quested audience of the Emperor, to present his 
letter of credence. This he did not obtain, in con- 
sequence of his very proper refusal to submit to 
the humiliating ceremonies required by the eti- 
quette of this strange people in approaching their 
sovereign. Nevertheless, the interviews on this 
question were conducted in the most friendly spirit 
and with all due regard to his personal feelings, 
and the honor of his country. When a presenta- 
tion to his Majesty was found to be impossible, 
the letter of credence from the President was re- 
ceived with peculiar honors by Kweiliang, “ the 
Empcror’s prime minister, and the second man in 
the empire to the Emperor himself.” The rati- 
fications of the treaty were afterwards, on the 16th 
of August, exchanged in proper form at Pei-tsang. 
As the exchange did not take place ‘until after the 
day prescribed by the treaty, it is deemed proper, 
before its publication, again to submit it to the 
Senate. 

His but simple justice to the Chinese author- 
ities to observe that throughout the whole trans- 
action they appear to have acted in good faith, 
and in a friendly spirit towards the United States. 
It is true this has been donc after their own pecu- 
liar fashion; but we ought to regard with a lenient 
eye the ancient customs of an empire dating back 
for thousands of years, so far as this may be con- 
sistent with our own national honor. The conduct 
of our Minister on the occasion has received my 
entire approbation. 

In order to carry out the spirit of this treaty 
and to give it full effect, it became necessary to 
conclude two supplemental. conventions—the one 
for the adjustment and satisfaction of the claims 
of our citizens, and the other to fix the tariff on 
imports and exports, and to regulate the transit 
duties and trade of our merchants with China. 
This duty was satisfactorily performed by our late 
Minister. These conventions bear date at Shang- 
haion the 8th November, 1858. Having been 
considered in the light of binding agreements sub- 
sidiary to the principal treaty, and to be carried 
into execution without delay, they do not provide 
for any formal ratification or exchange of ratifi- 


-cations by the contracting parties. This was not 
| deemed necessary by the Chinese, who are already 
| proceeding in good faith to satisfy the claims of 


our citizens, and, it is hoped, to carry out the 
other provisions of the conventions. Still I thought 
it was proper to submit them to the Senate, by 
which they were ratified. on the 3d March, 1859. 
The ratified copies, however, didnot reach Shang- 
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hai until after the departure of our Minister to ! 


Pekin, and these conventions could not, there- 
fore, be exchanged at the same time with the prin- 
cipal treaty. No doubt is entertained that they 
will be ratified and exchanged by the Chinese 
Government, should this be thought advisable; 
but, under the circumstances presented, I shall 
consider them binding engagements from their 
datc.on both parties, and cause them to be pub- 
lished as such for the information and guidance 
of our merchants trading with the “one empire. 

It affords me much satisfaction To inform you 
that all our difficulties with the Republic of Para- 


guay have been satisfactorily adjusted. It hap- | 


pily did not become necessary to employ the foree 
for this purpose which Congress had placed at 
my command, under their joint resolution of 2d 
June, 1858. On the contrary, the President of that 
Republic, in a friendly spirit, acceded promptly 
to the just and reasonable demands of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Our Commissioner 


arrived at Assumption, the capital of the Repub- | 


lic, on the 25th of January, 1859, and left it on 
the 17th of February, having in three weeks ably 
and successfully accomplished all the objects of 
his mission. The treaties which he has concluded 
will be immediately submitted to the Senate. ` 

In the view that the employment of other than 
peaceful means might become necessary to obtain 
“just satisfaction” from Paraguay, a strong naval 
force was concentrated in the waters of the La 
Plata to await contingencies, whilst our Commis- 
sioner ascended the rivers to Assumption.. The 
Navy Departmentis entitled to great credit for the 
promptness, efficiency, and economy with which 
this expedition was fitted out and conducted. It 
consisted of nincteen armed vessels, great and 
small, carrying two hundred guns and twenty-five 
hundred men, all under the command of the vet- 
eran and gallant Shubrick. The entire expenses 
of the expedition have been defrayed out of the 
ordinary appropriations for the naval service, ex- 
cept the sum of $289,000, applied to the purchase 
of seven of the steamers, constituting a part of it, 
under the authority of the naval appropriation act 
of the 3d March last. It is believed that these 
steamers are worth more than their cost, and they 
are all now usefully and actively employed in the 
naval service, 

The appearance of so large a force, fitted out in 
such a prompt manner, in the far distant waters 
of the La Plata, and the admirable conduct of the 
officers and mèn employed iit, have had a happy 
effect in favor of our country throughout all that 
remote portion of the world. 

Our relations with the great empires of France 
and Russia, as well as with all other Governments 
on the continent of Europe, unless we may cx- 
cept that of Spain, happily continue to be of phe 
most friendly character. 

In my last annual message I presented a state- 
ment of the unsatisfactory condition of our rela- 
tiong with Spain; and I regret to say that this has 
not materially improved. Without special refer- 
ence to other claims, even the ‘‘ Cuban claims,” 
the payment of which has been ably urged by our 
Ministers, and in which more than a hundred of 
our citizens are directly interested, remain unsat- 
isfied, notwithstanding both their justice and their 
amount ($128,635 54) had been recognized and 
ascertained by the Spanish Government itself. 

I again recommend that an appropriation be 
made ‘to be paid to the Spanish Government for 
the purpose of distribution among the claimants 
in the Amistad case.”” In common with two of 
my predecessors, | entertain no doubt that this 
is required by our treaty with Spain of the 27th 
October, 1795. The failure to discharge this 
obligation has been employed by the cabinet of 
Madrid as a reason against the settlement of our 
claims. 

I need not repeat the arguments which I urged 
in my last annual message in favor of the acqui- 
sition of Cuba by fair purchase. My dpinions on 
that measure remain unchanged. I therefore again 
invite the serious attention of Congress to this im- 
portant subject. Without a recognition of this 
policy on their part, it will be almost impossible 
to institute negotiations with any reasonable pros- 
pect of success, 

Until a recent period there was good reason to 


s 


; eastern extremity. 
| obeyed, and a military post was established at 


believe that I should be able to announce to you 
on the present occasion that our difficulties with 
Great Britain, arising out of the Clayton and Bul- 


|| wer treaty, had been finally adjusted in a manner 


alike honorable and satisfactory to both parties. 
From causes, however, which the British Gov- 
ernment had not anticipated, they have not yet 
completed treaty arrangements ith the Republics 
of Honduras and Nicaragua, in pursuance of the 
understanding between the two Governments. It 
is, nevertheless, confidently expected that this 
good work will ere long be accomplished. 
Whilst indulging the hope that no other subject 
remained which could disturb the good under- 
standing between the two countries, the question 
arising out of the adverse claims of the parties to 
the Island of San Juan, under the Oregon treaty 
of the 15th of June, 1846, suddenly assumed a 
threatening prominence. In order to prevent un- 
fortunate collisions on that remote frontier, the 
late Secretary of State, on the 17th of July, 1855, 
addressed a note to Mr. Crampton, then British 
Minister at Washington, communicating to him a 
copy of the instructions which he [Mr. Marcy] 
had given, on the 14th July, to Governor Stevens, 
of Washington Territory, having a special refer- 
ence to an “ apprehended conflict between our cit- 
izens and the British subjects on the Island of San 
Juan.” To prevent this, the Governor was in- 
structed ‘that the officers of the Territory should 
abstain from all acts on the disputed grounds 
which are calculated to provoke any conflicts, so 
far ag it can be done without implying the con- 
cession to the authorities of Great Britain of an 


exclusive right over the premises. The title ought; 


to be settled before cither party should attempt to 
exclude the other by force, or exercise complete 
and exclusive sovercign rights within the fairly- 
disputed limits,” 

In acknowledging the receipt on the next day of 
Mr. Marcy’s note, the British Minister expressed 
his entire concurrence “in the propriety of the 
course recommended to the Governor of Wash- 
ington Territory by your [Mr. Marcy’s] instruc- 
tions to that officer,”’ and stating that te had “lost 
no time in transmitting a copy of that document 
to the Governor-General of British North Amer- 
ica,” and had “ earnestly recommended to his Ex- 
ccllency to take such measures as to him may ap- 
pear best calculated to secure, on the part of the 
British local authorities and the inhabitants of the 
neighborhood of the line in question, the exercise 
of the same spirit of forbearance which.is incul- 
cated by you [Mr. Marcy] on the authorities and 
citizens of the United States.” 

Thus matters remained upon the faith of this 
arrangement until the 9th of July last, when Gen- 
eral Harney paid a visit tothe island. Fe found 
upon it twenty-five American residents with their 
families, and also an establishment of the Hud- 
son’s Bay Company for the purpose of raising 
sheep. ‘A short time before his arrival one of 
these residents.had .shot.an.animal.belonging ‘to 
the company, whilst trespassing upon his prem- 


| ises, for which, however, he offered to pay twice 


its value; but that was refused. Soon after * the 


chief factor of the company at Victoria, Mr. Dal- | 


les, son-in-law of Governor Douglas, game to the 
island in the British sloop-of-war Satellite, and 
threatened to take “this American (Mr. Cutler) 
by force to Victoria, to answer for the trespass he 
had committed. The American seized his rifle 
and told Mr, Dalles if any such attempt was made 
he would kill him on the spot. The affair then 
ended.” 

Under these circumstances, the American set- 
ulers presented a petition to the general, ‘through 
the United States inspector ofcustoms,Mr. Hubbs, 


to place a force upon the island, to protect them | 
from the Indians as well as the oppressive inter- | 


ference of the authorities of the Hudson Bay 
Company, at Victoria, with their rights as Amer- 
ican citizens.” The general immediately re- 
sponded to this petition, and ordered Captain 

eorge E. Pickett, ninth infantry, ‘to establish 
his company on Beilevue, or San Juan Island, on 
some suitable position near the harbar, at the south- 
* This order was promptly 


the place designated. The force was afterwards 
increased, so that, by the last return, the whole 


number of troops then on the island amounted 
in the aggregate to six. hundred. and. ninety-one 
men. i 
Whilst I do not decm it proper om- the present 
occasion to go further into. the subject, and ‘dis- - 
cuss the weight which ought to be attached to the 
statements of the British colonial authorities, con- 
testing. the accuracy ofthe information on which 
the gallant gencral ac®@d, it was duc to him ‘that 
I should present his own reasons for issuing the 
order to Captain Pickett. . From these it is. quite 
clear his object was to prevent the British author- 
ities on Vancouver’s Island from exercising juris- 
diction over American residents.on the Island of 
San Juan, as well as to protect them. against the 
incursions of the Indians. |, : : oe 
Much excitement prevailed) for some:.time 
throughout that region, and serious danger, of 
collision between the parties was apprehended. 
The British had a large naval force in. the vicin- 
ity; and itis but an act of simple justice to the 
admiral on that station to state that he wisely and 
discreetly forbore to commit any hostile act, but 
determined to refer the whole affair to his Gov- 
ernment and await their instructions. . 
This aspect of the matter, in my opinion, de- 
manded serious attention. It would have been 
a great calamity for both nations had they been 
precipitated into acts of hostility, not on the ques- 
tion of title to the island, but merely concerning 
what should be its condition during the interven- 
ing period whilst the two Governments might,be 
employed in setiling the question to which of them 
it belongs. - For this reason, Licutenant.General- 
Scott was dispatched, onthe 17th September last, 
to Washington Territory to take immediate com- 
mand of the United States forces on the Pacific 
coast, should he deem this necessary. The main 
object of his mission was to carry out the spirit 
of the precautionary arrangement between. the 
late Secretary of State and the British Minister, 
and thus to preserve the peace and prevent col- 
lision between the British and American authori- 
ties, pending the negotiations between the two 
Governments. Entertaining no doubt of the va- 
lidity of our title, I need scarcelyadd that, in any 
event, American citizens were to be placed on a 
footing at least as favorable as that of. British 


[| subjects, it being understood; that Captain Pick- 


ett’s company should remain on the island. Itis 


| proper to observe that, considering the distance 
| from the scenc of action, and in ignorance of what 


might have transpired.on the spot before the gen- 
eral’s arrival, it was necessary.to leave much to | 
his discretion; and 1 am happy to say that the 
event has. proved that this discretion could. not 
have been intrusted to more competent hands. 
General Scott has recently returned from his mis- 
sion, having successfully accomplished its objects, 
and there is no longer any good reason to appre- 
hend a collision between . the forces of the, two 
countries during the pendency. of the existing ne- 


i gotiations. 


I regret to inform you that there has been no 
improvement in the affairs of Mexico since my 
last annual message, and I am again obliged to 
ask the earnest attention of Congress to the un- 
happy condition of that Republic. 

The constituent Congress of Mexico, which 
adjourned on the 17th of February, 1857, adopted 
a constitution and provided for a popular election. 
This took placc in the following July, (1857,] and 
General Comonfort was chosen President, almost 
without opposition. At the-same election a new 
Congress was chosen, whose first session. com- 
menced on the 16th of September, [1857.] By 
the constitution of 1857 the presidential term was 
to begin on the Ist of December, (1857,] and con- 
tinue for four years. On that day General Com- 
onfort appeared before the assembled Congress in 
the city of Mexico, took the oath to support the 


| new constitution, and was duly inaugurated as 


President, Within a month afterwards he had 
beon driven from the capital, and a military re- 
bellian had assigned the supreme power of the 
Republic to Gencral Zuloaga. The constitution 
provided that in the absence of the President his 
office should devolve upon the Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court, and, General Comonfort having 
left the country, this functionary, General Juarez, 
proceeded to form, at Guanajuato, a constitutional 
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Government. ` Before this was officially known, 
however, at the capital, the government of Zulo- | 
aga had been recognized by the entire diplomatic 
corps, including the Minister of the United States, 
asthe dé facto Government of Mexico, The con- 
stitutional President, nevertheless, maintained his 
position with firmness, and was soon established | 
with his cabinet at Vera Gruz. Meanwhile, the 
Governmne:.of Zuloaga Was earnestly resisted in 
many parts of the Republic, and cven in the 
capital, a portion of the army having pronounced 
against it, its functions were declared terminated, 
and an assembly of citizens was invited for. the 
choiceof anew President, This assembly elected 
General Miramon, but that officer repudiated the 
plan under which he was chosen, and Zuloaga 
was thus restored to his previous position. Fle 
assumed it, however; only to withdraw from it, 
and Miramon, having become, by his appoint- 
ment, “President substitute,’ continues, with 
that title, at the head of the insurgent party. 

In my last annual message, I communicated to 
Congress the circumstances under which the late 
Minister of the United States suspended his official 
relations with the central Government, and with- 
drew fromthe country. Itwas impossible to main- 
tain friendly intercourse with a Government like 
that at the capital, under whose usurped authority 
wrongs were constantly committed, but never re- 
dressed. Had this been an established Govern- 
ment, with its power extending, by the consent 
of the people, over the whole of Mexico, a resort 
to hostilities against it would have been quite jus- 
tifiable, and indeed necessary. But the country 
was a prey to civil war; and itwas hoped that the 
success of the constitutional President might lead 
toa condition’ of things less injurious to the Uni- 
ted States. This suceess became so probable 
that, in January last, 1 employed a reliable agent 
to visit Mexico, and report to me the actual con- 
dition and prospects of the contending parties. In 
consequence of his report, and from information 
which reached me from other sources, favorable 
to the prospects of the constitutional cause, I felt 
justified in appointing a new Minister to Moxico, 
who might embrace the carliest suitable oppor- 
tunity of restoring our diplomatic relations with 
that Republic. For this purpose a distinguished 
citizen of Maryland was selected, who procecded 
on his mission on the 8th of March last, with dis- 
cretionary authority to recognize the Government 
of President Juarez, if, on his arrival in Mexico, 
he should find it entitled to such recognition, ac- 
cording to the established practice of the United 
States. On the 7th of April following, Mr. Mec- 
Lane preserited his credentials to President Juarez, 
having no hesitation ‘in pronouncing the Gov- 
ernmentof Juarez to be the only existing Govern- 
mentof the Republic.’ He was cordially received 
by the authorities at Vera Cruz, and they have 
ever since manifested the most friendly disposition 
towards the United States. Unhappily, hawever, 
the constitutional Government has not been able 
toestablish its power over the whole Republic. It 
is supported by a large majority of the people and 
the States, but there are important parts of the 
country where it can enforce no obedience. Gen- 
eral Miramon maintains himself at the capital; 
and in some of the distant provinces there are mil- 
itary governors. who pay little respect to the de- 
crees of vither Government. In the mean time the 
excesses which always attend upon civil war, | 
especially in Mexico, are constantly recurring. | 
Outraged of the worst description are committed 
both upon personsand property. Thereis scarcely 
any form of injury which has not been suffered 
by our citizens in Mexico during the last few 


years, We have been nominally at peace with | 


that Republic, but * so far as the interests of our 


commerce or of*our citizens who have visited the |} 


: : | 
country as merchants, shipmasters, or in other | 
capacities, are concerned, we might as well have | 
yi 1 

i 


been at war. Life has been insecure, property |! 


unprotected, and trade impossible except at a risk |) 


of loss which prudent men cannot be expected to | 
incure inportant contracts, involving large ex- 
penditurés) entered into by the central Govern- 
ment, have beenset at defiance by the local govern- 
ments. Pecet American residents, occupying 
their rightful possessions, have been suddenly ex- | 
pelled the country, in defiance of treaties, and by i! 


i 


themere fores of arbitrary power. Even the course 
of justice has not been safe from contro], and a 
récent decree of Miramon permits the intervention 
of Government in all suits where either party is a 


foreigner: Vessels of the United States have been | 


seized without law, and a consular officer who 
protested against such seizure has been fined 
and imprisoned for disrespect to the authorities. 
Military contributions have been levied in viola- 
tión of every principle of right, and the American 
who resisted the lawless demand has had his prop- 
erty forcibly taken away, and has been himself 
banished.’ From a conflict of authority in differ- 
ent parts of the country, tariff duties which have 
been paid in one place have been exacted over 
again in another place. Large numbers of our 
citizens have been arrested and imprisoned with- 
out any form of examination or any opportunity 


for a hearing, and even when released have only || 


obtained their liberty after much suffering and in- 
jury and without any hope of redress. The whole- 


: : : i 
sale massacre af Crabbe and his associates, with- | 


out trial, in Sonora, as well as the seizure and 
murder of four sick Americans who had taken 
shelter in the house of an American, upon thè soil 
of the United States, was communicated to Con- 
gress at its last session, Murders of a still more 


atrocious character have been committed in the | 


very heart of Mexico, under the authority of 
Miramon’s Government, during the present year. 
Some of these were only worthy of a barbarous 
age, and, if they had not been clearly proved, 
would have seemed impossible ina country which 
claims to be civilized. Of this description was the 
brutal massacre in April last, by order of Gen- 
eral Marquez, of three American physicians, who 
were seized in the hospital at Tacubaya while at- 
tending upon the sick and the dying of both par- 
ties, and without trial, as without crime, were 
hurried away to speedy execution. Little less 
shocking was the recent fate of Ormond Chase, 
who was shot in Tepic on the Tth of August, by 
order of the same Mexican general, not only with- 
ont a trial, but without any conjecture by his 
friends of the cause of his arrest. Fe is repre” 
sented as a young man of good character and in- 
telligence, who had made numerous friends in 
Topic by the cowage and humanity which he 
had displayed on several trying occasions, and 
his death was as unexpected as it was shocking 
to the whole community, Other outrages might 
be cnumerated, but these are sufficient to illustrate 
the wretched state of the country, and the unpro- 
tected condition of the persons and property of 
our citizens in Mexico. 


In all these cases our Ministers have been con- | 


stant and faithful in their demands for redress, 
but both they and this Government, which they 
have successively represented, have been wholly 
powerless to make their demands effective. Their 
testimony in this respect, and in reference to the 
only remedy whieh, in their judgments, would 
meet the exigency, has been both uniform and 
emphatic. 
power of the Government of the United States 
(wrote our late Minister in 1856) and ofits purpose 
to punish these wrongs will avail. I assure you 
that the uggversal belief licre is that there is noth- 
ing to be apprehended from the Government of 


« Nothing but a manifestation of the | 


the United States, and that local Mexican officials | 


can commit these outrages upon American eiti- 
zens with absolute impunity.’’ ‘ I hope the Pres- 
ident (wrote our present Minister in August last) 
will feel authorized to ask from Congress the 
power to enter Mexico with the military forces of 
the United States, at the call of the constitutional 
authorities, in order to protect the citizens and 
the treaty rights of the United States. Unless such 
a power is conferred upon him, neither the one 
nor the other will be respected in the existing 
state of anarchy and disorder, and the outrages 
already perpetrated will never be chastised; and 
as I assured you in my No. 23, all these evils 
must increase until every vestige of order and 
government disappears from thecountry.’’ Ihave 


been reluctantly led to the same opinion, and, inj 


justice to my countrymen who have suffered 
wrongs from Mexico, and who may still suffer 
them, I feel bound to announce this conclusion to 
Congress. 

The case presented, however, is not. merely a 


case of individual claims, although our just claims 
against Mexico have reached a very large amount. 
Nor is it merely the case of protection to the lives 
| and property of the few Americans who may still 
remain in Mexico, although the life and property 
of every American citizen ought to be sacredly 
protected in every quarter of the world. Butitis 
a question which relates to the future as well as to 
the present and the past, and which involves, in- 
directly at least, the whole subject of our duty to 
Mexico as a ngighboring State:'| The exercise of 
the power of fhe United States in that country to 
redress the wrongs and’ protect the rights of our 
own citizens is none the less to be desired, because 
efficient and necessary aid may thus be rendered 
at the same time to restore peace and order to 
Mexico itself. In the accomplishment of this re- 
sult the people of the United States must neces- 
sarily fecl a deep and earnest interest. Mexico 
ought to be a rich and prosperous and powerful 
Republic. She possesses an extensive territory, 
a fertile soil, and an incalculable store of mineral 
wealth. She occupies an important position be- 
tween theGulf and the ocean for transit routes 
and for commerce. Isit possible that such a coun- 
try as this can be given up to anarchy and ruin 
without an effort from any quarter for its rescue 
and its safety? ‘Will the commercial nations of 
the world, which have so many interests con- 
nected with it, remain wholly indifferent to such 
aresult? Can the United States, especially, which 
ought to share most largely in its commercial in- 
tercourse, allow their immediate neighbor thus to 
destroy itselfand injure them? Yet, without sup- 
port from some quarter, it is impossible to per- 
ceive how Mexico can resume her position among 
nations and enter upon a carecr which promises 
any good results. The aid which she requires, 
and which the interests of all commercial coun- 
tries require that she should have, it belongs to 
this Government to render, not only by virtue of 
our neighborhood to Mexico, along whose terri- 
tory we have a continuous frontier of nearly a 
thousand miles; but by virtue, also, of our estab- 
lished policy, which is inconsistent with the in- 
tervention of any eer Power in the domestic 
concerns of that Republic. . 

The wrongs which we have suffered from Mex- 
ico are before the world, and must deeply impress 
| every American citizen.. A Government which is 
either unable or unwilling to redress such wrongs 
| is derelict to its highest duties, The difficulty 
consists in sclecting and enforcing the remedy. 
We may in vain apply to the constitutional Gov- 
ernment at Vera Cruz, although itis well disposed 
to do us justice, for adequate redress. Whilst its 
authority is acknowledged in all the important 
ports and throughout the sea-coasts of the Repub- 
lic gits power does not extend to the city of Mex- 
ico and the States in its vicinity, where nearly all 
the recent outrages have been committed on Amer- 
ican citizens, We must penctrate into the interior 
before we can reach the offenders, and this can 
only be done by passing through the territory in 
the occupation of thggonstitutional Government. 
The most acceptable and least difficult mode of 
accomplishing the object will be to act in concert 
with that Government. Their consent and their 
aid might, I believe, be obtained; but if not, our 
obligation to protect our own citizens in their just 
rights, secured by treaty, would not be the less 
imperative. For these reasons, E recommend to 
Congress to pass a law authorizing the President, 
under such conditions as they may deem expe- 
dient, to employ a sufficient military force to enter 
Mexico for the purpose of obtaining indemnity 
for the past and security for the future, I pur- 
posely refrain from any suggestion as to whether 
this force shall consist of regular troops or volun- 
teers, or both. This question may be most appro- 
priately left to the decision of Congress. Í would 
merely observe that, should volunteers be selected, 
such a foyge could be easily raiscd in this country 
among those who sympathize with the sufferings 
of our unfortunate fellow-citizens in Mexico, and 
with the unhappy condition of that Republic. 
Such an accession to the forces of the constitu- 
tional Government would enable it soon to reach 
the city of Mexico and extend its power over the 
whole Republic. In that event there is no reason 
to doubt that the just claims of our citizens would 
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be satisfied and adequate redress obtained for the 
injuries inflicted upon them. The constitutional 
Government have ever evinced a strong desire to 
dous justice,and this might be secured in advance 
by a preliminary treaty. - H 

It may be said that these measures will, at least 
indirectly, be inconsistent with our wise and scttled 
policy not to interfere in the domestic concerns of 
foreign nations. But does not the present case 
fairly constitute an exception? An adjoining Re- 
public is in a state of anarchy and confusion from 
which she has proved wholly unable to extricate 
herself. She is entirely destitute of the power to 
maintain peace upon her borders, or to prevent 
the incursions of banditti into our territory. In 
her fate and in her fortune—in her power to es- 
tablish and maintain a settled government—we 
have a far deeper interest, socially, commercially, 
and politically, than any other nation. She is 
now a wreck upon the ocean, drifting about as 
she is impelled by different factions. Asa good 
neighbor, shall we not extend to her a helping 
hand to save her? If we-do not, it would not be 
surprising should some other nation undertake 
the task, and thus force us to interfere at last, 
under circumstances of increased difficulty, for 
the maintenance of our established policy. 

I repeat the recommendation contained in my 
last annual message that authority may be given 
to the President to establish onc or more tempo- 
rary military posts across the Mexican line in 
Sonora and Chihuahua, where. these may be ne- 
cessary to protect the lives and property of Amer- 
ican and Mexican citizens against the incursions 
and depredations of the Indians, as well as of 
lawless rovers on that remote region. The es- 
tablishment of one such post at a point called 
Arispe, in Sonora, in a country now almost de- 
populated by the hostile RT of the Indians 
from our side of the line, would, it is believed, 
have prevented much injury and many cruelties 
during the past season. A state of lawlessness 
and violence prevails on that distant frontier, 
Life and property are there wholly insecure. The 
population of Arizona, now numbering more than 
ten thousand souls, are practically destitute of 
government, of laws, or of any regular adminis- 
tration of justice, Murder, rapine, and other 
crimes are committed with impunity. I, there- 
fore, again call the attention of Congress to the 
wecessity for establishing a territorial government 
over Arizona. ; 

The treaty with Nicaragua of the 16th Febru- 
ary, 1857, to which I referred in my last annual 
message, failed to receive the ratification of the 
Government of that Republic, for reasons which 
I need not enumerate. A similar treaty has been 
since concluded between the parties, bearing date 
on the 16th March, 1859, which has already been 
ratificd by the Nicaraguan Congress. This will 
be immediately submitted to the Senate for their 
ratification. Its provisions cannot, I think, fail 
to be acceptable to the people of both countries. 

Our claims against the Governments of Costa 
Rica and Nicaragua remain unredressed, though 
they are pressed in an carnest manner, and not 
without hope of success. 

E deem it to be my duty once more carnestly to 
recommend to Congress the passage of a law au- 
thorizing the President to employ the naval force 
at his command for the purpose of protecting the 
lives and property of American citizens, passing 
in transit across the Panama, Nicaragua, and 
Tehuantepec routes, against sudden and lawless 
outbreaks and depredations. I shall not repeat 
the arguments employed in former messages in 
sapport of this measure. Suffice it to say that 
the lives of many of our people, and the sccurity 
of vast amounts.of treasure passing and repassing 
over one or more of these routes between the At- 
lantic and Pacific, may be deeply involved in the 
action of Congress on this subject. | 

l would, also, again recommend to Congress 
that authority be given to the President to employ 
the naval force to protect American merchant ves- 
sels, their crews and cargoes, against violent and 


lawless seizure and confiscation in the ports of yj 3 R Enea l oe 
act making appropriations for the service of the 


Mexico and the Spanish American States, when 
these countries may be in a disturbed and revolu- 


tionary condition. The mere knowledge that such 
an authority had been conferred, as F have already | 


stated, would of itself, in a great degree, prevent. 
the evil. Neither would this require any addi- 
tional appropriation for the naval service. i 

The chief objection urged against the grant of 
this authority is, that Congress, by conferring it, 
would viclate the Constitution—that it would be 
a transfer of the war-making, or, strictly speak- 
ing, the war-declaring power to the Executive. 
If this were well founded, it would, of course, be 
conclusive. A very brief examination, however, 
will place this objection at rest. 

Congress possess the sole and exclusive power, 
under the Constitution, ‘to declare war.” They 
alone can “ raise and supportarmies,’’ and ** pro- 
vide and maintain a navy.” But after Congress 
shall have declared war, and provided the force 
necessary to carry it on, the President, as Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, can 
alone employ this force in making war againsi the 
enemy. This is the plain language, and history 
proves that it was the well-known intention of 
the framers of the Constitution. 

It will not be denied that the general ‘power to 
declare war’? fs without limitation, and embraces 
within itself not only what writers on the law of 
nations term a public or perfect war, but also an 
imperfect war; and, in short, every species of hos- 
tility, however confined or limited. "Without the 
authority of Congress, the President cannot fire a 
hostile gun in any case, except to repel the attacks 
of anenemy. It will not be. doubted that, under 
this power, Congress could, ifthey thought proper, 
authorize the President to employ the force at his 
command to seize a vessel belonging to an Ameri- 
can citizen which had been illegally and unjustly 
captured in a foreign port, and restore it to its 
owner. But can Congress only actafter the fact— 
after the mischief has beon done? Have they no 
power to confer upon the President the authorit 
in advance to furnish instant redress should such 
a case afterwards occur? Must they wait until the 
mischief has been done, and can they apply the 
remedy only when it is too late? To confer this 
authority to meet future cases under circumstances 
strictly specified is as clearly within the war-mak- 
ing power as such an authority conferred upon the 
President by act of Congress after the deed had 
been done. In the progress of a great nation, 
many exigencies must arise imperatively requiring 
that Congress should authorize the President to 
act promptly on certain conditions which may or 
may not afterwards arise. Our history has al- 
ready presented a number of such cases. I shall 
refer only to the latest. > 

Under the resolution of June 2, 1858, “ for the 
adjustment of the difficulties with the Republic of 
Paraguay,” the President is “authorized to adopt 
such measures and use such force as in his judg- 
ment may be necessary and advisable in the event 
of a refusal of just satisfaction by the Government 
of Paraguay.” “Just satisfaction” for what? 
For “the attack on the United States steamer 
Water Witch,” and ‘other matters referred te in 
the annual message of the President.’’ Here the 
power is expressly granted upon the condition 
that the Government of Paraguay shall refuse to 
render this “just satisfaction.” In this and other 
similar cases Congress have conferred upon the 
President power in advance to employ the Army 
and Navy upon the happening of contingent future 
events; and this most certainly is embraced within 
the power to declare war. 


Now, if this conditional and contingent power | 


could be constitutionally conferred upon the Pres- 
ident in the case of Paraguay, why may it not be 
conferred for the purpose of protecting the lives 
and property of American citizens in the event 
that they may be violently and unlawfully at- 
tacked in passing over the transit routes to and 


from California, or assailed by the seizure of their | 


vessels in a foreign port? To deny this power is 
to render the Navy, in a great degree, useless for 
the protection of the lives and property of Amer- 
ican citizens in countries where neither protection 
nor redress can be otherwise obtained. 

The Thirty-Fifth Congress terminated on the 
3d of March, 1859, without having passed the 


Post Office Department during the fiscal year end- 
ing the 30th June, 1860.” This act also contained 
an appropriation “to supply deficiencies in the 


Í 
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| 


|| of a new Congress. 


revenue of the Post Office. Department for. the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1859.7 I believe 
this is the first instance, since the origin. of: the 
Federal Government, now more. than. seventy 
years ago, when any Congress went out, of:¢x- 
istence. Without, having passed- all. the. general 
appropriation bills necessary to carry on the Govs 
ernment. until the regular period. for the meeting 
This event imposed on the. 
Executive a grave responsibility. . It presented.a 
choice of evils. . i sii 
Had this omission of duty occurred at the first 
session of the last Congress, the remedy would. 
have been plain. I. might then have, instantly 
recalled them .to complete. their work--and ‘this 
without expense to the Government. But on:the 
4th of March last there were fifteen of the thirty- 
three States which had notelected any Represent- 
atives to the present. Congress. Had Congress 


| been called together immediately, these States 


would have been virtually disfranchised. . If an. 


| intermediate period had been selected, several. of 


the States would have been compelled to hold extra 
sessions of their Legislatures, at great inconveni- 
ence and expense, to provide for elections at an 
earlier day than that previously fixed by law. 
In the regular course, ten of these States would . 
not elect until after the beginning of August, 
and five of these ten not until October and Novem- 
ber. . ‘ 

On the other hand, when I came to examine 
carefully the condition of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, I did not meet as many or as great dificul- 
ties asI-had apprehended. Had the bill which 


| failed been confined. to appropriations for the fiscal 


year ending on the 30th June next, there would 
have been no reason of pressing importance for the 
call of an extra session. Nothing would become 
due on contracts (those with railroad companies 
only excepted) for carrying the mail for the first 
quarter of the present fiscal year, commencing on 
the Ist of July, until. the Ist of December—less 
than one week before the meeting of the present 
Congress. The reason is that the mail contractors 
for this the current year did not complete their 
first quarter’s service until the 30th September 
last; and by the terms of their contracts, sixt 
days more are allowed for the settlement of their 
accounts before the. Department could. be:called 
upon for payment. : , f pT 

The great difficulty and the great hardship con- 
sisted in the failure to provide for the payment of 
the deficiency in the fiscal year ending the 30th 
June, 1859. The Department had entered into 
contracts, in obedience to existing laws, for the 
service of that. fiscal year, and tus contractors 
were fairly entitled to their compensation as it be- 
eame due. The deficiency as stated in the bill 
amounted to $3,838,728, but, after a careful settle- 
ment of all these accounts, it has been ascertained 
that it amounts to $4,296,009. -With the scanty 
means at his command the. Postmaster General 
has managed to pay that portion of this deficiency 
which occurred in the first two quarters of the past 
fisca! year ending on the 31st December last. In 
the mean time the contractors themselves, under 
these trying circumstances, have behaved in a 
manner worthy of all commendation. They had 
one resource in the midst of their embarrassments. 
After the amount due to each of them had been 
ascertained and finally settled according to law, 
this became a specific debt of record against the 
United States, which enabled them to borrow ` 
money on this unquestionable security. Still they 
were obliged. to pay interest in consequence of the 
default of Congress, and on every principle of 
justice ought to receive interest from the Govern- 
ment. This interest should commence from the 
date when a warrant would have issued for the 

ayment of the principal had an appropriation 
been made for this purpose. Calculated up to Ist 
December, it will not exceed $96,660, a sum not 
to be taken into account when contrasted with 
the great difficulties and embarrassments of a 
public and private character, both.to the people 
and the States, which would have resulted from 
convening and holding a special. session of Con- 

Tess. 

For these reasons I recommend the passage of 
a bill, at as early a day as may be praticable, to 
provide for the payment of the amount, with in- 
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terest, due to these last-mentioned contractors, as 
well as to make the necessary appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the 
current-fiscal year. 

The failure to pass the Post Office bill necessa- 
rily gives birth to serious reflections. Congress; 
by refusing to pass the general appropriation bills 
necéssaty to carry on the Government, may not 
only arrest its action, but might even destroy its 
existence. The Army, the Navy, the Judiciary, 
in short, every department of the Government, 
can no longer perform their functions if Congress 
refuse the money necessary for their support. If 
this failure should teach the country the necessity 
af electing a full Congress, in sufficient time to 
enable the President to convene them in any emer- 
gency, even immediately after the old Congress 
has expired, it will have been productive of great 
good. Ina time of sudden and alarming danger, 
foreign or domestic, which all nations must ex- 


pect to encounter in their progress, the very sal- | 
vation of our institutions may be staked upon the | 


assembling of Congress without delay. 1f, under 
such circumstances, the President should find 
himself in the condition in which he was placed 
at the close of the last Congress, with nearly half 
. the States of the Union destitute of Representa- 
tives, the consequences might be disastrous. I, 
therefore, reconimend to Congress to carry into 
effect the provisions of the Constitution, on this 
subject, and to pass a law appointing some day, 


revious to the 4th March in each year of oddnum- į 


er, for the election of Representatives through- 
out all the States. They have already appointed 
aday for the election of electors for President and 
Vicé President, and: this measure has been ap- 
proved by the:country. 

» Twould ae éxpress a most decided opinion 
in favor of the construction of a Pacific railroad, 
for the reasons stated in my last two annual mes- 
sages. When I reflect upon what would be the 
defenseless condition of our States and Territo- 
rics west of the Rocky Mountains in case of a war 
with a naval Power sufficiently strong to inter- 
ruptall intercourse with them by the routes across 
the Isthmus, I am still more convinced than ever of 
the vast importance of this railroad. I have never 
doubted the constitutional competency of Con- 
gress to provide for its construction, but this cx- 
clusively under the war-making power. Resides, 
the Constitution expressly requires, as an imper- 
ative duty, that “the United States shall protect 
each of them [the States} against invasion.” Tam 
at a loss to conceive ‘how this protection can be 
afforded to California and Oregon against such a 
naval Power by any other means, [repeat the 
opinion contained in my last annual message, that 
it would be inexpedient for the Government to 
undertake this great work by agents of its own 
appointment and under its direct and exclusive 
control. ‘This would increase the patronage of 
the Executive to a dangerous extent, and would 
foster a system of jobbing and corruption which 
no vigilance on the part of Federal officials could 
prevent. The construction of this road ought, 
therefore, to be intrusted to incorporated com- 
panies, or other agencics,, who would exercise 
that active and’ vigilant supervision over it which 
can be inspired-alone by a sense of corporate and 
individual interest. { venture to assert that the 
additional cost of transporting troops, munitions 

_ of war, and necessary supplies for the Army across 
the vast intervening plains to our possessions on 
the Pacific coast, would be greater in such a war 
than the whole amount required to construct the 
road. And yet this resort would, after all, be 
inadequate for their defense and protection. 

Wehave yet scarcely recovered from the habits 
of cxtravagantexpenditure, produced by our over- 
flowing Treasury, during several years prior to 
the commencement of my administration. The 
financial reverses which we have since experi- 


enced ought to teach us all to scrutinize our cx- | 


penditures with the greatest vigilance, and to re- 
duce ‘them to the lowest possible point. The 
Executive Departments of the Government have 
devoted themselves to the accomplishment of this 
object with considerable success, as will appear 
from their différent reports and estimates. To 
these I invite the scrutiny of Congress, for the 
purpose of reducing them still lower, if this be 


practicable, consistent with the great public inter- 
ests of the country. In aid of the policy of re- 
trenchment, I pledge myself to examine closely 
the bills appropriating lands.or money, so that 
if any of these should inadvertently pass both 
Houses; as must sometimes be the case, I may 
afford them an opportunity for reconsideration. 
At the same time, we ought never to forget that 
true public economy consists, not in withholding 
the means necessary to accomplish important na- 
tional objects confided to us by the Constitution, 
but in taking care that the money appropriated 
for these purposes shall be faithfully and frugally 
expended, 
t will appear, from the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, that it is extremely doubtful, to 
say the least, whether we shall be able to pass 
through the present and the next fiscal year with- 
out providing additional revenue. Thiscanonly 
be accomplished by strictly confining the appro- 
priations within the estimates of the different Do- 
partments, without making an allowance for any 
additional expenditures which Congress may 
think proper, in their discretion, to*tuthorize, and 
without providing for the redemption of any por- 
tion of the $20,000,000 of Treasury notes w rich 
have been already issued. In the event of a de- 
ficiency, which I consider probable, this ought 
never to be supplied by a resort to additional loans. 
It would be a ruinous practice in the days of peace 
and prosperity, to go on increasing the national 
debt to mect ‘the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
| ernment. This policy would cripple our resources 
and impair our credit, in case the existence of war 
i should render it necessary to borrow moncy. 
Should such a deficiency occur as I apprehend, 
I would recommend that the necessary revenue 
be raised by an increase of our present duties on 
imports. I need not repeat the opinions expressed 
| in my last annual message, as to the best mode 
and manner ofaccomplishing this object, and shall 
now merely observe that these have since under- 
gone no change. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
will explain in detail the operations of that De- 
partment of the Government. 

The receipts into the Treasury from all sources 
during the fiseal year ending 30th June, 1859, in- 
eluding the loan authorized by the act of 14th 
June, 1858, and the issucs of Treasury notes au- 
thorized by existing laws, were eighty-one mil- 
lion six hundred and ninety-two thousand four 
hundred and seventy-one dollars and one cent, 
($81,692,471 01,) witich sum with the balance of 
six million three hundred and ninety-eight thou- 
sand three hundred and sixteen dollars and ten 
cents ($6,398,316 10) remaining in the Treasury 
at the commencement of that fiscal year, made an 
aggregate, for the service of the year, of cighty- 
eight million ninety thousand seven hundred 
and cighty-seven dollars “and cleven cents, 
($88,090,787 11.) 

The public expenditures during the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1859, amounted to eighty-three 
million seven hundred and fifty-one thousand 
five hundred and cleven dollars and fifty-seven 
cents, ($83,751,511 57.) Of this sum, seventeen 
million four hundred and five thousand two hun- 
dred and eighty-five dollars and forty-four cents 
($17,405,285 44) were applied to the payment of 
interest on the public debt and the redemption of 
the issues of Treasury notes. The expenditures 
for all other branches of the public service during 
that fiscal year were, therefore, sixty-six million 
three hundred and forty-six thousand two hun-, 
dred and twenty-six dollars and thirtcen cents, 
($66,346,226 13.) 

The balance remaining in the Treasury on the Ist 
July, 1859, being the commencement of the pres- 
| ent fiscal year, was four million three hundred and 
thirty-nine thousand two hundred and seventy- 
five dollars and fifty-four cents, ($4,339,275 54.) 

The receipts into the Treasury during the first 
quarter of the present fiscal year, commencing 
July 1, 1859, were twenty million six hundred 
and eighteen thousand eight hundred and sixty 
five dollars and eighty-five cents ($20,618,865 85.) 
Of this amount three million eight hundred 
and twenty-one thousand three hundred dollars 
(43,821,300) was received on account of the loan 
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| and the issue of Treasury notes—the amount of i! 


sixteen million seven hundred and ninety-seven 
thousand five hundred and sixty-five dollars and 
eighty-five cents ($16,797,565 85) having been re- 
received during the quarter from the ordinary 
sources of public revenue. The estimated receipts 
for the remaining three quarters of the present 
fiscal- year to 30th June, 1860, are fifty million 
four hundred and twenty-six thousand four hun- 
dred dollars, ($50,426,400.) Of this amount it is 
estimated that five million seven hundred and fifty- 
six thousand four hundred dollars ($5,756,400) 
will be reccivell for Treasury notes which may 
be reissued under the fifth section of the act of 
3d March last, and one million one hundred and 
seventy thousand dollars ($1,170,000) on account 
of the loan authorized by the act of June 4, 
1858—making six million nine hundred and 
twenty-six thousand four hundred dollars 
($6,926,400) from these extraordinary sources, 
and forty-three million five hundred thousand dol- 
lars ($43,500,000) from the ordinary sources of 
the public revenue—making an aggregate, with 
the balance in the Treasury on the Ist July, 1859, 
of seventy-five million three hundred and eighty- 
four thousand five hundred and forty-one dollars 
and cighty-nine cents ($75,384,541 89) for the 
estimated means of the present fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1860. ` 

'The expenditures during the first quarter of the 


| present fiscal year were twenty million seven thou- 


sand one hundred and seventy-four dollars and 
seventy-six cents, ($20,007,174 76.) Four mil- 
lion six hundred and sixty-four thousand three 
hundred and sixty-six dollars and seventy-six 
conts ($4,664,366 76) of this sum were apo 
to the payment of interest on the public debt and 
the redemption of the issucs of Treasury notes, 
and the remainder, being fifteen million three hun- 
hundred and forty-two thousand eight hundred 
and eight dollars, ($15,342,808,) were applied to 
ordinary expenditures during the quarter. ‘The 
estimated expenditures during the remaining three 
quarters, to June 30, 1860, are forty million nine 
hundred and ninety-five thousand five hundred 
and fifty-cight dollars and twenty-three cents, 
($40,995,558 23.) Of which sum two million 
eight hundred and cighty-six thousand six hun- 
dred and twenty-one dollars and thirty-four cents 
($2,886,621 34) are estimated for the interest on 
the public debt. ‘The ascertained and estimated 
expenditures for the fiscal year ending 30th Junt, 
1860, on account of the public debt, are, accord- 
ingly, seven million five hundred and fifty thou- 
sand nine hundred and eighty-eight dollars and 
ten cents, ($7,550,988 103) and for the ordinary 
expenditures of the Government fifty-three mil- 
lion four hundred and fifty-one thousand seven 
hundred and forty-four dollars and eighty-nine 
cents, ($53,451,744 89,) making an aggregate of 
sixty-one million two thousand seven hundred 
and thirty-two dollars and nincty-nine cents, 
($61,002,732 99;) leaving an estimated balance in 
the Treasury on the 30th June, 1860, of fourteen 
million three hundred and eighty-one thousand 
eight hundred and eight dollars and forty cents, 
($14,381,808 40.) 

The estimated receipts during the next fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1861, are sixty-six million 
two hundred and twenty-five thousand. dollars, 
($66,225,000, ) which, with the balance estimated, 
as before stated, as remaining in the Treasury on 
the 30th Junc, 1860, will make an aggregate for 
the service of the next fiscal year of eighty mil- 
lion six hundred and six thousand cight hundred 
and eight dollars and forty cents ($80,606,808 40.) 

The estimated expenditures during the next 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1861, are sixty-six 
million seven hundred and fourteen thousand nine 
hundred and twenty-eight dollars and seventy- 


i nine cents, ($66,714,928 79.) Ofthis amount, three 


million three hundred and cighty-six thousand 
six hundred and twenty-one dollars and thirty- 
four cents (43,356,621 34) will be required to pay 
the interest on the public debt; leaving the sum 
of sixty-three million three hundred and twenty- 
eight thousand three hundred and seven dollars 
and forty-five cents ($63,328,307 45) for the esti- 
mated ordinary expenditures during the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1861. Upon these cstimates a 
balance will be left in the Treasury on the 30th 
June, 1861, of thirteen million eight hundred and 
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ninety-one thousand cight-hundred and seventy- | 


nine dollars and sixty-one cents, ($13,891,879 61.) | 

But this balance, as well as that estimated to 
remain in the Treasury on the Ist July, 1860, will 
bereduced by such appropriationsas shall be made 
by law to. carry into effect certain Indian treaties 
during the present fiscal year, asked-for by the | 
Secretary of the Interior, to the amount of five 
hundred and thirty-nine thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollars, ($539,350,) and upon the esti- 
mates of the Postmaster General for the service | 
of his Department the last fiscal year, ending 30th 
June, 1859, amounting to four million two hun- 
dred and ninety-six thousand and nine dollars, 
(#4,296,009,) together with the further estimate 
of that officer for the service of the present fiscal 
year, ending 30th June, 1860, being five million 
five hundred and twenty-six thousand three hun- 
dred and twenty-four dollars, ($5,526,324,) mak- 
ing an aggregate of ten million three hundred and 
sixty-one thousand six hundred and eighty-three 
dollars, ($10,361,683. ) 

Should these appropriations be made as re- 
quested by the proper Departments, the bal- 
ance in the Treasury on. the 30th day of June, 
1861, will not, it is estimated, exceed three mil- 
lion five hundred and thirty thousand one hun- 
dred and nincty-six dollars and sixty-one cents, 
($3,530,196 61.) 

I transmit herewith the reports of the Secre- 
tarics of War, ot the Navy, of the Interior, and 
of the Postmaster General. They each contain 
valuable information and important recommend- 
ations, well worthy of the serious consideration 
of Congress. . 

It will appear, from the report of the Secretary 
of War, that the Army expenditures have been 
materially reduced by asystem of rigid economy, 
which, in his opinion, offers every guarantce that 
the reduction will be permanent. "The estimates 
of the Department for the next have been reduced 
nearly two million dollars below the estimates for 
the present fiscal year, and half a million dollars 
below the amount granted for this year at the last 
session of Congress. 

The expenditures of the Post Office Department 
during the past fiscal year, ending onthe 30th June, 
1859, exclusive of payments for mail service spe- 
cially provided for by Congress out of the general 
Treasury, amounted to $14,964,493 33, and its re- 
ceipts to $7,968,484 07; showing a deficiency to 
be supplied from the Treasury of $6,996,009 26, 
against $5,235,677 15- for the year ending 30th 
June, 1858. The increased cost of transportation 
growing out of the expansion of the service re- 
quired by Congress explains this rapid augment- 
ation of the expenditures. It is gratifying, how- 
ever, to observe an increase of receipts for the year 
ending on the 30th June, 1859, equal to $481,691 21 
compared with those in the year ending on 30th 
June, 1858. 

Itis estimated that the deficiency for the current 
fiscal year will be $5,988,424 04; but that, for the. 
year ending 30th June, 1861, it will not exceed 
31,342,473 90, should Congress adopt the meas- 
ures of reform proposed and urged by the Post- 
master General. Since the month of March re- 
trenchments have been made in the expenditures 
amounting to $1,826,471 annually, which, how- 
ever, did not take effect until after the commence- 
ment of the present fiscal year. The period seems 
to have arrived for determining the question 
whether this Department shall become a perma- 
nent and ever-increasing charge upon the Treas- 
ary, or shal] be permitted to resume the self-sus- 
taining policy which had so long controlled its 
administration. The course of legislation recom- 
mended by the Postmaster General for the relicf 
of the Department from its present embarrass- 
ments, and for restoring it to its original inde- 
pendence, is deserving of your early and earnest 
consideration. 

in conclusion, I would again commend to the 
just liberality of Congress the local interests ot 
the District of Columbia. Surcly the city bear- 
ing the name of Washington, and destined, I 
trust, for ages to be the capital of our united, free, 
and prosperous Confederacy, has strong claims | 
on our favorable regard. 


JAMES BUCHANAN. 
Wasumeron Crry, December 19, 1859. 


Report of the Secretary of the Treasury» 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
December 5, 1859. 
Sie: In compliance with the act of Congress 
entitled ‘“ Anact supplementary to an act to estab- 
lish the Treasury Department,” approved May 
10, 1800, I have the honor to submit the follow- 
ing report: 
On the Ist July, 1858, being the commencement of the fiscal 
year 1859, the balance in the Treasury was, $6,398,316 10 


The receipts into the Treasury during 


the fiscal year, 1859, were as fol- 

lows: : 

For the quarter ending September 30, 1858: 
FrOm CUStOMS 0... 6 secs ee eee $13,444,520 28 
From public lands TEPPET 421.171 84 
From miscellaneous sources.. 959,987 34 
From Treasury notes........ 405,200 00 


From loan authorized by act 
of June 14, 1858........... 10,000,000 00 
—— 25,230,879 46 

For the quarter ending December 3}, 1858: 
From customs.. seses. .. $9,054,228 60 
From public lands a 402,190 97 
From miscellaneous sources.. 306,200 24 
From Treasury notes.......+ 1,122,000 00 


10,884,619 81 
For the quarter ending March 31, 1859: 
From customs «+ -$12,786,252 19 


‘Lrom publie lands.. bs 490,947 78 

From miscellaneous sources. 503,319 58 

From Treasury notes.,...... 160,000 00 

From loan authorized by act 
of June 14, 1858 ae 


8,535,000 00 

$22,475,519 55 
For the quarter ending June 30, 1859: 

From customs... eseese ee eo e 814,280,823 31 

From public lands. 2 442,376 71 

From miscellanco} 313,052 17 


From Treasury notes... . 7,880,200 00 
From loan authorized by 
of June 14, 1858..........- 85,000 00 


23,101,452 19 


The aggregate means, therefore, for the ser- 
vice of the fiscal year ending Junc 30, 1859, 
reer e+e + «$88,090,787 11 


- The expenses during the fiscal 
June 30, 1859, were as follows: 

For the quarter ending September 30, 1859. $21,708,198 51 
For the quarter ending December 31, 1858.. 37,956,347 85 
For the quarter ending March 31,1859...... 17,874,779 86 
For the quarter ending June 30, 1859....... 26,212,185 35 


year ending 


$83,751,511 57 


which amount was applied to the various branches 
of the public service, as follows: 


Civil, foreign intercourse and misecllancous, $23,635,820 94 
Service of Interior Department, (Indians and 

Pensions) oc. cece ce cere eeeee 
Service of War Department.. 
Service of Navy Department 
Public debt..... ee. ccs ceeeee . 


aero 4,753,972 60 

. 23,243,822 38 
< 14;712,610 21 
Pade aaa este 17,405,285 44 


$83,751;511 57 

as exhibited in detail in statement No. 1. 

Deducting the expenditures during the fiscal year 1859 from 
the aggregate means during the year, a balance remained 
in the Treasury on July 1, 1859, of....... $4,339,275 54 
From the Ist July to 30th Septem- 

ber, 1859, being the first quarter ofthe 

current fiscal year 1860, the receipts 

into the Treasury were as follows: 

From customs ...e cscs eoresa $15,947,670 62 


From public lands......- 470,244 62 
From miscellaneous sources, 379,650 61 
From Treasury notes.... 3,611,300 00 
From: loan authorized by act 

of June 14, 1858......-..- 


210,000 00 


20,618,865 85 


The estimated receipts during the 
three remaining quarters of the cur- 
rent fiscal year are as follows: 


From customs..........++++ «$40,000,000 00 
From public lands...... „s... 2,000,000 00 
From miscellaneous sources, 1,500,000 00 
From Treasury notes........ 5,756,400 00 


From lean authorized by act 
of June 14, 1858. .......... 1,170,000 00 
— 50,426,408 00 
Making the aggregate of ascertained and 
estimated means for the current fiscal N 
year ending June 30, 1860........--s-0005 $75,384,541 39 


The expenditures for the first quarter of the cur- 


l 


rent fiscal year 1860, that ending September 30, 
1859, were: a ; Goy 
For civil, foreign intercourse and ‘miscella-: 


NEOUS es o.s veneers Padeedeseveseceerseeses $4,748,130. 89 
Forservice of Interior Department, (Indians ` 

and Pensions)...-.. PE EA veeeee | 1,739,176 11 
For service of War Department.. cave 5,473,949 10 
For service of Navy Department....< 3,381,551 90 
For pulilic debt...ce.seceesenece TS) 3664,386 76 


; 20,007,174 76 
The probable expenditures froni appropria- : 
tions heretofore made by law, during the 
three remaining quarters of the current : 
fiscal year to June 30, 1860, are estimated 
Ateesees $05 bo SAGAR E MONG a eee TE 1.. 40,995,558 23 


Making the expenditures forthe current fiscal 
year under existing authority, s». e» «s evi. $61,002,732 89 


Deding this aggregate expenditure from the 
aggregate of the before-estimated ‘means for the 
current fiscal year 1860 will leave an estimated 
balance in the Treasury on the 30th June, 1860, 
of $14,381,808 40. . 


Estimates for the fiscal year ae July 1, 1860, to June 30, 


Balance in the Treasury on the Ist of July, 1860, as above 
stated. seess ea. NEET $14,281,808 40 
Estimated receipts from customs from July 
1, 1860, to June 30, 1861......... esses 60,000,000 00 
Estimated receipts from public lands from =~ 
July 1, 1860, to June 30, 1861....66.605 +» - 4,000,000 00 
Estimated receipts from miscelaneous . j 
sources from July 1, 1860, to June 30, 1861, 2,225,000 00 


Aggregate receipts. s»... seses. a.. + 380,606,808 40 


Estimated expenditures from permanent ap- 
PYOPTiAULONS «6... ceeeeeee eee sesccesceeses $8,173,582 48 

Estimated expenditures from unexpended 
balances of appropriations......+..se+++. 12,262,452 75 

Estimated expenditures from new appropri- 
46,278,893 56 


ations estimated for. .s.esssessosreesesee 
$66,714,928 79 


Deducting the aggregate estimated expenditures 
from the aggregate. estimated sina into the 
Treasury during the fiscal year from uly 1,.1860, 
to June 30, 1861, as above stated, the catimated 
balance will remain in the Treasury on the 30th 
June, 1861, of $13,891,879 61. 

The failure of Congress at. its last_session-to 

ass the bill for the service of the Post Office 

epartment renders necessary appropriations for 
that Department which must be paid during the 
present fiscal-year. As these amounts are not 
contained in the preceding statement, it will be 
necessary to consider them, in order to arrive at 
the true condition of the Treasury at the close of 
the present and next fiscal years. 

It will be seen from the communication of the 
Postmaster General, accompanying my report on 
the estimates, that there will be required to pay the 
deficiency in that Department for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1859, the sum of $4,296,009; 
and to supply the deficiency. for the present fiscal 
year ending ‘the 30th of June, 1860, the further 
sum of $5,526,324. In addition to these amounts, 
the Secretary of the Interior submits an estimate 
for the sum of $539,350, which he will require 
during the present fiscal year to carry out certain 
Indian treaties approved at the close of the last 
session of Congress. These three sums, amount- 
ing to $10,361,683, must be met during the pres- 
ent fiscal year, and must therefore be deducted 
from the estimated balance in the-Treasury on the 


| 30th of Junc, 1860, which will leave in the 


Treasury at that time an estimated balance of 
$4,020,125 40, and an estimated balance on the 
30th of June, 1861, of $3,530,196 61. This last 


! amount will be increased to the extent of the un- 


expended appropriations for the next fiscal year 
which may remain in the Treasury undrawn on 
the 30th of June, 1861. 

It will be seen that there will be no necessity 
to provide additional means forthe Treasury, pro- 
vided the receipts should be equal to the estimates, 
and the appropriations made by Congress do not 
exceed the amounts estimated for by the Depart- 
ment. : 

I submit, with much confidence, the estimate of 
probable receipts during the present and next fiscal 
years. It is based upon the operations. of our 
trade and commerce for the last twelve months, 
and upon the conviction that the business of the 
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‘country will continue in its present state of com- 


parative prosperity. i 

At the last:session-of Congress I submitted an 
estimate of the probablereceipts into the Treasury 
for the then three remaining quarters of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1859. The result 
has approximated the estimate with unprecedented 
accuracy—the: actual receipts-being $38,579,391, 
while the estimate was $38,500,000; and as the 
présent estimates are based upon similar data, it 
should greatly strengthen the confidence to be put 
in their correctness. 

Some apprehension has been felt that the large 
amount of imports during the last twelve months 
would be attended with unhappy results in the, 
business of the country. Thisapprehension would 
be well founded if the facts showed Bf the im- 
ports exceeded the wants of the county and its 

-ability to pay for them. The imports during the 
last fiscal year (as willbe seen by reference to 
table 7) were $338,768,130, whilst the exports for 
the same period were $356,789,462, showing an 
excess of exports over. imports of $18,021,332. 
As large as the imports for the last fiscal year 
were, they have gonc into consumption. Table 
© 47 exhibits the amount of goods in-warehouse at 
New York, on the Ist of November, for a series 
of years. It will be scen that the amount on hand 
on the Ist of November last docs not exceed the 
amount in previous years, when the country was 
highly prosperous and its business steady and reg- 
ular. These figures do not exhibit an unhealthy 
state of trade and business. One fact, however, 
connected with our exports has attracted much 
attention, and led many to believe that we were 
importing beyond our ability to pay: I allude to 
the increase. of ‘specie in our export tables. If 


specie uceupied in the business of the country only 
the -position of a circulating medium, and the sup- 
"ply was limited accordingly, there would be just 
ground of apprehension; such, however, is not the 
case. It constitutes an important clement in the 
list of our productions; anc s like allother produc- 
tions, where the quantity exceeds the legitimate 
demands of the country for use.and consumption, 
it becomes a very proper article for export. 
It is estimate that since 1848 California has 
roduced over five hundred millions of gold. 
Would her condition have been improved by re- 
taining that amount of specie within her limits, 
to the exclusion of those articles required for the 
use of her citizens, and in.exchange for which this 
specie has been sent to the Atlantic and abroad? 
During the same period Georgia has produced 
more than five million bags of cotton. The same 
policy which would require California to retain 
her gold, beyond the legitimate wants of her peo- 
‘ple, would, with equal propriety, require Georgia 
to retain within her limits the excess of the pro- 
duction of cotton over the wants of her people. 
The argument is as applicable to.all the States as 
to one, and I have used the illustrations of single 
States only because they were more marked and 
striking. Unless the export of specie goes to the 
extent of violating this manifest principle, it con- 
stitutes no just ground of alarm or anxiety. In 
this connection, it should be observed that the 
large excess of specie. exports commences with 
the discovery of the California mincs, and has 
increased very much in proportion to their in- 
‘creased production, as willbe seen by reference 
to table $, which exhibits, for a series of years, | 
the amount of our export of specie. The exact | 
amount of the production of the California mines | 
during this period is not known, but it is believed 
that it exceeds very largely the amount which has 
been generally stated. We have no reliable mode 
of ascertaining it; but, from the best information | 
I have been able to obtain, I should estimate the 


| of Congress in support of the opinion that we may | 


| natural causes which produce and sustain it. ` 


amount for the last year at not less than seventy 
million dollars. 

Whenever the export of specie shall exceed 
proper limits, the effect will soon be seen and felt 
in the financial and commercial operations of the 

country. It would probably be first exhibited in 
thespeciebasis of the banks, showing an increased 
proportion‘of circulation and deposits to. the 
: amount-of.specie in their vaults, and this would | 
soon. be follawed by derangement and depression | 
in the general tradé-and business of the country. 
Atpresent there is no-eyidence that either of these 


TT 
results are to be apprehended... By reference. to 
table 9, it will be seen that the specie basis of the 
banks, (when the tables for 1859 were prepared, ) 
as compared with their circulation and deposits, 
ismore favorable than in 1850, the year preceding 
ihe increase of specie exports. It is probable that 
some change has occurred since. the‘last bank re- 
ports; of that we have no reliable information; 
but it is not believed that it will materially vary 
the general proposition. It is appropriate here to | 
remark that, in view of the large and constantin- 
crease of the production of the precious metals, 
the country should look to the policy of substi- 
tuting specic, to a great extent, for the present 
paper circulation: The process should be grad- 
ual; and whilst it would not derange the business 
of the country, would operate as a wholesome 
check upon banking and overtrading. The adop- 
tion of an independent treasury system by the 
several States, as recommended in a former re- 
port, would go far towards the accomplishment 
of this desirable result. 

There is no mode of ascertaining the amount of 
specie in general circulation. All estimates on 
that point are purely speculative. During a pros- 
perous condition of the country, it no doubt in- 
creases with the demands of business; and when- 
ever, from any cause, the supply is below the 
wants of the country, it will be manifested by a 
depression in trade and general embarrassment. 
Until these indications appear, we may safely 
calculate that there has been the usual and neces- 
sary increase. 

With some persons the idea seems to prevail 
that we are necessarily overtrading with those 
countries to which our specie is carried, and as the 
most of it goes to the ports of Great Britain, they 
conclude that we are therefore buying too largely 
of British productions. ‘The fact that payments 
are made in England must not be considered as 
conclusive evidence that the debt has been con- 
tracted in the course of our trade with that coun- 
try. By reference to table 10 it will be seen that 
our imports for the year ending June 30, 1859, 
from the East and West Indics, and other coun- 
tries named in the table, exceed our exports to 
those countries to the full extent of the excess of 
our export of specie, Ltwill also be observed that 
the articles which we import from those countrics 
are articles of necessity, and generally such as are 
not produced in our own country, Thesearticles 
must be had, and if we cannot furnish inexchange 
for them any other of our productions, they must 
be paid for in specie; and itis notmaterial whether 
the specie for that purpose is sent to London or 
to the foreign port of exportation. Ifthis branch 
of trade consumes the excess of specie exports, 
it would leave our commercial operations with all 
other countries upon a safe basis, even in the esti- 
mation of those who indulge so many apprchen- 
sions on account of our heavy exports of specic. 
It should be observed, in this connection, that our 
exports to Great Britain for the last fiscal year 
execed our imports about fifty millions; the ex- 
cess, to a great extent, being applied to the pay- 
mentof the demands of the countries to which I 
have just referred. 

These views are submitted to the consideration 


look with confidence to a continued. increase in 
the business of the country. The natural tend- 
ency in times of prosperity is to extravagance and 
overtrading, and this feclmg should not be stim- 
ulated. If indulged, it will in the future, as it 
has done in the past, lead to. revulsions and em- 
barrassments; but there is no serious danger to be 
apprehended if the increased business of the coun- 
try continues to bear a proper proportion to those 


Entertaining these views, I do not doubt that 
the actual receipts into the Treasury for the pres- 
evt and next fiscal years will be fully equal to the 
estimates. The only remaining question in con- 
nection with the estimates to be considered is the | 
probable demands upon the Treasury during this 
period. If the appropriations made at the present 
session do not exceed the amount contained in the 
estimates, it is believed that they can be met with 
the ordinary and extraordinary receipts already 
provided for by law. The estimated balance that 
will be in the Treasury on the 30th June, 1861, H 


is only $3,530,196 61, and leaves no margin for 


| additional appropriations. If, therefore, the ap- 


propriations should exceed the estimates, or Con- 
gress should determine to provide within this 
period for the payment of any portion of the pub- 
lie debt, it will become necessary to make provis- 
ion for such contingencies. The idea of increasing 
the public debt to meet the ordinary expenses of 
the Government should not be entertained for a 
moment. Ifadditional demands are created upon 
the Treasury by the legislation of the present 
Congress, provision must be made to meet them 
by such increase of tariff duties as may be re- 
quired for that purpose. In such an event, I would 
respectfully refer Congress to my last report, as 


i| containing the views of the Department on the 


subject. 

A critical examination of the estimates for the 
next fiscal year, submitted to Congress, will ex- 
hibit considerable reduction from former estimates. 
The remark is applicable to every Department 
where any discretion can be exercised over the 
expenditure. In most cases the amounts are fixed 
by law, and can-neither be increased nor dimin- 
ished by the head of the Department. I have 
endeavored to enforce the strictest economy in 
the various branches of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. In the single branch for collecting the rev- 
enue, the expense has been materially reduced by 
adopting and carrying out, where the power cx- 
isted, the reforms recommended in the bill for re- 
organizing the collection districts of the United 
States, &c., submitted by the Department to the 
last Congress. With further reductions which it 
is contemplated to make, I have felt warranted in 
reducing the estimate for the expense of collecting 
the revenue for the next fiscal year $500,000. The 
passage of the bill to which I have referred would 
greatly aid the Department in this work of reform. 

The public debt on the Ist July, 1858, as stated 
in my last annual report, was $25,155,977 66. 
The act of June 14, 1858, authorized an additional 
loan of $20,000,000, which has been accordingly 
negotiated. Of this $18,620,000 had been paid 
into the Treasury, and the stock issued therefor 
on the Ist of July, 1859, the commencement of the 
pretent fiscal year. A- portion of the remainder 

as been since paid, and the stock therefor issued. 
The balance will doubtless be soon completed, 
which will make the permanent public debt 
$45,155,977 66. 

Of the temporary public debt authorized by the 
act of December 23, 1857, providing for the issue 
of $20,000,000 in Treasury notes, there were out- 
standing on the Ist July, 1858, as shown by my 
last report, $19,754,800. On the 30th June, 1859, 
the close of the last fiscal year, the amount of 
these notes outstanding was $15,046,800. . The 
details of the various descriptions of the public 


| debt on the 30th June, 1859, are shown by the 


statement marked 3. 
In the estimated means of the Treasury for the 


| present and next fiscal years, it will be seen that 


no provision is made for the permanent redemp- 
tion of any portion of the $20,000,000 of Treasury 
notes. The authority for reissuing these notes 
will expire on the 30th of June next; and it will, 
therefore, be necessary for Congress to extend the 
law for that purpose for another period. 

On the 21st of January last, I submitted to the 
House of Representatives, in answer -to resolu- 
tions of that body, a report in reference to the 
export and import trade of the United States with 
Great Britain and France. The investigation 
which I was required to make for that purpose 
brought to my attention the various systems 
adopted by different countries of obtaining and 
keeping commercial statistics. These systems 
are so variant that I found it impracticable to in- 
stitute any comparison of the facts exhibited in 
the tables of different Governments, which could 
be regarded as accurate and reliable. Every com- 
mercial man will pronounce such a state of things 
an evil of great magnitude, and one which de- 
mands a prompt remedy, if it can be faund. 

To avoid a recapitulation of the views presented 
in that report, and for the purpose of bringing the 
subject to the attention of the present Congress, I 
append to this report a copy of that communica- 
tion, (marked 11,) and would ask for ita consid- 
eration at this time. I donot know a greater ben- 
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efit that could be conferred upon the commercial 
interest of the country, at so small an expense, 
than the adoption by the leading Governments of 


the world of a uniform system of commercial sta- | 


tistics—a uniform unit and currency, and uniform 
weights and measures. Upon one branch of the 
subject, valuable suggestions will be found in the 
accompanying report of the Director of the Mint. 
The importance of the subject cannot be over- 
estimated, and it is hoped that it will receive the 
careful consideration of Congress, at its present 
session. ` 

I must again call the attention of Congress to 
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1857, on the 

“subject of deposits by disbursing agents, and re- 
peat the recommendations heretofore made for its 
modification. In my former reports I have pre- 
sented the reasons for some change of that act so 
fully that I deem it unnecessary to do more, at 
this time, than to refer to those reports, and, for 
the reasons therein stated, again to request the 
action of Congress on the subject. 

The attention of Congress is particularly called 
to the accompanying report from the engineer in 
charge of the Burcau of Construction. It gives a 
full and detailed account of the operations of that 
bureau, charged with the construction of the va- 
rious public buildings under the direction of this 
Department. The principal buildings now in pro- 
cess of construction arc the Treasury extension, 
in this city, and the custom-houges at Charleston 
and New Orleans. These buildings were com- 
menced under the direction of Congress before I 
came into office. Each of them was planned on 
an extensive scale, and large amounts had been 
expended in their crection before my conncetion 
with this Department. 
decessors nor myself are responsible. Our duty 
in the premises had been simply exccutive. Un- 


der these circumstances, Í submitted, at the last | 


session of Congress, estimates for continuing the 
work upon them during the present fiscal year. 
Having been commenced, I deemed it sound pol- 


icy and true cconomy to prosecute the works with | 


energy to their completion. The estimates sub- 
mitted at the last session were made under that 
conviction. Congress took a different view of the 
subject, and reduced the estimates to a point which 
seemed to look merely to the duty of preserving 
the unfinished works from injury, and suspend- 
ing, for the present, at least, their completion. 
In accordance with the policy thus indicated, I 
directed the operation on all these buildings to be 
brought within the means at the disposal of the De- 


partment; and when those means were exhausted į 


‘to stop the work. The report of the engineer in 
charge will show that these directions have been 
thus far complied with. ‘Che balances of former 
appropriations will soon be exhausted, when all 
further operations will be suspended. In accord- 
ance with the policy so clearly indicated by the 
action of the last Congress, I. have only estimated 
for a sufficient sum to keep them from injury for 
the next fiscal year. If Congress should adopta 
different policy at the present session, and determ- 
ine to continue operations on these works, I would 
respectfully refer to the report of the engineer in 
charge for’ estimates of the amounts that will be 
required during the next fiscal year. 

t would again invite the attention of Congress 


to the subject of marine hospitals. The facts sub- | 


mitted, aswell in the last as in the present report 
of the engineer in charge of the Bureau of Con- 
struction, demand an investigation of the subject 
by Congress, The views which Ihave heretofore 
presented are, strengthened by cach year’s expe 
rience, and I would again press them upon the 
consideration of Congress. Three new hospitals 
have been completed, and are ready to be putinto 
operation. Before it is done, the necessity and 
propriety of the step should be considered in the 
light of the facts presented in the reports to which 
Thavereferred. The refusal of the last Congress 
to authorize any additional buildings of this char- 
acter, would indicate a concurrence with t 
of the Department on the subject. It only 
to be determined what disposition should be made 
of those which have already been erected. 

In reference to other public buildings authorized 
by previous acts of Congress, and heretofore sus- 
pended for the want of means, steps have been 


For this, neither my prce- | 


he views ! 
remains ii 


taken to secure the selection of proper sites. ! 


kä 
Plans and specifications are being prepared with 
a view of commencing their erection when it can 
be done with a due regard to the condition of the 
Treasury. The policy of the last Congress, in 


: Suspending the work upon those already in pro- 


cess of construction, would indicate that new ones 
should not be commenced until provision is made | 
for the completion of those already begun. 

The condition of the Louisville and Portland 
canal is so anomalous as to require the action of 
Congress. Under the amended charter of the 
State of Kentucky, of January 21, 1842, the stock 
previously belonging to individuals has been re- 
deemed from the earnings of the canal, except 
that a single share each is held by certain persons, 
to qualify them to act as directors of the corpo- 
ration. The act of the State of Kentucky, of 
Februgry 22, 1844, provides that, when the Uni- 
ted States shall become the sole owner of the canal, 
the jurisdiction of the State over it shall be yielded 
to the United States. 

The amount advanced from the Treasury for 


: the construction of this canal was $233,500, and 


the amount of dividends paid into the Treasury, 
up to 1842, is $255,182 48; so that, in fact, the 
whole cost of the stock held by the United States 
had been reimbursed previous to the amended 
charter. Since that charter, and the redemption 
of the stock of individuals under its provisions, 
the earnings of the canal have been applied to its 
improvement by the directors, and keneren the 


“amount has exceeded that requirement, it is un- 


derstood the tolls have been reduced. -No revenue 
has been received from it since that period, and 
none is contemplated. | 
Under the laws of Kentucky the United States 
are substantially owners of this canal, but no au- 
thority has been given to supersede the corpora- 
tion in its management, no action having been 
had by Congress on this subject since the amended 
charter by Kentucky. Under these circumstances 
I would refer the whole subject to Congress, for 


| such action as they may deem proper. 


The annual report of the Director of the Mint 


i is herewith transmitted, (marked 12,)-as-also the 
! reports of the various bureaus of the ‘Treasury 
! Department, (marked from A to L.) They con- 


| than about 11,000 men available f 


tain much interesting information in connection 
with their respective branches of the public ser- 
vice. 

The report of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey will be laid before Congress at an early 
day. HOWELL COBB, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


Report‘of the Secretary of War. 


War Department, December 1, 1859. 

Sim: The authorized strength of the Army is 
18,165 men, alltold. On the Ist of July, the date 
of the last. complete returns, the actual number 
reached 17,498. Of this number there are not more 
yetiye service 
cen engaged, 
ce the 


in the field. ‘This little force has 
with its usual activity and efficiency, si 


date of my last- report, in the discharge of its | 


arduous and multifarious dutics, being required į 
to man about 130 permanent garrisons, posts, 
and camps, scattered over an area of three million 
square miles. Under these circugpstances, it has 
been obviously impossible to givé’that ample and 
perfect protection to our whole frontier which our | 


, citizens have a right to expect, and which itis the 


duty of Government to afford. Indian depreda- | 
tions have been committed on our southern and 
Mexican border, which, as yet, have been unchas- 
tised for the want of men. I hope to make such 
an alteration in the disposition of the troops next 
season as will prevent any repetition of these out- į 
rages in future on that frontier. | 

Tt has been truly said that to call ours a peace 
establishment is a mere abuse of terms. AH the 
incidents pertaining to an active war establish- 
ment characterized our sorvice throughout the 
year, excepting only the casualties upon the bat- 
tle field; and these, in our service, are far from 
being few or insignificant. The sudden calls.to 
which our troops are constantly Hable, the length 
of marches to be made, the amount of real and 
severe fatizue, privation, and hardship to be en- 
Jared by them, are not excceded in any service, 


| nor atall equaled onany peace establishment what- | 


ever. The cheerfulness, alacrity, and-efficieney 


with which they have performed their duties. eñ- 


title them: to the commendation ofthe country. 
The positions held by our troops at the date’ of 


-my last report are, in the main, those they-still 


occupy, being the best to secure the peace oftour 


_territories and to give protection to our frontiers 


and the overland routes to the: Pacifie. «The pa- 
pers communicated with this report will show, 
somewhat in detail, the movements. of. the troops 
and the results of them... ` : ‘ n 
The war which, last year, was going on with 
the Comanches and Kiowas: is: still unfinished, 
but the theater of it is extended from the western 
part of our Texan boundary tothe region lying 
toward the head waters of the Arkansas and: Ca- 
nadian rivers. Proper measures have been: taken 
to subdue those tribes, and to give perfect. pro- 
tection to the routes from Missouri and Arkansas 
io New Mexico. ; 
Inconnectionwith the subject of frontier defense, 
I venture to submit a plan which, if approved by 
Congress, will, I am confident, be productive of 
great ultimate good to the country and an essen- 
tial saving to the Treasury. Itis to allow by law 
the enlistment of men for the mounted corps, 
whose term of service shall continue for the pertod 
of six months, beginning in May. These men 
should be required’ to furnish their own horses, 
for which a liberal per diem compensation, ought 


.to be allowed them, but no remuneration for loss 


or damage, unless the commanding officer. should 
certify that the horse had been actually’ killed. or 
rendered useless by injury in battle. These six 
months’ recruits should compose one half of the 
mounted regiments, and, if necessary, that num- 
ber of the present force should be disbanded to 
make room for them. They would be composed 
of the best young men of the frontier, many of 
whom would gladly enter the service for that 
length of time, but would never think.of enlisting 
for the term of five years. It is no objection to 
say that six months would be too short a time 
to make disciplined troops of these men. They 
would all be skillful ridersand dexterous in the use 
of fire-arms—soldierly accomplishments which it 
takes ycars to teach, inadequately, to: many of 
our mounted men. ‘As they would go at once 
into the field, they would need little beyond:a 
knowledge of routine necessary in-camp life, for 
they would be already fitted for spy or scout 
duty, so essential in Indian warfare, In actual 
battle with the Indians, success is more owing to 
individual prowess, skill in arms, and horseman- 
ship thar to discipline. 

fter afew ycars, this system would supply the 
frontiers witha very large number of settlors suf- 
ficiently instructed and disciplined to give them 
confidence and self-reliance, whase personal knowl- 
edge of the country and the haunts of the savages 
would render them fully-capable of either defense 
or attack. In point of economy, reat advantages 
would accruc to the country. ft would save all 
expense for the forage of half the number of 
horses belonging to the mounted service; it would 
save the pay, clothing, subsistence, fuel, and quar- 
ters of the same number of men for half the year, 
and during the most expensive part of it, the 
winter; and whilst giving a fresh supply of good. 
horses every year, would cost the Government 
nothing for them. To prevent any miscarriage 
of the plan, it might be introduced gradually and 
in such manner as not to impair the efficiency of 
the service or to endanger the security of the 
frontiers. 

The Texan and New Mexican people would, 
beyond doubt, gladly embrace such an opportu- 
nity to enter the service, than whom no hetter 
troops for such service could be found. “This 
system would save considerable sums.in the hire 
of spies and guides, nearly all of whom are now 
taken from this class ‘of men. 5 


STATF DEPARTMENTS. AND CORPS. 


I again bring to your notice, and urge upon 
your special attention, the recommendation which 
| have heretofore made on the subject of the staff 
corps. Longer experience convinces me more 
and more of the beneficial effects to the military 
service which would result from the adoption of 
these recommendations. A bill “for the: better 
organization ofthe general staffand of the engineer 
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and ordnance departments,’’ wasreported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs at the last session 
of Congress, which embodied the main principles 
cof my. suggestions and recommendations, With 
‘some modifications of its details, tending to pro- 
“mote economy by a reduction of additional officers 
therein provided, that bill, if enacted into a law, 
would bring about suitably the end inview. The 
general effect of its provisions will be to throw 
open the staff duties to the whole Army, to bring 
the staff and line officers into more frequent and 
intimate connection, and to provide for returning 
to their regiments such officers as may be found 
to- have no aptitude for staff duties. Now, under 
the existing organization, such officers holding a 
commission but in one branch of the service, can- 
not be transferred, however much the interests of 
the service, or their own tastes and wishes may 
render such transfer desirable. By the proposed: 
organization, there will be a few permanent offi- 
cers in each of the staff departments and corps, 


who, by their long experience in the special du- 


‘ties pertaining to each, will be well qualified to 
-take general-charge of, and give general directions 
to its business, leaving the execution of the details 
to the officers of the line. These officers will ac- 
quire thereby a knowledge of, and a familiarity 
with, staff duties, which will be of incalculable 
benefit in time. of war, when large armies are to 
be organized and kept inthe field. ‘The proposed 
arrangement will effect, moreover, the very desir- 
able end of making every officer, on first joining 
the Army, serve for a time in a regiment, and 
thus become practically acquainted with soldicrs’ 
duties, and the actual wants of troops in service, 
-before he can become eligible to appointment in an 
‘of the staff departments or corps. No officer will 
-beappointed permanently toany of them (olougs 
the competition for such appointments will be 
squolly open to all) until he shall have shown an 
appt e 
adding a practica) standard of fitness to the present 
theoretical one of class standing during pupilage 
atthe Military Academy. Such a diffusion of 
the knowledge of the duties of the staff depart- 
ments and corps among the whole Army, instead 
of confining it, as at present, to a few officers, 
will be of great benefit to the military service of 
the country.’ 

I venture again to call your attention to the 
urgent necessity for an additional inspector gen- 
eral. ‘Our territory is too large for the duties of 
inspection to be performed by the present officers, 
and the duties are far too important to be neglected. 


RETIRED LIST. 


There is another measure for increasing the 
efficiency of the Army, which was recommended 
by my predecessor. I fully concur in it, and rec- 
ommended it in my annual reports. This is a 
provision for retiring disabled and infirm officers. 
Separate bills for effecting this object, identical 
in language, were reported from the respective 
military committees of both Houses of Congress 
at the last session. The provisions of these bills 
meet my entire concurrence. They secure every 
oficer a fair and open exarnination of his case, 
with the privilege of adducing testimony to be put 
on record, and submitted to the examination of 
the President, who must concur in its sufficiency, 
to establish disability for active service before the 
officer can be retired. Their enactment will ben- 
efit the public service, and at the same time make 
a fair provision for officers who may have been 
worn out in service, whilst it will carefully guard 
the rights of all who may be affected by its oper- 
ation, and cxclude the influence of favoritism or 
prejudice. The many objections which have been 
urged against a similar measure for the naval ser- 
vice, and which are duc, not to the measure itself, 
but to the manner in which it was effected, are 
entirely obviated by the proposed mode of ap- 
pits the retired system to the Army. I again 

ring this subject to special notice, and repeat my 
former recommendations in its favor. 


ENLISTED TEAMSTERS. 


The importance of a regularly enlisted corps of 
teamsters has been so long and so often brought 
to the notice of Congress that nothing but a deep 
conviction of its almost absolute necessity induces 
me to refer to it again. -For the want of that au- 


and talent for its special duties ; thus | 


Ss 
thority which enlistment alone will give, most 
serious delays have often occurred in starting im- 
portant trains for the use of the Army; and the 
exigencies of the service, caused by bad faith in 
performing engagements, have been seized upon 

y teamsters to exact exorbitant wages from the 
Government. If a law was passed authorizing 
the enlistment of competent and reliable men for 
this. special duty, whose term of enlistment should 
run for onè year, all‘ the trouble, inconvenience, 
and heavy expense, now so frequently incurred, 
would be wholly avoided. There cannot possibly 
be any well-founded objection to this plan, but, 
on the contrary, every consideration recommends 
it, most particularly as it would be attended with 
alarge saving to the country in cash each year. 
The necessity for this measure becomes more 
urgent.as our operations are more remoged be- 
yond the borders of our settlements. i 


CAMELS. 


‘The experiments thus far made—and they are 
pretty full—demonstrate that camels constitute a 
most useful and economical means of transpor- 
tation for men and supplies through the great 
deserts and barren regions of our interior. A 
camel will go safcly with its burden over ground 
so rough and precipitous thata mule will scarcely 
pass over it unladen without assistance. They 
require no forage but what they gather in the most 
sterile and barren parts of our continent, and, for 
many days together, live conveniently without 
water. An abundant supply of these animals 
would, beyond all doubt, enable our Aimy to give 
greater and prompter protection to our frontiers, 
and toall our inter-oceanic routes, than three times 
their cost expended in any other way. Asa mcas- 
ure ofeconomy andefliciency , I cannottoo strongly 
recommend the purchase of a full supply to the 
favorable consideration of Congress. 

The report of the Surgeon General contains im- 

ortant suggestions for the good of the service. 
The increase of the medical staff, recommended 
by him, has become a necessity, and requires the 
action of Congress. E Ay 

The coffee ration of the Army is fixed by law, 
and cannot be altered: by any regulation. It is 
manifestly too small, ond ovehit to be increased. 
The good of the service requires that the supply 
of coffee, for the Army, should be put on the 
same footing with all other rations, and left to the 
experience of the service to fix the quantity. I 
herewith transmit a eommunication from a sur- 
geon of the Army upon this subject, whose ree- 
ommendations are concurred in by Brevet Major 
General Twiggs. $ 

The reports of Colonel Delafield and Major 
Mordecai, of their observations on the military 
systems of Europe, were submitted to Congress 
last session. They contain information of great 
value to the Army and the country, and deserve 
to be printed without delay. 

The efficiency of our artillery has at all times 
been an object of solicitude to those who have 
considered its importance. ‘The arm is one for 
which both study and experience are particularly 
necessary. Our military establishment isso small 
that every corps in the Army is mainly employed 
in active service of a general description, and all 
attention by tiẹ troops to any special branch of 
military science has to be made secondary and in- 
cidental. I have endeavored to mitigate the evils 
of this system, as far as the artillery 1s concerned, 
by prescribing and creating facilities for a habitual 
disciplire in the service of thatarm. The corps 
has been divided into two classes—one to garrison 
the more important permanent fortifications, where 
they can have the means of practice in heavy artil- 
lery; and the other to occupy posts where troops 
are required, as on the Indian frontier. Each of 
the latter has a light company and battery, which 
are designed to be the means of instruction to the 
other companies in that branch of the service. A 
| system of theoretical and practical instruction has 
| been prescribed for every artillery post; and, by 
| a periodical exchange of companies between the 
| 


| fortifications and field artillery posts, each com- 

pany will have an opportunity of instruction and 
| experience in all branches of the arm, and, at the 
| same time, share the hardships of actual service. 
| The proportions in which the two classes should 


be arranged, and the selection of stations, are |! 


questions to be determined according to the ex- 
igencies of. the service, and may vary from time 
to time. The companies, excepting those which 
are mounted, preserve the infantry armament and 
discipline, as heretofore, and are liable to duty in 
that capacity whenever required. 


MILITARY SIGNALS. 


Assistant Surgeon Albert J. Myer, of the med- 
ical corps of the Army, having submitted to this 
Department a system of military signals for the 
purpose of communicating intelligence or orders 
between distant points on land, a board was con- 
vened in March last to examine into its merits. 
The board reported favorably to the adoption of 
this plan for the uses. of the Army. A series of 
experiments with the field signals, instituted under 
special instructions from this Department, have 
developed results which promise to be of value to 
the service. With an equipment simple, strong, 
weighing but sixteen pounds, and so compact as 
to be rapidly carried from place to place by asol- 
dier mounted or on foot, which requires for its use 
but a single man, communication has been kept 
up and messages transmitted by day and at night 
a distance of fifteen miles. Messages have been 
sent five miles without any apparatus especially 
provided for the purpose. 

For the distances at which communication by 
signals would be needed for military uses, the 
pian proposed appears to be ready and reliable. 

he trials in progress give reason to believe that 
by the use of such signals there may be secured 
to theservicea mode of communication more easy, 
safe, and available than any hitherto known. The 
advantages to accrue to an army from a practical 
system of telegraphing do not require comment. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The benefits which the Army and the country 
are daily deriving from the Military Academy 
render it unnecessary for me to commend it to the 
cheerful support of Congress. The adoption of 
a five instead of a four years’ term, which was 
done by my predecessor, has afforded the means 
of improving the course of studies, and introdu- 
cing somewhat more of practical instruction than 
was previously possible, though greatly needed. 
Some slight modification in the programme of in- 
struction is perhaps needed, so as not to crowd the 
course too much, and to adjust the different studies 
in accordance with their relative importance. I 
am giving attention to that matter now. The 
subjects of strategy, grand tactics, military organ- 
ization, and administration, &c., I have thought 
it particularly desirable to give. more importance 
to, and lave taken steps for that object. 


EXPENDITURES OF THE DEPARTMENT. 


The circumstances connected with the expend- 
itures of the War Department for the present 
fiscal year have been anomalous, and not free from 
considerable embarrassment. Until this year, 
Congress has scarcely ever failed to grant the 
appropriations asked for by the Department, and 
whilst the country was prosperous, and large sums 
were received at the Treasury, these appropria- 
tions were on a liberal and extensive scale. 

The estimates for this fiscal year were prepared 
for the last Congress with the greatest scrutiny 
and care; large reductions were made in many 
items of expenditure, and, indeed, all was reduced 
to the lowest point to which it was thought safe 
to go, so as to keep the Army upon the footing 
where it had been placed, and to avoid a deficiency 
bill, asking for money to defray expenses neces- 
sarily incurred beyond the sums appropriated by 
Congress. This reduced scale of expenditure 
Congress scemed to think was still greater than 
the public service required, and an arbitrary re- 
duction of very nearly two million dollars was 
made upon the estimates submitted. From the 
date of this appropriation until the commencement 
of the fiscal year, when this reduced scale of ex- 
penditure should begin, was so short a time that 
it involved much difficulty in preparing for it over 
so wide a space of territory as our Army occu- 
pied. An essential change in the movement and 
economy of the Army became absolutely neces- 
sary to conform to the policy of Congress, and 
to avoid a deficiency. The usual expenditures 
upon barracks and quarters for the troops were 
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greatly diminished, the civil employés in the ser- 
vice were almost entirely digpensed with, and large 
reductions were made in the expenditure for for- 
age and keep of the animals of the Army, by sell- 
ing at public auction, after due advertisement in 
the newspapers, such as were not absolutely es- 
sential for the use of the Army. 

I have conformed thc estimates for the ensuing 
year to the standard of the Jast congressional 
appropriations, and have, therefore, reduced them 
very nearly two million dollars below those sub- 
mitted last year, and half a million below the 
actual appropriations made at the last session of 
Congress. è 

In the year 1855, Congress increased the nu- 
merical strength of the Army by adding to it four 
regiments, two of which were cavalry, In the 
year 1857, the pay of the Army was increased 
about thirty per cent. From these two causes 
the necessary expenditures for the Army were 
largely augmented. This increase arose from a 
necessity that still continucs, and was decreed by 
Congress itself. In addition to these reasons for 
larger Army expenses, the rise in the price of 
every article of consumption required for its sup- 
port has also tended to swell the aggregate sum 
for the maintenance of our Army. Neither the 
strength of the Army nor the expenditures for its 
support and operations, have been enlarged, in 
proportion to the growth of the population, the 
extension of the frontiers requiring defense, or 
the cost of most articles of military supplies. 

To arrive at proper conclusions on this question 
-of expenditures, they must be compared with the 
service rendered; and, in this view, a comparison 
with any previous time may be confidently chal- 
lenged. The present Army has work to do which 
might employ, usefully and actively, five times 
its numerical forec; it docs that work effectively, 
and at a cost certainly not incommensurate with 
its value and benefit to the country. The whole 
cost of the Army proper, for its entire support and 
-maintenance, reaches the sum of ($13,098,725 72,) 
thirteen million ninety-eight thousand seven hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars and seventy-two 
cents. With the help of such legislation as is 
asked for, the above sum would be materially 
reduced. 

Large sums are necessarily and unavoidably 
expended every year for objects it is impossible 
to foresee or estimate for. During the past year, 
the extra expenses incurred for the suppression 
of Indian hostilities in Washington and Oregon 
amounted to $298,539 11 beyond what would have 
occurred but for these wars. Heavy expenses 
are likewise incurred for escorts to parties en- 
gaged upon service not pertaining to the legitimate 
duties of the Army. These sums amounted last 
your to over seventy thousand dollars; so it will 

e seen that the expenditure of over three hundred 
and seventy thousand dollars was imposed npon 
the War Department for these objects which could 
not be foreseen. 


ORDNANCE, ARMS AND EQUIPMENTS. 


I have ordered the estimates from the Bureau of 
Ordnance to be made mainly in conformity to the 
policy which the action of the last Congress seemed 
to indicate by its appropriations. I cannot for- 
bear to express the opinion, however, that to 
abridge the manufacture of arms is, to say the 
least, a measure of very doubtful economy, and 
may prove in the end to be both dangerous and 
expensive. A foreign war would create an im- 
mediate demand for an immense number of arms, 
probably enough nearly to strip all ourarsenalsand 
to require the purchase of further supplics from 
private manufacturers, at whose mercy the Gov- 
ernment would be, in the emergencies of war. 

Besides the manufacture of arms, other expenses 
arc necessarily incurred in experiments and im- 

rovements in them, which are of the greatest 
importance to the service of the country. That 
constant progress in the improvement of arms and 
other appliances of warfare which has of late char- 
acterized the military service of other nations, has 
been, up to this time, no less active in ours. The 
‘experiments which have been in progress for some 
time past, to ascertain the fitness of iron for the 
construction of gun-carriages for sea-coast and jj 
garrison cannon, have resulted in complete suc- 


cess. They demonstrate the practicability of using 
iron in place of wood for the fabrication of such 
carriages, not only to very great advantage in 
point of economy, but also in quality, The ulti- 
mate saving in money to the country by this man- 
ufacture can hardly be estimated. Gun-carriages 
heretofore have not only been expensive, but it 
has been found impossible to preserve the wood 
of which they were constructed from decay; so 
that each gun in all our forts must be remounted 
once every ten years to be fit for service. The 
substitution of tron fér wood has remedied this 
perfectly, and the gun-carriage may now be con- 
sidered as indestructible. Modcls of wroughtiron 
sea-coast and garrison carriages have accordingly 
been adopted, and iron will be used in their fab- 
rication hereafter. 

Improvement has been introduced, also, in the 
forms of cannon, greatly increasing their endur- 
ance under repeated discharges, and rendering 
them consequently more reliable for service. In 
view of the not unfrequent accidents from the 
bursting of iron cannon, and the disastrous con- 
sequences that may result therefrom, it is impor- 
tant that the adopted models should be the best 
calculated for strength, and that none but the best 
materials should be used in, and the best processes 
applied to, thei fabrication. Experiments to as- 
certain the best model have been instituted and 
carried on with satisfactory results. They are 
still in progress, with special reference to a class 
of cannon of heavier caliber, for the more com- 
plete determination of the best method of distrib- 
uting the given weight of metal throughout the 
different parts of the cannon, so as to obtain the 
greatest strength. To secure effectually the best 
material and mode of fabrication will require the 
establishment of a national foundry, and I again 
urge this important measure, and repeat the rec- 
ommendation, so often heretofore made, for the 
requisite legislation to effect it. 

Lhe subject of rifled cannon and projectiles has 
received much attention, and careful experiments 
have been instituted to test a variety of such con- 
trivances. It is not deemed advisable to proceed 
to the manufacture of such cannon, beyond those 
required for experimental purposes, until full and 
fair trials shall have demonstrated, practically, 
which of the various inventions possesses most 
advantages, or whether a combination of the ad- 
vantages peculiar to several of them, may not fur- 
nish the best Government model. 

New peneme of horse equipments for all the 
mounted troops have been adopted, and their man- 
ufacture has been commenced to the extent per- 
mitted by the appropriation applicable thereto. It 
is, however, insuficient to meet the wants of the 
service inthis respect, in consequence of its reduc- 
tion below the estimate. The new pattern was 
adopted after careful consideration of the views on 
the subject of experienced officers of the mounted 
service, taken in connection with the question of | 
the greatest economy compatible with fitness for 
that service. 

The operations at the national armories and the 
arsenals, in the manufacture of small arms and 
other supplies pertaining to this branch of the 
War Department, are stated in detail in the ac- 
companying report of the Colonel of Ordnance. 

I desire to call attention to the ¢xisting law for | 
arming and equipping the whole body of the mi- | 
litia of the United States, which was passed in 
1808. The provision then made for the purpose 
remains the same at this day, and is insuficient | 
for its effectual accomplishment. Thisis evinced 
by frequent requisitions and urgent applications 
from States and Territories for advances of arms 
and equipments beyond their regular quotas. 


BREECH-LOADING ARMS. 


Under the appropriations heretofore made by 
Congress to encourage experiments in breech- 
loading arms, very important results have been 
arrived at. The ingenuity and invention dis- | 
played upon the subject are truly surprising, and | 
itis risking little to say that the arm has been 
nearly, ifnot entirely, perfected by several ofthese 
plans. These arms commend themselves very 
strongly for their great range and accuracy of fire 
at long distances; for the rapedity with which they 


|| can be fired: and their exemption from injury by | 


exposure to long-continucd rains. With the best 
breech-loading arm, one skillful-man would be 
equal to two,probably three, armed with the ordi- 
nary -muzzle-loading gun... Truc. policy requires 
that steps should be taken to introduce these arms 
gradually into our service; and to this-end,prep- 
arations ought to be made for their manufacture 
in the public arsenals. i 


NATIONAL DEFENSES. 


In the statement B, herewith submitted, -will be 
found an estimate for other objects beside those 
which pertain to the Army proper, although the 
work is done under the supervision of Army offi- 
cers gencrally, and the disbursements are made 
by them. These estimates.I have caused to be 
| made in conformity to the appropriation. of the 
last Congress, and to the policy which those ap- 
propriations scemed to establish. The policy is 
founded in a strict economy, and I see no reason 
to depart from it; but, at the same time, I feel 
bound to submit the estimates proposed by the 
chief engincer for the prosecution of the sca-coast 
defenses, that Congress may have the data upon 
which to act understandingly, if they should see 
fit, in their wisdom, to reverse the policy of their 
predecessors. 

I have seen no cause, however, since the date 
of my last report, to change its suggestions of econ- 
| omy in our system of fortifications. It does not 
appear necessary to request considerable appro- 
priations for additional masonry works... Such 
as are not strong enough to offer a good defense 
against shipping may, when the emergency arises, 
be reinforced at a small expense by carthen bat- 
teries, properly combined with them for mutual . 
support, and of such cxtent as to give an aggre- 
gate armament of sufficient power. 

My sentiments are likewise unchanged in re- 
gard to the propriety of making some provision 
to secure our sea-ports from the attacks of forces 
! that may debark on the coast, and scek to attain 
| them by routes not commanded by the channel 
forts. I regard the statisties of the combined 
naval and military operations of the French in the 
recent Italian war as indications of the correctness 
of my,estimate of our danger from such attacks, 
and as warranting the renewal of my recommend- 
ation to Congress to take steps toward. carrying 
out the plan sketched in my last report for. the 
defense of New York, in particular, from such 
attempts. The appended memoir on American 
Fortifications, prepared at my instance by Licu- 
tenant Morton, of the engincer corps, explains 
the details of the plan in question, with the aid of 
an accurate topographical map. It also contains 
an analysis of the general subject of coast defense, 
| which I deem worthy of your notice. 

It is eminently desirable that our completed 
permanent forts should be lit with gas, and I rec- 
ommend that a small appropriation, be made to 
introduce it into the mest Important.ones without 
delay....By that improvement the risk would be 
diminished of accidental fires breaking out in the 
officers’ quarters or the barracks, now to be ap- 
prehended from the vicinity of the magazines. 
Lhe introduction proposed’ may also be recom- 
mended on the ground of economy. The post of 
West Point has been lighted in this manner with 
satisfactory results. 


PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS. 


There are large claims before the Government 
for pay alleged to be due to volunteer troops 
called out at various times and different places for 
| the suppression of Indian hostilities. It is due 
alike to the claimants and to the Government that 
these claims should be settled, by payment when 
they are just, and a final rejection when. they are 
not. The action of Congress isnecessary before 
such an adjustment can take place. 


EXPLORATION AND SURVEYS. 


A report is presented from the officer in charge 
of the office of explorations and surveys, exhibite 
ing the operations that have been conducted under 
| this officer during the past year. 

The military road from Fort Walla-Walla to 
Fort Benton, for which a special appropriation 
| was made, has been commenced, and nearly two 
| hundred and sixty miles of it completed. Steam- 
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boats can navigate the Oregonriver to Fort Walla- 
‘Walla, and the Missouri river to Fort Benton, 
thus.affording, excepting for the distance of six 
hundred miles, a line of steamboat communica- 
tion: between the Atlantic and Pacific across the 
widest portion of our possessions. Without con- 
sidering the facilities which the construction of a 
road over the interval referred to would afford to 
emigrants traversing that portion of the continent, 
in a military point of view it is of very great im- 
portance. Among the most powerful of our Indian | 
tribes are those which inhabit the regions at cither 

end of the proposed line. To keep these Indians 

in ‘subjection, to have the means of transporting 
troops and materials rapidly and at small cost 
from one‘section to the other, and to build up 
communities on the upper waters of the Oregon 
and Missouri strong enough to dispense with 
military protection and to furnish supplies toa 
column marching over, are objects that render 
‘the work a measure of sound economy, if not of 
necessity itself. A further appropriation for its 
completion is now necessary. Reliable informa- 
tion has been recently furnished to the Depart- 
“ment of the existence of great mincral wealth in 
the mountains through which a portion of the 
road passes. 

The experiment of sinking artesian wells upon 
the public lands has been further prosecuted, but 
still without attaining the desired results; and, the 
appropriation for the object havmg become ex- 
hausted, it was directed that the work should be 
suspended. he details of the experiments are 
set forth in the accompanying reports. It may 
be considered now as demonstrated that, to bring 
water from subterranean streams, to overflow the 
‘surface of the great western plains, is, for any 
reasonable amount of expenditure, impracticable. 
* An expedition was organized, during the past 
season, to explore the country in the vicinity of 
the San Juan river of New Mexico, and to search 
for a practicable route through that region, be- 
‘tween Santa Fe and the southern settlements of 
Utah. This duty has been completed, but the 
results have not yet been laid before the Depart- 
ment. 

A. second expedition was sent into the Terri- | 
tory of Nebraska to explore certain tributaries of 
the’ Yellow Stone, the sources of that river, and | 
of the Missouri. A portion of its labors has | 
been accomplished, and the operations will be re- į 
sumed in the ensuing spring. ` | 
’ A large amount of geographical and scientific 
information has been added, at small cost, through | 
the labors of the different field parties, to our | 
knowledge of the resources of the regions west of 
the Mississippi. Considerable tracts of country 
yet romain unknown, and the economy of con- | 
tinuing these explorations is evident, when it is 
considered that they open the country to travel; | 
develop its mineral and agricultural wealth ; 
shorten, and afford new information concerning ì 
emigrant routes, and designate thosc portions of | 
the wild territory that are susceptible of settle- | 
ment. Very great benefits to the whole country 
would be derived, beyond all doubt, by furnish- 
ing from the office of explorations and surveys a 
moderate supply of geographical maps of the 
United States and Territories. An opportunity 
now presents itself by which the preparation ofa | 
complete geographical map, by some of the ablest | 
men of science m America, can be secured ata 
-very reasonable rate of compensation. No simi- 
Jar expenditure would result in anything like an | 
equal benefit to the country at large. 

xperience has demonstrated that, to insure the | 
most effective and economical performance of the | 
duties connected’ with reconnoissances; surveys, 
and explorations, a company of enlisted men, of 
a similar organization to that of the sappers and 
miners, should be added to the corps of topo- 
graphical engineers. These men would be under 
the command and instruction of the officers of that 
corps, and would furnish to parties in the field, 
with.a great saving of public money, thoroughly 
trained assistants in place of inexperienced em- 
ployés. Lwould recommend that such a company, 
“not to exéeed. fifty in number, should be estab- 
lished by law. 
< E would respettfully invite your attention to the | 


|| time of travel by these roads to emigrants for Cal- 


report of Lieutenant Michler, who, under assign- 


| the United States, is impossible in that Territory. 


| both have been furnished to the public through | 


ment of the War Department, was engaged upon 
the survey of an inter-oceanic ship canal near the 
Isthmus of Darien, via the Atrato and Truando 
rivers. Since hisreturnfrom the scene of his field 
operations, considerable progress has been made 
in the reduction of observations and preparing the 
maps, until the want of means compelled him to 
suspend progressand discharge the computers and 
draughtsmen. The valuable information procured 
by Lieutenant Michler’ should not be left in its 
unfinished condition in the archives of the bureau, 
to prevent which a smalf appropriation will be 
required. 

The wagon road upon the thirty-fifth parallel, 
reaching from Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the Col- 
orado of the West, is completed as far as the | 
appropriations would do it. It is now sufficient 
for any travel of troops, military supplies, or emi- 
grants. This route abounds in grass and water; 
offering very great advantages at this time for 
travel, which will be still further enhanced when 
the posts contemplated shall have been added to 
those already on the line. 


UTAH. 


Affairs in the Territory of Utah remain very 
much ag at the date of my last annualreport. The 
army is inactive, and stands in the attitude of a 
menacing force towards a conquered and sullen 
people. I am satisfied that the preservation of 
right and justice, through the means of any juris- 
prudence known or recognized by the people of 


It is governed, practically, by a system which is 
in total disregard of the laws or Constitution of 
the land. The laws of the Mormon church and 
the will of the hierarchy are alone potential there. 
Beyond a mere outward show of acquiescence in 
Federal authority, they are as irresponsible to it 
as any foreign nation. 

There is, in the presentattitude of affairs, scarce- 
ly any necessity for the presence of troops in 
Utah, and they will be otherwise disposed of in 
the coming season. There are no complaints of 
Indian hostilities towards the Mormon people. | 
All other Territories and people upon our vast | 
frontiers suffer from Indian depredations, but the 
Mormon people enjoy an immunity from all their 
outrages. For the protection of these people 
against Indians, there is no necessity for the pres- 
ence of a single soldicr. Murders and robberies 
of the most atrocious character have been per- 
petrated in the Territory upon emigrants from the 
States journeying towards the Pacific, and in some 
of the most shocking instances by white men dis- 
euised as Indians. The general impression, so 
far as I have been able to ascertain it, among 
those having opportunity to know, is that these 
murders are the work of the Mormon people them- 
selves, sanctioned, if not directed, by the author- į 
ity of the Mormon church. | 

ĮI cannot commend in terms too high the wise | 


prudence and officerlike conduct of the general i! 
l| temporarily a local command. This condition of 


commanding the army in Utah. The discipline | 
of his command is admirable, and its efficiency | 
is unsurpassed. Much has been done through | 
the army under command of General Johnston | 
towards improving the roads in Utah, and to give 
to the public a fuller knowledge of the condition 
and resources,of the Territory. Captain J. H. 
Simpson, of the topographical engineers, has, 
during the past season, explored and opened two 
new routes from Camp Floyd to California, cither 
of which is about two hundred and fifty miles 
shorter than the old emigrant route by the way 
of the Humboldt river, and far better for grass, 
wood,and water. Over both these routes he con- 
ducted a party of sixty-five men anda train of 
fourteen wagons, and, since his return to Camp 


Floyd, many emigrants with large herds of cattle fi 
i 


have passed over the route by which he returned, | 
which is the better of the two. Itineraries for 


the press in California and Utah. The saving in 


ifornia is about fifteen days, and for the mails 
about four. The saving m stock and draught 
eattle on these routes over those formerly trav- 
eled, owing to pure water and abundant grass, is | 
estimated at twenty-five percent, Captain Simp- | 
son has also, under the instructions of General | 


Johnston, found a new wagon road pass from the 
valley of the Great Salt Lake, by the way of the 
Timpanagos river valley and Des Chesnés fork of 
the Uinta river, into the valley of Green river, 
which will shorten the route pursued by Colonel 
Loring from Camp Floyd to Santa Fé probably 
as much as eighty miles; and should a practicable 
pass be found through the Rocky Mountains, by 
the way of White river, through the middle part 
between the headwaters of the Arkansas and the 
Cache La Poudre, a tributary of the Platte, a 
wagon road will be obtained through the Pike’s 
Peak gold region, which will be considerably 
shorter to thé States than any we now have. 

Morc than the usual amount of disturbance has 
occurred during the past summer upon nearly the 
whole line of our Texan frontier. Brevet Major 
General Twiggs, then the commander of that de- 
partment, during the early spring, issued orders 
for the abandonment of Fort Brown, and the con- 
centration of the troops at other points upon the 
frontier higher up the Rio Grande. Doubtless 
that officer supposed that no danger was likely 
to follow from withdrawing the troops from a 
point opposite to a large and flourishing Mexican 
town at a time when we were at peace with that 
country. But these well-grounded expectations 
were disappointed. The banditti which abound 
in that part of Mexico mustered their forces, 
crossed the river, and, after plundering some 
ranchos in the neighborhood, threatened to sack 
and burn the town of Brownsville. Immediately 
upon receiving information of the danger which 
threatened the inhabitants, a force sufficient for 
their Kotection was sent to their defense. There 
is every reason to believe that tranquillity is re- 
stored to that quarter of the State. 

The condition of things along the whole extent 
of our Mexican boundary, some sixteen hundred 
miles in length, demands im eratifoly that Con- 
gress should adopta policy which shall give peace 
and security to our citizens, and render punish- 
ment for crimes committed upon them by Mexi- 
can banditti, and savages residing within Mexican 
territory, prompt and certain. "The chaotic con- 
dition of the Mexican Government throughout the 
| northern provinces renders every hope of the res- 
toration of order by public authority utterly vain, 
| Indeed, the local governments, if they deserve the 
| name, encourage and perpetrate many of these 
| wrongs. Our territory has been entered by them, 
our citizens have been robbed and murdered, 
whilst the perpetrators of the crimes pass across 
; the borders, and claim immunity from pursuit and 


i! chastisement by our troops under the treaty.stip- 


ulations of peace between the two Confederacies. 
i These treaty stipulations, so far as they protect 
| our citizens in the territories.of Mexico, are con- 
i temned and despised. Our people, either resident 
or transient in their territories, are imprisoned, 
robbed, and banished without even the form of 
trial, and with no more authority than the arbi- 
trary order of some petty usurper who may hold 


things is no less hurtful to Mexican interests than 
to our own. Their settlements have rapidly re- 
ceded before the incursions of the Indian iribes, 
which, from the anarchy that- prevails, they are 
unable to repel; and in some places deserts: many 
hundred miles in extent have been created by the 
savages out ofsettlements once prosperous, happy, 
and secure. These wastes abound in climate, 
| soil, and mineral wealth unsurpassed by any on 
| the continent; and instead of affording a home for 
| a thrifty and peaceful population, constitute a har- 
| bor and a hiding-place for savages and banditti, 
| where they live securely, and from whence they 
i issue at will to ravage our country and murder 
| our people. Any action of Congress which would 
| remedy this state of things would bea great ben- 
| efit to the Mexican people and a blessing to our 
| own. : 

| HARPER’S FERRY. 

The recent conspiracy and effort at insurrection 
and plunder attempted at Harper’s Ferry con- 
stitutes altogether one of the most surprising and 
startling episodes in the history of our country. 
‘A fanatical man, stimulated to recklessness and 
desperation by the constant teachings and intem- 
perate appeals of wild and treasonable enthusiasts, 
| unrestrained by the Constitution and laws of the 
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land, by the precepts of religion, by the appeals i 
of humanity or of mercy, formed a conspiracy to | 
make a sudden descent upon the people of Har- 
per’s Ferry, to rob the arsenal, plunder the public 
property, and stir up servile insurrection. The | 
plan devised, and the mode of executing it, were 
such as to promise every hope of success. The 
conspirators rented a farm in the State of Mary- 
land, within afew miles of Harper’s Ferry, where 
they remained for some months, apparently fol- 
lowing peaccful, probably useful pursuits; during 
which time they took effectual means to conciliate 
tM kind feelings of the people of the adjacent 
‘country, and particularly those of the village of 
Harper’s Ferry. They became perfectly familiar 
with all the localities of the place, streets, houses, 
arsenals, and workshops, so that its contemplated 
seizure might be effected at any hour of the night 
without confusion or any unusual movement cal- 
culated tO attract attention or arouse suspicion. 
They knew, perfectly, the universal and unsus- | 
pecting security of the entire population. Up to | 
the night of that attack there never was a man 
within the Commonwealth of Virginia who wént 
to his bed with the slightest apprehension of 
danger from attack by citizens of the United States 
in any number, from any region, or for any pur- 
pose whatever. The sense of profound security 
was perfe@ and absolute. Having also no appre- 
hension whatever of the slave population, (and 
this assurance was fully justified by the event,) 
nothing could be more favorable for the consum- 
mation of the diabolical designs of the conspira- | 
tors. Having cut the telegraphic wires, they en- 
tered, under the cover of night, unmolested and 
unobserved, into the village, seized upon the sol- | 
itary watchman placed at the arsenal as protection 
agaist fire only and possessed themseives, speed- 
ily, of all the buildizigs containing arms or suitable | 
for defense. The next movement was to seize 
the principal men of the place, with whom their 
long residence near there had made them ac- 
quainted, and confine them securely under their | 
own control. These arrests were made singly, 
and in every instance by several perfectly armed 
men, who conveyed their prisoners to the piace 
of confinement. This process was carried. on 
throughout the night, and extended, not only to | 
the village, but to the country around. 

When the morning came, and the state of things 
was partially discovered, the people of the village 
gathered to the scene of confusion about the ar- 
sepal. The conspirators now commenced a fire 
upon the citizens. Then, for the first time did the 
atrocious designs of these men fully appear; and, | 
strange as it may seem, it was only then discov- 
ered that the citizens of the place were almost 
wholly without arms and ammunition of any sort. 
Presently, however, some arms and ammunition, 
not ih possession of the plunderers, were found, 
when the men of the village, and those who had 
assembled from the neighborhood, arming them- 
selves, immediately returned the fire of the assail- 
ants, with such effect that in the course of a few | 
hours they were driven from their positions, and | 
all cither “killed or wounded, with the exception | 
of the leader and half a dozen others of his party, 
who were driven into an engine-house, whither 
they fled for security. They carried along with 
them ten or twelve of the prisoners they had 
takon the night before, who were to be used as 
hostages, us the robbers alleged, to prevent the 
fire of the citizens outside from being directed to- 
wards themselves in the house where they had 
taken shelter. 

Throughout the whole day on Monday, from | 
twelve o’elock, at which time intelligence of the 
outbreak reached this city, the most exaggerated 
accounts were received of the state of things at 
Harper’s Ferry, and the number of persons en- 
ved in it. Prompt measures, however, were 
n, and Brevet Colonel Robert E. Lee, of the 
first cavalry, was at once summoned to take com 
mand of a detachment of marines and two com- 
panies of volunteers from Frederick, Maryland, | 
who hed promptly offered their services. The | 
troops left this city by the afternoon train, and, | 
r up the volunteers on.the way, reached the | 

of action during the night. i i 
The next morning, at an early hour; Colonel | 
Lee gave orders to the marines to attack and carry 
the house where the conspirators were strongly |! 


: officer Shubrick left Montevideo, with the steamers 


i sario in time to have acted in case of necessity. 


barricaded, which was very promptly and gal- | 
lantly donc, with the loss of one man killed, an- 
other wounded. Colonel Lee’s report of his pró- | 
ceedings is herewith communicated, which gives 
all other information on the subject thought to be 
of interest. : ; 
T have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, | 
: JOHN B. FLOYD, 
Secretary of War. 
‘The PRESIDENT. 


Report of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Navy Deranrmenr, December 2, 1859. 

Sir: In the month of February last the expe- 
dition to Paraguay was brought to a successful 
issue. By your direction I had taken the neces- 
sary steps to concentrate a strong naval force of 
19 vessels, carrying 200 guns and 2,500 men, well 
supplied with ammunition, small arms, and what- 
ever was necessary to its SUCCCSS, in the waters 
of the La Plata. It consisted of the frigate Sa- 
bine, Flag-officer W. B. Shubrick, Captain H. 
A. Adams; the frigate St. Lawrence, Flag-officer 


F. Forrest, Captain J. B. Hull; the sloops-of-war || 


Falmouth, Commander E. Farrand, and Preble, 
Commander T. A. Jenkins; the brigs Dolphin, 
Commander Charles Steedman, Bainbridge, Lieu- 
tenant Commanding F. B. Renshaw, and Perry, 
Licutenant Commanding R. L. Tilghman; the 
steamers Memphis, Commander J. B. Marchand; 
Atalanta, Commander D. B. Ridgely; Caledonia, 
Commander A. L. Case; Southern Star, Com- | 
mander A. M. Pennock; Westernport, Com- ! 
mander T, 'T. Hunter Fulton, Lieutenant Com- | 
manding J. J. Almy; Water Witch, Lieutenant | 


Commanding R. B. Pegram; the M. W. Chapin, 
Licutenant Commanding W.Ronckendorff; Met- | 
acomet, Licutenant Commanding W. H. Ma- | 
comb; the revenue steamer Harriet Lane, Captain | 
John Faunse; and the armed storeships Supply, | 
Licutenant Commanding F. Stanly, and Release, | 
Licutenant Commanding W. A. Parker. | 

The frigate Sabine, with Flag-oficer Shubrick, 
to whom the expedition was intrusted, and Mr. 
Bowlin, the special Commissioner to Paraguay, 
left New York October 17, 1858, arrived at. the 
La Plata December 18, and found most of the ves- 
sels comprising the expedition already there. On 
the 30th of the same month, Mr. Bowlin and Flag- 


Fulton and Water Witch, to ascend the river, and | 
on the 25th of January arrived with them at As- | 
suncion, the capital of Paraguay. On the 10th of į 
February the Commissioner took formal leave of | 
the President of Paraguay, having fully accom- 
plished the objects of his mission, The,relations 
of the two countries having been restored and 
placed upon the most cordial footing, a new com- 
mercial treaty and a special convention having 
bgen executed, and satisfactory. apologies and in- | 
demnitics made; the Fulton and Water Witch, 

with the Commissioner and Flag-officer, on the 

morning of the 13th of February proceeded down | 
the river. All the vessels intended for the expe- | 
dition and capable of ascending the river, except- 
ing two of the least importance, were above Ro- 


The Fulton, Water Witch, Harriet Lane, Ata- 
lanta, Westernport, Memphis, Caledonia, South- į 
ern Star, Preble, Dolphin, Perry, Bainbridge, Re- | 
lease, Supply, and the Argentina, carrying 1,740 i 
mon, exclusive of commanding officers, and 78 į 


guns, including 23 9-inch shell guns, and one | 
jianch shell gun, had overcome the currents, 
shoals, sand-bars, and other difficulties and ob- 
structio@s of a long and tedious river navigation, | 
were reported ready for service, and were in a 

position to operate against Paraguay. To the zeal 
cnergy, discretion and courtcousand gallant bear- 
ing of Flag-officcr Shubrick and the officers under i 
his command, in conducting an expedition far į 
into the interior of a remote country, ercounter~| 
ing not only grcat physical difficulties, but the | 
fears and apprehensions and prejudices of numer- | 
ous States, and to the good conduct of the brave | 
men under their command, is the country largely | 
indebted net only for the success of the enterprise 

but for the friendly feeling towards the United 

States which now prevails in all that part of South 

America. ' 


The expense of the expedition was defrayed: 
out of the ordinary appropriations for the naval} 
service, except the sum of $289,000 appropriated 
by Congress on the 3d of March last, to pay for 
the charter or purchase of the six screw-steamers 
and one side-wheel steamer, which, from the de- 
ficiency of light-draught vessels inthe Navy capa- 
ble of navigating the Parana and the Paraguay, it. 
had become necessary to charter for the occasion. 
They were chartered accordingly for six ‘months . 
or longer, with the privilege of an election on the 
part of the United States’ to convert: the charter 
into a purchase at stipulated prices, and to apply: 
all payments for the use of the vessels in part pay 
mentof the purchase money. The sums duefor 
the use of them amounted: to $137,693, and the 
balance, $151,307, would effecta purchase of these 
seven vessels. The clection was made, and by: 
the payment of that sum the Department was re~ 
leased from its contract to restorc them to their 
former condition, aud they became the property 
of the Government. They have since been fitted: 
for the service in which they are now engaged. 
Five of them are employed on the coasts of Africa 
and Cuba; one between the Washington and Gos- 
port navy~yards, in lieu of the Water Witch, 
which has also been sent to the coast of ‘Cuba; 
and. the other, the side-wheel steamer, in the La 
Plata and its tributaries, as part of the Brazil 
squadron. The cost of. maintaining these seven 
vessels in commission is not much greater:than 
that of maintaining a single steam frigate. 


SUPPRESSION OF THE AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 

The purchase of these steamers enabled. the 
Department to adopt more efficient measures for 
the suppression of the African slave trade. Being 
of light draught, those on the African slave coast ` 
will enter harbors and rivers where the slave 
trafic originates, while those on the coast of Cuba 
will frequent its harbors, cruise in the track of. 
the slave traders on both sides of the island, and 
will be very sure to intercept such as may escape 
the vigilance of the former. Eight steamers have 


| been detailed to suppress this trade, four to cruise 
on the coast of Guinea, and an equal number on 


the coast of Cuba, two on each side of the island. 
It is intended to employ another steamer to cruise 
between New Orleans, Mobile, , Pensacola, and: 
Key West, for that and other purposes, as soon 
as. she can be spared. from other objects. To en- 
able the African squadron, now consisting of three 
sloops-of-war and four steamers, to be constantly 
in the neighborhood.of the places where the traffic 
is carried on, the depot of naval supplies has been 
removed. from Porto Praya, in latitude north 159, 
near Cape de Verde, to St. Paul de Loando, in lat- 
itude south 80. Under the former arrangement, 
the vessels of the squadron, then sailing vessels. 
only, in seas where calms prevail, were most of 
the time employed in making. the voyage..from 
the proper cruising ground to; Porto. Praya for 
supplies; and back again to the cruising ground, 
and the voyage was scarcely performed before it 
became necessary to repeat it; while, under the 
present arrangement it will seldom be necessary 
for them to be absent, and then for a short time 
only. This constant presence of a squadron of 
steam vessels on the coast of Africa, and a sim- 
ilar provision on the coast of Cuba, will render 


! . 
the slave traffic so dangerous for American ves- 


sels that few will be willing to embark init. What 
the effect of breaking up the trade will be upon 


| the United States or Cuba it is not necessary to 


inquire; certainly under the laws of Congress and 
our treaty obligations, it is the duty of the exec- 
utive Government to sée that our citizens shall not 
be engaged in it, and that our flag shall not be 
used for its purposes, 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

Sincé the commencement of the present Admin- 

istration, twenty steam vessels have. been added 


.to the Navy-—thirteen by construction, and the 


aforementioned seven by purchase.  Fhose au- 
thorized to be built by the act of March 3, 1857, 
are the Lancaster, Pensacola, Brooklyn, Hartford, 
and Richmond. The Lancaster and Hartford are, 
respectively, the flag-ships of the Pacific and East 
India squadrons. “fhe Brooklyn is attached to 
the Home squadron: The Pensacola and the 
Richmond are ready for their machinery, and as 
soon as it is-eretted on them will he ready for . 
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sea. These ships have steam power as auxiliary | 
to‘sails; are armed with heavy nine, ten, and 
eleven-inch Dahlgren shell guns, and will have 
the speed: of twelve statute miles an hour at sea 
under- steam alone. : 

The seven steam screw sloops-of-war, Mohican, 
Narragansett, Iroquois, Wyoming, Pawnee, Da- 
cotah, and Seminole, and the side-wheel steamer 
Saginaw, which were authorized by the act of 
June 12, 1858, have been launched, and are allin 
commission except. the Pawnee, the Dacotah, and 
the Seminole, which are waiting for their ma- 
chinery. In these ships, steam 1s the principal 
motive power, and sails auxiliary. The contract- 
ors for the machinery have guarantied the speed 
for the Pawnee, sixteen statute miles an hour; for 
the Dacotah, fifteen miles, both under heavy pen- 
alties; for the other five eighty revolutions of the 

ropeller in a minute, a velocity which, in the 
Wroming, the only one yet tried, has given four- 
teen miles an hour, without the use of sails. The 
draught of four. of them is thirteen feet; of the 
other three, ten feet; and the armament consists 
principally of heavy shell guns. The side-wheel 
steamer Saginaw has a draught of seven feet only, 
and will carty a light armament of 32 and 24- 
pounders. : 

. The Pensacola and the Seminole have been built 
at the navy-yard in Florida, and are the first ships- 
of-war constructed there. They are fully equal 
in construction to those which have been built at 
the other navy-yards, and are highly creditable 
to that establishment. Ithas given full proof that 
it is able to build a ship-of-war in the best man- 
ner, and that, in point of economy, as well as skill, 
it is not inferior to any other. Situated, as it is, 
on the Gulf of Mexico, in the vicinity of the 

‘waters where our ships must be much employed 
for the protection of some of the greatest interests 
of the country, it eminently deserves, certainly 
as much as others, the fostering care of Congress. 
The machinery for these vessels has necessarily 
been constructed at other establishments. 

The Saginaw has been built on the Pacific side, 
at the Mare Island navy-yard, in California. It 
has been well and economically built, both the 
vessel and the machinery. It proves the compe- 
tency of the Government to meet the demands of 
the Navy, both for construction and repair, in the 
Pacific ocean, without doubling Cape Horn, We 
can undoubtedly construct, repair, and maintain 
a Pacific squadron, from the timber and other re- 
sources of California and Oregon, with but little 
aid from the Atlantic side, and that aid can be 
furnished, without much inconvenience, by the 
comparatively short way of the Isthmus. The 
voyage around Cape Horn is long, tedious, and 
expensive, and though it may be often necessary 
to be‘repeated for many reasons, and, among 
others, for the advantages to be derived from the 
presence of a ship-of-war at various points on the 
route, yet itisobvious that theefficiency of a naval 
force in the Pacific will be much enhanced by the 
policy of maintaining an eficient navy-yard on 
that coast. 

Although our naval force has been thus in- 
creased by the addition of twenty steam vessels, 
yet I beg leave most respectfully to renew the 
recommendation which I had the honor to make 
a year ago ofa still further increase of the Navy. 
The cost of these twenty steam vessels has been 
less than five million dollars, while the sum re- 
tained in the Treasury by the policy adopted at the 
last segsion of Congress, of suspending improve- 
ments inthe navy-yards and restricting the appro- 

riation for equipment and repair, has amounted, 

uring the present fiscal year, to more than three 
million dollars; and if Congress shall continue 
the policy of suspending these improvements dur- 
ing the next fiscal year, according to the estimates 
now submitted, there will be retained in the Treas- 
ury a million and a half or two million more. 
Thus it may be said that the Treasury will be 
nearly or quite indemnified for the cost of this in- 
crease of twenty steam vessels in the Navy, bya 
corresponding retrenchment of naval expenditure. 

But, independently of any consideration of this 
kind, the protection of our coast and coasting 
trade on the Atlantic and Pacific sides of the con- 
tinent, of five millions of commercial tonnage, six 
hundred millions of foreign exports and imports, 


and of American citizens and interests in all parts 


of the world, imperatively requires a more efficient 
and powerful naval force than we now have at 
command. Instead of perpetuating old vessels 
which never can. be made effective in naval war- 
fare, or expending millions in constructing a few 
large ships which are likely to-perish or be super- 
seded before they will be wanted, it is earnestly 
recommended to prosecute with vigor the line of 
policy which has been adopted by Congress, and 
toadd to the Navy a much larger number of steam- 
ships, which can be maintained at comparatively 
small cost, are a constant and pressing necessity 
at home and abroad, can go wherever they may 
be needed, and can insure protection and security 
to our widely extended coast, our rapidly increas- 
ing commerce, and to American citizens and inter- 
ests wherever they may be found. It is a source 
of extreme regret and mortification that we are 
now at times obliged to sit by passively and see, 
in some foreign countries, citizens of the United 
States imprisoned, plundered, and murdered, be- 
cause the Executive has not the means to protect 
or redress them. I beg leave to refer to the views 
expressed in my last annual report, and, without 
repeating them now, to urge them again with re- 
newed earnestness. 


MARINE CORPS, ETC. 


The increase of the Navy which has for some 
years past been gradually taking place, and its 
increased activity, have rendered necessary a cor- 
responding increase- in its marine, medical, and 
pursers’ departments. The marine corps 1s an 
indispensable branch of the naval service. It fur- 
nishes the guard of every naval station, of every 
yeceiving ship, and of evgry ship-of-war of the 
United States that goes to sea. Athome, we have 
had occasion to appreciate its prompt and discip- 
lined energy in maintaining law, order, and gov- 
emment against outbreaks of illegal violence. It 
is a gallant little band, upon which rest the most 
widely extended duties at home and in every sea 
and clime, without sufficient numbers to perform 
them. Very much the same may be said of the 
medical corps of the Navy. They are designed 
to be guardians of the life and health of the offi- 
cers, seamen, marines, and others in this branch 
of the public service, not only at shore stations, 
but at sea when far removed from other medical 
aid, exposed themselves also to the hazards of 
sea and climate. And yet the Government has 
not authorized a sufficient number of them to per- 
form the necessary duty, and officers and men are 
sometimes obliged, while in remote service, to 
forego the additional chances of life and health, 
which competent medical assistance usually af- 
fords. In the pursers’ department we find the 
same deficiency. Not only are duties imposed 
on the naval officer which are not appropriate or 
congenial to his profession, or to his position in 
command, but, contrary to our most cherished 
public policy, the public moneys are taken from 
the public Treasury and placed in individual hands 
without bond or surety. I beg leave to refer to 
facts and suggestions on these subjects presented 
in the last annual report from this Department, 
and to renew the recommendations which F then 
made. ; 

NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The Naval Academy continues under theSuper- 
intendence of Captain George S. Blake, and [have 
the most gratifying evidence of the proficiency of 
the pupils in all the branches of their profession. 
Twenty acting midshipmen graduated in June; 
one hundred and thirty-three have since been per- 
mitted to be examined for admission; and of these, 
eighty-six were found qualified and admitted. 


For the purpose of increasing the efficiency of | 


the Navy, without materially increasing the an- 
nual charge upon the Treasury, I have transferred 
the new members of the fourth class of acting 
midshipmen to the sloop-of-war ‘Plymouth,’ 
attached to the academy, thereby enlarging the 
accommodations provided there without the ex- 
ense of new buildings; and arrangements have 
een already made to accommodate eighty-five 
pupils and their instructors on board of that vessel. 
his measure isa decided improvement. [thas 
been accomplished with great facility, and atincon- 
siderable expense. It subjects the pupilsto stricter 
discipline and closer supervision. At the outset 


of their studies it introduces and attaches them to ! 


naval life, and makes every part of a ship-of-war, 
and their duties connected with it, as familiar as 
household words. It enables the Department more 
fully to carry into effect the act of Congress of 
August 3, 1848, which authorizes the number of 
464 midshipmen, being, at the time of the passage 
of that act, two to cach congressional and territo- 
rial district. At the close of the last academic 
year there were but one hundred and ninety-seven 
midshipmen in the Navy. The deficiency of so 
many young, active, and efficient naval officers in 
this Important grade has been felt in the discipline 
of the service. It has been partially supplied hy 
rating enlisted seamen and landsmen as masters’ 
mates to the number of about one hundred and 
sixty, at an annual expense of more than $60,000, 
to perform the proper duties of midshipmen. It 
must be obvious that here is a wide door open for 
improvement, as the expense to the Government 
of masters’ mates is aboutas great as that of mid- 
shipmen, while in the place of these enlisted men 
will besubstituted well-taughtand well-disciplined 
graduates of the Naval Academy. 

The board of officers appointed to witness the 
annual examinations have made a highly favor- 
able report of the general management, discipline, 
and police of the academy. ey recommend 
that no candidate be admitted under the age of fif- 
teen, instead of fourteen, as the requirgment now 
is; that the time of reporting for admission be the 
lst of June, instead of the 20th of September; that 
the French and Spanish languages enter into the 
final examination of midshipmen, and have due 
weightin determining their relative standing; that, 
besides the practice-ship, a small screw steamer 
be attached to the academy; that the pupils be 
instructed in the duties of engineering, in the man- 
ufacture of fireworks, and all ordnance matter in 
which gunpowder and its constituents enter; that 
a short course of naval architecture be introduced; 
and they make other suggestions, which, in their 
opinion, would increase the theoretical and prac- 
tical knowledge of the pupils of the academy. 

The sloop-of-war Plymouth, Commander T. T. 
Craven, has made the annual cruise with 107 of 
the acting midshipmen. She visited the ports of 
Plymouth, in En, Tind: Brest, in France; Cadiz, in 
Spain; and Funchal, in Madeira. The great Gov- 
ernment establishments of Plymouth and Brest 
wore visited by the acting midshipmen on the in- 
vitation of the authorities in command at those 
placos. Commander Craven’s report, which is 
rerewith submitted, affords evidence of a high 
degree of proficiency on the part of the pupils in 
their practical duties. Those of the first. class 
were intrusted with the navigation of the ship, 
and acquitted themselves in a very creditable 
manner. 

SQUADRONS. 

The Home squadron, under the command of 
Flag-officer W. McClaney, consists of the steam 
frigate Roanoke, Captain WwW. H. Gardner; the 
frigate Sabine, Captain H. A. Adams; the steam 
sloop-of-war Brooklyn, Captain D. G. Farragut; 
the sloop-of-war Savannah, Captain Jos. Jarvis; 
Saratoga, Commander Thomas Turner; James- 


‘town, Commander C. H. A. H. Kennedy; St. 


Louis, Commander ©. H. Poor; Preble, Com- 
mander T. A. Jenkins; the steamers Crusader, 
Lieutenant Commanding J. N. Maffit; Mohawk, 
Lieutenant Commanding T. A. Craven; W yan- 


| dott, Lieutenant Commanding F. Stanly; Water 


Witch, Lieutenant Commanding L. C. Sartori; 
and store-ship Relief, Commander B. M. Dove; 
Flag-officer J. M. McIntosh, who commanded 
the squadron until January, was then at his own 


i| request, on account of ill-health, detached from the 


command. The Fulton was ordered to the coast 
of Cuba to cruise for slavers, but having been 
disabled, the Water Witch has taken her place. 
On the 25th of November, 1858, Flag-officer 
McIntosh arrived at San Juan de Nicaragua in 
the steam frigate Roanoke. Learning that two 
officers from the British steam frigate Valorous, 
then lying in that port, had a few days before 
visited the steamer Washington on her arrival 
there with passengers bound to California, and 
while on board closely questioned her command- 
er, he opened a correspondence with the senior 
British officer present, requesting an explanation. 
It was given in a frank and candid manner. The 
visit was avowed to be one of friendly inquiry, 
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3 f| 
usually made by ships-of-war when vessels enter 


a port where they are lying, and not an attempt | 
to revive the practice of search, against which 
this Government, a few months previous, had 
taken decisive measures. The explanation was 
satisfactory to Flag-officer McIntosh, whose 
course on this occasion was regarded as prompt 
and judicious, and received the warm approval 
of the Department. 

The St. Louis joined the squadron in February, 
the Brooklyn in March, the Preble in June, and 
the Sabine n August. The Jamestown, St. Louis, 
and Preble have been cruising most of the time on 
the coast of Nicaragua; the Brooklyn, Savannah, | 
and Saratoga, on that of Mexico. The flag-ship 
Roanoke has been much in the neighborhood of 
Aspinwall, occasionally alternating with one of 
the vessels on the coast of Nicaragua. In May | 
she afforded Mr. Jones, United States Minister at 
Bogota, a passage from Aspinwall to Carthagena. 

‘he Brooklyn having left New York in Feb- 

ruary, visited Beaufort, South Carolina; thence 
proceeded to Port au Prince and Aux Cayes, to 
protect our interests from suffering by the revo- 
ution then prevailing in Hayti; and thence pro- 
ceeded to Aspinwall, where she arrived March 12. 
On the 23d she set sail for Vera Cruz, to aid Mr. 
McLane, United States Minister to Mexico, in 
the accomplishment of his mission. In September 
she afforded him a passage to Mobile, and re- 
cently, on his return to Mexico, she has afforded 
him a passage to Vera Cruz. 

In July the Sabine visited St. Domingo City, to 
afford protection to the American citizens residing 
there. 

On the 13th of August the St. Louis was dis- 
patched from Aspinwall to Carthagena, as the 
presence of a man-of-war in that port was deemed 
necessary to protect our citizens during the rev- 
olution in Bolivia. 

The Savannah was ordered to Boston to re- 
cruit, as her officers and crew had suffered from 
the climate of Mexico and Central America. She 
arrived there in July, and in August returned 
again to the coast of Mexico. 

The steamers Crusader, Mohawk, Wyandott, 
and Water Witch are cruising on the coast of 
Cuba, the first two on the north, the others on the 
south side of the island, for the suppression of the | 
African slave trade supposed to be carried on there 
in American vessels, . 

On the 18th of November Lieutenant Craven, 
commanding the Mohawk, discovered a brig at 
anchor about twelve miles from Sagua la Grande. 
On sending a boat to examine her, at its approach 
her crew were seen to leave in their boat. On j 
boarding her she was supposed to be the Cygnet, 
of Baltimore, and had evidently recently landed a 
cargo of slaves. No papers were found on board, 
excepting some loose memoranda and bills. Pos- | 
session was taken of- ber, and she was towed by | 
the Mohawk to Key West and turned over to the 
United States marshal. 

The United States steamer Fulton, G. G. Wil- 
Hamson, commander, sailed from Norfolk on the 
25th of August for the south side of Cuba, to be 
there employed on special service. Shortly after 
leaving Key West, where she called for a supply 
of coal and water, many of her officers and crew 
were attacked by fever, among whom were the 
commander, purser, and master of the vessel. 
When off Cape Antonio, the sick-list increas- 
ing, an epidemic fever being apprehended, it was 
deemed a measure of prudence and safety to re- 
sort to a healthy location for a few days, and her 
course was directed to the Tortugas. The weather 
threatening and a high sca running, it was dan- 
gerous to approach:the reefs, and it was then de- | 
termined to run for Pensacola, wind and seafavor- 
ing it. The wind soon became a gale, and a little 
after one o’clock on the morning of the 16th of 
September the Fulton went ashore at St. Rosa 
Island, about twenty-five miles eastof Fort Pick- 
ens, in Florida. No lives were lost; most of the 
public property on board was saved, aud by the 
untiring industry and energy of those connected 
with the navy-yard at Pensacola, assisted by her 
officers and crew, she was again put afloat and | 
taken to Pensacola, where she still remains. The | 
Department ordered a court of inquiry; and, upon 


the facts reported by it, deemed no further pro- 
ceedings to be necessary. ; 


The Pacifc squadron has been commanded 
by Flag-officers Long and Montgomery. The 
former was detached and the latter succeeded him 
in August. The steam frigate Merrimac, Com- 
mander R. B. Hitchcock; the steamer Saranac, 
Captain R. Ritchie; the sloops-of-war St. Mary’s, 
Commander W. D. Porter; Levant, Commander 
W. E. Hunt; Vandalia, Commander A Sinclair; 
Decatur, Commander H. K. Thatcher; Cyane, 
Commander S. Lockwood; the steamship Lan- 
caster, Captain J. Rudd, and the storeship War- 
ren, Lieutenant J. J. Boyle, have been attached 
to the squadron. The steam sloop Wyoming, 
CommandergJ. K. Mitchell, has- received her 
orders and is on her way to joinit. The steam 
sloop Narragansctt, Commander T. A. Hunt, is 
in commission and will soon follow them. The 
Merrimac and Vandalia have been detached and 
areon their way tothe Atlantic States. The Deca- 
tur has been put out of commission at the navy- 
yard in California. Commander C. H. Davis 
commanded the St. Mary’s until the 21st of Feb- 
ruary last, when he was succeeded by Commander 
R. D. Thorburn. : 

The Merrimac arrived at Realejo, in Nicaragua, 
November 7, 1858, from a cruise to the Sandwich 
Islands, touching at Acapulco. She remained on 
the coast until late in March, toœcoöperate with 
General Lamar, United States Minister to Nica- 
ragua, and then visited Panama, Paita, Callao, 
and returning, visited Guayaquil, Paita, and Tum- 


bez, and arrived at Panama August 15, where | 


Flag-officer Long was relieved by his successor. 
In January, the Saranac proceeded from Panama 


to Guaymas to protect American citizens there, | 


touching at San Juan del Sur, San Blas, and Ma- 


zatlan, and returning, stopped at San Blas, Aca- | 


pulco, Ventosa, Realejo, and San Juan del Sur, 
arriving again at Panama April 6, 1859. 
she proceeded to Callao for repairs; and, touch- 


ing at Puna and Guayaquil, returned to Panama. | 


The Decatur, having been for some time at 
Realejo to codperate with our Minister, was dis- 


patched in January to the Gulf of Fonseca, to | 


arrest an illegal expedition against Nicaragua, 
which it was apprehended would make its ap- 
pearance at that point. 
returned to Realejo; was sent to San Juan del 
Sur, returned to Realejo, and then proceeded to 
San Francisco, and in May was put out of com- 
mission. a 

The Vandalia, Commander Arthur Sinclair, 
having been, in June, 1858, dispatched from Pan- 


ama on a six months’ cruise among the islands | 


of the South Pacific, rendered important service 
to citizens of the United States trading with those 
distant islands, or thrown upon them by ship- 
wreck. At Oeno and Pitcairn’s Islands she res- 
cued the officers, crew, and passengers (more 
than forty in number) of the American clipper 
ship Wild Wave, wrecked on her passage from 
San Francisco to Valparaiso. At Waya, one of 


‘the Ieejec {slands, two American citizens, en- 


gaged in trading with that‘island, had been mur- 
dered by the natives. Commander Sinclair made 
a demand for the perpetrators of the outrage, and 
was answered with defiance. An expedition was 


immediately dispatched, under Lieutenant Cald- || 


well, to assault and destroy the principal village 
on the island. Lieutenant Caldwell had with him 


Assistant Se ae Trist, Lieutenant Ramsay, of i 


the marines, Master’s Mate Bartlett, and forty 
seamen and ten marines. The savages felt secure 
in their position, which could be approached only 


through deep ravines filled with rocks, chasms, 


and precipices. With indomitable perseverance 
the Sean after nearly five hours’ march, 
reached the village. A fierce conflict ensued be- 
tween them and about three hundred native war- 
riors, which resulted in the defeat of the latter. 
The gallantry, coolness, and bravery displayed 
by officers and men was in the highest degree 
commendable. Fourteen of their warriors killed, 


including two of thcir chiefs, several wounded, | 


and more than a hundred of their huts destroyed, 


taught the savages a lesson which will be remem- | 


bered in those barbarousislands. The expedition 
was conducted most successfully throughout, and 
without loss of life on the part of the Americans, 
although several were wounded. 

The Vandalia arrived at San Francisco early 
in December, and after some repairs, proceeded 


In May | 


She visited La Union, | 


towards Panama, touching at intermediate ports. 
At Guaymas she remained three weeks, the coun= 
try being in a revolutionary state. Returning to 
Panama, she remained there until September, and. 
then set sail for New York: ' Kai 
The St. Mary’s, jn Qctober, 1858, was ordered 
to Guaymas to effect the liberation of Jesu Ainsi, 
represented to be a citizen of the United States; 
in confinement there; -but he was liberated before 
her arrival: Being informed that another citizen: 
of the United States, Frederick Goerlitz, was 
imprisoned there, Commander Davis at-oncade- 
manded the grounds. of it. His interferencë re~ 
resulted in the immediate release of the prisoner.’ 
_ While the St. Mary’s was on the coast of Mex- 
ico, that counuy was in a turbulent and revolu- 
tionary state. The presence of the Ste- Mary’s, 
and the energetic measures of Commander Davis 
went far to relieve the fears and preserve the prop- 
erty ofour countrymen. While her presence was 
necessary at Guaymas, a detachment of her offi- 
cers and men was dispatched to Mazatlansin @ 
brigantine placed by the American Surveying 
Commission at the disposal of Commander Davis. 
The particular object of the expedition was to 
obtain information of the condition of affairs about 
Mazatlan, to learn if any citizen of the United 
States had been imprisoned there or oppressed, 
and to afford them all possible relief.. The ser- 
vice was performed most satisfactorily by Lieu- 
tenant J. S. Maury and those associated with him. 
From Guaymas the St. Mary’s proceeded to Ma-. 
zatlan, thence to Acapulco, where she arrived 
January 12, 1859, and her officers‘and.crew were: 
relieved on the 21st February by a relief crew 
sent out across the Isthmus of Panama, under the 
command of Commander R. D. Thorburn. The 
latter having been sent home, Commander W, 
D. Porter sueeeeded him in tle command, and 
joined her at Panama on the 2d July. Soon after, 
the St. Mary’s proceeded to Guaymas with in- 
structions from the Department to protest against 
the oppressive and illegal treatment of Captain, 
Stone and his companions, citizens of the United - 
States, from the authorities of Sonora. The St. 
Mary’s arrived there on the 15th October, when 
the protest was presented, and where she remained 
when last heard from. f ae 
During the past year the Home and Pacific 
squadrons have been unusually large, and; their 
service unusually severe, on account of the un- 
settled state of Mexico, Central America, and 
some of the States of South America. ‘They have 
been required not only to protect trade and com- 
merce, and to resist the unlawful search or seizure 
of American vessels under the protection of our 
flag, but they have been required to be on the 
alert to arrest and prevent all unlawful expedi- 
tions from the United States against those unset- 
tled States, and to protect the public mails and 
the persons and property of American citizens in 
their transit between, the. Atlantic and Pacific 
States, andthe persons and property of American 
citizens on the land or on the water wherever they 
might be accessible, These arduous duties have 
been faithfully performed : 
‘The Brazil squadron has been successively com- 
manded by Flag-oficers Forrest, Shubrick, and 
Sands. In the course of the year, as already 
mentioned, the Sabine, St. Lawrence, Falmouth, 
Preble, Memphis, Atalanta, Caledonia, Dolphin, 
Southern Star, Westernport, Fulton, Bainbridge, 
Water Witch, Perry, Chapin, Metacomet, the, 
Harriet Lane, and the storeships Supply and Re~ 
lease have been attached to it. It now consists 
of the frigate Congress, Captain L. M. Golds- 
borough; the Dolphin, Commander Charles Stoed- 
man; the Perry, Lieutenant Commanding. R. L. 
‘Tilghman; the Bainbridge, Lieutenant Command- 
ing M. Woodhull; the steamer Pulaski, Licuten- 
ant Commanding W. H. Macomb; and the store- 
ship Release, Lieutenant Commanding George 
W. Harrison. ; 
Commander Steedman was the senior officer on 
the station, from the return of the Paraguay ex- 
pedition until the arrival of Flag-officer Sands, 
and was employed principally in the vicinity of 
the La Plata. The difficulties between the Argen- 
tine Confederation and the Province of Buenos 
Ayres made it necessary to have a naval force at 
hand to guard the interests of American citizens, 
supposed to be endangered by them. 
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mand of Flag-officer E. A. F. Lavallette, has con- 
sisted of the steam’ frigate Wabash, Captain S, 
Barron, andthe sloop-of-war Macedonian, Cap- 
tain U. P: Levy. The Wabash has been ordered 
home, ‘and the new steam sloop Iroquois, Com- 
mander J. S. Palmer, will soon be'on her way to 
replace her. : : 

he Wabash visited Reirout, in Syria, Novem- 
ber 2, 1858, for the purpose of investigating the 
outrages committed at the house of Mr. Dickson, 
near gaia, and the murder of Mr. Steinbeck. AN 
the persons implicated, except one, were arrested, 
the finding in their cases made up and transmitted 
to the supreme authority at Constantinople, where 
the prisoners have since been sentenced to impris- 
onment and hard labor for life. The. visit of the 
Wabash had a salutary effect upon the lawless 
tribes who inhabit the mountains of the interior. 
The Wabash cruised along the coast of Syria, 
touched at various ports, and received assurances 
from the pachas of their great desire to protect 
the rights and interests of American citizens in 
Syria. She:also visited Jaffa, and ii was evident 
that good results were produced. She also visited 
Alexandria and Constantinople. When the war 
broke out in Italy, it became necessary for the 
Wabash and tho Macedonian to remain on that ; 
coast for the protection of American interests. 
Although the squadron. was small, the service 
was most effectually performed. When the war 
terminated, the Macedonian was sent to Smyrna 
and the coast of Syria. The Wabash arrived at 
Tunis October 8, having conveyed the American 
consal, Mr. Nicholson, from Marseilles to that 
port, where Flag-officer Lavallette and the consul 
were received by the Bey of Tunis with distin- 
guished honors. ‘The Wabash procecded to Mes- 
sina and Palermo,*to Naples, where she received 
her orders to return to the United States. 

-The East India squadron has consisted of the 
steam frigates Powhatan, Captain G. E. Pearson; 
Minnesota, Captain S. F. Dupont; Mississippi, 
Captain W. C. Nicholson; and the sloop-of-war 
Germantown, Commander R. L. Page, under 
Filag-officer J. Tattnall. The new steam sloop 
Hartford, Captain C. Lowndes, has been ordered 
to it, and having reached Mauritius as early as 
September 20, has probably arrived at the station 
with Flag-ofticer C. K. Stribling, who succeeds to 
the command. The sloop-of-war John Adams, 
Commander Murray Mason, and the new steamer 
Saginaw, Commander J. F. Schenck, have been 
ordered to join it. The former is detained at Rio. 
The Minnesota has returned to the United States, 
and orders have been issued for the return of the 
Mississippi, the Germantown, and the Powhatan. 

The vessels of this squadron have, during the 
past year, repeatedly visited the principal ports 
of China and Japan. Their intercourse with the 
authorities and inhabitants has been uniformly of 
the most friendly character. 
instance of molestation to American citizens or 
their property in China, and but a single one in 
Japan. . 

n March, the Powhatan proceeded to Singapore 
to meet Mr. Ward, the newly-appointed Minister 
to China. She awaited his arrival there, and on 
the 3d of May procceded with him to Hong Kong, 
and thence to Shanghai, where she arrived May 
98, and on the 17th of June was off the Yang-tse, | 
on her way to the Peiho. It became necessary 
to charter a small light-draught steamer for the 
purposes of the mission. » It could be obtained at 
not less than $9,000 per month, and for a term not 
less than five months. It was accordingly char- 
tered, and an estimate has been submitted for this | 
expenditure. The Powhatan arrived with Mr. | 
Ward offPeiho July 11. He procceded to Pekin, 
exchanged the ratifications of the treaty, and on | 
the 17th of August returned to the Powhatan. 

Mr. Harris, consul-general of the United States | 
to Japan, having received an official application | 
from the Japanese Government fer a conveyance 
of their embagsadors to the United States, the 
steam frigate Mississippi was sent to Simoda, and 
a passage in her to Panama was téndered for the 
embassy; and official orders were given to Flag- 


officer McCluney, of the Home squadron, to re- jj 
ceive them as they crossed the Isthmus, at Pan- | 


There has been no |! 


ama, and convey them ina public vessel to the 
port of New York. The Mississippi reached | 


| Cove of Muscat, and was immediately visited b 


| Missroon; Vincennes, Commander B. J. Totton; 
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ama. 

In the early part of August, while the Missis- 
sippi was at Shanghai, a disturbance occurred 
among the Chinese population at that place, grow- 
ing out of the alleged kidnapping of coolies for a 
French merchant vessel. T'he American consul 
and merchants called on Captain Nicholson for 
assistance, which was promptly and judiciously 
afforded by him. He placed the Mississippi be- 
fore the town, and landed a portion of her crew; 
but quiet was soon restored, and no collision oc- 
curred. 

The Minnesota, returning to the United States, 
left Hong Kong with Mr. Reed, late Minister to 
China, on board, and conveyed him to Bombay, 
where she arrived January 16. On her way she 
had visited Singapore and Penang, in the Straits 
of Malacea, and Point de Galle and Colombo, in 
the Island of Ceylon, and received the marked 
attention of the authorities at those places. At 
Bombay she was visited by the Governor and by 
the commmander-in-chief of the army and navy of 
Western India. February 20, she arrived at the 


the Sultan’s chief secretary and interpreter, with 

offers of assistance, Captain Dupont, with a 

large suite of officers, waited on his highness, 

made suitable reference to the death of the late 

fmaum, his highness’s father, and expressed the 

hope and belief that the same friendly sentiments 

and uniform protection of American commerce 

would continue under his son and successor; and 

as an evidence of the courteous and kind feelings 

entertained for the present Imaam or Sultan, he 

said the President of the United States had sent 
the largest vessel-of-war that had yet been to the 

castern world to visit his dominions. The Sultan 

was much gratified, and expressed his warm friend- 
ship for the United States of America, and his 

earnest desire not alone to protect our present 
trade, but to do all in his power to foster and in- 
crease it. He asked Captain Dupont to accept a 

present of an Arabian steed and a jeweled sword, 

which was declined. Captain Dupont sent him 

a Sharp’s rifle and a Colt*s revolver and their ac- 

couterments. From Muscat the Minnesota pro-` 
ceeded to Cape Town, thence to Boston; where 

she arrived May 29, 1859. 

Flag-officer W. Inman has succeeded Flag- 
officer Conover in command of the African squad- 
ron. In the course of the year it has included 
the sloops-of-war Cumberland, Commander J. S. 


Portsmouth, Commander J. Colhoun; Dale, Com- 
mander W. McBlair; Marion, Commander T. 
W. Brent; Constellation, Captain J.$. Nicholas; 
and the steamers San Jacinto, Captain W. M. 
Armstrong; Sumter, Lieutenant Commanding J. | 
F. Armstrong; and Mystic, Lieutenant Com- 
manding W. E. LcRoy; and the storeship Sup- 
ply, Commander Henry Walke. The new steam 
sloop-of-war Mohican, Commander 8. W. Gor- 
don, is under orders to join the squadron. ‘The 
Cumberland and the Dale have returned to the 
United States, and orders haye been issued for the 
return of the Vincennes. 

The measures which have been adopted to ren- 
der the naval force on the coast of Africa efficient 
for the suppression of the African slave trade have 
been already alluded to in this report, and need 
not here be repeated. 

On the 21st of April last, Commander Brent, of 
the sloop-of-war Marion, in the neighborhood 
of the Congo river, seized the American bark 
Orion as a vessel engaged in the slave trade. A | 
prize crew was put on board of her, and she was 
placed under the charge of Lieutenant Dallas, as- 
sisted by Lieutenant W. P. A. Campbell, and 
sent to New York, where she arrived June 15, 
and was delivered to the United States marshal. 

Commander Brent, on the 27th of April, in the | 


neighborhood of the Congo, also seized the bark ! 


Ardennes, of New York, as engaged in the slave 
trade Lieutenant Weaver was put in charge of 
her, with a prize crew, and took herto New York; 
where, on the 25th of June, he delivered her into 
the custody of the United States marshal. 

On the 21st of September last Commander Col- 


| houn, of the Portsmouth, seized off Loango the 


sloop Emily, of New York, for being engaged in 
the slave trade. On being hailed she hoisted the 
flag of the United States. Commander Colhoun, 
satisfied from the nature of her cargo, the char- 
acter of her. papers, and the conduct.of her cap- 
tain and crew, that she was engaged in the slave 
trade, placed her in charge of. Lieutenant H. K. 
Stevens and a prize crew, and sent her to New 
York, where she arrived on the 11th of Novem- 
bets MISCELLANEOUS. 

The survey and explorations of the Parana and 
the tributaries of the Paraguay river, authorized 
by Congress, were almost suspended on account 
of the difficulties between the United States and 
the GovernmentofParaguay. Butthese difficulties 
having been removed,and Commander T. J. Page 
relieved of his duties as fleet captain in the Para- 
guay expedition, he has resumed the immediate 
charge of the stirvey. 

On the 28th July, 1839, he had arrived at Cui- 
aba, the capital of Matto Grosse, the northwest 
province of the empire of Brazil, in latitude 15° 
35! south, and by the course of the rivers about 
two thousand four hundred miles from the ocean. 
As the Argentina could not ascend the river Cuiaba 
in consequence of the low water, she was dis- 
patched to continue the exploration of the San 
Lorenzo, while Commander Page, with the small 
steamer Alpha, explored the Cuiaba, This river 


i empties into the San Lorenzo, which is atributary 


of the Paraguay. He intended immediately to 
leave the Cuiaba, and to continue the exploration 
of the Paraguay throughout its navigable extent. 
He speaks with pleasure of the marked atiention 
received from the Government authoritics since 
entering the inhabited parts of the Brazilian ter- 


| ritory. Every facility to advance the exploration 


had been kindly and courteously offered him, and 
particularly by the President of the province, and 
other high officers of the Brazilian Government. 
The Fenimore Cooper, which wassent out more 
than a year ago under the command of Lieutenant 
J. M. Brooke, “to survey and lay down with ac- 
curacy the obstructionsto navigation in the usual 
routes between San Francisco and China,’’reached 
Honolulu November 15, 1858, after a cruise of 
forty-three days. She visited the locality of nu- 
merous reported dangers in the track to China, 
and found no indications of land, rocks, or shoals. 
She sounded, and brought up specimens from 
depths of two and three miles. On the 29th of 
December she sailed from Honolulu on a cruise 
to the northwest of the Sandwich Islands, visited 
Bird and Necker, and determined their posi- 
tions. She then visited French Frigates shoals, 
and discovering onthescunoceupied and unclaimed 
shoals a deposit of guano of good quality, Lieu- 
tenant Brooke, on June 14, 1859, took possession 
of them in the name of the United States, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress of August 18, 1856. The quantity of guano 
is estimated at not less than 25,000 tons, speci- 
mens of which were forwarded to the Department. 
The Fenimore Cooper then passed over the 
positions assigned other islands, the Two Broth- 
ers’ reef and another island, nameless on the chart, 
and found no indication of their existence. Lieu- 
tenant Brooke visited Gardner’s Island, surveyed 
Maro reef, went over the positions given to Neva 
Island, but: saw no sign of it; visited Laysan 
Island, and then returned to Honolulu, where he 
arrived February 7, 1859. On the 9th of March 
he left Honolulu for Johnston or Cornwallis 
Island, and made such surveys as would enable 
vessels to approach it safely to ship guano, known 
to exist there in large quantities. “He then pro- 
ceeded to the southward as far as the parallel of 
150 40’, on which are placed several reported dan- 


i gers, and examined closely that portion of the sea, 
| but could discover none. 


| Te then visited Gaspar 
Rico or Smyth’s Islands, and found them to bea 


| coral reef, elevated on the weather or castern side, 


in banks, apparently. composed of coral sand, 


-covered with low trees and bushes, presenting at 


1859.] 
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a distance the appearance of islands. He then 
proceeded to the Island of Graham, the most im- 
portant of the Marianas, a principal recruiting 
station of whalers; and thence to Hong Kong, 
where he arrived May 19, having, on the way, 
taken repeated soundings and made many import- 
ant observations. : 

From Hong Kong he intended to proceed to the 
islands south of Japan, and thence to the coast of 
Tapan: 

he Department, on the 1st day of May last, 
made a conditional contract with the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company and Ambrose W. Thomp- 
son, subject to the ratification of Congress, for the 
purpose of securing to the United States some very 
valuable privileges in the Province of Chiriqui. 
` The rights proposed to be secured are: 

1. A right of way or transit over the read- 
way granted to the said Ambrose W. Thompson 
through the Province of Chiriqui, from the Ca- 
ribbean sea to the Pacific ocean, free from all tolls 
or taxes upon officers, agents, seamen, landsmen, 
mails, munitions, stores, troops, or any direct 
property of the United States which the Govern- 
ment thereof may transport, or cause to be trans- 
ported, over said road during the continuance of 
the grant made to Mr. Thompson, for the period 
of sixty years, by the Province of Chiriqui. 

2. A grait of five thousand acres of jand, on each 
side ofthe Isthmus, for depotsand stations for naval 
purposes, to be sclected at the lagoon of Chiriqui 
on one side and the harbor of Golfito on the other. 

3. The right to use as harbors the waters of the 
lagoons, bays, or gulfs, sheltered or partially sur- 
rounded by the lands of the said Chiriqui Im- 

rovement Company, and of the said Ambrose 
W. Thompson on the Atlantic and Pacific sides of 
the Isthmus, and wherever their lands may extend. 

4, The right to ali the coal for naval purposes 
at or near the points selected for depots and sta~ 
tions for haval purposes; and if coal of superior 
quality for steam purposes shall be found at other 
places, the right to use the same, subject only to 
the tax of one dime per ton and the cost of mining 
and delivering the same. 

For all these rights and privileges it is stipulated 
that the United States will pay to the said Am- 
brose W. ‘Thompson, for himself and the Chiri- 
qui Improvement Company, the sum of $300,000, 
provided Congress, at its next session, shall ap- 
prove the contract and make the necessary appro- 
priation therefor; otherwise the contract to be void. 

The importance of securing these privileges for 
the use of the United States cannot be too highly 
appreciated. A harbor on the Atlantic side of 
the Isthmus, another on the Pacific side, opposite 
the one to theother, both of them among the finest 
and most capacious in the world, capable of re- 
ceiving and sheltering at all times ships of the 
Jargest class, and an unlimited number of them; 
a depot and. station, for naval purposes, at each 
of these harbors; a right of transit across the Isth- 
mus, from one tothe other, and a supply of coal, 
should it be necessary for both the Home and 
Pacific squadrons, are objects of great impor- 
tance tothe United States, and, ifattainable, ought 


not to be overlooked. The title of Mr. Thomp- | 
i Improvement Company has | 


son and the Chiriqu 
been submitted to 
United States, and 
that itis a good and valid title. 

The bureaus, in their respective reports, to 
which I beg leave to refer, have presented a yery 
satisfactory account of their transactions during 
the past year, in relation to the various subjects 
committed to their particular charge. . 

There having becn no appropriation for im- 
provement in the navy-yards for the present fiscal 

ear, the public works of that description have 
been Suspended, and, in pursuance of the policy 
adopted by Congress at'its last session, no cstl- 
mates are presented for their continuance during 
the next fiscal year, I have caused a special ex- 
amination to be made of the condition of the Na- 
val Asylum at Philadelphia, under the superin- 


he Attorney General of the 
he has expressed the opinion 


tendence of Captain W. W. McKean, and am |! 


highly gratified to be able to say that itis in ad- 
mirable condition, under lenient but firm govern- 
ment, and well adapted to secure the objects of 
theinstitution. The agencies for the preservation 
of live-oak timber belonging to the United States 
have been successfully conducted, and the system 
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obedient servant, 


now established and in operation through the. 
present corps of agents, will, it is believed, effec- 
tually secure that important object. Ihave caused, 
a thorough examination to be made of the several 
Atlantic navy-yards, and have issued instructions 
to all the navy-yards, establishing a uniform sys- 
tem of organization and management, adapted to 
insure economy, efficiency, and responsibility. 
There being a great deficiency in our supply of 
saltpeter, it has become necessary that an appro- 
priation be made sufficient to secure an ample 
supply under any contingency that might arise. 
The superintendent of the. Naval Observatory 
recommends that a larger force be employed in 
that institution. As the appropriation for the 
Nautical Almanac failed to receive the sanction 
of Congress at the last session, it becomes neces- 
sary that a small appropriation for that object be 
made carly at the approaching session, or the 
work will be arrested for want of funds to carry 
iton. The supply of provisions and clothing for 
the Navy received from the contractors during the 
past year has been satisfactory to the officers and 
men. 
Medicine and Surgery afford a very satisfactory 
illustration of the physical efficiency of the crews 
of our public vessels, of the favorable sanitary 
condition of the Navy, and of the skill and cfi- 
ciency of the medical corps. The Naval Labora- 
tory is found to answer satisfactorily the purpose 
for which it was established. The insane of the 
Navy are now well taken care of in that noble 
institution which the humanity of Congress has 
provided in the District of Columbia. 

For the supportof the Navy and marine corps, 
and all other chisees under the control of the Navy 
Department, for the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1858, the estimates were $13,803,212 77; 
appropriation, $14,240,247 27; expenditures, 
$13,870,684 76. 

For the fiseal year ending June 30, 1859, the 
estimates were $14,616,298 23; appropriations, 
$14,508,354 23; expenditures, $14,659,267 76. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860, the 
estimates were $13,500,370 80; appropriations, 
$10,464,769 55. 

The. estimates for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1861, are $11,244,845 63: that is to say, for 
the Navy proper, $9,977,115 58; for the marinc 


corps, $699,736 05; and for all other objects, | 


$567,994. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 


ISAAC TOUCEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Yur PRESIDENT or TIHE UNITED STATES. 


Report of the Postmaster General. 


Post Orricse DEPARTMENT, 
December 3, 1859. 

Sır: In thé. month of March last, the sudden 
decease of my enlightened ‘and. deeply-lamented 
predecessor, Immediately preceded as it was by 
the death of the Third Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral—so long and so honorably connceted with 
the administration of the postal revenues—filled 
this Department with discouragement and gloom, 
Associated with this double calamity, came an- 
other which awakencd painful anxicties, not only 
from its intrinsic magnitude, but from the faet 
that the history of the Government, from its 


foundation, furnished no parallel for such a dis- | 


aster. My allusion is, of course, to. the failure 


of Congress to pass the customary appropriation |! 


bill for the support of the Post Ofhce Department, 
whereby, with all its responsibilities resting upon 
it, and the fulfillment of all its duties demanded by 
the country, it was still deprived of the use of its 
own revenucs, and thus necessarily of all means 
of complying with its engagements to the faithful 
officers toiling in its service. The ordeal so uv- 
expectedly prepared for it was, in all its aspects, 
as novel as it was perplexing, and disquieting 
apprehensions were naturally felt for its result. 
When, however, from high political considera- 
tions, the President announced his purpose not 
to convene Congress in special session, and the 
full measure of the crisis was thus revealed, the 
contractors and others charged with the main- 
tenance of the postal administration, manifested 
eyerywhere a determination to meet the emer- 


The tables presented by the Bureau of 


i 
i 
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l 
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i 
i 
i 


$ 


| New York, by Havana, to New 


! San Francisco to Olyr 


gency with courage and witha lofty, public.spirit. 
‘With very rare exceptions, every duty pertaining: 
to: the transmission and. delivery. of the mails,he 
been performed as cordially. and as: faithfi 
during the:last nine months; as. at any former. 
period... While, however, this is referredto wath. 
gratification, and cannot he too. warmly cômmend=: 
cd, it must not be forgotten: that, this: fidelity, in. 
the midst:of abandonment and privations has cost. 
a numerous and- deserving class of. publi 
vants severe pecuniary sacrifices. Feeling. 
ious that they should be relieved as far as pos: 
from the embarrassments:in. which. they we 
suddenly involved, statements: evidencing the 
debtedness of the Departnient to its contractors 
and agents have been issued to.each, in.the hope 
that, in the easy condition of the money market, 
their holders misht obtain advances’ upon ‘them 
without serious loss. Itisto be feared, however, 
that those whose circumstances obliged them 
dispose of these securities have, in many ĉas 
been compelled to submit to a heavy discount. ; 
would most earnestly urge upon Congress the né- 
cessity of making an early appropriation to meet 
all the existing liabilities of the Department... As 
the faith of the Government has been broken, not 
only should the principal of these debts be prompt- 
ly paid, but interest on them should also be al- 
lowed. In many instances this may proye but 
an imperfect indemnity for the damage which the 
creditors of the Department have actually ‘sus- 
tained; but this much, at least, is dué’ from the 
gravest considerations of public justiceand policy, 
and cannot, in my judgment, be withheld with- 
out national dishonor. | à E 

The actual (paid) expenditures of the Depart- 
ment in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1859, 
amounted to $11,458,083 63. oe 


| For the transportation of the inland mails, including pay- 


ments to route agents, local agents, and mail messen- 


ECIS. eee ence eee eee n tet enene $6,112,998’ 68 
For transportation of foreign mai : 
New York to Liverpool ....... 


New York to Havre... 
New York to Bremen... 


Orleans nccccececeneesarecves 17,213 48 
New York to Havana.......... 3,089 34 

| Charleston to Havana,..... 60,000 00. 
New Orleans to Vera Cruz 2,810°73 


Aspinwall to Panamay. se.. e». 100,000.00 | 
Agencies at Panama and Aspin- poi ey 
2,988 TT, 2” 


WALL pee e ee ceeveraceremenet ey: 
Transportation agentis.. s.. esee 4,927 84 O 
a 404,428 95 


For California mails under special appro- 

priations, to wit: 
Panama to Astoria, from October 1, 1858, to 
June 30, 1859..,.... eee ey $261,037 50 
2,500 00 


pin, sese 
New Orleans to Ventoza, from 
November 1,.1858, to June 30, . 
1859 ...ceccecsccocscecsseess 165,666 67 

550,904 17 


' For compensation to. postmasters...+ 45 goer 2,453,900..97 
| Por clerks in post OffCCS yey severed ceresna 929,900 23 
| For ship, steamboat, and way letters “14,406 86 
For office fiirniture for post offices cuier S5 
Foradvettisinga e ven ve ease 46,268 26 
For maif bags.....+- ades oraa 57,352 92 
* Por blanks ......- Perera Cer 44,917 59 
For mail locks, keys, and office stamps.... 6,709 65 


For mail depredation 
For postag STAMPS eeeecanceade 
For stamped envelopes... 


and special agents... 52,081 55 
faine “40,655 61 
ii 49,138, 43 


For wrapping paper. .cceccaseeer rece ereaes 31,338 35 
For payments to tetter-carriers . 187,037 83 
For miseatlaneous payments .... 630.2666... 181,618 21 
i For payments for balances duc on British `` 
MALS. PRETERIT TLIE LE Ween deen 146,966 81 
For payments for balances duc on Bremen 
ry Et a A T ea sid au wants ieee 5,734 2) 
For payments for balances due on Hamburg 
Tree rT eres re A E EALES 9,237 15 
zyments for balances due on French 
aa Sere eeeene REPET ETETETT 40,911 85 


Total of actual (paid) expenses. sae 
But to. this must be added the ascertained 
liabilities of the Department, which could 
not be paid, owing to the failure of Con- 
-gress to make the usual appropriations, 
and which now constitute a deficiency to: : 
be provided for to June 30, 1859... . 4,296,009,.26 


11,458,083: 63 


Total of actual (paid) expenditures and. lias 


DUTIES cece cece cece eee reece ewer eee sees $15,754,092 89 


This sum includes $789,599: 56 appropriated by 
special acts of Congress out of the gencral Trepas 
ury, which, being deducted, leaves the actual 
(paid) expenditures $10,668,484 07, instead. of 
$11,458,083 63, and the total of expenditures and 
liabilities $14,964,493 33 instead of$15,754,092 83, 


18 
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Senate & Ho. or. Revs. 


‘lf there be-added :to §11,458;083 63 the sum of 
“$55 96, eloped bysuspense, and the sum of $627 26 
gained ‘on the bad: debt account’ be subtracted, 
thien the actual expenditures, as adjusted in the 
Auditor’s office, will be $11,457,512 33. = 
“The gross revenue of the year 1859, including 
receipts from letter carriers and from foreign pet 
ages; amounted to $7,963,484 07, as stated below: 
Letter postage. ss... esas secre esses) serret P08 n 
ee: STII? 6,158,145 90 


Newspapers and pamphlets sess 589,352 39 

MES es decree deen ee ced ay 50. 00 
Receipts on account of emo an 79,010.07 
Receipts on account of letter Carriers.. seses 187,037.83 
Receipts on account of dead Ictters.....++.+- 3,134.79 
Extra compensation overcharged 15203 84 
Miscéllancous receipts i. svessionien eee > 39,064 52 


Total revenue... sse sees ers eese re cass see e 87,968,484 07 | 


- Being an increase of sıx per cent. over the rev- 
enue of the ‘year ending June 30, 1858, but still 
9,700,000 short of the actual (paid) expenditures, 
$10,668,484 07,) as adjusted on the Auditor’s 
‘hooks, exclusive of the permanent annual appro- 
priations, amonoting to $700,000, granted to the 
épariment by the acts of March 3, 1847, and 
March.3, 1851, for the transportation and deliv- 
ery of free mail matter for Congress and the Exec- 
utive Departments, and of the special appropria- 
tions for mail transportation. 

‘To this.amount as 700,000) must be added the 
unpaid liabilities of deficiency, as estimated on 
June 30, 1859, $4,296,009 26, making the total | 
excess of expenditures for the year $6,996,009 26. 

I respectfully invite attention to the highly sat- 
isfactory report of the Auditor, hereto appended. 
From this interesting document T derive the fol- 
lowing synopsis of the financial operations of the 


Department in the past fiscal year: 

‘The balance standing to the credit of the Department 
on the books of the Auditor on the 30th of June, 1853, 
WB ssccsacevseseecssesgercncseeescases — $608,313 06 

The receipts of the Department from all 
sources, Rurin the year 1859. usss 7,968,484 07 

Amount of bad debts collected, ess sssereee 627 26 

The amount of varfous appropriations drawn 
from the Treasury during the year 1859 
WOGsccevesceseee cece cscs: 82915,9465 49 

From which should be de- 

UCtCE...carecseneevereere 


325,000 00 


Being a part of the appropriation of $700,000 
(under acts 3d March, 1847, and 3d March, 
1851,) for the year 1860, applied to the ser- 
Vice Of 1859, leaving.. essessrrrreeretere 


3,590,946 49 


12,168,370 88 


Total receipts...... . vee 

The whole amount of actual (paid) expenses 

in the year, including $55 96 for accounts 
closed by suspense ..c.ceeeee 

Leaving to the credit of the Department 

July 2, 1859. .60e 0 eee ee esi oai gak eine 


This amount of $710,231 29 to the credit of the 
revenue of the Department July 1, 1859, is made 
up of balances due from postmasters and late 

ostmasters which have been accumulating from 
Faly 1, 1845, and can only be made available as 
they are collected. 


For the year ending June 30, 1858, the expenditures | 
WELG sessesesosso sonon caer etnaee teres «$12,722,470 61 
And the revenue... sese 7,486,792 86 


Iexcess of expenditures for 1858... ss... $5,285,677 15 


11,458,139 59 


$710,231. 29 


see eneneeas 


For the year ending June 30, 1859, the expenditures and 
Viabilities WCrE.. eee ee ne eer en een ee ceeees 814,964,493 33 
And the. revenue. ereas 7,968,484 07 


Excess of expenditures for 1859... $6,996,009 26 


ESTIMATE OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR 


1860. 
- Expenditures. 

"The estimated coat of mail service for the year ending June 
30, 1860, to be appropriated out of the revenues of the 
Department, exclusive of the transportation of the mail | 
from New York and New Orleans, by the Isthmus, to 
San Francisco, 9 months, to June 30, 1860, and of for- 
eign mails, of payments for foreign postages, and to let- į 
ter carriers, Is...... a Picevee ens ceraseese O18, 641,510 60 | 

For the transportation of the mail between 
New York and New Oricans, by the Isth- 

_‘ mous, to San Francisco, 9 months, to June 
BO, AGED: cccvevert estes didesseacieesaens 

For the transportation of the mail over the 
Isthmus of Panama, 9 mMonths....e.serees 

For the transportation of the mail between 
San Francisco and Olympia.....ceeeeeee 

For the transportation of the mail between 
New York and Havana and New Orleans 
and. Havana... cedesi. 


187,500 00 
75,000 00 
122,500 00 | 


30,000 00 
Carried forwards. 0% ae eee $14,056,510 00 


Brought forward. 


aseene ee enio s e 14,056,510 00 
For the transportation ¢ g 


„mail. between. 


New Orleans and Vera Cruz: ex 3,600 00 
For transatlantice mail steamshipservice.... 325,000 00 
For payments: of.:balances:due:to-foreign 

COUDTICS. seess eesceeeereedeceeneencene, 300,000 00 


For payments of letter ‘carriers. 187,037 00 


z PPT RBS 
Estimated expenditures for 1860......... 14,871,547 00 
The following payments have been 

made under special act of Congress 

approved March 3, 1859, (Statutes at 

Large, vol. xi; p. 409:) 

For transportation of the mail from Panama 
to California and Oregon and back, from 
July 1 to September 30, 1859........56+ ve 

For transportation, of the maii across the 
Isthmus of Panama, from July 1 to Sep- 
tember 30, 1859.... cere eer eee eevee ees 4 

For transportation of the mail from New Or- 
leans, via Tehuantepec, to Ventoza, aud 
back, from July 1 to September 30, 1859. . 


87,062 50 
95,000 00 


55,018 12 


Total. TEET TT ova 
Means for 1860. 
The balance standing tothe credit of the De- 
partment on the books of the Auditor on 
July 1, 1859, WaS.. ss see eee $710,231 29 
The gross revenue for the year 
1860, including forcign post- 
ages, fees paid in by letter 
carriers, and miscellancoug 
receipts, estimated at an 
inerease of four per cent. 
on the revenues of 1859, 
MAKING... rece e eevee erence 
Of the appropriations made 
hy the acts of March 3, 1847, 
and March 3, 185t.....+.+ 
Of the appropriations under 
the fifth section of the act 
of June 14, 1858, deemed 
perpetual by the Attorney 
General. ereere 
Of appropriations, March 3, 
5 


arose eens 


aaee 15,038,627 62 


8,287,223 00 


700,000 00 


358,000 00 
167,080 62 


10,222,534 91 
4,816,092 71 


Deficiency of means forthe service of 1860.. 

To this deficiency should be added the 
amount reported by the Auditor as stand- 
ing to the credit of the Department on June 
30, 1859, the entire sum being an accumu- 
lation since 1845 in the hands of postinas- 
ters and late postmasters, and can only be : 
made available as collected ..... serseri 710,231 29 

Estimated deficiency for the year ending 


Tune 30, B60... cee ceeececeeeeeeeereee en $5,526,324 00 


The above estimates are increased, by the cost 
of mail routes between New York and San Fran- 
cisco, and San Francisco and Olympia, $310,000, 
which have heretofore been provided for by spe- 


‘cial appropriationsand paid by the Navy Depart-. 


ment, and have never appeared in the ordinary 
estimates of expenditures prepared by this De- 
partment. 


ESTIMATE OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR 


1861. 
Expenditures. 

The estimated cost of mail service for the year ending June 
30, 186], to be appropriated out of the revenues of the 
Department, exclusive of the transportation of the mails 
from New York and New Orleans, by the Isthinus, to San 
Francisco, and of foreign mails, of payments for foreign 
postages and letter carriers, is...... seas $14,347,598 04 

For the transportation of the mail between 
New York and New Orleans, by the Isth- 
mus, to San Francisco... esseer errreess 

For the transportation of the mail between 
San Francisco and Olympia. ss.esssesee . 

For the transportation of the mail between 
New York and Havana, and New Orleans 
and Havana......ssseeeeeeeeceereeeeees 30,000 00 

For transportation of the mail between New s 
Orleans und Vera Cruz..... . 3,000 00 

For the transatlantic mail steamship service 325,000 00 

For payments of balances due to forcign 
countries, estimated.........-.--0025 eee 300,000 00 

For payments of letter carriers........+ neh 188,037 00 

$15,665,135 04 


350,000 00 
122,500 00 


Estimated expenditures for 1861...... 
Means for 1861. 

The gross revenue forthe year 1861, includ- 
ing foreign postages, fees paid in by ictter 
carriers, and miscellaneous receipts, is 
estimated at an increase of four per cent. 
on the estimated revenue for 1860, mak- 
ing.. seve e $8,618,711 00 

Of the appropriations made by 
the acts of March 3, 1847, 
and March 3, 1851.......5- 

Ofthe appropriations under the 
fifth section of the act of June 
14,. 1858, deemed perpetual 
by the Attorney General,,,, 358,000 00 


700,000 00 


9,676,711 00 
Estimated deficiency for the year ending 
June 30, 1861,. 


$5,988,424 04 


——— 


. The above estimates are increased, by the cost 

of mail routes between New York and San Fran- 
cisco and Olympia; $372,500, which have hereto- 
fore been provided for by special appropriations, 
and-paid by the Navy. Department. 

The deficiency for 1861-is estimated at the sum 
of $5,988,424 04, upon the assumption that the 
measures of reform recommended in this report 
will not be adopted by Congress. Should they, 
however, all receive the sanction of that body 
duying its approaching session, itis believed, as 
hereafter shown, that the deficiency for that year 
would not exceed $1,342,473 90. 


POSTAGE STAMPS AND STAMPED ENVELOPES. 


The number of postage stamps supplied to post- 
masters during the year ending June 30, 1859, 
was as follows: 


One Three Five Ten Twelve 
cent. cent. cent. cent. cent. 
44,432,300 142,087,800 486,560 3,765,560 1,429,700 
Whole number, 192,201,920: value... s $5,279,405 00 


Stamped envelopes, 30,280,300; value 982,128 34 
TOtal cc ecccereccenereceveneee | 6,261,533 34 
Total value of postage stamps and stamped 
envelopes issued during the year ending 
June 30, 1858... seceeeseeaeeee 5,962,787 28 


$298,746 06 


Increase during 1859 


TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS, 


On the 30th of June last there were in opera- 
tion 8,723 mail routes. The number of contract- 
ors was 7,353. 

The length of these routes is estimated at 
260,052 miles, divided as follows: 

Railroad... eee ceee seveeaseee 26,010 miles, 

Steamboat...... . +» 19,299 miles. 

Coach... 63,041 miles, 

Inferior modes... seeeeee eh 51,792 iniles. 

The total annual transportation of mails was 
82,308,402 miles, costing $9,468,757, and divided 
as follows: 

Raton al ieee miles, at $3,243,974, about 11.9 cents 
a mile, 

Sreamhoat 4,589,902 miles, at $1,157,843, about 25} cents 
a mile. 

Conch =93,419,398 miles, at $3,134,094, about 13.36 cents 
a nue. 

Inferior modes—27,021,658 miles, at $1,932,846, about 
7.15 cents a mile. 

Compared with the service reported June 30, 
1858, there is a decrease of 551 miles in the length 
of the mail routes; an addition of 3,542,911 miles 
to the annual transportation, being about 4.4 per 
cent., and of $1,673,339 to the cost, or about 21.46 
per cent, 

The aggregate length of railroad routes has 
been increased 1,579 miles, and the annual trans- 
portation thereon 1,504,932 miles; 5.84 per cent., 
at a cost of fore or 14.69 per cent. 

The length of steamboat routes is greater by 
2,166 miles, and the annual transportation by 352 
miles; the cost is $76,073 less, being a reduction 
of 6.16 per cent. 

The addition to coach routes is 9,341 miles in 
length, 3,892,664 miles in annual transportation, 
or 19.9 per cent., and $1,224,250 in cost, or 64.1 
per cent. 

The length of inferior routes is diminished 
13,637 miles, and the annual transportation 
1,855,087 miles; the additional cost is $109,849; 
being 6.42 per cent. less in transportation, and 6 
per cent. additional in cost, 

Appended to this report is a table (marked —) 
showing in detail the mail service of every grade 
as existing in each separate State and Territory 
on the 30th of June last. 

The lettings of new contracts for the term com- 
mencing Ist July last, embraced five States—Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
and. Florida. 

The following table shows the new service as 
in operation on the 30th of September: j 
Miles in Miles of annual 


Conveyance: length. transportation. Cost. 
Railroad...... peveneee 4,990 3,830,607 $615,964 
Steamboat . 257 705,918 156,558 
Coach...... < 8,010 1,224,536 97,155 
Inferior modes: . 29,120 5,232,934 331,824 

Totals ss saccceceene 39.617 10,993,995. $1,201,504 


Compared with the service on the 30th of June 
last, in the same States, the length of the routes, 
by railroad and inferior modes, is inercased 974 


1859.] 
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miles, and by steamboat and coach is diminished |: 
6,242 miles; the annual transportation is dimin- | 
ished 943,574 miles, and the cost $2,942, divided 
as follows: 


Miles iv Annual 


length. transportation. Cost. 
Railroad»... s.es: I9L ine. 238,796 dec. $19,206 inc. 
++++2,906 dee. 388,642 dec. 17,348 dec. 
Coachiissir assas 3,336 dec. 1,104,373 dec. 88,516 dec. 
inferior modes.... 783 ine. 788,237 inc. 88,716 inc. 


On the 30th of June last there were in the ser- 
vice— 
475 route agents, at a compensation of.. 


++ $368,657 


31 express agents, at a compensation of. 30,700 
42 local agents, at a compensation of, ......+ 29,808 
1,549 mail messengers, at acompensationof.... 196,999 
5 626,174 
This amount added to the cost of service as in ‘ 
Operation on Oh TWN. ... ee ceseesseesess ces 9,468,757 
Makes the total on the 30th June lasts... 246 10,094,931 
‘she reductions in the cost of the service from the 
30th of June to the 30th September, were.... 657,521 


437,410 


NUMBER OF POST OFFICES. 
Whole number of post offices in the United States ou the 
BOth Juanes BSB. eee ee ee cee eee eee cette eens 27,977 
Number that were established during the year 
ending June 30, 1859 x 


Number that were discontinued sesssssssssss 

Net increase ef offices during the year. .ssss eseese 562 | 
$ 

Whole number of post offices on the 30th June, 1859, 28,539 


Number of offices of which the names and sites 
were changed, 432; number of which the appoint- 
ments were made by the President, 417; number | 
of postmasters appointed during the year ending 
June 30, 1859, 7,548. Of these, 4,639 werc to fill | 
vacancies occasioned by resignation, 867 by re- | 
movals, 295 by deaths, 292 by change of names 
and sites, and 1,455 by the establishment of new 
offices, 


DISTRIBUTION OFFICES. 


The subject of the “ distribution” of letters 
having engaged the attention of the Department, 
an order was made on the 30th af April last, dis- 
continuing thirteen of the fifty distributing offices 
then existing, and substituting therefor the prac- 
tice of direct mailing. The high commissions 
allowed for the process of distribution have proved 
not only a heavy burden upon the revenues of 
the Department, but also a strong incentive to 
abuse. But while the order mentioned was im- 
portant as a measure of economy, and asa means 
of preventing frauds, it was yet more desirable 
for the acceleration of the mails. Offices of this | 
description were formerly a very valuable, and, 
in fact, indispensable element in ihe postal system 
of the country, owing to its vast extent, and the 
rapidity with which population spread into new 
districts, causing cites, towns, and. villages to 
struggle for existence with the forest and prairie, 
and rendering it impossible to keep pace with the 
names and locations of the numberless new offices 
demanded by the habits of a people accustomdd 
to the constant interchange of thought and intel- 
ligence. Some offices, therefore, had to be des- 
ignated as the receptacles of correspondence from | 
a section of contiguous country, and for remailing | 
and sending it in packages to others of similar 
functions, more or less distant, thence to be dis- 
tributed to its destination. In this manner these 
offices, situated in the east and west, the north 
and south, mutually acted upon cach other, and 
performed useful service. This was when the 
mails were carried in stages and other vehicles, 
and when pauses were necessarily made for the | 
refreshment of passengers and the change of an- 
imals, allowing, at the same time, of ‘ distribu- 
tion’’ at the post office. But as the country has 
become populated, the necessity for these guides 
to distant points has measurably ceased; and, in 
proportion as railways have become carriers of | 
mails, and have yielded to the public demand for i 
ceascless motion, has it become impossible for the 
process of distribution to be maintained, without i 
subjecting the correspondence of the country, 
charged with its commercial and political intelli- 
gence, and its social sympathies, to frequent and 
unwarrantable delays. 

The expense attending the distribution ofletters, 
even when honestly performed, and the legitimate | 


and proper commission only charged, abstracts 
no inconsiderable sum from the postal revenues, 
and this is much swollen by the second and third 


‘process of the kind to which they are exposed, 


often by necessity, sometimes by accident and 
ignorance, and more frequently, it is feared, by 
design. But, as already intimated, this is not 
the only, or by any means the most serious evil 
which 1s sought to be remedied. The primary 
object of the whole mail system is to insure speed 
(with certainty and safety) in the transit of cor- 
respondence; and to effect this.great end no un- 
necessary obstacle should be permitted to exist. 
Whether it is pdssible to dispense with the dis- 
tributing system. altogether, is.a problem yet to 
be solved; it exists in no other country, and would 
be unnecessary in this, but for our great extent of 
territory and Immense number of offices. It is 
evident that the list of offices of distribution should 
be reduced as much as possible from year to year, 
and that they should be established or continued 
only in populous cities and towns, where travel 


| concentrates. and where mails and passengers 


have a temporary rest. 
DEAD LETTERS. 

The following resolution was adopted by the 
United States Senate, March 9, 1859: 

“ Resolved, ‘Chat the Postmaster General is hereby re- 
quested to state, as near as possible, in the next annual 
report ofthe service of the Post Office Department, the num- 
ber of letters consigned to the dead letter office during the 
fiscal year, and what further legislation is necessary to 
diminish the number of such Ictters, or to provide for thelr 
return to the writers thereof.’ 

Accordingly, I have to report that the whole 
number of dead letters during the last fiseal year 
is estimated at 2,500,000, including about 500,000 
«drop letters’? and 50,000 “held for postage.” 
Deducting these two classes, the number of letters 
actually conveyed in the mails, and failing to reach 
the persons addressed, may be estimated at less 
than two millions (2,000,000) a year. . 

More than fifty per cent. of the entire accumu- 
lation of dead letters occurs at about 40 out of the 
28,539 post offices, including, of course, the large 
cities and towns. 

As to ‘what further legislation is necessary to 
diminish the number of such letters, or to provide 
for their return to the writers thereof,” J am not 
as yet fully prepared to report; but investigations 
have been sct on foot and diligently prosecuted: 
during the past several months, which, itishoped, 
may enable me hereafter to offer some practival 
suggestions. 

Particular efforts have been made to ascertain 
the true reasons why letters, especially those with 
valuable inclosures, failed to reach their desti- 
nation, and it is satisfactorily established, in the 
large majority of cases, that the fault is with the 
writers themselves, cither in misdirecting or ilegi- 
bly directing their communications. The migra- 
tory habits of the people must also be considered 
among the prominent causes of the accumulation 
of dead letters, more particularly in the western 
or newer portions of the country. 

By way of illustration, it is stated as the result 
of inquiries which have been made to a limited 
extent, that more than sixty (60) per cent. of the 
letters containing money recently restored to the 
owners, failed to reach their destination entircly 
from being either misdirected, held for postage, 
or addressed to transient persons. 

And in reference to dead letters with valuable 
inclosures other than money, the results have been 
found still more glaring; over eighty (80) per cent. 
having been either misdirected, held for postage, 
or addressed to transient persons. These are the 
proportions of cases explained. Further investi- 
gations on this point arc in progress, the result of 
which will hereafter be fully shown. 

The attempt has also been made to sound pub- 
lic sentiment on the subject of restoring to the 
writers dead letters, which do not contam inclo- 
sures of value, and, from information thus far 
received, it would scem that, in about one third of 
the cases, the writers are willing to pay for recov- 
ering their letters. At the same time, the fact is 
shown that, of this class of letters, forty (40) per 
cent, miscarry through fault of the writers, 

The foregoing estimate of the whole number of 
letters consigned to the dead letter office, is based 
upon an actual enumeration for one quarter, ended 
30th June last. A further enumeration is now in 


Senate & Ho. oF Ry 
| progress, and additional information is. accùmue 
ating, in answer to inquiries: connected: with. the: 
resolution of the Senate, so that I-may promisea 
more detailed report after the expiration,of. the. 
current quarter, SORER ORI E E PRF 

From what is already known, it is assumed 
that one million letters become “dead,’’ from 
causes entirely beyond the control of this Depart- 
ment, or any legislation. As to the ‘remainder,’ 
something may probably be done, both by new 
laws and regulations, to diminish the number, and 
certainly something to provide’ for returning thera. 
sooner, and in larger numbers than‘at ‘present, tó 
the writers. ie eae ie 

So far as legislation is concerned, I beg leave to 
withhold my suggestions for the present. “New 
instructions, to some extent, have already ‘been 
issued to postmagters, which are bélieved to: have 
a good effect. Gorey Bi tg 

. Under former regulations, many letters, espé- 
cially in cities, became “dead,” in consequencé 
of being too soon withdrawn from the general de- 
livery and so disposed of ag not to be obtainable, 
except when specially called for as “advertised 
letters;’? and all unclaimed letters were retained 
in the post offices until the expiration of the quar- 
ter succeeding that in which they were advertised. 
According to recent instructions, (limited’ as yet 
to the larger offices,) letters are to remain on hand 
one week before being advertised; and those un- 
claimed. at the end of three months, after adver- 
tising, to be returned to the dead letter: office, 
Thus, offices advertising weekly, can never retain 
letters more than three months andone week at | 
the furthest; and those advertising twice a month, 
three and a half months; while under the former 
rule many letters became five and six months old 
before being returned, and then it might possibly 
sometimes be nearly nine months before a valua- 
ble Letter, in the usual course of business, would 
be restored to the owner through the dead letter 
office. The retention of letters in post offices, even 
for a period of three months, is unnecessary and 
objectionable, in view ofthe importance of a speedy 
return of such as are valuable, and of the danger, 
greater or less, to which they may be exposed; 
and I shall therefore propose to Congress a mod- 
ification of the law in this respect,"so as to author- 
ize the return of letters, under certain conditions, 
at still shorter periods. | 0 0) re Oy 

Suggestions will also be offered to provide for 
returning to the writers letters not containing val- 
uable inclosures. 

Among other things which will require amend- 
ment by regulation is the nomenclature of post. 
offices. The existence of large numbers of offices 
of the same name, and the close similarity of 
names, even in the same State, lead to many mis- 
takes. i 

Effort will be made to guard against such difi- 
culties and also. against approp, iating' to new post 
offices compound, or long and difficult, names." 

“The whole number of dead letters containing 
money, registered and sent out during the year 
ending June 30, 1859, was 9,726, of which 8,574 
were delivered, leaving 1,152 unclaimed, The 
whole amount of nioney received was $45,718 14; - 
amount restored to owners, $41,143 74. 

The number of letters registered and sent out, 
containing valuable inclosures other than money, 
such as bills of exchange, drafts, bonds, Treasur 
warrants, &c., was 8,647; of which 7,738 have 
been restored to the owners, leaving unclaimed 
909. 

The amount of the inclosures was $2,502,298 11; 
the amount of the inclosures in sterling was 
£6,983 15s; 5d.; the amount of the inclosures in 
francs was 104,421. - 

The number of dead letters returned (un- 
opened) to foreign countries during the last fiscal 
yeay was 133,983, divided as follows, viz: :Eng- 
land, 60,310; France, 15,757; Prussia, 18,409; Bre- 
men, 6,919; Hamburg, 1,401; Canada, 27,537, 
New Brunswick, 1,780; Nova Scotia, 1,868. 

The course of business in the dead letter office 
seems to have remained without material, if any, 
change since the organization of the department 
in 1836, being limited to the: examination .of let- 
ters only so far as necessary in order to restore 
to the owners those containing money or other 
valuable inclosures; and from the amount of labor, 


and the small number of clerks, ithas been im- 
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possible to: make needed improvements. - Indeed, 


iv has been found,:of late years; that even the or- 


dinary-dutics:could not be peformed; and it is, 
therefore; howa matter:of urgent importance to: 
rovide the means of improving this ‘interesting 
ranchi of the public service. 
Se ae ‘PENNY POST. 

The system of delivering letters by carrie 
the domicil of the citizen was first recognized by 
the act.of 3d March, 1825, and has, within a few 
years, been, successfully introduced into several 
of. our principal cities. Though constant endeavors 
have been made to improve it, it is still imperfect 
in, its details, and unsatisfactory, alike to the pub- 
lic and to the Department, in its operations. ‘The 
system cannot beregarded as having accomplished 
the object of its establishment, so long as it does 
not command and deliver the local correspondence 
of the different cities in which it exists, which 
thus. far, it has wholly failed’ to do. This corre- 
spondence is now almost entirely in the hands of 
private expresses, whose rates are so low as to 
Wake a successful competition with them, on the 
of the Government, impossible. Their charge 
the delivery of a letter is generally but one 
ent, while this amount is necéssarily exacted by 
the Department for the carriers, and one cent in 
addition is collected on the local correspondence, 
ag the postage fixed by the act of 1825, on “ drop 
letters.” Hence the aggregate postage on the city 
correspondence, under existing laws, which re- 
quire that the system shall be self-sustaining, is 
at least two cents, which precludes the possibility 
of any. successful. competition with the private 
expresse f 
his provision of the ‘act of 1825, sọ- far as it can 
ê construed as applying to ‘ drop Ictters”? deliv- 
ered by carriers. This would not result in any 
perceptible diminution of the postal revenues, in- 
asmuch as the correspondence which wowld be 
thus secured by the Department, docs not now 
pass through its offices, Tt is true that the Post- 
master General might, in his discretion, arrest the 
operation of these private expresses hy declaring 
the stroets and avenues of the cities to which they 
belong to be post roads; but until the Department 
is prepared to deliver city letters as cheaply and 
promptly as such companies can possibly do, I 
should regard the exercise of this powcr as un- 
wise, if not harsh and oppressive. 

` Another motive for persistent effort on the part 
of this Department to render the delivery by car- 
riers as perfect as possible, is found in the fact 
that the Bake system is being rapidly outgrown by 


carriers at 


‘the population of’ our principal cities, and must |i 


finally be abandoned—as it has been in European 
capitals. There are at present but about four 
thousand boxes in the post office of New York, 
and yet even this number leads to much confusion 
and inaccuracy in the distribution and delivery of 
mail matter. Was the number augmented to ten 
thousand—which would not more than meet the | 
present’ ever-increasing demand—it is manifest 
that no memory would be cqual to the task of as- 
sociating the names with the appropriate boxes, | 
and that the practical working of the system 
would become impossible. A frequent;rapid, and 
punctual delivery, on reasonable terms, of all cor- 
respondence received at the post offices of our 
great cities, is what the public have a right to claim 
of the Department, and what it will be its un- 
+ ceasing endeavor to secure to them. 
NEWSPAPER EXCHANGES. 

The act of 1825 authorized “every printer of | 
newspapers to send one paper to cach and every | 
other. printer of newspapers within the United 
States free of postage,” and such is the existing 
law. However slight the support which this 
statute may seem to give to publishers, it imposes, 
in the aggregate, a heavy and unjust burden on ; 
the Department. The advantage thus conferred | 
inures to the benefit alike of the publisher who | 
sends, and of him whe receives the paper in cX- | 
change. I have in vain sought for any satis- 
factory explanation of the policy indicated by this | 


i 
provision. It seems far more éxceptionable than || 
1 


the franking privilege, since the latter professes 
to be exercised om behalf of the public, whereas 
the exemption secured by the former is.enjoyed 


wholly in advancement of a private and personal || 


s. I therefore recommend the repeal of |! 


interest. The newspapers received in exchange | 


by the journalistare, inthe parlance of commerce, 
hisstock intrade. ~-Fromtheircolumnshe gathers 
materials for his own, and thus makes the same 
business-use of them. that thè merchant does of 
his goods, or the mechanic of the raw material 
which he proposes'to manufacture-into. fabrics. 


| But as the Government transports nothing fice of 


charge to the farmer, the merchant, or the me- 
chanic,-to-enable them to prosecute successfully 
and economically their respective pursuits, why 
shall it do so for the journalist? If the latter can 
rightfully claim that his newspapers shall be thus 
delivered to him at the public expense, why may + 
he not also claim that his stationery and histype; 
and indeed everything which enters into the prep- 
aration of the sheets he issues as-his means of liv- 
ing, be delivered to him on the same terms? it 
has been urged, Iam aware, that postage on news- 
paper exchanges would be a tax on the dissemi- 
nation of knowledge, but so is the postage which 
the farmer, merchant and mechanic pay on the 
newspapers for which they subscribe, a tax on 
the dissemination of knowledge, and yet itis paid 
by them uncomplainingly. If it be insisted that 
the publishers of newspapers, as a class, are in 
such a condition as to entitle them to demand the 
aid of the public funds, it may be safely answered 
that such an assumption is wholly unwarranted. 
Journalism in the United States rests upon the 
broadest and deepest foundations, and is running 
a carcer far more brilliant and prosperous than in 
any other nation of the world. The exceedingly 
reduced rates at which its issues pass through the 
mails, secure to it advantages enjoyed under no 
other Government. Under the fostering care of 
the free spirit of. the age, it has now become an 
institution in itself in this country, and controls 
the tides-of the restless ocean of public opinion 
with almost resistless sway. Itis the avant cour- 
ier of the genius of ourinstitutions, and is every- 
where the advocate of progress, and of the hish- 
est and noblest forms of human freedom. Is it 
not, therefore, to the last degree unseemly, if not 
worse, that in its own enterprises, and in further- 
ance of itsown pecuniary interests, itshould claim 
permission to violate habitually a great principle 
of which it is the constant advocate, and which 
underlies our whole political system—the prin- 
ciple of equal rights to all and special privileges 
to none? If, however, from the grandeur and 
beneficence of its mission, the press is to be cx- 
cepted from the operation of this wholesome dem- 


ocratic doctrine, and is to be subsidized to the į 


extent of its postages by the Government, then, 
undeniably, such subsidy should be contributed 
from the common Treasury, instead of being im- 
posed, as at present, upon the oppressed revenues 
of the Post Office Department, which, under all 
circumstances, should be maintained inviolate. 
Into the same category, but for more cogent 
reasons, must fall that class of weckly newspapers 
which the statute of 1852 requires shall be deliv- 
ered free of postage to all subscribers residing 


within the limits of the county in which they are | 


published. This requisition 1s less sound on the 
score of principle than even the discrimination in 
favor of the presse There may be something in 
the characteristics of the latter—cennobled as it is 
as the organ of the intellect and heart of millions 
of freemen—which might induce many to grant 
to it special and distinguishing immunities; but 
why a citizen who chances to reside on one side 
of a county line shall be exempted from a postage 
on his newspaper, which his neighbor on the other 
side of that line is obliged to pay on the same pa- 
per, surpasses my comprehension. There would į 
be more reason for exempting letters from charge, 
while circulating through the mails within the 
county in which they are written, because, being” 
much lighter than newspapers, their transporta- 
tion, of course, burdens the Department less. 
Could contractors be found sufficiently public 
spirited to transport this class. of newspapers 
without compensation, then their gratuitous de- 
livery might be claimed of the Department as a 
reasonable duty. But preciscly the same. rate of 
compensation is demanded and paid for this as | 
for every other postal service, and hence this priv- 
ilege is in effect a donation of so much of the postal 
revenues as the service costs, This violates a fun- 
damental law of the system, by perverting.a fund 
confided to the Government, not to be giyen away, | 


but-to be carefully administered, sò as'to afford 
the ‘latgest possible mail facilities to the social 
and commercial intercourse of the country. 


STAR BIDS, 


The act of March 3, 1845, declares * that it shall 
be the duty of the Postmaster General, in all fu- 
ture lettings of contracts for the transportation of 
the mail, to let the same, in every case, to the 
lowest bidder tendering sufficient guarantees for 
faithful performance, without other reference to the 
mode of such transportation than may be necessary to 
provide for the duc celerity, certainty, and security 
of such transportation.”? a 
i This law is still in full force, and believing that 
it announces the only principle on whieh this 
Department can be successfully administered, 
an effort has been made to conform to the policy 
which it indicates. Accordingly, in advertising 
for the new lettings, ‘Star Bids,” as they are 
termed in the parlance of the service, will alone 
be invited—that is, proposals for conveying the 
mails with ‘¢ due celerity, certainty, and security,” 
without any designation of the mode of convey- 
ance. The transportation and delivery of the mails 
with the utmost dispatch and security are the true 
and only mission of this Department; in accom- 
plishing this, it discharges its whole duty to the 
country. The prevalence of an opinion which 
enlarges its obligations and the sphere of its ac- 
tion beyond this limit, has tended much to involve 
it in the embarrassments with which it is now 
struggling. Thero are those who maintain that 
the adjustment of the mail service should be made 
subservient, if not subordinate, to the interests of 
commerce and travel,and that the rapid and cheap 
conveyance of passengers, and the support of 
railroad, steamboat, and stage companies, should 
be as carefully looked to and as anxiously pro- 
vided for by the Departmentas the transportation 
of the mails. This is a fatal fallacy, whose bitter 
fruits may now be seen in the enormous sums 
paid to these companies for mails, some of which 
are so light as scarcely to yield a revenue suffi- 
cient to defray the expense of carrying them on 
horseback. Four-horse coaches are thus run upon 
border and unfrequented routes, and steamboat 
lines are subsidized at an outlay which would 
afford postal accommodations to entire States, 
merely that the owners of these lines may be en- 
riched, and that the public may have easy, cer- 
tain, and economical modes of conveyance for 
themsclves, their baggage, and their goods. Ev- 
ery dollar appropriated for such purposes is a 
perversion and abuse of the postal fund, and cvery 
one of these extravagant and scmi-commercial 
contracts deprives whole communities in other 
sections of the country of the mail facilities to 
which they are entitled. The Department, from 
this misinterpretation of its functions, is made 
virtually the carrier of passengers and merchan- 
dise, and what is yet more to be deplored, is a 
carrier without compensation. 


EXPRESS MAIL AGENTS. 


The employment of these officers by my pre- 
decessor, on the great routes from New ork, 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore, westward, was an 
experiment, the practical working of which has 
not justified its continuance. It has accordingly 
been terminated by the substitution of the bag- 
gage masters on these routes for the agents here- 
tofore having charge of the through mails, and, 
thus far, the results of the change have been sat- 
isfactory. The rate of compensation has been 
much reduced, so as to exhibit an annual saving 
of $19,100, as compared with the former expend- 
iture, while the services have been secured of a 
class of men believed to be fully competent and 
faithful in the discharge of the duties which they 
have assumed upon themselves. 

RAILROAD SERVICE. 

Whilc it is admitted that the establishment of 
railroads in the United States has added vastly to 
the celerity of the mails, and to the facility with 
which those of great weight and bulk are trans- 

orted, it is equally true that in their train of 
Blessings have come evils, which have continued 
to grow with the expansion of the system, until 
they have at length reached a magnitude which 
demands that an earnest endeavor should be made 
for their correction, ‘The mails were conveyed, 
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during the last year, on 26,010 miles of -railroad, 
ata cost varying from $50 to ¢375 per mile, for 
transportation alone—the aggregate expenditure 
for this class of service being $3,243,974. To 
this is superadded the salaries of express, route 
agents, and messengers, amounting to $626,174 
perannum. Accompanied and delivered as the 
mails arc, by the agents of the. Department, the 
service performed by the road is little beyond that 
which it performs for the shipper of a barrel of 
flour or a sack of grain. Why, then, is a com- 
pensation exacted for this service, which is SO ex- 


orbitant, as compared with what would be de- į 
manded of a private citizen for the conveyance of i 


a similar amount of freight? In Canada, the com- 
pensation paid to the railroads, for the conveyance 
of the mail, is $30 per mile for day, and $40 per 
mile for night service, and $70 when the two ser- 
vices are combined. For this a separate car is 
furnished, which is fitted up as.a_ traveling post 
office, and serves for sorting and distributing the 
mails by the way. If the mailsare sent as ordi- 
nary, freight, under the guard of cither an agent 
of the company or of the post office, the charge 
is but two cents per mile, when the weight does 
not exceed two hundred pounds, and for any ad- 
‘ditional weight, paymentis made in the same pro- 
portion. No reason is perceived why, cxcept 
upon our great trunk routes, a higher rate of com- 
pensation should be submitted to by our Govern- 
ment than is paid by that of Canada. Even on 
this latter class of.roads, the present rates are 
much too high, but on the remainder, where the 
mails are light, they are oppressively extravagant. 
The rapid multiplication of railroads—on all of 
which the law provides that the mails shall be 
carried—is constantly increasing the evil com- 
plained of. ‘These roads are in every direction, 
penetrating comparatively sparsely-populated por- 
tions of the country, and connecting with small 
towns, where the correspondence is necessarily 
limited; and, if they are all to continuc to enjoy 
this enormous subsidy at the hands of the De- 
partment, however unimportant the mails carried, 
no very strong hope of disenthrallment from its 
present embarrassments can be indulged. The 
remedy is to be found in anamendment of the act 
of March 3, 1845, which I would respectfully 
urge upon the consideration of Congress. A re- 
duction of thirty-three and a third per cent. upon 
the maximum rates fixed by that act, would still 
leave a very liberal compensation to this class of 
contractors. Should Congress express their con- 
currence in this view, it cannot be believed that 
the intelligent and public-spirited citizens, who 
have the control of these roads, will continue to 
insist on terms which it must be manifestto them, 
as it ig to all, the resources of the Department do 
not enable it to meet. 

Another grievance resulting from the railroad 
system, consists:in.the disinclination of many of 
these companies to assume upon themselves the 
obligations imposed on all other contractors in the 
service of the Department, Of the three hundred 
and eighteen railroad routes in the United States, 
there are one hundred and thirty-seven on which 
the mails are transported without contract. These 
routes are the most important, from their length 
and the weight of the mails transmitted upon them, 
and yet the incorporated companies controlling 
them peremptorily refuse ‘to enter into those en- 

-gagoments with the Department which the law 
and the highest interests of the postal service de- 
mand. ‘This ground was early taken by railroad 
companies, and, rather than inauguratc a serics 
of controversies which might be protracted, and 
interrupt the regular conveyance and delivery of 
the mails, the Department has yielded, though 
constantly protesting against this lawless course, 
The consequence has beon that they have carried 
the mails when and as they pleased, departing 
and arriving at such hours, and moving at such 
specd, as was agreeable to them. It is true, that 
a few of the companies have manifested a liberal 
spirit in coéperating with the Department in the 


arrangement of the schedules, but they have done į 


this rather as a courtesy than as an acknowledg- 
ment of any obligation on their part to do so. The 
adjustment of the schedules is of the very essence 
of the postal organization, and upon its exercise 
the harmony and success of the whole system 


jected. 
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; Vacillating counsels and conflicting interests of 
thenumerous railroad companies, the service must 


lose its dignity and power, and wide-spread de- 
rangement and inefficiency necessarily. ensue. 
The law regulating the transfer of the mails to 
these roads contemplates that the Department 
shall make a contract evidencing the terms on 
which the service is accepted; and the act. of 
1836 declares. that ‘*no person, whose bid for 
the transportation of the mail. may be accepted, 
shall receive any, pay until he shall have exe- 
cuted his contract according to law and the reg- 
ulations of the Department.” -The course here- 
tofore pursued, of recognizing and paying the 
claims of these roads, in the absence of any con- 
tract, has been in disregard of the statute cited, 
and it has been equally at variance with sound 
policy. The public weal, as well as the law, re- 
quires that railroad companies, as carriers of the 
mails, shall be ‘subjected to the same wholesome 
discipline to which all other contractors are sub- 
As fully explained in the accompanying 
report of the Auditor, to which reference is had, 
their failure to enter into these contracts creates 
serious and perplexing embarrassments in the col- 
lection of the revenues of the Department which 
should not be submitted to. With every dispo- 
sition to deal with them most liberally, and with 
a full recognition of their value as postal agents, 
and of their inéalculable power in developing the 
resoučces of our country and promoting the en- 


‘ terprises of its material civilization, stillit is man- 


|| ifest that their present attitude—seemingly defiant 


in its tone, as it is disorganizing in its tendencies 
-——cannot be endured without humiliation to the 
Government, and without serious peri} to those 


| great interests which it is the mission of this De- | 


partment to uphold and advance. If they can suc- 


| cessfully maintain the position they now occupy, 


depend. If-this right is to be given over to the |; 


then they contro] at will the movements of the 
mails,and virtually the Department is adminis- 
tered by them, instead of by its appointed head. 
Entertaining these views, proposals will be invited 
from the different railroads, and the companies 
will be notifica that after the 31st day of March, 
1860, the mails will be delivered to them only on 
condition of their entering into formal agreements, 
containing on their part the usual stipulations for 
the faithful performance of the service. The re- 
mote day mentioned has been named, in order 
that the Department, in the execution of the new 
contracts proposed, might avail itself ofany mod- 
ification of the act of 1845 which may, in the 
meantime, have oċcurred. 


PORTLAND AND NEW ORLEANS MAIL. 


Congress, by an act approved June 14, 1858, 
authorized the Postmaster General “ to make such 
arrangements for the transmission of the great 
through mails between Portland and New Orleans, 


| as will insure the most speedy and certain con- 


nection, including in the route for one of the daily 
mails as many of the sea-board commercial cities 
as may be consistent with the greatest dispatch.” 


The irregularities and delays which had so long į 


distinguished the transportation of this trunk mail, 
no doubt led to the enactment of this law. The 
subjoined table will exhibit the average period oc- 


cupied in its conveyance between New York and | 
New Orleans, during the past year, as well as the | 
number of failures to arrive within schedule time į 


on the two routes designated. 
Southwestern via Knoaville, 


Schedule time, 5 days. 
Actual time, 5 days 224 hours. 
Arrivals in schedule time, 241. 

“ out of “ 389. 

Atlantic via Wilmington. 

Schedule time, 5} days. 
Actual average, 6 days 14 hours. 
Arrivals in schedule time, 403. 

ss out of sf 286. 


Sharing fully the conviction which seems to 
have been entertained by Congress as to the ne- 


cessity of putting this service on a better footing. | 


than it has herctofore attained, proposals were 
solicited for carrying this mail on the basis of a 
complete guarantee—no payment to be made for 
any trip on which there. should be a failure to 
arrive within schedule time. As Congress named 
only the terminal points of the route, the same 
course was pursued in the invitation for propo- 
sals, and the parties bidding were thus left free 


to select and designate that. for which they: 


posed. Offers were accordingly made for thee} 


acter of service required on four different.routes, 
namely: TE heed ne 
1. Via Boston:and 


i ringfield, Massac sett 
ew.York, 


x. 


sylvania, with. a branch to and from New.York 
city, connecting at Albany or at Philadelphia, AS 
the Postmaster :General.may prefers, or via route 
as above, with branches from. Crestline, Ohio, by 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, to. Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, and from Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, to 
Baltimore, Maryland, and also .a. branch. to and 
from New York city, connecting. at Albany.or 
Fiiíladelphia, as, the. Postmaster , General ma} 
prefer. : : ; 
2. Via Portsmouth, New. Hampshire, Bostons 
Worcester, and Springfield, Massachusetts, Hart- 
ford and. New Haven, Connecticut, New York, 
New York, Philadelphia, Pennsylyania, Baltimore 
and Cumberland, Maryland, Benwood, Virginia, 
Bell Air and Columbus, Ohio, Cairo, Dlinois, Co- 
lumbus, Kentucky, Jackson, and Grand June- 
tion, Tennessee, and Jackson, Mississippi, witha 
branch from the. Washington Junction to Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. eats a hate 
3. Via Portsmouth, New Hampshire,: Boston 
and Springfield, Massachusetts, Hartford and 
New Haven, Connecticut, New York, New York, 
Philadelphia,- Pennsylvania, Baltimore, Mar. 
land, Washington, District. of Columbia, Alex- 
andriaand Lynchburg, Virginia, Knoxville, Chat- 
tanooga, and Grand Junction, Tennessec, and 
Canton, Mississippi. te te 
4. Via Portsmouth, New Hampshire, Boston, 
and Springficld, Massachusetts, Hartford and 
New Haven, Connecticut, New York, New York, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, Baltimore, Mary- 
land, Washington, District of Columbia, Rich- 
mond, Petersburg, and Norfolk, Virginia, Wil- 


| mington, North Carolina, Charleston, South Car- 


olina, Savannah, Georgia, and Fernandina and 
Cedar Keys, Florida. Norfolk to be supplied by 
steamboat from. Baltimore, Maryland, and. by 
railroad from Weldon, North Carolina, making 
two lines between Baltimore and,Weldon—one 
via Norfolk, and one via Washington city, Rich- 
mond, and Petersburg; Savannah to be connected 
with the main line by steamers from Fernandina 
through the inland passage, and a branch mail to 
be conveyed once a week by steamer from Cedar 
Keys to Key West, Florida, and to be extended ` 
to Havana, for the postages, if desired by the 
Department. : ; 
ongress evidently contemplated the ultimate 
establishment of several routes between the ter- 
‘mini mentioned; but as the service isan’ experi- 
ment and onc attended with very heavy expense, 
itis deemed advisable to/establish but one forthe 
presént; Which that should be, must depend on 
a variety of considerations, the force of which can 
only be ascertained by a careful comparison of 
the time and compensation proposed, in tonnec- 
tion with the intermediate population and. ċorre- 
spondence to be served by the routes. While the 
legal authority for executing this contract may 
be regarded as fully conferred by the statute re- 
ferred to, yet the amount of. compensation de- 


, manded was so much greater than had: been anti- 


cipated, that I did not feel justified, in view of the 
embarrassments_ of. the Department, to incur so 
heavy a liability without submitting the matter 
to the consideration of Congress. As a postal 
enterprise, this yields to none in its magnitude 
and importance, and the Department shares the 
general solicitude for its success.. I trust. that 
Congress will either give its express sanction: to 
the specific contract suggested, by voting the ne- 
cessary appropriation, or will indicate for the De- 
partment such a course. of administration as shall 
warrant. it in closing with gome one of the propo- 
sals which have been received and are how held 
under advisement. beh i 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER MAILS. 


The service between St. Paul and New Orleans 
was performed during the past year at an aggre- 
gate cost of $328,278. Its earnings were. too In- 
considerable to be the subject of serious comment - 
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“Phe establishment of this river route on its pres- 
eht basis was resisted by the Department as long 
ad Was possible, from a thorough conviction that 
it would involve a most deplorable waste of its 
“tevenues.° ‘This conviction, however, was un- 
Heeded, and on thé 5th of August, 1854, Congress, 
by a mandatory act, obliged the Postmaster Gen- 
eral: to put it into operation, irrespective of its 
‘product, and irres ective of the absence of those 

jostal wants which the act professed to supply. 

“Phe result has fully realized the anticipations and 
predictions of the Department. Since the passage 
of the act referred to, more than thirteen hundred 
thousand dollars have been expended in the trans- 
‘portation of these river mails, with a return so 
slight as scarcely to justify the designation of the | 
expenditure as postal in its character, For a 
time,it is true that the route possessed some im- 
portance, because. of the through mails which 
passed over it; but, from the completion of va- 
rious railroads, these through mails are now con- 
veyed by land, and in consequence the river route 
Has become essentially local, and supplies only 
the small offices along the banks of the Missis- 

sippi. All the large towns are or will be supplied 
in advance-by lateral mails carried on the rail- 
roads. ‘It is believed that the service could be 
performed for one fourth of the sum which it now 
costs, were the Department permitted to contract 
for it by the trip. A reduction amounting to 

47,213 Fas been made above the mouth of the 

hio, and were a corresponding reduction made 
between Cairo and New Orleans, the expenditure 
would be still greater than the revenue from the 
route would justify. The terms of the act, how- 
ever, do not seem to contemplate such a curtail- 
ment as the altered capabilities of the service now 
imperatively demand, The matter is referred to 
as an illustration of the disastrous consequences 
which must follow from a course of legislation 
that takes from this Department all discretion, 
and constrains it to enter into engagements which 
place the mail service beyond the reach of that 

‘wholesome revisory power which sound policy 
‘requires shall be constantly exercised in adjusting 
its operations to the ever-recurring vicissitudes to 
which it is exposed. Believing that this route, 
while continued on its present footing as to com- 
pensation, falls clearly within the category of non- 
postal, I respectfully suggest the propricty of 
placing it, less its earings, on the public Treas- 
ury. ‘The enormous amount annually drawn by 
it from the postal revenues is, in effect, and was 
probably intended to be, but a subsidy in aid of 
southwestern. commerce, which, if needed, and 
the nation is willing to bestow it, should unques- 
tionably be contributed from the national funds. 

PACIFIC MAILS. 

On taking charge of this Department, I found 
established, and im full operation, six different 
routes for conveying the mails to and from Cali- 
fornia, and our other Pacific possessions, viz: 


Annual Annual 
cost. receipts. 


J. From New York and New 
Orleans, via Panama, to San 
Francisco, semi-monthly. . .$798,250 00 $299,972 69 

9, From’ New Orleans. to San 
Francisco via Tehuantepec, 
semi-monthly. +. 250,000 00 

3. From San Antonio, via #0, 
to San Diego, semi-monthly, 

weekly fromSan Antonio to 
L Paso and Fort Yuma)..... 196,448 00 

4. From St. Louis and Memphis, 
via El Paso, to San Francisco, 600,000 00 

8. From. Kansas, ‘Missouri, to 
Stockton, California, month- 

G. From St. Joscph’s, Missouri, 
via Utah City, to Placerville, 
weekly Servic€es.ss s. ssress ee 320,000 00 5,412 03 


The gross annual disbursements for these six 
routes were thus $2,184,697, and the receipts from 
them but $339,747 66, showing a loss to the De- 
partment of $1,844,949 66 per annum. 

The expenditures för local mail service in the 
States of Bakfornia and Oregon, and in Utah and 
Washington Territories, during the past year, 
amounted to £508,697. 13, which, being added to | 
the cost. of the routes named, gives a total of 
$2,693,394 13. ` The population supplied by this 
enormous outlay does not exceed six hundred | 


5,276 68 


601 00 
27,229 94 


79,999 00 1,255 00 


| 
and fifty thousand souls; thus exhibiting a postal | 
expenditure of about $4 14 for cach person, in- | 


chiding all ages and conditions. The remaining 
$12,271,099 20 of the gross annual disbursements 
of the Department furnish postal facilities for 
thirty millions of people, being in the proportion 
ofless than forty-one cents for each person. Were 
the inhabitants of the country east of the Rocky 
Mountains served by the Department atthe same 
rate of expenditure with those. on the west, it 
would require annually $126,893,394 for its sup- 
port, instead of the $14,964,493 33 now actually 
expended by it.. It was apparent that the whole 
field of postal operations offered no point_more 
urgently calling for curtailment than these Pacific 
routes, and hence the actionin reference to them, 
deemed appropriate, was taken without delay, a 
detailed account of which is subjoined. 


NEW YORK, NEW ORLEANS, AND CALIFORNIA MAILS. 


The contracts for these mails, via the Isthmus 
of Panama, expiring on the 30th September, 1859, 
and not being willing to extend them, because of 
the exorbitant compensation exacted, I invited 
proposals for their transportation for nine months 
only, in order that Congress, which has so con- 
stantly supervised this service, might have an 
opportunity of placing it on such basis as should 
be agreeable to it. The result has been the con- 
clusion of an engagement with Cornelius Vander- 
bilt, who has stipulated for the conveyance of the 
mails, for the period named, at $37,500, for those 
to and from New York, and $150,000 for those 
to and from New Orleans—to which being added 
the railroad charges, amounting to $75,000, the 
aggregate cost will be $262,500, or, with the sal- 
ary of the mail messengers added, at the rate of 
$351,000 per annum, and showing an annual gain, 
as compared with the preéxisting contracts, of 
$387,250. 

The amount paid for the New Orleans service 
is very liberal, but it has been submitted to cheer- 
fully y thie Department, because of the earnest 
desire felt to place that commercial emporium of 
the South in as direct communication as possible 
with the Pacific. The contractor has also obliged 
himself to transfer these mails to the Nicaraguan 
route at the carlicst moment practicable, and from 
his high character and indomitable energy, con- 
nected with the vast capital which he wields, no 
doubt is entertained but that the pledge thus given 
will be promptly and faithfully redeemed. ‘This, 
by avoiding the onerous Panama railroad tariff, 
will still further reduce the expenses of transpor- 
tation $50,000, and will establish on an enduring 
footing a great national thoroughfare, the open- 
ing of which has been and is an object of uni- 
versal solicitude. The journey to our Pacific 
States and Territories will thus be shortened by 
some 700: miles, and permanence given to-a route 
which must be the successful rival of that via 
Panama, and which, at present, is alonc capable 
of affording adequate protection against those cx- 
actions of the Panama Railroad and Pacific Steam- 
ship Companies, which the judgment of the public 
has long since pronounced unreasonable and op- 
pressive. This route, being treated as not strictly 
postal, has been heretofore charged on the Treas- 
ury, except the $100,000 paid by the Department 
to the Panama railroad for the transit routes across 
the Isthmus; the compensation stipulated for under 
the present contract is, however, payable out of 
the revenues of the Department. Provision should 
be made for the support of this service from the 
Treasury, less the actual earnings of the route. 


TEHUANTEPEC ROUTE. 


The value of this route is very clearly expressed 
in its receipts of $5,276 68, and its annual expend- 
iture of $250,000. In its present condition it is 
comparatively useless, alike for purposes of travel 
and postal communication. The land portion of 
the transit across the Isthmus—being upwards of 
a hundred miles in length—consists of an unpaved 
and imperfectly graded road, passing over a pre- 
cipitous mountain, and barely practicable for 


wheeled vehicles, and in consequence’a mail made | 


up of a few light sacks is all that the contractors 
have carried, and all, it is presumed, that they 
have been able to carry since the commencement 
of the service. The Department was asked to 
continue the conveyance of the mails via Tchuan- 
tepec to Ventosa only, at an annual compensation 
of $280,000, which was the rate proposed by the 
late contractors; but for the extension of the ser- 


vice to San Francisco, at the rate of $560,000 was 
demanded. This, added to the $150,000 paid for 
the New Orleans mails by way of Panama or 
Nicaragua, would make a total of $710,000 ex- 
pended for the Pacific mails alone from that single 
city, and witha revenue therefrom not exceeding 
$9,435 98. This proposal was not accepted be- 
cause of the extravagance of the compensation 
claimed, in view of the amount of postal service, - 
which, in the actual state of the road, it is possi- 
ble to perform, and because with the regular and 
rapid communication which New Orleans now 
enjoys with the Pacific through the contract with 
Cornelius Vanderbilt, this service is unnecessary. 
That the mail from San Francisco, passing over 
this road, would be a few days in advance of that 
by Panama and Havana, in its arrival at New Or- 
leans, is admitted, but this difference will be re- 
duced one half by the direct service between New 
Orleans and the Isthmus, provided for in the Van- 
derbilt contract. So slight an advantage as this 
in pointof time, gained by so small a mail, would 
be too dearly purchased at the price named. Werc 
the Gulf and the Pacific connected at this point by 
a railread—which is projected—no doubt this- 
route would become a favorite thoroughfare both 
for travel and the mails, and, in the judgment of 
many, there are political and commercial consid- 
erations which would justify the Government of 
the United States in assisting the company own- 
ing the right of way to construct such a road. 
Should this be the view of Congress, then such 
approptintion should be frankly made from the 
public Treasury, and not taken from the postal 
revenues under the guise of payment for a ser- 
vice not needed, and which is unproductive and 
unavailable to the Department. 


SAN ANTONIO AND SAN DIEGO MAILS. 


This semi-monthly was, on the 29th day of 
October, 1858, improved to a weekly service be- 
tween San Antonio and El Paso, and El Paso ard 
Fort Yuma, and the compensation was fixed at 
$196,000. The product of the route during the 
past year, as already shown, was but $601—loss 
to the Department at the rate of $195,399 per an- 
num. With this conclusive indication of its want 
of importance and value for postal purposes, 1 di- , 
rected that the service shoal: on the Ist of July 
last, be put on its original footing of a semi- 
monthly mail, and reduced the allowance to the 
contractors to $120,000. Whatever objects, polit- ° 
ical or otherwise, may have been contemplated b 
the Government in establishing this route ihroush 
an almost unbroken wilderness and descrt, it is 
clear that its continuance at the present rate of 
compensation is an injustice to the Department. 
It may be convenient for the very few passengers 
that pass between Texas and San Diego; but as 
a mail accommodation it ia not required in the 
direction of the Pacific, since the people of Texas 
have already secured to them a regular postal com- 
munication with that coast through New Orleans, 
and also by the great overland mail. But it would 
be better that this mail—one of the lightest known 
to the Department—should be sent even by the 
way of New York, to California, than that the 
correspondence of the whole country should be 
oppressed by this enormous exaction for the ben- 
efit of a few contractors. 

GREAT OVERLAND. MAIL. 

The service upon this extended route has been’ 
performed with great regularity, and generally 
within schedule time; but the contract has proved 
one of the heaviest burdens to which the Depart- 
ment hasever been subjected. With ancxpenditure 
at the rate of $600,000 per annum, the postages 
received in return have not amounted to more 
than $27,229 94, so that after making allowance 
for such increase as may be anticipated, the De- ` 
partment, at the expiration of the six years for 
which the contract was entered into, will have lost 
from this route alone more than three million dol- 
lars. Feeling anxious to relieve, in some degrec, 
the postal revenues from this exhausting drain, 1 
proposed a reduction of the semi-weekly to a 
weckly service, which would have resulted in an 


i annual saving, as compared with the present out- 


lay, of $150,000. On referring the question, how- 
ever, to the Attorney General, he determined that 
in consequence of the customary clause, giving the 
Postmaster General revisory power over all mail 


1859.] 
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contracts, having been omitted in this, the de- 
sired curtailment could not be legally made. The 
whole matter being thus placed beyond the con- 
trol of the Department, the action of Congress 
aloneis capable of furnishing the remedy desired; 
and I cannot too earnestly recommend its early 
and decided interposition. ` If no compromise can 
be effected with the partics upon terms deemed 
reasonable, then I would urge, as an act of simple 
justice, that this gigantic service, which was estab- 
lished at the instance of Congress and in further- 
ance of great national objects, shall be at once 
‘charged upon the publie Treasury. Until a rail- 
road shall have been constructed across the con- 
tinent, the conveyance of the Pacific mails over- 
land must be regarded as wholly impracticable. 
These mails, as dispatched semi-monthly, average 
ten tons in weight, which, if divided into semi- 
weekly departures, would give two and a half 
tons for cach, thus requiring, in view of the con- 
dition of the road, ten coaches instead of the single 
one now employed, and costing, at the present rate 
of compensation, $6,000,000 per annum for trans- 
‘portation alone, with a product of $327,202 63. 

The route has now been opened, and its avail- 
ability for a light mail demonstrated, so that, 
should war occur with any maritime Power, threat- 
ening embarrassment to our ocean mails for the 
‘Pacific, the service could, without delay, be reës- 
tablished on its present basis. Were it otherwise, 
that contingency is deemed too remote to justify 
the continuance of so enormous a tax upon the 
` correspondence of the country. Such morbid cau- 
tion and apprehension could not but be recognized 
‘as illustrating in miniature the folly of that policy 
which would keep our Army and Navy perpet- 
ually on a war footing, merely because once or 
twice in a century the amicable relations of the 
Republic with other nations are liable to be dis- 
turbed. 

THE KANSAS AND STOCKTON MAIL. 


This route, put in operation at an annual cx- 

ense of $79,999, having, in consequence of the 
alleged hostility of the Tass and other causes, 
proved a failure, and being unnecessary for postal 
purposes, it was, on the 30th of Func last, discon- 
tinued. The procceds of $1,255, credited to it, 
were realized for the local service between Kan- 
sas City and Neosho and Albuquerque. During 
the period of nine months that it was in operation, 
there were but four arrivals of through mails at 
Kansas, and but two at Stockton. The whole 
mail matter received at Kansas from Stockton con- 
sisted of two letters and twenty-six newspapers, 
while it appears, from the returns, that but a single 
letter reached Stockton from Kansas. Another 
peculiarity of this service was, that it extended 
Sfor 825 miles, between Westport and Santa Fé, 
directly along the linc of another route, the con- 
tractor for which carricd, as is supposed, for some 
trifling compensation, this excecdingly light and 
unimportant mail, for the transportation of which, 
as shown, the Department was then paying at the 
rate of some $80,000 per annum, 


INDEPENDENCE, SALT LAKE ‘CITY, AND PLACER- 
VILLE MAILS. 


This connection with the Pacific was formerly 
a monthly service, but in consequence of the 
threatened rebellion of the Mormon population, 
it was improved to a weekly mail, at an annual 
compensation of $320,000—the product being but 
45,412 03. The object of this improvement was 
to enable the Government to communicate reg- 
ularly and rapidly with the troops engaged in 
active military operationsin Utah. Tranquillity 
having been restored to that Territory, and the 
Department having been assured by the Seerctary 
of War that a weekly mail was no longer needed 
‘for the purposes of the Government, a reduction 
toasemi-monthly service was ordered to take 
place on the 30th June last, which, after making 
ihe most liberal allowance to the contractors, will 
save to the Department $115,000 per annum. 

It will be thus seen that in consequence of the 
action which has taken placce in reference to these 
Pacific routes, the annual expenditure upon them 
has been diminished $908,697. The $1,276,000 
still required for their support, on this improved 
basis, is very far beyond what an enlightened and 
just administration of the finances of the Depart- 
ment would warrant. ; 


‘to other forcign mails. 


ISABEL SERVICE; - 


For the last five years, the mails between Ha- 
vana and Charleston and Savannah have béen 
conveyed in a steamship—the Isabel—performing 
semi-monthly trips at an annual compensation of 
$60,000, authorized by Congress, but payable out 
of the revenues of the Department. ‘The post- 
ages received from these mails, during the past 
year, amounted to but $10,057 66. The contract, 
involving thus a loss of nearly fifty thousand dol- 
lars per annum, was, in its operation, of a most 
oppressive character, and upon its expiration, on 
the 30th of June, its renewal was declined. For- 
tunately for the public interests, the approaching 
completion of the Florida railroad enabled the De- 
partment to send these mails across the peninsula 
from Fernandina to Cedar Keys, where they con- 
nect with the Gulf mail steamers from’ New Or- 
leans, and proceed directly on, via Key West, to 
Havana. -The service out and returning is now 
regularly performed, and costs the Department 
only the inland and sca postages. This results 
from the fact that the route from Charleston and 
Savannah via Fernandina and Cedar Keys to Key 
West, being already in operation for the local 
mails, the outlay for the service is in nothing in- 
creased by the addition of those for and from Ha- 
vana. The substitution, therefore, of this route 
for that of the Isabel, is a saving to the Depart- 
ment of $49,942 34 per annum. This route is 
not only preferable to the other on the score of 
economy, but also because it supplies ‘many post 
offices; whereas the one for which it is substituted 
supplied but a single intermediate office—that of 
Key West. The Department was urged by cit- 
izens of Charleston to extend the contract with 
the owner of the Isabel, from commercial consid- 
erations, but did not fecl justified in giving to such 
considerations the weight claimed for them. This 
large subsidy would certainly enable the owner 
of the Isabel to carry freight and passengers at 
reduced rates; but if there be any constitutional 
warrant for the Government’s bestowing this ad- 
vantage on the inhabitants of a single city, while 
it is denied to those of other cities, such advan- 
tage should be sought from the public Treasury, 
and most assuredly not at the hands of this De- 
partment. With the cmbarrassments pressing 
upon it, and with the knowledge that there are 
many communities now having weekly, which 
desire and deserve semi and tri-weekly mails, and 
many others with tri-weekly which are entitled 
to daily service, it was not possible to devote 
some $50,000 per annum of its revenues to facil- 
itate and cheapen the transportation of passen- 
gers and merchandise between Charleston and 
Havana, without a flagrant and culpable derclic- 
tion of duty. No reason is perceived why the 
policy indicated by the act of 1858, which fixes 
the compensation for forcign mail service per- 
formed by American vesscls, at the inland and 
sea postages, should not be applicable to this as 
If it be insisted that the 
steamer’s touching at Key West determines as 
domestic the portion of the route between that 
point and Charleston, then we have $10,057 66, 
or the inland and sea postages, for the transpor- 
tatign of the mails between Havana and Key 
West, and $49,942 34 for their conveyance be- 
tween the Key and Charleston and Savannah, 
though the latter part of the route yiclds to the 
Department a revenue of but a few hundred dol- 
lars. Such an administration of the postal fund 
would be to the last degree improvident and 
wastcful, as it would be unjust to the public to 
which that fund belongs. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


T regret to be compelled to announce that no 
progress has been made towards the construction 
of esther the New York or Philadelphia post of- 
fices. The site for the former has not been pur- 
chased or selected, and the unsuccessful efforts 
of my ee to that end have not been re- 
newed by me, because of the depressed condition 
of the Treasury. The want of a suitable build- 
ing for the post office in our great commercial em- 
porium is severely felt, alike by the public and 

y those concerned in the postal administration, 
and the hope is indulged that the existing em- 
barrassments to the prosecution of the work will 


l have an early termination. 


t 


The- salo of certain property in-Philadelphia, 
opon the terms designated by the act of March3, 
1859, is a condition ‘precedent to any action for 
the erection of a post office in-that city. The 
provisions of that statute are peculiar, and it has 
not, after repeated: endeavors, been found<prac- 
ticableto'comply with them. . Further legislation 
is required to carry into effect the purpose of the 
act referred'to, and T trust that the acknowledged 
importance of the subject to the whole people of 
Philadelphia-will secure to it prompt attention on 
the part of Congress. piinati dia 
` The act of June14, 1858, established 695 new 
post routes, but made no provision for their sup- 
port. Ithas been estimated that, to‘put these:and 
the St. Paul and Puget Sound route into. opera- 
tion would require, annually, upwards of $600,000, 
besides the postal receipts therefrom. In. the 
absence of the necessary means, and-with a ton- 
viction that to the undue expansion of the‘ wice 
on unproductive routes like these, is mainly due 
the heavy pecuniary burdens that now press upon 
and disable it, I have not hesitated to postpone to 
a more propitious day the action on the part of 
the Department which this act contemplates: It 
is not believed that any serious inconvenience will 
be experienced by the country in consequence of 
this delay. Deacon Wakes. 

During the last fiscal-year, ending June 30, 
1859, there were purchased under contract, ahd 
put into service— : EEA 
Of mail bags and pouches, (for letters) «iss sses., 8569 
Of mail sacks, (for newspapers and othér printed 
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Making total number of all kinds 
The total number of all mail bags, of all kinds , pro- 
cured during preceding yeat.c.ceccesessecveceees 


Increased number during the last fiscal year. ..... 9,937 


or, nearly fifty per cent. more than the number 
purchased during the year ended June 30, 1858. 

This increase is to be accounted for chiefly by 
the unusual demands for supplies created by the 
reduced number of mail bags tarnished during the 
preceding year, which was much below the aver- ` 
age of former years, and less than one half the 
number procured during tho year ended June 30, 
1857, for which the total number. amounted to 
54,075. i PEDI E 

The excess of expenditure for ‘mail bags during 
the last fiscal year, over thatof the year next pre- 
ceding, was occasioned not only by the exigencies 
arising from the inadequate supply of that year, 
as before stated, but also by the substitution ofa 
large proportion of more costly bags for such as 
had been procured at less price, but discontinued 
as no Jonger desirable for the mail service. 

During the last fiscal year, proposals were ‘in- 
vited, by public advertisement, according to law, 
for furnishing mail bags for four years from ànd , 
after the Ist july, 1859; and ‘the’ lowest and'beat 
bids were ‘accepted, upon. which two ‘contracts 
were madé: © These contracts, which are now in 
course of satisfactory fulfillment, were made at 
prices somewhat higher than those of the con« 
tracts last expired; but it is confidently expected 
they will prove to be highly advantageous ‘to the. 
interests of the Department, as the bags còn- 
tracted for are greatly superior in every respect 
to any heretofore used in the service. 

The supplies of mail locks, purchased for the 
service during the last fiscal year, amounted to 
fifty per cent. less in number, and sixty-seven per 
cent. less in cost, than those of the next preceding 
year. ~ 
4 Without entering into the details. of the delin- 
quencies and depredations alleged to have occurred 
in connection with the postal service during the 
past year, it may suffice to state that its moral 
aspects are still unsatisfactory. Every possible 
effort has bécn made for improvement in that di- 
rection, and these efforts will be continued without 
relaxation for the future. The public have given 
their complete confidence to this Department, and 
have intrusted, not merely their treasures, but 
thcir most secret and sacred revelations, to the 
keeping of its honor. They have a right to de- 
mand that it shall prove itself worthy of this con- 
fidence, and that this high trust shall neither. be 
accepted nor administered by unclean hands. But 
of all the branches of the Government there is 


! none where the temptations to and opportunities 
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forthe. commission. of crime are of such frequent 
.feéurrénce.as in this, while the known difficulty 
of punishing this class.of offenses affords an ever 
activéincentive to the depredator. A well-directed 
vigilance. has.glready accomplished much, and 
may accomplish much mote hereafter, for the be 
-pression of these abuses; but I am thoroughly 
persuaded that the chief reliance for the safety of 
the mails, must be found in ‘the irreproachable 
personal probity of those charged with their trans- 
portation and delivery. Hence itis believed that 
there can be no faithful or honorable administra- 
tion-of this Department, but by promptly discard- 
ing from its:employment all whose course.of life 
‘brings. in question either their private. or their 
official integrity. 

a : ‘FOREIGN MAIL SERVICE. 


The tables. prepared -by. the Auditor of this 
Department, and annexed to this repor}, exhibit 
the result of. the foreign mail service for the past 
fiscal. year, and may. be briefly stated, as follows: 
The aggregate: amount of postage (sea, inland, 
pnd: foreign}. on mails. conveyed to and from 
- Europe- by. the several lines of mail steamers em- 
ployed by this Department, was 484,668. 54; and 
by. the British packets of the Cunard line, per- 
forming an equal number of trips, $805,629 64. 
The North:German Lloyd and Hamburg lines 
-of mail packets also conveyed mails to and from 
Bremen and Hamburg, respectively, the postages 
on: which amounted to $48,151 71, making the 
total’ postages on United States and European 
mails, conveyed by ail lines during the year, 
$1,338,449 89. 
“The cost of the transatlantic service performed 
by. steamships employed by this Department, 
under the provisions of the act of 14th June, 1858, 
‘(which limits the compensation to the United 


States postage, sea and inland, when the convey- | 


anceis by American steamers, and to the sea post- 
age, when by foreign steamers,) was $324,610 62; 
twenty-six round trips being performed by Amer- 
-ican steamships for the sum of $199,261 09, aver- 
aging $7,663 88 pcr round trip; and twenty-six and 
„a half trips by foreign steamships at $125,349 53, 
averaging $4,730 17 per round trip. Of the latter 
trips, four and a half were run by the Canadian 
line of steamers between Portland and Liverpool. 
This line is hereafter to run weekly—Portland 
being the. terminus on this side during the winter, 
and: Quebce during. the summer season; and in 
connection with the Grand Trunk railway, over 
the ‘Victoria bridge at Montreal, now completed, 
it will afford the means of the most direct, and 
-probably the most expeditious, communication 
between Chicago and Liverpool. Arrangements 
have been made. with the Canadian post office de- 
partment to transport, for the sca postage, any 
mails it may be desirable to send by this line; and 
in order to give them as much expedition as pos- 
sible, itis intended to have Chicago and Detroit, 
as well as Portland, constituted offices of exchange 
for United States and British mails. Bags will 
then be made up at cach of these offices, and wil 
not be opened until they reach Liverpool. The 
running time from Chicago to Portland, via De- 
i troit, Toronto, &c., ig not to exceed forty-eight 
hours; and cither from Portland or from the con- 
templated terminus of the railway, near the mouth 
of the river St. Lawrence, where the mails are to 
be:transferred to and from the steamships, the 
distance to Liverpool is several hundred milesless 
than from New York. 
Temporary arrangements have also becn made, 
on the terms.of the act of 1858, for the continu- 


ance of weekly service by American or foreign. 


steamships, between New York and Liverpool, or 
Southampton, embracing semi-monthly trips to 
Havre, and trips once a month to Bremen and 
back. This,in connection with the Cunard line, 
secures semi-weckly service between this country 
and Great Britain, and with the Bremen and Ham- 
burg steamers, a direct mail, at least as frequently 
as, three times a month, to and from Germany. 
Inthisconnection, I feclitmy duty torecomimend 
the repeal of that clause of the act approved June 
14, 1858, which declares that, in forwarding-mails 
to foreign countries, “‘ the preference shall always 
be given to an American, over a foreign steam- 
ship, when departing from the same port for the 
same destination, within three days of each other.” 


| mails of $6,704 21, as compared with the preced- 


| was 457,474 91. 


| Gencral of England, and in view of the previous 


Could we maintain even daily postal communica- 
tion with transatlantic nations, it would be a.sub- 
ject. of congratulation on the. part of the whole 
country, and would be as grateful to.our social 
relations as it would be promotive of our best com- 
mercialinterests. Dispatch is the highest element 
in the mission of this Department, and hence that 
legislation which provides for retarding instead of 
accelerating the. mails may be safely pronounced 
at least extraordinary in its character. The law 
under consideration requires that though the mails 
be ready for transmission, and a foreign vessel is 
offering to transport them, yet they shall be re- 
tained for three days, if such delay be necessary 
in order to place them in charge of an American 
steamship. The support which the interests of 
the American ship-builder and ship-owncr derive 
from the conveyance of the mails is but an in- 
cident to the service, and to it the efficiency and 
reputation of that service, which is the principal, 
should never be sacrificed. It is desirable that 
this Department shall have the power to send for- 
ward the foreign. mails as often as a safe, reliable 
vessel can be found to convey them; and that the 
obligation to prefer the American to the foreign 
steamship shall only exist when they sail on the 
same day. 

The amount of letter postages upon mails cx- 
changed during the year with Great Britain was 
$770,086; with Prussie, $288,642 68; France, 
$218,770 05; Bremen, $38,368 37; and Hamburg, 
$22,581 95; being a decrease on British mails of 
$32,684 80; on Prussian mails of $37,120 92; and 
an increase on French mails of $12,943 63; on 
Bremen mails of $10,462 45; and on Hamburg | 


ing year. Netletter postages on European mails, 
$39,695.43. ; p 

The amount of postages on mails sent to Great 
Britain was $365,622 13; to Prussia, $167,884 33; 
to France, $106,050 01; to Bremen, $18,229 80; 
and to Hamburg, $15,584 58—total. amount sent, 
$673,370 85. Onmailsreceived, from Great Britain 

404,464 71; from Prussia, $120,758 35; from 
France, $112,720 04; from Bremen, $2,138 57; 
and from Hamburg, $6,997 37—total amount 
received, $665,079 04. Total postages collected 
in the United States, $809,860 73; in Great Brit- 
ain, Prussia, France, Bremen, and Hamburg, 
$528,589 16—excess of postages collected in the 
United States, $281,271 57. : 


Balance duc Great Britain on adjustment of account for the 
year ended June 30, 1859..,......666 e a e e e 00200,593 31 


Balance due to France....... 37,232 24 
Balance due to Bremen....... 15,546 43 
Balance duc to Hamburg. ....-... 8,909 31 

Total..csecrecccecnee oraseenneesasooseeses $262,285 29 


Total postages for the year on mails transported 
on the New York, New Orleans, Aspinwall, and 
California lines, (including mails for Panama, and 
Acapulco, Mexico,) $299,972 69; on the New 
Orleans and San Francisco route, via Isthmus of 
Tehuantepec, $5,276 68; on the Charleston and 
Havana route, $10,057 66; on the New Orleans 
and Vera Cruz route, $2,578 26; and on the va- 
rious lines to the West Indies, &c., $52,301 47. 
Aggregate total postages on mails conveyed by 
above-named home lines of steamers, $371,429 12. 

The weights of closed letter mails received and 
sent during the year, were as follows: 

Prussian closed mails received, 130,525} ounces, 
and sent, 175,496 ounces—total, 306,021; ounces. 
Closed mails from Great Britain for Canada, 
113,060 ounces, and from Canada for Great Brit- 
ain, 104,471 ounces—total, 217,531 ounces. Brit- 
ish and California, Havana and Mexican closed 
mails, received and sent, 30,4612 ounces. 

The amount paid Great Britain for sea and ter- 
ritorial transit on closed mails conveyed through 
the United Kingdom, was $125,979 78⁄4, and the 
amount received from Great Britain on British 
closed mails in transit through the United States, 


The negotiations, which were temporarily sus- 
pended, having in view the reduction of the rates 
of postage upon letters and upon printed matter, 
between this country and Great Britain, have been 
renewed; but, I regret to say, withoutany encour- 
aging result. A most liberal proposition was 
submitted by this Department to the Postmaster 


correspondence’ on the subject, the expectation 
was confidently indulged that he would.promptly 
accede toit.. It has, however, been declined, and 
for reasons so unsatisfactory, that, for the present, 
no disposition is felt to. pursue the matter further. 


RETRENCHMENT. 


The Post Office Department, according to the 
theory of its organization, should be self-sustain- 
ing, and because of the peculiar character of its 
functions, should not be a charge on the common 
Treasury: In this respect, the aspects and mis- 
sion of the Department are.wholly. unlike those 
of the other branches. of the Government, and de- 
mand a corresponding principle of administration. 
The dispensation of public justice; the enforce- 
ment of laws enacted by national authority for the 
general protection, and the vindication of the 
rights of the Republic upon land and on the sea, 
are duties whose performance is of the very es- 
sence of our political system, and affecting, as 
they do deeply, every member of the body poli- 
tic, they justly claim their support from the fund 
which is the contribution and property of all. 
But, the transportation of a letter or newspaper 
or pamphlet for the citizen, is no more public bus- 
iness than would be the transportation of. his per- 
son or merchandise. It is an operation prompted 
by and performed in subserviency to a private, 
personal interest, and that interest and thatalone, 
should bear the pecuniary burden inseparable 
from it. The Government has charged itself with 
the establishment and superintendence of the 
postal system, because the peculiarities of this 
complex and wide-spread service, rendered such 
intervention indispensable. The service, to be 
effectual, had to be clothed with an energy and 
power, and to enjoy immunities and the guardian- 
ship of a prompt and rigid accountability on the 
part of multiplied thousands of agents, which no 
private enterprise could possess, and hence the 
interposition of the Government became a neces- 
sity—a necessity, however, which, while it occa- 
sioned the intervention, also furnished its lim- 
itation.: While it was thus essential that the 
system should be organized and supervised by the 
Government, it- was at the same time entirely 
practicable to sustain it} from the means of those 
for whose benefit it was established, and, there- 
fore, it was not necessary that its maintenance 
should be imposed as a burden on the national 
Treasury. On the contrary, it was eminently 
just and proper, that they and they only, who 
used the mails should pay for them, and that such 
payment should be exactly proportioned to such 
use. Wore the support of the system charged 
on the Treasury, those who do not participate in 
its advantages would be cqually taxed with those 
who do, and the farmer who dispatches a single 
letter a month, would have to contribute as much 
as the merchant who dispatches and receives fifty 
per day. The gross injustice of this result is too 
flagrantto require exposure orcomment. Itwas in 
obedience to this sentiment, that a self-sustaining 
character was impressed upon the Department in 
its creation, and was long and most sedulously 
and scrupulously adhered to in its administration. 
The act of February 20, 1792, ‘* to establish the 
Post Office and post roads in the United States,” 
declares that £ the Postmaster General shall pro- 
vide for carrying the mail of the United States,” 
and “ shall defray the expense thereof, together 
with all other expenses arising on the collection 
and management of the revenue of the Post Of- 
fice;” and to enable him to comply with this re- 
quisition, no other fund is placed at his disposal 
than that derived. from the current receipts of the 
service. The same act empowers the Postmaster 
General to enter into contracts for ‘f extending 
the line of posts” beyond those established by 
law, but expressly provides that ‘‘ such contracts 
shall not be made to the diminution of the revenue 
of the General Post Office,” and that ‘ contract- 
ors shall receive the postage which shall arise on 
letters, newspapers, and packets, conveyed by 
such posts,” ah postage the act of May 8, 
1794, enacts shall be paid to such contractors as 
‘a compensation for their expenses.’? The Jast 
mentioned act also authorized the Postmaster 
Gencral to contract for “the carriage of a mail on 
any road on which a stage, wagon, or other stage- 
carriage shall be established, on condition that the 
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expense thereof shall not exceed the revenue thence 
varising.’’ This action on the part of Congress, 
cotemporary as it was with the organization of 
the Department, furnishes .clear and conclusive 
indication alike of the theory on which it rested, 
and of the determination that its practical admin- 
istration should conform thereto. In 1836 Con- 
gress provided. that “the aggregate sum required 
‘for the service of the Post Office Department in 
‘each year shall be appropriated by law out of the 
revenues of the Department.” ‘This is still the ex- 
isting law, and a more emphatic declurationghat 
the self-supporting principle on which the De- 
artment had been previously conducted should 
pe continued, could not have been made. In 
1790—the first year of the new Government in 
which the financial status of the Department is 
brought to our notice—iis revenues excecded its 
disbursemeuts by $5,255.. From that time up to 
1838—with odcasional and slight exceptions, oc- 
curring at remote intervals—an excess of receipts 
‘was constantly exhibited. At the period last 
named, in consequence of a too rapid expansion 
of the service and the substitution of costly rail- 
road transportation upon many of the old and 
hitherto comparatively cheap routes, there was 
manifested the first tendency to a permanent ex- 
cessofexpenditure., Thistendency, however, was 
not decided, nor did it lead to any alarmingresults. 
The deficit was small, and during several of the 
- years intervening between 1838and 1846, was fully 
recovered from. Afterwards came the acts.of 1845 
and 1851, whereby the rates of postage were re- 
duced and the receipts of the Department, in con- 
sequence, suddenly diminished upwards of two 
million dollars per annum. ‘The introduction, 
too, of the telegraph as a medium of social and 
commercial intercourse, began at this time in a 
marked manner to divert from the mails the public 
and private correspondence of the country. This 
diversion has continued to enlarge until it may be 
safely estimated that the annnal loss to the De- 
artment, from this source alone, cannot now be 
ess than one ‘million dollars. Under the influ- 
ence of this abrupt and tapid decline in its rev- 
enues, and of the pressure of a course of leg- 
islation which continued from year to year to 
establish vast numbers of extended, costly, and 
unproductive routes, added to the importunate 
and incessant demand on the part of the country 
for the improvementas well as extension.of postal 
facilities, the Department was gradually led away 
from the principle to which it had previously in- 
flexibly adhered, so that in 1858 its expenditures 
exceeded its receipts by $5,235,677 15. For the 
year ending June 30, 1859, this excess amounted 
to $6,996,009 26. This unfortunate condition of 
things has involved the Department in imputa- 
‘tions of extravagance and mismanagement, as 
disparaging as they have been undeserved. Its 
present embarrassments, which have so crippled 
its efficiency and clouded. its reputation, are not 
the fruit of its own voluntary action, but of a cur- 
rent of events over which it has been unable to 
exert the slightest control. All have deplored the 
overburdened and sinking position in which it has 
been placed for the last few years, and the hope 
and expectation have been universally cherished 
that an carly and carnest endeavor would be made 
to restore it to that basis of independence and honor 
on which it was placed by the founders of the 
Government. The failure of the Post Office ap- 
propriation bill at the last session of Congress, 
which thus left the Department charged with all 
the labors and responsibilities of the postal ser- 
vice, and yet denied it the use of its own carnings, 
having given a still more deeided impetus to its 
downward fortunes, the occasion was deemed pro- 
pitious for the inauguration, at least, of that work 
of reform which the deliberate judgment of the 
country demanded. The task was most arduous, 
involving, as it did, a reconnoissance of 8,723 post 
routes, and a careful scrutiny of every branch of 
expenditure connected with the postal service. 
It was most perplexing, too, because of the nice 
discrimination to be exercised and of the obsti- 
nate and clamorous opposition encountered at 
every step from local and. personal interests. 
Under the guidance, however, of fixed principles, 
it has, in the face of all criticism, been steadily 
pursued to its completion. The act of 1825 makes 


jand Tehuantepec. 


it the duty of the Postmaster General. to provide 
for carrying the mails on the post routes estab-` 
lished by law, ‘as often as he, having regard to 
the productiveness thereof, and other circumstances, ; 
shall think proper.”’ ‘The. consideration thus 
early announced by Congress for the government 
of the Department has, in the reform attempted 
during the last few months, been constantly con~ 
sulted and acquiesced in as furnishing the only 
unerring rule of action. Unproductive routes, 
where the terms of the contracts would permit, 
have been curtailed, and those which were useless 
have been unhesitatingly lopped off; all agencies 
which could be dispensed with without detriment 
to the service have been discontinucd; and all 
allowances for extra services, not imperatively 
exacted from considcrations of public justice, have 
been suspended. In the discharge of this unpleas- 
ant duty,it has been assumed that in all conflicts 
between the public interests and those-of individ- 


uals and localities, the former should prevail; that | 


the expenditures upon a route should bear a just 
proportion to its postal value, and that in determ- 
ining that value the amount of correspondence 
conveyed upon the route, as indicated by its pro- 
ducts, is the only unfailing criterion. To this 
have been allowed, as obvious exceptions, the 
trunk routes on. which are transported heavy 
through mails, and which, of course, have a value 
beyond that evidenced by the receipts of the of- 
fices which they directly supply. In curtailing 
the extended and unproductive routes connecting 
with the Pacific, and which were established by 
Congress for the accomplishment of objects not 
postal, it was not possible to make more than a 
remote approximation to the principle which con- 
trolled the reductions in other cases. ‘I'he result 
has been a retrenchment in the annual expendi- 
ture for postal service of $1,826,471. This esti- 
mate embraces the saving to the Government of 
$637,250 from the new contract for the California 
and ocean mails, in substitution of the preéxisting 
contracts for the service by the way of Panama 
The retrenchment thus ef- 
fected may be classed under the following general 
heads: 
Curtailinent in transportation, discontinuing routes, and 
making new contract for ocean service to. Califor- 


MM cccsccd iat ieiees parser eects aisiaisteiviets Sate $1,725,869 
| Discontinuance of special and route agents, 

mensengers, RC ccee cece eeeereeeeteerees 77,430 
Withdrawal of extra allowance to postniasters, 23,172 


526,471 


Reference is kad to a tabular statement accom- 


panying this report, in which the amount of the | 


retrenchments made in cach State and Territory 
is distinctly presented... It will be observed that 
in but two of the States—South Carolina and 
Florida—has the cost of the scrvice been increased. 
It was at the lowest point in these States, and in 
consequence,.on. the. occasion of the lettings in 
Aprillast, this improvement, amounting to $5,633, . 
was allowed. The heaviest reduction, $126,600, 
was made in Missouri, in which State the postal 
expenditures for the past year were $727,090 97, 
and the receipts but $227,367 63—showinga loss 
of $499,214 34. The next Jargest curtailment, 
$94,621, was in Texas, in which, with a postal 


| revenue of but $100,597 35, the outlay for the 


service for the year ending the 30th of June, was 
$723,380—exhibiting an excess of expenditure of 
$622,783 09. In Louisiana the reduction was 
$75,379—the excess of expenditure over receipts 


i having reached in that State, the past year, 


$581,315 87. _ . i 
The conclusion thus arrived at is the more grat- 
ifying, because the curtailments have been spar- 


| ingly and most carefully made, and have, it is 


believed, in no instance seriously impaired the efi- 
ciency of the service. They have been made, too, 


with a most scrupulous regard to the rights of the | 


parties under their contracts with the Department. 
No ground at all doubtful has been occupied, and 
no step taken which was not fully warranted by 
law and by the express written engagements of 
the parties concerned. Whatever actual loss, 
therefore, may, in a few isolated cases, have been 
suffered, no legal claim for indemnification exists, 
and should any such be presented and allowed by 
Congress, they should be paid from the. public 


Treasury: : The contracts with-the -Department 
provide, in express terms, forthe curtailment of 
the service whenever, in the: judgment! of: the 
Postmaster General, the public interests;shall de- 


amand.it; and, as this. isia contingency. contem- 


plated by-all.such engagements, and. to- which 
they are all exposed, when it-arises, it furnishes 
no just ground of complaint... Ifa contract shall, 
for this cause, proye less remunerative than was 
anticipated , it-affords no reason why the Depart- 
ment, which has kept its faith and-exercised only. 
its acknowledged rights, should be held respons- 
ible. If, therefore, Congress, in.its discretion, 
shali think proper to grant a-further compensation 
to such contractors, this Department-may justly 
insist thatits own revenues:shall:not be burdened 
by such congressional generosity: i 


Great as the relief which this retrenchment: has 
afforded to the finances of the Department,.other 
measures of justice to it must be adopted. before it 
can recover that character of independence which 
it is entitled to assume and maintain. Prominent 
among these measures is f 


ABOLITION OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


It is, of course, not intended to assert that the 
correspondence of the..Government should. be 
transmitted at the personal charge of its function- 
aries, but-only that. the cost. of conveying such 
correspondence, when passing; through the mails, 
should be defrayed from. the national Treasury. 
There is no more reason why, the Post Office ;De- 
partment, through its contractors, should: perform 
this service gratuitously:.for, the Government, 
than there is that the steamboats and railroad 
companies of the country should transport its 
troops, munitions of war, and stores, without 
compensation, What shall be the character and 


| amount of written or printed documents forwarded 


on behalf of the Government; and under what 
safeguards against abuse, are questions whose so- 

lution belongs exclusively to Congress, and which ` 
it is not my purpose at present to discuss. I de- 
sire to maintain only the general proposition that 
whether the written and printed matter be..pgreat 
or small, if it be dispatched in the name and in 
the interest. of the Government, and by its agents 
accredited for the purpose,.it should Le charged. 
with precisely the same rates of postage. to which 
it would have been subjected, had: it been :for- 
warded by privaté citizens... The franking privi- 
lege, as accorded to various officers of the Gov- 
ernment, was from the beginning, and still is, an 
anomaly in the postal system, and in direct con- 
flict with the true theory of its creation. . Had 
this Department, like the others, been placed asa 
charge upon the Treasury, and were it essentially 
a political instrumentality, and the property of 
the nation, it would be as. incongruous forit to 
demand remuneration for its services to the,Gov- 
ernment as it would be for, the Army, and. Nayy 
to do so; but this is notyand. never has-been, its 
actual or ‘theorétical status... Beyond its politi- 
cal authority in establishing the Department, and 
its revisory power over its administration, the 
relations of the Government to it are precisely 
those of the private citizen. This has been dis- 
tinctly recognized in the several acts permanently 
appropriating $700,000 per annum for the trans- 
portation of ‘free matter.” This.is not, in the 
language or spirit of the.act of 1836, a provision 
made for the support of the Department from its 
own revenues, but is an appropriation from the 
public Treasury, and is, in its. terms, a specific 
compensation for the transmission of the corre- 
spondence and documents connected with the ad- 
ministration of the Government, It isimportant 


| to be noted in this connection, because it must 


rest on an admission ef the soundness of the prin- 
ciple insisted on, though in its amount it falls far 
short of the logical result to which that principle 
would lead... It is well known that the expenses 
of the Department for transportation have rapidly 
increased within the last ten years... In 1849 the 

amounted to $2,577,407 71; but for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1859, they. reached the sum 
of $9,478,457. This has been produced by the 
enormous. bulk and weight of.the mails, which 
are principally due to the vast quantity of heavy 
books and printed.documents sent under the Gov- 
ernment frank, Mails which but recently weighed 
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‘a: few hundred pounds are now, from this cause, | 
found weighing tons. ‘The rates of postage on 
printed ‘documents, é&c., being but nominal, the 
cost ‘of their-coriveyance is, in fact, a tax:on the 
‘Jetter corréspondence of the country. Hence, as 
the’zreat' mass of the matter franked by the Gov- 
‘ernment officials is printed, were it even paid for 
at the prevailing rates, still, in precise proportion 
as ‘the: Government is the patron of the mails, 
would the service be unremunerative to the De- 
partment. Were the “free matter ” now conveyed 
charged with the existing rates of postage, it is 
confidently believed that it would yield an annual 
revenue of atleast one million eight hundred thou- 
sand dollars; yet for this service the Department 
receives but $700,000, and actually expends in 
its performance but little, if anything, short of 
$3,000,000. 

The obligation of the Government to pay for 
the use of the mails, at the rates imposed on the 
private citizen, is how so manifest, that the propo- 
sition hás been deliberately made, and urged with 
much forcé, that this act of justice shall, if pos- 
sible, be made retrospective. Could the amount 
which the Department has expended for the trans- 
portation of fiec matter from the foundation of the 
Government be ascertained-—which is obviously 
‘impracticable—it is difficult to perceive on what 
‘ground a claim to its reimbursement, less the ag- 
gregate of the appropriations made from the Treas- 
ury for the support of the Department, could be 
‘resisted. If the principle contended for is right 
mow, it has been so from the beginning. 

But, it may be asked, does not the Government 
virtually comply with this requisition to pay its 
own postages, by the annual appropriation which 
it makos to meet the deficit in the postal revenues; 
‘and is there any substantial difference between 
‘such a provision and the prepayment of its post- 
ages in detail? The answer is, that there is a dif- 
ference, and this difference vitally concerns the 
honor and reputation of the Department. The 
appropriation referred to is offered not in satisfac- 
tion of what is confessed to be duc, but is rather 
bestowedas an alms. It is not paid as to a cred- 
itor for services fully rendered, but is extended as 
‘a relief to a defaulting branch of the Government, 
and to save it from bankruptcy and dishonor. 
This places the Department continually ina false 
position, and presents it to the world as a delin- 
quent, when, in truth, it is not so. Solong as it 
is thus treated, however skillfully or honestly it 


may be administered, it must stand at the har of || 


public opinion as condemned and as faithless to 

its mission, ‘This is a moral wrong, and a great 

political error. When the Department has loy- 

ally discharged every duty incumbent upon it, 

and has performed services, the compensation for 

which, if fairly made, would render it independ- 

ent, it has a right, in the name of common jus- 

tite, to claim that it shall be allowed to assume 

that attitude, instead of the mortifying one it has | 
been driven to occupy for years—that of an im- | 
provident and discredited insolvent, ever begging 

at the door of the public Treasury. 

It may be added, if it is proper that the Gov- 
ernment shall be: charged with the expense of 
conveying the matter now passing free through 
the mails, justice alike to the public and to the 
Department requires that the amountthus due shall 
be precisely ascertained, which can best be done 
by prepayment at the mailing offices. There can 
be no enlightened administration of the postal 
system without a complete knowledge of its finan- 
cial resources and liabilities, which can never be 
attained while the incubus of the franking priv- 
ilege ishanging overit. Under thestifling pressure, 
too, of this incubus, the Department is forced to 
continual efforts to ameliorate its condition, which 
must often result in curtailments to be deplored, 
because they deprive the public of mail accommo- 
dations for which they have fully paid, and which 
they are, therefore, entitled to enjoy. 

Another potent reason for the abolition of the 
franking privilege as now exercised, is found in 
the abuses which seem to be inseparable from its 
existence. These abuses, though constantly ex- 
poredani animadverted upon for aseries of years, 

nave as constantly increased. It has been often’ 
stated by my predecessors, and isa matter of pub- 
lig notoriety, thatimmense masses of packages arc 


transported under the Government frank, which 
neither the letter nor spirit of the statute creating 
the franking privilege would justify; that a large 
number of letters, documents, and packages, are 
thus conveyed, covered by the frank.of officials, 
written in violation of law, not by themselves, 
but by some real or pretended agent, while whole 
sacks of similar matter, which have never been 


i handled nor seen by Government functionaries, 


are transported under franks which have been 
forged. “The extreme difficulty of detecting such 
forgeries has greatly multiplicd this class of of- 
fenses, whilst their prevalence has so deadcned 
the public. sentiment in reference to them that a 
conviction, however ample the proof, is scarcely 
possible to be obtained. The statute of 1825, de- 
nouncing the counterfeiting of an official. frank 
under a heavy penalty,is practically inoperative. 
I refer you to the case reported at-length by the 
United States attorney for this District, as strik- 
ingly illustrating this vitiated public opinion, 
reflected from the jury box. ‘The proof was 
complete, and the case unredeemed by a single 
palliation, and yet the offender was discharged 
unrebuked, to resume, if it should please him, his 
guilly task. This verdict of acquittal is under- 
stood to have been rendered on two grounds, 
First, that the accused said he did not commit 
the offense ‘‘to avoid the payment of postages,”” 
and second, that the offense has become so prev- 


‘alent that it is no longer proper to punish it. 


These are startling propositions, whether regard- 
ed in their legal, moral, or logical aspects. ‘They 
announce that to render the violation of a statute 
legal, itis only necessary to render it general, and 
that the counterfeiter of a frank of a member of 


Congress, in order to shield himself from punish- | 


ment, has only, when arrested, to declare that he 
committed the infamous crime from no hope. of 
pecuniary gain, thus reversing that axiomatic 
principle of philosophy and of law, which teaches 
that a rational agent shall be held to contemplate 
and design those results which necessarily follow 
from his conduct. Ifsuch language as this, coming 
up from the criminal courts of the country, docs 
not arouse Congress to the necessity of promptly 
reforming this already great and rapidly growing 
evil, then itis tobe feared that nothing can do so. 
The franking privilege has thus become an active 


instrument of public demoralization. When a 


crime is committed under the influence of strong 
temptation, a large measure of integrity may re- 
main with the offender; but where an offense like 
this, essentially mereenary in its spirit and creep- 
ingly clandestine in its perpetration, is committed 
for the gain of a few cents, and when such of- 
fense becomes wide-spread in its prevalence, it evi- 
dencesa condition of the public morals which can- 
not be contemplated without profound sorrow and 
the liveliest apprehensions. Did no other reason 
exist than these abuses and the disastrous conse- 
quences to which they Icad, Congress would be 
fully justified in abolishing the franking privilege. 

Of the substitutes which have been proposed, 
that of prepayment by stamps, as recommended 
by my predecessor, is probably to be preferred. 
It would harmonize with the existing system, 
and being eminently just, simple, and practicable, 
it could be put into immediate operation without 
the slightest embarrassment. That a part of the 
abuses enumerated might still prevail, is not de- 
nied; but their consequences would fall, as they 
should, on the Government by whose officials 
they were perpetrated, instead of on this Depart- 
ment, as they do at present. 

While the franking privilege was enjoyed by 
the British Parliament, it was limited in its exer- 
cise by the assignment of a given number of 
franks to each member per day, and the adjust- 
ment of this question by Congress would present 
a favorable moment for considering whether the 
public interests do not require that some similar 
restriction should be imposed upon the unlimited 
license that now prevails. 

But the restoration of the Department to its 
original independence cannot be accomplished 
without the adoption of another measure of jus- 
tice—that of charging on the public Treasury all 


ROUTES NOT STRICTLY POSTAL. 


The revenucs of the Department constitute a 


special trust fund, of which the Treasury is the 


custodian, and the Government of the United 


States the responsible trustee. This fund belongs 
to those by whom it has been contributed, and 
stands pledged to meet the wants of the postal 
service. The Government, as such, has no inter- 


-est in it, but has simply charged itself with the 


duty of faithfully administering it. : There could 
be no more distinct and emphatic declaration of 
the position asserted; than.is found in the act of 
1836. - The Government there fully recognizes 
an@emnounces its relation to the postal fund, and, 
in view of this recognition, any appropriation, in 
whole or in part, of the revenues of the Depart- 
ment to purposes not strictly postal, is as flagrant 
a breach of trust as would be the application of 
the Smithsonian fund to the improvement of a 
river orharbor. It is well known, however, that, 
for a series of years, the Government has been 
occupied in advancing certain great national ob- 
jects, in the direction of our Pacific possessions, 
the entire burden of which has been imposed upon 
this Department, though its connection with these 
objects is exceedingly slight and only incidental. 
The subjoincd table—a portion of which has 
already been presented in another connection— 
will exhibit the cost and products of a few of the 
post routes in that region, which have been estab- 
lished and put into operation by authority of law, 
and will make manifest the deplorable extent to 
which the postal fund has been diverted from its 
legitimate purposes. ‘To avoid fractions, the en- 
nual rate is given for the year, closing June 30, 
1859: 


Loss to the 


Cost. Department. 


5 Receipts. 
Semi-weckly mail from 

St. Louis and Mem- 

phis, via El Paso, to 

San Francisco........ $600,000 827,229 94 $572,770 06 
Weekly mail from St. Jo- 

seph, Missouri, to Salt 


Lake City......ss0+- 190,000 4,210 00 ` 185,790 00 
Monthly mail from Nco- 

sho, Missouri, to Albu- 

QUCTQUO.. cree ceeeeeee 17,000 320 00 16,680 00 
Monthly mai! from Kan- 

sas, Missouri, to Stock- i 

ton, Catifornia........ 79,999 1,255 00 78,744 00 
Weekly mail from San 

Antonio, ‘Pexas, to San 

Diego, California...... 196,448 601 00 195,847 00 
Weekly mail from Salt 

Lake City to Placer- 

VHC. cscs eeeeeeeeeeee 180,000 1,202 03 128,797 97 


This table presents results which are truly start- 
ling, The $600,000 paid annually for carrying a 
few sacks of letters from the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi to San Francisco, via Il Paso, through a 
wasteand uninhabited country, would defray the 
ageregate cost of mail transportation, including 
route agents, local agents, and messengers in the 
States of Kentucky, Tennessee, and North Car- 
olina. The post office at Salt Lake City yields 
a revenue of but $700, and yet to connect that 
office with the valley of the Mississippi and the 
Pacific, this Department expended during the past 
year $320,000. It will be observed that the an- 
nual loss from the six routes mentioned above, 
is $1,178,629 05. The ocean mail service to Cali- 
fornia, heretofore on the Treasury, except the 
cost of transit on the Panama railroad, is now a 
charge on the Department, and under the present 
advantageous contract, will result in a loss dar- 
ing the current year, of at least $51,027 31. This, 
added to the $1,178,629 05, will exhibit a total loss 
for these seven routes, of $1,229,756 36—~a sum 
sufficient to pay the entire expense of transport- 
ing the mails and the salaries of route and local 
agents and messengers in the States of Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, and New York. It would improve 
the postal facilitics in all our cities, towns, and 
populated districts, giving. daily mails to those 
who are entitled to them, but who now have but 
a tri-weekly service, and tri-weckly to those who 
have but weekly accommodations. The powcr 
of steam and the electric telegraph have awakened 
in the most remote districts and in the most tran- 
quil villages an energy and restlessness of social 
and commercial life, known in other years only 
amid the great commercial cmporiums of the 
world. Asa consequence, daily mails are rapidly 
becoming a universal necessity, and are now in- 
sisted on as a right by the smallest communities. 
Hence, it has been impossible to make the slight- 
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est curtailments, without provoking remonstrance 
and rébuke. But in presence of the statistics 
which have been presented, when the public com- 
plain that the postal service is not equal to the 
activity of their business and social relations, they 
should make such complaints heard, not here, but 
in the Halls:of Congress. They should appeal 
to their Representatives to restore to this Depart- 
ment its revenues which are now squandered in 
the wilderness, and when this shall have been 
done, and the other measures of justice and re- 
form herein recommended shall have been adopted, 
then, by the pgactice of a severe economy, every 
reasonable demand upon the service can be met. 
A comparison of the expenses and products of 
the routes named, leaves no room for doubt that 
the postal communication which they afford is not 
looked to by the Government as an end, but as an 
instrument for the advancement of ulterior objects. 
Indeed, it has not been concealed, but openly 
avowed, by the friends of the policy which main- 
tained these routes, that they were intended as the 
pioneers of civilization; as ihe means of rapid and 
regular communication between remote military 
posts and the Government, and most especially as 
an instrumentality for promoting the settlement of 
our frontiers, and thus appreciating. the value of 
the national domain. That thesc and kindred ob- 
jects, which may have been contemplated by the 
authors of this policy, are fully within the range 
of action which a great and enlightened Govern- 
ment may prescribe for itself, will not be denied. 
-But such objects arc national, and not at all postal, 
in their character; and, being intefded, as they 
are, to advance the interests of the entire body- 
olitic, the expenditures which they involveshould 
c met from the common Treasury. The postal 
service does not lead, but follows population, 
and the devotion, directly or indirectly, in aid of 
schemes of colonization, of those revenues which 
are consecrated and set apart for the maintenance 
and expansion of mail accommodations, is a mani- 
fest breach of onc of the most solemn obligations 
_ with which the Government has charged itself. 
It would be casy to distinguish the routes falling 
within this category of non-postal; and were their 
establishment and regulation by Congress accom- 
panied by a provision that, after the application 
of the revenue arising from them to their support, 
the balance due the contractors and other agencies 
should be defrayed from the Treasury, complete 
justice would be done to the Department, and the 
Government would have fully discharged one of 
the highest responsibilities ae rests upon it as 
trustee of the postal fund. 
Not to pursne the subject further, in view of 
what has been done and proposed, the financial 
status of the Department would be, as follows: 


‘Deficit for the year ending June 80, 1859... . $6,996,009 26 


Contra. 

Annual retrenchment from curtailments already made—less 
$287,250, of the $637,250 saved on renewal of contract 
tor ocean service to California—which $287,250 having 
been payable out of the Treasury, the gain inures to it 
instead of to the postal revenues... . e.a... $1,539,221 00 

Revenue from Government postages, on abo- 
lition of franking privilege, estimated at... 1,800,000 00 

Reduction of cost ot rafroad transportation.. 1,084,558 00 

Payment by Government on routes non-post- 
abewee. tansosssene baisias adasen tenons « 1,229,756 36 


j $ 


This aggregate of $5,653,535 36, deducted from 
the defictency on 30th June, leaves a deficit of 
$1,342,473 90, which the gradual increase of re- 
ceipts and the curtailments still practicable would 
overcome in a few years, and the Department be 
thus restored to complete independence. i 

There are those who propose, as a substitute 
for these just and salutary reforms, an increase of 
the existing rates of postage. To this, I am well 


53,535 36 | 


persuaded, the popular judgment is decidedly op- | 


posed; and this opposition rests mainly upon the 
conviction that if the Post Office Department were 
justly dealt by, it could and would sustain itself 
without any change in the prevailing rates. This 
conviction I fully share, and belicve that until the 
expcriment of rendering it self-supporting, by the 
measures which have been discussed, shall have 
been made, it would be unwise and unjust to im- 
pose ary additional burdens on the correspond- 
ence of the country. ff that experiment, upon 


| obedient servant, 


being tried, shall fail to restore the Department to 
independence —which cannot be. anticipated — 
then an enlightened and liberal people will nöt 
hesitate to authorize any augmentation. of- the 
rates which may be required, but not: until then. 
_ This Department cannot much longer occupy 
its present equivocal position. If not allowed to 
return to the principles on which it was conducted 
in its earlier and better days—the days alike of 
its independence, its efficiency, and its renown; 
borne down by the pressure of the existing course 
of legislation, it must ultimately become an estab- 
lished burden to the national revenues. The first 
step which would probably follow thereafter would 
be for Congress, in creating and adjusting the 
principal post routes, to declare what should be 
the compensation of the contractors. This would 
open an almost illimitable field for mercenary in- 
triguc and spoliation. An approach to the inaug- 
uration of this system has already been made, 
and the results are before the country. Since 
1853, Congress has interposed and made extra al- 
lowances to contractors, amounting to $649,161 22 
beyond what the Department regarded them aa 
entitled to receive under their contracts, and be- 
yond what it was believed the postal service de- 
manded or justified. It has also fixed the com- 
pensation for the semi-weckly overland mail at 
$600,000 per. annum, though the receipts from the 
route are but $27,229 94, and for the transporta- 
tion of the California mails via the Isthmus, it 

aid annually $738,250, though the same service— 
ess than from San Francisco to Astoria and San 
Dicgo—under a recent contract with the Depart- 
ment, is now performed at the rate of $351,000 
per annum, with an arrangement for its further 
reduction. These are fairillustrations of the fruits 
which naturally, if not inevitably, follow from 
transferring the contract bureau of this Depart- 
ment to the Hafs of Congress. Should this step 
be taken, the Department being thus completely 
dependent and sustained by an exhaustless treas- 
wry, and having no longer the powerful motive 
to economy which has ever been the conservative 
element of its being, would be tempted to plunge 
deeper and deeper into schemes of extravagance 
and waste, until, it may be well apprehended, all 
the safeguards ofits purity would finally disappcar. 
With its army of postmagters and contractors, now 
numbering thirty-six thousand, and constantly 
increasing; with its vast train of other dependent 
instrumentalities; with its twenty million disburse- 
ments—for they will soon reach and surpass that 
sum; and with its ramifications extending to every 
city and village and neighborhood in the Union, 
it could not fail to be seized upon by ambitious 
hands and wielded for political power, until the 
very air of its being might become an atmosphere 
of political corruption. The gigantic system of 
internal improvements by the General Govern- 
ment, which a few years since was overthrown 
by the voice of the American people, in the om- 
nipresence of its complete development, could 
scarcely have proved a more potent instrument 
for exhausting the Treasury and depraving the 
public morals. 

The Post Office Department, in its ceaseless 
labors, pervades every channel of commerce and 
every theater of human enterprise; and while vis- 
iting, as it docs kindly, every fireside, mingles 
with the throbbings of almost every heart in the 
land. In the-amplitude of its bencficence, it min- 
isters to all climes and erceds and pursuits, with 
the same cager readiness and with equal fullness 
of fidelity. It is the delicate car trump, through 
which alike nations and families and isolated m- 
dividuals whisper their joys and their sorrows, 
their convictions and their sympathics, to all who 
listen for their coming. Naturally enough, such 
an institution has ever been, and still is, a cherished 
favorite with the American people. The counir 
has constantly manifested the most intense solici- 
tude for the preservation of its purity and the pros- 
perity of its administration; and it cannot now be 
disguised that the guilty abuse of its ministrations, 
and the reckless waste of its hard-earned revenues, 
connected with the humiliations to which it has, 
in consequence, been exposed, have deeply and 
sadly impressed the public mind. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
J. HOLT. 
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To THE PRESIDENT. 


Report of the Secretary of thé Initerior: 


DEPARTMENT or THE Intenror; 

ae : oicun. December 41859. 
Sia: Fhave the honor to. lay: before’ you, kere- 
with; the annual. reports ‘of the’ several officers 
who have the immediate control of those branches 
of the public service which: by Jaw have--been 
placed under the supervision of the Secretary of 
the Interior, except that of the Commissioner: óf 
Patents, who reports directly to: Congresson the 
first day of January in each year, in pursuance 
of the requirements of a Jaw enacted prior to the 
transfer of that bureati ‘from ‘the Department of 


State. 4 ies 
The gs now submitted embrace the reports 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 


the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings, the Board of Inspectors and Warden 
of the Penitentiary, the Superintendent and Board 
of Visitors of the Government Hospital for. the 
Insane, the engineer in charge of the Potomac 
water-works, and the President of the Columbian 
Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf and 
Dumb and the Blind. There will also be founda 
statement of the distribution of the Journals,books, 
and documents printed or purchased by order of 
Congress. These reports will furnish informa- 
tion of the details of the service during the past 
year, and sd are the manner in which the appro- 
priations made by Congress for the support of the 
respective branches have been expended. ` 

It gives me pleasure ‘to-bear testimony: to the 
general good conduct and fidelity of the officers 
connected with this Department. The calls-upon 
cach office are met with promptness: each bureau 
is generally up with current business, and I in- 
dulge the hope and belief that the duties of each 
have been performed in a manner satisfactory to 
the country. The Gencral Land Office, owing to 
the location and sale in previous years of unusu- 
ally large quantities of land, was unable, for a 
time, with its regular clerical force, to issue the 

atents on those entries as rapidly as was desira- 

le. During the past year, however, the attention 
of that office has been especially directed. to this. 
subject, and I have now the gratification of stating 
that during the year ending the 30th of September, 
1859, 160,000 patents were transmitted.or prepared 
for transmission and delivery, and lists of swamp 
and railroad lands were prepared and certified to 
the States, which, if divided by a fair average, 
would be equal to the preparation of an additional 
number of 134,000 cash patents. 

The general policy of the laws which aro ade 
ministered through the agency of the different 
bureaus of this Department is approved andneeds 
no change. In the regulation of the details, but 
few amendments are required. E 

The legislation of Congress in relation to: the 
publie lands ‘attracts a large: share of: the: public 
attention, and interests directly a large number of 
our citizens. All the people ‘of fourteen. States 
and five Territories derive the title to their lands 
from the Federal Government; and the: records 
and files, evidencing the inception of their rights, 
are preserved in the General Land Office. In the 
administration of the-land laws of general and 
special application, questions often arise which 
involve conflicting private interests of great mag- 
nitude, and are most complicated and difficult of 
solution. These have to be examined with care 
and patience; counsel in-very many cases claim 
the privilege of being heard; and yet decisions 
must be made without unreasonable delay; al- 
though they often involve the fortunes of whole 
families. . : 

As Congress has for a series of years sanc- 
tioned, by its legislation, the. extension. of new 
surveys over the public lands, at.a rate -propor- 
tionate to the progressive disposition thereof, this 
basis has been assumed in preparing and submit- 
ting the estimates for the surveys-to be made 
during the next fiscal year. 

During the five quarters ending September 30, 
1859, 16,618,183 acres of the public lands were 
disposed of; 4,970,500 acres were sold for cash, 


-yielding $2,107,476; 3,617,440 acres were located 
| with bounty land warrants; 1,712,040 acres were 


approved to the several States entitled to them, 
under the swamp grants of March 2, 1849, and 


ar 
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September 28, :1850;and 6,318,203 acres. certified f 


to- States; as falling to them under the grants for 
railroad purposes. <6 oe a 

During the'same period of time 13,817,221 acres 
were surveyed. and: prepared. for market, And 
46,783,553 acres proclaimed and offered at public 
Balesi Fo ley : 

. «Phe aggregate quantity: of public land that has 
“been surveyed, but not-yet proclaimed or.offered }} 
at public sale, was, on the 30th of September, 
1859, 56,970,941 acres, and the estimated quantity 
which had; been-offered at public sale, and re- 
mained: subject to- private entry at the various 
land. offices, was 80,000,000 acres. 

it will be seen that the cash receipts from sales 
of public lands have been less: than was antici- 
pated in my last annual report, although the num- 

er of acres sold does not fall far short of the cal- 
culation then: made: The lands which, bya long 
contifuance in market, have graduated to low 

rices by virtue of the act of August 4, 1854, have 
Peen sold for.cash.. Those held: at the minimum 
of:$1:25: per acre haye been entered almost exclu- 
sively with military bounty land warrants; and, 
although large quantities of fresh lands.have been 
broughtinto market by proclamation, less money 
in’ proportion to the amount of land offered has 
been'received from sales than at.any previous pe- 
riod. ‘The expectation in the public mind, that 

Congress would pass a law making a gratuitous- 
distribution of the public domain, and the convic- 
tion that the passage of such a law would greatly 
depreciate. the value of land in the new States, 
affords the only satisfactory explanation of this 
great diminution in the revenue derived from sales. 
Untilthe public mind is relieved from this expect- 
ation, wo reliable estimate can: be made. of the 
amountof income which will be received from this 
source; but should this apprehension be removed, 
the. receipts will, without doubt, exceed the 
amount of $2,000,000 for the last three quarters of 
the presont fiscal. year, and $4,000,000 for the year 
following. pitas 

‘In the carly periods of the history of the coun- 
try, Congress, in some cases, fixed by law the 

- times at which public sales in particular land dis- 
tricts should be held, and, in others, directed the 
sales to commence at such times as the President 
should. fix by proclamation. In carrying into 
effect the act of April 24, 1820, regulating land 
sales. generally, it became the duty of the Presi- 
dent:to proclaim and offer for sale all the public 
Jands as they might be surveyed and prepared for 

, marketi. ; : : 

Prior to the year 1841 the legislation of Con- 
gress had not encouraged settlements upon the 
public:lands before they had been exposed. to 
publiesale. The enactments granting preémp- 
tion-rights had been in the nature of relicf laws, 
by which trespasses were waived, and a prefer- 
ence Was given to those who were. occupying 
public lands at the dates of the several laws. 

'. By the act of September, 4, 1841, scttlements | 
upon unoffered surveyed lands were authorized; 
and by several statutes of recent date, settlements 
in particular States and Territories upon unsur- 
veyed lands have been legalized and invited. All 
qualified preémptors who occupy unoflered lands 
are now allowed the privilege of entering the tracts 
to which they are entitled at any time before they 
are offered at public sale. But they are required 
to avail themselves of this privilege before the day 
fixed by the President’s proclamation for the pub- 
lic:offering of the body of lands in the vicinity; 
and, if they. fail to do so, they forfeit their rights 
of preémption, and the lands they have occupied 
are liable to be- sold to the highest bidder. Hence 
the day ofa public offering of lands becomes an 
epoch of great importance to those who are set- 
tlers thereon, and as the date of sale and the des- | 
ignation of the particular. tracts to be advertised 
are determined by the Presidentin his discretion, | 
the exercise of that discretion becomes a matter 
of difficulty and embarrassment. 

When the exigencies of the publie Treasury 
démand the free offering and sale of lands, it is 
most likely-to happen that settlers are least pre- 
pared to make payment for their preémptions; and | 
a conflict arises between the privateinterests of a | 
worthy class of citizens and the regular execu- 
tion of the land Jaws. The consequence is, that 


and personal appeals to the Chief Magistrate, to 
induce a postponcment. of sales... This. state of 
things should never arise,:and :can be easily 
avoided. Fhe remedy is simple, and will: prove 
just and advantageous to the country at large, as 
well.as to the communities most deeply interested 
in the matter.. - cs À 

I would recommend that a-law be passed, in a 
spirit of: liberality to settlers on unoffered lands, 
allowing to each two ycars, from the date of filing 
his declaratory statement, within. which to-make 
his proof and pay for his land; and, at the same 
time, making it incumbent upon the President to 
offer at public sale, by. proclamation, all lands 
that may have been surveyed by authority of 
Congress, at any time within two years after the 
plats of survey have been approved. As a pro- 
tection against fraudulent preémptions, no one 
should. be permitted to effect an entry until after 
thewxpiration of three months from the date of 
filing his declaratory statements, and until he has 
produced satisfactory proof of three months’ con- 
tinued residence upon the land claimed. 

By the adoption of such amendments the Pres- 
| ident would have before him a plain path of duty 
| in bringing lands into market. No one could be 
taken by surprise; no expectations could be en- 
tertained, or calculations made, which would de- 
pend for solution on the exercise of Executive 
discretion. Bona fide preémptors would be pro- 
| tected in the possession of the tracts upon which 
i they had settled, and indulged with ample time 
within which to pay for them; and our entire land 
system would work with such simplicity, justice, 
and general benefit to the Government and the 
| citizen, as has never becn attained in any other 
country possessed of large bodies of unoccupied 
land. 

The'advantages and profits arising from the 
first settlement of a new country ought to be en- 
joyed by the carly settlers. They have peculiar 
| hardships and privations to undergo, especial dan- 
| gers and labors to encounter. The law docs not 
contemplate that they shall have any competition, 
except from other actual settlers, in selecting the 
most fertile lands and the choicest locations. But 
as all other citizens are dcbarred the privilege of 
purchasing a single tract until the lands are reg- 
ularly in market, there js reason to believe that 
the withholding of lands from a public offering, 
and consequently from private entry, has often 
proved a temptation to fraud, and an induccment 
to perjury; and unscrupulous speculators profit 
| by it more than any other class. 

How great this temptation to fraud is, may be 
inferred from the fact that, in many instances, 
| lands which have been entered at $1 25 per acre 
i have been sold in twelve months after entry at 
from ten to one hundred dollars per acre. 

Opposition to the public sale of the surveyed 
j lands arises in certain communities, also, from 
it 
i established policy of selling homesteads to settlers 
| at a price, and adopt a new one of giving to them 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, or more, on 
condition of residence thereon fora term of years; 
and of reserving the unoffered public domain from 
all other disposition, in order to afford a continu- 
ous supply for future donations. 

The enactment of alaw embracing such objects 
would work a change hostile to all preceding legis- 
lation in reference to the public lands; a change, 
in my judgment, unsound in principle and fraught 
with ruinous consequences in its practical appli- 
cation. 

Grants of a general character have heretofore 
been made to States for objects of public bencfit— 
for schools, for internal improvements, for the 


railroads and public buildings; and the principle 
f on which this policy has been inaugurated and 
sanctioncd is, that the United States, as a propri- 
i ctor, receives, from the application of the grants 
| to the prescribed uses, a compensation in the en- 
| hanced value and salabieness of the remaining 

lands. Congress has also, from time to time, 
| authorized the issuance of bounty land warrants 
for military services rendered. Adherence to this 
| policy has strengthened the military power of the 
Republic, and encouraged a prompt response to 
all calls for volunteers, in time of war, Special 


the most strenuous efforts.are made, by petition 


donations of land have heretofore been made in 


he expectation that Congress will change the | 


reclamation of swamps, and the construction of | 


Florida, in Oregon, and Washington, and in New 
Mexico, with a view to the carly establishment 
of a -populagon there, which would strengthen 
the frontier dnd serve as a military defense of the 
country... oe 

The. entire system of grants and donations is 
thus shown.to have been framed with reference to 
resulting-ends highly important to the Federal 
Government; anditiis but just to say that those 
ends have been, to a good: degree, attained, and 
that the United States is now realizing the bene- 
fits of former grants. Should, however, the new 
policy of a gratuitous distribution of the public 
lands be adopted, it is cvident that, While an un- 
due stimulus will be given to emigration, land 
bounty can no longer be held out as an induce- 
ment to future military service, the ten million 
acres of bounty land warrants already issued and 
now outstanding will be greatly depreciated, the 
donations pledged to the new States will become 
worthless, and those heretofore made will. be 
seriously unpaired in value. 

The laws by which the survey and sale of the 
public lands are now regulated have been the 
growth of more than half a century. The gen- 
eral preémption law has heen in force more than 
eighteen years, and. was framed after an experi- 
ence of forty years under special and limited en- 
actments on the same subject... All the enactments 
regulating sales and preémptions have been care- 
fully adjusted with reference to cach other, and 
their practical bearings have become settled and 
generally known to the people of the whole coun- 
try. The radical change of this policy, so well 
matured, so harmoniously arranged in its details, 
so long subsisting and well understood, so gener- 
ally approved by the people of the country, and so 
triumphantly vindicated in the prosperous growth 
of the new States under its operation, ought to he 
considered with great care and deliberation, and 
adopted with great caution, more particularly 
when the policy proposed as a substitute has been 
repeatedly tried on a small scalc, and has as often 
failed. . 

In my annual report of last year, allusion was 
made to the signal failure of the donation system 
in Florida, That devised and enacted for Oregon 
in 1850, which required a residence of four con- 
secutive years to perfect a title, appears to have 
been adjusted with more care and wisdom, but it 
could not stand the test of practical application. 
Beforetwo years had clapsed the settlers petitioned 
for the privilege of paying for their claims and ob- 
taining titles, and Congress yielded to their re- 
quest. By the act of February. 14, 1853, such 
provision of law was made as had been asked; 
and beyond that, Congress, by the same act, fixed 
a time within which claims under the act of 1850 


| should he presented, or thereafter be forever barred. 


Thus the system in Oregon was abandoned before 
the causes which led to its adoption had ceased 
to exist. 

In new settlements land and improvements are 
the chief articles of commerce. The true pioncer 
spends his life in the woods. When the frontier 
moves, he moves with it. The improvements he 
has made he sells to some new comer who is not 
inured to the hardships of a first beginning, and 
after a few years he, too, sells to onc who desires 
to establish himself at once in a comfortable house 
and improvements. On cach transfer, the settler 
begins his term of residence anew. 

Such is the truc sketch of the process of estab- 
lishing and extending communitics in the wilder- 
ness. 

The system of donations, therefore, while op- 
erating with. flagrant injustice to the citizens of 
the older States, would not give satisfaction to 
those now occupying public lands with a view of 
complying with existing laws, nor would it pro- 
mote the prosperity of those States and Territo- 
ries in which the unsold lands are situated. As 
the titles to lands occupied by claimants would 
remain in the United States until after the condi- 
tions of the donation law were fulfilled, the lands 
could not be taxed, nor could they be used.in any 
emergency as a basis of credit by those who held 
them in possession. ‘ 

The prevalence of such a system in any new 
community would exclude. the introduction. of 
capital from abroad, would retard improvements 
of every kind, would repress local enterprise and 
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individual energy, and, in the numerous. attempts | 
tọ evade the restrictions. of the law, would give 
rise to lawsuits, and confuse titles. 

Justice and equality, not bounty and favoritism, 
lic at the foundation of our institutions. If lands 
now be- given to settlers in consideration of resi- 
dence only, on what pretext will Congress refuse 
to those. settlers who have heretofore completed 
the prescribed period of residence a return of the 
money which they have already paid for their 
homesteads? 

The public lands of the United States constitute 
a legacy of:inestimable value, which, if wisely ad- 
ministered, will be the basis of a public credit far 
more substantial than is possessed by any other 
nation in the world. ‘The price at which. they 
are now sold is little, if any, above prime cost, if 
we take into account the expense of removing the 
Indians and protecting the frontier; and it is but 
just and fair that those who appropriate to them- 
selves the richest tracts and the choicest locations, 
and who especially have the benefits of the pro- 
tection of the Government while doing so, should 
make some reasonable return in money. And 
this they have been always willing, though not 
always prepared, to do. Whocver charges pre- 
emption settlers with complaining of this reason- 
able requirement of paying a dollar and a quarter 
an acre for their land does great injustice to this 
entire class of citizens. ; 

The recommendation of the Commissioner of 
Public Lands, suggesting that an act be passed 
limiting the time in which the States shall prefer 
claims for swamp lands, is approved. Such a | 
law would work no injustice to the States enti- 
tled, and would have a good effect in quicting land 
titles in those States, and relieving the Depart- 
ment fiom a vast amount of most complicated 
labor. Already the States have received on this 
score the munificent grant of more than 42,000,000 
acres, and some 14,000,000 more have been se- 
lected. e 

The law which secured the right of preémption 
to mail contractors is found to be most difficult of 
administration. In my last annual report you 
were advised that a construction was placed upon 
thatJaw which confined its benefits to contractors 
on the great routes through the Territories. It 
has been contended, on the other hand, that every 
contractor on every route in the Territories west 
of the Mississippi river is entitled to its benefits, 
and that each successive contractor on the same 
route, it matters not how often the contracts may 
have changed hands, or what may have been al- 
lowed to prior contractors, is entitled to enter 
lands under the provisions of that enactment. 

In order to conclude present controversies and 
to avoid others in future, the entries which have 
been allowed at the local land offices under a dif- 
ferent construction of the law should be confirmed, 
if the lands are now held free from any valid 
adverse claim, and the act should be repealed, or 
modified, as suggested in my last annual report. 

The suggestion of the Commissioner of the 
Gencral Land Office, that provision be made by 
law for the satisfaction of those Virginia military 
land warrants which have issued since the Ist of 
March, 1852, on allowances made by the author- į 
ities of Virginia prior to that date, and on which 
no previous warrants had. ever issued and been 
accepted by claimants, is approved, and anamend- 
ment of the law of August 31, 1852, to that effect 
is recommended. Such a provision would be an 
act of simple justice to those whose rights were | 
admitted, but who, from a failure to take out their 
warrants prior to the day limited by the act of 
Congress, are unable to avail themselves of its 
benefits. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Our relations with the various tribes of Indians | 
within our limits have continued during the: past | 
year in a satisfactory condition, and peace has j 
been generally maintained with this dependent | 
people. Occasional outbreaks have occurred, it i 
1s true, and crimes and outrages have been com- | 
mitted; but these have been perpetrated by bands 
of desperate outlaws, and in no case has a whole 
nation avowed the purpose of making open and 
deliberate war upon our settlements. f 

The attacks upon isolated mail and trading sta- | 
tions and emigrant trains have never, even when | 
resulting in murder and pillage, shown sigus of | 


i 


j 
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premeditation, or appeared to be the working out 
of a general and preconcerted plan. And when. 
all the circumstances are taken into consideration y 
the immense number of our people who are: eon- 
stantly traversing the prairies of the interior; their 
careless, unguarded, and often provoking bearing; 
the natural irritation of the Indians, who attrib- 
ute to their presence the rapid diminution of game, 
and the consequent hunger and want to which they 
are subjected; the impossibility ofrestraining them 
from violence under these circumstances, except 
by the presence of an armed force, and the numer- 
ical weaknessand scattered condition of our Army, 
the wonder is, not that so many, but so few, cases 
of violence have occurred. I regret to be obliged 
toadd to this, that reports and other official docu- 
ments submitted to the Department, furnish suffi- 
cient evidence to justify the belief that the most 
atrocious cases of murder and rapine charged to 
the account of the Indians, have, in reality, been 
committed by white men wearing the disguise of 
Indians. It cannot be doubted that the horrible 
massacres which have occurred during the past 
year, on the routes leading through Utah Terri- 
tory, have been planned and directed, if not actu- 
ally exccuted, by our own citizens. Still, though 
the officers of the Army have at all times shown 
the most commendable vigilance and promptness, 
the facilities for escape are so great, that condign 
punishment seldom overtakes the guilty perpe- 
trators. 

The average annual expenditure on Indian ac- 
count, including the interest on stocks held’ in 
trust for the several tribes, and on sums which 
by treaty provisions it was stipulated should be 
invested, but which have remained in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, is 43,055,270 08. 

‘The amount of stock held in trust for Indian 
tribes by the Department of the Interior is $3,449,- 
241 82, and the net annual interest thereon is 
$202,002 89. 

The present liabilities of the United States to 
Indian tribes, funding at five per cent. the perpet- 
ual annuities sccurcd to some of them by treaty, 
And also the annuities payable during the pleas- 
ure of Congress, amount. to $21,472,493 88. This 
amount is made up of the following items: 
Principal, at five per cent., of permanent annuities gnaran- 

tied by treaty, including amounts which it is stipulated’ 

by treaty shall be invested, but which. arc retained in 
the Treasury, and on whieh the United States pay in- 

Le CS Oe eee ey eee s.e... $7,013,087 80 
Temporary annuities guaranticd by treaty, 

all of which wil) cease ina limited period, 13,295,936 08 
Principal, at five per cent., of temporary 

annuities, payable during the pleasure of 

the President, or of Congress........5 see 


1,163,400 00 


$2147 

Efforts have been made during the past year to 
ascertain, with some approach to accuracy, the 
number of our Indian population. So far as the 
annuity Indians: are concerned, the required: in- 
formation is easily obtained, but it is almost im: 
possible to ascertain with any certainty the num- 
bers of the migratory and roving tribes of the far 
West. Inrespect to these, the estimates must be 
regarded as merely approximate. The total num- 
ber of Indians within our borders may be sct 
down in round numbers at 350,000, 

The statistical information in the possession of 
the Indian office is too meager and vague to cn- 
able us to determine with precision the ratio of in- 
crease or decrease among the aboriginal popula- 
tion, 
are on the increase in point of numbers at the same 
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| time that they are improving in-other respects 
i 126g proving 5 | >| 
thus holding out a gratifying promise for the fu- 
D § > 


ture, it is'equally well known that many of the 
tribes, the great majority in fact, despite the lib- 
erality and fatherly protection of the Government, 
the energy and fidelity of their agents, and the 
disinterested efforts and personal sacrifices of de- 
voted missionaries, are rapidly on the decline. In 
these the contact with civilization excites no new 
life, awakens no new energy, and seems but to 
pave. the way for debauchery, demoralization, and 
ruin. Unless the-change of policy recently adopted 
by the Government effects a corresponding change 
in their habits, there is but little ground for the 
hope of averting their utter extinction. 

he policy heretofore adopted of removing the 
Indians from time te time, as the necessities of || 


While it is known that’some of the tribes |} 


1 
i 


our frontier population..demanded: a..cession-of 
their territory, the usual consideration forayhich 
was a large money annuity to.be divided among. 
them per capita, had a deleterious effect upon their, 
morals; and: confirmed. them in.their rovingyidle. 
habits, «This policy we are .now-compelled,:by 
the necessity of the case, to change. ..At-present 
the: policy: of the Government is togather the In~ 
dians. upon small tribal reservations,:-within: the: 
well-defined exterior boundaries of which. small 
tracts of land are assigned in-severalty.to.the:indi-= 
vidual members of. the tribe, with all the rights. 
incident to an estate in fee-simple, except: the: 
ower. of alienation. This. system, wherever it 
has been tried, has worked well, and the :reports, 
of the superintendents and agents. give a most 
gratifying accountof thegreat improvement which: 
it has effected in the character and habits of those. 
tribes which have been brought under its opera- 
tion. The. internal struggle which the redran 
necessarily undergoes in adopting. the resolution 
to throw away the blanket, the scalping-knife, 
and the implements of the chase, and, in lien 
thereof, to wear adress and devote himself to pur- 
suits which he has been taught to. consider degrad- 
ing, is terrible; and if he emerges from. it victo- 
rious, he becomesa new man. Wherever separate 
i farms have been assigned, within the limits of a 
tribal reservation, to individual Indians; and the 
owners have entered into possession,.a new life is 
apparent; comparative. plenty is found on.every 
hand; contentment reigns at every fireside; and 
peace and order have succeeded to turbulenceand 
strife. The greatest progress in this respect, dur- 
ing the past year, has been made in the agencies 
of the northern superintendency. 
This is now adopted as the fixed policy of the 
i Government; and, sanctioned by Congress, has 
been the leading idea in all the treaties recently 
| negotiated with the Indians. It is, however, onl 
by slow degrees that so radical a change can be cf- 
fected; a whole nation will not moveat once. But 
| the superior advantages and comforts enjoyed by 
those who labor over those who hunt, operating 
as a constant stimulus to the former to persevere, 
and to the latter to follow their erano, will, it 


is hoped, eventually induce the great mass of the 
Indians to coöperate cheerfully in the general in- 
troduction of this system. : As an additional means 
to this end, the superintendents and agents:have 
been instructed to use every exertion to persuade. 
the Indians to consent that the large money annu- 
ities they now receive, and which have heretofore 
proved the fruitful source of drunkenness, insub- 
ordination, and vice, shall be applied .to the pur- 
chase of stock and agricultural implements, the 
| opening of farms, building houses, and other use- 
| ful purposes. ath 

It gives me great pain to refer to the treatment 
which the Texas Reserve Indians and their super- 
intendent and agents have received, Several years 
since Texas tendered: to the ‘Government certain 
tracts of land for the occupancy of the Indians; the 
Government accepted the lands, and proceeded 
to gather upon themas many Indians as could be 
induced to abandon their roving life and settle 
down to agricultural pursuits. The reports. of 
their progress were most favorable, and the pro- 
ductions of the reservations promised at an early 


| day to be more than sufficient for their, comfort- 


able subsistence. In the midst of this prosperity, 
so gratifying to the Department, and at the very 
hour when it was believed that. the reservation 
system would prove cminently successful,a most 
determined and unreasonable hostility to these 
| Indians and their ‘agents exhibited itself among 
a portion of the scttlers who had come. in and 
located in that section of the State. The removal 
of the Indians was demanded under a threat of 
extermination. They were foiled for a time by 
the tact and good management of. the late super- 
intendent, aided by the presence of a:detachment 
of United States troops, With a desire to prevent 
bloodshed, and at the pressing instance of the 
authorities of the State of Texas, the Department 
consented to issue an order,for the breaking up 
of the reservations, to be carried into effect as 
soon. as the then growing crop could be harvested. 
This concession, instead of satisfying these Tex- 
ans, only stimulated them to further outrages, 
and they peremptorily demanded the immediate 
removal of the Indians. When it.aecame appar- 
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ovit ‘that’ the Reserve Indians lived in daily fear 
of. g murdered, and that under such circum- 
stáńčes ho crop could be raised, permission: was 
given, at the urgent request of the superintendent, 
for theimmediate removal of the Indians. ‘Threats | 
were then: mado that the Indians should nat be 
Hérmitted-to remove, and it became necessary to’ 
invoké the’ aid of the Army to protect them in 
their exodus. Their removal was finally effected, 
ard:they arë How, to the number one thousand 
four hundred ‘and ‘fifteen, colonized in the coun- 
try leased for the purpose from the Chectawsand 
Chickasaws. On'the return of the superintendent 
to the State of Texas; he was wantonly attacked 
and murdered. : 

These Indians are now in a comparatively. des- 
titute condition, and to maintain them during the 
current year will require an enlarged appropria- 
ton., : 

The transfer of the Texas Reserve Indians to the 
southern superintendency renders a longer contin- 
uaiice of the’ Texas superintendency and agencies 
unnecessary. I therefore recommend that these 
offices be‘ abolished. 

Tmimediately after the expiration of the last 
Congress, several Indian. treaties previously ne- 
gotiated were ratified by the Senate at a called 
executive session. It was, of course, impossible 


to provide, in the appropriation bills for the cur- | 


rent fiscal year, for the payment of the amounts 
stipulated by the SAYTA] treaties to be paid to the 
Indians; yet, as the expenditure properly belongs 
to this year, it could not appropriately be sub- 
mitted with the estimates for the next fiscal year. 
A special estimate will be prepared and submitted 
to Congress for an appropriation of $539,350 to 
fulfill the stipulations of these treaties; and, as the 
treaties have been ratified, the obligation incurred, 
andthe faith of the Government pledged, it is 
hoped that carly action upon it will be taken by 
Congress. ° 

The management of our Indian affairs in Cali- 
fornia has been embarrassed with a great varicty 
of: difficulties. Neither the Government of the 
United States nor the State of California recog- 
nizes in the Indians any right of exclusive oceu- 

ancy to any specific lands. Reservations have 

een provided by law; a large number of Indians 
have from time to time been collected upon them, 
and large sums of money have been expended to 
establish them, with the hope that they would 
soon learn to support themselves by their own 
labor, and gradually become civilized. But these 
expectations have not becn realized. Through 
the mismanagement and neglect of our employés, 
the interference of our citizens, and the apparent 
impossibility of inducing these Indians to labor 
thereon, the reservation system of California has 
proved a failure, Yet the Government cannot 
relieve itself from all obligation to make some pro- 
vision for this destitute population. 

The Indians of California divide themselves 
into two general classes by their respective local- 
ities. ‘Those living in southern California, hav- | 
ing already made some progress in civilization | 
under the Mexican mission system, are scattered 
in small bands, cultivate the soil, and subsist in 
part upon the products of their own labor. For 
the security and happiness of these, nothing more 
need: be done by Government than to insure them 


the quiet, undisturbed possession of their present | 


homes, keeping up possibly a single general res- 
ervation, And to effect this, no additional legis- 
lation ia required. 

The Indians in northern California, with some 


. s n : E 
exceptions, are roving, thriftless, idle, and de- 


based; often provoking the vengeance: of the set- 
lers; who are thus excited to acts of violence. 

In this division of the State some reservations, 
some retreats, must be prepared for the reception 
of those who cannot obtain employment from our 
citizens, and thus become vagrants and nuisances 


to the community. Such Indians might be re- 
y S i 


moved by force, 1f necessary, to the reservations, 
and there compelled to labor. “With an anxious 
desiré to devise some plan of operations which 
promises t6 secure the welfare of the Indians on 
the one hand, and relieve the Treasury from the 
support of a helpless and dependent population 
on the ‘other, T would recommend, as the most 
practicable policy, ‘the abolition of the superin- 
tendency, agencies, dnd ‘sub-agencies, and the 


| 


$| as may be authorized by the 


division of the State into-two distinct Indian dis- 
tricts. For cach division a single agent should be 
provided, with power to employ such assistants 
epartment, Where 
ever it is possible’ to procure employment for the 
Indians among our own people, the agents should 
be required to aid them in obtaining places. It 
should: be the duty of the agents to protect the 
bands that: are settled down in the quict posses- 
sion of their homes, and to instruct them in the 
arts of husbandry. It should also be the duty of 
the agents to collect all vagrants upon the reser- 
vations, and to induce them to labor. This plan is 
recommended by its economy, and by the pros- 
pect it holds out for the security of the Indians. 


PENSIONS. 


It will be scen, by the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, that the whole number of pen- 
sioners of all classes now on the rolls is 11,585, 
and that the aggregate amount per annum rc- 
quired for their payment.is $1,034,914 15. The 
amount paid on account of pensions, during the 
year ending June 30, 1859, was $1,183,140 89. 

Of the aggregate number of pensioners on the 
rolls, 10,667 are from the Army, and 918 from the 
Navy. Of thesc, 4,861 of the former and 375 of 
the latter are on the invalid rolls, and their pen- 
sions amount to $469,457 53 per annum. 

The number of revolutionary pensioners has 
dwindled down to 165, 89 having died during the 
present year. 

The nuinber of widows of revolutionary offi- 
cers and soldiers, under all the acts of Congress 
granting pensions, was, at the close of the year, 
3,714; and the whole number of pensioners on 
the rolls, under all the acts allowing half pay to 
widows and orphans of deceased officers and sol- 
diers, was 2,452. 

During the year ending 30th of Séptember last, 
6,801 bounty land warrants were issued, calling 
for the aggregate quantity of 1,030,860 acres. 
This amount, added to that heretofore reported, 
makes the entire quantity of publie land granted 
for military services 63,720,222 acres. . 

Itis to be regretted that the penal statute against 
presenting fraudulent claims on the Government 
continues to be violated, No less than one thou- 
sand false and forged bounty land claims have 
been discovered on the files of the Pension Office 
during the past year, and the utmost vigilance has 
been exercised in ferreting out, arresting, and 
prosecuting those by whom they were presented. 
Eight of the offenders have been convicted and 
sentenced to the penitentiary, and twenty others 
have been indicted, of whom four have absconded, 
one has dicd, and fifteen await trial. 

The suggestions in the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, regarding an amendment to 
the law of the last session of Congress requiring 
biennial examinations of invalid pensioners, and 
an extension of time for the location of land war- 
rants issued, or to be issued, in certain cases, 
meet my approval, and their adoption is recom- 
mended. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


That provision of the Constitution which has 
wiscly placed the District of Columbia under the 
exclusive legislation of Congress, ercates the re- 
lation of constituent and representative between 
the people of this District and each member of 
Congress. Everything, thercfore, affecting its 
welfare must be regarded with peculiar interest 
by the whole country. This is more especially 
true of that portion of it embraced within the 
limits of the city of Washington, in which the 
National Legislature annually assembles. 

Prior to the year 1812, the Mayer of Washing- 
ton was appointed yearly by the President, and 
all the other officers of the corporation were ap- 
pointed by the Mayor. Since then, however, 
authority has been conferred upon the people of 
the city to elect their own officers, and the city 
councils have been clothed with additional legisla- 
tive powers over municipal subjects. During the 
last ten years, I am informed by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings that $2,376,042 86 have 
been raised by taxation of private property, and 
expended for the general good; and since the city 
was laid out, many millions drawn from the Treas- 
ury of the United States have been expended in 
erecting public buildings and making other im- 
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provements. But much yet remains to be done, 
for which large appropriations will be required. 
A portion of these should doubtless be made by 
Congress; but what portion, that body alone must 
determine. It would be well for the Government, 
and not less advantageous to the city, if some 
well-defined rule could be laid down clearly show- 
ing what classes of improvements are to be made 
by the one or the other. For many years past, 
appropriations have been askedand made for many 
objects of purely local, if not of private interest, 
to the neglect or postponement of others of a pub- 
lic character. Thus, certain avenues and streets 
have been improved and lighted at the cost of the 
General Government, while others of equal im- 
portance have been improved and lighted at the 
expense of the individuals owning properly upon 
them. These appropriations, made upon no just 
principle, have encouraged applications to be made 
for almost every conceivable purpose, until Con- 
gress very naturally has been led to view with 
distrust, if not with positive disfavor, even those 
objects which have been commended to its favor- 
able regard as falling within the range of its ex- 
clusive patronage. This state of things, alike 
embarrassing to Congress and injurious to the 
true interests of the city, should not be allowed 
to continue. By the mode suggested, it can be 
effectually remedied, so that both the city and the 
Gencral Government will each be able to under- 
stand the precise nature and extent of their obli- 
gations, and move forward with certainty and 
directness to discharge them. In addition to im- 
provements of immediate interest to the city of 
‘Washington, others have been suggested, which, 
in their nature, conduce equally to the convenience 
and advantage of the citizens of Georgetown and 
of the county of Washington outside of either city 
—such as furnishing increased accommodations 
for the courts, and the erection of a new jail and 
penitentiary. For several years the judges of the 
caurts within the District, and the members of 
the bar, have urged the necessity of an addition 
to the City Hall for the convenience of the courts; 
and the judges have expressed the opinion that, 
inasmuch as they are officers of the United States, 
and a very large portion of their business is of 
such a character as to involve directly the inter- 
ests of the General Government, this improve- 
ment should be paid for from the public Treasury. 
The grand jury and many influential citizens have 
likewise called attention to the same subject, as 
well as to the insufficiency and insecurity of the 
jail. 

: These representations have been regularly com- 
municated to Congress by this Department, but 
no favorable action, as yet, has been taken with 
reference thereto. No reason can be assigned for 
this failure to act, but the supposed onc, that Con- 
gress must have regarded the cost of these im- 
provements as properly devolving upon the people 
of the District. 

With a view to the advancement of the true in- 
terests of the city and District, and at the same 
time to remove all ground of complaint against 
Congress in reference to its non-action upon these 
subjects, I would recommend a radical change in 
the system of making appropriations, and the 
adoption of such an arrangement as will in future 
secure exact fairness and justice to every interest. 
The most feasible plan I could suggest would be 
this: Let the usual appropriations for the im- 
provement and lighting of streets and avenues, 
and the support of a general police force, be dis- 
continued, as also all special appropriations for 
objects properly falling under the immediate con- 
trol of the city authorities, or of the people of the 
District; and, in lieu thereof, let an annual appro- 
priation be made, proportionate in amount to the 
value of the property owned by and held for the 
exclusive use of the United States within the Dis- 
trict, to be applied in such manner and for such 
objects as Congress shall approve. 

here are numerous reservations belonging to 
the Government in different parts of the city, over 
which the corporate authorities have no control. 
Several of these have been tastefully inclosed and 
improved, and Congress has annually made ap- 
propriations to keep them in order. For the pres- 
ent year, however, the means allowed fall greatly 
below the amounts usually appropriated, and the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings reports them 
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entirely inadequate to preserve the improvements 
which have. been made, as good taste, or even 
necessity, demands. But as the responsibility of 
making appropriations rests with Congress alone, 
and believing it to-be my duty to adopt its policy 
and limit the expenditure in all cases to such 
sums as may be placed at my command, I have 


directed him in no instance to exceed them, how- 


ever strongly the necessity of any particular case 
should tempt him to do so, informing him at the 
same time, that he will have discharged the full 
measure of his duty when he shall have faithfully 
applied the sums allowed, as contemplated by 
law, and that, if they fail to accomplish all that 
could be desired, he cannot be justly censured for 
such failure. I have, however, submitted esti- 
mates for the next fiscal year, on the basis of the 
appropriations made for this, being determined, 
as far as I may have the power, to aid in carry- 
ing out such measures of economy as Congress 
may initiate. 

During the approaching spring the equestrian 
statue of Washington, ordered by the Thirty- 
Second Congress, will be completed, and placed, 
as directed by you, in the center of the Circle, in 
and near the western extremity of Pennsylvania 
avenue. This will be a noble work of art, and 
reflect the highest credit upon Mr. Mills, the artist, 
who indeed regards it as his greatest and proudest 
achievement. When the statue shall have been 
erected it will be due to propricty and_good taste 
to inclose it with a good iron fence, and otherwise 
improve the reservation assigned to it. For these 
objects an appropriation will be required, and 
should be made at the approaching session. 

The north front of ‘the Patent Office building is 
nearly completed, and the appropriations already 
made for it will suffice for that purpose, and also 
for the improvement of the grounds around it. 
When finished, the entire building will, as is be- 
lieved, be the finest specimen of architecture of 
its order in this or any other country, and for the 
present it will afford convenient accommodations 
for the entire Department as now organized 

A law of the last Congress placed the completed 
portions of the Potomac water works under the 
supervision of this Department, and by your 
order, Lieutenant Morton, of the corps of Topo- 
graphical Enginecrs, was assigned the immediate 
charge of them. His report herewith affords in- 
formation of the extent of the work transferred, 
and the supply of water furnished to the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown. f 

No appropriation has been made to defray the 
expense of carrying the law into effect, and I have 
therefore submitted an estimate of the amount that 
will be required for that purpose. 

The management ofthe penitentiary for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia during the past year, and its 
present condition and wants, are clearly set forth 
in the reports of the inspectors and warden. For 
years the labor of the convicts has not yielded an 
income sufficient for their maintenance; and the 
attention of the inspectors was some time since 

articularly directed by me to this defect, with the 
foie that some plan could be devised to remedy 
it. During the past year the prevalence of an 
epidemic in the prison occasioned much loss of 
time and some unusual cxpenditures, notwith- 
standing which {have the gratification of stating 
that a decisive advance was made towards the at- 
tainment of an end so desirable. The institution 
ought to be self-sustaining, and no effort will be 
spared to make itso. The number.of convicts 
in the prison was larger during the past year than 
in the year previous, and is constantly increasing; 
yet the estimate submitted for its support and 
maintenance for the next fiseal year is less, by the 
sum of $1,843 75, than the appropriation which 
was made at the last session of Congress. 

The enlightened and humane policy which led 
to the establishment of the asylum for the recep- 
tion and medical treatment of the insane. of the 
Army and Navy, and of the District of Columbia, 
exhibits results alike beneficial to those for whom 
it was provided and gratifying to the philanthro- 

ist, 
p On the Ist day of July, 1858, the number of the 
inmates of the hospital was 117. - On the Ist day 
of July, 1859, the number was 138. During the 
year 65 were admitted, 34 were discharged, and 
10 died, Of those discharged, 20 had entirely re- 


covered, 6 had greatly improved, and 8 gave little 
or no evidence of improvement. The number of. 
inmates at the date of this communication is 161. 

_ Satisfactory progress has been made in the erec= 
tionofthe buildings. The plan originally adopted, 
which was on a magnificent scale, has. been ad- 
hered to, and steadily pursued, until we now find 
ourselves in full view of its completion? Final 
estimates of appropriations are now submitted for 
the erection of the | uildings, and also to finish the 
well-devised arrangements for heating and venti- 
lating the entire edifice and furnishing the apart- 
ments. When all the buildings shall have been 
erected, the grounds inclosed, and the appoint- 
ments completed, the institution will be a model 
of its kind, and with a continuance of the suc- 
cessful management it has heretofore received, 
will be an honor to the Government, and an in- 
estimable blessing to that unfortunate class for 
whose benefit it was designed. 1 therefore com- 
mend it to your favorable consideration. 

From the accompanying report of the presi- 
dent of the Institution for the instruction of the 
Deaf and Dumb and the Blind, it will be seen that 
during the last year 14 deaf mutes and 7 blind 
pupils participated in the benefits of that institu- 
tion, all of whom, with a single exception, were 
supported at the expense of the United States, 
under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 16, 1857. The amount drawn 
from the Treasury on this account, and for sala- 
ries and incidental expenses paid by the Govern- 
ment as authorized by the act of May 29, 1858, 
was $5,451 96,in addition to which the institution 
received from other sources $1,158 32. It will 
also be perceived that a new and more commodi- 
ous building has been erected for the accommoda- 
tion of this unfortunate class of the community at 
the expense of the president of the institution, and 
which he generously proposes to present to it, 
“upon the sole condition that provision shall be 
made and continued for the instruction of the deaf 
and dumb and the blind of the District of Colum- 
bia, by public appropriations, or by private char- 
ity.” 

Hi remains for Congress to determine what ac- 
tion, if any, shall be taken regarding this prop- 
osition, and such other suggestions as are made 
by that officer, 

WAGON ROADS. 


Since the date of my special report to Congress, 
at its last session, in respect to the wagon roads 
the construction of which has been placed under 
the supervision of this Department, the work has 
been continued on the road from Fort Kearney, 
via South Pass, to Honcy lake, and the same may 
now be regarded as completed. Its location and 
construction have given very general satisfaction 
to the numerous emigrants to the Pacific slope 
who have traveled over it during the past season. 
As soon as the final report of the superintendent 
is received, it will be communicated to Congress. 


TEXAS BOUNDARY. 


The joint commission authorized by the act of 
June 5, 1858, for surveying the boundary lines 
between the State of Texas and the Territories 
of the United States, entered upon the field of duty 
carly in January last, and have completed the sur- 
vey and demarkation of the thirty-second parallel 
of north latitude, from the Rio Grande to the one 
hundred and third meridian of west longitude, and 
also of the one hundred and third meridian, from 
thence to its intersection with the parallel of 360 30° 
north latitude, with the exception of a short por- 
tion on the Llano Estacado, which, from phys- 
ical causes, could’ not be surveyed. It is confi- 
dently expected that the whole work will be com- 
pleted during the next season. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


In compliance with the requirements of the act 
of February last, the public documents and other 
books printed or purchased by order of Congress 
were duly transferred to this Department, and 
many of them have been distributed, as will more 
fully appear on reference to the abstracts accom- 

anying this report. There remains on hand, 
however aconsiderable number of valuable works 
which cannot be disposed of under existing laws, 
and also a large accumulation of broken sets and 


odd volumes of various publications, for the dis- 1! 


tribution of which early provision should be made,. 
as at present they are wholly unayailable for any . 


good purpose, and the room they occupy is greatly. 
needed for other objects. : i 


modified in like manner; several important offices: 
having been created since their passage, which 
should be supplied therewith. ; 
The exccution of so ‘much of the act of 5th 
February last as directed all books, and so forth, 
previously deposited with the State Department, 
under the laws regulating copy-rights, to be trans- 
ferred to this Department, has, been ‚assigned to 
the Commissioner of Patents as pertaining more. 
particularly to his branch of the service, and the. 
required transfer has been made. : The clerks of. 
the courts have also becn instructed to forward 
all future works of this character to that officer, 
by whom they will be received, and properly 
kept in rooms set apart for their accommodation. 


CENSUS. 
_At the last session of Congress, an appropria- 
tion was made to enable the Department to make 
the necesstry arrangements for taking the eighth 
census. This important work cannot be deferred. 
It must be accomplished during the next year. 
The carefully prepared law of 1850 will go into ef- 
fect on the Ist day of January next. Steps have. 
already been taken to have the proper instructions: 
prepared and the blanks printed, so as.to be in 
the hands of the marshals in time to enable them, 
with a complete understanding of the schedules, 
to enter vigorously upon the execution of their 
duty on the Ist day of June next. 

Subsequent reflection has but confirmed me in 
the opinion expressed in my last annual report, 
that the eighth census, taken In all respects in con- 
formity with the provisions of the law for taking 
the seventh, will prove most advantageous and-sat~ 
isfactory to the country. The necessary expense 
which will be incurred will require an appropria- 
tion of.at least $1,000,000 atthe approaching ses- 
sion of Congress, fal kenya pir yip 

The sum.-of $3,500 having been heretofore ap- 
propriated for a digest of the statistics of manu- 
factures according to the seventh census, thatcom- 
pilation was completed within the limits of the 
appropriation, and printed and distributed shortly: 
after the adjournment of the last Congress, 

JUDICIARY. . 

The judicial expenses during the fiscal year 
ending on the 30th of June last, exceeded, by a 
small amount, the appropriation -of $1,000,000 
made therefor; and from present appearances those 
of the present year will be quite as great. This 
increase over the expenditures of any former year 
in the history of the Government is to be attrib- 
uted to the zeal, energy, and success of our officers 
in detecting violations of the pénal statutes, and 
the consequent increase in the number of prose- 
cutions for crime, and to the additional amount 
of business in the Federal courts generally. 

Frauds upon the pension office, counterfeiting 
the coin of the United States, and depredations 
upor the mails, are the crimes of most frequent 
occurrence. To these, however, must be added 
murders upon the high seas, violations of the 
neutrality laws, those prohibiting the African 
slave trade, and those for the reclamation of fugi- 
tive slaves. Of these offenses, violations of the 
African slave trade laws, until lately, appear to 
have been almost unknown. But, although of 
recent occurrence, they are nevertheless crimes 
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of the pravest character, and the district attorneys: 
and marshals have been ` 
in their efforts to bring those who have com- 
mitted thom to justice. The’ services’ they have 
thus’ réndéréd have been hazardous and cxpens- 
iv @ ‘thé existing laws provide no adequate 
jénsation for the sacrifices which they. have 
compelled to-make. “If'these laws are to 


co 
bee 
be enforced, our officers. must be'induced to use 
the utmost vigilance, and perform their duty with 


cheerfulness and readiness. Both as an act of. 
justice to them, and asa means of securing prompt- 
ness and efficiency on their part, E would recom- 
mend that‘authority be vested in the President to 
make them ‘a reasonable and proper allowance 
for such extraordinary services as they may ren- 
dex in detecting and bringing to trial the violators 
of these laws. cae i : 

‘Under a usage which has prevailed, the judici- 
ary fund 1g How charged with the expenses in- 
curred in bringing home such prisoners and wit- 
“nésses, from foreign countries, as our consuls find 
it necessary to send, although this, Department 
has within itself no means of determining the rea- 
sonablenéss of those expenses, all the dispatches 
relating to them being addressed to the Secretary 
of ‘State. “As these dispatches belong appropri- 
ately to the files of the State Department, it has 
been found most convenient, if not, indeed, ne- 
cegsary, to allow the accounts of these expenses 
to be audited under its direction, and to make pay- 
ment of them upon such adjustment. This prac- 
tice, however, is anomalous, and it should be dis- 
continued. The consuls are under the direct 
supervision of the Sveretary of State, and it is 

uite proper that this class of expenditures should 
thew sé bè “subjected ‘to his supervision, and I 
recommend that a special appropriation be made 
for their payment. 

In May, 1858, Burton’s theater, in the city of 
New York, was rented for the use of the courts, 
at the rate. of $16,000 per annum, and the Govern- 
mient has expended about $30,000 in altering and 
fitting up the building. In the lease a clause was 
inserted securing the right to purchase this prop- 
erty: within three: years, at a price not exceeding 
$215,000. The officers of the courts, the members 
of the bar, and the people of New York generally, 
are well pleased with the location of the building 
and the accommodations it affords. I believe the 
property ito. be well worth the money which is 

roposed to be paid for it, and provision should 

e made for its purchase without delay, as other- 
wise. the lessor will be released. from his proposi- 
tion before the end of :the next fiscal year. Be- 
lieving it to be the truc interest of the Government, 
as well as a measure of sound economy, to em- 
brace: this opportunity of providing permanent 
and convenient accommodations for the courts of 
the United States in the city of New York, I earn- 
estly recommend that the necessary appropriation 
for this object be made at the approaching session 
of Congress, 

To insure promptness and fidelity in the collec- 
tion of all sums falling due to the United States, 
on judgments, forfeited recognizances, and fines, 
an amendment ofthe present statutes would be 
judicious. The districtattorncys are now required 
and expected to give their attention to this busi- 
ness; but for this service this Department has no 
authority to allow them compensation. It would 
be but just to them, and at the same time it would 


subserve the public interests, to allow them a lib- | 


eral’ commission on ‘all sums collected on these 
accounts; and I recommend the enactment of a 
law authorizing it. 

An experience, derived from the administra- 
tion ‘of the laws regulating the expenditures of 
the Federal courts and their officers for more than 
two years, has materially increased my confidence 
in the propriety of the amendments to those laws 
suggested in my former reports. I am also of 
opinion that a change should be made in the act 
of 1789, regulating the bonds of marshals, so as 
to authorize an increase of the penalty, or the re- 
quirement of a new bond, whenever, from any 
cause, itmay be found necessary. 


PATENT OFFICE. 


A The record of the operations of the Patent Of- 
fice during the past year, furnishes, as usual, a 
most satisfactory exhibit of the steady progress 


prompt and energetic’ 


| and drawings hecéssary to illustrate each subject 


! have felt the greater confidence in appealing to 


| estly invoked to the necessity of certain amend- 


| proved to be highly important, if not absolutely 


| adoption; but in every case Congress has failed 


| 1855, each examining room disposed of 369 appli- 


of-our country in the application of science to the: 
useful arts. ` port SIRT Sie see LEN ee h : 
- During the three quarters énding September 30, 
1859, 5,167 applications for new’ patents were re- 
ceived; 813 caveats filed, and 3,334 patents issued 
and reissued - =~: AE <7 > 

By. a reference to my report of last year, it will 
be‘seen there has been an micrease in the business’ 
of the office for the past nine. months, over. the 
corresponding ‘months of 1858, of 1,076 applica- 
tions for patents, 107 caveats, and 518 patents 
granted. poeta ; 

The receipts for the three quarters were the sum 
of $188,538 77, being an increase of $37,554 86 
over the corresponding period of last year. The 
expenditures were $157,101 15, leaving a surplus 
on hand of $31,437 62. 

Congress, at its last session, in making provis- 
ion for the publication of the mechanical portion 
of the Patent Office report, directed the Secretary 
of the Interior to cause the report “ to be prepared 
and submitted in such manner as that the plates 


shall be inserted so as to comprise the entire report 
in one volume, not to exceed cight hundred pages”? | 
With an anxious desire to comply in all respects 
with the expressed will of Congress, Í have given | 
to this subject unusual attention. The plates 
without descriptions and claims, would be unin- 
telligible; the descriptions and claims without the 
plates, would be of no value. The plates reduced 
to the smallest practicable dimensions, and the 
descriptions and claims drawn up without a sin- | 
gle redundant word, printed in the type required 
for all congressional documents, will necessari] 
occupy more space than eight hundred pages. 
literal compliance with the law is, therefore, a 
physical impossibility. ` Yielding to the necessi- 
ties of the case, I have directed the plates to be 
prepared with the greatest possible economy of 
space, and the descriptions and claims with the 
utmost brevity consistent with perspicuity, and 
submit the matter to the consideration of Congress 
with a frank admiission that the law has not been 
obeyed because it required an impossibility. 

The principle upon which the Patent Office was 
organized, and has been conducted up to this 
time, is, that its business should produce so much 
in the way of fees as would prove suficient to 
defray its necessary expenses. It has devolved 
no burden upon the Treasury of the United States. 
It sustains itself; and for this reason its friends 


Congress for such legislation as may be required 
to perfect its organization. For several success- 
ive years the attention of Congress has been earn- 


ments in the existing laws, which experience has 


necessary. 

The committees of Congress to whom the sub- 
jeet has been referred have uniformly approved 
these amendments; and reported in favor of their 


to consider and act upon the reports. 

An increase of the business of the bureau, with- 
out a corresponding increase of force to manage 
it, résults necessarily in one of two serious evils; 
either, on the one hand, vexatious delay, or, on 
the other, hasty and imperfect examinations -of 
applications for patents. A few facts will suffice 
to illustrate this: in 1855, when the examining 
foree of the bureau was increased to its present 
number, there were 4,435 applications for patents. 
The number of applications for the year 1859, 
taking the average number of applications per 
month for the past ten months as the basis of the 
estimate, will be 6,900, showing an increase of- 
business for 1859 over 1855 of 3,465 cases. In 


cations; in 1859, cach examining room will dispose 
of 575 cases, being an increase in the amount of 
labor performed of 55 per cent. To this it may be 
added that the labor of making a thorough examin- 
ation ofany application for a patent increases from 
year to year somewhat in proportion to the num- 
ber of ‘similar applications previously received. 
Under these circumstances it is impossible for the 
office to do full justice in the transaction of its busi- 
ness, cither to itself or to the public. This is not 


right. The income of the office is amply sufficient 
to meet all the expense which may be incurred in 


reorganizing itupon such a:basis as will give itthe 
greatest efficiency, and enable it to-meet promptly 
all the demands of the country. The inventors pay 
for having ‘their ‘business done, and it is therefore 
büt simple. jiistice that it should be done with a 
proper:and careful examination, and without un- 
necessary delay. It.would be judicious, then, in 
Congress to authorize the appointment, from time 
to time, of such additional examiners, and first 
assistantexaminers,as may be required to transact 
the business of the'office with dispatch, provided 
the annual expenses of the office: shall in no case 
exceed the annual receipts. ` 

I take occasion here to renew the recommend- 
ation, contained in my report of 1857, that the 
fees required from British subjects should be re~- 
duced. Her Britannic Majesty’s representative 
at Washington has recently called the attention 
of this Government to this subject. In the king- 


| dom of Great Britain no discrimination is now 


made between American citizens and British sub- 
jects. I think this courtesy should be recipro- 
cated, and that, in respect to. office fees, British 
subjects should be placed on the same footing as 
citizens of the United States. 

Long experience and greater familiarity with 
the working of this important-bureau, induce ma 
to renew not only the preceding, but all the rec- 
ommendations contained in my previous reports, 
with still greater confidence in. their propriety and 
correctness; and I must add that the inventors of 
our country, now grown to be a large, worthy, 
and most useful class, have a right to claim a share 
of the time and attention of the law-making branch 
of the Government, and to complain when their 
interests and business are wholly neglected or 
overlooked. a š f 

AGRICULTURE. 

The intrinsic importance of agriculture, and the 
number of our people engaged in this pursuit, jus- 
tify the expenditures annually made for its im- 
provement. Experience has demonstrated the in- 
caleulable benefits which the farmer has derived 


i from the discoveries of science, and the general 


diffusion of intelligence has generally removed his 
aversion to change in the models of cultivation. 
‘The agricultural reports which have been annu- 


| ally issucd from this Department, have been fa- 


vorably received by Congress, and large editions 
of each successive report have been printed and 
widely circulated. The influence exerted by them, 
can never be ascertained; but their circulation has 
been followed by a spirit of inquiry in the public 
mind, and a readiness to adopt new methods of 
culture and improved implements of husbandry, 
and a demand for concentrated manures from re- 
mote islands, and for the introduction of useful 
plants and animals from abroad. 

Tt is rap iene to open and conduct an ex- 
perimental farm under the direction or supervision 
of this Department, upon which the value of new 
plants and new theories of cultivation may be 
tested and determined. This task must be left 
to practical men who have a direct pecuniary in- 
terest. Of such men are the various agricultural 
associations composed. Each society, 1n its local- 
ity, can cause each new theory or plant or seed 
to be tested, and it can determine, with ease and 
certainty, the usefulness and profitableness of 
each. These peculiar facilities of the agricultural 
societies of the country, have placed this branch 
of the public service in the position of a compiler 
of the facts established, and the information ob- 
tained through these agencies and the experience 
of private individuals. 

For years, seeds and cuttings of foreign and 
domestic growth have been distributed throughout 
the country. This has created such an active and 
extensive demand for them that it was impossible 
for the office to meet it; and consequently indi- 
vidual enterprise has enlisted in this service; and 
improved varieties have become articles of com- . 
merce in every part of the country. Those who 
engage in this trade justly complain of the injury 
done to their interests by a gratuitous distribution 
by Government of large quantities of the very ar- 
ticles offered by them in market. The last Con- 
gress having greatly reduced the appropriation 
below former estimates, the policy of istributing 
seeds of domestic growth was abandoned, and no 
portion of the appropriation has-been expended 
for their purchase. It is believed. to be both wise 
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and just to confine operations to the purchase and 
distribution of such varieties of plants, seeds, cut- 
tings, &c., as have not already been introduced 
into the country. 

The tea seed has been introduced from China, 
and germinated in houses prepared for that pur- 
pose in Washington. The-step next to be taken 
is to convey the-plants to suitable loéalities, and 
to cause. them to be tested under the supervision 
of intelligent and responsible persons. This will 
be done at the earliest practicable period, and with 
‘no apprehension as to their successful growth in 
all cyses in which proper attention shall be given. 

The successful cultivation of the vine in this 
country no longer remains an experiment. The 
breadth of land planted in vineyards is every day 
extending and the yield is large and remunegative. 
The estimate is that we now have more than 
eleven thousand acres devoted to this culture; and 
while the product of some vineyards, in the most 
favorable season, has been eight hundred gallons 
to the acre, the average crop per acre of the whole 
country will compare favorably with that of the 
most successful wine-producing countries of Eu- 
rope, and its value is five or six hundred per cent. 
greater at the several places of production. The 
different species of native grapes have been sought 
for, and as far as practicable the value of each for 
the manufacture of wine has been tested by chem- 
ical analysis. ‘The modes of cultivation and the 
process of making and preserving wine have been 
examined, and much interesting and valuable in- 
formation obiained. A large number of cuttings 
of the best and most approved varieties have been 

prepared for distribution. 

Steps have been taken to introduce from foreign 
countries a varicty of seeds, plants, and trees 
which may be usefully cultivated and grown in 
‘this country. 

A number of scientific gentlemen in various 
paris of the United States have been engaged for 
several years past, without compensation, in 
making meteorological observations, which have 
beon regularly communicated to the Patent Office; 
the necessary instruments being provided at the 
joint expense of the Patent Office and the Smith- 
sonian Institution. To reduce these observations 
to a condensed tabular form, hag involved an ex- 

enditure which has also been jointly sustained. 
‘These observations, thus condensed, are now 
:ready for the press, and will accompany the an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Patents. They 
exhibit the mean temperature of the seasons in 
different parts of the country, and thus furnish 
data esteemed of high importance in scientific 
agriculture, and as of great valuc in supplying the 
facts on which are based important theories of 
the winds and storms that sweep over the conti- 
nent. 

In justice to the gentlemen who have devoted 
their time and labor in this behalf, these tables 
should be printed; but whether theexpense should 
be defrayed by the Smithsonian Institution or by 
the Government is a question submitted for the 
determination of Congress. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient ser- 
vant, J. THOMPSON, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDENT or tHe UNITED STATES. 
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SPEECH OF HON. REUBEN DAVIS, 
OF MISSISSIPPI, 
Ix Tur House or Representatives, 
December 8, 1859, 
(REVISED BY HIMSELF,*] 
On the reconciliation of parties and the organization of 
the House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, sajd: 

Mr. Crier: It was said by the gentleman from 
Ulinois, a moment since, that he understood I was 
anxious to address the House to-day. Iam not 
anxious. Ihave been here for several days with- 
out consuming a moment of your time. I was 
ready to vote the first hour Į entered this Hall, 
and am now ready and willing; and if I could be 

assured no more speeches would be made by 


* For the original report, see page 67 Cong. Globe. 
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other members, I would yield the floor, as lam 
as anxious as any one to have an organization, 
and quiteas unwilling, unnecessarily, lo consume 
our time in these discussions. In my remarks 
to-day, invective is no part of my purpose. I 
have nothing severe to utter against any member 
here. I speak only for the purpose of express- 
ing to the House my views in reference to the 
present condition of this vast country, and to point 
the attention of members. here to the dangers 
which pend over us. I arise only to array, if 
possible, the Representatives of the nation here, 
in support of measures of harmony, and to induce 
others to come back to the support of the Govern- 
ment in its spirit and intent, as established by our 
revolutionary forcfathers: I think the Govern- 
ment is worth saving. I am no disunionist, per 
se. Itis the last desire of my heart that thisunion 
of States shall ever be rent asunder. I was, by 
a revolutionary sire, taught to love it from my 
cradle, and I now admire it for its present great- 
ness, for its vast achjevements, and for its past 
glories; and I am willing to-day to make as many 
and as large sacrifjtes for it as any man in this 
House or within the limits of our vast and great 
country. But,in my judgment, there are evils 
which may spring from it greater than any ad- 
vantages which the Union now affords, and when 
those evils shall come, if they ever do, with alimy 
admiration for it I will aid in rending it asunder. 

Yesterday, the members of the Democratic 
party from the South were denounced by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. NeL- 
son] as being fire-eaters and disunionisis. This 
is the language used to us in 185], and then, as 
now, unjustly. The contest in that year, between 
the two parties South, grew out of measures set- 
tled by the compromise of 1850 in such manner 
as to inflict upon the southern States great injus- 
tice. That, taken in connection with a long line 
of former grievances, induced us to determine, by 
State action, to demand of the free States guaran- 
tees for future equality and justice. We believed 
the features of the compromise foreshadowed the 
coming storm, which is now breaking with such 
terrible fury upon the southern States of this 
Union. We did not propose to go out of the 
Union; that was not the position of the South 
then. The party of the gentleman from Tennessee 
did then make the charge of disunion against us; 
but it was a party movement for party success and 
triumph, Many of our opponents then, now re- 
gret their opposition. Sir, our object was not 
disunion; we only proposed that the southern 
States should mect in convention and counsel to- 
gether; and if, in their judgment, the northern 
States were aggressing upon us, we would demand 
further constitutional guarantees that our equality 
and nghts, under the compact of our fathers, 


against us; to that extent the Democratic party 
may be responsible; to thatextent we may i ob- 
noxious to the charge of the gentleman; and I am 
astonished it has not occurred to him that patri- 
otism demands that he should have sinned with 
us,if itbe sinning. He knows the Abolitionists of 
the free States desire to overrun-us; and have in- 
terfered with our domestic institutions within the 
limits of theStates. Ivindicate, then, the Demo- 
cratic party against the charge, but proudly as- 
sume the lofty responsibility. . That party is the 
barrier over which the Abolitionists must break 
before they can invade directly our domestic insti- 
tations, or deprive us of our just-equality under 
the Constitution of our common country. 

The position of our party is, that the spirit and 
letter of the Constitution shall be the rule of the 
action of the Government; that the integrity of. 
the Government be maintained, and the Union. be 
continued forever; and that every State in the 
Union be permitted to enjoy its full equality in 
rights and in privileges, under the compact of our 
fathers; and if this is not allowed, then the Union 
is a failure, and should be dissolved. We blush 
hot to acknowledge this as our lofty position, and 
we sneer at the criticism of opponents. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I wish to make to the hon- 
orable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Nexsow] 
the most distinct disavowal of any intention to 
charge him or his party with having any sympa- 
thy with Wiiriam H. Sewarp and the Black Re- 
publican party. I cannot believe that any man 
has yet been barn upon the soil of Tennessee, or 
breathes the air wafted over that gallant State, 
who could for a moment codperate with WiuLram 
FI. Sewarp in his measures of treason, rapine, 
and murder, against the South. But I do wish 
to remind him and his party that Wikram E. 
Sewanp has said the Democratic party must be 
put down, because it is now the only support of 
slavery. Do you not know he has said the only 
thing which now gives protection and security to 
the institution of slavery, and averts from ‘the’ 
southern States an invading horde of murderous 
fanatics, is the national Democratic party? Do 
you not know he has said, every party which has 
vindicated the rights of the South to her institu- 
tion has been annihilated by the Abolitionists? 
Do you not. know he has said, the only thing. re- 
maining to be.done, to enable him to propagate 
effectually and successfully his doctrines of eman- 
cipation, is the destruction of the Democratic 
party? He admits it is national, and the only 
national party inthe country, and therefore stands 
in his way to triumph. I tell you, then, if the 
Black Republicans shall be victors in the battle 
they are now fighting with the northern wing of 
our party, nothing national will remain, and the 
Constitution of our country must be destroyed in 


should no further be violated. To this extent 
only did our party go in 1851. We all denied 
the charge of disunion then made azainst us. 
The State-rights party.did then say that, when 
this demand was madè by the southern States, if 
it was not heeded by the northern States, they 
would regard the refusal as evidence of their dé- 
termination to overthrow our institutions and de- 
prive us of our equality in the Union; and in that 
event, rather than remain in the Union ag infe- 
riors, trampled upon by the despotic will of 
haughty usurpers, we would secede even at the 
peril of ruinous war. And I say here to the gen- 
tleman, if the whole South had been united in 
that demand, we would have secured concessions 
which would have given concord to our people 
and harmony to our country; and to-day, asper- 
ities of sectional fecling and sectional animosity 
would not be now disturbing ovr deliberations. 
The honorable gentleman from Tenvessce also 
holds the Democratie party responsible fur the 
disturbed condition of the country. T suppose his 
objectin this was to prejudice us in the estimation ! 
of the nation. Asa member of that party, I make 
no denial to the charge. I am willing to take the 
responsibility thereof; but has it occurred to him 
why this is so? We have been the granite 
against which the angry waves of abolit 
have beat in vain, which has put limits to its 
vance, and stayed its aggressions; we have stood 
upon the Constitution of our country, and resisted 
aggression. For this the thunders of their denun- 
ciation, from rostrum and pulpit, have been hurled | 


the sectional conflict for existence. This being the 
case, looking to the great object the Republican 
party has in view, are you ‘not indirectly—ah, 
directly, I may say, although not intentionally— 
aiding that party to effect its object, by your 
present position? 

Mr. NELSON. With the permission of my 
friend from Mississippi, I beg leave to say, once 
for all, that, so far as J am personally concerned, 
I detest the doctrines avowed by Wiruram IT. 
| SEWARD. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Iknowthat; and 
therefore desire fairly to bring to your attention 
how your position now may aid him in breaking 
down the Democratic party, which he so anx- 
iously desires to destroy for the sin of staying the 
| ruin he would bring upon us. I believe the gen- 
teman and his party are as patriotic as I am. J 
belicve that he and they would make as man 
sacrifices for the interests and rights of the South 
as I would; and therefore it is Í appeal to them 
| to come to-day, throwing over the memory of our 
past party conflicts the mantle of oblivion, hush- 
ing their prejudices for us in slumbers, and array 
; themselves under the constitutional banner of the 
national Democracy, and fight with us as allies, 
| until we shall have vanquished forever from this 
i Eden of liberty, this land of the free, and this 
i home of the brave, this foul and fiendish spirit 
of abolitionism, which, if allowed to live, must 
bring ruin upon us all alike. f 

Holding the Democratie party to. be. the only 
| national party of the country, embodying the only 
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element of power capable of resisting successfully 
the further advance of abolitionism, in my judg- 
‘thent, it is the duty of conservative men every- 
where—come from whatever quarter of the Union 
they may, called by whatever name-——to come 
forward, sustain us and aid us in the vindication of 
the country against the wild and wicked schemes 
of treason Ai revolution of the Republicans. 1 
do notaddress myself to the Americans only, but 
to conservative men of allnames. ‘The prosper- 
ity and safety of the Union demand that the wild 
storm of fierce and angry passion now reveling 
through the southern States, awakened into being 
by the Harper’s Ferry affair, and now to be aug- 
mented into a hurricane by the intelligence that 
sixty-three members upon this floor have signed 
the insurrectionary recommendations contained 
in the Helper book should be allayed, that some 
evidence should be given whick will enable the 
South to sleepin quiet until the next presidential 
election, which we have determined to regard as 
decisive of the future. Itis the duty of all, this 
day, to declare unceasing and relentless war against 
the designs of the Black Republicans, and thus 
quiet existing agitation. Come, let us pledge our- 
selves to maintain the Constitution’s equality and 
justice, which has held us together thus far. In 
this there ig nothing unmanly, nothing undigni- 
fied, or anything worthy of censure. On the con- 
trary, itis worthy of laudation. 

I remember, when the allied armies of Europe 
had driven Napoleon back to Paris from his bloody 
fields of conquest in Germany, and caused him to 
abdicate, and had banished him to Elba, and had 
assembled in Vienna to reconstruct the nations 
upon the continent, and had, in the performance 
of this delicate duty, quarreled among themselves, 
and were arraying their armies against each other 
to make the decision with the sword, intelligence 
reached them that Napoleon had escaped from his 
banishment and was again Franee—discord was 
hushed, and instantly all elements were united 
against their common enemy. Cannot conserva- 

‘tive men, although they may differ upon other 
subjects, act with the wisdom and magnanimity 
of the great nations of Europe? Can they not act 
together until they shall put down the common 
enemy of our great and glorious country—the en- 
emy to equal rights and free institutions, and of 
the Constitution of the Union? Come, gentlemen, 
let us unite our shields over the heart of the Con- 
stitution, and inscribe on our banner State rights 
and strict construction of the Constitution, and 
maintain it or perish together. 
- But gentlemen say they see no cause of alarm. 
L would there were no cause. I think I shall show 
hereafter great cause for apprehension; and that 
prudence demands action—instant, decisive, and 
effective. 

Before I proceed further with my remarks, I 
must ask one question of this House and the 
country. It is this: What is the cause of the 
want of harmony between the northern and south- 
ern States? Which section is responsible for this 
discord? A more loyal people, 
than the people of the South have always been, 
never lived in any country. We haye paid our 
part of your taxes without com laint, without 
murmuring. Wchave fought your battles in every 
war, and with as much heroism and gallantry as 
the people of the North. We have shown our- 
selves always as ready to vindicate the rights of 
the northern people when aggressed upon cither 
land or sea, as they have done themselves, and on 
many occasions we have stimulated them to duty. 
There is not a single duty which a people owe to 
their Government which we have not discharged 
willingly, which we have not performed with 
alacrity and fidelity. We have never demanded 
of the Governmenta single right to which we were 
not clearly entitled under the constitutional com- 
pact with our fathers; and I challenge gentlemen 
on the ether side of this House to put their finger 
upon asingle demand we have ever made to which 
we were net entitled, not only by the spirit but 
the very letter of the Constitution. On the other 
hand, I declare, that the Representatives of the 
South have never by their votes withheld from 
the Northa single act of justice. Then, as we 
have been loyal to the Government, as we have 
discharged every duty we owe the Government, 
as we have denied Aone to the free States which 


assert, to-day, - 


was theirs of right, as we have done you full jus- 
tice in everything, as we have by our agricultural 
imdustry contributed to lay the foundation of your 
great national and commercial wealth, as we have 
done all this, why is it that we this day have no 
peace and are now compelled to look for safety 
ageinst your aggresnions out of the Union? But 
you tell us we have no cause of complaint. Iwill 
show otherwise: In March, 1858, Wintiam H. 
Sewaxp uttered, upon the floor of the United States 
Senate, this language: 

“The question of slavery in the Federal Territories, 
which are the nurseries of future States, independent of its 
moral and humane elements, involves a dynastical struggle 


of two antagonistical systems, the labor of slaves and the 
labor of freemen, for mastery in the Federal Union.” 


Now, mark the proposition: It is that_there 
exist in the States which make our Federal Union 
two distinct systems of labor in positive antag- 
onism, resulting in an ‘‘irrepressible conflict’? 
-which admits of no reconciliation or compromise 
The one system is that of the southern States— 
the other that of the free States. This is an im- 
portant announcement, and, if true, must result, 
in the overthrow of one or the other, and that 
after long-protracted and bloody war. In con- 
nection with this assertion, the same gentleman, 
at Rochester, in the course of the next summer, 
declared that this antagonism could only end by 
the cmancipation of slavery in the southern States 
or the introduction of slavery into the free States. 
I shall not stop, Mr. Clerk, to discuss the correct- 
ness of this position. It is enough for my purpose 
that it is so regarded by the Black Republican 
party in the non-slaveholding States, and that 
they are now acting upon it, and thereb forcing 
us to assume the attitude of defense, and are em- 
bittering the fountain of peace and concord, and 
forever alienating the affections of the people of 
the two sections of the Union. It is nothing less 
than a solemn declaration of war, and we must 
prepare for it. Suppose, Mr. Clerk, we were to 
receive in this House, to-day, a proclamation from 
Great Britain, in which it was stated that an an- 
tagonism existed in the form and principles of 
their Government and ours, and that both must 
become despotic or both frec, and that the antag- 
onism could not be arrested or compromised until 
the one or the other was overthrown and subju- 
gated. What, sir, do you think, would be our in- 
dignation, and how would we act in such an 
emergency? Millions would be appropriated for 
defense, and the nation would resound with the 
ery, To arms! Do you think, sir, that we of the 
South are less sensitive to this threat made against 
us, or less willing to defend the land of our nativ- 
ity—our sunny valleys, in which sleep theremains 
of our fathers—than the whole nation would be 
in the case I have supposed? If you do, I assure 
you, sir, you are mistaken in the character of our 
people, in their lofty patriotism, in their manly 
courage, in their recklessness of death, in their 
hatred of tyranny. We will resist. We are the 
descendants of a revolutionary ancestry, who spilt 
their blood like water, and spent their moncy 
without regret, to strike off the shackles of Brit- 
ish injustice and legislative tyranny; and we will 
sacrifice our lives, burn our houses, and convert 
our sunny South—now beautiful as a garden of 
flowers, rich in soil, and yielding to agricultural 
industry the abundance which has given to the 
North and the world its present commercial and 
national prosperity—into a wildemess waste. We 
will do it, sir, at the hazard of bringing upon the 
world bankruptcy and ruin, famineand pestilence, 
lamentation and mourning. 

Mr. Clerk, it is declared that the labor systems 
I| of the two sections of the Union are incompatible, 
| and that one or the other must go down. War 
is declared againstus. Sir, may l notask national 
and conservative men, whether Americans oranti- 
‘Lecomptonists, whether Whigs or philosophers, 
to unite with us in the organization of this House 
as one means of arresting this war of interest, 
until the sober second thought of the people can 
have time to recover and blot it out for ever. It 
is time we were harmonizing. It is time we were 
codperating. It is time the constitutional and 
national men of the nation were rallying under 
our banner, given as it is to the whole coun- 
¥ try and dedicated to nationality Americans, I 
appeal to you by the love you have for your fair 


sunny South. You have no party organization 
which is national. You can codperate with no 
party in the North outside of the Democratic or- 
ganization. You see us struggle for existence— 
an existence necessary to avert the destiny which 
hangs overus. We.ask you, to-day, to rally with 
us and aid us in putting this rebellious organiza- 
tion, whose advance columns have already pollu- 
ted our soil with their tread of treason and shed 
southern blood upon southern soil; we only 
ask you to aid us in our efforts to avert from 
the country the calamity of a Black Republican 
Speaker of this House; retain your party names 
if you will—your distinctive organization. This 
isa fightinvolving the destiny of the world and the 
future of mankind. When we have settled this 
contest we can again divide and carry on our con- 
test as to what is best to be done to promote the 
general welfare and individual happiness of our 
people. This will be the highest evidence of pa- 
triotism and devotion to your country’s good, 
which you can give, and for it your constituents at 
homewill thank you, and the Democracy through- 
out the Union will thank you,‘and your wives 
and children will thank you, and God will bless 
you, and from millions of voices you will hear the 
songs of rejoicing and praise. 

Mr. Clerk, this interference with our rights is 
in direct violation of the compact of our fathers, 
and is positively in defiance of the very letter of 
the Constitution. Our fathers, at the close ofthe 
war of independence, found thirteen States here; 
each was a perfect sovereignty, and possessed 
unlimited powers of legislation, and were fully 
adequate to the duty of passing all laws necessary 
for her people—to make treaties, declare war,and 
do everything appertaining to government. They 
saw, however, the complication which would 
arisefrom commercial intercourse with each other 
and with foreign nations, and they, therefore, 
thought it better to create a General Government, 
with jurisdiction over the subject of war, foreign 
commerce, and inter-State intercourse. Its juris- 
diction, therefore, embraces subjects strictly na- 
tional, while all that appertains to individuality 
falls within the jurisdiction of the State govern- 
ments. But I have not time to elaborate this branch 
of my subject; and I will pass on. 

Mr. Clerk, many of the gentlemen who recom- 
mended the Helpcr book excuse themselves now 
by thepleaofignorance. I wish to know whether 
they will repudiate the hideous doctrines contained 
in this spcech of Sewarn’s. That little, smallest 
one of the Wasusurn family, from Maine, I 
believe, uttered about the same lagungo, last win- 
ter, upon this floor. Mr. Sewarp says: 

e Each one of the existing States has already staked not 
only its internal welfare but its influence in the councils of 
the nation on the decision of this contest. Bach one has 
already staked its internal harmony on the decision of the 
question”? 3 

Here he announces that the internal harmony 
of each of the States of the Union is staked on 
the issue. What is the issue; nothing short of 
the destruction of slavery within the limits of the 
States. This is war waged against us in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, and you of the Republican 
party knowit. Do you disavow this. Etis more 
offensive than the Helper book—you do not repu- 
diate it, butindorse it. You have already carried 
thay into our borders by invasion. You have 
sent frmed men into the State of Virginia, murder- 
ing our people, advising our slaves to take arms 
from you for the most despicable of all purposes, 
the butchery of helpless women and innocent chil- 
dren. For it I invoke the vengeance of Heaven 
upon you. While the invasion was preparing 
Srwarp made this announcement, and foretold 
this invasion, and but nine months since sixty- 
three of you indorsed and recommended the Helper 
book as a means of encouraging John Brown in 
his fiendish and murderous plots. You even go 
so far as to say you will neither have political, 
social, or religious intercourse with us. Are these 
things not calculated to inflame the minds ofa 
gallant and high-soulcd people? Is there no cause 
in all this for disunion, and the dissevering the 
ties that bind these States together? If we were 
to hold this chalice to your lips would you not 
be excited? I question whether your cold philos- 
ophy would not kindle to a flame, which would 
consume yourselves if not us. 
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But the struggle between these two systems ‘‘is 
not to be arrested or reconciled by compromises 
orotherwise.’’ What,then, is to beitsend? Com- 

romises cannot terminate, nor can it“ otherwise’? 
be ended save by the extermination of the one sys- 
tem or the other. I confess, sir, this though itis as 
bold as it is impudent, as insulting as it is treason- 
able, may be as truc as the position is founded in 
false philosophy. Well, sir, itisan announcement 
we cannot misunderstand, and will not disregard. 
We are arming to meet it. In this are we acting 
improperly or unwisely? Would the people of 
the free States not do the same thing under sim- 
ilar circumstances? We sce and feel that unless 
we now arrest this conflict, and extinguish the 
fires of this rclentless war declared against us, even 
in blood if necessary, ere long we will be com- 
pelled to stand by, powerless to avenge, and look 
upon the flame as it arises from our burning 
homes, and witness the gleaming blade as it strikes 
to the hearts, our wives and our children and 
ourselves. Weare excited upon this subject, and 
justly so, and we are arming for the worst. 

But we are to have no more compromises; you 
will grant us none. Thank God, there is nothing 
left us which can be surrendered even to compro- 
mise. We have already yielded you everything 
which compromise can reach, and that you know. 
We have yielded that for which your early strug- 
gles were—the balance of power; and therefore it 
is you now use the language of defiance toward 
us, and tell us you intend our overthrow. There 
are two things which have never been yielded— 
our homes and our honor; and these things we 
will never yicld. You may, by the brute force 
of numbers, rob us of our homes, but our honor 
will be vindicated by the title we give you written 
in our blood. Sir, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Srevexs,] on the day before yester- 
day, had the insolence to insinuate that the South 
had surrendered her honor in the compromises 
already made. For the sake of peace we have 
surrendered many of our political rights; but we 
will. surrender no more. We will not be driven 
one inch beyond where we now stand; we will be 
butchered first, and only invite those who have 


raised the storm to lead its maddened columns, | 


that we may encounter them in te death-erasp, 
and catch the first wail of their damned spirits as 
they enter the regions of wo. But, Mr Clerk, 
I will proceed with the examination of this speech 
of Wituiam H. Sewarp, because it is the plat- 
form of the Republican party. It was so an- 
nounced last winter upon this floor, by Mr. Gid- 
dings, in his valedictory, with the concurrence of 
the whole Republican party. He advised his 
friends to present Sewarp and his platform in 
1860. Tie admitted they might be defeated in 
that contest, but gave it as his opinion that it 
would be their last defeat. He told them to pre- 
sent the naked question of emancipation of our 
slaves, and I heard no dissenting voice. The 
advice did receive an approving sanction. 


“Does this fact mean nothing? AH parties in this coun- 
try that have tolerated the extension of slavery, except onc, 
have perished for that crror already. ‘That last one—the 
Democratic party—is hurrying on, irretrievably, toward the 
same fate’? 


Does this language mean nothing? Do gentle- 


men on the other side of the IIouse indorse it? | 


They certainly have not repudiated it. You have 
already arrested the extension of slavery. Sew- 
ARD SAYS: ` 

«AH parties in this country that have tolerated the ex- 
tension of slavery, except one, have perished for that error 
already.’’ 

Does not this language declare there is but one 
issue before the American people, and upon that 
issue the election for President, in 1860, is to be 
put? And does that issue not embrace both the 
extension and existence of slavery? He says so; 
and no man of the party has taken issue with him 
uponit, Whoarethe parties to it? Srwarp says 
itis the Democratic party on the one side, and the 
Black Republican on the other; and thatthe Dem- 
ocratic party must be hurried on toits ruin. Ad- 
ministration after Administration, we are triumph- 
antly told, has fallen beneath the fierce war of the 
Abolitionists; and they tell us the only party now 
national is the Democratic party, and it is that 
which arrests them in their march to conquest and 
victory and that it must and shall be destroyed. 


These announcements have, and are, extinguish- ! 


ing in the southern heart all sympathy with the 
great massof the northern population, and are sub- 
stituting seeds which must produce fruits of bitter 
revenge. I, to-day, have more affection for an 
Englishman than Ì have for a Black Republican. 
The latter I regard as wishing to oppress me and 
curse me with injustice and wrong, while the 
former engages with me in honest and just com- 
mercial intercourse. Do you believe, gentlemen, 
thata people between whom there exists a feeling 
amounting almost to hatred can long live at peace? 

“All Administrations which have avowed this policy 
have gone down dishonored for that cause, except the pres- 
ent one.”? 

The honorable member from Tennessee [Mr. 
Nerson] eulogized Mr. Fillmore for having done 
much forsouthern rights and southern institutions. 
Admit it; but has he, too, not fallen for that very 
cause? Fallen because he dare do his duty to 
his oath and the Constitution of his country? Now, 
sir, the member from Tennessee and his party 
have an opportunity to avenge the fall of their 
hero, and do good service to their country by 
striking—and in our ranks, and with us—the mon- 
ster fiend abolitionism. Will they do it? or will 
they stand indifferent spectators in the battle with 
the Democracy, and see us fall, and then render 
quietly the dominion of the country to the usur- 
per? Ay,sir, the same arch traitor tells us that— 

“ A pit deeper and darker still ig opening to receive this 
Administration, because it sins more deeply than its pre- 
decessors.”? 

The sin of President Buchanan, for which he is 
to be immolated to the black god of abolitionism 
is, he has too faithfully discharged his duty to the 
South, Are we, then, tostand by and see our con- 
stitutional friends ofthe North, lending usahelping 
hand in the hour of danger, trampled in the dust? 
Weoughtnot. Arewetoallow them to be defeated 
by Sewarp and his revolutionary followers? We 
should not. I have said revolutionary followers. 
I have said it not idly. Ihave the proofs for the 
charge—proofs which will show Sewarp must 


i have known of John Brown’s intention to invade 


Virginia, for which invasion John Brown has met 
the gallows, and for which knowledge Sewanro 
deserves it. [Applause.] 

“There is a meaning in all these facts, which it becomes 
us to study well. ‘The nation has advanced another stage; 
it has reached the point where intervention by the Gov- 
ernment for slavery and slave States will no longer be 
tolerated.” 

What is that stage to which the Union has ad- 
vanced? Itis this: at the time of the formation of 
the Government there were twelve slave States 
and but one free State, and we retained the major- 
ity until within a few years past; now there are 
seventeen free States, and only fifteen slave, so 
the balance of power has passed from the slave 
to the free States. In this condition of things, we 
are informed that the frec States are organizing to 
seize the Government as the representative of 
their system of labor, and it is to be used by them 
as the instrument for the destruction of our sys- 
tem, and while in their possession, will no longer 
be allowed to intervene for the protection of sla- 
very or the slave States. Our property is to be 
left exposed to the invasion of the robber and the 
lawless; and even if the slave shall rebel against 
his master, we are not to expect any support 
from the Government. I have always understood 


| that the object and purpose of government was 


protection of property, and when the protection 
of property ceascd, the citizen was released from 
his allegiance to that government, and with this 
recognition of the duties of government, we of 


the slave States would now be satisfied; but we | 


are told that we shall not have protection, and 
that we shall still obscrve allegiance. This will 
convert the Government into a despotism of the 
most detestable character, and will cause us to 
resist. 

But again, we are informed that the State itself 
shall not be protected in its sovereignty. Now, 
Mr. Clerk, this Government is the Government 
of the slave States as much so as that of the frec. 
It was made by a compact between the slave and 
free States, and I must ask gentlemen of the oppo- 
sition whatright they have to seize it to our exclu- 
sion, and whether the act will not be a revolution 
and constitute those engaged in it rebels. This 
announcement is a declaration to the nations of 
the whole earth that they may invade us in our 


sovereignty and our property. with impunity. 
John Brown, and a thousand other John Browns, 
may invade us and the Government will remain 
neutral—there will be no Army, no Navy, sent to 
resist any invasion; but we are to be left to the 
tender mercies of our enemics . Yet we are told 
we have no right to complain; that we have no 
right to suppose we will not be protected in our 
property, and should submit peaceably to the Gov- 
ernment passing into the.hands of the Black: Re- 
publicans. We may do it, but Ido not believe 
we will. Ought we not, then, in frankness to tell 
our northern compatriots that if we are not to be 
protected in the Union, we will protect ourselves 
out of it, even at the hazard of deluging this vast 
country in a sea of blood? Sewarp says: 

* Free labor has at last apprehended its rights, its in terest, 
its power, and its destiny, and is organizing itself to assume 
the Government of the Republic.” 

So we are informed there is a conflict between 
the system of labor in the free and slave States, 
and free labor is organizing to take possession of 
the Government, and when this event happens, 
you inform us we shall neither be protected in our 
civil or political rights. You even go so far in 
your meanness as to tell us you intend, by the 
power of the Government, to force us to submit 
to your tyranny, despotism, oppression, robber- 
ies, and wrongs. Thatis the announcement you 
make tous. If you want this Government, and 
wish to get rid of us, say so, and I will take you 
by the hand on that [a pplause in the galleries] 
and bid you a joyful adieu, and will promise to 
let you alone, but you must letusalone. We have 
always let you alone in the Union, and you must 
let us alone; in other words, while we are together 
letus stand by the contract of our forefathers— 
men a great deal better, perhaps, than those occu- 
pying seats on either side of hi House. 

Again, Sewarp says: 

« We will henceforth meet you boldly and resolutely here 
on the floor of the Senate, in the Territories or out of them, 
wherever you may go to extend slavery. It has driven you 
back in California and in Kansas; it will invade you soon 
in Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Missouri, and Texas.” 

Ah! “it will invade you soon in Maryland 
and Virginia.” And, as foretold, Virginia has 
been invaded; invaded with pikes, with lances, 
with rifles; yes, with Sharpe’s rifles: “Your mur- 
derers have already come within the limits of our 
States, as announced by the traitor Spwarp, in 
the speech from which Í have taken this extract. 
Did he know of Brown’s intention to make this 
invasion at the time the speech was made, and 
was it Brown’s invasion to which he had refer- 
ence? Forbes says so; certain it is, the invasion 
was then concocted. We have been invaded, and 
the facts of it show Sewarp to be a traitor and 
deserving thegallows. [Applausein the galleries: | 
Brown had organized his invasion atthe time, an 
the constitution had been formed when the speech 
was made. Forbes was in the city of Washing- 
ton then, and says he had a ‘conversation with 
Srwarp in regard to tae invasion. This testi- 
mony is sustained by that of Cook. Sewarp him- 
self admits a conversation with Forbes about that 
time, and that he wanted money for an object 
which he refuses to disclose. Itis due to justice 
that I should state that Sewanp denies that forbes 
communicated to him the fact of the intended in- 
vasion; but, in my judgment, the weight of evi- 
dence is against him and in favor of Forbes. 1 
believe Forbes. The word invasion has its own 
meaning. Brown had organized an invasion of 
Virginia, and Sewarp said Virginia would soon 
be invaded. He cannot escape complicity in the 
affair 

Are these facis not startling, and should they 
not awaken apprehension in the mind of south- 
ern people ? Is it not time we were arming for our 
defense? We are arming, and who will condemn 
us? 

Sewarp said ‘ the invasion will be not merely 
harmless but beneficent, if we yield reasonably to 
its moderate and just demands.’’? What invasion 
does he refer to, unless it is Brown’s invasion? 
This language is exactly the same used by John 
Brown, who said, if Virginia had allowed him 
to take her negroes off peaceably, and without 
making any fuss about it, he would not have killed 
anybody. [Laughter.] Brown said he did hot 
mean to'kill anybody. Sewan said the invasion 
would be harmless and beneficent to us, if we 
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ielded to their just and moderate demands. - But 
dif we.did ‘not yield, what then? Why, Brown 
said he would kill our people, and butcher our 
women'and children. Sewarp said: 
°“se-Whether that consummation ‘shall be-allowed to take 
effect. with needful and wise precautions against sudden 


change. and. disaster, or be hurried on by violence, is all 
that remains for you [the people of the South] to decide.” 


“This isthe very Ianguage of John Brown. 
Whether we will allow it to be done quietly or 
‘not, is the only question we are allowed to decide. 
We are allowed. to decide, but however we de- 
-cide makes no difference; the thing is to be done, 
at ‘all hazards. Virginia has dceided, and has 
‘hung the traitor Brown, and will hang the traitor 
Sewan, if he is found in her borders.  [Laugh- 
ter.] ‘Virginia has refused to yield, and you have 
attempted toforceher. She met violence with vio- 
lence—has hung your ‘leader, Brown—has stood 
upon your borders with her armed men and defied 
you, but your clansmen appcaged ‘not to rescue 
‘the traitor. 

Mr. KILGORE. There was no disposition 
upon the-part of anybody at the North to do it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I judge men by 
their-acts and not by their declarations, as I judge 
‘you by this Helper book. 

Mr KILGORE. I desire to call the attention 
‘of the gentleman ‘to the first author of this doc- 
trine of an ‘irrepressible conflict.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I cannot yield 
for that purpose now. 

Mr. KILGORE. I merely want to read a 
short extract—an editorial from a leading south- 
ern paper. ; 

‘Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The gentleman 
“will allow me to say that I am after Spwarp, and 
if that gentleman has any other irrepressible-con- 
flict man whom he wishes castigated, he can bring 
him forward hereafter. Swarp is as much as | 
‘can manage at a time. 

If there, were no undiscovered person in this 
affair, why did Brown so impressively urge his 
known confederates not to betray their friends— 
and who are those friends not to be betrayed? 
‘The testimony, to my mind, shows Sewanp to 
be one. 

Mr. Clerk, we are arming, but not against the 
Government; we are arming to put down rebel- 
lion against the Government; we are for the Gov- 
ernment. The Black Republicans showed their 
organized rebellion when they presented Frémont 
as a sectional candidate for the Presidency, as a 
representative of their system of free labor in oppo- 
sition to our system of slave labor; between which, 
they say, exists an irrepressible conflict. In that 
act you undertook to seize the Government for 
yourselves, in violation of the letter and spirit of 
the Constitution. Against that rebellion we in- 
tend to act; we mean to put it down even if we 
have to do it with the bayonet. And I call upon 
the American party to come forward and aid us 
in putting down this rebellion, I call upon the 
anti-Lecomptonites to come forward and aid us 
in putting down this rebellion. I call upon men 
of all parties, of all names, from whatever section 
of the country they come, to rally under the stand- 
ard ofthe Constitution, under the old flag of our 
fathers—under the stars and stripes of our coun- 
try—to aid in striking down rebellion that has 
grown up in our midst; some of the fruits of which 
we have already tasted. Understand, we donot 
mean to go out of the Union to whip you; we 
mean to whip you in the Union; we mean to crush 
out your rebellion in our midst, by the aid of pa 
triotic men North, South, East, and West. That 
is what we intend. Do not call us disunionists, 
at all; that is not our policy. We know what 

ou are after; you are money-loving people. 
[Laughter.] You think we will withdraw, and 
leave you in possession of this fine house. [Loud 
laughter.] We do not mean to do it. You think 
we will leave you the money now in the Treasury; 
you think you will get the Navy without cost, 
and the Army. with arms in their hands. You 
are mistaken. We will use the Navy to put down 
your rebellion against the Government; we will 
use the Army to put it-down; and we will hang 
the last one of ‘you, unless you return to your 
duty. Thatis what we mean todo. [Roarsof 
laughter.] ‘The. gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
NeLsox} asks whether we intend to oppose the 


‘off of us. 


inauguration of a Black Republican Speaker of 
this House? We will not, if they keep their hands 
But we hope to defeat such a dire ca- 
lamity by the election of'a national-man, by the 


aid of the votes-of his party; and we expect, by 


the same aid, to'avert the still greater calamity, 
in 1860—the election of Witnram H. SEWARD. 
Mr. Clerk, for our denunciation of the Helper 
book, and those who recommend its treasonable 
doctrines, we are said to'be unnecessarily sensi- 
tive. What! isit expectéd we will remain silent, 
-while we sec a:treasonable organization for our 
destruction. It advises insurrection. ‘It advises 
the non-slaveholding white men of the South to 
unite with the negro to commit murder; to kill 
their neighbors; slaughter women and children; 
declares that the white man South is unworthy 
of political, religious, or social association; and 
yet gentlemen think we should be silent, and these 
very.men say we have no cause for excitement, 
Gentlemen on the other side of this House would 
have us regard-them as men of ‘straw until they 
have silently and surely trammeled us beyond 
escape. Sir, we shall listen no longer to their 
syren song of peace; we will judge them by their 
actions; and we are putting ourselves in readiness 
for the worst. The Black Républican party have 
from eight to ten million people in its ranks— 
fighting people—whose ancestors fought well in 
the war of the Revolution and in the war with 
Mexico. Wewillnot regard them with contempt; 
but prepare to settle the great issues involved in 
our controversy with them by the arbitrament of 


| the sword. 


Sir, three or four of the gentlemen who certi- 
fied the hook say they had not read ‘it, and did 
not understand its contents; the other sixty re- 
main sullen and silent. None have disavowed its 
recommendation. So far as anything has been 
said in exculpation, it is a mere denial of knowl- 
edge of the contents. Gentlemen must remember 
that by the rules of the criminal law the culprit 
is not allowed to testify in'his own behalf. If it 
were not so, the greatest criminal would escape 
punishment. By your silence you indorse the 
murderous and revolutionary doctrines uttered by 
Helper, and the still more treasonable doctrines 
contained in the speech of Wiitram H. SEWARD 
from which I have been extracting. And I charge 
to-day, in the face of the nation, that the book 
and speech were put forward at the very time 
they were to prepare the mind of the non-slave- 
holding white man South for the then organized 
invasion of Virginia by John Brown. 

A Memser suggested something about taking 
the testimony of members, under oath, in regard 
to the Helper book. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Oh, I have so 
often had occasion to put men on their oaths, and 
have heard them testify falsely so often that 1 do 
not like to run the risk of inducing men to com- 
mit perjury. I have, therefore, no disposition to 
put them upon their oaths. 

Mr. Clerk, this book, this speech, admonish 
the South of her doom. F will not detain the 
House by referring to the ten thousand accumu- 
lative evidences of the intention of the Black Re- 
publican party. Sgwar» is a representative man, 
and is the personation of the purposes of the party. 
The object is the emancipation of the slaves. Sir, 
I shalt not detain you with a presentation of the 
devastation which must follow it—the midnight 
burning, the cruel tortures, atrocities not to be 
named by civilized lips, or heard by civilized ears. 
I will not call up, before the imagination of mem- 
bers, the South in her dissolution, lying, like a 
mighty Leviathan, bleeding at every pore. I will 
only briefly consider its effects upon the general 
prosperity of the people of this country and the 
world. Emancipate our slaves, and you extin- 
guish property now valued at about four billion 
dollars, the great productive wealth of the world. 
The labor being destroyed, our land in the South 
now worth at least $5,000,000,000, is rendered 
unproductive and idle during this generation, and 
for generations to come. It is this capital which 
lies at the foundation of our present national and 
individual prosperity. By it, from four to five 
hundred million dollars annually added to the 
aggregate wealth of the nation. From it ema- 
nates our national prosperity, and it is that which 
gives individual prosperity. Destroy it, and you 


produce national bankruptcy, and, of conse- 
quence, individual bankruptcy. Destroy it, and 
you ‘bring famine upon the land—laboring men 
will want employment, and be without the means 
or procuring support for themselves and fami- 
ies. 

Now, sir, in view of these calamities, national 
and individual, shall this Black Republican war 
upon all'the interest of mankind be allowed to go 
on, or will the nation come to-the aid of the na- 
tional Democracy in putting down that party? 
The storm cloud of anarchy and blood and car- 


‘nage and desolation has gathered darkly over our 


country. Its thundersand itslightnings come to- 
gether, telling us of its close proximity, Come 
Americans, come conservatives, come patriots, let 
us stand together and bare our bosoms to its ven- 
geance, and live with, or die for, our country, its 
freedom, and its laws. 

Gentlemen ofthe Republican party, I warn you. 
Present your sectional candidate for 1860; elect 
him as the representative of your system of labor; 
take possession of the Government as the instru- 
ment of your power in this conflict of “ irre- 
pressible conflict,” and we of the South will tear 
this Constitution in pieces, and look to our guns 
forjustice and right against aggression and wrong. 
Decide, then, the destinies of this great country. 
Weare prepared for the decision 


UNION, PATRIOTISM, AND PEACE. 


SPEECH OF HON. E. JOY MORRIS, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 8, 1859, . 
(REVISED BY NIMSELF.*] 
On the election of Speaker, and in defense of the North, 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, said: 
Mr. Cirrx: Occupying, as I do, a perfectly 


independent political position, I am at liberty, free 


from any particular party bias, to vote in the elec- 
tior. of Speaker, and on all questions which shall 
come before the House, when it shall have been 
duly organized, according to my sense of duty to 
the country and my constituents. In sucha posi- 
tion, I do not sympathize with extreme men and 
measures, on either hand, and shall, as far as pos- 
sible, avoid any countenance of, or participation 
in, the discussion of topics of an exclusively sec- 
tional character, introduced merely to stimulate 
party passions, and inflame local prejudices. 

As a Representative, Mr. Clerk, of an emi- 
nently conservative constituency, I am surprised 
to see the deeply exciting question of slavery, the 
agitation of which has been so constantly depre- 
cated as inflaming the public mind and disturbing 
the peace of the country, prematurely introduce 
here by gentlemen representing slaveholding con- 
stituencies. Sir, I am opposed to all unnecessary 
agitation on the subject. Jam willing to meet it 
only when it comes before us in the ordinary 
action of a legislative body. But I protest against 
its being thrust upon us now, before the House 
is organized, and to the obstruction of public 
business, and in order to confuse the election of 
Speaker. 

There are many tests, Mr. Clerk, of the fidelity 
of men to the Constitution of the United States, 
and to the union and harmony of the country. 
Crises in our political history from time to time 
occur which put men’s principles to a stern proof, 
when loyalty to the party and devotion to the coun- 
try come in conflict; when the voice of patriotism 
or faction must be heeded; when the popular will 
or that of the Executive must be observed. In 
such a crisis stood my honorable fricnd from Ohio 
(Mr. SHerman] in the last Congress, during the 
memorable struggle on the admission of Kansas 
under the Lecompton constitution. Upon our 
action at that time depended not only the tranquil- 
lity of the particular district of country about 
which we were legislating, but the peace of the 
whole nation. 

Under previous legislation the people of Kansas 
were allowed to determine for themselves whether 
they would come into the Union as a free or slave 


* For the original report, see page 69 Cong. Globe. 


1859. ] 
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State. While engaged in the solution of that im- 
portant question, every actof fraud, violence, and 
ruffianism perpetrated against them, to prevent 
the free expression of opinion, was countenanced 
by this wicked Administration,and a constitution 
was brought into this House which was not the 
act of the people of Kansas. It was fraudulent 
from beginning to end; one which would not bear 
the test of investigation. When the House raised 
a committee for the purpose of investigating the. 
frauds with which it was tainted, the Speaker— 
for whom I entertainpersonally the most profound 
respect—violated the first principles of parliament- 
ary law, and appointed. a majority on the com- 
mittee opposed to the very object for which the 
House had created it, and thus defeated the cx- 
posure of the iniquitous proceedings by which the 
legal voice of the people of Kansas had been coun- 
terfeited. 

Here we sat, sir, for months, debating whether 
the mandate of an arbitrary Exccutive should be 
obeyed, and that fraudulent constitution be forced 
on Kansas by the FederalGovernment. Weknew 
that ifit were, it would lead to a bloody civil war— 
a war that might overspread the limits of Kansas, 
and embrace the wholenationin its flames. Where 
stood my honorable friend from Ohio, [Mr. Ser- 
maw?] With his back firmly set against this des- 
poticAdministration, nobly maintaining the cause 
of law and order, and the rights of the people, 
yielding not an inch during all that glorious strug- 
gle of popular privilege against Executive usurp- 
ation; from first to last, true as steel tg truth and 
justice, foremost among the most able thampions 
ofthe people. For his gallant conduct during all 
that contest, he shall have my vote, as long as 
there is a possibility of clecting him Speaker of 
this House. 

I know, sir, that there is not in this House a 
member more obnoxious, politically, to the Ad- 
ministration, than the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Suerman,] and whose election as Speaker is more 

‘justly dreaded by it. To him the country is in- 
debted for the investigation in the last Congress 
‘which brought to light the abuses and corruptions 
of the naval department, and which led to re- 
formatory legislation, by which the Treasury will 
be in future guarded againstsimilar practices. If 
further investigation is necessary into the conduct 
of the Administration—and if rumor and general 
suspicion are to be relied on it is absolutely neces- 
sary—the Administration has just reason to fear 
from the well Known firmness and integrity. of 
character of my friend [Mr. Suerman} that he 
will so appoint the requisite committees, as to pro~ 
cure a thorough and unsparing scrutiny into all 
the malpractices of the Government. The fact 
that his resoluteness of purpose and fearless energy 
in the exposure of corruption, has provoked the 
fierce and malignant hate of the ruling dynasty 
and its servile minions, should commend him to 
the support of all who wish to see the purity of the 
Government vindicated, and venality and political 
profligacy chastised with the scorpion lash of 
public indignation. 

My constituents, Mr. Clerk, have too great in- 
terests at stake in the organization of this House to 
pernit me to hesitate as to my choice of Speaker. 

will vote for no candidate for that office who is 
not a true and proved friend of the cause of pro- 
tection. I know Mr. Surrman to be such, and I 
know that he will so organize the Committee of 
Ways and Means as to give that question a fair 
hearing, when a preposition for a revision of the 
tariff shall come before it. We havea right to ex- 
peet that the business wants of the country shall 

e taken into consideration; that remedial meas- 
ures shall be applied to existing evils, and that the 
voice of the great productive masses shall at least 
be heard and respected in the committce specially 
charged with the protection of their interests. The 
election of my friend from Ohio will be the surest 
guarantee of the realization of such a hope. 

But, sir, apart from all this, I know the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] to be a man of 
just and equable temper, of a fair and honorable 
nature, and incapable of perverting parliamentar 
law into an instrument of partisan despotism. If 
I knew him to be otherwise, or if I had the slight- 
est doubt on the subject, I would not give him my 
vote at any time; as I will never aid in placing in 
that chair, Mr. Clerk, any man who will not ad- 


N 
minister the rules of the House with equal, and 
exact justice to all parties, 

But, Mr. Clerk, we are told that Mr. SHERMAN 
is-one of those who signed the recommendation 
in favor of Helper s book. Very well, sir; I did 
not sign it, and I claim no particular credit for not 
doing so. I have read but little of the book. So 
far as I do know anything about it, I understand 
that itis a work written by a native of a southern 
State; a book peculiarly and almost exclusivel 
addressed to southern men, reciting the experi- 
ences of a southern man, and drawing a compar- 
ison between the productiveness and the utility of 
free and slave labor. The book, sir, must fall or 
stand upon its own merits. And what is done 
here? Why, gentleman magnify this book into 
a tremendous engine of mischief. They proclaim 
that this book and all who indorse it are capable 
of producing infinite mischief to the peace of this 
country, They proclaim that all who indorse it 
indorse treason. Has not my honorable friend 
said that, in so far as that book expresses anything 
contrary to the Constitution of the United States, 
so far he condemns it. Could any declaration he 
more unreserved, more candid, and, I may add, 
more acceptable, if gentlemen are willing to.be- 
lieve in the veracity of their peers upon this floor? 
What have we to do with Mr. Helper’s book more 
than with any other book? Are we to sit here, as 
a college of Jesuit censors, to expurgate the liter- 
ature of the country? Are we to convert ourselves 
from a congressional and legislative body into a 
literary tribunal, and pass in review the merits of 
every incendiary publication which may be thrown 
out in the country, and hold gentlemen responsi- 
ble for the sentiments of that publication in so far 
as they have read and indorsed it, directly or in- 
directly? Why, sir, this is a most cxtraordinary 
proceeding. It lifts Mr. Helper into a conse- 
quence he never dreamed of attaining. It makes 
him an enemy of the South more formidable than 
he ever aimed to be, if, indeed, he aims to be an 
enemy of the South at all. It makes him an in- 
strument of mischief far beyond his capacity, and 
far beyond the imagination of his most partial 
admirers. This book, so full of mischief, which 
has been occupying the attention of Congress now 
nearly for an entire week, you have asked the 
whole people of the United States to read and 
ponder upon. You have been dwelling and dwell- 
ing upon its inflammatory text, so that if it ever 
had any mischief in it, you have increased the 
power of that mischief to an incalculable extent. 

And, sir, what has been done upon this floor is 
in perfect consonance with the action ofghe Dem- 
ocratic party. Who repealed the Miss@ari com- 
promise? Who broke the bonds of peace which 
had been signed thirty ycars before by the wise 
men of the North and of the South? The Dem- 
ocratic party. Who framed the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill? The Democratic. party. Who refused to 
carry out the provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill? Who deluded ‘the people of Kansas into the 
idea that they were to have afree expression of 
their will on their organic form of government, 
and then denicd it them? The Democratic party. 
Who brings the question of slavery first into this 
Hal? The Democratic party. Who delays the 
organization of this Houseby factiousexpedicnts, 
and keeps the country in a state of dangerous ex- 
citement by the violent discussion of the slavery 
quesgon, when it is totally uncalled for? The 
Representatives of the Democratic party. For 
all the sectional bittqrness now frevailing, and 
which grows out of the slavery’ agitation, the 
Democratic party is responsible. By that it lives, 
and by that it will perish. 

‘Notwithstanding these facts, we are daily told 
that the North is the disturber of the peace of the 
country; that itis implicated in acts of conspir- 
acy and outrage against the people of the southern 
States; and that it is responsible for the acts of 
John Brown, and the sentiments of a few radical 
and fanatical orators. I am no apologist for the 
North. The North needs no apology, and has 
none to give. It is loyal to the Constitution; it 
is loyal to the Union; and they who seek to mis- 
guide and impress the people of the South with 


| the idea that the people of the North, as a body, 


are hostile to them, do it for the purpose of fac- 
tious mischief—a mischief that will have a wider 
range, and he attended by far more pernicious 


consequences, than they, in their. short-sighted, 
folly, imagine. ; 

Mr. Clerk, God forbid:that-I, as the Represent- 
ative of a conservative constituency, should have 
any part in embroiling different sections of. the 
country, or in. misrepresenting one section of.the 
country to the other, for. mere political. purposes 
and partisan aims. - It is impossible for. the peo- 
ple of the North and of the South to live together. 
in amity and concord so long as the. actions.of 
individuals, or the actions of small bodies, are 
taken as indices of.dominant sentiment in those 
sections. Sir, the constituency Tin part represent 
is an eminently loyal one. It has no sympathy 
with John Brown, or for those: who ‘incited hin; 
directly or indircctly, to his mad crusade in Vir- 
ginia. The people of the city of Philadelphia, 
where the Hall of Independence still remains, 
cherish deeply the feelings and motives that led 
our ancestors to the Declaration of Independence, 
and the Union which sprang from it. They are 
animated by the sacred associations of that- Hall, 
and they know that that Union can exist only so 
long as North and South and all sections respect 
their respective reserved rights. We of the North 
insist that we are not to be made a particeps crim- 
inis in these transactions. We insist that itis a 
false and unwarranted charge. Yes, sir; itis a 
libel, it is unjust, and it is a calumny, to hold the 
whole body of the northern people responsible for 
the acts of the leader of a band of madmen. Was 
the whole South, Mr. Clerk, held responsible 
when the Legislature of South Carolina passed 
an ordinance deliberately nullifying the laws of 
the United States? Did we identify the whole 
South with the people of South Carolina, or with 
the nullifying party in South Carolina, which 
was in favor of armed resistance to the laws of the 
United States? No, sir; we heard from the loyal 
States of North Carolina, Tennessee, and others, 
indignant protestations against the South being 
incriminated in the action of South Carolina. 

When the President of the United States, a . 
native of Tennessce, issued his celebrated proc- 
lamation against the nullifying resolutions of 
South Carolina, he met with a response, not from 
the North alone, but from the East and West, 
andali the loyalmen ofthe South. And the seces- 
sion recommendations of the Nashville convèn- 
tion of 1850 fell powerless. upon the hearts of the 
loyal people of the South. We never believed 
that the whole people of the South were ripe for 
these sectional schemes of aggrandizement and 
separation of the Union. Nor do I believe that 
any considerable portion of them now, through 
the agency of secret societies, can be welded. to- 
gether to form a deliberate plan for the establish- 
ment of a southern slaveholding confederacy , and 
a dissolution of the Union for that purpose. You 
might as well expect the people of. the North to 
identify the whole people of. the. South with. the 
reopening of the slave trade, You might as well 
expect us to believe that everybody there is in 
favor of the revival of that accursed. traffic, be- 
cause certain leading public men and presses ad- 
vocate it. On the contrary, we know that one, 
at least, of the members of the present Cabinet, 
and that some of the chicf statesmen of the South 
are arrayed against it, and we know that all truly. 
humane and Christian men there abhor this in- 
famous scheme. We have no. fears. upon that 
subject. 

Then why, gentlemen of the South, why, when 
we refuse to involve you in these general charges 
and odious suspicions as an entire people, do you 
persist in this war of crimination and misrepre- 
sentation against the North, when you cannot 
really believe in your hearts that the whole peo- 
ple of that part of the country entertain uncon- 
stitutional designs against the South? No, sir; 
for one Iam for the Union; Iam for peace; I am 
for law; and never until the last moment shall I 
despair of making this glorious Union, and the 
Constitution dependent upon it, perpetual. I 
hope we may be able to live together like a band 
of Erothers; but, sir, we never can, so long as 
gentlemen come into this Hall and insist upon a 
course of misrepresentation, and upon involving 
innocent people in the acts of a criminal few. 

In the name of my constituents of Philadelphia, 
at least, and of the patriot State of Pennsylvania, 
I protest against the assaults upon our chatactot 
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Organization of the House—Mr. Moore. 


asa law-observing and constitutionally loyal peo- 

gee: There is not a city or State that 1s more 
ready to resist aggression in every shape and 
form in which it may be made against the people 
of any portion of the Union. We will defend the 
constitutional rights of others, with the same zeal 
that we assert and maintain our own. 

We ans ror THE UNION AND CONSTITUTION IN 
THEIR FULL SUPREMACY, AND AGAINST ALL WHO 
WOULD IMPAIR THE EXISTENCE OF THE ONE OR 
OBSTRUCT THE OPERATION OF THE OTHER. 


, 


ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 


, SPEECH OF HON. S. MOORE, 
OF ALABAMA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, ` 
December 8, 1859. 


[REVISED BY HIMSELF.*] 


The House having under consideration the resolution 
introduced by Mr. CLARK, of Missouri— 


Mr. MOORE, of Alabama, said: 

Mr. Cierx: I should not have felt called upon 
to prolong this discussion, had not certain remarks 
made by the honorable gentleman who last ad- 
dressed the House, and also by the honorable 
member from Tennessce, [Mr. NeLson,] on yes- 
terday, demanded some reply. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mor- 
ris] says it is unfair to charge against the whole 
North complicity with, or cven sympathy for, 
John Brown and his cause. [have heard no such 
charge made, and I should be sorry to hear it 
made. Ibelieve there are men at the North as 
true to the Constitution as any in the South. I 
know there are Representatives of northern con- 
stituencies on this floor, who are as far from én- 
couraging any attack upon tho rights of the South 
as the men of old who stood shoulder to shoulder 
with our fathers upon many a battle-ficld. We 
make no such indiscriminate charge upon the peo- 
ple of the North; but when gentlemen endeavor to 
persuade us that there are no sympathizers with 
that old felon, or only a few, in that quarter, they 
do but anal to practice most shamefully upon 
our supposed credulity. We are advised that in 
most of the towns and cities of the North, demon- 
strations of sympaty were exhibited; and news- 

apers come to us draped in mourning for his 

eath. The editor of the leading organ of the Re- 
publican party (Mr. Greeley) culogized him, and 
said that his name would be handed down to after 
times as that of a glorious martyr. 

When gentlemen tell us of the conservative 
spirit of the northern people, and of their loyalty 
to the Constitution, with a view to quict our ap- 
prehensions, we point them to the startling fact, 

A here disclosed, that sixty-cight members of the 
American Congress, including one of the candi- 
dates for the Speakership, have signed and ree- 
ommended for circulation this vile, incendiary 
publication of Helper, intended to excite our slaves 
to insurrection, and the non-slaveholders to wage 
war against the slavcholders of the South; and to 
the significant circumstance, that three only, ofall 
that number, have as yet, though called upon, 
disavowed and repudiated the sentiments and rec- 
ommendations of that book. We point them, 
too, to the additional fact, that from all the New 
England States there is not a single Representa- 
tive who is not a member of the Republican party; 
and, besides, that over one hundred and thirteen 
members of the present Congress belong to that 
political agsociation, organized, as it is, upon 
grounds sectional in their character, unconstitu- 
tional, and offensive to us beyond all endurance. 

What are the aims: and objects of that organi- 
zation? They are,in my conception, first to seize 
the reins of Government, and then, by indirect, 
if not direct means, to destroy the institution of 
African slavery—a destruction which would in- 
volve the South ina loss of property exceeding in 
value two thousand million dollars; to be followed, 
perhaps, by all the horrors ofanother St. Domingo 
or Southampton insurrection. ‘The honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. Suerman] and others of 
his party have told us they were not in favor of 


any direct interference by free-State men with the | 


institution of slavery in the States. So said the 


* For the original report, see page 71 Cong. Globe. 


honorable gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. KEL- 
LoGG,} one of the three. signers who disavowed 
the sentiments contained in the Helper book—one 
of the least Black or the least Brown of his party. 
Yet, what more did he tellus? Why, that, should 
the Republican party get the control of this Gov- 
ernment, their intention was to abolish slavery in 
all the Territories of the Union, and that he enter- 
tained the opinion that it would be constitutional 
for Congress to pass such a law, notwithstanding 
the decision of the Supreme Court to the contrary. 
Dees that indicate a spirit of conservatism and 
a disposition to let alone the institutions of the 
South? 

I know that the Republican party is composed 
of men of various shades of opinion; that it em- 
braces, with Abolitionists of the deepest dye, oth- 
ers less openly and violently hostile to our rights. 
Yet T know that hatred for slavery and slavehold- 
ers animates the whole party. This is the com- 
mon bond which holds it together. This it is 
which has caused its members, no matter to what 
political party ey formerly belonged, tolayaside, 
for a time, their differences of opinion respecting 
all other questions, and unite under a common 
flag. Even the few men at the North who are 
now conservative and true to the Constitution, 
will soon, 1 fear, be compelled to bend before the 
storm of fanaticism which has there been raised, 
or be driven into retirement, as Daniel Webster 
was when the doors of Fancuil Hall were closed 
against him because he sanctioned the fugitive 
slave law; and as Mr. Fillmore has been, who, 
for his approval of that law and his national ad- 
ministration of the Government, has been politi- 
cally ostracised at the North—not having received 
a single electoral vote, at the last presidential elec- 
tion, in any of the free States. The whole course 
of that party, from the beginning, of its leaders 
and its presses, shows that no reliance can be 
placed upon its justice, its magnanimity, or its 
professions of moderation. My firm conviction 
Is, that they intend never to cease their encroach- 
ments upon our rights, so long a$ they indulge 
the faintest hope that slavery can be abolished. 

‘Po accomplish this fell purpose, they have con- 
jured up the spirits of discord and hate through- 
out the North, and endeavored to make them sub- 
servient to theirwill. Slavery will still continue, 
however, despite their malignant assaults; but 
whether the Union can survive, remains to be 
seen. 

But, Mr. Clerk, the principal object that I had 
in rising, was to allude to what was said on yes- 
terday, ly the honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
sec, [Mfr Nexson,] with regard to those whom 
he classed as fire-caters or disunionists. I do 
not profess to belong to any such class, nor do I 
know of but few, in the South, who desire dis- 
union for itself. I come from a State, sir, which 


is, and has at all times been, loyal to the Union, | 
but which will be as prompt to take ground for { 


its disruption, in case the rights guaranticd to her 
citizens, under the Constitution, are deliberately 
and flagrantly infringed, as any member of this 
Confederacy. If concurring and fully sympa- 
thizing with her inthis sentiment, makes one a 
disunionist, then I ay one. I deny,sir, emphat- 
ically, for myself, and feel authorized to do so for 
the great mass of the feople of Alabama, that we 
desire to see this Uniok dissolved, provided our 
rights under the Constifation are respected¢ 

But, sir, we have grown tired of this strife— 
this endless cdhtroversy. if the northern people 
value the Union and desire its preservation, let 
them manifest it by discountenancing those who 
would disturb our tranquillity, take and withhold 
from us our slave property, and who openly deny 
to us that equality of rights and privileges, to 
which we are so clearly entitled under the Fed- 
eral Constitution. 

The gentleman from Tennessee undertakes to 
rebuke the spirit of ultraism, which he says is 
manifesting itself here, as well with the Repre- 
sentatives of the South as of the North. He says 
there are extremists in both sections, and claims 
himself to belong to neither class. Should it not 
have occurred to that gentleman that he did great 
injustice to southern men who may, either here or 
elsewhere, have exhibited what he regarded an 
excess of zeal for their own assaulted rights, when 
he characterized them as belonging to the same 


class with those at the North, who have waged a 
long-continued and relentless crusade against our 
institutions, and proclaimed the most treasonable 
sentiments against this Government? . Among 
those whom he named was the eloquent, the gal- 
lant Mr. Yancey, of my own State, and that most 
devoted champion of the South, who now sleeps 
in his grave, the lamented Calhoun. These, and 
all others, who have expressed a willingness, un- 
der any circumstances, to dissolve the Union, he 
seems to think deserved to be classed with Gid- 
dings and Greeley, Seward ‘and Burlingame. 
What southern man, let me ask, ever gave utter- 
ance to sentiments approaching in indecency, vio- 
lence, and blasphemy, those which that gentleman 
quoted from Mr. Anson BURLINGAME ? 

“The times demand, and we mnst have, an anti-slavery 
Constitution, an anti-slavery Bible, and anti-slavery God.” 

Or those not less abominable of Witiiam H. 
Sewarp: 


“There is a higher law than the Constitution which 
regulates our authority over the domain. Slavery must be 
abolished, and we must do it.” 


Not to mention those, still more treasonable and 
abhorrent, which the gentleman quoted, but which 
I will not now repeat, from Giddings and Greeley, 

I cannot but think, Mr. Clerk, that it comes 
unkindly from any Représentative of the South, 
to class with such Abolitionists a man like Mr. 
Calhoun, who abandoned all hope of promotion 
to the highest office of the Republic, and devoted 
himself, with unparalleled zeal and heroism, to 
the defensg of the constitutional nights of his own 
section—though in so decided a minority—and to 
endeavor to arrest that tide of fanaticism which 
he said and believed, and which all of us are now 
convinced, must inevitably result, if not checked, 
in disunion. It seems to me, with all respect to 
that honorable gentleman, that his censures of 
Mr, Calhoun and of other southern men were as 
ill-timed as was his laudation of this glorious 
Union. 

There was a time in our history—alas! that it 
is no longer so—when we also from the South, 
might have repeated its praises with joy and pride, 
and could have tistendd with thrilling hearts to 
the eloquent rematks of the honorable gentleman, 
when he spoke of thejgrandeur and glories of the 
Union. Butnow, atthis momentous and critical 
conjuncture, when our institutions are so fiercely 
threatened; when a powerful party is organized 
for their overthrow; it is, in my poor judgment, 
out of place for southern men to®%lorify, or make 
unconditional pledges to maintain, the Union of 
these States. If the gentleman had been content 
to hurl his censures at those only who were dis- 
regarding the oLligations imposed upon them by 
the Constitution, and who were engaged in schemes 
that must lead to disunion by the continued vio- 
lations of its provisions, he would have done well; 
then I would gladly have applauded his efforts to 
avert so great a calamity. To perpetuate the 


| Union, under the Constitution, there are no per- 


sonal sacrifices I would not freely make; butif 
any sacrifices or compromises of the constitutional 
rights of my section are to be made forits pres- 
ervation, then I, for one, will never make them, 
lct the consequences be disunion or what they 
may. 

I was astonished to hear that gentleman’s dec- 
laration that the election to the Presidency of WiL- 
LIAM H. Sewarp, or Chase, or any other Black 
Republican candidate, entertaining like opinions 
with them, would not be a sufficient cause fora 
dissolution ef the Union. He said he would wait 
for some overt act. I should consider the election 
of such a candidate, by a northern sectional ma- 
jority, as a declaration of war against our rights; 
and I rejoice in the belief that those whom I rep- 
resent, and the gallant State to which I owe my 
first and highest allegiance, will not hesitate in 
such contingency, let the consequences be what 
they may, to fall back on their reserved rights, 
and declare to the world, ‘“ As for this Union, we 
have no longer any lot or part in it.” 

Why, sir, if there was no fanaticism, no hostile 
feeling for us and our institutions at the North; 
if the same fraternal feeling for us prevailed 
there as in the better days of the Republic, the 
southern people would never consent to be ruled 
and governed by those in whose election they had 
novoice. They could never submit to have taxes 
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imposed and appropriations made by you of the 
North, at your mere discretion. They know, 
that wherever power is lodged, whether in a sin- 
gle ruler, or in a dominant, irresponsible, sectional 
majority, with no other restraint than the mere 
discretion of its possessor, (for to those who pro- 
claim a higher law the Constitution is no check,) 
there will be an absolute despotism. To surren- 
der this right of taxation, even to States and people 
the most friendly, would be to resign the dearest 
right offreemen. The experience of the past has 
shown us how we would be taxcd and impover- 
ished for the benefit ofthe North. Even ifslavery 
was not interfered with, other interests of vital 
importance to the slaveholder, as well as the non- 
slaveholder, could be invaded, and other rights be 
violated, and this, too, according to the forms of 
law and the Constitution. 

Not contented with equal privileges, equal ben- 
efits, and equal burdens ofa common Government, 
the northern people, or at least a large majority 
of them, woald deprive us, as they have sought 
to do again and again, of all share in the common 
territories; would build up their manufactures by 
imposing upon us onerous protective tariff laws; 
would squander the public money for local inter- 
nal improvements, and, in a thousand other ways, 
enrich themselves by impoverishing us. What 
a bright prospect would be presented to the south- 
ern people, to sce their liberties, their property, 
and their all, at the disposaland mercy of a mere 
numercial majority in this Union, and that ma- 
jority composed of their bitter enemies! Think 
you, sir, that when this sectional, fanatical party 
gets the control, if it ever shall, of this Govern- 
ment, that the Union, which the wisdom of our 
fathers framed, would survive? The form might 
remain, the name might still be preserved, but the 
spirit of the Constitution would have departed 
forever. No troops of armed men; no secession 
of sovereign and independent States; no bloody 
revolution, though these might follow, will have 
caused the knell of the Union to be sounded. 
Basc, reckless men, by their unhallowed party 
associations, will have accomplished at the polls 
its final overthrow. The verdict of impartial his- 
tory would be, that a sectional party, envenomed 
by hate, and impelled by lust of power and do- 
minion, had, through the forms of the Constitu- 
tion, usurped the power and control of the Gov- 
ernment. Misguided and infuriate philanthropy 
would ieee over patriotism; unscrupulous am- 
bition over the Constitution of our fathers. Even 
now they seem flushed with hope and confidence, 
and reach forth their fratricidal hands to seize the 
tempting prize. It seems to be almost within 
their grasp; but I trust ‘like the Dead sea fruit, 
itmay turn to ashes on their lips.” [fancy [hear 
them ask: Will the South submit to our rule, our 
domination? Oh, that L was authorized to speak 
for every southern State their indignant answer— 
No! Never! God forbid that the thought, even 
for a single moment, of bowing the neck to such 
an ignominious yoke, should enter the mind of a 
southern freeman. 

For aconquered race the world might have same 
respect, provided they had sternly and heroically 
resisted their hard fate; but a people who would 
tamely surrender their equality and their liberty, 
who were so lost to all manly sentiments, would 
deserve, as they would reccive, the scorn and.con- 
tempt of their own and of all future generations. 
A brave and illustrious ancestry, if such they had, 
would only make, by contrast with this example, 


the shame and humiliation of their posterity the | 


greater, 


There may yet be true and loyal men to the | 


Constitution at the North, who, if they will unite 
with us in its defense, the aims and purposes of 
the Republican party might be defeated and this 
Union be preserved; but unless they are more 
numerous than is indicated by their representation 


upon this floor, there is imminent danger that its | 


days are numbered. 

When this Union was formed, it was regarded 
as a doubtful experiment. Patrick Henry, with 
his matchless eloquence, and many others of the 
purest and best patriots of the land, men who had 
devoted themselves to the cause of the Revolution, 
opposed the ratification of the Constitution. They 
believed then and some of them predicted—among 
others Benjamin Harrison, of Virginia—that if 


the Union was formed, the southern States would 
sink down into mere appendages of the North. 
What were the objects which the framers of 
the Constitution had in view? They are set forth 
in the preamble to that instrument: 


“< To form a more perfect Union, establish justice, pro- 
vide for the common defense, insure domestic tranquillity, 
and secure the blessing of liberty to ourselves and our pos- 
terity.”? 


I ask here, this day, whether these objects have 
been attained? Have we formed a more perfect 
Union? On the contrary, are not the North and 
the South in almost hostile array against each 
other? and as to insuring domestic tranquillity, 
I need not allude to the late events at. Harper’s 
Ferry: 1 will but refer to the long crusade which 
has been preached and organized at the North 
against the rights of our people. 

I repeat that if the framers of the Constitution 
had ever dreamed of this persistent, relentless war 
upon the institution of slavery, they would never 
have agreed to the formation of this Union at all. 
The question now is, whether, belng formed, this 
cause is sufficient to destroy it? 

Mr. Clerk, the southern people have heretofore 
been patient and forbearing under the many in- 


| juries which they have received. They have lent 


too willing ears to the syren songs of those who 
cried “ Peace, peace.” Many of them have now 
despaired of ever witnessing the restoration of 
amity between the two sections. The embittered 
and hostile feeling which now prevails in both re- 
gions they believe, however much they may regret 
it, must lead toa dissolution of the Union. If that 
is to be the inevitable result, is it not better that 


i this separation should be made by mutual agree- 


ment, as was done by Abraham and Lot, when 
“they separated themselves the one from the 
other?” Yet gentlemen tell us that there must 
be an appeal to arms; and, in some quarters, the 
southern States are threatened with subjugation, 
in case they resist. ‘Thus warned, I trust they will 
allarm at once for the conflict. Such threats can 
have no other influence upon a biave and spirited 
people. They have all the men and materials re- 
quired for their defense; and, I dare predict, calmly 
prepared to meet the issue whenever a wanton in- 
fraction of their rights, or an unmistakable evi- 
dence of hostile intentions, such as that to which 
I have alluded, shall render necessary an appeal 
to the God of justice and the arbitrament of the 
sword. 7 

If war should follow, as I do not believe that it 
would, then, unless I am deceived in the spirit of 
the South, they would make the struggle memo- 
rable in after times, by being able to point to 
many glorious battie-fields, like those of Mara- 
thon and Morat, Yorktown and New Orleans. 
I have no apprehension respecting the final result 
of such conflict; but 1 prefer that no conflict should 
take place. I prefer that the spirit of fanaticism 
should be quelled; that this crusade against the 
South should cease; and that we should be afforded 
what the Constitution intended to assure us—se- 
curity and protection in the enjoyment. of our 
rights of person and property. 


Now, Mr. Clerk, I ask whether, under this | 


Government, every other interest is not better 
protected than the slave interest? Every other 
citizen finds himself secure in the enjoyment of 
his property. The merchant, the ship-owncr, the 
manufacturer, know that wherever the American 
flag floats, no rude hand dare molest them in the 
enjoyment of their property. But we alone are 
denied protection; we alone are proscribed; we 
alone are to witness our slave property taken from 
us, and the arm of the nation is never extended 
for our redress. Sovercign States of the North 
have solemnly nullified the fugitive slave law, and 
imposed heavy penalties upon their citizens who 
should assist In its execution. They have per- 


| mitted our citizens to be fincd, imprisoned, and 


sometimes murdered, for going to the North to 
recapture their property. 

Members of Congress, now on this floor, have 
boasted of their willingness to aid in the rescue 
from their owners of fugitive slaves. The slave- 
holder is told that he cannot take his property 
into the common Territorics of the Union, and 
there find protection; that his slaves may there be 
forcibly seized, stolen, or confiscated; and unless 
the squatters—whether foreigners or natives— 


who may first have taken possession of such Ter-: 
ritories, shall pass laws for its protection, that he 
will seek in vain for redress. as there ever any 
other civilized Government, in ancient or modern 
times, whether a democracy, constitutional mon-+ 
aged: or a despotism, which did not recognize 
its obligation to protect all its citizens in the en-- 
joyment of their right of property? In the feudaf* 
ages no allegiance was claimed from those to 
whom protection was denied. The Roman em- 
pire, extending its power to the remotest limits of 
the then known world, never refused its protec- 
tion to its citizens, however remote from the im- 
perial city. Yet the right of slavcholders to pro- 
tection in the common Territories is denied by 
all, save a few, at the North. When fanaticism 
begins so to rule the day, and our constitutional 
rights are invaded now, and still more seriously 
threatened in the future, docs it not become every 
southern State to prepare for the emergency? 
Notwithstanding the opinions which I have ex- 
pressed I can truly say, sir, that none will more 

eartily rejoice than myself to sce the clouds 
which now seem to lower over us forever dis- 
persed, and peace and concord once more restored 
to our now distracted land. 


PROGRESS OF ANTI-SLAVERYISM. 


SPEECH OF J. L. M. CURRY, 
OF ALABAMA, 


In toe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 10, 1859. 
(REVISED BY HMIMSELF.*] 

Mr. CURRY said: 

There are occasions, Mr. Clerk, when a whole 
people, like an individual, hold their breath in 
suspense, anxiously awaiting the issue of events. 
There are critical periods, which, like night, in- 
tervene between successive days, and mark the 
destiny and the history of a people. The excite- 
ment prevailing in the public mind throughout 
this country, the manifestation of interest both 
here and elsewhere, admonish us that this, per- 
haps, is such an occasion. Nor does this excite- 
ment and this profound agitation of the public 
mind arise from the simple question of the organ- 
ization of this House; nor from the publication 
and circulation of an incendiary,pamphlet; nor, 
sir, except in a modified degree, from the murder- 
ous incursion which was recently made into the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. These are but scenes 
in the act of a gencral drama, incidents of a prin- 
ciple, the revelggions, more or less shadowy, of 
a purpose, The real cause of the agitation in the 
public mind, the radix of the excitement, is the 
anti-slavery sentiment of the North—the convic- 
tion that property in man isa sin and a crime; 
that the African is the equal of the white man; 
that he is a citizen of the United States, and that 
he is entitled to the privileges and immunities of 
other citizens. Throw over it whatever disguises 
we may, and whatever may be the immediate 
action superinducing this question, here is the 
secret of the agitation, and here is the cause of 
our differences. This is the general classifica- 
tion, in which there are modifications of opinion 
and gradations of sentiment; perhaps, on the one 
extreme, in the maximum, is William Lloyd Gar- 
rison; and on the other, in the minimum, is the 
distinguished Representative from Ohio, [Mr. 
Corwin. ] 

In the exercise of that charity which rejoiceth 
in the truth, I do not propose to hold the Repub- 
lican party responsible for the excesses which 
have been committed by all men holding anti-sla- 
very opinions. Ido not propose to charge any 
personal complicity with John Brown, because, 
from the bottom of my heart, I do acquit them 
from all connection with that raid which was made 
into Virginia. 1 go further, and say that I will 
accept the piea which has been interposed by your 
attorney of record and your spokesman, and will 
allow the mantle of ignorance to cover your rec- 
ommendation of an incendiary pamphlet. Ipro- 
pose, if I can, to follow the example set me by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin,] and so 
far as I am able, with my limited capacity, to rise 
to the height of this great argument, and treat it 


* For the original report, see page 94 Cong. Globe. 
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as a philosopher, a statesman, and a citizen ofa 
common country. 

The averment I make, Mr. Clerk, is that the 
ideas, the principles, the politics of the Republi- 
ean party are necessarily and inherently and es- 
sentially hostile to the Constitution and. to the 
rightsand interests of the South. Thearguments 
iised assume an antagonism. between the-sections, 
an irrepressible conflict between opposing and en- 
during forces; and if slavery be what you allege it 
to bein your school-rooms, your pulpits, through 
your public lectures, your political addresses, your 
legislative resolves, your congressional speeches, 
he is the most criminal who stops short in his 
carecr and. hesitates at the exercise of the neces- 
sary means forits extinguishment. Ifslavery be 
a crime against God and against humanity, if it 
be a curse to society, if it contain the fruitful seeds 
of immedicable woes, it is as idle to talk of mod- 
eration and the Constitution and non-interference 
with the rights of the South, as it would be to at- 
tempt to propel a skiff up the surging cataract of 
Niagara. Inflaming the public mind, cultivating 
sectional hostility, impregnating the public con- 
science with the germ of your doctrines, you array 
agencies and put in motion elements that must 
have their logical development and result. The 
Lord George Gordon riots, of 1780, when London 
was in the possession ofan infuriated mob, headed 
by a madman, and when the proceedings of Par- 
liament were almost suspended, when ‘ civil au- 
thority was prostrated’? under the influence of the 
savage ery of ‘no popery,” are but a fair illus- 
tration of the effect of fanaticism and folly. ‘The 
recent incursion that has been made into the State 
of Virginia, although disavowed and repudiated— 
as I have no doubt it honestly and conscien- 
tiously is by most, if not all, of the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House—is, in my judgment, 
the necessary, logical, and inevitable sequence of 
your principles and your doctrines. 

I propose now to address myself calmly and 
inoffensively to this House and to the country, 
and to show the cffect and the necessary conse- 
quence of this anti-slavery agitation and fecling. 

I am conscious of the fact that there are in the 
northern States two distinct anti-slavery organi- 
zations—one represented by William Lloyd Gar- 
rison, Phillips, May, and others; the other rep- 
resented by the Republican party of the North. 
And Í repeat agåin, that I do not hold the Repub- 
lican party personally responsible cither for the 
doctrines avowed or for the measures advocated 
by the Garrison party. I have a different pur- 


posein theremarks that I shall submit to-day; and | 


that is, to demonstrate, if I am Mle, that those of 
you who now shrink back from the doctrines 
avowed by that party will, either yourselves or 
through your successors, be driven to the assump- 
tion of these opinions. In 1835, in an address 
issued by the anti-slavery socicty of Massachu- 
setts, participated in by William Lloyd Garrison 
and others of that type of anti-slavery men, ] find 
recorded these sentiments: 

“ We have never advocated the right of physical resist- 
ance on the part of the oppressed. We assure our assail- 
ants that we would not sacrifice the life of a single slave- 
bolder to emancipate every slave in the United States.” 

That is the opinion which was promulgated 
officially by William Lloyd Garrison, and those 
whom my friend from New York (Mr. CLARK] 
affirms are the Abolitionists proper. In 1859, 
‘Wendell Phillips, a man who deserves the high 
cnlogium, intellectually, that was paid to him by 
the distinguished member from Ohio, [Mr. Cor- 
win,] ina speech made in Brooklyn, uses this lan- 
guage, speaking of John Brown and his incur- 
sion into Virginia: 

« ftis the natural result of anti-slavery teaching. 
one, I accept it; I expected it”? 

Thatis the position into which the Garrisonians 
have been driven by this volume of anti-slavery 
sentiment atthe North. In 1852, the Whig party 
of the Union, in their presidential convention— 
and I believe two thirds of the Republican party 
belonged to that organization—resolved that the 
compromise measures of 1850, including the fu- 
gitive slave law, were a finality, and were, in 
principle and in substance, the settlement of the 
slavery question. In six years from that time, 
youfind the great State of Ohio, through its Repub- 
lican convention, composed of two thirds of that 


For 


same Whig party, resolving that the fugitive slave 
law ought to be repealed, as being destructive of 
the rights of the. States and subversive of the 
moral sense of mankind. Whatmore, Mr. Clerk? 
Those Democrats who have fallen off from our 
organization into the Republican party were com- 
mitted to the same extent by the Democratic con- 
vention of the same year; and yet they have been 
driven to the enunciation and advocacy of extreme 
doctrines from which, three or four years ago, they 
would have shrunk back with alarm and indigna- 
tion. 

Why, sir, what do we find? In the State of 
Massachusetts: they have nullified the fugitive 
slave law. I have the bill before me in which 
they have, in the most particular and specific man- 
ner, met the points presented in the fugitive slave 
bill, and have practically and effectually nullified 
that bill which was to carry out the plain and 
unadorned letter of the Constitution. This. bill 
of the Legislature even goes so far that it appoints 
commissioners, to be feed, paid, compensated by 
the State of Massachusetts, who are to defend 
the slaves in the courts of Massachusetts, and any 
lawyer who represents the vase of the claimant 
is to be stricken from the roll of attorneys and 
incapacitated from holding any office in the State. 

And this has not been done alone in Massachu- 
setts. In Wisconsin there is a similar statute 
repealing or nullifying the fugitive slave law, and 
preventing its execution, at least so far as the 
whole power of the State can be brought to the 
accomplishment of that purposc.: There are pro- 
visions of a similar tenor in other States of the 
North. There was one in Ohio, which the Dem- 
ocratic party struck from the statute-book; and 
Vermont has now a similar law. I state these 
things not just now for the purpose of condemn- 
ing them, but to show that. the Republican party 
has been borne on, by the progress of events and 
by the fanaticism of public opinion, to the admis- 
sion of doctrines from which, but a short while 
since, they would have recoiled with horror 
But that is not all. 

A Senator from New York [Mr. Seward] 
boasted, in a speech which he made a year ago, 
that upon that floor, and in this House, there 
were twenty Republican Senators and a hundred 
Republican members, while twenty years ago 
there were hardly so many mon m the whole 
northern States to avow their opinions. If I 
may be allowed to make_a personal allusion, in 
1844, I myself stood in Faneuil Hall, and heard 
a speech of James G. Birney, the Liberty party 
candidate for the, Presidency, when there were 
but twenty or thirty present to share with him 
his liberty-loving sentiments; and some of those 
who were there, were, like myself, attracted by 
curiosity tohcaraspeech upon such a subject from 
a candidate for such a position. It is thus that 
anti-slaveryismhas swelled, enlarged, and grown, 
until at the last presidential election a mere polit- 
ical adventurer, unknown to the multitude, with- 
outpolitical antecedents, received one million four 
hundred thousand votes in the northern States. 
And yet weare told—the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Corwin] told us—that we need not 
have any apprehension or feel any special alarm. 

Mr. Clerk, when the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Nuxsow,] the other day, in a specch in 


which, at one bound, he sprang into the front rank- 
| of debaters of this House, culogized the Know 


Nothing party, it was received with tumultuous 
applause by the Republicans; thus publicly tes- 
tifying their ancient connection with the order. 
The occasion was not omitted in which to mani- 
fost the depth and intensity. of their contempt and 
scorn for foreigners and for Roman Catholics, 
while they have no special repulsion for the black 
race. Under the constitution and laws of Mas- 


sachusctts, there is no ineligibility to disqualify a | 


negro from being Governor of the State. The 
period within which foreigners can vote has been 
extended two years, while the negro is allowed 
to vote, without any restriction, afier he has ar- 
rived of age. 1am also informed that the word 
“white” has been stricken out of the militia bill, 
and blacks are to stand side by side with the whites 
of that State in their military parades. 

This fanaticism is becoming uncontrollable. The 
indications are to be found in the underground 
railroads, and in the efforts to reseue negroes in 


the northern States. You find them in the con- 
tributions.of large amounts of money to circulate 
incendiary pamphlets throughout the South, and 
in. wide-spread: sympathy for a murderer and 
traitor. You find them in the personal liberty 
bills, habeas corpus bills, and mandamus bills, and 
in the impeachment of judicial officers for execut- 
ing the fugitive slave law. You may think this 
anti-slavery sentiment a peaceful river, flowing 
quietly within its embankments, upon which you 
may ride safely into place and power, but it will 
rise as a flood. and engulf the vessels on its 
bosom, and sweep away whatever opposes its 
resistless fury. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] in his 
very adroit speech, intended to mollify the hos- 
tility of the South towards Republicanism, at- 
tempted to allay our fears and quiet our appre- 
hensions from the fact that there was no more 
territory to be acted upon at this session of Con- 
gress, Did it notoccur to the very distinguished 
gentleman to inquire, then, whercfoxe the neces- 
sity of the Republican organization, which came 
into existence, distinctly, avowedly, and solely 
for the purpose of the prevention of slavery in the 
Territorics? If you do not intend to inflict wrong 
upon the South, or interfere with slavery, and if 
there be no question upon which your doctrines 
can be practically applied, dissolve your organi- 
zation and put it out of your power to do us in- 


jury. The gentleman, as well as my friend from 


New York, [Mr. Cuarx,] in his remarks to-day, 
was singularly infelicitous in his definition of 
abolitionism, and his explanation of the princi- 
ples of the Republican party, preferring, Isuppose, 
that we should rather repose in the vagueness of 
a fallacy than to be tormented with the precision 
of a logical definition, 

* Now, Mr. Clerk, I propose to try, by the test 
of fact and of logic, whether there be any cause 
for apprehension on the part of the South, and 
whether there be any occasion for anxiety in ref- 
erence to the questions which are before the peo- 
ple. Atthe South, with the institution of Haray 
in our midst, we are notaccustomed to distinguish 
very accurately and precisely between the differ- 
ent degrees of opposition to us and to our insti- 
tutions; but I submit to the Hlouse and the coun- 
try, so far as they may honor what I say with 
audience and perusal, that the measures which 
are presented by the Republican party are of im- 
minent danger to the Constitution and the South 
and the country at large. What are those meas- 
ures? If a convention were again assembled for 
the purpose of forming a Constitution of the Uni- 


j ted States, would New England, or would New 


York, agree to the present provision for the de- 
livery of fugitivesfrom labor? Would New York, 
New England, Michigan, and other northern 
States agree to the provision in the Constitution 
to suppress insurrection? Would Massachusetts 
agree to the provision allowing slave representa- 
tion in the Congress of the United States? 

Without speculating upon what might be done 
in a convention to frame a Constitution for the 
Uniged States, I ask you, gentlemen, and I putit 
to your hearts and your consciences, whether, if 
you had the power, you would not modify or 
repeal the fugitive slave law? Would you? IfI 
take the declaration of the State of Ohio, inits Re- 
publican convention, I am authorized to say that 
you would, If{ take the declarations of your 
prominent men, who hold high official positions 
as Senators, Representatives, and Governors, I 
am authorized to say that you would—that that 
clause of the Constitution would be practically 
made void and of no effect, by your legislation, 
if youhad the contro! ofthiscountry. Igofurther 
still. -I ask you, and if necessary I will pause for 
areply, had you the power, would you notabol- 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia? Your 
great Senator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] said 
that he would; and he, in time past, introduced a 
bill to secure that object. Task you, and I press 
the question home upon you, whether, if you were 
in power, you would not use the legislation of this 
country, and all the functions of this Government, 
to abolish slavery and render slave property in- 
secure in the forts, arsenals, dock-yards, and other 
places subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States? No negative response comes up that I 
hear. 
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Mr. KILGORE. We would not- interfere at 
allwith the present relations of slavery in the slave 
States. 

Mr. CURRY. In the free States no legislation 
would be necessary, but would you not 1n those 
States which have been acquired since the forma- 
tion of the Government? I believe a distinction 

«is made between the old thirteen States and those 
formed out of territory acquired since the Revolu- 
tion. I ask gentlemen, and I know their senti- 
ments on the subject, for their political platform 
avows them, whether they would not, by act of 
Congress, abolish slavery in the Territories. of 
this country? Ifa State were formed out of ter- 
ritory north or south of the Missouri line of 360 
30', and a slave constitution presented, would 
gentlemen vote for its admission? I know that a | 
colleague of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Kitcore,] and five or six others, during the last 
Congress, stated that they would not; and Ohio, 
Vermont, and other States have instructed their 
Senators not to vote for the admission of slave- 
holding States into the Uniqn. I put it to you, 
and press it upon the attention of the country, | 
whether, if by the agencies of this Government 
you were to cripple and confine us within grad- 
ually narrowing limits, we would not then be re- 
duced to subjection to the negro, or forced to fly 
from the country of our residence? These are 
your avowed opinions in the newspapers, in your 
official organ, and uttered by Representatives in 
Congress, and yet I am gravely told that we are 
to dismiss our apprehensions and entertain no 
fear as to the consequences. # 

The vitalizing, animating principle of the Re- 
publican party is hostility to slavery. Extension 
of slavery into the Territories, a gentleman saya. 
I accept the suggestion; but will demonstrate, be- 
fore I get through, that it hasa nearer application 

_ tous than that. For the present, I say that the 
vital, animating principle of the Republican party 
is aggressive hostility to the extension of slayer 
into the Territorics. That is the ligament which 
binds the heterogeneous compound together. 
Without it, it would fall to pieces of its own 
weight, or be disintegrated from want of coher- 
ence and harmony. What does Mr. Bewar say? 
[use his name, for he is a representative man, 
and because his opinions have not becn disa- 
vowed. Ele says that, while we leave slavery to 
the States where it exists—just the sentiment 
expressed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Suerman,] the other day—we should inflexibly 
direct the policy of this Federal Government so 
as to circumscribe its limits. For what? Tosccure | 
its ultimate extinction. That is the object; by 
confining us within this narrowing circle to secure 
the abolition of slavery. You will not deny that 
that is the purpose and effect of this agitation. 
Governor Chase, who wasa Senator once from 

Ohio, and who is now, I think, the Governor of 

that State—that Governor Chase, between whom 
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] there 
seoms to have been a sort of fraternal and polit- 
ical concord and-alliance—in an address which he 
delivered in Boston, says to hisanti-siavery friends 
that ‘we must sec toit that the principles of frec- 
dom are made to animate every function of our 
national Government, and every officer connected 
withitsadministration.’’? FEverythingis tobe made | 
subservient and auxiliary to this principle of ne- 
gro freedom. The famous English test act, by 
which a man was cxcluded from civil office unless 
he partook of the sacrament after the manner of 
the Church of England, is to be reénacted, and | 
applied to the southern States. All who cannot | 
porone the shibboleth of Republicanism are to | 

e proscribed and banished from all influence in | 
Non-slaveowners i; 


our Government and Union. 
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tion, and another Ireland is to he made on this side 
of the ocean, with new parties of Orangemen and 
Brunswickmen. 

The peneman from Ilinois [Mr. KeLLoce] 
stated that the object is to exert all the powers of 

poten a 
this. Government to prevent the extension of sla- 
very; and this Constitution, which was intended 
to be our protection and gur defense, is to be made 
the instrument of our oppression and the badge 
of tyranny. 

I have very summarily and briefly referred to 
the opinions of the Republican party, the animat- 
ing principle of that party, the sentiments which 
they avow, and ‘the cònsequences which must 
inevitabl¥ follow from their assumption of the 
reins of Government, if they be truc to their prin- 
ciples angl their avowals. I regygtted very much 
to hear the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ner- 
son] say, that the election of a man holding such 
puncipis to the Presidency was not to be resisted 

y the South. During the canvass of 1856, Mr. 
Fillmore, in a speech which he made at Albany, 
after his return from Europe, used the following 
language: ; 

« But, sir, what do we see? We see a political party 
presenting candidates for the Presidency and Vice Presi- 
dency, selected for the first time from the free States alone, 
with the avowed purpose of electing these candidates by 
suffrages of one part of the Union only, to rule over the 
whole United States. Can it be possible that those who 
are engaged in such a measure can have seriously reflected 
upon the consequences which must inevitably follow, in 
ease of success? Can they have the madness or the folly 
to believe that our southern brethren would submit to be 
governed by such a Chief Magistrate? Would he be re- 
quired to follow the same rule prescribed by those who 
eiceted him, in making his appointments? Jf a man living 
south of Mason and Dixon’s line be not worthy tobe Pres- 
ident or Vice President, would it be proper to select one 
from the same quarter as one of his Cabinet council, or to 
represent the nation in a foreign country? Or, indced, to 
collect the revenne, or administer the laws of the United 
i States? If not, what new rule is the President to adopt in 
selecting men for office, that the people themselves discard 
in selecting him? These are serious, but practical ques- 
tions, and in order to appreciate them fully, it is only ne- 
eessary to turn the tables upon ourselves. Suppose that the 
South, having a majority of the electoral votes, should do- 
clare that they would only have slaveholders for President 
and Vice President, and should elect such by their exclusive 
suffrages to rule over us at the North. Do you think we 
would submit to it? No; notfora moment. And doyou 
believe that your southern brethren are fess sensitive on 
this subject than you are, or less jealous of theirrights? If 


fore, you must see that if this sectional party succeeds, it 
leads inevitably to the destruction of this beautiful fabrie 
rearcd by our forefathers, cemented by their blood, and 
bequeathed to us as a priceless inheritance.” 

Such is the language of Mr. Fillmore, who had 
i been President of the United States, and who was 
at that time a candidate for reélection. Now, sir, 
however distasteful it may be to my friend from 
New York, (Mr. Cianx,} however much it may 
revolt the public sentiment or conscience of this 
country, lam not ashamed or afraid publicly to 
avow, that the election of Witiram H. Sewaftp 
or Salmon P. Chase, or any such representative 
| of the Republican party, upon a sectional plat- 
form, ought to be resisted to the disruption of 
every tie that binds this Confederacy together.* 

The “ extreme medicine of the Constitution is 
not to he made our daily food,” and threats of 
dissolution have become impotent on account of 
their frequency. But the election of such aman, 
with such sentiments, would indicate such hos- 
tility to us as to be the assurance of our subjec- 
tion, and the evidence of an irreconcilable antag- 
-onism. It would be a great calamity, and to 
submit to it would be a calamity embittered by 
disgrace. 
<<Come the eleventh plague, rather than this should be ; 

Come, sink us rather in the sea 5 

Come rather pestilence and mow us down; 

Come God’s sword, rather than our own; 

Let rather Roman come again; 

The Saxon, Norman, or the Dane; 

In ali the iis we've ever bore, 

We grieved, we sighed, we wept, we never blushed be- 

fore.” 


*In a very recentnorthern hook, written with someabil- 
ity, and exhibiting no partiality for the South, which has 
just falien into iny hands, occurs this sentence : 

“ Itisa fact to be confronted and dealt with, that there 
is a body of men in the northern States, formidable for its 
numbers, wealth, social influence, political power, talents, 
| and zeal, willing to diffuse among the negroes ideas and 


; aspirations inconsistent with their position as slaves ; will | 


ng to afford them encouragement and sympathy, and the 
expectation of support, if not actual physical aid, in re- 
sistance and revolt. ‘These men are able, if they cannot be 
! checked, to destroy tlhe South—to destroy the nation.” 


you do, tet me tell you that you are mistaken. And, there- | 


j rights o 


But we are- told there are demonstrations. at, 
present going on in. the North ih opposition, to 
this Republican party, and I find in these meetings 
additional arguments to prove the positions which: 
L have been submitting. Edward. Everett, the. 
author and the statesman, in his recent. speech at 
the Union meeting in Boston, assigns as a. reason 
for his abstinence from political action— 

« That, between the extremes of opinion that have long 
distracted and now. threaten to convulse the country, I 
find no middle ground of practical. usefulness on, which, a 
friend of moderate counsels can stand.” À 

Whatever may be his means of judging the 
South, heis surely a competent andimpartial judge 
of northern sentiment. In the same meeting, Caleb. 
Cushing, late Attorney General, speaking of a re- 
cent effort of his, says: i 

“I endeavored to show how.a handful of talented: but 
misguided. men in Massachusetts, animated by a, mono- 
mania of fanatical devotion to one single idea, had poisoned 
the consciences and corrupted the judgment of too many 
of our fellow-citizens in the Commonwealth. I showed. 
the nature and influence of their most malign teachings 5, 
how all party action in the North and South was running 
in the channel of a desperate and deplorable sectionalism, 
and, more than all, in Massachusetts; that all political in- 
fluence in this State was founded in hate, treacherous, fu- 
rious, fiendish hate, of our fellow-citizens in the southern 
States.” 

This. was spoken by a Massachusctts man, in 
Faneuil Hall, and indorsed by a Massachusetts 
audience. 

These Union meetings that have been held in 
the North are referred to as evidence of a return- 
ing sense of public justice. Now, Mr, Clerk, 
while they may be demonstrations of a more or 


i less gratifying character, yet these public declara- 


tions commit to nothing. They are not the true 


| index of public opinion. The test of public opin- 


ion is the ballot-box. There is where I look to 


| ascertain the political sentiment of the North, and 
i I find, deciding by that test, that New England 


stands here to-day in one solid phalanx arrayed 
against what I conceive to be the constitutional 

f the South—that New York stands. here 
with but five or six Representatives who are dis- 
posed to befriend us and our rights. The same is 


| true, toa greater or less extent, in regard. to Penn- 


sylvania and Ohio and other States of the Union. 

he samc is true in regard to their State organi- 
zations. The clections are the evidence of popular 
hostility, and I choose to look to them rather than 
to exceptional results and individual expressions. 
We also hear patriotic declamation and cloquent 
vindication of the Union on this floor. Sir, they 
are the singing of Circe—‘‘ thevoice of the charmer, 
charming never so wisely,” lulling the South’s 


| suspicion asleep and deceiving the North in re- 


gard to the stupendousness of the crisis that is on 
us. If you are in earnest in these declarations, if 
these public meetings mean anything, show us the 
fruit of your work; give us something practical, 
substantial, and tangible. Will you go homeand 
repeal your personal liberty bills: your habeas cor- 
pus acts, your mandamus acts? Will you execute 
the fugitive slave law? Will you open your State 
prisons for the safe keeping of those who are ar- 
rested in compliance with the Constitution? ‘Will 
you refuse contributions of money to circulate 


| Incendiary pamphlets atthe South? Will you turn 


out of this Hall and the other end of the Capitol 
the men who come here to insult and stigmatize 
us, and who omit no possible occasion of keeping 


| up sectional hostility and infringing on our rights 


and on the guarantees of the Constitution? ‘Will 
you go home and say, as Charles James Fox, on 


‘a memorable occasion, ‘I stand up for the Con- 


stitution, not for the people; if the people attempt 
to invade the Constitution they are enemies to the 
nation??? These will be some indications of pub- 
lic opinion and some tests of a returning sense of 
public justice. 

Mr. Clerk, [should be doing injustice to myself, 
and to the constituents whom I represent, were I 
to deny that there cxists a serious apprehension 
in their minds in regard to the consequences of 
this agitation. There are men in the South who, 
while they wish that the Government may con- 
tinue as prosperous and happy as it has hitherto 
been, still recognize and acknowledge the fact that 
clouds and darkness are gathering over the future 
which only the eye of the seer may be able to pen- 
etrate. It is natural for them in that. condition 
to'be casting abort to ascertain where are their 
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friends, and from whom they will get support and 
succor in the hour of trial and difficulty. 

My constituents, almost without distinction of 
party, look solely and exclusively to the Democ- 
racy of the North as the natural allies of the Con- 
stitution and the South. That party has done 
much to illustrate the principles of this Govern- 
ment, and to vindicate man’s capacity for self- 
government.. Relying on the integrity and intel- 
ligence of the people, defeat has not caused. its 
disbandment, the desertion of its principles, or 
the change of its name. That there have been 
occasional excesses and irregularities and depart- 
ures, I will admit. That bad men have some- 
times used its prestige for ill and abused its con- 
fidence, I do not deny. That in the pride of 
victory and the consciousness of power it has been 
sometimes intolerant of rebuke and opposition, 
its more candid supporters must concede. But 
still it has been fruitful of great names and great 
deeds. In war it has been the country’s friend. 
In peace it has contributed largely to its prosper- 
ity. Its disbandment, particularly at this junc- 
ture, would be, in my judgment, a scrious calam- 
ity. “While other organizations have arisen and 
departed, it still lives in the hearts of the people. 
Ilustrated by reat names, in critical periods of 
our country f Bistor it has been the savior of 
the Constitution and the defender of our coun- 
try’s honor. Its principles have become part of 
our mental habitudes, and I trust it may be ade- 

uate to the stupendous conflict which is just 
ahead of us. Itake pleasure in recognizing the 
true and loyal men on this side of the floor and 
in the North, who are willing with us to lock 
shields in defense of the Constitution and the 
Union which is its creature; and I hope that, in 
the irrepressible conflict which may be here or 
elsewhere, they may be able to rescue the Con- 
stitution of our country from the polluting touch 
of those who would destroy it. ; 

But, Mr. Clerk, it is not proper that I should 
disguise the fact, that there are serious apprehen- 
sions that that party may not, in consequence of 
the intensity and fierceness of the anti-slavery 
sentiment of the North, be able to preserve the 
Constitution of the country. In that event, where 
is our hope of redress? here is our security? 
The very existence of two governments here, 
the Federal and State, implies a division of polit- 
ical power. And these two governments have 
their origin and sanction in the same source. The 
Federal no less than the State government is the 
work of the people of the States. It is a mere 
agent intrusted with limited powers for the exc- 
cution of certain specific objects. Its powers are 
derivative entirely, and liable to be resumed by 
the States which delegated them. The Federal 
Constitution is the measure of its authority, and 
contains all the delegation of powcrs from the 
people of the different States. It isa pernicious 
error, to be repudiated on all occasions, that this 
Government can lawfully do whatever is not pro- 
hibited in the Constitution. Whatever is not del- 
egated to the Government, or prohibited to the 
States, is reserved to the States respectively and 


separately, and to the people thereof; and, as one || 


of our profoundest political thinkers has said: 


«The boundary between the reserved and delegated pow- 
ers marks the limit of this Union; the States are united to 
the extent of the delegated, they are separated beyond that 
Ümit,” f i 

The history of this country confirms universal 
experience in referenco to the disposition of men 
having power to arrogate more. The apprehen- 
sions of some of the founders of the Republic in 
reference to the dangers which threatened its per- 
petuity, were ill-founded; the centripetal tenden- 
cies have been found to be greater than the cen- 
trifugal. Abraham Baldwin, of Georgia, during 
the last century, remarked that ‘it was the nature 
of delegated power to increase. Ithas been aptly 
said to be like the screw in mechanics: it holds all 
it gains, and at every turn gains a little more.” 
This tendency has been fully and repeatedly man- 
ifested in our history; and sometimes the States 
have failed to resist and defeat measures leading 
«o centralism and the absorption of unconstitu- 
tional powers by the different departments of the 
Federal agency. 

_ Isaid that the existence of two Governments 
implied a division of power; thedivision of power 


| power it wishes to exercise. 


implies a superior; the existence of limitations and 
restrictions presupposes the power to control and 
toenforce. Right here arises the great question— 
the greatest which can possibly be submitted to 
the people ofthis Confederacy—whether the States 
have the right to judge of the extent of their rc- 
served powers, and to defend them against the 
encroachments of the Federal Government. Mr. 
Webster and the Federal school of politicians 
hold that, in all cases not capable of assuming the 
character of asuitin kaw or equity, in which event 
the Supreme Court is the final interpreter, Con- 
gress is the final and exclusive judge of the extent 
of its own powers. Mr. Jefferson and,Mr. Cal- 
houn, and the State-rights school, on the@ontrary, 
hold that the Constitution is a compact between 
sovereign Stata that the States are not united 
upon a principle of unlimited submission to this 
Government; that this Government, the creature 
of the States, is not the final and exclusive judge 
of the powers delegated to itself, but that each 
State has an equal right to judge foritself, as well 
of the infraction of the Constitution as of themode 
and measure of redress. The Federal doctrine of 
Mr. Webster centralizes power, consolidates the 
Government, reduces the States to meré depènd- 
ent corporations, and destroys limitations and 
restrictions. A written constitution affords no 
barrier against the encroachments of the Govern- 
ment, and no security for the rights and liberties 
of the people, if the Government can construe the 
final extent of its own powers, and enforce that 
construction at the point of the bayonet. ** Writ- 
ten constitutions,” said an old author, * are like 
spiders’ webs, that hold only the poor and weak, 
while the rich and powerful easily break through 
them.” Under this theory, there is no practical, 
substantive division of power. Ifthe Government, 
through any or all its departments, can, by con- 
struction or usurpation, enlarge its delegation, 
there are no limitations upon its powers, there 
being no difference, said Mr. Calhoun, ‘‘ between 
a government having all power, and a government 
having the right to take what power it pleases,” 

Mr. Clerk, free governments, so far as their 
protecting power is concerned, are made for mi- 
norities, and the Jeffersonian, State-rights theory 
protects minorities. The South is in a minority 


‘at this time; and she should cling to State rights 


as the shect-anchor of her safety in her hour of 

eril, As power is liable to abuse, checks should 

c imposed. In all possible modes of govern- 
ment there will be a conflict between sections and 
interests and classes. It is inevitable under the 
present constitution of human nature. All history 
furnishes no experience to ihe contrary. Hostile 
interests are created by legislation. Different in- 
terests ina community are disposed to encroach 
on each other; and unless there is some power to 
eVfeck and restrain, the weaker must yield to, and 
go down before the stronger. If majorities can 
interpret the Constitution, and enforce that inter- 
pretation without check; if the legislative discre- 
tion of the other side of the Howse is the measure 
of the rights of the South, then the minority will 
soon become a prey to the ambition and cupidity 
of the majority. 

Gouverneur Morris, in writing to Mr. Picker- 
ing, (and he is authority, I presume, on the other 
side of the House,) said that “the legislative lion 
is not to be entangled in the mcshes of a logical 
net—that the Legislature will always make the 
» Limitations of 
power contained in the Constitution, and reserva- 
tions of undelegated power, are of no avail unless 
they, for whose bencfit they are imposed and re- 
served, have the power to enforce the limitations 
and protect the reservations against encroach- 
ment. It is idle to expect the delegated powers 
to protect the reserved; it is nonsense to give a 
right without aremedy, or a remedy without the 
means of applying it.” It is folly to talk of the 
minority relying for the protection of their rights 
upon the privilege of protest, complaint, and re- 
monstrance. 2 

No; every separate community must be able to 
protect itself. Power must be met by power If 
the majority can control this Government, inter- 
preting the Constitution atits will, then this Gov- 
ernment is adespotism. Whether wise or unwise, 
whether merciful or cruel, it is a despotism still. 

Mr. Clerk, this power of self-protection. ac- 


cording to my judgment and my theory of poli-- 
tics, resides in each State. Each has the right of 
secession, the right of interposition for the arrest 
of evils within its limits. The means of resist- 
ance to oppression are ample ; and it is asad mis- 
fortune, sir, that these effective remedies have not 
been oftener applied. A more frequent applica- 
tion of the remedy would make the will commen- 
surate with the means, inspire moral greatness, 
embolden courage, make resistance a duty, and 
equality a necessity. 

Mr. Clerk, if our Democratic friends, with the 
aid of American friends, or of Republicans, who 
may come to the rescue, as I trust many of them 
will, be not able to interpose for the security of 
the South, and for the preservation of the Con- 
stitution, I, for one, shall counsel immediate and 
effective resistance, and shall urge the people of 
Alabama, to which State I owe my first and un- 
divided allegiance, to fling themselves upon their 
ultimate defense—their reserved rights and in- 
alienable sovereignty. . 


THERE.IS A WEST: FOR THE UNION FOREVER; 
OUTSIDE OF THE UNION, FOR HERSELT. 


SPEECH OF HON.C.L. VALLANDIGHAM, 
OF OIIO, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


December 15, 1859. 


The general question before the House being the election 
of a Speaker, Mr. VALLANDIGHAM obtained 
ihe floor, but yielded it for the purpose of a ballot. 
No choice having been made, he resumed the floor, 
but proposed again to yield for another ballot. 
Objection being made, he proceeded to address the 
House, as follows: 


Mr. Ciert: Desiring to speak at some length, 
and,with some regard to method, upon the more 
important subjects which have been introduced 
into this debate, I cannot consent to yield the floor 
execpt upon a point of order, or for a strictly per- 
sonal explanation. I claim no right myself to 
interrupt others, for the purpose of interrogatory 
or catechising, and in return acknowledge no right 
in them to subject me to cross-examination as a 
witness upon this floor. I trust, along with other 
reforms, to see the ancient decorum and propriety 
of legitimate debate restored within these walls. 
In nothing, therefore, which I propose to say, do 
I mean to offend by personal reflection upon any 
member of this House. . 

And now, in the first place, Mr. Clerk, allow 
me to say that { do not regret this discussion. I 
lament, indeed, that it has not, at all times, been 
conducted in a better temper. Had it been pos- 
sible to avoid it altogether, certainly it would have 
been preferable that it had never been commenced ; 
but no one familiar with the temper of the whole 
country, reflected back in the Representatives of 
the country, and concentrated here into one intense 
focus, could have expected a week to pass after 
organization without an explosion more formida- 
ble, perhaps, and in a more questionable shape. 
This, in my judgment, is a better time and mode 
in which to meet it than any. other. But, gentle- 
men of the House of Representatives, let us con- 
duct it at all times with the temper and courtesy 
which become a legislative assembly. And yet 
the admonition is almost needless here. Although 
within these walls are assembled the two hundred 
and forty-two Representatives and Delegates from 
the thirty-eight States and Territories of the Union, 
bringing with them every variety of personal and 
sectional temper and peculiarity; assembled, too, 
in the midst of a popular feeling more pervading 
and more deeply stirred up than at any former 
period, in one half atleast of these States, and upon 
the eve of startling, and it may be, disastrous 
events, yet without organization, without rules, 
without a Speaker to command or a Sergeant-at- 
Arms to execute, without gavel or mace, the in- 
stinct of self-government peculiar to the Anglo- 
Saxon race, and the habit of self-command and 
of obedience to but the shadow even of law end 
authority, have, for now these ten days past, se- 
cured us, not only from collision and violence, but, 
for the most part, from breach even of the strictest 
decorum observed by our predecessors in this Hall 
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at any period of our history. How sublime the 
spectacle! how grand this illustration of the spirit 
of free government! There is but one other coun- 


. try upon the globe where a similar spectacle could 


y 


be exhibited. 
I do not, then, regret this debate; it is fit and 
roper in itself; it is strictly parliamentary. You 
have aright by English precedent; you have a 
right by American precedent; by the usages of 
this House, to discuss the qualifications of your 
candidates for Speaker. If any member of this 
House has indorsed and recommended a book full 
of sentiments insurrectionary and hostile tothe do- 
mesticpeaceand tranquillity ofthis country; abook 
intended or tending to stir up discord or strife be- 
tween the different sections of this Union, or servile 
or other insurrection in any one or more States 
of this Union, and refuses still ta disavow sym- 
pathy with the sentiments and pubpgses of such 
book, he is not fit to be Speaker or m¥mber of this 


House. Whether any one who has recommended } 


such a book for wholesale circulation, not know- 
ing, orcaring to inquire into its character and con- 
tents; who has indorsed insurrection and violence 
in*tblank, and given a cordial letter of credit to 
whatsoever the abolition authors of the “ Helper 
book”? might choose to say and to circulate 
throughout the South, is competent for Speaker, 
or fit to be trusted in the Speakership, this House 
must determine; and the country, gentlemen, must 
sit in judgment upon the decision. 


But, Mr Clerk, this whole subject and contro- 


versy have assumed a character and magnitude 
which impel me to break the silence which I thus 
far have observed. Sentiments have been avowed 
and statements made upon this floor, which de- 
mand notice and reply. 

[At this point Mr. VarpanpIcHaM gave way to a motion 
to adjourn, which was negatived, He then said that he 
should decline to pursuc any further that night the line of 
remark which he had proposed to himself; and the House 
having again refused to adjourn, he proceeded to read and 
refer to matters, which, forming no part of what he designed 
to say in the first place, are omitted here. (See Congres- 
sional Globe, page 159.) he Mouse, after several other 
motions, having finally adjourned, the next morning he 
resumed as follows :] 


Though a young man still, I have seen some 
legislative service. One of the earliest lessons 
which I taught myself as a legislator, and which I 
have sought to exemplify in every department of 
life, was so to be a politician as not to forget that 
I was a gentleman. There is a member of this 
House now present, with whom, some years ago, 
I served in the Legislature of my State, and to 
him I might with perfect confidence appeal to ver- 
ify the assertion that no man cver was more exact 
in the observance of every rule of courtesy and 
decorum, not only in debate, but in private inter- 
course with his fellows. I might appeal, also, to 
the members here present of the last Congress, 
and to every member of this House of Representa- 
tives,and demand of them whether 1 have offended 
in anything, in public or private, in word or by 
deed. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, that courtesy which I thus 


readily extend to others, I amresolved to exact for. || 


myself at all times and at every hazard. [hada 
right yesterday, especially after yielding for a bal- 
lot, at a time when the Republican party, with 
confidence, anticipated the election of their can- 
didate for Speaker, to expect the usual courtesy, 
scarce ever refused, of an adjournment. If any 
gentleman this morning, after a night’s calm re- 
flection, sees, in anything that I have ever said or 
done here or clsewherc, any justification for the 
extraordinary yet very discreditable scenes of yes- 
terday, enacted by grown up men and Represent- 
atives, Ido not envy him the mental or moral ob- 
liquity of his vision. 

r. Clerk, I heard it said many years ago, 
and my reading and observation of the proceed- 
ings of this House and of the Senate have taught 
me the truth of the declaration, that there was a 
marked difference between the deportment of the 
anti-slavery men in Congress towards slavehold- 
ers and their own Democratic colleagues from the 
free States. Sir, I want no better evidence of that 
fact than the occurrences of yesterday. 

I said then, that if any member of this House 
had indorsed a book full of sentiments which were 
ingurrectionary and hostile to the domestic peace 
and tranquillity of this country; a book intended 


or tending to incite servile insurrection ın one or 
more of the States of this Union, and refused still, 
either by himself or through another, to disavow 
all sympathy with such sentiments, he was not 
fit to be Speaker or member of this House. That 
judgment I, this morning, deliberately reaffirm in 
all its length and breadth and significance. The 
other day the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mriuson,] a slaveholder, distinctly declared upon 
this floor; with all the emphasis he could com- 
mand, that any one who would incite a servile 
insurrection, or knowingly distribute books or 
papers with that design, was not only not fit to be 
Speaker, but not fit to live. There was then upon 
that side of this Chamber no sign, not even a 
whisper, of indignation or resentment. No, gen- 
tlemen; you sat in your seats, under that just but 
scathing denunciation, as mute as fishes and as 
gentleaslambs. Even your candidate for Speaker 
started to his feet, and with manifest trepidation 
disavowed every purpose and sentiment of the 
kind. Now, gentlemen of the Republican party, 
once forall and most respectfully, not in language 
of menace, but as sober truth, receive this mes- 


resent a constituency as brave, as intelligent, as 
noble, and as free as the best among you upon 
this floor; and in their name and in my own 
name, I tell you that just whatsoever rights, priv- 
ileges, courtesies, liberties, or anything else you— 
whether from apprehension of personal danger 
or from any other cause—you brave men at home 
vaunting arrantly there your rebukes here of south- 
ern insolencean bravado; you, who return to your 
constituents at the end of every session bearing 
with you the scalps of half a score of fire-eaters 
from Alabama, Mississippi, or the Carolinas—you 
are accustomed to extend to slaveholders and 
southern men upon this floor, I, as your peer, 
demand and will have at your hands. If you 
think otherwise, you have much yet to learn of 
the character of the man with whom you have to 
deal. I amas good a western fire-cater as the 
if hottest salamander in this House. [Laughter and 
applause: , ; s 
have been served with a notice this morning 
that the Republican party here do not intend to 
listen to any further discussion. Very respect- 
fully, I care not whether they listen or not. Let 
me tell them that the country holds its breath in 
suspense at the lightest word uttered in this Hall. 
The people of the United States are listening at 
this moment to catch every syllable which falls 
from the lips of the humblest member here. 

I propose now, sir, to address myself to those 
subjects only which I designed, from the begin- 
ning, to discuss. 

I have said, and repeat, that the sentiments 
which have been avowed, and the statements made 
upon this floor, demanding notice and reply, im- 
pel me to break the silence which I have thus far 
observed. The North and the South stand here 
arrayed against each other. Upon the one side, 
I behold numerical power; upon the other, the 
violent, even fierce, spirit of resistance. Disunion 
has been threatened. Sir, in all this controversy, 
“so fur as it is sectional, L occupy the position of 
ARMED NEUTRALITY. Í am nota northern man. I 
have little sympathy with the North; no very 
good fecling for, and am bound to her by no tie 
whatsoever, other than what once were and ought 
always to be among the strongest of all ties—a 


of all, am I that most unseemly and abject of all 
political spectacles—‘ a northern man with south- 
ern principles;’? but, God be thanked, still a Uni- 
ted States man with United States principles. 
When I emigrate to the South, take up my abode 
there, identify myself with her interests, holding 
slaves or holding none; then, and not till then, 
will I have aright, and will it be my duty, and 
no doubt my pleasure, to maintain and support 
southern principles and southern institutions. 
Then, sir, E am not a southern man either, al- 
-though, in this unholy and most unconstitutional 
crusade againstthe South, in the midst of the in- 
vasion, arson, insurrection, and murder, to which 
she has been subject, and with which she is still 
threatened; with the torch of the incendiary and 
the dagger of the assassin suspended over her, my 
most cordial sympathies are wholly with her. 
Mr. Clerk, Ì have heard a good deal said, kere 


sage from me, greeting: I am your peer; I rep-- 


\common language and common country. Least | 


and elsewhere, about “ southern rights.” Sir, 1 


have no respect—none—none—for southern rights 
merely because they are southern rights, They 
are yours, gentlemen, not mine. Maintain them 
here, within the Union, firmly, fearlessly, boldly, 
quietly: do it like men Defend them here and 
every where, and with all the meansin your power; 
as I know you will and as I know you can. York- 
town and New Orleans, the end of the Revolution 
and the end of the war of 1812, are both yours; 
and there is no power on earth that can subdue 
or conquer you. ` 

But, while T have no respect for southern rights 
simply because they are southern rights, I havea 
very tender and most profound and penetrating 
regard for my own obligations. Your rights im-, 

ose upon me corresponding obligations, which} 
shall be fulfilled in iheir spirit and to. the very; « 
letter: three-fifths rule, fugitive slave law, equal ` 
rights in the Territories, and whatsoever else the 
Constitution gives you. [Applouse.] Our fathers 
made that compact, and I will yield a cowdial, 
ready, and not grudging, obedience to every part 
of it, 

I have heard it sometimes said—it was said 
here two years ago; not on this floor, certainly, 
but elsewhere—that there is no man from the 
free States, North or West, who is “ true to the 
South.’?. Well, gentlemen, that depends upon 
what you mean by being true to the South. If 
you mean that we, the Representatives of the free 
States of this Union, North and West, shall sit. 
here within this Chamber, uttering southern sen- 
timents, consulting southern interests, sustaining 
southern institutions, and giving southern votes, 
reckless of our own identity and our own self-re- 
spect, then I never was, am not now, and never 
will, while the Representative of a free State, be 
“true to the South; ” and I thank God for it. If 
that be what is meant by ‘‘rottenness,’’ in the 
other end of the Capitol, commend me to rotten- 
ness all the days of my life. , 

But, if you mean—and I know that a large ma- 
jority of you do mean—true to the Constitution, 
without. which there cannot be, and ought not to 
be, any Union; true to our own obligations; 
ready and sedulous to fulfill every article of the 
compact which our fathers made, to the extremest 
inch of possibility, and yielding, gracefully and 
willingly, as in the carlier and better days of the 


| Republic, everything which comity and good fel- 


lowship, not only as between foreign States, but 
among brethren, demands at our hands, then, I 
tell you, and I tell the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 


| [Mr. Nezsow,] that the great mass of the Demo- 


cratic party in the frec States, and especially in 
the West, and thousands and tens of thousands 
of others, not members of that party, are now, 
and, I trust, ever will be, true to the South. 
Allow me to illustrate my proposition. There 
are in this Ilall, as elsewhere, three classes.of 
meng The Republican or anti-slavery man—and‘, 
you, gentlemen, have or have had nota few of < 
that number in the South—asks, whenever a meas- 
ure is proposed here, will it tend to injure and 
hem in the institution of slavery, or rather will 
it weaken or offend the South, because it is the 
South? and he subordinates every other consid- 
eration to the great object of suppressing slavery, 


| and of warring on the South. Upon the other 


hand, the merely southern man, and especially \ 
the southern extremist, asks, how will this meas- 
ure advance the interests of slavery, or rather, 
how will it aggrandize the South as South? and 
his vote is determined or insensibly influenced 
by this consideration. There is yet another, a 
third class, who ask none of these questions and 


| are moved by none of these considerations: polit- 


ical Gallios, perhaps, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Corwix] would call them, who care for 
none of these things. To that class, Mr. Clerk, 
I am glad to belong. Outside of my own State* 
and of her constitution, I am neither pro-slavery ` 
nor anti-slavery; but maintain, as was said upon 
a memorable occasion, “a serene indifference” | 
on this subject between these two sections. And ; 
here I stand upon the ancient, safe, constitutional” 
peaceable ground of our fathers. For many 
years after the foundations of this Republic were 
laid by wiser and better men—pardon me, gentle- 
men—than I see around me, no man ever thought 
of testing any measure here by its effects upon 
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the institution of slavery: Never till the fell 
«Missouri question”? reared its horrid front, be- | 
otten in New England and brought forth in New 
fork, was slavery made the subject of partisan 
and: sectional. controversy .within this: Capitol. 
And we had peace in the lnd in those days, and 
patriotism and humanity and religion and benev- 
olénce; faith and good works. We neither had 
nor. demanded then an anti-slavery Constitution, 
an anti-slavery. Bible, nor an anti-slavery God; 
but the Constitution of the land, the Bible of our 
fathers, and that great and tremendous Being 
who, from. eternity, has. ruled in the armies of 
heaven and among: the children of men. ; 

Then, sir, I am not a northern man; nor yet 
a southern- tiai; but Į am aà WESTERN MAN, by 
birth, in habit, by education; and although still 

(a. United: States man with United States princi- 

/ ples, yet within and subordinate to the Constitu- 

i tion, am wholly devoted to western interests. Sir, 

‘ this'is no new enunciation of mine here. I pro- 
clainted it upon: this floor one year ago; and now 
congratulate myself and the West in having found 
iso able and cloquenta coadjutor in the person ofthe 
distinguished gentleman from the seventh district 
‘of Ohio, (Mr. Conwiw.] Sir, Lam of and from the 
‘West; the great valley of the Mississippi; of the 
free States of that valley seated in queenly majesty 
at the head of the basin of that mighty river; yet 
one in interest, and one by the bonds oftnature, 
stronger than hoolts of steel, with evory other State 
in that valley, full as it is, of population and 
riches, and exultant now in the hour of her ap- | 
proaching dominion. Seat yourself, denizen of 
the sterile and narrow but. beautiful hills and val- 
leys.of New England, and you, too, of the great 
cities of the North, whose geography and travel 
are circumscribed by the. limits of a street rail- 
road; seat. yourselves upon the summit of the 
Alleghanies, and behold spread out before you a 
country stretching from the Alleghany to the 
Rocky Mountains—from the Gulf of Mexico to 
the Canada fronticr—with limitless plains, bound- 
less forests, fifteen States, a hundred rivers, ten 
thousand cities, towns, and villages, and twelve 
millions of people. Such a vision no manever saw; 
no, not even Adam, when, in the newness and 
grandeur of God-made manhood, he stood upon 
the topmost hill of Paradise and looked down upon 
a whole hemisphere of the yet unpeopled world. 
That, sir, is my country; if I may speak it with- 
out profanity, God’s own country; yet, in this 
war of sections, I am of the free States of that 
valley. 

Mr. Clerk, when | came to this city two years | 
ago, I brought with me an intense nationality; but 
[had been here only a little while till [learned that 
a man without.a section to cling to was reckoned 
but asa mere cipher in the account; and from 
that hour, subordinate always to the Constitution, 
I became and am a WESTERN SECTIONALIST, and 
so shall continue to the day of my death. Igtoo, 

roposc, with the Leather Stocking of the “ Prai-*| 
rie,” to fight fire with fire. I learned here, Mr. | 
Clerk, that while there was a North and a South, 
there was no West. 1 found her individuality 
sunk in the North. I saw that you of New York 
and New England entertained a profound respect 
for the citizen of South Carolina or Georgia, 
slaveholder though he might be, because he was 
east of the Alleghanies; and that you of Georgia 
and South Carolina reciprocated the good opinion, 
abolition aside, because the New Yorker and the 
Yankee lived very near to the rising of the sun; 
while the western man was held to be a sort of 
outside barbarian, very useful to count in a trial 
of numerical strength, but of no value for any 
other purpose. We of the great valley of the 
Mississippi are perpetually. ignored. Sir, if all 
this were done of studied purpose it would at 
least be tolerable; but not so; there is no design | 
init. Itis a cool, silent, persistent, unobtrusive, : 
but most offensive disparagement. Gentlemen, 
you do not know us. It was but a few months 
ago that-a great paper in the city of New York 
spoke of Judge Douglas as attempting—and it | 
was in the very capital of the State—‘‘to impose 
his absurd theories upon the honest foresters of 
Ohio.” And about the same time another great 
paper in the North referred to Governor Chase 
as a public man of merely “provincial reputa- 
tion. 


Let not the gentleman from. the Mansfield: dis- 
trict [Mr. Suerman] flatter himself. that he is to 
beanexception. No, sir; heseesthe partingrays 
of the setting sun too late in the day.. A distin- 
guished predecessor of his attained once the same 

oint of greatness, but only to be let down gently 

in favor of. Cape Cod. Do not.deccive yourself. 
You were. only put forward to be killed off; you 
were merely detailed as.a forlorn hope to be shot 
down in front.of that Malakoff which you never 
will capture. Oh no; though two thousand miles 
east of the Rocky Mountains, you are quite too far 
West. Your distinguished colleague from the sev- 
enth district [Mr. Corwin] is gazing now wistful- 
ly through a spy-glass, in the direction whither 
your cyes are turned; but he, alas, any more than 
you, will never wake up from that dekcious reverie 
in which he now sits buried, to realize that 

is distance lends enchantment.to the view, 

And robes the Speaker’s tribune in its radiant hue. 

We did, indeed, gentlemen, once elect a western 
President; but him 
southwestern President, too, and he survived you 
but fifteen months. 

But, gentlemen of the West, the day-spring of 
our deliverance begins to dawn. Let us rejoice. 
The long period of our minority is about to ter- 
minate. ithin the Union, after the next census, 
we of the Mississippi valley will hold in our own 
hands the political power and the destinies of this 
country, and we will administer them for the 
benefit of the whole country. The day of our 

olitical independence is right now, while I speak. 
f you of the North and Southeast will conspire, 
as for the last seventy years, to control the power 
and patronage of this Government for your own 


benefit, we of the Mississippi valley will combing- 


to rescue them from your hands. If you of the 
whole North will continue your sectional warfare 
upon the whole South, know ye that we of the 
Northwest hold the political balance of power 
between you, and that we will use it to crush out 
and annihilate forever the fanaticism and treason 
which are threatening now to overspread the whole 
North, and very speedily to destroy this Republic. 
We will be ignored no longer. And here let me 
warn the Republican Representatives from the 
West, that they have loaned themselves too long 
already to this proud and domincering North. 
You permit yourselves to be identified with the 
North, and to make common cause with her 
against slavery. Cui bono? Not yours; ah no! 
You help to win the fight; you make good 
soldiers—exccllent food for powder—but your 
northern officers and northern masters will divide 


| the spoils. When Wiiiram H. Sewarp threatens 


the South with the power and domination of the 
North, he means you; but when he would dis- 
tribute office and patronage, he will know no West. 
Some of you dream that your Governor Chase will 
be the candidate of the Republican party for the 
next Presidency. Miserable infatuation! Ceasc, 
then, [beseech you, this unmanly vassalage to 
the North. If you will not hearken to the voice 
of patriotism, listen at least to the demands of in- 
dependence and self-respect. If you will be sec- 
tionalists, lay aside this pestilent fanaticism on the 
subject of slavery which you borrow servilely 
from the clergy, lecturers, and other demagogues 
of the North, and which they use for the purpose 
of their own aggrandizement—lay it aside and be 
western sectionalists. Talk not to me about hu- 
manity and benevolence. 


ou killed in a month; and a | 


I have as profound and | 


delicate an appreciation of them as you can have, | 


but I will not be insulted with the miserable pre- 
tense. Are there no objects of charity in your 
own midst: no poor, no sick, no lame, no halt, no 
blind, no widows and orphans, to whose necessi- 
ties you may administer, and thus find vent for 


i that abounding river of humanity which wells up 


and flows out from the fountain of your hearts? | 


Pardon me, but I despise and contemn your vas- 
salage to the North, as much as you can contemn 
and despise any man’s servility to the South. 
And now, one word to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Hickman,] who took refuge the. 
other day in the “engine room”? of the left side 
of this Chamber; whence, through new and rudely 
constructed. port-holes, to send his missiles whist- 
ling into the camp which he so lately deserted. 
I admire his diseretion—the better part of valor. 
Sir, he spoke about precipitating eighteen millions 


of people upon eight millions. Whence does he 
propose to get his eighteen millions? Did he mean. 
to include us of the Northwest? Does he imagine 
that we are militiamen to be drafted, or copscripts 
to be enrolled, and march forth at the sound of 
his drum, or to the notes of his bugle? I tell him 
that, if. he means to raise the black standard of 
internecine war upon the South, he must find his 
recruits nearer home. 

Mr. FLORENCE, (in his seat.) He will not 
find them there. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I rejoice to hear 
it; but I tell the gentleman further, that if the Ter- 
ritories of this. Union are to becomethe subject of 
controversy after dissolution, we of the Missis- 
sippi valley propose.to keep them ourselves, and 
then to make faiyfand honest partition with each 
other. 

I approach yow, Mr. Clerk, a painful and most 
difficult subjMt—periculose plenum opus alew.-~A. 
word which, for very many years after the organi- 
zation of this Government, no man ever dared to 
breathe within this Capitol, has now become as fa- 
miliar as the most ordinary words of salutation. 
Nota day nor an hour passes, but the hoarse croak- 
ing of this raven is heard piercing the fearful hollow 
of our ears with, moaning and dirge-like wail, the 
‘¢xevER MORE” of the Union of these States. Sir, 
in this war of sections, standing here between the 
living and the dead, we, the Democratic Repre- 
sentatives of the West, and I as one of that num- 
ber, have a duty to perform which, in all humble- 
ness but in all faithfulness, shall be fulfilled. But, 
too many of you of the North are striving with 
might and main to force the South out of this 
Union; and too many of you of the South are 
most anxious to be forced.out. Do not deny it, 
either of you. I know it. Sir, if any member 
should rise here and tell me that thore are no 
disunionists in the South, could I believe it? 
And when the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
eee or any one else, would persuade the 
South that there are no Abolitionists, or disunion- 
ists in the North or the West, he only insults the 
intelligence ofthe men upon whom he would im- 
pose. Sir, if any colleague of mine, or any other 
gentleman from the free States upon this floor, 
will so far forget the solemn responsibilitics of 
his office in the midst of the great and most alarm- 
ing dangers wherewith we are at this moment en- 


| compassed, and unintentionally, of course, mis- 


represent the truc state of public sentiment and. 
public action in the North and the northern por- 
tions of the West, I, at least, will not consent to 
be a party-to the deception. I tell gentlemen of the 
South that the doctrines of Hale, Banks, Seward, 
Giddings, Chase, Lincoln, and, above all, of the 
New York Tribune, are the doctrines ofa large ma- 
jority of the people of the North, and ofa powerful 
and, for all efficient purposes of political action, 
a controlling minority just now in the West. One 
column of editorial in the recognized organs of the 
Republican party of Ohio, circulating every day 
among the masses of the people, penetrating into 
the homes and hearts of every family, acting and 
reacted upon by the public opinion which they 
help to create, and by which the public men of 
this country are set up or pulled down at the ballot- 
box, is better evidence of the true Republican 
sentiment of Ohio than a thousand speeches from 
the distinguished member from the seventh dis- 
trict of that State, [Mr. Conwin.] Sir, I listened 
the other day, as I always listen, with very great 
pleasure, to the genial and gushing eloquence from 
the lips of that gentleman, touched as they are as 
with a live coal from the altar of oratory. In the 
sentiments which he uttered here, there is much 
—very much—which meets my hearty concur- 
rence; but I regret that truth and candor compel 
me to say that he does not represent the opinions 
and sentiments of the party to which he belongs. 
He elaims, indeed, the leadership of that. party. 
Pardon me—he is not only not a leader, but not 
even a respectful follower of the Republican party 
in that State. [Applause in the galleries.] Ken- 
tuckian as he is by birth, nobleman by nature, 
patriot as he is, and Whig ashe once was, I know 
that henever will consent to ‘‘ guard the baggage’? 
of that vandal host. Yet am I sorry to say that 
to him, more than to any other man in the State, 
the Republican party to-day arc indebted for their 
political supremacy in Ohio. He it was, who, 
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without power in:his own party, yet controlled 
at the late election the fifty thousand conservative 
voters of that State, who are not of the Demo- 
cratic party, and misled them into the support of 
an organization and of principles with which he 
‘has no real sympgthy at all. He went into the 
Republican party to control it for good, but he 
was only-as:a straw before the whirlwind. He 
finds now a barren scepter in his gripe; and let 
me, with great respeti; remind him that it is not 
conservative speeches which arc needed here to 
save us, but conservative votes at-home. Cer- 
tainly, the vast majority of the people of Ohio, of 
all parties, are at heart opposed to insurrection 
and disunion; but I tell the gentleman that, if he 
would conquer abolition and sectionalism, he must 
fight them at the ballot-box. 

Mr. Clerk, I do not propose to follow the gentle- 
man intoa discussion of the local politics of Ohio. 
I resolved a good ‘many years ‘ag6 to make no 
speech within a legislative assembly fit only to be 
spoken upon the “stump;’’ and to that resolution 
I propose. steadily to adhere. But, inasmuch as 
the mere partisan politics of my State have already 
been drawn into debate here, a passing remark 
may not be inappropriate from me as a Repre- 
sentative, in part, from that State; though, in truth, 
Į can add little to what has been fitly, strongly, 
eloquently spoken by the gentleman from the 
twelfth district, :[Mr. Cox.} 

Something ‘has been said—imore, I understand, 
is to follow—in regard to the soundness of the 
Democratic party in Ohio, and in other States of 
the Union. Sir, I will spare gentlemen all trouble 
upon that point. The Democratic party in Ohio, 
some years ago, was not sound, as men count 
soundness now. You need not go back to the 
records and reproduce them here. Open confes- 
sion is good for the soul, and I make it. Ispeak 
the more freely because, I think—and there are 
hostile witnesses here present to attest it—that my 
own record, from the very beginning of this whole 
controversy concerning slavery as a political ques- 
tion, is as unimpeachable as the record of any 
man in the North or the West, and I may add, 
the South, too; for, let me admonish gentlemen 
from that section that many of ‘the people of the 
free States were fora good while misled by the 
precepts, if not the practice, of some of the earlier 
and the later fathers, too, of the southern political 
church. A little charity, I pray you, upon this 
subject. ‘Ihe Democratic part of Ohio, very 
much after the fashion described by the gentleman 
from the seventh district, [Mr. Corwin, }] adopted, 
in 1848, a certain resolution, in which thcy de- 
nounced slavery in the abstract, and, with valor- 
ous earnestness, declared that the people of Ohio 
would use all power clearly given in the consti- 
tutional compact to ‘‘eradicate’’—tear up sla- 
very by the roots; but—there is much virtue in 
“but,” as well as ‘if ”—they further resolved, 
with refreshing consistency, protesting the high- 
est regard for the Union, the Constitution, and 
the rights of all the States, that the Democracy 
of Ohio were of opinion that no power was 
conferred by the constitutional compact to insti- 
tute any process of eradication at all. Sir, I 
am not. here to commend the superior honesty of 
sucha platform. The gentleman, [Mr. Corwix,] 
who is well posted and of mature years, has cx- 
plained luminously how these things are done, 
even in Republican conventions; but f will not 
disingenuously pretend—of course I have no 
allusion to my colleague—that these resolutions 
did not at that time express the sentiments of the 
Democracy of my State. I think, that, so far as 
they were supposed to be anti-slavery in their 
character, they did express both the opinions and 
the feelings of a very large majority of the people 
of the State. Sir, ee a member of that con- 
vention, and of the committee on resolutiens, and 
voted many times in committee, during a pro- 
tracted session of two days, against any and every 
expression of opinion upon the question of slavery 
in any form. Like my colleague I was overpow- 
ered; like him, I endeavored to make the best of 
it, seeking consolation in the second and sound 

art of the resolution, and whiling away my idle 
fours in the delicate task of reconciling the two 
branches with each other. 
somewhat difficult work was 
the success of the gentleman 


My success in this 


ust about equal to 
Mr. Corwin] who 


undertook a similar contract here the other-day. 
But, Mr, Clerk, at every subsequent convention 
I exerted myself to the utmost to procure a recis- 
ion of these resolutions; and finally, in January, 
1856, they were rescinded and a sound platform 
adopted in their stead. From that hour the Dem- 
ocratic party has steadily gained strength. I pass 
by the election of Mr. Chase to the Senate in 
1848, the refusal by a State convention to indorse 
the Baltimore platform in 1853, and other unsound 
things, in faith or in practice, whereof the Democ- 
racy of my State were guilty in times past. ‘Let 
the dead past bury its dead.” Ernst ist das leben. 
Our business is to grapple manfully with the living 
realities of the present moment. Sir, in my judg- 
ment the wisest man that ever lived was the au- 
thor of the statute of limitation; all things adjust 
themselves equitably in periods of just about six 
years. Politicians, indeed, in later times require, 
and perhaps are entitled to, a shorter limitation. 
No man’s record ought to be revived or called in 
question after the lapse of six months. 

Allusion has been made to,the present state of 
parties and of public sentiment in the North and 

Vest. Sir, I do not propose to speak at any 
length upon this subject. The events are recent, 
and no public man anywhere can have failed to 
observe them. It is folly to deny that all through 
the North, and in many portions of the West, 
distinct and very earnest sympathy has been ex- 


hibited forJohn Brown in his recent insurrection- | 


ary and murderous invasion of Virginia; and that, 
too, not by the vulgar and low, but by men very 
high in political, social, and religious positions. 
Funcral processions; halls draped in mourning; 
tolling of bells, sermons, culogies, orations, pub- 
lic meetings, adjournment of courts of justice, at- 
tempted adjournment of Senates and Houses of 
Representatives, and all the other usual insignia 
of public sorrow, bestowed only hitherto upon the 
great and the good, the patriots, the heroes, and 
martyrs of the world; all these tributes, and more, 
have been paid to the memory of a murderer and 
felon. Even in my own native State, and in a 
part of my own district, I lament to say that 
these sad evidences of a corrupted public senti- 
ment have been exhibited. In Cleveland, fertile 
in revolutionary conventions; in Akron, in Cin- 
cinnati, and ctsewhere, in public assemblages and 
by other means equally public and significant, the 
sympathy of thousands has been expressed. Sir, 
it is vain to attempt to conceal what all this 
means. There is a public sentiment behind itall, 
or it never would be tolerated. Thirty years ago 
John Brown, hung like a felon, would have been 
buried like a dog. 

Allusion has been made also to the Union meet- 
ings held, or to be held, in the great cities of the 
North. Sir, I would not abate one jot or tittle from 
the true value, least of all, from the patriotism of 
these assemblages. When public meetings run 
along with public sentiment, they are powerful to 
mold and to give it efficiency ; but when they do not 
beat responsive to the popular heart, they are of no 
value. No; one single page of election returns is 
worth more, as an index of real public sentiment, 
than ell the Union resolves which shall be passed 
between this and the 4th of March, 1861. Letno 
man be deceived. If the distinguished gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Nezson] be sincere—and I 
know that he is—in believing that the great mass 
of the pcople of the free States are opposed to the 
agitation of the slavery question in any form, and 
are ready to strike hands with any party which 
will put it down forever; if he really thinks that 
but a very small part of the people of the North 
sympathize with John Brown, or yield assent— 
a cordial and working assent—to the doctrines of 
Wriixiam H. Sewarp, the “irrepressible conflict” 
included, full as it is of Insurrection, treason and 
murder; if he believes that, without the strong 
arm of the Federal Government powerfully and in 
good faith stretched forth, fugitive slaves could 
be recaptured in one half the free States of this 
Union, under any law of Congress, I can only say 
that he has the mild virtue of an honest heart— 
most marvelous credulity. Sir, I entertain for 
that gentleman the very Niches respect, but he 
must allow me to say that, aside from that portion 
of his remarks the other day, which breathed so 
much of earnest, sincere, and eloquenteulogy upon 
the Union—one such speech, blmding the eyes of 


| the people of the free States-to the real public-sen- 


timent at the South, does more thus to. keep alive 
the flames of civil discord ‘between the South and 
the North.and West, than a hundred speeches, 
vehement and impassioned though they ‘may be, 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Keirr.]- Sir, when a member of this House, of 
fine. personal appearance, of sonorous. voice, of 
classic édueation, and approved rhetorical:excel- 
lence, tells us,. with ‘a magnificence of rhytm 
which regurgitates -through these aisles, :peals 
along these galleries, piercesthe'ceiling and loses 
itself amid the columns and scaffolding of the un- 
finished dome of the Capitol, that:he will shatter 
this Republic “from turret to foundation-stone,” 
we are apt to understand that he is executing a 
grand rhetoric fuguc, and that he isnot half: so 
much in earnest as he would have. us imagine. 
But when a gentleman, mature in years, witha 
cold logic, a calm demeanor, but a sincere heart 
and earnest purpose, tells us, in the midst ‘of in- 
vasion and murder—the legitimate and inevitable 
fruits of the “irrepressible conflict,’ which has 
been proclaimed against his own section—that he 
is not alarmed, and believes that no mischief is 
intended, we only understand that ‘he invites 
ae tg l 

ir, I am this moment reminded by the appear- 
ance of the gentleman before me, [Mr.: Brices,] 
that I need no better illustration of the melancholy 
change in public sentiment at the North within:the 
past few yeats. Here he sits upon the only na- 
tional side of this Chamber, sole exemplar of the 
“lost politics” of the Whig party, faithful among 
the faithless only he; sole representative of the 
flag of our country, solitary and alone, e pluribus 
unum. (Laughter.] Sir, does not all this mean 
something? 

But I will pursue this subject nofurther. I find, 
no pleasure m it. IT have ‘said, and I think the | 
dullest among us cannot fail to discern it now, | 
that there is danger, great and most imminent , 
danger of a speedy disruption of the Union of 
these States. Too many of you of the. South | 
desire it; and but too many of you of the North | 
are either striving for, orreckless whether it comes? 
or not. 3 De 

Sir, I will not consent that an honest and con- 
scientious opposition to slavery forms; any: part 
of the motives of the leaders of the. Republican 
party. In the earlier stages of the abolition agi- 
tation, it may have been otherwise; but not so 
now. This whole controversy has now become 
but one of mere sectionalism, a war for political 
domination, in which slavery performs but the 

art of the letter ain an ps ee equation, and 
is used now in the political algebra of ‘the da 
only to work out the problem of disunion. it 
was admitted in 1820, in the beginning, by Rufus 
King, who hurled the first thunderbolt in the Mis- 
souri controversy, to: be: but -a- question: of sec- 
tional powerand control; ‘To-day, it exists.and is 
fostered and maintained, because the North has, 
or believes that she has, the power and numbers 
and strength and wealth, and every other element 
which constitutes a State, superior to you'of. the 
South. Power has always been arrogant, domi- 
necring, wrathful, inexorable, fierce, denying that 
constitutions and laws were made for it. . Power 
now and here is just what power has been every-, 
where and in every age." But, gentlemen of the ; 
North, you who ignorantly or wittingly are hur-~ 
rying this Republic to its destruction; you who 
tell the South to go out of the Union if she dare, 
and you will bring her back by force or leave her 
to languish and to perish under your overshadow- 
ing greatness; did it never occur to you that when 
this most momentous but most disastrous ofall . 
the events which history shall ever to the end of | 
time record, shall have been brought about, the ; 
West, the great West, which you now coolly . 
reckon yours as a province, yours as a fief of 
your vast empire, may choose, of her own sov- 
ereign good will and pleasure, m the exercise of 
a popular sovereignty which will demand and ` 
will have non-inter vention, to set up for herself? 
Did you never dream. of a’ WESTERN CONFEDER- 
acy? Did that horrid. phantom never flit across 
you in visions of the night, when deep sleep falls 
upon men? Sir, wehavefed you; we have clothed 
you; we have paid tribute to, and enriched you, 
for now these sixty years, Weitis who have 
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built up your marts of commerce; we it is who 
have catised your manufacturing establishments 
to flourish, Who made Boston? What built up 
New York, till now, like Tyre of old, she sits 
queen ‘of the seas, and her merchant princes and 
traffickers are among the honorable of the earth? 


THe COTTON or THE SOUTH AND THE PRODUCE OF. 


ne West. Maintain this Union, and you will 
have them: still. Dissolve this Union, if you 
dafe; send California and Oregon to the Pacific; 
compel the South ‘into a southern confederacy; 


force us of the West into a western confederacy; | 


and then tell me what position would you assume 
among the Powers of the earth? Where then 
would be your pride and arrogance, your trade 
and business, your commerce and your dominion? 
Look at the map spread out before you. Behold 
yourselves, as Mr. Webster said of Austria, “a 
mere patch upon the earth’s surface.” And, 
gentlemen of New England, let me ask you, 
what if New Jersey, Pennsylvania and New York 
should refuse to go with you? They may refuse. 
You are a peculiar people. (Laughter.] { cannot 
say God’s peculiar people; for you have dethroned 
Jehovah, and set up a new and anti-slawry god 
of your own: and before one year, you will in- 
augurate the statue of John Brown in the place 
-where the bronzed image of Webster now stands. 
[Applause and higses But, suppose these three 
‘States refuse your fellowship. ‘Then would be 
fulfilled the prophecy uttered many years ago, of 
the reannexation of New England to the British 
‘Crown. 

I know well, Mr. Clerk, that within the Union, 
we of the West are now, and so far as business 
and trade are concerned, must ever remain, tribu- 
taries to the North. You have made us so by that 
magnificent net-work of railroads which stretches 
now from the Atlantic to and beyond the Missis- 
sippi. But be not deceived. That ‘vast inland 
sea’? is mare nosirum; it is our Atlantic occan. 
Once cut off from the powerful and controlling 
ties of a united Government; aliens and foreign- 
erg to each other; with police and espionage, and 
armed force at every depot upon the frontiers, 
nature, stronger than man, would reassume her 
rights and her supremacy. _ You made the rail- 
road and the telegraph; but God Almighty made 
the Mississippi and her hundred tributaries. 

Ts it not, T Appeal to you, better then for you of 
the North, better for you of the South, better for 
us of the West, better for all of us, that this Union 
shall endure forever? Sir, fam for the Union as it 
1s, and the Constitution as itis. Jam against dis- 
union now and forever; against disunion whether 
for its own sake or for the sake of anything else, 
equal, independent, constitutional liberty alone 
excepted. Do you ask me when the hour for 
disunion will come? I tell you never, never, 
while itis possible to avert it; never, while we 
can have, within the Union, the just constitu- 
tional rights which the Union was first made to 
secure; never, certainly, till the hour shall come 
wherein to vindicate the glorious right of revo- 
lution.—-I speak not of the abstract right of se- 
eession.—Do you ask me when that ‘hour will 
come? I cannot tell you. Of that every State 
and every people must judge for themselves, be- 
fore God and the great tribunal of history. Our 
fathers, in their day and generation, judged of it 
for themselves in our great Revolution. There, 
gentlemen, is one precedent at least hallowed by 
success, and canonized in the world’s history. 
American citizens dare not call it in question. I 
commend it to you. Study it; ponder over its 
profit by it. I know, indeed, that it has been 
sometimes said that our fathers went to war about 
a preamble, and fought seven long years to vin- 
dicate a principle. But, gentlemen, I am not sure 
that there is not, in all this, somewhat of the 
flourish of rhetoric, and the flash of history; a 
little ef the “glittering generalities ’* of the Decla- 
ration of Independence. I fear it may not be 
Bafe-for you to follow that precedent too closely. 

“Do:you ask me whether the election of an anti- 
slavery, sectional, Republican President, upon a 
sectional platform, pledged to administer the Gov- 
ernment for sectional purposes, would, per se, be a 

i qaerdan causeof disunion? I cannot tell you. 
ut Ido tell you, ás a western man, and I tell the 
‘pentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. NeLsox,] that, 
when you of the South- shall have attained the 


1 


numerical power and strength in this Union, and 
shall then organize a southern party, on a south- 
ern basis, and, under the forms of the Constitu- 
tion, shall elect a southern President, for the pur- 
pose of controlling all the vast power and patron- 
age and’ influence of the Government, by action 
or non-action, for the advancement of southern 
interests, and, above all, for the purpose of ex- 
tending ‘slavery into States now free, with the 
design of making them all slave States, I will meet 
you as the Irish patriot would have met the in- 
vaders of Ireland—with the sword in one hand 
and a torch in the other; dispute every inch of 


ground, burn every blade of grass, till the lastin- | 


trenchment of independence shall be my grave. j 
{Applause.] I will not wait for any overt act.: 
What! Do J not know that fire will burn, that: 
frost will congeal, that steel and poison will do 
their work of destruction to the human system, 
that I shall await the slow process of experiment 
to ascertain their natural and inevitable effects? 
Never—never! Experimentum in vili corpore. 
These, Mr. Clerk, are no new doctrines in the 
country whence I come. Stronger sentiments, if 
possible, were uttered here upon this floor ten 
years ago, bya distinguished predecessor of mine, 
the Hon. Robert C. Schenck, of Dayton, my fel- 
low-citizen still, and the familiar friend of the elo- 


„guent gentleman before me, [Mr. Corwin;] an 


old-line Whig now, with a slight—very slight— 
varnish of Republicanism. 

Allow me, sir, to read what he said in a similar, 
though not so alarming, crisis in public affairs, 
on the 27th of December, 1849: 


“If we of the northern States??— 


We had no West then, sir; her existence and 
geography have been ascertained and settled 
since— 


“If we of the northern States would not vote for a 
southern man, merely because he is a southem man, and 
men of the South will not vote for a northern man, merely 
because he is a northern man; and if that principle is to be 
carried out from here into all our national politics and elec- 
tions, what must be the result? Disunion. THAT ITSELF 
Is pIsuNIOoN. You may disguise and cover up as you please, 
but that it will be. Jt may, perhaps, be regarded as but the 
first step in disunion; but its consequence follows as inev- 
itable as fate. One section—the North or the South—must 
always have the majority. Disfranchise all upon the other 
side, and the Union could not hold together a day ; if ought 
not to hold together upon such conditions a day. On this 
floor we now have from the free States onc hundred and 
forty Representatives, and ninety from the slave States. 
Suppose the relative numbers were reversed: would we 
submit to be denied all participation in privileges here? 
NOT FOR an nour. And should we ask for such submis- 
sion from others? Never! ‘The Whig party say—never. 
‘The true people of the North say—never.”? 


That, sir, was good Whig doctrine ten years 
ago. It was good American doctrine in 1856; and 
I aver here, upon my responsibility as a Repre- 
sentative, that it is good sound Democratic doc- 
trine everywhere, and all the time. 

Then, sir, lam against disunion. I find no more 


‘ pleasure in a southern disunionist than in anorth- 


ern or western disunionist. Do not tell me that 
you of the South have an apology in the events 
and developments of the last few months. I know 
you have. War—irrepressible war, has been pro- 
claimed against your institution of slavery; it has 
been carried into your own States; arson and mur- 
der have been committed upon your own soil; 
peaceful citizens have been ruthlessly shot down | 
at the thresholds of their own doors. Youavenged 
the wrong; you executed the murderer and the 
felon; but he has risen from the dead a hero and 
a martyr; and now the apostles of this new Mes- 
siah of abolition, with scrip and purse, armed 
with the sword, insolent from augmenting num- 
bers, apostles rather of Mahomet, disciples of 
Peter the Hermit, are but gathering strength and 
awaiting the hour for a new invasion. Certainly, 
certainly, in all this you have ample justification 
for whatsoever of excitement and alarm and indig- 
nation pervade now the whole South, from Ma- 
son and Dixon’s line down to the Gulf of Mexico. | 
But will you secede now? Will you break up the | 
union of these Statés? Will you bring down for- 
ever, in one promiscuous ruin, the columns and 
pillars of this magnificent temple of liberty, which 
our fathers reared at so great cost of blood and of 
treasure? Waita little! Waita little! Let us’ 
try again the peaceful, the ordinary, the constitu- 
tional means forthe redress of grievances. Letus 


resort once more to the ballot-box. Let us try 


yet again that weapon, surer set and better than the 
bayonet. ae 
Mr. Clerk, I am not, perhaps, so hopeful of the 
final result as some other men; but I was taught 
inny boyhood thatnoblest ofall Romanmaxims— 
never todespair of the Republige I was taught too, 
by pious lips, a yet higher and holier doctrine 
shll—a firm belief in a superintending Providence, 
which governs in the affairs of men. Ido believe 
that God, in his infinite goodness, has foreor- 
dained for this land a higher, mightier, nobler des- 
tiny than for any other country since the world 


‘began; Time’s noblest empire is the last. From the- 


Arctic ocean to the Isthmus of Darien; from the ` 
Atlanticto the Alleghanies; stretching far and wide 
over the vast basin of the Mississippi, scaling the 
Rocky Mountains, and lost at last in the blue 
waters of the Pacific, I behold, in holy and patri- 
otic vision, ONE, Union, ONE ConsTiTurion, ONE 
Destiny. [A’pplause.] Butthis grand and magnifi” 
‘cent destiny cannot be fulfilled by us, except asa 
united people. Clouds and darkness, indeed, rest 
now over us; weare inthe midst of perils; rocksand 
quicksands are before us; strife and discord are all 
aroundus. How then, sir—mighty and momen- 
tous question, pregnant with the fate of an em- 
pire—shall we bring peace to this divided and dis- 
tracted country? Sir, in my deliberate and most 
solemn judgment, there is but one way of escape: 
and that the immediate, absolute, unconditional 
disbandment of this sectional, anti-slavery, Re-- 
publican party of yours. (Applause in the gal- 
leries.] If not, then upon your heads, and upon 
the heads of your children, be the blood of this 
Republic. You have organized a political party, 
based upon geographical discriminations, and for 
the purpone of administering this Government for 
the benefitof a part. Youhave neither strength, 
nor organization, nor existence even, in one half, 
nearly, of the States of this Union. Look around 
you. Behold upon this side of the House every 
section represented. Here are the United States. 
What do we see upon the loft side of this Cham- 
ber? Not one solitary Representative of your 
faith or party from fifteen States of this Union. 
What docs all this mean? It never was so before 
in the history of this Republic. What does it all 
tend to? Sir, there died not many years ago, in 
New England, aman whom you all once idolized 
as approaching a little nearer in intellect to our 
notions of divinity than most men in any age. 
Died, did 1 say? No, he ‘still lives;” lives in 
history, lives in the public records, lives in his 
published works, lives in his public services, lives 
upon canvas and in marble and in bronze. Seven 
years ago, he wrote to a citizen of his native State: 
“There arein New Hampshire many persons who call them- 
selves Whigs, who are no Whigs at all; and no better than dis- - 
unionists. Any man who HESITATES in granting and securing 


to every part of the country its just and constitutional rights - 
is AN ENEMY TO THE WHOLE COUNTRY.” x 


I know, gentlemen of the Republican party, that 
you profess, many of you, that you would not 
deny any constitutional right to the States of the 
South. “Admitit. But let me ask you by what 
rule of interpretation do you propose to ascertain 
these rights? I appeal to your platforms, to your 
speeches, to your acts. Like the learned doctor 
of Padua you confess the bond; the Venetian law 
cannot impugn it; but you would give the exact 
pound of flesh, shedding no blood, cutting nor more 
nor less, under penalty of death and confiscation, 
than the just pound, not to be made light or heavy 
in the balance or the division of the twentieth part 
of one poor scruple, nor in the estimation of a 
hair. You well know that rights thus yielded are 
rights withheld; and withheld, too, with every 
aggravation of insult and wrong. Is that the 
spirit of the constitutional compact? Is that the 
spirit which animated the Wee man and patriot 
whose ashes repose upon the banks of the Poto- 
mac, or of that other hero and patriot who finds 
a resting place in his long sleep amid the shades 
of the Hermitage? How long, think you, can 
such a Union last? and what, above all, is it 
worth while it does last? 

I have now finished what I desired to say upon 
the momentous subjects which have been intro- 
duced into this discussion. I have spoken freely 
ofpisunion. The time, most unhappily, has gone 
by when that melancholy theme can any longer 
be ignored or evaded. It must be met—met 
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promptly, and met not with affected contempt, nor 
with real indifference. I have not spoken of it 
with any unmanly terror, but only with that sad 
and solemn alarm and apprehension which every 
patriot oughtto feelin contemplating the overthrow 
of a Union so grand, a Constitution so admirable, 
a Government so vast, and institutions so noble, 
as these under and in the midst of which we are 
still permitted to live, 

Sir, a southern paptr, not many miles from this 
Capitol, has been pleased to say that there is no 
southern State contemplating secession, in any 
possible contingency. No;they are only ‘coolly 
calculating the effect of disunion threats upon the 
nerves of the northern and western States.” I 
do not believe it. Whoever utters it libels the 
South and the North and the West. Idle threats 
and menaces will no longer frighten any one. Mu- 
tual interests and mutual fears do indeed bind us 
together still; but fraternal affection and good will 
are the only bands which can keep usa united peo- 
ple. They are the silver cord and the golden bowl 
which are now so well nigh broken at the fount- 
ain. If they be indeed snapped asunder, then nor 
threats, nor fears, nor interests, nor anything else 
can keep us together. My nerves, at least, are of 
the hardest and the toughest. Iam nomore to be 
moved from my propriety by clamor and menace 
from the South, than by denunciation and fanat- 
icism from the North or the West. Standing 
here, I repeat it, an armed neutral in the midst of 
this conflict of sections, I propose, in all humility, 
but in all justice, to hold even and impartial the 
scales between them. I have spoken freely and 
plainly, but have spoken justly and truly, [have 
not sought to conceal the evil which afflicts us; 
stillless to exaggerate it, but only to exhibit it just 

-as it is; for be assured, be assured there is no 
medicine nor surgery which can heal it, without 
the utmost disclosure and knowledge of the true 
cause and character and extent of the disease. | 
have spoken briefly of the present evil state of 
public sentiment in the North and the West; in 
Ohio, my own native State. Yet, mother as she is, 
I have sought rather to imitate, not the rude and 
obscene behavior of Ham, but the filial piety and 
modesty of the elder sons of the patriarch when 
mellowed with wine, and quietly, with averted 
eye to cover her. nakedness with the mantle of 
silence. Yet, as a Representative here in this 
Chamber, I have a duty to perform for the whole 
country, for the sake of the Constitution, for the 

” perpetuity of the Union, and as its last hope. 

I know well, indeed, that much that I have said 
to-day, will here, as elsewhere, be denounced as 
pro-slavery. Beitso. Ihave heard that too often, 
already, to feel the slightestapprehension oralarm; 
but I tell you, gentlemen, as a thousand times I 
have told those who sent me here, that:—If to love 
my country, to revere the Constitution, to cherish 
the Union; if to abhor the madness and hate the 
treason which would lift up a sacrilegious hand 
against either; if to read that in the past, to behold 
it in the present, to foresce it in the future of this 
land, which is of more value to us and to the world 
for ages to come than all the multiplied millions 
who have inhabited Africa from the creation to this 
day—if this it is to be pro-slavery, then in every 
nerve, fiber, vein, bone, tendon, joint, and liga- 
ment, from the topmost hair of the head to the 
last extremity of the foot, E am all over and alto- 
gether a pRO-sLAYERY MAN. [Applause from the 
Democratic benches and the galleries.] 


RESISTANCE TO BLACK REPUBLICAN DOMIN- 
ATION, 


SPEECH OF HON. O. R. SINGLETON, | 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 19, 1859. 


Mr. SINGLETON said: 

Mr. Cizrx: Up to this point, in the exciting 
discussion which has been going on since we first 
came together, I have maintained an unbroken 
silence, and I regret the necessity, which I feel 
rests upon me to-day, to depart from my original 
determination, to take no partin it. But, sir, there 
are times and occasions, when words are spoken 
and chargegre preferred, when, to remain silent 


would be to acquiesce in those charges, and would 
be considered as a tacit acknowledgment of their 
truth. It seems to have been the purpose of the 
Republican party, together with the newspaper 
press which sustains it in its crusade against 
the South, to throw the blame of the non-organ- 
ization of this House upon my section. And not 
Satisfied, sir, with this charge, not satisfied with 
attempting to cast odium upon us as a section, 
ithas even been thrown out by Representatives 
upon this floor, and especially by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hicxman,] who spoke 
a few days since, that there has not been a single 
compromise entered into, nor a single compact 
agreed upon by the North and South, touching the. 
question of slavery, that has not been violated by 
the latter. Now, sir, if the gentleman had been 
half as anxious to enlighten his own judgment 
upon this subject, and to impart correct informa- 
tion to his constituents, as hé seems to be to cast 
reproach upon the South, he would never have 
made this declaration. Here, in behalf of those 
I represent, and I may say in behalf of the whole 
South, I interpose a flat denial to that statement, 
and I charge, upon the other hand, that precisely 
the reverse of that proposition is true. It is a 
well-known fact that the South, for the last thirty 
years, ever since the slavery agitation commenced 
in Congress, has been in a minority; and if her 
Representatives had been ever so much inclined 
to force upon the North any unjust legislation, or 
to violate the Constitution in its letter or spirit, 
they have not had the power to do it. On the 
contrary, sir, it has been a constant struggle on 
her part for existence. She has been driven to 
the wall time and again. Year after year have 
you kept up this agitation and excitement, and 
while she has retreated from one position to 
another, almost to her disgrace, you now make 
the charges upon us that we have kept upagitation, 
and that we have been guilty of violating pledges 
given or compromises entered into. For one, I 
am not willing that a party, who has created a 
storm in this country that now threatens, like 
the wing of the tempest, to desolate the land from 
one end to the other, and to overthrow all our insti- 
tutions, shall shift the responsibility from their 
shoulders and place it upon those who are inno- 
cent. It is very much like the incendiary who 
applies the torch to your dwelling, and when you 
discover that itis wrapped in flames, and reproach 
him with the deed, charges you with disturbing 
unnecessarily the peace and tranquillity of your 
neighbors. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in the course 
of his remarks, alluded to the provisions in the 
Constitution touching the question of slavery, and 
seemed to complain that some advantages accrued 
to the South from them. There are but three of 
them and they are simple in their character, The 
first is, that which entitles us to three-fifth repre- 
sentation of our slave population upon this floor. 
I ask you, do you expect us to take less than 
this? Is it not a clause contained in the Consti- 
tution, made by your fathers and by ours? And 
isit to be expected that we shall consent to re- 
linquish this representation. ‘That constitutional 
provision may be offensive to you; you may not 
approve ofit; but itis there, and we will never 
consent that it shall be taken out. We have asked 
nothing more than the letter of the bond. We 
are willing to take nothing less. And whenever 
you undertake to violate that provision of the 
Constitution, and prevent us from having that rep- 
resentation, you have at once put an end to the 
compact that binds us together. 
tis known to all of us that the slavery ques- 
tyon was one of the most difficult of settlement in 
he convention which framed the Constitution; 
but, after a long and anxious debate, when a vote 
was taken there was not found a single dissent- 
ing voice npon the adoptionof this clause. Again, 
I say, we have never asked more than we were 
entitled to under that provision, and surely as men 
who know the value of their rights, you will never 
expect us to submit to anything less. There is, 
therefore, no cause of complaint in this quarter. 

There is another provision to which the gentle- 
man referred, and that is the clause which gives 
us the right to reclaim our fugitive slaves, when 
they escape into free States. Are you willing 
that we shall have that provision of our Consti- 


i 


| the compacts of the Constitution? 


tution carried out? If not, you castreproach upon 
your ancestors; for, let me tell you, that when 
this clause came to -be acted upon, it too met with 
the unanimous support of the convention, We 
did ask at the hands of Congress, and did receive, 
in 1790, alaw which authorized us to reclaim our 
fugitive slaves when they escaped into. your bor- 
ders. That law remained upon the statute-book 
from that day until. 1850, when: it was- thought 
right and proper to amend. it in some. respects. 
The law of 1850 was substituted for the one of 
1790. I ask youif there is anything in thatlaw 
which goes beyond the provisions of the Consti- 
tution? If we are entitled to a law.at all, it must 
be an efficient fugitive slave law, as was said by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin, ] the other 
day; and I give him credit for the manly ground 
he took upon that question. I ask, inal! candor, 
is not this reasonable? Hlave we demanded any- 
thing which we.are not entitled to? Has there 
been any aggression by the South upon the North, 
in asking not only that you pass this law, but 
that you shall stand by it, whenever necessary; 
in its enforcement? 

But the gentleman referred also to that clause 
of the Constitution which looked to the prospect- 
ive abolition of the slave trade, and secmed to 
meet that question precisely as though it was the 
duty of Congress to pass a law to prevent the in- 
gress of Africans after 1808 into this country... If 
he will examine the Constitution, he will find that 
provision does not make it imperative upon. Con- 
gress to legislate at all upon the subject. If Con- 
gress has any right to legislate upon the subject, 
it has that right only by implication, and it may 
exercise it if deemed proper and expedient; but 
certainly is under no compulsion so to do. Let . 
me turn to that clause of the Constitution: 

€ The migration or importation of such persons as any of - 
the States now existing shall think proper to admit, shall 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808; 


but a tax or duty may be imposed on such importation, not 
exceeding ten dollars for each person.” i 


Now, is it to be supposed, after reading that 
clause, that it was the absolute duty of Congress 
to pass any such law? But such was the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hickman] the other day. The power of Congress 
upon that subject, is at most but discretionary. In 
its discretion, it did-pass the laws now in force; 
and in the exercise of that same discretion, it may 
repeal them, and allow slaves to be imported pre- 
ciscly as they were before any law was placed 
upon the statute-book. È 

The gentleman says there is a movement at the 
South for the purpose of repealing all laws upon 
this subject. Į agree that there isa grawing sen- 
timent in that direction, and it all results from the 
fact that in the. North you are concentrating and 
focalizing all your efforts for the purpose of put- 
ting down the institution of slavery... Struggling, 
as the South is, for existence, and determined.not 
to go down if she can avoid it, you will find men 
there who believe that the opening of the slave 
trade will redound to the interest of the South, 
and perhaps is necessary to save that institution 
from destruction and overthrow. There has as 
yet been no movement upon the part of the South, 
looking to a repeal of those laws, so far as either 
branch of Congress is concerned. I will not ven- 
ture an opinion whether any such movement will 
be made or not. i 

So far, therefore, as the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, are concerned, let me ask you to divest 
yourselves of your prejudices, and tell me when 
the South has ever demanded anything to which 
she was not entitled? What provision of the 
Constitution has she undertaken to violate? Has 
she ever asked that she should have more. than 
three-fifth representation for her slaves upon this 
floor? Has she ever asked anything more than- 
an efficient law for the reclamation of fugitive 
slaves? Has she asked you to pass any offensive 
law in regard to the slave waded If all this be 
true, then I ask why do gentlemen charge that 
the South has not kept faith in the observance of 
I call upon 
gentlemen to take back that charge. They cannot 
sustain themselves upon it before the country. 

But the gentleman referred to the Missouri com- 
promise act, and undertakes to make it appear 
that the South has been guilty of a breach of good 
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faith ‘and a want of proper observance of its re- 
‘quirements: “Let me‘ask ‘that gentleman, in all 
sincerity; if, as Tong as ‘that act was upon the 
statute-book, an effort was ever made at the South 


‘directly or indirectly, to violate it? Jf so, I ask 
‘him to tell: me when and where. Did not the 


North get-all. the benefits which grew out of it? 
Did it not? 

Mr. HICKMAN. Twill answer the gentle- | 
man’s question by asking him another. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Thatisa Yankee way of 
doing búsiness which I do not-approve of. If 
ask-a question which admits of a plain answer, I 
expect to‘have it. 
`- Mr. HICKMAN. Then I will answer you; 
and I suppose you will have no objection ‘to an- 
swer a question of mine in return. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HICKMAN. If Lunderstand the history 
of the legislation of 1850-54, there -was.a demand 
made bythe Representatives of the South that 
what ‘was called the exclusive legislation of 1820 
‘should be repealed; that the Missouri compromise 
law, inasmuch as it prevented slavery from enter- 
ing into territory north of the line 360 30’, was 
unjust toward the South, and they demanded its 
repeal. They went, almost in a body, for its re- 
peal. By the aid of a few northern Representa- 
tives, they accomplished that repeal; and in return 
for it they gave to the North what I say was a 
distinet pledge that the question of slavery, from 
that day forward, should cease to be agitated in 
Congress, and that the settlement of the whole 
question should be left to the people of the Terri- 
tories for their determination. An effort was 
made—perseveringly made—to force slavery into 


‘in the territory south of it? 


the territory from which ‘it had been excluded by 
the act:of 1820; and, failing in that effort, they 
now. denounce the legislation of 1854, and insist 
‘thatthe principles of the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
shall be repudiated. As I said the other day, 
they will have nothing more to do with it. This, 
I say, is destroying the common understanding 
that was had between the Representatives of the 
South and of the North, in 1820. 

Now, I wish to ask the gentleman this question: 
whether the South did not, in 1854, consider it 
beneficial to them to have the Missouri compro- 
mise line repealed? If they did not consider it of 
any importance, why did they struggle so long 
and so anxiously for its repeal ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman 
has not answered the question that I propounded 
to him. I made the statement on this floor, which 
I now repeat, that as long as this Missouri com- 
promise line was on the statute-book unrepealed, 
there was never an attempt on the part of the 
South to evade its force, either directly or indi- 
rectly. Every Territory that has been organized 
north of that line came in witha clause in its con- 
stitution prohibiting slavery. You have received 
everything you had a right to expect from the 

assage of thatact; and you have lost nothing by 
its repeal. In the year 1848, upon the organiza- 
tion of a territorial government for Oregon, when 
a proposition was made by your great leader, 
whose fortunes youare now following —Mr. Dove- 
LAs, of Illinois—to extend the Missouri compro- 
mise line from the Rio Grande to the Pacific 
ocean, almost every northern man in the Senate 
voted against it. 

Mr. LEAKE, The bill for the organization of 
the Territory of Oregon, as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Territories in the Senate, in the second 
session of the Twenty-Ninth Congress, contained 
the usual clause for the prohibition of slavery. 
Mr. Armistead Burt, of South Carolina, moved 
the adoption of a clause designing to reénact the 
Missouri compromise. That amendment was 
rejected, and the bill passed in defiance of that | 
objection. 

Ar. SINGLETON. If gentlemen will examine 
the records of the proceedings of Congress their 
finds ‘will be satisficd that the South did not | 
make war on the line of 360 30', but on the con- | 
trary was‘willing at all times, by extending it to 
the Pacific, to make it a line between the North 
and-South, and thus forever settle this vexed 
question. Iwill undertake to show by the vote 
‘ahd speech of Senator Haru, of New Hampshire, 


“onithe question of organizing a territorial gov- 
‘erfimient for Utah, that that was the position oc- 


cupied by him, and that, while southern men 
were anxious to have a fair adjustment of the 
question, northern men constantly and persist- 
ently opposed it. i 

Let me refer to the remarks of a Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis} 

« Before taking the vote I-wish to offer an amendment to 
change the parallel 37° to the parallel 36° 30’. I know that my 


friends say the higher up the better; but 1 do not think so. 


I do not perceive why we, without some reason growing 
out of the settlement of the country, should evade a line 


-acquiesced in as a political line, and the value of which is 
“something tome. I look beyond the present question; T 
lovk beyond the territory to be organized in the country’ 


south of this line, and other gentlemen, T think, look be- 
yond it. But whether they do or not, it will not prevent 
me from doing so. Why is this half degree to be included 
Simply to raise the question 
against us, and on this half degree all the way through. 
The Senafor from Illinois is willing, and it is but just I 
should say so, to take the line of 36° 30’, and my own friends 
commit a great error, J gay itin kindness, the truits of which 
they will find when | ney come to organize the territories 
south of it.” 

Well, sir, what did Senator Hare say in re- 
sponse to this proposition made by a Senator from 
a southern State, [Mr. Davis, of Mississippi,] to 
extend its southern boundary half a degree tfur- 
ther south? For what purpose? In order that it 
might give significance to this line of 360 30’, and 
that it might be deemed binding on the North and 
on the South, not only then, but in the organiza- 
tion of Territories at a future day. Mr. Hare 
spoke as follows: 

“ [wish to say a word as a reason why I shall vote 
against the amendment. I shall vote against 36° 30/, be- 
eause F think there is an implication in it. (Laughter.] I 
will vote for 37° or 36° either, just as it is convenient; but 
it is idle to shut our eyes to the fact that here is an attempt 
in this bill—{ will not cay it is the intention of the mover-— 
to pledge this Senate and Congress to the imaginary line of 
36° 30/, because there are some historical recollections cou- 
nected with it in regard to this controversy about slavery. 
I will content myself with saying that J-never will, by vote 
or speech, admit or submit to anything that may bind the 
action of our legislation here to make the parallel of 36° 30 
the boundary line between slave and tree territory. And 
when tsay that, I explain the reason why I go against the 
amendment.” 

A vote was taken upon the amendment offered 
by Senator Davis. I have it before me, and I 
find that almost every northern man—every one 
certainly that now belongs to the Republican 
party—voted against it, and only three or four 
Senators of the Democratie party North, were 
found to vote in favor of the proposition. Now, 
gentlemen, when you take it upon yourselves to 
palm off upon the country that we have been war- 
ring upon the Missouri compromise line; that we 
have not acquiesced in it in good faith; that we 
have demanded its repeal; and that it has been 
through us that it has been repealed, I say you 
must go back and examine the records of the two 
Houses of Congress before you make that charge. 
We know that the Missouri compromise was re- 
pealed. Who moved its repeal? Wasita south- 
ern man? H eame from Mr. Doves.as himself. 
He considered the law unconstitutional, as we 
did; and when a proposition came from the North 
declaring it so—as the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States has since declared it to be—it was not 
wonderful at all that we so voted. We would 
have been recreant to ourselves and to the inter- 
ests of our people, if we had voted otherwise. 
Well, sir, the Supreme Court has since adjudi- 
cated the question, and has said that compromise 
act ought never to have been upon the statute- 
book: and if it ought never to have been there, 
surely it was no act of bad faith on the part of 
Representatives of the South to vote for its repeal. 
So long as the question of repeal did not come 
up, so long as the act placed there by their pre- 
decessors remained, they could afford to acqui- 
esce in it; but when they were called upon to cast 
their votes either to continue or to repeal it, I ask 
if any gentleman here does not perceive that it 
was their duty to vote for its repeal? But I again 
assert that so long as it remained unrepealed, we 
did observe it in good faith; and no effort was 
made to force slavery into any Territory north of 
that linc. In 1848, before the agitation of this 
question, and whilst Mr. Polk was President, this 
matter came up in the bill organizing a territorial 
government for the Territory of Oregon. A clause 
was inserted forever prohibiting slavery from that 
Territory, and, although the line did not extend 
beyond the Rio Grande, and although Oregon there- 
fore could not be considered north of that linc, 


i 


| every quarter. 


yet Mr. Polk gave his sanction to that bill with 
the prohibitory clause in it; and gave as a reason 
for so doing that it would lie north of that line if 
extended:to the Pacific. Yowof the North have lost 
nothing by its repeal; and, therefore, when you 
offer this as an excuse forexcitement and agita- 
tion, it will not avail you in ‘the estimation of 
men of sound sense anywhere. 

But, sir, the gentleman gom Pennsylvania re- 
ferred also to the compronfise measures of 1850, 
and seemed to think that we had been wanting 
in good-faith in not observing properly the com- 
promises of that day. What did we of the South 
receive under these compromise measures? You 
organized California as a State, one half of which 
lay south of the line of 360 30’, and she was 
brought in without the forms of law, and with- 
out a constitution being properly formed by her 
people. You gave territorial governments to Utah 
and New Mexico, the whole of Utah, with the 
exception of half a degree, being south of the 
Missouri line. Those territorial governments 
were organized to suit your own views. You 
abolished the slave trade, and slavery itself, pro 
tanto, in the District of Columbia. The only 
semblance of good that we got in those compro- 
mise measures of 1850, was the fugitive slave law 
in an amended form. And let me.ask you, gen- 
tlemen of the North, have you kept faith with us 
in the enforcement of that law? Can a southern 
man to-day, if his slave escape, even into a bor- 
der State, go there with any sort of security, and 
recover thatslave? No, sir; no man in his senses 
would enter upon such a Quixotic expedition, 
with hope of success. I might refer to the gen- 
tleman’sown State—to the Christiana riots, which 
occurred there, when a southern man was mur- 
dered onthe soil of Pennsylvania, simply because 
he undertook to recover a fugitive slave under that 
law. 

I might refer to the difficulties which sprung up 
in Boston, in the Burns case when it became ne- 
cessary to call out fourteen or fifteen military com- 
panies to suppress the moh, and this Government 
had to foot a bill of $13,000 for expenses incurred 
in enforcing the law. 1 might refer to these and 
many other cases to show that so far from acting 
in good faith, you have thrown all the obstacles 
you could in the way of the enforcement of that 
aw. 

So upon examination it will be found, T appre- 
hend, that in every single case, so far from the 
South having proved recreant to her trust, or 
having failed to comply with all constitutional 
obligations, and the requirements of law, she has 
been ready at all times to enforce the laws and 
uphold the Constitution. I ask, when have we 
failed to mect promptly all our duties and respons- 
ibiliticsas citizens of this Government? As was 
remarked by my colleague, the other day, we have 
always paid our taxes cheerfully. We have al~ 
ways furnished our full quota of men to carry 
on war against a common enemy; and there has 
never been a time when the South was nota de- 
fender of the Constitution, and of laws made in 
Spear thereof. You see no violence in the 

outh; you sce no bodics of men organizing them- 
selves into parties to resist the laws. "Whenever 
you wish to regale yourself with a sight of this 
discription you have only to travel North, and 
there you will find, among those who charge us 
with aviolation of good faith, organized bands of 
men ready to override all law and order. 

I wil! not detain the House by running over the 
long list of wrongs which the North has inflicted 
upon us. I might refer to the 2ist rule, which 
was adopted as a compromise between the two 
sections of the Union, by which abolition peti- 


‘tions were to be received and laid upon the table, 
| but not read or considered. 


But you made un- 
ceasing war upon it until the rule was repealed, 
ald the door thrown open for the reception of 
abolition petitions and incendiary documents from 
I might refer io the refusal by 
your predecessors to admit the slave States— 
‘Texas, Florida,and Louisiana—into this Union, 


| although they were far south of the line of 360 


30’, simply because they had slave constitutions. 
I might speak of your fezislative enactments by 
which you undertake to disqualify your citizens 
from holding office if they but aida United States 
marshal, as a part of the posse comgéatus, in. the 
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reclamation of fugitive slaves. I might refer to | 
the acts of your State Legislatures granting writs 
of mandamus and habeas corpus, by which slaves 
were taken from the possession of their masters 
with a view to their escape. I might refer to 
the incursion of Brown into the State of Vir- 
‘ginia, and show that the act was the legitimate 
fruit of the agitation which you have fomented 
and are upholding at the North. You might as 
well expect. to sce good sced, cast into rich soil, | 
watered by the genial showers of heaven, and 
warmed by the rays of the sun, refuse to germ- 
inate and spring into life, as to keep up this trade 
atthe North and not expect desperate and deluded | 
men to take advantage of it to carry forward their 
villainous plots. 

I might talk about the infamous Helper book, 
which has been circulated through the South for 
the most nefarious purposes. In reference to it, 
I will only say that any man who indorsed and 
recommended it to the public is not fit to be the 
presiding officer of this House. If he did itknow- 
ing its contents, he is guilty of treason, and de- 
serves a traitor’s doom; if he did it not knowing 
its contents, he has displayed a degree of reckless- 
ness that, in my judgment, totally disqualifies him 
for so responsible a position. While upon this 
point, Iot me say, you seem determined to place 
as presiding officcr over this body a man who 
signed that circular of recommendation. If you 
do so, you do it at your peril, You severan- 
other cord that binds the North and South to- 
gether. That book has been read and understood 
by the South, and the whole country is in a blaze 
upon the subject. The moment you select a | 
Speaker who has given countenance to this infa- 
mous publication, it will be considered by the 
South as an act of present insult added to past in- 
juries. "Why insist upon putting Mr. SHERMAN 
in the chair? I have no objection to that gentle- | 
man upon personal grounds, for his conduct upon 
this floor, so far as I have been acquainted with 
it, has been dignified and gentlemanly. You have 
other men, whose signatures are not to that book, 
who would be Iess obnoxious to the South. But 
you must judge for yourselves, and take the con- 
sequences, for you will be held responsible for it 
by the South at no distant day. 

I propose to pass over what is térmed the Abo- 
lition party of the country. Gentlemen say there 
are but few of them; thatthey are fanatics in their 
purposes and views. This I do not believe to be 
the case. If I understand their purposes, they 
are determined to interfere with slavery where- 
ever found, whether by constitutional means or 
otherwise. Chey are determined to destroy the 
institution in the States, although it may involve 
the destruction of the Constitution and the Union. 
But I pass that party by for the present. 

Those of you who call yourselves Republicans 
express your determination not to interfere directly 
with slavery in the States, but toexclude it from all 
Territories now belonging. to the United States, 
and from all territory which we may hercafter | 
acquire. Am [right in ascribing to you that po- 
sition? Ifnot, I want some gentleman upon this | 
floor, who represents your sentiments, to correct : 
me. I do not desire to go before the country upon | 


a false issue. ‘The times are perilous, and we have | 
f 


arrived at a point when it is necessary that we 
should understand cach other. I repeat the ques- 

tion, and pause for a reply: isit not your pur- 
pose to exclude slavery from all territory now ! 
belongings tothe United States, or which may here- 
afier be acquired? And is this not to be done by | 
direct. congressional legislation? 

Mr. CURTIS. We are opposed to the exten- 
sion of slavery, and by every constitutional means 
which we can honorably interpose, we will, as 
Republicans, oppose the extension; but we do 
not propose to stifle the South by circumventing 
it by any system of policy. You have ample 
scope at present; with about half the population, 
the census of 1850 shows that you have two hun 
dred and sixty-four thousand more square miles 


of land than we have cast of the Rocky Mount- jj ` 
| ing that ordinance of 17 


ains. Whenever any stifling influence oceurs, 
then itis right and proper for the people of the 
country to take up that question, for it is net my 
purpose, directly, orindirectly, toinjurethe people | 
ofthe South. ‘‘Suificient unto the day is the evil l 
thereof.’’ } 

New BERIES— 


No. 4 


4 
Èy 


Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir; that is the sort 
ofanswer I invariably get from gentlemen—“ Saf- 
ficient unto the day is the evil thevcof.’?: You in- 
tend thus to lull the suspicions of the South; 
make further aggressions upon us, until we are 
bound hand and foot, and then we are to be dealt 
with according to your views of propriety. Will 
the gentleman answer this question? Does he 
not believe that Congress has the power, by di- 
rect legislation, to exclude slavery from every 
foot of territory now belonging to the Govern- 
ment; and will he not, when the questien comes 
up, vote for such a law? 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman has changed 
his question. 

Mr. SINGLETON. No, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS. The question, as you put it 
first, was this: Do I not believe that the people 
have a right to exclude the people of the South 
from the territory? I say, l do not. I say we 
are ready to give you the same rights that we ask 
for ourselves. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS. Do yousuppose that we of the 
North could not take slaves into the Territories? 
Have we not the same physical power and the 


same ability as you have, to buy and carry slaves | 


into the Territories? When we exclude you we 
exclude ourselves from the right of carrying slaves 
there. But we do not desire anybody to extend 
slavery; and we say that we can vote to exclude 
slavery from the Territories, and I belicve we 
have the constitutional right to do so. 1t is slaves 
that we exclude, and not freemen. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Exactly. That is what 
I desired to know. Is that the opinion of your 
party ? 

Mr. CURTIS. it is, sir, so far as I know; I 
speak only for myself. 

Mr. SINGLETON, And I believe you arc 
considered one of the most moderate men of that 
party. I so regard you. Now, J understand, 
and the country understands, the issue as made 
up, that never again is a slave State, with slave 
property, to come into the Union. In other words, 


we are never to have, inside of this Government, | 


another foot of slave territory while we remain 
in confederation with you. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is the idea, sir; if we can 
prevent it, ; f 

Mr. SINGLETON. Now, sir, do you imagine 
for one moment that the South is so far lost to 
every sense of honor as to remain in a confedera- 
tion with you on such terms? Do you imagine 


Mr. CURTIS.. Well, if it: was ri 
exclude slavery from the Territories, 
candor, whether it is not right now? . 

Mr, SINGLETON. I call the ‘gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that there was no‘Constitution: 
in existence at the time of the passage of the ordi= 
nance of 1787, and the sovereign Siates had aright 
to make any compact they pleased. * 

Mr. CURTIS. The.hionorable gentleman does 
not comprehend me. I allude to thé law passed 
by Congress. after the Constitution itself was 
adopted. eee 

Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman’ is: well 
aware of the fact that the ordinance: of 1787 was 
a compact between sovereign States; without any 
Constitution to govern and control-their action; 
and they had a right to enter into whatever agree- 
ment they thought proper; and the act of Con- 
gress of 7th August, 1789, was only confirming: 
that agreement. But the case now is altogether 
different. We live under a Conatitution adopted 
by our fathers, and are compelled to conform our 
| legislation to that Constitution. And I submit 
there is nothing in it giving to Congress the right 
either to prohibit-or establish slavery in any of 
the Territories; but, in the language of the Su- 
preme Court in the Dred Scott decision: 

€ The territory being a part of the United States, the Gov- 
ernment and the citizen both enter it-under the authority: 
of the Constitution, with their respective rights defined and 
marked out; and the Federal Government can exercise no 
power over his person or property beyond what that instru 
ment confers, nor lawfully deny any right whieh it hagre 
served.” * * woe * * * * ey 

“ And no word can be found in the Constitution which 
gives Congress a greater power over slave property, or whieh 
entitles property of that kind to less protection than prop 
erty of any other description. The only power conferred, is ~ 
the power coupled with the duly of guarding and protecting: 
the owner in his rights”? 


Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Iowa, in 
all his speeches, has taken the ground that the 
ordinance of 1787 excluded slavery from all of the 
Territories, Does the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, by his silence, mean to be considered: as 
acquiescing in that construction ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Idonot. Ifyou willex- 
amine the ordinance of 1787, you will find that 
it, in terms, excluded slavery from the Northwest- 
ern Territory, described as the territory ceded by 
Virginia to the General Government. ` It goes no 
further. ` ag 3 : i 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Clerk, if my friend from: 
Mississippi will yield to me for a moment, I be- 


eht ther to 
‘Task, in all 


that slavery is to be shut up and inélosed within | 


its present arca, however necessary it may be to į 


expand? 

Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him one question? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS. When the Constitution was 
first made, and the ordinance of 1787 was acccpicd 
by the First Congress, excluding slavery from all 
the territory we then had; did you not then live 
with us in precisely that condition? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Of course we lived up to 
the compacts and compromises of the Constitu- 
tion: but that Constitation was not adopted when 


the ordinance of 1787 was made between the | 


States. i 
Mr. CURTIS. I want to conclude my ques 
tion, If it was right then, why is it not right 


how? 

Mr. SINGLETON. You are wrong in your 
premises. In the first place, the Constitution was 
not then formed, and when Congress did pass a 
law in favor of carrying out the ordinance of 1787, 
it was to carry out an agreement of sovereign 
States, entered into before the Constitution was 
formed. 


Mr. CURTIS. The law of Congress was passed |) vn Is not utte f 
on the Fih of August, 1789, under the Constitu- | Mr. CUR TIS. The preamble to the act pro- 
| ai 


tion of the United States, after the Constitution |! 


had been adopted. 


Mr. SINGLETON, 


For what purpose? 


Mr. CURTIS. Why, accepting and establish- $ 
7; and thereby excluding 


slavery from the Northwestern Territory, the only 
Territory then belonging to the United States. Is 
not that so? f 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is true, sir; as I 
have before explained. 


lieve Į can make a suggestion that will be a full 
and conclusive answer to the gentleman from 
Iowa. That question is not made for the first 
time. The gentleman put it fully, frankly, and 
fairly; and Ì submit to you whether the answer 
iis not of that character. 

‘The gentleman from Iowa-suggests that, under 
the ordinance of 1787, slavery was excluded from 
all the Territories that then belonged to the Union; 
Admit the fact; granted. Thereis.a specific clause 
in the Constitution of the United States which pro- 
vides that all compacts made and entered into 
under the old articles of confederation shall be 
valid and existing under the Constitution of the 
United States, and there is the express power 
given by the Constitution to carry out that com- 
pact made by the several States which formed the 
Confederation before the Constitution. ‘The gen- 
teman from lowa now stands before the House 
and country and declares, with. a. sober. face, 
vithout a grin on his countenance, that a special 
and sovereign power given in the Constitution of 
| the United States, which binds us now, and that 
į legislation, passed in conformity to that specific 
| clause, ought to be construed in favor of the prin- 
| ciples for which he is here contending. Now, I 
f 
i 
t 
H 


| submit to the gentleman from lowa, even on his 
| own premises, whether the conclusion which he ° 
kas drawn is not utterly unallowable. 


ng for the government of the territory. north- 
> E pa 2 
| west of the Ohio, approved August 7, 1789, recites 


that— 


3, in order that the ordinance of the United $ 
embled for the government of the terri 
e river Ohio may continue to have full e 
| it is requisite that certain provisions should be made so as 
i toadapt the same to the present Constitution of the United 
| States.” 


That act passed and was signed by Washing. 
| ton, and it really passed witheuta vote. Allcon- 
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curred in the idea that the ordinance of 1787 should 
be so extended over the Territories then existing 
to the northwest of the Ohio river. 

Mr.CLEMENS. Now, I submit tathe gentle- 
man from lowa, who is a pretty fair man, whether 
he means to contend, with a grave face, that that 
law was passed under the power of Congress to 
govern the Territories, or whether that power was 
not exercised under a specific grant in the Consti- 
tution, to carry out the compacts under the old 
Confederation: which, in the language of the Con- 
stitution, were valid, and existing under the Con- 
stitution as under the old articles of confederation? 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that the law was 
passed for the purpose of making effective the ordi- 
nance of 1787. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It is true, as the gentle~ 
man states, that the law was passed for that pur- 
pose; but I again ask him if this ordinance of 
1787 was not a compact made by sovereign States 
before the adoptign of the Federal Constitution? 
and if, when that law was passed under the Con- 
stitution, it was not simply for the purpose of 
carrying out that compact—nothing more and 
nothing less? So far from the States having agreed 
that Congress had power to exclude slavery from 
all. the Territories, North Carolina expressly re- 


fused to cede her territory unless the right to | 


abolish or exclude slavery from that territory 
should be given up by Congress. 

Mr. STANTON, I simply wish to say, now 
and for the future, that I do not desire to becom- 


i 


mitted by anything that is said or refused to be | 


said upon this side of the House prior to its or- 
ganization. I protest against the right of any 
gentleman to interrogate me here, or to “bind” 
me by any response or failure to respond on this 
side of the House. Whenever the House is or- 
ganized this question will be before the House 
and the country for discussion. Weare prepared 
to meet it at a proper time and in a proper man- 
ner. We will not meet it now, and we enter our 
protest against being concluded by anything that 
may be said or refused to be said upon this side 
of the House. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir; 
meet it in future like men. 

Mr. STANTON. We will. 

Mr. SINGLETON. You will not do it. I 
proclaim it to the country, that whenever you 
do answer the interrogatories propounded, your 
answers will be evasive in their character, and 
that you will undertake to delude the people of 

our own section as to the position you occupy. 
Bat I shall hold the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Curts] to the statement made to-day, and go to 
the country upon the issue. You have avowed 
on this floor your readiness to exclude slavery by 
direct legislation from all the territory belonging 
to the United States, or hereafter to be acquired. 


but you will not | 


If there be a single man among you who doés not į 


occupy this ground, let him get up here, in the 
face of this body and his constituents, and pro- 
claim it. If itis not your doctrine, I want you 
to disavow it. 

Mr.CLEMENS. Some of the gentlemen on the 
otherside of the House seemed absolutely to doubt 
whether the power which I quoted from the Con- 
stitution from memory was there or not. I de- 
sire, therefore, with the permission of my friend 
from Mississippi, to refer specifically to that clause 

* of the Constitution. In the sixth article of section 
four of the Constitution, it is provideds that— 

“ Ali debts contracted and engagements entered into be- 
fore the adoption of this Constitution, shall be as valid 
against the United States under this Constitution as under 
the Confederation.” i 

And if gentlemen desire to quibble upon the 
word “engagements,” I undertake to prove from 

‘the debates and history of the times that those 
engagements were compacts cf which the ordi- 
nance of 1787 was one; and inasmuch as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] has expressed 
his-willingness hereafter to develop in full the 
whole policy of the Republican party, I throw 
down the glove to him now—and I know very 
welthisability as a lawyer—and I willundertake, 
humble as T may be, to meet him on that ques- 
fen, at least, if Tan notable tò meet him on any 
other. 

Mr: SINGLETON.. I ask the attention of gen- 
tlemen upon-the other side of the House to an- 


j 


other question which I intend to ask them, and it 
ig this: is it not you purpose, when you get the 
power into your hands, to repeal the fugitive slave 
law, and leave us without a law for the reclama- 
tion of our fugitive slaves? Is not that your pur- 
pose, gentlemen? Can I have no response from 
that side of the House? Is there no one who dare 
meet the question in the face of the country? I 
take it for granted, as you refuse to answer, that 
that is your purpose, and I charge it upon you. 

Mr. CURTIS. Some of my friends say, an- 
swer the interrogatory, and some say, do not do 
it. Every man must exercise his own judgment 
in regard to his right to speak or not to speak on 
this floor. I shall exercise mine. 

Mr. GROW. Then speak only for yourself. 

Mr. CURTIS. I shall certainly do that. Ido 


in the North, and I believe it is the general senti- 
ment of the Republican party, that that provision 
of the Constitution which requires the rendition 
| of fugitive slaves should be fairly, honestly. and 
honorably carried out. There is a great differ- 
ence of opinion in regard, to the law which now 
exists. Some believe that it is unconstitutional; 
others believe that itis inhuman; anda great many 
belicve that the States themselves should exercise 
this power under the Constitution, and not the 
General Government. This difference of opinion 
has always created a great difference of action, 
not only now, but in the early days of our Re- 
public.” In 1796, General Washington wrote toa 
friend in Massachusetts, Mr. Whipple, saying 


Massachusetts, and he desired her rendition under 
the act of 1793; but he added, that there was al- 
ways some feeling in regard to such matters, and 
that, in the event of any excitement or difficulty 
in this case, he desired that the servant should not 
be brought back; and she was not brought back 
because of the difficulty. This shows that diffi- 


| to-day; the law is unpopular and unsatisfactory ; 
but in spite of that feeling our people are gener- 
ally disposed to carry out the constitutional pro- 
vision. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Then I understand you 
to say that the people in your State are in favor 
of cntorcing the fugitive slave law? i 

Mr. CURTIS. I said that many men in my 
State think the present law is constitutional in 
form, but inhuman in its practice; but I say fur- 
! ther, that in every instance which has come to 
my knowledge, when it has been attempted, the 
law has been executed in my State. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Do you speak for the 
party to which you belong? 

Mr. CURTIS. There 1s nothing said in the 
national platform of the Republican party, or in 
that of my own State, in regard to that law. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Suppose a bill should be 
| introduced into this House to repeal the fugitive 
slave law, will you vote for it? 

Mr. CURTIS. I will vote to amend the law, 
for it does not please me. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Do I understand you to 
speak for the party to which you belong? 

Mr. CURTIS. I speak for myself, and I speak 
now as I have spoken to the people of my district 
at Council Bluffs, in one of the last speeches I ad- 
dressed to them. Istated that while the law stood 
upon our statute books as it was, we had to sub- 
mit to it, and that we'would endeavor to carry it 


its features, 

Mr. LAMAR. Willthe gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question ? 
| Mr. CURTIS. I do not wish to be respons- 
ible for prolonging this debate. I hold the floor 
by the courtesy of the gentleman from Missis- 
“sippi, [Mr. Sine.eron. | 

Mr. LAMAR. Iam ready to incur my share 


gentleman if he was not a supporter of the Whig 
platform of 1852, which made the measures of 
1850 a finality? 

Mr. CURTIS. I voted for General Scott, and 
that is about all I had to do with it. 

Mr. LAMAR. You went for the platform 
too? i 

Mr. CURTIS. I went for the platform. 


not desire to commit any other gentleman. Isay | 
this, that I believe there is a universal sentiment 


that one of his wife’s servants was in the State of | 


culties existed then, in 1796. That feeling exists | 


| out, although it was obnoxious to us in many of | 


| of the responsibility. I merely wish to ask the | 


Mr. LAMAR. The gentleman voted for Gen- 
eral Scott upon a platform pronouncing those 
measures a finality; and now the gentleman an- 
nounces himself in favor of what he calls an 
amendment of one of those laws. 

„Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; because the Demo- 


| cratic party has since constantly and persistently 


introduce this question, and forced it upon the 
eople. 

p Mr. SINGLETON. It must be perfectly ap- 
parent that the gentleman has placed himself out- 
side of the Republican party, by declaring that 
he is in favor of enforcing the fugitive slave law. 
Does any other Republican on this floor taketghis 
position ? 

Mr. STANTON. I intend, whenever the 
House is organized, and the proper time comes, 
to go into a discussion of the powers of Congress 
under the fugitive slave clause of the Constitution; 
the execution of it; the form of the law; and alt 
about it; and gentlemen shall have no misunder- 
standing or misapprehension as to my views upon 
those subjects. But I decline to enter into the 
discussion of a constitutional question of great 
dificulty, in the shape of a dialogue, while an- 
other gentleman has the floor to make a speech. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I would like to hear the 
gentleman now. 

Mr. STANTON. 
ment now. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The position taken by the 
Republican party on this floor, of excluding sla- 
very from all the Territories which now belong to 
us, or which may hereafter be acquired, and their 
determination to repeal the fugitive slave law, will, 
if persevered in, sooner or later prove the destruc- 
tion of every tie which binds us together. If you 
imagine that the people of the South will submit to 
beconfined to their presentarea, to be shut out from 
the common territories acquired by the common 
blood and treasure of the nation, that slavery will 
linger out a poor and miserable existence within 
its present borders, and that our slaves are to 
escape without a law to recover them, I tell you 
to-day that you may begin to prepare fora dis- 
solution of this Union, Every man upon thig 
floor from the South will counsel their constit- 
uents—though they need not be counscled—to 
that effect. TRcir determination is fixed and un- 
alterable, that they will have an expansion of 
slave territory in this Union if you will allow it, 
or outside of the Union, if they must. [Applause 
in the gallcries.} With me the excitement upon 
this subject has passed away in a great measure. 
The paroxysm is over, and the delirium of fever 
following the first agitation of this subject has 
subsided. Upon the supposition that the gentle- 
man from Iowa speaks the sentiments of the Black 
Republican party, and that their purpose is fixed 
to exclude us forever from the ‘Territories, and 
confine us to our present limits, and that the fugitive 
slave law is to be repealed or so altered as to ren- 
der it inefiicient; if you desire to know my coun- 
sel to the people of Mississippi, it is, that they 


I decline to make my argu- 


| take measures immediately, in conjunction with 


other southern States, to separate from you. I 
believe that the sooner we get out of this confed- 
eration of States the better it will be for us, as 
every day we remain with you, under such cir- 
cumstances, but weakens and impairs our strength, 
and renders us less able to cope with you. 

The question arises, will the Republican party 
be able, should the South remain in the Union, 
to carry out their purposes? But one answer can 
be given to this question: they will. Itis a la- 
mentable fact for the country that they have the 
numerical strength to do it; and we may as well 
make up our minds at once that slavery will be 
abolished if things move on in their present di- 
rection. The whole North is against us, except 
a few noble Democrats who adhere to the Demo- 
eratic standard. The Whig party, which was in 
power seven years ago, with a good prospect of 
so continuing, is now absorbed by the Republi- 
can party. Our Democratic phalanx of northern 
men is now whittled down to a small number. 
The Democrats have the majority in hardly a 
single northern State, and though we find a few 
noble specimens of humanity who are willing to 
stand by our rights, yet they are powerless so far 
as rendering any assistance to the South is con- 
cerned. I glory in their determination to oppose 
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Ho. or Rups, 


ry 
this vitiated public sentiment at the North, though 
it may be their political overthrow. But without 
agreat change they willbe overthrown; and sooner 
or later the whole power of the Government must 
pass into the hands of the Republicans. 

What evidence have I of it? Gentlemen say 
that I am mistaken, and that I do not understand 
public sentiment at the North. How happens it 
that there are one hundred and seven members 
upon this floor, Representatives of the Black Re- 

ublican party? How happens it that almost every 
Demoa from the North, who has stood up for 
our constitutional rights in the past, has been de~] 
feated and driven into retirement? If we can judge | 
the complexion of politics at the North by the | 
character of its Representatives, we must conclude 
at once that there is little else than Black Repub- 
licanism there. Two years ago we had fifty-three 
northern Democrats upon this floor. Now we 
have, I belicve, twenty-six, Why were those 
men turned out? For no other reason than to 
make place for Black Republicans, who will break 
down the institution of slavery, if not by inter- 


fering with it directly in the States, at least by || 
hedging it in and cutting off all expansion, which | 


will as certainly accomplish the object in time. 

Public sentiment is against us. 
ments of the Government, though not against us 
at this moment, will soon be so. You have now 


almost the control of this branch of Congress, ! 


without the aid of any faction from any quarter. 
You are now within eight or ten votes of organ- 
izing the House by the election of a Black Re- 
publican Speaker, by force of your own numbers. | 
Very soon, I doubt not, you will tum out the | 
sound men now in this body. F hope for better ! 
things; but I doubt not that all your efforts will : 
be directed to overthrowing every man who has | 
dared to speak in behalf of the rights of the South 


on this floor, and that you will succeed. ‘Then |! 


The depart- į 


by Exccutive appointment, and those appoint- 
ments confirmed by the Senate. The President 
being a Black Republican, will select Black Re- 
publican nominees, and the Senate will obey. his 
behests. «Thus, there is nothing to prevent their 
changing the character of the Supreme Court in 
the course of the next few years. 

All this we foresce. Ifyou suppose we are 
blind to your purposes, that we are not looking to 
the future, and calculating the chances of keeping 
the Union together under the Constitution, and 
defending our own peculiar institutions, you are 
most egregiously mistaken. The people of the 
South are fully awake to all these facts, and are 
preparing to meet them. With the masses of the 
people against us at the North, and with the whole 
Government against us in all its forms, what fu- 
ture is there for slavery in this Union? What 
have we to look forward toas slave owners? We 
| are to have no expansion—no legislation for the 

protection of slavery in the Territories. The fu- 
| gitive slave Jaw is to be repealed or sct at naught. 
Slavery in the District of Columbia, in the dock- 
yards, the arsenals, and all public places, is to be 
abolished. . 

I ask, again, what will be the future of the 
southern slaveholder? -If slavery be confined to 
its present limits, the institution will necessarily 
| be overthrown. It is only a question of time. 
We have now four million slaves in the*fifteen 
southern States. That population, doubling itself, 
according to the census returns, every twenty-five 
years, by natural increase—to say nothing of Af- 
rican importations—we will in fifty ycars from 
now have sixteen millions. What else is true? 
Tt is a fact known to all, that in the border coun- 
ties of Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, and Mis- 
souri, slavery is almost a nominal thing. Men 
cannot afford to own slaves when, by crossing an 
imaginary line, they fall into the hands of our 


you will have full control of this branch of Con- 
gress. : 

Ilow is it in the Senate? That body is fast be- 
coming Black Republican, 
Senator there from the North who dares to speak 
-in behalf of the constitutional rights of the South 
who is not marked at the moment, and systematic 
efforts made to put him out of place. How docs 
it pa pen that such men as Choate and Everett 
an 
Dodge, Dickinson, and Cushing, in the Demo- 
cratic party, are out of Congress at this time? Is 
it not because they dared to defend the rights of 
the South on the subject of slavery? Have they | 
not heen compelled to retire, and make room for 
Black Republicans? ‘The very same masses at 
the North who fill this House with Black Repub- 
licans can do the same with the Senate, and it only 
requires a few years to effect the change. Every 
six years a Senator goes out of place, anda new 
one is elected; and according to the progress that 
party has been making for the last few years, it 
will not take long to give the Black Republicans 
control in that cud of the Capitol. 

? The very same men who cleet 


What else? 
members of Congress, and who are opposed to 
us, can elect their President over our heads. Were 
we not told, the other day, by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hicxman,] that there were 
cightcen millions of free white people at the North, 
while there were only cight millions at the South? 


We do not expect, therefore, to cope with you at | 


the ballot-box. We may possibly succeed, at the | 
next presidential clection, by reason of the dissen 
sions in your ranks. Possibly the Democratic | 
party may keep the Government together for the 
next four years. But, at the end of that time, 


what chance, I ask southern men, have we of ij 


being able to electa President or keep the control ; 
of the Executive branch of the Government? i 

Well, sir, there is one other branch of the Gov- | 
ernment—the judiciary. 


party, if I am not mistaken, rose in his place in 
the Senate, and said, in substance, while we were 
rejoicing over the decision in the Dred Scott case, | 
“Gentlemen, go on rejoicing; you will have a | 
short life of it. The time is not far distant when 


that court will be entirely changed.” And we know || 
it to be true. The Judges of the Supreme Court | 


are, for the most part, aged, and their places must | 


goon become vacant. These places must be filled ʻi 


There is not a single | 


inthrop, in the old Whig party, and Cass, | 


Not long since, BEW- | 
ARD; the great apostle of the Black Republican | 


| enemies and their friends who aid them in their 
flight. Hence you find slave owners in those 
counties selling off their slaves and crowding them 
down into the States on the Atlantic coast and 
Gulf of Mexico. This operation is going on daily, 
as every man knows. Confine us within our 
present limits, and it will not be long before the 
institution will sink of its own weight. We ought 
| not to wait for that time. Do you think, gentle- 
men, that we will remain quiet while this is being 
done? Do you think that we will ever consent 
to have our four million negroes placed on a foot- 
ing of equality with ourselves, our wives and 
children? If you do, I tell you that you reckon 
without your host. The South will never sub- 
mit to that state of things. 
evils come npon us; it matters not how deep we 
may have to wade through blood; we are bound 
to keep our slaves in their present position. And 
let meask you, what good would you bring to the 
slaves by this process of abolition? You may 
possibly have the object in view of benefiting the 
slave, or benefiting the white race, or both; but 
suppose you could carry out your plans and con- 
fine us to our present arca; and suppose that 
the institution of slavery should abolish itself, 
what would you have done? You know it is im- 
possible for us to live on terms of equality with 
them. tis not to be supposed for a moment that 
we can do so. The result would be a war between 
the races, which would perhaps involve the utter 
annihilation of one or the other; and thus you 
sce that, instead of benefiting either, you would 
have brought disaster upon both. 

But I tell you herc, to-day, that the institution of 
slavery must be sustained. ‘The South has made 
| up its mind to keep the black race in bondage. 
if we are not permitted to do this inside of the 
Union, I tell you that it will be done outside of 
it. Yes, sir, and we will expand this institution; 
we do not intend to be confined within our pres- 
ent limits; and there are not men cnough in all 

our borders to coerce three million armed men 
in the South, and prevent their going into the 
surrounding territories. Well, sir, you ask me 
jaf we can preserve this institution out of the 
Union? That question is very frequently asked. 
I do not know what the result will be. {f believe 
we can. I believe that, although fanaticism is 
rampant at the North, there is still good sense 
enough among the people to hold abolitionism in 
check, and preyent it from making personal war 


It matters not what | 


= ; 
upon us whenever we make up- our minds ‘to 
secede peaccably from this. Confederacy. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Hicr- 
man] said the other day that they would coerce 
us. I would like to. know if he will head the 
force that.comes down for that purpose? He will 
remember that Mississippi acquired some ehar- 
acter in the war with Mexico) He will recollect 
that we had a regiment of riflemen there, headed 
by Jerrerson Davis, whostill lives to lead,itmay 
be, a southern army in defense of her rights... I 
would remind him, also, that there was a Palmetto 
regiment from South Carolina that did some good 
service in the Mexican war. . Other southern 
States were represented there, and gained an im- 
mortality of renown. If he will but cast his eye 
back to these things, and then recollect that every- 
thing we have, and everything that we hold sacred 
and dear on earth, will be staked upon the issue, 
he must see at once that any attempt upon the 
part of the North to coerce us must result in 

loodshed—I might say knee-deep—upon our bor- 
ders. No, the North will never attempt to coerce 
us. Whenever the South makes up her mind to 
remain no longer in thie confederation of States, 
we will say to you, “We want no bloodshed; we 
have nothing against you, if you will let us alone; 
we will shake hands with you, and walk out of 
this Confederacy bidding you God’s blessing, and 
wishing that you may prosper; we will leave you 
in peace, and intend to make no war upon you.” 
But if you undertake to make war upon. us, first 
look well to the consequences. T believe there is 
still sufficient conservative feeling left in the North 
to prevent this state of things. Not only-that, 
but T believe there are men upon this floor, from 
the North, over whose dead bodies you will be 
compelled to walk before you ever reach the 
South. But you will not attack us. You will 
not send down an army, and spend millions of 
dollars, for the purpose of reducing us to a con- 
dition worse than that of our slaves. You will 
never undertake to force us back into the Union, 
and compel us to live in it, when you have forced 
us out of it by your intolerable conduct towards 
us.. My word for it, no such thing will be done. 
And not only that, but we shall be able to take 
care of our slaves. You do not want them, Al- 
though your people would force them from us, 
when we travel among you; although they seduce 
them from us at home, and give aid and comfort 
to them when they escape, you do not want them 
in your Slates; they are nota fit element for so- 
cicty. It may be asked, what evidence have I 
of that fact? There is scarcely a northwestern 
State that has not a law upon its statute-book 
preventing the ingress of free negroes into its bor- 


| they become. 


ders. Why, sir, I am told that in the very town 
where the Republican, candidate for the Speaker- 
ship resides, the town council, a short time since, 
passed an ordinance excluding negroes trom the 
place, and they were absolutely stoned out of the 
town, There is a gentleman now in the gallery 
of the House who informed me of the fact, and 
who was present when this occurred, or soon 
after. 

Do you want a free colored population: in your 
midst? You would not feed and clothe them as 
we do. I have traveled through your section of 
the country, and, so far as my recollection goes, 
I have never scen a negro engaged in agricultural 


į pursuits within the borders of a free State. You 
| have nothing to do with them. 


If you want to 
employ laborers, you employ white men. They 
are crowded together in the large cities, live there 


| as they can on the offal of the streets or on what 


they can steal or what little they can get for their 
menial services. You know yourselves you have 
no use forsuch a population as this. Why even 
in Canada, I understand that it is seriously con- 
templated to force the negroes into settlements of 
their own, to colonize them, so troublesome have 
Why interfere with our slaves? 
Have we not built up your northern cities by our 
commerce? Are they not dependent upon us to- 
day for our support in the way oftrade? The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Crarx] declared the 
other day that they could not do without us. 
Mr. CLARK, of New York. I desire to say 
to the gentleman from Mississippi that my re- 
mark was not that the city of New York could 


not stand against a dissolution of the Union, My 
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remark was—at least, that is what I designed to |j lend support to any such heresies. There was i Mr. SINGLETON. Very well, the gentleman 
say—that she had not sent, and, in my judgment, || a ime when I looked upon Judge Doveras as | need not be surprised before a great while to find 
would not consent to send, or could not afford to i| the great man of the party. And I may safely || me coming from Mexico, for it will not be Jong 
send, a sectional man to Congress. say that if he had not gone off upon this Lecomp- | before we shall extend our borders in that direc- 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iunderstood the gentle- || ton question, at the approaching Charlegton con- || tion, [Laughter.] : 
man to say that the North could not dispense with || vention the whole South would have gone for l Mr. CLARK, of New York. I will simply say 
the South. him; and had he not become sectionalized by his || tomy friend from Mississippi that the language of 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I have not said || course upon that question, he would not only j; the act creating the territorial organization for Utah 
that. | have come out of that convention with the South || and New Mexico, permits them to come into the 

Mr. SINGLETON. He said something to that |) united for him, but he would have gone into the f Union with or withoutslavery, as they may see fit. 
effect. [should like to get hold of the gentleman’s || Presidency beyond a doubt. . But I now assert, || Now, if I understood the argument of the honor- 


speech, and see precisely what language he did 
employ. 1 remember it made the impression dis- 
tinctly on my mind that we were tributary to the 
North, and that New York could not afford to give 
up this advantage. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I did not mean 
to be so understood. 1 merely meant to say—for 
J was then responding to the charge that I was an 
Abolitionist—that the city of New York had not 
sent and would not send a sectional man to Con- 
gress. That was all. I may have said that. she 
could not afford to send a sectional man to Con- 

Tess. i 
Mr. SINGLETON. The impression made 
upon my mind—and it was the impression made 
upon the minds of other gentlemen with whom I 
have conversed—was as T have stated. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I did not say that. 

Myr. SINGLETON. Well, thet was the im- 
on made upon me atthe time. The gentle- 
speech has gone to the country, and its i 
language will be properly judged. 

Mr. Clerk, there’ is one other question to which 
I wish to-dircet the attention of the House for a i 
moment, and that is the question of squatter soy- | 
ercignty as advocated by certain gentlemen on 
this floor,and by their great leader, Mr. Doveras. 
Sovereignty, as I understand it, and as it is de- 
fined by lexicographers, is the highest power— 
the supreme power ina State; and, if this defi- 
nition be correct, (and J apprehend nobody will 
controvert it,) when Mr. Doveras and his follow- 
ers undertake to put the Territorial Legislature 
upon the same footing with a State Legislature, 
in my judgment they are guilly of a most egre- 
giousblunder. Now, let me ask what sovereignty 
is there—callit squatter sovereignty, popular sov- 
ereignty, or whatever else you please—bclonging 


to the people of a Territory? Can they organize 
a territorial government for themselves? Can they 
declare the boundaries of their State? Can they 
elect their own officers without the special per- 
mission of the Congress of the United States? 
Every act that is passed by the Territorial Legis- | 
lature is subject to the revision of Congress, and | 
Hable to be ‘annulled by that body, and there is | 
not a single act a Territorial Legislature can per- | 

i 

| 


form showing it to be sovereign. i 
But the gentlemen claim that the Legislature of 
a ‘Territory has the same power as the Legislature i} 
of a State. Why, sir, never was a more erro- 
neous proposition asserted. A State Legislature 
may perform a thousand acts of sovercignty, its 
power being coutrolled by no superior, It may 
pass acts defining and establishing its limits, en- 
larging or diminishing its boundaries. The pco- 
ple of a State select their own officers, establish 
their own judicial tribunals, alter or ab 


polish their 
State government at will, And when gentlemen 
undertake to put a State and Territory upon the | 
sanie footing in respect to sovereignty, they in- | 
volve themselves in difficulties which they cannot | 
meet successfully, and fall short of a correct view | 
of the matter. H 
Having alluded to this subject, it may be that | 
some gentlemen would like to know what my a 
oninious are in regard to the approaching election 
of President, or whether | would vote for a man | 
who advocates the doctrine of squatter sove 
Well, sir, I state to you now, as I have | 


i 
t 
i 


who. the 


by unfriendly legislation or by refusing to le 
late’at all, can exclude slavery from such Te 
tories, and ‘that Congress, in such case, cannot or 
ought not to pass laws protecting slave property, | 
can never receive ‘my vote for President of the | 
United States—Democrat as 1 have always been. | 
i 
| 
i 


Ewill not ‘consent, ‘under any circumstances, so i 
far to stultify myself and injure the South as to 


| for the nominee of the Charleston convention 


i tion, prior to coming into the Union asa State. | 
They have not the right to regulate the question ji 


/ undertake, at t 


in the most emphatic language, that if he shall be 
the nomince of that convention, E care not upon 
what platform he may stand, I will not cast my 
vote for him. $ 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish right here to contrast | 
my Democracy with that of the gentleman. As 


this matter has been brought up, I wish to say, |! sc c 
| sible, if slavery may go untrammeled into the 


and I belicve I express the views of my Demo- 
cratic colleagues from Illinois, that we will vote 


whoever he may be, whether from the North, 
South, East, or West, for the purpose of putting 
down the Republican party. [Applause in the 
galleries. ] 

Mr. SINGLETON. I thank the gentleman for 
informing me of the difference of opinion between 
himandmyself. Ef thatis the way the gentleman 
proposes to put down the Black Republican party 
by voting for a man who denies protection to 
slave property in the Territories, I must decline 
the honor of taking part with him in such elcction. 
{ do not wish to be misunderstood upon this ques- 
tion. 1 shall here and elsewhere endeavor to define 
my position in language that shall convey my 
ideas. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Mississippi if he supported the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I did. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Then [ask the gentleman if 
that bill does not leave the people of the Territo- 
ries perfectly free to regulate the question of sla- 
very for themselves, and whether the position 
taken by Judge Doveras is not the position upon 
which the gentleman su ported that bill? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ne sir; the Kansas and | 


Nebraska bill leaves this question to be settled by |i 


the people themselves, but it must heat the proper | 
time; and that is when they make their constitu- 


of slavery anterior to that time. i 

Mr. ADRAIN. I wish to ask the gentleman | 
another question, T wish toask him if the Kansas | 
and Nebraska bill declares that the people of a | 
‘Territory have not the right to settle the question 
of slavery until they form a constitution prepara- 
tory to coming into the Union? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir; that is the lan- 
guage of the Kansas and Nebraska act. 

Mr. ADRALN. Well, sir; I deny that inter- | 
pretation oftheact. On the contrary, it expressly | 
says that it is its true intent and meaning not to 
legislate slavery into any Territory, or to cxolude | 
it therefrom; but to leave the people perfectly free | 
to control it themselves. 

Mr.SINGLETON. Yes, sir; I understand the 
difference of interpretation of this act between you 
and myself. It is a very wide one. | 

Mr. ADRAIN. Iam sorry that there should | 
be a difference between us. | 

Mr. SINGLETON. I am not sorry. 


Men | 


| 
à $ : fence | 

have a right to hold their opinions here, and there | 

| is no necessity for shedding tearsabout the matter. | 


Mr. ADRAIN, 


i I am not defining my posi- 
tion. 


My object was to understand the gentle- | 


i 
i 
| 

ji man’s position. : l 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. I would like to ; 


to excłade slavery while they remain ; 
l condition? 
ETON. Ihave not examined the 
at act very recently, aud will not 
s moment, to answer the ques 
tion of the gentleman in positive terms; but my 
impression is, it bears no such interpretation. 
Mr. CLARK, of New York. Well, sir; 1 
will simply say to my friend from Mexico [great 
laughter} 


in a territor 


Mr. SIN 


provisions of 


| 
i 


1 
j 


; York [Mr. Crar 
i! sert that the Kans: 


able gentleman, he insists that Congress has no 
tight to pass a law excluding slavery from the 
Territories. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ido. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Now, if the people 
of the Territories, through their Legislative As- 
semblies, cannot exclude slavery, how is it pos- 


Territories, that Utah and New Mexico can come 

into the Union without slavery, if they sec fit? 
Mr. SINGLETON. Precisely as every other 

free State has come in. When they come to form 


! their State organization, they may exclude sla- 


very if they think proper. 
Mr. CLARK, of New York. Perhaps the gen- 


| tleman from Mississippi does not understand the 


point of my question. 'The law creating the ter- 
ritorial organizations ef Utah and New Mexico 
expressly declares that those two Territories may 
come into the Union with or without slavery, as 
they may sec fit. Now, the argument of the gen- 
tleman is that Congress cannot, by law, exclude 
slavery from the Territories. His argument also 
is that the people of a Territory cannot exclude 
it. If these positions be sound, how is it possible 
that that part of the compromise of 1850 can take 
effect? ` 

Mr. SINGLETON. I think the response I 
have already given answers the question of the 
gentleman: that the delegates in the convention 
which meets to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment prior to coming into the Union may then 
perform the firstactof sovereignty of the Territory, 
and exclude slavery if they shall sce fit. They 
would not then be controlied by any act of Con- 
gress, according to former precedents; and the 
people of some of the Territories have even held 
such conventions without the authority of an act 
of Congress. The gentleman must know that 
Territorial Legislatures do not make constitutions, 
but delegates elected by the people for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. ‘There is a par- 
ticular moment when the transition takes place 
froma Territory toa State; and if slavery is there 
the new State must come in with slavery. Task 
the gentleman whether itis possible, upon his own 
theory, that Utah and New Mexico can come in 
without slavery, even if the people shall see fit 
to do so, as is provided in the organic act? Docs 
the gentleman stand upon the compromises of 
1850? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Well, sir, I did not. I 
made war upon them in my own State at the time 
of their adoption, and I have never been satisfied 
with them from that day to the present. The 
people of my State, however, declared that they 
would abide by them, and I agreed to acquiesce 
in that decision simply because I could not do 
otherwise. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Task if the terms 
of the compromises of 1850 were not that Utah 
and New Mexico may come into the Union with 
or without slavery as they may sce fit? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. LAMAR. Lunderstand that itis denied by 
gentlemen upon the other side that the Kansa 
bill specifies the mode and time when slavery 
shall be excluded or admitted. Tunderstood the 
gendeman from New Jersey (Mr. Apna] made 
that denial. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. LAMAR. And the gentleman from New 

J made that denial. I nowas- 
s-Nebraska bill expressly pre- 
scribes the time when, and the mode in which, 
that question may be determined; and a preserip- 
tion of that time and mode precludes any other 
time and any cther mode. After organizing the 
Territory and defining its limits, the bill says: 


“ And when admitted as a State or States, the said Ter- 


| yitoriag, or any portion of the same, shall be received into 
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Ho. oF Revs: 


the Union with or without slavery as their constitutions may 
prescribe at the time of such admission.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND. But that does not pre- 
vent the people from exercising that power before 
that time. Ít carries no implication to that effect. 

Mr. LAMAR. Expressio ueius est exclusio 
alterius. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. That maxim doesnot 
apply. . 

Mr. GROW. When doctors disagree, who 

hall decide? 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Ireferred to the 
bills organizing the Territories of Utah and New 
Mexico, and not to that organizing Kansas. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The power is leftan open 
one, They may come in with slavery or without 
slavery, as they may determine; and the question 
now is, when may they determine upon the char- 
acter of their domestic institutions? I say, when 
they frame their organic law, and not before. 
They have no sovereignty, as I have shown, in 
their territorial state, and they can exercise no 
right whatever, independent of the authority of 


the Congress of the United States. The very first | 


act of sovereignty they can do is in framing their 
fundamental law. In that they have the right to 
declare whether they will tolerate slavery or not. 

A few words more and I shall conclude. I have 
already detained the House longer than I intended. 
The question now is, if we sever the connection 
which binds us and the North together, how are 
we to preserve the institution of slavery? There 
is but one mode by which, in my humble judg- 
ment, it can be perpetuated for any considerable 
number of years. We may fail in that, but cer- 
tainly itis the surest chance offered us to prc- 
serve it. That mode is by expansion, and that 
expansion must be in the direction of Mexico. 
At present there is no settled government there. 
It is, to all intents and purposes, defunct; and we 
have the right, to the exclusion of all others, to 
administer upon the estate; and when we have 
wound it up, there being no bettcr heirs than our- 
‘selves, we will be compelled to hold that terri- 
tory. That wiil afford us an outlet for slavery. 
There is in Moxicoa large extent of territory that 
is suited to the cultivation of cotton, sugar, and 
rice. In my opinion we must, and we are com- 
pelled to, expand in that direction, and thus per- 
petuate it-—a hundred or a thousand years it ma 

e. That is the only conceivable mode by whic 
that institution can be preserved, unless the people 
of the North shall putdown this Republican party, 
open the Territories to us, protect slavery when 
carried there, enforce the fugitive slave law, and 
give us the full measure of our rights under the 
Constitution. J have but little hopes that they 
will do this. It has been long a winning game 
for politicians. This slavery agitation has been 
the hobby upon which they have rode into office, 
and they are not willing to abandon it now. 

It may be asked, when will the time come when 
we shall separate from the North? I say can- 
didly, if the views expressed by the gentleman 
from lowa,arc,as he says, common to the Repub- 
lican party, and if they are determined to entorce 
those views, I declare myself ready to-day. I 


would not ask to delay the time a singlo hour. [ | 


am willing to unite with the people of the South 
for this purpose, at any time. [speak the words of 
truth and soberness when I say that I believe a 
majority of my constitucnts are prepared to take 
that step. In the last canvass I oceupicd the same 
ground 1 occupy to-day. An independent Dem- 
ocrat ran against me, and attempted to put me 
down upon my ultra southern views; and yet, in 


a district of fourteen thousand votes, I was elected | 
by five thousand five hundred and sixty-four ma- ! 
jority. But not only is my district, but { believe | 
every district inmy State is prepared to take ground | 


in favor ofa dissolution of the Union, when you 
tell them that such are your sentiments and pur- 
poses. But it is not probable that we will do it 
to-day or to-morrow. You ask me when will 
the time come; when will the South be united? 
it will be when you elect a Black Republican— 


Hare, Sewarp, or Chase—President of the Uni- | 


ted States. 
such a_ man to preside over the destinies of the 
South, you may expect to see us undivided and 
indivisible friends, and to see all parties of the 
South arrayed to resist his inauguration. Can 


Whenever you undertake to place |) 


take the presidential chair? What should we 
have to hope for? A man who will walk into the 
United States Senate and put his hand upon the 
Bible and take an oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States so long as he remains a 
member of that body, and then, before he is fairly 
seated in his place, rise up and declare that there 
is a higher law than the Constitution to control 
his action upon the subject of slavery, is not fit 
to be ruler of the nation. We will never commit 
our institutions to the keeping of a man who will 
not respect the Constitution, though sworn to do 
it. We can never quictly stand ‘by and permit 
the control of the Army and Navy to go into the 
hands of a Black Republican President, clected by 
a purely sectional vote, upon an anti-slavery plat- 
form. It is known to you,as itis to me, thatthe 
President has the right, to a great extent, to re- 
move the officers of the Army and Navy without 
giving a reason for his action. Whenever those 
officers, therefore, render themselves obnoxious 


obey his behests, in his crusade against slavery 
and slave owners, their places will be vacated to 
make place for his mimions and suppliant tools. | 
And thus, with the military and naval forces at his 
command, he would be prepared to execute the | 
threats of coercion indulged in upon this floor by | 
his satellites. 

Again, I believe the presidential appointments 
number some one hundred and twenty thousand. 
Of these, some fifty thousand are in the South. If 
Sewanp or any other man of like views he clected 
President, I take it for granted that no honorable 
gentleman in the South will hold office under him. 
l would not do it myself; and I believe my con- 
stituents and the people generally would take the 
same high grounds. If there be found in the 
South those who would be willing to take office 
under him, they would be marked, and if not cx- 
| pelled from the community, would be looked upon 

with great suspicion. Can you suppose that the 
people of the South will permit fifty thousand 
office-holders, or any number of them, to be sent 
there as abolition cmissaries, for the purpose of 
stealing our slaves and encouraging insurrection 
among them? Isit to be presumed that we could 
submit to such a state of things? No, sir; the 
South will never submit to it, if I understand her 
temper and disposition in regard to the matter. 
So that, when the day shall arrive that a Black 
Republican is elected President of the United 
States—a man who declares that there is an irre- 
pressible conflict going on between slave labor aud 
free labor, and that the former must give place to 
the latter—and whenever such a man undertakes 
to force himself upon us, then you will find that 
every arm in the South will be nerved for resistance, 
and that the days of the Republic. are numbered. 

If you mean to preserve the Union, there is but | 
one plan by which you can succecd in doing it. | 


toa Black Republican President, by refusing to ! 


: binds ustogether. 


Recede atonce from the position you have taken; 
throw open the Territories to us; acknowledge our 
right to settle them, declare to the world that if a 
Territory apply for admission asa slave State, you 
| will at once, and without any reservation, admit į 
i her; execute the fugitive slave law; however un- 
pleasant it may be to you, give assurance to the 
people of the South that when their slaves ran 
away, you will, at least, interpose no obstacles to | 
their recovery; cease your eternal war upon this 
institution, and then we may expect the storm to | 
subside, the political waters to recede, and the | 
vessel of staie to right herself, and dance gayly 
away before a prosperous breeze. Fam no prophet, 
nor the son of a prophet; but I tell you that un- 
less you do this, unless you desist from the course 
which you are pursuing, the historian now lives 
who will write the sad epitaph of Eun fuit upon 
the monument of the nation. 

i Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Clerk, feries of “Sit | 
i down,” from the Republican benches,] 1 under- 
stand the gentleman to assume that the South has 
i 

i 

i 

| 


Í 
i 
i] 
i 
i 


i a right to secede from the Union peaceably, and 
that he is in favor of peaceable secession. 

i, Mr SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

i Mr. KILGORE. He followsup that declaration, 
Îi however, by saying that the South will not permit 

| the inauguration ofa Black Republican President: 
i} Lask him how it can prevent that, peaceably? i 


| 
i 
ji 
f 


of the gentleman whether he would undertake ‘to 
prevent our. going out, or to bring us back again 
forcibly, if we do go out? . Will you answer that 
question? j 

Mr. KILGORE. 
body but myself. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Then I want you to an- 
swer for yourself, ` 

Mr. KILGORE. So far as Iam concerned, I 
should regret exceedingly to see disunion. Irep- 
resent a portion of the great West. We area 
conservative people. We are disposed: to hold 
this Union together, peaceably if we can; and wè 
are in favor of administering a little chastisement 
on those who would attempt to resort to force’ to 
overthrow the Government, 

Mr. SINGLETON. Then yougrould attempt 
to force us back ? ll i 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; by all legaland legitimate 
means. If men commit treason, and levy. war 
against the Government, they must suffer for it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. We do not intend to carry 
on war against the Government while welive under 
it; but we doclaim a right to sever all connection 
with you. We were originally thirteen sovereign 
States, recognized as such by Great Britain, and 
these sovereignties made the Constitution which 
When weleave you, weexpect 
to occupy precisely the same position that we did 
before we came into the confederation of States, 

l thank the gentleman for the word ‘ chastise- 
ment.” Thatis a thing which we do not submit 
to in the South, 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not use the word in an 
offensive sense. I merely speak of the legal chas- 
tisement of those who violate the laws or commit 
treason. I meant no other chastisement, 

Mr. SINGLETON. I am glad to hear, the 
gentleman explain it in that way; because there 
are very few white people in the South who would 
submit to anything of that. sort, or even a threat 
of the kind; and I accept the gentleman ’s expla- 
nation. Whenever gentlemen undertake to play 
that game with us, they will find us ready for 
them. There is nota boy of ten years old in the 
State of Mississippi who docs not know how to 
handle the shot-gun and rifle. Whenever you 
undertake to speak of chastisement, just let us 
know what you mean, and we will engage to 
take care of ourselves. : 

Mr. KILGORE. I repeat that I did not use 
the word in an offensive sense; but permit me to 
say to the gentleman, that an. acquaintance. with 
the use of the shot-gun-and rifle is not restricted 
to the South. They were the toys of my child- 
hood, and tools of my trade, with which I, in part, 
earned my living in after. days. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Weil; I hope that, when 


I am not toanswer for any- 


| the time comes round, and you undertake to chas- 


tise us, you will come down with your shot-gun. 
I would advise you, however, not to encumber 
yourself too much; because, in your flight, you 
might want to get rid of all unnecessary articles. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would say to the genile- 
man, I am not one of the artillery that flies from 
danger. i 

Mr. SINGLETON. Well; we will sce when 
you come down South. We will then be able ta 
test you. 

Mr. KILGORE. But I am not going South: 


i| [Laughter.} 


Mr. SINGLETON. Does the gentleman pre- 
tend to say that there is no time, in the history of 
the Government, when a State may become the 
judge of the mode and manner of redress against 
the grievances of the General Government ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I say to the gentleman, em- 
phatically, that any. State of the Confederacy, if 
improperly infringed upon by the powers of the 
General Government, would have a right.to se- 
cede, after exhausting all legal and constitutional 
means for redress, though it might amount to rev- 
olution, 

Mr. SINGLETON. Then, if a State has the 
right to secede, how-can the gentleman claim the 
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The President's Message—Mr. Harlan. 


SENATE. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


SPEECH OF HON. JAMES HARLAN, 
OF IOWA, 
In THE Senate, January 4, 1860. 


The Senate having under consideration the motion of | 


Mr. Briaur to print the Annual Message of the President 
of the United States and the accompanying documents— 


Mr. HARLAN said: 

Mr: Presiwent: I was about to remark, when 
I gave way fox these personal explanations, that 
the members OF the two great political parties of 
the country may now begin to understand each 
other. hen the President says, in the message 
now under consideration, that— 


“The right has been established of every citizen to take 
his property of any kind, ineInding slaves, into the common 


Territories belonging equally to all the States of the Con- ! 


federacy, and to have it protected there under the Federal 
Constitution ;” that ‘neither Congress nor a Territorial 
Legislature nor any human power has any authority to an- 
nul or impair this vested right ?— 

he speaks the opinion of every Democratic mem- 
ber of the Senate, with the exception of one or 
two, and I think the avowed opinion of nearly 
every Democratic member of the other branch of 


Congress, including a majority of the Democratic | 


members from the State of Ilinois. Now, sir, if 
we admit this proposition to be true, the corollary 
niust necessarily follow, that if this property in- 
troduced into the Territories under the provisions 
of the Constitution of the United States, is found 
to be insecure, it will become the duty of Con- 
gress to provide the means for its legal protection. 
The conclusion, admitting the premises, is irre- 
sistible. When a member of the Senate of the 
United States walks up to that tribunal, and with 
his hand uplifted swears in the presence of God 
and his countrymen te support the Constitution 
of the United States, he cannot be construed to 
mean a mere acquiescence in its provisions. He 
swears to support the Constitution in his official 
capacity as a Senator, as a legislator from whose 
brain must emanate the laws necessary for the 
protection of the rights guarantied by it. 
if the alleged right to hold slaves in the Territo- 
ries be conceded to he a constitutional rignt, he 
who swears, in his official capacity as a legislator, 
to support the Constitution must enact the laws 
necessary for its protection. The Republicans 
deny the premises, and are not therefore bound 
by the conclusion. ‘The reason assigned on the 
other side of this Chamber for this exposition of 
the constitutional rights of slaveholders is much 
broader in its application than has yet been stated. 

It is said that the citizens of cach State have 
a common right to go into and enjoy the com- 
mon territory belonging to the Republic, because 
it was purchased by the common blood and com- 
mon treasure of the nation; that it would be fla- 
grant injustice to the slaveholdcr to tax his purse 
and his blood in procuring it, and then to exclude 
him from its occupancy by denying him the right 
to enter it with his slaves. But this reasoning 
is as applicable to the States as to the Territories. 
In the Slate Ihave the honor, in part, to represent 
on this floor, in California, Oregon, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Ilinois, from which slavery has 
been excluded, not only by act of Congress, but 
by the provisions of the State constitutions, there 
is a large quantity of public land. If, then, the 
introduction of slaves into the Territories can be 
demanded by the slaveholder because of its pur- 
chase from the common treasure, he may, for the 


same reason, demand its admission into all the | 


States containing public domain. This argument 
addresses itself rather to the convention which 
framed the Constitution than to the Congress-en- 
gaged in administering it; only so far as it may be 
used to throw light on the intention of its authors, 


Hence, | 


i 


| people of the slave States. It has been denomina- 


ii and their institutions. 


| tion on the moral character of those who own | 


| platform and the dissolution of the Republican 


i shall be said of the States who would punish 


inexplaining any ambiguous provision. Itwould 
not be reasonable to suppose that the framers of 
the Constitution intended to confer.on Congress 
power to enact laws that would inflict injustice on 
the people of any of the States. But they were 
framing a paramount law for the States as well as 
the national domain outside of theStates. Hence, 
if this paramount law recognizes the right of the 
slaveholder to slaves as property, and guaranties 
the protection of such property outside ofthe States 
authorizing its existence, by implication merely, 
founded on the reason stated, it must protect it 
wherever the facts exist on which the reason is 
founded. 

But, sif, the proposition to.exclude slavery from 
the ‘Territories is complained of as a badge of 
odium; it is said to reflect disparagingly on the 


ted on the floor of the Senate “a stigma” on them 
Well, sir, this stigma— 
this moral disparagement, is no more marked as 
an act of Congress excluding slaves from the pub- 
lic domain, than as an act of each of a majority 
of the States of the Union, excluding slaves from 
every place subject to their jurisdiction. A ma- 
ority of the States have thus repudiated slavery 
by their constitutions and their laws. Honorable 
Senators, a few days since, denounced that pro- 
vision of the Republican platform that denomi- 
nates slavery and polygamy the twin relics of a 
barbarous age, and intimated their inability to as- 
sociate with its defenders on terms of a common 
brotherhood, in consequence of the implied reflec- 


slaves. We were distinctly informed that the 
only certain mode of securing a return of this 
Kindly intercourse, was the abandonment of our 


party. But, sir, there is a much more distinct re- 
flecuon on slavery contained in the constitutions 
and laws of cighteen of the sovereign States of the 
Confederation, in some of whom any act by which 
a human being could be held as a slave is declared | 
to bea felony, and is punishable by imprison- 
mentinthe penitentiary. Can harmony and broth- 
erly feeling, in this Chamber, and throughout the 
country, return while these odious constitutions 
and laws exist? If the declaration in a political 
platform, that slavery is a relic of a barbarous | 
age, occasions the modest demand from the other 
side of the Chamber that the party shall be dis- 
solved, under the pains and penaltics of the loss 
of the kindly feeling and friendship of slavehold- 
ers and those who represent. slave States, what 


slavcholding as a felony, if attempted within their | 
jurisdiction? Can this brotherly fecling be ex- | 
pected yntil these States abrogate their constitu- 
tions and repeal these odious laws—that is, cease 
to be free States and become slave States ? 

But, sir, this demand that slaveholding shall 
be approved by the people of the free States as 
morally right, and slave property placed on a plat- 
form of perfect equality with every other species 
of property, is still broader in its application. 
The people of the free States may cross the At- 
lantic to any people on carth with whom we are 
on terms of peace and amity, and purchase prop- 
erty of every kind that may be legally sold, ac- 
cording to their laws, and that may be legally 
held in these States, and return with it with per- 
fect impunity. Citizens of Iowa have sent to 
Europe for horses and cattle and shecp and swine 
and domestic fowls, for the purpose of improving 
the character of the stock at home; and when thus 
abroad they claim the protection of the stars and 
the stripes of this Republic, and if molested or 
insulted would justly demand that the entire mil- 
itary and naval power of the nation should be 
called in requisition to avenge the insult or to re- 
dress the wrong. But how is it when a citizen of 
a slave State goes across the same Atlantic to a 
country where commerce in slaves is perfectly 
legitimate, and attempts to import a cargo of this 
kind of stock to States of this Confederation in 
which slaves are held as property? Ifarrested and 
delivered to the authorities of the United States, 
instead of securing the protection of his own Gov- | 


ernment, he is declared to be a pirate, an enemy || 


of the race, and will be hung by the neck until he | 
is dead. You claim that your slave property 
shall be placed on a platform of perfect equality 


| Senate to refer. 


under the laws of the United States with every 
other species of property—that there shall be no 
discrimination. against 1t, no odious distinctions 
against your institutions. Will you not, then, 
be compelled to repeal the laws that make it ** pi- 
racy” to trade ingslavesabroad? To this conclu- 
sion, as it seems to me, the Democratic party is 
legitimately drifting. 

The Republicans deny the premises. They 
deny that slave property does or can exist out- 
side of the States tolerating it. They deny that 
we are required in the free States to contemplate 
the people residing in any State, black or white, 
as property. We treat all your inhabitants as 
people. I deny that members of Congress are 
required, as legislators, to treat those whom you 
denominate slaves as property. I deny that the 
Constitution treats of them as properly. It grants 
you a representation for them, as ‘‘persons;’’ it 
requires their return when they escape to other 
States, as “‘ persons owing service under the laws 
of aState;’’ itauthorizes Congress to inhibit their 
immigration, after the year 1808, as ‘ persons,” 
and not as property. Hence, asa Senator, I will 
legislate for them, and about them, in the light 
only in which the Constitution describes them. 
In the enactment of a law creating a government 
for a new Territory, I will regard all of its people, 
resident and prospective, as ‘ persons,” and pro- 
vide for the protection of all their rights of person. 

This leads me to the consideration of the power 
of Congress to legislate for the Territories. 

The possession of this power is now admitted 
by the President, in the message under consider- 
ation, and by every Democratic Senator on this 
floor, as far as I am able to learn, with the excep- 
tion of two. In the other branch of Congress 
there appears to be egua unanimity. The hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio [Mr. Puen ]—one of the 
two exceptions—if I understood him correctly on 
yesterday, denics the existence of this right on 
constitutional grounds, as well as that of expe- 
diency. Before joining issue on the question of 
expediency, it might be well to ascertain how far 
we differ from cach other, that we may not spend 
our strength in fighting a shadow. . 

How far, then, do the Republicans propose to 
legislate for the people of a Territory? Only so 
far forth as may be necessary for the protection 


| of their natural rights from invasion from abroad 


or subversion from within. The distinction be- 
tween a despotism and a constitutional Govern- 
ment is only this: in the former, the will of the 
governing power is supreme, and may arbitrarily 
dispose of the lives, liberty, property, conscience, 
and character of the people; 1n the latter, the Gov- 
ernment is restrained from the invasion of the 
natural rights of man, by what is usually styled 
a constitution. This is equally true of a repub- 
lic or ofa monarchy. It has never been claimed 
in this country that a legislative body does pos- 
sess, or ought to possess, unlimited legislative 
power over the lives, and liberty, and property, 
and consciences and character of the people. In 
thiscountry the people reserve these privaterights; 
they never surrender them to civil society. They 
have maintained from the beginning, that every 
just government among men, exists solely for their 

rotection. Hence, they have uniformly adopted 
in each State a constitution—a fundamental law; 
a law that is higher than the statute laws; a law 
that is intended to control the action of the legis- 
lature, the judiciary, and the executive; a law 
thatall these combined cannot set aside; a law that 
defines the scope of legitimate legislative power; 
that permits the legislature to enact alllaws which, 
in their judgment, are necessary for the protection 
of the natural rights of men, and no more. 

The Republicans propose the same in relation 
to the Territories; that in the Territories there 
shall be a fundamental law,a declaration of rights, 
such as was enacted by the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States in the year 1787, in providing for the 
government of the Territory of the United States 
northwest of the Ohio river. To this act of the 
old Congress it might be well for members of the 
An examination will demon- 
strate that itis in fact “a constitution” for the 
people of that Territory. It contains every essen- 
tial provision now coniained in the constitution of 
the Rate of Ohio. It contains every fundamental 
characteristic of the constitutions of each and all 
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the individual States. It indicates who shall make 
the laws It indicates who shall adjudicate and 
apply them; and by whom those laws shall be 
enforced. It contains, also, a bill of rights for the 
restriction of legislative power, which may not 
be violated by courts, governors, or legislatures. 
The Republicans propose to establish this kind 
of government for the new Territories; to estab- 
lish for each a constitutional republic, recognizing 
the doctrine of the fathers, that the people of the 
Territories, as well as of the States, possess cer- 
tain inalienable rights, that they need not surren- 
der to the local government, that the local gov- 
ernment cannot rightfully take from them;-that 
among these may be reckoned the right to life, 
the right to liberty, the right to freedom of con- 
science, the right to protection of character and 
the protection of property. 

The constitutional right of Congress to pass an 
organic act for the establishment of a territorial 
government no one will deny; no one will pre- 
tend that this organic act does not become the 
fundamental law of the Territory, its constitu- 
tion, which cannot be trampled under foot by its 
legislature, courts, or executive, 

But if Congress has the unquestioned power to 
establish a constitutional government for a Terri- 
tory, to create a temporary constitution, defining 
the powers of its respective departments, how 
auth power should be conferred on its local Le- 

islature? The Republicans respond, “ grant the 

erritorial Legislature all the power necessary to 
provide for the protection of the natural rights of 
men, and no power to legally violate them.” 
Provide, in the enactment of the fundamental law, 
that any territorial law violating the well-settled 
and clearly-defined natural rights of men, shall be 
‘yoid. This is no new doctrine; itis but a con- 
tinuation of the territorial policy adopted atthe be- 
ginning of the Government, and continued through- 
out its whole history until within a few years, as 
was amply demonstrated in a masterly manner, 
on yesterday, by the honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin, (Mr. Doonirriz.] The wisdom of the 
policy has also heen demonstrated by the peace 
and quict, and the security of life and property, 
that has been uniformly observed in all of these 
Territories, by the rapid increase of population, 
the development of their natural resources, and 
speedy admission into the Union. So conclusive 
to my mind is the argument drawn from the his- 
tory of the action of the national Government on 
this subject, embracing all its departments, ex- 
tending over a period of nearly seventy years, 
and the history of the Territories themselves on 
the question of the constitutionality and also of 
the eminent propricty of this policy, that I was 
surprised to hear a gentleman of the legal acumen 
of the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Puen,] 
attempt to refute it by the flimsy allegation that 
the ordinance of 1787 was a contract entered into 
by«the old States previous to the adoption of the 
Constitution, which, under its provisions, the new 
Government was bound to execute. And conse- 
quently, that the exclusion of slavery from Ter- 
ritories north west of the Ohio river, by subsequent 
acts of Congress, cannot be regarded as a legisla- 
tive interpretation of the constitutional power of 
Congress to apply the same restriction to other 
Territorics. 

Was this ordinance, in fact, a contract between 
the old States of the Gonfederation? The ordi- 
nance commences with this language: 
fue it ordained by the United States in Congress assem- 

ed.” 

Not by the State of Virginia and the State of 
North Carolina and the State of New York, &c., 
each of whom would have been competent at that 
time to enter into a compact with the other, but 
by the Congress: 

“It is hereby ordained and declared, by the authority 
aforesaid’??— 

That is, by the authority of Congress— 

«That the folowing articles shall be considered as arti- 
cles of compact? — 

Between whom? 


‘Between the original States and the people and the 
States in the said Territory, and forever remain unalterable 
unless by common consent.” 

It was not a compact entered into between the 
individual States of the Confederation, but a mere 


act ofthe old Congress. Congress attempted, in 
its legislative capacity, to enter into a compact 
between the people of the whole country on the 
one side and on the other a people yet unborn— 
the people of five States thence afterwards to be 
organized. It was a compact made by a party ex- 
isting with a party that did not exist.- And this 
legislative declaration is supposed to be irrepeal- 
able and binding on the individual States, that 
never, in their individual capacity, became a party 
to it! Tadmit that it was in the nature of a com- 
pact—it was in the nature of an agreement. it 
ought to have been binding in honor on all the 
partics that acquicsced in it, just as the Missouri 
compromise was in the nature of a contract. It 
was en agreement made by the Congress of the 
United States, and acquiesced in, for a long term 
of years, by the people of each and all the States, 

it ought, as. an honorable understanding, to 
have been maintained. But it was not legally 
binding or irrepealable. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator permit me to 
interrupt him? ` 

Mr. HARLAN. I will yield merely for a 
statement, but not for any extended remarks, 

Mr. PUGH. Iwill merely say it is evident 
the Senator does not understand my proposition. 
I do not wish to make any statement now, if he 
objects to it. 

r. HARLAN. Ido not object to the Sen- 
ator’s making any short statement, but to any 
extendcd remarks or argument. 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not wish to make any ex- 
tended statement. I was not referring fo that 
portion of the ordinance, although I see no dift- 
culty in a contract of that character. What I 
meant to say was this: Under the old Confedera- 
tion the States were equally represented, and voted 
by States. The Articles of Confederation did not 
authorize the ordinance of 1787; but, as Mr. Mad- 
ison declared in the Federalist, the States ceded 
the land to the Congress as their trustee, and in 
that old Congress they were all equally repre- 
sented as a congress of embassadors, and they 
made this as their agreement. Ido not care what 
particular language it commences with. It was 
the act of a body of embassadors representing the 
States, voting equally, not like this Congress. 

Mr. HARLAN Well, Mr. President, this 
makes the case stronger forme. If the repre- 
sentatives of the States in that Congress had no 
power under the Confederation to enter into an 
agreement of this kind, it would be void from the 
beginning. 

Mr. PUGH. 
tion. 

Mr. HARLAN. Then if void from the begin- 


ning as an act of legislation, how could it have been 


It was void as an act of legisla- 


| regarded as binding ona subsequent Government? 


Mr. PUGH. It was binding as a compact., 
Mr. HARLAN. Mercly as an honorable ar- 
rangement, not as a legal agreement, and this 


` vitiates the whole speech or at Icast the argument 


of the honorable Senator from Ohio in my esti- 
mation, as delivered yesterday. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator answer me 
what other obligation a treaty has than an honor- 
able obligation? You cannot enforce it by any 
action. 

Mr. HARLAN. A treaty is usually entered 
into between two parties, cach of whom ts capable 
of making a contract, and each of whom 1s au- 
thorized to makeacontract. In this case, accord- 
ing& to the admission of the honorable Senator, the 
parties assuming to make the contract had ao au- 
thority. They were the agents of the people of 
the States that had exhausted all their power be- 
fore they reached thisact. In the case of a treaty, 
as 1 understand it, each nation is competent to 
make a bargain for itself, and may enforce it. In 
this case, then, it is insisted on the part of honor- 
able Senators that a compact perfectly void, ab 
initio, must afterwards be regarded as binding on 
asubsequent Government; and that, consequently, 
the legislation of Congress excluding slavery from 
the Territories of the Northwest was perfectly 
legitimate and constitutional, although the acts of 
the same Congress and of the same Government 
excluding slavery from the Territories west of 
the Mississippi would be unconstitutional. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator, if he will permit 
me, evidently misunderstands me again. [ pré- 


| 


sume that is not his object. I say it was invalid 
as an act of legislation. To giveno other reason, 
the Articles of Confederation required the vote’ of 
nine States; the ordinance never received the vote 
of nine States. It was not an-act of legislation; 
and, although invalid as an act of legislation, yet, 
the public Jands being ceded to the States, a-ma- 


jority of the States, acting forall, made this divis- 


ion of the trust property. It might be void asa 
law, but valid as in the nature of a contract—just 
as valid as a treaty. | 7 

Mr. HARLAN. I am informed by my friend, 
the honorable Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. TRUM- 
BULL,] that the Articles of Confederation did not 
for all purposes require the act of nine States. 
This is perfectly immaterial, howéver, so far as 
my argument is concerned. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Under the Articles of 
Confederation, a majority was sufficient: to pass 
the ordinance of 1787; they did not require nine 
States, ; 

Mr. PUGH. It did require nine for the ordi- 
nanto; not for every act, but for such an act as 
that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It did not for the ordi- 
nance; the Senator can show no authority for that 
statement. . 

Mr. HARLAN. As I regard this disagree- 
ment as to fact as immaterial to my argument, I 
shall not delay now to investigate it; but Twill 
merely restate that this does not purport to be a 
contract entered into by individual States of this 
Confederacy with each other, but a compact eñ- 
tered into by the Congress of the United States 
with the future States of the Northwest and the 
people thereof; communities that did not legally 
exist at the time; that merely had a prospective 
being, and consequently had no power morally or 
in law to make a contract. Then, if the Senator 
is right, when he says that this act was perfectly 
void as a law, and as it does not purport to be an 
agreement between the old States with cach other, 
it strengthens the position I have taken. 

The power of Congress to provide for the peo- 
ple of the Territories constitutional governments, 
protecting them in the enjoyment of all their nat- 


ural rights, having been sustained by the uniform - 


action of the Presidents, Congress, and the judi- 
ciary, with but one opposing opinion rendered by 
a divided court, under the influence of great po- 
litical excitement then prevailing at the Capitol, it 
may now be regarded as conclusively settled. We 
are thus free to contemplate without prejudice the 
Icgitimate effects that would flow from the adop- 
tion of the policy of the Republican or of the 
Democratic party, and to decide into whose hands 
we shall intrust the reins of government. The 
decision of this question will determine by what 
race of men the unoccupied territories shall -be 
peopled. ms 

The policy of the Republican party. invites the 
Anglo-Saxon, the Celt, the Gaul,’ and others. of 


| Caucasian blood, by its proposed preemption 


and homestead laws, to enter and occupy them; 
and by the exclusion of slavery it will practically 


| exclude the negro and kindred races. 


In 1850 there were three million six hundred 
and thirty-cight thousand cight hundred and cight 
colored people in the United States; the number is 


now probably about four million cight hundred : 


thousand of the first number, three million two 
hundred and four thousand three hundred and 


| thirteen were slaves, amounting now probably 


to four million two hundred and fifty thousand. 
These have no power to emigrate, and woulg be 
practically excluded by the enactment, as a part 


| of the organie law of each Territory, that ‘neither 


slavery nor involuntary servitude shall ever exist 
therein, except as a punishment of crinie, whereof 
the party shall have been duly convicted accord~ 
ing to law.” Of the free colored persons, very 
few have the inclination or pecuniary ability to 
emigrate. 

That this simple provision, so eminently just, 
and in strict accordance with the spirit of the 
Constitution and our free institutions, as under- 


stood by the fathers of the Republic and their de- 


scendants for nearly three quarters of a century, 
would prove a practical barrier to the emigra- 
tion of negroes to the new Territories, has been 
demonstrated by experience. To the nine new 
States in the Southwest, from which-slavery was 
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not excluded. by Congress, in enacting their or- 
ganic laws, and which have been admitted into 
the Union since the adoption of the Constitution, 
the emigration of negroes has been very large. I 
find, by an examination of the census report for 
1850, that in the State of Alabama, at that time, 
forty-five per cent. of the whole population was 
of the African race; in Arkansas, twenty-three 
per cent.; in Florida, forty-six per cent.;10 Ken- 
tucky, twenty-three per cent.; in Louisiana, fifty- 
one per cent.;.1n Mississippi, fifty-one per cent.; 
in Missouri, thirteen per ccnt.; in tennessee, 


twenty-five per cent.; in Texas, twenty-cight per 
i 


cent. 

The emigration of negroes to the new States 
of the Northwest, from which slavery had been 
excluded, was very small. In 1850, the negro 
population, compared with the whole population, 
amounted, in California, to one per cent.; in IHi- 
nois, six tenths of one per cent.; in Indiana, one 
and one tenth per cent.; in Iowa, one tenth of one 

er cent.; in Michigan, six tenths of one per cent.; 
in Ohio, one and two tenths per cent.; in Wiscon- 
sin, two tenths of one per cent.; in Minnesota, 
six tenths of one per cent.; and in Oregon, one 
and a half per cent. 

Nor has the exclusion of slavery from these 
Territories stimulated an excessive emigration of 
free negroes. 
new slave States previously named, forty-one 
thousand six hundred and forty-five free colored 
pérsons, and in the nine new free States named, 
containing double the white population of the 
former, but forty-six thousand seven hundredand 
thirty-six; in all the slave States, containing a 
white population of about six millions, there were 


two hundred and thirty-eight thousand one hun- | 
dred and eighty-six free negroes; and in all of the | 


free States, with more than thirteen million white 
people, there were but one hundred and ninety-six 
thousand two hundredand sixty-two free negroes. 
it is manifest, therefore, that the adoption of the 
policy of the Republican party would people our 
vast public domain with the white race, without 
inflicting an act of injustice, or casting the least 
opprobrium on the castes of mankind, usually de- 
nominated by the Democracy, the inferior races, 

On the other hand, the direct and immediate 


effect of continuing the policy of the Democratic || 


party, as defined by the President in his mes 
and sustained by every Democratic mem 
Senate and House, and the Democratie members 


| 
| 
of the Supreme Court, would be to fill the virgin !j 7 3 
p ; © I| tained by so many in the South, can be traced back 
i 


Territories with negroes, wherever negro labor can 
be made profitable. And, although it is manifest 
thatnegrocs cannot, or willnot, emigrate from their 
old homes to new countries in large numbe 
Democratic party, by its policy, proposes to secure 


their rapid occupancy of all that part of the con- | 


tinent where the climate is supposed to be con- 


In. 1850, there were, in the nine j 


sev of the | 


vian 
i very zones which the blackest people in the universe in- 
i habit? ‘The natives of Van Diemen’s Land are black, 
while Europeans of the corresponding northern latitude are 
white, and the Malabars, in the most burning climate, are 
| no browner than the Siberians.?*—Page 1115, Elliotsons’s 
| Human Physiology. i 

|. Dr. Morton says: 

“The tribes which wander along the burning plains of the 
equinoctial region of America have no darker skins than 
the mountaineers of the temperate zone, While tbe Guy- 
acas, under theline, are characterized by a fair complexion, | 
the Charruas, who arealmost black, inhabit the fiftieth de- 
gree of south latitude; and the yet blacker Californians are | 
l 35° north of the cquator.’—Page 1118, ibid. f 


sthe į: 


enial to the negro temperament, and where negro | 
"> tal bi t ` 


labor can be made profitable, by an appeal to the 


cupidity of slavcholders, who, itis expected, will - 


be prompted by interest to compel their slaves to į 
promp y. i$ 


migrate from worn-out landstoa fruitfuland virgin 
soil. Hence, their repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise, whieh excluded slavery from the Ter- 
ri 
refusal to pass Grow’s preémption bill, and the 
homestead bilt; and hence the enunciation of this 
new Democratic dogma, ‘that Congress has no 
power to pass laws excluding slavery from the 
‘Territories.’ 


Itisinsisted, however, that this whole question į 


myst be decided by climate. That, ina southern 
climate, the white man cannot endure labor; that 
negro labor must be. employed, or the country 
must be abandoned, and the civili 
its great staples, rice, tobacco, indigo, sugar, and 
cotton. If true, this is a grave consideration; if 
free negroes will not work in a warm climate, and 
white men cannot work in a warm climate, and 
these staples cannot be dispensed with by ci vilized 
society, this is an end of the controversy. 

On this point, I invite attention to the instruc- 
tion of history. How did the historian find men 
originally located in regard to color? 1 will read 
from a. few authorities deemed standard works. 
M. De Verey says: 

« Do we not in fact behold the tawny Hungarian dwell- 


‘ing for ages under the same parallel and in the saine coun- 
iy. with the whitest uations of Europe pand the red Peru- 


tories north of 360 30’ north latitude; hence their | 


zed world lose į; 


i 


i 
| prc pee reas 

fi flourish in the southern States, and within the 
f 


In Dr. Pritchard’s Researches, volume i, it is 
said: 


th respect to the Polynesian tribes, the fairest na- 
tions are, in most instances, those uated nearest the cqua- 
tor.” * BY Pe = “We shail find,” with respect 
to the Australian tribes, “ that the complexion does not be- 
come regularly lighter as we recede from the inter-tropical 
clime ; for the people of Van Diemen’s Land, who are the 
most distant from the equator, are black.’?—Page 489. See 
| Bostock’s Physiology, page 799. 

Humboldt says: 

«We found the people of the Rio Negro swarthier than 
those of the lower Orinoco; and yet the banks of the first 
of these rivers enjoy a much cooler climate than the more 
northern regions. In the forests of Guiana are several tribes 
of a whitish complexion ; yet these tribes have never min- 
gled with Europeans, and are surrounded with other tribes 
ofa dark brown hue. ‘The I ns of the torid zone, who 
inhabit the most clevated plains of the Cordilleras of the 
Andes, and those who are under the forty-fifth degree of 
south latitude, have as coppery a complexion as those who, 
under a burning climate, cultivate bananas in the narrow- | 
estand deep valleys of the equinoctial regions.”°—Political 
Essay on New Spain. See page 1115, . iliotson'’s Human j| 
Physiology. 

Nott and Gliddon say: 

« ft is true that most of the black races are found in Af- 
rica; but, on the other hand, many equally black are met 
with in the temperate climates of India, Australia, and 
Oceanica, though differing in every attribute except color.” 
—Types of Mankind, Nott and Gliddon, page 63. 

Irom these few citations, it becomes manifest 
that color is not controlled by climate; and that 
men of every hue may be found in every latitude. 
On this point, authoritiesare not discordant. But, 
sir, while this is admitted to be true in relation 
ta the mere color, itis claimed that climate de- 
termines the location of race, and that each race, 
i probably, had a distinct origin, and was adapted 
‘to the peculiarities of the climate in which it was 
| 


originally found; and, of course, that the history 
of the origin of the human family contained in 


i the Bible, is all a fiction, T have no doubt that 


the views on this subject, which are now enter- 


| to aJearned paper written at a recent period by 

Professor Agassiz, and incorporated in the work 
fast cited, which scems to have been written and 
published very opportunely tosustain that change 
in publie opinion announced by the honorable 
Senators from Virginia, the other day,as having 
twanspired, within afew years past, in Virg 
and the South. This learned naturalist insists 
that the various races and nations of men were 
or iginally found, by the historian, locaied in strict 
conformity, to the “flora and fauna” of every 
country ;or that cach race and nation was, in fact, 
apart of the fauna of the country where it cx- 
ted. A general fauna, he says, exists, extend- 
ing over all Europe, embracing the whole people, 
anda local fauna peculiar to cach nation. But, in 
| North and South America, he says, we find a gen- 
eval fauna embracing the whole country south of 
the northern terminus of forests bordering on the 
plains of ice and snow inhabited by the Esqui- 
maux, and that this whole region was found, by 
the carly navigators, in possession of but one type 
of the human family. Nottand Gliddon adopt this 
theory forthe purpose of overturning the opinion 
so long entertained by the Christian world, that | 
| Eve was “the mother of all living.” They say: 
«The whole continent of America, with its mountain 
| ranges and table Inds, its valleys and low plains, its woods 
and prairies, exhibiting every variety ofclimate which could 
jutluence the nature of man, isinhabited by one great fam- 
ily, that presents a prevailing type.??—Nolé and Gliddon, 
page 69. 

But this theory, so readily adopted by southern 
| political casuists, for another purpose, overturns | 
the. dogma that the negro alone can labor and 


American tropics. The Indians have lived for un- 
known centuries within the tropics, and through- 
| out the temperate zones of both continents. One 
a 


the brown Malay, the nearly white Abyssinian, in the | 


inia ʻi 


race has occupied the whole country until driven 
out by Europeans. ° 

Here is Professor Agassiz’s classification of the 
fauna of Europe, America, and Africa: 

European Realm.—Cuvier’s portrait ofa European, Bear, 
Stag, Antelope, Goat, Sheep, Auerochs, (Bos Urus.) 

American Realm.—indian Chief, Bear, Stag, Antelope, 
Goat, Sheep, Bison, (Bos Americanus.) 

African Realm.—Mozambique Negro, Chimpanzee, Ele- 
phant, Rhinoceros, Hippopotamus, War-Hog, Giraffe. 

The argument drawn from this classification is, 
that white people will flourish in any climate inhab- 
ited by bears, stags, antelopes, goats, sheep, &c.; 
that the Indian tribes will flourish where the same 
general fauna is produced, and that the negro 
will be healthy and vigorous in any country that 
produces the chimpanzec, elephant, rhinoceros, 
hippopotamus, war-hog, and giraffe. Not one of 
the last. named, if we except species of the mon- 
key race, is found in America. If this argument, 
founded on the fauna ofa country, proves any- 
thing, it is that the European is naturally capable 
of inhabiting any part of the continent, as the gen- 
eral fauna of Europe and America are substan- 
tially the same throughout, and that the negro is 
not fitted for the American realm, north or south, 
as the fauna of Africa and America are totally 
distinct. 

But if the white race, as laborers, are not ex- 
eluded by an unrevealed law of God, written in 


ithe productions of nature, it is maintained by 


Democratic statesmen, especially in the North, 
that they are excluded by southern malaria and 
fevers. An examination of a large number of au- 
thoritieson this subject, although not harmonious, 
convinces me that negrocs are less liable to febrile 
affections, and especially to attacks of ycllow 
fever, than white people. The best summing up 
of authorities sustaining this opinion which I have 
been able to find I will request the Secretary to 
read, 2 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“The negroes of our southern States are but little subject 
to malarial fevers; and while on the riec plantations of 
Jeorgia and South Carolina the white man cannot reside 
for fear of the country fever, fhe negro works with impunity, 
exposed to the rays of the broiling sun and to the humidity 
of the flooded fields. Dr. Ketchum, in a report on the 
topography, sanithry condition, and vital statistics ot Mo- 
bile, says of the slaves owned by the creole population: 
“They seem to be entirely exempt from the attacks of yel- 
low and bilious fevers? Another writer, Dr. Pendleton, of 
Georgia, remarks: ¢‘Phat the African is fess susceptible to 
malarious influences than the white, T have believed from 
general observation heretofore. Although more exposed to 


| fbe cold dews and hot sun of autumn, as well as having 


! mittent and light biliou 


more filth about their habitations, they scem to be less Jia- 
bie to periodie fevers, and more readily recover than the 
white. In illustration of this, Dr. Pendleton shows that, 
in the county he resides in, the number of idiopathic fevers 
among the whites greatly predominates over that among 
the blacks--being in the proportion of 14.5 to 10.4. After 


; remarking that congestive fever prevailed epidemically in 


his neighborhood, Dr, Lewis, of Mobile, says: ¢ There were, 
in my professional circle, two blacks to one white; yet I 
did not see ingle ease of congestive fever in a negro; 
nor did J hear that any died of the di: pin that section 
of county. Lhave made inquiri i ral medical gen- 


: temen who have long been practicing in the couritry; 


their experience does not materially differ from mine. ‘The 
fact is, the remarkable exemption trom yeliow fover which 
this race enjo extends, in a great measure, to all the 
malarious fevers of hot climates; they may all have inter- 
fevers, as well as the mild rade 
of yellow fever; but it is only under extraordinary circum 
stances that these discases affect them so seriously as to 
cause deaih.”—La Roche on the Yellow Fever, volume i, 
page ôS. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr, President, the authori- 
tics are not unanimous on this subject. ‘There 
are many learned writers who take a directly op- 
posite view, and account for the apparent immu- 
nity of negroes on the principle of acclimatization; 
but the authorities certainly predominate on that 
side of the question, and as far as my argument 
is concerned T shall regard it as scttled, that the 
negro is less Hable to the yellow and other fevers 
than the white race. But whilst that is true, 
authorities are equally harmonious in asserting 
that the negro is more liable to other diseases, 
among which I mention the ‘elephant leg” and 
the “yaws;’’ and by an examination of the census 
report of 1850 it will be seen that, on an average, 
the negrocs of the slave States do not live longer 
than the white population; henec, if they are less 
liable to certain causes of death, they must be 
more liable to others. And it is also true, that 
learned authorities are almost unanimous in as- 
sertine that females are less liable to those same 


| diseases than males. I read from a work to which 
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I before referred, La Roche on Yellow Fever. At 
page 54, he says: 

“¢ [t isa fact well known to medical observers, that among 
individuals of the female sex, the sanguine temperament 
and robust and plethoric constitution—which, as we have 
seen, are the most prone to yellow fever—are less frequently 
encountered than among males.” * * b x 
“Certain it is, that we find enough to convince us that fe- 
males are less obnoxious to the impression of the poison 
than individuals of the other sex; and that when attacked 
they have the disease in a milderform. The epidemics of 
this city, from that of 1793 downwards, have all exhibited 
this comparative immunity of the female sex. Deveze long 
ago stated, in reference to the former of these visitations, 
that the discase prevailed more among men than women}; 
and that, among the latter, it assumed a milder and more 
tractable character. (Page 54, second edition, and page 103, 
third edition.) Dr. Rush, in like manner, noticed the greater 
prevalence and severity of the discase among males during 
the epidemie in question. Similar was the result in 1797, 
and we have the authority of Dr. Caldwell for the fact that 
the same observation was made during the epidemic of 

1805.°—Page 78. 

«In other parts of the United States, the comparative 
immunity of females ta which I have here called attention, 
has been found as common as it was here; for, if we ex- 
cept Doctors Thomas and Harrison, of New Orleans, the 
first of whom (pp. 21,22) thinks the less lability of females 
has been greatly exaggerated ; while the Jatter remarks that 
he cannot say he ‘has observed any ditference as regards the 
sexes, either us tothe numberor malignity of the cases,’ (p. 
130,) I cannot reeall the name of any competent authority 
who upbolds the opinion of the equal liability of the two 
sexes. Valentin (p. 90) arid Archer (v. 61) who saw the dis- 
ease in Norfolk 3 Drysdale (i, 88) who describes it as it oc- 
curred in Baltimore, in 1794; Cartwright, (ix,16,) Merril), (ix, 
246,) Perlee, (i, 10,) Hogg, (i, 413,) who encountered it at 
Natchez; Townsend, (p. 252,) Alexander Hogack, (p. 9,) 
Waring, (p. 60,) S. Brown, (p: 83,) Simons, (pp. 7, 14,) and 
others, who have communicated the results of their obser- 
vations made in New York, Savannah, Boston, New Or- 
leans and Charleston ; all these, E say, confirm what has 
been said in relation to Philadelphia. 

“Jn Europe, the fever has, in gencral, manifested the |} 
same predilection for the male sex as regards the extent of 
its prevalence, and inoce frequently in r ect to. the severity 
and fatality of the attack, On this subject, the writings of 
Berthe, (P, 354,) Arejula, (pp. 182, 438,) Sir J. Fellowes, | 
(pp, 120, 321,) Caisergues, (p. 190,) Sbort, (quoted by Peb- | 
lowes, p. 303,) Gonzales, (p. 316,) Pariset, (p. 12,) Louis 
(p. 261,) Gillkrest, (ii, 279,) Palloni, (p. 9,) Pariset, (report, 
p. 454,) Bally, (p. 301,) Rochoux, (p. 121,) and the Report 
of the Academy of Bareclona, (pp. 23, 49,) are snfliciently 
explicit to justify the above concl hn. That exceptions 
have occasionally presented themselves, it would be im- 
possible to deny ; nevertheless, they are of rare occurrence, 
and do not invalidate the rule? 

From this array of authorities, it will be seen 
how impossible it is to draw safe conclusions in 
relation to the capacity of different races of men 
to endurea climate, or to encounter diseases of an 
epidemic character, with impunity. 

it is claimed, however, that the color of the 
negro peculiarly adapts him to support a warm |! 
climate. This statement contradicts science, our |; 
daily observation, and the instincts of the Afri- |! 
can, who does not seek the open sunshine mn a f 
warm country. In Pritchard’s Natural History | 
of Man, page 552, in describing some of the black | 
races of Africa, the author says: | 

«< Thename of Shangalla belongs to the indigenous hordes 
who inhabit the Kwolla, or the deep woody valleys which 
surround on almost every side the highlands of Abyssinia. 
They are negroes of a jet bldeck color and strongly charac- 
terized fe i " * * © During the 
fair half o year,” says Mr. Bruce, “when the Shang- 
alla live under the shade of t they bend the branches 
downwards and cover them with the s? of beasts. Every 
tree is then abouse under which dweil a multitude of 
black inhabitants tii the tropical rains begin. Itis then 
they hunt the elephant, which they kill by various devices, 
as well as the rhinoceros and other large creatures.” t 

Tn our own country, when left free to follow 
his own instincts, the negro forsakes the sunshine 
in the open ficld, and secks indoor employment. 

[tis not true that the color of the negro pecu- 
liarly adapts him to endure the heat ofa tropical 
sun; the capacity of enduring great extremes of 
heat and cold isa common attribute of humanity; 
if any one race possess this power in a higher de- 
gree than another, it is the Caucasian, usually 
called the white race. This supposed superiority 
is accounted for on the ground of its multifarious 
origin. It is said by Nott and Gliddon to be not of 
one origin, but ‘an amalgamation of an infinite 
number of primitive stock, of different instincts, 
temperaments, and mental and physical charac- | 
ter. Egyptians, Jews, Arabs, Teutons, Celts, 

“Sclavonians, Pelasgians, Romans, Iberians, &c., 

&c., are all mingled in blood.” The negro is not 

his superior in capacity to endure; science, in- 

stinet, history, and expericnee, all combine in 
refutation of this Democratic dogma. 

We have also the overwhelming evidence of 
the existence of five or six million white people, į 


now residing in the slave States, who own no 
slaves; who are supported by their own, labor. 
Hundreds of thousands of white men in the cx- 
treme South, often denominated ‘poor whites,” 
are compelled by necessity to work or starve. 

We have the direct testimony of the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Cuesnur,] 
who on yesterday held himsclf up to the view of 
the Senate, and demanded that we should now 
“ beholda laborer from the South,” declaring that 
the ‘laborers’? of the white race in South Caro- 
lina were the honored and the highly esteemed; | 
and that those who labored not were discarded by } 
society. This testimony is direct; it is from a | 
high source, and ought to be conclusive on the | 
question of the ability of white men to labor in 
the southern States. But every one who has ever 
been in a southern State has had, in addition, the 
evidence of his own senses. 

If white men are capable of laboring and living 
and multiplying and replenishing the carth ina 
southern climate, why should those who are not 


willing to work in the field and shop, on terms of | 
| sults would throw them open to the free enjoy- 
i; ment of every citizen of the United States, residing 
six or seven months of the twelve, |; 


equality with negro slaves, be compelled to scek 
homes in the extreme North, where the winters, 
extending over 
must exhaust the entire proceeds of the husband- 
man’s summer’s toil from year to year in shield- 
ing himself and family from their inclemency ? 
Why should that more genial country, styled 
** the sunny South,”’ the country of the melon and 
the orange, where perpetual verdure reigns, and 
the earth is lavish of her productions, be given as 
a home for slaves? g 
an inferior race; that they are far below the white 

race in capacity; that they can never become fit | 
for citi 


fairs, or to engage in the public defense; that they 
can never become members of socicty; that the 
highest position of which they are capable is that 
of monials. ‘Then why stimulate their multipli- 
cation and coerced emigration to the most de- 


sirable part of the continent, lo the exclusion of | 


millions of our own blood? Why practically cx- 
clude the superior by the inferior race? Why not 
adopt the Republican policy, persistently urged 
on the attention of Congress, of withholding the 
public lands from all except actual settlers, and 


| of giving a home to the head of every family for 


settlement and occupancy, and thus place the | 
masses of the people above want? Why not peo- 


| ple the continent with the most vigorous, the most 
energetic, the most enterprising, the most intel- |; 
‘ lectual and powerful people to be found on the j 


H 
carth, since this result can be secured without | 
inflicting the slightest injustice or injury on any | 
human creature that breathes, by adnunistering 
exact and equal justice to all mankind? For there 
is no truth in the allegation, that to restrict sla- 


A ; is aan || 
very to the States of the Union now tolerating it, |! 


would retard their development and result in the 
destruction or injury of either the black or white 
race in preventing multiplication and expansion. 
The area of the slave States was cstimased in 1850 | 
at over cight hundred and fifty thousand square | 
miles, and contained a population of but about | 
eleven persons on an average for cach square mile | 
| 


of surface; south ef 360 30' the average popula- į 
tion was less than ten. At the same period, the 
population of England was estimated at thre 
hundred and twenty; of Great Britain and Ireland | 
two hundred and twenty-five; of Switzerland one | 
hundred and sixty; of Belgium three hundred 


and eighty-eighy to the square mile. In China, ac- | 


cording to the best information I have been abie 
to procure, it is evident that the present popula- 
tion of many of its provinces amounts to at least 
twelve millions for each fifty thousand square 
miles. Their country is old, and has been worn 
for centuries; it is not believed to be equal in fer- 
tility to the average of the southern States. It is 
evident, therefore, that the slave Siates, as now 
bounded, are capable of supporting two hundred 
million people. Hence it is not reasonable to con- 
clude that either the white man or the negro will, | 
inany reasonable period, be oppressed in the slave 
States for want of room. But lest this might oc- 
cur, and to relieve the slave States from the terri- 
ble necessity, as is alleged, of executing the bar- 
barous and cruel laws which some of them have 
enacted for the reénslavement of negroes now free 
s 


| 
| 
i 


You tell us that negroés are i! 
| 


zens of the States or Union; that they can- |; 
not be trusted with a participation in public af- |: 
| 
j 


t 
t 
i 


the Republicans will urge the adoption of:the 
proposition introduced by my friend, the honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Doouirtis,] 
to proctire for the negro a home and an abiding 
place, outside of the United States within the trop- 
ies, where it is claimed that he may.flourish and 
rosper. Let him there, as in the colony of .Li- 
eria, demonstrate to the world his capacity: for 
self-government.. Let him there build up for him- 
self a country and embellish a home, free:from 
the prejudice and injustice of a race that has dom- 
inated over him for centuries, and extend over 
him the, temporary. protection of the stars. and 
stripes of the Union. 
The fancied temporary interests of the few, who 
might desire to import slaves into the Territories, 


_ should not be suffered to divert the national Leg- 
i islature from that linc of policy demanded by jus- 
: tice, and the permanent interests of the nation, of 
; the white race, and of the whole human family. 


But if the nation should return to the territorial 
policy abandoned in 1850and 1854, and apply it to 
all the Territories of the Republic, which in its, re- 


East, West, North, and South, and exclude none 
except those whom you say are not citizens, and 
cannot become citizens—an enslaved nation of 
aliens—more than four million strong, whom you 
of the South retain, in chains, in your midst, you 
declare your purpose to ‘dissolve the Union.” 
You declare that the Union cannot be maintained 
unless men are permitted to coerce the emigration 
of negro slaves to the Territories! Well, sir, this 
threat produces no terror: as far as my knowledge 
extends, nobody inthe Northwest is frightened b 
it, although it originates in a high quarter. e 
understand that itis your interest to stay in the 
Union, and that you havenot the power to dissolve 
it; that a dissolution of the Union would bring on 
you, in tenfold strength, every evil of which you 
complain. 

With this impotent threat ‘to dissolve the 
Union,” if a Republican should be elected Pres- 
ident of the United States, you not only demand 
the disbanding of the Republican party, and, by 
a logical sequenco, the repeal of all laws in the 
frec States disparaging the institution and pro- 
hibiting its existence within their jurisdiction; but 
you attempt to coerce our consciences and judg- 
mont, and require us to approve slavery as morally 
right—a humane and Christian institution. In this 
you will never succeed. The people of the. free 
States will never approve slavenolding, when not 
required by imperious circumstances, as either 
just, humane, or Christian. The Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] in his expression of. re- 
gret that the people of the free States, which he 
was pleased to denominate “servile States,” could 
not have slaves, will find very few sympathizers. 
Tn this I speak the opinions of all parties in lowa, 
and I think I may say. in the whole North. 

On this point, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 


| Cray] demanded to know if the péople of the free 


States, entertaining these views, did not necessa- 
rily “hate slavcholders?’?? For one, I answer 
frankly: That depends on our conception of the 
motives that prompt a man to hold slaves. If one 
man holds another, however inferior, in bondage 


; for selfish and sordid purposes of gain, I loathe 


his character in my inmost heart. If, on the other 
hand, he is held for the purpose, entertained in 
good faith, of bettering his condition and elevat- 
ing his character, the owner will not be hated by 
anybody, in any place. But, in our estimate of 
these motives, you must not suppose us either 
idiotic or ignorant of your laws and usages, and 
the actual condition of slave society. Neither 
vehement threats of a dissolation of the Union, 
nor any other mode of coercion, will be likely to 
change our opinions of cither the morality or expe- 
diency of slavecholding. The laws of the human 


i mind cannot be changed; perception, memory, 


conscience, and judgment will continue. Con- 


ibe : Paes 
i science may be stupefied for a time, but it will 


again rally and assert its right to control the con- 
duct of men. The people of the whole North, 
almost without a solitary exception, believe that 
slavery isin itself wrong, and may be maintained 
temporarily only, in consequence of the necessi- 
ties that may surround the partics which sustain 
this relation to an inferior race. "Whenever these 
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necessities cease, they maintain that it will be the 
duty of eacli to dissolve the relation. Nobody in 
the North, however, maintains that this can ever 
be effécted, only by the action of the people of the 
States where the relation exists. ‘he Republi- 
cans maintain that Congress has rio power what- 
ever over this subject within their limits. 

Yow admonish us, however, that if a gentleman 
who entertains the doctrinesoriginally maintained 
by Washington, Jefferson, and the other illustri- 
ous men who lived during the earlier period of 
the Republic, from which, as was admitted on 
yesterday by the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mason,] the Democracy has swerved, 
should be elected President of the United States, 
in accordance with the Constitution and the Jaws, 

ou will destroy the Government. When ana- 
yzed, could a proposition be more insulting to 
freemen? Wemust surrender our own reasoning 
faculties, and our consciences and judgment, and 
follow your behests! We must change, because 
youwhave changed! We must repudiate, because 
ou have discarded, the opinions of the fathers! 
hen we approach the polls, we must represent 
goor opinions and not our own, by otr votes! 
hat is, we must cease to be freemen, and become 
your political slaves! If your pohtical opponents 
will destroy their platform and dissolve their or- 
ganization; if the free States will destroy their 
constitutions and repeal their laws on the subject 
of slavery; if a majority of the freemen of the 
country will stultify their own judgments, and 
trample under foot their consciences; five up frec- 
dom of speech and of the press, and cease to 
exercise the rights of freemen at the polls, you 
will graciously permit the Union to be continued! 
Well; sir, this mode of preservingthe Union would 
cost ustoo much, We have the hearts and heads 
and hands and will to preserve it in a cheaper 
manner, let the crisis come when it may. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 


SPEECH OF HON. ISAAC N. MORRIS, 
OF ILLINOIS, 
In tre House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 28 and 29, 1859, 
In response to the President’s Annual Message. 


Mr: MORRIS, of Ilinois, said: 

Mr. Crenx: Ifa single word should escape me 
on this occasion of an offensive character, I shall 
regret it, and upon the fact being pointed out 
wil cheerfully withdraw it. Never in the whole 
course of my life, either in this Hali or elsewhere, 
have I interrupted a speaker, not even so muchas 
to ask hima question; but have treated all with 
courtesy and respect, and I have had no cause to 
complain that 1 have not been treated in the 
same way. What I shall say to-day, T will say 
for myself and on my own responsibility; and | 
will say it herc, for I will not talk out of doors 
what I shrink from talking in the House. I 
claim to be the exponent of no one’s views but 
my own, and should think myself dishonored if 
I was. Ihave never aspired to the distinction of 
being the reflector of another; nor do I ever expect 
to, no matter how high may be my respect for 
him. I entertain my own notions of public duty, 
and am only accountable to my constituents for 
the manner in which I discharge them. When 
they want a Representative who will submit to 
the Abolitionists on the one hand, or the dis- 
union fire-eaters on the other, or who is willing 
to crawl begging to the foot of power, they must 
find some other man besides myself. I knowno 
otber line of policy than that which duty points 
out, and I shall pursue it. My own opimion is, 
that the President’s and ultra southern men’s sla- 
very propagandizing policy, vailed under a con- 
stitutional pretext, and their efforts to rob the 
people of the Territories of their rights, should 
be met at once, and wherever and whenever it is 
urged, and driven back, otherwise it may gain a 
foothold from which it would be difficult, if not 
impossible, to dislodge it. 

till, Mr. Clerk, nothing could possibly induce 
me to occupy the attention of the House at the 
“present time, if I was not fully conscious that no 
organization can be effected until there isa change 
in the temper of members. Our ballotings for 


Speaker are regarded by all as merely formal, and 
are gone through with more to occupy our hours 
here, than from an expectation that any final or 
satisfactory result will be reached. There is so 
much antagonism among us, that I shall not hope 
for the consummation of that desirable event to us 
and the whole country, until the feeling shall be- 


come more deeply intensified, and we shall have 


voted all day and all night. It is then just as well 
until that period arrives, to talk some, as to have 
a continuous ballot. As those who have preceded 
me in the debate, have spoken to everything but 
the question before the House, the election of a 
Speaker, so I shall assume what latitude I think 
proper upon the President’s message and other 
topics, more especially as the’ Democrats, since 
the declination of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Bococx,] have no regular candidate for 
Speaker. We are not exactly like “Japhet in 
search of a father,” but we are 1n search of a man 
that can beelected. If we have sucha oneamong 
us I hope he will make himself known; and now, 
gentlemen, don’t all speak at once! 

. Mr. Clerk, my position as a member of this 
House is somewhat peculiar and solitary. Iam 
the only Democrat here who in the last Congress 
opposed to the end the territorial policy of the 
Administration thatis acting with the organization 
of the party in their endeavors to elect a Speaker. 
Thus situated, I am necessarily estranged, to some 
extent, from my anti-Lecompton friends, with 
whom I was proud to be numbercd in their gal- 
lant fight, and towards whom I shall ever enter- 
tain the kindest feclings of regard, while I do not 
indorse all that has been said by some gentlemen 
with whom I am nowacting. Yet I intend to carry 
on the controversy with them inside and not out- 
sido of the party lines. Some—one gentleman, I 
remember distinedy, extolled the Administration 
while he denounced popular sovereignty. I be- 
lieve now, as J have heretofore believed and ex- 
pressed, that the only true policy for the Democ- 
racy was to cut loose from Mr. Buchanan; and 
if we do not do it, we shall bitterly rue the crror 
when itis too late—when we are overwhelmed 
with defeat. If. the gentleman to whom I refer 
thinks to carry him and his doctrines through the 
next presidential race upon his back, let me tell 
him he will break down before he gets half way 
to the end of it; he will find he is carrying too 
much dead weight. Ido not believe, if you should 
announce a candidate for Speaker of this House 
as an Administration man, he can get twenty-five 
votes. The people everywhere loathe and con- 
temnit. IL eame here, sir, to enter upon my scc- 
ond term of service in despite of the Administra- 
tion, who did everything it could to defeat me; and 
yet I came bya largely-increased majority. Iam 
therefore under no obligations to it; nor do Thave 
any great esteem for it, for it is like a whited sep- 
ulcher, “ fullof rottenness and dead men’s bones,” 
and has no more sympathy tor, nor afiiliation with, 
Democracy than darkness has with light or vice 
with virtue. lrencc, if gentlemen around me feel 
like deferfling it; let them do it. I shall not; for it 
is not, in my judgment, worth or worthy of being 
defended. 

Besides this, I differ very widely with some of 
the members on this side of the Hall in the views 
they have expressed in regard to a dissolution of 
the Union, and regret they have talked so much 
about it. I differ also as widely from them on the 
question of popular sovercignty. Upon that rock 
I long since planted my feet, and there 1 stand 
and there I intend to stand. Ne threats, no in- 
timidation, no persuasion, shall move me a hair’s 
breadth from its support; and inasmuch as [have 
heard it assailed here time and again this session, 
it is but duc to myself and to those I represent 
that I should defend it. I mean to do so from any 
and every assault. I stand, sir, on the defensive, 
and not as an aggressor. You can no more strike 
that great doctrine from the Democratic creed, and 
have its vitality left, than you can erase from the 
Christian creed a belief in the Saviour, and have 
its essence remaining. You may hamper it with 
assumptions; you may cloud it with sophistry; 
cv may attempt to wall it in by forced constitu- 
tional constructions; but all will prove unavailing. 
It will bound forward like a creature of life, and 
circulate among the people as the freeair of heaven, 
for it is the great artery through which flows 


the life-blood of the Republic, and it cannot sur- 
vive without it. Yet it is not assailed alone on 
this floor; but the President, in his annual mes- 
sage, delivered ‘to the Senate on yesterday, and 
which he has evidently dropped in the path of 
members of this House to be picked up, if not as 
an official State paper, at least as a newspaper ar- 
ticle, again thrusts in our faces, and in the face of 
the nation, his territorial policy, advancing several 
steps forward, however, from his former position, 
which in all conscience was bad enough, and 
among other things advocates a slave code for the 
Territories when it shall become necessary for the 
protection of slaveryinthem. Just at present, he 
thinks his judges sufficient to protect it. 

Mr. Clerk, i am amazed, I am overwhelmed, 
that an American Executive, claiming to have 
veneration and respect for the laws and Consti- 
tution of his country which he has sworn to sup- 
port, should so far Jose sight of his duty and obli- 
gations to both, as to make so high a bid for the 
nomination of the Charleston convention! I know 
he is capable of almost any-act which would 
tend to promote his own interest or the gratifica- 
tion of his private malice. I know his whole 
life has been spent in treachery to friends and 
principle, but I had not sapica he would go as 
far as he has. There was no necessity for it at 
the present time. The question of slavery, as 
connected with the Territories, was not before us, 
except as introduced in random debate, in any 
form; nor is it likely to be at this session. Yet, 
he voluntarily comes forward and repeats his 
thrice-told tale of the Constitution carrying sla- 
very into the Territories in our cars, ata moment 
when the House is in an unorganized condition, 
and when he knew the expression of such alarm- 
ing and abominable sentiments as he has given 
utterance to, would add to the already too great 
excitement, and feed the fires of sectional discord. 
So impatient did he become, for fear all the dele- 
gates to the Charleston convention would be ap- 
pointed before he could add the weight of his high 
position against popular liberty, that Ins message 
must be sent into Congress before we have even 
elected a Speaker, or have, in reality, any legal 
form. Well, sir, I am glad of it. Tam glad he 
has thus exposed himself to the scrutinizing gaze 
and the just criticism and eondemnation of the 
Democracy. They are bound to mect him now; 
they are bound to take issue with him. ‘There 
is no escape from it. He has madc it of his own 
free, voluntary accord; and let it come, J repeat 
it, let it come. If the abominable doctrines and 
heresies of James Buchanan are to be ingrafted on 
the Democratic creed, for one, I want to know it. 
But they never can; they never will be. Itis not 
possible that the free and enlightened Democracy 
of this great Republic will ever adopt the vagaries 
of an old man who looks forward to the perpet- 
uation of his power with anxious solicitude, and 
is willing to bow at any sectional altar to effect 
his ends. 

In what he has said in,his message there is no 
argument, no reason, nothing but his dictum; and 
he asks us to receive that as the law of our counsel 
and the guide of our feet. Here it is, and let the 
Clerk read it. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“ { cordially congratulate you upon the final settlement 
by the Supreme Court of the United States of the question 
of slavery in the Territories, which had presented an aspect 
so truly formidable at the commencement of my adminis- 
tration. ‘The right has been established of every citizen to 
take his property of any kind, including slaves, into the 
common territories belonging equally to all the States of the 
Contederacy, and to have it protected there under the Fed- 
cra} Constitution. Neither Congress nora Territorial Legis- 
lature, nor any human power, has any authority to annul 
of impair this vested right. The supreme judicial tribunal 
of the country, which is a codrdinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment, has sanctioned and affirmed these principles of 
constitutional Jaw, so manifestly just in themselves, and 
sa well calculated to promote peace and harmony among 
the States. It is a striking proof of the sense of justice 
which is inherent in our people, that the property in slaves 
has never been disturbed, to my knowledge, in any of the 
Territories. Even throughout the late troubles in Kansas 
there has not been any attempt, as I am credibly informed,. 
to interfere, in a single instancc, with the right of the mas- 
ter. Had any such attempt been made, the judiciary would 
doubtless have afforded an adequate remedy. Should they 
fait to do this hereafter, it will then be time enough to 
strengthen their hands by further legislation. Had it been 
decided that either Congress or the Territorial Legislature 
possess the power to annul or impair the right to property 
in slaves, the evil would be intolerable. In the latter event, 
there would be a struggle for a majority of the members of 
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-the Legislature at each successive election, and the sacred 
rights of property, held under the Federal Constitution, 
would depend, for the time being, on the result. The agita- 
tion would thus be rendered incessant whilst the territorial 


condition remained, and its: baneful influence woukl keep |, 


alive a dangerous excitement among the people of the sey- 
eral States. 

“Thus has the status.of a Territory, during the interme- 
diate period from its first settlement untilit shall become a 
State, been irrevocably fixed by the final decision of the 
Supreme Court. Fortunate has this been for the prosperity 
of the 'lerritories, as well as the tranquillity of the States. 
Now, emigrants from the North and the South, the East and 
the West, will meet in the Territories on a common plat- 
form, having brought with them that species of property 
best adapted, in their own opinion, to promote their wel- 
fare. From natural causes, the slavery question will in 
each case soon virtually settle itself; and before the Ferri- 
tory is prepared for admission as a State into the Union, 
this decision, one way or the other, will have been a fore- 
gone conclusion. Meanwhile, the settlement of the new 
Territory will proceed without serious interruption, and its 
progress and prosperity will not be endangered or retarded 
by violent politica! struggles. 

tt When, in the progress of events, the inhabitant of any 
Territory shall have reached the number required to form 
a State, they will then proceed, if a regular manner, and 
in the exercise of the rights of popular sovereignty, to form 
a constitution, preparatory to admission into the Union. 
After this has been done, to employ the language of the 
Kansas and Nebraska act, they ¢ shall be received into the 
Union with or without, slavery, as their constitution may 
prescribe at the time of theiradmission.’ This sound prin- 
ciple has happily been recognized, in some form or other, 
by an almost unanimous vote of both Houses of the last 
Congress,” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Yes, Mr. Clerk, 
there is the whole of it; and it does seem to me 
that the dose is too nauseating for any moderate 
southern man to swallow. ‘The decision of the 
Supreme Court is again, and I am bound to be- 
lieve this time, knowingly misinterpreted, as I 
hope to show before resuming my seat; slavery 


spread, by the effect of his doctrine, all over the | 


country, and given a constitutional guarantec; all 
rights denicd to the people of the Territories to 
establish their internal police regulations, and de- 
termine the character of their own institutions; 
and the sentiment unblusbingly avowed that Kan- 
sas must be kept out of the Union until her pop- 
ulation shall have reached the number required to 
form a State; which means, kept out at this scs- 
sion of Congress! Yes, there it is, and what will 

ou make of it? Youmay,apparently, exult over 
it; but you know that Mr. Buchanan has no power 
to make his word good, and he knowsit, too; and 
it is not possible you can be deceived by him. I 
want to be respectful, but a single paragraph in 
the extract I have given from his message, is not 
worthy of one who panders to the most vitiated 
taste. He says, speaking of a ‘Territory being 
required to have a population sufficient for a State, 
(ofcourse, he does not undertake tosay how many 
are necessary for that purpose,) ‘after this has 
been done,” (thatis, the factascertained that there 
is the required population for a State,) “to em- 
ploy the language of the Kansas-Nebraska act, 


‘they shall be received into the Union with or with- | 


out slavery, as their constitution may prescribe at 
the time of their admission.’ ”’ 

From the disingenuous manner in which this 
language is quoted, the President evidently seeks 


to leave the impression on the mind that it is all |j 


that is said in that act about the power of the 
people over the institution of slavery. Why did 
he not tell us, sir, as an honest man, that that 
language was to be found in the first section of 
the bill, and that it was declared in the fifteenth 


section that “it was the true intent and meaning | 
of the act not to legislate slavery into any Terri- | 


tory or to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the 
people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate 
their domestic institutions in their own way, sub- 
ject only to the Constitution of the United States ?”’ 


Tsay, Mr. Clerk, why did not the President tell us | 


this? Why did he not tell us, as he did in his 


letter of acceptance, that such legislation ‘ was į; 


as ancient as free government itself??? Ah! it did 
notsuit him todoit! Itdid not suit himto bring up 
his own record and be judged by it. 
would convict him. Ifhe quoted at all from the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, he ought to have done so 
fairly and honestly. But then his action in this 
respect is in keeping with all the balance of his 
conduct; and I put it to every fair-minded man, 
to every lover of his country, 1f one who will thus 
act when in a high position, the most exalted on 
earth, is worthy of continued confidence. The 
judgment of the American public has already 


He knew it | 


passed upon him, and he will be remembered only 
as the violator of his pledges to the public and the 
Democratic party. 

If he has dealt in general vagaries and whole- 
sale declarations, I will not follow his example, 
but will present facts, figures, and arguments in 
refutation of his assertions and positions. I will 
undertake to prove the first groundless, and the 
last untenable, and for this purpose will go into 
the subjects. 

Mr. Clerk, the duty of the Government towards, 
and its power over the people inhabiting its Ter- 
ritories, are questions of grave and general inter- 
est. Everywhere, over our wide-cxtended land, 
they engage public attention. The millonaire in 
his palace, the pioneer in his distant cabin, the 
farmer, the mechanic, lawyer, and divine, the aged 
philosopher, and juvenile in the rural school-house 
(that nursery of genius and greatness) turn, as if 
by intuition, to the considerations involved in the 
subjects, and range themselves upon the one or 
the other side of them. I regard this fact as an 
indication favorable to the perpetuity of our insti- 
tutions. It leads the people to the contemplation 
of the rights of the citizen, and the relative and 
respective powers of the Federal and State gov- 
ernments. No study connected with their national 
existence or internal welfare is so well calculated 
to cement the foundgtion of the Union, or event- 
ually spread okie tansy the blessings of peace 
and joy over it. 

It is true, sir, when you connect with the ques- 
tions the exciting subject of slavery—which I 
shall discuss in its political, and not moral, aspect, 
for it is only as a political institution 1 have to 
deal with it, as a Representative in Congress— 
apparent clouds overspread the horizon, and some 
imagine, or pretend to imagine, the Government 
is rocking and shaking to its center. ‘Time after 
time have predictions been made that this proud 
fabric of freedom, reared hy our fathers and ded- 
icated as an asylum for the oppressed of all na- 
tions, would be swept away; and some few have 
even been rash cnough to reach forth their hand 
to strike it down. But the patriotic, conservative 
men on all sides, constituting ninety-nine hun- 
dredths of the population, have looked out from 


| their quiet homes upon these Union destroyers, 


who stand with uplifted cimeters, crying they are 
ready and will strike, and smiled at their folly. 
Again and again, during the present session, as 
has always been the case since I was old cnough 
to remember, during almost every session of Con- 
gress, the Union has been dissolved! Some ardent 
extremist rises from his seat and slashes away 
among its sinews and ligaments; but lo! when he 
has finished, he finds his tongue dull and blunt, 
and is surprised, as he sinks back into his scat, 
that he has not moved the Capitol or even jarred 
its topmost pinnacle. Some of this class of pol- 
iticians, laboring under a strange hallucination, 
imagine they see grim specters hanging afar off 
in the political sky, and borrow a great deal of 


| unnecessary trouble about it, not heeding that 


‘sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” One 
gentleman, in the exuberance of his feelings, told 
us that he was done threatening a dissolution; that 
the next time the act would as certainly follow 
the declaration as the thunder the lightning’s flash. 
I was glad to hear this, and hope other gentlemen 
will imitate his example, for I like frankness and 
am heartily tired of threats. What they are going 
to do, etthem do, and not talk eternally aboutit. 
If the fearful day to try the strength of this Gov- 
ernment must come, let it come without so much 
talk! talk! talk! I shail not apprehend much 
danger, however, to the Republic, so long as our 
present valiant Chicf Magistrate, who, from the 
steps of the White House, can denounce men as 
cowards, keeps the portrait of “ old Hickory” in 
his reception room to give him courage! How 
he would look at the head of an army, as com- 
mander-in-chief, dressed out with a cocked hat 
and epaulets on his shoulders, saving the Union! 

But, Mr. Clerk, to be more serious, I am glad 
of this ‘sound and fury signifying nothing.” 
The sunshine follows the storm. Evén if the 
hurricane in its course partially lifts a few sturdy 
oaks from their moorings, and bends and cracks 
a few of the younger trees, when it passes by, 
the swaying of the forest ceases, and it looks all 
the more grand from having defied the march of 


the Storm-King. So with our Government. You 
may shake it by convulsions; you may send the 
mad: ravings of fanaticism raging through its 
length and breadth; you may sweep it with the 
storms of public excitement; you may swing wid® 
open the gates of infuriated passion, and pour its 
flood-tide out upon the land; you may hear the 
low murmurings of discontentment as they send 
their death-chilling sounds out upon the winds; 
men of gigantic intellect: may encircle the pillars 
of liberty’s temple, and haul and tug at them; 
you may even imagine at times you feel the foun- 
dation upon whieh your Government stands giv- 
ing way, the floors of this Hall sinking under 
your feet, and its colossal cofumns and massive 
walls trembling bencath some terrific threat; but 
be not alarmed at all this, they are only the pelt- 
ings of the storm upon the mountain’s breast— 
the storm, not the mountain, is consumed; they 
are only the rocking of the waves within the Gov- 


| ernment banks over which they cannot leap, and 


will subside in due time into repose within them. 
The public mind is awakened to greater vigilance, 
and the great heart of the nation beats more stead- 
ily and firmly from the agitation, and is more 
healthful and vigorous when it passes away. It 
is not to be wondered at that in a country like 
ours, so vast and diversified in climate, produc- 
tions, institutions, and interest, embracing nearly 
twenty-five degrees of latitude and more than fifty- 
seven of longitude, that irritations should spring 
up, and individuals be guilty of gross outragés of 
private and public right, 

The Abolitionists of the North, instigated bya 
blind fanaticism, have warred upon slavery ih the 
South, and obstructed the execution of the fugi- 
tive slave law, without regard to the manner the 
institution of slavery was introduced into the 
country, the impossibility of getting rid of it, or 
the rights of others. This we do not pretend to 
deny, but own the truth, while we condemn the 
wrong, and labor to correct it as far as we can. 
On the other hand, the South is not faultless, or, 
I should rather say, has citizens who disregard 
law. It has been but a few months since a grand 
jury in Charleston, South Carolina, pronounced 
the Jaw for the suppression of the slave trade un- 
constitutional, and refused to indict those who had 
violated it; while a number of persons in another 
slave State viewed the act in the same light, and 
offered, in a circular they issued on the subject; a 
premium for a number of native Africans. Wil- 

iam Walker fitted out his piratical expeditions 
under the very doors of southern court-houses, 
against a Power with whom we were at peace, and 
in defiance of the President’s proclamations, which 


i were laughed at, and when arrested, was at once 


discharged. Yet who, in the North or West, ever 
thought of holding the South, as a section, re- 
sponsible for all. this, and going out of the Union 
in consequence of it? States are only responsible 
for what they do or justify, as States, to sister 
States; and it is madness for any of them to talk 
about going out of the Union because of an injury 
inflicted by individuals. Wrongs have existed in 
society , States, and Governments, and will always 
exist until man is made perfect; and if we had a 
little more charity one for the other, we.would not 
sec the mote in our neighbor’s eye without pluck- 
ing the beam from our own. 

There is among the masses everywhere from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific—from the utmost point 
of our southern to the utmost point of owr north- 


i ern domain—a love for our country and its free 


institutions, too deeply and immovably embedded 
in public affection to be torg up by politicians, and 
scattered in broken and dishonored fragments. We 


| talk here, sir, as though this Union belonged to us. 


It belongs to the masses and they will take care of 
it. How my heart was rejoiced, sir, at the begin- 
ning of our session, to hear the clear, eloquent, 
clarion voice of the distinguished gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Nets on]—with whom I agree po 

litically only in his views of the Union, and who, 
Tam told, though a soméewhataged man, is holding 
his first office, and has come here to pay his devo- 
tion at the shrine of our national independence— 
ring outover an excited House the glorious senti- 
ment,he was for the CONSTITUTION AND THE UNIÓN, 
to which he might have added the glowing and in- 
spiring words of Daniel Webster, dear to every 
true American, ‘ONE AND INSEPARABLE, NOW AND 
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FOREVER.’’ How I was rejoiced to hear him de- 
clare that his State did not contain within its limits 
one solitary disunion man—conservative, glori- 
ous Tennessee.. Such a declaration from so high a 
gouthern source and from one who has never been 
corrupted by power or bad associations at this 
Capitol, where there is so much to lower one’s 
manhood and produce degrading servility, pour- 
ing its life-giving patriotism over the land, will 
meet with a heartfelt response from every guar- 
ter, and God bless its utterance. 

I will, Mr. Clerk, say for myself, I have no 
firebrands to throw into our national camp; no 
desire to fan those thrown in by others; and that 
I would rather stand here as the defender of our 
national unity, than wear the stars and garters of 
nobility.. When this fitful dream of life shall be 
over, and I shall be sleeping among the countless 
myriads of the dead, I ask my children to place 
no prouder epitaph upon the humble stone that 
may stand above my head than this: “He was 
the friend of the Constitution and the Union.”’ 

Long ago, it was said we were in the midst of 


a revolution on the bank question; long ago, em- | 


battled hosts stood in hostile array in South Caro- 
lina on the tariff question; long ago, the admission 
of Missouri into the Union as a slave State caused 
the. whole land to swell with popular commotion; 
but these excitements passed by. The storm of 
1850 was succeeded by peace and sunshine. ‘The 


agitation of 1854, resulting from the repeal of the | 


Missouri compromise linc, left no deep traces of 
discontentment in the public feeling, and it now 
only remains to preserve the settlement made of 
the question of slavery, as connected with our 
common Territories, to perpetuate peace among 
the States. The excitement growing out of its 
discussion, I think, is not to be regretted. Indeed, 
Tam glad of it, for it affords another test of the 
virtue, intelligence, and patriotism of the people; 
and experience has shown they are equal to any 
emergency. Tam glad thatthe period has arrived 
to mark so momentous an speek in our history, 
involving, as it does, the question of Government 


power over individual liberty. ‘Chat the struggle | 
will be an casy one, I have no expectation; that ! 


it will be in any wise dangerous, I have no appre- 
hension. The rights ofthe citizen are embraced 
in it, and the record of man, as written in ai ages 
of the world, bears painful and melancholy ¢ 
dence of the fact, that it is only by persevering 
and ceascless toil that anything is gained to per- 
sonal rights in organized Governments. The con- 
stant tendency of power is from the many to the 
few, as Í fear we will yet realize in this Govern- 
ment, to our unutterable sorrow. Those in author- 
ity, like corporations, never surrender a vested 
right, and are continually grasping for those not 
vested. 

Mr. Jefferson, aware, of this, and wishing to 
leave his blessing upon the workmanship of his 
hands, warned his countrymen that eternal vigi- 
lance was the price of liberty. So it has proved, 
and so it will ever prove; and none of our fellow- 
citizens have had or will have more occasion to 
realize the truth of this, than those of them who 
remove to our distant ‘Territories, 
garded as in an embryo condition, the common 
football of the North and South, to be kicked back- 
wards and forward as the whims, caprices, or m- 
terest of the one or the other may prompt. One 
goes for forcing the institution of slavery upon 
them, the other for excluding them from having 
it if they want it, cach claiming the right to reg- 
ulate their local and domestic affairs for them. 


air 
True, no one has asked cither to intermeddle. 
Nobody, whether: fre@-soil, abolition, or pro-sla- 
very, has ever senta petition to Congress, froma 
Territory, requesting that we should meddle with 
his private matters; yet we kindly volunteer to do 
it, and endeavor to substitute our will and notions 
for those of the people. How far we have aright 
to do so, and ought to do it, I propose to inquire 
to the extent my limited time will allow. When 
Tam heard through, I am sure no gentleman will 
be unkind enough to question the sincerity of my 
convictions, if he dissents from my premises or 
deductions, or I fail to convince him of the justice 
of my cause. J will try and state each side of the 
question fairly and fully,and point out what I rc- 
gard as the true Democratic doctrine. In doing 
this, I shall not pause to look into the past course 


They are re- | 


; the utter folly of a common interest in connection | 


ofthe present Administration, except incidentally 
Having long since ceased to respect it.as the true 
and proper exponent of Democratic doctrines, and 
regarding the present Chief Magistrate as having. 
injured. himself, by his. blind exhibitions of pas- 
sion and personal hatred, more than anybody else, 
I turn him over to his Attorney General, who has 
been engaged in the delightful employment of writ- 
ing his book of incongruitics. Let him go, sir; 
let him go. Let him, his office worshipers and 
flatterers go. They can never be restored to pub- 
lic respect or confidence—and let them go. We 
could notsave them if we would, and they would 
not be worth saving if we could. The Democratio 
party has something else to do just now besides 
splintering up their broken bones, and setting their 
spavined joints. Yes, sir; it has something else 
to do than wasting its attention on an Adminis- 
tration that is too low for its enemics to abuse, or 
its friends to praisc, unless itis here and therearare 
exception. It has to look after the great material 
interests of the country, and restore it to peace 
and quict; it has again to settle the vexed ques- 
tion of slavery. | 

The President, and the South, ingist, or rather | 
the more ultra men of the South ifsist—for it is 
only their views I shall combat, gnd must be so 
understood throughout when I refer to the South 
as connected with or upholding tie ultra doctrines 
I shall try and refute— 

1. That the Territories are the common prop- 
erty of the nation, and they have a common mter- 
est in them. ; 

2. That the Constitution of the United States 
guaranties to them slavery; and that, enjoying a 
common right of property in or.to the Territorics, 
they have a right to carry their slaves into and 
hold them as property therein, until the people 
thereof shall organize a State government. 

3. That the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in the Dred Scott case, has 
recognized and confirmed that right. 

4. That it is the duty of the Territorial Legis- 
Jatuures to pass all needful laws for the protection 
of slavery in the Territories, and in their absence 
or refusal to do so that Congress should pass such | 
laws. | 
Now, Mr. Clerk, I propose to examine these | 
several propositions and sce what there is in them. 
Il admit that the Territories arc the common prop- | 
erty of the nation. Ido not admit, however, that į 
any one State has a separate, distinct interest in | 
them. Their domain is warronat. Acquired by | 

I 
| 


the common blood and common treasure of the 
nation, one section has as much right as the other 
4 H 1 5 IN a X 

in them—but what right has cither? No State 
is authorized to enter upon a certain portion and 
appropriate it to itself, or scll or dispose of it. 
They were acquired by the nation in its confed- 
crated capacity, and the Constitution has given 
to Congress power to make all needfal rules 
and regulations’? in regard thereto, The m 
from the South has no right to go into a Terri- | 
tory and say, as an individual without regard to | 
conventional rules, this spot is mine, and here I | 
will plant slavery; and the man from the North | 
say, this is mine, and here there shall be no sla- | 
very. The soil belongs to the General Govern- 
ment. If you should undertake to parcel it out 


ba) 


a 


` 


A | 
| among the States would you do so on a numeri- | 
| cal basis, or on the ground that each State, with- | 
J | 

| 

t 

f 

i 

i 


out regard to its population, was entitled to an 
equal portion? In cither case there would be dif- į 
ficulties, and the bare statement of each shows 
with any peculiar institution of the South or 
forth. We havea common interest, as common 
menibers of a common Confederacy: but we hold 
it in unity, and not separately. The power or 
jurisdiction must be exercised as an integral, and 
not in parts. 


statesman that the proceeds of the sales of the |, 


public lands should be divided among the several 
States. This doctrine was regarded by the Demo- | 
cratic party as wrong and mischievous, and put | 
down. General Jackson and his party friends 
insisted, and I think properly, that the a lands 
of the United States are not revenue subject to 
distribution, and that they were not ceded to the 
General Government as a trustee for the States 
severally, but forthe use and bencfit of the United | 


i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
} 


ij Missouri, while if was in a territorial con 
The theory was once held by some eminent |; 
; 


States as Government property—she holdingthem 
as anindependent sovereignty in her own right and 
not in trust for the States, and, consequently, not 
answerable to the States for the manner in which 
she disposes of them. If this is not true, there is 
a diversity; if true, as it most unquestionably is, 
there is a community of interest; and when we 
hear one talking about any particular section hav- 
ing a common interest in territorial soil, the lan- 
guage simply means that, as citizens of a common 
country, we have a common right to the proceeds 
arising from the sales thereof as we have to any 
other money paid into the national Treasury for 
governmental purposes; nothing more. It is idle 
for gentlemen to insist otherwise. They may talk 
about rustling banners, blood-stained fields, and 
the achievements of southern or northern valor, 
but all that is poetry. The reality is, that when 
the States talk about their right to the soil of the 
Territories, they are very much in the condition 
of a notable jadividal mentioned in Holy Writ, 
who promised, on certain conditions, to give all 
the possessions of the carth to the Saviour, when 
the truth was he did not own a single foot of land. 
So much, sir, for eur common right to the soil of 
our common territory. Iwill not elaborate the 
point; it is not necessary. 

On the second proposition, that in consequence 
of the common right of property and intcrest in 
the Territories, emigrants from slave States have a 
right tocarry their slaves into them, and hold them 
thereas property, under the Constitution, until 
the people thereof shall form a State government, 
I have more to say. Until the present Adminis- 
tration came into power, and Mr. Buchanan made 
a bid to the South for their votes at Charleston for 
renomination, such alarming and dangerous po- 
litical heresy was not seriously thought of. He 
is the real author of it, Even in 1850, the South 
only insisted that slave property should not be 
excluded from the Territories by congressional 
enactment, and asked for nothing more—for noth- 
ing more in the national Democratic convention 
of 1856. The doctrine therefore enunciated and 
so perseveringly pressed by the President, had its 
growth in rank treason to the Democratic pariy, 
| and every pledge it had given to the public touch- 
ing the rights of the people in the Territories. 
'Tendered by him to southern statesmen, the more 
ultra of them could not hesitate to accept it, and 
it is no matter of surprise that, under the circum- 
stances, they should insist on it. Tt was the boon 
of a poor old man, who, in the hour of his de- 
caying faculties, constituted himself the interpreter 
of Democratic principles, and foolishly imagined 
he held them as political merchandise, to be dis- 
posed of to the best advantage to himself. 

The great doctrine ofnon-intervention which had 
; beeningrafted upon the policy of the Republic from 
i jts carher and better days, by a series of uninter- 
rupted recognitions by Congress, from the adop- 
tion of the Constitution down to 1820, and after- 
wardsuntil 1858, execptin the case of Oregon, when 
it was temporarily overthrown, was assailed, and 
| it was notto be wondered at that the public took 
| alarm. Under this doctrine Vermont came into 


ii the Union in 1791, Kentucky in 1792, Tennessee 
i J 


| in 1796, Ohio in 1802, Louisiana in 1811, Indiana 
; in 1816, Mississippi in 1817, Illinois in 1818, Ala- 
bamain 1819, Mame in 1821, Arkansas in 1836, 
Michigan in 1837, Florida and Texas in 1845, Wis- 
consin in 1848, California in 1850, and Minnesota. 
and Oregon in 1859. Onec only during this long 
period, up to the time that Mr, Wilmot, of Penn- 
sylvania, offered his celebrated proviso which took 
his name, and that was in 1820, upon the appli- 
cation of Missouri, to come into the Union, was 
(any different doctrine taught. The people, in 
their territorial and State condition, were allowed 
| to have slavery or not as they chosc, Even in 
ition, 
slavery had existed uninierruptedly, and it was 
| only when the people thereof applied for admis- 
' sion into the Union as a State, that their right to 
come in with slavery was questioned, and then 
: settled favorably to that right, as it ought to have 
: been. 

| After the conclusion of peace with Mexico, and 
i 

i 


we found ourselves the owners of the Territories 
of California, New Mexico and Utah, and had an 
-xtended line of sca-coast on the Pacific and vast 
regions in Oregon, it became a serious and grave 
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question whether this almost boundless domain 
should be devoted to free or slave labor. 
North said, free labor; the South said, ‘ Let it 
alone, and keep the operation of the Wilmot pro- 
viso off of it, ard we will be satisfied.’? ‘It is 
common property, and doot legislate us out of 
it. Non-action is all we ask.” ‘Ehis, said Mr. 
Clay, in his great speech of 1850, ispest for all 
parties.. So said General Cass, Judge Doueras, 
and all the great men who supported the compro- 
mise measures of that year, and all parties acqui- 
esced. In 1854, by the passage of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, practical cffect was given to the 
same great doctrine, and the people of Kansas and 
Nebraska, as well as those of Utah and New Mex- 
ico by previous laws, were allowed to settle the 

uesiion of slavery for themselves. In 1856, the 
Democratic party, in national convention assem- 
bled, at Cincinnati, reaffirmed and indorsed the 
same sound principle, and everywhere the people 
approved it. Mr. Buchanan, in his letter of ac- 
ceptance, said the “legislation was as ancient as 
free government itself, and that the people of a 
Territory, like those of a State, should have the 


right to determine whether they would or would jj 


not have slavery; and neither he nor any of his 
friends have ever alluded to or attempted to ex- 
lain this language that I have noticed since he 
as proved treacherous to it, and calmly fiddles 
while Rome is burning! The Democracy of every 


free State, with the exception of California, which | 


Į regard as ultra-Administration in sentiment on 
the Lecompton question, were shd€ked and horri- 
fied to see the bleeding and mangled form of their 
platform thrown out before them to worship, and 
aa it produced I will state before | con- 
clude. 


I wish just here, Mr. Clerk, to present, in con- | 
nection with the bricf history of the question I |} 


have given, its constitutional bearings. It is 


claimed By the President, and ultra southern gen- || 


tlemen, that. the Constitution gives them the right 
to hold slaves in the Territories while they remain 
in aterritorial condition. Where do they find that 
right? If it exists in the Federal charter, the right 
of the people to exclude it is completely barred, 
for they have no power to annul or abrogate a 
constitutional provision—it being a part of the 
supreme organic law. To establish sucha right 
would be to make the Constitution fix the tenure 
of property in the local governments, and make 
slavery a national and not a local institution. 
Was the General Government formed for any such 
purpose? Is this almost absolute power claimed 
for it? Did its framers intend that its powers 
should reach out into the domestic affairs of the 
people, and define their boundaries, regulate their 
workings, and determine their character? If so; 
then, indeed, it would have been well for the Uni- 
ted States Government to have been made at once 
supreme. To talk about the Constitution fixing 
or establishing slavery in State or Territory is 
idle and chimerical. The word slave’? is not to 
be found in that instrument, It was purposcly 
left out by its framers because they thoughtit was 
of too harsha character to be used. But three 
times are slaves incidentally alluded to; once in 
reference to their rendition as fugitives from la- 


bor, once in connection with the power of direct | 


taxation, if it should be resorted to, and once as 
a basis of representation in Congress. In neither 
case has the Constitution the remotest reference 


to the establishment of slavery, but only refens to | 
it as an existing institution in the States. If itdid 


establish it, the States could not abolish it, for the 
reason that the Constitution of the United States 
issupreme inall matters wherein it embraces them. 
No State constitution, and no act of the people 
coming in conflict with it, would be valid. Admit 
the truth of the proposition that the Constitution 
recognizes or guaranties slavery wherever the 
owner may feel disposed to carry his slave, and 
the institution exists all over the Union. 

This odious ond abominable doctrine was held 


by the President’s official organ, in this city, ina | 
bold and defiant tone, and is now also virtually | 
To establish it, arrogance will |; 


avowed by him. 
be substituted for reason, bold assumption for 
facts, and threats for arguments, in the vain hope 


to intimidate and alarm. But I do not anticipate | 


that many will be driven from their duty. 


The | 


i 
1 
i 
i 
| 
f 
i If the Constitution of the United States estab- 
| 
{ 
f 
| 


There is a wide, a vast difference between the 
Constitution establishin& the institution of slavery, 
and providing for the rendition of a fugitive from 
labor. The one would be an act of sovereignty— 
the other isonlya remedy. The language of the 
Constitution is: 

“ No person bound to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 


Hence the fugitive slave law, which provides 
for the rendition of escaped slaves, nothing more. 


be a slavery propagandizing Government; but. it 
was agreed by the greatand good men who framed 
it, that cach State, cach separate local government, 


or should not exist within its limits, and if one 
saw proper to have it, and another not, to save 
conflict, it was provided that if a slave escaped 
from a State where the institution existed to an- 
other where it did not, he should be delivered up 
on claim of the person to whom he owed service 
or labor. This is all right, and just as it should 
ibe. For the great doctrine that a community of 
; States, like a community of individuals or fam- 
| ilies, should each regulate their domestic affairs 
| in their own way, and in accordance with their 
į own notions, however different those notions may 
be fróm each other, without the intermeddling of 


their neighbors, is sound and just, and, if re- 


il spected and observed, would lead to no “ irrepress- 
ij ible conflict” between these States, but pass them | 


i gether in unity and love. 


lishes slavery, then does it exist in all the States į 


| renditron of an escaped fugitive would be by the 


Government to itself. That would simply be an 


| thercof—not in the General Government—before 


| talk about the Constitution of the United States 
| guarantying slavery to the States. Itmerely pro- 
i vides a remedy for the rendition of slaves if they 
escape from a State where slavery exists to one 


make them property; so that if that one is evily 
| disposed towards or desires to injure a sister Staic, 
: she cannot take advantage of her institutions, but 
will be compelled to respect them. ‘Phe constitu- 
| tional guarantee is that one State shall not take 
advantage of the ingpitutions of another. 

If then, Mr. Clerk, the Constitution does not 
establish or guaranty slavery to the States, and 
negroes are held to service therein only by the 
laws thereof, how is it possible for gentlemen to 
| claim, with any justice or fairness, that the Con- 
stitution of the United States guarantics to them 
the right to go with and hold slaves in the Terri- 
tories until the people organize a State govern- 
ment? It does scem to me the greatest piece of 
presumption (I know of no milder term that is 
appropriate) Lever heard of. 

Pray tell me, Mr. Ultraist, where you find the 
| authority for carrying slaves into the Territoric 
| and holding them there as property, In despite o 


of our institutions. Thatis a general declaration, 
which anybody can make, and which no one will 
| heed. It isa cheap commodity, frequently sub- 
| stituted for reason, and never answering a very 
| good purpose. The authority is what we want. 
You do not find it, as Ihave shown, in your com- 
| mon right to the soil. Do you find it in a right 
i to the men whe live upon that soil? Unless you 


i! hold them in subjection to your will, it does not 
i exist there. 
j! the northern Abolitionists the right, to think and 


Who gave you the right, who gave 


‘act for them? Each of you, in your zeal to lay 


overlook the fact that the man who lives on it does 
not belong to you; that the right of soil is not, if 


i you possessed it, necessarily the right of State or 


government, for that is a right bestowed by Om- 
| nipetence upon the people. Sir William Jones, 


It was never intended or designed that ours should | 


should determine for itself whether slavery should į 


à | to make ‘fall needful rules”? in regar 
down the countless ages of the future bound to- |; 


evon a demand can be made by a citizen of another | 
'| for the rendition of a slave, and hence it is idle to 


where there is no slavery, and does not create or | 


the accomplished jurist and Christian judge, well 
asked: TE 


«What constitutes a State? 
Not high-raised battlement or labored mound, 
Thick wall or moated gate ; 
Not cities proud with spires and turrets crowned ; 
Not bays and broad-armed ports, : 
Where, Jaughing at the storm, rich navies ride ; 
Not starred and spangled courts, 
Where low-browed baseness wafts perfume to pride 5 
No; men, high-minded men, i 
With powers as far above dull brutes endued, 
In forest, brake, orden, 
As beasts excel cold rocks and brambles rade 3 
Men who their duties know, 
But know their rights, and knowing, dare maintain, 
Prevent the long-aimed blow, 


‘; And crush the tyrant while they rend the chain: 


These constitute a State.?? 


Do you derive the right to carry slaves into the 
itories from that clause of the Constitution 
| which gives to Congress the power ‘to dispose 
of and make all needful rules and. regulations 
respecting the territory or other property of the 
| United States??? The right to make such rules 
j and regulations simply refers to theownership and 
, disposal of the soil. Surveys may be directed, ’ 
| prices fixed, land offices opened by Congress, 
the lands protected from injury: by trespassers, 
disposed of, &¢.; but that is, in substance, the 


to. No right of government over the people ‘is 
derived from it; but such right is repugnant both 
to the context and the subject-matter. There is 
a wide and irreconcilable difference between the 
Government owning the soil, and having the right 

d thereto, 
and owning the men who live on it, and having 


| 
| 
iL extent of our authority under the clause referred 
| 
| 
f 
F 


ii the right of molding their institutions for them. 
; After all, the question of slavery is not the ma- 
1 3 y X L ‘| terial one involved: it is, whether the white man, 
in despite of the people, and is national; and the ji 


the American citizen, shall have hisrights? wheth- 
er you own him, or he owns himself? Is it our 


n . i| policy to take his rights from him, or restrain him 
‘absurdity. The service or labor, then, must be | ger | k I 
owed in one State, in accordance with the laws j 


in their exercise, when he goes into the Territo- 
i ries? Remember that 
* AN constraint, 

Exeept what wisdom lays on evil men, 

Ts evil; hurts the faculties, impedes 

Their progress in the road of science; blinds 

The eye-sight of discovery; and begets 

Fn those that suffer it, a sordid mind, 
> Bestial, a meager intellect, unfit 

To be the tenant of man’s noble form.” 


[tis however, insisted that the power to acquire 
necessarily carries with it the power to govern. 
That may be true of monarchies, but our Gov- 
ernment was not cast in that mold. Its whole 


| superstructure was reared upon the will of the peo- 
ji 
| ple. 


They made it, and can unmake it at pleas- 
ure. For certain general purposes, they surren- 
dered a portign of their rights; but so watchful 
| were they of those not surrendered, that, although 
it was not really necessary, they caused a clause 
to be inserted in the amendments to the: Consti- 
tution, that all rights not surrendered to the Gen 
cral Government were * reserved to the States and 
people respectively.” The American citizen, no 
matter where he may be on American soil, never 
gave up the right to Congress to think and act-for 


locallaw. Do not tell me it resulis from the natare | 


claim to what you assert is your common right of | 
soil, seem to forget the extent of that right, and j 


him in matters of internal police or local concern. 
When seitled upon our distant territorial posses- 
sions, he does not regard himself, nor do the ge- 
nius and spirit of our institutions regard him, as 
a conquered subject; but as one clothed in liberty’s 
shining garb, and invested with all the dignity 
and attributes of independence. As he walks out 
under the broad canopy of Heaven, and his soul 
swells with the high inspirations of liberty, he 
turns his eye in the direction of this Capitol, from 
his far-off western home, and smiles at our folly 


| when weattempt to manacie his will or his limbs. 


He understands, Mr. Clerk, as well as you do; 
the lesson taught by the achievement of the Rev- 
olution. From his cradle, sir, his mother in- 
structed him, and he feeis it in every beating pulse, 
that there ig no just government but that which 
is founded upon the consent of the governed, Ile 
knows that, in the abstract, he is its only truc and. 
legitimate foundation, and he feels the blood of 
freedum leaping through every vein. 

The old theory so long maintained by Great 
Brffain, and which she attempted to force upon 
her American colonies, but which they success- 


fully resisted, was overthrown when Cornwallis 


% 
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surrendered to the American and French forces 
at Yorktown. Tell me not, sir, that it survived 
our independence. Tell me not, sir, that thig relic 
of tyranny still lurks in'an American Congress. 
Tell me not, sir, that a citizen of a State does not 
carry with him into a Territory the same capacity 
for self-government, and all the attributes of sov- 
ereignty he enjoyed before he went there. There 
are certain rights he derived from the God of na- 
ture of whic 3 
and among these are ‘‘ liberty and the pursuit of 
happiness.” You tell him he may pursue his 
happiness and enjoy his liberty in a State, but in 
a Perritory he must be restricted. Yes, sir; in a 
Territory you are going to think for him, lay the 
foundation of his society, mold his institutions 
according to your notions and not his, and regu- 
late his private matters. You are going to keep 
him in a kind of political apprenticeship or vas- 
salage. Suppose you had the abstract constitu- 
tional right to do it—which I deny—how would 
you go to work to enforce thatright? You have 
no power to make. him accept of an organic act 
you may pass for his government. As a matter 
of policy or grace or convenience or choice, he 
may do it; but if he refuses, what are you to do? 
what can you do? Nothing. I you send outan 
army, that will be powerless to effect anything; 
for it is beyond human agency to make a man 
accept that which he docs not wish to. Youcan- 
not force a State into the Union unless the people 
thercof desire to come in; and hence, all such mat- 
ters between the General Government and them, 
or those of a Territory, are in the nature of accom- 
modation or arrangement. ‘There is nothing com- 
pulsory on us to take a State into the Union; and 
suppose we choose not to do it at all, are the 
people never to enjoy the right of having a local 

overnment, or of regulating their domesticaffairs? 

‘he language is: Congress “may admit new 
States” into the Union; showing it is optional 
with us whether we admit them or not. 
one of the parties to the bargain, we may pre- 
scribe terms as the condition of ourassent. These 
terms may be accepted by the people of the pro- 
posed State or not, as they see fit. If rejected, 
the State stays out of the Union; and we will have 
no power to force it in on our own terms, 

So with the people of a Territory, for they are 
“like those of a State.” Our affairs with them 
must be arranged by agreement or compact, either 
expressed orimplied, and in defiance of our wishes 
they will or will not have slavery as they determ- 
ine. It is much safer and better for all parties, 
as a matter of policy, to say nothing of the prin- 
ciple, to let them decide the question for iien 
selves, than to have it continually agitating Con- 

ress and the country. That it isetheir right to 

ecideit, haspassedintoapoliticalaxiom. Neither 
the man of the North of the South carries with 
him into a Territory the institutions of the State 
he left; but I readily admit they moct there as in- 
dependent and equal sovercigns, to form a new 
peliura! organization, and itis not for Congress, 

ut themselves, to determine its character. Both 
of them have an equal right to go there, and to 
carry with them whatever property they please, 
running the risk of holding it in the new commu- 
nity or organization. ‘The Constitution of the 
United States, neither establishing or prohibiting 
the establishment of slavery, but being silent on 
the subject, and leaving the question to be determ- 
ined by the States and_the people for themselves 
respectively, if the emigrant carries a slave into a 
Territory, before the institution of any local gov- 
ernment recognizing his right to hold him, 1t is 
purely a question of affection or physical power 
whether he keeps him or not. In other words, 
slavery can only exist by virtue of local law. 
Congress has never attempted to pass, and no 
member has ever been mad enough to introduce, 
a law for its establishment or protection in the 
Territories. The doctrine has long been scitled 
by the decisions of the courts, both in the slave 
and free States, that slavery is a local, not a na- 
tional, institution fixed and determined by the 
Constitution of the United States. Any other 
docriné would destroy the equilibrium of our gl- 
ready complex system of Government, and make 
it an absurdity. 

I agree fully with the sentiment on this point 


he cannot be rightfully divested; 


Being ` 


+ 


enunciated by Mr. Clay, of Kentucky, in his 
compromise speech of 18: 
speech: 

«Now, really, I must say that the idea that, eo instanti, 
upon the consummation ofthe treaty with Mexico, the Con- 
stitution of the United States spread itself over the acquired 
country and carried along with it the institution of slavery, 
is so itreconcilable with any comprehension or reason, 
which I possess, that I hardly know how tomeetit. Why, 
sir, these United States consist of thirty States. In fifteen 
of them there was slavery; in fifteen slavery did not exist. 
How can it be argued that the fifteen slave States, by the 
operation of the Constitution of the United States, carried 
into the ceded territory the institution of slavery, any more 
than itcan be argued, upon the other side, that, by the opera- 
tion of the Constitution, the fifteen free States carried into 
the ceded territory the principle of freedom, which they, 
from policy, have chosen to adopt within their limits?” 


But, Mr. Clerk, there is another feature of the 
case { desire to mention, and must take time to 
briefly notice here. Even the most ultra Aboli- 


| tionist on the one hand, and southern fire-cater 
on the other, agree,and Mr. Buchanan, asstrongly 


pro-slavery as he is, assents to it, that the people 
of a Territory, when they come to form a State 
government, may have or reject the institution of 
slavery as they think best. Where do they get 
that right at that particular moment? Does it 
spring up to them spontancously or on the in- 
stant? Congress certainly does not confer it, for 
we have no such power, and no one pretends we 
have. Where, then, let me again ask, do they 
get it? T willtell you, Mr. Clerk, where—from 
ihe God of nature. Without it had a preéxist- 
ence as one of their rights, it could not leap into 
life at the moment and attach itself to a constitu- 
tional convention as a new-born power. 

if, then, it had a preéxistence, the people hada 
preéxisting right to assert it; andif they failed to 
exercise that right in behalf of slavery, that in- 
stitution, depending for its existence altogether on 
local law, as it does, would be excluded. Sover- 
cignty is not born of a constitutional convention, 
but of the people. The doctrine of our Govern- 
ment is, that all powcr is inherent in them. This 
great truth underlies all our free institutions, per- 
vades all our just conceptions of government, and 
is the political altar at which we offer our devo- 


| Lious——the Meeca to which we goin our troubles. 


Am I asked, if the people of a Territory have 
the right to determine whether they will or will 
not have slavery, when they can rightfully exer- 
cise it? T answer, at any time they please. 

The moment they form a politica organization, 
that moment soversiguty attaches, or perhaps t 
had better say, to be more explicit, that at that 
moment it assumes a practical organized form, and 
results from a common necessity and community 
of interest. If, for the purpose of organizing a 
Territory, Congress has the power to pass an or- 
ganic act and impose it on the inhabitants, (I have 
shown what folly it would be for us to attempt 
that,) still it has no right to go further and operate 
the machinery of government thus created; that 
right belongs to the people exclusively, as I shall 
show before resuming my seat. How few or how 
many persons it takes to exercise governmental 
authority in a Territory is of no practical or real 
importance; for if they do not act in a manner to 
please those who come in after them, it will be an 
casy matter to annul or overthrow, ina legal man- 
ner, their doings. Aside from this, itis chimerical 
to talk about five or six men setting up a local gov- 
ernment in a Territory to exclude or establish any 
particular institution, or for any purpose. Expe- 
rience has shown that before acting they have 
waited until they had a reasonable number; but 
suppose they do net—suppose never so few of 
them establish rules for heir government—who 
is injured by it, and what harm could come of it? 


| Can any gentleman tell? 


Until an organized government in some form, 
not inconsistent with the Constitution and laws 
of the United States—that is not treayonable or 
rebellious—is formed, the people of the Territo- 
ries are amenable to the laws of Congress, and 
may be punished for the commission of crimes by 
those laws. 

Our form of government contemplates that none 
of its citizens shall at any time be without the 
means of enforcing their rightsand redressing their 
injuries; and, therefore, while they remain in an 
unorganized condition and until they provide the 
proper tribunals for themselves to effect the object, 


50. He said, in that 


those established by Congress have jurisdiction 
over them. In other words, until the people of a 
Territory see prope, *‘ like those of a State,” to 
exercise the sovergignty vested in them, Congress 
may exercise it/or rather congtessional enact- 
ments govern em, @oul they are a “Jaw unto 
themselves,’ gr, in other words, pass their own 
laws. 

I now come, in the course of my remarks, to 
consider the third proposition, to wit: how far the 
Supreme Court of the United States decided in 
the Dred Scott case that a citizen of a slave State 
has the right to carry his slave property mto a 
Territory of the United States, and hold it there 
by the Constitution of the United States, without 
regard to and in defiance of the public wish or 
local law. I must remark, however, in the first 
place, that while I have great respect for the judi- 
ciary as a codrdinate branch of the Government, 
and will, at all times, bow in respeetful deference 
to its decisions, I deny its right to lay down party 
platforms, and define a party creed, or determine 
judicially party questions. In this, I cheerfully 
and heartily concur with Mr. Calhoun, who, in his 
celebrated letter of the 26th of July, 1831, published 
in the Pendleton Messenger, giving his views of 
the respective powers of the General and State 
government, said, in speaking of the Supreme 
Court of the United States: 

“Its powers are judicial, and not political, and are ex- 


pressly contined by the Constitution to all cases in Jaw and 


equity arising under the Constitution, the laws of the United 


States, and the tragtics made, or which shall be made, un- 
der its authority ; and which 1 have high authority in as- 
serting, (Chief Justice Marshall is here referred to by Mr. 
Calhoun,] excludes political questions, and comprehends 
those only where there are parties amenable to the process 
of the courts. Nor js its incompetency less clear than its 
want of constitutional authority. ‘Chere may be many ant 
most dangerous infractions on the part of Congress, of 
which, it is conceded by all, the court, as a judicial tribunal, 
cannot from its nature take cognizance.” 

Ido not think, however, that in the Dred Scott 
case the court has interfered or intended to in- 
terfere with the settlement of political questions. 
Perhaps no decision was ever so grossly misrep- 
resented. The extremists of the South seized 
upon it to bolster up and extend their peculiar 
institution, and declared it gave them the right 
to go into the Territories under a constitutional 
guarantee with their slave property, placing that 
right as higher and above any other right of prop- 
erty; while the northern Abolitionist readily as- 
sented to that construction of it and charged the 
court with being governed by dishonest motives 
and a desire to spread slavery all over the coun- 
try. The first was moved by intcrest—the second 
by a desire for political acquisition. The Presi- 
dent zealously chimed in on the pro-slavery side 
and declared, in an official message, that “ sla- 
very existed by virtuc of the decision in Kansas 
and Nebraska as much asin South Carolina or 
Georgia.”? Hence, viewing or pretending to view 
the question from that stand-point, he told us we 
must bring Kansas into the Union under a con- 
stitution recognizing slavery, though it came to 
us “reeking with blood and fraud,” and defy- 
ing the public will. Now, Mr. Clerk, let me ex- 
amine, briefly, that opinion, and see what was 
decided. I venture to state T can show it has 
been grossly misrepresented. ‘Fhe facts,as shown 
by the record, are these: In 1834, Dr. Emerson, a 
surgeon in the United States Army, took Dred 
Scott from Missouri, where he held him as aslave, 
to Rock Island, Illinois, where he remained with 
him until 1836; then removed with him to Fort 
Snelling, in the then Territory of Minnesota, 
which isa part of the Louisiana purchase made 
by Mr. Jefferson in 1803, and lies north of the 
Missouri compromise line. While there, Scott 
married a slave woman, and they had two chil- 
dren born to them. In 1838, Scott and his family 
were carricd back to Missouri and held as slaves 
at the time he instituted his suit fer freedom. 
Chief Justice Taney says, in the opinion he de- 
livered: 

«There are two leading questions presented by the record, 
{and these are the only two he mentions:] Ist. Had the 
circuit court of the United States jurisdiction to hear and 
determine the case between the parties? and 2d. If it had 
jurisdiction, is the judgment it has given erroneous or not??? 

Scott set out in his declaration, among other 
things, that he was a citizen of the United States, 
to which the defendant filed a plea in abatement 
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that he was not a citizen of the United States in 
thëfheaning of the Constitution. To this plea a 
demurrer was put in, joinder had, and the court 
overruled the piea, when defendant answered over 
by filing other pleas, in which issue was joined 


and the case decided against the plaintiff, Scott, | 


and he brought the cause to the Supreme Courtof 
the United States. That court thought it properly 
might take cognizance of the plea in abatement 
under the rules of its practice, though the defend- 
ant had abided by the demurrer and pleaded over. 
This decision brought up the question of Scott’s 
citizenship, and the point was decided against him. 
This necessarily determined that the circuit court 
of Missouri had no jurisdiction of the case, for 
the reason that, by the Constitution of the United 
States, the courts thereof only have jurisdiction in 
cases between citizens of the different States, &c. 

The second point involved in the case was 
whether the judgment of the-circuit court was er- 
roneous or not. Thatcourt had decided that the 
voluntary returnof Dred Scott to Missouri, where 
he was thereafter held as a slave, placed him 
where the question of his right to freedom must 
be determined by the laws of that State, without 
regard to the courtesy claimed to be due to inter- 
national law, and in that decision the Supreme 
Court of the United States concurred. These were 
the only two questions presented, and I agree in 
the opinion that both of them were properly and 
rightfully determined. For I do not believe that a 
negro of African descent, as was Dred Scott, is or 
ought to be a citizen of the United States under 
the Constitution thereof; and the law of the locality 
or State had to determine whether the plaintiif 

_ wasa slave or a freeman; and the law of Missovri 
determining he was a slave, the court could not 
do otherwise than adjudge him one. 

The residence of Dred Scott at Fort Snelling, 
in a part of the Louisiana territory, and north of 
the Missouri compromise linc, incidentally raised 
the question of the constitutionality of that line, 
and the court determined it unconstitutional, and 
in that I also think they were right. Most of the 
judges delivered separate opinions, and cach one 
gave his peculiar reasons for his views. ‘It is 
claimed that among the reasons assigned by Judge 
Taney is found a dictum, (no one has ever pre- 
tended that such a thing is found in the opinion 
of any other judge,) that the Constitution of the 
United States guaranties to the owner of slaves 
the right to take them into and hold them as prop- 
erty in the Territories of the United States. If 
such was the ease, it would be extra-judicial, or 
what lawyers call obiter dictum, and would not be 
binding, even on the court itself, much less could 
it be quoted as authority. But I cannot believe, 
nor do I think, anything can be found in the 
opinion of Judge Taney justifying the belief that 
even he intended to decide that the Constitution 
of the United States spreads slavery over the Ter- 
ritories belonging thereto. The very fact that he 
decided the Missouri compromise line unconsti- 
tutional—thus determining that Congress had no 
jurisdiction over the question of slavery to limit 
its boundaries—forbids the idea. For no propo- 
sition is clearer than this: that unless Congress 
has the power, under the Constitution, to limit, it 
has no power to establish that institution. If the 
power exists at all, it must necessarily exist as 
an entirely, and not in parts. 

Tn this view I am sustained by Mr. Clay, in his 
specch on the compromise measures of 1850, and 
by Judge Nelson, of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and other statesmen and jurists. 
In the opinion which Judge Nelson delivered in 
the Dred Scott case, he says: 


“Jf Congress possesses the power, under the Constitu- | 


tion, to abolish slavery in a Territory, it must necessarily 
possess the like power to establish it. {t cannot be aone- 
sided power, as may suit the convenience or particular 
views of the advocates. It is a power, if it exists at all, 
over the whole subject; and then, upon the process of rea- 


soning which seeks-to extend its influence beyond the Ter- | 


ritory and within the limits of a State, if Congress should 
establish, instead of abolishing, slavery, we do not see but 
that, if a slave should be removed from the Territory into 
afree State, his status would accompany him, and con- 


tinue, notwithstanding its laws against slavery. The laws | 


of the free States, according to the argument, would be dis- 


placed, and the act of Congress, in its effect, be substituted į 


in their place. We do not see how this conclusion could 
be avoided, if the construction against which we are con- 
tending should prevail. We are satisfied, however, it is 
unsound, and that the true answer to it is, that even con- 
ceding, for the purposes of the argument, that this provis- 


| dition of its inhabitants.” 


i elgnty, over ine signature of ‘ A Southern Citi- 


| for legal acuteness. 


ion of the act of Congress is valid within the Territory for 
which it was enacted, it can have no operation or effect 
beyond its limits, or within the jurisdiction of a State. It 
can neither displace its laws, or change the status or con- 


But, Mr. Clerk, I do not propose to detain the 
House longer on this point, for I do not deem it 
necessary to carry out in detail the argument, and 
Twill dismiss the subject by simply giving the 
views of the Hon. Reverdy Johnson upon it, in 
addition to those of Judge Nelson, Mr. Johnson 
is universally admitted to be the ablest constitu- 
tional lawyer in the United States, and was one 
of the counsel engaged in and argued the Dred 
Scott case in behalf of the South, and ought to 
and does know better than Mr. Buchanan what 
was decided. In a publication which he made a 
short time ago, on the subject of popular sover- 


zen,” he says: 

“TF Congress cannot either prohibit or establish it, can 
they legislate to protect such property in such a ‘Territory ? 
‘This question certainly can only be answered affirmatively 
if slavery exists in such a Territory ‘by virtue of the Con- 
stitution of the United States? If it does so exist, it is 
certainly within the power of Congress to legislate for its 
protection. But does it soexist? Ina special message by 
President Buchanan to Congress, he states that ‘it has 
been solemnly adjudged by the highest judicial tribunal 
known to our laws, that slavery exists in Kansas by virtue 
of the Constitution of the United States? But the Presi 
dent evidently misapprehended the opinion to which here- 
ferred. There is no such doctriuc to be found in it, either 
in words or by any fair inference. All that the court de- 
cided—and as to this point it was the only question before 
them—was that the Constitution did not prohibit the insti- 
tution, and that it gave no power to Congress to probibit it. 
The proposition before them was as to the congressional 
power. If they had supposed, as the President imputes to 
them, that slavery exists in a Territory ‘by virtne of the 
Constitution of the United States,’ they would have been 
saved all further argument, as, if so existing, it would 
clearly be beyond the reach of congressional power. ‘The 
President’s mistake is in converting the absence of an au- 
thority to prohibit it, which was all that the court held, 
into the existence of a right, ‘ by virtue of the Constitution,’ 
to hold unquestioned by territorial power slave property in 
a Territory. ‘Che error, when pointed out, is so obvious 
that it must be at once corrected, to the conviction of the 
merest dullard. The Attorney General is so dissatisfied 
With the doctrine that he at first defended, with some feel- 
ing, the President from the charge of entertaining it. His 
defense, to be sure, is not such as gives the President credit 
Itmakes him merely to adopt and not 
originate it. Itis to be regretted that an equal sensibility 
to the reputation of the court had not impelled ‘the Ob- 
server’ to vindicate the court also by showing that they 
had fallen into no such blunder. This would certainly have 
proved that although in form it was one of adoption, the 
President was in truth its real author. But yet, justice to 
the highest tribunal of our country should be done, who- 
ever may suffer by it. “The Constitution (says the Attor- 
ney General) certainly does not establish slavery in the 
‘Territories or anywhere else,’ and ‘nobody in this country 
ever thought or said s0; and yet he complains that the | 
Doveras articic does injustice to Mr. Buchanan in stating 
that in his message to Congress he averred ‘that slavery 
exists In Kansas by virtue of the Constitution of the United 
States,’ when, what he did say ‘ was only that the principle 
had been adjudged by the highest judicial tribunal known to 
ourlaws.’ The Constitution ¢ certainly does no such thing, 
and nobody ever thought or said so,’ says Mr. Attorney; and 
yet his complaint is that the President was madc so to say, 
when what he did say was, that the Supreme Court had 
not only so thought, but so said, in a solemn judicial opin- 
ion. ‘Yo vindicate the President by displaying bis ignor- 
ance, may be the only vindication tbe case adi 
it does more credit to the candor of his friend 
President’s intelligence.” 

Mr. Clerk, ifit is constitutional afd proper that | 
the people of the Territorics should enjoy the right, 
as I hope I have shown, to lay the foundation of 
their own society and establish institutions in ac- 
cordance with their own notions, is it yot equally 
proper and right that they should elect their ofi- 
cers as provided for in a bill I introduced at the | 
last session of Congress, and which I shall again | 
introduce and press, at the earliest possible moa- | 
ment, at this session? The President has no more 
claim to a Federal policy in the Territories than 
he has to one in the States; and there must be an 
end put to his inordinate demands and shameless 
usurpations, or the executive department will 
swaliow up all other departments and the rights 


į of the peopic. Many troubles have originated from 


his sending out his officers there to reflect his own 
private opinions and whims, and not those of the 
settlers—just as was the case when Great Britain 
sent out governors to rule over the American col- 
onics, who reflected the will of the Crown, and not 
that of the subject. In this respect ours has im- 
itated the pernicious and anti-republican example 
of the English Government, y readily concede 
that the Democratic party, slow and stinting in its 


policy towards our territorial settlementsàs, it has: 
een, and as badly as we have acted, have been 
far in advance of our enemies. The 
after us, stop at our camp fires, rend 
the political offal we leave behind. 
One great advance was made by a provision in 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill, dispensing with the 
submission to Congress, for its approval, of the 
territorial laws, leaving the Terrnorial Legisla- 
tures to pass such enactments as they see proper. 
without intervention or hindrance on our part 
Let us take another step in the right direction. 
Let us abolish from our territorial policy ‘that 
lingering relic of British oppression which binds 
the people of the Territories to the Executive head 
of the Government, as the American colonies were 
bound to the Crown. Strike it down, sir; strike, 
it down. Itis a disgrace to our institutions, and 
unjust to our pioneers, who are the forerunners 
to open up the way for the advancing step of em- 
pire and civil and religious liberty. They are a 
glorious band of hardy adventurers, who are the 
last men on God’s wide earth you can enslave. 
There is not as much reason for the President’s 
appointing the officers to execute the territorial 
laws as there is that Congress should pass them. 
In this body the different parties are a guard upon 
each other, to prevent peltish or improper legis- 
lation; while the Executive can act without re- 
straint. His appointees, made generally from the 
ranks of broken-down politicians, as a reward for 
some past service rendered, or in expectation of 
future servility, are not men calculated to unfold 
the resources and give an impetus to the energies 
of anew community. They are not practical, and 
are too often impressed with the idea of their own 
greatness, Holding their places at the will of the 
appointing power, they draw the robes of official 
dignity about them, and, with pompous strut, trifle, 
with the people’s rights; but when paying their 
devotion to the President are very much lke an 
under character in Shakspeare’s plays, who is 
always bowing to his supcrior, and addressing 
him, ‘What will your lordship have??? If the 
eople could select their own officials, they would 
hav: better ones, or, at least, would have those of 
their own choice; and if not suited, they could 
blame no one but themselves, and would have the, 
power to change them. : 
The highest attributes of sovereignty in a Re- 
public like ours are vested in its legislative depart- 
ment, and if we can trust that to the people why 
hesitate to trust them to elect their officers? Ag 
a matter of principle, justice, and right, they 
should doit. Asa matter of policy, no one ean 
doubt it, unless he is willing to have lis privileges 
as an American citizen swallowed up by power. 
Only tyrants, and traitors are afraid to trust the 
people. Fewcasesin the Territories, arising under. 
the laws of the United States, occur. Where they 
do, of course there must be United States courts 
to try them in; and the bill I introduced. contem- 
plates their establishment for that purpose, as they 
exist in the States. Most of the causes of litiga- 
tion arise under the territorial laws which, like 
“those of a State,” define the rights of persons 
and property, provide for the punishment of crimes 
and misdemeanors, and afford remedies for wrongs 
and so forth. Is there, then, any more reason 
why the President should appoint judges to in- 
terpret those laws, anda Governor to see they are 
faithfully executed, than there is for his appoint- 
ing such officers for the States? I can sce none; 
and, believing the whole thing to be radically 
wrong in principle, and mischievous in practice, 
ĮI shall not cease to war upon it while I have the 
honor of a seat here, unless the abuse is sooner 
corrected. I might—but I do not think it neces- 
sary that I should—go into an analytical exam- 
ination of the question, and hold it up before the 
mind of the House and the country in all the de- 
tails of ils deformity. Every intelligent man will 
at once see that, upon the bare statement of it, a 
great principle has been violated, which underlies 


come along 
growl over 


i all our free institutions and pervades all our no- 


tions of right; and he will come up to the rescue 
with a brave heart and determined will, actuated 
by that noble sentiment which is as sound in pol- 
ities as in Christianity, ‘‘do unto others as you 
would have others do unto you.” 

{Here Mr. Morris, of Illinois, after speaking 
two hours, gave way atthe request of Mr. Hinz, 
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of Georgia; toa motion for adjournment; and, 
after-a-ballot; the House adjourned.] 


December 99, 1859. 


2 Mr. MORRIS, of INinois. © Mr. Clerk, when 
I gave way yesterday for a motion to adjourn I 
was endeavoring to demonstrate the justice and 
propriety. of the people of a Territory electing 
their owm officers. hope, sir, we shall make 
haste, by the passage of the bill I have introduced, 
to repair the Injury we have inflicted upon them 
by denying to them that right.. Justice should 
not come up with a slow and tardy step. When 
Congress can settle upon the policy of giving at- 
tention exclusively to national affairs, as it ought 
to do, and- can let those of the people alone, it will 
liave introduced a new cra, and taken an impor- 
tant step for the preservation of the Union, and 
the perpetuation of its blessings to the remotest 
time, ahd to countless millions. But, Mr. Clerk, 
thée.great doctrine of popular liberty—I regret to 
say it+is imperiled. lts: natural guardian, the 
Democratic party, is divided upon it, to some 
extent: One portion residing in the slaveholding 
gtates have abandoned it. 

Itis’not disputed that the Cincinnati platform, 
which is the only authoritative exposition of the 
Democratic creed, broadly and fully recognizes it; 
but that seems to make no difference. The Pres- 
ident and these ultra Demoerats, or men claiming 
to be Democrats, have seized upon iis planks and 
torn them up, and interpolated new ones upon 
their. own. responsibility, and are driving the 
political car fearfully on.to the precipice. This 
suicidal policy was fally inaugurated when the 
Lecompton constitution was sent in at the first 
session of the last Congress. A few Democratic 
members from the free States (twenty-two in all) 
planted themselves against it, but they were be- 
sicgod: as never men were besieged before. Pro- 
scribed socially, personally, politically, they were 
hunted down, especially those from Hlinois, with 
out shame and without remorse, by a corrupt 
Administration. As one of those members, 1 shall 
ever cherish with the proudest recollection my 
resistance to the Lecompton swindle, Standing, 
as the little band did, as a breastwork to stay the 
march of injustice and wrong, supported and 
pressed on by a President who added to personal 
malignity abid forthe southern vote in the Charles- 
ton convention, and who brought the whole of 
his official power and patronage to bear upon it, 
there is no wonder that its lines were from time 
to'timethinned. Richard HI, in an emergency, 
cried “a kingdom for a horse,” and the President 
did not scruple to let it be known he had king- 
doms for votes, One by one our ranks dwindled 
away, until only twelve were left who refased to 
bow the knee to Baal. Yes, sir, I thank God 
alittle Spartan band of twelve defenders of the 
faith were left, and it is no arrogance to say that 
the great.doctrines we then contended for, of the 
right of the people to pass upon their organic act 
ata fair election, and’ to establish and regulate 
their own institutions in their own way, are im- 
movably intrenched in the public heart, and have 
a deathless existence there. 

But, Mr. Clerk, what was the result of that 
struggle? Look over this House and tell me where 
the Lecompton men froin the free Stotesare? Most 
of them buricd, sir, so deep beneath the w 
public Condemnation that the trump of the angel 
Gabriel could never wake them to life again. I 
will not go farther, and attempt to liftthe vail that 
charity has thrown over a portion of them. There 
isa‘ still small voice” that whisperscontinually in 
their car, and [leave them to that and to their God. 
They fell, sir, before the breath of the people like 
leaves before an autumnal wind. There were in 
the last Congress from the free States forty Le- 
compton Democrats—from Connecticut two, New 
York ten, New Jersey two, Pennsylvania twelve, 
Ghiocight, Indiana five, and Californiaone. There 
werealso inthat Congress thirteen anti-Lecompton 
Democrats, including Mr. Moxrcomery, of Penn- 
sylvania, who left before the final struggle came on, 
on a pair with My. Warren, of Arkansas—from 


New York two, New Jersey one; Pennsylvania i 
$ | 
i 


three, Indiana one, Ilinois five, and California 
one, Hows it in this Congress? We have from 
New York, of Lecompton Democrats, four, ail 


from the city; not one from arural district; Penn-. 


| States what would be the result of their course, f 


‘they attempt to sustain or carry out in the presi- 


sylvania two, Ohio five, Indiana two, California 
two—in all fifteen; while there are eighteen anti- 
Lecompton Democrats—from New York three, 
New Jersey two, Pennsylvania three, Hlinois five, 
Ohio one, Indiana two, Michigan one, and Wis- 
consin one; showing that while the Lecompton 
Democrats fell off twenty-seven—that is from 
forty to fifteen—the anti-Lecompton Democrats 
have increased from thirteen to eighteen, or rather 
from: twelve to eighteen. The Lecompton men | 
lost six in New York, two in New Jersey, tenin 
Pennsylvania, three m Ohio, three in Indiana, 
and two in Connecticut; and gained one in Cali- 
fornia, in lieu of the brave and noble Joseph C. 
McKibbin, who fell gallantly fighting for the prin- | 
ciple of non-intervention. No anti-Lecompton 
Democrat who was a candidate for reélection was 
defeated except Mr. McKibbin, who lives in a 
State where the most ultra southern views on the 
subject of slavery as connected with the Territo- 
ries seem to, prevail, and where the patronage of 
the President is very great—a free State, and the 
only one to be found in the whole Confederacy 
whose Legislature passed resolutions of instruc- 
tions to her Senators to support the Lecompton 
contrivance. We told our friends from the slave 


and it has turned out as we predicted. They 
scemed to be acting exclusively for themselves 
and their own local interest, without caring what 
became of the Democracy in the free States, and 
the sequel shows that if all the Demoerats in the 
House were combined, we would be in a hopeless | 
minority. Had Democrats from the South been 
a little more tolerant and just, all would have been 
well, and they would have been saved the trouble 
of making those passionate appeals to the south- 
ern Opposition to come over and help us elect a 
Speaker. And let me say to them right hero, if 


dential contest the doctrines for which they con- 
tended in the Lecompton struggle, and which the 
President still maintains, the cry might as well go 
abroad now—‘To your tents, O Isracl !”’ | 

1 have not included in my caleulation the States 
of Minnesotaand Oregon. Neither were admitted 
into the Union until after the final vote was taken 
on the Lecompton question, Minnesota’s Sena- 
tor, however, Mr. Rice, tied his State to the Pres- 
ident’s territorial policy and she swept off into 
the Republican ranks. We now have two Re- | 
publican Representatives from there, in place of 
the two Democrats we had in the last Congress. 
Oregon, we are informed by her Senator, General 
Lanz, still stands in the Administration lines, and 
supports its territorial policy of carrying slavery 
into the Territories by virtue of the Constitution. 
He announces to the world, from his place in the 
Senate, that her Representative on this floor was 
elected pledged to that doctrine; but he forgot to 
state that hisclection (E say it with no disrespect) 
was barely carried by great exertion—his major- 
ity beingonly seventeen. Yes, sir, Oregon, Demo- 
cratic Oregon, was nearly lost to us; and although 
General Lave iseverywhere regarded as the leader 
of the Demon ey there, even his great popularity 
will not be aBle to keep it in the ascendant long 
on the basis upon which he has planted it. Mark 
the prediction ! 

But, Mr. Clerk, itis proper for me to say, in 
this connegtion, that most of the Lecompton men į 
who succeeded ina redlection had to repudiate | 
their own measure before their constituents, while | 
those who were defeated sought refuge in the | 
White House, and Mr. Buchanan has put them 
into this and that place, as best he could; but 
poor m 


an, he has bad so many wounded on his 
yands that he has not been able to take care of 


them all. Furthermore, not a Democratic con- | 
vention in a free State, barring those of Pennsyl- 
vania, where the President has given nearly ail 
his friends office, and California, which is ultra 
anti-popular sovereignty in sentiment, and where 
some of her most gifted sons—Broderick of the 
United States Senate, and Ferguson, of the State 
Senate—were hunted down by the President for | 
opposing his policy, as McKibbin and others have 
been and are being hunted down, politically, by | 
him. Searcely a county or township Democratic | 

i 

| 

i 


; y 
mecting has convened since the Lecompton ques- 


tion came up, but has passed resolutions sustain- | 


ing the principles and doctrines for which wegon- 
tended. Many of them were foolish enough, at 
the same time, to give a quasi indorsement to the 
Administration, and the result was a defeat of the 
party at the polls. Judge Doveras, and let me 
beg gentlemen to remember this fact, for it is 
deeply significant, is the only Democrat in any 
free State, barring those of California, since the 
crusade has been made against. popular sover- 
cignty, that has succeeded at a gencral election; 
and he hada hand to hand fight of it with the 
unserupulous cohorts of Republicanism, under 
thelead of Lincoln, and the lean and hungry pack 
of the President, cheered on and ea by 
his Attorney General. These are God’s truths, 
and have passed into the history of the country, 
and will remain as dark spots upon its pages. 
Tell me not, sir, it is improper to proclaim them 
in this place and at this time. Truth should 
always be spoken. 

I mention these facts, Mr. Clerk, not to raise 
anew the Lecompton issue, for I have given suf- 
ficient evidence of my willingness to forget it by 
voting for Mr. Bocock, General Mitison, and Mr. 
Housron, for Speaker; all southern gentlemen 
who differed with and voted against me upon it; 
and I mention them not to cast blame upon the 
Democracy anywhere—far fromit; but simply to 
show our Democratic friends South what disas- 
ters overtook us in the free States in consequence 
of the President’s suicidal territorial policy—all 
except Ilinois and California going against us; 
and to say that if that policy is persisted in, more 
terrible disasters will overtake us in the future, 
If you attempt.to sustain the doctrines Mr. Buch- 
anan has put forth in his late message, and are 
successful in it, which we do not mean you shall 
ke, you will drive the last nail in the hd of the 
coffin of the great northwestern Democracy. Let 
me appeal to you to pause before it is too late! 
We want to be with you; we wantto stand with 
you for the Constitution and the Union; as the 
only hope of the perpetuity of both rests upon the 
Democratic party; but we never can and we never 
will yield to any other doctrines upon the subject 
of slavery than those enunciated in the Cincinnati 
Convention. There we stand and intend to stand, 
on the broad platform of non-intervention. 

My incidental allusions to the Administration, 
although they may appear harsh, are justified by 
its course of conduct towards the Ilinois Democ- 
racy. Up to this hour it has pursued them with 
unrelenting malignity, and has retained a gang of 
outlaws in office to insult and harassthem. Inmy 
own district—in my owncounty—as good and true 
Kentucky and Tennessee Democrats as ever lived 
have been removed from office by it within the last 
summer, and Abolitionists appointed in their 
places, when no one of its Danite votaries could be 
found in the vicinity to take the positions. And 
must we kiss the hand that smites us? Never! 
never! Ineverwill! But Iwill not dwell upon that 
matter now, as I intend hereafter to bring it to the 
attention of the House. } must say, however, 
that the Administration wreckers in Hlinois, num- 
bering a few Government officials, are preparing 
to send a delegation to Charleston. One Isaac 
Cook, postmaster at Chicago, who has no intel- 
lectual ability to produce such a thing—for he can 
searcely read, and tannot spell or write a single 
sentence in the English language correctly, and 
has only capacity to be a mere ward politician 
and a mixer of mint-juleps—bas issued an ad- 
dress, which of course was written in Washing- 
ton for him, commanding the faithful to be on 
hand at Springfield, the capital of Illinois, on the 
10th day of January next, to appoint their dele- 
gales. The doctrines of that address, which arc, 
of course, the doctrines of the Administration, and 
only derive their importance from that fact, are 
so Startling and so full of absolutism, that I ask 
the Clerk to read the passages which I have 


‘marked, to show their character 


The Clerk read, as follows: 
` & The organization ofthe party commences with the town- 
ship conventions, which are the primary meetings of the 
Democracy. At these, the Demoerats of the township as- 
semble en masse, consult together, nominate candidates for 
township ofices, appoint committees to transact the neees~ 
sary party business of the township, appoint delegates to 
county conventions, and provide ways and means for car- 
rying on the party campaigns. 

“Phe county convention is next in order. It is com- 
posed of delegates from the several townships, and, in ad- 
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dition to nominating county officers, creating committees, 


&c., it appoints delegates to all the superior conventions 
held within and for the State. The legislative, senato- 
rial, congressional, and State conventions, are each com- 
posed of delegates chosen by the county conventions. ‘They 
each perform the same duties within their respective spheres 
as the county coaventions do within their own, except that 
the icgislative and congressional conventions do not send 
delegates to any other convention. The State convention 
sends delegates to the national convention, which is the 
highest tribunal Known to the organization of the party. 
The national convention exercises a controling power 
over the Democracy of the whole Union, nominates can- 
didates for the Presidency and Vice Presidency, and settles 
authoritatively all questions touching the organization or 
the policy of the party. 

Connected with the State organization is the legisla- 
tive caucus. ftis composed of the Democratic members 
of the Legislature, and its province is to decide, during the 
sessions of the Legislature, what measures shall be sup- 
ported by the party. Ifthe Governor be a Democrat, he is 
ex officio the head of the party in the State, and has a rec- 
ognized right to suggest measures for the consideration of 
the caucus. 

« Connected with the national convention is the congres- 
sional caucus. It is composed of the Democratic Senators 
and Representatives, and during the sessions of Congress 
it decides authoritatively all party questions,administers the 
party law, determines what shall be made party measures, 
and exercises a general supervision and control over the 
interests of the party throughout the Union. if the Presi- 
dent and his advisers are Democrats, they bear the same 
general relation to the congressional caucus that they do to 
Congress itself.” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. There itis! The 
President claimed to be the supreme dictator of 
the party ! Comment, Mr. Clerk, is unnecessary 
upon such monstrous doctrine; and yet it is but 
a twin-brother to the power claimed by the Pres- 
ident, that the Constitution spreads slavery over 
the Territories. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I am going to talk for alittle 
while longer to southern Democrats, upon my 
own responsibility, and in my own way. I rep- 
resent, m part, the western Democracy herc— 
that Democracy which is conservative, and has no 
interest in quarreling either with the North or the 
South, for she is connected with both by the ties 
of commerce and consanguinity. ‘Their vast pos- 
sessions have been overspread by men from both 
sections, and they feel entirely competent to and 
will bind both over to keep the peace one towards 
the other, if it becomes necessary. I know your 
high mettle, your impetuous nature, your warm 
blood, your dashing chivalry, and your sensitive 
pride, and I do not wonder that you are restless 
and discontented at the treaso.i of northern Abo- 
litionists against your institutions; but you must 
not hold the Democracy responsible. We of that 
section have stood together with you in many a 
hard-fought contest, and want to stand with you 
still, if we can do so on the broad foundation of 
principle. All your constitutional rights we have 
defended, when we have been proscribed for it at 
home. We mean to defend them still; but we 
do not recognize as one of those rights, nor did 
you in 1856, when the Cincinnati platform was 
adopted, that you can carry your slaves into a 
Territory of the United States and hold them there 
as property,in defiance of the decree or will of the | 
people inhabiting it; and we want you distinctly to 
understand that. You heretofore agreed to it, and 
we want you to be faithful to that agreement, not 
violate it. In the language of Mississippi’s dis- 
tinguished Senator, we want ‘neither to cheat 
nor to be cheated.” We shall stand by it our- 
selves, inside the lines of party organization, and 
on the 23d day of April next, shall go up to the 
Charleston convention from the free States, repre- 
senting one million two hundred and twenty-four 
thousand seven hundred and fifty men who cast j| 
their votes in those States for Buchanan and 
Breckinridge in 1856, against six hundred and 
nine thousand five hundred and eighty-seven cast 
for them, at.the same election, in the slave States; 
being buttwelve thousand one hundred and ninety- 
eight more than were given in the single State of 
New York for the presidential candidates at that 
time. We shall meet you there with ho unkind 
fecling, but as brethren. We shall have no-acri- 
mony, no epithets, no abuse to bestow upon you; | 
and we have no doubt but our good wishes will 
be reciprocated. While I tell you this, I want to | 
tell you at the same time, so you will not be di 
appointed, that we do not intend to declare in the 
platform of principles that the Constitution car- 
ries slavery into the Territories, and establishes it 
there in defiance of the publicwish. We do not 
intend to declare that it is the duty of the Ter- 
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| tion and vindicate 


| ritorial Legislatures either to pass laws for or 


against slavery. We do not intend to declare 
that, inany possible event, Congress has the right 
to pass, or that & is our duty to pass, laws for 
its protection in the Territories. Wo do not in- 
tend to declare in favor of repealing existing 
laws for the suppression of the slave trade. We 
do not intend to declare that the neutrality laws 
ought to be repealed, and hostile expeditions 
allowed to be fitted out within the jurisdiction of 
the United States against friendly or neutral Pow- 
ers. But we do intend to declare in favor of the 
Cincinnati platform, and neither raise nor submit 
to any new tests, unless it is we will not recog- 
nize any man as a Democrat who is not for the 
Union as it is, and is willing to fight his battles 
inside of it and not out. Nota delegate in that 
convention from a free State, except, perhaps, it 
may be those from California, not even those from 
Pennsylvania, although they be Mr. Buchanan’s 
most dependent retainers, will dare to enunciate 
the sentiments that some of you have avowed 
touching your assumed right to introduce slavery 
into the Territories in opposition to the popular 
will. We shali differ from you. Yet we differ 
as friends, and, although we differ widely, we 
shall call on you to return to your first love, the 
Cincinnati platform, and shall expect you to do 
it as an act of justice to us and fairness to your- 
selves. Our delegation will be much the largest, 
and we shall represent double as many people as 
you, and let me ask if a minority should require 
a majority to yield and adopt their plans and 
views? Let ine ask southern Democrats—I put 
it to their patriotism, their conscience and their 


| honor, whether they will have a right, moral or 


political, to ask a delegation representing one 
milhon two hundred and twenty-four thousand 
seven hundred and fifty voters to go over to those 
representing six hundred and nine thousand five 
hundred and cighty-seven? We would like, gen- 
tlemen, to oblige you, but we cannot do it in that 
respect. We shall go to the Charleston conven- 

our right to the fugitive slave 
law and toa fair andimpartial execution ofit. We 
shall denounce all intervention in your State affairs, 
we shall fix the seal of our reprobation on the in- 
surrectionary movement of John Brown and his 
guilty confederates in Virginia, and declare ita 
necessary result of the ‘* irrepressible-conflict”’ 
doctrine; but at the same time with the sentiment 
blazoned all over our banner, in words of living 
light, “ the people of a Territory like those of a 
State shall decide for themselves whether they 
willor will not have slavery within their limits.’’ 
We shall do more—we shall with you nominate 


| the right man and place him upon the right plat- 


form of principles; a man that can be elected, and 
has a soul sufficiently capacious to embrace the 
whole Union, (and we have many such;) and we 
shall then go up to battle, as we were wont to do 
of old, as a united and harmonious army, and 
victory will perch upon our banner again, and we 
will mingle our voices in one accord at the glori- 


| ous result. 


Mr. Clerk, I will only add, in conclusion, that 
I cannot bring myself to believe that the American 
Union has yet fulfilled its high destiny. Ff so, its 
carcer has indeed been short, but brilliant. If so, 
it has only proven an ignis fatuus to the friends 
of civil and religious liberty, and lived only long 
enough for them to taste its sweet waters, and 
then have them tura to bitterness. When the day 
shall come that rends it asunder, it will bring with 
it a long night of darkness and despair. Civil dis- 
cord will rage, and the hissing and cracking flames 


| of consuming citics, towns, and dwellings will 
| light up the pathway to death. The whole land 


will be stained with fraternal blood and dressed 
in the weeds of mourning. No one need hug to 
his bosom the delusive phantom that there will be 
a peaceable dissolution. "Woe unto us when that 
day cometh! The uproar and horror consequent 
upon it cannot be compared, in the imagination, 
as a political event, to anything less terrific than 


the primeval day when carth’s convulsions cle- | 
vated the mountains, leveled the plains, plowcd | 
out the ways of the rivers, poured the waters from |j 


their hidden caverns out at countless openings, 
and they went leaping and dashing along. their 
unfettered course, witha wildand maddened shout, 
to the great ocean that swallowed them up, and 


i 
the world’s surface settled down into 


its present * 
form! ‘ Eres 

During the delivery of the foregoing speech, of 
which Mr. Morris. has handed.us his report, the 
following interruptions took placer: : 

Mr. SCOTT.. Will the gentlemanallow mea 
moment? j 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. No, sir; notinow. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman- is commenting ` 
upon the political history of my State, and ifvhe 
will allow me five minutes, I will set him right. 
It seems to me wrong for a. gentleman to arraign 
the political condition of a State represented.upon 
this floor, and notallow her representatives totor- 
rect his statements. ‘ 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. -I think. it probable 
that I should not agree with the gentleman: from 
California in reference to the struggle in that 
State, and I do not think it necessary to: discuss 
the matter here. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will give the gentleman figures, 
and meet him upon the issue at any time he wishes 
to make it. f 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Ihave stated what 
the facts are in reference to the instructions of the 
Legislature in regard to the Lecompton constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. SCOTT. T give notice now, and I wish 
the House to hear it, that the gentleman refuses 
to allow me to make a correction of his remarks, 
After he gets through, I will reply to that portion 
of his remarks having reference to California pol- 
itics. : : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I have no objection 
to the gentleman giving his version of the history 
of political matters in California; but I can say to 
him that perhaps they are uhderstood vastly dif- 
ferent by the people of the Atlantic States from 
the manner in which he understands it. ` 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir; because the Black Re- 
publicans have put a different color upon it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. If, at any time, I 
make a mistake, or do not state facts correctly, I 
will take pleasure in making the correction. I 
concluded this morning that I would not give way 
to any gentleman, but finish my remarks. ; 

Mr. MILLSON. With the gentleman’s per- 
‘mission, E will interrupt him for a moment. The 
gentleman’s appeals are made to southern Demo- 
crats; and the gentleman has declared that it isthe 
intention of northern Democrats, at Charleston, to 
tell the southern Democrats, among other things, 
that it is not the intention of northern Democrats 
to reéstablish the African slave trade, or to repeal 
the laws prohibiting the African slave trade, or 
to repeal the neutrality laws; ail which would seem 
toimply that the gentleman from Illinois supposes 
that the southern Democracy intend to ask those 
changes in the established policy of the Govern- 
ment. I want-to suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois, if that is his meaning, that: he is not war- 
ranted in supposing that it is. the purpose of the 
southern Democracy, or any of them, to ask any 
of these changes. And [think it the mere incum- 
bent upon myself, at this time, to offef this sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from Illinois, because: I 
have seen, with some regret, that, from crroneous 
reports in many northern papers, my own posi- 
tion upon these questions has been misrepresented 
and perhaps misunderstood, from their attributing 
tome the remarks made by another gentleman 
upon this floor, and ascribing to me the declara- 
tion that I was not prepared to say whether I 


| might not, at some future time, be willing to re- 
| vive the African slave trade. 


E have risen, however, more particularly to 
rescue the southern Democracy from the unjust 
imputation—though I am sure the gentleman did 
not design it—that they were in favor of reviving 
the African slave trade, or repealing the laws pro- 
hibiting that trade, or of repealing our neutrality 
laws. ; i 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Thegentleman from 
Virginia has forgotten, I presume, what I said yes- 
terday. I then stated distinctly that I was speak- 
ing, and would speak, in what I had to say, of 
what I regard as ultra doctrines, exclusively to 
ultra southern men, and that I must be so under- 
stood throughout my remarks. 1 wish to beso 
understood now. I know, sir, and I am proud 
of the fact, that in this House, as well as. else- 
where, nearly the entire body of southern Demo- 
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crats are opposed to the measures to which I have 
referred. 

Mr. MILLSON. I accept very cheerfully the 
explanation of the gentleman. . I did not remem- 
ber the qualifying remark he made yesterday; but 
the gentleman will perceive that his remarks to-day 
have amuch broader application. They apply to 
the southern Democracy generally; for he spoke 
of the position northern Democrats intended to 
take in respect to the southern Democrats. I 
thought it due to them to correct any such impres- 
sion, as it was due to myself to correct the mis- 
statements as to my own personal position. In- 
deed, 1 have seen’ so many of these errors of 
statement in the newspapers lately, that 1 am al- 
most disposed to express the hope that my friends 
abroad will believe nothing of me they see in the 
newspapers, unless they have some other reason 
for their belief upon the subject. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I only wish to re- 
peat what I said yesterday, that I wish to be 
understood as referring only to ultra southern 
men. I cast no such imputation upon the Dem- 
ocrats of the southern States, as the gentleman 
supposes. I had no design to do so; but Í combat, 
and: have throughout my remarks, the ultra south- 
ern view upon one side, and the abolition views 
upon the other, and I do not design my remarks 
tobe misunderstood as having any wider range. 

Now that I have given way to the gentleman 
from Virginia a moment, upon his appeal to me, 
it is only courtesy that I should give way to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will not accept that courtes 
at the hands of the gentleman from Illinois at this 
time. There are some portions of his speech rel- 
ative to my State which I did not hear. I shall, 
therefore, defer my remarks until I can read his 
‘speech and ascertain what he has said in regard 
to the Democracy of California. But I will say 
now, that the attack which the gentleman has made 
on the sixty-one thousand Democrats in the State 
of California comes with an ill grace from him, 
as the friend of Srepucn A. Doucias, who may 
be the nominee of the Charleston convention. 
That speech of his will be quoted and rung by the 
Opposition from every hill-top and valley of the 
State, while I may be battling under the banner 
of, and striving to gain these sixty-one thousand 
votes for, Srepnzun A. Dovucras. 

But so far as that is concerned, the remarks 
which the gentleman has made, reflecting on the 
Democratic party in California, “ pass by me as 
the idle wind, which I regard not.” That party 
is based on conservatism and on a Union-loving 
spirit, It was not merely on the Lecompton or 
anti-Lecompton policy that that vote was based, 
but it was given against the sectional and gceo- 
graphical parties of the Confederacy. An issue 
was made and forced upon us by the anti-Le- 
compton party. We accepted the issue, and re- 
ferred it to the ballot box; and we defeated the 
anti-Lecomptonites by thirty thousand votes. 
Now, will that gentleman. pretend to assert that 
Federal influence or Federal power corrupted thirty 
thousand freemen on the Pacific coast? Will he 
assert that we had any occasion to hunt down the 
deceased Senator from. California? When men 
form conspiracies, when they league together to 
strike a blow, it is reasonable to suppose that they 
are prompted by some motive in striking. Mr. 
Broderick was never strong enough in the State 
of California to create any fear, or to hold out any 
inducement to have him hunted down. 1 know 
full well that the cry has rung from one end of the 
Union to the other, that the Democratic party had 
formed a conspiracy to strike down that distin- 

uished gentleman. t brand that charge here now, 
in the face of the country, as an infamous false- 
hoodanda base calumny. What motive was there 
for wishing to get rid of Senator Broderick? So 
far as he was concerned, he wag routed, his fol- 
lowers defeated, his friends scattered to the four 
winds of heaven. What was his single life worth 
in consideration of sucha great triumph staring 
usin the face? 

But these are matters which I will touch upon 
more fully and elaborately after a careful perusal 
and examination of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Hlinois. If these remarks had come from 
the Republican side of the House, I would have 
expected and borne them; but to come from a gen- 


i 
tleman who still, by his. acts and votes, keeps 
within the organization of the Democratic party— 
to come from the recognized friend of STEPHEN 
A. Doveras, I have listened to them with a feel- 
ing rather of sadness than of anger; and when in 
a calmer, cooler, and more dispassionate mood, 1 
shall place before the country and the House the 
whole political cireumstances connected with the 
last election as they really transpired in the State 
which I have the honor, in part, to represent. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Although the gen- 
tleman from California said he did not choose to 
accept a courtesy at my hands, he has done so to 
a limited extent; and has undertaken to give what 
he says is a correct version of the position of par- 
ties in the State of California. I remark that on 
this occasion I speak only for myself. Ido not 
deem it necessary, inasmuch as the matter is to be 
brought to the attention of the House hereafter, 
when, perhaps, I may have something more to 
say, for me to reply to the gentleman at this time 
at length. Iam not to be driven from my posi- 
tion by this interruption. I stated distinctly, 
when I was interrupted by the gentleman in the 
first instance, that, 1f I had misapprehended the 
facts, I was willing to be corrected. Isay so now. 
I wish not to do any injustice. I made no attack 
on the Democracy of the gentleman’s State, or 
the Democracy of any other State, nor is it my 
purpose to do so; but, probably, as I remarked a 
few moments ago, we may look at the contest 
from a different stand-point. 

Mr. Broderick, the deceased Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, has been alluded to here by a member | 
from that State, ina manner which it is not neces- | 
sary for me torespond to. He has friends in this 
vicinity who cherish his memory, and to whom 
his fame is dear; and these friends will, doubtless, 
protect both. But, as I have said, I will not be 
driven from the course of my remarks by anything 
which may be said. I have my purpose; and 
that I shall steadily pursue. I know that the 
slightest allusion to the state of things in Cali- 
fornia wakes up a sensitiveness which is, perhaps, 
unjustifiable. As Į have already stated, I desired 
not to cast any unjust imputation on the character 
of the Democracy of California, nor have I done 
so; but I did say that the Government patronage 
was great there, and so it is. In these remarks 
I did not undertake to say that every man who 
opposed the policy of Mr. Broderick and Mr. 

eKibbin was corrupt. I cast no imputation 
whatever on them or the party. Icast none now. 
I merely stated facts in reference to their support 
of the Lecompton policy. If the people of Cal- 
ifornia desiret to support that policy, they had 
a right to do so; and I have no right to question 
the propriety of that act on their part—I never 
have questioned it. I say now that I have made 
no new test, and seck to make none; but I have 
been stating what has been the effect of this Le- 
compton question on the free States, with the view 
of showing the danger to the Democratic party of 
the nation if itis persisted in—this is my only 
object. 

n connection with that, I did state that the | 
Legislature of California was the only Legislature 
of a free State which passed resolutions of instruc- 
tion in favor of the Lecompton contrivance. That 
is true. The Lecompton Democracy there did 
beat the anti-Lecompton Democracy, and no one | 
doubts, I suppose, that the presidential patronage 
and power were exerted in California, as well as 
in New York, Ilinois, and other States, in favor 
of the Lecompton policy. Not the least tolera- 
tion has been allowed to any Democrat who dif- 
fered from the President upon it. They have | 
been hunted down everywhere, like the hare upon 
the mountain. That is what we complain of. We 
make no new test ourselves, and desire none | 
made on us, and are seeking to avoid disasters in | 
the future—not to arraign any person or party. 

Mr. BURCH. I would ask the gentleman from 
Tlinois if he is not aware that in the recent con- ; 
test in California, the Republicans and the anti- 
Lecomptonites united, each nominating a candi- 


date for Congress, and that a coalition was made? j; 


Mr. MORRIS, of IlHnois. I will answer the 
gentleman from California very cheerfully. Ido 
not know that fact; on the contrary, I saw the | 
proceedings of an anti-Lecompton convention or | 
meeting held in that State at which they refused į 


to codperate with the Republicans in the nom- 
inations which they were about to make, and 
nominated Mr. McKibbin as one, and another 
gentleman whose name I do not remember, their 
candidates for Congress. 

Mr. BURCH. Y will state that, prior to the 
election, one of the Republican candidates leaving, 
a gentleman, formerly a citizen of Hlinois, Colonel 
E. D. Baker, now a Republican, and Mr. McK ib- 
bin, were alone in the field. The Democracy, 
therefore, of that State did, in that contest, fight 
the united forces of the anti-Lecomptonites and 
the Republicans, and we succeeded over their 
united vote by a majority of over sixteen thou- 
sand. Let me say, further, inasmuch as the gen- 
tleman has alluded to the members on this floor 
elected as being in favor of the Administration, 
that Iam one of the persons he alludes to. I intro- 
duced into the Senate of California a substitute for 
the famous resolutions introduced by Mr. Fergu- 
son—who is alluded to as having been hunted 
down-—known as the Ferguson resolutions. The 
substitute, indorsing the Administration, was 
adopted. [I afterwards received the nomination 
for a seat in this House at the hands of my party; 
and, sir, I was not fortunate enough to have any 
friend of mine in any Federal office in that State; 
and, so far from being nominated by Federal influ- 
ence, the Federal officers in that State opposed my 
nomination almost unanimously. 

Mr. HASKIN. Will the gentleman give way 
a moment? I would be pleased if the member 
from California would state to this House whether 
the Administration Democracy of California, in 
their campaign last fall, did not place themselves 
upon the Cincinnati platform upon the interpreta- 
tion of the Kansas and Nebraska bill as given by 
Senator Doveras, and as also given by the Pres- 
ident in his letter of acceptance of the nomination 
at Cincinnati: that the people of a Territory, like 
those of a State, control their own domestic insti- 
tutions? 

Mr. BURCH. They did not. 

Mr. HASKIN. They did not? 

Mr. BURCH. They did not take the position 
that the people of a Territory can, like those of a 
State, determine their domestic institutions until 
they come to form a State constitution. We did 
not indorse the interpretation of the Cincinnati 
platform as given by any one but ourselves. 

Mr. HASKIN. It has been my understanding 
that the Democracy of California fought their bat- 
tle upon the Cincinnati platform as explained by 
the author of the Kansas and Nebraska bill, Sena- 
ator Doucuas. 

Mr. BURCH. No, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state that upon every 
stump—and I made over sixty speeches—I took 
ground in opposition to the reopening of the Afri- 
can slave trade, and I distinctly stated that the 
Territorial Legislature had no right whatever to 
exclude slavery from the Territories, until they 
formed a State constitution—to use a phrase that 
Lused upon the stump, that the southern man had 
as much right to go into the Territories with his 
negroes, as the northern man with his wooden nut- 
megs and wooden clocks. 

Mr. HASKIN. Will the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia allow me to ask whether he will vote for 
Srrrupn A. Douerasif nominated by the Charles- 
ton convention ? ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Most assuredly. Iwill go for 
him, if nominated, cheerfully, in opposition to a 
Black Republican. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. AH I have claimed 
has been admitted by the gentlemen from Califor- 
nia; that they differ from us upon this Lecompton 
question; that so differing, they nominated their 
men and elected them, and that resolutions were 
posred through the Legislature instructing the 

enators from that State to support the President?s 
Lecompton policy, and, further, that California 
is the only free State, as I charged, where the 
Lecompton policy did prevail. Let me say, how- 
ever, right here, in reply to the gentleman from 
California that I was not aware that the meeting 
or agreement to which he refers between the anti- 


| Lecompton Democrats and Republicans took 


place; and I will say farther that if the anti-Le- 
compton Democrats in California had pursued the 
course which they pursued in Illinois, and fought 
their battle alone without a union with either the 
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| 
Administration or the Republicans, it would have 
been better, Ifthey united with the Republicans, 
they did differently: from what I would have done; 
but it is not my province to sit in judgment upon 
their acts. They were their own proper judges 
to determine such matters for themselves, under 
the circumstances surrounding them. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 
SPEECH OF HON. W. P. MILES, 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 


In true House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 6, 1860. 


Mr. MILES said: 

Mr, Cenk: It was not my purpose esterday; 
as I stated when my friend from New York (Mr. 
Jonn Cocurany] kindly yielded me the floor, to 
makean elaborate speech, orto enteratlength upon 
the discussion of the great questions which are 
now distracting the public mind of the country. 
I trust I may have an opportunity upon some fu- 
ture occasion to do so; but I now desire to call the 
attention of the House toa. few practical remarks 
and suggestions, which I propose to throw outin 
the hope that they may tend, in the first place, to 
expedite our organization, by producing some 
concert of action among those elements upon this 
floor who are, professedly, equally opposed to 
the Republican party. 

I was about to say yesterday, at the time that 
I yielded to what proved to be a very happy col- 
loquial debate—happy, I think, in its results—I 
was about to say, that I did not conceive that the 
Democratic party proper of this House is in any 
degree responsible for our non-organization up to 
this moment. I can speak, I think, with impar- 
tiality, because it is generally known that I am 
not “a party man;’’ that I do not recognize party 
ties and party obligations in the sense and to the 
extent which many, perhaps most, of my polit- 
ical friends and associates do. Iam, sir, consid- 
ered rather outside of the political fold of “the 
great national Democracy.” I have, however, in 
the main, been able to act conscientiously and 
heartily with the Democratic party, and I trust 
that 1 may continue to feel myself at liberty to do 
so. But I still hold myself free, untrammeled, 
and independent, always and upon all pubecté 
to take such a position in this House as I believe 
most conducive to the interests and honor of my 
immediate State. Tam a State-rightsman. Ido 
not lay the same stress upon party organization 
that most politicians in this country do. We as- 
semble here as the representatives of the people of 
the various sovercign States which compose this 
Confederacy, and it is our first duty to labor for 
the best interests of our own immediate people, 
without doing injustice to the people of any sec- 
tion of the country. It is obvious that political 
affinities, political associations, political organiza- 
tions, must arise; and no man can act as an iso- 
lated unit, and expect to effect any great political 
object. Iam, therefore, not one of those utterly | 
impracticable men who will never take counsel 
with those whose political opinions do not abso- 
lately and entirely coincide with his own, and will 
never have his action in any degree shaped by the 
judgments of his political associates, 

So much for my independent position; and there- 
fore,as I humbly conceive, my right from m 
stand-point to discuss this matter of the organi- 
zation calmly, gravely,and impartially; to throw 
out suggestions which, coming from no party || 
source, Influenced by no party predilcctions, or, 
at least, by no party prejudices, may commend 
themselves to fair-minded men of all shades of 
opinion who are opposed to the election of the 
Republiean nominee for the Spcakership. I said 
that there were three elements in this House, al 
professing to be cqually opposed to the princi 
ples and purposes of the Republican party: first 
the Democratic party proper, which constitutes 
far the larger portion of this side of the House; 
secondly, the anti-Lecompton Democrats, who 
are very few in number—a mere handfull; and 
thirdly, the southern Opposition, who, although 
respectable in point of numbers, are still, it may 
be said, no thoroughly-organized party—still, as 
it were, in the gristle, not yet in the bone and sinew 


—not yet sufficiently compact to have, so far as 
the country at large is informed, any very definite 
and settled policy. Well, sir, we.all mect here, 
and our first duty is to elect a Speaker., The Re- 
publican party put forward a nominee who not 
only is objectionable to us as the exponent of 
their principles in general, but is particularly ob- 
noxious to the greater portion of this side of the į 
House who represent southern constituencies, in 
consequence of his connection with this Helper 
book, of which we have heard so much. I do 
not intend to go into a discussion of that subject, 
but I would put it to honest and conscientious 
men everywhere, whether it be strange, in the 
present excited condition of the public mind in 
the southern States, that southern gentlemen come 
here and find that their political enemies have put 
in nomination for the high office of presiding over 
the deliberations of this body, a man who recom- 
mended, whether ignorantly or inadvertently or 
not, the circulation of a book containing doctrines 
so vile and atrocious that no honest man can find 
language strong enough in which to denounce 
them—I ask whether it be strange that we should 
consider such a nominee utterly unfit to preside 
over us? And when we find the Republican party, 
in pursuance of a policy which they think most 
conducive to their party success, remaining ob- 
stinately and pertinaciously silent upon the sub- 
ject of this infamous book and its indorsement, 
and refusing to purge themselves of the criminal 
and treasonable taint, as some one or two indi- 
viduals of them have done, (and I honor those 
gentlemen for their manly independence in refus- 
Ing to submit to the party gag, and to be kept in 
the party traces by the party lash;) when, I say, 
we find the whole party, with those few individ- 
ual exceptions, refusing to repudiate at once all 
sympathy with Helper’s atrocious doctrines, it 
must concentrate and intensify, upon our side of 
the House, the opposition to the candidate they 
have thought proper to nominate. 

Now, who are responsible upon this side of the 
House for its non-organization? The Democratic 
party selected a gentleman as their nominee emi- 
nently fitted, it is conceded on all hands, for the 
high office to which they desired to elect him. I 
suppose there is scarcely a gentleman upon this 
floor wha, if put on oath as a witness, would not 
testify to the fact that he believes Mr. Bococx, of 
Virginia, most thoroughly competent and most 
admirably qualified to fill the Speaker’s chair. 
Now, sir, having voted for him for a sufficient 
length of time to show that we could not clect 
him, unless the other two elements of opposition 
to the Republican party would unite with us, the 
country may well ask upon whom rests the re- 
sponsibility of a failure to bring together those 
different Opposition elements. Sur, I say that the 
responsibility, in my judgment, rests with that 

arty termed the anti-Lecompton Democrats. 

hose gentlemen profess—and their very name 
indicates their profession—profess still to be Dem- 
oerats. They say they have not abandoned the 
principles which, as Democrats, they have always 
held. They say they are not to be ‘read out of 
the Democratic party; and, in fact, that they are 
holding “the true faith,” while the great body of 
the Democratic party has departed from it. They 
reiterate again and again, in the most earnest man- 
ner, that they are as much Democrats as ever. 
Well, sir, have not ‘‘ Democrats” for years past 
been first and foremost utterly opposed to ‘ Re- 
publicans?”? Has it not been a cardinal point of 
the Democratic faith to oppose the purposes, aims, 


| and ends of the Republican party? 


If, then, these ‘‘anti-Lecompton”’ gentlemen 
are still “¢ Democrats,’ they ought still to be as 


|| earnestly opposed to “ Republicans” as they ever 


were. hen, what would seem to be their first 
duty on assembling here? To prove, in the most 


1 unmistakable manner, that they are still ‘ Dem- 


ocrats,” by showing that they are still opposed 
to the “ Republicans.” What practical mode is 
there for them to show it? It can only be done 


i by a vote, and what is the very first vote which 


they have, so far, been called upon to give? A 
vote for Speaker... Now, how can a man be con- 
sidered a Democrat when he casts his first vote 


| against a “ Democrat’? and fora ‘* Republican?” 


I consider those anti-Lecompton Democrats who 


have thought proper to vote for the Republican 


nominee, as themselves Republicans: That is the 
necessary, common-sense, practical view of the 
matter. Aman anywhere who votes the Repub- 
lican ticket,is a Republican. . It is useless to de- 
fine or discriminate about it. When we talk of the 
strength of a party in any part of the country, we 
estimate it by the votes deposited in the ballot- 
box. That isthe only test. And so, when we 
come. to divide and define parties in this House, 
we do it by the record of votes. The yeas and 
nays stand forever as: the proof of the party af- 
finities and party connections of members. 

But, I pass from those gentlemen who have 
gone over to the enemy to the other anti-Lecomp- 
ton Democrats who, so far, have’ not voted for 
the candidate either of the Republicans or.of the 
Democfats. I say that now, at this moment, the 
responsibility, in my opinion, of the non-organi- 
zation of the House rests especially upon their 
shoulders, and I will prove it. As to those who 
have cise gone over to the enemy, the respons- 
ibility which they have assumed is past and gone. 

After an interruption by Mr. Hasxm, Mr. 
Mixes continued: 

Now, sir, the point at which 1 was, was this: 
that the responsibility for not organizing the 
House rests upon those anti-Lecompton Demo- 
crats who so far have refused to vote cither for the 
Republican candidate or the Democratic candi- 
date. It is well known, certainly universally be- 
lieved, that, if these gentlemen would cast their 
votes with us, we could immediately: clect a 
Speaker. How would we accomplish it? Thus: 
we have been assured by the southern Opposition 
that, whenever we can show them that their votes 
will elect, they will come over and vote with us. 
Whenever the anti-Lecompton men precede, in 
other words, they will follow. The combination, 
of course, elects. 

Now, sir, itis simply a question of time with 


| these two parties as to which shall hold out the 


longest, the anti-Lecompton Democrats or the 
southern Opposition. Itis simply a question with 
them as to which shall go over first. Now, Lask 


you, gentlemen of both of these parties, whether 
i 


that is really high or patriotic ground to oceupy? 
When the country is distracted, one of the mòst 
important departments of the Government suffer- 
ing through our inaction, actually threatened with 
atrophy, and honest contractors on the verge of 
ruin, I ask you whether thisis tenable ground for 
you to occupy? 

But, sir, [ have said that I thought the respons- 


| ibility rested specially upon the anti-Lecompton 


men, for the reason that they profess to be Dem- 
ocrats; they still retain the name. They call 
themselves simply anti-Lecompton Democrats, 
implying that they only differ from the Demo- 
cratic party upon a single feature, upon a. single 
issue, and that issue one past and gone. I say, 
Mr. Clerk, can these peilena a mere handfull 
in point of numbers—can they continue to main- 
tain that position before the country, the inteli- 
gent people of the country holding them respons- 
ible for the non-organization of the House? They 
are holding off, keeping aloof from us week after 
week, yet still professing that they are Demo- 
crats, still professing that they are opposed to the 
Republican party; that they stand by the Cincin- 
nati platform; that they have not changed any of 
their principles; and yet they will not vote with 
us! One single issue, they say, has torn them 
apart from their old party associations, and that 
is an issue which has passed practically from be- 
fore the country. Why, sir, “ ee, has 
no more to do with the organization of this House 
than the Chinese war has. Mr. Clerk, what a 
spectacle do these gentlemen present to the coun- 
try! May it not be said, ‘‘ Why here are men 
who are so embittered by party passion, who have 
been so soured, rendered so morose,” I might 
almost say “so malignant in their feeling of op- 

osition to the Democratic party, with which they 
have so long acted, that they are unwilling to 
make any concession, unwilling to take any step 
with that party. towards a common object and a 
common end.” 

Can these gentlemen, then, avoid the respons- 
ibility before the country of being, as I termed 
them yesterday, ‘the disorganizers’’ who stand 
in the way of the election of a conservative gen» 
tleman to preside over the deliberations of this 
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Ho. or Reps. 


House? They are the wedge that prevents the 
coming together and coalescing of the elements 
that would be sufficient to effect.an organization; 
that little wedge removed, and the attainment of 
our common purpose can beeffected. Now, isit 
not. the part of magnanimity and patriotism in 
those gentlemen to come forward and throw aside 
the consideration of their personal grievances and 
their personal wrongs—ifthey have suffered wrong 
ang do that which will commend them to the 
approbation of all good men? Is there any class 
of their fellow-citizens who would blame them 
for that act? Is there any party throughout the 
length and breadth of the country that could justly 
say that they had been false to any of their pro- 
fessions or recreant to any of their pledges?. Some 
of them have been elected to seats in this Fouse, 
as J understand, upon the simple question of.‘ op- 

osition to the AI ninistration and there is a 
eeling- amounting almost to bitter personal hos- 
tility between them and the Administration. But 
Task them whether, in effecting the organization 
of this House—in providing for the payment of 
debts for which the honor and good faith of the 
country are pledged-——they will allow such mo- 
tives as these to influence them? 

Tam a little puzzled, I confess, at the attitude 
of some of these gentlemen. Either they are ina 
very vacillating and uncertain frame of mind— 
constantly in doubt as to which way they should 
go—or else having arrived ata determination they 
conceal it from motives of reticence that seem to 
me as unwise as they are unmanly. Í say it is 
unmanly for any gentleman of the House, at such 
a time as this, to refuse to announce his principles 
or to communicate what are his intentions or 
wishes with reference to its organization, Why 
should not these gentlemen at once inform this 
House what course they will pursue? If they 
desire to show distinetly, openly, and fearlessly, 
that they have not deserted their principles, are 
not disposed to follow the evil example of those 
of their original associates who have already gone 
over to the Black Republican party, let them come 
forward now, Iagain repeat, and show their faith 
by their works. Let them cast their votes in the 
only practicable manner in which they can be 
made effective against the Republican party, by 
voting for some one who can be elected over the 
Republican nominee. 

Now, sir, with reference to the gentlemen of 
the southern Opposition I have only this to say, 
that, while [think the anti-Lecompton gentlemen 
are those who should take the first step in a move 
toward us, still I think that they, the southern 
Opposition, should show their magnanimity, man- 
liness, and patriotic spirit, by acting for themselves 
independently of the action of any other party or 
set, and in such a way as to defeat our common 
enemy. If they are willing at some time to vote 
for us, why not do it now? What is gained by 
delay? Itappears to me nothing under heaven 
but the mere saving of party pride; and F ask 
them whether they are not willing to sacrifice that 
feeling of party pride to attain so great a good as 
the exclusion of a Black Republican indorser of 
Helper from a seat in that chair? 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I have made the remarks 
which { proposed doing yesterday. 1 did not in- 
tend, as I said, to make a long speech. Ido not 
know what effect these suggestions may have. I 
have little reason to hope that they will have any 
more influence than others which have beenurged 
much more forcibly and ably. But believing it to 
be our first and imperative duty to try every hon- 
orable mode of defeating the election of the Black 
Republican nominee for the Speakership, by en- 
deavoring to combine all the elements which pro- 
fess undying opposition to him and to his party, 
I have thrown out hastily these remarks, and let 
them go for what they are worth. g 

But, sir, E have another thing to say. Suppose 


thisanti-Lecompton quintette still persist in occu- | 
pyingtheirisolated position. Supposethesouthern | 


Opposition still keep aloof from us, and that no 
effective coalition cambe formed; then I have this 
proposition to make, and I ask the attention of the 
Fouse while I make it; because I do so in perfeet 
good faith, and with perfect earnestness and sin- 
cerity. If, after being here for weary weeks, we 
find it utterly impossible to organize this Tlousc, 
why should: we not follow. the example of our 


i 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


brethren in England? Let us “ appeal to the coun- | 
try. We profess to represent thé sentiments of 
our constituents; we profess to come here em- 
bodying their views and their convictions on. all 
the great questions that divide the country. Now, 
sir, either we do or we do not. There is no better 
time than this to test that question. There is no | 
more effectual mode of doing it than by “ a gen- 
eral election.’’. Let us have ‘a dissolution of Par- 
ilament;”’ let us “take the sense of the country.”’ 
The people of the entire country are more aroused 
at this particular time to the importance of the 
greatissues of the day than they have been at any 
previous period in our history. 

And, sir, let me say just here to gentlemen of 
the other side that they greatly underrate, alto- | 
gether underrate, the profound state of excitement 
now existing at the South. We are in astate of 
convulsion. It matters not to argue whether we 
ought or ought notto be; whether we be so with 
much or with little reason. I am speaking of facts. 
Tam speaking what I know, solemnly know, to be 
truc. Itis useless, then, gentlemen, to attempt to 
ignore the fact that the great mass of the southern 
people are now in a state of terrible indignation 
and tremendous excitement. If that fact cannot 
be demonstrated itis impossible to prove anything 
by human testimony, 

Our position is simply this: that the southern 
Sinise being the sole judges of what is best for 
their own interests, and for their own peace and 
security, can, whenever they choose, take their 
destinies into their own hands. We do not in- 
tend, therefore, to indulge in any ‘bluster or bra- 
vado” as to what we can do in the event of a dis- 
ruption of the Union. That is a matter that 
declamation, menace, rhetorical flourishes, even 
sober argument, will throw very little light upon; | 
it will have to be submitted to the stern arbitra- 
ment ofarms. | say that, because I believe that | 
will be inevitable; not because the South would, 
in ease she thought proper (in accordance with 
her constitutional right) to retire from this Con- 
federacy, desire to make war upon the North; but 
because we are constantly warned that, in such: 
an event, the North would make war upon us. 
Yes, sir, we are told that if we attempt to exer- 
cise our undoubted right to withdraw from this 
Government,in which, as sovereign States, we are 
peers and equals, we will be treated as revolted 
provinces, and subjugated by force ofarms! Well, 
sir, the South is arming; and if she be not allowed 
to secede in peace, she will do it at the cost of 
war. She is the sole judge of the reasons which 
shall justify her and the time when it will be ex- 
pedient for her to break her connection with her 
northern co-States. 

But, sir, there are those, even at the South, who 
deny the right of peaceable secession, and contend | 
that there is no remedy for intolerable ills aris- 
ing in this voluntary Confederation of sovercien 
States short of forcible revolution. Well, in the 
present condition of things, I will not nicely refine 
with those who are ready for action, Call it then 
revolution. Practically, it will be that. If we 
cannot agree on the constitutional right of seces- 
sien, we can on the inalienable right of revolution. 
Our forefathers exercised it in 1776, as their fore- 
fathers did in 1688. Both of those great events 
are honored land-marks in the history of our race. 
I have said that the South, if compelled to dis- 
solve this Confederacy, must be prepared for war; 
not. because she would seek it, but because the 
North perpetually declares, that if the South does 
venture to take such a step, the North will not: 
allow her to do it peaceably. And we have been 
told that the population of the North is too much 
superior to that of the South to allow us to hope 
that we could be successful. I do not wish to be 
diverted into any long argument upon that sub- 
ject, but I will simply throw out this suggestion 
to northern men who make the threat: If your 
eighteen million did overrun our soil, inhabited 
by but eight million; if you did carry fire and 
sword with you; if you did deluge our land with 
blood, burn down our habitations, destroy our 
property, and devastate our fields, you would still 
find your work had only begun. Why, sir, the 

3ritish overran the soil of my State in the Revo- 
lution. Did they hold it? No, sir; no power 
upon carth can hold in subjection by military force 
any considerable portion of the Anglo-Saxon race. 


The thing is simply an absurdity. Overrun our 
territory and hold usas subject provinces! Would 
you have.a standing army at the South to hold 
us in subjection? Would you plant a chain of 
garrisons from one end of our territory to the 
other, in order to overawe our people? How pre- 

osterous! - Do you suppose that the southern 

tates can be held in subjection as Lombardy and 
Venetia have been held by Austria? I put it to 
any man of common sense, whether he supposes 
it possible that. the States at the South, with the 
number of troops which they can at once place in 
the field, with ample and fertile territory to raise 
supplies for them, could be subdued and over- 
whelmed by any force which the North might send 
againd them? Task any sensible man whether 
he believes it possible “to whip” those States, as 
the Courier and Enquirer of New York loves to 
express it—to whip those States “back into the 
Union?” This is a pertinent query, and the North 
must ponder gravely, calculate accurately, and 
weigh the matter carefully, before she answers it. 

My colleague the other day, [Mr. Boycx,] in 
an admirable speech which he delivered on this 
floor, endeavored to reduce the thing to a calcula- 
tion of dollars and cel. 1 do hot know how 
accurately that calculation may have been made; 
but without ciphering it out, does not every prac- 
tical man at the North see that the thing “ will 
not pay?’ If you were to attempt to subdue the 
South, in the first place it would lead to a war so 
bloody, so terrible, that the parallel of it has never 
yet blotted the page of history. Do you not sce 
that it would be a war of extermination, or that 
you must soon abandon your attempt and come 
to terms of peace and settlement such as would be 
acceptable to the South? Do any of you believe 
seriously that if the southern States were to secede 
from this Union, and you were to sénd an armed 
force to whip’ them, do you really believe 
that if you succeeded in doing so (admitting that 
it might be done temporarily by overwhelmingly 
superior numbers) that we would stay whipped? 
Is that characteristic of the Anglo-Saxon race? 
No, sir; they never stay whipped. 

But [believe that the South is impregnable to 
any power which may be sent against her. [have 
no fear or apprehension of any such result as that 
which the gallant and warlike editor of the Courier 
and Enquirer so confidently predicts. But I do 
think itis very proper at this time to throw out 
to the consideration of candid and thinking men 
some such reflections as those I have just ex- 
pressed. Gentlemen are too apt to talk about a 
dissolution of the Union as a thing so impossible 
or so improbable that they dismiss it with a smile 
orasneer! But wise men cannot so easily dis- 
miss it, Sir, is a revolution—-the determination 
of a people to change their form of government, 
to throw off the power of their rulers and assume 
some other form of government or a different set 
of rulers: is that a thing cither unprecedented or 
even rare?) Does not the history of our own coun- 
try and the history of our mother country prove 
that it is by no means impossible, even under 
greater disadvantages than those under which you 
yourselves deem that the South labors? Why, 
then, should we suppose this Government an ex- 
ception to every other government which has ever 
existed? Is it impossible to have another revolu- 
tion in this country ? “‘Revolutions,’’in truth, onl 
arise among elevated and civilized races. With 
inferior races they are mere insurrections, having 
no informing idea; vague, purposeless, and easily 
suppressed. Revolutions arise when a spirited 
people who feel the oppressions of their govern- 
ment are willing not ‘‘to bear the ills they have,” 
but ‘*to fly to others that they know not of,” 
rather than submit to misrule and injustice. 

Tam amazed when I see men—men who are 
deemed honest and patriotic—attempt to treat this 
great question of disunion or revolution with flip- 
pancy, as if it were not worthy of serious thought 
or consideration. Ihave been trained in a school 
of politics accustomed to investigate first prin- 
ciples, and deduce conclusions by logical argu- 
ments from those principles. I belong to a party 
which is not to be satisfied with high-sounding 
names, and words, and party rallying cries, and 
empty declamations about “this glorious Union!” 
They have no more influence, in times of excite- 
ment, when the political atmosphere is charged 
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with electricity, to allay the agitation ofthe pub- 
lic mind, or give confidence to the people, than 
would the bleatings of dumb animals. I belong 
to that school of politics which believes that the 
ends and purposes of government are more sacred 
more jealously to be guarded than the mere form 
and frame-work of government. We put the 
end above the means—the object higher than the 
instrumentality. When any government, there- 
fore, no matter how admirable its form, no mat- 
ter how perfect in theory, no matter how dearly 
allied with the most giorious associations, when 
that government fails to fulfill its great mission, 
its true legitimate ends and purposes, no free and 
intelligent people ought to submit, or will sub- 
mit, long to its rule. is not this a sentiment pecu- 
liarly characteristic ofourrace? Weallcame,more 
or less, from a common stock; we all imbibe our 
ideas of liberty and constitutional government from 
our English forefathers, or at least from the Eng- 
lish settlers in this country, who impressed upon 
us the stamp of theircharacterand genius. When- 
ever, therefore, any sovercign State of this Union 
deliberately determines that, in her solemn judg- 
ment, this Government has failed to carry out the 
great purposes for which it was instituted, she 
has the inalienable right, in the sight of God and 
man, to throw off the yoke of that Government— 
to free herself from all connection with it; and in 
so doing, she is responsible alone to the public 
opinion of the nations of the earth, to her own 
posterity, and to the impartial judgment which 
istory may pronounce. ; 

_ Mr. Clerk, I was saying, at the time I made 
this digression, that I thought this was eminently 
a proper time to take the sense of the people of 
this country upon the distracting issues which 
divide thom. If we cannot, therefore, succeed in 
organizing this House, Ict us at least elect a tem- 
porary Speaker, for the purpose of making those 
necessary appropriations, without which great 
confusion must ensue, and injury to honest con- 
tractors, as well as to the people at large. Having 
done that, and left the country, so far as its pecu- 
niary position is concerned, with its honor and 
credit unimpaired, let us resign our seats as mem- 
bers of this Congress, and appeal to our constitu- 
ents on the great question of the day. I make 
that proposition in perfect good faith. Task, what 
objections are to be urged to it? I grant you ob- 
jections can instantly be urged if we look merely 
to our own personal convenience, comfort, and 
interest. No one would seek, I presume, a con- 
tested election; no one would desire to subject the 
country to the excitement and the necessary Cx- 
penses ofa general clection, unless there was really 
some great end and object to be accomplished. 
That is the question. Is this a great end and ob- 
ject? and can that great end and object be accom- 
plished by the course I have suggested? It is— 
itean. I believe that if, at this particular time, 
we were all to resign and go home to our constit- 
vents, and there truly represent to them the con- 
dition of affairs, we would either immediately ro- 
assemble and forthwith organize, or it would be 
demonstrated to the most incredulous “ Union- 
saver” that madness still ruled the hour at the 
North, and that the great experiment of our fathers 
had indeed proved a failure! 

Now is the time to test the question. The pub- 
lic mind North and South is roused. The clection 
of the immediate Representatives of the people by 
the people themscives, is a far truer test of public 
opinion than the election of a President by the 
‘hocus pocus” of a packed convention! You 
incredulous gentlemen, who do not believe that 
there ‘is any danger,” who will not hear the 
distant moaning of the tempest, who will not see 
the trees on the far mountain-tops struggling with 
the coming gale—you gentlemen who would sneer 
down the talk of disunion, and who speak so con- 
fidently and so pleasantly about ‘hanging trai- 
tors’ ’™—you may not suppose that there is such a 
state of fecling in the country as to call for any 
unusual course of action; but I believe that you 
are few; I believe that the great majority of the 
Constitution-loving, conservative people of the 
Union, North and South, are convinced that the 
Confederacy is in more danger than it has ever 
been in since its formation. I believe that the 
conservative portion of the people, North and 
South, are sincerely desirous of composing this 


great sectional strife, if it can be done on the per- 
manent basis of justice and equality. 

We at the South desire peace, security, tran- 
quillity. We are weary of this incessant agita- 
tion. You say that we are the agitators. The 
old story of the wolf and the lamb! Is it agita- 
tion to demand that we be allowed to drink from 
the constitutional stream of equal rights and equal 
political privileges? Do we interfere, in any the 
slightest degree, with your domestic affairs? Do 
we deliver lectures attacking any of your institu- 
tions, customs, or usages, political or social? And 
truly, we do not consider you invulnerable on all 
these points! Do we attempt to stir up heart-burn- 
ings and strife among your people, or to set brother 


against brother, class against class? Do we at- 
tempt to array labor against capital? Do we, in 


times of want and pressure, when your mobs are 
glaring with hungry eyes at the luxuries of the 
rich, while a scanty crust, perhaps, is all that they 
have toeke outa wretched existence; when, during 
your bitter winters, thousands, (thrown out of em- 
ployment by the fluctuations of trade and com- 
merce acting upon your manufactories,) moody 
and reckless, stand ready, at the bidding of any 
demagogue, to commit acts of open violence, do 
we, or any of our people, ever attempt to spur 
them on? Do we send emissaries, with artfully 
written and inflammatory books, among them, 
urging them ‘to rise up and assert their rights ag 
freemen entitled to the fruits of the labor of their 
hands,” entitled, at least, to a bare subsistence 
from “the pampered aristocrats, ” for whom their 
hireling, involuntary labor has reared palaces? 
Do we urge them not to submit to be “ ground 
under the iron heel” of capital, which uses them 
as mere machines and “ chattels;’? which, with- 
out pity and without remerse, builds up and ce- 
ments its colossal fortunes with the sweat. of their 
brows? No, sir! we never interfere with the 
North, nor with her system of labor. We have 
always desired to live in amity and fraternal love 
(but at the same time equality) with the people of 
the North. Isay it, without fear of contradiction, 
here this day, for it stands recorded forever upon 
the brightest pages of American history, that the 
truest men to the principles of constitutional liberty, 
(not ‘higher law ’’ license,) for which our fathers 
bled; the firmest supporters and truest expound- 
ers of the constitutional compact, which guaran- 
tied the equal rights of these sovereign States, 
have been the great southern statesmen! Noth- 
ing can rob us of that proud record! Yes, sir, 
the people of the South have been truly a Consti- 
tution-studying and a Constitution-loving people. 
They have never red anything which they did 
not honestly and sincerely believe the Constitu- 
tion gave them; which they did not think thoy 
could logically demonstrate that the Constitution 
gave them. Has that been the feeling atthe North? 
On the contrary, is it not notorious. that there is 
throughout all the northern States a party—sinall 
in some, large in others—who not only believe 
į that the labor system of the South—Afriean sla- 
yery—on whieh her very existence, to say noth- 
ing of her prosperity, depends, is “ sinful,?? “ con- 
trary to the natural rights of man,” a “ moral and 
political evil,” a ** social ulcer,” as it has become 
fashionable to term it; but who are unwilling to 
admit the binding obligations of the Constitution, 
which guarantics this system to the South, and 
who denounce the Constitution itself, as “a league 
with hell and a covenant with the devil?” 

But not content with trying to convince us of 
this by argument—in which we have never hesi- 
tated to engage—they now insist that it is their 
duty to cure our discasc, because we are too blind, 
brutish, and ignorant to do it ourselves. Yes, 
sir, they actually invade our borders and endeavor 
to apply ‘*the knife” and “ actual cautery,” fire 
and sword, to what in their folly they consider “a 
sore” in our body-politic! And reverend doc- 
tors at the North, professors of Christian gentle- 
ness, smile sadly at their failure, and say, ‘the 
remedy ought to have been more skillfully and 
thoroughly applied!”’ Can the southern people 
endure this without degradation and ruin? tm- 
possible. We only desire to be let alone; and 
yet we are constantly told that we are oppressors 
and agitators. ‘ Slavery aggression I”? that is the 
key note of all the tirades that are uttered against 
ithe South. But, sir, the South is not to be dis- 


composed or diverted from her purpose by any, 
such invectives or any such. misrepresentations. 
She is, as I have said, perfectly. willing to‘let ‘the 
impartial record of history speak for her in the 
past—she is willing to make her own history in 
the future. ; ae BON e 

Mr. Clerk, I repeatthat, in my judgment, there 
is no better course for us to pursue than’ now to 
put on solemn ‘record, in the most practical, the 
most obvious, the most unmistakable manner; 
the real judgment of the people of the whole coun- 
try upon the absorbing issue which has so long 
rentand distracted it. If, therefore, we will appeal 
to them and take their sense on the great ques- 
tion now dividing us—the equality or inequality 
of the South—l] believe that it will either tend to 
allay agitation, to rebuke fanaticism, to’ compose 
existing differences, by showing (what: E must 
confess I have little hope of) that there are con- 
servative men enough at the North to give us some 
security for the future; to show that the mighty 
tide of anti-slavery sentiment is at last beginning 
to ebb—or, if it does not do that, then, sir, it will 
put on solemn record the fact that at this great 
crisis of our history, when the northern people 
were urgently and gravely appealed to, to say 
whether or not they would save this Union of 
our forefathers by yiclding to the South the rights 
which those forefathers sacredly guayantied, the 
deliberately decided that the Union was nőt worth 
saving, and severed the bond which bound us 
together ! 

Now, sir, whenever they make that deliberate 
decision, the course of the South is plain. She 
will hold up that decision before the world, and 
take the judgment of the tribunal of nations upon 
it. She will assume her independent position 
among the Powers of the earth, and none ‘ can 
make her afraid.” She will march on steadily 
to the fulfillment of her high mission, desiring the 
friendship of all—dreading the enmity of none. 
If attacked, she will be ready to face the world 
in arms; for Justice and Truth will be on her 
side, and her trust will be in the God of battles, 
who is likewise the God of justice and of truth! 


TERRITORIAL POLICY, 
SPEECH OF HON. JAMES S. GREEN, 


OF MISSOURI, z 
In TuE Senare, January 10 and 11, 1860. 


The Senate having under consideration the resolution 
offered by Mr. Puan, relative to the expediency of amending 
the Utah and New Mexico territorial organic acts, so as to 
dispense with the submission of the territorial laws to Con- 
gress: for approval— 

Mr. GREEN said: 

Mr. Presipentr: The-resolution offered by the 
Senator from Ohio does not of itself involve matter 
requiring at this time a serious discussion. It 
simply proposes to change one of the provisions 
in the organic acts of two of our ‘Territories; yet 
I may observe, in that very proposition he implies 
the right, and, on proper occasions, he clearly 
recognizes it to be the duty, of Congress to. exer- 
cise a supervising care over the Territories. ‘But 
whilst the resolution itself is of little importance, 
unless subsequently converted into a key for tho 
reopening of the question of the power of this 
Government to control the possessions she has 


| acquired, the speech accompanying the resolution 


was of a character to call for careful examina- 
tion. it brings up the whole doctrine of what 
las been generally called ** popular sovereignty,” 


| especially when considered in connection with the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, 
Mr. Hanxan,] asking an inquiry into the pro 

priety of electing all the territorial officers by 
he people of a ‘Territory. The speech, and the 
amendment added to the resolution, at once and 
necessarily throw upon us the consideration of 
hat whole. question. We are not permitted to 
close our eyes against the facts, as presented by 
his three-fold array. It threatens to subvert the 
whole practice of the Government. Tt threatens 
a change of the whole relation between the Terri- 
tories and the Federal Government. It threatens 
o build up a power which is revolutionary in its 
character and partial in its practical operation. 
If there has ever been introduced a measure or a 
proposition alarming in its character) and yet 
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seemingly pgs take on its face, this is one of that 
description. ‘There is something plausible and 
something flattering to the American mind in the 
very term_of ** popular sovereignty;’’ but, when 
traced to its legitimate consequences, when exam- 
ined with reference to the history of the country, 
and when sought to be conferred upon a few set- 
tlers upon a domain owned in common by thirty- 
three States, we shall find that it is fraught with 
danger from beginning to end. , 

What is “popular sovereignty?” Itis a doc- 
trine which teaches that the people of a Territory, 
like those of a State, have the inherent right to 
legislate, directly or indirectly, upon all subjects 
that a State government and a member of the 
Union can rightfully legislate upon; without a 
constitution, save the organic act; without limita- 
tion, except so far as the organic act can limit, it 
makes them complete sovereigns; while, at the 
same time, they admit that sovereignty is right- 
fully denied. Thus the friends and advocates of 
this doctrine involve themselves in what, to my 
mind, appear to be contrary propositions. First, 
they call it “ popular sovereignty; and yet, when 
pushed by argument, they sa sovereignty is not 
claimed for the Territories. They call it ** popular 
sovercignty;’’ and yet, when pressed, concede that 
it is nof popular sovereignty, but claim that it is 
the sovereignty of the territorial government. Iin- 
tond to demonstrate, in the course of my remarks, 
that there is a vast difference between a genuine 
popular sovercignty and the sovereignty of a ter- 
ritorial government. These two contradictions 
present themselves to every one who investigates 
the subject, Popular sovereignty is a mere catch- 
phrase, uscd in a case where sovereignty, in any 
of its phases, is positively repudiated. ‘They call 
it * popularsovercignty,”’and yetthe whole power 
they claim as being an attribute of sovercignty, is 
to be exercised, not by the people, but by the gov- 


ernment Congress creates. No government created, 
and limited, by Congress or by Louis Napoleon 
or by Alexander of Russia, can be called a “ pop- 
ular sovereignty,” in the sense attached to that 
phrase by the people of this country; especially 
so, when the right to repeal the grant and amni- 
hilate the government at pleasure is retained by 
the creating power. Such a sovercignty—a Sov- 
eveignty held at the will and pleasure of another 
power—is the direct opposite of that popular sov- 
ercignty upon which the Federal and State gov- 
ernments rest for support and control. 

I sincerely regret that the subject has been in- 
troduced. +f can do harm, serious harm, not be- 
cause thereisany great danger of its being adopted 
as the fixed policy ofthis Government;but because 
it presents a bone of contention calculated to warm 
up the feclings of friends, and separate those who | 
ought to be associated together in a common con- 
flict at a moment of national peril. There are 
dangers of a serious character staring us in the 
face. There is an cnemy striking at the institu- 
tions of a large number of the States, and thus 
endangering the stability of the Government; this | 
enemy is getting up a furor of fecling and of fa- 
naticism, which even those who have stirred the 
storm can neither control nor check. If it be con- | 
tinued, if it be increased, if it progresses in the 
future as it has in the past, the Government rself 
cannot survive. It therefore ought to behoove all 
who desire to preserve our Government in its in- 
tegrity not to bring up abstractions; not to bring 
up questions, and press them upon us in the pres- 
ent distracted condition of the country, unless 
they are absolutely necessary to the maintenance 
of the general peace or the preservation of com- | 
mon interests, Leave them until we shall have 
rid ourselves of present difficulty. While the ship 
of State is in the storm, while breakers are threat- 


ening to overwhelm us, let all hands manfully | 
id + 


work until the ship shall once more ride upon the 
smooth surface of a summer sca. Then, in the 
presence of safety and of peace, if an question 
remains, bring all hands on deck, and whatever | 
the good of the country or the peace of society | 
requires within the province of congressional ac- 


tion, we will settle. It ought not in this moment 
of alarmand distrust to have been thrust upon | 
us; but. being:here, and embodying error, and i 
an effort having: been made to influence public | 
sentiment in its favor, it is our plain duty not to | 
permit it to pass without a proper correction. : 
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That correction will be attempted in that spirit 


which dictates peace and good will; in that spirit 
which becomes brethren of thesame political party. 
I would not alienate nor wound one sincere friend 
of the constitution of my country, but shall sed- 
uously labor to merely correct what I deem to be 
important constitutional error.. For I desire to 
contribute to the restoration of harmony, not to 
create discord, in the ranks of the Democratic 
party, firmly believing that on the supremacy of 
that party the prosperity and perpetuity of this 
Government chiefly depend. 

This dogma was first prominently introduced 
to the notice of the country at Freeport, in the 
State of Ilinois, by the distinguished Senator from 
that State, [Mr. Dovcias.] Up to that time the 
Democratic party was a unit on this subject. No 
man, since the decision of the ‘* Dred Scott” case, 
had even intimated that there was any power in 
the Territory, or in Congress, to prohibit slavery 
therein. Before the Dred Scott decision I know 
there was a difference of opinion. Southern men 
held to one view of the subject, and northern men 
held to another; but both agreed, by compact, by 
solemn asseverations, that they would abide by 
the decision that should be rendered by the Su- 

reme Court. That decision was made, and after 
its rendition, in 1857, not one single Democrat, 
nor one single Republican, (for they have never 
claimed that power except as a derivative power 
from the organic act,) no one claimed that the 
power cxisted to prohibit slavery in the Terri- 
tories. 

The Senator from Hlinois, however, in answer 
to a question publicly propounded to him, re- 


| marked that the people of a Territory could, by 


legal measures, exclude slavery therefrom. Most 
of his friends throughout the Union paid, at that 
time, but little attention to it. They were aware 
of the fact that he was in the midst of a heated 
contest, and they supposed then that it was a 
mere accidental expression, not matured and not 
intended to have the full bearing which has been 
subsequently developed. As such, they were dis- 
posed to let it pass. How frequently do we wit- 
ness, even in this Chamber, unguarded expressions 
calculated to do harm if they were permitted to 
be received as the matured judgment and settled 
convictions and feelings of those who give them 
utterance. So with the Senator at Freeport. We 
looked upon it as an unconsidered expression, 
uttered in the ardor of debate. 

After the canvass in Illinois, we hoped it would 
be buried in oblivion; we hoped it would never 
be thrown as an apple of discord on the council- 
table of our party; but at the last session it was 
brought up and briefly discussed. We were even 
then disposed to let itrest and sleep forever. Be- 
cause, so far as the question itself was concerned, 


i Land others believed that it had been success- 
‘fully met, and that the public mind might well 
| be Mntrusted with its decision. But since that time 


the public has had forced on it essay after essay, 
argument after argument, and now the Senator 
from Ohio brings it up again in this body and 
makes an able and most ingenious speech in its 
support. 
simply the State of Missouri, but all the south- 
ern as well as the northern States of this Union. 
By it public sentiment is to be prejudiced. That 
effo 


matier, however, is very observable, and it is 
worthy of particular notice. Up to the adjourn- 
ment of the last session of Congress the power to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories was claimedas 
an end to be accomplished by inpirect means. Not 
a soul, including the Senator from Ilinois and the 
Senator from Ohio, asserted, (up to the end of 
the last session,) so far as my recollection serves 
me, that they could, by a prrecr prohibitory act, 
exclude slavery from a Territory. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is mistaken. That 
is precisely what I said on the 23d February. 

r. GREEN. The Senator from Illinois did 
not. It was by indirect means; it was by what 
was then called “ unfriendly legislation” that he 
said it could be done; and when asked to explain 
what was meant by “‘ unfriendly legislation,” he 
said it was discriminating taxation. The coun- 
try knows that this was the manner in which the 


question was thenstated. It was by “ unfriendly i í 
|| make a suggestion ? 


Jegislation,”? it was by “ discriminating taxation 


All of this is to be thrown in to flood, not | 


rt ought to be, and must be counteracted. One | 


t 


that slavery might be excluded from a Territory; 
and we were asked, if the Territory should discrim- 
inate, where was the power to control the Terri- 
tory? It was on that point, and that alone, that 
J called it an effort to accomplish by indirect means 
that which could not be done by adirectact. That 
is now given up. It is well given up; for I find, 
on examining the Oregon and Washington terri- 
torial bills, a clause that reads after this fashion. 
I read from the Oregon bill passed in 1848, and the 
Washington territorial bill passed in 1853—both 
drawn, reported, advocated, and sustained by the 
Senator from Illinois. After various limitations 
on the power of the territorial government, each 
of those acts says: 

« Nor shall such Legislative Assembly authorize the issue 
of any obligation, scrip, or evidence of debt of said Terri- 
tory, in any mode or manner whatever, except certificates 
for services to said Territory; and all such laws, or any 
Jaw or laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
shall be utterly null and void. All taxes shall be equal an 
uniform; and no distinction shall be made in the assess- 
ments between different kinds of property, but the assess- 
ment shall be according to the value thereof.” 

I should like to know how any power to dis- 
criminate can be exercised by the people of a Ter- 
ritory, under the stringent rule provided in those 
acts. Several reflections necessarily spring up 
while considering this matter. First, the taxing 
power of a Territory is admitted to be subject to 
the supervision and control of Congress. It has 
been thus admitted and exercised in every terri- 
toriakbill from the origin of the Government down 
to the present period of time. I mention this be- 
cause it is useless to stop to construe what the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill means. I say it is useless; 
for if unguardedly, or from some motive of expe- 
diency, greater power has at any time been given 
to them, and they should be found abusing that 
power by indulging in unfriendly acts of legisla- 
tion towards any citizen of this Union, it would 
be the duty of Congress to interpose and restrain 
them according to the Constitution and the rights 
of the people. As long as we have the acknowl- 
edged power fo repeal, as long as we have the con- 
ceded power of amendment—and that power con- 
tinues as long as the territorial condition remains 
—it is uscless to stop and inquire over the con- 
struction of a particular act thathas been passed; 
it is idle to speculate upon the extent of the power 
that the Territory may exercise; because, if we 
have given them too much, or if they have been 
a disobedient and disloyal people and have abused 
their power, or if they have exercised it to the 
wrongful destruction of any individual’s right, 
then Congress may, and ought promptly, to in- 
terpose and apply the necessary corrective. Such 
interference is both a right and a duty, often ex- 
ercised and never denied. 

Bat, let it be remembered, this taxing power is 
derived from Congress, not from the settlers on 
the common domain; it is limited by Congress, 
not by the squatters; and even the Nebraska- 
Kansas act itself, conceding and assuming the 
power of Congress, says: 

‘Nor shali the property of non-residents be taxed higher 
than tie property of residents.” 

This dictates a rule to be obeyed by the squat- | 
ters, instead of conceding the existence in them 
of inherent sovereignty. When their hands are 
tied by a legislative act of Congress, and man- 
acles are placed upon them, is that any evidence 
or indication of “ popular sovereignty ?”’ It sim- 
ply proves that they have no sovercignty; that 
they have no power except so far as it is deriva- 
tive power; and, so far as Congress cheoses to 


| confer it upon them, and no further, do they pos- 


sess the power; for if Congress can restrain them 
and say, “ You shall not tax the property even 
within your own limits, belonging to a non-resi- 
dent, any higher than you tax the property of a 
resident,” they can impose such other restraints 
and additional guards as they may deem the pub- 
lic good to require. I think this is so plain that 
J shall not dwell on it any longer. 

Hence it will be observed that the mode of in- 
direct accomplishment of prohibition of slavery, 


| through the process of taxation, and against the 


wishes of the thirty-three owners of the Territory, 


|i by representatives in Congress assembled, must 
j 


be given up; it is clearly untenable. 
Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me to 
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Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. 
provision in the territorial act forbidding the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature to levy a higher tax on the 
property of non-residents than on the property of 
residents is inconsistent with the idea of their ex- 
ercising independent legislative power. {wish to 
call his attention to the fact that every act admit- 
ting a new State has the very same provision, and 
‘among others the act admitting Kansas, which he 
himself reported tothe Senate; I haveithere. Not 
a new State has been admitted without the very 
same provision. 

Mr. GREEN. Because every new State has 
it in her own constitution as a voluntary act. 

Mr. PUGH. But it is put there as a stipula- 
tion between the Government of the United States 
and the State. 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly; and that proves my 
position exactly as I wanted it. Congress, at that 
time, gives its assent to the sovereignty of the 
State; and we have a right when we give the as- 
sent to impose conditions not inconsistent with 
the Constitution of the United States; but if these 
restraints are imposed before we give that assent 
to the sovereignty, it proves that squatters have 
nosovereignty. Isthe gentleman satisfied? There 
can be no sovereignty in any local governmentcrea- 
ted according to the principles and policy of this 
American Union, without the assent of Congress 
given before or after the formation of the constitu- 
tion. There never has been; there never can be; 
and it is a solecism to make the assertion. It is 
as much as to say a “man boy,” a “colt horse.” 
They are just as inconsistent; just as impossible; 
the one is the opposite of the other. To say they 
are sovercign, and yet not sovereign, to say it is 
popular sovercignty, and yet not exercisgd by the 
populace-——both are contradictions; neiyher can be 
regarded as statesmanhike truths. 

But since the adjournment of the last session of 
Congress, the bold and broad ground is taken that 
a Territory has as much right to legislate on the 
subject of slavery, and in the same manner and 
to the same extent,as Pennsylvania. This is the 
language of the Harper’s Magazine article. Itis 
not necessary to read it. It will be recollected by 
all who have read that article, that the power of 
Jegislation possessed by a Territory is claimed to 
be as complete, as unlimited, and as plenary, as 
the legislative power possessed by the State of 
Pennsylvania. It is known that the State of Penn- 
sylvania can, by a direct act, provide for the ex- 
tinction of slavery. Let me ask, then, one ques- 
tion, and Lask it to present the matter to the minds 
of Senators and the people for consideration: If 
the honorable Senator from THinois had believed, 
when at Freeport, hard pressed by an ingenious 
and able advocate, when in the midst of a Repub- 
lican population in the northern part of the State, 
where, doubtless, like most politicians, he was 
anxious to make as many friends as possible; if 
he had believed then that a Territory had power 
to exclude slavery by an act as direct as Pennsyl- 
vania could lawfully pass, and the question had 
been put to him by Mr. Lincoln, ‘Can a Terri- 
tory prohibit. slavery ?”? would he not have said, 
« Yes, the same power that Pennsylvania has,” 
but, instead of thus answering, he said, “ Yes, by 
‘unfriendly legislation,’ by taxation.” Evidently 
a change has come over the spirit of his dream, 
and instead of its being a great principle for which 
he has been laboring forten years, the doctrine he 
now holds is probably butan afterthought oceur- 
ring to him within less than one. ae 

Tremarked that prior to the Dred Scott decision, 
in 1857, there was a difference of opinion as to 
what were the rights of the North and South under 
the Kansas bill. It was agreed to be submitted 
to the court, and I will show the manner in which 
the distinguished Senator from Llinoisand another 
expressed themselves on the subject at that time. 
On the 2d of July, 1856, the Senator from Ilinois 
said in the Senate: 

“ My opinion in regard to the question which my eol- 
teague is trying to raise here, has been well known to the 
Senate for years. It has been repeated over and over again. 
He tried the other day—as those associated with him on the 
stump used to do two years ago, and last year—to ascertain 
what were my opinions on this point in the Nebraska bill. 
I told them it was a judicial question. This would not suit 
them. Why? Theirobject was to get me to express a judg- 


ment, so that they could charge me with having urged a 
different view at home, though f had expressed the same 


I understand him to say that the | 


opinion here pending that guestion, and though I had pre- 
viously many times avowed the same thing. My answer 
then was, and now is, that if the Constitution carries sla- 
very there, Jet it go, and no power on earth can take itaway ; 
but if the Constitution does not carry it there, no power but 
the people can carry itthere.”—Appendix to Congressional 
Globe, Thirty-Fourth Congress, first session, page 797. 


In the same debate, on the same day, the pres- 
ent Secretary of State, then Senator from Mich- 
igan, said: 

“ Mr. Cass. Ihave heard this subject mentioned repeat- | 
edly, but I never took any notice of it before. It is said 
there is a difference of construction between the Northand 
the South on the Kansas-Nebraska act. Necessarily it must 
be so; and if the honorable gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
‘T'RUMBULL] could not see that, he was not able tosee very 
far into this miflstone. Those who believe that slavery 
gocs to the Territories under the Constitution, proprio 
vigore, of course believe that no power is given to the Leg- 
islature to prohibit slavery ; but those who believe, as Ido, 
that there is no such constitutional provision, believe, of 
course, that the Territorial Legislature has the power to 
legislate on this, as on any other subject. The difference 
does not result from the words of that bill, but from the 
nature of things. The North and the South construe the 
Constitution differently. ‘he South consider that the Con- 
stitution gives them the right of carrying their slaves any- 
where in the Territories. If they are right, you can give no 
power to the Territorial Legislature to interfere with them. 
The major part of the North believe that the Constitution 
secures nosuch right to the South. They believe, of course,» 
that power is given to the Legislature.’’—Jdid. 

This was in 1856, before the rendition of the 
judgment of the Supreme Court. Then, with 
clearness, both the Senators declared there was a 
difference of opinion between sections, but that, 
when the judgment should be pronounced, all must 
acquiesce; and that, if it should be determined in 
favor of the South, there was no power ina Ter- 
ritorial Legislature to exclude slavery in any man- 
ner whatever, either directly or indirectly. ‘This 
was the position taken by General Cass and by 
Judge Doveras at that time. It was, then, to be 
a judicial question; and after all the argument that 
I have heard, and all the labored essays which I 


have read, the question, in the opinion of the Sen- | 


ator from Ohio, remains the same. He says that 
there is still another question to decide, to wit: 
can the Territory prohibit it? And that he is will- 
ing to trust to the court; thatit is a judicial ques- 
tion, and it is not worth while to quarrel about it. 
If the Senator from IHinois had simply taken 
that pesition throughout all this controversy, this 
discussion would not have arisen. If a willing- 
ness to trust the decision of this question with the | 
courts of the country had becn accompanied by 
an unwillingness to array the country upon one 
side of the question, peace and unity would cre 
this have been restored to the Democratic party. 
The flooding the nation with essays and speeches 
looks like an effort to prejudice the public mind. 
Sir, if you expect the court to decide that case, I 
consider it wrong to labor to prejudge it in the 
public mind. You will do what was done with 
regard tothe Dred Scott case. There public senti- 
ment was so prejudiced—public feeling so aroused, į 
that, when the judgment was pronounced, and 
pronounced against their preconccived opinions, 
they at once said, ** The court is not to be trusted, 
and we will institute a process by which we will | 
throw out this court,” as the Senator from New 
York said, “and bring in another court.” Now | 
a similar proccss, with regard to this question, 
is being proceeded with; and if it have the same į 
effect on the public mind; if it have the same bane- 
ful influence on northern feeling, when the judg- 
ment is pronounced, as it must be pronounced, in 
conformity with the decision already rendered, 
we shall hear another cry of indignation against 
the courts of the land, and thus additional aid will 
fall in to assist the Scnator from New York in 
bringing down the judicial tribunal created by the 
Constitution. fit be a judicial question, and if 
we are all disposed to abide by the judgment that 
may be rendered by the Supreme Court, then there 
ought never to have been any popular appeals on 
the subject. There must be something beside a į 
willingness to trust the court, clse these appeals 
to the public judgment need not to have been 
made. Hasitnot alreadybeendetermined? I shall 
read a few extracts from the decision. I do itin 
order to have them published in my speech ina 
simple form for the use of my constituents. The 
court says, at pages 54, 55, and 56 of the decision: 
« But, as we have before said, it, [the Territory] was ac- 


quired by the General Government, as the representative 
and trustee of the people of the United States, and it must | 


therefore be held in that character for their common and. 
equal benefit; for it was the people of the several States, 


| acting through their agent and representative, the Federal. 


Government, who in fact acquired the Territory in question, 
and the Government holds it for their common use until it 
shall be associated with the other States as a member of 
the Union. viet 

«< But until that time arrives, itis undoubtedly necessary 
that some government should be established, in order.to. 
organize society, and protect the inhabitants in their per- 
sons and property; aud as the people of the United States 
could act in this matter only through the Government which 
represented them, and through which they spoke and acted 
when the Territory was obtained, it was not only within 
the scope of its powers, but it was its duty to pass such 
laws and establish such a governmentas would enable those 
by whose authority they acted to reap the advantages.an- 
ticipated from its acquisition, and to gather there a popula- 
tion which would enable it to assume the position to which 
it was destined among the States of the Union. ‘The power 
to acquire necessarily carries with it the power to preserve 
and apply to the purposes for which it was acquired. The’ 
form of government to be established necessarily rested in 
the discretion of Congress. It was thelr duty to establish 
the onc that would be best suited for the protection and 
security of the citizens of the United States, and other'in- 
habitants who might be authorized to take up their abode 
there, and that must always depend upon the cxisting con- 
dition of the Territory, as to the number and character of 
its inhabitants, and their situation in the Territory. In 
some cases a government, gousisting of persons appointed 
by the Federal Government, would bestsubserve the inter- 
ests of the Territory, when the inhabitants were few and 
scattered, and new to one another. In other instances, it 
would be more advisabie to. commit the powers of self-gov- 
ernment to the people who had settled in the- Territory, as 
being the most competent to determine what was best for 
their own interests. But some form of civil authority would 
be absolutely necessary to organize and preserve civilized 
society, and prepare it to become a State; and what isthe 
best form must always depend on the condition of the Ter- 
ritory at the time, and the choice of the mode must depend 
upon the exercise of a discretionary power by Congress, 
acting within the scope of its constitu ional authority, and 
not infringing upon the rights of person or rights of property 
of the citizen who might go there to reside, or for any other 
lawful purpose. [twas acquired by the exercise of this 
discretion, and it must be held and governed in like man- 
ner, until it is fitted to be a State. 

« But the power of Congress over the person or property 
of a citizen can never be a mere discretionary power under 
our Constitution. and term of Government. The powers 
of the Government and. the rights and privileges of the cit 
izen are regulated and plainly defined by the Constitution 
itself. And when the Territory becomes a part of the Uni- 
ted States, the Federal Government enters into possession 
in the character impressed upon it by those who created it. 
It enters upon it with its powers over the citizen strictly 
defined, and limited by the Constitution, from which it de- 
rives its own existence, and by virtue of which alone it 
continues to exist and act aya Government and sovereignty. 
lt has no power of any kind. beyond it; and it cannot, when 
it enters a Territory of the United States, put off its char- 
acter, and assume diseretionary or despotic powers which 
the Constitution has denied to it. It cannot create for 
itself a new character separated from the citizens of the 
United States, and the duties it owes them under the pro- 
visions of the Constitution. The Territory being a part of 
the United States, the Government and the citizen both 
enter it under the authority of the Constitution, with their 
respective rights defined and marked out; and the Federal 
Government can exercise no power over bis person or prop- 
erty, beyond what that instrument confers, nor lawfully 
deny any right which it has reserved. 

“T'he powers over person and property of which we speak 
are not only not granted to Congress, but are in express terms 
denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them. “And this 
prohibition is not confined to the States, but the words are 
general, and extend to the whole territory over which the 
Constitution gives it power to legislate, including those 
portions of it remaining under territorial government, as 
well as that covered by States. It is a total absence of 
power everywhere within the dominionofthe United States, 
and places the citizens of a Territory, so far as these rights 
are concerned, on the same footing with the citizens of the 
States, and guards them as firmly and plainly against. any 
inroads which the General Government might attempt, un- 
der the plea of implied or incidental powers. And if Con- 
gress itself cannot do this, if itis beyond the powers con- 
ferred on the Federal Government, it will be admitted, we 
presume, that it could not authorize a territorial govern- 
ment to exercise them. It could confer no power on any 
local Government, established by its authority, to violate 
the provisions of the Constitution.” 


Judge Campbell says: 


“But this clause in the Constitution does not exhaust 
the powers of Congress within the territorial subdivisions, 
or over the persons who inhabit them. Congress may exer- 
cise there all the powers of Government which belong to 
them as the Legislature of the United States, of which these 
Territories make a part. (Loughborough vs. Blake, 5 
Wheat., 317.) Thus the laws of taxation, for the regulation 
of foreign, Federal, and Indian commerce, and so for the 
abolition of the slave trade, for the protection of copyrights 
aud inventions, for the extablisliment of postal communica- 
tion and courts of justice, and for the punishment of crimes, 
are as operative there as within the States.. I admit that 
to mark the bounds for the jurisdiction of thaGovernment 
of the United States within the Ferritory, and of its power 
in respect to persons and things within the municipal sub- 
divisions it has created, isa work of delicacy and difficulty, 
and, ina great measure, is beyond the cognizance of the 
judiciary department of that Government. How much 
municipal power may be exercised by the people of ‘the 
Territory, betore their admission to the Unton, the courts 
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of justice cannot decide... This must depend, for the most 
part, on political considerations, which cannot enter into 
the determination of a case of law or equity. I do not feel 
called upon to define the jurisdiction of Congress. It is 
sufficient for the decision of this casé to ascertain whether 
the residuary sovereignty of the States or people has been 
invaded by the eighth section of the act of 6th March, 1820, 
I bave cited, in'so far as it concerns the capacity and status 
of persons ia‘ the condition and circumstances of the plain- 
tiff and his family?” * * * * * * . 

t< Whatever these constitutions and laws validly determ- 
ine to be property, itis the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment, through the domain of jurisdiction merely federal, 
to recognize to be property.”? ` 


Judge Catron says: 


“More than sixty years have passed away since Con- 
gress has. exercised power to govern the l'erritories, by its 
legislation directly or by territorial charters subject to re- 
peal at all times, and it is now too late to call that power 
into. question, if this court could disregard its own decis- 
ions; which it cannot do, as I think.? 


That is the language of the court; and on page 
62 we find Judge Wayne says: 


«“Y have already said that the opinion of the court has 
my unqualified assent.” 


Judge Nelson concurs in the judgment, but as- 
signs different reasons not affecting the territorial 
question. Judge Grier says: 


*¢}-also concur with the opinion of the court as delivered 
by the Chief Justice, that the act of Congress of 6th March, 
1820, is unconstitutional and void; and that, assuming the 
facts as stated in the opinion, the plaintif cannot sut as a 
citizen of Missouri in the courts of the United States. But, 
thatthe record shows a prima facie case of jurisdiction, re- 
quiring the court to decide all the questions properly aris- 
ing in it.” 


Judge Daniel says: 


Congress was made simply the agent or trustee for the 
United States, and could not, without a breach of trust and 
a fraud, appropriate the subject of the trust to any other 
beneficiary or cestut que trust than the United States, or to 
the people of the United States, upon equal grounds, legal 
or equitable. Congress could not appropriate that subject 
to any one class or portion of the people, to the exclusion 
of others, politically and constitutionally equals; but every 
citizen would, if any one could claim it, have the like rights 
of purchase, settlement, occupation, or any other right, in 
the national territory. 

“Nothing ean be more conclusive to show the equality 
of this with every other right. in all the citizens of the United 
States, and the iniquity and absurdity ọf the pretension to 
exelude or to distranchise a portion of them because they 
are the owners of slaves, than the fact that the same instru- 
ment, which imparts to Congress its very existence and its 
every function, guaranties to the slaveholder the title to his 
property, and gives him the right to tts reclamation through- 
out the entire extent of the nation; and, further, that the 
only private property which the Constitution has specifically 
recognized, and has imposed it as a direct obligation, both 
on the Stetes and the Federal Government to protect aud 
enforce,'is the property of the master in his slave; no other 
right of: property is pliced by the Constitution upon the 
same high ground, nor shielded by a similar guarantec.”” 


The other two judges who dissented from the 
judgment of the court, nevertheless used lan- 
guage which proved that so far as this territorial 
power now claimed is concerned, they concur with 
the other seven, so that here ts a unanimous opinion 
of the nine judges, A will read. Judge McLean 
says: 

“ ffthere be a right to acquire territory, (here necessarily 
wust be an implied power to govern it. When the military 
force of the Union shall conquer a country, may not Con- 
gress provide for the government of such country? "This 
would be an implied power essential to the acquisition of 
new territory. ‘Chis power bas been exercised without 
doubt of its constitutionality, over territory acquired by 
conquest and purchase, ae i 

«And when there is a large districe of country within 
the United States, and not within any State government, 
if it be necessary to establish a temporary government to 
carry out a power exp y vested in Congres the dis- 
position of the public Jands—may not such government be 
instituted by Congress? How do we read the Constitu- 
tion? Is it nota practical instrument? A 

“In such cases, no implication of a power can arise 
whieh is inhibited by the Constitution, or which may be 
against the theory of its eoustruction.” 


And Judge Curtis likewisc, while he dissented 
from the opinion of the court, says expressly that 
the power to control the Territories is vested in 
Congress, and not in a Territory. I have seen 
efforts made to weaken the force and efficacy of 
this decision of the court; but I have been sur- 


prised to see them; for they are drawing distinc- | 
tions between a judgment and an opinion. Iad- | 


mit that no Territory had then undertaken to pro- 
hibitslaver) and that, therefore, that direct question 


was not essentially neccssary to be decided, and ;; 
on that ground you may say there is no judgment ; 


pronome upon it. T do not pretend there is; 
ut I do say there.is a unanimous opinion, the 
whole nine concurring that the Territory does not 


possess that power claimed—some assigning one 
reason, and some another; but whether it be a 
judgment or no judgment, it is the opinion of the 
court. When you say you are willing to trust the 
court, why should we be debating the question to 
the people rather than to the court? It would be 
much more appropriate in the Supreme Court to 
make these legal arguments; but instead of that, 
appeals are made to the public, closing finally, and 
saying, ‘‘itisalla judicial question.” Ihave been 
ready and willing for that at all times, and I am 
yct willing and ready to do it to heal up the diffi- 
culty in the Democratic party. Let it be a unit, 
ag it ought to be, and battle manfully against the 
common enemy. , 

Sir, the true doctrine has been admirably ex- 
pressed by our President in his message when he 
says: 

« The right has been established of every citizen to take 
his property of any kind, including slaves, into the common 
Territories belonging equally to all the States of the Con- 


federacy, and to have it protected there under the Federal 
Constitution.” 


That is platform enough on.this subject. That 

comes up to the full measure of the Aeaision of 
the court and the demands of the Constitution. 
Less than that no one ought to be contented with; 
and am I to be told that this is inflicting any harm 
on the northern Democracy, and that we are driv- 
ing them off, and heaping upon them burdens that 
they are not able to bear? Buch is not the indica- 
tion. 1 would never ask any citizen, South or 
North, for a vote, except where the Constitution, 
as interpreted by the Supreme Court, entitles me 
to that vote. And if asking for the full measure 
of the Constitution be heaping on a citizen bur- 
dens which he cannot bear, then, indeed, have we 
fallen on evil times. Then, indeed, is there a pub- 
lie sentiment that does not sustain the right of 
one section in another. We ask for nothing but 
what the court says is our constitutional right. 
We represent no theoretical platform, and ask you 
to sustain us on it. We hunt up no new hobb 
to excite public prejudice, and ask you to ride with 
usonit, Wesimply plant ourselves on the adjudi- 
cations of the Supreme Court, when they expound 
the rights that belong to the southern people under 
the Federal Constitution; and we say, if there is 
still room for a dispute as to what the meaning of 
the court is in that decision, let the court itself 
decide it. But we ask you to give us the full 
measure of justice—nothing more and nothing 
less—pressed down, shaken together, if you will, 
but not “ running over.” 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio closed his 
remarks with manifest fairness. The spirit he in- 
dicated was such as met my approbation. He 
simply presented his views. But as he was dis- 
posed to leave it as a judicial question, I thought 
it would have been better had he not indulged in 
nor ingited argument. But so much has been said 
to prejudice the public mind, that something is 
justifiable to counteract it. [ find in the Cincin- 
nati speech of the distinguished Senator from 1- 
linois, that he tries to represent those who differ 
with him on his doctrine of squatter sovercignt 
as “interventionists,”? and classifies them with 
the Republican party. That is a strange notion, 
when it is a known fact that of the whole Dem- 
ooratic party at least three fourths of them differ 
from him; and surely because three fourths differ 
from him, and, as they think, have the same right 
of judgment with himself, he ought not to charac- 
|| terize them as bolters and scecders from the ori- 
i| ginal Democratic doctrines. But in that speech 
he says this question is to be met and decided in 
the contest of 1860. I think that is not the spirit 
i| in which the Senator from Ohio spoke. He is 
disposed to let that question pass until it comes 
before the court; and, if the Senator from Illinois 
i| will do the same thing, this bone of contention, 
i| and this subject of controversy, will be removed. 
| But when he says this question shall be met and 
decided in the contest of 1860, it looks too much 
i like an attempt to dictate to the Democratic party 
‘| what shall be its issues, what shall be its plat- 
Í form, and force the party to accept his doctrine, 
or suffer the consequences of his withdrawal. I 
should regret his withdrawal, and hope no occa- 
'j sion will ever exist for it; I trust it never will 
occur, for I do notspeak of him as the Senator from 
i| Georgia did. Ifthe majority of the party can in- 


dorse him, or if a majority of the party can ap- 
prove his doctrines, I can vote for him, though I 
can hever concur in the doctrine of popular sov- 
ereignty. -I should vote for him because it would 
be better than the opposite side. If I recollect 
rightly, too, the letter which he wrote placed the 
permission to use his name before the Charleston 
convention on the ground that his view of the 
Cincinnati platform was to prevail. I trust he 
would not have all to surrender their judgments 
to him. He ought, it seems to me, to be content 
to entertain his own opinion, and act upon it, so 
far as he thinks it right; but not to the prejudice 
of the Democratic party. Ifa question comes up 
in the Senate Chamber, to be determined by the 
votes of the Senate, and he believes it to be his 
duty to sustain his views of squatter sovereignty, 
let him do so, and no one will complain; but to 
undertake to make a forced test with the great 
Democratic party throughout this vast Union is 
more than the party can submit to. Why, sir, 
the Senator should recollect what the doctrine of 
the party has been; and I intend to trace it down 
a little, and to take some pains for that purpose. 
I will first read a short extract from the Dem- 
ocratie address of 1838; but before it is read I 
will remark that the Democratic party has always 
met the present. pressing issucs'of the day. It 
never sought for new theories unless some prac- 
tical wants of the country demanded it; and what- 
ever evil threatened, or whatever danger stood 
before us, it has ever been prompt to meet and 
ready to resist; but not for abstract theories would 
it ever fritter away its strength or destroy its 
unity and harmony. Thus, in 1838, they spoke 
as follows: = 


“The subject of abolition has assumed a character so 
formidable in its appearance, and so destructive in its tend- 
encies, as to call for a brief exposition of our views. 

“The exist relation of master and slave between the 
two races inhibiting the southern portion of the Union, €X- 
isted when the Constitution was formed, and is recognized 
in the apportionment of members in the House of Represent- 
atives,as well as in the imposition of direct taxes, and the 
clause guarantying the delivery up of persons held to service 
or labor in one State and escaping into another. 

“Lt is manifest that the power over this subject is one of 
those not delegated to the General Government, and, of 
course, is one of the reserved powers; as such, it is under 
the entire control of the respective States, within whose 
limits the institution may exist, and within which neither 
this Government, nor that of the other States, nor their citi- 
zens, have any nore rightto interfere, directly or indirectly, 
than with the existence of slavery in Cuba, or any other 
foreign country. 

“ From this it follows that any such interference on the 
part of this Government, would be without authority, and 
a manifest breach of the Constitution. Tt would, in tenth, 
be more than a simple breach of that instrument; it would 
be destructive of the primary object tor which the Govern- 
ment was instituted, which was to preserve and protect 
more effectually the domestic peace and tranquillity of the 
States, and their citizens. 

‘Ytalso follows, that such interference on the part of 
other States, or their citizens, would be in violation of the 
national compact, which they mutually pledged them- 
selves to cach other to preserve inviolate on catering: into 
the Union. 

“ Ir also follows, that the States, separately and individ- 
ually, where slavery exists, arc alone responsible for it, 
cither for good or evil; aud the impression that any other 
State or its citizens are responsible in any way for its exist- 
ence, originates in the gross and mischievous Federal con- 
ception, that ours isa great national consolidated Govern- 
ment, where the whole is responsible for the part, just as 
the States are for counties, instead of a Federal Republic, 
composed of sovereign and independent States, united to- 
gether tor their mutual advantage, uanquillity, and secu- 
rity. 

& Such, and so formidable, are the barriers against an in- 
terference with this dangerous subject, within the limits of 
the States. Nor will those against an interference by the 
General Government, in any manner, in this District, be 
found less formidable, when duly con: dered. 

“ We hold, in fact, that to attempt te abolish slavery in this 
District, as au intermediate step to abolishing it in the States 
themselves, by this Government, or the non-slavehojding 
States or their citizens, would be as clearly and manifestly 
liable to ali the objections, in their full force, to which @ 
direct attempt to abolish it in the States themselves would 
be. Itis the motive and object intended, and not the means, 
that determine the character of the act. There is no code 
of morals which justifies the doing of that indirectly which 
is forbidden to be done directly. 

« if it be unlawful to burn our neighbor’s house, it would 
be equally unlawful to fire another, or even our own, with 
intention of burning his. If there be a difference, the latter, 
by adding craft to guilt, is of a deeper dye. 

«© We also hold that, whatever may be the individual opin- 
ions of public men as to the character of the domestic in- 
stitutions of the slavcholding States, they have no right, 
when acting in public stations under the Federal Govern- 
ment, by any of their acts, to discriminate between tbeir 
institutions and those of the other States. It must be borne 
in mind thatours is a Federal Republic, as has been already 
stated, formed by sovereign and independent States, for their 


1860. ] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


36ru Cona....let Sess. 


Territorial Policy—Mr. Green. 


_ 
. SENATE. 


mutual security and happiness; and that they instituted this 
Government, and clothed it with powers to carry into effect 
these important objects. Such being the character and ob- 
ject of our system, Ít is clear that this Government can have 
no right whatever to give a preference to the institutions of 
one portion of the Union over those of another, or to use 
its power to abolish one or establish the other; and to do so, 
be the pretext what it may, would be directly subversive of 
the object for which it was established, by destroying that 
which it was‘ intended to protect. Instead of preserving 
peace and tranquillity, it would become an instrument, in 


the hands of the stronger portion of the Union, for assailing | 


the institutions of the weaker, and engendering thereby the 
bitterest feelings of hostility, which, in the end, would de- 
stroy the Union itself.” 

The Democratic party, through its organs in 
1838, said that any discrimination, with a view of 
prejudicing that institution directly or indirectly, 
was unconstitutional; that it was destroying the 
rights of property which the Constitution was de- 
signed to protect, and, in the end, would destroy 
the Union itself; and yet, if I understood the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. @oxtamer] correctly, 
the other day, when a question was put to him, 
.he said publicly, in the Senate, that the reason 
why he was in favor of circumscribing slavery 
to the States in which it now exists, was that it 
might become unprofitable, and induce the owners 
of slaves to emancipate them; thus secking to do 
indirectly what, in the language of this celebrated 
address, Congress cannot do divectly or indirectly 
without a breach of faith and without a violation 
of the Constitution. That address is signed by 
Revel Williams, of Maine, Gerrett D. Wall, of 
New Jersey, William Allen, of Ohio, William 
S. Fulton, of Arkansas, Francis Thomas, of Ma- 
ryland, J. W. Jones, of Virginia, Isaac Toucey, 
of Connecticut, James J. McKay, of North Car- 
olina, W. W. Potter, of Pennsylvania, John P. 
Richardson, of South Carolina, Amasa J. Parker, 
of New York, Isaac F. Crary, of Michigan, and 
Archibald Yell, of Arkansas. These were patriots 
who knew how to meet the difficulty, and took 
that position, from which the party has never 
swerved. But this is not all. Durmg the same 
session, in the Senate of the United States, the 
following resolution was passed—and I invite par- 
ticular attention to it, for £ think that it will be 
discovered that there is a strong antagonism to 
squatter sovereignty in it. On the 12th day of 
January, 1838, the following resolution passed by 
the vote which I shall read: 

“And resolved, That any attempt of Congress to abolish 


slavery in any Territory of the United States, in which it į 


exists; would create serious alarm and just apprehension in 
the States sustaining that domestic institution ; would be a 
violation of good faith toward the inhabitants of any such 
Territory, who have been permitted to settle with and hold 
slaves therein; because the people of any such Territory 
have not asked for the abolition of slavery therein ; and be- 
cause, when any such Territory shall be admitted into the 
Union as a State, the people thereof will be entitled to de- 
cide that question exclusively for themselves.” 


It would be unjust to the Territory, because the 
did not ask it, not that they could do it of their 
own option, by their own motion, but it would be 
unjust in another sense; because the time would 
come when they could settle it for themselves; and 
that time was when they came to be admitted into 
the United States as a State. This was voted for 
by thirty-five to nine. The thirty-five Senators 
who voted for it were: 

“Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Black, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Clay of Kentucky, Orit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Fulton, Grundy, Hubbard, King, Lump- 
kin, Lyon, Merrick, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, 
Preston, Rives, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Strange, Tipton, Walker, White, Williams, Wright, 
and Young.” 

On the 12th of December, 1838, the celebrated 
Atherton resolutions were passed by the House 
of Representatives, in these words: 


“Resolved, That this Government is a Government of | 


limited powers, and that, by the Constitution of the United 


States, Congress has no jurisdiction whatever over the in- | 


stitution of slavery in the several States of the Confederacy. 

“Q, Resolved, That petitions for the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United 
States, and against the removal of slaves from one State to 


another, are a part of a plan of operations set on foot to | 
affect the institution of slavery in the several States, and jį 


thus indirectly to destroy that institution within their limits. 
«3. Resolved, That Congress has no right to do that indi- 
rectly which it cannot do directly; and that the agitation 
of the subject of slavery in the Distriet of Columbia or the 
Territories, as a means and with the view of disturbing or 
overthrowing that institution in the several States, isagainst 
the true spirit and meaning of the Constitution, an intringe- 
ment of the rights of the States affected, and a breach of the 
publie faith on which they entered into this Confederacy. 


«A4, Resolved, That the Constitution rests on the broad” 


principle of equality among the members of this Confeder- 
acy ; and that Congress, in the exercise of its acknowledged 
powers, has no right to. discriminate between the institu- 
tions of one portion of the States and another, with a view 


of abolishing the one and promoting the other. ae 


5, Resolved, therefore, That all attempts on the part 0 
Congress to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia or 
the Territorics, or to probibit the removal of slaves from 
State to State, or to discriminate between the institutions 
of one portion of the Confederacy and another, with the 
views aforesaid, are in violation of the Constitution, de- 
structive of the fundamental principle on which the union 
of these States rests, and beyond the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress; and that every petition, memorial, resolution, prop- 
osition, or paper, touching or relating in any way, or to any 
extent whatever, to slavery as aforesaid, or the abolition 
thereof, shall, on the presentation thereof, without any fur- 
ther action thereon, be laid upon the table, without being 
debated, printed, or referred.” 

Then it was not considered heterodox to con- 
tend that the people of a Territory could not abol- 
ish slavery until they came to be admitted into 
the Union as a State. On the contrary, it was 
thus voted in this body by experienced Senators, 
North and South. But after that, the question 
was narrowed down to a specific issue. It was 
thus narrowed down in consequence of an attempt 
to pass the ‘“ Wilmot proviso; for, if you ex- 
amine the Democratic platform, you will find that, 
in 1840, 1844, 1848, and 1852, there was a section 
against this abolition agitation identically the 
same, word for word, in cach and all of those 
platforms. This is the section: 

‘That Congress has no power, under the Constitution, 
to interfere with, or control, the domestic institutions of 
the several States ; and that such States are the sole judges 
of everything appertaining to their own affairs not prohib- 
ited by the Constitution ; that all efforts of the Abolitionists 
or others, made to induce Congress to interfere with the gues- 
tion of slavery, or take incipient steps in relation thereto, are 
calculated to lead to the most dangerous and alarming conse- 
quences ; and that all such efforts have an inevitable tendency 
to diminish the happiness of the people, and endangtr the st 
bility and pera Union, and ought not to be coun- 
tenanced by any friend of our political institutions.” 

The Democracy were always opposed to Con- 
gress striking at the subject of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories. It was sometimes called ** non-interven- 
tion,” sometimes ‘ non-interference.” They 
always said Congress ought not to lay its hand 
on that subject; neither prohibit nor establish; and 
in 1854 it was said, whatever your rights are, (in 
the absence ofa law to establish or prohibit,) under 
the Constitution of our common Union, when de- 
fined and established by the courts, we will rec- 
ognize and honorably protect by all necessary 
legislation. That was the general understanding. 
The platform of 1856 is a little more definite still; 
and yet it will be remembered that that platform 
was adopted before the rendition of the Dred Scott 
decision. It says: 

* Resolved, That we recognize the right of the people of 
all the Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting 
through the legaily and fairly expressed will of a majority 
of actual residents, and whenever the number of their in- 
habitants justifies it, to form a constitution, with or with- 
out domestic slavery, and be admitted into the Union upon 
terms of perfect equality with the other States.” 

When may they thus exercise that power: 
Whenever their numbers may justify a State or- 
ganization. That is not as definite as it ought to 
be; yet it is plain enough to indicate what was the 
understanding of the Cincinnati convention at that 
time. 

Mr. PUGH. 
olutions ? 

Mr. GREEN. I have read them all frequently. 
And, in this connection, permit me to say that I 
find a newspaper anxious to represent me as m- 
consistent on this subject. 1 had supposed that, 
of all men, I should be the Jast selected; but a 
letter I wrote in 1849, is garbled; and a resolution 
of Missouri, in 1849, which I approved, is most 
grossly garbled. This is the Morning Herald, 
printed in the city of St. Louis. Ithasatits mast- 
head “‘Sternen A. Doveras for President;’’ and 


Has the Senator read all the res- 


quotes the following as a resolution of the Mis- | 


souri Legislature, passed in 1849: 
“The right to prohibit slavery ina Territory belongs €x- 
elusively to the people thereof.’? 


And it is said that this sustains the doctrine of ! 


squatter sovereignty. ‘Well, if that were all the 
resolution, it would be true; but what do you 
think, when you hear the residuc of the resolution, 
of the fair dealing of the writer who would cut a 
resolution right in the middle, and publish one half 
and leave out the other half of it? He says: 

“The right to prohibit slavery in a Territory belongs ex- 
elusively to the people thereof.” 


| that is the argument of these gentlemen. 


which he omits, is.this: nar 

& And can only he exercised by them in forming their con- 
stitution for a State government, or in their sovereign. capa- 
city as an independent State.” i 

This is a qualification which all will admit. tọ 
be important. My letter expressly approved the 
resolution. 

That resolution I sustained in 1849, in one of 
the hottest political contests that this country. has 
ever witnessed; and the people of the State sus- 
tained it. At that time it was believed and un- 
derstood that the honorable Senator from Illinois 
sympathized at us throughoutall that difficulty. 

his is the doctrine which was announced. by 
the Senate in 1838, by the House in that same 
year, by Missouri in 1849, and by the Cincin- 
nati convention in 1856.. It has been indorsed by 
the courts and the people, and is sound and whole- 
some. 

I will now read the resolution, passed not twenty 
days ago, in which the Legislature of Missouri 
reaffirm the same doctrine. There is a consist- 
ency and a uniform adherence to the Constitu- 
tion, running through a long series of years, that 
has marked the course of the Missouri Democ- 
racy—I will make no invidious comparisons, but 
I will say—not to be surpassed by any Constitu- 
tion-loving State of this Union. The last reso- 
lutions were passed a few days since, and the vote 
was on some 100 to 3, on others 105 to.2, and so 
on, showing the unanimity with which this ques- 
tion issustainedin Missouri. The third and fourth. 
resolutions of the series are: 

“ Third. That we regard the Territories of the United 


| States as the common property of the people of the several 


States of this Union, and, as such, open alike to settlement 
to citizens of every part of the Confederacy, and that they 
have the undoubted right to remove therein with property 
of whatever nature, kind, and description; and we regard 
any attempt to debar them of this right as a flagrant viola- 


| tion of the Federal compact and the law of the land, as 


decided by its supreme authorities. 

“ Fourth. That we regard it as the right of every Terri- 
tory, when it has the required population, to demand ad- 
mission into the Union upon the terms prescribed by the 
Federal Constitution, and upon admission as a State, to 
allow or probibit slavery, as it may deem expedient.” 

Such is the position that the State of Missouri 
occupies to-day. It is in harmony with the entire 
Democratic party; and to publish garbled extracts, 
and undertake to represent Missouri as.ever hav- 
ing indorsed this idea of “ popular sovereignty,” 
which I regard as a political heresy, is extraor- 
dinary indeed. T will not impute it to any wicked 
design, but it is clearly very unjust to tho State 
of Missouri, as well as to myself individually. 

I have thus taken the pains, Mr, President, to 
show what has been the history of the party on 
this subject; that it has met questions just accord- 
ing as the danger threatens. -It never went out 
of its way to court new difficulties. In drawing 
up its platform it would not go into abstractions, 
unless there was some present question pressed 
on the. public mind that required to be met cither 
affirmatively or negatively; and now, when we 
had supposed we had passed all the difficulties of 
the slave question, I much regret to see it reintro- 
duced. But Iam told by the honorable Senator 
from Illinois that, if we maintain our position, 


| which is, that under the Constitution as inter- 
| preted by the Supreme Court, there is no power 


while the territorial condition remains to prohibit 
slavery, such maintenance will reopen the agita- 
tion of the question here. It is just the opposite. 
It ends the agitation now and forever. The halls 
of Congress will hardly hear the'word “ slavery’? 
pronounced, if we adhere to that, and, in good 
faith, carry it out—no agitation, but peace, good 
will, and tranquillity. But on the contrary, sup- 


|| pose we resort to this new-fangled idea that an 


organized Territory can do as it pleases on this 
subject, but an unorganized one has no power, for 
When- 
ever you are called up to organize a Territory, 
the battle, with all its bitterness, will come before 
the Senate and House of Representatives. If the 
doctrine is to prevail that an organized Territory, 
can do these things and destroy the rights of 
whole States at its own will and pleasure, but an 
unorganized one cannot, and the Constitution 
prevails in an unorganized Territory, the South 
will say, “ keep ùt wnorganized.”? The North will 
say, ‘let it be organized.” And thus will be re- 
introduced all the strife, and contention, and bit- 
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terness, and ill-feeling that have characterized the 
debates in. Congress on the slavery issue. 
ought to -banish this: question now and forever; | 
we ought to hush these unnecessary issues on the 
subject of squatter’? or “ popular” sovereignty. 
To be able to do this without injury to any inter- 
est; or without calling upon any person or people 
to -sacrifice his or their self-respect, we must 
strictly adhere to the decision of the Supreme 
Court. It is our only safety. It is just, proper, 
and respectable. ; : 

it is admitted by the advocates of this doctrine 
that Congress may institute temporary govern- 
ments in the Territories. What is meant by in- 
stituting a government? It is of no use to talk to 
the American people, or to the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States, and use terms, unless you intend to 
convey some definite idea. _ What is it to institute 
a government? I only can understand it as cre- 
ating. Is it merely to prescribe the boundary? 
Is it merely to declare them a community? Is it 
to give them a form of government? On the con- 
trary, does it not neccessarily include the right to 
prescribe their powers? A government duly in- 
stituted must have its boundaries marked out in 
order to know the geographical extent of its ju- 
risdiction. They must be thrown into an organ- 
ized community, and invested with certain rights 
for the purposes set forth in the law instituting 
such government. They must have a form in 
which they are to exert their governing power, 
and the extentof their power must be marked and 
defined, else their government is imperfectly insti- 
tuted. 

Now, then, if Congress can institute a govern- 
ment; if they can create a territorial government, 
in what manner can it exercise such power? Only 
by a legislative act, approved by the President, 
as required by the Constitution of the United 
States. But if Congress can pass, it can also re- 
peal an act; and this, in relation to territorial or- 

anization acts, I understand the Senator from 

hio to admit. The Senator from Ilinois admit- 
ted it in his Springficld speech when he proposed 
to repeal the organic act of Utah. The right of 
repealing continues as long as the territorial con- 
ditionremains. Now, ifthe right to repeal exists, 
so does the right to modify, and any inconsistent 
legislation, or, in other words, any legislation b 
Congress inconsistent with the organic act, is, if 
subsequent to it, a repeal pro tanto, Congress 
can, at any time, notwithstanding the Kansas- 
Nebraska bjll, notwithstanding the Utah bill, not- 
withstanding the New Mexico bill, notwithstand- 
ing the Washington bill, pass any law within the 
scope of its power under the Constitution, how- 
ever inconsistent it may be with the prior con- 
eressional organicacts of those several Territories. 
I think I find the Senator from Ohio expressly 
admitting that; for in the debate of July 2, 1856, 
to which [ have already referred, he sad: 

My colleague charges me, also, with having extolled 
two sections of the penal statutes of Kansas. J did nothing 
of this sort. He has misapprehended the whole tenor of 
my remarks. I said that the legislation was not unexampled 
that was my proposition. There are statutes ofsimitar im- 
port in many of the States. ‘here are statutes even more se- 
vere than these. [said of them, sir, that they were couched 
in terms not readily intelligible; and J said, as I say now, 
that in so faras the eleventh section provided a punishment 
for the offense of exciting au insurrection of slaves, it could 
bedefended anywhere. As to the twelfth section, to which 
my colleague specially referred, f condemned that in broad 
terms, and said that it ought to be annulled; and further- 


more, | gave my full assent to the suggestion of the venerable 
Senator from Michigan if Mr. Cass, ] that Congress should so 


amend the organic law of the Territory as to supersede the 
tests established by the Legislature. I had, in fact, doune 
more. Lhad then prepared, and have now in my desk, a 
joint resolution to annul these very objectionable provis- 
ions; and I should bave asked leave to introduce it thi 
morning, but for the fact that the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. Cravron] has, during my absence, introduced a bill 
to the same effect. ™—Appendia to the Congressional Globe, 
Thirty-Fourth Cougress, first session, page 757. 


It was perfectly competent to intervene and 
remove obnoxious Jaws in Kansas—laws that, 
perhaps, were objectionable; popular sovercignty 
was not too sacred for Congress to intervene 
and repel by a legislative congressional act laws 
passe by that Territory. If in that case it could 
be done, ifa Territory should undertake to pass 
laws destroying a constitutional right attending the 
slaveholder, would congressional intervention be 


We} 


| or form. 


any more objectionable? Is it not just as compe- 
tent, and not only competent, is it potas much | 


the sacred duty of Congress in the one case as the 
other? Lhold that this Government ig, created 
for protection; this Government is created to se- 
cure the rights of all, so far as they depend upon 
Federal authority; andifthe General Government 


sees the rights.of any portion invaded, however | 


weak or smali—and the weaker and the smaller 
the more the necessity —it is its constitutional duty 
to repress such invasion and punish the invaders. 

Thus it will be scen that the right of Congress 
to repeal, change, or modify an organic act of a 
Territory, or, indecd any laws which may be 
passed by a Territory, has been asserted again 
and again by statesmen of all parties throughout 
the history of this Government. 

I have had prepared a synopsis of the congres- 
sional acts organizing and governing twenty Ter- 
ritories. This synopsis shows from the begin- 
ning, in 1789, at what times the Territories were 
organized; the officers in whom the governing 
authority was placed; the extent of the power 
granted; the number of changes that have been 
made by Congress; the laws thatthe Territories, 
from time to time, have passed, and that have 
been repealed by Congress; and presenting the 
whole in a clear, intelligible shape. This vast 
mass of legislation shows that for an unbroken 
period of seventy years, Congress has exercised 
a power to institute territorial governments, and 
to abolish and change such governments. Italso 
shows that Congress has always claimed and cx- 
ercised the right to supervise the acts of these gov- 
ernments, and to annul them at its pleasure. I 
may regard thatinformation of importance enough 
to publish it as an appendix. I will not now take 
up the time of the Senate by reading it; but I make 
this assertion: that there never has been a single 
territorial government, from 1789 down to the 
present period of time, in which the Federal au- 
thority was not maintained, and the supervision 
of Congress exerted. 

We have been told, however, that every power 
conferred on Congress must be exercised by Con- 


| gress itself; and that, if Congress has power to 


take care of the Territories, they cannot delegate 
that power to the Territory in any manner, shape, 
J think there is not much force in that 
argument. I think we see that done every day in 
every State of the Union. The legislative power 
of Missouri is supreme in that State, yet they 
parcel it out and delegate it to counties, to city 
corporations, and municipalities, and two thirds 


of the legislation for all the communities in the | 


State is through these lesser agencics created by 
State authority. Come to the District of Colum- 
bia. The Constitution says Congress shall have 
exclusive power to legislate in all cases whatsoever 
for this District; yet Congress has chartered the 
city of Washington and the city of Georgetown, 
and authorized their people to elect a legislative 
council with power to pass ordinances in which 
they establish a police, fix the grades of the 
streets, assess property, and levy taxes. Where 
do they get the authority? Whence? From Con- 
gress. How did Congress get it? By virtue of a 
special grant in the Constitution. Then it cannot 
be true that Congress cannot delegate power; 
because if Congress cannot delegate, the acts of 
all your corporate authorities are null and void, 
although the judiciary has affirmed their legality. 
I will not presume to comment on this argument. 
Corporations of this description are in the habit 
of legislating, assessing property, selling it for 
taxes, and divesting the title of the owner, and 
yetall this is done by delegated authority. It is 
too late to bring this authority into question. 
But, what could be the purpose of using an 
argument of that kind?) Why has it been urged 
that Congress cannot delegate any of its authority 
to the Territories? Whatis the object of that? 
I can see no object save one, and that is to prove 
that the power of legislation is an inherent, ori- 
ginal power of the Territory; in other words, that 


the power of legislation is not derived from Con- 
| P S 


gress. If that was not the purpose of the argu- 
ment, it was used for no intelligible purpose. If 
it was used for that purpose, then the writer in- 


volves himself in this absurdity and contradic- } 


tion—and { use the term with all due respect: he 
says the Territory cannot exercise the power until 
they are organized by Congress. Now, if it be 
an original, inherent power, they can exercise 


it, without let or hindrance of Congress, or any 
other legislative body in this or in any other coun- 
try. But, on this subject, I am reminded by the 
Senator from Ohio that California was an instance, 
and the first instance, of the exercise of popular 
sovereignty. ‘I think that Senator wasa little mis- 
taken. In the first place, the doctrine is, that an 
“organized”? Territory may exercise this power. 
California never was “‘ organized’? as a Territory. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is mistaken. I said 
that phrase was invented for the benefit of Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. GREEN. I understood him to say that 
was the first instance in which the squatter-sov- 
ereimity ower was exercised. : 

Mr. UGH. No, sir; I said that was the case 
to which the sentence was first applied. I think 
the thirteen original Colonies were the first case 
of squatter sovereignty. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; and that, at last, is 
the only kind of ‘squatter sovereignty”? left to 
us! But, sir, that kind is revolution ! It is Revo- 
LUTION in your Territory, and if that is the kind 
of squatter sovereignty you want, l am, if possi- 
ble, more unalterably opposed to it, and so will be 
the Federal authority. It is revolution. You 
assimilate it to the Colonies, and have no other 
kind of squatter sovereignty save that which, in 
their dire necessities, the thirteen Colonies re- 
sorted to. They drew the sword and fought their 
battles on Bunker Hill, and throughout this broad 
land, by force, maintained their right to squatter 
sovereignty; but it was revolution in the eyes of 
the world and of themselves. So it is with Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, The very moment you under- 
take to give or to recognize the existence in them 
of the same power, it is a revolution of the same 
character as that wrought by our fathers, though 
without any of the reasons which they had it in 
their power to plead in justification therefor. 

But, in order to avoid the force and effect of the 
decision in the Dred Scott case, we are told that 
“slavery is local and freedom is national.” This 
is a very favorite catch-phrase of the Republicans: 
t slavery is local, and freedom is national !’? Well, 
sir, when the Constitution was formed, of the 
thirteen original States, twelve had slaves, and one 
only had provided for the prospective abolition of 
slavery, but still had slaves. Where was the na- 
tional freedom then? I should like to be informed. 
Why, sir, the contrary—the converse of the prop- 
osition, is true, accerding to the meaning attached 
by northern fanatics to the words ‘ freedom,” 
anti-slavery.” ‘ Anti-slavery ’’is local, and the 
right to hold property in slaves was and is ma- 
tional. J assert that proposition, and J intend to 
maintain it. I know that cach locality invested 
with sovercign power has the right to provide for 
the prospective extinction of slavery or any other 
spe of property; but that makes it a local pro- 
hibition, confined to the State making the prohibi- 
tion; and, except where that local prohibition 
legally exists, the right to hold slave property 
remains. The right continucs to exist all over all 
the States and all the Territories of the Union. 
And even the prohibiting locality can repeal its 
act. The converse of the proposition is there- 
fore truc; the right to hold slaves is national, it is 
constitutional, and can be lawfully claimed and 
exercised by any one and by all the States of this 
Union. The prohibition of slavery is local. I 
do not want my southern friends to be startled at 
the singularity of this proposition. It is true, 
and I shall beable to sustain myself in it. The 
advocates of the locality of slavery refer to this 
clause of the Constitution: 

«c No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim 
of the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 

And for the purpose of construing it so as to 
prove that slavery is local, they quote ‘‘ no person 
held to service or labor in one State under the 
laws thereof,’? and say, ‘now does it not say 
slavery is local’’?—‘*held under the laws of the 
State’’— the laws thereof??? Very well. Anar- 
gument that will not bear being carried out to its 
logical consequences is not worthy of consider- 
ation. Let us see what the rest of it is: 


£: No person held to service or labor.in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein Vm 


1860.] 
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The prohibition must be “ 


THEREIN,” 


as much local to the State “therein,” as the 
holding of slaves is to the State ‘‘ thereof.” Isit 
not palpably so? A proper construction of this 
clause means this: it implies that ¢ach one of the 
sovercign States may pass laws dispensing with 
the use of slave labor. No such implication ap- 
plies to any Territory, for the Constitution does 
not so Say, nor does any clause thereof permit any 
such construction. Why then do I say that the 
abolition of slavery is local? I say so because 
all cases of abolition of slavery by States have 
occurred since this Constitution was formed; and 
I say so because the area within which slavery 
is prohibited was created and enlarged by virtue 
of the local right of the several States, specially 
reserved in the Federal Constitution—for they 
never transferred to Congress the right to contro] 
the subject of property; tlt right each of the 
several Utntes reserved#and it is recognized in the 
clause which I have read, which admits that some 
State might, in its locality, by virtue of its reserved 
right, dispense with slavery, if it saw proper to do 
so. In the process of time a large number of States, 
the largest number, have dispensed with slavery; 


but in each and every case this prohibition, in its | 


very terms, is confined to the locality enacting the 


prohibition. Noone, nor all, of these local prohibi- | 


tions have affected, much less changed, the con- 
stitutional relations of the General Government 
to the subject of slavery. As it was when the 
thirteen slave States formed the Union, so is it 
to-day. 

Outside of the limits of those States, what is 
the condition of the question? The right to hold 
slaves there is perfect under the Constitution. 
Does the Constitution, then, establish slavery? 
Does it exist by virtue of the Constitution? Is 
its existence recognized by the Constitution? I 
shall not stop to quibble concerning words. I say 
the right to carry slaves, or other property, into 
a Territory, is aright which exists as the result of 


the power for the acquisition of territories under | 


the Constitution of the United States. But for 
that Constitution, territory could not have been 
acquired. The moment territory was acquired, 
it was subject to the authority and for the enjoy- 
ment of al the citizens who compose the Federal 
Union. Congress acquiresterritory forthe Federal 
Union, whose representative it is; it is for the 
benefit of the Federal Union, and the sovereignty 
of the territory is, therefore, with the Federal Gov- 
ernment. But because the dominion of the terri- 
tory is in the Federal Government, it does not 
follow, and is not truc, in pointof fact, that Con- 
gress can do what it pleases with the territory. 


The power of Congress is extremely limited and | 


circumscribed in the territory. 

There is hardly a sovereign in the world but 
what has limitations placed on hispower, Queen 
Victoria is the sovereign of Great Britain, and 
vet there are many limitations upon her power. 

ouis Napoleon has limitations on his power; and 
there is not a sovereign of Europe but has limit- 
ations. Even an oligarchy have limitations on 
their power. The mere fact of sovereignty exist- 
ing does not indicate how much power that sov- 
ereignty may exercise. Hence you will observe 
the guarded language of the Supreme Court. They 
say, Judge McLean says, and Judge Curtis also 


says, while they are contending for the authority | 


of Congress, that there are limitations and restric- 
tions on it. So says the court in pronouncing 
the judgment. Limitations are not inconsistent 
with sovereignty. So with all the States in this 


Union; they are called sovereign, independent | 
States; yet they have voluntarily transferred to | 


the Federal Government certain of their powers. 
Such they cannot exercise. Take this Federal 
Union; it is sovereign within the sphere of its 
action; yet the powers that it can exercise are ex- 
ceedingly limited, specified, and pointed out in the 
Constitution. No more were granted than were 
deemed actually necessary to carry into execution 
our system of Government in this Union. These 
cannot be understood by the study either of the 
colonies, or of any of the confederacies in Europe 
that ever have existed. 
is sui generis. It was originally an association of 
thirteen States; it is now thirty-three. 

In the exercise of constitutional power we ac- 


and the | 
slavery ‘thereof.’ The prohibition therefore is | 


It is peculiar to itself; it | 


carries with him every right which is not pro- 
hibited in that other. If he has a right to a slave 
in Virginia, and goes into a Territory where it is 
not prohibited, he has a right to hold it there. 
This is true asa rule of law; but I do not care to 
invoke it; for I do not believe it is strictly appli- 
cable. It is not for the reason that all the citi- 
zens of all the States are under two complete 
jurisdictions—the United States, within the scope 
of the Federal Constitution, and the State, within 
its limits and within the scope of its constitutional 
power. Every citizen of every State is a citizen 
of the two jurisdictions. He is a citizen of the 
State as a State citizen, and he is a citizen of the 
United States as a United States citizen. When 
he leaves the State of Virginia, he ceases to be a 
citizen of Virginia, but he is still a citizen of the 
United States; and, if he goes into any part of the 
United States, he does not get into a hastile sover- 
eignty. He gors into another part of his own Gov- 
ernment, and he need not invoke the aid of the rule 
of law, that he carries with him all rights not pro- 
hibited. He is in simply another part of his own 
Government. Suppose he gocs from one part of 
the country into another, say from Maine to Geor- 
gia. When you go within the limits of a State, so 
far as they have a right to act on those subjects, 
you are subject to their State law; but when you 
go into a Territory, Congress has no power to 


the States. Congress cannot destroy one of the 
clements of its own existence. 

This Government is predicated upon slavery as 
well as upon other property. It enters into tax- 
ation, and unlike other property enters into repre- 


isto make thisa modified, changed, different, and 
new Government. The Federal Government can- 
not lawfully change its own character, impair its 
own efficiency, nor lessen its own influence. If 
you once determine that slavery is local to Vir- 
inia, to Kentucky, to Missouri, or any other 
tate that enacts it or permits it, then in viola- 
tion of acommon right to a common territory, 
your slave territory is gone forever; slavery will 
be confined to the limits to which it is at present 
confined, and can never be permitted to extend. 
The right to take slaves into a Territory, it being 
a part of the domain of your own Government, 
and not of a different Government, can be illustra- 
ted thus: A ship sails from Boston or New York 
on the high seas under the flag of the United States 
representing the Constitution, and with slaves on 
board. The ship sails, not under any local law, 
andof course is not subject to the law of Virginia. 
Whatthen? Is the ship upon the ocean without 
law? It is protected by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. Why? Because it is the property ofa 
citizen. But is it not, when on the broad occan, 
beyond the local law? Yes. Then slavery is not 
confined to nor solely protected by local law. 
Where is the slave? He is on board the vessel. 
What is that vessel in contemplation of inter- 
national law that gives it this immunity and this 
national protection? It is considered by the prin- 
ciples of international law, a part of the domain 
of the United States. It is not considered as 
pant of the domain of Virginia, or Kentucky, or 
issouri, but it is a part of the domain of the 
United Slates. J 
lask, if by afiction of law only, a vessel is called 
a part of the domain, and yet, by virtue of it, the 
Constitution extending over it protects your slave, 
will not the same principle, for a still stronger 
reason, prevail in the ACTUAL DOMAIN, THE TER- 
RITORY OF THE Unire Srares? Look at your 
treaties with England; look at every Indian treaty 
you have ever madc, and you will see whether 
they have paid for slaves under the local law or 
under the laws of the United States. When the 
| treaty was made at Ghent, and commissioners 


a citizen going from one sovereignty into another | 


prohibit, but is bound to protect, without dis- | 
crimination, the property of all the citizens of all | 


sentation; and to take the slave element out of it | 


j ject, I recollect very indistingtiy 


appointed, and difficulties sprung up-on this sub- 
some ofthe cor- 
respondence on the subject. The Enghsh. com- 
missioner said: ‘I cannot pay for slaves; I can- 
not recognize property in.man outside of the local 
law.” Phere was a dispute between the English 


commissioner and the American. commissioner 


ri 


T 


on this point. That dispute was referred by the: 


convention, I think, to the Emperor. of Russia, 
and he decided in favor of the United. States, to 
wit: that a ge should pay forall those slaves. 

Mr. PUGH. That wasnot the point submitted. 
There was no question about payment for the 
slaves. That was stipulated for. The British 
Government said they would pay for slaves car- 
ried off. We claimed that they should pay for 


| those who ran off. The Russian Emperor decided 


that slaves who ran off and took refuge with the 
British should be paid for. 

Mr. GREEN. That makes it still better for 
me. That is a public admission that slavery is 
not local; but that wherever you take the prop- 
erty of a citizen you must make it good, whether 
the place of capture was more thana marine league 
from shore or not; whether the slaves were upon 
the bosom of the great deep taken from a vessel 
of the United States, under the flag of the United 
States, or upon the main land, wherever it be, in- 
demnity must be made. $ 

Mr. PUGH. Those slaves were taken from 
Maryland. ‘ 

Mr. GREEN. Some of them were, but some 
were not. Some were taken at sea. Now, sir, 
no one will dispute the correctness of the princi- 
ple Iam stating, that your right of property in 
slaves on board ship is perfect and complete. You 
can only sustain that right by the process of rea- 
soning to which I have referred, to wit: that it is 
construed to bea part of the domain of the Union; 
and, by parity of reasoning, if what is the do- 
main of the Union only in fiction, will protect 
your right, for a still stronger reason the actual 
domain, the territory of the United States, will also 
protect it. Itis gratifying to me to be able to take 
that position and refer back to this same letter my 
opponents misquoted, and show that I took that 
same position ten years ago, in 1849. I then said 
this: 


& The duty and character of this.Gevernment, in afford- 
ing protection to every kind of property, everywhere out- 
side of and beyond the local law, are truly and foreibly ex- 
emplified in the ease of slaves sailing upon the high seas, 
A slave sailing under the flag of the United States, upon 
the highway of nations, and not under the influence of any 
local law, is nevertheless protected as such by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. By the principles of interna- 
tional taw, the vessel is considered as part of the domain of 
the Union—not of any particular State; and, being part of 
such domain ofthe nation, the slave 1s protected and secured 
to the owner. Now, if the slaveholder’s rights are protected 
on the vessce]—which, by fiction of law, only constitutes part 
of the domain—will not the same rights be equally entitled 
to protection when in the actual domain—the territories of 
the United States ?” 


I trust, therefore, inconsistency will not be 
charged on me any more. Iam aware that the 
northern people are frequently approached and 
told that the South wiil be demanding a “slave 
code.’ I will not impugn motives, but it looks 
as if it was done to frighten them and drive them 
to espouse the opposite doctrine of popular sov- 
ecreignty. Who raised the first cry ofa “slave 
code?” Who in the United States ever demanded 
itof Congress before the Territories were invoked 
to attempt to abolish slavery? Until that time 
not a soul in or out of Congress, so far as my 
recollection is concerned, ever said Congress ought 
to intervene; and even now we say the moment 
you recognize the constitutional right, as determ- 
ined by the court, we shall need no more pro- 
tection; the Territories will be obedient; the Ter- 
ritories will cease to make the attempt, and we 
shall need no legislation. But if we do need it, 
rou must give it. Itis our constitutional right. 
Ir protection is required, and we sce an actual 


| necessity, itis your duty to give us the protection 


which the Constitution guaranties, After the 
decision of the Dred Scott case, even Kansas and 
Nebraska were content to move along, exercising 
only the constitutional powers conferred by the 
organic act; but since that time we see one of the 
evil conséquences of the agitation of this new 
question. Nebraska, without asingle slave within 
her whole territory, introduced a bill, and tried 


'to pass it, abolishing slavery. They tried the 
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experiment simply to see what they could do. 
They were invited to it; their attention was called 
toit by squatter-sovereignty advocates. Nothing 
would have happened if all had stood by the old 
land-marks of the Democratic party; had stood 
by what we plighted our faith we would do— 
abide the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. é 

But I am asked, how much protection do you 
want? ‘When the worst comes to the worst, if 
the Territories should be encouraged to make an 
attempt; if evil-disposed persons should go into 
the Territories and interfere with the right of 
masters there, in no event, in the strongest case 
that you can present, shall we ask more for slaves 
than for any other kind of property.. Punish tres- 
passers; punish evil doers by penalties, corporeal 
and pecuniary; and by these means you can pro- 
tect all property, and extend protection to us in 
proportion to the value of the property, what- 
ever that may be. Is that to be called a slave 
code and be made odious to the North, and 
frighten them from their sense of propriety? Sure- 
ly not, It is simply to carry out a constitutional 
privilege. 

Mr. PUGH. I would suggest to the Senator 
that the first time I ever heard of a slave code in 
my life was in this Chamber from the Senator 
from Mississippi, on the 23d of February last. I 
had never heard the phrase before. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator never heard it 
from me. ; 

Mr. PUGH. I think the Senator will find it 
in the report of his speech. 

Mr. BROWN. You will find it in the report 
of the speech of the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Mississippi 
spoke first and commenced the discussion. 


Mr. BROWN. I did not say anything about 
a slave code, not a word. 
Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Ohio is en- 


tirely mistaken, I recollect all about it; but that 
is not important. But I am told that Congress 
has never yet passed a criminal law for an organ- 
ized Territory. As the Territory is common and 
joint property; as principles of justice require us 
to have an equal opportunity to participate in it; 
as we are tenants in common and ought to be pro- 
tected in the enjoyment of our rights as fully as 
our brethren of other States, if we cannot in an 
organized Territory have that equal right, I shall, 
asan act of simple justice to my constituents, go 
against the organization of any Territory, and I 
will seck the repeal of all the territorial govern- 
ments already organized, If the rights of all the 
people cannot be protected when you delegate a 
portion of your authority to a territorial govern- 
ment;if territorial governmentsare not to be trusted 
in its excreise, the trustshould be withdrawn and 
Congress should resume it. 

But again, the Senators are entirely mistaken 
when they assert that Congress has never under- 
taken to pass criminal laws for an organized Ter- 
ritory. I think I can show them an instance. 
The ‘* Toombs bill’? was voted for by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and the Senator from Hlinois. My 
recollection is-——— 

Mr. PUGH. Did the Senator understand me 
to say, that there had never been any act of Con- 
gress to define and punish crimes in a Territory? 
T have never said so. 

Mr.GREEN, In any “organized” Territory. 

Mr.PUGH. Or inan “organized”? Territory. 
I never said so. 

Mr. GREEN. Judge Doveras did say so. 
In the Toombs bill there were two amendments, 
moved by Mr. Brodhead, and unanimously adopt- 
ed, which did that very thing. 

Mr. PUGH. There is no doubt of the fact. 
It was done in that case to secure true elections. 

Mr. GREEN. It was in regard to elections; 
but I hold, if it was competent for Congress to 
protect the polls and competent to punish a fraud 
in relation thereto, so would Congress be compe- 
tent to punish any other wrong-doing, slave-steal- 
ing included. So far as the constitutional power 
is concerned, and so far as expediency is con- 
cerned. there can be no escape from this conclu- 
sion, namely, that you can pass a criminal law, 
whenever and wherever you please, within the 
limits of the jurisdiction of the Constitution. 

But, sir, on the subject of protection permit me 


to say, that the North ought not to affect a sur- 
prise at the position taken by the South. You 

ave this day a slave code for all the northern 
States, a slave code passed by congressional au- 
thority, a slaye code that ought to be more efficient 
than it is; and it is a code to provide for the return 
of fugitive slaves. You will observe the close sim- 
ilarity in the two cases. 
slaves, the Constitution says you shall have a 
right to reclaim them. In the case of the Terri- 
tories, the Constitution says, as decided by the 
Supreme Court, you shall have a right to go into 
the Territories. Under that fugitive slave grant, 
we had no fugitive slave law forfour years. There 
was a patriotic sentiment in the North; the under- 
ground railroads had not begun to work; the anti- 
slavery locomotive had not been constructed; the 
motive power did not then exist; the political 
trickery which lies at the foundation of the whole 
scheme had not then been born. While whole- 
some views of the Constitution prevailed, no fur- 


ther legislation was required; but in the course of 


four years, 1793, there began to be interference to 
prevent the rights of masters to recapture their 
slaves, according to the provision of the Consti- 
tution; and then it was that an application was 
made to Congress for additional aid. Aid to what? 
Aid to secure a right provided for in the Consti- 
tution. Very well, bn the subject of slavery in 
the Territories, it has alrcady been decided that 
it is constitutional for us to go there. If weare let 
alone, we shall do as our fathers did for four years 
under the fugitive slave clause of the Constitution— 
we shall ask nothing; but, if you invite them to 
interfere, if you are determined to stimulate them 
to obstruct our rights, we shall call on the com- 
petent authority to give us additional aids to enjoy 
a constitutional right. Is there wronginthis? Is 
there hardship in it? Can any northern man say 
it will break him down at home? [should be very 
sorry to hear it said. 
r. PUGH. I have not heard that said. 

Mr. GREEN. [have heard it. The Senator 
says that ninety-nine hundredths of the Democ- 
racy of the Northwest coincide with him. Iun- 
derstood him to say that, 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly they do in my own 
State, for sinee I have made my speech they have 
done so by unanimous vote, 

Mr. GREEN. He says the natural, legitimate 
inference of his sovereignty doctrine is the sup- 


In the case of fugitive’ 


portof the Lecompton constitution. If so, ninety- | 


ninc hundredths of the Northwest are against 
Judge Doveras on the Lecompton question, and 
the Administration has been most. triumphantly 
sustained by ninety-nine hundredths of the north- 
ern Democracy, and unanimously South. 

Mr. PUGH. As the Senator from IHinois is 
not present, } shall not allow the Senator from 
Missouri to put me in that position. 1 say the 
people of my State have sustained my view of the 
nature of a territorial government. Since [made 
my speech, the Democracy of Ohio, by resolution 
unanimously adopted, have taken that ground. 
They did it before. We never had any issue 
about Lecompton inthe Democratic party in Ohio. 
We bound over both parties to keep the peace 
by unanimous resolution. We have no such dis- 
tinction in Ohio, and never had it. 


Mr. GREEN. That was a playful remark of j 


mine; butstill, it shows thatan agreement on one 

uestion may be ascribed to two different sources. 

rhe Senator from Illinois says the principle of 
popular sovereignty forced him to oppose Lecomp- 
ton; and the Senator from Ohio says the same 
principle induced him to support the Lecompton 
constitution. Itmust bea strange principle to pro- 
duce such contradictory results! I was going to 
remark, Lam told by the Senator from Hlinois that, 
in passing through a Territory, you are protected: 
inall your property; but the moment you stop and 
open your bales, you are then subject to the local 
law. {desire to be informed what law protects 
you in transitu through the Territory. Suppose 
you had “unfriendly legislation” against passing 
through the Territory, or suppose you had pro- 
hibitory Icgislation against passing through it, 
how would you get through, except by physical 
force or congressional intervention? Yeti am told 
in a published article that, in passing through a 
Territory, a citizen is protected in all his property. 
What protects him? He who will tell me what 


protects him, and point it out in an intelligible 
manner, wil enable me to tell him what protects 
my property there permanently. What protects the 
citizen against unfriendly legislation against his 
property when in passage? If you can find any 


| warrant to protect the one, without legislation 


providing additional aids for its protection, I will 
apply it to the other by the same process. 

ut we are then told that the Territories are not 
sovereign—that sovereignty is suspended. That 


| is the language of the report of the Senator from 


Illinois, made on the Lecompton question. What 
is it to suspend ? It isto hang aa believe. Well, 
if it is hung up or suspended, it is not an existing 
power; it cannot be exercised until you unhang it 
and take it down. That sovereignty which is 
hung up cannot be exercised, and has no practi- 
cal value. But the Senator from Illinois made use 
of one remark so very. cxtraordinary, that I must 
take the time to refer tô it, though I dia notintend 
to do so. He says the tenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States shows that all 
powers, not granted to Congress nor prohibited 
to the States, are reserved to the States respect- 
ively or to the people, and he construes that in 
this way: 

« AN powers, which are Federal by nature, are delegated 
to Congress. ‘Chose which are municipal and domestic in 
their character are reserved to the States respectively orto 
the people; that is to the States in respect to all their in- 
habitants, and to the people of the Territories prior to their 
admission as States.” 


If that construction be true, the people of the 
States have no reserved powers at all. The 
“ States” have certain reserved powers, but the 
people of the States have nothing reserved! It is 
all gone! but the people of a Territory have re- 
served rights! If sovereignty is reserved to the 
people of the Territory, tell me how you are 
going to get it transferred from the propxe of the 
Territory to the territorial Government made by 
Congress? Flow can you do it? Where is your 
authority for doing it? Here is a government 
appointed by Federal authority; here isa machin- 
ery of government instituted by Congress. You 
say the power is ‘ reserved” to the people of the 
Tervitory. How will you get it out of them? 
There is but one way, and that is bya convention 
organizing a State government. ‘Then they can 
transfer it; then they can vest in it agents; but, 
until then, they cannot part with their reserved 
power, if they have any. No power, while re- 
served, can be exercised, unless it is exercised in 
person or transferred; and when the Senator from 
Ohio spoke of California being an instance of the 
exercise of squatter sovereignty, I think he greatly 
misunderstood the process of the formation of 
States; and when he said that his principle of pop- 
ular sovercignty permitted him to support the 
Lecompton constitution, 1 think he entirely mis- 
apprehended and misunderstood the whole the- 
ory of the formation of State governments. Sir, 
while the Territory continues, it is a municipal 
power created by Congress for municipal pur- 
poses; and it is limited to the range of subjects 
pointed outin the organic act. The moment they 
convene together to form a State constitution, it is 
the first act of sovereignty. The territorial acts 
are subordinate acts. The territorial act is an 
agency; itis the act of an agent created by Con- 
gress; but the very first act to create a State con- 
stitution is the first act of sovereignty. Congress 
sometimes assents to such power beforehand, 
sometimes assents toit after its exercise; but, in 
either case, whether before or after, it is the first 
act of sovereignty. 

[At this point, the honorable Senator yielded 
the floor for an executive session. ] 


Wepnespay, January 11, 1860. 


Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I find, on re- 
flection, that I uscd a term yesterday, which, per- 
haps, I ought to explain. I made use of the word 
t sovereignty” for the purpose of conveying the 
idea of jurisdiction, and not with reference to the 
original source of power as vested in the people; 
and when I claimed for the Federal Government 
t sovercignty’’ over the Territories, I meant the 
jurisdiction over the Territory; but, of course, not 
unlimited power. By reference to the whole of 
my remarks, it will be seen I thus qualified it at 
the time, but to avoid all misapprehension and 
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misconception, I make this explanation: that I 
used the term ‘sovereignty ” notin its original 
full sense, but as expressive of jurisdiction only. 

Mr. PUGH. As the Senator is making an ex- 

lanation, I hope he will explain onc step further. 
Does he use the phrase ‘jurisdiction ’’ as equiv- 
alent to ‘legislative power?” It has been fur- 
thermore suggested to. me by the Senator from 
Maine, to ask him where he thinks this jurisdic- 
tion originated: what is the source of it? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, 1 have no diffi- 
culty in answering any of those questions. When 
I say the jurisdiction over the Territory is in the 
Federal Government, E mean it is in the whole 
Government, to be exercised either through the 
legislative branch, the executive branch, or the ju- 
dicial branch, or the three combined. The ex- 
ecutive has power to protect with the Army and 
the Navy, the judiciary has the power to adjudi- 
cate, and Congress has the power to legislate; but 
neither of the three, nor the three combined, have 
unlimited power. There are restraints and re- 
strictions placed upon them that neither one dare 
transcend; and, if am asked the source of power, 
although it is not pertinent to the present question 
under discussion, I can answer that with 
facility. The source is a necessary inci 
the power to acquire. 

Now, Mr. President, I will proceed t# answer 
the arguments that have been brought forward in 
support of the doctrine of * popular sovereignty.”’ 
I answered a number of them yesterday briefly 
and in a hurried manner. I shall not travel back- 
ward and review what I then said; but I shall 
take up some other points that I deem material to 
the proper understanding of this question. I find 
this argument used: 

“ Either that the Territories have no legislative powers, 
and consequently no right to make laws upon any subject, 
or that they have sovereign power over all rightful subjects 
of legislation consistent with the Constitution of the United 


States, as defined in the organic acts, without excepting 
slavery”? 


It will be observed from a proper consideration 
of this position, that the power in the Territory 
is claimed as being derived from the organic act; 
for it is said that the Territories have ‘ the sover- 
eign power over allrightful subjects of legislation 
consistent with the Constitution of the United 
States, as defined in the organic act. If this posi- 
tion means anything, it means that this sovereign 
power is derived from the organic act. Now I 
ask, is it possible to transfer sovereignty by any 
act of legislative power? Is it possible for Con- 
gress to delegate sovereignty by any legislative 
or congressional act? and further, when it is an 
admitted point between those who are discussing 
this question, that Congress has not the power to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories, could it in pass- 
ing an organic act possibly transmit a power that 
it did not itself possess? Yet this argument here 
is predicated on the idea that sovereignty has 
sprung up by virtue of the organic act passed by 
the Congress of the United States. I answer it in 
two ways by repetition; first, that sovercignty 
is incapable of transfer by act of Congress; and 


second, that Congress can transfer no power it | 


docs not possess. The Territory, then, according 
to this argument, has no power except that which 
is conferred by the organic act. If the legislative 
ower of Congress has been transferred to the 
Territory, it does not include the power to pro- 
hibit slavery. And here permit me to ask one 
question: Why is it that sovercignty is invoked, 
or that certain attributes of sovereignty are in- 
voked, and just enough of sovereignty claimed to 
prohibit slavery, but nothing else? Itissaid tẹ be 
limited and includes nothing but a few attributes. 
It is just enough to strike at slavery and break 
it down, and no more. I am surprised that it 
should be invoked for such a purpose when the 
Supreme Court has already decided that Congress 
cannot itself perpetrate the act, far less authorize 
another to do it 
If popular-sovereignty doctrine is to prevail in 
the Termiteries as the settled policy of this Gov- 
ernment, then, indeed, is the South surrounded; 
then, indeed, is the South hampered up; then, in- 
deed, will the policy of the Senator from Vermont 
prevail to confine Sare toits presentlimits, until 
it becomes- so unprofitable, or so dangerous, that 
the people will be forced to emancipate. And when 


forced to emancipate the slaves, they will either ! 
exterminate the whites or the whites will exterm- 
inate them; or one class or the other will be driven 
from the country; and, when thus driven from the 
country, the fairest portion of this glorious Union 
will be given up to pillage, to ruin, and decay. 

I undertook, yesterday, to quote the honorable 
Senator from Ohio, and he corrected me, as he had 
aright to do; and, as in duty bound, I took his 
correction. I find the reporter has made a great 
mistake in reporting his speech. I call his atten- 
tion to it, in order that the reporter may have it 
right the next time. I represented him as having 
said that squatter sovereignty had its first exercise 
in the formation of the constitution of California. 
I understood him so; but he corrected me yester- 
day, and said he only said it was then first used 
asaterm. Here is what he is reported to have 
said in his speech: 

«c Having read to the Senate the non-intervention plat- 
form of Georgia, 1 propose next to read the squatter-sover- 
cignty platform of California.” 

He reads it, and then says: 

é Mr. President, it was very appropriate that California 
should speak in these words; for this very odious epithet, 
which is used to frighten men from their propriety, this 
phrase ‘ squatter sovereignty,’ was invented for her benefit. 
it was applied to her; she was the first case; and it was 
applied to the formation of her State constitution, in which 
the Senator from California himself so largely participated.” 

Mr. PUGH. I will say to the Senator that I 
did notrevise the report of the speech in the Globe, 
but he will see what I meant. I say the phrase 
began with the case of: California, and it was ap- 
plied to the formation of a State constitution, and 
not to any question of territorial government. 

Mr. GREEN. Tunderstand that, in the appli- 
cation of the term; but then he says the thing 
itself was first exercised there. Thus: 


“She was the first case, and it was applied to the form- 
ation of her State constitution.” 


Mr. PUGH. I meant the phrase was applied 
to her. If I used the language, it did not truly 


convey my meaning. I think the context ex- 
plains it. 

Mr. GREEN. I shall not press that point. 
The Scnator has a right to construe his own lan- 
guage, and I, of course, claim the same right my- 
self, But in support of this new theory of pop- 
ular sovereignty 1m the Territories, reference has 
been made to the colonies and to the efforts of 
Virginia to intercept the slave trade while Vir- 
ginia was yet a colony. Whatargument is to be 
deduced from that? What position necessarily 
results from it? Does it prove that all colonies 
have the right to prohibit slavery in their own 
limits? I say it does not; because they were 
striking at the slave trade, jurisdiction over which 
has been transferred to the Federal Government. 

The colonies of Virginia and Massachusetts, 
and I may include the whole thirteen, had no 
reference to the emancipation of their slaves within 
their own borders, and they did nof gain, nor 
desire to gain, the privilege of emancipating the 
slaves then held by their own citizens in their own 
limits. They did regard the foreign trade as dan- 
gerous, and they said in their petition to the throne 
that bringing in savages from the coast of Africa 
while they were surrounded by Indian savages, 
endangered their peace and security. Half of the 
argument they then used against the trade has 
ceased to apply; yet I do not make use of that ex- 
pression for the purpose of encouraging the idea 
that the slave trade ought to be reopened—not by 
any means. All Task is, lct us alone, and let the 
constitutional rights of all sections of the country 
prevail; and if there be a doubt or a dispute, as 
there once was, as to the extent of those consti- 
tutional rights, let them be determined by the 
Supreme Court, and lct all parties bow with due 
submission to the judgment that may be thus pro- 
nounced. Whether that court be the most im- | 
maculate or not; whether it be the most profound 
or not; whether it be the most jenthed or not; 

et, in the conduct of human affairs, there must 

e some tribunal for us to appeal to in the last 
resort, else no question will ever be settled, and 
contention, strife,and difficulty will surround us. 
This is the one tribunal, appointed by the Con- i 
stitution for that purpose. It has performed its 
functions, heretofore, in a manner satisfactory to 
the American people. Let us bow and submit 


to it hereafter. 


But, sir, why is this idea of striking at the í 
trade brought in? Does it prove that the Terri- 
tories now have all the rights that the colonies 
then complained of, as against the throne of Eng- 
land? If so, the levying of duty on tea is all 
illegal, and the levying of taxes without the Ter- 
ritories being represented is also all wrong, and 
the Territories have the right to throw open their 
ports and bring in their goods free of duty! If the 
argument amounts to anything, it proves that far 
more complaint was made over tea than was ever 
made over the importation of Africans; more com- 
plaint was made over taxation than was ever made 
over the subject of slavery. “Why, then, is this 
one subject, “slavery,” singled out and paraded 
before the public mind, to say that the colonies 
complained of the importation of Africans? They 
did complain, but they complained of many other 
things. If the mere fact that they made that com- 
plaint proves that our Territories have the right 
to doas they please on the subject of slavery, then 
it proves, by the same process of reasoning, that 
they have the right to do as they please in regard 
to thesubjectof taxation. Who takes that ground? 
Not one solitary Senator on this floor, and not one 
citizen of the United States; and hence it illus- 
trates the utter fallacy of the argument. 

But the public have been told, ‘if the Territo- 
ries want slavery they will have it; and, if they 
do not want slavery, they will not have it.” That 
is very plausible in the manner of its presentation, 
but itis fullof gall and bitterness when you apply 
it to the taste. And why? Those who use that 
argumext tell you slavery is local, and cannot go 
beyond the border of a State. Very well. Ifit 
cannot go beyond the border of a State into the 
Territory prior to organization, or after organiza- 
tion without protection, nobody will go there ex- 
cept those who do not own slaves; and when they 
come to the determination of the question, there 
will not be an interest sufficient to justify the adop- 
tion of the law of holding slaves. Theconsequence, 
the inevitable consequence, will be—not another 
slave State, no expansion of the South, no outlet 
to the South; but cramped and confined within her 
present limits, she may prosper for a while, but 
she will ultimately languish for the want of the 
power of expansion. f 

I say it is very plausible, but at the same time 
it is not very ingenuous. . “ Slavery if they want 
it, but no slavery if they do not want it.”? To 
present this question in its proper light, and to 
have the fair test, would be according to the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court. Let all go accord- 
ing to natural desire; let them depend upon climate, 
production, and vocation; let cach be protected 
until the time arrives for them to make a decision 
of this question; then they havea fair opportunity, 
if they wantslavery, to have it; and ifthey do not, 
nobody wants it there. This catch-phrase which 
has been so often repeated, and which I have re- 
gretted toseestatesmen usc, about “choking slavery 
down the throats of the people of the Territorics,”’ 
is to me most ridiculous, if not quite contemptible. 
Choking it down the throats of the people ! There 
is not a single man in the United States who de- 
sires it; and I repeat, to the people of the North 
and of the South, of the East and the West, there 
is nota man, woman, or child, white or black, in 
the United States, that ever had such an idea. 
Why, then, is this thing dwelt upon except to 
stirup the feelings and excite the passions of the 
northern people? I say to the North distinctly 
what I desire, distinctly what I believe the Con- 
stitution justifies me inasking. Further than that, 
I do not go. I deceive them not, and I do not in- 
tend to be misrepresented by this catch-phrase cal- 
culated to excite bad feeling in the northern mind. 

Who desires to choke slavery down the throat 
of the people ofa Territory? Nobody. A man 
may go from Massachusetts and settle in a Ter- 
ritory; from Virginia, and settle there likewise; 
and both may pursuc their own business in their 
own way. If they find it to their interest to own 
slaves, the Constitution has said iney have that 
right. Let them own slaves if they choose; and 
by the time the population gets numerous enough 
to justify them in forming a State government, 
they will have sufficiently tested the question 


| whether it is adapted to slave labor or not. It 


does not hurt the North to expand slavery. Mad- 
ison said and Jefferson said that as the removal of 
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= : 
a slave from one State to a Territory docs not | 
make a slave of a single human being who would | 
not be so without it, so their distribution over a | 
wider surface will make them individually hap- 
pier. It is better for the slave, and the white peo- į 
ple are surely capable of taking care of them- | 
selves and saying whether it is better for them 
ornot. .Thisis the best example of squatter sov- 
ereignty. Leave them to judge for themselves 
whether it is better to have slaves or not. The 
only way to leave them to determine this question 
fairly is to give them a fair opportunity of testing 
it; but they can have no fair opportunity of test- 
ing it, unless they are protected while the territo- 
rial condition remains. 

But I am met here by the argument that the 
Virginian is entitled to self-government, and that 
by going into a Territory he does not forfeit the 
right of self-goveriment. Tanswer, the Virginian 
forfeits every political right dependent upon’ the 
Virginia constitution and laws the moment he 
abandons the State; and when the Virginian goes 
into Iinois he has no political right. He has 
not the right of self-government. Hecannoteven 
vote; he is not eligible to any office. The Con- 
stitution of Illinois says he must remain there one 
year first. Here the right of self-government is 
gone. But the argument would seem to imply 
that the Virginian, let him go where he will, car- 
ries with him the right of self-government, whether 
the Government to which he goes desires it or 
not. I say that he who leaves one political com- | 
munity and goes into another, leaves what he 
once had and takes his chances, according to the 
will of the new political community of which he 
becomes a member.. So in a Territory: when 
the Virginian goes into a Territory he abandons 
and loses all his political rights as a Virginian, 
but not his rights as a citizen of the United States. 
Surely, when I settled in the State of Missouri, 
I never claimed the right to vote and hold office 
because I had done that in Virginia! 1 had for- 
feited, by removal from the State, all political 
rights I ever had in Virginia. In other words, I 
had abandoned all rights, so far as that sovereignty 
was concerned; and as I had, by adoption, taken 
up a new home, I must depend on the political 
relations established by that new government. 

But there is this important distinction to be kept 
in mind; while emigration from one State to an- 
other abandons all political rights and takes its 
chances according to the code established by the 
new political community, civiu meats go with 
you; your rights of property are still maintained 
in every place where the Federal authority is ex- 
clusive. A State may regulate your property. It 
may prohibit slavery, and if you take it in when 
such a law is in existence, you forfeit your prop- 
erty and you lose it by your own act; but if you 
go from the State of Virginia into a Territory, 
that Territory has no power to pass a prohibitory 
law operating against the property of any citizen, 
and therefore, you havea right to holdit and retain 
it there as a citizen of the United States. 

I remarked yesterday, and I repeat to-day, that 
the prohibition of slavery in the United States is 
local, and that the right to hold slave property 
wherever there is no prohibition is national; that 
itwas so at the formation of the Constitution; 
that it has continued so down to the present day, 
and always will continue so until the principles | 
of our Government have been subverted. 

But, suppose this resolution were to pass with 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from } 
Towa? What would be the consequence to the 
United States and to the people of the several 
States? We have the Territory of Utah. They 
would have the privilege of electing their own 
officers, and, according to the doctrines of popular 
sovereignty, they would have a right to pass any 
law they please; no man’s property could go into 
it and be protected, noone to the doctrine of 
non-intervention as now promulgated. The transit 
to California would be stopped. AH ideas of the 
Pacific railroad would be cut off and demolished |! 
forever; and a hostile government that does not | 
desire admission into the Union, but with all the 

powers of a State, with all the immunities of a 

tate, would be erected in the heart of our country, | 
beyond the power of the Federal Government to | 
control, If they have this power, if it be right, | 
then itis wrong to undertake to eocree them with | 


i ties to the same Government. 


| is subordinate to the jurisdiction of Congress, and | 


the Army, and General Johnston ought to be with- 
drawn; we should give them free license to do as 
they please, to elect their own officers, to levy 
contributions on every train that passes through; 
or in other words, to interrupt emigration to Cal- 
ifornia and leave us cut off from communication 
with the Pacific. 

I know it is said that property in its transit is 
protected; but as I remarked, and now repeat, if 
popular sovereignty prevails they may pass un- 
friendly laws and prevent that transit; for if there 
is any Constitution or Federal law to protect prop- 
erty in its transit, it is just as competent and as 
imperative on Congress to protect property while 
remaining ina Territory. Why is itthat property 
ought to be protected in passing through Kansas 
or Utah? Who is to protect it if those local au- 
thorities pass unfriendly laws? If they passlaws 
to levy tribute and black mail, who is to interpose? 
Nobody but Congress. Has Congress the con- 
stitutional righttodoit? Yes. Then why ought 
Congress to do it? Because the property is legally 
there. If the citizen goes there to settle and be- 
come a permanent resident, is he notlegally there? 
If he is legally there he has the same right to de- 
mand protection that the man has who is making 
a transit through the Territory. They are both 
legally there. According to the Constitution of 
our country, according to the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, they are both legally there, and if 
the one is entitled to protection, so is the other; 
and I venture that we shall have to try another 
experiment, not only to protect property, but | 
to pass penal laws to protect persons. When 
our friends and fellow-citizens start to California, 
and on their way are butchered, if by Indians we 
chastise them with the Army, and if by Mormons 
we require and they ought to receive the same 
measure of chastisement. Besides, if it be done 
stealthily, we ought to have a process of law by 
which they might be detected and punished; and, 
as the Senator from Illinois remarked at Spring- 
field, if an honest jury could not be found in the 
whole limits of that Territory to enforce a law 
after we have passed it, some other more extraor- 
dinary legislation ought to be resorted to, in order 
to protect the rights of persons and of PROPERTY. 
As he then said, the rights of persons and prop- 
erty ought to be protected. 

Is going to this extent, and insisting on this as 
the principle and policy of our Government, in- 
sulting to the North? Is it asking too much of 
the North? Is it doing any harm to the North? 
They joined the Union with us. We are all par- 
They have stip- 
ulated by the Constitution that the courts should 
decide this question, The Supreme Court has 
decided it; and the advocates of popular sover- 
eignty themselves say yon may legally take your 
slave to a Territory; but you cannot hold him 
there, unless the territorial government chooses to 
let you. We say that the territorial government | 


has no power except what Congress may choose 
to confer. In the first Territories that were organ- 
ized, the whole power of legislation was vested in 
judges and the Governor, appointed by the Federal 
Government. In the process of time, as a mere 
matter of policy 

Mr. PUGH. Does the Senator say the Gov- 
ernor and judges had the power of legislation? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. Nota general power. That very 
question was decided. They could copy an act 
from any of the original States; they could not 
make a law of their own will. | 

Mr. GREEN. They had the power tv adopt 
any law they pleased; but they could not orig- 
inate anylaw. They could take the whole range | 
of State statutes, from Maine to Georgia, and pick 
out just such laws as they chose to adopt. 

Mr. PUGH. They could copy from the acts | 
of the States. They did attempt to make laws of 
their own; but they were decided by the courts to 
be null and void. They had no such legislative 
power. 

Mr. GREEN. I know what I say; they had 
ihe power of legislation. Will the Senator deny | 
that? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. Then there was no sovereignty 


i 
ii 


in the Territory. 


Do you say they had no power of legislation? 
I will refer the Senator to the book, chapter, and 
page, in the appendix. Idid not intend to con- 
sume time by referring to it. The first Terri- 
tory formed, was the Northwestern Territory. 
The Governor and judges, or a majority of them, 
were authorized ‘* to adopt the laws ofany State.” 
«To adopt’’—is not that legislation? [Mr. Puen 
shook his head.] It isnot! Adopta law! Why 
it is proposed here that ‘popular sovereignty” 
shall adopt a law of prohibition that exists in 
seventeen northern States, and that will not be 
legislation, because it is only coprep from Penn- 
sylvania, or Ohio, or some other northern State! 
The power to adopt is the power of legislation. 
It makes that the law of the Territory for the time 
being. Without their action it would not be the 
law of the Territory. With their action it is the 
law of the Territory. Thus it continued, Con- 
gress said, ‘ When they get more than five thou- 
sand inhabitants, we will change and give thema 
Council, but the Council shall be appointed by the 
Federal Government, and the Assembly may be 
elected by the people’’—how much of popular 
sovereignty in that? And they were to make 
laws. ‘They could adopt or repeal any that had 
been previously adopted by the Governor and 
judges. :If Congress could say five thousand, 
could nôt they postpone the privilege uatil they 
had ten thousand, and soon until they had twenty 
thousand? It is a mere matter of policy, a mere 
matter of convenicnee. In many cases it is well 
with additional territory to let the people haveas 
much latitude as we can safely intrust them with, 
I think there is too much latitude allowed to the 
people of Utah; and I think, therefore, the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Ohio is very improper. 
It would be much better to deal more stringently 
with Utah. If we havea right to change itin one 
way, we have aright to change it in another. To 
say we have always the right to give them more 
and more, and never to withdraw and take back, 


| is not according to the logic in which I have been 


instructed, 

Indiana was governed in the same way; and 
when Missouri was first organized, it was attached 
to the government of Indiana and placed under 
the government of the judges and Governor of 
that Territory, and they did adopt laws for the 
government of Missouri. After it was acquired 
from France, the Governor and judges of Indiana 


| did legislate for the people of Missouri, Was 


there any squatter sovereignty in that? Did the 
people of Missouri have any privilege of being 
consulted? They had no voice whatever, but the 
whole power of the government over them was 
appointed by the Federal Government, a thousand 
miles distant. The eminent men who framed the 
Constitution governed Territories in that manner, 
from the year 1789, and none of them ever hinted 
at the modern doctrine of squatter sovereignty. It 
is always safe to follow the wise examples of our 
fathers. 

From time to time, the policy of the Govern- 
ment has been, as they saw they could safely in- 
trust power in the hands of the Territory, to give 
them power. What I am undertaking to say is, 
not that it is wrong to give power to the Territory 
—it may be good policy to give the utmost lati- 
tude whenever we see that they are fit to be trusted 
with its exercise; but what I do contend for, is 
that they have no power except that which is de- 
rived from the Government of the United States, 
by virtue of their organization. 

Again: the power to institute a State govern- 
ment, and to form a constitution, is not one of 
those powers that pertain to a territorial govern- 
ment. They frequently make use of a territorial 
government as a means of collecting the public 
sentiment. It is simply an instrumentality; but 
the act of forming a constitution is the first bud- 
ding forth of sovereign power; it is the first germ- 
ination that results in sovereignty; it is the first 
act that points in the direction of sovereignty. 
All that preecdes is subordinate; all that precedes 
is subject to the revision of Congress. here 
never has been a Territory organized but what 
Congress has reserved, either expressly or by im- 
plication, the power to supervise, approve, or an- 
nul the laws passed by the territorial government. 

Briefly, then, in conclusion, let me illustrate 


| what the position of the Democratic party is— 
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and I ought to apologize for using the term. Ido 
not think it very appropriate in the Senate to use 
the names. of parties, yet we are forced to do it 
sometimes in discussing some questions. We 
ought rather to discuss principles and questions, 
and not parties or individuals or the relations of 
one to the other. Yet, as this has been brought 
up, I will illustrate what my understanding of the 
true position of the Democratic pey is on this 
question. It was well expressed by the President 
in his message, and has my hearty commendation. 
He does not give the process of reasoning by 
which he arrives at that just conclusion, and 
will supply a few of the necessary links. 

And, first, the Federal Government has the 
power to acquire territory; second, the power to 
nequire necessarily includes the power to protect 
and take care of, forthe use of all those for whom 
it was acquired. Isayit is an indispensable inci- 
dent, and is necessarily included in the power to 
acquire. Third, the jurisdiction over it vests in 
the Federal Government for the benefit of all the 
States. Fourth, that jurisdiction is limited by the 
powers conferred upon Congress by the -Consti- 
tution, and also by the known purposes, objects, 
and views with which the Constitution was formed 
and the Federal Union created. Limitations are 
protective in their character; powers are danger- 
ous in their character. The more we can restrain 
Government, and yet leave it efficient to perform 
its appropriate functions, the better. So with Ter- 
ritories; so with Federal Governments; so with 
State governments. 

The Union, then, is a partnership of equals. 
This partnership, in use of partnership funds, 
has acquired property. It isa territory annexed, 
whether by purchase or conquest; its acquisition 
being constitutional, and the jurisdiction over it 
and the rights in it remain precisely the same, 
How would it be with any property acquired by 
three partners in trade? Suppose they purchase 
a farm adjoining their property, who would have 
the right to the exclusive possession? Neither of 
them. They are jointtenants. All would have 
aright to its enjoyment. Tam reminded here by 
northern Senators “that this land belongs to the 
United States, and we will sell it and apply the 

roceeds to the common benefit of the Federal 

Treasury, and therefore the South gets as much 
benefit from it asthe North.’’ So far, so good; but 
this territory is acquired not merely for the value 
of the land, the dollars that may come into the 
Treasury from its sale; but it is for scttlement, for 
social intercourse, for political influence, and for 
all that appertains to civilized society. Simply 
to give the South its proportion of the proceeds 
of the sale of the land, and then cut it off from all 
benefits, socially, commercially, and politically, 
is to inflict on it a gross Wrong jusi as bad as if 
these three partners were to purchase a farm and 
two should say, ‘* we will cut off the timber, sell 
that, and divide the proceeds equally between us; 
but the soil, the gold dust, the minerals two of us 
will appropriate to ourselves.” If you permit one 
portion of the people of the United States to be 
excluded, you confer all the social, commercial, 
and political benefits upon the other section of 
the Union. Is that equitable, just, moral, or to 
be tolerated? E am reminded, however, by my 
friends, who differ with me on this subject, that 
they will leave it to the people of the Territory. 
I have already explained to youthat Iam willing 
to leave it to the people of the Territory, but they 
are not legally competent to decide it until they 
have tested the adaptation of the Territory to the 
different kinds of labor. In the mean time it must 
and ought-to remain, as the Constitution has 
placed it, open and free to all to take all kinds of 
pop to be protected alike in their enjoyment. 

would ask nothing to protect the South that 
does not protect the North to the same extent 
and in the same degree. I should dislike to see 
the principle of this popular sovereignty carried 
to the extreme that the agrarians of the North 
would. They do notrecognize the right ofany man 
to appropriate land to himself. ‘The earth is 
the Lord’s and the fullness thereof,’’— we are 
the Lord’s people and intend to take your land.” 
Let a fanatical sentiment like that prevail in a 
Territory, would not Congress interpose its au- 
thority to enforce our rights and the rights of the 
people of the States? ‘The very fanaticism that 


now seeks to destroy rights of property of one 
kind, may in turn come home and inflict a like 
injury on yourselves. Fanaticism is governed by 
no rule. Fanaticism is governed by no principle. 
Fanaticism is an infuriation of the passions and 
may be so excited against landed estates, against 
manufactories, or against any other species of 
property, if the occasion once puts in motion the 
cause that produces such results. Thus it is ever 
safe to stand by the Constitution and protect the 
rights of the people. Thus it is ever safe to bow 
with submission to the decision of the tribunal 
appointed to decide these controverted points. 
he Federal Government was brought into ex- 


istence to assist in protecting the rights of all. 


against foreign Powers, against domestic violence, 
and against insurrection; to promote the peace, 
prosperity, and happiness of the American peo- 
ple. How? By the exercise of the limited power 
granted, and keeping the original purpose with 
which it was brought into existence m view. Fol- 
low it out steadily, constantly, energetically, and 
consistently. I can say, and safely say, never 
has the South asked the North to surrender a sin- 
gle right of property of any description. I can 
say, never has the South struck at any kind of 
property possessed by the North, because there 
is an obligation and a bond, to which we are all 
parties, that precludes us from doing it. We did 
ask the North to assist us in carrying out the Con- 
stitution in regard to the reclamation of fugitive 
slaves. It was a part of the bond. They did as- 
sist us; and now, if they will only execute it, 
they will be living up to their obligation in good 
faith. I knowthere are hundreds and thousands 
of patriotic, law-abiding, and Constitution-loving 
men in the North. I will not eve confine it to 
the Democratic party of the North. I have no 


doubt there are hundreds of Republicans who will | 


live up to it; but I do believe that the controlling 
clement in the Republican party is adverse to it; 
for I have not heard a single Senator say that if 
called upon by a lawful officer to assist him in the 


execution of that law, he would obey the mandate | 
On the contrary, I have | 
no doubt that every one of them would refuse. | 


of that lawful officer. 


This fact is ominous, and calls for serious reflec- 
tion. If Senators will not obey the law and en- 
force the Constitution, then, indeed, are we in a 
perilous condition. 

As this Government has incorporated in its ele- 
ments and structure the right of the people to hold 
slave property, it would be Diri to infer that 
the people of the States conferred the power on, 
the Federal Government to prohibit it, strike at it, 
or lessen its value. ‘Therefore, my conclusion is, 
that wherever the Federal authority is exclusive, 
slaves may be constitutionally held. It is not ex- 
clusive in the States, for the States never trans- 
ferred the power to the Federal Government to 


prohibit slavery, or to strike atit. Therefore, the | 
tates may prohibit it in their own borders. No | 
such reservation has bcen made to the Territories, | 


because a Territory is no party to the Constitution; 
andit is utterly impossible that such a right could 
be reserved by a people who are not parties to the 
instrument. They are notin the Union. They are 


not parties to the Constitution. They have chosen | 


to plant themselves upon the common property of 
the United States. We will protect them as an 
infant, rising community, until they shall show 


themselves fit and worthy of being intrusted with || 


a State government. Let them, then, form it, and 
we will open the portals of the Union, and receive 


them into the bosom of the old family. Bat where- | ; 
| holding State suffering any wrong because we 


ever the Federal authority is exclusive, and it is 
exclusive in the Territories, unless we choose to 
part with it, our rights must be maintained. In 


the language of the Supreme Court, every pro- | 


hibition of the Constitution applics to Congress 
and the Federal Government ina Territory as well 
as anywhere else. Every principle of justice and 
equality that applies to restrain the Federal Gov- 
ernment anywhere else, applies to restrain the 
Governmentthere. It has to protect, to take care 


of, not only the property, but the infant commu- | 


nity, the rising political body, until the period of 
fitness shall have arrived, when they may be ad- 
mitted into the Union, and thus make an equal 
distribution, not only of the property, but the 
other benefits of social intercourse, of commerce, 


i ally, or social 


South, or any portion of the country, of the:three 
named benefits, or any one of them, and make. an 
equal division of the fourth, would be very unjust 
indeed. i , 3 ns 

The strange and most extraordinary assertion 
has. been made, that, according to the.decision of 
the Supreme Court, if the Constitution entitles.a 
citizen to hold slaves in a Territory, it establishes 
slavery in Pennsylvania and Ohio, as well as-it 
does ina Territory! This is most unjust to the 
court, and most fallacious as an argument.. Each 
State is sovereign within its own hmits over that 
subject, and may prohibit or allow, as they please. 
j But not so in a Territory... That is the question 
lam discussing: that Congress cannot: prohibit 
it, and that Congress is the only body having 
jurisdiction over the Territory; and that theter- 
ritorial government can only exercise authority 
conferred by Congress; and as Congress does not 
possess the power to prohibit slavery, Congress 
cannot confer it. 

That argument, I am afraid, has been made for 
the purpose of exciting prejudice in the North. 
There is too much prejudice already; and that 
pryadies is doing harm socially and politically; 
and, I may add, if I may trust to the trath of the 
statements contained in the papers, it is doing 
harm commercially. It is drawing a line between 
the North and the South. Itis cutting off that 
intercourse which ought to subsist between every 
| section of this Union. It is damming up the chan- 
nels of trade. It will ultimately, if it-continues’ 
to progress, result in a virtual dissolution of the 
Union. I never use the term except with a feel- 
| ing of deprecation—not that I would stop to sin 

songs in praise of the Union. J think it too high 
| to nced praise. Itis above all praise, while main- 

tained according to the principles of the Federal 
Constitution; but, when that Constitution is sub- 
verted—and whenever the decision of the court 
as to the construction of that Constitution is not 
adhered to, itis to that extent subverted—-when 
that takes place, even then the Union may. be 
worth holding on to; but, as that insubordination 
continues to progress, and wax worse and worse, 
the day may come when it will not be worth pre- 
serving. Viewing the subject in the light I do, I 
believe that one of two things is now indispensa- 
ble and absolutely necessary to be done to restore 
the feeling of harmony—the strength—and_ the 
benefits of the Union as it was twenty years ago. 
There must be a reaction of the Republican sen- 
timent of the North; or there must be an armed 
police from the Atlantic to the Pacific. We need 
not disguise the truth. Rights of property have 
been destroyed of too great an amount to permit 
| this state of things to go on much longer. ; 

I am not, however, like the Senator. from Geor- 

| gia, [Mr. lverson,] speaking in a defiant tone. I 
| : 
j regard the North as brethren of a common herit- 
| age; misguided, excited, inflamed with prejudice; 
| not aware of the consequences of what they: are 
| now doing; not aware that the South has been 
t 


driven almost to the verge, and that much fur- 
| ther it cannot go; not aware of the property they 
have destroyed, of the good feeling they have in- 
| terrupted, and the harm they have done gener- 
i ally—and for what? ‘fo build up any interest in 
ithe North? To benefit them commercially, mor- 

y? No, sir. Itis alone for polit- 
ical power. But it is also beginning to produce 
serious consequences. I hope that this beginning 


j 
i may be arrested, and that the cause of it may 
i cease before the effect stops. Then, why is it? 
| Is there a single citizen in a single non-slave- 


| have some slaves in Missouri? I want to know 
why an abolition fund is raised to send tracts over 
| our State and over southern States, and to publish 
| incendiary books? Why this interruption? Why 
t this harmful act? Why this aggression? Can 
i my friends of the North point to the South and 
| say, “You sought to inflame the North, and 
| destroy the rights of property there?’? Never, 
never! We have never made an appeal to the 
North, except to be let alone in the enjoyment of 
! constitutional rights, and protected in our prop- 
| erty in. strict accordance with the Constitution. 
| We have never made an aggressive step towards 
| the injury of the North in any respect whatever; 


be when the historian comes to write the rise 


and of political organization. To deprive the |land decline and fail of the American Union, (if 
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fall it must,) where will the censure necessarily 
rest? Hè who throws a lighted squib is respons- 
ible for the consequénces that must follow. It is 
not sympathy for the slave; it may be not because 
you want to harm us; but you think you can in- 
flame passions, and get political. power without 
doing us very much harm; and I believe the pres- 
ent state of things all to result from a political 
trick. There are honest Abolitionists, conscien- 
tiously so: J respect them for their conscientious 
views while I differ from them; but, if let alone, 
they will simply entertain their views, remain 
quietly at home, and let other people alone. And 
as long as that is done, there is no difficulty or 
quarrel with them. There are others who want 
to take advantage of that kind of feeling of the 
human heart that prompts them to commiserate 
the slave; and these politicians, while they despise 
the slaves, and hazard social intercourse, and break 
down the trade between the South and the North, 
have but one object in view; and that is to take 
advantage ‘of the feelings of the conscientious 
Abolitionists, raise a furor in the public mind, 
and get into office. This is the main cause of the 
growth and prosperity of the present Republican 
party in the North. ` 

One thing that strikes me with very great as- 
tonishment is, that when I look over the way, I 
sce old Democrats, with whom I served in 1848, 
when we stood on the platform which I read yes- 
terday. I see there old Democrats who stood 
shoulder to shoulder with me, even in 1852, after 
the fugitive slave law was passed. Where are 
they now? Gone; their places in our ranks made 
vacant, and I see them occupying a place in the 
opposite camp. What induced them to go there? 

hey went over on the pretext of the passage of 
‘the Kansas-Nebraska bill wiping out the Mis- 
souri compromise line; and yet they make not a 
single effort to restore it, but go the whole length 
and breadth of the entire platform of Black Re- 
publicanism. They stood on the Democratic 
platform of 1852; they swore by it then; they 
were good enough Democrats then; they deserted 
their colors on a pretext, and, having gone over, 
they eat their own words, and are now fighting the 
battles of the Black Republicans. ‘The restoration 
of the compromise line is a question gonc, dead, 
and buried. Why, then, cannot they come back 
to us and their original principles? If I had the 

ower of exhortation, L should invite them back; 

ut, even then, I am afraid they would come back 
tinged with some of the principles they have es- 
poused since they went over. 

Mr. President, my object has been to disabuse 
the public mind in regard to this A Sao ek of pop- 
ular sovercignty. 1 have stated the views that I 
entertain. (have answered the arguments of those 
who take the opposite side. I have but a few 
words more to say, and they are these: It was 
unfortunate that the subject was ever brought up; 
unfortunate, not because we ought not to settle 
every proper question, but because, as I said yes- 
terday, we havea more important matter in hand; 
we have a greater danger threatening us; we have 
a deadly enemy standing before us, and it is our 
duty to battle together against the common enemy 
rather than divide our own strength. We can do 
this easily, by saying that we will adhere to the 
decision of the Supreme Court; and if any other 
judicial question arises, we will submit that ques- 
tion to thecourtlikewise. By doing this, we shall 
go asa solid phalanx into battle; and there are 
enough at the North, if they can be induced to re- 
flect and act, to defeat the Republicans. There are 
enough at the North, if you can make them pause 
and reflect and consider the consequences likely 
to ensue if this doctrine is pushed to its utmost 
extreme, to defeat the Republican party even there. 
I have more hope than my friend from Georgia. 
I have more confidence in the American people 
than he has. I have the same regret at what I 
see, and I must express my regret in as Strong 
terms as he; but still let us havehope. I will hope 


on and hope ever, until hope shall become impos- | 


sible. Let us arouse the patriotic, Constitution- 
loving sentiment of the North and the South; let 


us bring it into battle array; let us pass over un- | 
important diiferences—I say unimportant, corm- | 


paratively speaking, for they are not so important 
as thedefeat of the opposite party—letus do this; 
let us meet them in-solid column, and we shall 


i all respects 


beat them back, we shall break that party inte 
atoms in 1860, and the broken fragments will float 
on the waves of disappointment and chagrin. 


Synopsis of Congressional legislation in relation to 
Territories of the United States, from 1789to 1860. 


: OHIO. 

Under the provisions of the ordinance for the gevern- 
ment of the territory northwest of the river Ohio, passed 
on the 13th July, 1787, and adapted to the Constitution of 
the United States on the 7th of August, 1789, (vol. 1, p. 50,*) 
the Governor, secretary, judges, and members of the Legis- 
lative Council, were appointed by Federal authority, and 
the legislative power vested in the Governor and judges, or 
a majority of them, until the number of inhabitants reached 
five thousand, when the organization of a General Assem- 
bly was authorized, consisting of a Governor, Legislative 
Council, and House of Representatives—the Jatter only be- 
ing chosen by the qualified electors, (vol. 1, pp. 51, 52.*) 
Yn this ordinance there was an implied reservation of the 
right of Congress to approve or disapprove all territorial 
laws, (vol. 1, p. 51,*) and this right was exercised by the 
annullment of an‘act passed, on the 28th December, 1788, 
by the Governor and judges of said Territory, as will be seen 
by reference to the act of 8th May, 1792, (vol. 1, p. 286,*) 
.where authority is also given to the Governor and judges to 
repeal laws passed by them. The people of the eastern di- 
vision of this Territory were authorized to forma constitu- 
tion and State government on the 30th April, 1802, (vol. 2, 
p. 173,*) and the State of Ohio was accordingly admitted 
into the Union on the 29th of November, 1802. 


TENNESSEE. 


By the organic act providing a government for.the terri- 
tory south of the river Ohio, approved the 26th May, 1790, 
(vol 1, p. 123,*) the provisions or the ordinance of 1787, not 
locally inapplicable, and not in conflict with the deed of 
cession from North Carolina, were applied, the executive, 
legislative, and judicial powers being vested and exercised 
in the same manner as thercin provided, and the right of 
Congress to approve or disapprove the territorial laws being 
also, by implication, reserved. 

Without a previous enabling act, the people of this Ter- 
ritory formed a gonstitution and State government, and the 
State of Tennessee was admitted into the Union on the Ist 
of June, 1796. (Vol. 1, p. 493.*) 


MISSISSIPPI. 

By the act of 7th April, 1798, (vol. 1, p. 549,*) creating 
Mississippi into a Territory, the provisions of the ordinance 
of 1787, as modified by the deeds of cession from South Car- 
olina and Georgia, were applied, excepting and excluding 
the clause restricting slavery. The executive, legislative, 
and judicial powers were vested and exercised in the same 
manner as provided by said ordinance, and the right of Con- 
gress to approve or disapprove territorial laws was also by 
implicagion reserved. 

By act of May 10, 1800, (vol. 2, p. 69,*) immediate oper- 


| ation was given to that provision of the ordinance relative 


to the organization of a General Assembly, said General 
Assembly consisting of n Governor and Legislative Council 
appointed by Federal authority, and House of Representa- 
tives elected by the qualified voters. By acts of 9th Janu- 
ary, 1808, (vol. 2, p. 455,*) and 25th October, 1814, (vol. 
3, p- 143,*) the qualified voters were authorized to elect a 
Delegate to Congress. 

An act enablirg the people of this Territory to form a 
constitution and State government was approved onthe Ist 
of March, 1817, (vol. 3, p. 348,*) and Mississippi was ad- 
mitted into the Union on the 10th December, 1817. (Vol. 
3, pe 472.*) 


INDIANA. 

The act of 7th May, 1800, (vol. 2, p. 58,*) organizing In- 
diana Territory, established a government therein similar in 
to that provided by the ordinance of 1787, and 
gave immediate effect to that portion of the ordinance rela- 


į tive to the organization of a General Assembly, in case such 


should be the wish of a majority of the freeholders, although 
there might not be therein five thousand free white inhab- 
itants. The appointment by Federal authority of the same 
executive, legislative, and judicial officers, provided by the 
ordinance of 1787, was authorized ; and the respective pow- 
ers directed to be exercised in the same manner as therein 
provided. 'The right of Congress to approve or disapprove 
the territorial laws was also, by implication, reserved. 

On the 26th March, 1804, (vol. 2, p. 287,*) Louisiana, 
afterwards called Missouri, was attached to this Territory. 
By act of 27th February, 1809, (vol. 2, p. 525,*) the quali- 
fied voters were authorized to elect their Legislative Coun- 
cil, and a Delegate to Congress. 

An act enabling the people of this Territory to form a 
constitution and State government, was approved on the 


| 19th April, 1816, (vol. 3, p. 289,*) and on the lth of De- 


cember, 1816, the State of Indiana was admitted into the 
Union. 
LOUISIANA. 

By act of 31st October, 1803, (vol. 2, p. 245,*) the President 
was authorized to take possession of the Louisiana pur- 
ehase, and to provide such temporary government therein 
as he might deem proper, until a temporary government 
should be established by Congress. 

On the 26th March, 1804, (vol. 2, p. 283,*) Louisiana was 
erected into two Territories, and Orleans Territory, after- 
ward called Louisiana, was organized. By this act the 
Governor, judges, members of the Legisiative Council, and 
other officers were appointed by Federal authority, and the 
legislative power in said Territory vested in a Legislative 
Council, consisting of the Governor and thirteen residents 
ef the Territory appointed by the President of the United 
States. The Governor and Legislative Council were au- 
thorized to repeal Jaws then in foree, and Congress reserved 


me right to approve or disapprove all of their legislative 
acts. æ 

By act of 2d March, 1805,-(vol. 2, p. 322,*) the President 
was authorized to establish a government similiar to that 
exercised in Mississippi Territory. The ordinance of 1787 
being applied, with exceptions. 

An enabling act for the people of this Territory was ap- 
proved on the 20th February, 1811, (vol. 2, p. 641,*) and 
the State of Louisiana admitted into the Union on the 8th 
of April, 1812, (vol. 2, p. 701.*) 


MISSOURI. 


This Territory, which, under the name of Louisiana, was 
attached to the government of Indiana. on the 26th March, 
1804, (vol. 2, p. 287,*) and organized on the 3d March, 1805, 
(vol. 2, p. 331,*) was, by act of 4th June, 1812, (vol. 2, p. 
743,*) reorganized, and the name changed to Missouri. The 
appointment, by Federal authority, of the Governor, secre- 
tary, judges, members of the Legislative Council, and other 
officers, was authorized by the acts above recited ; and the 
legislative authority originally vested in the Govemor and 
judges of Indiana Territory, and in the Governor and three 
judges, ora majority of them, by act of 3d March, 1805, (vol. 
2, p. 331,*) was, by act of 4th June, 1812, (vol. 2, p. 744,*) 
vested ina Legislative Assembly composed of the Governor 
and Legislative Council, appointed by Federal authority, 
and House of Representatives elected by the qualified voters 
of the Territory. By act of 29th April, 1816, (vol. 3, p. 328,*) 
the qualified electors were authorized to elect members of 
the Legislative Council, and by acts of 4th June, 1812, (vol. 
2, p- 746,*) and 3d March, 1817, (vol. 3, p: 363,*) a Delegate 
to Congress. By acts of 26th March, 1804, (vol. 2, p. 287,*) 
and 3d March, 1805, (vol. 2, p. 331,*) the right of Congress 
to approve or disapprove all laws of the ‘Territory was re- 
served. On the 6th March, 1820, (vol. 3, p. 545,*) an act 
was approved enabling the people of this Territory to form 
a constitution and State government; and, on the 2d March, 
1821, (vol. 3, p.645,*) Missouri was admitted on a condition; 
which condition having been assented to by the Legislature, 
the admission of said State into the Union was completed 
on lOth August, 1821, (vol. 3, p. 797.*) 


MICHIGAN. 


By the organic act passed on the llth January, 1805, 
(vol. 2, p. 309,*) a government for this ‘Territory was estab- 
lished similar in all respects to that provided by the ordi- 
nance of 1787; the same oflicers appointed by Federal au- 
thority being authorized, and the legislative power vested 
and exercised in the same manner as therein provided. 

By this act the right of Congress to approve or disapprove 
the laws of the Territory was by implication reserved ; and 
on the 3d of March, 1807, (vol. 2, p. 444,*) an act of the 
Governor and judges of the Territory concerning the Bank 
of Detroit, was annulled, On the 16th February, 1819, (vol. 
3, p. 482,*) the qualified voters were authorized to cleet a 
Delegate to Congress. By act of 3d March, 1823, (vol. 3, 
pp. 769 °70,*)—being an amendment to the organic act—the 
Jegislative power was vested in the Governor and Legis- 
lative Council appointed by the Federal authority, (the 
Councilors being previously nominated to the President by 
the qualified electors of the Territory,) and if, upon submis- 
sion of the question to the people, a majority should favor, 
the organization ofa General Assembly, elected by the quali- 
fied voters, was authorized. Onthe 29th January, 1827, (vol. 
4, pp. 200? 20,*) the people were authorized to elect mem- 
bers of the Legislative Council, but Congress, in this act, 
reserved the right to repeal it. On the 28tb June, 1834, (vol. 
4, p. 701,*) lowa was attached to Michigan. Without a 
previous enabling act, Michigan was admitted on the 15th 
June, 1836, (vol. 5, p. 49,*) on condition that said State 
should assent to the boundaries prescribed by Congress. 
On the 23a June, 1836, (vol. 5, p. 59,*) Congress rejected 
the propositions submitted by the authorities ot said State, 
and offered others in lieu of them. On the 26th January, 
1837, (vol. 5, p. 144,*) Michigan having assented to the 
boundaries prescribed by Congress, was admitted into the 
Union. 


ILLINOIS. 


The organic act of this Territory, approved the 3d of 
February, 1809, (vol. 2, p. 514,*) established within it a 
government similar in all respects to that provided by the 
ordinance of 1787. The same officers appointed by Federal 
authority, being authorized, and the legislative power 
vested and exercised in the same manner as therein pro- 
vided. By this act the right of Congress to approve or dis- 
approve all territorial laws was, by implication, reserved 5 
and it was provided, that whenever evidence should be 
given to the Governor that such was the wish of a majority 
of the freeholders, that portion of the ordinance relative to 
the organization of the General Assembly should operate, 
although there might not be five thousand free male tnhab- 
itants therein. On the 20th of May, 1812, (vol. 2, pp. 741, 
742,*) the qualified voters of the Territory were anthor- 
ized to clect members of the Legislative Council and a 
Delegate to Congress. An act enabling the people of this 
Territory toform a constitution and State government was 
approved the 18th of April, 1818, (vol. 3, p. 4283*) and 
said State was admitted into the Union on gd of Decem- 
ber, 1818. 


ALABAMA. 


The act establishing a government in this Territory, ap- 
proved on the 3d March, 1317, (vol. 3, p. 371*,) provided that 
ali existing officers and all operating laws of Mississippi 
Territory should continue until otherwise provided by law, 
and authorized the appointment, by Federal authority, of a 
Governor, secretary, and one judge, (the two additional 
judges appointed for M ippi Territory being transferred 
to this;) also three additional members of the Leg 
Council. By this act legislative power was vested ir 
of the members of the Legislative Council and House of Rep- 
resentatives of Mississippi Territory as were representing 
counties within this Territory, together with three addi- 
tional members of the Legislative Council nominated by 


* Statutes at Large, 


* Statutes at Large. 


1860.] _ 


36rH. Cong. ... lst Sess. 


$ 


them and appointed by the President: The same powers 
were conferred upon the Legislature of this Territory as 
were exercised by the Legislature of Mississippi Territory, 
and the Legislative Council and House of Representatives 
were authorized to elect a Delegate to Congress. The right, 
however, to approve or disapprove the territorial laws was, 
by implication, reserved to Congress. On the 20th April, 
1818, (vol. 3, p. 468,*) the organic act was amended, relative 
tothe judiciary and oaths of officers. . 
An act enabling tle people of Alabama to form a consti- 
tution and State government was approved the 2d of March, 


1819, (vol. 3, p. 489,*) and said State was admitted into the | 


Union on the Lth of December, 1819, (vol. 3, p. 608.*) 
ARKANSAS. 

The act of 2d March, 1819, (vol. 3, p- 493,*) establishing 
a government within this Territory, provided for the ap- 
pointment of a Governor, judges, secretary, members of the 
Legislative Council, and other officers, by Federal authority, 
and vested the legislative power in the Governor and judges, 
until the Governor became satisfied that it was the desire 
of a majority of the freeholders, that a General Assembly 

*should be organized, consisting of the Governor, Legislative 
Council, and House of Representatives ; and, in the event 
of this, the inembers of the Legislative Council were to be 
nominated by the representatives and appointed by the 
President, the representatives being elected by the people. 
By this act, the election of a- Delegate to Congress by the 
qualified voters wasaiso authorized. On the 2tstof April, 
1820, (vol. 3, p. 565,*) the Missouri act of the 4th June, 1812, 
as modified by the act of 29th April, 1816, was applied to the 
government of this Territory. 
organization of a General Assembly, and for the election of 
members of the Legislative Council by the qualified electors. 
The act of 2ist January, 1829, (vol. 4, p..332,*) authofized 
the election of certain officers, civil and military, by the 
qualified voters, and provided that acts vetoed by the Gov- 
ernor should become laws in case two thirds of each House 
approved. Although there was.no express reservation of the 
right to approve or disapprove the laws of this Territory, 
Congress did not deem this a bar to the exercise of a super- 
vising power, for on the 17th of April, 1828, (vol. 4, p. 262,*) 
an act of the ‘I'erritorial Legisjature in relation to the courts 
was affirmed. Without a previous enabling act, Arkansas 
was admitted into the Union on the 15th of June, 1836, (vol. 
5, p. 50,*) the preamble to the act of admission declaring 
that the number of inhabitants within said ‘Territory ex- 
ceeded forty-seven thousand seven hundred, and on the 23d 
June, 1836, (vol. 5, p. 58,*) propositions in lieu of those 
rejected by Congress were offered to the State, 

FLORIDA. 

On the 3d of March, 1819, (vol. 3, p- 523,*)the President 
was authorized by Congress to take possession of East and 
West Florida, and to establish a temporary government 
therein, vested in such persons, and exercised in such man- 
ner as he should direct. The same powers were conferred 
upon him by the act of 3d of March, 1821, (val. 3, p. 637,*) 
carrying into execution the treaty of 22d February, 1819. 
The organic act of Florida, approved 30th March, 1822, (vol. 
3, p. 654,*) authorized the appointment, by Federal author- 
ity, of a Governor, secretary, judges, members of the Leg- 
islative Council, and other officers, and vested the legis- 
lative power in a Legislative Council, consisting of the 
Governor and thirteen residents of the Territory, wlio were 

_ to be appointed annually by the President. By this and the 
subsequent act of 3d March, 1823, the right of Congress to 
approve or disapprove the laws of the Territory was re- 
served. On the 3d March, 1823, (vol. 3, p. 750,*) an actto 
amend the organic act was approved, which reguired that 
the Governor’s assent, or two thirds of each House, should 


be required to pass a law, and that bills taxing property | 


should, with exceptions, be sanctioned by Congress. ‘This 
provision relative to the taxing power was, however, re- 


pealed by act of 28th April, 1828. By the act of 26th May, | 


1824, (vol. 4, p. 45,*) the organic act relative to the judi- 
ciary of the Territory was amended. By acts of 15th May, 
1826, (vol. 4, p.164,*) and 2ist January, 1829, (vol. 4, p. 
333,*) provision was made for the election of members of 
the Legislative Council and other officers, civil and mili- 
tary, by the qualified voters of the Territory. By the act 
of 7th July, 1838, (vol. 5, p. 263,*) the legislative power of 
the Territory was vested in the Governor and Legislative 
Council, consisting of a Senate and House of Representa- 
- tives; each House being eleeted by the qualified voters. 


From time to time, during the existence of this Terri- | 


tory, Congress exercised the supervising power in repeated 
instances, as will be scen by the following references to 
congressional enactments : 


Instances of the approval of Instances of the annullment 
Territorial laws. of the same. 
March 3, 1823; vol, 3, p.754. March 7, 1822; vol. 3, p- 685. 
April 22, 18245 vol.4,p.19. March 3, 1823; vol. 3, p. 754. 
June 18, 1834; vol. 4, p.677. May 15, 1826; vol. 4, p. 167. 
July 2, 1836 ; vol. 5, p. 69. Feb. 1, 1826; vol. 4, p. 138. 
June 28, 1838; vol. 5, p.253. Jan. 21, 18295 vol. 4, p- 334. 
May 14, 1830 ; vol. 4, p. 403. 
June 18, 1834; vol. 4, p. 677. 
June 30, 1834; vol. 4, p. 740. 
July 1, 1836; vol. 5, p. 61. 
July 2, 1836; vol. 5, p. 69. 
Jan. 31, 1837 ; vol. 5, p. 146. 
The people of the Territory of Florida, having formed a 
constitution and State government, on the lith of January, 
1839, were, without a previous enabling act, admitted into 
the Union, on the 3d of March, 1845. (Vol. 5, p. 742.*) 


WISCONSIN. 


The act of 20th April, 1836, (vol. 5, p. 10,*) establishing 
a government within this Territory, provided for the ap- 
pointment, by Federal authority, of a Governor, secretary, 


judges, and other officers, and vested the legislative power | 


in the Governor and Legislative Assembly, consisting of a 


Council and House of Representatives; both branches ofthe | 


Thesc acts provided for the | 


Assembly being elected by the, qualified voters of the Ter- 
ritory. By this act the right of Congress to approve or dis- 
approve ail territorial laws was reserved ; and on the 12th 
of June, 1838, (vol. 5, p. 310,*) an act of the ‘Territorial 
Legislature, incorporating the stockholders of a hank, was 
annulled. The act of 3d March, 1839, (vol. 5, p..356,*) re- 
quired that the Governor’s assent, or two thirds of the Legis- 
lature, should be required to pass a law; but declared that 
this should not be construed to impair the power of Con- 
gress to supervise the laws passed by the Territory. On the 
3d March, 1843, (vol. 5, p. 630,*) the qualified voters were 
authorized to eleet certain local officers of the Territory. 

An act enabling the people of this Territory to form acon- 
stitution and State government was approved on the 6th of 
August, 1846, (vol. 9, p. 56 ;*) and on the 3d of March, 1847, 
(vol. 9, p. 178,*) the State of Wisconsin was admitted into 
the. Union, on condition that the constitution adopted on 
the 16th of December, 1845, which changed the boundaries 
prescribed by the enabling act, should be assented to by the 
qualified electors; the assent of Congress to said clfange 
being given by this act. 

On the Ist of February, 1848, the people of Wisconsin 
‘Territory formed a new constitution; and on the 29th of 
May, 1848, (vol. 9, p. 233,*) the admission of said State, 
with the boundaries prescribed by the enabling act of 6th 
August, 1846, was made final and complete. 

IOWA. 


This Territory, which was attached to Michigan on the 
Bth of June, 1834, (vol. 4, p. 701,*) was organized on the 
12th of June, 1838, (vol. 5, p. 235,*) by the establishment of 
a government therein similar in all respects to that of Wis- 
consin; the appointment of the same officers by Federal 
authority being authorized, and the legislative power vested 
and exercised in the same manner. ‘Phe right of Congress 
to approve or disapprove the laws of the Territory was also 
reserved. By the act of 3d March, 1839, (vol. 5, p. 356,*) 
the Governor’s assent, or two thirds of the Legislature, was 
required to pass a law; but Congré declared, in this act, 
that it should not be constryed into a surrender of the super- 
vising power. Another enactment of the same date (vol. 5, 
p- 357,*) authorized the electiou of certain officers, civil 
and military, by the qualified voters of the Territory. With- 
out a previous enabling act, the people of this Territory 
formed a constitution and State government, and were nd- 
mitted into the Union on the 3d of Mareh, 1845, (vol. 5, p. 
742,*) on condition that the boundaries prescribed by Con- 
gress should be assented to by a majority of the qualified 
electors, or by the Legislature of said State. The ordinance 
appended to the constitution of the State was, by this aet, 
rejected, and by a subsequent act of the same date, (vol. 5, 
p. 789,*) the laws of the United States not locally inappli- 
cable were extended to Iowa, and propositions offered to 
the Legislature in lieu of those submitted to Congress by 
the constitutional convention of the Territory, which were 
rejected. On the 4th of August, 1846, (vol. 9, p. 52,*) an 
act was approved which prescribed the boundaries of the 
State of Iowa, and repealed so much of the actof 3d March, 
1845, as related to the same. ‘I'he people of lowa having 
formed a new constitution, in obedience to the above-re- 
cited acts, and submitted the same to Congress, the ad- 
mission of the said State was, on the 28th of December, 
1846, (vol. 9, p. 117,*) made final and complete. 

OREGON. 

The actof 14th August, 1848, (vol. 9, p. 323,*) providinga 
government for this Territory, authorized the appointment, 
by Federat authority, of a Governor, secretary, judges, and 
other officers, and vested the legislative power in a Legis- 
lative Assembly, consisting of a Council and House of Rep- 
resentatives, elected by the qualified voters of the Terri- 
tory. 

By this act the right of Congress to approve or disapprove 
the laws of the ‘Territory was reserved, and on the 4th 
May, 1852, (vol. 10, p. 146,*) an act of the Territorial Legis- 
lature making Salem the seat of government, was’ con- 
firmed. The organic act of this Territory (vol. 9, p. 329,*). 
provided that some of the laws of the provisional govern- 
ment should be continued in force, while others were an- 
nuiled. Without a previous enabling act, the people of this 
Territory formed a constitution and State government, and ; 
on the 14th of February, 1859, were admitted into the Union. 


MINNESOTA, 

The act of 3d March, 1849, (vol. 9, p. 403,*) organizing 
this Territory, authorized the appointment, by Federal au- 
thority, of a Governor, secretary, judges, and other officers, 
and vested the legislative power in the Governor and Leg- 
islative Assembly, consisting of a Council and House of 

Representatives, the qualified voters of the Territory being 
authorized to elect the members of each House. The Gov- 
ernor’s assent, or two thirds of cach House, was required 
to pass a law, and Congress reserved the right to approve 
or disapprove all laws of the Territory. 

An act enabling the people of this Territory to form a 
constitution and State government was approved on the 
26th of February, 1857, and on the Lth of May, 1858, the 
State of Minnesota was admitted into the Union. 


NEW MEXICO. 

The act of 9th September, 1850, (vol. 9, p. 447,*) erecting 
New Mexico into a Territory, authorized the appointment 
of a Governor, secretary, judges, and other officers, by 
Federal authority, and vested the legislative power in the 
Governor and a Legislative Assembly consisting of a Coun- 
cil and House of Representatives. By this act, the qualified 
voters of the Territory were authorized to elect both 
branches of the Legislature, and the right to approve or 
disapprove the territorial Jaws was reserved by Congress. 

On the 4th of August, 1854, (vol. 10, p. 575,*) the Gads- 
den purchase was attached to New Mexico. 


UTAH. 


By the act of 9th September, 1850, (vol. 9, p. 453,*) or- 
ganizing this Territory, a government was established 


. 
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a reservation of the right by Congress to approve. or disap- 
prove the laws passed by the Territorial Legislature. | 
. WASHINGTON. ae 


. The act of. 2d March, 1853, (vol. 10, page 172,*) 
izing this Territory, authorized the appointment, by Fed- 
eral authority, of the Governor, secretary, judges, and other 
officers, and (reserving ‘the right-of Congress to: approve‘or 
disapprove all territorial Jaws) vested the legislative power 
in a Legislative. Assembly, composed of a Council and 
House of Representatives; the qualified voters of the Ter- 
ritory being authorized to elect the tmembers of each House. 
On the 14th of February, 1859, `a portion of Oregon Ter- 
ritory was attached to Washington. w Bat 


NEBRASKA. : 


The organic act of this Territory, approved 30th May, 
1854, (vol. 10, p. 277,*) authorized the appointment by. Fed- 
eral authority of the Governor, secretary, judges, and other 
officers ; and vested the legislative power in the Governor 
and Legislative Assembly, consisting of a Council and 
House of Representatives; the qualified voters of the Ter- 
1 ritory being authorized to elect the members of cach House. 
By this act, the Governor’s assent, or two thirds of each 
House, was required to pass a law. 


KANSAS. 


The act of 30th May, 1854, (vol, 10, p. 283,*) organizing 
this Territory, established a government therein similar in 
all respects to that of Nebraska. The appointment by Fed- 
eral authority of the same Officers being authorized, and 
the legislative power as therein vested in the Governor and 
Legislative Assembly, composed of a Council and House of 
Representatives. By this act the qualified voters were also 
authorized to elect the Legislature ; and thè Governor’s 
assent, or two thirds of each House, was required‘ to pass 
alaw., The people of this Territory having formed a con- 
stitution and State government, were, on the 4th of May, 
1858, admitted inte the Union, on condition that certain 
propositions offered by Congress should be accepted. 

GENERAL LAW. 

In every Territory organized by Congress special. re- 
straints have been imposed upon the legislative. power, 
either by the organic of subsequent acts, and by the first 
section of the act of July 1, 1836, (vol. 5, p. 61,*) Congress 
| enacted a general provision, “ That no act of the Terri- 
torial Legislature of any of the Territories of the United 
States, incorporating any bank or any institution with bank- 
ing powers, hereafter to be passed, shall have any force or 
effect whatever, until approved and confirmed by Congress.” 


Sig 


THAT BLACK REPUBLICAN BIBLE—THE HELPER 
BOOK. need 


SPEECH OF HON. T. €. HINDMAN, 
OF ARKANSAS, Weg 


In rus House or REPRPSENTATIYES, 
January 19 and 20, 1860, 


(REVISED BY HIMSELF,f] 

On the organization of the House, and in‘reply to Mr. 

SHERMAN, of Ohio. i ý 

Mr. HINDMAN said: 7 5o 

Mr. CLerk: I sought the floor yesterday with 
no purpose of making what is called a'set-speech; 
nor do I intend to make'one now: As the House 
did not then seem disposed to procecd to a ballot, 
I supposed I might, with some propriety, occupy 
a few moments in showing where the responsi- 
bility of the failure to organize rests. . That was 
my object yesterday, and it is my object now. 
To carry it out, it may be necessary to allude to 
general issues; but it will not be necessary, I im- 
agine, to discuss them at any length,  Confining 
myself as closely as possible to my original .de- 
sign, I shall consume buta small part of the day. 
| When we met here on the Sth of December, it 
i was hoped that an organization ywould be effected 
at once, and the business of the country taken up 
and promptly dispatched. But in that we have 
| failed. - Six weeks of fruitless ballotings leave the 
i House still unorganized, and with no apparent 
l| prospect of organizing. Under such cireum- 
i| stances, itis not to be thought that all of us will 
escape public censure. The hope of the people, 
so bitterly disappointed, already turns to indig- 
nation. Their own common sense tells them there 
|! is culpability somewhere; and thatsame common 
| sense will single out the men who are blamable. 
When that is done, and the real authors of the 
existing condition of things are known; when all 
| their flimsy disguises are torn from them, and 
they are exposed as guilty of stopping the wheels 


* Statutes.at Large. 
} For the original report, see pages 


528, 549. Cong, Globe, 
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‘of the Government, their punishment willbe in 

proportion to. the immense weight of national 

calamity avd disgrace, and of individual suffering 
and:ruin,.which they have produced. 


Over what men‘does this blow..of annihilation | 


hang ‘suspended? On what party does it fall? 
That is the problem to which our action, as indi- 
viduals and as members of parties, is the key. 
The péople will use it for reaching the proper so- 
lution. They ‘will fix the responsibility where it 
belongs. . 1, for.one, am ready for that trial, and 
feel confident, beyond. every doubt, that. the po- 
litical party with which I have been acting, and 
am proud to act, has no cause. to shun investi- 
gation, or to dread the sentence that will be pro- 
nounced. “ : 

«At the opening of the session, a formidable 
political organization, from the northern States 
exclusively, claimed. control of all the offices to 
be filled. “Itsientite vote, lacking but three or four 
of a majority: of the whole number, was concen- 
trated upon a single candidate for Speaker—Mr. 
Suraman, of Ohio. If the principles and policy 
ofthat party had been at all national; if the ante- 
cedents of its candidate had been in the least 
degree conservative, theré would, perhaps, have 
‘been no sufficient excuse for prolonged and unre- 
lenting opposition on our part. After such resist- 
ance as would have saved our honor as a party, 
we might have made a virtue of necessity, and 
gracefully acquiesced in its success. 

But in the present case the most conscientious 
convictions of duty allowed us no such alternative. 
The panty opposed to us was, and is, that known 
as Republican—a: title synonymous, in our esti- 
‘mation, with sectionalism, with hostility to State 
rights, with disloyalty to the Constitution, with 
treason to the Government, and with civil war, 
bloodshed, murder, and rapine. 

“That it is a sectional party is shown by the fact 
that it has no representative here except from the. 
northern States, and that it sprang to life out of 
the festering prejudices of northern anti-slavery 
malignity, and is kept alive by appeals to those 
prejudices only. . 

That it is hostile to State rights, and disloyal 
to the Constitution, is shown by its openly avowed 
intention to keep the leading property interest of 
the South out of the common Territories, by con- 

ressional prohibition of slavery there, which the 

Supreme Court of tlie Union has solemnly ad- 
judged to be unconstitutional. 
Te 


That it is a treasonable party is shown b 
nullification of the fugitive slave law, in at 
cight northern States, and its persistent refusal to 
comply with the Federal compact for the deliver- 
ing up of fugitive slayes. Not only is this done 
m that number of States, but constant efforts are 
made to add to the black list of recreant and dis- 
honored sovereigntics. > 

In the great State of New York, an appeal and 
petition have been circulated for, signatures, ro- 

uesting the Legislature to accomplish there also 

the nullification of the fugitive slave law, and the 

nullification of the Federal compact, by passing 

cone of these shameful ‘personal liberty bills.” 

That appeal and petition I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 
NEW YORK A.FREE STATE, 5 

At an informal meeting of persons favorable to the enact- 
ment of a personal liberty law, held in Albany, on the 12u3 
day of September, 1859, the following appeal was adopted, 
and ordered to be published. ' 

A.M, POWELL, Chairman. 

Groroe E. Baxgn, Secretary. 


its 


Appeal to the people of the State of New York. 
-Shall-the goil-of the Empire State be longer polluted by 
the track of the slave hunter? 
Shall we ourselves be subject to his call to chase and 
eateh his human prey ? f 
Shall we be subjected to fines and imprisonment for re- 
fusing thus to degrade and deéhumanize ourselves? 


Must our doors and hearts be closed to the panting, starv- | 


ing stranger, who seeks shelter and protection from the re- 
morseless kidnapper, that would drag him back to the woes 
of the plantation from which he escaped? 

Must we help to send him back to the land of chains and 
tortures, from which he fled through troops of bloodhounds 
scenting out his track ; through forests where wild beasts 
prowl in the darkness ; through rivers and dismal swamps ; 
with no eye to pity him save God’s, shining through the 
north star, guiding his despairing child to the nearest asy- 
jum, where ‘the wieked cease from troubling??? 

Serious, solemn, momenténs, are all these inguiries! 
What shall our answer be? First, we will ask the Legis- 
lature to passa law that shall foreyor protect our State from 


ast | 


| derstood as addressing my inquiry to the Repub- | 


| that I believe the New York Republicans will | 


| havior, such malicious abuse, ax we have endured from 


i drivers in high and iow places, placed over us to drive and 


the desecrating presence of the slave hunter. By the fugi- 
tive slave bill of 1850, we are now forbidden to shelter or 
asSist the forlornest stranger who ever appealed for our 
sympathy and aid. : Fines and imprisonments impend over 
us for exercising one of the holiest charities of our religion. | 
The law of God is defiled.. : Vice, the foulest, the hlackest, 
is exalted to virtue; while virtue, humanity, and. Holiness, 
are legislated into:crimes, and Heaven’s own conditions of 
salvation are impiously reversed. : 

We rejoice to believe that our Legislature, by passing a 
PERSONAL LIBERTY BILL, can remedy these fearful wrongs. | 
A PETITION for such an act has been prepared, to accom- 
pany this appeal. - You are asked to sign it, to cireulate it, 
to obtain for it the names of all your. neighbors and fellow- 
citizens, and to send it, early in January, to the Legisla- 
ture. (Petitions may be sent to your member of Assembly 
or Senator, or to George E. Baker, Albany, New York.) 

This is no formal, idle request, but an earnest, well-con- 
sidered appeal, in the name of God and humanity. And 
this‘appeal is made to you, reader, whoever you may. be, as 
one upon whom the responsibility of God’s law unceas- 
ingly rests. 


. PETITION. 
To the honorable Senate and Assembly 
of the State of New York :: 

The undersigned, citizens of , State of New York, 
respectfully ask you to put an énd to SLAVE HUNTING in 
New York, by enacting that no person who has been held 
as a slave shail be delivered up by any officer or court, State 
or Federal, within this State, to any one claiming him on 
the ground that he owes “service or labor? to such. claim- 
ant by the laws of one of the slaves States of this Union. 

Mr. CURTIS, (to the Clerk.) Read the names 
signed to that petition. 

The CLERK. There are none. 

Mr. CURTIS. I thought so. 

Mr. HINDMAN. . Do you deny the authen- 
ticity of the petition? —. 

‘Mr. CURTIS. Not atall. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Itis simply the petition itself, 
without any names affixed. The petitions, with 
names attached, have no doubt been sent to Al- 
bany, for presentation to the Legislature. 

Mr. CURTIS. With due respect, I submit 
that there are no names attached to it. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Thatis of no consequence, 
I refer to the members of the New York delega- 
tion to know whether or not they indorse the 
prayer of that petition; whether or not, if the 
were members of the present Legislature of their 
State, they would vote to comply with the request 
which that petition makes? 

Mr. BRIGGS. I. for one, say I would not. | 

Mr. HINDMAN. I am satisfied as to that; I | 
never dreamed that you would, I wish to be un- | 


lican members from the State of New York. | 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I simply desire to. say | 


neither, disclaim nor indorse. Their course in | 
this will be on a par with the invariable conduct 
of that party; they strike in the dark, and dare 
not meet the responsibility of their conduct. 

Mr. HINDMAN, My friend from Mississippi 
is right. They do not answer. Their silence is 
evidence of the fact that they dare not, here on 
this floor, avow the sentiments which they enter- 
tain on this subject. It may, perhaps, be not 
inappropriate in me now to digress a little from 
the line of my argument, for the purpose of cx- 
posing, by facts of recent oceurrence, that degree 
of blindness with which fanatics habitually look 
abroad in quest of imaginary evils—not seeing, or 
caring to sce, real and terrible wrongs at their own 
door. J have scen, within a few hours past, cer- 
tain proceedings of the Pemberton Mills opera- 
tives, in Massachusetts, published in the New 
York Herald of yesterday, which I ask to be read 
as a portion of my remarks. 

he Clerk read, as follows: 
Proceedings of the Pemberton Spinning Operatives and 
Strikers. 

1. Resolved, ‘Chat we, the spinners of the frame or ring 
spinning on the Pemberton Mill Corporation, have long 
enough endured the low prices.for our hard labor—wages 
which are too low to live by, we cannot meet our bills 
for the necessities.of Hf ith sucha contemptible com- 
pensation for our labor as has been paid us for the past 
year. 

2. Resolved, That we respectfully solicita public investi- 
gation of the facts of the case, and a public exposure of the 
oppression and tyranny, abuse and obscenity, which have 
been perpetrated upon the female department of thé Pem 
berton spinning room, from time to time, by cringing tools 
of a monopolist corporation. 

3. Resolved, That such tanguage, and such obscene be 


time to time, perpetrated upon us by the menials and stave- 


hunt us down in our labor, from: early morning until late at 


| tions do purport to come from the town 


night, is more appropriate. to the barbarous or dark ages 
than the enlightened age of the ninetecnth century; yes, 
more appropriate to the slave-drivers of the negroes of the 
South than to the tyrannical monopolists ofan enlightened 
community, who seek to make the condition of the white 
laborers.at the. North worse. than that of. the slaves of the 
South. * > * Ln * * eae 

5. Resolved, That such abuses, such vile and oppressive 
means as have been resorted to, to still persist in crushing 
our every rightand just demand into a perfect annihilation, 
are too much for a brute creation to withstand, and much 
more fora white and intelligent community. 

6. Resolved, That it is these wrongs, and this vile, tyran- 
nical oppression, combined with incompetency of govern- 
ment, and wages so low that negro slavery is far preferable, 
and death sweet, rather than continued durance vile. 

7. Resolved, That we believe a generous and just public 
will sympathize and investigate our affairs and our condi- 
tion; and, also, after such investigation, every candid and 
unprejudiced individual, black, yes, even'the despised ne- 
groes of an abolition community, as well as the white Anglo- 
Saxon, both high and low, will render the verdict, namely: 
that such abuse, and such oppression and wrongs, such’ 
mean, contemptible, tyranny over us, in the shape ofsneak- 
ing, cringing tools to the meanest tyrannical dynasty. that 
exists in the manufacturing world. at large, having driven 
us to this revolt or strike for our rights and for justice at 
this inclement season of the year. 

8. Resolved, hat untess a ditferent state of affairs exists 
in the future, both in regard to wages aud in the mode of 
government over us, we will die on our strike rather than 
submit to such heinous and outrageous injustice from the 
Pemberton tyrants. 

9.. Resolved, Thatin the language of a noted anti-slavery 
agitttor, in regard to the perpetuation of the Federal Union, 
we also say, that under these circumstances that now 
exist, and have existed between us and our employers, let 
the former Union and the present slide forever, before they 
shall any longer enslave and abuse us. * + Sa 

ll. Resolved, ‘Chat the above resoliitions are the unani- 
mous sentiments of the Pemberton frame spinning opera- 
tives ; also, that the same are authorized by us to be printed 
in one or more or the publicapresses in this city. 

LAWRENCE, February 14, 1859. 

Mr. HINDMAN. From the paper just read; 
let the civilized world judge between the slave- 
holders of the South, who hold the negro in that 
subordination for which nature and nature’s God 
intended him, and the false philanthropists of the 
North, who inflict, or consent to the infliction, on 
white men and women, of such intolerable out- 
rages and grievances as are there set forth. 

Mr. GOOCH. Where do these resolutions 
come from? ; 

Mr. HINDMAN. I get them from the New 
York Herald: of yesterday. f 

Mr. GOOCH.. I would like to know whether 
they are original in the New York Herald? 

Mr. HINDMAN. They are furnished to the 
New York Herald by a correspondent of that 
parer, whose name is prefixed. They purport to 
have been published, some months ago, in papers 
in the vicinity of Lawrence. The Clerk will 
please state where they.are from. 


TheCLERK. They are sent from Farmington, 


| New Hanipshire, by Hiram G. Gove. 


Mr. GOOCH. Does it appear that they are 
signed by anybody? 

The CLERK. That is all there is about them. 

Mr GOOCH. I would state to the gentleman 
that these resolutions appear not to have been 
drawn up in Lawrence, but in a town in New 
Hampshire, at a distance from Lawrence; and it 
does not appear that they are signed by any- 
body. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I think the gentleman rests 
under a misapprehension. 

Mr. GOOCH. Although I see the papers of 


that vicinity, still I have never seen any resolw- 


| tions of that kind; and Ido not think that any 


such resolutions can be produced, signed by any 
number of individuals, -I can understand per- 
fectly well that some individual may have been 
dismissed by. that corporation, gone home to the 
State. of New Hampshire, and then forwarded 
these resolutions on his own account, not to any 
paper in the vicinity, but to the New York Her- 
wd, for publication there. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that this place is not in Massachu- 
setts, but in New Hampshire? 

Mr. GOOCH. Notatall. I say that the reso- 
lutions purport to come from the State of New 
Hampshire, not from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HINDMAN, The gentleman rests under 
a misapprehension as to- the facts. The resolu- 
of Law- 
rence, Which is, I believe, in Massachusetts. Will 
the Clerk state their date? 


The CLERK. They bear date, Lawrence, Feb- 


| ruary 14, 1859. . 


1860.] 
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Mr. HINDMAN. Inorder 
gin clear, I request the Clerk 
that precedes them. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


to make their ori- 
to read the letter 


Farmineton, New Haupsnire, January 16, 1860. 


As I was reading the Boston Journal a few days since, | 


the printed extracts here inctosed interested me very much, 
us they relate to the late Pemberton Mills, of Lawrence, 
Massachusetts. Itso happens that it is notquite one year 
since } was employed there, in charge of a section of one 
ofthe rooms. 1 was removed from that berth on the charge 
of daring to sympathize with the poor operatives who were 
then out of the mill on a strike for justice and living wages. 
But the inclosed resolutions, which the spinners, in a body, 
passed, without a single dissenting voice, explain their 
feelings much better than I can at the present time. 

The poor slaves were notsuccessful in theirstrike. They 
were told if they would not submit to their present wages 
and situation, the owners would stop the whole mill, as 

- they could not afford to pay any morc for their labor. By 
this threat the most of the operatives were driven to sub- 
mit; but a few of the most useful never returned to work, 
and still remain alive as witnesses of the tyraany and abuse 
ofthe masters placed over them. 

J now sec it stated in the papers that this Pemberton cor- 
poration has been doing a very successful business the past 
year, (which includes the time the poor operatives struck 
for living wages,) having made $150,000 for the owners. 
The above speaks for itself, and need not to be commented 
upon by me. That the labor cost the owners tess than the 
same amount of slave-labor would at the South, is without 
a doubt in my mind. Your statement that the northern 
operatives experienced not the commonest feelings of hu- 
manity from their masters, I fully indorse. And to prove 
it here, I will relate an instance that actually occurred in 
the Pemberton Mills less than four months ago. 

A woman went to her master and told him that she wished 
to be relieved from work, as she was sick. 
replied, “Go to your work; a woman can play sick at any 
time.” The next morning that woman gave birth toa child. 
As your paper extract suits my ideas, though I saw it in 
the Boston Journal, | wish you to send me a copy at once 
—pul my name down for one year’s subscripticn, Send 
me the next issue and your bill, and E will eash 1, on the 
return of mail. Publish in your paper ajl l bave written, 
with the resolutions, and lct the Journal snap and snari 
over his pets, for I have more to write in future, to give 
the corporation their just due. 

HIRAM G. GOVE. 
To the Editor of the New York Herald. 


Mr. GOOCH. It strikes me that this matter 
is precisely as I understood it. That letter comes 
from Farmington, New Hampshire, from a man 
who had been dismissed from the employ of the 
company . He certainly is notin such a position, 
with regard to that corporation, as that his testi- 
mony should be entitled to a very high degree of 
credit anywhere. 

Now, one thing further in regard to this matter. 
{ cannot state precisely the amount which these 
spinners carn in the mills; but my impression is 
that they earn from one and a haif to two dollars 
per day, working ten hours. 

Mr. HINDMAN. What I said is true. The 
resolutions do purport to come from Lawrence, 
Massachusetts. The letter just read comes from 
New Hampshire. I shall not go into a discus- 
sion with the gentleman from Massachusetts upon 
the authenticity of that document, or upon the 
credibility of the person whose name appears as 
vouching for the statement. 

It seems, however, that he is inclined to dis- 
credit and disbelieve whatever may emanate from 
one of these oppressed white Jaborers of his north- 
ern factories; but whether, if the same utterances 


had come from runaway negroes from the South, | 
D 


the testimony would not have been ample and 
sufficient, even for his satisfaction, is a matter of 
which this House can judge. 

Mr: GOOCH. If the gentleman will pardon 
me a moment, I will say that, so far as I entertain 
opinions concerning slavery, they arenot founded 
upon the statements of runaway slaves. They 
rest upon different testimony. s 

Mr. HINDMAN. As Ido not propose filing 
a bill of discovery for the purpose of ascertaining 
the grounds of the gentleman’s belief, Weg that 
he will not take up more of my time. 

Mr. GOOCH. Goon. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I said that the tenets and 
practices of the Republican party lead to civil war, 
to bloodshed, to murder, and to rapine. That is 
shown by John Brown’s invasion of Virginia, and 
slaughter of her peaceable citizens. The Repub- 
lican members here may now disclaim all sym- 
pathy with that old traitor; they may say again 
and again that they contributed nothing te his en- 
terprise, either in men, money, arms, or favorable 
wishes; but until they shall have abandoned Re- 
publicanism, and repented their connection with 
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it, a discerning and intelligent «public will deride 

and spurn all such protestations. ; 

These innocent lambs that now bleat so gently, 
under fear of popular condemnation, are the same 
men who wrought up the northern mind to that 
pitch of frenzy out of which John Brown’s bloody 
raid proceeded. By tfeir maddening and furious 
abuse of slavery and slaveholders, they sct on fire 
the brain of that old fanatic. Had there been no 
Republican party, there would have been no in- 
vasion of Harper’s Ferry. John Brown was the 
tool of Republicanism, doing its work; and now, 
that work is done, Republican politicians cannot 
skulk the responsibility. The country will hold 
them to it, and will gibbet them for it, as effectu- 
ally as if the hemp that strangled John Brown and 
his confederates had also strangled these his insti- 
gators, from Szwarp, the author of the infamous 
Irrepressible-conflict doctrine, down to his last 
made convert and disciple, the member from Penn- 
sylvania. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] I 
refer to that member from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hickman] who has, on this floor, twice threatened 
to apply the teachings of Sewanp, and to reénact 
the conduct of John Brown, by mustering and 
marching eighteen million-northern men against 
the South, to whip her into submission to the 
higher law. 

‘When that invasion is made, the price of hemp 
will go up, for our whole crop will be needed to 
hang the Abolition soldiery; [laughter from Dem- 
ocrats and the galleries;] but the price of arms 
will go down, for we will take from our invaders 
arms enough to equip our whole population. [Ap- 

lause from Democratic benches and the galleries.] 

he history of that invasion will be like that of 
the old Assyrian raid into Judea; the fate of its 
forces will be the same as that of the hosts of Sen- 
nacherib: 

“ Like the leaves of the forest when summer is green, 
That bost with their banners at sunset were seen; 
Like the leaves of the forest when antumu hath blown, 
That host on the morrow lay withered and strown,’? 
That, sir, will be the fate ofthe invaders of 

southern soil. In the language of a prominent 

Republican member of this House, ‘* we will wel- 

come them, with bloody hands, to hospitable 

graves.” [Applause in the galleries.] 

This traitordus, sectional, and bloody Repub- 
lican party is the one that met usat the threshold 
of this House, on the first day of the session, de- 
manding the Speakership. Not content to rely 
upon its abominable record, to which I have thus 
briefly adverted, it presented a candidate with a 
still more abominable record of his own; thusadd- 
ing to our sense of injury the galling conscious- 
ness of intended insult. That candidate has 
repeatedly referred us and the country to his con- 
gressional record here, as the index to his opin- 
ions on the great question of the day, and an- 
nounces his willingness to be judged by thattest.’ 
It is not my purpose now. to make a recital, in 
detail, of all his votes and expressions relative to 
slavery, during his four years’ service on this 
floor; but I have given them particular examin- 
ation, and the knowledge I have of them justifies 
the statement that he stands in the very front rank 
of Republican ultraism. On one occasion, he in- 
sists upon the exclusion of slavery from certain 
territory by congressional legislation; and then 
he declares that new slaveholding States shali not 
be admitted into the Confederacy. At one time 
he brands the fugitive slav@actas ‘a savage and 
inhuman law;”? then he stigmatizes slavery as 
“an injury to the master and a crime against the 
slave.” And, finally, giving full scope and vent 
to his abolition zeal, he becomes a practical en- 
courager of negro-stealing, and an assistant of thg 
underground railroad. 

That this declaration may be distinctly under- 
stood, I refer members to the proceedings of this 
House on February 28, 1856, as set forth in the 
Congressional Globe: 

“Mr. Greexwoop offered the following resolution : 

«© Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of providing by jaw 
for the indictment and punishment of persons for the steal- 
ing of slaves in the Indian territory. 

“Mr. SHERMAN. [ object.” 

Now, Mr. Clerk, the object of that resolution 
is defined by its own terms. It was to prevent 


i 
i 
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interference, by professional slave-stealers of the 
North, with property in slaves in the Indian ter- 


‘ever you mM 


ritory. That such legislation was necessary, that 
it was proper, there could be no question; that it 
ought to have been granted is clear to the mind of 
every one conversant with the facts... What'was 
the course of the member from Ohio ‘upon ‘that 
subject? Did hie, like a loyal man; like one wih- 
ing to do-justice to the property interests of every 
section of the Confederacy, come: forward and 
help to accomplish: that. object? : Noz the very 
moment the proposition was. made, he obtruded 
an objection to its consideration, thrust-his enmity 
to it ufon the House. Is there any excuse—any 
palliation for that action of his? Tah aware. of 
thë fact that ordinarily a mere objection to. the 
consideration of aresolution of this character does 
not commit the objector either to or against the 
matter objected to; but in this case that general 
rule is set aside by the subsequent facts. There 
is a particular reason given for the objection, and 
that reason is not left to inference alone. Itis set 
forth plainly, distinctly, soas not to be misunder- 
stood o¥ mistaken. o 

“Mr. Greenwoop. If the gentleman who objected to 
the resolution will allow me, J will state the grounds for 
the necessity of it. The reason is, that under the law as it 
now exists, and under the decision of the courts, persons 
on the borders of the Indian territory can go into such ter- 
ritory and steal slaves therefrom and take them into the 
southern States, and there seli them with impunity. S 

“Mr. SUERMAN. Being satisfied with the explanation of 
the gentleman, I withdraw my objection.” 

Mr. Clerk, the character of the resolution, of 
my predecessor; the fact that objection was made 
by the present Republican candidate for Speaker 
to its consideration, unanimous consent being ne- 
cessary; the peculiar nature of the explanation 
given; and the prompt withdrawal of the objec- 
tion; all these circumstances point conclusively, 
as I think, to this, as the attitude held by Mr. 
Surrman on the subject of negro stealing. For 
the punishment of that crime, pure and simple, he 
would give noaid. The agents of the underground 
railroad might ply their trade and go scot free, 
so far as he was concerned. Stealing slaves and 
taking them abolitionward was, in ‘his view, a 
philanthropic enterprise, not only not to be pun- 
ished, but to be shielded by non-legislation-and 
sheltered by well-put parliamentary objections. 
But when it appears that the thieves have strong 
pro-slavery proclivities; that.they are ‘sound on 
the nigger question,” and carry their spoils, not 
North, but South; that they. put them in southern 
cotton fields, instead of translating them to the 
mock freedom of non-slaveholding States; then 
the position of the member from Ohio changes; 
his action is reversed, and his objection is with- 
drawn. A pro-slavery negro thief must be pun- 
ished by all means. To that there is no objection, 
Oh! no, sir; but an anti-slavery negro thief must 
‘not be molested. This is one of the beauties of 
the record on which the Republican candidate so 
complacently plumes himself. 


It is not surprising; Mr. Clerk, that such opin- 
ions and sentiments as those which he is thus 
roved to have entertained and expressed, should 
ead him into other excesses. It is not at all 
strange or inconsistent, but perfectly natural and 
in character, that Joun Suerman should cordially 
indorse Mr. Hinton Rowan Helper. He might 
have written the Helper book with his own hand 
and pen, and published it’to the world over his 
name, without creating the slightest astonishment 


| or inducing the least surprise iù the mind of any 


man familiar with his antecedents. No wonder, 


| then, that he so obstinately refuses to disavow the 


Helper doctrines. If he should disown them, he 
would repudiate the very pith and marrow of his 
own teachings. Sewardism, Helperism,and Sher- 
manism are identical. The black mante of Re- 
publicanism covers them all. It and they are one 
and the same. That they lead to violence’ and 
bloodshed, to revolution and anarchy, is shown 
not only by what I have referred to, but by the 
declarations of the archapostle of the faith “In 
his speech, made in the Senate Chamber, on the 
3d March, 1858, Senator Sewarp used this lan- 
guage: 

t Pree labor has, at last, apprehended its rights, ita in- 
terests, its power, and its destiny, aud is organizing itself 
to assume the Governthent of the Republic. ty will, hence- 
forth, meet you boldly and resolutely here; it wil meet 
yor every w e, in the -Territories or out of them, where 
¥ go to extend s driven you back 
in California and Kansas, if will invade you soon: in Dela- 
ware, Maryland, Virginia, Missouri, cad Texas. U wih meet 
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you in Arizona, ‘in ‘Central America, and even in Cuba. 
The invasion will-be not merely harmless, but beneficent, 
if you will yield seasonably to its just demands. 

¿< It proved so in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
and other slave States, which have already yielded in that 
way toits advances: -You may, indeed, get a start, under 
or near the tropics, and seem safe for a.time—but it will be 
only fora short time. Even there you will found States 
only for free labor to maintain and occupy. The. interest 
‘of the white race demands the ultimate emancipation of all 
men. Whether that-emancipation shall be allowed to take 
effect with needful and tvise precautions against sudden 
change. and disaster, or be hurried on by violence, IS ALL 
THAT REMAINS FOR YOU TO DECIDE.” 


Now, sir, if any proof could be brought forward 
that would afford a clearer conception of the ayns 
and purposes of the Black Republican party than 
the extract which has just been read, it will be 
found in the “crystallized platform,” as my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Cox] would express it, contained 


in that Black Republican bible, the Helper book. 


Here it is: ; 
“ The banner to.stand or die by. 

“Inscribed on the banner which we herewith unfurl to 
the world, with the full and fixed determination to stand by 
it or @ie by it, unless one of more virtuous efficacy shall be 
presented, are the mottoes which, in substance, embody 


‘the principles, as we conceive, that should govern us in 1 


our patriotic warfare ‘against the most subtle and insidious 
foc that ever menaced the inalienable rights and liberties 
and dearest interests of America: 

‘J. Thorough organization’ and independent political 
action on the part of the non-slaveholding whites at the 
South. 

«<Q, Incligibility of pro-slavery slaveholders ; never an- 
other vote to any one who advocates the retention and per- 
petuation of human slavery, 

“3, No coöperation with pro-slavery politicians; no fel- 
jJowship with them in religion; no affiliation with them in 
society. N 

«g, No patronage to pro-slavery merchants ; no guest- 
shipin slave-waiting hotets 5 no fees to pro-slavery lawyers ; 
no employment of. pro-slavery physicians; no audience to 
pro-slavery parsons. 

«5, No more hiring of slaves by non-slaveholders. 

«6. Abrupt discontinuance of subscriptions to pro-slavery 
newspapers. 

«7. The greatest possible encouragement to free white 
labor” : 

It has been intimated that the brutal and bloody 
character of the Helper book has been exagger- 
ated in some degree by gentlemen from the South 
in this discussion. In order to remove any such 
impression, and show conclusively that we have 
been right in our interpretation, L read from the 
‘Compendium of the Impending Crisis in the 
South, by Hinton Rowan Helper, showing why 
Helper himself did not cause his book to be pub- 
lished in the southern States. It will be scen that 
he confesses that the failure to publish it there 
was because he knew it to be insurrectionary and 
incendiary in its character. 

Tn the first place, we will give an explanation of the 
reason why the present volume was not published in Bal- 
timore. A considerable portion of this work was written 
in Baltimore; and the whole of it would have been written 
and published there, but for the following odious clause, 
which we extract from the statutes of Maryland : 

“í Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland, 
That, after the passage of this act, it shall not be lawtul tor 
any citizen of this State knowingly to make, print, or en- 
grave, or aid in the making, printing, or engraving, within 
this State, any pictorial representation, or to write or print, 
or to aid in the writing or printing, any pamphlet, news- 
paper, handbill, or other pamphlet otan inflammatory char- 
actes, and having a tendency to excite discontent, or stir up 
insurrection among the people of color of this State, or of 
eitherof the other States or Territories ofthe United States, 
or knowingly to carry or send, or to aid in the carrying or 
sending the same for circulation among the inhabitants of 
the other States or Territories of the United States; and 
any person so offending shall be guilty of a felony; and shall, 
on conviction, be sentenced to confinementin the peniten- 
tiary of this State for a period not Jess than ten nor more 
than twenty years, from the time of sentence pronounced 
on such person.’ —Act passed December, 1831. See 2 
Dorsey, page 1218. 


This, then, is the platform of the Republican 
candidate for Speaker. No man holding such 
positions, directly or indirectly, or refusing to 
disavow them, is fit to preside over this House; 
and no man who.indorses him ought to preside 
over it. It is an outrage upon the South to pro- 
pose it, and an insult to the conservative sentiment 
of the whole country to insist upon it. If these 


vaunted Union meetings of latter days in the | 


northern States are not all empty, hollow, and 
delusive—if they indicate the existence of any 
genuine Union-loving sentiment there—why is it 
that the tens of thousands of voters taking part 
in them are not now thundering against this Black 
Republican phalanx, which is trampling the spirit 
of Unionism under foot by striving to force such 
aman upon us as ‘our presiding officer? Why 
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do they not proslaim-their indignation against 
Sewardism, Helperism, Shermanism, Republic- 
anism, and instruct out of their seats the members 
who adhere to either of them? That would be 
some practical evidence of a returning sense of 
justice and renewed devotion to the Union. Until 
such evidence shall be givén, southern men must 
not only be pardoned in-doubting the sincerity of 
these Union demonstrations, but the facts will 
demand that they shall-hold‘them in contempt, as’ 
hypocritical and treacherous. i 

The responsibility for the failure to organize, 
with all the consequences of injury to the Gov- 
ernment and disaster to private citizens, rests 
chiefly on the Republican party. Had it not been 
asectional,agercssive, and unconstitutional party; 
had not its candidate for Speaker been an indorscr 
of treason and incendiarism, and a preacher of 
servile war and murder, no such delay could have 
taken plaée. The House would long ago have 
been organized, the postal appropriations made, 
the mail contractors paid, and the mail service of 
the country restored to efficiency. The loss of 
these benefits, and of the countless advantages 
that would flow from them, is part of the price the 
American people are now paying for the existence 
of this Republican party. That consideration 
ought to nerve them at once to strike itdown, lest, 
after awhile, the further cost of its continuing to 
live shall be the destruction of the Union itself. 

The chief bulwark here, as clsewhere, against 

this sectional northern organization, which aspires 
to control this House, has been the Democratic 
party. In its ranks are men from the North, from 
the South, from the West, and from the far-off Pa- 
cific slope. Some of them differ with others as to 
buried issues, and as to questions not germane to 
this contest; but all of them are united together in 
one glorious brotherhood of resistance to the dis- 
turbers of the peace of this Confederacy. Among 
these men of the Democratic party, those coming 
from the non-slaveholdmg States are especially 
deserving of applause. Southerners upon this 
floor, and our constituents at home, should and 
will give them no stinted, half-way commenda- 
tion. They will be recognized as the Old Guard 
of the Union in their section, standing firm against 
anti-southern prejudices and pasgons, and imper- 
iling political life rather than surrender the com- 
pacts of the Constitution, If the whole southern 
people were now assembled here, cye-witnesses, 
as we are, to the patriotism of these northern Dem- 
ocrats, every heart would pay them homage; every 
voice would praise them. Southera Democrats, 
southern Whigs,and southern Oppositionists, dis- 
daining partisan detraction and jealousics, would, 
with one common impulse, declare them worthy 
of the thanks of the Republic. 

These northern Democrats, having such strong 
claims upon our gratitude and respect, have al- 
ready, in this contest, made all the sacrifices we 
can properly ask at their hands. They have given 
every proof of fraternity. It is not right, it is 
neither just nor generous, to exact of them such 
concessions as might embarrass them at home, 
and cripple, if not destroy them here. Many of 
them cannot vote for any other than a Democrat 
for Speaker, without running such risks. To 
vote for a southern Oppositionist would—in the 
language of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Pucu,] used by him in another conncetion, but 
equally applicable in, this—destroy the integrity 
of their position, and mar the symmetry of their 
record. Elected on pledges of unswerving op- 
position to Know Nothingism; representing, as 
many of them do, large numbers of foreign-born 
citizens, who have shown their capacity of self- 
‘government, their love of the Union, and their 
friendship to the South, by voting for such men; 
they would subject themselves to the charge of 
breach of faith, and put in Republican hands a 
club for their own destruction, if they were to 
vote for any member who belonged to, or coöp- 
erated with, the Know Nothing party. It is not 
right, it is unjust and wrong, in my judgment, for 
any southern man to ask them so to embarrass 
themselves. That consideration destroys all 


| chance for electing a southern Oppositionist to 


the Speakership; for it is well known that it re- 
quires every anti-Republican vote, including all 
the northern Democrats, to accomplish the defeat 


of Mr. SHERMAN. 


There being, then, an insuperable obstacle te 
the election of a southern Oppositionist—it being, 
in fact, a thing impossible, under existing cir- 
cumstances—gentlemen of the southern Opposi- 
tion are bound to observe that they can accom- 
plist no good, and can reach no beneficial result, 

y holding their votes upon one of their own 
number, and keeping aloof from the Democracy. 
Ry that policy of strange isolation, they, in the 
first place, risk demoralizing the anti-Republican 
forces; and, in the second place, they take upon 
themselves, next after the Republican party, the 
responsibility for the continued delay in organ- 
izing. I say this not ina spirit of controversy, 
for I wish to avoid that now; but I say itin view 
of recent developments made upon this floor, with 


which every member is familiar, and which form | 


a part of our record proceedings. 

The two gentlemen constituting what is called 
the anti-Lecompton party, hold the balance of 
power between the anti-Republicans and the Re- 
publican party. They both have said, publicly, 
and in the most explicit manner, that at the mo- 
ment when the entire Democratic and southern 
Opposition vote shall be united on a single candi- 
date for Speaker, they will give the casting vote, 
and end the contest. I have every confidence that 
their manner of voting will be such as to vindi- 
cate their title to nationality and conservatism, 
and show forth, as a reality, and not an empty 
pretense, that love for the Union of our fathers 
which they have so oftenand so eloquently claimed 
for themselves. ,I believe they will vote against 
the Seward-Helper candidate, and therefore I am 
willing to trust them. 

It is evident that if the Republican candidate 
can be defeated, it must be by a Democrat; for on 
no one else can the entire anti-Republican vote be 
united. That being so, it seems to me to be the 
duty of the Democracy here at once to reorganize 
their scattered forces, to meet in caucus, and to 
nominate a candidate of their own number; to 
place in his hands the standard of the Constitution 
and the Union, and to rally under that leader and 
flag, giving hereafter, under all circumstances that 


may arise, but one united, unchanging vote, to the . 


end of the contest, whether that end shall be to- 
morrow, or on the 4th of March, 1861. This was 
the policy I advocated at the beginning; and I am 
more and more convinced, by every day’shistory, 
that it was right and expedient. 

We have experimented, or, if the word be ap- 
plicable, we have ‘ fillibustered’’ long onde 
without a leader and without a flag. No good re- 
sult, that I am aware of, has flowed from it. Evil 
has resulted from it, It has broken up our or- 
ganization. It has lowered our colors. It has 
caused the abandonment of our leader. It has 
dispersed our strength, It is truc, we have not 
surrendered, but our condition, so scattered and 
broken, has more than once emboldened the enemy 
to taunt us with our weakness, and to demand 
that we should pass under the yoke, as prisoners 
of war. The sight of our disbandment, if not 
saddening to our Democratic constituentsat home, 
certainly cannot have elated them. Let us, then, 
remove the pitiable spectacle of the representa- 
tives of a great national party voluntarily reduc- 
ing themselves to the condition of a mere faction. 
Let us meet in caucus, and there nominate a can- 
didate for whom all of us will be proud to vote, 
whom gentlemen of the southern Opposition and 
anti-Lecompton parties can unite cordially with 
us in clevagng to the Speaker’s chair, and who, 
while in-tKat high position, will administer the 
duties of fhe office ona national and conservative 


Fripay, January 20, 1860. 
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Where 
to points of order, &e., which have no bearing. upon the 
discussion. 


* occur, there were interruptions as 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, for the first time, I believe, has announced 
that it was his purpose, in introducing this reso- 
lation, to give gentlemen an opportunity to ex- 

lain their relations to the Helper book. Iask 
him now, whether he is willing to withdraw the 
resolution, for the purpose he has indicated, tem- 
porarily, or for any time? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will endeavor to 
answer the gentleman, I avowed -my purpose 
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frankly, at the time I introduced the resolution, 
in the remarks with which I accompanied its in- 
troduction. 

The gentleman from Ohio propounds the ques- 
tion more directly, whether Lam willing to with- 
draw the resolution for the purpose which I avow? 
Sir, at the very instant it was offered I gave the 
gentleman. that o@ortunity, and 1 have given it 
to him since.. I say to that gentleman that hehas 
had two opportunities to make that cxplanation; 
but he has failed to relieve himself from the re- 
sponsibility he took when he signed that book and 
recommended its circulation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say that that oppor- 
tunity has never been rendered to me. When the 
gentleman introduced his resolution, offensive in 
its character, at an improper time, in an improper 
manner, he cut off—what he says now he desires 
to give—an opportunity for explanation. It is 
true that, three days afterwards, when the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. MiLson] appealed to me, 
I stated to him frankly how my name became 
connected with that paper. I did not sign the 
paper; but it seems that Hon. E. B. Morgan, a 
member of the last Congress, and a friend of mine, 
came to me when I was in my place, and asked 
me to sign a recommendation for the circulation 
of a political pamphlet, to be compiled by a com- 
mittee, of which Mr. Blair, a slaveholder of Mis- 
souri, was one, from a large book by Helper, a 
North Carolinian. I said to him that I had not 
time to examine the book; but if there was nothing 
offensive in it, he might use my name. There- 
upon, this gentleman attached my name to that 
paper. This information I did not have at the 
time the gentleman from Virginia addressed me; 
but I said to him I had no recollection of having 
signed the paper, but presumed I had, from my 
name appearing in the printed list. I subsequently 
acquired it from Mr. Morgan, whose letter was 
published. That, I believe, was sufficient, under 
the circumstances. I know there are members on 
that side of the House who have considered it as 
satisfactory, and my friends so regard it. At the 
time, I stated that I had not read the book, that I 
did not know what was in it 

The gentleman alludes to another time. The 
other day, when this subject was again brought 
before the House by him, in language which, 
although he claims to be courteous, I could not 
regard as such—when I was, by implication, but 
with a disclaimer of personal offense, charged with 
disseminating treason, with lighting the torch in 
the dwelling of my southern brethren, and with 
crimes of which, if I was guilty, I should not be 
entitled to a seat upon this floor—TI then rose in 
my place, and told the gentleman from Missouri 
that ifhe would withdraw that resolution, I would 
answer this book page by page, or those extracts 
one by one, and tell him whether I approved them 
or not. The gentleman refused to withdraw the 
resolution. Long ago he was notified by me, and 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morris] an- 
nounced on the floor, that his resolution was re- 
garded by me as a menace, and, if withdrawn, | 
would lead to a frank avowal or disavowal. I 
say now, Mr. Clerk, that T do not believe it is 
the desire of the honorable gentleman to give me 
that opportunity. If he does desire it, I am will- || 
ing to do now what I said I would have done then, 
And I say, with equal emphasis, that never, so 
help me God, whether or not the Speaker’s chair 
is to be oceupied by me, will I do so while that 
resolution is before this body undisposed of. I 
regard it as offensive in its tone, unprecedented, 
unparliamentary, and an invasion of the rights of 
representation. Under the menace clearly con- 
tained in it, I never will explain a singe word 
contained in those extracts, [Applause from the 
Republican benches and the gallery.] Ifthe gen- 
tleman will withdraw his resolution, even for a 
moment, to relieve me from the menace—he may 
reinstate it afterward if lie choose-—TI will then 
say what I have to say in regard to those ex- 
tracts. But while it stands before the House, in- 
tended as a stigma upon me, and sustained by an 
argument without precedent in parliamentary his- 
tory, he cannot expect me to say more than I have 
done. I believe not only my friends, but the gen- | 
tlemen on the other side of the House, who have 
a sense, of honor, believe that my position is cor- 


| resolution has been pressed before the country, 


rect. I know that some of them regard my state- 


ment made on the third day of the session as full | 
and satisfactory, and all that, under the circum- 
stances, it was proper for me to indigate. | 
For gentlemen now to press this matter; to agi- 
tate the country; to spread these extracts all over 
the South, and to charge the sentiments of this 
book upon me and upbn my associates here; to 
proclaim, day after day, that the Republicans en- 
tertain these sentiments and indorse them, is not 
that ingenuous, candid, and manly course which | 
a gréat party like the Democratic party ought to | 
pursue. hile we may conduct our political 
quarrels with heat, and discuss matters with zeal | 
and determination, it ought to be done with fair- 
ness and frankness. The mode in which this- 


and I, with my hands tied and my lips sealed as 
a candidate, have been arraigned, day by day, is 
without precedent, not only in history, but in 
party caucuses, in State Legislatures, in State 
conventions, or anywhere else. 

Mr. Clerk. I said, when I rose the other day, 
that my public opinions were on record. Tsay 
so` now. Gentlemen upon the other side have 
said that they have examined that record to as- 
certain what my political opinions were. -They 
will look in vain for anything tending to excite 
insurrection, to disturb the peace, to invade the 
rights of the States, to alienate the North and 
South from each other, or to loosen the ties of 
fraternal fellowship by which our people have | 
been, and should be, bound together. am for 
the Union and the Constitution, with all the com- 
promises under which it was formed, and all the 
obligations which it imposes. This has always 
been my position; and these opinions have been 
avowed by me on this floor, and stand now upon 
your records. Who has brought anything from 
that record against me that is worthy of answer? | 

It is true that the other day one gentleman did 
say I objected to the introduction of a bill. Sol; 
did; but, when the gentleman who introduced the 
bill made what I conccived to be a satisfactory cx- 
planation, I withdrew it. That was all I could 
do, and that it was proper for me to do. And, sir, 
the country wilf take notice that that is the only 
accusation made against me while I have becn a 
candidate for Speaker before this House. Ifthere 
be any others, bring them forward. ] 

Mr. HINDMAN. As 1am the Democrat re- 
erred to by the member from Ohio, will he per- | 
mit me to refresh his recollection as to some other 
points which I made in regard to his record? I 
charged the gentleman with having previously ad- 
vocated upon this floor the exclusion of slavery, 
by congressional legislation, from certain Terri- 
tories. I charged him with having avowed his 
intention to oppose the admission of new slave- 
holding States into this Confederacy. I charged 
him with having branded the fugitive slave law, 
an act based upon the Constitution of his coun- 
try, as a savage and inhuman law. I charged him 
with having stigmatized a domestic institution of 
the southern States of this Union as an injury to 
the master and « crime against the slave. Those 
matters are yet to be met by the gentleman, and | 
I call his attention to them. 

Mr.SHERMAN. In other words, Lam charged 
with being a Republican. That is my offense; 
none other. I have never sought to invade the | 
rights of the southern States. Ihave never sought ; 
to trample upon the rights of citizens of the south- | 
ern States. I have my ideas about slavery in the 
Territories; and at the proper time and in the 
proper way I am willing to discuss the question, 
I never made but one speech on the subject of 
slavery, and that was in reference to what I re- 
garded as an improper remark made by President 
Pierce, in 1856. I then spread upon the record 
my opinions on that subject; and I have found no 
man to call them into question. They are the 
opinions of the body of the Republicans. They 
are the opinions which I now entertain. Gentle- 
men are at liberty to discuss these questions as 
much as they choose, and I will bear my share of | 
the responsibility for entertaining these opinions. 

But inane speak of my personal ieee | 

Mr. HINDMAN. Wil the gentleman allow 
me before he proceeds further? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will excuse | 
me. 

Again: these gentlemen, while publishing in 


their speeches all-over the country that am, in 
effect, a traitor, &c., by. implication, it is ‘true, 
disavowing, as I am glad to say each of them 
has done, any design to be personally. offensive, 
but-in a way that answers the same purpose; yet 
when called upon to show proofs.or specifications, 
they fail.to do so; and the: only act-for which I 
have been. arraigned before'the American people, 
is that, in a moment when I wassitting here, busy 
at my desk, ant. one of my friends, and: late a 
member of this House, came to me and asked me 
to sign,a paper recommending the publication of 
a political tract; that, when] authorized my name 
to be put to that recommendation, by that very 
act I became a traitor, and: would place. the torch 
in the hands of the incendiary. Tsay this is not 
fair argument. And I again ‘repeat. that, if my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Clark} desires to know 
what my sentiments are in regard to the extracts 
read at the Clerk’s table, the only portion ofthe 
Helper book I have seen or read, I will give them 
if he will remove a menace from me. I never did 
do anything under menace. I never will, ‘It is 
not in my blood,and these gentlemen cannot put 
it there. [Applause from the Republican benches 
and the galleries. ] ; 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, sought the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will excuse 
mce.. I have; so fat as Idm-concerned in this con- 
test, been quiet and patient. I desire to see. an, 
organization of the Houseopposed. to the Admin- 
istration. . I think it is our highest duty to inyes- 
tigate, to examine and analyze the mode in which 
the executive powers of this Government have 
been administered for a few years past. That is 
my desire. Yes, sir, I said here, in the first re- 
mark 1] made, that I did not believe the slavery 

uestion would come up at all during this session. 

came here with the expectation that we would 
have a business session, that we would examine 
into the business affairs of this Government, and 
that we would analyze the causes of the increased 
expenditures of the Government, and the proper 
measures of redress and retrenchment. I did not 
believe that the slavery question would come up; 
and, but for the unfortunate affair of Brown at 
Harper’s Ferry, I did not believe there would be 
any feeling on the subject. Northern members 
came here with kindly feelings, no man approving 
the foray of John Brown, and every, man willing 
to say so; every man willing to admit it as an act 
of lawless violence. Wecame here hoping that, 
at this time of peace and quict, we might exam- 
ine, inquire into, and pass upon practical measures 
of legislation tending to harmonize the conflicting 
elements of the Government, and strengthen the 
bonds of the Union. The interests of this great 
and growing people present practical questions 
enough to tax the ability and patriotism of us all. 

Such was our duty; but the moment we arrived 
here—before, sir, we had even.aformal vote—this 
question of slavery was raised by the introduction 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Missouri. 
It has had the effect of exciting the public mind 
with an irritating controversy. Ït has impaired the 
public credit, and retarded the public business, 
The debate founded upon it has been unjust, 
offensive, wrong; notonly to the Republicans here; 
not only to those with whom Lact, but to all our 
common constituents, North and South. The 
gentlemen who have advocated that resolution 
have stirred up bad blood; and all because certain 
gentlemen have recommended that a compilation 
be made of a book. Even yet we may retrieve the 
loss of valuable time. We could now go to work, 
organize this House, and administer the powers 
of this House with fairness and impartiality. 

In conclusion, let me say, that by no act or 
effort have I sought the position I now occupy 
before the House. The honor was tendered me 
by the gencrous confidence and partiality of those 
with whom it has been my pride to act, politi- 
cally. Their conduct in this irritating controversy 
has justified my attachment. 

If I shall ever reach the Speaker’s chair, it will 
be with untrammeled hands, and with an honest 
purpose to discharge every duty in the spirit which 
the oath of office enjoins; and to organize the 
House with reference to the rights and interests 
of every section, the peace and prosperity of the 
whole Union, and the efficient discharge of all the 
business of the Government... And whenever:the 
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friends who have so gallantlyand liberally sus- 
tained me thus`'far, believe that my name in any 
way ptesents an obstacle to success, it is my sin- 
cere Wish they should adopt-some other. When- 
ever any one of my political friends ean combine 
a greater number of votes than. I have been, hon- 
ored with, or sufficient to elect him by a majority 
or plurality rule, I will not stand in this position 
one hour; Į will rétiré from the ficld, and yield to 
any other gentleman with whom’ act, the barren 
honors of the Speaker’s chair; and I promise my 
friends a grateful recognition of the unsolicited 
honor conferred upon me, and a zealous and earn- 
est coöperation. [Applause from the Republican 
benches and the galleries.} * * * 

Mr. LEAKE resumed the floor. 

Mr. HINDMAN. JI ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to yield me the floor for a few moments. 

Mr. LEAKE. I am entitled to the floor, and 
yield it to. the gentleman. 

Mr. RUST.” Will my colleague yield me the 
floor fora moment? i 

‘Mr. HINDMAN. I will. 

Mr. RUST. I only desire to refer to the record, 
Gentlemen upon this side of the House have been 
invited, by the gentleman from Ohio, to examine 
his record. Iam one of them; and I have donc it. 
I charged the gentleman from, Ohio with forget- 
ting what the pee of the Constitution were, 
or with willfully violating them. I referred to his 
course upon the Army*appropriation bill, passed 
in August, 1856. I want now to prove the truth 
of what I then said, and I will read the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio to the 
Army appropriation bill: 

“Mr. Swerman. I move to amend by inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

«<s Provided, nevertheless, That no part of the military force 
of the United States herein provided for shall be employed 
in aid of the enforcement of the enactments of the alleged 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Kansas, recently 
assembled at Shawnee Mission, until Congress shall bave 
enacted cither that it was or was not a valid Legislative 
Assembly, chosen in conformity with the organic law by the 
people of the said Territory : 

[Voices on the Republican side, “ That is 
right !”] i 

‘© And provided, That, until Congress shall have passed 
on the validity of the said Legislative Assembly of Kansas, 
it shall be the duty of the Président to use the military force 
in said Territory to preserve the peace, suppress insurrec- 
tion, repel invasions, and protect persons and property 


therein, and upon the national highways in the State of ; 


Missouri, from uglawful seizure and searches : 
Renewed cries. from the Republican side, 
‘That is right !?’] 

“ Andhe it further provided, That the President is re- 
quired to disarm the present organized militia of the Terri- 
tory of Kansas, and recall all the United States arms therein 
distributed, and to prevent armed men from going into said 
‘Territory to disturb the public peace, or aid in the enforce- 
ment or resistance of rcal or pretended laws.” 

[Renewed cries, “That is right °] 

I thought an amendment of the Constitution 

rovided that neither the Congress, nor the Pres- 


ident, nor the legislative and judicial powers of | 


the land had the right to disarm the militia, I 
thought that was as palpable a violation of the 
Constitution as anything could be. 

Mr. GROW. ‘That is just what Governor 
Geary did, under. the direction of the President, 
when he went to Kansas. 

Mr. RUST.” I do not care anything about that. 
Ido not know whether he did that or not. I 
never noticed much what Governor Geary did; 
but I do know that the amendment proposed by 
Mr. Suerman was a palpable and flagrant viola- 
tion of one of the most sacred guarantees of the 
Constitution—the right of the people to bear arms. 

Mr. GROW. You will find it in his dispatches. 
I'am only.speaking from the record. 

Mr. RUST. 
to that amendment of the Constitution which pro- 
vides that the militia shall not be disarmed, and 
securing to them the right to bear arms, and then 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
now the candidate of the Republican party for 
Speaker. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I desire now to call:the at- 
tention of the House back to the explanation of 


I call the attention of the House | 


the gentleman from Ohio, in reference to one of | 


the charges I made against him yesterday, based 
upon his congressional record. 

The facts on which that charge rests are the fol- 
lowing: My predecessor from the first congres- 


„and steal slaves therefrom, and take them into the southem 


sional district of Arkansas, Mr. Greenwood, of- || 
fered, at the first session of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress, tie following resolution: © > . 

“ Resolied, ‘hat the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the -propricty of providing by law 
for the indictment.and punishment of persons for the steal- 
ing of slaves in the Indian conmtry.”? 

Mr. Suzrman objected to the introduction of 
the resolution. Thereupon, Mr. Greenwood made 
this explanation: 


“ Mr. GREENWOOD. If the gentleman who objected to the 
resolution willallow me, I will state the grounds for the ne- 
cessity of it. The reason is, that under the law as it now 
exists, and under the decision of the courts, persons on the 
border of the Indian territory can go into such territory 


States and sell them with impunity. . | 

“ Mr. SuerMan. Being satisfied with the explanation of 
the gentleman, J withdraw my objection.” 
< It appears, then, that in the first place, the res- 
olution of my predecessor was, on the face of it, 
leveled against negro stealing simply—a crime 
perpetrated for the most part by men of northern 
birth and residence. the member from Ohio 
stood in his place here, objecting to any action, 
under the evident impression that it was aimed 
at some of his northern compatriots. ‘Then my 
predecessor explained that the resolution was not 
directed against abolition negro thieves only—the 
region of country occupied by the slaveholding 
Indians being too far remote for their depreda- 
tions—but thatits object was to punish pro-slavery 
negro thieves; to punish men who stole negroes, 
carried them South, and sold them into slavery. 
Then it was that the gentleman from Ohio found 
the explanation satisfactory and withdrew his 
objection. Why was the objection made in the 
first instance ? hy wasit withdrawn? Do not 
all these. record facts sustain the charge I have | 
made? He said here, just now, that as to: the 
other charges I preferred against him, based on 
his congressional record, they amounted to noth- 
ing more than the assertion that he was a Repub- 
lican; and as to this latter charge of favoring negro 
thieving, that it was of no consequence. Now, | 
I put it to him, I put. it to the country, to say 
whether or not it is an unimportant matter that a 
member of the Federal Congres8, a man recog- i 
nized as the congressional leader of a -political | 
party, great in numbers, if great in nothing else, 
should consider it a matter of small moment that | 
his record here practically commits him in favor 
of the plunder and theft of southern slave prop- 
erty? 

What is his explanation? He says that when | 
the resolution, as first introduced, was satisfac- 
torily explained, he withdrew his objection. Will į 
the gentleman state why the explanation satisfied 
him? Why did he first object, and subsequently 
withdraw his objection? What was there in the 
explanation made by my predecessor that was 
satisfactory to his mind? What was there in that 
explanation that induced him to cease his oppo- 
sition to the consideration of the resolution? Can 
there be any other implication—ean there beany 
other inference, whatever—than that, in his own 
heart of hearts, he looked with favor on the prac- 
tices of those northern men who try to sap the 
foundations of the institution of slavery by con- | 
stantly robbing us of our property: What other 
explanation can there be of that act, than that— 
regarding slavery, as he had before said, as not 
only an injury to the master, but a crime against 
the slave—he considered it also a crime to punish 
those men who strike at the foundation of the in- 
stitution, by robbing our people of their negrocs ? 
If he occupied any other position than that, let 
him now make an explanation before the country. 

- He declines doing so. Then what is there to 
delay the pronouncing of judgment here against 
him, as guilty of encouraging negro-stealing? He 
says that when [ charged him with having de- 
clared that slavery should be excluded by con- 
gressional legislation from the Territories of the 
Union, and when Į said he had declared himself 
opposed to the admission of new slave States, I 
simply alleged, in effect, that he wasa Republican. | 
I ask him now to answer here this question: Is it 
the position of the Republican party, that when 
the people of any of the Territories, claiming and 
exercising the right to form and regulate their own 
domestic institutions in their own way, shall pre- |} 
sent a State constitution establishing slavery in 


that proposed new State—is it, I ask the gentle- ii 


man, and I ask his colleagues of the Republican 
party, the position of that party, that such new 
State shall not be admitted into the Union, and 
that-the people of a Territory shall not be per- 
mitted to have slavery, even if they desire it? 

A Republican Mumper. Wait till the Chicago 
convention. T 

Mr. HINDMAN. Have yf no opinions now? 
Are your principles and the rights of the people 
to remain suspended till then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I refer the gentleman to the 
platform of my party on which I stand. The gen- 
tleman knows where to find it. 1f he finds the 
Philadelphia platform, he will find my doctrines, 
[A voice, ** Letit be read from the Clerk’s desk.’’} 
The gentleman should certainly: not press these 
political questions on me, while he knows that I 
stand simply on the platform of the Republican 


pa: 

r. HINDMAN. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that I have no wish improperly to press 
upon him inquiries which, he declines to answer; 
and that I am not disposed to take any undue ad- 
vantage of the peculiar position he occupies as a 
candidate: But the existing circumstances do 
admit of my properly asking him, in his capacity 
as a member of Congress from the great State of 
Ohio, what attitude he holds upon the subject of 
the rights of the people of the Territories to form 
and regulate their own domestic institutions itr 
their own way, subject only to the Constitution 
of the United States. [Laughter.] I will make 
my inquiry more specific than that phraseology 
has done, it having been somewhat mystified by 
latter-day disquisitions. 

Mr. COLFAX. Will the gentleman allow me 
toask him a question? . 

Mr. HINDMAN, The gentleman from In- 
diana must sec that I am just now engaged in 
asking the gentleman from Ohio a question. 

Mr. BLAKE. The gentleman is asking a 

uestion, but there is nobody on the witness stand. 

Mr. HINDMAN. There may be nobody on 
the witness stand, but I think there is one here 
æn the mourners’ bench. [Pointing at Mr, Surr- 
MAN. 

Me COLFAX. The question I desired to 
propound was, whether there has any construc- 
tion been placed upon those words upon which 


| Democrats all agree? 


Mr. HINDMAN. The gentleman will excuse 
me. I will'take pleasure in answering his ques- 
tion in detail on any other occasion during this 
session. I have nothing to conceal, and there is 
no responsibility I will avoid. 

I address my inquiry, then, to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Swerman,] and desire to know 
what attitude he and his colleagues hold relative 
to certain resolutions passed by the General As- 
sembly of his State, on the 17th of April, 1857, 
instructing the Senators and requesting the Rep- 
resentatives, under all circumstances, to oppose 
the admission of any new slaveholding State? In 
order to ascertain what is the gentleman’s posi- 
tion on that subject, I ask him if he intends to 
abide by and to carry out those resolutions of in- 
struction, in case the people of any of the Terri- 
tories shall present a State constitution, republi- 
can in form, establishing slavery? I call upon the 
gentleman to respond to that inquiry. [A voice 
from the Republican side, “ Do not answer.’’] 
The gentleman declines to answer, and one of his 
friends objects; his friends will not remove the 
muzzle from his mouth. 

Mr. GROW. The resolution of the gentleman 
from Missouri is the muzzle. 

Mr. HINDMAN. If that is the muzzle, he 
may at any time remove it by disavowing Hel- 
perism. Let meask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Grow] if he would obey reso- 
lutions emanating from his State Legislature, 
requiring at his hands a deliberate and willful vio- 
lation of the Constitution? 

Mr. BLAKE. Iwish to say, if the gentleman 
will hear me, that no such resolution was passed 
by the Ohio Legislature. Iwas a member of the 
Legislature at the time, and had the honor of 
drawing those resolutions. 

Mr. COX. I say that there were such resolu- 
tions.” 

Mr. BLAKE. You are mistaken in regard to 
the character of the resolutions, 


1860.} 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


c2 
‘> 


Ho. or Rees, 


36ru Cone,...1st Sess. That Black Republican Bible—The Helper Book—Mr. Hindman. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to say to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, simply, that he mistakes 
“he resolutions of the Democratic State convention 
for the resolutions of the Legislature. . 

Mr. HINDMAN. I believe the gentleman is 
one-of the Representatives from the State of Ohio. 
What is your position upon the subject of the 
admission of new slaveholding States into this 
Confederacy? Will you vote for it? 

Mr. EDGERTON. The gentleman asks me 
a question. Į will say to him that, when the 
proper time comes, I will answer his question. 

r. HINDMAN. Very well; if you do not 
choose to answer it now, that is enough. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I will say further, that 
the Representatives from the State of Ohio do not 
admit the right of the Representative from the 
State of Arkansas to put them upon the witness 
stand. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Then I will resume what I 
was saying before I was interrupted. I alleged 
that the Legislature of the State of Ohio instructed 
her Senators and requested her Representatives 
to oppose the admission of any new slaveholding 
State into the Union under any circumstances. 
Gentlemen of the Republican party state to me 
that information is incorrect; that no such reso- 
lutions were ever passed. My informants reiter- 
ate the statement. 

Mr. BLAKE. I think the gentleman’s inform- 
ants must be mistaken. I have no recollection of 
any such resolutions. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I am not in possession of 
the resolutions; but they have been sent for, and 
I hope we shall be able to produce them. 
© Mr. BLAKE. Listen to me for one moment. 
I admit that the Legislature of Ohio passed reso- 
lutions instructing her Senators and requesting 


her Representatives to apply the principles of the | 


ordinance of 1787 to all territory that might be 

acquired. 

Mr. EDGERTON. A Democratic Legislature. 

Mr. BLAKE. I will admit further, that the 
. Democrats and Whigs who then occupied seats 
inthat Legislature, voted for that resolution nearly 
unanimously}, 

Mr. HINDMAN. Any such admission comes 
in the shape oPa charge against them from you. 
You may make any admission you choose for the 
Whigs. The Democrats ask you to make none 
for them. 

A Memser. There was no such thing as a 
Republican party at that time. 

Mr. BLAKE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
I thought he was referring to 1847. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman will find the reso- 
lutions of the Republican Legislature, ‘joint reso- 
lutions in relation to slavery and the extension 
thereof,” published in the General Laws of Qhio, 
page 298. 

Mr. EDGERTON. What date? 

Mr. COX. The i7th day of April, 1857—a Re- 
publican Legislature. The third resolution reads: 


« Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress areggereby requested to vote against the admis- 


sion of any State into the Union, unless slavery or invol- ; 


untary servitude, except for crime, be excluded from the 
constitution thereof.” 


Mr. BLAKE. One word. I thought the gen- | 


tleman referred to 1847. That was the reason of 


- my making the remark. 
Mr. HINDMAN. Of course, I will take no 
advantage of the gentleman’s mistake. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam from Ohio, and Iam the 
oldest man in Congress from that State. I have 


no delicacy or hesitation in saying to the Fouse 


and to the world, that I adopt fully that resolu- | 


tion. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I thank, you, sir, for that 
confession; and now I ask the other members of 
the Ohio delegation to evince equal nerve and 
manliness, and say what position they occupy. 
I appeal to the candidate of the Republican party 
to follow this example, and to say whether he, 
in like manner with his colleague, will obey the 
instructions of the Legislature of Ohio? What 
position does he occupy on that subject? 

Mr. EDGERTON sought the floor. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Wait for one moment, until 
this gentleman answers. 


Mr. SHERMAN, (in his seat.) I decline to 
answer. 


i Mr, EDGERTON. While I do not admit the 
right ý 


“Mr. HINDMAN. Waitonemoment. I simply 


Mr. 
desire to make a note of the fact, that the Repub- 
lican candidate for Speaker refuses, positively, to 
respond to the inquiry I addressed to him. 

Mr. EDGERTON. While I do not admit the 
right of Arkansas to interrogate the great State of 
Ohio, yel have no hesitation in giving my opin- 
ion. I will read my opinion. It is already in 
language. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I intend to act justly by ‘the 
gentleman. I intend to act fairly by him. He 
must act fairly with me. I ask him to give his 
own opinion, and not to interpolate a long docu- 
ment into my remarks. [Cries from the Repub- 
lican benches, ‘ Read !’’ 

A Mr. EDGERTON. My opinion is expressed 
ere. 
Mr. HINDMAN. I ask you for your inten- 
tion. What do you intend to do? Will you obey 
the request of your State Legislature? Answer 
yes or no, if you are disposed to give an answer. 
‘To do that I will yield; but otherwise I will not. 
Mr. EDGERTON. If { answer at all, I will 
say to thegentleman from Arkansas, I mustanswer 
in my own way and in my own language, and not 
under the gentleman’s dictation. 
Mr. HINDMAN. ‘If the gentleman declines 
answer, he cannot have the floor. ‘ 
Mr. THEAKER. I for one, sir, say that T 
object to being interrogated, and then have an åt- 
tempt made to put-words in my mouth as to how 
I shall make my answer. I am one of the Rep- 
resentatives of Ohio upon this floor, and at the 
proper time, and ina proper manner, I will tell 
the gentleman and the House all of the opinions 
I entertain on this vexed question of slavery; but 
I want that side of the House to understand that 
T am not to be interrogated, and then have words 
put into my mouth as to how I am to answer. 

Mr. McKEAN. I move that the delegation 
upon this floor from the great State of Ohio be 
committed for contempt, for not answering all the 
questions the gentleman from Arkansas can ask 
them. {Great laughter and applause on the floor 
and in the galleries.] It ought not to be tolerated 
that they should dare do such a thing. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I second the motion that 
they be committed, not for contempt of myself, 
but fora contempt of the country and of the Con- 
stitution they are bound to support. [Applause 
and hisses upon the floor, and in the galleries.} 
And, sir, I call upon their Black Republican com- 
eers to sustain the motion. 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a point of order. 


% kal % 


to 


[There was much confusion in the Hali; mem- Í 


bers had crowded into the arcea and the main aisle, 
and, just previously, members upon the Demo- 
cratic benches, and the galleries, had broken out 
into cheers of applause on Mr. Hinpman’s sec- 
onding Mr. McKran’smotion. When members 
had returned to their seats, and order was re- 
stored,] 

The CLERK said: The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will state his point of order. 

Mr. GROW. I eall the attention of the Clerk 
to the resolution passed by this House, that or- 
der and decorum should be preserved in the House 
and in the galleries. iğ a x x 

Mr. HINDMAN. I cordially concur with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, who has raised the 
point of order, as to the propriety and the neces- 
sity of enforcing order in this House. 
can be more right, nothing more obligatory upon 
us all, as members of the American Congress. I 
am glad to hear the gentleman indicate the dispo- 


| sition he has by raising his point of order; butit 


occurs to me, at the same time, that it would have 
come with more grace from him if made while his 
candidate for Speaker was addressing the House, 
and was so uproariously applauded by Republic- 
ans upon the floor, and in the galleries. It would 
have been in still better taste if he had raised the 
point of order just now, when Republicans hon- 
ored me in the only way possible for them, by 
hissing what I said. Then was the proper time 
to have made the point, and not now, 

Mr. GROW. ‘The gentleman has never seen 
me applaud-or express any dissent by hissing 
while any member was speaking. When such 


Nothing | 


applause or dissent has occurred on this -side, Ẹ 
have expressed my disapprobation of it. The gent 
tleman will bear‘in mind that applause upon the: 
floor has only come from this side toa very iim- 
itedextent, since the resolution I have referred:to 
was passed, : ae ue 

Mr. HINDMAN. Excuse me for-not bearing 
that in miid. o EE 

Mr. GROW: Let. me say, injustice to: the 
other side, thatthatrule has, for most of the time; 
been observed by them; but, sir,in my judgment, 
it has been more frequently viclated’ by that side 
than it ha#by this. ` But that:difference doesnot 
affect the necessity for observing the order-and 
decorum of the House, It:is time-to put a-stop 
to these expressions of applause and disapproba- 
tion. bp hats go ae 

Mr. HINDMAN. I am not only willing; but 
desirous to codperate with members of'all:parties 
herein'preserving order and. decorum; and I speak 
not only formyself, but for the entire Democratic 
party upon this floor. is 

Now, Mr. Clerk, it has been shown here to- 
day that the candidate of the Republican party 
for Speaker stands committed by his record in 
Congress to oppose the admission into this Union 
of any new slavcholding State, even if its people, 
with perfect. unanimity, desire to have the insti- 
tution-of slavery among them. >“ : 

It appears, also, that he has further: strength- 
ened that committal, announced by himself in a 
congressional speech, by refusing: now ‘to say 
whether or not he auld comply with the’ reso-~ 
lutions of the Ohio Legislature © What, then, is 
the position he occupies? 

The Constitution of the Union mostclearly and 
distinctly provides for the admission of new States 
into the Confederacy, upon one condition only. 
What is that? That their constitutions shall be 
republican in form. That is the only limitation 
which the Constitution imposes upon Congress in 
the premises. R : 

Mr. CURTIS. They are permitted to do so, 
but are not bound to do so. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I do not desire to be drawn 
into a discussion of that point. What I want to 
call attention to is the fact that the Republican 
party propose to add å new'test, a new condition, 
to the Constitution on the subject. They propose 
to put upon new States a disability, additional to 
the one imposed by the Federal compact. In so 
doing, they at once destroy the rights which the 
a hg of the States, who may be residents in the 

erritories, may have in the premises. The 
make the admission of new States merely depend- 
ent upon partisan feeling and anti-slavery preju- 
dice. They declare that where the people of a 
new State shall themselves unanimously desire to, 
have a certain domestic institution among them, 
they shall not have that institution; or, if they 
will have it in:any event, then. they shall not be 
admitted into this sisterhood of States, but: shail 
remain outside, isolated, outlawed, degraded, and 
put under the ban of inferiority. That is the 
position of the Republican party, and that is the 
position to which the candidate of that party, by 
his past record, and his present ominous silence, 
is most distinctly committed. If such demands 
had been made by anti-slavery men in the Con- 
vention of 1787, the Union never would have been 
formed; for at that time all the States but one, I 
believe, were slaveholding. It is not to be sup- 
posed that they would have consented to a com- 
pact that would have precluded their citizens from 
determining domesti¢ matters of this sort accord~ 
ing to their wish, when forming new States. No, 
sir, not for a single instant. This Republican 
dogima of excluding new States, for such a cause, 
is a departure from the spirit of the Constitution, 
if not a violation of its letter. a 

Gentlemen say that one particular reason for 
desiring to organize the House under Republican 
auspices, is, that there may be certain’ investiga- 
tions of administrative corruptions. I say to them, 
that neither Í myself, nor any member of the Dem- 
ocratic party, under any circumstances, would so | 
far degrade himself, and insult his constituents, 
as to oppose the investigation of the acts of any 
officer of the Government, high or low, from the 
Président down to the lowest appointee. -What 
has been the past history of our party in‘this 
regard? How long has it been since the Demoer- 
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racy had control of these Halls of legislation, and 
what was their course then upon this. particular 
subject? In every instance when a request was 
made for the investigation of official conduct, the 
desired committee was granted; and in most cases, |; 
if I recollect aright, a majority of Oppositionists 
was put on such committees. ; 

This was done, I believe, at one time at least, 
when Mr. Saerman moved an investigation. With 
What propriety, then, is it that members of the 
Republican party plant themselves on this un- 
supported, empty pretense? What point is there 
in their assumption that their candidate should be 
elected Speaker in order to the investigation of 
frauds and corruption? The most certain mode 
of securing such investigations is to place the con- 
trol of this House in Democratic hands; for then, 
if frauds be covered up, if corruption be hidden, 
the unanimous outcry of an indignant people 
would hurl down the men who would descend to | 
such infamy. ; 

The Republican candidate alludes to the neces- 
sity which rests upon him to remain silent in ref- 
ercnec to the anti-Helper resolution of the gentle- | 
man from Missouri. He says that that resolution 
implies a direat personal censure on himself, and 
therefore his lips are sealed, therefore his hands 
are tied, and silence forced upon him against his 
will. Why, sir, that isa most remarkable atti- 
tude for any gentleman to confess himself occu- 
pying. A manis charged here with the advocacy 
and indorsement of doctrines destructive to our 
Government, and to society itself; he is charged, 
in fact, with whetting the knife of the assassin, 
and lighting the torch of the incendiary, and he 
gets up and says, in the face of an inquiring world, 

„that he has no. answer to make until the inquiry 
is withdrawn. What propriety, what consist- 
ency, what.weight or force is there in any such 
position? . , 

I never yet, though my experience as a legal 
practitioner has been brief, have been cognizant 
of a case where an indictment was quashed or 
Withdrawn upon arbitrary demand of the defend- 
‘ant, to the end. that he might explain his past 
course, Therefore, I am glad to hear the gentle- 
mari from Missouri [Mr. Ciarx] say that he will 
not, under any circumstances, withdraw his reso- | 
lution. The onus of explanation is upon the mem- | 
ber from Ohio. He owes it not only to himself, 
but to us upon this floor, of whatever party, and | 
to the country, to get up at once and show that |; 
he is.a man of brave impulses and patriotic feel- |) 
ing, by repudiating. and spitting upon that foul and 
infamous book of Helper. 


INVASION OF STATES. 


SPEECH OF HON. ROBERT TOOMBS, | 
' OF GEORGIA, 
In true Senate, January 24, 1860. 
The Senate having under consideration the resolution 
offered by Mr. Douetas, directing the Judiciary Commnit- 
tee to report a bill for the protection of each State and Ter- | 


ritory against: invasion by the authorities and inhabitants | 
of every other State and Territory— 


Mr. TOOMBS said: : | 
Mr. Prefipenr ano Sewarors: The legislation 
proposed by the resolution on your table opensa | 
new page in the history of our country. Such | 
legislation clearly falls within the constitutional 
powers of Congress, and is a step in the right di- 
rection. I accept it as an effort to enable the Fed- 
eral Government to perform its duty on this sub- 
ject by preserving peace among these confederate 
States. But, sir, [fear that the disease Hes too deep 
for the remedy. Butitis suggestive, and furnishes 
a stand-point from which we may well survey the 
state of the Republic—its past, its present, and its 
future. Hitherto this Government has been en- 
abled to grapple with and surmount all the difti- 
culties, foreign or domestic, which have impeded 
its course or threatened its safety. Indeed, before 
the adoption of the present Constitution, in fact, 
before the adoption of any Federal Government |; 


whatever, the spirit of nationality,a common inter- |, 
est, a common danger, carried the country nearly |i 
through the war of the Revolution. The Articles ! 
of Confederation were adopted by all the States, ii 
and were not legally binding on any State until the |! 
Ist March, 1781, which was within eight months f 
of the brilliant termination of hostilities at York- !! 


town. Very soon after the organization of our.ex- 
isting Government, fierce and earnest party strug- 
gles began; men’s passions were deeply aroused; 
but none felt that the State was in danger. They 
were then mere party questions; men then divided 
on the policy of Jay’s treaty, alien and sedition 
laws, acquisition of new territory, the embargo, 
war with Great Britain, French alliance, tariffs, 
currency, and internal improvements by the Fed- 
eral Government. Some of these questions were 
of deep importance to society. Some of them rose 
tothe dignity of constitutional questions; but none 


| of them involved the existence or permanentsafety 


of society; and when submitted to the arbitrament 
of the ballot-box, all men submitted quietly to the 
result, because the fundamental principles of the 
social fabric were not affected by the result. 
Now, all this has changed. The feeling of 
hationality, of loyalty to the State, the feeling of 
a common interest and a common destiny, upon 
which foundations alone society can securely and 


| permanently rest, is gradually but rapidly pass- 
| ing away. Hostility to the compact of Union, 


to the tie which binds us together, animates the 
bosoms and finds utterance in the tongues of mil- 
lions of our countrymen, and leads to the habitual 
disregard of its plainest duties and obligations. 
Large bodies of men now feel and know that 
party success involves public danger, that the 
result may bring us face to face with revolution. 
Senators, we all feel it in this Chamber; we hear 
it proclaimed hereevery day ; we hear it proclaimed 
daily in the other branch of Congress; we hear it 
from State Legislatures, from the pulpit and the 
press, and from popular assemblies throughout 
the length and breadth of this broad land. Im- 
potent. threats, such as were made yesterday by 


| the Senator from Maine, will notarrestits onward 


march. Idle gasconade, such as was used by the 
Senator from Towa and, I think, by the Senator 
from Hlinois, [Mr. TrumBuxx,] and their asso- 
ciates in this and the other House of Congress, 
to put it down by the strong arms of their con- 
stituents, will not arrest its steady advance. I 
would only suggest to them that it may be wise 
to reserve their boastings until they are returning 
from the battl—Divine wisdom cautions even 
the brave against using them in going into battle. 
The public danger can only be averted by the 
removal of its real causes, 

‘These causes are plain, palpable, apparent to the 
lowest comprehension. ‘The fundamental princi- 
ples of the system of our social Union arc assailed, 
invaded, and threatened with destruction; our an- 
cient rights and liberties are in danger; the peace 
and tranquillity of our homes have been invaded 
by lawless violence, and their further invasion is 
imminent; the instinct of self-preservation arouses 
socicty to their defense. These are the causes 
which are undermining, and which, if not soon 
arrested, will overthrow the Republic. ‘Whe cf- 
fect of this state of public affairs is so well por- 
trayed by an eminent English writer, that I will 
take the liberty of quoting a paragraph from him. 
I rcad from Mr. Mill, on the Logic of the Moral 
Sciences, page 582: . 


“The second condition of permanent politieal society has 
been found to be the existence, in some form or other, of 
the feeling of loyalty.. This feeling may vary in its objects, 
and is net confined to any particular form of government; 
but whether in a democracy or in a monorchy, its essence 


is always the same 3 namely, that there be in the constitution | 
of the State something which is settled, something perma- į 
i nent and not to be ealed in question ; something which, 


by general agreement, has a right to be where itis and to 
be secure against disturbance, whatever clse may change.” 
* * « * 

are vastly improved can hope to be, for any Jong time ex- 
empt from internal dissension ; for there neither is nor has 
ever been any state of society in whieh collisions did not 
occur between the immediate interests and passions of 
powerful sections of the people. What, then, cnabies so- 
ciety to weather these storms and pass through turbulent 
times without any permanent weukening of the ties which 
hold it together? Precisely this—that, however important 
the interests about which men fall out, the conflict does 
not affect the fundamental principles of the system of social 
union which happens to exist; nor threaten large portions 


i of the community with the subversion of that on which 
i they have built their calculations, and with which their 


hopes and aims have become identified. But when the 
questioning of these fundamental principles is (net an occa- 
sional disease, hut) the habitual condition of the body pol- 
c; and when all the violent animosities arc called torth, 
lich spring naturally from sucha ation, the State is 
virtually in a position of civil war, and can never long re- 
main free from it in act and fact.” 


That, sir, is our condition to-day. We are 
y- 


s 


“A State never is, nor until mankind } 


| 


; 


virtually in civil war, and these are the causes of 
it. Itisknown and felt on this.floor. I feel and 
know that a large body of these Senators are ene- 
mies of my country. I know they and their asso- 
ciates have used the power which has been placed 
in their hands by many of the States, to assail and 
destroy the institutions of these confederate States. 
I know that under color of the liberty of speech, 
even in these Halls, day by day,and year after 
year, they, have thundered their denunciations 
against slavery and slaveholders, against confed- 
erates and their institutions, and thus seek to 


| apply the torch to our homesteads, and to deso- 


late our land with servile, and internecine war. 
Sir, the present state of things is no longer com- 
patible with our security nor our honor. We 
demand peace or war. We prefer peace; we have 
sought it through peaceful channels; but though 
the road to it shall lead through war, we intend 
to have it. . $ 

We do not charge these wrongs against the 
Federal Government. There has been no time, 
since its establishment, when it has been truer to 
its obligations, more faithful to the Constitution, 
than within the last seven years. Its executive 
and judicial departments. have firmly maintained 
the fundamental law in relation to these great 
questions; and the legislative department has ap- 
proximated the same standard nearer. than at any 
other period of our history within the last forty 
years. And it is because of this fidelity to its 


| duty that it is habitually denounced by. a coali- 


tion in this country, which is seeking to control 
it, with intent to make it subservient to their 
treacherous purposes. It is the duty of all patri- 
otic citizens to uphold it, and protect it against 
such prostitution. I speak to no man as a parti- 
san. I feel but small concern about mere party 
success. These questions rise far above so igno-~ 
ble a standard. I would. that all good men, of 
every party, would unite and rally around the 
Constitution, and defend this last.bulwark of na- 
tional safety against these public enemies. 
Thasupubliconenics are’ bolivonk ts who have 
formed a coalition with all the waifs And strays— 
deserters of all former political payties—and the 
better to conceal their real purposeghave assumed 
the name of the Republican party.“WThis coalition 
has but one living, animating principle or bond 
of union, and that is hatred of the people and in- 
stitutions of the slavebolding States of this Union. 
This coalition has evinced, by its acts, its decla- 
rations, a fixed and determined purpose, in spite 
of the Constitution, in spite of their own solemn 
engagements to obey and maintain it, and in spite 
of all the obligations which rest on every member 
of every civilized State, to limit, to restrain, and 
finally to subvert, the institutions of fifteen States 
of the Union. : 
Sir, I know these are strong charges; I have 
notmade them lightly. I speak in sorrow, notin 
anger; I make them with pain, not pleasure. I 
feel ita duty I owe to my country, tomy whole 
country, to speak the truth plainly, that the peo- 
ple may know and perchance avert, the public 
calamity. I feel deeply the obligation which rests 
upon me to sustain them by clearand irrefragable 
proofs before the Senate, the country, and the 
civilized world; to that duty I now proceed. 
I charge, first, that this organization has an- 
nulled and made of none effect a. fundamental 
rinciple of the Constitution of the United States 
inmany of the States of this Union, and have en- 
deavored, and are endeavoring, to accomplish the 
same result in all the non-slaveholding States. 
Secondly. I charge them with openly attempt- 
ing to deprive the people of the slavcholding States 
of their equal enjoyment of, and equal rights in, 
the common territories of the United States, as ex- 
pounded by the Supreme Court, and of seeking to 
get the control of the Federal Government, with 
the intent to enable them to accomplish this result 
by the overthrow of the Federal judiciary. 
Thirdly. I charge that large numbers of per- 
sons belonging to this organization are daily com- 
miting offenses against the people and property 
of these confederate States, which, by the laws of 
nations, are good and sufficient causes of war even 
among independent States, and Governors and 
Legislatures of States, cleected by them, have re- 
peatedly committed similar acts. 
Now, for these causes, I maintain that this co~ 
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alition is unfit to rule over a free people; and its 
possession of the Federal Government is a just 
cause of war by the people whose safety is thereby 
put in jeopardy. : 

The third clause of the second section of the 
fourth article of the Constigujfon reads as fol- 
lows: 

“ No person held to service or labor in any State under 


the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- | 


quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of 
æ the party to whom sueh service or labor may be due.” 

The second section of the sixth article saye: 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
made or which shall be made under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land, and 
the judges in every State shal! be bound thereby, anything 
in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” 

This is the Constitution. Itis plain; it is dis- 
tinct. It needs no commentary, and if it did, such 
commentary is to be found in the words of the 
fathers who putthe provision there. [have them 
before me. They are known of all men. The 

rinciple did not originate in the Constitution. It 
fas been a fundamental principle of society for 
thirty centuries. Itis to be found, also, in the 
ordinance of 1787, an ordinance called by this 
organization which chooses to usurp the name of 
the Republican party, a sacred ordinance. It is 
in the sixth clause of that act. Itwas in the very 
section which declared that slavery or involun- 
tary servitude, except for crime, should never 
exist in the Northwest Territory, which was put 
there, in a moment of weakness, by the old Con- 
federation. 

These hypocrites, who affect almost to ascribe 
divine origin to this ordinance, under which they 
have been protected and admitted as cquals to the 
Government, are the first to evade, deny, and clude 
so much of its obligation as is not conformable to 
their ignorance and narrow Poul They use 
the liberty wherewith we have clothed them to 
bring shame and reproach on themselves and an 
empire of freemen. But, as I have said, this sound 
principle of public polity had an older origin than 
the ordinance of 1787. tn the confederation of the 
New England States, it was adopted as their public 
law. I will merely advert to the authority. My 
voice will not allow me to read itall. It is apparent 
that the act of 1793 was almost a transcript of that 
agreement. . It certainly was its foundation; for 


the similarity of ideas and language could not be | 


accidental. The New England Senators who 
drafted and voted for the act of 1793 could not have 
been ignorant of their own act of 1643. This is 
that act: 


“It is also agreed that, if any servant run away from his į 


master into any of these confederate jurisdictions, that, in 
such case, upon certificate of one magistrate in the jurisdic- 
tion out of whieh the said servant fled, or upon other due 
proof, the said servantshall be delivered either to his mas- 
ter, or any other that pursues and brings such certificate or 
proof.’— Winthrop’s New England, vol. 2, pp. 104, 105. 


The Puritan fathers required less evidence to 
deliver up a fugitive from labor than a fugitive 
from justice by onc half. For the delivery of a 
fugitive from justice, they required the certificate 
of two magistrates. Who these servants were, 
I refer you, for further information, to that por- 
tion of the history of New England in which you 
will find that humane Indian intercourse law under 
which they made reprisals on the “salvages” for 
the wrongs they did Christians, by seizing these 
“salvages,” (‘hough their officers were directed 
to be sparing of seizing women and children,) ex- 
porting and exchanging. them for ‘neagers.”’ 
Thess ‘prudent Puritans had not studied Nott and 
Gliddon, or Morton, or Agassiz on the diversity 
of races, but experience had taught them the su- 
periority of the ‘‘neager’’ over the Indian as an 


available operative; therefore they exported the | 


Indian and imported the African, 

The act of Congress of 1793, to surrender fugi- 
tives from labor, came for adjudication before the 
Supreme Court, and was there affirmed. It was 
decided to be constitutional by every State court 
in the United States, up to the passage of the act 
of 1850, without any exception. It was not only 
affirmed in the case of Prigg vs. Pennsylvania, by 
the Supreme Court of the United States; not only 
affirmed to be a constitutional law by every judi- 
cial officer of the Federal Government who ever 
sat on the bench anywhere, at any time, from the 


| was not indigenous. These traitors now pretend 


“of 1850 do? It only more effectually provides for 


= : 
formation of the Government down, but the judi- 
ciary of every non-slaveholding State in the Union 
affirmed its constitutionality, as well as the courts 
of the slaveholding States. The act of 1793-was 
adopted during the administration of Washington. 
It passed the Senate unanimously—was intro- 
duced by New England men,and I suppose they 
got it from the source I have indicated. It was | 
passed in the House of Representatives by twenty- 
six northern and twenty-two southern. men—~ i} 
nearly a unanimous vote in that House. It was 
signed by Washington. It was not questioned | 
until the non-slaveholding States began to act | 
under the influence of Exeter Hall; their treason 


that the act of 1850 instigated the hostility to the 
rendition of fugitives from labor. 

_ [will show from the record, that the pretense, 
is untruc; long before that act was passed they 
had passed numerous cunningly contrived and 
fraudulent acts to elude, evade, and defeat this 
plain constitutional obligation. What does the act 


tlie execution.of the Constitution, and defeats 
fraudulent State legislation intended to elude its 
provisions. The constitutionality of this law has | 
been maintained, as far as I know or believe, by 

every Federal court in the Union and every State | 
court also, except that of Wisconsin. The decis- 

ion of that court has recently been brought before 

the highest judicial tribunal of d&r country. I find 

in the twenty-first volume of Howard’s Supreme 

Court Reports two cases decided together, Able- 

man vs. Booth, and the United States vs. Booth. | 
That decision is able, learned, and eloquent. Ij} 
cannot read all of it that I could wish to read. Iil 
commend it to all honest men; I give enough of it | 
to elucidate the point I am discussing: 

“Tn the case before the supreme court of Wisconsin, a | 
right was claimed under the Constitution and laws of the | 
United States, and the decision was against the right | 
claimed; and it refuses obedience to the writ of crror,and į 
regards its own judgment as final. [thas not only reversed 
and annulled the judgment of the district court of the | 
United States, but it has reversed and annulled the pro- } 
vision; a the Constitution itsclf.”’—Howard’s Reports, vol. | 
why p OLY. 

That is the unanimotis judgment of the whole 
court, of the northern men and the soathern men 
on that bench; and there are four northern men 
on it. They declared that the court of Wiscon- 
sin had not only annulled the judgment of the dis- 
trict court of the United States, but had reversed 
and annulled the provisions of the Constitution 
itself. One of the youngest of our sisters, who | 
got rotten before she got ripe, comes to us even 
in the first few years of her admission, with her || 
hands ali smeared with the blood of a violated į 
Constitution, all polluted with perjury. 

But, say the Supreme Courtof the United States, 
also unanimously, in reference to the act of 1850: | 
“ But, although we think it unnecessary to discuss these 
questions, yet, as they have been decided by the State court 
and are before us on the record, and we are not willing to 
be inisunderstood, it is proper to say that, in the judgment 
of this court, the act of Congress commonly called the fugi- 
tive slave law is, in all its provisions, fully authorized by 

the Constitution of the United States.” —Ibid, page 526. 

Such is the jadgment of the whole court. No |! 
honest man denies, or even questions, its sound- | 
ness or its purity. Itis the sole arbiter created ij 
by the Constitution of our country to decide upon | 
the private rights of the people of one State | 
against the people of another State. The highest | 
judicial tribunal of Wisconsin refuses to obey this ; 
decision; the State sustains them, and has the au- 
dacity to send Senators here to look honest men | 


in the face, and prate about union, Their insen- Í 


adopted with the direct intent to abrogate and 
annul this plain provision of the Constitution. | 
These laws were passed by the Abolitionists, now 
called the Republican party of the United States. 
They are all plain, direct, undeniable violations 
of the oaths which the men who passed them took 
to support the Constitution of the United States. |í 
Allofthem display the scienter, the corrupt knowl- }: 
edge of those that passed them, of the crimes they |f 
were committing. Their very efforts to hide, to ; 
conceal their purpose, demonstrate their criminal | 


| of 1854. 


intent. Ishall not detain the Senate with reading 


this wad catalogue; but 1 shall comment:on the 
most atrocious of these laws, and annex abstracts: 
of them to my printed speech, with references. to 
enable the reader to. investigate this humiliating 
record of depravity. . aen 
Their objects are. sometimes sought to be. ac- 
complished by resolutions proclaiming a ‘‘higher. 
law” as the guide to pliant judicial interpretation. 
In other cases they are sought to. be accomplished: 
by habeas corpus acts, by writs of mandamus, in 
tended to transfer cases. from the judgment.-of. 
honest men to the decisions of Republicans; but 
the bolder criminals have squarely. met. the ques 
tion, and annulled the Constitution. by means: of 
what are called personal liberty-acts.. Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Isl- 
and, Connecticut, Michigan, Wisconsin, ‘and 
lowa, have all sought to accomplish these results, 
in the one or the other of the modes which I have 
described. The State of Maine, by section 53,: 
chapter 80, of Revised Code, fines every Honest. 
man in her limits who regards his obligation to 
the Federal compact, and holds State office under 


| her, $1,000, or imprisons hiñ not less than one 
| year, for maintaining, or attempting to maintain, 


this provision of the Constitution. No person in 
Maine can enter upon the discharge. of any office, 
civil or military, who does not take an oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States. If 
he chooses to regard the obligations of his oath; 
and the duties of a good citizen,he is fined $1,000. 
or putin prison. Maine offers to her.office-hold- 
ers, in the discharge of national. obligations, the 
alternative of perjury: or a prison. I never heard 
of a Republican in the State who accepted the 
latter alternative. ` 

Massachusetts commenced her- carcer of crime 
as carly as March 24, 1843, and has continued 
it up to 1858. Infidelity to the Federal compact 
is the rule of conduct of her public men of the 
Republican party; and open, shameless disregard 
of their oaths to support the Constitution, as far as 
the fugitive slave law is concerned, is their best 
passport to popular favor. New Hampshire 
frees every fugitive from labor who may. escape 
into her borders.. The Constitution says she shail 
not. Her public menswear they will support the 
Constitution.. By her legislation, she would im- 
prison any one of her southern ‘ brethren” ‘five 
years for passing through her borders accompa- 
nied by his body servant; yet I am considere 
rash, violent man, a disunionist, for not accepting 
such people as my brethren. (See laws of New 
Hampshire, chapter 1956, June session, 1857.) 
The people of Vermont would scize my servant 
under similar circumstances, and the State pledges 
its whole powertodefendhim. Michigan would 
imprison any southern man by herlaws for pass- 
ing through her territory with his domestic ser- 
vant. She has been otherwise extremely active 
in her Jegislation to subvert.the Constitution. 
Rhode Island has offered: her: officers, civil and 
military, the same alternatives allowed them by 
Maine, to wit: perjury or aprison. Connecticut 
has passed characteristic laws, under the fraudu- 
lent pretense of prevenging kidnapping. She fines. 
all persons 45,000 and imprisons them five years 
for failing, in their suit, to recover their slave 
property; and takes good care, by her rules of 
evidence and the tribunals before whom she at~ 
tempts to bring them, that they shall fail. 

Mr. FOSTER, Will the Senator permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TOOMBS. . Certainly. : 

Mr. FOSTER... The Senator has alluded to the 
State of Connecticut. I should he obliged to him 
if he would point out the act of the State of Con- 
necticut which he claims to be unconstitutional. 
I ask it merely that I may have my attention 
drawn to it. ‘ : : 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iwill. In Connecticut, per- 
sons were prohibited from bringing slaves into the 
State under a penalty of $350 for each slave; and 


; the State authorities were prohibited from arrest- 


ing or detaining fugitives from slavery by the act 


Mr. FOSTER. I will ask the Senator if he 
will not read the act, to see whether the prohibi- 
tion of bringing slaves into the State be not to sell 
or dispose of them; whether that is not the whole 
provision to which he refers. It merely prevented 
the bringing in slaves to sell or dispose of them. 
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Mr: TOOMBS. -Ewi read them all: ‘An act 
for the defense: of liberty in this State,” passed in 
Connecticut; April, 1854—— y 

Mr POSTER. ` Iris the act, the title of which 
he just read, to which I call his attention. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You stopped me before I got 

through’ with the black list.” The act passed in 
1854, entitled’ “An act for the defense of liberty 
ir this State,” to: be found in your compilation 
of 1854, page 978, is the most artfully contrived, 
citnningly devised, the most fraudulent act of any: 
of those to which my attention has been drawn. 
Many acts of your éo-conspirators exceed it in 
boldness; none in meanness and infamy. I have 
already described it, and leave it.to you to defend. 
It does furtively and clandestinely what the New 
York bill did openly. It did nót- require of its 
supporters to gulp down wholesale perjury, like 
the New-York bilt, but it did require them to do 
the sämie thing in d more indirect manner. [have 
not the Wisconsin and Lowa laws before me. 
ati informed they are of the same character, pur- 
pose, and intent.’ I will sow show what was at- 
in New York. 
OLLAMER. If the Senator will indulge 
më a moment, I morely wish to ask him to give 
me the dates of those acts of Vermont to which 
he has alluded. © - 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ido.not wish to be interrupted. 
I have referred to them all by date. I will attach 
them to my speech. I have cxamined some of 
them myself, and have had copies taken from 
others, under my direction, by a competent per- 
son. : : 

“Mr. COLLAMER. 
of them. é 

“Mr, TOOMBS. T will give them to you with 

jlédsure when I have done, but E cannot go-back 

or that purpose. 

’ Mr. President, I have charged these acts of per- 
fidy upon these States—they are all proved by the 
records; but I must stop here to do justice to large 
numbers of patriotic men in those States who 
struggled manfully to keep their faith with their 
confederates. ‘These things were almost wholly 
done by the Republican party; but few of the 
Americans, and nonce of the Democrats, as far as 
lknow, aided or abetted these iniquities. Where 
ever the Republicans have had power, notwith- 
standing their sacred oaths to maintain the Con- 
stitution, they.have proved false to it, and have 
perpetrated these crimes. In Indiana and Hlinois, 
ni. California and Oregon; they have never had 

ower; and the Constitution, by that fact alone, 

as Been preserved: from desecration in those 
States. The same has been true of Minnesota and 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey. Even in States 
where they have not political power, every man 
knows, in the sections of such States where they 
have the majority, they accomplish by violence 
what they cannot do bylaw. Theft and murder 
are their ordinary means of defeating the Consti- 
tution where they are not strong enough to pass 
laws; and every man knows that the fugitive slave 
law isa deadletter in the non-slaveholding States, 
except where the Democrets have power, or are 
in the majority in the locality where it isattempted 
to be an Coro: In Ohio, the Black Republicans 
passed similar laws, but the Democrats repealed 
them; but I'see that the Republican Governor has 
recommended their reénactment. 

Mr. WADE. [have no doubt they will rein- 
state them at the first opportunity in Ohio. 

Mr. TOOMBS. -Ihave no doubt of it either. 
They have showed themselves capable of any 
violation of the Constitution of their country, and 
they have shown that no oaths can bind them to 
maintain the compact. Ido not doubtit. Ido 
not doubt they will do it in every State where 
they have the power, and I have no doubt they 
will treat the Constitution in the same way if they 
get power here; and for that reason I trust they 
will never get it while there is a drop of blood in 
a trite heart from here ‘to the Rio Grande. It is 
Kecatise I know they will do it, itis because I 
have demonstrated that they will do it, that I say 
we are brought face to face with revolution in that 
contingency, In New York, the Republican party, 
at the last session of the Legislature, attempted to 
pass a law, and did pass it through one branch, 
exceeding those of hey associates in this Union in 
iniquity, in plain, open, shameless, and profligate 


I mercly asked the: date 


sP 


ar 
perfidy, as far ag she exceeds‘them in population 
and wealth. Iwillthank my colleague to read for 
me the several sections I will indicate. 

Mr. IVERSON read, as follows: 

“Sec. 3.. Whenever any person in this State shall be de- 
prived of liberty, arrested, of detained, on the ground that 
such person owes service or labor to.another person notan 
inhabitant of this State, either party may claim a trial by 
jury, and shall have twenty peremptory challenges, and in 
addition thereto the other chalienges to which a person in- 
dicted in this State is entitled. ; 

““Sec. 4. Every person who shalt deprive, or attempt to 
deprive; any other person of his or her liberty, contrary to 
the provisions of the preceding section of this act, shall be 
guilty of a felony, and shall, on conviction thereof, be sub- 
jected to'a fine not exceeding five thousand dollars nor less 
than one thousand dollars, and by imprisonment in the State 
prison for a term not exceeding twenty years nor less than 
five years: Provided, that nothing in said preceding sec- 
tions shall apply to, or affect the right, to arrest orimprison 
for any contempt of court. ` - 

“Sec. 6. Every person: who may have been held as a 
slave, who shall. come or be brought, or be in this State 
with the consent of his or her alleged master or mistress, 
or who shall come or be brought, or be in this State, shall be 

ree. 

-* Sec. 7. Every person who shall hold, or attempt to 
hold, in this State, inslavery, or as a stave, or any free per, 
son in any form, or for any time, however short, under the 
pretense that such person is or has been a slave, shall, on 
conviction thercof, be imprisoned in the State prison for a 
term not less than five years uor more than twenty years, 
and be fined not less than one thousand dollars, nor more 
than ten thousand dollars. 

“Sec. 9. No person, while holding any office of honor, 
trust, or émolument, under the laws of this State, shall in 
any capacity issue anggwarrant or other process, or grant any 
certificate, under or by virtuc ofan act of the Congress of the 
United States, approved the 12th day of February, A. D- 
1793, entitled ć An act respecting fugitives from justice and 
persons escaping from the service of their masters,’ or un- 
der and by virtue of an act of said Congress, approved the 
18th day of September, A. D. 1850, entitled ‘An act to amend 
and supplementary to “An act respecting fugitives from 
justice or persons escaping from the service of their mas- 
ters,” or shall in any capacity serve any such warrant or 
other process.” 


Mr. TOOMBS. That will answer. Those 
sections give a fair sample of the bill. The bal- 
ance of the clauses of this bill are of the same 
character. You will perceive a citizen of a slave- 
holding State could not cross over from the Jerse 
shore to a British steamer lying on the New York 
side of the North river, with his servant, without 
being treated asa felon, and fined and imprisoned 
in the penitentiary. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will excuse me, I 
ask him if he will give me the date of the passage 
of the law? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have already said it did not 
become a law; it gives me great pleasure to ‘an- 
swer any question which may be asked in good 
faith, and with the honest intent to get at a fact 
or opinion; but courtesy is entitled to good faith. 
The bill passed the FIouse of Representatives of 
New York, 84 to 22. It didnot pass the Senate; 
I do not find final action on it in that House; I 
have heard outside of the record that the Black 
Republican majority was small in that Housce— 
probably not more than two or three—and that 
two of them refused to vote for a bill so clearly 
and palpably violative of the Constitution of the 
United States. But it answers the purpose for 
which I want it as well, as it now. stands, as it 
would have done had it become a law. I am 
showing the principles and policy of this party. 
Lam trying them by the votes they have- given 
under oath, in their own Legislature. They are 
representative men. As far as I have been able to 
ascertain the party position of the names on the 
record, the bill was voted for by the Republicans 
in a body in the House, and voted against by 
every Democrat on the record. This, I again re- 
peat, does not appear on the record; and 1f 1 am 
misinformed, I would like to be corrected. 

Mr. KING. The manner in which the gentle- ; 
man speaks of the disposition I had, is strange. 
My disposition was simply to ascertain the fact. 
He states now that the bill passed one House and 
did not pass the other. 

Mr. TOOMRS. I said so at first. 
ator might not have heard me. 

Mr. KING. Ithought you spoke of itasalaw. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. No; Í spoke of it as having 
passed one House by a vote of 84 to 22. Ispoke 
from memory on that point. As to the party 
position of the voters, t of course learn that from 
outside sources; but [ have no doubt of its sub- 
stantial correctness. I understand that, of the 
affirmative vote, all belonged to one party—the |! 


The Sen- 


Republican party. They voted to annul both 
laws, that of 1793 and that of 1850, by name. The 
bill failed in the Senate; the party was not quite 
strong enough there to consummate this iniquity. 
It may be that the very able report of Mr. Diven 
against it may haye caused even sme Repub- 
licans to pause in heir career of faithlessness 
and perfidy. > 5 oS 

Now, sit; I have shown you what has been 
done on this question by these nine States under 
Republican rule; what Ohio has done, and what 
she promises to do again—what her Senator [Mr. 
Wave] says she will do. I have shown you what 
the Republican party of New York voted to do; 
and on this evidence I demand judgment of the 
country, whether I have not fally sustained the 
first charge I have made against them. I have 
proved their utter disregard of their constitutional 
obligations, and that it is their fixed policy, as a 
party, to defeat that clause of the Constitution 
which requires the rendition. of fugitives from 
labor. Ido not say even that all persons belong- 
ing to that organization have actively participated 
in these high crimes and misdemeanors. Bome 
persons may be among them and not of them. 
Even to such as these I would not be unjust... Let 
them come out from among.them, and enlist under 
the banner of the Constitution. This organization 
protests against being tried by the declarations of 
individual men, by unauthorized persons, even in 
political union with it. I admit the force of the 
plea, and I sought and. find their policy in their 
united action, as indicated by the great majority 
of the party acting in high official positions and 
under the sanction of oaths. 

I have not sought to bind them by the cry of 
the mob; I have not. gone to their pulpits, and 
brought up against them the wild ravings and re- 
vilings of their spiritual teachers, who every Sab- 
bath desecrate the temples erected to the living 
God. I have tried and convicted them by the rec- 
ord. It has lately become the fashion with ofti- 
cial members of this party at the national capital 
to disavow those who are imprudent in proclaim- 
ing plainly their policy as radical Abolitionists. 
They seck to discard this branch of the family. 
I must expose their ingratitude as well as their in- 
justice to these sappers and miners, the advance 
guard of the Republican armics. There is a dif- 
ference between the Republicans and this radical 
school of Garrison and Phillips Abolitionists; but 
the difference is in favor of the latter, The Gar- 
rison and Phillips school say our Constitution is 
pro-slavery, that it does require the surrender of 
fugitives from labor, therefore we can take no 
oath to support it, and can vote for no man who 
will take such oaths, cither to keep or break them. 
This advance guard of the army boldly assaults 
the Constitution itself. Their conduct in this re- 
spect stands out in honorable contrast with their 
allies who take oaths to support the Constitution, 
and then break them. 

Sir, I have said this was not a new principle 
introduced into our Constitutions The Constitu- 
tion but affirmed a great principle which civilized 
society had for more than twenty centuries found 
necessary to its peace and security. I have shown 
that it was inserted in the ordinance of 1787, be- 
fore the Constitution was adopted. I have shown 
that the New England confederation adopted it in 
1643. The supreme judicial-tribunal of Prussia 
affirmed it as the public law of Europe as late as 
1855 or 1856. It wasacknowledged to be a sound 
principle of public law in the days of Pericles, and 
its violation by one of the States of Greece was 
the chief cause of the Peloponnesian war, which 
devastated Greece for twenty-one years. Iask the 
favor of my colleague to read from Thucydides 
the passages which I have marked. 

Mr. IVERSON read, as follows: 

« After this, they sent embassadors again to Athens, com- 
manding them to levy the:siege from before Potide and to 
suffer Aigina to be free; but principally, and most plainly 
telling them that the war should not be made in case they 
would abrogate the act concerning the Megareans. By 
which act they were forbidden both the fairs of Attica and 
all ports within the Athenian dominion. But the Athenians 
would not obey them, neither in the rest of their commands 
nor in the abrogation of that act; but recriminated the Me- 
gareans for having tilled holy ground, and unset-out with 


' bounds, and for receiving of their slaves that revolted. But 


atlength, when the last embassadors from Lacedemon were 
arrived, namely: Rhamphias, Melesippus, and Agesander, 
and spake nothing of that which formerly they were wont, 
but only this, that ‘the Lacedemonians desire that there 
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should be peace, which may be had, if you will suffer the 
Grecians to be governed by their own Jaws,’ the Athenians 
called an assembly, and propounding their opinions amongst 
themselves, thought good, after they had debated the mat- 
ter, to give them an answer once for all. And many stood 
forth and delivered their minds on either side, some for the 
war, and some that. this act concerning the Megareans 
ought not to stand in their way to peace, but to be. abro- 
gated; and Pericles, the son of Xantippus, the principal 
man at that time of all Athens, and most sufficient both for 
speech and action, gave his advice in such manner as fol- 
Joweth.?*-—HHobbes’s Thucydides, page 69. 


Mr. TOOMBS. This is the narrative of Thu- 
cydides, giving the causes of the Peloponnesian 
war. The Megareans had given refuge to the re- 
volted slaves of Athens. She was in alliance with 
Sparta. Sparta sent her embassadors to Athens, 
and told her to withdraw that decree. Athens 
had forbidden trade and commerce with her until 
she gave up those slaves. Finally, the Lacede- 
monians said, if you will,withdraw your decree 


stitutional obligations, jeer at oaths. ‘They have 
lost their shame with their virtue, and no longer 
feel humiliated at the commission of theSe great 
crimes. I leave this point with a demand for the 
compact. In the name of the people whom I rep- 
resent, 1 demand the bond. In the name of every 
true and honest man in the North, as well asthe 


South, I demand the redemption of your plighted 


faith. 

I come, now, to the second point. These Black 
Republicans say they are opposed to the extension 
of slavery, and they seem to wish it mostly on 


account of their reverence for the * fathers of the į! 


Republic.” Those Hartford convention Federal- 
ists hypocritically pretended great reverence for 
Washington, Jefferson, and Madison. They 
stoned the- prophets when they were alive, and 
caim salvation through them when dead. ‘This 
has happened before. Itis true, that many of the 


ceive and betray. © o) : yok 
In his letter to John ‘Holmes, of Maine, dated 
29th April, 1820, Mr. Jeferson- strongly con- 
demneéd both the geographical line and the-attempt 
to preverit“ the diffusion of slavery overa greater 
surface;’’ and adds: EP T MES bel c2 g 
“ An abstinence, too, from this act of power would re- 
move the jealousy excited by the undertaking of Congress: 
to regulate the condition of the different descriptions otmen. 
composing a State, This certainly is the exclusive right of 
every State, which nothing in the Constitution has taken 
from them and given to the General Government., Could 
Congress; for example, say that the non-frgemen of -Con=* 
necticut should be freemen, and that they shail-not emi 
grate into any other State r”? ; , 
This was his argument in favor of extension. 
He then gocs on to denounce the restrictionists of 
his day as political suicides, and traitors “against 
the hopes of the world.” Such. were. the opin- 


God my voice ‘could: reach those whomyou de- 


ions entertained by the author ofthe ordinance. of 
1787, of the Missouri restriction of. 1820. sk 
Again, Mr. Jefferson, in a letter. to Mr. Mad- 
ison, says: oS 
“Jam indebted to you for your two letters of February 


against the Megareans, in ‘the matter of the fugi- 
tive slaves, we shall haveptace, The matter was 
debated. Some then said Tt ts a small matter; 
we will give it up. Pericles addressed the peo- 


leading men in the Revolution from the South were | 
opposed to slavery. I think one of the objections 
which Luther Martin, a delegate to the constitu- 
tional convention from Maryland, urged against 


le: and I call your attention to a few words of 
is, announcing a principle which deserves the 
immortality it has won: 


+ y + [i 
“ Now, let none of yon couceive that we shall go to war 


for a trifle, by not abrogating the act concerning Megara, 
(yet this, by them, is pretended most, and that, for the ab- 
rogation of it, the war shall stay 5) nor retain a scruple in 
your minds, as if a small matter moved you to the war ; for 
even this small matter contained the trial and constancy of 
your resolution; wherein, if you give them way, you shall 
hereafter be commanded a greater matter, as men that fear 
wil] obey them likewise in that. But by a stiff denial, you, 


shall teach them plainly to come to you hereafter on terms} 


of more equality. Resolve, therefore, froin this occasion, 
either to yield them obedience before you reecive damage, 
or, if we must have war, (which, for my part, L think, is 
best.) be the pretense weighty or light, not to give way nor 
keep what we pos n fear, Fora greatand a little claim, 
imposed by equals upon their neighbors, before judgment, 
by way of command, hath one and tiie same virtue to make 
subject.” —Ibid, page 70. 


The Greeks, too, under their league, had an 


arbiter to whom this class of disputes might be | 


referred. This noble old Greck saw the impor- 
tance of a principle; some of his countrymen 
thought it too small an affair to lead to war; but 
his sound and cloquent argument was listened to, 
and affirmed in the assembly of the people, and 
his policy was adopted. The Athenians greatly 
and wisely determined to vindicate this principle, 
and go to war rather than surrender it. That war 
brought unnumbered woes on all Greece. Even 
if I had full knowledge that the same result would 
happen to my country, I would repeat Pericles’s 
advice to my countrymen. If Grecian liberty has 


the adoption of the Federal Constitution, was, that 
it tolerated the slave trade,and, perhaps, that it did 
not give the power to Congress to abolish slavery. 
Butthatisevidence of what the Constitution really 
was, a pro-slavery fundamental law. Washing- 
ton, Jefferson, and Madison all expressed opin- 
ions against slavery, but none of them ever pre- 
tended that the Constitution, inany way whatever, 
or in any degree whatever, provided either for re- 
straining, limiting, or abolishing it. All three of 
them lived and died slavcholders. It is true, that 


t Washington emancipated his slaves when he died. 


That is no uncommon event in the South; indeed 
it became so common that my own State, and 
the southern States generally, were compelled to 
restrain or prohibit this right. 

Such is the relation between master and slave, 
that it is a common feeling with slaveholders not 
to permit their slaves to belong even to collaterals 
of their own families. Even when a slaveholder 
like Washington has no direct descendants, the 
law, in conformity to public policy, forbids or 
controls this strong tendancy to emancipate. For 
forty years Georgia has had to interpose by law 
to check this feeling, and prevent the Common- 
wealth being overrun by a free negro population. 
These fraudulent pretenders to the principles of 
these patriots have seized upon the personal opin- 
ions of these patriots, and attempt to ingraft them 
on the policy of the Republic, in direct violation 
of the Constitution. ashington, having no 
direct descendants, emancipated his slaves; left 


7 and 19. This Missouri question, by a geographical line of 
division, is the most portentous one I have ever contem- 
plated.) * i *. * (Generally understood to 
be Rufus King] ‘is ready to risk the Union for any chance 
of restoring his party to power, and wriggling himself to the 
head of it; nor is” s * * i “ without his 
hopes, nor s¢rapulous as to the means of fulfilling then.” 
_ Mr. Madison also, in a letter to Mr. Monroe, 
in 1820, says: f E 
“On one side it naturally occurs, that the right, being 
given trom the necessity of the case, andin suspension ‘of 
the great principle of self-government, ought not to be ex- 
tended further, nor continued longer than the oceasion might 
fairly require.” re 
Mr. Madison says further: 


“The questions to be decided seem to be~ 

“1, Whether a territorial restriction be an assumption 
of illegitimate power ; or é 

«2. A misuse of legitimate power ; and, if the latter only, 
whether the injury threatened to the nation from an acqui- 
escence in the misuse, or trom a frustration of. it, be the 
greater. 

(On the first point, there is certainly room for difference 
of opinion; though, for mysclf, | must own that I have al- 
ways leaned to the belief that the restriction was not within 
the true scope of the Constitution.” j 


There are Jefferson’s and Madison’s déenuncia- 
tion of caneresnional prohibition—the identical 
question ;and these men have the audacity to stand 
before the civilized world, even in the assemblies: 
of their countrymen, where at least there ought to 
be some intelligence, and say their principles are 
in conformity to the policy of the early fathers, 
The audacity of mendacity can be carried no 
further. 


slept in the tomb of twenty centuries, itslept with- 
out dishonor; if it perished, it did not perish inglo- | 
riously. 

Sir, I will conclude this branch of the subject 
by reading an extract from a speech of one of our 
own great lights, which has but recently gone out; 


I have already shown you the practices of Jef- 
ferson. Mr. Madison’s were in perfect harmony 
with those of his friend Jefferson. Perhaps no 
man of the Revolution’ knew as well the whole 
scope, intent, and meaning of the Constitution, as 
Mr. Madison. He is often called its'father. Yet 


them that ‘heritage of woe;” and the res#lt has 
been, nearly the whole of them are extinct, and 
the survivors are a curse to themselves and the 
communities among which they are cast. Jeffer- 
son died a slaveholder, and left his slaves to his | 
heirs and creditors. Madison died a slaveholder, 


aman to whom the high honor of being the great 
expounder of the Constitution was assigned by a 


large portion of the intellect and patriotism of his | 


generation; aman whose fidelity to the Constitu- 
tion of his country lost him the confidence of New 
England. I need not say I mean the late Daniel 
Webster. In his speech of the 28th of June, 1851, 
at Capon Springs, Virginia, Mr. Webster said: 
“1 do not hesitate to say and repeat that, if the northern 


and left his slaves to his widow and other persons. 
Washington, by no word or act of his life, coun- 
tenanced the dogma that the Constitution of the 
United States gave the least authority to the Fed- 


| eral Government to limit, or restrain, or abolish 


slavery. John Adams, in 1798, extended the 


; ordinance of 1787 over all the territory owned by 
the United States by virtue of the war of inde- | 


pendence, expressly excluding the anti-slavery 


this bastard tribe of Abolitionists; with -anmis+ 
takable natural marks of their own paternity, dare 
to call him one of their fathers! Mr, Madison 
bore express testimony to the direct fact that this 


| principle of the party is against the Constitution 
| of their country. Sirs, if you will continue your 


mad career, if you are determined to ruin your 
country, I would even invoke you to spare the 
honest memories of the illustrious dead You 


States refuse willfully and actiberately to carry into effect 
that part of the Constitution which respects the restoration 
of fugitive slaves, the South would no longer be bound to 
observe the compact. A bargain broken on one side, is 
broken on all sides,’? . 

I say the bargain is broken—broken by the | 
States whose policy I have reviewed; broken by 
the Republican party, who did the work in their 
Legislaturesandelsewhere. Theirhandsaresoiled 
with the blood of the compact; they cannot be per- || 
mitted to administer at its altars. I know not that 
it was even necessary to prove this point of the 
case. I doubt much whether the members of that 
party will deny the fact thatit is their fixed policy 
never to carry out, in good faith, this part of the 
bargain. I doubt if there be five, out of all the | 
members of the Republican party on this floor, | 


can no longer deccive any man by your slanders 
upon these patriots; the falsity of your accusa- 
tion against them is known to all of you; have 
at least reverence enough to cease to utter it, If 
you respect the fathers of the Republic, imitate 
their example and policy. These fathers required, 
in the treaty which acknowledged their independ- 
ence, that England should not carry off slaves or 
other pro erty, Unite with us to make England 
break up fer en of thieves in Canada: that would 
be imitating the example of the fathers: The 
fathers even of New England voted to continue 
the slave trade for twenty years. They got some- 
thing or nothing for it: if something, pay it; if 
nothing, stand for their honor. We did not bring 
them in either with the idea that you would either 
steal them or confiscate them. 


! clausé of that ordinance. Does New England 
repudiate her own fathers? If she does, letaher 
not slander mine. 

Jefferson acquired a slave territory larger than 
all the rest of the Union put together. He bought 
this slavt territory, protected it, nurtured it, cx- 
| tended slavery over it, by protecting all slave- 
holders in any of the then existing States in emi- 
grating to and settling in it. Under his policy 
Louisiana came into the Union; Missouri was 
trained for admission; and when she was prepared 
for it, Mr. Jefferson had retired to Monticello. But 
the voice of northern Federalism reached his re- 
treat; and he sternly rebuked the evil spirit which 
he had quelled during his administration, but 
which again dared to raise its treasonable crest, 


who will stand up here to-day and say they are 
willing, either by State or Federal legislation, or 
in any other manner, to uphold and comply with 
this provision of the Constitution. Ido not be- 
lieve there are enough to meet God’s final requi- 


sition to save Sodom. No, sir; they mockatcon- ! 


- Jefferson was alive when the éighth section of | 
the act of 1820 was before the American Con- | 


gress. He spoke for himself. In the face of your 
constant declarations—cold, calculating, willful 


| misrepresentations of him—hear him speak for | 
I would to | 


himself. 1 thunder it in your ears. 


Was that your 
understanding of the bargain? -The fathers said 


| they would suppress insurrections. We do’ not 
| think the events at Harper’s Ferry are in strict 


conformity with that understanding. 
But, sir, for every abolition enormity the Black 
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Republicans have-a-stereotyped plea, either in 
mitigation or-in-bar. They tell, upon the hap- 
pening of every new outrage, every time they vio- 
late the compact, every mea new underground 
railroad. company. is started, every time any new 
outrage is perpetrated upon us, or a new raid con- 
ceived or accomplished, that all this comes of the 
repeal. of the Missouri restriction; that was the 
Pandora’s box which opened afresh this Slavery 
agitation... Well, grant-it: what was that act of 
atrocity which is pleaded in release of all consti- 
tutional obligations, in excuse for treason, mur- 
der, and. arson? It was this: the Congress of the 
United ‘States, by the concurrence of the legisla- 
tive and executive departments of the Govern- 
ment, repealed the eighth section of the act of 
1820, which prohibited slavery in all. territories 
of the United States acquired from, France, lying 
north of 36° 30' north latitude, and ‘outside of 
Missouri, commonly called the Missouri restric- 
tion. This pretended law, which we repealed, 
hasbeen decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States to have been null, void, and no law. 
We said thatit was not law; the Supreme Court 
said it was not law, but a usurpation of power by 
Congress., This was not only our judgment, but 
the judgmentof the highest judicial tribunal of our 
country. They decided that it was unconstitu- 
tidnal to put it on the statute-book, and therefore 
unconstitutional to keep it there; then, because 
we would not let an unconstitutional act stain any 
page on the statute-book, we have the curses of 
the Republican party and thcir base allies. ‘* The 
head and front of our offending hath this extent, 
no.more.’? This is our unpardonable sin. If our 
fidelity to the Constitution which we had sworn 
to supportis the charge against us, we plead guilty 
to it. i 

am not surprised that the support of the Con- 
stitution should be adjudged a crime by this co- 
alition—with such a brand upon them, they ask 
us to submitto their rule if they have a majority; 
they are kind enough to ask us, “let us be broth- 
érs or we will cut your throats; that is, if we can 
ge your negroes to do it? They place great re- 
lance on this arm of the Black Republican phal- 
anx. When they get ready for. this brotherly 
work, in the name and behalf of my constituents 
Textend to them a cordial invitation to come down 
to see ns. But it is due to candor to say that 
their reputation needs some building up among 
my constituents; we.do not think those men the 
most dangerous who are the most faithless to their 
compacts; and, in very truth, we have but small 
fear of men, even as leaders of untold millions, 
who have not manhood enough to maintain and 
defend their own honors. 


to our rights in the Territories. o 
equally baseless with all the rest that have been 
made by our adversaries. I stand to-day, on the 
territorial question, where { stood in 1850. I ask 


my colleague to read the extracts which I have | 


marked from a speech delivered by me in.the 
House. of Representatives on the 27th February, 
1850. i 

Mr. IVERSON read, as follows: 


“Though hostile interference ts the point of resistance, 
non-interference is not the measure of our rights. We are 
entitled to non-interference from alien and foreign Govern- 
meuts. England owes us that much; France owes us that 
mitch; Russia owes us non-intervention. You owe us 
more: You owe us protection. Withhold it, and you 
make us aliens in our own Government. Our hostility to 
it, then, becomes a necessity—a nec ty justified by our 
honor, our interests, and our common safety. "—Appendia 
to Congressional Globe, first session, Thirty- 
page 201. 

“ We only ask. that our common Goverument shal! pro- 
tect us both equally, until the Territories shall be ready to 
be admitted, as States, into the Union, then to leave the 
citizens free tu adopt any domestic policy in reference to 
this subject, which, in their judgment, may best promote 
their interest and their happiness. The demand is just. 
Grant it, and you place your prosperity and ours na 
solid foundation; you perpetuate the Union, so necessary 
to-your prosperity; you solve the true problem of repub- 
tican Government; you vindicate the power of constitu- 
tional guarantecs to protect political rights against the will 
of majorities.” ; 


Mr. TOOMBS. Ten years’ experience. has 
not altered-or modified these opinions. [1 stand 
to-day where I did then. I have no advance, no 
retreat to make from. this ground. It was, inmy 
judgment, right then;-itig right to-day and.for- 


We are charged with | 
raising in our demands upon the Government, of | 
asserting new and unheard-of doctrines in relation | 
The charge is jį 


irst Congress, Í 


ever; it is cġüaliiy and justice planted in the com- 
nact of Union. Upon these terms 1 have ever 
fon willing to let the Union stand, but upon no 
other. The Federal Government is now discharg- 
ing its duty on thisterritorial question; ifupon sub- 
ordinate. questions we should disagree, I agreed, 
and now agree, to let the judicial tribunals decide 
between me and my friends. I agreed, in the act 
of 1854, to abide that decision; I shall continue 
faithful to that obligation to the end. If the Re- 
publican party had power in the Government, how 
could they carry out their own principles in the 
Territories? The Supreme Court have already 
decided that congressional prohibition of slavery 
in the Territorics is unconstitutional, and therefore 
nullandvoid. Therefore, ifthey wereagain to pass 
such an unconstitutional law, they must do it 
against this decision. They can only succeed ig 
their policy by subverting that tribunal. Hence 
I have established my second proposition, that 
this party not only seeks power to violate one of 
the fundamentai principles of the Constitution, 
butin order to deprive the slaveholding States of 
their just and equal rights in the Territories, have 
conspired to reach their base ends by subverting 
the judiciary of our country. It is the only road 
to theiravowedends. They stand, then, convicted 
of the second specification against them. 


My third charge against this Black Republican į 


organization is, that great numbers of persons be- 
longing to it, both in office’and out of office, are 
daily perpetrating offenses against these confed- 
erate States, which even among independent na- 
tions afford just and sufficient cause for public 
war. It is clear that the peace of the country can- 
not long be maintained under such astate of things. 
The people of no independent State have the right 
to attempt, by word or deed, to injure or destroy 
the Government or people of any other country, 
nor in any manner whatever to disturb their tran- 
quillity, or weaken their security. These of them- 
selves are good and sufficient causes of war among 
nations; but these people have gone further. They 
daily attempt, by words and deeds, by counsel 
and pecuniary means, by the shelter and protec- 
tion which they give, by law and without law, the 
active participants in their schemes, to excite ser- 
vile and civil war in the slavcholding States, and to 


subvert their institutions, to devastate the land by | 
fire and sword. It isnot necessary to read author- | 


ity to sustain my position even as to the least 
criminal of these acts. The laws of nations, as 
well as the Divine law, write these principles in- 
delibly upon the heartsand consciences of all good 
men. All the eminent publicists of the world 
maintagn them. Black Republican Governors of 
the northern States annually denounce our insti- 
tutions, and advise measures to subvert them. 
Black Republican Legislaturesare notonly daily 
ouring out their denunciations, too, against us, 
batare constantly contriving fraudulentand violent 
legislative enactments to defeat us of our rights, 
and protect those of their own citizens who are 
engaged in stealing ourproperty. Their Senators 
and Representatives even in the national councils 
are daily libeling and insulting thcir confederates, 
claiming immunity for such acts under the Con- 
stitution which they have broken. Many of their 
speeches are calculated and intended to excite ser- 
vile war. Besides this, at least one Senator and 
sixty-eight Representatives of one House of the 
natignal Legislature have recommended a publica- 
tion that advises the overthrow of our Government 
by force. One of these criminals 1s now supported 


for the office of Speaker of the House of Represent- | 


atives by the whole Republican party of that body, 
and their support of him approved by all of the 
same party in this House. I say criminals; not one 


; of these men can pass over the Potomac river and 


carry out his own recommendation without find- 
ing himself at least in the State prison; and they 
would fare even worse under the laws of Georgia. 
The pulpit, the press, and the lecture-room, join in 
this crusaide against the people of the South, and 
counsel the adoption of all means to harrass, en- 
danger, and destroy us. These are truths seen 
and known of all men, Is this peace? If it is, 
I prefer war. ` 

By whom are these things done? Who is re- 
sponsible for them? The Republicans say we are 


| not responsible, asa party, for them. Many of 
them are done by the party itself. For those of ! 


their crimes against society and the laws which 
bind civilized States together, which are committed: 
by individual members of that party, or even by 
considerable numbers of them, 1 admit it requires 
further evidence to hold them responsible.. Iad- 
mit that-even a State is not bound necessarily for 
the lawless acts of its citizens. Neither is a polit- 
ical party . The latter organization cannot.ask to 
be put on a higher basis than an independent State. 
If the State does not punish the aggressors, or de- 
liver them over to the aggrieved party to be pun- 
ished, then she is bound for sach acts. Soifa 
political party approves of such acts of her mem- 
bers, even does not condemn them, she is justly 
held responsible for them. 

Vattell lays down the law of nations in such 
cases to be this: : 

“ But, if a nation or its chief approves and ratifies the act 
of the individual, it then begomes a public concern; and 
the injured party is to consjfer the nation as the real author 


of the injury, of which th tizen was perhaps only the in- 
strufment.’? 


I apply the same principle to the Republican 
part . Do they not support their Governors and 

egislature, their preachers, their lecturers, and 
their press, through which instrumentalities all 
these things are done? Are not the sixty-eight 
members in the House of Representatives among 
them and of them? Do they not support Joun 
Suerman as Speaker of the House? If these 
things are true, then the Republican party are re- 
sponsible for all these wrongs and crimes against 
lus. Take away those who commit these crimes 
j from them, and there is nothing left of the party. 
Who is responsible for the treason, murder, 
and arson of John Brown? I have never known 
of his acts being approved, defended, or palliated 
by any other person than a Republican. Thou- 
sands.of them have done it, and are now doing 
it. In marshaling" this dark catalogue of crimes 
against this organization, I would not be unjust 
to it. I have no doubt that thousands of per- 
sons belonging to their organization throughout 
the North loathe and despise this John Brown 
raid as much as the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Féssenven] does slavery; but it is equally true, 
that there are other thousands in the same organ- 
ization who do approve it. They tell us the 
condemn his acts, but admire his heroism. I thin 
the Republican party must be pressed for a hero. 
Newgate calendar can furnish them with any num- 
ber of such saints. To ‘die game” and not “ to. 
peach” are sometimes useful, if not heroic vir- 
tues in an accomplice. The thousands of Black 
Republicans who do openly approve the treason, 
murder, and arson of John Brown, get no con- 
demnation from their party for such acts. They 
are its main defenders and propagandists all over 
the North, and therefore the party is in moral com- 
plicity with the criminal himself. No society can 
long exist in peace under these injuries; hence, 
we are in virtual civil war; hence, I denounce their 
authors, the Republican party, as enemies of the 
Constitution and enemies of my country, and I 
shall treat them as such.  . 

It is in vain, in face of these injuries, to talk of 
peace, fraternity, anda common country. - There 
is no peace; there is no fraternity; there is no com- 
mon country. Land you and all of us know it. 
My country is not common to the men who coun- 
sel the overthrow of her system by social and 
servile war and all of its attendant horrors, and I 
trustnever willbe, Sixty-eight members of Con- 
gress and one Senator, at least, have indorsed 
these sentiments as contained in the Helper book. 
One of their number is now a candidate for the 
third office under. our Government; and I do not 
know of a Republican in the United States, in 
Congress or out of it, who does not support him. 
He could not travel in a single slavcholding State, 
from this to Mexico, with whose laws I am ac- 
quainted, in which he would not subject himself 
to punishment as a felon, if he dared to carry out 
his own recommendations. With all these facts, 
I submit it to the judgment of the Senate, the 
country, and the civilized world, if, according to 
the public law of all civilized nations, we have 
not just cause of war against our confederates? I 
further submit, that our duty and our security 
require us to accept it speedily, unless we can get 
redress through the operation of the Government, 
or of the States of whose citizens we complain. 
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To them we make this final appeal. Give us the 
compact; give us peace. Disturb no longer our 
domestic tranquillity. : 

To make this appeal effectual, it is our duty at 
the South, first, to crush out the party divisions 
which exist among ourseives; to unite with all 
men who feel the wrongs of their country, and 
who are willing to unite for their redress; who 
have no affiliation or sympathy with Black Re- 
publicanism in any of its forms, and are ready 
to drive them from the national councils. Let the 
enemies of this organization extend toeach other 
cofdially the right hand of fellowship, and, for 
pure and honest purposes, bring their. past party 
differences and sacrifice them at the altar of pa- 
triotism. Thus, having secured our own union 
and harmony, let us appeal to the friends of the 
Constitution In the non-slaveholding States to im- 
itate ourexample. Let us appeal to. those of that 
class who are among, but not of, the public enc- 
mies themselves. Let us invoke them to join the 
army of the Constitution. Let us call upon the 
American organization of the North, as well as 
the South, to enlist under its banners. Let us 
invoke, ina spirit of kindness and fraternity, those 
Democrats of the North, who, from discontent 
upon a collateral issue, have withdrawn from the 
faithful column, and whose position gives aid and 
comfort to the common enemy, to return to their 
colors. I have no word of invocation to those 
who stand to-day in the ranks of the northern 
Democracy, but to remember and emulate their 
past history. From the beginning of this sectional 
controversy, they have stood firmly by the Con- 
stitution, in sunshine and storm. No body of 
men, in the world’s history, ever exhibited higher 
or nobler devotion to principle under such adverse 
circumstances. 

The enemies of the Constitution, secing that they 
were its last bulwark in the non-slaveholding 
States, have brought against them every engine 
of destruction which their maddened malice could 
invent. Their very loyalty to the Constitution is 
daily charged against them as treason to their 
own firesides. Amid the opprobrious epithets, 
the jibes, and jcers of the enemics of the Consti- 
tution; worse than this: amid words of distrust 
and reproach even from men of the South, these 

reat-hearted patriots have marched steadily on 
in the path of duty. Amid treachery and deser- 
tion at home, and injustice from without, amid 
disaster and defeat, they have risén superior to 
fortune, and stand to-day, with their banners all 
tattered and soiled in the honorable service of the 
whole country, ready to renew the conflict and 
tosnatch victory from the very jaws of defeat. No 
matter what fortune may betide us in the futures, 
while life lasts I have a hand that will succor and 
a heart ready to embrace the humblest soldier of 
this noble band. The union of all of these cle- 
ments may yet secure to our country peace and 
safety. But if this cannot be done, peace and 
safety are incompatible in this Union; but there 
is safety and a glorious future for the South. 
She knows that liberty, in its last analysis, is but 
the blood of the brave. She is able to pay the 
price and win the blessings. Is shg ready? 

We occupy eight hundred and fifty thousand 
square miles of territory, stretching from Mason 
and Dixon’s line to the Mexican frontier, the 
fairest, the most fertile, and the loveliest land that 
God ever gave to man; with noble rivers, bearing 
on their bosoms to the ocean the rarest and rich- 
est products of the carth; with capacious and com- 
modious harbors, inviting the commerce of the 
world to bear them to distant lands; with noble 
mountains, containing the richest and most useful 
ores and minerals of the earth; with valleys and 

lains fertile and salubrious, inviting and reward- 
ing the hand of industry; with forests unequaled 
in the beauty and value of their products; with 
more than twelve million inhabitants, prosperous 
-and attached and loyal to their social system; a 


loyalty so devoted, that neither the treason nor | 


seditious teachings to which 1 have referred, nor 
brute force, have been able since the Revolution 
to seduce one hundred men, of any class or con- 
dition of her. society, from their allegiance to their 
homes and social system. Our people, after main- 
taining themselves in all the necessaries of life at 
home, already export over two hundred million 
dollars’ worth of their produce to all the. great 


maris of the world. This country, capable of 
supporting a population larger than all Europe, is 
stronger in arms for her defense than all the five 


| great Powers of Europe put together. 


Sir, our whole country had but three million of 
population, including slaves, when she met old 
England in the struggle of the Revolution. We 
have. four times that population, and one hun- 
dred. times the wealth of all the colonies com- 
bined. We are the sons of the same people. Look 
to our past record, in peace or in war. Look to 
the record, all covered over with honor; with fidel- 
ity to every engagement in peace or war; with 
heroic devotion to the common cause, wherever 
danger called for constancy and.courage—to the 
record of Virginia. She furnished the great leader 
of our armies in the Revolution, and many others, 
second to none but her own great son. Her states- 
men guided and directed your councils in that 
great struggle. The blood of her children was 
shed and their bones bleached upon every battle- 
field of the Revolution, from Quebec to Savannah. 
She carried upon her own shoulders two thirds 
of all the burdens of the war of independence. 

Sir, the disloyal hands of the descendants of the 


men of that day—men for whom these sacrifices. 


were made—have shed the blood of her own sons 
on her own soil, and she owes it only to the loy- 
alty of her people that the whole Commonwealth 
was not wrapped in flames and in servile war; and 
the courage of these midnight assassins and cow- 
ardly traitors is the constant theme of senatorial 
eloquence! Her sons and her grandsons, loyal to 
her institutions, loving her as a mother, are scat- 
tered all over the plains and valleys and mountain- 
tops of this fair land, who feel deeply the wound 
to her honor. Jivery loyal heart within the limits 
of ber southern sisters, beats in unison with the 
feelings of these sons, and wait but her signal-cun 
to avenge her. They are ready and willing and 
anxious to hear this signal gun—** One blast from 
her bugle horn were worth a million men.” 

Sir, l have but little more to add, nothing for 
myself. I feel that I have no need to pledge my 
poor services to this great cause, to my country. 
My State has spoken for herself. Nine years 
ago a convention of her people met and declared 
that her connection with this Government de- 
pended upon the faithful execution of this fugi- 
tive slave law, and her full enjoyment of equal 
rights in the common Territories. I have shown 


that the one contingency has already arrived; the | 


other waits only the success of the Republican 
party in the approaching presidential election. I 
was a member of that convention, and stood then 
and now pledged to its action. | have faithfully 
labored to avert these calamities. I will yet labor 


| until this last contingency happens, faithfully, | 
; honestly, and to the best of my poor abilities. 
| When that time comes, freemen of Georgia re- 


deem your pledge; I am ready to redeem mine. 
pute) Beas : 
Your honor is involved, your faith is plighted. I 
(i > Į D 
know you feel a stain as a wound; your peace 
yo agate : a 
your social system, your firesides, are involved. 


Never permit this Federal! Government to pass | 
into the traitorous hands of the Black Republican |: 


party, It has already declared war agaist you 


and your institutions. 


to arm for your defense. 
babblings,’’ to no treacherous jargon about ‘overt 


| acts;” they have already been committed. De- 
| fend yourselves, the enemy is at your door; wait | 
not to meet him at the hearthstone—mceet him at | 


the doorsill, and drive him from the temple of 
liberty, or pull down its pillars and involve him 
in a common ruin. 
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SPEECH OF HON. L. M. KEITT, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Ingrnz House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 25, 1860. 
Mr. KEITT said: 


Mr. Crerk: | trust that I appreciate the mag- | 


nitude of the drama in which we are now perform- 
ing a part; for I believe that we are standing face 
to face with the existence of the Republic, and are 


Itevery day commits acts |: 
of way against you; it has already compelled you | 
Listen to “no vain į; 


i| forelaying its future. Deep-laid: were the founs 
dations of the Union, and wiser were the provisions 
of the Constitution than even its framers compre- 
hended.. For seventy years it has lived on inspite 
of invasion and assault, and in the most ‘trying’. 
events has unfolded capacities which: were not 
dreamed ofin the philosophy of the past. Itwould 
secm that there are periods in the history of 
the world, when God, in-his wisdom and-mercy, 
drops the mantle of inspiration upon some chosen 
men, and makes them the artists. of a work, the 
scope and compass of which transcend their:ewn 
conceptions. Made for the original thirtecn States, 
and. expressing and applying a-scheme of polity 
novel to the history of the world, the Constitution 
of the United States has yet been. able, in. peace, 
to meet the requirements of civilization, and.in 
war to follow our flag as it has been carried. from 
ocean to ocean, and to stretch its protecting pro- 
visions over empires and fragments of empirés.as 
they have been won to-its embrace. And. yet, 
comprehensive as are the provisions of the.Con- 
stitution, and wise as is the structure of the Gov- 
ernment, they are both ineffectual against the 
assaults of fanaticism, and are both threatened 
į with overthrow, if they are not already falling to 
pieces. 

Whether the present struggle result in the safety 
or overthrow of the Union, it is none the less wise 
and proper that we should examine into its causes, 

‘tendencies, and character, and the policy which 
should be pursued, in view of the existing condi- 
tion of things. On the very threshold of our legis- 
lative action, we find ourselves engaged in a con- 
flict, which paralyzes one great department of the 
Government, and enfeebles the whole system. Is 
the cause of this paralysis essential, or is it acci- 
dental? Is the machinery of the Government 
arrested by the grasp of some ambitious man,and 
may its movements be renewed by striking down 
his unholy ambition, or is it arrested by some 
antagonizing force which heeds not the mere in- 
dividual, but will be satisfied only with beating 
down all opposition to itself? A : 

Sir, I believe it is the latter. Menhere, and men 
there, may pride themselves upon their conse- 
quence; dressed up in authority and:station, they 
may deem themselves the creators.of a mighty 
movement; but, despite their.symbols of power, 
events march on, and if they falter, trample them 
down. Sir, the mere fasces of authority may pass 

! from hand to- hand and excite but little concern; 

but when they announce a revolution, justice and 
liberty may require the most determined resist- 
ance. We are now resisting, not an individual, 
but a party, a creed, a crusade. Yes, the paraly- 
sis under which this codérdinate. department. of 

the Federal Government droops, is caused by a 

series of principles, which a party organization 
is endeavoring to seize the power of the Govern- 
ment to carry out... .Cotemporaneous. with. the 

i Constitution, parties arose; and throughout its 

history they have struggled and died; and yet, 

: though they differed in policy, and sometimes in 

construction of power, they threatened no sub- 
version of the Government, because they touched 

: not its life.. Unlike all other parties, however, the 

Republican party, if it succeeds and seizes the 

Republic, will seize it only in the moment of its 

dissolution. : 

Why is it, then, that the triumph of the Re- 
| publican party will be the overthrow of the Fed- 
cralGovernment? Because the consummation of 
its principles will be the practical subversion of 
| the guarantees of the Constitution, and the con- 
i| demnation of the. whole industrial system of the 
ii South to chaotic rapture. African slavery is the 
| corner-stohe‘of the industrial, social, and political 
i fabric of the South; and whatever wars against 
| it, wars against her very existence. Strike down 
| the institution of African slavery, and you reduce 
| the.South to depopulation and barbarism.. In- 
| stinct with this truth are all her people; and she 
| will maintain her safety in the Union, if she may, 
| but out of the Union, if necessary. - 
| To hide its deformity and concihate support, 
l the Republican party claims the sanction of the 
| 
| 
f 
| 


framers of the Constitution for its policy. With 
the most amazing audacity, itappeals to the carly 
fathers for support and countenance in its. policy 
of preventing the diffusion of slavery, witha view 
te its gradual extinction; and alse, of its power 


s 
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‘to'impose, through legislation, restrictive disabil- 

ties upon it. Now, sir, what are the facts? 

-  Padmit that the sentiments of most of the framers 

ofthe Federal Constitution were anti-slavery; but 
> their sentiments-are foreign to this discussion. 

Whatdid they po? That is the question. ‘They 

were unfettered by restrictions; they were in, the 

exercise of naked power; and what did they do? 

They made a pro-slavery Constitution. The great 
‘men of the Republic, with anti-slavery sentiments, 

ag it is contended, did, in the ‘exercise of naked 

power, make a pro-slavery Constitution. The Re- 
publican party of to-day, faithless to the obliga- 
tions of the Constitution—faithless to the pledged 
hoiior ofall the States in the Confederacy and with 
its hands tied by the compromises of the Constitu- 
tion—struggles to do, and: must:do, or die, what 
the “‘ fathers of the Republic” refused to do in the 
exercise of naked power. ‘The Republican party 
is attempting to do, against all the restrictions of 
the Constitution, what the framers of that instru- 
ment refused to do, with no restriction resting 
upon them. And yet the sanctions of their names 
are appealed to: ‘The leaders of the Republican 
“party appeal to the anti-slavery sentiments of the 
early fathers, but conceal their acts. In this they 
perpetrate a fraud. The sentiments which the great 
men of the Revolution entertained upon the ques- 
tion ‘of slavery are immaterial to me. The insti- 
tution had not been discussed; its character and 
capacities had not been tested; besides, they were 
imbued with the influence of the French encyclo- 
arpa were affected by the abstractions of the 
eclaration of Independence. I may say, how- 
ever, that Jefferson, later in life, changed his ab- 
stract opinion upon the subject of slavery; and, 
therefore, not-even. his sentiments can be quoted 
‘by ‘the Republican party. 

"To wrest either their words or acts tø the policy 
or the power of restricting the diffusion of slavery, 
iş a fraud both upon their memories and their 
teachings of the scope and meaning of the Con- 
stitution. Mr. Jefferson acquired Louisiana, and 
thus gave an empire to slavery. Had he thought 
of the institution as the Republicans of to-day do, 
would he have allowed an insignificant settlement, 
as the member from Ohio [Mr. Corwiy] called it, 
to carry slttvery and the laws of slavery all over 
that magnificent region? If Jefferson, Madison, 


and Monroe had been opposed to the extension | 


of slavery, would they have denounced the ‘‘Mis- 
sourl restriction?’? | That was a limitation upon 
slavery. © And yet they did denounce it. Mr. 
Jefferson, in a letter to Sohn Holmes, of Maine, 
dated 29th April; 1820, condemned it as an attempt 
to restrict the diffusion of slavery.” Mr. Mad- 
ison, in a letter to Mr. Monroc, in 1820, said: “I 
have always leaned to the belief that the restric- 
tion was not within the true scope of the Consti- 
tution.” Mr. Monroe, in the draft of a veto mes- 
sage which he had prepared, uses these words: 
cif it (the restriction) is not in direct violation of 
the Constitution, it is repugnant to its principles. ”? 
It is truc; he afterwards signed a bill containing 
this restriction, but he said he signed it to save 
the Union. Thus much forthe policy of restrict- 


ing slavery, as expressed by the founders of the | 


Republic, both in words and in acts. 
Jow is it with the origin of the Republican 
arty? Its leaders claim that the repeal of “the 
Missouri restriction” gave birth to 1t. That rc- 
striction was denounced by Jefferson, Madison, 
and ‘Monroe; it was denounced also by Jackson 
and Harrison; and was recently pronounced to be 
unconstitutional by the Supreme Court. Thus the 
pay isfoùnded upon the repeal of a geographical 
ine, restrictive of slavery; which restrictive line 
has been pronounced by the Supreme Court to be 


unconstitutional. Cana party which is founded į 


upon an unconstitutional. dogma be safely in- 
trusted with the Government? 
Sir, in the sapping and mining 
argument against slavery, and with the view of 
poisoning it at the fountain-head, the member 
from Ohio, with a singularly infelicitous inaccu- 
racy either of reading or of recollection, declared 
that slavery was the creature of local law, and 
that the slave trade had always been against the 
law of nations. If the existence and protection 
of slavery amonig all people and if all ages make 
it local; if the recognition and protection of it in 
‘every civilized code known to mankind make it 


rocess of his | 
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local, then it may be said to-be the creature of Io- | 


callaw. But what kind of property is not local 
according to this definition? The dogma that sla- 
very is local, or rather that it is the creature of 
local law, was interpolated upon our courts by a 
Jadicial fraud. Mr. Justice Story admitted that 

è put it in adecision incidentally, and with a view 
of affecting the rights of the South: Slavery an- 
tedates law, was at the origin of society, and. has 
existed among all people. The right to slaves 
was the first right of property which was recog- 
‘nized, and it has been recognized more widely 
than any other kind of property. If any property 


is not local, it is slavery. The declaration that’ 


the slave trade was always against international 
law, is intended, by a retroactive operation, to 
affect the character of slavery and impair its se- 
curity. The declaration, however, is unfounded. 
Lord Stowell declared that, the slave trade was 
recognized and protected by the laws of England, 
and we know that it was also recognized and pro- 
tected by the laws of the other civilized nations 
of Europe In fact, the Supreme Court has de- 
clared that the trade was not against the law of 
nations. Mr. Justice Story, in a letter dated No- 
vember 19, 1842, to Hon. Ezekiel Bacon, says: 
‘© I there [the case of the La Jeune Eugénie] held 
that, abstractly considered, the African slave trade 
was contrary to the law of nations,” &c. He 
further says: but“ my decision was overruled in 
the Supreme Court in the case of the Antelope.” 
1 am amazed at the perversion of history to which 
the anti-slavery party resorts. 

1 said, Mr. Clerk, that the Republican party 
had brought the North and South face to face 
upon the institution of slavery, and that the Re- 
public itself was involved in the struggle. Either 
the anti-slavery sentiment of the North must be 
subdued and beaten down, and the Government 


restored to its original character, or the Union, 


must perish. The South takes issue with the 


anti-slavery party of the North, first, upon the | 
institution of slavery; and secondly, upon the | 


character and structure of the Government. The 
anti-slavery party contend. that slavery is wron 
initself,and that the Government isa consolidate 
national democracy. We of the South contend 
that slavery is right, and that this is a confederate 
Republic of sovercign States. 

And now, first, upon the character and nature 
of slavery. We affirm it to be normal, just, and 
beneficent. It is normal, for it has existed in 


every portion of the world and among all people, || 


the most civilized as well as the most savage. It 
forclays ‘the way, too, of progress and civiliza- 
tion. The accumulation of capital is the first 
element of civilization. 
use capital to any considerable extent, the com- 
bination of labor is necessary.” In a rude state 
of society, and among a sparse population, this 
combination of labor, except through the instru- 
mentality of slavery, is impossible. The relation 
between labor and capital presupposes a state of 
society where property—thatis, the accumulation 
of capital—exists, and where considerable prog- 
ress has already been made in civilization, In 
a rude state of society, only the animal wants are 
felt; and as these are casily satisfied, no one could 
employ the- labor of another, except through pre- 
dial or domestic slavery With the accumula- 
tion of property come the tastes and refinements 
of life. Thus are originated progress and civiliza- 
tion. 

It is just. It was established in the old, and 
recognized in the new dispensation. I care not 
to criticise texts; I affirm facts. . If, therefore, the 
standard of the moral law be applied, it is just. 
If the standard of human law be applied, it is just 
also; for it is found in the laws of every people 
on earth, So far, however, as human justice is 
involved, separated from intrinsic morality, it is 


just, if recognized in and protected by the laws of 


a single people, so far as that people are concerned, 
It is just, too, in the sense of high public utility. 

It is beneficent. In all societies thera must ba 
some relation between the superior and the infe- 
rior. When society has been firmly settled, gov- 
ernment established, and laws instituted, legisla- 
tion, more or less, specially defines the relations 
between them. Yet, even then, much thatconcerns 
both the superior and inferior in common must 
be left to individual discretion. There are cériain 


But to accumulate or to | 


| 


if 


t 


phases of the social relations which legislation can 
never absolutely impress itself upon and define. 

Itis also incontrovertible that all the inhab- 
itants of a State cannot be educated. The ordi- 
nance of God condemns mankind to Jabor, and 
certain menial occupations are incompatible with 
mental cultivation. Society everywhere recog- 
nizes the distinction between intellectual labor 
and certain manual employments. Knowledge 
and virtue are necessary to civil freedom. fa 
every well-regulated society, in every wisely con- 
stituted government, authority and station are the 
reward of knowledge and virtue. Universal equal- 
ity was not bestowed by the Almighty, and cannot 
be created by human law. ; 

Inequality exists everywhere. In all societies 
there 1s an infinite variety of employments; and 
the ruder and coarser ones, though necessary and 
honorable in themselves, require only rude and 
coarse instrumentalitics. ‘These do not fit forthe 
high concerns of State. This truth is recognized 
either in every Government or socicty on earth. 
Wherever laws do not establish or recognize it, 
society does. Privileged orders are. a recogni- 
tion of it by law. Although no’ law in the free 
States of this Confederacy attests: the fact, yet 
society there, in the distribution of honors, rec- 
ognizes the distinction between: intellectual and 
menialemployments. In every Government some 
persons are excluded from office. 

There is inequality between the civilized and 
the uncivilized, between the strong and the weak. 
The former must control the latter. What titie- 
deed, not founded in this, have the Anglo-Nor- 
mans to the possession of one inch of this conti- 
nent? Whattitle-deed, not founded in this, have 
any of the nations of Europe to the soil on which 
they live? None—nonc whatever, Whenever the 
civilized and the uncivilized come into contact, 
the former must adjudge the relations between 
themselves and the latter. Whenever the edu- 
cated and uneducated, the strong and the weak, 
come into contact, outside of established society, 
the former adjudge the relations between them- 
| selves and the latter; and if they come into con- 
tact in society, inequality is adjudged by law or 
by society. “Inequality exists; and it is'a simple - 
question whether the laws or society establish it. 

In the South the inequality is between the white 
and the black races. The coarser and ruder func- 
| tions of society ave performed by the slaves; and 
i the distinction between intellectual and menial 
labor is deepened and strengthened by difference 
| of race and color. The wide interval between the 
master and the slave prevents envy or hate; while 
the character and mental constitution of the slave 
exempt him from struggles and aspirations, The 
laboring class in every country, except the South, 
have risen in rebellion against government and 
society. There it has conformed to its necessary 
condition without violence and bloodshed. Sla- 
very at the South is beneficial to the white race, 


| because it elevates it to the higher and more intel- 
i 


lectual employments and duties of society; it is 


| beneficent to the negro, because it gives him sup- 


port, guidance, and protection; and itis beneficent 
to both, becguse it saves society from vicissitude 
and convulsion. The South thus antagonizes the 


| anti-slavery sentiment of the North upon the in- 


stitution of slavery, in its moral, social, and indus- 
trial aspects, 

It joins issue, secondly, upon the character and 
powers of the Federal Government, for this senti- 
ment proposes to occupy the Government, and 
wield its powers for the destruction of slavery in 


i the South. The dominant theory at the North 
| Tests upon verbal criticism, and is, that this is a 
i: consolidated and not a confederated Government. 


‘In the infancy of the Republic it was threatened 
with foreign aggression and danger; and its pow- 
ers were employed against these, without inquiry 
into their legitimate use. In the exigencies of 
their critical condition, in the emergencies of a 
novel experiment, and in the fluctuations of an 
industrial economy not thoroughly settled, the 
provisions of the Constitution were still further 


| stretched beyond their appropriate functions. In 


the service of avarice, in the service of ambition, 


i the Constitution has so long been pressed to the 
| uses of greed and power, that in the hands of fa- 


naticism it threatens soon to become only the in- 
strumentofa vulgar tyranny. The lust of spoils 
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and balances, and. an insane fanaticism is now 
about to obliterate its distinctive characteristics as 
a Republic of sovereign States. The North, being 
now in a numerical majority, would sweep away 
its restrictions, because they oppose its march to 
unchecked domination; the South would uphold 
them, because they interpose between herand the | 
grasp of the spoiler. he North, being. com- 
mercial, manufacturing, and mechanical, invokes 
bounties and largesses; the South, being agricul- 
tural, asks only an exemption from interference. 

Hence, the theory of the North is, that this is 
a consolidated Union of States; whilst the theory 
of the South is, that it is a Confederacy of States. 
The theory of consolidation rests, as [have said, 
upon mere verbal criticism. It originates in the 
interests and selfishness of the North; but it is 
supported by a criticism upon the words with 
which the Constttution begins: ‘* We, the people 
of the United States,” &c. These words, in con- 
nection with their origin and use, give no just 
sanction to any such construction. I pass by Mr. 
Calhoun’s explanation, clear as it is, that it was 
not known, when the Constitution was framed, 
which of the States would adoptit; and so it could | 
not be expressed, ‘‘ We, the States;’’ and refer to 
the history of the phrase for its true*meaning. 
The Declaration of Independence is styled ‘« The 
unanimous declaration of the thirteen United States 
of America.” Were they then consolidated? And 
yet the words ‘ United. States”? are uscd. That 
declaration also declares that ‘ We, therefore, the 
Representatives of the United States of America,” 
‘&e., “do, in the name, and by the authority, of 
the good people of these colonies, solemnly publish 


right ought to be, free and independent States.” | 

Here we see the phrases, ‘ the people of these colo- | 
nies; also ** these united colonies;’’ then, these col- | 

onies *“free and independent States;” and also the | 
culminating phrase, the “ United States of Amer- 
ica.” No-one pretends thatthere was then a con- | 
‘Solidated Union; and yet we find the very phrase 
upon which the theory hangs. 

Again: in the Articles of Confederation, the first 
article declared that “ the style of this. Confeder- 
vacy shall be the United States of America.” Were 
the States consolidated under the old Articles of 
Confederation? No one pretends it; for the second 
article declares that ‘each State retains its sov- 
ereignty, freedom, and independence,” &c. Thus 
we find in the Articles of Confederation the ver 
phrase, the ‘ United States.” The ‘Srares” 
were declared also to be “united ” in “ perpetual 
union.” They were the “* United States of Amer- | 
ica in perpetual union.” And yet, cach State of 
the United States was declared to be “free, soter- 
éign, and independent.” The * Union of the Uii 
ted States’? was also declared to be ‘ perpetual.” 
‘Was it perpetual? No; it was changed atthe will 
of the States, because they were ‘ free, sovereign, 
and independent States.” It was a ‘union ” of 
States; and for what was it changed? For a 
‘more’? perfect union, ‘* We, the people of the 

United States, in order to form a more perfect 
union,” &c., **do ordain and establish this Con- 
stitution for the United States of America.” Thus 
reads the Constitution. Now, under the Articles 
of Confederation, there was a “union” of the 
« States,” under the style of the ‘ United States,” | 
while each remained “free, sovereign, and inde- 
pendent.’ So, under the Constitution, there is | 
onlya “more perfect union’? of the “ States?’ under | 
the same style of the “ United States,” while cach | 
State remains as before, “free, sovereign, and in- 
dependent.” If a consolidated union had been | 
intended, it would have been expressed in appro- 
priate language. It would have read “to form a 
perfect imion,” instead of to forma more perfect 
union.” Jt would seem, then, from the history 
„of the time, as well as the meaning of the words, 
that the phrase, “ we, the people of the United 
States of America,” was only a technical term; 
that the ‘‘union,”’ under the Articles of Confed- 
eration, was loose and disjointed; and that the 
‘union, ” under the Constitution, was intended 
tobe only ‘‘ more perfect;”’ that is, less loose and 
disjointed. 

ir, I have made this argument with noexpee- 
tation that it will arrest the tendency to consoli- 
dation, now so manifest in the workings of the 


t 

if 

and declare, that these united colonies are, and of |} 
| 


while spoils are to. be won and power obtained. 
I know, too, that mere parchment provisions will 
never stay back the march of a majority; and that 
its despotism, raised under the mask of law upon 
the ruins of the Republic, will be more fatal to 
liberty than the despotism of a victorious captain. 
I know, too, that fanaticism, firing unchastencd 
passions and pursuing through blood its guilty 
phantasms of perverted morality, will never 


‘‘down” at the bidding of reason, or turn aside | 


from the barriers of Jaw; but will plunge on till 
it is quenched in tears and anguish and ashes, or 
consumed in fires still fiercer than its own. There 
is a point up to which fanaticism may be peace- 
ably turned back upon itself, but beyond which 
it is impenetrable to justice, argument, and truth, 
and must achieve its mission of havoc, or be beaten 
down by superior power. That point, I fear, 
anti-slavery fanaticism has already passed; and I 


point not toa criticism of phrases, or to the struc- | 


ture of the Government, to blunt its sword or to 
appease its hatred. But the Constitution was 
the work of inspiration; and though it should be 
crushed anid mangled by fanaticism, I still would 
vindicate, to history, its wisdom and integrity. 
I would show, too, that the anti-slavery party at 
the North, in its crusade against the South, had 
pressed on over the very structure and battlements 
of the Republic; and that if, to save her social 
system, her life and civilization, the South should 
level the Federal structure to its foundations, she 
will stand at the bar of history with no stain on 
her name afd no blot on her escutcheon. 


adjudged before the tribunal of the world. ` Pub- 


lic opinion is the atmosphere which surrounds, | 


sustains, and purifics every cause. Monarchson 
their guarded thrones; judges on their seats of au- 
thority; Senators in all the pomp of power—even 
priests, amid thcirrites and mysteries, allacknowl- 
edge the majesty of public opinion. This public 
opinion will yet adjudge the cause of the South. 
Passion may hurry it from its propricty fora day; 
prejudice and error may taint it for a period; but 
it must come back to the great laws of nature and 
truth. The South, with the principle of subordi- 
nation, gradation, and harmonious inequality per- 
vading her social system, rests upon the law of 
nature, and may look with confidence to that pub- 
lic opinion which survives passion, prejudice, and 
error. And our inspired Constitution will yet rise 
from the ruins in which you have buried it, like 
the phenix from the ashes; the South will seize 
it, hold it up, and under it, as a standard, will 
illustrate her supremacy to the world. 

E have thus discussed ahi causes and character 
of the struggle, as involved in the aggressive anti- 


slavery fanaticism of the North; and I will now | 


briefly examine its influence upon the Federal 
Government in the form of squatter or popular 
sovereignty. In discussing this question, I shall 
not attempt, either on the one side or the other, 
to catch, to crystallize, and to give a ‘local hab- 
itation and a name’? to all the varying phases of 
opinion and shades of thought which have been 


| inevitable to the discussion of an important and 


delicate subject, nor shall I make inquiry into 
what certain conventions of parties may have said 
in past times, and what platforms, to use a slang 
word, have been adopted. These things may be 
very interesting to the parties concerned; to me 


they are of little interest, and, I think, of less to : 
Igo: 


the country. Let the dead bury the dead. 


for the living, for the present and the future. 1 


go for placing the country on the Constitution |; at 
n all allegiance to the British Crown. 


and the principles of the Constitution, and not 


upon the opinion, past or present, of any man | 
however distinguished, or of any sclf-constituted | 


Sir, | 
the struggle of the South with her foes will yetbe | 


which the Revolution made historieally, And the 
Constitution embodied for theory and practice. I 
think. that they are confused and in, error on the 
fundamental point. Iwill, in candor, however, 
give them the benefit of according that-many, if 
not. most of the brightest intellectual: stars of the 
southern hemisphere, did not, in. my judgment, ` 
have clear ideas on. this subject. . Sir, trembling 
while I call the roll, to Adams and Hamilton and 
Story and Webster of the North, F add: Wash- 
ington and Marshall and Madison of the South, 
as men who, on this subject, were in almost as 
much error and confusion... Sir, these are grand 
authorities; and to put against them Ihave scarcely 
more than two historic names—Jefferson and Cal- 
houn—to whom I have only to add the. ‘¢ still small 
voice” of truth; truth resting on indubitable his- 
tory, and imprégnabiy fortified by logic. 
tisanold saying, that the Constitutionis wiser 
| than its framers. It is correct. It is an inspira- 
tion. Nothing shows that more palpably than 
that many of those most prominent im the con- 
vention that formed it, did not fully comprehend 
the sovereignty which the American, Revolution 
created, and that Constitution defined and estab- 
lished; Mr, Madison among the rest. Now, sir, 
what is sovereignty? The great God is sover- 
eign; and to him each individual is accountable 
for what we do here. I do not speak of that. I 
speak of mundane and political sovereignty.. AH 
the lexicographers define it as the.“ supreme, un- 
controllable power;’? referring, of course, oniy to 
this world, and the political communities of this 
world. Now, sir, in this sense, what is sover- 
elgnty, and where does it reside ? That is the ques- 
tion between us, and with all the great authorities L 
have conceded to back them, Iwill concede to them 
still further, and say, that all history, and even all 
olitical philesophy, down: to the period of our 
revolution, sustain them in saying that mere num- 
l bers—brute foree—represented usually by the 
| army, constituted the sovereignty; and that who- 
ever controlled that, was the ‘acknowledged. soy- 
‘ereign; whether a tyrant or an oligarch—an em- 
peror,a king, ora queen. Whoever controlled the 
armed superiority, was the actual sovereign, and 
there resided the acknowledged sovereignty. The 
English, who claim, even before us, to have the 
frecst and most.constitutional Government in the 
world, date their freedom and constitutionality 
from the battle of the Boyne» They were won, and 
such as they are, they are still sustained by the 
force of arms, and nothing else. Without stand- 
ing armies, no Government in the world, save 
ours, would lasta month. They have all made 
the same mistake which is often made here; they 
| have confounded sovereign power, which is con- 
ventional, with sovereignty, which isan eternal truth. 
They do-not comprehend the American theory. 
Now, sir, what is that? It is, that the people, 
and no. other, aresovereign.. Not the commander 
of the army, (that, though composed of citizens, 
| yet overawing and controlling the people,) what- 
| ever sovereign powers he may usurp; nor the 


convention. ‘To the advocates of the sovereignty į 


of the Territories, I say frankly, there is, in thc- 
ory and principle, a whole world between us. If 
they are right, then, in my judgment, the Amer- 
ican Revolution has not given a new idea to po- 
litical science, and our Constitution and Govern- 
ment is an inevitable failure. Nothing can save 
them. The difference between us may be stated 
in almost one word: it arises solely from our dif- 
ferent definitions of the word sovereignty. They 
take the definition that obtained before the Rev- 
olution and before the Constitution; I take that 


| 
| 
| 
| 


counselors he may, in his discretion, call to, his 
aid as Lords or Commons; but that the people 
alone are sovereign, invested of their own right 
with “supreme and incontrollable power; indi- 
visible and inalienable, because nothing can be 
“ supreme”? that is. divisible or alienable, What 
people, I may be asked? Are they the mob of the 
; Agora or the Comitia—the fierce democracy of 
Athens, or the wild plebs of Rome, at once elect- 
ors, lawgivers, and judges, led by alternate dem- 
agogues? No. The people of the States; the 
people who declared that they were “ free and in- 
dependent States,” and absolved themselves from 
In that act 
they renounced the name of ‘“ colonies” depend- 
cnt, and assumed that of ‘ States independent;”” 
States already organized—under the repudiated 
name of colonies—into political communities, so- 
cial compacts, or patriarchal isolations, as you 
may choose to adopt the hypothetical nomencla- 
ture of Locke or Filmer; and Jong accustomed 
to exercise their proper sovereignty of the peo- 
le by the vote of a majority of them, subject 
erore then to the imperial veto of the British 
Crown. This was the purportof the Declaration 
of Independence, the achievement of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, the corner-stone of the American 
-Constitution—that, in the people of organized 
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States resided the only true sovereignty, and that 
it was to beexercised through their votes, whether 
viva voce or in the ballot-box. All history, all our 
archives, designate, demonstrate, and forever settle 
this as the definition of sovercignty made by the 
‘American Revolution, and its tle result as a con- 
tribution to political science and progress. 

- What, ina word, did all this amount to? Sim- 
ply to this: ‘that people, organized, of course, as 
people always haye been who were not savages, 
should, retaining sovereignty, or the ultimate, 
indivisible, and inalienable supreme control in 
their own hands, exercise it, not by mvoluntary 
delégation to the armed superiority, controlled by 
Kings, Lords, or their Commons, but at, their 
own individual discretion through the ballot-box, 
and exercise itas potently as any despot on carth. 
Yes, as potently as any despot. Suppose, sir, 
that all the people of any State should refuse to 
go to the'elections for State Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, where would be the State government? 
Suppose the people of all the States should refuse 
to vote for Representatives to Congress, where 
would be your Federal Government? I make ex- 
treme suppositions. But they illustrate the prin- 
ciple that all power was'acknowledged by our Rev- 
olution to be in the people organized in States; 
and peaceably, quietly, without aid of arms, or 
the commanders of armed mercenaries, they can 
fully and thoroughly control theirgovernment, and 
demonstrate they are sovereign— the supreme 
power.” 

And, now, sir, apply this theory to the Terri- 
tories.. Arc they organized and independent po- 
litical States? Have they a people? Can they 
through the ballot-box fully and thoroughly con- 
trol their government? No. They are nascent 
communities, not organized into States, and they 
can exercise no sovereignty but that of brute force. 

The doctrine of territorial sovereignty is not 
only founded upon an exploded theory, but it is 
unjust and destrugtive to the South in its opcra- 
tions: It is a substitute for the Wilmot proviso, 
and distinguishes against slave property just as 
clearly. If property in slaves be of equal grade 
with property in everything else, then it is as high 
above the reach of Jaw as any other property. 
Now, squatter or popular sovereignty operates to 
except property in slaves from the class of other 
property, and subjects it to an ordeal from which 
all other is free. In ane word, law only regulates 
other property; but property in slaves 1t destroys, 
or may destroy. Slavery can go into a Territory 
only as property, not as an institution. As the 
latter oniy can it be known to politics; and the 
latter it docs not become till the Territory is 
organized into a State. When property in slaves 
is regarded just like property in anything. else, 
this controversy will be settled, and not till then, 

l come now to the question, what is our pol- 
icy? Upon this point I shall speak only as a 
southern mav. ‘The North and the South, with 
different social and industrial systems, and with 
diversities of temper, sentiment, and material in- 


terests, are revolving upon the same Federal axis, | 


and developing their own peculiar types of pros- 
perity and civilization, ‘hey presented to the 
world the unparalleled and splendid spectacle of 
sovercign States in harmonious association, and 
of different systems of society and labor, work- 
ing to maturity through distinct but not necessa- 
rily conflicting developments, Can the North and 
the South fulfill their destinies in harmony and 
reconciliation? Can the Federal Union be pre- 
served? I will stand aside and let the future 
answer the question. But, I will say that the 
South, whatever else may perish, must and shall 
be saved. 

Sir, the great controversy between the North 
and the South is drawing to a close. We of the 
South stand upon right, truth, and justice, and 
we will not yield a hair’s breadth. “This Gov- 
ernment must not be a foreign Government to us, 
or it must perish. The policy I would urge upon 
the South is, to prepare for the dissolution of the 
Union. If the exigency does not arise, very 
well; if it does, she will then be ready to meet It 
promptly. If the Republican party should get 
possession of the Government, the Union must 
perish. It will not do to say that it will have 
acquired it under the forms of the Constitution. 
Form, I admit, is essential. By form you know 


other, one genus from another, one world from 
another; but form, essential as it is, yields to 
quality. The free’ States might, by agreement 
among themselves, seize the Government, under 
the forms of the Constitution; but the act would 
have the quality of usurpation andtyranny. Sir, 
the forms of the republic were preserved in Rome, 
while tyrants were treading her down, while pro- 
scription was consuming her life, and chains were 
clanking upon her hands. The forms of a free 
government often survive usurpation, just as the 
casket may remain after the jewels have been 
broken. Whenever a sectional party takes pos- 
session of the Government, the spirit of the Con- 
stitution will be slain and its forms will only hang 
around a dead body. The South will resist, to 
the overthrow of the Government, the ascendency 
of the Republican party, because its principles 
conduct to her destruction. No free people will 
everallowits destinies to be controlled by another. 
No distinct and positive system of labor and so- 
ciety can safely be ruled by a foreign and hostile 
one. And you declare your system to be foreign 
and hostile to ours. You proclaim that yours or 
ours must be destroyed. How, then, can we 
commit the Government to you? No; the South 
will be blind and idiotic if she does not, in this 
deadly but unnatural war which you have forced 
upon her, resist-your ascendency even to the utter 
subversionof the Union. Your ascendency would 
inaugurate a struggle more awful to her than war, 
pestilence and famine; for it would be a struggle 
of social systems, embittered by all the horrors 
of internecine strife. 
The avowed principles, too, of the Republican 
arty are a proclamation of war against the South. 
hey are the condemnation of the fugitive slave 
law, the enactment of the Wilmot proviso, and the 
admission into the Union of no more slave States. 
Though the fugitive slave clause was put into the 
Constitution as the price of the splendid cession of 
the Northwest by Virginia, and as the price of the 
Government, too, you stigmatize itas savage, and 
seck to reduce itto an inane and hollow mockery. 
You would enact the Wilmot proviso, and thereby 
exclude the South from the common territory, and 
pronounce property in slaves to be inferior in right, 
and immoral in kind. You would admit no more 
slave States, and thereby contract the slavehold- 
ing power within its present limits. 
And why all this? Because slavery, you say, 


truth, justice, and religion, compel you to war 
against it, and confine it within the narrowest 
bounds. ‘To restrict slavery and usurp the Ter- 
ritories for yourselves, you arm the Government 
with omnipotence, and substitute the numerical 
majority for the compromises of the Constitution. 
You will admit no more slave States, that you 
may curb the power of the South; and you would 
confine slavery within its present area, thatitmay 
perish through suffocation. You would build a 
wall of fire around the South, and wait for the 
time when the increase of population will press 
upon the means of subsistence; when competition 
will pauperize labor, and society’ will shudder 
from famine into the embrace of servile war. 
But, if you of the Republican party had control 


| destruction of slavery in the States, by the oper- 
ation of natural causes? Would not fanaticism 
become fiercer through the possession of power? 
Would not an excited conscience urge on its zealots 


the Government, compel the abolition of slavery 
in the States themselves? Does not our own his- 
tory prove this? Thirt 


it asked for free discussion; now it claims the 
right to exclude slavery from the Territories; to 
abolish it in the District of Columbia; to reject a 
slave State from admission into the Union; and 


in a bloody irruption upon the soil of a slavehold- 
ing State. 


increase? What have we seen elsewhere? When 


first agitated, the statesmanship of England op- 
posedit. Mr. Pitt, with that keen sagacity which 


one insect from another, one individual from an- 


is inmoral, unjust, and destructive, and therefore | 


of the Government, could you wait for the gradual į 


with a more consuming rage ? Would nat the sen- | 
timent which united the free States, and seized | 


y years ago the anti-slavery | 
party only asked for the right of petition; then į 


its teachiigs have been but recently carried out | 


Commit the Government to it, and | 
would not its demands advance and its audacity | 


the abolition of slavery in the West Indies was | 


made him almost prophetic, declared that, ‘to 
think of emancipating the slaves, would he little 
short of insanity.’? When it was proposed in the 
House of Commons, Mr. Canning was ** shocked 
at its rashness,” exposed its fallacy, and saved 
the colonies. Though defeated for a time, the 
anti-slavery party rallied again. It now attacked 
the slave trade; it organized societies, and prop- 
agated agitation against the slave trade alone, it 
declared. So strong was the feeling against abo- 
lition, that Mr. Wilberforce solemnly declared, in 
the face of all Europe, that he had no such views; 
“that it was against the slave trade, not slavery, 
that his efforts were directed.”’? Mr. Stephen, 
too, a leading and influential anti-slavery advo- 
cate, denied the charge “as stale and idle,as much 
out of time as out of place;” and pointedly de- 
clared, that the individual who presumed even to 
- mention orallude to the emancipation of the slaves, 
might be ‘justly branded as afi incendiary, and 
prosecuted to condign punishment, as a mover of 
sedition.” 

And yet, as soon as they got power, they abol- 
ished slavery itself. But afew years before, they 
denied that suċh was their purpose, and declared 
the scheme to be ‘incendiary and seditious,” but 
the moment they obtained power, they consum- 
mated it, heedless of sedition and bloodshed; and 
to the charge of breaking faith and violating their 
professions, what did they say? They said: 

« Nothing surely can be more UNTRUE than the assertion 
that emancipation never was heard of ull the abolition was 
obtained. Assuredly the fullest avowal of their ULTIMATE 
vinws was made by those wise, humane individuals, and 
the pisricr NOTICE of their intentions, when they treated 
as absurd the notion of perpetual bondage, induiged in the 
prospect of the PRESENT GENERATION Witnessing the transi- 
tion of slavery into free labor,” &c.—Edinburg Review, 
No. 77, page 126. 

Let the Government pass into the hands of the 
Republican por , and how long will it be before 
slavery in the States will be invaded? Are the 
professions of this party, any stronger, or more 
sincere, than were the professions of Mr. Wilber- 
force and the anti-slavery party of England? Have 
not the Republican party, too, given the ‘fullest 
avowal of it ultimate views,” anda “ distinct notice 
ofits intentions,” by declaring that the ‘notion of 
perpetual bondage is absurd,” and by urging the 
“transition of slavery into free labor?” You need 
not plead that the Constitution will interpose, for 
they hold the Union to be consolidated; and, in 
grasping the Government through sectional, pre- 
dominance, they will have subverted the Consti- 
tution. No; the history of the past will be illus- 
trated in the history of the future, if the South 
subyhits to the nacandeney of the Republican party. 
AYflition of slavery, a war of races, depopula- 

tin, and barbarism—these will be her doom. 

I would, then, resist the ascendency of the Re- 
publican party, even to the overthrow of the 
Union. Its success would destroy the character 
of the Government, and convert a confederacy of 
sovereign States into the despotism of mere num- 
bers. It would lay the hand of spoliation upon the 
industry of the South, dry up her resources, and 
close ‘the retinue of wrongs by Invoking or pre- 
cipitating the horrors of servile war. Against 
wrongs and outrages such as these, the South 
would be justified in every measure of resistance. 
The shadows of the future are hanging over her 
pathway, and she is preparing for events. The 
arch of the Union has already started from its 
place, and it threatens even now to tumble in, a 
heap of rubbish. 

What a spectacle does the South now present 
to the world! The South, with her matchless 
resources, her splendid domain, and with millions 
on millions of gallant people, still clinging to this 
Union, though she knows it only by its oppres- 
sions. What has she given to it in the past? 
She has given blood and treasure; genius and 


‘| statesmanship; courage and arms. An illustrious 


southerner roused the colonics to resistance; n 
illustrious southemer led the armies of the Revo- 
lution to victory; und illustrious southerners built 
up this Government from foundation stone to 
battlement and parapet. Nor have her contribu- 
tions in modern times been stinted. She gave the 
| men who led the Republie safely through the 
second war of independence. She gave the men, 
too, who, in the late war with Mexico, carried 
| your arms to the famed capital of the enemy, and, 
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illustrated them by a series of victories, unmatched 
cven by those of Cortez. Splendid, also, as have | 
been her contributions to arms and statesmanship, | 
she has added no scanty. treasures to American 
literature. In every field of letters she has left 
her footprints; and when the names of all other 
American authors are forgotten, save that of Fen- 
imore Cooper, the admiration of posterity will 
continue to brighten round the memory of one 
she has given to the world as the “great wizard 
of American romance,” (Simms.] Yes, the South 
has made a history, an empire, and a civilization; 
and she can defend them all. 

Why, then, docs the South pause in the estab- 
lishment of an independent government? Sim- 
ply because she is under the spell of the past, its 
traditionsand its memories; and because she hopes 
for a “returning sense of justice” at the North, 
which may secure her safety in the Union. Day 
by day the spell is dissolving; and when she de- 
spairs of this ‘returning sense of justice’’—and 
many of her truest sons have already despaired 
of it—she will shatter the bonds of the Union, 
and vindicate her independence. Should the Re- 
publican party succced in the next presidential 
election, my advice to the South is, to snap the 
cords of the Union at once and forever. Tappre- 
ciate the superior entanglements and difficulties 
of the border States, and will look, at first, only 
to the States further South. They must with- 
draw from the Union, and establish a confederacy 
for themselves, This they can do without dis- 
turbing their social system in the least degree. 
Their State governments are sufficient for all do- 
mestic purposes, and a federal one can be organ- 
ized among themselves, in time to meetall foreign | 


aims or complications. What would sucha con- | 
federacy have to fear? Nothing. Absolute] 
nothing. Foreign Powers would court her alli- | 
ance, and no Government on this continent would | 
dare to invade her. 
This Union, great and powerful asit is, cap be : 
tumbled down by the act of any one southern | 
State. If Florida withdrew, the Federal Govern- 
ment would not dare to attack her. If it did, its 
bands would dissolve as if mclicd by lightning. 
Let a southern State withdraw, and wherever her 
. flag floats, it will be respected, for it will be the 
flag of the slavcholding world. But touch it with 
armed hand, and the whole South would rush to 
its defense, and would emerge from the struggle 
with an organized slavcholding confederacy. And | 
how vast would be the power of the South! She 
is now more imperial than Rome ever was. Lf, 
by some cataclysm of nature, thegreat West, with 
its fertile fields and rich harvests, were lost to 
earth, mankind would only pause for a moment 
in contemplating the ruin, as some fearful catas- 
trophe of nature. If the North, with its crowded 
marts and vast factories, were at a single stroke 
swallowed up in an abyss, commerce would still | 
move on, and the footsteps of power haltonly for | 
a moment. i 
But if the South could, in the twinkling ofan | 
eye, be struck into primeval chaos, how would | 
itbe?. The civilized world would avert her face, 
the advance of nations would be arrested, and | 
every throne in Europe would be reduced to dust 
and ashes. Yes, the South has the monopoly of | 
tropical productions, and upon them hang the 
destines of peace, civilization, and empire. And 
the South, with all these elements of power and 
invincibility, is told that she isto be bound to this | 
Union through all the mutations of time. Ma- | 
zeppa is to be ued to the black horse, and, with 
hungry wolves pursuing, to plunge madly on 
through ficld and forest, across plain and river, : 
on and on and on, till both dying man and dying | 
beast fall shattered together. ? 
And, if she resists, what? She is threatened 
with subjugation. From whom come these impu- 
dent and idiotic threats? What sacrament of bap- 
tism has cousecrated these men into the commu- 
nion of rulers? Whatachievements of arms have 
illustrated their escutchcons? Sir, if a northern 
army should come down to subjugate the South, 
it will be the first one in our history that has en- 
camped on southern soil. Willit come now, when 
it did not come in the trials of the Revolution? | 
In 3781, when all the forces of the British were 
gathering upon the soil of Virginia, what help had ; 
she from the North? 
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everted its rage fromthe northern to the southern 


i fags and trophies won from every land and clime 


bly. It says: 

“Tis not from the impulse of vanity that they would re 
member past transactions; but necessary, in order to 
wrest Virginia from the Joad of obloquy with which she 
hath been oppressed by those who rashly judge from de 
tached facts, and not from a collective view of public trans- 
actions. Ere the war began, we heard the cries of our 
brethren at Boston, and paid the tax-due to distress. We 
accompanied our northern allies during almost every pro~ 
gressive stride it made, where danger seemed to solicit our 
ardor. We bled with them at Quebec, at Boston, at Har- 
laem, at White PJains, at Fort Washington, at Brandywim , 
at Germantown, at Mud Island, at White Marsh, at Sara- 
toga, at Monmouth, and at Stony Point. We almost stood 
alone at Trenton and at Princeton, and during the winter 
campaign that folowed, 

& But when we came to look for our northern allies, after 
we had thus exhausted our powers in their defense—when 
Carolina and Georgia became the theaters of war—they 
were not to be found. We felt that they were absent at 
Stono, at Savannah, at Charleston, at Monk’s Corner, at 
Butord’s defeat, at Lanneau’s Ferry, at Camden; at King’s 
Mountain, at the Cowpens, and at Georgetown. Whilst 
we are continuing our utmost exertions to repair the mighty 
losses sustained in defending almost every State in the 
Union, we at length find ourselves invaded, and threatened 
with the whole weight of the American war. When the 
northern States were attacked, the shiices of paper eredit 
were not only opened, but the force of all America con- 
centered to the point of danger, Now, northern and south- 
ern departments are formed, calculated more to starve the 
only active war than for the purpose of common defense. 

& Let it be renvembered that Georgia and South Carolina 
are lost; that North Carolina, in a state of uncertainty from 
continual alarms, cannot furnish supplies, and that Mary- 
land hath sent only men; Virginia, then, impoverished by 
defending the northern department, exhausted by the south- 
eru war, uow finds the whole weight of it on her shoulders. 
Even after these departments were formed, Congress called 


she will burst the bonds which unite her. with 
faithless confederates; will pull down the Federal 
temple; and, gathering up her household gods, 
and with justice, truth, and the Constitution on 
her side, will go forth to mect the future, leaning 
on the arm of the Almighty. Free from restric- 
tions, unworried by fanaticism, and. with every 
clogand impediment taken from her path, she-will 
fulfill her destiny; while civilization will -gather 
round her banner, as bright and beautiful.as morn- 
ing round the mountain spread. : 


REVOLUTION: 
ITS PROGRESS. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. R. DOOLITTLE, 
OF WISCONSIN, : 


Ix rue Senare, January 3, 1860. 
[REVISED BY HIMSELF.*] 


Mr. DOOLITTLE said: 

Mr. Presiwent: I desire to submit a few observ- 
ations upon one portion of the President’s mes- 
sage, referred to by the honorable Senator [Mr. 
Brown] who has just preceded me. I read from 
the message: 

& T cordially congratulate you upon the final settlement, 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, of the question 
of slavery inthe Territories, which had presented an aspect 
so truly formidable at the commencement of my Adminis: 
tration. ‘The right has been established of every citizen to 
take his property of any kind, including slaves, into the 
common T'erritories belonging equally to all the'States af 
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for, and, after great exertion on our part, actually received 
halfa million for the northernarmy. ‘Che war having con- 
Atos 
the former, thus exonerated from the immediate obligation: 
of the Union, might. have seized the opportunity of com- i 
pleting their levies, which would have enabled them to | 
return with accumulated vigor to our assistance. 
were employed in availing theme! 


Congress, by which they got rid of th 


r State paper at the 
a was left struggling 
under that unwieldy load from which no exertions could 
disengage her; during the continnauce of those enormous 
© was forced to yicid to, or leave the southern 
© through famine. 


War to Xp | 

“Thus: 
more paper money, in addition to enormous taxes, whieh | 
are the more peculiarly distressing as they must be collected 
Whilst near ton thousand of our lusive of our | 
regular troops, are in the field. and a fourth j 


tax of four 


per cont. on a specie valuation of property 5 a tax of thirty |! 


pounds of tobacco and two bushels of corn on cach tithe- 
able; a tax of three thousand beeves; a tax of three thou- | 
sand suits of clothes ` seventy-four wagons and j 
teams, besides many o š : 
eral dues, all to be paid in the present year, do. when added 
to the emissions of £21 060,000 in three months, prove that 
Virginia bat) pot been unmindiul of the extraordinary 
eflorts expected from ler. g 

T exhausted with our former exe 
ing every nerve jin present d 2, pressed with a great 
hostile army, and threatened with a greater, beset with ene- 


mies, both savage and disciplined, the Assembly of Virginia 
do, in behalf of their State, and in behalf of the common | 


enus he most solemn manner summon the other States 
to the ance. They demand aids of men, mone: 
and every warlike munition. If they arc denied, the con 
sequences be on the Leads of those who refuse them. The 
inbly of Virginia call the whole world and future ge 
itions to Witness that they have done their duty, that they 
Nave prosecuted the war with carestness, and they are 
ready so to act, in conjunction with the other States, 
prosceute it toa happy aud glorious period.?? 

In the trials of the Revolution, no northern : 
army came to the aid of Virginia: will they come | 
now, from lust of spoils and lust of power, to sub- 
jugate her? Sir, history is repeating ltself. Eighty : 
years ago, when the colonies murmured against : 
the unjust taxation of the British Crown, Lord : 


in 


North declared he would conqucr them to sub- » 


mission, ‘J will send,” said he “fifty thousand - 
soldiers to conquer the rebellious colonics. If: 


they will not do, E will send one hundred thou- | | th 
| In 1846, the opinion found few advocates among 


sand. 


Jf more are necded, | will send two hun 
dred thousand.” Well, they came. The army | 
came, and the navy came; and lo! the result! ; 
A few months ago, I stood in the proudest hall 
of England, and as I trod its aisles, decked with 


J remembered that she had carried from the green | 
homes of our sires only shame and defeat. 

Let these praying men, of whom the member 
from Ohio [Mr. Corwix]j speaks, come. Let the 
northern army come. The South will herself 
drive back the Black Republican myrmidons. She 
asks no aid from mortal power. She has no more 
compromises to make. She ought never to hav 
made the firstone, But she has made the last con- į 
cession tosave the Union; and, if pressed further, i 


i 
i 


| 
i 
i 


Sut they |! 


ituated, our only recourse is the wretched one of |; 


ii 


sand other collat- ii 


tions, thus strain- ;| 


oa 
still | 
stoi; 


| the Confederacy, and to have it protected there under the 
Federal Constitution. Neither Congress, nor a Territorial 
Legislature, nor any human power, has any authority to 
annul or impair this vested right.” 


And again, Tread, upon the same page: 

«Thus has the status of a ‘Territory, during the interme- 
diate period from its Hirstsettlement antil it shall become a 
State, been irrevocably fixed by the final decision of the 
Supreme Court”? 

In the first place, sir, what strikes me with 
great force is tho radical change in the opinions 
of Mr. Buchanan within the last twelve years. 
Twelve years ago, he stated deliberately to the 
Americampcople that “ the inference, in his opin- 
| ion, was irresistible that Congress had the power 
| to legislate upon the subject of slavery in the 

i pe v : ; 

: Territories.” To-day, as President, he dèclares 
' that eae 

“The right bas been established of every citizen to take 
his property of any kind, including slaves, into the com- 
; non Territories belonging equally to all the States of the 
, Confederacy, and to have it protected there under the Fed- 
eral Constitution ;” and that “ neither Congress, nor ater- 
itorinl Legislature, nor any human power, has any author- 
ity to annul or impair this vested right.” 


| 


Sir, is it not most remarkable that a man of his 


| 
j 
| 


a 


nor any human. power,” has the 
right to resist the introduction of slavery into the 
: Territories of the United States, or “ to annul or 
impair that vested right??? What an cxtraordi- 
nary change must have come over the opinion of 
this man within the last few years! 

But, sir, the change in his opinion is no greater 
than the change which bas come over the cpinions 
of hundreds and thousands in the southern States. 


i 


‘the men of the South that Congress had not the 
: constitutional power to legislate upon the subject 
of&slavery in the Territories; and fewer still, that 
slavery is carricd into and protected in them under 
the Federal Constitution. ‘There were none at 
the North. It is a new thought; it is an after- 
thought. Itisnotan original conclusion to which 
| men’s minds have come, but itis a part ofa sys- 
| tematic attempt. to revolutionize public opinion, 
| to promote what the slave power deems to be its 
| pecuniary and political interests. The leading 
men of the South, having taken these new grounds, 
have dictated to the party in power, during the 


| 
f 
t 
I 


* For the original report, see page 300 Cong. Globe. 
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last and present Administration, a change in its 
opinions and its policy. : . 

A. distinguished gentleman, the Vice President 
of the United States, for whom I entertain the 
highest respect, in a late speech delivered in Ken- 
tucky, used the following language, speaking of 
the different state of circumstances under which 
the men.of the South now find themselves, com- 
pared with what it was ten years ago: 

i We have the Executive; we have the laws; we have 
the decisions of the courts; and that is a great advance 
from where we stood ten years ago.” 

In February, 1847, Mr. Calhoun introduced in 
the Senate a resolution declaring, for the first 
time, this doctrine, that the Constitution, of its 
own force, guaranties the right to take slaves 
into the Territories of the United States; and, at 
the same time, another resolution denying the 
power of Congress to inhibit it. Up to that time, 
very few, among the prominent men at the South, 
assented to that doctrine. Under his lead, how- 
ever, they have changed their ground, and have 
changed ‘the ground of the Democratic party, 
using its organization to force on a revolution in 
opinion on this question; and, to a very great 
extent, I confess, they have already succeeded 
with those who still act with that party. 

T do not deny that they voted against the con- 
gressional prohibition sought to be applied in 
1846; but what I say is this: that there were very 
few of them who took the ground at that day that 
the Congress of the United States, under the Con- 
stitution, had not the power to make the prohibi- 
tion, if they sought to apply it. Sir, the whole 
history of this Government, from the beginning 
down to 1847, was a history of prohibition or 
limitation of slavery on the part of Congress; and 
there never was an act organizing any Territor 
under the authority of the United States, which 
did not in the act itself recognize the power of 
Congress to logislate upon the subject of slavery 
previous to 1847; but I shall have oceasion to 
refer to them more in detail hereafter. 

J desire for a single moment now to inquire 
into, and, if possible, probe this thing to the 
bottom, and see what has brought about this 
revolution of sentiment upon this question. The 
truth is, that the South have changed their ground 
on the whole subject of slavery—slavery in the 
abstract, and slavery in its relations to the legis- 
lative and judicial powers of this Government. 
We of the Republican party stand where our 
fathers stood, where your fathers stood, and 
where you yourselves stood but a very few years 
ago, on this question of slavery. You then, and 
your fathers always, admitted slavery to be an 
evil, to be oleraea a necessity Mnu l yoü could 
seo your way to get rid ofit; but you did not 
take the ground that slavery was a blessing and 
in accordance with natural right. 

You have not, until recently, assumed the doc- 
trine that the natural and normal condition of the 
laboring man is that of a slave. It is within the 
last few years that this doctrine has been promul- 
gated at.the South, and I grant that there it has 
madeand is making most rapid strides. It reaches 
your schools, and it reaches your churches, and 
itreaches your public journals. 

Mr. CHESNUT. ‘With the permission of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, I deny that the position 
at the South is that the normal condition of the 
laboring man is that of slavery. The position is, 
that the normal condition of the African among 
us is that of slavery, and the proper condition. It | 
is the true and only bencficial relation. That is | 
the ground we assume as the position, not of the 
white laborer, but of the African laborer, in this | 
country. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand, Mr. Presi- | 
dent, that some of the leading men and journals || 
of the South, in defending slavery, do not under- | 
take to justify it on the ground of negro slavery 
alone. The Review of Mr. De Bow, the Rich- | 
mond Enquirer, the Charleston Mercury, the 
Richmond Examiner, and the book published by 
Mr. Fitzhugh, which was commended very gen- 
erally by the leading Democratic press to the 
people of the South, take the ground and justify 
slavery, not because slaves are negroes—the de- | 
scendants of Ham—~but put it upon. the broader 
ground, and, as they allege, the only defensible 


“South Carolina, (Mr. Hammonp,] the colleague 


; not been, until recently, universal. The experience, the 


ground upon which Slavery can rest, that the nat- 


ural and normal conditien of the laboring man is 
that of a slave; and that the true ground on which | 
to reconcile this conflict between capital and labor 
is, that capital should own its labor, and not hire 
1b. A ba 

(Mr. Dootirtie was here interrupted by Mr. 
Cray, of Alabama, and also by Mr. Brown, of 
Mississippi, who made some remarks, which are 
omitted, substantially concurring with Mr. Cues- 
nut. See Appendix, Note A.] 

Mr. President, I shall, perhaps, from what has 
now occurred, do what I did not intend in the out- 
set, refer to some southern authorities bearing on 
this question. Ido not say that all the leading 
men and presses of the South to-day take the 
ground that the laboring man is a slave, whether 
white or black, but I do maintain that some of 
their leading presses and some of their leading 
men do take that position, and do justify slavery 
upon the ground that the true way to reconcile 
this troublesome question of capital and labor is-} 
simply this: that capital should own its labor, 
and not hire it. The honorable Senator from 


of the gentleman who first interrupted me, in his 
famous speech delivered here, denominated the 
“ mud-sill specch’’—I speak of it with no disre- 
spect to him, but merely to designate the speech 
in which that term was used—substantially took 
the ground that the laboring white men of the 
North were slaves in fact, though not in name, 
as much so as the negroes of the South who are 
actually held in the condition of slavery. That 
is one authority. 

{Here Mr. Cursnur made some more extended 
remarks. Mr. D. resumed.] 

I do not deny that men at the South differ in 
their opinions, sonic, perhaps the majority, as 
yet, maintaining that the doctrine that the natural 
and normal condition of the laboring man is that 
of a slave, applies to the negro race, and to the 
negro race alone; but, at the same time, I main- 
tain that leading men and presses at the South 
undertake to justify slavery, not upon the ground | 
of negro slavery as an exeeptional institution, but | 
upon the broader and higher ground that slavery, | 
in the abstract, is right and natural, and ‘the | 
most safe and stable basis for free institutions in | 
the world.” 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator will permit | 
me to interrupt him. I want to make a sugges- | 
tuon. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ifthe gentleman is from | 
the South, at this stage of the discussion I will ; 
give way. i 
Mr. PUGH. No, sir; I wish to say something j 
to you as a northern man, if the Senator will per- | 
mit me. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desired toaddress myself | 
to the Senate; and when I was speaking upon a | 
subject which concerned particularly southern | 
States, and was addressing myself to southern 
men, I consented to be interrupted by them. Tf, 
however, my friend from Ohio desires to say any- 
thing special, I have no objection to hear him. | 

Mr. PUGH. I was about to suggest to the | 
Senator, that the shortest way to settle the fact | 
was to name some man or some newspaper, be- | 
cause I have heard just such suggestions as that | 
made a thousand times to the people of the non- 
slaveholding States, and I believe it has done 
more to produce this ill blood than any other 
course of assertion. Now, the Senator is contra- 
dicted; let him give the authority, and it can be | 
easily settled one way or the other. ‘ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, F name the Rich- 
mond Examiner, which said: 


« Our object in these preliminary remarks is to show how 
unwise it is for the South to attempt to justify negro sla- 
sry as an exceptional institution. It is the only form of 
avery which has excited the prejudices of mankind, and | 
given rise to abolition ; the only kind of slavery which has | 


practices, and the history of mankind, amply vindicate sla- | 
very, in the abstract, as a natural, universal, and conserva- | 
tive institution. In justifying slavery in the general or ab- | 
stract, we have to contend with the prejudices growing out | 
of the African slave trade, out of the cruel treatment of | 
slaves wherever that trade exists, and the still greater prej- | 
udices of race andcolor. Still, itis shown by history, both | 
sacred and profane, that domestic slavery is a natural, nor- į 
inal, and, till lately, universal institution.’ 


The Richmond Enquirer I will name for an- 
other—— 


Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator pardon me for 
a moment? I did not hear the words, ‘ white 
slavery,” in the extract which he has read; and 
L want to know now, after reading that extract 
merely severed from thecontext, by what author- 
ity he maintains that the Richmond Examiner 
holds to the doctrine that slavery is the normal 
condition of the laboring classes of all races? I 
say that the very extract he has read fails to sus- 
tain his allegation, and I venture to assert that, 
if he will produce the whole article, it will dis- 
prove it slearly. 

[Mr. Cray here made some further remarks, 
mainly personal to himself.] 

Mr: DOOLITTLE. Asto the meaning of the 
paragraph I have read, that is a question of con- 
struction between the honorable Senator and my- 
self. 

Mr. CLAY. 
there. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It seems to me perfectly 
clear that the construction I give is correct. It 
claims that slavery cannot be defended as an in- 
stitution based on negroslaveryalone. The Rich- 
mond Enquirer took the same ground when itsaid: 

«& Untilrecently, the defense of slavery has labored under 
great difficulties, because its apologists—for they were 
merely apologists—took half-way ground. They confined 
the defense ot slavery to mere negro slavery, thereby giving 
up the slavery principle, admitting other forms of slavery 
to be wrong, and yielding up the authority of the Bible, and 
of the history, practices, and experience of mankind, Hu- 
man experience, showing the universal success of slave 
society, and the universal failure of free society, was un- 
availing to them, because they were precluded from em- 
ploying it by admitting slavery in the abstract to be wrong. 
The defense of mere negro slavery involved them in stilt 
greater difficulty. 

& The line of defense, however, is now changed. The 
South?— 

The editor undertakes to speak for the South— 


“he South now maintains that slavery is right, natural, 
and necessary. It shows that all Divine and almost all 
human authority justifies it. The South further charges 
that the little experiment of free society in Western Europe 
has been, from the beginning, a gruel failure, and that symp- 
toms of failure are abundant fh our North. While it is 
far more obvious that negrocs be slaves than whites—for 
they are only fit to Jabor, not to direet—yet the principle of 
slavery is in itself right, and does not depend on difference 
of compicxion.”? 

Mr. Johnson, a distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia, in a specch delivered in the city of Phil- 
adelphia in 1856, said, substantially, that the 
ground on which the South now stands is, that 
capital should own and not hire its labor. 

But, Mr. President, itis not material to my 
present purpose to inquire how many or how few 
of the men of the South now maintain these views. 
Most certainly, I shall not stand here to question 
for one moment the sincerity of those gentlemen 
who disclaim such extreme opinions, and main- 
tain, as they now do, that slavery should be con- 
fined to the negro racealone. I take them at their 
word, and accept preciscly what they now say. 
Their position is, that slavery isa blessing; an 
institution approved of God, and to be maintained 
by man. That I understand to be the ground 
upon which the gentlemen now stand. Well, sir, 
that is, substantially, all that I intended to sayin 
the beginning, when I was interrupted, in order 
to show that the South have changed their ground 
on this question of slavery—negro slavery, if you 
please. How long is it since the leading men of 
the South, and in all the States of the South, their 
judges upon the benches of their supreme courts, 
their statesmen in Congress and out of Congress, 
took the ground which the Richmond Enquirer 
stated was taken by. the South, that slavery was 
an evil to be apologized for; to be borne as a ne- 
cessity, rather than bear something worse? How 
long is it since they have taken the ground that 


I ask for the word * white” 


slavery is a positive good,a divine institution, on 


which youmay ask the blessing of the Church and 
the blessing of Heaven? It hasall come up within 


! the last few ycars, under the lead of Mr. Calhoun; 
i there is no disputing this fact. 


Sir, but the other day, in-this very Senate, the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Huxrer,] in speak- 
ing of the course which had been pursued by Mr. 
Letcher, the lately elected Governor of Virginia, 
in relation to some speeches or doctrines that had 
been promulgated in Western Virginia, stood up 
here and stated the fact frankly, in substance— 
I speak from memory—that we in Virginia have | 
changed our ground; we do not stand where we 
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stood anciently; we dò hot stand whére our fa- 
thers stood upon this slavery question; as much 
as to say, we do notbelieve in what Washington 
believed and Jefferson believed and: Madison bc- 
lieved and Monroe believed, and all the leading 
men of Virginia, for the first fifty years of our 
existence under the Constitution, believed; we 
have changed our opinions in Virginia, and instead 
- of now admitting that slavery is an evil, to be re- 
stricted and discouraged, and which we may hope 
and pray may be some day entirely removed from 
the Republic, we now take the ground that it isa 
blessing, to be fostered, encouraged, and extended, 
as a benefit to the black man and a benefit to the 
white. Mr. President, I do not find fault with gen- 
tlemen when they change their opinions 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
inturrupt him? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator, I presume, in re- 
ferring to a Senator from Virginia, referred to my 
colleague. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I did. 

Mr. MASON. I have nota very distinct rec- 
ollectién of what opinions he advanced on the 
occasion to which the Senator alludes. I presume 
he alludes to a debate during the present session, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. I think, however, that he has 
been quoted by the honorable Senator, substan- 
tially, correctly. Certainly, I believe that because 
of the aggressions committed by the servile States, 
commonly called the free States, upon the condi- 
tion of African, bondage in the South, the mind 
of the South has been more turned toward it, and 
by reason of that further consideration, more de- 
liberation, pondering more deeply upon the rela- 
tions subsisting between the African race in this 
country and the white race, the opinion once en- 
tertaincd, certainly in my own State, by able and 
distinguished men and patriots, that the condi- 
tion of African slavery was one more to be de- 
plored than to be fostered, has undergone achange; 
and that the uniform—I might almost say univer- 
sal—sentiment in my own State upon the subject 
of African bondage 1s, that it is a blessing to both 
raccs—onc to be encouraged, cherished, and fos- 
tered; and to that extent the opinion of Virginia 
is different from the opinion entertained by those 
distinguished men who have now gone, but who, 
we believe, best knowing their sentiments, if they 
lived in this day would concur with us. That is 
the present opinion. I was not present when this 
debate arose, and Tam at some Joss to know how 
this question of the merits or demerits of the con- 
dition of African bondage has arisen in the Senate 
of the United States; for it is a question I should 
think purely abstract, and with which we have 
nothing to do. [See Note B.] 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, the honor- 
able Scnatoy who has just taken his seat was 
not present when the debate arose. This dis- 
cussion has grown up and become, in its nature, 
somewhat conversational, in consequence of my 
having been interrupted several times, having 
made in the outset a general remark on this sub- 
ject of slavery, that the men of the South had 
latterly taken different ground from that hereto- 
fore occupied by them, and the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia now confirms the statement 
which I made, for which I am much obliged to 
the honorable Senator. I take it that it must be 
conceded that the same opinions are not to-day 
entertained on the subject of slavery, as an ab- 
stract question, among’the leading men of the 
South, which were entertained for the first fifty 

. years of the existence of this Government under 
the Constitution of the United States. This rev- 
olution is fundamental; and if we go to the very 
bottom of it, we shall find that it is based upon the 
idaa recently adopted, as the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia has now stated, that negro slavery 
is right, a blessing to both races, black and white. 
The churches of the South, the schools of the 
South, the public press of the South, the Legis- 
latures of the South, and the statesmen of the 
South, to-day maintain that doctrine. . From this 
comparatively new idea have proceeded all those 
struggles which have agitated the country for the 
last ten years. Claiming to be a positive good, 
slavery becomes, of necessity, aggressive, It de- 
mands— : 


_ First, that the power of Congréss to restrictor 

limit its expansion shall be given-up ; : 

Sccondly, that the people of a Territory shall 
have no power to limit or exclude it; and Dee 

Thirdly, that by a decree of the Supreme Court, 
which the President declares to be irrevocable, 
the Constitution, of its own force, guaranties the 
right to take and hold slaves, under its protec- 
tion, in all the Territories we now have, or may 
hereafter ever acquire. 

Ido notcomplain of gentlemen who may change 
their opinions. It is any man’s right—more, sir, 
duty—to change his opinion when convinced of 
error; but what I complain of is this: that when 
you have changed your opinions, you insist that 
we shal] also change our opinions, and take the 
same new grounds which you now take; and say, 
that if we of the free States, whom you sometimes 
call the majority in this Confederacy, shall still 
maintain the same opinions which our fathers 
maintained, and your fathers maintained, and 
upon which you have but recently changed your 
own views, and shall honestly exercise our politi- | 


cal rights, and electa President of the United States, | 


aswe legally may, who concurs with us in our opin- 
ion that slavery is an evil and ought not to be ex- 
tended into the Territories, you propose, some of 
you propose, to break up the Government. Ido 
notrefer, of course, to the honorable Senator from 
Virginia on my left; but there are those here, and 
other men standing in high places, who declare be- 
fore the world, that unless we do acquiesce in this | 
change of opinion upon this question, politically 


es ; i - | 
and judicially; unless we acquiesce in this doc- | 


trine, and take the ground which Mr. Buchanan || 
has taken in his message, this Government is to || 


be broken in pieces, and the Constitution over- 
thrown. 2 
the opinions of those who made the Constitution, | 
you will destroy the Constitution. Lf we, being | 
ma majority, shall still cherish the opinions of | 
those wlio formed the Union, you will dissolve | 
the Union. “Now, sir, we havea right to complain | 
of that. You are to convince us by argument, | 
and if you can go so, it is well evough. We! 
have no objection to any argument addresscd to | 


our understanding, to convince us of our error; į 
but when that argument is to be accompanied | 
by a threat that the Government. itself is to be | 
destroyed unless we accede to this new opinion 
which you yourselves have recently formed, we | 
have a right to complain, I repeat, sir; and we || 
do complain. lj 
Mr President, so much has been said in rela- | 
tion to the decision of the Supreme Court of the | 


United States in the Dred Scott case, that I desire |! 


s . | 
to submita few words on that subjectalso. Ido || 
not deny the power of that court, in any case of | 


which it has jurisdiction, to make a final decision || 


in that particular case; butif, in the course of that || 
adjudication, the judges of the court give expres- |; 
sion to an opinion bearing upon a political ques- | 
tion, L deny that that opinion has any binding |; 
force whatever upon us, as members of the Sen- | 
ate, or upou the President of the United States, | 
acting in his capacity as President, either to ap- | 
prove or disapprove the legislation of Congress 
The Supreme Court have power to decide a case ; 
over which they have jurisdiction, because there |i 
is no other tribunal to which an appeal can be | 
made; and, in a case of that kind, their decision || 
is final and binding upon the parties to the suit, ji 
i i} 

! 


Their rights, under the decision, become vested; |! 
but that any opinion which they may express, in | 


Ch aaa HI 
the course of that adjudication, is or ought to con- || 


trol the political or the legislative action of the ; 
members of this body, or the political action of | 
the people of the United States, I deny altogether, | 


as the most dangerous of all doctrines ever pro- i! 


mulged on the floor of the’Senate or elsewhere. 
Grant to this Supreme Court, composed of judges 
irresponsible to the people, and appointed for life, 
this power of construction over the Constitution, 
and, though the men upon that bench were angels 
instead of men, there would be established in this | 
Government an oligarchy as despotic as it would | 
beirresponsible. It was John Randolph, I think, 
who made that mostsignificant remark, ‘‘ the book 
of Judges comes before the book of Kings.” 
The business of a court is not to make or un- 
make laws or Constitutions. 
simply to decide the rights of parties. In arriving 


If we, being in a majority, still hold to || 


I 


à x aie | 
Their business is l 


“at that decision, they. may and miust pass on the 
‘law itself before they can apply it; but they pass 
upon the questions of law merely ás the means of 
“arriving at theirdecisions, as incidental to the dut 

whieh they have to perform in.deciding the righis 
of the parties. The court may-decide right or 
wrong; and whether they décide right or wrong, 
if there is no appeal from their decision, the par- 
ties in that particular case are bound by the de- 
cision, notwithstanding; and the rights acquired 
under it, whether they are based on aright de- 
cision or a wrong decision, become fixed. and 
vested, because there is no.appeal, to any-other ` 
human tribunal. 

_ But, Mr. Buchanan says, “‘ the status of a Ter- 
ritery’’ “ has been irrevocably fixed by the final 
decision of the Supreme Court.” Yes; sir, irrev- 
ocably fixed; that is the word! Sir, suppose 
this court should change its opinion to-morrow: 
would that change the Constitution? Suppose 
that, in any new case coming before it, this same 

uestion of constitutional power should be again 

iscussed, and the court should do as this court 
has often done, and as other courts no less able 
and distinguished have done a thousand times in 
the history of judicial proceedings, overrule their 
own former opinion: would that change the Con- 
stitution? Not atall, sir; the Constitution would 
remain thesame. I protest against this monstrous 
doctrine; and especially when it is promulged by 
the leaders of the Democratic party of the United 
States. That was. not. the. Democratic: doctrine 
when General Jackson was President and Chief 
Justice Tancy was his Secretary, That was not 
the doctrine in relation to the constitutionality of 
the United States Bank. The Supreme Courtonce 
decided thata bank was constitutional. Who be- 
leves, if that question was presented to that court 
to-day, that it would decide that a Bank of the 
United States was constitutional ? f 

The decision of judges is, after all, but an opin- 
ion of men—an opinion which must necessarily 
be acquiesced in by the parties whose rights are 
determined; but it is not an opinion to be ac- 
quiesced in either by the legal profession, or by 

olitical parties, or by the Senate of the United 
tates acting in its official capacity. Such opin- 
ions are to be treated respectfully, as the opinions. 
of other respectable men; but when we come to 
actin ourcapacity as Scnators of the United States, 
we do not bow down to the opinion which may 
have been delivered in the Dred Scott case, or in 
any other case, by the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, or of any State in this Union. Weare 
reduced to a very strange state of things, if the 
mere dictum or opinion of any court is to be re- 
ecived, to control the action of the legislative 
body of the Government, or to control the action 
of great political parties. 

Without discussing the question, which has been 

often referred to, whether the Supreme Court had 
or had not jurisdiction ‘over the question of the 
constitutionality of the Missouri compromise, I 


| desire, for a few moments, to call your attention 


io the history of the legislation of this Government 
bearing on that question; and I undertake to show 
that every Administration of the Government .of 
the United States, beginning with Washington; 
and coming down to the close of the administra- 
tion of James K. Polk; yes, sir, that every ad- 
ministration, upon their official oaths, asserted and 
exercised the power of Congress to legislate on 
*the subject of slavery in the Territories, and to 
legislate by way of restriction. To go back to the 
administration of Washington, the ordinance of 
the Confederation of 1787 was rcénacted, under 
| the Constitution, during his administration, and 
i received his official signature. It was the eighth 

act, I believe, which ever passed the Congress of 
| the United States, which has gave constitutional 
i sanction and validity to that great measure against 
avery extension. Inthe administration of John 
Adams, Indiana was organized, in which this same 
provision was reénacted. Come down to the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Jefferson, who was the apos- 


country. To say nothing of the organic act of the 
Territory of Michigan, approved by him, which 
|! regnacted the ordinance of 1787, excluding slavery 
| forever, I come, at oncc, fo the organization of the 
Territory of Orleans—a Territory which was ac- 
quired by treaty from France—in which the insti- 


| 
| tle and leader of the great Republican party of this 
l 
i 
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tution of slavery existed under the laws of France. 
The tenth section of the ast organizing that Ter- 
ritory,; provided that the foreign slave trade, and 
also-that the domestic slave trade, should net be per- 
mitted in that Territory. Although that provision 
òf the Constitution, which was to take effect in 
1808; giving Congress the power to put an end to 
the slave trade in the existing States, had not yet 
taken effect, yet in 1804, four years before that 
time, in the bill organizing the Territory of Orleans, 
the foreign slave trade was prohibited; so, too, was 
the domestic slave trade prohibited; and no man 
was permitted to take a slave into the Territory of 
Orleans for sale at all, and no slave could be taken 
into that Territory, except by a bona fide owner 
removing into the Territory for actual settlement. 
Here, even in the Territory of Orleans, where sla- 
very existed when we acquired it, Congress cxer- 
cised the power of legislation upon the subject of 
slavery, and exercised it by way of restriction. I 
donot say that it exercised all its power; I do not 
say that Congress did all thet it could do to pre- 
vent slavery going into that Territory; but Con- 
gress did legislate on that subject, and did legis- 
Tate by way of restriction. It provided that, if 
any man took a slave into the Territory for sale, 
or if any man took a slave into the Territory un- 
less he was actually emigrating into the ‘Territory, 


and took the slave as a part of his settlement with |} 


him, the slave should be emancipated—emanci- | 
pated by act of Congress—and the man who was 
guilty of a violation of its provisions should pay 
a fine of $300. : 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the gentleman indulge || 
me a moment? \ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Certainly. j 

Mr. COLLAMER. In that same act, in rela- | 
tion to the Territory of Orleans, it was further 
provided that slaves should not be taken into that 

crritory, either for sale or in families, if they 
had been imported into the United States since 
1798. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iam obliged to my hon- 
orable friend from Vermont. I accept the correc- 
tion, and the fact is important. [would read the 
section of the act, but I do not desire to take up 
the time which would be necessary to do so, 

{Mr. Pueu, in the course of debate, in reply, | 
having given his construction to the act organiz- 


ing Orleans Territory, l: of ver 


r. Doourtie said: Mr. President, that the i! 


gentleman and myself may have no misunder- 
standing about the question of what is provided | 
in the law, I now read the section. 

Mr. Pocu. Well, read it, and sce if Lam not | 
right. 

Mr. Doorirrie. 
Orleans act: 


& Sno, 10. It shall not be lawful forany parson or persons 
to import, or bring into the said ‘Territory, froin any port or 
place without the limits of the United states, or cau 
procure to be so imported or brought, or kt 
or assist in so importing or bringing, any $ . 
And every person so offending, and be thereof convicted |; 
before any court within said Territory, having competent 
jurisdiction, shall forfeit and pay, for cach and every slave 
so imported or brought, the sum of $300; one moiety for 
the use of the United States, and the other moicty for the 
use Of the person or persons who shall sue for the same: 
and every slave so imported or brought shall thereupon be- 
come entitled to, and receive, his or her freedom. It shall 
not be lawful. for any person or persons to import or bring 
into the said Territory, from any port or place within the 


Here itis. T read from the 


tt better have done it. 


tory was this: that Congress exercised the power, 
not only to prevent the foreign slave trade, and 
to prevent, as my friend from Vermontalso stated, 
the bringing into the Territory slaves, from any 
of the States, either for sale or in families, that 
had been imported into the United States after 
1798, but also to put an end to the entire domestic 
slave trade; and while I said that Congress did 
not do all that it had the power to do to prevent 
slaves going into that Territory, Congress did 
legislate by way of restriction, not allowing any 
man to tale a slave into the Territory for sale; 
allowing no man to take a slave into the Territory 
unless he was bona fide removing for settlement, 
and taking his slaves with him asa part of his 
| settlement: and not even then, unless imported 
| before 1798. That is the substance of what 1 
stated, and the section which I have read bears me 
out entirely.] 

; Again, sir, in the cession from North Carolina, 
| it was provided that Congress should make no 
regulation tending to the emancipation of slaves. 
Why insert such a provision, if Congress had no 
such power? 

Mr. President, when do we first hear of this cel- 
| ebrated doctrine, which has made so much figure 
| before the American people within the last six or 
eight years, of territorial independence, squatter 
sovercignty, or whatever it may be termed—the 


| absolute right of a Territory, just as soon as it is 


organized, to legislate for itself upon all matters 
of internal concern, independent of the control of 
Congress? 2 
Jefferson, Mr. St. Clair, then Governor of the 
Northwestern Territory, first broached this doc- 
trine, that the moment a Territory is once organ- 
ized, that moment it becomes a State, independent 
of the action of Congress, with sovereign power 
į to legislate for itself, in an address, in this lan- 
| guage: 

l Por all internal affairs we have a complete Legislature 
| of our own, and they are no more bound by an act of Con- 
| 

| 

t 


| gress than by an edict of the First Consul af Franee.” 
President Jefferson, through Mr. Madison, as 
: Secretary of State, met this doetrine in this style 
—he addressed Mr. St. Clair the following note: 
Sir: The President, observing, in an addr ately 
delivered by you tothe convention at Chilicotbe, an intem- 
peranee and indecornun of anguage towards the Legislature 
of the United States, and a di nizing spiritand tendency 
evil example, and gros iotating the rules of con- 
duct enjoined by your public station, determines that your 
i eonun ou of Governor of the Northwestern ‘erritory 


| shall cease on the receipt of this notification.” 


Mr. PUG I would ask the Senator where 
he got that extract from Governor St. Clair’s 
speech? Did he ever read the whole speech? 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, I have not read the 


substance of it. 

Mr. PUGH. Tt shows that the Senator had 
Governor St, Clair was not 
speaking of that question at all, but he was en- 
deavoring to persuade the convention of the peo- 


ple of Ohio, met to form a State constitution, to 


| 
| 
whole speech; but I bave read, as E suppose, the 
| 
{ 
i 


| trample under foot the enabling act of Congress. 


It had nothing to do with the territorial govern- 
ment. It wasa speech delivered in Chilicothe, 
in 1802. 

[Some further colloquy ensued, and Mr. Doo- 
LITTLE resumed. Sce Note D. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. During Mr. Jefferson’s 


ing, and being thereof convicted be 
said Territory, having competent jurisdiction, shall forfeit | 
and pay, for each aud every slave so imported or brought, | 
the sum of $800; one moiety for the use of the United í 


States, and the other moiety for the use of the person or |; 


persons who shall sue for the same.” 


And, now, I will call the Senator’s attention to | 
what follows. These are the two cases to which || 
he has referred: 


“And no slave or slaves shall direetly or indirectly be » 
introduced into said Territory, except by a citizen of the 
United States removing into said Territory for actual set- 
tlement, and being, at the time of such removal, a bona fide 
owner of such slave or slaves; and every slave, imported 
or brought into the said Territory contrary tothe provisions 


of this act, shall thereupon be entitled to, and receive, his 
or her freedom.” 


administration, there occurred another memora- 
ble event, bearing upon this subject, never to be 
forgotten. he Territory of indiana petitioned 


|! Congress to repeal the slavery restriction. Itwas 
refused by Mr. Jefferson’s administration. 


The 
petition was referred to a committee, of which 
John Randolph was chairman, who reported 
against it, declaring that it was “highly danger- 
ous and inexpedient to impair a provision wisely 
calculated to promote the growth and prosperity 
of the Northwest Territé®y.’’ 

If you pass on from the organization of the 
Territory of Orleans, and come down to the or- 
ganization of the ‘Térritory of Hlinois, in 1809, 
and again of Missoyri, in 1812, in the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Madison, the same power of Con- 
gress was recognized and exercised, though not 
to the extent of entire exclusion from the last. 
Pass down to the administration of Mr. Mon- 
roe, when the Missouri compromise was passed. 
When the question of its constitutionality was 


During the administration of Mr. | 


before Mr. Monroe, he summoned his Cabinet 
together, and took their opinions; and they gave 
their unanimous opinions in favor of the power 
of Congress to. exclude slavery from the Terri- 
tories of the United States. Upon that subject, E 
beg leave to read an extract from the diary of John 
Quincy Adams, then Sceretary of State: 

“ March 3,1820.—When I came’ this day to my office, I 
found there a note, requesting me to call at one o’clock at 
the President’s House. [twas then one, and I immediately 
went over. He expected that the two bills, for the admis- 
sion of Maine and to enable Missouri to make a constitu- 
tion, would have been brought to him for his signature ; 
and be had summoned all the members of the Administra- 
tion, to ask their opinions in writing, to be deposited in the 


; Departnentof State, upon two questions: 1. Whether Con- 


gross bad a constitutional right to prohibit slavery in a Ter- 
ritory; and, 2. Whether the eighth section of the Missouri 
bill (Which interdicts slavery forever ip the territory north 
of 35° 39 Jatitude) was applicable only to the territorial 
state, or would extend to it aiter it should become a State. 
As to the first question, it was unanimously agreed that 
Congress have the power to prohibit slavery in the Terri- 
tories.”? 4 

I repeat it, sir, the Cabinet of Mr. Monroe were 
unanimously of opinion that Congress had the 
power to prohibit slavery in a Territory; and in 
that Cabinet, were William Wirt, William H. 
Crawford, and Jobn C. Calhoun. 

Mr. CHESNUT. [think itis due to the mem- 
ory of Mr. Calhoun to state what I believe to be 
known to most Senators, and is, according tomy 
recollection, that upon the floor of the Senate, in 
response to this charge, made by the Senator from 
Missouri, Mr. Benton, he denicd -ever having 
given such an opinion in relation to the Missouri 
compromise. Tstate that much, as due to the 
memory of Mr. Calhoun. 2 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ifmy friend from Wisconsin 
will alow me a moment, I will state that I recol- 
lect very well the denial to which the Senator 
from South Carolina hasalluded. Mr. Calhoun 


| did, upon the floor of the Senate, make that de- 


nial; but I also recollect that a Senator of this 
body at that time, Mr. Dix, of New York, ob- 
tained from the State Department what purported 
to be anabstract from the envelope in which those 
opinions were inclosed, The opinions themselves 
were not found. 

Mr. PUGH. And never have been. 

Mr. HAMLIN. But the envelope was found 


; in the Department, 


[Sce Appendix, Note C,] 

{Mr. Peau (among other things). said: I said 
the other day, and I have said it many times here 
and elsewhere, that F was in favor of maintaining 
the principle of the Missouri compromise up to 
the time that California formed her State consti- 
tution; not that I believed it to be constitutional, 
but it having been tried before the adoption of the 
constitution, and having been acquiesced in, and 
being the shortest way to make peace, L was in 
favor of extending the Missouri compromise line 
to the Pacific ocean up to the time that the State 


i of California formed a State government, | That 


drove me to the other doctrine of non-mterven- 
tion and popular sovercignty. Therefore it is in 
vain for the gentleman to cite the Missouri com- 
promise, or any of its corollaries. 

Mr, Doourtie. Ihave discussed simply the 
question of constitutional power, not of expedi- 
ency. I ask the honorable Senator whether, in 
his opinion, he can go for anything which is uncon- 
stitutional, if it is expedient? 

Mr. Pucnu. No, sir. 

Mr. Doourrrix. I discussed the simple ques- 
tion of the constitutionality of the power of Con- 
gress on that subject, not of expediency. 

Mr. Puen. Does the Senator sce no differ- 
ence between a power of universal prohibition and 
a power of division? Can he see no difference 
between an act of Congress that provides that 
no slaves shall be taken into any Territory, and 
an act of Congress which divides the Territory 
equally between the slaveholding and non-slave- 
holding States? Is it possible that the Senator 
sees no distinction? If so, I despair of enlighten- 
ing him. 

Mr. Doourrtie. Mr. President, I was speak - 
ing of the constitutional power of Congress to legis- 
late upon’ and exclude slavery from the Territo- 
ries; and if it has the constitutional power to €X- 
clude ten slaves, it has the constitutional power 
to exclude ten thousand, or exclude them all. If 
it has the power to exclude slavery from half the 
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Territory, it has the p 
whole. | was simply arguing the question of con- 
stitutional power; and while I admit that, in ref- 
erence to some of the southern Territories, Con- 
gress did not, in the exercisc of its constitutional 
power, do all that it had a right to do, yet it did 
exercise a portion of that power by way of limit- 
ation even of slavery in the slavcholding Terri- 
tories of the South. On the question of power, 
there is no difference whether we exclude half or 
exclude the whole, or from half or the whole of 
the ‘Territory.] 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The bill received the sig- 
nature of President Monroe; who thus, upon his 
official oath, asserted and exercised the constitu- 
tional power of excluding slavery from the Ter- 
ritorics. 


But lct us pass on from 1820, and come down | 


at once to General Jackson’s administration. I 
understand General Jackson to be good Demo- 
cratic Republican authority. He certainly was 
when I belonged to the Democratic Republican 
party of this country, although many whom I now 
see upon the other side of the Chamber, standard 
bearers of the Democracy of to-day, were not then 
enrolicd within its ranks. Ido not refer to my 
honorable friend from Alabama, (Mr. Firapar- 
rick.] In 1836, Wisconsin was organized asa 
Territory, and this same provision for slavery re- 
striction was reincorporatedin the bill for its or- 
ganization; and, to show how little General Jack- 
son and his administration thought of this new 
dogma, that the moment a Territory is organized 
Congress has no longer any power over its legis- 
‘lation, I will refer you to some facts which took 
place during his administration. 
The Territorial Legislature of Florida and the 
Territorial Legisiature of Wisconsin assymed the 
ower to incorporate certain banking institutions. 
uring the administration of General Jackson, a 


law was introduced into Congress, and passed | 


both Houses and received his signature, repealing 
those bank charters; and it went further, and de- 
clared that no Territorial Legislature should have 
power to incorporate a bank without the consent 
of Congress. This shows what he thought of this 


idea that Territories, from the moment they are | 


organized, become sovereign and independent of 
the control of Congress. "Such an idca was never 
dreamed of by the Democratic party in its better 
days. 

ut again, sir, Iowa was organized in 1838, 
during Mr. Van Buren’s administration, ahd the 


next year, I believe, there was an act passed to | 


alter and amend the organic acts of Wisconsin 
and Iowa; and what was that alteration? Upto 
that time, 1839, the Governor of a Territory al- 
ways had an absolute veto on every law passed 
by a Territorial Legislature. 
only had the right to veto it absolutely, but it was 
made his duty if he approved a bill to submit it 
to Congress, to be approved or disapproved by 
Congress before it should take any effect; but in 
1839, the territorial organic acts of Wisconsin and 
Towa were amended, and it was provided that the 
veto power of the Governor should be reduced 
from an absolute veto to a veto requiring but two 
thirds of both branches of the Legislature to pass 
a bill over its but in the second section of that 
act it was expressly provided that— 

“This act 
grees of the 
said Legish Assembly, or in any way to impair or alter 
the power of Congress over laws passed by said Assembly.” 


Where was this new dogma of territorial sov- | 


erergnty then? Sir, it had never seen the light. 


No man of standing in the country had ever | 
dreamed of it at that time, unless it be Arthur St. | 
Clair, of whom and of whose fate, I have already | 


spoken. The power of Congress to control the 
legislation of the Territories was an admitted 
power, exercised by all Administrations, con- 
tended for by all parties in this Government from 
the beginning down tothe period of which I speak. 
But, sir, I stop not there. Coming down still 
later, to the administration of Jams K. Polk, 
when Mr. Buchanan was Secretary of State, Ore- 
gon was organized, and the same provision was 
Inserted in the organic act of that Territory, by 
which slavery was prohibited therein forever. 

It is trus, therefore, as I have stated, that, in the 
history of this Government, from the administra- 


The Governor not j 


H not be so construed as to deprive Con- i 
it to disapprove of any law passed by the 


that that was the opinion of President Polk? 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. He signed the bill, and 
when he signed the bill_——— 


Mr. PUGH. [ask the Senator if he is aware 
of the fact that Mr. Polk brought to the Capitola 


| message to veto the Wilmot proviso, and that it 


is in existence now? Tec brought it to the Cap- 
itol, and would have vetoed the bill, and the mes- 
sage is in existence. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The facts, I believe, are 
these: Mr. Polk, at one time,.contemplated veto- 
ing the Oregon bill. He subsequently sent a spe- 
cial message to the Congress of the United States, 
in which he stated, in substance, that if the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon had reached below 36° 30’, he 
would have vetoed the bill—not because Congress* 
had not the power, but on the simple ground of 
expediency; that he was in favor of extending the 
compromise line of 36° 30 to the Pacific ocean. 
That is the ground on which he placed it. 

Mr. PUGH. That is not the fact to which I 
called the Senator’s attention. 

Mr. DOOLITTTE. I will ask the Senator, do 
you say that Mr. Polk, in that message, denied 
the power of Congress? 

Mr. PUGH. Hedid. I wasgoing to tell the 
Senator that the message to which I referred, the 
original, is indorsed in Mr. Polk’s handwriting: 

“J brought this message, signed, to the Capitol, on the 
night of the 3d of March, 1849, intending to send it to the 
House of Representatives ifthey had persisted in the amend- 
ment tothe civil and diplomatic appropriation bill?— 
which was the Wilmot proviso; but the House 
having receded, the message never was sent in, 
The paper is in existence. Large extracts of it 
have been published within the last month in the 
papers. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I shall be obliged to the 
honorable gentleman if he will produce the mes- 
sage, and point out the paragraph in it in which 
Mr. Polk denies the power of Congress to legis- 
late upon the subject of slavery in the Territories. 

Mr. PUGH. The first sentence says it. Iwill 
get the Senator the message. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Getit,if you please. The 
special message which he sent to Congress at the 
subsequent session, after approving of the Oregon 
bill, stated, as T understand it, the grounds on 


which he would have vetoed the Oregon bill if | 


that Territory had extended below 36° 30’, not 
upon the ground of constitutional power, but upon 
expediency. If, however, Mr. Polk has written 
a message declaring that the bill was unconstitu- 
tional, and has affixed his signature to a bill which 
he considered unconstitutional, that docs not alter 
the fact which I stated, that every Administration 
has asserted, and has exercised upon its official 
oath and responsibility, the power of legislating 
on the subject of slavery in the Territories o 
the United States, from Washington down to th 
close of Mr. Polk’s administration; although, 1 


H 
| 


Pars 


the Senator from Obio is correct, it would place || 
| Mr. Polk under avery grave imputation, Jthink, i 


however, he must be mistaken. 

{Mr. Puau (in the course of the subsequent de- 
bate) said: E believe the gentleman claims nothing 
under Tyler. 

Mr. Dooxirrie (in reply to that) said: It is 
true I did not refer to Mr. Tyler’s administration 
when Mr. Calhoun was Secretary of State, but I 
will refer Senators to it now, to show that Con- 
gress went even further than they did in any other 
Administration. in the Texas joint resolutions of 
admission, this langaage will be found: 

“ New States, of convenient size and notex ing four 
in number, in addition to the said State of Texas, and hav- 
ing suficient population, may hereafter, by the consent of 
said State, be formcd out of the territory thereot, which 


a 


shall be entitled to admission under the provisions of the ; 


Federal Constitution. 
out of that portion of said territory lving 
north latitude, commonly known as the A 


And such States as may be formed 
uth of 33° 30° 
souri compro- 


mise line, shall he admitted into the Union with or without [| 
i 


slavery, as the peopie of each State asking admission may 
desire. And in such State or States asshail be formed out 
of said territory north of said Missouri compromise line sla- 


very or ifivoluntary, servitude (except for crimies)'shall be 
prohibited.” pth A . 
Mr. Tyler-and his administration-went so far 
as to prohibit slavery in the States} < 0 5 o ca 
(Mr. Pues again, in-the course of the subse- 
quent debate upon this point, said,,among other 
things: : : 
But, sir, I: have heard the Senator talk about 
what former Presidents and former Congresses 
have done. He-does not open the Constitution 
of the United States, and show us this power. He 
says it existed because it has been exercised. 
Does he argue that way about other subjects? 
| Does he go back to 1793, to the act providing for 
the reclamation of fugitive slaves, and to its recog- 
|| nition by every department of this Government, 
and by all the States; and does he say that it is a 
settled question? Oh, no; that is not settled; itis 
unsettled; and J have heard the Senator ‘himself: 
get up on this floor and say that he did not under- 
stand the Constitution of the United States to vest 
in Congress any power to provide for the reclama- 
tion of fugitives from service. 
Mr. Doonirrue replied: The difference between 
| the honorable Senatorand myselfissimply this: he 
can argue words out of the instrument, or words 
into the instrument, at his pleasure; I cannot do it. 
The clause of the Constitution in reference to fugi- 
tives from service does not say that Congress shall 
have the power to legislate on that subject atall; it 
says no such thing. It simply says that a State 
shall not, by any act of its own, discharge from ser- 
vice a fugitive who may be held to service under 
the laws of another State; and I tell the gentleman 
that, as an original question, coming up for dis- 
cussion, any good lawycrand strict constructionist 
of the Constitution will say, as I say, that the 
Constitution of the United States does not, in that. 
clause, give to Congress any power to legislate at 
all. But, in relation to the other clause of the 
Constitution to which I have referred, it expressly 
says Congress shall have the power. Thatis the 
difference. In the one case, it does not say it 
| where the gentleman says it has the power. In 
the other case, where.he denies the power, and I 
insist that Congress has it, the Constitution says 
it shall have the power. Now, let us see these 
clauses. Ihave heard of a man being able to argue 
the seal off a bond in a court of justice ——~ 20 - 
Mr. Puen. Iwish the Senator would read his 
passage, for I am very anxious to conclude my 
remarks. I am willing to hear it. 
Mr. Doouirris. The clause in relation 
i| fugitives escaping from service, is as follows: 
“ No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged 
from such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on 
claim of the party to whom such service or labor may be 
due.? : 
.. Now, there is no power given to Congress ‘to 
legislate on that subject... 1t does inhibit the power 
of a State to legislate in a certain way, and any 
| law or any procceding on the part of a State which 
i has the effect to discharge the fugitive from labor 
| is unconstitutional ane void, by. the Constitution 
i of the United States; aud every State court, every 
| Statejudge,andevery judge ofthe Supreme Court, 
. That is the true cons 


is bound so to declare 

i struction of this claus’. But in relation to the 
= other clause, the languinte is: 

power to dispose of and make 
s respecting the territory or 


to 


ij ©The Congress shall have 
all needful rules aud regula 
other property belonging to United States.” 
' The Supreme Court, in five different decisions, 
| beginning about 1810, and the last one in 1853— 
į just about six months before you passed your 
li Nebraska bill—unanimously decided that this 
i: clause of the Constitution gave Congress power 
ii to govern and legislate for the Territories. The 
: difference between htm and me, is this: where I 
‘maintain Congress has the power, the Constitu- 
: tion says it shall have the power; he maintains it 
has the power where the Constitution does not 
say it. My honorable friend here has the faculty 
of arguing words in or arguing words out at his 
‘| pleasure. I have never yet learned to do that.} 
l And now, sir, let us for a single moment look 
i at the question, aside from all precedent and judi- 
i| cial construction, and sec where we stand. What 
H is the language of the Constitution: 
| «The Congress.sball have power to dispose of and make 
“all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or 


te 


’* other property belonging to the United States?” 


H 
i 
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It has sometimes been said that the* power 
which Congress exercises is a power over the 
Territory as property merely. Suppose we take 
that, position, that Congress controls it as_mere 
property; what then may Congress do? What 
may. the owner of property do? He may sell 
it, or refuse to sell it; he may lease it, or refuse 
to lease it; he may sell it toa white man, to an 
Indian, to a negro, or he may refuse to sell it to 
either; he can lease it to one, or refusc to lease 
it to another. He can say that the foot of a slave 
shall never tread upon it. If you concede that 
Congress can control it as property, you concede 
the whole ground of power; for Congress would 
then. have power to keep off every Chinaman, 
every negro, every alien, and could keep off even 
our own citizens; and Congress does exercise the 
power of keeping even our own citizens off cer- 
tain portions of the public domain. / 

Again, you say that Congress is to treat it as 
mere property. Well, let us view it in another 
light. What do the facts show? Look at Wis- 
consin and Iowa, and then at Missouri. The 
public lands of Wisconsin and Iowa have sold, 
onan average, for almost a dollar an acre; and 
why? Because they were not cursed with the 
presence of a negro servile population, and were 
peopled by freemen,andbythemalone. How was 
it with Missouri? So long as it was understood 
and generally believed that Missouri was to be a 
slave State, and to remain aslave State, that pop- 
ulation sought its home with reluctance in Mis- 
souri; and what has been the effect on your public 
landsin that State of the presence of slave labor ? 
They scarcely averaged twenty-five cents an acre 
—land just as good as it is in Wisconsin, just as 
goodasitisin Ilowa. Why? Because slavery 
existed in Missouri. So, if weareto come down 
to the mere mercenary consideration of dollars and 
cents, and discuss this as a question of property, 
if Congress controls the ‘Territory as mere prop- 
erty, the question whether slavery should go into 
Kansas or not, as a mere question of property 
alone, would make $40,000,000 difference to the 
people of the United States. 

But another says he believes in popular sover- 
eignty, and therefore Congress should have no 

ower to legislate for the Territories. So do I 
believe; but I will tell you the kind of popular | 
sovereignty that L believe in. The people of the 
United States, and the States of the Union repre- | 
sented here in Congress, are the popular sover- 
eigns in the Territories, and therefore Congress 
should have power to legislate for them. The 
people who purchase the Territories, who pay for 
the Territorics, who, if necessary, fight for the 
Territorics; the people who own them, and expect 
to settle in them, or send their children there; who 
pay the expenses of the Legislatures, the judges, 
and the Governors of the 'Territories—they are 
the people who are rightfully sovercign in the 
Territories of the United States, and not the first 
band of settlers who happen to go there, whether 
from one State or from another. It is the people | 
and States of the whole United States represented 
in Congress who are sovereign there -until the 
Territories are grown up to sovereignty; when the 
power of Congress over them should cease, and 
they be admitted into the sisterhood of States. 

Again, sir, all must concede that Congress has 
power to pass an organic act. What is that but 
a law for the Territory—the fundamental law, 
controlling all other territorial laws? Itis equally 
certain that Congress can repen or amend the 
organic act. From this consideration alone, Mr. 
Buchanan was right when he said the ‘inference 
is irresistible, that Congress has the power to legislate” 
for the Territories. 

But, Mr. President, to retyrn once more to this 
Dred Scott decision. We dre always bound to 
respect the final decision of any court, so far as 
the particular case is concerned, for the parties to 
it are compelled to acquicsce in thé decision whert 
the court have jurisdiction; but as to the political 
opinions expressed by some of the judges in 
making that decision, I feel compelled to say, 
frankly, they do not command my respect. This 
may be, perhaps, the first time when it is alleged 
that the precise question has arisen before the Su- 
preme Court of the United States as to the power 
of Congress to legistate.on the subject of slavery 


|| hold territory. 


| stitution which empowers 


in the Territories; but tis by no means the first ! 


time the question-has arisen before that court as 
to the general power, or the source df the consti- 
tutional power, of Congress over the Territories. 
That question has been presented to the court in 
four or five different cases, running through a 
period. of almost fifty years. The first of these 
cases, that of Sere vs. Pitot, arose in 1810, and is 
reported in 6 Cranch, 336. The Supreme Court 
of the United States, without any dissenting opin- 
ion, and in the most explicit language, then de- 
clared: 

“The powerof governing and legislating fora Territory 
is the inevitable consequence of the right to acquire and 
Could this position be contested, the Con- 

stitution declares that ‘ Congress shall have power to dis- 
pose of and make all needful rules and regulations respect- 
ing the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States p? accordingly, we find Congress possessing and Cx- 
ercising the absolute and undisputed power of governing 
and-Jégislating for the Territory of Orleans.” 

Sir, can ahy ‘court, in stating the power which 
Congress exercises over the Territories of the 
United States, use any broader language than 
when it declares that Congress possesses and ex- 
ercises the absolute and undisputed right of gov- 

pring and legislating for a Territory ¢ 

Again, in 1828—cighteen years afterwards— 
Canter’s case, which ts reported in 1 Peters, 511, 
camc before thc Supreme Court, and then the court 
declared: 


& Jn the mean time, Florida continues to be a Territory 
of the United States, governed by that clause of the Con- 
Congress ‘to make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory or other prop- 


i erty belonging to the United States.’ Perhaps the power of 


governing a Territory belonging to the United States, which 
has not, by becoming a State, acquired the means of self- 
government, may result necessarily from the facts that it is 
not within the jurisdiction ol any particular State, and is 
within the power and jurisdiction of the United States. 
The right to govern may be the inevitable consequence of 
the right toacquire territory. Whichever may be the source 
whence the power may be derived, the possession of it is 
unquestioned.” è 

That was the language of the Supreme Court, 
with no dissenting voice. {t was not the opinion 
of a bare majority, where the whole world knows 
that the court is divided according to its politi- 
cal opinions upon a question presented before it, 
but the unanimous opinion of the whole court, 
| deelaring the power which Congress possesses 
i and exercises over the Territories of the Union. 
Agaih, in the ease of McCulloch vs. Maryland, 4 
Wheaton, 316; and again, in 1840, in the case of 
the United States vs. Gratiot, 16 Peters, 537, the 
court, in delivering its opinion, without a dissent- 
ing voice, referred to this clause of the Constitu- 
tion as the true and undoubted source of the power 
over the Territories. And what is a remarkable 
fact, which the country ought to know, in the 
judicial history of this Government, is, that as late 
as the December term, 1853, a very few weeks be- 
fore the introduction of the Nebraska bill, and the 
proposition to repeal the Missouri compromise, 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in an 
opinion delivered by Judge Wayne, with the 
unanimous approbation of the court, consisting of 
the same judges that pronounced the Dred Scott 
opinion, speaking of the territory of California, 
said: 

“The territory had been ceded as a conquest, and was 
to be preserved and governed as such until the sovereignty 
to which it had passed had legislated for it. That sover- 
eignty was the United States, under the Constitution, by 
which power had been given to Congress ‘to dispose ofand 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the terri- 
tory or other property belonging to the United States.’ 77— 
Cros vs. Harrisons, 16 Howard, 193. 

Here we have the unanimous opinion of the 
| Supreme Court on cases arising at five different 
periods in its history, beginning in 1810, and 
| coming down to 1853, when the judges, by no 
| divided opinions based upon political opinions or 
otherwise, did as our fathers did—as Washington, 
Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, and Jackson did— 
maintain and declare the right of Congress to ex- 
ercise the undisputed power of legislating for the 
Territories of the United States. 

But let us now sce upon what grounds they 
avoid the effect of these decisions. They now 
take the ground, among others, that that clause 
of the Constitution of the United States does not 
| refer to any territory acquired since the Consti- 
tution was formed; that it only referred to the ter- 
ritory then belonging to the United States. That 
is one of the grounds on which they place it; and 
yet, the case coming up from Florida was in re- 


lation to territory acquired afterwards; the case 
coming up from Orleans was in relation to terri- 
tory acquired in 1803; and the last, in relation to 
California, acquired by the Mexican war or treaty 
of peace—all of it territory acquired since the 
Constitution took effect.. Do not the majority of 
that court plant themselves upon a very narrow 
ground, to avoid the effect of its former decis- 
ions? 

Mr. President, when Iam told by gentlemen 
that I must respect the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, and that my judgment must bow before 


| its opinion, Task you which opinion? An opinion 


delivered by a divided court, in the midst of in- 
tense excitement, upon a question of all others 
the ground of political strife, and made in accord- 
ance with preconceived political opinions and 
party associations? Shall I bow my judgment 
before that opinion, or shall F hold in reverence 
the opinion of that court, pronounced unani- 
mously by its judges, through a period of near 
forty years, in which they maintain, and declare 
again and again and again, the unquestionable 
and unquestioned power of Congress to legislate 
over the Territories of the United States? 

To the gentlemen upon the other. side of the 
Chamber, 1 would say, in all frankness, I do not 
doubt your sincerity, nor question your integrity 
when you tell me that the South has changed its 
prone on this question; but when I concede to 
you that, you must concede the same to me, and 
those who act with me on this side of the Cham- 
ber. I belicve that every Administration of the 
Government, from the beginning to 1847, has offi- 
ciaHy asserted and exercised this power. I also 
believe that not only the supreme court of every 
free State, but the supreme court of every slave 
State in this Union, that ever gave an opinion on 
the question previous to 1847, has always main- 
tained that slavery rests upon local Jaw and local 
law alone; that the Constitution is not a general 
charter to carry slavery all over the Territories of 
the Union. No case, Í believe, previous to 1847, 
can be found when the supreme court ofany State, 
North or South, has taken the ground that the 
Constitution of the United States, of its own force, 
carries the law of slavery into the Territories of 
the Union. They, and all of them, whenever they 
have spoken atal], have conceded to Congress the 
unquestioned and unquestionable power to legis- 
late for the Territories of the Union, and also that 
slavery rests only upon local law. Now, gentle- 
men, When you tell us that we must renounce our 
opinions, when you say to us, in substance, that 
the life-long opinions which we have entertained, 
which our fathers taught us, which your fathers 
taught us also, we must now surrender; that we 
must bow down and worship a political dogma 
which to-day declares that the Constitution of the 
United States, of its own force, carries slavery 
into, or what is the same thing, guarantics the 
right to take and hold slaves in every Terrjtory 
which we now have, or may hereafter acquire, we 
tell gentlemen we cannot conscientiously change 
our opinions; and because you accompany this 
with the declaration that, if we do not change 
them, but will maintain and act upon them, and 
elect a man who believes in them President of the 
United States, you will break up this Confederacy, 
we tell you frankly, gentlemen, that does not 
change our opinion either; it cannot be changed 
by any such argument as that. Instead of ad- 
dressing our manhood, it is addressed to the want 
of it; and we give you to understand distinctly 
that, on this question, our opinions are stil} un- 
changed, and this last argument, if it has any 
effect, makes them more fixed and determined. 

We still beleve that freedom is national; that 
slavery is sectional and local, and rests upon local 
law alone. We do not believe that, if we should 
acquire Canada to-morrow, there is any such 
slave-extending power in the Constitution of the 
United States as will, of its own force, at once 
repeal the laws of Canada against slavery, and 
establish it there; so that a man from Virginia or 
South Carolina could take his slaves at once into 
the territory of Canada, and hold them there, be- 
yond the power of Congress or any other human 
power, protected by the Federal Constitution. Nor 
do we believe that it has any such power over the 
Mexican laws in the Territory of Utah, Califor- 
nia, New Mexico, or any other territory we may 


1860.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


163 


36ra Cong....1st Sess. The Calhoun Revolution: Its Basis and Its Progress—Mr. Doolittle, — 


Senara. 


acquire from Mexico, as, of its own force, to re- 

peal, at once, those laws which abolished slavéry 

there, and reéstablish the law of slavery, so that 

you can take your slaves into them, without any 

poe law authorizing it, and hold them there 
y virtue of the Constitution. 

If this ground is conceded, where will the peo- 
ple of the North stand? Ifwe concede theground 
that the Constitution of the United States, of,its 
own force, would authorize you to carry slaves 
into Canada, if we should purchase it to-morrow, 
the same Constitution would authorize you to 
carry it into Wisconsin; and we could not hinder 
it. “And why? Before answering this question, 
perhaps I ought to say that the Supreme Court, 
in the opinion which they have delivered, in my 
humble judgment, on a fair construction of that 
opinion, have as yet gone no further than to deny 
to Congress and to the people of the Territory 
the power to prohibit slavery; but Mr. Buchanan, 
in the message from which I read the extract, 
goes altogether beyond the Supreme Court, in my 
judgment. Mr. Buchanan assumes not only that 
neither Congress nor any other human power has 
the power to prohibit its entry; but that the Con- 
stitution, under the decision of the Supreme Court, 
with its own positive forec, guarantees the right 
to carry and hold slaves in the Territories which 


‘we now have or may hereafter acquire. He says:. 


“The right has been established of every citizen to take 
his property of any kind, including slaves, into the common 
Territories belonging equally to all the States of the Con- 
federacy, and have it protected there under the Federal 
Constitution.” 


He does not stop with Chief Justice Tancy and 
the judges of the Supreme Court, who deny that 
Congress or the Territory has the power to legis- 
late, and therefore pronounce the Missouri re- 
striction unconstitutional; but he goes further, 
and undertakes to make it out that the Consti- 
tution of the United States, by its own positive 
force, guaranties slavery in all the Territories. 

But, to return to the question. 
effect in a Territory, it has it in a State. The 
Constitution of the United States was made for 
States, and not for Territories at all. It only 
mentions them to give Congress the power to 
govern them. It is the paramount law of the 
land, anything in any State constitution or law 
to the contrary notwithstanding; and if the Gon- 
stitution of the United States has the power Jo 
repeal the law against slavery in Canada, shold 
we acquire it, and to guaranty the right to take 
and hold slaves there, it can repeal the constitu- 
tion of Wisconsin restricting slavery, and guar- 
anty the right to take and hold slaves there. Docs 
not the Constitution mean the same thing every- 
where?—the same in Wisconsin and in Kansas? 
And do you not recollect, sir, that the very mo- 
ment the Dred Scott decision was pronounced, 
the newspaper in Washington which claimed to 
represent the views of the dministration—T refer 
to the Union—declared that every State law and 
constitution of every State in the Union abolish- 
ing slavery was, under that decision, against the 


Constitution of the United States, and thercfore | 


void. There is no half way with this doctrine; 
there is no middle ground; there is no neutrality 
init. I tell you, he that is not with us is against 
us. You understand it, sir. You claim that your 
doctrine cgrrics slavery into every Territory by 
force of the Constitution; and it is because you 
claim this, because you are asserting this aggres- 
sive doctrine in favor of slavery, that we are pre- 
pared to resist it by our action, to resist it in all 
lawfuland in all honorable ways. We arc pledged 
to do so, and we expect to do so. 

Mr. President, the truth is, that a revolution, 
based upon this novel idea that slavery isa bless- 
ing, has been inaugurated in this country within 
the last twelve years, is now in progress, and has 
not been altogether bloodless either. It was this 
same aggressive idea which led Mr. Atchison, in 
Missouri, in 1853, months before the Nebraska 
bill ever saw the light, to proclaim to the people 
of western Missouri that slavery isa thing of Di- 
vine right—(the same doctrine which afterwards 
culminated in the Lecompton constitution;) that 
itis above and before alt constitutions; that con- 
stitutions are te protect it, not to abolish it; and, 
assuming this, it was resolved to force it into the 
Territory of Kansas at all hazards, “at what- 


Tf it has that | 


ever sacrifice of blood or treasure,’’ to use the 
language of the resolution of a meeting which he 
addressed long before the passage of the Kansas- 
Nebraska act. There is the place where, and 
that was the time when, the war was declared on 
this question. lt was to carry out this aggres- 
sive policy, to carry the institution of slavery 
into Territories free from it, made free by the law 
of Congress itsclf, that that act was passed. I 
shall not go over what followed; we are too fa- 
miliar with that bloody chapter in our history. 
TW@at aggression, too successful in the beginning, 
failed in the end. Republicanism, taking the 
alarm, reorganized itself in 1856, and, though de- 
feated in the canvass, achieved a victory. By its 
moral power it made some of the chosen instru- 


ments of that aggression stand back aghast, and 


shrink from the consequences of their own work. 
The revolutionary leaders were beaten, with the 
Administration in their hands. Kansas is free. 

We now say, I repeat, to our friends from the 
South, that, while it 1s your right to change your 
opinions on this question, when you undertake to 
force those opinions upon the country for the pur- 
pose of compelling the Government of the United 
States to revolutionize its whole policy, to carry 
out an aggressive policy for slavery extension 
everywhere, it is our intention and full purpose 


to resist this revolution in the Government, and | 


to overcome it; peaceably, of course, but we expect 
to overcome It. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate longer 
than I anticipated; but there is contained in those 
few sentences of the annual message, which I have 
read, that which covers the whole ground; and, 


if adopted and acquiesced in by the American pco- l 


ple—which, in my opinion, it will not be—the 


Calhoun revolution would be complete; there | 
would be no longer any free Territories; all would | 
be slave Territories; there would no longer beany | 


frec States; all would be slave States, 


The honorable Senator from Virginia, not now 
in his seat, [Mr. Mason,] applied to the free States | 
generally a term which I can hardly suffer to pass | 


without notice. He called them ‘ the servile 
States.” I know not in what sense the honora- 
ble gentleman intended to apply this term to the 
State which I represent; but in whatever sense, T 
shall never apply any term of opprobrium or dis- 
respect to any of the States, and certainly never 
to the State from which he comes. No, sir; Vir- 
ginia isa State in whose history and achievements 
we take pride, and for whose opinions, for whose 
carlicr opinions, we hold the highest respect. 


Wisconsin, the State which | represent, was born | 
of Virginia; she was born in the day of her pride, | 
and when the true principles of Virginia found | 
place in her history, and were expressed by her | 


living statesmen. Sir, I will employ no oppro- 
brious epithet towards Virginia—never. It isa 
State in the memory of whose.great names we of 
Wisconsin feel proud. To Virginia we owe a debt 


of gratitude we can never repay. She has saved 


us, by her masterly policy in the day of the in- 
fancy of the Northwestern Territory, from being 
cursed by the presence of that institution which, 
without speaking disrespectfully of her, I may be 
permitted to say, in my humble opinion, is suck- 
ing her very life’s blood. . 
Mr. President, Í can speak, too, of the State of 
New York, for it was my native State. At the 
beginning of this century, where stood Virginia 
and New York in comparison with each other? 
Virginia had double the white population of New 


York; to-day she has but one million, perhaps, ; 
of white population, while New York has more | 


than three million. New York is now the Em- 
pire State; she has taken the place which Virginia 
once proudly occupied. Virginia has as noble 
harbors and rivers and waterfalls, a larger terri- 


tory and better soils, and a milder climate, than | 


New York. But for ber heavy misfortune, in the 


presence of her servile negro population, there is | 
every reason to believe she would to-day have | 


had a white population of at least three million. |; answer that itis accomplished by slavery, as it exists in 


What has Virginia got in exchange for two mil- 
lion white children? She has a half a million of 


slaves and a quarter of a million of free negroes, | 
perhaps. Do you ask me what is the cause ofall | 
this change in her comparative position? What į J 
i eeratic journals South, says? 


has produced it? Why is it that to-day, if our 
country were invaded by a foreign fac, even Wis- 


| pensated 37? * * a bj 


consin, young as she is, can bring as many troops 
into the field, and raise as much bread to sustain 
them, as Virginia herself? Why is it? .Thean- 
swer is too plain, It is the presence of this ser- 
vile population in Virginia whigh has produced 
this change in her comparative relations to hèr 
sister States, and in comparison, “even, to` her 
youngest-born, Wisconsin, which I am proud 
this day to represent. [See Note E] 0 
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It will be observed that, ın the revision of the 
above speech, some portions.of the debateand col- 
loquy are omitted, and the order of the debate 
within brackets changed, thatall.said by.me upon 
one subject may appear together. - 

NOTE A. 

Mr. Calhoun, the great leader of thisnew school, 
far in advance of his followers, used this language 
in the Senate, in 1838: 

“Many in the South once believed that it [slavery] was 
a moral and political evil; that folly and delusion are gone. 
We sce it now in its truc light, and regard it as the most 
safe and stable basis for free institutions in the world. It 
is impossible with us that the conflict can take place be- 
tween labor and capital, which makes itso difficult to estab- 
lish and maintain free institutions in all wealthy and highly 
civilized nations where such institutions as_ours [slavery] 
do not exist.”— Appendix Congressional Globe, 1837-38, 
page 62. 


Extracts from Mr. Hammonn’s speech in the 
Senate, from South Carolina, an eloquent disci- 
ple in the school of Mr. Calhoun, March 4, 1858, 
speaking of a class which he denominated the 
**mud-sill’’ of society: 

« Portunately for the South, she found a race adapted to 
that purpose to her hand.?? K * i oe “We 
use them forour purpose, and call them slaves.?? * * 
* £ “We are old-fashioned at the South yet; it isa 
word discarded now by ‘ears polite? I will not character- 
ize that class at the North by that term; but you have it; 
it is there; it is everywhere; it is eternal 5” k $. 
hý = “in short, your whole hireling class of manual 
laborers and ‘operatives,’ as you call them, are essentially 
slaves. The difference between us is, that our slaves are 
hired for life, and wellcompensated;?  * s = a 
“ yoursarc hired by the day, not cared for, and scantily com- 

«wedo not think that 
whites should be slaves, either by Jaw or necessity. Our 
slaves are black, of another and inferior race.” ES 
4 = “ Yours are white, of your own race; you are 
brothers of one blood. Ty are. your equals: in natural 
endowment of intellect, and they feel galled by their degra- 
dation. Our slaves do not vote. We give therm no polit- 
icai power. Yours do vote, and, being the majority, they 
are the depositaries of all your political power.” 


The Richmond Enquirer, in 1855, then the 
leading journal of the Democratic party in the 
South, said: 

« At the North, and in Western Europe, by attempting to 
dispense with a natural and necessary, and hitherto uni- 
versal, limb, element, or institution of society, you have 
thrown everything into chaotic confusion. In dispensing 
with domestic slavery, you have destroyed order, and re- 
moved the strongest argument to prove the existence of 
Deity, the author of that order.” 

Again the same journal says, in another: num- 
ber: : i 

“This is but part of our programme; we mean to show 
up free society—to show that the little experiment made in 
a corner of Western Europe has signally failed. ‘Then we 
will invade our North, where a similar experiment is 
making—not made. - We will point to a thousand premoni- 
tory symptoms of ultimate failure, and always adduce the 
Abolitionists themselves as our witnesses. In fine, we 
intend, from time to time, to institute a searching compar- 
ison between slave society and free society, and to prove 
that the former is the old, almost universal, normal, and 
natural, condition of civilized society.” 


The Lynchburg Republican, the leading paper 
in Central Virginia, in 1854, speaking of the 
“awful problem presented for solution by the 


II a 


conflict between capital and labor,” asks: 

« And is there no solution—no harmonizing remedy?” 
7 * = * Woman is inferiorto man; God and 
nature declare the fact; but where the cause of quarrel 
between the two? The child is inferior to its parents; but 
no war can grow up between them. In the last cases, the 
inferiority and subjection have ever been recognized. ‘Not 
so with capital and labor. ‘They have never ceased to fight 
for the mastery, and they NEVER WiH, until their true rela- 
tions are recognized and actcd upon by society. If this 
were done, their clashing interests would be harmonized 
and made identical. How and where is this done? We 


the southern States.” * * $ 


_ & Blavery is 
the corner-stone of our republicanism.” $ * * 


| “Slavery is the great peacemaker between capital ant 


tabor.” ' 
Mr. Fitzhugh, iv a book entitled Free Society 
a Failure, commended very extensively by Dem- 


“We donot adopt the theory that Ham was the ancestor 
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of.the negro race. The Jewish slaves were not negroes, 
and to confine the justification of slavery to that race, would 
4e. to weaken its seriptural authority, and to lose the whole 
weight of profane, authority, for we read of no negro sla- 
very in ancient times.”” x * eis Le, «c Slavery, 
black, or white, is right and necessary.” * * 
“The slaves are governed far better than the free laborers at 
the North are governed. Our negroes are not only better 
off as to physical comfort than free laborers, but their moral 
condition is better.”? 


How different the opinions of the old Republi- 
can party, South as well as North! 


NOTE B. ; 
VIRGINIA OPINION IN THE REVOLUTIONARY ERA. 
George Washington to General La Fayette. 

“ J agree with you cordially in your views in regard to 
negro slavery. Ihave long considcred it a most serious evil, 
both socially and politically, and I should rejoice in any 
feasible scheme to rid our States of such a burden. The 
Congress of 1787 adopted an ordinance which prohibits the 
existence of involuntary servitude in our Northwestern Ter- 
ritory forever. I consider it a wise measure. It met with 
the approval and assent of nearly every member from the 
States more immediately interested in slave labor. The pre- 
. vailing opinion in Virginia is against the spread of slavery in 
our new Territories, AND I TRUST WE SHALL RAVE A ON- 
FEDERACY OF FREE STATES.” 

Same to Robert Morris, 1786. 

“I can only say, that there is nota man living who wishes 
more sincerely than [do to see a plan adopted tor the abo- 
lition of it, [slavery ;] but there is only one proper and of- 
tectual mode in which it can be accomplished, and that is 
by legislative authority; and this, so far as my suffrage 
pir go, shall never be wanting.’ —9 Spark’s Washington, 
158. 

Mr. Jefferson, in his Notes on Virginia: 

“The abolition of domestic slavery is the greatest object 
of desire in these colonies, where it was unhappily intro- 
duced in their infant state. But previous to the enfran- 
chisement of the slaves, it is necessary to exclude further 
importations from Africa’—American Archives, fourth 
series, vol. 1, p. 696. 

Again, Mr. Jefferson, with that wonderful sa- 
gacity which seems almost inspired, not only 
points out the. evil, but, in the same sentence, 
points out the only practical solution of it: 

“ Nothing is more certuinhy written in the book of fute 
THAN THAT THESE PEOPLE ARE TO DE PRED; nor ts U less 
certain that the two races, equally free, cuniol live in the 
same Government, Nature, habit, and opinion, have drawn 
indelible lines of distinetion between then. Te is stil in 
our power to direet the process of emancipation and depor 
ation peaceably, and in fo slow dogs 
will wear off insensibly, and their places bo, p 
filled up with free shite trbarers, A6 oa the coatrary, 
jeft to force itself’ on, buman naturo must shudder at tac 
prospects held up.” 


Madison, in 1780: 


4“ Congress might, for oxample, respecting the introduc- 
tion of slaves into the new States to be formed out of the 


* * 


G 


western territory, make regulations, such as w beyond 
their power in relation to the old setted States 
VIRGINIA OPINION, AS EXPH ED RY MEMBERS OF HER 


LEGISLATORE LATE AS 1932. 

Mr. Moore, of Rockbridge, said: 

“th the first place, | shail confine my remarks to such 
of those evils as affect the white population exclusively 
And even in that point of view J think that slavery 
exists among us, may be regarded as the heaviest cala 
which has ever befallen any portion of the human race.” 

Mr. Rives, of Campbell, said: 

“On the multiplica and desolating evils of slavery he 
was not disposed to say much. The curse and deteriorat- 
ing consequences were within the observation and expe- 
rience of the members of the House and the people of Vir- 
ginia, and it did seem: to him there could not be two opinions 
about it.?? 

Mr. Powell said: 

«ji can scarcely persuade myself that there is a solitary 
gentleman in this House who will not readily admit that 
slavery is an evil, and that its removal, if practicable, is a 
consummation most devoutly to he wished. T have not 
hearg, nor do I expect to kear, a voice raised in this hall to 
the contrary.” 


Another Representative from Jefferson and Har- 

ers. Ferry, Mr. Henry Berry, said: 
P ’ : 

«I believe that no cancer on the physical body was ever 
more certain, steady, and fatal in its progress, than is the 
cancer on the political body of the State of Virginia. Itis 
eating into her very vitals.” 

Mr. Thomas Marshall, of Fauquicr, in the same 
section of Virginia, said: 

‘Wherefore, then, object to slavery? Because it is ruin- 
ous to the whites, retards improvement, roots out an indus- 
trious population, banishes the yeomanry of the country, 
deprives the spinner, the weaver, the smith, the shoemaker, 
the carpenter, of employment and support.”? 

(My. Preston, of Jefferson, Mr. Summers, of 
Kanawa, Mr. Chandler, of Norfolk, Thomas J. 
Randolph, grandson of Jefferson, Mr. Bolling, of 


Buckingham, urged the same views with great | 


eloquence and power.] ” - 


p spread 


Mr. Brodnax, of Dinwiddie, said: 

“Phat slavery in Virginia is an evil, it would be idie, and 
more than idic, for any human being to doubt or deny. It 
ig a mildew which has blighted in its course every region 
it has touched, from the creation of the world.” ` 


The Hon. Charles J. Faulkner, who also resides | 


in the vicinity of. Harper’s Ferry, made a long, 
eloquent, and radically-abolition speech, in which 
he said: i 

“Docs not the same evil exist? fs it not increasing? 
Does not every day give it permanency and force? Is it not 
rising like a heavy and portentous cloud above the horiggn, 
extending its deep and sable volumes athwart the sky, ad 
gathering in its impenetrable folds the active materials of 
elemental war??? 


Mr. James McDowell, of Rockbridge, since 
Governor of the State, and a distinguished mem- 
ber of Congress, said: 

“ Sir, you may place the slave where you please ; you may 
dry up, to your utmost, the fountains of his feclings, the 
springs of his thought; you may close upon his mind every 
avenue to knowledge, and cloud itover with artificial night; 
you may yoke him to your labor as an ox which liveth only 
to work, and worketh only to live; you may put him under 
any process, which, without destroying his value as a slave, 
will debase and erush hin as a rational being; you may do 
this, and the idea that be was born to be free will survive 
inal. Itis allied to his hope of immortality ; it is the ethe- 
real part of his nature, which oppression cannot reach; it 
isa torch lit up in his soul by the hand of the Deity, and 


: never meant to be extinguished by the hand of man.?? 


In another part of the speech, he gives the 
following prophetic warning to the South, and 


4 . x 
; which those who now madly talk about dissolv- 


ing the Union would do well to heed: 


“ If gentlemen do not see and feel the evilof slavery while 
this Federal Union lasts, they will sce and feel it when it is 
gone; they will sce and suffer it then fn a magnitude of 
desolating power, to which ‘the pestilence that walketh at 
noon-day? would beablessing ; to which the malaria which 
is now threatening extinction to the ¢ Eternal City,’ as the 
proud one of the Po: and Cæsars is called, would be as 
refreshing and as balmy as the first breath of spring to the 
chamber of discase.? * *  * Was it the fear ot 
Nat ‘Turner, and his deluded, drunken handfull of fellows, 
which produced, or could produce, such effects? Was it 
this that induced distant counties, where the very name of 
Somilx ‘ange, to arm and cquip for astruggle ? 
uspicion eternally attached to the slave 
on that a Nat Turner might be in every 
ne bloody decd could be acted over at 
any place; that the mater for it were 
; ready for a like ex- 


plosio; 


NOTE C 
Without raising any question as to the integ- 
rity or personal honor of Mr. Calhoun, the facts 
show, | think conclusively, that in 1820, as a 
member of Mr. Monroe’s Cabinet, he must have 


given his opinion in favor of the constitutionality : 


of the Missouri compromise. The denial of Mr. 
Calhoun was made m 1848, almost thirty years 
after the event. It is not positive and absolute in 


j its terms, but is based upon a want of recollection. 
Mr. Dix, ef New York, was speaking upon this : 


question, and Mr. Calhoun said: 
Serf the & 


Sonater will give 3 
sment at once respeeting this subject, as 
} collection will serve me. During the whole 
period of Mr. Monroc’s administration, E remember no oc- 
casion on which the members of his administration gave 
written opinions. I have an impression, though—not a 
very distinct one-——that on one occasion they were required 
to give written opinions; but, for some reason not now 
recollected, the request was not carried into effect.” 


He subsequently denied it, I am told, in more 
positive terms. : i 
The facts, however, going to show,that Mr. 


Calhoun favored the Missouri compromise in 1820 į 


are: 1. An admission made in 1838, by him, in 
these words: 

& He was not a member of Congre. 
mise was made, but it is due to candor to state that his im- 
pressions were in its fi but it is equally due to it to 
say, that, with his present experience and knowledge of the 
spirit which then, for the first time, began to disclose itself, 
he had entirely changed his opinion.”—Appendia Congres- 
sional Globe; 1838, p. 70. 

2. Mr. Dix read in the Senate, July 26, 1848, 
(Appendix Congressional Globe, pp. 1178, 1179,) 
from Mr. Monroe’s manuscripts, a fac simile of a 
paper indorsed ‘ Interrogatories, Missouri, March 
a 1820. To the heatis of Departments and Attorney 

4 2> 

eneral, 


38 when that compro- 


* Questions, (on opposite page.) 

** Has Congress a right, under the powers vested in it by 
the Constitution, to make a regulation prohibiting slavery 
in a Territory? 

“Ts the eighth section of the act which passed both 
Houses on the 3d instant, for the admission of Missouri 
into the Union, consistent with the Constitution??? 


it willbe, perhap:, better | 


3. He also read extracts from the diary of Mr. 
Adams, of March 4, 5, and 6, 1820, positively 
stating that the Cabinet were summoned to give 
their opinions, and that they did give them unani- 
mously in the affirmative, to the first question. 

4. The fue simile of a letter in Mr. Monroe’s 
handwriting, supposed to have been written to 
General Jackson, jn which he says: 

s took the opinion in writing of the Administration as 
to the constitutionality of restraining the Territories, which 
was explicit in favor of it, and as it was that the eighth scc- 
tion of the act was applicable to Territories only, and not to 
States when they should be adinitted into the Union.” 

5. The Index Book of the Department of State, 
referring to the filing of Cabinet answers. 

All these facts together place this matter of his- 
tory beyond reasonable doubt. 


NOTE D. 

_ Extract from Governor St. Clair’s speech (Na- 
tional Intelligencer, December 6, 1802) to the 
Convention of the Northwestern Territory: 

“That the people of a Territory should form a conven- 
tion and a constitution needed no act of Congress. To 
pretend to authorize it was, on their part, an interference 
with the internal affairs of the country, which they had 
neither the power nor the right to make. The act is not 
binging on the people, and is, in truth, a nullity; and could 
it be brought before that tribunal where acts of Congress 
ean be tried, would be. declared a nullity. To all acts of 
Congress that respect the United States (they can make no 
other) in their corporate capacity, and which are extended 
by express words to a Territory, we are bound to yield 
obedicnee. For all internal affairs, we have a complete Le~ 
gislature of our own and in them ureno more bound by an act 
of Congress than we would be bound by an edict of the First 
Consul of France.” 

In his speech, he used other disrespectful lan- 
guage towards Congress, but his main positions 
are based, as I understand him, upon the princi- 
ple stated in his speech on territorial sovereignty. 


. _ NOTE E. 

The title to the Northwestern Territory was dis- 
puted between Now York and Virginia, claimed 
by both, and relinquished by both to the old 
Confederation. Many believe that New York held 
the paramount title. . 


INVASION OF 


TATES. 
i| SPIÆCH OF HON. R. M. T. HUNTER, 


i OF VIRGINIA, 
Senare, January 31, 1860. 


g under consideration the resolution of 
Mr. Dovenas, to instruct the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report a bill to protect each State and Territory of the 
Union against invasion by the authorities or people of any 
other State or Territory 

Mr. HUNTER said: Mr. President, I have 
called up the resolution of the Senator from Hlinois 
‘| because it opens more fally than any other propo- 
| sition before the Senate, the state of the nation on 
| the question of slavery. Indecd, sir, as a com- 
; mentary upon the time, it speaks volumes within 
itself; for what is it but a proposition to suppress 
civil war between the States; a proposition to 
prevent armed invasion by the people of one of 
the confederated States upon those of another? 
And this, too, it must be remembered is founded 
upon no imaginary case; but upon an actual event 
of recent occurrence. It is notorious to us all, 
that the slavcholding States are arming—arming 
not to repel forcign invasion, for therc is no danger 
of that; not to suppress domestic insurrection, 
there is no present apprehension of that; but to 
defend themselves against armed invasions from 
the people of other and confederate States, and to 
prepare for the event, if in their opinion it should 
become necessary, to separate from this Union. 

Now, sir, I propose to ask what is this Union 
whose-value men arc now calculating so calmly | 
and coolly? Whatare the constituent elements 
which compose it; what its moving forces; what. 
has been the result of the political action of those 
forces upon the different sections of this Confed- 
eracy? Why, sir, we know that in the northcast- 
ern section, composed of the northeastern free 
States, there exists a virtual monopoly of the nav- 
igating and manufacturing interests of this Con- 
federacy; that the northwestern States find it most 
to their interest to raise live stock and provisions; 
and that the southern States, owing to the nature of 
| their labor and the ingtitution of slavery, find it 

most profitable te plant, to raise the great staples 
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of cotton, sugar, tobacco, and rice; that in the 
States on the Pacific coast, we find another and 
different great product-—I mean the mining of gold. 

It will be perceived, that owing to the peculiar 
constitution of southern labor, these interests are 
nothostile and rival, but subsidiary. Finding it 
more profitable to apply their labor to the planting 
interest than to navigation or manufactures, they 
become a great people of customers and not of 
rivals to the great northeastern interests of nav- 
igationand manufactures, The same may be said, 
to a great extent, of the provision-raising States 
of the Northwest. And thus itis plain that, owing 
to this very constitution of society, we havea col- 
lection not of hostile but of subsidiary interests. 

_ Now, sir, the precise value of this southern 
market to the northeastern States I cannot estimate 
with precision; but I have the data which will en- 
able us to reach some approximate results which I 
think will be startling, and atleast within the mark. 
I find, by a statement from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, that the portion of the foreign exports which 
were produced in the South during the last fiscal 
year, 1s estimated at $200,000,000; and it has also 
been given to me by ong who is well calculated, by 
his previous pursuits and studies, to express an 
opinion on thatsubject, thatthe value of the freights 
upon these exporis ranged from seven to eight per 
cent.on the value of the cargo, making something 
like fourteen million dollars upon. these experts. 
The value of the freights upon the return trade he 
estimates, and J acknowledge itis a merc estimate, 
at a third of that upon exports, which would give 
something like twenty-one or twenty-two million 
dollars in the freights of the whole forcign trade; |} 
and seven-tenths of this, he says, belongs to our 
own navigating interest. The coasting trade, in |} 
which they have a monopoly, probably yields 
them nearly if not quite as much more; making a || 
sum which they annually derive from southern į; 
commerce for this navigating interest, probably 
ranging between thirty and forty million dollars. 

In regard to the market which is opened for the 
manufacturing interest, I can approximate toa |; 
somewhat nearer result. If we take De Bow’s 
estimate of $1,000,000,000, in round numbers, as | 
the annual value of the manufacturing product, 
in 1850, and if we suppose the southern people to 
consume in proportion to population, and the 
people of the northeastern States to contribute in 
their proportion of two thirds of the manufactures 
of the whole Union, we shall find that at that day 
the southern States consumed something move | 
than $350,000,000; and when we come to add the | 

robable increase, rating it at fifty per cent., which į 
is a small addition when we compare it with the } 
| 
H 
| 


annual increase at former decennial periods, we 
find that now there are probably something like 
$480,000,000 of the manufactures of those States 
consumed in the South. Suppose that one half 
of this represents the wages of labor, some 
$240,000,000, and allow cighty dollars (which is | 
an immense estimate) per head for cach man, | 
woman, and child, and this consumption would | 
represent a population of something like three mil- | 
lion people. It is to be remembered that I have not | 
added to this the population which is supported | 
out of the profits of capital, the population which | 
is supported out of the earnings of freight, or the | 
population which is supported out of that portion | 
of southern commerce which is now centralized at | 
New York, and but for the Union would have | 
gone South. . I say, therefore, that it is a mod- 
erate estimate to suppose that there are from three | 
to four million human beings in the northeastern 
States who owe their livelihood and subsistence | 
to the commerce of the South, and who but for | 
this commerce would cither be forced to emigrate | 
or to starve, unless, indeed, other markets of equal | 
value could be found somewhere else in the world. | 
In regard to the number who are thus sustained in 
the northwestern States, I have no means of esti- 
mating. I only know that the southern market 
for their products is of immense valuc;aud1 know, 
too, that to that market must be credited the supe 
plies which they furnish to those three or four 
million people who are sustained by the southern 
custom inthe manufacturing and navigating States 
of the Northeast. | 

So that wesee, Mr. President, as I said before, i; 
that owing to the constitution of southern labor, || 
tiere are these vast interests which are not hostile, |! 


$ 
| 
| 


| tainly hurried by the favoring operation of thi 


| credit, which, so far as the Federal revenue is 


| in addition to this, they located in the Northeast 


, doing justice to both; and, therefore, he comes in 
| as an impartial arbiter, so far as he has influence, 
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but of mutual assistance to each other. The south- 
ern planter employs the northern shipper to trans- || 
port his products abroad; the southern consumer ! 
uses the northern manufacture; and owing to the 
constitution of southern population, these north- 
eastern producers find therc a market in which they 
are undisturbed by rivals. The same may be said 
to a considerable extent of the market of the cot- 
ton States for the provisions of the Northwest; 


contributing its immense amounts to give stabil- 
ity to that system of ercedit.in which all are inter- 
ested, and greatly adding in themselves to the | 
general mass of the wealth of the country. 

But what now, let me ask, has been the opera- 
tion of this Government on these sectional inter- 
ests? Why, sir, it is notorious that the naviga- 
ting and manufacturing interests have grown up 
under the shadow of the protective system. The 
fishing vessels to this day draw bounties from the 
Treasury of the United Status. So far as the 
coasting navigation is concerned, the American— 
which means merely the northeastern—shipping, 
has by law a complete monopoly of the tradé, and 
almost the same thing may be said of their man- 
ufacturing interest, which has grown up under a 
system of heavily protecting duties. We all know 
that heavy duties have been laid in past times not | 
mercly for the parposes of revenue, but in order 
to enhance the price of thg foreign product so 
much that the home manufacturer might find his 
market here. Nor is this all, sir, We find some- 
thing of the same operation in regard to the sys 
tem of ereditand of foreign commerce. Lacknowl- 
edge that, when the Union was onee established, 
natural causes would have concentrated the com- ; 
merce in the Northeast; but that event was cer- 


General Government; for when it determined to ij 
take bank paper in payment of public dues, what 
vas that but an indorsement of the bank credit, | 


| t | of sustaining the weight which might- safe 
and then comes the gold product of California, |} 


which was but a representative of the individual 


concerned, was on a par with specie? And when 


the United States bank, which had so large a con- 
trol over banking credit, is it not manifest that | 
they hastened this process of concentration? 

i speak riot of these things in the way of com- 
plaint. I am giving a merc narrative of facts. But 
now, I would ask, what has been the influence of 
southern power, so far as we have had power, on 
this Government? Has it not been eminently 
conservative? Must it not be so from the nature | 
of things? The slaveholder, owning both capital 
and labor, represents both, and is interested in 


to settle those disputes between capital and labor 
which occur in every civilized Government. Be- 
ing, as the South is, a minority power in this 
Confederacy; having a great interest which is con- 
stantly assailed, and which it can only proteet 
within the Union under the Constitution, its in- 
terests, as well as its principles, have made it the 
watch-dog of the Constitution, and the defender 
and the guardian of all the limitations and restric- 
tions on the absolute will of the majority. Con- i! 
tributing 


g, as it does, more to the public fise than | 
it receives in return in the shape of appropriation, 
its interest leads it to economy of expenditures 
inthe General Government. And are not these 
functions, which are undoubtedly performed by 
the South, eminently conservative? Are they not 
of great value and use to every section and every | 
interest in this Confederacy? Are we not all in- 
terested in supporting and maintaining the Con- 
stitutionof the United States ? It is to be observed, 
too, in regard to these interests, that while others 
have grown up under the fostering and protecting 
hand ofthe Government, the South has neverasked 
one dollar to sustain an interest of hers, unles 
you execpt the few sugar-planters, who consti- 
tute but a minority of her population. 

If, then, F am right, Mr. President, we see here 
a mass of vast and associated interests which mu- | 
tually contribute to the support of exch other, 
constituting, if I may use the simile, a mighty 
arch, which by its concentrated strength, and 
by the mutual support of its parts, is able to sus- 
tain such a social superstructure as perhaps is 


| abolish slavery in the arsenals, in the 
i in the District of Columbia, and, worse than all, 


unparalleled in the history of man; and is it not | 


obyiousy too, that the very’ keystone of this arch 
consists in the black marble block of African sla= 
very? Knock that out,and the mighty fabric, 


| with all that it upholds, topples and. tumbles.to 


its fall. Iwill not say that out of its scattered 
material you might not build up something use- 
ful and great, but 1 will say that these separate 
pillars, in detached columns, would be incapable 
re- 
pose upon the compact and consolidated: arch. .. 

Now, sir, one would say that that keystone was 
safe from any internal attacks, or from the attacks 
of those who valued those industrial interests 
which it helps to uphold and maintain; and yet, 
strange to say, the institution-of slavery has been 
the object of continual and persistent warfare for 
more than forty years. It commenced with the 
Missouri restriction, which undertook to put the 
southern scheme of social organization under the 
ban of this Government; which proclaimed that the 
slavcholding States should not have equal rights 
to expand and spread their systems and their in- 
stitutions into the common territory, the common 
property of the Union. Having commenced it 
thus, the war was continued, by an abuse of what 
was called the right of petition, which was used 
to make the common Fall of that Government, 
which was designed for the protection of all, the 
theater for agitation against the social system of 
the South, and against its peace and its safety. Sir, 
what was the object of those petitions, and of the 
debate which they occasioned, except to make the 


| slaveholder odious aad to make the institution of 
| slavery detestable in the eyes of all northern men, 
and of the whole civilized world, so far as they 


could do it? Why, sir, its series of propositions 


| looked directly toa moral waz, to be waged through 
| this Government, and on the floors of the common 


Congress of the Confederacy, against this insti- 
tution ofthe States, against their peace and safety. 
In defiance of the Constitution, they proposed to 

Tock-yarde, 


they proposed to abolish the slave trade between 
the States, under specious pretexts that evils ac- 


| companied this trade, as if the same evils might 


not be found in connection with emigration from 
abroad; as if forced emigration, either of whites 
or blacks, whether occasioned by the necessities 
of poverty or by the will of the master, would not 
be accompanied with evil, and with occasional 
scenes of distress. 

And yet, sir, anybody who has studied the his- 
tory of the past, cannot have failed to observe 
that it is this very operation which has enabled the 
black to improve in his physical. and'moral con- 
dition so rapidly in the South; because, when his 
numbers press on the.means of subsistence, and 
times are likely to go hard with him, the law-of 
profit intervenes, and he is transported to a coun- 
ry where his labor is more profitableand-he gcts 
a larger share of the product in return; and it so 
happens, by a beneficial arrangement of Provi- 
dence, that the very line of direction. which the 
law of profit would give him is that which is best 
for his own happiness and improvement, for it 
takes him to a chmate which is more congenial to 
his physical wants and his nature. It was thus 
thatslavery has been transferred from the North to 
the South. But for this, if he had been pent up, as 
was proposed, it is manifest that not only he, but 


| the white who was associated with him, must have 


retrograded. A child ofthesun, it would seem that 
the law, alike of his happiness and of his progress, 
consisted in his-constant gravitation towards the 
source from whence he sprung. 

But, sir, as this party increased, it proceeded 
to take still more dangerous grounds; and we heard 
it boldly announced that the guarantees given to 
the slavcholding interest, in regard to fugitive 
slaves—and if so, it must be the casc in all other 
respeets—were annulled by the obligations of a 
higher law. How they practiced upon this-pre-~ 


-eept, we have scen in the list of shameful evasions 


of this constitutional obligation which was given 
us the other day by my friend from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] in the course of his masterly speech, 
when he referred to the personal-hberty laws of 
so many of the non-slaveholding States of this 
Confederacy. 

Mr. President, is it surprising that these bitter 
seeds of sectional hate and alicnation, which have 
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been ‘sown so industriously, should have borne 
their bloody fruit in the raid of John Brown? Is 
it surprising that men who were taught to look 
on us'as accursed of man and God, and as sus- 
taining. institutions which are incapable of pal- 
liation or defense, feel that they are justified in 
attacking us by all the means in their power, no 
matter what may be the consequence? I know 
that gentlemen have risen here todisclaim all sym- 
pathy or approbation with that attack, and 1 do 
not mean, any means, to impeach their sin- 
cerity; but it is to be remarked that in none of the 
non-slaveholding States where the Republican 
party have the predominance have the Governors 
of those States, or, as far as I know, the Legis- 
latures, proposed any legislation which was cal- 
culated to punish and repress such attacks in the 
future; and it is also to be remembered that the 
Republican party at this session chose for its can- 
didate as Speaker of the other House a man who 
had indorsed a book which preached precisely 
what John Brown practiced; which recommended 
that they should get up servile war and dissension 
between the different classes of whites, in order 
to disturb our peace, and to injure our scheme and 
our system of society. Nor, sir, will it be strange 
if the northern emissary who goes in our midst 
carrying Helper’s book, which has these objects 
in view, should soon be followed by others who 
bear with them Sharpe’s rifle and the pike. Is it 
not. manifest that, if the teachings of that book be 
carried out, it can lead to nothing else than the 
repetition of such assaults as those that we have 
lately witnessed ? i 

Now, I will ask for what purpose is this war- | 
fare waged on us? It must have some end in 
view. It cannot be agitation for the mere sake 
of agitation, for even the Abolitionist would say 
that that was wanton cruelty and reckless wick- 
edness; and if it has any end in view, what can 
that end be but the abolition of slavery in the 
States? What can they have in view but to make 
the institution so odious, so uncomfortable, so 
dangerous,‘as to force, if they can, the whites of 
the southern States to emancipate the slaves; and 
yet, if they had the power to-morrow they would 
not dare, ln if they did they would soon be pun- 
ished by their own constituents,) for their own 
sakes, to emancipate these negroes. What would 
be the consequences if they did? Would not j 
both races decline? Would not industry decay? | 
Would not the British experiment be repeated; 
and what would become of themselves? How | 
many northern ships would be laid up to rot at 
their whatves when the cotton and the great sta- | 
ples of the South were no longer produced to give 
them freights? How many looms would be idle 
when the cotton was wanting which was neces- | 
sary to put them in motion? How many manu- j 
factories would be stopped when the rich markets | 
of the South were dricd up and exhausted and į 
closed to them? How many of their own people į 
would be forced to emigrate or to starve? How | 
many of their homesteads would be desolate? 
Sir, if they were to attempt it, it would not be 
three months after the deed was done before their 
own people would drive them into the sea, if there | 
was no other mode of escaping the consequences 
of their acts. It is impossible that they could do 
it, even if they had the political power. Why, 
then, keep up this war and this agitation? If it 
is designed for any end, that is the end; but their 
own interests and their own safety would pre- 
vent it. | 

But does any man suppose that such a warfare | 
can be constantly kept up, without leading to a || 
severance and dissolution of this Union? Do you | 
not virtually invite the southern States to secede, |! 
when you offer them wrongs and injuries, be- 
cause of their association with you, which you | 
could not practice towards them if they were sep- | 
arate and independent States? Is not this a vir- 
tual Invitation to them to secede? - Are not the 
wrongs and insults which you are offering us m į; 
themselves a cause of war as between independ- 
ent nations? Suppose the French, now in alli-j| 
ance with the English, were to send such emissa- | 
ries as this Helper into the East Indies, to stir up || 
civil strife, to produce domestic insurrection, to 
sow the seeds of dissension between Europeans | 
of the haif and of the whole blood in the British | 


i 


i 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 


Indian empire: suppose that the French Govern- |! 


ment were to make their diplomatic communica- 
tion with the British Government the means and 
the medium of taunts and insults, for the cruelties 


which have been practiced and connived at under | 


the British Government in India, how long would 
the entente cordiale last? ~ How long before either 
shore of the Channel would resound with the roar 
of those immense engines of destruction which 
each nation has been taxing its ingenuity to invent 
and construct? And is it to be supposed that a 
similar and worse grievance can be kept up here 
without leading to the consequences of severance 
and separation on the part of the South. 

I know, sir, it has been said that the South 
would be whipped into the Union; that the South 
cannot dissolve it. This might be provoking if 
it were not so absurd. We probably number 
now something like thirteen million people. We 
cover, as was said by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Toomss] the other day, cight hundred. and 
forty thousand square miles of magnificent terri- 
tory. Is it possible that such a people with such 
resources could be coerced into submission? So 
far as foreign alliances are concerned, who does 
not know that cotton is king—a king who can 
command alliances with the flects, of all the civ- 
ilized world to keep open the ports through which 
they were to obtain the raw material that keeps 
alive their starving population > 

But, Mr. President, suppose they could subduc 
the South; suppose they could whip it; what 
would they do afterwards? Would they emanci- 
pate the slaves? I think I have shown thatthey 
could not do so, except at the sacrifice of interests 
which are too dear to themselves. What would 
they do with these conquered provinces? Rule 
them as such? That would involve a change both 
of the Constitution and the Government. Would 
they introduce them into the Governmentas they 
were before? By their mere vis inertia they could 

mta stop to the machinery of the Government. 
he South now, without leaving the Union, could 
paralyze this Government so that it would be 
worthless toall who were concerned in it. Suppose 
its State Legislatures were to passtaxing laws, and 
they could pass such laws under the decisions of 
the Supreme Court, which, in fact, shut out north- 
ern trade and commerce; suppose they should 
make personal intercourse so dangerous and bur- 
densome, that it would cease; suppose its members 
here, fecling that this Government was an instru- 
ment of oppression, were to choose to use their 
power under the Constitution to obstruct and to 
thwart it, when would you get your House or- 
ganized, your appropriation bills passed; and after 
they were introduced who would know in what 
shape they would pass ? Sir, this coercion of which 
they speak is impossible. 1f you were to engage 
in such a contest, victory would be worse to you 
than defeat; because, if you conquered, you would 
destroy the industry on which you yourselves 
depended; whilst, on the other hand, if the South 
constituted a separate and independent confed- 
cracy, you might still enjoy a portion of that rich 
commerce of which youare now deriving the fruits. 

Task, then, again, why this agitation,and why 
this war upon us? I am told that itis because 
slavery is a sinful institution—yes, sir, that the 
institution is asin, and abhorrent to man and to 
God. Has not expericnee shown that when the 
black and the white race are thrown together, if 
you establish the relation of master and slave be- 
tween them, that such a society is capable of a 
grcat development, morally, socially, and politi- 
cally; that such an organization is best for the hap- 
piness of both races; and has it not been proved, 
by actual experiment, that if you destroy that re- 
lation, both races decline, and industry decays? 
Oan that state of things be wrong which leads to 
the happiness of both races? Can that be right 
which inflicts on them irremediable mischief and 
injury? But by what right does any man under- 
take to say that a political institution which can 
be shown to be the normal condition of human 


| Society, and which has subsisted as long ago as 


we have human history, is a sin, when there is 
not a respectable nation in the world that has not, 
at some period of its existence, maintained it? 
There is not a respectable system of civilization 
known to history, or at the present period, whose | 


foundations were not laid in this institution of 
domestic slavery. 


That it was the case in regard to the nationsof 
antiquity, we all know. That the European na- 
tions commenced, and based, their systems of civ- 
ilization on this institution, is notorious; and itis 
not yet two centuries since slavery was legal in 
Taslend and France. That we ourselves owe the 
early settlement and wonderful extension of our 
population in this country to the slavery which 
was introduced into all the Atlantic States, is ob- 
vious to whoever will consider the proposition. 
But for that forced labor, if we had depended on 
whites alone, it is probable that neither should we 
have settled up the country rapidly enough, nor 
have had population enough, to have made and 
maintained the great revolutionary issue at the 
time when it occurred; and if we had failed then, 
how much of our subsequent history would have 
been left untold? Here, sir, upon this continent, 
those Indian tribes that did not establish slavery 
were mere nomades, without arts, without civiliza 
tion; and those nations in which slavery was es- 
tablished, as the Aztecs and the Peruvians, main- 
tained a social organization, the monuments of 
whose power still excite respect and admiration. 
Sir, the monuments of the Incas exceed in mag- 
nitude anything that has been achieved by thefr 
Spanish successors. Take the American States 
south of our boundary, and which of them in 
which slavery has been abolished has not deteri- 
orated, and which of them has improved except 
the Portuguese settlement of Brazil, in which Af- 
rican slavery was, and is, established ? 

Sir, the history of slavery in the European civ- 
ilization, and of its emancipation, is familiar to 
us all. It scems in the beginnings of society to 
be necessary. When the moral impulses to labor 
are not sufficiently strong, it requires physical 
force: and, accordingly, it has been used in the 
early history of all civilized people; and where 
the races are equal, the slave, in process of time, 
by his improvement, will vindicate his equality; 
and when he has done that, his labor becomes 
more profitable as a freeman than as a slave, and 
emancipation then becomes profitable, both to 
master and slave. It was thus that it was accom- 
plished in European society without shock and 
without injury to any one, convulsing no Gov- 
ernment, and disturbing no interest in society. It 
commenced first in the free cities, where the most 
intelligent laborers and the mechanics were gath- 
ered; and afterwards, when the predial laborer, 
the rural serf, increased in intelligence and virtue, 
it became profitable to emancipate him, too.. 

Now, sir, if the negro race be equal to the white 
race, as the A bolitionistsmaintain, it will vindicate 
its equality by its improvement, and the same 
process will take place; but if, on the contrary, 
he be an inferior, as I maintain and believe he is, 
then experience has shown that the happiest re- 
lation which you can establish between that race 
and the white, is the relation of master and slave. 

l ask then, sir, by what authority it is that an 
institution which all Governments have found ne- 
eessary, and which has been common to nearly 
all the nations of the world, is now pronounced 
a sin and a crime? Is the voice of experience to 
go for nothing? Are its teachings without value? 

But we arc told that slavery is contrary to the 
abstract principles of right, and the great maxim 
of do as you would bédone by.’ Mr. Presi- 
dent, I acknowledge the truth of this maxim, and 
properly interpreted, it vindicates by its wisdom 
its divine origm; but when misapplied and mis- 
represented, it may be made the means of infinite 
mischief. If I were to do as 1 would be done by 
in his ease, I would probably set free the mur- 
derer from the jail whercin he was confined; but 
if I would do as I would be done by to the thou- 
sands of innocent people on whom he would thus 
be turned loose, I would not aid his escape. If! 
were to do as I.would be done by in this case, I 
would, perhaps, emancipate the slaves; but if J 
were to do as I would bedone by to the millions 
of whites and blacks who are interested in main- 
taining that relation, I would do nothing to dis- 
turb it. 

But, sir, if in truth it be such a sin and such a 
curse that the conscience of any large party in tlie 
North cannot enter into compact or bonds with 
it, that they can have no connection with it, that 
they cannot carry out the guarantees and the 


! stipulations of the Constitution which look to its 
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protection, then I say as honest and honorable 
men they ought to propose a separation; for is it 
fair, is it honest, to take everything in the com- 
act which benefits them, and to refuse the stipu- 
ations which were made on their part for our 
benefit, on the ground that their conscicnce pre- 
vents them from carrying them out? Would not 
the honest course, on the contrary, be to come 
forward and say, ‘our fathers have made a hard 
bargain for us, one which we find we cannot keep 
consistently with conscience; we cannot for con- 
science’ sake return your fugitive slave as this in- 
strument requires; we cannot for conscience’ sake 
aid in repressing domestic insurrections when the 
slaves arise to assert their freedom; and that being 
the case, we feel that it is neither proper nor hon- 
orable that we should exact from you the condi- 
tions which are beneficial to us; and we therefore 
propose a separation.” Sir, my word for it, if 
the proposition were to come from the northern 
States based on such ground, there would be no 
resistance in the South, and I do not know but 
in a possible separation there might be some sys- 
tem of aconfederacy of confederacies which would 
secure some, but not all, of the blessings that 
would follow this Union administered properly, 
according to the spirit of justice and the Constitu- 
tion. It would probably separate into some three 
or four smaller unions, and these perhaps might 
be united by some looser bond, closer than the Eu- 
ropean system, but not operating, as the present 
Constitution does, upon the individual, but oper- 
ating upon the several unions in the nature of a 
treaty—a treaty which might secure to cach of 
them the united strength of all in repelling foreign 
invasion, and might sccure, perhaps, to all of 
them some of the present advantages of trade and 
intercourse, opening up to them the means of 
developing their own systems in peace and safety. 
Butwhy, Lask, force us to this alternative? Tf 
I am right in the view I have taken of the great 
industrial interests of the different sections; if in 
truth they ought to be, if this Government were | 
properly administered, subsidiary instead of being | 
rival and hostile; if our institutions be,as I have 
shown, founded in necessity and can be vindicated 
upon any view of law, moral or divine; or if that 
bea matter exclusively for our own consideration, 
and under our system of Confederation, and has 
been made so hy the Constitution; I say if all this 
be so, why keep up this war, why continue this 
agitation? 
It is said by some of those of the anti-slavery | 
party who are the least extreme in their views, 
> we admit the propricty of much that you say 
in regard to the institution in the States; we ac- 
knowledge that we have no right to interfere with 
it there, and we do not claim the power to do so; 
but you insist upon extending this institution of 
slavery and carrying it into thé Territories of the 
Union; itis there that we resist you; it is there’ 
that we are determined not to permit you to exer- 
cise any such right as that which you claim under 
the Constitution.” But, Mr. President, do we 
claim anything in this regard which is not our 
right under the Constitution? If we do make the 
claim, has it not becn asserted to be our constitu- 
tional right by the Congress that repealed the Mis- 
souri restriction, by the President who signed the 
bill, by the Supreme Court who decided the fa- 
mous Dred Scott case? And if it be our consti- 
tutional right, by what atihority, moral or polit- 
ical, can you prevent our thus extending the 
social system of the slaveholding States? i 
But, sir, 1 am willing for the present to lay aside 
the constitutional view, and I desire to discuss 
it as a mere question of propriety. What interest 
have you in preventing us from extending the so- 
cial system of the slavcholding States into the 
vacant territory of the Union? Is it not demon- 
strable that to do sa, would increase your relative 
share of political power, your relative share of the 
voting power of this Government, and, not only 
that, but will it not increase your relative capac- 
ity to accumulate and to acquire wealth? Sup- 
pose the Seuth, instead of having this mixed pop- 
ulation of whites and negroes, was peopled entirely 
with the white race, would New England have us 
greata relative share of political power then as | 
she hasuow? We should be represented then in | 
exact proportion to our population. Now, we are | 
represented only according to a part of it. 
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pose the South, again, were filled entirely with 
whites, would New England enjoy her markets as 
undisturbed by rivals as she now does? If the 
South were peopled only by whites, is it not ob- | 
vious that rivals would grow up as fast as cus- 
tomers; that we, too, would engage in manufac- 
tures, in commerce, and in navigation; and thus 
those States would not have near the share of the 
profits arising from this valuable custom that they 
now enjoy; and, if that be true in regard to the 
old southern States, is it not true in regard to any 
extension hereafter to be made? If we should 
extend, by increasing the slaveholding States, is 
it not manifest that the relative share of political 
power of New England would be greater for that 
extension than if the Union were increased by 
adding free States; and is it not just as plain that 
her relative capacity to accumulate wealth would 
be greater when our territory was settled in a mode 
which gave her customers without a rival, than if 
that settlement were made entirely by a free pop- 
ulation. 

Upon what calculation, then, is it that you can 
say that it dinrinishes your powcr to extend the 
social system of the slaveholding States, and that 
it increases your power to extend the number of 
free States? I ask upon what supposition can you 
niake that declaration, except upon the belief that 
there is a natural and eternal hostility between the 
free and the slave States. If that be true; if there 
be a natural and irrepressible hostility between the 
free and: the slave States, it is not only an argu- 
ment with the North against the further extension 
of the slaveholding States, but it is an argument 
against the present Union. If there be this irre- 
pressibleand natural hostility between the free and 
the slave States, there ought to be no Union be- 
tween them; for this Union can only promote the 
happiness of the people when they entertain fra- į 
ternal feelings towards cach other; it can only suc- | 
ceed when it is founded on the affection of the | 
people; but if it is to be a source of eternal strife, | 
it becomes worse than an ill-assorted marriage, | 
and the sooner the parties separate the better. But, | 
is there, in truth, any such natural hostility; is | 
there, in truth, any such innate antagonism be- | 
tween the social systems of the two scctions? In | 
order to answer this question,T propose, for a brief | 
space, to analyze and compare the two systems of 
society, and see whether, in truth, they may not 
be made subsidiary instead of being antagonists of 
cach other. : 

Sir, in the free-labor system of social organiza- | 
tion, the family is the unit—the family, composed | 
In the slaveholding sys- |} 
tem of organization, the household is the unit— | 
the howschold being composed of the family and | 
of the slaves, who are united to the head of that | 
family by the obligations of ownership, and the i 
yetgentler ties of constant intercourse and familiar |; 
association. In the free States, these families are 
divided into two classes—the capitalists and the 
laboring class. The laboring class sells its ser- 
vices for a limited period to the capitalist class for |, 
the means of subsistence. That bargain is hard || 
or easy, in proportion as the supply of labor is |! 
greater or Jess, in proportion to the demand for it į; 
on the part of capital; and in periods of scarcity || 
and of commercial pressure, the bargain on the part | 
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of the laborer is often hard indeed—it giving him 
frequently not enough for comfortabie subsist- 
enee, and sometimes starving him outaltogcther. | 
In the southern system of society, no such difi- |) 
culty can occur. There the laborer is sure of shel- 
ter, of raiment, and of food; for, if the profits of || 
the master do not cnable him to give him these, || 
the master must use his capital; and if neither his | 
profits nor his capital will allow him to do it, then || 
he must transfer him to some onc else, who is able |! 
to provide him with these comforts; and thus,*in f 
any event, the laborer is assured of the physical | 
comforts and necessaries of life. H 
! 
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But under the free system of society, there are | 
more ways than one by which the laboring class 
secks to obtain the price of its services; for it sceks | 
to obtain them sometimes, not merely by volun- | 
tary contract, but if it have a share in the Gov- | 
ernment it carries this contest into the halls of 
legislationand secks to settle it, sometimes through 
the forms of legislation, or worse stili, by phys- 
ieal force and the sword. Whenever the profits |: 
of production come to be distributed between labor Í | 


| try, ‘that high taxes are the ostensible ca 
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and capital, either through the forms of legislation’ 
or through the sword, the Government declines’ 
and industry decays. ‘These consequences are: 
so much dreaded, that with statesmen it hasal- 
ways been an object of anxious care so to consti- 

tute their governments, with check and balances,” 
as to prevent these contests-between labor. and: 
capital from disturbing the course of legislation; 
and so much afraid haye they been of them, that 
in few Governments of the world hag the.laborér 
been permitted to have a share of political power., 
In the British Government, where the laboring 

class have some small share.of political power, 

the danger of such contests has: Been a constant 

subject of anxiety. When the laboring popu- 

lation increases faster than capital accumulates, 

fearful scenes of suffering often ensue, and these 

are only to be prevented by affording new outlets 

in which they may colonize the surplus popula- 

tion, or else by discovering and opening up new 

fields of industry; and to do this, has been the 

object of the constant care and forethought of the 

British statesman for the last three centuries. To 

accomplish it, he has become the great robber of 

the world, robbing by sea and by land, to obtain 

the means to feed his poor; and notwithstanding 

all these efforts, it has often occurred that he has 

had to use the bayonct and the ball to prevent a 

bloody settlement of the contest between the man 

who owned and the man who worked the British 

loom. t 

But, Mr. President, in our system of society 
there is no such danger. The contest between 
capital and labor iscompromised and settled in the 
constitution of the household. It-does not enter 
into the Government. The master who wiclds 
the power of government is interested both in 
labor and capital, and it is to his interest to do jus- 
tice to both. Accordingly, whatever influence he 
may possess in the Government, as I said before, 
is exercised impartially in settling these contests 
between labor and capital. 

It is in this country alone. that we have found 
the first attempt to unite a system of free labor 
with sclf-governmentand universal suffrage, such 
as prevails in the North; an experiment which 1 
acknowledge has so far succeeded; an experiment 
which I hope is destined toan ultimate anda great 
success, I wish it success; but I must say that 
itis an cxperimont as yet, for it has not been cx- 
posed to the severe trials and difficultics it must 
encounter when population begins to press on the 
means of subsistence. So far, we have had a con- 
stant outlet for the surplus population in the rich 
and magnificent vacant territory which we pos- 
sessed. It is only to be really and severely tested 
and tried when numbers increase so rapidly as to 
press upon the means of subsistence. TI hope that 
by that time the intelligence and the-virtue ofẹhe ` 
people may so increase, and that the improvements 
of the productive power of manmay be so great, 
as to enable them to meet and surmount the diffi- 
culty; but I must say that whether they will do 
it or not, is entirely uncertain and remains a doubt 
and a problem, for if they have succeeded so far 
they have not only had the advantage of never 
having been exposed to this difficulty and this 
trial, but they have been associated in their. gen- 
cral government with this other scheme of society 5 
and } believe that the influence of this last has 
heen eminently conservative, and has assisted the 
success of theirexperiment so far. 1 believe, too, 
that nothing could more help the future success 


| of their experiment than the continual association 


with a scheme of society thus founded,and whose 
influences must be thus just, and thus impartial, 
in settling whatever contests and difficulties may 
arise between capital and Jabor. 

Mr. President, to show that Lam indulging. in 
no fancy sketch, that Lam getting up no fictitogs 


alarms, allow me to refer to an event in history 


which, although not very distant, seems to have 
nassed away from the recollection of many of us; 
Į mean Shay’s Rebellion. Let us see whatit was 


i that prompted it, and by what motives they were 


governed who carried it on: 
“< Tt is, indeed, a fact,’ said General Knox, a New Eng- 


i land man, after returning from a visit to the eastern coun- 


of the commo- 
tion, but that they are the real cause, is as remote trom 
The people who are the 
s have never paid any, or but very little, taxes. 
see the weakness of Government: they feelat once 
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their own poverty, compared with the opulent, and their 
own foree; and they are determined to make use of the 
latter, in order to remedy the former. Their creed is, that 
the property of the United States has been protected from 
confiscation by the joint exertions of all, and, therefore, 
ought to be common to all. And he that attempts opposi- 
tion to this creed is an cnemy to equity and justice, and 
ought to be swept from the face of the earth.’ 2 Marshals 
Washington, volume 2, page 118. 

Colonel Lee, a member of Congress, drew the 
following picture of the condition of the eastern 
country at that time: 

“General Knox has just returned, and his report, 
grounded on his own knowledge, is replete with melancholy 
information: A majority of the peopic of Massachusetts 
are in opposition to the Government. Some of the leaders 
avow the subversion of it to be their object, together with 
the abolition of debts, the division’ of property, and a re- 
union with Great Britain. In all the eastern States, the 
same temper prevails more or less, and will certainly break 
forth when the opportune moment may arrive. ‘The mal- 
contents are in close connection with Vermont, and that 
district, it is believed, is in negotiation with the Govern- 
ment of Canada. In one word, my dear General, we are 
allin dire apprehension that a beginning of anarchy, with 
all its calamities, is made, and we have ng means to stop 
the dreadiul work.?*-—-Marshall’s Washington, volume 2, 
page 19. 

I find that there are symptoms that the feeling 
which prompted and instigated that rebellion, 
which is shown to have been so formidable in its 
day, and which required to be put down by arms, 
ig still alive. In the correspondence which was 
found in the possession of John Brown in the late 
Harper’s Ferry affair, there is a letter which could | 
not but strike me. Itis a letter written by the 
brother of one of those men who perished in that 
affair, with the evident intention of dissuading 
him from engaging in it; and what does he say? 

“You surely do not go against State rights? and admit- 
ting this, then the slave States bave the same right to hold 
slaves, Coustitutionally, that the North have to prohibit it. 
Where does slavery commence? Not when man subjects 
his fellow to bondage. Oh, uo, indeed; this is not the worst 
form of slavery. ‘Lhe evil commenced when onc man, by 
employing a number of his fellows, and he himself lived on 
the profits of their labor. Thus, toiling year after year, the 
laborer becomes more ignorant and poor, the employer more 
wise and wealthy; and, by-and-by, the poor man becomes | 
an easy vietiin to the cupidity of the aristocrat. What he | 
first received pay for, heat last is obliged to do for nothing. | 
Now, let me lay down arule that shall do away with slavery. | 
Let each and every man produce with manual labor what į 
he consumes.” i 

So that we sec, Mr. President, that the same j| 

„leaven is still at worl, and work it must, because i 
it proceeds from the very constitution of human | 
nature. I mention it not by way of reproach. ; 
Every wise and prudent man, every statesman | 
must know that the hyman breast is Instinct with | 
certain passions; and statesmen and wise men, in- | 
stead of ignoring them, must prepare to restrain | 
and to guide thom. Now, L say that with an ex- | 
periment which is exposed to such dangers, iti 
seems tome there could not be a better thing than | 
to associate it In the same government with an | 
influence like ours, with a scheme of society sim- | 
ilar to that which has been introduced into the | 
southern States. 

But, sir, E am told that all this is wrong; you | 
oppose its extension, because the system itself, | 
you say, is wrong; because, in your opinion, itis | 
doing mischief to the world. If Lam right as to | 
the past, if the teachings of history, if the expe- 
rience of man are to be trusted, we have no right 
to denounce this system of society as wrong. I 
have shown that itis the normal condition of hu- 
man society; that a large majority of mankind 
have practiced, and still practice upon it; and if I 
had time or taste for the task, I could go into a 
still closer comparison, and show you that some 
things that you denounce as cvils of slavery are 
to be found in what is called voluntary servitude 
for wages in the crowded States of the Old World. 
There is not a mischief that you can name in this 
state of society, growing out of slavery, for which 
I gannot find you a parallel in the other system in 
the Old World; aņd if there are cases where men 
in slavery have to submit their persons and their 
wills to the arbitrary will of another—so under 
the spur of necessity, the pressure of poverty, the | 
same cases may be found in what is called the | 
free-labor system of the Old World, where popu- 
lation does press upon the means of subsistence. 

Task then, sir, why is it that the Territorics of 
the Union are to be occupied only for the tlevel- 
opment of a scheme of socicty which, as yet, 1s a 
mere experiment—an experiment, itis true, which 
{ hope will succeed; but when success is yet! 


| be found far, far away beyond the political hori- 


doubtful—and that ours is to be stintedand dwarfed 
and excluded, which isno experiment? We know 
from actual trial that our system is capable of 
great social, moral, and political development. 
We know that it is consistent with stable govern- 
ment and with free institutions, so far as white men 
are concerned. With us, so far as the white class 
is concerned, there never was any organization of 
human society in which the equality between all 
the members of that race was so complete and so 
perfect. There never was any scheme of society 
in which it was so safe to try the experiment—1 
speak now of the whites—of free labor united 
with frec government and universal suffrage. 
Such a political organization does not shake or 
disturb us. We go on with regular advance, un- 
disturbed by any of those contests which shake 
and convulse Governments which are founded 
upon other social systems. I believe that the 
system of free labor, as it is practiced in the non- 
slaveholding States, the experiment which they 
have commenced, will be.much apter to succeed 
if associated with us than if they were to cast 


| loose and separate themselves. Iff am right, the 


laboring classes of the North have the deepest 
possible interest ina political association with the 
southern States. The association with such an 
influence must be in every way beneficial to that 
class in the free States. 

l know, Mr. President, that those who are not | 
acquainted with our system, insist that it dwarfs 
the non-slaveholder, the poorer class of the whites. 
On the contrary, it is as beneficial to him as it is 
to the slave owner. If there be any profit in slave 
labor, it is not derived by the slave owner ouly. 
Almost every man in the community who is worth 
anything, or whose own labor or services are 
worth anything, hires for a limited period the 
services of a slave; and if slave labor be profitable 
to the owner, it is also profitable to the man who 
hires it; and I know many practical men who say’ 
they believe it more profitable to hire than to own 
it. "So it is with the land in the older free States; 
it is owned by but comparatively few people, but 
there are a great many who use it as tenants, who 
rent, it, and the same thing is to be found in re- 


| yard to the slave labor of the South. ‘There are 


comparatively few who owh) it, but there are a 
great many who hire it; and it would be as much | 
against the truth of political economy to say that 
the mar? who hires it did not derive advantages 
from it, as it would be to say that the man who 
rented land did not make money out of his leasc- 
hold. 

Nor is it true that the institution of slavery | 
makes manual labor, on the part of the whites, 
despicable in the slavcholding States. ‘There is 
vo country on carth in which honest labor, as I 
believe, is more respected; and of this I am, cer- 
tain: that every white laborer in the slavcholding 
States is more nearly on an equality with every 
other man in the community, than every white 
laborer in the North is on terms of equality with 
every other man in the North. 

I say then, sir, that unless there be some mo- 
tive of sectional hate; some bitter hostility against 
us; some belief that there is to be an irrepressible 
conflict between the two systems of organization; 
unless some such notion as this is harbored in the 
northern mind, I cannot, for the life of me, sce 
how, on any calculation of interest, they shouid | 
object to the growth and the development of our 
scheme and system of socicty.* Itis not, by na- | 
ture, an antagonist to theirs:-on the contrary, it | 
makes our interests subsidiary to theirs, instead 
of being hostile and rival. It does not diminish 
your power atall; on the contrary, yon have a 
larger share of power when the increase is by 
slave States, rather than when the increase is by 
free States. 

Why then, sir, is this war kept up? Why not, 
for the interest of both sections and of ali classes, 
lay down your arms and put an end to this war- 
fare against us? Suppose it could be done; sup- 
pose the Government of this Union could really | 
be administered in the spirit of justice and the 
Constitution, who could assign the limits to our 
future growth? That they exist somewhere, we 
all must know. Wherever they are, they would 


zon which bounds our mortal vision. Sir, when 


we come to see what we might be, and how we 


mightbecome the master-influence of the universe, 
if this Union were properly administered accord- 
ing to the'principles of justice and the Constitu- 
tion, the imagination halts at the mighty concep- 
tion, and the mind, rapt in the contemplation of 
the giant shadows of our future progress, as they 
sweep across the perspective, sinks under the effort 
to realize that glorious pageant of human grandcur 
as it passes before the view. 

Mr. President, are we to be disappointed of such 
a destiny as this, in the mad pursuit of abstrac- 
tions and universals, conjured up by moon-strucl: 
theorists and crazy fanatics? Has political science 
yet reached the dignity of a certain science? Can 
the politician, like the mathematician, reason to 
certain and to safe results from abstract formule? 
Sir, the statesman is he who derives his philoso- 
phy from the experience of the world. The the- 
orctic politician is he who would force the world 
to conform its cxperience to his philosophy. The 
one founds stable government, builds up dynas- 
tics and empires; the other destroys social insti- 
tutions, makes revolution, and leaves anarchy and 
confusion behind him. ‘Will not the intelligence 
of the North save our Government from falling 
into such hands as these? Is it possible thal such 
a destiny as ours might be is to be consigned to 
such keeping? ; 

Sir, I know that there isanoble army of north- 
ern Democrats and conservatives who, true to the 
Constitution and to the:Union, are doing gallant 
service in the cause of both. There is nota pa- 
triot in the land who docs not respect and sympa- 
thize with that gallant band as they fight bravely 
onin the face of proscription and defeat, and who 
docs not lift up his hands to pray for success for 
such manly efforts; but alas! we all know that 
victory is not always awarded to the side of virtue 
and intelligence. 

It may be,-after all, that this Republican party 
does indeed possess the power which it claims, 
and in its hands may rest the fatal shears which 
may clip the threads of our national destiny for- 
ever. Sir, if power should fall into their hands, 
let them consider whether they will keep up this 
constant warfare upon the institution of slavery 
wherever it exists; whether they will deny us our 
constitutional rights upon the plea that it falls 
under the ban ofa higher law; whether they will 
do nothing to prevent and repress armed incursions 
of their people upon our people; whether they 
mean to use this Government for the purpose of 
assailing and destroying our peace, our property, 
| and perhaps our lives; and if they believe in their 
hearts and consciences that the law of right and 
of God constrains them to do it, then let them re- 
member that no party.can come into power avow- 
edly on these principles, and certainly none can 
administer the Government upon them, cxccpt at 
the cost of the Union itself. Sir, once place before 
the South the alternative of union at the price of 
an irrepressible conflict, of cternal warfare upon its 
social institutions, or separation, with the view of 
seeking the means of defending their lives, their 
property, and their honor, and, in my opinion, 
they will not hesitate long in accepting the latter. 
I say, then, sir, to this party, that if these altern- 
atives are to be forced on the South, when the 
fatal deed is accomplished upon their heads and 
upon their consciences will rest the responsibility 
for the sin and its consequences. 

Sir, in that event, the accusing voice of human 
history will ring through all the ages to impeach 
them at the bar of posterity, for having destroyed 
the noblest scheme of constitutional liberty which 
the wisdom of man has ever devised, and upon 
that fearful issuc, each of the succeeding genera- 
tionsof men will record its verdict of guilty against 
them. Their owndescendants will heapreproaches 
upon the names of those who disappoint them of 
the destiny which would have been the richest 
inheritance that one generation could bequeath 
another. But when it is asked upon what view 
of the Constitution; upon what considcration of 
religion or philanthropy; upon what calculation of 
interest, general or sectional, the fatakdeed was 
done, where will the satisfactory answer be found; 
and who shall arise in that day to defend their 
name from the foul reproach ? 

Mr. President, when I think of what it is that 
may be destroyed by this narrow spirit of sec- 
tional hate and bigotry, I turn away from the con- 
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templation with a feeling of an almost indignant 
despair; but I will not, as yet, despair of my coun- 
try. Twill yet hope that the great army of north- 
ern Democrats and conservatives will arise in the 
might of a noble cause, and expel the intruders 
from the seat of power. I will trust in the influ- 
ence of truth, whose empire is felt in every human 
heart when once it has touched it. I will putmy 
faith higher yet—in Providence, for it cannot be 
that God will permit such a scheme of govern- 
ment as this, freighted, as it might have been, with 
the highest hopes of humanity, to be wrecked m 
the wild orgics of madmen and fanatics. But, 
sir, if I should fail in these hopes, E may then, 
indeed, despair of the Union; but ] will not de- 
spair of the ability of my constituents and of my 
fellow-citizens of the slavcholding States to throw 
off a yoke which will be doubly accursed and 
galling for having been laid by hands that ought 
to have been friendly; nor would I doubt their 
ability to establish for themselves a confederacy 
which may become and remain great, glorious, 
and free; and it will be to that Government that 
I shall then look for the*protecting shadow under 
which I may repose in peace and safety for the 
remainder of the days thatare allotted to me upon 
earth. ` R 


PROPERTY IN TERRITORIES, 


SPEECH OF HON. G. N. FITCH, 
OF INDIANA, i 
In rug Sexars, February 2, 1860. 

The Senate having resumed the consideration of the | 
resolutions submitted by Mr. Brown on the 18th of Junu- | 
ary— 

Mr. FITCH said: | 

Mr. Present: Although I regret the sectional | 
discussion of which we have heard so much during | 
this session, and should have been unwilling to in- 
troduce any matter which could have originated it; 
yet, the matter and the discussion both being here, 
a refusal to partake in the latter might render me 
amenable to a charge of unwillingness to express 
my views upon the subjects to which it relates, 
and, especially, an unwillingness to answer cer- 
tain interrogatories put in connection with those 
subjects, by the Senator from Ohio, |Mr. Puen, ] 
to northern Democratic Senators. 

I may be permitted now, although the resolu- 
tion offered by that Senator is not technically be- 
fore the Senate, to say neither it nor the amend- 
ment proposed to it by Mr. Haran can receive 
my support. 

We have already departed widely from the ter- 
ritorial policy of the men of the Revolution—the 
founders of our Government—and his resolution 
contemplates a still wider departure. Yet, under 
that policy, there was no complaint heard from 
the Territories of a want of government; nor any 
complaint heard from them of being too much 
governed. Under that policy, the Territories laid 
broad and decp the foundations of the populous 
and powerful States which have since arisen from 
them. In these days of modern progress, we are 
asked, under the lead of certain politicians, who 
appear to be desirous of patenting, or at least of 
establishing, certain government notions of their : 
own, to almost forget the distinction between un- í 
bridled individual will, and those restraints and | 
limitations necessarily thrown about it, in order 
to constitute a government combining liberty of 
person with liberty and safety to the community. 
Under their lead, if we follow it, we are asked 
rather to aid in the formation of organized anar 
chies in the Territorics than well-ordered gov- 
ernments. m 

The Senator from Ohio asked northern Dem- 
ocratic Senators whether they deemed the opin- 
ions avowed by the Senator from Hlinois [Mr. 
Doveras] upon the subject of the powers of a 
territorial government, reasons sufficient for ex- | 
cluding that Scnator from the chairmanship of the | 
Committee on Territorics? My answer, for one, | 
and for one only have I any warrant for answer- 
ing, is in the affirmative. If any particular ques- 
tion is likely to become the subject of action by 
a legislative body, the well-established custom is, | 
in constituting the committce to which that ques- 
tion is to be refed for investigation and report, 
to place at its head as chairman a member whose 
views upon that question, at least, are known te! 


: duty. 


coincide with those of the majority. This is a 
custem having everything of legislativé propriety 
to recommend its continuance. Indeed, sir, it is 
a custom founded almost ina legislative necessity; 
for upon that one question the chairman becomes 
the mouth-picce, the representative of the major- 
ity, the exponent’ of their views; or, rather, I 
should say, the majority, in making him chair- 
man, indorse and adopt whatever views he may 
be known to entertain on that question. If any 
Senator, acting in all other matters, perhaps, with 
the Democratic party, and sustaining in all other 
respects its principles, was known to be in favor 
ofa high protective tariff, the majority here, in- 
cluding the Senator from Ohio, would not consent 


that such Senator should be placed in the position | 


of my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] as 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. A. decent 
respect for their own opinions on the subject of the 
tariff would prevent their consenting to his occu- 
pying such position. 

Vell, sir, as in the supposed case, so in the one 
which has actually occurred. The opinions of the 
Senator from Hlinois, upon the subject of the pow- 
ers of a territorial government, were well known; 
his recent opinions, at least. They had been pro- 
claimed from Freeport to New Orleans. They 
had been proclaimed from the stump and in mag- 
azine and newspaper articles. They were opin- 
ions from which the majority here widely dis- 
sented; opinions. which the majority here viewed 
as having progressed from such as merely encour- 
aged a ‘Territorial Legislature to an evasion of its 
duty, by non-action or indireet action of an un- 
friendly character, to suchas cneouragzed that 
Legislature to a 
direct and positive action adverse to a constitu- 


tional right of the citizens of nearly one half the | 


States of the Confederacy. 

regard for our own opinions on that subject, 
orecluded the possibility of the majority assent- 
ing that a Senator entertaining such sentiments 
should be longer continued as chairman of the 
committce having territorial matters in charge. 
In coming to this conclusion, the majority did not, 
as far as I heard, express any disrespect for the 
former chairman of that committee. They did 
not, so far as I know, entertain any such disre- 
spect. They took their action in the matter, not 
because they respected the Senatoy fromlinois 
the less, but because they respect their principles 
the more. 

The Senator from Ohio further asked northern 


Democratie Senators whether they concurred or | 


non-coucurred in certain sentiments expressed by 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Iversox.] That 
Senator charged the northern Democracy with 
not having come fully up to the measure of their 
He charged them with being unsound 
upon the question of the constitutional rights of 
the South iu the Territories. If this charge had 
been made against the dominant party of the 
North, the Republican party, it would have fallen 
far short of what the acts of that party would have 
justified him in charging; for its members, know- 
ing their duty under the Constitution, have not 
only refused to perform that duty, but have pur- 
sued a course diametrically its opposite. Indeed, 
it would almost appear that the Representatives 
of that party, in swearing to maintain the Consti- 
tution, must do so with a mental resérvation to 
maintain it according to their construction of it; 
for, if their construction is to be implicd from 
their acts, itis certainly that, and that only, which 
ost subserves their schemes, regarding litde any 
outrage they may inflict on its letter or its spirit. 


Zut the Senator’s charge cannot be maintained | 


against the northern Democracy. Truc, sir, there 


‘are differences of opinion among us relative to 


the souree and character of any proper action, if 


action of any kind is required, for the practical į 


acknowledgment and maintenance of the rights of 
the citizens of one section of the Confederacy in 
the Territories; but there is no difference among 
us, as far as I understand, relative to the exist- 
ence,in the citizens of that same section, of a right 
in the Territories coequal with any right that we 
of the opposite section possess. And herein con- 
sists the distinction between the two parties at the 
North—one affirmiag this coequality of rights, 
the other denying it. 

Mr. President, almost the entire political life of 


violation of the Constitution, by | 


northern Democrats is little else than a battle, not 
in defense of their own rights or of the rights of 
their section, but of thè rights of the South, of 
your rights, [to the Senator from Georgia, Mr. 
Iverson;] and in that battle many, very many; 
have found their political death. They endeavor 
to defend the Constitution against a fanaticism 
which would violate it at your expense. They 
are a shield to receive blows aimed at you. Many 
of them have become victims of a crusade against 
your institutions, and more must, unless, indeed, 
they would find political safety and a retention of 
political power in an imitation of the example of 
some who now hold seats on the other side of this 
Chamber. We have heard of sudden conversions 
to Mohammedanism, under the presentation of the 
alternative of the sword or the Koran. We have 
seen men who professed to be Bemocrats sud- 
| denly assuming the garb of political Republican- 
ism under somewhatsimilar urgentcircumstances. 
They have seen before them, on one side, political 
annihilation as Democrats maintaining the prin- 
ciples of the Democratic party, because of the 
sectional prejudices of their constituents; they 
have seen before them, on the otherside,a retention 
of political power to be had by the abandonment 
of that party, and by taking service in the ranks 
of the Opposition. They have preferred gelf-pres- 
ervation, and the preservation of political power 
by apostacy, to martyrdom in defense of the prin- 
| ciples they had previously professed. 

Let me ask my friend from Georgia [Mr. Iver- 
son] to cast his eye about him! Does he not miss 
|; faces familar cither here or in the old Senate 
I Chamber hut a short time since? Where are 
l Dickinson, Cass, Shields, Dodge, Jones, and 
‘| others, northern Democrats who but very recently 
beld seats here? They have been driven hence, 
because they sought to maintain, inviolate, the 
compact of our fathers. They endeavored to 
defend the Constitution against the schemes.and 
prejudices ofa portion of their own people. They 
became victims to those schemes. They have 
been offered up as sacrifices on the altar of those 
prejudices. And you, who should have been 
among the first to pronounce a eulogy upon them, 
| and to sustain those yet continuing the same strug- 
gle, have scarce a word of regret for the departed, 
or a word of sympathy with the hving. We hear 
from you only charges against both, that they are, 
or have been, derelict of duty; unsound upon a 
question of constitutional right. Upon what is 
the charge based? Is it upon the want of success 
which attended their efforts? Can it be supposed 
that when they failed in energetic attempts to de- 
fend the plain letter of the Constitution or its 
exposition by the proper judicial tribunal, they 
would have better suceceded in attempts to defend 
any abstraction which you may weave from what 
you may deem its true meaning or spirit? 

The great: party to which the. Senator from 
Georgia and myself both belong is bascd on the 
Constitution. It derives its principles from that 
instrument. While an opposition limited itself 
to the adoption of measures violative of that in- 
strument, but measures which were detrimental 
to the interests of citizens of both sections alike, 
there was no difficulty in maintaining a triumph- 
ant Democratic majority at the North. But 
those who found the Constitution and its qe- 
fenders obstacles to the accomplishment of their 
schemes, have changed their tactics, and are now 
secking to arouse a sectional hostility with which 
o sweep from existence alike the Constitution 
and its defenders. fam sorry to say their meas- 
ure of success. in the past may well encourage 
them to continucd efforts. It mow requires, as 
they will bear witness, no little courage to be a 
northern Democrat; for in defending the provis- 
ions of the Constitution assailed by the Repub- 
licans, he is defending not the rights of his own 
section—Republicans do not assai thom—but he 
is defending rights and an institution of which his 
people are not participants; rights and an insti- 
tution against which unscrupulous partisan lead- 
ers and a more unscrupulous partisan press and 
a fanatical pulpit are seeking to arouse a destruc- 
tive hostility; while you, southern Senators, in 
defending the same provisions of the same Con- 

itution, are defending your own and the social 


J 
{ 
| 


ist 
status of your people; you are defending your fire- 
| sides. 
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It is not often that a people will, in imitation of 
the late action of the French, do battle for what 
is to them but an idea—however important, how- 
ever vital it may. be to others. It is the duty of 
every citizen to yield all of prejudice and much 
of interest to the maintenance of the agreement of 
our fathers; to the maintenance of the integrity 
of our country; and especially to the maintenance 
of a Constitution and a Government which as- 
sure to him more of personal liberty and more 
of safety of person and property than can be 
found under any other Government. But, sir, 
aside from these considerations, northern Demo- 
crats, in. defending the Constitution against the 
assaults of the Republican party, are defending 
what is to them little less than an idea. Magenta 
and Solferino, we see, are about to resultin com- 
parative safet of person and liberty of state in 
italy; yet there are those, beneficiaries of these 
results, who have complained and will complain 
of Napoleon for not having come fully up to their 
extravagant standard, at whatever of cost to him- 
self and his people. 
him thathe is * unsound on the question of ” Ital- 
ian rights. Let me say to the Senator from Geor- 
gia, he must leave us to defend the Constitution 
as it is written and as it is expounded by the 
proper judicial tribunal. He must not scek to 
thrust upon us any new banner with strange de- 
vices; our people will not follow it. “ Congres- 


| 
| 
| 


There are those who say of | 


sional non-intervention’’ is inscribed upon that | 


banner which: we have carried into our political 
battle-ficlds for years past. In hoc signo vinces. 
“Congressional non-intervention’’ has been for 
years past our political battle-cry. We can learn 
no new slogan! ‘ Congressional non-interven- 
tion” is to us the blast from the bugle of Roder- 
ick Vich Alpine. : 

I now turn, sir, to the resolutions immediately 
before us—the resolutions of the Senatar from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] They affirm, in part, 
at least, the sentiments heretofore claborated by 
the Senator from Georgia. They are, first, that 
the citizens of the southern States have a consti- 
tutional right to go into the Territories with their 
property, recognized as such by the Constitution 
of the United States, and there possess and enjoy 
that property. This is the assertion of a right, 
in my estimation, undoubted—one fF hardly deem 
even respectably debatable—yet it is a right the 
entire Republican party deny; a right but half 
admitted by certain Democrats; and one which, 
while thus but half admitting, such Democrats 
would create the means of practically denying 
It is a right, we are told—and in such terms and 
manner that we cannot question the, sincerity of 
the declaration—by every southern Senator and 
Representative, that their section will never yield. 

We are told by some of them, and I think by 
the Senator from Goorgia among the number, that 
the recognition by their section of the Senator 
from Illinois with his present territorial views, as 
their candidate for the Presidency, would be tan- 
tamount to a surrender of that right; hence their 
opposition to the nomination of that Senator. 

ell, sir, northern Democrats thinking with me 
are likewise opposed to his nomination, because 
we deem his territorial views sectionally unjust 
and unconstitutional. Yet those views are not 
adverse to any constitutional right of our section. 
They can only be made operativeagainsttheSouth, 
He cannot be nominated without southern votes. 
If the South chooses to nominate him, northern 
Democrats cannot take any sectional exception 
to him, and may well permit him to carry out 
his views to whatever extent he may; for while 
we will not surrender any constitutional right of 
our own section, we will not oppose the surrender 
by it of any such right in the South, especially 
when its surrender is to be to the detriment of 
its own citizens: and to our benefit. If citizens 
of the South are disposed to maintain their con- 
stitutional rights, there are those in the North who 
will aid them to the extent of their ability, and for 
the řeason that, under the Constitution, we would 
expect similar aid from the South if our rights 


were threatened, and such aid necessary. Such j 


was the mutual agreement of our fathers; such 
the bond. Butif they voluntarily surrender their 
rights, we of the North will accept the surrender 
as unconditional—never to be recalled; and use 
the power it bestows upon us as a -gift never to 


& 


| be reclaimed. An army may be defeated in bat- 
| te; but if, in its retreat, it preserve its discipline 
| and retain its munitions of war, it commands the 
respect even of its enemies, the sympathy and aid 
of its friends, because of its readiness and ability 
to renew. the struggle, and perhaps to success- 
fully prosecute it; but if that army yield without 
batile; and especially if it invite and receive as its 
commander one who, though under the garb of 
friendship, has previously proclaimed his inten- 
tion to deprive its members of a portion of their 
rights, and their liberties, it becomesdisorganized, 
surrenders its means of defense without any equiv- 
alent, without any consideration, has not the re- 
spect of its enemies, and forfeits the sympathy 
and aid of its friends. A people may be compelled 
to temporary submission, but compulsory sub- 
mission is always associated in the estimation of 
| the world with the idea of the will upon the part 
of those thus compelled to submit to throw off 
the yoke upon the first occasion; and with an out- 
side sympathy which is promptly manifested in 
the form of material aid, when the will becomes 
manifested by acts. But if that same people put 
the yoke upon their own necks, invite the tyrant 
among them, he will not regard their rights, and the 
world will not deem them entitled to or worthy of 
the rights and liberties they have thustamely given 
| away; they can expect no aid, they will obtain 
none, in any spasmodic effort they may subse- 
quently make for the recovery of those rights. 

If the South nominate the Senator alluded to, 
(Mr. Doveras,] with his present views, the en- 
tire North will deem the act.an expression of will- 
ingnessupon their part that his views shall become 
the future settled policy of the Government; the 
united North will act upon that policy, carry it 
out to the full, and no aid must be expected by 
the South from any portion of the North in any 
effort they may thereafter make to prevent the 
progress of that policy to the end. When by 
such act it establishes his policy, the South, and 
the Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. Doveras,] will 
have done more to accomplish the favorite and 
avowed scheme of the Republican party than any 
effort of that party could have done—the scheme 
of surrounding the southern States with free ter- 
ritory,and starving out their institution; for under 
that policy, organize a ‘Territory where you may, 
whether it be in Dakota of the North, or Arizona 
of the South, the bold, adventurous, non-slave- 
holding fronticrsmen of the West, whose move- 
ables include no luxuries, whose necessaries are 
readily supplicd by the ax and the rifle, will go 
into the Territory, possess themselves of its Le- 
gislature, and exclude southern property, while 
the owners of that property are packing up their 
houschold goods and preparing their chattels for 
removal, 

Another sentiment avowed in the resolutions 
of the Senator from Mississippi is, that when in 
| the Territory,as contemplated in the first sentence 
of the resolution, the citizens of the South have 
the right to Icgislative protection of their prop- 
ty This is the assertion of another undoubted 
right; but from whencesis to come the legislative 

rotective enactment? Here” the Senator from 
ississippiand myself diverge. , He and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia affirm that Congress possesses 
the power to enact this protective legislation, and 
that it is the duty of Congress to exercise this 
| power. They appear clearly to recognize the dis- 
tinction between the existence of a powerand the 
duty of exercising it; but, in this particular case, 
affirm both. 

I shall not stop now to discuss the question of 
the constitutional existence of this power in Con- 
gress; for even if it exists, I deny that it is the 
duty of Congress, under present circumstances, 
to exercise it. Congress may possess many pow- 
| ers which it would be highly inexpedient and im- 
politic to exercise. It possesses the power, so 
decided by the Supreme Court, to charter a na- 
tional bank; but does not deem the exercise of 
that powcr expedient. It possesses the power to 
pass a general bankrupt law. It once exercised 
that power, but its exercise was promptly con- 
demned by the people, and by Congress itself,as 
inexpedient. Even if it has the power, I cannot 
t assent that it isthe duty of Congress to pass a law 


li for the special protection of any one species of 


| property in a Territory. If it protect one species 


i 
"i 
H 
i 


| constituted it. 


to-day, by the enactment of what is vaguely and 
without any definite idea of its meaning called a 
« slave code,’’ to-morrow it may be asked to pro- 
tect some other species. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee, not now in his seat, [Mr. Jounson,] might 
desire it to protect a homestcad from execution. 
It would thus very soon degenerate into a mere 
Territorial Legislature; and that certainly would 
be a retrograde movement many steps beyond our 
old territorial policy. We have now quite suffi- 
cient trouble with the Territories, without de- 
scending to the enactment of their local laws, their 
laws regulating property. 

But it is said if Congress does not give this pro- 
tection, it can nowhere be found. From this opin- 
ion I dissent. It can be found in the common law. 
It now exists in Kansas under the common law, 
without any congressional or other legislative 
enactment. Ifany species of property has pecu- 
liarities rendering other than a common-law rem- 
edy necessary for its protection, it is the duty of 
the local Legislature to grant that remedy. Ifsuch 

rotection was required in this District, it would 
he the duty of Congressto grantit. If itis re- 
quired in a Territory, it is the duty of the Terri- 
torial Legislature to grant it—a duty I am unwill- 
ing to believe any Territorial Legislature will seek 
to evade. Certainly, there is now no organized 
Teritory adapted to slavery, and where it exists, 
or if likely to exist, ind where protection is con- 
sequently required, and is withheld. I know what 
my friend on my right [Mr. Brown] has in his 
mind. Hewould cite to me the late action of the 
Nebraska Territorial Legislature as proof to the 
contrary. [Mr. Brown assents.] I do not so 
deem it, for the reason that no protection was 
required there; scarce a single slave exists, or is 
likely to exist in that Territory; and hence the 
action of its Legislature, in the enactment of a pro- 
hibitory slave law, was a mere mockery—a brutum 
fulmen—and vetoed as unconstitutional. 

Mr. GRIMES. Will the Senator allow me to 
correct him? I will state that he is laboring under 
a mistake in regard to their being no slaves in the 
Territory of Nebraska. There are slaves within 
the jurisdiction ofthat Territory—nota great num- 
ber it is true, but some. 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot admit that the Senator 
from Towa has any better knowledge of the con- 
dition of property in Nebraska than has the Gov- 
ernor of that Territory. He is my authority. 

Mr. GRIMES. I know the fact that slaves 
exist there, of my own personal knowledge, be- 
sides what I know from others. 

Mr. FITCH. The Governor of Nebraska says 
that the right to hold them there had never been 
questioned by any law. That some few were there; 
but scarce none now. That no law had ever been 
claimed to exist by virtue of which they were free; 
but that some of them had been stolen. To the 
last alleged fact, I admit Republican . Senators 
may be very good witnesses from their personal 


| knowledge; but of the other matters stated, [deny 


the possession of knowledge on their part supe- 
rior to that possessed by the Governor of the 
Territory. 

The Senator from Georgia (Mr. Iverson] cre- 
ated, it will be recollected, an ideal Territorial 
Legislature, and it will be remembered how he 
It was composed of such men as 
Fred Douglas, Suwanp, Hare, WiLson, etid omne 
genus, (1 belicve I am very nearly quoting the 


| Senator’s language,) and he ridiculed the idea of 
| such Legislature protecting southern property. 


I grant you that if such a Legislature could be 
convened ina Territory—a Legislature composed 
of men whose minds were warped as are those of 
the individuals he mentioned to a convenient dis- 
regard of their constitutional obligation; so far 
from protecting southern property, it would over- 


| ride every constitutional guarantee for its protec- 


tion for the purpose of destroying it. But the 
assemblage of sucha Legislature in a Territory 
would be avery difficult, almost impossible, mat- 
ter; in any Territory, at least, where this prop- 
erty existed, and, therefore, required protection; 
for such an assemblage would require long and 
undisturbed incubation by abolitionism before it 
could be hatched. It would require the time and 
the more perfect organization rarely found outside 
of a State, to enable abolitionist to divert the at- 
tention of its dupes from those immediate and 
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pressing wants so often felt in a Territory, a new 
country, and direct it to the fancied wrongs of an 
inferior race. And even with that time, and with 
that organization, Abolitionists could not accom- 
plish their schemes if there existed in that Terri- 
tory any of that race held as property to belie, by 
its condition, their statements in relation to it. 
It is admitted on all sides, at least among Dem- 
ocrats, thata Territorial Legislature possesses the 
ower to regulate and to protect slave property. 
t is claimed. by some that if possessed of this 
power, it is equally possessed of the power to 
exclude or destroyit. An original government— 
one formed or forming from anarchy or revolu- 
tion, in a countryewhere there did not already 
exist some paramount law or constitution, would 
possess this power, it scarce needs be said here, 
or any other power, to an unlimited extent over 
any domestic question; but it is well known that 
such is not the condition of our country; that such 
is not the character of our Government. We have 
a Constitution—the paramount law of the land— 


everywhere prevailing except where superseded | 


to acertain defined extent by State authority. The 
men of the Revolution, when they cmerged from 
that struggle, had undisputed power over the in- 
stitution of slavery then existing throughout al- 
most our entire boundary. They could, in forming 
our Government, have prohibited it in all our then 


or prospective possessions. They could have done į 


this immediately, or they could have bestowed 


upon the Constitution and the Government which | 


it created the power to do it at any subsequent 


period. They chose, however, todo neither. They | 
reserved to the States exclusive control within } 


their respective limits of the question of its cx- 
istence or non-existence; and they bestowed upon 
the Constitution only the power to elsewhere pro- 
tect it, and everywhere recover it. The Consti- 


tution then does not establish slavery anywhere; }} : 
l made in the court; and let us sce how the court 


but it recognizes and protects it as preéxisting, 


except where State sovereignty has prohibited | 


it. The difference between the State governments 
and a territorial government is this: The State 


overnments do not derive their power from the | 


onstitution or the Gencral Government; on the 
contrary, they gave to both all the powers the 
Constitution and General Government possess, 
and reserved to themselves all the powers not thus 

iven. A territorial government, on the contrary, 
derivesallits powers from the Constitution through 
the General Government; it has no original power; 


it has no reserved power; and it cannot partake of | 
the powers reserved to, and by the States, until | 


it becomes a State. 


In stating this opinion on the subject of terri- | 
torial power, I am not asserting a mere personal | 
dogma, the offspring of personal or sectional 


rejudices; for whatever my prejudices may be, 

have endeavored to form opinions and base acts 
upon them in conformity with the law and the 
Constitution, and am perfectly willingggo reecive 
the exposition of both from that department of 
Government whose special duty it is to expound 
both. The man who will not conform his acts to 
the law, the Constitution, and the decisions of the 


courts, has within him the raw material of a John | 
Brown, only awaiting circumstances for its devel- | 
opment. The man who will not, especially as an 


officer, rise superior to his own or the mere preju- 
dices of those around him, isin danger of becom- 
ing a fanatic, or the abettor of fanatics, and can 
find his only proper political affiliation on the 
other (Republican) side of this Chamber. What- 


ever the party represented by the Senators on that | 


side may be, I cannot believe the great Democratic 
party is yet the property of any onc man, to have 


terms and principles dictated to it— to be authori- | 


tatively told to place one construction on the same 


law and the same constitutional provision to-day | 
and a different one to-morrow. The party expects į 


its nominees, if clected, to carry out its principles 
and to conform their acts to its wishes. 
believe that it is yct so degraded as to get down 
upon bended knee and ask any man upon what 
conditions he will accept a nomination—what dec- 


laration of principles it must make to secure his ; 


support. 
to lend continued support to any one who may 
be found using whatever of power it has placed in 
his hands to the manufacture of political issues 
for the purpose of bending these issues to his own 


T cannot ; 


I cannot believe that it is yet prepared | 


| aggrandizement. I cannot believe that it is yet 
prepared to long permit any man to‘claim that he 
1s its sole personification— that his hat, when he 
places it upon his head, covers its entire brain, 
or his waistcoat warms its heart. The man who 
will assert his own opinions as the sole rule of 
action for himself and for others, whatever the 
courts have decided, or may decide, to the con- 
trary, surely cannot be a safe depository of execu- 
tive power. Such a man, if a sheriff, would refuse 
to execute a decree of the court if in his judgment 
it was erroneous. - Such a man, if Governor of a 
State or Territory, would arm its citizens againsta 
decision of a court, or a law of Congress, if in his 
judgment that law or that decision was unconsti- 
tutional. Such a man, if President, would permit 
a decree of the court or a law of Congress Ao be 
successfully resisted, if in his judgment gurt or 
Congress had exceeded its power. 

The opinion I have expressed upon the sub- 
ject of territorial powers is founded upon a decis- 
lon of the Supreme Court. It is denied by the 
entire Republican party, and by many Democrats, 
that what [allude to as a decision is such. They 
assert it is an opinion only upon a collateral ques- 
tion. Mr. President, I will not cavil with them 
about words. They may call it opinion or de- 
cision, whichever they will. It is sufficient for me 
that it is here; itis written; it is of record; it is the 
expressed view of the court. I presume ,every 
Democrat will admit, that the court, individually 
and collectively, is too deliberative—too conscious 
of the responsibilitics resting upon it, to give a 
hasty opinton—one not well matured—on any 
question submitted to it, whether main or collat- 
eral, 
| ther admit, that what may be its opinion to-day, 
| on what they may choose to call a collateral ques- 
i| tion, will, if that question be to-morrow the main 
issuc, be its decision. The same objection was 


disposed of it: 

“ But,” says the Supreme Court, in the Dred 
Scott decision, 

“ Before we proceed to examine this part of the ease, it 
may be proper to notice an objection taken to the judicial 
authority of this court to decide it; and it has been said that, 
as this court has decided against the jurisdiction of the ciri 
cuit court onthe plea in abatement, it has no right to cx- 
amine any question presented by the exception; and that 
anything it may say upon that part of the case will be extra- 
judicial, and mere obiter dicta. 

“This is a manifest mistake ; there can be no doubt as to 
the jurisdiction of this court to revise the judgment of a 
circuit court, and to reverse it for any error apparent on the 
record, whether it be the error of giving judgment ina case 
over whieh it had no jurisdiction, or any other material 
error; and this, too, whether there is a plea in abatement, 
or not.?? 


I presume no apology will be expected from me 
for attaching more importance to the opinion of the 
court than to that of any outside, and especially 
any interested, political party. 


«The objection appears to have arisen from confounding 
writs of error to a State court with writs of error to a cir- 
cuit court of the United States. Undoubtedly, upon a writ 
of error to a State court, unless the record shows a case 
that gives jurisdiction, the case must ismi 
of jurisdiction in this court. And if it is dism don that 
ground, we have no right to examine and decide upon any 


part of the record. 
to a circuit court of the United States, are regulated by dif- 
ferent Jaws, and stand upon entirely different principles. 
And in a writ of error to a circuit court of the United States, 
the whole record is before this court for examination and 


sented by the record; and if it appears upon its face that 
any material crror or errors have been committed by the 
court below, it is the duty of this court to reverse the judg- 
ment, andremand the case. And certainty an crror in pi 
|| ing a judgment upon the merits in favor of either party 
j| a case whieh it was not authorized to try, and over which 
it had no jurisdiction, is as grave an error as a court can 
i} commit.” * * * * * * * * 
i} Tbe correction of one error in the court below does 
i! not deprive the appellate court of the power of examining 
i further into the record, and correcting any other material 
i} errors which may have been committed by the interior 
| court. There is certainly no rule of law, nor any practice, 
nor any decision Of a court, which even questions this 
|| poser in the appellate tribunal. On the contrary, it is the 
|| daily practice of this court, and ofall appellate courts, where 
H they reverse thej 
i 

i 


correct by its opinions whatever errors inay appear on the 


| to be their duty to do so where the silence of the court 
| might lead to misconstruction or future controversy, and 
the point has been relied on by either side and argued before 
the court.” 


Having admitted this, they must still fur- | 


sd for want | 


question presented by the bill of exceptions, or any other | 
But writs of error to a State court, and | 


decision ; and if the sum in controversy is large enough to | 
give jurisdiction, it is not only the right, but it is the judi- | 
cial duty, of the court, to examine the whole case as pre- | 


udgment of an inferior court for error, to | 


record material to the case; and they have always held it | 


It then proceeds to say, in speaking of our ac- 
quisition of territory: : PTS 
“ Whatever it (the Government] acquires, it acquires for 
the benefit of the people of the several States who created 
it. It is their trustee, acting for them, and charged with the 
duty of promoting the interests of the whole people of the 
Union in the exercise of the powers specifically granted.”? 

And again: 

“ But, as we have before said, it [the territory] was ac- 
quired by the General Government, as the representative 
and trustee of the people of the United States: and it must, 
therefore, be held in that character for their common and 
equal henefit ; for it was the people of the several States act- 
ing through their agent and representative, the Federal Gov- 
ernment, who, in fact, acquired the territory in question; 
and the Government holds it for their common use until it 
al be associated with the other States as a member of the 

MON, 


Now, sir, what language can be more plain, 
explicit, and unequivocal than that? The Gen- 
eral Government cannot release itself from its 
character of trustee for all the States, owners’ in 
common of the territory. It cannot even, by del- 
egating its limited powcr over a Territory to a ter- 
ritorial government, escape the obligation of duty 
to sce that the courts have adequate power, and 
are held open free, unobstructed, for the citizens 
of each and every State, of whatever section, to 
assert their rights; and to see that the decisions 
of those courts are respected and obeyed, and that 
the rights they affirm are enjoyed without let or 
hinderance. ; 

The court further says: 


& But the power of Congress over the person or property 
ofa citizen can never be a mere discretionary power undér 
our Constitution and form of Government. ‘The powers of 
the Government, and the rights and privileges of the citizen, 
are regniated and plainly defined by the Constitution itself. 
And when the Territory becomes a part of the United States, 
the Federal Government enters into possession in the char- 
acter impressed upon it by those who created it. Tt enters 
upon it with its powers over the citizen strictly defined, 
and limited by the Constitution, from which it derives its 
own existence, and by virtue of which alone it continues 
toe. nd act as a government and sovereignty. It has 
no power of auy Kind beyond it; and it cannot, when it 
enters a Territory of the United States, put off its charac- 
ter, and assume discretionary or despotic powers which the 
Constitution has denied to it. It cannot create for itself a 
new character separated from the citizens of the United 
; States, and the duties it owes them under the provisions of 
the Constitution. The Territory being a part of the United 
States, the Government and the citizen both enter it under 
the authority of the Constitution, with their respective 
rights defined and marked out; and the Federal Govern- 
ment can exercise no power over his person or property, 
beyond what that instrument confers, nor lawfully-deny 
any right which it has reserved.” * * i * 

“Thus the rights of property are united with the rights 
of person, and placed on the same ground by the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which provides that no person 
| shall be deprived of life, liberty, and property, without due 
of law. And an act of Congress which deprives 
tn of the United States of his liberty or property,’ 
merely beeause he came himself, or brought his property, 
|| into a particular Territory of the United States, and who 
|| had committed no offense against the laws, could. hardly 
i] be dignified with the name of due process of law.” 


x * * * * + 

“The powers over person and property, of which we 
speak, are not only not granted to Congress, but are in Èx 
press terms denied, and they are forbidden:to exercise them: 
And this prohibition is not confined to the States, but ‘the 
words are generu, and extend to the whole territory over 
which the Constitution gives it power to legislate, includ- 
ing those portions of it remaining under territorial govern- 
ment, as well as that covered by States. It is a total ab- 
sence of power everywhere within the dominion of the 
United States, and places the citizens of a Territory, so far 
as these rights are concerned, on the same footing with cit- 
izens of the States, and guards them as firmly and plainly 
against any inroads which the General Government might 
attempt, under the plea of implied or incidental powers. 
And if Congress itself cannot do this-~if it is beyond the 
powers conferred on the Federal Government—it will be 
admitted, we presume, that it could not authorize a terri- 
torial government to exercise them. It could confer no 
power on any local government, established by its authar- 
ity, to violate the provisions of the Constitution. 

“It seems, however, to be supposed, that there is a dif- 
ference between property in a slave and other property, 
and that different rules may be applied to it in expounding 
| the Constitution of the United States. And the laws and 
usages of nations, and the writings of eminent jurists upon 
the relation of master anl slave and their mutual rights 
and duties, and the powers which Governments may exer- 
cise over it, have been dwelt upon in the argument. 

“But in considering the question before us; it must be 
borne in mind that there is no law of nations standing be- 
tween the people of the United States and their Govern- 
ment, and interfering with their relation to each other The 
powers of the Government, and the rights of the citizen 
under it, are positive and practical regulations plainly writ- 
ten down. The people of the United States have delegated 
to it certain enumerated powers, and forbidden it to exer- 
i cise others. It has no power over the person or property of 
a citizen but what the citizens of the United States havée 
granted. And no laws of usages of other nations, or rea- 
soning of statesmen or jurists upon the relation of master 
and slave, can enlarge the powers of the Government, or 
take from the citizens the rights they have reserved. And 
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if the Constitution recognizes the right of property of the 
master in a slave, and makes no distinction between that de- 
scription of property and ather property owned by a citizen, 
no tribunal, acting under the authority of the United States; 


whether 4 bé legislative, executive, or judicial, has a right to 


draw such a distinction, or deny to it the benefit of the pro- 
visions and guarantees which have been provided for the pro- 
tection of private property against the encroachments of the 
Government.” i 

I need not, I presume, proceed with these quo- 
tations. The decision denies the power of Con- 
gress to exclude from a Territory, by direct or 
indirect action, any species of property recognized 
by the Constitution as such. It denies to a. Ter- 
ritorial. Legislature any power which Congress 
docs not possess; affirms that such Legislature 
derives its entire power from the Constitution 
through Congress. 

It is sought to break the force of this decision, 
and to arouse opposition to it, by comparing it 
with a prior decision of the same tribunal—a de- 
cision that Congress has the power to charter a 
national bank. Mr. President, there is no parallel 
between these decisions; no comparison can be 
instituted between them. They can only be con- 
trasted, The decision relative to a bank merely 
affirmed the powcr in Congress to charter such an 
institution; but it gave no intimation of any obli- 
gation of duty on the part of Congress to exercise 
that power. |TIence its exercise was, and is yet, 
a mere question of expediency. But, in this de- 
cision, the Supreme Court denies the constitu- 
tional existence of a certain power claimed either 
for Congress or a Territory; and the denial of the 
existence of the power, of course, precludes the 
possibility of the question of the expediency of its 
exercise arising. 

After this decision, it appears very strange that 
any one whose opinion is entitled to any weight 
—any one seeking to establish a reputation as a 
statesman or constitutional expounder, or having 
any such reputation to lose—should be willing to 
assert that any legislation by Congress or a Fer- 
ritorial Legislature, within the limits inhibited by 
the court, can have any more force than blank 
paper, And why is such opinion dogmatically 
asserted ? and especially why is it sought to make 
of such opinion a political issue, thereby encourag- 
ing those who may be disposed so to do for some 
sectional or selfish purpose, to disregard the con- 
stitutional authorities and perhaps excite strife? 
If that clement of mischief, which the events of 
the last fow years have shown exists in our midst, 
ascertains that a Territorial Legislature will be 
sustained by prominent politicians er by a politi- 
cal party in any act at war with the Constitution 
and the courts, it will not be slow to obtain pos- 
session of some Territory through, perhaps, the 
aid of another emigrantaid association, and array 
the authoritics of that Territory against the Gen- 
eral Government, renewing, it may be with added 
horror, the scenes of strife and bloodshed which 
have so disgraced Kansas. In any aspect of the 
case, the promulgation of an opinion by promi- 
nent politicians, or by any political party, or b 
any respectable number of citizens, calculated, 1f 
not designed, either to create or to encourage op- 
position to the decisions of the highest judicial 
tribunal, especially when such decisions deny the 
existence of a power itis sought to have used, 
can only be productive of unmitigated mischief. 
It will create civil strife for the purpose of en- 
forcing or resisting individual constructions of 
Government rights. It willencourage John Brown- 
ism on a large scale. 

The opinion I have expressed on the subject of 
territorial power is furthermore in perfect har- 
mony with the opinion on the same subject de- 
clared in the Cincinnati platform. I am aware 
that the platform has been alluded to, and even 
quoted in support of the opposite opinion; but, in 
my judgment, no fair use of it, no fair quotation 
from it, can sustain that opinion; and for proof of 
this I will cite the platform itself. The subject of 
power over the question of slavery in the Terri- 
tories is embraced in the platform in two para- 
graphs. IĮ will read them. One is: 

«Phe American Democracy recognize and adopt the 
principles contained in the organic lawssestabtishing the 
‘Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, as embodying the only 
sound and safe solution of the ‘slavery question’? upon 
which the great national idea of the people of this whole 
country can repose in its determined conservatism of the 


Union : Non-interference by Congress with slavery in State 
and Territory, or in the Distriet of Columbia.” 


This affirms the Democratic doctrine of con- 
GRESSIONAL non-intervention with slavery in the 
Territories; but it does not pretend to define the 
extent or limit of the power of a Territorial Le- 
oe over the same subject. We must look 
or that definition elsewhere. We have found it 
clearly laid down in the Dred Scott decision; we 
shall find it in another paragraph of this platform; 
but before reading that paragraph, let us turn to 
the Kansas bill, to which the quotation just read 
refers. Here we find the subject of the power 


thirty-two of the bill) is in this language: 

_ “Tt being the true intent and meaning of this act not to 
legislate slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude 
it therefrom 3 but to leave the people thercof perfectly free 
to form -and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own wayssupject only to the Constitution of the United 
States.” W° 

` This is a declaration of principle for which 
every Democrat, North, South, East, and West, 
of whatever State, has been contending for years 
past. Itisa declaration of the principle of “ pop- 
ular sovereignty” as against congressional sover- 
cignty, or the * Wilmot proviso.” It is a dec- 
laration of the right of the people to form and 
regulate their own institutions, as against the 
right of Congress to dictate what those institutions 
shall be; but docs not pretend to say when or how 
that right shall be exercised. Welook elsewhere 
for a statement of the.time and manner. We 
have found it in the Dred Scott decision; we shall 
find it in another sentence of the Kansas bill; we 
shall find it in another paragraph of the platform; 
but before reading that paragraph, let us turn to 
another provision of the Kansas bill on the subject 
of the power over this question in the Territories. 
The twenty-fourth section of the act declares: 

“That the legislative power of the Territory shall extend 
to all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States and the provisions of this 
act. 

This says the people of a Territory shall ex- 
ercise power over all ‘rightful subjects of legis- 
lation,” under the Constitution, but it docs not 
proceed to say what those rightful subjects are, 
| or what subjects will be consistent with the Con- 
stitution. And who is to decide wha} they arc? 
There is another paragraph in the same bill de- 
claring that the courts shall decide. Then, who, 
I repeat, shall decide—the courts, or a single pol- 
itician? One such appears to have assumed to 
decide—appears to have sought to usurp the pre- 
rogative of the courts, by telling the people of a 
Territory what powers the Constitution gives 
them, whatever the Supreme Court has decided 
or may hereafter decide to the contrary notwith- 
standing. ‘The effort, I fancy, will prove futile; 
yet strangely cnough it has been made by the same 
iegislator who framed the Kansas bill and inserted 
in it the provision that the courts shall decide this 
question. After having made the courts the ar- 
biter of the question, why is not the decision re- 
spected? There is nothing in the Kansas bill 
which I can find by a careful reading, warranting 


while acting in that capacity alone, can by direct 
or indirect action fix permanently the institutions 
of the State thereafter to be formed from that Ter- 
ritory, or can by direct or indire 
any Species of property recognized by the Con- 
stitution. Per contra, we find the language of the 
Dred Scott decision—the language I shall pres- 
ently quote from the Kansas bill and from the 
Cincinnati platform—ciear, explicit, unequivocal, 
as to the time and the manner in which the people 
of a Torritory can permanently decide the ques- 
tion of the existence or non-existence of slavery 
within their limits. The provision of the plat- 


read, is a separate resolution, in these words: 


all the Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting 
through the legally aud fairly-expressed will of a majority 
of actual residents, and whenever the number of their mhab- 


mestie slavery, and be admitted into the Union upon terms 
of perfect equality with the other States.” 

The provision of the Kansas bill is, (part sec- 
tion nineteen.) 

< And when admitted as a State or States, the said Ter- 
ritory, orany portion of the same, shall be received into the 
Union, with or without slavery, as their constitution may pre- 
scribe at the time of their adinission.” 


i 
| 
H 
i 


over this question in the ‘Territories embraced | 
mostly in three paragraphs. One (part of section | 


the assumption that the people of a Territory, | 


ct action exclude | 


form to which Ihave referred but have not yet | 


| “Resolved, That we recognize the right of the people of i 


itants justifies it, to form a constitution, with or without do- | 


When they form a constitution, and not till 
then, can they decide this question; for certainly 
no intelligent man need be told that, when a par- 
ticular time and a particular manner are stated for 
the performance of any particular act, in a bond, 
agreement, of law, any other time and any other 
manner are necessarily excluded. With the Kan- 
sas bill before him, with.the Cincinnati platform 
and the Dred Scott decision before him—both of 
thelatter subsequent to, and more or less connected 
with and explanatory of the former—it is difi- 
cult to conceive howany man, whose judgment is 
not warped by passion, by prejudice, or by am- 
bition, can assert the existence in Congress or a 
Territorial Legislature of a péWver which all three 
of these authorities concur in saying exists only-in 
a State. 

It has been said, I think, by the Senator from 
Georgia, that the Democrats of the North claim 
that the question of slavery is so exclusively under 
the control of the people of a Territory that even 
a political community ina Territory, independent 
of, or prior to, a regularly authorized and organ- 
ized territorial government, can take action on the 
matter; and that there is nowhere any power to 
correct their action, however wrong. 

Mr. IVERSON. ‘Will the Senator allow me 
to correct him? 

Mr. FITCH. Certainly, if I am wrong. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ihave not said that generally 
of the Democracy of the North. `I attributed that 
position to that portion of the Democracy led by 
the Senator from Illinois, Judge Doveras. 

Mr. FITCH. ‘Well, I think the Senator does 
Judge Doveras injustice. 1 do not understand 
that to be the opinion of any man of the Demo- 
cratic party. What the Senator may. mean by a 
ona community, I may not fully comprehend. 
if a self-constituted squatter organization, such 
has no community rights, and I do not understand 
that any Democrat claims that it has, or if so, I 
amccrtainly notone of those who make such claim. 
It has no rights other than those possessed by the 


| individual citizens, and any resolve or regulation 


it may make can have no other than the force of 
mol or lynch law. But, even if a regularly or- 
ganized territorial government, acting under per- 
sonal or party advice, excceds its power, in this 
orany other matter, we all hold, or certainly a ma- 
jority, that the courts, on appeal, can correct its 
action. We further understand, that it is the duty 
of Congress to see that the courts have adequate 
power, and that their decisions are respected, Or 
Congress can apply a remedy in its own hands, 
a remedy suggested by the Senator from Ilinois 
as applicable to Utah, but a remedy wholly in- 
consistent with and fatal to that Senator’s doctrine 
of a sovereign right of legislation in a Territory— 
that is, Congress can repeal the organic territorial 
act, attach the Territory to some contiguous State, 


| and extend over it the laws of that State. 


In the eent of the excercise of this power—and 
the existence of the power I think cannot be ques- 
tioned—what becomes of the doctrines of inaliena- 
ble rights, and of the sovereign power of legislation 
ina Territory? Forexample, if Kansas had passed 
a prohibitory slavery act, and Congress for any 
cause had subsequently repealed the organic act 
of that Territory, and extended over it the laws 
of Missouri, which would have been paramount: 
which would have been operative in the Terri- 
tory—the territorial slavery prohibition act, or the 
slave laws of Missouri? “The latter, of course; 
though to answer is almost to question the intelli- 
gence of any to whom the interrogatory might be 
put. . i 

But, sir, these questions of the precise extent 
and character of the power of a Territoral Legis- 
iature, and of the source, character, and applica- 
tion of any remedy for maintaining the rights of 
one section of the Confederacy in a Territory, are 
questions relative to which Democrats may, well 
agree to disagree without any feeling; for they 
are judicial, not legislative questions. Asa judi- 
cial question, the former one has been adjudicated. 
Itis a res adjudicate, The contrary is now held 
by the Republicans, and by certain Democrats; 
but I venture the assertion that it will not be held 
probably by either—certainly not by the latter— 
beyond the duration of the political occasion which 
called it into existence. Our people, I am con- 
fident, are too loyal to Government, certainly they 
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- only safeguards of their personal liberty and of 
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are too conscious that their anly safegzuards—the || 


their property—are furnished by the Constitution, 
the laws, and the courts, to long aid in breaking 
down those safeguards where they protect others, 
lest their own rights should be assailed through 
the breach. : 

Hence, I regret these questions are here, and 
their discussion thus forced, because it ean onl 
disclose differences in our own ranks, where all 
should be unity and harmony against a common 
enemy. Before dividing relative to the precise 
rights and remedics of one section of the Confed- 
eracy in the Territories, will it not be wiser in us 
to ascertain if wé can unitedly prevent the legis- 
lative and exccutive departments of the Govern- 
ment from passing into the hands ofa party which, 
denies that section any right orany remedy what- 
ever in the Territories? Representatives of that 
party here, after having aided to strengthen their 
party by direct and positive warfare on the con- 
stitutional rights of the southern section of the 
Confederacy, evinced, in the commencement of 
this session, in the discussion of the resolutions: 
of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] no 
unwillingness to stay the further progress of the 
storm they had raised by professions of consery- 
atism; but they appear to have been soon con- | 
vinced of the ludicrous inconsistency of such pro- 
fessions with their previous sentiments and acts, 
and have returned to their old course. Though 
even now they disavow any sympathy with Aboli- 
tionists or abolitionisin, thei: disavowal contrasts 
sirangely with facts: abolitionism is their constitu- 
éacy; Abolitionists sent them here. They con- 
demned John Brown’sacts during that discussion, | 
but they condemned faintly, doubtless from the 
conviction that his acts were the legitimate fruits 
of their anti-slavery teaching. We may not ques- 
tion the sincerity of their condemnation; butitis 
due t@candor to say, that the condemnation was 
quite too faint to carry conviction of sincerity, | 
and especiilly when they connected the condem- 
nation with manifest sympathy for the man, }: 
While condemning his acts, they praised the man 
—would make it believed that he waba martyr— 
sought to canonize him, and thereby encourage 
others to a repetition of his crimes. They told us 
that he was honest, and truthful; yet they knew 
he stood convicted, by his own admission and the 
testimony of more credible witnesses, of decep- 
tion, robbery, and murder. We thus Icarn their 
ideas of truthfulness and honesty. 

They told us theirs was a moraland law-abiding 
party; one governed by a high sense of biblical 
morality. ‘Phen. its members will fit out no more 
robber bands for depredations on their fellow- 
ekizens. Where, however, are we to find the 
proofs of these law-abiding and moral qualitics? 
Are they to be found ‘in the money and arms they 
admit members of their party furnished for blood- 
sled in Kansas and Virginia? Are they to be 
found in the daily exultantannuneiations of their 
presses that their partisans have carried off more 
orlesssouthern property by means of some under- 
ground railroad, in violation ofthat commandment 
which says * Thou shalt not steal,” and in vio- 
lation of their own oft-repeated declaration of no 
wish or intention to interfere with slave property 
in the States where it cxists? They have told us 
-+they repeat it on all occasions-——that they will 
maintain the Constitution. Then there will be 
harmony between them and us; but what have 
been their maintaining acts herctofore? Denial 
of a constitutional right of citizens of nearly half 
the States of the Confederacy! Efforts to bring 
into disrepute decisions of the highest constitu- 
tional judicial tribunal, even to excite opposition 
to its decisions! Efforts, individualand by State 
enactments, to prevent the exccution of a consti- | 
tutional law for the recovery of fugitive property | 
of the South! Encouragement of a fanatical cle- 
ment, within their own party, an element which 
denounces the Constitution as accursed, and asa 
Teague with a certain individual more intimate 
with Republican fanatics than with good Chris- 
tians! ‘The reception of office at the hands of that 
element, and too frequently the prostitution of 
thatoffice to the purpose of increasing the power 
of that clement! | 

They told us that they reverenced the Union. || 
Then-it is safe; for it has been hitherto endan- | 
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; South? The world will be very likely to find an 
; answer in certain rifles and pikes captured in 


| this service upon its statute-book in the form of 
| enactments declaring it a crime for any of its; 


_ and incarcerated as a criminal. 
! Republican State! 


some things to the Senate; but L prefer not to say 


| until Monday next. 


| gates upon that subject. 


gered mostly by their acts. But how have they 
evinced that reverence? We have a right to in- 
quire, to look into their acts, and compare them 

with their professions. How have they evinced | 
it? By the formation of a sectional party based 


on tho one idea of opposition to an institution 
common to fifteen States of the Confederacy! By 
efforts to excite hostility against the citizens of 
those States because of their institutions! By 
sending emissarics into those States to rob their 
citizens or excite servile insurrection! They told 
us likewise of the fraternity offeeling which should 
exist between citizens of the respective States. | 
Some of them profess to entertain, this feeling and 
to regret its diminution on theyPart of some on 
this side of the Chamber. How have they evineed 
this fraternal feeling for their fellow-citizens of the 


Virginia. 

Mr. President, the fraternity of feeling they 
mention was, but a short time since, a reality, 
entertained and evinced by citizens of both sec- 
tions. Brown’s was not the first band armed in 
one section to pass into the other, but the first for 
this purpose. It is but a few years since—few, at 
least, in the history of a nation—when armed men 
in numbers went from Kentucky into Indiana. 
They did not, however, go at midnight, and un- 
asked. They did not go to rob and. murder. 
They ‘went to aid Indianians in defending them- 
selves from the tomahawk and the scalping-knife, 
and one of Indiana’s battle-fields was red with the 
best blood of Kentucky. Indiana has not yet 
written its ingratitude for these services in the | 
form of enactinents to prevent Kentuckians from 
recovering their property when found within its 
State limits, It has not yet made itself arecciver 
of stolen goods—a receiver of property stolen from 
Kentucky or other southern States. Indiana has 
not yet done these things, because its State govern- 

ment has not yet been in the hands of the Repub- 
lican party. 

But letus look a little further North. Michigan 
has had its hour of trial. Jt has had its batie- 
field—the Raisin. That ficld, too, was bathed with 
Kentucky blood, but shed in defense uf Michi- 
gan’ssoil, Michigan has written its gratitude for 


officers to even passively aid in the execution of | 
the fugitive slave law, and declaring that you, sir, 
(Mr. Cray, in the chair,] or any other citizen of 
any southern State who may, in transitu, pass 
within its borders with a household servant, com- 
mits thereby a criminal act, and shall be arrested | 
Michigan is a 
We see in these acts Repub- 
lican gratitude for services rendered by the South; | 
Republican fraternity of fecling for their southern 
fellow-citizens! Republicans love their fellow- 
citizens of the South; but it is the love of the 
cannibal for his fellow-man. | 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I propose to say 


anything this afternoon, as we are within about 
ten minutes of the time assigned fora special order 
in exceutive session, I move, therefore, that the 
further consideration of this subject be postponed 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask the Senator to yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. I yield, without giving up my 
right to the floor. [propose to address the Senate 
on Monday. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. Certainly. I noticed that 
some portion of the speech of the gentleman from 
Indiana was addressed to meas asupposed candi- 
date before the Charleston convention. I have no 
reply to make to his assault upon that subject. | 
Much indulgence is due to the feelings of that gen- 
tleman; I can even sympathize with him. It 
does occur to me, however, that a speech ainied 
against a man whom he supposes may be a can- 
didate before the convention, might as well have 
been made in his own State, and in his own county, 
efore the Democracy there instructed their dele- 
I choose to leavesthis 
matter between the gentleman and the people of | 
Indiana. The people of Indiana have done me 
justice, to my own satisfaction, atleast, according 
to my own view; and I rather think the people of | 


ji grec the 


the whole country know my opinions on these: 


| questions pretty well. I therefore shall enterifito’ 


no controversy with that gentlemen on this occa- 
sion. -L may have occasion hereafter to alludé to 
some points he has presented; and if I shall deem: 
it necessary to do so, I shall address myself.to the: 
Senate; but I shall not occupy their.attention in 
any controversy now. : i siin 
Mr. FITCH. Whenever the Senator attempts» 
to answer the points E have presented, he will find: 
me ready to mect him. He taunts me with the: 
action of the late Democratic State convention of 
Indiana in such manner and tone as clearly’ to 
convince us of his expectation of deriving some 
ersonal benefit from that action. What benefit? 
t will add more or less to the votes the Senator. 
will receive at Charleston, but increasés in nò de= 
: prebaniliy of his nomination.: His nom- 
mation, by a national convention in which every 
State is represented, governed by the rules and 
usages which have heretofore governed such as- 
semblages, the Senator. must know isso near an 
impossibility as to be extremely improbable. 
Well, then, what benefit to himself from the ac~ 
tion of the Indiana convention? He must not 
flatter himself it will add twenty-six to any other 
votes he may suppose to be so exclusively under 
his control as. to enable him to transfer, to:sell 
them to some other candidate for the nomination, 
on the condition precedent that. such candidate, if 
elected, shall permit the Senator to contro} the: 
Administration, and thereky reward his friends.: 
I make this allusion simply in response to his. 
If, as he suggests, points had been made. against 
him, a canvass conducted against him in Indiana, 
the result, perhaps, in some countics, might have 
been a little different; but, unlike the Senator, 1, 
for one, am not in the habit of obtruding my 
political opinions upon all occasions, whether op- 
portune or not. I am not in the habit of creating 
occasions for a display of opinions, but confine my 


discussion of political matters to appropriate oc-. * 


casions, places, and assemblages. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only to say, sir, that 
I have too much respect for the Democracy of In- 
diana to think that they can be sold or transferred,- 
I think they have shown that they are incapable: 
of either. ‘ep MER 

Mr. FITCH. Ithank the Senator, in the name 
of the Democracy of Indiana, for the compliment.. 
Fle will find it deserved; and find, when he makes 
the attempt, that he is mistaken in his estimate of 
the temper of the Democracy of Indiana, and of 
the integrity of its delegates, if ho flatters himself 
that he can use them for the accomplishment of 
any scheme of his, looking beyond his own nomi- 
nation. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
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In rue House or Representatives, 
February 21, 1869. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and having under consideration the 
President’s annual message— A 


Mr. LAMAR said: . 

Mr. Cnamman, lobtained the floor several days 
ago for the purpoag of replying to some arguments 
advanced in avery ingenious and well-considercd 
speech from the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Fenry.] J désire to begin my remarks to-day by 
a quotation from the philosopher and poct, Cole- 
ridge, which J will thank the Clerk to read for me. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“An American commander, who had deserved and rê- 
ceived the highest honors which his grateful country, 
through her assembled representatives, could bestow upon 
him, once said to me, with a sigh, ‘In an evil hour for 
my country did the Freuch and Spaniards abandon Lou- 
isiana to the United States. We were not sufficiently a 
country before; and should we ever be mad enough to 
drive the English from Canada and her other Norti Amer- 
ican Provinces, we shall soon cease to be a-country at all, 
Without local attachment, without national honor, we 
shall resemble a swarm of insects that settle on the fruits 
of the earth to corrupt and consume them, rather than men 
who love and cleave to the jand of their forefathers. After 
a shapeless anarchy and- a series of civil wars, we shall at 
jast be formed into many countries, unless the vices en- 
genderéd in the process should demand farther punishment, 
and we should previously fall beneath the despotism of 
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like a lion, consumed by an in- 
d helpless beneath the beak and 
bird of prey.’ ”’ 


some military adventurer, 
ward disease, prostrate an 
talons of a vulture, or yet meaner 


The distinguished commande 
Mr. Chairman, was Decatur. 


rthere referred to, 

No one can read 
that declaration without feeling some disposition 
to inquire whether we are about to-realize its ful- 
filment. The animosities that exist between the 
two sections of the Confederacy, the discord that 
reigned for seven long weeks on this floor, are 
fearful tokens of a deep-seated disorder in our 
political system : nr et 

My object to-day is to Inquire how far my.con- 
stituents and the people with whom they are as- 
sociated are responsible for the existing condition 
of things. Mississi pi, sir, Ñas grown up under 
this Federal Union. There isnot, within herlimits, 
a proprietor who does not hold his home under a 
grant from the Federal Government. Her noble 
university, and her common schools, are all es- 
tablished by donations from the public domain, 
which she has received, in common with all the 
new States. It is true, that in the special and ap- 
preciuble advantages of Federal legislation—such 
as discriminations in favor of industrial pursuits, 
and commercial enterprise, and the returns of tax- 
ation, in the form of Government expenditures— 
she receives far less than an average share. She 
has no ships to participate in the monopoly grant- 
ed to American vessels of the coasting trade, and 
the benefit of tonnage duties in their favor in the 
foreign trade. Her population have no fishing or 
other bounties from the national Treasury; and 
the tariff on imports docs not operate to protect 
the productions of her industry. She has no army 
of contractors or Federal officers; nor are there 
any public buildings of imperial magnificence 
constructed by the Government within her limits. 
But she is prosperous; and the heart of her people 
beats truer to the Union than to their own tran- 
quillity. Nor will she be driven from her devo- 
tion, except by causes which she has not created, 
and by consequences for which she is not respons- 
ible. Mississippi has never declared herself in 
favor of disunion, per se. She will not make that 
declaration until she becomes convinced that her 
sister States north are deliberately determined to 
endanger her internal and social institutions, or 
to impair her dignity and equality as a confeder- 
ate State, 

Now, sir, I should not be candid if I did not 
say that there are many, perhaps a majority, in 
my State who do not speak with the same reserve 
and caution as I am doing on this occasion. The 
obvious and unmistakable tokens of design in 
the Jong-continued and crafty agitation of this sla- 
very question, have produced alienation and dis- 
trast, It is a unanimous sentiment in the South 
that the existence of this Republican organization 
isa standing menace to her peace and security; and 
astanding insult to hercharacter. Moreespecially 
have the recent events in Virginia, the discordant 
proceedings of this House, and the angry discus- 
sion on the Helper book, created a tone and tend- 
ency in the public feeling which must tell unhap- 
pily on the political transactions of our country 
for a long series of years. 

I was pained, during t 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cor- 

win] ask, in a tone of levity which evinced 
how lightly he esteemed the temper of our peo- 
le: “Why, gentlemen, can a small book like the 
Jelper Compend endanger your proud institu- 
tions?” Sir, a million such books could not, for 
an instant, affect the South, but for the conviction 
that it represents and embodies the sentiments of 
a large mass of the northern peop le. You, gen- 
tlemen, who have disclaimed an repudiated its 
practical recommendations, do not deny, 1 believe 
ou all admit, that the fundamental doctrine of the 
boal—ahat slavery is a great moral, social, and 
political wrong, to be opposed by the Govern- 
ment everywhere and under all circumstances, 
by all constitutional means; its extension to be 
prohibited, and the powers of this Government to 
be applied to confine it with a view to its extine- 
tion—is the predominant opinion of a large mass 
of the northern people; that it infects their litera- 
ture, pervades their jurisprudence, is inculcated 
in their theology, controls their local legislation, 
and constitutes, this day, the sole creed of a 
political. party which commands a majority of 


hat discussion, to hear 


“lution in that moral 


States, and overwhelming majorities in States at 
the North. : 

Now, sir, this is a portentous fact; for a moral 
sentiment thus diffused among the majority of a 
great people will work itself out into practical ac- 
tion, and the law—fundamental or statute—which 
obstructs its progress to development must yield 
before it or be overborne by it. 

Sir, institutions and constitutions and laws and 
Governments are at last but external structures 
-whose roots are in the moral and intellectual life 
of the people for whoyt they exist; and any revo- 
d mental life must have its 
corresponding effegé upon institutions subject to 
its influence. 

Now, sir, among a great, earnest, and religious 
people, whose moral and religious. conviction is 
that slavery is “asin against, God and a crime 
against humanity,” in the language of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry,] I ask what 
countenance or support will be given to a Consti- 
tution which sanctions that sin, or to institutions 
which uphold and establish thatcrime? Let, sir, 
the party which represents this sentiment get pos- 
session of this Government, intrench itself in all 
its departments, arm itself with its power; and I 
ask if the barriers of the Constitution, the forms 
of law, the obligations of humanity, and the sov- 
ereignty of the States will not all melt down in its 
fiery path? Is it strange, sir, that our people 
should think of withdrawing their asda duati- 
tutions from the sweep of this fanatical revolution? 
And yet, sir, if a southern gentleman, from a 
heart oppressed with gloomy forebodings for his 
country, expresses any such sentiment upon this 
floor, forthwith these Republican gentlemen—ay, 
sir, and grave Senators—seize upon it, tear it from 
its context, misrepresent the spirit which prompted 
its utterance, and send it forth grouped with other 
expressions similarly garbled, to arouse passion, 
inflame prejudice, and madden fanaticism. 

Sir, the calamity of the timesis, thatthe people 
of the North do not understand the people of the 
South; and it is to the interest of a certain class 
of politicians to perpetuate the misunderstanding. 

Phe gentleman from Connecticut, sir, in his 
speech a few days since, repeated the assertion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Conwiy,] thatit 
was the policy of the founders of our Republic 
to prevent the establishment of slavery in new 
communities. In my opinion, a greater error was 
never committed upon this floor. My own State 
is a standing refutation of the proposition. Sir, 
slavery exists this day in Mississippi by the en- 
couragment—certainly with the consent—of this 
Federal Government when it was in the hands of 
the founders of our Republic. By the act of 1798 
the President was authorized to extend over the 
Mississippi Territory the same government which 
existed northwest of the Ohio, excepting the last 
clause of the famous ordinance prohibiting sla- 
very; and that was repealed. And upon the 
moton of Mr. Thatcher, of Massachusetts, to 
preron what he called ‘the rights of man,” the 

ilmot-proviso principlé was proposed to be 
extended over Mississippi, and received at first 


but twelve votes, and upon the last proposition 
butone vote. Now, sir, this seems to me to be a 
legislative declaration to exclude the conclusion 
that there was any desire upon the part of the 
founders of our Republic to prevent the establish- 
mentof slavery innew communities. It certainly 
displays the considerate caution which then ex- 
isted on this subject. It shows that there was no 
disposition on the part of the founders of our Re- 
public to interfere with the delicate relation in new | 
Territories; and it would have been a policy of 

peace had this precedent been followed in all sub- 

sequent legislation. ‘This act shows that the 

United States gave their free and spontaneous con- 


| sent that slavesmight be carried and held in Mis- 


sissippi as property, and that her freemen were, 
at the proper time, to form an independent gov- 
ernment, and become a member of the Union on 
equal terms with the other parties to the compact. | 
Now, sir, Mississippistands here to-day, and finds 
slavery, through the action of this Federal Gov- 
ernmgent,an integral and live elementin hersocial 
system, interfused with the social relations, the 


| industrial pursuits, the investments of capital,and 


the political forms of her people. 


Gentlemen, lask, have you the right—I do not 


i 


mean the constitutional power—have you the 
moral right, is it just, is it tolerant, to reverse the 
action of this Government and embark it ina ca- 
reer of hostility toan institution which the action 
of this Government has made. the basis upon 
whose durability our social and political order is 
constituted? The condition of Mississippi is that 
of other new States in the South and Southwest. 
The gentleman from Connecticut justifies this 
policy of his party, on the ground that. our insti- 
tution is regarded by the people of the North as 
“hateful to God and unjust to man;”’ that “it 
cannot exist of natural right.” But when he seeks 
to give the authority upon which he bases this 
dogma, he takes arica pains to lodge it in that 
most secret place in all nature, ‘the instincts of 
the human heart” and the dictates of natural 
reason. n 
Mr. FERRY. An enlighteneđ conscience. 
Mr. LAMAR. Yes, sir; the dictates of an en- 
lightened conscience. Sir, he almost repeated the 
proposinon of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
INGHAM,] in a debate during the last Congress, 
when he said: “I appeal to your immortal spirit, 
can you be rightfully reduced to slavery?” The 
gentleman from Connecticut, following that line 
of argument, asks: “Is there a man upon this 
floor who would not rather die than be a bond- 
man? who would not rather see his little son dead 
in his coffin than sce that son sold into slavery?” 
Well, sir, I answer the gentleman, (and I pre- 
sume it is just as he wishes me to answer,) that I 


| cannot be rightfully reduced to slavery; nor can 


you, sir; nor can the gentleman himself. But,sir, 
does it follow that men are right-angled triangles— 
that whatever is true of one is predicable of all 
men? Will these gentlemen say that that is the 
test by which the rightfulness of a civil regulation 
is to be determined? If so, I will ask these gen- 
tlemen a question: “ I appeal to your immortal 
spirit,” can you rightfully be reduced to a fglon’s 
cell? I ask the gentleman, ‘‘is there a man upon 


| this floor who would not rather die than be’ a 


felon? who “would not rather see his little son 
dead in his coffin” than to see that son torn from 
his mother’s, embrace, and doomed to imprison- 
ment for life with hard labor, the associate of con- 
victs and criminals? 

Mr. FERRY. Does the gentleman wish an an- 
swer? g 

„Mr. LAMAR. Not just now. Sir, they can 
give me but one answer, and that is the answer 
which I give to their question, And yet there are 
hundreds of thousands ef our fellow-citizens, in 
whom the same immortal spirit resides, who are 
reduced to that ignominious condition; and these 
gentlemen justify the ordinances and statutes 
which condemn them to it; not because they are 
not ‘‘created with equal inherent, natural, and in- 
alienable rights,” but simply because the order 
and well-being of society require that they shall 
be deprived of that liberty and equality which, in 
our hands, is such a priceless, peerless blessing. 
But I again ‘appeal to the gentleman’s immortal 
spirit.” Task him can he, be made subservient 
and obedient to another’s will—his intellectual and 
moral nature subject to the restraint and control 
of another’s authority? Sir, these gentlemen are 
ready to fight for the liberty of private judgment. 
And’yet all the young men of the country, under 
twenty-one years of age, are reduced to that con- 
dition, not because their rights are not natural, 
inherent, and inalienable, but simply because the 
interests of society require that they should be 
kept under this personal restraint until they are 
fitted for political and social equality. 

But, sir, I appeal again “ to the gentleman *sim- 
mortal spirit,” and T ask him, can he rightfully be 
deprived of all political power, even the right of 
voting; every civil privilege, even of suing, ina 
Government which acts upon every relation of his 
being, which taxes his person and taxes his prop- 
erty, and affects, for weal or woe, the destinies of 
his posterity? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Brvenam] has already justified rebellion in Kan- 
sas “to maintain the natural right of self-govern- 
ment;” and the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
Ferry] has asserted that one of the objects of our 
Revolution was to establish “* universal egublity 
in political rights.” Yet, sir, one half of our adult 
population—the better half, who have the same 
immortal nature, and a far purer nature than.ours— 
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are reduced to that condition; are deprived of 
every political right, ofevery civil privilege. Their 
existence is ignored by the laws of some States, 
and their very persons, in many instances, are sub- 
ject to the custody of coarscrand inferior natures. 
And these gentlemen justify all this, not upon the 
ground that woman’s nature is not immortal, or 
that her rights are less inherent and inalienable, 
bat simply because the necessitics of society de- 
mand her consecration to those high and noble re- 
sponsibilities which unfit her for the exercise of 
political rights. 

Now, | put the question, and I want itanswered, 
whether female dependence or the immaturity of 
youth constitute any better reason for the priva- 
tion of political and social equality, for the inflic- 
tion of civil disabilities and personal restraints, 
than the ignorance, superstition, the mental and 
moral debasement which centuries of barbarism 
have entailed upon a servile race? I want to know, | 
sir, if the good of socicty, its interests and order, 
asa whole, require that this race should be retained 
in its existing relation; whether the institution 
does not stand vindicated by every principle upon 
which human institutions repose ? 

Mr. Chairman, the mistake of these gentlemen 
is this: that men are to be governed by certain 
fixed, inflexible, invariable rules, deduced from 
natural reason; and that a government which is 
applicable to a race of intelligent white men can 
be forced upon States consisting of two distinct 
races, opposite in color, and differing as widely in 
character, disposition, moral and mental habits, 
as are the opposing characteristics of barbarism 
and civilization. 

But, sir, shall we always Be disputing about 
these “natural rights of man” and the founds 
tions of society? Are we to have no time-honored 
institutions, no recognized precedents, no grand 
maxims of common law, growing up around our 
Constitution, and almost as sacred as the Consti- 
tution itself? Is our grand Republic, its destiny, 
its administration, its policy, to be forever float- 
ing hither and thither upon the uncertain billows 
of this beautiful but dangerous sca of political 
metaphysics? Are these gentlemen prepared to 
say thal every institution of society must stand 
or fall, according as it conforms, or fails fo con- 
form, to some principle of natural right, deduced 
by each generation from natural reason? Where, 
sir, would such a Principle stop? ‘There are phi- 
losophers, and I believe they are correct, who say 
that the right of individual property cannot be 
deduced from the natural reason of man. ~ 

But, sir, this principle is not limited in its action 
to political forms; it institutes revolt in all the 
elements of the social system, and raises impious 
waragainst the recognized ordinances and express 
commandments of God. The gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Ferry] stated, the other day, 
that there was no warrant in the language of in- 
spiration for the relation of master and slave as it 
exists in the South. Now, sir, lam not going to 
quote the Bible upon these gentlemen; but I pro- 
pose to give them the language of alearned north- 
ern divine, the president of a northern college, an 
advocate of immediate abolition, whose book on 
moral science is the text-book of your northern 
colleges, academies, and schools. Dr. Wayland, 
in his letters on the subject of slavery, s eaking of 
the 25th chapter of Leviticus, in which the He- 
brews are commanded to buy the children of the 
strangers among them, uses the following lan- 
guage: 

“The authority to take them «s slaves seems to bea part 
of this original, peculiar, and anomalous grant’? 

I presume, Mr. Chairman, none but an Aboli- 
tionist would characterize agrant of God as anoma- 
lous. [Laughter.] 

Again: 

“I grant at once that the Hebrews held slaves from the 
time of the conquest of Canaan, and that Abraham and the 
patriarchs held them many centuries before. I grant, also, 
Moses enacted laws with special reference to that rela- 
tion.” 

I hope I have the attention of the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Ferry] to the next sen- 
tence: 

2‘ 1 wonder,” suys Dr. Wayland, “that any should have 


the hardihood to deny so plain a matter of record. I should 
as soon deny the delivery of the ten commandments to Moses.’? 


i 


Mr. FERRY. Will the gentleman yield to me || 
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gentleman further than to say that I will take an- 
other opportunity to answer him. 
Mr. LAMAR. Sir, the gentleman said that the 


the institution of slavery. Christianity came into 
the world when the relation of master and slave 
was onc of cruelty and hostility, ‘Our slaves 
are our enemies,” was the observation of the elder 
Cato. 


my own; but I will give an extract from Dr. 


sevking to prove ‘*the moral principles of the 
gospel to be directly subversive of the principles 
of slavery,” he makes the following admission: 

«©The gospel neither commands masters to manumit 
their slaves nor authorizes slaves to free themselves from 
their s3; and, also, it go 
duties suited to both parties in their present condition.” 

Again: 

“The duty of staves is also explicitly made known inthe 


Bible. ‘Chey are bound to obedience, fidelity, submission, 


| and respect to their masters, not only to the good and kind, 
but also to the unkind and froward; not, however, on the 
| ground of duty to man, but on the ground of duty t9 God.” 
—Wayland’s Elements of Moral Science, pages 225 and 229, 
edition in the Congressional Library. 

This is abolition authority, I want it under- 
stood, 

Now, sir, the teachings of the apostles, as they 
are here made known My Dr. Wayland, were the 
teachings of the Christian Church, ‘The Church 
was itself a slaveholder, and Christian kings and 
princes followed its example. ‘There ts in Hamp- 
ton Court at this day, the marble bust of the 
| favorite negro slave of William IH, Prince of 
Orange—one of the 
orty—with a carved collar around his neck, with 
a padlock upon it, and in every respect made like 
a dog’s collar. 

But, sir, there is one authorit which I came 
near forgetting to read, and which { suppose stands 
higher with those gentlemen than even Dr. Way- 
land. Itisa work which is an claborate exposi- 
tion of certain abstract principles of New England 
theology and politics, albeit in a narrative and 
dramatic form. Lread from the “ Minister’s Woo- 
ing,” by Mrs. Harriet Beecher Stowe. {Laugh- 
ter.} Inthisnovel, which would stand unequaled 
as a work of fiction but for the anti-slavery big- 
otry4which runs like a coarse black thread through 
the otherwise admirable tissue of thought and 
feeling, she puts in the mouth of the erudite and 
learned Dr. Hopkins—the hero, by the way, of 
the tale—the following answer togMr. Marvyn’s 
question: 

« Was there not an express permission given to Israel to 
buy and hold slaves as of old ?”? 

Says the Doctor: 

Doubtless ; but many permissions were given to them 
which were local and temporary ; for if we hold them to 
apply to the human race, the Turks might quote the Bible 
for making slaves of us, if they could; and the Algerines 
have the Seripture al on their side ; and our own bla at 
some future time, if they can‘get the 
themselves in making slaves of us’? (Page 174.) 

Now, sir, I do not wish the point of my argu- 
ment misunderstood. I am not seeking to show 
a Bible sanction of southern slavery as it now 
exists. Ido not ask your assent to that. 
point is, that the principle with which you are 
warring upon us, is condemned by the ordinance 
of God and the language of Scripture. I say that 
God would never, even “for local and temporary 
purposes,” have given permission for that-whic 
comes 11 con 
of natural right of which he is the author. When 
he established slavery among the Jews, he estab- 
lished the principle that there may be conditions 
and circumstances under which slavery is not 
| «hateful to God or unjust to man.” Nor does 
this argument justify Turkish slavery, Algerine 
slavery, or white slavery; it justifies no sort of 
slavery except that which justifies itself by the 
rightfalness of its own conditions and circum- 
stances. And this is the ground upon which we 
of the South place our cherished institutions. We 
maintain that these justifying circumstances do 
exist in relation to our institution of negro sla- 
very. They consist in the unfitness of the black 


| 


a moment? 


| race for a condition higher than that of slavery. 


sentiment of all Christendom was repugnant to | 


cherubim of English lib- 


power, might justify | 


My | 


flict with those immutable principles | 


How did our Saviour and his apostles | 
treat that’ relation? I propose, sir, no views of | 


ayland’s Elements of Moral Science, the text- | 
hook of your northerschools. In an argument, | 


urther, and prescribes the | 


Our proposition ig, that when these two races. are. 
brought into contact, the supremacy of the white 
man must be acknowledged, and his right. to g0v-. 
ern both races with reference to the happiness of 
both.. This is the principle. upon. which, until. 
recently, the legislation of all your northern States. 
was founded. , They all asserted the supremacy. 
of the white man and the subordination of the: 
black man. : z 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr; Ferny], 
stated that the object of our Revolution was to-cs-. 
tablish ‘“ universal equality in political rights,and 
the indefeasible title of all men to social and civil: 
liberty.” He ought to have had the candor to 
have held up his own State.to public reprehension 
for violating this principle; for in Comnecticut he 
knows the negro has neither politidal nor social. 
equality; that he is deprived of the right of voting; 
that he is legally incompetent as a witness against, 
white men, and excluded from the right of inter- 
marriage with whites. Those gentlemen guard 
sedulously enough against all contact of this race 
with themselves, or their own class of society, L 
could not insult that gentleman more grossly than 
to ask him if he is willing to throw open the sacred 
precincts of his family, and allow the negro to 
come in as an equal member. No, sir; but he is 
for freeing his labor, and possibly for giving him 
the right of voting, and by that means bringing. 
him in contact and equality, not with himself, but 
with the laboring white freeman of the North; and 
why such a proposition does not kindle a consums, 
ing flame of indignation among those laborin 
freemen of the North, is one of those politica 
phenomena for which I will not undertake to ac- 
count, 

Sir, the only cause of the difference between 
the legislation of northern and southern States 


upon the subject of slavery, is, that the negroes 
are not sufficient in numbers at the North to make 
it necessary to reduce them to the condition of 
domestic servitude, while with, us that condition 
is indispensable to the good. order and welfare of 
the whole society. And it is demonstrable—and 
I will make it so appear, if I have time—that the 
negro in the southern States has reached a moral 
and intellectual development superior to his race 
in any other position in which he has been placed. 
That he contributes more, iù his present condi- 
tion,. to the good of mankind, their moral and in- 
tellectual progress, than in any other position in 
which he has been placed. hat was his con- 
dition when he was first brought here? Look at 
him upon his native continent. The most humane 
explorers of the African continent tell us that they 
exist there without social or political order, with- 
out modesty or shame, some of the tribes not even 
reaching the civilization of the fig-leaf. 

I propose, just here, to read from Hegel’s Phi- 
losophy of History, an imperishable monument’ 
of human genius, in which the author holds 
u freedom. to be the essence of humanity, and sla- 
very the condition of injustice.” And what docs 
he say? 

“The negro, as already observed, exhibits the natural 
man in his completely wild and untamed state. We must 
lay aside all thought of reverence and morality, all that we ` 
call feeling, if we would rightly comprehend him. There 
is nothing harmonious with bumanity to be found in this 
type of character.” [Page 97,} 

“Phe undervaluing of humånity among them reaches an 
incredible degree of intensity. Tyranny is regarded as no 
wrong, and cannibalism is looked upon as quite customary 
and proper.” * ýe * «The devouring of human 
fiesh is altogether consonant with the general principles of 
the African race. To the sensual negro, human fiesh is 
but an object of sense—mere flesh.” [Pages 99-100.} 

After describing many other characteristics, 
the author concludes “‘slavery to have been the 
occasion of the increase of human feeling among the 
negroes. The doctrine which we deduce from this 
conditionof slavery among the negroes, and which 
constitutes the only side of the question that has 
an interest for our inquiry, is that which we de~ 
duce from the idea, viz: that the ‘ natural condi- 
tion’ itself is one of absolute and thorough injus-_ 
tice, contravention of the tight and just. Every 
intermediate grade between this and the realiza- 
tion of a rational state rétains, as might be ex- 
pected, elements and aspects of injustice. There- 
fore, we find slavery even in the Greck and 
Roman States, as we do serfdom, down to the 
latest times. But thus existing in a State, slavery 


is itself a phase of advance from the merely isolated: 


ey. a 


a 
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sérsual existence, a phase of education, a mode of 
becoming participant in a higher morality and the 
culture connected with it.” [Page 104.} 

Now, sir, who will say that the three htindred 
thousand negroes, whose character is thus de- 
scribed by this German author, brought over to 
this continent, would ever have had their condi- 
tion improved, or would ever have secured to 
themselves the benefits they now enjoy, had they 
been left in their ‘natural condition? “At that 
time there were two barbarous races, which came 
in contact upon this continent with the Euro- 

ean. The one was the African, occupying the 

owest point in the scale of human existence; the 
other was the noble Indian race, superior to the 
African in intelligence, in moral and physical de- 
velopment. Free as the wild bird of his native |j 
forests; bold as the stream which dashed down 
his mountain gorges; generous as the bountcous 
nature ‘around him, the American Indian goes 
into. history the poetic embodiment of savage 
“Life: What has been his fate compared with that 
of the African? 

What has become of the Narragansetts, Pe- 
quots, Senécas, Oncidas and Delawares? Driven 
back by the advancing wave of European civili- 
zation to continually contracting circles, with di- 
minished means of subsistence, into degradation, 
wretchedness, and extinction. ` 

The African, with all its foulness, with all its 

rosaic vulgarities, domesticated and disciplined, | 

as been by that same wave borne up higher and |i 
higher, untilnow it farnishes insperation fornorth- 
ern song, herocs and heroines for northern ro- 
mances, andis invited by northern statesmen into 
their charmed circlo of political and social equal- 
ity. Not just yet, gentlemen, if you please. He 
is not your equal; and history proves that even 
when he has reached this point of civilization, if 
ou take from under him the institution which has 
Borne him up to it, he relapses into his pristine 
barbarism. intended to show this by detailed 
references to the French. islands,.the English An- 
tilles, and other countries in which slavery has 
been abolished. I could haveshownthatin Hayti, 
where the negro was left with all the endowments 
of a civilization which vied with that of Rome in 
gorgeous magnificence, you see now nothing but || 
poverty, vice, indolence, and all the other signs 
of a rapidly approaching barbarism. I intended 
to show from anti-slavery authority that the Brit- 
ish Antilles have disappointed every promise and 
frustrated every hope that accompanied the act of 
emancipation. I intended to show the condition 
of the free colored population in Peru, as exhib- 
ited by a most intelligent German traveler, Von 
Tschudi, whose work was published among the 
“Choice Reading” of the anti-slavery publishing 
house of Wiley & Putnam, in New York. 

I need not refer to Liberia. The gentleman 
formerly from Missouri, Mr. Blair, has demon- 
strated on this floor that Liberia is a failure, and 
Africa still the “ house of bondage.” The distin- | 
guished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwiy] has |) 
expressed some doubtaboutthat matter; but he can 
certainly point to no sign of an advance beyond 
the original moral status of the colony; and, sir, if 
it does not show signs of decay and dissolution, 
it is because the emigration of our freed negroes 
pours constantly into the shrunken veins of its 
sickly civilization fresh tides of moral and mental 
Kfe, I need not refer to the condition of the frece 
negro in the northern States, These gentlemen 
arè familiar with it. One thing J will say, that | 
the census returns show that his moral and phys- | 
ical condition is superior in the South to what it 
is inthe North. Andif freedom to the individual | 
be sucha boon and blessing to the African, south- | 
ern slavery has done more in this respect for the li 
race than northern abolitionism. 1 


There have 
been one hundred thousand more emancipated by | 
the southern States than have been emancipated by 
the northern States; and there are forty thousand | 
free negrocs living in the South now more than | 
are resident in the northern States. 
` If, then, we show that the condition of the negro |i 
at the South is superior to his condition in any |! 
other country, and that the abolition of slavery || 
has always ty followed by immediate retro- | 
gression, Í ask of what has humanity to complain |! 
against the institution ? . 
Sir, another argument that has been advanced 


| 
i 


by northern gentlemen, and by the leader of their 
party is, that the interests of the white race re- 
quire the exclusion of this institution from new 
territory; that it'should be dedicated to free soil, 
and to the freemen of the North. Now, I want 
to say; in passing, that that puts out of view every 
consideration of humanity which these gentlemen 
have made the instrument of the fanaticism that 
has hitherto been waged against us. But [ will 
pass on. How do the interests of the white race 
require the restriction of slavery? They say that 
free labor is dishonored by its contact with slave 
labor. How? The two systems coexist under 
our Republic. Look at labor as it exists at the 
North—the mighty North—the seat ofcommerce, 
manufactures, mechanic art#, accumulated wealth, 
and common schools. Look at the mighty pop- 
ulation that fills that vast territory with the hum 
of its free industry. The toiling millions that 
constitute the sub-stratum on which this splendid 
fabric of free society reats its aspiring head! Are 
they not all freemen? Is not each one of them 
the equal of the proudest and richest in the land; 
tenacious of his rights and proud of his position? 
What, though he is often compelled to toil in 
mid-day while the very earth is melting with fer- 
vent heat, and while the negro slave is resting 
from his work, still his labow is dignified and hon- 
orable, because it is frec; and although commerce 
may languish, and manufactures go into decay, 
and the wages of labor fall, and the price of pro- 
visions increase, yet he can hush the muttefings 


the one proud, glorious, thought—the dignity of 
labor. Now, how is this labor contaminated by 
the existence of southern slave labor? Sir, our 
negroes are working nder, and for your free la- 
borers at the North. They furnish them with the 
raw material on which this free labor exercises its 
skill and industry; the raw material which is the 
very basis of your commerce and manufacturing 
enterprise. : 

But you say it becomes dishonored by coming 
in contact with slave labor in the common terri- 
tory. ‘This very contact exists in the South; 
and is labor dishonored there? Why, according 
to the estimate of these gentlemen, there are only 
three hundred and twenty thousand slaveholders 
in the Souths all the balance are non-slaveholding 
laborers. Mark that! Now, gentlemen, universal 
suffrage exists in the South. Each one of these 


hag one vote, and no more. Each one of the five 
million non-slaveholders has one vote, and no less. 
These latter, then, have the overwhelming major- 
ity. Sir, the institution is in the hollow of the 
hand of the ngp-slaveholder of the South. He 
has but to close his hand, and the institution is 
crushed. He sees its effects on the slave; he feels 
its effects on himself. Sir, if these effects were 
degrading, why not throw it off, when he could 
do it by simply depositing a ballot in a senseless 
urn? Twill tell you why he does not do it. 1 
will show you why it is that, from that vast body 
of independent, voting freemen, there comes up 
not one whisper of disapprobation, not one mur- 
mur of discontent, not one protest against its mo- 
rality, its justice, and its expediency. Itis because 
there is no class among whom negro slavery se- 
cures such wide-spread blessings as the noneaiave: 
holders of the South. There hag never been a 
race of men more maligned and lied about than 
‘that very class of freemen in the South. I know 
them. I have lived among them, and have felt 
the heart-warm grasp of their strong hands; and 
I tell you, Mr..Chairman, that God’s sun does 
not shine on a nobler, prouder, happier, more 
prosperous, and elevated class of people, than the 
non-slaveholders of the South. It is impossible, 


| from the very nature and constitution of southern 


society, that it should be otherwise. 

Lhaye time to mention only one fact, among 
others, that shows you its advantages in their 
view. Mr. Webster, in one of his speeches, spoxe 
of the ownership of land as constituting the basis 
of free government, and said that suffrage should 
be restricted to these whose property gave them 
an interest in the preservation of the State. Now, 
kI do not think that. I think that an honest, in- 
telligent laboring man is as much entitled to a 


of any other class of society. 


of discontent and still the Pnawings of hunger by | 


three hundred and twenty thousand slaveholdors | 


participation in the government ag the member | 


! you had conferred any great bene 


But there are certain moral advantages in favor 
of aland-owning community. Sir, in every coun- 
try, and in every age, the proprietorship of the 
soil has been regarded as a position of dignity and 
of personal elevation. Now, sir, that is the po- 
sition of the non-slaveholding laborers of the 
South. They area nation of land-owners. There 
is not sucha body of land-owners in the world as 
the non-slaveholders of the South. Each of them 
feels in himself a pride of character, an elevation 
of position; and, sir, he feels that he is not merely 
a freeman, he is a freeholder; more than that, 
he isagentleman. You talk about free labor at 
the North and free soil, as if it did not exist in 
greater purity in the South than anywhere else. 
‘What you call ‘operatives’? have to share the 
profits of their labor with capital, and it is hinted 
that capital gets the lion’s share. What we call 
“ slaves”? are owned by capital, and get their re- 
turn only in food, raiment, shelter, and protecting 
care. But, sir, true free labor is that which the 
southern farmer, with his own free arm, applies 
to his own soil, allowing neither master, capital- 
ist, nor employer, to have any participation in its 
profits. And, sir, what are those profits? Not 
alon® the crop of cotton, corn, and potatoes; 
something mofc than that. When the strong, brave 
man drives his plowshare through the fallow 
ground, the up-turned sod reveals to his eye that 
which is richer to him than the golden sands of 
California. 

“Tis the sparkle of liberty’? 

and personal independence. Sir, at the end of the 
petty he has other gains, too, that his labor brings 
him; the industry and honesty of the father, the 
household virtues of the mother, the intelligence 
of the sons, the chastity of the daughters—there, 
sir, is a harvest which we would not barter for 
this wide world’s commerce, and all its honors 
besides. A l 

But, sir, let us see what this institution has done 
for the progress of mankind; and this brings me 
to the third class of men in the South who have 
been subjegt to misrepresentation. I allude to the 
southern planters. I have buta moment to spare, 
and I will allude to one branch of southern indus- 
try as an illustration of the whole—I mean cotton 
culture, Some idea of the importance of the cot- 
ton trade to the civilized world may be obtained 
by the following graphic description of its influ- 
ence upon Great Britain, from the pen of Macau- 
Jay: 

«F see in this country a great manufacturing population 
drawing the materials of manufacture from a limited mar- 
ket. Lsee a great cotton trade carried on, which furnishes 
nearly two-million people with food, clothes, and firings 
and 1 say that, if you shut out slave-grown cotton, you 
would produce a mass of misery among the people whom 
Providence has committed to your charge, frightiul to con- 
template ; you would introduce desolation into your richiy 
flourishing manufacturing districts ; you would reduce han- 
dreds on hundreds to beggary and destitution; you would 
risk the stability of your institutions; and when you had 
done all this, you would have great reason to doubt whether 
s on the particular class 
tor Whom you made such asacrifce?? - 

Now, sir, the cotton plant grows in the East 
Indies. It has been long a product of Bengal and 
Malabar. It grows in the West Indies. During 
the French domination, Hayti exported a larger 

uantity of cotton than the North Americag con- 
tinent. It exists in Persia; it exists in Brazil; it 
exists in Egypt, and China; in Spain, in Malta, 
and in Mexico; it exists in Africa itself. The 
peculiarity of climate and soil necessary to its 
production has been greatly exaggerated, in my 
opinion. I attribute the vast production, swelled 
from one hundred and fifty thousand pounds te 
four million bales in seventy years, to the combi- 
nation of moral and physical qualities which have 
been associated in its culture. 

The southern planter is not the indolent, aris- 
tocratic nabob which he has been represented to 
be. He is, m general, careful, patient, provident, 
industrious, forbearing, and yet firm and determ- 
ined. It is these qualities which have enabled him 
to take a race of untamed savages, with no habits 
except such as inspire disgust, with no arts, no 
information, and outof such a people to make the 
finest body of fixed laborers that the world hag 
ever seen. Sir, England has imported Coolies, 
Chinése, natives from the African coast, into her 
colonies, and yet she has been unable to compete 


| with the southern plantations, There is no prod- 
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uct which requires such constant and unremit- 
ting attention, such continuous labot,as the cotton 
plant. The great complaint in the British cold- 
nies is, that the fruit of each year’s effort is lost 
by the broken and irregular labor of the opera- 
tives. Now, sir, the southern planter has secured 
continuity, consistency, and steadfastness, in the 
most indolent, inconsistent, and capricious of the 
human race. Burke, in his speech upon concil- 
jation with America, paid to the victorious indus- 
try employed in the fisheries of the colonies of 
New England a justand glowing tribute of admi- 
ration. The perseverance, the dexterous and firm 
sagacity enlisted in that perilous mode of industry, 
is worthy of his esteem. Something of the same 
qualities are displayed by the southern planter in 
the production of those beneficent results which 
have flowed from the culture of the great tropical 
products of the southern States. 

The southern planter penetrates the dense for- 
ests, the tangled brake, the gloomy wilderness of 
our river swamps, where pestilence has its abode, 
and there, day by day and year by year, amidst 
exposure, privation, and sickness, are his fore- 
sight, his prudence, his self-reliance, his adapta- 
tion of means to ends, called into requisition. In 
the communion with himself—which his isolation 
makes indispensable—and in the daily and yearly 
provision for a large body of domestics and de- 

endents for whom he has to think, and whose 
abor he has to direct, he forms those qualities 
which enable him to emerge from his isolation to 
fill the county court, or to become a member of his 
State Legislature, to discharge the duties of local 
‘magistracy, or to take his place in the national 
councils. 


The solution of the enigma of the“ slave power,” | 


so mysterious to transcendental and infant-school 

hilosophers, may be sought here. Its basis lies 
in that cool, vigorous judgmentand unerring sense 
applicable to the ordinary affairs and intercourse 
of men which the southern mode of life fosters. 
The habits of industry, firmness of purpose, fidel- 
ity to dependents, self-reliance, and the sentiment 
of justice in all the various relations of life which 
ate necessary to the management of a well-ordered 
plantation, fit men to guide legislatures and com- 
mand armies. 

I sec gentlemen are disposed to smile at this sug- 
gestion. In confirmation of what I say, I have only 
to point them to the fact that it was in such com- 
munities as these that a Washington, a Jackson, 
a Taylor,a Scott, a Twiggs, a Quitman, a Davis, 
a Lee, a Ringgold, a Bragg, a Butler, and a host 
of others, acquired those qualities which enabled 
them, in the positionsin which their country placed 
them, to add such undying luster to the American 
name. It was in such communities that such men 
as Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Polk, Lowndes, 
Calhoun, Clay, Macon, Marshall, Taney, and a 
host of others that I could mention, acquired those 
characteristics which their countrymen North and 
South instinctively discerned whenever ‘‘called 
upon to face some awful moment to which Hea- 
ven has joined great issues, good or bad, for hu- 
man kind.” 

I have sought, sir, in a cursory way, under the 
whipand spur of this hour rule, to showthat there 
is nothing in our institutions which cannot stand 
justified before impartial history for our mode of 


dealing with the race which Providence has placed | 


in our hands. I do not pretend to say that, in 
the adjustment of our economic forces, there may 
not be ameliorations. 
that we have arrived ata standard of ideal perfec- 
tion. But I do say that there is a reach of thought 
and a maturity of judgment brought to bear upon 
this subject in the South which is always ade- 
quate to evolve the greatest good. We certainly 
can learn nothing from the enemies of our instil- 
tutions and conspirators against our peace. 

I come to the last consideration I think it proper 
to urge upon the attention of the House. Is it 
the part of statesmen to attempt to exercise the 
powers of this Government in a spirit unfriendly 
to the institutions and interests Involved in the 
political and economical system which I have been 


discussing? The father of the Constitution, Mr. | 


Madison, on the floor of the convention which 
framed it, expressed a different sentiment: 


“ He admitted that every peculiar interest, whether in 
any class of citizens or any description of States, ought to 


Ido not pretend to say | 


l; 


be secured as far as possible. WHEREVER THERE 18 DAN- 
GER OF ATTACK, THERE OUGHT TO BE GIVEN A CONSTITU- 
TIONAL POWER OF DEFENSE. But hecontended the States 
were divided into different interests, notby their difference 
in size, but by other circumstances, the most material of 
which resulted partly from climate, but principally from 
the effects of their having, or not having, slaves. ‘These 
two causes concurred in forming the great division of in- 
terests in the United States. It did not lay between the 
large and small States. It lay between the northern and 
southern States ; and, if any defensive power were neces- 
sary, it ought to be mutually to thesetwo interests. He was 
so Strongly impressed with this important truth, he had been 
casting about in his mind for some scheme that would an- 
swer the purpose.’ z, 

Į do not anticipate that the magnanimous coun- 
sels of a wise and patriotic statesman, whose 
provisions embraced in their scope the entire 
bind baleen will obtain such authority as to secure 
additional guarantees to our institutions. These 
we have not asked. We ask only our constitu- 
tional rights in the Union. The southern people 
demand that this organized ‘irrepressible con- 
flict” shall stop—that the institution of slavery 


shall be maintained as an existing fact in this 
| Confederacy. The sentiment israpidly approach- 
ing to.unanimity among them, that any attempt 
to impaifits property-value, or a single political 
privildge which it confers, or any of the constitu- 
tional rights by which it is guarantied, or to place 
over them the party which arrogates to itself the 
right to do any of these things, will be a fatal 
blow at the peace and stability of this great coun- 


try. 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: The honorable the Legislature 
of Maryland has decorated me with its censure. 
It is my purpose to acknowledge that compliment. 

It is long, sir, since the party which now con- 
trols the Legislature of Maryland has been so for- 
tunate as to have a majority in both its branches; 
and it has so conducted itself that itis probable it 
|| will be long ere again il succeeds in getting that 
control. 

If one may judge fror the course and conduct 
of that body, the gentlemen who compose it are 
| perhaps more surprised at their present power 
than their opponents. They do not appear to 
| be less bewildered or more to have changed their 
original nature than Christophero Sly, when 
waking up, after his debauch, in the nobleman’s 
chamber, dazzled with the unaccustomed elegance 
which surrounded him, he began to question him- 
self thus: 

« Am Í a lord? and have I such a lady? 
Or do I dream? or have | dream’d till now? 
I do not sicep; 1 sec, thear, I speak ; 
i I smell sweet savors, and I feel soft things ; 
Upon my life, 1 am a Jord, indeed; 
And not a tinker, nor Christophero Sly. 
Well, bring our tady hither to our sight 5 
And once again, a pot o? the smallest ale.” 


Sudden clevation has never changed the charac- 
ter of the person accidentally raised to a position 
| he was never intended by nature to occupy; and 
those who imagine it ever can may free themselves 
from that delusion by lookmg at the Legislature 
| of Maryland. Thatmajority, which now presumes 
to represent the people of Maryland, are as much 
out of place in her legislative halls as was Christo- 
phero in the lordly chamber; and they retain and 
reveal their natural instincts and ability as did 
Christophero his preference for the smallest ale 
| over sack. 

There is no department oflegislation to which, 
i in the brief period of their power, the have not 
applied their fingers; and it would be doing them 
injustice to say thatthere isany they have adorned. 
| “Greatly deficient in that first quality which con- 
| stitutes the legislator—sound practical common 
sensc—they abound in that genius of ignorance 
which so amazed and delighted Montesquieu’s 


Persian in the Parisian professors—a genius which 
enabled them to undertake to practice and teach, 


I 


with the utmost confidence, arts and science 
which they knew: nothing. Sis eee T 
Inexperienced in the forms of legislation, it was 
certainly prudent that they should be attended in 
the caucus, where, instead of the committee, their. 
laws are matured, by learned attorneys, not mem- 
bers of either House, for else their blunders. might 
betray. their ignorance; yet, in spite of this.wiss 
precaution, this Legislature has worthily earned, 
for itself a place beside that Lack-Learning Par- 
liament, whereat Lord Coke says there was never 
a good law passed. f : ius 
Not elevated to the full-sense of the dignity and 
responsibility of their high place by the’ great 
memories which surround them in thie State House 
where they daily meet—where once the greatCon- 
gress of the Revolution sat, and where George 
‘Washington surrendered his sword, that the law 
might thenceforth reign—the caucus is the Legis- 
lature, the Legislature the recording clerk for the 
dictates of the caucus; debate is silenced, and con- 
sideration iè banished. Atasuggestion from par- 
tisans out of doors, the sacred rights of a great 
city are sacrificed; every responsibility surround- 
ing legislation is gone; and the result has been 
such a series of legislative measures as will, per- 
haps, revive in the memories of the people. of 
Maryland the fading sense of the greatness of the 
calamity. inflicted vpon them when Democrats 
control a majority in both branches of their Legis- 
lature. ae i 
Since, sir, they have seen fit to honor me with 
their censure, itis fit that this high and honorable 
body should have the means a little more in detail 
of appreciating the weight of that censure. 
Ambitious of the reputation of Justinian, and 
not enlightened by the great jurists which sur- 
rounded his throne, the General Assembly of 
Maryland, in the first few days, not of their con- 
sultation, not of their consideration, but of their 
session, adopted, without reading it, and in pro- 
found ignorance of its provisions, a code defining 
the rights of person and of property of every cit- 
izen @f the State of Marylan¥; and a great part 
of the residue of the brief period assigned them 
by the constitution has been occupied in repealing 
and altering the code they had jist adopted, _ 
Anxious to overrule the popdlar willand touch 
the fruits of political success, where, political suc- | 
cess is not likely to be attained by the will of the 
people, they have been exceedingly desirous to 


i empty some of the offices which, in Baltimore, 


were filled by the popular vote; and evidence 


i having been taken in contests between members 


of the Legislature and persons claiming their 
seats, the honorable the committee of the body 
of which Iam speaking, so cognizant of the laws 
of the land, so aware of the rights of justice, and 
so anxious to give them full effect, allows that 
evidence, taken behind the backs of gentlemen 
whose offices are contested, to be put in against 
them, upon the witnesses merely identifying their 
depositions formerly taken. Perhaps they were- 
conscious, Mr. Chairman, that some witnesses 
cannot safely be resworn after the lapse of a 
reasonable lime. 

In the midst of the excitement in the country 
upon the negro question, it is not surprising that 
they have some men among them anxious to fol- 
low the deplorable example which has been set 
recently elsewhere, shocking to the sensibilities 
of the great mass of the people of Maryland, of 
reducing into slavery the men that our fathers 
freed. That such a measure is now depending 
before that Legislature, and receiving such con- 
sideration as it can give to anything, instead of 
having been instantly rejected, or leave to bring it 
in refused, this, sir, would be cause of great. sur- 
prise in any other Legislaturc assembled in Mary- 
land. But, sir, I fear that nothing but the unan- 
imous shriek of indignation which rung from one 
end of Maryland to the other averted the danger 
of the passage of some such despoticand oppres- 
sive measure, and one seriously and rashly un- 
settling the industrial interests of Maryland. 

From these few circumstances, perhaps, we 
may begin to divine something of the character 
of that honorable body and the scope of its legis- 
lative sagacity. They are still more careful of 
southern rights. They boast themselves their 
sole guardians in Maryland. They are diligent 
and not unsuccessful students of -the debates of 


jis 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[February 21, 


36TH Cone... ist Suss. 


Ho. or Reps. 


Election of Speaker—Mr. Davis. 


this House. They were smitten with admiration 
of the resolution offered—and so long debated in 
this. House—by the honorable gentleman, my | 
friend from Missouri, (Mr. Crarx.] . A bill was 
pending before the Legislature of Maryland for 
the purpose of disfranchising a great city refrac- 
tory to the Democratic yoke. Certain respecta- | 
ble attorneys, knowing as much of constitutional 
law as is comprised in the art of special pleading, 
aspired to apply. these microscopie principles of 
their favorite art to the construction of the con- 
stitution, and the result of that novel application 
was a bill which annulled by evasion, and repealed 
by direct enactment of the Legislature, some of 
the most fundamental provisions of the constitu- 
tion itself. Accepted at the hands of, its legal 
originators, by the caucus—if ever read, yet never 
understood, by the majority in either House—it 
was about to receive the confirmation of the Leg- 
islature, when a grave omission was discovered. 
It said nothing about the negro question. “That 
was beyond the province of special pleading; and 
the Legislature rashly tried their ’prentice hand 
ona proviso. They solemnly incorporated in the 
bill the following clause: . 
Provided, That no Black Republican, or indorser or 


supporter of the Helper hook, shali be appointed to any 
office under the said board.” 


Upon its passage, the yeas and nays were called 
and recorded; but I should not perform a grate- 
ful task were I to rescue their names from their 
native oblivion and spread them on the face of the 
debates of this House. : 

The proviso was the fit cap and bells for such 
a bill, Its provisions deprived a great city of their 
constitutional right to self-government by a fla- 
grant usurpation. It was fit that the men who 
were ambitious of the honor of passing that act 
should likewise place in the bill the measure of 
their capacity, by enacting what they, with the 
same breath, condemned. Perhaps the most 
obnoxious portion of Flelper’s book is the pro- 
scription of fellow-gtizens for their opinians on 
slavery; and the proviso, for the first time in 
American legislation, excludes by law from a 
municipal office all the members of the most nu- 
merous political party in the United States by | 
their party name, and because of their political 
opinions ascribed to them by their enemies. The 
proviso does not confine its exclusion to the 
approvers of Helper’s work—itself sufficiently 
ridiculous—but deprives the honorable gentleman į 
from Ohio, (Mr. Corwin,] ahd the Speaker of this 
House, and the Governor of almost every free 
State, and over a million of voters, from all chance | 
of promotion in the police department of Balti- | 
more. Paossibl he people miglit not havesclected | 
them; but the Legislature apparently feared that | 
their board of commissioners might. 

Their vigilance having been once awakened, they 
were not content with having thus protected the 
institutions pf the people of Maryland against the 
wiles of this great northern party, by excluding 
them from the high and lucrative position of po- 
licemen. They were called upon shortly after- 
wards to pass upon another measure, a city rail- 
road ‘for Baltimorc—a dangerous contrivance of 
northern ingenuity—which would cover with its 
network of tracks that great city, on whose cars | 
thousands of people might come in contact daily 
with the conductors and directors, and by them, 
if not sound, the subtle poison of anti-slavery 
sentiment might be diffused through all the strects 
and alleys of Baltimore, without anybody being | 
the wiser. That sagacious and learned body, the | 
Senate, having hurried through the code for the | 
purpose of getting at those-things which touch the || 
vital interests of the country, having before them | 
this bill for the inauguration of that great modern | 
convenience in the city of Baltimore, thought that | 
there likewise they should protect themselves by | 
law against this poison in the atmosphere. And | 
therefore it was provided, and now stands asa |, 
part of that bill— ii 


‘That no Black Republican, or indorser or approver of 


the Helper book, [laughter,] shail receive any of the benefits || 
and privileges of this act, or be employed in any capacity |! 
by the said railway company.” [Renewed laughter. ] | 

I want honorable gentlemen upon this side of | 
the House, the Helperites as well as others, to |! 
know, that when they pass home through the city |! 


ft 


of Baltimore they must be prepared, at the car | masters, and say that I speak to their masters face |! 


t endowing an agricultural society for theState. An 


i neys, and that occasionally a Black Republican 


| gentlemen from the Democratic party. I knewit 
| was aimed kt me; for they knew that, highly as I 


; that side of the legislative body are more devoted 


ii statute book of Maryland forever! ‘of the Black | 


doors, to deny their political principles, or lose 
the lightning train. {Laughter} Disappointed 
office-seekers here can: find employment there 
only by apostacy, and secret trusts alone can se- 
cure Black Republican capital in this lucrative 
investment. 

Sir, in the course of a few days there was before 
the Legislature another bill for the purpose of 


energetic, but not discreet, representative of the 
dominant party rose and moved to apply this pro- 
viso to that bill. We all know thet contamination 
does not spread so rapidly in the rural districts, 
as in our great cities, and some legislator, more 
sagacious than his brethren, reflected that there are 
Black Republicans who raise Morgan horses, and 
Durham cattle, and Southdown sheep, and Alder- 


invents a plow, and that these things lessen the 
burden or enhance the profits of agricultural labor: 
and in singular contrast to the rest of their con- 
duct, in a lucid interval, they actually voted down 
the proviso! 

But the Senate having at this point made them- 
selves, as the Frenchman would say, saspected, 
in spite of their earnest and disinterested guard- 
ianship of southern institutions, even at the ex- 
pense of making themselves ridiculous, the House 
of Delegates nextassumed the guardianship of the 
Representative upon this floor. Theyhad passed a 
resolution, prior tothe election of Speaker, which 
was intended to condemn beforehand any vote 
which should not be for some one of the honorable 


respect those gentlemen; eminently fit by knowl- 
edge and experience for that position as I know 
many of them to be; entire as is my confidence in 
thcir personal honor, to the extent of trusting my 
fortune, my life, and my honor in their hands, yet 
I did not consider them safe depositors for any of 
the political powers of this Government, and that 
all the could do would not make me waver one 
hair’s breadth from what they knew was my firm 
resolve. 

But it is unfortunate that the gentlemen upon 


to study the Cincinnati platform than Blatr’s 
Rhetoric or Whateley’s Rules of Logic, and they 
became afflicted with that entire incapacity of say- 
ing anything which has not two meanings which 
so singularly characterizes the authors of that re- 
markable platform. They moved a resolution in 
such ambiguous terms, that my honorable friends 
in the Maryland Legislature thought it was a con- 
demnation of the gentlemen on the Administration 
side of the House for not having elected the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, for whom I cast my 
vote so _perseveringly and so fruitlessly. F had 
intended to waive the benefit of the ambiguity. I 
intended to have responded to them in the sense 
of the gentleman whio moved them, but events 
were so rapid, that before I could have an oppor- 


tunity to express my opinion of them, I was over- jj 


ruled and oppressed by another. The clevation of | 
the gentleman from New Jersey to the Speaker’s 
chair instantly revived all their earnestness for 
the protection of southern rights. 

y vote recalled to them that they were com- į 
mitted by what they had said before, to follow it 
up with an explicit condemnation of the act which 
had now been perpetrated. And thereupon, the 
honorable the House of Delegates of Maryland 
thus resolved: 

t Resolved, by the General Assembly of Maryland, That 
Henry Winter Davis, acting in Congress as one of the 
Representatives of this State**— 

Sir, it is greatly to be regretted that those gen- 
tlemen do not act in the Legislature of Maryland | 
as representatives of Maryland— 

“by his vote for Mr. PENNINGTON ”— | 

They did not know his Christian name— 

“the candidate of the Black Republican party ’— | 

Think of it, Mr. Chairman! spread upon the ! 
Republican party ”— A 
“for the Speakership of the House of Representatives, has | 


misrepresented the sentiment of all parts of this State, and 
thereby forfeited the confidence of her people.” 


I respectfully tell the gentlemen who voted for | 
that resolution to take back their message to their 


i 


i 
i 


to face, and not through them. Sir, it hasalways 
beeń the striking and marked peculiarity of that 
party which now accidentally, and only tempo- 
rarily, predominates in the councils of Maryland, 
that they will allow no opportunity to pass of, 
what they call, ‘indicating their ontire fealty to 
the South;”’ and that, sir, always consists in ex- 


| citing sectional strife, in mooting matters which 
D 


men ought not to argue, in libeling their neighbors, 
in endeavoring to make them hateful and disgust- 
ing to their fellow-citizens, in giving an advertise- 
ment to the whole country that everybody who 
is not a Democrat is an Abolitionist; and that if 
any fanatics shall see fit at any time to come within 
the limits of a southern State for the purpose of 


‘shaking and unsettling the solid foundations of 


society, there would be found men who, if the 
feared to join them, would yet sympathize with 
them. Their whole policy is to poison the minds 
of our people against every man not a Democrat 
in the free States, to inspire them with distrust, 
apprehension, and terror, to teach them to look 
on the accession to power of any one called by 
the name of Republican as not merely a change 
of power from one to another political party, dif- 
fering in principle and policy, but equally loyal to 
the United States, but as not far removed from 
such oppression and danger as to furnish just cause 
of seeking revolutionary remedies. Their hope 
seems to be to retain power by the fears of one 
half the people for the existence of slavery, and 
of the other half for the existence of the Union. 
Agitation, clamor, vituperation, audacious and 
pertinacious, are their weapons of warfare. Of this 
spirit the Legislature of Maryland, as now con- 
stituted, is the incarnation. Itstands the embodi- 
ment of that terrific vision of the Portress of Hell 
gate, who, to the eye of Milton, 
“Seemed woman to the waist, and fair, 

But ended foul in many a scaly fold 

Votuminous and vast—a serpent armed 

With mortal sting: about her middle round 

A cry of hell-hounds never ceasing barked 

With wide Cerberean mouths full loud, and rung 

A hideous peal; yet when they list would creep, 

If aught disturbed their noise, into her womb 


And kennel there, yet there still barked and howled * 
Within unseen.” 


And they, as false to their mission as the Port- 
ress of [cll to hers, stand ready, for the purpose of 


| retaining their hold of power, to let loose on this 


blessed land the Satan of demoniacal passion. 

And then, sir, in the midst of these more noisy, 
boisterous and disturbing elements, there isa cer- 
tain number of small, shriveled, restless beings, 
incapable of wielding the arms of logic or of 
reason, yet skillful to scratch with poisoned weap- 
ons. Of such are the honorable gentlemen who 
contrived the resolution. 

They supposed that I was so weak before my 
friends in Maryland that they could take from 
me the confidence of that constituency which has 
stood by me through good report and through evil 
report, while it blew a storm as well*as when it 
wascalm. Sir, I RepREsENT My constituents; and 
I know the people of Maryland even beyond the 
limits of my constituents better than these dab- 
blers in cternal agitation; and I say that, right 
or wrongfwise or unwise, honest in its motives 
or unfaithful in its motives, that vote of mine is, 
to-day, vot only approved, but honored and ap- 


| plauded by every man whose opinion I regard. 


{Applause in the galleries.], I say that now, this 


| day, I am stronger in my district and in the State 


of Maryland, in any appeal I may see fit to make 
to the people, on my vote for Speaker, than all 


| the banded body of the Legislature bound into 
| one man. 


And, sir, unless [am greatly deceived 
by the press of the southern Opposition, the Amer- 
ican members of the Legislature ar® as little in 
sympathy with their political friends in the South 
as they are with the people of Maryland. 

Why, sir, what are the circumstances of that 
election? I, sir, have no apologies to make. I 
have no excuses to render. What I did, I did 
onmy own judgment, and did not look across my 
shoulder to see what my constituents would think. 
I told my constituents that I would come here a 
free man, or not at all; and they sent me here on 
that condition. I told them that if they wanteda 
slave to represent them, they could get plenty; 
but I was not one. I told them that I had al- 
ready passed through more than one difficult, com- 


“apparent to any one. 
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een obliged, again and again, to do that which is 
least grateful to my feelings, to stand not merely 


plex, dangerous, session of Congress; that I bad 


opposed to my honorable political opponents, but | 
to stand alone among my political friends with- | 


out the strength and support which a public man 
receives from being buoyed up breast-high by 
men of jke sentiments, elected on like principles, 
and who, if there b@rror, would stand as a shield 
and bulwark between him and his responsibility. 
I foresaw then, exactly as it resulted, that the 


time would come when I would be obliged again | 


to take that stand; and I wanted my people to 


know it, so that if they chose to have another, | 


one who would go contrary to his judgment, and 
bend like a willow when the storm came, they 
might pick him out, and choose the material for 
their work. 

Mr, Chairman, they sent me here, and I have 
donc what I know was my duty. Sir, it is my 
proud satisfaction at this moment that, having 
given no side-wind reasons, having made no apol- 
ogetic statement, spontancously, without asking, 
1 know this day that my constituents approve what 
Ihave done; and that, if not the fit reason for my 
doing so. is at least a consolation after doing it. 

The honorable gentlemen of the Legislature pre- 
sume to know better what my constituents think 
than 1 do. They possibly will find out that they 
do not know so much about the honorable gentle- 
man who occupies the Speaker’s chair as my con- 
stituents know. The objection made to me in the 


„Maryland Legislature by the mover of one of the 


resolutions was, that I had not voted for my friend 
from North Carolina. The rapidity of the transit 
of information from Washington to Annapolis is 
The diligence with which 
these self-constituted judges of my conduct make 


_ themselves acquainted with it, adds greatly to the 


weight of their condemnation, The care with 
which they studied the code before its passage, 
leads me to fear that they learn our proceedings 
chiefly from expurgated cditions in their country 
newspapers, via Allegheny and St. Mary’s. Not 
only no Democrat, wut no American, could, or 
ventured, or cared, to correct the blunder. 

Thus ignorant of cotemporary events, it were 
unreasonable to expect them to know events 
twenty years old—to them a period beyond the 
memory of man or newspaper—the subject of tra- 
dition, merely. 

It isnot.to be supposed that they could identify 
the honorable gentleman who so worthily fills the 
Speaker’s chair, with that Whig Governor of New 
Jersey whose broad seal was discarded by the 


‘Democrats of this House when they wished to 


usurp the Speakership of the House, and had not 
the votes to do it without rejecting the votes of 
the New Jersey members. They did not, but my 
constituents do know that fact; and they think 
that his elevation is a righteous rebuke, after long 
delay, for that usurpation. They know—though 
it cannot be supposed the Legislature do—that the 
Governor of New Jersey, of that day, wasa Whig 
in the day of Whig y 
the Legislature cannot be expected to know, but 
my constituents know, that General aylor ap- 
pointed to a high office, in his gift, that same dis- 
tinguished gentleman, and that, though the Sen- 
ate of the United States unanimously confirmed 
him, he declined the honor. The gentlemen of 
this Legislature cannot be expected to know that 
Millard Fillmore, whose name at this day, in 
Maryland,-stands second only to that of the im- 
mortal Clay, appointed him likewise to another 
high and responsible office, which he declined to 


accept, Perhaps his contempt for office excites | 
They, of course, cannot be į 


their indignation. ourse 
expected to know that the distinguished gentle- 
man to whom I refer is a Whig in his politics, now 
called a Republican, in favor of the enforecment 
of every law that any southern State has any in- 
terest in, and of that one in which Maryland, more 
than any other, 
pene and party interest. The gentlemen of the 

egislature could not be expected to know—but 
my constituents know—that this honorable gentle- 
man is sound on all those more practical questions 
touching the protection of American industry and 
river and harbor improvements, in which they 
have so direct and deep an interest. They know 
full well that it is by the votes of such men we 


greatness. The gentlemen of | 


has a direct and practical, nota | 


= 
| 


must secure the inauguration of that policy, so 
essential to the industrial interests of Maryland. 

The gentlemen of the Legislature may not know 
—but my constituents know—that above and be- 
yond all other things, the gentleman whom Laided 
in elevating to the chair is of moderate views, in 
favor of silence on the slavery question, of putting 
an end to the internecine strife of sections that 
has raged for years; and, thereforly of all men the 
man to sit in that chair—at once the symbol and 
the pledge to the country of the peace that is be- 
fore us, if we will only not repel it. Itis because 
my constituents know and approve these things, 
that they approve my vote. 

I supposed that ‘there would be clamor over 
thatvote. Idid notintend to trouble myselfabout 
it. I knew the quarter from which it was likely 
to come. I knew that the majority of the gen- 
tlemen of the Legislature would adopt somesuch 
resolution. I confess myself surprised that my 


| own friends, excepting four of them, voted for it. 


I fear that in an evil hour some of them allowed 
themselves to be frightencd. I suspect some of 
them were afraid that they should be called “ Ab- 
olitionists.”? Subjected to the torture of voting 


| against a resolution which was supposed to be in 


favor of southern rights, or of deserting a friend, 
they could not be expected to regard justice to me 
rather than. safety to themselves. So every man 
took care of himself. Some voted for the resolu- 


| tions who went ‘through their election on my 


shoulders. They did not know that when they 
saw away the bough between themselves and the 
tree they must fall, [Laughter.] But, sir, it was 
a curious scene, that vote. The clerk called the 
name of an American in the Legislature once, and 
there was a pause; twice, and there was a shuffling; 
thrice, and there was a hesitating response. Then 


| there was a period of blessed repose, when certain 


Democratic names were called and were responded 
to wich that earnestness with which Democrats 
always respond when aiming a blow at a political 
adversary. Then some unfortunate Americans 
were called upon to vote. The gentlemen stood 
first on one leg, and then on the other, in sad doubt 
on which to rest: gentlemen looked over their 
shoulders to sec if thers were not some dust of a 
coming reprieve: some rushed to inquire of friends 
whether they ought or ought not to vote for the 
resolution:——while there sat their inexorable and 


| determined opponents, with their eyes glaring 


upon them and their mouths open, sure of their 

rey after the fluttering was over; and in they went, 

Laughter.] ‘Lhe scene I am sure I should never 
have been able to describe had it not been for the 
torture and agony which certain honorable gentle- 
men upon the other sidc of the House suffered 
when called upon to cast a patriotic vote for my 
friend from North Carolina. [Renewed laughter.] 
Sir, I admire the audacity of the Maryland Dem- 
ocrat as much as I deplore the weakness of the 
Maryland American. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that I have to meet—. 
and I shall meet with all equanimity—all the ob- 
loquy that is attached to the course that I have 
felt it to be my duty to pursue; and I know that 
so far as lam worth pursuing—a gentleman in 
the Legislature had difficulties about passing the 
resolution for fear it should give me too much im- 

ortance—so far as T am worth pursuing, I do not 
doubt that I shall be well hounded. J remember 
that a great many years ago, not this Hall, but 
the old Hall of Representatives, was the scene of 


| a great struggle, which excited the country at that 


day as much as the one through which we have 


| just passed excited us in our day; and I remem- 


ber, sir, that there was an illustrious individual 
who there found himself bound by his duty to the 
country to depart from his personal preferences, 


and, to some extent, from his political friends, and | 


to cast a decisive vote for John Quincy Adams, 
of Massachusetts, for President. 
day to the day of his death, there was no time 
that the how] of “bargain and corruption” did 
not pursue him to his grave. Sir, I have sat at 
his feet and learned my political principles. I can 
tread his path of political martyrdom. “Before 
any cry of Legislatures or people I will not yield; 
they may pass over my prostrate body or my 
ruined reputation; but step aside I will not to 
avoid either fate. I care not, sir, whether it be 
in one shape or another that the danger may come 


And from that |. 


H 


| side. 
| to assert my Independence, awed 


I am aware that we all this day regard the negro 


question as that which is decisive, important, and: 
controlling. There have been others qt other tines 
equally important; equally exciting, equally-con= 
trolling. There have been Legislatures that have 
been anxious to strike down a political opponent. 
There have- been timid. constituencies who: have 
deserted their Representation for serving’ them: 
too faithfully. . There have been stormy constit- 


| wencies which demanded humiliating things ‘of 


their Representatives. . The  spgcial trial of oùt 
day comes from the feverish excitement on the: 
slavery question, and the despotic’ intolerance of. 
any deviation from the extremest views of. either 
For myself, sir, on every gacstion I mean 
t y no ‘authority 
into acts which I disapprove. ¢¢ i0 aes eee 
“ Non civium ardor prava jubentium: 
Mente quatit solidas+-neque auster?” — k 

No, sir; not even the south wind. Whether it 
relate to a matter of ünanciaf policy, or to a mate 
ter of sectional strife, no man is fit for this place 
who is not willing to take his political life in: his 
hand, and, without looking back, go forward on , 
the line of what he regards as right; and, sis, 
whether it relates to the material interests of my 
constituents, or to those great political interests 
which are supposed to be bound up with the ex- 
istence of slavery in the slave States, I trust I shall 
never allow myself, by any clamor, or by any 
storm, however loud, or however fierce, for an in- 
stant to be madc to veer from that course which 
strikes me.to be right. I am not here merely as 
a member from the fourth congressional district 
cof Maryland. Iam not here merely to represent 
the residue of the State’of Maryland. Iam not 
entitled to consult their prejudices as only worthy 
of regard. Iam bound to look to a wider con- 
stituency, toa higher duty. If my duty to that 
wider constituency can be made to promote the 
interests of my local constituency, then my duty 
to the two. coincides. But, sir, in the great ne- 
cessities of public life, there have been hereto- 
fore, and there may be again, occasions on which 
I may be called upon, as other public men have 
heretofore been, to make the painful decision that 
the interest of the nation requires that I shall dis~ 
regard the opinions, unanimous, firm, repeatedly~ 
expressed, of my constituency. I humbly pra 
that that may not occur, but that, if it do, I shall 
have strength equal to the occasion; at least such 
now is my resolution. ` 

«Mr. Chairman, I had intended, but I have not 
time, to speak to one or two other points. [Cries 
of «Go on!?}] I think that the spirit which lies 
at the bottom of the resolutions which the lower 
House of the Legislature of Maryland in an evil 
hour has adopted, is of sinister import to the peo- 
ple of this country. J wish, sir, | had time to 
develop how sinister it is. 

They were extraordinary circumstances: under, 
which the election of Speaker took place, which is 
summarily condemned by that Legislature. We 
had met, and been struggling for cight weeks, I 
think. Atthe meeting of this session of Congress, 
an explosion of passion of revolutionary intensity 
—beyond anything it has been my fortune to. see 
here or to read of outside of the revolutionary 
assemblies of Paris—greeted us upon our advent. 
One great holy of gentlemen, evidently deeply 
in earnest, however much E may deplore that 
earnestness, and however much I may think them 
in error in their estimate of the causes of their in- 
dignation, manifestly felt themselves to be upon 
the bkink. of great, decisive, and revolutionary 
events. One portion of this House, day after day, 
branded the Representatives of the great majority 
of the people of the free States as traitors to the 
country, instigatérs of assassination, bent upon 
breaking up and destroying slavery in the States, 
carrying into the midst of our families the torch 
and the knife of the assassin and incendiary. Great 
States, moved from their propriety, passed beyond 
what hitherto they had done, and ado ted reso- 
lutions which, however moderate in their tone, 
looked revolutionary in their aspect, and must, in 
their execution, have been revolutionary. For 
the first time, I believe, in the history of the Gov? 
ernment, a great and patriotic State was so deeply 
moved as to be forgetful of that clause of the Con- 
stitution which forbids the entering of one State 
into compacts or agreements with another, and to 
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send one of herjustly-distinguished citizens to the 
capital of Virginia for the purpose of arranging a 
commonconsuitationamong-the southern States— 
not oné of: those conventions which from time to 
time have met under the usurped authority of-a 
Governor; not one of those commercial conven- 
tions which from time to time have been the result 
of a movement on the part of a certain portion of 
the southern people—but a mission assuming all 
the solemn forms of an embassy, speaking the 
tones of the last hour before the revolution breaks 
out, appealing to the people of Virginia, in their 
sovereign capdeity as represented in their Legis- 
lature, by reason of a melancholy event which 
had. just transpired, to send delegates by lew to a 
convention of States which, if it did anything, 
must assume the form and functions of that great 
revolutionary Congress which took the earlier 
steps to break the ‘ponds that bound our fathers 
to the throne of Great Britain. 
vI do: not agree wih those gentlemen as to the 
causes of that excitement. { profoundly regret 
the steps that those various Legislatures thought 
fit to take, as much as [ deplore the intense agi- 
tation of the popular mind which tolerated or 
favored their adoption. But, sir, I'stand here 
sworn to support the Constitution of these United 
States—not of any other confederacy which a fu- 
ture sun may rise upon—to support the Consti- 
tution of these United States; and, under these 
circumstances, was it to be expected, or did the 
people of Maryland expect, that their Representa- 
tive here should, when his vote would elevate to 
the Speaker’s chair a gentleman, personally and 
politically, in every way, so far as lam acquainted 
with hjs character and previous conduct, a sym- 
bol- of peace—of peace to those very States that 
were so excited and revolutionary in their meas- 
ures—that I should allow the opportunity to pass 
of placing that olive branch where men all over 
this wide land could see it? Or, sir, to take an- 
other alternative, if the dive day must come that 
eaceful secession shall be attempted, and it shall 

e found: that peaceful secession means the arrest 
of the United States marshal in the execution of 
hig office; the driving of the United States judge 
from the seat of justice; the taking possession of 
the custom-houses of the United States; the arrest- 
ing the execution of all the laws of the United 
States; sir, was it in accordance with my duty 
here to allow this Government to be caught in 
circumstances so grave, in a crisis so imminent, 
withouta Houscof Representatives competent to 
sanction measures which then might be necessary? 
Was itnota still higher duty to avert the very pos- 
sibility of collisions so disastrous, by removing 
the apprehensions which might precipitate them? 
And how could that be so well accomplished as 
by the elevation to the contested chair of a gentle- 
man whose previous political relations, whose 
known character for modcration, whose opinions | 
on the most vexed and delicate questions of an 
administrative character touching the sensitive 
interests of the slave States, whose gray hairs, 
crowning a long life of honor, all gave assurance 
to those who looked with undefined apprehension 
toa different result of the contest for Speaker, that 
under his auspices there might be peace; that at 
least there is time for reflection; that at least there 
is an hour before strife, when men may pause and 
become cool? 

The honorable the House of Delegates thought 
otherwise. Such considerations were wholly be- | 
neath their view, that anarchy had better reign’ 
than that any one called by the name of Repub- | 
lican should be elected Speaker; than, that the 
people of Maryland should sec the sad example 
of the whole body of the Republican Representa- 
tives uniting to electa gentleman known and | 
formally declared, in their hearing, to. favor the || 
enforcement of every law, and the protection of | 
every interest they are represented to be bent on 
destroying; nay, for the overthrow and ruin of 
which their very party is pronounced aconspiracy. | 

Sir, there is no act of my life T less regret, none 
more. defensible on high and statesmanlike rea- 
sons; none where the event has more promptly 
indicated its wisdom. Even now its fruits are, if | 
I mistake not, visible. The people are relapsing | 
into repose in the country. Chafed passions ex- | 
plode less violently in the House. 


| returning confidence. 


7 E trust that. now the calmer judgment of the 


other side of the House will modify their views 
heretofore expressed, and limit and sofien the 
sweeping judgment which impeached a whole 
political party of conspiracy to promote servile 
insurrection... - y : 

I think they will be inclined to take a somewha' 
different view of the origin, the character, and the 
scope of John. Brown’s crime. 

It was no invasion of Virginia at all; still less 
an invasion of Virginia by or from a free State. 
It was a conspiracy to free negroes; arrested in 
the attempt; defended with arms; stained with 
murder, and punished with death. It was a crime 
to be dealt with by judge and jury and sheriff. 

The utmost vigilance of two governments has 
failed to trace a single connection with any body 
of men in any State. Two of Brown’s confed- 
erates were arrested in Pennsylvania without war- 
rant and carried without a guard to jail in Virginia. 
His arsenal contained two hundred Sharpe’s rifles 
and something over a thousand pikes; his army 
consisted of about twenty men, and though rumor 
promised him succor, no one ever saw a body of 
men ora single man marching to join him or to 
rescue him. Nota slave joined him voluntarily ; 
not one lifted his hand against his master; all 
were anxious to return to the bosom of their 
master’s families. 

Atrocious as was the crime, and great as is the 
cause I have to deplore some of the best blood 
shed, that crime has revealed a state of fact and 
of feeling, both among our own population and 
that of the free States, on which our cyes ought 
to rest with satisfaction, in view cf the future. 

It negatives the existence of any conspiracy 

against our peace in the free States of the Con- 
federacy. Neither the plan nor the exéeution rc- 
vealed any higher intelligenès or greater power 
behind the crazy enthusiasts who acted in the trag- 
edy. To lay this blood at the door of a great 
political party of our fellow-citizens, who now 
control the government of every free State except 
two, in spite of the indignant denial of all their 
Representatives here, and without a particle of 
proof in fact, isnot reasonable. It is to call Dirk 
Flatterack’s defense, in his Jair, an invasion of 
Stotland! It is to lay the bloody deeds of Bal- 
four of Burleigh on the whole body of the Prot- 
estants in Scotland! ; 

But the keenness with which gentlemen feel this 
crime against the peace of a slave State may well 
cnable them to appreciate how the more aggra- 
vated events in Kansas inflamed the minds of men 


in the free States, and fired the fanaticism of | 


Brown to the point of bloody revenge, 

Tirat men and women of like mind, in whom, 
on one subject, the ideas of right and wrong are 
sadly disordered, sympathized with the convicts; 
that some papers applauded his deed, and some 
pulpits echoed his ewlogy, are certainly symp- 
toms of no sound state of morals in the actors; 
but they are of no political significance in the 


populous North. On this floor they have no rep- | 


resentative. That bloody type of fanaticism is, 
of all things, most rare among the Abolitionists; 
and they are a body of enthusiasts who have 
never, to my knowledge, had ten Representatives 
in this Hall. But, to sympathize with a’ crimi- 
nal, to pity a convict, to consider the conviction 
an expiation, and the execution a martyrdom, is 
too common at this day to excite surprise in any 
case. Even with the ministers of religion, the 
ascent to the scaffold is Jacob’s ladder—the gal- 
lows is the very gate of Heaven; and the old form- 
ula of pax et misericordia is changed for one in the 
spirit, if not in the words, of Edgeworth, ‘Son 
of St. Louis, ascend to Heaven!’ 

Idwellon these matters the more, because they 
have been made the occasion of exaggerated in- 
ferences and the proofs of unfounded fears, which 
a more thorough or a cooler contemplation of the 
manifestations of thought and feeling in our free 
American society will dispel. F seek for signs of 
peace. I will explore every region for ground of 
I think thereis no ground 
for the excitement which has prevailed. I think 
the longer gentlemen look at the facts, they will 
the more sarcly see that their feelings led them to 
extremes which they will not be inclined to re- 
peat. 

In this spirit, I feel sure they will be inclined to 
accept the formal declaration of the gentleman from 


—e 


Ohio, who was the first candidate of the northern 
Opposition for Speaker, at its full value and scope: 

t I say now, that there is not a single question agitattig 
the public mind; not a single topic on which there can be 
sectional jealousy or sectional controversy, unless gen- 
ulemen on the other side of the House thrust such subjects 
onus. I repeat, nota single question. ”? 

He so spoke while a candidate; and had he said 
exactly the opposite, there isngta gentlemdù on the 
Administration side ,of he House whe would not 
have rung it in the ears of his constituents as the 
authorized and formal avowal of all his enemies 
imppte to his party. But being a declaration of 
peace, instead of one of war, shall we impeach its 
faith that our fears may not subside? or ought. 
we not rather to read this text-—authoritatively 
spoken in the presence of the gentlemen whose 
candidate he was, and who sanctioned 1t by their 
continued support for nearly two months after- 
wards—by the light of that magnificent oration of 
his distinguished colleague, [Mr. Corwin,] which 
won the heart of every hearer by its genial and 
comprehensive spirit, and inaugurated in this IJall, 
after the silence of years, the example of great 
parliamentary eloquence? 

These declarationsare reiterated assurances that 
there is no intention of invading the rights or 

uiet of any slaveholding State; that there is no 
design or desire to tamper with or trouble slavery 
where it exists; that they are willing to let the 
subject alone, if others are willing to let things 
stand as they are. 

Are declarations like these to be encountered 
and outweighed by the irresponsible clamors of 
scattered newspapers, by trumpery resolutions at 
excited town meetings, or by the ambiguous, con- 
tradictory, and shifting. platforms hastily con- 
trived for an emergency, and then forgotten? It 
was one of Mr. Calhoun’s profound and saga- 
cious remarks, that there was a strong tendency 
to confound the machinery of parties with formal 
bodies known to the law; and to treat the latter 
like the former, The debates of this session have 
been one perpetual illustration of its truth. They 
have repeated here the disgussions of the hust- 
ings, dealt here with the contrivances of party 
warfare, and invoked such proofs to ropa and 
annul the formal representations of the constitu- 
tional Representatives of the people, touching their 
purposes. 

I invoke gentlemen to accept thé declaration of 
the legal Representative, touching the purposes 
of the people who sent him here to represent them 
in that very thing. Men may clamor, partisans, 
may propose, papers may print a thousand things, 
and no one.care to explain or contradict them; for 
no onc is responsible for them. Silence is'no con- 
sent; itis mere indifference or contempt. It is 
the conduct of the Representative to which the 
people look, when they would knowif they were 
truly represented; and it is to that Representative 
we should look when we wish to know the spirit 
and policy his constituents contemplate. 

There will always be more or less of that vague 
dissertation on impractical theories; such as the 
possibility of property in man,or whether slavery 
be hateful@to God, and the like; and those views 
will always have, as they have heretofore had, 
their eight or ten Representatives on this- floor; 
but surely we can afford to leave such disserta- 
tions unanswered; and without an answer they 
will soon die out. Politically, they are of no de- 
cisive importance, and involve no such danger as 
to keap gentlemen always on the alert with a re- 
sponse. But the records display the purposes of 
parties in the Government; and if we there investi- 
gate the signs of the times, we will find, I think, 
thatfrom 1855to this time, there has been nosingle 
bill proposed contemplating a change in the condi- 
tion of affairs touching slavery as it existed before 
the repeal of the Missouri line. I had meant to 
develop that as a word of peace; but I have not 
time. The first controversy of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress related to the seat of the Delegate from 
Kansas. The first bill was to repeal the laws. of 
Kansas passed by the Legislaturo whose legality 
was contested. The next was Mr. Dunn’s states- 
manlike bill to reorganize the Territory of Kansas. 
The third was to admit Kansas under the Topeka 
constitution. The fourth was to abolish the exist- 
ing laws, and to reorganize the Territory: of Kan- 
sas, without one word of slavery on one side or the 
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other; and you know very well, gentlemen, that 
at the last Congress no proposition was enter- 
tained, excepting the question, which you argued 
and which we argued, whether we had a right to 
remit. to the people the Lecompton constitution, 
to be decided upon by the people who were to be 
bound by it. Up to this time, while there has 
been excitement at the North and at the South; 
while gentlemen have made offensive speeches 
here and elsewhere, there has been no measure of 

ractica] legislation proposed in this House that 

as not béen defensive in its character; not one 
that has looked beyond retaining the Territories 
free which were already free. 

We have, then, peace before us, if we will only 
acceptit. The free Statesask nonewlaw. Their 
Representatives teil us there will be no sectional 
questions mooted by them unless forced on them 
by others; and if we close with such declarations 
in the spirit of the declaration of the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio, and of the patriotic speech 
of his distinguished colleague, we may banish 
from our minds those “ gorgons, hydras, and chi- 
meras dire,” amid whose hideous forms we have 
so long pursued our weary way. 


PROPERTY IN THE TERRITORIES. 


SPEECH OF HON J. R. DOOLITTLE/ 
OF WISCONSIN, 
In toe Senate, February 24, 1860. 
The Senate having under consideration the resolutions 
of Mr. Brown, affirming the power and duty of Congress 


to legislate for the protection of rights of property in the 
Territories — 


Mr. DOOLITTLE said: 

Mr. Presipent: The late John Quincy Adams, 
‘during the last year of his life, in conversation, | 
said to afriend * that the best thing ever uttered 
by Andrew Jackson was that for which, at the 
time, he was so much abused; namely that in 
swearing to support the Constitution, he swore to 
support it as he understood it, and not as other 
men understood it.” I shall make no apology 
to-day for the supreme court of Wisconsin for 
construing the Constitution of the United States, 
upon their official oaths, according to their own 
convictions. It.needsnone. Besides, sir, no Sen- 
ator has a right to demand onc; and least of all, a 
Senator from Georgia, The supreme court of that 
State, as late as 1854, not six months before the | 
decision of the supreme court of Wisconsin, of 
which her Senator (Mr. Toomns] complains, upon | 
a long and able review of all its judicial contro- 
versies with the Supreme Court of the United 
States, summed up the whole, declaring their con- 
clusion to be— 

“That the supreme court of Georgia is cocqual and co- 
ordinate with the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
not inferior and subordinate to that court; that as to the 
reserved powers, the State court is supreme; that as to the 
delegated powers, the United States courtis supreme ; that 
as to powers both delegated and reserved—concurrent pow- 
ers-—both courts, in the language of Hamilton, are ¢ equally 
supreme ;’ and that, as a consequence, the Supreme Court 
of the United States has no jurisdiction over the supreme 
court of Georgia; and cannot, theretore, give it an order, 
or make for it a precedent.’—Padelford, Fay & Co., vs. 

Mayor and Aldermen of City of Savannah ; 14 Georgia Re- 
ports, page 506. 

Wisconsin has never yet gone to that length. 
She has never yet denicd the appellate jurisdiction 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in cases 
acknowledged to arise under the Constitution of 
the United States. She has only asserted her 
right to judge for herselfas to what cages are not 
under the Constitution of the United States, and 
laws passed in pursuance thereof, and as to what | 
powers are not delegated, and therefore reserved | 
to the States; and that, upon that question, her 
supreme court is cocqual and coérdinate with the ; 
Supreme Court of the United States, and not in- 
ferior and subordinate to that court. : | 

Sir, if the court of Wisconsin has erred in as- | 

_ suming this power to judge for itself, independent 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, who 
taught itthatgraveerror? The resolutions of 1798 
—every Democratic platform for the last twenty 
years reaffirming them as fundamental in the Dem- 
acratic creed; the supreme court of Pennsylvania, 
by its unanimous opinion in 1798; and the su- 
preme court of appeals of the State of Virginia, as 


late as 1814, after a Jong hearing and full consider- 
ation, by a unanimous opinion, declaring that the 
Supreme Court of the United States was not su- 
perior and appellate to the supreme court of Vir- 
ginia, have taught to Wisconsin the same lesson. 
And what should close the mouth of any Sen- 
ator from Georgia is, that the whole judicial his- 
tory of that great State, which, ifnot now, is soon 
to become, the Empire State of the South, fromthe 
beginning of the Government down to 1854, has, 
upon this subject, taught no other lesson. 

The resolutions of 1798, drafted, as it is be- 
lieved, by Jefferson himself, declare: 


«That the several States composing the United States 
of America are not united on the principle of unlimited 
submission to the General Government; butthat, by a com- 
pact, under the style and title of a Constitution for the 

Tnited States, and of amendments thereto, they constituted | 
a Gencral Government for special purposes, and delegated 
to that Government certain definite powers, reserving, cach 
State to itself, the residuary mass, the right to their own 
scli-government; and that, whensoever the General Gov- | 
ernment assumes undelegated powers, its acts are unat- 
thoritative, void, and of no forec; and that to this compact 
each State acceded as a State, aud is an integral party, its 
co-States forming, as to liseli, the other party; that the 
Government created by this compact was not made the ex- 
clusive or final judge of the extent of the powers delegated 
to itself, since that would have made its discretion, and 
not the Constitution, the measure of its powers; but that, 
as in all other cases of compact among Powers having no 
common julge, each party has an equal right to judge for 
i ‘as well of infractions as of the mode and manner of 


And the Democratic platform made at Cincin- 
nati, in its eighth resolution, declares: 


«That the Democratie party will faithfully abide by and 
uphold the principles laid down in the Kentucky and Vir- 
ginia resolutions of 1798, and in the report of Mr. Madison 
to the Virginia Legislature ia 1799; that it adopts those 
principles as constituting one of the main foundations of 
its political ereed, and is resolved to carry them out in their 
obvious meaning and import.’ | 


Again, sir: | hold in my hand a volume which 
contains a decision of the supreme court of Penn- 
sylvania, in 1798s in which this question was dis- 
cussed and decided. The chief justice, delivering 
the unanimous opinion of the court, used the fol- 
lowing language: 


“The divisions of power between the national, Federal, 
and State governments, (all derived from the same source, 
the authority of the people,) must be collceted from the 
Constitution of the United States. Before it was adopted, 
the several States had absolute and unlimited sovereignty 
within their respective boundaries; alt the powers, léegis- 
lative, exceutive, and judicial, excepting those granted to 
Congress under the old Constitution. They now enjoy 
them all, excepting such as are granted to the Government 
of the United States by the present instrument and the 
adopted amendments, which are for particular purposes | 
only. The Governinent of the United States forms a part 
of the government of each State; its jurisdiction extends | 
to the providing for the common defense against exte- 
rior injuries and violence, the regulation of commerce and H 
other matters especially enumerated in the Constitution ; 
all other powers remain in the individual States, compre- 
hending the interior and other concerns; these combined 
form one complete Government. Should there be any de- 
fect in this fornt of government, or any collision occur, it 
cannot be remedied by the sole act of the Congress, or of 
a State; the people must be resorted to, for enlargement 
or modification. If a State should differ with the United 
States about the construction of them, there is no common 
umpire but the people, who should adjust the affair by 
making amendments in the constitutional way, or suffer 
from the defect. In such a case the Constitution of the 
United States is Federal; it is a league or treaty made by 
the individual States as one party, and all the States as 
another party. When two nations differaboutthe meaning 
of any clause, sentence, or word, in a treaty, neither has 
an exclusive right to decide it; they endeavor to adjust the 
matter by negotiation ; but if it cannot be thus accom- 
plished, each has a right to retain its own interpretation, » 
until a reference be had to the mediation of other nations, | 
and arbitration, or the fate of war. ‘There is no provision | 
in the Constitution that in sucha case the judges of the jj 
Supreme Court of the United States shall control and be i} 

t 
i 


conclusive ; neither can the Congress by a law confer that ; 
power.’—Respublica vs. Cobbett, 3 Dallas’s Reports, page į 
475. | 

Tread, also, from the fourth volume of Munford gs | 
Reports “of cases argued and determined in the | 
supreme courtof appeals of Virginia,” froma case i! 
decided in 1814—the case of Hunter vs. Martin, | 
devisee of Fairfax: | 

« Soon after the case of Hunter vs. Fairfax’s devisee (re- | 
ported in 1 Munf., 218-238) was decided, the appellee, Mar- į 
tin, obtained a writ of error from the Supreme Court of the ! 
United Stztes, requiring the court of appeals of Virginia | 
to certify the record for reéxamination by that court.” i 

The clerk of the court obeyed the writ, and cer- | 
tified the record; the Supreme Court of the United | 
States reversed -the decision, and sent back the | 
record with a mandate to the court of appeals of || 
Virginia, requiring them to conform to its decis- | 


| Supreme Court of the 
| 


ion. After being fully argued, the court entered 
the following unanimous opinioni»: Bae ge 
“Tho court is unanimously: of opinion that the appellate 
power of the Supreme Court of the United States.does not 
extend to this court under a sound construction of the Con- 
stitntion of the United States; that so much of the twenty- 
fifti section of the act of Congress to establish tHo ji dicial 
courts of the United States as extends the appellate jurit 
diction of the Supreme Court ‘to this court is pot, in pay- 
suance of the Constitution of the United States; Whar the 
writ of error in this case was improvidently allowed under. 
the authority of thatact; that the proceedings thereon in’ 
the Supreme Court were coramnon judice invetation to this 
court; and-that obedience to its mandate be declingd:by this 
court.” y p : 
And now, sir, I come to the State of Georgia— 
that great State, which, if not now, is soon to be, 
the Empire State of the South. One glance atits 
history, as given by a judge of its own supreme 
court, shows that, from 1792 to 1854, she main: 
tained and enforced the same doctrine, ‘In the case 
of Chisholm against Georgia, in 1792, which was 
the first controversy between that State and thë 
Supreme Court of the United States, she denied 
its jurisdiction; refused to obey its mandate ta 
appear and answer; and wholly disregarded its 
judgment in the case. 
_The cases of Worcester and Butler, missiona-. 
ries among the Cherokees, arose in 1832. They 
are fully reported in the 6th of Peters’s Reports. 
The facts in these cases are stated by Judge Beh- 
ning, in his opinion, in the 14th of Georgia Re- 
ports, to which I have already referred: s 
“They were indicted, convicted, and put in the pent- 
tentiary, for violating the laws of Georgia, which forbade 
white persons to reside within the Cherokee nation of In- 
dians without the permission of the Governor and without 
having taken an oath-to suppartand defend the constitution 
and laws of Georgia, and uprightly demean themselves as 
citizens thereof. The case occurred in the superior court 
of Gwinnett county. A writ of error was issued from the 
Supreme Court of the United States, on the application of 
the defendants, to the judges of the superior court for the. 
county of Gwinnett. "The clerk of that court returned a 
transcript of the cases to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. But the judge of the court had nothing to do with 
, this act of the clerk. He did not recognize the right of the 
Supreme Court to issue the writ. 

“The Supreme Court ofthe United States, by Marshall, 
1 C. J., said that it was ‘too clear for controversy, that the 
act of Congress, by which tts courtis constituted, hay given 
it the poweét, and, of course, imposed ‘on it the duty-of Èx- 
ercising jurisdiction in the case.’ ; si 

“Accordingly, that court took jurisdiction, and ‘adjudged 

at the judgment rendered in the premises-by the said su- 
orior court of Georgia,’ whereby the saidSamuel A. Wor 
cester is sentenced to hard labor in the penitentiary of 
Georgia, ought to be reversed and annulled ; ‘and further’ 

adjudged that said judgment ‘be, and hereby is, reversed 
and annulled 3? ‘and that a special mandate do go from this 
court to the said superior court, to carry this judgment into” 
exeention.’? The judgment was the same in the Butler case, 

“ Now, what did Geergia do on receipt of this’ special 
mandate? Through every department of her. government she 
treated the mandate and the writ of error with contempt the 
most profound, She did not even protest against jurisdic~ 
tion, as she had done in the ease of Chisholm’ executors; 
but she kept Worcester and Butler in the penitentiary, and 
she executed, in the Creek nation, the laws, for. violating’ 
which they had been. put in the penitentiary”? 

_ But Judge Benning, in the same, opmion, says 
thatit was not only in these cases that Georgia: 
occupied this position; she did it in two other 
cases, and those cases of life and death—the case 
of Tassels, and the case of Graves—one in 1830, 
the other in 1834. The Supreme Court of the 
United States “issued writs of error in each of 
these cases, on the application of the defendants, 
to the State of Georgia; but, as the cases are not 
reported, itis to be presumed that these writs never 
got back to the Supreme Court; or that, if they ever 
did, it was too late. It is certain that Georgia 
hung the applicants for the writ.” Ay, sir, hung 
them, with the writs of error of that court pend- 
ing over.the judgments. And in the Tassels case, 
the Legislature passed a resolution, ‘ that the 
State of Georgia will never so far eompromit her’ 
sovercignty,as an independent State, as to become. 
aparty to the case sought to be made before the” 
United States, by the writ’ 
in question;” and farther, that the Governor. ane 
every other officer be ‘ enjoined to disregard-any 
and every mandate and process that has been, or 
shall be, served on him or them, purporting to 
proceed from the Chief Justice, or any associate 
justice, ofthe Supreme CourtoftheUnited States.”” 
in 1854, the supreme court of Georgia, upon 


And in 
a full review of her history upon this subject, 
announced, as its settled conclusion, that. ‘the 
Supreme Court of the United States hasno jurisdic- 
tion over the supreme court of Georgia, and cannot, 
therefore, give itan order, or make forit uprecedent. >? 
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Mr. President, I do not question, I have no right 
to question, the good faith or the integrity of the 
action of. the sovereignty of Georgia. Ido not 
indulge, either as a matter of taste or of inclina- 
tion, in language impugning the motives of men 
in high office, acting upon the solemnity of their 
oaths. The motto of old England has too much 
truth and significance for me to do SO, either in 
public or private life. Besides, sir, having been 
reared in the republican school of Jefferson and 
of Jackson, maintaining, as I now do, every prin- 
ciple J have been taught in that school, and which 
are identical with those of the Republican party 
of to-day, I see many things in the opinion of the 
supreme court of Georgia to command my respect. 

say, therefore, Mr. President, that the Repre- 
sentatives of those original States who have taught 
Wisconsin, one of the ‘* youngest of the sisters,” 
to think for herself, and be true to her convictions, 
should be among the last to censure or condemn 
her. 

But I come now at once to the consideration of 
the precise issue between the Senator from Georgia 
and myself, as it stands upon the record, made up 
between us. When I moved the postponement of 
the further consideration of this subject, that issue 
was in these words—I read from the first report, 
as it appeared in the Congressional Globe. Mr. 
Toomps, while replying to Mr. Hate, used this 
language: 

«The supreme court of Wisconsin, in defiance of the Con- 
stitution, seized the case under a habeas corpus, and declared 
the fugitive slave law umconstitutional, and discharged the 
culprit. I say there is no analogy to that in any of the 
cases. 

“Mr, Doourrrie. The assumption of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia, in one single word, depends entirely on 
the question whether the law of Congress be or be not con- 
stitutional. 

“Mr. Toomns. Certainly. 

“Mr, Doonirrie. If the law is unconstitutional, the 
who proceeding in your district court of Wisconsin is a 
nullity. 

“Mr. Toomss. Yes. . 

“Mr. Doourrrie. And Wisconsin is right. If your law 
ìs constitutional, then the proceeding of the court of Wis- 
consin was wrong. 

“Mr. Toomns, JI have nothing to say of that now.” 


Į so understood it at the time, and it was, I be- 
lieve, so understood generally on this side of the 
Chamber. The next morning, however, the Sen- 
ator from Georgia corrected the record, and the 
issue was restated in these words. The Senator 
then said: 


* Whether or not the law was constitutional, the pro- 
ceedings of the State court of Wisconsin I hold to be wrong. 
That did not depend on the question of whether the fugi- 
tive slave law was constitutional ornot; but, inany event, 
the district court of the United States for Wiseonsin hav- 
ing had jurisdiction, there was no power to scize the per- 
son from prison under a habeas corpus, and reverse the pro- 
ceedings of a court having competent jurisdiction; and so 
much of the report as makes me admit that, in any event, 
whether the fugitive slave law is constitutional or not, the 
procecdings of the court of Wisconsin were right, is erro- 
neous. 

“Mr. Doourrrie. I shall not go into the discussion of 
this question now, as I purpose to discuss that point on the 
future oceasion to which | have moved that this matter be 
postponed. I simply desire to say, however, that, if the 
Senator from Georgia admits that the law of Congress is 
unconstitutional, the district courthas no jurisdiction under 
it; and the proposition which the gentleman submits, and 
the distinction which he makes, that a law can be uncon- 
stitutional and a nullity itself, and yet the court have juris- 
diction under an unconstitutional law, is, in my judgment, 
preposterous. 

“Mr. Toomss. I merely wished to state my position, 
not to argue it. L am prepared to meet the argument at any 
proper time.” i 


Mr. President, the issue is now clearly made 
up on both sides, and fairly understood. It isa 
question of constitutional law, addressed to the 
judgment, to the calm reason; and in discussing 
which passion and declamation are of no avail.. 
It is a question altogether of more consequence 
than the slavery question itself; and, therefore, | 
we can enter upon its discussion entirely free from 
all the excitements which surround that. The | 
question between the Senator and myself is this: 
in the first place, whether any jurisdiction or au- 
thority can be conferred upon a district court of 
the United States by an unconstitutional law. I 

i 
| 


f 


thank the gentleman for thus restating the issue; : 
for, in my judgment, he concedes away the very 
ground upon which the Supreme Court of the 
United States placed their decision in 21 Howard. | 
Upon the assumption taken by that court, that | 
the fugitive slave law is constitutional, the con- | 
clusion follows inevitably that a person arrested | 


under it, in pursuance of its provisions, would be 
imprisoned under the authority of the United States; 
and a State court, on habeas corpus, must of neces- 
sity remand the prisoner into custody, because he 
is in legal imprisonment; but upon the other as- 
sumption, that the law is not constitutional, if a 
person is arrested under it and imprisoned, it 
would be without any authority from the United 
States, and therefore-a State court, upon habeas 
corpus, must of necessity discharge the prisoner; 
for he is not held by any legal power whatever. I 
ask, sir, what is the issue upon the hearing of a 
habeas corpus? The jurisdiction of acourt in such 
case ig not appellate. It is not for review; it is 
neither to affirm nor reverse the judgment or the 
proceedings of any other court or tribunal. It is 
a suit to inquire into the cause of. the imprison- 
ment of a person restrained of his liberty; and, if 
found te be illegal, to discharge. The very essence 
of the issuc is to inquire whether that imprison- 
mentbelegalorillegal, with or withoutlaw. That 
is the question, and the whole question in the 
case. : 

Let us, for once, take the negro question en- 
tirely out of this case, and forget that slaves or 
slavery ever existed. A habeas corpus case is a 
collateral suit to recover one’s liberty from illegal 
restraint; in the determination of which the pro- 
ceedings and judgments of all other courts and 
tribunals may be inquired into, just to the same 
extent as in actions for false imprisonment, or in 
actions broughtto recover upon a judgment. The 
Senator from Georgia says that, conceding the 
fugitive slave law to be unconstitutional, still the 
district court of the United States has competent 
jurisdiction to imprison a man under it. What a 
solecism! All the world knows that the district 
courts of the United States are courts of special 
and limited jurisdiction. They havè just such 
power as the law gives them, and no more. Their 
whole jurisdiction is statutory, agd depends upon 
the acts of Congress; and they, in their turn, de- 
pending upon, and subject to, the Constitution. 

hen you speak of an act of Congress, which is 


itself unconstitutional, having any validity to con- | 


ferany jurisdiction, itis preposterous, a solecism, 
an absurdity. Sir, an unconstitutional law is no 
law; it isa mere nullity. The Constitution goes 
along with every cnactment, erasing every word, 
annulling every provision in that enactment which 


is repugnant to itself. Every law passed by Con- | 


gress, is passed as if with a proviso attached to 


it, that nothing herein contained shall be repug- į 


nant. to the Constitution of the United States; in 
cant phrase, it has force ‘‘ subject only to the Con- 
stitution of the United States.’ If repugnant to 
that, it has no effect; it gives no authority. The 
Constitution js the source of all authority, With- 
out it, no law of Congress could live, or move, or 


have any being. It breathes into every enactment | 
No law has life without it; no | 


the breath of life. 
power can be given, or jurisdiction conferred, 


without it. What, sir! hold that a pretended en- | 


actment of Congress can confer an authority upon 
anybody which the Constitution itself, the source 
of all authority, forbids? 

Yet such is the doctrine of the Senator from 
Georgia, that a citizen may be held in prison un- 


der the authority of a law of Congress when the ; 


Constitution itself forbids that there should be any 
such law. Go tell the people of Georgia that her 
Senator contends that Congress can give to the 
United States district courts competent jurisdic- 


tion over suits between the citizens of Georgia, | 
and over a subject-matter which the Constitution | 
of the United States itself forbids: it might be |: 


actions for assault and battery by slaves against 


their masters. That is a higher-law doctrine for | 
you, with a vengeance! The United States courts, | 


then, are above the Constitution, and not under it. 
Let us test this doctrine by a practical case. Sup- 


pose the Congress of the United States, under the | 
general-welfare doctrine, should enact a law con- | 


ferring general original jurisdiction upon the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of all suits at 
law or in equity, and between citizens of the same 


i State; and that in Georgia or in Wisconsin, one 


citizen should commence a suit in the Supreme 
Court of the United States against another for an 
action of slander, and the case should be brought 
on to trial, anda judgment should be recovered, 
and an execution issued upon the judgment, and 


! 


a citizen arrested and put in prison: what would 
be the duty of the State courts? If application 
were made for a habeas corpus, the petitioner would 
set out in substance that he was restrained of his 
liberty without any legalauthority. The marshal 
would answer, by his return, that he pretends to 
hold him by‘an execution upon a judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States; and the re- 
ply, the unanswerable reply y would be, on the part 
of the petitioner, the Constitution forbids any such 
judgment, becatise it forbids Congress to.give, or 
the court to take, any such jurisdiction, The 
duty of the State court in.such a case would be 
clear. Itbeing sworn to.support the Constitution 
of the United States, it would be its duty to de- 
clare that such an imprisonment, under such a 
judgment, under such a law, is in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, and absolutely 
void; that so far from acting in pursuance of the 
Constitution, and within the authority of the 
United States, the Federal court rendering such a 
judgment is trampling on. the provisions of the 
Constitution, and usurping a jurisdiction forbid- 
den by it. The State court would therefore dis- 
charge the prisoner from confinement. 

Sir, instead of a habeas corpus case, suppose you 
take the case of an action for false imprisonment; 
suppose that this person, who was imprisoned 
under such a judgment, spould bringan action in a 
State court, against the individual who holdshim, 
in an action for damages in consequence of false 
imprisonment, and thedefendant should plead his 
pretended judgment and execution, and the plain- 
tiffshould atonce reply that the Constitution of the 
United States forbids that Congress should confer 
any such jurisdiction upon the Federal court: what 
would be the duty of the judges of the State court? 
Of necessity, there would be a responsibility from 
which their oaths of office would not allow them to 
withdraw themsclves; they could not avoid the 
jurisdiction if they would; and I, for one, would 
not, if I could. They must take the jurisdiction 
belonging-to the Statecourt, and declare that such 
an imprisonment, under such a judgment, based 
upon alaw conceded to be in violation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, isillegal and uncon- 
stitutional; that the whole pretended judicial pro- 
ceedings are absolutely null and void; gave no 
jurisdiction whatever to the court, and, therefore, 


| noauthority forthe imprisonment ofthe defendant. 


The Senator from Georgia says that ‘ whether 
the fugitive slave law was constitutional or not,” 
the district court had “competent jurisdiction.’’ 
Thatis begging the whole question. The court can- 
not take competent jurisdiction ofa subject-matter 
which the Constitution forbids; it is impossible; 
for if it have notjurisdiction of the subject-matter, 
the action of the court is of no more validity than 
the action of a private citizen; itis not judicial 
action; it is extra judicial—the action of an indi- 
vidual withoutany authority; for a statute against 
the Constitution confers no more than if Congress 
had never gone through the forms of enacting it. 
It is reasoning in a circle, begging the whole 
question. It is precisely like saying that the earth 
stands on the back of an elephant, and that on a 
turtle, and that on nothing at all. 

Mr. President, a case arose in the State of New 
York, when Mr. Marcy was chief justice of that 
State, in a suit brought upon a judgment which 
purported to have been rendered in the State of 
Massachusetts. On the face of the record it pur- 
ported that the court had jurisdiction of the person 
as well as of the subject-matter. The defendant 
pleaded that the court, in fact, never had any 
jurisdiction over him, for he was not served with 
process,and did not appear. It was objected that 
the record imports absolute verity, and cannot be 
contradicted. What did Mr. Marcy say to such 
an argument? 


4 It appears to me, that this proposition assumes the very 
fact to be established, which is the only question in issue. 
For what purpose does the defendant question the jurisdic- 
tion ofthe court? Solely to show that its proceedings and 
judgments are void, and therefore the supposed record is 
not in truth a record. If the defendant had not proper no- 
tice of, and did not appear to, the original action, all the 
State courts, with one exception, agree in opinion that the 
paper introduced, as to him, is no record, but if he cannot 
show, even against the pretended record, that fact, on the 
alleged ground of the uncontrollable verity of the record, he 
is deprived of his defense by a process of reasoning that is 
to my mind littie less than sophistry. The plaintiffs in 
effect declare to the defendant: the paper declared on is a 
record, because it says you appeared, and you appeared , 
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because the paper is a record. Thisis reasoningin a circle. 
The appearance makes the record uncontrollable verity, 
and the record makes the appearance an unimpeachable 
fact. The fact which the defendant puts in issue (and the 
whole current of State authority shows it to be a proper 
issue) is the validity of the record ; and yet it is contended 
that he is estopped, by the unimpeachable credit of that 
very record, trom disproving any one allegation contained 
init. Unless a court has jurisdiction, it can never make a 
record which imports uncontrollable verity to the party over 
whom it has usurped jurisdiction, and he ought not therefore 
to be estopped by any allegation in that record from proving 
any fact that goes to establish the truth of a plea, alleging 
want of jurisdiction.’*—Starbuch vs. Murray, 5 Wen., 158. 


Sir, upon the ground taken by the Senator, al- 
though the law itself be unconstitutional and can 
give ne jurisdiction to the court over the subject- 
matter, still its pretended record is an unimpeach- 
able verity. It isa record because it has juris- 
diction, and it has jurisdiction because it is a 
record; and that, too, when the Constitution says 
it shall neither have jurisdiction nor make a rec- 
ord. Upon this doctrine, no State court can in- 

uire into the question of jurisdiction, orgo behind | 
the warrant, and the man must lic and rot in prison 
before any inquiry can be made into the legality 
of his confinement. It may not be outof place to 
illustrate this grave question between the supreme 
courts of the States and of the United States by 
referring to what is said to have occurred once in 
the State of New York, in a justice’s court: by 
the statute, that cqurt had jurisdiction to render 
judgments in civil actions for damages to the 
amount of $100; but no jurisdiction in an action 
for assaultand battery. In the immediate neigh- 
borhood of a very honest citizen in the country, 
who had just been elected a justice of the peace, 
an outrageous assault and battery occurred. Upon 
the instant, the injured party applied to the magis- 
trate to commence a suit for his damages. Heis- 
sued his warrant, broughtin the defendant, all the 
witnesses were at hand, and the case went right on 
to trial without counsel on either side. Without | 
any question as to his jurisdiction, the magistrate | 
heard the cause and gave judgment for the plain- | 
tiff for $100. The defendant had no money, and | 
the justice forthwith issued an execution and sent | 
him to jail. Some young lawyer got hold of the | 
matter for thedefendant, and wrote at once to the |! 
justice that he must come and settle with the de- |i 
fendant, or he would be prosecuted for false ime |; 
prisenment, He went immediately to the county | 


seat to counsel with a lawyer, who had been a jli 


judge of some eminence. As soon as fairly seated || 
m his office, he said, ‘Judge, cana magistrate ji 
try an action for assault and battery and refider 
a judgment against the defendant??? ‘Certainly 
not; the statute expressly forbids it.” “Do you 
say that he cannot try one and render a judg- 
ment? I tell you I know he can, for I have 
tried onc and rendered a judgment.” [Laughter.] 
Did that magistrate have jurisdiction because he 
said he had jurisdiction? Is the doctrine to be 
tolerated for an hour that a court of special and 
limited jurisdiction, as all courts of the United || 
States are, shall have jurisdiction because it takes 
jurisdiction? Where are we living? in a free coun- ; 
try, where even the courts are bound by the laws 1: 
of the land, or are we living where men can be | 
i 


li 
HH 
ti 
ti 


imprisoned at the simple will of the magistrate, | 
with or without jurisdiction, with or without law? , 

Mr. President, let us take the United States dis- | 
trict court for Wisconsin, and sec how this doc- 
trine of the Senator from Georgia would operate 
upon us. We have nearly cight hundred thou- 
sand people, and we have no circuit court of the 
United States. Practically, we have no appeal 
whatever from the district court in any criminal 
case. Under the law as it stands, jurisdiction 
enough is given to the judge of the district court |} 
of Wisconsin, even within constitutional limits. i 
The same judge can indict and try and decide upon ;i 
all questions of evidence, all questions of law in- || 
volving the liberty, and even the life, of any citi 
zen of Wisconsin, and there is no appeal from | 
his decision—none whatever. Apply the doctrine |; 
for which the Senator from Georgia contends, that | 
the judge of that court may, with or without con- i} 
stitutional authority, with law or against law, by f 
his own simple warrant, arrest and imprison any | 
one of our citizens, and that the State courts of | 
Wisconsin haveno power to interfere: where are | 
we? His doctrine would go to the length of allowg | 


| and t 


i| practice, when F first went to the State of Wis 
i! consin, was before him as judge of the first judi- | 


with any disrespect towards the individual who 
holds the office; but I am speaking of the doctrine 
which the Senator from Georgia contends for; and 
that is, that this single judge, by his own mere 
will, may arrest and imprison any one of our cit- 
izens; that no writ of habeas corpus can reach him 
in prison, or reach him even at the foot of the gal- 
lows. Talk to me, sir, of absolute despotism, of 
power without restraint! If you apply this doc- 
trine to the district court of Wisconsin, there is 
not a despotism this side of Algiers that would 
compare with it. No, sir, nowhere in any civil- 
ized land. Where do we stand when we hear doc- 
trines like this avowed? in the United States of 


America, or in St. Petersburg, where the will of || 


the Autocrat is the absolute law? 

Sir, the supreme court of Massachusetts has de- 
clared that ng limitation of time shall run against 
showing a judicial proceeding to be void for want 
of jurisdiction. (Holyoke vs. Haskin, 9 Picker- 
ing.) The supreme court of South Carolina main- 
tains the same doctrine; and so does the court of 
appeals of the State of New York. I will venture 
to pay that, in every supreme court ofthe States, 

he Supreme Court of the United States itself, 
the doctrine has been proclaimed a hundred times 
over, that where a court proceeds without jurisdic- 


| tion of the subject-matter, its whole proceedings 


are absolutely void—not voidable—to be reversed 
if carried up on a writ of error to a superior ibu- 
nal; not that they are to stand as valid 
versed, but that they are absolutely nullj 
ofno more effect than ifa private indivi 
pretend to render a judgment in eitl 
criminal case. 

I come, now, Mr. President, to the. second 
branch of this legal or coustitutional issue be- 


i tween the Senator and myself, as to whether, the 


fugitive slave Jaw is or is not constitutional. I do 
not propose, at this time, to go into an elaborate 
argument of my own, to defend the grounds 
which have been argued by the judges of the su- 
preme court of Wisconsin. Their opinions shall 
speak for themselves; and they are fully able to 


defend themselves. I shall therefore content my- i 


self with reading fron™them some extracts. Be- 


fore doing it, however, it is due to candor and the ;} 


truth of history for me to say that our supreme 


man, and know it well. Almost all of my legal 


cial circuit; and when he was elevated to the 


bench of the supreme court of that State, I was |; 


elected as his successor. I know his characte 
among the people of that judicial district, com- 
prising more than one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand inhabitants. I know ‘lso his character 
throughout the State among the members of th 


whole bar of Wisconsin, parties and suitors, for |i 


he was an old resident of that State. He took 


part in the revisal of the statutes of the Territory | 
He was a member of the con- || 


as early as 1839. 


: vention which framed the constitution for that 


has mourned for no other man, and as States sel- 
dom mourn at the bier of the departed dead. 

I have felt at liberty thus to speak of the char- 
cter of the dead. Of the two other judges, neither 


a 
of whomis now upon the bench, but both of whom 
a 


ra civil or | 


F 

the same freedom, not because they have not acted. 
with the Republizan party, but because I do not” 
choose to draw comparisons among the living. 
It is but simple justice to them to say, however, 

that they stand in the front rank of the legal pro- 

fession of Wisconsin. Let the Senator from Geor. 
gia carefully read the opinions of Judge Smith in 

the several cases of Booth, Ablemati, and Rycraft; 

to be found in the third volume of Wisconain Re- . 
ports, and he will find that they need no eulozy 

or indorsement.. They speak for. themselves.’ 
They bear the impress of a master mind, añd 

would have been no discredit to Chief Justice 

Marshall or to Lord Mansfield himself. 

Before reading any extracts from: these opin- 
ions, I will briefly state the facts of the case and 
the points taken and decided by the several 
judges. This case came. before the supreme court 
of Wisconsin in three different ways. Misfor- 
tunes, itis said, seldom come single; and it''so 
| happened that in the spring of 1854, when the 
excitement growing out of the attempt to repeal 
the Missouri compromise was raging, and the 
whole country was convulsed by a renewal of the 
slavery agitation in its most violent and malig- 
| nant form, a fugitive slave from Missouri was ar- 
rested under circumstances, as alleged, of very 
| great cruelty, It is said he was knocked down. 
with a bludgeon and taken with his head wounded 
and bleeding to the city of Milwaukee, Anin- 
tense excitement followed, and he was: rescued, 
as it is alleged, by Booth, Rycraft, and other citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, and escaped, . The’ United 
States commissioner of the district court imme- 
diately issued a warrant to arrest Booth for an 
offense under the fugitive slave law, and he was 
taken into custody by Ableman, the marshal. 
„i Justice Smith, one of the judges of the State su- 
| preme court, who resided at the city of Milwau- 
kee, upon the petition of Booth, issued a habeas 
corpus to inquire into the legality of his imprison- 
ment; a duty which his oath to support the con- 
stitution both of Wisconsin and of the United 
States required him to do. Had he failed to do 
so, he would have subjected himself to the severe 
penalty of $1,250; that being, so far as I know, 
the only judicial act whereby a judge of the high- 
est court of a State may subject himself to a pen- 
alty; the denial of the writ of habeas corpus. ‘The 
prisoner was brought, and a hearing was had be- 
fore Judge Smith. The case was fully consid- 
ered, and Booth was discharged from imprison- 
mentupon four grounds: first, because the warrant 
on its face did not sufficiently state any offerse 
under the act itself; second, because the act itself 
| was repugnant to the Constitution of the United 
States in clothing mere commissioners with judi- 
cial powers; third, because the act was repugnant 
to the Constitution of the United States in deny- 
| ing a jury trial to a person claiming to be:a-free 
inhabitant of Wisconsin; and fourth, because the 
Constitution of the United States gives Congress 
no power to legislate upon that subject. The 
marshal carried this decision up to the supreme 
court of Wisconsin by certiorari, and it was 
sustained unanimously in full bench, Chief Jas- 
tice Whiton delivering the opinion of the court; 
concurring in the first three grounds taken by 
i Justice Smith upon the hearing, but expressing 
no opinion as to the fourth; Justice Crawford con- 
carring only in the first, and dissenting upon the 
grounds which involved the constitutionality of 
theact. In January following, Booth and Rycraft 
were indicted for the same alleged offense in the 
United States district court. Booth was arrested 
upon the warrant of the judge, and taken into 
i custody. He again applicd to the State supreme 
| court to issue a writ of habeas corpus, which wa 
unanimously refused by the supreme court upon 
he ground of judicial comity, the court holding 
that— 


“<The courts of thg United States are presumed: to be 
competent to hear and determine upon the matter of their 
own jurisdiction, and although other courts are not, in all | 
eases, bound by such decision, yet ne court is authorized 
o take the matter out of another, whose process has first 
attached, and assume the right of adjudication before the 
former has had an opportunity to determine the matter for 
itself. ?—3 Wisconsin Reports, 145. : 


| 
i - 
| He went back into the custody of the district 


i court. Afterwards, Booth and Rycraft were tried 
i in the United States district court, convicted, and 


ing that single judge—I do not desire to speak |] are engaged in their profession, I do not feel quite |i sentenced to fine and imprisonment. As I have 


t 
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said, the law, as it now stands, practically gives 

` no appeal whatever, in a criminal case, from our 
United States district court. After sentence and 
imprisonment, application was made by them to 
the siipreme court of Wisconsin for a writ of 
habeas corpus. It was allowed; and the case. was 
heard in full bench before. the same judges, and 
the prisoners discharged out of custody. Judge 
Crawford, while dissenting from the other two 
judges on theconstitutionality of the fugitive slave 
a itself, agreed fully with them as to the power 
and duty of the Staie- court to inguire into the 
legality or illegality of their imprisonment. To 
do him no injustice; I will read some extracts from 
his opinion: 

“The simple question which attracts my attention in this 
case is, whether the district court of the United States for 
this district had jurisdiction of the offense of which this 
petitioner was convicted in that court; because, if it had 
such jurisdiction, it matters not how illegal, unjust, or 
arbitrary the proceedings.in that court may have been, nor 
how many errors may have been committed upon the trial ; 
if the court had jurisdiction of the subject, and of the per- 
son-charged, it is by no means my duty as a judicial officer 
of this State to revise the decision or correct the errors of 
that court in a case properly within its cognizance. That 
is the function of a superior Federal tribunal, if such rẹ- 
vising power were provided or given or deemed necessary 
by: Congress, 


“Phe district court of the United States for this District | 


ig a’vourt of special or limited jurisdiction. It can take 
cognizance of offenses punishable by the laws of the Uni- 
ted States, and of such offenses it has exclusive jurisdic- 
tion ; but it possesses no power to take cognizance of, or 
punish offenses against the laws of the State. Of these 
latter, the State tribunals have a jurisdiction equally as ex- 
clusive ag is the jurisdiction of the Federal courts over 
offenses provided for by the Jaws of Congress. It cannot 
be necessary to refer to authorities to sustain this position, 
It is a well settled principle, that courts of inferior or lim- 
ited jurisdiction, which do not proceed according to the 
course of Lhe common law, but derive their special author- 
ity from statutory provisions, are confined strictly to the ex- 
ercise of those powers conferred upon thems and the facts 
necessary to give them jurisdiction must appcaraffirmatively 
on the face of their proceedings, and cannot be presumed.” 
* * K * * * * 


- Suppose, for instance, that a judgment record, coming 
from an conrt of general jurisdiction, should disclose the 
fact, that without affording the defendant an opportunity 
to make a defense, and without in any manner citing him 
to appear, either by service of mesne process or otherwise, 
the court had proceeded cx parte, and rendered a judgment 
against the defendant, surely we should be justified in treat- 
ing the proceeding as coram non judice. 

“Now, the return made by the sheriff of Milwaukie county 


in this case, contains a record of the proceedings in the | 
district court, in which this relator was convicted and | 


sentenced, which not only takes away mere presumption, 
but incontestably shows that the district court had no 
jurisdiction of the subject complained of in the counts of 
the indictment upon which be was convicted; and, if this 
ponton be true, we may appropriately use the language of 

udge: Evans in the case of Hill vs. Robertson, (1 Strobhart’s 
Law Reports, 1.) It would be a waste of words to attempt 
to prove that the procecdings of a court of limited jurisdic- 
tion, in a ease clearly without its jurisdiction, are absolutely 
void, and may be so declared, whenever the question is 
presented, whether directly or collaterally.”— Wisconsin 


Reports, volume 3, page 181. 


Chief Justice. Whiton concurred in these views 
as expressed by Justice Crawford, and he also, 
in that case, reaffirmed the views which he had 
declared in the case when it first came before the 
court: 

tt Itig not my intention on the present occasion,’ he 
says, “to say anything on that subject, (‘the constitution- 
ality of the fugitive slave Iaw 3’) as my views in regard to 
it are unchanged, a further discussion of the questions 
growing out of the act, by me, is wholly unnecessary.”? 


After statig that he concurred fully with Jus- | 


tice Crawford in the views expressed by him in 
the extract which I have read from his opinion, 
the learned chief justice continues: 


‘If the conclusion arrived at by Justice Crawford, that 
that court had no jurisdiction to pronounce a judgment, is 
correct; iu other words, if the pretended conviction of the 
petitioners, and the judgments against them, are mere nulli- 
ties, it seems clear that they ought to be discharged, if this 
court has the power to discharge them. 

« It will not be denied that the supreme court of a State, 
fa which is vested by the constitution of the State, the 
power to iss 
estions which they present, has the power to release a 

en of the State from ilegal imprisonment. Without 


ue writs of habeas corpus, and to decide the | 


this power, the State would be stripped of one of the most | 


essential attributes of sovereignty, and would present the 
apectacle of a State claiming the allegiance of its citizens, 
without the power to protect them in the enjoyment of their 
personal liberty upon.itsown soil. Were we to be told that 
we are without this power in a case like the present, we 
should be obliged so to hold in a case where not even the 
forms of law were observed; when, for instance, a citizen 
ofthis State should be thrown into prison, by the arbitrary 
order of a judge of a court of the United States, withouta 
trial» 

«In my opinion, the State governments and State courts 
are notreduced to this humiliating condition. They are 


j able and upright judge if you will; confute them 


| the whole subject of the relations of the States to 


not obliged to look on and see the citizens of this State 
imprisoned for no lawful cause, without the power te grant 
that relief which ali governments owe to those from whom 
they claim obedience. The petitioners must be discharged.”” 

Again, he says: 

“<The supreme court of a State, which has power to 
issue the writ of habeas corpus, and-to decide the questions 
which the writ presents, has the power. to discharge a cit- 
izen of a State from illegal imprisonment.” 


And an imprisonment under a law of Congress 
which the Constitution forbids, is an illegal impris- 
onment, for there is no law authorizing it: 


“This immunity of the judgments of the courts of the 
United States in criminal cases, from examination by other 
tribunats, is not claimed for their judgments in civil cases. 
If an action is brought in a State court upon a judgment re- 
covered in a court of the United States, or if such a judg- 
ment is drawn collaterally in question on the trial of a suit 
in a State court, the State court has the power, and it be- 
comes its duty, to decide what effect shall be given to it. 
The State court does not, of course, possess the power to re- 
verse the judgment, but it does possess the power to decide 
what effect it shall have upon the case pendiilg before it”? 


Sir, it does not possess the power to reverse a 
judgment; but it has the power to say that if a 
court undertakes to give a judgment in a case of 
| which it has no jurisdiction, there is no judgment; 
it is coram non judice, and absolutely void: 


“ Waving jurisdiction [says Chief Justice Whiton] to try 
that suit, it has the power to decide every question which 
the suit involves. This power of courts, whether State or 
Federal, to decide what effect shall be given to the judg- 
ments of other courts, when drawn in qnestion in cases 
which are on trial before them, I have never heard ques- 
upned. That they have the power, is too plain for argu- 
ment.”—3 Wisconsin, 175-177. 

He also reaffirmed the views which he ex- 
pressed when the case was first before the court 
in relation to thé constitutionality of the fugitive 
slave law of 1850. I will read an extract from 
his opinion in that case: 

“We are of opinion that so much of the act of Congress 
| in question as refers tothe commissioners for decision the 
questions of fact which are to be established by evidence 
before the alicged fugitive can be delivered up to the claim- 
ant, is repugnant to the Constitution of the United States, 
and therefore void for two reasons: first, because it at- 
tempts to confer upon those officers judicial powers; and 
second, because it is a denial of the right of the alleged fu- 
gitive to have those questions tried and decided by a jury, 
which we think is given him by the Constitution of the 
United States.” *  * *- * © The fifth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides, among other things, that ‘no person shall be deprived 
of life, Liberty, or property, without due process of law?» 
a * * # * * + * * * * 

“ We are aware that it has been said that slaves are not 
persons in the sense in whieh that term is used in the amend- 
ment to the Constitution above referred to. | But this, ad- 
mitting it to be true, does not affeet the question under 
consideration, as persons who are free are liable to be ar- 
rested and deprived of their liberty by virtue of this act, with- 
out having had a trial by a jury of their peers. We do not 
propose to discuss the question, whether a slave, escaping 
from the State where he ia held to service or labor into a 
State where slavery docs not exist, thereby becomes free 
by virtue of the Jocal Jaw, subject only to be delivered up 
lo be returned again to servitude, as it is a question not 
necessarily involved in the consideration of the subjeet 
before us. But we propose to examine the operation of the 
act upon a free citizen of a free State, and to show that by 
it such a person may be deprived of his liberty without 
‘due process of law?” i 


After pointing out, in a clear and forcible man- 
ner, the mode of operation under the act by which 
a frec person in Wisconsin may, without hearing 
or trial, be adjudged in another State to be a slave, 
| he eontinucs: | 


“ We are at a loss to perceive how this proceeding, by 
virtue of which a freeman becomes a slave, can be justly 
called ‘duc process ofjaw,’ in the sense in which that lan- 
guage is used in the Constitution.”—3 Wisconsin, 66-68, 


Question the soundness of these opinions of that | 


if you can; but where, I ask, is there any evi- 
dence of bad faith, of corruption in office, of offi- 
| cial “ perjury,” of raising “ blood-stained hands 
over a violated Constitution?’? That Senator owes 
it to himself, to this Senate, to the State of Wis- 
consin, and to the sacred memory of the dead, to 
take back every word that he has uttered on this 
| floor, calculated to impugn, in the least degree, | 
the integrity, the unimpeachable integrity, of that | 
distinguished judge who pronounced the decision 
of which he complains. 

Justice Smith concurred with Crawford and 
Wohiton, and went still further, and, in one of the 
ablest judicial opinions I have ever read, discussed 


the Federal Government; entered into that great 
battle of the giants—that ever-recurring struggle 
between those opposing and enduring forces in our 


li 


| systemof government, Federalism on the one hand 


and Republicanism on the other. Sir, so far from 
any attempt, on his part, to trample under his feet 
the Constitution of the United States, he declares 
that— 


“The Constitution of the United States is the funda- 
mental law of the land.”—3 Wisconsin, 13. 


He knows no higher law. He does not believe 
that a law of Congress, in violation of the Con- 
stitution, can confer jurisdiction upon any court 
of the United States, and especially upon a dis- 
trict court of the United States, one of mere lim- 
ited and special jurisdiction. But again, he says: 

«J recognize most fully the right of every citizen to try 
every enactment of the Legislature, every decree or judg- 
ment ofa court, and every proceeding of the execùtive or 
ministerial department, by the written fundamental law of 
the land. This must be done in a proper and legal manner, 
in conformity with the rules prescribed by that same law, 
or in accordance with its provisions; but no law is so sa- 
cred, no officer so high, no power so vast, that the rule and 


| line of the Constitution may not be applied to them.” 


And again, in speaking of the responsibility 
which rests upon him as a judge of the supreme 
court of a State, sworn to support both the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the constitution 
of Wisconsin, he uses this language: 


“I would gladly escape the responsibility of deciding 
upon a question so grave. It would be a much more easy 
and quiet course to stop here, if I could reconcile such a 
course with my sense of duty.” * si ia * 
“ But he who takes a solemn oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States as weil as of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, is bound by a double tie to the nation aud his State. 
Our system of government is twofold, and so is our alle- 
giance. Federal officers feel Jess of this, because their oath 
binds them only to the Constitution of the United States ; 
but State officers have the weight of both resting upon them. 
To the latter is peculiarly the duty assigned, or rather upon 
the latter, of necessity, does the obligation rest, of ascer- 
taining clearly, and of asserting firmly, the peculiar powers 
of both Governments, as circumscribed by the fundamental 
law of cach. ‘fo yield a cheerful acquiescence in, and sup- 


| port to, every power constitutionally exercised by the Fed- 


eral Government, is the sworn duty of every State officer 5 
but it is equally his duty to interpose a resistance, to the 
extent of his power, to every assumption of power on the 
part of the General Government, which is not expressly 
granted, or necessarily implied, in the Federal Constitu- 
tion.—-3 Wisconsin, 23. 

So far from Justice Smith, who went beyond the 
other two justices of the supreme court of Wis- 
consin, ever declaring that the State-court of Wis- 
consin was prepared to trat the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, as the court of 
Georgia declared that they had done, with ‘ con- 
tempt the most profound,” he uses altogether dif- 
ferent language when speaking of the decisions of 
that Federal tribunal: 

“Tam willing that the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in every case determined by them, within 
the seope of their jurisdiction, should be regarded as full 
and binding authority, as the law of the particular case so 
determined. But when it is strenuousiy contended that I 
am compelled to adopt their interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States and of their own powers 
and the powers of Congress, without thought or inquiry—to 
take € what is written is written? as the end of the law, sim- 
ply because it is written; that my own conscience and oath 
must be tamely subjected to the preseriptions of another tri- 
bunal, governed by the saine laws and bound by the same 
oath ; notwithstanding the high respect, approaching even 
to veneration, which E have for that high tribunal, 1 must 
be permitted to say that no manor body of men is made by 
the Constitution the keeper of my conscience ; nor does it 
impose upon any man or body of men the fulfillment of my 
official oath and obligations, or the power of releasing me 
therefrom.?? $ 


Mr. President, I shall trespass on the patience 
of the Senate but a short time longer in reading 
extracts from these opinions; but I desire to cali 
their special attention to the language of Justice 
Smith, which I now read: 


«“ The power to guard and protect the liberty of the in- 
dividual citizen is inherent in every Government--one 
which it cannot relinquish; which was reserved to the 
States; which was ‘never granted to the Federal Govern- 
ment; has never been claimed by it or for it; but has always 
been conceded to the States, without which they could not 
exist, becguse it is obvious that they could claim no alle- 
giance or support from their citizens, whom they had not 
the power to protect. 

* If, therefore, it is the duty of the State to guard and pro- 
tect the liberty of its citizens, it must necessarily have the 
right and power to inquire into any authority by which that 
liberty is attempted to be taken away. But the power to 
inquire includes the power to decide. The right of the sov- 
ereiga to demand by what authority such imprisonment is 
attempted, implies the obligation and duty ofthe person im- 
prisoned to respond; the right todemand such authority on 
the one hand, implies on the other the duty to exhibit it. 

“fhe States and people thereof have delegated to the 
Federal Government the power to imprison the citizen in 
certain cases, but.in none other. So far, then, as that Gov- 
‘ernment dets upon the power thus delegated, the States can- 
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not interfere to protect the citizen ; butas) every other case 


they not only have the power, but it is their solemn duty, | 


to interpose their authority. As the power by which the 
Federal Government can imprison is a delegated power, it 
niust necessarily appear, in every case where it imprisons, 
that it is acting in conformity with some power delegated. 
It must be ‘nominated in the bond.’ Its jurisdiction is 
never presumed, but must always aitirmatively appear.?— 
3 Wisconsin, 193, 194, 


Having read a brief extract from his opinion, 
bearing on the question of the power and duty of 
the State court to inquire into the causes of im- 
prisonment, I shall now read one or two extracts 
on the subject of the constitutionality of the law 
of Congress, under the clause of the Constitution 
in relation to the rendition of fugitives from ser- 
vice or labor. That clause is as follows: 


“No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or Jabor, but shall be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be duc.” 


Speaking of this clause, the learned judge said: 


“Yt is admitted that the States can pass no law or regu- 
lation by which the fugitive from service or labor may be 
discharged therefrom. lt is further admitted, that a duty 
is enjoined upon the States to deliver him up, on claim of 
the person to whom such service or labor isdue. This cov- 
enant or compact has the force of constitutional law; and 
no State law repugnant to its provisions can be valid, but 
every such law is void.” * x * * * 

* Let it be taken for granted that this clause was intended 
to refer exclusively to fugitive slaves, of which, [ think, the 


history of its adoption into the Constitution leaves no ! 


doubt; the question at once arises, hew far, and in what 

articulars, does it affect the persons alluded to init? 1. 
Te contemplates the fact that certain persons were, or might 
be, held to service or labor in one or more States under the 
laws thereof, 2. That it was by the laws of such State or 
States alone, under which such persons could be held to 
service or labor, 3. That the laws or regulations of the re- 
spective States under which such persons might be held to 
service or labor, or discharged therefrom, might be different. 
4. That such persons might escape from onc State, in which 
they were held tolabor under the laws thereof, into another 
State, in which such persons were held to labor under dit 
ferent laws, orin which they were, by the huws of the State, 
discharged from service or labor. 5. That the service or 
labor here spoken of is of a kind which is exaeted of such 
persons by law, and not of a kind stipulated for by con- 
tract, and hence isin restraint of, and derogatory to, human 
liberty. 6. That such persons, escaping from one State into 
another, should not be discharged by the laws of the State 
to which they may have fled; but that the condition of the 
fugitive should remain the same in the State from which he 
had fled, in case the person to whom he owed the service 
should choose to claim him and convey him thither. 7. 
That in the event of a claim by the person to whom the 
fugitive owed the service under the Jaws of the State from 
which he fled, being made, he should be delivered up, on 
establishing the fact that the labor orservice of the fugitive 
was duc to such claimant, 

«Eron this analysis of the clause of the Federal Con- 
stitution above quoted, it will be seen that the status of the 
fugitive is essentially different in this State from his status 
or condition in the State from whence he fled. 
ter, he remained subject to all the disabilities of his class, 
though he may haye escaped from the domicil or premises 
of his master. Here, he 

rotection of our laws, as much so as any other human 
eing, so long ashe is unclaimed. He may sue and be 
sucd; he may acquire and hold property ; he is, to all in- 
tents and purposes, a free man, until a lawful claim is made 
for him; and this claim must be made by the person to 
whom his service or labor is due, under the laws of the 
State from which he escaped. No one else ean interfere 
-with him. If no claim is set up to his service or labor by 
the person to whom his service or labor is due, there is no 
power, or authority, or person on earth, that can derive any 
advantage from his former condition, or assert it to his prej- 
udice. So long as the owner does not choose to assert his 
claim, the cottage of the fugitive in Wisconsin is as much 
his castle—his property, liberty, and person are as much the 
subject of legal protection, as those of any other person. 
Our legal tribunals are as open to his complaint or appeal 
as to that of any other man. He may never be claimed ; 
and, if not, he would remain forever free, and transmit free- 
dom to his posterity born on our soil.” —3 Wisconsin, 16, 17. 


One more extract on this clause of the Consti- 


tution: 

& Its fair scope and true intent do not require of the free 

tates any recognition of the owner of the fugitive in him 
as property, That was never required of them, and would 
have been scouted had it heen proposed. ‘The clause simply 
requires that the States into which the fugitive shall escape 
shall not discharge him from service, but deliver him up. 
He is recognized simply as a person owing service, not asa 
chattel, or as any species of property to be sold or bartered. 
In Virginia he may be, indeed, a chattel; but in Wisconsin 
heisa man. The taws of Virginia make him a chattel 
there; but the Constitution of the United States and the 
laws of Wisconsin regard him as a person here. Under the 
Constitution the fugitive leaves the attribute of the chattel 
behind him in the State from which he fices,and goes forth 
asa person. The Jaw which makes bim property in Vir- 
ginia does not go with him beyond the limits of that State. 
On his escape from such limits, he ceases to be property, 
but is a person liable to be reclaimed. The person may 
escape, but the property cannot. The States are no more 
bound to recognize the fugitive slave as property, than a 
fugitive apprentice as property. The relation of master and 


Tn thelat- } 


entitled to the full and complete | 


} 


servant is recognized so far, and so far only, as the obliga- 
tion of service is implied from such rélation.’? 


I will suppose this case: by the common law of 
all the States, a child is subject to its parent until 
it arrives to the age of twenty-one years. Suppose 
some one of the States should passa law by which, 
at the age of fifteen, every child should be emanci- 
pated from its parent; and that a child over the age 
of fifteen, and under the age of twenty-one, should 
escape from one of the other States into the State 
where such a law had been enacted: would the 
parent claim that child as property, or would he 
claim it simply because, from the relation he bears 
to the child, he has a right to the custody of its 
person, and to its services, until it is twenty-one 
years of age? 

But to continue: 


“The relation of master and servant is recognized so far, 
and so far only, as the obligation of service is implied from 
such relation. ven such obligation is not recognized as full, 
complete, present, and operative, but as attaching to that 
relation in another State. So much of the law of the State 
from which he fedas required of him service to his master 


there, is to be regarded, and from that obligation of service, 


imposed by that law, the State may not discharge him. The 
law of Virginia, which requires of the slave service to his 
master, is recognized as the Jaw there, not here. We may 
not discharge a fugitive from service which, by law, he 
owes in Virginia. Butby that law he owes no service here. 
The master may capture him in Wisconsin. We must de- 
liver him up to his master on the establishment of his claim ; 
but his master has no right to command his service in Wis- 
consin, He must not beathim. Fe may take him back to 
Virginia; but he cannot command his service here. When 
he gets to Virginia he will owe service by the law of that 
State, but not till then. By the law of that State, he owes 
the service, and by that Jaw only. That is the law of Vir- 
ginia, but not the law of Wisconsin. If the master demand 
service here of his fugitive, and beat him for disobedience, 
he is punishable by our laws. Nor could the master, having 
captured the fugitive in this State, sell or hire him to an- 
other. He has just the control over him requisite to his 
extradition, and no more. Te may relinquish that right, 
and so emancipate him; for such relinquishment would 
operate emancipation; but he cannot sell and transfer his 
right of extradition to another? 

Mr. President, I dare not trespass longer on 
the patience of the Senate by reading extracts 
from the opinions of these judges. I would Madly 
read them all. I could not, in justice to them, 
after what has transpired here, have read less. I 
commend them to the consideration of the Senate 
and the country as the opinions of able judges, 
of earnest and thoughtful men, grappling with the 
gravest questions underlying our whole system of 
Government. 

For myself, it is due in candor for me to say 
that, had I been consulted as a lawyer, and asked 
my opinion upon the question of the power of 
Congress to legislate on the subject of the rendi- 
tion of fugitives from service, upon the weight of 
Judicial authority, as it stood before this case 
arose in Wisconsin, I should have said, undoubt- 
edly, that the courts had pronounced in favor of 
that authority; but since that question arose in 
the State of Wisconsin, and has been so thor- 
oughly discussed, and since my earnest attention 
has becn drawn to the question, it is equally due 
to candor for me to say that I fully agree with 
Judge Smith in the analysis and construction 
which he has given of that clause of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, as the ablest and the 
best that I have ever secen. Mr. Webster, him- 

ere * 
self, although inclining to Federal views, and 
ready to acquiesce in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States on that subject, still de- 
clared, in his speech on the Tth of March, 1850— 

“T have always thought that the Constitution addressed 
itself to the Legislatures of the States themselves, or tothe 
States themselves. Jt says, that those persons escaping to 
other States, shall be delivered up, and E confess I have 
always been of the opinion that it was an injunction upon 
the States themselves. When it is said that a person es- 
caping into another State, and becoming, therefore, within 
the jurisdiction of that State, shall be delivered up, it 
sees to me the import of the passage is, that the State 
itself, in obedience to the Constitution, shall cause him to 
be delivered up. That is my judgment. {I have always 
entertained that opinion, and 1 entertain it now.??—Con- 
gressional Globe, volume 21, part first, first session, Thirty- 
First Congress, page 481. 

Tam informed that Judge Butler, of South Caro- 
lina, and, Í believe, Mr. Calhoun also, were of the 
same opinion upon this clause in the Constitution, 
as an original question. It seems to me that such 
must be the fair construction given to it by every 
mind brought up in the sturdy school of old Re- 
publicanism. ‘Phe question is, indeed, a graye 
one, and not without its difficulnes. The weight 
of judicial authority, I confess, is on one side; 


struc the Constitution, 


| wherever lodged, tends to enlarge itself. 


but the weight of reason is upon the other, “The. 
supreme court of Wisconsin deemed it theirdaty: 
to yield to the latter, and to construe the Consti- 
tution, under the rule of General Jackson, as they’ 
understood it, and not as it.was understood by 
others. While thesupreme courts in other States, 
and lately in the State of Ohio, I believe, have: 
held otherwise, and have yielded to the weight of 
judicial authority, a large majority of the Repub-. 
licansof Wisconsin maintain the views expressed. 
by their supreme court. Itis equally true, ‘at the 
same time, that there are some, able and. honest’ 
as any, who dissent. Itis not made, in the State’ 
of Wisconsin,a strict party question.. It is at the 
same time true, that vegy many of the Democratic 
party of that State still hold on to the doctrines, 
which they were taught in the school of Jefferson“ 
and Jackson, that it is the right and the sworn 
duty of every court and every tribunal to con- 
upon their official oaths, 
as they understand it, and not as it is understood : 
by others; and who still cherish the old Repub- 
lican doctrine of State rights. I, therefore, do not 
stand here to-day as the representative of the Ré- 
publican party throughout the country. on this 
estion. I know that great men, and good men, 
iffer‘upon this question; but I stand hereto speak 
for myself, and to let the judges of the supreme! 
court of Wisconsin be heard on this question’ 
here, where they have been assailed as no court 
or tribunal has ever been assailed on this floor. 
Mr. President, as to that other and still graver 
nea, whether the Supreme Court’ of the 
nited States is to be the sole and ultimate judge 
as to what powers are delegated by the Constitu- 
tion to the Federal Government, and also as to 
what powers are reserved to the States, and 
whether, upon all constitutional questions, the 
supreme courts of the States are inferior and sub- 
ordinate to that court, it is, as I have said, and it 
always has been, the battle-ground of the political 
giants in this country. It was in the struggle upon 
this very question, in 1798, between the Jeffersons: 
and Madisons upon the one side, and the Hamil-' 
tons and Marshalls upon the other, that the old 
Republican party was born, That struggle has 
been renewed at various periods during our his- 
tory, and must, in the very nature of our institu- 
tions, occasionally arise through all coming time. 
Upon the one side, it is always alleged, and I con+ 
fess with much force, that if a State coutt, upon 
constitutional questions as to the reserved powers, 
is coequaland codrdinate with the Federal Supreme 
Court, a law of Congress might sometimes be 
declared to be void, and annulled by a State court, 
and a conflict of jurisdiction arise, not only of 
jurisdiction, but of actual force, between the min- 
isterial officers who execute the process of the 
courts; and, if followed up by both governments, 
State and Federal, it might result in actual civil 
war. Grant that such might possibly be the re- 
sult; that such a contingency might possibly arise. 
Civil war is, indeed, a terrible calamity, but the 
very fact that it is so terrible would lead all par- 
ties to do all in their power to accommodate the 
difficulty, to postpone and to remove, if possible, 
forever, the special cause which produced it. But, 
sir, terrible as itis upon one hand, still greater dan- 
gers would arise from conferring on the Federal 
Supreme Court the absolute power of construing 
the Constitution of the United States, not only for 
itself, but forall other departments of the Govern- 
ment, and for all the courts of the several States, 
In the language of Mr. Jefferson, the Constitution 
on this hypothesis would become “a mere thing 
of wax in the hands of the judiciary, which they 
may twist and shape into any form they please.” 
(7th volume Jefferson, 134.) Such a tribunal, com- 
osed of men chosen for life, with supreme author- 
ity over all other departments, and with power to 
prescribe the limits of their own jurisdiction, ieads 
of necessity to absolutism and consolidation. I 


| mean no disrespect to the personal characters of 
| the present judges who situpon the bench of that 


that. Power in human hands, 
This is 
especially true of judicial tribunals. With a brief 
judicial experience, and yet long enough to learn 
the severe pressure upon the mind of the judge, 
where the law is doubtful, to decide what the law 
ought to be in erder to meet the case in hand, and: 


court when I sa 


with what relief-I may say, joy even—his anx- 
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ious mind leans upon the authority of some other, 
judge in some other analogous case, however an- 
cient or:remote, I have learned to fully compre- 
hend the inherent tendency there is in all judicial 
tribunals to usurp judicial legislation. 

- Sir, the maxims of judges and of statesmen on 
this subject are in antagonism with each other. 
The maxim of Jefferson was, that 

<< [t isan axiom of eternal, truth in politics, that whatever 
power in any Government is independent, is absolute also ; | 
in theory only at first, while the spirit of the people is up, 
but in practice as fast as that relaxes. Independence can 
be trusted nowhere but with the people in mass. They are 
inherently independent of all but the moral law.” —7 Jef- 
ferson, 134. f 

Mr. Buchanan, too, in the Senate of the United 
States, on the 7th of July, 1841, laid down, also, 
as a political maxim—and it is true, as the hole 
history of the world has demonstrated: 

«No man bolds.in higher estimation than Fdo the mem- 
ory of Chief Justice Marshall; but I should never have 
consented to make even him the final arbiter between the 
Government and people of this country on questions of 
constitutional liberty. The experience of all ages and 
countries has demonstrated that judges instinctively lean 
towards the prerogatives of Gavernment; and it is notorious 
that the court, during the whole period which be presided 
over it, embracing so many years of its existence, has in- 
clined towards the highest assertion of Federal power. 
That this has been done honestly and conscientiously, I 
entertain not adoubt.’’— Congressional Globe and Appendix, 
volume 10, No. 2, page 163, 

Sir, the maxim of the judges always is, that itis 
the office ofa good judge to enlarge and to amplify | 
his jurisdiction—boni judicis est ampliare juris- 
dicionem; and no more forcible illustration can 
be given of the operation of these two maxims, 
the one political, the other judicial, than has been 
pene in the person of Chief Justice Marshall 
himself, ‘When a member of the convention of 
Virginia which adopted the Constitution of the 
United States, Mr. Marshall announced the po- 
litical maxim in as strong language as even Mr. 
Jefferson himself. The course which he pursued 
when a judge upon the bench, though as honest 
‘and as upright as ever sat on the bench, has been 
stated by Mr. Buchanan himself. 

Sir, I point you to Mr. Marshall as the states- 
man in the Virginia convention, discussing polit- | 
ical subjects and their bearings on the rights and | 

| 
i 


the liberties of the people, and set him against | 
Chief Justice Marshallas the presiding judge of the | 
Supreme Court of the United States. Sir, I will į 
point you, also, to the present Chief Justice—I | 
mean no disrespeet when I say it. As the Secre- | 
tary of General Jackson, he was his right-hand | 
man in all that fierce struggle and controversy | 

\ 

| 

| 


when General Jackson announced to the world 
that, when he swore to support the Constitution, 
it was as he understood it, and not as it was un- 
derstood by others. Roger B. Taney was then 
the politician and the statesman, standing shoulder 
to shoulder with General Jackson; and I point to 
*him now, as Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, to illustrate the effect of these 
two maxims in his own character and in his own 
life. It has shown that in aman of distinguished 
ability, of industry almost unequaled, of honesty 
of purpose, and of pure and upright personal char- 
acter, the holding of that position as Chief Justice 
of the United States has brought the Plena 
maxim to bear upon him witil the tendency of |i 
himself, and the court over which hv presides, is 
to absolutism, by the consolidation of all power 
in that branch of Government whose officers are 
chosen for life. 
Sir, concede to the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States the power to decide not only for them- | 


| annul or impair 


H by asingle authority and subject to a single superintendence 


selves, but for all other departments and all the || 
courts of the several States, and make their decis- | 
ions absolutely binding upon them as the constitu- | 
tional law, and when the people of the States of | 
this Union are prepared to acquiesce in that doc- | 
trine and to carry it out, the days of the empire | 
will commence soon after. Itis to be remembered, ! 
in the strong language of John Randolph, that, in | 
the history of thatr markable nation, the chosen || 
people of God, in its advance from liberty and | 
freedom to monarchy and despotism, ‘ the Book 
of Judges comes before the Book of Kings;”’ a strong | 
expression, which I hope will never die, and | 
should never be forgotten. i 
Sir, it was to resist and overthrow this assumed | 

| 

| 


power of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
claimed by the Federalists of 1798, that the Re- 


tz 

publican party, under Jefferson and Madison, was 
first organized; and yet, strange as it. may seem, 
this most federal of all Federal dogmas is the dis- 
tinguishing doctrine of the so-called Democratic 
party of to-day. They may quarrel as they please 
about congressional intervention, over slave codes, 
and squatter sovereign legislation; but they all 
agree in judicial intervention. They all agree in 
establishing slavery by the irrepealable decree of ; 
the Supreme Court ofthe United States. All shades 
of the harmonious Democracy unite in sustaining 
this power assumed by the Supreme Court; and 
the only new doctrine—the Shibboleth ofthat party 
in the coming struggle, which, ifany, will be added 
to their platform of 1856—will be the declaration 
at Charleston of the supreme sovereignty and in- 
fallibility of the decisions of the United States 
Supreme Court. Sir, they would give to that 
court the power, under the specious guise of con- 
struing the Constitution for themselves and all other 
courts, to amend the Constitution at their own 

leasure. They would give to that gourtthe power, 
in effect, to insert in the Constitution a new pro- 
vision recognizing slaves as property, when the 
great men who framed the Constitution expressly 
refused to insert it. 

What difference to the free white laborer by 
what power in the Government slavery is carried 
into the Territories? If the free Territories of the 
United States are to be Africanized by the intro- 
duction of slavery, what difference is it to him 
whether it is carried into them by congressional 
or territorial slave codes; or whether it be intro- | 
duced into them by Federal judicial decree—irrev- | 
ocuble decree, which “no human power,” in the | 
language of Mr. Buchanan, “ has any authority to 
2? What difference to the slave 
himself whether he be held in a Territory by a 
judicial or a legislative bond—by a chain of iron 
or a chain of brass? 

Sir, in the headlong zeal with which the leaders 
of that party would force slavery into the Territo- 
ries of the United States, not indecd by the decree 
of an@mperor, but by the decree of an imperial 
court, they have ceased to be any longer Repub- 
licans of the Jefferson or of the Jackson school. 
They have embraced with all the ardor of new | 
converts the most federal of all the dogmas of the : 
old Federal school. It was against this dogma ; 
that Jefferson denounced his loudest thunders to | 
the American people. In his letter to Mr. Living- | 
ston, he declared he would be entitled to eternal 
gratitude if he could succeed in restraining judges 
from usurping legislation: 

And witb no body of men is this restraint more wanting 
than with the judges of what is commonly called our Gen- 
eral Government, but what f call our foreign department. 
They are practicing on the Constitution by interences, qnal- 
ogies and sophisms, as they would on an ordinggy law. ‘They 
do not seem aware that it is not even a Constitution formed 


and control, but that it isa compact of many independent | 
powers, every single one of which claims an equal right to 
stand it, and to require its observance.”—7 Jefferson, į 


And again: 

“This member of the Government was at first considered 
as the most harmless.and helpless of all its organs. But it 
has proved that the power of declaring what the law is, ad 
libitum, by sapping and mining, slyly, and without alarm, 
the foundatigns of the Constitution, can do what open force 
would not dare to attempt.*? 


And in his letter to Mr. Ritchie, still later, and 
as late as 1820, Jong after the excitement of the 
first origin of the Republican party in 1798 had 
passed away, he declared that— 


«The judiciary of the United States is the subtile corps 
of sappers and miners constantly working under ground to 
undermine the foundations of our confederated fabric. : 
They are construing our Constitution from a codrdination | 
of a general and speeial Government to a general and su- i 
preme one alone. This will lay all things at their feet; and | 
they are tog well versed in English law to forget the maxim, 
‘honi judicis est ampliare jurisdictionem? We shall see if 
they are boid enongh to take the daring stride their fi 
lawyers have lately taken. If they do, then, with the editor 
of our book, in bis address to the public, J will say, that 
t against this every man should raise his voice,’ and more, 
should uplift his arm.” * g h + i 

“A judiciary, independent of a King or Executive alone, : 

a good thing ; but independence of the will of the nation | 

a solecism, at least in a republican Government. ”?”—7 | 
Jefferson, 192. i 
He says in another letter referring to Judge | 
Roane, who was one of the judges that delivered | 
the opinion of the supreme court of appeals of / 
Virginia, in Hunter vs. Martin: 


The judiciary branch is the instrament which, working ! 


like gravity, without intermission, is to press us at lastinto 
one consolidated niss. Against this I know no one who, 
equally with Judge Roane himself, possesses the power and 
the courage to make resistance, und to him I look, and 
pave long looked, as our strongest bulwark.?’—7 Jefferson, 


The mode of resistance to Federal usurpation 
is here pointed out by Mr. Jefferson. It is not 
through an appeal to arms; it is not by seeking 
to dissolve the Union; it is not by threatening 
secession; but it is in the mode pointed out to 
Judge Roane, that he, as one of the sovereign 
judiciary of the State, should interpose when the 
case was presented before the State courts for the 
protection of the citizen when threatened by Fed- 
eral unconstitutional usurpation. 

Mr. President, as the States and the United 
States occupy the same territorial space, and have, 
therefore, the same territorial jurisdiction, the 
point of all others most difficult in our system is 
this: when there shall arise between the United 
States, which is acknowledged to be sovereign 
within the range of delegated power, and the States, 
on the other hand, which are acknowledged to be 
sovercion over all undelegated. power, a dispute 
as to the precise boundary line which separates 
their jurisdiction, who shall determine that con- 
troversy? That is the question. Yes, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that is the question of all other questions 
in the science of American government, That 
boundary line is expressed in language with its 
ever-varying shades of meaning addressed to the 
human understanding, and not by metes and 
bounds visible to the naked eye like the bound- 
ary lines which separate the States. 

t will never do to put it into the power of the 
one or the other party to remove or destroy that 
boundary. ‘Cursed is he that removeth his 
neighbor’s landmark.” In a dispute between the 
owners of adjoining fields, who would think for 
a moment of giving to one party, and especially 
to the stronger party, the sole power to fix the 
boundary line at his own pleasure? So,as to the 
boundary line between the State and Federal juris- 
diction, it will never do to say that the decision of 
the Federal Supreme Court shall control and be 
conclusive. Their jurisdiction extends only to 
cases arising under, not outside of, the Constitu- 
tion, under laws passed in pursuance, and not in 
violation, of the Constitution, The Supreme Court 
of the United States, and the supreme court of a 
State, must of necessity, whenever the question 
arises before it, each for itself, pass upon its own 
jurisdiction; but as each approaches to the bound- 
ary line of that jurisdiction, it must advance with 
cautious step and bated breath, always under this 
peril, which restsalways upon every judge ofevery 
tribunal, I care not how exalted, that in deciding 
upon the question of the extent of its own juris- 
diction, if it shall go one inch beyond its jurisdic- 
tion, its whole proceedings are void. If it decides 
right upon that question, its proceedings are judi- 
cial proceedings. If it decides wrong, and treads 
over the boundary which prescribes its jurisdic- 
tion and usurps a power which the law and the 


| Constitution da not give, then its proceedings are 


no more judicial than if they took place before a 
private individual not pretending to hold any ju- 
dicial authority whatever; they are absolutely void 
and of no effect, and may be so declared by any 
court in which their validity is drawn in question. 
If a conflict arises, it must be because the one 
or the other party has usurped a jurisdiction not 
conferred, Which is the usurper, the State or the 
Federal Government? That is the question; and 
that depends simply on this other question, which, 
is right, which is wrong, Which has decided right 
upon the Constitution, and which has decided 
wrong upon the Constitution? That party which 


| decides right, is acting under legal authority, bind- 


ing upon all citizens, and upon all branches of the 
Government. The decision of that party which 
has usurped authority and taken. jurisdiction of 
what the Constitution does not confer, is not bind- 
ing upon anybody. This point was discussed by 
the chief justice, in the case in Pennsylvania to 
which I have referred. He points to the true so- 
lution of the difficulty, That court said that, if 
a State should differ with the United States about 
the construction of the powers granted by the 
Constitution, non 

£ ‘There is no common umpire but the people, who should 
adjust the affair by making amendments in the constitl- 
tional way, or suffer from the defect? * + *. * * 
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© There is no provision in the Constitution that, in such a ! 


, the judges of the Supreme Court of the United States 
control, and be conclusive; neither can Congress, by 
law, confer that power.*—3 Dallas’s Reports, page 475. 


Mr. Jefferson also refers to this subject, in a 
letter to Judge Johnson, dated at Monticello, June 
12, 1823: 

* But the Chief Justice” of the Supreme Court “says, 
‘there must be an ultimate arbiter somewhere.’ ‘True, there 
must; but does that prove it is either party? The ultimate 
arbiter is the people of the Union, assembled by their depu- 
ties in convention, at the call of Congress, or of two thirds 
of the States. Let them decide to which they mean to give 
an authority claimed by two of their organs. And it has 
been the peculiar wisdom and felicityot our Constitution, 


to have provided this peaccable appeal, where that of other ! 


nations is at once to fore 
page 298. 

Sir, should resistance, even by an appeal to 
arms, take place, the appeal in the last resort is to 
the people of the States, the power which formed 
the Constitution, and the only power above the 
Constitution, to decide as to which party is right 
and which party is wrong, in their claims under 
the Constitution. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, the questions 
which I have discussed to-day, are questions on 
which great and good men have differed from the 
beginning of the Government; upon which they 
now differ, and will continue to differ. Itis per- 
haps well that they should. It is to these two 
enduring and apparently opposing forces or tend- 
encies in our system that we owe its true har- 
mony, its real glory. The power which moves 
the plancts in our system is the resultant or effect 
of the combined action of the centripetal and of 
the centrifugal forces. The former unaffected by 
the latter would draw them all to the sun at the 
center; while the latter, unaffected by the former, 


+—Jejferson’s Works, voluing,7 
> = 


would hurl them from their spheres, to wander at : 
random through the universe, until destroyed by 


collisions, or bound by superior force to some 
other system. So these two tendencies, the one 
to enlarge the powere delegated to the Gencral 
Government, which is called Federalism, and the 
other, if not to enlarge, sturdily to maintain the 
reserved powers of the States, which is called 
Republicanism, are to be looked upon rather as 
political blessings than as political evils. The 


result of their struggle and antagonism, though’ 


sometimes the one and sometimes the other, seems 
for a time to obtain ascendency, is beneficial in 
the end by maintaining all. the reserved rights of 
the States, and at the same time asserting and 
maintaining in their integrity and vigor the union 
of the States and the supremacy of the Constitu- 
tion and the laws passed in pursuance thereof. And 
itis in this sense that Jefferson declared in his 


inaugural address, “we are all Federalists, and | 


we are all Republicans.” 
But, Mr. President, what do we now behold? 


A party styling itself the Democratic party, which į 
claims, Jefferson as its founder, and Jackson as | 


its heroic chieftain, both of whose administrations 
resisted and trampled under their feet this dogma 
of judicial supremacy and infallibility. We be- 
hold this party, in the face of its own plaiform of 
resolutions upon this very subject of the powers 
of the General and the State Governments, now 
blindly bowing itself down to worship at the feet 


of an imperial court, and adopting this Federal : 
doctrine of judicial supremacy and infallibility ! | 


For what purpose have they thus set up this ju- 
dicial Vatican? Why would they give to the ju- 
dicial branch of this Government power to change 
at its pleasure political creeds, and, above all, the 


power, under the specious guise of construing the | 


Constitution, to enlarge or diminish its own ju- 


risdiction, and thereby enlarge or diminish, at its | 


pleasure, the reserved rights of the States? Why, 
sir, why would the leaders of this party interpo- 


late into its creed this new dogma of the supreme, | 


infallible, and irrevocable decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States? 
deed, among their leaders, so much new-born 
reverence for the Court itself? No, sir, no; do 
not believe it fora moment. Let not the judges 


_who sit upon that bench be flattered by their ad- : 


ulations. They kneel not to the throne itself, but 
to that dark divinity which they see standing 
vailed just behind it. Mr. Buchanan in his mes- 
sage lifts the vail, and points directly to the object 
of their idolatry, holding in its hand a scroll con- 
taining that * final decision,” which has “< irrevo- 
cably fixed’’ slavery in all the Territories of the 


Is there, in- ; 


f 


! 
F 
| 
| 
} 


| the exception of the grants of North Carolina and ; 


United States that we now have or may hereafter | 


acquire, so that *‘ neither Congress nor any Ter- 
ritorial Legislature nor any human power can 
annul or impair this vested right.” The resolu- 
tions under consideration look to the same object, 
and therefore cannot receive my support. 


FREE HOMES FOR FREE MEN. 


SPEECH OF HON. G. A. GROW, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In tne House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


February 29, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. GROW said: 

Mr. Cuamman: At the close of the Revolution 
the colonies claimed dominion, bascd upon their 
respective colonial grants from the Crown of Great 
Britain, over an uninhabited wilderness of two 
hundred and twenty million acres of land, extend- 
ing to the Mississippi on the west, and the Can- 
adas on the north. he disposition of these lands 
became a subject of controversy between the col- 
onies even before the Confederation, and was an 
early obstacle to the organization of any govern- 
ment for the protection of their common interests, | 

The colonies, whose charter from the Crown 
extended over none of the unoccupied lands, 
claimed, in the language of the instructions of 
Maryland in 1779, to her delegates in Congress: 


«That a country unsettled at the commencement of this 
war, claimed by the British Crown and ceded to it by the 
treaty at Paris, if wrested from the common enemy by the 
blood and treasure of the thirteen States, should be con- | 
sidered as a common property, subject to be parceled out 
by Congress into free, convenient, and independent gov- 
ernments, in such manner and atsuch times as the wisdom 
of that assembly shall hereafter direct.” 


The propriety and the justice of ceding these 
lands të the Confederation, to be thus parceled 
out into free and independent States, having be- 
come the topic of discussion everywhere in the 
colonies, Congress, in order to allay the contro- 
versy and remove the only remaining obstacle toa 
final ratification of the Articles of Confederation, 
declared by resolution, on the 10th October, 1780: 


“That the unappropriated lands which may be ceded or | 
relinquished to the United States by any particular State” | 
g ki x “shall be disposed of for the common ben- 
efit of the United States; and be settled and formed into | 
distinet republican States, which shall become members 
of the Federal Union, and have the same rights of sover- | 
cignty, freedom, and independence, as the other States, &c. | 
That the said lands shall be granted or settled at such times, | 


by the United States in Congress assembled, or nine or more j 


| of them.” 


In pursuance of the provisions of this resolu- į 
tion, New York, Virginia, Massachusetts, Con- } 
necticut, South Carolina, North Carolina, and | 
Georgia, ceded their claims, including title and 
jurisdiction, to the waste lands, as they weré 
called, outside of their respective State limits; all 
of them, except Georgia and North Carolina, with- i 
out any conditions annexed to their respective 
grants, save those cogtained in the resolution of | 
Congress justreferredto. The reservations in the } 
grants of Georgia and North Carolina were not, 
however, as to the future disposition of the lands; 
but a condition that slavery should not be prohib- 
ited therein by Congress. The territory thuscon- | 
ditionally granted is contained within the States 
of Tennessec, Mississippi, and Alabama. With 


Georgia, (and the reservations even in those relat- | 
ing only to the form of their future government,) 
the public lands claimed by the colonies at the 
close of the Revolution, were ceded to the General | 
Government to be settled and disposed of  wnder | 
such regulations as shall hereafter be agreedson by 
the United States in- Congress assembled.” 

Since that time the Government has acquired, | 
by treaty, of France, the Louisiana purchase; of | 
Spain, the Floridas; of Mexico, Utah, New Mex- | 
ico, and California; containing, altogether, ove 
twelve hundred million acresofland. So the Gen- 
eral Government, by cessions from the original 
States and purchases from other nations, has ac- 
quired, exclusive of water, as computed by the 
Commissioner of the Land Office, fourteen hun- į 
dred and fifty million acres of public lands; of | 
which there have been sold, to September 30, 1859, | 


one hundred and forty-seven million eighty-eight || its influence 
andseventy-four acres; and | most splendi 


thousand two hundr 


* 


i 
i 

and under such regulations, as shall hereafter be agreed on |i 
1 
j 
| 


otherwise disposed of in grants and donations. to , 
individwals, corporations, companies, and States, 
(as per annexed table,) including grants since 30th © 
June, 1857, two hundred and forty-one million ” 
seven hundred and seventy thousand and fifty-two 
acres; leaving of public lands belonging to ‘the. 
Government undisposed of on the 80th Septem- `. 
ber, 1859, one thousand and sixty-one million oné ¿ 
hundred and forty-one thousand’ six hundred and 
seventy-five écres. Sash yee 

What disposition shall be made ‘of this vast’ 
inheritance is a question of no small magiitude? ~ 
Three times, within seven years, a homestead bill 
has passed this House, and been defeated each | 
time by the Democratic. majority in-the Senate. 
On the vote on the homestead bill in the House, ` 
last Congress, out of one hundred and thirty Dém- 
ocrats, but thirty-one voted for it; and in the Sen- 
ate, on the test vote between taking up the home- 
stead bill, after it had passed the House, and only 
required the vote of the Senate to make it a law, 
so far as Congress was concerned, or to take up 
the bill for the ‘purchase of Cuba, but one Dem- 
ocrat voted for the homestead, and only eight at 
any time; while every Republican in the Senate, 
and every one in the House, with a single excep- 
tion, was for ithe homestead, Of all the Repre- 
sentatives of the slave States, but three in the 
House voted for it; and but two, at any time, in 
the Senate. So the Democratic party, as a party, 
arrayed itself in opposNion to this beneficent pol- 
icy. The Republican party, on the other hand, 
is committed to this measure by its votes in Còn- 
gress; by its resolves in State conventions, and by 
its devotion to the great central idea of its exist- 
ence—the rights and interests of free labor. 

Early in this session I introduced a bill, which 


j now awaits the action of the House, providing 


thatany person who is twenty-one years, or more, 
old, or who is the head of a family, may enter one 
hundred and sixty acres of any land subject to pre- 
emption, or upon which he may have a preémp- 
tion claim; and, by cultivating the same for five 
years, shall be entitled to a patent from the, Gov- 


i ernment, on the payment of the usual fees of the 
| land office, and ten dollars to co®@r the cost of sur- 


veying and managing. : 

he land policy, as now conducted, permits the 
President, in his discretion, to expose to public 
sale, by proclamation, any or all of the public 
lands, after the same are surveyed. Every per- 
son settled on'the lands so advertised for sale, 
must, before the day fixed in the proclamation of 
the President, pay for his lands, or they are liable 
to be sold to any bidder who offers one dollar and 
twenty-five cents, or more, per acre, During the 
days of såle fixed by the President, any one can 
purchase, at one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre, as many acres of land, not before preémpted, 
as he desires, selecting his own location.. The 
lands that remain ynsold at the expiration of the’ 
days cf sale fixed by the President, are subject to 
private entry; that is, ‘any person can enter at 
the land office any or all of the lands, that are at 
that time unsold, at one dollar and twenty-five 
cents per acre, if the same have not been offered for 


i; sale more than ten years; if for a longer period, 


then at a less price, according to the length of time 
they may have been in the market. Thus, under 
the existing policy, there is no restraint on land 
monopoly. The Rothschilds, the Barings, or any 
other of the world’s millionaires, may become the 
owners of untold acres of our public domain, to be 
resold to the settler at exhorbitant prices, or to be 
held as an investment for future speculation. 
Congress, as the trustee of the whole people, is 
vested, by the condition of the grants from the 
States and by the Constitution itself, with the sole 
discretionary power of disposing of these lands. 
But, in the exercise of a sound discretion, it be- 
comes its duty to dispose of them in the way that 
will best promote the greatness and glory of ‘the 
Republic. And how can that be accomplished so 
well as by a policy that will secure them in lim- 
ited quantities to the actual cultivator, at the least 
possible cost, and thus prevent the evils of a sys- 
tem of land monopoly—one of the direst, deadliest 
curses that ever paralyzed the energics of a nation 
or palsied thearm of industry? Itneeds no lengthy 
dissertation to portray its evils. Its history in 
the Old W orldis written in sighs and tears. Under 
go behold there the proudest and 
aristocracies side by side with the 
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most abject and debased people; vast~manors 
hemmed in by hed¢esasa sporting ground for the 
-nobility, while men are dying beside the inclosure 
for the want of land to till. Under its blighting 
influence you behold industry in rags, and patience 
in despair. Such are some of the fruits of land 
monopoly in the Old World; and shall we permit 

its seeds to vegetate in the virgin soil of the New? 

Our present system is subject tolike.evils, not so 

great in magnitude perhaps, but similar in kind. 

Of the three hundred and eighty-eight million 
eight hundred and fifty-eight thousand three hun- 
dred and twenty-five acres of land disposed of by 
the Government to September 30, 1859, one hun- 

«dred and forty-seven million eighty-cight thou- 
sand two hundred and seventy-three acres were 
sold for cash, and two hundred and forty-one mil- 
lion seven hundred and seventy thousand and fifty- | 
two acres were donated in grants to individuals, 
corporations, and States, 

‘The Government had received from the sales 
of the public lands, as appears from the report of 
the Commissioner of the Land Office, to June 30, | 
1853, one hundred and forty-two million two 
hundred and eighty-three thousand four hundred | 

_and seventy-eizht dollars, to which add thirty- 
eight million three hundred and thikty-six thou- 
sand one hundred and sixty dollars and ninety 
cents, received since that time, would make the 
gross amount received from the lands to Septem- 

er 30, 1859, one hundred and cighty million six 
hundred and nineteen thousand six hundred and 


thirty-cight dollars and ninety cents; whilg the f 


entire cost, including purchase money, extinguish- | 
ing of Indian title, surveying, and managing, has | 
been, for the same period, ninety-one million nine 
hundred and ninety-four thousand and thirteen 
dollars, leaving a net revenue to the Government, 
over and above all cost, of cighty-cight million 
six hundred and twenty-five thousand six hundred 
and twenty-five dollars and ninety cents; with one 
hundred and thirty-six million nine hundred and 
seventy thousand nine hundred and forty-one 
acres surveyed but unsold, of which cighty mil- 
lion acres are sulgect to private entry. 

Of the one hundred and forty-seven million 
eighty-cight thousand two hundred and seventy- 
three acres sold by the Government, not more than 
one half of it, probably, was bought at Govern- 
ment rates by the actual cultivator; the other half, 
I assume, cost the cultivator, on an average, at 
least four dollars per acre over the Government 
price. So he Would pay, on seventy-three million 
five hundred and forty-four thonsand one hundred 
and thirty-six acres, being one half the quantity 
sold by the Government, two hundred and ninety 
four million one hundred and seventy-six thou- 
sand five hundred and forty-four dollars. On the 
two hundred and forty-one million seven hundred 
and seventy thousand and fifty-two acres donated 
to individuals, companies, and States, including 
over, seventy million acres for school purposes, | 
and over fifty million acres for aileasde and in- 
ternal improvements, I assume that the cultivator 
must pay onan average for these lands at least five 
dollars per acre, making the sum of twelve hun- 
dred and eight million eighthundred and fifty thou- 
sand two hundred and sixty dollars. The actual 
cultivator, then, will have to pay to the Govern- | 
ment and to the speculator for these lands, if the 
foregoing estimate of prices be correct, at least} 
sixteen hundred and eighty-three million six hun- 
dred and forty-six thousand four hundred and 
forty-two dollarsand ninety cents, ofwhicheighty- | 
cight million six hundred and twenty-five thou- 
sand six hundred and twenty-five dollars and 
ninety cents has heen paid, in net revenue, into 
the Treasury of the United States; the balance 
to be absorbed by the speculator. 

The Government, by its existing land policy, 
haathus caused to be abstracted from the carnings 
of its hardy pioneers almost seventeen hundred 
million dollars for the mere privilege of enjoying 
one of God’s bounties to man. This large amount 
has been abstracted from the sons of toil without | 
rendering any equivalent, save a permit from the 
State to occupy a wilderness, to which not a day į 
or hour of man’s labor had been applied to change į 


it from the condition in which the God of nature || 


made it. Why should Governments seize upon | 
any of the bounties of God to man, and make them 

à source of revenue? While the earth was created | 
for the whole human family, and was made its | 


|| and dole it out to groping mortals ata price; or | 


ii it to sale, the man with the most money is the H 


abiding place through the pilgrimage of this life, 
and since the hour of the primal curse, ‘“* In the 
sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread,” man has 
| been forced to the cultivation of the soil to obtain 
subsistence for himself and the means of pro- 
moting the welfare of the race, why should Gov- 
ernments wrest from him the right to apply his 
labor'to such unoccupied portion of the earth’s sur- 
face as may be necessary for his support until 
| he has contributed to the revenues of the State, 
any more than to permit him to breathe the air, 
enjay the sunlight, or quaff from the rillsand rivers 
of the earth? It would be just as rightful, were 
it possible to be done, to survey the atmosphere 
off into quarter sections, and transfer it by parch- 
-ment titles; divide the sun into quantum of rays, 


arch over the waters of the earth into vast rescr- 
voirs, and sell it todying men. In the language 
of remarks heretofore made on this, subject, 
i why has this clainy of man to monopolize any of 
the gifts of God to man been confined, by legal 
codes, to the soil alone? Is there any other rea- 
son than that it is a right which, having its origin 
in feudal times—under a system that regarded man 
| but as. an appendage of the soil that he tilled, and |! 
whose life, liberty, and happiness were but means 
of increasing the pleasures, pampering the pas- 
sions and appetites of his liege lord—and, having 
once found a place in the books, it has been re- 
| tained by the reverence which man is wont to pay 
to the past and to time-honored precedents? The 
human mind is so constituted that it is prone to re- 
gard as right what has come down to us approved || 
by long usage, and hallowed by gray age. It is 
a claim that had its origin with the kindred idea || 
that royal blood flows only in the veins of an ex- || 
clusive few, whose souls are more ethereal, because 
born amid the glitter of courts, and cradled amid 
the pomp of lords and courtiers; and, therefore, 
they are to be installed as rulers and lawgivers of 
the race. Mostof the evils that afflict society have. 
had their origin in violence and wrong enacted into 
law by the experience of the past, and retained by 
the prejudices of the present. 

Is it not time you swept from your statute-book 
its still lingering relics of feudalism? blotted out 
the principles ingrafted upon it by the narrow- | 
minded policy of other times, and adapted the 
legislation of the country to the spirit of the age, 
and to the true ideas of man’s rights and relations | 
to his Government? f 

For if a man has aright on earth, he has a right | 
to land enough to rear a habitation on. Ihe has 
aright to live, he has a right to the free use of | 
whatever nature has provided for his sustenance 
-—air to breathe, water to drink, and land cnough 
to cultivate for his subsistence; for these are the į 
necessary and indispensable means for the enjoy- 
gent of his inalienable rights of ‘life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness.” And is it for a | 
. Government that claims to dispense equal and ex- | 
act justice to all classes of men, and that has laid 
down correct principles in its-great chart of hu- 
man rights, to violate thée principles, and its 
solemn declarations in its legislative enactments? 

The struggle between capital and labor is an un- | 
equal one at best. It is a struggle between the 
bones and sinews of men and dollars and cents. 
And in that struggle, is it for the Government to 
stretch forth its arm to aid the strong against the 


| to be made of the public lands. 


weak? Shall it continue, by its legislation, to ele- 
vate and enrich idleness on the wail and the woe 
of industry? 

For if the rule be correct as applied to Govern 
| ments as well as individuals, that whatever a per 


: i i | 
l son permits another to do, having the right and | 
i| means to prevent it, he does himself, then indeed | 


i 
1 
| 
is the Government responsible for all the evils that || 
| may result from speculation ahd land monopoly i 
i in your public domain, Tor it is not denied that | 
| Congress has the power to make any regulations i 
for the disposal of these lands, not injurious to the i! 
| general welfare. Now, when a new tract is sur- |! 
veyed, and you open your land office and expose |: 


largest purchaser. The most desirable and avail- || 
able locations are seized upon by the capitalists of | 
the country, who seek that. kind óf investment. 
Your settler who chances not to havea preémption 
right, or to be there at the time of sale, when he 
| comes to seek a home for himself and his family, 
! must pay the speculater three or four hundred | 


| 


percent. on his investment, or encounter the trials 
and hardships of a still more remote border life. 
And thus, under the operatiofi of laws that you 
callequal and just, you take from the settler three 
or four dollars per-acre, and put it in the pocket of 
the speculator—thus, by the operation of your 
law, abstracting so much of his hard earnings for 
the benefit of capital; for not an hour’s labor has 
been applied to the land since it was sold by the 
Government, nor is it more valuable to the settler. 
Has not the laborer aright to complain of legisla- 


i tion that compels him to endure greater toils and 


hardships, or contribute a portion of his earnings 
for the benefit of the capitalist? But not upon the 
capitalist or the speculator is it proper that the 
blame should fall. Man must seek a livelihood, 
and do business under the laws of the country; 
and whatever rights he may acquire under the laws, 
though they may be wrong, yet the well-being of 
society requires that they be respected and faith- 
fully observed. Ifa person engage in a business 
legalized and regulated by the laws, and uses no 
fraud or deception in its pursuit, and evils result 
to the community, let them apply the remedy to 
the proper source; that is, to the law-making 
power, 


Ng 


What justice can there be in the legislation o 


| a country by which the carnings of its labor are 


abstracted for any purpose without returning an 
equivalent? 

In order to secure to labor its earnings, so far as 
is possible, by legislative action, and to strengthen 
the elements of national greatness and power, why 
should not the legislation of the country be so 
changed as to prevent for the future the evils of 
land monopoly, by setting apart the vast and un- 
occupied territories of the Union, and consecrat- 
ing them forever in free homes for free men? 

r. MAYNARD. May I be allowed to ask 
my friend from Pennsylvania a question? 
r. GROW. Certainly. 


Mr. MAYNARD. It is this: whether he is in, 


favor, or otherwise, of allowing the old soldier or 
his assignee to locate his Jand warrant on the pub- 
lic domain—— 

Mr. GROW. I always answer questions that 
are pertinent to the point under discussion, not 
otherwise. Iam not arguing any question about 
land warrants, but about the proper disposition 
I do not see the 
applicability of the gentleman’s question; and 
must therefore pass it by, as I do not wish to be. 
diverted from my argument. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman is mistaken 


| about the object of my question. 


Mr. GROW. I would provide in our land 


policy for securing homesteads to actual settlers; 


| and whatever bounties the Government should 


grant to the old soldiers, I would have made in 
money and not in land warrants, which are 
bought in most cases by the speculator as an 
easicr and cheaper mode of acquiring the public 
lands. So they only facilitate land monopoly. 
Themen who go forth at the call of their country 
to uphold its standard and vindicate its honor, 
are deserving, it is true, of a more substantial 
reward than tears to the dead and thanks to the 
living; but there are soldiers of peace as well as of 
war,and though no waving plume beckons them 


on to glory or to death, their dying scene is oft a. 


crimson one. They fall leading the van of civ- 
ilization along untrodden paths, and are buried 
in the dust of its advancing columns. No monu- 
ment marks the scene of deadly strife; no stone 
their resting place; the winds sighing through the 
branches of the forest alone sing their requiem. 
Yet they are the meritorious men of the Republic— 
the men who give it strength in war and glory in 
peace. The achievements of your pioneer army, 
from the day they first drove back the Indian tribes 


d 
! from the Atlantic sea-board to the present hour, 


have been the achievements of science and civili- 
zation over the elements, the wilderness, and the 
savage. 

If rewards or bounties are to be granted for true 
heroism in the progress of the race, none is more 
deserving than the pioneer who expels the savage 
and the wild beast, and opens in the wilderness a 
home for science and pathway for civilization. 

j s Peace hath her victories 

No less renowned than war.” 


* 
= 


The laws`and the law-makers are re-. 
sponsible for whatever evils necessarily grow out, 
|-of their enactments, 
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` The paths of glory no longer lead over smoking | 
towns and crimsoned fields, but along the lanes || 
and by-ways of human misery and woe, where 
the bones and sinews of men are struggling with 
the elements, with the unrelenting obstacles of 
nature, and the not less unmerciful obstacles of a 
false civilization, The noblest achievement in 
this worlds’s pilerimage is to raise the fallen from 
their degradation; soothe the broken-hearted, dry 
the tears of woe, and alleviate the sufferings of the 
unfortunate in their pathway to the tomb, 
“Go say to the raging sea, be still; 

Bid the wild, lawless winds obey thy will; 

Preach to the storm, and reason with despair; 

But tell not misery’s son that life is fair.’ 

If you would lead the erring back from the paths 
of vice and crime to virtue and to honor, give him 
a home—give him a hearthstone, and he will sur- 
rounditwith houscholdgods. Ifyou would make 
men wiser and better, relieve your almshouscs, 
close the doors of your penitentiarics, and break 
in pieces your gallows; purify the influences of the 
domestic fireside, for that is the school in which 
human character is formed, and there its destiny 
is shaped; there the soul receives its firstimpress, | 
and man his first lesson, and they go with him for 
weal or for"woe through life. For purifying the 
sentiments, elevating the thoughts, and developing 
the noblestimpulses ofman’s nature, the influences 
ofa rural fireside and an agricultural life are the no- 
blest and the best. In the obscurity of the cottage, 
far removed from the seductive influences of rank 
and affluence, are nourished the virtues that coun- | 
teract the decay of human institutions, the courage 
that defends the national independence, and the 
industry that supports all classes of the State. 

It was said by Lord Chatham, in his appeal to 
the House of Commons, in 1775, to withdraw the 
British troops from Boston, that * trade, indeed, 
increases the glory and wealth of a country; but 
its true strength and stamina are to be looked for 
in the cultivators of the land. In the simplicity 
of their lives is found the simpleness of virtue, the | 
integrity and courage of freedom. These truc, 
genuine sons of the soil are invincible.” 

The history of American prowess has recorded 
these words as prophetic. an, in defense of his 
hearthstone ont fireside, is invincible against a 
world of mercenaries. 

Let us adopt the policy cherished by Jackson, 
and indicated in his annual message to Congress 
in 1832, in which he says: 

“Tt cannot be doubted that the speedy settlement of these 
lands constitutes the true interest of the Republie. The 
wealth and strength of a country are its population, and the 
best part of the population are the efiltivators of the soil. 
Independent farmers are everywhere the bases of society, 
and true friends of liberty.” * * x «To putan end for- 
ever to all partial and interested legislation on this subject, 
and to afford to every American citizen of enterprise the 
opportunity of securing an independent freehold, it seems 


to me, therefore, best to abandon the idea of raising a future 
revenue out of the public lands.” 


This advice, by onc of the coungry’s noblest pa- 
triots, though unheeded at the time, is among the 
richest legacies he has bequeathed to his country. 

Why should the Government hold the public | 
domain longer as a source of revenue, when it 
has already more than paid all costs and expenses 
incurred in its acquisition and management? Even 
if the Government had a right, based in the na- 
ture of things thus to hold these lands, it would 
be adverse to a sound national policy to do so; for 
the real wealth of a country consists not in the 
sums of money paid into its treasury, but in its 
flocks, herds, and cultivated fields. Nor does its 
real strength consist in flects and armies, butin the |) 
bonesand sinews of an independent yeomanry and 
the comfort of its laboring classes. Its real glory 
consists not in the splendid palace, lofty spire, or |! 
towering dome; but in the intelligence, comfort, | 
and happiness of the fireside of its citizens. | 


“What constitutes a State ? y 

Not high-raiscd battlement or labored mound, 
Thick wall or moated gate ; 

Not cities proud, with spires and turrets crowned ; 
Not bays and broad-armed ports, 

Where, laughing at the storm, rich navies ride ; 
Not starred and spangled courts, 

Where low-browed baseness watts perfume to pride. 


No: men, high-minded men. 
* * * * kd 


” * * 


Men, who their duties know, 

But know their rights, and knowing, dare maintain ; 
Prevent the jong-aimed blow, 

And crush the tyrant while they rend the chain: 
These constitute a State.” ' 


New Serres—No. 9. 


| statementof Register of the Treasury, appended,) 


| tion, and rear his children educated and respected 


| increase the productive industry and commerce of 


| history shall be correctly deciphered, the record 


j cline of agriculture. 


The prosperity of States depénds: not on the 
mass of wealth, but its distribution. Thatcoun+ 
try is greatest and most glorious in which there 
is the greatest number of happy firesides, Andif 
you would make the fireside happy, raise the fallen 
from their degradation, elevate the servile from 
their groveling pursuits to the rights and dignity 
ofmen, you must first place within their reach the 
meansfor supplying their pressing physical wants, 
so that religion can exert itsinfluence on the soul 
and soothe the weary pilgrim in his pathway to 
the tomb. ; 

But as a question of revenue, merely, it would 
be to the advantage of the Government ‘to grant 
these lands in homesteads to actual cultivators, 
if thereby it was to induce the settlement of the 
wilderness, instead of selling them to the specu- 
lator without settlement. The revenue to the Gov- 
ernment from the lands, if considered annual, is 
the interest on the purchase money; which would 
be on a quarter section, at one dollar and twenty- 
five cents per acre, the interest on two hundred 
dollars, equal, at six per cent., to twelve dollars 
per year, 

But as the revenue of the General Government 
(with the exception of the sales of the lands) is 
derived almost wholly from duties on imported 
articles consumed in the country, the amount col- 
lected depends upon the quantity consumed. On 
an average each individual consumes of imported 
articles about cleven dollars’ worth per year, (see 


and calling seven the average number of a family, 
then each family consumes annually seventy-five 
dollars’ worth of imported articles, upon which a 
duty of not less than twenty dollars was paid. 

So the Government would be the gainer of eight j 
dollars per year on each quarter section, by giving 
it away toa settler in preference to selling it with- 
out settlement. In addition, as you cheapen the 
necessaries and comforts of life, or increase men’s 
means to pay for them, you increase their consump- 
tion; and in the same proportion as you inerease 
the means to pay for imports, you Increase the 
consumption of home products and manufactures; 
so that the settlement of the wilderness by a thriv- 
ing population is as much the interest of the old 
States as of the new. The amount now received 
by the Government of the settler for the land, would 
enable him to furnish himself with the necessary 
stock and implements to commence its cultiva- 
tion, 

Tor the purposes of education, building rail- | 
roads, opening all the avenues of trade, and of sub- 
duing the wilderness, the best disposition to be 
made of these lands is to grant them in limited 
quantities to the settler, and thus secure him in his 
earnings, by which he would have the means to 
surround himself with comfort and make his fire- 
side happy; to erect the school house, the church, 
and all the other ornaments of a higher civiliza- 


membersof society. This policy will not only add 
to the revenues of the General Government and 
the taxable property of the new States, but will 


the whole country, while strengthening all the ele- 
ments of national greatness. 

The first step in the decline of empires is the 
neglect of their agricultural interest, and with its 
decay crumbles national power. It is the great 
fact stamped on all the ruins that strew the path- 
way of civilization, When the world’s unwritten 


of the rise, progress, and fall of empires will be 
but the history of the rise, development, and de- 
Hooke, in describing the 
condition of agriculture among the Romans more 
than two thousand years ago, the process of 
absorption of the lands by the rich, and their.con- 
sequent cultivation by slaves, furnishes the stu- 
dent of history with the secret causes that under- 
mined the empire and destroyed its liberties. I 
read from book six, chapter seven, of his History 
of Rome, volume two, page 522: 

“ From the earliest times of Rome, it had been the cus- 
tom of the Romans, when they subdued any of the nations 
in Italy, to deprive them ofa part of their territory. A por- 
tion of these lands was sold, and the rest given to the poorer 
citizens; on conditions, says Appian, of their paying annu- 
ally a tenth of the corn and a filth of the fruits of trees, be- 
sides a certain number of great and small cattle... In process 
of time, the rich, by various means, got possession of the 


mcr aera 


lands destined for the subsistenve of the poor *! Loe es 
“The rich and the mighty contrived to. possess themselves: 
of the Jands of their poor neighbors. At first they. held.hese., 
acquigitions under borrowed names; afterwards openly. in? 
their own. To cuitivate the farms. they employed forcien: 
slaves ;-s0 that Kaly was in danger of losing its inhabitants” 
of free condition, (who had nocucouragement to marry nó. 
means to. educate children,). and-of being overrun With 
slaves and barbarians, that had neither affection ‘for the | 


Republic nor interest in her préservation: « k 
t Tiberius Gracchus, now a Tribune of the people; under- 
* * ko * ji 


took to remedy these disorders.” E TAE 
“ Never, says. Plutarch, was proposed a law more mild. 
and gentle against iniquity and oppression; yet ‘the rich 
made a mighty clamor about the hardship of being stript of: 
their houses, their lands, their inheritances, the burial: 
places of their ancestors.” M y A ol. Phe. 
-poor, on the other hand, complained of the extreme indi- 
gence to which they were reduced, and of theif inability to 
bring up children. They enumerated’ the niany battles 
where they had fought in defense of the Republics notwith-.. 
standing which ‘they were allowed no. share of the publie.. 
lands; nay, the usurpers, to cultivate them, ehose ratherto 
employ foreigners:and slaves than citizensot Rome.’ ‘Grae 
chus’s view was notto make poor men rich, but to strengthen ` 
the Republic, by an increase of uscful members, upon which 
he thought the safety and welfare of Italy depended. ‘The . 
insurrection and war of the slaves in Sicily, who were not 
yet quelled, furnished him with eufficientargument for ex- 
patiating on the danger of filling Italy with slaves? * ~» 
“ He asked the rich whether they preferred a slave to a 
citizen; a man unqualified to serve in warto.a soldier; an ` 
alien to a member of the Republic; and which they thought 
would be more zealous for its interest? Then, as to the, 
misery of the poor: ‘The wild beasts of Iéaly have vaves 
and dens to shelter them 3 but the people, who exposé their 
lives for the defense of Jtaly, are allowed nothing but. the., 
light and air; they wander up and down with their wives 
and children, without house and without habitation. Our 
generals mock the soldiers; when, in battles they extort 
them. to fight for their scpuleliers and their household "gods; 
for, amongst all that grcat number of Romans, there is not 
one who has either a domestic altar, or à sepulcher of bis’ 
ancestors. ‘They fight and die, solely to maintain the riches 
and luxury of others; and are stiled the lords of the uni- 
verse, while they have not a single foot of ground in their 
possession.’ ”? 


Smith, in the second volume, page 291, of his 
Greek and Roman Biographical Dictionary, speak- 
ing of Tiberius Gracchus, and the reasons for his 
proposed legislation, says: 


“His brother Caius related, in some of his works: that 
Tiberius, on his march to Spain, in (B. C.) 137, ashe was 
passing through Etruria, observed with grief aud indigna- 
tion the deserted state of that fertile country; thousands 
of foreign slaves in chains were employed in cultivating the 
land and tending the flocks upon the immense éstates of 
the wealthy, while the poorer.classey of Roman elttzéns, 
who were thus thrown out of employment, had: searcely 
their daily bread, or a clod of-earth, to call thelr own, He 
is said to have been roused through that circumstance to’ 
exert himself in endeavoring to remedy this evil.” 


Had the policy advocated by Gracchus, of dis- 
tributing the public‘lands among the landless citi- 
zens of the nation, been adopted, the Roman fields 
would have been cultivated. by free men instead 
of slaves, and there would have been a raco of 
men to stay the ravages of the barbarian, The 
eternal city would not then have fallen. an easy, 
prey tothe Goth and Vandal; but the star.of her’ 
empire might have waved in triumph Jong after. 
the ivy twined her broken ‘columns. i 

With homes and firesides to defend, the arms 
and hearts of an independent ycomanry are a 
surer and more impregnable defense than battle- 
ment, wall, or tower. While the population of a! 
country are the proprietors of the land which they 
till, they have an interest to surround their fire- 
sides with comfort and make their homes happy 
—the great incentive to industry, frugality, and 
sobriety, It is such habits alone that give security 


| toa government and form the. real elements of 


national greatness and power, © 

National disasters are not ‘the'growth ofa day, 
but the fruit of long ycars of injustice and wrong, 
The seeds planted by false, pernicious legislation, 


| often require ages to germinate and ripen mto 


their harvests of ruin and'death. The most per- 
nicious of all the baleful sceds of national exist- 
ence, is a policy that degrades its labor. When- 
ever agricultural labor becomes dishonorable, it 
will, of course, be confined to those who have no 


| interest in the soil they till; and when the laborer 


ceases to have any interest in the land: he culti- 
vates, he ceases to have a stake in the advance- 
ment and good order of socicty, for he has noth- 
ing to lose, nothing to defend, nothing to hope 
for. . The.associations of an independent freehold 
are eminently calculated to ennoble and clevate 
the possessor, It is the life-spring of a manly na- 
tional character, and of a'gencrous patriotism; a 
patriotism that rushes to the defense of the coun- 
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ofits honor, with the same 
zeal and alacrity that it guards the hearthstone 
and the fireside. ‘Wherever Freedom has unfurled 
her banner, the men who have rallied arouitd to 
sustain and uphold it have come from the work- 
shop and the field, where, inured. to heat and to 
cold, and to all the inclemencies of the seasons, 
they have acquired the hardihood necessary to en- 
dure the trials and privations of the camp. An 
independent -yeomanry, scattered over our vast 
domain, is the best and surest guarantee for the 
perpetuity of our liberties; for their arms are the 
citadel of a nation’s power, their hearts the bul- 
warks of liberty. Let the public domain, then, 
beset apart as the patrimony of labor, by pre~ 
venting its absorption into large estates by cap- 
ital, and its consequen 
and slaves,” instead of independent frecholders, 

The proposition to change our land policy, so 

as to accomplish so desirable a result, by securing 
to the pioneer a heme on the public domain at the 
bare cost of survey and transfer, is often rejected 
by those who have given but little thought to the 
subject as leveling and agrarian. When was there 
everaneffortmade, since the world began, to wrest 
from power its ill-gotten gains, or to restore to 
man his inalienable rights, but it has been met 
with the shout of leveling and agrarian? That is 
the alarm cry of the devotee of the past, with 
which.he ever strives to prevent all reforms or 
innovations upon established usages. Behind 
such a bulwark old abuses. intrench themselves, 
and attempt to maintain their position by hurling 
against every assailant terms of odium and re- 
proach, made so by the coloring of the adherents 
of prerogative and power. Until within a very 

‘ recent period the chroniclers of the race have been, 
for the most’ part, sycophants of the reigning 
classes; and, being allied with the State, have 
glossed over its cotemporancous despotism and 
‘wrongs, while they have branded the true defend- 
ers of the rights of the people, and the champions 
of honorable labor, as the outlaws of history. 

Because the Roman Gracchi proposed to ele- 

vate the Roman citizen, by dignifying his labor 
and restoring him to the rights of which he had 
been unjustly deprived by the oligarchy who con- 
trolled the State, their name was made synony- 
mous with infamy—as arch disturbers of all that 
was good in society, 
vail of two thousand. yoařs of obloquy, and vin- 
dicated to future times their inemories as true 
defenders of the rights of the people, and advo- 
cates of the best interests and glory of their coun- 
try. Such has been the fate of the world’s re- 
formers, Is it not time that we learned wisdom 
from the chronicles of the past, and ceased a blind 
reverence for customs or institutions, because of 
their gray age? Why should not the American 


try and the vindication 


t cultivation by ‘tenants | 


till Nicbuhr tore off the | 


i 
| statesman adaptthe legislation of the country to 
| the development. of its material resources, the 
promotion of its industrial interests, and thereby 
| dignify its labor, and make strong the prime ele~ 
| ments of national power ? 

Let this vast domain, then, be set apart and 
consecrated as a patrimony to. the sons of toil; 
close your land office forever against the specu- 
lator, and thereby prevent the capital of the coun- 
try seeking that kind of investment from absorb- 


an equivalent. While the laborer is thus crushed 
by this system established” by the Government, 
by which! so large an amount is abstracted from 


i ing the hard earnings of labor without rendering | 


his earnings for the benefit of the speculator, in: 


i 

|! addition to all the other disadvantagés that ever 
| beset the unequal struggle between the bones and 
[sinews of men and dollars and cents, what won- 
i| der is it that misery and want so often sit at his 
| fireside, and penury and sorrow surround his 
l| deathbed? 

| While the pioneer spirit goes forth into the wil- 
i derness, snatching new areas from the wild beast 
|! and bequeathing them a legacy to civilized man, 
et not the Government dampen his ardor and pal- 
isy his arm by legislation that places him in the 
; power of soulless capital and grasping specula- 
i| tion; for upon his wild battle field these are the 
` only foes that his own stern heart and right arm 
cannot vanquish. 


Statement exhibiting the value of foreign merchandise imported, re“xported, and consumed, annually, from 1821 to. 1859, 
inclusive; and also the estimated population and rate of consumption per capita during the same period. 


Value of foreign merchandise. 
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:*. Ynehides reserves under deeds of cession. 
t Exclusive of Chickasaw cession. 
+ Includes the estimated quantity o 


§ Is the estimate of the Des Moines river grant in this 


Territory, as above. 


f 560,000 acres of the Des Moines river grant, situated in this State above the Racevon fork of the Des Moines river. 
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THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


SPEECH OF TION. A. A. BURNHAM, 
OF CONNECTICUT, 
In tux House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
| March 7, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. BURNHAM said: 

Mr. Cuainman: The President of the United 
States, in his annual message to the two Houses 
of Congress, congratulates us as follows: 


“T cordially congratulate you upon the final settlement 
by the Supreme Court of the United States of the question 
of slavery in the Territories, which had presented an aspect 
so truly formidable at the commencement of my adminis- 
tration. ‘Lhe righthasbeen established of every citizen to 
take his property of any kind, including slaves, into the 
common Territories, belonging equally to all the States of | 
the Confederacy, and to have it protected there under the 
Federal Constitution. Neither Congress nor a Territorial 
Legislature, nor any human power, hag any authority to 
anoul or impair this vested right, The supreme judicial 
tribunal of the country, whichis acodrdinate branch of the 
Government, las’ sanctioned and affirmed these principles 
of constitutional law, so manifestly just in themselves, and : 
80 well calculated to promote peace and harmony among | 
the States.” ! 


| 
It would seem, Mr. Chairman, that if this whole | 
question touching the rights of slave property in | 


the Territories of the United States had thus been 
finally and completely settled by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as the President de- 
clares it to have been, those in whose favor this : 
question has been settled might, for a while at! 
least, have permitted this exciting topic to remain 
atrest. [fthose against whosc interests and against 
whose opinions this question had been thus set- 
tled were content not to renew this exciting sub- 
ject, which had so much and so long disturbed 
the country, those in whose favor it had been set- 
tled should have allowed the subject to rest in 
peace. So far as I know, so far as I believe, there 
was no disposition on the part of members of the 
Republican party who occupy seats in this House 
to renew, unnecessarily, this disturbing agitation. 
So far as I know and believe, they were content 
and ready to leave it, for the present at least, and 
to unite with those who came here also opponents | 
of this Administration (though differing with us, 
many of them, on this subject) in ferreting out its 
abuses, corruptions, and extravagances, n order 
that the people of the country might be fully pos- 
sessed of the facts. Notwithstanding these were 
the purposes, and this the disposition of the Re- 
publican members, and of those who, to some ex- 
tent, were affiliated with them, yet, at the very | 
outset of this session—at its very commencement 
~a state of things arose, and was for more than | 


eight weeks continued, which has rendered it quite | 
evident to even the most careless observer, that | 


the irrepressible conflict is still going on, and that 
it will not be permitted by gentlemen on the other 
side to cease. Not even allowing this House to 
be organized; not even allowing its constitutional 
officers to be chosen, so that it might proceed 
with decorum and in order, they thrust this fire- 
brand into these excitable elements which are so 
easily inflamed by the discussion of this question. 

-Mr. REAGAN. I do not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman, but I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I would be obliged to the 
gentleman if he will not interrupt me. I think it 
much better that these interruptions should not 
be allowed 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Connecticut yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. BURNHAM. I do not, with all respect 
to the gentleman from Texas. i 

For more than eight weeks, Mr. Chairman, we 
on this side of the Flouse sat here quietly, peace- 
ably, under a storm—an incessant storm—of cal- 
umny and abuse poured upon us and upon our 
people, such as, I venture to say, could find no 
parallel in the past annals of congressional his- 
tory, and, as I hope, will not find a parallel in 
the future; in which vituperation took the place 
of argument, and cpithcts abounded more than 
facts. Our opponents, pursuing a course which 
assumed at the outset that the Republican mem- 
bers had not equal rights here with themselves, 
ask the House to pronounce, by a deliberate vote 
on the passage of a resolution, that members en- 
tertaining certain political opinions, or having 
indorsed certain opinions, cither advisedly or un- 
advisedly, were unfit to occupy the position of 
Speaker of this House; thereby undertaking to 
distinguish between the rights of members on this 
floor to entertain their own opinions on political 
questions; as if it required some other and higher 

ualification, politically, to oceupy a seat. in that 
chair than to occupy a seat on this floor. T'he res- 
olution was not only disrespectful in terms to 
members who entertained these opinions, but was, 
through them, alike disrespectful to their constit- 
uents, to the people who sent them here, knowing 
fall well what opinions they entertained. ° 

I do not wish to speak further in regard to the 
course of that debate, or of its characteristics from 
the beginning to the end. 

Parties in this country are known by names 
which they have respectively chosen to designate 
themselves; and whenever I shall have occasion to 
Tar of thosc parties I hope that I may so far 
observe the proprieties of the occasion, and the 


respect which is due from me to members of this | 


House, as to speak of them by the names which 
they have chosen for themselves. I think our 
discussions here should be characterized by calm- 
ness, fairness, and courtesy. 


Many accusations have been’ brought against 
the people of the North, or rather the Republican 
party, to show why they are not, as a party, en- 
titled to the confidence of the American people. 
It is charged upon us that we are a sectional party. 
And what are tie reasons that are urged to show 
this? They tellus that we have no Representatives 
from southern States upon this floor. Well, sir, 
that may be true. But if the question whether 
we are or are not a sectional party depends upon 
the locality of our Representatives, then I say, if 
the time shall come, as I trust it may soon come; 
when we shall find Republican Representatives 
from slave States occupying scats upon this floor; 
of course, to that extent, we shall cease to be sec- 
tional; and as the number increases,:so our sec- 
tionalism will diminish, though our policy remain 
the same; and, sir, judged by the same rule, how 
long will it be before the Democratic party will 
become sectional? If the fact that we have no Rep- 
resentatives from southern States proves us to be 
asectional party, how long, let me inquire, will it 
be, in all probability, before the Democratic party 
will be subjected to the same charge? Their num- 
bers from the North are growing “ beautifully 
less” as the policy of the party is becoming more 
and more thoroughly developed, so that they are 
becoming very rapidly a sectional party, upon the 
same reasoning that they charge us with being so: 

Sir, the member from Wisconsin [Mr. LARRA- 
BEE] urges another reason for regarding the Re- 
publican party as sectional and aggressive—one 
which I do not remember to have heard urged 
before. After alluding to the habeas corpus act, 
| persona liberty bills, Wisconsin platforms, &c., 
be adds: 
| Look at the fact that a very large proportion of the Chris- 
: tian ministers who fill the pulpits of the North are members 


| ofthe Republican party ; and that they persistently denounce 
African slavery as a sin against God and humanity.” 


Well, this may be a fact, as the member as- 
i serts. I have not the means to deny it, but shall 
have to admit that it may be true; and we must 
take all the consequences of the admission, espe- 
cially as the member states them to be Christian 
ministers.” 

But they complain further, that we of the North 
| are radically wrong in opinion upon this qués- 
i tion of slavery.. The gentleman from Alabama 
| [Mr. Curry} urged this as the foundation of all 
| the difficulty growing out of this question, they 
| claiming, on the one hand, that the institution of 
slavery is sanctioned by the laws of nature and 
| the laws of God, while we hold to the contrary; 
| and they demand of us that we shall go home and 
correct the public opinion of the North on this 
| subject of he right or wrong of holding human 
beings in bondage. £ 

Sir, we at the North do hold that slavery has 
no sanction either in natural law. or by Divine 
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authority, and we do so teach whenever we have 
occasion to speak upon this subject. “So, gentle- 
nen, yourfathers held, and so yourfathers taught; 
and you will excuse us if we choose to follow in 
_the élear light of your fathers’ teachings, rather 
than tö grope in the darkness of yours. 

Our opponents demand, sir,-that we shall go 
home, and stop the discussion of the slavery ques- 
tion among our people, and that we shall silence 
the utterances of the press on this subject. They 
forget that the North is free, and has none but 
free men. They regard a free press and free 
speech as the surest safeguards of their liberties, 
and will never consent to strike them down. Sla- 
very; gentlemen, is your institution, not ours, 
We have no responsibility on account of itin your 
States, and claim no ‘right to interfere with it 
there. But freedom of speech and of the press is 
our institution, and not yours, and we shall not 
trammel either at your dictation. They demand, 
sir, of the people of the North, that they shall dis- 
band the “ Black Republican party,’’ as they are 

leased to call it. Sir, this demand is too ridicu- 
Busty extravagant to deserve attention, They 
say to thepeople of the North, ‘ If you would con- 
ciliate the South; if you would restore those fra- 
ternal feelings that once existed between the two 
sections, turn out these Republican Representa- 
tives from their seats in this House, and fill them 
with ‘conservative’ men.” Let me tell the gen- 
tlemen who make this demand that those at the 
North who will listen to this appeal have not the 
power to grant the request. 

There has, sir, in the course of this discussion 
by members on the other side, appeared tome to be 
a great deal of misapprehension of the real senti- 
ments of the North in regard, to this question of 
slavery. ‘They have carelessly and loosely gath- 
ered together oxtracts from the speeches of ex- 
treme Abolitionists of one stripe and another, and 
from. their papers, and placed them alongside of 
extracts from the speeches of the most conserva- 
tive men of the Republican party, making no dis- 
tinction between them, and representing them all 
as having a common object, and as entertaining 
common sentiments. 

Sir, there are various classes of opinion in the 
North touching this question of slavery. There 
are even two classes of what are termed Aboli- 
tiohists—the Garrison school, who believe that 
the Constitution, recognizing the institution of 
slavery, is one so morally imperfect that it im- 

oses no obligations upon. men to act under it. 

here is another class, belonging, I believe, to the 
Gerritt Smith school, who believe that the Con- 
stitution, so far from recognizing slavery, is, in 
fact, an anti-slavery instrument, and confers upon 
Congress power to abolish slavery even in the 
States. But both of these classes are distinct from 
the Republican party. ‘The Garrison Abolition- 
ists do not, as I believe, ordinarily vote at all, 
holding it to be wrong to act politically under the 
Constitution, because, as they say, it tolerates 
slavery; whereas the other class have a political 
organization of their own, and enter the contest 
in some of the northern States against the Repub- 
lican party. 

Sir, there should be more of the spirit of can- 
dor, of fairness, and of justice, in classifying ub- 
lic opinion upon this subject. The Republican 
party are not responsible for the extreme opin- 
tons of these men. -It may be, indeed, as has been 
charged, that in some of the elections they, to 
some extent, vote with the Republican organiza- 
tion; it would be very likely to be true; it would be 
very likely that they should give their support to 
that party; for, though we do not come up to the 
extreme of their demands, we are in favor of pre- 
yenting the extension of slavery, which the 


7 80 
much loathe, in the Territories of this Republic. i 


But, because they do sometimes act with us, docs 


that make us responsible for their extreme opin- | v n confers C 
l| gress sovereign power over the Territories of the United | 


ions? ; 

it may be that, in certain sections of the North, 
there are even members of our own organization 
who entertain what may be thought extreme 
opinions, and which would not be approved by 
the great mass of Republicans. Are we, then, as 
a party, to be held responsible for their views? 
Not at all. Weare responsible for the principles 
which we lay down in our national platforms as 
a national organization; those which we can all | 


ji cims for Congress the constitutional authority 


| from these you are to learn our policy, and from 


the South, where their party is controlled, who 


| reasoning by which its advocates seck to exclude 


adopt; those to which we do all assent; and it is ` 


these alone. There may be measures adopted 
and local platforms established, in one section of 
the North, which would not be approved by those 
in another section; and if there be such, we are 
not to. be ‘held responsible for them, unless we 
incorporato them in the general platform which 
we all approve. 

And so with our opponents; there are men at 


hold that the laws abolishing or prohibiting the 
African slave trade should be,repealed; that the 
traffic is right and proper. They hold their con- 
ventions at the South, called for the very purpose 
of concerting measures to procure the repeal of 
those laws. There are men at the South, and 
they in large numbers occupy seatsin this House, 
who proclaim that, in case of the success of the 
Republican party at the next presidential election, 
they will rend asunder the ties which bind this 
Union together; and none of their party here are 
heard rebuking them. They send commission- 
ers from one State to another, to concert meas- 
ures for ultimate resistance to the Federal author- 
ity. They pass laws by which they assume 
control of the mails, and rifle them of what they 
may deem to be obnoxious matter. 
7” Sir, would the northern Democracy like to be 
held responsible for all the extreme views which 
some of these gentlemen entertain? Would you 
not ask our attention to the platform which your 
national convention shalladopt? Would you not 
demand that, as a party, you should be tried by | 
that, and not by the views that may be proclaimed 
by extreme men in South Carolina or in Missis- 
sippi? ; 
Yow, sir, I ask the attention of the committee 
for a moment to the platform adopted by the Re- 
publican party of this country in their last na- 
tional convention, and particularly to that part of 
it which indicates our opinions and policy on this 
question of slavery, and to which the other side 
have principally objected. And first, is the re- 
assertion of the great fundamental truth of the 
Declaration of Independence, that ‘all men are 
created equal,” &&. This our opponents declare 
to be a fundamental crror, and our reassertion of 
it high evidence of our scetionalism and spirit of 
aggression upon the institutions of the South. 
Sir, have we not fallen upon evil times, when men 
are thus denounced for maintaining this grand 
truth? Dazzled, it may be, by its “glittering 
generalities,” we do, indeed? hold to these great 
principles in their broadest sense, without quali- 
fication and without exception of classes. We 
believe the great, learned, wise, and good man who 
penned that Declaration knew full well the proper 
phrase to express his meaning; and that when he 
declared that all men were created equal; that all 
men were endowed by their Creator with the right 
to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; and 
that these rights were inalienable, he meant pre- 
cisely what he said, and nothing less. And we do 
most entirely repudiate the doctrine which is now 
socommon with the Democracy, and which wasre- 
cently approved by the distinguished Senator from 
Ilinois, Mr Dovaras,] ina speech in the Senate, 
that this is all to be understood with an exception 
against a particular racc; and could I reach the 
car of the thousands of free men in this land who, 
it may be, are born to a life of labor—a life of 
toil] would warn them to beware how they tol- 
erate, much more encourage, this monstrous doc- 
trinc, and to consider seriously whether the same 


one race may not very naturally and very easily | 
be applied to other classes, when the necessity, or | 
even the convenience, of the more powerful may 
demand it. 

Next, sir, the resolution, as follows: 

«3. Resolved, That the Constitution confers upon Con- 


i 
| 
| 


States for their government, and that, inthe exercise of this | 
power, it is both the right and the duty of Congress to pro- 
hibit in its Territories those twin relies of barbarism, po- 
lygamy and slavery.” 

The objection to this resolution of the Repub- 
lican platform, identical in substance with the or- 
dinance of 1787, (except the polygamy, which was 
not then an institution in this country,) is that it 


to legislate wpon the question of slavery in the 


i 
| 
! 
i 
i 
i 


| general welfare, 


Territories of the United States; and because, in 
addition, it expresses the opinion that Congress 
ought so- to exercise that coñštitutional power as 
to prohibit the existence of slavery therein. Be- 
cause we entertain these views, and because, as 
they claim, if our party shall be successful in the 
coming presidendial election, we shall proceed 
to carry out these views, they declare to us that 
they will secede from thisUnion. Now,I know 
that there may-be many honest people, even at 
the North, who, from this constant clamor that is 
made and kept up by our opponents against us 
on account of our alleged sectionalism—I say I 
know that there may be many honest c6nserva- 
tive people desiring peace, who really believe that 
there is something in the policy or platform of 
the Republican party which is new, which is dis- 
turbing, which is an innovation upon the past 
policy of the Government; and it is because I 
know this, that I propose, to such extent as I may 
be able, to disabuse their minds in regard to our 
policy, and in regard to our position, The Re- 
publican party in this respect occupies the true 
conservative position; they stand where the fathers 
stood; they maintain the doctrines in this respect 
that the fathers maintained. 

“They regard the institution as a great moral 
and political evil, and would that it had no ex- 
istence; they are not unaware of the difficulties 
which beset it, and do not intend to promote sec- 
tional jealousy and hatred by ill-timed and mis- 
placed’ discussions; they will not listen to the 
ery of the fanatic, nor favor the designs of the 
political schemer from the North or the South; 
nor will they ever disturb or trench upon the com- 

romises of the Constitution; they believe the 
institution local and domestic—to be established 
or abolished by the States themselves, and alone 
subject to their control. But being thus the in- 
stitution of a local sovereignty, and a franchise 
peculiar to itself, they deny that such sovercignty, 
or its peoply, can justly claim the right to regard 
it as danayer , and to erect it in the Territories 
of the United States, without the authority of 
Congress; and they believe that Congress may 
prohibit its introduction into the Territories while 
they remain such. And further, that its prohibi- 


! tion in the Territories will, by giving them a free 


population as they become States, tend ‘ to form 
a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure 
domestic tranquillity, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity.’ 

“ Believing that it is for the € general welfare,’ 
for the benefit of all the States, and not for any 
part of them, that free territory should remain so, 


land that it is a legitimate subject of legisla- 
| tion, they desire, without intending to disturb ex- 


isting rights, at all proper times, to discuss, in that 
spirit becoming brethren of a common household, 
the influences its extension is calculated to exert 
upon the human race and the destinies of the coun- 
try. And they doubt not that if, upon the whole, 
it shall appear that the heaven-born principles for 
which this Union was framed will be best pro- 
moted by such prohibition, those who believe their 
pecuniary interests or political rclations will be 
thereby prejudiced will yield, in a becoming spirit, 


interests so comparatively trivial to ‘promote the 
Lal 


This, sir, is not my own language, but the lan- 
guage of Senator Dickinson, then a Democratic 
Senator from New York, uttered in the Senate in 


| 1847, in a speech on the subject of the Wilmot 


proviso, which he then spoke as the unanimous 
sentiment of the great mass of people at the 
North, which was then truc, but is now truc only 
of the Republican party. He added: 

“¢ Slavery, sir, is silently and slowly rolling its dark wave 
towards a tropical sun ; and God grant that, in His own good 


time, its subjects may there find happy institutions, as well 
as a congenial chime,” 


Sir, I need not go back to a very early period 
in the Government to show that the statesmen of 
the country approved and adopted the very doc- 
trines which the Republican party now maintain 
in regard to the power of Congress over slavery 
in the Territories, and their duty to exercise it to 
the exclusion of that institution. 

Mr, CURRY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from what clause in the Constitution he derives 


i that power? 
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Mr.BURNHAM. From morethan one clause; 
but 1 do not propose to argue that question at 
present; I prefer to proceed with my own course 
of argument. ; 
Mr. Chairman, when this Government was en- 
gaged in a war with Mexico, it was charged upon 
the Democratic party, which then controled the 
Government, by their opponents, that the origin- 
ating and continuing of the war was but a scheme 
ofthe slave interest toacquire new territory south- 
erly for the purpose of making it slave territory, 
to which the whole: North was much opposed. 
And to protect themselves against this attack, the 
northern Democracy were obliged to avow their 
fixed determination to have immediately applied 
to such territory as might be acquired, the sub- 
stance of the ordinance of 1787, excluding slavery 
therefrom. And in pursuance of this avowed 
policy, in the House of Representatives, on the 
8th of August, 1846, a bill being under consider- 
ation appropriating $2,000,000 to be placed in the 


hands of the President for the purpose of nego- 


tiating a peace with Mexico, Hon. David Wil- 
mot, then a Democratic Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania, offered to that bill an 
amendment, providing, as a fundamental condi- 
tion of any territory being acquired from Mex- 
ico, and to the use of any money therein appro- 
priated, ‘that neither slavery nor involuntary 
servitude shall ever exist in any part of said 
territory, except for crime whereof the party shall 
first be duly convicted.” On the adoption of that 
amendment, the vote by tellers was—ayes 83, noes 
64. The whole House at that time consisted, I 
believe, of two hundred and twelve members, and 
only onc hundred and forty-seven voted; so that 
it will be perceived there was not a full Flouse 
present on that occasion. Nearly or quite all 
from the free States, both Whigs and Democrats, 
must have voted for it. In the Senate, at that ses- 
sion, it was lost for want of time; the hour having 
arrived at which the Senate was to adjourn without 
day. At the next session of Congress, this subject 
was renewed, upon a bill appropriating $3,000,000 
for the purpose of negotiating a treaty ofpeace with 
Mexico. ko that bill Mr. Hamuty, then a Dem- 
ocratic member from Maine, moved the same 
amendment in substance, as follows: 

“ Provided further, That there shall be neither slavery nor 
involuntary servitude in any territory upon the continent 
of America which shall hereafter be acquired by or annexed 
to the United States by virtue of this appropriation, or in 
any other manner whatever, except for erime whereof the 
party shall have first been duly convicted,?? &c. Bes 


Mr. Dovetas, then a Democratic member from 


‘illinois, moved to amend that amendment by in- 


serting in its stead a proviso excluding slavery 
from all the Territories north of the line of 360 
30, known as the Missouri compromise line; 
which was lost by a vote of ayes 82, noes 109. 
Mr. Graham, of North Carolina, then moved to 
amend by excluding slavery north of the line of 
36° 30, extending that line at the same time to the 
Pacific, and allowing slavery south of that line, if 
the people in framing a State constitution should 
authorize it. That was rejected by tellers—ayes 
81, noes 104, And, sir, finally, the Wilmot pro- 


viso, excluding slavery from all the Territories, | 


was adopted on the yeas and nays, by a vote of 
yeas 115, nays 106. The South, with the excep- 
tion of Mr. Houston, of Delaware, voted against 
it, and both Whigs and Americans from the free 
States all voted for it; and only sixteen Democrats, 
out of some seventy fiom the free States, voted 
against it. Among the distinguished members 
from the free States who voted for it were J. Q. 
Adams, Ashmun, and R, C. Winthrop, of Mas- 
sachusetts; Hamlin, of Maine; and J. A. Rock- 
well, a former distinguished Representative from 
the district which I have now the honor to repre- 
sent. 

In the Senate this amendment was lost, most 
of the Democratic Senators from the North, I be- 
lieve, voting for it; and those even who voted 
against it, so far as their sentiments are recorded, 
did not put their votes upon the ground that Con- 
gress had no power to exclude slavery. Mr. 
Dickinson, to whom I have before alluded, now 
a distinguished Democrat, and, I believe, a pro- 
spective candidate before the Charleston conven- 
tion, although he voted against the Wilmot pro- 
viso, yetacknowledged the authority of Congress 
to pass it, and the propriety of Congress doing it 


ata proper time; placing his objection principally 
upon thé ground that he would not vote for it in an 
appropriation bill' furnishing money for the par- 
pose of procuring a peace. He would, he said, 
willingly vote for it to be a part of any treaty or 
of any resolution by which territory was pro- 
posed to be acquired. Mr. Cass, then a Demo- 
cratic member of the Senate, from Michigan— 
although heat that session voted against it,it being 
generally understood thatat the previous session 
he had expressed his opinion in favor of it—put 
his opposition, not upon the want of authority in 
Congress to pass this proviso, but upon the ground 
that it ought not to be incorporated into a bill ap- 
propriating moncy for this purpose; neither, in 
his opinion, ought it to have been incorporated 


acquired; because, to state his own argument, it 
would put it within the power of one third of the 
Senate to defeat the measure; whereas if it were 
applied, or sought to be applied, when we came 
to the organization óf the Territories, it could be 
adopted by a simple majority vote. 


Illinois—the same, I understand, now a Repre~ 
sentative from that State upon this foor—in re- 
gard to the eonstitutional power of Congress to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories, in the House, 
January, 1847, said: 

“ As to the jurisdiction of Congress over the question of 
slavery, Mr. McCLernanp was clear and confident im his 
views. He believed that Congress could not constitution: 
ally in any way interfere with the institution of slavery in 
the slaveholding States, because the institution was local, 
and subject alone and exclusively to the jurisdiction of the 
States.” * * “Tn regard to the Tertitories 
of the United States, the case was different. In regard to 
them the jurisdiction of this Government was supreme, and 
from very obvious principles. The power to acquire ter- 
ritory is an incident to every Goverument. J exists ex vt 
termini. Every Government has claimed, and many of them 
| have exercised it. This position predicated, what follows? 
Of course, the natural, necessary, and resulting power to 
govern the territory acquired, which, being a corfiplete 
power, of course invulvesthe power to determine whether 
slavery or any other particuiar institution shall exist in the 
Territory.” 

Mr. Chairman, so much for the opinion, then, 
ofa member of this House who joins in the gen- 
eral clamor of sectionalism, as charged against the 
Republican party, because they now insist upon 
the same constitutional power and authority in 
Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery, 
in regard to which he was then so clear and con- 
fident. Doubtless he has changed his views on 
this question, as he has a right to; but I suggest 
whether it is quite proper for him to be so ready 
to join in denunciation ef us, who have not scen 
so clearly why we should change ours. If we 
persist in entertaining the opinions upon this sub- 
ject which he entertained no longer ago than 1847, 
I think he ought to be careful somewhat how he 
charges us with scctionalism, and as being ene- 
mies of the Constitution on that account. 


State of New York, and now a prominent mem- 
ber of the Democratic party, ina speech in the 
Senate, March, 1847, on the three-million bill, 
having spoken in reply to charges then made 
against the people of the North of aggression upon 
southern rights, of the forbearance of the North 
towards the South in having purchased all the 
slave territory which was contiguous to the Terri- 
tories of the United States, without murmur or 
complaint, and agreeing to its admission into the 
Union as slave States, goes on to say: 


“The non-slaveholding States are now asked to go fur- 
ther; to purchase free territory, and leave it open to the 
extension of slavery ; to extend to free soil and to free com- 
munities an evil which our southern friends have told us 


unanimity with which the Legislatures of New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and other States, have acted in reference to 
this proposition, is but an index to the universal opinion 
which pervades the whole North and West. They never 
can give their assent to it. It is regarded by all parties as 
involving a principle which rises far above the fleeting in- 
terests of the day—a principle which they should not be 
asked to yield; for, by yielding it, they would consider them- 
selves instrumental to the extension of what they believe 
to be wrong, and what, in their opinion, nothing but neces- 
sity can justify.” 

Mr. Dix voted for the proviso. 

Senator Dickinson, in the speech from which I 
have already quoted, speaking of resolutions of 
instruction from the Legislature of New York, 
says: 


« This resolution, then, instructs us that when any ter- 


into any treaty by which territories were to be | 


Mr. McCurernanp, a Democratic member from’ 


Mr. Dix, then a Democratic Senator from the 


was forced upon them against their wishes and consent. The | 


: gotiations for a 


-extend it to the introduction as well as to’ 


ritory shall be brought within. our-jurisdiction by the aet 
of Congress—whatever that-act may be—t6 insert insueh, 
an act a fundamental clause prohibiting slavery, (ang so:T 
am ready to.vote, instructed or uninstrueteds) but not toin- 
sett it into an appropriation bill, designed to facilitate ne- 
peace before the negotiation has even com- 
menced.” i : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to read further, 
from another volume of these, debates, from the 
remarks of a statesman, whose opinions, I am 
surc, will be regarded with veneration by some 
gentlemen in this Hotse who have joined. as 
loudly as any in the clamor against the sectional- 
ism, as they term it, of the Republican party. I 
read from the opinions expressed by Henry Cl E 
in the session of 1850, and I will wead not on 
what I designed upon this point, bùt also what 
would be more applicable to another point, should 
1 be so fortunate as to reach it before the éxpira- 
tion of my hour. 

What I read now is from the celebrated speech 
of that statesman, made in the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States in 1850, upon his series of resolutions 
for the settlement of the then existing difficulties.. 
He has been speaking of having called on the 
North, in one resolution, to give up their cher- 
ished policy of the Wilmot proviso; and he says, 
in connection with that: 


“Well, when I called upon them [that is the North] in 
that resolution to do‘this, was I not bound to offer, for the 
surrender of that favorite measure of theirs, some compen- 


| sation~-not an equivalent; by any means, but some- eom- 


pensation—as that spirit of mutual forbearance which ani- 
mates the one side ought, at the same time; to animate the 
other side? What is it that is offered'them? ‘It is a declarau 
tion of what I characterize, and must style, with great def- 
erence to all those who entertain the opposite opinion—L 
will not say incontestable, but to me clear, and I think they 
ought to be regarded as—indisputable truths. And what are 
they? The first is, that, by law, slavery no longer exists in 


| auy portion of the acquisition made by us from the Republic 


of Mexico; and the other is, that, in our opinion, accord- 
ing to all the probabilities of the case, slavery never will be 
introduced into any portion of the tertitories so acquired 
from Mexico.” 

Here you see, Mr. Chairman, that he declares 
it as his opinion, that when these territories had 
been acquired from Mexico, slavery did not le~- 
gally cxist there. So much for that. Then he 
adds, in regard to another point: 

“ Now, really I must say, that the idea that co instanti, 
upon the consummation of the treaty, the Constitation of 
the United States spread itself over the acquired country, 
and carried along with it the institution of slavery, is so 
irreconcilable with any comprehension or any reason which 
I possess, that I hardly know how to meet it? 

Here you hear him, Mr. Chairman, declaring, 
in the first place, that on the acquisition of the ter- 
ritory slavery did not legally exist, and declaring 
further against the doctrine, which is the modern 
doctrine of Democracy, that the moment territor 
is acquired the Constitution extends itself overit 
and carries slavery with it. 

I wish to read further from the same speech, 
where he was replying to the charge that’ the 
North was aggressing.on the South, and that such 
aggressions must cease, or the South would take 
their rights into their own hands and rend the 
Union in twain. He said in regard to that, after 
having spoken of there being no right in Congress 
to legislate on the subject of slavery in the States, 
and that if they should attempt that he would be 
ready with them to take up the sword in defense 
of their rights: 


“But if, unhappily, we should be involved in war, in 
civil war, between the two parts of this Confederacy, in 
which the effort on the one side should be to restrain the 
introduction of slavery into the new Territories, and upon 
the other side to force its introduction there, what a spec- 
tacle should we present to the astonishment of mankind, 
in an effort not to propagate rights, but—l must say it, 
though J trust it will be understood to be said with no de- 
sign to excite feeling—a war to propagate wrongs in the 
territories thus acquired from Mexico. It would be a war 
in which we should have no sympathies, no good wishes 3 
in which all mankind would be against us; in which our 
own history itself would be against us; for, from the com- 
mencement of the Revolution down to the present time, 
we have constantly reproached our British ancestors for 
the introduction of slavery into this country.” 


Go, gentlemen, you who revere the memory 
of Henry Clay, and take from him this rebuke, 
when you proclaim here, in the face of the nation, 
that in case this policy of the Republican party 
—the exercise of the power of Congress to pro- 
hibit slavery in the Territories—is carried out, 
you will rend the Union asunder. 

Then he says, as to the constitutional power: 


* The power, then, Mr. President, in my. opinion—and I 
e prohibition 
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of slavery in the new Territories—does exist in Congress; 
and I think there ‘is.this important distinction between 
slavery outside of the States and slavery inside of the States: 
that all outside of the States is debatable, and all inside of 
the States is not debatable; The Government has no right 
to attack the institation ‘within the States; but whether 
she has, and to what extent she has or has not, the right to 
attack slavery outside of the States, isa debatable question 
—one upon which men may honorably and fairly differ ; 
and, however it may be decided, furnishes, I trust, no just 
occasion for breaking up this glorious Union of yours.”? 


Now, sir, a word further. I quote largely from 
that distinguished man, because I know that his 
opinions on this subject are deemed of value by 
the country. At the same session he is repelling 
an attack from Senator Foote, of Mississippi, on 
account of aJetter which he had then recently 
written to a convention in Ohio, proposing to cele- 
brate the adoption of the ordinance of 1787. On 
that question he says: 

cc I was invited to attend the celebration of the anniver- 
sary of the passage of the ordinance of 1787; and I think I 
gave a very delicate rebuke to the parties sending me an 
invitation to the celebration of any such day. T said it was 
the first time the day had been celebrated, although sixty 
years have elapsed since the passage of that ordinance. T 
added, and I ad here and everywhere, that not one of 
them, that no man in the United states, was more opposed 
than y was to the introduction of slavery into any of the 
new Territories of this country by positive enactments of 
law, and that I did not believe there oxisted, under the 
present state of what I conceive to be the laws of Mexico, 
any right on the part of any Individual to carry slaves there. 
"That is what was in the letter.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am ready, so far as all 
the purposes, all the designs, all the wishes of the 
Republican party of the country with regard to 
the institution of slavery in the Territories is con- 
cerned, to rely on the doctrines announced in 
these three particulars, by the Senator from whom 

, I have quoted, ifthey shall be carried out: in the 
first place, declaring that by law slavery did not 
exist in the Territories when we had acquired 
them from Mexico; in the next place, repudiating 
this modern doctrine of Democracy, that eo in- 
stanti the Constitution spread itself over the Tor- 
ritorics acquired, and carried with it slavery; and 
then adding that uio man was more opposed than 
he to introducing slavery there by positive enact- 
ment. I say that, with these three positions main- 
tained, there is no way in which slavery can ever 
find a legal foothold in any of the Territories of 
the Government. And yet we are defamed be- 
cause we advocate the doctrine of the power of 
Congress to exclude it, Go tarnish, if you can, 
with the breath of your calumny, the bright lus- 
ter of his fame. If it was rightin him, it cannot 
be treagon in us. 

Again he says, on another point: 

GI have made no change, From the earliest moment 
when I could consider the institution of slavery, Ihave held, 
and I bave said, from that day down to the present, again 
and again, and shall go down to the grave with the opinion, 
that it is an evil, a social and political evil, and thatitisa 
wrong as it resptets those who aresubject to the institution 
ofslavery. These are my opinions. Í quarrel with no man 
for holding contrary opinions; and it is perfectly trae that 
in my own State, about this time last year, I addressed a 
letter to a friend, in which I suggested these opinions, and 
sketched out what appeared to me might be a practical plan 
for the gradual emancipation of slavery in Kentucky. Phat 
letter E chose to put on record. Tkaew at the moment when 
J wrote that letter at New Orleans, as well as E know it 
this moment, that a majority of the poopie of Kentucky 
would not adopt my scheme, or probably any project what- 
ever of gradual emancipation. Perfectly well did T know 
it; but, sir, | was anxious thatif any one of my posterity, 
or any human being who comes after ine, should have oc- 
casion to look into my sentiments andascertain what they 
were on this great institution of slavery, they should find 
them ou record there. And, ineffectualas Isaw the pro- 
ject woutd be, I felt it was a duty which Lowed to myself, 
to truth, to my country, and to my God, to record iny sen- 
tinents.” k * he + * kd K * 

“ But, sir, E desire th 
ance of no man, T des 


sympathy of no man, the forbear- 
to escape from no responsibility 


of my publie conduct on account of my age, or from any | 


other ¢ Į ask for none. Fam ina p 
Mr. Pr nt, if you will allow me to say so, wilhoutany 
earthly object of ambition before me; separated, toa great 
extont, from all the carthly tics which connect a mortal 
with his being during this traasitory state. I am here, Cx- 


iarsituation, | 


pecting soon to go henee ; and owing no responsibility but į 


that which E owe to my own conscience and to God. Ready 
to express my opinions upon all and every subject, fam 
determined to do so; and no imputation, no threat, no men- 


ace, no application of awe or terror to me, will be avail- | 


iug in restraining me from expressing them. 
whatever. The honorable Senator, if he chooses, may 
deem me an Abolitionist. Be it s0.” 

Sir, that was-indced a sublime spectacle. The 
great Senator, standing in his place in the Sen- 
ate—a place which he had so long oceupied, and 
which no living man can fill—his head silvered 


None; none j 


by the frosts of age, and his frame enfeebled by 
gathering infirmities; yet his eye undimmed, his 
proud spirit unbroken,. his patriotism uncor- 
rupted, thrusting all earthly temptations behind 
him, desirous only to speak wise words of coun- 
sel to the living, and to record them for posterity. 
Never did his sun shine with more surpassing 
brilliancy, not even when it rode proudly at its 
zenith, than now, as in its unclouded and tran- 

uil getting, it threw back its level beams upon 
these transpiring events in his country’s history. 


One more extract, Mr. Chairman, and I have. 


done with them. Danie! Webster, in a speech in 
the Senate, in 1848, on the Oregon bill, said: 

«I rest on these propositions: 1. That when this Consti- 
tution was adopted, nobody looked tor any new acquisition 
of territory to be formed into slaveholding States; 2. That 
the principles of the Constitution prohibited, and were in- 
tended to prohibit, all iaterference of the General Govern- 
ment with slavery as it existed, and as it still exists, in the 
States. And then, looking to the operation of these new 
acquisitions, which have in this great degree had the effect 
of strengthening that interest in the South by the addition 
of these five States, I (cel that there is nothing unjust, noth- 
ing of which any honest man can complain, if he is intelli- 
gent; and I feel that there is nothing with which the civil- 
ized world, if they take notiec of so humble a person as 
myself, will reproach me, when T say, as T said the other 
day, that I have made up my mind, for one, that under no 
circumstances will I consent to the further extension of the 
area of slavery inthe United States, or to the further increase 
of slave representation in the House of Representatives.” 

Now, sir, I have shown the committee that 
such was the position of all parties at the North, 
both Whigs and Democrats, at the time when 
this proposition was introduced into the Congress 
of the United States; and also of Clay thereafter, 
in the great discussions of the Senate on the com- 
promise measures of 1850; and that they sustain 
most completely the position of the Republican 
party to-day, and as completely condemn the 
doctrines of our opponents. T had intended, sir, 
to follow this subject down through the various 
changes of the Democracy on this question to their 
present unfortunate position, but time will not 
permit, , 

Sir, it has been customary here, with many 
members on the other side, to close their speeches 
with a distinct avowal ofthe purpose of the South 
in the event of the election of a Republican Pres- 
ident in the coming contest, which they seem to 
anticipate. And weare told in vivid language that 
she will forbear nolonger; that she will then strike 
the blow which will shatter the Union; that she 
will then draw the sword and throw away the 
scabbard; that her sons will then light the fires 
on all her hill-tops; that they will then rush to 
battle with flaming torches and gleaming daggers. 
All this I regard as simply a picture of the ima- 
gination. Wiser counsels will prevail. 

The Republican party will pursue a better 
course. If by the voice of the people it shall be 
called to power, it will take possession of the Gov- 
ernment, and administer it with strict regard to the 
constitutional rights of all; but whether in pros- 
perity or adversity, whether in victory or defeat, 
it will be truc and steadfast to the Constitution 
and the Union; and its members, in whatever po- 
sition, will not be unmindful of the great trust 
committed to them by their fathers; but, as faith- 
ful stewards, will endeavor so to manage it that 
they may pass it down to posterity an unimpaired 
inheritance. 
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Mr. CORWIN. I rise to inquire what is the 
subject under discussion at this time? (Laughter. ] 
_ TheCLERK. The question before the [louse 
is the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Towa Mtr. Contis] on Thursday last. 

Mr. CORWIN. Then the speech of the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Barxspare] to which we have all 


THOS. CORWIN, | 


listened with a good deal of interest, has been | 


made, I understand, upon the point of order. If 
that is the subject before the House, I have no 
reply. No speech could be made in reply to that 
we have just listened to, which would be in order, 
according to my understanding of the subject, 


upon the matter which is before the House. I 
think that it would be well enough to make as 
hear an approximation as can possibly be made 
in our unorgahized condition to the rules of par- 
liamentary law, for the present. Though I should 
like to have the liberty to reply to some of the 
proposuions discussed by the gentleman from 

ississippi, I must consider myself deprived of 
that right. 

And now that the Clerk has been kind enough 
to recall to us the lost memory of the fact that 
there are numerous points of order pending, I 
think it would be well to make some motion upon 
that subject. I haveabstained from making any 
of these motions heretofore, though I have felt, as 
much as any gentleman, the difficulty under which 
we labor by reason of having no rules laid down 
since our coming togcther in December, by which 
anybody could determine what was in order. I 
was about to move, under these circumstances, 
that we proceed to a ballot. We have done such 
things before [laughter] with very little success, 
I admit, but I believe it is understood that if we 
ever do organize the House, it must be by voting. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Barxs- 
DALE] wants to get rid of this cumbrous business, 
and I will say to the gentleman that the only way 
to accomplish it is by voting; and I say further 
to him, that if he should be elected, I will pledge 
him that the State of Ohio will not dissolve the 
Union on that account. Now, this is a very seri- 
ous matter, though, atthe same time, itso happens 
that almostevery goodor grave subject discussed 
by men will have something ludicrous about it, 

his farce we have been enacting for seven weeks, 
very much to our amusement, is, as we hear it 
very frequently remarked, and sometimes much 
to the disturbance of some gentlemen here, be- 
ginning to be, in the minds of the people of this 
country, a serious matter. If every gentleman 
here who has a duty to discharge, and who was 
sent here to do the business of this great Republic, 
would put this matter to his conscience as he 
does other subjects ;which involve questions of 
conscientious duty, surely we would begin to think 
seriously what we have to do. 

I know that there are some very plausible argu- 
ments—and to me they are difficult to get over—in 
favor of clecting a Speaker of the House by the 
majority of votes of members. I was reminded 
the other day by one of my friends, residentin this 
city, with whom I have long had most agreeable 
and friendly intercourse—a gentleman in good 
standing with the present: Administration, and 
therefore I do not wish to give his name, lest it 
might bring him into disrepute, [laughter,]—that 
there was something in the election of Speaker 
more than I had supposed; that in a certain event 
he might become President of the United States. 
I confess that puzzled me a little. Tt may be so; 
byt I do not think it important that we should in- 
corporate that idea into opr purposes, as one of 
the contingencies that may arise. It is hardly 
oe that oes gentlemen who are elected 

President and ‘Vice President will be amiable 
enough to dic for the benefit of the Speaker of the 
House. Ido not know what God in his provi- 
dence may have in store for us. But such a contin- 
gency never has happened; and therefore I think 
we should not give it a marked place in our con- 
siderations of the question of the Speakership of 
this House. Something has been said by the gen- 
tleman (Mr. Barxspare] touching this very sub- 
ject; and I, reserving my rights under such rules 


‘of orderas we may come to establish between this 


and the next century, desire to say something on 
the generil propositions that have been so ably 
presented to the House by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. ` This Helper book! Ido not know 
what we shall be driven to in this course of dis- 
cussion and in this line of thought. It may come ` 
to pass, according to the opinion of some, that 
that liberty of the press which has been called, in 
the classical language of almost every body in the 
country, the palladium of our rights, (I confess 
itis a palladium which we do not respect ver 
much just at this time,) shall have to be restricted. 
Vhere it is, however, baptized by that name; and, 
in truth, if we could come to the right considera- 
tion of it, I believe it would be found that no free 
Government in the world has yet existed with- 


| out a free press as its consequence, ora free press 
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as its cause. So that we must be content to take 
this freedom of the press as it has been given to 
us, as we now have it, with all its uses and its 
abuses; and, like wise men, we endeavor to tram- 
mel up the evil consequences that follow from its 
licentiousness, seeing that we enjoy all the great 
blessings that follow from its proper use. 

Now, the gentleman read, as the bitterest drop 
in the cup, some paragraphs from the Helper 
book, advising that the frec laboring population of 
the South, not holding slaves, shall abstain from 
communication with those who do own slaves. 
Now, I wish to ask gentlemen of the South what | 
they suppose would be the result of placing this 
book in the hands of the non-slaveholding people 
of the South? The question would simply be 
submitted by those non-slaveholding men of the 
South to the whole State, whether slavery should 
be abolished or not; and if it should be determined 
to abolish slavery, would anybody have a right 
to complain of that State abolishing slavery, more 
than to complain of her for adopting it? Gentle- 
men have greatly overrated the consequences of 
that little book. I know you say, or you have 
said, that it shows the disposition of the North to 
interfere with slavery in the South. How does 
itshow that disposition? It was written, as every- 
body knows, by a man who had his citizenship 
or habitation in North Carolina until he left there 
to go to the city of New York. Whois to blame, 
then, if we may trace back effect to cause? You 
say that Mr. Sewarp made a speech in Rochester, 
some time in the year of grace 1858, and that from 
that hascome the invasion of Virginia, by twenty- 
three men, headed by John Brown. Sir, if North 
Carolina had not brought up this man among her 
own slave institutions, we never should have had 
the Helper book. No northern man has written | 
such a book as that; and if he had written such a 
hook, is it possible that any institution existing 
ina Christian and enlightened community like the 
South can be overthrown by a pamphlet? In a 
congregation of children of the same family, I 
should avoid a subject which might disturb our 
relations. I would not like to throw into the face 
of my brother one of his evil habits; nor would 
you, my friends. 

If we had met on the 5th of December, all of us 

: interested in some great joint-stock company, with 
a capital of 100,000,000, and all of us desiring 
to fix the dividend to the stockholders, and if we 
could not proceed to our business till we had ap- 
pointed some chairman, docs anybody believe that 
the question of slavery would have entered into 
our deliberations at all? It never would have 
been heard of in the case I have supposed. The 

uestions would have been about the dividend. 
e would say, ‘ Let us look to the books; that 
is our business.”? That is preciscly the condi- 
tion, constitutionally considered, of the two hun- 
dred and thirty-seven respectable gentlemen as- 
sembled here. IJ say that in no ironical sense at 
all, because we have a certificate that we are re- 
spectable men. ; 

Let us consider how we are to meet the diffi- 
culty. DC hope that no man in this Republic has 
yet adopted that despaiying idea of not being able | 
to protect the civil liberties which we enjoy in | 
this grcat Empire of ours. Suppose, then, we had | 


| hollow beach tree.’? [Great laughter.] That tap- 


|i sure he has it in our present version. 


come here on the 5th of December with thegde- 
termination to take care of the estate which had 
been committed to our peculiar care, and which 
has been so often spoken of as the priceless inher 
itance purchased by our fathers. If anything is | 
meant by that language—if it be beyond price— | 
then I say itis too precious to be weighed against 
Black Republicanism, as you call it; then I say | 
it is too valuable to be thrown away in the wild 
turmoil of political strife.. Now, wereprésent the | 


stockholders; and [ think, in justice to/them, we | 


cannot but elect a chairman to pregide at this | 
meeting, so that we may proceed to go the proper | 
business for the performance of which we have 
come together. 

Mr. Clerk, history will show’that Mr. Sew- 
ARD, if he is the great leader of the Republican 
party—and I have almost given up all pretensions 
tothejir leadership since I have been loudly and pos- 
itively repudiated by one side of the House, and 
some on this side have said pretty much the same 
thing—-I say that Mr: Sew arp has never uttered a 
sentiment, and that one cannst be cited iyall the | 


i 
i 
$ 


i he has itin the same sacred book. 


| ham, with her master’s consent—there being some 


I| water. 


"said famished by hunger, laid the bey down tò 


extracts which have begn quoted from hisspeeches 
or hisarguments, more offensive to the South than 
Thomas Jefferson, the apostle of Democracy, did 
utter. I know that my friends from the South are 


| too well acquainted with the history of that great 


man, not to know, as I know, that neither Mr. 
yi veo nor any other Republican—I except the 
Abolitionists, for they are not Republicans, but, 
on”the contrary, generally hold the Republican 
party in utter scorn—I say that in Helper’s book 
nothing is to be found, so far as I know, more 
offensive than utterances long since found in writ- 
ings and speeches of the elder men of the South. 
George Washington himself always said while he 
lived that he should wish, if it were possible, to 
see slavery abolished in the United States. I 
know that Mr. Sgwar, whose tlection as Pres- 
ident of the United States itis said will be the sig- 
nal for civil war in this great Confederacy, has 
never said anything more offensive to the South 
than has been said by your embassador whom 
you have lately commissioned to France, (Mr. 
Faulkner, of-Virginia,) taking it fpr granted that 
the extracts which I have seen quoted from his 
speeches are true extracts. 

The eloquent gentleman wKo has just taken his 
seat [Mr. BARKSDALE] was very much afraid of 
the establishment, by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. Buruineame,] of an anti-slavery 
Bible. Sir, that Bible isa book without which, in 
my judgment, no society can very well exist and 


| hope to advance in morals or otherwise. And yet 


I warn gentlemen, North and South, that it is a 
book which will not do for us to look to alone to 


guide us in the organization of political society of |! 

were sold into slavery, and so they remained, we 
| are told, for four hundred and sevent 
doings of the people of the Old World, which, if į: 
| and repealed the fugitive slave law, very much to 


the present day. We find in the historical parts of 
that book, brief sketches of the laws, usages, and 


not read and pondered more carefully than such 
as we are apt to do, may lead to great errors in 
legislation in this ageand country. We find there 


| enacted very much such scenes, thousands and 


thousands of years ago, as we have been en- 
deavoring to enact in this little sphere of ours—y 
abouta tenth part, I suppose, of this habitable 
globe—which of itself, to the mind of Isaac New- 
ton, or Herschell, or La Place, if they had not 
been bornand lived here, would seem to bea very 
insignificant portion of the universe, And yet 
one would suppose, from the debates we have had | 


here, that we really believed the happiness of all |} 
; face of the sea, and was borne away upon the hot 
|; breath of the winds, a woman, a notable woman, 
| then and there broke forth in a very remarkable | 
i! triumphal song. Miriam, the sister of Aaron, with 
, all the dark-eyed daughters of the fugitive Hebrew 
; slaves, shouted out, “ Sing ye to the Lord, for 
i giononsiy 
h 


worlds, and certainly of untold generations, de- 
pended upon the clection of A, or B, to stand up 
there in that chair, like a‘ Woodpecker tapping a 


ping, sir, has been to us, so far, the only exhibi- 
tion of power or influence belonging to that office, 
about which we have beeg in angry contest for 
the last six weeks. We become so accustomed 
to the sound that we do not think we arc in order 
unless we hear that tapping. We do not think we 
are in Congress unless somebody is calling us to 
order, accompanied, too, by that continuous ever- 
recurring tapping. But, sir, I was referring to 
the allusion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts wanting ananti-slavery Bible How is this, 
sir? One wants an anti-slavery Bible, and he is 
Another 
wantsa pro-slavery Bible, and he isequally certain 
Let each be 
content with his belief, and not interfere here with 
that of his brother; let us not dissolve the Union 


| upon conflicting constructions of the Bible. I 


think it is certain that those patriarchs held slaves, 
and that they transmitted them to their children; 


ject of slavery as practiced in our times. 


but they did not make slaves of their own people; ! 
and some other things are very certain. This fugi- 
tive slave law that we hear so much about: I will 
not pretend to go into particulars, but I think it 
will appear that it, or a rulc something like it, 
had its constructions and repeals in the Bible 
time. 

I think, when the bondwoman Hagar left Abra- 


disturbance in his domestierelations, [much laugh- 
ter,] the boy Ishmacl, not being the child of prom- 
ise, and being in the habit of making impertinent 


l remarks about the conduct of family affairs, 


fi 


wilderness, with a loaf of bread and a bottle of 
We are told that Hagar, being exhausted 


} 
{laughter,] was sent off with his mother into the } 
i 


die, and that the Angel of the Lord’ came there, 
If I remember aright, it isso written in that Book; 


| and-what advice did. he give to this bondwoman: 


and her son? The Angel told this woman that she 
was in very bad circumstances, but not to be dis- 
couraged; to pick up the boy and hold him in‘her 
hands, for he would become a great fillibuster. 
[Roars of laughter.] That is the English of what 
the Angel said, when you use our present word for 
expressing the idea conveyed by the record of this 
remarkable historical fact. His hand would ‘be 
against every man, and every man’s hand would 
be against him. That declaration has been liter- 
ally fulfilled in the progeny of that boy up to this 
very hour; and the only nation that has made an 
impression upon his posterity has been the Frenc: 
in Algiers. The French killed off these fillibus+ 
ters, until they have got them into some very im- 
perfect kind of obedience. From the day that the 
Angel of God made that prophecy in reference to 
this slave boy, his progeny have gone on fillibus- 
tering, fighting, and robbing. ‘This good quality 
they have had, I believe, in all their history: if 
you broke their bread and tasted their salt they 
would die by you. I would that some of our 
southern friends would treat some of our Yankee 
entlemen as well, when they go amongst them. 
feaushter:| The Angel told this mother that she 


i had better go back into slavery. If that Angel 


had been an agent of the underground railway, _ 
then this mother would have been advised to take 
herself and son off to Canada. [Laughter.] < 
So much for the historical fact: That very able 
man who was the father of that boy had another 
family, and they, in a generation or two after this, 


years. At 
the end of that time, God abolished that servitude 


the dismay and astonishment of the pursuing mas- 


i; ters, and greatly to the gratification of those owing 
; labor and service to them. Then he allowed them 


to go home—to their Africa, dr to speak without 
figure, to the home of their fathers. That repeal 
of the Egyptian fugitive slave bill, on the shore 
of the Red sea, with all its incidents, is worthy of 
somenotice now, and atall times. We hear much 
said of women taking part in politics now-a-days. ' 


! Something very like it occurred on’ the occasion 


to which I refer. Just as the bubbling @eath- 
groan of the Egyptian host had risen to the sur- 


hath He triumphed; the horse and his 
rider hath He cast into the sea.’’ That was their 
“ Hail Columbia.” Sir, that song of the proph- 
etess has rung in my cars in day, and ‘often in 
night time; too. In my dreams of the ultimate 
destiny of man, Í have supposed it would ring in 
the cars and agitate the souls of men, till the words 
“ kings and subjects, rulers and ruled,” should be 
lost in two words, ** brothers—sisters.’? I warn 
my brethren from the North and my brethren from 
the South, that they will scarcely agree as to what 
ure the general teachings of the Bible on this sub- 
Ithink 
parts of that Book very clearly inculcate the doc- 
trine, which in our republican form of government 
is held very sacred by us, that the laws of the coun- 


|| try as they were established should be obeyed by 
| all good citizens. Certainly Christ and the Apos- 


tles taught that they did not come to overturn gov- 
ernments, but to search into the wicked hearts of 
men, and subvert the kingdom of Satan therein. 
Mr. BURLINGAME, I dare say, can find some au- 
thority satisfactory to him for his doctrine, and 
Mr. BarxspaLe for his; but both should draw the 
true moral as philosophical Christian historians 
would do, gnd agree that that Book teaches us 
one lesson, at least, which in substance is, that 
in a country like ours, where every man has an 
agency in the making of the laws, all should ren- 
der to them obedience, until they shall be made 
better or be repealed. For unless the laws are 
generally obeyed, we will have nothing but an- 
archy. organized, which cannot be a condition 
pleasing to Him who is the common father of all 
mon. Hence the Republican doctrine ig, that the 
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laws of the country ought to be obeyed. I assert 
that our. Republican: leaders, generals, colonels, 
majors, captains, corporals, and privates, all of 
them. are conservative; and, as a party, a law- 
abiding party; and whosoever believes the con- 
trary, labos under. great ignorance of that party 
and the men who compose it. Li 

Mr. Clerk, Lwish to look for one moment at 

some other historical facts founds in the historical 

ortion of the Bible, having a curious bearing, at 

east, on this question of negro slavery. We are 
told in that same Book that the people of the globe, 
except cight, were destroyed 18 a deluge. Noah 
and fis family only were preserved. That old 
patriarch seems to have been remarkable for noth- 

ing, so faras Í can find out, except for his strong 
faith in the word of God, and his remarkable nau- 
tical adventure. Noah had three sons, from whom 
have sprung all the people now upon the face of 
this globe. . We are told by sacred, and L think, 
pretty fully, too, by. profanc historians, thatJaphet || 
is the father of our race. We, then, are all children 
of that, man. We have, it is truc, to go far back 
to get at it. He ig our original propositus. Shem 
is the father of the migratory, wandering Asiatic 
family: ~ Ham, itis said, was the father of the ne- |) 
grocs. This, I think it will be found, is shown by 
our accredited historical books. Some have won- 
dered how it happened that Japhet, born of the 
same mother, son of the same father, should be a 
gentleman with features and complexion like you 
andmyself;Shem, a yellow fellow, with high cheek 
bones; and Ham, a negro, with black face and 
crisp, curled hair. This difficulty is surmounted 
by one class of ethnologists by attributing the 
difference to climatic influences, in which I think 
there is great plausibility. Be this as it may, the 
relationship is the same. Japhet, it is agreed, 
had large acquisitivencss, and hanes his superior- 
ity; and it may be said with equal truth, that his 
children are not deficient in this capital virtue, for 
such itis held to be in our times by us in this 
model Republic.. They also, itis said, have quick 
and powerful faculties for numerals; and regard 
in theory, as well as practice, the multiplication 
tables as the acme of human knowledge. But || 
let us look at this family imbroglio. We are the || 
sons of Japhet, and the negro is the son of Ifam; 
we are the sons, respectively, of these two broth- 
ers;ang consequently we, the sons of Japhet, are 
cousins to Culfee, he being the son of our uncle 
Ham. Lhave often thoughtif the negro, as scems 
from this account of us to be probable, had really 
that.relationship to us, that we certainly had not 
treated our cousin like a gentleman! fitencwed 
laughter. ] : 

So you sec there are some curious reflections 
belonging to the subject. But, short-sighted mor- 
tals ‘as we are, all we ean do now is to look atthe 
black man as Re is, and the white man as he is. 
One of your statesmen of the South, whom f have || 
had the pleasure of knowing for a good many 
ycars—I allude to Mr. Stephens, of Georgia-—in | 
a recent speech said that he was in favor of Mr. 
Sewarp’s higher law, not exactly in its applica- 
tion, bat he said, that if it be not better for the 
white man as well as the black man, that one 
should be master and the other the slave, they had 
no business with slavery, and should surrender it. 
I give the substance, but perhaps not the exact 
words. All who bave read that gentleman’s speech 
to the people of Georgia will know that I quote 
him fairly. That, I think, is the true philosophic 
ground upon which to put it. If it be better that | 
the negro should stand in the relation of slave, 
better for all concerned, then slavery is right. If}; 
the converse be true, then slavery is wrong, and of 
course, if it be possible, should be peaceably abol- | 
ished. Thus this vexed question is stated and 
submitied to the world by a living, leading south- | 
ern statesman. Let calm reason and fair discus- 
sion by those whom itconcerns ascertain the truth. 
The path of duty is then made plain all. 

Lam not now and here about to argué for either 
side of the question thus generally propounded; 
but one thing I will say: it is not a good thing for 
white or black men to hold negroes as slaves in 
the State of Ohio, because we have tried it. We 
are sure itis better that the black slave should 
not be where the white man has to work by the 
side-ofhim. It is better, we think, that the work 
of our State should be done by its white men. 


| exert that power whenever slavery did not exist 


i deed, ceded to the Confederation the Northwest 


| avery few days, Thomas Jcfferson, one of the per- 
| sons appointed to make this deed, reported to | 


We have concluded, without any doubt, that 
wherever the white man.can live and work, there, 
at least, no system of forced labor should exist. 
It has been ordained that man.-shall “earn his 
bread. by the sweat of hisbrow.’’ There are but 
very few men. living on the face of the earth, if 
they live honestly, who are not compelled to do 
something, by head or hand, or both, for their own 
subsistence. For instance: in the whole fifteen 
southern States there are only about four hun- 
dred thousand. who own slaves. 

Mr. KEITT, (in his seat.) Heads of families. 

Mr. CORWIN. I was speaking of the heads 
of families. That may involve an interest of two 
million people, Let it be so. Tam not particu- 
lar about it. There are eight million white pco- 
ple at the South, are there not? I wish there were 
one hundred million, for I want the South to be 
strong. A great majority of the southern people 
must labor at something, as I doubt not they i . 
They who own slaves are the exceptions to this 
old rule. Iam not about to make any invidious 
or ungracious remarks on these two classes of 
people. Iam frec to admit and happy to say, with 
truth, that, Northand South, we are the most fa- 
vored and the happiest people that ever lived in 
the tide of time, and I think the history of the 
world will prove it. But we will not allow our- 
selves to think so; we are like Mr. Brown in the 
farco—wo will allow ourselves to be “excited !”” 
As there is no hostile flag from any part of the globe 
to disturb the repose of our thirty millions of free 
people, we, of course—such is the frailty and un- 
satisfied nature of man—will find causes for fear- 
ful conflict at least among ourselves. And yetI 
would, under no circumstances, vote to furnish 
men and means to carry on war abroad mercly 
for the sake of avoiding internal strife. J prefer 
what I am sure, if we are not a doomed people, 
is casy and practicable, to put our passions and 
party animosities under recognizance to keep the 
peace where we are. 

Now, as to the reason, so often demanded on 
the other side of the House, why the people of 
North would prohibit slavery in the Territories 
of the United States. Ishall be prepared, I hope, 
to discuss this subject without excitement fully, 
whenever it properly comes before us, after this 
House shall organize. But TI camot forbear a 
hasty view of the subject, even now. It is called 
for by the great misapprehension of gentlemen on 
the other side, and the denunciations founded on 
that misapprehension, to which we have, up to 
this time, listened with a most exemplary pa-7 
tience. The Republican party docs ai, and 
has always claimed, and the Democratic party 
always claimed untilaboutthe year 1852, through- 
out all the North, that Congress had plenary and 
unquestionable power, under the Constitution of 
the United States, to prohibit negro slavery in 
Territories; and that it is the duty of Congress to 


in any Territory where the white man could live 
and wotk. My Democratic fricnd from Ohio 
(Mr. Vatianpicuan] stated here a few days ago 
that the Democratic party had been wrong upon 
that subject—meaning that they had heretofore 
conceded this power and insisted on its exercise. 
Now it is certain, to look at it historically, that, 
in the progress of your Government, the first 
founders of it did proceed upon that principle. 
The ordinance of 1787 was made under the old 
Confedcration; it was made by very many of the 
men who sat in the convention which formed the 

resent Constitution of the United States; and 

irginia, by all her delegates, voted for that ordi- 
nance. 

Mr. COLFAX. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I will say that I have looked | 
up the history of this entire matter; and, as the 
gentleman says his memory is not very clear upon 
the subject, Tail quote it from my memory of 
the official record. In 1784, the State of Virginia, | 
through commissioners appointed to make her 


Territory. Immediately after that cession, within 
Congress an ordinance for the government of all 


the Territories of the United States then ceded, 
or that might thereafter be ceded, to the United 


States, down to the thirty-second parallel of lati- 


| that. those views were expressed. 


| permit me to sa 


tude. That was then the southern boundary of 
our Union, In that ordinance, he, a Virginia dale- 
gate, who had signed the deed, drafted and pro- 
posed to. Congress the ordinance for the govern- 
ment ofall the Territories—the north western and 
southern territory that might be ceded—providing 
that, after 1800, neither slavery nor involuntar 
servitude should be permitted in any of them. It 
failed, though it received sixteen votes in the af- 
firmative, and seven in the negative, because it did 
not receive a majority of the States, as required 
by the Articles of the Confederation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It failed because it 
contained that very provision. 

Mr. COLFAX I state only the historical 
facts. 

Mr. MILLSON. There is no doubt, as the 
gentleman has said, and as the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Corwin] has before remarked, that 
the opinions which he has imputed to Washing- 
ton, Jefferson, and other distinguished statesmen 
of theante-revolutionary period, were entertained 
by them. But it. should be remembered that it 
was before the abolition of the African slave trade 
It was while 
standing in the living presence of the victims of 
that traffic that their opinions were formed. It 
wag natural, sir, and almost unavoidable, that they 
should think on slavery only as.a part of that le- 
galized system of rapine and plunder. They at 
least would regard it as the motive prompting men 
to the perpetration of crime. They did not see 
slavery as we see it. Indeed, sir, it was not then, 
as it isnow, a social system established between 
two classes of our own native population, in- 
tended to promote the welfare and happiness of 
both; an institution of society, claislintins a just 
and wise subordination and dependence between 
two races, living together in almost equal numbers, 
who socially never could be equal, and whom, 
therefore, political equality would convert into 
fierce and implacable enemies. 

Mr. CORWIN. I thank the gentleman. That 
is what I was going to say myself, but the gen- 
tleman has expressed it much better than I should 
have done it. I was about to refer to that ordi- 
nance of 1787, whence I deduce the conclusion 
that the men of that day did believe that it was 
the best thing they could do with the five States 
provided for in that ordinance—to prohibit negro 


; slavery there. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
a word here? Mr. Madison 
expressly states that the object of that prohibition 
was to take away the field left open for the im- 
portation of Africans. 

Mr. CORWIN. I was about to speak of that 
opinion of Mr. Madison. I know from conver- 
sations, which even so young a man as myself 
has had, with the men of that period, that Vir- 
ginia had some reasons for agreeing to the prohi- 
bition of slavery in that part of the Territory 
altogether unconnected with the institution of sla- 
very. But I shall insist that the main reasons 
were the objection to slavery itself. Virginia was 
then a great State, as she isnow. ‘* There were 
giants in those days.’’ She was afraid that the 
rich Jands of the Northwest, with slavery tolera- 
ted there, would induce eminent men whom she 
had at home to go there; and she did not wish to 
part with those illustrious men. She wished to 
keep them where they were. Virginia wanted 
then, as she wants now, and asevery State wants, 
to keep as mucH greatness and as much glory in 
their old homes as possible. Something like that 
was in operation then, But I can hardly suppose 
that that was the controlling motive with the great 
men who did that greatact, Their often-cxpressed 
abhorence of slavery proves it was not. A great 
act it was for good, for lasting good, as subse- 
quent events have shown. It was provided that 
all the States that were to come into the Federal 
Union under that ordinance should prohibit sla- 
very; and it was under that provision that Ohio, 
the first State that came in underit, excluded sla- 
very in her State constitution. 

Now, what did these men believe? They were 
wise men, philosophic statesmen. The terrific 
storm of the Revolution had blown over them; 
and we all know that the minds of men, after hav- 


| ing been much agitated, and relieved from the 


causes of that agitation, then become so calm that 
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in no period of their livesare they so well situated 
for cool reason or calm reflection as immediately 
after such an event. They were Americans. They 
were republicans; I do not use the terms in a party 
sense. They called themselves Republicans. We 
call oursclves so now; and we do believe we are 
following in our principles this day right after 
them. What I beg anybody to convince me of 
is, that I am mistaken iu that. When so con- 
vinced, if that be possible, I shall surely acknowl- 
edge my mistake, and abandon my, present con- 
victions. The great, the good as well as great 
men of 1787 ordained by law that there never 
should be any slavery in that part“of Virginia 
which had been ceded to the United States by the 
deed of 1784. Would they have done so if they 
had considered slavery to be a good institution? I 
think not. There was no overruling necessity 
for such a prohibition arising outof circumstances 
unconnected with slavery. It was their belief that 


the greatest blessing they could bestow upon these | 
five new States was the prohibition of negro sla- | 


very. They thought that an industrious, intelli- 
gent community of free white men, having no de- 
graded labor among them, was the best commu- 
nity that could be established. .I suppose they 
had read Montesquicu, and believed with him that 
without virtue, honesty, and intelligence, a Re- 
public is impossible. I suppose that is a maxim 
on which everybody agrees. They believed that 


sort of system would be best promoted in a coun- | 
try where white men can work, by saying that | 


there should be no forced labor there. 

I am not considering now whether or not these 
great men were mistaken. I only wish, at this 
point, to say, that this much-abused Republican 
party, so much misunderstood to-day, is acting 
exactly as these men acted in 1787, who, whether 
under the Constitution or under the Articles of 
Confederation, forbade slavery in all the north- 
western country, and forbade it because they 
thought it, as all their declarations at that time 
prove, a great evil, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The question was 
then one to be settled and adjudicated, and there 
is no analogy between those gentlemen and the 
gentlemen of the present day. 

Mr, CORWIN. Lam only showing what those 
men thought. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. They had a right 
to think so, because it was an unadjusted ques- 
tion then. Now, it is a res adjudicata. 

Mr, CORWIN. Iam not now treating of the 
constitutional power; I am speaking of the pol- 
icy; the power I shall touch presently. You de- 
nounce Republicaus because they think that negro 
slavery is an evil. [am showing, from our well- 
authenticated history, that Republicans have the 
same opinions, as to slavery and its evils, as those 
held by the men who founded our Government. 
I prove this by what they did and said. 

{Here Mr. Corwin was interrupted by a ques- 
tion from the other side.] f 

Mr. CURTIS. Įbeg gentlemen to allow the 
honorable gentleman to go on with his remarks; 
for, if he enters into conversational discussion 


with those around him, only a very small portion | 


of the members can hear him. 


Mr. CORWIN., Itisnot of much accounttoany- 


body but myself. What I mean to say now—and 
Thopeall sides of this House will understand me to 
say—is, that if the men of 1787 had believed that 
slavery was hot only a benign institution, but one 
that was friendly to the white man in that climate, 
they would nok have rohibitedit. They were not 
the kind of men to do anything for party expe- 
` diency. They were not contending as to who 
should hammer this House to order. They were 
laying deep the foundations of this mighty Em- 
pire; and they acted under the profound respons- 
ibility which such a condition of things imposed. 
They spoke with sincerity; they acted with sin- 
cerity, 1n the presence of that God who they be- 
lieved, and I believe, had most manifestly bared 
hisright arm in every battle-field of the Revolution 
in favor of our right of self-government and in- 
dependence. They, then, seeing that there was a 
territory not yet comprehended within the limits 
ofany State, h 
a State, prohibited the existence of slavery therein. 
That is what they did; and such men must have 
done that act for the reason that they believed it 


aving no power to do anything as | 


right, and thought, as we Republicans think, that 
slavery isa great evil, at least in any climate where 
white men and free laborers can live and work. 

That territory of Virginia, which she claimed 
under a very old charter, was no longer the terri- 
tory of Virginia. It was regarded as territory ac- 
quired by the common blood and treasure of the 
people of the Confederacy, justas your territories 
won from Mexico; and, under these circum- 
stances, they then declared: “ We will, under this 
Confederation, agree that there shall be no slavery 
in this territory, thus won by the common blood 
and treasure of us all.’ They so ordained; and 
they made it a matter of compact forever between 
the existing Government that every State formed 
out of that territory should always exclude sla- 
very. Ido not say what effect that would have 
under our modern notions about compacts. Per- | 
haps, in modern times, we might believe that a 
State, after it came into the Union, no matter what 
bargain it made to get in, was such a mysterious 
and omnipotent sovercign that all obligations | 
passed from it, and ceased to have binding effect. 
Be this as it may, my purpose is now to show 
what were the views of those men, the founders 
of our Government, respecting slavery. That is 
the fact Į wish to show. 

Now, then, suppose another Territory tọ be 
acquired by the common blood and the common 
treasure of the United States, in a latitude like 
that of the Northwestern Territory. The Repub- 
lican party say, “ We will exclude slavery from 
that ‘Territory as the framers’ of the Constitution 
under the Confederation did exclude it from just 
such territory as that.” And if we do that, are 
we to be charged with an attempt willfully to 
subvert the institutions of this country and to do 
wrong to the South? If those old fathers of the 
Revolution—our fathers, the fathers of our nation, 
| the authors of all that we boast of and all that is 
around us—if they acted in this way, may you 
not pardon us for doing just as they did? Are | 
we not, at least, excusable for entertaining the 
opinion that it would be better to confine the in- 
stitution to its present limits, or certainly to ex- 
clude it from a new Territory, as they did? If 
youthink they acted well and wisely upon this 
subject, itis your duty, under like circumstances, 
to imitate their example, not calculating too curi- 
ously,as they did not, about a few dollars’ worth 
of slave property, which you may not be able 
to sel], or carry with you into each Territory; 
but considering asghey did,and pondering deeply 
and profoundly, what is to be the effect upon the 
people who are to live in the Territories, from 
gencration to generation and from time to time, 
during the whole period of man’s history in the 
world. Well, you will say, they may have been 
wrong. Admit that irreverent, preposterous sup- 

osition, and answer me, boastful, self-sufficient, 

emocracy, do you blame us for having an affec- | 
tionate regard for the memory of those old men, 
and a fixed belief that their acts were wisely and 
well done, and might be safely imitated by the 
Democratic sages of 1860? 1 hope you will not 
say that lam out of order, on either side of the 
House, when I declare, in the presence of God, 
that I do believe, that if we had twenty of these 
very men in this House, this question would not 
even be mooted, and we should have organized | 
in one day. We do not work as they worked; 
we do not talk like them; and, worst of all, we 
do not think as they thought. 

Why are we, I ask again, to be denounced as | 
bad men for desiring to act as our fathers acted? | 
We wish to do just what they did under similar | 
circumstances. We desire, if the country gives us 
| the power, to do all things rightly; and in doing so, 
| we turn to the bright examples of better days for | 
| our guide. Unhappily for us, the Northand the 
| South have no confidence in each other, and mad- 
| ness rules the hour. You think you have diverse 
| and opposing interests. This is all a mistake, a | 
į great mistake. Whatever promotes the interest į 

of Alabama and Mississippi is, in a national point 
| of view, equally favorable to the interest of the 
| Stateof Ohio, One gentleman has spoken of Ohio 
as an empire State. If she be sucha State, is not | 
Alabama made stronger by her connection with 
| a strong rather than a weak State? In any na- 
tional conflict Alabama has a powerful ally. In 
this view, it is too plain for argument that every 


State is interested in the prosperity of ever 4 
and each in the prosperity and happiness of ally 
We are not rivals, we are brothers: And- here E 
may ask, without egotism, why is young Ohio sé 
powerful? . Kentucky is older by many years} 
whilst, with a climateand soil unsurpassed by few; 
perhaps none, in the Union; with a people: sur- 
passed by ho community for enterprise, for-cour- 
age, for constancy, forall the qualities whichgive 
character and influence and just pride to States, 
Ohio certainly, from some cause, has ‘very far 
excceded her elder sister in developing wealth, 
population, and all that constitutes a strong and 
powerful State. Why isthis so? The cause, E 
think, will be found in facts which-give. Ohio no 
cause to boast of herself, but iw that very: insti- 
tution which forms the topic of all this debate. 
Kentucky is my native State. I knew her well; 
I knew her great men, and love them and honor 
them; but Ohio and her, side by side, joined itr 
heart as well as neighborhood—look at chemi cand 
youwin see the difference between them to which 
refer. : 

I referred to our unnatural alienation of friendly 
feeling, as exhibted here, both North and South. 
How often has my eloquent young friend from: 
Massachusetts been quoted with the most wither~ 
ing severity of comment? If Mr. BURLINGAME has’ 
spoken, in a fervid oration, of an anti-slavery Bi+ 
ble, cannot you indulge that ardent, honest, gifted 
younggentleman ina little rhetoric? [Laughter.]: 
Do you suppose that he wants to bring up a new 
| Bible or a new God? He comes. from a Chris- 


| tian community; he sprang from an old race of x 
e thought he had found in the 


Christians. 
| Bible something that is contrary to the relation 
‘ between master and slave; and so he did; and he 
| formed his speech accordingly. Treat him kindly; 
i show him his error, if you deem it error; this is- 
| your duty. Both of you are mistaken, allow me 
| to say, in supposing that you are to get out of 
the Bible any very specific authority for. your re- 
spective dogmas. You had better take the Con- 
stitution for your basis, at least. Reason with: 
him and with us. Persuade. us, if you can; but 
| let me tell you that whatever opinion you may: 
have of northern men, you should know. you can’ 
not drive them. If northern. men conceive there- 
is occasion to stake their ‘lives, they do not. held 
back from doing so. There is history, that may’ 
be studied with profit, touching this. matter. 3 
My colleague, Mr. Cox, spoke of a meeting 
upen the western reserve in Ohio. He is a-young 
gentleman, a rising man, and, if he does not get 
: bad habits upon the Democratic side of the House, 
i may come to something someday hence. [Laugh+ 
ter.) He amused himself with the comic power 
he possesses in imitating. the nasal twang of the 
Yankees of that reserve. It sounded strange to, 
you, as it did to him; and so it did to the army of 
Prince Rupert at Marston Moor, when: the an- 
| cestors of these men. rushed into battle against 
the mailed chivalry and curled darlings of the 
court of Charles I. What happened then? Some- 
thing worthy to be noted, and not forgotten. 
Stout Cromwell and his unconqucrable Ironsides, 
when the day was well nigh lost, charged with 
| resistless fury upon the proud columns of that 
i host of gentlemen, as they were boastfully de- 
| nominated, and lo! Prince Rupert. and. his host 
| were no longer there. They were scattered asthe 
i dried leavesof autumn are before the.storm-blast 
of the coming winter. That same nasal twang 
rang out, on that day, their well-known war. cry, 
“the sword of the Lordand Gideon.” These Yan- 
kees are a peculiar people; they are an industri- 
ous, thriving, pains-taking race of men. The frail- 
ties of these men grow out of thcir very virtues, - 
those stern virtues which founded liberty in Eng- 
land, and baptized it in their own blood upon 
Bunker Hill, in America. They will do. so again 
if there is a necc&sity for it. tisa hard matter 
to deal with men who do verily believe that God 
Almighty and his angels encamp round about 
them. What do they care for earthly things or 
earthly power? Whatdo they care for kings, and 
lords, and presidents? They fully believe they: 
are heirs of the King of Kings. In the hour of 
battle they seem to themselves to stand, like the 
great Hebrew leader, in the cleft of the rock; the 
glory of the most high God passes by them, and 
they catch a gleam of its brightness. If you come 
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inconflict with the purposes of such men, they will 
regard duty. as everything, life as nothing. So it 
appeared in our war of the Revolution, The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi said that the North got 
more revolutionary pensions than the South. I 
‘do not know how that is. How did it happen? 
Gentlemen tell me they would not have pensions 
in the South.. I am glad if it be so. p 

I happen to know professionally, something of 
revolutionary claims for lands. Virginia, when she 
ceded the Northwestern Territory to the United 
States, reserved all the lands lying between the 
Little Miami and Scioto rivers, to satisfy the claims 
of her troops in the Virginia line on continental 
establishment... A large district in Kentucky had 
been taken up to satisfy the same class of claims. 
All the reservation in Ohio has been absorbed, 
and still land warrants come, and scrip has been 
granted; and the Virginia line on continental 
establishment is not yet satisfied. Sir, it has 
seemed to us that the army of Xerxes might have 
all claimed and been satisfied before this time. 
But this is all aside and apart from the proper 
subject before us. Iam not now, never have been, 
and never will be, one to so far violate history 
and good taste as to draw invidious distinctions 
between this or that State or colony, who, by their 
combined valor, won the independence of all the 
States. While I must always venerate the men 

` of New England of that-day, I still turn with un- 
abated admiration to those of the South, especially 
to Virginia—glorious ‘Old Dominion,” illustri- 
ous alike for her heroes in war and her sages in 
peace; and if it depend on vote or effort of mine, 

*the last land warrant of the last descendant of her 
revolutionary heroes shall be located on lands, if 
such can be found, rich as the delta of the Nile; 
in a climate, if it be possible, healthful as was 
Eden ere yet sin had brought death into the home 
of the first family of man. 

Mr. Clerk, itis my wish to show that the Repub- 
lican party, which proposes to prohibit slavery in 
Territories, is, in that principle, following the ex- 
ample of the men of the revolutionary period, both 
before and after the adoption of the Constitution. 
The ordinance of 1787, prior to, or rather cotem- 
porary with, the Constitution, shows thatthe men 
who, under the Confederation, enacted that ordi- 
nance, thought it most wise and beneficial towards 
slave and free States both to prohibit slavery in 
the Northwestern Territory. Now, if these men 
were wise men—if they wore patriots—then what 
is the Republican party? It proposes to cen- 
tinue their policy; to imitate their example; to fol- 
low in their footsteps; and this is all on the sub- 
ject of slavery which we propose to do. Were 
the men of 1787 wrong, then indeed in this par- 
ticular is the Republican party wrong. Lf they 
were right in the policy which dictated the ordi- 
nance of 1787, then is the Republican party right, 
andthe Democratic party wrong—totally, entirely 
wrong. Bat you say this ordinance was not en- 
acted under the Constitution, but prior to it; and 
that under and by virtue of the Constitution, we 
have no power to prohibitslavery in Territories by 
acts of Congress. Let us now see what the fathers 
said on that subject; and, particularly, let us ob- 
serve what they did. I must insist on the point 
of examining into what the elder men of the Re- 
public did, for this reason: these men made, pon- 
dered, studied, adopted the Constitution. They 
had. great vencration for it; and all of them who 
acted under it, whether'in legislative, executive, 

_ or judicial capacity, took a solemn oath to sup- 
port and not to violate it. If they were honest, 
(and I think that we will scarcely dispute it,) 
then, if they did violate the Constitution, they 
were ignorant men, and did not understand their 
own work as well as we sages here assembled. I 
think the characteristic modesty of this House 
will scarcely assert the latter proposition! 

Passing by many facts in our political history 

which threw some light on the subject before, let 
us pause a moment at the year 1820. Not long 
before this time we had passed through our second 


war with Great Britain. At that time, I began to | 


look out upon the political affairs of the world 
with thatinterest which both novelty and import- 
ance would inspire in ali young minds. I read 
the arguments in the Missouri case with a great 
deal ofcare. Although the sentiment of the coun- 
try was generally against me, I then formed the | 


opinion that Missouri had a right to come into the 
Union with slavery. I thought that right was 
founded upon the treaty stipulations by which 
that Territory was acquired. The-treaty, rati- 
fied as it was by the Senatc, two thirds of that 
body coneurring, became, in the language of the 
Constitution, ‘the supreme law of the land.” 
What was. Louisiana when we acquired her? 
Anybody who knows the history of the times, 
will know what she was. A little settlement, old, 
it is true, but so small in population that it would |; 
be made by the Yankees of this day ina very few 
months. What was the reason of that acquisi- 
tion? All who have looked into the current his- 
tory of the West, from 1790 up to about 1803, 
know that western men, the ancestors of those |i 
who. now boast so much of our loyalty to the || 
Union, were threatening to break off from those |} 
now living east of the Alleghanies, and to make 
an independent confederation west of it, and to || 
force frec trade to the sca through the mouth of 
the Mississippi. Jefferson was alarmed, and the 
whole country was alarmed, as you will see if you 
read the debates of 1802 and 1803, in and out of 
Congress, while this matter was going on. Every- || 
body West demanded that we should go into war 
with Spain, because she would not let us trade j 
through the mouth of the Mississippi; and most || 
eloquent and impressive speeches were made, en- |! 
forcing the idea that there was danger of a west- |! 
ern secession, unless trade was made easy to the 
Gulf of Mexico through the Mississippi River. |! 
Mr. Jefferson, without any constitutional author- 
ity whatever, as he himself thought and openly |; 
avowed, authorized our ministers in France to ne- 
gotiate for the purchase of Louisiana, which had 
then but recently fallen into the hands of France. 
It was to avoid war that it was done. That was 
the motive. Itseems, by the subsequent purchases 
of Florida, and more recently of California and 
New Mexico, that there was authority for acqui- 
sition all the while lurking in the treaty-making 
and war-making powers. i 
Mr. BARKSDALE. . I merely stated the fact 
that the crowning achievement of Mr. Jefferson’s 
administration was the acquisition of slave terri- 


tory. I did not say how much slavery there was 
in the Territory. LT asserted the fact, which the 
gentioman from Ohio will not undertake to deny, 
that it was slaveholding territory; that slaves in | 
the territory were recognized as property; and | 
that the Government pledged itself by the treaty | 
to protect all species of property recognized as 
such in the territory. I stated the fact in reply | 
to the remark the gentleman from Ohio had made, | 
in a speech delivered very soon after the com- | 
mencement of this session, that the policy of the 
fathers of the Republic was to restrict slavery, 
and not to allow its extension. 

Mr. CORWIN. F stated that it was not in- 
tended to augment slavery; that they had no mo~ 
tive of that kind. Ihave shown what their motive ij 
was in acquiring that territory; and while it was || 
their policy to purchase Louisiana for the reasons | 
I have stated, Į think Mr. Jefferson’s then well- | 
known opinions of slavery render it certain that |: 
he desired to restrict, and not increase, slavery. |: 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman admits 
that there were a few slaves in the territory. If $ 


it had been the policy of Mr. Jefférson to restrict 1- 


the institution of slavery, would it not have been |’ 
done in the treaty? Tho fact that it was not done, f 
shows that Mr. Jefferson did not intend to re- ii 
strict it. 
Mr. CORWIN. Iadmit the full force of the | 
gentleman’s remark; but does the gentleman be- ji 
lieve that, in the exigency which pressed upon Mr. | 
Jefferson with such force that he was willing to į 
violate the Constitution, as he believed, which he A 
1 

| 

1 


had sworn to maintain, he would stop to consider 
whether he abolished slavery there or not? 
Mr. BARKSDALE. One word. To show that 


this subject was considered by Mr. Jefferson, and | 


by the Senate, the treaty-making power, slave | 
property was expressly protected by the terms of 


; ernment, 
|| was put in, in such terms as (treaties being the 


| of onr notions of slavery. 


ist, such, for example, as Mr. Giddings, had made 
thattreaty, he would have abolished slavery there, 
or tried very hard to do it. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. We are not discussing 
Mr. Giddings’s views; weare discussing the views 
of the fathers of the Republic. 

Mr. GROW. I hope the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi will allow the gentleman from Ohio to go 
on withhis argument. He has stated these things 
over threc times already. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Itake it that the gentle- 


! man from Ohio can take care of himself, and will 


not undertake to shield himself behind you. 
My remark this morning was, that such was 
not the principle of the fathers of the Republic; 


| and to show that, I stated the fact that Louisiana 


Territory had been acquired by Mr. Jefferson; 
and that, by the terms of the treaty, made by the 
President and the Senate—the fathers of the Re- 
public—slave property was protected Ifthey had 


| desired to restrict it, it could have been done in 


the treaty by which we had acquired the Terri- 
tory. And I desire to say, that so far as I am 
concerned, I deny the authority of the treaty- 
making power, under the Constitution, to restrict 
slavery;and—but I am arguing the question from 


| the stand-point of the gentleman from Ohio. 


Mr. GROW. 
terruption. 


Mr. CORWIN. 


I now object to any further in- 


I doubt very much whether 


| that First Consul, that Little Corporal who was in 


command in Franec at that time, would have ever 


| signed a treaty which abrogated any right that 


any of the people ceded away had at that time. 
e know that when the treaty was completed, it 
has been always said, and 1 believe it, that Na’ 
poleon refused to put his signature to it, unless 


we agreed to admit the people of Louisiana into 


| our confederacy of States, with all the rights en- 


joyed by those who were already in the Union. 
He was in arms for liberty then; he proclaimed 
himself then “the armed soldier of freedom,” 
and would not have given up that colony, as he 


| called it, for all you could have offered him, but 


‘that he had no navy to protect it. He wasat war 
with England, and he knew that England with 
her navy would take his colonies from him. He 
was therefore glad to get rid of them. That Ter- 
ritory would have been a point of weakness to 
France then, just as Canada would be a point of 
weakness to England now, if she were iwa war 
with us. That was Napoleon’s idea, and that ar- 
ticle in the treaty which secured to Louisiana the 
right to enter into the Confederacy was inserted 
at the request of Napoleon, and, no doubt, at that 
time, it showed his sincere admiration of our Gov- 
He would not sign the treaty till that 


supreme law of the land) must prevail over any 
And Louisiana and 
Missouri would not have been admitted at that day 
without that clause in the treaty, although I think, , 
without such treaty, they would in time have been 
admitted without it. 

Now, I do not say that it was the policy or the 
wish of the founders of the Republic to disturb 
the relations of property that existed when they 


i acquired any territory, They left Louisiana just 


as it was; go they did with Florida, in 1819. 
Slaves were property there when we acquired that 
territory, and they remained property; and Flor- 
ida came into the Union with slavery. Arkansas 
was admitted in the same way. But in that part 
of the country comprehended within the Louis- 
iana purchase lying north of latitude 360 30’, 
covered by what is called the Missouri compro- 
mise line, there was no population—no white men, 
no slaves, no property to be affected; and there- 
fore slavery could properly be prohibited there. 
That was the view which the men of 1820 took 
of that subject. That has been called a compro- 
misc; and the legislation of 1850 has been called a 
compromise. Why, I know not. I apprehend that 
none of the men of that day voted for a law which 
they believed compromised away or violated the 


; Constitution of the United States. Certainly, no 

Congress should be lightly charged with such hor- 
| rible infidelity to themselves then, and their pos- 
i terity. 


They never thought they were violating 
the Constitution, and compromising away a piece 
of it, when they passed the Missouri réstriction, 
They maintained their position of justice and fidel- 
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ity to compacts. The Constitution had declared 
that that Constitution and the treaties and laws 
made under it should be the supreme law of the 
land, overruling all other laws. That terrible 
treaty-making power was not trusted to anything 
short of two thirds of that great constitutional 
body, the Senate of the United States. It was 
safe to trust it to two thirds of that body, repre- 
senting all the sovereign States of the Union. 

Mr. LAMAR. I have been listening with a 
great deal of interest to the statement of facts sub- 
mitted by the honorable gentleman; and I desire 
to call his attention to one historical fact connected 
with the subject, which may throw some light on 
the views of the early founders of the Republic. 
I allude to the organization of the territorial gov- 
ernment of Orleans. I would like to hear the gen- 
tleman as to this point. The operation of the 
ordinance in regard to slavery was expressly 
withdrawn; and the right of bona fide slaveboliers 
to go into the Territory was expressly guarantied 
by the organic act of the Orleans Territory, just 
as the right of residents of the other States to go 
there with their property and enjoy it, was guar- 
antied by the Constitution of the Republic. 

Mr. CORWIN. Certainly. The gentleman 
states the facts fairly, I have no doubt. It was 
not the policy or intention of the fathers of the 
Republic, when they acquired territory where 
slavery had taken root and become an institution 
of society, to aboiish it by the direct action of the 
Federal Government.” 

Mr. LAMAR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
I thought his position was, that slavery had not 
taken root there; but that it only existedina small 
corner of the acquired territory—such a colony 
as Connecticut would be able to settle in two 
weeks, or some short time. 

Mr. CORWIN. So they could, I believe. 

Mr. LAMAR. Well, over that vast dominion 
so acquired, a law was passed, and was signed 
by Mr. Jefferson, expressly guarantying the right 
of southern slaveholders to go there and enjoy 
their property, and make slave settlements and 
slave colonies. 

Mr. CORWIN. To be sure. 

“Mr. GROW. Let me ask, with the permission 
of e gentlemen from Ohio, whether the. provis- 
ions of that bill were not, that no person could 
take a slave there except he was going as an 
actual settler, and was, at the time, the bona fide 
owner of the slave? Ifa slave were taken under 
any other circumstances, a fine and the freedom 
of the slave were the penalty. 

Mr.LAMAR. The gentleman states it exactly. 
They were not permitted to carry on the foreign 

slave trade. i 

Mr. GROW. Nor the domestic. 

Mr. LAMAR. Nor were they permitted to 
carry slaves there for the purpose of trade. 

r. GROW. Thatis it. 

Mr. LAMAR. Similar laws exist in many of 
the southern States. It was regarded as protect- 
iveof the institution of slavery, and not prohibit- 
ive of it. 
ests of slavery—to protect slaves who were car- 
ried there for the purpose of settlement, of labor, 
and of slave colonization, as authorized and pro- 
tected by the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CORWIN. J was about to say, and [have 
already stated, that wherever slavery does exist, 
there they permitted slavery to remain; but that 
where it did not exist, they did not permit slaves 
to be carried—as in the Northwestern Territory. 

Mr. LAMAR. I wish to call the gentleman 
back. Did 1 understand him correctly to state 
that the slavery that existed in that vast domain 
was a mere accidental settlement in one corner of 
the Territory ? 

Mr. CORWIN. 
say it was accidental. 
lieve, from the first settlement of 

Mr. LAMAR. I wish to ask the gentleman if 
slavery existed in what is now the State of Ark- 
ansas any more than it did north of 369 30 at 
that time? 

Mr. CORWIN. It did. 

Mr. LAMAR. In Arkansas? 

` Mr. CORWIN. 

still it was there. If everybody is to be tugging 
at my wheels, I shall not drive to the end of my 
_ journey to-day. {Laughter.] : 


I said it was small, I did not 
It had been there, I be- 


It was considered as a law in the inter- | 


art of Illinois. | 


It did; not much of it, but | 


Mr. LAMAR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; 
but will he allow me.to ask him whether there 
were more slaves then in the Territories below 
the line of 36° 30°? 

Mr. CORWIN. 
ments, 

Mr. LAMAR. Slave settlements? 

Mr. CORWIN. Ithink so. I think you will 
find, from the history of the times, that there were 
such settlements, and that they formed the nu- 
cleus around which slavery was established and 
extended. 

Mr. LAMAR. One word more. I understand 
the gentleman now toallude to sparse settlements 
through Arkansas and Missouri. I ask if there 
were not similar scttlements north of that line in 
the States which now constitute Illinois and Iowa? 

Mr. CORWIN. No, sir; they were compre- 
hended under the ordinance of 1787. 

Mr. LAMAR. How about lowa? 

Mr.CORWIN. There were no negroes there. 
They would not thrive there. If there was any 
slavery there it was abolished. Now, Mr. Clerk, 
these antiquarian researches will bring us back to 
Babylon directly, and Egypt, and we shall get 
among the obscene snakes and frogs of the cata- 
combs. [Laughter.] What Ihave attempted to 
explain to the gentleman, and to everybody, was, 
that we did acquire-territory; that slavery existed 


I think there were settle- 


in it as an institution; that there never had been 


any exhibition of the powers of the Government 
so manifested as to destroy such local institution, 
or, if you please, that right. ‘They left the Orleans 
Territory as it was in this respect; they left the 
Louisiana purchase as it was until they came to 
that part of it lying north of 36° 30’. 

Now, let me remind the honorable gentleman 
that aboutthe early settlement of these places, and 
historical matters connected with them, the men 
of 1820 knew and understood them much better 
than we can be supposed to do. We know the 
men of that day declared that the treaty by which 
we had acquired that territory contained in it pro- 
visions by which we were bound, its obligations 
being paramount to all law and every other obli- 
gation. They admitted Missouri, as I think she 
would have been admitted if there had been no 
treaty; perhaps it might not have been within a 
year or two, but eventually I believe she would 


; have been admitted, without the aid of treaty stip- 


ulations. 

Now, sir, who were they, disputing at that time 
about this question of the benefits of slavery, the 
disadvantages of slavery, the evils of slavery, 
looking at it in all its aspects, social, moral, polit- 
ical? They were the men of 1820; they were men 
who had just emerged from that struggle with 
Great Britain, second in importance, as they 
thought, only to that in which they conquered 
our independence; they rejoiced that they had 
come outof it with reputation to the country. 
Their hearts were American. Whether Rem- 
ocrats, Republicans, or Federalists, they were all 
Americans; all party lines had been obliterated. 
We know that the period to which I refer was 
called the halcyon period of the Republic. God 
knows it was a happy day in the public affairs, 
compared with the present. What did they do? 
Just what we should do to-morrow, if we were 
like them. They admitted a slave State because 
they were bound to do it, cither by treaty obliga- 


tions orby those fraternal relations that must ex- || 


ist between the States; and they said that slavery 
never should exist in the territory north of Mis- 
souri. 

You say that they had no constitutional power 
to doit. Is it to be supposed that the men of 
those days did not understand their constitutional 
obligations? There were Mr. Monroe and John 
Quincy Adams, and William H. Crawford—my 
Georgia friends can understand who I mean when 
I speak of him—a man, in my memory, quite as 


illustrious as any citizen that has ever lived in- 


that great State. He was Secretary of the Treas- 
uryin the Cabinet of Mr. Monroe. There was Mr. 
Smith Thompson, afterwards Judge of the Su- 
preme Court, a man whom everybody who knew 
him will now remember as one possessing great 
learning in matters of constitutional law, as well 
as in the common and civil law; a jurist, in the 
best sense of the word; an old-fashioned man, in 


! the best sense of the word: a man of large and |! 


‘well-furnished head, and sound patriotic heart; 


He was Secretary of the Navy. Mr Mclean 
was not at that time a member of the Cabinet.: Tt 
remained for General Jackson‘ to bring the Poste 
master General into the Cabinet, but he was:in 
familiar association with that Cabinet. - But who 
was he, I ask you, whose only function it was, at 
that time, to give constitutional law to the Cabi- 
net? Who-was: the Attorney General; who hag 
nothing else to do but that, or would havé-noth-. 
ing else to do if we had not imposed extra-official 
duties upon him? William Wirt was the man, a 
Virginian. I presume my honorable friend front 
Virginia who sits before me: now [Mr. Bococr} 
would have had some doubt about the propriety 
of his own opinion upon legal and constitutional 
points, if Mr. Wirt had differed from him. ; 

John C. Calhoun, of South Carolina, was also 
amember of that Cabinet. This very question, the: 
power of Congress to prohibit slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, was submitted to that Cabinet. Was Mr. 
Monroe an Abolitionist? Doubtless, like others 
of his compeers of that period, he did entertain 
the opinion that wherever the white man could 
labor with advantage, it would be better to pro- 
hibit slavery; but that was not the question sub- 
mitted to him—him of the revolutionary era; him, 
an honored and influential patriot from-the time 
of our independence up to the constitutional era; 
him, acotemporary of the Constitution itself, who 
knew all the motives and reasons, the pros and 
cons why this power was put in, and. that.was 
left out, of that instrument——-which, as was elo- 
quently remarked the other day, is so delicate a 
piece of machinery thatif it be deranged in a sin- 
gle spring, the whole falls into chaos. This man, 
a cotemporary of that period, who had studied 
that complex and dclicate work, knew the object 
of the whole and the function of each of its parts 
—Iask, did he not understand theuses and design 
of that work as well, nay, much better, than we, 
his degenerate successors? That question, I re- 
peat, was submitted to his Cabinet, not a single 
member of which, I believe, is now alive; and the 
testimony of Mr. Adams is, that they were unani- 
mously of the opinion that the bill prohibiting 
slavery in the territory north of latitude 360.30" 
was a constitutional law. f 

Mr. KEITT, (in his seat.) Mr. Calhoun de- 
nied the statement. ‘ Ss 

Mr. CORWIN. Iheard the-gentleman from 
South Carolina make that statement the other 
day. I was in the Senate when that was nfen- 
tioned. Ifmy memory be correct, Mr. Calhoun 
said, at that time, he did not remember that fact. 
But, be that as it may, if Mr. Calhoun at that 
time had entertained the opinion that it was not 
within the constitutional competency of Congress 
to pass that act, is it likely, from the earnest nature 
and character of the man, that he would not have 
left on record his protest against the approval of 
what he might have deemed an unconstitutional 
law? E 

Mr. GARNETT. I will remind the gentleman 
that if Mr. Monroe had signed a bill he deemed 
unconstitutional, he would only have done what 
the gentleman attributes to Mr. Jefferson in refer- 
ence to the annexation of Louisiana. 

Mr. CORWIN. I wish gentlemen would finish 

speech for me. I know that Mr. Jefferson 
admitted that we had no constitutional power to 
acquire territory, and I believe Mr. Madison was 
requested by him to propose an amendment to the 
Constitution to provide for it. 

Mr. KEITT. I will quote a single word from 
Mr. Monroe’sttestimony. It is not quite so strong 
as I thought it was, but it is just it should be 
quoted. ftis: ° 
_ “That the proposed restriction of Territories whieh are 
to be admitted into the Union, if not in direct violation of 
the Constitution, is repugnant to its principles.” 

Mr. CORWIN. Ihave not brought myself to 
the conclusion that Mr. Monrce put his name to 
a bill that he believed unconstitutional. 

From the history of the times to which I now 
refer we should all learn to tolerate difference of 
opinion. Mr. Jefferson thought a great public ne- 
cessity obliged‘him to acquire Louisiana, without 
any warrant in the Constitution for that act. | ít 
is not necessary now to recur to the historical 
facts of that day which formed in the mind of Mr. 
Jefferson a justification of that aet. . Louisiana 
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was thus acquired,.and all then supposed our ter- 
ritory complete. But after the war of 1812 was 
ended. we found, or thought we found, another 
necessity. Florida was a Spanish colony. 
was: our neighbor, our too near neighbor. Our 
race, our rapacious race, will not submit to aclose 
proximity with any otherrace. Many apologies 
and some reasons, were soon found why we 
should own Florida. Indians abounded there; 
slaves were property there. It was said, and I þe- 
lieve with truth, that these Indians would some- 
times steal or spirit away the slaves of our adjoin- 
ing States, or that slaves would run away into 


Florida, and fugitive slave bills, as we knew, could | 


not be enforced there. Florida was purchased to 
adjust this difficulty. Slavery was lawful there, 
and the Government received it, kept it, and to 
this day does not pretend to disturb slavery in 
Florida. : i 

It may be remembered that the legislative pow. 
er of Congress over. Territories came before the 
Supreme Court of the United States as a question 


directly or incidentally involved in a case which | 


was brought. from that. Territory, I think in the 
year 1828. The whole court then agreed that 
Congress alone could legislate for Territories. It 
should be borne in mind that this was the same 
court, but not.the same judges which decided the 
famous case of Dred Scott. What did Mexico 
say when she ceded territory tous? She ceded 
it to the United States; not to South Carolina, or 
to Georgia, or Massachusetts; but to the United 
States. She said that the right to make laws for 
this people, is now transferred to the United States. 
The local laws and regulations in all such cases 
remain in full force, except where they conflict 
with the Constitution of the United. States. The 
deed of cession was made to the Government of 
the United States, and that Government, by conse- 
quence, has, by virtue of treaty, the power to con- 
trol the territory. I have given you the opinion 
of Chief Justice Marshall. There are other de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, which I may herc- 
after refer to, recognizing Congress as the only 
legislative power which can rightfully make laws 
fora Territory, until that Territorybecomesa State. 
Now, let me look a little to our opinions—the 
opinions of learned gentlemen elected to represent 
the people. It was observed by the gentleman 
from Mississippi that, in the ‘compromise -ór 
1850, as he will ċontinue to call it, the power to 
make laws for the Territories was abandoned. 
Now, if any one will look into the laws of 1850, 
organizing the Territories of New Mexico and 
Utah, they will find that, while they organized a 
Legislative Council and a lower House of Rep- 
resentatives, in each of those organic laws they 
rovide that the laws made by the Territorial 


egislature should be returned to Congress, and | 


if disapproved by Congress, should be null and 
void. So far from surrendering this great prin- 
ciple, now become established by judicial decis- 
ion, as well as by the laws of Congress, Con- 


gress expressly retained the power to annul the | 


Jaws of the Territory. Sir, I listened to the debates 
upon those measures of 1850 for many months. 
Mr. Webster was, I think, very unjustly con- 
denined by a portion of the people of his own 
State, because, they said, he surrendered this great 
right. I have lived too long to be much amazed 
at anything; but I have been utterly astonished 
that it should have been asserted by any one that 
either of the illustrious men who figured in that 
discussion—Clay or Webster—ever surrendered 
the power of Congress to prohibit slavery in the 
Territories of the United States. They declared, 
in their speeches, that they believed they had that 
power; but that the territory coming from Mex- 
ico was free, and that no power on earth, except 
Congress, could take slavery there, unless the 
law-making power,of that territory had planted 
it there before we acquircd it. All the courts, 
State and Federal, up to 1854, had determined that 
slavery is the creature of local law, or long local 
usage recognized.as lawful, which was but another 
formula for the expression of that principle. 

{At this point Mr. Corwin gave way for a mo- 
tion to adjourn.] 


Turspay, January 24, 1860. 


Mr. CORWIN.. Mr. Clerk, in my own mind, 
I find no objection whatever to personal expla- 


She: 


nations, although they do interrupt very muth 
the ordinary business of the House. At the same- 
time, I think it might be well: (if I may be allowed 
to give counsel to honorable gentlemen’ on. this 
floor) for them not to. attach quite as much im- 
portance as they do to what appears in the news- 
papers. There is scarcely any gentleman who 
does anything in the world, in or out of this 
House, that is worth remembering for an hour, 
who will not have his conduct canvassed and crit- 
icised in the newspaper press of the country, at- 
tended with encomium or condemnation, as the 
humor of the writer-at the moment happens to be. 

As to the question that we have before us at 
this time, I ought to apologize to the House and 
to myself for suffering myself to be beguiled into 
this debate without. any preparation whatever. I 
ought not to have been drawn into this discus- 
sion without some preparation. When Sir Wal- 
ter Scott was inquired of why he did not write 
the life of Napoleon in one volume, instead of 
three, he replied that he had not the time. IfI 
had known that I should have been brought to 
discuss the very questions that have been In my 
mind since I took the floor yesterday, or that I 
should have said anything to the House, except 


| merely call its attention to the necessity of elect- | 


ing a Speaker, I certainly would have said in one 
hour what required two hours to accomplish 
yesterday. 

I wish now, before I proceed, having collected 
myself somewhat during the: intervening time 
since the adjournment, to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Ganwerr] whether I understood 
him yesterday to say that Mr. Jefferson, at some 
time in his life, had expressed the opinion that 
the Missouri restriction was unconstitutional, or 
only that it was inexpedient. 

Mr. GARNETT. Both. 

Mr. CORWIN. When I conceded that such 
was his opinion, I did not mean to say that Mr. 
Jefferson had said at any time that the law passed, 
restricting slavery beyond acertain line of latitude, 
was unconstitutional. I did know that. he had 
somewhere expressed the opinion that it was 
highly inexpedient. If such an opinion as that 
suggested by the gentleman from Virginia was 
ever expressed by Mr. Jefferson, I do not know it. 
That he declared the acquisition of the Territory of 
Louisiana to be without warrant of Constitution, 
is a matter of such public political history that 
none of usare ignorant of it. But I do not mean 
to concede the point that Mr. Jefferson had ex- 
pressly declared the Missouri act unconstitutional. 

In wandering about from point to point, it must 
be very obvious that if gentlemen direct me by 
finger boards, now here and now there, I will 
scarcely ever get to the end of my journey. 

And another thing follows. ‘There is some con- 
fusion of ideas here. 


road., I want to pursue that straight road; and 
this morning I am almost ready to promise that į 
I will never ask a question of any man in the 
House, or out of the House, in my life, if you 
will let me proceed to-day without interruption. 
Yet, sir, if I make a statement ofa historical fact 
which gentlemen do not think is correct, I will 
thank them to set me right. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, let us recall what I intended 
to present to the world—for we always speak to 
mankind when we speak in Congress, ang to all 
posterity, and to all time back of us, if it can be 
made to hear. I have endeavored to apologize to | 
my friends upon the other side of the House for 
the very erroneous opinions, as they call them, of 
the so-called Republican party. lonly wantto say 
to them now, that we must be excused if we take 
the same ground with the fathers of the Revolution 
and the fathers of the Constitution; and that what- 
ever may be the opinions of the men on that side of 
the House, we cannot find itin our consciences to 
accuse ourselves of treason while we advocate the 
doctrines of Washington, of Jefferson, of Madi- 
son, and of Monroe. We may be wrong upon 
the point of law; we may be wrong about the 
power of Congress; but about the policy of restrict- 
ing slavery, we being wrong, those great men were 
wrong. If they were right, beyond peradventure 
the Democratic party are wrong. That was the 


view which I wished to present to my fellow-cit- |: 


izens assembled. here—to my fellow-members— 


The old Persian maxim is | 
| true, that a man seldom loses himself in a straight 


f 3 z : 
by way of excusing us from listening hereafter 


to charges of treason, murder, robbery, and ar- 
son, which have been charged upon the whole 
Republican party. Why, the arguments of some 
ofthese gentlemen on the other side would indicaté 
that, in their opinion, as a matter of criminal law, 
every one of the Republicans could be convicted 
of being at Harper’s Ferry, with a pike in his 
hand, pushing it into the bosom of a southern 
gentleman. [Laughter.] Sir, it made me feel.a 


i little unhappy at first, until I found that all this 


was said in joke; yet the world, which is listen- 
ing to this debate, do: not understand this. Gen- 
tlemen tell us here that they mean nothing per- 
sonal by these remarks. “‘ 4 is true,’’ say these 
gentlemen, ‘‘ that you do commit treason; you do 
commit arson, murder, and all these crimes, but 

ou do itin the most honorable and honest way.” 
Laughter.) That is satisfactory to me. Len- 
deavored to show yesterday, by reference to the 
general history of the country, that Mr. Sewarp 
had said nothing, that Helper had_said nothing, 
more offensive than Washington. I do not know 
what is in Helper’s book, except by report. I 
was written to by one of my constituents for a 
copy of that new book, about which he had heard 
somuch. I had been listening to this argument 
about treason, and I said to my constituent that 
l had no copy, except one, and that it would be 
dangerous for it to go through the post office with 
my frank. I should be afraid that it would be 
brought up as testimony against me, under an 
indictment by some court in Virginia, for being 
an accessory after the fact, by sending Helper’s 
book under my frank to Green county, Ohio. 
And that is not all. There would be the evidence 
that I nominated Mr. Suerman and voted for him, 
I hope gentlemen will see the delicacy of my sit- 
uation. Ihave much feeling on this subject. I 
have a wife and children, and they do not want 
me hung for voting for Mr. Suenman. [Laugh- 
ter.] It would not be agreeable to them. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

I think I had shown yesterday, by the refer- 
ences which I made, that nothing has been said 
by Mr. Sewarp which could be construed as offen- 
sive to the South as these declarations of Jeffer- 
son, which are known by heart throughout the 
length and breadth of the entire Union. Now I 
wish to address to gentlemen on the other side of 
the House onc or two suggestions upon a ques- 
tion of logic and fair reason. They say that Mr. 
Sewarp, being the head and leader of the Repub- 
lican party—against my protestations, they con- 
stantly deny me that honor, {laughter]—had 

roclaimed at Rochester, in general terms, that 
etween forced labor and free labor there neces- 
sarily would be some collision; that some con- 


| flict would go on between them; and that, in con- 


sequence of that doctrine, John Brown determined 
to murder somebody at Harper’s Ferry. Now, 
do they suppose that John Brown had not read 
Jefferson’s Notes on Virginia, and all other things 
which Jefferson had written about slavery? Do 
they suppose he had not seen the declaration of 
Washington, thatif there were any way by which 
slavery could be abolished, he would render to it 
his cordial codperation? Do you suppose he had 
not seen that? Do you suppose he had not seen 
the debates in the Convention, in which slavery.is 
denounced as an enormous evil, leading step by 
step, as certainly and as. steadily as the step of 
time, to a consummation. as fatal as death? Do 
you suppose John Brown had not read all these 
things in his solitude among the mountains of New 


York, where, twenty years ago, he says, he first 


conceived the idea of invading one of the southern 
States, and carrying off its slaves? Do you sup- 
pose he had not pondered upon these things, and 
prayed over them—for he was a praying man, as 
all enthusiasts are? He was a brave man, as 
all stern enthusiasts are; and it was because he 
thought this enterprise, the offspring of his gloomy 
imagination, was consecrated by the approbation 
of Jefferson and Washington, that, as he some- 
times said, he believed the arms of the Almighty 
upheld him, he was encompassed about by the 


| Angel of the Lord. 


Is all this to be attributed to a declaration’ of 
Mr. Sewanrp, in reference to a conflict between 
slave and free labor? I appeal to gentlemen, if 
they could trace back Brown’s conduct at Har- 
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per’s Ferry to any source out of his own solitary 
meditations, whatever others might have stated 
of their opinions, whether it is not more rational 
to trace the germ of that conduct to those writings, 
speeches, and letters of your own great men of the 
South? They were great men; they were heroes. 
They were the great men of the United States, 
and ‘the great men of the world; and, notwith- 
standing you have changed your opinion on the 
subject of slavery, and made it contrary to theirs, 
et their names, and their fame, and their opin- 
ions, will be engraved upon the pages of history 
when those of us of this date shall be buried in 
rofound oblivion. [Applause upon the floor and 
in the galleries.]_ It is wonderful that the talent, 
ingenuity, and eloquence of this discussion should 
have come to such conclusions. Shall our minds 
be fastened upon these flimsy pretenses, when we 
know there was matter enough in the writings 
and speeches of the foremost men of the world to 
stimulate a mind like John Brown’s into frantic 
fanaticism? 
But it is said we are accessories after the fact. 
I ask gentlemen if they have not attached too 
much importance to the Helper book? When 
Thomas Paine was indicted in England, Attorney 
General McDonald, I believe, well known in 
forensic history, gave him some notice of the fact 
that he was to be tried for a libel upon the British 
Government in the publication of his pamphlet, 
“The Rights of Man.” A friend of Paine advised 
him to go over immediately and make some com- 
promise with the Government. ‘* No,” said he, 
“that indictment is an advertisement, and one 
hundred thousand copies of that pamphlet will be 
in circulation in three weeks.’ And so it hap- 
pened. ‘Those one hundred thousand copies would 
not have seen the light, if it had not been for the 
indiscrect conduct of the then Attorney General of 
the British Cabinet. So such matters work out; 
and so it must ever be in a country where prin- 
ciples are free, and speech and press are free. 
Some gentleman said, a while ago, that a man 
who had been preaching in the State of Ilinois 
was expected to be caught by some law and pun- 
ished for treason. God help the Government of 
the United States, when it -has to walk into the 
pulpits of the country to protect it from domestic 
Insurrection; when it has to choke the preachers 
of the gospel and command them to cease to exe- 
cute their Divine commission, or go to a lawyer 
and get his opinion as to what is lawful and what 
unlawful gospel, and pay him five dollars for it. 
Our legal profession will begin to thrive in this 
great progress of free government. [Laughter] 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, sought the floor 
amidst loud cries of “‘Order!”? * Order!” from the 
Republican benches. f 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I want only to ask 
a question. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Ohio, by his illustration in the case of Tom Paine, 
to say that Mr. Surman refused to deny his in- 
dorsement of the Helper book, when the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Crarx] 
was offered, in order to sccurc its circulation ? 
Mr. CORWIN. I said nothing of the kind. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The illustration 
means nothing, if it hag not that application. 
Mr. CORWIN. I know Iam obscure, for I 
am imperfectly heard. Ido notalways understand 
gentlemen myself. l meant to say that the reso- 


lution offered by the gentleman from Missouri į 


(Mr. Crank] had been an advertisement for that 
book, and had multiplied its sale, as was the re- 
sult in the other case. 

{ do not know where to begin, Mr. Clerk. I 
have left off in many places. While on this sub- 
ject, let me say what, I think, will be agreed to 
by every considerate man in the House and out of 
it, Suppose all of the two hundred and thirty- 
seven gentlemen here had met upon some concern 
of great interest to us personally. 5 
some man was proposed to discharge a certain duty 
for us, and it was known that this gentleman had 
said or done something which might possibly be 
an objection to him for the discharge of the duty to 
be assigned to him. Any man who wasa friend of 
his would have taken him aside, (as the gentle- 
man from Missouri might have done,) and said: 
«Now, Mr. Suurman, you have been nominated 
by a lughly-respectable gentleman from Ohio.” 
[Laughter] That is what I would have said, 


Suppose that | 


| think yas 


Then he would have gone on: “I should have 
my doubts about voting for you; but I understand 
you have recommended a book which teaches in- 
surrection and rebellion in the slave States. How 
did.you come to do it??? Mr. Saerman would 
have taken that gentleman by the hand, and said: 
“ Sir, a gentleman on this floor from New York 
came to me, while I was hastily doing some busi- 
iness at my desk, and told me it was desirable to 
collate certain parts of a book called ‘ Helper’s Im- 
pending Crisis,’ and to publish them in a cheap 
pamphet, which pamphlet was to have a political 
effect’’-—that is, to illustrate, I suppose, the doc- 
trines of the Republican party. I suppose that 
is what they all understood. “I asked him,” 
Mr. Suerman would say, “is it all proper, all 
right? Said my friend, ‘certainly.’ Then, with- 
out looking at the hook, and knowing nothing 
about it, I authorized him to put my name toa rec- 
ommendation of a book yet to be written. When 
I saw the work, I did not indorse it. I am sorry 
that 1 was thoughulessly and unwittingly brought 
into this recommendation of it. I never intended 
to indorse sucha book. The gentleman from New 
York told me it was all right.” 

Sir, I do think, under that explanation, the gen- 
tleman from Missouri would have taken his seat, 
and said, “After all stajed in the New York 
Herald, there is nothing against Mr. SHERMAN 
except that he acted unadvisedly, for which he is 
now sorry.” He would not, if he had been his 
political friend, have risen and menaced him with 
a criminal prosecution. Criminal conduct is al- 
ways to be found in the intention of men. I sub- 
scribe to a newspaper, to be printed for six months 
or a year, I put my name to the subscription and 
recommend it. It turns out that the editor isa 
rascal and a blackguard: am Ito be held respons- 
ible for what is published in that paper? 1 think 
the argumentum ad hominem might put some gen- 
tlemen on the other side in a very odd position. 
The gentleman from Ohio recommended the pub- 
lication of a book—not a book which had been 
printed, but a book to be made out of another, 
which he never saw in his life until this resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri was offered. 
Well, gentlemen say there is nothing to stain Mr. 
Suerman’s honor; and yet, honored as he is, and 
unstained as he is in that particular respect, if he 
should be elected as Speaker of this House it 
would be a burning shame—the Union might be 
dissolved, and civil war take place. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ho said that? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Task the gentle- 
man this question: do you assert that I ever said 
so? 

Mr. CORWIN. I was arguing upon the gen- 
eral tenor of the speeches on the other side of the 
House, 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri I understood the 
gentleman to say that I so asserted. 

- Mr. CORWIN. Wo, sir; not at all. 
stated that, in terms. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Has anyb 
this floor said so? 


Mr. CORWIN. No, sir. 


I domot 


upon 


be the election of Mr. Sewann; and then war. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The gentleman 
never heard me assert that. 

Mr. CORWIN. No, sir; it was said by other 
gentlemen on thatside. Youmay nothave heard it. 

Mr. KEITT, (in his scat.) Plenty of them; 
often and again. i 

Mr. CORWIN. I do not certainly misrepre- 
sent gentlemen in what I have said. Now, what 
is to follow? We, the Republican party, if we 
can, shall certainly clect these men, or somebody 
just like them. wish to know what the casus 
belli is to be, before we set out; but all you can 


say, all the world can say, will never preventany | 
freeman in any free State, or slave State, I hope, | 


either, from exercising the right of suffrage just 
when and as he pleases. 
man, or a number of men living at my own door 


in Ohio, I trust will ever avail to. induce me to | 
surrender that great inalienable right, or shrink | 


with a craven timidity from its free exercise. I 
can assure those who threaten disunion, because 
the North or the West shall chance to vote for 
whom they deem proper for President that no 


I said you argued į 
that civil war must come thus: the clection of Mr. | 
! Suerman—that was the first step; the next will 


No menace from any | 


| who was not opposed to the slave trade. 


Ho. or Regs... 


more fatal mistake ever entered into the head ofa 


maniac than the supposition that threats from any. 


or all other quarters of the United States will pre- 
vent or deter a freeman-in the North or West from 
voting according to the dictate. of his own unbi- 
ased sense of duty to himself and his country. 

Mr. Clerk, yesterday I intended to bring before 
the House the constitutional doctrines held by thë 
Republican party, and - compare. them with thè 
doctrines held by the founders of the Republic; 
and thus endeavor to-prove, that when we declare 
that Congress, under our Constitution, has the 
power to prohibit slavery in the Territories of the 

nited States, before they become States, we pro- 
pose nothing which is new, either.in the princi- 
ples or policy of those who founded this Govern- 
ment; and that the practice and policy of this 
Government, up to the year 1854, is in accord- 
ance with the doctrines now held by the Repub- 
lican party of this day. 

I am sure the history of the Government in all 


its departments, legislative, judicial, and execu-- 


tive, will sustain me in this position. . If so, then. 
I shall feel authorized to inquire of gentlemen on 
the other side, by what authority you dare to de- 
nounce us as holding principles fatal to the peace 
or interests or liberties of the people? Your apol- 
ogy will be, public opinion is changed; the world 
has changed its opinions touching slavery. 
admit that public opinion may have changed in 
the South; and ablic opinion in the North may 
have been modified somewhat. The public opin- 
ion of the world, however, against slavery is 
stronger now than it was sixty yearsago. Lknow, 
from the declaration of Mr. Calhoun himself, that 
his mind did undergo a change in respect to some 
constitutional points, and in respect to the pro- 
riety and morality of the institution of slavery. 
ut do not gentlemen know that ever since the 
time when Jefferson said, when he contemplated 
slavery in this country, he ‘‘ trembled when he 
remembered that God is just;” that ever since the 
time when he declared that ‘‘ nothing was more 
certainly written in the book of fate than that the 
black man one-day would be free;”’ that from that 
very time, and even before that time, the whole 


moral sense of the highest minds of England had . 


been running in the very direction of abolition- 
ism? We know, now, that the slave trade never 
was legalized by any people upon the face of the 
carth. We learn it from the great debates in the 
British House of Commons, when the slave trade 
was prohibited under the auspices of Wilberforce, 
Granville Sharp, of Pitt, and Fox; we know that 
the license given by Elizabeth to Hawkins ex- 
pressly forbid him from bringing a negro from 
Africa, “by force? We know that the statute 
of George II., which was said to legalize that 
traffic? forbid that any African should be brought 
away from Africa except by his own: consent. 
England is not so much to blame.as we may sup+ 
pose for initiating the slave trade, though it 19 true 


| that she and all Europe acquiesced in it. 


We know very well that, in the midst of that 


| universal excitement of the public mind which 


prevailed during the reign of Elizabeth and subse- 
quent reigns, touching the Protestant and Catholic 
religions, and the establishment of Protestant- 
ism, when all the powers of Europe were en- 
gaged in fighting for the success of the Protestant 
or Catholic Princes; we know that this affair of the 
slave trade was a subordinate matter, and passed 
unnoticed. Had England been in the calm which 
she enjoyed afterwards in the time of James, I 
very much doubt whether there ever would have 
been a negro slave brought from the coast of Af- 
rica by force. But it has gone, and England, 
during the last half of the last century, could not 
boast of any very great mind in her Parliament 
And, as 
the gentleman from Mississippi well said yester- 
day, after having abolished the slave trade, the very 
next step was the abolition of slavery in Jamaica; 
and I will add, with their views of the subject, 
they were right. Our crime is, that our notions 
about slavery, its morality and its evils, are such 
as these men held. I do. not-now speak of our 
right, under the Constitution, to touchitany where; 
that 1 shall come to by and by. Suppose we do 
hold opinions touching the evils of slavery in 
common with the greatest minds that have ever 
illustrated the history of England-—the greatest 


14 


` 


142 


{January 24, 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


A 


ESS. 


368 Gone.. Isr § 


Election of Speaker—Mr. Corwin. 


Ho. or Reps. 


empire; in my judgment, upon earth—in common 
withthe great minds that founded this Republic. 
Is it fair, begause we have not changed, but still 
adhore-to those old opinions, to- charge us with 
being reptiles, traitors, and serpents? If itis, 
then dig up from their last resting-place the bones 
of. Jefferson, and hang them up, as royal hatred 
in England did Cromwell’s for many a year. Go 
to the sacred: sarcophagus, now in the hands of 
the women of this country, and get the bones of 
‘Washington to-day, spit upon them, and throw 
them into the Potomac. He held the opinion that 
slavery oughtto beabolished when itcould bedone 
with safety to both master and slave. No north- 
ern.man goes further than that. Gentlemen will 
find that these things will lead us into singular con- 
clusions after a while. T have shown that those 
opinions were the opinions which illustrate the | 
history of the world, and that they were openly 
proclaimed by southern men, too, of whose great- 
ness. we all so justly boast. 3 
<. I was proceeding to show that Mis Monroc’s 
administration had sanctioned the very law which 
the. Republican party say shall be passed with 
reference to the Territories; and that is all they 
do'say: I grant you they stand upon that; that 
is the only thing which they have ever announced 
to the world intelligently, and, as a matter of law, 
and doctrine; and practice. It was the departare 
from that principle which gave birth to the pea 
hean party. I know that in the platform read 
here the other day by some gentleman on the other 
side, there was something said about the inalien- 
able rights of man, and there was a long quotation 
read from the Declaration of Independence. Now, 
if it has become a erime to quote the Declaration 
of Independence, pass a law making it s9, and we 
will obey it. I recollect that the celebrated John 
Randolph once told a young friend of mine, who 
was traveling with him abroad, that he (this 
young gentleman) would live to see the day when 
men would be called to order for quoting the Gon- 
stitution in Congress. 

It scems now that a gentleman or a party is 
entirely out of place when he or it quotes the Dec- 
laration of Independence with approbation. But 
I do not construe it as mad enthusiasts do, at all; 
nor does the Republican party construc it as they 
do, as paramount to the Constitution. That Dec- 
laration says that every man is born with certain 
inherent, inalienable rights; these are life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. I suppose that the 
Almighty intended man to live, or he would not 
have breathed the breath of life into him.. Every 
man has the right to live; but he certainly may 
forfeit that right whenever he violates the law. I 
suppose pvóryboay knows that. I have seen it 
tried. Man has a right to liberty; but, in my 
State of Ohio, if a man breaks a pane of "glass, 
and takes away a picce of goods from a trades- 
man’s store, all that inalienable right, as it is 
called, cannot save him; and he is sent to serve ten 
years in the penitentiary, where he never gets 
the floor, not even for a personal explanation. 
{Laughter.} Man has a right to the pursuit of 
happiness, undoubtedly; but if Brigham Young 
came into the State of Ohio in the pursuit of hap- 
piness, in his way, [laughter,] we would lead him 
off to the penitentiary immediately. All. these 
things are understood by men who analyze them. 
I know that they are too much abused by men 
who take occasion to use these general expres- 
sions—all of which are true in the sense in which 
‘these great men use them. They are truly much 
abused; but E hope that the Republican party 
will not be blamed for it, for they have as many 
men in their ranks who understand them properly 
as you have. We have schools and colleges in 
the West; but still we believe that there are men 
on the castern slopes of the Atlantic who, com- 
paratively ignorant though they be, do still com- 
prehend these truths. They have a Bunker Hill 
there which remindsthem of certain things. They 
had a James Otis there, and to him will history 
certainly award the merit of having inaugurated 
the doctrines of the revolutionary war. 

A Memerer. He was a Yankee. 

Mr: CORWIN. Well, I do not want to apol- Í 
ogize for these Yankec barbarians. I only mean 
to say that there is a prospect of their coming to 
something, if we of the West send missionaries 


to them. [Laughter.} 


Now, I said yesterday that I could not suppose 
that anybody believed that the Republican party 
differed with the old men of the Confederation 
who passed the ordinance of 1787, at.the very 
time they were making the Constitution. Ido 
not think any man on the other side, orany side, 
or anywhere in the world, can say to me that Í 
differ with the founders of the Republic, that I 
differ with the men who made the Constitution, on 
this subject. Why so? I say that I agree with 
them. My principle is to exclude forced Jabor— 
negro labor—from every Territory where white 
men can work well and be healthy. That is my 
idea. But I do not know but I shall be turned out 
of the Republican party by my friend there from 
Illinois, [Mr. Lovesoy.] Thatis my doctrine, and 
I say the founders of the Constitution and of the 
Republic had that very ideagand put it into prac- 
tice by excluding slavery, m 1787, from the en- 
tire Northwestern Territory, now five powerful 
States. 

I now pass to the question of the power of the 
Congress of the United States. If these men were 
right in their policy; then I think that every gen- 
Ucman will say that we are equally right In en- 
tertaining similar views. If the men of former 
times had the trath with them in saying that it 
was better, not alone for the present States, not 
for the East, nor for the West, not for the North, 
nor for the South alone, but for all of them; better 
for the whole Republic, that the white children of 
the father should go to a place where they could 
work well and be healthy, better for these and 
better for all, that the children of the white man 
should have all that unoccupied land, if not two 
hotfor them, Ifthey believed that they were right 
in that, then I say we will find power in the Con- 
stitution, if we, by fair construction, can, to do 
that right thing. 

I think that {Í have established the point, at least, 
that the Republican party proposes to do exactly 
that which the makers of the Constitution did, a 
year before the Constitution was made. They got 


| the power to do it under the old Confederation; 


they had that power not merely by the consent of 
the South, but at the urgent request of the South. 
Now, have we the power under the Constitution 
to doit? The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Lamar] suggested to me yesterday that the law 
organizing the Territory of Orleans recognized sla- 
very there. So it did. I wish, now, that section 
of the law enacted in 1798, for the government of 
the Territory of Mississippi, to be read. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


“Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the establishment of the aforesaid government, it shall not 
be Jawtul for any person or persons to import or bring into 
the said Mississippi Territory, from any port or place with- 


| out the limits of the United States, or to cause or procure 


to be so imported or brought, or knowingly te 1 or assist 
in so importing, or bringing, any slave or slaves; and that 
every person so offending, and being thereof convicted be- 
fore any court Within said Territory, baving competent juris- 
diction, sha}! forivit and pay, for each and every slave so 
l or brought, the sum of $390, one moiety for the 
United States, and the other moiety for the use of 
any perso persons who shall sue for the same 5 and that 
every slavo imported or brought shall thereupon become 
entitled to, and receive, his or her freedom.” 


Mr. CORWIN. I have reat that section of the 
law. Now, Mr. Clerk, to show thatat that time, 
in 1798, the Congress of the United States as- 
sumed andexerciseda powerina Territory which 
they were forbidden by the Constitution to exer- 
cise towards a State, is proof conclusive that they 
at that time understood that they had the power 
to make laws concerning slavery and the slave 
trade in the Territories. 

Now, sir, there are some other matters which I 
have been looking at this morning, which T wish 
also to read. About the year 1808, a gentleman 
whom some of us remember well, being then a 
Delegate from the Territory of Mississippi, (Mr. 
Poindexter,)-moved to change the organic law of 
that Territory, so that the Governor should not 
have the power of proroguing the Legislature at 
his pleasure. 
bodies, a discussion sprung up upon general ques- 
tionsinvolved. On that occasion a gentleman from 


Georgia, whom I had also the pleasure to know j 
for some time—a Mr. Troup—made the following | 


remarks: 

‘By the articles of cession the right of soil and jurisdie- 
tion was ceded to the people of the United States on the 
express condition that the articles of the ordinance should 


Then, as is usual in deliberative | 


form the government of the Mississippi Territory, and that 
they should not be governed otherwise. -The inference in- 
evitably is that the State of Georgia would not bave ceded 
but upon the express condition; and this inference is the 
more inevitable, inasmuch as in this clause Georgia has 
made an express exception to a particular article in the or- 
dinance ;. from which I say that Georgia intended that no 
other alteration shoukl be made. 

“ What was the policy of the ordinance, and what the ob- 
ject of its framers? Why, assuredly, to render the govern- 
ment of the Territories dependent on the Government of the 
United States. And how was itto be effected? By making 
the Territorial Legislature in a great degree dependent on 
the Governor, and him absolutely dependent on the Federal 
Executive. T'he moment we make the Legislature ofa Ter- 
ritory independent of its Exccutive, we make it independ- 
ent of the Federal Government”? * A x $ 

“But the gentleman from Mississippi Territory is cer- 
tainly mistaken as to one point. He seems to consider the 
Constitution of the United States as giving to the people of 
the Territories the same rights as the people of the States. 
It is amistaken idea, neither warranted by the letter or 
spirit of the Constitution; for, although the Constitution 
has declared that the people of one State are entitled to all 
the rights and privileges of another, yet it has not declared 
that the people of the Territories have the same rights as 
the people of the States. In another part of the Constitu- 
tion it isindeed expressly declared that Congress shall make 
ail laws for the disposal of the Territories ; but there is a 
salvo that all acts done and contracts made previous to the 
adoption of the Constitution shali be as binding as if done 
afterward. The articles ‘of the ordinance were enacted 
previously, and are consequently binding under the Con- 
stitution. It cannot be controverted that they were wisely 
adopted, and have been salutary in their operation, They 
were framed by the Congress of 1787, composed of men 
whose integrity was incorruptible and judgment almost in- 
fallible. These articles, trom that time to this, have re- 
mained unaltered, and carried the Territories, through difi- 
culties almost insuperable, to prosperity. And now, for the 
first or second time, an alteration is proposed, the conse- 
quence of which cannot be foreseen, without any ovidence 
that it is either necessary or expedient. 

“The popu'ation of every new country must necessarily 
be composed of a heterogencous mixture of various tem- 
pers, characters, and interests. In a population thus com- 
posed it would be highly ridiculous to expect that love of 
order and obedience to law would always predominate. 
Therefore the old Congress wisely reserved to itself the 
right to control them; to give the Governor power, when 
a Legistature became disorderly, to dissolve them ; and for 
the exercise of this power he is accountable to the General 
Government. 

“The gentleman from Mississippi wishes us not to treat 
the Territories as children, whose wild extravagancies may 
require correcting by the indulgent hand of their parents, 
but as the equals of the States, without any other reason 
than that which he states to be the situation of the people 
of bis Territory. They will ext wish us to admit them 
into the Union before their population will authorize it 5 
tell us that that Territory does not grow fast enough, and 
we must demolish the system for their convenicuce.” 


Now, Mr. Clerk, it will be observed that, in all 
the early discussionsabout the power of Congress 
in relation to a Territory, it has been admitted that 
Congress had entire control over its legislation 
under the Constitution of the United States. I 
would, if I thought it prudent in me, commend to 
my Ilinois friends and to others, who contend for 
this very plausible and captivating doctrine of 
popular sovereignty in the Territories, toexamine 
what it was the great founders of the Republic 
thought on that subject. 1 would advise them, 
as the honest clergymen of Illinois, who are 
about to be silenced by this law which we hear 
of, would do: to give it their prayerful attention. 
{Laughter.]} 

Mr. McCLERNAND. If the gentleman from 
Ohio will allow me to ask him a question, I wish 
to know—I believe he was a member of the Cab- 
inet at that time—whether he approved of the 
compromise measures of 1850? 

Mr. CORWIN. That is rather departing from 
the line of my argument. I will come to that after 
awhile. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I thought the gentle- 
man approved of those measures. [Crics of 
t Order !°? «* Order !?’] 

Mr. CORWIN. Iwill reach that pointin order 
of time; but I do not wish to speak of it or to it 
now. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I will state, with the 
permission of the gentleman from Ohio [ Or- 
der!” “© Order P” 

Mr. TOMPKINS. 
order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Iwasaboutto say 
[** Order !”’ ** Order !”’ from the Republican side. ] 
I speak by permission of the gentleman from 
Ohio. Gentlemen on the other side need not at- 
tempt to gag me. [** Order!’’} 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ilinois 
will suspend. The gentleman will remember that 
several gentlemen have called him to order; and 


I call the gentleman to 
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that gentlemen on his side of the House have, on 
variouseoccasions, called other gentlemen to order 
for occupying the floor in the time of another mem- 
ber. 

Mr. McCLERNAND.. I mean no disrespect 
to the gentleman from Ohio, and he knows it. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I mean no disrespect to 
the gentleman from Illinois; but I call him to 
order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I was simply going to 
remark [t Order !’? ** Order !’’] that, if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [“ Order!’’] approved the doc- 
trines of the compromise measures of 1850, he dis- 
approved the doctrine of non-intervention in the 
Territories by Congress. [Shouts of ‘ Order!” 
from the Republican side, and conned | 

Mr. EDGERTON. Task that the rule shall 
be enforced. : 

Mr. CORWIN. I should be glad to hear the 
genileman; I spoke only of the argument of Mr. 

roup. Ihave said nothing on this subject more 
than to call attention to it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I was about to call the 
attention of the gentleman to this point. [Shouts 
of “ Order !?’] 

Mr. CORWIN. Iwill explain to the gentle- 
man my position in reference to the compromise 
measures of 1850 fully before I conclude. I give 
my word forit. But, sir, I believe I will never 
mention ‘popular sovereignty’? again while I 


live. It seems to be a very excitable phrase. 
{Laughter. 
Mr. McCLERNAND., I intended no disre~ 


. spect to the gentleman. 
of course I will sit down. 

Mr. GROW. Has nota gentleman who has 
the floor a right to object to interruptions? If so, 
I hope the Clerk will enforce order. 

Mr. CORWIN. Iwill go on. I send to the 
Clerk’s table, to be read, the tenth section of a 
law passed in 1804, to be enforced in the Terri- 
tory of Orleans, which was thereby established. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“Sze. 10. It shall not be lawful for any person or persons 
to import or bring into the said Territory, from any port or 
place without the limits of the United States, or cause or 
procure to be so imported or brought, or knowingly to aid 
or assist in importing or bringing any slave or slaves; and 


every person so offending, and being thereof convicted be- 
fore any court within said Territory having competent juris- 


If he declines to yield, 


diction, shall forfeit and pay for each and every-slave so. 


imported or brought, the sum of $300, one moiety for the 
use of the United States, and the other moiety for the use 
of the person or persons who shall sue for the same; and 
every slave so imported or brought shall thereupon become 
entitled to and receive his or her freedom. It shall not be 
lawful for any person or persons to import or bring into the 
said Territory, from any port or place within the limits of 
the United States, or to cause or procure to be so imported 
or brought, or knowingly to aid or assist in so importing or 
bringing, any slave or slaves which shall have been im- 
ported since the Ist day of May, 1798, into any port or place 
within the limits of the United States, or which may here- 
after be so imported from any port or place without the lim- 
‘its of the United States; and every person so offending, and 
being thereof convicted before any court within said Ter- 
ritory having competent jurisdiction, shall forfeit and pay 
for each and every slave so imported or brought from with- 
out the United States the sum of $300, one moiety for the 
use of the United States, and the other moicty for the use 
of the person or persons who shall sue for the same; and 
noslave or slaves shall, directly or indirectly, be introduced 
into said Territory, except by a citizen of the United States 
removing into suid Territory for actual settlement, and being 
at the time of such removal, bona fide owner of such slave or 
slaves; and every slave imported or brought into the said 
Territory contrary to the provisions of this act, shall there- 
upon be entitled to and receive his or her freedom.” 


_Mr. CORWIN. Now, Mr. Clerk, I do not 
have these extracts read from the early legislation 
of the Congress of the United States, regarding 
this matter, with any view now to enter into an 
argument showing that they were constitutional. 
I only produce them as the opinions of the men of 
that day, and who heretofore have been considered 
- safe counselors on questions of constitutional law. 

What they did certainly evinces their belief that 
they had power to regulate the question of slavery 
in Territories: I wish now to commend to the 
considerationof the House on this point, the opin- 
ions of another-gentleman, (Mr. Louis M’Lane,) 
long known and deservedly honored in the legis- 
lative and executive annals of the country; always 
considered as cxaltingin his person the executive 
offices he occupied; a foreign minister of the very 
highest reputation since the old men of the revo- 
lutionary time have passed away. His son is 
now one of the diplomatic agents of the country. 
Mr. Louis M’Lane said what I sendto the Clerk. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


“ Mr, Chairman, the people of Missouri cannot be incor- 
porated into the Union but as the people of a ¢ State,’ ex- 
ercising State government. It is a union of States, not of 
people, much lesg of Territories. A territorial government 
can form no inte part of a union of State governments 5 
neither can the people of a Territory enjoy any Federal 
rights until they have formed a State government and ob- 
tained admission into the Union. ‘The most important of 
the Federal advantages and immunities consist in the right 
of being represented in Congress—as well in the Senate as 
in this House—the right of participating in the councils py 
which they are governed. These are emphatically the 
‘rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the 
United States.’ The inhabitant of a Territory merely has 
no such rights. He is nota citizen of the United States. 
He is in a state of disability as it respects his political or 
civil rights. Can it be called a ‘right? to acquire and hold 
property, and have no voice by which its disposition is to 
be regulated? Can it be eafled an advantage or immunity 
ofa citizen of the United States to Le subjected to a gov- 
ernment in whose deliberations he has no share or agency 
beyond the mere arbitrary pleasure of the Governor—to be 
ruled by a power irresponsible (to him, at least) for its con- 
duct? Sir, the rights, advantages, and immunities of cit- 
izens of the United States, and which are their proudest 
boast, are the rights of self-government—first, in their State 
constitutions; and secondly, in the Government of the 
Union, in which they have an equal participation.” 

* * * * * * * * * 

“The right to govern a Territory is clearly incident to 
the right of acqniring it. It would be absard to say that 
any Government might purchase a Territory with a popu- 


‘lation, and not have the power to give them laws; but, 


from whatever source the power is derivable, { admit it to 
be plenary, so long as it remains in a condition of territo- 
rial dependence, but no longer. fam willing at any time 
to exercise this power. I regret that it has not been done 
sooner. But, though Congress can give laws to a Territory, 
it cannot prescribe them to a State. The condition of the 
people of a Territory is to be governed by others ; of a State 
to govern themselves.?’—Annals of Sivteenth Congress, first 
session, volume 1, pages 1145, 1146, 1160. 


Mr. CORWIN. The general drift of all these 
observations of the early men of the country con- 
cedes the fact that when a Territory is acquired, 
it is, before it becomes a State, to be governed by 
the Congress of the United States, whether you 
derive that power from the clause of the Consti- 
tution, which says Congress shall have power 
to make all needful rules and regulations respect- 
ing the territory and other property of the United 
States, or derive it as an incident to the power to 
make war, as some contend, or as incident to the 
power to make treatics without qualification, as 
otherscontend. You see that the power to make 
laws for a Territory was always considered, un- 
der one or the other of these clauses, as belong- 
ing to Congress. As that power is without limit- 
ation—ag there is no possible limitation placed 
on it by these views of the subject—I maintain 
that it is just as large a legislative power as the 
States have in regulating their State policy. 

I hold, and I may differ from some of my Re- 
publican friends, that Congress can enact that sla- 
very shall be in a Territory, or enact that it shall 
not be in a Territory, just as fully and freely as 
a State can'do the same within its limits. Let us 
now glance at the legislation of Congress in that 
portion of the Louisiana purchase lying north of 
latitude 360 30’—that part of the purchase now 
known as Kansas and Nebraska. I was endeav- 
oring to show that the Cabinct of Mr. Monroe had 
all, updn mature reflection, in 1821, conceded the 
power of Congress to prohibit slavery in a Ter- 
ritory, as they did in that Missouri restriction. 
When I quoted the opinions of Mr. Calhoun, it 
was suggested by the gentleman from South Car- 
olina {Mr. Kerrr] that Mr. Calhoun did not ap- 
prove of it at the time. I have in my hand an 
extract from a speech of Mr. Calhoun, delivered 
in the Senate in 1838, when that question came 
directly before that body. I had, I thought, a very 
perfect recollection of it; but I did not like to state 
it positively yesterday. It was madc in a debate 
upon a resolution which he himself had offered, 


|| in which he said that any attempt by Congress to 


abolish siavery in the District of Columbia, upon 
the ground that it was sinful, would be a danger- 
ous invasion of the rights of the South. He went 
further, and said that Congress had no right to 
determine whether the institutions of a State were 
wicked or righteous. I am very much of that 
opinion myself. I think every State has sins 
enough to answer for itself, without interfering 
withits neighbors. When that subject was under 
discussion, Mr. Calhoun said: 

«He was glad that the portion of the. amendment which 


referred to the Missouri compromise had been struck out. 
He was not a member of Congress when that compromise 


was made, but it is due to candor to state that his imprea-: 
sions were in its favor; but it is eqnally due toit tosay that, 
with his present experience and knowledge of the spirit: 
which then, for the first time, began to: disclose itself, he 
had entirely changed his opinion.”? ROPES 
r This is from Mr. Calhoun’s own speech, made: 
in 1838.. I read from Benton’s 'Thirty Years.in- 
the United States Senate, page 136. It-was made. 
in a very animated discussion, which was con=. 
ducted with perfect propriety and gentlemanly de-: 
portment, but with zeal and. fervor and. great 
power, too—all of which contributes to the useful- 
ness of every discussion; and which I could wish, ! 
in common with us all, might be more sedulously 
imitated by us all- upon this floor,.in this present 
House of Representatives. f 
+ Now, Icould read further, if cumulative testi- 
mony were wanting to show that Mr.: Calhoun 
was In favor of that law. I think [have shown: 
that the whole Cabinet did agree to it; and I only 
now wish to show that they agreed to it deliber- 
ately and in writing. Mr. Benton, on page 141 of 
the same work, hascollected, among other proofs, 
the following: 

“< First, a fac simile copy of an original paper in Mr. Mon- 
roe’s handwriting, found among his manuseript papers, 
dated March 4, 1820, (two days before the approval of the 
Missouri compromise act,) and indorsed: ‘Interrogato-, 
ries—Missouri—to the Heads of Departments and the At- 
torney General,’ and containing within two questions: ~ 

“1. Has Congress a right, under the powers vested in it: 
by the Constitution, to make a regulation prohibiting slavery . 
ina Territory? : J = 

“2. Is the eighth section of the act which passed both” 
Houses of Congress on the 3d instant for the admission’ of 
Missouri into the Union consistent with the Constitution 2” 

This is a letter in the handwriting of Mr. Mon- 
roe, and the indorsement, as I have said, is in his 
handwriting; and it was made two days before the 
act making this restriction was approved by him 
as President. The second piece of testimony col- 
lected here, is: 

“ The draft of an original letter in Mr. Monroe’s hand- 
writing, but without signature, date, or address, but believed 
to have been a copy of a letter addressed to General Jack- 
son, in which he says: 

“The question which lately agitated Congress and the 
public has been settled, as you have seen, by the passage” 
of an act for the. admission of Missouri as a State, unre. 
stricted; and Arkansas also, when it reaches maturity; and 
the establishment of the parallel of 36° 30/as a line north 
of which slavery is prohibited, and permitted south of it. I 
took the opinion, in writing, of the Administration as to the i 
constitutionality of restraining Territories, which was ex: 
plicit in favor of it, and, as it was, that the eighth section of | 
the act was applicable to Territories only, ana not to States 
when they should be admitted ihto the Union.’ ” 

Mr. LAMAR. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question for information. I desire to know 
whether his quotation from the debates of 1838 is 
from the Abridgment of the Debates of ‘Congress 
or from Benton’s Thirty Years in the United 
States Senate ? ; 

Mr. CORWIN. Itis quoted here, in Benton’s 
Thirty Years, as an extract from a speech. 

Mr. LAMAR. I have read both; and T am 
pretty sure that Mr. Benton ’s recollection of that 
debate is rather at fault. E 

Mr. CORWIN. It seems to be quoted here. 

Mr. LAMAR. I want it to go upon the record 
that you quote it from Benton’s Thirty Years in 
the United States Senate, and not from any au- 
thentic debates. : 

Mr. CORWIN. I willsend for the books. It 
is quoted here by Benton himself as from the 
debates. The third piece of testimony collected 
here, is: 

«c An extract from the diary of Mr. John Quincy Adams, 
under date of the 3d of March, 1821, stating that the Presi- 
dent on that day assembled his Cabinet to ask their opin- 
ions on the two questions mentioned—which the whole 
Cabinet immediately answered unanimously, and. afirina- 
tively; that on the 5th he sent the question in writing, to 
the members of his Cabinef, to receive their written an- 
swers to be filed inthe Department of State; and that on 
the 6th he took his own answer to the President, to be filed 
With the rest—ali agreeing in the affirmative, and only. dif- 
fering, some in assigning, others not assigning reasons, for 
their opinions. The diary states that the President signed 
his approval of the Missouri act on the 6th {which act 
shows he did] and requested Mr. Adams to have all the 
opinions filed in the Department of State.” 

The other day some gentleman upon the other 
side of the House read that diary as extracted 
from Mr. Adams’s journal. Mr. Benton only con- 
denses it, and al] will agree that it is correctly 
stated here. — 

After that, in"1855, a letter was addressed. by 
Mr. Benton to Mr. Clayton, who was Secretary 
of State in 1849-50, to know what-had become of 
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these written opinions. Mr. Clayton answered, 
under date of July 19, 1855, as follows; 


. “ Treply: to. your inguiry, I have to state that I haveno 
recollection of having ever met with Mr, Calhoun’s an- 
swer to Mr. Monroe’s Cabinet queries as to the constitu- 
tionality of the Missouri compromise. It had not been 
folind ‘while 1 was in the Department of State, as I was 
then-informed; but the archives of the Department disclose 
the fact that Mr. Calhoun, and other members of the Cab- 
inet, did answer Mr. Monroe s questions. Itappears by an 
index that these answers were filed among the archives of 
that Department. I was told that they had been abstracted 
from the records, and could not be found; but F did not 
make a search for them.mysclf. T bave never doubted that 
Mr. Calhoun at least acquiesced in the decision of the Cab- 
inet of that day. Since I left the Department of State, I 
have heard it rumored that Mr. Cafhoun’s answer to Mr. 
Monroe’s queries had been found; but I know not upon 
what authority the statement was made.” 2 


I think, Mr. Clerk, that if we were m a court 
of justice and before a jury, with the fact in dis- |! 
pute whether Mr. Monroe’s Cabinet did make 
these answers affirmatively, and if I were main- 
taining the affirmative of that proposition, I 
should be sure to get the unanimous verdict of a 
sensible jury on that point, on the evidence. I 
shall, therefore, assume it as true, as a matter of 
history, that, in the year 1821, James Monroe, || 
President of the United States; John Quincy | 
Adams, Secretary of State; William H. Crawford, | 
Secretary of the Treasury; John C. Calhoun, Sec- 
retary of War; Smith Thompson, Secretary of 
the Navy; William Wirt, Attorney General, all 
agreed, after hearing that debate, going on as it | 
had been for two years in Congress, with their 
minds imbued with all the arguments on both | 
sides, came to the conclusion that Congress did 
possess, always had possessed, and always would 

ossess, the unqualified power to restrict slavery 
in the Territories, or to make any other law. they | 

leased on the subject. 

That is all the sin the Republican party has 
committed. I believe that Mr. Monroe did know 
something. about the Constitution of the country. | 
I believe that John Quincy Adams did understand 
something of the nature of this delicate machinery 
of ours, as itis now called. The Republican party 
is weak cnough to believe that there are some men 
in the world who have braing in their heads be- 
sides themselves. They believethe men of 1821, 
as well as the great men of 1787and 1804, all held 
the doctrines of the Republican party of 1860; /| 
and this, I think, I have proved. 

‘Need I now call from their homes in eternity 
the great and good men who, in 1787, declared 
that it was not just or politic to permit slavery 
in the territory northwest of the Ohio, and so 
ordained? Need I call the shades of Monroe and 
his Cabinet from the ‘abodes of the blessed,” to | 
come here into this Hall and declare again, in the 

resence of the world, the same doctrines they | 
have declared under just such obligations as now 
rest upon us? Į could wish that this majestic and 
venerated host could pass in review before the 
vision of the Democratic members here this day. į 
Each and all would range themselves on the Re- | 
publican side of this House; for there, and there 
only, in this House, would they find the princi- 
ples, policy, and constitutional law which they 
proclaimed, acted upon and established, from the 
day they broke the yoke of foreign power up to 
the day when it pleased God to relieve them from | 
their earthly trials, and take them to himself. 

Mr. Clerk,T find myself at a loss to understand | 
how it is-possible for the gentlemen on the other | 
side to rid their minds of the crushing weight of | 
authority which presses against them, upon this | 
subject, either as to the policy ofrestricting slavery, 
or the power of Congress to do it4W ill they assert 
that the men of ’87 were mistaken in the policy, 
and that Congress and the executive department, | 
from 1804 to 1821, were mistaken in the point of | 
constitutional power? Where is the enormous: 
egotist to be found who will assert that he under- 
stands, to-day, the Constitution of the United | 
States better than President Monroe and his en-' 
tire Cabinet did in 182]? 

Monroe was a patriot and a soldier of the Revo- | 
lution. He was familiar with all the deliberations of i: 
the wise men, and all the thoughts and writings of | 
his times-~vhich led to the formation of the Union 
and the adoption of the Constitution. He wasan ; 
anxious participant in the discussions concerning |, 
the powers vested in Congress by that Constitu i 
tion. He had carefully watched its operations.i; 


| from the time of its adoption up to 1821, when he 


was called upon, under the responsibilities resting 
on the highest officer of the Government, to decide 
whether Congress possessed the power to prohibit 
slavery in a “ Territory.” He vasa Virginian, 
aslaveholder; and, if biased at all, that bias might 


be expected'to incline him againstthe power. Such | 


a mañ, such a President, on full deliberation, de- 
cided. that such power did-exist in, and by virtue 
of, that Constitution, and accordingly approved 
the act of Congress which exerted that power. 
John Quincy Adams was his Secretary o 

A child of the Revolution, educated in the prin- 
ciples which brought that Revolution to its glo- 
rious conclusion, thoroughly taught and studied 


in the science of jurisprudence, he brought to this |: 


very question all the powers of a mind naturally 
strong, strengthened and enriched by all the ap- 


| pliances of study, while its operations were fited 


from all sinister influences, by candor and integ- 
rity which even party malignity has never ques- 


tioned. Adams was a northern man, and nota ! 


slaveholder. He, too, agreed with Monroe, the 
southern slaveholder. 
Georgia, was then the Secretary of the Treanury: 


He was a southern man, and a slaveholder. He 


was at that time a most notable man among men : 


who were indeed worthy of notice—a man of aus- 
tere virtues, and yet of kindly and generous na- 
ture. But, above almost all men of his time, he 
was remarkable and remarked for carrying what 


‘| is called ‘‘strict construction’? to great extremes, 


Every power not clearly granted, in terms, to the 


Federal Government was, by him and his school, : 


denied to the Government and reserved to the 


States or the people; and this, too, whether such | 
l; p 


power were claimed for the executive, or legisla- 
tive, or judicial department. In this characteristic 
he stood in perfect contrast with his colleague in 
the War Department, Mr. Calhoun, who then 
held doctrines on this subject condemned by Mr. 
Crawford and his school as dangerous, as latitu- 
dinarian. Mr. Crawford had been much in public 
life; had studied—as men of that day did—the 
Constitution, and all other forms of civil polity 
found in libraries accessible to them. His name 
and character will long live in the esteem of all 


! Georgians, as wellas in that of all Americans who 


vencrate the wise and good. Crawford, strict con- 


| struetionist as he was, slaveholder as he was, ad- | 
mitted that Congress had power to prohibit sla- ; 
very ina Territory. John C. Calhoun was also | 
He was then || 
He was a South Carolinian, | 


in this Cabinet council of 1821 
Secretary of War. 
and a slavcholder; a man of rare powers of mind, 
quick in discerning the point of meritin any ques- 
tion. His power of ‘ generalization” was greater 
and more rapid in its processes than that ofany man 
with whom { have had the good fortune to be ac- 


uainted., Allsouthernas he was, he, too, admitted | 
this power to subsist in Congress; and, as I think | 
I have shown, gave his written opinion to that 
effect under all the grave responsibilities ofa ‘*Cab- : 
inet minister.’’ Smith Thompson, of New York, ' 
was then Secretary of the Navy. This gentleman : 
is better known to the world as a judge of the Su- | 


Poo Court of the United States, to which place 
he was transferred on account of his accurate and 


` : i 
profound knowledge of law—law as a science— | 
comprehending all subjects embraced in what are ; 
denominated national and municipallaw. THe was | 
a northern man, and to the four others [have enu- | 
merated he added the great weight of his opinion, | 
| concurring with them fully and entirely. 
i ut who was he, the then Attorney General of : 
` ‘that Cabinet ?—he whose entire official duty it was | 
to advise the President and each one of the Cab- | 
inet on questions of law? Mr. Wirt was that At- : 


torney General—a name known and respected by 


all lawyers who know anything of law; a name ; 
equally known and respected by all, of all classes | 
and professions who admire true intellectual great- | 
ness combined with amenity of mannersand amia- : 
bility of temper that won the affections ofall hearts;. : 


aman of such rich and diversified intellect, that 


while he toiled in the profoundest depths of the : 
richest mines of legal learning, he yet found leisure | 
and had the taste to gather from the gardens of po- ; 
lite letters some of the richest and rarest of their | 
fruits and flowers; and, to crown all, he was gifted : 
with an eloquence that charmed and enraptured all | 


who heard him. To this Virginian, this slave- 


State. | 


William FI. Crawford, of | 


holder, this all-accomplished mind, our Republi- 
can platform of this day was submitted. #1t wae 
not then a great spring-board whence,some insane 
aspirant for presidential power was to leap into 
the coveted Executive chair; it was not thena 

rinciple to be used only for the occasion, and to 
Ee announced to the world amid the hoarse clamor 
of popular strife, and then abandoned at the end 
of four years for some novelty more captivating 
tothepopularear. It was argued, considered, and 
decided by such men as I have named, at a time 
when the old party names, Federalist and Repub- 
lican, had ceased to have a meaning; when the 
beacon fires of party war were quenched in the 
purée waters of a pervading American patriotism. 
‘| As the Republican platform (so much derided 
‘| and condemned now by learned gentlemen of the 
|| Democratic party) now reads, so did the great 
i| tribunal to which I am now referring decide the 
‘| law of the Constitution to be then. To this au- 
gust court I appeal, from the hasty opinions of 
i| your modern politicians and the teachings and par- 
ji agraphs sut from obscure’newspapers. To that 
i| tribunal, I summon, for judgment and sentence of 
{| death, these new notions which teach us that this 
‘| same Constitution, which in 1821 permitted Con- 
| gress to forbid slavery in. “ Territories,” now, in 
1860, tramples Congress and its power, scoffs at 
all power, Federal or territorial, and bears sla- 
very, as the phrase goes, “suo proprio vigore,”’ 
ji into all Territories; and only pauses to bow with 
{| royal courtesy to the crowned and seeptered maj- 
ii esty of State constitutions. Hither, also, do I sum- 
mon that other modern partisan war-cry, t‘ popu- 
i| Jar sovereignty,” born of the partisan struggles 
of 1854. From the heated furnaces of political 
strife this fire went forth. It shed its baleful light 
over Kansas for three troubled years; blazed up 
to noon-tide, and then, like a tropical sun, dashed 
down the sky, casta lurid blaze over the chaos it 
had created, and sunk, quenched in blood, leaving 
behind it only the spectral images of confusion 
and war which its brief day had evoked into life. 

Mr. Clerk; in treating this subject of the power 
of Congress over Territories, the object'of our 
inquiry is to ascertain whether any clause in the 
Constitution gives, in terms or by fair implica- 
tion, the power in question. In all such cases, 
the inquiry is, what is the true intent and mean- 
ing of the Constitution? The words employed 
are tobe carefully criticised; and if they be plainly 
such as to give or deny the power, then the mean- 
ing isascertained. If doubts arise, however, from 
an examination of the words employed, it is al- 
ways safe to ascertain, in other modes, what they 
did mean who wrote and enacted these words. 
Hence, the acts of individuals done in perform- 
ance of their own written engagements, show what 
they understood their own written contracts to 
mean. So the conduct of nations, in the execu- 
tion of treaties, is always resorted to to show what 
each nation understood its treaty-contracts to bind 
it to perform. This plain rule of good sense, when 
applied to constitutions or legislative enactments, 
is called ‘* cotemporanéous construction.” 

We know that while the convention that formed 
the Constitution was in session, in the year 1787, 
‘| the old Congress, under the old Articles of Confed- 
eration, passed the celebrated ordinance of 1787, 


be “no slavery or involuntary servitude” in the 
then Northwestern Territory. Itis only reasonable 
to suppose that the convention then in session, 
secing this power exerted by Congress under the 
old Government, should conclude that the same 
ought to be granted to Congress in the new Con- 
stitution, which was to supersede the old “ Con- 
federation.’’ Accordingly we find a clause in- 
serted, which says: 

“Congress shall have power to make all needful rules 
and ‘regulations,’ concerning the territory and other prop- 
erty of the United States.” 


Now, the men. who enacted the ordinance of 
1787, and those who formed the Constitution, were 
many of them the same persons. Is it not an 
irresistible conclusion that they did intend, by the 
clause I have quoted, to confer the same power 
upon Congress by that clause which they had in 
the old Congress, in the same ycar, themselves 
excried, by virtue of the powers given to Con- 
| gress by the ‘ Articles of Confederation’? under 
i which they then acted. Let us not be-told that the 


whereby that Congress did enact that there should - 


ia 
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power ‘to make all needful rules and tegulations 
concerning the territory”? was -inserted in haste, 
or was not well examined and well understood. 
Before the Constitution was adopted, and after 
it was formed, it underwent the closest scrutiny. 
The public prints teemed with criticisms upon all 
its provisions. State conventions debated it with 
allthe interest its vast importance naturally elicit- 
ed, ‘and with all the power which the greatest 
minds, in that age of truly great men, could bring 
to the discussion. g 
~ They-did know themeaningandimportof every. 
word, and the extent and intent of every power 
granted to each branch of the new Government. 
Now, we also know that the leading men in the 
convention that formed this Constitution were 
many of them leading and active men in the legis- 
lative, judicial, and executive departments of the 
Government under this Constitution. In every 
office they may have thus held, they took asol- 
emn oath to ‘observe the Constitution,” it being 
the same they theinselves had made. We must 
admit, therefore, that they did not intend to vio- 
lage any clause in that Constitution. Even the 
Democratic party will ‘not assert that the great 
men of that day would be likely to commit per- 
jury, and, in doing it, destroy ‘their own great 
work; forall of them regarded the Union under 
that Constitution as furnishing the only hope re- 
maining to them and their posterity, of realizing 
their long-cherished object, rational freedom reg- 
ulated by law. 

Did not they think they had the constitutional 

ower to do that? They did it in 1798; they did 
it in 1804; they did it in 1820. These were fathers 
of the Revolution; the apostles were there, making 


their own commentary upon their own gospel; | 


and this was the commentary, that Congress make 
laws for the territory, composed asit was of a hete- 
rogeneous and discordant population, not likely 
to'agree among themselves upon any system of 
civil polity. Wetreatthemas infants. We, own- 
ing the country, are the proper legislative power 
to give it laws. Thatis the way they treated it; 
and I never shall believe that they intended that 
that power should not be there when they made 
the Constitution. If they had not intended it to 
be there they never wauld have exerted it. They 
would have asked for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution if they had thought it necessary; but they 
went right forward, and exerted the power, be- 
cause they knew the power to be there. One of 
two conclusions you must come to, or admit the 
full weight of my authoritics: either that these 


men violated the Constitution which they had | 


sworn to support, knowingly and willfully, or that 
they, the makers and cotemporancous exponents 
of ‘the Constitution, did conscientiously believe 
that it gave them Han power: Who knows so 
well what he meant to do, what he meant to say, 
and what he meant to inculcate, as the author of 
the book himself? And if he be honest, he will 
. always give you the true meaning. Thus we 


have this constitutional gospel delivered to us | 


by ro remote posterity, not acquainted with the 


writers; by no commentator or historian at all; ; 
but by the fathers, the very men themselves who | 


wrote the book. 

And we, of the Republican party, are to be 
charged with treason, and with an odious attempt 
to disrupt this glorious Union which these very 
men made for us; we are to be denounced for 
believing these opinions to be right, instead of 
belicving the doctrines of modern commentators 
on that Constitution, who have found out that the 
authors of it did not know what they meant! 

Now we have got through with the legislative 
and executive history of this Constitution of ours. 
I was stating yesterday what the Supreme Court 
had done. A friend of mine has been kind enough 
to furnish me with a speech made by agentleman 
in the Senate, who has collected the very author- 
ities to which I wanted to refer. From that I shall 


read to show what the judiciary think about this | 
As 1 said yesterday, such is the struc- | 
ture of our Government, that, if there be any dis- | 

ute about the constitutional power of Congress | 


matter, 


in making a law, and an individual right comes in 


estion, so as tọ give the judicial department of | 


u 
the Government cognizance of it, and they decide 
that the law is unconstitutional, I know of no 
relief against that decision, if it ehall -þe wrong. 
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i 


| book from the “Library 


| to John Marshall. Questions are not brought up 


| which should illustrate our annals. 

there, emblematical of what was to be submitted i 
| to the dread tribunal of posterity. 
But to the court. The decision referred to is in || 


Now I wish to show what the judicial depart- 
ment of the Government thought of this. There 
is a case referred to which I had not before me 
yesterday, and I have been unable to get the 
‘this morning, I take it 
for granted thatit is here correctly referred to, and 
that the quotations are correct. “It is the case of 
Sere vs. Petot. It occurred in 1810, and isreported 
in 6 Cranch, page 336. TheSupreme Courtof the 
United States, without a dissenting voice, in the 
most explicit language, then declared “that the 
power of governing and legislating for a Territory 
is the inevitable consequence of the right to ac- 
quire and hold it.’’ 

Let me advert to that Supreme Court. Who 
were upon the bench of the Supreme Court at 
that day? Look at the judicial records of the 
country. There was John Marshall, and all of | 
them like him in great quglities of mind and na- 
ture. Virginians know who I mean when I refer 


in that courtas they are here. Agentleman jumps 
up in the morning here to set himself right before 
the country. [Laughter] To do that, he offers 
a resolution, ‘The House votes onit. One gen- 
tleman speaks over on that side, and another gen- 
ueman ‘speaks on this side, pretty nearly all the 
time he has the floor. Fifty gentlemen sit between 
engaged in an earnest colloquy as to what the 
speakers are saying. [Laughter.] It is to be 
inferred thatgye have a fair opportunity of know- 
ing the opinions of gentlemen. That is the way 


| we decide great questions here at this time in our 
present unorganized condition. Go into the Su- || 


preme Court. Not a whisper is heard. The | 
court is opened, and sits for four hours. You 
might,at the time I refer to, have argued a ques- 
tion for three weeks, if you had the power to hold | 


out so long, and every judge would have been |j 


found listening every day and every hour and 
every minute. 

All the learning of the law, all the history of 
the law, all the logic of the law, is laid before that 
court; and the court, accustomed to look into the | 
intricacies of the law, will revolve all that has 
been brought before therh in their minds, and 
pronoun what is and what is not law. They 
iave sober and discreet minds. Itisa better court 
than this. I do not mean to cast any disparage- 
ment upon your court, Mr. Clerk. 
could be so, that from the beginning of this scs- 


sion the Journal clerk had every night blotted out |! 


the record of our-.proceedings, that they might 
not be heard of any more among men. When I 
entered this Hall a new man the other day, there 
was a strange fecling came upon me that I was | 
notin the Congress of the United States. Over 
the chair where the Speaker presided, sat, in the 
old time, the Muse of History, with her pen. 
The men who built the first Hall of the House of 
Representatives thought that this grand inquest 
of this great Republic was to make that history 
Clio was 


6 Cranch, page 336. There was no dissenting 
opinion. “It was in 1810. There was no Demo- | 
cratic party in those days; but there was a Repub- 
ican party. This question was not decided the 
year beforea presidentialelection. Timeisalways 


a circumstance to be looked at in referring to a |! 


historical fact. There was then a powerful party 
in this country called the Republican party, and 
there was a remnant of an old and most respect- 
able party called Federalists; ‘and they were dis- | 
cussing whether we should make war upon Eng- | 
land or upon France. I have always thought they 
were not sure which one of these nations to fight 
and that they were never sure they had hit upo 


| 


n i 
{ 


the right one; for they had quite equal causes of | : - : 
gat po s-Ne- 
| war against both. They recollected La Fayette |! weeks before the introduction of the Kansas-Ni 


was with us, and that, I believe, turned the scales 
against England. Says the court of that day: 


i 
| 
i 
i 


| 
| 


“ The power of governing and legislating for a Territory 
is the inevitable consequence of the right to acquire and 
hold territory. Could this position be contested, the Con- 
stitution declares that ‘Congress shall have power to dispose 
of und make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory or other property belonging to the United States p 
accordingly, we find Congress possessing and exercising the 
absolute and undisputed power of governingand legislating 
for the Territory cf Orleans,” 


f 


ji “Florida continues to'be a Territory 


I wish, if it | 


Do you not think, Mr. Clerk, that John Mär- 
| shall was a man who knew and. understood tlie 
subject then before him? If any question could 
| be'submitted to the mind. of that'man.with which 
he was more familiar than any other, it was ‘a 
| question sring under the powers of the Govern- 
| ment as defined in that Constitution. _ ‘We know. 
that the whole court-agreed. with him in 1810. -I 
have shown the legislative history of this quos- 
tion. Now, it was declared by the Supreme Court 
as early as 1810, that ‘the power to govern’ the 
Territories arises under the power to acquire ter- 
| ritory, or under the clause of.the Constitution 
authorizing Congress to make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory and. other 

roperty of the United States. So much for 1810, 

ow, some years have elapsed. In 1Peters, page 
511, there isa reference to the same question, and 
the law is laid down in the same terms as ïn 1810. 
In the mean time, says Judge Marshall: 


ofthe United States, 
governcd by that clause of the Constitution which empow- . 
i ers Congress to make “all needful rules and regulations 

i respecting the territory or other property of the United 
States. 


He goes on: 

“Perhaps the power of governing a Territory belonging 
to the United'States, which has not, by becoming a State, 
acquired the means of self-government, may result neces- 
sarily from the facts that it is not within the jurisdiction of 
any particular State, and is within the power and juris- 
diction of the United States. 'The right to govern iiny bè 
thé inevitable consequence of the-right to acquire territory. 
Whichever may be the source whence the ‘power may be 
derived, the possession of it is unquestioned.” 

These Republican traitors, these dupes, these 
insurrectionists, these one hundred and thirteen 
| men who werc, as you say, by intendment, at 
Harper’s Ferry with John Brown; these men have 
committed no sin but that of believing with Judge 
Marshall, and with the Supreme Court up to the 
year 1628, in the opinions they entertain. I shall 
show, by and by, that the same doctrine now held 
| by the Republican party was carried forward by 
an unbroken current of decisions up to the year 
1852. 

Much is said by the present Democratic party 
į just now about the sanctity of constitutional law, 
as delivered to us by the Supreme Court. I revere 

that great court, and will abide its decisious, when 
| made opon any question brought fairly on the 
record before them; which, I maintain, was not 
donc, as some- suppose, in the famous Dred Scott 
case. Gentlemen on the other side wouid disre- 
gard the solemn decisions of that court for haifa 
century, and cling to an obiter dictum, casually 
thrown out in a single case recentiy. They 
| remind me of a dispute between tyo excellent 
; clergymen. They both regarded the Old'and New 
Testaments very properly ds the oracles of God; 
but they differed as to their meaning. “ Well, 
| brother,’’said the old Methodist, ““weagree well 
enough about the Adamic law and the Abrahamic 
covenant, and the Divine legation of Moses; but 
| when we come to the ‘Christian dispensation, you 
will fork off’? Our Democratie brethren here 
have a strange disposition to ‘fork off” from us; 
and run after the casual remarks of the court, the 
‘obiter dicta” of the court, to express it in judicial 
phrase, while they travel on with us in the well- 
paved highway up to 1852. 
| Now, Mr. Clerk, I know that this long wan- 
| dering journey among the legislative annals and 
| judicial records of the country, is very tedious; 
but truth is a jewel of such precious Value that 
we are told we must go to the bottom of a deep 
well after it, if, perchance, we may‘find it there. 
: I wish to letdown my pitcher for another draught 
of that sort of water from the well of the Su- 
i preme Court. Two decisions of that court we 
ave had already. Here is the third in the year 
853. We are coming now close upon the period 
f the Democratic Hegira, In 1853, a very few 


j1 


{oO 


braska bill, there was an opinion pronounced by 
Judge Wayne, atthe December term of that court, 


in which he said: 


| “he Territory [speaking of California} had been ceded 
| as a conquest, and wasto be preserved and governed as 
i such, until the sovereignty to which $t passed {the United 
; States] had legislated for it.” . 

| He proeceds: 

| * That sovereignty was the United States, under the Con- 
| stitution, by which power had been given to Congress ‘to 
: dispose of and make all. needful rules and regulations 


146 


APPENDIX TO: THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


{January 24, 


i 36TH CONG. -ÍST SESS. 


l Election of Speaker—Mr. Corwin. 


Ho. or Revs. 


respecting the territory or other. property belonging to: the f 
United States.” ? : 


Then, | say, from the earliest period of our Gov-, 
ernment downy. to 1853, everybody—all agreeing ; 
to itzali shades of politics; Congresses of every | 
hue-of politics; all the courts of the country, all 
over it—regarded the question as clearly settled, 
as the Republicans now hold it. I wish this 
speech of mine, so far as it goes, imperfect as it 

is, to. be considered as ‘‘Corwin’s Apology for 

Republicanism.’? Mr. Barclay wrote ‘An Apol- 

ogy for.Quakerism,”’ a capital book, with a good 

deal of sense in it.. My Apology for Republican- 

ism may not be quite as authoritative. i 

-What I have proved, I think to the satisfaction 

of all, is, that the men’ who framed the Constitu- 

tion acted upon the power to govern the Territo- 
‘ties, believing itto be there; and they acted under 
oath; that the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment always have exercised it up to the year 

1854; and thatthe judicial department of the Gov- 

ernment decided the law thus whenever the ques- 

tion arose, up to the year 1853. Now I say to 
gentlemen upon the other side, if you can put | 
yourself in as good society as this Republican 

_ party are in, then I will agree to pay a visit to 
you, and perhaps stay all night. [Laughter.] Un- 
tül you do, I choose to put up at the Republican 
hotel. {Laughter.] I wish to compare grave- 
yards, monuments, epitaphs, and authorities with 
the Democratic party. We Republicans may pôs- 
sibly be under a great mistake upon this subject; 
but if we are, the most intelligent people, accord- 
ing to your own account of it~and I believe it | 
true—have been under the same mistake from the | 
beginning. 

` i am an old Whig; and the very doctrines 
which the Whig party always inculcated upon 
this subject, are the cardinal doctrines of the Re- | 
publican party; and the only constitutional doc- 
trines they have enunciated were born-of a viola- 
tion of these same Whig doctrines in 1854. The 

Republican party had never had a name, and never 

had an existence, m that form and that name, 

had it not been for the proceedings of that Con- 
gress in 1854, I suppose that every man will 
admit this. And why? Why was that treason- 
able party, as you now denominate it, brought 
into existence? Do you suppose that all the peo- | 

ple of the North are insane? [would like an in- į 

quest of lunacy to try the question, and I would | 

show where the insanity is. It was in that year 

1854 that you proposed to renounce this doctrine 

of the control of Congress over the Territories. 

{t was then that you determined to depart from 

that compremise of 1850, to which my friend from 

Minois (Mr. McCuxrrnanp] just referred me, and | 

with which I was satisfied. Why was I satisfied 

with it? In the first place, when the compromise | 

measures of 1850 were passed, I was not a mem- į 

ber of the Senate. I was a member of the Cabi- | 

net when they were brought to President Fill- | 
more; and I ‘said that every one of those bills 
should be approved. I did it upon the same con- | 
siderations, preciscly, which have brought me to 
the conclusions I have announced to-day. It is | 
sometimes said that Congress, by the compro- 
mises of 1850, renounced its power over the Ter- 

ritories. 3 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Renounced the policy 
of exercising it. _ 


Mr. CORWIN. 


3 


I-hold that to be a very dif- 


4 means, a part of whom I was which.” [Great laughter.] 


a place I will not name, for fear I may offend the 
sensibilities of some gentlemen here, in speaking 
of the battle of Okeechobee, said: 

“Gentlemen, I can say, as an ancient, Greek poet said, 


quorum pars fui. 1f you have not had the advantages of 
education, (and I dare say. many of you have not,) that 


tg i ; 

I heard all of that senatorial debate. I cer- 
tainly heard all the earnest debate—listened to it 
for several months. I heard the subject debated 
by the great men of the day—by old men and by 
young men too. Webster was there; Clay was 
there; Mr. Calhoun madea speech upon the sub- 
ject also. Will you read it now? He scarcely 
changed his opinions after that. He said that 
this doctrine of thé Territories having the right to 
make laws for themselves was absurd. Besides, 
said he, it is contrary to the practice of the Gov- 
ernment from its foundation down to the present 
time. I do not sayit is absurd, but I agree with 
him in the historical fact—that it is contrary to 
the practices of the Government. Some of my 
friends at the North, and some at the West, too, 
thought that these compromise measures of 1850 
did abandon the notion that it was expedient to 
legislate for the Territories, I have no quarrel to 
make with them now on that point. I know how 
they treated Webster. I hope God will forgive 
them for that—I cannot. What were the doc- 
trines of Clay and Webster on the subject? They 
repeated them over and over again. ‘Those men 
understood the law of nations. They never had 
any dispute about them in the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States. By the law of nations, when one sov- 
ereignty cedes a colony or country to another, 
with the power of the Government passing with 
it, all the institutions of the ceded territory not 
incompatible with the fundamental law of the 
country to which it is ceded remain just as they 
were at the time of the cession, until they are 
changed by positive legislation. Now, apply that 
doctrine to Mexico. Not only was there no pos- 
itive law in that territory, when acquired under 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, making slavery 
legal, but there was a positivelaw against its ex- || 
istenee. Negro slavery had been abrogated by a 
decree of the Mexican Government, which had 
not been altered or changed with regard to any of 
the territory which we uequirasl. What was the 
effect of that? 

First, then, that there was no necessity for pro- 
hibiting slavery in those new territories, because 
slavery never could be there until some legislative || 
power, having authority to make the law, estab- 
lished it. ‘Slavery is the offspring of local, State, 
or municipal law. | The ‘sovereign legislative 
power over the Territories being with Congress, 
slavery never could be established there by law 
till Congress has made the law, or approved the 
law of the ‘Territorial Legislature establishing it. ji 
Here .were two reasons. First, it never could || 
exist without positive law; and secondly, there 
was a positive law forbidding it. Such were the 
views and reasons assigned by the cminent men 
of whom I speak, for not prohibiting slavery in 
the territory acquired from Mexico by law of 
Congress. 

When Mr. Clay rose in his place—gkose ma- 
jestic form I think I now sce before me—and de- 
clared that no power on carth would ever induce || 
him to plant slavery anywhere where it did not || 

| 
| 


exist; when he said this, prepared to refer all his 
life’s history to the tribunal of posterity, and know- 
ing that he was soon to appear before Him who || 
knows the motives of men, all understood his prin- 
ciples then, and felt their truth and power. Mr. j 
Webster had the same view of the question pre- 
cisely. He repeated it over and over again, and 
said he would have put a restriction upon the Ter- 
ritory if there had been a legal necessity for it. |i 


This idea of the Constitution introducing slavery 
everywhere, when not forbidden by a State con- 
stitution, had not become fashionable then. That 
was in 1850, and the Dred Scott decision came | 
after that. 

Mr. Clerk, I speak of the different departments ! 
of the Government with perfect respect, but L un- 
dertake to say that neither Mr. Clay nor Mr. 
Webster could ever have been led to believe that 
the Supreme Court of the United States would | 
decide that Congress had no power to legislate 
over the subject of slavery in the Territories. I 


shall not here discuss the Dred Scott decision, for 

I have passed over that already. 

_ Now, sir, in the most extreme and warmest 
brotherly kindness, | will show a little of the an- 
tiquities of the Democratic party. . [Laughter.] 

Mr. WINSLOW. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that he. should give way to allow a vote 
to be taken. : 

Mr. CORWIN. ‘Certainly, I will yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. WINSLOW: [then submit the motion, 
that the House proceed to vote viva voce for 
Speaker. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I object to that. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I object to my colleague yield- 
ing the floor. 

Mr. CORWIN. Now, Mr. Clerk, I shall speak 
of the Democratic party of the North. De mor- 
tuis nihil nisi bonum. [Laughter.] A celebrated 
man in ovr country has said that that maxim ought 
to be changed to “ de mortuis nihil nisi verum.” 1 
take that proposition and adopt it. Ido not mean 
to accuse the Democratic party of any crime, ex- 
cept of being once in the right, and afterwargs 
pursuing the wrong. My colleague from the Day- 
ton district, (Mr. Varranpicuam,] in a spirit of 
candor, told us the other day that the Democratic 
party of Ohio had been wrong on this question of 
slavery. Iwish to show that he was right in that 
declaration, acording to his view of it, and that if 
he would just change that word “wrong” into 


| “right,” the Democratic party were right accord- 


ing to the doctrines of the fathers of the Govern- 
ment; but they wandered away from the institu- 
tions of Moses to the worship of Ashtaroth, and 
other diabolical divinities. J will quote a little of 
their gospel, from cathedral authority, in the State 
of Ohio, in the year 1848, whereby I wish to show 
to the Democratic party of the South, as itis called, 
how great an act they have achieved in having 
converted the most hardened and abominable sin- 
ners who have existed inthe world. [Laughter.] 

Democratic gentlemen from the South must 


‘summon their Christian charity to this work. 


They must remember that our Democratic Sauls 
of Tarsus were on the way to Damascus in 1848, 


| bent upon persecuting Democratic Christians in 
| the South. You see how cy divided the clothes 


of the southern Stephen, and stoned him to death. 
You will rejoice, however, to sce how ‘a great 
light shone upon them” in 1854, and how they 
heard about that time a voice from the South, 
and lo! upon the instant, they donned their ‘* san- 


|! dal shoon and scallop shell,’*and, with meek sub- 


mission and pious zeal, they made their pilgrim- 
age from the icy regions of old constitutional faith 
to the sunny realms of southern noveltics, where, 
to thisday, they remain in“ brotherly love.” Mir- 
acles had not ceased. But who shall say whether 
these wanderers from their old homes may not 
grow weary of their new abodes, and yet turn their 
faces to Judea, crying, ‘ When I forget thee, oh, 
Jerusalem, may my right hand forget its cun- 
ning!’ But let me refer you to their heresies; 
but be not alarmed, for they are all safe now: 

“c Resolved, That the people of Ohio now, as they have 


always done, looking upon the institution of slavery as an 


evil, unfavorable to the full development of our institu- 
tions?— 


These Democratic people have had greatly at 


i heart that ‘development of our institutions, ”?”- 
| They were speaking for the. people of the State of 
| Ohio—for the Whigs held the same ideas exactly 


with one exception, which I shall state directly-— 


| unfavorable to the full development of our institutions; 
' and that, entertaining these sentiments, they will feel it to 
|! be their duty to use all the powers consistent with the na- 


tional compact, to prevent its increase, to mitigate” — 


here is the point on which I differ with then— 
“and finally eradicate it.” 


The classical mind ofémy colleague from the 


: Dayton district suggests to him the etymological - 


meaning of that horrible word [laughter] “ erad- 
icate?’—not lop it off, not prevent its growing Into 
other fields from those i which itis now planted; 
but to walk into the South and take slavery there, 
and grub it up—provided the Constitution will 
allow it. What do you charge these Szwarp 
men with? You say that they will act according to 
the forms of the Constitution; that they will get 
an overruling power in the popular department 
of the Government—in this House; that they will 
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get a majority of the Senate; that they will have a 
willing, obedient Executive in the White House; 
and then, that they will walk over the Constitu- 
tion. That is precisely whatthe Democratic party 
of Ohio proposed: to do. We Whigs never did 
propose to do that. We never believed that we 

had any business to “eradicate” slavery. We 
never intimated that we could interfere with it in 
the South, or that we desired to interfere with it. 
-Butyour Democratic brethren, with whom you are 
“nowassociating so happily, believed that identical 
doctrine. You charge Mr. Sewarp with having 
introduced into the brain of John Brown the idea 
that slavery ought to be uprooted in the States. 
I suppose he had scen this resolution passed by 
the great Democratic party of Ohio in 1848, I 
think he lived in that State. You have been spend- 
ing days and weeks—seven weeks—in proving 
that John Brown never would have been at Har- 
per’s Ferry, and that Helper never would have 
written his book—although ‘he wrote it two or 
three years before Mr. Se warp made the remark— 
if they had not heard that Wintiam H. Sewanp 
said there was an ‘irrepressible conflict” between 
frec labor and slave labor. 

Now that is altogether too philosophical an idea 
for an enthusiast like John Brown to take hold 
of. He had been reading the Old Testament. [He 
was a member of the old Néw England school of 
Presbyterians. He believed it was his duty to 
draw the sword of the Lord and Gideon, and. to 
smite the heathen, everywhere he could, with 
sword and battle-ax—not with argument. Thatis 
the way with that set of people. In every battle- 
field of the Revolution, if these Yankee regiments 
-Were there and had the slightest chance before the 
encounter with the British foc, they would kneel 
down and invoke the aid of that God who of old 
had bared His right arm for the salvation of his 


peapio. These were the kind of men from whom | 


ohn Brawn sprang. When he saw the great 
State of Ohio represented by the Democratic 
party, and heard them say that slavery was an 
enormous evil—an evil which prevented the de- 
.velopment of the glorious institutions for which 
his fathers had fought, what would be his reflec- 
tion? “What is to be done to cradicate this in- 
stitution?” He would say: “ Iwill strike at this 
unholy thing that impedes the onward march of 
this Government to that consummation which 
shall give freedom to all men!” 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The other part of 
the resolution has not been read. As there are 
some peculiar beauties in it illustrative of the first 

art, E regret that my distinguished colleague has 
ban so unfortunate as not to have it in his pos- 
session. 

Mr. CORWIN. That is the whole of one res- 
olution. . The next resolution reads: 

“© But be it further resolved, That the Democracy of Ohio 
da, at the same time, fully recognize the doctrine held by 
the carly fathers of the Republic,-and still maintained by 
the Democratic partyin all the States, that to cach State be- 
longs the right to adopt and modify its own municipal laws ; 
to regulate its own internal affairs; to hold and maintain 
an equal and independent sovereignty with each and every 
other State; and that upon these rights the National Legis- 
lature can neither legislate nor encroach.” 

That is an entirely different thing. What the 
Democratic party propesed to do was to eradicate 
slavery by some means or other. The great sin 
that the Republican party has committed, is, it 
holds at this day the doctrine which the Democratic 
party announced in 1848, though it does not pre- 
tend, and has never pretended, that slavery should 

-be eradicated in the States, otherwise than by the 
States themselves. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Iask the gentle- 
man to yield to me. [Cries from the Republican 
benches of No!” *No!’*] 1 wishto read some 
resolutions of a Democratic State convention, I do 
not desire to make evena single comment. [Cries 
of, “Object? “No!” from the Republican 
benches. | 

Mr. FENTON. Lobject. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Does my colleague 
yield or not? : 

Mr. GROW and others. We object to his 
yielding. 


Mr. CORWIN. Were the resolutions passed | 


Since 1848? 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. No; in 1840. The 


. gentleman has brought in a rock from the “ sec- 
a 


i citizens of a freo State, have no right to interi 


| it, and finally to eradicate it. i 

their way rejoicing, but in 1848, it may be remem- |; 
| 
H 


benches.] If my colleague yields to me, you cun- 
not stop me. 

Several Mengers. We will stop you, for we 
can object to interrbptions. 

Mr. COX. {should like to see you stop my col- 
league. ` 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. A gentleman from 
Mississippi, a slavcholder, [Mr. Liman,] was al- 
lowed to interrupt and correct my colleague, with- 
out a word of objection; and I mean to have, and 
will have, just the same rights here that you yield 
so readily to slavcholtlers. 

Mr. THEAKER. Who has got the-floor? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM., If the gentleman 
himself does not yield, I will not go on. What I 
wanted to show was the ancient opinions of the 
Democratie party of Ohio on the subject of sla- 
very and abolition. 

Mr. CORWIN., I will cheerfully read the res- 
olutions towhich my colleague refers. Here they 
are: 

“ Resolved, That, in the opinion of this convention, Con- 
gress ought not, without the consent of the people of the 
D ct, and of the States of Virginia and Maryland, to 
slavery in the District of Columbia; and that the 
3 now making for that purpose by organized societies 
in the Tree States, are hostile to the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion, and destructive to the harmony of the Union, 

“ Resolved, ‘That slavery, being a domestic institution 
recognized by the Constitution of the United States 


and that the organizing of societics and assoc 
free States, in opposition to the i i $ 
while productive of no good, may be the cause of much 
mischief; and while such associations, for political pur- 
poses, ought to be discountenanced by every lover or peace 
and concord, no sound Democrat will have part or lot with 
them. 

* Resolved, That political Abolitionism is but ancient 


ster States, 


i Federalism, undcra new guise; and that the political action 
i of anti-s 


avery societies is onty a device for the overthrow 
of Democracy.” 

Now, Mr. Clerk, it becomes me, of Tourse, to 
make some remarks. They had abolition socie- 
ties springing up in those days, and at that time 
itwas doubtful with which party these Abolition- 
ists would vote. They put up a separate ticket, 
and it was this very ticket that clected a President 
of the United States in 144, and changed the his- | 
tory and destiny of this Republic. Gentlemen 
remind me that Governor Chase, of Ohio, is a 


“good Republican now, and a member of the Re- 


publican party, and was a member of the Liberty 
party in 1844. I believe all this is true. Gov- 
ernor Chase’s principles are now well known. 
He isa Republican now; nothing more. Allmen 
who believe, as the Abolitionists say they ge 

that 


; lieve, that slavery is such an inherent wrong 


the Constitution and laws can give it no validity, 
will go with the Republican party for restricting 
it in any place where it does not exist, though it 
is now a fact that Abolitionists, as a party, will 
have noaffiliation with the Republicans. While, 
at the same time, this Abolition Society, which 
always was opposed to the Whig party, because 
they did not go far cnough upon this subject, de- | 
feated Henry Clay, the great Whig champion, 
made Mr. Polk President, acquired territory, and 
brought upon you the very questions which are 
now before you. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Į would like here to interrupt 
the gentleman. [Cries of “No!”? “No!??] 

Mr. FENTON. I object. f 

Mr. CORWIN. What I meant to say was, 
that in 1848 the northern Democratie party held | 


i these doctrines, going further than the Whig party | 
j of that day, reaching out their arms further to 


get hold of slavery in the States—for I conceive | 
theiraction means nothing elsec—in some form, by | 

ublic opinion, or in some other way, to restrict | 
Well, they went on | 


bered, the Democratic party was carried captive 
to Babylon, Zachary Taylor was elected Presi- 
dent, and he wasa Whig. The Democracy hung | 
their karps upon the willows, by the streams of | 
Babylon, and lifted up their voices and wept, | 


flaughter,] and mourned over the slain of the 
daughters oftheir people. What then happened? 


Why we maintained the doctrine. that you. may 


restrict slavery; we stood with the fathers, the 
courts, the Congresses, and the Presidents, inan 
unbroken and unobstructed current of authority, 
up to the year 1852. © The Democrats of the North 
woke up suddenly, and said that slavery” was'a 
very good thing,-that it helped to develop-the 
resources of the country and improved. it, t 
I only want to show that the Republicans can-" 
not be conyerted as quickly as the Democrats. “I 
only want to. show. that we are somewhat obsti- 
nate in our old opinions, and that when we ‘go 
back, and get into the assemblies of the Fathers— 
old mtn whose garments were. yet wet with the 
waters of the Red Sea through which they had 
passcd for our deliverance— we find that they held 
the Republican doctrines with respect to the Terri- 
tories. We cannot account for the sudden conver- 


| sion of our Democratic brethren of the North. I 


hope they arc happy in their new faith. I want 
all men to be happy, all people to be happy—men, 
women, and children. seo that they are happy. 
For instance, if the gentleman from Georgia hie 

Crawronp] were to get into a loving mood with 
the Democracy-of the North, he might murmur 
in the car of my colleague [Mr. VALLANDIgHAM] 
a verse from the elegies of Shenstone: : 

tt Dear region of silence and shade,” 


in reference to the Democratic party, [lanfhter;] 
and then Mr. VaLianpieHam, in his softest notes 
of affection, would take. up the strain— 
‘Soft scenes of contentment and ease, 
Whore 1 have so happily strayed, 
Sinte naught in thy absence could please,” 

Now, it is pleasant to see them thus dwellin 
together, for it is impossible for such aman as 
am, much as I am opposed to their doctrimes, to 
fail to sympathize with men when I see they are 
perfectly happy. Long may they live; long may 
they live; for if they were to die suddenly, they 
might die in their sins, [Great laughter. ] 

A very curious question is this thing of life, 
and what a man may do in a lifetime. In 1848, 
the Democratic party, with their eycballs blood- 
shot, and the perspiration dropping off their noses, 


like one of our sugar-trees in February, upom the 
south side of a hill, [loud laughter,] with ‘their 


resolution in one hand, and the torch of abolition 
philosophy in the other, marched through the coun- 
try, proclaiming universal liberty, and the final 
adventofthatday when slavery should be no longer 
recognized in the land. Thatis what they did in 
eight short years—between 1840 and 1848. That 
is but a short time in the annals of this country. 
Suppose any man had been gifted as itis supposed 
the Wandering Jew was; suppose Adam had been 
cursed with a continued existence up to this day, 
and had started off with this doctrine in the be- 
ginning, and had changed every cight ycars: how 
many times would he have changed? [Laughter.] 
Threescore and ten years seem to be the allotted 
peridd of man in this age of the world; and in 
that time he might change seven or cight times. 
Now, my Republican friends, do not be discour- 
aged. My Democratic friends upon the other side 
of the House, do not let me make you unhappy. 
This is the year before the presidential election. 
Do not flatter yourselves that your Church is well 


| founded, and that you can go through another 


presidentjal clection as you went through the last, 
Besides, man is given to change; mutability is 
stamped on all things. “Man is few of days and 
full of sorrow,” [laughter,] ‘‘ cometh forth like 
a flower, is cut down, and ficeth away like a 
shadow’’—every eight years. [Roars of laugh- 
ter. ; 
i 1850 the present fugitive slave law was passed. 
Now it is always necessary, in order to under- 
stand the gyrations of political parties, to know 
what happened accidentally or incidentally about 
a particular time. A gentleman who had been 


| judge of our supreme court of Ohio, was a Dem- 


ocratic candidate for Governor of Ohio in 1852. 
Mr. Fillmore was then President, and his was 
called a Whig Administration. The extreme anti- 
slavery people of the State of Ohio did not like 
him. They abhorred him. Mr. Fillmore was 
President at the time of the passage of these com- 
promise measures. What had ihe Democratic 
party to complain of in them? Nothing. The fu- 
gitive slave law had been passed, and Mr. Fillmore 
had given it his approval, Judge Wood, the can- 
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didate of the Democratic party, which had a great 
Majority in Ohio, was elected Governor of the 
‘States andin his message to the Legislature, he 
said: 

«While publie opinion may be divided, perhaps, on the 
‘Jaw, [the fugitive slave bill,] there is, nevertheless, another 
matter in close connection with it, on which it is believed 
the sentiments of the people are entirely united. The area 

- ofslavery must never be extended in this Government while 
the voice, the united voice, and action of Ohio, in any con- 


‘titutional form, can stay it. Here, with propriety, we may 
‘shalt thou advance, 


take our stand. Thus far, proud wave, 
but no further shalt thou;come.”? 


“What did that mean? You shall never have 
another slave State in the Union. You shall never 
establish slavery in another Territory of the Uni- 
‘ted States. The political voice of the Democratic 

arty of Ohio had spoken in that language in 1848. 
‘In 1852, the embodiment of it in the gubernatorial 
office of that State proclaimed the sentiments that 
{ have read. 1 do not say now that Governor 
Wood was wrong, or that the Democratic party 
was wrong; but I only say that mutability is 
‘stamped on all human things. 

Now, I ask how can the Democratic people of 
the North sit still and hear the Republican party 
denounced as disorganizers and disunionists, and 
as disloyal to the Constitution, as they are de- |! 
nounged cvery hour and every day? The accusing 
eloquênce of these southern men has been brought 
in full volume of rich rhetoric, and Jaunched on 
the heads of the Republican party, while, as I 
have shown, they have only followed in the foot- 
steps of the northern Democrats. The only dif- 
ference is, that, as we think we have derived our 
principles from the founders of the Republic, and 
as our doctrines are sanctified by executive and 
judicial and legislative approbation, we choose 
rather to follow these old principles than to take 
‘up with new-fangled doctrines. Can you not for- 
give ‘us for that? If we be mistaken, can you not 
suppose that, at least, we think we are doing 
right? Do you suppose we ever intend to go into 
your States, and interfere with you there? There 
is not a man of you who can delude himself into |; 
the belief that we have any idea of subverting this 
gidtious Union, which we worship so much that 
‘we believe every word and every syllable of the 
fathers’ sayings. Now, I wish to announce that 
the day has gone by that these things will be heard 
‘without response.” This question shall he tried 
here, if we can ever organize. Then it shall be 
brought to the standard of constitutional law, on 
canons of construction that have been admitted 
ever since the intellect of man operated on the con- 
struction of language; and we will try conclusions 
with the gentlemen of the South. Morcover, if 
you announce, as you have done, that this Union 
shall be dissolved; that this constitutional Con- 
federacy of ours shall be broken up, because the 
people of the North choose to elect a President— 
a man whom you do not like—we shall see where 
the treason really lies. 

That is my view of the subject. I think Tam 
the most placable man that was ever born of 
woman. [am prepared to enter into this contro- 
versy with gentlemen, like brethren—to contro- 
vert these matters as statesmen, if we can elevate 
ourselves to that position, and submit toa candid 
world to decide who is right. Ifthe world decide 
against us, depend upon it that we shall believe 
we have misapprehgpded the public opinion of 
the country, and shall submit to whatever award 
that public opinion may make. ‘That, in this į 
country, is the final arbiter of all controversies of 

this kind, and must be obeyed. In the mean time, 
I warn Democratic gentlemen to remember that a || 
doctrine is now coming up from the South that the || 
inhabitants of a Territory have no power to pro- i 
hibit slavery therein. Parties have so divided the | 
people of the country that they have begun to 
consider themselves enemies; and we, instead of | 
considering ourselves the ‘ conscript fathers ” of || 
the people, bound to consider the interests, not 
of one State but of all the States, have commenced 
to regard ourselves as the diplomatic Representa- | 
tives of particular sections of the country. I hold 
that every man on this floor is the Representative 
of every man, woman, and childin the Republic; 
and every act which he does, in a national aspect, 
must operate for good or for evil onall. 1 hold that 
‘a man who acts for his section, and not for the 
Union, does not comprehend the great duty that |! 


| all: what would we then say? 


| and dear friends of these people. 


! would actin that particular justas the Congresses 


' and Orleans Territories. If slavery were there, 


| aan cannot work, 1 would permit people of the 


| of the United States, (as you phrase it, under the 


Elecgion of Speaker—Mr. Corwin. 


he is sent here to discharge. Our fathers intended 
that Representativesshould be lected by districts, 
because then they would be well known to the 
electors; but they meant that when here, and 
after they had taken the oath, they should be 
just as much the Representatives of every district 
in the United States as of the district that sent 
them. That is my conception of ourduty. That, 
I know, was theidea of the fathers who made the 
Republic, and formed the House as it is now 
formed. 

Suppose us assembled together, Mr. Clerk, with 
these feelings, and called on to legislate for the 
Territories that belong to us all—that were won 
by the common blood and common treasure of 
We would say 
this: ‘There are certain portions of our childrer 
in the South who have property which will not 
prove of any worth.to them in the cold latitudes 
of this territory. They cannot go there. There 
are certain other children of this family of ours— 
poor people, as we call them, meaning those who 
must work for their living—and I hope that men 
will always be compelled to work in some way, 
with the head or hand, for an honest living—and 
here is the territory lying beyond the Missis- 
sippi, called Kansas and Nebraska, for which 
Congress has power to make all needful rules and 
regulations; let them go there.’? In the Territo- 
ries are emigrants from the State of Georgia, from 
Virginia, from all the States of the East and the 
West. Your own constituents are the relations 
So are mine. 
They are unacquainted with cach other; a hetero- 
gentous people, not yet homogeneous enough to 
make their own laws in harmony. 

When we prohibit slavery in a Territory, we 
allow men from all the States to go there with the 
same rights exactly. While a man from a slave 
State may not take a slave into the Territory and 
hold him in slavery, neither can ove of my chil- 
dren in Ohio purchase a negro in Kentuck and 
take him there, and hold him as a slave. i not 
that equally just to all? I know that you say 
every one should go there with his property of 
whatever kind; but I say that this law of inhibit- 
ing slavery is equal and just to men of every sec- 


Ho. or Reps. 


tion. Everybody may go there with the same 
sort of property. We make no distinction be- 
tween any. If it be a Territory in which slave 
labor is unprofitable, ypu ought to be rebuked 
from the mere motive of cconomy. Let us look 
at it as a mere question of economy. The whole 
country belongs to us, and you are our ‘chil. 
dren. We are to divide it among you. Sup- 
pose you have one son who can work ina warm 
climate, and another who can work in a cold cli- 
mate. In dividing your estate hetween them, you 
give to cach that portion of it which suits his 
wants in that respect. You have one a mechanic; 
you do not give him afarm,and sct him to work 
asa farmer. Neither should you take the negro 
to Work where his labor would be unprofitable. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand the gentleman 
is now speaking for the Republican party, 

Mr. CORWIN. No, sir; I am speaking for 
a leader of that pary [Laughter.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I ask the gentleman for 
himself, and not for the Republican party, if he 
recognizes the right of people owning slaves to go 
into a Territory in a southern latitude, and oc- 
eupy that Territory with their slaves with the | 
protection of the Government? 

Mr. CORWIN. Now I will speak for my- 
self alone. If you acquire territory by treaty, 
and the people in it hold slaves, I would not, 
against their will, interfere with slavery there. 1 


of 1798 and 1804 acted in relation to Mississippi 


I would not disturb it. I would not interfere 
with the rights of property against the will of the 
people; and if you get territory where the white 


States to send their slaves there; and when there, 
certainly I would protect them, if protection were 
wanted. I agree with the gentlemen of the ex- 
treme South in one point: Whenever you can 
show me that, under the laws and Constitution 


Constitution,) slavery is lawfully ina Territory, 
I hold it to be a duty to make laws to protect 


| place for him, 
| a black man, who, lik 


propery lawfully held anywhere, if such laws 
e necessary for its protection; but remember, 
Ido not believe that the Constitution takes sla- 
very into Ferritories, or anywhere else. Slavery 
is the creature of local, municipal law. When- 
ever you acquire a territory where slavery ex- 
ists, if you have a treaty sanctioned by two thirds 
of the Senate of the United States, you are justas 
sure of slavery as we are sure of what we call 
‘freedom’? in Ohio. I dare say that some of my 
tender-footed brethren on the Republican side of 
the House wince alittle at that, but I act upon 
possibilities and upon probabilities. 

And there is another thing which you do which 
is totally at war with one of the fundamental max- 
ims of our Government. You begin by sending 
forth to the world the very doctrines of Rousseau’s 
social compact—that Government claims its right- 
ful authority from the consent of the people gov- 
erned. And then you conquer a country, and a 
part is ceded to you, but no consent of the people 
thus ceded is ever askcd. You seize them and 
govern them, whether they consent or not. You 
did not ask the people of California or New Mex- 
ico whether they were willing to be ‘American 
citizens. You took the treaty and you took the 
lands and the people. So when you get Cuba— 
which you will not get soon; but whenever you 
do get it, if you ever should, slavery willbe there; 
and the Spanish Government, when it cedes that 
island, will say that you shall take the people 
with all their rights of property. That is sure 
to be done, if the time ever arrives when you are 
to acquire Cuba. So if you acquire territor 
where white men cannot work. There are such 
countries; I have been told so by the best physi- 
cians Lever knew. What do you want with such 
territory, unless you have slaves, if it be true that 
free negroes will not work without coercion? if 
I were the father of all the world, and I had some 
children who could work in cold and temperate 
climates, I would send them there to work; and 
if I had other children who could work only in 
the warmer portions of the globe, I would send 
them there; and if they would not go, I would 
make them. 

A Memper. Who would get the wages? 

Mr. CORWIN. I would take care of that until 
they could take care of themselves, ({Laughter.} 
I am not speaking of constitutional law. I look 
at society as itis. What will you do with the 
men who will not work, and will eat! Tknow 
what we do with them in Ohio, We send them 
to the poor-house, and make them work. Some, 
for reasons known to the law, are sent to the 
penitentiary, where they are deprived of their 
inalienable right to liberty. That is a question we 
cannot discuss here. I state it for the benefit of 
weak brothers, who never think about the matter. 
[Laughter.] J have no authority to be the mas- 
ter of this world, and the question some gentleman 
asks me I can never answer. lf I had the power 
and the wisdom of the Almighty, it seems to me 
I would dispose of the races as I have indicated. 
If my white son would not work in the proper 
I would punish him; and if I had 
e the anaconda, fattened 
upon malaria, and only lived well in a rice swamp, 
there I would make him go. 

Í know I have no right to do anything of that 
kind. The moral right, according to our concep- 
tions of God’s will, meets with a different inter- 
pretation in the different countries of the world. 
One of the most honest, upright men of all the 
Roman emperors I ever read of—I mean Vespa- 
sian—took thirty thousand Jewish prisoners 
when he went to conquer Judea. He pledged 
the honor of a Roman general that, if these men 
surrendered, they should receive quarter and be 
treated as prisoners of war. When he came to 
hold a council of warasto what disposition should 
be made of them, every officer was for killing 
them. They said, “If the emperor trust them 
upon parole of honor, there is- no faith in the 
Jews, and to-morrow they will be killing us.” 
The question put was like the celebrated speech 
of a Scotch colonel, in the army of Gustavus 
Adolphus. The commander-in-chief, before a 
certain engagement, ordered that each one of his 
colonels should make a speech at the lead of his 
regiment. ‘The old Scotchman, who had never 
done anything in his life but cleaye ‘skulls, said: 
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“ My lads, ye see those fellows in black. Well, 
if ye dinna kill them, they maun kill you.” That 
was a difficult question to be decided by Vespa- 
sian’s council of war. How was it compromised. 
The honor of a Roman general was pledged. (So 
ig mine. Tam sworn to obey the Constitution 
and the laws of the country.) It was agreed that 
one portion of the prisoners should be spared, 

_and treated as prisoners of war, that another 
should. be sold into slavery, and the ‘remainder 
put to death. Alas! for poor human nature. We 
will always kill a man when we know he is going 
to kill us. It seems, then, that having no such 
powcr as I have stated, nations, like families, must 
et cach other alone., 

The slave trade, as I have said already, was an 
abomination from the beginning. It was wrong 
in the beginning. Year after year I have listened 
to talk, on one side and on the other, about this 

uestion of negro slavery. Iwas a delegate to 
the colonization society, which met at the Smith- 
sonian Institution. I thought I would go there, 
and see whether I could hear a solution of this 
question. One of the most eloquent and learned 
men I have listened to for a Jong time, made an 
address. Fle was one of those divines who, I 
know, will preach what he believes. He said that 
the finger of God was plainly to be seen in the 
slave trade. In old times, Governor Oglethorpe en- 
deavored to keep slavery out of Georgia, as every 
man knows who has read the history of that State. 
It was brought there, and he could not keep it 
out, Whitfield, that eminent divine, was there. 
He told Oglethorpe to let slavery alone, for the 
hand of the Almighty was in it. For ages, he 
said, “we have been trying to Christianize the 
world; we are at it now; and what progress have 
our missionaries made? Very little, ornone. Let 
the poor negro be brought into this country, and 
whether his master likes it or not, he willdmbibe 
some idea of the morals of Christianity, and in 
due time the right missionaries will be those of 
the black race, to return among their own color. 
Thus, that wicked man who sold this people into 
slavery in the hands of Heaven will have proved 
the instrument of bringing them to Christianity 
and. civilization.” 

If the finger of God be in slavery, let the south- 
ern man take care how he treats these missiona- 
ries, these instruments of Heaven for the great 
work of Christianizing the heathen African. Keep 
them in slavery if you will; but, as that Whit- 
field said, you cannot take a negro and keep him 
ten years in this country without his becoming a 
more enlightened man than when he leftthe shores 
of Africa. Take care that you give him freely that 
light. The present generation of negroes, sprung 
from those brought here acentury ago, will, I be- 
lieve, compare favorably with the most intelligent 
of their own countrymen in Africa. Let us, then, 
not despair of the ultimate fortunes of the negro | 
races. We hear of what is doing in Liberia. I 
must remind my boastful white brethren here that 
the history of legislation in that black colony | 


would warrant any one in the conclusion that our 
colored brethren there would have organized their ! 
Congress with more temperate judgment, and in 
much shorter time, than we have consumed in our 
efforts, which, up to this time, seem to promise 
no very speedy result. [Laughter.] 

Who knows but that slavery may accomplish 
the great work of Christianizing and civilizing 
the African race? May we not hope that while 
these people are content, even in slavery, to ad- 
vance in civilization in this country, and to de- 
velop the resources of countries which it is said 
can be developed by slave labor alone, the great 
ends and purposes of Him who sits enthroned in 
the circle of the heavens will be accomplished by | 
some agency to us as yet unknown. 

That wonderful man, Cyrus, did not know that 
he was executing the commands of God when he 
invaded Babylon, as it had been foretold. So it 
may be that you, who so much admire the insti- 
tution of slavery—and I do not mean to discuss 
its merits here—like Cyrus, may be the chosen in- | 
struments, even against your own wishes, to work 
out the purposes of Almighty God. When your 
negroes shall have reached the point of civiliza- 
tion which will fiz. them to enjoy that portion of 


liberty which a rational Government may give 
them, then they will no longer be your slaves. | 


| hours in this House if you passed a resolution 


| Republican party, disband it; you threaten the | 


‘taxed her whisky in 1794; and Massachusetts 


| They will then stay and work with you for mod- 
| erate wages,chcaper than the white man can, or 
| they will go abroad, such of them as choose to 
| go, on the great errand of the great Master of us. 
| all, to carry the light. of His gospel to a benight- 
ed people. I think that looks p ausible enough. 
| Nothing in this debate has given meso much pleas- 
| ure as listening to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. Davipson,] when he told-us upon this 
side ofthe Housc, that the gospel is preached 
upon his plantation in Louisiana, just as it is 
preached in the churches in the North. And so 
southern members assure me it is everywhere in 
the South. When the master conducts himself 
in that way, to his poor, ignorant slave, he will 
be converted. 7 

H it be possible for the black man—and that is 
a question upon which Iam no philosopher—to 
rise by slow and gradual degreesto that intellectual 
and moral eminence which shall qualify him for 
another state than that which he now occupies, 
depend-upon it, masters, when the time comes, will 
be willing to assent to the change of his condition. 
So I think slavery, so J think history teaches us. 
But in the mean time I admit that there are a great 
many evils connected with the system. I assure 
gentlemen of the South that that kind of disci- 
pline which our education and mode of lifeat the 
North give us does not allow us to be quite so 
free in the indulgence of these fits of ill temper 
which come upon usattimes, whether inthe North 
or South, or in the expression which may be given 
in words to that frailty. You are good and hon- 
orable gentlemen, but you make entirely too much 
noise for our northern tastes, [laughter,] and you 
are ** too sudden and quick in quarrel.” But donot 
misunderstand the people of the North. Their edu- 
cation and training teach them to govern their 
Barwon That is just the difference hetweén us. 

3ut when the quarrel does come, which to them 

appears just, why then I will not enter into recog- 
nizance that they will keep the peace. I have | 
seen it tried before now. 

Why then shall we not have harmony? Ias- 
sert here—and I care not for anybody’s criticism 
—that this slavery question would not exist two | 
not to acquire any more tertitory for ten years. 
If it could be that there should not be another 
presidential election for ten years, that of itself 
would bring peace. The cause of discontentand4 
strife, in a great measure, is that we must have a 
presidential election in a few months. You do 
not want any more slave territory. How will 
you fill up Texas, which has been generously de- 
voted for afl the surplus slaves for fifty years? 
Do you expect to.find a milder climate or a bet- 
ter latitude? You quarrel with the people of the 
North about the settlement of Kansas. There 
are four States for you to fill, where you can go 
unquestioned. Go first and bring into cultivation 
those fertile lands yet unoccupied, before you 
think of another expansion of territory. You 
will not go there, but stand here quarreling with 
us, northern Republicans, because you cannotget 
more territory. If you had more territory, you } 
could not setue it, because you have not the slave 
labor. 

A gentleman upon the other side of the House 
called out to us the other day: ‘¢ Disband your | 


eace of the Union.” Sir, I am not afraid of this 

nion. I see plainly enough that I can save it in 
the last extrepfity just by letting a Democrat be 
elected President. [Greatlaughter.] Ever since I 
found that out, I have cared little what you say | 
about danger to the Union. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Barxspaxe] declared also, that 
his State would go right off out of the Union, in 
the event of the clection of Mr. Sewarp. The 
pope of the State of Mississippi may walk out; 
put the State never will. Why, sir, I have heard į 
of this thing ever since I have heard anything 
in public affairs. In 1833, South Carolina was 
determined to go out of the Union, because of 
what she deemed an excessive duty on foreign 
goods. Pennsylvania was going out because we 


thought the Union was endangered when Loui- 
siana was purchased. Each and all of these States 


i Untion myself, [great laughter, pand the Union 


stronger to-day than when its. dissolution’ was 
first threatened—stronger than. it wasin the be~ 
ginning. Pa 

The. State of Mississippi is a glorious litle: 
State, covered’ all over with cotton; and, in; My. 
jodement, she will “ cotton to”? the: Union to the. 
ast. [Laughter.] All these planets which revolve, 
around this great constitutional center, whenee. 
truth, light, political knowledge radiate, will fly . 
off occasionally. Mississippi may seem.to-fly off: 
in some eccentric orbit, butshe will soon return to. 
her proper perihelion.: I do-not say how she will 


yet remain, and are, I trust, loyal to the Union. 
I have lived through three dissolutions of the.| 


do it, but she certainly will do it of her own ac- 
cord. Let us then hear no more of this angry. 
talk about disunion; but, like: men, Jite. breth- 
ren, as we are, work earnestly. and happily tọ- 
gether for the common good of all, a 
As to this question of territorial legislation, 
touching slavery in the Territories, let gentlemen 
pause upon that, and consider before they rush to 
į conclusions. I tell gentlemen of the South—and 
the day will come when they will remember my 
advice—not to trust northern people to make. laws 
of their own in the Territories for the exclusion, 
or protection of slavery. Ido not care where 
you go, in any latitude under the heavens where 
a whre man can live and work, the Yankees will 
go there too, Wherever clocks can begged or 
sold, there they will be. If they come. fo léarn. 
that it is the law of the Republic that the statuse 
of the country is.fixed, forever by the first.inhab- 
itants, instead of settling that status here, among: 
| men who are responsible to the country and. 
| tofthistory, they will settle the question as they 
did in Kansas. They will always beat you, if 
| you open the question in that way, Let this 
| calm, deliberative, legislative assembly of gentle- 
| men, who legislate for the whole Union of thirty 
| millions of people—let them determine whether it. 
is betterthatslavery should gothere or not; letthat 
| question come here, where we look at this great 
| country, and all the Territories we have, and all 
| we may everacquire, as common patrimony, alike 
! of all the States, and all the people we represent. 
The population, which usually goes. into new 
Territories is generally led by an eager and some» 
i times wild spirit of adventure... The people walk 
kecp out the negro, because they. have no negroes: 
of their own, no slaves of their own. I care not. 
whether the Territory be at the north pole or near 
the equator, they will go there, and will keep your 
negroes out, if you allow them to determine 
whether slavery shall be there or not. I should 
think that any man who has looked at the history 
of Kansas for the last three years, with. reference. 
to this matter, will not doubt my conclusions... In 
consequence of Congress giving up this great-con~ 
servative power to make laws for an uncongenial, 
heterogencous people, civil war raged for three 
years over the beautiful plains. of. Kansas, where 
there should have been nothing heard but the joe~ 
und whistle of the plowman driving his team to. 
the field, and where nothing else or worse would 


| have been heard, if Congress had only made Jaws 


to govern that Territory, and sent its Governor, 
and, if necessary, troops, to execute the law. You 
made an experiment there, and you know the 
result, 

Whathave youin another Territory now? You 
say you cannot make laws for Utah, You have 
denied the power of Congress to make laws for 
| the Terrritories. Whatis Utah? A bloton the 
fair pages of your history, which all the waters. 
of Lethe never can wash out—a foul, incestuous 
| den of miserable adulterers and murderers—a dis- 
grace to a civilized and Christian country. That 
| is what comes of this glorious new doctrine which 
| you have propagated on all sides. That comes: 
| of your parting with the wise usages and the wise 
| institutions of your fathers; and so it will ever be 
the moment you abandon those well-established, 
constitutional: rules fixed by the founders of the 
Republic. You have abandoned the great high- 
ways of the past—the good macadamized roads. 
made for you—every milestone of which was red 
with revojutionary blood; you have strayed away 
from them, and wandered after wills-o’-the-wis 
into swampsand by-paths. All thatthe Republi- 
| can party wish to do, is to stand up and. call you 
back-as.a mother calls to her lost-child, and put 
you. on the safe old read again. They call upon 
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you to come out from the wilderness; to quit the 
shedding of each others” blood in fratricidal war 
for the right to have this or that law; to let the 
"Congress of the United States, who represent the 
fathers, the-brothers, the sisters of the peaceful 
emigrants who have goneinto the Territories, con- 
sider what is best for their children and friends. 

Biit-abandon, as you have abandoned, the insti- 
tutions of your Fathers, and there will be neither 

eace nor progréss inthe Territories. There will 
be strife here, and civil war there, and wild con- 
fusion will reign supreme. 

“The wise. prophet of Israel, after he came down 
from the mountain with the law in his hand, and 
found his brother Aaron worshiping a golden éalf 
which he had made, was so angry that he threw 
down the tables of the law, and broke them. He 
determined that that wicked people should never 
have an opportunity of worshiping any more 
golden calves: he made all the women bring in 
their trinkets and golden ornaments, and melted 
them down into one mass. Let-us, in the same 
spirit, bringin these miserable idols of ours; sac-’ 
rifice them on the common altar of our country; 
shake hands, forget, and forgive. 

And now, before I sit down, let me ask again, 
are the destinies of this mighty Republic to turn 
on the publication of a pamphict? You know that 
the geleman whom we have nominated will 
make a just and impartial Speaker. Concede that 
for once. Concede that wewill have toclect bya 
plurality. {think that, if we could, we ought to 
elect by a majority. ‘There is something sym- 
metrical in it: You say, he should be elected b 
a majority, because, in the happening of two a 
three very remote contingencies, he may become 
President of the United States. But, as E said 
yesterday, no President or Viee President will 
ever be found, both amiable enough to die and let 
the Speaker take that place. We will not con- 
sider that contingency. If we cannot agree upon 
one man, is it possible, in the name of the Amer- 
ican people, that we cannot find some manin this 
Congress who is fit to preside over this House? 

It has been stated that I said that I would vote 

for Mr. Suraman till the last trump should sound. 
A better man than I am changed his mind. David, 
King of Israel, repented of what he said, when he 
remarked, “ I have said, in my haste, thatall men 
are liars.” I concede that fact, when I state now 
that I am willing to vote for any one almost who 
can be elected. If this protracted contest mean 
anything, we cannot elect a Republican; we can- 
not elect a Lecompton Democrat; we cannot elect 
an anti-Lecompton Democrat; and though there 
may be as many shades of party as Jacob had 
stripes in his cattle—I do not know how many— 
it seems that we cannot elect any one of them. I 
know of but one man in this House who docs not 
belong to any party, and E have thought that per- 
haps we might unite upon him, The gentleman | 
from New York [Mr. Horace F. Cran] belongs |; 
to no party; he will not act with any party; does 
not love any party; does not hate any party ; 
does not care for any party. [Great laughter. ] 
Why not elect him? 

Mr. Clerk, I believe that I ami abusing my 
privileges here, [Cries of “ Go on!?’} 

I hope the observations which I have made, |; 
Mr. Clerk, forced from me without any of that į 
preparation whieh is usual, may not be entirely 
worthless. Whether we consider this ever-reew- | 
ring question of slavery as resting within our un- 
restricted discretion, or whether we regard itas | 
fixed and limited by constitutional law—in cither 
aspect, with good sense, guided by true patriot- 
ism, there is nothing to be feared. The way i! 
through the future is, in my judgment, open, clear, 
and plain. We cannot be so weak as to give way | 
to childish fears, or sink into lethargy and de- |j 
spair. On the contrary, let us “gird up our lons”’ 
to the work before us; for upon us this duty is de- 
volved. We cannot escape from itif we would. 
Let us, above all, preserve our Constitution invi- | 
olate; and the Union which it created, unbroken. | 
By the lights they give us, with the aids of an |i 
enlightened religion, and an ever-improving |i 
Christian philosophy, let us march onward and 
onward in the great highway of social progress. || 
Let us always Keep in the advancing car of that H 


pome eu book of constitutions and our Bible. 
Ke the Jews of old; lét'the' ark of thé covenant 


be advanced to the front in our march. With 
these to guide us, I feel the proud assurance that 
our frée principles will take their way through all 
coming time; and before them I do believe that the 
cloven-footed altars of oppression, all over the 
world, will fall down, as Dagon of old fell down, 
and was shivered -to pieces in the presence of the 
ark of the living God. . i 

, Butif we halt in this great exodus of the na- 
tions; if we are broken into inconsiderable frag- 
ments and ultimately dispersed, through our fol- 
lies of this day, what imagination can compass the 
frightful enormity of our crime! What would the 
world say of this unpardonable sin? Rather than 
this, we should pray the kind Father of all, even 
His wicked children, to visit us with the last and 
worst of all the afflictions that fall on sin and sin- 


| fulman. Better forus would it be that the fruitful 


earth should be smitten for a season with barren- 
ness, and become dry dust, and refuse its annual 
fruits; better that the heavens for a time should 
become brass, and the car of God deaf to our 
prayers; better that Famine, with her cold and 
skinny fingers, should lay hold upon the throats of 
our wives and children; better that God should 
commission the Angel of Destruction to go forth 
over the land, scattering pestilence and death from 
his dusky wing, than that we should prove faith- 
less to our trust, and by that means our light 
should be quenched, our liberties destroyed, and 
all our bright hopes die out in that night which 
knows no coming dawn. 


PROPERTY IN TERRITORIES, 


REMARKS 


oF 
MESSRS. WADE AND TOOMBS, 
ÎN THE SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, 
March 7, 1860. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolutions, submitted by Mr. Brown 
on the 1th of January: 

Resolved, That the Territories are the common ptoperty 
of all the States, and that it is the privilege of the citizens 
of all the States to gu into the 'Ferritories with every kind 
or description of property recognized by the Constitution 
of the United States, and beld under the Jaws of any of the 
States jand that itis the constitutional duty of the Jaw-mak- 
ing power, wherever lodged, or by whomsoever exercised, 
whether by the Congress or the ‘Territorial Legislature, to 
enact such laws us may be found necessary for the ade- 
quate and sufficient protection of such property. 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on ‘Territories be in- | 


structed to insert, in any bill they may report for the organ- 
ization of new Territories, a clanse declaring itto be the 
duty of the ‘Territorial Legislature to enact adeqtiate and 
suflicient laws for the protection of all kinds of property, 
as above described, within the limits’ the Territory ; and 
that, upon its failure or refusal to do it is the admitted 
duty of Congress to interpose and pass such laws. 


The pending question was on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Winkinson, to strike out all after 
the word “resolved,” whore it first occurs, and 
insert: 


"That the Territories are the common property of the peo- | 
ple of the United States; that Congress has tull power and į 
necessary and proper for the gov- í 


authority to pass all laws 
ernment of sneh Territories; and that, in the exercise of 
sueh power, it is the duty of Congress so to legislate inro- 
lation to slavery therein that the interests of labor may 
be encouraged and protected in such Territo: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories 
ed to insert, in any bill tlfey may report for the 
of new Territories, a clause declaring that the 
neither slavery nor involuntary servitude in fuch Territo- 
ries, except in punishment for erime wiy 
been duly convicted: 


Mr. WADE. Mr. President, these resolutions | 


bring up at once before the Senate two distinct and 
opposite systems of labor and civilization. The 
resolutions which are proposed by the Democratic 


| portion of the Senate declare in favor of that one of 
those iwo systems which, in my judgment, is sub- į; 
versive of the melioration and progress of human | 
socicty onthiscontivent. The publicmind, North, | 
South, East, and West, is intensely engaged in | 


making its choice between that system and the 
scheme of civilization which is asserted by the res- 
olutions submitted by the Republican side of the 
Chamber. I cannot, therefore, exaggerate the im- 


i| portance of this debate. It isa very extraordinary 


thing, Mr. President, that the loudest complainis of 
mal-administration of this Government, and the 


noisiest alarms of imminent danger tothe country, , 


cone from those who; for a very considerable pe- 


oreo the party dies: | 


| than that of all Europe. 


riod, have had possession of its vast revenues, con- 

trol of its mighty power, influence of its agents and 

clients, equally at the capital and in every nook 

and corner of the Jand, and so have formed and 

directed its policy, without encountering any ef- 

fective resistance or opposition. The Republican 

party has been always, as it is now, absolutely 

powerless to impress its principles on the admin- 
istration of the Government. Ft stands by and 

looks on, wondering atthe progress of Democratic 

administration; and wondering, most. of all, at 

hearing those who have conducted it entirely in 

their own way now threatening to pull down the 

pillars of the Union, and involve them all, with 

themselves, in a common ruin. In the name of 
God, Mr. President, what does all this mean? 

There is but one explanation of facts so strange 

and anomalous; and that explanation is, that you 

still want to continue the administration, when 

you have found out that you cannot administer’ 
successfully, or even with safety, for your own 

system. 

Mr. President, if there is a Senator here who 
will gainsay me in my next preliminary observa- ` 
tion, let him now look me fullin the face and deny, 
if he can, that his section has had its full share of 
political power in this country, from the hour 
when the Government was organized until the 
exact moment when I am speaking. More than 
this, your power in the Government has been al-` 
together disproportioned to your numbers, I 
blame nobody for this, because I know that it is 
human nature to use all the power we have for the 
advancement of our own principles, our interests, 
and our accepted policies. Undoubtedly, under 
similar circumstances, we of the North would do 
the same; therefore I do not complain, but simply 
state the fact. 

If, now, the present course of administration of 
the Government has so far proved a failure that 

ou are now prepared to pull it down over our 

heads, pray tell us who is to blame but your- 
selves? Sir, it is very manifest, from the confes- 
sions of the complainants, that they have no 
present or real cause of complaint. The secret’ 
really is, that uprising political principles, which 


: they are no longer able to keep down, cast a 


shadow across their path which disturbs their 
equanimity. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] told 
us that the South is in possession of eight hundred 
and fifty thousand square miles of country, the 
most.genial and beautiful that God ever bestowed 
upon men. He said that he was proud of it; and 
he has a right to be. He said that this fine re-- 
gion is capable of sustaining a population greater 
T believe that he spoke 
within bounds. He told us that that region has 
twelve million people; mark you, sir, only twelve 
million. But we all know that the area of the., 
slavcholding States is greater, by about one third, 
than that of the free States, while its population is 
at least onc third less. He spoke glowingly of the 
prosperity of the slaveholding States. What, then, 
could béemore unreasonable and absurd than these 
whiningsand complaints of northern aggressions 
and oppressions by the great and prosperous 
South, when the North is entirely out of power. 
If he speaks relatively, then he speaks correctly. 
Property in slaves was never so prosperous as to- 
day. Look into the slave market; you will find that 
slaves never brought higher prices than now, ofr 
course slave labor is more profitable to the owner 
now than it has everbeen. Sir, these southern 
gentlemen are inconsistent and contradictory; if 


: one breath they are all boast and glory; in the next 
: itis all despair and destruction, Please reconcile 


some of these contradictions. 

If the North has, by means of its underground 
railroads, fatally and treacherously sapped and 
undermined the foundations of your whole system 
of labor, how is it that your property has risen 
in value, and your prosperity culminated during 


i all the time it has been going on? 


One other preliminary remark, Mr, President. 
The Senator from Georgia rose here in his place, 
witha solemnity unusual for him, and with a coun- 
tenance which was the very personation of despair, 
and announced to an astonished people, that we, © 
the Senators on this side of the Chamber, are the 
enemies of his country. Yes, sir; hefelt that we 
are enemies of: his country, and therefore ‘that 
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ower would be unsafely and dangerously lodged 
in our hands. Why,sir, would it be unsafe and 
dangerous? Certainly they have suffered no dam- 
age from us so far. He argues afier this fashion: 
he.complains that we-have been faithless in the 
éxecution of his fugitive law, and therefore the 
slave property of the South is insecure; but you 
will remember, sir, that, long before he got through 
with his speech, the slaves in Georgia were so 
loyal to their masters that, from the days of the 
revolutionary war to the present time, notone hun- 
dred of all their.black generations have fled from 
bondage. Sir, if there are those whose nature is 
so grateful that they-can thank you for nothing, 
there are others whose nature is so discontented 
that they will complain upon very trifling cause. 
Only one poor negro a year in eighty years has 
escaped from the great State of Georgia; and yet 
he trembles with rage, declares war, and lays hold 
upon the pillars of the Union. One poor negro 
a year, and even that negro not certainly lost, 
through the Abolitionists or the aggressions of 
the North. The Senator docs not condescend to 
tell us how any orall the hundred have becn spir- 
ited away; butis content with boasting that all 
who have been lost, from all causes whatever, do 
not exceed a hundred. 

Mr. President, when gentlemen come here and 
volunteer such arguments as these, it is perfectly 
evident that there is some motive stronger than 
any consciousness of injury received at the hands 
of those they accuse. The Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Toomss] seems to have been. specially as- 
signed to act as attorney general; and he has 
brought in a bill of iadictment, charging upon the 
Senators on this side of the Chamber pretty much 
all the crimes*known in the calendar. [tis an 
indictment interspersed with something of argu- 
ment, more of declamation, and yet more of vi- 
tuperation. Now, sir, I acknowledge him to be 
well and worthily assigned to this duty; for he is 
one of the ablest and most expericneed members 
of the Senate. Ifa case could be made out at all 
against the North, he is just the man to make it 
out. Ihave already conceded his ability. All who 
heard his speech will admit that he docs not lack 
the necessary zeal. If he has failed, he may say, 
with another noted character, that he ‘fell where 
Satan could not stand.” [Laughter.] Sir, he has 
failed—utterly, totally failed. I pass by, for the 
moment, the impeachments of treason and per- 
jury, to reach another, namely, an impeachment 
of cowardice—an impeachment which I confess 
grated more harshly on my eår than all the other 
vituperations in which he indulged. 

The Senator from Georgia said that we, the 
Republicin Senators here, ‘and the untold mil- 
lioffs we represent, have fallen so low, that we 
have not only lost our virtuc, but with it we have 
lost our courage, so that we have not the spirit to 
resent an injury.’ Did the Senator believe the 
declaration which he made? If he did believeit, 
and I have no doubt he did, from the tenor of his 
language, he believed that on this side the Chamber 
we were all non-combatants. I will not suppose 
that he intended to earn a cheap reputation for 
valor, by insulting those who he supposed would 
never accepta challenge. Mr. President, the whole 
world knows, and therefore the Senator from 
Georgia must know, that the people of the free 
States of this Union have utterly condemned, re- 
pudiated, and abolished, the old and barbarous 
practice of ducling; every intclligent man knows, 
and therefore the Senator from Georgia knows, that 
ifa Senator here from either of these States should 
engage in a duel, he would, for that causc alone, 
whatever might be his excuse, be deserted and | 

roscribed; that he would be treated as an outeast | 
if overcome; while, if he should kill his adversa- | 
ry, he would be subjected to indictment and trial 
for murder, and would forever be excluded from 
all public trust of honor or profit. This tone 
of high moral sentiment is just and righteous in 
itself, and I do not mean to gainsay it now; but 
I do fee] that. it has placed me at a disadvantage 
here. I feel it frequently, I fect that it often places , 
all of us here at the mercy of those who, not | 
having adopted the same just sentiments, act | 
towards us as if they construed our constrained 
forbearance into a want of courage. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator must be understood | 
as speaking only for himself and his own. politi- 


| not only our honor, but our rights, as were our 


cal associates, when he attributes to allthe North 
a preference for office to thcir own honor and its 
defense. 

Mr. WADE. I speak, so far as I know, the 
sentiment of the people in the free States. I dof 
not know that there are exceptions to it; probably. 
there are. Itis not strange that this state of things 
should exist. Our northern people have no reason 
to distrust the courage of any portion of their fel- 
low-citizens. Physical courage, with our northern 
people, isa sentiment so general, that I must say 
that it is cheapened by its universality. No man 
suspects another to be a coward; for it would be 
an exception to almost a universal rule. Who ever 
has seen the northern people called into the field. 
of combat to maintain their rights, and not known 
that braver men never stepped upon the quarter 
deck, braver men never entered the perilous 
breach? Who ever heard ofacoward among them 
all where duty calls? .Sir, we on this side, if I 
understand the Senator from Georgia, and the un- 
told millions whom we represent, have not the 
courage to maintain our honor. Evenif I thought 
that 

Mr. TOOMBS. I refer the honorable Senator 
to my speech. I made no such allegation against 
the people of the North. I said that people who |; 
did not maintain their obligations, kad I was || 
alluding especially to the Republican party,) peo- 
ple who would violate their compacts, were not 
to be dreaded when they threatened to march down 
their millions upon us. The speech is in print. 
There is no such allegation against the people of | 
the North; but the gentlemen seem to consider 
themselves the people of the North, and I do not. 
That is the difference between us. 

Mr. WADE. Here is precisely what the Sen- 
ator did say: I may construe it differendy from || 
him, perhaps. Leus see what was his languag 

“J doubt if there be five, cut of all the members of the 
Republican party on this floor, who will stand up here 
to-day, and say they are willing, either by State or Federal 
legislation, or in any other manner, to uphold and comply 
with this provision of the Constitution. I do not believe 
there are enough to mecét God’s final requisition to save || 
Sodom. No, sir; they mock at constitutional obligations, i 
jeer at oaths. ??, i 

A little further on he said: 

“ They place great relianee ou this arm of the Biack Re- 
publican phalanx, falluding to the slaves Esuppose.} When 
they get ready for this brotherly work, in the name and 
belhaif of my constituents I extend to them a cordial invi- 
tation to come down to see us. But it is due to candor to 
say that their reputation necds come building up among 
my constituents. We do not think those men the most 
dangerous woo are the most faithless to their compacts; 
and, in very truth, we have but small fear of men, even as 
leaders of untold millions, who have not manhood enough 
to maintain and defend their own honors.” 

I supposed that the leader was as courageous, 
at all events, as those he led. That was the con- 
struction that I put upon it. I supposed that it į 
was a declaration that we, and those whom we 
represent, lacked that courage which is necessary 
to maintain our own honor when it was im- 
peached. If the gentloman says that was not 

Mr. TOOMBS. I call the Senator's attention 
to this: I said that those persons who were faith- 
less to their compacts, who passed personal Jib- 
erty bills, were not to be dreaded; and there is no 
other construction, I think, to be put on the lan- 


in the advanced stage of civilization to which we. 


! men, sir! 
: million of men to topple down the pillars of this 
| Republic, and overwhelm the whole country in 
| one universal min. ; 


guage fairly, though the Senator can give it what 
construction he pleases. 

Mr. WADE. I accept the gentleman’s con- 
struction of it. Į put a much larger construction i! 
on it than that; but I am very giad to hear the | 
Senator’s explanation. because I see that it is no 
particular merit to us, nor to the gentlemen on į 
that side, that we generally have physical courage. 
We inherit it from our heroic ancestors, who, 
when occasion required it, dragged guilty kings i 
from their thrones, and deprived them of their 
crowns, because they undertook to trample upon |: 
the rights of the people; and we, their descend- į 
ants, Í trust in God, are as ready to vindicate, | 


ancestors at any period. i 

Ido not differ widely with the Senator on one | 
point. The man who would be faithless to his | 
obligations, and would commit perjury, I think | 
would be very apt to be a coward; but on the sub- | 
ject of dueling, I do not wish to be misundertood | 
either here or by our people athome. Lagree with | 
them that it is a barbarous mode of settling diffi- 
cultiesat best, and ought to be totally unnecessary 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
} 
i 


|i 


i 


i| execution. 
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have arrived in this.country... The restraints, of: 
civilized life -with us are generally. sufficient, and, 
they ought to be always sufficient among us, to. 
oblige every man .to suppress violent utterances, 
andto keep within bounds of moderation and re-. 
spectful consideration of the rights and feelings of- 
others. -The case maybe quite different in semi- 
civilized. communities, where there are. no such: 
other restraints. Ido not know but.the duel may 

be necessary there. . In any community, if a mans 
cannot be restrained from offering insult by any: 
more elevated principle than fear, it may bene- 
cessary that hc be compelled to respect-the rights. 
of others, even by the fear of combat. -And Ido 


| not say that I should not, in an- extreme. case, 


maintain my own rights in that. barbarous way. 
here, whateves might be thought of it at home. 
I bave said enough, Mr. President, I trust, on that. 
pomt. . i 
The Senator charges us all with perjury and 
disloyalty to the Constitution, Just sce, now, how 
inconsistent a gentleman, in the heat of argument, 
may become. He has taken here an oath to sup- 
pee the Constitution; the same oath which we 
have taken, and which he accuses us of breaking; 
and yet he announced tous thatheis impatient, nay 
eager, for a symbol of war from the Old Dominion 
against the Constitution and the Union. Ido not 
use his exact language, though I have itbefore 
me. He isready and cager to second her motion. 
* One blast from her bugle horn,’’ hesaid, “‘ would - 
call to their feet a million of men.”? A million of 
A million of men for what? Why,a 


And all this the million of men roused by the 
bugle horn of the Old Dominion, are to do next 
March, if a Republican shall be clected, constitu- 
tionally elected President, in November. Docs he 
not stand on high ground, sir? Task him to say, 


| for himself, that he occupies high vantage ground, 
| while charging us with treason and violation of our 


oaths, when he is with the same breath threaten- ` 
ing to pulldown the pillars of the Union. Sir, if, 
this is not treason, then I-do not know what it is. 
If itis nota violation of the oath to support the 
Constitution, then I do not understand the import | 
of the words. I know, indeed, that these things 
are said in the heat of debate, and may mean but- 
very little, but they go out to the world as delib- 
crate debates, and therefore must be noticed here. 
And now I dismiss this point, and pass from. 
the declamation to the argument of the gentleman 
from Georgia, for, as I have said, he is among. 
the ablest of his class. No man is more compe-_ 
tent to make outa case against the Republicans 
or the péople of the North. He has deliberated 
long; he has studied deeply, not merely in. the 
history of ancient and modern Europe, buteven.in 
the history of ancient Grecce, to fortify his argu- 
ment. What docs his accusation amount to? First, 
we have not been quite nimble-footed enough in. 
exccuting his fugitive law. He gives us not one 
instance, not one case of delinquency. Heiscon- 
tent with making a gencral charge, that we are 
faithless to the Constitution in this respect. Now, 
sir, I know of no case of resistance to the execu-. 
tion of the fugitive law in the State of Ohio. E 


i know agreat many men there who believe, before 


God and man, that it is unconstitutional, yet I 
know of no man who has stood forth to resist its 
On the contrary, whenever a case 
under it has come before our courts, it has been 
carefully scrutinized, and the law has been most 


| rigorously executed. There have been doubtful 


cases; there have cven been cases in which there 


| was little room left for doubt that the scemin. 


remedies granted by that law have been perverte 
to the atrocious purpose of kidnapping and carry- 
ing freemen into slavery. ; 
A citizen of Ohio, not long ago, whose name I 
do not now recollect, was taken to St, Louis,and 
there imprisoned under State law, to be sold into 
slavery to pay the charges of his detention, until 
he was released by the people of Ohio. This was 
no solitary case; such. cases frequently occur. . I 
meet the general charge with ageneral denial, and 
I assert that the people of Ohio have not been 
faithless in the execution of this most rigorous, 
odious, and, as I believe, in many. of its provis-, 
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ions, unconstitutional Jaw. I pass briefly over 
the point that the constitutional provision concern- 
ing fugitives devolves on the State governments, 
and wot upon Congress, the courts: having adjudi- 
cated that point against my opinions. . F will say, 
however; that no lawyer would agree with the 
Courts, were it a case of the first impression. I 
deny, moreover, that the decisions of the courts 
have been uniform, as the Senator from Georgia 
claims. Judge Hornblower, of New Jersey, on 
habeas corpus, held the law unconstitutional, and 
discharged: the fugitive for that reason. We have 
one Senator among us here (Mr. WreraLr] who 
thinks that the late Mr. Webster knew. less of 
constitutional law than most other men. Itisnot 
for me to reéstablish Mr. Webster; but whether 
he knew much or little, itwas his deliberate opin- 
ion that the law had no warrant inthe Constitu- 
tion, though he deferred to decisions of the courts. 

I come now to your new fugitive bill, which, in 
many of its provisions, I have no doubt is consti- 
tutionaly and I. think in these points it has not 


yet been judged constitutional. Itis not, how-. 


ever, my purpose to arguo its constitutionality. 
Imeetin this case, as I did in. the law of 1793, the 
vague charge of unfaithfulness on our part with 
a generaldenial. I call your attention, sir, to the 
fact that there prevails among the people very 
generally an idea that many of the provisions of 
that law are unconstitutional, This idea tends 
to produce irritation. Why do the people adopt 
the idea that it is unconstitutional? The subject 
being collateral, I will only allude to that section 
of the law which confers judicial powers on com- 
missioners appointed by the courts, who are not, 
and cannot, thus appointed, be judges. The peo- 
pie believe this provision unconstitutional, and so 
ol, 

Again, the bill gives ten dollars for a decision 
in favor of the claimant, and five for a decision in 
favor of the fugitive. ‘Gentlemen here have Yidi- 
culed the idea that such an inducement could bias 
a magistrate, but I believe with the people that 
such magistrates as you generally have, under 
this law, would be determined by a five-penn 
bit, The people, for what I know, may think 
this provision unconstitutional. I agree with 


them so far as to say, that if meanness in a law | 


could make it unconstitutional the people are 
right. 

Again, there is another provision in the law, 
when you have got thé certificate of the magis- 
trate; the alleged fugitive can be taken out of the 
State in defiance of the writ. of habeas. corpus. 
Thys the law, in time of profound peace, strikes 
down this great writof freedom, and in this I also 
agree with them. The law not only denies the 
writ of habeas corpus, but it also denies the trial by 
jury—an essential right. It is these portions of 
the law that render it so odious and unpopular. 
The people know that its exccution is attended 
with dangers to human freedom, and they are 
jealous of summary proceedings so extraordinary 
and unusual, 

Sir, we have never denied the obligation of the 
States to deliver fugitives who are such within the 
purview of the Constitution of the United States; 
never never, But the law is an exceedingly offen- 
šive and obnoxious law. You know that without 
my telling you. The people of the free States are 
deeply imbued with the sentiment that, uader the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, as the 
law of nature, every innocent man has a right to 
liberty. They do, however, well know, and so 
understand, that the Constitution of the United 
States permits a man in one State, who is held by 
the laws thereof torowe service or labor to another 
man, to be reclaimed when he flees from such ob- 
ligation, to be delivered up to such claimant. This 
provision of the Constitution our people neither 
deny nor resist. But the Senator from Georgia, 
and every other Senator, knows how difficult it is 
to execute a law which goes against the hearts 
and consciences of the great mass of the people. 
Wemay complain of it; we might even deplore it; 
but no law-making authority could mend the case. 
Nothing short of the interposition of Almighty 
power, changing the hearts of men, can make 
wae promptand eager to execute your obnoxious 
aw. 

Ido not stand here to deceive you, my friends. I 
tell you the truth justas:itis, Out of every thou- 


| States, are irreclaimably sold in your markets; 


| States in that particular. 


! the others, trusting that if there was no founda- 


| stitution of the United States does not mean that 


sand men who shall see a race between a vlaim- 
ant and a slave, nine hundred and ninety-nine 
will, from the bottom of their hearts, wish him to 
escape. Neither you nor I can help the matter by 
legislation. Acting as magistrates sworn to ex- 
ecute the-law, it may be-executed when a case is 
completely made out, beyond all chance for cas- 
uistry or cavil; but very little practical benefit ean 
result fromit. Who is to be blamed for it? Look 
at your own:section, and you find there human 
nature exactly the same, when the slave trader 
brings the slaves stolen from Africaintoyour ports 
in violation of the laws making the act piracy, and 
denouncing against it the punishment of death. 
Your jurors acquit him against all evidence and 
the admonitions of the courts, The innocent men 
thusstolen from Africa, and thus broughtinto your 


ostentatiously advertised, and sold at your agri- 
cultural fairs. I assert, then, that the slave pirate 
goes abroad with impunity in your States, be- 
cause your magistrates cannot execute the law, 
With what face, then, can you stand here and 
accuse us of not being swift-footed enough in ex- 
ecuting a law which is a greater abomination to 
us than the laws abolishing the African slave 
trade can be to you? 

Mr. President, there should be a little reason 
and common sense exercised in these cases. Ido 
not care if every judge and every marshal may 
be ever so eager to execute your law; if the hearts 
of the people, £ say again, are opposed toit, who 
is to blame for that? If there is any blame, it is 
on Him who molded the hearts of men. Your 
law can give you no remedy. You may multiply 
its penalties; you may make it bristle all over 
like a porcupine with penalties; it would be of no 
service to you; because, although when you get 
acase you may exceute it unddfthe oaths of your 
magistrates, ninety-nine times in one hundred, 
the people being against you, the fugitive will 
find a way to escape in precisely the same way 
that your pirates, who bring men from Africa 
and sell them in the market, constantly escape 
with you. Now, sir, I would have just as much 
ground to stand here and accuse the whole South 
of being guilty of perjury and guilty of the most 
manifest violation of all law, because the victims 
of the Wanderer were notreleased, and the officers 
of that vessel condemned and excented, as they 
deserved to be, as you have to stand forth and say 
that we on our part do not execute laws equally 
and far more odious to us. 

The next accusation, and the strongest one, of 
the Senator from Georgia, is, that we pass what 
he calls personal liberty bilis, which were, as he 
claimed, in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States; and he said that the State of Ohio 
occupied the same position with the other free 
Well, sir, as he placed 
Ohio upon the same ground with the others, 
I have not taken pains to examine the action of 


tion under heaven for the charge he made against 
Ohio, it was equally groundless against the other 
States. I say, then, to that Senator and the Sen- 
ate, that the Blate of Ohio has never passed a law 
in violation of the Constitution of the United 
States; that it never has been derelict in its duty 


in this respect. Does any Senator here suppose 
that a sovereign State in this Union is going to 
relinquish all her right of protection over hex cit- | 
izens, because there is a provision of the Federal : 
Constitution by which a certain class of individ- 
uals may be taken out of the State? That would 
be to abandon every individual to the ruthless 
claim of any unprincipled man who sought to 
claim them. Cannot a sovereign State of this 
Union prevent the kidnapping of her free citizens, 
because you have a right to claim a slave fleeing 
from service? 

The Constitution of the United States does in- 
deed say that the escaping fugitive shall be given 
up. But it does not prescribe how the fact that 
he owes service shall be ascertained; and the Con- 


any freeman of a State shall be given up as a fugi- 
tive. Now, [ appeal to the candor of the Senator 
from Georgia. He lias read with great care the 
proceedings of the Federal constitutional conven- 
tion. He knows the jealousy concerning State 
rights that pervaded that body. Does he believe: 


| tofore, 


that its members would have ever consented to a 
provision which would have deprived the States 
of the power to protect and defend their own cit- 
izens? No, sir; never. ~ 

You are continually repeating the assertion that 
this fugitive slave law provision was deemed an im-" 
portant one by the fathers, and that the Union could 
not*have been effected without it. On the con- 
trary, sir, it was a mere afterthought. The Con- 
stitution was complete in allits important provis- 
ions before any man thought of this thing. Itwas 
put into the Constitution with very little deliber- 
ation; and those who put it there had no idea that, 
in doing so, they were takingaway from the States 
the most important element of sovereignty, name- 
ly, their power to protect their own citizensagainst 
unlawful seizures and searches and extradition. 
The rights of the States, the only protection made 
against overpoweringand concentrated despotism, 
were the one especial object of preservation. The 
States battled inch by inch against the surrender 
of any State power. I judge, therefore, that they 
never intended to confer upon Congress or upon 
any one State, or anybody, a right to enter an- 
other sovereign State and take away, ina sum- 
mary and arbitrary manner, whomsoever he 
should choose to claim as a fugitive from another 

tate. 

But the Senator said that the free States, and 
Ohio among the rest, have committed a kind of 
perjury in disregarding your fugitive law, by 
passing personal libëriy bills. So far as the law 
of Ohio is concerned, we shall see how plain a tale 
will put down his argument. Her law consists 
of three sections. The saving clause of the last 
section prevents any such construction as the Sen- 
ator himself put upon the statute. “It is entitled 
« A law to prevent slaveholding and kidnapping 
in Ohio;”’ the last section declares: 

“Nothing in the preceding sections of this act shall ap- 
ply to any act done by-any person under the authority of 
the Constitution of the United States, or of any law of the: 
United States made in pursuance thereof.” 

Now, l ask the Senator from Georgia, if he 
was upon the bench, and a fugitive from labor or 
service in another State was brought before him, 
under the provisions of this law, would he find 
any difficulty in surrendering him into the hands 
of the person who had made out his claim to his 
service?) Would he say that the preceding sec- 
tionsof this law overruled this explanatory clause, 
and that he was bound, at all events, to trample 
the Constitution under foot? No, sir; he would 
give it no such construction as that. ° 

Mr. President, I say in all sincerity and earn- 
estness to every man who holds to the conserva- 
tion of State rights, that you endanger the rights 
of your own State, you endanger the liberties öf 
this whole nation, when you contend against the 


| power of the States to pass laws protecting their 


own citizens from unlawful seizures and kidnap- 
ping. At all hazards, neither asperity of lan- 
guage, nor à frowning brow, nor violent denun- 
ciation, will ever induce the State of Ohio to 
forget what belongs to her sovereignty, what is 
due to her honor, and the protection of her own 
citizens. She takes no prouder position on this 
subject than, I hope in God, every other State in 
the Union does. Then the Senator was wrong, 
he was uncandid, to stand forth and say that our 


| constituents are perjured, that they are traitors, 


that they have violated the law of the land, when 
they had taken every: precaution to award to the 
citizens of other States, holding a species of prop- 
erty that we utterly repudiate, all their rights. 
The State of Ohio sends no Senators here to 
denounce the sovercignties or people of other 
States; but when her rights are disputed, or her 
honor assailed in this high council, her embas- 
sadors here would be unfaithful to their trust if 
they did not hurl back such unjust imputations. 
The third count in the Senator’s indictment is, 
that we intend to prohibit slavery in the vast Ter- 
ritories of this Union. Thatcharge, I confess, is 
true. We do so intend. If understand the ob- 
jects and purpose of the Republican party; if 1 
understand the emergencies of the case that brought 
that great party into existence, it was this very 
subject. Thé General Government, acting in Con- 
gress faithlessly to ali that it had covenanted here- 
had broken down-every barrier and. vio- 
lated every pledge it had given of freedom in any 
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of our Territories. These covenants being over- 
thrown, the Republican party arose to rescue 
freedom. Had there been no violation of the Mis- 
souri compromise, itis very probable there would 
have* been no Republican party here. We did 
embody ourselves into a party, in order to rescue, 
protect, and defend the free Territories of this 
country against the pollution of slavery. [have 
no concealments to make. There we now stand; 
this is our platform; on it we will stand forever. 

But the Senatay says that the slavcholders have 
an undoubted right to go with thcir slaves into 
the Territories of the United States under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and he claims that 
a decision of the Supreme Court gives them that 
warrant. There is no man who has more rever- 
ence for the decision of honest courts, when made 
on due deliberation, upon matters of private right, 
and within their jurisdiction, than Ihave. Iknow 
how essential it is to the peace and welfare of 
every community that the decisions of courts set- 
tling the private rights of men in the last resort, 
even if they are believed to be wrong, must be 
lived up to and have effect. That has been my 
education-——my principle; what [have heldalways, 
and hold to-day; but in just as much as I revere 
an honest court, keeping within its own jurisdic- 
tion, restraining itsclf from all political consider- 
ations, and adjudging the rights of men according 
to the law in its purity, so in exact proportion, do 
I abhor and scout from me a corrupt judge, who, 
for any purpose, will impertinently reach over, 
outside, and beyond the case before him,and en- 
deavor to advance the political cause of one party 
or another by decisions that he. may pretend to 
make. 

Sir, it is the Same with Federal courts as with 
every other. The moment a Federal court tran- 
scends its legitimate authority, for the purpose 
of effecting some politcal object, its interference 
is impertinent; it 1s of no validity; and, with the 
high courts of Georgia, I say, I hold itin utter 
contempt. Yes, sir, [to Mr. Toomss,] Like the 
spirit of your courts, from which you are now so 
ready to depart. They stood up against what they 
considereda corrupt decision of this Federal court, 
and said they held it in utter contempt. That was 
right. Well, sir, if there ever was a holding on 
God’s carth that would warrant any jedes private 
man, or Senator, in saying that he old itin utter 
eontempt, it is what is called the Dred Scott de- 
cision; so manifestly a usurpation of power, so 
manifestly done in order to givea bias. to political 
action, that no man, though he be a fool, can fail 
to sce it. 

What was the case? An old negro, whom age 
had rendered valueless, happens to fallin the way 
of the politicians at a period when it was thought 
exceedingly desirable that the question. of con- 
gressional authority over slavery in the Territories 
shall be tried, and Dred Scott prosecutes for his 
liberty in the Federal courts; and, by the way, 
after he had prosecuted his case through, and his 
liberty was denied him by the court, I believe the 
very next day the master gave him his liberty. 
He had served the purposes of the politicians, and 
they ought to have given him a pension for life 
for having been the John Doe of the transaction. 
Ido not know of whatauthority the case may be, 
but its getting-up looks to me exceedingly sus- 
picious. There was a concurrence of circum- 
stances that very rarely happen of themselves. | 
Old Dred Scott sued for his freedom, and a plea 
was put in that he, being a descendant of an Af- 
rican, and his ancestors slaves, he could not sue 


in that court; he had no right to be there, had no į] 


standing there. The court go on and argue them- 
selves into the belief that either a man may be 
so monstrously low, or the court itself so mon- | 
strously high, that he cannot suc in its presence 
for his rights. I believe this is the first nation on 
God's earth that ever placed any mortal man, or 
anybody bearing the human form, on so low a 
level, or any court on so high a one, as that. But 
let this go. Dred Scott brought his suit. The 
plea in abatement was demurred to; the question’ 
arose upon that demurrer, and a majority of the 
court decided that Dred Scott, being a negro, a 
descendant ofan African, and his ancestors having 
been slaves, he could. not maintain a suit in. that 
court, because he was nota citizen, under the law. 


Now, sir, I ask every lawyer here, was not there. | 


s 


an end of the case? In the name of God, Judge 
Taney, what did you retain it for. any longer? 
You said Dred Scott could not sue; he. could not 
obtain his liberty; he was out of court; and what 
further had you to do with all the questions 
that you say were involved in that suit? Upon 
every principle of adjudication, you ought not to 
have gone further. No court has ever held itmore 
solemnly than the Federal courts. that they will 
not go on to decide any more than is before the 
court and necessary to make the decision; and 
every lawyer knows that if they do, all they say 
more is mere talk, and though said by judges ina 
court-house, has just as much operation and efféct 
as if it had been said bya horse-dealer, in a bar- 
room,and no more. And yet we are told that we 
must follow the dicta of these packed judges—for 
they were packed, and I have about as little re- 
spect for a packed court as I have for a packed 
jury—a majority of them interested, too, as I be- 
lieve, in the very question to be decided; for, I 
believe, the majority who concurred in the opinion 
were all slaveholders, and, of course, if anybody 
was interested to give a favorable construction to 
the holders of that species of property, these men 
were interested in the question. 

Strange as it may appear, those who complain 
of northern aggression have not only every other 
department under their feet, but with less than 
one third of the population of the North, you hap- 
pen to have a majority of the Supreme Court on 
your side, and always have had. 1 will not say 
that that is the reason why the decisions of courts 
of late are magnified into such importance. Im- 
maculate their decisions are now, it seems. 
very party who, a few years ago, within the mem- 
ory of us all, held that their decisions were of no 
effect whatever on governmentalaction, when com- 
ing in conflict with the views of the President, or 
the coérdinate branches of the Government, have 
turned round of late, and have found a virtue in 
| that court that can ride triumphantly over every 
“other department of this Government. It is a 
palpable heresy, and must be abandoned. The 
liberties of this nation cannot consist with the 
doctrine now sct up on the other side of this Cham- 
ber with regard to your Supreme Court. 

I do not want to go back to see what Jefferson 
and others said about it. I know the nature of 
man. I know, as they knew, that to arm this 
judiciary with a power, not only to decide ques- 
tions between private individuals, but to affect the 
legislation pf the nation, to affect the action of 
your President, to affect the codrdinate branches 
of this Government, is a fatal heresy, that, if per- 
sisted in by a majority of the people, cannot result 
in any other than an utter consolidated despotism; 
and Tam amazed that men who have had their 
eyes open, and who have held to other doctrines 
in better days, should, for any temporary pur- 
pose, heave overboard, and bury in the deep sea, 
the shect-anchor of the liberties of this nation. 


! alike in this question. God knows, if you once 
have it established and acquiesced in by the peo- 
ple of this Union, that the dicta of the Supreme 
Court—a political court by its very constitution, 
i yea, packed on this very subject, as every Sen- 
ator here knows—are to be the laws binding 


earth. But I have no fears of it, sir. 
effect a temporary purpose by it; but a doctrme 
so absurd, so incompatible with the minds of the 
Anglo-Saxon racc, so inconsistent with the great 
principles of free government, wijl never be per- 
mitted to stand. 

In the Dred Scott decision—I will not call it 
a decision—but in this dictum, this talk of the 
judges, for that was all it was, they overturned 
every decision their own court had made for more 
than seventy years; they holding, prior te that 
time, that Congress had full and plenary power 
over the Territories of the United States. Judge 
Marshall so decided, and the court had followed 


Government was well satisfied. Therefore, this 
infallible court can overturn the most scttled de- 
i cisions of its own.and of other courts, and nobody. 
can question its acts! A strange doctrine that, 
that the sayings of men who were put upon the 


The | 


I say to my friends on the other side—for I call | 
them friends for this purpose—weare allinterested į 


on every other department, we have the meanest ;; 
despotism that ever prevailed on God Almighty’s 
You may | 


his decision, and every other department of the į 


bench under the.most questionable circumstances, 
packed for a particular decision, and not having 
chance even to make that upon the question before 
them, should be the ne plús ultras. after they them» : 
selves have overturned all. that have gone. before 
them. This.is a position that cannot outlive. thig, 
udges find. the power in the. 


generation. 
Where did these j 
Constitution of.the United States:to carry slavery” 
into the Territories? If they had-anything -to 
ground their dicta upon, they had the. power: to 
show it written in the Constitution of. the United, 
States; but there is no such-thing there. I remem- 
ber very well reading (for I was: not here at that 
time) that in. 1850 Mr. Calhoun: set up this. dec- 
trine, and it was so extreme that hehad:no.second: 
in the Senate. He was challenged by Mr. Clay 
upon it. Mr. Clay told him he was amazed and: 
astonished that any man should hold such a doc- 
trine, and he asked him: ‘Where do you find, 
your constitutional warrant for it?” and:told-him,. 
at the same time, that it was more lafftudinous: 
than anything ever held by old John Adams.and. 
the Federal party at any period. Mr. Calhouny, 
I think, found no warrant in the Constitution; he 
did not deign to reply. Yet, within ten years, this. 
doctrine has grown up intoa great tree, so that 
some fowls lodge in the branches thereof. [Laugh-: 


ter. : 
"They find no warrant in the Constitution; they- 
find nonc in legal logic or reason. It is said. now: 
that. the Territories being the common. property 
of the States, the citizens of each State have.a right 
to go into them with any property that they per- 
chance may have. I deny the postulate. These 
Territories do not belong to the States, as States: 
They belong to the people of the United States. 
Congress is the trustee for them; but no State can 
| claim any portionofthem. The States, as States, 
have not ang todo with them. Suppose the Sen- 
| ator from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] owns- a plantas 
tion in Mississippi, in his own right or that of hig 
children, and he has slaves there working upon 
that plantation, while he is a resident of the State 
of Ilinois. . Suppose there is a congressional pro- 
hibition saying that he cannot take his property 
into that new Territory. Let me ask thas Gee 
uists now, which State is it whose sovereignty: is. 
invaded; that where the Senator lives, or. that 
where the negroes live? Can anybody tell me? 
State equality, they say, is not preserved. But 
the State equality of which State? Ilinois, where 
the slaves are owned, is her sovereignty. hewed 
down, or the sovercignty of the State of Missis- 
sippi, where the negroes hoe the Senator’s corn 
and pick his cotton? There never has been a rè- 
spectable argument for any such position as. that. 
May not the same ground be- apphed to other 
cases? Suppose we had annexed—as I presume 
i we shall ultimately annex—the Fejce Islands. to 
this nation. In those islands the people not only 
enslave each other, but they actually kill and cat 
each other up. Now, suppose a Senator from. the 
State of Fejee should appear in this body; sup- 
pose that he should claim the right of his constit- 
| uents to bring with them their chattels into any 
: of our Territories, and claim the right of the law 
in that country to practice cannibalism upon them, 
! that he might roast and boil them as well as en- 
| slave them. He would claim, if you did not per- 
mit this to be done, “ that the State of Fejee has not 
equal rights with the other States of this Union;.a 
gentleman owns this property; itis an undoubicd 
law of my State that we may fatten men for the 
roast, and we have a right to bring them here for 
the same purpose; and 1f you do not permit us to 
do so, we will pull down the columns of the Re- 
public, laying it outspread in onc universal ruin.” 
[Laughter.] I suppose the Senator from Hlinois 
[Mr. Douaras] would say, ‘* The Territories have 
a perfect right to vote cannibalism in or to vote it 
out; I do not care whether they vote it up or down; 
but they have the right, and shall be perfectly 
free to doit.” [Laughter.] Another Senator would 
arise and, say the people of Fejee not only have 
the right to bring them in, but they have the right 
to be protected in doing so there under the laws 
of Congress. Another one says that Congress 
| has no power to pass laws on that subject what- 
; ever; butthe courts, which.are now omnipotent in, 
' all things, may, without law, declare what the law 
i is and we must all bow down to it. There isa 
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difference even oh the other side as to these shades - 
or colors of congressional authority; but, never- 
theless, you-are all in for spreading slavery to the 
ends of. the earth. . 

Take atiother case—one that is, perhaps, likely 
to öccura little sooner, perhaps. Suppose Brig- | 
ham Young should come from the State of Utah 
when itis a State, into Kansas, or any other 
Territory, and bring with him his forty wives, 
and the Territory has a law that aman shall have 
but one wife.. Brigham says, “These are my | 
property; yea, more than my property; yea, they 
are forty ribs taken out of my body while I slept; 
I must bring them in here, or the State of Utah |! 
will not be on an equal footing with the other | 
States of this Union.” 

* Away with such logic. Thereis no guarantee | 
in the Constitution of the United States for sucha į 
position asthat. Our safety, Mr. President, con- 
sists in keeping close to the Constitution. W hat- 
ever we claim let us find the direct warrant for it 
there; or ®hé necessary implication to carry out 
some other power thatis manifestly granted. The 
moment we'go astray from this we are in the fog; 
we are in dispute; we endanger the harmony of | 
our action, and it js done in this instance. In this | 

reat departure from the carly principles of this | 
tovernment, you have involved portions of the | 
nation in almost irretrievable hostility to cach 
other, Let us go back to the Constitution and | 

follow it. H 

Mr. President, I will notice one other position. 
Waiving all constitutional law on this subject— | 
for, as weare not compelled to do all that we have 
a constitutional right to do—I will suppose, for 
the purposes of this argument, that you have au- 
thority to take your slaves into a Territory and 
hold them there, still, is it expedient, is it just and 
proper to do it? This brings ap a question which 

as been incidentally debated during this session | 
several times. Originally, it now stands con- 

fessed here, the framers of our institutions, the 

fathers of the Republic, all, I believe, without a | 
dissenting voice, ir there was any [ do not know | 
it,) held that slaveholding was against common | 
right, was against natural right, was wrong in 

itself, and therefore should not be cherished or | 
encouraged. Í 

Now, Senators say here, that the slavcholding || 
States have reconsidered this subject with great | 
deliberation, and they have found that this old 
view was wrong; that slavery is a normal condi- 
tion; that it is a blessing to society; that it is the | 
best state and condition that a man can be in, and 
therefore ought to be extended. That is the only 
issue which I wish to draw in upon this sabject 
with any party, because I know that your determ- | 
ination now to extend slavery into the Territo- 
ries arises from this new philosophy of yours. | 
If you are right upon that, I will go with you. If) 
you are right, let us extend slavery to the four | 
winds of heaven; let us employ missionaries to 
preach the glories of slavery, and induce the whole || 
world to divide itself, and one half become slave- 
holders and the other half slaves. 

Sir, I am glad to see this great question placed | 
at last upon a solid foundation; for every man 
knows that no political principle can be based per- 
manently on anything short of eternal justice and | 
right. Now, Ido not care for what the Senator | 
from Georgia and others have told us, that slave- | 
holding was the basis upon which society had been | 
founded for thirty centuries. ‘We, at least, have 
discovered that it is a sandy foundation. It is fast | 
washing away; and in exact proportion to thead- | 
vance of mankind in civilization and in knowledge, į 
onall hands this old principle is deemed barbarous, | 


| such artificial props as these to sustain it. 


and is wearing away. Upon that issue í will || 
meet you; itis a fair one. Ff it is right, extend 
it; if itis wrong, let it die the death, as all error | 
and falsehood must die. 


I hardly know how to | 
mect this issue in argument; for Ihave been in the | 
habit of believing, with the fathers of the Consti- | 
tution, that liberty is the gift of God to every hu- | 

| 


man being. With them, I have supposed it is 

self-evident, and incapable of illustration by argu- | 
ment. I would appeal from all your casuistry to | 
the promptings of the human heart. Who within ii 
the sound of my voice would not say with the || 
immortal Henry, “Give me liberty, or give me || 
death??? If there be any, let him speak. Who || 
had not rather infinitely follow a friend or relation | 


to the’grave than into the shambles of eternal sla- 
very? Notaman. Human nature revolts at it. 
I know it is said that the African is an inferior 
race, incapable of defending his own rights. My 
ethics teach me; if it be so, that this fact, so far 
from giving me aright to enslave him, requires 
that I shall be more scrupulous of his rights; but 
I know that, whether he be equal to me or not, 
he is still a human being; negroes are still men. 
Senators will bear me witness that there are thoa- 
sands now in bondage who are much more white 
than-black—yea, tens of thousands of such; but, 
whether white or black, I say again, they are still 
human; they are animated by the same hopes, 
they are afflicted with the samesorrows, they are 
actuated by the same motives that we are. Like 
us, they may be deprived of every right; they 
may be treated like brutes; their souls may beig- 
nored; you may whip, scourge, and trample them 
in the dust, if, you will; but they, being human, 
will arise from ‘the utmost degradation, and still 
stand forth in the image of God, the conscious 
candidates of immortal life. -This gives them a 
full assurance of their manhood, and stands asan 
eternal prophecy that they are not always to be 
slaves. Itis part and parce] of human nature. It 
is implanted in every human soul, by the finger 
of God. You cannot eradicate it; and yet, while 
it remains, your institution cannot be secure. 
There are other reasons enough to show that 
it is not the normal condition of man. Whence 
this tremulous perturbation of the whole South on 
this subject? Why this fear that their institu- 
tion will be overturned by every breath? Why 
is it that you withhold from these men and women 
the knowledge ofreading and writing? What mean 
your nightly patrols, that I see your laws provide 
for? What means this persecution of northern 
men who go among you? What is the fear you 
have of this Helper book that we have heard so 
much of? IF slavery is the normal condition, do 
you fear that the handiwork of God will be over- 
turned by these frivolous means? No, sir; never. 
It falsifies the pretense that it is a normal condi- 
tion of mankind. Society in the North needs no 
You 
may come up there; you may attack our institu- 


i tions; we will invite you wherever you please to 


come to preach the glories of slavery as the nor- 
mal condition of man, and our institutions will 
stand firmer than ever by the conflict. We fear 
no such thing Why? Because, although the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] said that 
savay was the normal condition, and, if I under- 
stood him, that freedom was an experiment yet, 
and likely to come out second best, nevertheless 
everything around you shows the security of the 
North. The perfect contentedness of the. North 
shows which ts the normal and which the other 
condition. Look to the great Northwest, to which 
I belong. There is a white population to-day, 
northwest of the river Ohio, as great as that of all 
your slave States, so secure, So Impassive, so con- 


| scious of their own strength, that they are an em- 


pire in themselves. Iam here day after day, and 
my constituents ask nothing of me but to be let 
alone. Here we hear this clamor from the South 
about southern rights, day after day, year after 


year, disturbing elements in our political progress | 


constantly; and yet you hear nothing from the se- 
curity of freedom and free labor in those regions. 
All this goes to show that slavery is not the nor- 
malcondition of man; that it isan institution which 
has survived the exigencies of the times which per- 
mitted it to be established, and now lives on the 
bare sufferance of mankind. 

| have nothing to say of slavery in the States. 
I do not wish to say, and would not say, a word 


hat I do not know what you can do with it there. 
I want no finger with it in your own States. I 
leave it to yourselves. It is bad enough, to be 
sure, that four millions of unpaid labor now is 
operating there, in competition with the free labor 
of the North; but I have nothing to say of that. 
Within your own boundaries conduct it in your 
own way; but it is wrong. -Your new philoso- 
hy cannot stand the scrutiny of the present age. 
tis a departure from the views and principles of 


your fathers; yea, it is founded in the selfishness | 


and cupidity of man, and not in the justice of 
God. There is the difficulty with your institution. 


about it; because I am candid cnough to confess |! 


There is what makes you fear that it may sooner 
or later be overturned; but, sir; I shall do nothing 
to overturn it. If 1 could do it with the wave of 
my hand in your States, I should not know how. 
to do it, or what ‘you should do. AllI say is, that 
in the vast Territories of this nation T will allow 
no such curse to have a foothold. If Fam right; 
and slavery stands: branded and condemned: by 
the God of nature, then, for Heaven’s sakey go! 
with me to limitit, and not propagate ‘this curse; 
I am candid enough to admit that you gentlemen 
_on the other side, if you ever become’ convinced; 
as I doubt not you will, that this: institution does 
not stand by the rights of nature nor by the will 
of God, you yourselves will beé willing to “put a 
limit to it. You have only departed because’your 
philosophy has led you‘away.” Sir, T leave you 
with the argument. 8 ee, regen. StS 
And now, Mr. President; inconclusion, I would 
ask Senators what they find in the Republitan 
party that isso repulsive to them that they must 
lay hold of the pillars of this Union, and demolish 
and destroy the noblest Government that ever has 
existed among men? For what? Not certainly 
| for any evil we have done; for, as I said to start 
with, you are more prosperous now than you ever 
were before. “What are our principles? Our 
principles are only these: we hold that you shall 
limit slavery. Belicving it wrong, believing it 
inconsistent with the best interests of the people, 
we demand that it shall be limited; and this lim- 
itation is not hard upon you, because you have 
land enough for a population as largo as Europe, 
| and century after century must roll away before 
you can occupy what you now have. The next 
thing which we hold, and which J have not time 
to discuss, is the great principle of the homestead 
bill—a measure that will be up, I trust, this sés- 
sion, and which'I shall ask to press through, as 
the greatest. measure I kndw of to mold in the 
right direction the Territories belonging to this 
nation; to build up a frec yeomanry capable of 
maintaining an independent republican Govern- 
| ment forever. We demand, also, that there shall 
| be a protection to our own labor against the pau- 
per labor of Europe. “We have always contended’ 
i for it, but you have always stricken it down. 
These are the measures; and these are the only 
| measures I know of that the great Republican 
i party now stand forth as the advocates of. Is 
j; there anything repulsive or wrong ‘about them? 
You may not agrec to them; you may differ as to 
our views; but is there anything in them that 
should make traitors of us, that should lead a man 
to pull down the pillars of his Government and 
| bury it up in tase we succeed? “Sir, these princi- 
; ples for which we contend are as old as the Gov- 
ernment itself, They stand upon the very foun- 
dation of those who framed your Constitution, 
They are rational and right; they are the conces- 
sions that ought to be made to northern labor 
against you, who have monopolized four millions 
of compulsory labor and uncompensated labor, 
in competition with us. ` 
There is one thing more that I will say before 

I sit down; but what I am now about to propose 
is not part and parcel of the Republican platform, 
that I know of. There is in these United States 
a race of men who are poor, weak, uninfluen- 
tial, incapable of taking care of themselves, I 
mean the free negroes, who are despised by all, 

repudiated by all; outcasts upon the. face of the 
; earth, without any fault of theirs that I know of; 
| but they are the victims of a deep-rooted preju- 
li dice, and I do not stand here to argue whether 
| that prejudice be right or wrong. I know such 
| to be the fact. Itis there immovable. It is per- 
| fectly impossible that these two races can inhabit- 
the same place and be prosperous and happy. I 
see that this species of population are just as ab- 
horrent to the southern States, and perhaps more 
so, than to the North; many of those States are 
now,asI think, passing most unjust laws to drive 
these men off or to subject them to slavery; they 
are flocking into the free States, and we have ob- 
jections to them. Now, the proposition is, that- 
this great Government owes it to justice, owes it to 
those individuals, owes it to itself and to the free 
white population of the nation, to provide a means 
whereby this class of unfortunate men may em- 
igrate to some congenial clime, where they may 
be maintained, to the mutual benefit of all, both 


i 
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white and blatk. This will insure a separation 
of theraces. Let them go into the tropics. There, 
Į understand, are vast tracts of the most fertile 
and inviting land, in a climate perfectly congenial 
to that class of mén, where the negro will be pre- 
dominant; where his nature seems to be improved, 
and all his faculties, both mental and physical, 
are fully developed, and where the white man de- 
generates in the same proportion as the black man 
prospers. Let them go there; let them be sepa- 
rated; itis easy to doit. I understand that nego- 
tations may casily be effected with fany of the 
Central American States, by which they will take 
these people and confer upon them homesteads, 
confer upon them great privileges, if they will 
acttle there. They are so casy of access that, a 
nucleus being formed, they will go of themselves 
and relieve us of the burden. They will be so 
far removed from us that they cannot form a dis- 
turbing element in our political economy. The 
far-reaching sagacity of Thomas Jefferson and 
others suggested this plan. Nobody that I know 
of has found a better. I understand, too, that in 
these regions, to which I would let them go, there 
is no prejudice against them.’ All colors seem 
there to live in common, and they would be glad 
that these men should go among them. 

I say that I hope this great principle will be 
ingrafted into our platform as a fundamental ar-. 
ticle of our faith, for I hold that the Government 
that fails to defend and secure any such dependent | 
class of freemen in the possession of life, liberty, 
and happiness is, to that extent, a tyranny and des- 
potism. I hope, after thatis done, to hear no more 
about negro equality or anything of that kind. 
Sir, we shall be as glad to rid ourselves of these | 
people, if we can do it consistently with justice, 
as anybody else can. We will not, however, per- 
petrate injustice against them. We will not drive 
them out, but we will use every inducement to 
persuade these unfortunate men to find a home 
there, so as to separate the races, and all will go 
better than it can under any other system that we 
can devise. I say again, I hope that the demands 
of justice and good policy will be complied with; 
and by the consent of all this will be done, and if 
itis not done with the assent ofall, Edo hope it will 
be part and parcel of the great Republican plat- 
form; for I think it consists with right, with justice, 
and with a proper regard for the welfare of these 
unfortunate men. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I desire, Mr. President, very 
briefly to advert to such portion of the speech of | 
the Senator from Ohio as was in reply to a speech 
that I made here some six weeks ago. There are 
usually but two reasons why an adversary does 
not correctly state the points of his opponent. 


A if 
One is,that be may not comprehend them; the |! 
The |; 


points which I made, and which have been at- |; 


other, that he is unable to answer them. 


tempted to be replied to, have been before the 
country some six weeksin print. Perhaps it may 
be my own fault that the Senator from Ohio does | 


not comprehend them; perhaps I have not stated |; 


them with sufficient distinctness to make them 
plain to him; and therefore I will restate them 
so far as it may be necessary for my present 


reply ; . a, 
did not complain of the action of this Gov- 
ernment, I stated, that atno time, from its foun- 
@ation, had this Government performed its gen- 
eral duties to us with more fidelity than during 
the last seven years, and every charge which | | 
made againstthe Republican party of the north- 
ern States (for I confined it to them) was perfect- 
ly consistent with that declaration. p | 
I charged, first, that by their legislation in the | 
States of which they had control they sought to | 
defeat the clause of the Constitution which pro- | 


vides for the rendition of fugitives from labor. || fected to take the prisoners, no matter by whom or by what 


The Senator says, the Federal law for the deliv- 
ery of fugitive slaves has been generally executed 
in his own State. That I shall show presently, 
by high judicial authority, isa very great mistake. | 
Inthe second place, I charged that they intended | 
todeprive us of our equal enjoyment of the Terri- | 
tories and to appropriate them to themselves. 
This he admits. 


tates were daily, by their newspapers, by their 


In the third place, I charged į 
that the Republican party of the non-slaveholding | 


their inroads, and. by their underground. rail- 
roads, attempting to disturb the peace and de- 
stroy the prosperity and safety of the southern 
States; that- members of that party, high in its 
confidence, by these and other means were daily 
striving to excite servile and internecine war with- 
in our borders, and aiding and abetting invasion 
from without; and that their acts, by the laws of 
all civilized nations, were just causes of war 
among all civilized nations. 

I do not see that these charges are at all incon- 
sistent with the proposition that our people are 
generally powerful, prosperous, and able to main- 
tain their rights in the Union or out of it. The 
fact that the Republican party in the States where 
they have secured. political power, had trampled 
under their feet ane annulled a solemn compact 
which they had sworn to obey, is not inconsistent 
with any of these allegations. The fact that they 
have not, as yet, succeeded in any of their atro- 
cious objects, neither lessens their guilt nor should 
it be a reason for lessening our vigilance. The 
fact-that the Black Republicans have attempted, 
and are now endeavoring, to perpetrate these 
wrongs, proves them unfit to be the rulers ofa free 
people. I.showed that they attempted to defeat 
the provision in the Constitution for the rendition 
of fugitives from labor in several different modes, 
butall having the same object. New-constructions 
of the old writs of habeas corpus and mandamus, 
under ‘“higher-law”’ teachings, have been resorted 
to insomeof their States. New legislative devices, 
under the names of these ancient writs; have been 
resorted to in others; and ‘ personal liberty acts,” 
and acts passed under the fraudulent pretense of 
‘preventing kidnapping, have been resorted to in 
| other States. I put before the country, in some 
cases, these acts themselves, and in others abstracts 
from them, none of which, though they were before 
the representatives of these States for sit weeks, 
have been shown, or even averred, to be errone- 
ous; but in truth, by subsequent and fuller inves- 
tigation, I find I was far within the full statement 
of their enormities. The State of Wisconsin, b 


|| her Revised Statutes of 1858, pages 912, 913, 914, 


933, and 934, has outstripped all of her delinquent 
sisters in this disgraceful race of infidelity to the 
| compact. She employs counsel to defeat the ren- 
dition of fugitives from labor, denying her jails to 
their owner; authorizes writs of habeus corpus to 
‘take them wherever found; grants bail and trial 
| by jury to the fugitive; and requires two credible 
; witnesses, or evidence equivalent thereto, to prove 
i facts tending to prove the claimant’s case; im- 


|| prisoning, for not less than a-year, any person 


i obstructing her officers from executing her own 


|) warrants, and defeats all judgments obtained 


against any person in her territory for the viola- 
tion of the fugitive slave law of 1850. This dark 
| catalogue is unequaled in the history of national 
! bad faith. Yet,in the face of these atrocities, we 
| are told these States have not violated the Con- 
stitution. Is that keeping the compact? I stated 
that Ohio had passed similar laws to some of 


that the Democratic party succeeded to power 
afterwards, and repealed them. That is the state- 
iment in my speech. The Senator says, if I un- 
derstand him correctly, that neither the tribunals 
| nor the people of Ohio have attempted to evade 
| that law; that Ohio has passed no unconstitu- 
tional enactment. 1 will consider that point now 
more fully than I did before. 

I have before me the decision of the district 
court of the United States for the southern dis- 


shal, et. al.; and Judge Leavitt, a Federal judge 

in Ohio, says: 

1 “But, as before noticed, the writ under the extraordinary 
Ohio law of 1856, requiring the officer tee whom it is di- 


| authority they are detained, is a wholly different thing. 
| This act seems to have been inconsiderately passed, and 
in its practical execution must lead to frequent conflicts 
between the national and State authorities. It might, with 
great propriety, be designated as an act to prevent the exe- 
cution of the Jaws of the United States within the State of 
Ohio.” 
That is a judicial judgment upon the laws of 

| the gentleman ’s State, by one of the district judges 

of the United States, acting in that State. The 
i} aet referred to was then standing unrepealed, and 


speeches, by their subscriptions of money, by 


trict of Ohio, in the case of ex parte Sifford, Mar- 


this judge says it might, with great propriety, be | 


: appendix to my 8 


designated as an act to prevent the ‘execution of 
the laws of the United States within the State of 
Ohio. That is what I charged on them:thatthey 
have passed laws in the State of Ohio with the 
intent to defeat the execution of a particular ‘act 
of Congress, enacted in compliance with a‘con- 
stitutional requirement. In this case, the officers 
of the State Ohio carried it oùt practically; 
Parties were arrested by the marshal of the United . 
States, and the courts of Ohio issued their procéss, 
called a habeas corpus, Seized the parties, put the: 
marshal in jail, and turned loose the wrongdoers.” 
The marshal brought the case before the district 
court of the United States, and the action of the 
judges of the Ohio courts was declared to be un-" 
constitutional, null and void; but in the meantime 
they had effected their objects, and turned loose 
the criminals. The judge further says, in this 
decision: : coo: 

& Ft is very clear, upon the authorities before referred to,” 
that with a knowledge of this fact, even if the writ wére < 
valid, the power of the sheriff was at an end, and he was 
wrong in attempting the service. As an officer, sworn to 
support the Constitution of the United States, he was under 
no obligation to serve it, and would have incurred no lia- 
bility in refusing to do so.”” : 

That is to say, the law of Ohio being uncon- 
stitutional, the writ being contrived, not under the 
old habeas corpus law, but under a new statute, 
for the purpose of defeating the execution of ‘an: 
act of Congress, the officer executing the process. 
was not bound to obey it. This decision. of the 
district court of the United States, in the State of 
Ohio, sustains the substance of the charge which 
I made against that State. 

In his ruling in this case he further says: 

* When it is known to the judge that the imprisonment 
is under alaw of the United States, his jurisdiction ceases, 
and all further proceedings in the case will be coram non 
judice.” 

The courts of Ohio discharged the persons who 
were under arrest under process of the United’ 
States, and imprisoned the United States officer, 
directly in violation of law, and under pretense of 
this so-called habeas corpus act of Ohio. Does 
any sane man believe that such atrocities as these 
would be committed for any other purpose than: 
to vent their hate on the South? at, then,’ 
will the gentleman say of. the legislation of. the. 
State of Wisconsin, which he presumes to be the 
same? What will he say of the legislation of' 
Michigan, of New York, of Massachusetts, of 
Connecticut, of Vermont, of New Hampshire, of" 
Maine? What does he think of what I showed 
New York attempted to do? [I find, on further 
examination, that there are now on her statute- 
book laws equally unconstitutional, giving a trial 
by jury, and prescribing the rules of evidence, in 
such manner as to defeat the claimant, and‘in di~ 


| rect conflict with the fugitive slave laws of 1793 


and 1850. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator has hereto- 
fore said nothing of Maine, and I have not, of 
course, said anything about her action; but I wish 


i : | to say to the Senator that there ‘is not an uncon-° 
those to which I have referred, on the subject, but 


stitutional provision in the law of Maine in refer- 
ence to that subject, and he cannot demonstrate, * 
in any court, anywhere, that there is, 

Mr. TOOMBS. If Ihave not already demon- 
strated it I admit I cannot-do so. Ihave before 
me what they have done, and have placed it before 
the country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator has made 
the broad assertion in regard to Maine, and I deny 
itas broadly. I have the provision of the statute 
before me; it is clearly constitutional. 

Mr. TOOMBS. What I said of Maine was 


| charged with her act before me; and when I was 


questioned about it I said that I would put in an” 
pee what these States did. 
Has he denied anything that I ever stated about it? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave not understood the 
Senator to say anything heretofore in regard to 


Maine. Ifhe does now, I am ready to meet it. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I said in the appendix to my 
speech: ; 


“ Maine imposes a fine of not exceeding $1,000, or a 
penalty of a year’s confinement in the common jail, upon 
every State officer who shall arrest or detain, or aid in ar- 
resting or detaining in prison, any fugitive slave.” 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The answer I have to 
make, if the Senator will excuse me—Ido not: 


& 


E 


156 


E 
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want to interrupt him—is a very simple one, and: 
that.is, thatit isa. mere prohibitory act, refusing, 
in. the first place, the use of the jails of the State 
for the purpose of confining fugitive slaves, and 
in. the next place, prohibiting-the State officers in 
their official capacity from, executing the fugitive 
slave law or having anything to do with the sub- 
ject-matter. It does: not apply to the. citizens of 
the State as such, nor to the officers as citizens. 
While the Legislature cannot. undertake to. say, 
if the fugitive slave law is constitutional, that the 


citizen or. the officer asa citizen, shall not obey | 


the precept or the.call of the United States officers, 
it hasa right to say that the officers of the State 
shall not in their official capacity undertake jo.in- 
terfere. with the execution of that law. Why? 
For the simple reason that, in the’case of Prigg 
vs; the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States themselves point 
out thatvery course of proceeding. They admit, 
in.that case, that.a State has a right to prohibit its 
officers from executing or attempting to execute 
the laws of the United States. They say that the 
State laws have nothing to do with the subjecte 
Mmatterithat as long as the States do not prohibit 
their. officers from: interfering they may ¢xecute 
the Jaws ofthe United States; but that the States 
havea right to prohibit their officers from inter- 
fering; and that is what the State of Maine has 
done, and nothing more. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thatis the Senator’s construc- 
tion of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The intention of the act I take 
to be the same as that of Massachusetts: that if 
a person holding a State office attempts to execute 
the fugitive slave law, he shall for eit his office. 
That ts my construction of the act. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis not a correct con- 
struction; not the construction that any judge 
would, give it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That would seem to me tobe 
very clearly the motive and intent of the act; for 
it docs not say in their official action, and applies 
to. all officers of the State. Some of them could 
not by possibility have any official connection 
with such cases, 

Mr, FESSENDEN. No. 

Mr. TOOMBS, In addition to other unfriendly 


` legislation, denying jails to carry out the fugitive 


slave. law, the State of Maine also emancipates 
every slave which may be carried into the State 
by the consent of the master, and fines the master 
$1,000 or imprisons him a year for even attempt- 
ing to.exercise the authority ọfa master over such 
slave after he is so brought in.” Is this consti- 
tutional? Perhaps it is brotherly! The Repub- 
lican party in the State of New York were clear 


and distinct, and as I stated before, by a vote of | 


84 to 22 in the Assembly of that State, declared 
that neither the act of 1793 nor the act of 1850 
should be executed in the State of New York. 
The State of Michigan has gone to the same ex- 
tent, atleast, and further will scize a person and 
put him in jail who passes through the State with 
his slave in transitu. Maine does the same. 

{ say that, according to the plain reading of the 


Constitution, according to its cotemporancous | 


exposition, according to the judicial judgments of 
the courts in the non-slaveholding and slavehold- 
ing States, for seventy years, these State laws are 
in clear and distinct violation of the compact; and 
the Republican party in those States has passed 
these laws. I say that, as our confederates, they 
were under the obligation. of good faith to aid, to 
abet, to. contribute all in their power to carry out 
the compact; and not, by unfriendly legislation, 
or legislation of any kind, to defeat the com- 
pact. 

But the Senator from Ohio says it was equally 
a violation. of constitutional obligation for me to 
tell my constituents that, when men who have 
declared their purposes to be to legislate against 
them everywhere, when men who have determ- 
ined to drive them out of the Territories of the 
United. States, when men who have committed 
these acts of war, shall obtain the control of this 
Government, they should seek new safeguards 
for their liberty, even to the pulling down of the 
pillars ofthe temple. Sir, I have taken an oath 
to. support the Constitution here as a Senator, 


f 
j 


ji chased by our blood and treasure? We know 


| under the sanctions of an oath to support the Con- 
| stitution, yet pass the laws which I have described | 


| advise my constituents, upon the advent of this 


| publicans have overthrown the Constitution, if we 


! curity—to our domestic institutions. The history 


in all of my official action. When I have done 
that, my oath is. kept sacred; as-a citizen, Tam 
bound to support it everywhere, while it exists; 
but when. revolutions. begin, constitutions. end. 
My first, my only allegiance, is'due. to Georgia. 

hen she pronounces for new. safeguards for, her | 
liberties, duty, honor, and patriotism require'me 
to stand by: her colors. I shall then vacate my. 
seat here, and shall nolongerbe bound by.a:com- 
pact which your party has „annulled and disre- 
garded, even when acting under its obligations. 
If by: such a course: that. Senator thinks Í violate 
my oath to-the: Constitution, E am quite sure he 
and I can never agree upon the nature of such an 
obligation. Sir, I was not educated in the school 
of passive obedience. I will not maintain the 
Union when the Constitution.is overthrown. Obe- 
dience to. such.a Union is treason to the Constitu- 
tion. ‘Fhe ery of Union by those who subvert 
the Constitution is simply adding hypocrisy .to 
treachery. It:wil not intimidate me; it will de- 
ceive none but co-conspirators in this ignomin- 
ious: work of attempting to overthrow the Consti- 
tution by means of numbers, under the form of 
law, by fraud instead of force. sI shall resist the 
one, at the call of my State, as soon as the other, 
and rally around her banner whenever and where 
ever it is thrown to the breeze. 

The Senator seems. unable to distinguish be- 
tween such a course as this and the conduct of 
those who, as members of State Legislatures, 


to defeat one of the plainest provisions of the 
Constitutiow! Then it must be in vain for me to 
argue with the gentleman from Ohio. Sir, I did 


Republican party to power in the national Gov- 
ernment, to seek new safeguards for their peace, 
their security, and the great rights attempted to 
be secured, not created, by the Constitution. We 
were free; we had liberty, and sovereignty, and 
independence, before we had a Constitution; and 
we shall have these blessings after the Black Re- 


deserve them. We have already been told, in 
effect, by the Senator trom New York, (Mr. 
Sewarp,] that but one thing remains to us; that 
we are already conquered; that it only remains to 
us to submit quietly, or to have our institutions 
overthrown by force. Have we not all heard it 
proclaimed in these Halls? We are not ready for 
quiet submission. In the name of ten million 
freemen in the South, I accept force. Let it come. 
Tam aware that you now lower your tone. You 
wish to steal into the citadel by fraud and false pre- 
tenses. Your hearts are now breaking for the 
love of the Union, and overflowing with kindness 
towards your southern brethren, so lately de- 
nounced as robbers and men-stealers. Do you 
think we do ñot know who incited John Brown and 
his associate Republicans to arson, treason, and 
murder in Virginia? That we do not know. who 
furnished men and money to work underground 
railroads? That we are ignorant of who pass per- 
sonal liberty bills, and their kindred legislative 
abominations? “That we do not know who seek, 
by riding over the Constitution and overthrowing 
the judiciary, to drive us out-of Territories »pur- 


these men are not Democrats. We know that all 
these criminals. belong to the Black Republican 
organization. 

But, sir, the Senator from Ohio reproaches us 
for our insecurity. He attributes it to our inse- 


of the South shows the allegation to be wholly 
unfounded. No society ever existed on the face 
of the earth with greater peace, sccurity, happi- 
ness, contentment, and prosperity within itself 
than have the people of the South. Since the Rev- 
olution, we have had no discord in our social sys- 
tem from within. Our only danger has been, and 
now is, only from invasion from without. We | 
have never called on the Government for the first 
soldier or musket to protect our society from its 
own elements. The Abolitionists have been try- 
ing in vain for twenty years to excite insurrection 
among our slaves, and discontent among different 
classes of our people. They then attempted an 


actual invasion. That failed. They now seek to | 


effect their diabolical purposes byselevating. the 
Republican party to.power. This is the next as- 
sault we are to prepare for. 

Neither Shays rebellion nor. the whisky. insur- 
rection. occurred. in the slaveholding States; nor 
have.we-had any similar occurrences.since the be~ 
ginning of the Government. ; 

You say we have governed the country for sev- 
enty- years. Admit it to. be true,and what higher 
compliment can he paid to the ‘slave power,” 
which you every day denounce? If we have con- 


| trolled the Government since 1789 till now, be- 


hold the work of our hands! From thirteen 
feeble. colonics, with three million people, poor, 


| distracted, in debt at home. and, abroad, without 


money, without credit, without commerce or man- 
ufactures, and almost without agriculture, with- 
out respect, almost withouta name abroad, to-day 
we present you thirty-three sovereign States, be- 
sides our vast unsettled territory, with thirty mil- 
lion inhabitants, the freest and most prosperous. 
upon: the face of the earth; with a commerce, for- 
eign and domestic, exceeding that of any other 
nation; with a manufacturing industry excelled 
by none, except Great Britain, with an agricul- 


i tural industry, the pride of our own and the won- 


der of all other people; commanding, and able to 
command, the respect of all the nations of the 
earth; without an enemy to our peace and pros- 
perity, except the Black Republican party! We 
have maintained the true prineiples of the Consti- 
tution. We have reconciled liberty with order; 
maintained the public tranquillity, by striving for 
equal justice to all men and all sections of our com- 
mon country. You daily sing peans to our suc- 
cess in this mighty work of the well-government 
of a great country, and yet seek to wrest it from 
those who you admit have achieved these grand 
and unparalleled results. You seek to subvert 
their policy, and substitute for it your own crude 
and reckless theories, which have produced noth- 
ing but discord in the past, and promise nothing 
but ruin inthe future. But, sir, l deny that these 
great results have been produced by the South 
alone. The admission is only made by them to 
bring discredit upon the patriots and statesmen of 
the non-slaveholding States, who resist their ad- 
vent to power. The grand results in behalf of 
human liberty, progress, and happiness have been 
achieved by the Democratie party, North and 
South, who stood, and stand now, firmly by the 
principles and the policy which overthrew the 
Tederalists in 1800, and who have battled against 
their pernicious principles and policy to this day. 
To all of these,.all over the Republic, the honor 
of this great work is duc. 

Sir, the Senator says Ohio and the other non- 
slaveholding States desire nothing from this Gov- 
ernment. ‘That statement may be partially cor- 
rect as to Ohio, but the records of this country 
will not sustain it, either as to her or any of her 
sister non-slavcholding States. But their records 
sustain precisely the reverse of this statement. If 
the South has governed this country, she has 
served it with unselfish devotion. You may repeal, 
obliterate, burn up every law in the whole eleven. 
volumes of your laws, and not a human being in 
my Stgge would be affected a single farthing in his 
industrial pursuits, in his material interest; and 
the statement is generally truc of every State from 
this to the Rio Grande. I have for fifteen years. 
been an humble Representative of the people of 
Georgia in your. national councils, and no man 
in Georgia has ever asked me, or petitioned you 
through me. or others, as faras I know, to seek the 
aid of your laws in his industrial pursuits; they 
have sought no protection against competition at 
home or abroad for their industry of any kind. 


| They have toiled in their fields and workshops; 


in the forest and at their firesides; in their mines. 


| and at their forges; in winter and summer, with- 


out secking or desiring at your hands any aid to 
put their burden on other people’s backs. They 
nave sought no exclusive privileges, no protec- 
tion, no bounties, at yourhands. They have paid 
their taxes, fought the battles of their country, 
and claim only at. your hands the peaceful enjoy- 
ment of the fruits of their own honest toil. 

But this has not been the case with the people 
of the non-slaveholding States. From 1789 to 
this day, a continual, incessant ery has come up 
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to the Capitol from them for protection, prohib- i 
ition, and bounties. Give, give, give, bas been 
the steady ery of New England; the middle States i 
of the North have been equally urgent. “The fish- į 
erman has asked for bounties on his fish; the 
ship-builder for prohibition against foreign com- 
petition; the shipowner for navigation laws; the 
manufacturer, the artisan, andthe worker in mines, 
has.clamored for protection against ‘the pauper 
labor of Europe.” The Government has listened, 
and granted their requests. And your statute- 
book is filled with enactments responding to their 
cries. There has been scarcely a blow struck 
in any pursuit throughout the non-slaveholding 
States—in her mines, her forges, her workshops, 
and her manufactories of all kinds—for the last 
forty years, which has not been fostered and 
invigorated by a bounty, a prohibition, or pro- 
tection of from fifteen to one hundred per cent. on 
its products. Nineteen twenticths of the whole 
legislation of Congress is for and on account of 
non-slaveholding States We have asked none, 
sought none. My business here, and that of my 
colleagues from the South, has been chiefly to 
mitigate your exactions. Day after day are we 
reminded of the strong declaration of a distin- 
guished Representative from South Carolina, that 
he nor his constituents ever felt the Federal Gov- 
ernment except by its exactions. Apart from the 
protection which the very fact of living in a power- 
ful Government gives us against foreign ageres- 
gion, our portion of the benefits of the Federal 
Government are difficult to estimate. We have not 
generally complained of this inequality; our pur- | 
suits were different; we were content that the great 
interests of the country were benefited, though to 
a large extent at our, cost. As countrymen, we 
listened kindly to your petitions to protect you 
against your foreign competitors. Wehad none. 
We were better satisfied, because the thing was 
done under the name of paying taxes to Govern- 
ment, and we had not heen taught to consider 
ourselves as aliens in your part of a common 
country. This has changed. The fault lies not 
at our door, 
Far different would be the effect of such repeal 
on northern industry. Every industrial pursuit 
in the North felt its injurious effect. No more 
bounties, no more prohibitions, no more protec- 
tion, would be the death-knell of many branches 
of their industry; and, if the advocates of protec- 
tion are to be relied on, injurious to all of them. 
The Senator from Ohio is mistaken; his reproach 
that the South is always clamoring for legislation | 
is unjust. .We have notsought your aid; we have 
constantly resisted the demands of the North 
against us. Who demands Wilmot provisoes ? 
Who clamors for congressional intervention to 
shape.and control the institutions of the new Ter- 
ritories >? Who demands the restoration of Mis- 
"souri restriction? Not the South; not Demo- 
erats; but Abolitionists. We ask you to deliver 
up our fugitives from labor when they escape 
‘from service. You refuse or defeat it. We ask 
that all the people of all the States shall freely 
enter all the common Territories with their prop- 
erty, enjoy it in peace and quiet under the protec- 
tion ef acommon Government, until they shall be | 
severally matured into States, and admitted into | 
the Union; and then we agree that, as sovereign 
States, they may make their domestic policy such | 
as they please If they do not want African sla- | 
very, let them say so, and abolish it. You pre- ij 
tend yqu will not interfere with our institutions 
in the States. We do not believe you. It istrue, 
the Constitution forbids it; but you have shown 
so utter a disregard of that instrument in vefer- 
ence to fugitive slaves, that we cannot trust your |) 
loyalty. Why shall we believe that you would ; 
be more faithful to the Constitution in the exer- 
cise of Federal than of State power? The daily | 
conduct of the Black Republicans in the non- |; 
slaveholding States is a standing refutation of | 
your declarations. For what object do you wish 
to drive us from the Territories, except that there 
shall be no more slave States? We have never ii 
asked for a law to establish slavery in any Terri- | 
tory in the United States. The Territories north- | 
west and south of the Ohio were cessions by ori- | 
ginal States of the Union, and were subject to the 1 
contracts of cession, except a portion of Missis- i 


i court on a point of law. 


|| she is well content. 
i enough that she never will go out. 


i If you go out, your 


sippi, in which Congress only refused to prohibit 
Slavery in 1798. -~ 

When Louisana was acquired, there was no 
prohibition from 1803 to 1820, when Rufus King 
and his Federal co-workers struggled to exclude 
Missouri from the Union, on account of slavery. 
When Florida was acquired, there was no prohi- 
bMion. Eight slaveholding States came into the 
Union without any legislation in favor of slavery 
by Congress. They were only let alone. Itwas 
introduced, protected, and defended by the people 
themselves, in their respective territorial govern- 
ments. Yet we are accused of clamoring for Gov- 
ernment aid to slavery. Never was there a more 
unfounded charge against any people! We ask 
you to cease your warfare upon us, and comply 
with your solemn constitutional obligations. For 
that are we denounced as disunjonists. Well, 
sir, that charge has no terrors for me; it willnot 
induce me toabate one jotor tittleof the just rights 
of my countrymen. But, sir, after all, what a 
huge imposition is this same Black Republican 
party! They proclaim eTe day their detestation 
and horror of slavery. They despise it, they 
loathe it, denounce it as against the laws of God 
and of nature and of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence. Besides that, they will have no more of it; 
but if any one even suggests the possibility of 
cutting them loose from this body of death, what 
a patriotic rage do they manifest! Oh, no! they 
willdie first. They hug the putrid carcass to their 
bosoms, and threaten us with ‘eighteen million ” 
Black Republicans, carrying death and slaughter 
into the peaceful abodes of their deliverers. If 
they believed half they say, they ought to be for 
disunion. They should struggle continually to 
be relieved from this ‘covenant with death, this 
league with hell.” They seem to have precisely 
enough of the “sum of all villainies,’”? and the 
will perish cre they will part with one sixteenth 


„part of a hair of it. There is no harmony between 


their professions and their conduct; this argues 
hypocrisy, not sincerity. If you honestly wish 
to relieve your souls from the guilt of complicity 
with slaveholding, say so with manly firmness. 
We will give you a discharge whenever you 
want it. ` 

Mr. WADE. I have only'a word to say in 
reply. The Senator, it seems, predicated all his 
anathemas in regard to Ohio, upen a conflict of 
jurisdiction betwcen a Federal court and a State 
I think you cannot 
make avery serious case against the people of the 
State of Ohio on such a simple foundationas that. 
Conflicts of jurisdiction will always arise in this 
Government, because it is almost impossible to 


| defineaccurately the respective powers of the State 


and the Federal Governments; and, just on the 
boundary line between them, the Senator from 
Georgiais lawyer enough to know that courts have 
differed and always will differ, That was the case 
he cited, and that was all there was of it. There 
are too many causes for courts to differ, to impute 
any bad motives to either party to such conflict, 
In my opinion, the case is perfectly clear in favor 
of the State court; but Judge Leavitt is one of 
those packed judges of whom I spoke, that de- 
cides according as his creators created him to 
decide. That is about all there was of that. 

As for Ohio coming here and calling for any 
moncy out ofthe Treasury, I think the Senator 
can hardly say that she has been very often here 
for that or any other purpose. Let her alone, and 
As to the talk of dissolving 
the Union, I have nothing to say. You may talk 
about the South going out, but I can see well 
I see with 
perfect clearness that we must live together 
whether we will or nog. We cannot get a divorce. 

tates will be left occupying 
the same relations to usas now; and whether 
the Union existed or not, the same controversies 
would arise, and, perhaps, in a much more aggra- 


| vated form than they do now. You may say: 


“let us gooff if you do not like our institutions,” 
but there is no letting go. You may notlike us, 
but you cannot get rid ofus. Weare to live to- 
gether eternally, and I think we had better try to 


| live quietly. Thatis aboutall I want to say. I 


do not think the Senator made out much of a case, 
first or last. 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole'on the 
state of the Union— 3 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, said: X 

Mr. Cuarrman: Atan early day in this session 
of Congress I felt it my duty to reply to what I 
deemed ‘a violent and gross attack upon me by 
the editor of the New York Tribune. Duringmy 
remarks, I mentioned, in connection with Mr. 
Greeley, the editor of that paper, the name. of 
Judge Doveras, placing them, as it was claimed, 
by inference, in political connection. My object 
then was only to rebuke Mr. Greeley for his as- 
saultupon me, and to place him in whatI esteemed 
his true position before the country, in relation 
to, and connection with, the political campaign in 
Hlinois in 1858. 

(Mr. Covone being about to leave the Hall, Mr. 
KeLLoce said: I hope my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania will not leave the Hall, as I shall refer. to 
him during my remarks, and direct his attention 
to some points that } shall suggest, and ask of 
hig a statement in relation thereto.] ; 

‘This object alone induced the charge I madein 
my former remarks, 
this statement: 

“That Mr. Greeley was, again and again, with others, in 
consultation in the parlor of Judge Douetas, planning and 
scheming the election of Judge Dovuéuas to the Senate of. 
the United States from the State of Mlinois.” 

That is the language of my proposition, ‘after I 
had been requested to restate it in definite lan- 
guage. This language is plain, and beyond con- 
troversy as to its construction. [have sought the 
floor on this occasion for the purpose of making 
good that statement; I have sought it for the pur- 
rose of presenting such proofs and arguments as 

may, to sustain the promise that I made on the 
second day after that, that I would present my 
proofs in due-and proper time after the House 
should be organized. a 

Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to deal fairly in 
this matter, and to give this ‘assertion of mine its 
full, proper, and just scope and construction, J 
wish to take nothing by narrowing down this 
issue. I wish to state it clearly; to meet it fairly; 
and I propose to do it now. The proposition I 
made was, substantially, that there was a disposi- 
tion upon the part of Greeley and other Republi- 
cans to secure the election of Judge De€aias tothe 
Senate of the United States; and my colleagues 
on the other side of this Housc, I understand, hold 
that, by implication and fair construction, Judge 
Doveras was charged ‘as assenting thereto, by 
reason of the allegation that the conferences were 
held in his house. Now, that is as full and fair a 
statement of the case as my colleagues or any other 
gentleman can ask me to make. In other words, 
I assumed that there was an attempted coalition 


In those remarks I made 


| between Greeley, other Republicans, and Judge 


Dovenas, to secure his (Doveras’s) reélection to 
the Senate. I was surprised, I confess, that the 
friends of Judge Doveras should have taken the 
alarm; and that they should have thought it ne- 


| cessary to take upon themselves the defense of 


Mr. Greeley; and I was surprised when Judge 
Doveras sent his letter here denying the state- 
ment that Fhad made, unless they considered that 
any connection with Mr. Greeley was so infa- 


| mous as to require of him at once to repel-an im- 


putation so foul, and therefore deny the intimation 


i that Greeley could have been working to sécire 
| his (DovaLas’s) reélection. But now, sir, to the 
| proofs. 


‘With a view to a full and proper understanding 
of this matter, and in order that we may not be 
deceived in relation to our deductions and ‘con- 
clusions, itis important that we should appreciate 
the exact position of Judge Doveras at that time, 
as well as the position of those whom I charge 
were confederati with him. I assume, then, 
sir, that Judge Doveras, during that winter, wasa 
candidate for United States Senator from the State 
of Illinois. I propose to show that he was known 
to be a catididate for the Seiiate of the United 
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States during the session of Congress in which 
the Lecompton constitution was discussed. The 
proof I shall present of that. fact will be drawn 
from the records of this House, as they are found 
compiled in the Congressional Globe. And I 
desire to say that, in reading extracts from the 
speeches of the honorable member from Virginia, 
(Mr. Sarru,] and the honorable member. from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Burwerr,] I have only in view 
the establishing of the fact that Judge Doveias 
was known to be a candidate for the Senate ofthe 
United States. His term in that body was then 
about expiring; and further, when these confer- 
ences and political mectings were held, it was 
known on the part of Republicans that he was a 
candidate, and that he was doubly anxious for a 
reéléction, because of the peculiar relation he then 
held to the Democratic party: : 

Mr. Chairman, I read from the Congressional 
Globe of March,.1858. Mr. Smitu, of Virginia, 
Bays: : 

c T stated on that occasion, and my purpose is to repeat 
with, if possible, more distinctness than then, that atter 
this Congress had commenced its session—I do not recol- 
lect the cxact time—in a free conversation on publie ques- 
tions with the honorable gentleman from Jllinois, he stated 
to me distinctly, explicitly, and precisely, according to my 
present recollection and my past recollection, that the AHi- 
nois delegation held a conference as to the policy.thata 
distinguished Senator—Judge Dovanas—should pursue on 
this Lecompton qnestion, with a view to securing his re- 
election to the Senate of the United States, and thatthe 
one he has pursucd was deemed the only course by which 
he could hope to effect it. I have said this to private con- 
versation on various occasions. It was the result of a very 
distinct recollection. I stated this yesterday ; and I repeat 
it to-day as my recollection—a recollection clear, distinct, 
and emphatic.” 


The gentleman referred to was Mr. Morris, | 


of Illinois, as reported in the Globe. Again, sir, 
I read from the remarks made on the same day 
by Mr. Burnerr, of Kentucky. He said: 

« He commenced by speaking of the position whieh had 
been taken by the distinguished Senator from Hlinois, and 
by his colleagues in this House, upon the Kansas question. 
Tunderstood hin distinctly to say that, upon a conference 
of the friends of Judge Davaras, (ho friends from Hinois,) 
it had been agreed that he should take the course he has 
pursued in reference to the Kansas question, as the only 
means by which he could sustain himself at home. That 
unless he did take that cou 
bly suffer defeat at home himself, but his friends would fall 
witb bun”? 


Mr. LOGAN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. 
a question, 

fr. LOGAN. Do you not know that that state- 
ment was denied upon this floor by Mr. Mornis, 
of dllinois, and by Judge Marshall, who repre- 
sented the district I now represent? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Wheninterrupted 
I was just about making that statement. 

My. LOGAN. I want to say further, that Ido 
not care who made the statement that there was 
ever a conference of the Mlinois delegation in ref- 
erence to the course of action by Judge Doveras 
on the Lecompton question, at any time—T, of 


he would not only inevita- | 


I will yield for | 


course, know nothing of the matter myself, not | 


being here—it was denied here upon this floor; 
and } am satisfied that it was utterly untrue and 
faise. I will state that I knew the course Judge 
Doveras would take, long previous to his coming 
to the Senate. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. The gentleman 
must excuse me, but I cannot yield any more of 
my time. That is not the point I am making. 

Mr. LOGAN. I only want to get in here that, 
so far as any understanding of that kind is con- 
cerned, it is wholly untrue; I do not care who 
made the statement. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. When my col- 
league interrupted me, | was about to make a state- 
ment as to the matter to which he has referred. I 
have no disposition to enter into any difficulty 
which has arisen, or may arise, between the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, end my colleagues. Twas in the House at 
the time, and heard all that transpired. I know 
that Mr. Morris, of Hlinois, and his Democratic 
colleagues, did deny that there-had been any con- 
ference, whereupon the statement { have read was 
made. Mr. Morris, of IHin&ls, denied it in em- 
phatic terms. Mr. Smitu, of Virginia, made his 
statement; and Mr. Burner, of Kentucky, made 
his, in corroboration of it. : 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is immaterial to my pur- 


| pose. I make no issue on that point. I have 
read these extracts for the sole object of showing 
that Judge Doveas was a candidate,and known 
to be a candidate, for the Senate of the United 
States. That proposition I have never heard de- 
nied. It-was not denied then, and I presume that 
it will not be denied now. I wish to make these 
propositions fairly, and there is no desire on y 
part to. bring up matters outside of this case. I 
only feel called upon ta vindicate my own posi- 
tion. 

Now, sir, having thus shown that Judge Dove- 
LAS was a candidate for the Senate, I propose to 
show that there were conferences at fis house. 
I do not, however, esteem it important to the dis- 
cussion of this question, whether they were at 
his house or not; for, sir, I think this will make 
no difference as to the fact, whether, if any coali- 
tion took place, ft was made at a hotel, in his own 
house, in his library, or upon the street corners. 
The point here is: did Republicans seek to make 
a coalition with Judge Doveras? That is.the 
point I am after. I will now attempt to prove it, 
and to show that Judge Dovaias was a party to 
that attempted coalition. A 

Mr. Chairman, let me inquire how much time 
I bave left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Your time expires at 
twenty-six minutes to four o'clock. You have 
been occupying the floor now about fifteen min- 
utes. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. Itmay be, sir, 
that I shall be unable to get through in the hour 
allotted me under the rules. I will try to do so. 

The first evidence I bring in proof that there 
were political conferences at the house of Judge 
Doveras isthe letter that my colleague [Mr. Mor- 
Ris} procured to be read at the Clerk’s desk, and 
which is now a part of the record of the country. 
It is the letter Mr. Greeley addressed tome. It 
seems that I had brought down upon me the an- 
athema of Horace Greeley, of the New York Trib- 
unc, for an act of mine during this Congress, and 
one which I believed I had the right, and it was 
my duty, to perform. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. ‘Will the gentle- 
man permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I would rather 
not. I have hardly time cnough to say all that I 
desire to. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I wish only to 
suggest, that if the gentleman will consent, I will 
move that the committee rise, in order that he 
may go on with his remarks to-morrow. [Cries 
j of * Nol? Nol” i 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. Iwill go on with 
my remarks as far as I can this evening. Iam 
much obliged to the gentleman from Missouri for 
| his kindness. 

Mr. Chairman, before I refer to this letter, how- 
ever, I wish to say, that in that long letter, ad- 
dressed to me, there was much which I esteem 
scurrilous, unbecoming the pen or tongue of a 
; gentleman of his position. 1 pass over that, be- 
cause it refers solely to myself and to my con- 
stituents, and that matter I will not bring before 
this House. 1 will settle that with my constitu- 
ents; they will scrutinize my conduct, And let 
me here say, that if I have not a securer lodge- 
ment in the hearts of my constitucnts than has 
Mr. Horace Greeley. I will not ask to come back 
to Congress again. l read from his letter: 


« Senator Doveras and E have been acquaintances for ten 
years or more, during which time each has given and taken 
hard blows, but I trust no foul ones. I am willing to call 
the account balanced, if he is. Once onty in our lives did 
we agree on a political question—that of resisting the at- 


conversations on pending political topies. ‘There was at 
least one witness in cach instance, and that witness is now 
a Republican member of the House. Never before norsince 
have Mr. Dovucias and [I conversed on politics, save as 
opponents; and on that occasion I am glad to have a wit- 
| ness to confirm my own clear recollection that Mr. Dove- į 
! Las’s reélectiou to the Senate, or his future election to any | 
| post whatever, was not even mentioned. And never did 
| any letter, message, or word pass between us implying a 


i ; A r z 
i! desire on his part that E should, or a promise on mine that 
i 


E would, support him, at any time, for any office whatever. 
nd whoever has at any time reported to you aught incon- 
nt with this, must have drawn on his imagination for 


facts, or be laboring under the grossest misapprehen- 


tempt to force an abborred constitution on the people of | 


Kansas. During the struggle on that point, I was called to | 
Washington, and went to his house, where we had two | 


| this respect, however unlike 


“Mr. KeLLoce, there is just one remaining tie of sym- 
pathy between Senator Dovexas and myself, now that the 
old relations of political antagonism between us are com- 
pletely reéstablished. I detest his doctrines, but I like his 
PLUCK. Had he signed, ever so heedlessly, a circular ret- 
ommending Tom Paine’s Age of Reason, you would never 
have found him_prevaricating, nor dpologizing, nor- è: ore« 
eating; he would have simply and coolly told his ..aver- 
saries to make the most of it. Oh that some Republicans 
could be not merely aimost, but altogether such as he isin 
in every other! 

“HORACE GREELEY.” 

Mr. Chairman, this declaration of Horace 
Greeley has additional force from the fact that my 
colleague [Mr. Morris] has placed it upon therec- 
ords as evidence against me, and therefore he is 
estopped from denying all it proves. "What does 
it prove? It establishes the fact by irresistible 
inference that Judge Doveras, known to be a can- 
didate for the United States Senate, and known 
to be at that time in opposition toa large portion 
of the Democratic party, induced Mr. Greeley to 
come to Washington for the purpose of political 
consultation; and that he went to the house of the 
Senator, upon two several occasions, upon such 
missions. I ask you if there was no meeting at 
his house for the purposegof political consulta- 
tion? If there was not, then this letter does not 


| speak the truth. And now, sir, let any honest 


man answer to himself, who called Greeley to 
Washington; and why, immediately after hisar- 
rival, he went to the house of Judge Doveras, and 
did not find his ultimate destination upon that 
mission of coalition until he reached the Senator’s 
arlor ? and he will answer to his own heart that 
it was as I have indicated. Twice was he there 
on political consultation with Mr. Doveras. 
Mr. LARRABEE. I would ask the gentle- 
man if he thinks Brigham Young sent for Horace 
Greeley to come to his home when he went there? 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. The gentleman 
scems troubled. I tell him this is but a drop in 
the bucket. roe 
Mr. LARRABEE. Let us have the balance. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. This is but one 
link in-the chain ofevidence which I have to offer. 
It is said in this letter that there were more in that 
conference—at least one Republican member of 
‘Congress, and by fair intendment more; it was 


| more thana mecting of Dovetasand Greeley upon 


each of those occasions. Who were they? Let 
him who knows best answer. Let Judge Dove- 
Las tell you how many Republicans were there. 
I have shown, by their own evidence, that there 
were two more, and, by fair inference more; but 
who they were does not appear. ` it is true, that 
Greeley says that he never promised to support 
Doucras. I never said he did. .But I do say 
they were preparing for that result, and paving 


| the way that led to his willing and hearty sup- 


port. What was the object and motive of this 
meeting, if not for the purpose I have stated? No 
other rational solution of the matter can be given. 
It was a conference upon political subjects, and 
had no other significance. I do not propose to 
say that I can prove that there wasa direct pledge; 
they know cach other too well, perhaps, for that. 
Perhaps Greeley never said to Doveras, “E will ’ 
support you.” Perhaps Doveias never said to 
Greeley, “ you must aid me in my election.” 
But they were in political conference, Judge Dove- 
Las being a candidate for reélection. And now, 
having proved that there was a meeting there 
upon that subject, I shall prove, by the fruits of 
that meeting, its real motives—it always being a 
safe rule to judge a tree by its fruits—and that 
the immediate object was to find out the exact 
status of Mr. Dovexas on the exciting political 
questions of the day, which he-was willing to dis- 
close, as will hereafter appear, that their future 
action might be with reference to it. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. KeLLocc] asks who were the Republicans 
present. Does he want an answer to that ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. Ifthe gentleman 
desires to tell, and will tell all, E will give way. 

Several Members. Let him tell. ; 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Thisisgetting a 
little interesting now, and I want it set right. If 
the gentleman will state, as I will ask him to state, 
all that transpired between himself and Judge 
Doveras, in relation to the coalition with the Re- 
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publicans in the State of Ilinois and in the State 
of Missouri, I will yield to: him. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Illinois 
was speaking in relation to one point. He wished 
to know what Republican members were present. 
Hesourg he desires me to state, if I will state every- 
thing? that transpired between Judge Doveras 
and myself. I must be permitted to be the judge 
of what I shall state, and what F shall not state. 
If the gentleman desires to know anything in ref- 
erence to this interview, I feel myself at liberty to 
allude to the matter, as both the gentlemen con- 
cerned in the interview have referred to me as 
witness;butmy own self-respect must be the judge 
as to what [ shall say in regard to other parties 
and other matters. Tr the gentleman desires to 
hear me, I will state what I have to say very 
frankly; if not, I will refrain. > 

Mr: KELLOGG, of Ilinois. Mr. Chair- 
man 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman from 
Indiana has been challenged to make a statement; 
and I hope he will be permitted to proceed. 

‘ Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Who challenged 
im? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Do not shrink. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I do not shrink. 
I have not called upon the witness; but now I in- 
sist that he shall answer. And I insist that he 
shall answer, not only in reference to that part of 
the subject to which I have alluded, but in ref- 
erence also to a conference between himself and . 
Judge Doveras, in reference to Mr. Blair being 
returned to the Senate from the State of Missouri 
as a Republican. Let the gentleman make a clean 
breast of it. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will state that there were two 
members of Congress present at that interview 
between Judge Doucras and Mr. Greeley. Those || 
two gentlemen were Mr. Crank B, Cocuraye, of || 
New York, and mysclf. Mr. Greeley was in this 
city on business, What called him here I do not 
now remember. Mr. Cocurang, I think, sug- 
gested that Mr. Greeley should call upon Judge 
Doveras. The interviews were not very long, | 
and they were not private—that is to say, noth- 
ing was said which could not have been said pub 
licly upon the streets.’ I have taxed my memor 
torea lall that was said, and think I can state it 

ully. 

Both of those gentlemen—Judge Doveras and 
Mr. Grecley—have referred to me as proof of 
what transpired, or I should not here, or any- 
where else, on the demand of any person, have 
spoken in regard to them. 

There was nothing said about the senatorial 
election in Illinois, to the best of my knowledge, 
recollection, or belief. I am positive that the sen- 
atorial election was not referred to. -The only 
subject of a political character referred to was the 
Lecompton constitution, which was then pending 
before Congress; the necessity ofits rejection, and 
the means by which its success could be averted. 
They were talked of frankly and freely. Nothing 
was then said by Judge Doveras which he had 
not before said publicly. He is politically hostile 
to me, and I desire to sce him, if a nominee for 
the Presidency, defeated. But I bear this testi- 
mony because it is due to him. 

There was one other subject discussed. That 
was, the rise of property in Chicago, which, I 
suppose, has nothing to do with this matter. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana if, in that conference, 
the position of Judge Doveras upon the slavery 
question was not discussed ? 

Mr. COLFAX. It was not; except that he |; 
said he intended to resist the Lecompton consti- 
tution to the bitter end, regardless of the results 
to himself. . | 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois., I ask if his po- 
sition upon the slaverý question was not dis- 
cussed ? £ 

_Mr. COLFAX. It was not, to my recollec- ji 
tion. a i 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Now, I want to |i 
know if Judge Doveras and yourself did not 
have a conference, or if you were not the bearer, of 
dispatches to Mr. Blair in reference to his election 
from the State of Missouri to the United States 
Senate ? : $ 

Mr. COLFAX. After the canvass which re- 


| to appreciate the gentleman’s great delicacy in 


sulted in my election to this Congress,in October, 
1858, had closed, I went over into Illinois to make 
ten or a dozen speeches against Judge Dovenas’s 
election to the United States Senate. In going to 
the different places appointed for me to speak by 
the Republican State central committee, the Buch- 
anan men, at nearly every one of those. places, 
sent to me written questions, asking me if F had 
not beth the beaver of a letter from Judge Douc- 
Las to Mr. Blair, in relation to the senatorial elec- 
tion in Missouri; and asking me to answer them 
while on the stand. To those questions I re- 
sponded publicly, at two or three places—at De- 
catur, Jacksonville, &e.—what I respond here: 
that whatever conversations were had between 
Judge Doveras and myself, during the exciting 
Lecompton controversy, were had in his own pri- 
vate house, under his own roof; and my own self- | 
respect forbids my alluding to them, or giving any 
evidence in regard to them, except at his de- | 
mand. 

I state further, that if there was any conference 
between Mr. Blair, of Missouri, and Judge Dove- 
Las, Mr. Blair is in this city. He was a member 
of the last Congress, and occupied a seat here the 
whole of last winter, after this alleged interview 
had transpired; and it would have been better to 
call upon him, as a member and asa principal in 
this matter, to give his evidence, than to call on 
me. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I wonder, now, 
if that is satigfactory to my friends on the other 
side? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Indiana a question. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. If it does not | 
come out of my time, I have no objection, |! 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. [ desire to ask the |i 

entleman from Indianaif there wasa conference |! 
etween Judge Doveras and himself, in relation |; 
to the senatorial election in Missouri? I do not || 
ask him what it was, but simply if there was such | 
a conference? il 

Mr. COLFAX. We never had any conference | 
in reference to the senatorial election in Missouri. || 
I answer the gentleman’s question exactly as he | 
stated it. If there was any conference between 
Judge Doveras and Mr. Blair, in reference to that 
matter, they are of age, and let them speak for 
themselves. | 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Did Judge Douc- |; 


Las and Mr. Blair ever have a conference in your | 
presence upon that subject? 
Mr. COLFAX. No, sir. | 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Ulinois. I will ask the į 
gentleman if he carried a message from Judge |; 
Doveras to Mr. Blair, asking for a conference |; 


upon that subject? 
Mr. COLFAX. 


I state to the gentleman, if | 
my self-respect in Ilinois and my opinion as to 
the rule which should govern the intercourse be- || 
tween gentlemen made me refuse to answer ques- j 
tions upon that subject, when I earnestly desired 
to defeat Judge Doveras’s election, then pending, | 
I certainly should not now, two years after that, || 
have a different standard of action. i 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. It is due to my- |! 
self to say that I did not provoke these questions 
and answers. The gentleman [Mr. Corax] has |! 
seen fit voluntaxily to come forward and to take |; 
up the cause of Judge Doveras in relation to this |; 
charge of a concerted political conference between 
Doveiasand Greeley. This he has seen fit to do | 
with regard to the conference; but he has, at the || 
same time, refused to give us an account of the || 
other conversation between Judge Doveras and 
himself. f appeal to him in the hope of develop- | 
: . i F i 
ing the proofs. I appeal to him to add strength | 
to the proofs I submit to the country, so as to let} 
the people know the political position occupied 
by the prominent men of the country; and, strange || 
as it may appear, he allows his self-respect to 
overshadow him like a cloud, and there he sits 
mum befoye me. [Loud laughter.] Iam unable 


mise his confidential adviser, Judge Doveras. 
Mr. COLFAX. Idid so in this case only be- 
cause I had been appealed to by both parties asa 
witness, 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I leave that, sir. || 
I have demonstrated this fact: that Judge Dove- ii 


i 

i 

i 

i 

| 

i 

i 

: i" i 
this case, unless the disclosures might compro- | 
| 

| 

] 

i 

i 


; city 


Las and Greeley, by some strange fatality, came 


together, and my friend from Indiana with thems 
Greeley came from New York-on. a call, and He 
landed at the house of Judge Doveras, taking his 
friends with him, one ion each side... Gentlemen 
who play euchre perhaps would call. them .the 
‘right and left bowers.” [Laughter.} I donot 


; know that that is exactly the term.’ 


A Memser. No—a“ bullet and bragger.’? [Re+ 
newed laughter. oe so 
_ Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois.. I never saw such 
ignorance of terms before as there is all around 
me here. They are as ignorant as I am-mysëlf 
on such subjects. [Laughter.} a: 

_ Ihave established the fact that there were polit- 
ical conferences; that there was political advising. 
But it is suggested that it was in relation. to.the 
Lecompton measure only. Now, I ask you, sir, 
and every honest man, what did Judge Doveras 
expect to get from the Republicans in that strug- 
gle, by those consultations? Every man of the 


; Republican party was pledged against that meas- 


ure from the moment we set our feet in the city of 
Washington; and never, until the struggle was 
over, was there faltering, or the intimation that 
one Republican would falter. Lask, then, for what. 
purpose Greeley was brought to the aid of Judge 

oucLAas? I hope some one will answer. who- cat 
tell how we were to: strengthen Judge Doveras’s 
hands. a > 

Mr. Chairman, what could Greeley do to aid:in 
getting Democratic votes? What agencies had he 
that would bring strength from the Democracy to 
Judge Doveuas in his position? In the House 
hey had taken their position; and you and I, sir, 
know it, {addressing the gentleman from Indiana, 
Mr. Davis.) ask, could Greeley influence you 
and your friends to go more strongly with Judge 
Doveras on that question than before? No; you 
answer no. Then it was not to strengthen your 
back or stiffen up your purpose. For whom, then, 


; was it? Inthe Senate the noble and gallant Brod- 


erick on the one hand, and the Senator from the 
State of Michigan (Mr. Stuart) upon the other, 
had also, before that, taken their position." What 
could Greeley do in that conference or consulta- 
tion to aid in the defeat of that measure? Ah! sir, 


| nothing—absolutely nothing. Now, there was a 


reason why they were there; and, in my judg- 
ment, it was this: there was a defection in, the 
Democratic camp, and Judge Doveras had broken 
away from the regular army, and was engaged in 
a guerilla warfare on the Administration. What 
did Greeley and the Republicans most want? To 
defeat the Democrats; to defeat the Administra- 


: tion. What, in God’s name, did Doveras want? 


Most-unquestionably, he wanted to defeat the Ad- 


: ministration, and to thereby sustain himself. He 


was just slipping out of power; he was just dying 


: out from the Senate; and, unless he could secure 


areélection, he was overwhelmed, and would sink 
out of sight. Hence a senatorial position was to 
be regained at any sacrifice and on any terms. 
The Republicans wanted to beat the Democracy; 


| and many of them were reckless of the means of 
‘its accomplishment. Doveras wanted to beat:the 


Administration, and would make any coalition to 
accomplish it. The status and condition of Judge 
Doveras was to be considered and understood 
before it was safe for the Republicans to systain 
him. I said a little while ago that I flo not sup- 


| pose they promised. Old politicians make but few 


positive promises; but when Greeley saw the con- 
dition of Judge Doveras, and Judge Douanas 
found the disposition of Greeley, it was a basis 
on which they could strike out in their future ac- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, there is strong evidence of one 
other meeting; and now, in order to show that 
there was a very Strange gathering at the Sena- 
tor’s, I will read a quotation from the New York 
Tribune. That quotation is a dispatch from this 
to the New York Tribune, which will be 
found in a letter to the Washington Union, under 
date of August 22, 1858. It is as follows: 

“ The Republican Senators held a consultation last night 
with Senator Doveras, at his house, which was satisfactory to 
both parties.” 7 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Who is the author of 
that? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Itis from aletter 
in the Washington Union, of the date 1 have indi- 
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tated, signed“ Northwest.” I-cite it because it 
is quoted here asa dispatch that appeared in the 
New ‘York Tribune. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will my colleague allow. me 
to‘ask him who Northwest” is? Is he any re- 
lation to the great Northwest that we hear of— 
Indiana, Minois, and Ohio—or what is he? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Minois. That must be 
about the last interruption I shall get from that 
quarter, I judge. [Laughter.] I cite this to show 
that there was a dispatch sent from Washington 
indivating that there was a consultation of Repub- 
lican Senators with Judge Dovexas, at his own 
house; and while it may be news to my Demo- 
cratic colleagues who are present, there are those 
who hear me who know that itis a-part of the 
history of those times. , Here was adéfinite charge 
made in the Washington Union, the authoritative 
organ of the Democratic party, that there had been 
n consultation of Republican Senators at the house 
of Judge Dove as, and that both parties were sat- 
isfied therewith. - l 

Mr. FOUKE. Wil my colleague permit me 
to ask hima question? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FOUKE. At whatidate did that consul- 
tation take place between Judge Dovanas and 
Republican Senators? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. This letter was 
written, as I have before stated, in August, 1858, 
and it refers to a dispatch, which, it states, had 
been before that sent to the Tribune. 

Mr. FOUKE., My colleague knows who were 
the Republican Senators at that day? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I suppose I do. 

Mr. FOUKE. They are now in the city, most 
of. them, are they not? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I presume so. 

Mr. FOUKE. I would ask my colleague if he 
‘Was ever tried ‘to get this information ‘from the 
Republican Senators now in this city. I believe, 
according to the law, it is always better to pro- 
duce the most direct proof of which the case is 
susceptible, than to go round and get the declara- 
tion of some “ Northwest” upon the subject. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hiinois. Iam obliged to 
my other colleague for his most luminous expo- 
sition of the law. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, 
it is true, and many of those who hear me know 
that it is a part of he history of those times, that 
these consultations were spoken of publicly in 
the streets; that Senators aid hold these consulta- 
tions. I donotknow, Lhavenot stopped to inquire, 
avho they were. If gentletaen want to find out 
who these Republican Senators were, let them in- 
quire, and they will find that there was more com- 
plicity in this coalition than they now dream of. 

I now propose to read a letter from a gentleman 
in Illinois, in relation to these meetings at the 
Senator's house, and I think it will be admitted 
‘AS pretty good evidence: 

Peortra, ILLINOIS, January 6, 1860. 

‘Sir: Your favor of January 2 is received, and contents 
noted: In reply, I would say, that while in Washington last 
week, i was informed, by a prominent and responsible 
Democrat, who had the means of knowing, that Senator 
Wison, and other prominent Republicans in ind out of 
Congress, during and atter ‘the discussion of the Lecomp- 
ton constitution in Congress, were frequently in private 
political consultation at the house of Judge Douaias; andl 
do know, tharafterwards the New York Tribune did favor 
the olection of Judge Doueras tothe United States Senate ; 
and that extfacts from that journal, so favoring him, were 


copied in several of the Democratic papers in the State of |) 


Minois during the campaign of 1858. 
tam prepared to ‘give the name of the gentleman from 
whom Treeeived the information, when it can have any 
practical good effect. 
Respectiully yours, 
To Hon. Wu.tiam KELLOGG, 
Washington, District of Columbia. 


Mr. LOGAN. ‘Will the gentleman inform me 
who this Mr. Raney is? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. He is the post- 
master appointed by the President of the United 
States for the city of Peoria. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is he not an enemy of Judge 
Dovaras? 

Mr.MeCLERNAND. I believe in this letter 
the statement is, that he was so informed. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of fllinois. Yes, sir; and 
will give his authority, if necessary. 

Mr. LOGAN. - Ver good, ÏI have no doubt. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ulinois. There is another 
spall fire from a'small battery, 1 hope it will 


G. W. RANEY. 


I soon be silenced, and then they will all besilenced. 


[Eanghter] 
Mr. LOGAN. Goahead. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, Now, sir, I come 
to another proposition, which is, the motive- of 
these:consultations. Why did Senators meet at 
that house in consultation, and how were both 
parties ‘satisfied ? pane 

Mr.LOGAN. Will my colleague allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 1 cannot yield 
again. You-see my time is passing away, and 1 
shall not be able to get through before my hour 
will have expired. 

Mr. LOGAN. I simply want to ask my col- 
league, and I hope it will not‘be taken out of his 
time, whether this Mr. Raney, whose letter he 
has just read, is not a known enemy of Judge 
Doveras? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Minois. I will state that 
Mr. Raney is a violent party man. 

_Mr. LOGAN. That-does not. answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. And I will state 
that he is a Democrat, ‘and at the head of the Dem- 
ocratic party, as I believe, in the county and city 
of Peoria. He belongs to that wing of the Dem- 
ocratic party known as the Administration, or 
Buchanan Democracy He has been a warm 
friend of Judge Doueias. He is now, I believe, 


politically opposed to him. 
hip, in short. 
ou must settle 


Mr. LOGAN. An enemy to 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 
these matters among yourselves. He is opposed, 
as I understand, to the nomination of Judge Dove- 
Las at Charleston. 

Mr. LOGAN. And, I take it, gives you this 
statement in order to injure Judge Doveras. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of llinois. When he was in 
this city, I saw him and conversed with him upon 
the subject of the statements I had made. He in- 
|| timated that he had some knowledge upon that 

subject. After his return I wrote ‘him, and in 
reply received the letter I have read. 

Mr. FOUKE. He is the man who was paid 
$410-—— 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 
for that kind of remark. 

i} The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hopes that gen- 
tlemen will not indulge in this kind of colloquial 
debate. 

Mr. FOUKE. Very well; go on. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Now,’sir, I have 
shown that these conferences were held; and now, 
will any gentleman tell me that all these meetings 
were held night after night and day after day, 


I cannot yield 


scheme? Will any gentleman tell me that in these 
repeated conferences of Senators and others, they 
had onesole motive, one single political measure in 
view, and that the Lecompton question, which 
could in no way be affected by them? No, sir. 
Having shown that they were in conference by 
night and by day,in private and in public, | pro- 
pose now to show what were the fruits of that 
coalition or attempted coalition. 

I stated that Greeley Was conniving and schem- 
ing’to accomplish the election of Judge Doveras. 
| At the time I made the statement, my colleague 
i| denied that Greeley had favored-the reélection of 
Judge Doveras in the State of Illinois. Well, 


secret mectings, from this time and place of con- 
spiracy, the first fruits were borne and seen in 


ical public pulse; it was time to inquire how the 
people would stand this matter of confederac 
between sworn enemies. Well, sir, the experi- 
ment was tried. Here, standing not five feet from 
| Where now J stand, a Republican Representative 
| from the State of Massachusetts came out and 
proclaimed for Doveras. f will read it from the 
Globe: 


i the doughfaces, but I held it also their duty to bear testi- 
mony as to the manner in which the Doveras men—and 
they will pardon me for giving them the name of their gal- 
lant and gifted leader—to bear testimony to the manner in 
which they have borne themselves, They have kept the 
faith.” * * * * A * <* * * 


without arranging and concocting some political | 


sir, I propose to judge of this tree by its fruits. | 
I now propose to show that, growing out of these | 


this very House. Meetings at midnight had taken | 
| place; meetings under the shadow of the wall had | 
been held, and it was time now to feel the polit- i 


J think it the first duty of Republicans to extinguish | 


“Tsay it is due to them that-we should say that they 
have borne the brunt of the battle, and that they, whether 
from New York, Pennsylvania, or Hlinois, have kept the 
whiteness of their souls, and have made arecord which has 
lain in fight; and if my voice can have any weight with ie 
youngmen of the country where those men dwell, [should 
say to them, “Stand by these men with all your young 
enthusiasm. Stand by them Without distinction of party? ?? 

“Mr. McCLERNAND. Who was that? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Mr. Burum- 
Game, of Massachusetts. [Laughter.] Thatis a 
name I know Democrats love to honor. Here was 
a pointing to the future. They had ascertained 
the position. of the Dovenas men, for they had 
been in consultation with them. After they had 
consulted with Greeley, and after Senators and 
after men outside of Congress had consulted, it 
was left to my distinguished friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Burtincamn]to make the first pub- 
lic demonstration in this House in favor of the 
Doveras element. He said here that “they had 
kept the whiteness of their souls,” and that their 
“ record was laid in light;” and he called upon 
the young men, with all their young enthusiasm, 
togo forthe Doveras men, Justin advance was 
the great struggle in Illinois. Doveras was a 
candidate for the Senator from that State. The 
day before the speech of Mr. Buriineame the 
speeches were made from which I have read. 
Knowing that Judge Dove.as was a candidate, 
knowing that the great struggle for the Senate 
was to come off in Illinois, he boldly and pub- 
licly proclaimed himself in favor of the Doveras 
| men in the State of Illinois. He knew, sir, that 
| the political element which sustained the Dove- 
Las Democratic members of Congress in that 
election, would also sustain the election of mem- 
bers of the Legislature who were in favor of the 
defeat of the patriot Lincoln and the election of 
Dovetras to the United States Senate; and that 
anything that aided the election of a majority of 
the members to the Legislature of the Doveras 
school of politics, carried Dovexas into the Sen- 
ate of the United States. . That is the first fruit, 
the outcrop of this conspiracy, which I believe 
was schemed, concocted, and counseled in the 
very conference of which I have spoken. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 
| She CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s hour has 
now expired. 

Mr. CURRY obtained the floor, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I ask the gentle- 
man to yield to me to conclude my remarks. 

Mr. CURRY. I have no desire to participate 
in this Iinois controversy; and if it docs not 
come out of my time, I am willing to yield, that 
it may go on this evening. 1 will yield to the gen- 
tleman and to his colleagues who may desire to 
reply, if it is the understandingthat I shall be en- 
titled to the floor in the morning. _ I do not want to 
go on with my remarks this evening, in anyevent. 
|| The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state the 
proposition to the House. The gentleman from 
|, Alabama is entitled to the floor, and he is willing 
to yield it, provided he shall have the ‘floor to- 
| morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must object, unless there 
is a condition attached that the appropriation bill 
in the committee shall be considered before the 
| committee goes to the general discussion. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I beg the gentleman 
| not to interpose his objection now. 

Mr. CURRY. Then, with the understanding 
that I shall have the floor to-morrow, I yield to 
j; the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. : 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. Mr. Chairman, 
I am grateful to the committee for this mark of its 
|| courtesy. I propose to show one other fruit of 
what { esteem a part of this coalition. 

Mr. VANCE. ~ Has the gentleman the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has yielded the floor on the understanding 
that he is to have it to-morrow. 

Mr. VANCE. For how Jong a time has the 
gentleman from Ilinois the floor? 

Mr, CURRY. Ido not propose to yield the 
floor altogether. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Iinois. Letme go through 
with my proofs. It is now past four o’clock, and 


| no other gentleman, I presume, wants to occupy 
the floor to-day. : 
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Mr. VANCE. There are some gentlemen upon 
the floor besides those who represent the peculiar 
interests of Judge Doveras, and who are anxious 
to enlighten the country-in regard to their own 
interests. 

Me WASHBURN, of Mainc. Objection comes 
too late. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I will proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please 
suspend for one moment. ‘The gentleman from 


Alabama was entitled to the floor, and he yielded, 


it upon the express understanding that he was to 
have the floor in the morning. 

Mr. CURRY. All difficulty will be obviated, 
if the gentleman from Illinois will designate the 
portion of time that he purposes to occupy in 
concluding his speech. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. 
through. 

Mr. VANCE. IT object to any such arrange- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection comes too 
late. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Entirely too late. There 
was unanimous consent to the gentleman from 
Illinois going on and finishing his speech. It was 
also the understanding that the gentleman’s col- 
leagues, if they desired it, might participate in 
the debate. Under the understanding which has 
taken place, I presume these gentlemen may go 
on with this debate until to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Let me have the atten- 
tion of the honorable gentleman from Alabama. 
I desire, with the permission of nty fricnd, to oc- 
cupy the attention of the committee some cight 
or ten minutes. [think I shall not exceed fifteen 
minutes. 4 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, I will go on. 
Mr. Chairman, immediately aftcr this demon- 
stration in the House, Horace Greeley, whom I 
have already mentioned, himself endeavored to 
secure the election of Judge Doveras. I propose 
to read from a letter of Mr. Bailhache, the editor 
of the Illinois State Journal. 

Mr. VANCE. I rise to a point of order. The 
rules of the House require that no member shall 
speak more than an hour, except by general con- 
sent. I objected to the gentleman from Hlinois 
occupying the floor more than the time allotted 
to him under the rules. I deny that the gentle- 
man can do indirectly what the rules prohibit him 
from doing directly. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Vaxcs,] 
that the question was distinctly put to the com- 
mittee; and the Chair heard no objection, and 
so announced. If the gentleman from North 
aroia made an objection, it did not reach the 

hair 

Mr. BARKSDALE.. I desire to say that I 
heard the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bea object. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Does the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. Vance] desire to 

revent me from bringing this evidence before the 

Louse and country ? 

Mr. VANCE. i am willing that Judge Douc- 
Las and the Republicans should tear each other’s 
eyes out, if they wish. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. 
right good job in one direction, if you will only 
give the opportunity. 

Mr. JENKINS. I think the consent upon this 
side of the House was given with the understand- 
ing that the other gentleman from Hlinois (Mr. 
McCurrnnanp] should have an opportunity to 
reply to-day. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There was no qualification; 
let fairness prevail; the leave was unconditional. 
I will simply state what I understood this agree- 
ment to be. Iam sure I can have no interest in 
this quarrel or controversy. I desire simply that 
fairness all around should be shown. I have no 
interest or desire, except that the agreement which 
was made should be maintained. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Lunderstand that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. KeLLoce asked 
permission to proceed for a few moments. Since 
that consent was given, he has informed us that 
he is not half through his speech yet. I, there- 
fore, must object. Í 
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ĮI am about half 


We will do a | 


Several Members. It is too late. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand that there was any limit as to thg time. 

Several Memgers. Goon! Go on? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. I read from a 
letter addressed to me by Mr. Bailhache, of the 
Ilinois State Journal, in relation to his conversa- 
tion with Greeley, in which he says: 

OFFICE DAILY ILLINOIS STATE JOURNAL, 
SPRINGFIELD, December 13, 1859. 
Dear Sir: x * * * I myself had a con- 
versation with Greeley, in his own office, in August, 1858, 
in which he said, substartially, that we (Ilinois Republi- 
cans) had made a great mistake in not taking up DOUGLAS 
as our candidate forthe Senate ; and further, that we would 
one day acknowledge the fact. 1 was indignant, and told 
him we did not desire success upon such terms ; that it would 
demoralize our partyin Illinois, &c.; whereupon he said 
some other party would erise in its place, and more of the 
same sort. His influence (in Hlinois at least) ought to be 
broken, and I hope it will be. s * x id ial 

Yours, BAILHACHE & BAKER, 


Hon. Witiram KELLOGG. per B AILHACHE. 


Mr. LEAKE. I did not consent to any agree- 
ment, and therefore I call the gentleman from 
Ulinois [Mr. KeLLoca] to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
committee to give consent to the gentleman from ‘ 
Illinois [Mr. KrLioge] to proceed, and the ob- 
jecion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 

EAKE,] at this time, is too late. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I should be glad to know 
what ruling the Chair makes as to the state of 
facts that has arisen here. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I will make a 
proposition that will put an end to this matter. I 
never did, and I never will, speak to gentlemen 
when they do not wish to hear. And as the time 
will come whén I can again get the floor, if gen- 
tlemen do not wish me to proceed now, T willde- 
sist from saying anything further at present, and 
seek some other occasion upon which to finish | 
my remarks, 

Mr. HINDMAN. I do not desire to prevent 
the gentleman from finishing his remarks. What{ 
I desire is this: that he should be allowed a rea- 
sonable time—say half an hour—so that his col- 
league [Mr. McCirrnanp] may have an oppor- 
tunity to reply to him this evening. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I would ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. KeLLoce] how long it will 
take him to conclude. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. Ithink I can get 
through in a half or three quarters of an hour. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I have no particular inter- 
estin the debate now going on. But as I know 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Keiioge] has 
been interrupted over and over again, F am willing 
to yield the floor to him as a matter of courtesy. 
Í hope the House will consent to let him go on; 
and after that, that the House will allow his col- 
league ten or fifteen minutes before the adjourn- 
ment to reply. 

Mr FLORENCE. Let him have sixty min- 
utes, if he wants it. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I hope the gentleman wiil 
be allowed to proceed with that understanding. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. In the letter I| 
have read here, there is a clear indication of the 
fecling and disposition of Mr. Greeley. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will my colleague state who 
Mr. Bailhache is, what his politics are, and what 
paper he is editor of? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I have alread 
said that Mr. Bailhache is the editor of the Illinois 
State Journal, published at Springficld, Illinois; 
and he is a true and pure Republican. Here is 
his statement of his conference with Mr. Greeley, 
in relation to the great contest then going on ìn | 
the State of Illinois; and there Greeley distinctly 
avows his preference for Mr. Dovetas—and mark, į 
that was after the conference at Washington; after 
the contest had commenced—witha view to induce 
him to desist from his opposition to Mr.-Lincoln, 
and his adherence to Judge Doveras in that elec- 
tion. He replied to an Hlinois Republican that 
we had made a mistake. Now, how did he know 
that there had been a mistake made? If heknew 
at all, he must-have derived his information from 
the consultations he had had with Judge Douc- 
Las himself, or he could not have spoken as con- 
fidently ashe did. But, irrespective of that, itfixes, 
beyond all controversy, the truth of my position, 
that he was scheming and endeavoring to elect 


Judge Doveras to the Senate of the United States. 


But what strikes me with more astonishnient, 
with more absolute surprise, is the fact that, when 
he was told that the course he was pursuing would 
demoralize and. destroy the Republican party in 
Illinois, he coolly declared that, if it did; a new 
party would arise in its place. Now, let me say: 
to Illinois Republicans, and Republicans every- 
where, that, in this matter, he was willing to haz- 
ard the defeat of the Republican. party, and its 
utter demoralization and destruction, rather than’ 
the defeat of Jude Douaias. This was the per- 
tinacity with which he adhered to the political 
fortunes of Judge Doveuas. 

I now propose to read another letter‘in relation 
to the position occupied by Mr. Greeley. in that 
great contest. It is a letter addressed to myself, 
dated Springfiela, Illinois, December i 26, 1859; 
written by Mr. Powell, who was the former su- 

erintendent of public schools in our State. - 

Mr. McCLERNAND. He is a Republican, 
is he not? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. He is a good 
and true Republican. His letter is as follows: 


SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 
December 26, 1859. 

Dear Sir: During thé pendency of the struggle upon the 
Lecompton bill in the House of Representatives, in the 
spring of 1858, I saw several letters from Mr. Greeley to Re-. 
publicans in this State, commending the course of Mr. 
Doveras in his opposition to the nefarious and wicked 
scheme of. forcing a pro-slavery constitution down the* 
throats of an outraged people. e $ 

In one of those letters, directed to Mr. John O. Johnson, 
then writing in my office, (that of superintendent of public 
instruction,) Mr. Greeley expressed it as his decided opin- 
ion that, both from motives of policy and as a matter of 
strict justice to Mr. Doveras himself, the Republicans of 
Illinois ought to unite with the friends of Mr. Dougiag in 
returning him to the Senate. 

Mr. Greeley’s letter was regarded at the time by the whole 
Republican State administration here as a most remarkable 
political document, both on account of the recommenda- 
tion it contained, and the source from which it came. 

After a full and free consultation with the Republican 

State officers, Mr. Johnson replied at length to Mr. Greeley’s 
letter, stating the objections entertained, so far ashe knew, 
by the Republicans of Illinois to Mr. Greeley’s recom- 
mendations; and closed the letter by saying that he was 
authorized to state that the whole Republican State ad- 
ministration were unanimously and unalterably opposed to 
any coalition with Mr. Douguass looking to his retuen to the 
Senate; as they had no confidence whatever in either the 
man or his profession of principles ; a prognostication which 
I think has been sufficiently verified by Mr. Dovetas’s re- 
cent course to satisfy even Mr. Greeley himself. 

A number of letters are in the hands of leading Repub- 
licans in this State, in which Mr. Greeley expressed views 
similar to those communicated to Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Greeley, as he says in his article in the Tribune, may 
not have entered into any specific bargain with Mr.DoucLas 
agreeing to heipreturn Mr. Doveras to the Senate, in case 
he continued his opposition to the Lecompton measure ; 
but that he did endeavor to bring about such a result, there 
is an abundance of evidence in the hands of the Republicans 
of this State to satisfy any candid and honest mans 

My sense of justice impels me to place this statement of 
facts at your disposal, hoping it may aid you in vindicating 
yourself against the outrageous and unwarranted assaults 
made upon you through the.columns of the Tribune. « 

1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, &c. 

W. H. POWELL. 
Hon. WILLIAM KELLOGG, ` 
Washington, District of Columbia. 


Mr. Powell was superintendant of public in- 
struction, and Mr. Johnson, to whom the letter 
referred to was addressed, was secretary of the 
Republican State central committee. Hence it 
was a letter addressed politically and officially in 
that capacity to the Republicans of Hlinois, and 
is the most direct and unequivocal interference on 
the part of Mr. Greeley to carry the State of Illi- 
nois for Judge Doveras. It may be said that 
Judge Dovexas never knew this. Then let the 
gentleman wait until I shall have introduced an- 
other part of the evidence to sustain my proposi- 
tion as against him. ` 

ĮI now propose, Mr. Chairman, to read an ex- 
tract from a Doveras paper. Itis taken from the 
Cincinnati Enquirer, which I understand—thougk 
I may be mistaken—is the Doveras organ in the 
State of Ohio. Itgives the statement of Mr. Lin- 
coln in reference to the fact whether Mr. Greeley 
was for Judge Doveras or not. It is the state- 
ment of a man who, best of all men, could and 
would belikely to know who were his friends, and 
who his enemies, in that great conflictin Miinois, 
in 1858. He gives the evidence in favor of the 

roposition I made, that Mr. Greeley was for Judge 
oueLas in that campaign. Ft has additional force 
from the fact that, being the opinion of Mr. Lin- 
coln, it is quoted and published in the Dovdias 
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papers to show the power that Douctas has in 
managing both friends and foes. Here is the 
article: 


“ Lrncoun’s Opinion or Dovenas’s CHANCES AT 
CHaR.EsTon.—Wiltiam H. Gill, the editor of the Leaven- 
worth (Kansas) Herald, lately traveled in Winois with 
Abraham Lincoln, Doveras’s competitor for the Senate. 
Mr. Gill says : 

sc We inquired of him what he thought of Dovenas’s 
chances at Charleston. ` “ Well,” he-replied, “ were it not 
for certain matters that I know transpired, which [regarded 
at one time among the impossibilitics, I would say he stood 
ne possible chance. T refer,” said hey “to the fact that, in 
the Illinois contest with myself, he had the sympathy and 
supportof Greeley, of BURLINGAME and Winson of Massa- 
chusetts, and other leading Republicans; that, at the same 
time, he received the support of Wise and BRECKINRIDGE, 
and other southern men; that he took direct issue with 
the Administration, and secured, against all its power, 
one hundred and twenty-five thousand out of the one 
hundred and thirty thousand. Democratic votes eastin the 
State. A man,” he continued, “thatcan bring such influ- 
ences to bear with his own exértions, may play the d—I at 
Charleston,” ? ” 


That, sir; was published to show the strength 
of Judge Doveras; and itis proved by the decla- 
ration of Mr. Lincoln. : 

Thave also a letter addressed to me by Mr. 
Pangborn, of the State of Massachusetts, con- 
firraing the proposition that Senator Wixson, 
and other Republicans of the East, were in favor 
of ‘the election of Judge Doveras, and that they 
aided him, as I believe, matcrially, in securing 
the result of that election. I will send it to the 
Clerk’s desk. to be read. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


Wastineron, March 3, 1860. 

Dear Sir: Inquiries having been made in regard to the 
impression that prevailed in Massachusetts among tlie Re- 
pudblicans, in relation to the position of Senator Doveuas, 
during and subsequent to the so-called Leconipton contest 
in the Thirty-Fifth Congress, and in relation to the attitude 
of the two great parties in relation to the senatorial can- 
vass in Ilinois, I nm able, in reply, to state: 

That, at that time, many Republicans in New England 
were induced tu believe that Mr. Doveras had resolved to 
abandon the Democratic and join the Republican party 5 
and, entertaining that belief, they condemned the Mlinois 
Republicans for having nominated Mr. Lincoln in opposi- |} 
tion to Mr, Dovanas. 

1 remember that Senator Witson, of Massachusetts, was 
especially earnest in the expression of his opinion to this 
ofluct. He frequently remarked, and in the hearing of many 
persons, that * he knew tbat Mr. DougLas wit ali right”? 
that “he intended toact with the Republicans 37? that $ 
Republicans of Minois had committed a tatal mistake in | 
running Mr. Lincoln, and in opposing Mr. DOUGLAS?8 re- 
election; and that, but for his course of action, DOUGLAS 
would certainly be with the Republican party in 186007 He 
often stated that this was understood at Washington ; and 
he freely and emphatically criticised the action of Mr. Lin- 

* cows friends, and declared his own confidence in the pur 
pose.of Mr. Dotanas to leave the Democratic party and 
unite with us. g 

Some other gentlemen, who had been at Washington 
during the Leeémpton contest, concurred with Senator 
Wirson in his opinion; but I think the great majority of 
the Republicans of Massachusetts distrusted the correct- 
ness of Mr. Winson’s judgment intl e, although they 
understood that Senator WILSON bast expressed opiu- 
ion of Mr. Dovcoras’s position upon bis own personal 
knowledge of that gentcman’s intentions. 

Such was my own understanding, derived from frequent 
conversations with Senator Wanson and others; aud, of 
the main facts herein stated, there can be no question, and 
my recollection of these circumstances can be corroborated 
by very many of the active and prominent Republicans of 
Massachusetts. 

You are at liberty to make such use of this letter as you 
may deem proper. 

Tremain, very respectfully 


, your obedient servant, 
Z. K. PANGBORN. 
Hon. Wiiitam KELLOGG. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. 


Mr. Chairman, 


there is some significance in that letter. It re- 
quires more than ordinary attention. I have 


proved that Mr. Wirsox was in conference and 
consultation at Judge Dovaras’s own house. [| 
have proved th 
from Massachusetts upon this floor espoused the | 
cause of Judge Douéias. I now prove, by this | 
letter, that Senator Witson, after going to his j 
eastern home, looking down upon the fight that | 
was being had upon the prairies of Illinois, charged | 
that we were wrong, instrongand severe language; 
that Doveras ought to have been elected, and that 
he knew reasons why Doveras should have been 
our choice. He is proved to have been in a con- 
dition to know DoveLas’s position; and knowing 
that,I never doubted Senator Wiison’s integrity 
of motive in the advice he gave, though it was 
damaging to’ us in its effects, but did doubt his 
estimate of the man, Having proved this con- 
dition of things, now I prove that he proclaimed in || 
Massachusctis that he knew.that Dopeias would |! 


| 
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atafter these conferences, a member || 


be with us, and that we had made a great mistake 
in that matter. How did the Senator speak? As 
a mere natter of opinion? Certainly not. He 
spoke as a matter of knowledge. 
that he knew that, and censured the Republicans 
who were making that gallant fight, for not taking 
up their adversary, and leaving the honored, the 
patriotic, and glorious Lincoln to his fate and 
defeat. 

Now, sir; there is another thing in that letter 
to which I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee. Many other Repyplicans in the State of 
Massachusetis, basing their opinions upon what 
they learned in Washington, were clearly in favor 
of our taking Judge Dovenas and making him 
our Senator. Thatwas the aid and sympathy that 
we got from eastern politicians; and when I dared 
to indicate it to this House, I brought down the 
anathemasof the Tribune and of the Doveras men 
upon me for making the charge that we were un- 
fairly dealt by in that great struggle by Repub- 
lican politicians outside of our State? Have I 

tovel. it? Do you believe, from this proof, that 

Vitson was in consultation with Doveras? Do 

. you believe that Wison knew whercof he spake? 

hy, six, he had the means of knowing, and said 

he knew! That is the support that western Re- 

publicans get when they make their utmost efforts 

2 wheel their State into line as a Republican 
tate. 


I close this class of evidence against Mr. Grec- | 


ley. I have proved my charge upon him and 
upon other Republicans. £ leave that branch of 
the subject. I would like, however, to reply, for 
a moment, to what I esteem the immoral and dis- 
honest proposition of Mr, Greeley in relation to 
the admjration that he now has for Mr. Doveras. 
He states that there is one tie left between him 
and Judge Dovetas, and that is his admiration 
of the pluck of the little giant. He says that if 
Doveras had recommended Tom Paine’s Age of 
Reason, however inadvertently, he would never 
have retracted it. 1 had learned, sir, all my life, 
that the most honorable act a man could perform 
was, when he had done a wrong, to make retrac- 
tion and redress; but when a man has commit- 
ted a violation of morals, when he has recom- 
mended heresy against the statutes of the living 
God, we are told by Greeley that he is an honor- 
able man, if he will only stand to it and defy his 
adversaries. Sir, a man who would send heresy 
broadcast through the land, poisoning the minds 
of our youths, and debauching those of men of 
viper years, and then refuse to retract, such a 
man would stab virtue to the heart; would blot 
out the moral lights around him, and, in the dark- 
ness of that moral night would congratulate him- 
self upon the ruin he had wrought. Such a man 
should be, and in my judgments, the good man’s 
hate and the just man’s scorn, 

Mr. Chairman, I now turn to the other branch 


which I think convicts Judge Doveras Mimself. 
Sir, under all these seductions, under all these 
efforts on the part of Republicans outside of Ili- 
nois, there is one thing upon which I congratu- 
late myself. I congratulate you, sir; I congratu- 
late my Senator, [Mr 


linois was found who would entertain them for 
amoment. They had to go outside the State to 
make coalitions. Í remember having frequent con- 
sultations with Senator TrumBuLL, with you, sir, 
| my colleague, Wasmpurne, and with Lovr- 
soy, and with Farnsworrtu, and that we, upon 
every occasion, denounced the proposition and 
repudiated it; and but for that and the manly sup- 
port we received from our friends at home, we 
should have been broken, ruined, and demoral- 
ized as a party in Illinois. The people appreci- 
ated our course, and when we went to our con- 
stituents and met the warm grasp of the hand of 
the honest laboring men, they did congratulate 
you, sir, and me, and our colleagues; that we had 


i not been seduced; and, Greeley to the contrary 


notwithstanding, the Republicans of Illinois will 
sustain men, and will only sustain them when 
niey fight for principle on an issue fairly and hon- 
orably made. 

I wish now to recur to the leiter of Judge Doue- 
Las. My colleague [Mr. McCieryanp] found 
it necessary, in the discharge of his duty, to have 


1 


e declared. 


of this case and shall discuss fora little time that | 
2 
i 


.TrumBULL,} thatwhen these | 
ropositions were made, not one Republican of! 


placed upon the records of this House the fol- 
lowing letter of Judge Doveras: 


December 7, 1859. 

My pear Sir: Your note is just received, informing me 
that Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, in the course of a discussion 
in the House of Representatives, to-day, made the following 
charge against me: i 

« Mr. KeLLoce, of Ilinois. I charge that Mr. Greeleyæ 
was again and again, with others, in consultation in the 
parlor of Judge Doveras, planning and scheming the elec- 
tion of Judge Doveras to the Senate of the United States 
from the State of Illinois.” 

Now, while it is true that men of all shades of political 
opinion have been in the habit of visiting at my house for 
the ten years I have kept house in Washington, and while 
it may be true that Mr. Greeley, among others, may have 
| visited at my house within that time, it is wholly untrue 
! that I ever planned or schemed, or had any arrangement 
whatever with Mr. Greeley, at my house or elsewhere, for 
the purpose of securing my reélection to the Senate of the 
United States. Ou the contrary, the charge, in all its parts 
and import, is utterly false. 

8. A. DOUGLAS. 


Very truly, your friend, 
Hon. J. A. McCLernanp, House of Representatives. 


The courtly language of the Senator may be ap- 
propriate in the other end of the Capitol. He says 
that the statement in its import is false. Now, sir, 
let me for one moment put side by side the letter 
of Judge Doveras and that of Horace Greeley. 
Judge Doveras says that Greeley might have vis- 
iedhis house; that gentlemen of all shades of polit; 
| ical opinion werein the habit of visiting his house; 
and there leaves the matter of Greeley’s visit to 
him. Now, sir, the clear import of that is, the 
! fair construction of that language is, a denial that 
| Greeley was ever with him, consulting in rela- 
tion to political matters; otherwise he could not 
by his denial have proved that what I said was 
falsc, when I said he was there consulting in re- 
lation to political matters. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I did not understand 
you to say, upon your responsibility, that the 
charge was true. You stated it from hearsay. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Yes, sir; but I 
was arguing upon the subject of these letters, and 
will not be drawn off from them. I was stating 
that the legitimate inference of the letter of Judge 
Doveras was a denial that Greeley was ever m 
his house upon political subjects. Yet Grecley 
says he was there twice, consulting with Judge 
| Doveras himself. Now, then, ifJudge Dovaras’s 
letter was toany extenta refutation of my charge, 
|| is not Greeley’s letter an absolute refutation of 
the only reasonable construction to be placed 
upon the letter of Judge Doveras? Place these 
letters side by side, and the import of one is di- 
rectly opposed to the import of the other. One 
or the other either sought to deceive a casual 
reader, or else they come in conflict with cach 
other in point of fact. 

Now, sir, Judge Doveras says my statement 
is false in its import; that it is false in every point 
of view. Task, isit false that Greeley was there ? 
| I ask, is itfalse that Wilson was there? Task, is 
|| itfalse that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cor- 
i| FAX] was there? I ask, is it false that they were 
| meeting there with Senators in consultation and 

Lot honest men judge. If Judge 


in caucus? 
Doveras ig not mistaken in the import or char- 
acter of his letter, then Iam mistaken vastly in 
my judgment of what language means. But I 
leave that matter. 

I now propose to show what was the position 
of Judge Doveras, as explained by himself and 
known to Republicans, upon this great issue of 
slavery. I propose to show what he induced Re- 
publicans to believe; to show what he declared 
and stated to them was his position; and then I 
| shall have nearly done with these matters. If my 
friend Covope has not left the Hall, I will prove 
l by him what was his position, and if he has, Í 
l! shall state what he ‘will prove when he comes in. 

Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk an 
extract from a communication that appeared not 
long since in the Chicago Journal, a leading and 
reliable Republican paper in the State of Hiinois, 
signed, I believe, “H.” I wish to say, also, that 
I have ascertained who the author of that article 
is. He is a gentleman well known in the city of 
Wasgpsion, a respectable, responsible and relia- 
ble man, and if Judge Doveras desires his name 
I am authorized to give it. Task the Clerk to read 
the article. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

«This train of thought carries me back to the beginning 
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ofthe Thirty-Fifth Congress, when Mr. Doveras broke from 
the line of policy marked out by Mr. Buchanan for the 
Democracy, and opposed the Lecompton constitution. He 
was under the law socially and politically with the Demo- 
erats. The remarkable expressions he used to make about 
his record, what he had done in the party to stop the prog- 
ress of slavery and to advance freedoin, and what he pur- 
posed doing in the future to destroy the intentions of the 
slave power, will never be erased from my memory, as they 

. never can be from the minds of hundreds of others who 
heard the same things. 

“Ve said that when he started out in his opposition to 
Lecompton he was merely making fight on a single meas- 
ure, and not against the party; but a blow at Lecompton 
was a blow at slavery, and he soon found the whole slave 
power arrayed against him like a pack of wolves. Inmak- 
ing the fight against this power, he remarked that he was 


enabled to stand off and view the men with whom he had, 


been acting ; that he was ashamed he had ever becn caught 
in such company; that-they were a set of unprincipled 
demagogues, bent upon perpetuating slavery; and by the 
exercise of that unequal and unfair power, to control the 
Government or break up the Union ; and that he intended 
to prevent their doing either. His denunciations of the fire- 
eaters were at times very severe, and couched in language 
fit neither for the parlor nor the newspaper. 

“He insisted that he would never be driven from the party, 
but would remain in it until he exposed the Administration 
and the disunionists; and when he went out, he would go 
of liis own accord. He was in the habit of remarking that 
it was policy for him to remain in the party, in order to hold 
certain of the rank and file, so that if he went over from the 
Democracy to any other party he would be able to take the 
crowd along with him; and when he got them all over, he 
would cut down the bridges, and sink the boats. 

“On one occasion, I waited upon him to ascertain if the 
report was true that be and Buchanan had had an interview 
for the purpose of settling their dispute. I said to him that, 
as the correspondent of a leading Republican organ, 1 had 
represented him fairly, and the report, if true, tended to com- 
promise my position, and I thought, therefore, that I was 
entitled to a fair answer to a fair question, 

“T asked him to say to me frankly if there was any truth 
in the report. Putting a hand on cach shoulder, and look- 
ing me square in the face, he said: € J authorize you to say 
that there is nota word of truth in the report.’ Adding, that 
there never would be any union between him and Buch- 
anan, unless the latter saw fit to come to him and stand by 
his side on the platform of popular sovereignty. 

“En the interview he repeated many things that he had said 
before, to convince me and others that he was earnestly and 
honestly on the side of the North, against the slave power, 
and should be found fighting in the ranks of the great north- 
ern party in 1869. In this interview he also used an ex- 
pression which a distinguished Republican member of the 

"hirty- Fifth Congress informed me he used to him in a 
conversation he held with him at the commencement of the 
Lecompton struggle, to ascertain his views concerning his 
(Dovc.as’s) future intentions. After talking awhile with 
Doveras, I inquired of him if he knew where his present 
course (meaning his opposition to Lecompton) would lead 
him. Doveras replied, with emphasis, ‘I do; and I have 
checked all my baggage and taken a through ticket.’ 

“ In using this expression to me, as he did several times, 
he conveyed to my mind, as I think he intended to do, that 
he was going from the Democratic party, over, bag and 
baggage, to the Republicans, a great northern party, as he 
used to call it. All who conversed with him atthat time, 
and during the Lecompton struggle, who related their in- 
terviews with him to me, received the same impressions 
from bis conversations that I did, and the number was not 
ouly large, growing out of my position here, but they em- 
braced some: of the leading Senators aad Representatives 
in Congress, representatives of leading Republican journals 
of the country, as Well as many of the most distinguished 
citizens of the different States. So thoroughly impressed 
were some of the leading and most sagacious members of 
Congress, that Mr. Doveras was ‘all right,’ that they not 
only deemed it wisc policy for the Republicans of the State 
of [ilinois to take ‘hands off,’ and allow Mr. Doveras to 
be returned to the Senate, but they urged such action asa 
matter of justice, and even went so far as to censure the 
Republicans of Ilinois for not following such adviee, and 
in many instances, charged them with. being false to their 
principles and sentiments, and sometimes, in the heat of 
discussion, made use of opprobrious epithets. As an evi- 
dence that I do not mean to charge others with doiug wrong, 
Lam free to say that, so thoroughly was I convinced that 
the gentlemen who gave this advice were right, and the 
Republicans of Hinois wrong, that I urged the same thing. 
Tam now, however, satisfied that they were right. 
-e¢Mr, Doveias’s plan for destroying the Missouri Hne, 
and thereby opening the way for the march of freedom be- 
yond the limits forever prohibited by the existence of that 
Hne, and the opening up of free States in territory which it 
was conceded belonged to the slave States, and its march 
westward, embracing the whole line of the Pacific, from 
the British possessions to Mexico, struck me as the most 
magnificent scheme ever conceived by the human mind. 
This character of couversation, so frequently employed by 
Mr. Doveras with those with whom he talked, made the 
deepest impression upon their minds, enlisted them in his 
behalf, and changed, inalmost every instance, their opinion 
of the man. While it is not surprising that the men who 
were in the daily habit of hearing Mr. DoueLas give ex- 
pression to his scntiments, should have given the advice 
they did to the INinois Republicans, it is surprising that 
they should now deny it. More remarkable is the fact that 
none of the interviews I ever had with Judge Doveras, on 
the subject of his political position, were confidential. On 
the contrary, I always talked with him as a member of the 
press, he being fully aware of my position. 

“ But Fam making this letter longer than intended, and 
may have cecasion to revert to the subject again soon. 

«H? 
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| cut down bridges, and sink the boats. 


| language. 
| knew him best, that he was our ally, and prepared 


Mr.McCLERNAND. Will my colleague give 
the author and the date of that letter? : 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. The date is 
Washington, February 23, 1860. 

Mr.: McCLERNAND. That is since your 
speech. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Yes, sir; since. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. What is the name of 
the author? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. It is signed H. 
I have already stated that I was authorized to give 
the name of the writer if Judge Doucias desires it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I ask for the name 
now. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Does -Judge 
Doveras authorize you to ask for it? 

7 Mr. McCLERNAND. I will take the respons- 
ibility. 

M. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. If you ask it | 
with his authority you shall have it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I take that responsi- 
bility as his friend, and I denounce it as a manu- 
factured statement, and the evidence of a straw 
man. 

Mr. LOGAN. Give us the namé. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I will give the 
name of a gentleman who gave a not more flat- 
tering account of the political position of Senator 
Dove as, in a speech delivered at Alton, Illinois, 
in 1855, if my colleague PMr. McCiernanp] de- 
sires it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Give us the name of the author 
of the letter which was just read. . 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Iinois. Mr. Chairman, 
this article in rclation to the principles of Judge 
Doveras discloses the fact that the Republicans 
did know, and had the means of knowing, the 
position of Judge Doveras upon the question of 
slavery as stated by himself. It further discloses 
that he was in communication with the Republi- 
cans, and, whether designedly or not, he did lay 
such a basis for his political status as would in- 
duce the Republicans to urge his reélection, and 
such as did not induce many Republicans to cen- 
sure the Republicans of Illinois for not taking him 
up, because, as they said, they knew he was “all 
right.” Here, sir, is the reason for the opinion 
of Senator Wixson, and there is the basis for the 
opinion which was prevalent-in Massachusetts. 
That is doubtless what induced Greeley to take 
his position, and to denounce the Republicans of 
Ilinois because they did not adopt Mr. Douezas 
as their candidate. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask how could any man doubt, 
from the position he took, that he had left the Dem- 
ocratic party; that he had broken away from it; 
but that he would not go out of it altogether until 
he could gather round him the rank and file to 
carry them across the water? Sir, it was upon 
that state of things, which Doveras himself dis- 
closed to this correspondent, that BURLINGAME 
made the declaration, that they had kept the 
“ whiteness of their souls” and that their ‘record 
was laid in light.” He induced them to believe 
that he was going with us, and that, in the lan- 
guage of Senator Witson, he was ‘all right” and 
would be with us. Look, sir, for one moment, at 
the graphic picture which he drew of his own con- 
dition. He said that he had checked his baggage 
through. What baggage? It was his ofitical 
jewels, his political capital, his polideat hopes. 
He had sent that baggage before him, out of the 
reach of the storm that was coming, and as his 
baggage had gone ahead of him, he looked back 
to see, in his own language, the Democratic party, 
like a pack of wolves, upon his track. He- de- 
clared, with his baggage safe, that he would stand 
upén the border of Democracy until he could 
gather around him his few followers, when he 
would leave the Democratie shore, ¢ross the river, 
[Laugh- 
ter.] That is the figure of the Ilinois Senator in 
reference to the Democracy he was about to leave. 
He always uses expressive language. He always 
indulges in strong figures. Clapping a hand upon 
each shoulder of this correspondent, he used.this 
Who could doubt, save those who 


to fight our battles? IT have just proved that the 
Republicans and Doveras conferred, and that 
they understood each other’s position. 


I now come to another branch 6f this. case.: I 
ask the Clerk to read the letter of Mr. Blair, 
which has béen published in the papers, with hig 
name oppor toit. n 

The Clerk read, as follows: ee 

Sr. Louis, October 25, 1858... 
Dear Sir: I have received your note putting certain 
interrogatories.to me in reference to‘the cenversation held 
by Judge Douaras and myself at his home, last winters “Tt 
has alwaysbeen a principle with me to: hold:sacred-every 
private conversation between any gentleman and myself, 
and this will forbid my- saying anything in answer to thé 
questions you have asked, Although Mr. Doveras, by his 
conductto me, and by the unscrupulous attacks of hispar= 
tisans, has forfeited all claims.on my forbearance, yet fda 
not consider that, because others have failed to conform 
to the proprieties of life, it furnishes an excuse for me to 
follow their example. cee : 

After what has been said, however, it is just and. proper 
to myself to say, that the letter which was written byme to 
Mr. B. Gratz Brown, of the Missouri Democrat, and which 
has been the basis of the assaults made on me by Mr. Doue- 
Las?s partisans for violating an allegéd confidence, was writ- 
ten in strict accordance with the wishes of Judge Doveras 
himself. In fact, I deemed it to be the single object of the 
interview to which Iwas invited, to mitigate, through me, the 
hostility of the radical Democratic press of St. Louis towards 
him. | wrote for this purpose, believing it to be his desire, 
and I had no agency whatever in giving currency to the ru- 
mors about the contents of letters which have found their 
way into the newspapers. The blackguardism of the news- 
papers in the interest of Mr. Doveras on this account, com- 
pels me to make this explanation, and ‘is the only occasion 
tor my writing a word on the subject. 

Ihavesaid Iwas invited to this interview by Judge Douaias, 
I say so to repel the idea that I sought an interview with him 
upon political subjects. The invitation and message came 
through Hon. SCHUYLER Cotrax, of Indiana, and hus never, 
to my knowledge, been.treated as a private matter. . I take 
the occasion t0 say, that neither the message sent me, nor 
anything that ever occurred between Judge Dovenas and 
myself, prepared me for hearing of his calling for three 
cheers over the defeat of the emancipationists of Missouri, 
and my own defeat by the pro-slavery-Lecompton-Buch- 
anan Democracy of Missouri. 

Yours, &c., FRANK P. BLAIR, Jr. 
Isaac H. STURGEON, Esq. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I have had that 
letter read for the purpose of showing that Judge 


Doveras himself sought political interviews with . 


Mr. Blair, and to contradict the inference which 
gentlemen may attempt to draw, that all this was 
carried on behind the back of Judge Doveras for 
his political benefit, and that he knew nothing 
about it. .It. appears by this letter, that Judge 
Doveras desired. interviews with Mr. Blair, and 
sought, through him, to turn away the attacks of 
the Democracy upon him. And while he was 
doing this, and while he sought the aid. of the 
Republicans to ward off the attacks made upon 
him, there is disclosed the further fact that there 
was a private interview, of which he will not 
speak, and to which I do not refer. For I have 
not, nor will I, ask any man to make any expla- 
nation of a private matter, unless he voluntarily 
commences and details a portion. of it. It. is 
shown that Judge Doveras sought the aid of Re- 
publicans to turn away the assaults of the De- 
mocracy upon him, and soughtan interview with 
Mr. Blair, in relation to political matters, Judge 
Doveras knows the character of those interviews, 
and when he desires that an explanation shall 
be made, I have no doubt that Mr. Blair and my 
friend (Mr. Corrax] will make a clean breast of 
it, and will tell what did occur and transpire, be- 
tween them. Until that is done, I will make no 
inference or suggestion as to what thë subject of 
that private interview was. . 
Now, having done this much, I will call upon 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. tie 
—he was here a short time ago, and I requeste 
him to remain when I commenced my remarks. 
As he is not here now, I will say what he will 
state when he comes in. Mr. Covope was here 
during the winter when this Lecompton question 
was under consideration—one of the national Re- 
publican committee. I assert that Mr. Covopz 


said ta me, and said he would state it here~-and ` 


that was the reason I asked him to remain—-what 
transpired between him aad Judge Doveras-in 
relation to this matter. [ asked him if it was 
confidential, and he said it was not; and he will 
state when he comes in, I ‘venture to say, that 
Judge Doveras himself came into this Hall, and 
asked him to go to Judge Trumsuit, our Sena- 
tor, and induce him to persuade or advise the Re- 
publicans of Hlinois to consent to his return’to 
the Senate, that he might remain here to fight the 
Administration; that he was a young man, and 


oe 
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could wait for his chance; and that he might be 
expected to be fighting our battles in 1860. - Mr. 
Covonsn told me that that was substantially what 
was said, and he would state it upon this floor. 

I would like to have said afew words more, in 
relation to some other matters, but the rap of the 
Chairman’s hammer admonishes me that I have 
exhausted. much more than the time allowed by 
the rules of the House. J return my thanks to 
gentlemen who have kindly given me their atten- 
tion to that which concerns the Republicans of 
Tilinois and the Democracy of that region more 
directly, perhaps, than gentlemen from other parts 
of the country. f 


RE-ELECTION OF SENATOR DOUGLAS. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. A. McCLERNAND, 
OF ILLINOIS, 
In trae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


March 13, 1860, 
. In reply to his colleague, Mr. KeuLoca. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said: 

Mr. Cuammax: Of course it would be improper 
for me, at this late hour of the day, to trespass at 
any great length upon the time and attention of 
the committee. Nevertheless, I feel myself called 
upon to respond now, very briefly, to the observa- 
tions which have fallen from my colleague, (Mr. 
KeLLoca.] Lam not surprised at the irritability 
and pugnacity of my colleague. Indeed, I would 
not be surprised at anything he might say or do 
under existing circumstances. Te is mad, sir, 

stark mad; not that much learning has made him 
so, but that his wounded vanity and vindictive 
passions have crazed him. 

My colleague is determined to mako himself 
notorious, since he cannot become famous. Ero- 
tostratos, who burned the temple of Diana, was 

- impelled by the same fanaticism; and so the less 
classic adventurer, John Brown, who made the 
late raid into Virginia. And, as these prototypes 
of a morbid ambition became victims of their own 
folly, so I fear my colleague, too, will share the 
same unhappy fate. 

What is the gentleman’s dilemma? Professing 
to be a Republican, he is only accounted by Gree- 
ley to have aslight varnish of Republicanism upon 
him; scarcely enough to conceal the alleged de- 
formity of his original politics as a Whig. And 
accordingly he is denounced by Greeley as hav- 
ing been faithless to duty in the late contest for 
Spenker. Obnoxious to the Republicans, he is 
still more go to the old-line Whigs, whom he de- 
serted in their time of need, in his lust for the 
flesh-pots of Egypt; and still more so to the Dem- 
ocrats, whom he has always violently and bitterly 


opposed. 

A Memper. And libeled. : 

Mr. McCLERNAND. In short, sir, accord- 
ing to the evidence before us, the gentleman has 
been recreant both to Whigs and Republicans. 
In turn, shirking every party, he has provoked 
the resentment and distrust of all. 

What is the gentleman’s object? Obviously 
to exalt himself into public notice by trying to 
worry Senator Doucras, and, at the same time, 
to try to patch the rents in his damaged credit, 
by revamping an exploded charge. Having noth- 
ing to lose, his category reminds me of a graphic 
description by Swift, I believe: 

“ A strong dilemma in a desperate case 5 
To act with infamy, or quit the place.” 

In his vanity, the gentleman would affect an 
importance which does not belong to him. He 
takes on airs. Why, sir, he would climb around 

the giant stature of the Senator into notice as the 

stealthy creeper winds its spiral way around the 
huge trunk of the majestic oak into the light and 
air of heaven. Or, as Ẹ barnacle attaches itself 
to the keel of the noble ship to be carried into 
seas and realms otherwise beyond its reach, so 
the gentleman would hitch himself to the Sen- 
ator’s coat tail, in order to follow him into better 
company, 

Let me exhort the gentleman to desist his sense- 
less crusadé against the Senator; it can only react 
upon himself. The Senator is above the reach of 
his malice. Fortunately for both him and the 


country, he is far above the reach of thé bats and 
owls that would carp and hawk athim. Like the 
eagle, his flight is in the azure sky,.his unquail- 
ing gaze in the sun’s blazin disc, and his perch 
upon the mountain rock. His march is irresisti- 
ble and onward to the final triumph that awaits 
him at the hands of a just and generous people. 

The gentleman repeats to-day, with some varia- 
tion of form, the same charge that he made here 
some two months, or more, since. And what is 
that charge? In substance, that Senator Doveras 
and Horace Greeley had conspired together for 
the purpoag'öt securing the reélection of the Sen- 
ator to his present official station. Or the gentle- 
man, speaking for himself, says: : 


“J charge that Mr. Greeley was again and again, with 
others, in consultation in the parlor of Judge DOUGLAS, 
planning and scheming the election of Judge Dovcias to 
the Senate of the United States from the State of [linois.”’ 


Now, let me meet this charge so distinctly made 
by the gentleman as to time, place, and persons. 
Suppose Mr. Greeley did offer his assistance to 
the Senator: had he nota right to do so? And if 
he had done,so, would it have been either wise, 
or civil, or proper, for the Senator to have rejected 
the offer with indignity—to have kicked the of- 
ferer out of his house? The gentleman will not 
say so. On the contrary, erratic as he is, if a 
Democrat of his district had unwittingly offered 
to vote for him, he would have gladly accepted 
the offer, with a profound bow in acknowledg- 
ment of the favor. And why has not Senator 
Dovenas an equal right to accept the suffrages or 
support of his political opponents? Perhaps the 
gentleman himself, in the course of time, becom- 
ing convineed of the error of his ways, may offer 
to atone for it by supporting the Senator for 
President, or some other office, upon the assur- 
ance that— 


« As tong as the lamp holds out to burn, 
‘The vilest sinner may return,” 

When this charge was first made, it was met by 
a prompt and emphatic denial, both by Senator 
Doveras and Mr. Greeley. Mr. Greeley’s denial, 
in a communication to my colleague himself, is in 
these words: 

* I see, by the telegraphic dispatches of to-day’s proceed- 
ings, that you have been commenting on my dispatch, and 
on me, in terms which seem, so far as E can make out what 
you were at, to require no comment on my part, except in 
so far as they affect a political adversary. Senator Dooa- 
tas and I have been acquaintances for ten years or more, 
during which time cach has given and taken hard blows, 
but, I trust, no foul ones, I am willing to call the account 
balanced, if he is. Once only in our lives did we agree on 
a political question—that of resisting the attempt to foree 
an abhorred constitution on the people of Kansas. During 
the struggle on that point, I was called to Washington, and 
went to his house, where we had two conversations on 
pending political topics. ‘There was at least one witness 
in each instance, and that witness is now a Republican 
member of the House. Never, before nor since, have Mr. 
Douenas and! conversed on polities, save as opponents ; 
and on that occasion I am glad to have a witness to con- 
firm my own clear recollection that Mr. Docaras’s reëlec- 
tion to the Senate, or his future ‘election to any post what- 
ever, was not even mentioned. And never did any jetter, 
message, or word pass between us, implying a desire on his 
part that I should, or a promise on mine that I would, sup- 
port him, at any time, for any office whatever. And who- 
ever has at any time reported to you aught inconsistent 
with this must have drawn on his imagination for his facts, 
or be laboring under the grossest misapprehension. 

“Mr. Ketioaa, there is just one remaining tie of sym- 
pathyebetween Senator Douazas and myself, now that the 
old relations of political antagonism between us are com- 
pletely reéstablished. I detest his doctrines, but T like his 
pluck. Had he signed, ever so heedlessly, a circular rec- 
ommending Tom Paine’s Age of Reason, you would never 
have found him prevaricating, nor apologizing, nor depre- 
cating; he would have simply and coolly told his adversa- 
ries to make the mostof it. Oh, that some Republicans 
could be, not merely almost, but altogether such as heis in 
this respect, however unlike in every other! 

“í Respectfully, HORACE GREELEY. 
“New Yorx, December 6, 1859.” 


Senator Dovaras’s denial is equally unquali- 
fied. It is in these words: 


WASHINGTON, December 7, 1859. 

My pear Str: Your note is just received, informing 
me that Mr. KeLLosa, of Iilinois, in the course of a discus- 
sion in the House of Representatives to-day, made the fol- 
lowing charge against me: 

cs Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. “I charge that Mr. Greeley 
was again and again, with others, in consultation in the 
parlor of Judge Doveras, planning and scheming the elec- 
tion of Judge Doveras to the Senate of the United States 
from the State of Illinois.” 

Now, while it is true that men of alj shades of political 
opinion have been in the habit of visiting my house for the 
ten years [ have kept house in Washington, and while it 
may be true that Mr. Greeley, among others, may have vis- 


t them to do so. 


ited at my house within that time, it is wholly untrue that 
1 ever planned, or schemed, or had any arrangement what- 
ever with: Mr. Greeley, at my house or elsewhere, for the 
purpose of securing my.zeélection to the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States. On the contrary, the charge, in all its parts and 
import, is utterly false. 

~ Very truly, your friend, S. A. DOUGLAS. 
Hon. J. A. MCCLERNAND, House of Representatives. 

Not only is the charge thus authoritatively con- * 
tradicted by the parties implicated, but the very 
witnesses upon whom ‘it was supposed my col- 
league relied to substantiate it have also, I under- 
stand, contradicted it. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Who are they? 
_. Mr. McCLERNAND. One of them is the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Cor- 

; è : 
FAX,} who has just spokeñ for himself. The 
other is the honorable gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Crank B. Cocurane:] both leading mem- 
bers of the Republican party. I repeat, that the 
gentleman from Indiana, in his answers to my 
colleague, has absolutely disproved the charge, 
in all its parts and import. Nor can my colleague 


‘escape from the consequences by the substitution 


of bold assertion for facts. 
gratuitously assumed—that Mr. Greeley was 
called to Washington during the session of 1857-58, 
by Senator Douetas. Who told him so? Where 
is his proof? He has none! He has also, in 
like manner, assumed that when Mr. Greeley 
had come here, he hastened to the Senator’s resi- 
dence, without waiting to brush the dust from his 
clothes. Again, wherc is the evidence to support 
this assertion? There is none. 

Failing, sir, ingloriously failing, to make good 
his charge in its original form, and as first brought 


He has asswmed— 


“forward, what is the gentleman’s aim to-day? It 


is, sir, in a last resort, to substitute generalities 
for particulars, suspicion for proof, and himself 
for other failing witnesses. This, sir, is his ob- 
ject; and in striving now to accomplish it, he has 
exactly followed the prediction of another col- 
league, [Mr. Locan]. That gentleman, in an clo- 
quent reply, at the time the charge wasfirst made, 
said that, in the total absence of any testimony to 
support it, the author of the charge would take 
time “to run aroundand hunt up as many serib- 
blers” as he could find willing ‘to sign a state- 
ment respecting some conversation-—any conver- 
sation—between Senator Doveras and any other 
person.” And not stopping here, my colleague 
went further, and characterized the charge in these 
terms: 


“ This is the charge preferred against Senator Donnas 5 
preferred yesterday and repeated to-day without proof, al- 
though called tof, and at the same time promised by my 
colleague. Under these circumstances, | intend to stamp 
this charge as base coin, to brand it as it deserves to be 
branded, and to hold my colleague to the issue he has made 
and repeated so deffantiy. Ie shall] not dodge it; be shall 
not escape from it under the smoke of a gontest on any sido 
issue. He shall stand or fal! by the single issue he bas 
chesen and proclaimed.” 


Failing now, as before, to establish his charge, 
how much more magnanimous would it be for the 
entleman to withdraw, unqualifiedly withdraw 
it. Indeed, he should have done so upon its first 
contradiction. Such a course was equally due, in 
justice both to himself and the parties accused by 
him. His honor required it. I regret, for my 
colleague’s sake, that he did not do so. 

The charge, however, is, for other reasons, in- 
credible and absurd. Senator Doveras and Mr. 
Grecley are the last men to agree in anything. 
They are, sir, the very antipodes of cach others 
They regard every political question from differ- 
ent sud poins: ne is an eminently practical 
man, trying everything by the standard of its 
feasibility and utility. The other is a great cas- 
uist, and, although distinguished for his political 
sagacity, is, nevertheless, a theorist and abstrac- 
tionist. One is a Democrat, the other is a Red as 
well as Black Republican—a Republican of the 
French sans culotte school. Such men must al- 
ways antagonize each other. It is natural for 
Hence no man more vehemently 
opposed the reélection of the Senator than Mr. 
Greeley. The vigorous assaults with which the 
Tribune newspaper teemed, during the memora- 
ble contest of 1858, in Illinois, bear abundant and 
conclusive proofs of this fact. 

I took some part in that contest, and know some- 
thing of it. It was no ordinary contest, in which 
political opponents skirmished for the amusement 
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of an indifferent audience; but it was a great up- 
rising of the people, in which the masses were 
politically, and to a considerable extent socially, 
divided and arrayed against each other. In fact, 
sir, it was a fierce and angry struggle, approxi- 
mating the character of a revolution. What are 
the facts? Upon the return of the Senator to 
Illinois, in 1858, he was met at Chicago by some 
thirty thousand people, assembled from different 
portions of Hlinois and other States. Before that 
vast assemblag@he commenced a canvass, in an 
account of his public stewardship, which contin- 
ued for some four months. The effect of his first 
effort was signally victorious, and was marked 
by a visible reflux of the popular tide which had 
been running againsthim, The consequence was, 
that his enemies became alarmed, and redoubled 
their opposition. The stake contended for was 
the empire of the State; and the principal combat- 
ants were the Senator on one side, and the great 
Republican chief, Mr. Lincoln, on the other. Be- 
tween these leaders, the contest became an intel- 
lectual duel. 

Henceforth, the scabbard was thrown away, 
and the conflict raged fiercely to the end. No 
quarters were asked or given. All the factions 
combined against the Senator—all the machinery 
of party was brought to bear against him. Re- 
publican clubs, Republican presses, and the influ- 
ence of money raised athome and abroad—all these 
were arrayed against him. Orators, too, famed 
orators from abroad, wererecruited for the service; 
and among the number of those advertised to come 
was the distinguished and eloquentgentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr, Corwiy,] who regaled us some time 
since with a seven hours’ salutatory upon his no- 
vitiate in*the Republican hierarchy. And may I 
not add, en passant, that itis only a healing virtue 
of Divine sanction that can cleanse that gentleman 
of his old political sins; that can whiten those 
as bloody hands” and exorcise those “ hospitable 

raves;’? that can erase that ‘damned spot.” 
Laughter.] 

I am also told, by gentlemen around me, that 
Governor Chase and the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Cotrax] were. also there, and took a part 
against the Senator. 

Mr. COLFAX. Notas a paid orator. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Ofcourse not. I did 
not mean to say that. On.the contrary, the begy- 
ing of the gentleman in this controversy has been 
alike honorable and commendable, and has chal- 
lenged the approbation of every one, except, per- 
haps, my unfortunate colleague. Having man- 
fully opposed the Senator in the political field, 
like Mr. Greeley, he is unwilling now to mis- 
represent him. Ï would commend the example 
of these gentlemen to my colleague. 

* Look here, upon this picture. and on this.” 

But to return to the subject. The cry of the 
Senator’s enemies was, ‘crucify him, crucify 
him;”? but, hurling defiance in their teeth, he 
pressed on to victory. Traversing every portion 
of the State, by the most rapid movements, he 
spoke everywhere, and to successive thousands. 
His energies, endurance, and resources, seemed 
to be unfailing and inexhaustible, and even chal- 
lenged exclamations of surprise and admiration 
from his enemies. Such heroism, of course, could 
not fail to excite generous sympathies abroad as 
well as at home. Hence, Governor Jones, of 
Tennessee, came all the way from that State to 
take a part in the contest, and to meet the orator 
of Ohio upon the middle ground of Illinois; and 
long will the generous succor afforded by the 
noble and lamented orator of Tennessee be cher- 
ished with grateful recollections by the Ilinois 
Democracy. 

Such, sir, is a brief explanation of the circum- 
stances attending the Senator’s reélection; and it 
will be seen that he gained his triumph by the aid 
of the Democracy, and not by the aid of the Re- 
publicans, whom he vanquished despite their re- 
sistance. Yet my colleague says that throughout 
this contest, or before it, the Senator was bargain- 
ing with Mr. Greeley and other Republicans for 
the betrayal, not only of the Republican, but the 
Democratic party; and whatarehisproofs? Why, 
sir, they are a jumble of odd ends and absurdi- 
ues. They consist of anonymous and irrespons- 
ible telegraphic dispatches and communications 
from newspaper letter-writers; most of them more 


than two years old, and dug up, from the oblivion 
which had closed upon them, for unexpected use 
on this occasion. Others of these instrumental- 
ities, not falling within this description, appear to 
be papers prepared, specially prepared, for this 
emergency. 

As to the letter of Mr. Blair, my colleague takes 
nothing by it; for it provés nothing, except that 
its author does not like the Senator. It does not 
prove, oreven intimate, that the Senator proposed 
in any way to compromise hig character as a 
Democrat. As to Mr. Raney, quoted by my col- 
leagueas postmaster atPeoria, in Hlinois, it isonly 
necessary to say that his alleged Democracy is 
disproved by the fact thathe has lent himself as a 
vilina witness to second and supporta Republican 
attack upon a Democrat; and that, too, for political 
effect. Standing in opposition to the Democratic 
organization in his State for the last two years, he 
has lately, as [ learn, turned against the Federal 
Administfation in resentment of a refusal of his 
impertinent demands for public pap. 

sto Mr. Powell, late superigtendent of public 
schools, in Illinois, even if what he said is true, 
he is unworthy of confidence; for he shamelessly 
confesses that he speaks of what he learned from 
private letters, the contents of which he has be- 
trayed. Yet even he does not impugn the faith 
or consistency of the Senator. As to the second- 
hand statement of Mr. Pangborn, of Massachu- 
setts, of what Senator Wison told him, some 
two years since, I have only to ask, why did not 
my colleague let Senator Witson speak for him- 
self? The Senator is here and able to do so. 

But, sir, as to the communication of the mys- 
terious Mr. “ H.,’’ I have something more to say. 
Who is he? We know not, except that he writes 
asa Republican to one of the most violent re- 

ublican papers in [llinois—the Chicago Journal. 
hencalled upon for the real name of Mr.‘ H.,”” 
my colleague refused to give it; doubtless for a 
sufficient reason; yet he confesses that the com- 


| munication was written since this charge was first 


made here. From all that we can gather concern- 
ing this communication, there is little or no doubt 
that it was manufactured to order—that itis a peg 
made to fit this particular hole. I believe this, sir; 
and [ doubt not that the country will concur with 
me. z 

Having thus briefly, but, as I think, truly char- 
acterized the testimony of the gentleman, I ask 
now, will this House, will the country, will any- 
body, condemn a distinguished statesman, who 
has, for near twenty years, faithfully served the 
Republic, upon such testimony? Will the gener- 
ous and noble Democracy of these United States 
condemn a bold and able leader, who has carried 
their standard in triumph through many a hard- 
fought battle, in the face of exultant and formida- 
ble numbers, upon such a miserable pretense of 
testimony ? 

Sir, I cannot further condescend to notice either 
thecharge, or the vagrant pretenses upon which it 
is founded. My colleague [Mr. Locan] hasalready 
stamped the charge as ‘‘ base coin;’’ and so the 
public will stamp it. Nobody will believe it, not 
even the author of it himself, when his passions 
shall have subsided, and his reason resumed its 
sway. It is a last desperate effort to avert an 
event which would sound the death-knell to Re- 

ublicanism in Mlinois and throughout the whole 
orth—the nomination of Senator Dovexras at 
Charleston. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. PETER E. LOVE, 
OF GEORGIA, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 13, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state ofthe Union, and having under consideration the Pres- 
ident’s message— 

Mr. LOVE said: 

Mr. Cuarnman: Iam not unaware of the fact 
that, under ordinary circumstances, a new mem- 
ber of this House should not be in haste to min- 
gle actively in its deliberations. But, sir, in obe- 
dience to what I believe to be a solemn duty to 


myself asa southern man and a Georgian, I shall | 


avail myself of the privilege now afforded me of 


| in it. 


addressing the committee. And, sir, it shall,be 

my first duty to notice the most remarkable-ad- 

dress made in this Chamber some days since by 

the member from New York, (Mr. Van Wyex.] 

I have said that that addgess was. remarkable. 

Indeed I have never listened to just such an one, 

either in the court-house or on the stump, much 

less in a deliberative body. It was a. tissue of 
misrepresentations. of, and insults ta, southern , 
men, and as a whole, was a studied, deliberate 

libel on the South, her institutions and her peoplo. 

In proof of what I have said, permit me to call 

the attention of the committee to two short ex- 

tracts from the address: 


“ Listen to a resolution of the gallant State of. Georgia, 
whose entire delegation on this floor and m the Senato 
make loud and valorous boasts that no man elected on the 
Republican platform shall ever be inaugurated President. 
On the 12th day of January, 1775, she said: 

“eTo show the world that we are not influenced by. any 
interested or contracted motives, but a general philan- 
thropy for all mankind, of whatever language or compiex- 
ion, we hereby declare our disapprobation and abhorrence 
of the unnatural practice of slavery in America—a practice ` 
founded in injustice and cruelty, and highly dangerous to 
our liberties, debasing part of our fellow-creatures below 
men, and corrupting the virtue and morals of the rest, and 
is laying the basis of that liberty we contend for upon a very 
wrong foundation. We therefore resolve at all times to use 
our utmost endeavors for the manumission of our slaves in 
this colony, upon the most safe and equitable footing for 
the masters and themselves.’ ”” 


ae reading this resolution, the individual 
adds: 


“ Men of Georgia, go by the graves of your fathers, renew 
your love of country, and recall your treasonable designs. 
The serious charges you make against us but react upon 
the memory of your ancestors. , We stand this day on the 
Georgia resolutions of 1775. Such were the sentiments of 
all the patriots of the Revolution. Under thelr influence, 
your fathers—I mean your liberty- loving fathers, for [ sup- 
pose the Tories of Gcorgia did not, even in that day, sub- 
scribe to the above resotutions—aided to achieve the free- 
dom ofour country.?? 


The dark insinuation contained in this.extract 
is made clearer by the following sentences, which 
I extract from another part of the address: 

“The greatest cruelty and spoliation you suffered was at 
the hands of your native Tories, and from threats of rebel- 
lion and violence. I conclude their descendants are nu- 


merous on that soil. With their blood seem to have de- 
scended their principles.” 7 


Now, sir, here on this floor, and before the coun- 
try, this man makes the charge that all those who, 
in Georgia, in 1775, disagreed to the resolution 
quoted, were Tories; that all who, in Georgia, 
now differ in sentiment from that resolution, are 
Tories, and especially that the present members 
of Congress are so. Now air ohal answer shall 
be made to this charge? Evidently, the fitting 
reply cannot be made in this Chamber. All that 
I can say, and that I do say, is, that the imputa- 
tion is meanly and wickedly false. I shall now 
go back and briefly consider-the resolution itself; 
and, in order to do so properly, it will be-neces- 
sary to give a little attention to the history of the 
slavery question in Georgia. By the charter under 
which Georgia was colonized, 


“Twenty-ohe noblemen and gentlemen were constituted 
a body corporate, by the name and style of the Trustees for 
Establishing a Colony of Georgia, in America; giving to the 
projected colony the name of the monarch who had granted 
tothem such a liberal territory for the development of their 
benevolence.” 

These trustees had full power to legislate for 
the colony, and they saw proper to forbid slavery 
This, however, was not done on account 
of any sickly sentimentality for the negro, but 
was done purely spor politic grounds. 

From Stevens’s History of Georgia I read the 
following extract: 

& Lying [say the trustees] about the same latitude with 
China, Persia, Palestine, and the Madeiras, it is highly 
probable that when hereafter it shalt be well peopled and 
rightly cultivated, England may be supplied from thence 
with raw silk, wine, oil, dyes,and many other materials for 
manufactures, which she is obliged to purchase from south- 
ern countries.” 


. The historian, in another place, remarks that 

“ Their design was to provide for poor, but honest per- 
sons, to erect a barrier between South Carolina and the 
Spanish settlements, and to establish a wine and silk-grow- 
ing colony. It was thought by the trustees that neither of 
these designs could be secured if slavery was introduced 
They reasoned, that nothing but a free white colony could 
arrest the incursions of the savages and Spaniards ; that 
plantations of great extent, widely separated, with a jarge 
negro population, and but few whites, would be no effect- 
ual obstacic; because the blacks could be easily seduced 
from their masters, Who were too feeble and scattered to 
resist.” 7 : 


4 


“. 


try were not developed, and its capabilities and 
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“This is Gnough to’ show, sir, that the exclusion 
of slavery from: the colony of Georgia, was a pure 
matter'of policy, and discloses what that policy 
was. But the colony did not prosper, and it was 
soon discovered that itnéver could, unless slaver 
was allowed. The trustees were petitioned, 
therefore, year after year, to repeal the restric- 
tion, but they persistently refi used todoso. Among 
he petitioners for the repeal of the restriction, 
was the Rev. George Whitfield, who had estab- 
lished a large orphan house in Bethesda, Geor- 
gia. The historian gives a letter from this gen- 
tleman to the trustees, a short extract from which 
I beg leave to read to the committee: 

te Upwards of five thousand pounds have been expended 
in that undertaking, {the Bethesda orphan house,] and yet 
very little proficiency made in the cultivation of my tract 
of land, and that entirely owing to the necessity Itay under 
of making use of white hands. Had a negro been allowed, 
Tshould pow have had a sufficiency to supporta great many 
orphans, without expending above half the sum which has 
been laid out. An unwillingness to let so good a design 
drop, and having a rational conviction that it must, neces- 
sarily, if some other method was not fixed upon to prevent 


it, these two considerations, honored gentlemen, prevailed 
on nie, about two years ago, through the bounty of my good 
friends, to purchase a plantation in South Carolina, where 
negroes are allowed. Blessed be God, this plantation has 


stiecéeded ; and, though at present | have only eight work- K 


ing hands, yet, in ah probability, there will be more raised 
in one year, and with a quarter the expense, than has been 
produced at Bethesda for several years past. This con- 
firms me in the opinion I have entertained for a long time, 
that Georgia never can or will be a flourishing province 
without negroes are allowed.” 

This was the opinion of one who was consid- 
ered in his day as notonly a great, but a pious and 
good man:and yet ke would at this day be kicked 
from the communion table by his Republican 
Methodist brethren of the North. The necessity 
of slavery in the colony became so apparent to the 
trustees, that after seventeen years they repealed 
the restriction. What was the effect of that repeal? 
During jhe seventeen years in which slavery had 
been excluded, but one vessel was loaded at Sa- 
vannah with Georgia produce for exportation, 
and within ten mouths after theeremoval of the 
restriction five vessels wore loaded at that place 
with Georgia produce and sent to foreign ports. 
The colony continued to prosper; but soon Eng- 
lish and Yankee vessels began to pour swarms of 
wild Africans into all the southern colonies, Geor- 
gia included. About the date of the resolution 
read by the member, the supply of African labor 
excceded the demand. The resources of the coun- 


adaptability to cotton unknown. These Africans 
were barbarinns; ignorant of our language, unac- 
enstomed to our manners, and hostile to our re- 
ligion. The colonists at that date had no use for 
the superdbundant labor among them, and be- 
sides, there was no sympathy nor affection be- 
tween master and slave. ‘The result was a pretty 
gencral and pretty strong anfi-slaver fecling 
among the people, not only of Georgia, but of the 
other coloniesalso. When or where the resolution 
in question was passed the member from New 
York does not inform us. J have inquired in 
the Library for the colonial legislative journals of 
Georgia, but have not been able to obtain them. 
I find the resolution in none of the works on the 
early history of my State upon which I have 
been able to tay my hands, yet I think it probable 
that the resolution was passed in Georgia at that 
time somewhere, and therefore do not deny it. 
This anti-slavery feeling continued to prevail, 
to a greater or less extent, throughout the whole 
country, until the year 1808, when the General 
and State governments passed laws against the 
African slave trade. I io not say that at this 
date this feeling entirely subsided; but it began to 
abate, and has continued to abate, until now it 
has entirely disappeared. Norwould I be under- 
stood as saying that this was owing entirely to 
the suppression of the African slave trade. Far 
from it. Other causes, potent causes, have super- 
vened. Cotton is the staple production of Geor- 
gia,and cotton is king. And besides, the African 
fathers have passed away with our fathers; their 
descendants and we have been reared together; 
they are not only our slaves, but they are our do- 
mestics; they are of our houschold, and are part 
of our families. When you strike at slavery in 
Georgia, you strike at society there, and we will | 
resist you unto death. Neither the masters nor | 


=F 


slaves desire your interference in this matter. And 


as the member has read a Georgia resolution of 
1775, I propose to read one of 1859: 

« Resélved, That we have full confidence in the spirit and 
power and readiness of Georgia, and her sister southern 
States, to.maintain the rights of the slaveholder against all 
our enemies, whether found among men who have the name 
of fellow-citizens at the North, among foreign emissaries, 
or in foreign Governments,and that without inviting ag- 
gression, we do not waive or postpone the conflict which 
such aggressions seek or provoke.” 

That is the position of Georgia now, sir, upon 
this question; and I submit whether it would not 
be wiser, and perhaps safer, to consider her pres- 
ent rather than her past position in regard to sla- 
very. She not only takes this position by her 
Legislature, but she has taken a position in sol- 
emn convention; and, sir, whether itis believed 
or.not, she willstand by that position. Whenever 
the exigency grises, and she takes that position, 
she will be guilty of what is called treason by some 
inthis House. Then send on thcthreatened legions 
to whip her back into subjection, and seé what the 


result will be. Georgia despises these threats, as | 


her Representatives despise the men who make 
them. 

Having disposed of this matter, I come now to 
another point, The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. McPuerson,] who addressed the com- 
mittee some time ago, gave a sort of summary his- 
tory of the present session of Congress, and made 
an onslaught upon the Democracy in general, and 
upon the Democracy South in particular. It will 
be remembered, sir, that there was an agreement 
entered into by southern men to prevent the adop- 
tion of the plurality rule, if possible, and thereb 
prevent the election of a Speaker under it. I shall 
not read‘all that the gentleman said on this sub- 
ject, but beg leave to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the following extract: 

“The full force of this will be better understood when it 
is stated that fifty men, thus banded together, a unit for 
purposes of disorganization, can, by resorting to the end- 
less chain of dilatory motions to adjourn, to adjourn over, 
to be excused from voting, &c., on all which, constantly 
repeated, they could call the ycas and nays, effectually and 
forever prevent the election of a Speaker, the passage ofa 
bill, or the transaction of an item of legislative business. 
Such a combination was made on the Administration side, 
and its nature and terms, and their purpose to persist in it, 
openly proclaimed upon the floor. This conspiracy con- 
templated three things; to prevent a vote being taken on 
the plurality rule; to prevent its adoption ; and to prevent 
the election of a Speaker under it. It was made by a mi- 
nority in the House, who, by these anti-constitutional 


| methods, proposed to prevent the majority from adopting 


such rules as would rescue the House from its condition of 
embarrassment. It was an attempt of a minority to coerce 
the House Into their line of policy ; to introduce force into 
our system—the last desperate resort of those bent on ruin- 
ing if no tonger permitted to rule.”? 


This is pretty severe language itself, sir, but I 
am ready to face it. I was one of thosc fifty men. 
I believed I was right then, and I think so still. 
It so happened, that during the contest for Speaker 
of this House, the Legislature of my State was 
in session. ‘That Legislature was composed of 
highly intelligent men, and they were fully posted 
as to what was going on here, With a full knowl- 
edge of the facts, they passed the following reso- 
lution: i 


« Resolved, That we would prefer that the House of Rep- 
resentatives of Congress should never be organized, than 
be organized by the election of any man who will not, be- 
fore his election, declare his recognition of the equal rights 
of the people of the South, with all their property, with the 
rights of all other citizens of these States, and his determ- 


ination to support such equal rights of the Southat all times | 


and in all places,” 


Sir, I look upon this as an indorsement of the 
position which F assumed in that matter; and 
never, sir, will I be ashamed of an act, or back 
down froma position, when I am sustained by the 
noble old State which I have the honor, in part, 
to represent. 

That gentleman also made a most remarkble 


| discovery. He found out that the Democratic 


party had no principles; and he drew his conclu- 
sion from the fact that, during the contest for 
Speaker of this House, they voted respectively 
for Mr. Bococx, Mr. Maynard, Mr. BOTELER, 
Mr. Miiison, Mr. Scort, Mr. Smitu, of North 
Carolina, and, perhaps, others, all of whom dif- 
fered from each other in some politieal doctrine. 
The conclusion is a non sequitur from the prem- 
ises. The proper conclusion to have drawn was, 
that no true Democrat ever could, under any pres- 
sure of circumstances, vote for a Republican. 
Why, sir? I would not be personally offensive to 


members on the other side, for there are many 
amongthem for whom I entertain high respect; but, 
sir, we honestly and conscientiously believe them 
to be the enemies of the Republic. For, sir, what 
is the fundamental doctrine of their creed? Dis- 
robe it of its humanitarian philosophy and its 
false morality, and what is it? Why, sir, that the 
Federal Government may use the money of the 
southern slavcholder, and, if need be, his strong 
arm, in order to acquire foreign territory; and, 
when acquired, he is to be told ‘that he cannot, 
and must not, go there with his property. Mr. 
Chairman, there is no use blinking or dodging 
this question. We cannot live with you on these 
terms; and, sir, when you get possession of this 
Government to carry out your doctrine, you drive 
us out in self-defense. I know, sir, that such talk 
as this is unpopular with some gentlemen in this 
Chamber, and with some people in this country; 
but these are my opinions, and I ami not afraid to 
utter them. 

It is not at all strange that sentiments looking 
to a dissolution of the Union, under any circum- 
stances, should be distasteful to and unpopular 
with some persons; but it is strange to me that 
dissolution should be considered as impossible. 
J believe that this Government is in process of 
dissolution now; and it seems to me that any one 
who is at all acquainted with the history of the 
past, and who is well informed as to the present, 
must be blind not to see it. We need not travel 
out of our own history to prove the fact. What 
were some of the causes which led to our revolu- 
tionary struggle? The American colonists were 
not put upon a footing of equality with their Brit- 
ish brethren; they paid their full proportion of 
taxes for the support of the British Government, 
and yet did not receive equal benefits from the 
Government. The King of England refused his 
assent to laws the most wholesome and necessary 
for the good of the American people, and actually 
abolished others of the same character. He ex- 
cited domestic insurrection among them, and after- 
wards protected his myrmidons from punishment 
for any murders they may have committed upon 
the people of the colonies, These are some of the 
causes mentioned in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence; and do they find no parallel in the history 
of these States? “Are we placed upon a footing 
ofvequality with our northern brethren? Do we 
not pay our fair share of the taxes necessary to 
support this Government? and do we receive a 
fair share of its benefits? Have not the north- 
ern States, or at least some of them, refused assent 
to laws, passed in pursuance of the Constitution, 
the most wholesome and necessary for the good 
of our people? Nay, have they not expressly 
abolished them by State legislation? Have they 
not, by their teachings, excited domestic insur- 
rection among us; and then have they not been 
willing to protect the murderers from punishment? 
These things are undeniable. The connection 
between the colonies and the mother country was 
not severed in a moment; but the cords were 
broken one at a time, until the last was snapped. 
So with us. One by one the cords that unite us 
are being severed; and if these things go on much 
longer, the South, in the language of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, will “ prefer separation to eternal discord.” 

Aud npon what is this Republican party found- 
ed? To some extent, upon the generality con- 
tained in the Declaration of Independence, thus: 

¢ Ail men are created equal; that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain inalienable rights; that among 
these are life, liberty, aud the pursuit of happiness.”? 

That all men are created equal is certainly true; 
but that they remain so after they grow up to be 
men is utterly untrue. We hear daily of natural 
right and natural liberty. One of the great pos- 
sessions of which we ought to boast is our civil 
liberty; and what is that? Why, sir, all the law 
books tell us that itis “ natural liberty, restrained 
for the public good.” And yet civil liberty is to 
be laid aside, and the great cry be for natural lib- 
erty! Why, sir, the reasoning educed from this 
principle inthe Declaration of Independence, by 
the Republican party, carried to its logical con- 
clusion, would break up every Government on the 
face of the earth. But what is the great dogma 
upon which this party is founded? Why, that 
slavery, as it exists in the South, is a moral, a 
social, and a political evil. I utterly deny the 
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jurisdiction of this House, and the whole North, 
over the first two parts of this proposition. If 
slavery be a moral and social evil, it is our mat- 
ter, not theirs; and as we claim to be equally in- 
telligent with them, it would be at least modest in 
them to expend their missionary efforts in another 
direction. , . 

But, sir, as jurisdiction has been, is, and will 
be hereafter, assumed, I propose to submit some 
reasons against the dogma. I maintain, sir, that 
a moral evil must contravene some moral law, and 
I deny that a single sentence can be found in the 
Bible, from Genesis to Revelation, which con- 
demns slavery. On the contrary, the two kinds 
of servitude which exist in our day, hired and 
slave labor, existed at the times of, and were reg- 
ulated by, both the laws of the Old and New Tes- 
taments. I am not going into a long scriptural 
argument on this question, for I agree with the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwiy,] 
that the Bible is not the proper place to go to find 
principles to establish institutions for the nine- 
teenth century; and I am sure that he will agree 
with me that it is equally an improper place to go 
to find principles to break down an institution 
already established in the nineteenth century. 
But, sir, I will call the attention of the committee 
to only two passages, one from each book, to 
establish what I say, and will leave that branch 
of the subject: ; 

« Every man servant that is bought for money, when thou 
hast circumcised him, then shall he eat thereof. A for- 
eigner and an hired servant shall not eat thereof? 

Here, sir, is not only a distinct recognition of 
the existence of hired servants and slaves, but it 
regulates their condition. And more than that, 
sir; it domesticates the slave, and, upon the con- 
dition specified, elevates him above the hired ser- 
vant. ould God tolerate an evil—a moral evil? 
Would he regulate the commission of sin? The 
idea is ridiculous. 

But again, sir, in the New Testament we have 

the following: 
. “Servants, be obedient to them who are your masters, 
according to the flesh, with fear and trembling, in single- 
ness of your heart as unto Christ; not with eye service as 
men-pleasers ; but as the servants of Christ, doing the will 
of God from the heart, with good will, doing service, as to 
the Lord and not to men, knowing that whatsoever good 
thing any man doeth, the same shall he receive of the Lord, 
whether he be bond or free. And ye, masters, do the same 
things to them, forbearing threatening, knowing that your 
Master is also in heaven ; neither is there respect of persons 
with Him.” 

Here, again, the relation of master and servant 
(slave) is distinctly and clearly recognized. But 
some men of the present day set themselves up as 
better men than the Apostle Paul. The apostle 
counseled and adviscd slaves to obey their mas- 
ters; some people in these days, making great 
pretensions to piety, advise them to disobedience 
and insubordination. The apostle returned the 
fugitive, Onesimus, to his master; but there are 
gentlemen on this floor so perfectly upright and 
righteous, that they declare they never would 
leave their doors, nor raise their hands, to arrest 
the fugitive slaves of those who ought to be con- 
sidered as their brethren. We have fallen upon 
strange times, Mr. Chairman. 

But I propose to test this moral question by 
another rule. I hold it to be true that the best 
rule by which to judge of the moral condition of 
any people is the facilities which that people have 
for religious instructions. Now, sir, I suppose 
that the correctness of this rule will not be dis- 
puted; for it is the rule upon which is founded 
every effort to evangelize the world. Aided by 
the investigations of Messrs. Ruffin & Stringfel- 
low, of Virginia, I here present a comparison of 
the moral condition of the six New England States 
and the five old southern States—namely, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Georgia: Number of churches erected and in 
use in the New England States, 4,607; southern 
States, 8,081. Church accommodation for hearers 
in the New England States, 1,893,450; southern 
States, 2,896,472. Excess of persons over seats 
in churches in New England States, 834,566. 

‘The moral condition of the people of New Eng- 
land, tested by the rule which I have laid down, 
appears rather badly, compared with these sterling 
old slave States. No, Mr. Chairman; the asser- 
tion that slavery, as it exists at the South, is a 
moralevil, isuntruc. The Republican party, hold- 


ing the affirmative of the question, the onus is on 
them to establish the fact; but I believe that. the 
negative is susceptible of demonstration, and that 
I have fairly proved it to be so.” + 

As to the other proposition, that slavery is a 
social evil, I will not degrade myself or my people 
by discussing it. I assert that society is as good 
atthe South as it is in the non-slaveholding States, 
or anywhere else onthe face of the earth. I will 
not so far consider it doubtful as to make it a de- 
batable question. 

As to the other point, whether slavery is a polit- 
ical evil, I hold it to be legitimately discussable. 
Not that Congress has any power over it, but be- 
cause as yet we are citizens of a common country, 
and should consult together in a proper temper 
and spirit as to what is best for us as a nation. If, 
upon a full investigation of the facts, we of the 
South should become satisfied that slavery is a 
great political evil,it would be our duty, as patriots 
and good citizens, to get clear of itas soon as pos- 
sible. What is a political evil? I have given this 
subject some reflection, sir, and the best definition 
which I can fix in my mind is, that a political evil 
is something which from its very nature must im- 
pair our national reputation abroad or diminish 
our material strength at home. 

Well, now, as to the first. Isit pretended that 
we stand lower with the Powers of the earth on 
account of the existence of slavery in the South? 
If so, let the Government be named wih which 
we stand less high on this account. And who 
is it among our own pcople, except some crazy 
fool, who would fecl less proud, in a foreign land, 
of saying he was an American citizen, on ac- 
count of the existence of African slavery in the 
southern States? Sir, I apprehend that southern 


| slavery has no bad effect on our national stand- 


ing abroad. Doesit diminish our material strength 
athome? Letus institute a pecuniary comparison 
between the New England States and the same 
fiveold southern States,and sce whether the States 
themselves are damaged by slavery. The total 
value of property in six New England States, 
$1,003,466,181; southern States, $1,420,989,573. 
Average value of cach white person in six New 
England States, $367; southern States, $520. 
Value of each in New York, $231; Pennsylvania, 
$214; Ohio, $219; Illinois, $134; South Carolina, 
$1,001; Louisiana, $806; Mississippi, 4702; Geor- 
gia, $638. (Census of 1850, by Stringfellow & 
Ruffin.) 

It would appear from this, Mr. Chairman, that 
the slaveholdersare getting along pretty well in the 
world; and it would appear, also, that the slave- 
holding States, so far as wealth is concerned, are 
not disgraced by comparison with the non-slave- 
holding States. In this view, sir, the material 
strength of tle Republic does not seem to be di- 
minished. i 

. Butagain, sir, do not the slaveholding States pay 
their fair proportion of the taxes necessary to the 
support of thisGovernment? It will hardly be con- 
tended that they do not; and it is shrewdly sus- 
pected that they pay more. And, if this be true, 
surely it cannot be said that the material strength 
of the country is diminished by the existence of 
African slavery in the South. But look beyond 


this—look to the benefits which the products of |) 


slave labor confer on other sections of the country. 
Look to New York and Boston, and calculate, if 
you can, the value which southern trade has been 


tothem. And, again, look to the manufactures of | 


Connecticut and Massachusetts. Flow much of 
the raw material necessary for carrying on these 
manufactures is furnished by the South, and to 
what extent docs the South become a purchaser 
and consumer of the manufactured articles? These 
things are incalculable. ; 

And then, again, look to our exports. Itis 
estimated, indeed ascertained, that our annual ex- 
ports amount to $278,000,000; and that the South 
furnishes $200,000,060 in value of these exports. 
These truths being established, who will say that 
slavery in the South is a political evil; in other 
words, that it diminishes our material strength at 
home? No, sir; the dogma that slavery is a 
moral, social, and political evil is false in all its 
parts. Look to our country as it was at the form- 
ation of the Government, and look at it now. 
Then, we were thirteen States, and they worn 
down bya seven years’ war. What are wenow? 


Thirty-three sovereign: and independent States; 
our dominions extending from the Lakes ‘on the 
north to the Gulf of Mexico—from the Atlanticon 
the eastto the Pacific on the-west. And then look 
atour extended commerce stretching, as itdoes, to 
the uttermost parts of the earth. Our ships ride 
gallantly on the waves of every’sea, and the star- 
spangled banner floats gracefully in the breezes of 
every clime. The two systems of free and slave 
labor haveexisted since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment; and all. this power and national glory 
have been brought about, not-by an * irrepressible 


| conflict, ””but, in my judgment, by the perfect har- ° 


mony of the two systems. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish now to call the attention 
of the committee briefly to another subject.’ In 
the early part of this session, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Hickman arraigned the South 
for a violation of what he called plighted faith. to 
the North. He said that the South, in bad faith 
to the North, had repealed the Missouri line. Sir, 
the harsh and sneering tones of that gentleman 
have rung in my ears ever since his speech was ~ 
made. It has been shown conclusively, by my 
able colleague, Judge Ckawrorp,and others, that 
no contract or compact was ever entered into be- 
tween the South and North on this subject; and 
that, even if there were, it was violated and repudi- 
ated first by.the North. But, sir, Ido not stand 


i here, as the lawyers say, to confess and avoid; 


but I say boldly that, even if such compact did 
exist, the South did right to get clear of it—not 
only because it was without consideration, but 
beeause it was null and void, as being contrary 
to the Constitution of the United States. I shail 
enter into no argument on this subject. It has 
been discussed for forty years by the ablest men 
our country has produced; and I shall neither give 
a rehash of thcir arguments, nor attempt to pre~ 
sent anything new on the question myself. I shall 
upon this, as upon the other points I have pre- ` 
sented, rely upon facts and authority, and not 
upon argumentation. 

It is one of the greatest and most constant boasts 
of the Republican party that they occupy the po- 
sition of the early fathers on all subjects.. Let us 
look to that point fora moment; and as Mr. Mad- 
ison was onc of the fathers, Lask the Clerk to read 
the Jetter which I now send to the desk, writter 
by that great and good man in 1820. ; 

“On one side it naturally occurs, that the right, being given 
from the necessity of the case, and in suspension ofthe great 
principle of self-government, ought not to be extended fur- 
ther, nor continued longer, than the occasion might fairly 
require.?? 

Mr. Madison says, further: x 

“The questions to be decided seem to be, first, whether 
a territorial restriction be an assumption of illegitimate 
power; or second, a misuse of legitimate power; and it 
the latter only, whether the injury threatened to the nation 
from an acquiescence in the misuse, or from a frustration 
of it, be the greater. On the first point, there is certainly 
room for difference of opinion; though, tor myself, IE must 
own that I have ahways leaned to the belief that the restric- 
tion was not within the true scope of the Constitution.°3 

Do the Republican party of the present day sub- 
scribe to this opinion of Mr. Madison? Was not 
Mr. Madison a fair exponent of the opinions of 


i the carly fathers, on most political questions; and 


do the Republicans of this House and the North 
agree with him in sentiment on this subject? 

But again: Mr. Jefferson was, in the early days. 
of the Republic, considered orthodox on political 
affairs, and I now ask the Clerk to read the letter 
which I send to the desk, written by this truly 
great man also in 1820, and after the passage of the 
act creating the Missouri line: 

“Dear Sim: * ii x « Although T hed laid 
down as a law to myself never to write, tatk, or even think 
of polities, to know nothing of public affairs, and therefore, 
had ceased to read newspapers, yet the Missouri question 
aroused and filed me with alarm. The oldschism of Fed- 
eral and Republican threatened nothing, because it extended 
in every State, and united them together by the fraterniza- 
tion of party. But the coincidence of a marked principle, 
moral and political, with a geographical line, once con- 
ecived, I feared would never more be obliterated from the 
mind; that it would be recurring on every occasion, and re- 
newing irritations, until it would kindle such mutual and 
mortal hatred as would render separation preferable to eter- 
nal discord. Ihave been the most sanguine in believing 
that our Union would be of long duration. | now doubtit 
much, and see the event at no great distance, and the di- 
rect consequence of this question, not by the time which 
has been so confidently counted on—the laws of nature con- 
trol this—but by the Potomac, Ohio, and Missouri, and 
more probably the Mississippi, upwards to our northern 
boundary. My only comfort and confidence is that { shall 
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not live to see this; and T envy not the present generation 
the glory of throwing away the fruits of their fathers’ sacri- 
fices of life and fortune, and_of rendering desperate the ex- 
periment which was to decide ultimately whether man is 
capable of self-government. The treason against human 
hope willsignalize their epoch in future history as the coun; 
terpart of the model of their predecessors.” 

Mr. Jefferson appears not only to be opposed to 
this line; but the opening of the question seemed 
to fill his mind with apprehension and alarm. He 
looked to the time when, from the continued agi- 
tation of this question, the South might “ prefer 
separation to eternal discord ;”’ and yet, sir, if such 
a gentiment is uttered now, it is characterized as 
disunion and treason. But, sir, in addition to, all 
this testimony against the Missouri compromise, 
as it is ċalled; I say that it has been solemnly ad- 
judged to be unconstitutional by the highest judi- 
cial tribunal in the land. Dred Scott, the plain- 
tiff, placed his title to his freedom entirely on the 
existence and constitutionality of this Missouri 
line, as will appear from the decision of the court. 
The court says: 

“<The act of Congress upon which the plaintiff relies de- 
clares that slavery and involuntary servitude, except as a 
punishment for crime, shall be forever prohibited in all that 

art of the territory ceded by France, under the name of 

ouisiana, which lies north of 36° 30 north latitude, and 
not included within the limits of Missouri. And the difi- 
culty which meets us at the threshold of this part of the 
inquiry is, whether Congress was authorized to pass this 
Jaw underany of the powers granted to it by the Constitu- 
tion, for if the authority is not given by that instrument, it 
ig the duty of this court to declare it void and inoperative, 
and incapable of conferring freedom upon any one who is 
held as a slave under the laws of any of the States.” 

The court then goes on to givea most able and 
elaborate opinion upon the question, and con- 
cludes thus: 

‘It is the opinion of the court that the act of Congress 
which probibited a citizen from holding and owning prop- 


erty of this kind in the territory of the United States north | 


of the line therein mentioned, isnot warranted by the Con- 
stitution, and is, therefore, void.” $ 

Now, sir, how, after this, any man, ana espe- 
cially any southern man, can exclaim against the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise linc, is past 
my comprehension. To insist upon the correct- 
ness of the decision as to other points in the case, 
and then deny its correctness as to this, is ridic- 
ulous folly. | expected to hear these things from 
Republicans, but I did not expect to hear them 
from southern men; and if they are persisted in, 
the South may well exclaim, with an ancient east- 
ern king,‘ My worst enemics are they of my 
own household.” 

Mr. Chairman, I had intended to discuss other 
important questions; but the confusion in this 
Chamber, my failing voice, and the very few min- 


“utes yet remaining to me of my hour, admonish 


® 


me that I should neither do myself nor the points 
justice by continuing my remarks at this time. 1 
may, if occasion affords, and the oppormnity is 
given, discuss those questions at some future day. 


ð ELECTION or SPEAKER. 
SPEECH OF HON. W. BARKSDALE, 


OY MISSISSIPPI, 


In rus House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 23, 1860. 

Mr. BARKSDALE said: 

Mr. Currx: The House of Representatives is 
presenting a scene to the people of this country 
which has but one parallel in our history. For 
seyen weeks we have been in session; and, al- 
though vote after vote has been taken, no Speaker 
has Been elected, and no organization effected. 
There are three parties upon this floor professing 
to be animated by a common hostility tothe Black 
Republican party, and, in my judgment, itis their 
solemn duty, forgetsing minor considerations, to 
unite together for the purpose of defeating the can- 
didate of that party for the Speakership of this 
House. Ido not desire to examine minutely the 
causes which have prevented a union of these par- 
tics in the pending election. I must be permitted 
to say, however, that, while the Democratic party 
is the only one here which embraces the Union in 
its organization, it has, from the commencement 
of this struggle to the present time, manifested a 
patriotic desire to unite with all the elements of 
opposition to the Republican party, and organize 
thé House upon a just and national basis. 


With this side of the House the spirit of concili- 
ation itself has almost been exhausted. We pre- 
sented a candidate [Mr. Bococx] whose talents, 
ability, and experience, eminently qualify him for 
the discharge of the high duties of the Chair; yet, 
when it was ascertained that he was not accept- 
able, he magnanimously withdrew from the con- 
test; and we said then, and I repeat now, to our 
American friends: select any one from our organi- 
zation, and the whole vote of the party would be 
concentrated upon him. Some have gone even 
further, and voted for two members of the Ameri- 
can party—Messrs. Bore.Erand Maynar. But, 
sir, we were told by the gentleman from Tennes- 
sec, [Mr. Harron,] the other day, that Mr. Giz- 
mer, of North Carolina, could be elected. He is 
not acceptable to me, as a candidate for Speaker.. 
I have no personal objections to him, as his 
friends must be aware, but I do object to him 
from political considerations which are perfectly 
satisfactory to myself. It is not reasonable that 
gentlemen of the American party, representing 
minorities in all the States from which they come, 
and composed of but twenty-three members, 
should select from their own yanks a candidate, 
and force him upon a party composed of rinety 
members, and stretching in its organization from 
one extremity of the Union to the other. Mr. 
GILMER cannot be elected without the aid of Black 
Republican votes; and I will support no one, who, 
by his Géurse herc, has commended himself to 
the confidence and favor of any portion of that 
party. a 

When the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.Ciark] 
offered his resolution declaring that no man who 
had signed and indorsed the Helper book, recom- 
mending rebellion and murder in the South, was 
fit to be Speaker of this House, so far from sym- 
pathizing with the movement, Mr. Grimer inter- 
posed to shield these confederates of Helper from 
the just indignation of the country. And, sir, I 
desire to say, in this connection, that [have no fe- 
verish anxiety for the organization of this House. 
Rather than the candidate of the Black Republican 
party should be elected; rather than my State and 
my constituents should be dishonored by the cle- 
yation to that chair, once adorned by such illus- 
trious statesmen as Macon, Clay,and Polk, of any 
one of the indorsers of the infamous sentiments of 
Helper, I repeat the language of the eloquent gen- 
teman from Alabama, [Mr. Puen,] a few days 
since, ‘let discord reign here forever.” Now, str, 
what is the truc cause of the non-organization of 
this House? Disguise it, as gentlemen on the other 
side may attempt to do, it is the agitationyof the 
slavery question which has caused its nuy-organ- 
ization, suspended the business of the uy 

eriled the 


fired the passions of the people, and in 
existence of the Union itself. 

I propose, in the remarks I shall submit to the 
House, to examine into the origin, progress, and 
present aspect of the slavery question in this 
country. When the Government was formed, the 
several States of the Confederacy were sovereign 
and independent, and all of them slavcholding, 
with, perhaps, the single exception of Massachu- 
setts, and that State was largely engaged in the 
slave trade. Now, sir, for what purpose was this 
Government established ? I have the Constitution 
before me. It was, “in order to form a more per- 
fect Union, establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide for the common defense, and se- 
cure the blessing of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity.” This is the language of the Consti- 
tution. And have these great ends been attained? 
Has justice been established ? Has domestic tran- 
quillity been secured? Let the answer be found | 
in the existence of a sectional organization, based 
upon its hostility to the institutions of fifteen States 
of the Union, upon the never-ending agitation of 
the slavery question, in the legislation of eight 
northern States nullifying the plain provisions of 
the Constitution in relation to fugitive slaves, and 
in efforts which a portion of the northern people 
are now making to Incite our slaves to insurrection 
and rebellion, and to kindle the fires of a servile 
war in the southern States. 

There are three clauses in the Constitution rec- 
ognizing the right of property in slaves. The first 
article provides that— 


“ Representation and direct taxes shall be apportioned 


among the several States which may be insluded within this 


Union according to their respective numbers, which shall 
be determined by adding to the whole number of free per- 
sons, including those bound to service for aterm of years, 
and excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of all other 
persons.” 

This clause alludes directly to the slave popu- 
-Jation; and by that article of the Constitution, 
this day, twenty members hold seats upon this 
floor. Again, the ninth section of the same article 
declares— 7 

“That the migration or importation ef such persons as 
any of the States now existing shall think proper to admit, 
shall not be prohibited by Congress prior to the year 1808; 
butatax orduty may be imposed on such importation, not 
execeding ten dollars for cach person.’ 


_ Thus recognizing directly the right of property 
in slaves; and, whether it was intended by this ar- 
ticle to confer upon Congress the power, or not, 
after 1808, to prohibit the African slave trade—a 
question which I am not now discussing—that 
power has been exercised by Congress, and the 


“slave trade prohibited under the most terrible pen- 


alties. ` 

In the third section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution, it is also provided that— 

“ No person held to service or labor in one State under the 
Jaws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in consequence 
of any law or regulation thereof, be discharge from such 
service or Jabor, but shall be delivered up on the claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 

_ And Mr. Madison, the father of the Constitu- 
tion, whose great intellect gave it life and form 
and being, in his political writings repeatedly 
alludes to slaves as both persons and property. 
And that august tribunal, the Supreme Court of 
the United States, has solemnly “declared that 
slaves are property. I read from the decision 
of Chicf Justice Taney: 

“Now, as we have already said, in an earlier part of this 
opinion, upon a different point, the right of property in a 
slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitu- 
tion. The right to traffic in it like an ordinary article of 
merchandise and property, was guarantied to the citizens of 
the United States, In every State that might desire it, for 
twenty years. And the Government, in express terms, is 
pledged to protect it in ail future time, if the slave escapes 
from his owner. ‘This ig done in plain words, too plain to 
be mjsunderstood.’? 

Thus has the highest judicial tribunal known 
to the Constitution adjudicated this question, and 
decided that slaves are not only property, but that 
the Government has no authority anywhere to 
discriminate between that and any other species 
of property, and that it is entitled to its protect- 
ing shield. : f 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwiy,] ina 
speech which he delivered some time since, de- 
clared that the purpose of the Republican party 
simply was to carry out the policy of the fathers 
of the Republic—to restrict slavery within its pres- 
ent limits. Sir, the reverse of this proposition is 
truc. The fathers of the Republic threw around 
the institution every possible safeguard. Under 
the article of the Constitution which I have read, 
a fugitive slave law was passed, during the admin- 
istration of General Washington, which received 
his signature, and which for years was faithfully 


; and legally enforced. 


Mr. CORWIN sought the floor. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I have no disposition to 
misrepresent the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CORWIN. I do not remember what I 
actually did say in words, in the desultory re- 
marks I made the other day, which the gentleman 
refers to; but I think the substance of what I 
said on the point adverted to was this: that when- 
ever the proper time should come, I thought it 
could be shown to the satisfaction of everybody 
that the principles adopted by the Republicans 
in their platform, so faras slavery was concerned, 
were those which were proposed by the founders 
of the Republic. a 

Mr. BARKSDALE. To restrict slavery. 

Mr. CORWIN. The rightand power of Con- 


| gress to forbid slavery in a Territory. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 understand that itis 


ithe purpose of the Republican party to restrict 


slavery within its present limits; to prohibit it 
from being carried into the Territories. The gen- 


| tleman said that he could show such was the pol- 
i icy of the fathers of the Republic. 


Mr. CORWIN. It is almost impossible, Mr. 


i Clerk, to define propositions in the manner In 


which this discussion has been carried on, So as 
not to be misunderstood. If the gentleman means 
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to say that it is the policy, as announced by me, 
of the Republican party: : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Itisannounced by your 
platform. I have it before me, It is to ‘ pre- 
vent slavery from being carried into the Terri- 
tories’.”? 

Mr. CORWIN. When such Territory is free, 
when slavery does not exist in the Territories, 
we do so hold that itis within the legitimate con- 
stitutional powers of Congress to prohibit the in- 
troduction of slavery into these Territories. But, 
sir, I do not know of any Republican who may 
be referred to as authority, especially any of the 
great leaders like myself. I do not know any 
who has gone so far as to say that the United 
States should acquire slave territory by virtue of 
a treaty with any foreign Government whatever, 
and in that treaty it should be provided,asit was 
in the treaty of Louisiana, that the people who 
are thus transferred within our jurisdiction should 
be admitted into the Union as States, with all the 
rights of property they then had; I say I know 
of no Republican who would say that that treaty 
was not the supreme law of the land, and ought 
to be carried out. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. That is a question not 
now before us; but as the gentleman from Ohio 
has introduced it, I desire to know if there is a 
Republican upon this floor who would favor the 
acquisition of slavcholding territory? I refer to 
other members of the party, to some of the lesser 
lights. I would like to ask the candidate of the 
Republican party for Speaker whether he would, 
- under any circumstances, favor the acquisition of 
slaveholding territory? Is there any member on 
the other side who would favor the acquisition of 
slave territory ? 

Mr. CURTIS. At this time, I would be opposed 
tothe acquisition of slave territory, because there 
is a great preponderance of that kind of territory 
now, a great deal too much of it, not only for the 
benefit of the free States, but for the benefit of 
the slave States also; but when the gentleman puts 
the question in the broad manner he now does, 
whether at any time, or under any circumstances, 
we would be in favor of the introduction of new 
territory where slavery exists, and then makes a 
demand fora reply upon all Republicans, I fecl it 
to be my privilege to state that a case may arise, 
when a portion of Mexico, having peon labor, a 
kind of slave labor, may be acquired by us, and, 
sir, I will tell the gentleman that in such an event 
{ would favor the introduction of such territory. 
{ may also advise, as a prudential military pre- 
caution, the annexation of Cuba. That time, 
however, does not now exist, and I hope that it 
will not for a long period to come. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The slavery which we 
recognize docs not exist in Mexico, as the gen- 
tleman from Iowa is aware; but he is not a fit 
representative of his party, and I do not acknowl- 
edge his authority to speak for them, as guarded 
as are the words which he has uttered. 

Mr. CURTIS. I trust the gentleman will not 
read me out of the Republican party. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire a response from 
the candidate of the Republican party for the 
Speakership. I will take the gentleman from 1l- 
linois, [Mr. Lovesoy.] I would like to put him 
upon the stand; or the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Burruivcame;] or the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Hurcuiys;} or Mr. Tarran, of 
New Hampshire; let either or all of these gentle- 
men speak for their party, and I will acknowl- 


edge their authority to do so. Some gentleman | 


has suggested to me to call upon the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hickman;] but f do not 
choose to call tpon him. He cannot speak for 
any party; and scarred and blistered all over as 
he is, I have not the heart to strike him. Lask 
gentlemen on the other side to unlock their lips, 
and to speak the truth for their party. No, sir, 
they do not intend to do it. They know that the 
Republican party, as an organization, is uncom- 


promisingly opposed to the acquisition of any | 


more slave territory. They would oppose the 
admission of Cuba uponany terms, with the con- 
sent of Spain, even though the inhabitants of that 
island alldesiredit. The distinguished leader [Mr 
Corwix] might not; but his party would. Ft is 
understood that he could be elected Speaker, but 
they Have refused to elect him; and he is hostile 


enough to slavery in all conscience. And why; 
sir, do they cling with such death-like tenacity to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman?] It 
is because of the record he has made here upon 
the subject of slavery. It is because of the dec- 
laration—and they knew he would make it—which 
he made the other day in his discussion with the 
distinguished gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. 
Hinpman,] that he was opposed to the admission 
of any more slave States into the Union; that he 
regarded slavery as an injury to the master and 
a crime against the slave. =. 

But when I was interrupted by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin, | 1 was endeavoring to 
show that, so far from his assumption that the 
fathers ofthe Republicintended thatslavery should 
be restricted being correct, they expressly pro- 
vided for its protection and expansion. During 
the administration of Mr. Jefferson, who is inva- 
riably quoted by the other side as deprecating sla- 
very, Louisiana—a slaveholding territory—was 
acquired from France; and by the express terms 
of the treaty, the Government pledged itself to 
protect all species of property in that territory; 
and, sir, glorious as was Mr. Jefferson’s admin- 
istration, that was its crowning achievement. For 
forty years after the Government was formed, the 
South was not molested with reference to slavery. 
During the administrations of Washington, Jef- 
erson, and Madison, the fugitive slave law was 
enforced, slave territory acquired, and the powers 
of the Government wielded for the protection of 
slave property. ‘ 

But, sir, when Missouri applied for admission 
into the Union, as a slave State, the anti-slavery 
sentiment, which has now become intolerant and 
overshadowing in the northern States, was first 
exhibited. It came from the enemies of our institu- 
tions in England, from Excter Hall. Missouri had 
complied with all the prerequisites for her admis- 
sion into the Union, but her admission as a slave 
State was defiantly refused; and in the sectional 
struggle which ensued, the Union itself was well 
nigh being wrecked. At last, however, a com- 
promise was effected by which Missouri was ad- 
mitted, but slavery was forever prohibited north 
of 36° 30. The South submitted to this unjust 
discrimination against her property, but upon.the 
express condition that with this concession all 
further agitation of the slavery question should 
cease. But howhas the compromise been observed 
by the North? From’ that period to the present 
she has resisted the application of every slave 
State for admission into the Union, and opposed 
the acquisition of Texas upon the very ground 
that it was aslaveholding Territory. In addition 
to this, abolition societics were organized in 
many portions of the northern States, and aboli- 
tion petitions poured into Congress. The pas- 
sions of the southern people were again inflamed 
by the menancing and dangerous aspect which 
this question assumed. L have before me a de- 
scription of the scene which occurred in the House 
of Representatives upon the presentation of one 
of these petitions, and I desire that the Clerk shall 
read it. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“The immediate occasion of this contest [says Colonel 
Benton} was the pertinacious effort of Mr. Slade, of Yer- 
ment, to make the presentation of abolition petitions the 
ground of agitation and action against the institution of sla- 
very in the southern States. Mr. Slade had moved to refer 
the resolutions presented by him toa select committee, with 


instructions to report upon them. Upon making this mo- 
tion, he commenced a violent assault upen the institution 


ofslavery. Mr. Rhett, of South Carolina, interposef to warn | 


him of the consequences of such an inflammatory harangie. 
Mr. Slade refused to desist, and was interrupted by a mo- 
tion, made by Mr. Dawson, ot Georgia, for an adjournment. 
The Speaker {an upright and impartial southern may] ruled 
this motion out of order. 

“Mr. Slade was proceeding to discuss the question, 
€ What was slavery ? Mr. Dawson again asked him togive 
way for an adjournment, which was refused. A visible 
commotion began to pervade the House—members rising, 
clustering together, and talking with animation. Mr. Slade 
continued, and was about reading a judicial opinion of one 
of the southern States, defining a slave to be a chattel, 
when Mr. Wise called him to order forirrelevaney. ‘The 
question being upon the abolition of slavery in the District, 
and the argument upon the legality of slave title in a State 5 
the Speaker decided that it was not in order to discuss the 
subject of slavery in the States. Mr. Slade contended that 
he read the decision as he might have done that of an Eng- 
lish court. Mr. Robinson, of Virginia, moved an adjourn- 
ment. The Speaker decided the motion out of order, and 
Mr. Slade refused to yield the floor, and continued his 
speech. Mr. Slade proceeded at great length, when Mr. 


t 


) general scene of noise and confusion continued.” 


Petrikin, of Pennsylvania, called him to order. The Chair 
did not sustain the call. Mr. Slade went on quoting from: 
the Declaration of Independence and tbe- constitutions 6f. 
the several States, and had got tomhat of Virginia, when 
Mr. Wise called him to order for reading papers without 
the leave of the House. ‘The ‘Speaker then:said, that no 
paper objected to could be read without leave.of the House. 

“Mr. Wise then said, thatthe gentleman had wantonly 
discussed the abstract question of slavery, going back to the © 
very first day of its creation, instead of slavery as ‘it now 
existed in the District, and the powers and.duties of Con~ 
gress in relation to it. He was now reading the State con- 
stitutions to show that as it existed in the States it was 
against them, and against the Jaws of God and man... This 
was out of order.” ; 

“ Mr. Slade explained, and argued in vindication of. his 
course; he was about to read a mgmorial of Dr. Franklin, 
and an opinion of Mr. Madison upon the question of sla- 
very, when Mr. Griffin, of South Carolina, objected to the 
reading. Mr. Slade, without asking the permission of the 
House, which he knew would not be granted, proposed that 
the Clerk should read the document. To this the Speaker 
objected, that it was equally out of order for the Clerk to 
read. Mr. Griffin withdrew the objection, and Mr. Slade 
proceeded to read the papers and comment upon them. He + 
was about to return to the state of opinion in Virginia upon 
the subject of slavery before Dr. Franklin’s memorial. Mr. 
Rhett inquired ¢ What the opinions of Virginia fifty years 
since had to do with the case? The Speaker was about to 
reply, when Mr. Wise rose, and with much warmth, said : 
< He has discussed the whole abstract subject of slavery— 
of slavery in Virginia—of slavery in my own district, and I 
now ask all my colleagues to retire with me from this Hall.? 
Mr. Slade reminded the Speaker that he had not yielded 
the floor, but his progress was interrupted by the condition 
of the House, and the exclamations of members, Amongst 
them Mr. Holsey, of Georgia, was heard calling on the del- 
egates from that State to withdraw with him; whilst Mr. 
Rhett was heard proclaiming that the members from South 
Carolina had already consulted together and. appointed-a 
meeting at three p’clock, in the committee room of the 
District of Columbia. Here the Speaker suceceded in get- 
ting the floor, and stating the question to be on granting 
leave to the member from Vermont to read certain papers, 
the reading of which had been objected to. Many mem- 
bers rose, all addressing the Chair atthe same time, and the 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Well, sir, the result was 
the adoption of the celebrated 21st rule, prohibit- 
ing the reception of Abolition petitions. Many 
who are present remember the tumult which the 
establishment of that rule created in the northern 
States. The right of petition was declared to be 
a sacred one, and the South was invoked to re- 
peal that rule, to allow all petitions to be received, 
that peace and quiet might again be restored. On 
motion of John Quincy Adams, that rule was re- 
peaed; and to-day Abolition petitions are received 
əy this House. But did that stop. the agitation 
of this question? So far from it, it has been going 
on and on ever since; the anti-slavery party has 
been increasing in strength and power and influ- 
ence, until now it overspreads, like a black pall, 
four fifths of the northern States. The Whig 
party has gone down under the inroads made upon 
it by the anti-slavery sentiment of the North; and 
the American party, as a national organization, 
has been swept from existence. And row, sir, 
we have a purely sectional party, bounded by 
sectional lines, and having for its object the utter 
subjugation and dishonor of the southern States. 

It first made its appearance here in the Thirty- 

Fourth Congress, and, after anine wecks’strugele, 
succeeded in electing Mr. Banks to the Speaker- 
ship. He received no vote from fifteen States of 
the Union; and, in organizing the House, but one 


| southern man was placed at the head of a com- 


mittee. Iallude to General Quitman, who was 


| made chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. With that exception, the South was: pro- 
scribed from every committee, and the whole power 
of the House was placed in the hands of the North, 
and wielded for the accomplishment of their un- 
holy party purposes. Inthe convention that nom- 
inated Frémont, no southern State was represent- 
ed, and in the canvass of that year, there was no 
electoral ticket for Frémont in any southern State. 
In their Philadelphia platform, they declare their 
purpose to exclude slave property from the com- 
mon Territories of the Union, That js their 
| avowed purpose. They have declared in their 
| platforms, in the speeches of their champions, 
| and in their party presses all over the North, that 
no matter how crowded the slave population of 
the southern States may become, that it shall 
never be allowed to extend one inch beyond its 
present limits. Anti-slavery is now a part of 
the education and religion of the northern people. 
It is printed in their school-books, taught nr their 
class and school-rooms, and thundered from their 
pulpits, . 
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I have before me a sermon delivered by a Rev. 
Mr. Whelocke, in the city of Boston, dealing in 
unmeasured .denungiation of slavery, and sym- 
pathizing with John Brown in his murderous as- 
sault upon Virginia. And the Black Republican 
party is to-day engaged in disseminating broad- 
cast over the country publications of the most 
infamous and incendiary character. A work, 
written by a southern traitor, a felon from North 
Carolina, filled with the most atrocious falsehoods 
and calumnies in reference to the South, her re- 
sources, and her industrial pursuits, has received 
the indorsement of fifty-eight members of the 
Republican party, who were Representatives in 
the last Congress. And, sir, what.are the recom- 
mendations of that book? 

“Thorough organization and ‘independent political ac- 
tion, on the part of the non-slaveholding whites of the 
South.” 

If there is any society on carth where there is 
the most perfect equality among white men, 
where labor is respected and the laborer honored, 
it is in the southern States; and the reason is ob- 
vious: there is an inferior race to do the menial 
service. ‘These appeals will fall unheeded upon 
the ears of the non-slaveholders of the South; 
they are true and loyal, and loyal to her institu- 
tions; andif the struggle between the sections 
should ever come they will be found rallying 
around the standard of southern rights. 

« Incligibility of slaveholdera.for office.?? 

No matter how pure and unsullied may be a 
man’s character, how preéminent his qualifica- 
tions, how incorruptible his ‘integrity, how bril- 
liant his talents, if he is a slaveholder, according 
to the teaching of this book, he is to be pro- 
scribed from the honors and offices of the Gov- 
ernment. 

* a No coüperatlon with pro-slavery politicians; no fellow- 
ship with them in religion; no affiliation with them in s0- 
ciety; no patronage to pro-slavery merchants; no guestship 
in pro-slavery hotels; no fees to pro-slavery lawyers; no 
employment of prgslavery physicians; no audience to pro- 
slavery preachers ; no more hiring of slaves by non-slave- 
holders; discontinuance of subscriptions to pro-slavery 
newspapers; and the greatest encouragement of tree labor.” 

These are recommendations of this infamous 
publication, and they have fonnd their proper de~ 
nouement in the invasion of Virginia by John 
Brown and his traitorous gang, and in the murder 
of her peaceable and unoffending citizens. And, 


sir, it will notdo for gentlemen on the other side | 


to declare, with sanctimonious faces, that the 
condemn the conduct of John Brown. His aoaiele 
upon Virginia was the legitimate result of the 
philosophy of the Republican party, and the doc- 
trine they have indorsed, As was remarked by 
the gentleman from Arkansas the other day, you 
nerved the arm that struck the blow; you taught 
them that slavery was wrong; that it Was an m- 
JO, to the master, and a erime against the slave. 
rj 
l} 


ese are your lessons; and I find that the gen- ` 


tleman from Hinois [Mr. Lovesoy] nods his as- 
sent. I say, then, to him, that he has taught 
treason and insurrection, and the country will hold 
him and his party, responsible for the results. 
Yes, sir, his doctrine leads to treason and rapine 
and murder. [Mr. Lovesoy shook his head.} 

And now I come to the purposes of the Repub- 
lican party; and what will be their policy should 
they. obtain the control of the Government? W. 
H. Suw anon is the impersonation of the principles 
of his party, and, in my judgment, will bear its 
flag in the coming presidential contest. Heis the 
lion of his tribe. He issues his cdicts, and they 
arcimplicitly obeyed by his obsequious followers, 
Elect Mr. Sewarp President, and his first object 
will be to erush the Democratic party, because it 
stands as a bulwark between the South and the 
encroachments and usurpations of the North; the 
Supreme Court will be reorganized, and then there 
will be no obstacle in the way of carrying out the 
whole circle of his infamous measures, ending in 
the utier destruction of the last vestige of southern 
rights and institutions. 

Let me read from the speeches of Mr. Szwarp, 
and others of his party: : 


“ Whenever the public mind shall will the abolition of | 


slavery, the way will be open tor it-°-—Dfr, Seward’s speech 
at Cleveland, in 1848. 


<¢ Slavery can be limited to its present bounds ; it can be | 


ameliorated. Itean be and must be abolished, and you and 
I can and must do it.?-Speech of Mr. Seward. 

‘Slavery is not and never can be perpetual. Ft will be 
overthrown cither peacefully and lawfully under this Con- 


| 


stitution, or it will work the subversion of the Constitution 
together with its own overthrow.”»—Mr. Seward. : 


I read from a speech of Mr. Buruincamey, of 
Massachusetts: 


«c If asked to state specially what he would do, he would 
answer: First, repeal the Nebraska bill; second, repeal the 
fugitive slave law ;.third, abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia ; fourth, abolish the inter-State slave trade. 
Next, he would declare that slavery should not spread to 
one ineh of the territory of the Union; he would then put 
the Government actually and perpetually on the side of. 
freedom; by which he meant that a bright negro boy in 
Massachusetts should have as gooda chance for promotion 
in the Navy as one of the finest families in Virginia. He 
would have judges who. believe in a higher law, and an 
anti-slavery Constitution, an anti-slavery Bible, and an 
anti-slavery God.” : 


The Legislature of Massachusetts is carrying 
this doctrine into practical effect. Negro children 
are admitted with white children into their pub- 
lic schools; negroes are allowed the elective fran- 
chise, to testify in courts of justice, and to act as 
arbiters upon the property and the lives of white 
men; and by the laws, revolting as it may appear, 
of that State, the two races are allowed to inter- 
marry. 


Mr. Giddings said: 


«1 would not be understood as desiring a servile insurrec- 
tion; but I say to southern gentlemen that there are hundreds 
of thousands of honest and patriotic men who will laugh 
at your calamity, and mock when your fear cometh? If 
blood and massacre should mark the struggle for the liberty 
of those who tor ages have been oppressed and degraded, my 
prayer to the God of Heaven shall be that justice, stern, un: 
yielding justice, may be awarded to both master and slave. 
I desire that every human being may enjoy the rights with 
which the God of nature has endowed him.” If those rights 
can be regained by the down-trodden sons of Africa in our 
southern States by quiet and peaceful means, £ hope they 
will pursue such peaceful measures. But, if they cannot 
regain these God-given rights by peaceful measures, I never- 
theless hope they will regain them; and if blood be shed, 
{ should certainly hope that it might be the blood of those 
who stand between them and their freedom, and not the 
blood of those who have tong been robbed of their wives 
and children, and at they hold dear in life,?? 


Thus L have shown that the boldest of the Oppo- 
sition leaders do not undertake to dispute the fact 
that their ultimate design is to overthrow slavery 
in the States where it exists, and that that must 
be the inevitable result of the doctrines they in- 
culcate. 

Mr, CORWIN, (in his seat.) No, sir. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I give the gentleman from 
Ohio credit for his denial; you, perhaps, would 
not do it; but you inflame the minds of the north- 
ern people; you have taught them that slavery is a 


sin; you have aroused thisstorm, and if you would, | 


youcannotcontralit. Inthe course ofa few years 
youmust passaway and éthers will take your place 
more determined than you, who will commence the 
irrepressible conflict, and strike at slavery in the 
States,and abolish itifthe southern people will sub- 
mittoit, When theanti-slavery party in England 


commenced agitating the policy of prohibiting the | 


African slave trade, they indignantly denied that 
their ulterior design was to abolish slavery in the 
British colonies. The great Powers of Europe 
united in destroying this trade, and the very next 
step in the programme was the emancipation of the 
slaves in all the British colonies. 

Mr. GOOCH. I desire to call the attention of 
the gentleman tothe Journals of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress, in reference to the appointment of the 
committees of that Congress. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I have passed from that 
point long since. 


Mr. GOOCH. 


have another opportunity. I understood the gen- 
tleman to say that there was but one gentleman 
from the South appointed as chairman of a com- 
mittee, and that was General Quitman. I find, 
upon an examination of the Journals, that there 
were six southern gentlemen appointed to the 
chairmanship of committees: Gilchrist Porter, of 
Missouri, chairman of the Committce on Private 
Land Claims; John A. Quitman, of Mississippi, 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs; 
W. H. Sneed, of Tennessee, chairman of the 
Committee on Mileage; Preston S. Brooks, of 
South Caroiina, chairman of the Committee orn 
Expenditures in the State Department; Fayette 
MeMullin, of Virginia, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds; and Wil- 
liam Aiken, of South Carolina, on the Library. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I prefer not to be di- 


Teall his attention to it now, | 
ilas I am about to leave the Hall, and might not 


vertedfrom my subject by a matter to which Ido 
not attach any very great importance. 

. Mr. GOOCH. I called the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to it now, because not being a member of 
the House at the time, I did not desire to do so 
until I had had an opportunity to consult the 
Journals. 

Mr.BARKSDALE. Those committees never 
meet. My point was that the committees were 
organized so as to give the power of the House 
to the Republican party.” 

Mr. GOOCH. I desire to say in reference to 
this matter- : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman will par- 
don me. I do not choose to be diverted from my 
purpose. I was remarking, when interrupted by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the next 
-step in the programme, after the prohibition of the 
African slave trade, was the abolition of slavery 
in the British colonies. And, sir, when the Re- 
publican party shall succeed in prohibiting sla- 
very in the Territories, the same spirit will impel 
them to assail it in the States. But what effect 
did the abolition of slavery have upon the British 
colonies? I take the island of Jamaica, for in- 
stance. When slavery existed in that island, the 
sun of heaven never cast his beams upon a more 
prosperous people. Now, under the false philan- 
thropy of England, it presents one vast scene of 
decay and desolation, “I read from the report of 
a New York editor, in 1850: 

‘It is difficult to exaggerate, and yet more difficult to de- 
fine, the poverty and industrial prostration of Jamaica, The 
natural wealth and spontaneous productiyeness of the island 
are so great that no one ean starve, and yet it seems as if the 
faculty of accumulation was suspended. Alt the product- 
ive power of the soil is running to waste. ‘The finest land 
in the world may be had at any price, and almost for the 
asking. Labor receives no compensation ; and the product 
of labor does not seein to know the way to market. Fam- 
ilies accustomed to every wealth and luxury have witnessed 
the decline of their incomes, until now, with undiminished 
estates, they find themselves wrestling with poverty for the 
commonest necessaries of life. There are no public amuse- 
ments here of any kind ; for amusements are purchased with 
the surplus wealth of the¢pcople, and hore there is no sur- 
plus. ‘There was not a theater, or a museum, or a circus, 
or any other place of entertainment involving expense, open 
during my stay ou the island. The corporation of Kingston 
owns a building whieh has been used as a theater, and inthe 
suburbs of the city is a plain once famous as a race-course 5 
but, of the first, rats and spiders are the only tenants, and 
weeds and underwood have overgrown the other.”—Bige- 
low’s Jamaica, in 1850, page 53. 

That was the effect of the emancipation of sla- 
very in Jamaica; and the same result has followed 
wherever it has been abolished by the British 
Government. i 

Slavery, in some form, has existed in all ages 
of the world, andit is sanctioned by Divine author- 
ity. We believe it to be right. ie is interwoven 
with our whole social organization, with our very 
existence as a people; and we are determined, at 
all hazards, to maintain it. And now what isthe 
aspect of the anti-slavery sentimentin this coun- 
try. At first, it was a mere speck upon the po- 
litical horizon; now it overspreads the whole 
political skies. Then the anti-slavery party was 
unimportant in numbers and powerless for evils 
but it has continued to swell and increase until it 
is now one of the great parties of the country, and 
is to-day grasping for the supremacy in the Gov- 
ernment. 

Let me read you an extract, showing how rapid 
and alarming has been its progress: _ 

“ ft first made its appearance in national politics in the 
presidential contest of 1840, when its ticket, with J. G. 
Birney, of Michigan, as its candidate for the Presidency, 
and Francis J. Lemagne, of Pennsylvania, as its vice pres- 
idential candidate, polled 7,000 votes. In 1844, with Birney 
again as its candidate, it polled 62,140. In 1848 it polled 
296,932 votes, In 1852 it polled 117,296, and in 1856, the 
candidate of the Republican party, John C. Irémont, sup- 
ported by the entire Abolition party, polled 1,341,812 votes.” 

These figures show that one million three hun- 
dred and forty-one thousand cight hundred and 
twelve votes were cast at the last presidential 
election for John C. Frémont, and that the black 
banner of Abolitionism floated in triumph over 
eleven northern States. It has upon this floor 
one hundred and twelve members, and twenty- 
four upon the floor of the Senate; and at each re- 
curring election in the northern States some true 
man gocs down before the anti-slavery storm, and 
an Abolitionist takes his place in that august body. 
Mr. Clerk, events are rapidly hurrying to a crisis, 
and we are to-day almost in the midst of a revolu- 
tion; and I deem it my duty to declare herë, what 
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I have repeatedly said before, that in the event of 
the election of a Black Republican to the Pres- 
idency,upon a sectional and hostile platform, lam 
for stern, unbending resistance to his inauguration 
as President of the southern States. 

In 1856, Mr. Fillmore, the candidate of. the 
American party for the Presidenty, made the fol- 
lowing declaration: > 

“ But this is not all, sir. We see a politica) party pre- 
senting candidates for the Presidency and Vice Presidency, 
selected for the first time from the free States alone, with 
the avowed purpose of électing these candidates by suf- 
trages of one part of the Union only, to rule over the whole 

. United States. Can it be possible that those who are en- 
gaged in such a measure can have seriously reflected upon 
the consequences which must inevitably follow, in case of 
success? Can they have the madness or the folly to be- 
lieve that our southern brethren would submit to be gov- 
emed by such a Chicf Magistrate? Would he be required 
to follow the same rule prescribed by those who elected 
him, in making bis appointments? If a man living south 
of Mason and Dixon’s line be not worthy to be President 
or Vice President, would it be proper to select one from 
the same quarier as one of his Cabinet council, or to rep- 
resent the nation in a foreign country, or, indeed, to eol- 
lect the revenue, or administer the laws of the United 
States? If not, what new rule is the President to adopt in 
selecting men for otee, that the people themselves discard 
in selecting him? ‘These are serious, but practical ques- 
tions; aud in orderto appreciate them fully, itis only neces- 
sary to turn the tables upon ourselves. Suppose that. the 
South, having a majority of the electoral votes, should de- 
clare that they would only have slaveholders for President 
and Vice President, and should elect such by their exclu- 
sive suftrages to rule over us at the North: do you think 
we would submit to it? No, not for a moment. And do 
you believe that your southern brethren are less sensitive 
on this subject than you are, or less jealous of their rights? 
Tf you do, let me tell you that you are mistaken. And, 
therefore, you must see that if this sectional party succeeds, 
it leads inevitably to the destruction of this beautiful fabric 
reared by our forefathers, cemented by their blood, and be- 
queathed to us as a”priccless inheritance.” 


Iow could Mr. Szewarn, or any other Black Re- 
publican, enforce the laws in the southern States? 
No southern man would so degrade and dishonor 
himself as to accept office at the hand of an Abo- 
lition Administration. We were told the other 
day by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Hix,] 
‘that Mr. Sewarp, if elected President, might be 
restrained by his oath; might kick the ladder from 
under him by which he was elevated .to power. 
Does his oath restrain him in the Senate? Has 
it ever restrained him? Would you arm your 
enemy with the power to strike and to destroy 

ou? Foronce, I am not willing to give Mr. Sew- 
arp the Army, the Navy, the Treasury, and all 
the power and patronage of the Government to 
wield against us. 

But we are menacingly told by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Hickman] and others, 
that the South will not be permitted to secede. 
How do they propose to prevent it? Sir, the 
army that invades the South to subjugate her 
will never return; their bodies will enrich south- 
ern soil. When the compact of the Union, the 
Constitution, has been violated, we claim the right 
of peaceable secession. That was the doctrine of 
Jefferson and Madison, and of the Virginia and 
Kentucky resolutions. The right to judge of “ in- 
fractions of the Constitution, as well as the mode 
and measure of redress,” has never been dele- 
gated to the Federal Government. It is the shield 
of the States against the illegitimate encroach- 
ments of Federal power. Weplantourselves upon 
the right of peaceable secession, and there we in- 
tend to stand. Nor can our purpose beshaken by 
the insane threats of the Abolitionists upon this 
floor. We know what.our rights are under the 
Constitution, and we intend to defend them to the 
last extremity. Every pledge the South has made 
has been religiously redeemed. There is no blot, 
no blemish, upon her bright escutcheon. And we 
demand nothing to which we are not clearly en- 
titled. We claim that we are co-equal partners in 
the Confederacy. We claim the right to carry 
our property into the common Territories, and to 
have it protected while there. We ask that our 
fugitive slaves shall be returned, that peace and 
uiet shall be restored, and that this slavery ag- 
ation shall cease forever. 

Í have never desired adissolution of this Union, 
ut shouid the Black Republican party obtain the 
ontrol of the Government, I shall be for disunion. 
Heretofore its burdens have been chiefly borne by 
he South, as the statistics which I have before me 
will clearly. prove; and we have patriotically sub- 
mitted to it because of our veneration for the Union 
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of our fathers. For the future, I would demand 
that all the compromises and guarantees of the 
Constitution shall be rigidly enforced, and I would 
stake the Union upon the issue. And even in the 
eveñt of its dissolution, I shall have no fears for 
the South. With a territory larger than all of 
Europe; with our cotton now swelling up in value 
to more than two hundred million dollars; with 
our rice and sugar and tobacco; ‘with a people 
united in feeling and sentiment, she has within her 
own borders all the elements ofasplendid republic. 
If, then, we are to have no peace; if these aggres- 
sions are still to be continucd; if this sectional 
warfare is never to cease, the South, with the 
strong arms and bravehearts of her gallant sons, 
will build up her own eternal destiny. 


THE HOMESTEAD BILL: ITS FRIENDS AND 
ITS FOES. 


SPEECH OF HON. WM. WINDOM, 
OF MINNESOTA, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 14, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. WINDOM said: z 

Mr. Cnairman: More than three months have 
elapsed since the Representatives of the people of 
this great nation assembled at the capital, for the 
purpose of transacting the business of the coun- 
try. Numerous subjects of vital importance to 
those whom we came here to serve stood out 
prominently before us and demanded prompt at- 
tention. mong these, I may mention a law 
granting the public domain in limited quantities 
to actual occupants; the protection of the lives and 
property of our citizens by judicious appropria 
tions for the improvement of our rivers and har- 
bors; wise and prudent national aid to a Pacific 
railroad by that route which is the most feasible, 
and which will contribute most to the development 
of the resources of the nation, and to the encour- 
agement of its great agricultural, commercial, and 
manufacturing interests; simple justice to the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, by her admission into the Union 
as a State without further delay; and a thorough 
and searching investigation of the alleged extrav- 
agance, profligacy, and corruption, of the present 
Administration.’ 

The country had the right to expect, and did 
expect, that all thèse subjects, and many others 
which I might name, would receive from Con- 
gress careful and prompt consideration. 

But what has been the spectacle presented to 
the country and to the world? How has the trust 
reposed in us by a confiding constituency been 
executed? Instead of proceeding at once, in an 
orderly and parliamentary manncr, to organize 
the House, the Democratic party, which professes 
so much holy horror of the agitation of sectional 
questions—and which in my State fulminates so 
many anathemas against the Republican party, 
as the party of agitation—spent eight long weeks 
in making inflammatory and treasonable appeals 
to the already over-excited sectional passions and 
predjudices of the nation. The sun could not be 
permitted to go down upon our first day’s work, 
until Democratic orators on the other side had 
thrust the slavery question upon us, and proved 
their love of slavery by showing their disregard 
of the Constitution and the Union. During the 
entire cight weeks of disorder and chaos which 


hole on the 


tinued to repeat their daily threats of disunion, 
secession, and treason, until the country became 


sively at the perpetrators of such egregious folly. 
Threats that, in the event of the election of a 
Republican President in 1860, they would ‘rend 
the Union from turret to foundation stone;’’ that 


ruption of every tie that binds this Confederacy 
together;”’ that ‘if you [the Republican party] 
present your sectional candidate in 1860, elect him 
as the representative of your system of labor, and take 
possession of the Government as the instrument 
of your power in thjs contest of ‘irrepressible 
conflict,’ we of the South will tear this Constitution 
| in pieces, and look to our guns for justice against 


reigned in this Hall, members of that party con- | 


disgusted with the farce, and only smiled deri- į 


such an election “ ought to be resisted to the dis- | 


aggression and wrong.” Threats such’ as‘thése; 
by being so often repeated, became stale and 
meaningless, and towards the end:of the contest 
for Speaker failed to command enough of inter- 
est to excite even a smile. Denunciation and 
misrepresentation of the Republican party and its 
principles were fully indulged in by the other 
side, and answered, as such baseless charges de- 
serve to. be, by silence and by orderly and per- 
sistent efforts to organize the House and proged 
with the business of the country. : 

I do not allude to these things, Mr. Chairman, 
with the desire to give additional publicity to the 
disreputable conduct of the Democratic party; for 
Í would gladly, for my country’s sake and the 
honor of her fair name, blot out the doings of that 
party during those eight weeks from. the .pages 
of history. I mention them only for the purpose 
of expressing the hope, that as the Democratic 
party has sufliciently shown the truc character of 
its professed conservatism and love of the Union, 
we may now be permitted to give our attention 
to those measures which are of some importance 
to the country. 

All I desire to say at this time upon the exciting 
subject of slavery 1s, that while the people whom 
I have the honor to represent will not consent that 
the crack of the oppressor’s whip or the clank of 
the bondsman’s chains shall be heard, or the foot- 
prints of the slave traced, in any of the Territories 
of this nation, they do not intend or desire to in- 
terfere with the domestic affairs of the people of 
any other State. They are loyal to the Constitu- 
tion, and‘ they love the Union too well -to enter 
into any discussion of its value or the costs of its 
dissolution. They feel that its blessings were 
ee by the blood of their fathers, and shall 

e preserved, if necd be, by their own. 

Mr. Chairman, my time will not permit an cx- 
tended discussion of the many questions which 
are presented to this committee by the President’s 
message and accompanying documents, and I will 
therefore confine myself to a few remarks. on 
what I conceive to be the most important measure 
which cancome before this or any other Congress 
—the bill granting “ free homes to the homeless.”’ 

Itis difficult to comprehend, sir, how a measure 
so eminently just in itself, and so fraught with 
good results to all parts of the country, and to 
every class of our citizens, can find an opponent 
in or out of these Halls. And yet the records of 
the last Congress show that it did mect with act- 
ive, determined, and persistent opposition from 
the Democraticside of this House, and from Dem- 
ocratic Senators at the other end of the Capitol. 
Although every Republican Senator, and every 
Republican member of the House, except Mr. 
Nichols, of Ohio, at the last session, voted for this 
measure, it failed to become a law. It is true that, 
by the votes of the Republican party and of a few | 
northern and western Democrats, it passed the 
House, but when itentered the Senate it met and 

grappled with the ‘ Cuba bill,” and fell in the 
unequal contest, strangled by Democratic hands. 

This struggle between the Republican party, as 
the friend of the toiling millions of the country, 
and the Democratic party, as the champion of the 
aristocratic, pampered, purge-proud few, who re- 
gard the laboring man as a slave, and estimate 
his importance only by the amount of money they 
can wring from his hard-earned pittance, is no 
new struggle. It is only a slight modification of 
that ‘‘irrepressible conflict”’—as old as avarice 
itself—between the sons of toil, on the one hand, 
struggling for food and raiment, and for an hum- 
ble home beneath whose roof they may shelter 
their wives and children, and grasping, insatiate 
capital on the other, secking to erect for itself ` 
luxurious palaces upon the bones and muscles 
and heart’s blood of those whom it is pleased to 
designate the ‘‘mud-sills”’ of society. 

Thestrugele between capital and labor has ever 
beenafearfulone. It has caused throne#to crum- 
ble and brought the heads of tyrants to the block. 
But, alas! too often capital has prevailed in the 
contest, and labor has been crushed bencath the 
iron heel of oppression. The fate which this 
measure met in the Democratic Senate, and at the 
hands of Democratic Representatives, at the last 
session of Congress, shows the true position of 
that party in this great conflict. ` 

An honorable Democratic Senator, [Mr. CLAY, 
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of Alabama,] in aspeech delivered some time ago, 
in the Senate, said: 


“Property is. the foundation of every social fabric. _To 
preserve, protect, and perpetuate rights of property, society. 
is formed and government is framed.” 


Contrast this declaration of the principles of 
modern Democracy with the enunciation of the 
great truths of genuine Democracy by Jefferson 
in the Declaration of Independence: 


«We hold these truths to be self-evident : that all men are 
created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with 
certain inalienable rights; that among these are life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness ; and that to secure these 


rights governments are instituted among men.” 


After having thus asserted the modern doctrine 
of his party as to capital, the same Senator, in 
speaking of the convention which framed the Le- 
compton constitution, thus expressed his opin- 
ions of the people: ; 


“In my opinion, they [the framers of the Lecompton 
constitution] would have acted in stricter accordance with 
the spirit ond genius of our institutions, if they had. not 
submitted it in whole or in part tothe popular vote. Our 
fathers founded republican governments in preference to 
democracies, not so much because it would be impractica 
ble; as because it would be unwise and inexpedient tor the 
people themselves to. assemble amd adopt laws.” 


In another part of the same specch, in speak- 
ing of the fathers of the Republic, he says: 


“'They knew from the examples furnished by Greece and 
italy that it is impossible, in a pure democracy, to remove 
the causes or control the effects of faction ; that an abso- 
lute majority is oftener swayed by passion than by reason; 
that its voice is oftener that of a demon than of God; that 
it is the most cruct, rapacious, intolerant, and intolerable of 
all tyrants.” 

Another honorable Democratic Senator, and a 
leader of his party, [Mr. HAmmonn, of South Car- 
olina,] in elucidating the difference between the 
two classes represented by labor and capital, 
says: 

“In all social systems there must be a class to do the 
menial duties, and perform the drudgery of life. That is, a 
elasa requiring but a low order of intellect and but litte 
skill. Its requisites are vigor, docility, and fidelity. Such 
a class you must have, or you would not have that other 
elass which leads progress, civilization, and refinement. 
It constitutes the very mud-sills of society and of potitieal 
government; and you might as well attempt to build a 
house in the air, as to build either the one or the other cx- 
eept on this mud-sitl. 

“Png poor ye always have with you; for the man who 
lives by daily labor, and searecly lives at that, and who has 
to put out his labor in the market, and take the best he can 
get for it, in short, your whole class of manual laborers and 
opcratines, as you cali them, are essentially slaves.” 


If additional evidence is demanded that in this 
struggle between labor and capital the Demo- 
cratic parny has arrayed itself on the side of the 
latter, | will quote one or two more extracts from 
good Democratic authority. Mr. Calhoun, the 
great leader and patron saint of modern Democ- 
racy, in a speech delivered in the United States 
Senate, in 1838, used this language: 


t Many in the Sonth once believed that it [slavery] was 
a moral and political evil; that folly and delusion is gone. 
We sec it now in its true light, and regard it as the most 
safe and stable basis for tree institutions in the world. It 
is impossible with us that the conflict can take place be- 
tween labor and capital, which make tt so difficul: to estab- 
Ushanda maintain free institutionsin all wealthy and highly- 
civilized nations where such institutions as ours [slavery] 
do not exist. Appendiz Congressional Globe, 1837-38, 
page 62. 

This, sir, was thefirst distinct enunciation of 
the principles which now form the real platform 
ofthatparty. The Richmond Enquirer, a lead- 
ing and influential journal of the Democratic party, 
said: 

“This is but part of onr programme; we mean to show 
up free society—to show that the litle experiment made in 
a comer of western Europe has signally failed. Then we 
will invade our North, where a similar experiment is making 
—not made. We will point to a thousand premonitory 
symptoms of ultimate failure, and always adduce the Abo- 
litionists themseives as our witnesses, In fine, we intend, 
from time to time, to institute a searching comparison be- 
tween slave society and free society, and to prove that the 
former is the old, almost universal, normal, and natural, 
condition of civilized society.” 


A Democratic paper poued in Lynchburg, 
Virginia, in 1854, called the Lynchburg Repub- 
lican, in speaking of this conflict between capital 
and labor says: 


“(And is there no solution—no harmonizing remedy?” — * 
*  * * «Woman is inferior to man; God and nature 
declare the fact; but where the cause of quarrel between 
the two? The child is inferior to its parents 3 but no war 
ean grow upbetween them. [n the last cases, the inferior- 
ity and subjection have ever heen recognized. Not so with 
capital and labor. Theyhave never ceased to fight for the 
mastery, and they NEVER will, until their true relations are 


recognized and acted upon by society. If this were done, their 
clashing interests would be harmonized and made identical. 
How and where is thisdone?_ We answer, that it isaccom- 
plished by slavery, as it exists in- the southern States.” 
= w * . «c Slavery is the corner-stone of our repub- 
licanism.”?* * —* — Slavery is the great peace- 
maker between capital and labor.” 


Here, sir, you have the Democratic solution of 
this great problem. This struggle between capi- 
tal and labor will never end, itis said, ‘* until their 
true relations are recognized and acted upon by 
society,’’and the laborer is owned by the capitalist. 
Nor is it proposed to confine the blessings of sla~ 
very to the negro racealone. T'he white laborer, 
in the opinion of these Democratic leaders, comes 
also within the principle upon which they justify 
slavery; and they claim that the right of one man 
to own another “ does not depend upon difference in 
complexion.” I quote again from the Richmond 
Enquirer: 

“The Sonth now maintains that slavery is right, natural- 
and necessary. Itshows that all Divine and almost all hu- 
man authority justifies it. ‘The South further charges that 
the little experiment of free society in western Europe has 
been from the beginning a cruel failure, and that symptoms 
of failure arc abundant in our North. While it is far more 
obvious that negroes should be slaves than whites—for they 
are only fit to labor, not to direct—yet the principle of slavery 
is in itself right, and does not depend on difference of complex- 
ion.” 

Again: Mr. Fitzhugh, in a book entitled Failure 
of Free Sociedy, circulated extensively in the 
South, says: d 

“We do not adopt the theory that Ham was the ancestor 
of the negro race. The Jewish slaves were not negroes, 
and to contine the justification of slavery to that race would 
be to weaken its scriptural authority, and to lose the whole 
weight of profane authority, for we read of no negro slavery 
in ancient times.” * = * +  * — “ Slavery, black 
or white, is right and necessary”? * is x «The 
slaves are governed far better than the free laborers at the 
North are governed. Our negroes are not only better off as 


to physical comfort than free laborers, but their moral con- | 


dition is better.’’--Page 98. 

From the same book, on page 179, I quote the 
following: 

“Men are not ‘bom entitled to equal rights It would 
be far nearer the truth to say that some were born with 
saddiss on their backs, and others booted and spurred to 
ride tbem; and the riding does them good.” 

Now, sir, viewing the homestead bill from the 
Democratic stand-point, and by the light of mod- 
ern Democratic doctrines and principles, it must 
be conceded by all that that party is strictly con- 
sistent in opposing it. Modern Democracy would 
crush the laborer, and reduce him to a mere chat- 
tel. This measure will cause “labor to look up 
in the midst of toil, and be proud.” 

Modern Democracy would place the Jands of 
the nation in the hands of the capitalist, and per- 
mit him to buy and sell the tillers of the soil— 
negroes if convenient, if not, white men; for its 
doctrine is that “the principle of slavery is right in 
itself, and does not depend on difference of com- 
plexion.” The homestead bill will divide the pub- 
lic domain into small quantitics, and make every 
tiller of the soil an independent freeman. 

Candor requires me to say, sir, that I do not 
belicve such sentiments as those I have quoted 
are entertained by the entire Democratic party; 
but they are the sentiments and principles of those 
who lead that party and control its councils. As 
a party you are opposed to the interests of free 
labor. and seck, by your legislation, to protect and 
build up the capitalist. Democracy in the North 
and West is quite a different thing from Democ- 
racy in the South; but it is very evident that the 
Democratic party in the former sections is pow- 
erless, and is rapidly becoming an extinct insti- 
tution. It may be truthfully written upon all its 
tents, as upon the tents of the Indian tribes of the 
West, ‘ Passing away! passing away!’’ The 
chief difference there noticeable between the In- 
dian tribes and the Democracy is, that the former 
have gone in a westerly and the latter in a south- 
erly direction. The one seeks to escape from the 


| presence of the white man, and enjoy the bless- 
| ings of liberty upon the wild, free prairies of the 


West; while the former turns his back upon the 
free white laborer, and seeks the blessings of sla- 
very on the negro plantations of the South. 

We have scen, sir, how this beneficent meas- 
ure has hitherto been treated by the Democratic 
party in Congress. I now beg the indulgence of 
the House for afew moments while I examine 
the position of this Administration, elected to its 
present position by the Democracy of the coun- 


| rich, the people become poor. 
+ 


try, in relation to it, as disclosed in the annual re- 
port of the Secretary of the Interior, forthe year 
1859. > 

In speaking of the ‘‘ expectation in the public 
mind’’ that Congress would pass the homestead 
bill, the honorable Scerctary says: 

“The enactment of a law embracing such objects would 
work a change hostile to all preceding legislation in refer- 
ence to the public lands; a change, in my judgment, un- 


sound in principle and fraught with ruinous consequences in 
its practical application.” 


~ 


In support of the opinion that an act which 
the public expect us to pass, and which five sixths 
of the people of this country demand at our hands, 
would be “ unsound in principle, and fraught with 
ruinous consequences,” the honorable Secretary, 
speaking doubtless in the name of his party—at 
least as its head in this Department—urges the 
following reasons: 

“ The public lands of the United States constitute a leg- 
acy of inestimable value, which, if wisely administered, 
will he the basis of a public credit far more substantial 
than is possessed by any other nation in the world. ‘The 
price at which the public lands are now sold is litle ifany 
above prime cost, if we take into account the expense of 
removing the Indians and protecting the western frontier; 
and it is but just that those who appropriate to themselves 
the richest tracts and choicest locations, and who espe- 
cially have the protection of Government, while doing s0 
should make some reasonable return in money.” 

I concede, sir, with pride, that the public lands 
of the United States constitute a ‘ legacy of ines- 
timable value;’’ but I maintain that this legacy 
belongs to the people, and not to that intangible 
thing called Government; and I wili ever oppose, 
to the utmost of my limited capacity, that senti- 
ment—already too prevalent—which would cen- 
tralize the wealth of the nation, instead of dis- 
tributing it among the people. 

A State is great, rich, and powerful, not in pro- 
portion to the mass of wealth which it may accu- 
mulate in its treasury, but in proportion as the 
men who constitute it are prosperous, honest, 
brave, and happy. The accumulation and cen- 
tralization of wealth in the public Treasury has 
a direct tendency to corrupt those who make and 
execute the laws, and to impoverish the people. 
The history of the world abounds in proofs of the 
fact, that just in proportion as the State grows 
Iclaim that this 
“legacy” spoken of by the honorable Secretary 
is not one to be used by the nation, assuch, as a 
basis of public credit, and for the purpose of cen- 


tralizing power in the hands of a few favorites of 
the Government, but that, by all the principles of 


sound policy and justice, humanity and right, it 
belongs to the people, and that Congress is only 
the trustee of this splendid patrimony, and in 
duty bound so to exccute the trust that the right- 
ful owners—the people—may enjoy the full ban- 
efit of it. 

But it is claimed that “ the price at which the 
public lands are now sold is but little, if any, 
above prime cost,” &c.; and the conclusion is, 
that the Government cannot afford to make the 
distribution contemplated by this bill. All the 
reply which I desire to make to the argument of 
the Secretasy and of my Democratic friends, on 
this point, is to call their attention to the popon 
of the Secretary of the Interior in 1850, by which 
itis shown that the public lands had then paid 
for themselves, and left a surplus of $60,000,000 
in the Treasury. The receipts from the sales of 
public lands since 1850 amount to over forty mil- 
lion dollars; so that it appears the Government 
has been fully repaid the amount of money ex- 
pended for them, and has also extracted a profit 
from the hard earnings of the pioneer amounting 
to the very comfortable sum of over one hundred 
million dollars. It is said, also, by this Demo- 
cratic Administration, in the report of the honor- 
able Secretary, that it is but just and fair that 
those who take these lands ‘‘should make some 
reasonable return in money.” 

This objection may look very plausible, sir, to 
those who have been reared in luxury and case; 
who occupy high offices in this city under the 
Federal Government, and whose pockets are filled 
with this ‘reasonable return;’’ but I would re- 
spectfully invite such persons to come with me to 
the pioncer settlements of the West, and, if 1 mis- 
take not, they will return wiser, if not better men. 
They will find there a people industrious, frugal, 
intelligent, brave, and generous, before whose 
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sturdy blows the wilderness is rapidly disappear- 
ing, and the prairies waving with golden grain, but 
who, when the Government requires from them 
this “reasonable retuyn,’’ are, in thousands of in- 
stances, unable to meet the demand. Or if, by 
denying to their wives and children the common 
comforts and necessaries of life, they are able to 
pay the last farthing demanded by this inexorable 
creditor, (the Government,) they are left destitute 
of the means of educating their children, and of 
improving and stocking their farms; and, from 
‘sheer necessity, are compelled to mortgage them, 
and thus place themseives in the power of some 
remorseless speculator or Shylock, who finally 
sweeps away from them their humble homes, and 
with them the hopes by which they had been sus- 
tained during years of toiland privation. The 
forced on by his unconquerable will and determ- 
ination, the’ pioneer strikes out further¥into the 
western wilds; toils and suffers, hopes and en- 
dures, until the hoarse voice of the Government 
official is again heard, and his homestead is again 
sold to increase the wealth of some speculator, 
and to fill the insatiable maw of the public Treas- 
uy. The honorable Secretary of the Interior 
says that ‘*the true pioneer spends his life in 
the woods. When the frontier moves he moves 
with it.” 


«Tis true, tls pity ; 
And pity ’tis, ’tis true.” 

- The reason of its truth in many instances may 
be found in the unjust and oppressive policy of 
the Government. 

It is further suggested by the Administration 
that this measure will diminish the revenues of 
the Government. It would be a very easy task, 
sir, to show that it would have precisely the op- 
posite effect; and that, by bringing these lands 
under cultivation, increasing the wealth of the 
people, and placing the means of purchasing arti- 
cles on which dutjes are paid to the Government 
in the hands of millions who are now unable to 
buy them, you would add vastly more to the rev- 
enues than by the present unjust and cruel sys- 
tem of taxing the people for the ‘right to live.” 

In order that we may understand the force of 
this argument of necessity, and also appreciate the 
grace with which it comes from the present Ad- 
ministration, let us examine fora moment the 
expenditures of the Government. And for the 
purpose of instituttng comparisons not very flat- 
tering, perhaps, to the “ powers thatbe,” I will 
read, by decades, from a‘* statement of the receipts 
and expenditures of the Government,”’ published 
by authority of the Senate, The total appropri- 
ations, exclusive of the public debt, in the year 
1890, were $7,314,949; in 1810, $6,729,322; in 
1820, $8,435,466; in 1830, $13,583,681; in 1840, 
$26,112,593; in 1850, $47,162,506; and for the 
year ending June 30, 1858, the enormous sum of 
371,901,129 75. The same statement from which 
i read shows that the average yearly receipts from 
the sales of the public lands for the last thirty 
years have been less than three million dollars per 
annum. Thus you perceive that the income from 
the public lands, under the existing system, fur- 
nishes but a very small proportion of the revenues 
of the Government, and contributes but a drop to 
the vast ocean of Democratic extravagance and 
profligacy by which this country has been del- 
uged for the last three years. 

Whilst this Administration has (as appears by 
the statement just read) in a single year, and in 
atime of profound peace with all the wgrid, ex- 
cept Utah, squandered over TWENTY MILLIONS 
more of the people’s money than was ever Cx- 
pended in any one year before the inauguration 
of President Buchanan’s reckless system of ex- 
penditure, we are now told by this same Admin- 
istration that it is unwise to pass the homestead 
bill, because it will reduce the revenues. The 
people, who ask their God-given rights to homes 
and the means of subsistence, are to, be denied 
them in order that the Administration may have 
money to squander by the million on party pets 
and favorites, to corrupt the ballot-box, and wrest 
from the people the dearest rights of freemen. 
Sir, if this Democratic party is to continue in 
power for a few years longer, (which dire curse 
may merciful Heaven avert!) it will become ne- 
cessary to sell, not only the public lands of the 
natien, but the private lands of individuals. Cur- 


by bribery, when it cannot be accomplished by 
fraud; lop oif your thousands of unnecessary 
offices, which were created solely for the purpose 
of rewarding those to whom you were inde ted for 
political services; let the people who may here- 
after wish to come into the Union under a free 
constitution do so; and do not, by means of the 
power and wealth of the Government, endeavor 
to force a constitution upon them which is odious 
to every feeling of their nature and every instinct | 
of humanity, and you will then have revenue in 
abundance to carry on the Government, without 
denying to the people that which they of right 
demand at your hands. ` 

The honorable Secretary, in support of his po- 
sition, goes on: 

“Tf lands now be given to settlers in consideration of 
residence only, on what pretext will Congress refuse those 
who have heretofore compfeted the prescribed period of 
residence a return of the money which they have already 
paid for their homesteads ??? 

In my humble opinion, sir, the fact that we have 
pursued a-wrong policy in the past, furnishes no 
very conclusive or satisfactory reason for contin- 
uing it inthe future. It may, perhaps, be impos- 
sible for the Government to repair all the wrongs 
which have resulted from its misguided land pol- 
icy; but the bill introduced by my colleague Mr. 
Axpricu] remedies them as far as is practicable, 
and prevents their future occurrence. It gives to 
those who have alréady entered upon their lands, 
under existing preémptiom laws, the same ben- 
efits as are conferred upon those who shall here- 
after go upon them. 

Again, the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
says: 7 

“Should, however, the new policy of a gratuitous dis- 
tribution of the public Jands be adopted, it is evident that 
while an undue stimulus would be given to emigration, land 
bounty ean no longer be held out as an inducement to fu- 
ture military service.” 

What is meant here, sir, by “ emigration?” 
Is it emigration from the old States of the Con- 
federacy to the new ones which the Secretary of 
the Interior is afraid of stimulating? Is this Ad- 
ministration the peculiar guardian of the interests 
of only one portion of the Union? . Does it fear 
that the old States cannot compete with the new 
ones in the race for empire on this continent, and | 
that, therefore, the strong and powerful must be 
protected against the weak? Does the Adminis- 
tration understand the advantages of soil and 
climate in the great Northwest, and fear the effect 
of emigration upon a certain ‘ peculiar institu- 
tion,” for which it manifests so much tender re- 
gard? If none of these things are intended by 
the Secretary, it must be that he fears, and would 
discourage, emigration from foreign lands. The 
latter, I presume, is the true meaning of the re- | 
port. I have long known that although the Dem- 
ocratic party is profuse of praise of our natural- 
ized fellow-citizens when votes are wanted from 
them, yet the controlling power in that party will 
stab them in the dark whenever an opportunity 
is presented. 
be the case. The god at whose shrine that party | 
pays its adoration is the Moloch, slavery; and | 
they know full well that the emigrant who comcs | 
to this country, to escapegthe despotism of his 
own, will not long be found among such wor- 
shipers. 

As the shouts of the populace and the beating 
of drums in the valley of Tophet drowned the 
cries of children burnt in sacrifice to the ancient | 
Moloch, so the name “Democracy” may, foralittle | 
while, charm and mislead the foreign-born citizen, 
and the peans which are sung to that name may, 
forashort time, diverttheir minds from the enorm- 
ities of its practices and real principles. But the | 
men whocome here from foreign lands with hearts 
yearning for freedom cannot long be deluded by 
such things, and the Democracy know it. They | 
know, also, that a very large proportion of the 
emigrants from Europe locate in the North and 
West, and they feel that, when those men have 
once tasted the blessings of liberty, they cannot į 
be safely trusted to bind fetters upon others; to 
oppose the interests of free labor; and to extend i 
the area of human slavery. I therefore repeat, 
it is quite natural to expect that party to be at 


tail your expenditures; cease to carry elections 


It is but natural that such should |} 


l action! 


for them to charge hostility to the emigrant: upon 
i the Republican party. The rogue who has your 
money in his pocket is always first to raise the 
oy. of ** stop thief P? os 

am thereforenot at all astonished, Mr. Chair? 
man, that the Administration should urge this as 
one of the objections to the homestead bill. Noram 
I in the least surprised that the only Democratic 
Senator who has ever taken any interest ‘in favor of 
this measure’ [Senator Jounson,. of Tennessee] 
should have lately introduced into the Senate a 
homestead bill which confers its benefits only on 
CITIZENS of the United States; thus compelling the 
emigrant to remain here five years before he can 
enter upon the public lands, and ten years before 
he can obtain a patent. Nor did it excite in my 
mind the least degree of astonishment when, dur- 
ing the protracted contest for Speaker of this 
House, l saw the entire Democratic party, save 
only three, forgetting that which at home the 
profess to be their “chief joy;” forgetting their 
| professions of ardent and undying love for the 
naturalized citizen, and in an almost unbroken 
phalanx going over to the support of a gentleman 
for Speaker [Mr. Smrru, of North Carolina] who 
was electeda member of this House by the Amer- 
ican party, and who was formally presented as the 
caucus nominee of that organization. -The nom- 
ination of Mr. Smitu was made by Mr. Mar- 
Lory, of Kentucky, an American, who stated that 
he “had been instructed by his party to nominate 
Mr. Smitu, of North Carolina, as their nomince 
for the Speakership.”. 

Now, sir, for one, I have no fears of giving *‘ an 
| undue stimulus to emigration.” I prefer the bill of 
i my colleague to the onc introduced in the Senate, 
| for the reason that its provisions are broader and 
more liberal. The Senate bill confines its bene- 
! fits to citizens of the United States only, whilst thar 
| of my colleague, and also that of the honorable 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow,] ex- 
| tend therf to all persons who, at the time of enter- 
ing upon their lands, have declared their intention 
to become citizens, provided their naturalization 
| is perfected before the issuance of the patent. 

The early theory of the founders of this Re- 
public was, that it should be an asylum for the 
oppressed of all nations who chose to seek refuge 
under our flag. The temple of liberty erected upon 
this. continent by our fathers was reared at the 
ezpense of seven long years of toiland endurance. 

"he blood of the noble and generous friends of 
freedom from foreign lands was mingled with that 
of America’s bravest sons in its consecration, As 
i the heroes of the Revolution looked upon this 
| work of their hands—the noblest the world had 
| ever known—their hearts swelled with pride and 
| joy at the thought that its spacious arches were 
broad enough to protect every human being on 
the whole earth in whose soul the Creator had 
| planted a love of freedom. Let us emulate them 
jin their liberal views and policy. Keep wide open 
thedoors of that magnificent temple. Let the emi- 
grant come to our shores if he desires to do so. 

et him help us to cultivate our lands, build our 
towns and cities, railroads and canals, and enjoy 
with us the inestimable blessings of freedom; and 
when the hour of peril to the country shall come— 
| if come it must—you will ever find him in the 
: future, as you have done in the past, true to the 
| principles of liberty, and ready to bare his strong 
arm in the contest for the right. 
| A word, Mr. Chairman, upon the other branch 
| of the objection last quoted: thatif the new polie 
proposed by this measure should be adopted, 
“bounty land can no longer be held out as an 
inducement to future military service,” and that 
therefore the military strength of the nation will 
be diminished. 

It is, sir, in my opinion little less than a slan- 
der upon the patriotic volunteer of this Republic 
to say that when he hears the clarion notes of 
war calling him to the defense of his country’s 
rights and honor, and, fearless of danger and 
i death, he rushes to the bloody conflict, the mo- 
tives which prompt his heroism are such as those 
attributed to him by the honorable Secretary. No, 
sir; he has a ehen, purer, nobler, incentive to 
The merely mercenary soldier exhibits 
no such valor and patriotism as does the Amer- 
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heart opposed to the emigrant. It is also in ac- 


| cordance with the known rules of human conduct | 


ican volunteer when vindicating the honor of his 
country on the battle-field. If you would ‘en~ 
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courage a prompt response to a call for volunteers 
in time of war,” give every manahome to love and 
defend—a home whose hearthstone shall be made 
sacred to his heart by the pure affections of wife 
and children—and you will have an army of vol- 
unteers which the combined wealth and power of 
the world can neither bribe nor subdue! You 
will have on. every farm and in every cottage a 
sentinel upon the watch-tower of liberty! You 

will have encircled the nation with a cordon of 
valiant hearts and strong arms, more impregnable 
than gates of brass or battlements of stone! 

So far, sir, from being ‘‘ unsound in principle,” 
it seems to me this bill is founded upon the sound- 
est principles of national policy. Its leading 
object is to encourage and build up the agricul- 
tural interest of the country—an interest ake 
has no equal in importance, and yet one whic 
has hitherto been sadly neglected. ‘¢ Independent 
farmers are everywhere the bases of society and 
the true friends of liberty,” said the immortal 
Jackson. 

Daniel Webster, in speaking of this subject, 
once said: 

« Agriculture feeds us; in a great degree, it clothes us; 
without it we could not have manufactures, and we should 
not have commerce. These all stand together; but they 
stand together like pillars in a column, the largest in the 
center; and that largest is agriculture.” 


I am no advocate for that policy which looks 
only to the building up of large cities, and neglects 
that interest which constitutes the basis of national 
prosperity. Asan American citizen, I fecl proud 
of our magnificent cities, which have grown up 
as if by magic within a few years; but I am 
prouder far of our millions of cultivated ficlds, 
and our thousands of thriving villages. . 

The men who arc to preserve the institutions of 
this country, and to carry it onward to that glo- 
rious destiny which awaits it, will not be reared 
in your cities, or in palaces of wealth, but they 
will come from the humble cottage of the farmer 
and the workshop of the artisan. It is upon the 
farm and in the workshop that thosc lessons of 
virtue and those principles of self-reliance arc 
learned, which make the truc man and the truc 
patriot. Your citics would become intolerable 
cesspools of vicè and immorality, were it not that 
a better clement from the rural districts is con- 
tinually pouring into and purifying them. Po- 
litically, they would be cancerous sores, which 
would corrupt the whole nation, were it not that 
the rabble who so often control elections in them 
are themselves controlled by the farmers, mechan- 
ies, and artisans of the country. 

But, sir, the bencficent effects of this measure 
will not be confined to any one portion or section 
of the Republic. By its adoption you will in- 
crease the population and agricultural products of 
the West. You will provide homes for your sons, 
brothers, friends, and neighbors in the older 
States; and they, in turn, will furnish a market. 
for the manufactured articles of the East, and the 
cotton and sugar of the South; and at the same 
time supply the means of subsistence to the hun- 
dreds of thousands of needy poor who now throng 
your eastern and southern cities. 

But it is suggested that this bill proposes to 
make a “gratuitous distribution’? of the public 
lands. It proposes no such thing. It proceeds 
upon the principle of a consideration received b 
the Government, and I maintain that this consid- 
cration is ample; that the man who, undergoing 
the hardships and privations, and encountering 
the labors and dangers, incident to pioncer life, 
subdues, improves, and cultivates onc hundred 
and sixty acres of wild land, does more for the 
Governmentthan would be done for him under the 
provisions of this bill. All the unnumbered mil- 
lions of acres belonging to the United States are 
utterly worthless until they are rendered valuable 
by the persevering industry of the settler; and 
every cent which is received from the sale of these 
lands is a tax imposed upon the industry of the 
óccupantand cultivator. The title to all that vast | 
domain included within the valley of the Missis- 
sippi would have remained in the Government 
without a bidder until doomsday, if the bold and 
hardy pioneer had not erected upon them his 
cabin, brought them under cultivation, and thus 
made them a source of profit and wealth to the 
nation. l 


As I am better acquainted with the condition 
and history of my own State than any other, I will 
take it as an illustration of the benefits the coun- 
try would derive from the occupancy and culti- 
vation of the public domain. And here permit 
me to read an extract from alate message of Hon. 
Alexander Ramsey, the present Governor of that 
State: a 

« Contrast the condition of the State of Minnesota to-day 
with that of the Territory of Minnesota ten years ago. Then 
no thriving towns dotted our fertile prairies, or welcomed 
the steamboat to their crowded levees ; no steamboats daily 
plowed our navigable waters; no mills on every stream 
converted the monarchs of the forest into lumber, or the 
cereal growth into flour; and the unfurrowed fields smiled 
with no bountifulharvest. The population of the Territory 
scarcely reached five thousand, and the total valuation of 
property was but little over eight hundred thousand dollars.” 

“The present population is probably one hundred and 
cighty thousand. The assessed value of taxable property 
for 1858 was over forty million dollars.” * = * — * * 
«The following statistics are prepared froma township can- 
vass, embracing nearly every dfstrict, and are undoubtedly 
reliable. They show the present extent of our farming in- 
terest, which will always be the leading one ; and also the 
fitness and eapabilitics of our soil and climate for agricul- 
tural purposes: 

Whole area under cultivation, 1859........464,600 acres. 
Number of farms .... rere + 21,533 
Average of tilled land per farm sees’. 21h 
PRODUCTS OF 1859. 
Bushels of wheat harvested.. .... 
com “ . 
oats  & +, 37309,480 
potatoes about 3,000,000 

“The average yield of wheat per acre for the last year, 
in this State, was over twenty bushels. 
nearly double the average yield in the, so-called, wheat- 
growing States, indicates cither an extraordinary year, ora 
better adaptation of soil and climate to wheat culture.” 

Now, sir, estimating the wheat crop of Minne- 
sota at only ninety cents per bushel, her corn at 
thirty cents, her oats at twenty cents, and her po 
tatoes at twenty-five cents, you have, as the pro- 
ceeds of one ycar’s labor, $5,547,336. Suppos- 
ing those twenty-one thousand five hundre and 
thirty-three farms to be worth, in the posses- 
sion of the Government, $200 cach, they would 
amount to the sum of $4,306,600—a sum less, by 

1,240,736, than the industry of the peoplé has 

rawn from the soil in a single year. Add to this 
the fact that, by developing this country, the set- 
tlers of that State have in ten years increased the 
aggregate wealth of the nation $40,000,000; and if 
the theory be correct that it is better the nation’s 
wealth should be in the hands of the people than 
in the public Treasury, I ask if those twenty-one 
thousand five hundred and thirty-three farmers 
have not done more for the Government than 
would have been done for them if their homes had 
been obtained under the provisions of a bill like 
this? 

The country now. known as Minnesota has for 
ages possessed the same salubrious and delight- 
ful climate; the same pure, clear, invigorating at- 
mosphere; tlie same majestic rivers traversing her 
territory, from one extremity to the other; the 
same crystal streams gushing from her mountains 
and murmuring through her flowery prairies, and 
the same beautiful scenery and fertile soil. But 
of what value were all these things to the nation 
until the ax and plow of the pioner took the place 
of the bow and scalping-knife of the savage, and 
the toupce of the Indian gave way to the church, 
the school-house and the thriving village of the 
white settler? Theréwas untold wealth hidden 
in her nexhaustable soil; but it was valueless to 
the Government until drawn forth by the patient 
industry of the farmer. 

The determination and tircless energy of the 
people of that State have done much to develop 


t 


«a 13,435,950 
-3,476,950 
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the country and increase the wealth of the na- | 


tion; but their progress is in no way the result of 
your land system. Your policy has been to turn 
loose upon them, as upon the citizens of other 
new States, a horde of speculators and “ sharks,” 
who have entered large tracts of land, and will 
neither improve them themselves nor permit others 
to do so; and who are now very contentedly wait- 
ing in their comfortable and perhaps luxurious 
eastern or southern homes, until the labor of the 
settler upon his own land shall enhance the value 
of theirs. Had it not been for the fact that the 
farmers of Minnesota were compelled to pay to 
the Government for those twenty-one thousand 
five hundred and thirty-three farms the enorm- 
ous sum of over four million dollars, as we have 
just seen, they would have been able to improve 


and cultivate a much greater amount of land; they 
would have been free from debt; the proceeds of 
last year’s labor would have been $10,000,000 in- 
stead of $4,000,000; and the taxable property of 
the State $100,000,000 instead of $40,000,000. 
Thus, sir, the effect of your false land system has 
been to cripple the energy of the settler and retard 
the development of the country. 

Let this bill pass; let monopoliesin land be for- 
ever destroyed; let every man who is willing to 
work have a homestead of his own; and before a 
quarter of a century shall have passed away, a 
score of mighty and prospcrous States, the pride 
of the Republic and the admiration of the world, 
will leap forth from the great valleys, prairies, and 
forests of the West, like youthful giants rejoicing 
in their strexgth. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. OWEN LOVEJOY, 
OF ILLINOIS, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


March 26, 1860, 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. LOVEJOY said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: Memorialsand petitions, asking 
for the enactment of a law giving the public lands 
in limited quantities to actual settlers, have been 
presented to the House. They are very many 
and very numerously signed. They have come 
pouring in from all parts of the country—alike 
from cities, towns, and rural districts. They are 
signed by all, irrespective of party or social posi- 
tion. This fact shows a widely-difused and deep 
interest in the success of this measure. For the 
last thirty years this subject has attracted, to a 
greater or less extent, the attention of the people 
of the United States, and for the latter half of that 
period it has been pretty thoroughly and generally 
discussed. The public sentiment of the country 
scems fully ripe for its adoption, and even de- 
mands it. ` I believe no one doubts that this is a 
beneficent measure, so far as the interests of the 
people are concerned. There are those, however, 
who fear that it may prove injurious to the inter- 
ests of the Government. 

In order to arrive at just conclusions on this 
point, it should be remembered that what is ben- 
eficial to the people cannot be detrimental to the 
Government; for in this country the intcrests of 
both are identical. Our impressions of govern- 
ment are apt, to some extent at least, to be his- 
torical, and liable, therefore, to be erroneous when 
brought to the test of our,own theory. Almost 
universally the interests of Government have been 
separate and distinct from those of the people. 
This arises from the fact that in other countries 


|! there has existed a ruling or governing class. 


Hence, in these countries, we hear much of the 
rights of the nobility and the prerogatives of the 
Crown. In these regal forms of government—and 
it is with such forms of government that we are 
historically familiar—the interests of the aristo- 
cratic or ruling class are distinct from the people, 
or subjects. But our theory of government is a 
wholly different one. With us the Government 
is simply an agency through which the people act 
for their own benefit. Itcannot, therefore, be said 
that a measure, though beneficent toward the peo- 
ple, is injurious in itsaspects towards the Govern- 
ment. 

It ma¥ be said, however, that if the people em- 
ploy this agency, they must in some way meet 
its expenses. This is unquestionably true. It is 
also justas certainly true that these expenses have 
a wonderful tendency towards accretion, as the 
agents of the people have a wonderful facility in 
multiplying and complicating their functions, as 
well as in extending the area of their operations. 
It is but the repetition of an oft-uttered truism, to 
say that there is too much of governing. The- 
object of government, according to the theory of 
the revered sages who organized this Republic, is 
a very simple one, namely, to protect the people 
in the peaceful enjoyment of their natural rights. 
In other words, it is a mutual pledge, cach to all 
and all to each, to secure this result; designating 
the modes ın which this end shall be achieved. 
Consequently, pensions, bounties, peculiar priv- 
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ileges, class legislation, and monopolies, sought 
from Government, is for one portion of the peo- 

le to become beggars or vampires of the rest. 
For classes thus to beleaguer Government is as 
disgraceful to communities as it is to individuals, 
when twenty or a hundred applicants, “long, 
lank, lean, and lantern-jawed,”’ snap and snarl 
for every bone in the gift of the Government, 
from the Executive to the Doorkeeper. Were I 
allowed to personify Government, Í should rep- 
resent it as a protecting genius, and its words ad- 
dressed to the people would be these: ‘Citizens, 
I shall protect you in your persons and property, 
and in all the lawful activities and pursuits of life * 
—cultivating the soil, delving in the mine, toil- 
ing in the workshop, constructing the railway, 
excavating the canal, teling the forest—and in 
every other department of human activity you 
shall be unmolested. - Commerce, if it chooses, 
shall in safety traverse every sea and ocean, and 
fold its pinions securely in every port. This, 
with general laws, available alike to all, so that 
numbers may combine to achieve what individual 
effort cannot accomplish, and my task is. done. 
I leave you then to work out your own des- 
tiny.” ‘This is, in a word, the theory of our 
Government. Should it be fully reduced to prac- 
tice, the expenditures would be greatly reduced, 
and the income from the sale of the public lands 
would not be needed. 

More than this. Should the advancing civili- 
zation of the world demand, as, from present in- 
dications, at no distant day it may demand, recip- 
rocal, unrestricted commercial intercourse amon, 
the civilized nations of the earth, then they woli 
be under the best possible of all bonds to keep the 
peace, namely, the bond of mutual interest and mu- 
tual dependence. Inthis event, our Army might be 
disbanded, and our Navy suffered to decay and dis- | 
appear, as, indeed, it has already several times be- 
come antiquated and required rejuvenation since 
its services were called into requisition. Indeed, 
when we have actual need of naval ships, we hire 
merchant vessels, and then buy them, because the 
purchase-money is less than the rental. If we 
need an army, the citizen will transform himself 
into a soldier. If we need a navy, our mercantile 
marine will furnish it. Furor arma ministrat. Let 
these instraments of human butchery pass away. 
The world is ripe for their disappearance. Chris- 
tian civilization has been encumbered with them 
long enough. Thé victories of the olive branch 
are fraught with greater and more permanent 
blessings than those of the sword. Saving the 
millions which we lavish, nay, which we waste, 
` on armies and navies, we could well spare the | 
comparatively small pittance which we receive 
from the sale ofthe public lands. The earth was | 
evidently designed for culture, that by the sweat 
of the face bread might be supplied for the suste- 
nance of physical life. Earth, air, and water, were 
by the ancients regarded as being equally essential 
to human life. The carth, therefore, should not 
be monopolized and withheld from culture, either 
for the pleasure of lords or the profit of capitalists. 

This measure will greatly increase the number | 
of emigrants to this country, and thus add to our 
material prosperity. I am not among those who į 
look upon the tide of emigration which is so con- | 
stantly flowing to these shores asa calamity; but, | 
contrariwise, a blessing, The emigrant supplies 
three things in which we stand eminently in need, 
to wit: muselc, money, and mouths, Under this 
system bread may be cheap, but a country always 
prospers when this isthe case. Labor and bread 
will always adjust themselves in suitable propor- | 
tions toeach other. The great proportion of those | 
who leave their native country and adopt this, be- | 
come industrious, thrifty, and loyal citizens. This 
is especially true of those who will avail them- 
selves of the provisions of this law. 

The donation of the public lands in small free- 
holds to actual settlers will greatly increase the 
number of those who belong to what is called the ! 
middle elass. Many centuries have justified the 
wisdom of that prayer, uttered and recorded ages | 
ayo: “Give me neither poverty nor riches,” 

“He who holds fast the golden mean, 


And tives contentedly between 
The little and the great, 

i 

} 

i 


Feels not the wants that pinch the poor, 
Nor plagues that hauut the rich man’s door, 
Embittering all his state’? 


T j 
It isto this class that the State must look foy 


its support, permanence, and prosperity; not to 
those who at night go to the cellar or the slave 
hut; nor to those who enter the mansion or pala- 
tial abode, but to him who goes to his nome; who 
during the day cultivates the soil which he owns, 
and returns at evening to mect the “ wee ones” 
running out to greet their father, and to enter the 
white painted cottage to partake of the frugal even- 
ing meal with the mother and children; and who, 
ere seeking the repose of the night, bows in silent 
adoration or in out-spoken prayer, and implores 
Heaven’s blessing on the loved circle of which he 
is the constituted protector and provider. Letthese 
homes multiply. Let these familiesaboand. Let 
the idler in the crowded city, asking, and perhaps 
asking in vain, for the charity of wages, go there 
and make himahome. Let the young man from 
the over-populous States, whose paternal estate 
affords him no chance of occupancy and labor, go 
and make hima home. Let those lads take their 
widowed mother and dependent sistersand go there 
and make them a home. Let the foreigner who 
desires to escape the penury or despotism of other 
countries, and to cast his lot loyally with us, go 
there and make ahome. Let the tide of Christian 
civilization move compactly onward, and unob- 
structed; and in its path shall spring up neighbor- 
hoods, villages, schools, churches, mechanic arts, 
and all the varied developments of industrial com- 
munities. Before this compactand resistless host 
of hardy and intelligent pioneers—not *‘ rowdies 
and vagabonds,” as aprominent politician recently 
designated the early settlers—moving onward with 
closed ranks and harmonious step, the Indian will 
disappear, either by transformation to civilized life 
orremoval; and thus the frontier settlements, being 
compact and self-protecting, will save in govern- 
mental outlay more than the worth of the lands 
at the present legal valuation. 

Let the public domain, then, be carved up into 
homesteads, and subdued and cultivated by an 
one who chooses to become its possessor and al 
tivator. Hecarnsit by this very process. It was 
given by the Divine Proprietor to the human race 
for this very purpose, and not tobe held in vast 
quantities, unsubdued and uncultured, by corpora- 
tions or individuals. I repeat, let that class of citi- 
zens of which I have spoken be increased. ‘hey 
are, more than any other class, the hope of the 
country. 

*¢ Princes and lords may flourish, or may fade— 

A breath can make them, as a breath has made ; 

But a bold yeomanry, their country’s pride, 

When once destroyed can never be supplied.” 
It is this class which gives commerce its gains, 
the factory its profits, and the shop its thrift. It 
is among this class that religion finds its most nu- 
merous votaries and supporters, common schools 
their vitality, and patriotism its most loyal devo- 
tees. It is this class, alike removed from the lure 
of ambition and the corruption of wealth, which 
says to the madness of political, partisan strife: 
‘“’Phus far shalt thou come!” Let these noble men 
and women have homesteads. If the States will 
perfect this benign legislation, and give it in per- 
petuity to the wife and mother, all the better. It 
is fashionable now-a-days to go back to the legal 
regulations of Judea for examples of legislation, 
and for principles of morality. If the States should 
ingraftthe principle of the Jewish Commonwealth, 
forbidding the alienation of homesteads, except 
for a limited period, so that in the year of jubilee 
the beggared descendant could go back and rest in 
the home of his fathers, all the better—much bet- 
ter, I think, than to imitate their practice of con- 
cubinage, or to adopt their system of servitude. 
It is this class which will fight our battles, should 
a hostile footstep ever dare press our soil, or in- 
sult dishonor our flag. It is this class which 
will protect from violence or dismemberment the 
temple of Freedom, where in the holiest of holies 
the Constitution and the Union repose. Should 
ever any attempt be made to execute the sacri- 
legious threats of disunion, which have so fre- 
quently during this session of Congress grated 
harshly on our ears, and on every patriotic heart 
as well—should the “ watch-fires of disunion’’ be 
kindled, as we hear they are to be kindled, on 
t hil side and mountain top,” and the slogan of 
disunion resound through our valleys, and the red 
cross be sent from plantation to plantation, call- 


ing the clans to assemble for an assault on this 
Union, to tear down the fabric reared by the sages 
and consecrated by the blood of the martyrs of 
the Revolution—then, sir, this, this is the class that 
will rally to the rescue. They will come, joining 
in, with clenched hand and compressed lip; from 
all portions of the country, without regard to'sec- 
tional or geographical lines, without regard to po- 
litical sentiments; from the rocky shores of New 
England, the hill sides of the Middle States, and 
the prairies of the West; from the valleys and 
hills of Kentucky, Tennessee, Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, and 


| even from the Gulf States, where disunion thrives 


like a monster engendered by the’ slime. of the 
Nile—from all quarters, northward, southward, 
eastward, and westward, I see the bold and patri- 
otic yeomanry mustering in their strength, and 
rallying around Freedom’s temple, where the 
Union is enshrined, and driving Pefbre them the 
traitorous horde of disunionists, as the Son of God 
drove their prototypes, the fallen angels, over the 
; battlements of heaven. Sir, this patriotic yeo- 
manry will trample that traitorous crew like the 
mire of the streets. And, as the last one dies be- 
neath their feet, a shout shall go up like the voice 
of thousands and thousands and ten times ten thou- 
sands: “Tue UNION, IT MUST BE PRESERVED.” 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 
SPEECH OF HON. C. B. SEDGWICK, 


OF NEW YorK, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


March 26, 1860. 

‘The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. SEDGWICK said: 

Mr. Cuarrmax: Mere partisans are very apt to 
forget that there is a philosophy of politics, and 
that partics are not always mere instruments and 
tools used by cunning and corrupt leaders to se- 
cure place and power. They forget that even in 
politics, names do sometimes stand for things; 
that great principles do sometimes lie at the foun- 
dation of political movements. The character, 
strength, and virtue of a party are not always to 
be measured by the probity and steadfastness of 
its leaders. The blind may lead it astray through 
ignorance, the corrupt may betray through self- 
ishness and ambition; but if a party is born of 
fate, required by history, and follows the inex- 
orable logie of events, it will survive when its 
blind leaders are forgotten, and the memory of the 
corrupt is execrated. F 

The Republican party represents important liv- 
ing ideas and sentiments. If successful, it is- to 
establish practical and essential reforms in the 

administration of this Government, and to revive 
and secure the principles and policy upon which 
it was founded, upon which its usefulness de- 
pends, and upon which its historical character 
stands. If it means less than this, labor in its be- 
half is wasted, and hope for its success is worse 
than idle. 

The whole creed of the Republican party was 
admirably expressed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Sreyens] upon this floor in a few 
words. It hates tyranny and oppression every- 
where; in the dominions of the Autocrat and the 


than in foreign Jands. It desires the universal 
prevalence of liberty, and the fullest recognition 
of the equality of civil rights everywhere; but 
having no power to control the tyranny of foreign 
States, its duty is discharged if it remains true to 
its own faith and principles, and resists steadily 
and faithful within the limits of constitutional 
power and by lawful and peaceful methods, -the 
establishment and expansion of slavery in this 
Republic, and prohibits its existence and contin- 
uance under Federal authority. For the just ex- 
ercise of Federal authority, so far as that extends, 
we are responsible, and no further. By this rule 
and limitation of responsibility we claim no right, 
by Federal legislation, to interfere with any mu 
nicipal laws or regulations of any of the States 
so long as they refrain from unjustly interfering 
with and abridging by State legislation rights se- 
cured to us by express constitutional guarantees. 


Sultan no less than at home, and at home no Icss ~ 
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But we do claim the right, and will exercise it, 
whenever and wherever, in our judgment, the 
public interest, safety, and honor demand it, of 
going to the extreme verge of constitutional au- 
thority to resist and limit Slavery beyond the 
boundaries of the States, giving tothe Constitution 
such fair and liberal construction in favor of life 
and liberty’as the common law justifies and de- 
mands. ` In a word, the Republican party 18 the 
party of liberal ideas and principles; of progress; 
of improvements; of common education; of pro- 


tection, and will construct those ideas and senti- 
ments into legislation just so fast as sound discre- 
tion allows, and just so far as constitutional power 
will admit. = 

This policy of the Republican party is assailed 
by others upon widely different grounds. ‘The 
extremists of the North say that the Federal Con- 
stitution upholds and sanctions slavery; that it 
guaranties the claim of property in man; that such 
was its original design and intent; thatit has been 
administered so.as to secure that end; that all the 
departments of Government under it have been 
controlled for this purpose—the executive, judi- 
cial, and legislative; that its foreign policy has 
been shaped in accordance with such design; and 
they insist that, while we confine ourselves to con- 
stitutional resistance to slavery, we can do noth- 
ing to limit and restrain its encroachments; and 
that the only hope of liberty is in the overthrow 
of the Government and the subversion of the Con- 
stitution, both which they hope to compass by 

peaceful moans; and they say, and very truly, 
phat the Republican party proposes and will con- 
sent to no such desperate measures. 

The extremists of the other section, holding 
precisely the same views as to the character of the 
oversmeut and the proper construction of the 
Constitution, and not denying the truth of the 
historical statement, saysthat the very existence 
of the Republican party is a standingsmenace to 
their institutions; that its future success means 
nothing less than abolition or emancipation; and 
that its attempted administration of the Govern- 
ment, although called to power by the will of a 
majority of the people constitutionally expressed, 
is to be resisted by force of arms, and to the vio- 
lent dissolution of the Government, 

The Abolitionists, in Christian charity, advise 
us to dissolve, because we are weal, impotent, 
and incapable of good. 

The oligarchists, with equal coolness and im- 
pudenee, require that we shall disarm, because 
we are wicked, powerful, and capable of mischief. 

1 have said that names sometimes stand for 
things; it sometimes occurs in politics that names 
stand after the substance of things has departed. 
So have I scen in our age the term Democracy 
abused. The idea of a true Democracy is capti- 
vating, admirable. In contradistinction from a 
despotism, a monarchy, an oligarchy, it repres. 
sents the government of the whole people, who, 
by their freely chosen servants or agents, admin- 
ister the Government for the common advantage 
and safety; for the benefit of all, and not for the 
benefit and glory of one—a king or despot; nor for 
the benefit of the privileged few—a nobility or aris- 
Focracy. In its truc and honest administration and 
conception it secures an equality of civil rights; 
every member, however poorand humble, of what- 
ever origin or birthplace or creed, is a real sover- 
cign and a possible lawgiver or magistrate; not 

” that each inherits equal capacities and gifts of 
genius, and advantages of education, and benefits 
of circumstance and fortune, but that each has 
equal civil rights, and is to be controlled by equal 
and justlaws. Such is our idea of Democracy— 
the government of the people. But how is it in 
practice and in fact? Who are the controlling 
men, and what are the acknowledged principles 
of the Democratic party? Their chosen leaders 
deride and*ridicule the idea of the equality of hu- 
man rights; they scoff at the principles upon 
which our independence was achieved, and upon 
which our institutions rest; they stand here as the 
representatives not of freemen, but of property. | 
They would reverse the old presumptions of the 
common law in favor of liberty; strike out the 
golden rule from the teachings of Christianity; 
hold that Governments were instituted among men 
for the oppression of the many and the enriching 
of the few; look upon the civilization which bursts |! 


theshackles,and the common education which dis- 
pels the ignorance of the masses, as curses and 
not blessings. Instead of seeking aid and sym- 
pathy for honest attempts to emancipate their 
slaves, they demand new guarantees of their per- 
petual enslavement, and insist that it is the duty 
and the sole purpost of this Government to ex- 
tend and perpetuate the vilest: system of human 
slavery upon which the sun has ever shone. If 
any man fails to assent to this, and demands suf- 
ficient liberty of conscience, even for a faint and 
empty and dishonest show of regard for popular 
sovereignty, though he do “t not care” whether or 
not it means popular liberty, and even though he 
hopes that it may secure and guard the interests 
of slavery, he is whipped like a spaniel into, or 
kicked like a cur out of, the ranks of this modern 
Democracy. 

And yet this is the party whose honor is tar- 
nished by the mere existence of the Republican 
organization; which insists that they are a mere 
lawless mob—sthieves and traitors—whose con- 
tipued existence isastanding menace to the South; 
whose success, attained through the ballot-box, 
and bya majority,and by constitutional and law- 
ful methods, is to be resisted by the sword, as 
in itself the consummation of treason. Because 
the Republican party stands in the way of the 
spread of this promised sixteen million slaves over 
the Territories and through the States; because 
it is likely in the future to resist the opening of 
that accursed traflic which all civilized nations 
have pronounced piracy, and which this modern 
Democracy will demand—and if its principles, as 
announced on this floor by its acknowledged lead- 
ers, are admitted, will rightfully demand—it is an 
enemy to be disarmed; and to submit to its consti- 
tutional rule is subjugation and disgrace. 

I speak of the slave trade as likely to be re- 
opened. It is in fact this day reopened, with all 
its old atrocities and horrors. It is said, taunt- 
ingly, that slave ships, if fitted out at all, are fit- 
ted out in northern ports, and by northern men 
and capital. I am not here to deny the assertion; 
because I do honestly believe that you could re- 
cruit a slave eréw at any time upon the exchange 
of a northern commercial city or in a northern 
conservative church. But that makes no differ- 
ence with the character of the traffic. 

The Government at home, and its represent- 
atives abroad, are shuffling and attempting, by 
prating about the right of search and the frec- 
dom of the seas, to evade their treaty obligations 
to nations honestly engaged in its suppression. 
Itis a fact, as notorious as any other in history, 
that to-day the American Republic is Jooked to 
as the great market for this renewed traffic from 
Africa; and it is equally notorious that*its chief 
protection is the American flag. Now, I care not 
who is engaged in it, by whom it is advocated, 
by whom it is supported; nor from what port its 
vessels sail, northern or southern; E would see 
every man, and especially every northern man, 
who dares to engage in this trailic, suspended at 
the yard-arm of the yessel which he dishonors; 
andthe protection of the American flag should 
never, for one instant, shicld a traffic so infamous 
and piratical. And yet, I know this language will 
be treasonable, if one more Democratic Adminis- 
tration gets into power. . 

I now propose to show, from the history of the 


| country, that the Republican party isa necessity; 


that no self-constituted leaders have power to pro- 
claim its dissolution or to surrender its principles; 
that if it could be betrayed into the folly of such 
surrender, or any essential abatement of its honest 
and logical demands, another, stronger, more radi- 
cal, more virtuous, more successful, would arise 
from its ruins. I propose to show that the Re- 
publican party is ot, and never has been, an as- 
sailant of any just right of the South: that slavery 
has been always, not only justly, but generously 
treated; that the people of the South have not only 


| changed the Whole policy of the country, but thetr 


own sentiments and original policy, and complain 
only because we will not change with them; that 
the Republican party of our day has been forced 
into existence to prevent the universal prevalence 
of slavery; the revival of the slave trade; to pre- 
serve, or restore rather, the ancient policy of the 
Government; to protect themselyes in their own 
States; to save even the old and cherished safe- 


guards of personal freedom—trial by jury; the 
habeas corpus; freedom of sptech and of the press; 
freedom of conscience and opinion, and the right of 

petition; none of which can coexist with slavery. ` 

Now, sir, I go back to the history of this Gov- 
ernment, and I find that the prevailing and uni- 
versal sentiment of the people of this country at 
the close of the revolutionary war, and at the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution, was in favor 
of liberty. Domestic slavery was considered a 

reat moral and political evil—an institution ex- 
isting, but at war with all their notions of human 
rights and principles of Government, and to be 
abolished so soon as it could be without derang- 
ing too violently existing interests. Let me refer 
to facts which establish this proposition, beginning 
with the Declaration of Independence, which as- 
serts in unmistakable terms the equality of human 
rights, without distinction of birthplace, creed, or 
color, and the inalienable right of every man to 
liberty. I am not prepared so far to impeach the 
integrity of our revolutionary fathers as to sa 
that this assertion of a great principle upon whieh 
that war was fought was an infamous cheat, a 
false pretense, a miserable dodge. I leave that 
for those the memory of whose ancestry will not 
be dishonored by the allegation. We know that 
the Constitution, though framed while a class of 
bondmen existed, nowhere guaranties the exist- 
ance of slavery, nor does it intend any such 
guarantee. Butit does, in terms, sanctidn measures 
looking to its eventual extinction, Look at the 
preamble, Lookatits provisions authorizing the 
abolition of the slave trade. Look at the guaran- 
tees of that Constitution, and especially the guar- 
antee of a republican government to every State. 
‘When these guarantees are construed by a fair 
and honest and responsible court, we need noth- 
ing else but-the Constitution itself to put an end 
to the institution of slavery. 

Before the adoption of the Constitution—for I 
must hasten over these historical matters—the 
ordinance of 1787 had excluded slavery from all 
the territéry then owned by us; and as there was 
no express power, and no power that could be 
implied from any provision of the Constitution, 
authorizing the acquisition, either by conquest or 
purchase, of any additional territory, that very 
act, adopted dnd. sanctioned by the Government 
after the Constitution was formed, settled the pol- 
icy of this country and the right and power of 
Congress to establish that policy, to wit: the en- 
tire prohibition of slavery in any of the Territo- 
ries of the Union. : 

Now, this ordinance was sanctioned and its 
policy adopted by the country. It became the 
fixed and settled policy of the country. So unal- 
terable and well settled was it considered, that the 
petition of the inhabitants of Indiana—a portion of 
the Northwestern Territory, where slavery existed 
to some extent at the time of the passage of the 
ordinance—to permit its continuance was refused. 
They would neither allow slavery to be extended 
nor to be continued inthe Northwestern Territory; 
nor would they permit this odious doctrine of 
squatter sovereignty to avail the settler in the 
Territory for the continuance of slavery within its 
borders, È 

This policy was disturbed after a while by the 
acquisition of Florida and Louisiana, events not 
contemplated when the Constitution was formed, 


nor within its power or authority. This acquisi- 


tion reopened the question of slavery extension 
in the Territories, that had been settled in 1787. 
I call attention to another fact: that at the adop- 
tion of the Constitution all the States, save Mas- 
sachusetts, were slave States. Massachusetts had 
just abolished slavery by judicial construction, 
as inconsistent with her bill of rights. Imme- 
diately thereafter, abolition societies were formed 
in all the States, South as well as North, and lead- 
ing and prominentcitizens of both sections became 
menibers. Many of them had been members of 
the constitutional convention. These societies 
had in view three objects: first, the suppression of 
the slave trade after 1808; second, the abolition of 
slavery in the States; and, third, the general ame- 
lioration of the condition of the negro population. 
They petitioned the First Congress to go to the ex- 
treme verge of its power to effect these desirable 
ends. They were very free in the utterance and 
publication of sentiments, North and South, con- 
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demning slavery in as strong and excited terms as 
Garrison or Parker now uses. None were stronger 
or more persistent in the utterance of these sen- 
timents than the prominent and leading statesmen, 
jurists, and divines of the South. I refer gentle- 
men who entertain any doubt on that subject to 
the valuable compendium prepared and published 
under the sanction of many members of Con- 
gress, who are now about me, from a book called 
“ Helper’s Impending Crisis.” The name of it 
may not be unfamiliar to your cars. [Laughter.] 
I call attention to another fact; that in 1791, Dr. 
George Buchanan, a member of the American 
Philosophical Society, delivered an oration at Bal- 
timore, on the 4th of July, on the moral and po- 
litical evils of slavery, before the Maryland soci- 
ety for the abolition of slavery, and the relief of 
the free negroes and others unlawfully held in 
bondage. It was published at the request of the 
society, and dedicated to one Thomas Jefferson, 
a name not altogether unknown in history. Ap- 
pended to the request for its publication are names 
not unfamiliar in, the history of the State of 
Maryland: 

s What! will you not consider that the Africans are men? 
That they have human souls to be saved? That they were 
born iree and independent? a violation of which preroga- 


tives is an infringement upon the laws of God?” 
* *” * k k * + * * 


* 


“Many instances are recorded of persons of eminence 
amongst them. Witness Ignatius Sancho, whose letters are 
admired by all men of taste; Phillis Wheatley, who dis- 
tinguished herself as a poctess; the physician of New Or- 


leans; the Virginia calculator, Banneker; the Maryland | 


astronomer, and many others whom it would be needless 
to mention. ‘These are sufficient to show that the Atrieans, 
whom you despise, wham you more inhumanly treat than 
brutes, and whom you unlawfully subject to slavery, with 
the tyrrannizing hands of despots, are equally capable of 
improvements with yourselves,” + 8 æ + 


* 


* America, I startat your situation! These direful effects | 
k 


of slavery demand your most serious attention.” 
*  * «othe eternal infamy ofour country, this wil] be 
handed down to posterity written with the blood of African 
innocence. If your forefathers were degenerate enough 
to introduce slavery into your country, to contaminate the 


minds of her citizens, you ought to have virtue enough to | 
* * 


* * 


extirpate it.” “Look back upon 
the curses which it has heaped upon your ancestors, and 
unanimously combine to drive the fiend-monster from your 
territory. It is inconsistent with the principles of your 
Government, with the education of your youth, and highly 
derogatory to the true spirit of Christianity.” F ig 
o x &“ Siavery, the most implacable enemy to your 
country.” x * * * * * * * 
“If it should be decmed injudicious or impolitic to effect 
it [the abolition of slavery] at once, Jet it be done grad- 
ually ; let the children be liberated at a certain age, and in 


Jess than half a century will the plague be totally routed | 


out from amongst you. Then will you begin to see your 
consequence. Thousands of good citizens will be added to 
your number, and your arms will become invincible. Grati- 
tude will induce them to become your friends, for the 
promise alone of freedom to a slave insures his loyalty.” 
ie wot KeA “ Eternal will be the disgrace of keep- 
ing them much longer in the iron fetters of slavery; but 
inunortal the honor of accomplishing their freedom.” 

Much more to the same effect might be quoted 
from this earnest oration. 

Teall attention to another book, published in 
1796—A Dissertation on Slavery: with a Pro- 
posal for the Gradual Abolition of it in the State 
of Virginia, by St. George Tucker, professor of 
law in the University of William and Mary, and 


one of the judges of the general court in Virginia. ); 
Tt was dedicated to the General Assembly of Vir- | 


ginia. In his address to the reader, he says: 
“The author, considering the abolition of slavery in this 
. State as an object of the first importance, not only to our 
moral character and domestic peace, but even to our polit- 
ical salvation, and being persuaded that the accomplish- 
ment of so momentous and desirable an undertaking will, 


ina great measure, depend upon the earlyadoption of some į 


plan for that purpose, with diffidence submits tothe consid- 
eration of his countrymen his ideas on a subject of such 
consequence.” > 

On the 1st page of the essay, we read: 

“ Whilst America hath been the land of promise to Eu- 
ropeans and their descendants, it hath been the vale of 
death to millions of the wretched sons of Africa.” ~ ® 
x * «* Whilst we were offering up vows at the shrine 
ofliberty, and sacrificing hecatombs upon her altars ; whilst 
we swore irreconcilable hostility to her enemies, and hurled 
defiance in their faces; whilst we adjured the God of Hosts 
to witness our resolution to live free or die, and imprecated 
curses on their heads who refused to unite with us in estab- 
lishing the empire of freedom, we were imposing upon our 
fellow-men, who differ in complexion from us, a slavery ten 
thousand times more cruelthan the utmost extremityofr those 
grievances and oppressions of which we complained.” 


The bulk of his essay is devoted to a consider- 
ation of “the nature of slavery, its properties, 
attendants, and consequences in general; its rise, 
progress, and present state.” 
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The following passages, scattered through thé 
| book, will show you how he regarded slavery: 


“Thus early had our forefathers sown the seeds of an 
evil which, like a leprosy, has descended upon their pos- 
terity with accumulated rancor, visiting the sins of the 
fathers upon succeeding gencrations.”” * s x 

“ During the revolutionary war, many of them (the còl- 
ored people) were enlisted as soldiers in the regular army. 
Even slaves were not rejected from military service at that 
period ; and such as served faithfully during the period of 
their enlistment, were emancipated by an act passed after 
the conclusion of the war.” X *, + * * 


all hearts should be united, every nerve strained, and every 
power exerted, surely the restoration of buman nature to 
its inalienable rights is such. Whatever obstacles, there- 
forc, may hitherto have retarded the attempt, he that can 
appreciate the honor and happiness of his country will think 
it time that we should attempt to surmount them.’? 


That this estimation of the wickedness of slave- 
holding was not peculiar to a few individuals, but 
was shared with them by many in Virginia, and, 
probably, also in the other slave States, is appar- 
ent from the fact stated by Judge Tucker that, 
| between the years 1782 si 1791, more than ten 
| thousand slaves were manumitted in Virginia 
alone. 
i| _ It appears incidentally, in different parts of this 
disscrtation, that the laws enforced upon the slaves 
were very cruel at and before the time of Judge 
Tucker—as bad as it has been said they have be- 
come by the agitation caused by the doings of the 
Abolitionists. 

He pleads carnestly for a plan of gradual eman- 
cipation, and concludes in this manner: 


“Tf we doubt the propricty of such measures, what must 
we think of the situation of our country, when, instead of 


lion slaves among us? ‘This must happen within a century, 
if we do not set about the abolition of slavery. Will not 
our posterity curse the days of their nativity with all the 
anguish of Job? Will they not execrate the memory of those 
|| ancestors who, having it in their power to avert evil, have, 
like our first parents, entailed a curse upon all future gen- 
erations? We know that the rigor of the laws respecting 
slaves unavoidably must increase with theirnumbers. What 
a blood-stained code must that be which is cateulated for 
the restraint of millions held in bondage! Such must our 
unhappy country exhibit within a century, unless we are 
both wise and just enough to avert from posterity the calam- 
ity and reproach, which are otherwise unavoidable. Iam 
not vain enough to presume the plan I have suggested en- 
tirely free from objection; nor that, in offering my own 
ideas on the subject, [ have been more fortunate than 
others; but from the communication of sentiment between 
those who lament the evil, it is possible that an effectual 
remedy may at length be discovered. Whenever that hap- 
pens, the golden age of our country will begin. ‘Till then— 
tc € Non hospes ab hospite tutus, 

Non Herus a famutis : fratrum quoque gratia rara? ” 

Throughout the whole tenor of th® book you 
will sce that the author is laboring against the in- 
justice and crime of the slave code. He repeatedly 
calls attention to the cruclty of the slave laws ; for 
it has been asserted, and has become part of the 
modern doctrine on this subject, that cruelty in 
slave codes is the offspring Of, and intended as a 
set-off to the abolition and anti-slavery excitement. 
But in 1796 the cruelty ofslave laws was notorious 
in Virginia, and received the attention of a profes- 
sor in one ofthe first universitics of the State. He 
also stated the fact that within ten ycars after the 
| formation of the Government there had been more 


| States of Maryland and Virginia. 


| ments and the labor of these abolition sociatics, 
| besides the private manumissions referred to by 
| Judge Tucker, and reaching so large a number, 
; other results had ensued. The African slave trade 
|| was prohibited by the General Government at the 
| earliest day allowed by the Constitution, 
| eral States had 
|| prohibited it. ‘The States not being within the 
| constitutional restriction, had taken earlier ac- 
| tion than the General Government could take on 
| that subject. Again: several of the northern 
|; slavcholding States had, by the acts of their Le- 
|| gislatures, abolished slavery. So Pennsylvania, 
ii New York, Connecticut, all the northern slave 


ance with the universal sentiment on the subject, 
both North and South, abolished the institution 
of slavery. I know that at that time the slave 
trade was in existence; that great commercial 
i cities had been built up by it in the country from 
which we had our origin; that at the time when 
efforts were first begun in the British Parliament 
for its abolition, there were fourteen thousand 


“ If ever there was a cause, if ever an ogcasion, in which į 


| three hundred thousand, we shall have nore than two mil- | 


i a š | 
than ten thousand private manumissions in the į 


Now, sir, under the influence of such senti- 


Sev- } 
previously, of their own motion, | 


States, in their own time and way, had, in accord- | 


slaves in the city of London; that the merchant !! powers. 


| Ua 


princes of England resisted the abolition of the 
slave trade on the same grounds of vesied right, 
the same claim of guaranticd property in man, on 
which its abolition here is resisted by those who 
are-interested in it. It was opposed as bitterly, : 


| with as much. heat and fervor in the Parliament 


of Great Britain, as it is resisted now here in the 
Hall of Representatives in this country. But.it 
was finally abolished. The’slave trade was given 
up. We-acquiesced in it... All civilized nations , 
have acquiesced in it.. The slave trade-has been 
declared piracy by the laws of all civilized: coun- 
tries, = : ; 
Again: I call attention to the fact that the terri- 
torial policy to which I have alluded had been 
established ‘and persisted in, and that it. was be~., 
lieved that those measures would result. in the: 
emancipation, at no remote day, of all the slaves; 
that the institution was undermined, and that by: 
the same force of public opinion which had sup- 
pressed the slave trade, slavery itself would fall 
It was believed that the people of the several 
States would see that slavery was at war with all 
their notions of free government, in conflict with 
all truly democratic theories and principles of gov- 
ernment, demoralizing and impoverishing to any 
community in which it was maintained—as it un- 
questionably is. In 1808 the slave trade was abol- 
ished, but not yet declared piracy; and for ten 
years thereafter the efforts to abolish slavery 
ceased, mainly because it was esteemed unneces- 
sary to continue them, and not because anybody at 
that day had been convinced that it was a justand’ 
Christian system, and one denoting the highest 
state and degree of civilization. Thatis a modern 
discovery. f 
After several incidents, to which Y shall not have 


| time to allude, including the organization of the 


Territory of Orleans—when, by a Federal politi- 
cian, the doctrine was first announced of seces- 
sion, as a remedy for the evils upon the question 


i of slavery; for which he was promptly called to 


order by a southern man, and barely escaped the 
censure of the House, bya very small vote—after 
such incidental occurrences on the subject of sla- 
very, the discussion arose in regard to our mari- 
time rights, outof which the war of 18]2had its 
origin; and the subject of slavery was, for a few: 
years, withdrawn from public attention. There: 
was little intercourse in those days between: the 

North and the South. The public attention North, 

where slavery had been abplished in the States, 

was not likely to be recalled, by any intercourse 

which then existed, to the evils of slavery; and 
so the northern people, having discharged their 
own duty, were quict upon the subject of slavery. 
The intercourse between the sections was con- 
fined to visits by northern men of fortune and 

taste to planters at the South, whose hospitality 

they enjoyed, and were ready to return. Butin 

1819, this question of slavery, asa political ques- 
tion, was again brought to the public attention 

the claim of Missouri for admission into the 

ion as a slave State. It was an attempt to sub- 

vert the restrictive policy established by the ordi- 

nance of 1787; and although Missouri was not 

within the terms and letter of the ordinance, be- 
ing subsequently-acquired territory, yet it was 

within the spirit of that policy, and would, if it 

had been owned by the United States at the time, 

have been included in it. It was found, upon a 

reéxamination of the question of slavery, that, 

during this interval of peace in the North, sla- 

very had been employed in extending its bounda- 

ries and deepening its foundations; and two events 

had contributed essentially tomake this effort suc- 

cessful. I refer to the invention of the cotton- 

gin, in 1793, by Whitney, and its introduction 

into the South as a labor-saving machine; and to 

the acquisition of fine cotton-growing regions in 

Florida and Louisiana and Georgia, in purchases 

from France and Spain, and the Creek and Sem- 

inole Indians. 

Now, this. Missouri controversy was thrust 
upon the country in 1819, Iam not going to en- 
large upon it. Its result was the admission of 
Maine and Missouri under one law, and the com- 

romise known as the “ Missouri compromise,’' 
broushi about chiefly by the eloquence and the 
strenuous exertions of Henry Clay, then in the 
prime of life and in the full vigor of his unequaled 
In the language of one then and now a 
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citizen of this District'and'a witness of that ex- 
citing ¢ontroversy, that great champion sweat, 
as it were, great drops of blood in his intense en? 
deavors to bring about that compromise. Daniel 
Webster, too, then a young man, first made him- 
sélf known as the advocate of freedom in the 
Tertitorics. But the result was a compromise. 
Threats of disunion were then as freely uttered 
ad they are now. Extreme men, following the 
exainple of Quincy in 1811, and the not very pop- 
ularexample of the Hartford convention in 1814, 
proclaimed again the doctrine of secession. 

But I must hasten to another point. ‘The po- 
litical question, as I have said, was then first 
brought to the attention of the country. But, in | 
1816, about three years before that time, the south- 
ern people, becoming alarmed at the symptoms of 
discontent among their colored population, espe- 
cially the free blacks, started the idea of the Col- 
onization Society. The free blacks had become, 
or were considered, a dangerous element in their 
society; and this led to the policy of their colo- 
nization in Africa. This plan, as everybody must 
see who considers it a moment, would require | 
largë Government aid; and to secure this Govern- 
ment aid, the North must be conciliated. They 
had no such dangerous clement in their society. || 
They had relieved themselves from the diffieul- 
ties that always attend the existence of slave in- 
stitutions. But they had become rich and pros- 
perous; and they were to be appealed to, to obtain 
aid of the General Government to promote this 
scheme ‘of colonization; and, in order to secure 
their aid, it must be shown to be designed to im- 

reve materially the condition of the free blacks; 
and farther than that, to tend ultimately to eman- 
cipation. Appeals were accordingly made, within 
the memory of some of those who now hear me, 
to northern philantropists. Eloquent southern 
men made touching appeals in behalf of the de- 
raded free blacks of the South; and such menas 
Gerrit Smith and Arthur Tappan and William 
Goodell, and other men who are now supposed 
to be fierce enemies of the South, were appealed 
to, and their aid obtained to further this southern 
scheme of emancipation, A citizen of Ohio, Ben- 
jamin Lundy, whose sympathies were aroused | 
upon this subject, removed to Baltimore, and | 
established there a paper called The Genius of | 
Universal Emancipation. 
> It was abont this time thata young man, bornin 
the town of Newburyport, Massachusetts, edu- | 
cated in our northern schools, began to teach the | 
doctrine of ultimate emancipation, through coloni- 
zation, to the citizens of Boston. Lhe doors of the | 
most magnificent churches in that city flew open, | 
as upon oiled hinges, at his approach, His clo- { 
quence was the theme of every tongue, and his 
praise sounded throughout the land. He was 
called upon to aid in this attempt of Lundy to 
establish his paper in Baltimore, Te went there |; 
ag an assistant editor of the Genius of Universal | 
Emancipation,” at the solicitation of the South. | 
He there became acquainted with the atrocity of |i 
the inter-State slave trade. He there saw the 
workings of slavery for himself. He there saw | 
that this scheme of colonization was Janus-faced; | 
that at the South it meant new and increased guar- | 
antees for the perpetuation of slavery, while at | 
t 
| 
! 


the North it was held out to the rich and philan- 
thropic as a means for the ultimate extinction of 
slavery. Isay he observed this inter-State slave 
trade—a trade which was not stigmatized as pi- 
racy by law, but which was marked with ever 
atrocious feature that ever distinguished the fo 
eign traffic. More than that; it tears asunder 
those who have in some degree acquired the prin- | 
ciples of civilization, and have been by it taugh 
to feel more keenly the pangs of forced dissolu- 
tion of family iid social ties, ! 
Not long after this, a ship owned bya northern 
merchant, commanded by a northern captain, and 
manned by northern seamen, was chartered, and 
shipped a cargo of human beings at Baltimore for 
the New Orleans market. ‘This man saw the | 
slaves embarked. He had been in ited South to} 
edit a colonization paper, and seeing these things i 
himself, he spoke nf them as they deserved in his 
paper. Heseized the opportunity of commencing 
the attack upôn a vessel fitted out in his own | 
birthplace, which had engaged in a trafie so har- | 
rowing to his feelings and sexsibilities. He print- - 


i 
| 
i 
f 


i 
i 
1 


| were rusted and fixed on their hinges when he 


| not to be put down, North or South, ) 
i sult was the publication of this paper, (The Lib- 


| were frequent under those laws. 


i under this Jaw, and, but forthe strenuous efforts : 


ed an-article in his paper, describing the conduct 
of these northern men in bringing vessels to south- 
ern ports to engage in this abominable traffic, by 
which they could grow tich, while their conscien- 
tious neighbors, who desired to engage only in 
the legitimate coastwise trade, could not make a 
living. And what was the result? Why, sir, 
although the article was aimed_at individuals in 
the North alone, it did in fact strike a blow at the 
domestic slave rade; and the result was, that he 
was prosecuted civilly and criminally; he was 
thrown into. prison; he was mulcted in heavy 
damages ina libel suit; he went to prison, and 
there remained until the northern colonizationists 
aid his fine and set this young liberator free. 
Jo returned to the North, but the doors of the 
churches that were open to his teachings before 


went back to denounce the cruelty of slavery and 
the slave trade. He announced his intention to 
speak on Boston Common, as at least one place 
under the broad canopy of heaven in which he 
could give utterance to his conscientious convic- 
tions of truth; but he found that northern senti- 
ment was as unwilling to be disturbed upon this 
slavery question, nay, more so, than southern 
opinions. But this man, gentle, loving, peacca- 
ble, truthful, just, but inflexible, was resolved 
{ and the re- 


erator,) the first number of which 1 hold in my 
hand, and in which he announces his intention to 
prosccute this war upon slavery to the end. 


“fam in earnest. Twill not equivocate ; I will not ex- 
cuse; I will not retreat a singic inch, and'I will be heard.?? 


That is from the first number of the Liberator, 
ublished in 1831, by William Lloyd Garrison. 
t has sometimes seemed to me that that man was 

sent from Heaven in answer to the poet’s prayer, 
and to mect the time’s necessity: 
“We need, methinks, the prophet-heroes still, 
Saints trus of life and martyrs strong of will, 
To tread the land even now, as Xavier trod 
Phe streets of Goa, barefoot, with his bell, 
Proclaiming freedom in the name of God. 
‘And startling tyrants with the fear of Teil.” 


Now, sir, allow me to return and take another 
departure. Laws in the southern States forbidding 
the entrance of free persons of color, under penalty 
of imprisonment and sale, were passed as early 
as 1820, when there was no agitation upon the 
subject of slavery. It has been claimed that these 
laws of South Carolina and Louisiana and other | 
southern States were a direct infringement upon | 
the constititional rights of northern men; that | 
their rights had been deliberately invaded by law. | 
This was no abstract question. Tmprisonments | 

| 
j 
i 


ssels then in | 


Tn 1922, twenty-six captiuns of ve 


the harbor of Charleston seat petitions to Con- |; 


gress, setting forth the inconvenience and loss to | 
which they were subjected, and praying redress. | 
This was carly in 1822. The petition was, with | 
great difficulty, prevented from being presented, | 
by the interference of northérn merchants, who į 
Were afraid that their commerce would be checked. | 
Th 1831, Samuel E. Sewell, of Boston, went by | 
ship*to Charleston, ‘There were colored men on | 
board his vessel to imprisonment. His | 
family wished to remain there for their health; and | 
| 

1 

i 

| 

| 


ihe was compelled to place these colored men on | 


board a British ve 
British fag, in or 
his femily ina 
Ameriean Uni 

In 1832, a colored citizen of New Bedford went 
out as super > ina vessel he had chartered į 
for the West Indies. He took a return cargo di- 
rect for Charleston. While there he was arrested 


l, and ploce them under the | 


ght remain with 
harbor of one of the States of this 


WwW 


of the influential merchant to whom his cargo was | 
consigned, would have been imprisoned under it. 

In 1835, a gentleman of Boston found, in two 
days, twenty- 


six free-born citizens of Massachu- 
setts who had been imprisoned in southern jails, 
one of whom had been placed upon the auction- 
block in Mobile, having been taken from a vessel ; 
under the operation of this law. Ontheir petition 
with others, the Massachusetts Legislature soon 
after passed a law appointing Mr. Hoar and Mr. 
Hubbard, two most respectable members of the 


1 


bar in the State of Massachusetts, to proceed to 


i! ceeds, through bloodshed and rapine, to 


Charleston and New Orleans, with directions to 
institute legal proceedings in the courts to test the 
constitutionality of these laws. The result is 
within the recollection of everybody. . These men 
who are such sticklers for law, for the observ- 
ance of all the constitutional guarantees, for the 
sacredness of the decisions of the courts, would 
not even permit these Massachusetts gentlemen 
to bring suit before their own. judges, to be pros- 
ecuted by their own lawyers, who had given opin- 
ions against the constitutionality of the law, and 
they were expelled from the State by threatened 
violence. And yet these men, if we do not run 
out at the first blast of the marshal’s horn and 
pursue a poor fugitive in the northern States, stig- 
matize us as traitors to the Union; if we do not 
pull off our coats and catch their negroes, they. 
threaten to raze the fair fabric of our Union from 
turret to foundation-stone. 
“Oh, that there might in England be 

A duty on hypocrisy 5 

A tax on humbug; an excise 

On solemn plausibilities 5° 

A stamp on every man who canted.’? 


It strikes me that if such a capitation tax was 
recognized by our Constitution, it would tend 
amazingly to the relief of the Treasury. 

I now come down to 1835, when this anti-slavery 
feeling North began to exhibit itself and to make 
somehead. I callattention to the condition of the 
public mind at that time. I submit to the candor 
of every gentleman who hears me, whether I do 
not state the truth when I say, that there was a 
state of feeling entirely. friendly to the South in 
every particular; that there was a determination 
not to interfere in any manner with the question 
of slavery, and not even to permit its discussion 
upon the ground that, although an admitted evil, 
it was a question exclusively for the South, and 
with which northern men had no right to meddle. 
Colonization was tolerated, because it wasa south- 
ern measure tending to emancipation in their own 
way and by their consent. Parties were divided 
Northand South upon other and different issucs— 
banks, tariffs, &c. They were determined to ig- 
nore this question. Candidates for ofice went so 
far as cven to refuse to answer what their senti- 
ments were upon the subject. So inconsiderable 
was the strength of the Abolitionists atthe North. 
The slavery question was excluded from the 
church—the whole question was shut out and 
ignored, ’ Š 

Now, it was not because of any difference of 
opinion in respect to the character of slavery, but 
as to our rielits and duties in regard to it, andin 
respect to interference with it. I know that a 
very different sentiment now prevails and controls 
the northern States. Who are the aggressors? 
How has it come about that northern sentiment 
has changed upon this subject? The solution of 
this question is not difficult. The whole secret 
of the matter is, that the sole method of meeting 
the question here, and in the North and, South, 

has been by violence, and an utter disregard of 
constitutional and legal obligations, Resistance 
has been put not upon reason but upon force. 
Indced, by logical sequence, this is the only mode 
in which the argument could be met. Slavery 
stands wholly upon the law of violence and su- 
perior forec. It finds no support in equity, in 
justice, in right, in Christianity. It begins by. 
inciting to cruel war by the basest means; pro- 
the sale 
of captives to brutal traders and pirates; through 
the horrors of the slave ship and the middie pas- 
sage, to sales to Christian masters. Every step 
is marked with ferocity and blood. Slavery isat 
war with every sentimentof justice and human- 


ity, and with every principle of that higher law 
swhose seat is the bosom of God, and whose 


voice is the harmony of the world.” 
I speak deliberately, Mr. Chairman, when lsay 
for myself that no forms of constitution or law, 


| however solemnly agreed upon, or whatever high 


claims they may have toauthority, intended to rec- 
ognize, orauthorize, or guaranty any such system 
of ontrage and violenee upon human rights, has 
any, the least, efficacy to bind the conscience or 
control the action of any citizen of any Govern- 
ment under heaven. It is clear usurpation and 
tyranny, and not law, It stands, Lsay, wholly 
upon the law of force. Its most eloquent and 
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able advocate upon this floor admitted, in debate 
the other day, that there was not even the form 
of law in any of the slave States upon which it 
could repose, It is wholly without support, cx- 
cept upon the tyrannous doctrine of superior force. 
By and by some Annus or Spartacus will rise up 
in their midst and contest with the masters this 
question of superior force. 

Now, sir, this controversy arose between the 
colonizationists and. the emancipationists. So 
long as emancipation was sought by colonization; 
discussion was lawful and proper—the chureh 
doors flew open, and the public peace was.not 
endangered; but when it was sought to be proved 
that colonization meant further guarantees for eter- 
nal bondage, and was the deadliest foe to eman- 
cipation—the end pretended to be sought—and 
that immediate freedom was the right of the slave, 
discussion became alkat once criminal; the Church 


stood aghast, and feared it as the Devil does holy | 


water. Commerce, sir, was shocked, and went 
down upon its knees to this throned monarch, 
cotton, The attempt everywhere, North and 
South, was to suppress the discussion of the ques- 
tion by violence and unlawful measures. In the 
North, freedom of speech and of the press was 
put down by mobs. Garrison was assailed, and 
dragged about the streets of Boston with a halter 
about his neck. In Utica, New York, a conven- 
tion was driven out of the city by a mob, headed 


by judges, and lawyers, and merchants, and the | 


first citizens. In Alton, Lovejoy’s press was de- 
stroyed, and he was cruelly murdered. Violent 


denunciatory mectings were held in Boston, New | 


York, Philadelphia, and in all of our commercial 
cities. The Governor of Massachusetts, Mr. 


Everett, recommended proceedings by indictment | 


against Abolitionists at common law, as disturb- 
ers of the public peace. Governor Marcy, of my 
own State, recommended a special statute to mect 
the case. William Sullivan, a noted lawyer of 
Boston, published a tract in Massachusetts recom- 
mending the same enactment there. Dr. Beecher— 
aname which may have been heard by my friends 
upon the other side—and his associates, in Laue 
Seminary, Ohio, peremptorily forbade discussion 


there, and eighty young men were driven from that 


$ 


institution to spread free sentiments in the North. 

In the South, the same violence was exhibited. 
The Georgia Legislature offered a reward of 
$5,000 for the arrest and delivery of Garrison for 
trial in that State. In New Orleans, $20,000 was 


offered for Tappan. Birney was expelled by vio- | 


15 


lence from Kentucky, and his presses were de- 
stroyed in Cincinnati, The mails were violated by 
the seizure and destruction of incendiary docu- 
ments. We have seenrecently the extraordinary 
spectacle of a Postmaster General oficially ad- 
vising his deputies in reference to the construction 
ofa State law for robbing the mails—that they should 
not do it by wholesale, but they should calla jury 
of the neighbors, if they could read, and try, œ 
rather should themselves pass upon, cach iudi- 
vidual paper by itself. In a word, the same sys- 
tem of violence and terror was then 


revived at the South. It will have the same effect. 
upon the North, which they mean to terrify by 
threats, and upon the non-slaveholding whites of 
the South, whom they mean to keep down by ig- 
norance, Southern presses and statesmen talk of 
non-intercourse and southern direct trade. They 
forget that several clements are necessary for 
rosperous commercial cities: among which are 
nealthy locations, established courses of trade, 
following which an accumulation of capital with 
banks and insurance offices, and expensive 
tures in docks and warehouses; that safety 
dispensable, of life, liberty, and properiy, and 
freedom of opinion; and that merchants are not 
apt to congregate where without trial an irre- 
sponsible mob may confiscate their property, drive 
them without notice from their homes and busi- 
ness, and even take their lives for non-conformity 


to the established faith on the subject of slavery. | 
} Yeu 5 p 
l any decently humane law for their rendition, al- 


They forget that trade cannot prosper where the 
mercantile traveler cannot exhibit his samples un- 
less he goes under a passport, and his soundness 
in the faith is indorsed by members of Congress. 

The despotisin which utterly excludes any free- 
dom of opinion or speech; the dishonesty which 


i 


established | 
North and South which is now attempted io be 


| most learned legislator of the Republic, a noble 


| territory to which we had no just claim, for the |} 
| sole purpose of extending and strengthening the 


; of conservatism and nationality. Very few fugi- 
! 
j nujty was exerted to make the fugitive slave bill | 
i 


i as bad and as villainous as possible. 


, the cotton ficlds, for gold. 


i value, But no Jaw can be found upon the statute- 


teachers in schools, with public lecturers, because 
of their birth-place, or a chance literary connection 
with a proscribed newspaper, is not friendly to 
commercial prosperity and independence. 

As this controversy progressed, the anti-slavery 
party in the North began to petition Congress to 
abolish slavery in this District, to putan end to 
the inter-State slave trade, and to abolish it in all 
the Government Arsenals, dock-yards, and other 
places under the Federal jurisdiction. The Aboli- 
tionists at this time were few in numbers, without 
political influence, being in the main non-resist- 
ants, and opposed to voting. They were only 
strong in their earnestness and in the justice of 
their cause. 

Very few men in Congress or out of it were pre- 
pared to accede to their demands, and the fatal 
weakness of slavery was again shown by violent 
denunciations of the petitioners and of. those who 
dared to present their petitions. The obstinacy, | 
folly, and arrogance of the slave propagandists led 
them to deny the right of petition itself, and they | 
enlisted against them, in that contest for the sup- j 
pression and denial of a clear constitutional right, 
the wisest, the ablest, the most indefatigable, the 


man, i 
“With iron nerve, to true occasion true.” 

It was nat only a contest for clear and undeni- | 
able constitutional rights, but one essential to the 
existence of freedom, the right to exercise which 
is not denied to the meanest subject by the cru- | 
celest despotism on earth. But the South planted į 
themselves upon an untenableanddespotic ground; 
but one clearly in accordance with the whole spirit 
of their institutions. 

Next arose the controversy upon the acquisi- 
tion of Texas; but I will pass by the history of 
that matier, with the single observation that the 
whole scheme of annexation was considered by 
the North as an attempt, by dishonorable means, 
and by taking an undue advantage of the weak- 
ness of a neighboring State, to wrest from her a |} 


institution of slavery; and that it was an uncon- 
stitutional aggression upon the North. Then, and 
in consequence of thisscizure of her territory, came 
the Mexican war; the acquisition of a vast terri- 
tory thereby; the discovery of gold in California; 
the consequent rapid sctilement of that territory; 
and then the renewal of the controversy in rela- ;| 
tion to the territorial policy of the Government. 
There had been a general acquieseence in the pol 
icy established by the enactment of the Missouri | 
compromise, in pursgance of which States had i| 
been admitted south of 86030 with slavery, while |: 
norih of that line slavery had been excluded. The ji 
power of Congress to fix the status of u Territory | 
m respect to the exclusion of slavery had hardly ; 
been controverted up to this time, Now all par- | 
s were ina state of confusion. The controversy 
esultcd in the compromise measures of 1850. 

What was the character of those measures of | 
legislation? California stood, upon right and prin- | 
ciple, fairly cnutled toad: sänd should have 
becn adnited unconditionally, as a free State, 
upon every principle for which northern and 
southern men contended; but its admission was | 
coupicd, among other things, with the fugitive 
slave law—a measure of liule consequence asa 
practical measure, as all such laws always have 
been, and always will be. But it was hrought 
forward as a test of soundness of opinion, a test 


tives ever were returned under it, or any law, in | 
proportion to the number escaping. Great inge- | 


Men who 
would cheerfully acquiesce in it mightfbe rehed 
upon to buy and sell—nay, they woytd sell the |! 
issue of their own loins, or send thgirfmothers into 


Very few disputed the right of reclaiming slaves |! 
ander the Constitution, or would have resisted | 


though no law could ever be of any practical | 


books of any civilized nation having so many 
cruel and disgraceful features as this, In its gen- | 
eral tone and spirit it makes charity a crime, and || 


It strikes down every safeguard of the liberty of: 
the citizen which has been extorted from tyranny | - 
through centuries of blood, from thë time the 


torious barons at Runnymede extorted. Magna. 


` Charta from King John to the present. Ti denies: 


the right of trial by jury where more than life and. 
property is concerned. “It prohibits the habeas: 
corpus—the writ of liberty. - fe prevents the con: 
fronting of the witnesses with the accused, and 
deprives him of the right ofan open and fair cross- 
examination.. It offers a direct and. open bribe:to 
the judge to decide in favor of the rich against the. 
poor and friendiess—small indeed, but sufficient, 
for no one will hold an office where he may bean. 
exceutioncr of this infamous law, whose integrity 
would be proof against a bribe of five dollar 
Treating persons as property, and the claimants’ 
of this species of property as privileged above 


į others, it provides for the return of it, upon the 


mere suggestion of apprehended danger, at the 
expense of the public Treasury. j 
In my judgment, it is unconstitutional in this: 
first, that it is not within the power of legislation 
granted to Congress; second, it creates judicial 
officers, courts, not in compliance with the require- 
ments of the Constitution. I know itis contended 
that the commissioners referred to in this act have 
no right to try, do not.actas judges; but that they 
are.only ministerial officers, and their only office 
is. to return persons to the place from which they 
fled for trial there; and we are gravely assured 
that justice always prevails in southern tribunals. 
The proceedings under this actare likened to those 


i for the return of persons accused of crime. But 


the manifest distinction between them is over- 
looked—that the alleged criminal is formally de- 


| manded by the Exccutive of one State from the 


Executive of another; that he will neither be de- 
manded nor surrendered by such magistrates, un- 
less responsibly charged, by indictment found, or 
ona case otherwise satisfactorily established, with 
a crime generally acknowledged as a felony; and 
when surrendered, he is put inte the charge and 
keeping of the law and its officers for trial only, 
and is tobe taken to the particular State and county 
where charged with crime, to be tried by jury, 
and in an open, fair, and legal mode, before’ pun- 
ishment can be inflicted; while, in the other case, 
acitizen may be claimed by some base speculator, 
who has bought a negro running,and may prove 


‘ agencral degeription by deposition of straw-heeled 


CS. 


witnesses whom nobody has ever seen, before 
some obscure judge whom nobody has ever heard 
of, aud make an unimpeachable record under this 
law, which would not bea respectable record for 
a justice’s court; and the man seized under such 
proceedings, is beyond the relief of habeas corpus, 
and is given up—not, as in the other case, to the 
officers, and put under the protection of the law 
as an accused citizen, with an acknowledged right 
to a public trial, but surrendered as property to a 
master, who, instead of returning where either 
are known, may seil him to hopeless bondage in 
the nearest slave mart. The tral, or mockery of 
trial, nefore the commissioner, is therefore final, 
nd his judgment conclusive, and subject to no 
appeal or review. Is he not then, to all intents, a 
judge, exercising most important judicial func- 
tions? 

We do not propose the repeal of this law; let 
it stand, a fit monument to the folly and madness 
of the times; but is it not cnough to try the temper 
as weil as the faith of the believer in human prog- 
ress, that such a law could be passed by an en- 
lightened Republic, in the nincteenth century, and 
that it is made not only the test of the citizen’s 
loyally to his country, but of the Christian’s to 
his God? It must have been expected—t! believe 
it was intended that such a law should produce 


ree 


; counter legislation in the free States—that per- 
| sonal liberty bills would be p 


assed, as they have 
been—though not half as stringent as they ought 
to be—to discharge the duty which every inde- 
pendent State owes to each of its citizens, how- 
ver humbie—I mean protection to their personal 
berty. ; 
It must have been expected that so infamous 
a Jaw would have been evaded by underground 
railroads, and by all other honorable methods. 
And let. me assure gentlemen that they deceive 
themsclves if they suppose that there is any real 


violates without compunction contracts with |! puts out the fires upon the hearth of hospitality. l| difference in sentiment among northern people 
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in relation to this law. All parties wink at its 
evasion, and all sympathy is with the fugitive 
who ‘proves, by a successful flight, that there is 
enough man in him to make an earnest effort for 
freedom. He who can suppress such sym athy, 
and on the requisition of the marshal under the 
fifth ‘section, attempts to show that he is a good 
citizen by “aiding and assisting in the prompt and 
efficient execution of this law whenever. his set- 
vices are required,” ought himself to be a slave. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Garnerr] 
tried to frighten Republicans from voting for Gav- 
ernor Pennineron for Speaker, by saying he was 
in favor of the law—I presume he is, theoretic- 
ally—that he is a law and order man, and has 
a general notion that laws should be obeyed, It 
would have staggered me if I had fully believed 
the charge; for hold that any man who really 
approves the law of 1850, and belicves in it, is 
only fit to hold some very mean position in the gift 
ofa certain gentleman in sables, whose name should 
not be mentioned to ears polite, But I remem- 
bered a conversation one morning in which he 
had told me of a chained coffle of twenty-five 
human beings who, driven by armed and brutal 
drivers, had passed within sight and hearing of 
this Hall that morning for a southern market. 
There was but little said between us—language 
can do no justice to such a subject—but I looked 
into his eye, and I marked’ the compressed lip 
and heaving chest, which gave evidence to me of 
a human heart within; and I thought, as I gave 
him my vote, thatif one of those urchased slaves 
should escape the chain and the rifle and the 
Bloodhounds and the hunters and the marshals 
and commissioners,, and, guided by the light 
which yet emanates from the battle-fields of „the 
Revolution, cross the brave little State of New 
Jersey, and should make his way to that stately 
and hospitable mansion upon the heights of New- 
ark and should ask for food and shelter, and recite 
the story of his wrongs, I did think and believe, 
and I do still think and believe, that he would in- 

- terpose the “broad scal”? of his humanity between 
him and the fugitive slave bill. [think I can hear 
him repeat, as he blesses the stranger at parting, 
warmed and fed and clothed, and having serip for 
his journey, the hospitable lines of the poct: 

s And Stranger is a holy name ; 
Guidance and rest and food and fire 
In vain he never must require.” 

I am not, sir, a believer in the doctrine that a 
bad, infamous, and unconstitutional enactment— 
I cannot call it law—should be obeyed untt it is 
repealed. I have not so learned the true spiritand 
theory of free and democratic government. No 
eitizen would ever be sustained in any factious 
resistance to just and equal laws upon any light 
and trivial ground of inconvenience, or even un- 
avoidable and unintentional hardship; but where 
a real question of personal and civil right and 
liberty is involved, or the rights of conscience are 
invaded, it is the duty of the citizen to resist. In 
a question of right and conscience the individual 
citizen is the final judge, and not the Government 
or any branch thereof, executive, judicial, or legis- 
Jative. Ifthe encroachments of the Government 
are generally tyrannous and oppressive, so that 
they become intolerable, there is the well-estab- 
lished remedy in the people—the right of revolu- 
tion. If the tyranny docs not reach the whole 
State, nor call for that last resort of an oppressed 
people, but only is directed at a scet, a class, or 
even an individual, there is the equally clear and 
indisputable right of peaceful resistance short of 
revolution. So the Friend resists the law com- 
pelling him to bear arms, and the Catholic the 
test oaths. By suffering the penalties of an unjust 
and wicked law, public attention is called to its in- 

justice, and the wholesome lesson is taught that 

« Firm endurance wins at last 
More than the sword.” 

And so I contend that no citizen in a Republic 
discharges his duty who fails to bring an infamous 
law into public odium and disgrace, and_stead- 
fastly to resist its encroachments. So old Eleazer 
taught, when he refused to eat the flesh abhorred 
by his conscience and his religion, or even to seem 
to eat it, and rather than submit to the law which 
demanded it, went manfully to the torment, lest he 
should bring reproach upon his gray hair and the 
-exéellency of his ancient and honorable years; ! 


and so he died, leaving a notable example of cour- 
age, not to young men only, butto all generations. 
This was the teaching of Milton and Hampden 
and Sidney; and in our- own age and land, of Otis 
and Adams and thé patriots and martyrs of the 
Revolution. And I regard it as a sign of the de- 
gencracy of the times, that the test of good citizen- 
ship ina free Government has gome to be blind 
and unresisting submission to judicial or legisla- 
tive, any more thanto executive tyranny; and “if 
this be treason, make the most,of it.” i 
In 1854 the act familiarly called the Kansas- 
Nebraska act was passed. ` In it, under a flimsy 
and dishonest pretense, the Missouri comprdinise 
was repealed. This act shocked the public sense 
of justice and fair-dealing. It was believed, and 
is true, that the South had received all the benefits 
which they had ever justly expected under that 
compact, and repealed it as soon as they found it 
in the way of theirchanged territorial policy. For 
myself, I have never regretted its repeal, and never 
would consent to its restoration. It has removed 
all trammels and all feelings of delicacy in north- 
ern minds, and has left them free to judge upon 
the merits whether slavery is a sood, safe, and 
desirable institution for an infant State. Andit 
settles the question of more slave States; for if 
slavery is prevented in the Territories, itis prac- 
tically excluded from the States. Itis already 
demonstrated that in settling Territories the slave 
States stand no chance with the free. Whether 
slavery is prohibited in the old and honest way, 
by congressional legislation, or whether the ques- 
tion is settled by the inevitable force and fraud and 
bloodshed of squatter sovereignty, doesnot appear 
essentially to vary the result. As slave property 


H : sas . : 
i exclude this “ political relation” from the Terri- 


is timid, and cannot place implicit confidence in 
the obiter dicta of political partisans in judicial 
robes, knowing that even the settled and honest 
convictions and opinions of courts are liable to 
revision and reversal; as the young men reared in 
the luxury and unthrift of the plantation are not 
fitted for the hardships of border life; as the non- 
slaveholding, nominal freemen of slave commu- 
nities are ignorant and unenterprising, it does so 
happen that, with all favoring cireumstances—a 
corrupt Federal Executive, ready to encourage 


and hostile slave State to close and guard all the 
accustomed routes of travel, and to invade and į 
destroy their settlements—free State emigration 
has triumphed, and under all these discourage- 
ments and disadvantages has shaped the policy and 
fixed the institutions of these Territories. And as 
bloody instructions are apt to return to plague the 
inventors, so recent and well-remembered events 
have proved the impolicy and danger of giving frec- 
State men the sort of training which they acquired 
in Kansas. 

There are, sir, weighty reasons for not permit- 
ting slavery in the Tcrritories. The argument, 
though subtile and fair-sceming, that the people of 
the slave States, having an equal right in the Ter- 
ritories; have also a right to take their property 
with them, and that to deny them the right is un- 
just and unequal, is entirely fallacious, The able 
and ingenious Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Davis,]| in his reply to the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,] about cap- 
ital States, spoke of slavery as ‘a form of civil 
government.” In truth, sctting aside all moral 
reasons for the denial, slaves never have been, 
and never in the nature of the case can be, treated 
mercly as property; they are men answerable as 
such for crimes, capablealways of freedom by man- 
umission, and though they cannot, if the Supreme 
Court is right, be recognized as citizens having 
rights themselves, they are regarded as persons 
giving important political rights to others. We 
therefore deny the right or justice of taking sla- 
very into the Territories under the palpable lie 
that they are taken there as property. We deny 
it on politicaltonsiderations. If, as the gentle- 
man from Mississippi (Mr. Lamar] said, with 

reat spirit, we have, by our consent in the old 
| States, got the ‘negro in the Constitution,” and 
| he is represented by twenty members on the floor 
|l of this House, we will not consent that the in- 
equality shall go further, We will take care to 


| tories, and that it does not steal in in the mild dis- 
| guise of “ property”*-a welf clothed in wool, 


any scheme of fraud and violence; an intervening !| 


We refuse slavery a footing in the 'Territories 
for economical reasons—it impoverishes a State; 
for moral reasons—it begets ignorance. A system 
of common public education is physicaliy impos- 
sible in a plantation State. It destroys the rnar- 
riage relations, makes cruel tyrants of the masters 
and brutes of the slaves. For reasons of safety; 
for every community in which the relation exists 
is constantly liable to bloody and fearful domes- 
tic insurrections, and weak and defenseless against. 
ifivasion. 

I have pursued this subject with a view to the 
inquiry, what is the North to do? And what has 
she done in the past, which she could have omit- 
ted and remained faithful and true to her own his- 
tory and principles? We would most gladly have 
been relieved from all action upon, and all respons- 
ibility for, slavery. We had our own interests 
to protect and advance. We had discharged our 
duty on the subject of slavery in good faith and 
sincerity, according to the original sentiment of 
the people and policy of the Government. We 
had abolished slavery, and were busy with our 
schools, our factories, our farms, our commerce, 
and our prosperous affairs. We were not disposed 
to interfere, although you saw fit to change your 
sentiments, and to abandon that old and safe policy 
which looked to free institutions and the abandon- 
ment of slavery. Your aggressions forced the’ 
North into this contest—to defend the liberty of 
speech and of the press; to maintain the right of 
petition; to secure theircitizens rights, plainly and 
in terms guarantied by the Constitution, and as- 
sailed by your unjust and unconstitutional laws; 
to prevent the acquisition of territory by uncon- 
stitutional measures, and required for no purpose 
other than that of extending and perpetuating 
slavery, and increasing its power andanduenée in 
the Government; to delend the Territories from 
the curse of slavery, and maintain the old and 
woll settled policy of the country in regard to 
them. And you are now driving them toa more 
determined resistance to the reopening of the ac- 
cursed traffic which has reddened old ocean with 
its cruelty, and freighted all the winds of heaven 
with its groans. 

The natural, inevitable, and logical result, has 
been the organization of the Republican party, 
now the controlling and dominant party in nearly 
all the free States. 

Itrests upon the sentiment and conviction that 
all men are entitled to equal civil rights; that free- 
dom and its institutions are better foundations for 
a new State than slavery and its attendants; and 
the determination to establish no government ex- 
copt in accordance with such principles. 

hey claim no power to change or alter the laws 
and institutions of existing States; nor to inter- 
fere therewith, except so far as the example of 
their safety, strength, and prosperity, and the 


|| proper discussion and defense of their principles 


and institutions, may exercise a moral infiuence 
upon their policy. i 

While they disclaim all interference with State 
laws, policy, and institutions, they do claim the 
power, and will exercise it, whenever, in their 
judgment, it is just and prudent, to free the Gen- 
eral Government from all responsibility for the 
existence and continuance of slavery wherever 
they have exclusive jurisdiction over it. 

As their resistance to the extension of slavery 
is founded upon the conviction of its injustice and 
its unfitness, so they will be led to oppose any 
new demands which it may make, and any and 
all measures for its increase by the revival of the 
forcign trade or otherwise. And while we are de- 
termined to adhere inflexibly to this policy, we 
have no unkindness for slaveholders. ‘They have 
a great problem to solve, and should have sym- 
pathy and succor, The whole power and revenue 
of the Government should, with my consent, be 


| freely exerted and expended in their aid. The 


destinies of this Republic hang upon the issue of 
this contest; and while [look on with fear and 
trembling, I still look forward with hope to the 
time when we may exclaim to the oppressed of 
every clime and language and birth place and 
complexion, as they first plant their footsteps 
upon our shores, “how down and worship, for 
the soil on which you stand is sacred, and con- 
scerated by the genius of universal emancipa- 
tion.” 


* 
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POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY. 


SPEECH OF HON. WM. MONTGOMERY, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 29, 1860, 


Inthe Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, in 
reply to Mr. Curry, on popular sovereignty a3 avowed 
by Judge DOUGLAS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY said: 

Mr. Cuarrnman: Some days since, at a time 
when I was absent from this House, the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Curry] delivered a 
speech in which he discussed the question of pop- 
ular sovereignty, and especially the views of 
Judge Dovetas on that question. J regret that I 
was not present to hear the remarks of the hon- 
orable gentleman; because, when he speaks, F 
am always an attentive and instructed listener, 
and because I would have at once sought the floor 
to have replied. Since then I have been unre- 
mitting in my efforts to secure the floor for that 
purpose, and thisis the carlicst day at which I 
could succeed. 

The honorable gentleman is an able reasoner 
and an elegant writer. He never attempts to 
speak until he has carefully written out his re- 
marks in terse old English; and then he reads 
them with a clearness and power which give 
him great influence, and insure for his speeches a 
popularity which his industry deserves. This 
very popularity, if nothing more, requires that 
his remarks should be replied to. And this duty 
seems especially to be demanded from me. Iam 
one of the delegates at large from the great State 
of Pennsylvania, which recently, at the Reading 


convention, reasserted its unshaken faith in the | 
doctrine of non-intervention by Congress in the | 


legislation of the Territories. And, in addition, 
Iam once of the northern Democratic Representa- 
tives that has invariably agreed with Judge Doua- 
Las in the views he has held, and holds now, on 
that question. I therefore, on my own responsi- 
bility, and in self-defense, deem it my duty to 
reply to the remarks of the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama. I sincerely deprecate this dis- 
cussion. I regret that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has thought proper to drag our little party 
differences into discussion on the floor of Con- 
gress. ‘This is not the place in which those dif- 
ferences can be adjusted. Nor is this the time, 
when an active, vigilant, powerful enemy is in 
the field seeking our. overthrow, to stir up civil 
war in our ranks. The voice of every friend of 
the party and of the country should now he raised 
in support of harmony, concession, and united 
action. I regard this discussion as unwise, ill- 
timed, and impolitic. It is an act of treason to 
the best interests of the party, and gives aid and 
comfort to the enemy. All such differences shotld 
be referred to the great national council of the 
party, which will soon assemble at Charleston, 
for the adjustment and determination of such 
questions. But the gentleman from Alabama has 
thought proper to refuse to submit the contro- 
versy to thattribunal. He risks the consequences, 


and has given the first blow; and justice to our- | 


selves demands that we should return it. 

The gentloman from Alabama has fairly made 
the issue on which the presidential nomination is 
to be determined. We do not scek to disguise it; 


on the contrary we proclaim it, and mean to stand | 
by it. Judge Devetas would scorn to obtain the | 


Presidency on false pretenses. He stands now 
where he’ has stood for the last ten years—un- 


changed and unchangeable. He has inseribed on į 
his banner the great doctrine of ‘‘non-interven- ; 
tion by Congress in the legislation ofa Territory.” | 
Allhis opponents, onthe contrary, without excep- | 


tion, have inscribed on theirs ‘intervention by 


Congress to establish and protect slavery in the | 


Territories.” Thatisthe issue; and weare willing 


to meet it here, as we will meet it at Charleston. | 


I desire delegates from the northern States to re- 
member, that this is the issue—the only issue— 
to be met in the national convention. I am re- 
solved that gentlemen shall not misrepresent nor 
misunderstand this matter. Judge Doveras alone 
of all our candidates maintains the doctrine that 
Congress shall not interfere in the legislation of a 
Territory, either for or against slavery. Al his 


competitors take the ground that Congress has 
the right, and it is it#duty, to intervene to pro- 
tect slavery in the Territories wherever the Terri- 
torial Legislatures neglect or refuse so to do. - 

| Permit me to explain what is meant by con- 


_|| gressional intervention. The honorable gentle- 


man from Alabama, and those who agree with 
| him, hold that, under the Constitution of the Uni- 
| ted States, the slaveholders of the South havea 
right to emigrate into the Territories, and take 
their slaves with them. And he and they hold 
|| further, that if the peoph of the Territory do not 
want slavery, and if their Territorial Legislature 
shall neglect or refuse to pass laws to protect such 
slave property, orifthey passlawscither to abolish 
or to discourage slavery, in any of these cases it 
is the bounden duty of Congress to pass laws to 
protect slavery in such Territory. If this prin- 
ciple is adopted, every Territory will be given up 
to slavery. There will not be one inch of soil 
left to freedom. 

Congressional interventionists are of two kinds. 
They differ only in the kind of intervention they 
demand, but not in the principle. The Republican 
party is composed of interventionists, They con- 
tend that it is the bounden duty of Congress to in- 
tervene in the affairs of a Territory to prohibit 
slavery. The southern interventionists contend 
that it is the duty of Congress to intervene to pro- 
tect and encourage slavery in the Territories. 
These two parties agree in most respects. They 
both agree that it is the duty of Congress to legis- 
late on the subject of slavery. They both agree 
that Congress should legislate on the subject, 
against the Wishes of the people of a Territory. 

The Republican interventionists contend that if 
|| the people ofa Territory want slavery, and if their 
Legislature passes laws to establish and protect 
slave property, it is the bounden duty of Con- 
| gress to intervene and abolish slavery. ‘The south- 
‘| ern interventionists, on the contrary, contend that 
when the people of a Territory have refused to 
have slavery, it is the duty of Congress to intervene 
to protect and establish slavery in such Territory. 
They thus, both alike, legislate against the will of 
the people. The one party would have Congress 
make all our Territories free; the other would have 
it make them all slave, Judge Douatvas, on the 
i contrary, would have Congress interfere neither 
for nor against slavery; but would leave the peo- 
ple of the Territory perfectly free to form and reg- 
| ulate their own domestic institutions in theirown 
j .” Judge Do s stands by the principles 
j| way.” dg UGLAS Sta ythe p p 
enunciated in the compromise resolutions of 1850, 
and in the Kansas-Nebraska act, which were ips 
dorsed and approved by the Cincinnati convention 
| in 1856. 
fending,” and the grounds of opposition to him. 

What is the issue between us? The gentleman 
| from Alabama contends that the power to legis- 
late on the subject of slavery was not given to the 
Territorial Legislatures, by either the compro- 
mise resolutions of 1850, or by the Kansas-Ne- 
braska act of 1854. I, on the contrary, contend 
that the full power to legislate both for and against 
slavery, was given to the Territorial Legislatures 
by both of those acts. That such was incontest- | 
ably the intention at the time those acts were 
| passed; that the views of Judge Doveras on that 
‘| subject were fully, clearly, and unequivocally ex- 
| pressed at that time; and that he stands now pre- 
|| eiscly where he stood then. This is the issuc. 
“ Now to the law and the testimony.” 

I| The slavery question had been permitted to | 
i| sleep from the date of the Missouri compromise | 
i until after Texas was annexed, which was shortly 
[i 
d 
| 


| 
| 


afterwards followed by the acquisition of Utah, 
New Mexico, and California. A party then 
sprung up in the North, which was led by Hon. | 
David Wilmot, of Pennsylvania, who insisted on | 
ji annexing a proviso to the acquisition of all these 

(| Territories, by which slavery should be forever | 
{| excluded from them. This celebrated proviso was 
|| several times passed in the lower House of Con- 

|| gress, but was defeated in the Senate. 

| Against this proviso the South earnestly pro- 
| tested; and every expedient which the rules of 
H 

| 


| legislation permit were then resorted to to defeat, 
In 
enate that | 


| the attempt of David Wilmot and his 
i! 1848, Judge Doveras moved in the 
i| this vexed question should be forever settled by 
| extending the Missouri compromise line to the | 


arty. 
$ 


“This is the head and front of his of- | 


Pacific ocean. But his laudable and praiseworthy 
effort to restore peace and harmony between ‘the 
North and the South was defeated... Thé excite- 
ment grew alarming; -the hearts of the- people; 
North and South, were alienated from-each other; 
and the two sections were arrayed in open hos- 
tility on this alarming question., The friends 
of the Union trembled when they thought of ‘the 
consequences that might ensue. This ‘state of. 
affairs culminated in 1850; and the good.and great 
men of all parties came together in that memora- 
ble year to make some safe and satisfactory: ad- 
justment of this vexed and dangerous question, 

y which its discussion might be forever withdrawn 
From the floor of Congress. : 

The great and glorious Clay had gone home 
to spend the evening of his days in peace and 
quiet at his own loved Ashland; but he heatd 
the call of his country in her agony, and he 
came back-to the Senate Chamber to unite his 
voice and influence with Webster and Cass, and 
Dovexas and Benton, and a host of other **immor- 
tal names that were not born to dic,” to sécure 
some safe, satisfactory, and permanent adjustment 
of the slavery agitation. The result of their coun- 
sels was the celebrated compromise resolutions of 
that year. And I now propöse to show that, by 
those resolutions, the full -power to legislate not 
only for, but against slavery, was committed to the 
Territorial Legislatures; and -for that purpose I 
will invite the attention of the committee to some of 
the various amendments proposed ‘and discussed 
at that time. Remember, however, that I am 
now attempting to prove that the intention of Con- 
gress was to give the full power to législate on the 
question of slavery to the Territorial Legisla- 
tures. 

The bill to provide temporary government for 
Utah and New Mexico had been amended by the 
insertion of a proviso that such ‘ Legislatures 
should pose no laws to interfere with the primary 
disposal of the title to the soil, nor in respect to Afri- 
can slavery.” Southern men did not consider this 
clause sufficiently explicit; and, on the 5th of 
June, 1850, Mr. Berrien moved to amend the bill 
by striking out ‘‘in respect to,” and inserting 
‘establishing or prohibiting;’”? which was car- 
ried by a vote of 30 to 27. (See Senate Journal, 
p- 376.) The bill, as it there stood, clearly prohib- 
ited the Territorial Legislatures from legislating on 
the subject of slavery. Subsequently, however, a 
different view of the subject prevailed; and it was 
| resolved togive the fu'l powerof legislation to, the 
Territorial Legislatures, and thereby to remove 
forever from the Halls of Congress this perplex- 
ing question. On the 31st of July, 1850, Mr. Nor- 
ris, of New Hampshire, moved to amend the bill, 
line ten, section six, by striking out the words 
i “ nor establishing or prohibiting African slavery; 
! which was carried by a vote of 32 to 20. ~: 

Thus it will be seen that. the restriction which 
was intended to prevent the Territorial: Legisla- 
tures from “establishing,” as well-as prohibiting 
slavery, was stricken out of the bill. Against 
this amendment the southern Senators generally 
voted. It had been a long and hard-fought con- 
test. The whole subject had been fully examined 
and discussed during its progress, Some of the 
southern Senators had been most reluctant to con- 
cede this important principle in regard to estab- 
lishing and prohibiting slavery; but they had to 
yield to the force of superior numbers. But I 
must go back over the discussion to show that the 
subject was fully discussed and clearly under- 
stood. a" 

When the bill came up for action on the 15th 
i of May, Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, said: 

“I offer the following amendment: to strike out, in the 
sixth line of the tenth section, the words‘ in respect to Af- 
rican slavery,’ and insert the words ‘ with those rights of 
property growing out of the institution of African slavery 
as it exists in any of the States of the Union.” The object 


i 

| 

| a 

| of the amendment is to prevent the Territorial Legislature 
| from legislating against the rights of property growing out 
| ba * * K 
| 


of the institution of slavery.” “it 
will leave to the Territorial Legislatures those rights and 
l powers which are essentially necessary, not only to the 
preservation of property, but to the peace of the Territory. 


i; it wili leave the right to make such police regulations as are 


j necessary to prevent disorder, and which will be absolutely 
necessary with such property as that to secure its beneficial 
use to its owner. With this brief explanation, I submit the 
amendment.” 


H 


|. Mr. Clay, in reply to Mr. Davis, said: l 
i. “Ifthe object of the Senator is to provide thatslaves may 
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= 

be introduced into the Territory contrary to the ler loci, 
and, being introduced, nothing shail be done by the Legis: 
Inture to inipair the rights of owners to hold the slaves thus 
brought. contrary to the local laws, I certainly cannot vote 
for it...[h-doing so I shall repeat again the expression of 
opinion which I announced at an early period of the ses- 
sion.” . 

“Here we find the line distinctly drawn between 
those. who contended for the right to eariy slaves 
into the Territories and hold them in defiance of 
the local law, and those who contended that such 
right was subject to the local law of the Territory. 

Pending the discussion which ensued, My. 
Davis, at the suggestion of friends, modified his 
amendment from time to time, until it assumed 
the following shape: 

« Nor to introduce or exclude Africanslavery : Provided, 
That nothing herein containcd shall be constvucd so as to 
prevent said Territorial Legislature from passing such hws 
as may be necessary for the protection of the rights of prop- 
erty of every kind which may have been, or may be here- 
after, comformably to the Constitution of the United States, 
held in or introduced into said Territory.” 

To which, on the same day, Mr. Chase, of Ohio, 
offered the following amendment: 

“ Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed as. authorizing or permitting the introduction 
of slavery or the holding of persons as property within said 
Territory.” : 

Mr. LAMAR. Whatbecame of these amend- 
ments? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. They were both lost. 

Mr. LAMAR. I thought so. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes, they were lost; 
and this shows that Congress gave up the w hole 
subject of legislation to the Territorial Legisla- 
tures. 

T have now shown incontestably that, by the 
clearest language, the right not only to establish, 
but to prohibit slavery, was conferred on the Terri- 
torial Legislatures by the compromise measures 
of 1850. 1 have shown it by the language of the 
acts by the amendments offored; and also from 
the lips of Clay and Davis. But 1 will not stop 
there. I will show, further, that Judge Doveras 
then maintained preciscly the same doctrines he 
maintains now; that he bas not changed in the 
slightest particular. Pending these amendments 
Judge Dovaras said: 

‘CP he position that } have ever taken bas been, that tits, 
and all ether questions relating to the domestic affairs and 
domestic potiey of the Territories, ought to be tett to the 
decision of the people themselves; and that we ought to be 
content with whatever way the ducide the question, 
because they have a much deeper interest In these matters 
than we bave, and know much better what institutions 


suit them than we, who have never been there, can decide | 


for.them. 1 would, therefore, have much preferred thatthat 
portion of the bill should have remained as it was reported 
from the Committee on Territories, with no proviston on 
the subject of slavery, the one way or the other. And fdo 
hope yet that that clause will be stmeken out. [ant satis- 
fied, sir, that it gives no strength to the bill, Lam satisfied, 
even If it did give strength to it, that it ought not to be 
there, beeanse it is a violation of principle—a violation of 
that principle upon which we have all rested oar deien 
of the course we have taken on this question. Ido nots 
how those of us who have taken the position we have 
taken—that of non-intervention—and have argued in favor 
of the right of the people to legislate for themselves on this 
question, cau support such a provision without abandoning 
alt the arguments which we used in the presidential cam- 
paign in the year 1848, and the principles set forth by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] in that letter 
which ig Known as the “Nicholson letter? We are rc- 
wired to abandon that platform; we are required to aban- 
on those principles, and to stultify ourselves, and to adopt 
the opposite doctrinc—and for what? In order to.say that 
the people of the ‘Territories shall not have sch institu- 
tions as they shall deem adapted to their condition and their 
wants. J do not see, sir, how such a provision can be ac- 
ceptable either to the peopie of the North or the South.” 


Upon the question how many inhabitants a 
Territory should contain before it should be 
formed into a political community with the rights 
of self-government, Mr. Doveras said: 


“Phe Senator from Mississippi puts the question te me 
as to what number of people there must be ina Territory 
before this right to govern themselves accrues. Without 
determining the precise number, 1 will assume that the 
right ought to aceruce to the people atthe moment they have 
enough to constitute a governments and, sir, the bill assumes 
that there are people enough there to require a government, 
and enough to authorize the people to govern themselves? 
Bed oe k * « Your bill concedes that a represent- 
ative government is necessary-—a government founded upon 
the principles of popular sovereignty and the riguLof a peo- 
ple to enact their own laws; and for this reason you give 
them a Legislature composed of two branches, like the 
Legislatures of the different States and Territories of the 
Union. You confer upon them the right to legislate on fall 
rightful subjects of legistation,’ except negroes. Why cx- 
cept negroes? Why-exeept African slavery? [Uf the inhab- 
itants are competent to govern themselyes upon all other 


{ 


i constitutional. 


| could notextend thatcompromise line to the Pacific 
| ocean, and when we saw and felt the dreadful and 


subjects, and in reference to all other deseriptions of prop- 
erty ; if they are competent to make laws and determine 
the relations between husband and wile, and parent and 
child, and municipal laws affecting the rights and property 
of citizens generally, they are competentalso to make laws 
to govern themselves in relation to slavery and negroes.” 


With reference to the protection of 
slaves, Mr. Doveras said: 


1 1 have a word to say to the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, (Mr. Davis.] He insists that I am not in favor of 
protecting property, and that@his amendment is offered for 
the purpose of protecting property under the Constitution. 
Now, sir, | ask you what authority he has for assuming 
that? Do { not desire to protect property because f wish to 
allow the people to pass such laws as.ihey deem proper re- 
epecting their rights to property without any exception ? 
fle might just as well say that fam opposed to protecting 
property in merchandise, in steamboats, in cattle, in real 
estate, as to say that I aim opposed to protecting property of 
any other description; for desire to put them all on an 
equality, and allow the people to make their own taws in 
respect to the whole of them? 


property in 


If these extracts are not sufficient, I will pro- 
duce others. - I can show that at least six times in 


that discussion Judge Doveras reiterated these | 


same sentiments. The gentleman from Alabama 
hassneeringly called Judge Dovenas’s'position a 
new dogma.” Itis atleast ten years old. Andit 
is as old as the acts of Congress which first con- 
ferred the power of legislation on the Territorial 
Legislatures. It began then, and has been con- 
sistently mantained by him ever since, I defy any 
man to show that he has ever wavered or faltered 
in its support, or that there is the slightest contra- 
diction in his sentiments. 

In 1852, after the passage of the compromise 
resolutions, the Democratic national convention 
assembled at Baltimore and heartily and cheerfully 
indorsed the whole series of compromise meas- 
ures. The Whig national convention did the 
same. We went into the contest, and elected Pierce 
and King on that very platform. We were all 
committed to it then; and we stand committed to 
it now. 

In 1854 the principle of non-intervention, as 
declared by the compromise resolutions, was cx- 
tended by the acts to organize territorial govern- 
ments for Kansas and Nebraska. Let southern 
gentlemen reflect, before they ask us to abandon 
this important principle, what sacrifices the North 
made to procure its adoption. By the Missouri 


compromise,the South had relinquished all right | 


to carry slave property into cither Kansas or Ne- 
braska. Both these Territories, by that agreement, 
were to be forever free. 

You will tell me that the compromise was un- 
Be it so. 


you had reecived Missouri and Arkansas as your 
share of it. We had not got ours. But when we 


dangerous influences of sectional slavery agita- 
tion, we gave up these Territories to secure the 
adoption of the important principle of non-inter- 
vention by Congress in favor of or against slavery 
in the Territories. We did it because we believed it 
right. We did it because the best interest of the 
nation demanded that the slavery agitation should 
be withdrawn from the Halls of Congress. We 
did it to restore peace and harmony to a distracted 
country. Yet now our generosity and sacrifices 
are forgotten by a little body of men in the South 
who claim that it shall be made slave territory so 
long as it remains ina territorial condition, This 
ig notin the bond.’? We will not consent to it. We 
will carry out the compromise and the principle as 
we made them; and the little band of ten or fifteen 
interventionists at the South can neither drive nor 
frighten us from our position. We act in good 
faith in supportof these established principles, and 
we ask the same in return, 

I will now proceed to show that the doctrine of 
non-intervention, as advocated by Judge Doveras 
in 1850, was extended and incorporated in the 
Kansas-Nebraska act of 1854. The committee, 
by whom that bill was reported to the Senate, in 
their report, say: 


“ The principal amendments which your committee deem 


ate, in a special report, are those in which the principles 
established by the compromise measures of 1859, so far as 
they are applicable to territorial organizations, are proposed 
to be affirmed and carried into practical operation within 
the limits of the new Territory. The wisdom of those 


gs Yet it was a compro- | 
Mise, and even Mr. Calhoun had avowed his will- 
ingness to carry itout. Itwasa compromises and | 


t their duty to commend to the favorable action of the Sen- į 


measures is attested, not Jess by their salutary and henefi- 
cial effects in allaying sectional agitation and restoring peace 
and harmony to an irritated and distracted people, than by 
the sper and almost universal approbation with which they 


havaifien received and sanctioned by the whole country. 

«WX the judgment of your committee, those measures 
were intended to have a far more comprehensive and en- 
during effect than the mere adjustment of the difficulties 
arising out of the recent acquisition of Mexican territory. 
They were designed to establish certain great principles, 
which would not only furnish adequate remedies for exist- 
ing evils, bud, in all time to come, avoid the perils of a simi- 
lar agitation, by withdrawing the question of slavery fromthe 
Halls of Congress and the political arena, and committing it 
to the arbitrament of those who were immediatety interested 
in and alone responsible for its consequences. With a view 
of conforming their action to the settled policy of the Gov- 
ernment, sanctioned by the approving voice of the Ameri- 
ean people, your committee have deemed it their duty to 
incorporate and perpetuate, in their territorial bill, the 
principles and spirit of those measures.” 


Here we have the intention clearly avowed by 
the committee that they intend, by the bill they 
have reported, ‘in all time to come, to avoid the’ 
perils of a similar agitation, [that of 1850,] by 
withdrawing the question of slavery from the Halls of 
Congress and the political arena, und committing it 
to the arbitrament of those who were immediately in- 
terested, and alone responsible for its consequences.” 
Nor is this all; for Judge Dovewas, as if to re- 
move all doubt on the subject, and to place the 
question beyond the possibility of controversy or 
cavil, moved the following amendment to the bijl: 


“That the Constitution, and all laws of the United States 
whicb are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same force 
and cflect within the Territory as elsewhere within the Unt- 
ted States. except the eighth section of the act preparatory 
to the admission of Missouri iuto the Union, approved 
Mareh 6, 1820, which, being inconsistent with the principte 
of non intervention by Congress with slavery in the States 
and ‘Territories, as recognized by the legislation of 1850, 
commonly called the ‘compromise measures,’ is hereby 
declared inoperative and void—it being the true intent and 
meaning of this act not to legislate slavery iuto any Terri- 
tory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the 
people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their do- 
mestie institutions in their own way, subject only to the 
Constitution of the United States.” K 


This amendment was adopted; and it should for- 
ever silence those who contend that it was not the 
intention of the Kansas-Nebraska act to commit 
| the whole subject of slavery legislation in the 
Territories to (he Territorial Legislatures. Look 
at the language, and sce how convincingly clear it 
is: “It being the true intont and meaning of this 
act not to legislate slavery into any State or Ter- 
ritory.” The word is legislate. No such miser- 
able language as that when the people come to 
adopt a constitution. Nothing of the kind. ‘ That 
is a new dogma;’? the contemptible subterfuge of 
wily, designing, ambititious politicians, aspiring 
to the Presidency, and making bids for southern 
votes. Congress was speaking of not legislating 
slavery ito or out ofa Territory; and they used 
the word which conveyed their intention. Con- 
gréss would not legislate for or against slavery; but 
they would leave the people of the Territory per- 
fectly free to legislute for themselves in relation to 
their own domestic institutions, slavery included. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As the gentleman seems 
to be discussing this subject in a spirit of fair- 
ness and candor, I desire just at this point to sub- 
mit my understanding of the power given by the 
Kansas act to the people of the Territory, so that 
he may answer it. When the bill first came 
from the Territorial Committee, the words used 
| were, that they might “form and regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way;’’ and un- 
der that clause it was insisted by some that the 
Legislature had the constitutional power to ex- 
| clude slavery from the Territory; by others, that 
they had no such power; and as there existed this 
difference of opinion touching the right under the 
Constitution, and all sides being willing to be gov- 
erned by that instrument, it was agreed to insert 
the words ¢* subject only to the Constitution of the 
United States.” Now, since the passage of that 
act, our constitutional rights have been defined 
| by the Supreme Court; and being ascertained, we 
i hold that they ought to be recognized and ob- 
|| served. It is very clear that if'they had then 
i! been known, the words “ subject to the Constitu- 
| tion’? need not to have been incorporated in the 
| bill; but now that they are settled by the decision 
in the Dred Scott case, we think it strange that 

this difference between our statesmen should still 
| exist, and that it should be insisted upon that the 
i! Territorial Legislature has a power w ich is une- 
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quivocally denied. All we ask or want are our 
constitutional rights, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. It is true, as the hon- 
orable gentleman from Georgia says, the words 
“subject only to the Constitution of the United 
Siates’’ were inserted because, during the debate, 
it was contended by some southern statesmen 
that, under the Constitution of the United States, 
slavery could not be abolished by the Territorial 
Legislatures. And it is also true that another sec- 
tion of the Kansas and Nebraska act gives aright 
of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United, 
States in all cases involving questions of personal 
freedom ofslaves. Butallthisincontestably shows 
just what I contend for—that Congress intended, 
when these acts were passed, to giye the whole 
power of legislation on the subject of slavery to 
the Territorial Legislatures, “ subject only to the 
Constitution of the United States.” 

But the honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


Crawrorp] contends that the Supreme Court has | 


decided, in the Dred Scott case, that a Territorial 
Legislature has not the power to abolish slavery. 
With all respect to the honorable gentleman, I 
deny it. No such question arose in the Dred 
Scott case; and itcould not be decided. But I deny 
that the court ever gave a dictum in that case 
which would show that they held any such opin- 
ion. The Supreme Court never have so decided, 
and I think they never can so decide. 


But if I were to admit that the Supreme Court į 


had so decided, it would only show how uncalled 
for the speech of the honorable gentleman from 
Alabama was against Judge Doveras. If this 
uestion has been settled and determined, what 
ifference what the views of Judge Doveras may 
be? He cannot change it, nor reverse it. 

Mr. LAMAR, I will tell the gentleman why 
we need to speak upon this question. Itis because 
Judge Doveras has said that no matter what the 
court may say, the right of the people to exclude 
the institution of slavery was perfect and com- 

lete. That is what we complain of; that after he 
had pledged himsclf here that he would abide the 
decision of the court, upon the hustings of Illinois 


he declared that no matter what the court might | 


decide, the right of the people is perfect and com- 
plete, by unfriendly legislation, to exclude the in- 
stitution. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. [assure the honorable 
gentleman from Mississippi he is entirely mis- 
taken; Judge Douvcias never made any such state- 
ment. Judge Doveras has consistently and uni- 
formly said that he would submit to and faithfully 
carry out the decision of the Supreme Court—not 
only on that subject, but on all others. He is far 
too truc a patriot and too good a citizen to utter 
any such sentiment. I will read the gentleman 
what Judge Doveras has said, and now says, on 
that subject. In his rejoinder to Judge Black, he 


says, on page 6: 
« Whenever a case shall arise under those or any other 
fieeting slave property or personal 


s 


territorial cuactmen 
freedom in the ‘Territo, aud the Supreme Court of the 
United States shall decide the question, I shell feel myself 
hound tə respect and obey the decision, and assist in carrying 
it into effect in good faith.” 


That is his pledge; and my word for it, he 
will carry it out. He never yet has broken his 
plighted word, and he never will. 

Mr. LAMAR, That is from his article, but 
ina speech in Ilinois he said the right of the 


people was perfect and complete, no matter what | 


the court decided. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Ilinois. 
Mr. LAMAR. In his Freeport speech, 


pledged himself in the Senate of the United States | 
to abide by judicial decision; but when he went | 


before the Free-soilers of Hlinois, he told them 
that the right of a Territory was perfect and com- 
plete. 

Mr. HINDMAN sought the floor. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
tively to yield further—not from any discourtesy 


to the gentleman, but because I have nottime. Tf] 


the committee will extend the time, I am ready 
to discuss the matter for a week, if gentlemen 
wish it. 

Now, sir, without any discourtesy to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, there is a difference of 
opinion between us. I say he can produce no 

„such speech made by Judge Doveras, which was 


What speech? | 
He | 


T must decline posi- | 


i 
ever published by the Democratic party. It may 
be that some person has published a speech, in 
which such language has been put in Judge Dove- 
Las’s mouth; but I assure the gentleman, Judge 
Doveras never uttered such a sentiment in his 
life. He stands upon the decision of the Supreme 
Court; and I say that the Supreme Court never 
did, and I believe they never will, decide any such 
doctrine as that for which the gentleman from 
Alabama, and those who agree with him, contend. 

I have been drawn from my line of argument 
by the repeated interruptions with which I have 
been assailc, and I must go back and take up 
the thread of my discourse where I left off. I 
have now shown that the principle of non-inter- 


1850 was embodied, enlarged, and extended by 
the Kansas-Nebraska act. f have shown that 


|| the power of legislation on this subject of slavery 

to the Territorial Legislatures alone; that Con- 
gress gave up all right over the subject; and that 
this amendment was supported by almosta united 
South, and especially by the Representatives from 
Alabama. Before I leave that subject, I propose 
to discuss a clause in the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 
The language is, that the “ Territorial Legislature 
shall have legislative power over all rightful sub- 
jects of legislation, subject only to the Constitution 
of the United States.” The Territorial Legisla- 


i 


subjecis of legislation.” Has slavery not been 
deemed a righful subject of legislation? Was it 
ever denied thata legislative body could either cs- 
tablish or abolish slavery? I think not. If sla- 


then all our acts abolishing slavery are void, and 
slavery still exists in all the northern States. And 
if slavery is arightful subject of legislation, then, 
incontestably, it was the Intention of Congress to 
give the power not only to establish, but to abol- 


tend that southern Representatives, when they 
voted for that bill, did not know that slavery was 


lation?” [think no one would stultify himself 
by denying it. If, then, this was known, it can 
admit of no contest that it was the intention of 
| Congress to give the full and entire power over 

the subject of slavery to the Territorial Legisla- 
tures. Nor does the proof cease here. In 1856, 


and unequivocal that it leaves no possibility of 
doubt on the subject. The resolution is as fol- 
lows: 


«The American Democracy recognize and adopt the priù- 
ciples contained inthe organic laws establishing the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the only sound 
and safe solution of the ‘slavery question,’ upon which the 
great national idea of the people of this whole country can 
repose in its determined conservatism of the Union—non- 
interference by Congress with slavery in State and Terri- 
tory, or in the District of Columbia. 

“That this was tue basis of the compromises of 1850, 
confirmed by both the Democratic and Whig parties in 
national conventions—ratified by the people in the election 
of 1852—and right! 
į ritories in 1854; thatby the uniform application of this Dem- 
! ocratic principle to the organization of Territories and to the 
admission of new States, with or without domestic slavery 
li as they may clect, the equal rights of all will be preserved 
il intact—the original compacts of the Constitution main- 
i} tained inviolatc—and the perpetuity and expansion of this 
i Union insured to its utmost capacity ef embracing in peace 
' 
| 


and harmony ony future American State that may be con- 
[| stituted or annexed with a republican form of government.” 
| To that resolution the whole Democratic party 
il was bound, North and South. We in Pennsyl- 
vania stood pledged to ity you in Alabama and 
| Georgia and Mississippi were pledged to it. We 
Il in Pennsylvania, a few days since, declared our 
|| “unalterable devetion to, and faith in,” that plat- 
i; form. Why cannot Alabama do the same? Who 
j has changed ? Certainly we have not; we stang 
|| now where we stood then. Ileave the gentleman 
| from Alabama to solve that question. 

| Bat Tam unwilling to permit this subject to pass 


not only been committed to this doctrine of non-in- 
tervention by the action of national conventions, 
and by their votes for Pierce and King, and Bu- 
į chanan and Breckinridge; but I will go further, 
|| and show that they have been commited to it by 
i) their votes for officers of Congress for years past. 


vention adopted by the compromise resolutions of | 


Judge Doveras then declared his intention to give ! 


tures had power to legislate then ‘on all rightful | 


very iş not a “rightful subject of legislation,” | 


ish, Slavery in the Territories. Willany mancon- | 


alwaysadmitted to be a rightful subject of legis- | 


the great Democratic national convention which as- | 
sembled at Cincinnati indorsed and approved this |: 
doctrine of non-intervention in language so clear | 


applied to the organization of the Ter- | 


from me until E show that southern members have | 


On the 12th day of January, 1856, a contest was 
going on inthis House for the election of Speaker. 
Mr. Richardson and Mr” Banks were: the rival 
candidates. On that.day, Mr. Bavairam, of Ohio, 
propounded certain interrogatories to Mr. Rich- 
ardson.. The third interrogatory was as follows: 

«“ Am T right in supposing that his theory. is, that the Con- 
stitution of the United States does not carry slavery to, and 
protect itin, the Territories of the United States? : Thatin 
the territory acquired from Mexico and France (including 
Kansas and Nebraska) the Missouri restriction was neces- 
sary to make the territory free, because slavery existed there 
under France at the time of the acquisition ; “but that the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill, which repeals that restriction, 
but neither legislates slavery into those Territories. nor ex- 
cludes it therefrom, in his opinion, leaves those Territories 
without either local or constitutional law protecting’ sla- 
very; and that therefore the Kansas and Nebraska bill. pro- 
1; motes the formation of slave States in Kansas and -Ne- 

braska ?” 3 iae 

To which Mr. Richardson responded, as fol- 
lows: S : 

“The Constitution does not, in my opinion, carry the 
institutions of any of the States into the Territories; but 
| it affords the same protection there to the institutions of one 
State as of another. The citizen of Virginia is as much 
entiticd, in the common territory, to the protection of his 
property, under the Constitution, as the citizen of Ilinois 5 
but both are dependent upon the legislation of the territo- 
rial government for laws to protect their property, of what- 
i| ever Kind it may be. Thus, it will be seen, that though 
i there may be upon this point a difference theoretically— 
involving questions for judicial decision—y et there is none, 
practically, among the friends of non-intervention by Con- 
gress, as the practical result is to place the decision of the 
questions in the hands of those who. are most deeply inter- 
ested in its solution, namely: the people of the Territory, 
who have made it their home, and whose interests are the 
most deeply involved in the character of the’ institution 
| under which they are to live.” i 
| -Thore now is popular sovereignty for you— 
broad, clear; and unequivocal. Yetafter he gave 
| this answer, the entire Democratic delegation from 
| Alabama, and I believe from the South generally, 
; voted, and continued to vote for Mr. Richardson. 
| Popular sovereignty was not then considered a 
i “new dogma.” Southern men were not alarmed at 
these doctrines, as they feign to be now. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 was a member of that 
Congress, and voted for Mr. Richardson, of Mi- 
nots, for Speaker after he avowed these sentiments; 
and I would like.the gentleman to tell whether he 
is to be understood as saying that by voting ‘for 
Mr. Richardson, I indorsed these sentiments? | 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I have stated ‘the facts, 
and I have drawn my inferences. The gentleman 
has heard them. If the avowal ofthe popular sover- 
eignty doctrines by Mr. Richardson then was not 
sufficient grounds for him to oppose Mr. Richard- 
son for Speaker, I cannot see how the avowal of 
the same doctrines by Mr. Doveras will constitute 
|| good grounds for the honorable gentleman to op- 

pose Judge Dovcias now. : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman himself 
has this session voted for Mr. Bococx for Speaker, 
who repudiates’ squatter sovereignty, or, as the 

entleman calls the doctrine, popular sovereignty. 

Je voted for Mr. Bococx, who holds that it is the 
duty of all the departments of the Government— 
| exccutive, legislative, and judicial—to protect 
slave property in the Territories, whenever it may 
be necessary to do so. When you voted for him, 
did you indorse those sentiments? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Bococx never ex- 
pressed these sentiments, that Lam aware of. I 
| Never heard them expressed by him, and the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, therefore, must bespeak- 
ing upon private information, which nobody else 
has. j 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Atany event, Mr. Bo- 
cock denies toa Territorial Legislature the power 
|i to legislate against slavery. 
| Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Bococx is pres- 
ent, and can speak for himself. I deny the right 
ofthe gentlemen from Mississippi to speak’ for 
him. He cannot say that before I voted for him 
for Speaker he expressed the sentiments attrib- 
uted to him by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. McQUEEN. By permission of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, I desire to say that I 
was in the gallery, and heard the gentleman read 
some interrogatories which were propounded to 
Mr. Richardson, in the contest between him and 


> 
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well that interrogatories were propounded to Mr. 
Richardson in that cofttest; and upon his answer 
1 cast off. from him, and did so for three days, 
until Mr, Richardson drew his. bow again, and 
-explained it away, when I again cast my vote for 


bim.: | i 
. Mrt. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
-glad my friend from South Carolina has made the 
correction; for I would very much regret to do 
him-injustice. I will make the gentleman from 
South ‘Carolina an exception. But I think it 
makes my position stronger, for itshows that the 
language was well understood and considered at 
the ‘time, and was not thought objectionable to 
any other southern Representative than the hon- 
orable gentleman from South Carolina. 
Mr. HINDMAN. I would like to put a ques- 
tion to the gentleman. ; 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. The House must ac- 
knowledge that I have been very liberal. I have 
been interrupted at every step of my argument by 
questions. When the gentleman from Alabama 
was upon the floor, those of us who differed from 
him kept our seats and allowed him to go on with- 
outinterruption. I must decline to yield further. 
Thave not the time to’ spare. [Cries from the 
Democratic benches of * That’s right!’ ‘Go 


; ns id 

on!’ and ** We will give you more ume 7 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to say this: I hope 

the gentleman will be allowed to proceed without 
further interruption. 
any extension of his time beyond that which was 
taken from him by interruptions. 

_,.Mr. MONTGOMERY. I am obliged to the 
House for its courtesy and kindness. ‘ And I will 
now proceed, a 

But I have not done with this matter yet. I can- 
not let the honorable gentleman from Alabama 
escape so easily. I now desire to show that he, 
by his vote, has virtually indorsed and approved 
the doctrine of unfriendly legislation, about which 
go much has been said in the public prints recently. 
The honorable gentleman from Alabama came 
into Congress when I did. At the first session of 
the last Congress Colonel Orr, of South Carolina, 
was a candidate for the office of Speaker of this 
House. I will now invite the attention of this 
House, and the honorable gentleman, to the views 
of Colonel Orr on the subject of ‘unfriendly legis- 
lation. On the llth day of December, 1856, 
Colonel Orr said, in reply to Hon. Humphrey 
Marshall, of Kentucky: 

“I gay, although I deny that squatter sovereignty exists 
in the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska by virtue of this 
bill, it is a matter practically of little consequence whether 
it does or not; and [think I shall be able to satisfy the gen- 
tleman of that. ‘The gentieman knows that, in every slave- 
holding community of this Union, we have local legislation 
and local police regulations appertaining to that institution, 
without which the institution would not only be valueless, 
but a curse to the community. Without them the slave- 
holder could not enforce his rights when invaded by others ; 
and if you had no local legislation for the purpose of giving 
protection, the institution would be of no value. [ can ap- 
peal to every gentleman upon this floor who represents a 
slaveholding constituency, to attest the truth of what I have 
stated upon that point. . 

“Now, the legislative authority ofa Territory is invested 
with a discretion to vote for or againstlaws. We think they 
ought to pass laws in every ‘Territory, when the Territory 
fs open to settlement, and stavelioldcrs go there, to protect 
slave property. But if they decline to pass such Jaws, what 
is the remedy? None, sir. ‘If the majority of the people 


. are opposed to the institution, and if they do not desire it 


ingrafted upon their Territory, all they have to do is simply 
to decline to pass laws in the ‘Territorial Legislature for its 
protection, and then it is as well excluded as if the power 
was invested in the Territorial Legislature, and exercised 
by them, to prohibit it. Now, I ask the gentleman, what is 
the practical importance to result from the agitation and 
discussion of this question as to whether squatter sover- 
eignty does, or does not, exist? Practically it is a matter 
of little moment.” 

There, now, is the doctrine of +“ unfriendly legis- 
lation,’’ which the gentleman from Alabama so 
religiously detests in Judge*Doveias. Yet, not- 
withstanding this open avowal of opinion, the 
honorable gentleman from Alabama notonly voted 
for the clection of Colonel Orr for Speaker, but 
he voted for him in caucus as his first choice as 
candidate for that office. That was a little better 
than two years since. Yet, at this session, the 
honorable’ gentleman utterly refused to vote for 
Colonel McCrernanp, because he held precisely 
the opinions avowed by Colonel Orr. -Why was 
this? Whohas changed? The Democratic party 
voted for Colonel Orr then, and elected him. The 


I must object, however, to ij 


| of the 


|| possession of the Legislature, and we all know 


MeC.ernanp this session; but the honorable gen- 
tleman refused to vote with us. I ask who. has 
changed? Whois it that is advocating “a new 
dogma?” i 

Mr. CURRY. Does the gentleman speak by 
authority when he says Colonel Orr and Colonel 
McCuernanp entertain the same sentiments on 


this subject? ; 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, Ihave 
quoted the views of Colonel Orr, and whilst I will 
not say that I speak by authority, I will say that 
I think I know the views of Colanel McCuEr- 
NAND, and I think he entirely concurs in the sen- 
timents expressed by Colonel Orr in 1856. 

I might go on to read from the speeches and 
| writings of other southern statesmen; and I might 
i show that a very large number of their most dis- 
tinguished men have held the sentiments, in whole 
or in part, as avowed by Judge Doveras; but I 
have neither the time nor the disposition to do so 
now, nor do f esteem it necessary. 

But I intend now to show that the South has 
always, in the ‘Territories, practiced on and ac- 
knowledged the doctrine that the full power to 
legislate on the subject of slavery was committed 
to the Territories. What was done in Kansas? 
Was not the whole difficulty in that Territory 
created by the contest for the election of the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature? The slave State men strug- 
gling to get possession of the Legislature, that 
they might enact laws to establish and protect 
slavery; and the frec State men to get possession 
Legislature, to prohibit and abolish slavery. 
We alt know that was the contest, and the cause 
of the controversy. The slave State men got 


that their first work was to pass stringent laws 
| establishing and protecting slave property. Now, 

if the power to legislate on the subject of slavery 
was not conferred on the Territorial Legislature, 
all this legislation was void and illegal. Did any 
southern statesman then arise in Congress and 
propose to arrest this illegal exercise of legisla- 
tion? I need not say not onc. If you had not 
conferred on the Territorial Legislature full power 
to legislate on the subject of slavery, why were 
so many thousand dollars spent by emigrant aid 
societies, North and South, to send emigrants 
there to control the election of the Legislature? 
If the Territorial Legislature had not the power 
to abolish slavery, you might just as well have 
let the free State men had possession of thatbody; 
for they could do nothing to infringe your rights. 
Yet, blood was shed, civil war raged, and battles 
were fought,and men murdered, and homes made 
desolate,-to maintain this fruitless power of le- 
gislating. Ah, gentlemen, let us be candid. This 
new dogma of “ congressional intervention’? had 
not been thoughtofthen. It is an after thought. 
You have changed your tactics; and, whilst we 
admit your right to change, you must not de- 
| nounce us because we do not change along with 
| you. Again: if the Territorial Legislatures have 
not the power to legislate on the subject of sla- 
very, why does not the honorable gentleman from 
' Alabama move, here in Congress, to declare the 
act establishing: slavery in New Mexico uncon- | 
stitutional and void? 

Mr. JENKINS. Dol understand the gentle- 

man to say that the Territorial Legislature has 
the power to protect slavery if it choose? | 
i Mr. MONTGOMERY. Certainly. 
Mr. JENKINS. I understand the gentleman 
| to say also that Congress has not the power to 
protect slavery in the Territories. If Congress has 
not the power, under what clause of the Consti- 
tution does the gentleman find the power'under 
which the Territorial Legislature can protect sla- 
very? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
Ns aaa them into a territorial government; 

‘and it is precisely because Congress cannot legis- 
late to protect slavery that the Territorial Legis- 
lature has the power to do so. If Congress had 
that power, and if it was made the duty of Con- 
gress to protect slavery, then Congress could not j 
give it away, but must exercise it. I have been 
Striving to prove this fact: that Congress intended 
to give full power over the subject of slavery to 
the Legislgtures, because it has been denied that 
| such was the intention when the Kansas-Nebraska | 


I find it in the act 


mass pf the Deraccratic party voted for Colonel | 


act was passed. Bat I contend that, without any ! 


such legislation, that power is inherent in the 
people of the Territory; and so soon as Congress 
confers on them a territorial government, they can 
exercise it. I will explain my understanding. 

It is admitted that the right of legislation is 
inherent in the citizens of each State. Now, I 
desite to inquire, when a citizen emigrates from a 
Stats into a Territory, where does he lose “ his in- 
herent right” of self-government? Atwhatbound- 
ary line does it drop from him? We read in Bun- 
yan that Christian’s sins clung to his back like a 
knapsack; but, at last, as he ascended à hill, the 
load fell off. I would like to know whether the 
inherent right of self-government drops from our 
own emigrant in the same way. And I would 
like, too, to know at what precise point the power, 
which shrouds him like a mantle in the States, 
falls from his shoulders when he emigrates to a 
Territory. The advocates of congressional in- 
tervention can see how the rights of a citizen to 
his negro journey with him from the State where 
he resides to the Territory to which he emigrates; 
but the same gentlemen are entirely at a loss to 
see how the heaven-bornright of self-government 
accompanies a man on the same journey. The 
truth is, that the right in a slave seems to be the 
only right which they consider sacred. I main- 
tain that the right of sclf-government is inherent; 
and that so soon as Congress recognizes a body 
of emigrantsin a Territory as a government, their 
right of self-government comes into action, and 
can be exercised. And even without any such 
act, necessity may demanditsexercise. This right 
of self-government in the people was dircetly rec- 
ognized in the case of California. These are my 
views. But I was proceeding on with my proof 
that Congress desired to confer on the Territorial 
Legislatures the full power of legislation over the 
subject of slavery. And I will now resume my 
line of argument on that point. 

Mr. MILES. Idislike to interrupt the gentle- 
man, but I understand his time has been indefi- 
nitely extended. My only object is to call his 
attention to this point, Itis true, as the gentleman 
says, that the Territories have all the power of 
legislation which Congress can confer upon them. 
None of us deny that. And it is also truc, that 
each State has the entire control over its own in- 
stitutions. It has the right to place whatever fea- 
tures it may choose upon them. None of us 
deny fora moment that it may exclude slavery for- 
ever; but we do contend that a Territerial Legis- 
lature, that the legislative power of a Territory— 
which is the creature of Congress, which is the 
common property of all the States—shall not do 
that which we claim the Congress of the United 
States cannot do. We do claim that it is impos- 
sible for the inferior to exercise aright of su- 
premacy, when such right of supremacy does not 
exist in the superior. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I certainly thank the 
gentleman for his admission.. It is a very im- 
portant one. He admits that the Territories have 
all the powers of legislation which Congress can con- 
Jer upon them, This is admitted in the presence 
of all his southern colleagues, and none of them 
dissent from it. It is atfadmission that the power 
of legislation was fully and unequivocally given 
to the Territorial Legislature by Congress in their 
acts organizing temporary governments. Iam 
glad the gentleman has admitted this. It is the 
first time the admission was ever made by an ad- 
vocate of congressional intervention, to my knowl- 
edge. Hitherto, indeed, it has been uniformly 
denied by them. The honorable gentleman from 
Alabama, speaking on that subject, says: 


“If on any subject, the will of the Territory is not su- 
preme, slavery is not the exception ; for the great expounder 
of this new dogma asserts that a ‘Territorial Legislature 
can lawfully exclude slavery, either by non-action or un- 
friendly legislation.’ This power is variously derived— 
from the alleged inherent power of self-government, exist- 
ing in every distinct political community, and. from the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, as indorsed by the Cincinnati plat- 
form. To the first derivation I have no answer to make 
beyond the statement that it is in entire consistency with 
the first great experiment of squatter sovereignty—the ere- 
| ation of the State of California, whose admission into the 
| Union, under the circumstances, was the most unparalleled 
| outrage ever perpetrated on a people pretending to be free. 
| “To the second source of power, L reply that, if found 
| there, the South was most miserably duped in that famous 
measure for silencing agitation. Whatever may have been 
the purpose of the framer of that bill—and he says, in his 
contribution to Harper; that it was to remove any obstacle 
to the free exercise of popular sovercignty—it was su pportedt 
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atthe South because of its repeal of the Missouri restric- 
tion, and because we thought we had secured a safeguard 
against territorial unfriendly legislation, by the provision 
rendering all such legislation subject to the Constitution of 
the United States, and by the further provision giving an 
appeal to the courts of the United States, in all cases where 
property in staves was involved. If we were mistaken, this 
power to exclude slavery by unfriendly legislation—this squat- 
ter sovereignty covered up under ambiguous language in the 
Kansas bill, after the repeal of the Missouri restriction—is 
but a refined imitation of the barbarity of the petty Celtic 
tyrant, who fed his prisoners on salted food till they called 
eagerly for drink, and then let down an empty cup into the 
dungeon, and jeft them to die of thirst.’ : 


The gentleman from Alabama declares that if 
such power is found in the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 
“the South was most miserably duped by that famous 
measure.” But the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, with a candor which is his distinguishing 
characteristic, admits that Congress did give all 
the power it could give, and therefore the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill was not such “a miserable cheat,’’ 
after all. And if Congress intended to give all 
that power, surely it intended the Territorial Le- 
gislatures should exercise it, and that they could 


exercise, it. Your denunciations, if any are due, | 


should be bestowed on Congress, and not on 
Judge Doveras. : 
But the honorable gentleman from South Car- 
olina insists that, as Congress has not the power 
to abolish slavery, therefore it.cannot confer that 
power on the Territorial Legislatures. “ That,” 
as he says, ‘‘ the inferior cannot exercise a right 
of supremacy, whensuch right of supremacy does 
not exist in the superior.” 
I have already stated that I claimed that the 
right of self-government was inherent in every cit- 
izen of every Statc; and that it traveled with such 
citizen wherever he went; and that the powcr to 
abolish slavery sprang from such right of self- 
government. My object in showing that the 
ower of legislation on the subject ofslavery was 
intended to be conferred by Congress when the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill was passed, was to prove 
that this was nota “ new dogma,” and “ that the 
South was not miserably cheated;’’ but that the whole 
subject was fully and clearly understood, and that 
Judge Doveras maintained the same views then 
that he docs now. ButI have the fact that it 
was the intention to confer such power admitted 


now, and Í will elaborate that branch of the sub- | 


ject no further. . 
The honorable gentleman from Alabarna. main- 
tains that-— 


“The Constitution of the United States discriminates 
specially in favor of slave property; provides for its in- 


crease, for its permanency, for its security, and for its rep- | 


resentation in this body. Itrecognizes property in slaves ; 
and the Supreme Court has affirmed our right to emigrate 
to, and occupy with slaves, the common territory; and 
from this recognition and guarantee, protection is an in- 
evitable sequitur. From the premises, the sequence can- 
not be resisted, that the powers of the Government are duc 
to its security.” 

I must confess [ cannot understand what the 
honorable gentleman means by this. Ifhemeans 
that the Constitution establishes slavery in the 
Territory, I must quote Judge Black in reply, who 
says, ‘‘ that nobody ever thought so or said so.’” 
lf he merely intends to assert that the Constitution 
of the United States recognizes slaves as property, 
Ladmit it. If he means, however, to say that the 
Constitution places property in slaves higher than 
other property, I deny it, and defy the proof. 
The gentleman, however, assures us that because 
the Constitution recognizes property in slaves, 
it follows as an inevitable sequitur from the prem- 
ises, that the powers of Government are due 
to ils security. 1 deny this “ inevitable sequitur.” 
The Constitution recognizes property of every 
kind in every State and Territory of the Union. 
But it by no means follows that the powers of the 
Government are duc to the protection of such 
property. 
the United States would have plenty of work on 
its hands. If, because the Constitution recognizes 
property, we must legislate to protect it, I know 
of no species of property which we would not be 
bound to protect. And if the duty of legislation 
to protect property is imposed on Congress by 
the Constitution, we must pass Jaws to protect 


Ren perty in the States as well as in the Territory. | 
V 


e have but one Constitution, and if it imposes 
the duty on Congress to protect property, we 


must protect it wherever it exists. The claim is ! 


If that were true, the Government of i 
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not that we should protect it because it is in the 
Territory, but because it is property, recognized as 
such in the Constitution. The gentleman’s con- 
stitutional power is very greatly too broad for his 
purposes. But it may be replied, that itis the 
duty of Congress to protect property in the Ter- 
ritories, because the Territorial Legislatures can- 
not do so. . That will not do; for the gentleman is 
constrained to admit that the Territorial Legisla- 
| tures can protect slave property; and that the slave 
laws of Kansas and New Mexico are valid; and 
if they can protect slave property, they can pro- 
tect all other kinds. 

Thé honorable gentleman from Alabama is a 
State-rights Democrat, and contends for a strict 
construction of the Constitution. He can claim 
no power for Congress which is not expressly 
granted. Now, where is the grant of power to 
Congress to pass laws to protect slave property? 
I say itcan nowhere be found. There are three 
clauses in the Constitution on the subject of sla- 


gitive slaves, and certainly confers no power of 
legislation to protect slave property in the Terri- 
tories, Thesecond clauscrelates to the apportion- 
ment of representatives to Congress on the three 
| fifths of the slave population of the slave States. 
i| It will hardly be claimed that this clause gives the 
| power of legislation for the Territories. The third 
| and last clause on the subject provides for the 
abolition of the slave trade; and could not be so 
distorted as to give legislative power over the Ter- 
ritories. There, now, are all the clauses which in 
any way relate to slavery. Will the friends of in- 
tervention oblige me by pointing out on which of 
them they will risk an argument to sustain their 
claim of congressional legislation? 

The Constitution of the United States provides 
only for national legislation. No power to pass 
laws in relation to the domestic institutions was 
incoporated in it, That kind of legislation be- 
longs exclusively to the States, and cannot be cx- 
ercised by Congress. It is folly to talk about it; 
any man who knows the first principles of the 
Constitution, knows that such a power has no ex- 
istence. I will now pass to the objections to the 
exercises of this power by the Territories them- 
selves. 

But it may be said that Territorial Legislatures 
have no power to abolish slavery, or to destroy 
or depreciate slave property, for the reason that 
as the Constitution recognizes property in slaves, 
the Territorial Legislature cannot take it away. 
And that is in fact the point to which the advo- 
cates of congressional intervention are driven, | 
And a more groundless position was never as- 
sumed, What is the position? Itis that an act 
abolishing slavery, passed by a Territorial Legis- į 
lature, is a violation of the Constitution of the United 
States. Let me ask those who make this asser- 
tion, to point out the clause and section of the 
Constitution which such an act violates. What 
provision or feature of that instrument prohibits 
such a law being passed? We all claim to be in 
favor of a strict construction of the Constitution, 
and surely nothing is in violation of that instru- 
ment unless it is in contravention of some of its 
provisions. Now, if such a law violates the Con- 
stitution, the clause and section can surely be 
found. Yet although the assertion has often been 
made, the section has never been pointed out, 
and what is more, never will be pointed out. If 
there is a clause in the Constitution which pro- 
hibits the abolition of slavery, it is just as appli- 
cable to'a State as a Territory. We have butone 
Constitution, and its provisions apply te all parts 
of the country; and what would be unconstitu- 
tional in a Territory, must be unconstitutional in 
a State; and if any provision of the Constitution 
prohibits the passage of a law to abolish slavery, 
then all those laws which have been passed in the 
free States are null and void, and slavery exists 
in every one of them. 

Mr. MILES, I dislike to interrupt the gentle- 
man, but I think he docs not see the point I made | 
a short time since. He does not make the dis- 
tinction between a mere act of legislation and an 
actofsovereignty. The fact of abolishing slavery 
is an act of sovereignty which every sovereign 
State has the right to exercise; but it is not a 
rightful subject of legislation, which can be con- 


very. The first provides for the rendition of fu- | 


ferred upon a territorial government. Itis an‘ aét 
of sovereignty, and no Territorial Legislature is 
invested with the powers of sovercignty. | a 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. -I assure the honorable 
gentleman] perfectly comprehend the pointhe has 
made. -But I will show him that it has no weight. 
In short, that it isa high-sounding phrase, which 
is not at all understood, and only leads to confu- 
sion. a : 

Let me explain this mätter. The allegation is, 
that an actof a Territorial Legislature, abolishing 
slavery, is in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. And the last vestige of argument 
left to gustain it is, that a Territorial Legislature 
is not a sovereignty, and that nothing less than a 
sovereign power can abolish slavery. Now, if -t 
were to admit what the honorable gentleman as- 
serts, how would that prove that such a law is in 
violation of the Constitution of the United States? 
If the gentleman would argue that such a law was 
void, for want of authority to pass it, there might 
be some plausibility in it. But how he can man- 
age to believe it unconstitutional, I cannot con- 
ceive. But is sucha law void? Certainly, the 
gentleman says, because it must be passed by a 


| sovereign Legislature. By sovereignty, as. I un- 


derstand it,is meant the supreme legislative power 
of a State or Territory. Sovereignty is of two 
kinds, absolute and qualified. There is no such 
thing as an absolute legislative sovereignty in our 
county, The States are all qualified or limited 
sovereignties, because they are in subordination 
to the Constitution of the United States. The 
General Government isa limited sovereignty, be- 
cause its powers are limited and restricted by the 


: Constitution of the United States; and the legis- 


lative sovereignty of the Territorics is limited 
and restricted ina peculiar manner. A Territory 
has as extensive a legislative sovercignty as a 
State, on all domestic affairs. It has, however, no 
national legislative power orsovercignty. It gains 
that power by admission. It gains the privilege 
of sending Senators and Representatives to Con- 
gress; it gains the right to participate in the clec- 
tion of a President of the nation; the organic act 
ceases to limit or restrict it; but it gains no addi- 
tional legislative power in regard to its domestic 
institutions. State sovereignty is exclusively do- 
mestic. So is the legislation of a Territory; and, 
in that respect, a Territory gains nothing by ad- 
mission, The idea that a Territory: gains the 
power of domestic legislation by admission into 
the Union, is simply absurd. The General Gov- 
ernment is the creature of the States; was made 
by them for national purposes only, and it never 
had the slightest power over the domestic legisla- 
tion of the States. How, then, let me ask, does 
the General Government confer this power of do- 
mestic legislation on a new State when it never 
had it to confer? Judge Doveras tells us that 
the sovereignty of a Territory.is held in abeyance 
by the General Government, in trust for the Ter- 
ritory. By which he clearly means those powers 
which a State acquires by admission, which is 


‘the right to participate in the national Legisla- 


ture, &c. . 

Gentlemen talk of State constitutions as though 
some additional power of legislation was gained 
from them. It is not indispensably necessary 
that a State should have a constitution. Rhode 
Island had no constitution until within the lastfew 
years. A constitution is a limitation onthe legisla- 
tive power of the Legislature, imposed by the peo- 
plefor their own security. England has no written 
constitution; therefore Parliament is said to be 
omnipotent, and is the greatest legislative body on 
earth. Allthat isnecessary to disabuse the minds 
of gentlemen, is to reflect on the nature of the sub- 
ject under consideration. 

There is another term introduced into the dis- 
cussion on this question which really has no 
meaning in the connection in which it is-used. 
Judge Black, in his article, talks of an act abol- 
ishing slavery as confiscating property. I defy 
Judge Black, or any other man, to produce any 


| respectable legal authority that has ever defined a 


law abolishing slavery an act of confiscation. But 
to please the Attorney General, and those who 
agree with him, suppose, for the sake of argument, 
we call it “confiscation,” What then? Will it 
therefore follow. that it is a violation of the Con- 
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stitution of the United States to pass sucha law? 
Certainly not. Such an act, when passed by a 
Territorial Legislature, would be no more uncon- 
stitutional than a similaract would be when passed 
by a State Legislature. 

-Ifa Territorial Legislature does not possess the 
power to divest the title of property, our Terri- 
tories are in a sad condition. It has been decided 
that a man has a property in his wife. And he 
can. maintain an action to recover possession of 
her‘person.. Yet the Territorial Legislatures, in- 
‘disputably, can grant a divorce, and divest his 
title. The Territorial Legislatures create city cor- 
porations, These corporations all exe ise the 
power of eminent domain and divest the titles 
of the owners of lands taken for streets, public 
highways, and public buildings. Yet, if the doc- |; 
trine contended for by the congressional interven- 
tionists is correct, all these divorces are void, and 
all these streets, highways, and public buildings 
are the property of the land-owners. A thousand 
illustrations equally as clear might be given to 
show: the folly of such reasoning. 

But ifwe were to admit all that is contended for, 
it only presents a legal question. The contestis, 
whether an act of a Territorial Legislature, abol- 
ishing slavery, is a violation of the Constitution 
of the United States or not. This is, therefore, 

urely a legal question, which the courts alone can 
Tetarniine. Fifty centuries of legislation could not į 
alterthe Constitution, nor determine the qttestion. 
Why, then, should the gentleman from Alabama 
drag this controversy before this House? We 
have no power to pass upon nor to determine it. 
Judge Dovenas has declared his willingness to |; 
submit the question to the determination of the 
courts, and to abide by and carry out the decis- 
ion which may be made. What grounds has 
any oneto complain of his position? Ifthe judges 
of the Supreme Court were elected by a vote of the 
people, and Judge Dovaias were a candidate for 
a judgeship, his legal opinions might be regarded 
as important. But he 1s not likely to get on the 
supreme bench. And he'might even be mistaken | 
on a law question without shaking our confidence 
in his Democracy. But suppose the doctrine of 
congressional intervention were established by the 
Supreme Court: there is not a single Territory 
where such a law is now demanded. There is no 
such law pending, nor is there the Jeast prospect 
that it will ever be necessary to propose such legis- | 
lation. How visionary and abstract this question 
is. Yetthe honorable gentleman from Alabama 
expects it to convulse the nation North and South, 
to divide the Democratic party, wreck the hopes of 
Judge Doveras, and control the Charleston con- 
vention. The dream is worse than Utopian. 

The gentleman from Alabama is not willing to 
submit the question to the courts. But let him 
speak for himself: | 

“Tt may be said that these are judicial questions and 
mere abstractions, which ean be safely left to the future, 
to be determined as exigencies mayarise. Tn a fate mer- | 
orable case, appeals have heen made from the Supreme 
Court to popular prejudice and passion, and interpretations 
of the decision form parts of political platforms. History 
is full of instanees of judicial subserviency, and political 
opinions very often control judicial conduct. ‘The famous 
Somersett case, the direful spring of unnumbered woes, 
was decided under circumstances that reflect no credit on 
the moral courage of the eminent judge. ‘The proposition 
of Benator Sewarp, to putthe Supreme Court on the side 
of freedom, is fearfully aumonitory of the influence of pop- 
ular excitement on the judiciary. If F could litt my voice |; 
go as to be heard; if she would hedd the admonition of a 
loyal son, in tones of carnest entreaty, E would beseech |; 
her not again to commit the fatal mistake of yielding to 
party necessity what may be essential to future safety; 
not to concede a principle, which, however apparently ab- 
stract or impracticable, may, in the hands of hostility or i 
fanaticism, prove a potent engine of mischief or destruc- || 
tion. 


! which I have just quoted. 


| Doveras and victory; and so, I 


The gentleman is unwilling to submit this ques- į! 
tion, because “in a recent memorable case ap- |; 
peals have been made from the Supreme Court to 
popular prejudice and passion.” This was all | 
very wrong, doubtless; butpray what has that to 
do with the clection of Judge Doveras to the 
Presidency? Is it pretended thatif, for instance, | 
Colonel Davis, of Mississippi, were elected Pres 
ident, thatsuch ‘* appeals to popular prejudice and 
passion” would not be taken? The honorable 
genomun expresses the greatest abhorrence to į 
lragging the decisions of the courts into the po- 
litical arena, and taking “appeals from the legal 
determinations of the Supreme Court to popular ii 


prejudice and passions,” yet he hesitates not to 
arraign Judge Dovexias for entertainiug a legal 
opinion; and instead of referring the question to the 
Supreme Court for adjudication, he appeals to the 
popular prejudices and passions of a slavehold- 
ing people. ‘* Oh, consistency, thou art indeed 
a jewel!” i ; 

The truth is, the gentleman evidences clearly 
his unwillingness to trust the court with the ques- 
tion. Perhaps more political capital could be made 
if this question were not. determined. The com- 
mittee will judge of the motive which prompts the 
refusal of the opponents of Judge Doveras to 
submit this vexed question to adjudication. 

Before I have done, I must give the committee 
the gentleman from Alabama’s “slave code.” He 
informs us: 

“ Slavery exists in the State where the owner dwells, 
exists out of the State, exists in the Territories, exists every- 
where, until it comes within the limits of a sovereignty 
whieh prohibits it. The Constitution, as that profound 
lawyer and statesman, Judge Berrien, argued, recognizes 
slavery in a free State; speaks of it, in such free State, as 
an actually subsisting debt of service or labor, and prohibits 
the discharge of the slave.”” 


I think this will rather take the legal portion of 
this House by surprise. Itis evident, if this def- 
inition is correct, that slavery is universal. Law 
is divided into two kinds—the laws of God, and 
the laws of man. If the gentleman’s doctrine is 
correct, slavery exists by virtue of the law of 
God; and, if thatis true, he may bid defiance to 
every attempt to abolish it, for man cannot repeal 
the law of God. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Do youcontend that the 
Territorial Legislature cannot divest the title to a 
horse? ` 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
his title from God, certain! 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
Judge Doveras. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I think not. 
care not who I differ with. I am correct. 

The gentleman from Alabama next informs us 
what we should fight for. Hear him: 

& Mr. Chairman, for what is the Democratic party con- 
tending? Is it for spoils and patronage, or for principle ? 
Is this immense array of means, this combination of agen- 
eies, this drilling for the strife, but to win a victory, barren 
and truidess and Pyrrhan? Are we to struggle for a Presi- 
dent, merely to dispense executive patronage and feed a 
greedy swarm of leeches? ‘This is of no avail, is mischiev- 
ous, unless accompanied by practical results, by a triunph 
of principle.” 


If the owner obtains 
not. . ; 
Then you differ with 


But I 


I agree with him entirely that we fight for prin- 
ciples. ButI have always found it of highest 
importance in such battles to have men to carry 
out the principles for which we contend. If we 
cannot elect our men, how can we carry out our 
principles? To nominate a man who is certain to 


e defeated is to sacrifice our principles, and to | 


lose the control of the Government. But such are 
the expedicnts to which those who oppose the 
nomination of Judge Doveuas are driven. They 
admit his great popularity; they admit that his 
nomination is equivalent to an election, But they 
raise the cry that he holds some erroneous prin- 
ciples on abstract and legal questions. 
that he is not a good lawyer. 
gentleman from Alabama march boldly up to the 
mark, and tell this House that he preferred the 
election of Mr. Sewarp to that of Mr. Doue- 
Las; for that is the true meaning of the paragraph 
i Iam constrained to 
differ with the honorable gentleman. Iam for 
think, are the 
southern people. : 

(Mr. Monrcomery’s time having expired, a 
debate ensued as to extending it, in which Messrs, 
Lovesoy, CONKLING, Unperwoop, and BURNETT 
participated. It was unanimously agreed to per- 
mit Mr. Menteomery to proceed.] 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. | am duly sensible of 
the kindness the House has done me, and Tassure 
you, Mr. Chairman, and my fellow-members, that 
iam profoundly grateful. 


The honorable gentieman tells us that Alabama | 


will not submit to the nomination, unless we in- 
dorse the doctrine of congressional intervention. 
1 am persuaded the delegates from Alabama will 
not withdraw from the convention. But if they 
do, and, if thatis agreed upon and settled, I for one 
would say that they should not be permitted to 


In short, | 
Why did not the | 


i 
| 
| 


| to disobey it is to invite defeat. 


no set of men to go into a convention by whose 
action they are not willing to be bound. Thatis 
not Democracy. But if they are admitted, and if 
they do withdraw, and Judge Doveras is nomi- 
nated—and I assure the gentleman from Alabama 
that he will be nominated as certainly as that the 
convention assembles—he will still carry Alabama 
at the election; and not only Alabama, but every 
other southern State. The hearts of the people 
of this country are with him. And such a shout 
of joy will go up over his nomination as has never 
gone up since the nomination of General Jackson. 
I have heard it said that some of the delegates from 
Alabama would not withdraw; and I have heard 
it said further, that although all of those dele- 
gates will carry out, in good faith, their instruc- 
tions, yet, that after all hope of nominating their 
candidate has been relinquished, some of them 
would support the nomination of Judge Doveras. 

Lam well aware of the game of brag which is 
being played by those who oppose the nomination 
of Judge Doveras. Small politicians and pro- 
‘fessional placé-seekers assure their friends that 
their favorite candidates will certainly succeed. 
With an air of provoking wisdom and self-com- 
placeney, one of these men will assure you that 

is candidate, who has carried just half a State, is as 
certain of the nomination as if he had it; another, 
with prophetic fervor, announces that “his candi- 
date, who lost his own State ard has carried no other, 
will become so popular at Charleston, that the 
presidential mantle will by common consent be 
cast upon hig shoulders. These are the little 
tricks of paltry office-seckers, and are believed by 
nobody, and can deceive nobody. The man who 
has no popularity but such as he acquires at Charleston 
would be a sorry candidate for the Democratic party. 
The man who is nominated should bring his nom- 
ination from the people, who stand above the dele- 


‘Bates and we should shun conspiracies and com- 


inations as we would shun the leprosy. This is 
the Governmentof the people, and the people shall 
and will rule. Your delegates may conspire and 
combine to make nominations, but what is the ad- 
vantage of a nomination when it only brings de- 
feat and dishonor? 

There can be no mistake about the popular feel- 
ing on this question; all men know it. To attempt 
When I hear a 
delegate say that he ‘intends to keep his mind 
suspended until he gets to Charleston,” I set him 
down as a man who is ready to enter into a con- 
spiracy to betray the people he represents. For 
I know that he knows that there is to be no intel- 
lectual bonfire at Charleston to enlighten his un- 
derstanding as to the proper choice of a candidate. 
Such a man knows all about the candidates now; 
but he intends to await his chance to betray. 
When I hear a man say he will support acertain 
candidate if he finds the South will submit, I set 
him down asa poor, miscrable ‘‘dough-face,”* who, 
instead of choosing the candidate his own people 
want, will let others dictate his. vote and control 
his influence by their threats and violence. When 
I hear that certain delegates will refuse to obey 
the instructions given by their State convention, 
1 am satisfied that they know their price, and have 
found a purchaser. But woe betide the recreant 
traitor who betrays and insults his people. Their 
curses, hissing hot, shall follow him through life, 
and roll like lava over his grave when life is done. 
Conspirators may plot, combinati ns may be 
formed, and nominations may be made, in viola- 


| tion of publie sentimentand tlre popular will; but 


the day of election will be a day of rebuke, dis- 
aster, and irretrievable defeat. ButI hope for better 
things. I will not believe the rumors of knaves 
and impostors. Men, whose names stand high 
on the roll of fame, will not bring down on them- 
selves an eternity of infamy by the polluting 
touch of disgraceful conspiracies. I will not be- 
lieve it; such things dare not be done. Our del- 
egates are not marketable commodities. They 
are all honorable men, and will do their duty. 
The will of the people will be regarded. The 
nomination of Judge Doveras is a foregone con- 
clusion, and gentlemen may as well prepare to 
meetit. ‘Coming events cast their shadows be- 
fore,” and the shadow of his overwhelming pop- 
ularity is now upon us. 

The gentleman from Alabama could not close 


take seats in that body. I recognize the right of || his remarks without dragging up the ghost of the 


* 
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Lecompton censtitution. I thought that ques- | 
tion was put forever to rest. We buried both Le- 
compton and anti-Lecompton over at the Read- 
ing convention, and we are not willing that their 
grave shall be disturbed. Wisdom requires that 
we should forget our past differences, and that 
every one of us should contribute his whole in- 
fluence to bring the whole force of the party to act 
together. We must unite the party for the sake 
of the union of the States. We must unite the 
pny to repress “‘ the irrepressible conflict.” The 

cpublicans should feel profoundly gratefulto the 
honorable gentleman from Alabama, for his effort 
to distract and divide the party on an abandoned 
issue of the past. Ican assure the gentleman that 
he has been doing Mr. Sewarp ycoman’s service 
by his efforts to alienate the hearts of one portion 
ofthe Democracy from the other. Look around 
you to-day on the vacant seats which that unfor- 
tunate question has made in this Hall. Where are 
the noble and true men from the North, who two 
years since came at every call of danger, and | 
stood like a wall of fire between the South and 
her Republican enemies? They have gone down 
under the load of odium attached to the miser- 
able attempt to force w constitution onan unwill- į 
ing people. These vacant seats have a moral as 
well as a history. Let us profit by the one and 
not forget the other. 

«Intelligent men all over the land are now willing 
to admit the folly of that unfortunate movement; 
and thousands of men, South as well as North, 
agree with Senator Hammon, of South Carolina, 
in saying that “ the South herself should have kicked 
that constitution out of Congress,” thrust upon it as 
it was all ‘‘reeking with blood and fraud.” The 
whole attempt was a miscrable failure, an un- 
doubted mistake. And now, when the people of 
Kansas have repudiated that constitution by a ma- 
jority.of nearly ten thousand; and after we have 
scen the Democratic party defeated throughout the 
whole North except in Iinois on account of it; 
and when wise and conservative men in all scc- 
tions of the Union look back to shat controversy 
with regret and shame, I think it was well that 
the honorable gentleman should assure us that 
amidst this general change of opinion he still 
stands firm for old Lecompton. We might else 
have considered that the general feeling had pen- 
etrated his breagt, and that he too now wished it 
had been “‘ kicked from the Halls of Congress.’’ 
The Lecompton constitution cannotnow ever come 
back to this House to be legislated upon. It is as 
forcign from all present political issues as the 
United States Bank; but the gentleman introduced | 
it into this discussion, because he thereby hoped į 
to arouse some of the old southern prejudice on 
that question. 

Is it not strikingly singular that in this Hall we 
hear almost every day denunciations of Judge 
Doveras by the Republicans, because, as they 
say, he has always betrayed the North for the 
benefit of the South? Yet in this same Hall we 
hear southern Representatives denounce Judge 
Douenas, because he has done too much for the 
North and not enough for the South. ‘t Truth’’in 
this, as in most cases, “lies in the golden mean.”’ 
Judge Doveras, in his long and honorable career 
in Congress, has betrayed neither side; but has 
been true to all sections. Like every great, in- 
telligent patriot and statesman, he has legislated 
for the nation, and not for particular sections. He 
loved Ilinois much; but he has loved America 
more. Let Alabama read his history, and point to 
the time when he ever betrayed her interest or 
proved false to his Democratic principles. . 

There were traits of character developed in 
Judge Dovcias during that contest—now that | 
the controversy is forever ended—which give him | 
new claims on the hearts and affections of the 
people, and which inspire his friends with a con- 
fidence in his honesty and integrity greater than 
all the acts of the rest of his life beside. In 1857, 
when the Lecompton controversy arose, the nom- 
ination of Judge Doveras, after the expiration of 
Mr. Buchanan’s term, was a fact that seemed to 
admit of no contest. The presidential mantle 
was ready to fall upon his shoulders. When that 
question arose, he found arrayed on one side of | 
it the southern Democracy, with whom he had 
done batile in so many years of the past; he found 
an Administration in the zenith of its power, with 


j 


i 


all its patronage and influence ready to strike him 
down if he dared to resist; he saw the bright prize 
| of the Presidency, which before seemed so near, 
ready to be forever withdrawn from him, unless 
he would sacrifice his honor and prove recreant 
to the high principles of his life, yet he never 


hesitated nor faltered for a moment. He dis- 
played no wavering nor time-serving. He knew 


well the fearful nature of the contest in which he 
was about to engage; yet, on the very day on 
which the President sent his message to the Sen- 
ate, and before the sounds of the Clerk’s voice 
had died away in the Senate Chamber, he arose 
and entered his manly, bold, and decided protest 
againstit. Throw aside your political prejudices; 
cease to remember your Lecompton partisanship, 
and behold and admire the sublimity of moral 
heroism in the man. 

We had known and loved him before. But 
then we saw that he was indeed one of ‘ nature’s 
noblemen”’—a ‘hero from the hand of God.” 
We knew that for seventeen years he had origin~ 
ated the political issues on which parties were di- 
vided and Presidents made; we knew that in every 


our proudest victories; we had seen his firmness of 
soul when he was burned in effigy in Boston, and 
| when he was insulted by a mob in Chicago, be- 
cause he advocated the passage of the fugitive 
slave law; we had been lostin admiration, after the 
city councils of Chicago had passed resolutions de- 
nouncing him as a recreant and unfaithful repre- 
sentative, and the fugitive slave law as unconstitu- 


a hearing, and invited his assailants to meet him in 
disċussion in that infuriated city; we had never 
ceased to wonder at the matchless power of reason- 
ing which enabled him to convince, not only Chi- 
cago, but the nation, that the fugitive slave law was 


knew that when he spoke, thousands filled the gal- 
leries and crowded the avenues to the Capitol, and 
that even the ladies, in their cagerness to hear “the 
winged words”’ as they fell from his lips, invaded 
the Senate Chamber and drove the gallant Sena- 
tors from their seats: we knew that when he 
spoke all men were silent; we knew that when he 
arose his enemies trembled, for they knew he was 


his battle-ax would strike down the greatest of 
| his focs; we knew he was the king of the Senate, 
and the greatest living debater; we knew that 
then, as now, when the Democratic party was 
assailed, his shicld always was interposed to re- 
ecive the blow; but we did not know that he 
would sacrifice the brightest hopes of his life, 
rather than desert a principle; and that he would 
| rather be right than to be President! This was all 
shown in the Lecompton-controversy; and men 


Government of the nation to his hands, because 
he is incorruptibly honest, as well as capable. 
Heis the hero of the people—‘ the blue-eyed man 
of destiny.” The paths of right and principle, 
which once seemed to carry him away from the 
Presidency, are found, at last, to lead to the White 
House door, and to its inner chambers. And he 
who was once the cabinet-maker’s boy will soon 
himself be the maker of Cabinets. 

Of all the Presidents who have ruled over this 
nation, I think Gencral Jackson has the deepest 
hold on the popular heart. That enduring fame, 
that wealth of love which attaches to his memory, 
does not arise from his great military services. It 
does notspring from his veto of the United States 
Bank, nor from any onc act of his administration; 
but from a glorious principle which underlaid all 
the acts of his public life, and isembodied in those 
emphatic words, ‘ The Federal Union: it must 
and shall be preserved.” That is the sentiment 
which makes the people love and worship him, 
and makes his grave a Mecca, to which the heart 
of the nation turns in every day of danger to pray 
that our ruler may have the spirit of the glorious 
Jackson. Over that grave a golden haze lingers 
! like a halo,and on its arch is written, in letters of 
| flame, the * Federal Union: it must and shall be 
| preserved.” Yes, General Jackson was true to 

his country; and wherever treason and disunion 
| reared their front, his hand and his voice were 
against them. Since his death secession and dis- 
| union have grown bold, both North and South. 


contest he had led our forces to battle, and won j 


tional and tyrannical, when he boldly demanded | 


not only constitutional, but just and proper; we | 


coyered all over in impenetrable armor, and that | 


4 A r f 
love and admire him for it, and will confide the 


| But I do thank God that no disunionist, in either 
section of the land, is in favor of the nomination 
of Judge Doveras. They are men who disguise ` 
their opposition under the pretext of “congres- 
sional intervention.” Refusiffg themselves to be 
bound by the action of Democratic conventions, 
they yet claim the right to dictate our ‘principles 
and control our nominations.: They are weak in 
numbers, but loud in their denunciations. ‘The 
hope to appear eu, assuming airs of confi» 
dence and boldness. e know that their yells 
will go up against Judge Doverasat Charleston; 
but they will find that they cannot frighten the 
i: delegates from the discharge of theirduty. We 
will meet them there, as we meet them Here, and 
bid defiance to their power and their influence. 
The whole public life of Judge Doveras has been 
devoted to strengthen and preserve the Union. 
His motto has ever been, ‘My country, may she 
ever be right; but right or wrong, my country.” 


POLYGAMY IN UTAH. 


|| SPEECH OF HON. MILES TAYLOR, 
OF LOUISIANA, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 2, 1860, 

On the bill for the suppression of polygamy in Utah. 

Mr. TAYLOR said: 

Mr. Serakrer: It was not my intention to have 
spoken upon this bill, but the member from 
Virginia [Mr. Minuson] has referred directly 
to a declaration which {f made upon the floor, 
some days since, with reference to it, and 1 feel 
that he has noticed the opinion which I then ex- 
i pressed in such a manner thatit is proper forme 
: to give to the House the reasons on which that 
opinion is founded. It is not my purpose to enter 
iuto any gencral discussion of the power of Con- 
gress in the Territories, It is a matter that has 
no necessary connection with the question before 
the House. At any rate, it is a matter that hasno 
connection with the point to which I propose to 
direct my remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, when this bill was before the’ 
House at a previous time, I took occasion to say 
| that I should not vote for it, because I not only 
i| doubted, but I believed that Congress had no 
if power to enact it. T stated, however, that I 
i| should be opposed to it upon another ground, and 
n favor of the substitute proposed by my friend 
from Worth Carolina, [Mr. Brancn.| I believed 
then, and I believe now, that the bill before us 
{| will be ineffectual. I believe that the passage of 
i| such an act as that would produce no result what- 
li ever, because it would not be enforced in the pres- 
ji ent condition of the Territory of Utah, and would 
be, at best, but a mere dead Ietter upon the stat- 
ute-book. I thought the legislation proposed by 
my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Branc] 
would apply a remedy to the evil which all seemed 
: to desire should be extirpated. I believe that by 
‘action of the kind proposed by that gentleman— 
i action based on the principle involved in his prop- 
| osition—can the evil which the bill is aimed at 
| alone be extirpated. For that reason, I determ- 
| ined in my own mind to support that amend- . 
i 


if 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 


i ment, or any other based upon a similar princi- 
! ple, and which gave a reasonable promise that 
it would be effectual and accomplish the object 
| aimed at. This I say in order that. my position 
i with respect to the question may be understood. 

I willnow, sir, proceed to give the reasons which 
induce me to believe that the bill is one that Con- 


I 


| strument framed with great care and great precis- 
: ion of language. 

I find, on examining its various provisions, that 
the general powers granted to Congress, and, to 
the other departments of the Federal Govern- 
ment, are grants of power for certain national 


e 
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objects. . I find that no power was conferred by 
that instrument upon Congress of a municipal 
character, authorizing it to enact laws of a local or 
municipal character, but by a single clause. I find 
that there is in the whole instrument but one sin- 
le exception to this rule; and that is furnished ! 
by the eighteenth clause of the eighth paragraph 
of the first article of the Constitution, which de- 
clares that Congress shall have the power ‘ to 
exercise exclusive legislation, in all cases what- 
soever, over such district as may, by cession of 
particular States and the acceptance of Congress, 
become the seat of the Government of the United 
States; and toexercise like authority over all places 
purchased by the consent of the Legislature of the | 
State in which the same shall be, for the erection 
of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and 
other needful buildings,” which the public inter- 
est. might require within their limits. 
The national Government is vested with no 
general powers of legislation for local and muni- 
cipal purposes but what are given by this clause, 
and those gencral powers are limited and restricted 
in theirexercise to the particular placesand district 
designated and intended by the clause itself. Under 
the authority of this clause, Congress has the un- 
doubted power to pass all laws, within its own dis- 
cretion, for the punishment of offenses committed 
within the places ordistrict intended init, inasmuch 
as the punishment of crimes is a necessary incident 
of the general legislative power. But such power | 
to punish crimes does not extend beyond the places 
, ov district mentioned in the clause. This is cv- 
“ident at once, when the clause is considered in | 
connection with the other provisions of the instru- 
ment.. When that is examined, it is found that 
it contains various other provisions, which make 
express grants of pawer to Congress to pass laws 
for the punishment of various specified crimes, | 
or classes of crimes. Thus, by one clause con- 
tained in the same section with that now in ques- 
tion, it gives power to Congress “to provide for 
the punishment of counterfeiting the securities 
and current coin of the United States;?? and in 
another, “to define and punish piracies and fel- 
onies committed on the high scas, and offenses 
against the laws of nations.” And in the third 
paragraph of the third article express poweris also 
given to Congress ‘to declare the punishment of | 


treason;”? but without any power from it in rela- || 


tion to defining that crime—that power being | 
exercised in the instrument itself. There is no 
other express grant of power made in tho instru- 
ment with regard to the punishment of crime. 
The general power to punish crimes, resulting 
from these express grants, extends, asa matter of 
course, wherever the United States has authority. 
And this is the case also with respect to the power 
to punish crimes which exist by necessary impli- 
cation, from the provision contained in the last 
clause of the eighth section of the first article, 
which gives power to Congress ‘ to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into exccution the powers vested” in Congress, or 
in the Government of the United States, or any 
department thereof. This clause gives, by ne- 
cegsary implication, power to Congress, when 
legislating upon national subjects, to invoke the 
aid of pains and penalties for the purpose of en- 
forcing its legislation; as, for instance, a power 
results, by implication, from that provision of 
the Constitution which gives Congress the power 
to establish post offices and post roads, and the 

ower to punish offenses against the Post Office 
aws. 

The Constitution gives to Congress the author- 
ity to exercise the taxing power, and to provide 
for raising a revenue; and therefore, by implica- 
tion, Congress has authority to impose the pen- 
alties necessary to enforce the laws of taxation 
and the laws for raising revenue. The same is 
true in reference to all the other powers of the | 
General Government; and therefore I conclude, 
from the plain terms and meaning of the various 
provisions of the Constitution, that Congress has 
no power to punish crime unless it be under the 
authority given to it to punish offenses against 
the laws of nations; to punish offenses committed 
upon the high seas; offenses committed within 
the maritime and admiralty jurisdiction of the 
United States; for offenses committed against the 


public coin; and those other effenses against the 


various laws which Congress may sec fit to pass 


for the carrying out of national objects. 

No one will contend that there can, by any pos- 
sibility, be any other power exercised by Con- 
gress than what is granted to it, or which results 
by implication from the various grants of power 
contained in that instrument. All these various 
provisions are of a national character. There is 
not a single clause in that instrument which gives 
to Congress any right to exercise any municipal 
or local power of legislation which is not found 
in that clause of the instrument, which declares 
that Congress’shall have power to exercise exclu- 
sive legislation over a district which was to have 
been ceded to it for the purpose of establishing a 
scat of government, and over those places which 
it acquires, by purchase, for the public uses of the 
United States, within the States. 

I shali not refer to judicial authority, nor shall 


I refer to the opinions of distinguished statesmen. | 


I shall merely give to the House the result of my 
inquiries with reference to the political action of 
the Congress of the United States, which may be 
regarded as an indication of the general opinion 
of the people of the United States, as to the extent 
of the power in question; and my conclusion as 
to certain facts, which constitute some of the 
reasons which have led me to the determination 
which I had formed not to vote for this bill, and 
which contributed, in a considerable degree, to the 
formation of my belief that Congress has no 
power to pass an act of the character of the one 
under consideration. 

The power, as I said to the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mituson,} which is involved in 
the passage of this bill, in my opinion has never 

et been exertised by the Congress of the United 
States. Itistrue, my friend from Virginia pointed 
me to the act of 1790, for the punishnent of crimes 
against the United States, and said that is an an- 
swer to my assertion. I beg leave to differ with 
the gentleman. He then referred me to the fact, 
that that act had been extended over the Territory 
of Louisiana after its acquisition, and says that 
that is an instance in which the power of Congress 
in this connection was exercised. I beg leave 
again to differ with the gentleman. Looking to 
the act to which the gentleman referred, I find that 
it embodies a number of sections. The first sec- 
tion punishes the crime of treason. That crime 
is within the jurisdiction of Congress, because it 
is a crime to punish which express power is given. 
Itcontains another section in reference to the pun- 
ishment of offenses committed upon the high seas. 
That power, also, is expressly granted by the Con- 
stitution. It contains provisions in reference to the 
punishment of offenses committed against the rec- 
ords of courtsestablished under the Constitution of 
the United States, and for counterfeiting the coin 
of the United States. These are all exercises of 
power for the infliction of penalties for the viola- 
tion of laws of the United States, upon subjects 
which were within the competency of Congress, 
The same law legislates with respect to the pun- 
ishment of the crime of murder, the crime of lar- 
ceny, and two or three other enumerated offenses 
committed within’ the limits‘of dock-yards and 
arsenals of the United States, or within the limits 
of any other place or district over which the Uni- 
ted States has exclusive jurisdiction. Now, sir, 
my reading of the Constitution satisfies my mind 
that that delegation of power extended to no place 
beyond those specially cnumerated in the clause 
conferring the power, namely, to a district to be 
ceded by States tothe United States to be occupied 
as a scat of Government, and to the places pur- 
chased by the United States with the consent of 
the States, for forts, dock-yards, &c., and that it 
does not extend to the Territories of the United 
States. That, I think, is made apparent from the 
history of the legislation of Congress, and from 
the history of the legislation in the various Ter- 
ritories of the United States. 

It must be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that when 
the Constitution of the United States was adopted 
we were in possession ofa certain territory. There 
were embraccd in the Union the thirteen original 
States and the Territories that belonged to the 
different States, and that made a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States. Distinguished states- 
men, eminent politicians, and great jurists, have 
all declared that the provisions of the Constitu- 


tion of the United States were framed for the gov- 
ernment of the States as they then existed, and 
of the Territories then belonging to them in com- 
mon; and there was no provision contained in the 
instrument which gave, or was intended to give, 
authority to Congress over new territory which 
was not admitted into. the Union as a new State. 
The clause contained: in the Constitution which 
gave Congress power over the Territories of the 
United States—and I refer to that which gives to 
Congress power to make all needful rules and reg- 
ulations with respect to the territory or other prop- 
erty of the United States—applied only to the land 
in the Territories, and not to the population, and 
was, besides, limited in its operation to the terri- 
tory then embraced within our national limits. 

Now, Iain satisfied, for my own part, that it is 
a correct construction of the grant of power in 
that instance; and I think that it is made evident 
by our political history, that such was the settled 
opinion of the fathers of the Republic, and of all 
those who have controlled its legislation, from that 
time to the present day. [think that it is shown 
by the legislation of the county. When the Con- 
stitution of the United States came into existence 
there was a territorial government existing over 
that district of country which was without the 
limits of any of the original States, lying to the 
west and north of the Ohio river. That govern- 
ment had been created by compact and arrange- 
ment between the sovereign States who afterwards 
agreed to adopt the Constitution of the United 
States. Under the authority of the compact made 
between those States with regard to that Terri- 
tory, a territorial government was then in exist- 
ence, which had adopted laws for the punishment 
of crime, within those limits, before the present 
government of the United States was formed. By 
the ordinance itself the power to legislate for 
that purpose was expressly delegated to the gov- 
ernment which it was proposed to erect there, by 
giving it authority to adopt the legislation of any 
of the States for their government. The Terri- 
tories then existing had a system of laws which 
ponished offenses committed within their local 

imits. They had a system of local laws, designed 
to protect the peace of the community and to 
punish offenses of every déscription. 

When the Constitution of the United States 
came into existence, it found these Territories in 
that position. No instance occurred with regard 
to that portion of the territory in which there was 
not a criminal code in force, operating over its 
wholeextent, And this was the,condition of things 
when the crimes act of 1790 was enacted by Con- 
gress. That act was not required for the punish- 
ment of offenses, suchas murder, &c., committed 
there; and the terms made tse of in the act exclude 
the idea that the provisions directed against crimes 
of that nature were intended to operate there. At 
a subsequent period we acquired the Territory of 
Louisiana. At the time of its acquisition there 
was a civil government existing within its limits; 
a government having all the laws necessary for 
the action ofa State—laws thatregulated the nights 
of persons; laws that regulated the descent of 
preperty; laws that regulated the operation of con- 
tracts; and, besides that, it had a criminal code. 

Now, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MiL- 
son] says that the Congress of the United States, 
when it created a territorial government for Lou- 
isiana, extended over it the crimes act previously 
passed by Congress. That is true, sir. But with 
what object? It was in order that, within the 
limits of the territory of the United States, our 
legislation on the subject of treason, with regard 
to the revenue, with regard to our post office sys- 
tem, should be enforced. The provisions punish- 
ing offenses of this character, and which were then 
in operation in all the States and Territories of the 
United States, were made operative in Louisiana, 
But I venture to assert that no single clause con- 
tained in that act, providing for the punishment 
of crimes committed within any fort, arsenal, 
dock-yard, magazine, or in any other place or 
district of country under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States, was ever en- 
forced, or attempted to be enforced, in Louisiana. 
That Territory had a criminal code in existence 
sufficient for the protection of the whole of its 
peopie: and there was no necessity for any other. 

esides, the very act containing the provision ex- 
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tending the crimes act over Louisiana, declared 
that all laws of the Territory in force before the 
passage of the act should be and continue in force 
until repealed or changed by the authority of the 
new government then created. The local govern- 
ment, and that alone, had the control over all local 
offenses; and, accordingly, the first Legislative 
Council that was convoked within the limits of 
the Territory of Louisiana—or rather, the Terri- 
tory of Orleans, for that was the name given to 
the government over that portion of the province 
of Louisiana now embraced in the State of Lou- 
isiana—adopted a general act for the punishment 
of crimes; and I say, now, that there cannot be 
found in the whole history of the jurisprudence 
of that State an instance in which the crime of 
murder, of larceny, or any other offense of that 
character, committed within the boundaries of the 
Territory, was ever punished or prosecuted within 
its limits, under the authority of the crimes act of 
the United States. 

When the territorial government of Louisiana 
was established, there was also a government es- 
tablished for the northern part of the same Terri- 
tory, known by the name of the district of Lou- 
isiana, That district of country had a very small 
number of people within its limits. Legislative 
authority was intrusted to certain officers, who 
then exercised power in the Territory of Indiana, 
which was contiguous to it. Well, sir, what did 
the new legislative power do? The first act passed 
by it was one making provision for the punish- 
ment of crimes. 

Now, sir, it isnot my purpose to follow the cre- 
ation of territorial governments, and to show 
that in each and every one of them there was a 
code in existence for the punishment of crime; 
and that there is no instance in which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States ever exercised any 
power of that sort, or in which its crimes acts 
were in operation within the limits of an organized | 
Territory for the punishment of local crimes. If 
these crimes acts operated in the Territories of | 
the United Statesatall, then they operated through- 
out their whole extent. If this was so, then there 
was no need of legislation on the part of the Con- 
gress of the United States for the punishment of 
the crime of murder, &c., in the unoccupied Ter- 
ritories of the United States. But Congress has 
so legislated. But did it do so on the ground that 
it had a general power to legislate for the punish- 
ment of crime in a Territory beyond the limits of 
any organized territorialgovernment? Not at all. 
It has based the special and peculiar legislation 
necessary in such unoccupied Territories upon no 
such ground, but upon a precise and express 
grant of power contained in another provision of | 
the Constitution, namely, that giving Congress 
the power “ to regulate commerce” with the In- 
dian tribes; and I now say that, so far as my 
knowledge goes, there is not an instance known 
to the jurisprudence of the United States in which 
an offense has been punished under an act of Con- 
gress passed for the punishment of crimes, unless 
it was within the limits of the Indian territory 
west of the States of Arkansas and Missouri, 
under the authority of this provision of the Con- 
stitution. | 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Louis- 
iana admits that the Congress extended, by ex- 
press enactment, the crimes act to the Territory 
of Louisiana, which punished murder, larceny, 
mayhem, and a great many private offenses, as | 
well as the public offenses to which he has re- 
ferred. Itis true, that that act did not embrace 
every kind of crime; and they gave authority to | 
the Legislature to pass other laws upon the sub- 
ject. The gentleman from Louisiana has stated 
that the very first act which the Legislative Coun- 
cil passed was a crimes act. Now, I wish to ask 
the gentleman if that very Territorial Legislature | 
which passed that crimes act did not, in the be- 
ginning of that law, declare that they were au- 
thorized by an act of Congress to pass the law— 
the first law being an act punishing with death the 


stealing of a slave? | 
Mr. TAYLOR. There never was an instance | 


within the limits of Louisiana in which the crime 
of murder, or arson, or larceny, committed upon 


the soil of Louisiana, was ever punished except 
by the operation of the local law, which was de- 
rived either from the authority of Spain or France, 


or from the action of the local Legislature. [twas 
necessary to extend the crimes act over the Ter- 
ritory for the purpose of giving effect to the laws, 
of the United States for the punishment of crimes 
committed within the admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction of the United States, and of crimes 
committed against the laws of the United States, 
such as the revenue laws, the Post Office laws, 
&c., which it was competent for the Congress of 
the United States to pass, and which were to op- 
erate everywhere where the national Government 
extended —in the various States as well as in the 
Territories. But I will ask the gentleman to re- 
member that the position which he takes, if car- 
ried out to its logical consequence, would result 
in this: that no Territory, whilst it existed in a 
territorial condition, would have any authority to 
legislate on the subject of crimes, because, if Con- | 
gress has any power to punish crimes in the Ter- 
ritories, itis under the grant of power made in 
the eighteenth clause of the eighth section of the 
first article of the Constitution; and that power is 
expressly declared to be ‘exclusive power of 
legislation.” Now it is well known to the gentle- 
man that it has always been judicially held that 
when Congress has exercised any power which 
is declared in the Constitution to be exclusive, 
such action overrode all other legislation, and 
rendered impossible any exercise of authority 
over the same subject from that moment, on the 
part of even a State government. 

[Here Mr. Tayor gave way for a motion to 
adjourn, which, after some discussion, was voted 
down.] ; 

Tam sorry that these interruptions have oc- 
curred, because I only desired to make a very few 
remarks in addition to those already made, to 
show the grounds upon which 1 hold that Con- 
gress has no power to pass such a measure as this. 

I stated that there was no instance in the history 
of the action of our Government in whichanact of 
Congress providing for the punishment of crimes 
had operated ,or been intended to operate, ina local 
jurisdiction over which there was a regular muni- 
cipal government; and I think that the failure to 
legislate with such a view grew out of the fact 
that it was the universal belief of our public men 
that Congress had no power to legislate upon a 
subject which was in its nature local or municipal, 
beyond the limits of the places designated in the 
eighteenth clausc of the cighth section of the first 
article of the Constitution, to which J have before 
referred. I think that view is confirmed by the his- 
tory of the various Territories; and not only that, 
but by the legislation of Congress itself. Now, sir, 
if itis true that the provisions of these acts punish- 
ing crimes, under the authority of the Congress of 
the United States,extended over the territoryofthe 
United States, there would have been no necessity 
for the passage of the act of which I have spoken, 
to operate in the Indian territory, west of Arkansas 
and Missouri, so far as to the provisions contained 
in it, by which murder and various other crimes 
were puhished. The crimes act of 1790 provided 
for the punishment of murder, &e. Ifithad the op- 
eration the gentleman from Virginia claims for it, 
the punishment of these crimes was already provi- 
ded for, and the new provisions were superfiuous, 
But it did not have such an operation, in the opin- 
ion of Congress, and it was necessary that there 
should be such legislation, and Congress gave that 
legislation. Andupon whatauthority? Not upon 
the authority under which the crimes act was 
passed; because that had already been exerted, 
and it did not, and could not, reach erimes commit- 
ted in that quarter; but they applied that species 
of legislation to the white population in that terri- 
tory, under the authority given to Congress to 
regulate commerce with the Indian tribes. It is 
from that clause that the authority to pass thatact 
is derived. Ifit is not given by that provision, it 
is not given at all, and the power does not exist. 
That is the opinion of jurists, and I believe it is 
the opinion of statesmen. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I de- 
sire to say upon this subject, in relation to the 
want of power in Congress to pass this bill; and 
I think I have shown that it has been the settled 

olicy of this Government not to pass acts which 
im their nature involve local and municipal legis- 
lation, by the authority of Congress, to operate 
within the limits of any organized Territory. And 


now, sir, let me say that I am unwilling, by my: 
vote upon a bill of this character, to depart from, 
the established practice of the Government of the 
United. States. .I-am unwilling, by my. vote, to” 
yield my assent to an implied recognition of the 
doctrine that Congress can exercise any such au-. 
thority—I mean, that it can legislate upon a local 
or municipal subject within the limits ofany othe. 
Territory. than that particular and limited extent 
of territory ceded to it to become the seat of ghe” 
national Goverument, and those other places pur- 
chased by the United States, with tlie consent -of 
the States in which they are situated, for the con: 
struction of fortifications, or the dock-yards, ar- 
senals, magazines,&c., which may be required for 
tho publie service. ; 

r. JENKINS. Before the gentleman from 
Louisiana takes his seat, I desire to.ask him one 
er two questions, not with a view of embarrass- 
ing him, but because I have been very much in- 
terested in his argument, and desire to understand 
it more perfectly. I understand the gentleman to 
say that Congress has no power under the Con- 
stitution, within the organized Territories of the 
United States, to pass laws, or to extend its laws 
over them, for the punishment of murder or any 
other. crime punishable under the criminal law. 
Do I understand the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS, Then I understand the gen- 
tleman to say, again, that he docs not believe Corn- 
gress can pass laws for the punishment of such 
crimes, except in the dock-yards, the arsenals, 
forts, and the District of Columbia. J ask the 
gentleman what becomes of the unorganized ter- 
ritories ? 

Mr. TAYLOR. There is no law in operation 
in the unorganized territories of the United States, 
as I understand it, for the punishment of crimes, 
nor is Congress authorized to pass any law, with 
that object, for-such territories, except so far as 
laws have been passed, or may hereafter be passed 
by Congress, under the authority to regulate com- 
merce with the Indian tribes. 

Mr JENKINS. ‘Then I understand the gen- 
tleman! to. hold that, if this Government shall ac- 
quire few territory hereafter, this Congress can 
pass no law for the punishment of the crime. of 
murder in such Territory while it remains unor- 
ganized. 

Mr. TAYLOR. That is a question I have not 
thought much upon; butit is my conviction that, 
without an absolute necessity for it, Congress 
should not exercise sucha power. I think it would 
be found, in such a contingency, that Congress 
would secure tosuch Territory the legislation ne- 
cessary for the maintenance of peace and order 
in precisely the same way in which it has, I be- 


| lieve, uniformly met the difficulty heretofore: that 


is, by attaching that portion of territory, within 
which it wished to give such protection to persons 
in their rights of property and to punish crime, to 
some other territorial government, and allowing 
that territorial government to extend its laws over 
the new Territory, for the preservation of peace 
and order. 

{Some conversation here took place between 
Mr. Oris and Mr, Tayton, the purport of which 
the reporter could not understand.] 

Mr. TAYLOR proceeded: 

I may, and undoubtedly shall, at. some future 
time, present for the consideration of the House 
my views upon the territorial question in certain 
aspects. I shall do it possibly in a speech, and 
possibly in a report, as the subject is before the 
committee of which I am a member, in a shape in 
which it will be necessary to meetit. But I would 
say to the gentleman, that the power to organize a 
territorial government is one thing, and the power 
to adopt local and municipal laws for the control 
of the local affairs of any particular community ia 
another. My own opinion is, that the only power 
which this Government can exercise directly 
within. the limits of a Territory, must be exer- 
cised through the agency of the executive power 
of the nation, and that Congress can interfere 
with it or control it in no other way than by the 
exercise of the authority given it “to make all 


| Jaws necessary and proper for carrying into cxes 


cution» the executive power “ vested in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States.” T am, for one, 
persuaded that the power of Congress to-organize 
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Territories is not given in that clause of the Con- 
stitution which declares that Congress shall -have 
power to malte’all needful rules and regulations 
concerning the territory and other property of the 
United States. I am satisfied that it is only to 
bė derived from the executive power of the na- 
tion, which embraces within it the war-making | 
power and the treaty-making power. That, in 
my opinion, is the only power which enables this 
Government to make acquisitions of territory; 
and it is also the only power through whose ex- 
ercise we can retain the territory until temporary 
overnments are organized for it, or it is admitted | 
into the Union asa State. The war power, which 
is embraced in the executive power, can only be | 
exerted with the consent of Congress, as the Con- | 
gress alone has the power to declare war; but į 
after war is declared, the power of waging it is in | 
the President. Anditis almost the same with the 
treaty-making power, for that can be exerted only 
with the consent of the Senate. With these lim- | 
itations, the executive department of the Gowern- | 
‘mont of the United States possesses all the power 
which the Executive of a national Government | 
can exercise, under the law of nations, within | 
the limits of territory acquired by the sword, or | 
by treaty. [le can exercise these, and nothing 
more, That exercise of power, however, is sub- 
jected to regulation and control by Congress, 
through the exercise of the various powers con- | 
ferred on that department of the Government by | 
the Constitution. i 
But, Mr. Speaker, this is not a subject I sup- | 
pesid i should be called to speak upon to-day. I | 
had not anticipated the strictures upon my remarks 
which the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. Mirr- 
son] saw fit to indulge in. I have not discussed 
it, T am afraid, in & manner satisfactory to the 
House, for I have not succeeded in discussing it | 
to my own satisfaction, as I have spoken under the 
pressure of circumstances, and without an oppor- 
tunity of arranging my thoughts or considering | 
the proportion which should be given to the va- 
rious parts of the subject. 
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POLYGAMY IN UTAH. f 


SPEECH OF HON. T. A. R. NELSON, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, i 


April 4and 5, 1860, 
On the bill to suppress polygamy in Utah Territory. 


Mr. NELSON said: 

Mr. Spranen: As I have not been in the habit | 
of interrupting other gentlemen while addressing | 
the House, and as I have manifested a disposition, | 
go far as the discussion of this bill has been under 
my control, to allow every gentleman to address 
the House who desired to do so, and have only | 
called the previous question upon the manifesta- 
tion of what seemed to be a general desire upon 
the partofa majority of the members of the House 
to bring the debate to a close, I wish to say now | 
that] will not yicld the floor for any further inter- | 
ruption, unless it be desired by the Delegate trom 
Utah; and then only for a brief space of time. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, is conceded by all to be | 
one of vast importance. The discussion which | 
it has elicited has been conducted more like a de- 


i 


bate than any discussion that I have heard in this 
House. {think much good has been derived from 
the interchange of opinions by different gentle- 
mien in regard to it. 

Lam opposed to the amendments which have | 
been offered; not because I object to the principles | 
involved in them, but because I think it inexpe- 
dient to clog the original bill with amendments 
relating to the division of the Territory of Utah, 
which may more properly come up before the 


House inabill maturely considered and properly |; 


A i ? es 
reported by the Committee on Territories. 


The question as to dividing the ‘Territory of į; 


Utah, or repealing the organic act, was not sub- 
mitted to the Judiciary Committee, and we could 
not, with ppriety, under the rules of this House, 
reportany billon that subject. To make our legis- 
lation effectual, it may be necessary and proper to 
adopt a bill similar in principle to that contem- 
para in the amendment of the gentleman from 


orth Carolina, [Mr. Brancu,] or to that pro- || ever been enacted on this continent, beyond all | 


t 
1 


j as Tbe Church or Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, are 
| hereby incorporated, constituted, made, and declared a body 


vided for in the amendment submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, [Mr. McCLerwanp;] and I 
will cheerfully support any measure within our 
constitutional powers which may seem best cal- 
culated to extirpate the grossest vices that have 
ever been tolerated under any civilized Govern- 
ment. ` Such a measure, in my judgment, will be 
more appropriately considered upon an independ- 
ent proposition, and, whenever presented, will 
receive my carnest and cordial approbation. 

In the remarks which I desire to offer to the 
House, I propose first to consider the second sec- 
tion of the bill as reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, because, in reference to that sec- 
tion, I apprehend that there can be no serious dif- 
ference of opinion among the members of the 
House. The object of that section is to repeal 
an act entitled “ An act incorporating the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints,’’ enacted 
by the Territorial Legislature of Utah. That act, 
which is proposed to be repealed by the second 
section of the bill, is as follows: 

An ordinance incorporating the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter Day Saints. 


Sec. 1. Be it ordamed by the General Assembly of the | 
State of Deseret, That all that portion of the inhabigants of 
said State which now are, or hereafter may become, res- 
idents therein, and which are known and distinguished 


corporate, with perpetual succession, under the original 
name and style of ‘fhe Church of Jesus Christ of Latter 
Day Saints, as now organized, with full power and au- | 
thority to sue and be sued, defend and be defended in alt į 
courts of law or equity in this State, ta establish, order, and 
regulate worship, and hold and oecupy real and personal 
estate, and have and use a seal which they may alter at 
pleasure. 

Sec. 2. And be it further ordained, That said body or 
church, as a religious society, may, ata general or special 
conference, eleet one trustee in trust, and not to exceed 
twolveussistant trustees, to receive, hold, buy, sell, manage, 
use, and control the reat and personal property of said 
church, which said property shall be free from taxation; 
which trustee and assistant trustees, when clected or ap- 
pointed, shall give bonds, with approved security, in what- 
ever sum the said conference may deem sufficient, tor the 
faithful performance of their several duties; which said 
bonds, when approved, shall be filed in the general church re- | 
corden’s office, atthe seat of gencral church business, when 
said bonds are approved by said conference ; and said trustee 
and assistant trustees shall continue in office during the plea- 
sure of said church; and there shall also be made, by the clerk 
ofthe conference id church,u certificate ofsuch election 
or appointment of said trustee and assistant trustees, which 
shall be recorded in the general chureh recorder’s oflice, at 
the scat of general church business; and when said bonds 
are filed and said certificates recorded, said trustee or as- į 
sistant trustees may receive property, real or personal, by 
gift, donation, bequest, or in any manner not incompatible 
with the principles of righteousness or the rules of justice 5 
inasmuch as the same shall be used, managed, or dispdsed 
ot, for the bencfit, improvement, ereetion of houses for 
punue worship and instruction, and the well being of said 
church. 


3. And be it further ordained, That, as said church 
holds the constitutional and original right, in common with 
atl civil and religious communities, “to worship God ac- 
eording to the dictates of conscience ;” to reverence com- 
munion agreeably to the principles of truth, and fo sol- 
emnize marriage compatible with the revelations of Jesus 
Christ; for the security and full enjoyment of all biessings 
and privileges embodied in the religion of Jesus Christ free 
to all, it is also declared, that said church does, and shall, 
possess and enjoy continually the power and authority, in 
and of itself, to originate, make, pass, and establish rules, | 
regulations, ordinances, laws, customs, and criterions for 
the good order, safety, government, conveniences, comfort, 
and control of said church, and for the punishment or for- į 
giveness of all offenses relative to fellowship, according to 
church covenants; that the pursuit of bliss, and the enjoy- 
ment of Jile, in every capacity of public association and į 
domestic happiness, temporal expension, or spiritual in- | 
creuse upon the earth, may not legally be questioned: Pro- | 
vided however, That cach and every act or practice so es- 
tablished, or adopted tor law, or enstoin, shall relate to 
solemmnities, sacraments, ceremonies, conseerations endow- 
ments, tithings, marriages, fellowship,or the religious duties 
of man to his Maker; inasmuch as the doctrines, princi- 
ples, practices, or performances support virtue and increase 
morality, and are not inconsistent with, or repugnant to, the i 
Constitution of the United States, or of this State, andare į 
founded in the revelations of the Lord. i 

Sec. 4. And be it further ordained, That said church shail || 
Keep, at every full organized branch or stake, a registry ot i 
marriages, births, and deaths, free for the inspection of all 
members, and for their benefit. 

Sec. 5. And be it further ordained, That the. presidency |; 
ofsaid church shall fill ail vacancies of the assistant trust- 
ees necessary Lo be filled, until superseded by the confer- | 
ence of said church. 5 

Sec. 6. Be it further ordained, That no assistant trustee 
or trustees shall transact business in relation to buying, sell- 
ing, or otherwise disposing of church property, without the 
consent or approval of the trustee in trust of said chureh. 

Approved, February 8, 1851. f 


This is the most extraordinary statute that has 


question. What does this statute of Utah pro- 
pose to do? l maintain that it creates a most dan- 
gerous corporation, whose powers are contrary 
to the spirit of our institutions. Its property, , 
realand personal, isexemptfrom taxation. Under 
that act, and especially by the third section of it, 
the Mormon church can, and does, exercise all 
the powers of a government. Rome in her palm- 
iest days never claimed or enjoyed greater powers 
and privileges than are conferred upon this cor-" 
poration by the statute of Utah. 

The first amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States provides that ‘‘ Congress shall make 
no law respecting the cstablishment of religion or 

rohibiting the free exercise thereof.” Yet this 

tah act does establish a religion; for, in the first 
section of the act it is provided that— 

“ All that portion of the inhabitants of said State, which 
now are, or hereafter may become, residents therein, and 
which are known and distinguished as The Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter Day Saints, are hereby incorporated, con- 
stituted, made, and declared a body corporate, with per- 
petual succession, under the original name and style of ‘The 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, as now or- 
ganized, with full power and authority to sue and be sued, 
defend and be defended in all the courts of law or equity in 
this State, to establish, order, and regulate worship, and hold. 
and occupy real and personal estate, and have and use a 
seal which they may alter at pleasure.” ‘ 

Now, my first proposition is, that if under the 
Constitution of the United States it is not compe- 
tent for Congress to pass any law'respecting the 
establishment of religion, Congress has no power 
to delegate such authority as that to the Territory 
of Utah; and that it is our duty to repeal this 
statute; because, in its very terms, itis a violation 
of one of the articles of the Constitution of the 
United States. Ñ 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I should have 
no objection to that second section, ifit was simply 
confined to disapproving the ordinance. But it 
goes further, and reserves all rights of property 
acquired under the ordinance proposed to be re- 

ealed. 

Mr. NELSON. Rights of property may have 
becn acquired, and properly acquired, under that 
ordinance, so far as the act relates to property. 
T'he right of property is one thing, and the righi 
to establish a religion by. law is a different thing; 
and while, upon the one hand, I would insist that 


| any right of property which has been acquired 


lawfully under that statute should be preserved 
and respected, I urge, upon the other, that the 
whole statute should be repealed; because the aim 
and purport of the statute is to violate the Consti- 
tution of the United States—to do in Utah what 
cannot be done in any State of this Union, or by 
act of Congress itself: the establishing a gigantic 
church corporation, armed with privileges and 
prerogatives unknown to, and expressly prohib- 
ited by, the Constitution. 

That statute confers enormous powers upon a 
small body of men, who are vested with more 
than regalauthority; and over whose acts, if it be 


; permitted to stand, there can be no superintend- 


ence, and from whose despotic mandates there 
can beno appeal. Among those powers there are 
some to which I will briefly call the attenticn of 
the House. One provision is that they shall have 
the right to **solemnize marriage compatible with 
the revelations of Jesus Christ’’—that is to say, 
compatible with their pretended revelations, man- 
ufactured, from time to time, to suit particular 
exigencies, and promote their varying schemes, . 
Another provision is that it shall— 


« Possess and enjoy continually the power and authority, 
in and of itself, to originate, make, pass, and establish rules, 
regulations, ordinances, laws, customs, and criterions, for 
the good order, safety, governinent, conveniences, comfort, 
and control of said church, and for the punishment or for- 
givéness of all offenses, relative to fellowship, according to 
chuich covenants.” 


Now, by a liberal interpretation of the third scc- 


| tion of the actincorporating the Church of the Lat- 
| ter Day Saints, it would not be difficult for inter- 


ested citizens of Utah to insist that the power to 
make laws, with all the binding force of legisla- 
tive cnactments, is conferred upon the ecclesias- 
tical corporation, if the term ecclesiastical can be 
applied to a creation so anomalous. And the 
power even to declare war—for the safety of the 
church is to be looked to and regarded by the 
third section of the law—can be exercised by that 
corporation, without resorting to any far-fetched 
interpretation, and without any restraint at all. 
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So, without dwelling upon the extraordinary pro- 
visions of this statute, I insist that it is in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States, and 
that a strong obligation. rests upon us-to repeal it. 
And, Mr. Speaker, I presume it is to some of |: 
the extraordinary powers which are conferred 
upon this corporation by the statute to which I 
have adverted, that we may ascribe many of those 
outrageous and unparalleled transactions which 
have transpired in Utah, to some of which allu- 
sion has already been made in the progress of this 
discussion, and which are mentioned especially 
in a charge delivered, some tinie since, by Judge 
Cradicbaugh to a jury in that Territory. I read 
from the National Intelligencer of May 24, 1859, 
copied from the Valley Tan, a paper published in 
SaltLake City, on the 12th April, the following: 


at 
“In summing up the evidence in the cases of the mur- 
ders of the Parishes and Potter, Judge Cradlebaugh said : 
«< Until f commenced the examination of the testimony 
in this case, L always supposed that [tived ina Jand of civil 
and religious liberty, in which we were secured by the Con- 
stitution of our country the rightto remove, at pleasure, 
from one portion of our domain to another; and also, that 
we enjoyed the privilege of worshiping God according to 
the dictates of our own conscicnee. But I regret to say 
that the evidence in this case clearly proves that, so far as 
Utah is concerned, L have been mistaken in such supposi- 
tion. Men are murdered here; coolly, deliberately, pre- 
meditatedly murdered. ‘heir murder is deliberated and | 
determined upon by chureh council meetings, and that, for 
no other reason than that they had apostatized from your 
chureh and were striving to leave the Territory. You are 
the tools, the dupes, the instruments of a tyrannical church 
despotism. T'he leads of yourchureh order and direct you. 
You are taught to obey their orders and commit these hor- 
rid murders. Deprived of your liberty, you have lost your 
manhood, and become the willing instruments of bad men. 
I say to you that it will be my earnest effort while with you 
to knock off your ecclesiastical shackles and set you free? ”? i 


In order further to show the condition of affairs | 
in Utah, growing out of the unrestrained action | 
of that corporation, and the remarkable and the j 
dangerous powers conferred upon it, 1 read an | 
extract from the Prairie Beacon, published in Ili- | 
nois, March 16, 1860, which was copied by that | 
paper from the St. Joseph Journal: 


“We have been shown a letter reecived bya gentleman 
in this city from an officer of the Army, dated Cainp Floyd, 
February 15, 1860, and he reitcrates what has been said 
concerning the murders, and remarks : “ Private assassina- | 
tions have assumed quite an alarming position here. Be- | 
sides the cold-blooded murders E have written to you be- 
fore, ons of which rivals the most atrocious on the criminal 
record, not long since a corporal in the seventh and a pri- 
vate in the fifth infantry, most excellent. friends, received 
permission to take a ride, and after going @ short distance 
were set upon and murdered. Such is the inference, as the 
body of ove, with his head severed from his body, was 
found near a Mormon town, and his companion aud the 
mules gone. There is no doubt of the fact that the Mor- 
mons miurdered them both for their mules and clothes, and 
then secreted onc of the bodies, so as to make it appear 
that he murdered his comrade and deserted, taking the |i 
mules with him. A corporal of dragoons having been | 
missed, search was instituted, and his corpse was found |; 
near camp, with three bullet holes in his head; and men | 
going out to walk or bunt have frequently been robbed of | 
their coats, &e. Thus matters stand, and if the present H 
Administration is considered weak and puerile inthe Army, ; 
who can be surprised at it?? } 

“Such being the facts in the case, how can any one help + 
feeling that the Administration is ‘weak and pucrile ’? 
Murders of the most atrocious kind are of daily occurrence, | 
while the perpetrators go unpunished, and we learn from 
the telegrams that the papers are now ready and waiting the 
signature of the Secretary of War to remove the Army, the į 
only safeguard to our citizens. ‘This done, the demons who 
now revel on the spoils of the slain will exterminate every | 


i 
one inthe valley who does not yield to the behests of the i 
church, and acknowiedge the lecherous old traitor, Brigham |f 
Young, asa prophet. We sincerely hope that if they do +; 
remove the troops, Congress will take the matter in hand 
and have them replaced, with additional strength, in Salt 
Lake City, and when a murder is committed, ferret it out 
and excente the offender. ‘fhe memory of the Mountain 
Meadow massacre till fresh in our minds, of whole fem- 
ilies destroyed, of young giris violated and then murdered, } 
and the murderers walking the streets of Salt Lake City, 
with the garments of their victims upon their persons, 
These are facta that ery aloud for vengeance, and it will 
come after this present imbecile Administration goes out of 
power, if not before. 

«Just at this time the Army at that point shonld be ; 
strengthened, not removed. From the extract published 
above, it wili be seen that murders are on the increase 
Then why withdraw the troops? It will be a virtual ac- 
knowl!ledgment that the United States is too weak to pro- 
tect the lives and property of its citizens on the plains or 
in the vales of Utah. By this move they leave them to the 
merey of a set of fiends, who know no mercy, po law, but 
who murder and plunder at will. Truly, this is a terrible | 
state of affairs, and much to be deplored. But instead of |! 
its getting better, it is daily growing worse. The present | 
Governor (Cummings) isa mere cipher, and moves and | 
breathes at the dictation of the Prophet, who is, in fact, the 
ruler and dictator of Utah, and who never loses an oppor- 


| similar to it was the statement made some time 


| in that remote and unique region of our country; 


| Kentucky, dated 16th March, 1860, and copied 
| by that paper from the Lexington Observer and | 


| have mostly come home and abandoned the ‘Territory, as 


| their destruction from the Mormons, who instigated and 


' bolical deeds; as, by these and other proofs, it | 


| abuses of an extraordinary nature have been com- 


‘| repeated for years; they are “ wafted to us by į 


|! it is provided that ‘all the laws passed by the 


! over and declared to be in force in said Territory 
| of Utah, so far as the same, or any provision 


i} 
i 
a 
i 
i 


tunity te anney and injure the sitizens of the State.” 


Such are the statementsin the public prints; and i 
previously, as I have shown, by a United States | 
judge, in his charge to a jury in Utah. It would | 
not be difficult to multiply evidences of the many | 
atrocities which are said to have been perpetrated į 


but I forbear to do so; though with the permis- 
sion of the House I desire to have incorporated 
in my remarks a statement taken from the Na- 
tional Union, a paper published at Winchester, : 


Reporter, which I ask the House to ¢onsider as | 
being read. : 

The statement is as follows: 

“ AFFAIRS IN Uratt.—The editor of the Valley Tan, an 
American paper published in Salt Lake City, Utah, which 
has been active in exposing the atrocities of the Mormon 
church, has received a warning from the city Mormon au- 
thorities, that they will not be responsible for his personal į 


safety—the English of which is that they willsec that he is i 


put out ofthe way. The editor meets these threats defi- 
antly. He says: 

c * In addition to that statement, I will add that murder 
has been sanctioned from the pulpit of the Mormon taber- 
nacle in this city ; and there is incontestable proef ou record 
that men have been murdered in this Territory, whose death 
wag deliberated about, and decided on, in a mectiug or 
meetings over which a person holding a high position in 
the Mormon church presided ; and if any one sees proper 
to deny this statement, the records shall be fortheoming. It 
is on record, further, that atrocities have been committed 
against the person ofa man in this Territory, compared with 
which murder would be tender kindness, and that ecclesi- 
astical authorities were also concerned in this transaction. 
Lf this is denied, the proof shall also be produced.’ 

©The state of things which exists in Utah, itis well re- } 
smarked by the Cincinnati Enquirer, is unparalicl No 
such despotism exists on the face of the earth. "The coun- |) 
try is no more under the authority of the laws of the United | 
States than Turkey and China. ‘fhe efforts which bave 
been made by United States judges, attorne 
shals, to exercise jurisdiction, have been r 
Mormons, and have proved utter failures. 


they have not been supported by a military force, without 
which nothing can be done. It has been proved beyond 
as emigrants—over one hundred in 


a doubt that the Arkansi 
number—who were massacred at Mountain Meadow, met 


power to supervise, the legislation of that Terri- 
tory is expressly reserved in the act of Congress | 
creating the Territory; and this supervisory:con~ 
trol implies a duty on the part of Congress “to ' 
see that its legislation is not. inconsistent with or: 
violative of the Constitution... 1 apprehend no 
scruples can exist in any-mind whatever as to 
our authority to repeal the statute, when Con- 
gress never parted with its right to govern Utah, 
but expressly retained: it in the organic. act, as 
has been customary in most, if not all, the acts 
organizing territorial governments. The power 
to repeal is in this case unquestionable; and it 
was exercised by Congress in the case of Florida, 
adverted to by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Lamar.] Itwas also exercised in reference 


| to the statutes passed in Wisconsin and Iowa, 
referred to in the report which I had the honor 


i to submit from the Judiciary Committee. “I do 
i not think it necessary to enter into any elaborate 
discussion of the question. The repeal would 
not, by the remotest possibility, as I maintain, 
affect any right or violate any principle, because, 
as already stated, the power of repeal was. re- 
served. The charter of incorporation derives its 
only efficacy from the organic act. As a legal 
proposition, itwas, beyond all controversy, passed 
subject to that act. Its repeal will invade noth- 
ing that can be regarded as a vested right, and 
the duty to repeal is imperative, in view of the 
atrocities perpetrated under Mormon authority. 
If the men of Utah are—as they are represented 
to be by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Trayer] who addressed the House yesterday 
men of more than ordinary intelligence; men who 
will compare favorably with a large majority 
of the people of the United States, why, then, I 
regard the duty to repeal this statute, the duty 
to arrest the progress of murder and every out- 
rage in the catalogue of crime, as being stronger 
in proportion to the character of the offenders 
and their capacity for mischief. If they were ig- 
norant and deluded persons, some degree of char- 


bribed the indians in its perpetration. ‘I'he investigations 
of Judge Cradlehaugh were conclusive on this point. 

« ft is disgraceful to the nation that it has allowed such 
atrocities to go unpunished, and that it has submitted to 
see its Constitution and iaws set aside in one of its Terri- 
tories, and a foreign despotism established in its stead. We 
trust to see an immediate effort made in Congress to break 
up this nest of traitors who have denied the authority in 
Utah; to establish fully and completely American laws 
there, and bring to punishment those who have trampled 
them under foot. We have little doubt, from what we learn | 
from gentlemen who have been in Utah, and are convers- 
ant with the Mormon hierarchy, thatan bonest judicial in- 


ity might be extended to their follies arid their 
crimes. But if they are men of the exalted in- 
tellectual status ascribed to them by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, then the sooner we annul 
the unhallowed license under which they claim 
to act, the better; because such men are, in every 
conceivable point of view, most dangerous, and 


, no human foresight can predict to what extremity 


of infamy these crimes may be carried. 
The question stillrecurs: Shall polygamy and 
murder be tolerated by the implicd approval of 


vestigation there would show that its leaders are eminently 
worthy of the gallows.” 

These statements, containing as they do the 
latest intelligence from Utah, establish the fact 
that the citizens of that Territory are becoming 
more and more emboldened in crime, and will, Í 
hope, satisfy the m ind of the House that this stat- 
ute ought to be repealed; that to continue it in 
operation will be to give license to the inmost dia- | 


has been incontestably established that under it 


mitted; that murders and robberies have been per- |) 
petrated with perfect impunity, and with the sanc- 
tion and authority of the so-called Church of Latter | 
Day Saints. These and similar charges have been | 


every wind under the whole heaven; they go to i 
show that enormities in Utah are fearfully upon | 
the increase; and the question is presented: has į 
Congress no power to prevent the continuance 
and the accumulation of such outrages? What- 
ever doubt may exist as to the power to prohibit | 
polygamy in a ‘Territory, no doubt can be reason- | 
ably entertained as to the authority of Congress | 
to repeal the Utah statute; for, by the sixth sec- | 
tion of the act of 1850, organizing the Territory, 


Legislative Assembly and Governor shall be sub- 
mitted to the Congress of the United States, and 
if disapproved shall be null and of no cffect.”” 
And by the seventeenth section of the act enti- 
tled “Ån act to establish a territorial government 
for Utah,” it is provided that ‘‘ the Constitution 
and Jaws of the United States are hereby extended 


thereof, may be applicable ° Here, then, the 


the Government of the United States ? Shall men 
be permitted, under the name of religion, to band 
themselves together as a great corporate body, 
and in the name of that religion, to commit every 
offense known to the catalogue of crime? ‘To 
ask these questions is only to answer them with- 
out a dissenting voice. I know not, Mr. Speaker, 
perhaps we never will know, the extent to which 
these murders have been committed by the author- 
ity of the church in Utah, I hold in-my hand a 
paper published in Utah, entitled the Valley Tan, 


| and dated February 29, 1860, containing a long 


description, over the signature of William H. 
Rodgers, of the fearful, awful, terrible massacre, 
in Scpterber, 1857, at the Mountain Meadows, 
of more than one hundred men, women, and chil- 
dren; being a portion of the citizens of the United 
States who were emigrating through that coun- 
try. The disguise of Indians was resorted to for 
the purpose of enabling the assassins to accom- 
plish their crime; and persons high in authority 
in the Mormon church are directly implicated. 
It was one of the most fearful crimes that was 
ever perpetrated on this continent, 

But itis far, very far, from being the only crime 
committed in Utah, as will be seen from the fol- 
lowing statement, taken from the Chattanooga 
Gazette, of March 17, 1860: . 

«The following picture, by a southern gentieman, ofthe 
condition of affairs there, will not fail to excite a teeling 
of indignation in the heart of every man: ‘Tbe Church? 
has ordered and executed two hundred and sixteen mur ~ 
| ders, within the sound of a cannon of this city, since the Ist 
of March, 1857. ‘The Chureh? has ordered and executed 
the murder of seven hundred and eight emigrants passing 
from the East to California since 1850. - “The Church acen- 
mulated by the operation 31,200,000 worth of money, goods, 
andlive stock. ‘The Church? ordered, and its bishops and 
strikers executed, the dreadful massacre at Mountain Mea- 
dows. two hundred miles south of this, of one hundred and 
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x 
sixteen.emigrants on their way from Arkansas to Califor- 
nia. ‘The Church? ordered and executed the massa- 
cre of half a dozen emigrant trains last July and August, 
one-hundred miles north of this, in which many lost their 
lives, the survivors living on the charity of the army at 
Camp Floyd, and on that of the chief justice, Judge Eckels. 
©The Church? robbed and plundered emigrants of large 
numbers of cattle the past summer, within ten miles of Camp 
Floyd, by running their cattle off at night while in camp, 
and concealing them for several days in the ravines and 
mountains, til the owners had to give up searching forthem, 
and go their winding way. The cattle, mules, or horses 
were then quietly driven to the ‘ Church herd,’ which now 
numbers its thousands. ‘fhe pliant wols who execute this 
were composed of what are known as < Danites,’ or the 
t Herds of Dan,’ or as ‘ Destroying Angels,’ headed and 
commanded by tried and chosen leaders, and numbering at 

resent about six hundred and forty, rank and file. Their 
ong-tried and favorite leader, ‘ Bill Hickman,’ appearing 
to De not so zealous in plundering for ¢ the Church,’ was 
placed under severe police surveillance, and some very 
clever Gentile merchants in this city had all their animals 
stolen on the nightof the 18th of December last. Hickman, 
on learning it, orderedthem brought back, which was dona 
in eight hours; but in cight hours more poor Hickman suf- 
fered the penalty of ‘the Church,’ being assassinated in 
the street. 
¢¢<'Phe Church? requires, by its creed, polygamy and in- 
cest. Uncleand niece are married, cohabit, and breed chil- 
dren ; half-brother and sister, step-father and daughter, do 

- the'same 3 a widow, with all her daughters by a deceased 
miah, are married to the same man, and breed children by 
him. ¢TheChurchy’ fund now reaches the enormous amount 
of $5,000,000, all of which is in the control of the vicege- 
rent, Brigham, The money is mostly on deposit, about 
as follows: In New York city, $200,000; in other parts of 
the United States, about two hundrdd thousand dollars; in 
London, $1,000,000 ; in Liverpool, $500,009; and the bal- 
ance in Glasgow, Copenhagen, Manchester, Australia, and 
other portions of Europe, ‘The professed object of these 
Mormons in assembling out here, is to enjoy their religion ; 
there real object is, and was from the beginning, to plun- 
der, rob, murder, and give unrestrained liberty to all the 
lower and baser passions of corrupt nature. We who have 
studiously studied their daily walks, examined their legis- 
lative grants, their church creeds and practices, their sa- 
ered and terrible executions, their midnight assassins, and 
the untecedents and character of their icaders, strikers, and 
assistants, know this to be true. You in the States, living 
under reasonable laws of restraint, enacted and acquiesced 
in by the poputar voice, think the partial revelations we 
have made are too monstrous to believe. Several of the old 
members of the once famous band of robbers, under the 
lead of John Murrel, known in history as the land pirates 
of the West, are now in Utah, and are the fearful and mid- 
night executioners of the will and behest of ‘the Church?” 


In view of the disclosures made in thatstatement, 
it seema to me that there would be just as much 
logic andas much propriety in asserting that any 
given number of men might band themselves to- 
gether as robbers, murderers, and thieves, and 
call that their religion, as to say that the people 
of Utah can, by joining together under the desig- 
yation of “ Latter Day Saints,” claim an especial 
‘grotection under the provisions of the laws of the 

nited States. “And, therefore, Mr. Speaker, 1 
submit there can be no difficulty in the mind of 
any gentleman on this floor as to the propriety of 
repealing this act of incorporation. 

procced to the consideration of the principal 
uestion, which has becn so much discussed in this 
ouse—the question as to the first section— 
whetheritisourduty, and whether we have power, 
to prohibit polygamy in the Territorics of the 
United States? Ti approaching the consideration 
of this question, Mr, Speaker, 1 may be permitted 
to say that I do not concur with my colleague, 
(Mr. Ernenipes,] cither in the argument he has 
made, or in the spirit of levity, as it seems to me, 
in which he treated this subject, in every point of 
view in which he seemed to regard it. I shall 
endeavor to treat it with all gravity and scrious- 
ness; for I regard it, in its political aspect, and in 
its moral bearing, as a question of exceedingly 
great importance, and one which ought to receive 
the most anxious, earnest, and scrious attention 
of any deliberative assembly, who, in the dis- 
charge of its duty, is called upon to act in respect 
to it. 

I shall not, Mr. Speaker, endeavor to answer 

all the remarks that have been made by my col- 


league on this question. A portion of his argu- | 


ment would be more ably and appropriately an- 
swered by a wiser and better man than mysclf— 


by some one whose calling and pursuits would 


lead him more satisfactorily and authori 
to gåve the requisite reply, But I may be allowed, 
as the matter has been alluded to, to say that 
whateyer practices may have been tolerated under 
what is called the Old Testament dispensation, 
whatever social relations may have been permitted 
prior to the advent of our Saviour, it is sufficient 
for us to know that He is the supreme Lawgiver; 


own laws, if they ever were changed, and to adapt 
them to society, in its different stages, according 
to His own pleasure. 


history of the world, may not have been criminal, 
because they may have been permitted for wise 
reasons—for reasons very obvious to us, and, still 
better known to Him who holds the power of 
regulation in His hands. Afterwards, sir, they 
were tolerated, but we are told that ‘in the be- 
ginning it was not so;’’ and even the putting away 
of one’s wife, among the people of Israel, by a 
writing of divorcement, was only permitted be- 
cause of the hardness of their hearts. And I doubt 
not that, if the instances given in the Bible of the 
existence of polygamy are carefully examined, it 
will be seen that, in some form or other, the dis- 
pleasure of Heaven was manifested, either in the 


ie 


disobedience of children, the obliteration of the 
religious sentiment, or some speedy and effectual 
punishment. 

Without claiming, as I have said, the ability, 
from any habits of investigation, to mect this 
portion ofthe argument, which has been sprung 
uponusby my distinguished colleague, asitshould 


als is involved, the law of God is the only uner- 
ring and unvarying standard of right and wrong. 
I know of no higher law than that. I know of 
no superior power to that; and when He tells us 
that this offense is wrong; that He docs not per- 
mit it; that He sees fit to prohibit it; itis our 
duty, if we respect Him, if we respect His laws, 
and desire to render obedience to His commands, 
to yield our submission to that mandate without 
questioning the propriety or impropricty ofit. As 
His creatures, we have a right to do nothing else. 
And when He tells us that we ought to avoid the 
commission of this offense, and that He prohibits 
it, it is our duty to do what He tells us. Butit 
requires no blind or slavish submission on our 
part to belicve, what the evidence of centurics as 
well as the observation and experience of every 
enlightened man has established, that the very 
highest degree of wisdom was displayed in the 


the marriage relation to two persons only; and 


that this institution should be preserved as it was 
originally created, and thatevery protection should 
be placed around it which can be afforded by the 
majesty of the law, or the power and efficacy/of 
a sound and well-regulated public opinion. 


Tuunspay, April 5, 1860. 


Mr. NELSON, resuming his remarks, said: 
Mr. Speaker, I have stated already, that Idonot 
concur in the arguments which have been_pre- 
sented by my distinguished colleague, [Mr. Eru- 


it will be impossible for me to answer those argu- 
ments at length. While declaring his purpose to 
vote for the bill, all his arguments, so far as I 
could comprehend them, were arguments against 
the bill. In several passages of his speech he sub- 
stantially repeated the following idca, announced 
at its commencement: 

“{ believe sincerely, however, that whoever votes for 
ill understandingly, and witha knowledge of the con- 
ional power involved in passing it, that man will not 
be in a position hereafter to deny consistently that Con- 
» by untriendly legislation upon this and kindred sub- 
may cripple slavery in the Territories”? 


Sy 


ject 
_Against this proposition I respectfully enter my 
dissent. To vote for this bill docs not, by any 


| means, involve the slavery question, as I will pres- 


and that, as such, He had a right to change His | 


Polygamy and incest, in the early period of the | 


form of conjugal unhappiness, the rebellion and į 


be treated, I think I may safely say that, in my | 
humble judgment, whenever any question of mor- | 


restriction, from the beginning of the world, of | 


that it is of the utmost consequence to society | 


ermeeE.] Daring the time to which I am limited | 


colleague from Tennessee, because of the princi- 
„ples established in the Dred Scott decision; and 
they may do so, as I contend, without any viola- 
tion of any of the doctrines insisted upon by them 
and by the South; for that decision says, when 
| speaking of territory acquired—(sce 19 Howard’s 
Reports Supreme Court United States, pp. 448, 
449:) i 

“ But, as we have before said, it was acquired by the Gen- 
eral Government, as the representative and trustee of the 
people of the United States, and it must therefore be held 
in that character for their common and equal benefit; for 
it was the people of the several States, acting through their 
agent and representative, the Federal Government, who in 
fact acquired the territory in question, and the Government 
i holds it for their common use until it shall be associated 
with the other States as a member of the Union. 

& But until that time arrives, it is undoubtedly necessary 
that some government should be established, in order to 
organize society, and to protect the inhabitants in their 
persons and property ; and asthe people of the United States 
could act in this matter only through the Government which 
represented them, and through which they spoke and acted 
when the Territory was obtained, it was not only within 
the scope of its powers, but it was its duty to pass such 
laws and establish such a government as would enable those 
by' whose authority they acted to reap the advantages anti- 
cipated from its acquisition, and to gather there a popula- 
tion which would enable itto assume the position to which 
it was «lestined among the States of the Union. The power 
to acquire necessarily carries with it the power to preserve 
and apply to the purposes for which it was acquired. The 
form of government to be established necessarily rested In 
: the discretion of Congress. It was their duty to establish 
the one that would be best suited for the protection. and se- 
curity of the citizens of the United States, and other inhab- 
itants who might be authorized to take up their abode there 3 
and that must always depend upon the existing condition 
! of the Territory, as to the number and character âf its in- 
| habitants, and their situation in the ‘Territory. In some 
| cases 2 government, consisting of persons appointed by the 
| Federal Government, would best subserve the interests of 
| the Territory, when the inhabitants were few and seattered, 
| and new to one another. In other instances, it would be 
| more advisable to commit the powers of self-government to 
the people who had settled in the ‘l'erritory, as being the 
most competent to determine what was best for their 6wn 
interests. But some form of civil authority would be abso- 
Jutely necessary to organize and preserve civilized society, 
and prepare it to become a State; and what is the best form 
must always depend on the condition of the Territory at 
the time, and the choice of the mode must depend upon the 
exercise of a discretionary power by Congress, acting within 
the scope of its constitutional authority, and not infringing 
upon the rights of person or rights of property of the citizen 
who might go there to reside, or for any other lawful pur- 
pose. It was acquired by the exercise of this discretion, 
and it must be held and governed in Jike manner, until itis 
fitted to be a State.” 


And there, as I conceive, is the distinction be- 
tween the power of Congress over the subject of 
i| slavery in the Territories, and the power of Con- 
i] gress over the subject of crime. One involves the 
right of property, with which Congress cannot 
| interfere; the other involves a matter within the 
jurisdiction of Congress, as has always been held; 
and the right to define and punish crimes—the 
latter having been carly exercised—as was well 
and ably argued by the distinguished, and, I may 
say, highly conscientious and independent Repre- 
| sentative from the State of Virginia, [Mr. Mirt- 
son.] Tagree with him fully in his argument; 
and in addition to what has been said by him in 
regard to the crimes act of 1790, (1 United States 
Statutes at Large, 113,) I beg leave to say that 
there are various other sections of that act which 
contain phraseology showing that it was the in- 
tention to legislate upon the subject of crimes in 
the Territories, as well as in the arsenals, dock- 
yards, and other places specifically enumerated 
in the Constitution, as will be seen by the follow- 
| ing citations: 

Section thirteen punishes maiming ‘‘ within any 
of the places upon the land under the sole and ex- 
! clusive jurisdiction of the United States, or upon the 
| high seas, in any vessel belonging to the United 
| States, or to any citizen or citizens thereof.” 

! Section fourteen punishes the forgery of “any 
certificate, indent, or other public security of the 
United States,” without any reference whatever 
to the place where the offense was committed. 

Section fifteen punishes the stealing of any 
record, writ, or other proceedings in any of the 
courts of the United States. 


i 
| 
ji 
! 
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Section eighteen punishes “‘ perjury in any suit, 
controversy, matter, or cause epending many of 
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the courts of the United States, or in any deposi- 
tion taken pursuant to the laws of the United 
States.” i 

Section twenty-one, as to bribery; section twen- 
ty-two, as to obstruction of process; and section 
twenty-three, as to rescue, are not applied to any 
special place, and were evidently designed to in- 
clude every place over which the United States has 
jurisdiction. g 

None of these offenses are specifically men- 
tioned in the Constitution; and the right to legis- 
late in regard to them is not derived from any spe- 
cific grant of power, such as the able jurist from 
Louisiana [Mr. Tayror] contended for. 

Consequently, I maintain that the arguments 
which have been made, that the crimes act of 1790 
was intended to have a special application to the 
arsenals, forts, dock-yards, and the District of 
Columbia, cannot be sustained, inasmuch as the 
reading of that act shows clearly that it was the 
intention of Congress to legislate in respect to 
every species of crime they saw fit to prohibit, 
for every place over which Congress has exclu- 
sive jurisdiction. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I differ with my distin- 
guished colleague [Mr. Ermrrsipeer] as to the dis- 
tinction he has taken between crimes which are 
mala in se and those which are mala prohibita. 
My colleague argued that polygamy is not a 
crime malun in se, but is a crime malum prohibitum. 
With the consent of the House, I will incorporate 
into my remarks a quotation from Blackstone’s 
Commentaries, sustaining conclusively the cor- 
rectness of the position I have taken, that polyg- 
amy is a crime malum in se, and showing that my 
colleague was in crror when he asserted the con- 
trary.’ . 

In 1 Wendell ’s Blackstone, 53, 54, the distinc- 
tion is lucidly stated in the following paragraphs: 

* With regard to the first of these, the declaratory part of 
the municipal law, this depends not so much upon the law 
of revelation or of nature as upon the wisdom and will of 
the legislator. This doctrine, which before was slightly 
touched, deserves a more particular explication. Those 
rights, then, which God and nature have established, and 
are therefore called natural rights, such as are life and tib- 
city, need not the aid of human laws to be more effectually 
invested in every man than they are; neither do they re- 
ceive any additional strength when declared by the muni- 
cipal laws to be inviolable. On the contrary, no human 
legislature has power to abridge or destroy them, unless 
the owner shall himself commit some act that amounts to 
a forfeiture. Neither do Divine or natural duties (such as, 
for instance, the worship of God, the maintenance of chil- 
dren, and the like) receive any stronger sanction from be- 
ing also declared to be duties by the law of the land. ‘The 
case is the same as to crimes and misdemeanors that are 
forbidden by the superior Jaws, and therefore styled mala 
in se, such as murder, theft, and perjury; which contract 
no additional turpitude from being declared unlawful by 
the inferior legislature; for that legislature in all these cases 
acts only, as was before observed, in subordination to the 
great Lawgiver, transcribing and publishing His precepts. 
o that, upon the whole, the declaratory part of the muni- 
cipal Jaw has no foree or operation at all with regard to 
actions that are naturally and intrinsically right or wrong. 

“ But, with regard to things in themselves indifferent, the 
case is entirely altered. ‘hese become cither right or 
wrong, just or unjust, duties or misdemeanors, according 
as the municipal legislator sees proper, for promoting the 
welfare of the society, and more effectually carrying on the 
purposes of civil life. ‘Thus our own common law has de- 
elared that the goods of the wife do instantly, upon mar- 
riage, become tlie property and right of the husband ; and our 
statute law has declared all monopolies a public offense ; 
yet that right and this offense have no foundation in natare, 
but are merely created by the law for the purposes of civil 
society. And sometimes, where the thing itself has its rise 
from the law of nature, the particular circumstances and 
mode of doing it become right or wrong, as the laws of the 
land shall direct. Thus, for instance, in civil duties, obe- 
dience to superiors is the doctrine of revealed as wel as 
natural religion; but who those superiors shall be, and in 
what circumstances, or to what dogrees they shall be | 
obeyed, it is the province of human laws to determine. And 
soas to injuries or crimes, it must be left to our own legis- 
lature to decide in what cases the seizing another’s cattle 
shall amount to a trespass or a theft; and where it shall be 
a justifiable action, as when a landlord takes them by way 
of distress for rent.” 


In prohibiting polygamy, we shall act only in 
subordination to the great Lawgiver, transcribing 
and publishing His precepts.” He has said, 
“ Thou shalt not commit adultery.” He has au- 
thorized marriage alone with one person at the 
same time, and when the relation is extended 
further against His law, it becomes adulterous, 
and is consequently malum in se. 

Reverting, for a moment, to the crimes act of 
1790, I beg leave also to call the attention of the 
House to aremark made by Judge Catron, which 
should have been mentioned in another place, and į 


New Szrres—No. 13. 


| 


| I had three minutes’ time it would be all I would 


which furnishes a conclusive answer to.the views 
entertained by thé gentleman from Louisiana, 
{Mr. Tavzon,] and others who hold thatthe crimes 
act of 1790 was not intended to apply to the Ter- 
ritories. He says, in 19 Howard, p. 522: 

“Jt is due to myself to say, that it is asking much of a 
judge, who has for nearly twenty years been exercising ju- 
risdiction from the western Missouri Hine to.the Rocky 
Mountains, and, on this understanding of the Constitution, 
inflicting the extreme penalty of death for crimes commit- 
ted where the direct legislation of Congress was the only 
rule, to agree that he had been all the while acting in mis- 
take, and as 2 usurper.” 

It may be remarked further that Congress has 
exercised the power now in question by making 
polygamy a felony in the District of Columbia, 
punishable, for the first offense, by an imprison- 
ment of not less than two nor more than seven 
years, and for the second, of not less than five 
nor more than twelve years. 

The position which has been assumed herc in 
argument, that a law creating a Territory is acom- 

act between the United States and the Territory, 
is not tenable. The Constitution of the United 
States may be in the nature of a compact between 
the States and the General Government; so, 
when a State is created, the law creating it may 
be a compact between the Government and that 
State; but I deny, Mr. Speaker, that a law erc- 
ating a Territory is a compact between the United 
States and the territorial government. What are 
the Territories? They are the creatures of Con- 
gress; they are the mere agents of Congress. Any 
authority delegated to Territorial Legislatures is, 
in its nature, revokable at the pleasure of Con- 
gress, unless the right of revocation is expressly 
renounced. I maintain that the idea of a compact 
does not apply to them, as has been argued in 
opposition to this bill, because they have no po- 
litical rights under the Constitution, and, while in 
a state of pupilage, can enjoy those rights only 
which are delegated to or conferred upon them 
by Congress. 

I must, within the brief time allotted to me, 
run rapidly over the other grounds of opposition 
taken in the course of this discussion. Having 
shown that Congress has the power to pass this 
statute, and having stated my dissent to the prop- 
osition assumed by my colleague, [Mr. Erumr- 
1DGE,] I beg leave to add, without taking up any 
time on the question, that, in common as I be- 
lieve with most, if not all, the Whig or Opposi- 
tion Representatives on this floor from Tennes- 
see, I hold to the correctness of the proposition 
that was announced in the Opposition platform 
in the last gubernatorial contest in our own State, 
and which is substantially the same as that put 
forth in the Democratic platform. 

The Opposition resolution, adopted on the 29th 
March, 1859, is in the following words: 

«2, That while we will maintain with unwavering firm- 
ness our constitutional rights in relation to slavery, we be- 
lieve that the further agitation of the question tends to no 
practical good to any portion of the country, and should 
therefore cease ; regarding the principle as settled that the 
people of the Territories, when they come to forin a con- 
Stitution and establish a State government, shall decide the 
‘question for themselves.” 

The Democratic resolution, adopted on the 17th 
of March, 1859, is similar in principle, though 
stronger in its phraseology. It is as follows: 


* Resolved, ‘That we are satisfied with the views an- 
nounced by the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
eBebrated case of * Dred Scott,’ on the rights of slavehold- 
ers and the status of slavery in the Territories, and are will- 
ing to abide by the principles announced in that decision. 
Slavery and the rights of slaveholders are protected by the 
Constitution of the United States, and by an appeal tò the 
action of the judicial tribunals of the Union, until the form- 
ation of a constitution by the people of a Territory, and | 
then the State must decide for itself on that as well as other 
legitimate subjects of government.” 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. If my colleague will per- | 
mit me, I will say a word. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has already made one speeck, while there are 
dozens of members who have not had opportunity 
to speak to this question. I am one of those who 
have not had a chance to define my position. If || 


want. If all those who have not spoken on this 
question are to be still kept off the floor, I must | 
insist that those who have already spoken shall 
keep their mouths shut. 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made, the 
gentleman from Tennessee cannot take the floor. |: 


Mr. COBB. I will not object, if I.can get-three 
minutes-for myself. .. ; ee i 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Ido not wantto- embar 
tass my colleague. I only want to propound ‘an 
interrogatory. =; os: EERE E 

Mr. COBB. - I withdraw my objection’. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. My colleague assumes 
that he differs from me.. 1 do not-think.that-we 
differ materially. I desire, however, to ask my 
colleague whether, if he assumes: Congress: has 
the power to punish ‘crimes in a Territory such 
as he. has cnunirated, he does not think Congress 
has the power to extend the punishment fixed tö 
-Slaves? E ask him whether negroes in a Territory 
are not amenable to such law as this Congress 
may pass defining and. punishing-offenses? 

Mr. NELSON. Most unquestionably I think, 
Mr. Speaker, that since the decision in thë Dred 
Scott case—a decision made by the highest tri- 
bunal in our own country and in the world; by 
the only tribunal which is recognized as the final 
arbiter on questions of constitutional law; a de- 
cision which I think was made directly upon the 
point before the court, and not an obiter dictum, 
as arguments in various parts of the country have 


| assumed—I say, sir, upon that decision, that I 


hold Congréss has no power to interfere with the 
institution of slavery in the Territories; because 
that institution is recognized, in some form or 
other, in three different places in the Constitution: 
first, in the provision as to the rendition of fugi- 
tives from labor; secondly, in the representation 
founded upon the ownership of slaves; and third- 
ly, the recognition of the African slave trade, and 
the power vested in Congress to abolish it. Be- 
lieving that it is the duty of every good citizen—— 
every truly patriotic man—to yield a reatly obc- 
dience to the decisions of the highest tribunal of 
the land, I think we ought all to be content with 
the announcement that has been made there as to 


| what is the law—what are our constitutional 


rights—what are our respective duties on the sub- 
ject. Tam satisfied with it. The learning, the 
integrity, the independence, of that exalted tri 
bunal, which could have had no motive under 
heaven to mislead it, should command the con- 
fidence and respect of the whole country; and 
every law-abiding man’ who reflects. that there 
must be some point at which litigation is to cease, 
some period when strife must terminate, ought to 
he satisfied with it. ; i 

Having shown that Congress has the power to 


s 


| pass this statute, I shall demonstrate the neces- 


sity of it, ifany further demonstration be requisite, 
by calling the attention of the House—without 
referring to matters of older date—to the startling 
disclosures made by Judge Cradlebaugh, in his 
recent specch at Circleville, Ohio, a part.of which, 
with the permission of the House, I shall cause 
to be inserted in the printed report of my. remarks. 
The- portion ofthe speech referred to is taken by 
me from the Nashville Daily News of March 25, 
1860, and is as follows: 


“Utan AND Mormonism.—Mr. John Cradlebaugh, as- 
sistant judge of the Territory of Utah, being on a visit to 
Circleville, Ohio, his native place, addressed the citizens 
of that town, on Thursday last, upon Utah and Mormonisni. 
From a very fallreport of bis speech, published in the Cin- 
cinnati Gazette, we take the following passage : 

“ Its Origin.—This wretched sect had its origin in an 
eccentricity ofa iman named Spaulding, who had failed as 
preacher and shop keeper, and who thought he would write 
an historicai novel. He had asmattering of biblical knowl- 
edge, and he chose for his subject * T'he History of the Lost 
Tribes of Israel? The whole was supposed to be commu- 
nicated hy (ndians, and the last of the'series was named 
Mormon, representing that he had buried the book. Ttwas 
a large, ponderous voluine, duli, tedious, and interminable, 
marked by ignorance and folly. Spaulding made many 
efforts to get it printed, but the work was so utterly flat, 
stupid, and insipid, that no publisher would undertake to 
bring it before the world. Poor Spaulding at length went to 
his grave, and his manuscript remained a neglected roll in 
the possession of his widow. 

“<< But now arose Joe Smith, more ready to live by his wits 
than by the Jabor of his hands. This Smith early in life 
manifested a turn for pious frauds. He bad been engaged 
in several wrestling matches with the devil, and had beca 


| conspicuous for his wonderful experience in religion at cer- 


tain revivals. He announced that be had dug up the book 
of Mormon, that taught the true religion; and this was no 
other but the poor Spaulding manuscript, which he had pur- 
joined from the house of the widow. In his unserupuious 
hands the manuscript of Spaulding was designed to cause 
an august apostacy : he made it the basis of Mormonisin. 
“Joe Smith became a prophet, and the founder of a religious 
séct; the president of a swindling bank; the builder of 
the city of Nauvoo; the mayor of the city; general of the 
armies of Israel; candidate for the Presidency of the Uni- 
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ted States; and finally, the martyr, as the Saints choose to 
call him. But the truth is, that his villainies brought down 
upon him the vengeance of the-people of Lilinois and Mis- 
„souri; and his career: was brought toan end by his being 
shot while he was confined in jail at Carthage. It wasun- 
fortunate that such was his end, for his followers raised the 
old cry of martyrdom and persecution; and, as has always 
proved, “ the blood of the martyr was the seed of theehurch.? 
= © Polygamy Introduced. —Before the d@ath of Smith; he 
had made polygamy a dogma of the creed, though the Book 
ofMormonhadcondemnedit. ‘That was rather hard to get 
out of; but it is one of the tenets of the church that a new 
revelation does away with old revelation: hence Joe Smith, 
by virtue of his power as prophet, seer, and revelator, an- 
nounced a new revelation ordaining polygamy as one of its 
doctrines. So repugnant was this to all human belief and 
sense of virtue that he did not venture to make it public; 
he dreaded its effect upon his people as upon those beyond ; 
but he made it known to a few of the leaders, and he and 
they proceeded to put it to practice. It was charged upon 
them often, but they denied it, and they denied it long after 
ithad gradually spread among them, and come to be a com- 
mon practice; and it was only after they had placed the 
desert and Rocky Mountains between them and civilization 
that they confessed it. Then they not only confessed it, 
but openly and boldly advocated it as the religion of Utah. 
Polygamy, then, is now the rule, monogamy is the excep- 
tion to the rule among them. This doctrine is preached 
from the pulpit—it ts taught everywhere. 

“< Education and Habits.—The little education the chil- 
dren. get, consists in preparing them for the reception of 
polyganiy. «So at variance is that practice with all the in- 
stincts of humanity, that it has to be pressed upon the people 
with great assiduity as a part of their religious duty. ‘Lo 
prepare the women for the reception of the revolting prac- 
tice, it is necessary to. brutalize them by destroying their 
modesty. The sentiment of love is ridiculed, cavalier gal- 
lantry and attentions are laughed at, the emblematic devices 
of lovers, and the winning kindness that with us they doat 
on, are hooted at in Utah. ‘The lesson they are taught, and 
that is incaleated above al) others, is ‘increase and multi- 
ply,? in order that Zion may be filled. The young people 
are familiarized to indecent exposures of all kinds; the 
Mormons call their wives their cattle; they choose them 
pretty much as they choose their cattle ; and that great pink 
of delicacy, Heber C. Kimball, he next in prominence, as 
also the next in sin, to Young, calls his women his cows. 

«A man is not considered a good Mormon who does not 
uphold polygamy by precept and example, and he is a sus- 
pected Mormon who does not practice it. The higher the 
man is in the church the more wives he has. Brigham 
Young and Heber Kimball are supposed to have each be- 
tween fifty and a hundred. The reverend Mormon bish- 
ops a postles, and the presidents of stakes have as many as 
they desire, and it is a common thing to see these hoary- 
headed old Lurks surrounded by a troop of robust young 
wives. Tho common people take as many ag they can, 
support, and it is not uncommon to sce a house with but į 
two rooms inhabited by a man, his half dozen wives, and 
a proportionate number of children, like rabbits in a war- 
ren, and resembling very much the happy family that we 
read of—the prairie dog, the owl, and the rabbit. Incest is 
common. Sometimes the same man has a daughter and 
her mother for wives at once; some have as wives their 
own nieces; and Aaron Johnson, of Springville, one of the 
most influential men in his parts, bas, in his harem of 
tivéelve women, no less than five of his brothers? daughters. 
One Watts, è Scotchman, who is one of the church report- 
ers, is married to his own half-sister. On her arriving in 
the country, he applied for permission to marry her, bat 
Brigham at first refused, and settled the matter by faking 
her into his own harem; but ina few weeks he relented, 
the seal was broken, and he gave her to Watts. 

«To suppose that polygamy conduces to happiness is to 
suppose a total subversion of woman’s nature. In the 
matter of affection, woman is a complete monopolist; she 
must have all the heart or nose. Bat in Utah, she has to 
be contented with a small fraction of that smallest of all 
hearts, a Mormon heart—little attention, and no devotion. 
The little home, which ought to be ber throne and her em- 
pire, is lost to her. ‘I'hey are jealously watched, and dread- 
fully abused if they are seen to show, by even so much as 
a glance, that theyare unhappy. Butthe long and anxious 
countenances of the ¢ mothers of Israel’ proclaim too plainly 
their entire misery. The il-agsorted children—the offspring 
of one father and many mothers—run about like so many 
wild animals. T'he first thing they do, after learning vul- 
garity, is to wear a leather belt with a buteher-knife stuck 
in it; and the next, is to steal from the Gentiles; then to 
ride animals; and as soon as they can, ‘by hook or by 
crook,’ get a horse, a pair of jingling Mexican spurs, and 
a revolves, they aré then Mormon cavaliers, and are fit to 
steal, rob, aud murder emigrants. The women and girls 
are coarse, masculine, and uneducated, and are mostly 
drafted from the lowest stages of socicty. It is but seldom 
you meet handsome or attractive women among them. 

‘The foreign element largely predominates in Utah. The 
persons cmigrating to the Territory are generally from the 
inining, manufacturing, and rural districts of Engtand. The 
American portion of the Mormons are generally shrewder | 
than the rest, and are chiefly from the New England States, 
Most of these men are no doubt fugitives from jastiec, and 
most of them are bankrupt in both fortune and character.” 


We are told that the bill under consideration | 
ought not to pass for two additional reasons: first, 
thatit cannot be exccuted;and secondly, that if it 
is attempted to execute it, this will lead to a war. 
If we abolish polygamy, and repeal the charter, 
it is not unreasonable to suppose that emigrants 
will, in all probability, go there from all quarters, 
and soofi obtain civil mastery over the country 
without a war. ‘The occupation of the Territory | 


of Utah by the Mormons, with the legislation 


which has been enacted there, effectually excludes 
all portions of the citizens of the United States, 
who do not sympathize with the institutions of 
Utah, from emigrating, as they have the right to 
do, to that Territory; and I havenodoubt, if half 
the stories are true which have been stated, that 
particular pains is taken by the gigantic corpo- 
ration I spoke of yesterday evening, to prevent 
any person going there and occupying the Terri- 
tory who does not sympathize with Mormon in- 
stitutions; and in that view, sir, the enactment of 
such a statute as the one now under consideration 
will have a powerful effect upon the minds of our 
countrymen in inducing them to go to Utah, and 
peaceably to take possession of the country, be- 
cause they believe they have the right to do so; 
and beyond question they have thatright. Inthe 
course of time they would enforce this law, and 
honest juries would be had, and honest judges 
would be found, who would not shrink from its 
faithful administration. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I deny, in the second place, 
that the mere fact that a law would not or might 
not be executed, furnishes any reason for not 
passing it. But to guard against any possible 
failure, my proposition, in answer to the objec- 
tion which has been madc, is, that a separate and 
carefully-prepared bill be reported by the Com- 
mittee on Territories—a committee which now has 
the subject under consideration—to divide the Ter- 
ritory, or to provide for a different form of govern- 
ment, so that the Mormon supremacy may be de- 
stroyed. If that be done, in all probability the end 
we desire can be attained. 

In the last place, I insist, most earnestly, and 
upon the most mature deliberation, that, if these 
peaceable means fail—if we are unable to enforce 
the law by any and all of those milder expedients 
which ought to be resorted to before we resort to 
war—thon, as a dernier resort, it will be the high- 
est duty of Congress to go to war with the people 
of Utah, to enforce obedience to our laws and 
maintain the supremacy of the United States Gov- 
ernment. If ever a righteous war has been or can 
be prosecuted, such a contest would be justifiable 
upon the soundest principles recognized in Divine 
and human laws. It would be a war against a 
people who have murdered peaceful citizens in the 
exercise of thcir constitutional rights in attempt- 
ing to occupy that Territory; a war in which “the 
voices of the blood of our slaughtered brethren 
would cry unto us from the ground,” and urge 
us to avenge their wrongs; a war in which we 
should attempt to blot out from our country one 
of the vilest spots upon’ it; it would be a war in 
which we would notonly meet the approbation of 
the honest and good in every part of our own 
land, but be rewarded with the smiles and encour- 
agement of the civilized world; it would be a war 
which would mect the sanction of Heaven itself; 
because it would be a war to bring into subjection 
a population which has set at defiance the lawa of 
God and man, and which, with a high hand and 
outstretched arm, commits every iniquity known 
in the catalogue of crime. 

If more peaceful expedients fail; if we cannot 
cause an immigration of the character I have men- 
tion to go to Utah; if we cannot, by dividing the 
Territory, procure something like a civil govern- 
ment there; if we cannot, by any of these means, 
exterminate those vices which exist in that com- 
munity, then, forone, I repeat that I would advo- 
cate the propriety of bringing the whole military 
and naval force of the United States, if necessary, 
to bear upon this rebellious people. If Washing- 
ton and the good men of that day were justified 
in putting down insurrection in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, how much more, for such a crime as 
this, would we be justified in executing our own 
laws, and in securing equal rights to all our citi- 
zens. Better, far better, would it be for the coun- 
try, to expend the Public money in the prosecution 
of such a contest, than to waste it in prodigality 
and extravagance, or employ itin the building up 
or pulling down of the influence of parties. And 
why should we not do so? The existence of such 
an institution as prevails in Utah, under the pro- 
tection of the laws of the United States, isan out- 
rage upon the moral feelings of our whole popu- 
lation. 
wives and our own daughters, and the wives and 
daughters of our constituents. It is a reflection 


It is, as I conceive, an insult to our own, 


upon the pure and elevated niorality of the United 
States, that such an institution as this'should go 
unwhipped of justice, and flourish and prosper, 
and laugh its defiance, under the groundless pre- 
tense of constitutional license. While it con- 
tinues, “ the slow, unmoving finger of scorn’? will 
be pointed at us by the civilized world, and we 
will merit the reproach for winking at and sus- 


| taining excesses such as, if equaled, could not 


have been excelled in Sodom and Gomorrah in 
the days of old. 

I, for one, advocate the enactment of this law in 
the name of the respectable and virtuous women 
of the United States. Their sex is degraded 
and disgraced by the practices which prevail in 
a worse than heathen Territory. Every high- 
minded and honorable woman, who values the 

urity of the female character, must feel that she 
ts insulted when Utah can be designated as a re- 
gion of wholesale frailty, or quoted ag an evidence 
of female weakness; and that the infamous prac- 
tices which prevail there, if not directly sanc- 
tioned are, at least, scandalously tolerated by the 
Government of the United States. In no part of 
the world is woman, as a general rule, treated 
with such universal deference and respect as are 
extended to her in our own country. She richly 
deserves it all. And when I say this, I say it in 
no spirit of unmeaning compliment. Woman 
nurses us in infancy; she is our companion in 
maturer life; the gentle echo of her footsteps is 
heard in the chamber of sickness; the soft press- 
ure of her kind hand is felt upon the brow of 
pain; she sheds tears over the dying couch of 
man, and strews flowers upon his grave. She 
has a noble and gencrous heart, and her influence 
is generally exerted for good. And if there is 
anything under heaven for which we should feel 
grateful to our Creator, it is for giving us woman 
as the highest, last, and greatest blessing to man. 
It was designed. that she should give her whole 
heart in exchange for the andivided affection of 
man, and become his partner in lawful marriage. 
Enthroned in the domestic circle, she becomes 
our refuge amidst the storms and conflicts of life, 
and sheds a halo of happiness around the joys of 
home. Among barbarians she is treated as an in~ 
ferior; but with her sympathizing and angelic na~ 
ture, her instinctive love of right, and her won- 
drous capacity for influence upon the mind of man, 
the precepts of Christianity have elevated her in 
the scale of being, until in every civilized land 
she has attained her true position; and in this free 
and happy country of ours especially, she wields 
an influence such as she never exerted before, but 
not more than is amply her duc. Let not that 
influence be paralyzed by any stigma. or reproach 
which we have the power to remove; but rather 


let it be honored, respected, and enlarged by every . 


means in our power. 

But I cannot dwell upon these thoughts, or fur- 
ther portray the value of the sacred institution of 
marriage, which it behooves every good citizen 
in the land to uphold and sustain. ; 

There are other considerations which should 
not be overlooked in guiding our determinations 
upon the grave questions before us. They are 
often and most properly adverted to in the pulpit; 
but even in this assembly it may not be improper 
for me to say-—especially after the remarks made 
by my distinguished colleague on the subject of 

atriarchal relations, and his sympathy for the 
ormons—that whether he or others disagree 
with, or approve the idea, no rational mind can 
reject the Phict that Almighty God governs and 
controls the affairs of nations now, as He has gov- 
erned and controlled them from the beginning. 
Who that believes in the truth of revelation, Mr. 
Speaker, can for a moment doubt that there are 
national sins, and that war, pestilence, and fam- 
ine, are scourges which an Almighty Power brings 
into requisition in order to rebuke those sins, and 
to show his abhorrence of them? I regret that I 
am so restricted as to time by the rules of the 
House that I cannot develop at length some 
of those serious and momentous considerations 
which rush upon the mind in view of national 
accountability; but who can shut his eyes against 
the great fact that there are national crimes and 
delincuencies for which national punishment has 
been inflicted in times past, and may be in time 


to come? Look upon that people who are the , 
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most wondrous upon the face of the carth, the 
Jews; who have “long, long-ago’’ been deprived 
of their nationality, and yet preserve their indi- 
viduality in every kingdom and in every clime 
throughoutthe world. Of them it was at an early 
period predicted that, if they disobeyed His com- 
mands, the Lord would “ s¢atter them among all 
people, from one end of the carth even to the 
other.” And again, it was said, ‘ Thou shalt be- 
come an astonishment, a proverb, and a by-word 
among all the nations whither the Lord shall lead 
thee.” They are this day living miracles, wit- 
nessing to every nation upon earth, as they have 
attested for centuries, the truth of the word of 
Almighty God, and of his unwavering determ- 
ination to punish national crimes with the most 
awful severity. Mr. Speaker, when I look into 
that great Book of books, I see it written, as oth- 
ers have often read it before me, that— 

“Babylon, the glory of kingdoms, the beauty of the 
Chatdee’s excellency, shall be as when God overthrew 
Sodom and Gomorrah, It shall never be inhabited; neither 
shall it be dwelt in from generation to generation ; neither 
shall the Arabian pitch tent there; neither shall the shep- 
herds make their told there. But wild beasts of the desert 
shall lie there, and their houses shall be fall of doleful crea- 
tures, and owls shall dwell there, and satyrs shall dance 
there.” 

No more does the charioteer, in the pomp of 
display and the consciousness of power, career 
with"his steeds upon the summit of the broad 
walls of the doomed city; no more is the ‘ sound 
of revelry by night” heard among ‘the beauty 
and the chivalry” of one of the proudest of em- 
pires; no more are captives led in chains along the 
crowded streets, or kings saluted by thronging 
multitudes of subjects and suppliants; but Baby- 
Jon the great “is fallen, is fallen!’ The very spot 
where it stood has been involved in ages of doubt; 
and it has only been in our own day, and in our 
own generation, that a few relics of departed mag- 
nificenee, long buried beneath its mighty ruins, 
have been rescued from the grasp of time and the 
oblivion of Heaven’s curse, to attest to us, in the 
nineteenth century, that it is indeed ‘a fearful 
thing to fall into the hands of the living God.”’ 

And Nineveh, that ** multiplied her merchants 
above the stars of heaven,” has, long ago, heard 
“the noise of a whip, and the noise of the rat- 
tling of the wheels and of the prancing horses and 
of the jumping chariots.” Against her, ‘ the 
horseman has lifted up both the bright sword and 
the glittering spear;’’ and it has long since come 
to pass that ‘‘all they that looked upon her fled 
from her and said, Nineveh is laid waste; who will 
bemoan her, and whence shall comforters be 
sought for her?’ Her glory has departed. The 
memory of her existence had almost faded from 
the recollection ofmen; but from among the buried 
heaps where reposed the memorials of her de- 
parted grandeur, we hear the forgotten language 
of the past repeating, in mournfultones, the story 
of her greatness and decay, and admonishing us 
of the solemn truth that nations, like men, are in 
the hands of Him who created them “as clay in 
the hands of the potter.” 

Ay, go now, after the lapse of centuries, go as 
a modern traveler, to that once great and power- 
ful city, and the very tables of stone, which are 
preserved amid the ruins after the lapse of centu- 
vies, tell us that these curses, which were inflicted 
upon that country for their national sins, have 
been fulfilled, and that the word of Almighty God 
is true. 

Then, in that Book, we arc told in reference to 
one other mighty city of the past, that— 

‘Thy terribleness hath deceived thee and the pride of 
thine heart. O thou that dwellest in the clefts of the rock 5 
that holdest the height of the hill; though thou shouldest 
make thy nest as high as the eagle, I will bring thee down 
from thence, saith the Lord. Also Edom shail be a deso- 
lation ; every one that goeth by it shalt Be astonished and 
shall hiss at al! the plagues thereof”? * * £ * 
s No man shall abide there, neither shall ason of man dwel 
m it. 

And Petra, that mighty, that wondrous city, 
which for centuries was lost to the knowledge of 
mankind, within a few years past stands out in 
its solitary grandeur—its silent desolation; with 
its columns, its palaces, its mighty edifices, all 
tenantless and dreary; telling us, amid its faded 
splendors, of the truth of God’s word, and of the 
unerring certainty with which national sins are 
punished by Him. Let us, then, beware how we 
shall provoke the displeasure of the Almighty, by 


| nourishing and cherishing a population whose 
crimes are undoubtedly hateful in His sight. 

Ttrust thatit is not improper for me to allude to 
these things, and I regrct that I have not the op- 
portunity to extend these remarks, after whathas 
been said by my colleague and associate from my 
own State, [Mr. Erngrince;] but I do know full 
well that our fathers, in the days of the Revolu- 
tion, were not afraid.or ashamed to acknowledge 
that the Almighty hand led them in that fearful 
and unequal struggle, and enabled them to estab- 
lish the best and greatest Government that has 
ever existed since the world began. Let us en- 
deavor to cherish and preserve it in the same 
spirit in which they were led to establish it. 

And now, when we have grown mighty and 
powerful; now, when the sails of our commerce 
are spread on every sea; now, when wealth and 
magnificence and grandeur crown our country 
and give us a rank among the first Powers of the 
world, let.us not, Mr. Speaker, provoke the pa- 
tience of Heaven by continuing among us institu- 
tions which we know are hateful to the Being who 
created us,and which we are called upon by every 
consideration of legal and moral duty to suppress 
in the manner contemplated by this bill. 

I therefore, sir, urge earnestly and sincerely on 
this House the propricty of passing this bill; and 
of passing it, as nearly as can be, by a vote which 
will not only make an impression on the minds of 
the people of Utah, but will show the whole coun- 
try that, however improperly we may have acted 
in times past, in allowing such an excrescence to 
grow upon our body-politic; however negligent 
we may have been in the discharge of the high 
duty that rests upon us as a nation, we will yet 
endeavor, so far as in us lies, to show our abhor- 
rence of institutions thatare not authorized by the 
Constitution of the country, and thatare contrary 


to the laws of the Being who created us. J 
POLYGAMY IN UTAH. 


SPEECH OF HON. L. M. KEITT, 
OF SOUTIE CAROLINA, 


Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 4, 1860, 

On the bill to punish and prevent the practice of polygamy 
in the Territories of the United States, and other places, 
and disapproving and annulling certain acts of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Utah. 


Mr. KEITT said: 

Mr. Secaxer: Tapproach the discussion of the 
bill before the House with great distrust, in view 
of the consequences which, | fear, are involved in 
some of its provisions. It opens for examination 
the whole structure of the Federal Governmentand 
the power of Congress over the Territories. Al- 
though the public mind has been exercised upon 
these subjects for several years, it has not been 
to explore them abstractly and absolutely, but to 
contrive for particular cxigencies. Issues are 
now arising which require that speculations shall 
be translated into acts, and we can no longer de- 
bate constitutional questions as'mere theses. We 
have aright to know, and itis time that we should 
know, exactly what powers the Federal Govern- 
ment possesses, and whence it derives those 
powers. 

It may be fortunate that this discussion arises 
from the bill to prohibit and punish polygamy in 
the Territories, for we all unite in condemning it 
as a high moral offense, and will therefore have no 
inducement to stray intothe paths of error. The 
great principles involved, and the immense results 
which are wrapped up in the decision, make it 
fortunate that the exciting cause of our inquiry is 
without the range of mere party politics. Has 
Congress the power to declare polygamy in the 
‘Territories to be a crime, and to punish it? The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pryor] and the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Lamar,] with 
none too little confidence in their own heroic devo- 
tion to exalted theorics, and with none too much 
charity for those whose footsteps halt in the legis- 
lative enforcement of their moral sentimentalities, 
have vehemently urged us, under general powers, 


[| to fill our hands with penal statutes, and dash 


| swiftly to the Territories, that crime may bechased 
: from their soil, anda moral millennium be inaugu- 


| rated. Profoundly respecting the zeal of these ger 


tlemen, and. paying all proper homage to thelr 
moral sensibilities, f must yet decline the mission 
to which I am invited, unless I can find the grant 


of power necessary to its. performance... “With me. 


itis mainly a question of power.. L know thatthe 
instincts of the American péople revolt against 
polygamy; I know that we, in this House, abhor 
and detestit; but our condemnation ofitshouldnot 
hurry us into usurpation.of power. If I canbesat- 
isfied of the power of Congress in the premises, I 
shall not hesitate to use it; for I believe that polyg- 
amy is flagitious in its influence upon society, and 


that it corrupts and debases wherever it exists. No 


people who have practiced it have ever adyanced 
eyond a certain scale of civilization, and that a 
low and sensual one. The household is the origin 
of the State, and all the purer, higher civil virtues 
spring from the family. Impair the household 
obligations, and you weaken the ties of the State; 
Stain the virtues of the family, and you attaint the 
civilization of a people. The family ties bind the 
civic virtues into one sheaf, and when you break 
those ties you sully and scatter them. No people 
have existed, inancient or modern times, whose an- 
nals are crowded with glories and victories, whose 
history blazes with the royalties of genius and 
culture, and whose march to power is marked `b 

enduring trophies, who have not rested all their 
greatness on the virtues of the family circle. . I 
abhor and detest polygamy, because it violates the 
sanctities of the household, and abuses the holiest 
relations of life. But my detestation is no crite- 
rion of my power. ; : 

To deepen our reprobation of polygamy, and 
thereby induce the House more surely to take 
jurisdiction over it in the Territories, it is pro- 
nounced, in this discussion, to be malum in se. 
Sciolists and schoolmen, in former times, divided 
crimes into mala in se and malaprohibita; but jurists 
and publicists are now dismissing these distinc- 
tions, Mala in se are for the adjudgment of God, 
except where they are made mala prohibita by the 
law of the State. Divine law takes cognizance of 
motives; human law does this only so far as they 
influence and are developed in acts. Divine law 
looks to morality; human law looks. to.péace. 
The State regards acts in the light of their influence 
upon its peace and safety. Murder, which. is 
malum in se, meets the punishment of death; and 
arson, and many other crimes, which are onl 
mala prohibita, receive the same punishment. 
gentleman by my side says this is not true, gen- 
erally, in the free States. I know that there is a 
deadly and blighting humanity abroad; I know that 
a sickly sentimentality is now cursing society in 
many, if not all of the free States; I know that the 
destructive speculations of certain philosophers, 
that human life is the gift of the Almighty, and 
that no guilt or crime can forfeit it to society, are 
rife in certain portions of the Republic; but 1 trust 
that this brood of dismal philosophy and venom- 
ous humanity will soon be stifled and extinguished. 
It is of immaterial consideration, then, whether 
polygamy be malum in se, or malum prohibitum; 
for the power of Congress is not increased by the 
distinction. 

With these preliminary remarks, I invite the 
House to proceed to the examination, first, of the 
power of the Federal Government over the Ter- 
ritorics; and secondly, its power to define and pun- 
ish crimes. First, what is the power of the Fed- 
eral Government over the Territories? If it were 


|j res integra, I should not hesitate to ‘say that the 


Federal Government had no power whatever over 
the Territories, except to dispose of the soil as 
property. The Federal Government is the crea- 
ture of the sovereign States of the Union, and was 
contrived and established for certain purposes, and 
invested only with certain specified powers. If it 
is true to its scope and objects, if it is faithful to 
the intents of its founders, it holds and can hold 
no power, unless it is given to it by the Constitu- 
tion. Now, no political power over the Territo- 
ries is granted in the Constitution. In point of 
fact, the framers of the Constitution never antici- 
pated the acquisition of new territory, and, there- 
fore, made no provision for its government; or, if 
they-did anticipate it, having provided for amend- 
ing the Constitution, they left the exigency.to be 
met in that way. With the first acquisition of 
territory, an appeal should have been made to the 
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sovereign parties to the Federal compact to amend 
the Constitution, so as.to provide for the govern- 
ment of the territory by Congress. This, how- 
ever, was hot done, and hence has arisen our dif- 
culties and dangers.’ The acquisition òf territory, 
accompanied with the exercise of political legisla- 
tive powerovertheinhabitantsinit, has affected the 
very character of the Government, ard threatens 
the utter destruction of its Federal features, Co- 
Jonial dependencies are, under all circumstances, 
dangerous toa Federal Union; but where the Fed- 
éral Union is created by coequal and sovereign 
parties,and rests upon a written Constitation, lim- 
iting its powers and defining its duties, the exer- 
cise of high legislative powers by construction is 
utterly subversive. The moment the strict limit 
of the Constitution is overstepped, it wanders into 
aw Iderness of power. Ifthe Federal Government 
exercises any legislative power, except what is 
granted to it in the articles creating it, the States 
must gradually become, through a series of usurp- 
ations, mere subordinate and dependent corpora- 
tions. Ifthe Federal Government can increase its 
legislative powers by construction or implication, 
it will soon master the States. This is the inva- 
riable law of political development. I repeat it, 
there is no grant in the Constitution of political 
power over the inhabitants of a Territory. The 
clause which empowers Congress “to make all 
needful rules and regulations,” &c., refers only to 
the Territories as property. This is clear, both 
from the analysis of the clause and the decision of 
the Supreme Court in the Dred Scott case. Ex- 
cept this, there is no clause in the Constitution 
touching the legislative power of Congress over 
the Territories. 
The history and origin of the Constitution illus- 
trate the views I have submitted. The Fedcral 
Government was intended mainly, and almost ex- 
clusively, to take custody ‘of our relations with 
foreign Governments; and it was invested with all 
the necessary powers to discharge this duty. It 
was empowered to lay and collect revenue; to 
raise armies and equip fleets; to appoint foreign 
ministers; and make treaties. The States, too, 
being sovereign, were necessarily foreign to cach 
other; and as, in the Wcderal Constitution, they 
contracted with each other in certain particulars, 
they made the Federal Government their common 
agent for the execution of the contract, They en- 
dowed the Federal Government with the manage- 
ment of their relations with forcign Powers, and 
also with certain relations between themselves as 
sovereign States, and forcign to each other. Be- 
yond this the Federal Government was naught; 
and beyond this it cannot go without usurpation, 
No local or domestic interests were committed to 
it; for they were in the custody of the States. The 
States were the constituents, and the Federal 
power touched individuals only in certain speci- 
fied cases, and then only in connection with our 
relations with foreign Governments, or the rela- 
tions between the States, as foreign to each other. 
The Federal Government was established to unite 
and wield the strength of all the States against 
foreign Powers; to prevent the subjugation with 
which they were threatened; and the first acqui- 
gition of territory was made through the policy, if 
not the necessity, of defense. Fresh from the war 
‘of the Revolution; and with all Europe embroiled 
and convulsed, it was dangerous to allow a foreign 
Power to entrench itself along our borders, and 
hold the keys to the most vulnerable parts of the 
Union. To avoid this danger, Louisiana was ac- 
quired. ; Mr. Jefferson gravely doubted his con- 
stitutionial power to acquire it; but he yielded to 
the pressure of necessity; and the Territory being 
acquired, Congress proceeded to govern it, with- 
out much reference to its constitutional author- 
ity todo so. In fact, our foreign relations were 
then the paramount, and almost exclusive, sub- 
ject of consideration; and the statesmanship of the i| 
country was directed to them, and, of course, to || 
strengthen the arm of the Federal Government, 
which was intended to be strong abroad, though 
weak at home. During the early period of our 
history, all our efforts were to aggrandize the Fed- 
seral Government, because it was the organ of our 
intercourse with forcign nations; and power was 
necessary to confront power. Besides, our whole 
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system was an expériment. A splendid hierarchy 
of Government, consisting of municipal corpo- i! 


Í vations, sovereign States and Federal Union was 


new to the minds of men. The history of the 
past; the traditions of mankind; the literature of 
éivilized’ nations, were in the interest of strong 
government; and the habitudes of thought then 
prevailing, were imbued with this tendency. Un- 
der these influences the granted powers were 
expanded; and new powers usurped through con- 
struction and analogy. In the course of time, 
however, when the States had grown strong ard 
prosperous; when their material resources were 
developed; when our foreign relations were estab- 
lished upon a solid and satisfactory basis, and our 
power to resist the attacks of foreign nations ap- 
parent, our statesmen began to turn their attention 
to the interior economy of the Federal Govern- 
ment; to define the relations between it and the 
States; and to examine the scope and compass of 
its power. Then a higher and more beneficent 
statesmanship began to develop and display itself. 
In the midst of arms, the philosophy of our sys- 
tem stood silent; when peace and prosperity came, 
it unfolded its wisdom under the teachings of the 
State-rights school. Underæhe pressure of for- 
eign nations, ourearly struggles were to strengthen 
the Federa! Government; our recent struggles 
have been to weaken it. I fearthey have been in 
vain; for the genius of the Federal Union has al- 
most disappeared; and we finda monument where 
we expected a prize. 

The acquisition of Florida was made in pursu- 
ance of the same policy which led to the purchase 
of Louisiana, namely: the fear of attacks from 
foreign nations. Under the pressure of circum- 
stances which forced its acquisition, it was gov- 
erred, as Louisiana was, without reference to the 
powers conferred upon Congress by the Consti- 
tution. In the midst of arms, the Constitution 
was silent; and as the country was united, and 
no great interest or domestic institution was an- 
tagonized, Congress, as the common agent, acting 
with impartiality, was allowed to regulate what 
had been obtained under stress of circumstances, 
and without any, nice serutiny into itspowers. In 
1820, in the Missouri discussion, the question of 
power was first opened formally. The pro-slavery 
and anti-slavery sentiments were then so distinctly 
antagonized that Congress was compelled to open 
up the very foundations of Federal power; and it 
would have been fortunate had the question then 
been settled upon principle, and not by compro- 
mise. The anatomy of the Federal Government 
was laid bare, and men shrunk from the inspec- 
tion; the question of slavery was an immense, 
fact; but it was not understood in its great social 
and industrial aspects. It was regarded as some- 
thing abnormal, when it should have been treated 
as a constituent clement of politics, society, and 
industry, and as an element incapable of extine- 
tion, and involving inevitably expansion and pro- 
tection. Shrinking from the mastery of the 
question, and dwarfing statesmanship to the pro- 
portions of temporizing expedients, they hushed 
the question for the moment, and left the future 
to meet exigencies as they occurred; and that, 
too, under all the accumulated disadvantages of 
their neglect. In the discussion upon the Mis- 
souri question, the anti-slavery party stood upon 
eae they referred to the exercise of power 

y Congress in the case of Louisiana; the pro- 
slavery party stood upon analogy; and attempted 
to cheek and limit by construction, powers which 
were obtained only by construction. The result 
was a compromise; and a compromise now ad- 
mitted by all to be unconstitutional, In 1820 
there was no clear conception of the powers of 
the Federal Government; and the men of that day 
shrank froma rigid examination into them. ‘They 
stood upon precedent and analogy, and not upon 
the Constitution. I do not reproach; I only re- 
gret. The country had not yet acquired such 
tremendous power as to defy aggression, and feel 
itself secure from all the casualties of foreign war; 
and its gaze was ony turning inward. ‘The cur- 
rent of opinion could not be rolled back in a mo- 
ment; the precedents of the past could not be 
obliterated at once; the ship of State could not be 
changed in an instant from the tack on which it 
was pressing under full canvas, and be set in 
another direction. If they did no more than we 
might have expected, they probably did no less. 
The mists of error do not pass away quickly; new | 


many channels as it may 
| 


truths break in upon us slowly. Those who 
wrench us suddenly from our old fastenings, and 
lift us up even to seize the truth, are rarely for- 
given. In 1820,a few men, towering above their 
compeers, flashed their vision along the archways 
of the future, prophesied the coming troubles, and 
taxed theirenergiesto save the country from them, 
But they. were unheeded; and onward pressed the 
multitude as if every furlong of their road were 
not crowded with warnings. . The peasant of the 
Alps, when he would tell whether the day is 
swifily coming, looks to the tops of his highest 
mountains; for they catch and reveal the coming 
glories, while yet the valleys are wrapped in night. 
So, too, the loftiest intellects of a people are bathed 
in the light of advancing truth, when those below 
are sleeping in darkness. Thus the rays of truth 
which streamed so gorgeously on the proudest 
intellects of the Republic in 1820, are just now 
settling upon the inferior mind; and we are realiz- 
ing the dread warning of the “ fire bell at night.” 

The compromise of 1820, I have already said, 


' was unconstitutional; itis admitted to be so by 


statesmen and by judicial tribunals. Ina Federal 
Government like ours, all. compromises: founded. 
upon usurpation of power, must be unconstitu- . 
tional. The Missouri compromise was this. Pub- 
lic virtue is not asufficient check upon a majority; 
ifitwere, no written Constitution would be needed. 
The statesmen of 1820 should have looked the 
question in the face; should have affirmed the utter 
lack of power in Congress to govern the Terri- 
tories, and should have demanded amendments 
to the Constitution, granting, defining, and lim- 
iting the power. The fuilure to do this, then, com- 
pells us to demand it now, under much greater 
disadvantages, or witness the consolidation or dis- 
solution of the Union. The Constitution must 
be amended to meet the new and grave exigencies 
before us, or the Government must be dissolved. 
I deplore the fatuity of the pur-blind schemers 
who think that this Union can last through the 
adoption of tricky compromises, or through the 
equivocal subterfuges of party platforms. It can 
live only in its integrity, and must be conducted 
only on principle. 

Congress has usurped political power over the 
Territorios by construction. Through the pro- 
vision of the Constitution which empowers Con- 
gress to ‘ make all needful rules and regulations” 
for the disposal of the territory as “ property, ? 
legislative political power has been claimed, and 
through legislative political power, all power has 
been implied as a necessary incident. Thus, the 
first power has been obtained by construction, 
and then implication has been employed to ex- 
pand it indefinitely. ‘This is rapidly obliterating 
the very theory of the Federal Government. The 
American Revolution rested upon municipal gov- 
ernments; and but for them, its history would 
have been different, Through construction, the 
Federal Government is now intruding itself into 
their sphere, and interposing itself between them 
and the citizens. Power which it once gets, it 
will not willingly give back; and thus onc act of 
usurpation leads to another, The Federal Gov- 
ernment is the creature of the Constitution, and 
the moment it exercises a power not granted to 
it in that instrament, it is guilty of usurpation, 
and departs from the intentions of its authors, 
Being in its nature a limited agent, it must refer 
to the grant before it exercises any power. fit 
evades this by construction, then the Constitution 
becomes, not a restraint upon it, but a source ` 
from which its power may flow into any and as 
choose to create. I 
again ask: what power has Congress, under the 
Constitution, to govern the Territories? Show 
me the grant of. power. ltcannot be done. it 
is obtained only by construction; and to obtain 

ower for the Federal Government in that way, 
is utterly subversive of the Constitution, and de- 
structive of the aimg and policy of the founders 
of the Republic. The ship is on the waters; an 
emergency arises; construction fires its gun; and 
the dead body of power rises to the surface, and 
is galvanized into a mimicry of life for purposes 
of despotism, 

Laffirm, then, that the exercise of political power 


| over the Territories is a naked usurpation, and 


that it has nothing to rest upon except strong con-- 
venience, almost amounting to necessity in the 
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beginning, and precedent, now. It has hitherto 
been cxercised through concession and compro- 
mise; but they are now exhausted, and we are 
forced to face the question and settle it finally. 
Our whole territorial policy has been a miserable 
hand-to-mouth policy from the beginning; it now 
involves immense and tremendous questions, and 
it can no longer be managed as a political pauper. 
In its infancy, it was inconsiderable and the Re- 
public was united, and thus it could be sustained 
upon compromises and concessions. Now it is 
full grown, of gigantic stature, and the laws of its 
being demand that it be sustained upon principle 
alone. The Constitution must be amended, or 
the management of colonial dependencies by the 
Federal Government will consolidate it. 

The acquisition of territory from Mexico 
brought us face to face with this question, and 
will yet lead to an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, or the overthrow of the Federal Government. 
For the first time, territory was then acquired and 
opened to our colonization; while a local law was 
affirmed to exist, which prohibited the citizens of 
one half of the States of the Union from immi- 
grating into it with their slave property. The 
South demanded equality with the North in the 
Territories, and thus exposed the whole Federal 
Government to a searching scrutiny. That scru- 
tiny we are still conducting. The dangers in 1850 
were avoided, as I think, unfortunately by a com- 
promise; butit closed the history of compromises 
in this Republic upon the territorial slavery pol- 
icy. It brought the sections face to face; and the 
struggle can only be obviated by a new treaty. 
The present one docs not embrace the cause of 
quarrel; and, of course, cannot settle it. A new 
one must be made, or the struggle fought out. 
Which shall it be? Thus it was that the ** Mex- 
ican war dropped a dark curtain between us and 
the future.” ‘The North is anti-slavery, the South 
is pro-slavery; and the Federal Government is 
their common agent. The Constitution, through 
which that Federal Government exists, clothes it 
with no political power over the Territories; but 
that power it seizes through construction, and 
wields it through a majority; which majority is 
at the North. It wrings power by censtruction, 
and then uses it through a majority; and that ma- 
jority a sectional one, into whose hands will fall 
all the organs of the Government. And we are 
appealed to at home to resort to dialectics, tọ limit 


construction by the refinements of analogical rea- | 


soning. You might as well attempt to stay the 
flames with flax, or dull the keen sword with a 
gossamcr’s filament. i 
Ido not intend, Mr Speaker, to discuss the sla- 
very question, or to attempt to show that, even if 
Congress have power over polygamy in the Ter- 
ritories, that power cannot be stretched so as to 
embrace slavery. My friend from Mississippi 
{Mr. Lamar] has marched along this line of ar- 
gument with the tread of a conqueror, and I could 
only touch to weaken -the trophies which he raised 
as he passed along. I will only say, that slavery 
is older than the Constitution, and stronger than 
the Constitution, and will survive when the Con- 
stitutionand Union have both perished. TheSouth 
will lift up and support it by her own strongarm, 
and will, at the same time, drive back abolitionism 
from her borders, and‘crush traitors in her midst. 
In the second place, I propose to discuss the 
ower of Congress to declare polygamy a crime. 
hence does it get the power? The Constitution 
says that ‘Congress shall have power to punish 
treason, counterfeiting the securities and current 
coin of the United States, piraciesand felonies com- 
mitted on the high seas, and offenses against the 
laws of nations;’’ and no other crimes whatever. 
The very character of the Government, as one of 
limited powers, forbids it from exercising a power 
not granted. In the matter of crimes, there can 


be no appeal to construction, because the crimes | 


are specifically enumerated over which the Fed- 
eral Government shali have jurisdiction. Every 
one is enumerated which could touch the Federal 
character of the Government, as it was understood 
and established by its founders. It has the right 
and power to punish treason, because this power 
is necessary to itas the agent of all-the States. 
Itcan punish piracies and felonies on the high seas, 
because on the high seas we appear in our Federal 
_ character. It punishes also the counterfeiting 


| belong to different classes of crime—the fir 


the securities and current coin of the United States, 
because they pertain to our foreign relations, and 
to the relations between the States as foreign com- 
munities. In short, it was given all the penal 
power necessary to carry out the purposes for 
which it was established. No political territorial 
power was given to it. No municipal functions 
were assigned to it, and therefore its power to 
declare crimes was limited, and the very crimes 
specified. Had no territory ever heen acquired 
by the United States, the penal power of Congress 
embraced in the clauses of the Constitution i have 
referred to, would be admitted by all to be ample. 
The acquisition of territory was not contemplated, 
and no provision was made for its government. 
The United States is a political term used to de- 
scribe the Federal Government, and carries no 
power with it per se. The Federal Government 
was intended to bea mereagent of the States, and 
was endowed with powers, only for certain spe- 
cified purposes. We have made no advance in 


‘political science; have established nothing new in 


the polity of the world, if Congress is supreme 
and the Government consolidated. ‘The power to 
create and punish crime is a vital power in any 
political community, and when it is unlimited, it 
is despotic. If Congress have the unlimited power 
to create and punish crimes, what check is there, 
or can there Bo upon itsaction? To allow this 
power is to consolidate the Government. 

Take, if you please, the widest extension of 
power compatible with any theory but that of 
Sovereignty over the Territorics, and polygamyis 
beyond the reach of Federal jurisdiction. As- 
sume, that in virtue of acquisition, you have the 
right to govern the Territories, still, you are re- 
stricted by the Federal Constitution, and that 
declares that you can only punish treason, coun- 
terfeiting the securitics and current coin of the 
United States, and all felonies and piracies othe 
high seas, and offenses against the lawsof nations. 
At most, the Territorics can only be like the high 
seas ; and your jurisdiction over the former can- 
not be more complete than over the Jatter; and 
on the latter you can only punish ‘ felonies and 
piracics.”? Polygamy is no felony at common 
law, and therefore does not fall within the class of 
eases described and provided for in the Constitu- 
tion. lam asked, whether my argument does not 
conclude Congress from punishing negro stealing 
in the Territories. 1 answer, certainly not; for 
theft is a felony, and its punishment is provided 
for in the Constitution. 
the Territories at all, it is bound to protect prop- 
erty and punish theft. But theft and polygamy 
isa 


felony at common law, the latter is not; gnd ge 
jurisdiction of Congress cannot go beyénd felo- 
nies. 

If Congress have the power to create crimes 
outside of the Constitution, where will you stop? 
They may not declare slaveholding a crime; but 
may they not declare any particular management. 
of slave property, or any particular exercise of 
power over slaves a crime? May thcy not so 
hedge in ownership in slaves, so embarrass it with 


| multitudinous regulations, as to impair the relation 


between master and slave? Will you allow Con- 
gress to exercise a power by construction, and 
then, by the subtletics of implication, expect to 
limit construction against the rush and fury of 
fanaticism, inflamed by lust of spoils and lust of 
power? No; the admission of power in Congress 
to penetrate to the seminal principles of society, 


and to shape and mold the nascent and plastic | 


clements out of which government grows, isa 
most dangerous admission. Such a manifestation 
of sovereignty Congress is utterly destitute of. 
Suppose one of the States of the Union allowed 
polygamy: could Congress then proseribe it in the 
Territories? Certainly not, unless Congress have 
the power to set aside the laws of a State, and the 
contracts made in pursuance thereof, and also 
possesses sovereignty over the Territories. If 
there is power in Congress to inspect the morals 
of anascent political conmmunity, and of its own 
autocratic will to deerce this and prohibit that, 
where will you find a check upon its power? 
You may ask me, if I deny the power to Congress, 
do I concede itto the organized authorities of the 
Territory? I answer no; for these authorities are 
not autonomous, self-created, and creative, or en- 


f Congress can getinto | 


| to be unquestioned, and the 


dowed with any spontaneous-or inherent domin- 
ion. They are the creatures of Congress; andican 
exercise no power, éven under delegation, beyond 
what Congress can constitutionally exercise, J 
conclude, then, that the right.to govern the Ter- 
ritories is in the people of the several sovereign 
States. They did. not delegate the power,and, of 
course, it is one of their reserved rights. 0s < 

You cannot. argue against this’ conclusion; bè- 
cause of the inconvenience to which itleads. ‘That 
inconvenience could and should have been avoided 
by amending the Federal Constitution; and. the 
failure to amend it furnishes:no good reason why 
the powers of Congress should be indefinitely 
stretched, and the Government consolidated. The 
framers of the Constitution did not imagine that 
they had made a perfect instrument, for they pro 
vided for its amendment. A constitution isthe 
expression of the sum of a people’s existence; and 
no calculus is sufficient to measure the infinite exi- 
gencies of a people’s life through all their future. 
A written constitution cannot provide for all the 
emergencies which may arise; and when the gov- 
ernment created by it is a limited one, unexpected 
emergencies must be met by new grants of power 
or by usurpation. The acquisition of territory 
was not contemplated by the framers of the Gon- 
stitution, and no provision was made forits govern- 
ment; and the emergency has been met by usurp- 
ation. In the beginning the usurpation was sub- 
mitted to, because the public mind was withdrawn 
from it, and no great interest was shocked’ by ‘its 
operation. Precedent, afterward, glozed it over, 
and but for the acquisition of territory from Mex- 
ico, and the insistance by the North, first upon 
the Wilmot proviso, and then upon the validity 
of the Mexican law in the Territorics prohibiting 
slavery, and the embattling of the North and the 
South against each other, through these instru- 
mentalitics, the usurpation might have continued 
Jummet of investi- 
gation have never descended to the question of 
power. But fanaticism has brought the two sec- 
tions face to face, and neither compromise nor 
finesse can avoid the struggle. i 

The history of the Federal Government has 
been an eventful and marvelous one. It. was és- 
tablished exclusively to take custody of our rela- 
tions with foreign Powers, and of the. relations 
of the several sovereign States with each other. 
It was endowed with sufficient power for these 
purposes; but it was otherwise powerless, and 
was intended to be so. It acted upon States, and 
not upon individuals, except in so far as its guard- 
ianship of the forcign relations of the States 
madgft indispensably necessary. And now, what 
isit? A colossus bestriding the whole continent. 
It has gone on from usurpation to usurpation, 
until, from being the creature of the States, it 
threatens to became the master of the citizens. In 
its career of audacious usurpation, it still rushes 
forward until it claims the right tô wield despotic 
power over the Territories; to inspect their morals 
and manners, and to shape and mold their social 
institutions, and thereby impress upon them their 
character through all the future. From being the 
mere symbol of thirteen feeble States, in their in- 
tercourse with foreign Powers, it has become the 
ruler and legislator of Territories more vast than 
the States which created it. Instead of vibrating 
at the touch of the States, it now claims inherent 
dominion; stretches its power over immense co- 
lonial dependencies; sends out proconsuls; holds 
up its eagle to alarm and terrify; lays its hand at 
once on the watchman’s rattle and the ermine of 
the judge; intrudes itsclf into the domestic life of 
the people; and brings arrnies and navies, courts 
and treasuries, to consummate its usurped and 
dictatorial policy. And shall we, under the irm- 
pulse of an honest reprobation of an offensive 
and hated practice in Utah, sanction this hideous 
usurpation of power? I never will. If you allow 
Congress to declare polygamy in the Territories 
to be a crime, and to punish it, where will you 
stop? The power is not in the Constitution; and 
when you give it by construction, where will you 
plant the limit to it? This power was denied to 
Congress by the fathers of the Republic. The 
celebrated Kentucky resolutions of 1798-99 deny 
it; and these resolutions were drafted by Mr. Jef- 
ferson. The second resolution is: 

“ Be it resolved, That the Constitution of the United 
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States having delegated to Congress a power to punish 
treason, counterfeiting the securities and current coin of 
the United States, piracies and felonies committed on the 
high seas, and offenses against the laws of nations,’ and no 
ether crimes whatever ; and, it beingtrue as a general prin- 
ciple, and-one of the amendments to the Constitution hav- 
ing also declared, that the powers not delegated to the Uni- 
ted States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the 
States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the 
people; therefore, also the same act of Congress passed on 
the 14th day of July, and entitled ‘An act in addition to the 
act entitled an ‘‘Act for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States 3?’ ? as also the act passed by them 
on the 27th day of June, 1798, entitled ‘An act to punish 
frauds committed on the Bank of the United States’-(and 
all other, their acts, which assume to create, define, or 
punish crimes other than those enumerated in the Consti- 
tution) are altogether void and of no force, and that the 
power to create, define, and punish such other crimes is 
reserved, and of right appertains solely and exclusively, to 
the respective States, each within its own territory.” 


It may be argued that this resolution refers only 
to the States. This is true; but it none the less 
clearly defines all the criminal power vested in 
the United States. If an exceptional power, over 
the Territories, had existed in Congress, it would 
have béen mentioned. The resolution touched 
‘the foundations of the Government, and, in its 
analysis, excludes the possession of the power 
claimed in the bill before us. 

And what will you gain by this enactment? 
You must carry it out through Mormon juries 
and Mormon agencies, or you must suspend trial 
by jury, and declare martial law. With the in- 
habitants of Utah, as you declare, tied to polyg- 
amy by social institutions and religious fanati- 
cism, do youexpect to uprootand waste it through 
their agency? It is imbedded in their social and 
religious structure, and you can only tear it up 
by upheaving that structure and scattering it to 
the winds. Are you prepared to start the Gov- 
ernment upon this crusade against manners and 
morals? Are you willing to clothe it with power 
to ravage the Territories, to substitute the sword 
for trial by jury, and to carry out, by flame and 
violence, an indictment against a whole commu- 
nity? If these poopie arc the crazy fanatics you 
charge them to be; if they are the religious zeal- 
ots we are told they are, thon your war is against 
opinion, and nothing but extermination will close 
it. You may pile statute upon statute, up to the 
very skies; you may send forth laws, backed by 
armed legionaries, but if a hostile religious opin- 
ion confronts them, both statute and law will fall 
to the dust worthless and dead, unless the bayo- 
net steps in and terminates the conflict. Is a re- 
gult like this worth the fearful aggrandizepent 
of the Federal Government? 


POLYGAMY IN UTAH. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. E. SIMMS, 
OF KENTUCKY, + 
In toe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 4,-1860, 
On the Dill to punish and prevent the practice of polygamy 
inthe Territories of the United States, and other places, 


and disapproving and annulling certain acts of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Utah. 


Mr. SIMMS said: 

Mr. Sreaxen: I do not knew that the opinion 
of one of that order of social philosophers denom- 
imated bachelors—by way, I suppose, of difference 
and. distinction—should be regarded as of much 
value in the discussion of a question like the one 
under consideration. 

Practically, it cannot be expected that they 
should know anything about conjugal rights or 
conjugal wrongs; while, theoretically, their ardent 
fancies—for all bachelors are deeply imbued with 
poctic sentiment upon this subject—may overleap 
the reality, and color in unnatural hue the joys 
of that ‘“blessed state,” where the 

« Busy housewife plies her evening eare; 
And children run to greet their sire’s return, 
Or Gimb his knee the envied kiss to share.” 


But, sir, since gentlemen who belong to the mat- 
rimonial state find so much difficulty in the solu- 
tion of this question, they may not esteem it un- 
‘gracious or obtrusive should those who occupy 
the position of disinterested observers in the prem- 
ises, venture a peaceful, and probably an available 
suggestion. The principles involved in this bill, 


and the kindred subjects to which they relate, 
make it-one of the highest moment and interest. 
This bill proposes, ostensibly, to prescribe penal- 
ties for the punishment of the crime of polyga- 
my, or bigamy, in the Territories of the United 
States. Its real purpose is to reach this offense in 
the Territory of Utah, where it is practiced,as an 
abomination in the sight of God and man, with 
open and undisguised impunity, in the very face 
of the Federal authorities. It is intended to pre- 
vent this crime on the part of the inhabitants of 
that Territory, who, on account of their peculiar 
institutions, have already set up in open rebellion 
to the Government of the United States. 

I intend to vote for this bill, or one like it that 
has for its object the complete and speedy eradi- 
cation of this evil. 

During this discussion peculiar positions have 
been assumed, and peculiar arguments have been 
advanced in defense of those positions. 

One is, that Congress has no power under the 
Constitution to pass such an act; and to vote for 
this bill may be to surrender a vital principle, 
which may be used for sinister purposes by the 
enemies of the constitutional rights of the people 
of the southern States. This Í understand to be 
the position of the distinguished gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Kreirr.] He is opposed to 
this bill, and will resist, by his vote, its passage 
in this House. . 

Then, has Congress power, under the Consti- 
tution, to pass this bill? I maintain that it has. 
The same provision in the Constitution that gives 
to the Federal Government the right to acquire 
territory, invests it with power, subject to the lim- 
itations of the Constitution, to pass laws for its 
government. The exercise of this power must 
extend only to the enactment of such laws as are 
negessary for the protection of the citizen who 
may go into the Terrjtories, in his rights of per- 
son and his rights of property. There is no way 
to accomplish this, except to pass laws for the 
punishment of crimes and offenses against these 
rights, and that is what is proposed in this bill. 
While Congress has no power to pass any law 
abridging any personal right, or impairing or in- 
terposing with any right of property, it has power, 
and is bound by every obligation of duty to ex- 
ercise it in the enactment of laws necessary for 
the protection of every right of life, liberty, or 
property. What are the personal rights of the 
citizen, as defined, or rather reserved, under the 
Constitution? They are more specifically enu- 
merated in the several amendments to that instru- 
ment. They are, the right to bear arms; the right 
of free speech and a free press; the right to free con- 
sgence; the right peaceably to assemble and peti- 
tion for redress of grievances; the right to be sc- 
cure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures; the 
right of trial by jury; the right to be confronted 
with his accusers and witness against him in all 
criminal proceedings; not to be a witness against 
himself; and the right not to be deprived of life, 
liberty, or property, without duc process of law. 
These, sir, are the highest rights of the American 
citizen. They are rights deemed too sacred for 
abridgment or interference by any power in this 
Government. They are expressly reserved, and 
stand above its power to impair. 

Does this bill propose to interfere, abridge, or 
impair, any one of these rights? No, sir. But can 
these rights be enjoyed without the protection of 
law? Is there no power in this Government to 
pass laws for the protection of these rights of the 
American citizen in the Territories of the United 
States? Whenhe goes there does he forfeit the pro- 
tective power of the Government? Do its Constitu- 
tion and laws no longer shield him from wrong? 
Is he in a state of nature, and beyond the control 
and protection of our civilization and institutions? 
What was the Government created for? Is it in 
truth worse than an entity? Ifthe Government 
of the United States cannot exercise this jurisdic- 
tion, what other Governmentcan? The Territory 
is ours, and the Constitution extends over it the in- 
stantitisacquired. Can an American citizen livein 
the Territories, where that Constitution extends, 
and yet have norightsof protection from the Gov- 
ernment created by it, for life, liberty, or property? 
Do you tell me, sir, that the Federal Government 
has power to send the Army of the United States 


upon the frontiers, and the right to use the Fed- 
eral Treasury of the nation, for the purpose of 
protecting the life and property of the citizen, and 

et has no power by military or civil law to pun- 
ish mutiny, rebellion, or murder, in that Army, or 
murder, theft, or robbery on the part of the resi- 
dent citizen of such Territory ? 

I repeat, how can the Government of the United 
States maintain subordination in its armies, or 
protect the rights of its citizens—the very purpose 
for which it was ordained and established—unless 
it pass laws for the enforcement of this subordi- 
nation, and the punishment of offenses against 
these rights? The Federal Government has no 
more power to pass a military law to punish of- 
fensesin the Army of the United States when in 
the Territories, than it has to pass a civil law for 
the punishrhents of offenses and crimes by the 
citizens of the Territory. Will the gentleman from 
South Carolina rise in his place and say that Con- 
gress has no power to pass military laws for the 
government of the Army of the United States 
when in the Territories? Who has ever questioned 
this power? How can you maintain your armies 
without law? Power in both cases emanates alike 
from the Constitution, and yet in neither case can 
this power be exercised for the oppression or 
destruction of the rights of the soldier or citizen, 
except as provided in the Constitution. The 
power, then, of Congress to legislate for the Terri- 
tories grows out of the power of the Government 
to acquire territory, and the duties and relations 
the Government bears to the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States who compose it, and who created it, not 
as a splendid entity, but as an organized, vital, 
active, protecting power around and about them, 
But this power is not an unlimited or undefined 
power. It is both limited and defined by the Con- 
stitution. That this power to legislate for the Ter- 
ritories docs exist, with its constilational limita- 
tions, has been affirmed by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. I read from Howard’s Reports, 
vol. 19. This decision was rendered in the Dred 
Scott case, where this whole question was con- 
sidered and determined. The court said: 

“ At the time when the territory in question was obtained 
by cession from France, it contained no population fit to be 
associated together and adimitted as a State : and it there- 
fore was absolutely necessary to bold possession of it, asa 
territory belonging to the United States, until it was set- 
tled and inhabited by a civilized community, capable of 
self-government and in a condition to be admitted, on equal 
terms with the other States, as a member of the Union.”? 
* ia * ‘si “ But, until that time arrives, it is un- 
doubtedly necessary thatsome government should be estab- 
lished in order to organize society, and to protect the in- 
habitants in their persons and property; and as the people 
of the United States could act in this matter oniy through 
the Government which represents them, and through which 
they spoke and acted when the territory was obtained, té 
was not only in the scope of its powers, but it was its duty, to 
pass such lawsand establish such a government as would en- 
able those by whose authority they acted to reap the advant- 
ages anticipated from its acquisition, and to gather there a 
population which would enable it to assume the position to 
which it was destined among the States of the Union. The 
power to acquire necessarily carries with it the power to pre- 
serve and apply to the purposes for which ikwas acquired.” 


Mr. KEITT. Will my friend from Kentucky 
tell me from what clause of the Constitution he 
has been reading? 

Mr. SIMMS. I am reading from the Dred 
Scott decision. 

Mr. KEITT. Oh! I thought it was from the 
Constitution. The gentleman finds the power in 
the Dred Scott decision, not in the Constitution. 

Mr. SIMMS. Yes, sir; but that is the next 
thing to the Constitution; and, if anything, a 
slight improvement on it. Its doctrines sounded 
so much like the Constitution that my friend from 
South Carolina, familiar as he is with that instru- 
ment, for the moment thought I was reading 
from the Constitution. 

Here, sir, you will perceive that the highest ju- 
dicial tribunal of this Government has determined 
the existence of this power, with its constitu- 
tional limitations. 

If this bill proposed to abridge any personal 
right of the citizen, or in any manner, directly or 
indirectly, to interfere with his right of property 
or any other rightguarantied by the Constitution, 
it would be violative of that instrument, and could 
never receive my vote. I hold the Constitution 
sacred. Were it in my power, no irreverent hand 
should touch it; no voice of faction should assail 
it. I would clevate it above the passions of the 
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nour. I would guard it with a mighty national 
sentiment as a holy thing, that would shield it 
from the attacks of fanaticism and dangerous con- 
struction. But, sir, this bill involves no such prin- 
ciple. It proposes solely to prescribe penalties 
against a wrong that has been declared a crime by 
the common law in every Christian country, and 
punished asa felony by every State in this Union. 

This brings me to the position assumed, and 
the argument adduced, by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Eraenivce.] 

_ The distinguished gentleman from Tennessee 
occupies a different relation to this measure from 
the one occupied by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. He favors its passage, and will cast 
his vote for it. He does not deny the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to pass this act; he ad- 
mits its power te do so; but declares that to vote 
for it is to concede or recognize the power of Con- 
gress to legislate upon all subjectsin the Territo- 
ries, slavery included. 

The logic of the position of the gentleman from 
Tennessee is, that he holds that. Congress has 
power to legislate upon all subjects in the Terri- 
tories, slavery included; and in voting for this 
bill, he is willing for Congress to exercise that 
power. 

In enforcing this position, he assumes two 
grounds of argument, which he esteems as con- 
clusive inthe premises. The first is, that for Con- 
gress to undertake to pass a law for the punish- 
ment of polygamy or bigamy in’ the Territories 
of the United States, is to legislate ‘against a 
domestic relation.” That the domestic relations, 
as defined by the common law, are those of pa- 
rent and child, husband and wife, guardian and 
ward, mastcr and servant, or master and slave. 
His second ground of argument is, that a hus- 
band has property in the services of his wife by 
the common law; and hence, if Congress has 
power to legislate against our domestic relation, 
as between husband and wife, it has power to 
legislate against another domestic relation—as 
between master and slave. If it has power to 
interfere with a husband’s right of property in the 
services of his wife, it has power to interfere with 
a master’s right of property in his slaves. 

I deny that this bill involves that principle, or 
anything akin to it, Į contend that it is the very 
converse of that principle; and instead of involv- 
ing principles destructive of domestic rights or 
rights of property, it is designed to protect those 
rights by punishing crimes against them. 

If I concurred in opinion with the gentleman 

» from South Carolina, or believed that this bill in- 
volved or recognized the principle as contended 
for by the gentleman from Tennessce, I should 
voteagainst it. In my humble judgment no mem- 
ber upon this floor from a southern State, has 
assumed a position so fatal to the safety of southern 
institutions, as the gentleman from Tennessee. If 
his position-be true, there could be no cra te from 
the evils embraccd in the principles of this bill, 
were it not that if this bill contains these princi- 
ples itis clearly in violation of the Constitution 
of the United States. The Supreme Court have 
already decided that Congress has no power, 
either directly or indirectly, to pass any law im- 
pairing the citizen’s right of person or his right of 
property, slavery included, in any of the Territo- 
ries of the United States, 

If this bill, then, is an exercise of that power, 
or involves a principle that would lead, by indi- 


rection, to the exercise of that power on the part | 


of Congress, it would be a plain violation of the 
Constitution to pass it; and if passed, would be 
a dead letter upon the statute-book, wherever the 
issue was made before any judicial tribunal. 
Now, sir, let us examine the gentleman’s argu- 
ments and apply them to the principle of this bill, 
and see if they will sustain the gentleman’s posi- 
tion, that its passage will be a concession of the 
power of Congress to “legislate upon all sub- 
jects in the Territories,’ slavery included. He 
takes the position that whoever votes for this bill 
concedes the power of the Federal Government 


to interfere with the relations of master and slave | 


in the Territories. In order that I may not mis- 
represent the position of the gentleman, I will 
read from his speech, delivered in this House 
two days ago: ; i 

“í Now Lam favoring this measure I admit, with a perfect 
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consciousness ofall the legal consequences fairly involved 
in the passage of the bill. 2 

é But there is not only an important principle in this bill, 
as well as a great duty to perform. That principle I have 
already briefly referred to; and it might as well be stated 
now as hereafter, that the Republicans will not only claim 
the chief merit of the passage of the bill, but they will point 
to it in after times as a direct legislative admission of the 
power of Congress over the domestic affairs of the people 
of the organized Territories, including negro slavery.” 

o °x * tk ok z wo Yk 


« We are told here, day by day, that the Constitution of 
the United States recognizes slavery. It has been repeated 
over and over again, until the superficial hearer supposes 
that there is an express guarantee in the Fedcral Constitu- 
tion in regard toslavery. Now, sir, f am ready to maintain 
that the Constitution of the United States docs not recog- 
nize slavery, or guaranty slavery,.any more than it recog- 
nizes or guaranties the relation of husband and wife, or 
parent and child. 

“ Until within the last few. years, the right of the hus- 
band to chastise the wife for good cause was recognized in 
many of the States as acommon law right; and now, where 
ever the common law prevails, his right to her labor and to 
all her earnings is still recognized as unqualifiedly as the 
right of the master to the earnings of the slave; and it must 
not be forgotten that the common law was in force in all 
the States when the Federa! Constitution was adopted. I 
say, therefore, that the right recognized by the Constitution 
of property in slaves is almost identical with the right rec- 
ognized by the same instrument of the father or master to 
the apprentice or the child, or of the husband to the cus- 
tody, the labor, and the earnings of the wife.” + % 
* z “Y maintain that this bill concedes too much for 
that class of southern politicians who maintain that the 
Constitution carries slavery into all the organized Territo- 
ries, whether the people of such Territories favor it or op- 
pose it, and that it is the duty of Congress to legislate for it, 
and to maintain {t—slavery—tbhere, without any regard what- 
ever to the popular will. As this bill concedes the right or 
power of Congress to legislate against a domestic. institu- 
tion, I propose, I say, to extend. the application, and see 
whether the poisoned chalice may not be commended to 
their own lips.” 

Now, sir, I admit that, by the common law, a 
husband was supposed to have property in the 
services of his wife. But, sir, does this bill pro- 
pose to dispossess the husband of any right he 
may have in the services of his legal wife? Does 
it propose in any respect to interfere with the 
domestic relation of husband and wife? By the 
common law, or by any statute law of any Chris- 
tian State, can this relation exist between more 
than one man and one woman at the same time? 
Can one man bear legal conjugal relations to two 
women at the same time? Can he have property 
in the services of both? Can both succeed to the 
right of dower in his estate? Can the children of 
both succecd as heirs to his estate? The gentleman 
says he is a good lawyer. Can he find any law 
for this? No, sir. The marriage relation, by 
every law of every Christian country, has been 
defined to be a civil contract between one man 
and one woman; and for either party to violate 
this contract or relation, by marrying again during 
the existence of this legal relation, that act of vio- 
lation was a wrong within itself, and was madéa 
crime by law, punishable with fines and penalties. 


This has been the law, I repeat, of every civil- | 


ized Christian State for near two thousand years, 

This legal marriage relation establishes per- 
sonal rights and personal interest which no legis- 
lative tribunal under our form of government, nor 
the partics themselves at their mere will and 
pleasure, can divest or destroy. The wife owes 
obedience to the husband and the husband protec- 
tion tothe wife, and both owe protection and care 
to their children. This relation lies at the very 
foundation of our whole social system. It regu- 
lates our laws of descent; it determines the tenure 
of estates. It is the foundation-rock of our civil 
and religious fabric. And, sir, when we under- 
take to punish a crime against this relation, are 
we to be told we are interfering with this rela- 
tion— with the husband’s right of property in 
his wife’s services??? This law is to protect this 
relation; to protect the personal rights of hus- 
band, wife, and children, that grow outof it. Has 
aman the same right to property in the services 


of his second wife, if his first marriage relation | 


still exists, that a master has in his slave? Is 
she his wife at all, in legal signification? No, 
sir. Then the gentleman’s argument falls to the 
ground. Instead of a man having property in 
two wives at the same time, by committing big- 
amy or polygamy, the State has property in his 
liberty, in his services asa felon, for the violation 
of this relation. 

So the gentleman’s argument is not in point; it 
does not touch the question. A husband has no 
property, even by the common law, in the ser- 


vices of his second wife. She is not his wife, nor’ - 
is he her husband, in legal signification, if his first: 
marriage relation exists. If the first marrage” 


‘relation has been annulled, then this bill does ‘not: 


interfere with this second rélation. It protects it, 
by preventing him from contracting another while 
it exists. If this bill proposed to. interfere with 
any legal marriage relation, then the gentleman’s 
argument might De in point; but as it does not, it 
falls by the wayside, as one of the many logical’ 
absurdities that may be found inhis speech: But; 
sir, I approach the main argument. upon which: 
the gentleman relies in proof of his position, and 
that is this: that. this pin proposes to legislate 
against a domestic relation; and if: Congress has 
power to legislate against one domestic relation, 
it has power to legislate against all domestic re-. 
lations. And if it has power to legislate against 
the domestic relation of husband and wife, 1t has 
power to legislate against the domestic relation of 
master and slave. This is the strong ground upon 
which the gentleman plants himself. But, sir, it 
will require no sapping nor mining to drive him 
from this position. In order that the gentleman 
may assume and define his own position upon 
this point, I will read from his speech: 

“c Now, sir, what are domestic institutions ? They consist 
simply of husband and wife, parent and child, guardian 
and ward, master and servant, and master and slave. I 
believe this enumeration embraces the entire list, as recog- 
nized in the law books. I have enumerated all the domestic 
relations known to the laws of this country; and Lappeal 
to you whether {have not enumerated them correctly. And 
I ask, if Congress can take jurisdiction of the relation of 


husband and wife, may it not also exercise jurisdiction in 
regard to another damestic relation? Now, ‘forewamed 
is f6rearmed.? >? he + * * + x: y 

“ Now, sir, I maintain that all writers on jurisprudence 
who allude to the domestic relations, declare husband and 
wife to be among the most sacred. That of master and ser- 
vant, or master and slave, are certainly not regarded as any 
more sacred than that of husband and wife and parent and 
child.?? * * *” * * * * w * 

“¢ Domestic institutions have been about the same from 
the beginning of time. Go back to the days of Abraham. 
Ask my patriarchal friend from Utah, the sole representa- 
tive of the ‘domestic institutions’ of the rising young State 
of Utah— domestic,’ I might say, in an eminent degree, 
{laughter]—and he will tell you that his constituents are. 
altempting to perpetuate the manners and customs of au- 
tiquity, and it is uncandid in us to say that this bill does 
not interfere with one of the ‘domestic institutions? of. 
society.” ie: = 

This, sir, is the main point the gentleman at- 
tempts to make in his speech: that we are propos- 
ing, by this bill, to legislate against a domestic in- 
stitution. He thinks there can be no escape from 
this. And when the gentleman declares ‘he is 
favoring this measure with a perfect consciousness of 
all the legal consequences fairly involved inthis bill,” 
his position is remarkable in more respects than 
one. While it is remarkable in its legal and logic- 
al aspect, it is still more remarkable in. its po- 
litical aspect, when we remember that this posi- 
tion is voluntarily assumed by a Representative 
from a southern State. The gentleman says he is 
a good lawyer. That is not the question before 
the House. 1 will not venture to pronounce upon 
the legal attainments of the gentleman; but if I 
were permitted to express an opinion upon the 
subject, I would say that his construction of the 
Constitution is too far north for a southern Rep- 
resentative. He may be a good lawyer, but I 
have not the greatest confidence in him as a lew- 
maker since he has defined his position upon this 
subject. If heis not a good lawyer, he at least 
is entitled to the credit of originality, He de- 
clares that, when Congress undertakes to punish 
bigamy or polygamy in the Territories, it is le- 
gislaling against a domestic relation. 

I would thank the gentleman to refer me to any 
law writer, good in his own opinion or in the 
opinion of any one else, who has ever declared 

olygamy or bigamy to be a domestic relation, 
The domestic relations are designated and defined 
by the common law. Is polygamy or bigamy 
included in the enumeration as made by the com- 
mon law and repeated in the gentleman’s speech? 
The domestic relations are those existing between 
husband and wife, parent and child, guardian and 
ward, masterand servant. Is polygamy or bigamy 
included in these? Is not potygamy or bigamy 
an offense against the domestic relation of husband 
and wife, and was it not so declared by the common 
law defining the domestic relations? And wasit 
not so punished by the common law? The com- 
mon law defines the marriage relation, as I have 
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before stated, to be acivil contract existing between 
one man and one woman. -No man was permitted 
by. the common law to bear this relation to-more 
than one woman during the existence of the con- 
jugal state. If hedid, it was made a crime by the 
common law, and punished assuch. How, then, 
ig the Congress of the United States, in the passage 
of this act, legislating against a domestic relation? 
It is seeking to protect this relation, by punishing 
polygamy or bigamy asa crime against 1t. That 
ig ‘the purpose of this bill; and it has no other, 
and involves no other principle. 

' The gentleman, in his anxiety to entangle the 
Democratic party in the meshes of inconsistency, 
has overleaped himself, and now finds himself 
bound hand and foot, with no chance of escape 
from his position, *‘ that Congress has power;’’ and 
when he votes for. this bill,“ he concedes its power 
to legislate upon all domestic questions m the 
‘Territories, slavery included.” 

And how, sir, does he arrive at that conclusion? 
By what power of logic does he make the dis- 
covery? It is this: that when Congress under- 
takes to punish a crime against adomestic relation, 
it is legislating against the domestic relation itself; 
and the same power which will authorize you to 
punish a crime against a domestic relation or per- 
sonal right, will authorize you to legislate for the 
destruction of that domestic relation or personal 
right. Then, sir, if this be true, a crime against 
a domestic or personal right is the right itself. Is 
not this “something new under the sun?” Is 
not this quite a discovery in both law and logic? 

Try the gentleman’s other position by an illus- 
tration. When a State, within its own limits, or 
the General Government in the Territories, under- 
takes to punish the crime of murder, or arson, or 
theft, or robbery, or any other wrong against the 
life, liberty, or property of the citizen, docs itneces- 
sarily follow that such State or Government, in 
thus assuming to pass laws for the protection of 
life, liberty, or property, asserts the power to pass 
Jaws for the destruction of life, liberty, or prop- 
erty? If this be true, where are the guarantees of 
safety thrown around the American citizen by the 
Constitution? No, sir; the gentleman’s position 
is an absurdity. Efe has climbed high upon the 
popular watch-tower to sound this note of tri- 
umph—this concession of pore. this surrender 
of the citadel of southern rightsand southern guar- 
antees—in the hearing of the northern enemies of 
these rights and these guarantees; and now, sir, 
he has no means to climb down. ‘There was 
a faint glimmering light pervading the principles 
of this bill, as the gentleman thought—perhaps 
hoped and believed—that justified him in sound- 
ing this note of triumph. “But, sir, it has turned 
outto be adelusion—a mere decoy upon the quick- 
sands of error. The gentleman has followed its 
lead, and Iam content that he shall receive the 
rewards of his perilous adventure and discovery. 

Sir, I hold that this Government has power 
wherever the ægis of the Constitution extends, 
in all the Territories of the United States, and 
even beyond these wherever the sovereignty of 
this nation extends, to protect every right of the 
citizens against wrong. J care not whether that 
wrong beagainst life, liberty, or property. These 
are the birth rights ofthe American citizen. They 
were not created by the Constitution, but the 
Constitution was created to protect them, The 
Government has as much power to destroy one 
ag the other. It has as much power to destroy 
life as it has to destroy property. Ithas no power 
to destroy cither. Its only power is to protect 
both. -The guarantees of the Constitution require 
it to do this... It cannot perform the functions for 
which it was created without doing it. This prin- 
ciple pervades the Government. It is the ver 
essence of its being. It ig the foundation princi- 
ple of our equality. It is the mighty refuge behind 
which stand entrenched the highest rights of the 
American citizen—the rights of life, liberty, and 
property- I care not, sir, whether this right be as- 
sailed upon land or sea, wherever the flag of the 
Union floats the right of protection follows. The 
flag isthe sign of our covenant; the emblem of our 
sovereignty, our nationality, our power, our jus- 
tice. 

This bill has no reference to domestic. institu- 
tions, except to protect them. Itstrikes ata crime 
against them; and never, until a crime against a 


personal right ora domestic relation can be trans- 
formed ‘into that right or relation itself by some 
legerdemain power of logic—which the gentleman 
from Tennessee. seems to possess in an eminent 
degree—can the principles of this bill be made to 
embrace domestic relations. The gentleman, in 


his zeal to commit others to the recognity of. 


povos in the Federal Government which he be- 
ieves to exist, and which they deny, has con- 
founded, as I before stated, the most sacred of all 
relations with, the most infamous of all crimes 
that can. be committed against it. Yes, sir, a 
crime that poisons the domestic hearthstone; 
blights the moral purity of life; cheapens and de- 
grades female virtue and purity; soils the sanctu- 
ary of religion; compromises the dignity of man- 
hood; pollutes the very elements around and 
about us—the air we breathe and the very earth 
beneath our feet—with the corrupt seepings of a 
leprous curse; a crime, sir, that has been de- 
nounced for near two thousand years by all law, 
human and divine, in every Christian land and 
country. And are we to be told, and that, too, by 
a soythern Representative, that the institution of 
domestic slavery that mixes with the civilization, 
the very existence of the péople of the southern 
States; an institution in which they have invested 
$2,000,000,000 worth of property, andupon which 
hinges the safety of their firesides, their wives, 
their children, their all worth living for or worth 
dying for, stands upon no higher basis, no higher 
guarantee, than this crime of all ages, all times, 
and all countries where the light of Christianity 
has dawned. 

Crime, sir, is the opposite of virtue. Itisa 
wrong within itself, made so by the laws of God 
and man, founded in the highest necessities of 
society. It tracks atong the highways of life; pol- 
lutes its most sacred relations; soils the snow 
robe of innocence and virtue; breeds discord; 
stains the earth with blood, and is the sum of all 
villainies. And when the American Congress un- 
dertakes to punish and suppress one of the darkest 
crimes in itslongand infamous annals, am I, asa 
Representative ofasouthern constituency, to stand 
by with closed lips, and hear the charge made in 
the presence of the nation and the civilized world 
that slavery has no higher guarantee in the Con- 
stitution of the United States than the crime we 
propose to punish in this bill?—that the same cxer- 
cise of power that would enable us to strike down 
polygamy in the Territories, would also strike 
down the institution of slavery there? Is the right 
of polygamy affirmed in the Constitution? Is ita 

ersonal right? Isit aright of property? Was 
it established by the laws of God? Has it been 
shielded and protected by the laws of every civil- 
ized State, inevery age, and amongst every people? 
ls it sustained by the law of humanity, and has it 
been sustained and upheld by the precepts of re- 
ligion? Where, then, is the guarantec for its exist- 


enée? What law, what age, what virtue will plead | 


in its defense? No, sir;it stands without the range 
of all this. It is the enemy of all, and a crime 
against all. j 

DoeS the institution of domestic slavery stand 
upon this basis? Has it been punished as a 
crime in every age? Is it denounced by the laws 
of God and man? Is it the enemy of every vir- 
tue and the foe of every right? No, sir; it stands 


justified, authorized, and vindicated by all of 
these. Slavery in America is the proudest triumph | 


of humanity and philanthropy in the world’s 
history. 
tion, and has been the lever by which five million 
human beings have been elevated from the de- 
graded and benighted condition of savage life, 
ignorant of their responsibilities to God and their 
obligations to man and society, to a knowledge 
of their responsibilities to God and their relations 


to society. When the African first landed upon | 


the American continent, and passed from the free 


indolent life of a savage to the condition of a |; 


laborious slave, he found for the first time in his 
history his natural clement of development. He 
came here illy-shaped and half made up in phys- 
ical form. Savage degradation and mental weak- 
nessenveloped in ignorance his intellectual, moral, 


and social nature. More helpless and dependent | 
than the beasts of the field, he groped his dismal | 


way without cven the lights of instinct. But 
behold him now. He stands to-day regenerated 


It stands guarantied by the Constitu- | 


from savage life. He can look through nature up 
to nature’s God; can comprehend the laws of his 
being; understands his relations to society; has 
manly and erect mien, and is no longer.a drone 
in the great hive of humanity. You may track 
him-along his whole history for a period of more 
than five thousand years, and never before did he 
occupy such a position in the scale of moral, so- 
cial, and intellectual being. How do you explain 
this? What is the philosophy of his regenera- 
tion! 

Sir, he owes it to the dispensation of events that 
bore him from the land of his nativity, where he 
reveled in sloth, and where every germ of his so- 
cial, moral, and intellectual nature was smothered 
and paralyzed by the superstition and inertness of 
his nature, to this land, where his fechle powers 
have been cultivated and developed into strength 
and endurance by the means of toil, association, 
and control. hen, before, was there ever such 
a triumph, such a success, crowning the efforts of 
humanity and philanthropy? And, sir, who has 
accomplished this? Has it been done by the fa- 
natical theories and frenzied abstractions of the 
sentimental philanthropist of the North? No, sir; 
it has been done by the wiser and more practical 
philanthropist of the South. It has been the phil- 
osophical result of the institution of slavery. For 
more than a thousand years the world has been 
filled with missionaries laboring in the cause of 
humanity. They have crossed the trackless deep, 
have braved every clime, penetrated every wilder- 
ness wherever the foot-prints of poor, fallen man 
have marked the sands of earth. In this cause 
millions upon millions have been expended, and 
thousands upon thousands of the noblest hearts 
that ever throbbed in human breast have fallen 
in distant lands, self-exiles from kindred, country 
and friends, in the service of a God-sanctified and 
ennobling philanthropy. Yet, sir, what has been 
the result? Egyptian darkness still hangs like a 
pall of death over that land, where the descend- 
ants of him who, driven froma father’s presence, 
bearing the penalties of a father’s curse, have . 
wandered homeless savages for thousands of 

cars. 

Though the bones of missionaries whiten the 
sunny plains of Africa, there is not an enduring 
monument of all their treasures, their labors, 
their sacrifices, left. There is but one beam of 
light, one ray of civilization, shining like a star 
amid the night, in that devoted land; and that has 
sprung from the institution of American slavery. 
Is this no achievement in the cause of humanity, 
no work worthy of a Christian age in the cause 
of human redemption? Sir, had you power to- 
morrow: to convert into dollars and cents all the 
property, personal and real—yea, all the wealth 
of this continent—and were it gathered into one 
mighty treasury, to be used and expended in the 
regeneration and disenthrallment of the African 
race in his own native land of the sun, you might 
exhaust the last dollar without elevating five mil- 
lions of that race to the same degree of moral, 
social, physical, and intellectual being, as that 
now attained by the five million slaves in this 
country. 

Practical truths confute all sentimental theories; 
and the triumph of these truths have been phil- 
osophically tested by their application to that un- 
fortunate race under our system of instruction 
and reform. The negro, sir, in his native state, 
and even in his developed state, differs from the 
white race. He has powers of physical endur- 
ance, but no powers of self-reliance, or great in- 
tellectual development. In his long and monot- 
onous pilgrimage upon the carth, he has left no 
records of his powers of self-government or self- 
protection. He has never contributed anything 
to science or art; he hasestablished no monuments 
of civilization. His achievements in all the mu- 
tations of the past, in the progress and clevation 
of mankind, fill a blank page in the history of 
the world. He is dependent and helpless, with- 
out inventive faculties. He requires direction, 
control, subordination; and the native element of 
his civilization and advancement is in a state of 
vassalage. Upon this continent, in the providence 
of God, he has found that state best adapted to 
his nature, his faculties, his wants, his develop- 
ment; his master is his best friend; and he who 
would disturb the domestic ties that bind him to 
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the civilization ofa Christian household, as now 
exists In the southern States, is his worst enemy. 

But, sir, I have said more. upon this subject 
than I designed. -My only purpose was to repel 
the charge that the institution of American sla- 
very stands upon no higher basis of right, under 
the Constitution of the United States, than poly- 
gamy does; that the power which could pun- 
ish the last could destroy the first. One is up- 
held by the Constitution, has existed as a part of į 
the civilization of every State, and has been pro- 
tected and guarantied by the laws of both conti- į 
nents; the other has been spurned by every 
Christian State, denounced by the common law 
as a crime—yea, by all law, human and divine— 
for near two thousand years. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. The gentleman says that 
polygamy, or bigamy, was recognized and pun- 
ished as a crime by the common law. I will read 
him a half dozen lines from ‘‘ Russell on Crimes. ” 
That author says: a 

“The offense of having a plurality of wives at the same 
time is more correctly denominated polygamy; but the 
name bigamy having been more frequently given to it in 
legal proceedings, it may perhaps be a means of more ready 
reference to trial ofthe offense under the latter title. Ori- 
ginally this offeuse was considered as of ecclesiastical cog- 
hizance only.” 

Mr. SIMMS. That is true; but it was, never- 
theless, a crime against domestic rights and rela- 
tions, under the ecclesiastical as well as common 
law, and was punished by both. It was never a 
domestic right under either; and that is the ques- 
tion at issue between the gentleman and myself. 
The gentleman cannot shelter his position by fall- 
ing behind the quibble that the offense of polyg- 
amy was an offense originally punished in the ec- 

.clesiastical rather than in the common Jaw courts. 
He will have to seek protection behind stronger 
fortifications of authority and logic than that. 

The gentleman, as I have stated, took the dis- 
tinct ground that to vote for this bill was a clear 
concession of the power that Congress has the | 
‘right to legislate upon all subjects in the Territo- 
ries, slavery included, 

Mr, ETHERIDGE. 
from Kentucky doesnot 
what I said. 

Mr. SIMMS. Certainly not. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. The gentlemen states my 
position much stronger than I expressed it my- 
self, I said this: that the principle of this bill, 
if adopted, would be renarded as a concession, 
which might hereafter be extended so as to em- 
brace other offenses. That the law might be so 
enlarged in its dpplication as to embrace other 
persons, to wit: include black, as well as white | 
people. I said it was the concession of the prin- 
ciple that Congress might, by unfriendly legis- 
lation, attack, indirectly, the relation of slavery. į 
pantis what I said; and it is the extent of what 

said. 

Mr. SIMMS. Ido not, then, misrepresent the 
substance of the gentleman’s position, as now ex- 
plained by him. He now says that to vote for 
this bill is to concede the principle that Congress 
“ might, by unfriendly legislation, attack the rela- 
tions of slavery.” He votes for-the bill, and of 
cowrse,-in doing so, concedes the principle that 
Congress might, by unfriendly legislation, attack | 
the relations of slavery. I intend to vote for this 
bill; but I deny that it concedes this principle, or 
any other principle that would authorize Con- 
gress, by any legislation—whether directly or indi- 
rectly, unfriendly’ or otherwise—to attack the rela- 
tion of slavery between master and slave in the 
Territories, or anywhere else. If thisbill concedes || 
that principle, as I have before stated, it is clearly 
unconstitational. | 

Here is the decision of the Supreme Court upon | 
that point: | 


& But the powers of Congress over the person or property 
of a citizen can never be a discretionary power under our | 
Constitution and form of government. The powers of the 
Government, and the rights and privileges of the citizen, 
are plainly defined by the Constitution itself. And when 
the Territory becomes a part of the United States, the Fed- 
eral Government enters into possession in the character 
impressed upon it by those who created it. It enters upon |; 
it with its powers over the citizen striefly defined and lim- 
ited by the Constitution, from: which tt derives its own ex- 
istence, and by virtue of which alone it continue’ to exist 
and act as a Government and sovereignty. 

‘These powers and others in relation to the rights of 
person, which it is not neeessary here to enumerate, are in | 
express and positive terms denied to the General Govern- !: 


| 
I know that the gentle- | 
propose to misrepresent 


| ment; and the rights of private property bave been guarded. | 


with equal care. Thus the rights of property are united 


with the rights of person, and placed on the same ground~ 
| by the fifth amendment to the Constitution, which provides 


‘that no person shail be deprived of life, liberty, or prop- 
erty, without duc process of law.? 


“The powers of the Government, and the rights of the 


citizen under it, are positive and- practical regulations 
plainly written down. The people of the United States 
have delegated to it certain enumerated powers, and for- 
bidden it to exercise others. It has no power over the per- 
son or property of a citizen but what the citizens of the 
United States have granted. And no Jaw or usages of other 
nations, or reasoning of statesmen or jurists upon the rela- 
tions of master and slave, can enlarge the powers of the 
Government, or take from the citizens the rights they have 
reserved. And if the Constitution recognizes the right of 
property of the master in a slave, and makes no distinction 
between that description of property and other property 
owned by a citizen, no tribunal acting under the authority 
of the United States, whether it be legislative, executive, 
or judicial, has a right to draw such a distinction, or deny 
to it the benefit of the provisions and guarantees which 
have been provided for the protection of private property 
against the encroachments of the Government. 

* Now, as we have before said, in the earlier part of this 
opinion, upon a different point, the right of preperty in a 
slave is distinctly affirmed in the Constitution. The right 
to traflic in it, like an ordinary article of merchandise and 
property, was guarantied to the citizen of the United States, 
in every State that might desire it, for twenty years #and 
the Government, in express terms, is pledged to protect it, 
in all future time, if the slave escape from his owner. This 
is done in plain words—too plain to be misunderstood. And 
no word can be found in the Constitution which gives Con- 
gress a greater power over slave property, or which entities 
property of that kind to less protection, than property of any 
other description. ‘The only power conferred is the power 
coupled with the daty of guarding and protecting the owner 
in his rights.?? * Li = = “ And if Congress 
itself cannot do this, if it is beyond the powers conferred on 
the Federal Government, it will be admitted, we presume, 
that it could not authorize a territorial government to ex- 
ercise theny.?? 


It could confer no power on any local govern- 
ment established by its authority, to violate the 
provisions of the Constitution, No one will con- 
tend, sir, that cither Congress, or any local gov- 
ernment established by it, can exercise by indi- 
rection or unfriendly legislation any power not 
granted in.the Constitution. Before the Govern- 
ment can act, the existence of the power by which 
it acts must appear in the Constitution. In the 
absence of all such power, and, too, as in this 
case, where such power is expressly denied, 
there can be no cavil upon this point. Iden 
that this bill concedes the existence of any Buch 


| power on the part of the Federal Government, or 


any principle that would authorize the Govern- 
ment to exercise such power in any case relating 
to the right of person or property, except to pro- 
tect them. The gentleman from Tennessee con- 
cedes the existence of this power, and affirms the 
right of the Federal Government to exercise it by 
unfriendly legislation touching the relations of 
master and slave. This is the issue between us. 

But, sir, I do not think 1 misrepresented the 
position of the gentleman when I stated that the 
passage of this bill conceded, in his judgment, the 
principle that Congress might legislate upon all 
subjects in the Territories, slavery included. “I 
will read from his speech what he did say upon 
this point: 

“c This question of the power of Congress to regulate the 
domestic institutions and relations ot the white people of 
Utah, is one which necessarily and unavoidably brings up 
the whole question of the power of Congress to govern those 
Territories in everything which relates to their domestic 
affairs, slavery included.”? a ig $ + “Now, 
sir, what are dowestie institutions? They consist simply 
of husband and wife, parent and child, guardian and ward, 
master and servant, master andslave.” * + $ hi 
«c And I ask, if Congress can take jurisdiction of the rela- 
tions of husband and wife, may it not also exercise jurisdic- 
tion in regard to any other domestic relation? Now, ¢ fore 
warned is forearmed.’? Now I am favoring this measure, 
Tadmit, with a perfect consciousness of all the legal conse- 
quences fairly involved in the passage of the bill.” 


That, sir, is what the gentleman did say upon 
this subject. But, sir, to allow the gentleman the 
full benefit of his own explanations, he cannot 
escape the conclusion that he occupies the posi- 
tion assigned him, logically, because he says he is 
“favoring this measure with a perfect conscious- 
ness of all the legal consequences fairly involved 
in its passage.’’ ‘That if Congress can take juris- 
diction of the relation of husband and wife, may 
it not also exercise jurisdiction in regard to an- 
other domestic relation? Now, ‘forewarned is 
forearmed.’ ’? We have the language of the gen- 
tleman here, but we have not his peculiar and 
significant expression when he uttered these last 
words, ‘* forewarned is forearmed.”’ 


dl 
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Mr. ETHERIDGE. -I do not desire; Mri 
Speaker, to-interrupt the gentleman.. -1 would 
state that the extract, which the: gentleman. hag 
read, is, no doubt, entirely correct. The.question 
was put to.me several times; and an examination 
of the whole of: my speech will show that ‘my 
position was such as I stated a moment ago, wit 

all the qualifications I have named. ‘They abound 
throtighout the speech, and if they do not appear 
in the extract which the gentleman has read, they: 
will be found in the speech, in a variety of places: 

Mr. SIMMS. - Lrepeat, that Ido not desire to 
place the gentleman’in a:false position. My sole 
object is that our relative: positions may be under- 
stood. And now, sir, to give the: gentleman the 
benefit of all reasonable doubt in the premises 
upon this point—not a reasonable doubt upon thé 
point “ that he does recognize the existence. of ‘such 
power in Congress to exercise this jurisdiction, for 
this is logically clear—but upon the other point: 
that he intentionally avoided expressing any clear 
declaration to that effect in his speech; still the 
gentleman stands unconditionally committed to 
the doctrine ‘‘ that Congress may, by unfriendly 
legislation, attack the relations of slavery.” But, 
sir, in order that no injustice may be done the 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee, for whom 
I entertain high respect, I now ask him if he be- 
lieves Congress*has power, under the Constitu- 
tion, to apply the principles of the Wilmot pro~ 
viso to all the Territories of the Ufiited States ? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. The gentleman: puts a 
question to me, which I suppose was asked me in 
substance half a dozen times while I was address- 
ing the Housc; and’ the gentleman very well re» 
members that I then confincd my answer to a 
statement which is about the same in substance 
as the remarks I made a few moments ago. I 
purposely avoided any direct response to that 
question throughout my whole speech; and the 
reason why Í then gave no direct answer was, 
that I desired to qualify my answer with such 
explanations as would consume more time than 
I then had to devote to it. I therefore withheld 
any direct answer to that question, which was 
frequently addressed to me by various members: 
of the House while I was speaking. : 

Mr. SIMMS. The gentleman now declines 
to answer that question. He still starids upon 
his old platform. He prefers ‘to pretermit the 
expression of any opinion upon the subject,” 
whether Congress has power to exclude slavery 
from the Territories of the United States. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Yes, sir, that is the word. 

Mr. SIMMS. The gentleman then stands com- 
mitted upon the question of unfriendly power, and 
‘ pretermitted’’ upon the question of direct power. 
And yet he says in his speech, referring tothe 
passage of the Kansas bill: > 

“I denounced it in this House, and elsewhere, as con- 
taining these odious features of which {now speak, € squat- 
ter sovereignty ;? and for that I was ‘assailed fn a spirit of 
bitterness by the Democratic party.” 

Now, sir, what is the difference, practically, 
between the doctrine of “ squatter sovereignty,” 
denounced by the gentleman, and “unfriendly lo- 
gislation by the General Government?” "The doc- 
trine of “squatter sovereignty” relates to the 
exercise of this unfriendly power of legislation 
by the people of specific Territories. The doc- 
trine of this unfriendly power of legislation on the 


j part of the General Government embraces and 


applies indiscriminately to all the Territories of 
the United States. The advocates of popular sov- 
ereignty stand committed to the first; the gentle- 
man from Tennessce stands committed to the last. 
One embraces all; the other may embrace a part. 
The last is wholesale; the first can but be retail. 
Unfriendly congressional] legislation, at oné fell 
swoop, strikes slavery from all the Territories of 
the United States. Unfriendly territorial legisla- 
tion may exclude it from specific Territories. If 
the South was compelled to accept either, which 
would she embrace? Would she take her chances 
for a part, under the retail yaten of unfriendly 
territorial legislation? or would she submit uncon- 
ditionally to an exclusion fromall, under the whole- 
sale principle of unfriendly territorial legislation? 

The gentleman denounces the “ squatter séver- 
eign principle. Does he do this because itis a 
retail principle? Does he prefer the wholesale 
principle? Both principles are wrong. There is 
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no power in the Constitution, as I have shown, 
for either. : Both are violative of the Constitu- 
tion. But, sir, one who recognizes the wholesale 
principle,.as.does' the gentleman from Tennessee, 
should not be hostile to those who operate upon 
a smaller scale... He should remember that it is 
the ‘small lump of snow started from the mount- 
ain peak which, gathering volumes inits march, 
swells. into. the mighty dimensions of the ava- 
lanche, which, in its resistless course, overwhelms 
all beforeit. 3 f 

But, sir, the gentleman was not content, in his 
speech, to take the ground that Congress might, 
by unfriendly legislation, attack the relations of 
masterand slave, but he determined, like a valor- 
ous knight, to strike one more blow at his old po- 
litical adversary, even if he himself should. fall 
beneath the shock. Hear him upon this point: 

« All the teachings of the faithful in 1856 are now to be 
regarded as so much bosh; and Iam now required by the 
Democratic leaders of the section of country in which I 
live, to say that Congress has plenary power over the Ter- 
ritorics, providedalways that that power shall be exercised 
alone upon one side-—{laughter]—upon the southern side. 
It, [the power of Congress,} according to modern Demo- 
eratic teachings, can be exercised only in favor of the negro, 
or.rather, in favor of slavery in the Territories, and never 
against slavery, That is now the reading of the cate- 
chism 1” 

Now, sir, I ask, why this thryst at the South 
and the Democratic party, because of their fidelity 
to the Constitution and the constitutional rights 
of every section? And why should this thrust 
come from a sonof the South? He sees by every 
daily paper, and by every telegraphic dispatch 
that comes to us, that this Democratic party, to- 
day, in all the northern States, is straining every 
nerve, and rousing every energy of the great pub- 
lic heart, in fesistance to the combined hosts of 
fanaticism, They stand upon the Constitution; 
they stand upon the doctrines of the Dred Scott 
decision; they defend every right of every scc- 
tion; and the battle they are fighting is the battle 
of the Union. Shall a son of the South upheld 
the arm of the foo in this fight? Shall his voice 
cheer them in the struggle? Shall we turn our 
backs upon our friends in the northern and west- 
ern States, as they are marshaling themselves to 
join with us in fighting the mighty issues involved 
in the next presen! contest, upon which the 
destiny of the Republic may turn? This speech 
of the gentleman in that contest is thus to be uscd. 
It will be quoted as an acknowledgment on the 
part of a southern Representative, that the South 
yields the principle, ‘ that Congress has power to 
exclude slavery from the Territories of the United 
States.” Against this I wish to enter my protest 
in the name of the. free and brave sons of the 
South whom I represent. 

Mr. MALLORY. If my colleague will allow 
me, I will state precisely how J understood the 
gentleman from Tennessee. I understood him to 
assert, that to acknowledge the power of Congress 
to interfere in the Territories with the marriage 
relation, in the case of white men, is tantamount 
to acknowledging the power of Congress to inter- 
fore in the Territories with the relation of marriage 
between blacks. He says, for instance, if you 
pass this law*-punishing polygamy among the 
white race in the Territories—you may pass a law 
punishing polygamy, or promiscuous intercourse, 
among the black race in the Territories. That I 
understand to be the gist of his argument.. I do 
not agree in that pesition, but I understand that 
to be his position; and. I state it in order that wy 
colleague may agree with me in regard to his recol- 
lection of it or not. 

Mr. SIMMS. That was one of the arguments 
or illustrations used, or put, by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, to prove and enforce his position; 
but his position was, that the passage of this bill 


was a concession of the power of Congress to in- į 


terfere with the institution of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories. But, sir, there necd be no mistake upon 
this subject. ‘The gentteman’s speech is certainly 
the best exposition of his views upon this inter- 
ésting question. I will read a few extracts re- 
lating to this very point, and which will show 
that I have not misstated the position of the gen- 
tleman: 

“Now, sir, what I shal] hereafter say is not te be con- 
stried into an attack upon the bill. I repeat, 1 am for it, 
sincerely so.” BES * * «J believe sincerely, 
however, that whoever votes for this bill understandingly, 


and with a knowledge of the congressional power involved 
in passing it, that man will not be in a position hereafter 
sto deny consistently that Congress, by ‘unfriendly legisla- 
tion? upon this and kindred subjects, may cripple slavery 
in the Territories??? * * -*# < * «J putit togen- 
temen whether they'are not hound to admit. that. by the 
passage of this- bill they surrender, to a great extent, the 
controverted question of the power of Congress over the 
Territories ; or, rather, the power to reach slavery by ‘un- 
friendly legislation??? * * * * “If Congress 
should hereafter become perverse. enough to attempt such 
‘unfriendly legislation,’ and make the application to slaves 
in the organized Territories, I apprehend this bill will be 
cited asa precedent for such ‘ unfriendly legislation’ against 
slavery.” 

I willask my honorable colleague ìf he believes 
that Congress has power to interfere with or ex- 
clude slavery from the Territories? 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not. I believe that 
that question was settled by the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the Dred 
Scott case; and I subscribe to that position, 

Mr. WELLS. I understand the Dred Scott 
decision to be, not that a slave is not a citizen, but 
that a negro of African descent—one whose an- 
cestors were slaves, originally imported into this 
country and held as slaves—that such a man, al- 
though a freeman, although he may have been a 
freeman all his life, is not a citizen of the United 
States. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky this question: whether the Congress of 
the United States has nota right to prohibit po- 
lygamy.amongst the negroes in Utah? 

Mr. SIMMS. Not without there were laws in 
existence recognizing or legalizing the marriage 
relation between persons of African.descent. Un- 
less there were such laws legalizing such relation, 
they could not come within the provisions of this 
act, or the powers of Congress over the subject. 
I know of no such lawin any State, though there 
may be such laws. I am informed by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Mirt- 
sou, that there is such a law in his State. This 
would present the question in a different light. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I should 
like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- 
tion. When a piece of property commits murder 
in one of the Territories, what is to be done with 
the property? 

ri SIMMS. John Brown it, sir; and add 
another to the sanctified list of abolition martyrs, 
to adorn northern temples, and preside as patron 
saints over abolition churches; so that they may 


end may be like his.’? 

Mr. Speaker, my time is about to expire, and 
I wish to add one other word in reference to this 
measure, Although I shall vote for this bill, Lam 
satisfied that it cannot be effectual in every respect 
in reaching and punishing this crime in the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, because of insuperable difficulties 
existing in the very nature of things and socicty 
there. There is no power in this Government to 
deprive the citizen of Utah of the right of trial 
by jury, and the right to be confronted with his 
| accusers and the witnesses against him. This 


stitution. If tried atall, he must be tried before a 
jury and in the district where he lives. This jury 
and grand jury must necessarily be composed of 
Mormons, whoare all, like the offender, guilty of 
the crime of polygamy or bigamy. To pronounce 
upon his guilt would be to lay themselves liable 
to the same accusation and punishment. 
they doit? They do not recognize the obligations 
of our religion, or the oaths that are made sacred 
by it. They do not even recognize allegiance to 
our Federal Government. They have set up for 
themselves; they stand in opposition to both. 
How, then, isthis law to be executed? Thelaw 
is right in principle, but how is it to be made ef- 
fectual? I can sec but one way, and that points 
to a division of that Territory, and a repeal of the 
organic act, whereby their power may be divided, 
and they may be brought within the popular con- 


cute this law. Still, as I have before said, this 
bill is right in principle. Itis a step in the right 
direction. The abominations of that people are 
insufferable; they are offensive to the moral sense 
of the Christian world. I will ask the Clerk to 
read an extract from aletter, dated Camp Floyd, 
February 15. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


“The Mormon church asserts its independence of all 


pray, and realize their prayer—‘ that their last | 


right is one of his reserved rights under the Con- | 


Will į 


trol of citizens of the United Sjates who will exc- | 


earthly Governments, exercises ali the attributes of sover- 
eignty, and yields no obedience to thé laws of the United 
States. The church holds all power, and claims implicit 
obedience.” Brigham Young is the head of the church. 

“ The Mormons take as many wivesas they please. For 
ten dollars a man may Ret married; and forthe same sum 
he can get divorced. _ Brigham and the probate judges doa 
lucrative business. A Mormon elder has his half sister (his 
mother’s daughter) for a wife. A Mormon bishop has four 
nieces (the daughters of his own brother) for wives. He 
has other wives. It is not uncommon for a Mormon to take 
a mother and daughter, or daughters, for wives, and it is 
quite common for them to have, at the same time, several 
sisters for wives.”? 

_ Mr. SIMMS, _Sir, can this state of things ex- 
ist in one of the Territories of the United States? 
Is this abomination, that has brought the land of - 
the Orient to ruin and imbecility, to be ingrafted 
upon our institution? Is this cancer to fester and 
feed upon the vitals of our nation until the whole 
shall become rotten and corrupt, and shall stink 
in the moral nostrilsof the Christian world? Never, 
sir! It were better that that Territory were a 
howling wilderiiéss, or inhabited alone by savage 
tribes, who, living ignorant of their obligations to 
society, to their country, and to God, have no 
laws to govern them, than that men, understand- 
ing all these, and who should be influenced by all, 
mock them, spit upon them, and violate them. | 

So strong are my convictions of the high public 
necessity of crushing this cnormity in its infancy; 
of bruising the head of this moral serpent that is 
coiling itself about the very vitals of the nation, 
and which is soiling with its slime the otherwise 
spotless ermine of our national escutcheon, that 
could it be reached in no other way, and were that 
way possible, I would vote to blot the very Ter- 
ritory itself, in which it exists, from the map of 
the Republic. 


SLAVERY QUESTION, 
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In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. LOVEJOY said: 
Mr. Cuamman: The House has been occupied 


kd 


| for several days in the discussion of the subject of 


polygamy. The Republican party, of which Tama 
member, stands pledged since 1856 to the cxterm- 
ination, so far as the Federal Government has 
the power, of the twin relics of barbarism, slavery 
and polygamy. They have titis power in the 
Territories of the United States. 

Now, sir, as we anticipate a death blow has 
been given to one of these twins, I propose to pay 
my respects to the other, I want to sec them both 
strangled and go down together, as they both rich- 
ly deserve. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
his question of order. 

r. COBB. I was going to raise a question of 
order upon the right of the gentleman to discuss 
the question of the ‘ twin relics,” under the néw 
rule we have adopted. However, I will net inter- 
fere; the gentleman may go on with his speech. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Iam entitled to the floor; L 
do not yield to the gentleman; and I will proceed 
with my remarks within my hour, with the gen- 
tleman’s permission, or without it. 

Mr. STANTON. I would be glad to know 
what is the understanding of the Chair, and of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as to what is to be the course of discus- 
sion upon this bill, whether the “ twin relics” are 
in order or not, or whether the discussion is to be 
confined to the bill itself? The questions properly 
involved in the bill itself are sufficiently compre- 
hensive, in my judgment, to command the entire 
attention of the committee, and I think we should 
confine the discussion strictly to it. When we are 
all in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
Union upon the President’s message, the gentle- 
man from Illinois will be strictly in order. [have 
no special interest about the matter, except that, 
if the question is to be opened to this general dis- 
cussion, I am afraid the whole time will be taken 
up with it, and the important subjects connected 
with the bill itself overlooked, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill state that, as 1 under- 
stand it, the debate may be as general upon this 
bill in its present condition, as upon the Presi- 
dent’s message. It is within the power of the 
House, however, at anytime to make the bill a 
special order; after whiek, debate must be confined 
strictly to the question under consideration. If 
it be the pleasure of the House, I propose in the 
course ee about a week to submit that motion to 
the House. i 

_The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
general debate is in order upon this bill, the House 
now being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and no special order pending. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I was about to say, when in- 
terrupted, that I am aware that the practical ques- 
tion presented to this Flouse and to the country, 
is, whcther slavery shall be extended beyond its 
present limits; as that is the only question over 
which they have exclusive jurisdiction. And if 
slavery were contented to remain restricted, and 
find its future where it now is, we might perhaps 
forbear this discussion. But when it is proposed 
to extend whatis termed an institution—but which 
is not an institution; which is simply a practice— 
the question naturally arises, what is the nature, 
what are the influences, and whatare the elements 
of this practice? and what will they prove to be 
if allowed expansion? 

Iam aware it has been stated upon this floor 
that the morale of slavery is settled; that its ethics 
are no longer to be discussed; that they were set- 
tled ages ago by the Stagirite of Greece, and have 
been reaffirmed and reéstablished by the chanti- 
cleer Solon of Ohio, in rhetoric gorgeous as sun- 
set’s glow. We arc told that where slavery will 
pay, slaveholding will go. Precisely upon the 
same principle we might say that where robbery 
will pay, robbery will go; where piracy will pay, 
piracy will go; and where adipose human flesh is 
cheaper than that of beeves, cannibalism will go, 
because it will pay. Sir, than robbery, than 
piracy, than polygamy, slaveholding is worse— 
more criminal, more injurious to man, and con- 
sequently more offensive to God. 

Slaveholding has been justly designated as the 
sum of all villainy. Put every crime perpetrated 
among men into a moral crucible, and dissolve 
and combine them all, and the resultant amalgam 
is slaveholding. Ithas the violence ofrobbery. 

A Memser. You are joking. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. No, sir; Į am speaking in 
dead earnest, before God, God’s own truth. It has 
the violence of robbery, the blood and cruelty of 
piracy; it has the offensive and brutal lusts of po- 
lygamy, all combined and concentrated in itself, 
with aggravations that neither one of these crimes 
ever knew or dreamed of. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the justification of sla- 
very is placed, so far as I know, mainly upon 
these grounds: the inferiority of the enslaved race; 
the fact that enslaving men imparts Christianity 
and civilization to them; and thirdly, the guaran- 
tees of the Constitution. These are the three 
main arguments presented to justify slavery, and 
consequently to justify its expansion. And, by 
the way, I hold that the extreme men, as they 
are called, on this question, are the only men who 
have the logic of it. I am right, or the fire-eaters 
are right. If slavery is right in Virginia, it is 
right in Kansas. If it is wrong in Kansas, it is 
wrong everywhere. 

Now, sir, in regard to the first point—the in- 
feriority of the enslaved race. We may concede 
itas a matter of fact that it is inferior; but does it 
follow, therefore, that it ig right to enslave a man 
simply because he is inferior? This, to me, isa 
most abhorrent doctrine. It would place the weal 
everywhere at the mercy of the strong; it would 
place the poor at the mercy of the rich; it would 
place those that are deficient in intellect at the 
mercy of those that are gifted in mental endow- 
ment. 

The principle of enslaving human beings be- 
cause they are inferior is this: If aman isacrip- 
ple, trip him up; if he is old and weak, and bowed 


with the weight of years, strike him, for he cannot |! 


strike back; if idiotic, take advantage of him; and 
if a child, deceive him. This, sir, thisis the doc- 
trine of Democrats, and the doctrine of devils as 
well, and there is no place in the universe outside 
the five points of hell and the Democratic party 
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where the practice and prevalence of such doc- 
trines would not bea disgrace. [Laughter.] Ifthe 
strong of the earth are to enslave the weak here, 
it would justify angels in enslaving men, because 
they are superior ; and archangels in turn would 
be justified in subjugating those who are inferior 
in intellect and position, and ultimately it would 
transform Jehovah into an infinite Juggernaut 

rolling the huge wheels of his omnipotence 

[Mr. Lovejoy had advanced into the area, 
and occupied the space fronting the Democratic 
benches. ] 

Mr. PRYOR, (advancing from the Democratic 
side of the House toward the area where Mr. 
Lovrsoy stood.) The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Loyrsoy] shall not approach this side of the 
House, shaking his fists and talking in the way he 
has talked. Itis bad enough to be compelled to sit 
here and hear him utter his treasonable and in- 
sulting language; but he shall not, sir, come upon 
this side of the House, shaking his fist in our 


faces. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is not for the gen- 
tleman to say what is treason and what is not. 

Mr. POTTER. We listened to gentlemen upon 
the other side for eight weeks, when they de- 
nounced the members upon this side with violent 
and offensive language. We listened to them 

uietly,and heard them through. And now, sir, 
this side shall be heard, let the consequences be 
what they may. 

Mr. PRYOR. The point I make is this-—— 

The CHARMAN. The Chair will receive no 
motion, and hear no gentleman, until members 
reaume their seats and order is restored in the 

all. 

Mr. COX. Irise toa point of order. LT insist 
that the gentleman from Illinois shall speak from 
his seat. 

Mr. PRYOR. Thatis the pointI make. Let 
the gentleman speak from his seat, and say all 
under the rules he is entitled to say; but, sir, he 
shall not come upon this side, shaking his fist in | 
our faces and talking in the style he has talked. 
He shali notcome here gesticulating ina menacing 
and ruffianly manner. 

Mr. POTTER. You are doing the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume 
their seats. 

Mr.COX. If the gentleman from Illinois goes | 
onas he has, a guardian will have to be appointed 


for him. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, (addressing Mr. Love- 
sox.) You shall not come upon this side of the į 
House. | 

Mr. ADRAIN. Toavoid all further difficulty, 
I suggest to the gentleman from Hllnois to speak 
from his seat. We all know him to be a man of 
courage, and that he cannot be intimidated. 

Mr. PRYOR. No one wants tointimidate him. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Nobody can intimidate me. | 

Mr. ADRAIN. Iknowthat. I suggest to the 
gentleman that he continue his speech from his 
seat. 

[Thirty or forty of the members from both sides | 
of the House gathered in the area about Mr. Love- 
soy and Mr. Pryor, and there was increased con- | 
fusion.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the} 
committee rise, as it is the only way we can get 
rid of this disturbance. | 

Mr. POTTER. Ido not believe that side of 
the House can say where a member shall speak; 


and they shall not say it. i! 


Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman from IHi- | 


nois shall not make that speech upon this side of.)! 


the House. | 

Mr. BURNETT. There is a rule of this | 
House which requires cach man to speak from | 
his seat. The gentleman from Illinois was not | 
in his seat when he was speaking. He cannot, | 
and he shall not, cross this Hall to this side in a | 
menacing manner. He shall not, let the consc- | 
quences be what they will. He must speak from | 
his seat. - 

Mr. GROW. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen must resume | 
their seats. 

Mr. COX. Let the gentleman from Illinois 
take his seat. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Let others 


be seated, and let my colleague proceed. 


Mr. POTTER. The gentleman from Ilinoia 
can take care of himself-without the ‘assistanceof 
the other side. ; Hopi yet 
Mr. KELLOGG, of. Illinois. IT say to gentle- 
men that my colleague shall speak; that he:is in 
order, and will not commit a breach of the rules 
of the House; if he does, I will be the first to-re- 
buke him; but he shall have his rights according 
to the rules of the House, and in nowise shall 
they be abridged or interfered with. Hei shall be 
heard upon this floor and at this time: = mti 
Mr. BRIGGS. Then let him go upon 


7 his own 
side. ue 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chaircalls the com- 
mittee to order; and if gentlemen do not come to 
order, he will call the Speaker to the chair and 
report the disorder to the House. P 

Mr. FLORENCE. Imove that the committee 
rise. It is impossible to quell the disturbance 
without doing so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Speaker will take 
the chair. 

The Chairman, (Mr. Wasusurn, of Maine;) 
vacated the chair and the Speaker resumed it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calis the House 
to order. I desire gentlemen of the House to 
take their seats. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Every one, upon either 
and all sides. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Thecommittee has 
risen; has it not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests gentle: 
men to respect the authority of the House and 
take their seats. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Order that black-hearted 
scoundrel and nigger-stealing thief to take his seat, 
and this side of the House will do it. 

Mr. McQUEEN, We will allow nobody to 
come over from that side of the House and bully 
us on this side. [Cries of “Sit down!” “Sit 
down!’ from all sides of the House. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires gentlemen 
to take their seats. : 

Mr. BOCOCK. I, for one, will do so with 
picasute, promptly, when the Speaker requires it. 

only ask that everybody shall do so. I think 
this whole matter can be settled, if the gentleman 
speaking and every other gentleman ‘will take 
his seat. : i 

Mr. BURNETT. Irise toa privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recognize 
anybody, until gentlemen take their seats. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then, let everybody take 
his scat, and Ict order be enforced. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will take their 
seats, without distinction. ; : 

Members gradually withdrew from the open 
area in front of the Speaker’s chair, and resumed 
their seats. Order being at length restored, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, (Chairman of the 
committec,) said: Inthe Committee of the Whole - 
on the state of the Union disorder arose, which 
prevented the transaction of business, and the 
Chair was compelled to call the Speaker to the 
chair, and to report the facts to the Flouse. . 

Mr. ELY. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The Chairman 
of the committee states that if order is likely to 
he preserved, so that proceedings can go on, the 
Chairman of the committee will resume the chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Weare now in very good 
order, and [ think we had better proceed and give 
the gentleman from Illinois an opportunity to 
finish his speech. I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and I hope evcry gentleman will 
keep his seat. s 

The SPEAKER. Order having been restored, 
the Speaker will leave the chair, and the Chair- 
man of the committce will take it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, resumed the 
chair; and announced that the gentleman from Il- 
linois was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
violate no rule of the House. 

Mr. BOYCE, : Then behave yourself. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I wish to learn whether it is 
a violation of the rules to occupy this space in 
front of the Speaker’s chair, or any partion of it? 
If so, I will cheerfully yield; if not, I claim the 
right to choose my own position. i 
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: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the rules require that. every gentleman shall 
speak from.his seat. 

“Mr. CURTIS. Or from the Clerk’s desk. 
Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman has the right 
to.do that. ` 

"Mr. McCLERNAND. Let him speak from 
the Glerk’s desk. ; 

“Mr. ASHLEY. It has been the habit of gen- 
tlemen to come into the aisle and choose their 
own position. i 

Mr. ADRAIN. Itis a very bad habit, and we 
had better change it. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware that 
such has been the custom; but if the rule isin- 
sisted on, it is the duty of the Chair to enforce it. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Thope it will be insisted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from H- 
linois will speak from his seat. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. J have no seat. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Nor any other member. 

Mr. LOVEJOY (taking his place in the Clerk’s 
desk) resumed. Mr. Chairman, I was about 
stating, when interrupted; that the principle upon 
which slaveholding was sought to be justified in 
this country would, if carried out in ‘the affairs 
of the universe, transform Jehovah, the Su- 
preme, into an infinite Juggernaut, rolling the huge 
wheels of his omnipotence, axle-deep, amid the 
crushed, and mangled, and bleeding bodies of hu- 
man beings, [laughter on the Democratic side,] on 
the ground that he was infinitely superior, and 
that they were an inferior race. 

Mr. GARTRELL, (in his seat.) The man is 
crazy. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. The second ground upon 
which it is attempted to justify slavery, or slave- 
holding, is, that it is a mode of imparting Chris- 
tianity and civilization to the slaves. Mr. Chair- 
man, I would like to know how slaveholding 
communities can impart that of which they are 
not in the possession? The truth is, that the 
practice of slavcholding has a powerful tendency 
to drag communities back to barbarism. Itis act- 
ually having that effect upon the slave States of 
this Union; and were it not for the Christian 
women that have gone from free States and inter- 
married in the slave States; and were it not for 
those noble women of the slave States, that pre- 
serve womanly purity and Christianity, in spite of 
the unhappy influences of slaveholding, the slave 
States to-day would be as far back in barbarism 
as. the Slate of Mexico. 

It is simply from that infiltration 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to know if the 
gentleman intends to cast any insinuation or slur 
on the women ‘of the South. I want to know 
that distinctly and emphatically; because if he 
docs, L willhold him personally accountable for it. 

Several Mempens. Oh, nd. He gives all praise 
to the women of the South. He compliments 
them. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I repeat, that if he in- 
tended to asperse southern women, or to compli- 
ment the women of the North at their expense, I 
will hold him accountable for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is not in order. The gentleman from IHi- 
nois will proceed. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It is’simply by this contact 
with free communities; it is, as I said, from the 
fact that Christian women went from free States 
and that the Christian women of slave States— 
who have not the poor privilege that Sarah of old 
had of sending the Hagars and Ishmacls to the 
wilderness—maintained their purity and Christian 
character, and their testimony against the sys- 
tem, that they were prevented from that retroces- 
sion toward barbarism. 

Several Memnens. That is what he said be- 


fore. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Sir, if youstep into the Smith- 
gonian Institute, or into the Patent Office, you will 
find implements of husbandry imported from Ja- 
panand China, showing just about the same devel- 
opment in civilization as the implements that you 
find on the plantations. Now, sir, the truth is, 
that the practice of slaveholding drags slavehold- 
ing communitics further below the plane of the 
Christian civilization of the age, than the civiliza- 


tion which the slave receives elevates him above `j 


the plane of heathenism by being held in these 


Christian communities. Sir, how do they impart 
civilization and Christianity? Itis astrange mode 
of christianizing a race to turn them over into 
brutism without any legal marriage. Among the 
four million slaves in this country, there is nota 
single husband or wife. There 1s not legally a 
single father or child. There is not a single home 
or hearthstone among these four million. And 
you propose to civilize and christianize a people 
without giving them homes, without allowing 
them the conjugal and parental relations, and with- 
outhaving those relations sanctioned and protected 
by law. 

Mr. Chairman, no community can make one 
step of progress in civilizing a race till you give 
them homes; till you protect the sanctity of the 
home, as we held itshould be protected in regard 
to these Mormons on the plains of Utah. Chris- 
tianizing them, sir! Christianizing them by a new 
process. The slave States have a right to an ex- 
clusive patent for it. Taking them out in the sight 
of the church, as one was taken out not long ago 
in the State of Tennessee, by a Presbyterian elder, 
and laid down on his face on the ground, his hands 
and feet extended to their utmost tension, and tied 
to pickets, and the Gospel whipped into him with 
the broad side of a hand-saw, discolored whelks of 4 
sanctification being raised between the teeth every 
time this Gospel agency fell upon the naked and 
quivering flesh ofthe tortured convert, [Laughter.] 

ADemocraticMemper. Did he get the Gospe 
in? {Laughter.] 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Christianized, as a young 
girl was Christianized in this city since the session 
of Congress, by being whipped and sent to the 
garret, and found dead in the morning, with blood 
oozing from nose and ears. 

A Democratic Memser. Where does that 
authority come from ? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I do not know whether reli- 
gious rites were had or not. I suppose some pro- 
slavery priest was invited in to utter impious 
prayers before God that the last flagellation might 

nave whipped in Christianity enough to save her 
precious and never-dying soul. [Laugbter.] And 
now, alarmed, agood black walnut coffin is made 
and decorated with white ribbons, and placed in 
the hearse, followed by a hack containing, I pre- 
sume, the murderess; and my attention is called 
to the cortege: ‘See, Mr. Lovesoy, thereisaslave 
funeral! Is that treating them like brutes??? Look 
into the coffin! Look into the carriage !! 

You say this is horrid. Iknow itis horrid. I 
know it is horrid to hold men in slavery. [know 
itis horrid to doom four million human beings 
to the condition of chattels, to be held pro nullis, 
pro mortuis, pro quadrupedis, taken for no persons, 
for dead persons, for four-footed beasts—men as 
much entitled to freedom as you and I. Sir, the 
testimony of all religious socicties in the slave 
States is that the slaves are still heathen, and it is 
an utter impossibility to christianize them and 
civilize them by this process. 

The third point thatis relied on to justify slave- 
holding is, thatit is constitutional—that it is guar- 
anticd by the Constitution of the United States. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have heard it declared 
over and over again that the Constitution guar- 
anties slavery. {deny it.. In no article, m no 
section, in no linc, in no word, in no syllable, can 
there be any recognition or sanction of human 
slavery ‘found in the Constitution of the United | 
States. It is not there. ft always recognizcs 
human beings as persons, and neveras property. 
It docs not use the word ‘slave’ or “slavery.” 
Why, sir, when I came up to take the oath to 
support the Constitution, a whispered buzz, half 
in earnest and halfjocular, passed around : “How 
can Lovesoy swear to support the Constitution? 
How can he take the cath??? I could take the 
oath to support the Constitution, because I believe 
in the Constitution, because I hold to it, becauge 
my heart is loyal to it. Every part and parcel 
and portion of it{ believe in; but I do not believe 
in the construction put upon it by those who 
claim its recognition and sanction of the practice 
of slaveholding. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. No, sir; you stand there 
to-day an infamous, perjured villain. [Calls to 
order. 

Mr ASHMORE. Yes, he is a perjured vil- 
lain; and he perjures himself every hour he oc- 


cupies a seat on this floor. 
order.] 

Mr. SINGLETON. And a negro-thief into 
the bargain. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I swore to support the Con- 
stitution because I believe in it. Ido not believe 
in their construction of it. It is as well known as 
any historical fact can be known, that the framers 
of the Constitution so worded it as that it never 
should recognize the idea of slave property, from 
the beginning to the ending of it, But the advo- 
cates of slavery have affirmed a strange doctrine 
in regard to the Constitution. They think that 
because-I swore to support the Constitution, I, 
swore to support the practice of slaveholding. 
Sir, slaveholding in Virginia is no more under 
the control or guarantee of the Constitution than 
slavery in Cuba, or Brazil, or any other part of 
the world, is under the control or guarantee of thé 
Constitution—not one particle. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman whether he has always held that the Con- 
stitution deserved to be sustained and accepted— 
whether, at any time in his life, he held that the 
Constitution ought to be trodden. under foot? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Never, sir; never. I always 
defended it, and always will, whether it beagainst 
the Democrats who pervert it, or the disunionists 
who trample on it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. If the gentleman says 
he never said so, Iam not prepared to contradict 
him, for I Know nothing, personally, about it; but 
I had understood that the gentleman once uttered 
this language: that ‘‘ the Constitution was a piece 
of rotten parchment that ought to be trodden un- 
der foot.” 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes; that was thrown inmy 
face once before here, and I denied it. It never 
had the least foundation in truth. I always de- 
fended the Constitution, because it was forliberty. 
It was ordained by the people of the United States, - 
not by a superannuated old mummy of a judge— 
and a Jesuit at that—but by the people of the 
United States, to establish justice, secure the bless- 
ings of liberty for themselves and their posterity, 
and to secure the natural rights of every human 
being within its exclusive jurisdiction. There- 
fore I love it. 

These men can perecive nothing in the Consti- 
tution but slavery. A young man leads a blush- 
ing bride to the altar, and takes the marital vow 
before God and attendant witnesses to love, cher- 
ish, and protect her. There she stands—the di- 
vinest thing that God has fashioned and placed 
npon carth—radiant in the beauty of youth; her 
check glowing with the color of the rose, which 
expands and fades away into that of the lily; her 
eyes sparkling like the stars from the depths of 
blue, and her tresses falling around her neck like 
the locks of the morning. Is the mole on that fair 
round neck, or the wart on that plump, soft hand, 
THE woman whom the bridegroom swore to love 
and cherish? Say, sir, is it? So there is the Con- 
Stitution—instinct with freedom, radiant with the 
principles of universal liberty, seizing the inspired 
utterances of our Magna Charta, and reducing 
them to practical and organic realization. Now, 
sir, I insist that if the clauses that are deemed to 
refer to the subject of slavery mean all that the 
wildest enthusiast claims them to mean, they bear 
no other relation or proportion to the Constitu- 
tion which I swear to support, than the excres- 
cence on the hand or neck docs to the woman 
whom the bridegroom vowed to love and cherish. 
He loves her not for these things, but in spite of 
them. 

So [love the Constitution, not in consequence 
of these things which are alleged to be in it, but 
in spite of them. But you will say, the woman 
had a right to sport an excrescence on her hand if 
she chose. I concede it; and as a Federal law- 
maker, I concede that the States have the right to 
sport this fungus of slavery, because it is beyond 
my reach, But time rolls away. This youthful 
pair have years of middle age upon them. Olive 
plants have sprung up around the parent stem. 
The woman has gone mad. She gloats over the 
exerescence which has spread and covers her en- 
tire hand. She exclaims, ‘‘ Husband, this is a 
dear swect darling, a real love of a wart, and 1 
want to ingraft it on the hands of all our daugh- 
ters, I had it when I was married; you vowed 
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to protect me, and I claim the right to transfer it 
to all the children. If you do not, I will go to 
Indiana, and get a divorce. I wiil dissolve the 
union between us.” The husband, calm and firm, 
replies, “ My dear, I have indulged you in this 
whim about yous hand, because I took you for 


better or for worse, and I thought it one of your | 


individual rights, which Iwas not at liberty to 
disturb. But if you propose to transfer this 


deformity to the daughters, I say distinctly and | 
This is my pre~ 


decidedly, it cannot be done. 
rogative, and I must exercise it.” So I say to 
the. slavery propagandists who desire to trans- 
plant slavery to the Territories, and thus fasten 
it upon the daughters of the Republic, “My 
dears, it cannot be done.” 

I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that there is 
no justification for this practice of slaveholding, 
from the fact that the enslaved race are an inferior 
race. No justification from the pretended fact 
that it imparts Christianity and civilization to 
them ; and none in the guarantees of the Consti- 
tution. Now, there are some Christian men on 
the other side of the House; I want to put it to 
them, in all candor—for while I intend to speak 
of slaveholding with as severe terms of reproba- 
tionas Į possibly can, Edo notintend to offend any 
individual personally—I want to know of you, 
Christian gentlemen, how you are going to chris- 
tianize men when you do not give them homes? 

A Memper. Give them what? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Homes—a legal sanction to 
. the conjugal and- parental relations. How are you 
going to christianize men whom you turn out to 
herd together like the buffaloes that roam upon 
the western prairies? You cannot do it. 

It may be asked, sir, when I confess that I have 
no control over this matter, why discuss it? why 
talk about it? 

Mr. SINGLETON, 
gentleman gives homes—— 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I must decline to yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SINGLETON, I want to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question by asking himanother. Iwant 
to know if he gives homes to the negroes he car- 
ries from the South to Canada and other places? 

A Memper. The negroes he steals? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is not in order. ; 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope my colleague will 
hold no parley with that perjured negro-thef. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It is asked, why discuss this 
question? Why talk about it, when itis confessed 


that we have no constitutional power to legislate | 


uponit? Iwil tell, you, Mr. Chairman. It will 
be recollected, that Mr. Webster once said, when 
speaking of the threatened interposition of Russia 
to snatch Kossuth from the protection of Turkey, 
for the purpose of sacrificing him on the altar of 
despotism: ‘Gentlemen, there is something on 
earth greater than arbitrary or despotic power. 
The lightning has its power, and the whirlwind 


has its power, and the earthquake has its power: | 


but thercis something among men more capable of 
shaking despotic thrones than lightning, whirl- 
wind, or earthquake; and that is the excited and 
aroused indignation of the whole civilized world. ”? 
“The Avon to the Severn runs 3 
The Severn to the sea; 
And Wicktiffe’s dust shall spread abroad 
Wide as the waters be.” 
To continue the quotation with a different ap- 
plication and a slight variation of the language, I 


say, gentlemen, if the blood of innocent men is į 


taken by an absolute, unqualified, unjustifiable 
violation of natural law, what will it appease, 
what will it pacify ? It will mingle with the earth; 
it will mix with the waters of the ocean; the whole 
civilized world will snuff it in the air; and it will 
return with awful retribution on the heads of those 
violators of natural law and universal justice. I 
cannot say when, or in what form; but depend 
upon it, if such acts take place, then slavery must 
look out for the consequences, 


Sir, before the public sentiment of the Christian | 


and civilized world I propose to hold upto universal 
reprobation this practice ofslaveholding. I propose 


to holditupin all its atrocity, inall its hideousness, | 


just as gentlemen have been holding up the practice 


I want to know if the | 


this practice of slavery, and ultimately secure its 
removal in the only proper way: by-the action of 
the slave States themselves. That is why I dis- 
cuss it. 

Mr. Chairman, my time is passing away, and 
I must hasten on. Iwant tocome to a few things 
that have been under discussion during the in- 
choate condition of the House, whilst this Hall 
was echoing with ululations that would have 
drowned the lupine chorus of the Alps, of Helper, 
and John Brown, and incendiarism, the torch of 
the incendiary, and the knife of the assassin. One 
gentleman from Virginia stood up in his. place, 
and wanted to know where there was a man who 
would indorse the Helper book. He wanted such 
a man, if there was one here, to stand up, that he 
might look upon the traitor, Mr. Chairman, I, 
for one, signed the paper recommending the cir- 
culation of the Helper book. I signed it intelli- 
gently. I was neither engrossed nor abstracted. 
I did it because 1 wanted to do it; and now, if 
the gentleman wants to look upon that kind ofa 
traitor, me, me, adsum qui fect, in me convertite 
telum; I did it. -I will sign a recommendation 
for the circulation of any book that I choose, with- 
outasking permission of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, (Mr. CLarx,] or of any other gentleman in 
the House or out of the House. I will signa paper 
recommending the circulation of the Bible or the 
Koran, Young’s Night Thoughts or Tom Moore’s 
Anacreon, Jonathan Edwards on the Decrees, or 
Tom Paine’s Age of Reason, just as I please. 

I claim the. privilege, as an American citizen, 
of writing my name and recommending the circu- 
lation of any and every book, without being held 
amenable to gentlemen upon this floor, or any- 
where else. That is my answer in regard to it. 
I have more than thatto say. I say nothing about 
some pointsin the book. Ihave no doubt that 
there is considerable bombast and fustian and vio- 
lence of language in it, because the author was 
educated in a slave State; and the rhetoric which 
comes from that quarter is apt to have these char- 
acteristics. [Laughter.] But the philosophy— 
the gist of the boox—is what? It is the address 
of a citizen of a slave State to his fellow-citizegs 
in regard to the subject of slavery, recommending 
in substance the organization ofa Republican par- 
ty in North Carolina and in all the other slave 
States. I hope to see that done; and I expect to 
see it done before very long. You may kill Cas- 
sius M. Clay, as you threaten to do; but ‘the 
blood of the martyrs is the seed of the church.” 
You may shed his blood, as you shed the blood 
of my brother on the banks of the Mississippi 
twenty years ago—and what then? I am here to- 


| day, thank God, to vindicate the principles bap- 


tized in his blood. You may shed his blood— 
and what then? A Republican party will spring 
up in Kentucky and in all the slaves States ere 
long; and these disunionists and gentlemen whom 
you see so violent new, will be displaced by more 
moderate, and—if I may say so without being 
offensive—more sensible men. 

I believe in that doctrine. I do not indorse 
every expression inthe Helper book, for I have not 
studied every expression; but the philosophy of 
the book, the idea of organizing a party in the 
slave States as against slavery, i am in favor of, 
and I expect to see it accomplished. What is the 
objection to the book? The objection is thata 
citizen of the United States, an American citi- 
zen, addressed himself to his fellow-citizens, in a 
peaceful way, through the press, and for this you 
find fault with him and say that he must be hanged, 
and that any man who signed a recommendation 
for the circulation of his book is a “blighting, 
blasting, burning, withering curse,” and must not 
occupy that chair. . 

I want to know if. it has come to this? Has 
not an American citizen a right to speak to an 
American citizen? I want the right of uttering 
what I say here in Richmond. I claim the right 
to say what I say here in Charleston. 

Mr. BONHAM. You had better try it. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes, sir. I am going to in- 
voke the aid of the General Government to pro- 
tect me, as an American citizen, in my rights as 

n American citizen. I can go to England to-day, 
and in London, or anywhere else, discuss the 


of polygamy, and reprobating it; and, sir,that pub- | question of Church and State; I can discuss the 


lic sentiment of the civilized world will burn upon | 


| question ofamonarchical governmentas compared 


= 


with a republiean form :of. government: Tean do 
thisanywhere- in England, but T cannot go-into 
a slave State and open: my-lips in regard’ tothe 
question: of slavery——.-.. OR MES & 

Mr, MARTIN, of Virginia... No; we: would 

hang you higher than Haman... ; 
ir. LOVEJOY. LcannotgotoaslayeStateand 
utter my. sentiments.to free-ejtizens like myself.: 

Mr. MILES. -Can,you go to England and in- 
cite the laboring classes to.murder the aristocracy, 
or to assassinate the Queen? Ta. 7 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I have no desire to, nor: have 
any desire to incite such things. anywhere’ else; 
but Í do claim the right of discussing this ques- 
tion of slavery anywhere, on any square foot of 
American soil over which the stars and. stripes 
float, and to which the privileges and immunities 
of the Constitution extend. Under that Consti- 
tution, which guaranties to me free speech, I claim 
it, and I demand it. 

Mr. BONHAM. Task the gentleman why he 
does not attempt to assert his night? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes, sir. The gentleman 
comes from a slave State, in which they are in 
the habit of speaking of the laboring classes in 
the northern States as “ greasy mechanics,” ** fii- 
thy operatives,’ ‘*small-fisted farmers,” and they 
jeer at us as worse than the slaves, . This insult- 
ing language can be, and is, used in the free States 
without molestation or injury; Yet they say, ‘if 
you come here and utter the sentiments which 
you sincerely believe, we will hang you.”’ 

If-a mechanic from a free State goes there and 
utters the sentiment that he thinks-—if they had 
more,white laborers and fewer black ones, that 
labor in the South would be more respectable— 
what do you do with him? Denude him, scourge 
him, and, to intensify the indignity, you drive the 
knotted throng, by the hand of a slave, deep in 
his quivering flesh; then tar and feather him; and 
then put him on the cars, still naked, to be sent a 
long distance, and threaten with violence the man 
who has the compassion to give him a cup of cof- 
‘fee. And, finally, after being jeered at every sta- 
tion along the route, this victim of your cruelty, a 
free citizen, crawls intoa stable and begs, stealthil 
begs, the cast-off clothes of an ostler to hide his 
nakedness. You drive away young ladies that 
go to teach school; imprison or exile preachers 
of the Gospel; and pay your debts by raising the 
mad-dog cry of abolition against the agents of 
your creditors. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The meanest slave in the 
South is your superior. [Cries of ‘‘ Order !’? from 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I hope gentlemen 
from the South will let him talk as he pleases; but 
goaway and notlisten to him. ` 

A MeEmgeR, on the Republican side. Well, go. 
ss Stand not on the order of your going, but goat’ 
once. 

Mr.LOVEJOY. Mr. Chairman, I say I claim 
the privilege of going anywhere and every whero 
within the limits of this American Republic, ava 
free citizen, unmolested, and of uttering, in an or- 
derly and legal way, any sentimentthatI choose to 
uttter; and, yet, are we allowed todo it? Are we, 
for that, in these United Siates, to be subjected to 
violence, outrage, tar and feathers, burning, im- 
prisonment, and the gallows? Answer that ques- 
tion. I know gentlemen say that self-preservation 
is the first law of nature; but if you.cannot keep 
slavery and allow free discussion, then I say, in 
God’s name, before free discussion and all the 
rights of free citizens are tobe sacrificed to that 
Moloch ofslavery, that Moloch must be immolated 
atthe shrine ofliberty, free speech, free discussion, 
and all those rights that cluster around an Ameri- 
can citizen. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, a citizen of Rome, when 
the scourge was already upraised, and about to 
fali upon him, if he uttered the cry, “I am a 
Roman citizen,” it arrested that scourge. Well, 
sir, is not there more of a charm, isit nota proud-: 
er position to be an American than to be a Ro- 
mancitizen? Andare wein the nineteenthcentury, 
living under this Constitution, with our free in- 
stitulions—are our persons and our rights to be 
less sacred than they were under the old Roman 
administration eighteen centuries ago and more? 
That is my response to the question why I rec- 
ommended the circulation of the Helper book. 
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. Now, what about John Brown? [Gries of 
“Let’s haveit??]: This affair of John Brown 
brings us to the reality of things.. This raid con- 
fronts us with slavery, and makes. us ask, is 
alaveholding right? and if so, what rights has it? 
When the curtain rose and startled the nation 
with this tragedy, John Brown lay there like 
a. wounded lion ‘with his head upon his paws, . 
a saber éut on his brow, bayonet gashes in his 
side, the blood oozing out, and life itself appar- 
ely ebbing fast; around were certain little speci- 
mens of the canine species, snuffing and smelling, 
and finally one of them yelped out: ‘Mr. Lion, 
was the old war-horse that pastured on the West- 
ern Reserve with you on thisexpedition?”’ The 
lion slowly raised his head, cast a disdainful side 
glance upon the inquirer, growled out acéntempt- 
uous negative, and reposed his head as before. 

- In regard to John Brown, you want me to curse 
him. Twill not curse John Brown. You want 
me to pour out execrations upon the head of old 
Ogsawatomie. ‘Fhough all the slaveholding Ba- 
laks in the country fill their houses with silver and 
proffer it, I will not curse JohnBrown. Ido hon- 
estly condemn what he did, from my stand-point, 
and with my convictions I disapprove of his ac- 
tion, that is true; but I believe that his purpose 
was a good one; that so far as his own motives 
before God were concerned, they were honestand 
truthful; and no one can deny that he stands head 
and shoulders above any other character that ap- 
peared on the stage in that tragedy from beginning 
to end; from the time he entered the armory there 
to the time when he was strangled by Governor | 
“ Fussation.’? (General laughter.] 

He was not guilty of murder or treason. He 
did unquestionably violate the statute against aid- 
ing slaves to escape; but no blood was shed, ex- 
cept by the panic-stricken multitude, till Stevens 
was fired upon while wavinga flag of truce. The 
only murder was that of Thompson, who was 
snatched from the heroic protection of a woman, 
and riddled with balls at the railroad bridge. Des- 
potism has seldom sacrificed three nobler victims 
than Brown, Stevens, and Hazlitt. 

As I remarked, Mr. Chairman, this brings us 
to confront slavery, and ask what right this Cali- 
ban has upon earth? I say no right. My honest 
conviction—and Ido not know why gentlemen 
need take offense; they need not unless they 
choose—my honest conviction is, that all these ; 
slaveholding laws have the same moral power and 
force that rules among pirates have for the distri- 
bution of their booty; that regulations among rob- 
bers have for the division of their spoils; and 
although do not believe gentlemen have behaved 
very handsomely to me, Lam going to add, not- 
withstanding, that {do not mean to say that gen- | 
tlemen who are slavcholders would be guilty of 
these particular things—that is not the point—I 
am talking about this matter in the court ofcon- | 
science, in the court of right and wrong; and I 
insist that any laws for enslaving men have just 
the same moral foyce as the arrangement among 
robbers and pirates for distributing their spoils. 

l want to know by what right you can come 
and make me a slave? I want to know by what 
right you can say that my child shall be your 
slave? ITwant to know by what right you say 
that the mother shall not have her child, given to 
her from God through the martyrdom of mater- 
nity ? Hear that soft exquisite warble of a moth- 
er’s love: 


“Ere last year’s sun had left the sky, 
A birdling sought my Indian nest, 
And folded, ah! so lovingly, 
Its tiny wings upon my breast.” 


Now where is the wretch who would dare to go 
up and take that fluttering and panting birdling 
from the bosom of its mother, and say, “ It is 
mine; I will sell it like a calf; I will sell it like a 
>? What right had that mother to her babe? 


vig? 


Was it because she was “ Fanny Forrester,” the | 


‘gifted authoress; was it because she was the wife 
ofa venerable and venerated missionary? No, it | 
was because she was its moTHER; and every slave |) 
mother has just as good a title to ker babe as | 
‘© Fanny Forrester” had to hers. No laws can | 
make it right to rob her. I say, in God’s name, | 


| ence of this stupendous wrong. 


| into the den where the wolf is. 
| bones and tear the flesh of 


| right to go with this flesh in your teeth all over 
| our Territories, 


my child is mine; and yet I have no right to 
mine that a slave father has not to his child. Not | 
a particle. The same argument that proves my || 


| tories, free labor cannot go therg. 


right to my personal liberty, proves the right of 


every human being to his. ` The argument that 
proves my right to my. children, gives the same 
title, the same sacred claim toevery father. They, 
as I, get it from their God, and no human en- 
actment can annul the claim. . No, sir, never! 
Therefore, every slave has a right to his freedom, 
in spite of your slave laws. Every slave has a | 
right to run away, in spite of your slave laws. 

Ltell you, Mr. Chairman, and I tell you all, 
that if I were a slave, and had I the power, and 
were it necessary to achieve my freedom, I would 
not hesitate to fill up and bridge over the chasm 
that yawns between the hell of slavery and the 
heaven of freedom with the carcasses of the slain. 
Give me my freedom. Hands off. Unthrottle 
that man. Give him his liberty. He is entitled 
to it from his God. "With these views, I do not 
think, of course, it is any harm to help away a 
slave. I told you thata year ago. I need not re- 
peat it. 

A Memner. You steal them. 

Who steals, when a man comes and takes my 
child from my hearthstone? Who steals, when 
he comes and takes the babe, flesh of my flesh, 
and bone of my bone? Who steals? I tell you 
that I have no more hesitation in helping a, fugi- 
tive slave than I have in snatching a lamb from 
the jaws of a wolf, or disengaging an infanéfrom 
the talons of an eagle. Nota bit. Long enough 
has the nation crouched and cowered in the pres- 
Here and now | 
break the spell,and disenchant the Republic from | 
the incantation of this accursed sorceress. It is 
simply a question whether it will pay to go down 
Laughter.] If 
you would only go into your Jair, and crunch the 
your victims, we might 


let you alone; but you will not. You claim the 


We deny it. 

My time is passing; I must go on. I wanted 
to say considerable more about John Brown. 

Mr. ADRAIN, I propose that we give the gen- 
tloman more time. 
aMr. LOVEJOY. I will answer all questions if 
the House will give me more time. [Cries of | 
“No! not”? Give him time!” &e.] 

Mr. SINGLETON. No, sir; any gentleman 
shall have time, but not such a mean, despicable 
wretch as that! 

Mr. LOVEJOY. When theJews could not do |! 
anything else, they spit upon Christ, and said he 
was possessed of adevil. [Laughter.] One of the 
earliestsctlements of Virginia was made by a fugi- 
tive slave. John Smith was captured in war, and 
sold to a high-toned, chivalrous Turk, and putat 
the task of threshing. The master rode wp to the 
barn-door one day, and said, “ Jack, you rascal, 
why don’t you thresh faster??? Jack—horresco 
referens—flew at his master, killed him with his 
flail, (oh, for a Harper’s Ferry committee!) sprang 
into the vacant saddle and escaped, and came and | 
settled Jamestown. Oh for a South-side preacher 
to admonish John to stay and serve his master, 
whose money he was, like a good ‘ Christian 
dog!” 

A moment, sir. Letus look atthis question aside 
from its moralaspects. And 1 want to know what 
right slavery, or a slaveholder, has to go with | 
slaves into the common Territories of the United j 
States? You talk about the equality ofthe States, | 
and I grant it, ‘The citizens of a slave State have | 
all the rights in the Territories that a citizen of a | 
free State has. You have the right, I concede, to 
go into the common Territories and live there with 
any kind of property we can take, but you have 
not the right to take slaves. This is the distinc- 
tion I make. 

Ata liberal estimate therc are not more than two 
millions of people in the United States interested 
in slave labor. There are only four hundred |i 
thousand slavecholders. There are thirty millions |! 
of people in this country. There are twenty-cight |, 
millions interested in the system ef free labor, || 
and two millions in that of slave labor. The |. 
free system accommodates some cight millions į 
| 
f 


in the slave States better than the slave system. 
Here isthe point. Hslavery goes into the Terrig! 


The presence of slavery without any local law il 


for the purpose is the exclusion of free labor. If |} 


2A 


you take slavery there, I cannot go there with the 
New York Tribune, the Evening Post, the Inde- 
pendent, or any similar paper, religious or secu- 
lar. I cannot go with the minister Ë desire to hear 
preach the gospel. Free schools cannot go there. 
You say, indeed, wecango. Yes; so all may go 
to a public house. Itis common to all who choose 
to make it their temporary abode. All are invited - 
to the table hote. The landlord opens the doors of 
the dining hall and says, “Walk in gentlemen;”” 
but if a man sitting there is leprous, dripping with 
a contagious disease, no one will goin. Itisreally 
as much an exclusion as if the doors were closed 
and barred against hisentrance. So ifslavery goes, 
freedom cannot go. J favor the equality of the 
States. I favor the right of every citizen of a slave 
State to go into the Territories; but I deny that 
he has the right to practice slaveholding there, for 
itis not an Institution—it was never instituted; 
never established by law—but a practice like po- 
lygamy. I say that they have nota right to go 
there and practice this high crime, so injurious to 
man and so offensive to Ged. And this is the 
question: whether these twenty-eight million pea- 
ple shall be accommodated, or two million people 
shall be accommodated; for, I repeat, the presence 
of slavery is the utter exclusion of free labor and 
the institutions of freedom. I deny no one their 
rights. The slave States are equal to the free 
States. It is a poor, pitiful, and paltry patriotism 
that cannot take in the entire extent of its country; 
but I do deny that slavery has the same right as 
freedom in this country. Freedom is the Isaac; 
freedom is the heir of promise. Slavery is the 
Hagar and Ishmael, and they must go into the 
wilderness, and freedom shall have the entire in- 
heritance. God and the fathers gave it to freedom 
and free institutions. It belongs to freedom—not 
to me; not to the citizens of the free States, but 
to freedom, to the utter exclusion of slaveholding. 

Now, gentlemen, I know you are in a mood to 
take a litile advice. [Laughter.] I tell you Ilove 
youall. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. McQUEEN. Lutterly repudiate yourlove. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Sinners did that of Christ; 
but he loved them still, [Laughter.] 

Mr. McQUEEN, I do not think he loves you 
much. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Iam afraid that I am not 
muchlike him. He went, however, and preached 


| to the spirits in prison; and I think I never approx- 


imated so nearly to him as in this regard, while 


| making proclamation of the holy evangel of God 


to sinners in this House. I tell you of the slave 
States that you must emancipate your slaves. It 
belongs to you, and not to us. You must trans- 
form them from slaves into serfs, and give them 
homes, and protectand guard the sanctity of the 
family. We shall not push you. If you say 
that you want a quarter of a century, you can 
have it;if you want half a century, you can have 
it. But I insist that this system must ultimately 
be extinguished. There is no question about it. 
You who advocate the perpetuity of slavery are 
like a set of madcaps, who should place them- 
selves on the top of an iceberg which had disen- 
gaged itself from the frozen regions of the north, 
and begun to float downward, and downward, 
through the warm climates. The sun shines, and 
melts it; the soft winds blow.on and melt it; the 
rains descend and melt it; the water ripples round 
it and melts it; and then these wild visionaries, 
who fancied they could saii an iceberg through 
the tropics, start up, and blaspheme sunshine and 
rain and zephyr; and, mouthing the heavens, tell 
Jchovah that unless he-stops the shining of the 
sun, and the blowing of the winds, and the falling 
of the rain, they will crumble his universe ‘ from 
tur-r-et to foundation stone.” [Great laughter. } 

Do younot think God would feel bad; and would 
not the archangels tremble at the chivalry? [Re- 
newed laughter.] You may call this extravagant; 
but you can no more perpetuate slavery, and will 
no more dissolve this Union, in order to perpetuate 
it, than you can stop the shining of the sun, or 
the ripple of the sea, the descent of rain, or the 
blowing of the wind; ay, no more than you can 
subdue the ocean, when it lashes itself into fary 
and dashes its crested mountain billows against 
the rocks. [t is as preposterous to think of taking 
slavery down through the civilization of the ages 
as it isto think of floating an iceberg through the 


1860.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


0 


361Tu Cona.... 1st Sess. 


Ho. or REPS. 


Admission of Kansas—Mr. Maynard. 


tropics. It is the order of things. I am willing to 
concede that you can do anything that any equal 
number of men can achieve. I did mean to taunt 

ou about Harper’s Ferry, but I believe I will not. 

am willing to concede that you are as brave as 
other men; although I do not think you show it 
by this abusive language; because brave men are 
always calm and self-possessed. God feels no 
anger, for He knows no fear. 

I say, you can do anything that other men can 
do. You can preserve and perpetuate this sys- 
tem, if any equal number of men could do it; but 
the stars in their courses are fighting against you; 
God, in his providence, is fighting against you. 
The universe was established upon the great prin- 
ciple of justice and truth; it may be jostled out of 
its place for a little while, but it will, sooner or 
later, fall back to its grooves. You must sacri- 
fice slavery for the good of your country. Do 
this, and yowwill have the sympathy, the prayers, 
and the coöperation of the entire nation. ; 

Refuse or neglect this; refuse to proclaim lib- 
erty through all thegland, to all the inhabitants 
thereof, and the exodusof the slave willbe through 
the Red Sea. [tis a well-known physiological, 
as well as psychological fact, that ancestral char- 
acteristics reappear after a long interval of years, 
and even of generations, as streams disappear and 
gush out ata distant point. Itis also well known 
that the Saxon blood is being infiltrated into the 
veins of the enslaved. By and by some Marion 
will be found, calling his guerrilla troops from the 
swamps and everglades of South Carolina; and 
Patrick Henry will reappear in the Old Dominion, 
shouting, as of old, ‘ Give us liberty, or give us 
death P” Then will transpire those scenes which 
troubled the prophetic vision of Jefferson, and 
made him tremble for his country, when he re- 
membered that God was just and that His justice 
would not sleep forever, and that every divine 
attribute would be cas ie upon the side of the 
struggling bondmen. And he justified the up- 
rising, by saying the little finger of American 
slavery was thicker than the loins of British des- 
potism. 

Sir, Virginia cannot afford, the country cannot 
afford, to continue a practice fraught with so much 
of peril. Itis better to remove the magazine, than 
to be kept evermore in dread of a lighted match. 

The future glory and usefulness of this nation 
cannot be sacrificed to this system of crime. The 
nations of the earth are to be taught by our ex- 
ample. The American Republic must repose 
queen among the nations of the carth. Slavery 
must die. Carthago est delenda. 

The philosophy, therefore, and the lesson which 
the slave States ought to have learned, from John 
Brown and from all these events, are not these 
expressions of rage and vengeance. Instead of 
being stimulated to revenge, Virginia ought to 
have learned the lesson of penitence. Instead of 
arraying herself in sheep’s-gray, she ought to have 
puton sackcloth and ashes. Instead of imbibing 
the distillation of corn, mixed with the products of 
the poultry-yard, she ought to have drunk the 
waters of bitterness, in view of her sin of slave- 
holding. f 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. And if you come 
among us we will do with you as we did with John 
Brown—hang you up as high as Haman. I say 
that as a Virginian. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ihave no doubt of it. 

[Here the hammer-fell.] 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. MAYNARD, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In rus Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 11, 1860. 


The House having under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 23) for the admission of Kansas into the Union— 


Mr. MAYNARD said: 

Mr. Speaker: We come to the discussion of 
Kansas affairs now under very different circum- 
stances from those under which we discussed them 
two years ago. For more than three years, there 
had reigned within the limits of that unhappy 
Territory, anarchy and civil war. We had heard 


all over the country of Kansas ‘‘outrages,’’ of 
Kansas “wrongs,’’ of contests between border 
ruffians*’ and the emissaries of ‘emigrant aid 
societies;” of ‘bowie knives” and `“ Sharpe’s 
riiles;”” of the wounds of “bleeding Kansas,” and 
the defloration of her “virgin soil.” Itis about 
two years since Congress passed what may be 
termed an enabling act, to allow Kansas to come 
into the Union under what is known as the Le- 
compton constitution, if she chose so to do; or, if 
she did not, to frame a constitution to suit herself, 
and come in under its provisions. 

The effect of that legislation upon the affairs of 
Kansas, every gentleman will bear me witness, 
has been to bring quiet and peace to heborders. 
Since the passage of that law we have heard 
nothing of these outrages; nothing of the turbu- 
lent proceedings that had disgraced her before 
that time; and if there were anything else wanted 
to justify the wisdom of Congress in that legis- 
lation, the effect produced by it is certainly that 
additional justification. Consequently, we are 
now permitted to consider our obligations towards 
Kansas coolly, carefully, deliberately, without 
any of that necessity which everybody supposed 
to be resting upon us during the last and the pre- 
vious Congress. We are now perfnitted to in- 
quire whether she comes here and applies for 
admiasion to the Union asa State under such con- 
ditions that we are required to grant the applica- 
tion. 

In the first place, has she a sufficient population 
to give her, under the last apportionment, a rep- 
resentation in Congress—I mean has shea popula- 
tion of ninety-three thousand four hundred and 
twenty penons; Theactof the last Congress pro- 
vided, that when that fact should be ascertained 
by a census legally taken, she should then, if she 
chose, be permitted to elect delegates to a conven- 
tion who might frame for her a constitution; and 
not before. 

It was suggested by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. PenpLeton] yesterday, that the taking of 
that census was devolved by the act upon the 
Federal authorities. I do not think so. Such is 
not the language of the act. Besides, if the Fed- 
eral Government had undertaken to make such 
a census, I care not how fairly, nor with what 
amount of pains it might have been done, if the 
result had demonstrated a population in the Ter- 
ritory of Jess than nincty-three thousand four 
hundred and twenty persons, pray tell me—and 
the question is certainly pertinent—pray tell me 
what do you suppose we should have heard about 
fraud; about Executive interference, and abuse 
generally of Executive power; of frauds at the 
Oxford precinct; of frauds at Kickapoo; of frauds 
at the Delaware Crossing; of frauds at Lecomp- 
ton; of frauds at Leavenworth; of frauds without 
| limit and without number? It was right, it was 
proper, that the Territory itself should take the 
census under her own legislation. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that I admitted yesterday that the 
census should be taken by the Federal authority? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I understood the gentleman 
notonly toadmitit, but to assert that it should have 
been taken by the Federal authority;and that, not 
having made an appropriation for this purpose, 
Congress had waived the necessity of a census. 

» Mr. PENDLETON. Op the contrary, I am 
well aware that, at the time the conference billwas 
passed, during the discussion of this feature of the 
bill, the question was raised whether the census 
should be taken by the Federal authority or the 
| territorial authority. The opponents of the bill 
then asserted that it must be by the Federal au- 
thority. The friends of the bill, on the contrary, 
asserted that it need not be taken by the Federal 
authorities. 
| Mr. MAYNARD. Iam veryglad that I mis- 
“understood the gentleman, or that he has better 
| considered the matter and corrects his statement. 
| Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir;I made no such 
statement yesterday. I have not changed my po- 
| Sitron. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I understand that this 
census was not ordered, eyen by the Territorial 
Legislature of Kansas, until after the convention 
had been held. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I certainly wish to do the 
gentleman from Ohio no injustice, and I will quote 


i| ant Committee on Territories—a 


from his remarks as published in the Globe: He 
says: S E te so 

tI cannot-believe that the Congress of the United States 
would insist upowa census as a condition precedent tothe 
admission of a State, when ‘they refused to appropriate the. 
necessary amount of money for taking it.2? © 0. Peper 

However that may be, it: seems that a census 
has been taken by the authority of the Territory; 
lt seems—no doubt to the surprise of the people 
there, as it was certainly to my surprise, for I 
frankly admit that, from information derived fram 
an official and anti-Leconipton source, which I 
deemed perfectly reliable, I had supposed Kansag 
to contain a population much larger than the rep- 
resentative ratio—it seems that, upon taking the 
census, instead of ninety-three thousand’ four 
hundred and twenty people, she has barely sixty 
thousand. s 

A Voce. The exact number is seventy-one 
thousand. j 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iam told the census shows 
she has seventy-one thousand. I think there is 
no reférence to a census having been taken of the 
population of that Territory, in the report of tha 
committee upon this subject. . We heard nothing 
about it in debate, until the fact was brought out 
by a question of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
[Mr. BanxspaLe.] 

I am satisfied, by the argument addressed to the 
House yesterday by the Delegate from Kansas— 
not from the expression of his opinion to that 
effect, but as a fair inferenee to bé derived from 
his argument—that she has not a sufficient popu- 
lation to entitle her to admission. . Two things 
in the gentleman’s speech were made very clear 
to my apprehension: one, that Kansas had not 
the requisite population under the legislation of 
the last Congress; the other, that the Delegate 
regarded her admission to the Union as a foregone 
conclusion, no matter what obstacles or objections 
might be interposed. 

To pass on. There is another objection in my 
mind to the admission of Kansas under the pres- 
ent application and with the present constitution. 
During the last Congress, it will be remembered 
that Minnesota and Oregon both made application 
to be admitted as States. It will perhaps be re- 
membered that I, and those with whom 1 act 
on political questions, opposed the admission of 
both those States. I opposed the admission of 
Minnesota with two Representatives, because I 
did not believe she had a population to entitle her 
to them. I also oppose Oregon because I did 
not beheve she had a population sufficient to en- 
title her to one Representative; and I do not believe 
at this day she has, in point of fact, fifty thousand 
people within her limits. < 

We opposed the admission of Both those States 
upon another ground—that their respective con- 
stitutions permitted aliens, resident within their 
limits, to have the privileges of soverciguty by 
conferring upon them the elective franchise. It 
wil be recollected that my colleague, the prede- 
cessor of the gentleman now sitting before me, 
[Mr. QuarLEs,] who for several years had hon- 
orably occupied a position upon the very import- 
i osition which 
has been taken away from us under the present 
organization of the House, and given to a mem- 


| ber of the dominant party, so that our voice is 


not heard in the deliberations of that committec— 
it will be recollected, I say, that my colleague 
then presented a minority report on the subject 
of the admission of Oregon, in which he discussed 
this question with his usual exhaustive ability; 
which report I prefer, for the sake of convenience 
and brevity, to adopt as a portion of my argu- 
ment; and I will take the liberty to append it to 
my remarks.—(Appendix A.) 

I do not propose to reargue the question. Suf- 
fice it that the position then assumed by us was 
this: that aliens, unnaturalized forcigners, ought 
not to enjoy the elective franchise, and cannot, 
under the Constitution, which was made for the 
benefit of citizens; that they ought not, therefore, 
thus to participate in the government of the coun- 
try. And again, that this action of individual 
States, conferring upon aliens the right of suffrage, 
is an indirect mode of conferring upon them tle 


| right of naturalization, in direct conflict with the 


Constitution, which grants this power to Con- 
gress alone. Iknowthatit is said we have noth- 
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ing to do with the right of suffrage in the several 
States. To a certain extent that is true, but not 
to.every extent. ‘We have the right, so far as af- 
fects the common interest of the Confederacy, to 
demand that none but citizens of the country, 
native or naturalized under the laws of Congfess, 
siall be permitted to participate, directly or indi- 
rectly,.in the conduct of the General Government. 
Indeed, I think we may go further. | i 

‘Let me puta case about which I think there will 
be no question. Suppose the Territory of New 
Mexico, for instance, should apply for admission 
as a State, with a constitution limiting the right 
of suffrage exclusively to persons of Spanish ori- 

in and of genuine Castilian blood: what would 

e the effect of such a provision? It would be not 
only to establish an aristocracy, but indirectly to 
establish an order of nobility. Will anybody pre- 
tend for a moment that we could not inquire into 
a provision of that kind, and prevent the admis- 
sion of the Territory coming to us with such a pro- 
vision in her constitution? The case of conferring 
the right of suffrage upon an alien enemy,‘a sav- 
age, a Pagan, a Hindoo, or a Hottentot, will 
readily occur. The framers of the Constitution 
obviously intended that Congress should have the 
sole power of determining who should be citizens 
of the Confederacy, permitted to take part in its 
government, ` 

I do not propose to reargue this question. I 
argued it in my humble way upon the Oregon bill 
at the last session of Congress; and I do not de- 
sire at this time either to repeat the argument or 
to amplify the position I then assumed. Iwill 
merely call the attention of the House to the sup- 
port accorded to the Representatives from Ten- 
nessee who were then upon this floor in opposi- 
tion to the Democratic party; to the response 
which their action on this subject received from 
their political friends at home. They met in State 
convention at Nashville, on the 29th of March, 
1859, directly after the adjournment of the last scs- 
sion ot Congress: Į will send to the Clerk’s table 
and ask to have read the sixth section of the plat- 
form adopted by them upon that occasion. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 
“That we are in favor of a reasonable extension of the 


eriod of probation now prescribed for the naturalization of 


‘oreigners, and a more rigid enforcement of the Inw upon 
that Subject; the prohibition of the immigration of foreign 
paupers and criminals; and the prevention of all foreigners 
not naturalized from voting at elections.” 


Mr, MAYNARD. “ And the prevention of all 
foreigners, not naturalized, from voting at elec- 
tions.” ‘That, sir, was onc of the positions on 
which the Opposition party of ‘Tennessce went 
before the people last summer, and on which seven 
out of the ten of her Representatives were returned 
to this House. @ . 

Without going into this question, or arguing it 
further, 1 wìll call the attention of the House to 
the provisions of the Kansas constitution, to show 
that it is obnoxious to the same objection as the 
constitutions of Minnesota and Oregon. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Certainly, sir. i 

Mr. NIBLACK. Permit me to inquire of the 
gentleman whether Tennessee, at one time, did 
not permit negroes to vote? 

r. MAYNARD. She did up to the year 1834. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Why, then, attempt to debar 
other States from regulating their suffrage, when 
Tennessee has done as the gentleman has stated? 

Mr. MAYNARD. ‘The fact that Tennessee, 
in anticipation of the Dred Scott decision, struck 
that obnoxious. and odious provision from her 
constitution, I think ought not, certainly at this 
late day, to be brought up in judgment against 
her, or any of her Representatives. She found 
out, in advance of the Supreme Court, that ne- 
groes were not citizens, and treated them accord- 


ingly. 

Mr. NIBLACK. The fact that Tennessee did 
permit negrocs to vote is a recognition of the 
principle that the States have the right to adjust 
this question each for, itself. : 

Mr. MAYNARD. By no means. It is evi- 
dence that her people formerly supposed free 
negroes to be citizens within the meaning of the 
Federal Constitution. But this opinion she long 
ago abandoned. I find, in the eleventh section 
of the act passed by the Territorial Legislature of 


| States. 


1 


Kansas, providing for the formation of a consti- 

tution for State government, the qualifications of 

persons entitled to vote in the several clections. 
et me call your attention to it: 

«That all white male citizens of the United States, and 
all those who shall have declared, on oath, their intention to 
become such? *  * * * “who shall be over the 
age of twenty-one years, and who shalt have been bona 
fide inhabitants of the Territory of Kansas for the period 
of six months next preceding each of the respective elec- 
tions, provided for by this act,? * * *  * shall 
be entitled to vote at the several elections,” &c. 


Such were the parties entitled to vote—aliens 
who had been in the country but six months, pro- 
vided they had declared on oath somewhere, and 
to someBody, their intention to become citizens, 
What else? 

t ‘That any person having the qualifications of an elector 


aforesaid, shall be eligible to become a delegate to the con- 
vention provided for by this aet.” 


So itis a legal possibility that this constitution, 
now presented to us, was framed by a convention 
which had not amongst its members a single citi- 
zen ofthe United States, either native or natural- 
ized. 

Let us look at their handiwork—the constitu- 
tion itself, 

The fifth article upon the subject of “ suffrage,” 
provides as follows: 

“ Every white male person?.— 


sy 

Negroes, it seems, are not favorites in Kan- 
sas, although they may be with her friends else- 
where— 

« Every white male person of twenty-one years and up- 
wards, belonging to either of the following classes—who 
shail have resided in Kansas six months next preceding any 
election, and in the township or ward in which he offers to 
vote at least thirty days next pre¢eding such election—shall 
be deemed a qualified elector: First, citizens of the United 
States; second, persons of foreign birth who shall have de- 
elared their intention to become citizens, conformably to 
the laws of the United States on the subject of naturaliza- 
tion.” 

So that members of Congress, who are to be 
chosen by electors having the same qualifications 
asare requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislature, may he chosen 
by aliens in six months after their landing in the 
country, and, of course, before they shall be natu- 
ralized as citizens. Looking at the qualifications 
required for members of the Legislature, we find 
that— 

‘No person shall be a member of the Legislature who is 
not at the time of election a qualified voter of, and a resi~ 
dent in, the county or district trom which he is elected.” 


Fence it appears that aliens unnaturalized may 
be representatives in the Legislature of Kansas, 
and, is virtue of their position, send represent- 
atives of the State to the Senate of the United 

What I say is this: that if the period of 

robation of a forcigner, before his naturalization, 
is too long, if six months’ residence is sufficient, 
then change your naturalization laws. If it is 
right to admit them to citizenship the moment 
they land upon our shores, change your rule, and 
make them citizens at once; clothe them with the 
character of our nationality; administer to them 
the oath of fealty to the Constitution, so that you 
have the power over them to punish them for 
treason, should they be guilty of that crime; so 
that you have the highest obligation you can im- 
pose upon their conscience to be true and loyal 
to your country and her interests. 

ee not propose to consume any further timé | 
upon this question, knowing, as I do, that a large 
number of gentlemen upon the one (the Demo- 
cratic) side of the Chamber are, by their previous 
congressional action, committed against the prin- į 
ciple, and believing, as I must, that the principle 
has very little weight with gentlemen upon the 
other (the Republican) side. 


I heard it suggested during the last Congress, | 
when we were passing upon the application of Min- | 
nesota and Oregon—may I hope the suggestions; 
was not true? [certainly will not vouch forit—that | 
our friends upon this (the Democratic) side of the f 
Iall were very much influenced in their action, if 
not in their judgment, by the fact that upon the 
admission of those respective States, there stood 
ready a Democratic delegation to take their seats 
in both Houses of Céngress. I hope that none 
acted upon that consideration. Iam not prepared 
to assert that they did, but certainly if they did, 
they have been most woefully disappointed. Min- 


`“ dians. 


hind. 


nesotanow has a Republican represéntation in this 
House, and in the Senate her delegation is neu- 
tralized by the opposite polities of her Senators; 
while in Oregon the Democratie gentleman now 
representing that State upon this floor is here 
barely by ‘the skin of his teeth, with a majority, 
if I mistake not, of less than fifty, and one of her 
places in the Senate is ominously vacant. 

If any such consideration now presents itself to 
gentlemen upon the other (the Republican) side, 
if they propose to admit Kansas for the purpose 
of any present partisan advantage, either in con- 
gressional or presidential contests, let me suggest 
that honesty in the long run is the best policy in 
politics, as in everything else; that in the turn of 
the wheel they may fare no better than their Dem- 
ocratic opponents have done in the case of Min- 
nesota. 

But the great object I had in addressing the 
House at this time, on this question, was to inter- 
pose a plea in behalf of the Cherokee nation of In- 
There was a time when their rights were 
very much regarded by this body; when the out- 
rages alleged to have been perpetrated upon them 
furnished a theme for the highest style of clo- 
quence. If you will refer to the history of that 
tribe all along during the administration of Gen- 
erai Jackson, you will find a full verification of my 
remark. It happens to me to be a resident of the 
territory which was formerly occupied by that 
interesting tribe. By successive treaties, from 
1785 down to the year 1835, they ceeded first one 
portion, and then another portion, of their terri- 
tory, until they finally abandoned the whole, and 
went upon their mournful exodus beyond the 
father of waters, and took up their residence on 
the soil they now occupy. I need not tell you, 
Mr. Speaker—for these are things which have 
passed before your own cyes, and within your 
earlier recollection—that this tribe of Indians is 
peculiarly interesting in its history and its char- 
acter; that it has numbered many of the most dis- 
tinguished individuals of the race of red men. 

There was, for example, George Guess, the 
Cadmus of the western continent, who, unaided 
and untaught, by the mere force of his individual 
genius, invented letters, and instructed his people 
in the art of writing—reducing to grammatical or- 
der their language, said to be wonderful in its flex- 
ibility, softer and more delicious than the Tuscan, 
There are the Rosses, the Ridges, the Boudinots, 
and many other men, who, if they had lived among 
a mightier people, and had brought to bear their 
talents, their ability, and their statesmanship ona 
wider field of action, would have made no mean 
figure in the history of the world. : 
~ As E have said, by the treaty of 1835, they 
ceded to the United States all that was left of their 
territory on this side of the Mississippi. As soon 
as that treaty was made, they commenced their 
preparation for their long and last journey to the 

Vest, to meet those of their tribe who had gone 
before them, under the previous treaty of 1828. 
It happened to me to visit the territory formerly 
occupied By the Cherokees after the Indians had 
left it, and before the white men had taken pos- 
session of it. It was in the early spring, about 
the time of the blossoming of the peach trees, I 
found a deserted, an abandoned, a desolate coun- 
try. The Indians had taken their movables; but 
much of their wealth they had, of course, left be- 
There were their farms, their houses, their 
fields, their orchards; and 

“ One rose of the wilderness left on its stalk, 
To mark where a garden had been.” 

They were a civilized people—not of the high- 
est type of civilization, to be sure, but still they 
had risen from a savage state to a civilized, and 
had-been treated with by the United States as 
sugh. It was indeed a goodly land—a land of 
fountains and hills, of valleys and water-courses— 
aud I could well understand the great reluctance, 
the despairing regret, with which they had left its 
and also the eagerness with which the white man 
pressed upon it, as, according to the Delegate from 
Kansas, he is pressing on the lands they occupy 
now. 

That exodus is a part of the history of the 
country. We all recollect how the treatment of 
the Indians by the people of Georgia was made 
matter of grave accusation, not only against Geor- 
gia, but against the Government of the United 
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States; and nowhere was there a Jouder note of 
indignation than in that portion of the country 
whose Representatives are now so urgently press- 
ing on us the importance of admitting Kansas 
under her present constitution. Were you or 
your fathers sincere then? I know that several 
of the gentlemen who have addressed the House 
on this subject have come into public life since 
the date of those events, and cannot be supposed 
to recollect much about them. But there are men 
of bald heads, and of white hairs, who do recol- 
leet, who do know, all about them. 1 ask them 
whether they were sincere then? And if they 
were, Lappeal to them now, as honest and sincere 
men, to listen to what I have to say in behalf of 
these people. 

Let me call attention to the treaties, the agree- 
ments, the bargains, the guarantees, under which 
they were induced to leave their beautiful homes, 
their.almost paradisiacal residence, so graphically 
described in-the pages of our national historian, 
Mr. Bancroft. (Appendix B.) Isay, let us look 
at the guarantees, the solemn pacts, the treaty 
obligations which this Government assumcd to- 
wards them before they were induced to leave 
tho land which had been the homes of their fath- 
ers-——back, back toa time whereof, literally, the 
memory of man runs not to the contrary. 

I will not weary the House by reference to all 
the treaties that have been made between the 
Cherokees and the United States. They have 
been numerous. But Iwill ask attention to a por- 
tion of the eighth article of the treaty of 1828: 

“Pho Cherokee nation, west of the Mississippi, having, 
by their agreement, freed themselves from the Harassing 
aud ruinous effects consequent on their location amidst the 
white people, and secured to themselves and their pos- | 
terity, under the solemn sanction and guarantee of the U 
ted States, as contained in that agreement, a large extent 
of uncinbarrassed country,” &e. 

That was the motive, the reason, which in- 
duced those of the tribe who first removed to leave 
the bones of their ancestors, and to seek a home 
in the wild region of the West, so far removed at 
that time that it was not supposed the wave of | 
our advancing civilization would be likely to dis- 
turb them, much jess to submerge them. 

I invite the attention of gentlemen to the final 
treaty of 1835; for I hope that, whatever may be 

our prepossessions, you will not knowingly | 

end yourselves to the commission of wrong, even | 

to a comparatively feeble tribe of Indians. In 
the second article of that treaty, commonly known 
as Schermerhorn’s treaty, made at New Echota, 
occurs this provision: 

“ And whereas itis apprehended by the Cherokees that 
in the above cession there is not contained a sufficient 
quantity of land for the accommodation of the whole na- 
tion on their removal west of the Mi: ippi, the United 
States, in consideration of the sum of $500,000, therefore 
hereby covenant and agree to convey to the said Indians, and 
their descendants, by patent, in fee simple, the following 
additional tract of land, situated between the west line of 
the State of Missouri and the Osage reservation: begin- 
ningat the southeast corner of the same, and running north 
along the east line of the Osage lands, fifty miles to the north- 
east corncr thercof; and thence cast to the west line ofthe 
State of Missouri: thenee with said tine south filty miles; 
thence west to the place ofbeginning ; estimated to contain 
eight hundred thousand acres of land ; but it is expres 
undérstood that if any of the lands assigned the Quapaw 
shall fall within the aforesaid bounds, the same shall be 
reserved and execpted out of the lands above granted, and 
a pro rata reduction shall be nade in the priecto be allowed : 
to the United States for the same by the Cherokees.” 


‘These are the * neutral lands” spoken of by the | 
Delegate from Kansas. By the fifth article of the |; 
same treaty it is provided: 


“ The United States hereby covenant and agree that the 
lands ceded to the: Cherokee nation in the foregoing articie 
shall, in no future time, without their consent, be included 
within the territorial Jimits or jurisdiction of any State or 
Territory. But they shall secure to the Cherokee nation 
the right, by their national councils, to make and carry into 
effect all such laws as they may deem necessary for the gov- 
ernment and protection of the persons and property within 
their own country, belonging to their people or such per- 
sons as have connected themselves with them: Provided 
always, That they shall not be inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution of the United States and such acts of Congress as 
have been, or may be, passed, regulating trade and inter- | 
course with the Indians; and also that they shall not be | 
considered as extending to such citizens and Army of the } 
United States as may travel or reside in the Indian country 
by permission, according to the laws and regulations estab- 
lished by the government of the same.” 


Mark this language: “ Shall not be included 
within the territorial limits or j&risdiction of any 
State or Territory, in all future time, without their 
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| vexations, and the harassing legislation which had 


‘strifes and contentions over this hapless Terri- 


| constitution presented to us. 


: anything of the kind. 
; edge, I should have offered the same amendment 
| to the Lecompton bill that I am about to offer to 


i okee Nation; a man who belongs to that class of 


consent.” What was the object of this peopie? 
It was that they should havé an opportunity, by 
settling in the remote region of the West, to oc- 
eupy a tract of country where they should not be 
disturbed by the presence ofthe white man; where 
they should not be liable to the annoyances and 


troubled them in Tennessee and Georgia. You 
remember these disturbances very well. Every 
lover of music will remember, in connection with 
the notes of ** Sweet Home,” the imprisonment 
of its gifted composer—Howard Payne. Youre- 
member that even the missionaries of the cross 
were forbidden to ċarry on their labors among 
them. And, Mr. Speaker, it isa very significant 
fact, showing how the times change, and we change 
with them, that the same body of Christian peo- 
ple who sent Worcester and Butler as missiona- 
rics to the Cherokee Indians, have, within the last 
year, withdrawn their missionary labor from an- 
other Indian tribe in the Southwest, for the sole 
reason that the people of that tribe are the owners 
and holders of slaves. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? Iwantto know from 
him how this constitution affects the Indians dif- 
ferently from the Lecompton constitution; and 
whether he did not vote for the admission of Kan- 
sas under the Lecompton constitution ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will answer that ques- 
tion; and when I come to answer it, I will clothe 
myselfin sackcloth, and cry peccavi! [Laughter.] 
I believe I will answer it now. 

A Vorce. Now is the time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, we have had 


tory; and they have been very bitter, and almost | 
without number. We have had constitution after | 
First we had the 

Topeka constitution; then the Lecompton consti- 

tution; then we had the Crittenden-Montgomery | 
amendment; and then we had the conference bill. | 
We fought them inch by inch. Gentlemen on į 
this (the Republican) side were eloquent in their | 
denunciations of Lecompton and the conference | 
bill. They were opposing it at every point; and 

yet the rights of the red man were never heard of. 

They were crowded out of view by the superior 

rights of the black man. I never heard a caveatin 

their behalf, execpt by a Senator from my own 

State, [Mr. Beur) upon the passage of the Kan- | 
sas-Nebraska bill, and, if I am not mistaken, by | 
one of the Senators from Texas. 


Now, I ask the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. }| 


. . i 
Srantoy,| [ask the chairman of the Committee | 


on Territories, (Mr. Grow,]} I ask every member 

on the other side of this Chamber, why was it 

that you stood by here, and saw this Lecompton 

constitution come in, without interposing for the 

Indian’s protection? Was it that you could see 

nothing but the negro? Was it that the Indian 

had lost all your sympathy? Why was it, that 

when you introduced your Crittenden-Montgom- | 
ery amendment, for which you all voted, you did | 
not even as much as whisper a word in behalf of | 
the red man? 


Has the Indian no rights—{ will | 
not say natural rights, but rights guarantied and i 
secured—which white men are bound to respect? | 
I confess, and F confess it very frankly, that the ) 
interference by Kansas with the rights of the Cher- | 
okce Indians was not known to sae, and F did not | 
even suspect it, until during the present session of | 
Congress. Neither the Committee on Territories, | 
nor the Committee on Indian Affairs, who are cs- | 
pecially charged with such questions, intimated | 
Hadit come to my knowl- | 
H 
! 


his, : 
Iwas about remarking when interrupted that 

among the notable men of the times in which we | 

ive,is John Ross, the Principal Chief of the Cher- | 


noble and heroic characters, the founders of States : 
and the law-givers to an unsettled and rude pop- į 
ulation. Though long acquainted with him by 
reputation, though having for years known and | 
admired his character, it never happened to me, 
until within the last few wecks, to make his per- 
sonal acquaintance; and it was then that I learned | 
for the first time—and to my surprise and indig- 
nation—that the territory that is proposed to be 


i 
i 
i 
} 
j 


t 
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incorporated into the State of Kansas includes, 
not merely these eight hundred thousand acrés of 
“ neutral lands” included in that part of the treaity ` 
which I have read, but also.a portion of the other 
lands. belong to that nation. : “* Why,” said he to 
me, ‘it is just putting us in the same-condition, 
and renewing in our midst the same strugglc'and 
strife that for years we had with the people ‘of 
Georgia, and to escape which we removed to the 
West.’? Í Ee 

But, asks my friend from Ohio, [Mr. PENDLE- 
ton,| are notall the Indian tribes in the ‘same con- 
dition as the Cherokees? - No, no, no; they have 
not all left their old hunting grounds; they have 
not all abandoned the graves of their fathers, and 
the lands where they hunted and roamed as the 
Cherokees have done, and they are not all, as. the 
Cherokees are, a people entitled to be ranked with 
the civilized tribes of the world. 

After the Cherokees had removed beyond the 
Mississippi, we all know, fromthe history of the 
times, that the old controversy growing out of the 
question of removal—acontroversy which wasirot 
only carried on by the chiefs, but went down to 
the very humblest ofthe people-—continued to work 
its unhappy consequences in their hew home, 
and resulted in a diminution of the numbers of 
the tribe. But the first article of the treaty of 
1846, to which J call the attention of the House 
for a moment, provided that ‘all the lands now 
occupied by the Cherokee nation shall be secured 
to the whole Cherokee people for their common 
use and benefit, and patents shall be issued for 
the same.” Since the ratification of that treaty 
of 1846, harmony and quict have prevailed among 
them, and they have increased until they now 
number, as I learn, something more than twenty- 
five thousand; and live in the hope that the time 
may not be far remote when they shall be admite. 
ted as one of the members of this Confederacy. 
Sir, the question, whether or not the red ‘man is 
capable of the highest civilization, has never been 
settled; possibly it never may he; certainly not if 
the policy that 1s sought to be perpetuated by this 
bill should obtain, and if he is to be overrun by 
the white population— settlers who are crowding 
in upon him in defiance of his. rights. These 
rights have been warmly urged by the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr Crarx,] both in his report 
and in his speech. What says the Delegate from 
Kansas? That the objection to the admission of 
his Territory, based upon the rights of the In- 


| dians, is a mere technicality—a mere sticking in 


the bark! A more striking illustration of the doc- 
trine that might makes right, than was ‘afforded 
by this part of his speech, cannot well be con- 


` ceived. 


Having stated what I conecive to be the rights 
of the Cherokees, as guarantied by the treaties of 
1828, 1835, and 1846, I will examine the provis- 
ions of the bill, to sce whether those rights are 
invaded. 

In the first section are defined the boundaries 
of the proposed State of Kansas, which bound- 
aries unquestionably include the cight hundred 
thousand acres of “ neutral land,” as well as a 
long, if not very wide, portion of the main reserva- 
tion, or, rather, grant. Thus we propose directly 
to violate our treaty guarantec, by including within 
the ‘ territorial limits” of Kansas the very lands 
that we pledged ourselves should never be so in- 
cluded, in all future time, without their consent, 
Appended to the section isan illusory, a deceptive 
provisofwhich I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing contained in the said constitution 
respecting the boundary of said State shall be construed to 
impair the rights of person or property now pertaining to 
the Indians in said Territory, so long as such rights shall 
remain unextinguished by treaty between the United States 
and such Indians, or to include any territory which, by treaty 
with such Indian tribe, is not, without the consent of said 
tribe, to be included within the territorial limits or jurisdic- 
tion of any State or Territory ; butall such territory shall be 
excepted out of the boundarics, and constitute no part of ihe 
State of Kansas, until said tribe shall signify their assent to 
the President of the United States to be included within said 
Srate, or to affect the authority of the Government of the 
United States to make any regulation respecting sueli {n- 
dians, their lands, property, or other rights, by treaty, haw, 
or otherwise, which it would have been competent to make 
ifthis act had never passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, that proviso 
can possibly have no effect to relieve these people 
from the inconvenience of being included within the 
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territoriallimits of onc of the States. The position 
was taken yesterday, bythe gentleman from Ili- 
nois, [Mr. McCiernanp,] that the treaty would 
be superior, and of course would be the paramount 
law. - Undoubtedly; but by the action of this bill, 
ipso facto, the treaty is violated. The spirit, the 
intent, the life of the treaty with the Cherokees 
was, that they should have secured to them a per- 
manent residence to all time; never to be brought 
within the boundaries of any State; so that they 
might not be subjected again to the troubles they 
had felt by being within the limits of Georgia, and 
so tempting the cupidity of her citizens or stimu- 
lating her State pride to remove them as intruders 
unwelcome within her borders. Itis mockery for 
us to say that the treaty is the supreme law, while 
in the very act of violating it. 

Whatare we doing now? We first throw a State 
line around the Indians, like the coil of a lasso, 
and then, by this illusory proviso, declare that 
they are not, in legal contemplation, included 
within the designated limits of the State, and that 
its jurisdiction is not to be exercised over them 
until they shall ‘signify their assent.” . Gentle- 
men here very well know what that language 
means. It means, to turn white men loose upou 
them and make the country too hot for them; to 
place them in an attitude where they would be 
forced to give their “assent;’’ to tell them, as we 
did in 1835, “Stand and deliver, or perish ;” to remit 
them to the same heritage of evil from which we 
promised to protect them when we induced them 
to leave their ancient home in the East. If I did 
uot misunderstand the Delegate from Kansas, 
already some seven hundred white families have 
gone upon those ‘neutral lands,” and taken up 
their abode there. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the permis- 
sion of the gentleman to call his attention to a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
in reference to the encroachments that are being 
made upon those lands. Lask the gentleman to 
have the letter read. Itis a short letter. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Very well; let it be read. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or PHE INTERIOR, 

; OFFICE INDIAN Arrais, March 13, 1860. 

Sm: Your commanication, at the instance ofa meeting 
Held by the settlers upon the Cherokee neutral lands, in 
Kansas Territory, bearing date February 28, 1860, has been 
received and duly considered by this office. 

Iris stated, in your lotter above referred to, that the set- 
thers, in whose Dehalf you write, made their settlements 
upon what was supposed at the time to be the reservation 
sotapart for the New York {ndians, and that they were not 
aware, imtil recent surveys, their locations were upon the 
Cherokee lands. Lhe excuse offered, in alegal point, is centi- 
(led to butlitte consideration. The Cherokee tands, as well 
as the New York traet, were alike secured to those tribes 
originally by solemn treaty obligations, whieh should have 
becu sufficient to protect them from trespass by all law-abid- 
i izens, Bo far from that, not only those two res 
, but alinost every reservation in Kansas Territory, 
have been eith attled or trespassed upon by the whites. 
This inereased disregard of Iaw and treaty stiptations in- 
duced Congress, on the 12th day of June, 1858, to pass an 
additional act, more stringent, iť possible, than the inter- 
course act of 1834, requiring the Commissioner of Cudian 
Affairs to remove all persons from any tribal Indian res 
vations who may be found thereon in violation of law. 
This act is to be found on page 332, United States Stat- 
utes at Large, volume LL. Hence it will be perceived that 
no discretion is teft to me as to the course to be pursued. 

However much my sympathy may be invoked in behalf 
of those who are regarded almost as my neighbors, still the 
Jaw is imperative, and must be obeyed. 

Whether these lands are necded for the use of the Indi- 
ans or not, forms no consideration for delaying the execu- 
tion of the law. Tt is unple nt tome to occupy a position 
antagonist to what the hardy pioneer regards $s his legal 
or equitable claims, or claims based upon supposed rights 5 
hut they cannot expeet me to deviate where both Iaw and 
official duty command. 

It is proper, also, that I shonld say, that no treaty with 
the Cherokees, for the purchase of the tract in question, is 
anticipated, ‘he Senate of the United States have inti- 
muted that no treaty involving the payment of money from 
the Treasury will receive the assent of that body. 

The large amount of vacant lands in Kansas and else- 
where would seein to fully justify ibis determjnution. It 
is unnecessary for me to attempt to disguise the fact that 
I should exceedingly regret a collision between the citizens 
and the authorities of the United States, and sincerely hope 
that the settlers upon the Indian lands will avoid so great 
acalumity; but, as at present advised, unless they obey 
the notice, the strong arm of the Government will be em- 
ployed to enforce it, however formidable they may be in 


numbers. i 
Yours, respectfully, A. B. GREENWOOD, 
Commissioner. 


CHARLES W. BLAR, Esq., Fort Scott, Kansas Territory. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Take the facts there dis- 
closed in connection with what was said last even- 


| deliberately-considered views of the so 


ing by the Delegate from Kansas; turn then, if 
you please, to that Indian people settled there, 
with no protection or security but the guarantees 
of our treaties, and I ask if they may not be well 
alarmed, if they may not well be apprehensive of 
a repetition of all the evils their race has ever felt 
in the presence of the white man? Shall we, by 
our legislation, put the State of Kansas in a posi- 
tion where any portion of her people will have an 
inducement or a temptation or an opportunity to 
invade the rights of these Indians further than has 
already been done, and then, in shcer mockery; 
to provide that they shall not disturb them with- 
out their assent? If they will surrender, not a 
drop of blood shall be spilled; they accept your 
faith, and you bury them alive. Is this the spirit 
in which we keep our plighted troth in dealing 
with an ancient friend, and a people powerless 
to protect themselves against our aggressions? 

It is well known, Lsuppose, that the Cherokees 
are slaveholders. I understand there are about 
two thousand slaves belonging to the people of 
the nation. Whcther that is right or wrong is 
a question upon which I shall, in this discussion, 
express no opinion. How far this tribe are in- 
debted for their civilization to the fact that they 
have held an inferior race in subjection, is a ques- 
tion which I shall not now consider. I confine my- 
sclf to the fact that, under theirlaws, they hold this 
species of property, and hold it under a guarantee 
which we ought to respect. I will not stop to 
inquire what will be their condition, what will be 
the security to this property, when included within 
the limits of the free State of Kansas. Itis simply 
a renewal of the old ‘border ruffian ? quarrel. I 
submit whether it is right, whether it is just, 
whether it is fair, to it ae these inoffensive peo- 
ple, at the hazard of their nascent civilization, 
to the same strifes from which we have ourselves 
so recently escaped. In this view of the case—for 
I do not wish to consume the time of the House 
unnecessarily, and I am aware other gentlemen 
desire to participate in the discussion—I will cm- 
brace this opportunity to make the motion that 
Louse bill No. 23, for the admission of Kansas | 
into the Union, be recommitted to the Committce 
on Territories, with instructions to amend it by 
limiting the boundaries, so as to exclude all lands 
belonging to the Cherokee nation of Indians. 

Thus much I think gentlemen on this (the Roe- | 
publican) side owe to themselves; they owe it to 
the American character; they owe it to this tribe 
of Indians, weak and feeble though they are, 
barely numbering thousands where we number | 
millions. Do not attempt to evade responsibility, 
and to give repose to. your conscience by compar- 
ing your action with that of the Democrats—by | 
showing that, if you have disregarded the rights of 
the Indians, so have your political antagonists. 
This is not an issue between you and them; nor 
yet between the North and the South. It is a 
question of national honor—of public faith be- 
tween the United States and the Cherokees. It | 
is not enough, when they complain, to say to them 
that they were included in the provisions of the | 
Kansas and Nebraska bill. Itis not enough to 
tell them that they were embraced and not pro- 
vided for within the limits of the Lecompton con- 
stitution. That might do very well as an argi 
mentum ad hominem for the members of the House; 
but itis no answer to the people who are to be 
affected and oppressed by this legislation. 

{Here the haminer fell.] 


APPENDIX A. 


The following is the portion of Mr. Zollicof- | 
for’s minority report, alluded to as expressing the 


uthern Op- | 


positiow iy the last Congress, on the question of | 
alien suffrage: 


“Phere is a single point in the constitution of Oregon 
against which he feels it his duty to enter his solemn pro- | 
test. Healludes tothe clause allowing unnaturalized ali 
to vote for members of the Legislature. He regards this 
clause as violative of the fundamentabprineiple of the Con- | 
stitution of the United States. It cannot be doubted that | 
such alien clectors are thereby to be regarded as at once | 
introduced as a component part of the sovercign power con- f 
trolling the Federal Government. ‘Phey therchy become, | 
according toall practical usage, electors of Representatives 
in Congress—electors of those who choose United States | 


Senators, and hold the power to determine the electors of 


i 
| 
| 

President and Vice President of the United States. Thus, | 


! to ‘conduct the government.’ 


| his person and property, and in their management.’ 


to the body of aliens so introduced into the body-politic is. 
given a direct or indirect power of control over every de- 
partment of the Federal Government. ‘This, he respect- 
fully but earnestly submits, is subversive of the very founda- 
tion idea of the Government itself. 

“ The Constitution of the United States was established 
by the people or citizens of the United States for their own 
benefit, and that of those who are to come after them, and 


‘not for the benefit of unnaturalized foreigners, owing no 


allegiance to the Government, and not bonad to defend it. 
It was ratified by the States; and they arc bound to observe 
and respect its principles. he first clause in the Consti- 
tution is the following declaration : 

“<< We, the people of the United States, in order to form 
a more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic * 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, and secure 
the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States 
of America.’ 

“The undersigned would call attention to the words ‘the 
people? ‘The Supreme Court, in the Dred Scott decision, 
interpreting this clause of the Constitution, expressly de- 
elares : 

«<The worde “ the people ofthe United States” and “ cit- 
izens” are synonymous terms, and mean the same thing. 
They both describe the political body who, according to our 
republican institutions, form the sovereignty, and who hold 
the power and conduct the Government through their rep- 
resentatives. They are what we familiarly cali the sover- 
cign people; and every citizen is one of this people, and a 
constituent member of this sovereignty? —- 

“That is, the Constitution, where it says ‘the people,’ 
means ‘the citizens, and that € every citizen’ is a ¢ con- 
stituent member of the body-politic,’? who ‘forim the sov- 
ereignty,? “hold the power and conduet the Government 
through their Representatives’ But does this exclude Cun- 
naturalized foreigners? Unquestionably it docs. The 
court continues: 

“<The Constitution has conferred on Congr 
to establish a uniform rule of naturalization, and this right 
is evidently exclusive, and has alwe been held by this 
court to bese, Consequently, no State since the adoption 

B an, by naturalizing an alion, invest 


of the Constitution 
him with the righés and privileges secured to a citizen of a 
ment,” Qe. 


32? 


the right 


State under the Federal Gover 

“ Again, says the court: ‘The word “ citizen”? excludes 
unnaturaized foreigners, the latter forming no part of the 
sovereignty, owing it no allegiance, and are therefore under 
no obligations to defend it.” The undersigned believes, with 
the Supreme Court, that the citizens of the United States 
are the bedy-politic, ‘the sovereignty,’ and that Cunnatu- 
ralized foreigners,’ who form no part of the sovercignty, 
owe it uo allegiance, and are under no obligations to defend 
it, cannot possibly be admitted to ‘hold the power and con- 
duct the Goverment through their Representatives’ with- 
out violence to the Constitution. 

“Ue believes with John ©. Calhoun that ‘alien? and 
‘citizen? are correlative terms, and stand in contvadistine= 
tion ‘to each others? that ‘the eficet of naturalization is to 
remove alienage p that ‘to remove alienage is simply to pat 
the foreigner in the condition of the native bora ;? that 
‘whatever diference of opinion there may be as to what 
other rights appertain to a citizen, all must, at Teast, agree 
that he has the right of petition, and also to claim tbe pro- 
tection of his Government. These belong to hin ns a memi- 
ber of the body-politic, and the possession of them is what 
separates citizens of the lowest condition from aliens and 
slaves. To suppose that a State can make an alien a citi- 
zen of the State, or, to present the question more epecifi- 
cally, can confer upon him the right of voting, would in- 
volve the absurdity of giving him a direct and immediate 
control over the action of the General Government, from 
which he has no right to claim the protection, and to which he 
has no risht to present a petition? (See speech in Senate, 
April 2, 1832 

“tt will be seen that Mr, Cathoun held that the ‘right of 
voting? appertains to citizenship. The Supreme Court 
exp d the same sentiment in other words ; that is, that 
the citizens form the sovereignty, hold the power, and con- 
duct the government. For the right of voting is the power 
Mr. Jefferson said, fa re- 
public’ is €a government by its citizens in mass,’ (see letter 
to Jobn Taylor;) and again, that ‘the tre foundation of 
republican governinent is the equal right of every citizen in 
(See 
These are but various forms for 


enjoye 
aid (see 
tofaut- 
frage is very } y regarded as a fundamental article of re- 
publican government. VEW newumbent on the conv 
therefore, vo define and establish this right i 
tion? And this they accordingly did in the se 
of the first article, as follows: 

“¢Phe House of Representatives shall be composed of 
members chosen every second year by the people of the 
several States; and the electors in cach State shall have 
the qualifieations requisite for electors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State Legislature.’ 

“Tere the words ‘the people? of the several States are, 
as the Supreme Court bas declared, equivalent to ‘the 
citizens of the s al States, and therefore unquestionabiy 
exclude all but citizens. ‘The word ‘qualifications,’ in the 
as se of the section, excludes even a portion of the 

such portion as may be excluded for want ofa 


citizen: 
frecholder, or other < qualification requisite’ in the several 
States. In some of them, at the time the Constitution was 
framed, all citizens not possessing-a ‘freehold? were ex- 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1860: 2) a 


6TH M CONG Aer Sess. 


Ho. or Reps. 


Admission of Kansas—Mr. Parrott. 


cluded; while in others other qualifications were requisite 
for electors of the most numerous branch of the Legislature. 
In some, ail citizens were allowed to vote; in none, Bow- 
ever, wasthe right granted to unnalwralized foreigners. Such 
a thought as allowing aliens to take part in the election of 
members of Congress, never seems to have occurred to tie 
convention, ‘fhe word ‘qualifications’ was unguestion- 
ably intended to limit, to restrict, to confine the body of 
voters to such portion of the citizens as were allowed to 
vote in the several States, while the words ‘the people of 
the several States? absolutely excluded all others; because 
the ons Were ‘no part of the sovereignty, owing it no 
ianec, and under no obligations to derend it? 

te Upon this point, fortunately, we are not lett to conjec- 
ture. ‘he whole debate in convention on the adoptiou of 
this section of the Constitution is before us, and it throws 
a tiood of light upon this question. Hoere is its substance. 
Gouverncur Morris moved to strike out of this section the 
elnuse relating to ‘qualifications,’ and to insert instead that 
yonc bute t sholde y should vote. Phe debate then turned 
wholly upon this precise issue r. Wilson opposed the 
motion of Mr. Morris, on the ground that it would be‘ hard 
and disagrenble to exclude front voting’ those who vote tor 
ntatives in the State Les Mr. Eilsworth 
the people will hot readily subscribe to the national 
hould subject them to be disfranchised? 


Sig 
Constitution if it 


Colonel } d, ‘eight or nine States have extended 
the rigat o suffrage beyond freeholders. What will the peo- 
ple there s say uf they should be eraen P Mr. Butler 


amend- 


pported th 


ment, avogan g « re 
veholders Mt. Madison said ‘the 
certa uly one of the fundamentat artic a 


tures S Whether the constitutional guallfcation Ought 
to be « freehold, would with him depend much on the re- 
eeption such a a hange wonld meet with by the people, &e. 
In several of the States a freehold was now the gualifica- 
tion? Jr. Franklin was opposed to ‘the elected narrow- 
ing the limits of the electors? Mr. Mereer objected to the 
footing on which the guatification was put. Mr. Ruticdge 

opposed ‘the idea of restraining the right of suffrage to the 
freeholders.? °? 

«Thus the whole body of debaters saw in the word ¢ qual- 
ification’? nothing but restriction, limitation, narrowing the 
limits of the electors. The tinal conclusion Wi ts to narrow 
the limits only where the States had themselves expressly 
lone so—that is, everywhere to let those citizens vote for 
i u Congress who were, permitted to vote 

i numerous branch or the State 

le But the idea of letting aliens vote is not only 

exciuded absolutely by the first clause of the section con- 

fining the rigut to the ‘people? or citizens, but from the 

whole tenor of the debate it is manifest that it did not 

eater the brain of any solitary member of the conven- 
tion. 

“ The undersigned does uot mean to assert that Congress 
enn look into the constitution of a State asking tor admis- 
sion further thas to see that itis republican, and notin con- 
tliet with that of the United States; or that the General Gov- 
emment can regulate the right of suflrage in the States. Far 
from it, tis the rig ight of & every State to determine who of 
its own citizens shall vote for every office; and inregard to 
offices strictly municipal, the States may constitutionally, 
if they choose, permitaliens to vote. Butwhilst the States 
may confer upon aliens rights of citizenship in matters per- 
taining, exclusively to the State, they cannot constitute tie 
status of citizenship, they cannot convert aliens into citizens, 


that power having been conferred by the Constitution upon | 
Congress aloue ; “and they cannot, therefore, give to aliens : 


to the Federal 


ther rights ofcitizenship in matters pertain’ 
ht to vote for 


Government. But to, give to ations the 
members of the State | Legislature, 


trol over every deparlmentof the Ge 
therefore it js our duty to resist this innovation upon the 
rights of the Genera] Government at the very threshold. As 
the people tramed, and the States ratified, the eral Gov- 
ernment as it is constituted, they are bonnd by every con- 
sideration of good faith to stand by it in its Jetter and spiri 
Whilst the rights of the States as they have been re re 
should be sedulously maintained, those rights which have 
been conceded to the General Government should not be 
ruthlessly ignored. Especialy is this true with re 

those elemental principles upon which r 
vation. Thoe General Government stand 
all forcign innovation or invasion. 
the citizens of the United States for their own benefit and 


betwe 


the benetit of those who are to become citizens by birthuight | 


or nituralization. in all the clective governments, in all 
ages, from the ti 
the right of suf 
citizens. This fundamental principle of sclf-preservation 
having been fully granted to our General Government, it is 
unwise and unsafe to ignore it, and give thoughtlessly the 
destinies of sucha government into the hands of those who 
“owe it no allegiance,’ have ‘no right to claim its protec- 
tion,’ or even to present to it fa petition. d 
«When a State has once been admitted into the Union, 
with such provision as that pointed out in the Oregon con- 
stitution, the undersigned would not counsel coercion by 
the P: ederal Governmentto bringabouta change. Butwher 
a ‘Lerritory asksto put on the garb of State sovereignty, and 
to be admitted into the Union, is, in his judgment, the pre- 
cise point of time at which to make this issuc. Such pro- 
posed State should be required to conform, to use the lan- 
guage of Mr. 


which rege ards ać republic,’ to use the language of Mr. Jef- 
erson, as ea government by tts citizens in mass? In ti 
par ticular, the Oregon constitution is not only not ¢ republi 
can buti is in direct conflict with the Constitution of the 
United States. 


bil admitting Oregon into the Union, 
“T, K, ZOLLICOFFER.” 
> 


s the case in the Ore- | 
gon constitution, gives them incidentally a power of con- i 
i Government, and | 


pus and | 
It was established by | 


> of Grecian republics down to our time, | 
e has been held to belong to none but į 


Madison, to the ¢ fundamental articles of i 
republican government’—particularly that great first article | 


For this, and the foregoing reasons, the | 
undersigned is constrained to w ithhold Dis assent from the | 


i and when, witha singularstultification,as itscems | 


| tended to keep the State of Kansas out of the 


(By 

‘The following description by the great histo- 

rian of the region originally occupied by the Cher- 

okees, will bet recognized as exquisitely truthful by 

every one familiar with Eastern Tennessee, and 

the country surrounding. Can the most callous 
read it without an emotion of sympathy? 


“V. The mountaineers of aboriginal America were the 
Cherokees, who occupied the upper valley of the Tennessee 
river, far west as Muscle 8 s and the highlands of 


Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama—the most picturesque and 

most salubrious region east of the Mis ppi. Theirhomes 

were encircled by bine hills rising beyond hills, of which 

the lofty peaks would Kindle with the early light, and the | 
overshadowing ridges envelop the valleys like a mass of 

clouds. There the rocky cl ts, rising in naked grandeur, 

defy the lightning, and mock the loudest peals of the thun- f 
der-storm; there the gentler slopes are ecvered with ma: 
nolias and flowering forest trees, decorated with roving 
climbers, and ring with the perpcinal note of the w: hip- 
poor-w ill; there the wholesome water gushes profusely from j| 
the carth in transparent springs; spow-whi 
ter on the hill-sides; and the r low, 
to the cye, rush th rough the narrow vales, whieh the abund- 
ant straw berry erbnsons, and coppices of rhododendron 
and fiaming azalea adorn. At the af the leat, the srait | 
of the hickory and the chestnut is thich rown on the 


ground. ‘Phe © soil teens wi nt herbage, on | 
whieh the roo fattens: i | 
with ince; and daybreak i 


shrill or the social night hawk 
the mocking-bird. Lhrough this lovedy r 
tered the tittie villages of the Cherokees, nearly y i 
number, cach consisting of but a few cabins, erected where | 
the bend in the mountain stream offered at once a derense 
and a strip of alluvial Their towns were 
always by i k i iver, and they loved 
their nati loved its rivers—the K 

owce, the Tugeleo, the Plint, a the beantiial brane 
of the Tennessee, Running , inviting to the 
tempting the angler, alluring wild fowl, were necessary 
Agi. Their fan uae, ice that of the lroyn 


Sai bo n able t to SASCOVEE 
roots of words, ‘Lhe ‘h 
were a nation by thenise 
cent safe in their une 
decked their war-chiets ¥ 


s, they hi 
the ne cagle’s 
rthceir‘ told beloved men 2? 
of barbarous mig 
ti rc 


may have broken harnue 
ture was the strong aily o 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


SPEECH OF HON. M.J. PARROTT, 
OF KANSAS TERRITOR 


In tue House or aoe eee 
efpril 10, 18 


| 

il 

The House having under consideration the bih (H. R. 4 

No. 23) for the admission of Kansas into the Union-- i! 

Mr. PARROTT said: i 

Mr. Senaxrer: F do not propose, under al] | 
the circumstances, to inflict on the House a 

elaborate speech in regard-to the merely political || 


i 
questions connected with Kansas Terri tory; but || 
l should do injustice, both to myself and to mg | 
constituents, if L did not come forward and meet || 
the objections brought by the genUeman who has if 
made the minority report. L shall do go in aj! 
spirit of frankness and candor, submitting my- | 
self fairly, and cheerfully even, to interrogatorics 
from all sides of the House. F will say more: if} 
any reasonable man shall believe that L have not || 
fairly met every objection that has been made, L| 
will give up this controversy, go out of the Louse, | 
and ask my constituents to send somebody here || 
who does understand their case. The cause itself 
is unanswerable, I shall meet, then, every, objec- 
tion, and meet it fairly and squa wely. 

When the Lecompton constitution was ad- 
judged to be a fraud, two years ago, in this House, 


to me, men could be found in this House ready || 
to pronounce it a fraud, and at the same time to | 
tender it to the people of Kansas as their organic | 
law; when, Í say, that constitution was stricken 
down, there sprung out of it that mean and false ; 
contrivance known as the English bill. ~ | 
The title of that bill was a “false title; its pro- | 
visions were deccitful and double. It is entitled | 
“ An act to admit the State of Kansas into the | 
Union,” when ev erybody knows that it was in- | 
i 

Union. For, sir, we all know that the people of 
the Territory had rejected the Lecompton consti- 
tution. They senta Delegate to this House to pro- 


H myself and dishonor t 


jj ions. What next, sir? 


test against its acceptance, which protest Lentered 
early. ‘and often duri ing that controversy. Te was 
known they had yojocted it, when, on a specific 
issue made, they polled a -vote of five thousand 
majority againstit, in January of 1858;and it was, 
moreover, known that that Lecompton. constitu- 
tion, which was pretended to be ratified in Decem- 
Ler of 1857, was the culminating point of a-long 
series of frauds and aggressions ou the rights of the 
people of the Territory. 

Sir, I was amazed. the other day.to hear the Le 


„tinguished member from Alabama, [Mr. Connry,] 


who has a reputation for ingenuousness, paying 
posthumous honors to the Lecompton constitu- 
tion. 1 ask that gentleman to look,at.the votes 
poled in certain precinets in the December clee- 
tion of 1857, in the pretended submission of the 
Lecompton constitution. Lethim look at Oxford 
and Kickap 100 and Delaware Crossing, and com- 
pare the vote then reported with the returns from 
those precincts at every general election since, up 
to this time, and note the disparity. The mus- 
tered clans and hosts of December, 1857, atOxford 
and Kickapoo, whither have they gone? Ask the 
political conjurors who summoned these mythical 
myriads to appear upon the stage for the accom- 
plishinent of sinister designs. 

At ño clection since that pretended affair, have 
all these precincts combined polled. more than 
three or four hundred votes; and yet, sir, if you 
subtract the thousands which were polled there 
in December, 1855, you would have the Lecomp- 
ton constitution left naked—stripped of. the fac- 
titious vote through which it was sought to be 


| juggled off upon the ercdulity of Congress and the 


country. 

Sir, 1 do not know that I should myself be po- 
litica lly dispicased to find that those who differ 
with me honestly and conscientiously, regarding 
the policy of our country in respect to slavery, 
ac so far pressed to the wall as to stand and plant 
themselves upon the ground of the Lecompton 
constitution, Itis, sir, a confession of weakness; 

and Lam notat all apprehensive that the judg- 
ment of history will be disturbed or misled in 
regard to the merits of that measure, That judg- 
ment has been already pronounced in every sec- 
tion of the country, for bas not a distinguished 
Senator (Mr. Hammond] of South Carolina said, 
in Janguage, if not very elegant, at least idiomatic, 
that it ought to have been * kicked out of Con- 
giess’? the moment it was presented there? 

But, sir, this English bill was a proposition odi- 
ous and offensive to the people of the ‘Territory. 
{twas hardly less revolting I hope to the country 
at large, on account of its intense discrimination 
ainst the institutions of the free States. . It pre- 
eribes one rule for the admission of a slave State, 


J and another, with superadded and onerous con- 


ditions, for a free State, itis thus partial, invid- 
ious, and unfair. What have the people of Kan- 
sus said in reply? In effect, ‘* We desire ad- 
mission into the Union, but not such admission; 
we desire, if we come jinto the Union, to come 
with our honor untarnished and unsullied—on an 
equal footing with the original States—not only as 
a confede rate, but asa cocqual in the family of 
Siates.’ 

I shall say nowhere in the course of my remarks 
that the people of Kansas have succumbed to the 
provisions of the English bill. I should despise 
iem iff believed they r 
had itin contemplation to give way to its provis- 
They have seen fit to form 
another constitution, and the President of the 
United States has come forwar rd, and, in language 
nearly identical with that of the minority report, 
addressed to the Thirty-Fifth Congress, has an- 
ticipated the formation of the constitution and 
| declared it to be a revolutionary act. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Lunderstood the gentle- 
man to say just now that the people of Kansas 
have not succumbed to the English bill? 

Mr. PARROTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 desire to ask him if they 
did not vote under its provisions ? 

Mr. PARROTT. 1 will answer that they did 
vote, but they were not parties to that law. They 
repudiated its restrictive clause as inoperative, 
for reasons which 1 shall presently state. I ask 
you—I putittothegenticman from Mississippi— 
whether it could be fairly said that, having rejected 
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the Lecompton constitution, they were bound by 
all the provisions of that bill? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Why, sir, I hold that 
they were bound by the provisions of that bill. 
That is the point which I have made. Whether 
they voted or not, it was their duty to do it; and 

“I hold it was their duty to obey all the provisions 
of that bill. Hence I am opposed to the admis- 
sion of Kansas upon that very ground: that she 
would be admitted in palpable violation of the 
law passed by Congress. 

Mr. PARROTT. I must pass on, Mr. Speaker. 
The people of Kansas have presented another 
constitution here, and I wish, before I advance to. 
the consideration of specific objections 

Mr. COX. Before the gentleman leaves that 
point, I beg’ that he will allow me to ask hima 
question. 

Mr. PARROTT. 
that purpose. 

Mr. COX. He says that the people of Kansas 


I yield to the gentleman for 


never, in any way, recognized that bill of the con- | 


ference committee. Is that his statement? 
Mr. PARROTT. I said they had never suc- 
eumbed to the restrictive provisions of that bill. 

Mr. COX. Oh, no; you did not use the words 
s restrictive provisions. ”” 

Mr. PARROTT. Well, I say that now, and 
I said that before. 

Mr. COX. Well, I ask my friend, in justice 
to the men who voted for that bu, to answer this 
question —— 

Mr. PARROTT. I do not want to be drawn 
from the line of my argument. 

Mr. COX. Ah, but the gentleman must state 
the truth as it occurred there; and it is this: that, 
in purstiance of the provisionsof that bill, clearly 
followed in every particular by the commission- 
ers, thero was an clection in Kansas; and by that 
election the sense of the people was taken, and 
Lecompton, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories said this morning, was throttled and 
killed by it; and it was intended, by many of the 
men who voted for that bill, to give that very op- 
portunity to the people to break down that consti- 
tution which they spurned. 

Mr. PARROTT. The gentleman is vindicat- 
ing his own action, and not asking mea question. 
T cannot yicld for such a purpose. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman knows that Gov- 
ernor Denver himself, by official proclamation, fol- 
lowing up the provisions of that conference bill, 
proclaimed the number of votes cast, and at the 
end of his proclamation, in pursuance of that very 
conference bill, declared that the Lecompton con- 
stitution was not the choice of the people of Kan- 


Bas. 

Mr. PARROTT. J cannot yield any longer to 
the gentloman. He does not interrogate me. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman 
from Kansas allow me to answer the gentleman 
from Ohio? : 

Mr. PARROTT. No; I must decline to yield 
further. I shall come to that point presently. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will do it in one 
minute. 

Mr. PARROTT. Very well; go ahead, if it is 
any accommodation. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. When one Congress 
attempts to restrict the powers of a succeeding 
Congress, every man who knows the elements of 
law atail knows that the restrictive act is void, 
absolutely void; and when onc Congressattempted 
to say thatanother should notadmit Kansas, they 
did an act that had no validity whatever; they 
passed a law that could not be binding, and that 
was in violation of the Constitution of the coun- 
try. 

Mr. PARROTT. Iam comine to that directly. 
l was about to say, when I was interrupted, that 
this case is to be diseriminated from preceding 
applications made by this Territory for admission 
into the Union. Kansas has once been admitted 
by the House of Representatives as a State; upon 
another occasion, it has been admitted by the 
Senate; and upon a third occasion, when both 
Houses conjoined to invite her into the Union, 
the proposals were declined. But, sir, these were 
contests of factions; they rested upon peculiar and 
political grounds, and not upon arguments of the 
intrinsic fitness of the Territory to become a State, 
by reason of the numbers, the homogeneousness, 


the aggregate or distributive wealth of its people, 


or any argumentof economy. Itisdue to candor 
that thus much should be stated. 

These preceding applications were urged on the 
ground of political necessity, arising out of the 
confusion and disorder prevalent in the Territory. 
For example: the Topeka constitution was passed 
by those friendly to the establishment of free in- 
stitutions, because the territorial government had 
been wrested from the hands of the settlers, and 
there was no legal relief, except in the adoption 
of that constitution. The Lecompton constitution 
was passed for exactly opposite reasons, because 
the usurpers and invaders would be driven out of 
the Territory, and all their years of struggle, and 
the unripe fruits of invasion, would be thrown 
away, unless that constitution could be ratified by 
Corferess. But this is a different case; it stands 
upon the intrinsic fitness of the country to become 
a State. The Territorial Legislature initiated the 
measure by passing a law for the regulation of the 
subject. Admonished by the haste and imperfec- 
tion of previous attempts in this behalf, they now 
prepared to move forward by slow and gradual 
steps, consulting the people at every stage, so that 
if, at any time, from first to last, the popular voice į 
failed to buoy tip the movement, it must drop and 
be lost—the whole scheme fail. In the first place, 
the specific question was stbmitted, whether the 
change was desirable; and it was passed upon 
as a separate and distinct question, unmixed with 
anything else, at an election appointed for that 
purpose only. It occasioned but little surprise to 
me that this question failed to elicit a vote pro- 
portioned to its great importance, and a much less 
universal expression than could be desired in a 
business of this magnitude. 

In the first place, abstract questions of this kind 
rarely engage, ardently and deeply, the popular 
attention; but in the present case, | attribute the 
light vote chiefly to the fact that the public mind, 
long kept in a tension straining after the public 
safety, naturally underwenta reaction,and inclined 
to repose when the sense of immediate danger no 
longer threatened. The summing up of the vote 
showed a majority of five to one in favor of the 
State movement. In the next place, the conven- 
tion having been called, came an election for del- 
egates to represent the people therein. This ques- 
| tion excited a universal interestanda warm contest 

in every district of the Territory, The delegates 
were chosen; the convention met; a constitution 
wasframed. Itwassubmitted for ratification some 
two months after its adoption by the convention 
and its publication and circulation among the peo- 
ple. The election was again a special one, for 
this purpose, and for thisalone. The constitution 
was ratified by two thirds of the votes cast; and 
I think I may reasonably assume, that, but for 
false arguments employed to mislead the public 
j mind in respect to some material clauses of the 
instrument—particularly the article on suffrage— 
the vote againstit would have been wholly insig- 
nificant. In point of fact, therefore, the consti- 
tution may be taken as aceeptable to nearly the 
entire body of the people of the Territory. Nor 
docs this approval standalone. The sober second 
thought of the people is not wanting; for it was 
put in issue again in the election of a Delegate, 
among whose prominent duties would be that 
| whieh I am now attempting to perform, to wit: 
the pressing of the constitution upon Congress; 
| and in this the former emphatic expression was 
renewed. Finally,a third ume, this judgment was 
| yeaflirmed in clecting State officers and a State 
Legislature from the ranks of the party friendly 
-to the constitution. Thusit appears now, beyond | 
doubt or cavil, that the public interest and ap- 
proval, not strong in the first part, rose at last to 
a height of zeal corresponding to the magnitude 
| of the movement, and bore up by heavy and re- 
peated verdicts, through many trials, the friends | 
| of a State government under this constitution. 
This much is clear, and can form no part ofany | 
| controversy arising out of the consideration of 
| this subject: that the people of the Territory 
| did, deliberately and dispassionately, demand a 
; convention to frame a constitution and State gov- 
; ernment; that they constituted a convention of 


| 
1 


| delegates, freely and fairly chosen from among | 
themselves, tomake such constitution; and finally, 
that they did thrice declare their entiye and un- 


qualified approval and acceptance of the instru- 
ment framed and submitted to them by the con- 
vention. No part of this ground is debatable. 

The first inquiry which presents itself is: were 
the people in the exercise of a legitimate power 
in doing what they have done? ‘Uhe practice of 
the Government has not been uniform in respect 
to the preliminary steps towards a State govern- 
ment. In some instances, perhapsin most, Con- 
gress has authorized the people, by what is called 
an enabling act, to frame a constitution prepara- 
tory to application for admission into the Union; 
in other, and not a few instances, the people have 
proceeded on their own motion, as in this case. I 
am not aware that their right to do so has ever been 
seriously called in question; at any rate, it is safe 
to say that the exercise of this” power by, the 
people has never been deprecated or condemned 
by Congress as illegal or revolutionary. 

This right is now put in-issue. It is said by 
the President of the United States, and said by 
the distinguished gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Crarx,] whose signature is appended to this mi- 
nority report, that the people of Kansas had no 
right to make a constitution. Mr. Speaker, there 
are few political heresies known to the world that 


| this Administration has not fallen into, and one 


of the worst and most injurious to our progressive 
socicty is the dogma in which he announces that 
one Congress cannot repealalaw made by another 
Congress; that our laws, like those of the Medes 
and Persians, are irreversible. I now pass to 
consider whether the people ofa Territory can be 
restricted of a constitutional privilege, and whether | 
this act is such a privilege. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. ‘Will the gentle- 
man from Kansas allow me to say: 

Mr. PARROTT. [cannot yield now. 


Tam 


| at this moment speaking of the President. I will 


come to you in a moment. [Laughter.] The 


|| President says, in his message to the Thirty-Fifth 


Congress, second session, he does not presume 
the people of Kansas will have the hardihood to 
frame another constitution without the consent of 
Congress. And now, sir, what is the application 
of the people of Kansas upon which we are now 
toact but an application upon their part to Con- 


| gress to repeal the restrictive clause of the Eng- 


‘Tish bill? Is it lawless for the people of Kansas 


| to petition Congress for a redress of their griev- 


ances? That, sir, is no new question; but it pre- 
sents the very point in issue. In the year 1836, 
in the case of Arkansas, this whole question was 
presented, discussed, and decided: that the pre- 
sentatio of a constitution, framed by a constitu- 
tional conventiom, was nothing but an exercise of 
the great constitutional prerogative of the people 
to petition Congress for a redress of their griev- 
ances. And this is the mode; this is the partic- 
ular degree of relief for which they have prayed. 

Attorney General Butler, speaking of this Ar- 

kansas case, said, in relation to the right of the 
people of a Territory in this respect : 
_ «They undoubtedly possess the ordinary privileges and 
immunities of citizens of the United States. Among these 
is the right of the people peaceably to assemble and peti- 
tion the Government for the redress of grievances. dn the 
exercise of this right the inhabitants? * * ç %*  * 
“may meet together in primary assemblies or in conven- 
tion? + w g * č for the purpose of petition- 
ing Congress to abrogate the territorial government, and to 
admit them into the Union as an independent State. The 
particular form which they may give to their petition cau- 
not be material so long as they confine themselves to the 
mere right of petitioning and conduct all their proceedings 
ina peaceable manner. If, therefore, they see proper to 
accompany their petition by a written constitution, framed 
and agreed on by them,” 8 x ai * “I per- 
ceive no legal objection to their right to do so.” 

So I say now, to the gentleman from Missouri. 
When he assumes that the people of Kansas are 
guilty of lawlessness, because they have assem- 
bled in convention, I tell him that his English bill 
is inoperative and void, because itis in contraven- 
tion of the right guarantied by the Constitution 
to the people, peaceably to assemble and petition 
Congress for a redress of their grievances. 

But, sir, right hore let me observe to that gen- 
tleman, that there is another point to which I wish 
to call his attention. He has been very free Ip 
bringing in a bill of indictment against the people’ 
whom I represent; and I must be allowed to ob- 
serve, with all duewespect to him, that it comes 
with peculiar infelicity froma citizen of Missouri 
in his place here to charge the people of Kansas 
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with lawlessnessand disorder. All now see clearly 
the truc aspect of this feature of the case, notwith- 
standing the most industrious efforts have been 
made to.conceal it from the public cye. It is 
now known, as well as anything ever can or will 
be known, that it was the repeated raids of ruf- 
fians and cut-throats of Missouri, with a view to 
overwhelm the infant settlements of the Territory, 
that first set burning in Kansas Territory the fire 
that afterwards spread all over the land, and re- 
cently broke out with such fatal fiercenessat Har- 
per’s Ferry, in Virginia. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Task the gentle- 
man to allow me to say that he is in great error, 
both in his remarks, and in the spirit in which 
he delivers them, against the people of Missouri. 

Mr. PARROTT. Iwas not speaking of the 

cople of Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The gentleman was 
in crror, as the history of the times will show. 

Mr. PARROTT. The gentleman must not 
take up my time by going into a prolonged dis- 
cussion of that metter; we can do that, if neces- 
sary, another time. | 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I just want to say | 
that the history of the times will show that it was, 
if men went into Kansas from Missouri for un- 
lawful purposes, they were instigated to go there 
by the persons who were selected and sent out 
by the emigrant aid societies of New England. 
(Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. THAYER. The gentleman from Kansas | 
yiclds to me to reply to the remark of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Crarx] in relation to 
the New England Emigrant Aid Company. On 
sevcrak occasions I have sought the floor, when 
charges have been made here against that com- 
pany, for the purpose of showing what it was, | 
and how it acted. F have, in one speech made in 
this flall, defined its operations; I have shown it 
to be simply a business organization, conducted 
on business principles, for the purpose of making 
investments in the Territory of Kansas, They | 
never paid any one’s expenses to that Territory; 
they never expended one dollar in the purchase 
of arms for any of the people who went to that 
Territory; they never made any contributions of 
money in the shape of gifts at any time; they had 
in view simply and always legitimate business 
purposes; and if they failed to conduct their op- 
erations upon legitimate business principles, they 
were amenable to the courts of justice whenever 
they violated the rules that govern business cor- 
porations; but that has never been charged; no 
suit has ever been brought against them. 

Mr. REAGAN, Willthe gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts permit me togsk him whether the proj- | 
ect of this emigrant aid project did not originate | 
amongst politicians in Washington city, for the 
accomplishment. of political purposes? P 

Mr. THAYER. No, sir. On the contrary, I 
originated the plan myself. I framed the charter 
of that Emigrant Aid Company. [laid every tim- 
ber in the plan of its organization, and am alone į 
responsible for it, Twas a member of the Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature at the time; andif the Kan- 
sas and Nebraska bill had not passed, I would 
have applied the cnergies of the company to some 
other purpose; but that bill having passed, I 
thought it opened a very good field for operation. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to propound another question ? 

Mr. PARROTT. Lmust object to my time be- 
ing consumed by this interlocutory discussion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lonly wished to ask the gen- 
tleman whether the plan had not previously been 
sct on foot here, in Washington, by Scnators and 
Representatives in Congress, to accomplish a po- 
litical purpose ? 

THe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must 
arrest this irregular discussion, unless the gentle- 
man from Kansas yields. 

Mr. PARROTT. I cannot yield, unless the 
House will extend my time. 

Mr. THAYER. If the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is willing to give me the opportunity, I should 
be glad to answer the gentleman from Texas; and 
Task him to repeat his question. 

Mr. REAGAN. What I asked was, whether 
the movement of which he speaks in Massachu- 
setts, Was not subsequent to the setting on foot 
of a scheme for an emigrant aid society in this | 


| that year. 


| and which had resolved that the Yankces should 
| never go into Kansas, if bayonets and revolvers 


t vow and here that it is false and slanderous to 


' ons’? to me? 


| not pursue this line of remark further. 


; their memorable struggle for the preservation of 


city, by politicians, for political purposes, during 
the winter of 1854. f 

Mr. THAYER. On the contrary, that was sub- 
sequent to the origin of this Emigrant Aid Com- 
pany in Massachusetts. As early as February, 
1854, the- plan of this company was formed and 
published in Massachusetts. “The Kansas and 
Nebraska bill was not passed until May, in that 
year, and some movement was made by politicians 
here in Washington relative to some kind of a so- 
ciety to settle Kansas—I think in Junc or July of 
But this Washington scheme never 
was put in operation. If there was anything that 
took precedence of this emigrant aid organization, 
it was the blue lodges of Missouri, [laughter,} 
which were, I believe, formed prior to that time; 


could keep them out. The Emigrant Aid Society, 
however, never sent any men there except peace- 
able men, who went to Kansas for peaceable and 
friendly purposes. ‘The company never so much 
as inquired what were their politics. Among its 
original corporators were Whigs, Democrats, 
and Free-Soilers. If its labors and investments 
and encouragement of emigration have resulted in 
making Kansas a free State, as gentlemen claim, 
I have only to say it was done according to law. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man permit me to say——— 

Mr. PARROTT. I cannot yield further. I 
cannot stop now to discuss emigrantaid socicties 
or blue lodges. I know all about those compa- 
nies. I received uo aid in going to Kansas my- 
self, and I believe a vast majority of the people 
who went to Kansas, went there without the aid 
of the New England Emigrant Aid Society, though 
the efforts of that association were doubtless well 
meant. Jam discussing the charge brought for- 
ward against my constituency; and I wish to say | 


charge that they have ever resisted the laws of the 
United States, or that they are disloyal or revolu- 
tionary, cither in any part of their history or in 
their present attitude. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the gentle- 
man if history will prove that the people of Kan- 
sas have not resisted indictments ? 

Mr. PARROTT. Lam going to tell you about 
that in a few moments. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
interruptions. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. And I wish toask 
the gentleman, at the same time, whether he in-: 
tended to apply the language “ false and slander- 


I object to these 


Mr: PARROTT. Not atall. I disclaimany | 
disrespect to the gentleman from Missouri. Iam } 
answering the gentleman’s argument. I am an- 
swering a printed argument addressed to this 
House; and, if the judgment of this House be that 
I am trespassing upon its rules of order, I will 
{Cries of 


t Go on!” Go on!?’] 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cian] wants me to tell him whether the people 
of Kansas have not resisted indictments. God 
forbid that I should ever deny that the people 
of Kansas did resist the execution of the terri- 
torial laws. That, sir, in my judgment, consii- 
tutes one of the chicfest glorics of that people in 


their personal and political rights. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I hope the gentle- | 
man will permit me to make a suggestion. Did 
the people of Kansas confine their resistance en- 
tirely to territorial laws ? : 

Mr. PARROTT. They did; but I am now 
on the point of the tertitoriallaws. Mr. Speaker, 
Į recognize nothing as law, except the will of the | 
people legally expressed; and the laws resisted by 
my constituency—or cvaded is the better term, 
though I do not shrink from anything in this re- 
spect; Isay they were spuriousand null—thelaws 
they evaded, sir, were not the will of the people 
legally expressed. No, sir; they were the enact- 
ments of a Missouri mob, clothed with the thin 
semblance of Jaw. They were made in fraud. 
They were themselves fraud: They were intended 
to promote and encourage fraud. By means of 
these pretended enactments the most refined cruel- 


ty was practiced, through the connivance of the | 


district court—a creation of the usurpation—under: 
whose process grand juries were packed and in~ 
dictments fabricated against innocent men. ‘The’ 
Government never. had the hardihood to’ bring 
these cases before atraverse jury. And, sir, they 
were only executed by the aid: of Federal ap- 
pointees, sent to that Territory from abroad. The 
largest bounties of Federal patronage stimulated 
these competing scoundrels to outdo each other. 
in works of infamous rascality.” [Sensation and 
laughter.] They never found, and they never 
could find, citizens of Kansas Territory: who 
would stand up in favor of these pretended laws. 

Sir, when youcome to speak of Pevoüsn tolaw, 
I challenge any man to show me a constituency 
which has sacrificed more in behalfof the institu- 
tions and laws of the country than that which I 
am proud to represent and defend upon this floor. 
They have submited even to the color of Federal 
authority, in my judgment, not always wisely; 
but they have done so. They have had their 
peaceable political conventions broken up by Uni- 
ted States soldiery. They have had their homes 


- desolated and laid waste, and their lives imperiled, 


by commissioned mobs, sailing through the coun- 
try for the purpose of hunting out and hounding 
down every man who resisted their cruel exac- 
tions. The whole land has been filled with the fury - 
and passions of Pandemonium by the exercise of 

retended Federal authority in that Territory., 
They have always submitted to these exactions, 
however unjust. 

I know that itis indeed difficult for men to main- 
tain such a position; and Iam notatall surprised, 
Mr. Speaker, that partisan zeal should have 
heaped upon my constituency the charge of revo- 
lutionary conduct. Ttis indeed difficult to draw 
the line between legitimate and illegitimate oppo- 
sition. They have chosen, sir, to submit, andis 
take the consequences, as a lesser evil than the 
odium of insurrection. 'There may have been— 
there has been—an occasional exceptional adven- 
turer who, in the fury of passion, raised his arm 
against the authority of the United States; but that 
has been a bubble upon the surface—a pimple on 
the skin; the great popular heart has been sweet 
and sound to the core in loyalty and devotion to 
the institutions of the country. So much for that? 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to consider further 
the objections which are stated in the minority 
report. Itis said that there are not cnough people 
ia the Territory; and that, sir, is said by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, (Mr. Ciarx,]in the face of 
the fact that, with little more than onc half the pres- 
ent population, he proffered a willing and long- 
continued support to the Lecompton constitution, 
But these objectors are of two classes: the first, 
who deny that there is sufficient population in the 
Territory; and the socond, who, if there be suffi- , 
cient population, deny that that sufficiency has 
been legally ascertained. Lreply to the first class 
by saying it is not true in point of fact that there 
are not ninety-three thousand people in the Terri- 
tory of Kansas. [have four distinct sources from 
which I derive my information upon that subject. 


| The first, is the actual vote polled at the general 


elections of 1859; the second, registered voters of 


| the Territory; the third, a census taken by the 


people; and the fourth, the taxable property as- 
sessed by the assessors of the Territory. They 


i allagrec in making the aggregate population of the 


Territory at least ninety-three thousand people, 

I will say, here, in answer to the interrogatory 
ofthe gentleman from New Jeescy, [Mr. Apnatn,] 
put to me awhile ago, thatthe population of Kan- 
sas does not fall short of one hundred thousand, 
in my judgment. We have, first, over twent 
thousand people registered of six months’ resi- 
dence. We have, in the second place, two gen- 
eral elections—the election on the ratification, and 
the election for Delegate to Congress—at each of 
which seventeen thousand votes were cast. Tasik 
gentlemen upon all sides who are familiar with 
these things, how many voters they suppose, in 
a scattered Territory like ours, from some inabil- 
ity or another, were keptaway from the polls? It 
is not too much to say, and hardly, I think, too 
much to ask from a candid opponent, the conces- 
sion that there must be at least, when seventeen 
thousand votes have been polled at three general 
elections, twenty thousand voters in that Terri- 
tory. f 
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Mr. REAGAN, Let me put a question to the 
gentleman. 1 do. so for the purpose of eliciting 
Information. Is the number of population stated 
by the gentleman the number that is included 
within the boundaries of the proposed new State, 
ais prescribed in the pending bill; or are the people 
outside of the western boundary of the proposed 
new. State included in his statement? Does he 
embrace the Pike’s Peak settlers? 

Mr. PARROTT. Iam going to consider the 
census, about which something has already been 
said; and I may say in reference to the interrog- 
atory of thegentleman from Texas, [Mr. Rracan,] 
that the population disclosed by these elections 
and by the census which has been taken, is, none 
of it, included in the region cut off and now known 
as Pike’s Peak. . 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me understand the gen- 
tleman. Does he say that his aggregate embraces 
nonc of the people of what is known as the Pike’s 
Peak region? 

Mr. PARROTT. I say that the people who 
live in what is now known as Piko’s Peak, and 
outside of the western boundary of the proposed 
new State, are not included in any of these esti- 
mates. à 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Has the gentleman in his 
possession the returns taken under the census? If 
he has, I would like to have the exact figures. 

Mr. PARROTT. Iam coming tothat. Iam 
reluctant, Mr. Speaker, to put my own testimony 
in; but it will be remembered by gentlemen, and 
it has been reproduced here this morning, that the 
Delegate from Oregon, when similarly situated to 
myself, offered his testimony, andit was accepted, 
and I believe acted upon, at least by a respectable 
portion of the opposite side of the House. It is 
for this reason that I have, in this connection, 
stated my own conviction of the sufficiency of 
population. Iholdin my hand a report made by a: 
committce-—the Committec on Elections of the late 
Territorial Legislature of Kansas. [call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Banuspain] to it. Itis a report on an imperfect 
and fragmentary census taken in June, 1859, by 
order of the Legislature, for purposes of taxation, 
Raving no reference to the requirements of the 
English bil. None of the counties are fully re- 

ported, and many made no return at all. What į 

am now going to read, is a revision of this ccn- 
sus by the last Legislature. | 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I would inquire if that j 
census was taken under an act authorized by the 
Legislature of Kansas? 

Mr. PARROTT. Iso stated. Since that time 
the immigration into Kansas has been unprece- 
dented, T was saying, that the Committee on 
Elections in the Legislature of Kansas, to which 
was referred the subject of the census, reported, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Elections, to whom was referred the 
subject of the census, have had the subject under consid- 
ion, and ask Icave to submit the following report: 
Your committee have examined the returns as submitted | 


with the Governor’s message, and find from information ob- | 
tained from the clerks of the several counties returned, and 


members who represent those counties in both branches of | 


the Legislature, that the returns are very imperfect; that 
in many counties only partial retums have beon received 
by the executive, as required by law. 

Your committee find that Doniphan county has returned 
from four townships, cleven hundred and eleven registered 
votes, and a population of thirty-five hundred and nine, and 
from reliable information before the committee, the regi 
ters of that county now show a registered vote of over 
eighteen hundred, which would make an additional popu- 
lation of about three thousand. 

Atchison returned nine hundred and sixty-three rogis- 
tered votes and a population of thirty-seven hundred and 
twenty-three, and now has on the register about two thou- 
sand votes, which would make an additional population of 
forty-two hundred. 

Riley county is not returned, in which there are now about 
six hundred and fifty votes, with a population of about 
twenty-six hundred. 

Leavenworth county has returned a vote of three thou 
sand four hundred and forty-five, and a population of twelve 
thousand one hundred and twenty-two. ‘Phe population at 
that time in the city of Leavenworth was nearly the amount 
returned from the whole county. From the most reliable 
information obtained fram persons wel! acquainted and rep- 
resenting that county here, the county contains 2 popula- 
tion of sixteen thousand, making an additional population 
of about four thousand. ` : 

From information from the deputy clerk of Lykens county, 
between three and four hundred registered voters do not 
appear in the report that were registered in that county 
which would make an additional population of about six- 
teon hundred. i 

Morris, Pottawatomic, and Washington counties, only : 


i 
t 


: census, as it is completed in this report—which is 
| a quasi-official consus, because the supplementary 
| returns are completed hy the Legislature, or under 
|. theirsanction—we find a population of over ninety- |: 
- seven thousand people. 
i that it is one hundred thousand. 


partial returns, and in some of the counties where there are 
six hundred voters, with a population of twenty-five bun- 
dred, only fifty to two hundred registered votes returned. 

In the five counties above mentioned, there is returned a 
population of seventeen hundred and eighteen, and a vote 
of six hundred and sixty-four, in the aggregate being less 
than one third of the actual vote or population in said coun- 
ties, which if added to the population now returned, would 
swell the population to the number of aboutseven thousand. 
This calculation is based on the information of persons liv- 
ing in those counties who have examined the census re- 
turns and register. The census returns, as exhibited in the 
report of the Governor, show great neglect on the part of 
the assessors in many of the townships, and in many of the 
most populous counties. Besides the five mentioned above, 
only three out of five, or five out of eight of the townships 
have been returned to the executive, showing conclusively 
that a very large population exists in those counties, of 
which your committee have not been able to collect any 
information as to the real number. 

Your committee also find no returns from the counties 
of Clay, Dickinson, McGee, Osage, Wilson, and Dorn, and 
the smallest estimate that can be made is one hundred and 
fifty votes to each county, making a total vote of nine hun- 
dred, with a population of at least thirty-four hundred. 
This calculation is not based on the rapid increase of pop- 
ulation which has been continually pouring into these fer- 
tile counties for the last cight months. 

The returns, as reported by the Governor, showa partial 
and incorrect census as taken in the month of June, 1859, 
since which time the emigration into Kansas has been un- 
precedented. The whole amountof population, as reported 
by the Governor at the regular session, was scventy-one 
thousand seven hundred and seventy ; to which, if we add 
the calculation as estimated in the foregoing counties par- 
tially returned, and from which we have no return, the 
population, up to the Ist day of July, 1859, would amount 
to about. ninety-seven thousand five hundred and seventy, 
in which is not inciuded a Jarge number of the most popu- 
lous counties, from which there have been only a part of 
the townships returned to the executive. Your conimittec 
are of the opinion that it will be very dificult to obtain any 
correct census of many of those countics upon the frontier 
of the Territory, where the officers do not either qualify at 
all, and enter upon the discharge of their duties, or mani- 
fest such gross indifference and stupidity as not to make a 
return in any way to comply with the law, either in taking 
or returning the census. Many of the counties have not 
been organized, and therefore have no officers, notwith- 
standing they have a large population, of which your com- 
mittee have not been able to collect any correct data. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the rapid increase 
ofweulth and population in this ‘Verritory, and the manifest 
desire of all classes of onr prosperous and energetic citi- 
zens, demand that some legtslation be had relative to the 
taking of the future census aud other valuable statistics of 
this ‘Territory. 

Your committee have, with some care and labor, prepared 
a bill and tabular form, whieh they believe will meet the de- 
mands of the case at this time, and ask leave to submit tie 
same with this report, and recommend its passage. 

P. P. ELDER, Chairman, 
r. M. CHRISTISON, 
J. C. LAMBDIN. 


Mr. JOHN GOCHRANE. What committee 
reported that? 

Mr. PARROTT. The Committee on Elections 
of the Legislature of Kansas, and it is signed by 
Messrs. Elder, Lambdin, and Christison; the last 
named is a Democrat. 

For the purpose of testing the accuracy of that 
calculation, allow me to call the attention of those 
who are listening to this part of my argument, to 
a comparison of what the com mittee reported, and 
some returns which I myself have taken the pains 
to procure. For example, they say: 

“ Yourcommittec find that Donipban county has returned 
from four townships eleven hundred and eleven registered 
votes and a population of thirty-five bundred and nine; and 
from reliable information before the committee, the registers 
of that county now show a registered vote of over eighteen 
bundred, which would make an additional population of 
about three thousand.” 

I hold in my hand the returns from the county | 
clerk of Doniphan county, sworn to and certified | 
by a notary public, in which the aggregate pop- 
ulation of that county as returned to him officially, 
is putatscven thousand nine hundred and sixty- 
three, making,as you will see by comparing it with 
the statements of the committee, a large excess in 
favor of the official and reliable statement procured 
from the clerk, under oath. 

The same thing is true in regard to Atchison 
county. There are at least onc thousand more 
people in that county than arc reported by this 
Committee on Elections. There are three thou- 
sand more people inmy own county—the county 
of Leavenworth—than are allowed in that report. 
Taking these statements all together, and this 


o not doubt, in reality, | 


| 
ji 


Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman says this 


census was ordered by the people. I desire to 
know if the gentleman means that the Territorial 
Legislature ordered it? 

Mr. PARROTT. That is what Imean. So 
much, then, for the census; so much for the regis- 
tered vote, and so much for the votes actually 
polled in three general elections in the Territory. 
Now, when Oregon was before the House for ad- 
mission, Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, then the leader 
of that side of the House, and particularly upon 
that question, placed great emphasis upon the fact 
that the taxable property of Oregon furnished suf- 
ficient data upon which to compute the popula- 
tion of that Territory. And I say now that the 
$15,000,000 property listed by the assessors, and 
reported to the Legislature by the auditor of the 
Territory, would give that ‘Territory over one 
hundred and fifty thousand ‘population, if com- 
puted upon the basis of the State of Ohio, for ex- 
ample. 

I do not claim infallibility for any such test, 
because I remember that Mr. Stephens got about 
two hundred and fifty thousand people in Oregon 
by that calculation, while nobody believes that 
fifty thousand were there. But as that has been 
made one of the bases of calculation in ascertain- 
ing’ the population ofa Territory, it is no more 
than just and fair that it should be submitted to 
the Tlouse upon this occasion. Now one word 
to the other class of objectors, to wit: those who 
stick for a legal census by the Federal authorities. 
Why did you not take the census according to the 
law? Notonly have you failed to do so; but more, 
you expressly declined to do so, by defeating ay 
appropriation last year in the Senate which you 
had the power to carry. It seems tome you stul- 
tify yourselves; “no one can take advantage of 
his own wrong.’ This is a waiver of the point. 
Otherwise you might make our exclusion perpet- 
ual, or at least dependent on your will, by refus- 
ing to take a census from time to time. We show 
the population; to count them was your business, 
not ours. Moreover, I desire to observe in this 
place, as conclusive of the “animus” of the Ad- 
ministration or Lecompton party, that the United 
States marshal of Kansas applicd last summer to 
the Secretary of the Interior for permission to take 
the census, proposing to wait for his pay till Con- 
gress should make an appropriation for that pur- 
pose. ‘The offer was declined; much, 1 think, to 
the advantage of the marshal. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, allow me to say a word in 
regard to another ground of objection, and that 
is in respect to the Indians, which so trouble the 
gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Crarx.] Itseems 
to me to be a sufficient and complete answer to 
all that has been said iw respect to these Indian 
reservations, thatif the rights of the Indians do 
rest upon a treaty stipulation, then the State con- 
stitution, as to that treaty, is inoperative and void. 
A treaty stipulation is well known to be a higher 
law than a State constitution, and hence, pro tanto, 
to the extent that they conflict, the treaty stipu- 
lation will bear down the State constitution, and 
this reserve will stand. It appears to be the object 
of the gentleman from Missouri and his party, 
having failed to crush out the white man in Kan- 
sas by thrusting the black bondman upon him, 
now to strike another blow by putting the red man 
in the path of his future progress. This new-born 
aympathy comes from a suspicious quarter, and 
at a suspicious time, and I must be allowed to say 
that I believe it to be manufactured for the occa- 
sion. What are the facts? The faets arc, that the 
Cherokee nation always repudiated the posses- 
sion of this strip of neutral land. 1 spoke the 
other day with the chief ef that semi-civilized 
nation, and he said that the treaty of 1835 was 
known among his people as “the squaw treaty;”” 
that it was brought about by the imbecility or 
intoxication of the head men of the nation; that 
this strip of land was imposed upon them in lieu 
of $500,000, which the Government had stipulated 


-and agreed to pay. Now they are here, and for 


what purpose? ‘To complain that we have Cx- 


! tended our boundaries over the neutral land, and 


to complain of a violation of treaty stipulation? 
Notat all, They are herc to complain that the 
Government will insist upon their having that 
piece of land, which they did not want and never 
did own. ‘They are soliciting the President to, 
open negotiations, looking to a retrocession of 
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this tract. I have no doubt that this will, ere | 
long, be brought about. 

Mr. HINDMAN. As the gentleman has re- 
ferred to the attitude held by the Cherokee dele- 
gation here, I can speak, from personal knowl- 
edge, as to the position they occupy in regard to 
that neutral land. They do protest against in- 
cluding that territory within the limits of any or- 
ganized State or ‘Territory. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Allow me 
one question. Did the Indians take possession, 
and are they now inhabiting this land? 

Mr. PARROTT. I was going to observe fur- 
ther, Mr. Speaker, in respect to the facts of this 
case, that, instead of the Indians having asserted 
any ownership or inhabitancy in that tract known 
as the ‘‘ neutral land,” there are to-day at least 
seven hundred white families living on that res- 
ervation. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to state further that these parties are there in 
violation of the rights of the Cherokee nation; 
and that they have been notified by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs that they must remove 
from the land which they are occupying unlaw- 
fully? 

Mr. PARROTT. That is another question. 
The gentleman from Arkansas has not heard of 
their going off; and he will not, in my opinion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Task whether this bound- 
ary does not include other Indian lands besides 

' these neutral lands? 

Mr. PARROTT, No, sir. 

Mr, MAYNARD. Iam informed very differ- 
ently. 

Mr. PARROTT. Itdoes not. And moreover, 
the setting off this tract of land to the Cherokees 
was itself a violation of the treaty (I hope the 
gentleman from Missouri will pay attention to 
what I am saying) which provided that the ter- 
ritory to be given to the Cherokees should be a 
compact territory; whereas, there is another piece 
of territory extending between the Cherokee neu- 
tral lands and the great body of their possession 
—I mean the Qua-pau reservation. 

Mr. PHELPS. The tract of cight hundred 
thousand acres of land, to which the gentleman 
from Kansas refers, is known on the border as the 
neutral land. It was set apart, and specifically 
designated as a tract of land containing eight hun- 
dred thousand acres. Itis, toa certain extent, de- 
tached; and yet itis connected on the west with 
the Cherokee lands. 

Mr. PARROTT. Well, I do not care to be | 
farther interrupted on this point. Iwill give the | 
law and the facts bearing on the point at issuc. 

Mr. PHELPS. That country is embraced 
within the treaty of 1835; and there is an express | 
stipulation that, of the lands thus assigned to the 
Cherokee nation, none shall be embraced within 
the limits of any State, or any organized Terri- 
tory. é 

Mr. PARROTT. Well, you did not think of 
that, I suppose, when you voted for Lecompton. 
If any gentleman wants to answer the observa- 
tion which I make on this subject, and which I 
think complete, I will yicld the floor to him to do 
so; that is, that if there is a treaty stipulation | 
which preserves thisland from being surrounded 
by State of territorial lands, the State constitution 
is, to that extent, inoperative upon it; and with 
that suggestion, which I think exhaustive, I leave 
the matter. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Is not the gentleman from 
Kansas aware of the fact, that many years ago 
the Cherokee country in Georgia was included 
within the limits of that State; and that a ques- 
tion arose between the State authoritics and the 
Cherokees, and that, in the end, the Cherokees 
were compelled to emigrate west of the Missis- | 
sippi river? Just precisely such another contro- | 
versy will arise in Kansas, if she be admitted un- 
der the Wyandotte constitution. 

Mr. PARROTT. Who expects, Mr. Speaker, 
to stop the progress of white people, orto stop the 
admission of any State, by the obstacle of an In- | 
dian reservation? Our “ manifest destiny” is to W 
cover the continent now laying waste with free | 
States. The black race and the red race are fated |] 


to fade and be ttered before the advancing | 
w ‘like leaves before the autumn blast.” I 
leave this part of the subject, again repeating, ! 


- quest of 


however, that this objection does not le in the 
mouths of those who supported the Lecompton 
constitution with a similar provision. 

I have answered, Mr. Speaker, asl think fairly 
and candidly, the objections raised by my friend 
from Missouri. I have shown, I believe, that there 
is a sufficient population in the Territory. I 
have shown that the people have adopted acon- 
stitution which ho one here will question is the 
embodiment of their will. It is a facton which I 
congratulate myselfand the country, that, after all 
the turbulent and revolutionary proceedings that 
have taken place in this House and elsewhere in 
regard to constitutions, we come here at last with 
a constitution on which there is no imputation of 
fraud, and no question that it is the choice of the 
people. They have, on three, four, or five distinct 
occasions—each time, as it seems to me, rising to 
a higher pitch of enthusiasm and excitement—de- 
clared in favor of the Wyandotte constitution as 
their organic law. Now, I ask, is it fair, is it just 
and manly, on the part of our Democratic adver- 
saries to continue to annoy and vex those against 
whom they have expended all the artillery of 
legitimate warfare, by attempting to prolong the 
controversy, by pleading in our ears these hollow- 
sounding, tinkling technicalities? Would it not be 
more decorous for them to submit to the inevita- 
ble chances of the war which they themselves in- 
voked? It will not be pretended that on the fields 
of Kansas they have not had a fair opportunity to 
try the virtues of southern courage and southern 
emigration. Ifwe of the North have surpassed 
them in our mobility, and maintained the field 
against their arms, let them yield to the conse- 
quences. But Ido insist on it, that it does not 
seem to me to be manly “to stick in the bark,” 
and plead technicalities against those who have, 
in honorable warfare, overcome them. 1 would 
suggest to these gentlemen that to defeat may be 
sometimes added dishonor, and to weakness con- 
tempt. ‘ 


There is another consideration connected with’ 


jhe admission of this State, which I ought, in all 
tustice, to submit to the House; and that arises 
out of the inability of the territorial government 
to afford protection to the property and persons, 
and the political privileges of the people. These 
territorial governments, Mr. Speaker, are, in their 
best estate, only tolerable, because they are sup- 
posed to be unavoidable. I do not mean now to 
enter that field ofdialecticsand speculation, whither 
so many have been lured by cross-purposes, in 
facts to sustain preconceived opinions. 
Among the throng of amateurs and experts who 
hasten to theorize and declaim on mooted points 
of territorial government, it may not be unwise to 
listen for a moment to one who speaks not of 
thoories, butactualities; notof fancies, butof facts; 
“all of which he saw, and part of which he was.”’ 

Now I say, in respect to this Government, fol- 
lowing the popular nomenclature of the day, that 
it is neither “ congressional sovercignty ° nor 
‘popular sovereignty.” Itis a kind of hybrid, 
and | should style it a presidential or executive sov- 
ereignty. In other words, I assert thatthe execu- 


tive influence of the country has pervaded and | 


colored the potities of the Territory under this 
organic act. [know that much is to be attrib- 
uted to the grossest vices of mal-administration in 
the Territory; but, after all, taking the plain, legal 
provisions of the law, which gives the whole ju- 
diciary, the whole executive, and two thirds of 


the legislative power into the hands of Federal ap- | 
pointees, who go out like pretors in the provinces | 


to roband squeeze the people whom they are sent 
to foster and protect—men who are responsible, 


not to the people, but to their masters at Wash- | 


ington—I say that, giving this power into their 


hands, you wil not find that the popular clement | 


can resist its aggressions. It is idle to tell those 


whose necks are galled and raw, chafing with the | 
yoke of despotism, that they are living in the cn- | 
joyment of popular sovereignty. It is idle to tell | 


those who have been robbed of two Legislatures; 
who have lost three years’ representation on this 
floor; who have been wasted by unprovoked 


wars: who have been stripped of millions’ worth ; 
of private property, that they are in the exercise | 
of any great and desirable species of sovereignty. i} 


Wherever the purpose of the Government of the 
United States aud the popular will of Kansas have 


come in collision, the people have uniformly been 
borne down. Have they not a thousand: times, ° 
and in a thousand ways, declared that they were 
unfriendly to the institution of slavery? And‘has 
not the Government reasserted and persisted in 
declaring that slavery exists there”, And does it 
not keep it there now, to-day, an empty husk? - 

If, then, the majority have been controlled by the 
minority, or, in other words, if the people. have: 
been borne down by the Government party; if the 
policy of the Territory has rún counter to public 
opinion—that is to say, has been imposed by for- 
eign aid—is it not a palpable and ridiculous mis- 
nomer, a plain perversion of terms, to call such 
a scheme a popular goverment? To characterize 
the territorial government of which I am speak- 
ing in plain terms, by the lights of experience, 1 
should call it a system of Federal police, expand- 
ing or contracting its powers to sult the emergency 
of the time, and enforcing its arbitrary regulations ` 
by just so much and such kind of coercion as the 
occasion may demand. It has been weighed in 
the balance and found wanting in every thing 
which tends to preserve the peace and order of 
society. : 

I will say, therefore, of this middle species of 
sovereignty, so-called popular, that because it is 
infected with the virus of executive influence and 
dictation, because it is the imposing shibboieth of 
party demagogucs and not the choice of the well- 
wishers of the people, it ought to be condemned 
and forever discarded. Let.us have one thing or 
the other. Let us havg the government of Çon- 
gress, or a government of the people—and by that 
I mean the people électing all their officers in the 
Territory; and let those officers be the servants 
and not the masters of the people, and_respond 
directly for their conduct to ike people. We have 
tried the present plan, and we give our testimony 
against it. Our experience reminds me, Mr. 
Speaker, of nothing so much as of the barren 
honor which Sancho Panza enjoyed in the govern- 
ment of his island, which he was glad, with an 
empty stomach, to abdicate and return to the 
grateful obscurity from which he had emerged. 
We would as gladly give up the empty pageant of 
power forasubstantial and justgovernment, either 
exerted by Congress or given to the people them- 
selves. Tor myself, I am satisfied and convinced 
that the people of the Territory are the just depos- 
itary of political power; that they ought to exer- 
cise it; and that a government thus established 
and power thus excercised will comport with 
every beneficial end for which governments are in- 
stituted. We have now demonstrated the supe- 
rior mobility of the northern people, and their su- 
perior energy; and J expect, in avowing my fidel- 
ity to this principle, that nothing but free States 
will be made all ‘over the unsettled area of the 
West. 

There is another consideration, Mr. Speaker, 
to which I desire to allude very briefly. There 
are new Territories arising and pressing upon the 
borders of Kansas, and it is time that Kansas 
should be taken out of the way of these new Ter- 
ritories. Four or five Delegates are now waiting 
at your door to obtain recognition; and it is not 
too much to say that the next half century will 
show a numerical majority of States west of the 
Mississippi river, a large part of which now 
lie within the unsettled area stretching from the 
falls of the Missouri to the mouth of the Gila: 
region we now know of unsurpassed richness in 
every element of physical strength. There is the 


a 


‘Pike’s Peak country—the young Ophir of the 


West—Jefferson, already grown too large for the 
swaddling-bands and leading-strings of territo- 
rial government. It needs nothing to hasten its 
incubation, It will be here thundering at your 
door as a State next year, and Kansas must be 
removed to make way for this and other coming 
States. 

There is another consideration, Mr. Speaker, 
which I must not omit to mention. ‘The com- 
merce of the plains is now beginning, deservedly, 
to attract the attention of commercial men in 
every part of the world. That commerce, al- 
though yet in its infancy, rivals the commerce of 
the sea and the commerce of our western rivers. 
It needs protection against the bands of nomadic 
savages which sweep over and infest those west- 
ern plains, securing a scanty and precarious sub- 
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sistence by plunder and the chase. How will 
you protect it? You must do it by building up 
an interoceanic railway; and you must do it fur- 
. ther by pushing forward the breast-work of States, 
by fortifying the country with stable governments, 
and opening its wastes to the careful and produc- 
tive hands ofindustry. The commerce which will 
soon be pasing over that country will more than 
justify the legislation which I ask. You have 
your gold, and silver, and quicksilver, from Pike’s 
Peak; your wool and hides from New Mexico; 
our precious ores froñ Nevada. “You will soon 
have spices, and silks, and teas, from the East; 
pouring along that great railway; and to prepare 
the way, to lay the foundation, to do your part 
towards the realization of this vast enterprise, I 
ask you to begin, as. an important step, in my 
jpdgment, with the admission of Kansas into the 
nion. 

Mr. Speaker, I have submitted in this desul- 
tory way the considerations which occurred tomy 
mind in regard to this controversy, and I have re- 
plicd as well.as I may to the arguments which 
have been adduced against the admission of Kan- 
sas, Ido not propose to indulge in any discus- 
sion of the merely political aspect of this ques- 
tion. I may do so at another time. „But I will 
say this: if gentlemen cannot answer these facts 
and arguments, may I not reasonably anticipate 
that they will not deny and refuse the conclusions 
to which they lead? 


° 


Į indulge, then, the pleasing anticipation that |! 


the State will be admitted and the controversy so 
far closed. Though the Lecompton constitution 
is dead, its offspring, the English bill, still lan- | 
guishes on the statute-book—a monument of the 
folly, the incapacity, and the pernicious politics 
of the present Administration. Sponge out this 
obsolete and inoperative enactment. May I not 
venture to remind you that those who now plead 
for justice at your hands are brothers of your 
blood: revering the same Constitution; obeying 
the same laws;spceaking the same language cher- 
ishing the same traditions of the past; clevated 
and enthused by the same hopes of future great- 
ness forour country? They have trod “the wine- 
press” of persecution with unflagging firmness, | 
and come forth with a spirit worn, it may be, but 
unbroken; jubilant, and even defiant; ready to do | 
battle Inbehalfof truth, justice, humanity, and all 
things else which contribute to dignify and enno- 
bic a people in the judgment of an enlightened 
world. With the consummation of this measure 
we shall, I trast, see an era of better feeling in- | 
itialed. The distempers generated by this long 
and fierce controversy will be like volcanoes burnt 
out—in theashes, lava, and squalid scori of which 
shallspring “the peaceful olive and the cheering | 
vine.” 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. M. QUARLES, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
in tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 11, 1860. 


The House having under consideration the bill (U. R. 
No. 28) for the admission of Kausas into the Union— 


Mr. QUARLES said: 

Mr. Speaxer: The wide range which this de- 
bate has taken has so completely covered the 
points at issue between the friends of this measure 
and its opponents, that I shall be forced to rc- 
hearse much that has already been said by gen- 
tlemen who have preceded me; and all I can hope 
to accomplish is to glean here and there a straw, 
and add it to the rich sheaves of argument and 


States passed- what is known as the English or 
conference committee bill, by the terms of which 
the citizens of the Territory of Kansas were to 
determine by a vote whether they would be ad- 
mitted as a State under the Lecompton. constitu- 
tion, with the réstrictions as to lands contained in 
the said act, or whether they would choose the 
alternative presented, and remain in their territo- 
rial condition until it was ascertained by a cen- 
sus, duly and legally taken, that their population 
should equal or excced the ratio of representation 
required for a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States. 
The bill referred to provides as follows: 


* At the said election the voting shail be by ballot, and 
by indorsing on his ballot, as each voter may be pleased, 
‘ proposition accepted,’ or ¢ proposition rejected.? Should 
a majority of the votes cast be for ‘ proposition accepted,’ 
the President of the United States, as soon as the fact is 
duly made known to him, shall announce the saine by proc- 
lamation ; and thereafter, and without any further proceed- 
ings on the part of Congress, the admission of the State of 
Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with the ori- 
ginal States in all respects whatever shal! be complete and 
absolute; and said State shall be entitled to one member in 
the House of Representatives in the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States unti! the next census be taken by the Federal 
Government. But should a majority of the votes cast be 
for ‘ proposition rejected,’ it shall be deemed and held that 
the peopie of Kansas do not desire admission into the Union 
with said constitution under the conditions set forth in said 
proposition; and, in that event, the people of said Terri- 
tory are hereby authorized and empowered to form for them- 
selves a constitution and State government, by the name 
of the State of Kansas, according to the Federal Constitu- 
tion; and may elect delegates for that purpose whenever, 
and not before, it is ascertained by a census, duly and legally 
taken, that the population of said Territory cquals or exceeds 
the ratio of representation required for a member of the 
House of Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States; and whenever thereafter such delegates. shall as- 
semble in convention, they shall first determine by a vote 
whether it is the wish of the people of the proposed State 
to be admitted into the Union at that time 3 and, if so, shall 
proceed to form a constitution, and take all necessary steps 
for the establishment of a State government, in conformity 
with the Federal Constitution, subject to such limitations 
and restrictions as to the mode and manner of its approval or 
ratification by the people of the proposed State as they may 
have prescribed by law, and shail be entitled to admission 
into the Union as a State under such constitution thus fairly 
and legally made, with or without slavery, as said constitu- 
tion may prescribe.” 


Under this law of Congress, an election was 
held in the manner therein prescribed; and the 
citizens of the Territory of Kansas determined that 
| they would remain in their territorial condition, 
until it was “ ascertained by a census, duly and le- 
gally taken, that the population of said Territory 
equaled or exceeded the ratio of representation re- 
quired for a member of the House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States.” Thus, by their 
action, accepting the stipulations, terms, and lim- 
itations of the bill. The first question, then, which 
we are called on to decide is, have the require- 
! ments of this bill, which the citizens of the Terri- 
tory haveaccepted and by the provisions of which 
they are bound, been complied with? Has Kan- 


under the law which it has voluntarily imposed 
upon itself? Has a census been “ duly and legally 
taken’? which shows the Territory to have nine- 
ty-three thousand four hundred and twenty souls? 
If not, by what right can it claim to be admitted 
as a State, under any constitution? Will the 
friends of the bill claim that after the Territory 
! has accepted the English bill and acted under it, 
it may, at its option, divest itself of one of the ma- 
terial provisions of the law so accepted? Are not 


; tary action, estopped from denying either the jus- 
tice or propricty of the law? Most clearly, sir, 
they are. But, sir, it seems that a census has been 
taken, as stated by the Delegate from that Terri- 
tory, (Mr. Parrorrt,]} but one which he character- 
| izes as partial and inaccurate, which discloses the 
fact that there were at the time of the formation of 
this proposed constitution only seventy thousand 
` soulsin the Territory. Here, then, sir, isthe reason 


i; why the conference bill is to be abrogated. They 
|| did acceptit, acted under it, and pursued its provis- 
ons, until it was ascertained that the number of |; 


population fell short of its requirements; and now 


force of this objection, seek to nullify this law, 
: which remains unrepealed on our statute-book, 
| the constitutionality of which no one questions, 
and base their right to be heard in this House 


lt Is to be repudiated, and the majority of the | 
Committee on Territories, feeling the weight and | 


sas a right to be heard at the bar of this House, | 


| the citizens of that Territory, by their own volun- | 


upon “ the right of the people to peution Congress 
for redress of grievances.” 

Sir, are the plain and unmistakable provisions 
of the laws of the land to be thus abrogated? Is 
one Congress to enact a law, and the succeeding 
one sit quietly by and sce it ruthlessly violated? 
If the law is wrong, repeal it; if its provisions are 
onerous, remove the burdens by alegal enactment; 
but whilst the statute stands in full force, do not 
seek subterfuges and evasions to shield yourselves 
from the indignation of the country whose laws 
in one breath you make, and in the next violate. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the greatest curses with 
which we are afflicted, as a people, is the total dis- 
regard and open contempt in which our laws are 
held whenever and wherever they may antago- 
nize with our preconceived views of public poli- 
cy. Individuals openly and defiantly infract them, 
without even the semblance of a trial; and sov- 
ereign States boastfully nullify them whenever, 
in the wantonness of caprice or the selfishness of 
interest, they choose to assume the power. Dis- 
loyalty to the majesty of the law is our national 
mania; and, unlessarrested, itmust endin anarchy 
and open rebellion to the*tonstituted authorities. 
This application of the Territory of Kansas, Mr. 
Speaker, is in open violation of a solemn enact- 
ment of the national Legislature, and an unau- 
thorized repudiation of one of the conditions pre- 
cedent upon which it was to be admitted as a 
State, and that, too, after the a formal acceptance 
on its part of the law containing these conditions; 
and should, therefore, in my judgment, be rejected. 

Assuming, then, sir, from the foregoing facts, 
that the proposed State of Kansas has not the 
requisite population, under the conference bill of 
the last Congress, to be admitted into this Union 
as a State, I submit, is it just to the older States, 
teeming with population—with all their great, di- 
verse, and sometimes antagonistic interests, to be 
equaled in their representation in the Senate of 
the United States by a State which does not. pos- 
sess the requisite population to send a member to 
this House? It would be in direct violation of 
the almost uniform and unbroken action of the 
Congress in regard to new States heretofore ad- 
mitted. Oregon is cited as a case in which a State 
was admitted with less than a representative pop- 
ulation; but I would recall to the remembrance 
of the House the real controversy in the case of 
the admission of Oregon. It was not a case in 
whicha departure from this sound and wholesome 
rule in regard to the admission of new States was 
sought, but mercly a question of evidence, as to 
whether the then Territory of Oregon had a sufi- 
cient population to entitle it to a Representative 
on this floor. The principle was conceded to be 
correct, and to have been applied to all the new 
States, with the solitary exception of Florida, 
which had the requisite population at the time of 
its application for admission as a State; but, from 
the wasting effects of Indian warfare, had been 
reduced a fraction belowit at the date of its admis- 
sion. It was a question of fact, and not of prin- 
ciple; and it was admitted as a State upon the 
express ground thatit had the required number 


-of population, and the then Delegate [General 


Lane} so declared on this floor. In confirmation 
of this, as well as in support of the position 
then, as now, assumed by my party, L beg leave 
here, sir, to recite that portion of the minority re- 
port of my able and efficient predecessor, Hon. F. 
K. Zollicoffer, in regard to the admission of new 
States without a sufficient population to entitle 
them to a Representative in Congress—made to 
this House on the application of Oregon to bead- 
mitted as a State—as containing a clear, concise, 
and lucid exposé of this principle: 


“The undersigned has not been able to concur with the 
majority of the committee in favor of the bill for the admis- 
sion of Oregon into the Union. 

«'Phe population of the proposed State,in his opinion, 
is notyct sufficiently large to cntitle it to admission. Since 
the organization of the Federal Government nineteen States 
have been admitted into the Union, and no instance has 
ever occurred in which a State has been admitted with a 
population less than the ratio of representation in Congress 
at the time, with the single exception of Florida, in which 
instance the population, at the time of application for ad- 
mission, was more than cqual to the existing representative 
ratio; but a dclay of six years intervening, the ravages of 
Indian warfare and a change inthe ratio, caused the popu~ 
lation, at the time of actual admission, to fall something be- 
low the amount required by this well-established rule. The 
rule is founded in wisdom, justice, and the safety of the 
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Republic, and should never be departed from unless under 
the pressure of an overshadowing necessity. In the case of 
Oregon there is no such necessity, and a clear want of show- 
ing of population equal to the present ratio of representation. 
This is conclusive with the undersigned. By the last census, 
taken in 1855-55, the population was but forty-three thou- 
sand four hundred and seventy-two. The aggregate popular 
vote at that time, on the convention question, was nine 
thousand two „hundred and sixty-one, and for Delegate in 
Congress, ten thousand one hundred and twenty-one. The 
popular vote in 1857 had not increased, being, on the eon- 
vention question, nine thousand two hundred, and ninety- 
six, and for Delegate, nine thousand one hundred and thirty- 
three. This would seem to indicate a slowly-increasing 
population. Yet, in the face of such facts, the Representa- 
tive and one of the Senators elect express the opinion that 
the population is ‘ between cighty thousand and one hun- 
dred thousand,’ and the other Senator elect thinks it ‘very 
nearly equal to the ratio? Still the main fact is wanting 
that it is, in fact, quite equal to the ratio; and the official 
evidence is indicative of a decided deficiency. 

“If adinitted under these circumstances, the precedent 
would be a dangerous one. Other communities, with pop- 
ulations Jess than that of a congressional district, would 
also knock at the doors of Congress for admission, and 
would be admitted. Such petty communities, erected into 
States, would at once assume a footing of exact equality 
with the most populous States of the Union. With popu- 
lations less than that of one thirty-third part of that of the 
State of New York, they would each wield inthe Senate of 
the United States a power equal to thatot New York ; and, 
ina contingency under the Constitution, an egual power in 
the ciections of President and Vice President of the United 
States. In all the independent powers of the Senate, the 
treaty-muaking power, the trial of impeachments, the con- 
firmation of embassadors, judges of the Supreme Court, 
and other important public officers, these small communi- 
ties would have a perfect equality of suffrage with the most 
populous States of the Union. In those other vast powers 
of the Senate, too, which it exercises as a correlative branch 
of Congress, such as upon questions of war, levying and 
collecting taxes, regulating commerce with foreign nations 
and between the States, raising and supporting armies, &c., 
&e., they would hold an equal cheek upon the large and 
populous States representing the masses of the people. 
Their introduction, asa balance of power, might, therefore, 
not only be made to control presideutial elections, but the 
very destinies of the American Union. 

“Would this be just to the larger States, or to the bulk 
of the American people? Would it be safe to the Govern- 
ment, to the integrity and duration of the Onion itself? 
How long would it be before party politicians, bolding tem- 
porary aseendency in the Government, would be tempted 
to bring in new States, regardless of population, merely as 
a balance of power, to enable them to control the Govern- 
ment?) How long before this would bring retaliation in 
a more reckless spirit; and where and when would sneh 
warfare terminate, once begun? The undersigned submits 
whether the highest considerations of patriotism do not de- 
mand of us to pause, belore taking a step fraught with dan- 
gers of such magnitude to the Government. Now is the 
time to arrest this tendency. No temporary considerations 
of expedieucy should tempt us to depart from the safe, just, 
rational, usage of those who have gone before us. As to 
Oregon, if her population is rapidly increasing, she will 
00n be prepared for admission. Until then, she can weil 
afford to wait.” 


Sir, the foregoing reasons, so ably and forcibly 
urged by my distinguished predecessor against 
the admission of Oregon, apply with double force 
in the present instance; for in the admission of 
Kansas under the Wyandotte constitution, as 
now proposed, we not only innovate upon a long- 
established and wholesome usage of the Congress, 
founded in reason and justice, but violate, as I 
have shown, a positive law of the land. ‘This, 


sir, Should be suficient, in my judgment, to in- | 


sure the prompt rejection of the proposition by 
this House. But, sir, this is not all; and 1 invite 
the attention of honorable members to the follow- 
ing provisions in the constitution of the proposed 
State of Kansas, and under which it seeks ad- 
mission into this Union as a State. In the first 
and second sections of the fifth article itis pro- 
vided, as follows: : 


“Sec. 1. Every white male person of twenty-one years 
and upwards, belonging to either of the following classes, 
who shall have resided in Kansas six months next preceding 
any clection, and in the township or ward in which he offers 


tovoie,at least thirty days next preceding such election, shall i 


be deemed a qualified elector: Ist, citizens of the United 
States; 2d, persons of foreign birth, who shall have declared 
their intentions to become citizens, conformably to the laws 
of the United States on the subject of naturalization.” 


I also find in article two of said constitution, 
section four, the following provision: 

t No person shall be a member of the Legislature who is 
not at the time of election a qualified voter of and a resi- 
dent in the county or distriet from which be is elected.” 

The fourth section of article four of the Consti- 
tution of the United States provides as follows: 

“The United States shall guaranty to every State inthis 
Union a republican form of government, and shall protect 
each of them against Invasion ; and, on application of the 
Legislature, or of the executive, (when the Legislature can- 
not be convened,) against domustic violeneé.”? 


Tt will not be denied by any gentleman, I pre- 


tt 


sume, that this guarantee, thus given in the Con- 
stitution of the United States, of a “ republican 
form of government,’ extends to and was intended 
by its framers to cover any new State which might 
thereafter be admitted into the Union; for, in the 
preceding section of the same article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States to the one in which 
the above guarantee is given, it is provided that 


“New States may be admitted by the Congress into this 
Union.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, with these provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States and of the 
proposed constitution for the State of Kansas-in 
close proximity, I desire to examine the consti- 
tution tendered us by the people of the Territory 
of Kansas, and sec if “ it is republican in form.” 
If it is not, then to admit the proposed State un- 
der it would be a gross breach of the high trust 
reposed in us by the Constitution which we have 
sworn to support. For whom, sir, and by whom, 
was this Government formed? Who were to be 
the beneficiaries under it? And, above all, sir, by 
whom was its delicate machinery to be regulated? 
The preamble to the Constitution of the United 
States declares that 

“We, the people of the United States, in order to form 
amore perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic 


tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and sccure the blessings of liberty to our- 


| selves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Con- 


stitution for the United States of America.” 


Chief Justice Taney, in delivering the opinion 
of the court in the celebrated case of red Scott 
vs. Sanford, having this preamble under consid- 
eration, analyzing its every word, in order to ar- 
rive at its exact and accurate meaning, uses this 
language: “The words ‘people of the United 
States’ and ‘citizens’ are synonymous terms, and 
mean the same thing.” Then, sir, according to 
this, the highest judicial authority known to our 
laws, the Constitution under which we live, and 
under which our Government is now being con- 
ducted, was made by and for the citizens of the 
United States. The representation on this floor 
and in the Senate, with the exception of thatarising 
from the three fifths of our slaves, is of the citizens 
of the United States, and not of the inhabitants. 
The republigan form of government established 
was that of a representative republic, reflecting the 
will and representing the interests of the citizens 
of the United States, by which is meant the na- 
tive-born and naturalized citizens, by whom and 
for whom the Government was established; and 
this is beyond question the republican form of gov- 
ernment guarantied by the Constitution to all the 
States. 

Taking this to be the true intent and meaning 
of our Constitution—and J do not think it can be 
successfully controverted—is any State govern- 
ment “republican in form” which admits to the 
right of suffrage foreign-born men who have not 
been naturalized? I think not, sir. Admit the 
principle, and follow it to its logical conclusion. 
Atthe present rate of immigration to our coun- 
try—and more especially to the Northwest, where 


; boons in the shape of homesteads are held out to 


them—it is not impossible, nay, sir, it is very 


: probable, they may in many of the congressional 


districts outnumber the native-born and natural- 
ized citizens. And they can, and no doubt will, 
elect Representatives, who will stand upon this 
floor the peer of every other member, reflecting 
the will and doing the bidding of a foreign ele- 
ment, which owes the Government no allegiance; 
of persons who could not be convicted of treason, 
who are not bound to defend the Government, 
nor is the Government bound to protect them. 
Sir, it is violative of the spirit of our Constitu- 
tion, and dangerous to the best interests of our 
common country, thus to permit a foreign clement 


į to infuse itself into our fabric of Government, ex- 


ercising a control over every department of it. 
And under this constitution, unnaturalized inhab- 
itants may not only by their votes place members 
upon this floor—for by the Constitution of the 

nited States, the same electors who vote for mem- 
bers to the most numerous branch of the State 
Legislature elect the Representative in Congress 
—but they may be members of the proposed State 
Legislature, and elect a United States Senator, 
who may, and no doubt will, represent foreign 
interests, antagonistic to our own; and the Sen- 


; people.’ 


| State under the Federal 


ator so elected may be called on to ratify or reject’ 
treaties made with the very Governments to whom 
those who elevated him to place owe fealty and 
obedience. + ‘ : : 

Can it be pretended that this is'a republican 
form of government, in the. sense in which itis 
used in our Constitution?. I think not, sir. . 2 
hold it to be dangerous in a form of government 
like ours, where the entire sovereignty is reposed 
in the people, to permit any one to participate;in 
the election of its rulers or legislators but those 
who are bound to defend and protect it, and are 
either native-born or regularly naturalized citi- 
zens. Sir, in.cffect, you had as. well open a poll 
in Dublin or Hamburg. In that instante, you 
would carry the ballot-box to the voter; in this, 
you bring the voter to the ballot-box. In both, 
the result is the same—you receive the reflected 
will of a voter not a citizen of the country in 
whose government he proposes to participate. If 


our naturalization Jaws require, in the estimation 


of honorable members, a period of probation 
which is too long, repeal them; and if, in your 
judgments, a six months’ residence is sufficient, 
within which time they may become voters and 
legislators, so declare by law; do not permit it to 
be thus evaded under color of a proposed State 
constitution. And here, sir, I would again ask 
permission to read from the same report of my 
distinguished predecessor on the admission of 
Oregon, fully and freely indorsing the views 


therein contained: iS 


“There is a single point inthe constitution of Oregon 
against which he teels it his duty to enter his solemn pro- 
test. He alludes to the clause allowing unnaturalized aliens 
lo vote for members of the Legislature. He regards this 
clause as violative of the fundamental principle of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. It cannot be doubted that 
such alien clectors are thereby to be regarded as at once 
introduced as a component part of the sovercign power con~ 
trolling the Federal Government. ‘They thereby become, 
according toall practical usage, electors of Representatives 
in Congress—elcetors of those who choose United States 
Senators, and hold the power to determine the electors of 
President and Vice President of the United States. ‘hus, 
to the body of aliens so introduced into the body-politic is 
given a direct or indirect power of control over every de~ 
partment of the Federal Government. his, he respect- 
fully but earnestly subinits, is subversive ofthe very founda- 
tion idea of the Government itself. 

‘The Constitution of the United States was established 
by the people or citizens of the United States for their oun 
benefit, and that of those who are to come after them, and 
wot for the benefit of unnaturalized foreigners, owing no 
allegiance to the Government, and not bound to defend it. 
It was ratified by the States ; aud they are bound to observe 
and respect its principles. ‘the first clause in the Consti- 
tution is the following declaration: 

«c We, the people of the United States, in order to form 
a more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, and secure 
the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States 
of America.’ 

“The undersigned would eall attention to the words ‘the 
The Supreme Court, in the Dred Scott decision, 
interpreting this clause of the Constitution, expressly de- 
clares : 

*<¢The words “ the people of the United States” and “ cit- 
izens” are synonymous terms, and mean the same thing. 
They both describe the political body who, according to our 
republican institutions, form the sovereignty, and who bold 
the power and conduct the Government through their rep- 
resentatives. They are what we familiarly call the sover- 
cign people ; and every cttizenis one of this people, anda 
constituent member of this sovereignty.’ 

«That is, the Constitution, where it says ‘the people,’ 
means ‘the citizens,’ and that ‘every citizen’ is a ‘con- 
stituent member of the body-politic’ who ‘form the sov- 
ercignty,’ ‘hold the power and conduct the Government 
through their representatives.’ But does this exclude ‘ un- 
naturalized foreigners? Unquestionably it does. The 
court continues: 

“<< The Constitution has conferred on Congress the right 
to establish a uniform rule of naturalization, and this right 
is evidently exclusive, and has always been held by this 
court to be so. Consequently, no State since the adoption 
of the Constitution can, by naturalizing an alien, invest 
him with the rights and grese secured to a citizen of a 

overnment,’ &e. 

“ Again, says the court: ‘the word “ citizen?’ excludes 
unnaturalized foreigners, the latter forming no part of the 
sovereigniy, owing it no allegiance, and are therefore under 
no obligations to defend it? ‘She undersigned believes, with 
the Supreme Court, that the citizens of the United States 
are the body-politic, ‘the sovereignty,’ and that ‘unnatu- 
ralized foreigners,’ who form no. part of the sovereignty, 
oweit no allegiance, and are under no obligations to defend 
it, and cannot possibly be admitted to‘ hold the power and 
conduct the Government through their. representatives? 
without violence to the Constitution. 

‘He believes with John C. Calhoun that ‘alien’ and 
‘citizen’ are correlative terms, and stand in contradistine- 
tion ‘to each other p that. ‘ the effect of naturalization is to 
remove alienage ;’ that ‘to remove alienage is simply to put 
the foreigner in the condition of the native. born y that 
‘whatever difference of opinion there may be as to what 
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other rights appertain to a citizen, all must, at least, agree 
that he has the right of petition, and also to claim the pro~. 
tection of hisGovernment. These belong to him asa mem- 
ber of the body-politic, and the possession of them is what 
separates citizens of the lowest condition from aliens and 
slaves... To suppose thata State can make an alien a citi- 
zen of the State, or, to present the question more specifi- 
eally, can confer upon him the right of voting, would in- 
volve the absurdity of giving him a direct and immediate 
control over the action of the General Government, from 
which he has no right ta claim the protection, andto which he 
has no right to present a petition” (See speech in Senate, 
April 2, £832.) 

«Tt will be seen that Mr. Calhoun held that the ‘right 
of voting? appertains to citizenship. The Supreme Court 
expressed the same sentiment in other words; that is, that 
the citizens form the sovereignty, hoid the power, and con- 

. duct the Government. For the right of voting is the power 
to ‘conduct the Government? Mr. Jefferson said, ‘a re- 
public? is ‘a government by its citizens in mass,’ (sce letter 
to John ‘Paylor;) and again, that ‘the truc foundation of 
republican Government is the equal right of every citizen in 
his person and property, and in their management? (See 
letter to Mr. Kercheval.) These are bui various forms for 
expressing the same fundamentat principle. So general 
has become this concurrence of opinion among the most 
aceredited expounders of the Constitution, that Webster, 
in bis dictionary, defines a ‘ citizen’ to be, * in the United 
States, à person, native or naturalized, who has the prir- 
tlege of exercising the elective franchise, or the qualifications 
which enable him to vote for rulers, and to purchase and 
hold real estate; clsewhere he bt to vote for 
Governors, Senators, and Repres s a franchise 
enjoyed by citizens, and not belo 2 Mr. Mad- 
ison said (see The Federalist, 3:) The definition of 
the right of suffrage is very justly regarded as a fundamental 
article of republican government. It was incumbent on the 
eonvention, therefore, to define and establish this right in 
the Constitution? And this they accordingly did in, the 
second section of the trst article, as follows? i 

‘cede House of Representatives shall be composed of 
anembers chosen every second year by the people of the 
several Sta and the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for Glectors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State Legislature.’ 

& Here the words ‘the people? of the several States are, 
asthe Supreme Court has declared, equivalent to ‘the citi- 
zens? of the several States, and therefore unquestionably 
exclude all but citizens, ‘Khe word ‘qualifications,’ in the 
last clause of the section, exehides even a portion of the 
citizens; such portion as may be excluded for want of a 
freehold, or other * qualification requisite’? in the several 
States. fn some of them, at the time the Constiuition was 
framed, all citizens not possessing a ‘irechold? were ex- 
eluded; while in others other qualifications were requisite 
for electors of the most numerous branch of the Legislature. 

| In some, all citizens were allowed to vote; in none, ROW- 
ever, was the right granted to unnaturalised foreigner 
Sueb a thought as allowing aliens to take part iu the e 
tion of members of Congress, nev mins to huve ocenurred 
tothe convention, Che word § quidifications’ was ungues- 
tionably intended to limit, to restrict, to confine the body 
of voters to such portion of the citizens as were allowed te 
vote in the several States, while the words € the people of 
the several States’ absolutely cxeluded all others ; because 
the aliens were ‘no part of the sovereignty, owing it no 
allegiance, and under no obligations to defend it.’ 

t Upon this point, fortunately, we are not teft to conjec- 
ture. The whole debate in convention on the adoption of 
this section of the Coustitution is before us, aud it throws 
a flood of light upon this question. Here is its substance. 
Gouverneur Morris moved to strike out of this section the 
clause relating to “quiaifications,’ and to insert i 
noue but. < trecholders’ should vote. ‘Nhe debate then tumed 
wholly upon this p e issue. Mr. Wilson opposed the 
motian of Mr. Morris, on the ground that it would be * hard 
and disagreeable to exclude from voting those who vote for 
ropresentat in the State Legislatures. Mr. Bilsworth 
said ‘the people will not regularly subseribe to the national 
Constitution if it should subject them to be disfranchised.” 
Colonel Mason said, ‘eight or nine States have cxtended 
the rigut of sufit beyond freeholders. What will the peo- 
ple there say if they should be disfranchised? Mr. Butler 
‘opposed abridgment.’ Mr. Dickinson supported the amend- 
ment, advocating ‘restriction of the right? of suffrage ‘to 
frecholders.?. Mr. Madison said ‘the right of suffrage is 
certainly one of the fundamental articles of republican gov- 
ernment, and ought not to be left tobe regulated by the 
Legislature? Whether the constitutional qualification ought 
to be a frechold, would with him depend much on the re- 
ception such a change would meet with by the people, &e. 
In several of the States a freehold was now the qualifica- 
tion? Dr. Franklin was opposed to ‘the elected narrow- 
ing the limits of the electors.’ Mr. Mercer objected to the 
footing on which the gualification was put. Mr. Rutledge 
opposed ‘the idea of restraining the rightot suilrage to the 
treeholders? 

“Thus the whole body of debaters saw in the word f qual- 
ification ’ nothing but restriction, Lion, narrowing the 
limits of the electors. The final conclusion was to ni 
the lintits only where the States had themselve 
done so—that is, everywhere to let those cit 
Representatives in Congress who were permitte 
for members of the most numerous branch of the State 
Legislature. But the idea of letting aliens vote is not only 
excluded absolutely by the first clause of the scetion con- 
fining the right to the ‘people’ or citizens, but from the 
whole tenor of the debate it is manifest that it did not 


2 


enter the brain of any solitary member of the convention. i 


“The undersigned does not mean to assert that Congress 
can look into the constitution of a State asking for admis- 
sion further than to see that it is republican, and not in con- 
flict with that of the United States, or that the General Gov- 
ernment can regulate the right ofsuftrage in the States. Far 
from it. It is the right of every State to determine who of 
its own citizens shali vote for every office ; and in regard to 


iY 
i 


| States of Georgia, North Carolina, and Tennes- 


offices strictly municipal, the States may constitutionally, 
if they choose, permit aliens to vote. But whilst the States 
may confer upon aliens rights of citizenship in matters per- 
taining exclusively to the, State, they cannot constitute the 
status of citizenship, they cannot convertaliens into citizens; 
that power having been conferred by the Constitution upon 
Congress alone ; and they cannot, therefore, give to aliens 
the rights of citizenship in matters pertaining to the Fed- 
eral Government. But to give to aliens the right to vote tor 
members ofgthe State Legislature, as is the case in the Ore- 
gon constitution, gives them incidentally a power of con- 
trol over every départment of the General Government, and 
therefore it is our duty to resist this innovation upon tic 
rights of the General Government atthe very threshhold. As 
the people framed, and the States ratified, thie Genera! Gov- 
ernment as it is constituted, they are bound by every con- 
sideration of good faith to stand by it in its letter and spirit. 
Whilst the rights of the States as they have been reserved 
should be seduJously maintained, those rights which have 
been conceded to the General Government should not be 
ruthlessly ignored. Especially is this true with regard to 
those elemental principles upon which rests its self{preser- 
vation. The General Government stands between us and 
all foreign innovation or invasion. It was established by 
the citizens of the United States for their own benefit and 
the benefit of those who are to becoine citizens by birthright 
or naturalization. In all the cicetive governments, in all 
ages, from the time of Grecian republics down to our time, 
the right of suffrage has been heid to belong to none but 
citizens, Thjs fundamental principle of scif-preservation 
having been fully granted to our General Government, it is 
unwise and unsafe to ignore it, and give thoughtlessly the 
desiinies of such a government into the hands of those who 
towe it no allegiance,’ have ‘no right to claim its protec- 
tion,’ or cven to present to it a ‘petition? 

« When a State has onee becn admitted into the Union, 
with such provision as that pointed out in the Oregon con- 
stitution, the undersigned would not counsel coercion by 
the Federal Government to bring about a change. But when 
a Territory asks to put on the garb of State sovereignty, and 
to be admitted into the Union, is, in bis judgment, the pre- 
cise point of time at which to make this issue. Such pro- 
posed State should be required to conform, to use the lan- 
guage of Mr. Madison, to the ‘fundamental articles of 
republican governmcnv’—particularly that great firstarticle 
which regards a ¢ republic,’ to use the language of Mr. Jet. 
ferson, as $a government by its citizens in mass? In this 
particular, the Oregon constitution is not only not Srepub- 
lican,? but is in direct conflict with the Constitution of the 
United States. Por this, and the foregoing reasons, the un- 
dersigned is constrained to withhold bis assent from the bill 
admitting Oregon into the Union.” 

This objection to the constitution of Oregon, 
so forcibly stated and so clearly and elaborately 
argued, is equally applicable, asvwe have scen, to 
this constitution—both, in almost idgntical lan- | 
guage, permitting unnaturalized forcigners to the 
ght of suffrage. This right, Mr. Speaker, has 
always been regarded as one of the highest pre- | 
rogatives of the citizen, in the free exercise of | 
which this Government is bound to protect him; | 
nor is it safe or wise in us thus to extend it to} 
every man of foreign birth who may choose to | 
make the State of Kansas his place of temporary 
residence for six consecutive months. It is, Íre- 
peat, sir, violative of every principle upon which 
our Government is founded, and, in my judg- 
ment, anti-republican; and the proposition to ad- 
mit Kansas under it as one of the States of this 
Union should, for this, if there were no other rca- 
sons, be rejected, at once and peremptorily, by 
this House. j 

There is yet another reason, Mr. Speaker, why 
this bill, in its present shape, should not pass, as 
has been so ably and cloquently shown by my 
colleague, [Mr. Maynanp.] As itis now framed, 
itis in open violation of a solemn treaty made by 
the Government of the United States with the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians. By the treaty of New 
Echota, made on the 29th day of December, 1835, 
the United States, in the fifth section, stipulates 
with that tribe as follows: 


“The United States hereby covenant and agree that the 
lands ceded to the Cherokee nation in the foregoing article | 
shall in no future time, without their consept, be incladed 
within the territorial mits or jurisdiction of any State or 
Territory. But they shall secure to the Cherokee nation ; 
the right, by their councils, to make and carry into effect | 
ail sneh laws as they may decem nec wy for the govern- 
ment and protection of the persons and property within 
their own country, belonging to their people, or such persons 
as have eonnected themselves with them.” 


It must be borne in mind, Mr. Speaker, that at 
the time of the formation of this treaty this tribe 
of semi-civilized Indians were located on lands, to 
which they had the permanent title, within the 


sec;and the Governmentof the United States ceded | 
to them territory of equal extent west of the Mis- 

sissippi river, in consideration that they would | 
relinquish their claim to the lands in the States 
named; and in order that they might in all future 
time be protected against the encroachments of the 
white man, they demanded and obtained from our i 


| Cherokee tribe of Indians? 


Government a guarantee, in so many words, that: 
the territory thus ceded in exchange for theirs 
should never be included within the limits or juris- 
diction of any State or Territory of the United 
States. This, sir, was not a gifi on our part to 
them; this land was not ceded to this tribe of fn- 
dians in charity; they gave for it a fair and ade- 
quate equivalent, The United States réceived,and 
is to this day enjoying, the territory, which passed 
as the consideration to the contract. And now, 
sir, by the very terms of this bill, in open and fla- 
grant violation of this sacred compact, in direct 
and confessed violation of this treaty, a large 
portion of this Indian reserve is included within 
the proposed limits of the State of Kansas. Gen- 
tlemen assert with seeming candor that it is not 
intended to violate any of the stipulated rights of 
this people, and that the proviso in the bill will 
secure them in the undisturbed enjoyment of their 
possessions. = 

Sir, the people of Kansas adopted an ordinance 
at the time that they formed this proposed Con- 
stitution. And I find in the very first section of 
it, the following declaration of their intentions: 

“ Sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six in each town- 
ship in the State, including Indian reservations and trust 
Jands, shall be granted to the State for the exclusive use of 
common schools.’” 

Here, sir, you see the animus—you have a so- 
lution of the whole question—before the State is 
admitted; and cotemporancously with the forma- 
tion of their constitution, they seize upon every 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth section of this land 
which we have solemnly guaranticd to this unforg 
tunate race of human beings. Lam also met with 
the argument that the rights of the Indians, rest- 
ing ina treaty with our Government, cannot be 
prejudiced by any trusts which may be given to the 
State of Kansas; and that the rights of the State 
mustand will be subordinated to those of the Indi- 
anssecured by treaty with the United States. That, 
sir, is an open question; it may or may not he so, 
and must depend upon the decision of the courts; 
but, sir, the respective rights of the parties, the one 
holding by virtue of its constitution and sover- 
cignty as a State within its limits, and the other 
under its treaty guarantees from the General Gov- 
ernment, is not the question here. 

The United States not only stipulated and sol- 
emnly covenanted with this nation of people that 
they should have the quict enjoyment of this ter- 
ritory, but that it would never extend the terri- 
torial limits or jurisdiction of any State ovor it. 
Do you not now, sir, propose to do that very 
thing? Are you not seeking by this bill to do 
that which these people have the-plighted faith 
and word of the Government of the United States 
that it would not do? You are deliberately and 
knowingly perpetrating an act which your Gov- 
ernment promised and agreed—and that, too, fora 
consideration—that it never would do. How dare 

ou thus break the faith of the United States? 

Jow dare you thus sully the fair name of our 
common country? Has it come to this, sir, that 
the solemn treaties made by oureconstituted au- 
thoritics are to be infracted at pleasure? Are they 
to set no bounds to the promptings of ambition— 


t . 7 
to interpose no obstacle to the graspings of ava- 


g 
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rice? Is this to be our code of national honor? If 
so, let it go to the world at once ; so that no na- 
tion or people may hereafter be misled by our 
boasted national integrity and hypocritical pro- 
fessions of good faith. I desire the gentleman 
who is to close this debate [Mr. Grow] to state 
if he does not in this bill propose, in terms, to vio- 
late the fifth article of the treaty of 1835 with the 
Do not tell me, sir, 
by way of answer, thatthe Kansasand Nebraska 


: bill violated it also, or that the Lecompton con- 


| 


stitution sought equally the despoilment of this 
people. T care not what this party or that party 
may have done, or intended to do. Thatis no 
justification for our action. What are you seck- 
ing now to do? Sir, I have no veneration fora 
hoary iniquity, and have yet to learn that that 
which was wrong became right hy being repeated. 
Sir, the foul and nefarious act of Russia, Prussia, 
and Austria, in blotting Poland from the map of 
Europe, to satisfy their lusts for empire and do- 
minion, may be imitated, but not excused. . 
Mr. GOOCH. Idid not rest my defense of this 
bill on the ground that the same thing was con- 
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tained in the Kansas and Nebraska bill and in 
the Lecompton bill. Iput it on the ground that 
this was no violation of the treaty; and although 
I referred to the fact that cach party had thus acted 
and thus voted, still I said it was because the 
rights of the Indians were protected under this 
bill that I supported it. 

Mr. QUARLES. I would ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, before he takes his seat, to 
answer me whether the treaty between the United 
States and the Cherokee Indians, ratificd in 1835, 
does not expressly declare that neither the limits 
nor jurisdiction of any State or Territory of the 
United States shall ever be extended over these | 
very lands, now included within the limits of: 
Kansas by the bill under consideration ? 

Mr. GOOCH. The treaty of 1835 provided | 
that the Indian lands should not be within the ter- 
ritorial limits or jurisdiction of any State. Now, 
I do not consider that by the admission of Kan- 
sas, under this constitution, we place this Indian 
territory within the limits or jurisdiction of Kan- 
sas. In determining the territorial limits of the 
State of Kansas, we must have regard not only 
to her constitution, but also to the Indian treaties 
and the proviso in the bill now before us, for her |; 
admission into the Unionas a State. And if you | 
examine these, you will find that the Indian ter- 
ritory is excepted both from the limits and juris- 
diction of the State of Kansas. F consider it the i 
samc as though J, owning ten acres of land, should || 
convey to you one acre with a possibility of re- |! 
version in the decd, and subsequently should quit- || 
elaim all my interest in the whole ten acres to 

i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


another, at the same time recognizing and making | 
mention of the intérest which I had conveyed to ; 

ou. i 
A Mr. QUARLES. 1 would ask the gentleman | 
the further question, if itis not the intention of |) 
the bill to interfere with the guaranticd rights of 
the Indians to theirlands, why arc they notforever 
excepted out of the limits of Kans@s? 

Mr. GOOCH. It is excepted forever. 

Mr. QUARLES, The bill does not so ex- 
press it. | 

Mr. GOOCH. The phrase “forever” addsnoth- |; 
ing, as I understand, to legislation inany instance. |} 
I never attributed any force or effect to it. Idoi 
not suppose it makes the time longer or shorter. || 

Mr.@UARLES. Let me call the gentleman’s 
attention to the language of the treaty, which is, 
by our Constitution, the paramount law of the 
land.  ltexpressly and most solemnly guaranties | 
that the ‘said lands shall be and remain theirs | 
forever asa home, a final and permancht home; 
and that in all future time neither the limits nor 
jurisdiction ofany State or Territory ofthe United | 
States shall be extended overit.” Now, sir, docs 
not this bill do this very thing which you, by your 
Government, have covenanted not to do? 

Me. GOOCH. Fu reply to that, I say that the 
lines do not extend around them; I say that Con» | 
gress has not the power to extend the lines around | 
them, The reason why this Indian territory was 
not, in terms, excluded from the limits of Kansas, | 
as prescribed by the Wyandotte constitution, I; 
understand to be this: in case the rights of the | 
Indians under the treaty should be exterminated, 
as they may be with their consent, then, and not 
till then, this territory would be within the limits 
and jurisdiction of the State of Kansas. It would | 
then be rightand proper that Kansas should have 
this territory and cxercise jurisdiction over it. 
But the Indians have it within their power to keep 
the territorial lines and jurisdiction of Kansas for- | 
ever off the lands. 

Mr. QUARLES. That, sir, is placing them | 

„in exactly the same position in which they were |) 
placed in the States of Georgia, North Carolina, | 
and Tennessee; and to be in all future time freed |: 
from such difficulties and conflicts as arose from |: 
being included within the limits of one of the 
States of this Union, they obtained this solemn 


is 


terms violate; and I now submit to the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts that it is not magnanimous 
and in keeping with the character of a free, pov 

erful,and noble people, thus to treat a poor, weak, 
and defenseless race of human beings, who have 
not the prowess to assert their rights, and who 
have no voice upon this floor to guard and pro- 
tect their interests. Sir, their weakness, so far i: 


il 
ti 
| 
ji 
; ace ae 
guarantee, which this bill docs expressly and in |} 1s 
i 
| 
il 


| for his rights of personal freedom. 


from inviting insult and oppression, should pro- 
tect and shield them from aggression. ®Does that 
gentleman mean to be understood to say, that, in 
his opinion, itis not the intention of the people 
of Kansas to drive, by force if necessary, the In- 
dians from these lands, and coerce a relinquish- 
ment of their claim to them? 

Mr. GOOCH. In reply to that I will say, that 
if Kansas attempt any such act, L will, so far as in 
me hes, give all the power and force of the Gov- 
ernment to protect the Indians and preserve in full 
force and effect the treaties that we have made. 

Mr. QUARLES. The gentleman would coil 
the folds of the anaconda around his victim, and 
lull him into fancied security with loud profes- 
sions of good faith and solemn promises of gov- 
crnmental protection, What more sacred guar- 
antec can you give than the one you have already 
given, and which, in the same breath that you dc- 
clare you will keep, you violate? And I here ask 
the gentleman, as one of the Territorial Commit- 


tee, why not reform the boundaries of the proposed | 


State, so as.to bind upon this Indian reservation, 
and not enter on it, if itis your purpose and that 
of the people of Kansas to deal fairly and justly 
with them, and protect them in their rights ? 
i Mx GOOCH. Thatis precisely what has been 
done. < 

Mr. QUARLES. If, sir, as you say, you in- 
tended to protect the rights of this people, why 


| not do‘it ia terms in your bill? Why encroach 


upon them? Why place them within the limits 
of the proposed State? 

Mr. GOOCH. They are protected in the bill, 
and the Constitution of the United States will pro- 


tect them against all attempts on the part of Kan- | 


sas to exercise jurisdiction over them, ifany should 
bo made. . 

Mr. QUARLES. Sir,itisa strange and mys- 
terious character of protection you offer them., 


; You stipulate with them, most solemuly, for a 
; consideration, that you will never again surround 


them with the limits or jurisdiction of a State or 


, Territory; and in the very bill in which you claim 


that you protect them, you violate your contract 


with them, and do place them within the proposed | 
‘limits and jurisdiction of the State of Kansas. 


What promise of protection can you extend to 


| them in your bill more sacred than the treaty 


that you violate? Harve they any assurance that 


` you will be more fastidious about this than you 


have been in regard to that? 

Mr. Speaker, what this people desire, and the 
controlling reason for the stipulation referred to in 
the treaty, was, that never again should they be 
placed, as in Georgia, within the limits of two 
sovercignties—that of the General Governmeat 
on the one side, and of the State on the other; 
each, tosome extent, antagonized with the other— 


the State claiming the sovereignty of the lands | 


within its limits, and the General Government, 
remote from the stage of action, asserting the par- 
amount title of the Indian, engendering strife, 


i; bloodshed, and pillage. 


Tt was in order to be forever freed from this 
demon of discord that they demanded, and we gave 


to them, the pledge that never again would we į 
| place around them this conflict of local jurisdic- 
i tion; and this is called protection. by gentlemen 


who favor this measure. You draw a cordon of 
fire around them, protesting that you do it out of 
pure affection for them. You manacle your vic- 
tim, and say to him it is done in tender regard 
Sir, the pres- 
ence of the white man is,and ever has been, fatal 


| to theexistence of the red. They cannotand will 
| not commingle; they are not, and never can be, 


homogeneous. The superior energy, intelligence, 
and civilization of the Anglo-Saxon has ever borne 
and will ever continue to bear them back west- 
ward, whenever and wherever they are placed in 


, in effect, to exterminate them. 
Mr. Speaker, there is in the fate of the red man 


| on this continent—these children of the wood— | 


something touchingly mournful and sad. From 
the day that he first welcomed the white man to 


his rude hut to this hour, he has been driven back | 


toward the setting sun—has heen called on, again 


‘and again, to give up the graves of his fathers, || 
and the scenes of his youth; at his bidding has li lar vote, 


collision, whether by accident er design; and to} 
| place the white man within their territorial Jimits 


been forced to banish himself from the streams 
in which he and his forefathers had angled, and- 
the valleys in which they had lived for centuries; 
and plunge deeper and yet deeper into the eréat 
wood that stretches westward to the Pacific ocean, 
And so it seems it must be until they shall be 
no more, and remain only as a recollection tothe 
inhabitants of the earth. : 

Sir, no right of theirs shall ever be violated by 
any act of mine; and I call upon gentlemen to re+ 
member, that although they are inferior to us in 
all that pertains to tho arts and sciences, to gov- 
ernment and civilization, they are human beings, 
endowed with all the feclings and passions which 
sway and control our own nature. Think you, 
sirs, it costs them no pang to give up to a stran- 
ger, and forever, the bons of their fathers, the 
haunts of their childhood, the land of their birth; 
to stand for the last time over the graves of their 
children; to sit for the last time around the hearth- 


| stone of their infancy, and in sadness and silence 


pursue their journey to strange lands? Sir, no 
earthly consideration can induce me to betray 
the confidence they have reposed in us, or falsify 
the sacred assurance given to them by our Gov- 
ernment. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, 1 shall 
withhold my vote from this measure. To pass 
it, you must violate an express law of the land— 
to wit: the English bill, before cited—and by it 
you infuse into the body-politic a subtle poison 
by admitting to the right of suffrage unnaturalized 
foreign-born men, as expressly provided in the 
proposed constitution of Kansas; and tarnish the 
unsullied honor of our common country by in- 
fracting a treaty solemnly entered into by our 
Government with the Cherokee Indians. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 
SPEECH OF HON. M.R.H.GARNETT, 


OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue Ilovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 11, 1860. 


The House having under consideration the bill (HB, R. 
No. 28) for the admission of Kansas into the Union—~ 


Mr. GARNETT said: 

Mr. Speaxer: I will not trespass upon the at- 
tention of the House forany length of time. It 
is not my intention to make a speech; but I wish 
to give a few reasons which will control my vote 
upon this question in connection with what is 
commonly called the English bil. [was the more 
solicitous to do so, because | was one of the last 
of the southern Democrats who consented to vote 
for that bill. i 

The House will remember—at least those who 
were members of the last Congress will remem- 
ber—that we were occupied for five months ina 
protracted, wearisome struggle over the admission 
of Kansas under the Lecompton constitution. 
We took vote after vote, antil it became apparent 
that it was impossible that Kansas could be admit- 
ted under that constitution. Impossible, not be- 
cause the Democratic party had not a majority in 
this House, but because that party were divided. 
Under these circumstances, it appeared very de- 
sirable to the leaders of the party that we should 
adopt some measure, or come to some settlement, 
which, if ithad no other advantage, would atleast 
compose the differences in that party, on the 
safety and prosperity of which we believed the 
prosperity and safety of the country itself de- 
pended. À NENES 

Now, sir, the particular point in dispute was, 
whether the Lecompton constitution represented 
the will of the people of Kansas, or how that will 
was to be ascertained; in other words, whether 
the constitution should be submitted to a vote of 
the people of Kansas. A majority of us con- 
tended that the only authentic expression of pop- 
war will is found in the action of the people 
through its organized forms, without which, in- 
deed, there can be no people, properly so called. 
The minority of our Democratic brethren who 
differed with us believed that another popular vote 
—a vote of the numerical majority—was required 
to ratify the constitution. 

Now what, sir, did the English bill do? It did 
not submit the constitution of Kansas to a popu- 
and so far our views were carried out; 
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on the other hand, it did submit a certain ordi- 
nance to the popular vote, and required its ratifi- 
cation as a condition of the admission of Kansas. 
I take it that there was nobody in this House, or 
in the country, so obtuse as not to understand 
this arrangement was neither more nor less than 
an evasion and waiver of the point in dispute—a- 
waiver of the point in dispute, as some thought, 
for the peace of the whole country, and, as others 
thought, for the peace and harmony of the Dem- 
ocratic party; and I think both were just and le- 
gitimate objects. 

But, sir, so far as we of the South were con- 
cerned, what had we to gain by a waiver of the 
dispute? Could the continuation of the dispute 
destroy the harmony of the Democratic party at 
the South? Could it weaken- our position in any 
point whatever? We knew, day by day and hour 
by hour, that the South was becoming more in- 
tenscl y Democratic, as it was proved that the Dem- 
ocratic party North was the only party which 
gave the slightest symptoms of fecling in favor of 
the protection of our rights. We knew that no 
destiny or power could prevent the South from 
becoming unanimously Democratic in the course 
of a few years. 

It was manifest that we were already defeated 
on the admission of Kansas under the Lecompton 
constitution. Why not confess it upon the record? 
Why not acknowledge the fact? We had no ob- 
jection to the confession. Then I say that we of 
the southern Democracy had nothing to gain by 
this waiver. ‘The gentlemen who had something 
to gain, as they supposed, were the members of 
the Democratic party at the North, where it might 
still bea question. ‘They had something to gain; 
and, for one, I desifed to assist them so far as I 
could, They had something to gain by preserv- 
ing the party organization, by promoting harmony 
inits ranks, and by removing a subject of con- 
tention and difference of opinion. 

Mr. Speaker, the condition made to induce us 
to consent to that waiver is to be found in the last 
section of the Bnglish bill, without which, I ven- 
ture to say, not twenty men in the southern Dem- 
ecratic party could ever have been induced to vote 
for it. Mere it is: 

“Me people of said Territory are hereby authorized and 
empowered to form for themselves a constitution aud State 
government, by the name of the State of Kansas, according 
to tbe Federal Constitution ; and may elect delegates tor tbat 
purpose whenever, and not before, itis ascertained by acen- 
sus duly and legally taken, that the population of said Terri- 
ry equals or exeecds the ratio of representation required 
cn member of the House of Representatives of the Con- 
of the United States’? 


The language is emphatic. It says ‘ whenever, 
and not before, itis ascertained.”? Flow? By a 
census duly and legally taken.’? Phat is the con- 
dition, L repeat, without fear of contradiction, 
which secured the passage of the English bill. 
We southern Democrats had nothing, so faras our 
section was concerned, to gain by its passage. We 
knew that we were defeated. We confessed it 
by the bill, and we did not hope or care to conceal 
thefact. But wedid desire, ifpossible, tostrengthen 
the position of the Democratic party at the North, 
and we were willing to do it on that condition—a 
condition which was written in as plain words as 
the English language could supply. 


1 trust, sir, that the House will excuse me if I jj 


refer to myself in this connection. I doit merely 
from the fact that I was not in the city of Wash- 
ington when this bill was reported, and my own 
vote on it was in some degree in doubt, and thus 
1 was in more immediate connection with circum- 
stances which gave peculiar meaning and signifi- 
cance to that clause. When I came back here 
from the country, [found the bill before the House, 
and my first impression was that { would vote 
against it. I remember having conference after 
conference with gentlemen who, like myself, were 
in doubt on the subject. 

There was the distinguished and lamented mem- 
ber from Mississipi, General Quitman. There 
were the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Boxnam,] my ownlamented colleague, Dr.Goode, 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr.Sratiworrn,] 
Mr. Shorter, of Alabama, the predecessor of the 
gentleman who sits near me, [Mr. Pueu,] and oth- 
ers. We consulted together; and we determined, 
if that clause of the bill would be fairly carried out, 
we would vote for it; though even to this our 


i sents to my statement. 


i mark, that he, as a man of honor, was bound to 


| compromise, and had I voted for it, I should say, 


| fairs, and makes future agreements impossible. 


friends, General Quitman and the gentleman from 
South Car@ina, [Mr. Bonnam,] dissented. Woede- 
termined that, unless there could be some under- 
standing to that effect, we would not vote for it. 
Recollect, the fate of the bill hung upon our votes. 
We went so far as to make a proposition to the 
committeesof conference of the Senate and House 
that certain resolutions which, I think, had been 
previouly introduced by General Quitman, fixing 
and defining the rule for the admission of new 
States, should be brought forward by the Demo- 
cratic party in this House and passed by those 
who passed the bill. 

1 well remember, after one of these conferences, 
my friend from South Carolina [Mr. Krrrr] un- 
dertook to communicate between usand the mem- 
bers of the committees of conference—the Demo- 
cratic members of those committees. I remember 
that he came back to us with the assurance that 
their whole strength and influence would be given 
to the passage of such a declaration. If Í am |} 
wrong, my friend will correct me. I see he as- |: 


It was undér these circumstances that we were 
induced to go for the English bill. A caucus of 
the Democratic party was assembled in this Hall, 
at which I was present; and, as I believe, resolu- || 
tions equivalent to this clause, and applicable to 
all future cases, except Oregon and Minnesota, |! 
would have passed, had it been deemed necessary |! 
to press them. It was understood that this dec- |} 
laration should not cpply to Minnesota and Or- 
egon, for they had beén proposed as States before. 
It was understood that they should not be in- 
cluded in the agreement, but that Kansas should; 
and that the declaration should apply to all sub- || 
sequent cases. 

lt was to be applied to Kansas, as my friend 
here says, if she rejected thaordinance offered 
to her. The members of the Democratic party || 
from the South, and I, for one, certainly, repos- 
ing upon these assurances, passed that bill. But 
two years afterwards we find that, without the 
slightest regard to that bill, and when there is no 
census duly and legally taken to prove that Kan- 
sas has the requisite population, itis proposed to 
us to vote for her admission; and į regret that | 
many of our northern Democratic friends, regard- 
less of that pledge, are about to give this vote. 

Now, sir, I made a remark the other day which 
the gentleman from’Ohio [Mr. Cox] undertook 
to quote, but did not do so correctly. He said 
that I had said that no man of honor, who voted 
for the English bill, could vote for the admission 
of Kansas. 1 did not say that. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VarLaxpicnam] had made the re- 


våte for this bill. I only replied, that], as a man 
of honor, was bound to vote against it. I said 
then, and I repeat it to-day, that legislative com- 
promises bound nobody but those who madcthem. 

I never saw the day that I would not, as a mem- 
ber of Congress, have voted for the repeal of the | 
Missouri compromise. I never saw the day that 
I would have voted to place such a stigma and dis- 
honor upon my scetion of the country; but had 


that, asa man of honor, no motive could induce 
me to vote to repealit. Far be it from me to say, 
that gentlemen who voted for the English bill are 
not conscientious in voting for this bill. There is 
my friend from Ohio, who spoke yesterday, [Mr. 
Prenperon,] for whom! have the highest personal 
regard and esteem, and I could never say or think j| 
anything that could by possibility reflect upon 
him. lonly speak of the obligation as it appears || 
tome. And I repeat, that it is to me a matter of |) 
astonishment, ‘that gentlemen whom I respect, jj 
whose opinions I respect, can take a different view |!| 
of the question. 

If, then, the obligations arising out of the Eng- 
lish bill impel us to refuse Kansas admission now, 
why should we violate them? What pressing ex 
igency, what great consideration of public policy | 
and expediency urge us to such hot haste, 1n for- | 
getfulness of our former solemn agreement and | 
resolve? I would say that the highest expediency | 

| 
H 
| 
i 


to observe plighted faith, for those who gave it; 
and no example could be more pernicious than || 
one which destroys all confidence in political af- |) 


| 
i 
i 
f 
| 
| 
i 


What, then, is to be gained by this act? Is it 
that the people of Kansas have proved themselves 
soeminently capable of self-government, that they 
are such an enlightened people, such a great State, 
that we need their assistance in these Halls of 
legislation? I think if gentlemen will look to the 
history of the proceedings in that Territory, 
whether by Republicans or Democrats—I think if 
any gentleman will take the New York Herald 
of yesterday morning, and read the correspond- 
ence between a man by the name of Redpath, Gov- 
ernor Robinson, and others—they will come to 
the conclusion that we can afford to wait longer 
for this new member of our Confederacy. Indeed, 
I am no advocate for the hasty admission of new 
States, though Ido not go so far as an illustrious 
member from Virginia (John Randolph) did, when 
he opposed the admission of all new States; yet 
I must say that the character of this Government 
—and I say it with all possible respect to gentle- 
men who represent new States—that the charac- 
ter of this Government among the nations of the 
carth has been sensibly lowered by the political 
consequences of the rapid admission of new States. 

Go to Minnesota, and you find nearly half of 
her population was composed of foreigners but 
lately landed upon these shores; and even men 
who have not been naturalized are permitted to 
vote after they have declared their intention to 
become citizens; men who are unused to our in- 
stitutions—men, the larger portion of whom have 
emigrated from the pressure of want and penury ` 
at home, and who, for the most part, of late years, 
have belonged in thcir own country to the more 
ignorant class of society. I speak plainly, be- 
cause ] speak what F think. , 

Mr. BARR. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia, when he talks in that way, who were 
the first citizens shot down in defending Virginia 
soil in the invasion at Harper’s Ferry? The two 


| first men shot down in defending your soil were 
adopted citizgns—Irishmen, 


Mr. GARNETT. lam very much obliged to 
those Irishmen who were shot down by the in- 
vaders of Virginia. [Laughter.] I know the 
Irish are a very gallant race; and I believe the 


| gentleman himself is a descendant of that gallant 


race. . 

Mr. BARR. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GARNETT. And when they send us 
such Representatives as he, I am happy to rc- 
ceive them, and to do them honor. No man ad- 
mires the virtues of his race more highly than I 
do, or is more grateful for the eminent men the 
have given us; but I mustsay, that when we admit 
a new. State into this Union, it is a great recom- 
mendation to me, that a majority of her popula- 
tion, enough to give tone and sentiment and char- 
acter to it, are American-born, and accustomed to 
American institutions, Whatever gentlemen may 
think of the doctrine, it is true doctrine—old Vir- 
ginia doctrine, which we, of all parties, recognize 
there. We welcome the honest emigrant to our 
shores; we offer him equal civil rights; and when, 
after a moderate probation, he has acquired polit- 


j ical privileges, I would defend him in their full 
I been a member of the Congress that passed that |]. 
i 
t 


enjoyment; butI cannot think it desirable, nor do 


| I believe intelligent foreigners themselves desire, 


to see the institutions of this country fall too rap- 
idly under the control of that class of our citizens— 
more rapidly than they can be Americanized, 
And yet such is apt to be the result in these new 
States, under the combined effects of the recent 
great emigration, your land laws, and rapid ad- 
mission into the Union. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did I understand the gentle- 
man from Virginia to say that the State of Min- 
nesota was settled by the rough-scuffs of creation— 
men who left their country for their country’s 
good? 

Mr.GARNETT. I did not hear the gentle- 
man’s question. Will you repeat it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did J understand the gen- 
tleman to say that Minnesota was settled by peo- 
ple who had left their country for their country’s 
good? 

Mr. GARNETT. 


I said, and I repeat it, for 
I believe it, that nearly half of the population of 
Minnesota are foreign-born. I said that, while the 
foreign-born population contained many valua- 
ble citizens, whom I was glad to see in this coun- 
try, and to whose virtues I did honor, yet, of that 
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great tide of emigration. the greater portion, of 


late years, belonged at home tothe more ignorant 
classes of society. : 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is not the case with the 


population of Minnesota; and I take the liberty to | 
say to the gentleman that Iam better acquainted į 


with them than he is. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will be allowed to go on, 
for I like to hear his good American doctrine. 

Mr.GARNETT. I made some remarks upon 
the admission of Minnesota into the Union, when 
that matter was pending. before this House. I 
found, among other articles of her constitution, 
one which bestowed the right of suffrage uponall 
Indians of half-blood who had adopted the habits 
of civilized life—one of those precise, definite, and 
statesmanlike provisions in regard to the highest 
and first of political privilezes—which prove that 
Minnesota was highly capable of self-government. 

Then, sir, I say there is another consideration 
as to the population that goes from our own States 
into the pew States. It consists generally of the 
most energetic men in the community—men who 
are valuable at home and valuable abroad; the 
hardy pioneers, to whom we owe so much of our 
country’s greatness. But, then, of late years espe- 
cially, there has been a large infusion of men who 
go ona mere adventure, not to build up homes in 
the wilderness, or gather the domestic affections 
around the hearthstone, but as an army of explo- 
ration; gallant but restless spirits, who are ever 
marching, and never looking to fixed settlements. 
Such a camp is admirable and invaluable in its 
way, but such men do not make a State. They 
are wanting in that community of character, of 
interest, of ideas, and of family ties, which is nc- 
cessary to organize a political sovereignty. Leave 
them to their anarchy, and the resultis developed 
in the brief history of Kansas, 


I say, then, that I have no very great desire to | 
admit Kansas asa State into the Ynion, because | 
the people of Kansas have yet | 


I do not think th 
proved themselvely’capable of self-government; 
nor are they the men whom I should particularly 
desire to see participate in the government of my 
State and of the whole Confederacy. 

Where, then, is the expediency, where the use, 
where the necessity, of admitting Kansas before 
she has complied with the conditions of the bill ? 
I understand gentlemen on the other side of the 
House to support this bill for two reasons: the first 
is because it is a triumph over the Democratic 
party, because the Democratic party has said that 

Kansas shall not be admitted, and therefore they 
want to show that Kansas shall be admitted. 
That is one reason. But they are practical men 
on the other side of the House. 
practical purpose in view. Admit Kansas, and 
she will have three clectoral votes. The presi- 
dential election may be very close, and these three 
electoral votes will be certainly given to the Re- 


publican nominee. Therefore, gentlemen on the , 
other side want to admit Kansas before the ap- ; 


proaching census. They cannot wait for hext 
winter. You want to call up new peers to Parlia- 
ment, so as to control the result of a presidential 
election. You are practical men. You are right. 


You men of darkness are ‘wise in your genera- | 
: : À 3 | 
tion, wiser than the children of light.” [Laughter.] : 


I oppose it, not only for these reasons, but be- 
cause Í do not want you to have three additional 
electoral votes at the next presidential election. 
I have no concealment about it. Itis a proper, 
a just, a legitimate motive. I believe, as your 
votes and speeches have showm since you had 
the seal moved from your lips; as your votes 
have shown on Mr. Biawe’s resolution; and as 
iy speeches have shown, that you mean, either 

y direct means or by the moral and political in- 
fluence of your party, to carry on this movement 
until you destroy the security of the South with 
the Union; until you have put her under the ban; 
and until ultimately her institutions are sapped 
and underminedandruined. Thatis my serious, 
honest belief of your intentions. 

Mr. LARRABEE. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia—— 

, Mr. BINGHAM. I must object to interrup- 
tions. i- 

Mr. LAMAR. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw objection. 


They have a | 


t 
i 


| nial among the swine herd; and I sincerely hope | 


` olations of Isracl and the destruction of Jerusa- | 


Mr. GARNETT. I see that the purpose of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is to make an inquiry. 
He says that he did net hear me. His purpose 
is to inquire what I said in regard to the people 
of Wisconsin. I repeat, that in what I said, in 
commenting on the general character of the people 
of the new States, and on the propriety of their 
admission, I mean no personal reflection whatever 
on any gentlemen with whom I have the honor 
to associate on this floor. : 

Mr. LARRABEE. But you reflected on the 
people of my State. 

Mr. GARNETT. The gentleman will see the 
report of my remarks; I cannot ungertake now to 
explain them. I think he misconccives them, as 
he will agree. I repeat, however, that I do not 
think it very desirable that new States should be 
admitted until their population assumes a settled 
character and it is Americanized. 

Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted I was 
speaking of the effect of the admission of Kansas 
on the presidential clection, and was charging 
gentlemen on the other side with desiring its ad- 
mission in order to get three additional votes for 
their candidate in the presidential clection. Sir, 
I have no concealments to make, I think ita just 
and proper objection to the admission of Kansas 
that it will affect the presidential election. I think 
that the fate of this country hangs upon our keep- 
ing the Republican party out of power; and by 
no act of mine will Pealiagly, unless forced by 
some great consideration’ of public justice and 
necessity to do so, increase the power of that 
party. Let Kansas purge herself of contempt of 
our laws; let her go through the regular stages of 
probation, and prove, by a census to be taken in 
the course ofa few months, that she has the prepet 
population; let her come forward then with her 
constitution, and I, for one, am willing to vote for 
her admission. How can she suffer by waiting 
till next winter? In no respect whatever, except 
that you will lose three votes in the presidential 
election, and your loss in that respect will be our 
gain. 

It is therefore a matter of astonishment and re- 
gret to me to find many Democrats upon this floor 
going out of their way to accept this Republican 
measure, and to vote for the admission of Kansas. 
And, sir, it is a matter of still deeper regret to me 
when I find the obstacles which they have to 
break down, the barriers which they have to 
overthrow, the contract which they have to tear 
up, and throw to the winds, in order to effect this 
end; to accomplish this grand result of adding 
three more electoral votes tothe poll of that party 
—of that sectional party, whose triumph and vic- | 
tory are identified with the disgrace of the Democ- 
racy, with insult and injury to the South, with 
the ruin and overthrow of our Union. Therefore, 
for one, I shall record my vote against this meas- 
ure, 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. HARDEMAN, 
OF GEORGIA, 
In rue Horse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 12, 1860. 

The House being iu the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. HARDEMAN said: 

Mr. Cuamman: Having obtained the floor im- 
mediately after the member from Illinois [Mr. 
Lovesoy] had concluded his remarks, some may | 
suppose | intend to reply tothe same; but as those | 
remarks were sufficiently characterized at the time 
of their delivery, 1 shall not further notice them. 
Į will, however, earnestly commend the unfortu- 
nate member to that Being who, when onc simi- 
larly affected came running to him from the mount- | 
ains and the tombs besceching his compassion, 
permitted the unclean spirits that tormented him | 
to exchange their habitation for one more conge- 


that the prototype of him, possessed of a devil, 
may yet be seen “ sitting, and clothed, and in his 


right mind.” HI 


A prophet of old, looking from the ‘ specular 
tower” of prophecy, foresaw and foretold the des- 


lem, and sacred history testifies to the verity of 


the prophecy and its fulfillment. Inspired by-his 
example, many in these. latter-day times. foretell 
coming events; with what accuracy. and foresight, - 
time will only reveal. Some upon this floor, look- 
ing back upon the history of the past-and at the 
dangers of the present, predict for the fature of our 
country some of that blight and ruin that in the 
visions of the inspired one awaited the doomed 
cities of the East. How far these apprehensions . 
may be well founded, is my purpose to investi- 
gate to-day. In the earlier days of our Republic, 
€ the people of the United States, in order to form 
amore perfect Union,” ordained and established 
a Constitution for their government, upon the 
proper observance of which justice would be estab- 
lished, domestic tranquillity insured, and the bless- 


ings of liberty secured to the whole people. These 


objects having been contemplated by the framers 
of thatinstrument, the inference isconsequential, 
that if its provisions are not complied with “by 
those whoadminister the municipal affairs of Fed- 
cral and State Government, the inferred injustice 
would be practiced, and the public tranquillity dis- 
turbed, if not destroyed. The Union formed was 
one of equal rights and immunities between the 
States that were represented in the convention, at 
the time of the adoption of the Constitution; and 
as new States could be admitted under the pro- 
visions of the same, as equals of the older States, 
the same rights and immunities are guarantied to 
all that compose the Confederacy. ; 

Now, what are some of those rights? Among 
those enumerated is a clause that provides “* that 
norperson shall be deprived of life, liberty, and 
property, without due process of law; thereby se- 
curing to all the enjoyment of these constitutional 


| immunities. Solong as thesc rights are respected, 


there will be union and harmony; but when one 
portion of those governed aggress upon them, and 
endeavor to restrict others in their enjoyment, jcal-~ 
ousies will arise, the harmony of the system will 


| be broken, and the union of the States endangered. 


A free people are ever watchful of their liberties; 
and States ever have been, and ever will be, jeal- 
ous of Federal encroachments and the aggressions 
of power. A struggle for power will ever arouse 
the vigor, energy, and resources of a people; and 
those that obtain the mastery are too prone to for- 
get the rights of others in their desire to strengthen 
themselves. Hence we hear of resistance and 
revolution, among minorities, against the usurpa- 
tions and encroachments of heartless majorities. 
Power desires additional strength, that it may be 
secure in the position attained; and constitutional 
restrictions arc too frequently impotent barriers 
to theiraggressive demands. ‘This has been derm- 
onstrated in our own, brief history; and I pro- 
pose to show to-day, that parties now exist that 
exert themselves to deprive my people of their 
constitutional equality in this Government. That 

ou may correctly understand my position, I will 

riefly advert to the early history of our country, 

At the time of the formation of our Constitu- 
tion, there were conflicting opinions as to the best 
form of government, the extent of the powers 
that should be given it, and the rights of the States 
that composed it. Yet these differences of opin- 
ion were adjusted, and our present system adopted 
—its powers defined and restricted by the articles 
of agreement known as the Federal Constitution, 
In that instrument, the rights of the people are 
secured. By its provisions our claims must be 
adjudged, and to it I appeal to-day. At the ime 
of its adoption, what was the condition and status 
of the southern States? Did their peculiar insti- 
tution then exist, or was this country (as has 
been asserted) dedicated to freedom? History 
informs us that at the time of the Declaration of 
Independence, slavery was common to all the 
colonies, and, at the period of the formation of the 
Constitution, existed in every State perhaps, save 
one, independent of municipal regulations—for in 
no State were there creating statutes. If it ex- 
isted then, and was recognized by the fathers, 
the Constitution either recognized or ignored it; 
and as it nowhere ignores, but provides for its 
representation and its protection, in the clause 
restoring fugitive slaves to their owncrs, we are 
forced to the conclusion that slavery was recog- 
nized by the framers of that instrument, and there- 
fore the right to its protection and enjoyment fol- 


| lows, as a necessary corollary. 
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But, say-those opposed to this position, the 
clause. cited: guarantying to every individual the 
‘right of liberty is proof conclusive against your 
power to:cnslave.. Nothing is more erroneous; 
and a reference to the debates at the time of the 
formation and adoption of the Constitution sus- 
tains me in this assertion. What liberty 1s guar- 
antied here, and of .which no one shall be de- 
prived? Itis the liberty of those recognized: as 
freemen by the instrument itself. Were slaves 
thus recognized? If so, why the additional clause, 
«including those bound to service for a term of 

ears, and three fifths of all other persons?’ 
What other persons are here referred to but the 
slaves of the South, who are still represented in 
that ratio on the floor of this House? The con- 
clusion is irresistible that slaves were recognized 
by the framers of the Constitution, not only as 
persons, but as property; and for this reason that 
instrument. was opposed by several members of 
the Federal convention. Upon the motion of Mr. 
Wilson, of Pennsylvania, fixing the present basis 
of State representation, Mr. Gerry, of Massa- 
chusetts, then the great north State, objected to 
the idea of property being the rule of representa- 
tion. Hesaid: 

& Blacks are property, and are used to the southward as 
horses and cattle to the northward; and why should their 
representation be increased to the southward, on account 
of their slaves, more than horses and oxen to the North?” 
~—EElliot’s Debates, vol. 2, p. 69. f 

In the convention ofthe Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, when this clause was under consider- 
ation, Mr. King used the following language: 

“Phere has been much misconception of this section. 
It is aprinciple of the Constitution that representation and 

` taxation should go hand in hand. ‘his paragraph states 
that the number of free persons shall be determined by add- 
ing to the whole number of free persons, including those 
bound to sorvice for aterm of years, and excluding Indians 
not taxed, three fifths of all other persons; these persons 
are the slaves. By this rule, representation and taxation 
are to be apportioned. And it was adopted, because it was 
the fanguage of all America.’—LElliot’s Debates, vol. 1, p. 


55. 


It was not then confined to one section; it was 
not alone the voice of slavcholders; butit was the 
language of all America. In that same conven- 
tion, Mr. Dawes said: 

He was sorry to hear so many objections raised against 
the paragraph vader consideration. Ile thought: them 
wholly untounded—that the black inhabitants of the south- 
em States must be considered either as slaves, and as so 
much property, or in the character of so many freemen.” 
$ $ i * “QOurown State kaws and constitu- 
tion would regard them as freemen, and so, indeed, would 
our ideas of natural justice.” 

Thus conveying the idea, that while the consti- 
tution and lays of Massachusetts would regard 
them as freemen, the Constitution of the United 
States, then under consideration, did regard them 
as slaves, and as so much property. And Lam 
fortified in this conclusion by an additional re- 
mark of his, that— 

“Jr would not do to abolish slavery by Congress in amo- 
meut, and thus destroy what one southern bre 
sider as property.” 

Im the convention of the State of New York, 
Mr. Alexander Flamilton, in discussing the clause 
which allows a representation of three fifths of 
the slaves, said: 


“ Much has been said of the impropricty of representing 
men who have no will of their own. Whether this be 
reasoning or declamation, I will not presume to say, Itis 
the unfortunate situation of the southern States, to have a 
great part of their population, as wellas property, in slaves. 
The regulation complained of was one result of the spirit 
of accommodation, which governed the convention ; and, 
without this indudgence, no Union could possibly have been 
formed. But considering some peculiar advantages whieh 
we derive from them, it is entirely just that they should be 
gratified.°--Llioll’s Debates, vol. 1, p. 213. 


honorable of the carth,’’and to her Representative, 


[Mr. Van Wrex,] ‘‘slaveryisa crime against the |} 


laws of God and nature, paralyzing the energies 
of the Anglo-Saxon, and preventing a full devel- 
opment of the resources of the country.’” 

In Pennsylvania, and other State conventions, 
similar vicws were entertaincd as in the States 


ren eol- j 


i 


above mentioned, all showing that slaves were 
recognized as-property by the framers of the Con- 
stitution. Then, as this right is acceded in that 
instrument, so is that of their enjoyment and their 
protection; for a right, without the privilege of its 
enjoyment, is a political misnomer. Then, we 
should be permitted to exercise this right in peace 
and quiet; and all efforts to excite hostility against 
the institution of slavery, or attempts to excite 
among them insurrection and revolt—all personal 
liberty bills and underground railroads—are con- 
trary to the spirit of the Constitution, in violation of 
the plighted faith and understanding ofits framers, 
and in direct antagonism to the rights and inter- 
ests of the Soåth. And can you expect us to re- 
main listless and unconcerned while you war upon 
our institutions? I know you say you do not 
desire to interfere with slavery in the States, and I 
accord to you some honesty of purpose; yeta ma- 
jority of your party denounce the institution as a 
blighting, withering curse; a sin against society 
and God, a leprosy upon the body-politic; and 
prayers are offered for its abolition, and for the 
advent of that day when the foot of the slave 
shall not tread the soil of my country. I shall 
not argue the morality of slavery; that has been 
ably discussed by the member from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Laman,] and the member from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Vance.}] My purpose is to show, 
that despite of the assurances of non-interference, 
the speeches of members upon this floor; the 
appeals of partisan leaders; the exhortations of 
ministers of the Gospel; and, above all, the de- 
nunciations of that powerful engine, the press, 
are exciting a spirit of fanatical antipathy to our 
institutions among your people that threaten its 
existence. I appeal to the progress of this oppo- 
sition to-day. A few years ago you were.power- 
less and insignificant; but the tendency of aggres- 
sion is onward. Each succeeding year has mul- 
tiplied your numbers; and now 1 see before me a 
party, powerful in force, exacting in its demands, 
aggressive in its policy, and dangerous in its de- 
SIGNS, Your appeals are not made without a pur- 
pose, You do not misjudge the instincts of the 
populace. You know, when aroused, lawlessness 
and misrule characterize’ their actions and their 
counsels. Never was this more fully exemplified 
than in France, during her exciting revolution. 
Look at her, on that memorable night, when her 
crowded prisons disrorged their thousands to 
meet the vengeance of her excited populace; when 
the bodies of her murdered sons were a rostrum 
for her orators; when the blood of her martyred 
patriots was the expiatory draughts of her daugh- 
ters; when the voice of humanity was stifled by 


the groans of her dying, and the genius of Chris- 
| tianity forbid a tear over the graves of her dead; 


and learn the effects and results of passions un- 
controlled, of unbridied fanaticism, of misguided 
zeal, and misdirected philanthropy. But why ap- 
peal to France? Does not an occurrence in your 
own country warn you of the tendencies of your 
teachings and exhortations? 

it was the impression made upon the minds of 
Brown and his deluded followers, that it was their 
religious duty to extirpate slavery wherever it 
existed, that instigated the invasion of Virginia. 
I do not charge that the party advised the decd, 
for I have no proof of that fact; but I do insist it 
resulted from your counsels and your teachings. 
Judas did not crucify his Lord; but were his skirts 
clear of a Saviour’s blood? You did not advise the 
deed; but you teach your people that slavery is 
the consummation of crime, that slavcholders arc 
tyrants, and “resistance to tyrants js obedience 
to God;” andacting on these impressions you have 
made, they have violated constitutional obligations 
and mvaded the limits of a sovereign State. Sir, we 
say these things should cease, and that we should 
be permitted the quiet enjoyment of our rights. 
My people deplore this excitement, and would 


gladly see this subject banished forever from the | 


Halls of Congress. Why, sir, these aggressions 
and jealousies between those bound together by a 
common origin and a common destiny? Do we 
learn nothing from the instructive histories of other 
countries? Do not the histories of Rome and 
of Carthage, of Sparta and of Athens, of Austria 
and of Prussia, warn us of civil dissension, of con- 
flicting rivalries, and of aggressiveexactions? And 
their history will be ours, if you disregard the 


landmarks of the Constitution in your reckless 
adventure for position and for power. 

But, say you, we do not propose to agitate or 
aggress.. Why, then, the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brare,] and for which 
sixty of you voted, which, if carried into effect, 
would soon kindle the flames of civil war? Why 
the bill of the same member to repeal the fugitive 
slave law, which was passed to restore peace and 
quiet to our agitated country? Is this the return 
from the West for our past kindness in the earlier 
days of her eventful history? I need not recall 
the days of your early trials and sufferings, when 
an infant, struggling to relieve yourselves from 
the onerous burden of an Indian war. I need 
not cite a more recent period, when the gentle- 
man’s own State was invaded by British myrmi- 
dons, who destroyed your property and drove 
you from your homes and your firesides. Who 
then gave you her sympathy and assistance? It 
was the South, against whose institutions you 
war to-day. The North opposed you. You 
sought her aid; she spurned your entreaties. You 
implored her assistance; she turned You away 
empty. But the South— this moral plague spot’? 
—heard your cry, and relieved your necessities. 
When I recall these events in my country’s his- 
tory, the picture of your condition, so touchingly 
described by a western statesman, fills my mind. 
It was drawn under the inspiration of deep feel- 
ing; and, with master hand, he portrayed ‘the 
young West, a victim to be devoured; the old 
North attempting to devour her; the generous 
South, ancient defender and saviour of the West, 
stretching out her arm to save her,” And as I 
gaze upon the panorama, I inadvertently ask: is 
this that young West, no longer an infant, weak 
and powerless, but a giant, strong m his might, 
and mighty in his strength, who/would wound 
the bosom that warmed him, ang crush the arm 
that lifted him to position and tø power? Is the 
gentleman in carnest? And dgs he suppose, if 
he accomplishes his purpose, Ave will tamely sub- 
mit? 

Sir, Iam no alarmist; I would quiet rather than 
distract the public mind. I am no sectionalist; I 
would award to every portion of my growing 
country her constitutional rights. Iam no ex- 
tremist, dealing in unbecoming invective; but the 
occasion demands that I warn gentlemen there 
are bounds beyond which they should not ven- 
ture, if they would perpetuate this Union of their 
fathers. 1 speak thus plainly, that I may avert 
the dangers that now threaten my country; for, 
sir, I desire to sce transmitted, unimpaired and 
imperishable, to the latest generation, our repub- 
lican institutions; and [would therefore throw 
around them a charm which fanaticism cannot 
despoil, I shall not, therefore, commit my State 
to a pledge of a dissolution of this Union. She 
must speak for herself; and I, who owe her my 
chief allegiance, will bow submissive to her man- 
dates. Sir, Georgia has spoken, not through her 
partisans, who, in their misguided zeal, might dis- 
regard the promptings of ‘ patriotic desire,” but 
in the thunder tones of her people, in her State” 
convention: 


“That Georgia will, and ought to, resist, (even as a last 
resort,) to the disruption of every tie which binds her to this 
Union, any acts of Congress upon the subject of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, or in places subject to the juris- 
diction of Congress, incompatible with the safety, domestic 
tranquillity,the rights and honor of the slavcholding States,?? 
z. a a «or any acts repealing or materially 
modifying the laws iu force for the recovery of fugitive 
slaves.” - 


Thisis no language of menace, but the warning 
of a sovereign State, which has ever been loyal 
to the Constitution and the Union. It was spoken 
in that dark hour when the demon of disunion 
stirred the angry clements of political strife, and 
shook the temple of our liberties from “ turret to 
foundation-stone.” Her resolve was oil upon the 
troubled waters; was ‘peace, bestill,” to the war- 
ring elements. The clouds were dispersed, the 
tempest lulled, when the South, with Georgia, 
acquicsced in the compromise measures. These 
measures you now propose to repeal, and thus 
renew the excitement that threatened the very 
existence of our Government. Sir, who then shall 
control the angry storm? The mighty spirit that 
twice *‘rebuked the wind and the raging of the wat- 
crs,” sleeps indeed; but itis the sleep that knows 
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no waking;and no oneis on board who can “ com- 
mand.the winds and the water, and they obey 
him.” Pause, then, before you disturb these 
measures, which are so closely associated with 
his memory and his name. In the name of my 
State, I say we cannot submit to their abrogation 
or repeal; for in that event Georgia stands pledged 
to sever the chain that binds her to this Union, 
though a nation weeps over its shattered links. 
Asa Union man, | warn gentlemen to beware, 
before they force us to this last extremity. We 
only ask for an observance of.the Constitution and 
the maintenance of the laws. With less than these 
we will not be satisfied; and that party that will 
not accord this much to my people, is an enemy to 


my country and a foc to this Union, Well,’ say. 
some, ‘we are prepared to award you this much; | 


for while we oppose youty peculiar institution and 


u 
desire its abolition, we Abet to accomplish this | 


result peaceably and quietly.” Think you we can 
rely upon this assurance, when in your declara- 
tion of intentions you aver ‘ that it is against sla- 


very and slavcholders, as a body, you wage an | 


exterminating war; and having made this decla- 
ration, you have a fulland fixed determination to 
stand by it or die by it?” Talk to me about peace- 


> 


able intentions, when men have resolved to stand | 


or fall in the maintenance of their position and the 
accomplishment of their designs! As well tell me 
to look for sunshine and calm «when the tempest 
rages, or for blossoms and flowers when winter 
wraps the-earth in his icy mantle. 

No, sir; some have counted the cost, and num- 
berod their forces. They have arranged them- 
selves in battle array, and, thus marshaled, have 
dispatched a rnessenger witha flag of truce, offer- 
ing us terms of peaccand quict. Mr. KILLINGER, 
their messenger, has told us ‘that he speaks the 
sentiment of the people of his State, the laboring 
men and mining people, who are now out of cm- 
ployment, that we can have peace and quict, if 
we will extend the olive branch, and give them 
protection on coal and iron.” And if we do not 
accept the humiliating bribe, if we do not consent 


to purchase our constitutional rights, and should’ 


seek redress for our gricvances, another gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania points us to ‘* eighteen 
million people, reared to industry, with all the 
appliances of art, who can cope successfully with 
eight million at the South, without these appli- 
ances.’? I shall not imitate the example of the 
honorable member, by unjust discriminations 
against any section of my country. lam proud 
of the skill and prowess of my countrymen, I 
would not underrate the intelligence or patriotism 
of any portion of the American people. Tam 
proud of the old Keystone State, and rejoice in 
her prosperity and advancement; but when the 


gentleman makes these discriminations and casts | 


imputations upon the efficiency and ability of the 
people of my section, I would say to him in all 
kindly sincerity: i 
« Lochici, Lochiel, beware of the day, 

When the Southron shail meet you in batte array °? 

But not only do you propose a repeal of the fu- 
gitive slave law, but you purpose to prevent us 
from the enjoyment of our property in the com- 
mon Territories. And here I find another enemy, 


equally hostile and determined. This enemy be- | 


oa wing of the Democratic party, and i 


longs ; : nd 
by the distinguished Senator from Hlinois. 


led on 
In the 
that the Constitution recognized slavery, and re- 
garded slaves as property. I new propose to show 
that, under that instrument, [have the right to 
carry my property to any portion of the Union 
where the States, in their sovercign capacity, 
have not interdicted me. I say, in their sovercign 


States;’* in other words, you shall have no rights 
as an Ohio man, that I shall not enjoy as a Geor 
gian. 


outset of my remarks I sought to show | 


You claim as a constitutional prerogative | 


H 
| 
| 


the right of migrating, if you desire, to any of | 


our Territories, and the privilege of carrying with | 
you your cattle and your horses, your goodsand | 
your merchandise; and no one disputes your | 
You assert this right, because the rights | 


claim. 
of property accompany those of persons; and as 
you are: not debarred by the Constitution from 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


| and excludes my people from the Territories as 


; party. 


: realities and truth 
capacity, for no power shart of sovereignty can |: 
restrict me in this right. The Constitution says: | 
“the citizens of each State shall be entitled to : 
all the privileges and immunities of the several | 


entering the Territories, you can carry with you 
what is recognized as property; and as Govern- 
ment is instituted to protect the persons and prop- 
erly of its citizens, it is the duty of the same to 
extend this protection to you; and when it refuses, 
it violates the objects of its formation and be- 
comes a despotism. How then can you deny me, 
your constitutional peer, that which you arrogate 
to yourself? ‘The same Constitution that shields 
you, protectsme. The same courts that have rec- 
ognized your, titles to property, have established 
mine. The same Government that throws around 
your person and your property the egis of her 
protection should extend the same to me, for we 
owe her the same allegiance and are entitled to the 
same protection. ** But,” say you, “wegrant you 
are joint owners of the Territories, and recognize 
your right to carry your slaves there, but when 
you get them there you hold them subject to the 
will of the people of the Territories. If they see 
fit, in the exercise of their legislative powers, to 
discriminate against your property, or withhold | 
any legislation that would give eficient protection 
to your slaves, and without which your tenure 
to them would be insceure and worthless, they 
have the power. If they should pass a law deny- 
ing you right of property in slaves, thereby de- 
priving you of their possession and enjoyment, no | 
power on earth can prevent them.” Is this equity? 
Is it equality ? Docs it not prevent the South from 
equal competition in the Territories, because of 
the insecurity thus attending their property ? 
Think you slaveholders would carry their slaves 
to those ‘Lerritories under circumstances so unfa- 
vorable to their enjoyment and security? Does 
the Constitution become inoperative and power- 
less because of my removal? The whole princi- 
ple is antagonistic to the equality of the State 


By 


virtually as would the doctrine of the Republican 
And does not the honorable Senator ad- 
mit in one of his able speeches, that ‘ the Terri- 
torial Legislature of Kansas had abolished all the 
remedies for the protection of slave property, and 
withdrew from the courts any jurisdiction over 
the subject, and, by this unfriendly legislation, 
slavery is to-day excluded from Kansas?” Is this 
the non-interventionwhich was tosccurce the South 
in the enjoyment of her rights, and settle forever 
the perplexing question of slavery? Are these 
the promised fruits of the Kansas bill, upon which 
the South was to feed and “wax strong?’ Sir, 
I know no distinction between this and the doc- 
trine of the Republican party. ‘I'he one is the ax 
applied to the root; the other is the canker worm 
that feeds upon the body, until the tree, robbed 
of its nutriment, withers and dies. The oncisa 
bold, manly avowal of hostile intentions;the other 
is a friendly proffer, with a betrayal-kiss, and 
I warn the people of the South againgt this doc- 
trine, as fatal to their interests, thg equality and 
their rights. 

Establish this as the policy ofthe Government, 
donate your public lands to settlers and unnatural- į 
ized foreigners, confer upon those who have just 
landed upon our shores the right of suffrage, and, 
under the operation of these varicd influences, you 
restrict the South to her present limits, and event- 
ually impair and subvert her cherished institu- 
tions. The powers claimed hy these advocates 
of territorial sovercignty have been repudiated by 
our ablest constitutional jurists. They recognized 
no sovereignty in the people of the Territories; 
Dut regarded them as agents—mere trustecs—for 
carrying out the objects tor which they were cere- 
ated. Webster—that colossal pillar of constitu- 
tional strength, whose giant mind ever grasped at 
thus spoke of the doctrine of : 
territorial sovereignty: 

s We have alw gone upon the ground that these ter- | 
ritorial governments were in a state of pupilage, under the 
protection and ronage of the General Government. The 
people of a territorial government are not a sovercignty 
they do not po any of those rights incident to sove 
eignty. They are, if you please so to denominate, ina state 
of inchoate government and sovereignty.?7 = * * 
“It is our duty to provide for the people of a territory agov 
ernment to keep the peace; to secure their property ; to as 
sign them a subordinate legislative and judiciaj authori! 
to see that the protection to their persous and the secur 


Then, says he, the people, in their State sover- 


| 
! 
| 


i eigniy, may decide for themselves. Here the docs 


trme of territorial sovereignty is boldly repudiated, 
and with it,the doctrine of unfriendly legislation. 
Mr. Calhoun—that embodiment of State rights 
and-strict construction, the power of whose mind 
has.been indelibly impressed upon the brightest 
pages of American history, and whose great name 
will live as long as patriotism has a votary—thus 
replied to a proposition of a Senator, claiming for 
a people of a Territory the same inherent rightof 
self-government as a State: : 

& The assumption is utterly unfounded, unconstitutional, 
without example, and contrary to the entire practice ‘of the 
Government, from its commencement to the preson time.?? 

The lamented Berrien—Georgia’s gifted son, 
than whom none was abler in his expositions.of 
the obtuse problems of constitutional law—main- 
tained that slavery cxisted in the Territories inde- 
pendent of statutory provisions. For, said he: 

“ Slavery exists in the State where the owner dwells; it 


xists ont of the State where the owner dwells. Onee ex- 
ng, it exists everywhere, until it comes within limits 


ofa sovereignty which inhibits it.” 

And, therefore, he assumes that “Congress may 
legislate upon this subject in the Territories, 
affirmatively, to facilitate the exercise of a consti- 
tutional right; while the power so to legislate, to 
create obstructions to the enjoyment.of it, would 
bedenied that body.’ Recognizing the distinction 
between their powers of protection—for it was for 
that our Government was created—and those neg- 
ative powers which belong not to Congress, I 
believe Congress has the riecht, whenever the 
occasion demands, to legislate for the protection 
of property, recognized as such by the Constitu- 
tion itself. : 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman 
from Georgia yield to me a moment? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. If I have misrepresented 
the position of the gentleman, I will yicld to him. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. No, sir; you have not 
misrepresented me; but I want to give you some 
Georgia doctrine. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Well, I give you the 
Georgia doctrine of the American party—and I 
speak only for them—and that is this: that Con- 
gress has no power to legislate upon the subject 
of slavery in the Territories, cither to establish or 
prohibit it, or to legislate npon the subject at all, 
except for its protection where-it legally exists. 
And believing, that I repudiate the doctrine, come 
from what quarter it may, that, because we can 
legislate for our protection, we can legislate for 
the distinction of aright. That is Georgia doc- 
trine, and by that doctrine I am willing to stand 
to-day. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 1 desire to give the 
gentleman some Georgia Democratic doctrine, 
which isa larger party than the American party. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. í will say to the gentle- 
man that I believe he is a member of the Demo- 
cratic fold, and he must settle that question him- 
self; and, if I have not converted him from that 
faith, itis because Ephraim is joined to his idols. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania can get the Georgia Democratic doc- 
trine from the Democrats from Georgia upon this 
floor, and I am ready to give it to him whenever 
he wants it, 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Now, sir, if these powers 
are denied to Congress, can we consent that the 
creature of Congress should exercise powers which 
do not belong tothecreator? Can we transfer to 
another that which we never ourselves possessed ? 
The enunciation of such a proposition, to use a 
no Jess uncharitable term, is beneath the consid- 


j cration ofan enlightened judgment. But, sir, these 


are no longer open questions; for they have been 
adjudicated by that tribunal whose duty it is to 
expound the Constitution. "That court says the 
only two provisions in that instrument which 
point to them, (slaves,) and include them, treat 
them as property, and make it the duty of the Gov- 
ernment’’—to do what? To discriminate against 
them? No. To deprive me of their enjoyment by 
unfriendly legislation? No. What then?—* to pro- 
tectthem. No other power, in relation to this race, 
is to be found in the Constitution; and as it is a 
Government of special delegated powers, no au- 
thority beyond these constitutional provisions can 
be constitutionally exercised.” Thus repudiating 
the power of Congress to prohibit the introduction 
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of slavery into.the Territorics, as claimed by the 
Republicans, and giving a judicial quietus to the 
doctrine of unfriendly legislation. If any doubt 
exists as to the meaning of the court, it should be 

removed. by the additional clause from the same 
decision: 

“We have already said the right of property in a slave 
is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution.” 
Fee, oe? Oe <The rights of property are united with 
‘the rights of persons, and placed on the same grounds, by 
the fifth amendment of the Constitution. And an act of Con- 
gress which deprives a citizen of his liberty or property, be- 
eause he brought hia property into a particular ‘Territory 
of the United States, and who had committed no offense 
against the laws, can hardly be dignified with the name of 
process of law.” 

Yet, sir, despite this decision, we are told that 
‘the right of the people at any time, while in a 
territorial condition, to make a slave Territory or 
a free Territory, is perfect and complete under?’ — 
what? The Constitution? No such power can 
be found in that instrument, under the decisions 
of the Supreme Court. That power the court 
denies. ‘Where, then, do these advocates of ter- 

Yitorial sovereignty get this power, that over- 
rides constitutions and decisions and laws—this 
*‘Aaron’s rod, that swallows up all other rods?” 
I commend their answer to my southern Dem- 
ocratic friends: “under the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill,” which the Cincinnati platform recognizes 
as a cardinal principle of Demoeratic faith. Ial- 
lude to it here in no partisan spirit; my object is 
a higher and nobler one. As a southern man, 
loving the institutions of the sunny South, and 
desiring to transmit them unimpaired to my chil- 
dren, I call upon members of my own party, and 
ask them to ignore every candidate and every plat- 
form that will notand does not recognize the con- 
‘stitutional rights of every portion of my Union. I 
invoke the Democratic party South no longer (for 
the sake of party unity and. party success) to be 
satisfied with what Senator KERKON terms “the 
wretched uncertaintiesandunmeaning generalities 
of the Kansas bill, and the thousand ills of which 
it has been the prolificsource;” nor with apocry- 
phat sentences strung together, meaning anything 
or everything or nothing, as one chooses to con- 
strue them,” as Senator Brown styles your Cin- 
cinnati platform; which is ‘insulting to our in- 
telligence with its northern and southern sides.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. My colleague has scen 
proper to givesomcadvice to the Democratic party 
of the State of Georgia, in reference to what course 
we should pursue touching the presidential race. 
1 desire now to ask my colleague whether or not 
he will insist that his own candidate for the Presi- 
dency shall be in favor of the protection of slave 

roperty in the Territories? 1 ask my colleague 
if he is at this time prepared to say that he will 
vote for na candidate for the Presidency unless 
that candidate is in favor of the protection of slave 
property inthe Territories? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Tamready to answer any 
question that relates to the interests of the South, 
or the rights of my péople; and I say that J, for 
one, will vote for no man for the Presidency wha, 
when it is needed, will deny me the right of pro- 
tection to slavery in the Territories. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, I want to understand the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Iam not the adviser of 
my political party, because Lam one of those who 
have just commenced to taste the drippings of the 
sanctuary, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire that we may get 
together, Ido not wish my colleague to answer 
‘when it is needed,” but to meet the question in 
such a way that his answer will definitely settle 
the question. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. One of the earliest im- 
pressions left upon my mind by the teachings of 
my aged father, was never to cross the river be- 
fore we came to the bridge; and whenever the 
time arrives that it is necessary for me to give or 
withhold my vote for aman who will deny me 
that protection, the gentleman will not find me 
wanting. 

And now, as the gentleman has put me upon 
the stand, I want to ask him a question. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. I mustinsist that the gen- 
tleman has not answered my question; and as I 
propounded it in good faith, and andcr the belief 
that my colleague would have answered that he 


was in favor of protecting slave property in the 
Territories, and that he would have met the ques- 
tion promptly and at once, I asked it. I am 
ready to answer any question the gentleman may 

ut to me touching protection in the Territories. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I said in my speech— 
and the gentleman would have heard it if he had 
listened—that I claimed that right. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iasked my colleague the 
question for the reason that I want to sce my 
State united, and do not want to see any difference 
of opinion among the members of Congress from 
Georgia, touching the slave question. Iask my 
colleague again, will he vote for any man for the 
Presidency who is not in favor of protecting slave 
property in the Territories? E 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Ihave stated that I would 
not; that if, when the time came, when this pro- 
tection was needed, and he flinched from that duty, 
I would not vote for him. I said it tomy people, 
and I say it again. I would like to know why it 
is that we should legislate before the time comes. 
“Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Now I did not expect this colloquy with my 
colleague; but now that I have got him on the 
stand, Í would ask him, entertaining the views we 
do, and the views which most of his party enter- 
tained in Georgia during the recent canvass on 
the doctrine of popular sovereignty, squatter sov- 
ercignty, or Douglasism, whether the honorable 


gentleman would yote for Srepusn A. Doveras, if | 


nominated by the Charléston convention? 

Mr.CRAWFORD. {say to my colleague, in 
reference to the Charleston nomination, that, 
whenever it is made, and the other candidates are 
in the field, I will determine upon my course, and 
not until then. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Then Iam glad I have 
converted the gentleman to one of my positions; 
that he will not cross the river until he gets to the 
bridge. As 1 said before, š did not allude to this 
subject in a partisan spirit; but 1 made the appeal 
because the union of these States is endangered; 
and the only way we can restore confidence and 
repose is by a strict observance of the Constitu- 
tion, and an unqualified recognition of the rights 
of the States. Scctionalism must cease, aggres- 
sions must be checked, and constitutional equality 
restored and respected, or the people, irritated and 
exasperated by the promises of parties, will no 
longer regard ours as a Government of protection. 
For years, sir, the bow of promise has arched our 
political horizon, but to-day, clouded and obscured 
we no longer look upon its cireling splendors. As 
an American citizen, who would avert the dangers 
that threaten my country, Limplore men of all par- 
tics so to legislate that these agitations may cease, 
and quiet and peace be restored to our distracted 
country. For, sir, if moderation docs not con- 
trol our counsels, if an observance of the laws does 
not mark our actions, then will our Government 
be a failure, the hope of civil liberty become ex- 
tinguished, andthe volume of our history will be 
“indexed and closed.” Heaven avert this melan- 
choly calamity ;and may our country, blessed with 
the smiles of an approving Providence, continue 
her ownward march, prospering and to prosper, 
until the nations of the earth of a truth shall say 

ower dwells upon her mountains and greatness 
ingers among her forests and her hills. 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. DAWES said: 

Mr. Cuarmman: In the first week of the ses- 
sion, and before the early mutterings.of the storm 
which raged for more than forty days about this 
Capito] had reached the ear of the nation, a dis- 


| tinguished member from Alabama [Mr. Curry] 


startled the country with the appalling announce- 
ment that the Republic was holding its breath. 
This alarming declaration stirred for a moment 
the already fluttering pulse of a sensitive people, 
and, but for its constant repetition upon this floor 


by the sensationists who live in the murky at- 
mosphere of this tempest, would still command 
all that serious consideration to which carncstness 
and sincerity originally commended it. And now, 
sir, that. the storm has passed away, and the Re- 
public, emerging into the clear blue sky of unim- 
passioned reason, gives on every side unmistak- 
able evidence that it still breathes, I have’ not 
sought the floor to controvert the fact or search 
for the cause of so direful a peril, in the very jaws 
of which the nation has so lately been discovered.’ 
The gentleman apprised the country as well of 
the primal cause as of the terrible effect, and, with 
the same earnestness and sincerity which mark all 
his course here, declared that “the real cause of 
the agitation of the public mind, the radix of the 
excitement, is the anti-slävery sentiment of the 
North—the conviction flat property in man isa 
sin and a crime.” 

Not wishing to deny, but, on the other hand, 
assuming and recognizing the fact thus stated, that 
there does exist in all the North, so deep-seated 
that it may justly be termed radical, and so firm 
as to be fundamental, the conviction that property 
in manis a sin anda crime, I have thought my 
brief hour might be best occupied in discussing the 
question: How has-and how ought this conviction to 
be met ? i 

A preliminary inquiry, indispensable to a sat- 
isfactory answer, suggests itself at the threshold. 
Whence came, and of how long standing, is this 
conviction, the very existence of which now seems 
to peril the Republic? Men who stumble upon 
it treat it as something new. They start back 
from it as from a new dogma—the offspring of 
some maudlin philanthropy, some attenuated, 
transcendental philosophy, some sickly senti- 
mentality, born of the hour, bent on mischief, and 
eager to overturn and subvert. It is condemned 
as the creed of the reformer, and the war-cry of the 
innovator. Against it, as against the sacrilegious 
hand of an invader, is thrust that other doctrine, 
that slavery is not only not a sin and acrime, but 
is ae socially, and politically, a positive 
good, ‘the highest-type of civilization; “ en- 
nobling to both the white and the black.” And 
this is pushed forward as if it were an old canon 
of the church, or an old defender of the ancicnt 
household gods of the Republic, arrayed in th 
habiliments of conservatism and peace. It is of- 
these two conflicting, radically antagonistic, and 
fundamentally hostile ideas that I propose to 
speak. 

Whether the contact of these two different the- 
ories in polities, social condition, morality, and 
religion, will prove to be ‘an irrepressible con- 
flict of opposing and enduring forces,” it is not- 
in my way to inquire; for words and phrases, 
like the clothes we put on, wear out and are laid 
aside when they can no longer serve the uses to 
which they are applied. "To the politician, who 
finds food for his intellect, and inspiration for his 
ambition, in beating the dust out of the old clothes 
he picks up by the wayside, I turn over this cast- 
off garment of the member of this House from 
Virginia, (Mr. Pryor,] and of the great Senator 
from the State of New York, [Mr. Srewarp.] 
They have both, each in his own felicitous lan- 
guage, pronounced this contact of these two an- 
tagonistic ideas to be a conflict of opposing forces, 
and, from the profound depths of their philoso- 
phic and prophetic minds, they have both pre- 
dicted that, in the nature of things, there can be 
no peace in this conflict. They have both proph- 
esied that it is to go on till the one shall prevail 
over the other—till the whole nation shall come 
to know and feel and acknowledge, in a living, 
active, practical faith, either that slavery, as is 
the prophecy of the onc, shall be confessed of all 
to be a positive good, sanctioned by the Divine . 
command, approved by the wisdom of experience, 
a blessing alike to the master and slave, and yet 
to be universal—or, as is predicted by the other, 
all, with one assent, shall pronounce it a sin and 
a crime before God and man; a withering, blight- 
ing curse to the earth it rests upon, and the men 
who walk its surface; from under which the na- 
tion shall yet lift itself to the plane of universal 
freedom. The Virginian has clothed his vatici- 
nations in,the following language, at once devout 
and militant : : 

“ Repeatedly have we asked the North, ‘ has not the ex- 
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periment of universal liberty failed? Are not the evils of 
free society intolerable? and do not most thinking men 
among you propose to subvert and reconstruct it? Still no 
answer. This gloomy silence is another conclusive proof 
added to the many other cunclusive evidences we had rur- 
nished, that free society, in the long run, isanimpracticable 
form of society. lt is everywhere starving, demoralized, 
infidel, insurreetionary, moribund.” * * K a 
* Policy, humanity, and Christianity, alike forbid the ex- 
tension of the evils of free society to new people and com- 
ing generations. 

“ff, (continues our philosopher, on the other hiand,] sla- 
very be unnatural, immoral, irreligious, it cannot stand. 
Nature is truth, and is sure at last to prevail. Nature is the 
active expression of God’s will, and men are not long per- 
mitted to violate that will. Ifslavery be not the right, the 
healthful form of society, it will not endurelong. Butit has 
endured already for countless ages, and now covers nine 
tenths of the world. Public opinion has become well nigh 
omnipotent. ‘Two opposing and conflicting forms of society 
cannot, among civilized men, coexist and endure. The one 
must give way, and cease to exist; the other become univer- 
sal, If free society be unnatural, immoral, unchristian, it 
must fall, and give way to a social system old as the world, 
universal as man. The war between the two systems is 
raging in Europe and America, and will continue torage. Et 
is a war of extermination. It is the war of God and nature 
against her violators. The issue will soon show who are 
those violators, and who are fighting the battle of the true 
faith,” x * * E “the greatest, most mo- 
mentous battle in which mankind ever yet engaged.” — 
Richmond Enquirer, January 22, 1856. 


Tn contrast with this bellicose piety of the Vir- 
ginian, I place the calm and philosophic specula- 
tions of the New York Senator, who thus with 
truthfulness, though with less of warlike “ rage,” 
describes the same contest: 


*TTitherto, the two systems have existed in different 
States, but side by side within the American Union. This 
has happened because the Union is a confederation of 
Btates. But in another aspect, the United States constitute 
only one nation. Increase of population, wich is filling 
the States out to their very borders, together with a new and 
extended network of railroads and other avenues, and an 
Internal commerce whieh daily becomes more intimate, is 
rapidly bringing the States into a higher and more perfect 
social unity or consolidation. ‘Thus these antagonistic sys- 
tems are continually coming into closer contact, and col- 
lision results. 

Shall T tell you what this collision means? They who 
think that it is accidental, unnecessary, the work of inter- 
ested or fanatical agitators, and therefore ephemeral, mis- 
take the case altogether. [tis an irreprossi 
tween opposing and enduring forces, and it means that the 
United States must and will, sooner or later, become cither 
entirely a slaveholding nation, or entirety a free-labor na- 
tion. Either the cotton and rice fields of South Carolina, 
and the sugar plantations of Louisiana, will ultimately be 
tilled by free labor, and Charleston and New Orleans be- 

“come marts for legitimate merchandise alone, or else the 
rye fields and wheat fields of Massachusetts and New York 
must again be surrendered by their farmers to slave culture, 
and to the production of slaves, and Boston and New York 
become once more markets for trade in the bodies and souls 
ofmen. [tis the failure to apprehend this great truth that 
induces so many unsuccessful attempts at final compromise 
between the slave and frec States ; and it is the existence of 
this great fact that renders all such pretended compromises, 
when made, vain and cphemeral.”—Rochester Speech, 1858. 


Such, as it appears to these two statesmen, is 
the nature of this conflict. They differ as to the 
result, but they agree as to the character of the 
struggle. In all the essential characteristics of 
this great antagonism, they stand side by side, 
and only in their prophecy as to what shall be 
the final issue do they part company. The rash 
and impetuous Virginian, born beneath the blessed 
auspices of the institution of slavery, his tender 


ear charmed with the music of the clanking sym- | 


bols of its beauty, and his mature ambition nursed 
and fed with the milk of its fondling, believes 
that slave labor will ultimately triumph over free 
labor; that capital must and will own labor, and 
that the irresistible progress of events, and the 


tendency of the whole nation, is to slavehold- į 


ing. The equipoised and philosophic statesman 
of New York—alike confident, and morc hope- 
ful; it may be, because reared amid the bracing 
influences of free institutions, and taught from 
early infancy that their blessings should descend, 
like the dew of heaven, on all alike; and that in 
the rights, privileges, and immunities of the citi- 
zen, those institutions should be no more a re- 
specter of persons than is the God his people 
worship—rejoices in the belief that, in this con- 
test, free labor will ultimately triumph over slave 
labor; that capital and labor, mutually dependent, 
shall serve and bless and adorn each other; and 
that the march of events is onward and upward 
to that higher plane of universal freedom, Such 
is the future for this nation which opens on the 
one side and the other to the prophetic. ken of 
these two statesmen. With the cye of his faith, 
the one beholds all these States, in the future, 
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ble conflict be- } 


slaveholding; the other, all free. It is the por- 
tentous calamity of these times, that to embrace 
the dark and dismal faith of the Virginian, is, in 
perversion of all sensc and truth, hailed as De- 
mocracy; while to imbibe the hopeful and glo- 
rious inspiration of the Senator, is, in equal per- 
version ofterms and of truth, denounced as treason. 
It is no part of'my present purpose to discuss the 
probabilities of this issue. The sure logic of 
events is moving on to its solution with a cer- 
tainty and rapidity to which every hour is giving 
new strength. : 

I turn to the contemplation of some of the char- 
acteristics of this mighty struggle. The great 
mistake of this conflict of opposing ideas, embit- 
tering and misleading all involved in it, is the un- 
blushing assertion, maintained with an effrontery 
equaled only by its falsity, that the all-pervading 


sin and a crime, isa new dogma. And like unto 
itis the kindred falsehood, which arrogates the 
right to clothe in the garb of conservatism and 
peace this last great encroaching pretense of sla- 
very, that it is a boon and a blessing to society. 
It is neither conservatism nor peace, but invasion 
and subversion. The conviction that property in 
; man is a sin anda crime, encountercd in its march 
| northward by the slave power, in a resistance so 
persistent as to be pronounced by the gentleman 
from Alabama to be the cause and root of all our 
trouble, is no new doctrine, born of northern fa- 
naticism or delusion. Itis older than the Repub- 
lic, and was the deep-seated conviction of the 
signers of the Declaration and the framers of the 
Constitution, when the nation began its existence. 


country. The statesman, the divine, the forum, 
the pulpit, the 
gave it voice. 
the recorded opinions of the times, and shuts his 
eyes to the evidences emblazoned on every page 
of the early history of the country and the Gov- 
ernment. : 

I do not propose to consume any portion of my 
hour in reproducing the evidence, so positive, so 
entirely concurrent, and so ample, which abounds 
on every hand in the pathway this nation has 
trod, from infancy to the fullness of stature, that 
slavery is a political, social, and moral evil—a 
| curge, and nota blessing. Sprtad upon the de- 
bates of the present session, from the lips of the 
fathers and of the early statesmen of every sec- 
tion of the country, stand, uncontradicted and 
undenied, their recorded conviction that property 
in man is a sin anda crime. I shall content my- 
self with reproducing, from this mass of testi- 
mony now upon the record, the confession made 
in our hearing, by two of the most zealous ex- 
pounders of that opposite and antagonistic doc- 
trine, that slavery is a moral, social, and political 
good—from their lips I produce the confession, 
both of the early conviction and the change which 
these times have wrought, even upon slaveholders 
| themselves. One of the Senators from Virginia, 
{Mr. Mason, ] in a recent debate, thus admits the 
change of opinion in the whole South, and states 
the conclusion to which a new faith has brought 
them: 


‘What I meant to say the other day, and what I think t 
did say, was this: that because of the agitation by one por- 


the mind of the Seuth had been brought more deeply and 
considerately to ponder upon it; tbe mind of the South had 
been brought by that agitation to look further into the con- 
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dition of slavery, and into the consequences that resulted 


undergone a change to this great extent: that it was now 
almost the universal belief in the South, not only that the 
condition of African bondage in their midst was the be 
condition to which the African race had ever been sub- 
jected, but that it had the effect of ennobling both races— 
the white and the black.” 


H 
i 

: A colleague of that Senator in this House, [Mr. 
| Pryor,] to whose opinions npon this subject I 
į have betore had occasion to allude, has gone fur- 
| ther, and has not only confessed the change which 
| Slaveholders have experienced, but has been en- 
! abled to fix the precise time and cause of the 
i change. According to him, sir, this pentecostal 
| conversion of slaveholders to the pious glory of 
| their own system was caused by a discovery made 
| by an exploring expedition amons the catacombs 
| of Virginia, withing the present generation. Ina 
| recent eulagy upon his deceased predecessor, out 


sentiment of the North, that human bondage is a- 


It was here then, and it was everywhere in the | 


tiou of this Union on the question of the abolition of slavery, | 


from it; and 1 was satisfied that the mind of the Southbad | 


pess the school, the fireside, all || 
Te who denies it, puts bchind him | 


of which even southern conservatism could: not 
keep the agitation of this ‘subject; he invoked ‘the 
admiration of mankind upon the boldness and 
sagacity of that predecessor in stifling the: anti- 
slavery impulses of the Virginia convention of 
1832, and then proceeds in this Wise: Í 
“ Afterward, by common consent, the extravagances of 
a popular panie were covered with a vail of oblivion. But 
the effect of that interesting episode in ‘the history of Vir- 
ginia was not so evanescent and inconsequential, For 
the first time, citizens of a slaveholding community were 
driven, by the apparent insecurity of the system, to explore 


| its foundations ; and with a result for whieh very few pér- 


sons were prepared. {n contravention of traditional ideas, 
it was discovered and. demonstrated -that negro slavery, 
instead of being an accidentat evil, which men tolerate 
merely for want of a practicable remedy, is an institution 
which exists in virtuc of the most essential huinan interests, 
and the highest sanctions of the moral law. From that day, 
the slaveholder stood on surer and more solid ground. From 
that day, his conscience being clear, and his judsinent con- 
vinced, he renounced the expedients of apology and exten- 
uation, and planted himself on the impregnable basis of 
reason and right.” ` 


It is the attempt to force this conversion upon 
the whole nation which has kindled, and is still 
fanning, the flames of civil discord, Itis an old 
method of propagating a new faith, one which has 
broken down and failed everywhere else, and must 
meet with like discomfiture here. It is the re- 
sistance encountered in the work of driving out 
of the judgment and conscience of the entire na- 
tion the old deep-seated conviction that property 
in man is a sin and a crime, and enthroning the 
new dogma that slavery is a ‘blessing, which is 
the cause, the radix, of all agitation and com-- 
motion in the land. Fire and the fagot even 
have proved impotent, though backed by stand- 
ing armies, when invoked as instrumentalities 
for the propagation of the holy religion itself; 
and the flames they have kindled have only licked 
up and consumed those who fanned them. 

Man never was, and never will be, forced to be- 
lieve anything. That slavery is a sinanda crime, 
the propagandist admits is a conviction of the 
judgment and heart of the North, and, till lately, 
of the whole nation; yct he fails altogether to treat 
it as such. If this faith in which the northern 
heart and soul has grown up—the Yaith of their 
fathers and of yours—is ever to give place to one, 


| not only new, but scarce yet secure in-its domin- 


ion over the southern mind even, by what means 
is this change to be accomplished?” By what in- 
strumentalities is the reason of a whole people to 
be subjugated, its conscience conquered, and its 
faith extinguished? He who rises up to teach a 
new system of morals, a new standard of ethics, 
would do well, before he lays a ruthless hand 
upon the pillars of ancient belief, or thrasts it 
underneath the foundation-stones of unshaken 
convictions, to first count the cost, and, from a 
careful survey of the whole ficld of polemics, to 
select, and, from the whole store-house of human 
experience and wisdom, to direct and command 
an agency potent enough for his Herculean un- 
dertaking. A conviction can never be driven out 
of a man until his whole nature shall be changed, 
and he ceases to be aman. Chains and the dun- 
geon—yea, stripes, and tortures, and the stake, 
even—have only served to build up, to strength- 
en, and to glorify that they have been marshaled 
to exterminate. The blood of the martyrs is no 
more the seed of one church than of another. A 
man’s limbs, his muscles, his body, and, if need 
be, his life, may yield to force; but his judgment, 
his conscience, his convictions, never! 

The history of the world contains no instance 
of a people who have yielded up the convictions 
of an enlightened judgment and an honest con- 
science to the terror of threats and pliysical force. 
Yet these, and more vain than these, are the in- 


' strumentalities chosen, by the apostles of the new 
: and sweeping doctrine thaf slavery is, in aud of 


itself, a boon and a blessing, to subvert in us the 
faith taught us by their fathers and ours—a faith 


‘in which, till our day, the united voice of the 


i| Whole nation concurred, and which found its most 
: earnestsupporters and its sincerest disciples among 


those to whom experience was a daily preacher. 
For, be it remembered, throughout all this con- 


, troversy, that the doctrine that slavery isa social, 


_ moral, and political good——a doctrine Which now 


threatens the overthrow of the Government, if 
need be, to establish itself as the dominant, living, 
practical creed of the nation—has, in its raarch to 
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its present arrogantand defiant position met with 
ne opposition so serious as the recorded testimony 
of southern ‘statesmen themselves; men who, 
while bencath the shadow of the institution, of 
slavery itself, still spoke of the things they saw 
and knew in a language which cannot be misun- 
derstood. They all, with one accord, and witha 
concurrent and solemn testimony swelling into a 
volume, pronounced the institution of slavery an 
unmitigated wrong, a blighting curse to the land 
it rests upon, a sin and a crime in the people who 
gather its guilty fruits. ie 

And what are the instrumentalities invoked to 
dislodge the deep-seated, conscientious conviction 
of the lifetime of a whole people, and install in its 
place the dogma which this day seeks to cover 
with the mantle of religion the foul deformity 
which stalks in hideous nakedness through all the 
land where slavery dwells? Threats are the po- 
tent enginery of these times and of this work, and 
the conversion of the nation is to be achieved by 
the irresistible agency of terror. ‘The whole com- 
plex machinery now in active operation ata thou- 
sand stand-points, covering its movements by 
every device and pretense which human ingenu- 
ity and hypocrisy can invent, and concealing its 
true character as its moves on with stealthy tread 
to its purposes, has but one ruling prineiple and | 
controlling motive-power—and thatis, the power 
to work upon the fears of the people, at whatever 
avenue of approach it may select. By force, and 
not by argument, is this conviction to be driven 
out, and its place usurped. ‘The slow process of 
reason is to be discarded, and the surer one of shib- 
jugation adopted in its stead. The spirit of prop- || 
agation, now bold and defiant as an army with | 
banners, and now as subtle and soft in its tread 
as the velvet fovut-fall of the cat, still molds its 
protean shape to every similitude the exigencics 
of such a service may require. Whether it be the 

orgon head of disunion, which rises upon this 

oor and threatens treason till timid conservatism 
quakes and quails, or whether it be lean and lank 
non-intercourse, under whose auspices the whole 
manufacturing energy of a great State has culmi- | 
nated in twosuits of gray homespun, flaunted in 
these Halls into the very face offaint-hearted trade, 
or whether it be the political seer, holding up his 
horoscope to the gaze of the wondering, till sim- 
plicity turns pale and shudders when itis bidden |, 
to read, magnified and horrified in his magic lan- 
tern, the painted words, ‘Tis 1s THE BEGINNING | 
or THE END’’—whatever shape it assumes, what- 
ever avenue it approaches, whatever time or occa- 
sion it seizes upon, or form it puts on, it isone and |) 
the same thing—nn attempt to converta whole peo- 
ple to a new and detested and infamous dogma, by 
appcals to its fears, 

Foremost and loudest among these threats are 
those denominated political threats, made in the 
Halls of Congress, and faintly echoed back from 
feebler lungs at a distance. During the two 
months’ contest for Speaker, the Representatives 
of the Democratic party openly proclaimed upon 
this floor their purpose to commit treason, and 
rend asunder the Government they have sworn 
to support, unless we abandoned the faith of our 
fathers and bowed down before this new divinity 
their own handshad created. Blistering the official 
records of this Elouse, stands the open threat of 
the masters of the Democratic party, that, if called 
by the people to render an account of their stew- 
ardship, if summoned by the ballot to surrender 
the reins of Government to a Republican Presi- 
dent, sooner than obey that summons, they would | 


raze this Government * from turret to foundation | 
stone.’? And then, with the coolness of brass, 


care addressed, than to make more universal and 


i stroy, if not permitted to control, the Government, 


i traffic they are purchasing only those who are for j 


powers $ . 
| tations multiply, until he becomes a drug in the | 
ji market, and can find no purchaser. 


i 
they call upon us to come to their rescue, and || 
save them from committing treason, by abstaining | 
ourselves from the excreise of our constitutional |; 
rights in choosing a Speaker of this House or a j| 
President of the United States. 

i 

| 


He who exercises the elective franchise at the | 
bidding of another, is himself a slave; and he who 
dictates when and how that franchise shall be 
exercised, is the master. Yet the masters of ne- | 
gro slaves, and of the Democratic party, have the 
brazen effrontery to propose to northern freemen 
this degrading slavery, as the only condition upon | 
which they will omit the commission of treason 
themselves, and suffer the Union to continue. 
The man who will bend to this impudent threat, 


| beyond recovery. And he who will sell his princi- į 
ples with his dry goods, and box up both together |j 
ii for a southern market, has lost only the opportu- | 


and thus put his vote, his judgment, and the con- 
scientious convictions of his life, in the keeping 
of another, has already a collar about his neck, 
and needs no change of condition, but only of 
color, to adorn a plantation. He never performed 
an act undera menace who did not compromit 
his honor. And he, among northern men, who 
turns cither to the right or to the-left because of 
this threat, and does not the rather move right on | 
upon, the line of his duty, with a firmer step and 
a higher brow, so long as itis held in terrorem 
over his head, is a craven of too little spirit to be | 
a freeman, and of too poor material to be a slave. 
These arc arguments to which it as little becomes 
a freeman to listen, as it does a patriot to offer 
them. They will bring home to their authors no 
other fruit than discomfiture anddismay. They 
will have no other effect upon those to whom they 


settled the conviction that slavery, out of whose 
womb they issue, is indeed the mother of sin and 
crime. 

Coéperating withthe treasonable threat to de- 


and employed for the same ultimate purpose, is į 
that aimed at trade—the commercial, the merce- 
nary threat. There is to be no more trade by | 
the new converts with the old sinners, till the old į 
altars are pulled down, and the black god of sla- 
very is installed in every northern sanctuary, to ! 
receive the: homage of freemen. | 

Those who cannot be driven with the threat of | 
disunion are to be approached with a price. The | 
Scribes and the Pharisees of this day count out | 
their thirty pieces of silver, and the Judases are 
notwanting. Public advertisement is made upon | 
what terms exemption can be purchased from } 
the consequences which hang upon this threat. 
Southern agents traverse northern cities, and con- 
fessionals are constituted at the principal marts 
of business, to which, with an eye to the main 
chance, the trembling penitents flock, and absolu- 
tion from the heresy of their lives is vouchsafed 
for a consideration, Straightway the names of | 
the penitents arc inscribed on the white roll, and 
their wares commended to the patronage of the 
faithful; while all who slight these offered terms 
of reconciliation, and, refusing to pay the price, 
turn their indifferent footsteps away from the | 
portals of this confessional, awake only to read | 
their names in the black list, and to find tleir goods | 
doomed to encounter the chilling negisct of the į 
devotees of this new faith. 

But competition in this, as in all other business 
transactions, is likely to overdo this new method į 
of converting a whole people from the errors of j 
its life by the argument of the ledger and percent- 
age. Already southern speculators in conscien- | 
tious scruples, with advertising circulars and in- 
dulgence-brokers scattered all over the North, have 
offered so casy terms, and made the way to mer- 
cantile salvation so broad, that not only is the 
market overstocked, but the quality of the article | 
is greatly cheapened. And now, a new convert 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line falls forthwith | 
below par, and passes at once into the uncurrent | 
circulation of the country. Have men engaged in 
this foreible-feeble crusade upon the business of | 
the North for opinion’s sake ever stopped to con- | 
sider how beneficial would have been the results 
achieved by this process, had it proved ever so | 
successful? Have thoy failed to sce that in this | 


sale? When aman has sold himself once, the pro- 
cess becomes easier, and the price less, asthe temp- | 


A man’s 
honor, like a woman’s virtue, once stained, sinks | 


nity to have underbid Judas himself, and to have | 
robbed him at once of his silver and his infamy 


of mere numbers, takes such venality to its em- | 
brace, is far behind, in political wisdom, that pol- | 
icy which, to people new States, opens prison | 
doors, and pollutes the current of life with the | 
pestiferous rottenness of the old. Let not the | 
South deecive itself, but let it look at the means | 
through which it seeks northern support against | 
northern conviction, and then judge of its value. | 


They who trust the professional Union-savers 
of the North, while turning panic to profit and 
ie into merchandise before their eyes, are 

lindly and stupidly leaning on a broken reed, 
which will most assuredly pierce the side, . This 
kind of traffic, like every other, will seek the best 
market; and those principles which are sold’ tó- 
day with the box of goods shipped for the south- 
ern trade, will as soon go to any other section, 
and pander to any other prejudice or caprice, 
whenever the demand or the percentage will jus- 
tify the shipment in that direction. Ships thug 
freighted always sail before the wind. Even now, 
the emissaries sent North to propagate this new 
faith, with the Dred Scott decision for a Bible in 
one hand, and an ink-horn and book in the other, 
going from door to door, and from city to city, and 
holding up before timid, slinking selfishness the 
alternative of submission to the one or a black 
record in the other, are being mocked by the sly 
and slippery converts, whose absolution fee they ° 
pocket with so much “ national conservative?’ 
unction. And before the shadow of these political 
colporteurs has disappeared from the’ counting- 
room, the cost ofthis mercantile salvation is added, 
like freight and cartage, to the next bill, or,itmay 
be, to the next dozen bills of goods sent, labeled 
“ sound,” back to that mart which buys only. of 
those who sell their principles and wares together. 
‘hus itis that this tax upon proofs of political 
picty, which seems so grievous to be borne, comes 
back, multiplied manifold, from out the very cof- 
fers of the arrogant and domincering slave power, 
into the pocket of the northern devotee, kneeling 
southward, behind his own counter. i 

But there is a law which governs trade, stronger 
than politics or-partics, and indifferent alike to 
threats and entreaties; and that is the law of prof- 
its. Men will buy where they buy cheapest, and 
sell where they can sell best. No human enact- 
ment hagever yetannulled this controlling rule of 
trade; no human device has ever yet proved itself 
sufficient to cope with or circumvent it, and no 
danger has seemed appalling enough to altogether 
check it. This law has pushed the search for 
wealth into every quarter of the globe, and into 
the face of every peril. It has plowed the Arctic 
ice up to the polar sea, and has confronted the 
cannibal beneath the southern cross, Pestilence, 
has failed to stay its venturous footsteps, and war 
itself is but a summons to a richer harvest, to be 
gathered from beneath the smoke and dust of 
tramping armics. How foolish and futile, then, 
for a little country newspaper in Atlanta, Geor- 
gia, ora Lilliputian copartnership in Richmond, 
Virginia, to level popguns and hurl paper anathe- 
mas, arrayed in black or white, as the pay may 
be, against the universal trading world, moving 
on in one beaten pathway, guided by one all-con- 
trolling, unflinching, unrelaxing law, which heeds 
no more than the idle wind the tempest of the 
hour, And thus it proved, that during all this 
time that the nation has been holding its breath, 
and the politicians wasting theirs, the account 
ewrrent has shown more southern trade at New 
York, at Boston, at Lynn, and at every other 
forthern mart, than during any other correspond- 
ing period for the last quarter of a century. 

But as these devices, wherewith to displace the 
long-scttled conviction of the northern conscience, 
that slavery is a sin and a crime, and install inits 
place the revolting and damning dogma that jus- 
tifies and sanctifies and blesses it—as these. de- 
vices one after another fail, and pass to the wreck 


| of human contrivances, in contravention of the 


immutable and immovable laws of justice and 


| right, others are resorted to with a bolder hand 


and a fiercer spirit, Liberty of thought and of 
speech is assaulted by the cohorts of slavery prop- 
agandism, with a fury equal only to that which, 
in a better cause, and for its very deliverance, in 
revolutionary France, struck off together the fet-. 


:| ters of the press and the head of the monarch who 
The community or party which, for the sake |) 


forged them. If men will not, for the sake of 
saving slaveholders from committing treason, nor 
even that they themsclves may fatten on southern 
trade, give up the faith of their fathers, and the 
inbred solemn convictions of their own souls that 
the fruit of human bondage is only evil, and that 
continually, then, by all the powers of the whole 
slave kingdom and its northern allies, they shall 
not give utterance to the thoughts within them. 
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food for dogs. Mails are rifled, and an army of 
country postmasters, with their subalterns, well 
nigh as large as that which followed the fortunes 
of absolutism on the plains of Solferino, is com- 
manded by a general order emanating from the 
central moving spirit and power, to break the 
sacred seal-of private correspondence, and com- 
mit to the flames whatever may be found not in 
harmony with the key-note in which are sung the | 
praises and blessings of slavery. The sacredness 
of person is invaded; and whether men shalltravel 
in safety, no longer depénds upon what they do, 
but what they think. The Constitution, which 
wraps itself like a coat of mail around the citizen, 
for his protection, wherever his footsteps may 
lead him within the broad limits of this Republic, 
is sct at naught, and its very joints pierced as į 
worthless gossamer, by the fell spiritof this demon 
in its mad attempt to bend every knee before its | 
altar, At its bidding, men repudiate their debts 
and banish their creditors. By its cthies, con- 
tracts with northern men, as with heretics, are 
dissolved into thin air, and. he whose business 
pursuits call him from a free North, within the 
shadow of this institution, is tracked from city to || 
city, and his every movement subjected to an espi- 
onage which would disgrace the despotism of Rus- 
sia, and set France in ablaze. A northern man j 
may to-day roam the world over, outside of the i} 
southern States, free in thought and speech, in 
more safety of person than he can inside of them. 
And all this because he will not abjure his fathers’ |! 
faith and his own, and take to his embrace, with- |} 
out question, the horrid tenets of a dogma ad- 
mitted by its preachers to have been born of the 
light and of the spirit which descended upon the 
heads of a chosen few of this generation only. 

But, sir, these instruments of warfare recoil | 
upon those who use them. These fruits of the 
institution move the inquiring mind to look at 
the tree itself which bears them. These mani- 
festations of the spirit which animates the system 
of slavery, lead us to look downward, and not up- | 
ward, for its author. Every day’s teaching, to | 
which it thus subjects us, but opens our eyes to 
ils cnormities, and drives us from it as from the 
plague, Every day’s experience of the passions | 
it foments, of the intolerance it begets, of the | 
domination it asserts, and of the crimes it com- 
mits, demonstrates more clearly that its hand is 
against every man’s band, and that foul-mouthed 
curses follow in its train. 

I assure gentlemen that their work of conver- 
sion, with all the appliances of threats, with all 
the blandishments of favor, with all the scourges 
and stripes they have invoked to their aid, is, 
after all, a failure. You may subject us to further 
experiment and indignity, for the power is in} 
your hands. That all-wise Providence, whose 
inscrutable ways are past finding out, has, in 
working out the great purposes of His govern- :| 
ment, placed this people for a time in your keep? || 
ing,as [He did of old His chosen people incharge |; 
of the slaveholders of Egypt. Yours is the Ex- | 
ecutive and the Supreme Court. Further trial i! 


with these instrumentalities to bend our knee to ! 
this Moloch awaits us yet a little longer. Itmay | 
be that this spirit which rules youandus,as itsces |) 
the sands of its power running out, will attempt, 
in its rage, to thrust us still further between the 
patronage and power of the one, and the inexo 
able dcerces of the other, as the incorrigible vie 
tims of the Spanish Inquisition were bound at! 
last to the floor of their prison-house, while the | 
walls, on the one side and the other, were made |; 
to move towards each other with a slow and silent | 
but sure and awful approach, which no human |! 
agency could stay. But, sir, history tells us that || 
even this hellish enginery proved impotent to |; 
-erush out the true faith, and served only, in the 
end, to build up and strengthen its pillars. In this || 
hope, and in this faith, we bide our time. i 
We tell you candidly, yet firmly, we will have | 
none of your institution among us. If you are | 
not content to leave this matter as yonr fathers | 
and ours left it, on your heads, not ours, be the | 
consequences. We take this thing as it came to i 


| where your fathers and ours left it, and we will 


| to abide by it. They have set the landmarks; you 


| the grand old temple, intact from base to pinnacle. 


| daily enter, and turn our faces to the symbols of 


| Magistrate who fills the Exceutive chair. 


i has always been ‘first and foremost” in main- 


us, and we will take no more of it. Hug this 
Institution to your own bosoms, if you please, 


not touch so much asa hair of its head. Change 
your own opinions, and spit upon those of your 
fathers, ifit seem well so to do; but you have no 
right to demand any such change in us. You 
may pluck the beards of your fathers; we will bow į 
before ours. You may worship new gods; we 
will venerate the old ones. You may call evil | 
good, and black white; but we shall pervert no 
terms, and renounce no self-evident truths. We 
do not question your sincerity; you shall not ours, 
The policy of your fathers and, ours was the 
same, and unmistakable; you seek to change, we 


are striving to remove, we to maintain them. 
Let the curse for so doing fall where it belongs. 
You say that you believe slavery to be a bless- 
ing; you can keep it; we cannot deprive you of it. 
We know freedom to be a blessing past meas- 
ure, and you cannot rob us of it. Let us under- 
stand each other better. You demand that the 
whole policy of the Government, from the first 
morn of its existence, shall be reversed, or you 
will dissolve this Union, and shiver the whole 
fabric to atoms; we demand thatthat whole policy 
shall be maintained, and with it the Union, and 


If you have anything to tear down, on your heads, 

and not ours, will it fall. H you are bent on trea- 

son, upon you, and not upon us, rest the conse- | 
quences. We cannot swerve from the right line 
of our pathway, illumined as it is by conscience 
and duty, even though it be to save you from your 
own treason. We cannot dishonor ourselves, lest 
you let fall the ax upon your own heads. Into 
this temple, built by your fathers and ours, we 


their wisdom and patriotism, which illustrate and 
adorn its walls on every side. If you follow after 
new and strange gods, be content in your own 
worship; but suffer us to cling to the ancient pil- 
lars which sustain the ample arches that span us 
all. 


THE PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACY, 


SPEECH 


OF 
HON. THOMAS B. FLORENCE, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, . 
fw turn House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 12, 1860. 
The House being in the Committee of the T on the 


state of the Uniou— 


Mr. FLORENCE said: , 

Mr. Cuairman: If there is any one thing of 
which I am proud, it is in being a member of the 
Democratic party; in having always been such; 
in possessing the confidence of a large and intel- 
ligent Democratic constituency, who have hon- 
ored me, on five successive occasions, by electing | 
me as their Representative here. The Democratic 

arty isa glorious party—established by Thomas 
Tederaon. fostered hy Madison and Monroe, | 
strengthened and regenerated by Jackson, and |: 
now sustained by the honored and upright Chief ii 
It is 
the party of the Constitution, the party of liberty, 
and the party of the Union. No other party can | 
justly claim to be the champion of the Constitu- 
tion, the supporter of the Union, and the defender 
of liberty. “The tree is known by its fruit;’? and 
the history of the country forthe last sixty years, jj 
already told by abler tongues than mine, shows— ! 
incontestably proves—that the Democratic party | 


j 
i 
! 
i 
E 
i 
i 


taining the Constitution and the laws, and has | 
thus saved the Union itself, the permanence of 
which must depend upon a proper observance of | 
the Constitution, which is the rock of the Union’s 
foundation. To be an accepted member ofa party 
having so glorious a mission, atall times ready to 
perform it, and fulfilling all duties gallantly and 
patriotically, is a high distinction, of whichI am 
rightly proud. Yet this Democratie party, dis- 
charging such duties, and so successfully, is an- 
tagonized by Opposition, composed of various and 
incongruous elements, of no uniformity of pur- 


| ing us of Macbeth’s witchcraft: 


j plaint. 
i courage; and a bold assertion, with an air of be- 
i lief, frequently effects what timid argument can- 
; not accomplish. The poet recommended, though 


ose, of differing and different principles;remind- 
" «Black spirits and white, ° 
Rer spirits and gray, 
Mingle, mingle, mingle ; 
You that mingle may.” 
Men who agree in no one thing except to. oppose: 
and to prostrate the Democratic party—io dishonor 
the memories of Jefferson and, Jackson, and te 
shake the Union from “turret to foundation 
stone,” even if. the cdifice is too strong for their 
attack. ea 
A visitor from abroad to this capital at the pres- 
cnt session, listening to some of the speeches 
coming from this picbald party—for “ motley’s 
the only wear”’—mightcandidly havethoughtthat 
the Democratic party was composed of Jacobins: ` 
and agrarians; whilea severer, though perhaps not 
unjustifiable view, would have made him regard 
them as a band of assassins and thieves, demand- 
ing money or life, and practicing upon the des- 
potic social principles which governed Schiller’s 
robbers, or prevailed in Gil Blas’s celebrated cav- 
ern banditti. To this sort of abuse the Democ- 


| racy is accustomed. Jefferson did not escape it; 


it was lavished upon Jackson, as a tyrant and, 
murderer; and that our present Chief Magistrate 
should be beyond its reach could not be expected, 
and perhaps it was but little to be desired. 

My colleague from the seventeenth district, 
(Mr. McPurnrson,] some weeks since, in a well- 
prepared speech, undertook to arraign, almost for 
treason, the Democratic members of this House 
for the delay in its organization. My colleague 
is new at the business. He comes froma district 
which is generally represented by one of other 
than his present political faith, and he will, I an- 
ticipate with certainty, be succeeded by one such; 
and he is making the most of his time to estab- 
lish his claim to a high place in the party of the 
Opposition by the most usual and. acceptable 
course of fighting the Democratic party on some 
false issuc, instead of attempting to assail its prin- 
ciples or to uphold any of his own. If there was 
delay, unnecessary delay, improper delay in the 
organization of this House, with what justice can 
it be charged upon the Democratic party-—a party 
confessedly in the minority here, having but very 
few more than a third of the whole number of 
members upon this floor? Does he not know that 


| this House of Representatives is composed of two 


hundred and thirty-seven members, and that there 
are, all told, but eighty-nine Democratic members, 
or acting with the Democratic party? Is not this 
undeniable fact a sufficient answer to his un- 
founded charge? Unless, by some arithmetical 
process unknown tony limited education, eighty- 
nine is a majority of two hundred and. thirty- 
seven, the idea, it strikes me, is &s ridiculous as 
it is unfounded ‘in fact, that the Democratic party 
had the power to control the organization of this 
House. Ingenuity may suggest and devise much, 
but it will require a better lawyer than even my 
colleague, for I acknowledge his merits as: such, 
to make a plausible argument in favor of his com- 
Audacity is sometimes confounded with 


not exactly as to law— 
“ Attempt it boldly and the deed ’s half done.” 


And I cannot but think that it was upon this prin- 
ciple of ethics that the charge was made. hat 
are the facts in addition? 

The Republicans, lacking one er two of an ab- 
solute majority, with several allies in reserve, pres 
sented as their candidate the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio, who now so ably presides over 
the Committecof Waysand Means; agentleman 
of undoubted ability, with whom on an important 
committee of the last Congress it was my good 


i fortune and pleasure to be associated. This gen- 


tleman, with many others equally misguided, 
some of whom now regret it quite as much ag I 
am sure he does, had indorsed and recommended 
the circulation of an infamous „book against sla- 
very, justifying lawlessness and murder, A res- 
olution was offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Crarx,] that any one who had in- 
dorsed such treagonable doctrines ought not to be 
the Speaker of this House. The ballotingshowed, 
as was supposed, the chair within the gentleman’s 
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ultimate reach, though not yet near enough to be 
grasped. Under this pressurean explanation was 
made that he had recommended the work with- 
out reading it, and atthe request of a fellow-Re- 
publican; but he did not, from first to last, nor 
ever until now, so far as I have ever heard, repu- 
d¥ate its doctrines and declare that he dissented 
from them. 
It will not-do for him to say that he was notre- 
quired to explain—that his dignity would be im- 
aired by so doing. He felt called upon to do so. 
c did undertake it. He consented to be putupon 
his defense, his exculpation, and his answer; when 
he told how he had been induced to sign it. And 


that was the time, that was the occasion which 


one who despises the wretched stuff of Helfer, 
would have gladly seized to disembarrass himself, 
then and forever, of the odium of holding, encour- 
aging, or even tolerating such doctrines, The 
gentleman from-Ohio did not do so, and his sun 
went to the West. His explanation of how 
the recommendation was obtained was accepted, 
but his refusal to repudiate the doctrines of a book 
which he did not deny he had then read, justified 
and demanded the inference that he approved its 
contents. “He stood by the book, and the consti- 
tational men of the House belonging to the Oppo- 
sition party united with the Democratic vote to 
prevent him, who indorsed Helfer’s views, from 
being its Speaker. I will show my colleague 
where faction was, and who were the factious. 
The constitutional Opposition party presented as 
a candidate the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Suira ‘The Democrats, loyal to the Con- 
stitution, and desirous of an organization, voted 
for him, and he had votes enough to elect him. 
He was elected, when there was exhibited a scene 
such as history cannot parallel, and such as I trust 
will forever be the only one of its kind. 

My colleague from the second district, [Mr. 
Monris,] who represents a constituency attached 
to the Union, had voted for the gentleman from 
North Carolina. My colleague was supposed to 
be, par excellence, an American, rather than a Re- 
publican. He proclaimed himself such, and dis- 
avowed the latter; but when my colleague found 
that his own candidate was actually elected, and 
would be so declared in a few minutes, he per- 
formed the unparalleled act of changing his vote 
to defeat him, and he did effectually accomplish 
that purpose. Was such a thing ever done or 
known? Men have changed their votes to effect 
an election; but did any onc, except my colleague, 
ever change his vote for the purpose of defeating 
the very man for whom he himself had voted? 
This act shook confidence in the American profes- 
sions of my colleague, and showed him inclined 
to wear the black feather, Elis act was bold, and 
he could not be aceused of the white feather. 

While on this subject, let me say—for I want to 
square accounts as Eprocerd—that his excuse was 
as great a mistake as either the vote or the change, 
My colleague said that the gentleman from North 
Carolina was not a tariff man; which he knew, if 
atall, quite as well before he voted for him as when 
he changed his vote; but such is not the fact, as 
was manifested by the votes of the gentleman from 
North: Carolina some few days after in favor of 
the introduction of the tariff bill of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. Having thus taken from 
one of my colleagues the American, or while mask, 
and disclosed the Republican, or dark features, I 
will proceed further with this matter of organiza- 
tion. : 

The near approach to the election of a national 
man of the Opposition party forced the Repub- 
licans to change their tactics, to haul down the 
Helfer flag, and to present one free from this 
taint, who was immediately elected—a result that 
they had been told could be effected at any time 
that they would consent to withdraw the indorser 
of Helfer’s book; which they, with a bad grace, 
were ultimately compelled todo. Upon whom, 
then, rests the responsibility of delaying the or- 
ganization of this House? It can be as truly 


ascribed to the southern Opposition, to the few | 


anti-Lecompton men who could not succumb to 
‘The Impending Crisis,” as to the Democratic 
members; but the truth is, and the people of the 
country will so understand it, it was delayed by 
thosc who could have organized it whenever they 
chose, as they ultimately did, but who were de- 


termined, if they could accomplish it by any 
means, to have one of Helfer’s indorsers for 
Speaker. Time has been when the Democratic 
party has not had an absolute majority here; but 
never did that party undertake to compel an or- 
ganization, as did the Republicans. Let these 
facts go to the world; and if the people can and 
will sustain a course such as was pursued by men 
bent on ‘rule or ruin,” they will act differently 
from what they have done at all former times; 
and then there might be a fear for the peace of 
the Union, which, fortunately, there is, in my 
judgment, no occasion to apprehend now. 

But it is charged that the Democrats prevented 
the adoption of the plurality rule. To this I in- 
terpose my denial—my flat denial; and my col- 
league has no right to charge it. His deductions 
are not logical, nor is such conclusion justified by 
the premises. That the Democrats were opposed 
to such a rule is the fact; it was gotten up for the 
porpose expressly of electing the gentleman from 

hio, and probably it would, if adopted, have 
effected that purpose; but there was a majority 
‘opposed to his election, and why shall it be as- 
sumed that any one of them would, by an afirm- 
ative vote on the plurality rule, do what he had 
refused by his vote for Speaker? Whom is it that 
my colleague means to charge with such con- 
temptible cowardice and skulking? I do not be- 
lieve there was any such one. Every man opposed 
to the gentleman from Ohio would have voted 
against the rule; and it would, it must have been 
defeated. The idca is preposterous that men here 
can be hoodwinked and led blindfolded to sucha 
vote; and this evidence of Democratic delay in 
organization fails intruth. Giving men credit for 
ordinary intelligence and some honesty, I assert 
that every member who was opposed to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio would just as soon have voted 
for him directly as have voted for him indirectly, 
in voting for the plurality rule; for the responsi- 
bility of the vote would be the same. 

The propriety, indecd, constitutionality of such 
a rule, is very questionable to my mind. Ona 
previous occasion, in the Thirty-Fourth Congress, 
I resisted the adoption of the plurality rule and 
voted against it, as E ever will while [ continue 
to be a member of Congress. If the duty of a 
Speaker was merely to preside over our delibera- 
tions and to preserve order, the sclection would 
be unimportant; but the power and patronage of 


influence, even if he cannot control, legislation 
here; and there seems to be a manifest impropri- 
ety in placing in the chair any one not acceptable 
to a majority of the whole House. If the body 
is composed of three or more minorities, each is 
in pay law the same, and neither one 
ought to Be able tq effect an clection when they 
cannot accomplish any other result. The Speaker 
appoints all committees; places upon each a very 
decided majority of his own political coadjutors. 
The business ofthe House isdone entirely through 
its committees. The Speakergives the floor, as pat- 
ronage, to whom he pleases. ‘The rue in regard to 
this is, by common consent, obsolete, and the 
floor is sought and obtained by promise in. ad- 
vance, in defiance of the mode pointed out by rule. 
Ought, then, a minority Speaker ever to fill the 
chair? I do noteare to elaborate this question, but 


sideration; but J cannot concede that any one mi- 
nority has a superior claim over the other, or such 
a paramount right as demands the sacrifice which 
wil produce the results I have mentioned. 

The Republican charge, that the Democratic 
members of this House delayed its organization, is 
like the cry of “stop thicf,’’ used by the criminal 
to avert suspicion and clude pursuit. f recom- 
mend to them Burns’s well-known lines: 

“ Oh, wad some power the giftie gie us 
‘To see ourselves as others see us; 
Tt would frac many a blunder free us, 
And foolish notion.” 


Upon these facts, I assert that the delay was 
produced by the Republicans themselves, in the 


i whatever of discredit belongs to the act, must be 
borne by its willing perpetrators. 

But there are other charges against the Demo- 
cratic party, demanding notice. One is that it is 
i corrupt and extravagant; but these are generali- 


the Speaker are very great. He can very decidedly | 


it is of grave importance and well worthy of con- | 


manner and for the. purpose I have stated; and | 


ties of which no specification is attempted, nor 
proof offered, I deny it in toto. Compare or con- 
trast a Democratic Administration with any of a 
different character, and the result will show so 
favorably to the Democratic party as to create as- 
tonishment that any one had the hardihood to 
make such acharge. ButI have nottime to deal 
with such generalities; they disprove themselves, 
and are scarcely worth the passing notice I have 
given them. 

It is charged that the Democratic party isa pro- 
slavery party. Against this I enter my emphatic 
denial—itis nottrucinany manner; the Democratic 
party isneither pro-slavery nor anti-slavery; such 
sectional distinctions are unknown to it—it is na- 
tional. The State from which I come was the first 
to abolish slavery, and in Pennsylvania every 
human being is free; its institutions are founded 
upon this principle, and Í agree with them entirely. 
{do not admire the institution of slavery, nor its 
attendants; but my taste and my judgment must 
not contro] my duty towards those of different 
tastes and judgment. The Democratic doctrine in 
regard to slavery, as I understand it, is to stand 
by the Constitutionand the laws, Theexistence of 


| slavery in the States, and its continuance there, 


are admitted to be legal. The boldest of the Re- 
publicans dares not avow the right, though he does 
not conceal the desire, to meddle with it, within a 
State. The right of each State to manage its do- 
mestic institutions in its own way is conceded. 
Its introduction into a Territory of the United 
States is a judicial question, and has been fully 
met and decided by the highest human tribunal— 
the Supreme Court of the United States; their de- 
cision is the law, and every good citizen will yield 
a ready submission, for opposition to the law is 
but treason. It has been decided, and it is the 
law, that slavery exists in the Territories by virtue 
of the Constitution of the United States; that the 
Tervitories are the common property of all, and 
every citizen may take his property there; that 
Congress has no right to meddle with the subject; 
that there is no such power in the Territorial 
Legislature, and that there can be no qualification 
or restriction until the Territory becomes a State. 
I know that this is the Jaw, and that is enough for 
me; my party acts too upon this principle. 
“ For better ’tis 
To bless the sun, than reason why it shines.” 

The Republicans oppose the law of the land; 
they avow their purpose to legislate slavery out 
of the Territories, notwithstanding the decision 
of the Supreme Court; when they well know that 
any such legislation will be declared invalid; and 
an attempt to enforce it will reproduce in the Ter- 
ritories the anarchies and outrages of the once 
bleeding Kansas. They avow themselves anti- 
slavery; this they may be in their views; but 
when they undertake to act upon these views, 


| they become traitors to the Constitution and the 


laws. Although I am nota lawyer, yet L know 
that the Constitution of the United States says: 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, shall be the su- 
preme law of the land; and the judges of every State shalt 
be bound thereby, anything in the constitution or laws of ` 
any State to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

I charge, and will prove, that the Republican 
party is the pro-slavery party; and have done 
and are doing more to rivet the chains of the slave, 
and to increase their number, than any other body 
or cause. It cannot be denied by any honestand 
observant man that the conduct of the Aboli- 
tionists for thirty years past has retarded eman- 
cipation. But for them and their violence, atleast 
four States would have been, in my opinion, in 
progress of freedom from slavery; perhaps some 
one had reached it absolutely. The continuance 
of this aggression upon southern rights will pro- 
duce, in all the southern States, what one (Ar- 
kansas) has already done—the expulsion of the 
free negroes. The free States will prohibit their 
immigration, not wanting this expelled people 
among them; and these pdor creatures will scli 
themselves and go willingly into slavery for the 
sake of finding a home, or of keeping the one with 


| which they were satisfied; but from which they 


were driven by these lawless agitators. If such 
have been, are, and will be the fruits of Repub- 
licanism, have I not proved my charge, that they 
are the real pro-slavery party? I allege, also, that 
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disunion is most prevalent in their ranks. 
ery of disunion has come most loudly and fre- 
quently from them, and without the slightest 
reason. They have had no rights invaded nor 
violated; there have been no attempts to force 
slavery upon them; but because they cannot 
abolish slavery elsewhere in defiance of the Con- 
stitution, they have threatened disunion. 

The first threat of disunion publicly made was 
made on the floor of the House of Representatives, 
on January 14, 1811, by Josiah Quincy, of Mas- 
sachusetts, who declared that the passage of the 
bill to allow a constitution to be formed prepara- 
tory to the admission of Louisiana as a State, jus- 
tified disunion, and the States ought to separate. 
The present Governor of Massachusetts declared 
himself willing ‘‘to let the Union slide.” Gid- 
dings of Ohio, Mann of Massachusetts, and 
many, many other Republicans, have uttered sim- 
ilar sentiments, without any grievgnce, except 
that slavery exists elsewhere, and they cannot 
reach it. Ido not deny that southern men, too, 
have cried ‘‘disunion,’? and E do not justify nor 
excuse them. Iam opposed to disunion, now and 
forever, for any canse, or in any form. But let 
us sce how the southern men stand on this ques- 
tion. Common justice should be done to them; 
and though it is true that a few excited men of 
the South, smarting under aggression, have cried 
disunion, yet I‘believe it has met but limited 
favor. The men of the South do say: “ We love 
the Union, we prize its advantages, and should be 
sorry to losc them; but we claim and insist upon 
our constitutional rights; if you of the North will 
continue your warfare upon us; if you will send 
your A bolition-mongers, disguised as peddlers and 
itiggrant book venders, to corrupt our free ne- 
grocs and to incite our slaves; if you will furnish 
money and arms to desperadoes, to burn our vil- | 
lages and destroy our people, we had better be 
separated from you, for these disadvantages out- 
weigh all the benefits of the Union. We want to 
remain with you in peace, not in danger or dread; 
and we cannot stay, unless you will allow us to 
do so, as we have all along done, in a spirit of 
fraternal love.” This is the tone of the South. 
There is now no threat of disunion; there is a 
subdued apprehension of its necessity; it is told 
‘*more in sorrow than in anger;’’ and I do not be- 
lieve the justice of such complaints will be ques- 
tioned by any fair man. 

The Republican party is the disunion party. 
Some of its members openly proclaim for dis- 
union; while all unite in a course of unconstitu- 
tional aggression, which is calculated to produce 
disunion at the South, and which would but be 
too probable if this party succeeded in getting 
into power. They want disunion; their move- 
ments are for disunion. Some of them have de- 
clared their desire for “an anti-slavery constitu- 
tion,” “for the obliteration of the section relating 
to fugitives,’’ and that “the Constitution is a 
covenant with death, and a league with hell.” 
Contrast the sayings and doings of the two par- 
ties, and no one can doubt that the disunionists 
are the Republicans. 

In the year 1832, South Carolina threatened 
nullification; the President of the United States— 
the gallant and glorious Jackson—declared his | 
determination that the law of the land should be 
executed: the law was enforced. South Carolina 
did not attempt to execute her threat, and here 
her attempted nullification ended. But now there 


The | 


are sevcral States that practically and openly nul- 
lify the laws of the United States. All of these 
States are under Republican rulers. Massachu- 
setts and some other of the New England Statcs | 
have made the exccution of the fugitive slave law | 
a punishable erime. Wisconsin and some of her | 
neighbors have done likewise; and even now a | 
conflict of authority between the authorities of the | 
United States and of Wisconsin is but too prob- | 
able. A criminal sentenced to imprisonment by | 
the United States court in that State for violation 
of the fugitive slave act—imprisoned under the | 
authority of the United States—was released by | 
the Republican judges of the State court. The 
mandate of the Supreme Court of the United | 
I 

f 

li 


States to the State court to make return to the | 
writ of error was disregarded and disobeyed; 
even now, when the reversal of the proceedings 
of the State court by the Supreme Court of the | 


United States, makes it. the duty of the United 
States marshal to arrest and to imprison the crim- 
inal, the State authorities openly assert their in- 
tention again to release him. What becomes of 
the clause of the Constitution to which I have al- 
ready referred? ltis repudiated and set at defiance 
by Republicans. 

When the Governor of Virginia demanded, with 
all legal formalities, from the Republican Gov- 
ernors of Ohio and Iowa the surrender of the fu- 
gitives from justice, charged with murder, his de- 
mand was not complied with, and the fugitives 
were not delivered. When a similar demand was 
made upon the Democratic Governor of Pennsy]- 
vania, } am happy to say, it was at once complied 
with. According to the constitutional obligation, 
the fugitive was handed over, and the violated 


in his punishment. The Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States directs the return of fugitives from labor 
or service or justice; and the violators of these 
provisions are to be found in the high places of 
the Republican party. They are the practical 
nullifiers. Is it not then hypocrisy for them to 
descant upon the merits of the Union? They who 
nullify its laws, separate and disunite themselves, 
and endeavor to goad others into a like lawless- 
ness, should be known, and when known, their 
doom cannot be doubtful— 
“ Wie niger est: 
{unc tu, Romance, caveto.” 

Here is the practical disunion, and I defy proof 
of similar violation of constitutional law ‘on the 
part of the Democrats; yet the constant ery is 
that the Democrats favor disunion, while the truth 
is, the Republicans are actually practicing it. I 
ask this question of every thinking citizen: under 
a Democratic Administration is not the Union safe 
past peradventure? And undera Republican one, 
| 1s notits peace endangered, if even its continuance 
can be maintained? "The affirmative answers will 
indicate the political duty. 

The Democratic party, some of my colleagues 
say, is an anti-tariff party. Thisis not truc. This 
question seems sectional, not political. In the last 
Congress, two Democratic members of this House 


from Pennsylvania, several from New York and 
California, voted steadily and persistently to 
change and increase the tariff; and at the present 
session, though there are but few Democrats from 
| the northern States—treachery and deception hav- 
ing done their work—yct they have voted in favor 
of the measure, and will do so again and again. 
In Pennsylvania the feeling is unanimous. ‘This 
is admitted by the Opposition, as will be seen by 
the following resolution, recently adopted at one 
of their mass meetings, which was addressed by 
their candidate for Governor: 


the protection of Amc 
selves dare not,in Penns: 
which multiplies home markcts and home exchange. 
ulates every domestic art and enterprise, and bl 
Pennsylvania alone, bnt every State of our Confederacy.’» 

But are the Republicans sincere in their pro- 
fessions of attachment for an increased tariff? I 
doubtit mightily. For why, among the enumer- 
ated principles of the party, sct forth in their call 
for the convention at Chicago, was there no allu- 
sion to the subject? lt certainly is not one of 
thcir indispensable political principles; and their 
support oft, in certain regions, is very lukewarm. 
Contrast the resolutions.of the two conventions 
recently held in Pennsylvania. That of the Op- 
position says: 

“In the cnactment of revenue Jaws by the General Gov- 
ernment, fair and adequate protection should be systemat~ 
ically afforded to the industry of all classes of our citizens. 
That we maintain a devoted attachment to the policy of 
national exchanges, which secures tothe workingman lib- 
eral wages, Lo farmers and planters remuacrative prices tor 
their products, to mechanics and manufacturers for their 
skill, labor, and enterprise, and to the nation commercial 
prosperity and independenec.”? 


And, without any violent strain of meaning, it 


ii may signify that sort of national exchanges which 


our free-trade friends desire, which would satisfy 
the Virginia member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. Minison,] or even the war- 
horse of free trade from South Carolina, [General 
McQueen. ] 

The resolution of the Democratic convention 
has, at any rate, an unmistakable meaning; it is: 

That the convictions of the Democratie party remain 


justice of a sister. Commonwealth was vindicated | 


from Connecticut, three from New Jersey, fifteen | 


“Tt is hardly necessary for us to reiterate our fidelity to f 
ican industry. Our opponents them- | 
vania, dissent from that policy i 


unshaken in the wisdor and policy of adequate protection 
of iron, cual, wool, and the other great staples of the coun- 
try, based upon the necessities of a reasonable revenue sys- 
tem of the General Government ; and, approving of the views 
of President Buchanan upon the subject of specific duties, 
we earnestly desire our Representatives in Congress to pro- 
cure such modifications of the existing laws as the unwise 
legisiation of the Republican party in 1857 renders abso- 
lutely neeessary for the prosperity of the ‘great industrial 
interests of Pennsylvania.” 

I do doubt their sincerity. I believe it is their 
intention to force through this House a tariff bill 
which they hope and Know the Senate will not 
accept; they will have nothing less, and then they 
|| will cry that the Democratic Senate has defeated 
the tariff. Ihave prepared and submitted a bill 
|| such as I firmly believe can be passed’ by both 
branches, and will be approved by the Executive, 
giving full and the best protection to the interests 
of my own State, and the staples of the whole 
country, in the shape of specific duties. Coming 
from a Democrat, it will not, of course, be sanc- 
tioned by the Republicans; but “forewarned is 
forcarnied,’’and the people of Pennsylvania, and 
of the whole nation, will not be deceived by their 
insincere professions or unfounded complaints. 

My every vote has been in favor of a tariff 
which shall produce an abundant revenue, with 
discrimination to protect our own industrial in- 
terests. I do not forget that Massachusetts men 
and Massachusetts gold—¢87,000—were instru- 
mental in putting upon the country the tariff act 
of 1857; the one which, more than any other, dis- 
criminated the least in favor of Pennsylvania. 

The principles of this party are various in va- 
| rious quarters. In my State they are called the 
“ People’s party;”’ and while some of them launch 
out in praise of foreign emigration, others of them 
denounce and proscribe foreigners. Nay, one of 
their leading men, a few nights since, at a mass 


iculing a religious observance of a large and re- 
spectable Christian sect. Another of them, in the 
same spirit, said “ he was in favor of the Chicago 
nominee, but did not want a candidate who would 
ask Bishop John Hughes how to act,” alluding to 
Governor Sewarn. Yet this is the party that is 
against slavery in the Territories, because they 
ought to be peopled by the white emigrants from 
other countries. Out upon such double dealing! 


“ Doff off that lion’s hide, 
i And wear a calf-skin on those recreant limbs.” 


|| _ fn 1856 a desperate attempt was made by the 
|| Opposition party to take possession of the Gov- 
ernment—a candidate of no fixed or known polit- 
|| ical views, John C. Frémont, was nominated. He 
` had been a gallant soldier, although he had aban- 
doned the Army service, and this, it was known, 
would give him strength with the people, who are 
ever willing to trust their battles at home to be 
fought by those who act bravely on the battle-field 

abroad. The effort failed. The Democracy ral- 

| lied, and placed in the Executive chair a tried and 

| trusty statesman of the old school, who had spent 


the public service—the last of trained statesmen! 
Clay, Calhoun, Benton, Webster, King, Clayton 
have all passed toimmortality,and the mushrooms 
ofa night’s growth are substituted for them. 
The Opposition has attacked the administra- 
tion of James Buchanan with virulence, venom, 
and injustice. Look at its policy and its successes, 
A desperate rebellion has been quelled in*Utah; 
our fabrics and manufactures find a good market 
in Paraguay. Japan, with her millions of inhab- 
itants, is our valuable customer; and England— 
haughty England—has succumbed and rolin- 
quished her right to visit and search the vessels 
| of our country at sea. We are preparing a peace- 
| able and prospcrous alliance with Mexico and 
' Central America. China has made a favored 
treaty, and indemnified our citizens, and has al- 
| ready paid partoftheindemnity. Our flagis every- 
| where respected; the American citizen, native or 
| naturalized, moves through every country with a 
| well-plaéd confidence in its protection. Peace and 
| plenty prevailathome. Kansas has stopped bleed- 
ling, andthe country is prosperous. Yet James 
| Buchanan gets no credit for these things; but is 
i the daily target for the practicing shots of this 
| Opposition. Time, however, will correct this. 
Like Andrew Jackson, he has moved onwards, 
i undisturbed by the treacherous and treasonable 


meeting, said his party had been beaten by for- 
eigners, who did not eat meat on Friday; thus rid- > 


nearly forty-five years, almost uninterruptedly in’ 


a 
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assaults, relying upon posterity to-do him’ that 
undisputed justice which the heat of present par- 
tisanship will not allow. The result of 1869; the 
success of his party; the establishment of another 
administration upon his principles; the downfall 
of the allies, shall be the signal and the first step in 
his vindication. : 

I have said more, Mr. Chairman, and gentle- 
men of the committee, than I had intended. I rose 
to-defend the Democratic party, and in so doing 
i have become an accuser of the Republican party.. 
I do not shrink from the responsibility of the po- 
sition. I thought that silence was subject to mis- 
construction. Either. one of my two Demo- 
cratic colleagues—for we are but three, all told— 
would have done better; but they have deferred 
this duty to me, as their senior in service. I have 
faith, great, abiding, in the intelligence, discrim- 
ination, and patriotism of the people. I believe 
the year 1860 will be eventful in prostrating for- 
ever many of the political heresies of our oppo- 
nents. My own State, the keystone of the arch, 
has opened the canvass with spirit, and witha de- 
termination to achieve victory. Ofthe result there 
no one can doubt. True to the Constitution, true 
to law, truc to liberty, and true to the Ynion, 
Pennsylvania’s vote will be largely in favor of 
Democracy. She stops not to inquire about men; 
principles guide her; and the nomince of the 
Charleston convention, presented upon a platform 
broad and sound cnough for all national men, 
East, West, North, and Seuth, to stand upon, 
will assuredly have her vote. With Democratic 
success, the whole nation will rejoice. With a 
firm and energetic man for President, one by 
whom the mantie of Jackson may be gracefully 
borne—and of the nomination of such a one I have 
great hope—these miscreant political disturbers of 
the nation’s peace will be thrown 


“To the vile dust from whence they sprung, 
Unwept, unhonored, and unsung.” 


POSITION OF PARTIES. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. H. DUELL, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 12, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Uniou— 


Mr. DUELL said: 

Mr. Cnainman: ‘There is no better way of test- 
ing the soundness of political creeds and party 
measures of the present day, than to recur to the 
principles which were enunciated by the founders 
of the Union under which we live. 

‘I shall, therefore, commence my remarks by 
reading from Mr. Jefferson, who declared the es- 
sential principles of our Government to be: 


s Bqual and exact justice to all men, of whatever state 
or persuasion, religious or political; peyee, commerce, and 
honest friendship with all nations, entangling alliances 
with none; a jealous care of the right of election by the 
people; absolute acquiescence in the decision of the ma- 
jority, the vital principle of Republics, from which is 10 ap- 
peat but to force, the vital principle and immediate parent 
of despotism; economy in the public expenditures, that 
labor may be lightly burdened ; the honest payment of our 
debts, and sacred preservation of the public faith; encour- 
agement of agriculture, and of commerce as its handmaid ; 
the diffusion of information, and arraigninent of all abuses 
at the bar of the public reason; freedom of religion, frec- 
dom Of the press, and freedom of person under the protec- 
tion of the habeas corpus; avd trial by juries, impartially 
selected. ‘These principles (continued Mr. Jefferson] form 
the bright constellation which has gone before us, and 
guided our steps through an age of revolution and reform- 
ution. The wisdom of our sages and blood of our heroes 
have been devoted to their attainment; they should be the 
creed of our political faith, the text of civic instruction, 
the touchstone by which to try the services of those we 
trust; and should we wander trom them in moments of 
error or of alarm, let us hasten to retrace our steps, and to 
regain the road which alone leads to peace, liberty, and 
safety.” 

Mr. Chairman, no one can read this declaration 
of Mr. Jefferson without feeling some disposition 
to inquire whether the principles here łaid down 
haveshaped the administration of this country for 
the lasteight years. If there has been a departure 
from these principles, the party in power must be 

INCIPLES, : 
held responsible; for that party has had undis- 
puted control of the Federal Government, m all 
its great departments. I shall endeavor to show, 


that upon some of the questions of the day it has 


throughoutthe whole Confederacy ; and he pledged 


within two months from that time, a proposition 


| greater than the throne itself.” 


widely departed from the doctrines of Jefferson 
and the early fathers. Before I proceed, how- 
ever, to this part of my subject, I wish to notice 
a charge sometimes made: that the Republican 
party is responsible for the prominence of the sla- 
very question. : 

Sir, when Mr. Fillmore retired from the Presi- 
dency the era of good: feeling had been restored, 
and nota threatening speck appeared in the polit- 
ical horizon. Although the compromise measures 
of 1850 were distasteful to many at the North, 
they were acquiesced in, and no disposition was | 
manifested to disturb them. President Pierce, in 
his first message to Congress, in December, 1853, 
declared that the compromise measures had re- | 
stored harmony and repose to the public mind 


himself, in the most solemn manner, that that re- 
pose should not, if he could prevent it, reecive 
any shock during his official term. And yet, sir, 


to repeal the Missouri compromise was sprung 
upon the country, without notice, without intima- 
tion, and without being called for by any great 
public exigency. The Democratic party repealed 
the Missouri compromise, and thus opened anew 
the agitation of the slavery question. To prove, 
this, Í will refer to other than Republican au- 
thority. Said ex-President Fillmore, in his let- 
ter to the Union meeting in New York, the past 
winter: 

« But in an evil hour this Pandora’s box of slavery was | 
again opencd, by what I conceive to be au unjustifiable at- 
tempt to force slavery into-Kansas by a repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise, and the flood of evils now swelling and 
threatening to overthrow the Constitution, and sweep 
away the foundation of the Government itself, and deluge 
this land with fraternal blood, may all be traced to this un- 
fortunate act. Whatever might have been the motive, few 
ae have ever been so barren of good, and so fruitful of 
evil. 

Mr. Chairman, these are histovical facts, and 
cannot be denied. What have we seen during 
this session of Congress? This Hall had hardly 
been opened, and the members seated, before the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crank] introduced 
his resolutions in regard to the Helper book; and 
for eight weeks the Democratic members occupied 
nearly the whole time of the Fouse in discussing 
the merits of slavery, and in denouncing those who 
did notsubscribe to its newand alarming demands. 
This discussion is aconclusive answer to the claim 
set up by northern conservatives, that the slavery 
agitation is atan end. Sir, the friends and sup- 
porters of African slavery will never cease the agi- 
tation of this question, so long asa single slave or 
asingle foot of unoccupied territory remains in the 
United States. lt has been truly said, that if all 
parties could agree to-day that the territorial sla- 
very question should henceforth be no more dis- 
cussed, the slavery debate would rage as fiercely 
ag ever to-morrow, over a homestead law, a river | 
and harbor bill, a Pacific railroad, or a tariff bill. 
Ever since the Democratic party repealed the Mis- 
souri compromise, the question has come up in 
every new measure, mingled with every issuc, 
and entered into every contest, however remote 
or distinct from it. Its ablest defender upon this 
floor [Mr. Curry] uttered a well-known truth 
when he said, the other day: 

« African slavery is now a fixed fact,” 
“its chief product is king £23 

And he might have added, with truth, that it 
shapes the legislation of the country, controlsour 

olicy with foreign nations, makes and unmakes 
Presidents, and is “ the power behind the throne, 


* * * * 


Now, sir, having shown, as I think, by the 
light of history, that the leaders of the Democratic 
party are responsible for the agitation of this ques- 
tion, I proceed to show in what respect that party 
has wandered from the path marked out by the 
fathers of this Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party came into 
power sixty yearsago, advocating the great prin- 
ciple of the equal rights of man. ‘The paramount 
doctrine of that party was the maintenance of per- 
sonal rights against the encroachments of prop- 
erty. I challenge a denial of this well-known | 
fact. It claimed, likewise, to be the protector of į 
the poor as against the rich, ofthe weak as against 
the strong, of the many as against the few. It} 
scouted the idea that to be born poor, or even to 


any ground for political disfranchisement. It en- 
ergetically opposed all aristocratic and class dis- 
tinetions. It uniformly denied that cither birth 
or wealth gave any title to political power. The 
only right to office which it recognized was the 
i free choice of the majority. It protected, with 
i jealous care, the liberty of speech and of thepress. 
| Lt strongly insisted that, however men might dif- 
i fer in other things, they were at least entitled to 
| political equality. Ofcourse, the founders of the 
| Democratic party who professed these principles 
did not attempt to excuse or justify African sla- 
very. From thetime Mr. Jefferson entered public 
| life, down to the day of his death, no publicman 
denounced the institution of slavery in stronger 
terms. As early as 1774, he said: 

| «Phe abolition of domestic slavery is the great object of 
desire in these colenies, where it was unhappily introduced 
in their infant state.” 

After thgtreaty of peace, in 1783, he sad: 

“ One day of American slavery is worse than a thousand 
years of that which we rose in arms to oppose.” 

Alluding to insurrections, he said: 
| «The Almighty has no attribute that can take side with 
us in such a contest”? * * * a k * 

«The whole commerce between master and slave is a 
perpetual exercise of the most boisterous passions—the 
inust unremitting despotism on the one part, and degrading 
submission on the other.” 
| Ina letter toa friend, in 18]4, he made use of 

the following language: 

« Your favor of Jnly 31 was duly received, and read with 
peculiar pleasure. ‘{he sentiments do honor to the head 
‘and heart of the writer. Mine on the subject of the slavery 
of negroes have Jong since been in the possession of the 
public, and time has only served to give them stronger root. 
Phe love of justice, and the love of country plead equally 
the cause of these people, and it is a reproach to us that 
| they should have pleaded it so long in vain,” * * 

“We must wait with paticnee the workings of an over- 
ruling Providence, and hope that that is preparing the de~ 
liverance of these our brethren. When the measure of 
their tears shall be full, when their groans shall have in- 
volved heaven itself in darkness, doubtless a God of justice 
will awaken to their distress. Nothing is more certainly 
vn in the book of fate, than that this people shall be 
ree. 

In a letter to James Heaton, on this same sub- 
| ject, dated May 20, 1826, only six weeks before 
his death, he says: 

“ My sentiments have been forty years before the public. 
Had f repeated them forty times, they would have only 
become the more stale and threadbare. Although T shall 
not live to see them consummated, they will not die with 
me. 

I might likewise cite the opinions of Washing- 
ton, Madison, Monroe, and Patrick Henry, de- 
nouncing slavery, and lamenting it as a social, 
political, and moral evil, from which they de- 
voutly hoped that a good Providence would in 
some way relieve them. I refer to them because 
they were men of the South. 

Flow is it with the Democratic party now? We 
find that party—or what remains of it—the special 
and peculiar advocate of certain alleged rights of 
property. In those States where this party is in 
power, the liberty of specch, liberty of the press, 
and even liberty of opinion, is sacrificed to the 
security of these alleged rights of property. [tis 
nolongerthe rights and interests of the many with 
which the Democratie party conccgns itself, but 
the rights and interests of the few. The laboring 
men, whose voices and votes raised that party to 
| power, are sneered at as * hard-fisted farmers”? 
and “greasy mechanics,” who are only looked 
after when election day comes. It seeks the wel- 
fare of the few as against the many, of the strong 
as against the weak, of the rich as against the 
poor. | Jt insists that poverty is a crime, and the 
possession of wealth a mark of superior morit, 
it has thrown itself into the arms of the wealth 
slaveholders of the South, to whom it calls for aid; 
not in the name of liberty and personal rights, but 
in the name of property. 

Being thus transformed, it is now zealously at 
work to perpetuate and extend African slavery, 
To carry forward its work, and under pretense 
of love for the Constitution, it seeks to transform 
the nature of our Federal Government likewise. 
Slavery is to be declared a Federal: institution 
through the judicial decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and so extended into 
! all of the Territories, and, if necessary, reéstab- 
| lished in the free States. A, congressional code 
| for the protection of slavery in the Territories 1s 


* 


be but moderately endowed by nature, furnished 


Í to be enacted. New soil is to be obtained from 
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Mexico, Spain, and South America, that slavery 
may be planted there. The African slave trade is 
to be restored by Federal enactment or judicial 
decision. The rule so long acted upon, that the 
majority shall govern, is to besetaside. By threats 
of dissolving the Union, and of violent resistance 
to the authority of a President constitutionally” 
elected, the Democratic party is seeking to com- 
pel the majority to forego its constitutional rights, 
and in electing a President to consult not itsown 
wishes and preferences, but those of a small mi- 
nority. It says, “Take the Government from 
our control, with its patronage and its influence, 
and that very hour we dissolve the Union. Elect 
our man, give us all the Federal officers, the for- 
eign appointments, and the collection and dis- 
bursement of the Federal revenues, and the Union 
may stand.” Leading Democrats from the South 
goa step further. Said Senator Cray, of Ala- 
bama: 


“T repeat, by the unanimous action of Legislatures and 
conventions, the southern States, except three, have pledged 
themselves to dissolve the Union upon the prohibition of sla- 
very in the Territories.” 

Said Senator Iverson, of Georgia: 

“The southern States ought to demand of their northern 
brethren, that, iq the establishment of every territorial gov- 
ernment by Congress, their slave property should be put upon 


the same footing of all other property which shall be carried 
into the Territories,” * k i * “and that 
* * 


ample remedies be provided for its protection,” 
p ig “and in the event that Congress should re- 
fuse,” * è +  * — then the South should no 
longer remain in a Union which thus fails to accomplish 
the objects of its formation, and without which it would 
be a curse, rather than a blessing.” 

Sir, these are strange doctrines. What! dis- 
solve this glorious Union, cemented by the blood 
and consccrated by the prayers of our fathers, 
because slavery, with all its attendant horrors, is 
not allowed to extend itsclf into our free Terri- 
tories! Would to Heaven that the citizens of 
every State in this Confederacy could divest 
themselves of all prejudice, and look at this prop- 
osition as it is, and see where modern Democracy 
is driving us! . : 

According to Mr. Brown, a Democratic Senator 
from Mississippi, that party holds to the following 
doctrines on the subject of slavery in the Territo- 
ries: 

“ First, that a slave is property under the Constitution 
of the United States; secondly, that, being property, bis 
owner has the same right to take him to a common Terri- 
tory, and there hold him as property, that the owner of any 
otier species of property has to tak® that specics,and hold 
jt there; thirdly, that, baving the constitutional right to 
take his property to the Territory, he is of nceessity entitled | 
to have it protected alter he gets it there? 

The doctrine of Mr. Buchanan is the same. In 
his last annual message, he says: 

“The right bas been established of every citizen to take 
his property, of any kind, including slaves, into the com- 
mon ‘Lerritories belonging equally to all the States of the | 
Confederacy, and to have it protected there under the Fed- 
eral Constitution. Neither Congress, nor a Territorial 
Legislature, nor any human power, has any authority to 
annul or impair this vested right.” J a i s 
« Had it been decided that either Congress or the Territo- 
rial Legislature possess the power to annul or impair the 
right to property in slaves, the evil would be intolerable.”? | 

Sir, the President is entitled to credit for his 
frankness. He skulks behind no phraseological | 
subterfuge, which may mean one thing at the į 
North, and quite a different thing at the South; 
but boldly, in the face of the whole nation, he 
expounds the Democratic gospel of slavery ex- 
tension, and as boldly, and without flinching, 
subscribes to it. Whoever reads the message, 
can have no misconception of what Democracy | 
is in the year of grace 1860. ` It is no Delphic | 
oracle, which, like the Cincinnati platform or the 
Dred Scott decision, may be interpreted to suit | 
all sections of the Union! 


* 


“Nothing is plainer or better understood, than that the peo- | 
ple of the southern States constitute, for all practicat pur- 
poses, the Democratic party; and that no constitutional right 
or principle which they unite in demanding can be ignored | 


i 
| fer; bat Virginia, in view of her ancient renown, in view 


| in speaking of Mr. Sewarp, said: | 


or refused.” i 


facto-a good Democrat. 


And yet our Democratic friends at the North ; 
tell us that they are nota sectional party! At the 
South they understand this matter differently. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hicr- 
MAN,} who has been a Democrat all his life, told 
us on this floor, what is known to be true, that 
while that party tolerates freedom of action on 
other subjects, it allows none in regard to sla- 
very. Mr. Hicxman said: 

«t I have been in this House long enough to learn many 
things which I never could have learned at home, and I 
think it has perfected my education upon one point: I have 
learned that a man may support every measure of a Demo- 
eratic Administration, and yet, if he shall. vote against a 
single interest of slavery, he ceases ipso facto to be a Dem- 
ocrat; but if he vote against every measure of the Admin- 
istration, and will sustain the interests of slavery, he is ipso 
t I put that as God’s naked truth 
before this House and before the country, and [ intend to 
stand upon it as a solemn conviction.’? 

Sir, did ever a great party, professing to be the 
peculiar advocates of the rights of man, and in- 
trusted with the great interests of a free people, 
surrender them so unwisely and so ingloriously? | 

But, sir, we are told that slavery extension is 
an abstraction—that the institution will not ex- 
tend beyond its present limits. The history of 
the past gives the lie to thisassumption. In 1790, 
the number of slaves in the slave States was six 
hundred and fifty-seven thousand five hundred 
and thirty-three. To-day, the number is four 
million! “Whatsaid Mr. Crawrorp, of Georgia, 
an able Democratic member from that State, on 
this floor: 

s T want the question tested between you and us. I want 
itsettled, [want to know whether we are to be controlled, 
whether we are to be limited to where slavery now exists, 
or whether we are to have liberty to go beyond. We 
have now four million slaves. In some twenty-five years 
hence we will have eight million, We demand expansion. 
We will have expansion, in spite of the Republican party, 
and all the Abolitionists of the Old and New’ Wodd. [Ap- 
plause from the Democratic benches and the galleries.’’] 


Ever sinee slave labor became profitable, it has 
been rapidly extending. The feeling towards the 
system has undergone a great change at the South 
withintwenty years. Senator Ivenson oa aera 
the prevailing sentimentat the South, when he said: 

“The southern péople do not admit that slavery is a 
moral wrong, a social cvil, or a political curse; on the con- 
trary, they believe it right in the sight of Heaven, salutary 
in its social bearing and effects, aud conducive to the highest 
development of political blessings.” 

Mr. Chairman, I desire, just here, to hold up | 
to the gaze of the honest masses of the Democratic 
yarty, some of the declarations uttered by southern 
pariy, ; py 
Democrats in the Senate and upon this floor, and 
what course they intend to take in case a majority 
of the people should elect a Republican to the 
office of Present of the United States. * 

- On the 16th of December, Mr. Bonnam, a Dem- 
ocratic member from South Corolina, said: . 

“J say, without hesitation, that on the election of Mr. 
Sewarp, or aiy other man who indorses, proclaims, or 
holds, the sentiments declared by Mr. Sewanrp, E would 
favor immediate disunion; and F think I speak the senti- 
iments of my entire State.” 

On the 15th, Mr. Crawronn, of Georgia, said: 

« Tt is the sentiment of every Democrat on this floor from i 
Georgia, that they never would submit to the inauguration | 
of a Black Republican President.” | 

On the 10th, Mr. Curry, a Democrat from Al- | 
abama, said: i 

‘Tf the North clected Sewarp, or Chase, or any other | 
member of the Republican party, on a sectional platform, | 
such an election was to be resisted, to the destruction of ' 
overy tie that binds the Confederacy together. [Applause | 
by the Democrats. J” 


Mr. De Jarnetre, a Democrat from Virginia, || 


« You may elect him President of the North; but of the | 
South, never. Whatever the event may be, others may dif- 


of her iHustrioys dead 
will resist his authority.’ 
: ji 

Senator Cray, Democrat, of Alabama, said: || 

«I will say that if Alabama be not reereant to State pride | 
and politicat integr she will never submit to your [Re- |} 
publican] authority | 

Again he said: 

“Unless she and and all the southern States, except |i 
three, are not faithless to the pledges they have given, they 
will never submit to your Republican domincering in this 
Government.” 

Mr. Barxspazn, a Democrat from Mississippi, 
said: 

“J pave never desired a dissolution of this Union; but 


p A h fi j 
view of her sic semper tyrannis, || 


should the Black Republican party obtain the control of the 
Government, I shall be for disunion.” : 5 

In the Senate, ho longer ago than the 22d March 
last, Mr. WieraLL, a Democratic Senator from 
Texas, said: 

“These people of the North have been misled, and those 
who have misled them do not believe that we are in earnest. 
{T should be recreant to my duty if T were not to stand here 
and say, that I do not believe, upon my conscience and upon 
my heart, that a Black Republican can ever be inaugurated 
President of these United States. Now cut your leashes, 
turn loose your.terriers, and take in your rat-killers y and 
if we do not géinto Boston, into. winter quarters, before: 
you ever get into Texas, you may shoot me.” 

The same Senator tells us, in, another part. of 
his speech, with whom the South will. confederate 
in the event of a dissolution of the Union. He 
says; : 

“ 1am talking about a confederacy with England, am £? 
Well, before God, I would just as soon confederate with them 
as I wouid with you. They are our ownblood. Iam an Eng- 
lshman. You are Englishmen, All of us are Anglo-Saz- 
ons. We happened to settle in different colonies. We hap- 
pened simultaneously ta throw off the dominion of the Grown 
of England. 

Sir, the men who utter these sentiments now con- 
trol the affairs of this Government, and shape its 
legislation. They have the control of the Dem- 
ocratic party, including the President, Vice Pres- 
ident, Cabinet, Senate, and Supreme Court. Yes, 
sir, the South have got them all! And yet it is 
these gentlemen who are continually preaching 
against the northern people, and particularly the 
Republican party, because it is sectional, as the 
term it. When I see a great party voting stead~ 
ily against a homestead bill, protection to Amer- 
ican industry, and other measures necessury and 
wholesome to the public good, kecause they do 
not directly benefit slavery, and then accuse others 
of sectionalism, I am led to exclaim, with the poct; 

«Ot fora forty-parson power, 
To chant thy praise, hypocrisy t? 

Ideny that the Republican party is a sectional 
party. The Democracy say we are so, because 
our strength isat the North, and we are unable to 
carry any southern State. Thisargument proves 
too much. ‘Tested by this rule, the Democratic 
party is likewise sectional; for it is a notorious 
fact, that every slave State is now Democratic, 
and every free State, save onc, anti-Democratic. 
If frecdom is national, then the Republican party 
is national. Ifslavery is sectional, then the Demo- 
cratic party is to-day a sectional party, for it con- 
sults no other interest save that of slavery. 

Sir, the Republican party is the only party in 
this country that adheres to the principles laid 
down byJeiferson. Itis the only party that offers 
resistance to slavery extension. While it docs 
this, it is at the same time a Union party; it has 
and does yet continue to sustain the Constitution 
in its purity, and holds to it as the best safeguard 
of our libertiesasa people. According to my un- 
derstanding, there is not a man of thatparty who 
indorses the doctrine of disunion. If the North 
has wrongs to be redressed—and God knows she 
has many—she will seek satisfaction in a consti- 
tutional way, inside of the Union, and not out of 
it. I know it ischarged that we are aiming at the 
abolition of slavery in the States by the action of 
the Federal Government. Thisisamistake. We 
are content to let the slave States manage their 
“peculiar institution ’} in their own way, without 
‘Jet or hinderance.’? f 

The Republican party had no exisience until 
the South, aided by northern doughfaces, abro- 


i gated the Missouri_compromise. When all the 


free territory of the United States was threatencd 
with slavery, it became necessary to exhibit the 
true character and tendency of that institution. 
When the whole southern Democratic press con- 
tended with one voice that the relation of master 
and slave was the true relation which capital and 
labor ought to sustain towards cach other; that it 
is a normal relation in all well-organized com- 


' munities; that free society was a failure; that ne- 


gro slavery was a blessing to the white race and 
the colored race; and, consequently, that every 
consideration of sound policy, justice, and hu- 
manity, required the extension of this system of 
negro slavery into the new Territorics, aud where- 
ever else it was possible to extend it. When these 
pernicious doctrines were promulgated by the 
southern press, it became necessary to ‘combat 
and overcome them by reviving the doctrines of 
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Washington, Jefferson, and their illustrious co- 
temporaries. The natural result of these conflict- 
ing causes was the organization of the Republican 
party, with a platform declaring that the Consti- 
tution confers upon Congress sovereign power 
over the Territories of the United States, for their 
government; and that, in the exercise of this 
power, it is both the right and duty of Congress 
erent slavery therein. 

hisiquestion of the power of Congress to pro- 
hibit slavery in the Territories has been so often 
and so well demonstrated, that it wouftd be a waste 
of time to go over the same ground again. The 
adjudications of our courts, and the written opin- 
ions of learned and able commentators upon the 
Constitution and powers of the General Govern- 
ment, affirm the existence of the power. Before 
the adoption of the Constitution, Washington, 
Jefferson, and Madison committed our Govern- 
ment to this principle, by a conveyance of the 
Northwestern territory to the General Govern- 
ment, upon the express condition that slavery or 
involuntary servitude, except for crime, should 
forever be excluded from the entire region north 
and-west of the Ohio. In addition to this, nearly 
all the acts of Congress establishing territorial 
governments contain some provisions relating to 
the subject of slavery. “I submit that this long- 
continued and uniform usage should settle the 
question, even if any doubt existed. 

The other question, whether it is expedient 
and just to prohibit the extension of slavery, is 
the only real inquiry to be answered. I contend 
that it is unjust to extend slavery, because it de- 
grades the white laborer, and excludes him from 
those Terrritories where it is permitted. The late 
lamented Horace Mann once said, ‘‘ the sweat 
of a slave poisons the soil upon which it falls; 
his breath is mildew to every green thing; his 
tears wither the verdure it drops upon.” I know 
it has been recently said in this Hall, and by high 
authority, that slavery does not discourage or de- 
grade free labor. As this assertion comes from 
a gentleman from the South, I will meet it with 
the statements of other southern men. Says Col- 
onel Mason, of Virginia: 


t Slavery discourages arts and manufactures. The poor 
despise labor when performed by slaves. They prevent the 
emigration of whiles, who really enrich and strengthen a 
country.”? 


Said Mr. Marshall, of Virginia: 

« Wherefore, then, wherefore object to slavery? Because 
it is ruinous to the whites, retards improvement, roots out an 
industrious population, banishes the yeomanry of the coun- 
try, deprives the spinner, the weaver, the smith, the shoe- 
maker, the carpenter, of employment and support.” 

After such statements as these—after the testi- 
mony of hundreds of eyc-witnesses, it is idle to 
deny that slavery does not degrade white labor. 
There is an “ irrepressible conflict”? between the 
two systems, and they cannot exist side by side, 
and both flourish. 

Sir, another reason why slavery should not be 
extended is, that it is a system of injustice and 
cruelty, and at variance with thelaws of God. I 
am aware that the modern supporters and advo- 
cates of negro slavery, in order to justify the sys- 
tem, profess to doubt the African’s claim to hu- 
manity, alleging their incapacity, from inherent 
defects in their mental constitution, to enjoy the 
blessings of freedom,and, of courno only adapted 
to a state of servitude. ftis nonsense to talk 
about the inferiority of the negro race, whilst at 
the same tfine they are kept ina state of degrada- 
tion, which renders mentaland moralimprovement 


an impossibility, and levels them to the condition | 


of brutes. If we admit that the negro is inferior, 


does it justify us in inflicting upon him the misc- 


ries ofslavery? Sir, as an abstract question, there 
is no apology for negro slavery! There was no 
attempt to justify it, even at the South, until 
within a few years. Washington, Jefferson, 
Patrick Henry, and a host of others, have left on 


record their living and their dying testimony | 


against it. If, sir, slavery be just, or, as Senator 


Iverson says, ‘‘rightin the sight of Heaven, sal- | 
utary in its social bearing and effects, and con- | 
ducive to the highest development of political | 


blessings,” then let us forthwith repeal the laws 


declaring the slave trade piracy. We long since | 
placed the man who goes abroad to traffic in the | 


lood and bones of the. African by the side of the 
murderer. We hang the one as we do the other. 


i 


position to another, until we are at length driven 


We have expended much treasure and many lives | 
to suppress the traffic. Why do this, if slavery 
is right? If we have been wrong in placing the 
slave dealer by the side of the murderer, let us 
retrace our steps! 

There is yet another reason why slavery should 
be excluded from the Territories. The South 
have room enough for their slaves in the States 
now open to slave labor. The population of the 
slave States is but seven and a fraction to the 
square mile, while that of the free States is four- 
teen and a fraction. 

Upon every principle, then, it is the bounden 
duty of Congress to interpose its power to pre- 
vent the introduction of this element of wrong 
into our Territories. I believe that a demand so 
reasonable and just will be insisted upon by the 
North. Itis true that, for the last thirty years, |; 
the North has yielded everything that the inter- 
ests of slavery demanded. Year after year, the 
South has kept up this excitement by making 
fresh demands, while we have retreated from one 


to the wall. I believe that freedom should now 
take possession of the Government, and adminis- 
ter it in future in the interest of the great New 
England idea—the fear of God and the love of lib- 
erty. 

But we are told now, as we have been many 
times before, that to rcsist the extension of sla- 
very will dissolve the Union. For myself, 1 have 
no fears on this subject. If the South should 
dissolve the Union, it would be of course to pre- 
serve the institution of slavery. This would be 
the sole and only cause. 

And yet southern men must know that the 
moment the Union is dissolved, that moment sla- 
very ‘dies a death that knows no waking.” Mr. 
Underwood, a southern Senator, said, in 1848: 

«I do not believe that the idea of preserving the institu- 
tion of slavery by dissolving our Union has the least sound- 
ness in it, On the contrary, the dissolution of the Union 
would instantly emancipate all the intelligentactive slaves 
in the border slavcholding States. From Kentucky they 
would cross the Ohio river in droves, and on reaching the 
northern bank would be assafe as they are when they reach 
Canada. We should be left with the old and helpless to take 
care of, and the young to raise. The same thing would oc- 
cur in alt the border States. Every one must sce that sla- 
very cannot exist, after the dissolution of the Union, in those 
States binding upon dismembered States which would not 
deliver up fugitive slaves.” 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard much during this 
session of Congress about the aggressions of the 
North. Have we no cause to complain of the 
aggressions of the South? I assert that slavery, 
under the lead of modern Democracy, respects no 
compromises. I point you to the Missouri com- 
promise, demolished that slavery Might pour its 
lava-tide of woes and crimes over lands it had, in 
the most solemn manner, pledged to leave un- 
touched forever. And, when it had laid its hand 
upon this sacred compact, maddened at the pros- 
pect of losing the stake, slavery sent its armed 
men into Kansas, drove honest and peaceful sct- 
tlers from their homes, burnt down their houses, 
shot down unarmed travelers, drove legal voters 
from the polls, themselves voting in their stead, 
fraudulently multiplying even that fraudulent vote; 
and a Legislature thus chosen enacting a code, 
which, for injustice and cruclty, for cold-blooded 
atrocity, and diabolical wickedness, stands un- 
surpassed by anything of the kind in the civilized 
world! 

But this wasnotenough. Although nine tenths 
of the people of Kansas were desirous of admis- ` 
gion into the Union as a free State, we find this 
Democratic Administration persistently at work 
to defeat their wishes, by forcing upon them the 
infamous Lecompton constitution—a constitution 
tainted with fraud and stained with blood! Yes, 
sir, this Democratic Administration even stooped 
to bribery to accomplishitsends, Itsaid to Kan-"; 
sas: ‘If you will come into the Union as a slave 
State, you shall be admitted with a population of 
forty thousand; but if you choose to exclude sla- || 
very, you must stay out of the Union until you 
have a population of ninety-three thousand.’ 

The people of Kansas next endeavored to get 
rid of slavery through an act of the Territorial 
Legislature elected by themselves. They passed 
such a law, and, according to the principles laid 
down in the Cincinnati platform, they were regu- 
lating their domestic institutions in their own way. 


Jnn 


But a Democratic Governor, appointed by this 
Democratic Administration, saw fit, and did in- 
terpose his veto, thus seeking still further to thwart 
the people of Kansas, and repudiating ‘ popular 
sovereignty,” which elected Mr. Buchanan Presi- 
dent. For being faithful to freedom, Governor 
Reeder was disgraced and removed from office; 
for being true to the demands of slavery, Governor 


| Medary is glorified and allowed to retain his place. 


«O, consistency, thou art indeed a jewel !” 


When we reflect upon the wrongs done towards 
the free State men of Kansas, who resisted the 
extension of slavery into their. Territory, can our 
southern friends wonder that we oppose its cx- 
tension elsewhere? Itis no part of my object to 
wound the feelings of southern men, or speak dis- 
respectfully of their section of the Union. The 
system with which they are burdencd involves a 
most incalculable amount of evil, and entails a 
measure of miscry on the one hand, and guilt on 
the other, beyond the powers of language te de- 
scribe, The system is contrary to the principles 
of justice, and is repugnant to the precepts of 
Christianity. The people of the North ought not 
to be vilified for opposing its extension. Can you 
wonder that we are sometimes violent in its de- 
nunciation, in view of the wrongs ifhas inflicted? 

“The flesh will quiver where the pincers tear; 

The blood wilt follow where the knife is driven!” 

I desire to call attention to one other thing, and 
I have done. During the present session of Con- 
gress, a Democratic Senator [Mr. Brown] has in- 
troduced into the Senate a bill entitled ** An act to 
punish offenses against slave property in the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas.” This measure may not pass 
the Senate at this session, since a presidential elec- 
tionis at hand, and northern membérs of Congress 
are afraid, just now, to ‘face the music;’’ but let” 
the Democratic party succeed in the coming clec- 
tion, and in my judgment a congressional slave 
code for the Territories as surely follows as did 
the Dred Scott decision the election of James 
Buchanan! 

I have read this bill of Senator Brown with 
some curiosity, as it is the first congregsional 
slave code I have scen, and E hope every northern 
man, and especially every northern Democrat, 
will read it. I want them to see what they must 
subscribe to, if they expect to remain in the Dem- 
ocratic party after 1860. I want my constituents 
to understand, that when the President says that 
the slaveholder is entitled to have his slave prop- 
erty “protected in the Territories under the Fed- 
eral Constitution,” he means just what he says! 

I will call the attention of the House to the 
eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth sections of Sen- 
ator Brown’s bill, which are as follows: 

“Sze. LL. Ifany person print, write, introduce into, pub- 
lish, or circulate, or cause to be brought into, printed, writ- 
ten, published, or circulated, orshall knowingly aid or assist 
in bringing into, printing, publishing, or circulating, within 
the Territory of Kansas, any book, paper, pamphiet, mag~ 
azine, handbill, or circular,containing any statements, argu- 
ments, opinions, sentiment, doctrine, advice, or innuendo, 
ealculated to produce a disorderly, dangerous, or rebellious 
disaffection among the slaves in the Territory of Kansas, 
or to induce such slaves to escape from the service of their 
masters, or to resist their authority, be shalt be guilty of 
felony, and be punished by imprisonment and hard labor for 
a term not less than five years, nor more than ten years. 

“Sec. 12. If any free person, by speaking or by writing, 
assert or maintain that persons have not the right to hold 
slaves in the ‘ferritory of Kansas, or shall introduce into 
the said Territory, print, publish, write, circulate, or cause 
to be introduced into the said Territory, written, printed, 
published, or circulated in said Territory, any book, paper, 
magazine, pamphlet, or circular, containing any denial of 
the right of persons to hold slaves in said Territory, such 
persons shal} be deemed guilty of felony, and punished by 
imprisonment at hard labor for aterm not less than two 
years, nor more than five years. 

“Src. 13. No person who is conscientiously opposed to 
holding slaves, or who does not admit the right to hold 
slaves, ia the ‘Territory of Kansas, shall sit as a juror on 
the trial of any the prosecution for any violation of any of 
the sections of this agt.” 


Sir, under this law, any person would be guilty 
of felony, and punished by imprisonment for a 
term not less than five years, who should carry 
into the Territory of Kansas the Declaration of 
Independence, which contains the ‘ statement” 
that all men are created equal, and are entitled to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; or the ser- 
mons of the pious John Wesley, who once said 
that “slavery was the sum of all villainies;” or 
the life of Patrick Henry, which contains the dec- 


| Jaration, ‘let us transmit to our descendants an 
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abhorrence of slavery;”’ because such sentiments 
are “ calculated to produce a disorderly disaffec- 
tion among slaves!” The man who should, in 
conversation, or,through the columns of a news- 
paper, question the right to hold slaves in Kansas, 
would be convicted of felony, and punished by 
imprisonment at hard labor for a term not less 
than two years! Where would be the liberty of 
speech and of the press, while such laws existed? 

Again, sir, thislaw would disqualify from sitting 
as a juror almost every man born in a free State, 
who might emigrate to eur Territories, and would 
pack a jury with men who believed slavery to be 
a Divine institution! What a glorious thing the 
right of trial by jury will become in the Territo- 
ries of the United States, when the blessings of a 
slave code shall be extended over them! 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not saying that these 
laws are unnecessary. I concede the fact, thatit 
is only through the agency of such laws against 
liberty of speech, and freedom of thought, that the 
institution of slavery can be established in the 
Territories. And this is one reason why I oppose 
the system of slavery, since it cannot exist ex- 
cept by banishing free speech and freedom of the 

ress. 

Allusion has been made during this session to 
the late lamented Henry Clay--a name never to 
be pronounced by me but in terms of respect and 
veneration, Often have I wished that “ bold Harry 
of the West,” as we used to call him, might have 
been spared to rise in his place here, and blast, 
with his scathing eloquence, the disunion senti- 
ments uttered upon this floor. I would ask what 
that wise and able statesman would have said to 
the proposition that the Constitution carries sla- 
very into the Territories, and that it is entitled to 
protection through the instrumentality of a slave 
code? Sir, though dead, he yet speaks, and shall 
be heard. In alluding to the claim set up, that 
slavery might legally extend itself over Territo- 
rics that were free, even south of the Missouri 
compromise line, he said: 


“There are gentlemen who maintain that, by virtue of 
the Constitution, the right to carry slaves south of that line 
already exists. . 1f I had not heard that opinion avowed, T 
shouid have regarded it as one of the most extraordinary 
assumptions, and the most indefensible positions, that was 
ever taken by man.” = * ba «If slaves 
are voluntarily carried into such a jurisdiction, (where sla- 
very does not exist by local State law,) their chains instantly 


drop off, and they become free, emancipated, liberated, from | 


their bondage.” 

Again, he said: y 

“ So long as God allows the vital current to flow through 
my veins, Í will never, never, never, by word or thought, 
by mind or will, aid in submitting one rood of free territory 
to the everlasting curse of human bondage.” 

Sir, this is a Republican doctrine—no more, no 
less. And yet gentlemen who profess to revere 
the name of Henry Clay, denounce us as traitors 
and enemies, with whom it is wrong to hold in- 
tercourse. 

Let me say, in conclusion, that it should be our 
constant aim to preserve this glorious Uniop, in 
the purity with which we received it from the carly 
fathers. This motive has controlled all my po- 
litical action; it governs me to-day; and I know 
that I representa people who are ready to lay 
down their lives, if need be, for the great princi- 
ples upon which our admirable system of gov- 
ernment was founded. This feeling involves no 
terms of submission to wrong—-no compromise 
with slavery; but does imply forbearance, pa- 
tience, and prudence, in all our political differ- 
ences and conflicts. In the constant struggle for 
right, we must be prepared for reverses and tem- 
porary defeats; yet, when depressed, we should 
not forget that truth, like a sunbeam, cannot be 
long obscured, but, when the clouds have passed 
away, will appear again in all its brilliancy, puri- 
ty, and power. Let us ever bear in remem- 
brance, that with God and justice on our side, we 
are strong, though the numbers against us may be 
as the sands on the sea-shore. 

A glance at the comparative difference between 
the several Statesofthis Union shows the wisdom 
of our fathers in prohibiting the extensicn of 
slavery. As we have, in a moment of error, wan- 
dered from the path they marked out for us, let 
us, in the language of Mr. Jefferson, ‘* hasten to 
retrace our steps, and to regain the road which 
alone leads to peace, liberty, and safety.” Let 
us unite in driving this corrupt Administration 


from power, and save our beloved country from 
being covered with the blighting curse of human 
bondage! Let us unite and roll back the tide of 
corruption and subserviency, which has made the 
miscalled Democratic organization a mere pro- 
slavery, sectional, spoils party, by planting our- 
selves on the pure doctrines of the carly fathers 
of the Republic. If successful, the epitaph en- 
graved upon the tombstone of modern Democracy 
will be: ; 
“ Low lie the proud, 
And smitten by the weapons of the poor— 
The biacksmith’s hammer, and the woodman’s ax. 
Their tale is told: 
For that they were rich, and robbed the poor; 
` Fór that they were strong, and scourged the weak; 

For that they made laws 

Which turned the sweat of labor’s brow to blood; 

For these, their sins, the nation cast them out.” 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. CONKLING, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 17, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. CONKLING said: 

Mr. Cuairman: I purpose to remark upon that 
part of the message wherein the President in- 
forms us that the fate of all the Territories of the 
Republic has been irrevocably sealed by the ac- 
tion of a court of law. 

The announcement isa very extraordinary one. 
It could never have been made had our institu- 
tions been purely elective. Objectionable as such 
a system may have appeared to our fathers, it 
would have preserved the American Congress for- 
ever from such a grecting as the present Exccu- 
tive has sent us. 

With no powers or agencies save those con- 
ferred directly by the people, and these deprived 
of the clement of growth by provisions uproot- 
ing them at frequent intervals, an age of the Gov- 
ernment would not have come when a judicial tri- 
bunal would attempt, in the sense implied by the 


President, a ‘final settlement” of great political | 


questions. Certainly no such attempt would have 
been based upon theories falsifying the history of 
the country, and calculated to enthrone barbarism 
in every territorial possession, if not in the States 
themselves. But, sir, the checks and balances ad- 
justed by our fathers have proved inadequate to 
avertso strange a contingency., The Government 
had notreached the allotted years of man when its 
judicial departmentattempted all that I havestated. 
Inacase presenting the simple question of one poor 
plaintiff's right to maintain hisaction, the Supreme 


Courthas undertaken to fix forever the most sacred | 


rights of millions. The step, to be sure, was pre- 
mature. Ample in jurisdiction, and impatient to 


exercise it, that august tribunal was unwilling to | 


turn a black man from its doors without excessive 
reasonings. The citizenship of the plaintiff was 
the only Point in judgment, and that being determ- 


ined adversely to him, the case was at an end. | 
Nevertheless, the opinions swell into a museum 5 
of discussion, which, however distinguished the | 


debaters, deserves no reverence as law. But the 
formal want of authority in these disquisitions is 
practically important only in so far as it gives 
pause to events and affords time calmly to de- 
termine constitutionalrights and limitations. That 
this interval will be Jong, cannot be expected. An 
occasion must soon arise for imparting the forms 
of law to these premonitory manifestoes. Should 
it arise during the existence of the present bench, 


it will no doubt be eagerly embraced, and then | 


will be presented a question perhaps the gravest 
of the kind the present gencration will be called 
upon to solve, 


In its first approach it will seem a question of | 


slavery or freedom; but it will turn out to bea 
conflict of prerogatives and powers, a collision 
of forces in the Government, affecting more or 
less the fate of every popular right 
party “will be found in the country, maintaining 
that the Supreme Court of the United States is 
clothed with authority to say what laws Congress 
may, and what laws Congress shall not, enact; 
and that, whenever this authority has been exer- 


A powerful. 


cised, neither the Executive nor Congress. may 
overstep the limits it has prescribed. Onthe other 
hand, organizations, policies, and eternal princi- 
ples will cry out against imperial assumptions, 
and the issue will stretch far beyond even the 
undiscoverable confines: of the one -pervading 
question of human slavery. . i 

Should the court party prevail, and the, Con- 
stitution be held to endow the judiciary with cen- 
sorship of Congress, the immediate result must 
bé to turn into bold usurpation the leading states- 
manship of half a century; to ostracise the most 
numerous and liberal political party in the coun- 
try, and to set up dogmas repugnant to the ma- 
terial interests of the nation and abhorrent.to the 
convictions of the Christian world, 

Such an epoch could not occur in the history 
of the present generation unaccompanied by un- 
toward results. -Violent revulsions would end in 
a restoration of the philosophy of the past, and 
constitutional majorities, at whatever cost, would 
sternly resume their sway. 

The relationships and pretensions of slavery 
were determined in this country long ago. Jn- 
spired by the great conceptions in which the 
foundations of the Government were laid, con- 
scious of the exalted purposes it was intended to 
subserve, profoundly instructed in its philosophy 
and scope, the men who. inaugurated the Consti- 
tution pursued no ambiguous or deviating course 
on the subject of slavery. 

The early hours of Congress were devoted to 
curbing the career of this then universally admit- 
ted evil. Statesmen of all parties united in treat- 
ing involuntary servitude as a stationary, and not 
a progressive institution; and the Federal Legis- 
lature was the sovereign power invoked to pre- 
vent its territorial encroachment. The warrant 
for this policy was found in the Constitution; the 
free sentiment of the country demanded and vital- 
ized it. That sentiment has been goaded to a 
rapid and continual increase. 

eploring slavery as a sad national misfortune, 
revolting at it as a barbarous and detestable crime, 
the inhabitants of the free States have ever sought, 
by moral and political forces, to dissuade and dis- 
courage it. 

For long years this was a moderate and forbear- 
ing effort, often abated by a spirit of kindneswand 
concession; still oftener by an aversion to'angry 
agitation. But now, sir, changes have. passed 
over us. Violated covenants, lawless and nefa- 
rious procecdings, bloodshed upon distant fields, 
usurpations and brutalities in this Capitol, bra- 
vado in this Hall, fresh assumptions everywhere, 
have lashed the public mind into intense activity. 

From this time forth we are to have results, 
and not arrangements; issues, and not compro- 
mises. The free States insist that slavery shall 
remain localized in the slavgholding States, and 
that even there, its increase, unaided by piracy, 
shall be only the odds of the game between birth 
and death. 

With an unalterable determination that slavery 
shall never range this continent, there lives a hope 
that, even in its abiding places, it will wither and 
dic. This, however, is the prayer of humanity; 
not the mission of a party. 

But the Supreme Court asserts that every acre 
of the Territories is already the rightful prey of 
slavery; and, in the language of the President, 
that ‘neither Congress nor a Territorial Legis- 
lature, nor any human power, hag any authority 
to annul or impair this vested right.” Such will 
be the decision of the present court; and the so- 
phistry which supports it would carry bondage 
into every State in the Republic. 

The whole subject, then, will be broad enough, 
the conviction of the public mind decp enough, 
to lay the foundation. of a great conflict between 
legislative and judicial power, The controversy 
will derive seriousness from its immediate results, 
but still more from the equilibrium or preponder- 
ance it will establish among the three great forces 
of the Government. A 

Mr. Chairman, it is no part of my purpose 
now to examine the soundness of the argument 
of Judge Taney and his associates, nor to inquire 
whether that argument, when it takes on the sanc- 
tions of a decision, will be good law or bad, That 
inquiry has been elaborately prosecuted here and 
elsewhere, and never with more felicity than the 
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other day, when, in treating it, the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] recalled from 
Yong banishment the almost forgotten spirit of 
parliamentary eloquence. 

“My business to-day is with the power of the 
Supreme Court, not with its wisdom. My object 
is to ascertain whether decisions of the judiciary 
are binding upon the law-making department of 
the Government;and, if not binding, how far they 
‘should influence legislative action. . 

The war of independence was waged to redress 
really but a single grievance; and that was, the 
origination and enforcement of laws not instituted 
by those who were expected to obey them. 

The Revolution accomplished but a single re- 
form; and that was, to endow the colonists with 
sovereign right to make, unmake, and modify 
their laws and institutions. 

The men who died for this great prerogative, 
not more than those who lived to achieve and 

erpetuate it, were profoutidly learned in the real- 
ities of civil liberty. Conversant with the systems 
of modern statesmen, they had studicd the dreams 
of the old philosophers, who saw visions of organ- 
ized freedom before the age of free governments 
haddawned. They had pondered the experience 
of despotisms and democracies, and explored the 
paths by which republics had descended from 
greatness to decay. ‘Their ancestors, exiles from 
many Governments, had bequeathed a hatred of 
the wrongs of all. The French Revolution was 
just delivering its terrible message to mankind. 
Their own ennobling experience, the.sympathies, 
the prayers, the warnings of the world, all con- 
spired to elevate their appreciation of that attri- 
bute of a people which had perished, save in 
America: I mean complete, civilized freedom— 
freedom unimpaired by the existence of a single 
prerogative residing anywhere save in the people 
themselves. 

Thus prepared for their great undertaking, the 
men of 1787 bent every encrgy to the formation 
of a Government which should preserve forever 
all the liberties just achieved. Ifthere were those 
whose purposes were different; those who doubted 
the longevity of republican institutions—who, for 
the sake of imparting strength and stability to the 
government to be formed, favored the surrender 
of popular supremacy—they were not the men 
whose counsel prevailed in the plan that was 
adopted, or the result that was attained. The 
party which ruled the Federal convention, and 
which afterwards predominated in the delibera- 
tions of the States upon the proposed Constitution, 
was the party which insisted on the jealous res- 
ervation by the people of every right and power 
not indispensable to the vitality of the Govern- 
ment. 

I speak of reservations by the people, and not 
by the States; because, for the pornon: of my 
argument, it is wholly immaterial how -far the 
Government of the United States ig, as now as- 
serted, a confederation of sovercigntics, and how 
far it is, as the Supreme Court long ago decided, 
a union of the people themselves, It ts, then, to 
the liberal clement of the convention that we must 
look to discover, as far as the intention of its 
framers can be carried into its construction, the 
meaning of the Constitution. 

Ef the construction, now for the first time con- 
tended for by the party calling itself Democratic, 
be true, the apostles of limited govgrnment, in 
their carlicst ministrations, installed a power prac- 
tically as irrevocable and irresponsible as an arti- 
ficial power could be, and more sweeping and 
absolute in its sapremacy than any judicial tri- 
bunal mentioned in history. 

Not the imperial chamber of Maximilian, not 
the courts whose records have been kept by the 
headsman at the block, certainly no tribunal 
which has escaped the exccrations of humanity, 
ever wielded such unmeasured power. 

Why, sir, the infallibility ascribed to the Su- 
preme Court makes the Constitution, the institu- 
tions of the country, nothing but wax in the hands 
of judges; it amounts toarunning power of amend- 
ment, 

If the Constitution as the court now expounds 
it, is the Constitution we, as legislators, are sworn 
to support, our allegiance in the year of grace 
1860 is due to an instrument very different from 
that which guided those who have gone before us. 


è 
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But without allowing myself to dwell upon the 
enormity of such a power, let me speak of the 
anomaly of its existence. ` 

The Federal polity of this country is nothing 
morethan three agencies—the legislative, the ex- 
ecutive, and the judieial; all alike constituted by 
the-people, to do particular acts. 

However disguised by titles or deified by as- 
criptions, these several departments are mere 
agents of ‘one principal, servants of one master; 
acting anıl being under one appointment; namely, 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Now, by what dislocation of the settled notions 
of centuries, should one of three agents, cocval 
and identical in origin, be suffered to determine for 
himself, as against all the world, not merely-his 
own powers, but the rights and powers of his co- 
agents, the construction and effect of the common 
warrant, and the powers, remedies, and rights of 
the common principal; and this without escape 
and without appeal? Bear in mind, in the case I 
am putting, the principal is the jealous people I 
have described; the powers flung sway are the 
same just rescued from eternal loss by martyr- 
dom and war. 

But, sir, this one overmastering agent isa more 
marvelous creation than I have stated. Its ap- 
pointment is perpetual, and was exccuted in blank; 
the principal not knowing whose name might fill 
it at first, nor who would suceced when changes 
should occur. The other two of these three 
agents are selected directly and solcly by their 
authorizing power, and they yield up their trusts 
finally at frequent intervals. But notwithstanding 
this, the uncounted and unlimited powers were all, 
we are told, given to the one whose appointment is 
irrevocable and whose personality the principal 
can never know. Should we commiserate as 
madmen, condemn as criminals, or commend as 
statesmen, the men who would introduce into a 
State such an arrangement as I have supposed ? 

Yet, sir, this is no exaggeration of the action 
imputed to those who, on the 25th of May, 1787, 
with Washington at their head, commenced the 
task of revising: the old Articles of Confederation. 
With a Constitution to devise, establishing three | 
departments of Government, it is now asserted 
that they constituted one of these departments 
supreme; not merely within its own sphere, but 
supreme in every sphere, and paramount virtu- į 
ally to the Consutution and to the reserved rights 
of those who were to ordain it. 

The department thus inflated with supremacy 
is the one removed furthest from the origin of all 
political power ite this country; the one least in 
sympathy with the people; and_ restrained from 
trampling upon popular rights by nothing save 
that most unreliable of safeguards, the fidelity of 
unwatched human nature. 

It is, sir, essentially an irresponsible power; 
but litde less, at best, than an oligarchy in the 
Republic. 

I know there is a power of impeachment lying 
back in the recesses of the Constitution; but, as 
Mr. Jefferson said, it does not reach the efficiency 
of a “scarecrow.” Corrupt intention, so sheer 
as to be demonstrable, is the only basis of im- 
peachment decisions can afford; and human inten- 


tion, hiding among subtilties and skulking among || 


pretexts, has baflled discovery for six thousand 
years. 

I repeat, that this overtopping instrumentality is 
an irresponsible existence, designed, as seems to 
be supposed, to absorb all the elements of political 
power. 

Can it be that such was the intention of the 
fathers of the Government? Unnatural, ruinous, | 
culpable as sucha perversion of reason and com- 
mon sense would have been in the structure of 
the earliest and rudest democracy, itcould hardly 
have crept into a fabric raised by men who built, 
not in the gray twilight of the morning, but with 
the rays of enlightened centuries.streaming upon 
them. < 

In all the models from which they. drew their 
ideas of free government, where did they find an 
anomaly like this? Antagonism to such egnsoli- 
dated powers was tbe ruling glory of the land 
whose laws and customs they chiefly imitated. 
Monarchy as she was, England had long been 
ruled by laws made in the pcople’s Parliament, | 


+ 


and these laws were omnipotent overking,church, 


and aristocracy. She had no written constitution; 
her ecclesiastical and royal prerogatives dated 
back for centuries; the illiberality of her system in 
other respects had driven many of her children 
to foreign lands; but an untamable love of liberty 
had compelled a recognition of popular suprem- 
acy and right. This example, with its. glowing 
history, hallowed as an inheritance from parents, 
must have been strangely lost, indeed, upon the 
sons of constitutional liberty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, all this is mere speculation 
upon what the men of the Revolution would have 
been likely to do. Let us come to what, in fact, 
they did; and here we must rely mainly upon the 
records of the Federal convention. The debates 
in the State conventions shed little light on the 
precise point I am endeavoring to present. With 
the States, the query respecting the proposed Fed- 
eral judiciary was, how far it would overshadow 
their own sovercignties and tribunals. For ob- 
vious reasons, these were questions of greater 
interest to them than the bearings upon each other 
of the Federal departments. In the Federal con- 
vention the case was different. There, no subject 
earlier engaged attention, and none received more 
serious consideration, than the hazards of unre- 
strained and unbalanced legislative power, and the 
necessity of providing against it. 

The debates recalled the fate of the Italian Re- 
publics, and the other States which had gone down 
in darkness, under the fell sway of single un- 
checked assemblies. Every danger of unlimited 
power to make laws; every objection to it; allthe 
evils it might occasion, were weighed again and 
again. By common accord, every abridgment 
necessary was sought after, and carefully ad- 
justed and applied. A second legislativeassembly, 
which might check and overrule the first, was the 
carliest expedient adopted. The mode of select- 
ing the. members of these two bodies; the dura- 
tion of their terms of office; the basis and ratio of 
representation in the case of each—all were differ- 
ent. These diversitics of organization in the 
two Houses were carefully contrived, in order to 
check, by self-counteraction, inherent tendencies 
to evil. 

The ndture and composition of the Legislature 
being agreed of and perfected, its functions came 
to be considered, and then the external cheeks by 
which it might be regulated, Its powers were not 
only defined, guarded, and even enumerated, but 
carefully distributed between the two [Iouses, so 
that cach should have its exclusive responsibili- 
ties, which might never be shared by the other. 
This done, anxious hours were spent in provid- 
ing and arranging some outer guard to Congress. 
The first suggestion was the veto power. It 
encountered a whirlwind of denunciation. It was 
at one time proposed to give the Executive a neg- 
ative upon the action of Congress, which should 
be final. This proposition passed in the nega- 


tive, every State voting against it. The idea of 


| imposing any external rein at all upon the Le- 


gislature, met with stern resistance. It was op- 
posed as anti-republican; it was stigmatized as 
an offshoot of monarchy. So jealous were our 
fathers lest anything should fasten itself upon the 
Constitution savoring in the least of encroach- 
ment upon the democratic element of the Govern- 
ment! And yet, sir, how harmless, how trifling, 


i how impotent is the veto power, compared with 


the dictatorship now proposed for the Supreme 
Court. In the first place, the act it authorizes is 
conclusive upon no ove. After a bill has been 
vetoed, the votes-of two thirds of the two Houses 
still make it a law; and atwo-third vote is no 
more than in the first instance is necessary in 
many of the States to the passage of various bills. 

But, sir, more than this, the veto power is not 
confided to a body of men whose number is left 
indefinite, and must ever remain subject to stat- 
utory alteration; but to a single man, whose very 
individuality exposes him to rigid accountability. 

The veto power was not intrusted to keepers 
selected, nominated, and confirmed without any 
agency or knowledge of the people, but to an of- 
ficer chosen by universal suffrage. Better than 
all, the veto power was committed to a custodian 


| : 
who can never abuse it longer than four years; 


not to men whose life tenures may continue them 
in place long after their usefulness is ended. But, 
sir, we shall find something yet more specific in 
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the doings of the old State House to tell us whether | 


the men who immortalized it meant the purple 
vest to lurk among. the folds of a judge’s gown. 
Judicial meddling with legislation is no new con- 
_ceit, The journal of the convention is a stinging 
satire upon it, for it showed its head there under 
the name of a “ council of revision.” On the 29th 
of May, the third day after its business began, 
Edmund Randolph, of Virginia, introduced fifteen 
resolves, which constituted the groundwork of 
much of the subsequent action and deliberation of 
the convention. The eighth of these resolutions 
was as follows: 


« Resolved, That the Executive, and a convenient num- 
ber of the national judiciary, ought to compose a council of 
revision, with authority to examine every act of the na- 
tional Legislature betore it shall operate, and every act of a 
partiewar Legistature before a negative thereon shll be 
final; and that the dissent of said council shall amount to 
a rejection, unless the act of the national Legislature shall 
be again passed, or that of a particular Legislature be again 
negatived by —— of the members of each branch.” 


` 


Mr. Elliot, in the fourth volume of his De- 
bates, at pages: 56, 57, and 60, traces “the de- 
cline and fall’? of this proposition. Itperished for 
lack of the lights of modern Democracy, which 
had not then dawned upon the world. The jour- 
nal shows that, on the 4th of Junc, 


«It was then moved and seconded to take into consider- 
ation the first clause of the cighth resolution, submitted by 
Mr. Randolph, namcly: 

«1 Resolved, ‘Phat the national Executive and a conven- 
ient number of the national judiciary ought to compose a 
council of revision.’ 

‘(tt was then moved to postpone the consideration of the 
said clause, in order to introduce the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. Gerry, namely: 

«t Resolved, ‘Phat the national Exeentive shall have a 
rightto negative any legislative act, which shall not be atter- | 
wards passed unless —— by parts of the national Legisla- 
ture.’ 

«And on the question to postpone, it passed in the 
affirmative: 

e Yeas—Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia—6. 

ia i — Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, and Vir- 

inla—4. 
i “Tt was then moved by Mr. Wilson, seconded by Mr. 
Hamilton, to strike our the words ‘shall not be afterwards 
passed but by — parts of each branch of the national Le- 
gislature p’ and on the question to strike out the words, it 
paséed unanimously in the negative. ‘ 

“Jt was then moved by Mr. Butler, seconded by Dr. 
Franklin, that the resolution be altered, so as to read: 

«€ Resolved, That the national Executive have power to 
suspend any legislative act for——~.? 

«And on the question to agree to the alteration, it passed 
unanimously in the negative. 

“ A question was then taken on the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Gerry, namely: | 
«e Resolved, ‘Uhat the national Exceutive shall have the 
right to negative any legislative act, which shall not be 
afterwards passed untess by two-third parts of each branch | 

of the national Legislature.’ 

“And on the question to agree to the same, it passed in 
the afirmative: © 

“ Veas—Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, Del- | 
aware, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Geor- 
gia—8. 
ea Nays--Connecticut, and Maryland—2. j 

«jit was then moved by Mr, Wilson, and seconded by í 
Mr. Madison, that the following amendment be made to |} 
the last resolution: After the words ‘national Executive,’ 
to add the words, ‘aconvenien€ number of the national judi- |i 
ciary? : 

“An objection being taken, by Mr. [amilton, to the in- 
troduction of the last amendment at this time, notice w 
given by Mr. Wilson, seconded by Mr. Madison, that the 
same would be moved to-morrow. JV ednesday assigned to 


reconsider. 
s$ WEDNESDAY, June 6, 1787. 

“Gn motion of Mr. Wilson, seconded by Mr. Madison, 
to amend the cighth resolution, which respects the nega- 
tive to be vested in the national Executi adding, after 
the words ‘national Executive,’ the words ‘with a conve- 
nient number of the na onal judiciary,’ 

“On the question to agree to the addition of these words, 


it passed in the negative X 
& Feas—Conneetieut, New York, and Virginia—3. 
“ Nays— Massachusetts, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Del- 
aware, Maryland, South Carolina, and Georgia—5.” 


Chief Justice Yates, in his Secret Debates, lets 
us still further into the feelings aroused by this 
proposal for judicial monitors. At pages 60 and 
61 of his notës, he makes these entries: 


“8, Resolved, That the Executive and a number of the 
judicial officers ought to compose a council of revision. 

“Mr Gerry objects to the clause, moves its postpone- 
ment, in order to let in a motion ‘that the right of revision 
should be in the Executive only.’ i 

“Mr. Wiison contends that the Executive and judicial 
ought to have a joint and full negative; they cannot other- 
wise preserve their importance against the Legislature. 

«Mr. King was against the interference of the judicial; 
they may he biased in the interpretation. Me is therefore to 
give the Executive a complete negative, 

« Carried to be postponed.” 


Thus it will be seen that but three. States fa- 
vored this sofi-sounding “council of revision.” 

When the Constitution had taken shape, an- 
other attempt was made to open the door between 
Congress and the’court. The journal shows, at 
page 135 of the same volume, that on the 15th of 
August, i 

“ It was moved by Mr. Madison, and seconded, to agree 
to the following amendment of the thirteenth section of the 
sixth article: ‘Every bill which shall have passed the two 
Houses shall, before it becomes a law, be severally pre- 
sented to the President of the United States and to the 
judges of the Supreme Court, for the revision of cach. If, 
upon such revision, they shall approve of it, they shall 
respectively signify their approbation by signing it; but if 
upon such revision it shall appear improper to either, or 


“ both, to be passed into a Jaw, it shall be returned, with the 


objections against it, to that House in which it shall have 


originated, who shall enter the objections at large on their | 


Journal, and proceed to reconsider the bill; but if after 
such reconsideration, two thirds of that House, when either 
the President or & majority of the judges shall object, or 
three fourths, where both shall object, shall agrec to pass 
it, it shal], together with the objections, be sent td the other 
House, by which it shall likewise be reconsidered 3 and it 
approved by two thirds or three fourths of the other House, 
as the case may be, it shall become a law ;’ which passed 
in the negative : 

“ Yeas-—Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia—3. 

t“ Nays—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, and Gcorgia—8.”? 

This last proposition was, it will be seen, dis- 
connected with everything to which the States 
could object. It was a proposal merely to allow 
the judges to supervise, ina limited sense, the acts 
of Congress. 


Abhorrent as this scheme of revision seems to | 


have been to the illustrious men who discussed 
it, sce how infinitely it falls short, in every ground 
of objection, of the doetrine that the court is mon- 


arch, government, final arbiter, what you will, of | 


political controversies. 

The ‘council of revision” was not to act final- 
ly; and, composed as it was to be, it would have 
been not only to some extent a responsible body, 
but operative upon all laws without exception, 
and therefore affording some hope of consistency. 
Why was this comparatively harmless grant of 
nower refused, if the intention was to give the 
Judiciary absolute, final power to defeat legisla- 
tion? ee n 

Mr. MILES. Ido notliketo interrupt the gen- 
tleman, for F have been listening to his argument, 
which really is an able onc, with great interest. 
I would like him to tell us right here, however, 
upon what itis he builds up hisassertion that this 
side of the House holds to any-such doctrine as 


that which he states. I do not recognize that the | 


Supreme Court is the absolute arbiter of, or has 
any power over, political questions between the 
States. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have heard the gentle- 
man before disclaim being a communicant of that 
church of which Mr. Buchanan.is the visible 


head, [laughter;] and I have no idea that, in the f 


event of his political demise, masses would be 
said for him in Democratic cathedrals. But, sir, 


when the platforms adopted in Democratic con- 
vocations, great and small, throughout the land, 
repeat this doctrine day after day ,until very many 
wise and patriotiemcen, who agree with me in pol- 


ities, admit it to be almost treason to say, or to į 


believe, what I say and believe upon this subject, 
I think I am not fighting a windmill or a shadow 
in attacking tHe positions I assail. 

Mr. LEAKE. Will the gentleman permit me? 


Mr. CONKLING. My time is waning rapidly, | 
but I would, rather than not, yield to gentlemen, | 


if the House will consent that interruptions shall 
not be taken from my time. I find that my argu- 
ment is in arrear, and that I will not get through 
at best, without Interruption, within the time al- 
lotted me under the rule. 

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose we had no key to 


the Constitution but the Constitution itself: could | 


we find in it provisions such as would have been 
inserted, had the design been to empower the 
court to control Congress by its decisions? 

Let us shut our eyes to the minor oversights 
and incompleteness of the work, if that were to 
be its object. Forget, if you please, that the cases 
in which errors of legislation would be corrected 
must be purely accidental, and occasional only, 
depending wholly upon the will of litigants; so 


| when the President of the United States in his | 
messagg, when Judge Doverasin his manifestoes, 


i 

| that parliamentary usurpations might go on- till 
"immense interests had intervened, aid never -be 
discovered, unless- some plaintiff, more litigious 
than-his neighbors, should brave the uncertain- 
ties of a jury and a district court. 

Even overlook the fact that the right to:inter- 
pret the Constitution for codrdinate branches of 
| the Government, if given to‘anybody, is given, 
i not to the Supreme Court, but to inferior courts, 
| mot.named in the Constitution. By section two of 
! article three, the Supreme Court has no jurisdic- 
tion in any case which could well give rise to a 
constitutional question, except for the sole pur- 
| pose of reviewing the action of inferior courts to 
| correct their errors. Conclude, if you can, that 
the district judges and juries of the land are our 
constitutional masters. Surmount all obstacles, 
till you come to the provision defining the juris- 
diction of the Supreme Court itself; 


“In all cases affecting embassadors, other public minis- 
ters and consuls, and those in which a State shall be a 
| party, the Supreme Court shalt have original jurisdiction. 
| In all the other cases beforementioned, the Supreme Court 
| shall bave appellate jurisdiction both as to law and fact, « 
| with such exceptions, and under such regulations as 
shall make”? 


There it stands; and it comprises every word 
to be found in the Constitution giving the Supreme 
Court jurisdiction in any case whatever. Was 
that language employed by lawyers and states- 
men, who meant to subject Congress to the court, 
and not the court to Congress? - Does itnotrather 
place the judiciary very much at the discretion of 
the Legislature? “Manifestly it does; because, at 
any moment, an act of repeal or amendment may 
sweep from the statutc-book.-the whole procedure 
by which alone the Supreme Court lays hold upon 
constitutional questions. Were there no other 
| answer to the attempt made by the President and 
his party, unduly to exalt the ermine, this single 
clause would go far to excuse the stubbornness of 
men who will not bow to the doctrine that the 
whole Government of this great nation is put 
away in one lower room of this many-chambered 
Capitol. 

But, sir, these are not the only respects in which 
our fathers were singularly infelicitous, if their 
design was to create in the’ judiciary a fit reposi- 
tary for transcendent political powers. They 
failed to indicate in any way the number of the 
judges, and it is only indirectly to be inferred that 
they intended more than one. 

Thus, the believers in ajudicial regency mustsup- 
pose thatitsauthors were content thatthe whim of 
time should say whether two personsorsome larger 
number should compose it, only providing that its 
members should notbe removed, however superan- 
nuated, or originally unfit. Nay, more, sir; itmust 
be imagined that, in conferring political omnipo- 
tence, care was taken to bestow it on the only de- 
partment of the Government in which no qualifica- 
tions of any kind are required. To be eligible to 
| the office of President, or even Vice President, 
| the person must be of prescribed birth, residence, 
and age. Scnators must be at least thirty years 
old, and their citizenship of nine years’ standing. 
Even the members of this Housc, constituting 
hardly half a department, must Have reached an 
age at which maturity is thought to begin—a pro- 
vision depriving some of the doings of this body 
ofthat much-needed extenuation which extreme 
youth alone might hope for. 

All these requirements were deemed necessary 
by the founders of the Republic. But yet, sir, 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brown,} 
whose name has been called without response 
ever since the session began, simply because five- 
and-twenty winters have not passed over him, 
was constitutionally cligibic, three years ago, to 
the office of chicf justice of the United States, no 
matter whetherhe bealawyer or not. Attwenty- 
one, as well as at eighty-one, he might 

« Shake his ambrosial curls, and give the nod, 
The stamp of fate, the sanction of a god.” 

These, and many other considerations, which 
the hour rule has prevented my adverting to, lead 
me to conclude: First, that the judgments of the 
Supreme Court are binding only upon inferior 
courts, and parties litigant, Undoubtedly, when 
‘A constitutional question is decided, so_long a: 
the court adheres to the decision, acts of Congress 
repugnant to the principle laid down, will be in- 
operative just so far, in the language of Mr. Van 
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Buren, as “ they depend upon the courts for their 
execution,” and no further. 

Second, that the decisions of the Supreme 
Court are not obligatory upon Congress in any 
sense; but, like other arguments, are addressed 
to-the discretion of Congress. Being the solemn 
acts of one department of the Government, they 
are entitled to great consideration from the other 
departments, and ought not, on frivolous grounds, 
to be repudiated. But whenever.a decision is, in 
the yudgment of Congress, subversive of the rights 
and liberties of the people, or is otherwise hurt- 
fully erroneous, it is not only the right, but the 
solemn duty of Congress, persistently to disre- 
gard it, 

‘Theseconclusions, thus hastily stated, are large- 
ly supported by highauthority. Notfewer than five 
of the States of the Union—New York, Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, and Georgia—have 
from time to time refused, through their civil au- 
thorities and tribunals, to submit to even the legal 
supremacy over them of the Federal judiciary. 

ir. Jefferson, as President, treated ag uncon- 
stitutional laws which the Supreme Court had 
elaborately decided to be valid. 

Andrew Jackson, as President, vehemently re- 
fusetl to receive interpretations of the Constitu- 
tion from the Supreme Court; and unprecedented 
popular majorities sustained and applauded him. 

Many years ago, the Supreme Court decided 
that it was competent for Congress to charter a 
United States bank; yet, from that day to this, as 
‘the English fire a gun in passing Copenhagen, so 
the Democratic party, in all its convocations, from 
a ward caucus to a national plaza de toro, solemn- 
ly resolves that a United States bank is unconsti- 
tutional. 

At an early day the Supreme Court decided that 
one Duane was not a citizen: on precisely the 
same facts this Hlouse decided that William Smith 
wasa citizen, and admitted him to his seat. These 
are among the acts which have gone into history 
to cry out against the right of judges to control 
the action of codrdinate branches of the Govern- 
ment. Theannais of the country record the opin- 
ions of men, some of them illustrious, some no- 
torious, and all conspicuous in the nation’s carcer, 
fortifying my position. I willrefer to only afew 
of them, First, to the sayings of Mr. Jefferson— 
some of them addressed to members of a family 
illustrious for generations, which still preserves 
its purity and its fame in the person of a member 
of ths body. In replying, on the 11th of Sep- 
tember, 1804, to a letter from Mr. Adams, Mr. 
Jefferson makes use of this emphatic language, 
which may be found at page 561 of the fourth 
volume of his works: 

You seem to think it devolved on the judges to decide 
on the validity of the sedition law. But nothing in the 
Constitution has given them aright to deeide tor the Exceu- 
tive, more than to the Executive forthem, Both magistrates 
are equally independent in the sphere of action assigned 
tothen. The judges, believing the law constitutional, Dad 
aright to pass a sentence of fine and imprisonment; De- 
canse the power was placed in their hands by the Consti- 
tution, But ure Executive, believing the law to be uncon- 
stitutional, were bound to remit the exeention of it; because 
that power has been confided to them by the Constitution. 
That instrument meant that its coirdinate branches should 
be checks on cach otber. But the opinion which gives to 
the judges the right to decide what laws are constitutional, 
and what not, not only for themselves in their own sphere 


of action, but for the Legislature and Executive also, in 
their spheres, would make the judiciary a despotic branch.” 


In a letter addressed to Mr. Torrance, on the 
llth of June, 1315, and which appears at page 461 
of his sixth volume, he says: 


« The second question, whether the judges are invested 
with exclasive authority to decide on the constitutionality 
ofa law, has been heretofore a subject of consideration with 
me inthe exercise of official duties. Certainly, there is not 
a word in the Constitution which bas given that power to 
them, more than to the executive or legislative branches. 
Questions of property, of characier, and of crime, being as- 
eribed to the judges, through a definite course of legal pro- 
ceedings, laws involving such questions belong, of course, 
tothem; and as they decide on them ultimately, and with- 
outappeal, they of conrse decide for themselves. The con- 
stitutional validity of the law or laws again prescribing 
executive action, and to be administered by that branch 
ullimately, and without appeal, the executive must decide 
for themselves also whether, under the Constitution, they 
are valid ornot. So, also, as to kaws governing the proceed- 
ings of the Legislature. That body must judge for itself the 
constitutionality of the law, and equally without appeal oF 
control from its codrdinate branches.” $ 


In writing to Mr. Jarvis, on the 28th of Septem- 
ber, 1820, to acknowledge the receipt of a politi- 


cal work, in which the author had ascribed large 
powers to the court, he thus expresses his dissent, 
(vol. 7, page 178:) 


“ You scein, in pages 84 and 148, to consider the judges 
‘as the ultimate arbiters of ull constitutional questions; a 
very dangerous doctrine indeed, and one which would 
place us under the despotism of an oligarchy. Our judges 
are as honest as other men, and not more so. They have, 
with others, the same passions for party, for power, and the 
privilege of their corps. ‘Their maxim is ‘ boni judicis est 
ampliare jurisdictionem, and their power the more danger- 
ous as they are in office for life, and not responsible, as the 
other functionaries are, to the elective control. The Con- 
stitution has erceted no such single tribunal, knowing that 
to whatever hands confided, with the corruptions of time 
and party, its members would become despots. {t has more 
wisely made all the departments co-equal and co sovereign 
within themselves.” i 


At page 192, of the same volume, he thus ex- 
presses himself in a letter to Mr. Ritchie, dated 
December 25, 1820: 


“The judiciary of the United States is the subtle corps 
of sappers and miners constantly working under ground to 
undermine the foundations of our contederated tabric. They 
are construing our Constitution from a coirdination of a 
general and special Government to a general and supreme 
one alone. This wil! lay all things at their feet; and they 
are Loo well versed in English law to forget the maxim, 
‘boni judicis est ampliare jurisdictionem.’ We shail sce it 
they are bold enough to take the daring stride their five 
Jawyers have lately taken. If they do, then, with the cd- 
itor of our book, in his address to the public, J will say, that 
‘against this every man should raise his voice, and more, 
should uplift his arm.” 


Now, sir, hear what General Jackson proclaimed, 
in a public message, on the 10th day of January, 
1832, a few months before his reélection to the 
Presidency: 

“Tf the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the whole 
ground of this act, it ought not to control the cordinate 
authorities of this Government. ‘The Congress, the Exec- 
utive, and the court, must each for itself be guided by its 
own opinion of the Constitution. Each publie officer who 
takes an oath to support the Constitution, swears that he 
will support it as he understands it, and not as it is under- 
stood by others. It is as much the duty of the House of 
Representatives, of the Senate, and of the President, to 
decide upon the constitutionality of any bill or resolution 
which may he presented to them for passage or approval, 
asit is for the supreme judges, when it may be brought be- 
fore them for judicial decision. The opinion of the judges 
has no more authority over Congress than the opinion of 
Congress has over the judges; and, on that point, the Presi- 
dent isindependentof both. The authority of the Supreme 
Court must not, therefore, be permitted to control the Con- 
gress or the Exceutive when acting in their legislative ca- 
pacities, but to have only such influence as the force of 
their soning may deserve.” 


These, when John Marshall and his compeers 
adorned the supreme bench, were the doctrines 
with which the Democratic party won presidential 
triumphs. 

Let me read, in this connection, from a speech 
delivered in the Senate, on the 13th January, 1802, 
by the grandfather of the present Vice President. 
On a motion to repeal the judiciary act, then 
| lately passed, Mr. Breckinridge said: 

“To make the Constitution a practical system, the power 
of the courts to annul the Jaws of Congress cannot possibly 
exist. My idea of the subject, in a few words, ix, that the 
j Constitution iutended a separation only of the powers vested 
in the three great departments, giving to cach the exelu- 
sive authority of acting on the subjects committed to each; 
that each are intended to revolve within the sphere of tbeir 
own orbits; are responsible for their own motion only; 
and are not to direct or contro} the course of others; that 
those, for example, whe make the Jaws, are presumed to 
have an equal attachment to, and interest in, the Constitu- 
tion; are equally bound by oath to support it, and have an 
equal right to give a construction to it. That the construc- 
tion of one department of the powers particularly vested in 
that department is of as high authority at least as the con- 
struction given to it by any other departneut; that it is in 
fact more competent to that departinent to which powers 
are exelusively confided to decide upon the proper exercise 
of those powers than any other department to which such 
powers are not intrusted, and who are not consequently 
under such high and responsible obligations for their con- 
stitutional excreise ; and that, therefore, the Legislature 
would have an equal right to annul the decisions of the 
courts founded on their construction of the Constitution, as 
the courts would have to annul the acts of the Legislature, 
founded on their construction.” 


| Having mentioned the Vice President, it may 
| seem a violation of official decorum not to refer 
to his superior in place. Mr. Buchanan, in a 
| speech which he made in the Senate July 7, 1541, 
| which is to be found in the tenth volume of the 
| Congressional Globe and Appendix, No. 2, page 
163, used this language: 

“But even if the judiciary had settied the question, I 
should never hold mysetf bound by their decision, whilst 
acting in a legislative character. 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bates,] f shall never consent to place 
the political rights and liberties of this people in the hauds 
of any judicial tribunal. it was therefore with the utmost 


Unlike the Senator trom | 


| astonishment I heard the Senator declare, that he consid- 


ered the expositions of the Constitution by the judiciary to 
be equally binding upon us as the expositions of the moral 
law by the Saviour of mankind, contained in the Gospel, 
were upon Christians; and that these judicial expositions 
were of equal authority with the text of the Constitution. 
This, sir, is an infallibility which was never before claimed 
for any human tribunal; an infallibility which would con- 
vert freemen into abject slaves; an intailibility whieh would 
have rendered the famous sedition law as sacred as the 
Constitution itself, the judiciary having decided this law 
to be constitutional; and which would thus have annihi- 
lated, throughout the whole extent of this Union, the lib- 
erty of the press and the freedom of speech. No, sir, no; 
itis not the genius of our institutions to consider mortal 
men as infallible. 


“No man holds in higher estimation than í do the mem- 
ory of Chief Justice Marshall; but I should never have 
consented to make even him the final arbiter between the 
Government and people of this country on questions of 
constitutional liberty. ‘he experience ofall ages and coun- 
tries has demonstrated that judges instinetively lean to- 
wards the prerogatives of Government ; and it is notorious 
that the court, during the whole period which he presided 
over it, embracing so many years of its existenee, has in- 
clined towards the highest assertion of Federal power. That 
this has been done honestly and conscientiously, E entertiin 
not a doubt.” 

These are sayings of the days when Mr. Bach- 
anan had, as he declared, planted himself on the 
Missouri compromise linc, there to remain for- 
ever. They were uttered before he wondercd, as 
he afterwards said he did, that any one should 
suppose that line ought not to be abrogated. 

Vhile calling attention to the effusions of great 
authors, I must not pass over another relic pre- 
served in the Congressional Globe. Mr. T'oomss, 
of Georgia, who expounds modern Democracy 
sometimes at the other end of the Capito!, once 
paid his respects to the judiciary, in a speech on 
the floor of this House, in the following deferen- 
tial terms: 

“The only difficulty on this point has arisen from some 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. It is 
true, they nave talked vaguely bout the doctrine of the 
general sovereignty of the Federa! Government. attach 
but little importance to the political views of that tribunal. 
It is a sate depository of personal rights; but I believe 
there has been no assumption of political power by this 
Government which it has not vindicated and found somu- 
where.” 

These reminiscences will lead some to smile at 
the twistings of politicians, and some to deplore 
the infirmity of human nature; but they must in- 
spire us all with thankfulness that, while men 
falterand change, the Constitution, like the eternal 
principles on which itstands, is unchangeably the 
same. In 1810, Mr. Jefferson wrote Mr. Galla- 
tin: 

“At length, then, we have a chance of getting a Repub- 
lican majority in the supreme judiciary.” 

In 1860, sir, we have achance to go and do like- 
wise, and T trust we shall improve it. A reor- 
ganization and reinvigoration of the court, with 
just regard to commercial and political consid- 
erations, is one of the auspicious promises of 
Republican ascendency. 

lt is high time that appropriate weight shall be 
given, in the court and elsewhere, to ail portions of 
the country, not excepting those in which a vast 
preponderance of its wealth, its business, and its 
numbers reside. 

With this reform accomplished, the vampire of 
slavery, now flitting among the shadows of a 
sheltering tribunal, will spread its wings once 
more over that hospitable domain where its min- 
Istrations are considered essential to the full devel- 
ee of “the highest type of white civiliza- 

ion. 


TEXAS VOLUNTEER REGIMENT. 


| SPEECH OF HON. A.B. OLIN, 


OF NEW YORK, 
Ix tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 18, 1860. 

The Fouse being in the Committee of tue Whoie on the 
state of the Union on the Senate’s amendments to the Mili- 
tary Academy Bill-- 

Mr. OLIN said: 

Mr. Cuarmman: I desire, upon this occasion, to 
address a few words to the House upon the prop- 


| osition to raise this additional regiment for the 


defense of the Texas frontiers; but 1 see that this 
House, at all events at the present time, feels no 
interest whatever in this discussion. Were I to 
talk about the Charleston convention, perhaps I 
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might gain the ear of somg pfatleman in this 
House. 


I concur in opinion with the gentleman from 
Texas, [Mr. Reacan,] that this measure isa very 
important one. If this measure shall be adopted, 
it will be initiating a new policy with respect to 
the management of our Indian tribes and the dis- 
tribution of the forces of the regular Army; for 
this application is founded upon the express as- 
sertion that, for all purposes of repelling hostilities 
of the Indian tribes, our regular Army is of no 
service at all; not that there is nota sufficient num- 
ber of troops in the pay of the Government to 
repress all these hostilities, but that neither the 
cavalry arm nor the infantry arm of the service is 
fitted for such an enterprise. ‘This application is 
based upon the ground, not that there is any act- 
ually existing hostilities with the Indian tribes, 
not that any concerted hostility of a large body of 
menexists, but that there is a system of petty war- 
fare and pillage kept up upon the border frontiers, 
by straggling parties of white men or Indians— 
probably in most instances by white men—in 
which little petty thefts, and sometimes murders, 
are committed; and the Government is now called 
upon to muster into the service of the General 
Government a force to protect the frontier inhabit- 
ants against such a system of pillage. {f repeat, 
sir, if this course is adopted, Mj a departure from 
that policy which has hitherté directed and con- 
trolled the councils of the Government. 

Any one at all familiar with fe history of the 
two States of Kentucky and Tennessee, knows 
very well that for a long period of years their 
frontier settlements were infested with hostile 
bands of Indians; that occasional murders were 
committed; that extensive robberies were perpe- 
trated; but those States never thought of calling 
upon the General Governmentto pay for volunteer 
forces raised to protect them. 

ifecntiemen desire any information in reference 
to the true condition of things upon the frontier 
of Texas, they will only have to turn to and read 
some three or four hundred pages of correspond- 
ence between the various Indianagents and the De- 
partment of the Interior, commencing about the 
Ist of January last, and continuing down to the 
present time. They will there learn the exact 
state of things in reference to this controversy, 
and, in my judgment, they will learn something 
in reference to the origin ofit. J know of no other 
source of information upon the subject; but the 
most reliable information will be found in the cor- 
respondence between the Department of the Inte- 
rior and the various Indian agents having charge 
of those various tribes, 

Now, it has been alleged in this debate that the 
treatmentof the Indians who were settled by treaty 
stipulation between this Government and the State 
of Texas upon the reserve, has nothing to do with 
the difficulty existing between the frontier peo- 
ple of the State of Texas and the Indians. In my 
judgment, it lies at the very foundation of the 
whole difficulty; and any one who will turn to 
that correspondence will sce that, if such offenses 
as are alleged to have been committed have not 
been perpetrated by the reserve Indians, there has 
been a degree of forbearance upon the part of 
those Indians unparalleled in the history of the 
Indian tribes of our continent; for, in my judg- 
ment, no more shameful record exists in the his- 
tory of this country, written or unwritten, than 


that which relates to the treatment of these In- | 


dians. 

Itis said that, during the last five or six months, 
seven or eight hundred horses have been stolen by 
those Indians from the whites of the frontier If 
this be truc, it is probably but a poor equivalent 
for the horses and cattle plundered from the In- 
dians of that reserve by the whites, as shown by 
the correspondence to which I have referred. I 
said, and I repeat it, that if these Indians have sub- 
mitted quietly and peacefully to the outrages which 
have been committed upon them, and connived at 
by the authority of the State of ‘Texas, then they 
have exhibited what the Indian race never has 
heretofore exhibited in the history of this country. 


Itisan established fact that when a portion of their | 


women and children were incampatmidnight, and 
while their husbandsand brothers were voluntarily 
absent assisting Major Van Dorn, in command 
of the United States troops, in an expedition toa 


| occurred inthe committee on thissubject, although 


| I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STANTON] 


distant part of the country, against a band of hos- 
tile Camanches, these women and children were 
crept upon by a Captain Baylor and his rangers, 
and the men, women, and children were shotand 
murdered in their sleep. Their acts were not only 
avowed publicly, but the perpetrators of them set 
the civil authorities of the State of Texas at defi- 
ance. These men called together meetings of the 
citizens, and procured to be passed resolutions to 
protect them from arrest or interference by the 
civil authorities. And if you will examine this 
whole correspondence you will find that there is 
not even so much as a petty theft charged upon 
and proved against this tribe of Indiang upon the 
reserve. I know that the perpetrators of this 
worse than savage murder, in attempting to exon- 
erate themselves from the consequences of their 
crime, charged these Indians with having stolen 
horsesand mules; but, to the satisfaction of every 
honest man there, there was not a tittle of proof 
to sustain the charge. x 

Mr. REAGAN. I will state that there was 
proof that they had stolen the horses, in the fact 
that they were traced from the place where they 
were stolen from the owners anto the reserve. 
They were identified there, and the owners had to 
pay ten dollars a head to get them away. 

‘The gentleman tallcs of horses being stolen from 
the Indians. f will say to him that F never heard 
of that before this present moment. 

Mr. OLIN. It was resolved by these frontier 
people to drive out these Indians, who had com- 
mitted no offense; who were the most intelligent 
and the best behaved class of Indians under the 
superiitcndency of any of your agents trough- 
out the country. The people of ‘Texas determ- 
ined to drive thom from the reservations. These 
Indians had large possessions in horses and cattle. 
They were notified that the Government of the 
United States was giving way to this clamor, and 
had resolved to remove them. 

The Government, however, desired to wait until 
the Indians could harvest their crops then upon 
the ground. But no; they must be removed im- 
mediately. The Governmenttook immediate steps 
to remove them, and the Army was detailed to 
protect them in their exodus from these reserva- 
tions. But they were not permitted time even to 
get their herds of horses and cattle; and the In- 
dian agent says that more than half of their herds 
had to be sacrificed on account of their being 
driven away from the reservations. If you torn 
to the correspondence, you will see that that state- 
ment is communicated to the Department, and is 
denied by nobody. 

Now I say, Mr. Chairman, here was a satis- 
factory reason for all these predatory excursions 
made on the frontier. The citizens of Texas had 
disregarded every treaty obligation; they had dis- 
regarded every-principle of law; they had set at 
defiance the public authorities of their.own State, 
and had driven away the Indians, murdered and 
plundered them, And now they ask the General 
Government, by this bill, to commission these 
very men, under the authority of the United | 
States, to go and hunt down and murder the rem- 
nant of this tribe. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman from New 
York cailattention to the date when this oceurred— | 
September, 1858—so that the committee may per- 
ceive that this war had been waged for years 
before the occurrence of this thing? They were 
removed from those reserves to their present homes 
a year or more ago. ‘Phat was a transient inci- 
dent, even taking the gentleman’s own view of it. | 

Mr. OLIN. The Indians were sent away in j 
July. Now, the extraordinary character of this 
application is first found in the fact, that neither 
the War Department nor any other department of 
this Government has taken the responsibility of 
recommending this raising of this regiment of vol- 
untecrs. I say so, without reservation, notwith- | 
standing what my friend from Iowa {Mr. Curtis} | 
has stated on that point—and I will allude to tha’ 
by and by. No department of the Government, 
I say, neither the War Department, nor the Pres- | 
ident, nor—I will venture to say—any intelligen 
officer of the United States Army, take the re- | 
sponsibility ofrecommending this regiment. Prob- 
ably it may not be proper forme to allude to what 


1 


i 
$ 


did so to some extent. It was stated by some 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
that if the Secretary of War would take the re- 
sponsibility of recommending the raising of this 
regiment, he, for one, would vote to recommend 
the appropriation for it; and after persevering 
application to the Secretary of War, in came a 
letter, by the back door of our committee room, 
indorsing thisproject. That isall the rgcommend- 
ation which there is from the Department.on this 
subject—and that is a reluctant one, forced by the 


-importunities of the friends of this measure asa 


necessary measure by reason of its being impos- 
sible to direct the troops of the Government to that 
point as soon as they were required, or as soon 
as the volunteer regiment could be raised and put 
to service. 

This project is to raise one regiment of mounted 
men; and I suppose that is esteemed a sufficient 
force for the protection of this frontier. Now, the 
committee ought to know, and the country ought 
to know, that there is one regiment of mounted 
men now, mounted on the best horses that could 
be supplied in the United States, who have per- 
formed no service since the close of the Mexican 
war, except by way of drilling or in fancy parades. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman will pardon 
me. ‘This matter affects facts which we all want 
to get at. I wish to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that there is only one cavalry régi- 
ment in Texas proper. 

Mr.OLIN, The gentleman misapprehends me. 
I say there is already one regiment of mounted 
men, that are mounted on the best horses that can 
be furnished in the United States, and who have 
performed no military duty, except a show pa- 
rade, since the close of the Mexican war. 

Mr. REAGAN. Where are they? 

Mr. OLIN. Four companies, L think, are at 
Fort Leavenworth now: | refer to the regiment 
of flying artillery. One company, I believe, is 
in Utah, one in California, and onc, 1 think, in 
Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand they are an ar- 
tillery regiment, and not cavalry. 

Mr. OLIN. Certainly; they are all well 
mounted, however, and can do good service. 

Mr. CURTIS, Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me to have a letter read from the Sec- 
retary of War? It isthe lastinformation we have 
from that Department. i 

Mr. OLIN. Have you got another one? 

Mr. CURTIS. No; this is in answer to anap- 
plication for information, 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, April 5, 1869. 

Dear Sir: I caled at your lodgings some time since to 
have a conversation with you in reference to the bill, then 
before your committee, making an appropriation for the 
‘Texas mounted regiment, and I regretted very much to 
find that you had lett the city. 

Lhave just heard of your return, and embrace the oppor- 
tunity to say that, in my judgment, the interests of the coun- 
try imperatively demand that those troops should be called 
out. The exposed condition of the Texan frontier, and the 
destruction of life and property, make it necessary for a 
largerand more effective force to be posted in that vicinity 
than it is possible for this Department to supply. 

Very respectfully and truly, yours, 

JOHN B. FLOYD. 
Hon. BENIAMIN STANTON, Chairman Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Mr. OLIN. That, I suppose, is the precise let- 
ter that I alluded to, which followed the inform- 
ation that somebody would vote for the appro- 
priation if the Department would recommend it. 
That is the response drawn out. But I object to 
it, as not coming here in a shape which entitles it 
to any consideration as a communication to this 
House. I know of no such way of communi- 
cating with this House as sending a private letter 
to one gentleman on a committee. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from New York, as he has gone some- 
what into this matter, whether the chairman of 
the Military Committee, together with another 


| member of that committee, did not call on the Sec- 


retary of War, for the purpose of investigating 
this very subject, by the direction of the commit- 
tee? and whether the letter which has been reaa 
was not written by the Seeretary of War, after 
an ineffectual attempt of these gentlemen ta see 
him, he being at the time out of the city ? 

Mr. OLIN. Ihave so.understood. Now, sir, 
it will be remembered by the House that the reg- 
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ular forces of the United States—the Army proper 
-amount to some seventeen or cighteen thou- 
sand men at the present time. It may fall a little 
short of that as an effective force, by reason of | 
some of the companies not being entirely full; but | 
the regular force of the United States Army is as 
high as { have stated. i 

A Memper. It is over eighteen thousand. 

Mr. OLIN. Iam told the regular Army num- 
bers over eighteen thousand men. Now, the only 
occasion we have for a regular force at all, in ime 
of peace, is to repel Indian hostilities and to settle | 
these controversies growing up on the frontier 
between the frontiersmen and the Indian tribes. 
But it is gravely proclaimed upon this floor that 
for all such purposes the infantry arm of the ser- 
vice is of no use whatever. Merciful God! What 
use can we putitto? What can we do with it? | 
What are we keeping up this regular force in time | 
of peace for? It has been supposed heretofore 
that these troops were necessary to protect the 
frontier and to repel Indian hostilities, and we 
have maintained this force, year after year, for this 
and for no other purpose, unless it be to furnish | 
a market for the people in the neighborhood of ! 
where troops are stationed. 


tion to the gentleman pursuing such a line of | 
argument as suits his own fancy, but Ido think | 
there is marfifest injustice in holding the people | 
of the State of Texas up to the indignation of | 
the country as outlaws and reprobates, when I 
tell the gentleman that every man who knows 
will say that there is not a more law-abiding scet | 
of men oncarth. There may be bad men there, 
as there are in all the States, but is it just to-the 
law-abiding people of the State of Texas, because 
afew men have violated the law or resisted the 
authorities of the State, if that has been done, to 
hold the people of that State up before the House 
as men of that stamp, to their manifest injur 
here when they come asking for relief? Even of 
the facts which he has stated be as he has stated 
them, Lum not willing to stand by and sce hun- 
dreds of people murdered by Indians entirely dif- | 
ferent from those whom he assumed were wronged. 
Mr. OLIN. The general fairness and candor 
of the gentleman from ‘Texas [am ready to ac- 
knowledge on all occasions, and £ would not say 
one word to wound his feelings or unjustly reflect | 
on any of his people. 
occasion what are my own convictions; and I; 
speak not only in reference to the matter of the | 
muriler of these Indians, but of the entire unwill- 
ingness on the part of the people of ‘Texas to 


bring to justice the persons who were notoriously |! 


and defiantly concerned in this outrage. 
Mr. REAGAN. 1 must again beg the gentle- | 
man’s pardon for interrupting him. ‘The gentle- | 
man scems to have overlooked the fact, which | 
appears in this correspondence, and which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] has correctly 
stated, that the Governor issued his proclamation | 
for the arrest of these persons, and writs were 
issucd for their arrest. The Governor afterwards | 
appointed a commission of most respectable citi- 
zens of the State of Texas, who went there and 
thoroughly investigated the matter; who received 
evidence on the part of citizens, of Indian agents, 
and of the superintendent of Indian affairs. “That | 
commission made a report, from which the Gov- 
emor saw that the facts as previously given to 
him were untrue, and that the citizens of Texas | 
had been placed in a false light; and that inform- | 
ation had been sent here to the Interior Depart- | 
ment which was false and slanderous as regards į 
the citizens of Texas. | 
This commission acted upon the fullest inves- | 
tigation, It was composed of five respectable | 
and distinguished citizens of the State of Texas; | 
and if gentlemen will read their report they will | 
see that it vindicates, as I stand here to vindicate, | 


to the fullest extent, theaction of Governor Run- j; 


nels in this matter. I dislike to interrupt the | 
gentleman; but I think the people of Texas ought | 
to be vindicated from slanders like thesc. 

Mr. OLIN. Do I understand that this com- 
mission exonerated Baylor from the murder of 
these Indians? 

Mr. REAGAN, The commission examined 
the facts fully, and found that the murder of these 
Indians at camp Brazos’was committed in con- 


But I must speak on this || 


ji 


séquence of repeated thefts and robberics by these 
Indians, and in consequence of their being found 
at the time in possession of horses which were 
indentified as having been stolen, arid which they 
refused to deliver up without pay. 

Mr. OLIN. Now, sir, after all that has been 
said in reference to the stealing of these horses, 
upon the reading of this correspondence and the 
report of this commission, I affirm that, except 
by the men who were engaged in this murder and 
their abettors, no man will pretend to say that 
there is any evidence oy pretense of proof of an 
theft whatever upon the part of these Indians. If 
anybody will take the trouble to read this corre- 
spondence, he will perceive that the man who has 
been in charge of these reserved Indians for a 
number of years—a citizen of your own State of 
Texas; a man of high respectability and of high 
character for veracity, having the entire confidence 
of the Department—himself shows, in this official 
correspondence, such an exhibition of violation 
of the faitl? of treaties, and of outrages committed 
upon the Indians, compared with which the entire 
correspondence of the Indian department of the 
country affords ng parallel. This correspondence 


| shows that the Indian agent who removed the In- 


Mr. REAGAN. Of course I have no objec- |} 


dians from the reserve, on returning to Fort Bel- 
knap to settle up his accounts, for merely saying 
something disrespectful of some person who had 
been engaged in one of these Indian murders, was, 
withoutother provocation, shotdownin the street; 
and his murder to-day remains unavenged by any 
authority of Texas, and no effort has yet been 
made, to my knowledge, to bring the murderer to 
justice by the law-abiding people of your State. 
But, sir, viewing this thing in the light IT do; 
looking at this whole transaction; Jooking at the 
conduct of the people in the vicinity of this re- 
serve—while I do not'state, and { do not intend 
to state, that they are worse than other people— 
for there, as elsewhere, there are many good and 
certainly some bad people—I must conclude that 
the strong hand of violence has paralyzed the 
arm of the civil power, and that lawlessness is 
running riot there. Yes, sir, every principle of 
the law of God and man is trampled under foot 
in that region. That is the difficulty. Those 
men, thus oppleyed, certainly are not the men 
who ought to be employed by the United States 
to do the work of exterminating these Indians, if 
such a work is deemed necessary. If they do it 
at all, let them do it upon their own responsibil- 
ity; or, as the gentleman from Texas has stated, 


| upon the responsibility of the State of Texas. 


The geutleman from Texas says that the men 
who make these predatory attacks and commit 
these outrages arenotthe reserve Indians. If that 
be so, then where, inany official correspondence, 
whether of the War Department or the Interior 
Department, will it be found what Indians are 
engaged in these difficulties with the people of 
Texas? Who are the Indians that are now at 
war with the fronticr people of that State? 


Mr. REAGAN. As the gentleman has asked 


the question, I will refer him, as I have already 
referred the committce, to the correspondence be- 
tween General Persifer F. Smith and the Secre- 
tary of War; and between General Twiggs and 
the Seeretary of War; and between the Governor 
of Texas and the War Department. 

Mr. OLIN. That was in 1858, an 


on the Texas frontier. 

Mr. REAGAN. There, also, is the correspond- 
ence of four Governors of Texas. The whole 
correspondence [have referred to, together with 
other official information, goes to show that the 


li Indians who are engaged in the gencral war that 
is being waged upon the frontier are the Ca- 
] The; 


manches, Kioways, Keechis, and others. 
correspondence referred to by the gentleman is a 


correspondence between the Indian agent and the | 


superintendent of Indian affairs in Texas, and the 

Department of the Interior, with reference to a 
P $ 

particular transaction. That transaction, which 


he has referred to, has no connection with the gen- |! 
| eral war that has gone on for the last six years. 


That transaction passed away in 1858. It is an 
isolated transaction, and has no intimate connec- 
tion with the subject. 

Mr, OLIN. The gentleman does not answer 
my question at all. Ihave before me the whole 


dhas nothing j 
| todo with this matler—the present state of things 


| I only gsk that t 


correspondence of the Indian department. The 
gentleman allude mpiy to transactions which 
existed as early as 1858, and which have nothing 
to do with the existing condition of things on the 
frontier. . 

Mr. REAGAN. Iread from the correspond- 
ence of Major Neighbors, of 17th January, 1858, 
where he stated that six hundred head of horses 
were stolen, and seven persons were killed, within 
two months. That, sir, was not done by these 
reserve Indians, but. by the Indians I have named 
before. 

Mr: OLIN. Still 1 adhere to my assertion, that 
nowhere in the official correspondence can the gen- 
tleman point out any statement of an organized 
resistance on the part of any tribe of Indians 
against the authority of the United States. If 
there is, Jet me see it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Here isa book, of fifty-seven 
pages, full of such statements, 

Mr. OLIN. What is the book? 

Mr. REAGAN. Itis House Document No. 
27, printed during the last Congress. 

.Mr. OLIN. It is two-years old. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
gentlemen that they arepursuing a colloquy that 
is not strictly parliameftary; and he hopes that 
they will keep themseves within what they know 
to be the rules. y 

Mr. REAGAN.WI beg the Chair’s pardon. 
Here, sir, after Congress has been petitioned by 
citizens of TexasAay after day; after letter after 
letter has been written by officers of the govern- 
ment of Texas and officers of the United States 
Government; after all the memorials and letters 
and official correspondence have shown that this 
general war in Texas, this constant destruction 
of life and property, has been occasioned by the 
Camanches and Kioways, and other Indians, the 
gentleman from New York would deny the whole 
thing, and assert that no such thing has been done 
as the correspondence says has really taken place. 

Mr.OLIN. Lam speaking of the existing state 
of things—of the present facts—and not of things 
which occurred years ago. Tam talking of the 
facts which occurred immediately preceding the 
demand for this regiment of mounted volunteers. 
I do not care now to inquire what occurred in 
Texas two or four years ago, or what then was 
the necessity for a mounted regiment of volun- 
teers. I have stated, and I now repeat it, that at 
the present time, so far as this Government is con- 
cerned, it has vo information that there is any ex- 
isting difficulty with any respectable number of 
Indians, or any Indian tribes upon the frontier. 

Mr. CURTIS. Task the gentleman whether 
he docs not know that the Camanches are at war 
with our people, and that they have been always 
at war with them? If he does not know it, I tell 
him that that is the fact; and I would also inform 
him that that tribe numbers ten thousand warriors, 

Mr. OLIN. If the United States troops now 
in the field cannot suppress the hostilities of the 
Camanches, I am willing to go for this mounted 
regiment of volunteers. It is the easiest thing in 
the world to rendezvous a sufficient force to go 
out and quell a disturbance, or punish those In- 
dians for any outrage they may commit. No 
gentleman upon this floor knows that better than 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Curris.] But 
that is not what this regiment is wanted for. This 
regiment of volunteers is desired for the purpose 
of a duty very similar to that of going out and 


| serving a constable’s process, or executing a crim- 


inal warrant froma justice of the peace, for horses 
that have been stolen. [Laughter.} 

Mr. REAGAN. IL appeal to the gentleman, if 
he has no respect for my feelings, or for the honor 
sand interest of my State, at least to have respect 
for himself; and { beg him not to stute that these 
troops are wanted merely to serve a constable’s 
process. He knows that such a thing would be 
unlawful. If that were all that was necded to be 
done, the aid of the United States would not be 
called for. If the gentleman from New York will 
indulge in these statements as figures of speech 
merely, I must remind him that they are out of 
place upon this grave question, which is up for the 
consideration of this House of Representatives. 
ae truth in this whole matter 
shall be fairly stated, 

Mr. OLIN. I am stating what I find in the 
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record. What is the ground of complaint? What 
does the whole official correspondence show? That 
here and there half a dozen Indians will steal 
horses or commit some like outrage, and that Uni- 
ted States troops are wanted to recapture those | 
horses from those Indians, and to punish the In- 
dians for their theft. On a long frontier like that 
of Texas, to prevent the stealing of horses, you 
will have to have more than one regiment. If one 
regiment were stationed upon it, the members of 
that regiment would not be able to communicate | 
with each other once a month. You will have to 
have half adozen regiments to prevent the stealing 
of horses there. Even if that number were raised | 
and stationed there, I doubt whether it would 
prevent all such offenses as are complained of. ` 

Mr. REAGAN. All weask is, that anefficient | 
regiment of mounted volunteers, who are ac- 
quainted with the country and the habits and 
mode of warfare of the Indians, shall be raised. 
If that is done they will go agreat way to prevent 
murders and robberies that are being committed 
upon the frontier. They will pursuc the Indians 
into their own haunts, and, by effectively punish- 
ing them, they will secure peace for the border, 

Mr. OLIN. Before | go to another branch of 
the subject, I ought to call the attention of the 
committee to some facts. .How many murders 
have been committed? How many horses have 
been stolen? If it be true that some of these re- 
ports were got up for the purpose. of influencing | 
the action of this House, then fam free to confess 
that we ought to look upon them all with distrust. | 

It is very satisfactorily shown, in, this corre- 
spondence, that these contrivances were resorted 
to for the purpose of influencing the public opin- 
ion at home, and inciting the hatred of the whites 
against these Indians, who had done nothing, and 
toraisca clamor which mightinflaence the General 
Government in the appropriation of money and 
troops, 

Now I have said perhaps all I necd say and 
all that it is necessary to say. I certainly have, 
if 1 have succeeded in calling the attention of the | 
House to this correspondence; and I hope gentle- | 


men who feel an interest in this question of ap- | 


ropriating more than a million of money, and | 
initiating a system of Indian hostilities as interm- 
inableas the Indian race, will, before they make up | 
their mind to go thus far, carefully read this corre- 
spondence. I know it is somewhat lengthy, dull, 
and uninteresting; but Laver, and so state the fact, į 
that it is entirely unparalleled in the history of the | 
Tudian tribes of this country. We are asked to | 


inaugurate a system which has had no existence |. 
heretofore in.the management of these Indian || 


tribes, at atime when there is noadmmitted hostility; 
no tribes at war with the United States; no difi- ; 
eulty, except with a few wandering vagabonds 
going through the country, We are called upon 
to raise a volunteer force to consist of these men 
who have been active in fomenting these Indian 
disturbances, and to commission them to hunt 
these Indians down. 

Sir, I am somewhat carefully read up in the 
history of two other Indian wars which have dis- 
graced this country. I dislike them for their want 
of necessity; for the outrages which characterized 
them; for their expenditure of the public moneys į 
for their inducing jobs of all sorts to rob and | 
plunder the public Treasury; wars waged without į 
the slightest necessity, waged for the purpose of | 
plunder and pillage; and then to call upon the | 
Government to pay the expenses of such wars. 

At first the raising of this regiment was urged | 
upon the House upon the ground that it was ne- | 
cessary to protect the frontier of Texas against | 
Mexico. t the commencement of this session, 
the papers were daily filled, as you all know, with 
charges of gross outrages and murders committed 
upon the frontier people of Texas by Mexicans; 
and there was said to be the most urgent necessity 
for raising this regiment to suppress such disor- 
dors. Itturned outatlastthatall those disturbances 
upon the frontier of Texas originated with and 
ended with the people of Texas, who first stole 
property in Mexico, and then ran away with it 
across the frontier into Texas. Butthathas ended, 
and with it the necessity for the regiment has also | 
ended. There is now peace upon that frontier. | 
The spark which my friend from Iowa [Mr. Cur- 
ris] was snufling has gone out; leaving, of course, 


| 


i specially when it was for mere amusement and | 


a disagreeable smell to those who desired a vol- 
unteer force. 

_ After that necessity was removed, this project 
is urged upon us as of pressing necessity to guard 
the frontier of Texas against the Indians. It was 
pressed—and I say it openly here—it was pressed 
in the Committee on Military Affairs, not upon 
the ground that an additional force was required 
beyond what the Gencral Government has already 
provided, but on the ground that the Army of the 
United States was entirely worthless for all the 
purposes of repelling Indian hostilities. 1 did 
undertake to say in Committee of the Whole that 
we should not keep up this flying artillery, es- | 


show; or at least, if kept up, that they should not 
be sent off where rations were five or six times as 
high as in the city of New York, where, if permit- 
ted to remain, they would, in their parades, amuse 
the people there. I assert, upon the authority of | 


an officer of that regiment, that they have not per- || 
| 
| 


formed one particle of service since the close of 
the Mexican war. ‘They are mounted upon the 
best horses the country can afford, and they are 
equipped and furnished in the best manner the in- 
gennity of the service can devise. They use up 
in their drilling service, annually, some sixty thou- | 
sand dollars’ worth of horses, and they are scat- 
tered all around the country—three or four com- 
panies at Fort Leavenworth, one in California, | 
one in Mexico, and one in Utah. They do noth- 
ing, and are expected to do nothing; and I believe, 
in this particular, sbundovdy jai the expect- 
ations of the country. Every man at all familiar 
with military service knows that they can be used 
for no purpose other than against large bodies of 
men. Then they are an efficient arm of the ser- | 
vice. Perhaps it may be necessary to keep up 

this regiment in time of peace. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am surprised that the gentle- 
man from New York should talk of the artillery 
of the Army as he does. No branch of the ser- 
vice was more efficient in time of war, and, in 
my opinion, none would be more efficient upon 
the Mexican fronticr. ‘The Indians and every- 


body clise would, of course, keep out of their |: 


way. The indians are not going to fight these 
“guns on wheels.” If the artillery arm has done 
no service since the Mexican war, it is no fault of 
theirs, A few charges of grape and canister would, 
in my judgment, be an excellent restorative, if 
properly administered, in the camp of the wild 
Camanches. I would send the artillery also on 
the frontier, and let them practice their “flying”? | 
propensities in pursuit of the Camanches, and, my 
word for it, they would be felt and feared by the | 
Indians, as they were by the Mexicans. 

Mr. OLIN. Sir, the War Department has not 
taken the advice of my friend from Iowa; but he 
has suggested a difficulty in the way, and that is, 
that when they are sought to be used against the 
Indians the Indians runaway—they are not there. 
That is the reason they have not been used. But 
there is no carthly reason why these men should 
not be put into service. These men are admirably 
trained to ride horses; they are notlike the Irish and 
Dutch, asthe gentleman says, in your Army, who 
fall off their horses if they are not tied on. They 
areadmirably adapted to this kind of service, and 
all they want isone of Maynard’s rifles. Accus- 
tomed to the use of that, these troops could be 
sent to Texas. At any rate, the companies at 
Fort Leavenworth could be sent to Texas before 
you could organize and drill another company of 
volunteers. Indced, I believe that Captain Ford, 
now in command of some Texas rangers, some- 
what conspicuous in these troubles, is now across | 
the Mexican frontier. This correspondence shows | 
him engaged, if notin protecting the whites against | 
the Indians, at least in protecting them against | 


the civil process of the courts. i 


Mr. REAGAN. I will say tothe gentleman that | 
Captain Ford is an old and gallant fronticrsman— | 
as honorablea manas there isin the Uniited States, | 
and who wouldscorn to doan unjust or improper | 
act, or defy the public authority in the least deste. f 
And I must ask the gentlemanagain not to make | 
such representations upon this floor, for there is 
no earthly foundation for them. 
choose anotker occasion, when there are not such 
vital interests at stake, for indulgence in such line 
of remark. 


I hope he will | 


; Senate, 


“ I inclose, for your information, a copy of a letter from 
Captain Ford, of the Texas rangers, who is now in service 
under the Sate authorities, the perusal of which will show 
you how far he considers himself under the control of the 
civil authorities. The course pursued by that officer, and 


| the men under his command, so far from sustaining the ju- 


diciary in the execution of the civil law of the land, has 
done much to embarrass them in their action, and to de- 
feat the ends ofjustice, by sympathizing with the murder- 
ers of the Indians; yet Captain Ford and his command 
expect that the General Government will repay to the State 
of Texas the amount expended by the State to maintain 
en in their lawtess course, on the plea of frontier de- 
ense. 


Such is the testimony that is furnished to the 


Department in reference to this man. 
Mr. REAGAN. I say to the gentleman that, 


| there is no single fact stated in that corfespond- 


ence to the prejudice of Captain Ford, and { con- 
fidendy challenge the world to produce one sin- 
gle instance in the conduct of Captain Ford in 
which he has set the law at defiance or failed to 
discharge his duty so far as he could discharge it. 

Mr. OLIN. 1 did not read the whole letter; 
and in that and other letters the conduct of these 
parties is detailed, and the charge is abundantiy 
made out. If the facts stated are true, not only 


| has Captain Ford, but those other men, taken 


every opportunity to set at defiance the public 
authority, so faras there wasa faint attempt made 
to pul in execution the laws against these men. 

Mr. Chairman, I should have closed some time 
ago, but for the constant interruptions of gentle- 
men. I have nothing further to add, cxcept to 
repeat my sincere desire that gentlemen will take 
up and examine this correspondence. They will 
then have an intelligible state of facts presented 
before them, which will enable them to vote upon 
this question, as to the propriety of raising’ this 
Texas regiment. If they think it worth while to 
abandon the further use of the Army for every 
purpose for which it has been hitherto maintained 
and kept, and to say that whenever an occasion 
offers, whenever small outrages of this kind are 
committed, the Army shall stand still and look 
on, and a volunteer force shall be employed, at 
the expense of the General Government, to do 
what it was supposed the Army would do, and 
what an army ought to do if kept up—if the 
House is willing to take that view of the ques- 
tion, then it will sustain the amendment of the 
This subject, I know, has been perti- 
naciously urged upon the committee, and an im- 
portance has been attempted to be thrown around 
it, and a significance given to it, for which, inmy 
judgment, there was no necessity. I know there 
is very little disposition in the country to increase 
the regular standing Army. There is littie dispo- 
sition, in my judgment, cither North or South, to 
do that. A standing army is, at the best, but a 
necessary evil; and where there is least of it, 
thereis generally more security. Al the use that 
we have had for an Army, for the last six years, 
has been to dragoon the people into a base com- 
pliance with Executive dictation—a use as dis- 
honorable to the Army as it wag to those who di- 
rected it. 

But I will say, to the credit of that Department 
generally, and the officers in command of it, that 
there is not one, in my judgment, who would 
sanction a measure of this kind. Ido net know 
how: they may feel about speaking of it here, 


! where it is known that one word of dissent from 


the views or wishes of the head of the Department 
is a sentence of banishment from this capital. 1 
do not know how far they will talk upon this 
subject; but if they willtalk, you will not find one 
man of them, except he may belong to the super- 


- annuated corps, who would recommend this meas- 


ure, which is as disgraceful and dishonorable to 
the Army as any proposition canwellbe, These 
men, thus educated, thus trained, thus schooled in 
everything pertaining to their line of duty, are to 
be set aside for such men as Captain Baylor and 
his associates, who can creep upon a camp of 
Indian women and children, and, before their eyes 
are opened from their sleep, put them to ‘that 
sleep which knows no waking,” 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from New 
York will allow me to say that Captain Ford was 


i not there, and had nothing to do with that trans- 
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action; and my recollection is, that Mr. Baylor 
was not there. 

Mr. OLIN. I did not say he was. The gentle- 
man from Texas is over sensitive. Thanking the 
committee for the attention it has given me, I will 
leave the subject in its hands, 


TEXAS VOLUNTEER REGIMENT. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. J. HAMILTON, 
OF TEXAS, 
In riz House or Representatives, 
April 18, 1869. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on the Senate amendments to the Mili- 
tary Academy bill— 


Mr. HAMILTON said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: After the facts which the Com- 
mittee of the Whole fave had so fully and fairly 
stated by my colleague, as to the necessity which 
exists for the appropriation which we ask, I would 
not feel called upon to detain the committec for a 
moment, were it not for the fact that the sufferers, 
for the most part, in the late Indian war in Texas, 
were my immediate constituents; and that those 
who are still in danger are, for the most part, 
within the limits of the district which I have the 
honor to represent. I had expected, Mr Chair- 
man, stern opposition to be made to this amend- 
ment. Indeed, I knew it would be made; and I 
had expected that arguments, such as are usually 
addressed to the attention of the House, would 
be pressed and urged on gentlemen here as rea- 
sons good and satisfactory to their minds for their 
resistance to this measure. But, sir, 1 must con- 
fess my utter astonishment at the character and 
linc of argumentof the gentleman trom New York, 
(Mr. Ouiw.] I feel conscious that his mind has 
been warped by only a partial examination of the 
facts, it may be, or by false statements which he 
has chosen rather to regard than to ascertain the 
true merits of the controversy. And before Ipro- 
ceed toanythinglikeargamentin favor ofthis meas- 
ureas onc necessary to the protection of the people 
of Texas, I wish to say to that gentleman that the 
masses whom he has characterized in his speech 
as lawless, as abandoned, as imbued witha spirit 
which would lead them to destroy mercilessly in- 
offensive women and children, are not such as he 
has represented them. Such a representation is not 
warranted by any fact which he can produce from 
the records which he has read, any more than it 
has an existence, in point of fact, outside of that 
record. 

Jt would be strange indeed, Mr. Chairman, if 
there was not a man to be found in Texas who 

, would be guilty of lawlessness and violence. I 
am willing to concede that there have been and 
are lawless men there, as they are to be found 
elsewhere throughout the country, not only on 
the frontier, but in the oldest and best organized 
communities through the length and breadth of the 
land. The community to which the gentleman re- 
ferred was driven to exasperation by along course 
of outrages; till a®ast, for the security of them- 
selves and their families, they were impelled to 
go and demand justice at the hands of the Indians, 
They had, indeed, to threaten violence in order to 
secure something like an immunity from danger. 
And to say that they are therefore lawless, heart- 
less, blood-thirsty, murderous men, is a libel on 
their character. “itis false. It has no existence 
in fact. They are as honorable, as honest, as 
law-abiding—they are as generous, as noble, and 
as brave, as the gentleman from New York. 
There are many of the men who were engaged in 
that matter, whom he would not like to face and 
tell them that they are of the character which he 
has been endeavoring to depict to this TIouse. In- 
deed, it would not be safe for him to doit. They 
might be induced to commit an act of lawlessness 
on him such as they would never do to a defense- 
less woman, or to a man who was not engaged in 
wanton and unmerited insult. Now, as to the 
appropriation which is asked in the amendment. 

I think I have said enough to defend the repu- 
tation of these people; but I willadd another word 
béfore I leave the subject. 1t has been said by the 
gentleman from New York that right there com- 
menced the difficulties under which we are labor- 


ing; whereas the record teems witht evidence— 
and certainly he must have willfully closed his 
eyes to it, or he would have scen it—that the dif- 
ficulties originated long before. According to the 
authority of the United States officers in command 
of the military department, and who were charged 
with the duty of looking to the protection of these 
péople, they had been, for a series of years, rep- 
resenting to the Government in this city the ab- 
solute necessity for additional means to give them 
the power to. do what they were sent to do—that 
outrages and wrongs were being almost daily per- 
petrated on the people of the country. This was 
long before the Indian reservation had an exist- 
ence; long before the policy had been entered upon 
of colonizing the land given by the State of Texas 
for the purpose of having the Indians located 
where they could’be looked to by the United 


States officers and kept free from the molestation | 


of the people of Texas. I say that the corre- 
spondence of the past four or five years should 
have shown the gentleman that the difficulties on 
the frontiers did not commence with this war, as it 
is termed, on the reserve Indians; but that the war 
which had commenced upon them—if it is to be 
called a war—originated in the facts as stated by 
my colleague. 

It is true, that depredations, murders, and thefts 
committed upon the/fronticr settlers, did immedi- 
ately precede the qAarrel with the reserve Indians, 
and were, in fact,fihe cause of the troubles that 
ensued. 

These depredations were traced with such cer- 
tainty to the reserve Indians, that no doubt of their 
criminality existed in the minds of those most in- 
terested, and having the best means of determin- 
ing the facts. These depredations were not occa- 
sional or trivial, but, on the contrary, were for 
months of almost daily occurrence, and of the 
most atrocious character. 

Most of the property Jost on the frontier, as well 
as the murders committed, were traced directly to 
the reserve Indians. ‘True it is, that there were 
no means of obtaining absolute proof of their 
guilt; but when men, women, and children were 
found scalped on the prairie, and these Indians 
were tracked to the spot of their residence, with 
the stolen property in their possession, it was 
pretty good evidence; and they were tracked uner- 
ringly to the spot. It is very true, that if called 
upon to confess, or accused of the commission of 
the crime, these Indians would say, “ we did not 
steal the property.” 

There has been no dispute about the identity of 
the property; but the Indians would say that they 
took it in an encounter with certain wild Indians 
who had stolen it; and inasmuch as they were the 
means of recovering it, they demanded that they 
should be paid for delivering it up; and the Gov- 
ernmentagents have protected them in their fraud- 
ulent demands. Sir, our people submitted to this 
species of imposition until they could submit no 
longer. It was these reserve Indians who made 
the marauding excursions to the settlements. The 
proof against them was overwhelming—such as 
must carry conviction to the mind of every man 
cognizant of the facts. Well, sir, what were they 
to do? If their object had been to murder the In- 
dians, they could have done it; for they had them 
in their power while within the limits of the re- 
serve. But they refrained; and for what purpose? 


it was for the purpose of wringing the reluctant | 


promise of the agents of the Federal Government, 
which they at last obtained, that they should no 
more be permitted to roam at large, and go on 
these marauding expeditions. 
tion of the solitary instance which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ozry] has so frequently re- 
peated, these Indians have had no outrages com- 
mitted upon them—if outrage it could be called. 
Does the gentleman suppose that the three or four 
hundred men who united in the determination that 
the Indians should be removed from the reserve, 
wereengaged in the murder ofthe Indians, of which 
hegomplainsso much? Notatall. But the gen- 
tleman complains that Captain Ford, who was 
there in command of a compnny of rangers, and 
acting under competentauthority, would not obey 
the mandate of the civil authorities, because he 
would not descend to change the command under 
him from its military character to that of a posse 
comitatus, for the purpose of executing civil pro- 


With the excep-. 


cess. Thatis the whole ground of complaint; and 
for this, the gentleman charges him and others 
with the robbery and murder of the Indians. 

Sir, no honorable man, who has read through 
the evidence before the House upon this subject, 
would sustain the charge fora moment. There 
rests nota stain upon the private life or public 
conduct of Captain Ford. But because he did not 
see fit to obey a command of a legal officer, which 
he had no right to give, and which he was not 
properly called on to obey, he is to be held up to 
the gaze of the Representatives of the American 
Congress as a man willing to ride over all law and 
order,and commit the crimes of murder and rob- 
bery. [ repeat, sir, that there is no evidence in 
this. correspondence, unjust as some of it is, to 
justify the gentleman from New York, or any 
other gentleman upon this floor, in making such 
acharge. He did refuse to go in search of these 
parties who were charged with the murder of the 

ndians. He differed with the civil authorities as 
to the proper means of executing a civil process, 
And in refusing to obey the mandate, he simply 
did his duty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, much is said about the num- 
ber of troops in Texas. My colleague has made 
a statement of the number of companies of the 
regular troops of the Government, not only within 
the military department of Texas, but within the 
limits of the State. It willbe seen that the frontior 
of that State, extending from the mouth of the Rio 
Grande to the line of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, and thence across to Red river, comprises a 
distance of not less than two thousand three hun- 
dred miles; and, with the sinuosities of the Rio 
Grande river, perhaps one third more, certainly 
one fourth, may be added. Now, sir, is it to be 
supposed that two thousand troops will be suf- 
ficient to protect such a frontier as that? When 
we talk of requiring an additional force for the pro- 
tection of our frontier, gentlemen seem to imagine 
that nothing more is required than would be to 
repel an Indian aggression into one of the smaller 
States; while, as a matter of fact, the frontier of 
Texas is, with one or two exceptions, double the 
extent of that of any other State of the Union ne- 
cessary to be protected. But of the character of 
troops furnished us, no number would be sufficient 
for our protection. The Indians know the passes 
better than any of the troops know them; and 
they have nothing to do but to take one of those 
secret passes, leading across a country seventy- 
five orone hundred miles in breadth between the 
military posts, entirely uninhabited, commit their 
depredattons upon the settlements, and return by 
the same pass, beyond reach often before the news 
of the incursion has reached one of the military 
posts, The occupation of these posts by the in- 
fantry corps of the Army has proved no defense 
to the frontier whatever. Why, sir, the isolated 
fact is worth as much aga volume which might 
be written by any gentleman opposing this meas- 
ure, that, within the last two months, a party of 
Indians stole the horses belonging to one of these 
infantry posts, in full sight of the qflicers and men, 
leaving them to follow on foot. But, sir, it must 
be evident to every one that itis utterly impos- 
sible for a company of infantry to pursue and pun- 
ish the Indians. By the time the news reaches tho 
post, the Indians are probably a day’s travel dis- 
tant from the scene of outrage. The company, 
with four days’ rations upon the backs of the men, 
start in pursuit, and travel the first day, and stop 
for the night. At the end of the second day they 
have gone about as far as the Indians did on the 
first day; and they must return, because their ra- 
tions are only for four days, and it will require the 
other two remaining days to return. 

Now, sir, that is the kind of protection we have 
had almost ever since our annexation to the Uni- 
ted States. It is as true as any matter connected. 
with our history. With a single exception (so 
far as concerns the action of the United States 
troops) of an expedition fitted out during the last 
summer, by an officer who was capable of com- 
manding and of planning a campaign, and who 
pursued them vigorously into their fastnesses, they 
have notgiven ussecurity or avenged our wrongs. 

But, Mr. Chairman, some arguments have been 
resorted to in the course of this discussion, which, 
I think, are unfair. The gentleman from Ohio, 
the chairman of the Military Committee, [Mr. 
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Sranron,] objects, in the first place, that even if 
it were advisable to increase the force as proposed, 
with troops adequate to the service, as is proposed 
by this bill, they should not be raised from the 

eople on the frontier of Texas, against whom, 
he thinks, the Indians require as much protection 
as the people on the frontier require against the 
Indians.. Now, sir, I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to consider one'fact. I know he means to be 
fair. Ihave always found him to beso. If these 
troops are raised and placed under the control of 
a United States officer, will they not be as much 
under the control of the Federal authorities, and 
compelled to do the duties thatarcassigned to them, 
whether within the limits of Texas or outside her 
limits, as the Government may require, in the same 
manner and as absolutely as any other United 
States troops? And Fask the question whether, 
if this regiment be raised, it will not be placed 
under the control of the War Department, and 
subjected to the same discipline that exists in any 
other portion of the Army of the United States? 
Will it not be compelled to do duty where it is 
ordered ? 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I will answer his question. 

Mr. HAMILTON, 1 yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. STANTON, Undoubtedly the regiment 
will be under the control of the War Department, 
and under the command of the officer in charge of 
the ‘Texas department. The regiment will be 
under the command of its own colonel. If the 
regiment is ordered to pursuc a band of Indians; 
it will then be entirely left to the discretion of the 
oieors and soldiers who go out upon the expe- 

ition. . 

Mr. HAMILTON. So faras thatis concerned, 
I know of but one way of chastising the Indians, 
and that is, to find them and kill them if you can. 
(Laughter. 

Mr.STANTON. My mode of operation would 
be not to kill women and children, and I would 
notattack non-combatants when they were willing 
to surrender. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I will say, in response to 
the gentleman from Ohio, that if he had about a 
dozen arrows shot at him by a squaw, and she 
was standing ready to let fly the thirteenth, he 
would not stop long to consider, but would shoot 
her down with a ball from his revolver without a 
shudder. The women are generally dressed so 
much like the men that it is difficult to tell one 
from the other in the hurry and excitement of 
battle; and thus it has sometimes happened that’ 
they have shared the fate of the warriors of the | 
tribe. I think thatthe gentleman from Ohio would 
be likely to kill one of those squaws, if engaged 
in battle with the tribe, without being aware that 
she was nota man. The similarity of dress be- | 
tween the males and females, and the fact that the 
latter often engage in battle with the former, ac- 
counts for the fact thata number of them have 
been killed without the troops knowing that such 
was the case until after it had happened. The 
women fightas desperately as the men, and some- 
times as effectively, | 

But, sir, what {f wish to call the gentleman’s | 
attention to is fhis: he seems to have an idea | 
that if you put this regiment upon the frontier of | 
Texas, it would exercise its power to kill Indians 
wherever they found them, and without regard 
to whether they were peaccful or hostile. £ will 
tell the gentleman that there are no settlements 
outside of the line of posts. "There are very few, 


be molested. Ido not think that the gentleman 
from Ohio is treating the Government fairly when 
he states the hypothesis that it would authorize 
the pursuit and indiscriminate slaughter of the 
Indians, just because the troops in the service 
might have the capacity to do it. Certainly, no 


thority. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no vindictivencss on the 
part of the people of Texas against these Indians, 
except that which naturally exists in the bosom 
of those who have been heavy sufferers by In- 
dian hostilities. I imagine that the gentleman 
from Obio (Mr. Sranron] would feel very mach 
lke a great many men in Texas, if he had lost his 
son and found his dead body lying upon the site 
of his homestead with his scalp torn off and his 
body stuck full of arrows, or if he found his wife 
slaughtered upon her own threshold, or if his 
daughter was carried into captivity and. remitted 
to a fate in comparison with which death would 
be a gracious boon—I imagine that he would, in 
either of these cases, feel differently from what 
he docs now, and that he would concede that if 
there is any vindictiveness felt, if there is any de- 
sire entertained to pursue and punish these sav- 
ages, there has been ample cause for it. 

We do not ask the Government to give the 
people of Texas the power to go and hunt these 

ndians because they have wronged us; but we 
ask the Government to give us the means to pro- 
tect ourselves from further aggression, or to pun- 
ish the aggressors. 

. We want nothing more; and it is all that we 
have asked, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the argument that 
this complaint, coming from Texas, is trumped 
up for the purpose of having an expenditure of a 
certain amount of the public money in Texas. 1 
have to say that it deserves no reply. Itis false. 
It never had an existence in fact, The people of 
Texas would prefer to have no troops there, either 
regular or irregular. We have had enough of 
troops since the day when the flag of the lone 
star was first raised, and the time has arrived 
when the people want repose from war. They 
want depredations to cease. 

I want to call the attention of the committee to 
the statements with reference to the designs of the 
present executive of Texas, and that, too, in con- 
nection with his urgent demands on the Govern- 
ment for calling this regiment into the service, 

It has been intimated’ that General Houston 
perhaps had some ulterior design upon Mexico, 
and that he felt that his mission with regard to the 

eople of that country had not been fulfilled. 

Vow, it has been said he thought it the moment 
for crossing the Rio Grande; and that, if he could 
get the control of this regiment, he might find the 
means of diverting it from its original object 
and swelling his ranks, destined to march to the 
city of Mexico. 1 desire to state that Governor 
Houston has no such design; and he has sent one 
of his aids to this city on the subject, charged 
with the duty of making known to the President 
of the United States, in the most solemn manner, 
that, so far from havingany such design, he wanted 
not one company of this regiment stationed upon 
the Rio Grande at all, preferring that the United 
States troops should occupy posts there, which, 
in his judgment, would give peace to that front- 
icr; and that this regiment should be employed 
upon the northern border, in the protection of the 


if there are any; and the Indians are not permit- 
ted to come within the line of posts, and upon the 
settled portions of Texas, unless they are will- 
ing to be considered hostile. If found there, the 
presumption is (and they know that such will be 
the presumption) that they are there for no good 
purpose, and that they are hostile. They have 
the right to expect such treatment as is extended 
to hostile Indians. I presume that the War De- 
partment would not authorize the troops to go 
beyond the line of posts, except for the purpose 
of pursuing such Indiansas had been within that 
line. Then, in that case, I suppose that this 
regiment, or any other portion of the Army of the 
United States, would be authorized to follow them 
and to punish them. If they are without the lim- 
its of our frontier and peaceful, if they are doing 
us no harm, it is not to be supposed that they will 
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| homes of the people from the savages. 

But it is said that there is no official information, 
such as this House could consider sufficient, going 
to show that anything like war existed on the part 
of the Indians upon the northern frontier of Texas. 
I want to know of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Oury,] whether he regards the solemn com- 
munication of the executive of the State of Texas, 
who is clothed with power and authority to rep- 


Government, is not official information? Frem 
| what source is his information to come? Is the 
communication of the Governor of Texas not so 
good as if it came from an officer of the United 
States Army in that State? It isnot my purpose 
to say anything in defense of the character of the 
present executive of Texas. He requires no de- 
! fense here, either as a man or as a public officer, 


resent the condition of his people to the national | 


l 
i 
i 
| 
i 


such thing could possibly be intended by the Gov- | 
ernment, or those acting underits orders and au- | 


He is known to the country. But if he'wereun- 
known to fame, it is enough to:know that he is 
Governor of the State of ‘Texas. He, under the 
sanctions of his ‘official’ oath, represents to the 
Government of the United States the condition öf 
the people of his State; and yét we are to be told 
that there is not official information upon which 
gentlemen can rely with certainty as to the exist- 
ing state of affairs in Texas! {will read an offi- 
cial communication addressed tome, as one of the 
Representatives of the State of Texas, dated the 
l6th of March, ultimo. The Secretary of State 
says: 
STATE DEPARTMENT, AUSTIN, March 16, 1860. : 

Sm: [have the honor to inclose you a list; made up 
from authentic information, on file in, the executive de- 
partment, of persons killed and horses stolen by the indi- 
ans. i 

Also, “orders” issued by Governor Houston. 

Very respectfully, E. W. CAVE, ‘ 

; Secretary of State. 

P. S.—We have in the Indian service, hesides these min- 
ute men, over threchundred rangers; yet matters are get- 
ting worse. g E W.C. 

Hon. A. J. HAMILTON, y 
List of persons killed and wounded by the Indians in the last 

Jour months. 

In Erath county~Two women killed; two taken prison- 
ers and violated. Both escaped naked; one since dead. 
Fivo persons killed. . 

i In Bosque—Two ministers shot with arrows; one since 
dead. 

In Camanche—Five pefsons killed—men, women, and 
children. Two (father and daughter) not yet found; sup- 
posed to be dead. 

In Burnett —Three persons killed; two men severely 
wounded. 

In San Saba—One man killed. 

In Jack—Nine persons killed; houses robbed and plun- 
dered, 

In Bosque—Three men killed. 

In Brown—Five persons killed ; two taken prisoners. 

In Coryell—One man killed. 

In Betl—Thiree persons killed; two taken prisoners. 

On Clear Fork—Two persons killed. 

In Cook-—One woman killed. 

In Gillespie—Kour persons killed. 

In Gillespic—One person killed, 

On overland route—Two persons killed. 

In Webb—T'wo persons killed. l 

Fifty-one persons killed, and probably as many more 
wounded and taken prisoners. 

Eighteen hundred horses stolen, including seventy from 
the United States troops at camp Cooper. 

Since the above statement was transmitted to the War 
Department, two other persons have been killed-—one in 
Palo Pinto, and one in Burnett. 


The number that had been killed upto that time, 
within a space of four months, was fifty-three. 
Since then Į have received additional information 
from the same source, which I do not happen to 
have about me just now, that twelve more persons 
were killed, Thatinformation was of twenty days 
ago. What has occurred since then I have not 
the means of knowing. : 

The gentleman from New York said that the 
war had ceased. Upon what authority does he 
declare that Indian depredations there have ceased? 
He must have means of information not at my 
command, or that of colleague, or any other gen- 
tleman of this House. The last information Ñ ře- 
ceived from home states that this thing is growing ` 
constantly worse; and I take it for granted that 
the information is correct. If the gentleman has 
other information, let him communicate it. 

Mr. OLIN madea remark which was entirely 
inaudible to the reporter. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Idonot know that it makes 
much difference with the gentleman from New 


| York or myself whether weare killed by organized 


or unorganized bands of Indians. “The effect 
would be about the same upon us, and upon the 
community. Itis true—and this discloses one of 
the difficulties we labor under—that if all the In- - 
dians who are hostile to the people of Texas were 
embodigd together, and would keep together, it 
would be comparatively casy to deal with them, 
and secure peace and quiet. They could be hunted 
down and subdued. It is because we have nota 
| properly organized force, and because, as a matter 
of policy, the Indians break up into little bands, 
and commit dgpredations, that we-desire a pecu- 
liar character of force to trail them and overtake 
them. 

| Ifthe Indians would come together and embody 
their forces, to the number of five or six thousand, 
the infuntry of the United States Army would be 
a serviceable force against them; and perhaps we 
could dispense with a cavalry and mounted infan- 
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try force, or such a force as we are now asking 
for. But just as long as the Indians pursue the 
line of policy they have heretofore pursucd, and 
which we have no reason to suppose will be 
changed, just so long will it be impossible for the 
present character of force employed to chastise 
them, or to prevent the constant recurrence of 
these depredations. f . 

It has seemed to me that because Texas has so 
long and so patiently borne this state of things, 
the public has become deaf to all appeals for pro- 
tection to her interests. 

I venture the assertion, that within two years 
hundreds of her citizens have perished by the 
hands of the Indians; many of them by their own 
hearth-stones, many of them upon their farms; and 
that almost as many more have been carried into 
captivity. Butthis thing has been going on so 
long, and the people of ‘Texas have borne it so 
patiently, that these outrages have not aroused in 
the public mind that state of cxcited feeling which 
would be aroused should the same thing happen 
in one of the old States, where such things never 
occurred, or if ever, so long past that they are no 
‘longer remembered. People who live in the in- 
terior and remote from danger are slow to realize 
the condition of their brethren upon the frontiers. 
LT state itas n fact, that, within the last eighteen 
months or two years, the line of our frontier has 
receded, in some instances,to the abandonment of 
almost entire counties. In the whole tier of coun- 
ties on the fronticr the people have been entirely 
broken up, their property mostly stolen or de- 
stroyed; and the people from the interior,as recent 
information authorizes me to state, were obliged 
to send provisions to sustain the people on the 
frontier, who had been compelled to leave their 
homes and embody themselves in hastily con- 
structed forts. Many of their citizens have been 
killed or carried into captivity. Andeven within 
sixty miles of the State capital persons have been 
murdered, and women and children carried into 
captivity, since Llefthome. Task you, how long 
shall we bear these things? 

Is this inaugurating a new policy in reference 
to the Army, asg claimed by a gentleman on the 
other side of the House? This is not the first time 
in the history of the Government that temporary 
troops have been called out to protect an exposed 
linc of frontier. 

Another fact: General Houston, in one of his 
late communications to the War Department, 
states the fact—whether he was moved. to it by 
the idea suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, or not, Ido notknow—but he states the fact 
that, if charged with the duty of superintending 
the organization of this regiment, it will be his 
policy not to make it up upon the fronticr, but 
from the interior counties of the State not subject 
to hostile aggressions from the Indians, so that the 
people upon this fronticr, who have been worn out 
in the contest with these Indians, may have repose 
and rdmain at home, to improve their farms and 
their condition, So that the influence which the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs so 
much deprecates will not coutrol the troops that 
will be called into the service. But I tell the gen- 
ileman, upon the responsibility of my position 
here asa Represcntative, as well as upon my 
honor as aman, thatif that fotce were made up of 
people upon the extreme frontier, where all these 
sufferings have been endured, they would not 
make war upon Indians not hostile, and that they 
would not murder women and children. ‘They 
only want ample protection. They do not want 
their property stolen, nor their wives and children 
murdered or carried into captivity. 

One word in reference to another subject which 
has been dragged into this discussion. will not 
say one word in disparagement of the late super- 
intendentof the Texas Indians, Major Neighbors. 
No one in the State of Texas deplored his death 
more than I did. Tam well satisfied that his object 
was to discharge his duties faithfylly to the Gov- 
ernment, and to protect the Indians. On the other 
hand, I have no doubt that his zeal in the dis- 
charge of his duty led to-crimination and recrim- 
ination on his part, which were not warranted by 
the state of facts. The people of the frontier had 
caught the Indians in the very act of murdering 


the people and stealing their property, and Major i} 


Neighbors, in his zeal to protect and guard the 
rights of the Indians, was reluctant to admit that 
this wrong was rightfully charged tothem. It 
seems that his dcath is to be made to cut some 
figure in this discussion, and some correspond- 
ence has been alluded toas if to show that his 
death was to be traced directly to the frontier peo- 
ple in their war upon. the Indians. I state that 
such is not the fact, and that it is not so understood 
in Texas, or in any portion of Texas. His death 
is directly attributable to a private feud between 
himselfand aman whom he had charged with steal- 
ing horses. I state it as a matter of fact, and upon 
as good authority as any man has here, that a man 
who was a fricnd of Major Neighbors told me 
that his death grew out of that charge. 

2 Mr. OLIN. The official correspondence ;I think, 
will show that his death was attributable, not to 
the charge that a certain man was a horse thief, 
but to the fact of some very free conversation by 
him in reference to the death of an Indian. 

. Mi. HAMILTON. ‘Thegentleman from whom 
I obtained my information was neither connected 
with the Indians nor with the fronticr people in 
this controversy. Hoe was a friend of Major 
Neighbors, and was standing by his side when 
he was shot. Ee told me that Major Neighbors 
almost fell upon him when he Jost his life; and 
that the shooting grew out of the fact that the man 
who shot him, and whose name I have forgotten, 
was charged by Major Neighbors, or said he had 
been so charged, with being a horse thief. He 
called upon him to retract what he had said. 
Major Neighbors did not do it, and he was shot. 

Mr. OLIN. I call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Texas to what the Indian sub-agent 
says on the subject, on page 702 of the report: 

i T'he next morning Major Neighbors walked up in town, 
and after having accomplished liis business, was attempt- 
ing to return to our camp or temporary residence, but was 
assailed on the way by aman, who is presumed to have 
been an entire stranger to him, was shot, and died in twenty 
minutes. ‘This tragical affair was said to have been occa- 
sioned by pretty free conversation on the- part of Major 


Neigbbors on account of the killing a reserve Indian not 
Jong sinee.?? 


Mr. HAMILTON. That is justas I expected. 
Now, what fact is stated there? The sub-agent 
says that this man was “presumed” to be s 
stranger to Major Neighbors, and that the affair 
“ was said to have been occasioned” by some re- 
marks attributed to Major Neighbors. Ido not 
see that this is any authority at all; nor has it 
been stated on the authority of any man, so far 
as I have heard, that the shooting grew out of any 
such thing. Onthecontrary, every statementmade 
wad published to the country, by those who were 
present at the time, attribute it to what I have al- 
ready stated—a grievance which the man sup- 
nosed he labored under, because of a charge which 
Major Neighbors made against his integrity as a 
citizen. 

So much for that matter. I did not want to 
have the discussion of this measure trammeled by 
the consideration that the death of this man (who, 
I admit, was a faithful public officer, and who was 
my warm personal friend) was to be attributed 
directly or indirectly to the troubles existing be- 
tween the people of the frontier and the reserve 
Indians. {Ít was never so understood in Texas. 
No friend of Major Neighbors there gave it that 
version, so far as I have ever heard. 

Mr. OLIN. One month before the death of 
Major Neighbors, in a communication to the In- 
terior Department of the Government, speaking 
of the hostilities of these men who were exciting 
troubles on the border, he says: ‘‘ I have no doubt 
they will take my own life’’—a prophecy fulfilled | 
one month afterwards. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That may be. He was 
not the first man who anticipated his death; and 
the fact that he had cause to believe there were 
men there wl did not owe him good will does 
not prove that the act was committed by one of 
these men. He might have been killed by one of 
them, if he had not’been killed in the manner and 
for the reason I have stated. But I speak of the 
facts as they existed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will trouble the com- 
mittec fora few minutes by reading from Governor | 
Hlouston’s official correspondence with the De- 


partment of War, for the purpose.of showing his i 
object, and of refuting the idea that there has been 


| situation of Texas; an empty treasury, the Indian oul 


no official information communicated to the Gov- 
ernment on which either this Government or Con- 
gress ought to act in giving speedy. relief to the 
people of Texas: 


Austin, February 15, 1860... l 
Sır: T have the honor to forward, by my friend, Generat 


! Forbes Britton, assistant adjutant gencral of the State, and 


a prominent member of the State Senate, dispatches which 
i dcem of importance, and desire that his Excellency the 
President shaji consider the contents thereof. § deplore the 
3 
unexampled for the last ten years, and the forays from M 
ico on our southern borders, are well calculated to impress 
the mind of the executive of the State of Texas with the 
intricacies of the attitude which he has, in justice to hig 
fellow-citizens and humanity, to.assume, should not the 
Federal arm be speedily raised and extended in behalf or 
our suffering frontier. The executive of Texas is greatly 
desirous to avoid any course which might raise even a ques- 
tion as to the propricty of his action. Notwithstanding all 
his noderation and desire to eschew an attitude unpleasant 
to him, he may, in a short time, be required to resort to the 


| indefeasible right of self-defense to protect his fellow-citi- 
i zens. He will, in addition to manifest forbearance, endeav- 


‘or yet further to defer to the action of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. But matters new and startling may arise, and he 
may feel that his duty is to meet the emergency in carrying 
his action so far as to not only repel the aggressions of 
Mexico, but to adopt such measures as will prevent the 
oceurrence of similar inroads upon our frontier. 

‘Texas can, and will if appealed to, in thirty days be able 
to muster in the field ten thousand men, who are anxious, 
embarrassed as her finances are, to make reclamation upon 
Mexico for all her wrongs. 

Can we hope for aid from the Federal Government? 

Ihave the honor to be, your most obedient servant, 

SAM HOUSTON. 


And again, under date of the 12th of March, in 
a communication addressed to the Secretary of 
War, is the following: 


“Sm: Realizing that it is my duty to address your De~ 
partment, that it may be laid before his Excellency, the 
President, I thus devote myself to action for two purposes— 
first, to vindicate myself from misapprehension; and next, 
to obtain, it possible, protection for our frontier inbabitants, 
whose suffering and losses, I feel assured, are not felt or * 
known by the Government. 

«In a New Orleans paper my eye met a telegraphic 
dispatch of the 3d instant, fron: Washington, stating that 
the ‘ President disapproves of the action taken by Governor 
Houston in calling out volunteers in Texas to defend the 
frontier.” I can but feel assured that this remark, in view 
of the facts which have transpired since my induction into 
office, cannot be justified, aud calls for refutation, for the 
reason that J have ordered no troops on the Rio Grande, 
or destined for that frontier. 

& To Hon. Joux B. ¥ LoD, Secretary of War.” 


A farther extract from the same letter: 
“ Now, as to my calling out volunteers, you will be able 


| to judge of the propriety of my call when you haye the facts 


which E present to the Department before you. For the in- 


| formation of the Department, E have to state that, within 


id 


the fast four months, our Indian frontier, as well as some 
counties considered in the interior, have been exposed to 
ruthless depredations from the Indians, some of them within 
forty-four miles of our State capital. Accompanying this 
letter, I send the Departmenta list of persons killed, as wet 
as the localities in which the murders were perpetrated. In 
the last four months fifty-one persons were killed, and many 
wounded in cseuping from the savages. Horsesto the num- 
ber of cighteen hundred have been stolen, and within the 
last few days seventy horses were stolen from the dragoons 
at camp Cooper. 

& When the orders which have been issued by the exec- 
utive of Texas reach the Department, they will at once 
show the necessity of his course, as wcll as the propriety of 
‘calling out volunteers in Texas to defend the frontier? 

“J cannot but urge most carnestly the calling out of a 
regiment of rangers by the Federal Government, to protect 
the lives and property of our citizens.”? 

And again, in a communication addressed to 
the people of Texas, on the 24th of March, the 
executive of Texas uses the following language: 

“ Our bleeding and suffering fellow-citizens on the front- 
ier cali for aid. ‘The services of all those in a situation to 
respond to the call of humanity are needed to arrest the 
thetts, murders, and rapine, of which tidings are borne by 
express almost daily to the executive. If there are any 
who meditate an independent invasion of Mexico, ho points 
them to their own race—theirown kindred and felow-cit- 
izens—the helpless women and children of the frontier. 

“it will thus be seen that J have presented fully the con- 
dition of Texas, and have used all proper means to insure 
the action of the Federal Government, and save ‘Texas the 
necessity of acting for herself. 

«The folowing dispatch, just received from the Seere- 
tary of War, will show that my tender of volunteers will 
not be accepted, and that but a very smali quantity of arms 
can be obtained.” 


Governor Houston hasbeen continuously, from 
the time he was inducted into office up to the last 
mails that have reached us from Texas, as a faith- 
ful executive officer charged with the duty of sec- 
ing that the people of his State were protected, 
urging on the Government the necessity of giving 
such protection to the people of Texas. When 
his first communication reached here, the Texas 
delegation in Congress—the Senators and Repre- 
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sentatives from that State—in obedience to the 
joint resolution of the Legislature, called on the 

ecutive of the nation. He urged, as a reason 
for not calling out this regiment of volunteers—and 
the only reason—that there was no appropriation 
made for the purpose; that he had not the means. 
The Secretary of War urged the same reason. It 
has been said here that the Executive has not sanc- 
tioned this proposition; and it has been even said 
that no officer of the Government or of the Army 
can be found to sanction anything of the sort. 1 
am very reluctant, Mr. Chairman, to charge, in- 
directly, the Secretary of War or the President of 
the United States with duplicity in their commu- 
nications, whether written or oral, with the Rep- 
resentatives of the people of any portion of the 
country. I stated here that I understood the Pres- 
ident, in my communication with him, to say that 
he would afford immediate aid if he had the power, 
so faras moncy is concerned, of maintaining this 
volunteer regiment. 

If he did xfot intend that I should so understand 
him, he certainly made observations that were 
calculated to produce that impression upon my 
mind, and he must have intended to produce that 
impression. I know that did not misunderstand 
the Secretary of War. He said that, irhis judg- 
ment, it was necessary and proper that a regiment 
should be.called out; that the Department had not 
the necessary force at their disposal, of a descrip- 
tion suitable to give protection to our frontier; 
and that we needed it at as early a day as it could 
be raised. He urged the propriety of going before 
this House and the Senate and asking for the 
amount of money necessary for the accomplish- 
ment of this object. : 

But I call the attention of gentleman to the fact 
that the bill does not make it compulsory upon 
the President to call out this regiment, unless in 
his discretion it may be deemed necessary. It 
simply provides the authority, leaving the ques- 
tion as to whether the exigency requires the regi- 
ment to be raised in the discretion of the President 
of the United States. It is the duty of the Presi- 
dent to usc the military force at his disposal for 
the protection of every pars of the country need- 
ing such protection; and I take it for granted that 
there never was a time, and I trust there never 
will be a time, when we have a President whom 
we are afraid to trust, when one regiment ofiroops 
are placed at his disposal for the protection of the 
people, the civilized people of any portion of this 
Confederacy. It may, in the judgment of the 
President, not be advisable to call out this regi- 
ment. If he deems that more troops are neces- 
sary in Texas, he may not think this is the proper 
description of force. He may take the same view 
of the matter that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Stanton] has presented in this House to-day; or 
he may be of the opinion, if the regiment is called 
out, that they can be employed to better advantage 
elsewhere than in Texas, and the regiment may 
be ordered to another section of the country, and 
other forces employed in Texas, The whole sub- 
ject is left in his discretion, as will be seen by 
reference to the amendment itself,in which is this 
provision: 

“That the money hereby appropriated, or any part thereof, 
shall not be withdrawn trom the T'reasury unless the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall be of opinion that the exi- 


gencies of the public service in Texas require the calling 
out of the regiment as atoresaid.”” 


The whole thing is left in the hands of the Pres- 
ident. All we ask of this House is to adopt this 
amendment, upon which the Senate have acted, 

lacing it in the power of the President, if he be- 
ieves, in his deliberate judgment, under the sanc- 
tions of his official oath, that the cxigencics of the 
Texas frontier require that the regiment shall be 
raised, to take the necessary steps for calling it 
out. With that state of facts, the money may be 
drawn out of the Treasury; but not otherwise. 

Mr. JUNKIN. Is not the regiment to be placed 
under the command of officers to be elected by 
themselves? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I will state frankly that 
the command of the regiment, in accordance with 
the provisions of the bill, is to be vested in an offi- 
cer elected by the regiment; but that officer will 
be under the control and direction of the War De- 
partment as much as any officer of any other reg- 
iment of the regular Army. The general officer 


A 


re 


| the reserves. 


| the Government with its knowledge, who encour- 


of the Army, in command of the military depart- 
ment, will have, of course, under the War De- 
partment, entire control over the regiment. 

A gentleman asks, why not give the money to 
the State of Texas and allow them to manage the 
matter in their own way? So far as we are con- 
cerned, we should much prefer that course had 
been taken. We would. ask of the Government 
no regiment of Federal troops, if they would fur- 
nish us with the means of protecting ours@}ves; 
but, supposing such a course would meet with 
more opposition than the one pursued by us, and 
especially in view of the practic of the Govern- 
ment in a former instance, when authority was 
given to raise a regiment of mounted volunteers 
for the same service, we did not suppose that such 
a proposition as the gentleman suggests, simply 
to appropriate a sum of money to enable the people 
of Texas to suppress Indian hostilities, would be 
considered practicable, and therefore we have made 
the request in the shape in which it appears in the 
amendment now under consideration. 

But, sir, the relicf which is proposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio would not meet the emer- 
gency which is now uponus. I believe the change 
in the character of the regular forces of the Army, 
which the gentleman proposes, would be a whole- 
some and good one, to be made independent of 
the immediate wants of the people of Texas; but 
to wait for the change to be made, and for the 
troops to be trained, would afford us no relief in 
our present difficulties. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will make a simple al- 
lusion to what has been said as to the Indians who 
are committing these hostilities. Gentlemen have 
spoken on the subject as if the whole matter had 
grown out of the troubles with these reserve Indi- 
ans. Why, sir, the Indians who have been and 
are giving us the most trouble, are Indians in no 
manner connected with the reserve; and the same | 
hostilities existed to some extent with these In- 
dians before any troubles existed in reference to 
the reserve Indians. But few, comparatively, of 
the Indians of Texas have ever been collected in 
A large portion of the Camanche 
tribe have never been collected, and never could 
be induced to come under the regulations of the 
reservations. They have always been hostile to 
Texas from the day when that State had an exist- 
ence either as a national or State government. 
They have always, from time to time, opposed 
the people of that State, and have committed 
depredations upon the frontier. Their hostility 
has been in no way connected with the reserve 
Indians. Before the removal from their reserve, | 
those Indians were in the habit of committing dep- 
redations upon the people of the frontier, and 
they are doing it to-day. It has nothing to do 
with troubles growing out of the reserve Indians, 
and therefore the argument amoftnts to nothing, 
except to show the ignorance of gentlemen upon 
the subject. 

It has been correctly remarked, by a gentleman 
on my right, that these Indians have never re- 
garded Texas as a part of the United States at 
all. They learned to regard us as a separate people 
during our separate nationality; and they have 
continued so to regard us to this day as forming 
no part of the United States Government. 

And again: the course pursued by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior in reference to the Indians, 
though not so intended, has been adverse to the 
interests of the people of Texas. They get them 
together at various trading houses and agencies 
beyond the limits of Texas, hold talks with them, 
furnish them with guns and ammunition, with 
food and clothing; and by these very means they | 
are enabled to come down and commit their dep- 
redations upon our people. And there are still į 
others, traders, not in any way connected with 


age the Indians to commit depredations, and buy 
the horses stolen from our people, knowing them | 
to be stolen—thus driving a lucrative trade upon 
the misfortunes, wrongs, and outrages of an inno- 
cent people, | 
I will make one remark in regard to the report | 
of the Secretary of the Interior, which has been 
read from. I do not charge upon that officer any 
design to do injustice to the people of Texas; 
yet, sir, he has, unwittingly perhaps, done that 
very thing. It is casy for a Federal officer to sit | 


| Texas. 


in this capital of the Government and receive in- 
formation from his agents, and then, upon their 
ex parte showing, write a report which is very 
learned in itself, but which at the same time, ma 
be extremely ignorant of the true condition of facts 
connected with the subject-matter of investigation: 
I say that such is the character.of the report of 
Secretary Thompson, when he undertakes to give 
the origin and the cause of the difficulty existing 
between the reserve Indians and the people of 
If gentlemen will refiect: for a moment 
they will perceive that the people of that frontier 
could have no motive to treat the Indians badly, 
but that they had every inducement to‘cherish 
them and to preserve the Indian reservation. It 
furnished them with a market for their produce, 
which they had not before. For a time they 
drove a lucrative business in selling the products 
of their farms, such as wheat and corn, beef, &c., 
to these Indianigencies. It was gratifying to the 
people to have such a market for their produces 
but, sir, when they found that they lost more 
than they gained, when their horses were stolen 
and their neighbors murdered, they were willing, 
at the expense of doing away with the market 
thus created for their produce, to get rid of such 
troublesome neighbors. The people determined 
that they would get rid of them, and they did get 
rid of them. 

One allusion to the charge that has been*made 
upon those people: I grant that it was not in con- 
formity with law thatthey should have demanded 
that those Indfins should be removed. In the 
first place, they demanded that they should not be 
permittod to roam at large under the pretext of 
unting. There was no necessity for their hunt- 
ing, because they were furnished with all that they 
wanted to cat. It was the policy of the Govern- 
ment that they should not be permitted to roam 
at large. It was the object of their colonization 
to prevent their roaming about, in quest of booty. 
It was to prevent the lawlessness they perpetra- 
ted upon the people of the settlements. e had 
no other means of retaining them. The people 
did not go there to kill them. If they had, they 
could haye done so, for they had the Indians in 
their power. They went to make a demonstra- 
tion;a moral one in the first place, but a physical 
one if they were driven to it. If their demands 
were not granted they determined that they would 
take the responsibility and see to it that this thing 
should cease. They determined that their prop- 
erty should not be taken, and then recovered only 
by the payment of money. Not being able to 
trust the Indians inside, they were resolved that 
they should be mustered outside of the frontier. 
When it became apparent that the Government 
was taking steps to remove the Indians the people 
were patient. They committed no act of violence, 
but they staid there for the purpose of watching 
the movements of the Indians until such time as 
the Government could remove them. You will 
sce, in the printed correspondence, that that was 
their motive for remaining there. 

A remark has been made in regard to the bad 
faith of the exccutive of Texas, Governor Run- 
nels, in this connection. I say that no man can 
put his finger upon a solitary act of omission or 
unfairness on the part of Governor Runnels in 
that unpleasant affair. He discharged his duty 
fully and faithfully. With a view of know- 
ing how to proceed, he appointed a commission 
to go and ascertain the true facts of the case— 
whether or not the Indians, in the first place, had 
committed wrongs upon the whites to justify any- 
thing the whites had done; and in thenext place, 
to ascertain how far the whites had overstepped 
the line of their duty. That commission was 
not selected with reference to the feeling of its 
members in favor of the people upon the frontier 
who had been engaged in that trouble, but it was 
composed of men selected from the interior of the 
State, separated from the frontier and from the 
Indians; men of high character and of great intel- 
ligence; men who it was known would discharge 
their duty in that capacity or any other. They 
went out and examined the whole matter, Tsup- 
pose that their official report is bntained in the 

rinted documents now before the court. 

It will be there seen that they did not stigma- 
tize the action of the frontier people as lawless; 
nor did they assert that it had been proven that 
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those people had resorted to. plunder. I have 
heard the charge made that those people had plun- 
dered the Indians. This will be quite as new to 
the people of the frontier of Texas as many other 
statements that have been made during this de- 
bate, and, I may add, aboutas true. Such a charge, 
if made against the frontier citizens of Texas asa 
community, or any considerable portion of them, 
whether those engaged in active participation m 
procuring the removal of the reserve Indians, or 
others, is an unqualified slander upon an honest 
and worthy people, and deserves but one answer— 
denunciation of the slanderer. This peoplc—so 
long the subjects of outrage, of robbery, murder, 
and insult; worn down with the struggle of years 
in resisting the accumulating evils which have 
and still surround them—now appeal to the Repre- | 
sentatives of the people of the United States to aid 
the Government in redeeming its plighted faith, 
contained in the contract of the annexation of 
Texas, to protect her citizens from their savage 
foes, 
[Here the hammer fell.) 


THE REPUBLICAN LAND POLICY —HOMES FOR 
THE MILLION. 


SPEECH OF HON. $. C. FOSTER, 
OF MAINE, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


April 24, 1860. ° 3 
Give the public lands to the people, and you settle the 
slavery question, obliterate ‘the frontiers, dispense 
with a standing army, and extinguish Mormon- 
ism. 
Mr. FOSTER said: , P | 
Mr. Cuainman: The proper disposition to be | 
made of the public lands has been, from the ori- | 
gin of the Government, a subject of grave inter- 
est, upon which the great parties of the day 


have been divided. The treaty of 1783, by which 
Great Britain acknowledged the independence of | 
her revolted colonies, fixed the western limits of | 
the Confederacy at the Mississippi river, At that ; 
| 
| 
| 
F 


day, the whole valley of the great river was an 
unbroken wilderness; and, indeed, the settlements | 
were almost confincd to the belt of land near the 


States were at that period as wild and as un- 
known to civilized man as the Rocky Mountain 
regions are to us to-day. Ifwe look at the mod- 
ern maps of the United States, the area included 
within the original limits of the Union will appear 
small; but the proportion of land to the number 
of the inhabtants was, at the commencement of 


our national existence, far greater than it is at the |j 


present time. We have made vast acquisitions | 


of territory; but the increase of population has | 


outstripped territorial expansion in a fourfold de- ; 
grec. : i 
This single comparison illustrates the immense į 
rogress which the country has made in subdu- ; 
ing the wilderness and subjecting it to the uses of 
civilized life. It also gives promise of still greater 
and more rapid victories of peace and industry in | 
the near future. Within the space of a lifetime | 
our population has advanced from the Atlantic | 
slope ofthe Alleghanies, in compactarray of States, 
to the western frontiers of Missouri and Iowa. 
We have planted States on the Pacific, and, in- į 
terspersed between these disjointed parts of the 
Confederacy, we have planted colonics, number- 
ing tens of thousands of intelligent freemen, which, 
under the fostering care of the Federal Govern- | 
ment, are destined to become States, and to com- 
plete the chain of civilization from ocean to ocean, 
In my judgment, the Government of the Union | 
is called upon by every consideration of human- 
ity and expediency to encourage the settlement of i 
the Territories as rapidly as possible. We now | 
J 
t 
i 


have two fronticrs exposed to the predatory at- | 


tacks of savage Indians, TheStates on this side of | 


the continent have a western frontier; the States | 
on the Pacific have an castern frontier. From 
whatever cause it may happen, whether from the | 
warlike habits of the Indians or from the unjust 
encroachments of white men upon these childre: 
of the forest, we know that a state of almost per 
petual hostility exists between the -people of the | 
frontiers and the savage tribes. This state of! 


things will become worse and worse, so long as 
the Territories remain wild and unsettled, and the 
Indians continue their savage customs. 

In view of what has been accomplished during 
the last cighty years ‘from small beginnings, and 
with small means, we hazard little in the predic- 
tion that the whole of our Territories may, within 
twenty years more, become organized and com- 
pactly-settled States. Eighty years ago, our pop- 
wlatfén was three million. hh is now more than 


‘thirty million, Within that period, those three 


million, and theirdeseendants, together with immi- 
grants from Europe, have settled and subdued a 
wilderness larger than that which now remains 
in its Wild state. Cannotthirty-odd million, backed 
by an increasing tide of European immigration, 
accomplish as much within the next two decades 
as three million accomplished in cighty years? Is 
it too much to anticipate the obliteration of our 
frontiers within that period ? 

1f weconsult mercly economical considerations, 
it seems to me that the Federal Government is 
bound to pursue a policy which will facilitate the 
speedy settlement of the Territories. Why do 
we keepastanding Army of twenty thousand men, 
at a cost of $26,000,000 per annum? It is not to 
protect the people of the United States from ag- 
gression upon cach other. It is not to defend 
them against the assaults of the great Powers of 
the earth. Ttis well understood that our immense 
and rapidly-growing commerce is our best protec- 
tion against the really formidable nations of the 
earth. They cannot afford to go to war with us; 
our trade is too important, too necessary to their 
prosperity, to permit the idea of war. We fear 


| nothing from abroad; nothing from domestic in- 


surrection or revolution. Why then, I repeat, do 
we keep a standing Army ata cost of $20,000,000 
per annum? The reason is obvious. It is to pre- 
vent the roving bands of Indians in the Territo- 
ries from preying upon the frontier settlers, These 
Indian savages are few in numbers; but their trade 
is war, and their means of subsistence altogether 
precarious. They are not engaged in cultivating 
the carth, nor even in pastoral pursuits. Their 
habits are those of mere savages, and their pur- 
suits, hunting, fishing, and war. When the first 
two fail them, they resort to the third. They rob 


I || caravans, they murder and despoil emigrants, | 
sea-shore. The western portions of the now old jj 


and they attack settlements. 


Now, sir, there is but one remedy for these In- | 


dian depredations, and that is, the purchase and 
settlement of their lands. This can be accom- 
plished in a very few years, if the policy of the 
Federal Government is made to conform to the 
natural tendency of American.population. Let 
us aid and encourage the settlement of the Terri- 
tories hy granting the public lands to actual set- 
tlers, The actpal settlers are the men who make 
the new States; it is their labor which confers 
value upon the lands; they make marts for the 
commerce and manufactures of the older States, 
and they are entitled to the lands. Pass this bill, 
and every foot of our Territories will, within 
twenty years, be as secure against Indian depre- 
dations as Ohio or Kentucky is to-day. 

But what is to become of the Indians? I would 
not ignore theirrights. Far from it. I would be 
more just and kind to them than this Government 
or people have ever been. But Udeny the right 
of a handful of savages to monopolize a conti- 
nent, when millions of men, more intelligent and 
better every way, need homes. I would pay the 
Indians liberally for their lands, and secure to 
them and their posterity perpetual homesteads; 
and IT would extend to hem every facility for 
learning the arts of civilized life. Above all, their 
present vagabond and destructive habits of hunt- 
mwg and war should be broken up They should 
be assignét! a permanent -home, and confined to 
it, They can never become civilized until they 
become fixed to the soil, and learn to live by its 
cultivation. They are now scattered over a mil- 
lion of square miles of territory, and are never- 
theless dying for want of the comforts of life. A 
hundredth part of that space, if cultivated, would 
support ten times their number. 

| say, therefore, let the Indians be cared for; 


| let their condition be made tenfold better, morally 
and physically; but let the wild lands on which | 


they roam be given tq civilized men who will cul- 
tivate and subdue them, The people and Gov- 


4 


| which abolishes their favorite institution? 


ernment of the United States have fallen far short 
of their duty to the Indian tribes; but their fault 
consists in not taking sufficient pains to civilize 
and christianize them. I know that honest ef= 
forts are being made to that end, and that they aré 
crowned with the promise of success; but we have 
fallen far short of our duty. The worst thing thati 
can happen for the Indians is to permit them to 
continue their present habits of war and hunting, 
to the neglect of agriculture. ‘I repeat, that the 
speedy settlement of the Territories is the onl 
remedy for a state of continual war with these 
savages, attended with the expense of a large and 
growing standing Army. : gee 
There is another evil which the remoteness and 
wildness of our immense Territories has fostered 
into fearful importance. I allude to polygamy, 
that foulest product of the nineteen century, 
which seems to denote a decline in civilization. 
Mormonism, we are aware, sprung up in theolder 
States; but polygamy was unheard of until the 
Saints removed beyond the reach of civilization. 
In Missouri and Ilinois that fanatical and perse- 
cuted sect was euepecee of some practices incon- 
sistent with morality, but it was not until they 
felt themselves secure in the mountain fastncsses 
of Utah, a thousand miles beyond the frontiers of 
civilization, that they threw off*all disguise, and 
shocked the moral sense of the country and thé 
world by the open practice of polygamy. They 
feel secure from molestation in that remote and 
not casily accessible region. We know what their 


history hasbeen, They have publicy defied the | 


Government. They have trampled on the laws 
of Congress; and notwithstanding that millions 
of money have been spent in sending an army to 
subdue them, they still revel in Jicertiousness, 
insult your judges, mock your army, and murder 
your citizens. 

Sir, it was but the other day that a bill was 
introduced in this body for the abolition of polyg- 
amy. It met my hearty support. ł had no còn- 
stitutional doubt or scruple about voting to sup- 
press a practice which js a felony at common 
aw, and an insult to decency and morality. The 
fact that a practice so monstrous has sprung up 
in one of the organized Territories of the Union 
proves the necessity of a gencral law to prohibit 
it, not only in Utah, but in all the Territories. 

3ut who is to put the lawin force in Utah? There 
the institution of polygamy has been permitted to 
grow up to such proportions as to defy suppres- 
sion by any ordinary legal process. The whole 
population sustain and practice it, or desire to 
practice it. Who is to put the law in force? The 
ormons? Have we no experience of the integ- 
rity of Mormon sheriffs and juries? Have they 
not screened or acquitted the most heinous mur- 
derers, who murdered in the cause of polygamy? 
And are they the men to put in force your law 
Sir, 
itis idle to expect such a thing. 

The only way to render the abolition of polyg- 
amy effectual is to encourage the settlement of the 
Territories as per as possible. To effect this 
result, no plan could be better devised than the 
homestead bill which lately passed this body, but 
which, I fear, is doomed to hang up for a long 
time in the other wing of the Capitol, if it ever 
passes that body. If such a law were passed, a 
very few years would suffice to fill the Territories 
with population, and to overwhelm the polyga- 
mists ef Utah beneath the advancing tread of 
Christian civilization. 

Another remedy has been suggested for polyg- 
amy, namely: the division of the Territory of 
Utah, and the annexation of its parts to the adja- 
cent States and Territories. But this plan, it 
seems to me, would be as inadequate as the other, 
without the homestead law to fill the vacant lands 
with population. What, for instance, would the 
polygamists of Salt Lake care for the legislative 
anathemas adopted at Lecompton, a thousand 
miles cast; or at Salem, a thousand miles north- 
west; or at Sacramento, equally far southwest; or 
at Santa Fé, beyond the interminable and almost 
impasSable ranges of the Rocky Mountains? Is 


|| itnot apparent that such a scheme would be even 


less effective than the simple act for the abolition 
of polygamy which has been adopted in’ this 
body? 


Sir, there are three measures of Republican pol- 
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icy which admirably harmonize with each other 
and coéperatc for the common defense and the gen- 
eral welfare of the Union. ‘These are, the home- 
stead for actual settlers on the public lands, the 
construction of a Pacific railroad, and the sup- 
pression of polygamy. The most effectial way 
to bring about this last resultis to adopt the other 
two. It is to be hoped that a bill for the construc- 
tion of a Pacific railroad will be adopted during 
the present session of Congress. This Congress 
has it in its power to make itself memorable, 
through all coming time, by the inauguration of 
the homestead and the Pacific railroad. They 
should go together, because they will mutually 
assist each other. The railroad will make the 
Jands more desirable to settlers, and the settlers 
will make the construction of the road casier, and 
add to its utility when completed. 

These two great measures, if adopted, would 
devclop the resources of the country; they would 
people the wilderness, and convert it into smiling 
fields and peaccful homes for millions of Christian 
families. This influx of population, as I have 
pointed out, is the only sure remedy for polyg- 
amy; and thus three seemingly independent meas- 
ures are so intimately blended in their beneficent 
consequences, as to appear parts of one common 
policy. 


But there are other consequences which must | 


result from these great measures. I havealready 
alluded to one of first-rate importance. By the 
settlement of the public lands, the frontiers will be 
obliterated, Indian wars will be abolished, and a 
large standing Army rendered unnecessary. There 
is still another incidental benefit which must flow 
from the passage of these important measures. 
it addresses itself peculiarly to southern men. 
They are bitterly hostile to the old Jeffersonian 


policy of excluding slavery from the Territorics; | 
and for a generation past, the very pivot on which | 


their polities has turned has been this question of 
the power of Congress over slavery in the Terri- 
tories. The most effectual remedy for the evilof 
which they complain is to be found in the trans- 
formation of the Territories into States. 

Now, all that I have said goes to prove that the 
most speedy way to make this transformation is 
the passage of the homestead bill, and, I will add, 
as its complement, a bill for the construction of 
the Pacifietrailroad. The first of these measures 
has already passed this body; and if the southern 


members are really anxious to banish slavery agi- | 
tation from the Halls of Congress, they should | 


exert their utmost influence to secure its passage 
through the Senate, and its ratification by the 
President. F hazard little in the prediction that 
the Republican party will never be called upon to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories, if this home- 
siead bill shall become a law; and especially if it 
be accompanied by a bill for the construction ofa 
Pacific railroad. For, before the Republicans 
secure a majgrity in the other branch of Con- 
gress, the homestead and the railroad wil have 


practically sctuled the question by filling the Ter- 
i 3efore the Republicans.ob- : 


ritories with people. 
tain power inall branches of the Government, 
they will find that their work has been done by 
the voluntary action of the people in the forma- 
tion of State governments. 

Now, would not this be better than to keep up 
the agitation in Congress, and run the risk of 
bringmg the Wilmot proviso upon you? Will 
younot join us in superseding the Vilmot proviso, 
by the passage of the homestead and the Pacific 
railroad bills? 

We learn from the reports of the Secretary of 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the Interior, that the Government had, up to Sep- | 


tember 39, 1859, disposed of 380,000,000 acres of 
land. Of this vast aggregate, only 147,000,000 
acres, or a little more than one third had been sold 
for cash; while 241,000,000 acres were donated to 
individuals, corporations, and States. The old 
parties have had their separate and conflicting pol- 
icies in regard to the proper disposition of the pub- 
lic lands, but neither policy has prevailed. The 
Whig policy was to divide the procecds of sales 
among the States. This was never donc but in one 
instance, when some twenty million dollars were 
donated to the States, if I am not mistaken, under 
the form of a loan or deposit. That measure was 
never regarded with general favor, and some of the 
States for a long period refused to receive their dis- 


tributive shares. THe Democratic policy was to put 
the proceeds of the land sales into the Treasury, 
and disburse them as ordinary revenue, thus sav- 
ing the necessity of taxation to thatamount. This 
scheme may appear very plausible to the lovers 
ofcconomy, who happen not to beacquainted with 
Democratic practice; but the above statement, from 
official sources, must open the eyes of all such per- 
sons to the true state of the case. Only about one 
third of the lands disposed of have been sold for 
cash; the remaining two thirds have been given 
away. But it must not be gupposed that the one 
third sold has brought §1 25 peraere into the Treas- 
ury. Farfrom it. Out of the proceeds of sale 
must be taken the whole expense of surveys and 
sales, and ofthe Land Office bureau. When these 
expenses are deducted, the actual clear receiptsinto 
the Treasury will scarcely reach $100,000,000. 

I will not undertake to say that the two thirds 
of the public land which have been“Biven away, 
have been improperly disposed of. f admit that 
the bountics to soldiers, and the grants for pur- 
poses of education, have been gencrally well be- 
stowed, It may be admitted, also, that the grants 
for railroad purposcs have generally tended to pro- 
mote the welfare of the new States, although they 
have, at the same time, more immediately benc- 
fited the wealthy few engaged in the construction 
of the roads. ‘The mass of the people have come 
in for incidental benefits; but the donations of the 
Government have been made to the wealthy class- 
es. Thuswhile the country is amused and cheated 
with the idea which the Democratie party has 
ever held up to view—that the public lands are to 
be sold, and their proceeds put into the Treasury, 
in order to save the necessity of taxation—thcy 
are in fact voted away by millions of acres to 
States and corporations. ‘This practice of giving 
away the public lands is becoming the general 
rule, and selling them the exception. A brief 
quotatian from the last annual report of the Sce- 
retary of the Interior will illustrate this remark: 

“During the five quarters ending 30th September, 1859, 
(says the Secretary,) 16,618,183 acres of public lands were 
disposed of; 4,970,509 acres were sold for eash, yielding 
$2,107,476 5 3,617,440 acres were located with bounty land 
warrants; 1,712,640 acres were approved to the several 
States entitled to them under the swamp grants of March 
2, 1849, and September 28, 1850; and 6,318,203 acres corti- 
fied to States as falling to them under the grants for rail- 
road purposes.” = 


So that, of near seventeen million acres dis- 
posed of, only 4,970,500 acres were sold at the 
reduced or graduated price, and brought only 


$2,107,476! Outof this sum, the expense of $ur- | 


veying and selling is to be taken, and the residue 
is the fruit of the Democratic policy. 

But for the law which allows lands which have 
been exposed to sale fora certain number of years 
to be entered at reduced prices, the actual sales of 
the last fiscal year wouid have constituted a mi- 
nute fraction of the amount disposed of, 

Now, sir, the country is growing tired of this 
mockery. Whatever honest and unsophisticated 
Democrats may have thought of the avowed pol- 
icy of the party twelve or twenty years ago, it is 
now clear that that policy has never been put in 
practice; or that, if it ever was the practice, it has 
for many years ceased to be, and that it will 
never be again. I have shown what proportion 
of the public lands were sold, and what propor- 
tion were given away, during the last fiscal yéar. 
During preceding years, the donations were still 
larger in proportion to the sales. Under the con- 
venient name of swamp lands, nearly every foot 
of the public domain in the southern and western 
States have been given to those Commonwealths. 
The last annual report of the Land Office Com- 
missioner shows that, between March 2, 1849, 
and September 30, 1859, the enormous amount of 
56,634,000 aéres of land have been given away 
under the designation of ‘* swamp lands.’’ 

If these lands are good for nothing the States 
would not be so anxious to receive them. If they 
are valuable, butneed draining, the Federal Gov- 
ernment is able to bear the expense; and, for the 
sake of the public health, as well as for the ad- 
vantage of the Treasury, it should, in conformity 
with its favorite policy, have drained and sold 
them. How can cither of the old parties which 
voted away these lands to particular States recon- 
cile their conduct with their avowed policy? If 


| the public lands are the property of the country 


atlarge,on what principle of equity were 3,959,000 
acres given to [llinois, 4,343,000 acres’ to Miss 
souri, 11,256,000 acres to Louisiana, 7,273,000 
acres to Michigan, 8,652,000 acres to Arkansas; 
and 11,790,000 acres to Florida? Whigs and Dem- 
ocrats voted for these enormous grants. to the 
States withouta constitutional scruple, Northern 
men and ‘southern mien voted for them. There 
was no sectional issue, when the proposition was 
to give the lands to the States, to be managed’ by 
the politicians for the advantage of parties ‘and 
classes; but the moment we propose to give the 
lands to the people, to the actual settlers, south- 
ern men hold. up their hands in horror, and’ ex- 
claim against agrarian laws. 

I have stated, on the authority of the lastan- 
nual report of the Land Office Commissioner, that 
56,000,000 acres of land have been given to the 
States under the designation ofswamp lands. But 
this is only one exhibition of Federal munificence 
to the States. Tfind in the annual report of the 
Commissioner for December, 1857, that up to that 
period 24,247,335 acres of land had been granted 
under various acts of Congress passed since 1850, 
to the States for the construction of certain rail- 
roads. Lamunableto say whetheradditional grants 
of the same kind have been made since the date of 
that report. Nearly all these grants to railroad 
corporations have been made since the inaugura- 
| tion of President Pierce, and received his sanction, 

Whether the present President has: given his as- 
sent to any similar measures, I am unable to say; 
but at any rate, the party which elected him, and 
which sustains him, is responsible for them. 
They have no scruple in giving millions to States, 
or rather into the hands of political managers, 
‘and other millions to wealthy corporations, but 
they are shocked at the thought of giving lands 
to the landless people of the country. Is it not 
clear that the party platforms have only served 
asa pretext for’ keeping the public lands out of 
the hands of the people? When sold for cash, 
which happens to about one acre in five, they as 
often as otherwise fall into the hands of wealthy 
speculators residing in the great cities. These 
speculators never dream of spending a dollar for 
the benefit of the country whose soil they monop- 
olize. They calmly wait for poor men to settle 
around the lands they have purchased, and thus 
render them valuable, when they enter into other 
i men’s labors and become rich, without striking a 
blow, by a cheap investment in wild lands. 

The tands donated to railroad companies an- 
swer a useful end; but they also are held out of 
markct in order, at a future day, to be rendered 
valuable by the progress of settlements around 
them. It is thus the fate of the honest laboring 
| masses to be imposed upon and speculated upon, 
whether the public lands are sold to capitalists or 
donated to the States for the construction of rail- 
roads. The policy which has been pursued’ by 
this professedly Democratic Government has been 
literally to make the honest farmers and laborerg 
“ hewers of wood and drawers of water’? for their 
more fortunate fellow-citizens who have money 
or credit or political influence to procure land 
grants. 

Sir, [think itis about time to change this policy. 
The Democratic policy has now been ostensibly 
| in operation since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, and its effect has been, to make the rich, 
richer, and the poor, pogyer. Now, let us try the 
| Republican policy, which is to give the public 
|i lands to actual settlers, in tracts of one hundred 
i and sixty acres each. Whoever chooses to re- 
| side five years on a quarter section of the public 
domain will amply repay the Government for it, 
| since he will bea pioneer of civilization and Chris- 
tianity; he will, to that cxtent, curtail the area of 
i the savage wilderness, and limit the territory to 
| be defended by the Army. He will become a sen- 
| tinel on the outposts of civilization, and his com- 
| pensation will be not more than adequate to the 
i service he will render his country. Sir, the idea 
| of giving away the public domain to the people 
‘is no new one. Indeed, I incline to the opinion 
|| that the idea of selling them is new. The first 
| settlers on this continent, we are informed by his- 
| tory, received the most magnificent donations of 
| land from those who had no right to give them, 
í namely, the monarchs of Europe. ‘The court 
Í favorites were munificently endowed with prov- 
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inces and principalities, and these favorites, I be- 
lieve, Sub-granted them to actual settlers, at nom- 
inal prices, or at no price whatever. 

The Norman conquerors of England, and the 
Goth and Vandal conquerors of southern Europe, 
we are told, divided the conquered countries be- 
tween the officers. The feudal system was a home- 
stead law; but, unfortunately, it only provided 
homes for the great men, the generals and princi- 
pal officers, and left the poor in a condition of 
slavery. The ancient Roman Republic was in the 
habit of making small allotments of land to the 
common people. At a later period, when the 
aristocracy or patrician order had grown unduly 
strong in the government, this plan of giving lands 
to the common people was abandoned; and when 
the Gracchi endeavored to pass a law, or rather 
to revive an old law, for the distribution of public 
lands among the common people, in order that they 
might be cultivated by freemen, instead of slaves, their 

atriotic efforts were resisted with the greatest vio- 
ence by the patricians. Sir, is itnot singular that 
the very same issue should again arise, in another 
hemisphere, after the lapse of two thousand years? 
It seems a literal verification of Solomon’s say- 
ing, that ‘there is nothing new under the sun.” 
f we go to the great citics and sec thousands 
of men and women crowded together, like pigs 
in a sty; if we reflect that their great numbers 
furnish a supply of labor out of all proportion to 
the demand; and that this undue competition for 
employment has reduced them to poverty and to 
vice, do we not wonder why such things are ‘to 
be witnessed in a country which has a territory 
half as large as Europe without inhabitants? Is 
it wise, is it humane, is it just, to withhold from 
these people lands which have remained untilled, 
perhaps, since the dawn of creation? By giving 
them away, we change the wilderness into fruit- 
ful fields; we increase the productive capacity of 
the land; we set thousands of idle hands to work; 
we enhance the wages of labor in the eastern 
cities, by diverting the excess of laborers into 
new channels of employment, and we create new 
markets in the West for the manufactures of the 
East. 

It is a great mistake to suppose that the deyel- 
opment and settlement of the West will be inju- 
rious to the castern States. A little reflection will 
satisfy us that emigration westward, so far from 
injuring the East, by draining off its population, 
is the very thing to make the East great and pros- 

erous. What would New York, and Boston, and 

Philadelphia, and Baltimore be to-day, but for the 
constant tide of emigration that has for more than 
halfa century flown westward? Where would be 
their markets for their manufactures and theirim- 

ortations from abroad, if the great West had not 

een settled? The emigrants from New England, 
New York, and Pennsylvania, from Maryland, 
Virginia, and the Carolinas, to the Mississippi 
valley and to the Pacific shores, have made the 
Erie canal, the Central and Erie railroads, the 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia railroad 
connections with the Obio necessary. Without 
emigration to the West those great highways of 
our internal commerce would never have existed; 
the manufactures of New England, Philadelphia, 
and Baltimore, would never have been heard of; 
and the commerce of New York would have re- 
mained what it was sixty years ago. 

The homestead law,*instead of injuring the 
eastern States by drawing off their population, 
will give to them new life and enterprise. The 


unemployed will find employment; the homeless | 


will find homes; manufactures and commerce will 
be invigorated by the new markets which will be 
opened in the immense and fertile regions which 
remain to be settled. 

The history of the world has been a history of 
injustice and oppression of the poor. The rulers 
of the world have ruled for their own advantage, 
and the rights and interests of the people have been 
sacrificed without scruple on the altar of individ- 


ual ambition, or to promote the welfare of a fa- | 


vored few. But a better day is dawning. The 
era of kings and oppressors 1s passing away, and 
the era of the people is approaching. Govern- 


ments are now instituted professedly for the ben- | 
efit of the governed, and there is reason to hope | 


that the day is not distant when the universal dif- 


fusion of knowledge and the freedom of the press il 1 


and of speech will reduce theoretical justice and 
equality to practice. 

Sir, is it not a shame and a reproach to a Gov- 
ernment like-ours, which. professes to be a Gov- 
ernment of the people, that it should contain, at 
one and the same time, millions of families with- 
out house and home, and a thousand million 
acres of land which have not known the plow, or 
sced-time and harvest, since they came forth fresh 
from the Creator’s hand? 

On the first page of the Bible, we read the pat- 
ent by which the Almighty gave the land to man: 

* And God said, let us make man in our image, after our 
likeness; and let them have dominion over the fish of the 
sea, and over the fow) of the air, and over the cattle, and 
over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creep- 
eth upon the earth. So God created man in his own image, 
in the image of God created he him; male and temale cre- 
ated he them. And God blessed them; and God said unto 
them, be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the carth, and 
subdue it; and have dominion over the fish of the sea, and 
over the fowl of the air, and over every living thing that 
moveth upon the carth.” 

We are again told that, after the flood, 


“God blessed Noah and his sons, and said unto them, 
Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the earth. And the 
fear of you and the dread of you shall be upon every beast 
of the earth, and every fowl of the air, upon all that moveth 
upon the earth, and upon all the fishes of the sea; into 
your hand are they delivered. Every moving thing shall 
be meat for you; even as the green herb have ] given you 
ali things,” * * * *  & And you, he ye fruit- 
ful, and multiply; bring forth abundantly in the earth, and 
multiply therein.” 

Such, sir, is the language of the Bible, and it is 
equally the language of reason and philosophy. 
Every rational being must feel its force and au- 
thority. For his sins, man was turned forth from 
the garden of God, and told to go out and redeem 
himself, by converting the whole earth into a gar- 
den. Jt wasa merciful sentence. Happy will 
he be when, through labor and sorrow, through 
patience and effort, he shall have extirpated the 
thorns and thistles, the savage beasts and:poison- 
ous reptiles, which are but the outward symbols 
of his inward moral evils. Shall Governments 
interpose obstacles to the fulfillment of the Divine 
commands? Above all, shall a Government of 
the prone annul the patent right which the Al- 
mighty has given to every man to cultivate the 
earth? 

It is worthy of remark that the Divine gift of 
the carth was made, not to rulers, not to a favored 
few, but to man—that is, to mankind. Human 
Governments have appropriated the lands, and 
dole them out to the people at a price—generally 
at such a price as the poor cannot pay—or else 
the Governments have bestowed the lands upon 
the most worthless part of mankind, namely, 
court favorites. But in the beginning it was not 
so. We are told by sacred history that God had 
no court favorites, no favored class, and that He 
gave the whole earth, without money and with- 
out price, to mankind, on the condition that they 
should subdue it and cultivate it. 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN J. JONES, 
OF GEORGIA, 
In rue House or Representatives, 


April 23, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— = 


Mr. JONES said: 

Mr. Cuairman: I have been endeavoring for 
nearly two months to get the floor. Having ob- 
tained it, I give notice before I commerce, that, as 
my time is limited, I shall not subngit to inter- 
ruptions from friend or foe. 

I desire, sir, to submit a few remarks to the 
House upon the much-vexed question that has so 
long and so fearfully agitated this country. I 
mean, sir, the question of slavery. I am aware 
itis a trite subject—one that has so often been dis- 
cussed and rediscussed upon this floor, it has al- 
most ceased to interest the House; and I may not 
hope, on the present occasion, to add anything 
new to what has already been said. 

This subject has time and again engrossed the 
attention of the profoundest intellects of the land; 
our wisest and best statesmen have grappled with 
t in vain; they have reviewed it in all its lengths 


and bearings; they have, timeand again, suggested 
expedients and compromises by way of bringing 
this tedious controversy to a final settlement. 
Their patriotic efforts have thus far proved abor- 
tive—their fondest hopes of adjustment have been 
dissipated as the early cloud and the morning. 
dew. In spite of all their efforts, this question still 
stands before the country unsettled, raising its 
hydra head as a disturbing element between the 
orth and the South, to distract and divide us 
asa people. And such is the magnitude of the 
interest involved, so great the excitement in the 
public mind upon this subject, it now threatens 
seriously the overthrow of this Confederacy. 

For eight long weeks this House was engaged 
inafruitless effortto organize; two monthselapsed 
before we could elect a Speaker, and the country 
naturally inquires the cause. It is useless to dis- 
guise the fact: the delay is attributable alone to 
this question of slavery; this anti-slavery senti-, 
ment that has grown up, with such rapid strides, 
in the northern portion of this Confederacy, array- 
ing section against section, and engendering feel- 
ings of the most bitter hate and intense hostility 
against the southern people, on account of what 
these anti-slavery fanatics are pleased to term 
“the curse of slavery.” Out of this anti-slavery 
sentiment a powerful sectional party has arisen in 
the non-slaveholding States, known as the Black 
Republican party—a party having no nationality, 
based entirely upon a sectional issue; having but 
one idea, and that is, hostility to the South and 
her institutions. And it is this party that is re- 
sponsible for the delay in the organization of the 
House; for if they, as a party, had not made this 
sectional issue; if they had not stirred up this strife 
and jealousy, there would have been nothing in 
the way of a speedy organization of the House. 

But, sir, I find I am departing from the purpose 
I had in view when I rose to address the House. 
My object was not so much to review the organ- 
ization of the House as to review the slavery ques- 
tion itself. It has been, time and again, gravely 
charged by gentlemen upon the Republican side 
of this House, that the South was responsible for 
this whole slavery agitation. "There is hardly a day 
pe over our heads but what we hear this charge. 

t was made particularly by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. eo and hy the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Frrry.] Mr. 
Snerman, in his late speech in the city of New 
York, has also placed the responsibility upon the ` 
South. I propose, for a moment, to inquire into 
the truth of this assertion. I assert the contrary 
to be true. Let us glance at this question, and 
see upon whom rests the responsibility for this 
agitation that has now assumed such an alarming 
attitude in our national councils. So far fom the 
South being responsible for it, I contend that to 
the anti-slavery fanatics of the North belong the 
Alpha and the Omega of this controversy. They, 
and they alone, have brought all this excitement 
and trouble upon the country. 

As far back as 1787, this question of slavery 
was a disturbing clement in the convention that 
framed the Constitution of the United States. By 
reference to the debates in that convention, we 
find that there were three compromises made upon 
this question. In the first place, the basis of con- 
gressional representation was compromised, by 
| allowing every five slaves to be counted as three. 
Secondly, the difference of opinion in reference 
to the suppression of the African slave trade was 
compromised by the adoption of that clause re- 
straining Congress from prohibiting it prior to 
the year 1808. Lastly, the demand on the part 
of the slaveholding States for some guarantee in 
reference to the rendition of fugitive slaves was 
settled by the adoption of that clause of the Con- 
stitution which is in these words: 


“No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another,‘shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 


And without such a constitutional guarantee it 
isevident that the slaveholding States never would 
have ratified the Constitution. As to how far it 
has been faithfully observed, we shall sce hereafter. 
Thus ended this slavery controversy in the con- 
vention that framed the Constitution. The framers 
of. the Constitution, in adopting the clauses just 


| alluded to, no doubt considered this a final adjust- 
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ment of the whole subject. The Constitution was | 
the result of concession and compromise; its great 
object was ‘‘ to form a more perfect union, estab- 
lish justice, and insure domestic tranquillity,’’and 
its framers had a right to expect that its sacred 
guarantees upon this, as well as other subjects, 
would be faithfully obscrved by all the parties to 
the compact; that this irritating question would 
be allowed to rest where the Constitution had 
placed it, and that it never would be again a dis- 
turbing clement between the different sections of 
the Union. And I hesitate not to say, that such 
would have been the case if the non-slavehold- 
ing States had hot renewed the agitation. 

Now, sir, in order to test this question of re- 
sponsibility for the slavery agitation, let us inquire 
who first renewed this agitation after the adoption | 
of the Constitution? Who first commenced it? 
From what section diditcome? Was it from the 
South? .No, sir. The first thing we hear of this 
question, after the adoption of the Constitution, | 
was in the form of abolition petitions presented 
to Congress. The Constitution was adopted in 
1787; and in 1790, only three years thereafter, the 
Abolitionists commenced presenting their peti- 
tions to Congress. This, sir, was the beginning 
ofthat agitation, which has now become so deep 
and wide-spread—so threatening in its aspect. 

My limits will not permit me to dwell upon this 
subject. I havean abstract of the history of these 
abolition petitions, made out from Cluskey’s 
Political Text-Book, and JI will embody itin my 
printed speech. Here it is: 

On the 11th of February, 1790, Mr. Fitzsimmons of Penn- 
sylvania, presented to Congress a memorial of Quakers 

raying the abolition of the slave trade. Mr. Lawrence, of | 

ew York, at the same time presented a memorial of the 
< Friends? of New York city to the same effect. On the 
next day a memorial was presented from the Pennsylvania 
socicty tor promoting the abolition of slavery, the relief of 
free negroes unlawiully held in bondage, and the improve- 
ment of the African race. These memorials, after much 
debate, were referred to select committees, and afterwards 
to the Committee of the Whole, which resolved that Con- 
gress had no authority to legislate upon the subject, &c. 

On the 26th of November, 1792, a memorial of Warner | 
Mifflin, a Quaker, on the same subject, was presented to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. Ames, of Massachu- 
setts, which, after much debate, was returned to the peti- 
tioner. 

On the 30th of January, 1797, Mr. Swanwick, of Penn- 
sylvania, presented the petition of four slaves, represeuting 
that they had been emancipated, and under some law of 
North Carolina they could be reduced to slavery ; that they | 
had escaped to Pennsylvania; and prayed Congress to look 
into this law of North Carolina, and give them relicf. After 
much debate, it was rejected. On the 30th November, 
same year, Mr. Gallatin, of Pennsylvania, presented a peti- | 
tion upon the same subject, and it was referred to a select | 
committee, | 

On the 2lst of January, 1805, Mr. Logan, of Pennsylva- | 
via, presented a petition to the Senate, from the Quaker. 
pleading the cause of the African race, and asking Con- 
gress to take steps to prevent the extension of slavery in 
the Territories of the United States. It was received. On 
the same day, a like petition was presented to the House 
of Representatives, and referred. 

In January, 1817, several petitions against the slave trade | 
were presented and referred. During the first session of the | 
Sixteenth Congress various petitions against introducing | 
slavery in any new State were presented—some referred, | 
and some not referred. 

On the 12th of February, 1827, Mr. Barney, of Maryland, 
presented a petition of citizens of Baltimore, praying the 
passage of a law declaring all children hereatter born of 
slave parents in the District of Columbia should be free at 
acertain age, and moved to print it; which was refused. 

On the 12th of December, 1831, Mr. John Q. Adams pre- 
sented sundry petitions to the House of Representative 
from numerous persons of Pennsylvania, praying the abo- í 
lition of slavery and the slave trade in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee tor the District 
of Columbia. í , | 

In the Senate, January 7, 1836, Mr. Morris, of Ohio, pre- 
sented several petitions from citizens of Ohio, praying the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, Mr. Ual- | 
houn objected to the reception of this, and others of like | 
character, and spoke at length against it. It was reccived 

In 183%, abolition petitions became so numerous that res- 
olutions were adopted ordering them to be laidon the table 
without being printed or referred. 

In 1837 phe petitions poured in upon Congress in such 
numbers as to cause intense excitement. lt was during 
this session that oceurred one of the most exciting scenes 
ever known inthe House of Representatives, and resulting 
in the withdrawal of a large portion of the southern mem- 
bers from the Hall, caused by Mr. Slade, of Vermont, getting 
the floor, making an inflammatory abolition speech, and per- 
sistently refusing to yield it contrary to the wishes ofa large | 
majority of the House. Et was at this Congress that Mr. ; 
Calhoun introduced his celebrated resolutions in reference | 
to slavery, defining the relative powers of the General Gov- 
ernment and the States coucerning the same. 

In 1840, Congress adopted what is known as the Qist 
rule, which was against the reception of these petitions. 
This rule gave peace to the country for a short while, but 
in 1844 it was rescinded and the doors of Congress again 


thrown open tothe reception of these petitions. Abolition 
petitions contifiucd to be presented to Congress until 1850 5 
since then they have excited little or no attention. The Abo- 
litionists having organized themselves into a regular party, 
known as the Black Republican party, are now seeking to 
control the Government in a more effective way. 

It is duc to the memory of Mr. Calhoun to say, 
that he always raised his warning voice against 
the reception of these abolition petitions. He 
took the bold ground that Congress ought to meet 
these agitators at the threshold—close the doors 
against the reception of these petitions, as the only 
way to stop agitation. But there were then, as 
there are now, temporizing politicians who said 
there was no danger; let them come in; it was 
the right of the people, the dear people, to peti- 
tion; that it was only a few old women and crazy 


‘fanatics at the bottom of this movement, and that 


no harm could grow out of it. But Mr. Calhoun, 
the able expounder and bold defender of the Con- 
stitution, the uncompromising ¢hampion of the 
uights of the South, with that far-seeing ken that 
always characterized him, told them that it wag 
wrong; that this was a question that could not be 


' tampered with; thatif these petitions were received, 


it would encourage instead of suppress fanaticism; 
that Congress would be flooded with them, and be- 
come the mere channel through which the institu- 
tions of the South would be assailed. He told them 
that strife and sectional animosity would be engen- 
dered; that the excitement would deepen and widen 
until it became mixed up with the potitics of the 
country; that, if once it became a political ques- 
tion, a source of political aggrandizement at the 
North, it could never be arrested, and would end 
finally in the overthrow of the Government. Time 
has only proved every word he then uttered to be 
true. What was then prophecy has now become 
history. 

Now, sir, the object of this brief review of ab- 
olition petitions, and the excitement consequent 
thereon, is to settle this question of responsibility 
for slavery agitation, and place it where it prop- 
erly belongs. We sce, sir, the first thing we hear 
of this slavery question after the adoption of the 
Constitution was in the presentation of these pe- 
titions to Congress. They commenced with them 
as far back as 1790; continued to present them 
year after year, becoming more and more numer- 
ous, more and more arrogant in their demands, 
having but one object in view; and that was to 
agitate, agitate, until they should succeed in build-- 
ing up a powerful sectional organization, that 


would at length control every department of the | 


Government, and thus put slavery under the ban. 
With these facts staring us in the face, it does 
seem to me there cah be no cavil as to who is 
responsible for this slavery agitation. It docs 
seem to me that no honest, fair-minded man can 
deny that this agitation had its origin in the pre- 
sentation of these petitions to Congress; and that 
the whole responsibility rests entirely upon those 
northern agitators, who, with one persistent pur- 
ose, continued to thrust them before Congress. 
hen, therefore, gentlemen on the other side of 
this House get up here and gravely charge the 
South with being responsible for the agitation of 
this question, 1 beg them to remember the origin 
of this agitation: that it had its foundation in the 
presentation of these petitions; that they came 
alone from the northern States of this Union; and 
upon them, and them alone, rests the responsibil- 
ity for the agitation of this question. 

But I stop not here; whilst upon this question 
of responsibility, I desire to recur to an important 
crisis in the history of this country that I have 
passed over. T allude to the ever-memorable and 
never-to-be-forgotten excitement consequent upon 
the application of Missouri for admission into 
the Union. And when gentlemen on the Repub- 
lican side talk so flippantly about the’South being 
responsible for this agitation, it would be well for 
them to recur to the scenes of that day. The 
facts connected with that eventful period are fa- 
miliar to us all—to the whole country. In 1820 


Missouri came forward for admission into the į 


Union. She had previously formed a constitu- 


: tion in the regular way, in pursuance of an act 


of Congress giving her permission to do so. Her 
constitution came up to the requirements of the 
Constitution of the United States, was ‘ republi- 
can in form,” and was otherwise unexceptionable. 


refused on-the part of a large portion of the Rep- 
resentatives of the northern Sintes, for no other 
reason than because hér Constituuon: contained a 
clause recognizing. slavery... This refusal: was 
contrary to all. precedent, and was a violation of 
the Constitution. A great excitement grew-out 
of the controversy, and came well-nigh severing 
the Union itself.. It was, however, settled by 
admitting her into the Union with a proviso that: 
slavery should forever be excluded from-all ter- 
ritory outside of Missouri lying nerth:of the par- 
allel of 360 30'. Here, sir, the fatal error.was 
committed by the South. She ought never, in 
my judgment, to have submitted to this compro- 
mise. Ít was unconstitutional, odious, and un- 
just—a denial of our equality in the Union, and 
has been the. source of countless evils. - But I 
cannot dwell upon this point. My only object 
in alluding to this Missouri controversy was to 
fix this question of responsibility. And I ask, 
with triumph, who was responsible for all the 
excitement that grew out of that question? Who 
commenced the agitation? Will any man upon 
this floor deny that the northern membérs in 
Congress at that day were entirely responsible 
for it? Does not every one know that the whole 
excitement grew out of the refusal of these north- 
ern agitators to admit Missouri, merely because 
she recognized slavery in her constitution? 

But I stop not here. I pass to the next politi- 
cal crisis—the territorial controversy of 1850-——and 
inquire who was responsible for that agitation? 
The facts are briefly these. At the close of the 
Mexican war, the United States had acquired 
from Mexico a Vast extent of territory. In organ- 
izing territorial governments for this new domain, 
a great controversy arose between the North and 
South, more formidable than that of 1820, threat- 
ening the peace and permanency of the Union. 
This territory was the common property of all 
the people of the United States—had been ac- 
quired by the.common blood and treasure of both 
sections, and cach had a right to an equal partici- 
pation in it. Yet these same restless spirits that 
had Jashed the country into fury in 1820, again 
commenced their work of agitation, They in- 
sisted upon the exclusion of the South from the 
whole of this acquired territory by the application 
of what is known as the ‘‘ Wilmot proviso.” This 
arrogant assumption on the part of the North was - 
of course resisted by the South. The South, with 
that spirit of concession which hasalways marked 
her course, first proposed to adjust the difficulty 
by extending the line of 360 30' to the Pacific 
ocean. We said that, whilst we were opposed 
to this geographical line,as an unwise and unjust 
discrimination against the institutions of one half 
of the sovereign States in this Union, and ought 
never to have been submitted to in the first place, 
yet, for the sake of harmony and upon the prin- 
ciple of a division of the territory, we_were will- 
ing to divide by the line of 36030 The North, 
notwithstanding their professed devotion to this 
time-honored hne, indignantly acjected the prop- 
osition, and said they would have alj, or none. 
This fearful controversy was at last settled upon 
the principle of non-interventitn. ‘That is to say, 
there was to be no slavery restriction placed upon 
these Territories, but they were to be left open to 
the free settlement of the people of all sections, 
with the fewer to decide this question for them- 
selves, when they came to perform their first act 
of sovercignty in the adoption of a State constitu- 
tion, preparatory to admission in the Union. 

Butin order to get this simple principle—the poor 
boon of allowing the slaveholder to go into the Ter- 
ritory and settle there with his slave property 
upon égual terms with the northern man—the 
South was again compelled to make another con- 
cession to appease the insatiable maw of abolition- 
ism. .She was required to waive allirregularities 
to the admission of California, submit to the dis- 
memberment of the sovereign State of Texas, and 
to the abolition of the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia. Such were the facts in this contro- 
versy of 1850; and my object in alluding to it, is 
to fix this question of responsibility. And ask, 
who were the agitators in that controversy? Did 
the South commence it? Docs noteverybody know 
that alj the excitement of that day grew outof the 
fact that these same northern agitators insisted 


Yet when she came forward her admission Was || upon placing congressional prohibition of slavery 
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. uportal that territory-—-thatthis was the sole cause 

of that fearful struggle which came well-nigh sun- 
tering the Confederacy? Yet gentlemen on the 
‘other side of this Chamber talk about the South 
being responsible for this slavery agitation. When 
did the South act in any other way except upon 
the defensive? 

But let us, pursue this subject a little further. 
Let us come down to the next crisis we had upon 
the slavery question—l! mean the excitementgrow- 
ing out of the Kansas-Nebraska act—and let us 
inquire who was responsible for this agitation? 
it has been gravely charged by gentlemen on the 
other side—I think by this same gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Hicxman]—that the South 

» réopened the slavery agitation at this time. It is 

afoul calumny. ‘The truth of history: will vindi- 
cate the South from such a charge: What are the 
facts of the case? In.1854 it became necessary 
to organize territorial governments for Kansas and 
Nebraska. We had just come out of the fearful 
territorial conflict of 1850, caused, as we have just 
seen, by the friends of congressional restriction 
attempting to ingraft their odious and unjust pol- 
icy. upon our public domain. ‘This controversy | 
had been happily adjusted by the abandonment of 
all congressional restriction, and the adoption of 
the new principle of non-intervention; thus remov- 
ing this irritating question from Congress, and 
referring it to the people of the Territories, to be | 
decided by them when they came to form a State 
constitution. The two great leading parties of the 
country, the Whig and Democratic, had acqui- 
esced in this compromise—accepted it as_a final 
` adjustment of this territorial qutstion. When, 
therefore, Congress came to organize the Territo- 
ries of Kansas and Nebraska, it was of course de- 
sirable that the same territorial policy that had 
been adopted in 1850 should also be applied to 
Kansas and Nebraska. Good faith, as wellas the 
common peace of the country, demanded a rigid 
adherence to this principle, which was now re- 
garded as the fixed policy of the Government. 

But it may be asked, in applying this principle 
to Kansas, why should the Missouri restriction 
be repealed? My answer is, it was necessary to 
carry outin good faith the policy of 1850. Kansas 
was a part of the Louisiana purchase lying north 
of the linc of 360 30’, and slavery was forever į 
excluded therefrom by the Missouri restriction of 
1820; and it was impossible for the compromise 
of 1850 to have any practical effect in its applica- 
tion to Kansas so long as this restrictive clause 
remained upon the statute-book. Hence the ne- 
cessity of declaring it ‘inoperative and void;’? if it 
had not been done, it would have been a reaffirm- 
ance of congressional restriction, which it was the 
object of the legislation of 1850 to abandon. 

This, however, was seized upon by the Aboli- 
tionists as a pretext for renewed agitation. This 
class of men live by agitation, and are indebted 
alone to the agitation of this question for their 
seats upon this floor. It was really amusing to 
sce “ what a change came o’er the spirit of their į 
dreams.” The very men who had all their lives 
opposed the Missouri compromise, always voted 
against it when offered by the South, and had 
denounced every northern man that dared to vote 
for its maintenance as a ‘‘doughface”’ and a ‘t trai- 
tor,” were the first to create a panic about its re- | 
peal, were the first to raise their hypocrttical wail- i 
ings about “the sacredness of compacts. > Allofa 
sudden theirconscicnces became very tender about 
the sanctity of a compromise, which they themselves : 
had disregarded and trampled under foot for thirty 

ears. ‘That Missouri compromise, which had | 
itherto been regarded by them as a mighty bar- | 


rier in their pathway to universal freedom, was ; 


suddenly transformed into a covenant as sacred as 
that made by God with Abraham and Isaac. Not- 
withstanding their open repudiation of it ever 
since it became a law, now, after it had been ren- | 
dered by their own actsa mere * nudum pactum,” 
and the South declared it should no Jonger remain | 
as adead letter upon the statute-book, these pious : 
compact gentlemen were the first to raise a howl, | 
and shed crocodile tears over its repeal. : 

But these agitatators, these malcontents, not 
only stirred up the popular mind all overthe north- 
ern States upon the subject of the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, but they stopped not in | 
their work of agitation until they had succeeded in f 


| alone, are responsible to the country for whatever 
| of agitation grew out of this question. 


stirring up bloodshed and civil war in Kansas. 
They organized emigrant aid societies, purchased 
arms and ammunition; sent out company after 
company of lawless. marauders, with old John 
Brown at their head,armed with Bowie-knivesand 
Sharpe’s rifles to forestall and control public opin- 
ion in Kansas. They called conventions; got up 
bogus constitutions; and, after they had fully ac- 
complished their fell purposes, had aroused pop- 
ular indignation all over the North, and had set 
Kansas-in a blaze of civil war, they then turned 
round to the Democratic party, raised their hands 
in holy horror, and said to them, *‘ My God, gen-. 
tlemen! what a fuss you Democrats have got up. 
Oh, my! you rascally Democrats have ruined the 
country. What excitement, what strife, what dis- 
cord you have stirred up at the North; how 
much bloodshed and civil war you have brought 
upon poor, bleeding Kansas, and all on account of 
your shameful d&regard of the sacred compact of 
1820! This is the way these hypocritical Phar-, 
işecs talked then; this is the way they talk now, 
and this is the way they preach to their people at 
home; and no wonder the northern masses Should 
be so much misinformed upon the subject. These 
are the men who get up here day after day, and 
charge the South with being responsible for this 
slavery agitation. After what I have said, sir, 
no one can deny that the Republican party seized 
upon the repeal of the Missouri restriction as a 
merce pretext for agitation, and that they, and they 


Let us come now to the last eventful tragedy 
upon this question. I mean the recent raid of John 
Brown in the State of Virginia. So far as the re- 
sponsibility for this cvent, and the consequent ex- 
citement growing out of the same, are concerned, 
there can be no cavil; it will hardly be contended 
by the gentlemen on the other side of this House 
that the South was responsible for this event—that 
she was the agitator in this case. Who, then, is re- 
sponsible for it? I do not hesitate to place it where 
it properly belongs, upon the Republican party of 
the North. In oy jad eent the recent invasion 
of Virginia was but the legitimate offspring of that 
deep-settied hate to slavery and southern institu- 
tions which it has always been the peculiar prov- 
ince of the Republican party to engender and 
foster in the northern mind. Now, sir, this is a 
“grave charge, and it is due to myself and to the 
country that I should give the reasons upon 
which Í predicate it. 

In the first place, it is well known that John 
Brown had large quantities of arms and ammuni- 
tion for this foray. Fromvall the facts in the case, 
it is evident that his outfit—his implements of 
warfare—were furnished him, cither by general 
subscription among the Republicans, or by the 
abolition societies. Now, sir, men are not apt 
to give theit money unless they know to what ob- 
jeet it is to be applied. Those men, therefore, 
who contributed money for the purchase of these 
arms and ammunition, with a knowledge of the 
object in view, can be regarded in no other light 
than as accessories before the fuct, and are as much 
responsible for the commission of the act as Brown 
himself. ’ 

Again, sir: there can be no doubt that this 
foray of John Brown was, in part, the result of 
that deep-seated prejudice to slavery he had im- 
bibed in his carly educational training. Itisa 
part and parcel of the abolition tactics to instill 
their principies into the young and rising genera- 
tion. They teach them in their schools and col- 
leges to look upon slavery as a sin against God 
and man; the slaveholderas an unmerciful tyrant 
and usurper; and that it is but doing God service 
to liberate the slave by any means in their power. 
They inflame the passions and prejudices of the 
youthful mind by fabulous stories and horrid pic- | 
tures of the masier, with whip in hand, inflicting 
all manner of tortures upon the unoffending slave. 
lt was by this system of education that John 
Brown received those carly impressions against 
slavery that, in after life, led to that strange 
frenzy and fanaticism which culminated in his 

raid at Harper’s Ferry. In so far as the Repub- 
lican party are responsible for this system of edu- 
cation, just so furare they responsible, as a party, 


for this outrage upon the soil of Virginia. 
But, sir, I take higher ground still. There can | 


! ment from me. 


be no doubt about this party being responsible for 
this invasion, when we come to jook at the senti- 
ments and doctrines taught by this party for the 
last five or ten years. Upon a calm review of the 
matter, I do not hesitate to declare that this Har- 
per’s Ferry affair was but the legitimate fruit of 
those anti-slavery teachings—those treasonable dog- 
mas—taught by the ultra leaders of the Republi- 
can party—such leaders as Giddings, Phillips, 
Garrison, Sewarp, and others. These men have 
poisoned the fountains of learning and literature, 
polluted the legislative halls, defiled the ermine of 
the judiciary and desecrated even the sacred desk 
by their unhallowed teachings. ~> 

Now, sir, as an evidence-of the truth of this po- 
sition, Í will here read a fow extracts from the 
speeches of these leaders, showing the treasona- 
bi and insurrectionary sentiments proclaimed by 
them. 

Mr. J. R. Giddings, in the House of Repro- 
sentatives, said: 


“The gentleman, however, says the Abolitionists look 
to the insurrection of the slaves. Sir, who does not look 
to that inevitabile result, unless the slave States remove the 
heavy burdens which now rest upon the downtrodden and 
degraded people whom they oppress? Is there a slave~ 
holder who can shut his-eycs to this finale of slavery? And 
why should we not expect it??? 

Mr. Giddings says, again: & 

¢¢ I would not be understood as desiring a servile insur- 
rection ; but F say to southerp gentlemen that there are 
hundreds of thousands of honest and patriotic men who will 
‘Jaugh at your calamity, and will mock when your fear 
cometh.’ 3) * * * K * w * E 

“ Sir, 1 would intimidate no man ; but 1 tell you there ig 
a spirit in the North which will set at defiance all the low 
and unworthy machinations of this Exccutive, and of the 
minions of its power. When the contest shall come; when 
the thunder shall roll, and the lightning flash; when the 
slaves shall rise in the South; when, in imitation of the 
Cuban bondmen, the southern slaves of the South shall feel 
that they are men; when they {eel the stirring emotions of 
immortality, and recognize the stirring trath that they are 
men, and entitled to the rights which God has bestowed 
upon them ; when the slaves shall fuel that, and when mas- 
ters shall turn pale and tremble ; when their dwellings shali 
smoke, and dismay sit on each countenanec ; then, sir, I 
do not say ¢ we will laugh at your calamity and mock when 
your fear cometh ;? but I do say, when that time shall come, 
the lovers of our race will stand forth and exert the legiti- 
mate powers of this Governinent for freedom. We shall 


| then have constitutional power to act for the good of our 


country, and do justice to the slave. Then will we strike 
off the shackles from the limbs of the slaves.” 


Mr. William O. Duval said: 


« ¥ sincerely hope a civil war may soon burst upon the 
country, I want to sce American slavery abolished tn my 
time; * * ni * Gand when the time arrives 
for the streetsof the cities of this ‘land of the free and home 
of the brave? to run with blood to the horses’ bridles, if the 
writer of this be living, there will be one heart to rejoice 
at the retributive justice of Heaven.” 


Wirusam H. Sewan, in his Rochester speech, 
said: 

“Shall X tell you what this collision means? They who 
think that it is accidental, unnecessary, the work of inter- 
ested or fanatical agitators, and therefore ephemeral, mis- 
take the case altogether. itis an irrepressible conflict be- 
tween opposing and enduring forces; it means that the 
United States must and will, either sooner or later, become 
cither entirely aslavebolding nation, or entirely a free-labor 
nation.’? 


Mr. Sewanp, in his speech at Cleveland, said: 

“ Slavery can be limited to its present bounds; it can be 
ameliorated, It can be and it must be ABOLISHED, and you 
and-Lcan and must do it. The task is as simple and easy 
as its consummation will be beneficent and its reward glo- 
rious. It requires to follow only this simple rule of action : 
do everywhere and on every oceasion what we ‘can, and 
not to neglect or refuse to do what we can, at any time, 
because, at that precise time, and on that particular occa- 
sion, wé cannot do more. Cireumstances determine pos- 
sibilities.?? * * * * = > P 

«s Correet your own crror, that slavery has constitutional 
guarantees which may not be released, and ought not to be 
relinquished.?” *  *  * You will soon bring 
the parties of the country into an effective aggression upon 
slavery.” 

Mr. Sewarp said, again: 

« Whenever the public mind shall will the abolition of 
slavery, the way will open for it.’ ` 

James Watson Webb said: 

“On the action ofghis [the Republican] convention de- — 
pends the fate of the’country ; if the Republicans fail at the 
ballot-box, we will be forced to drive back the slaveocracy 
with fire and sword.’? 

Such are some of the atrocious doctrines taught 
by these high priests of Republicanism. These 
extracts speak for themselves, and necd no com- 
Here we sec the great “ irre- 
pressible-conflict”’ doctrine clearly foreshadowed: 
* slavery can and must be abolished; peaceably if 
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we can, forcibly if we must. Nothing is to stand 
in the way of their onward progress to freedom. 
Treason, murder, bloodshed, and servile insurrection 
are here recommended for the accomplishment of 
their abolition schemes. This is the school in 
which John Brown was trained; it was from the 
teachings of such men as these, high in authority, 
that he derived his  irrepressible-confliet’’ ideas 
that caused him to drench Kansas in blood and 
invade the sovereign State of Virginia with an 
armed band to incite insurrection. _He was led 
to believe, from the teachings of these valiant 
knights of freedom, that as soon as he struck the 
first blow at Harper’s Ferry, a thousand swords 
would leap from their scabbards at the North to 
sustain him; but, to his sorrow, he found them 
more valiant in words than in actions. And now, 
after this outrage has been committed; now, after 
the blood of innocent men and women has been 
spilt, and the eyes of the whole country, with 
just scornand indignation, are turned to the lead- 
ers of the Republican party as the authors of the 
iniquitous tragedy, they affect great surprise at 
being suspected of any complicity with such a 
transaction. 

‘When Benhadad, King of Syria, was sick, he 
sent Hazael, his servant, to Damascus, to inquire 

. of Elisha, the prophet, whether he should recover 
of his disease. And the prophet answered: ‘‘Go 
tell thy master that he may certainly recover, how- 
beit the Lord hath shown me he shall surely die.”’ 
And the man of God wept. And Hazacl said: 
“Why weepest my lord??? And he answered, 
“ Because I know the evil that thou wilt do unto 
the children of Isracl; their strongholds wilt thou 
set on fire, and their young men wilt thou slay 
with the sword, and will dash their children and 
rip up their women with child.” And Hazael 
said, ‘4 But what ! is thy servant a dog, that he should 
dothis great thing ?”? And Elisha answered: “The 
Lord hath shewed me that thou shalt be King over 
Syria.” Hazael went his way and told the King 
that Elisha had said he would surely recover. Not- 
withstanding Hazael’sindignation at the prophet’s 
accusation, yet on the very next morning he slew 
the King, succeeded him to the throne, and, ina 
short time, he committed all the abominations 
upon the children of Israel that tlie prophet had 
foretold. Í 
_ So, when Wirriam H. Sewaro announced his 
‘‘irrepressible-conflict” doctrines—declared that 
slavery must and shall be abolished at all hazards; 
when sixty-cight members of the last House of 
Representatives signed the recommendation of the 
infamous Helper book, thereby indorsing treason 
and servile insurrection, if any man hadarisen upon 
this floor and said to these gentlemen, ‘t You are 
proclaiming sentiments that will lead to insurrec- 
tion and civil war,” they would have indignantly 
exclaimed with Hazael, ‘ Is thy servant a dog, that 
he should do this great thing 2’? And yet, in afew 
years after the announcement of * the irrepressible- 
conflict” doctrine, and within less than one year 
after the indorsement of the Helper book, we had 
treason, murder, and insurrection upon southern 
soil, by the notorious leader of the Kansas rebel- 
lion, with arms and ammunition supplied him by 
the Abolition and Republican party of the North. 
‘And when these leaders are now charged with 
being aidcrs and abettors of the act, they affect 
great ignorance, and still exclaim: ‘¢ Is thy servant 
a dog, that he should do this great thing 2?” I will 
say to the gentlemen on the other side, that the 
South is fully awakened to a sense of the real de- 
signs of the Republican party, and she can no 
longer be deceived upon this question. n 

Į trust, sir, L have fully established the position 
with which F set out—that the South is in no wa 
responsible for this slavery agitation, but that it 
rests entirely upon the anti-slavery fanatics of the 
North. 

But, sir, another object E had in view in ad- 
dressing the House to-day, was to view this ques- 
tion of slavery in its present attitude, deal with it 
as it now stands before the country in all its men- 
acing proportions, threatening the overthrow of 
the Government. In the review we have just 
made, we have accomplished two objects; first, 
we have clearly relieved the South of all respons- 
ibility for the agitation of this question, and have 
placed it where it properly belongs, upon the Ab- 
olition or Republican party. Secondly, we see 


the steady and alarming progress the Republicans 


have made in numerical strength, and the vast 
power they are destined to wield in this Govern- 
mentunless checked in theironward march. That 
cloud of fanaticism which at first appeared upon 
the political horizon, no larger than a man’s hand, 
has now swollen into a dark and angry cloud, 
threatening to break in fury and sudden destruc- 
tion upon thecountry. As we have seen, this agi- 
tation began first in the form of abolition petitions 
presented to Congress, exciting at first very little 
attention or alarm. The petitioners became more 
and more exigent in their demands, until they suc- 
ceeded in not only stirring up a great excitement in 
our national councils, but also in arousing popu- 
lar prejudices and sectional animosities through- 
out the Union; section became arrayed against 
section; the men of the North and the men of the 
South, who had hitherto regarded cach other as 
brethren, now began to look upon cach other as 
enemies. The question assumed at the Northa 
political bearing; designing politicians and unprin- 
gible demagogues seized upon it as a hobby to 
ride into power. It became a regular system—a 
part of their tactics—to keep up this agitation. 
The press, that mighty engine for controlling pop- 
ular opinion, was subsidized to their base pur- 

oses; their school-houscs, their colleges, their 
ecture-rooms, their legislative halls, and even the 
temples of the living God, were desecrated by their 
foul teachings. Thus this anti-slavery sentiment, 
which at first had but few advocates, deepened 
and widened, until it now pervades and animates 
the minds of a large majority of the citizens of the 
non-slaveholding States. It can no longer be re- 
arded as the fitful excitement of a few propagand- 
ists; but as a posttive, living principle in the north- 
ern mind, controlling all their social, religious, 
and political acts. It has now become the basis, 
the corner-stone of political organization. All 
the malcontents, the odds and ends, sloughed off 
from old political parties, have united in onc com- 
mon band, assuming to themselves the name of 
the Republican party, the more effectually to con- 
ccal their real designs. 

I will here briefly state what I consider the 
great leading cardinal doctrines of the Republican 
party, as expounded by their leaders and set forth 
in their party platforms: 

1. They assert, as the great fundamental prin- 
ciple of their party, the social and political equal- 
ity of the negro and the white man—that all men 
are born free and equal, possessed of certain in- 
alienable rights, which it is the duty of the Federal 
Government to guard and maintain. 

2. A deep-settled hate to the people and insti- 
tutions of the southern States, causing them to 
look upon slavery as a sin against God and man; 
a relic of barbarism; a blighting, withering curse 
to the nation, which itis their solemn and religious 
duty at all times, in all places, and by all means, 
to restrict and finally abolish. 

3. A fixed and unalterable determination to cx- 
clude the people of the southern States, with their 
slave property, from all the common territory of 
the United States, and that there shall be no more 
slave States admitted into the Union; thus re- 
stricting slavery to its present limits, with the 
hope that it may finally extinguish itself. 

4. The repeal of the fugitive slave law, or a 
modification of its provisions, so as to render that 
clause of the Constitution in reference to the ren- 
dition of fugitives null and void. 

5. The abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia; in all the forts, arsenals, and dock- 
yards under the jurisdiction of the United States; 
also, the abolition of the slave trade between the 
States, as well ag a sccret purpose to strike at the 
institution in the States by all constitutional means— 
they being the sole judges of the Constitution. 

6. After obtaining control of the executive'and 
legislative departments of the Government, the 


| next step will be to reform the judiciary, remodel 


the Supreme Court of the United States, and thus 
remove the last barrier in the way of constitu- 
tional aggression. 

7. By way of hastening the consummation of 
their free-soil purposes, they now propose to in- 
augurate a grand system ofsquandering the publie 
lands, by giving “homes to the homeless and 
land to the landless.” 

In order to show that I have not misrepresented 


the sentiments and principles of the: Republican - 
party, I will here read.a few. extracts from their 
platforms, and from the speeches. of their Ieaders.. 
Mr. Braxe introduced the following resolution 
in the House. of Representatives, March 26, 18605 
for which sixty Republican members voted—some 
declining to vote: mee l 


« Whercas the ebattelizing of humanity and the holding 
of persons as property is contrary to natural justice and the 
fundamental principles of our political system, and is notos 
riously a reproach to our country throughout the civilized 
world, and a serious hinderance to the progress of repub: 
Hean liberty among the nations of the earth: Therefore, 

“© Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, avd 
the same are hercby, instructed to Inquire into the expedi- 
ency of reporting a bill giving freedom to every human being 
and interdicting slavery wherever Congress has the COn- 
stitutional power to legislate on the subject.” 


Senator Wane, of Ohio, said: 
« There is really no Union now. between the North and 
the South; and he believed that no two nations upon tho 


carth entertain feclings of more bitter rancor towards each 
other than these two nations of the Republic.” 


Mr. Lovesoy, of Ilinois, said, in the House of 
Representatives, April 5, 1860: 

“Sir, than robbery, than piracy,than polygamy, slavehold- 
ing is worsc—more criminal, more injurious te man, aud 
consequently more offensive to God. 

“ Staveholding has been justly designated as the sum of 
aH villainy. Put every crime perpetrated among men iuto 
a moral crucible, and dissolve and combine them atl, ard 
the resultant amalgam is slavebolding. It has the violence 
of robbery. : 

“A Menner, You afe joking. 

“Mr, Lovesoy. No, sir; lamepeaking indead earnest, 
before God, God’s own truth. It hay the violence of rob- 
bery, the blood and cruelty of piracy; it has the offensive 
and brutal lusts of polygamy, ali combined and concentrated 
in itself, with aggravations that neither one of these crimes 
ever knew or dreained of”? 


Republican platform, at Philadelphia, June 18, 
1856: 


“ Resolved, That the Constitution confors upon Congress 
| sovercign power over the Territories of the United States, 
for their government, and thatin the exercise of the power 
itis both the right and the duty of Congress to prohibit in 
the Territories those twin relics of barbarism—polygamy 
and slavery.” 


Senator Hesry Wixson said, in a speech-at 
Boston: 


“We shall arrest the ¢xtension of slavery, and reseuc 
the Government trom the grasp of the slave power. Woe 
shal} blot out slavery in the nationalcapitah We shall sur- 
round the slave States with a cordon of free States. We 
shall then appeal to the hearts aud consciences of men, 
and, in a fewyears, notwithstanding the immense interests 
combined iy the cause of oppression, we shall give liberty 
to the mifffons in bondage. (‘Hear!? < Heart} $ trust 
that many of us will live to sec the chain stricken from the 
limbs of the Jast bondman in the Republic 1”? 


Horace Mann, of Massachusetts, said: 


& I have only to add, under a full sense of my responsi- 
bility to my country and my God, I deliberately say, better 
disunion, better a civil or servile war, better anything that 
God in his providence shall send, than an extension of the 
bounds of slavery.’ : 


Josiah Quincy, of Boston, said: 


K, 
“The obligation incumbent on the free States to deliver 
up fugitive slaves is that burdcn,and it must be obliterated + 
from the Constitution at every hazard.” 


Senator Sumyer said: 


“The good citizen, as he reads the requirements of this 
act, the [fugitive slave,] is filled with horror.’ a + 
s y ‘Jere the path of duty is clear. I am bound to 
disobey this act.”? k i * ie “Sir, I willnot 
dishonor this home of the Pilgrims and of the Revolution 
by admitting—nay, E cannot believe—that this bill will be 
executed here.” 


Mr. Buruneame said: 

ked to state specially what.weswounld do, be would 
First, repeal the Nebraska bill ; second, repeal the 
fugitive siave law; third, abolish slavery in the District of 
Coltunbia; fourth, abolish the inter-State slave trade ; next, 
he would declare that slavery should not spread to one inch 
of the territory of the Union; he would then put the Gov- 
ernment actually and perpetually on the side of freedom.’ 
x = * $ “He wontd have judges who believe 
in a higher law, and an anti-slavery Constitution, an anti- 
slavery Bible, and an anti-slavery God.” 

Mr. Bun.incame again: 

«“ When we shall have elected a President, as we will, 
who will not be the President of a party, nor of a section, 
but the tribune of a people 3 ancbafter wo have exterminated 
a few more miserable doughfaces from the North, then, if 
the stave Senate will not give way, we will grind it between 
the upper and nether millstones of our power.” 


J. R. Giddings said, in reference to the fugitive 
slave Jaw: 

“From my innermost soul, I abhor, detest, and repudiate 
this law. Idespise the human being who would obey it, if 
such a being has existence.” I should regard such a mat as 
a moral nuisance, contaminating the air of freedom, and 
would kick him from my door should he attempt to enter my 
: dwelling.” 
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Mr. Giddings also said: 


“Gentlemen will bear with me when I assure them and 
thé President that I have seen as many as nine fugitives 
dining at one time in my own bouse—fathers, mothers, hus- 
bands, wives, parents, and children.” * eto een 
“l ted them, Í clothed them, gave them money for their 
journey, and sent them on their way rejoicing.” 

Mr. Sewarp said: 


« We deem the principle of the Jaw for the recapture of 
fugitive slaves unjust, unconstitutional, and immoral; and 
thus, while patriotism withholds its approbation, the con- 
acience of our people condemns it.” 


Wendell Phillips said: 

“We confess that we intend to trample under foot the 
Constitution of this country.” 

w Senator Wu.son, of Massachusetts, said: 

Y toll you here to-night, that the agitation of this ques- 
tion of human slavery will continue while the foot of a 
slave presses the soil of the American Republic. 

«We shall change the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and place men in that court who believe with its 
pure and immaculate Chief Justice, Jobn Jay, that our 
prayers will be impious to Heaven, while we sustain and 
support human slavery.” 

Mr. Conxuine, of New York, said, in the 
House of Representatives, April 17, 1860: 

“A reorganization and reinvigoration of the court, with 
just regard to commercial and political considerations, is 


‘one of the auspicious promises of Republican ascendency.” 
E * * * * * * * * * * 


& With this reform accomplished, the vampire of slavery, 
now flitting among the shadows of a sheltering tribunal, 
will spread its wings once more over that hospitable do- 
main where its ministrations are considered essential to 
the full development of ‘the highest type of white civili- 
zation.’ ?? è 

Such, sir, are some of the startling doctrines and 
principles of this self-styled Republican party— 
a party professing to follow the footsteps of the 
fathers of the Republic; a party that has stolen 
the livery of heaven, that they may better accom- 
plish their works of darkness; a party that is ever 
and eternally crying “Great is Diana of the Ephe- 
sians!” ‘Great is this Union!” “ Great is the Con- 
stitution!’ and yet every day of their lives they 
are trampling under foot the sacred guarantees of 
the Constitution, and sapping the very founda- 
tions of that Union thgy are now so loudly pro- 
fossing to glorify. PRce this party in power, 
give them the control of the Government, and can 
any one doubt that they will carry out all these 
odious and unconstitutional measures? Sir, no 
one who has watched the progress of this anti- 
slavery sentiment at the North can for a moment 
doubt the purposes and aims of this Republican 
party. "This tide of fanaticism has rolled on aud 
on, until it has now become a great moral and re- 
ligious sentiment with the masses at the North, 

ervading their whole social and political fabric. 

ith these stubborn facts before us, 1 confess I 
have but little hope for the perpetuation of this 
Union. The southern people, if they are true to 
themselves, their pledges, their homes, and their 
firesides, can never submit to the foul domination 
of such a party. 

Thus far, Mr. Chairman, I have only given 
you the principles of this Republican party. I 
propose, now, to test them by their acts—itis said, 
“that actions speak louder than words’’—‘‘by 
their fruits ye shall know them.” Tried by this 
standard, Lam prepared to convict them at the 
bar of the country of not only being agitatots— 
disturbers of the public peacc—but of being ene- 
mics and violators of the Constitution of our com- 
mon country. Wherever they have had political 
power they have shown themselves capable of 
every cnormity; neither oaths, nor compacis, nor 
constitutions, can bind them, they have overleaped 
all these in their ownward carcer to universal 
freedom. Now, sir, this is strong language, but 
it is not stronger than the facts of the case will 
justify. ; 

The first count in the indictment upon which I 
arraign them is this: that they, regardless of their 


oaths, have set at naught and violated one of the ! 
plainest provisions of the Constitution, I mean, | 
sir, the clause in reference to the rendition of fu- 


gitive slaves. By reference to the legislation of 
the non-slavcholding States, you will find that in 


nearly all of them laws have been passed, either | 


dircetly or indirectly, nullifying this clause of the 
Constitution, [t has certainly heen done in all 
those States where the Republican party has been 
in power. It is a source of congratulation and 
pride that the Democratic party has never lent its 


aid to such acts of perfidy. They have ever been | 


truc and loyal to the Constitution. This subject 
has been lately extensively reviewed in the other 
wing of this Capitol by one of the Senators from 
my own State, [Mr. Toomss,] and according to 
his calculations, at least nine of these States have 

assed laws with the intent to abrogate this clause. 

see, however, by the report of the Harper’s 
Ferry investigating committee before the Virginia 
Legislature, that nearly every non-slaveholding 
State, without a single exception, has in some 
form or other passed laws having in view this 
object. 

The whole legislation of the non-slaveholding 
States on this subject has had but one object in 
view, and that is, the violation of this clause of 
the Constitution. Some have accomplished it in 
one way, some in another; some openly and dc- 
fiantly, others covertly. ‘The more bold and dar- 
ing have openly set at naught this clause of the 
Constitution by their infamous “ personal liberty’? 
bills, with the severest fines and penalties attached 
thereto. In some cases, every Federal officer, at- 
tempting to fulfill the obligation of his oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States, is 
fined $1,000, or imprisoned at least one year. 
Others have sought to cover up their infamy un- 
der their ‘ habeas corpus” acts, their “mandamus”? 
acts; some under the specious pretenses of pre- 
venting kidnapping; all having in view the same 
avowed purpose—that of defeating this plain pro- 
vision of the Constitution for the rendition of fu- 
gitives. And marvel not when I tell you that 
every one of these Republican legislators who 
passed these abominable laws had previously 
taken a solemn oath upon the Holy Evangelists to 
support the Constitution of the United States; and 
yet, while their oaths were warm upon their lips, 
they turned round, and passed laws to violate it. 
Now, sir, what are we to think of such men? 
What excuse or extenuation have their confeder- 
ates upon this floor to give for their perjury ? Yet 
these are the men who are loudest in their denunci- 
ations of southern men who dare to get up here, 
and demand of the North a rigid adherence to their 
constitutional obligations. These are the men 
who raise the ery of treason! traitor! against every 
southern man who does not see proper tamely to 
submit to these infractions of the Federal com- 
pact, and who prefers peaceably to withdraw from 
this Union, rather than to fellowship with men 
that neither oaths, nor compacts, nor constitutions 
can bind. 

But, sir, our grievances stop not here; if I had 
time I might swell the catalogue. Not only 
has this Republican party, thus knowingly, will- 
fully, and deliberately trampled under foot the 
Federal Constitution by their State enactments; 
but they are every day of their lives committing 
hostile ‘depredations upon the property of their 
confederates—planning and scheming by every 
foul combination, and by unfriendly legislation, to 
rob the slavcholder of his property. It is a no- 
torious fact, that ina good many of the non-slave- 
holding States the Republican party have regularly 
organized socictics—underground railroads—for 
the avowed purpose of stealing the slaves from the 
border States and carrying them off to a free State 
or to Canada. These predatory bands are kept 
up by private and public subscriptions among the 
Abolitionists; and in many of the States, I am 
sorry to say, they receive the sanction and pro- 
tection of the law. The border States losc annu- 


ally thousands and millions of dollars’ worth of | 


property by this system of larceny that has been 
carricd on for years. 
Abolition States have passed laws, in my judg- 
ment, violative of the spirit of the Federal com- 

act and of all comity between the States, depriv- 
ing the southerner of the right of carrying his 


slave property, even on a visit, to any of these | 


States; by attaching heavy penalties to the master, 


and declaring the slave free the moment he puts || 


his foot upon free soil. 

Besides this, we have all manner of contumely 
and abuse heaped upon us as southern men, be- 
cause, like the patriarchs of old, we recognize the 
right of property in man. As an evidence of the 
cruelty of the master over the slave, we have been 
even charged here upon this floor [by Mr. Van 


Wrycex] “of burning negroes alive.” Their Legis- 


latures, their party presses, their leaders, their 
orators, and their pulpits, are every day thunder- 


In addition to this, all the : 


ing the vilestanathemas and calumnies against us. 
Such is a sample of the rights of reciprocity we 
receive from our confederates in this Union. It 
will not do for the Republican party to tell me 
they are not responsible for these things; my an- 
swer is, they affiliate with, support, defend, and 
place in power, the men through whose instrumen- 
tality these outrages are committed. And yet 
these are our brethren in this glorious Confed- 
eracy, against whom we must not even utter a 
murmur of dissatisfaction. No harm for brother 
to rob brother—for brother to steal a brother’s 
negro. Oh, no! say they; stand it like a clever 
fellow; we are all common citizens of this glorious 
Union, and for Heaven’s sake donot let us have 
a fuss. 

These are the men who cry out so lustily for 
the Union—the glorious Union. It must, however, 
be a Union of their own—a Union in which they , 
can be permitted to do as they plcase—violate the 
Constitution ad libitum; and we must tamely sub- 
mit. Ifwe dare to whisper acomplaint, we are de- 
nounced as traitors and disunionists, and threatened 
with the bayonet if we should even think of with- 
drawing ourselves and our imperiled institutions 
from a Union that gives no protection to property 
orsecurity against constitutional aggression. Let 
me say to gentlemen, orice for all, this Union can 
never be preserved by singing peans to the Union; 
it can only be maintained by a rigid adherence to 
the Federal compact, by mutual forbearance and 
respect for the constitutional rights of all sections. 
And itis for this reason that I have no confidence 
in these great Union demonstrations at the North; 
they amount to nothing. As agencral rule, those 
who sign the calls for these meetings, and figure 
most conspicuously in them, are the very men 
who go to the polls and vote for legislators and 
Congressmen openly pledged to violate the Consti- 
tution—the only bond of Union. Now, if our 
northern brethrenare really sincere in their desires 
to perpetuate the Union, letthem “ show their faith 
by their works;’’ let them lay the ax at the root of 
the evil; let them reform the ballot-box; let them 
turn out these public enemies, these violators of 
the Constitution, from our State and national 
councils, and put in sound, national, conservative 
men, who will respect the nghts of all, and stand 
by the sacred guarantecs of the Constitution. Let 
them do this, and then may we talk about Union. 

Having thus given you a brief outline of the 
principles, objects, and aims of this Republican 
party, as well as some of tlieir acts, I ask, in all 
candor, what have we to expect for the future by 
remaining in this Union? ‘The picture is indeed 
a gloomy onc, becoming more and more so ever 
day. Asit was remarked by the immortal Patrick 
Henry, “ I know of no way of judging of the fu- 
ture but by the past;’’ and judging of the future- 
by the past, I wish to know what there is in the 
past history of this abolition excitement to solace 
gentlemen with the hope that we can ever roll 
back this wave of fanaticism, restore peace to the 
country, justice to all sections, and mutual regard 
and respect for the compromises of the Constitu- 
tion? With such a party as the Republican party 
in power in this Government, I ask what hope 
would the South have for equality in this Union? 
What hope would she have for the maintenance 
and expansion of her institutions? Place this 
party in power, and who doubts that they will 
carry out their programme? We have secn how 
they use power when they get it. Wherever 
they have had the control in the State Legisla- 
tures, they bave shown themselves reckless and 
regardless of all constitutional obligations, If 
they will knowingly, willfully, and deliberately 
violate the Consutution of the United States by 
their State enactments, will they not do the same 
thing if you give them the control of the Federal 
Government? The great body of the masses at 
the North look upou slavery ‘(as a sin against 


| God and a crime against humanity;” and with 


such a sentiment animating their bosoms, what 
regard will they have for a Constitution that rec- 
ognizes and perpetuates such a “erime?” This 
fecling has already become a religious fanaticism 
with them; and we are told that fanaticism. takes 
no step backwards. Let this Government then 
pass into the hands of such a party; give them 
the majority in this branch of Copgress; give 
them the majority in the Senate; give them the 
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Executive, with the power of remodeling the Su- 
preme Court, and with the Army and Navy at 
their command, I ask, in the language of the 
honorable gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. LA- 
MAR, | ‘* will not the barriers of the Constitution, 
the forms of law, the obligations of humanity, 
and the sovereignty of the States, all melt down 
in their fiery path?” $ 
It is madness, then, to talk of settling this ques- 
tion. Gentlemen may cry peace, but there is no 
peace. It is folly tò talk of union, when there is 
no union; of fraternity and harmony, when there 
is nothing but discord, strife, and sectional jeal- 
ousy in the land. Anarchy reigns supreme; and 
in the language of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] ‘* weare virtuallyinastate ofcivil war.”’ 
Even here upon this floor already is the sectional 
line drawn; we all fecl it and know it,and th€re 
is no use in disguising the fact. Here we are pur- 
porting to be Representatives of one great com- 
mon country, and ought to be animated by one 
great common purpose; and yet, sir, members on 
this side of the Chamber entertain feelings of deep 
settled hate &nd hostility to members on the Re- 
publican side, and do not even desire to cultivate 
social relations with them. And why is this? It 
is because the bond of union is broken—it is be- 
cause the principles of this Republican party lead 
to servile war—to the subversion of the Govern- 
ment; and we look upon its members as the com- 
mon cnemies of our country. I say, then, it is 
vain to talk of reconciliation or compromise. We 
have tried compromises for the last forty years, 
and they avail nothing. In 1820 we had æ com- 
promise that was expected to settle this question ; 
yet, sir, the agitation continued in the form of ab- 
olition petitions. In 1850 a terrific storm broke 
outupon the territorial policy of the Government, 
and we had another compromise that all parties 
declared a finality, and that would most certainly 
put ancnd to this agitation. This lasted only four 
years. In 1854, when the principles of the com- 
romise of 1850 were attempted to be applied to 
Kansas, we had another great excitement; and 
to-day, after all our efforts at compromise, this 
anti-slavery sentiment exhibits itself more power- 
fully and menacingly than at any former period of 
our history. The excitement upon this subject 
annually recurs in these Halls. Like the ghost 
of the murdered Banquo, it will not ‘‘down.” 
Disguise it, then, as you please, the question 
resolves itself into onc of slavery or no slavery, 
union or disunion. On the one side, a large ma- 
jority of thecitizens of thenon-slaveholdingStates, 
headed by the Republican party, assert that sla- 
very is a national curse, a sin against God and 
man; that there is to be no more extension of it, 
and that it can and must be abolished.. On the 
other hand, the southern States, with one voice, 
say itis right; that it is the proper condition of 
the negro; that wherever the African and the 
white man are brought in contact, it is necessary 
that the supremacy of the white man should be 
acknowledged, to evolve the greatest good and 


happiness to both races; that they will maintain | 


the institution at all hazards, and that they must 
and will have expansion. Here, sir, the issue is 
fairly made up. It is a fearful onc, involving the 
happiness and destiny of millions, and it becomes 
us as patriots and statesmen to meet it with firm- 
ness. Upon the inauguration ofa Black Repub- 
lican President, the last act in the drama will be 


accomplished. The southern people will have | 


to make up their minds whether they will give 
up slavery or give up this Union; whether they 
will submit to the abolition of their institutions, 
with all its attendant horrors, or dissolve cvery 
tie that binds them to this Union. With such an 
alternative presented, they cannot hesitate in their 
duty. Dear as this Union may be to us, with all 
its hallowed associations, yet we infinitely prefer 


disunion ‘to dishonor, disgrace, and degradation. | 


If we cannot have peace, honor, and safety in 
this Union, I say let us strike for independence 
outofit. Lam no disunionist “perse.” I would 
be glad to see this Union preserved, if it could be 

erpetuated in its original purity. Give me a 

nion with the Constitution—the Union of our 
fathers—and I am prepared to make any sacrifice 
to maintain it; but a Union without the Consti- 
tution commands no respect from me, 

\ 


= 


Notwithstanding these are my views, and whilst 
Tam free to admit that I entertain but little hope 
for the perpetuation of this Confederacy, yet 1 am, 
willing, in common with all good citizens, to unite 
with the friends of the Constitution every wherc— 
North, South, East and West—and make one 
more effort to roll back this tide of fanaticism; 
drive out these public enemies from the temple of 
liberty; and save, if possible, the Constitution and 
the Union of these States. Disguise it as you 
please, the only hope now left for the country is 
the Democratic party. It is the only national, con- 
servative party, that now stands by the Consti- 
tution, the rights of the States. Let others brand 
and denounce it as they choose; it has saved the 
country in many a dark hour in our history; and 
to that party may yet belong the honor of rescuing 
us from the perils that now surround us. Amid 
that universal and wide-spread fanaticism that has 
swept like an avalanche over the northern States, 
bearing don everything ‘in its resistless current, 
there is a noble band of patriots that has hitherto 
breasted the storm—stood up, like the rock of 
Gibraltar, against the surges of popular passion 
and prejudice. Ever true and loyal to the Consti- 
tution, they have stood by us “through cvilas well 
as good report’’—not by slavery, but by the Consti- 
tution of their common country. The world’s his- 
tory presents not a grander picture of the moral 
sublime, of truc heroism, of sclf-sacrificing devo- 
tion to principle. These northern Democrats chal- 
lenge our admiration, deserve our thanks, and are 
entitled to the patriot’s reward. 

If we would, then, save the Union, let the 
friends of the Constitution everywhere unite with 
the northern Democracy, for the common good 
of the country. Let the South lay aside all im- 
practicable issues for the present; let us lay all 


our party prejudices upon the altar of our coun- | 


try. As Aaron and Hur held up the hands of Mo- 
ses on the mount, whilst the armies of Isracl were 
contending against Amalek, so let us hold up the 
hands of these northern patriots who are now 
fighting the battles of the Constitution against the 
Abolitionists. Let us make one more “long and 
strong pull, a pull altogether,’’ to rescue the Con- 
stitution from the foul tread of fanaticism; and if 
we fail in this last effort, itis my solemn convic- 
tion that “Ilium fuit” shall be written upon these 
walls. 

History tells us that there was a monument 
erected at the straits of Thermopylæ in honor of 
the brave Spartan band that fell in this ever- 
memorable conflict. The epitaph inscribed upon 
the monument was in these words: ‘Go tell in 
Lacedemon that we died in defense of her laws.”’ 
So I say to the northern Democrats upon this 
floor: you are but a Spartan band contending 
against the myriad host of Abolitionists. You 
have another Thermopylæ to fight; a mighty 
struggle awaits you in the coming contest; the 
hopes of mankind are turndd, with eager expec- 
tation, to you. Upon your shoulders, in a great 
measure, rests the destiny of this Republic; go 
forth resolved to conquer. Armed with the 
Constitution, with the immutable principles of 
truth and justice, meet the issue like men before 
the northern masses; combat their prejudices; 
tell them you are right and they are wrong; 
and endeavor by your counscls to bring them 


back to their loyalty and fidelity to the Constitu- | 


tion. And if you fail in this last patriotic effort, 


posterity will inscribe upon your monument an | 
epitaph like that of the Spartan band, ‘‘ that you | 


fell in defense of the laws and the Constitution of 
your country.” 

One word, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the rem- 
edy, in casc we are driven to the ‘ultima ra- 
tio,” and I have done. My remedy is a peaccable 
one. l belong to the State-rights, strict construc- 


tion school of politics. I believe in the right | 
of peaceable secession; and, in my judgment, | 


nothing short of this will remedy existing evils. I 
have no faith or confidence in the remedy pro- 
posed by some gentlemen upon this floor—that 
of fighting within the Union. I know not what 
gentlemen mean by this; itis too indefinite; it 


may mean something or nothing. The position | 


of Georgia has already been announced upon this 


floor by my colleague, [Mr. Crawrorp.] It is | 


the deliberate and unanimous opinion of every 


Democratic Representative from Georgia, and of 
both Senators, that in the event of the election of 
Wirrram H. Sewarp to the Presidency, or any 
Black Republican advocating his extreme views, 
Georgia ought at once to dissolve her connection 
with this Government. Georgia has already laid 
down her “ ultimatum;’’ she has solemnly de- 
clared, in convention assembled, that in the event 
Congress. should repeal or essentially modify the 
fugitive slave law, or should place the pee aed 
striction upon any of the Territoriés‘of the Uni- 
ted States, she would disrupt every tie that binds 
her to this Union. The first contingency bas al- 
ready virtually happened, nearly every non-slave- 
holding State having nullified the fugitive slave 
law by their legislative enactments. Upon the 
inauguration of a Black Republican President, the 
other will soon follow. I know the people whom 
Lhave the honor, in part, to represent. They 
feel keenly the wrongs they have suffered, in com- 
mon with their southern confederates. This posi- 
tion of Georgia has been solemnly and deliber- 
ately taken; and I trust, when the time comes, 


she will redeem her pledge. Itisnot forme, how- © 


ever to dictate. I can only advise. And whatever 
position Georgia shall assume, in that eventful 
crisis, I shall be found acting with her. My first 
and last allegiance is due to Georgia. It is to her 
I owe all that I am, and all ‘that I expect to be. 
I was born, reared, and educated within her lim- 
its. Beneath the sods of her valleys sleep the 
bones of my fathers; upon her soil I expect to 
rest this tenement of clay when my carthly pil- 
grimage is over. And come weal or woe, come 
storm or sunshine, I shall always be found bat- 
tling, to the best of my humble abilities, for her 
rights, her interest, her safety, and her honor. 

I am like my distinguished colleague, [Mr. 
Crawronp.] I want this question settled at once; 
settled in my day. Iam heartily sick and tired 
of this everlasting wrangling about a question 
upon which we are to have no peace, J have lost 
all hope of sceing it settled by united concert of 
action among the southern States. In my judg- 
ment, the only way it ever will be settled, will be 
by separate State action. Let any onc of the slave 
States lead off by secession, and the rest will fol- 
low. It seems to me it would be very appropriate 
for Virginia to take the lead in this great southern 
movement. Her patriotic sons were among the 
first to declare for independence from the British 
yoke. She gave birth to a Washington, a Henry, 
a Jefferson,a Madison. The tomb of the immortal 
Father of his Country is within her limits. The 
first overt act of hostility has been committed 
upon her soil. Ihave every confidence in the 
valor and patriotism of the Old Dominion. If, 
then, a Black Republican President shall be clect- 
ed in November, lct Virginia, the mother of states~ 
men, lead off by secession, and every southern 
State will follow. Let her do this, and, my word 
forit, the future historian will record of Virginia, 
that Virginia was free, that she dared to be free, and 
that she saved the honor and liberty of the entire 
South. ` 


THE TARIFF. 


SPEECH OF HON. E. JOY MORRIS, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Ix true Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 24, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, said: 

Mr. Cuainman: Irise to discuss a practical ques- 
tion—one which is, or ought to be, entirely free 
from sectional jealousies, and which, more nearly 
than any other, affects the personal welfare of 
every citizen of the Republic—I mean the revision 
of the tariff, as proposed by the bill from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, now pending before 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I regard this measure as one which op- 
erates alike on our individual and national inter- 
ests. 

Whatever may be said of the disturbing influ- 
ences of European events and legislation on our 
trade and industry, itis undeniable that, to a great 
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extent, we are masters of our own fortunes. If 
our legislation is so directed as: to encourage do- 
mestic industry, and. to defend it against hostile 
attacks from rival nations, it will flourish until it 
attains to such a maturity and self-sustaining ca- 
pacity as tono longer need governmental aid and 

rotection.. This.assertion the history of every 
Turopean nation will confirm, and none more sig- 
nificantly than that of England, the great work- 
shap of the world, Having referred at large to 
‘passages in the history of that country illustrative 
of this proposition, in previous speeches before 
this. body on the tariff question, E shall not now 
specially allude to them. The immense manu- 
facturing wealth of England, the annual product 
of which now amounts to about eight hundred 
million dollars, is the fruit of the self-protecting 
legislation of that country, steadily pursued for 
three centuries, and is, in itself, the best vindica- 
tion of the pursuance of a similar policy in this 
country. All legislation is, to a certain extent, 
experimental; and its effect on the welfare of na- 
tions and people can only be determined by long- 
tried experience. When that experience is of a 
uniformly beneficial character, there can be no 
doubt of the wisdom of the legislation thus thor- 
oughly tested by time. From the speculations of 
theorists, l appeal to fact; from the ideal notions 
of the political empiric, who, deceived by sounding 
names and utopian schemes, believes that all na- 
tions may be governed by the same policy, with- 
out reference to theiractual condition, I appeal to 
the stern realities of historical truth. 

If, turning a deaf ear to the warning voice of 
history, we shall pursuc an opposite policy to that 
adopted by the nations of the Old World, we must 
not be disappointed if different results are the con- 
sequence. If we shall treat the claims of industry 
and labor with cold neglect, we must expect to see 
the progress of the nation, in ali the truc clements 
of power and independence, arrested or retarded. 
Certain it is, if we disregard our own interests, 
we shall only promote the welfare of other nations | 
at our own expense. When the tariff is framed 
with any other view than that of advancing the 
prosperity of this country, it is to all intents and 
purposes an anti-American tariff, and might as 
well have been enacted in the British Parliament 
or the French Senate. If we wish to impoverish 
the country by promoting a drain of the precious | 
metals, it is only necessary to reduce the duties 
to such a low scale as to discourage home produc- 
tion, and invite the excessive importation of for- 
eign goods, We thus crush the native manufac- 
turer, while we enrich his foreign competitor; we 
starve the American working classes, while we 
afford employment to the artisans of Europe. 

If we desire to discourage the Investment of 
capital in arts and manufactures, we lave only to 
adopt the ideas of free trade soindustriously propa- 
rated by the great manufacturing monopolist of 
Eerope and so practically repudiated by the pre- 
vious history of England, when her ability to com- 
pete with the combined industry of the world was 
not so triumphantly demonstrated as it is at the 
present day. The attempt of the Democratic 
party, at different periods, to renounce the pro- 
tective policy, and to approximate our revenue 
legislation to a free-trade standard, has been at- 
tended by most disastrous consequences. Its per- 
fidious destruction of the tariff of 1842, one of the 


generous ideas of Washington and Jefferson, ‘on 
the necessity and. expediency of stimulating the 
growth of home manufactures, and the develop- 
ment of our inexhaustible mineral treasures, been 
permanently stamped on the tariff laws enacted 
from the origin of the Government to this day, 
our wealth and productive power would have been 
more than doubied. _The spectacle of a busy peo- 
ple, whose industry was carefully guarded and 
sustained by the. Government, would have at- 
tracted much greater numbers of immigrants from 
the Old World than have settled among us; and 
our population would have largely exceeded its 
present numbers. 

But the day of national patriotism is past, and 
in its place is substituted a contracted devotion to 
petty interests and sectional animosities. The 
enlarged nationality of the earlier days of the Re- 
public has given way to other feelings, and we 
are rapidly verging to a condition in which we 
shall take more pride im being citizens of States 
than members of the leading nation of the world— 
the foremostin the race of political and intellectual 
liberty, and one which exercises a greater moral 
influence on human destiny than any that ever 
preceded it on the page of history. 

Why should the South regard the question. of 
protection as peculiarly a northern one? Is it 
not to the interest of the grower of cotton to in- 
crease the number of consumers of the raw mate- 
rial which flourishes so luxuriantly in the ficlds 
of South Carolina and Georgia? Strike down 
the American cotton manufacturer, blot out fram 
existence every cotton mill in the free States,and 
make Europe the exclusive market for the sale 
of American cotton, and you would inevitably 
lessen the price of the raw material by reducing 
the competition for its purchase, The rivalry 
between our cotton manufactures and those of 
England has been the chief cause of the remuner- 
ative price that has been paid for cotton for the 
last twenty years. Increase the manufacture, and 
thereby lessen the cost of fabrics, and you will 
undoubtedly render the production more profit- 
able and the demand for the raw material’ more 
steady as you augmedt consumption. 

Why should not the South itself become a man- 


material, with every advantage of water power 
and facility of transportation by navigable streams 
to the great outlets of the West and the Gulf of 
Mexico? Why should the people of the South 
send the raw material to Europe to be fabricated, 
and to be returned to them for consumption, with 
the superadded expenses of two ocean voyages, 
when it lies at ‘their very doors, and they have 
but to set the loom and spindle at work in the cot- 
ton districts to save the extra cost of transporta- 
tion? With equal mechanical skill, cotton can 
be manufactured in the South at a less cost than 
elsewhere, in Europe or America. Why should 


Virginia, be sent to England to be converted into 
rails for roads in those States, when it can be 


cost, if our tariff legislation be not adverse to the 
native fabrication? 

Were theslave States destitute of natural wealth, 
| were they but rennin endowed with the useful 
| minerals, and their soils sterile and unproductive, 
there might be a show of reason for the hostility 


most patriotic acts ever passed by an American | 
Congress, and which, during the brief term of its 
existence, was the source of immense benefits to 
the whole country, annihilated millions of capital, 
and brought poverty and distress to the cottage of 
the laborer and the abode%of opulence. From 
that act. of treason to American interests we have 
not yet entirely recovered, and years must clapse 
before the losses it occasioned will be repaired. 
‘Nothing but such a healing legislation as that 


of late years manifested by some of their chief 
statesmen against protection in any shape, direct 
or incidental. 
attested as it is by immense beds of the most val- 
uableiron oresin North Carolina, Virginia, Geor- 
gia, and Tennessee, lying almost side by side with 
| inexhaustible deposits of coal, it is inconceivable 


|| that the people of those and other States of the 


| South, similarly endowed by nature, should per- 
mit their most vital Interests to be disregarded by 


proposed by the tariff bill now under considera- 
tion will effectually remedy the mischiefs entailed 
on the nation by the repeal of the tariff of 1842. 
In vain may it be said that the North and South | 
have not an cqual share in the benefits of the pro- 
tective policy. The time was when the great states- | 
men of all parts of the country, in the Revolution- | 
„ary era of our history, when patriotism was not 
overborne by local prejudice and narrow-minded 
views, thought alike on this subject. Had the | 


their Representatives in Congress, To no part 
of the country would the tariff of 1842 have been 
more productive of benefit than to the cotton- 
growing and iron-producing States of the South 
and Southwest. Its maintenance would have at- 
tracted a large immigration of free labor to those 
States, thus increasing their wealth in men and 
means, and enabling 
tial position in the Federal Legislature.. 
Whatever may be said of the injurious influ- 


ufacturing region, possessed as it is of the raw | 


the iron of 'Tennessee, Kentucky, Georgia, and | 
’ 5 


manufactured at home with greater economy of į 


But when the contrary is the fact, | 


them to maintain an influen- į 


ences of slave labor on free labor, the latter will 
go wherever it finds encouragement. Ifthe South 
had united. with the North in a system of legisla- 
tion, whose aim was equally beneficial to labor 
and capital, it would have been the greatest gainer, 
for it would have eventually rendered itself inde- 
pendentin the principal branches of manufacture. 
Capital will go wherever it can secure the most 
productive returns, and it carries labor with it. It 
is only because they are repelled by unfriendly 
legislation thatthcy have not migrated to the South 
to a greater degree, from the less propitious regions 
of the North; and that the South remains almost 
exclusively a producer and consumer, while it 
possesses greater facilities than any, other region 
for manufacturing purposes. 

The time may not be distant when the South, 
waking up toa true perception of its interests, 
may be, as it once was, a strong advocate of pro- 
tection, and the North become indifferent or an- 
tagonistical to it. Now, therefore, while both 
sections can have an evidently fair participation 
in its benefits, is the time for the South to insist 
on sucha modification of the tariff asawill conduce 
to its own immediate welfare. If it be necessary, 
as its Representatives urge, for the peace of the 
country and the preservation of the rights and 
institutions of the South, for that section to pre- 
serve its ancient power and position in the coun- 
cils of the nation, it can only be done by on 
increase of population, through the géneral intro- 
duction of manufactures. As a planting region, 
the population must necessarily be scarce, and 
denscly inhabited cities, the product of commerce 
and manufactures, comparatively rare. 

I said, sir, in the outset of my remarks, that 
this is also a question that affects the personal 
welfare of every citizen of the Republic, as well 
as that of the whole body of the nation, The 
truth of this remark is. almost too apparent to 
need illustration. If you so legislate as to en- 
courage forcign industry to the detriment of our 
own, you close the doors of American mills, fac- 
tories and furnaces; because the country becomes 
glutted with imported fabrics to such an extent 
as to prevent the sale of American manufactures, 
The wages of labor fall with the decline of the 
profits of the capitalist in the first instance; and 
in the end, owing to the inability to sustain com- 
petition with foreign fabrics thrown upon our 
market from the overstocked marts of Europe, 
to sell for what they will bring, operations are 
altogether suspended, and multitudes of industri- 
ous operatives, with dependent families, are: de- 
prived of the means of obtaining an honest liveli- 
hood, Thousands of men, in such scasons of 
industrial depression, may be seen parading the 
streets clamoring for work and finding none, Idle- 
ness and want Fead to crime and misery and vices 
which react on the whole body-politic. The 
steady employment of the masses should be the 
first care of every Christian and enlightened Gov- 
ernment, and of none more so than that of a Re- 
publie like our own, founded by the people for 
their common benefit. If such is the policy of 
a ruler like Louis Napoleon, it certainly ought to 
be that of a free and popular Government, such 
as we have inherited from our ancestors. 

Any one who has lived in the vicinity of a 
manufacturing city or village, knows the disas- 
trous influences of a stoppage of its industrial 
establishments on the interests of the farmers of 
the surrounding country. The demand for agri- 
cultural and garden products is suddenly abated; 
and instead of having a reliable market at his own 
door, where his grain and vegetables and fruits 
always meeta ready sale, the farmer is obliged 
to carry them, at greatexpense of timeand money, 
to distant markets, or to sell them in his own 
yicinage for ruinous prices. The domestic de- 
mand being lessened, by the inability to buy, the 
prices of breadstuffs decline to suck rates as to 
discourage agricultural industry and to diminish 
the vital productions of the country. It is only 
after years of painful effort that we recover from 
the disastrous effects of such blighting legislation. 

The remoter an agricultural region lies from 
manufacturing sites, the lower is the price that its 
products command, In exemplification, I might 
refer to the farther grain districts of the West, 
where, notwithstanding a prolific virgin soil, un- 
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less great capitals are employed, the cultivation 
of the soil yields only a bare subsistence, until 
the near approach of large towns and manufac- 
tures. They obviate the necessity of transport- 
ing farm products for sale to distant points, by 
_ creating a body of consumers in the midst of the 
grain-growing districts,and both produccrandcon- 
sumer then prosperalike. Schools and churches 
spring up in every direction; and scientific pro- 


cesses of culture augment the annual yield of the | 


soil. No longer isolated from centers of intelli- 
*gence, the farmer is brought in contact with the 
spirit of the age,and is animated by its enterpris- 
ing stimulus to new improvements and to'a more 
enlightened order of life. 
ican society has a more immediate interest in the 
prosperity of manufactures than the farmer, and 
upon none does its disasters act with more bane- 
ful influence. 
Everybody, says Colton, knows how quick the 
farming interests feel the benefits of anew manufac- 


tory, or a new manufacturing village or town, that | 


has sprung up in the midst of them, under a pro- 
tective syStem. The farms instantly rise in value; 
some of them, in the neighborhood, are turned 
into gardens—the most profitable species of hus- 
bandry—a new and lively market is opened forag- 
ricultural products; agricultural labor is in greater 
demand, and better paid; its products command a 
higher price; and in this way the increase of man- 
ufacturing establishments over the face of the 
„ country, under the fostering care of the same sys- 
tem, diffuses the same benefits over the agricultural 
interests of the avhole land. The operation is 
simple, and may casily be explained. In the first 
place, the market is brought home to the door of 
agriculture, instead of being remote in a foreign 
land, Next,the wants supplied and the profits 


made by the sale of agricultural products are sup- | 


plied and made at home; and the capital on both 
sides is in the country, stays here; is used here; 
and by being turned over and over again, in differ- 
ent hands, to different productive ends, is the cause 


of ccaselessand cumulative wealth among all par- | 


ties; whereas, if the same wants had been supplied 
from abroad, this capital would have gone abroad, 
and been lost to the country forever. In all these 
transactions, and as a consequence, besides the 
benefits to the agricultural interests, and besides 
the activity and profit which they afford to every 
species of business connected with them—and ıt 
extends to all kinds of business—there are con- 
stantly growing up in the country those great in- 


terests, with increasingamounts of capital, which, | 


having been first the cause of these wide-spread 


and universal benefits, are the perpetual nurturers | 


of the same, imparting benefits to all and receiving 
benefits from all. 
countless family of interests allied to each other, 
and all profiting by the active operations of which 
they, in such connection and by such reciprocal 
influences, are the cause. The country and all 
parties are enriched, 

Benjamin Franklin, in 1771, said: 

“Jt is well understood that whenever a manufacture is 


established which employs a number of hands, it raises the ; 
© value of lands in the neighboring country all around it, | 


partly by the greater demand near at hand for the produce 


of the land, and partly from the plenty of money drawn by | 


the manufactures to that part of the country. It scems, 
therefore, the interest of all our farmers and owners of lands 
to encourage our young manufactures in preference to for- 
eign ones imported among us from distant countries.” 


A revenue system which floods the country | 


with foreign goods involves us in heavy indebt- 
edness to Europe, which must be discharged for 
the most part by the export of specie, asitis only 


occasionally thatthereis any considerable demand } 


“for American breadstuffs abroad. This continu 


No division of Amer- | 


It is the creation of a newand | 


7 
t 


ous drain of gold and silver deranges all the oper- | 


ations of trade, endangers the security of our 


banks, forces them to curtail their accommodations | 


to the business community, and eventually leads 
to a suspension of specie payments and gencral 
bankruptcy. Whilcthe importer, who, under our 
mischicvous ad valorem system, is generally an 
unnaturalized resident, and who has no intention 


of becoming a citizen of the United States, is en- | 
a 3 


riched, the functions of the whole trading commu- 
nity are disordered, and millions of American 
capital are sunk. Thus the interests of the mer- 
chant are closely allied with those of the manu- 
facturer, and the legislation which is pernicious 


United States exports and imports of specie during a period 
of nine years, from 1851 to 1859, inclusive ; and the agere- 
gate for a period of twenty-seven years, from 1824 to 1850, 
inclusive. 


Specie Imports. Exports. 

ESL eeceeecececeeeserses -GOj453,592 $29,472,752 
1852.11, ee Odd eo erase 
1853.. | 8201382 27,486,875 
) 6958184  41,430456 

1 3659.812 56,247,343 

l 4207,632 45,745,485 

‘Til 194613799 60,138,922 

III 19274498 52,633,147 
1859.0... o so eroe merre reece 79404,78 57,502,305 
9,156,730 $422,335,420 

$69,159, "69,156,730 


Surplus exports over imports, 1851-59. . 178,690 


Specie loss to the country. — 

-Unless the present tariff is very materially 
changed in its leading features, this excessive ex- 
port of precious metals must continue, in order to 
extinguish our present liabilities in Europe, while 
we sow the seeds of further trouble by contract- 
ing others. With such a tariff in existence, no 


safe business calculations can be made by either | 


the merchant or manufacturer, and both must live 
in a state of constant apprehension as to the fu- 
ture. A dark cloud, charged with evil to our act 


ive interests, will be ever hanging over our heads, į 
ready to burst at any moment and discharge |: 


desolation and ruin on the country. Is it not the 


duty of sagacious statesmen to avert these threat- | 
ened evils, and to guard against their recurrence | 


Ly such preventive legislation as experience sug 
gests? Ifthe existing tariff stimulates importation 
to an unhealth 


the foreign manufacture. If it drains the country 


of specic, so reform it as to check the excess of 


exports over imports of the precious metals. 
But, sir, we are told that the interests of capital 
and labor are not identical, and that the one may 
suffer without prejudicing the other. They who 
propagate this idea may delude themselves, but 
they capnot deceive those who carn their bread 
by the ‘sweat of the brow. There never was a 
protective tariff cnacted in this country that did 
not increase wages. Take two dates, one ante- 
rior to the tariff of 1842 and another subsequent 
to that act and while it was in operation, and the 
influence cf protection on wages will be made 


manifest. ‘The following is a table of wages poid | 


at the Pawtucket mills, Rhode Island: 


December, 1842, December, 1815. 


Female weavers...,........S11 42 €17 03 
s: nh 18 80 
tt u 17 80 
“ae “ce i 4 
fe fe s 32 

Engineer, per day. 1 33 

Machinist,  ‘ š 133 

Fireman, E ETET 15 


The savings banks, at such places as Lowell, 
show the amount of surplus earnings of factory 
laborers, and distinctly mark the increase or de- 
crease of wages. In the savings bank at Lowell, 


the amount of deposits in 1841 was $448,190; in : 
$991,910; |; 


1842, $478,365 ; in 1843, $462,650;in 1844, 
in 1845, $780,890. Under the protective system 
the Jaborer is well paid, and is enabled to support 
himself in comfort and ease, and to lay the basis 
of future independence. Tariffs approximating to 


free trade reduce wages to the pauper standard of | 


wages in Europe, and are the greatest curse that 
can be inflicted on our industrious, hard-working 
community. Who that really sympathizes with 
the well-being of his fellow-men, who desires their 
elevation and improvement, and to raise the stand- 


ard of moral and intellectual culture, does not! 


esteem it the highest duty of the American Gov- 
ernment so to act as to secure well-rewarded and 
constant employment to the laborer, whether he 
drive the loom and shuttle, ply the anvil, delve in 


the mine, or guide the plow? The labor ofa na- | 


tion isthe real source of its greatness; and the more 
intelligent it is, the more successful will be its ap- 
plication. That system which degrades labor by 
reducing wages, is a worse form of oppression and 
wrong than the most arbitrary despotism. 


The Government, sir, has as great an interestin | 


7 degree, raise the duties, and ' 
bring the native into wholesome competition with | 


the revision of the tariff as the people: Tty-éx- 
penditures now,annually average $80,000,000; and 
though reductions may occasionally be made on 
that amount, they will hardly be less, at least ‘so 
long as the prodigality and wastefulness that have 
distinguished this Administration are continued. 
The bill under discussion will, on a fair average 
importation, yield sufficient to pay the current in- 
|| terest of the national debt, to leave a surplus to 
accumulate for its final extinguishment, and to. de- 
| fray the expenses of the Government, economi- 
| cally administered. We need a more rigid econ- 
omy to purge the Government of corruption, and 
| to remove the temptations to profligacy and ex- 
|| travagance on the part of its officers and employés. 
The lavish expenditure of the last few years is 
demoralizing the whole tone and character of the 
execiitive branch, and itis now necessary. to re- 
strict it within proper bounds. I would nogggus- 
pend appropriations to useful objects; to improve- 
ments of lake and river navigation, of a national 
l import; to scientific explorations, intended to fix 
the geography and ascertain the nature and chay- 
acter of the comparatively unknown intra-oceanic 
regions of our vast domain. But I would retrench, 
whenever retrenchment could be made without in- 
jury to the gencral interests; and, above all rigidly 
execute the contract laws, and not pamper polit- 
ical favorites, by plundering the public Treasury 
| and violating the plain provisions of law. 

' As the actual revenue from customs, in 1859, 
| was only $49,568,824, it is evident that the main- 
; tenance of the tariff, as it now stands, will lead to 
ja large annual deficit, and to a steady increase of 
H 

i 

| 


debt. Moreover, under an «d valorem system of 
duties, the Government is cheated of such a large 
; proportion of revenue, by false invoices, that no 
ii safe and reliable estimate of income can be made. 
‘This kind of duties cannot be regarded as protect- 
| ive, except accidentally; for they are in such a 
| constant state of fluctuation that the manufacturer 
| is always ata loss to know what they actually 
i 
| 
i 


are. When prices ure low abroad, owing to over- 
stocked markcts, and protection is more neces- 
i sary than ever, they afford the least protection. 
| In consequence of some sudden and unlooked-for 
| change in European affairs, the sale is checked 
il abroad; and our manufacturers find themselves 
 undersold and ruined by excessive importations 
which they could not anticipate. With specific 
duties, such as the bill from the Committee of 
Ways aud Means proposes, the American man- 
ufacturer will know exactly the amount of pro» 
tection accorded to him, and will be enabled to 
conduct his business with safety and success, 

In 1859, although the gross amount of ad ve- 
lorem duties was inconsiderable, the British Par- ' 
liament raised a committee to inquire into the’ cx- 
pediency of converting them into specifics. That 
; committee made an elaborate report, with a large 
| mass of testimony, all going to show that * ad 
|i valorem duties, however good in theory, operate 
i badly in practice.” Such were the frauds com- 
mitted under them, they state, that while their 
gross amount, in 1850, was only £188,352, dur- 
ing the same period the number of seizures was 
: four hundred and twenty-one. Specific duties are 
i! the rule in the British tariff, and ad valorems the 
exception. ‘To obviate the frauds to which ad 
j vulorem duties always lead, and to remove the 
temptation to perjury on the part of the importer, 
, and to bribery on the part of the officers of cus- 
| toms, the British Government has substituted 
|| specific for ad valorem duties, wherever practica- 


‘| ble, and with equal benefit to the revenue and the 
| industry of the kingdom, 
{ In 1846, ina speech in the Senate, Mr. Web- 
| ster introduced the following letter, in illustration 
of the frauds practiced under the ad valorem sys- 
tem: 

“ Boston, July 17, 1846. 
i “Dear Sie: Iam informed that a respectable house in 
! this city received an invoice of Burepean goods fxom a for- 
eign house, the amount of which was about two thousand 
dollars, and that after entering the goods at the custom- 
nouse by the invoices, they reecived another invoice valu- 
ing the same goods at about cight thousand dollars, with a 
letter, stating that the first invuice was to levy duties by, 
: and the second to sell by. 
; The co ec here, who is also an importer, not being 
i) willing to be a party to the fraud, deposited both invoices 
| at the custom-housc, where they were yesterday.” 


i 
t . . . 

|> Fraudsof this character, to the seriousdetriment 
! of the revenue are of common occurrence, and no- 
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where are. they supposed to be more frequent 
than.at the custom-house in New York. They 
arean inseparable concomitant of ad valorem du- 
ties.. Inthesame speech, Mr. Webster presented 
the followingietter, which in itself is conclusive 
testimony of the undue advantage these duties 
give to the foreign over the American importer: 
Troy, July 14, 1846. 

Sir: Agreeably to your wish, I avail myself of this op- 
portunity to give you the benefit of my experience in mer- 
cantile and manufacturing business, hoping it may tend to 
an improvement of the bill now pending in the Senate, for 
the collection oi duties. 1 hope members of Congress will 
have the same views of the probable results which [ an- 
ticipate; which are, that the systcm of ad valorem duties 
does give the foreign importer and manufacturer a very un- 
duc advantage over the American importer. ‘This will be 
apparent from my own experience, which I give you an- 
nexed. My brother and myself were brought up in the 
town of Manchester, and well acquainted with the manu- 
facturers and manufacturing. At the age of twenty years 
it- appeared very evident to me that we could finish goods 
an port goods into New York about ten per cent. lower 
than the American merchant; and with this conviction I 
agreed to come out to New York and dispose of the goods, 
and icave my brother to finish and forward the goods. 

The result was equal to cur expectations. We imported 
our goods ten per cent. cheaper than our competitors, and, 
by the ad valorem duties, we paid nearly five per cent. less 
duties; so that, in twenty-two years, we, made nearly a 
million dollars, while nearly all the American merchants 
Jailed.. Now, Í reason, what bas been, will be ; and should 
the. present tariff bill pass, it will give the foreign manufac- 
turer a decided advantage, and tend to reduce the rate of 
duties lower than is anticipated. And I cannot avoid ex- 
pressing my decided opinion in favor of specific duties, as 
then the foreign manufacturer would pay the same duties 
as the American importer, 

BENJAMIN MARSHALL. 

Le Grano Cannon, Esq. 


The above is practical testimony, from a com- 
petent witness, of the unequal operation of ad 
valorem duties, and of the superior advantages 
they give to the forcign importer. As a natural 
result, the foreign importing trade is passing out of 
American into forcign hands, and our citizens are 
ruined, while foreigners are enriched. ‘The great 
fortunes thus unjustly acquired do not add to the 
capital of this country, but are invested and spent 
in Europe. 

Messrs. Richards & Brothers, of Philadelphia, 
manufacturers of glass, in a letter to a committee 
of the Board of Trade of that city, give the fol- 
lowing statement of the undervaluation on for- 
eign glass: 


“he ad valorem system of duties is a great evil to the 
Government, as well as to the manufacturers. It causes 
a degree of undervaluation perfectly astounding; thus de- 
frauding the Government, and injuring home interests. ‘The 
duty on window glass is nominally fifteen per cent., but 
owing to undervaluation, it is not more than five per cent. 
Under the tariffof 1842, when the duties were specific, the 
average valuation of cylinder window glass was—-say in 
the year 1846—about nine cents per square foot; whereas, 
under the ad valorem tariff of 1846—say in the year 1857-— 
the average valuation was only about three cents pe 
foot; though the importers were paying higher p 
Antwerp, in 1857, than they were in 1846, and thes 
ported at the latter time were larger and much ino 
able than informer years, Showing most conclusively that 
the cylinder window glass imported in 1857 was underval- 
ued atleast sixty-six per cent., thus subjecting it to about 
only one third duty, or nearly the same duty as soda ash, 
the raw material? 


Is it not the extreme of folly to persist in a sys- 
tem which drives capital from among us; which 
sacrifices the honcst American merchant to the 
remorseless cupidity of European traders; and 
which is gradually dispossessing our own people 
of any share in the importing business? No won- 
der the great German, English, and French im- 
porters contribute so liberally to the clectioncering 
funds of the Democratic party, which is the re- 
sponsible party for the maintenance of this anti- 
American system of duties. 

No well-founded objection can be made to the 
specific duties in the bill beforeus. They are 
based on the average range of ad valorem duties, 
for a series of years, under the existing tarif and 
that of 1846. “The proposed duty of twelve dol- 
lars per ton on railroad iron is about the same as 
thirty-six million of railroad iron, calculated at ap- 
ple prices, yielded in the six years ending 


uly 1, 1859, namely, $12 10 per ton. The price | 
of bar iron, says an intelligent writer in the Phil- | 
adelphia Press, in the five years ending June 30, | 


1857, was $52 23 per tony et at thirty per | 
cent., a duty of $15 66. he specific duty in the 
House bill is. fifteen dollars. The duty on pig 
iron for the same five years was at the rate of 


$5 31 per ton. The specific duty asked is six! 


dollars, which, as this writer remarks, is a differ- | 


ence which concerns the manufacturer more than 
the consumer. The same moderate range of spe- 
cific duties characterizes the whole bill of the com- 
mittee. : 

The American merchant has too much gelf- 
respect to perjure himself, for the sake of making 
afortune, by defrauding the Government with false 
invoices. He has a manly pride of character, 
which shrinks from such base and criminal prac- 
tices. He knows that a character for integrity and 
truth is a distinction of priceless value in a coun- 
try where men are esteemed rather for their moral 
worth than for the millions of gold they may 
possess. The city which I have the honor, sir, in 
part to represent, has always been distinguished 
for the high standard of integrity of its merchants, 
and for their fidelity to business obligations under 
the most trying circumstances. During the late 
disastrous revulsion in trade, they maintained as 
a body, asteady and undismayed front, sustained 
each other during the fury of thepanic, and finally 
rode out the gale, with less loss to their creditors 
than to themselves. Their conduct in that fear- 
ful crisis reflected honor on themselves and the 
city which owes so much to their enterprise, lib- 
eral bencfactions, and public spirit. 

As if the ad valorem duties were not a sufficient 
bounty to the foreign importer, the warehousing 
system is superadded to render the exclusive par- 
tiality for his interests complete. The forcign 
importer, by this means, can store away his goods 
and select his own time of sale. Unlike the Amer- 
ican manufacturer, he is not obliged to sacrifice 
his goods on a falling market; but he can wait 
until prices rise, and he can sell ata profit. In 
the first place, ad valorem duties allow him to in- 
troduce his goodsat a lower rate of duty than his 
American competitor; and, secondly, we kindl 
protect him against loss, by furnishing him with 
the means of housing his goods, until he can best 
promote his Own interests in their sale or reéx- 
portation. Our tariff legislation, in truth, seems, 
under Democratic auspices, to be solely directed 
to the welfare of the foreigner, and to the injury 
of the American merchant and manufacturer. 
The Government warehouses are like the wooden 
horse introduced by the Greeks into Troy, filled 
with weapons of destruction, and with seéret mis- 
chief. When our manufacturers are recovering 


from the havoc of hostile legislation, the doors of | 


these receptacles of forcign goods are suddenly 
opened, and their interests are again stricken down 
by this hidden foe. The pending bill proposes an 
important reform in the warehousing system, 
which will obviate most of the objections to tt in its 
present shape. It requires that all goods, wares, 
or merchandise, imported from foreign countries, 
and entered for warchousing, shall be withdrawn 
from the public stores within thirty days from the 
time and date of the entry, for domestic consump- 
tion; and the duties thereon shall be duly paid 1n 
cash at the time of such withdrawal, or be there- 
after prohibited from being withdrawn, except for 
the purpose of exportation beyond the limits of 


‘the United States. 


A committee of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, in an able and instructive report on the evils 
of our present tariff system, conclude a review of 
the whole subject with the following practical 
suggestions: 

« With a permanent tariff of specific and moderately pro- 
tective duties, payable in cash at the time of importation, 
and with the total abolition of the warehousing system, 
which operates exclusively against the American importer, 
as well as the domestic producer, your committee believe, 
from the testimony before them, that the evils now afilict- 
ing the country would be remedied, its industry revived, 
and general prosperity again revived.’’. 

{ recently presented to the House several pe- 
titions from Philadelphia, signed by merchants in 
the forcign trade, as well as by others, asking 
these reforms in our tariff system. 

In contrast with the policy represented in the 
tariff bill before us, sir, we are pointed to the ex- 
ample of France, which, it is said, has recently 
abandoned protection, and adopted absolute free 
trade. It would indeed be strange if so sagacious 
and enlightened a sovereign as Napoleon III. had 
made such a radical revolution in the tariff legis- 
lation of that country. He is incapable of such 
afatal blunder. The true aim of the recent change 
in the French tariff is the encouragement of native 


industry, by removing duties on the most im- 
portant of the raw materials. The report to the 
Emperor, by the Secretary of the Ministerial De- 
partment, of the new tariff projet, opens as follows: 


“The programme traced in the letter of your Majesty to 
his Minister of State declared itas one of the bases of anew 
economic regime to inaugurate in France the freeing of the 
raw materials which furnish labor for industry. Among 
these materials, wool and cotton play an important part; for, 
whether used separately or together, these two filaments 
lend themselves wonderfully to all industrial applications. 
Yo exonerate them from the customs duties, which they 
still pay, is, then, a measure of the greatest utility, and one, 
which will be recognized as a proof of the constant solici- 
tude of your Majesty, not only for the manufacturing in- 
terest, which wili be enabled to supply itself on favorable 
terms, butalso for the consumer, upon whom at last falls 
the cost of this tax. It may be said, besides, that the sup- 
pression of duties upon wool and cotton Is one of the ne~ 
eessities induced by the new positiowof our industry, the 
countries with which it is brought into competition, most 
especially England, receiving these two filaments entirely 
free. The only interest really injured will be that of the 
treasury, to which the duties on wool and cotton, as.well 
as on other raw inaterials, of which I propose to change the 
tariff, have produced in 1858, after deducting bounties paid 
on the exportation of yarns and fabrics of wool] and cotton, 
a net amount of 19,487,481f.°? 


It is expressly stated, in this report, that to ex- 
onerate wool and cotton from the customs duties, 
which they still pay, is a measure of the great- 
est atility, and one which will be recognized as 
a proof of the constant solicitude of Napoleon 
for both the manufacturer and consumer, An- 
other reason for the abolition of duties on these 
filaments is because England receives them en- 


tircly free; thus putting the French manufacturer ~ 


on a footing of equality with his English rival. 
It is because the duties on these articles have re- 
dounded to the injury of the French manufacturer 
that they are now abated. While this change is 
made for the benefit of manufactures, the French 
shipping interest is protected by the discrimina- 
tion made in its favor. Wools unmanufactured, 
by sea, in French vessels from countries out of 
Europe, are free; from other places, three francs 
for one hundred kilogrammes; by foreign vessels, 
five francs for one hundred kilogrammes. Cotton, 
the same. To show thatacarcful regard is had to 
the industrial interests of France, in these modifi- 
cations, I refer to the following passage from the 
same report: 

« While among the raw materials wool and cotton play 
the most important part, complete satisfaction would not 
be given to the industrial interests of the country if the re- 
form ofthe tariffs was not extended to the secondary ugents 
of manufactures, among which dyestuffs figure canspicu- 
ously. Of these there are fourteen of which I propose to 
reform the tariff, and comprising chiefly cochincal, indigo, 
saffron, buckthorn, roucon, the lacs, the tinctorial lich- 
ens,” &c. 

“Complete satisfaction” is sought to be given 
to the manufacturing interest, it is said. How 
jealous is the care of this important branch of 
national production manifested by the French 
Government, and how favorably does it contrast 
with the cold-blooded indifference evinced by the 
legislation of the Democratic party to the same 
interest in this country, Lest the manufactur- 
ers should suffer some immediate loss by these 
alterations in the tariff, the Emperor offers to loan 
them $8,000,000 to assist them in the purchase of 
new machinery. Could any Government mani- 
fest a more tender care of the most sensitive inter- 
ests of its people? 

Thirty per cent. is charged on all articles of 
English manufacture competing with French fab- 
rics, calculated on the value at the place of pro- 
duction or fabrication of the object imported, with 
the addition of the cost of transport, insurance, 
and commission, necessary for the importation 
into France as faras the port of discharge. If 
the custom-house authorities shall be of opinion 

‘that the declared value is insufficient, they shall 
be at liberty to take the goods, on paying to the 
importer the price declared, with the addition of 
five per cent. A very effectual safeguard against 
ad valorem frauds, and which ought to be intro- 
duced into our own tariff. 

By article thirteen of the commercial conven- 
tion between France and England, it is provided 
that these ad valorem duties shall be converted 
into specific duties by a supplementary conven- 
tion, tebe concluded before the 1st of July, 1860. 
Sufficient evidence is this provision in itself of the 


opinion of the French Goverpmentas to the mis- 
chievous tendencies of ad valorem duties. 
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France needs coal for the-motive power of her { 


steam navy, which, under Napoleon HI., is fully 
equal in efficiency, if not in numbers, to that of 
England. A few years since, when England was 
agitated by fears of a French invasion, it was sug- 
gested in Parliament that the export of British 
coal to France.ought to be interdicted. By way 
of precaution against such a measure, and with 
the view of securing an ample supply of fuel for 
his navy in future, Napoleon has stimulated the 
exportation of English coal to France, by reduced 
duties. He will thus be able to store away in the 
naval dock-yards vast deposits of coal, which will 
rende? him independent, in this respect, of the 
English supply, in timeof war. Should France 
come in conflict with her great political antagonist, 
she will thus be enabled to fight her by aid of ma- 
terial drawn from her own bowels. The com- 
mercial convention between England and France 
is oxpressly designed to encourage the industry 
and augment the wealth and power of France, 
and it will unquestionably have that effect. ‘Our 
agriculture must be improved, and our industry 
freed from the internal impediments that keep it in 
a state of inferiority,” says the Emperor, ina let- 
ter to his Minister of State on these projected 
changes. This is the explanation of what superfi- 
cial observers on this side of the Atlantic regard as 
an abandonment of the protective policy. 

So it is in England. For the most part, raw 
materials are admitted free of duty, while the fol- 
lowing duties are levied on some of the principal 
manipulated goods made in England: 

 Tobacco.—Unmanufactured, 3s. sterling, and five per 
centmn, equal to, in currency, per pound, 74 cents. 

“ Manutactured, 9s. sterling and five per centum per 
pound, equal in currency to $3 20. 

“ Drawback, if reéxported, on cither kind, allowed but 2s. 
Td., or 6Qcents. (‘Chereby virtually prohibiting the resbip- 
ment of Virginia, Kentucky, and Louisiana manufacture.) 

“ Cotton.—Unmanufactured, free. 

“ Manufactured, at the following specific rates: dresses, 
30s. sterling, or $7 40 each; if manufactured into bonnets, 
7s. sterling cach, or ¢1 70; if manufactured into fringes, 2d. 
or 33 cents per pound; if manufactured into artificial fow- 
ers, 12s. per toot, $2 97, equal to 200 per centum ; if manufac- 
turedimo lace, cotton pillow, 20s. sterling per pound weight, 

4 . 

4 Wool. —Unmanufactured, frec; and is taxed, if manu- 
factured into carpets and rugs, 6d. per square yard, or 12 
eents; shawls, scarfs, and handkerchiets, 4d. per pound 
weight, or 63 cents; shawls, scarls printed, 8d. per pound 
weight, or 124 cents. 

“Silk.—Unmanufactured, free; manufactured into ladies? 
dress caps, each 3s. sterling, or 85 cents ; embroidered crape 
shawls, Ss. per pound weight, or $1 29; gauze or crape stuff, 
9s. per pound, or $2 20; nets, tulle, &c., 8s. per pound, or 
$1 98; velvet stuff, 9s. per pound, or $2 20; ribbons, for 
plain, 6s. per pound, or ȘI. 40; ditto fancy, 8s. to 14s. per 
pound, or from 41 98 to 83 40 per pound Weight. 

e Plax—Unmanutactured, free; thread lace, 20s. per 

ound weight, or 
erchiefs, 2s. sterling per dozen, or 60 cents. 

“ Gold Coin.—-Oves, bars, &e., free; manufactures in 
plate, 21s. sterling per ounce, (troy,) or $60 currency per 
pound weight. 

“ Tron Ore. —F ree; manufactures of fancy ornamented, 
per cwt., 15s. sterling, or $3 80 currency. 

“ Straw. — Unmanufactived, free; manufactured into 
platting ‘for bonnets, 2s. or 47 cents per pound weight; 
manufactured into chip or straw hats, 2s. 6d. sterling or 60 
cents currency per pound weight. \ 

“ Grain.—Ryc, barley, &c., nearly free ; rye whisky and 
spirits, 15s. sterling per gallon, or G3 80 currency ; ale and 
beer, per barrel, 28s. sterling, or $4 80 currency 

“ Timber or Wood, if in logs, and not deals, battens, &c., 
nearly free; deals, battens, &c., per 50 cubic feet, 7s. 6d. 
sterling, or $1 80; planed or dressed tor use as boards, 2d. 
per foot and 5 per cent. Total, $4 25, or 120 per cent.” 


All that the advocates of pfotection ask in this 
country is the adoption of a similar policy to that 
of England and France. Remove, as far as the 
revenue interests of the Government will permit, 
duties on raw materials, and so arrange the tariff 
as to discriminate in favor of and not against 
American Jabor and industry. Above all, give 
stability to the tariff system; do not make it the 
instrument of political ambition, or the subject of 
constant experiment. The interests it affects arc 
of too precious a character to be made the sport 
of selfish schemers. They are so thoroughly in- 
woven with the welfare of the whole country, that 
they cannot be sacrificed without throwing all 
the operations of this busy nation into confusion. 
What can be more criminally reckless of the wel- 
fare of a people, than the action of the American 
Government on various occasions, and particu- 
larly in the tariff of 1842, in inviting the invest- 
ment of capital in certain branches of industry 
by protective duties, and then suddenly reducing 


$4 80 currency; hemmed linen hand- j 


| ment of the session. Why should we seek yet! 


them, and. destroying at one blow hundreds of 
millions of capital ? 

It would indeed be a harrowing picture, if it 
could be depicted in all its revolting details, the 
immense losses and injury Congress has inflicted 
on capital and labor by its rash and precipitate 
legislation on the tariff; the ruin that ithas brought 
on those hives of industry, the manufacturing 
towns and villages, and the wretchedness and woe 
it has carried to the humble homes of labor. It is | 
because the tariff bill before the House is mod- 
erate in its duties, based on the mixed idea of 
revenue and protection, and not amenable to ob- | 
jection on the part of any fair and reasonable 
opponent of the protective system, that I give it 
my support. I see in ita pledge of future pros- 
perity; a guarantee against a recurrence of the 
disturbances in_trade that have so frequently, 
within the last quarter of a century, scourged the 
business community; and a wise legislative meas- 
ure, that will do for the country what it has a 
right to expect and demand from the Representa- 
tives of the people. 

Let us, at least for a time, sound a truce, if not 
conclude a peace, in the war of sections that has 
raged so fiercely in this Hall since the commence- || 


further toestrangealienated branchesof the Amer- | 
ican family, by reckless denunciation and factious 
crimination and recrimination? Let us rather 
aim to restore the cra of good feeling, of national 
unity, and a loyal spirit of devotion to the union 
of the States and the welfare of the whole coun- 
try, without regard to sections or institutions. 
We have great material interests intrustcd to our | 
care. Kindly fostered, they will repay our nursing 
solicitude. Let our legislation then be so ordered 
that it shall reanimate the paralyzed arm of la- 
hor, rekindle the extinguished fires of the forge 
and furnace, set the idle loom and shuttle again 
in motion, and cover the whole face of the coun- 
try with cheerfulness and content. Although all 
the provisions of the pending tariff bill do not 
meet my approbation, and particularly the duties 
on wool, yet I am willing to give it my support 
as a whole, conscious, as I am, that it will be a 
source of incalculable benefit to my constituents 
and the whole country. 


TERRITORIAL POLICY OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


SPEECH OF HON. THOS. D. ELIOT, 
OF MASSACIIUSETTS, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 25, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole an 
state of the Union— 


Mr. ELIOT said: 

J desire, Mr. Chairman, to address an argument 
to the committee this morning on the slave terri- 
torial policy of the present Administration. I de- 
sire to speak upon that subject which, as has been 
truly said by several gentlemen, draws to itself 
all questions besides. And I wish to speak to 
that particular phase of the question, because it 
is one which must enter into the deliberations of 
the people, into the action of the freemen of this 
land, North,and South, during the coming can- 
vass for the Presidency. That territorial slave ` 
policy is at conflict with the theory of the Govern- | 
ment and with the principles of the fathers; and 
it ignores and discards, rights which have hereto- 
fore been recognized, conceded, and acted upon 
during the entire history of our national Govern- | 
ment down to the Administration that preceded 
that of Mr. Buchanan. Out of that policy, and į 
as one necessary result of it, the Republican party 
of this Union has sprung into existence. 

To restrain slavery within its present limits; to | 
hold it where it now is; to keep it within the States 
whose laws recognize it; to preventits expansion; 
to exclude it from the 'Territories; to keep it from | 
being a blight upon the free lands of the United | 
States, is the confessed duty of that party. And | 
there are convincing reasons, social, moral, and | 
political, why that duty should be performed. It 
was said here the other day, by the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Love,] that so far as thatques- 
tion was to be considered in its political and in its 


e 


j 
i 
{ 
| 
i 


moral aspects, it was fairly a subject for discussion 
upon the floor of Congress. Butin the course of 
his argument certain facts were stated, and certain 
statistics. given, to which I desire, in the course 
of my remarks, to call the attention of the com- 
mittee. . , 

Mr. LOVE. I understand the gentleman to say 
that I admitted that that question was properly 
discussable in this House’ in its moral and its ` 
social relations. — : 

Mr. ELIOT. Moral and political. 

Mr. LOVE. I wish to:correct the gentleman 
in that respect. Idid say then, and Ido say now. 
that it is proper and legitimate to discuss that 
question politically here or elsewhere. 

Mr. ELIOT. Í said nothing about its social 
aspects. I do ngt propose to discuss them. Tam 
willing, however, to discuss the question upon 
either ground—social, moral, or political. 

Mr. Chairman, this question now before the 
American people, demanding adjustment, is one 
of protection. If Mr. Jefferson could be heard 
now in these Halls, his own words would echo 
back to him, and he would declare it.to be one of 
protection to that life and liberty and pursuit of 
happiness with which he boldly taught that all 
men were endowed, as with inalienable rights. 

Whatever public interest calls for consideration, 
Whether it befone of revenue or of education; of 
our relations with foreign nations; of commercé 
between the States; of internal improvements; of 
national justice; of domestic tranquillity ; for com- 
mon defense, or the promotion of our general 
welfarc, the same great question faces us as we 
legislate, demanding discussion and adjustment, 
as the condition of legislative action. From time 
to time that question has presented itself to the 
statesmen of this land in different forms, accord~ 
ing to the exigencies, real or supposed, of southern 
interests; for it isa political truth that our history 
demonstrates that when one position or principle 
or policy has been advocated and sustained and 
secured by the political advocates of human sla- 
very, a step in advance has been forthwith taken, 
and, as soon as taken, defended and insisted on as 
though the last doctrine advanced were the veri- 
table principle and policy of the fathers. Such 
has been the Russian career of the slave power- 
autocratic always——yielding nothing unless, by 
seeming concession, a substantial vantage ground 
for future attack was thereby secured. i 

It is now but about twenty years (more than a 
quarter of a century after the Missouri line was 
established) since first in Congress an intimation 
was made, by legislative resolution, that the slave- 
holder, under the protection of the Constitution, 
might carry his haman chattels into the territo- 
ries of the Union, in defiance of the action of 
Congress. 

On the 19th of February, 1847, Mr. Calhoun 
offered in the Senate four resolutions, and they are 
now the basis and the substance of the Democratic 
creed. ` 

The first three of those ‘resolutions are as fol- 
lows: 


‘Resolved, That the Territories ofthe United States belon, 
to the several States comprising this Union, and are hel 
by them as their joint and common property. 

“ Resolved, That Congress, as the jointagent and represent- 
ative of the States of the Union, has no right to make any 
law or do any act whatever that shall directly, or by its ef- 
fects, make any discrimination between the States of this 
Union, by which any of them shall be deprived of its full 
and equal right in any territory of the United States ac- 
quired or to be acquired. 

“ Resolved, That the cnactment of any law which should 
directly, or by its effects, deprive the citizens ofany of the 
States of this Union from emigrating with their property into 
any of the Territories of the United States, will make such 
discrimination, and would therefore be a violation of the 
Constitution, and the rights of the States from which such 
citizens emigrated, and in derogation of that perfect equality 
which belongs to them as members of this Union, and would 
tend direetly to subvert the Union itself.” 


Mr. Benton, upon the spot, condemned these 


| resolutionsas a “ string of abstractions; and dur- 


ing the conversation that ensued between him and 
Mr. Caihoun, he said that Mr. Calhoun must have 
known, from his whole courgé in public life, that 
he never would ‘‘Jeave public business to take up 
firebrands to set the world on fire.” 

To-day, standing upon that bold and unheard 
of doctrine; standing upon it as upon the broad 
foundation of our liberties which the fathers laid; 
sustained by a false and partisan and lawless dec- 
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faration of certain men ¢lothed with the ermine of 
ourhighest judicial tribunal, the President of the 
United States declares tous, in his message to the 
present Congress, that 

é9'he right has been established of every citizen to take 
his property of any kind, including slaves, into the common 
Territories, belonging equally to all the States of the Con- 
foderacy, and to have it protected there under the Federal 
Constitution. Neither Congress, nora Territorial Legisla- 
ture, nor'any human power, has any authority to annul or 
to impair this vested right.” A 

And thatis the political phase now assumed by 
that question which demands adjastment by the 
freemen of this Union. 

If now we go back for a few years, it is casy 
to sce how the southern Democratic party, sus- 
stained by northern friends under the lead of a 
norther President, and the falséand treacherous 
counselings of a northern Senator, have forced 
into life and combined into a solid and overpow- 
ering organization the Republican party of the 
Union. Sir, during all the weary weeks that pre- 
ceded the organization of this House, while the 
confusion of tongues prevailed, and our tortured 
language was made the unnatural vehicle of an- 
athema and abuse against men who were repre- 
senting upon this floor the “ sentiment”? for which 
the fathers contended—during all those weeks, 
when the red hand of the South seemed to be raisgd 
in menaccagainstus, and the voice of disunion, un- 
cheeked andapplauded even, echoed madly in these 
Halls, one great fact was always recognized, the 
fact of this national power which was tauntngly 
but harmlessly, styled the ‘ Black’? Republic 


Re 
party. If any man can patiently work his way 
through those harangues*‘tothecountry’’—where | 
the main and controlling end and aim appeared to 
be, notto convince, but to inflame; notto persuade, 
but to enrage constituencies already too much and 
too wildly excited—he will be struck, as I was, 
who heard them, with the manifest sense of na- 
tional greatness with which that Republicanparty 
had impressed the Democracy of the South. It 
was the premonition of coming defeat, and not 
the “ Helper book,” which lashed into fury the 
champions of southern slavery; and yet, ifa con- | 


stitutional majority, ina constitutional manner and i 


form, sball enable that political party to inaugu 
rate in these modern times an administration that | 
shall claim to represent the policy of Washington, | 
and to carry out inte efective reality some of the | 
ardent yearnings of the heart of Jefferson, I ap- | 
prehend that no man will risc on this floor and 
gay to us that a way willpotbe found to meet the 
crisis according to the law in such case made and 
provided. 

Mr. Chairman, when the theory of Mr, Cal- 
houn was becoming crystallized into a political 
erecd, the po ty of a Republican party be- |! 
came a necessity. At (hat Ume two great parties | 
—the Whig and the Democratic organizations— 
contended for political power; and these resola- 
tions of Mr. Calhoun contributed greatly to dis- j; 
quiet the public mind of the whole North. The | 
“firebrand” took effect. The millions of men in | 
the non-slavcholding States were confounded at |; 
the bold advance of the slave fower. Distin- | 
guished Democratic politicians perceived at once 
that such new aggressions of the South would 
make them all slaves, by a logical necessity, if 
such doctrines were adinitted as Democratic, and | 


the party which announced them should have |} 
| 


power to vitalize them by legislative laws. In 
many of the northern States, in caucus and in 
convention, resolutions were adopted by both 
political partics, to the end that the men enrolled 


under their banners who loved freedom, and be- || 


Heved in its nationality; who dreaded the slave 
law and the slave trade, and the institution they : 
fostercd; and who believed as Washington and || 
his copatriots, in the senate and in the field, at i 
the South and at the North, believed, that it must i! 
be restricted, and that it ought to be abolished. | 
To the end that such men should be retained within 
their ranks, resolutions were adopted declaring 
in advance the swiBstantial doctrines of our Re- 
publican party as their true and accepted faith. 
For, Mr. Chairman, it was beginning to be felt 
that sober and thinking men, who had not been 
politicians, were getting to be alarmed. Third 
parties were becoming strong; and both the Whig | 
party and the Democratie party found it to be 


expedient, for their own preservatjon, and to con- 
ciliate the growing discontent among themselves, 
to put upon the record: their opinions upon sub- 
jects that were assuming such alarming signifi- 
cance in the popular mind. - j 

Sir, if the newspapers-of that period should be 


Democrat of the straitest-sect-—brought, up at the 
fect of Gamaliel himself—in State convention, 
would rival the Whig of most anti-slavery pro- 
clivities in the art of framing resolutions in-de- 
fonse of freedom. I do not stop to prove by his- 
toric reference—it could not be done in the hour 
you assign me—the truth of what 1 say. But 
there are men now on this floor, Republican Rep- 
resentatives, then belonging to both parties, who 
can attest its truth. We were actors and_ob- 
servers, and Iam speaking of what I know. Then 
came the session of the compromises. Mr. Cal- 
houn had, three years before, denounced all com- 
promises. He did not believe in them when prin- 
ciples were involved. It would have been better 
for allof us, perhaps, on both sides of the House, 
if some of those measures, which together were 
styled the compromises, had never become laws. 
Bat itdid at one time seem that the ** conflict,’’ so 
far as it depended upon. the action of the two 
controlling parties in the country, was to be re- 
pressed. 

I do not mean to say, nor to permit it fora 
moment to be supposed, that I approved of the 
whole legislation of 1850, or of the subsequent 
political action of cither of those parties respect- 
ing it. I speak nowas an individual, and not for 
any party. There are different opinions and va- 
rious judgments here upon this side of the House 
regardingit. Thehonorable gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Corwin} has taken ogeasion to restate his 
approval of one of those measures, known as the 
fugitive slave act, which were placed as laws upon 
the statute-books of Congress while he was a dis- 
| tinguished member of Mr. Fillmore’s Cabinet. 
Other gentlemen have stated, in more or less gen- 
cral phrase, their willingness to submit to what 
| was done. I cannot, as a legislator, assent to 
their opinions. Whatever we may do, or what- 
ever we may feel bound not to-do, as citizens, we 
stand here m Congress clothed with higher power, 
and burdened with different duties. 1 prefer the 
doctrine of Mr. Buchanan-—not the President, but 
the Senator, 1 appeal from Mr. Buchanan in the 
White House to Mr. Buchanan in the Senate. 
Hear what he said, speaking upon the bank ques- 
tion, in the Senate, in July, 1841: 

“ Now, it it were not unparliainentary language, and if I 


did not desire to treat all my friends on this [Whig] side of 
the House with the respeet which [feel for them, £ would 


i say that the idea of the question having been settled so as 


to bind the consciences of members of Congress, When voting 
on the pæsent bill, is ridiculous and uhsurd. If all the judges 
nd cligie lawyers in Christendom had deeided in the affirm- 
tive, when the question is thus brought home to one as a 
legislator, bound to vote for or against a new charter, upon 
oath to support the Constitution, I must exercise my oun 
judgment. 1 would treat with profound respect the argu- 
ments and opinions of judges and constitutional lawyers; 
but if, after all, they fail to convince me that the law 
was constitutional, I should be guilty of perjury before high 
Heaven it L voted in its favor. 

« But even ifthe judiciary had settled the question, I should 
never hold myself bound by their décision while acting in 
a fegislative character. Unlike the Senator from Massa- 
otta, (Mr. Bates,] Z shall never consent to place the Lib- 
erties of the people in the hands of any judicial tribunal. 

i No man holds in higher esteem than 1 do the memory 
of Chie? Judice Marshall; but Ishould never have consented 
lo make even him the final arbiter between the Government 
andthe people of this country on questions of constitutional 
liberty”? 

My own examination ofthe constitutional power 
of Congress to pass the act ef 1850 has induced a 
conviction that lam unable to surrender; and in- 


i dependent of the peculiar provisions of that act, 


which seemed to me at the time of its enactment 


civilized and Christian Jaw-givers, it has seemed 
clear to me that when the several Statesadopted,as 
a bond ofcommonunion, the provisions ofour Fed- 
eral Constitution, it was not within their intent to 
confer upon Congress the power which such legis- 
lation involves. 

Bat I go further back than the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Suzrmay] did yesterday, and would 
be willing, altogether, to meet the gentleman from 
Virginia, who discussed one portion of the act of 
1850, and discuss the question with him. If the 


to characterize itas a law unfit for the approval of | 


consulted, it would be found that the northern | 


question were a new and open one now; if the 
right under the Constitution- to pass any law, 
either that of 1793 or that of 1850, could be argued 
in the Congress of the United States, I think that 
all constitutional lawyers must come together 
upon that proposition. All that can be said now 
is,that‘an early Congress, after the adoption of 
the Constitution, passed an act; that the Supreme 


} Court have decided upon its constitutionality ; that 


the courts of the various States have sustained it; 
that the legislation of 1850 is claimed to be in pur- 
suancc of it; and because of the action of Congress 
and of the judiciary, that the question ought to be 
deemed and taken to be settled. k 

That doctrine was not the doctrine which com- 
mended itself to Mr. Buchanan; for he said, and 
said well, that he was unwilling that the liberties 
of the people should rest in the judicial tribunals 
of the country. But when, in the course of time, 
the judicial tribunals came to say that the negro 
has no rights the white man is bound to respect; 
when, going out of their proper sphere, outside of 
the case before them, they sought to pass upon a 
question of constitutional law, then the President, 
forgetful of the past, and of his carly love and 
reverence for the liberties of the people, is willing 
to indorse the doctrine of the Supreme Court, and 
to declare to us that the question is'settled and 
that now no power upon carth, congressional, 
territorial, or judicial, can affect the right of the 
slaveholder to carry his slave within the Territo- 
ries of the Union. 

Sir, Ido not care to stop now to discuss the 
question of the constitutionality of that law. I 
should not have felt myself called upon to refer 
to it at all, except for the fact that several gentle- 
men upon this side of the House have thought it 
proper for them to say that, in their judgment, the 
law was constitutional. The Republican party, 
itis true, has nothing, as a party, to do with it; 
but I felt unwilling to let this occasion pass, and 
have it for a moment supposed that I concurred 
in the opinion to which Phare alluded, Nor do 
I feel at all willing to rest under the suggestions 
which have been made the other day, in regard to 
the question of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia. I speak as a man; as an individual; as the 
representative of no party; but I love this District 
with the affection of achild. During my early 
years here, Learned my lesson from books; dur- 
ing my boyhood here, Í listened to the eloquence 
of men from the North and South; and I tell you 
it would be a proud and happy day to me could 
I aid the men of this District, coming voluntarily, 
as Í trust under God they may one day, and ask 
us to strike off the shackles from the slaves. It 
would be a glad day to me could I aid them un- 
der the law, and under the Constitution that covers 
us all, in that most happy work. 

No, sir, [could notagrec that 1 would not vote for 
the abolition of slavery in this District. We shall 
sec that time, my friends. Ought we not to do 
so, when the laws are brought to bear here to sup- 
press free speech? Were Ito say outside what 

am saying here, I ask what security I have that 
I should not be putunderbonds to keep the peace? 
I might be put under bonds were I to say in this 
éapital of the nation that I should not be afraid 
to defend John Brown. I tell gentlemen such 
things cannot happen without attracting the at- 
tention of the whdéte land; and when the time 
comes, as come I trust it will—not forcibly nor 
violently, butat the instance and request of those 
men whose interests are at stake within this Dis- 
trict—I hope the North and the South may strike 
hands and say that, if the owners of slaves desire 
that slavery shall cease in the District of Colum- 
bia, we, inthe Congress of the United States, will 
ai@them in that work. 

But, Mr. Chairman, Lam admonished that my 
time is passing. These compromise measures 
were incorporated among our laws. How long 
the apparent peace would have been real, no one 
can determine. But we all know how the war 
began again, and from what quarter the declara- 
tion of hostilitics was made. It was reserved for 
the Senator from Illinois to marshal and to con- 
duct the army of the South to what seemed a-. 
victory, but will prove a sacrifice of the party 
which followed him so valiantly and fought so 
well. It is only a question of time. But that vie- 
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lation of honor and of compact, consummated by 
the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, followed 
quickly, as it has been, by territorial outrages and 
by judicial or extra-judicial action, as surely in- 
dicates that the party must die, as the ax at the 
root of the settler’s tree foretells its fall. At once 
the anti-slavery sentiment of the whole nation was 
aroused. It was felt and proclaimed here in Con- 
gress, that no compromises could be relied on. 
Those who had sustained the action of 1850 de- 
clared themselves fully exonerated from that day, 
and political aspirants for the power which the 
people hold in their own gift as well as the think- 
ing and reflecting men all over the Jand who sought 
no political advancemaf, united in condemning 
the Democratic rescission of the line of freedom 
as a wanton and gratuitous aggression of the 
southern interest, in defiance of a conipact whose 
consideration had been fully enjoyed. 

From that moment the Republican party came 
into conscious life. The people demanded it. 
And the people intend that the party shall do its 
proper work. It is not a work of aggression, but 
of defense. But no threat can intimidate, and no 
denunciation can repress it. The simple truth is, 
that the people of the United States demand that 
the theory of this Government shall be carried 
into practice. The theory of the Government is 
anti-slavery. The Government is pro-slavery. 
The free people of the United States demand that 
the rights of the slavebolder shall be recognized 
only where the State laws recognize them. The 
Government has declared that those rights exist, 
without law; that:wherever the master leads his 
slave upon the lands of the United States, and 
within the Territories of the Union, there the 
rights of the master must be protected under 
the Constitution. And, what is still more bold 
and daring, the southern Democratic statesman 
avows, and the northern President declares, that 
no power upon the earth—not the people within 
the Territory, nov the Congress of the United 
States, nor any other tribunal, legislative or judi- 
cial—can do an act, or say an cffective word to 
interfere with or diminish the vested rights of the 
sovereigns of the land to carry their vassal slaves 
where they will, within the public lands or the 
organized ‘Territories of the Union. Nor is this 
the whole that must be said now to the slave 
power of the Government and its supporters. 

The southern party, sectional always, is not 
content with argument. The Representatives 
upon this floor have not stopped upon logic, or 
rested upon the reason of their faith. Their mod- 
est proposition is: * We are right and your are 
wrong. You must disband, no matter whether 
_ ou represent a majority or a minority of the peo- 
ple of the United States; but if you do notdisband, 
and let us keep the Government and its patron- 
age and power, we will shatter the Union, and 
destroy, if we cannot govern, the United States. 
The election of a Republican President is of itself 
an act of such aggression upon our vested rights 
that we will not submit to the deep disgrace in- 
volved in its consummation,” 

Gentlemen, that remains to be proved. But 
surely it is time to discontinue these threats of 
disunion. Iwonderif gentlemen remember when 
these threats began. There is nothing in them 
new or original. I will give you one of early 
date. ‘The following notice was published ina 
Virginia paper, under date of July 31, 1795: 

Notice is hereby given, that in case the treaty entered in- 
to by that damned arch traitor, John Jay, with the British 
tyrant, should be ratified, a petition will be presented to the 
next General Assembly of Virginia, at their next session, 
praying that the said State may recede from the Union, and 
be under the government of one hundred thousand free and 
independent Virginians. 

“P.S. As itis the wish of the people of the said State 
to enter into a treaty of amity, commerce, and navigation, 
wilh any State or States of the present Union, who are 
averse to returning again under the galling yoke of Great 
Britain, the printers of the (at present) United States are 


requested to publish the above notification. Richmond, 
July 31, 1795.7 


Mr. Chairman, the President of the United | 


States was at that time a Virginian. He knew 
that words were somctimes things. He knew that 
certain words a brother Virginian had recently 
uttered, declaring certain inalienable rights which 
man had received from God, were’ words which 
were full of life, and could impart life. But he 
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į ited by the Congress prior to the year 1808. 


was a man not of action only, but of intuition; and 
he knew that words were sometimes voz et preterea 
nihil, and the treaty was ratified which John Ad- 
ams and Benjamin Franklin and John Jay had 
made. And the Union did not slide; and the one 
hundred thousand free and independent Virginians 
remained within the Union, free and independent 
still. . 
Mr. Chairman, we all know something of the 
history of John Jay, that arch traitor! He was 
a Black Republican; that is what John Jay was. 
But Washington rather liked him; for he was a 
good deal of a Black Republican also! Wash- 
ington offered him any office that he desired. And 
it will not be forgotten that he was the first man 
who filled the office of Chief Justice of the Su- 
peme Court of the United States. There have 
cen few men in that chair since his appointment 
who have been his equals. Indeed, the history 


of that court will show that, with the exception | 
of a very few years, that office has been filled by | 


three men—Jay, Marshall, and Taney. Do you 
think that Jay would have indorsed the message 
of the President to us? No, sir; he was too arch 
a traitor, I fear. Hear him: 


* Little can be added to what has been said and written 
on the subject of slavery. F concur in the opinion that it 
ought not to be introduced nor permitted in any of the new 
States, and that it ought to be gradually diminished and 
finally abolished in all of them. Tome, the constitutional 
authority of Congress to prohibit the migration and im- 
portation of slaves.into any of the States does not appear 
questionable. he first article of the Constitution specifies 
the legislative powers committed to the Congress. "The 
ninth section of that article has these words: ‘The migra- 
tion or importation of such persons as any of the now ex- 
isting States shall Wink proper to admit, shall not be problb- 
But a tax or 
duty may be imposed on such importations not exceeding 
ten dollars for cach person.’ 

“JT understand the sense and meaning of this clause to 
be, that the power of the Congress, although competent to 
prohibit the migration and importation, was not to be exer- 


cised with respcet to the then existing States (and those | 


only) until the year 1808 5 but that the Congress were at lib- 
erty to make such prohibition as to any new State which 
might, in the mean time, be established ; and further, that 
from and atter that period they were authorized to make 
such prohibition as to all the States, whether new or old. 


| It will, I presume, be admitted ghat slaves were the persons 


intended. The word slaves was avoided probably on ac- 
eount of tbe existing toleration of slavery, and of discord- 
ancy with the principles of the Revolution, and from the 
consciousness of its being repugnant to the tollowing posi- 
tions in the Deelaration of Independence : ¢ We hold these 
truths to be self-evident—that all men are created equal; 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalicu- 
able rights; that among them are life, liberty, aud the pur- 
suit of happiness. ?? 

Sir, these doctrines of John Jay, as they pre- 
ceded, so they will outlive, the modern doctrines 
recently declared by the successors of Jolin Jay 
from the same chair. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman tellus 
from what authority he is reading? a 

Mr. ELIOT. Iam reading from what I believe 
to be an extract from Mr. Jay’s writings. 

Mr. MAYNARD. But which of Jay’s writ- 
ings is the extract taken from ? 

r. ELIOT. If the gentleman will call upon 
me by and by, I will go into the Library with 
him, and endeavor to satisfy him. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I was asking net for my 


own individual benefit, but for the benefit of the | 


country, which listens with pleasure to our 
speeches. ` 

Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman says he docs not 
ask for his own benefit, but for the benefit of oth- 
ers who are ignorant. Now, if the gentleman 
knows where to find it, I will not stop at this 
time to instruct these ignorant people while my 
friend is himsclf quite familiar with the fact. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time, when the freemen 
in all the States of this Confederacy are pre- 


paring to inaugurate a new Administration, 1t i$ į 


of some importante to determine by the record 


who the men are that mean to enforce the princi- |! 


ples of the fathers, and who they are that disre- 
gard and nullify them. 


The Democratic party proposes to elect a Pres- |! 
ident upon a southern platform. The Republican | 


party proposes to clect a President upon a plat- 
form that was consecrated by the founders of the 
Government, and upon principles that have been 
always recognized until desperate counsels com- 
pelled revolutionary action, and political heresies 
have come to be regarded as the truth of history. 


There is not one doctrine of the Republican party 
that doesnot find its origin in the confessed and 
recorded judgment of the-wise statesmen who 
decreed that it had been “the pride and boast of 
America that the rights for which she contended 
were the rights of human nature.’? a 

There is not one doctrine of the southern party 
which we deny, so far as it concerns the vital 
question of human freedom, that does not conflict 
with the declared faith’ef the-very.men who are 
vouched as their ancient teachers and guides. 

Let us see how truc these propositions are. Tt 
is wholly in vain for politicians from the North or 
the South to discharge their anathemas against 
the historic scripture which has come down to use 
from the prophets of the past. Wo stand upon the 
record, and the people will not be slow to judge 
which they will choose. 

Our earliest legislative anti-slavery society was 
our first continental Congress. On the 5th of 
September, 1774, they sought to prohibit the im- 
port and purchase of slaves after the Ist day of 
December, 1774, and to decree, by an article of 
their association, that they would discontinue the 
slave trade, and neither be concerned in it them- 
selves, nor hire vessels nor sell commodities to 
such as were concerned in it. On the 19th of 
April, 1784, the first territorial report was made. 
Mr. Jefferson, of Virginia, and Mr. Chase, of 
Maryland, were two of the three members of the 
committee who made the report. By the terms 
of that report it was provided that, after 1800, 

No slavery nor involuntary servitude should exist in 
any of the said States, otherwise than inthe punishment of 
erimes, whervof the party shall have been convicted to be 
personally guilty”? 


This report covered all cessions made and an- 


| ticipated, and called for a division of the whole 
| land into seventeen States, of which eight were to 


be below the falls of the Ohio, and nine above 
them. The report referred to them as“ States,” 
although then existing as Territories. Six States 
and sixteen merabers voted for this report, and 
three States and seven members voted against it. 
The Articles of Confederation required nine States 
to vote affirmatively, and therefore the proposition 
did not succeed. Mr. Jefferson, of Virginia, and 
Mr. Spaight, of North Carolina, voted in the af- 
firmative. Three years after this, the ordinance 
of Nathan Dane was passed for the government ` 
of the Northwestern Territories, embodying the 
anu-slavery clause in the language of Mr, Jeffer- 
son. It will be remembered that, at this time, 
North and South Carolina and Georgia had not 
ceded the. territories within their boundaries to 
the United States. : a 

During this same year, 1787, the Constitution 
of the United States was adopted, and by the 
several States it was afterwards ratified. No ar- 
gument is required to prove that the statesmen 
who assumed to control the question of slavery 
in the Territories at that day were not the advo- 
cates of the principles of the Cincinnati platform, 
and could not have assented to the proposed doc- 
trines of 1860. 

By the terms of the cessions made by Georgia 
and North and South Carolina, the Torritories 
ceded were to remain slave Territories; and there- 
fore, Fennesseé, Mississippi, and Alabama, be- 
came slave States. But no statesman of that day 
contended that Congress had not the power to 
protect the magnificent wilderness of the North- 


| west from the baleful effects of domestic slavery. 
| That is the doctrine of Mr. Calhoun, and of more 


recent converts to principles which Mr. Benton 
prophetically called ‘firebrands.” It is one of 


| the purposes of the Republican party to extin- 
| guish those firebrands forever. 


Mr. Chairman, the territorial policy initiated 
before the adoption of the Constitution in 1784, 
and recognized by the action of 1787, was main- 
tained unswervingly and unquestioned until about 
the period of Mr. Calhoun’s resolutions, in 1847. 
That policy has been confirmed by sixty-three 
years of substantial national legislation, inidated 
by the South, approved, maintained, and enforced 
by the South. But, in these latter days, we of 
the Republican party are notified that if we do 
not repudiate and abandon that doetrine which 
lies at the foundation of our political organiza- 
tion, and especially if we shall make the doctrine 
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incarnate in a Republican President, we mustcarry 
on the Government, if we can, withoutethe coun- 
tenance of southern men. 

Now, sir, it-is a fact that, by nearly all the 
leading statesmen, and by every political Admin- 
istration, without a single exception, down to that 
which preceded the Administration of Mr. Buch- 
anan, the policy of intervention for freedom was 
enforced. Noman can disprove that proposition. 
The written history of the Government declaresits 
truth, In some form or other, the right of Con- 
gress to act inthe Territories towards the restric- 
tion ofhuman slavery will be found to have been 
asserted. Before 1620, this policy had been settled, 
and the constitutional power upon which it rested 
@ had been repeatedly recognized. And in that year 
the compromise which the South advocated, and 
which the North resisted at first and then yiclded 
to, was effected, under which Missouri became a 

tate. 

In 1798 the importation of slaves from abroad 
into the southern Territoriés was forbidden. 

In 1803 the Territory of Indidna was forbid- 
den to hold slaves. 

In. 1804 restrictive legislation was applied to the 
Territory now included in the State of Louisiana. 

I do not propose to defend the principle upon 
which the Missouri line was geeblisted in 1820. 
It was one of the compromises which the North 
made for the sake of peace, but out of which no 
permanent peace has come. 

Gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
have dcclaimed with earnestness, and with appear- 
ance of sincerity, against whatthcy call theaggres- 
sions of the North; but they fail to show upon 
what historic ground these charges rest. From the 
beginning, the men of the North and of the great 

est, which New England blood and northern 
institutions have so largely contributed to form, 
have been opposed to the extension of human 
slavery. Within their States they have protected 
their own citizens, especially since the act of 1850 
made legislation necessary, by such laws as they 
judged sufficient for the purpose. Whether at 


any time any provision of any law infringed in || 


any respect upon the Federal Constitution, or 
thé laws fairly passed by Congress, by virtue of 
powers conferred upon it, has always and every- 
where among us been holda fit subject for judicial 
decision. Upon a proper case legitimately brought 
before our courts, there never, within my knowl- 
edge, has been hesitation on the part of northern 
judges to meet and to decide upon the binding 
force of any statute whose constitutional founda- 
tion had been called in question. ‘The liberty laws 
of Massachusetts and of other New England States 
have been invoked in the discussions we have 
listencd to, and their provisions made the subject 
of fierce and angry comment, 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the tribunal_before 
which I choose to maintain the right of Massa- 
chusetts to enact any laws that are found upon 
her records. ‘That Commonwealth is not to be 
brought to the bar of Congress to answer for her | 
legislation. But what I mean to-say is this—and 
because it is an answer to the charge of aggres- 
sion, I find it within the linc of my argument to 
say it—that the example was sot by southern 
States of passing State laws to protect southern 
institutions and southern citizens. They have no 
right to criticise in that respect the action of the | 
WNorthe But, sir, when the courts of the South j 
are open, as those of the North always are, tothe 
freest inquiry and the fullest latitude of examina- 
tion; when the nights of free discussion and of free 
specch are acknowledged, not by word of mouth, 
but in deed and truth, it will be time cnough for 
us to compare and to contrast with them our sev-" 
erallaws. But whether a particular State law is 
wisely or unwiscly enacted at the South or at the 
North, there is no logic nor common sense In say- | 
ing that thereby the institutions of other States 
are attacked. ‘The legislation of each State 1s for | 
the citizens of that Stato, and those who bring 
themselves within its jurisdiction. 

But itis said that men in the free States read 
and write, and discuss questions of human free- 
dom, and hold public meetings, and pass resolu- 
tions; and that the free press spreads before the 
world the arguments advanced to prove that men 
of whatsoever color are to be yegarded as men, 


| party 


and not as the beasts that perish. So they do. 
So they always have. So they always will. 

The tight of free discussion is claimed in every 
State within our Confederacy. The exercise of 
that right must, perhaps of necessity, be affected, 
qualified, controlled, ina degree, by the character 
of the social or domestic institutions within the 
State. Ifa southern Legislature judge it to be un- 
safe, conducive to insurrectionary violence, to per- 
mit me to declare publicly within that State the 
opinions which [hold upon the subject of slavery, 
and shall pass a law prohibiting such discussion 
within that State, I have no right to violate that 
law. Itis plain enough that free speech is to that 
extent controlled. Ifa northern Legislature, for 
reasons of State policy or necessity, should pro- 
hibit the dissemination of doctrines subversive of 
the laws of God, to that extent the right of free 
speech would also be controlled. But if, in a 
northern State, aman should disobey, claiming that 
the law itself was in violation of his constitutional 
rights, he would act at his peril, but it would be 
a peril under the law. Ele might discuss its con- 
gtitutionality with perfect safety. Ifthe law were 
sustained, punishment would follow his offense. 
That he would expect. If notsustained, his right 
of free speech would be vindicated, No gentleman 
will say, I think, that a like security would be af- 
forded in a southern State. Well, sir,let it beso. 
Forbid discussion by law, if it be thought best; 
punish discussion by summary administration of 
Lynch law, if you will; deny, if you choose, all 
appeals by which the constitutionality of prohib- 
itory laws may be tested. But that must exhaust 
your power, and more than exhaust the rightful 
exercise of any power under the law. But you 
cannot be permitted to control free discussion 
within the limits of a free State, nor have you 
any right to hold that discussion aggressive. 

Nhy, sir, the institutions of freedom are not 
discussed more fearlessly and boldly and uncom- 
promisingly at the North than the practices of 
slavery arc at the South. I have a letter before 
me, published by Colonel Jacobs in a Maryland 
paper, to which I intended to make reference. He 
discusses what he calls the ‘white slavery” of 
the free States.. No one objects to it. Let the 
“holy institution,” the “4 ordinance of God,” be 
discussed. Let the curse of labor—of free white 
labor——be exposed. But while the southern slave- 
holder talks, the northern freeman will not remain 
dumb. 

Sir, the Missouri compromise was the result of 
a political contest, in which the South gained a 
victory—as she always has—by tho faithless ac- 
tion of northern men. But when Missouri had 
boen gained, and Arkansas was secured, and all 
the benefits derived to the South which that line 
had promised, nothing was left to freedom but 
the unsettled regions of Nebraska and Kansas. 
The wicked attempt to take from the free laborer 
the right to live upon that soil, and to work for 
himself and for his children without the contact 
and the taint of slave labor at his side, was an 
aggression upon the North, and upon the free 
institutions of the land, which stands out in un- 
approachable meanness upon the annals of our 
congressional history. No wonder that, from the 
political turmoil ef that legislation, the Republican 
sprang into existence, One leading idea 
compelled its formation. Such has been the case 
at all times. Parties cannot be forced into life. 
They grow themselves out of events, and because 
the pepe call for them. 

So it has been with every party formed since 
the foundation of our Government. The Federal- 
ist, the Democratic, the National Republican, the 
Whig, the Free Democratic, the Anti-Masonic, 
the American, and now the Republican, have 
rested mainly, cach in turn, pon one distinctive 
principle. When a party has gained power, and 
has the responsibility of conducting the Govern- 
ment, it must adopt a certain course of policy. 


| The platform of the Republican party is simple, 


comprehensive, and national. It proposes to re- 
strict slavery, and to administer the Government 
upon principles nationalized by its ablest states- 
men. Democratic success is slavery extension. 
The Kansas bill of Judge Doveras, and the Dred 
Scott decision of Judge Taney, cover the ground. 
We have been asked, why should we restrict sla- 


very? Theanswer has been given overand over 
again: because it is wrong in itself; because it 
ig the source of wrong in others; because itis a 
blight upon the land which tolerates it; because it 
justly brings our nation into reproach; because it 
is against the spirit of our Constitution and the 
policy of its framers. You say, restrain slavery 
within its present limits, and it must die. Very 
well; let it die. Why should we contribute of 
our substance to preserve its life? But you say 
further, with singular inconsistency, let us alone; 
what has the North to do with slavery; why do 

ou discuss it in pulpit ang in pew and in parlor, 
in senate and in street? it is a curse, it afllicts 
us and not you. 

Stop there. If you are content to let slavery 
remain where it now is, the terrible irony of the 
question might go without rebuke. But you are 
not. You press it upon us. Senator Doveras 
opens the Territory; Judge Taney carries in the 
slave; President Buchanan forbids us to say he 
must come out. And yet you demand to know 
what the North has to do with slavery. This 
territorial policy of the new Democracy opens to 
the North the whole question of slavery. We 
must discuss it. You demand to know what the 
North has to do with slavery. i 

In the time remaining to me, my answer must 
be concise and brief. [had hoped to discuss this 
subject more at length. Sir, slavery extension 
will give undue and oppressive political power to 
the new States, to be exerted against the interest 
of every free State. Why should the non-slave- 
holding States consent that new States should be 
made from free territory, where five slaves shall 
represent three free men in political power? The 
inequality of representation is now great enough. 
We are now the official associates of twenty gen- 
tlemen, and more that that, whose chairs would 
be vacant here if it were not for the slaves of the 
South! The honorable gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cuar] referred some time ago to the 
fact that he represented on this floor the most 
wealthy constituency in the country. His con- 
stituents own ships and houses, stecks, manu- 
facturing establishments, mines, and banks. But 
they own no negroes; and therefore their prop- 
erty cannot give to them political power. Nith 
$1,000,000 in property, not one vote the more 
is created! The humbiest and poorest freeman 
wiclds as great political power at the North as the 
man who counts by millions his vast possessions, 
One slavcholder, with $1,000,000 invested in slave 
property—valuing the human chattels at $1,000 
each—-will represent the political power of six 
hundred men besides himself! That is to say— 
politically—this slaveholding millionaire repre- 


| sents quite a village of free white ‘nen ‘rolled 


into one.” 

Now, sir, we of the North can see no reason 
why this unjust inequality should be increased 
by the creation from free territory of slave States. 
When the subject of “equalization of represent- 
ation” was first considered in the constitutional 
convention, Mr. Martin, of Maryland, in dis- 
cussing this three fifths question, said: 

“As five slaves, inthe apportionment of Representatives, 
were reckoned as equal to three freemen, such a permis- 
sion amounted to an encouragement of the slave trade. 
Slaves weakened the Union, which the other parts were 
bound to protect; the privilege of importing them was, 
therefore, unreasonable. Such a feature jn the Constitu- 
tion was inconsistent with the principles of the Revolution, 
and dishonorable to the American character.” 


Mr. Mason, during the same discussion, re- 


| marked that— 


“ Slavery discourages art and manufactures, The poor .- 
despise labor when performed by slaves. Shey prevent the 
immigration of whites who really enrich and strengthen a 
country. hey produce a pernicious cffect on manners. 
avery master ot slaves is born a petty tyrant. They bring 
the judgment of Heaven on a country.” 


Upon ’what fair ground are northern men in- 
voked to withhold discussion? How can it be 
argued that the North has nothing to do with 
slavery when the Democracy of the South would 
carry slavery into all the Territories, to be atsome 
future day organized into slave States with the 
political power now guarantied to them? 

Mr. Chairman, the extension of slavery into the 
Territories will drive out from them free tabor, 
But free labor comes mainly from the free States. 
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Their men and women desire no contact with the 
slave or with the labor of the slave. To dishonor 
labor is todegradethem. This thing must not be 
done; and it cannot bedone unless faithless coun- 
cils and timid men shall make another compro- 
` mise and secure for the interests of freedom an- 
other defeat. ae 

Sir, the free States own the land within the 
Territories in common with the South. But if 
free labor is driven out, the value of their lands is 
greatly reduced; the standard of education falls; 
the material interests of the people decline, and 
their moral condition is lowered. 

The honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Love] said the other day, as I find his argument 
reported: 

“ But I propose to test this moral question by another 
rule. I hold it to be true that the best rule by which to 
judge of the moral condition of any people, is the facilities 
which that people have for religious instruction. Now, 
air, 1 suppose that the correctness of this rule will not be 
disputed ; for it is the rule upon which is founded every 
effort to evangelize the world.” 

Well, sir, let us apply that rule for a-single 
moment. I wish that I had time to do so thor- 
oughly. In one small county in Massachusectts— 
Hampshire county—where the total population, 
as given by Mr. DeBow, was, in 1850, less than 
thirty-six thousand, white and colored, it appears 
from a report recently published by the American 
Board of Commissioners of the Foreign Mission 
Society, that the contributions to the American 
Board from that one county during the past year 
were $6,219 40, 

During the same time, from fourteen slave 
States, including the District of Columbia, the 
contributions to the same board are stated to be 
$8,121 63; that is to say, the single county con- 
tributed to that cause within $1,903 as much as all 
those States! Facilities for instruction are best 
determined by results produced. . 

__ Ina volume which I find in our congressional 
library, purporting to be written by the Rev. 
Mr. Tower, the author inserts an extract from a 
report drawn up by a southern ecclesiastical body. 
Here is that testimony: 

“The influence of the negroes upon the moral and reli- 

ious interests of the whites is destructive in the extreme. 

e cannot go into special detail. It is unnecessary. We 
make our appeal to universal experience. Weare chained 
toa putrid carcass! Ft sickens and destroys us. Wehave 
a millstone hanging about the neck of our society, to sink 
us deep in the sea of vice. Our children are corrupting 
from their infancy, nor can we preventit. Many an anxious 
parent, like the missionaries in foreign lands, wishes his 
children could be brought beyond the reach of the corrupt- 
ing influence of the depraved heathen. Nor is this influ- 
ence confined to mere childhood. If that were all, it would 
be tremendous. But it follows into youth, into manhood, 
and intoold age. And when we come directly into contact 
with their depravity in the management of them, then come 
temptations, and provocations, and trials that unsearchable 
grace only can enable us toendure, In all our intercourse 
with them, we are undergoing a process of intellectual and 
moral deterioration; and it requires almost superhuman 
efforts to maintain a high standing either for intelligence 
on piety.” 

L offer now, as bearing upon the moral and po- 
litical aspect of this question of slavery exten- 
sion, the following statistical proofs. But first, 
let me refer to the language used by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Love:] 

* As to the other point, whether slavery is a political 
evil, F hold it to be legitimately discussable. Not that Con- 
gress has any power over it, but because, as yet, we are 
eitizens of a common country, and should consult together 
in a proper temper and spirit as to what is best for us as a 
nation. If, upon a full investigation of the facts, we of the 
South should become satisfied that slavery is a great polit- 
ical evil. it would be our duty, as patriots and good citi- 
zens, to get clear of it as soon as possible. What isa polit- 
ieal evil? Ihave given this subject some reflection, sir; 
and the best definition which I can fix in my mind is, that 
a political evil is something which, from its very nature, 
mustimpair our national reputation abroad, or diminish our 


material strength at home.” a 


That is a fair and manly statement; and Tam 
content with the definition of what is a ‘political 
evil,” and earnestly commend the fullest investi- 
‘gation of the facts. 

Here is a statement taken from DeBow’s Cen- 
sus, by Mr. Tower. It concerns Pennsylvania 
and Virginia. What cause has operated to ele- 
vate the onc, and to depress the material strength 
of the other? If slavery has thus affected a Com- 
monwealth like Virginia, which was the ** Old Do- 
minion,” where God has lavished with unsparing 
hand His richest gifts of. climate and of soil and 
of inland stream, has not the North something to 


i Copies yearly... 


say when the master would lead his slave into our 
common lands? 
Virginia contains..... etn ee eSee cence 61,352 square miles. 
Pennsylvania contains........ .--46,000 “€ ee 
Both, at first, were slave States. 
‘Virginia has a shore line of six hundred and fifty-four 
miles. Pennsylvania has ocean access through ariver and 
bay channel. 


White Population. 

Pennsylvania. Virginia. 

424,099. 449,115 

» 586,094 514,280 

+. 1,017,094 603,087 

+ 1,309,900 694,300 

+ 676,115 740,853 

Sakcus notice RAS 2,258,160 894,800 


What has produced this result? 


` There are in Pennsylvania 8,623,619 acres of improved 
land. In Virginia there are 10,360,135 acres. 

The average yield per acre in Virginia is not one half 
that of Pennsylvania. i 

The average wheat crop in Pennsylvania is 15 bushels 
per aere; and in Virginia 7 bushels. 

The average corn crop in Pennsylvania is 20 bushels ; 
andin Virginia 18 bushels. 

The average rye crop in Pennsylvania is 14 bushels ; and 
in Virginia 5 bushels. 

The relative value of land is what must be expected 
from these facts. 

The value of the improved lands in Pennsylvania is 
$407,876,099 ; and in Virginia, $216 401,543, 

‘The ten million acres in Virginia are worth little more 
than half the cight million in Pennsylvania. 

Private property owned in Pennsylvaniais $729,144,390: 
and in Virginia, $391 ,646,430. 

I now offer some facts respecting sixteen free 
States, containing an area of six hundred and 
twelve thousand six hundred square miles, and 
fifteen slave States, containing an arca of cight 
hundred and fifty-one thousand four hundred and 
fifty square miles. 

These facts are collected, in part, from Mr. De- 
Bow’scensus, and in part from Mr. Helper’s book, 
which certainly contains much statistical informa- 


tion illustrating the question we are discussing: 


SIXTEEN FREE STATES. FIFTEEN SLAVE STATES. 
Population. 

White.. esee aeee 13,233,670 White............6,184,477 

Negroes.......... 196,116 Free black........ 228,138 
` Slave....se aese e e 63,200,364 

1855. 

Tonnage....... 4,252,615 Tonnage..,..... 855,511 

Exports. s»... 167,520,693 Exports...» . . 107,480,688 

Imports. ....++«G236,847,810 Imports........ $24,586,528 

Annual Product—1850. 
Manufactures. .$842,586,058 Manufactures. .@165,413,027 


Invested......+ $430,240,051 Invested.. ..... $95,029,879 
Operatives..... 780,576 Operatives..... 161,733 
1857. 

Miles of railroads..... 17,855 Miles of railroads.,....6,859 
1855. 


Bank capital. ..$230,100,340 Bank capital. ..9102,079,000 
Whole Postage. 


Collected........$4,670,725 Collected........ $1,553,198 
Cost of mails.... 2,608,295 Cost of mails..... 2,385,953 
Balance in favor Balance against 
of Department. §2, Department.... $832,755 
Massachusetts— Alabama— 
VCCCIPB. cc. eens $532,184 YCCCIPES Lae seeee $104,514 
s s... 153,091 CORteseosscareees 226,816 
New York— Georgia— 
receipts...... +. 1,983,157 receipts .. - 149,063 
COST... ee .... 481,410 cost. ++ 216,003 
Pennsylvania— South olina— 
receipts......... 583,013 receipts : 
COBL ee eeeceseeee 251,833 COST... seer eeeee 192,216 
1850. 
Public schools..... 63,483 Public schools....... 18,507 
Teachers... + 72,621 Teachers .. 19,307 


Pupils.. 2,769,901 Pupils. 581,861 
Publie lib 14,91} Publie libraries. 695 | 
Books oo... ees. eee +3,888,234 Books........ terareo 649,577 į 
1850. 
Newspapers and periodicals Newspapers and periodicals i 
published... .. 1,790 published..........0-5 70-4 


34,146,281 Copies yearly... 
Native White Adults—1850. 
THiterate.......e.. 248,725 Iiterate.......... 


493,026 


| Popwlation.......13,233,670 Population........ 6,184,477 
Churches, value. $21,674,583. i 


Churches, value. 967,778,477 


1856. 
Patente issued........1,929 Patents issued..........268 i 
Contributions—l855. 
Bible cauge........$319,687 Bible cause.........865,195 | 


Tract cause........ 131,972 Tract cause......<.. 24,725 


Missions .. . 502,174 Missione.. - 101,934 
Colonizatio 51,930 Colonization... . 27,618 


Taxes—-1858. 

North Carolina— 
acres of land. . $32,450,560 
valued at..... 98,800,636 
per acre...... 3 06 


New York— 
acres of land. .&30,080,009 
valued at....1,113,138,136 
per acré..... 36 97 


11,038,693 | 


'atwelvemonth before, in nearly every southern 


The following facts are taken from original let- 
ters, which will be found in Helper’s Crisis, and 
concern nine cities at the North ‘and South, in 


1856-57: - 
NORTHERN CITIES: 
ts 

Name. Population. ; Wealth. -jp hae 
ee i 
New York.......} 700,000 | $511,740,492 |. -731 
Philadelphia.. 500,000 325,000,000 650 
Boston....... 165,000 | 249,162,500} 1,510": 
Brooklyn . 225,000 “95,800,440 425, 
Cincinnat 210,000 88,810,734 422. 
Chicago ... 112,000 173,000,600 1,427 
Providence 60,000 58,064,516 967 | 
Buffalo ...... 90,000 45,474,470 305 j 
New Bedford .... 21,000 27,047,600 |: 1,288 


BOUTHERN CITIES. 


Baltimore........{ 250,000 | 102,053,859 | $403. 
New Orleans 175,000 91,188,195 521 
St. Louis.. 140,000 63,000,000 450 
Charleston. 60,000 36,127,751 602 
Louisville ... 70,000 31,500,000 450 
Richmond . 40,000 20,143,520 503 
Norfolk.... 17,000 12,020,000 705 
Savannah........ 25,000 | 11,999,015 480° 
Wilmington ,.... 10,000 7,850,100 785, 


But, Mr. Chairman, if free labor is driven out 
from the Territories, and slave labor occupies ita 
place, slave laws must be enacted to protect that 
labor and its owner. i 

In that fact the North is deeply interested. Th> 
free colored citizens of northern States cannot 
travel in southern States without danger of im- 
prisonment and sale. I know not whether this is 
true in all the slave States; but I believe it to be so- 

I have had occasion, quite recently, to know 
something of the laws of Maryland in this respect. 
A free colored citizen of Massachusetts was im- 
prisoned therefor traveling through the State with- 
out the proofs of his freedom upon his person. He 
was at the mercy of the law. Afteran imprison- 
ment of two months, upon payment by his friends 
of the costs of his imprisonment into the treas- 
ury of Maryland, he was released. While in jail, 
some friend induced the British consul to inter- 
fore for him under the belief that the man himself’ 
was a subject of Great Britain. But the man, not 
knowing that the paw of the British lion was a 
sure defense, while the talon of the American eagle 
closed upon the victim, asserted his true citizen- 
ship, and remained in prison until the laws were 
vindicated and the prison door was opened. 

This may be necessary; it may be right; the 
North cannot prevent it. But surely itis not hard 
tosee what the North hasto do with slavery. Why, 
sir, we have everything to do with it, if the doc. 
trines of Mr. Buchanan and the southern Democ- 
racy are to be enforced. And because their doc- 
trines are claimed to be truce} because it is the 
purpose of that party, which now holds the power 
of this Government, to enforce those doctrines, if . 
they are permitted to retain that power, this Re- 
publican party is here now in Congress, and be- 
fore the people, to declare what are the constitu- 
tional rights of freedom, and what must be the 
constitutional restraints of slavery. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party, from the 
necessities of the case, must succecd, if it be not 
faithless to itself. The southern Democracy wili 
not be content until they have driven to the wall 
the entire conservative clement upon which they 
have herctofore relied at the North. Every step 
they take, every arrogant demand they make, 
every new claim of right they institute and con- 
tend for, drives from their support an army of 
men at the North, and disconcerts and embarrass- 


j es at the South more than venture at the present 


time to express their opinions openly. Why,sir, 
if every slave could be put afar off, so that no dis- 
cussion could reach his ear, and free discussion 
could be had, let us come among you, and stand 
upon your hill-sides, as you may stand on Ply- 


| mouth rock, to announce and to discuss and te 


demonstrate political truths, and it would not be 


State, our Republican party would find more sup- 
porters than the Democracy of 1860 will find in 
its most favored northern State. 

Mr. Chairman, if has been declared here, by 
some of the ablest speakers from the South, that 
the success of our party—which seeks to do nath- 
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ng that may not be clearly done within the pro- 
tection and under the authority of that Constitu- 
tion which they profess to admire and venerate— 
will compel them to withdraw from this Union of 
sovereign States. I have no desire to discuss a 
statement which always when made assumes the 
attitude of a threat. Bot do you not see, gentle- 
men, thatto make such threat is to render certain 
of success, beyond the peradventure of defeat, the 
party you threaten? The Republican party pro- 
poses to ascertain whether the Union is not strong 
enough to sustain an Administration which will 
rest upon the theory of our Constitution, and upon 
the foundation which the fathers laid. 

You may shatter, if you can, this fair fabric of 
our freedom; you may make desolate the temple, 
and strike down the statue; but the terrible re- 
sponsibility shall rest upon yourselves. 

In the earlier ages of the world, within one of 
the old temples of Memnon, a colossal statue had 
been erected; and it was said that daily, in the 
morning, asthe rays of the sun fell upon the image, 
sounds of sweet music went from it to inspirit 
and to encourage the votaries at the shrine. But 
an Egyptian king caused the statue to be shat- 
tered and the music to be hushed, that he might 
find whence the strains proceeded, and whether 
the priests within the temple had vot deceived the 
people. Sir, upon this land our fathers reared 
their temple, and within it the colossal statue of 
liberty has stood. Not in thetmorning alone, but 
at high noon and at set of sun, day after day, 
sounds of heavenly harmony have gone from it, 
calling upon the Oppressed and downtrodden to 
come and to be free. Rude hands have been laid 
upon that temple; hard southern blows have fallen 
upon the statue; but when, if ever, the power 
shall come that will shatter the edifice and lay 
the colossal image low, in order that the mystery 
of the music may be revealed, it will be found, I 
believe, in the providence of God, that other hands 
willrebuiJd and reconsecrate them both; but no 
Washington, nor Jefferson, nor Madison, nor 
Hamilton, nor such like artificers, will be commis- 
sioned for the worl, until that institution, which 
dishonors man and debases labor and steals from 
the stooping brow the sweat which should carn 
his bread, shall be forever overthrown. 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. G. JENKINS, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In tue Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 26, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. JENKINS said: 

Mr. Cuairman: I have heretofore invariably 
confined my remarks to existing su 
lation legitimately before this body for legislative 
action. And even now, sir, I do not propose to 
avail myself of the latitude of debate allowed in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to discuss irrelevant matters, as is often 
done by members of this House; for, sir, the 
state of the Union is the very subject upon which 
I propose to speak, definitely and pertinently, if 
i can. 

We have all seen the time, sir, when the state 
of the Union, so far at least as affected the ques- 
tion of its perpetuity, did net occasion a single 
perarhod thoughtto any one individual within the 

imits of the Republic, But now, sir, we know it to 
furnish a subject of serious and anxious contem- 

Jation for millions, whose apprehensions for its 
Integrity and preservation I trust may not be too 
well founded. 


There is no denying the fact, Mr. Chairman, | 


that we are rapidly approaching a crisis in the his- 
tory of the Republic; a crisis which mtst culmi- 
nate for weal or woe in a few brief months; for 
within that time, it must be decided into whose 
hands the control of the Federal Government will 
pass forthe next four years, and upon what prin- 
ciples it will be administered. We, of the South, 
believe that, should the Repablican party be suc- 
cessful in obtaining control of this Government, 
including the Chief Executive office, such a state 
of things would seriously impair our rights and 


aoe of legis- | 


| it would be to see it faithfull 


ions. On 
to believe 
# Democratic 
ties upon the 
North. 

‘al order of the 


threaten the permanency of our instit 
the other hand, the Republicans affe 
that the prolonged ascendency of th 
party would inflict just such cala: 
people, and their institutions, of t 

It will then be in the most n 
subject to consider— 

1. Would the triumph of the Republican party 
in the next presidential contest furnish the South 
with ground for serious apprehension and alarm? 

2. Would thecontinued ascendencyof the Dem- 


ocratic party furnish the North with just ground | 


for similar apprehension? 

In considering the former of these propositions, 
we must first notice the fact that the North isdn 
a majority in this Government. Having a ma- 
jority of States, there is necessarily a majority of 
northern Senators in the other wing of the Capi- 
tol; and having a majority of representative pop- 
ulation, there is a consequent northern majority 
of Representatives upon this foor. And when, 
as in the case supposed, you shall electa Repub- 
lican President, it will almost inevitably follow 
that the same manifestation of popular sentiment 
will convert the present northern majority in this 
body into a purely Republican majority; and it 
is but fair to presume that it will finally accom- 

lish the same result in the Senate. Indeed, this 
is the avowed object of the Republican party. 
Then, sir, with a Republican President, a Repub- 
lican Senate, and a Republican House, we will 


witness the administration of the Government | 


upon the principles of the Republican party. And 
what are they? Without stopping at this time to 
enunciate them in the full and exact phrascology 
of the various editions of its platforms, and with- 
out meaning to be so illiberal as to make the ex- 
treme views of some of the Republican party the 
common standard of measurement for all the mem- 
bers of your organization, yet your whole creed, 
andall your principles may be comprised in a nut- 
shell—antagonism to the institution of negro slavery. 

This is the Alpha and Omega—the beginning 
and the end. Upon this principle of hostility to 
the institutions of one section of the Confederacy, 
the other section proposes to administer the Gov- 
ernment. Sir, this proposition of itself is so 
startling, so alarming, that any specification of its 
foreboding evils seems almost unnecessary, in or- 
der to stamp itin the minds of fair men and good 
citizens with the scal of condemnation. 

One of the first, most direct, and immediate 
evils which the South would be called upon to 
endure, would be the loss of millions of her prop- 
erty. Her slaves could cross the border by thou- 


sands and hundreds of thousands with impunity. 


How many of them, do you suppose, would be 
returned, under the operation of the fugitive slave 
law, when your Federal Exccutive, whose duty 

executed, and his 
marshals and deputy marshals, hold it as part of 
their political faith that the law itself is uncon- 
stitutional, null, and void? This idea needs no 
claboration. It is certain that vast multitudes of 
slaves would flock across the border when the 
news and excitement of the clection of a Repub- 
lican President should reach them. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the condition of 
facts referred to by the gentleman result from the 
charges of southern men that the Republicans 
and the southern Opposition are disposed to favor 
the emancipation of all the slaves? 

Mr. JENKINS. Nobody in my country was 
ever so stupid as to make that charge against the 
southern Opposition. The fact that the Repub- 
lican party, or a large portion of it, is friendly to 
the emancipation of the slave population, either 
by force or persuasion brought to bear on their 
owners, is well known to the slaves themselves. 
Nor will I deny that our speeches and conversa- 
tions, which our slaves have chanced to overhear, 
may have been partially the means of dissemina- 
ting the knowledge of that fact among them. It 
is absurd to expect that we could keep a fact of 
that nature a profound secret among eight million 
people. 

Mr. KILGORE. Were not southern men and 
the southern press the only source of information 
to the slave per 

Mr. JENKINS. They were not. One great 
source of information of that character to our 
slaves was that of the emissaries sent among them 


i 


by a portion of the Republican party. J have 
been an eye-witness to that fact; for I have séen 
more than one of those fanatics incarcerated in 
our jails for tampering with the slave population. 

r. ASHMORE. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Virginia, I will suggest. to tho 
gentleman from Indiana that some of our slives 
can read and write. I hope he will bear that in 
mind. 

Mr. KILGORE. However that may be, it is 
impossible for information to reach the slaves 
through the post offices; because postmasters are 
vigilant, South, to see that nothing of that kind 
takes place. 

Mr. JENKINS. If it does not reach them in 
this way, it is not for want of effort on the part 
of some of the party of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana to convey infurmation through this channel, 

Mr. ASHMORE. The retort of my friend 
from Virginia makes it unnecessary for me to, 
reply to the observation of the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. JENKINS. Irepeat, Mr. Chairman, that, 
with the idea which the slaves of the South have 
of the Republican party, followed up by the known 
triumph of that party ina presidential contest; 
believing, and properly so, that to set foot in a 
frec State would then be practical emancipation, 
who can say, sir, what multitudes would not es- 
cape, of whom, in all human probability, not one 
would everbe returned under the op@ration of the 
fugitive slave act. Sir, to intrust the execution 
of this law to a Republican President would be 
nractically moving the border of Canada down to 
Mason and Dixon’s line. So far as this single 
evil goes, disunion itself could hardly be worse; 
for in the Union we would be oncrously taxed to 
support a Government which would give us no 

rotection; while out of the Union the same taxes 
would furnish us with a border line of forts, 
troops, and gentries, which, together with the reg- 
ulation of our commerceand intercourse with the 
North, would do much to prevent*the escape of 
our slaves. ' 

But great as would be the intrinsic loss of prop- 
erty which the South would have to endure, in 
case the administration of this Government should 
pass into the hands of the Republican party, its 
collateral results would inflict a still more deadly 
and fatal blow upon theinstitution of slavery in the 
border States; for it is apparent that when the loss 
of any considerable number in these States should ` 
demonstrate the insecurity of slave property in 
the border States, that species of property would 
at once be taken where it would be more secure. 
In other words, sir, those slaves who did not run 
away would be taken further South to prevent 
their doing so in the future. And thus Virginia, 
now the largest slaveholding State in the Union, 
Maryland, Kentucky, and Missouri, would soon 
be divested of the institution of slavery. And 
this, too, would be a result much more rapid in 
its accomplishment than we mightat first suppose. 
There might, indeed,remain, in the geographical 
centers of these States, or in some other localities, 
which, from peculiar causes, would be difficult of 
egress for the absconding slave population, some , 
vestige of the institution, but it would be scarcely 
worthy of the name. ; 

I shall now proceed to consider still another 
calamity which the success of the Republican 
party would bring upon the South. 

I mean, sir, that which would grow out of the 
distribution of the patronage of this Government 
throughout the South by a Republican President. 
It is manifest, sir, that then, more than ever here- 
tofore, though much the case with all parties, this 
patronage would be distributed so as to tend to 
foster and strengthen the party which dispensed 
it, Under a Republican President, then, every 
office in the South to be filled by Executive ap- 
pointment, would be bestowed upon those pro- 
fessing the same political faith with the party con- 
ferring it. Every newly-appointed Federal judge, 
every district attorney, every United States mar- 
shal, and their deputies, every custom-house of- 
ficer, every postmaster, every officer of every 
description, with the long retinuc of their em- 
ployés—all would be Republicans. T trust I shall 
not be met, at this point, in the mind of any hon- 
est, unsuspecting southern heart, with the sug- 
gestion that Republicans enough could not be had 
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in the South to fill all these offices. Sir, you would 
there, as you would all the world over, find plenty 
of those who are willing to receive the thirty 
pieces of silver. You might not, indeed, find 
them in the shape and guise of Republicans at first, 
but you would find plenty of the materiel, which 
the magic influence of patronage would easily con- 
vert into any form you might desire. You would 
find in the South, as everywhere else, human 
nature in its best and its worst forms, and in every 
intermediate degree; and unless the people of the 
South are radically different from the great broth- 
erhood of humanity, you would find there poverty 
not always accompanied with the virtue to resist 
temptation; wealth not always frec from cupidity; 
prodigality not always furnished with the means 
to gratify its propensities; and, last of all, you 
would find ambition and ability not always gov- 
erned by principle. 

Wo will say that, from these fruitful seeds, 
tended and fostered with care, and enriched with 
the patronage of millions, there would not spring 
up the germ ofa Republican party in the very heart 
of the South; armed with the forms of law and the 
administration of the Federal Government; sowing 
disscnsions in our very midst; dividing our people, 
distracting our counsels, and paralyzing our enera, 
gies, until it would be too late for resistance? Is 
this a fancy sketch? If it be not literally true to 
the life, then does the history of the human race, 
from its primal period to this hour, belie itself; 
then does the relation of cause and effect cease to 
exist. If the events of the future, in case the Re- 
publican party predominates, do not-verify this 
result, why, then, you had as well abandon negro 
slavery, at all events; for you may be sure the 
Ethiopian will change his skin, and the leopard 
his spots. 

But, sir, I must pass to another point. The next 
extremity to which the South would be reduced 
would be to witness the whole moral weight of 
this Government at home and abroad throughout 
the world thrown into the scale against the institu- 
tion of southern slavery. Every organ and mouth- 
piece of the Government abroad, from ministers 
plenipotentiary down to the humblest consul, 
whose salary is his “‘ fees,” would be giving forth 
a constant utterance of denunciations against sla- 
very, and styling it, in the language of your last 
presidential platform, ‘slavery, like polygamy, 
twin relic of barbarism;’’and asouthern gentleman 
making his appearance at a European court would 
be received y our Republican minister very 
much as he would receive the patriarch of Utah. 

Sir, I have not time to consider this point as I 
could wish, and to show in detail what the institu- 
tion of slavery would suffer from having the whole 
moral weight of the Government throughout the 
civilized world pressing down upon it. ‘The evils 
which would eventually follow in its wake will be 
obvious to all upon reflection. 

I come now, sir, to speak of still another alarm- 
ing danger which the success of the Republican 
party forebodes. I mean, sir, that the logislative 
power of this Government would be turned, with 
all its batteries—not only open, but masked— 
against southern slavery. One of these, sir, is the 

Republican doctrine of prohibiting slavery in all 
the Territories of the Union, present and pro- 
spective, by congressional legislation, even though 
the people of the Territories might desire to have 
the institution, Another is, the admission of no 
more slave States. I take it that no Republican 
on this floor, in good standing and “full commu- 
mion” with his party, will deny cither of these 
propositions to be Republican doctrine. 

Ihave not time to dwell on these two propo- 
sitions; and, indecd, it is the more unnecessary, 
because the same ground has been traveled over 
so often heretofore in discussions upon the ques- 
tion of slavery; and also, because their effects 
would not be so immediate as those which would 
flow from other parts of Republican policy. But 
I only give expression to the universal sentiment 
of the South on this subject when I say that we 
would regard the enforcement of this doctrine 
against the South as leading ultimately to her cer- 
tain destruction. 

Now, sir, in case of the supposed success of 
the Republican party, what refuge has the South 
from the ills which such a state of things would 
bring upon her? Will she find security behind 


! ments could do no harm. 


the bulwark of the judiciary—in the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States? Why, 
sir, we forget that one of the dogmas of the Re- 
publican party is to ‘‘ reform the judiciary.” What 
is fully meant by that expression we shall, per- 
haps, never know until we are called upon to wit- 
ness the infamy of its consummation. But this 
much we do know: that it means, at the very 
least, that the judiciary shall not stand in the way 
of the complete and entire establishment of so- 
called Republican principles in the administration 
of this Government. Reform the judiciary! Sir, 
what a sp@tacle we should behold! To see the 
chief of a sectional organization, backed by his 
minions,,enter the very sanctuary of justice, and, 
with the‘rude and sacrilegious grasp of a parti- 
san, hold with partial hand the scale which should 
only vibrate to the touch of right! 

Such, sir, is the protection which the South is 
to expect from a reformed judiciary. 

What other hope would we have of averting the 


misfortunes which a Republican triumph would. 


bring upon us? 

There is one, oft talked of, and by some be- 
lieved in; and therefore I wish to call attention to 
it; for I believe it to be deceptive and illusory to 
the last degree. Itis the idea, sir, that even a Re- 
publican Administration, when once installed in 
power, would become conservative upon the sub- 
ject of slavery. Sir, when did tyranny first be- 
come conservative of the rights of others? I mean, 
sir, when did it ever, after accession to power, 
yicld up any pretensions it had previously ad- 
vanced? 

Does not all history, on the other hand, teach 
us that the constant tendency of every form of 
despotism, whether in the shape of an individual 
tyrant or in that more terrible form, a numerical 
majority, is to increase, not mitigate, its preten- 
sions? Yet, we are told that a Republican Presi- 
dent would become conser vative—less radical and 
less hostile in his pretensions against the institu- 
tions of the South? Sir, as often as I have heard 
this proposition advanced, I have never yet heard 
aman give a philosophical reason for it. They 


| only gay it always has been so; and then they 


will give you instances of anti-slavery men who, 
while President, became comparatively conserva- 
tive and sound upon the question of slavery. 

grant that; but so far from substantiating their 
proposition, itsubstantiates just the reverse. Let 
us look at this point rationally, and inquire why 
did these forrner Presidents become conservative on 
the question of slavery? Manifestly because the 
party was so to which they owed their official ex- 
istence, and upon whom they depended for aid in 
administering the Government. Take the case of 
Mr. Fillmore, so often cited. All know hisanti- 
slavery sentiments when he was nominated for 
Vice President, and southern Whigs, having a 
southern man on their ticket for President, were 
willing to take Mr. Fillmore for Vice President, 
for the sake of giving availability to their ticket in 
some parts of the North; and believing that, as the 
mere president of the Senate, hisanti-slavery senti- 
Well, sir, when, upon 
the death of General Taylor, he became President, 
I am free to say that he adminstered the duties of 
his office quite as much to the satisfaction of the 
South as General Taylor himself would have done. 
Mr. Fillmore became conservative on the question 
of slavery for the reason just assigned, namely: 
because the political organization to which he be- 
longed, which had made him what he was, and 
upon whose continued support his future de- 
pended, was conservative, and much of it pro- 
slavery, extending over and embracing, as it did, 


the whole South; having a majority in some of | 


the southern States anda formidable and contest- 
ing minority in the rest. Hecould not, under the 
circumstances, become otherwise than conserva- 
tive on the question of slavery. But, sir, willa 
parity of reasoning prove that Mr. SEWARD, or 
any other Republican, supported and elected alone 
by the Republican party, would become alike 
conservative? On the contrary, sir, would not 
the same process of reasoning prove the very re- 
verse? Receiving in the canvass, in all human 


probability, net as many votes south of Mason | 


and Dixon’s line as there are people in the small 


! town in which he lives; elected by exclusively 


northern votes, and not even receiving the con- 


~ 


servative vote there—the Democratie. and. the 
American and old-line Whig vote — what, sir, 

should render his Administration conservative ?. 
Nay, sir, when. we remember that the main cle- 
ment of his party—the Abolition element—which 

gives vitality and energy to the whole Republican 
organization, lighting up with its zeal and enthu- 
siasm the party camp-fires, is more radical even 
than the supposed future Republican President 
would be; when we remember that he would be 
at the head of a great radical party whose, fanati- 
cism he dare not affront, and whose very preju- 
dices he would fear to offend, we may conclude 
that he might become more radical in his hostility 
toslavery, but couldnot become more conservative. 

Suppose, for illustration, sir, that such a President 
wasinclined to manifest his conservatism—though , 
ĮI cannot imagine what should so incline him—by 

carrying out the provisions of the fugitive slave 

law in Ohio, and returning tð slavery a negro 

from the middle of the Western Reserve; would 

he do so—I will not say at the hazard— but with 

the certainty of thereby offending the whole Re- 

publican voting population of that locality, which 

would inevitably destroy the ascendency of the 

Republican party inthe State? No, sir; it would 

be idle to expect it. The leaders of a powerful 

party must travel in the same direction with the 

great army behind. They mustalso move quite as 

fast, must press on, must run on, or be run over. 

They never dare stand still, much less turn back, 

without forfeiting their leadership. % 

Having seen then, sir, that neither the judiciary 
nor this idea of a Republican President becoming 
conservative upon the question of slavery fur- 
nishes the South with any hope of refuge from 
the evils of Republican ascendency, let us inquire 
what other remote prospect is there of their alle- 
viation. Will it be found ina fair and candid 
survey of the future? Sir, if, in the election ofa Re- 
publican President, the present should fill us with 
alarm and apprehension, the future should strike 
us with despair. Once in power, and with the 
patronage of this Government at its disposal, 
think not that the Republican party would not 
find means to perpetuate its ascendency, Sir 
there is one point to be noticed under this head 
that puts the question beyond alldoubt. I mean, 
sir, by the admission of newStates into the Union. 
From the immense territorial domain, already 
having considerable population and provided with 
organized governments—some of them, too, claim- 
ing now to be admitted into the Union—it is plain 
that the Republican party, once in possession of 
the Federal Government, would carve outas man 
new States as party expediency might demand, 
and, by the adjustment of their boundaries and 
the dispensation of patronage, determine their pol- 
itics. And, sir, it need not stop at this point e 
should soon be, if possible, still more completely 
at the mercy of the North; for as it requires only 
an ordinary. legislative majority to admit new 
States, and the same majority, with the consent of 
the State itself, to divide an old State and convert 
it into two, it is plain that the North could, in less 
than the term of one Administration, number three 
fourths of the States of the whole Union; and 
then, sir, then the bulwarks of the Constitution 
would be gone indced; for the North would then 
have the power, without the aid from the South, 
constitutionally to change the Constitution. And 
then, sir, those fanatics who rave so madly for an 
anti-slavery Constitution, an anti-slavery Bible, 
and an anti-slavery God, could have the first of 
these three fashioned after their own heart; though 
I think it would peters be some time longer be- 
fore they could expefience a similar gratification 
with relation to the latter two. 

Sir, what a miserable appendage would the 
South be to this Republic; how completely bereft 
ofthe capacity for legitimate resistance; how would 
her institutions depend upon the very breath of 
northern fanaticism, when, against the wishes of 
every southern State, and in spite of all they could 
do, the Federal Constitution could be converted, 
from a bulwark of safety, into a battery of destruc- 
tion in the hands of her enemies. 

Mr. Chairman, | do not deem it necessary to 
pursue the investigation of this branch of my sub- 
ject further. I think that all fair men who will 
look at it from our stand-point of view, must see 
that, in the triumph of the Republican party, the 
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South would be furnished with ground for appre- 
hensions of the most serious character, which 
would certainly threaten the existence of our con- 
federate Union, and which, if they did not term- 
inate in that common disaster, would be owing to 
a forbearance on our part which you have no 
right to expect. Let us briefly consider the scc- 
ond division of my subject, and inquire 

“Whether the success of the Democracy, the 
party with which the South codperates, would 
entail similar apprehensions on the part of the 
North? 

Itis not my purpose, sir, to go over the ground 
of what is called southern aggressions, and refute 
the accusations of that character in detail; partly 
because this has been often and well done hereto- 
fore, but principally because, in treating the subject 
in this style, we at once come to issues which de- 
pend fortheir propey decision upon the construction 
to be given toacts done, and which the North—I 
mean the Republican North—will construe in one 
way, and the South inanother. I desire to treat 
the subject philosophically, if I can; to show from 
those facts, which do not depend for their force 
upon any construction to be given them—to show 
that, from the very nature of things, the North need 
not be, and indeed cannot be, possessed of the 
slightest alarm orapprchensions from the success 
of the party which predominates in the South. 

And first, under this head, we must advert to the 
fact that the great question affected by the triumph 
of the one or the other parties is the question of 
property—four million slaves, at a low estimate 
worth $3,000,000,000; and thatthe security or in- 
security, the existence or destruction, of this vast 
amount of property, as affected by the ascendency 
of the respective political parties, wholly concerns 
the South, and cannot, in this its most important 
aspect, concern youatall, In this desperate game, 
which you force us to play, we have to put up 
allthestake. You can lose nothing; we can gain 
nothing, but may lose all. 

Let us now look at another aspect of this sub- 
jects let us inquire into the manner in which the 
ascendency of the, Democratic party may affect 
the North socially and politically. Inother words, 
let us inquire whether such a state of things would 
cause the institution of slavery to make the same 
encroachments upon: northern soil that anti-sle- 
very would make in the South in the event of 
Republican ascendency. And first, sir, as to the 
‘Territories. We have scen that the Republican 
party proposes to prohibit slave labor in all the 
eommon territories of the Union—those which 
we now have as well as those we may hereafter 
acquire. The Democratic party docs not pro- 

ose such a prohibition of free labor; but to let 
oth free and slave labor have an equal enjoyment 
and protection. 

Then, sir, the Republicans propose, as we have 
seen, to admit no more slave States into the Union. 
The Democratic party docs not advocate the con- 
verse of the proposition, by saying that no more 
free States shall be admitted into the Unton, which 
we might do much more logically, and with much 
more propriety; for you must observe, sir, that 
in whatare called free States, slave labor is effect- 
ually inhibited, while in slave States there is 
nothing incompatible with the free-labor system. 
The admission of a free State at once accomplishes 
the entire and irrevocable exclusion of the insti- 
tutions of the South from any share or participa- 
tion in its benefits thereafter; while the admission 
ofa slave State, instead of effecting a similar ex- 
clusion of any part of your system of labor, not 
only tolerates, but actually pgotects and fosters it. 
Itis manifest, then, sir, however gentlemen may 
be startled by its cnunciation, when we have the į 
courage to meet the question boldly, and follow 
out indisputable premises to their last logical con- 
clusions, that a proposition on the part of the 
South to admit no more free States, has a greater 
foundation in justice, in equality, and in all the 
paternal requirements of the Federal Constitution, 
than the doctrine of the Republican party, which 
advocates the admission of no more slave States. 
Yet, sir, who ever heard of the South acting upon 
such a proposition, though she has often pos- 
sessed the power to put it into practical opera- 


tion? Sir, such a proposition, though less nar- 
row, less bigoted, {less sectional, than the dogma | 
of the Republican party, would find no room for 


contemplation in the hearts of the southern peo- 
le. 

And now let us see if, in the northern States 
themselves, you would have aught to fear from 
what you call the encroachments of slavery, in 
case the Democratic party should retain the con- 
trol of the Government, and what truth there is 
in the assertion of the great “embodiment” of 
your party, that the States must become all free 
States or all slave States; and how much you 
have to fear lest “ Boston become a slave mart.”’ 
Sir, history answers this question; histgry, which 
tells us that the whole free North was Once slave- 
holding. Now, sir, if, with the institution of sla- 
very once planted in their midst; protected by law; 
sanctioned by custom; and adapted, by usc, to 
the wants of the people, it could not maintain its 
footing, is it to be supposed that now, divested of 
those powerful aids, it can regain the ground it 
then lost? No, sir; not until we can repeal those 
irrepealable laws of soil and climate, which are as 
eternal as tho planet upon which they operate. 

But, sir, there are two additional reasons which 
to my mind are, if possible, still more final and 
conclusive upon this subject, and which cover not 
only the ground of the encroachments of slavery, 
as affecting the Territories, the States to be carved 
out of them, and the present free States of the 


North, but which equally apply to any and all. 


other apprehensions of the northern people, from 
the continued ascendency of the Democratic party. 
The first of these reasons, sir, is to be found in 
the fact that a large element of the Democratic 
organization is to be found in the North; not in a 
few localities only, but in every northern State, 
and extending throughout every county and every 
town. It is plain, sir, that as the South is in 
a minority, the Democratic party can carry out 
no one measure without the codperation of this 
clement of northern Democracy as represented in 
the Government. Andas this clement comprises 
every class of your population, and embraces cv- 
ery interest, you cannot have the least shadow of 
an apprehension from the ascendency of the Dem- 
ocratic party, unless the yniversal law of self- 
interest should for the first time cease to operate. 
Still another reason, if it is not superfluous to as- 
sien another, is to be found in the fact that, the 
North having the political power, can, at any elec- 
tion, take,control of the Federal Government, and 
right itself. 

Having now, sir, considered my subject in its 
two divisions, as fully as my time will permit, 
having scen that the triumph of the Republican 
party would justly fill the southern mind with the 
most dreadful forebodings, but that the success of 
tho Democratic party cannot entail upon the North 
even the shadow of an apprehension; letus briefly 
inquire whether the former state of facts would 
peril the existence of our confederate Union. I 
have already said, sir, that I believe it would. Let 
it not be supposed that, in saying this, I am unap- 
preciative of the blessings which have heretofore 
flowed from our Federal Government. In the geo- 
graphical locality which I represent will be found 
a sufficient reason to disabuse the mind ofany gen- 
tleman upon that point. Sir, I am one of the Rep- 
resentatives of a border State. What is more, sir, 
{ represent a border district of this border State. 
What is still more, sir, it is a commercial border; 
having its center of trade in a northern city, 
its commercial intercourse interwoven, root and 
branch, with the North. Its interests in this re- 
apect areas much commingled with those of the 
North as are the very waters of our rivers, which 
unite and flow inacommon channel. Such, sir, 
is the district of the people whom I have the honor 
to represent. For my own part, sir, I am per- 
sonally appreciative of these considerations, for I 
live, sir, upon the very border of this border dis- 
trict. From my window I can look out and see 
the blue hills of Ohio, separated from us only by 
a gentle river, so narrow that the sctting sun spans 
it with the shadows of its own foresis, and a peb- 
ble dropped into its quiet bosom parts a wave on 
either side that reaches either shore. 

Such, sir, is our proximity to a free State that 
we can hear the songs of her husbandmen, and 
see the bright gleam of their blades as they gather 
the golden harvests. Our nearest neighbors fre- 
geniy live upon the other bank of the river. 

hey are often our kindred; children nursed at the 


same breast, and reared around a common do- 
mestic altar; for you: must observe, sir, that Vir- 
ginia has peopled almost the entire border. Think 
you not then, sir, that we do not appreciate the 
ativantages—I may almost say the necessities—of 
a common Federal Government, administered 
upon constitutional principles; or that we are 
blind to the catastrophes which would accom- 
pany its destruction ?—catastrophes, sir, from 
which no part of this vast Republic would be ex- 
empt—commerce paralyzed; agriculture insecure; 
manufactures prostrated; mechanical arts aban- 
doned; public and private credit involved ina com- 
mon ruin; war raging, civil war, whose intensity 
and continuance you can best estimate by re- 
membering the valor of those who would wage it, 
and the lists of the slain, in which would often be 
but a list of parricides and fratricides; a war, sir, 
beside whose bloody records the red annals gf the 
internecine strifes of Rome would pale in compari- 
son? Sir, we could not then better describe our 
unhappy land than by saying with Malcolm: 
i “ Alas, poor country ; 

Almost afraid to know itself; it cannot 

Be call’d our mother, but our grave ; where nothing 

But who knows nothing, is once seen to smile: 

Where sighs, and groans, and shrieks that rent the air, 
* Are madc, not mark’d; where violent sorrow seems 

A modern ecstacy : the dead man’s knell 

Is there scarce asked, for whom; and good men’s lives 

Expire before the flowers in thoir caps.” 

Who, Mr. Chairman, can contemplate un- 
moved such a future, so pregnant with sorrow 
to the Republic; such countless woes unimagined 
and unimaginable, which only the pen of history, 
transmitted. from age to age, could record in all 
their horrible details? 

Yet, Mr. Chairman, impressed as I am with 
all the terrible consequences. which would flow 
from a dissolution of our Federal Union, I say 
that I believe the ascendency of the Republican 
party in this Government would bring about that 
result. Forifthe South should remain in the Union, 
we have already seen to what an extremity she 
would be reduced: the loss of millions of her 
property in slaves; the almost total destruction 
of the institution in the border States, by being 
forced, through the insecurity of slave property, 
to remove those who were not stolen away; the 
creation, by the dispensation of the honors and 
emoluments of Federal patronage by a Republi- 
can Executive, of an anti-slavery party in the 
very bosom and throughout the entire limits of 
the South; the casting the whole moral weight 
of the Government at home and throughout the 
civilized world against our institutions, thereby 
rather inviting than repelling aggressions from 
abroad; the so-called “reform of the judiciary,’ 
which would destroy the main bulwark of the 
Constitution; in short, the use of all the powers of 
the Government—executive, legislative, and ju- 
dicial—to circumscribe the institution of slavery, 
until, “like a scorpion surrounded by a wall of 
fire, it shall sting itself to death.” 

Who can say, sir, what course the South will 
pursue, when forced to such dread alternatives— 
whether she will remain in the Union and submit 
to the inexorable rule of a party hostile to her 
institutions, or, in her despair, Burst asunder at 
every hazard the bonds which unite us ? Sir, the 
South is the weaker section. You of the North 
have the political power; but will you use it in 
such a way as to compel us to make such a choice ? 
Sir, time was when Virginia made the cause of 
the North her cause. Can she not find, anywhere 
throughout the North, a sentiment which will re- 
spond when she calls ‘upon you now, in this the 
hour of her need? Sir, though New England 
should be as dumb and voiceless as the granite of 
her own hills, let Virginia hope, at least, that the 

reat West will notimitate the example—thatgreat 
est, whose prosperity as a people, whose rep- 
resentation in this Capitol, whose very political 
existence as sovereign States in this Republic, are 
all derived from her maternal bounty. Uponthe 
young and vigorous States of the West, then— 
uponherchildren—Virginiarelies, in this the hour, 
of her extremity. Deny her not. Teach not, I 
pray you, the old mother of States to feel 
“ How sharper than a serpent’s tooth it is 
To have a thankless child.?? 

But, sir, we nced not appeal to the gratitude 

alone of any part of the North. We can, and we 
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do, confidently appeal to the sense of justice and 


the patriotism of the whole North, and to the great 
interests which you have in the preservation of 
this Unions and we conjure you, by the memories 
of a common past and the hopes of a common fu- 
ture, not to place this Government in the hands of 
a party which, whatever may be the motives of 
some who coéperate with it, we believe to be dan- 
Aous to the peace of our people, hostile to their 
interests and institutions, and ultimately subvers- 
ive of their independence. If you do, whatever 
course the South in her extremity may see proper 
to take, on you will rest the responsibility. 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 
SPEECH OF HON. C. C. WASHBURN, 


OF WISCONSIN, 


In THe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 26, 1860. 


"Fhe House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— k 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, said: 

Mr. Crarrman: Soon after the organization 
of the House I sought the floor for the purpose 
of replying to a speech made by’ my colleague 
[Mr Larraser] during the contest for Speaker. 

‘was desirous of correcting some of his misrep- 
resentations, and satisfying this House and my 
constituents, that] did not hold to one set of opin- 
ions at home and another here, as was intimated 
by him. When I finally obtained the floor, my 
colleague was absent, stamping it through the 
back towns of Connecticut in favor of modern 
Democracy; and as I did not care to speak in re- 
ply to him in his absence, I gave up my chance 
to my friend from Ilinois, [Mr. KeLLoce,] and 
with it, I gave up my intention of speaking alto- 
gether. Butas I nae that no business is likely 
to be done until after the Charleston convention 
is over, and that if I occupy the floor now for an 
hour it will in no way retard the business of the 
country, I will claim the attention of the commit- 
tee fora short time. I hold in my hand a speech 
delivered in this House, on the 17th of December 
last, by my colleague from the third district in 
Wisconsin, [Mr. Larnaber,] and as it was de- 
voted somewhat to the Republican party of Wis- 
consin, and indirectly to his colleagues, Mr. Por- 
rer and myself, I propose to make a few running 
comments upon it,.as | pass along. As he is the 
Representative of a large and intelligent constit- 
uency, I may be pardoned for noticing what I 
should otherwise pass without observation. 

I regret that he is not here; but when I reflect 
how necessary his presence was at Charleston, in 
order to the successful management of that con- 
vention, and further thatthe Vice Presidency is a 

rize not tò be rashly declined without full and 
Frank conference with friends on the spot, I do 
not think that he is liable to censure for leaving 
his scat here and going to Charleston. Such was 
his haste, on coming to Washington last Decem- 
ber, to define his position and assail a portion of 
the people of the State that had honored him with 
a scat on this floor, that he could not even wait 
for an organization of the House. As an excuse 
for occupying the time of the House, and to that 
extent at least for delaying its organization, he 
sent up and had read from the Cierk’s desk the 
proceedings ofa German meeting in Milwaukee to 
sympathize with John Brown, and to protést in 
the nameand behalf of the great majority gf Ger- 
mans in our State against any allegation tat such 
sympathy was felt by them. 

Mr. Chairman, | know not to what eXtent the 
German or any other portion of the people of Wis- 
consin sympathize with John Brown. That there 
is any considerable number of persons in the State 
that approve of his raid into Virginia, or sympa- 
thize with his method of righting what he regarded 
as a great moral wrong, [ do not believe; neither 
will T believe that there was a single person within 
the limits of the entire State that had any knowl- 
edge or suspicion that any such enterprise was in 
contemplation. I never heardaRepublican, in my 
State or out of it, speak of the transaction without 
expressing the most profound regret. That there 
is felt in Wisconsin more or less of sympathy and 
admiration for certain personal traits of character 


exhibited by John Brown, while in prison and on 
the scaffold, it would be folly to deny. Those 
traits of character were such as to ehallenge the 
admiration of Governor Wise himself, who pro- 
nounced him the “ bravest man, the ‘most truth- 
ful man, and the most sincere man’’ he ever knew. 
It is not strange, then, that the qualities which so 
much struck Governor Wise should excite sym- 
pathy everywhere where bravery, sincerity, and 
truth are regarded. I presume that the German 
population of Wisconsin participate more or less 
in that feeling. They are generally opposed to 
the institution of slavery and to the extension of 
slavery. Very many of them act with the Re- 
publican party; and I doubt not that they would 
nearly all do so, were it not that in our State the 


Democratic party has, to agreat extent, persuaded | 


them that they were the real friends of freedom, 
free soil, and free men, and that the most effectual 


way to prevent the further extension of slavery | 


was to vote the Democratic ticket. 

As they learn our language, however, very 
readily, they soon begin to read for themselves, 
and, as they do so, generally become Republic- 
ans; and, sooner or later, the great mass of Ger- 
mans will belong to the Republican party. South- 
ern menand slaveholders v derstand this perfectly 
well, and hence it is that they look with such hor- 
ror upon the ingress of Germans into the free 
States. They sec that the effect must be to in- 
crease the power and influence of free labor, and 
thus render more speedy and certain the result of 
that “irrepressible conflict,” which always has 
existed and always will exist, between free and 
slave labor. It is this sentiment, in regard to that 
class of population, that renders the South nearly 
unanimous against that much-desired Republican 
measure, a homestead bill, and which has led a 
Democratic Senate to substitute for the House 
bill one depriving foreigners of its benefits. Itis 
in vain for my colleague to endeavor to persuade 
his southern friends here that the Germans of Wis- 
consin are in favor of slavery or slavery extension. 
Southern politicians are not casily imposed upon 
by protestations of northern men, which they 
know have no foundation in reason; and northern 
men who set out to prove to them that the North 
is not opposed to the further extension of slavery, 
generally end in winning the contempt of those 
they endeavor to deceive. The German popula- 
tion of Wisconsin, taken as a body, are intelli- 
gent, industrious, loyal, and patriotic. Among 


them may be found some of the most brilliant | 


and highly-cultivated minds of which the country 
can boast. They have contributed largely to the 
wealth, power, and prosperity of the State, and 
to their honor I speak, what my colleague dare 
not deny, they are opposed to slavery and slavery 
extension. 

As my colleague represents a larger foreign- 
born constituency tlian any other gentleman here, 
and a constituency gencrally opposed to slavery 
and slavery extension, I willleave him toexplain 
to that constituency the reason why he gratui- 
tously declared on this floor, during the contest 
for Speaker, that he was ready to leave his own 
party and vote for a member of the southern 
American party in order to defeat the Republican 
candidate for Speaker, and afterwards did so vote. 


| Will his reason be, that the South American party 


entertained views more nearly akin to those of his 
constitucnts than the Republicans? What are the 


views of the South Americans, that rendered my | 


colleague so eager to declare that he would vote 
for any one of their number for Speaker? Many 
of them believe that the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States carries slavery into all our Territories, 
and that itis the duty of Congress to pass laws 
to protect it there. They also believe that our 
Government is in danger from the introduction of 
foreigners; and are in favor, as I understand, of 
inereasing,the time required for their naturaliza- 
tion. These are the main points of difference 
between the Americans and Republicans; and 
because of these points of difference, my colleague 
so much prefers a South American to a Repub- 
lican. I cannot but think that it was rather hard, 
after he had shown himself such a ‘ willing soul,” 
that the South Americans would not honor him 
with a single vote for Speaker in return. It was 
very ungrateful. Yet I observe, by a leading Dem- 
oeratic paper at Milwaukee, that he had a very 


narrow escape from the Speaker’s chair; and that 
it was only In consequence of his exceeding fhod- 
esty that he was not elected, He had only toton- 
sent to the use of his name and. the thing was 
done. [Laughter.} Oe Be 
- But, Mr. Chairman, I pass to consider another 
ortion of my colleague’s. speech. He told the 
House that he was an anti-Lecompton Demo- 
crat; but that issue being dead, he had buried it, 
and that there was no division among the Democ- 
racy of Wisconsin. ‘They were all Democrats, 
and supporters of the national Administration. 
Now, this does not accord with my understand- 
ing of the matter; and, I think, is ‘slightly erro- 
neous, particularly in regard to their being all 
supporters of the national Administration. 

‘When my colleague says that he buried the 
Lecompton issue, I can assure him that the people 
have neither buried nor forgotten it, nor forgiven 
the men who raised that issue. They know that 
such issues-may again arise; and he need not be 
surprised to find himself entombed, iffstead of the 
Lecompton issue. What was that issue of which 
my colleague now seems to be so much ashamed 
and so anxious to forget and strike hands with 
the perpetrators of that iniquity? No more nor 
less than an attempt to force upon an unwilling 
people a constitution which they had no part in 
forming; a constitution absolutely hateful to them, 
and authorizing the institution of slavery. The 
whole power of this Administration, with which 
my colleague is now so much in love, was brought 
to bear to force that constitution upon the people 
of Kansas. 

An outrage so great, that at a meeting of Dem- 
ocrats at Janesville, Wisconsin, to denounce it, in 
December, 1857, my colleague declared, (and I 
use the language he is reported to have used,) that 
were he a * Kansas Democrat, he would not sub- 
mit to the Lecompton constitution; that he would 
say that he was not slave cnough to submit to 
such a dictation from Washington.” 

Brave words were those, adapted to the latitude 
of Wisconsin; but how unlike any language he 
has uttered here in the hearing of the slave power.* 

Does my colleague not know that had he pro- 
claimed it on the stump when he was a candidate, 
that he had forgotten and forgiven Mr. Buchan- 
an’s complicity with the Lecompton outrage, he 
would not be here? Does he not: know that one 
of the reasons why he was nominated, was be- 
cause he had made himself conspicuous in de- 
nouncing the President’s Lecompton policy? 

My colleague has a great fancy for seeing him- 
self in print. He is also fond of a joke. His 
last effort in that line, is to be found in a late let- 
ter of his in reply to a letter of Hon. Tuomas 
Greex Davipson, addressed to his constituents. 
Mr. Davipson had charged that the friends of 
Judge Douglas were engaged in playing.a game 
of “brag.” This was denied by my colleague, 
and in the course af his denial, he uses this lan- 
guage: 

“The writer of this communication professes to know, 
and does know, a good deal more of northern Democratie, 
sentiment than Mr. Davtnson has had an opportunity of 
ascertaining; and he ventures to say that Judge DOUGLAS 
can earry, if nominated at Charleston, the States of Ohio. 
Indiana, Llinois, Wisconsin, Lowa, Minnesota, and, in all 
probability, Michigan; that he can carry the State of New 
York, the State of Connecticut, and the Administration 
will Unquestionably aid the nominee of the convention to 
carry triumphantly the State of Pennsylvania. Mr. Da- 
vipson’s ‘deliberate conviction,’ so far as northern senti- 
ment is concerned, is simply a very great mistake, and he 
will sooner or later discover his error.” 

If this does notafford a rich fund for amusement 
to men of all parties in Wisconsin, I mistake their 
appreciation of fun, “His reputation as a ‘joker’? 
will certainly remain undiminished. Talk about 
Doveras, or any other Democrat, carrying Wis- 
consin. Why, sir, there is no future event so ut- 
terly improbable. As my colleague has proph- 
esied largely, I may be indulged slightly. But I 
will not undertake to speak for any but my own 
State, and I will venture to put on record the pre- 
diction, thatif WiLLiaĮm H. Sewarp, or any other 
tried Republican, is nominated at Chicago, the 
second congressional distrist will roll up a Repub- 
lican majority of fifteen thousand, and the entire 
State a majority of twenty-five thousand. 

My colleague said in his speech that he had been 
« astonished’? since he came here, to hear gentle-. 
men, who were Democrats, charging the Admin- 
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istration of Mr. Buchanan with being ‘wicked, 

corgupt, and infamous.” ‘ Why, sir,” said he, 

with a degree of innocent simplicity truly refresh- 
ing, ‘¢if this be so, I have learned the fact for the 

first tinte.”? ` Where can he have been for the last 

two years that he should be in such a state of’ 
blissful ignorance? I respectfully recommend to 

thig modern Rip Van Winkle that he shouid wake 

up long enough to read: the reports of the naval 

investigating committee, the Willett’s Point com- 

mittee, and the Fort Snelling committee of the last 

Congress. He told us that he would vote for a 

South American for Speaker, and did so vote; and 

yet there is hardly one of those gentlemen but 
what, at the time he made that declaration and at 
the time he voted for one, had stated in their places 
here, that the present Administration was the most 
corrupt that had ever existed since the foundation 
of the Government. 

With what humility he alludes to the fact of his 
having been snubbed by the President, and his 
recommendations disregarded, wilkbe seen in the 
following extract: : 

“TL always yield to the President of the United States the 
highest possible respect. I entertain those sentiments to- 
day for the present occupant of the presidential chair, and 
it matters not to me whether he recognizes me as a Demo- 
erator not inthe mere distribution of paltry Federal offices. 
No man should visit his mere personal grievances on his 
party.” 

If there is not a bright and shining example of 
meekness, I do not know what meekness is. 

Mr. Chairman, Patrick Henry, of Virginia, once 
said that, 

* There were periods in the history of man when corrup- 
tion and depravity have so long debased the human charac- 
ter that man sinks under the weight of the oppressor’s band, 
and becomes his servile, his abjectslave. Heticks the hand 
that smites him.’? 

I pass for a moment to consider my colleague’s 
declaration, that the Republican party is a sec- 
tional party. Why sectional? Whatare the aims 
and objects of the Republican party? Simply to 
restrain the extension of slavery into territory now 
free. If that makes the party sectional, it 1s so; 
for that is the unalterable purpoge of the Repub- 

*lican party. They believe, as did the men who 
founded our Government, that slavery is an cvil, 
not to be extended and nurtured; and that as Con- 
gress wasalways recognized prior to 1850 as hav- 
ing entire control of this question of slavery ex- 
tension in the ‘Territories, so ought it to legislate 
to prevent the extension of this great evil. They 
believe, as was declared a few years ago by the 
Democracy of Pennsylvania, ‘that it formed no 
part of the compromises of the Constitution that 
slavery should forever travel with the advancing 
column of our territorial progress.” All the con- 
stitutional rights of the South, and of all sections 
of the Union, they are determined to maintain at 
all hazards. 

But he says we are sectional, because a great 
leader in the Republican party [Mr. Sewarp] has 
declared that there was an “irrepressible conflict”? | 
between the “ North and the South.” Mr. Sew- 
arp has never made the declaration that there was 
any conflict between the North and the South, and 
my colleaguecertainly mustknow it. Inasmuchas 
this term “irrepressible conflict”? is made a bug- 
bear to frighten the ignorant and timid, I will read 
just what Mr. Sewarp said, in his celebrated 

Rochester specch, upon that subject: 

«“flitherto the two systems have existed in different 
States, side by side, within the American Union.” * * 
» *° G These antagonistic systems are continually com- 
ing into closcr contact, and collision results. Shall E tell 
you what this collision means? They who think thatitis 
accidental, unnecessary—the werk of interested or fanatical 
agitators, and therefore ephemecral—mistake the case alto- | 
gether. Itis an irrepressible conflict between opposing and 
enduring forces, and it means that the United States must, 
and will, sooner or later, become entirely a slaveholding 
nation, or entirely a free tabor nation.” 

Never was a greater truth uttered by mortal | 
man than this by Mr. Sewanp. He asserted i 
what every intelligent man knows to be true, that | 
involuntary labor is antagonistic to free labor, and 
hence they are in conflict; and as the two sys- | 


tems arc, and always must be, in conflict, the 
Republican party is determined to lessen that con- 
flict as much as possible, by refusing to extend 
the system of involuntary labor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, Mr.Sewarp the evil gen- 
ius of Democracy, as he is now regarded, never | 
uttered any sentiment on this slave question more ! 


: f 
objectionable to the South and to the friends of 


slavery, than George Washington, Thomas Jef- 
ferson, or James Madison, and if either of those 
great men Were now living their persons would be 
unsafe to-day on the soil of Virginia. Why, sir, 
itis but a few days ago. that a distinguished son 
of Virginia, and the author of a history of that 
ancient Commonwealth, Hon. R. R. Howison, in 
a letter to Bayard ‘Taylor, excusing his with- 
drawal of an invitation to lecture before a literary 
association in Richmond, declared that the opin- 
ions of Washington upon slavery were contrary 
to ** Scripture and reason,” and that Jefferson, if 
now living ** would not be a welcome visitor ina 
Virginia community.” 

This is no doubt true, and it is, to say the least 
of it, candid in the historian to avow it, however 
discreditable the fact may be. It is lamentable to 
contemplate the inroads that have been made 
upon the moral sense of that section of our coun- 
try in the last few years. It is but a few years 
ago, that this same historian wrote and printed in 
his History of Virginia, that 

“The last and muét important cause unfavorably affect- 


ing Virginia, which we shall mention, is the existence of 
slavery within her bounds.” 


And this: 


“ We apprehend that in general, the people of Virginia 
hold slavery to be an enormous evil, bearing with fatal 
power on their prosperity.” 

Mr. Chairman, too much honor is conferred on 
Mr. Sewarn, great, wise, benevolent, patriotic, 
and far-seeing as he is, in attributing to him the 
authorship of this ‘irrepressible conflict’? senti- 
ment. Mr. Calhoun had before declared the same 
thing. Kentucky’s noblest son, the lion-hearted 
Clay, in 1827, before the American Colonization 
Society, spoke as follows: 

& Tf they would repress all tandencies towards liberty and 
uitimate emancipation, they must do more than put down 
the benevolent cfforts of this society. They must go back 
to the era of our Liberty and independence, and muzzle the 
cannon which thunders its annual joyous retum. ‘Chey 
must revive the slave trade, with all its train of atrocities. 
They must suppress the workings of British philanthropy, 
secking to ameliorate the condition of the unfortunate West 
Indian slaves. They must arrest the carcer of South Amer- 
ican deliverance from thralidem. ‘Phey must blew outthe 
moral lights around us, and extinguish the greatest torch of 
all which America presents to a benighted world, pointing 
the way t0 theirrights, tbeir liberties, and their happiness. 
And when they have achieved all these purposes} their 
work will be yet incomplete. They must penetrate the 
human soul, and eradicate the light of reason and the love 
of liberty. Then, and not until then, when universal dark- 
ness and despair prevail, can you perpetuate slavery, and 
repress all sympathies and all humane and benevolent efforts 
among freemen in behalfor the unbappy portion of our race 
who are doomod to bondage.”’—Tenth Annual Report of 
Colonization Society. 

Sir, this conflict will continue until you ‘ pene- 
trate the human soul, and eradicate the light of 
reason and the love of liberty.” 

My colleague charges that the Republican party 
of Wisconsin are inimical to the rights of the 
South. I deny it. I deny that they are opposed 
to the just rights of any man, or any secuon of 
this Union. ‘That they are opposed to the fugi- 
tive slave law, and declare it to be unconstitutional 
is no doubt true, The people of: Wisconsin gen- 
erally, without distinction of party, regretted the 
passage of the fugitive slave law. The entire delc- 
gation in Congress at the time opposed that law. 
Both Senators were sound Democrats, and two 
of the three Representatives, but they knew the 
sentiment of their constituents, and unanimously 
opposed the law. The people of the State, then 
as now, regard the law as a most inhuman one, 
and a disgrace to the statute-book of a free, èn- 
lightened Christian country. The supreme court 
of the State has declared it to be unconstitutional; 
and, in doing so, pronounced an opinion which, 
in my judgment, is unanswerable. 

While the people are opposed to the law, they 
will not resist its execution, neither will they help 
to exccute it; but will leave that dirty work to the 
officers of the Federal Government, and such Dem- 


ocrats as like tocngage in it. Itis aspecies of work | 


that must be repulsive to every honorable mind, 
and work that Henry Clay once said no gentleman 
would engage in. 

{ do not deny, Mr. Chairman, that the fugitive 
slave Jaw is particularly offensive to the people of 
my State. To their honor I state that they gen- 


j erally detest that law. There has never been but 


one attempt to enforce it within the limits of Wis- 


consin, but that was under circumstances of great 
atrocity. The forbearance of the people on that 
occasion was remarkable. Great as was the ex- 
citement and indignation felt at the time, the slave 
hunter escaped unharmed, and the fugitive de- 
parted for Canada. A citizen of Milwaukee, who 
rode through the streets and announced to the 
people that a man was about to be kidnapped, 
was indicted/by the United States district cout, 
and, with a packed jury of Democrats, was con- 
victed and sentenced to pay a fine of $1,000 and 
be imprisoned for thirty days, and until the fine 
was paid. The United States custom-house of 
Milwaukee was converted into a prison, and the 
alleged rescuer is now held there a close prisoner, 
guarded by a smallarmy of Government officials, 
for fear of a rescue, at an expense to the public 
of over $100 per day. So long as thé Government 
think it profitable to keep him there, at an ex- - 
pense of thirty or forty thousand dollars a year, 
and we vote the money, I suppose he will remain. 

It is but just that my colleague should have the 
full benefit which a knowledge of his position will 
give him with his southern friends, and for that 
reason I state, what I know nothing but his mod- 
esty prevented him from stating, that in a discus- 
sion with me last fall, one year after he had been 
elected to the office he now holds, he stated, in 
answer to interrogatories from me, that if he had 
been in Congress in 1850, he would have voted for 
the fugitive slave law. He also stated that he 
would help to execute it;and also that had he been 
in Congress in 1854, he would have voted for the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, and repeal of the Missouri 
compromise line, an act which, I believe, is now 
almost universally regretted, and is looked upon 
as the Pandora’s box from which has sprung all 
our present. ills. It may be proper to remark here 
that the Democratic member who represented, in 
1854, the district which my colleague now repre- 
sents, was elected by a majority of some seven 
thousand votes. , He dodged on that bill, and at 
the next election his constituents placed the scat 
of condemnation upon lim by a majoriry of threo 
thousand, thus showing, in a most unmistakable 
manner, their condemnation of the act. And yet 
his successor declared thathe would have voted for 
it. Could contempt forthe will of a constituency 
further go? Let him take warning from the fate 
of that predecessor. 

I mention these things, and help my colleague 
to define his position, because I know that it 
will greatly improve his status here, and may be 
the means of the President removing from him the 
ban under which he was placed atter his vocifer- 
ous participation in the anti-Lecompton meeting 
at Janesville, Wisconsin, during the pending of 
theLecompton controversy, to which I have be- 
fore alluded. This knowledge will certainly es- 
tablish his claim to being a national man and a 
patriot, 

My colleague says that we will not deny that 
the Republican party are opposed to the fugitive 
slave law, and the admission of any more slave 
States; but, says he, ‘* when they come here, they 
take back those words, and say that they meant 
nothing;’? and in proof of the declaration, he tri- 
umphantly inquired “ if anybody had got up on 
our side of the House to represent the views of 
Horace Greeley??? Well, 1 should rather think 
not. [am not aware that Mr. Greeley has asked 
anybody to expound his views here. | fancy that 
he feels competent to speak for himself. But if 
he means to say that his Republican colleagues 


express or entertain opinions at home that they 


do not here, it is not true. When I am asked, 
here or elgewhere, if I approve of or will turn out, 
to help e#cute the fugitive slave law, I answer cm- 
phatically “*No.’? When I said to my constitu- 
ents at home, that, under no conceivable case, 
would I vote for, the admission of another slave 
State into this Union, I meant just what I said. 
This question of the admission of States I regard 
as one of discretion entirely. That discretion 
members are often called upon to exercise. At the 
last session of Congress I voted against the ad- 
mission of Oregon, a free State, for reasons that 
were satisfactory tome, and yet I have never heard 
italleged that myself and the gentlemen who voted 
with me, violated our constitutional obligations in 
doing so. 

What is there, then, more sacred about a slave 
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State that should deprive me of the use of that 
discretion and judgment which I am allowed to 
use in regard to the admission of a free State? 
In the admission of Minnesota into the Union, 
several southern members voted against the ad- 
mission because aliens were allowed to vote; and 
yet, they were not reproached with trespassing 
upon any constitutional right. If a southern man 
votes against the admission of a free State because 
her constitution allows aliens to vote, it is all right 
in the estimation of the Democracy; butifa north- 
ern man votes against the admission’of a State 
because her constitution allows slavery, the whole 
pack of northern doughfaces open outin full cry, 
and declare that you have violated your oath to 
support the Constitution. From thisitmay readily 
be seen in how much higher estimation is held the 
right of the people in the new States to hold human 
beings in perpetual bondage, than of the same 
States to secure the privilege of voting to citizens 
of foreign birth; such is modern Democracy. I 
may be pardoned for a few words more upon this 
question of the admission of more slave States. 

Mr. Chairman, what says the Constitution in 
regard to the admission of new States into this 
Union? The following is its language upon that 
subject : 

“New States may be admitted by the Congress into this 
Union; but no new State shall be formed or erected with- 
in the jurisdiction of any other State; nor any State formed 
by the junction of two or more States, or parts of States, 
without the consent of the Legislatures of the States con- 
cerned, as well 4s of the Congress.” 

The above is all the Constitution says on the 
subject. 

New States may be admitted. Nowhere does 
it declare that new States shall be admitted, re- 
gardless of all other considerations, except the 
requisite population, and aconstitution republican 
in form. fair construction of that clause of 
the Constitution clearly leaves the question en- 
tirely in the discretion of Congress. 

Could there be any doubt as to the construc- 
tion of this clause, I would quote some opinions 
upon the subject of some of our wisest men who 
have expressed themselves upon it. L will,how- 
ever, quote the opinion of but one man, and he a 
man whose authority upon a question of consti- 
tutional law will be regarded as the very highest 
that could be invoked. I need not say that I al- 
lude to the “great expounder of the Constitu- 
tion,” Daniel Webster, 

In the year 1837, Mr. Webster, in a speech at 
Niblo’s Garden in New York, discussed the slave 
question at length, and spoke of the danger of its 
extension. After remarking that Congress had no 

ower over it in the States already in the Union, 

ce spoke as follows: 


& But when we come to speak of admitting new States, 
the subject assumes an entirely differentaspect. The tree 
States and all the Stutes are then at Jiberty to accept orre- 
ject. When it is proposed to admit new members into this 
political partnership, the old members have the right to say 
on whatterms such new partners are to come in, and what 
they are to bring along with them.” 

In the Senate of the United States, in 1848, 
when discussing the Oregon bill, Mr. Webster 
said: 

“J have said that I shall consent to no extension of the 
area of slavery on this continent, nor to any increase of 
slave representation in the other House of Congress. f 
have now stated my reasons for my conduct and my vote. 
We of the North have already gone in this respect far be- 
yond all that any southern man could have expected, or 
did expect at the time of the adoption of the Constitution. 
I repeat the statement of the fact of the creation of five 
new slaveholding States out of newly-acquired territory. 
We have done that which, if those who framed the Con- 
stitution had foreseen, they never would have agreed to 
slave representation.” 

The speech from which I have just quoted con- 
cludes with the following emphatic words: 


“JT have made up my mind for one, that under no cir- 
cumstances will I consent to the further extension of sla- 
very in the United States, or to the further increase ofslave 
representation in the House of Representatives.” 


And in his famous Tth of March speech, 1850, | 


he expressed the same sentiments in the follow- 
ing language : 

“It has happened, that between 1837 and this time, on 
various occasions I have expressed my entire opposition to 
the admission of new slave States or the acquisition of 


slave ‘Territogics to be added to the United States. I know, ) 


sir, no change in my own sentiments or my own purposes 
in this respect.” 

The same idea, only in stronger language, was 
subsequently expressed by him in a speech in 


distrust all those who make so radical a change 


7 -w 
Buffalo in 1851; but I have not time to quote it, 
or to dwell longer on this subject. 

My colleague says that he ‘ once had respect 
for the Republican organization.” I think, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Republicans will feel bad when 
they come to hear that he respects them no longer. 
He did not inform us when he withdrew from the 
Republican party that which is so necessary to 
its reputable existence—his respect. I suppose 
the time when he respected the Republican party 
was the time when the Democratic party of Wis- 
consin occupied the same position on the slave 
question that we then and now occupy. Because 
the Republican party has-not changed position 
with the Democracy on this question, it has for- 
feited hisrespect. Sadcalamity! But before he 
proclaims his want. of respect for the Republican 
party, he had better give his southern friends 
some reason for his party’schanging front. They 


as from freedom to slavery; and they want a 
reason, and a good one, before they will believe 
in its sincerity; and they want to know why it is 
that the Democracy of Wisconsin, a few years 
ago, laid down, in solemn State convention, a 
platform of principles which he now repudiates. 

The following are some of the resolutions passed 
at that convention: ' 

“& Resolved, That we are opposed to the extension of 
slavery into territory now free. 

“í Resolved, That we are opposed to the admission ofany 
new States into this Union, the constitution or Jaws of 
which create or sustain slavery. 

Resolved, That all national laws which sustain or recog- 
nize slavery, except where the institution exists as a dis- 
tinct State right, should be repealed. 

“ Resolved, That we believe it to be the duty of Congress 
to incorporate the provisions of the ordinance of 1787, pro- 
hibiting slavery or involuntary servitude, Jinto all terri- 
torial organic acts hereafter to be passed, and to oppose the 
admission into the Union of any more slave States.”? 

Now, I think that southern gentlemen will agree 
with me, thated comes with an ill grace for a gen- 
tleman, the platform of whose party was embraced 
in these resolations, to boast of his want of re- 
spect for a party which entertains the same opin- 
ions that his party taught. The great majority 
of thegentleman’s constituents are to-day opposed 
to slavery and slavery extension; and Mr. Pren- 
son was right when he declared in the Senate, the 
other day, that he had no confidence in the pro- 
teštations of northern doughfaces, that the North 
was sound an the slave question. He declared 
his belief that the Democracy of the North was 
“rotten” on that question. If rottenness con- 
sists in their opposition to slavery, they are rotten, 

l have three times canvassed my district as a 
candidate for Congress, and on cach occasion my 
opponent has claimed to be a better and more de- 
cided opponent to slavery than I was, and con- 
tended that the policy of the Democratic party 
was better calculated to prevent the spread of sla- 
very than the policy of the Republican party, and 
that the object of the Kansas-Nebraska bill was 
to give the North advantages it did not before 
have. This ground was distinctly taken in our 
late gubernatorial election, which took place since 
the raid of John Brown into Virginia, as I will 
show, before I close, from a verbatim report of 
a speech made by Hon. H. C. Hobart, the late 
Democratic candidate for Governor in Wisconsin, 
which speech was repeated many times in differ- 
ent parts of the State. 

He succeeded well in persuading the people 
that the Democratic party was really the party 
most opposed to the extension of slavery; and it 


is not unlikely that he would have been clected | 


had not my gglleague, in an evil hour, taken the | 
stump for him. He came into my district, the 
largest district in point of population of any in the | 
Union; a district which, at the-late fall election, 
polled over fifty-four thousand votes; a district 
which is bounded on the west, for a distance of 
three hundred miles, by the mighty ‘‘ Father of 
Waters,” and on the north by the largest inland | 
sea in the world, and commenced preaching a 
new doctrine. As he passed along the astonished : 
land, the unterrified Democracy stood aghast, and | 
many hang their heads from very shame. - 

They had not been in the habit of hearing their 
stump orators eulogize slavery as a good thing, 
or members of Congress proclaim their love for 
the fugitive slave law, and trumpet to the world 
theireagerness for a chance to testify actively their 


f 
i 
H 
i 
| 
! 
i 
| 
| 


| prevent their increase as much as possi 


admiration of thatenactment. The result, was, 
that in one senatorial district canvassed by my 
colleague, which clected-.a Democratic State sen- 
ator two years ago by several hundred:majority, 
a Republican was chosen atthe late election by 
about four hundred majority. In the other district 
visited by my colleague, which elected a Demo-. . 
cratic senator two years ago, ky about three hun- 
dred majority, a Republican was. chosen by a 
majority of over eleven hundred. - Thus thé Re- 
publicans, by the teachings of my colleague, gained 
two State senators, and about two thousand votes 
in two senatorial districts alone. Could he have — 
gone through the State and repeated the same 
speech that he spoke in my district, I have no 
doubt that, instead of the Republican party having 
amajorit of four thousand in the State, they would 
have had a majority of twenty thousand. 

My colleague favored the Houseandthe country 
with a disquisition upon the different races of men. 
He does not believe in the unity of the human 
race, and claims to be the inventor of a new idea. 
He thinks that St. Paul was slightly mistaken 
when he stood upon Mars’ Hill and declared to 
the haughty Athenians that ** God had created of 
one blood all nations of men to dwell on the face 
of theearth.”? Hedoubtless belongs to that class 
of philosophers that Hudibras speaks of: 

«¢ Some philosophers of late here 
Write men have four legs by nature; 
And that ‘tis custom makes them go 
Erroneously upon but two.” 

In support of his theory of plurality of races,, 
my colleague has made the wonderful discovery 
that the African race is the niost affectionate of 
beings, from which he deduces the conclusion 
that he was made to be enslaved. That the affec- 
tions do largely predominate in the African race 
is no doubt true; and because it is so, because in 
all the relations of husband and.wife, parent and 
child, they feel more deeply than others, he makes 
it a reason for upholding and extending an insti- 
tution which disregards all the tics of affection, 
tears asunder husband and wife, parent and child, 
and consigns them to a life of perpetual bondage. 
Because this race, according to my colleague, pos- 
sesses the gentlest of sensibility, is a reason with 
him why these sensibilities should be taxed to 
the utmost power of human endurance. Because 
they are affectionate and docile, he would trample 
them under his feet. But, Mr. Chairman, I have 
heard this discourse upon the races before; indecd 
I have heard that same speech in the main more 
than once before. I always did like that speech. 
It did us great good in Wisconsin at the last elec- 
tion, as I have already said. The gentleman also 
spoke the same piece, I am informed, through 
Minnesota during the late canvass there, and 
helped our friends, as Lam assured, to many thou- 
sand Republican votes; and in behalf of the Re- 


| publicans’of that young and growing State, I now 


publicly thank him for the good he did our cause 
there. 

My friends from Connecticut in this House in- 
form me that the same old speech did duty up 
there at thcir late election, much to the advantage 
of the Republicans. I bebeve that, in most of the 
towns where he spoke, the Republicans rolled up 
increased majorities. The old pro-slavery dea- 
cons up there were considerably set back by his 
discourse on the races. : 

My colleague says that the black man is out o 
place on the earth when in contact with the white 
man. ITagree with him; the Republican party 
agrees with him. And because he is so out of 
place, we prepose keeping him out of the free 
Territories, and not allowing him, with his un- 
paid labor, to come in contact with white men 
and white labor. Bat he inquires, ‘‘ what are you 
to do with them?” Tanswer, that we propose to 

be, by re- 
fusing to open new territories tobe despoiled by 


‘them, and by colonizing, in Central or South 


America, such free blacksas are willing togothere, 
according to the plan elaborated by Francis P. 
Blair, jr., and our colleague in the other end of 
the Capitol, [Senator DoonirrLe}]—a plan which I 
heartily approve as the best, if not only, solution 
of the question of * what are you to de with 
them?” 

But this question of slavery in the Territories 
is purely an abstract question, says my colleague; 
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and he asks if the Republicans have attempted to 
carry it out in either branch of Congress in the 
last four years. I am not aware, Mr. Chairman, 
that any Territory has been organized by Con- 
gress in the last four years; consequently there 
has been no occasion for the introduction of any 
proviso upon that subject; but, sir, the gentle- 
man’s declaration, that the question was an ab- 
straction and not likely to arise, was answered at 
the time, considerably to his discomfiture, by ‘one 
of his own political friends, Mr. Unperwoop, of 
Georgia, who showed him how the question was 
likely to arise at this very session, in a bill to or- 
ganize Arizona and other Territories. But, sir, 
were it true that every inch of territory now be- 
longing to the United States had been provided 
with immutable,laws forever prohibiting slavery, 
the mission of the Republican party would not 
ecase, nor will it cease, until there is no more for- 
eign territory to be acquired by this Government. 
It requires no extraordinary foresight to predict 
that, sooner or later, all of Mexico and Central 
America, to the Isthmus of Panama, will be over- 
run and annexed to these United States. Sir, such 
annexation is as certain as the march of time, and 
cannot be prevented unless you radically change 
the character of our people. 

The disposition of our people, if not absolutely 
aggressive, is to enlarge our possessions and cx- 
tend our borders, and the Republican party will 
have all it can attend to hereafter in fixing the 
terms of annexation of forcign territory. They 
will consent to no extension of territory, unless 
the system of slavery shall be forever prohibited 
therein. My colleague, Mr. Chairman, is a law- 
abiding man, and, if we are to believe his pro- 
testations, a great lover of the.Constitution, He 
is distressed beyond measure at the idea of any 
one atthe North being opposed to the fugitive 
slave law; yet, will it be believed that this Con- 
stitution and law-abiding man declared here, in 
his place, that if he lived ina southern Territory 
he would laugh to scorn all laws of Congress pro- 
hibiting slavery there? He went further, and as 
far as any northern man was ever known to go, 
and declared that if he lived in a southern Terri- 
tory, among southern men, he would own slaves 
himself, and that he should consider it right for 
him to doso. He says that he ‘ would take, those 
servants and expend upon them his energies and 
intellect to train and protect them.” Now, what 
my colleague meant by saying that he would ex- 
pend his “energies and intellect”’ in training those 
gable children, is left in a little doubt. We know 
that the laws of the slave States do not permit 
him to educate his slave, consequently he could 
not mean that he was going to expend his intel- 
lect in their education. 

Necessarily, then, the training he speaks of 
must mean that which would extort the largest 
amount of labor in the shortest possible space of 
time; and should Sambo slightly flag under this 
intellectual training of my colleague, then, | sup- 
pose, he proposes to expend his “energies” to 
quicken his sluggish motions, and enliven his 
lazy, indolent limbs, and thus would he ‘do his 
duty before God to'those placed under his care 
and guidance.’ For all these blessings showered 
upon him by my colleague ought not the poor 
chattel to be duly thankful? What less return 
can he make, for having been charitably taken 
from a wild, idle, savage people in Africa, and 


generously provided with plenty of reputable hard | 


work, in a genteel, polished, tender, and Christian 
country? , ; 7 
Law glad that my colleague defined his position 


in regard to the rights of slaveholders in the Ter- | 


ritories. He concedes that they have the right 
to go there with their slaves, and that neither Con- 
gress nor the people of a Territory have the right 


to exclude them so long as they remain a Terri- | 


tory. ‘This doctrine, so unlike that which I have 
heard avowed by Democratic stump orators in 
Wisconsin other than him, and advocated by the 
Democratic press of that State, may strike some 
with surprise; but I am not of that number. He 
knows that the position assumed in his speech on 
this question, namely, thatthe southern man has 
the right to go into the Territories and take his 
slave,and hold him there in the absence of law, and 
in defiance of the will of the people, is not the posi- 
tion of the Democratic party of Wisconsin; and 


.tion of the State, and addressed the people. 
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his making the concession he does in this regard, 
should convince every reasonable mind that there 
is no exaction which southern men choose to 
make, that-he will not at all times be ready to con- 
éede. If southern men have thagight, as my col- 
league admits they have, under the Constitution, 
to take their slaves to a Territory, I ask if they 
have not the right to have them protected there; 
and if the Territorial Legislature fails to protect 
them, are they not entitled to a law of Congress 
to protect them ? = 

Mr. Chairman, I have already said that the 
Democratic party of Wisconsin claimed to bemore 
sound on the question of the non-extension of sla- 
very than the Republican, and that for that reason 
they obtained a large number of German votes. In 
proofof it, I have already read several Democratic, 
resolutions. But those resolutions were passed 
several years ago, and it may be alleged that they 
do not now represent the real sentiment of the 
Democracy of that State. In proof that they do, 
I beg leave to read some authorities. The Dem- 
ocratic party of Wisconsin placed in nomination, 
last fall, as their candidate for Governor, and ex- 
ponent of their principles, Hon. Harrison C. Ho- 
bart. Mr. Hobart canvassed a considerable por- 

e 
met his opponent, Governor Randall, and they 
discussed, on many occasions, the principles of 
thcir respective parties. At onc of these discus- 
sions, a political friend of Mr. Hobart, the editor 
of the Milwaukce News, sent out a stenographer 
and had the speeches of both parties reported 
verbatim, and printed them in his paper. i have 
the paper here. Governor Randall charged the 
Democratic party with inconsistency and being 
untrue to the principles which they had before 
inculeated, which principles were such as were 
embodied in the resolutions I have heretofore 
read. Mr. Hobart indignantly repelled the im- 
putation. He stated that the Defiocratic party 
was then as much opposed to slavery as in 1849, 
when they passed those resolutions, and the only 
reason why they did not reiterate those doctrines 
was because they had discovered a new principle 
by which slavary, could be more effectually ex- 
cluded from the Territories than by the Wilmot 
proviso, and that new principle was “ squatter 
sovercignty.’’ But I will let Mr. Hobart speak 
for himself. He said: 


“t In 1849, the Democratic party, as my friend states, did 
pass resolutions of the kind he read, which we regarded as 
enunciating principles that oughtto be carried out. There 
are many of you present, gentlemen, who were members 
of the Democratic party in 1849, and f will ask you, if, on 
this subject of slavery, we have retrograded—if we have 
provéd false in any degree to the views we then entertained ? 
And I ask your candid attention, as thinking men; I speak 
not for applause, but Laddress myself to yon camestly, de- 
giring to recommend what 1 say to your minds and con- 
sciences. 

« In 1849 we declared that, in the organization of a Teffi- 
tory, the Wilmot proviso, as it was then called, or a proviso 
prohibiting slavery, should be attached to the organic act. 
Et was the bellefotail parties in this country that the power 
of legislation on the subject of slavery in the Territories was 
vested in Congress. Every one thought it a proper tribu- 
nal to determine as to the introduction or prohibition of 
slavery. Both parties at that time thought the power was 
vested in Congress, I appeal to you if your own memory 
docs not confirm what I say, thatthat was the principle on 
which we acted,and that, believing in that principle, we 
were then in favor of prohibition. That was the voice of 
the Democracy in 1849. We declared that if Congress was 
to determine the question of slavery in the ‘lerritories, we 
were in favor of its prohibiting it by the passage of the 
Wilmot proviso. 

« Gentlemen, since then a considerable time has clapsed, 
and how do we stand now? You will follow me while I 
briefly allude to our present position on this question, and 
then Í will attemptto demonstrate that we have not changed 
our views, but are now as radically, and more practically, 
anti-siavery than ever before... Two thirds of the argument 
of my friend is justas applicable to one party as to the other. 
We entertain no new doctrine orsentiment, but the same 
principle that we have always entertained. In the present 
campaign we have declared certain principles in conven- 
tion, and that declaration, we think, is entitled to respect, 
unless we trample upon the principles there announced, by 
declaring one thing and acting another. Where do we 
stand? We have recently adopted a principle which was 
not in existence, or, at least, was not entertained to any 
great extent in 1849—that instead of having Congress pass 
upon this question, we will turn it over to the cxelusive 
control of the inhabitants of the Territories themselves. 
Instead of allowing the two or three hundfed men who meet 
at Washington and make laws for the country, to manage 
the affairs of a distant Territory, we will leave that power 
in the hands of the actual settiers of the Territory. 

s That is the view, and that is the position of the Dem- 
oératic party at the present moment. [Applause.] For- 
merly, when the power was supposed to reside in Congress, 


and we had to act upon it, we came square to the mark 
and instructed our members of Congress to. vote for prohi- 
bition.. Now we are in favor of removing the question en- 
tirely from the Halls of Congress, and of leaving it to the 
people themselves. [Applause, and cries of ‘Good? 
£ Goot} Gentlemen, have we changed or become more 
pro-slavery by removing this vexatious. question from the 
Hails of Congress and placing it in the hands of the people ? 
That is the simple question to which T ask your earnest at- 
tention. Have we changed our anti-slavery notions or views 
by advocating the policy of leaving this power with the set- 
tlers of the Territories themselves, instead of the politicians 
at Washington? Is liberty not as safe in the hands of the 
people who settle the Territory, and are more interested in 
its welfare than all the restof the world, as in the hands of 
the Federal Legislature at Washington P? 


I presume my colleague will not dispute that 
Mr. Hobart was good authority, and that his 
views of the present position of the Democratic 
party of Wisconsin are correct. He was sup- 
ported by the united Democracy of the State, my 
colleague included, who stumped the State for 
him, and the Democracy in voting for him thought 
that they were voting fora staunch anti-slavery 
man. Mr. Hobart excused himself and party for 
havingabandoned the resolutions of 1849, by dodg- 
ing behind * squatter sovereignty.’’ But, thank 
God, that dodge cannot avail them much longer. 
Squatter sovercignty is about playcd out. Itis no 
doubt true,as Mr. Hobart said, that the Democrats 
of Wisconsin believed that this newly-discovered 
squatter-sovereignty doctrine wasgoing to do more 
for the cause of freedom than the Wilmot pro- 
viso. But all the signs from Charleston, up to the 
moment I now speak, indicate that, whoever may 
be nominated there, squatter sovereignty is to be 
repudiated. As that has been the entire stock in 
trade of the northern Democracy, I am a little cu- 
rious to see what will be the next expedient they 
will resort to, to let themselves down easy and 
again humbug the people. 

That the people will follow longer after that 
ignis fatuus is hardly possible to believe. At the 
late Democratic interpretation of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill, as given in the President’s message, 
some of the most independent democrats of Wis- 
consin revolt. The honorable Charles D. Rob- 
insonpof Green Bay, a leading member of the 
Democratic party, formerly Secretary of State, a 
gentleman of good standing in his party, in alate 
number of the Green Bay Advocate, of which he 
is editor, uses the following language: ` 

«We cannot rest satisfied with keepinga silence, which 
might be construed into consent, with the monstrous doc- 
trine that slavery is legal, and exists throughout all the 
land, except where it has actually been prohibited by con- 
gressional or State legislation. 'Thatis the natural sequence 
of the President’s position in asserting that ‘the right has 
been established (by the Supreme Court) of every citizen 
to take his property of evcry kind, including slaves, into 
the common Territories, belonging equally to all the States 
of the Confederacy, and to have it protected there under 
the Federal Constitution? This is a perversion, in facta 
violation, of the doctrine of popular sovereignty, through 
which President Buchanan got the vote of the Democracy 
in these northern States; and we shall no more uphold him 
in secession from it than we would the humblest man in 
the party. Every Democrat is willing that, in populating 
a new Territory, prior to the settling of its domestic ques- 
tions, slavery men, even slaveholders, shall have an equal 
right with all to go there and acquire the right to vote ; but 
it is too monstrous a proposition to be entertained for a mo- 
ment that the very institution, which is to be the cause of 
all the struggle, may, before its right upon the disputed soil. 
ieee upon, be admitted and set up in practical opera- 

Mr. Robinson, who uses the above language, 
was a.prominent Democratic candidate for the 
nomination for Governor at the late election. He 
has more ability and honesty than the average of 
Wisconsin Democratic politicians. But my col- 
league does not dare to indorse the opinion of Mr. 
Robinson above expressed, as he well knows that 
every southern Democrat would scout him should 
he do so, and send him into Coventry. 

Mr. Chairman, for the first two months of this 
session this House was entertained, day after day, 
with speeches from southern gentlemen, declaring 
that ifa majority of the people of this Union should, 
under the forms of law and the Constitution, elect 
a Republican President, they would dissolve the 
Union; that they would not submit; that he never 
should be inaugurated, and all that. Such was 
the tenor of most of the speeches made on the 
Democratic side of the House, and they were very 
numerous. 

While all these speeches, preaching treason 
and disunion in most violent and insulting lan- 
guage, were being made by leading members of 
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the Democratic party, where was my colleague? 
Did he utter one word of rebuke to a single man 
for any of those treasonable sentiments? Not a 
word; but, on the contrary, when any sentiment 
articularly offensive to the Republican side of the 
ouse, because of its disunion and treasonable 
character, was uttered, he has generally been no- 
ticed as first and foremost in leading the applause 
that invariably followed from the Democratic 
benches. So impressed had he become with those 
disunion speeches, that he declared that ‘the 
uestion of disunion was not one of time, but that 
isunion was now actually here.” Considering 
what a horrible event a dissolution of the Union 
is supposed to be, I could not but think that m 
colleague was rather jolly over it. He did not tell 
us where he was going incase ofa dissolution, as 
some other northern Representatives and Senators 
have. Should that melancholy event prove the 
means of his loss to Wisconsin, I presume that the 
disconsolate people there would become reconciled 
upon hearing that their loss had resulted ina cor- 
‘responding gain to Arkansas or Texas, where he 
could “expend his energies and intellect” in train- 
ing Cuffy, Sambo, and Dinah. i 

My colleague finds fault with the Republican 
party, because, he says, ‘* they always appeal to 
the Declaration of Independence, that all men are 
created equal.” He says that, ‘‘that is a mere 
abstract statement;’’? and that Jefferson never 
meant that all men were created equal. As he 
was more than usually lucid in his exposition 
of the Declaration of Independence, I think 1 
will read what he says upon that subject. Here 
itis: 

“c Gentlemen on the other side of the House, and Repub- 
lican orators at the North, always appeal to the Declaration 
of Independence—that all men are created equal; and they 
go on to argue from that directly and positively, that these 

lack men were intended to be included in that Declara- 
tion and to be incorporated as citizens under this system of 
Governmont of ours. Now, sir, this is a mere abstract 
statement. It could not have been that Jefferson meant 
that all men could have been created with equal rights un- 
der any particular form of Government ; for we know that 
Government does not proceed directly from God, but is the 
result of human thought, human intellect, and human will. 
What did he mean? ‘It is true they are equal in the sight 
of God; they bear the same relation to time and eternity 
that we all do, but they are not created with equal polit- 
ical rights, and it was never so intended.” 


As Captain Cuttle would say: ‘* There’s wis- 
dom for you.” z 

“Tt is true,” says my colleague, “they are 
equal in the sight of God, they bear the same 
relation to time and eternity,” but God did not 
intend they should be equal in the sight of man; 
and the reason is, because Government does not 
proceed from God. Could anything be clearer 
than this? It is “clear as mud. ”? 

As to whether Jefferson, who framed the Dec- 
laration, meant what he said, or whether he meant 
something else, can be best judged from reading 
his opinions on slavery, some of which I have 
here, and presently will read. 

A prominent politician—Mr. Dovcras—has in- 
terpreted the Declaration to mean simply that God 
had created such British subjects as lived on this 
side of the water in 1776 equal to British sub- 
jects living in Great Britain—nothing more. This 
interpretation is about such as was to be expected 
ofa man who declared that he did not care whether 
“slavery in the Territories was voted up or down.” 
As my colleague believes the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence to mean anything else than what it pur- 
ports to mean, I will allow Mr. Jefferson, who 
was the author of it, to say whether he intended 
that the people of color then residing in this coun- 
try were to be regarded as men ornot. We know 
that in many of the States they were then regarded 
as citizens, and allowed to vote. Before the Dec- 
Jaration, and while Virginia was yet a colony, in 
1774, she held a convention to appoint delegates 
to attend the first general Congress, which was to 
assemble, and did assemble, in Philadelphia, in 
September of the same ycar. Before that conven- 
tion, Mr. Jefferson made an exposition of the 
rights of British America, in which he said: 

“The abolition of domestic slavery is the great object of 
desire in these colonies, where it was unhappily introduced 
in their infant state. But previous to the enfranchisement 
of the slaves, it is necessary to exclude further importations 
from Africa.” 

In the original draft of the Declaration of In- 
dependence, of which it is well known he was i 

ie) 


the author, we find this charge against the King 
of Great Britain: 


He has waged cruel war against human nature itself, 
violating its most sacred rights of life and liberty in the per- 
sons ofa distant people who never offended him, captivating 
and carrying them into slavery in another hemisphere, or to 
incur miserable death in their transportation thither. This 
piratical warfare, the opprobrium of infidel Powers, is the 
warfare of the Christian King of Great Britain. Determined 
to keepa market where men should be bought and sold, he 
has at length prostituted his negative for suppressing any 
legislative attempt to prohibit and restrain this execrable 
commerce.”? 


Hear him further; he says: 


í We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men 
are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain inalienable rights; that among these are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that to sccure these 
rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving 
their just powers from the consent of the governed.” 


Under date of August 7, 1785, in a letter to Dr. 
Price, of London, he says: 


“ Northward of the Chesapeake, you may find, here and 
there, an opponent of your doctrine, as you may find here 
and there a robber and murderer; but in no great number. 
Emancipation is put into such a train, that in a few years 
there will be no slaves northward of Maryland. In Mary- 
land I do not find such a disposition to begin the redress of 
this enormity as in Virginia. ‘This isthe next State to which 
we may turn our eyes for the interesting spectacle of justice 
in conflict with avarice and oppression; a conflict wherein 
the sacred side is gaining daily recruits from the influx into 
office of young men grown up and growing up. These have 
sucked in the principles of liberty, as it were, with their 
mothers’ milk ; and it is to them I look with anxiety to turn 
the fate of the question.” 


In another letter, written to afriend in 1814, he 
made use of the following language: 


“ Your favor of July 31 was duly received, and read with 
peculiar pleasure. The sentiments do honor to the head 
and heart of the writer. Mine on the subject of the slavery 
of negrocs have tong since been in the possession of the 
public, and time has only served to give them stronger root. 
The love of justice and the love of country plead equally 
the cause of these people, and it is a geproach to us that 
they should have pleaded it so long in Vain,” 

Again he says: . 

« What an incomprehensible machine is man, who can en- 
dure toil, famine, stripes, imprisonment, and death itself, in 
vindication of his own liberty, and the next moment he deaf 
to all those motives whose power supported him through his 
trial, anit on his fellow-man a bondage, one hour of 
which isfraught with more misery than ages of that which 
he rose in rebellion to oppose? 

« We must wait with patience the workings of an over- 
ruling Providence, and hope that that is preparing the de- 
liverance ofthese our brethren. When the measure of their 
tears shall be full, when their groans shali have involved 
Heaven itself in darkness, doubtless a God of justice will 
awaken to their distress. Nothing is more certainly written 
in the book of fate, than that this people shall be free,” 


In a letter to James Heaton, on this same sub- 
ject, dated May, 20, 1826, only six wecks before 
his death, he says: a 

¢< My sentiments have been forty years before the public. 
Had I repeated them forty times, they would have only be- 
come the more stale and threadbare. Although I shall not j 
live to see them consummated, they will not die with me.” 

On the 39th and 40th pages.of his Notes on 
Virginia, Jefferson says: 

« And with what exceration should the statesman be 
loaded, who, permitting one half the citizens thus to trample 
on the rights of the other, transforms those into despots and 
these into enemies, destroys the morals of te one part, and 
the amor patria of the other ; for ifa slave ean have a coun- j 
try in this world, it must be any otherin preference to that 
in which he is born to live and labor for another; in which | 
he must lock up the faculties of his nature, contribute, as far 
as depends on his individual endeavors, to the evanishinent 
of the human race, or entail his owu miserable condition 
on the endless generations proceeding from him.” 

It will thus be seen that Mr. Jefferson not only 
speaks of the colored people as *‘ citizens,” but 
also as ‘‘ brethren.” | 

As my colleague has declared himself in fa- 
yor of slavery and holding slaves, and believes it 
morally right to do so, it may not be out of place | 
to cgmmend further to him a few more opinions 
of the early fathers of the Republic; such mengas 
Wasnington, Madison, Monroe, and others. 

In a letter to John F. Mercer, dated September 
9, 1786, General Washington says: 

“I never mean, unless some particular circumstances 
should compel me to it, to possess another slave by pur- 
chase, it being among my first wishes t0 see some plan 
adopted by which slavery in this country may be abolished 
by law.” 

In a letter to Robert Morris, dated April 12, 
1786, he says: 

& F hope it will not be conceived from these observations 
that it is my wish to hold the unhappy people who are the 


subject of this letter in slavery, [can onlysay, that there 
is not a man living who wishes more sincerely than I do to 


one proper and effectual. mode by which it can be‘accom- 
plished, and that is by legislative authority; and this, as 
“far as my suffrage will go, shall never be wanting.” 


He says, in a letter to the Marquis de la Fay- 
ette, April 5, 1783: : . 


«The. scheme, my dear marquis, which you propose.as 
a precedent, to encourage the emancipation of the. black 
people in this country from the state of bondage in which 
they are held, is a striking evidence of the benevolence of 
your heart. I shall-be happy to join you in so laudable a 
work, but will defer going into a detail of the business till 
I have thie pleasure of seeing you.” 


In another letter to La Fayette, he says: 

“The benevolence of your heart, my dear marquis, is 80 
conspicuous on all occasions, that I never wonder at any 
fresh proofs of it; but yourlate purchase of an estate in the 
colony of Cayenne, with the view of emancipating the slaves 
on it, isa gencrous and noble proof of your humanity. Would 
to God a like spirit might diffuse itself generally into. the 
minds of the people of this country.” 


I could quote the opinions of Washington to 
much greater length, and all to the same effect, but 
time will not allow me to do so. 

Mr. Madison, the father of the Constitution, de- 
clared that he 


« Thought it wrong to admit in the Constitution the idea 
that there could be property in men.?? 


Advocating the abolition of the slave trade, as 
we find in the forty-second number of the Fed- 
eralist, he said: 

& Ft were doubtless to be wished that the power of pro- 
hibiting the importation of slaves had not been postponed 
until the year 1808, or, rather, that it had been. suffered to 
have immediate operation. ë 

“ But it is not difficult to account either for this restric- 
tion on the General Government, or for the manner in which 
the whole clause is expressed. Tt ought to be considered as 
a great point gained in favor of humanity thata period of 
twenty years may terminate forever, within these States, a 
trafic which has so Jong and so loudly upbraided_ the bar- 
barism of modern policy; that within that period it will re- 
ceive aconsiderable discouragement from the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and may be totally abolished by a concurrence of 
the few States which continue the unnatural traffic, in the 
prohibitory example which bas been given by so great a ma- 
jority of the Union.” : : 

Again, he contends that— 

« Where slavery exists, the republioan theory becomes 
still more fallacious.” 


On another occasion, he says: ; 

«We have seen the mere distinction of color made, in the 
most enlightened period of time, a gfound of the most op- 
| pressive dominion ever exercised by man over man,” 


President Mongoe, in a speech in the Virginia 
convention, declared: 


« That they bad found that this evil had preyed upon the 
very vitals of the Union, and had been prejudicial to all the 
States in which it had existed.” 


Patrick Henry, Virginia’s greatest oratur and 
patriot, ina letter dated January 18, 1778, asks; 


& Is it not a little surprising that the professors of Chris- 
tianity, whose chief excellence consists in softening the hu- 
man heart, in cherishing and improving its finer feelings, 
should encourage a practice so totally repugnant to the first 
impressions of right and wrong? What adds to the wonder 
is, that this abominable practice has been introduced in the 
most enlightened ages. Times that seem to have pretensions 
to boast of high improvements in the art and sciences, and 
refined morality, have brought into general use, and guarded 
by many laws, a species of vielence and tyranny which 
our more rude and barbarous, but more honest, ancestors 
detested.” 

Again, this great orator says: 

“ It would rejoice my very soul that every one of my fel- 
low-beings was emancipated. We ought to Jament and 
deplore the necessity of holding our fellow-men in bond- 
zd Believe me, I shall honor the Quakers for their noble 
efforts to abolish slavery.?? 

On the 20th of October, 1774, while Congress 
was in session in Philadelphia, Peyton Randolph, 
president, the following resolution, among others, 
was unanimously adopted: 

“That we will neither import nor purchase any slaves 
imported after the Ist day of December next; after which 
time we will wholly discontinuc the slave trade, and wih 
neither be concerned in it ourselves, nor will we hire our 
vessels, nor sell our commodities or manufactures, to those 
who are concerned in it.’? f 

“On motion of Mr. Randolph, the word ‘servitude? was 
struck out, and ‘ service’ unanimously inserted; the former 
being thought to express the condition of slaves, and the 
latter the obligation of free persons.’’—-Madison Papers, vol. 
3, p. 1569. ~ 
2, p 15 

That very eccentric genius, John Randolph, of 
Roanoke, in a letter to William Gibbons, in 1820, 
Says: 

« With unfeigned respect and regard, and as sincere a 
deprecation on the extension of slavery and its horrors as 
any other man, be he who he may, I am your friend, in the 
literal sense of that much-abused word. Isay much abused, 
because it is applied to the leagues of vice and avasice and 
ambition, instead of good will toward man, from love of 


see a plan adopted for the abolition of it; but there is enly 


a 
« 


Him who is the Prince of Peace,” 
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While in'‘Congress, he said: 

‘Sir, I envy neither the heart nor the head of that man. 
from the North who rises here to defend slavery on prin- 
eiple.?” pa 

It is well known that he emancipated all his 
negroes. The following lines-from his will are 
well worth perusing and preserving: 

«1 give to my slaves their freedom, to which my con- 
sciénce tells me they are justly entitled. It has a long time 
been a matter of the deepest regret to me that the circum- 
stances under which f inherited them, and the obstacles 
thrown in the way by the laws of the land, have prevented 
my emancipating:‘them in my lifetime, which it is my full 
intention to do in case I-can accomplish it.” 


Colonel Mason, a leading and distinguished 
member of the convention that formed the Con- 
stitution, from Virginia, when the provision for 
prohibiting the importation of slaves was under 
consideration, said: 

c The present question concerns not the importing States 
alone, but the whole Union. Slavery discourages arts and 
manufactures. "T'he poor despise labor when performed by 
slaves, ‘Shey prevent the emigration of whites, who really 
enrich and strengthen a country. ‘They produce the most 
pernicious effect on manners. Every master of slaves is 
born a petty tyrant. They bring the judgment of Heavenon 
a country. As nations cannot be rewarded or punished in 
the next world, they must be inthis. By an inevitable chain 
of causes ‘find effects, Providence punishes national sins by 
national calamities.” 

In 1832, Governor McDowell used this lan- 
guage in the Virginia Legislature: 

« Who that looks to this unhappy bondage of an unhappy 
people, iv the midst of our society, and thinks of its inci- 
dents or issues, but weeps over it as a curse as great upon 
him who inflicts it as upon him who suffers it? 

“Sir, you may place the slave where you please; you 
may dry up, to your utmost, the fountains of his feelings, 
the springs of his thought; you may close upon his mind 
every avenue to knowledge, and cloud it over with artificial 
night; you may yoke him to your labors as the ox which 
liveth onty to work, and worketh only to live; you may put 
him under any process, which, without destroying bis value 
as a siave, will debase and crush him as a rational being; 
yout may do this, and the idea that he was born to be free 
will survive ital, Iris aliied to his hope of immortality ; 
it ig the ethereal part of his nature, which oppression can- 
not reach; it is a torch lit up in his soul by the hand of 
Deity, and never meant to be extinguished by the hand of 
man.’ 

And, to come down to a later period; what 
was the opinion of some of Virginia’s wise men 
no longer ago than 1832? In an address to the 
Virginia Legislature in 1820, Governor Randolph 
said: 

e We have been far outstripped by States to whom nature 
has been far less bountiful. [tis painful to consider what 
might bave been, under other circumstances, the amount of 
gener wealth in Virginia’? 

In 1832, Mr. Randolph, of Albemarle, in the 
Legislature of Virginia, used the following most 
graphic and emphatic language: 
¥ oo  *  *  & Slavery has the effect of lessening 
the free population of a country. g 

s The geneman has spoken of the increase of the female 
slaves being a part ofthe profit. Ttisadmitted; but no great 
evil can be averted, no good attained, without some incon- 
venience. It may be questioned how far it is desirable to 
foster and encourage this branch of profit. Itisa practice, 
and an increasing practice, in parts of Virginia, to rear 
slaves for market. How can an honorable mind, a patriot, 
and a lover of his country, bear to sce this ancient Domin- 
ton, rendered illustrious by the noble devotion and patriot- 
isin of hier sons in the cause of liberty, converted into one 
grand menagerie, where men are to be reared for the mar- 
ket, like oxen for the shambles? Is it better, is it not worse, 
than the slave trade—that trade which enlisted the labor of 
the good and wise of every creed and evéry clime to.abolish 
it? ‘I'he trader receives the slave, a stranger in language, 
aspect, and manner, from the merchant who has brought 
bim from the interior. The ties of father, mother, husband, 
and child, have all been rent in twain; before he receives 
him his soul has become callous. But here, sir, individuals 
whom the master has known from infancy, whom he has 
scen sporting in the innocent gambols of childhood, who 
have been accustomed to look to him for protection, he 
tears from the mother’s arms, and sells into a strange coun- 
try, among strange people, subject to cruel task-masters.” 


I will quote the opinions of but one other man, 
and he a man whose memory all now delight to 
honor. Notwithstanding the Democracy in his life- 
time hunted him witha malignity only equaled by 
their present hypocrisy, they now set themselves 
up as his original friends and warmest admirers, 
and when engaged in any outrage of more than 
ordinary baseness, are almost certain, now thathe 
has gone, to invoke his great name as sanctioning 
their crimes. I need not say that I alude to glo- 
rious old Harry Clay, of Kentucky. In the Sen- 
ate of the United States, in 1850, he made use of 
this memorable language: 

“1 am extremely sorry to hear the Senator from Missis- 
sippi say that he requires, first, the extension of the Missouri 
compromise line to the Pacific, and also thathe is not satis- 


fied with that, but requires, if I understand him correctly, a 
positive provision for the admission of slavery south of that 
line. And now, sir, coming from a slave State, as F do, I 
owe it to myself, Lowe it to truth, f owe it to the subject, to 
say that no earthly power could induce me to vote fora spe- 
ciñe measure for the introduction of slavery where it had 
not before existed, either south or north of that line. Com- 
ing, as I do, from a slave State, it is my solemn, deliberate, 
and well-matured determination, that no power, no earthly 
power, shal! compel me to vote for the positive introduction 
of slavery either south or north of that line. 

Sir, while you reproach, and justly, too, our British an- 
cestors for the introduction of this institution upon the 
continent of America, I am, for one, unwilling that the pos- 
terity of the present inhabitants of California and of New 
Mexico shall reproach us for doing just what we reproach 
Great Britain for doing to us.” 

Hear him further; he says: 


So long as God allows the vital current to flow through 
my veins, į will never, never, never, by word or thought, 
by mind or will, aid in admitting one rood of free territory 
to the everlasting curse of human bondage.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, great minds will differ. 
On the one hand we have the opinions of Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Randolph, 
Henry, and Clay, denouncing slavery as a great 
moral wrong, and on the other hand we have the 
member from the third congressional district of 
Wisconsin declaring it to be right. Anxious as 
I mightbe, underordinary circumstances, to agree 
with my colleague, I am constrained to say that 
I shall feel obliged to continue to follow the teach- 
ings of these great lights of American liberty, and 
that his very luminous speech has not convinced 
me of my error. I must still continue to regard 
slavery as a great social and political evil, and 
labor to repress it, so faras I lawfully may doso. 
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SPEECH OF HON. WM. VANDEVER, 
e OF IOWA, 


In rur House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 27, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Wholgon the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. VANDEVER saia: 

Mr. Cratrman: | will endeavor to be as brief 
as circumstances will seem to warrant in the few 
remarks | propose to submit on the present oc- 
casion. The President, in his recent message to 
this House, takes the opportunity to deplore the 
existence of certain ele With a partiality to- 
wards the party which has elevated him to the 
distinguished position he now occupies, a partial- 
ity which I will not say is commendable in him, 
but certainly excusable, he entirely exonerates 
that*party from all responsibility for those evils. 
I propose to direct attention particularly to that 
point, and to ascertain, if I may, by a cursory 
review of this subject, where really the respons- 
ibility does rest, 

In order to prosecute this inquiry it will become 
necessary to examine the organization and pur- 
poses of the so-called Democratic party. The 
Democratic party of to-day predicates its organi- 
zation upona platform. That platform professes 
to embody and enunciate the fundamental articles 
of their political creed. Their present platform is 
a ga founded upon the legislation of 1854. 

t is a platform consisting of certain essential and 
certain non-essential propositions; and in this dis- 
cussion it becomes important to inquire what are 
the essential and what the non-essential propo- 
sitions. In addressing myself to an inquiry of 
this kind, I do not mean to offer simply the sur- 
mises of my imagination, nor yet the conclusions 
of my own judgment. I will take the expositions 
of the Democratic platform, as acknowledged by 
itş leaders and illustrated by its practice. * 

t this point, sir, I call attention to the signifi- 
cant language employed by a distinguished Sen- 
ator, [Mr. Dovatas,] in the other end of the 
Capitol, during the last session. He said: 

«J donot expect any presidential candidate to agree with 
me in all things. I do not say that I will not support a man 
for President who goes for protective tariffs and specific 
duties. do not say that I will not supporta man who goes 
for a bankrupt law. I do not say that I will not vote for a 
man who, in my opinion, has violated some cardinal prin- 
ciple of the party. Imay be compelled, as a choice of evils, 
to support such a man.”? 

And again, in the same speech, the same dis- 
tinguished Senator uses the following language: 

«T have shown you, sir, that by the Kansas-Nebraska 


* 


act and’ the Cincinnati platform non-intervention with 

slavery in the Territories by Congress was declared to be 

a fundamental principle of the party, and now I am assailed 

because I will not intervene in violation of the creed: No 

man denies that non-ingervention is the fundamental article 

ys the creed.”?— Congressional Globe, second session Thirty~ 
ifth Congress, part 2, page 1255. 

To be sure there is retained in the platform of 
the party the usual stereotyped resolutions on 
internal improvements, banks, tariffs, bankrupt 
laws, &c.; but all these are non-essentials, and are 
now professed by the party only in subordination 
to ‘non-intervention”’ with slavery, which has 
become ‘“‘ the fundamental article of the creed.” 
Not to rest for proof of this fact upon the lan- 
guage of Mr. Doveras alone, let me, by way of 
illustration, refer to some circumstances that oc- 
curred in this Hall before we elected a Speaker, 
and when the House was disorganized. I believe 
the largest vote which any gentleman on the op- 
posite side of the Chamber received was given to 
a member not of the Democratic party, but toa 
gentleman who never had been a member of that 


| party and who did not affiliate with it farther than 


to sympathize upon this doctrine of non-interven- 
tion. He was the candidate of the American 
members on this floor. Gentlemen of the other 
side—Democrats—in a body, almost without ex- 
ception, deliberately cast their votes for such a 
candidate [Mr. Smitu, of North Carolina] for 
Speaker of this House, expressly declaring at the 
time that they did not vote for him as a Democrat, 
but as an old-line Whig. j 

Then, what do we have here? This significant 
fact: that the party which to-day claims to be 
the Democratic party, par excellence, of the Gov- 
ernment, has ignored all of its old issues in refer- 
ence to the living and vital interests of the coun- 
try, and has planted itself upon one solitary plank; 
has become a single-idea party; has now but one 

lankin its platform. If the old Whig party. has 
become obsolete, then certainly the Democratic 
party, as it once existed, is no less obsolete, ex- 
cept in name. 

Fhe convention now assembled in Charleston 
is about to perform the duty of nominating an- 
other Democratie candidate for the Presidency, 
and to lay down another platform. I ask if any 
gentleman in this House supposes that, in fram- 
ing a new platform for the party, that convention 
will do anything essentially to impair the signifi- 
cance and import of the one adopted four years 
ago? So far from receding from the position they 
have already taken, the only question in thatcon~ 
vention now seems to be, whether the party shall 
not go onestep further than non-intervention with 
slavery extension, and demand of Congress legisla- 
tionforits protection. It matters but little whether 
the battle is fought this year on the resolutions of 
1856, or upon something in advance of what has 
heretofore been claimed. Thereis but one object, 
but one issue, and this is the establishment and 
perpetuation of slavery in all the Territories of the 
Union. The non-intervention of 1856 amounts 
to this; nothing more, nor nothing less. It is the 
single idea of the Democratic party leaders. 

The distinguished Senator from Ulinois, [Mr. 
Dowenas,] in remarks which he submitted in the 
other end of the Capitol since the commencement 
of this session, avowed himself as the responsible 
author of the Kansas-Nebraska act-lnown as 
the legislation of 1854—the policy of which is in- 
corporated into the platform of the Democratic 
party as the fundamental article of itscreed. He 
is the man whom that party, or a portion of it, 
now propose, to nominate and elect to the Presi- 
dency. He, above all others, seems to be deserv- 
ingofsuch an honor. He is the prefessed author 
and defender of the only essential element of their 
political creed. He is the architect of their plat- 
form. He is the individual who furnished the 
ladder by which the party has ascended to that 
position—that elevation or depression, whichever 
you choose to call it—from which a man may, 
without impairing his standing as a Democrat, 
proclaim that he regards the involuntary servitude 
of the South as preferable to the free institutions 
of the North; may characterize northern States 
as servile States; may defend the institution of 
slavery as tending to develop the highest type of 
civilization—an institution sanctioned by God, a 
missionary institution, which is calculated to res- 
cue from barbarism the millions of Africa, and to 
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bring them under the christianizing influences of 
the peculiarly disinterested philanthropy of our 
southern brethren. Ho! all ye nations, bring on 
your heathen. In this utilitarian age and coun- 
try cotton planting and the millennium go hand in 
hand. 

A man may also stand upon this platform of the 
Democratic party ,andrepudiate every sentiment of 
the fathers demunciatory of slavery; may deride 
their warnings as “ false in theory and unsound in 
fact; may even limit the significance of the Dec- 
laration of Independence to but one portion of the 
human family; may denounce the laws for the 
suppression of the African slave trade ‘as a foul 
blot upon our statute-book.’? They may even 
say that the election of a man to the Presidency 
by the suffrages of the people of this country, in 
a constitutional manner, who entertains opinions 
different from those entertained by gentlemen from 
another portion of the country, will afford suffi- 
cient cause for a dissolution of this Union. 

The man who has performed all this service for 
his party certainly ought to have a presidential 
nomination at the hands of the Democracy. I 
know it is objected to him by some of his party 
friends that he has not always stood true to their 
measures; that he faltered upon enforcing the Le- 
compton constitution upon the people of Kansas; 
and that he entertains some peculiar views upon 
the subject of popular sovereignty. 

The alleged fault is, that at a critical moment 
he turned upon his'political friends, and voted with 
the enemy. Elis constituency, however, had risen 
in indignant rebuke of Lecompton, A senatorial 
election was at hand. To sustam himself at home, 
it became necessary that he should repudiate all 
connection with the intended wrong of forcing 
a slave constitution upon an unwilling people 
against their solemn protest. Duty and self-inter- 
est were coincident, and this man of plack, as he 
has been called, spit in the face of the Adminis- 
tration. Many of our Republican friends had 
great hopes of him; they thought it was a case 
of real conversion; they labored with him as a re- 
pentant soul. But, alas, for all their hopes, no 
sooner had he secured the coveted boon of a re- 
election, than he turned his back upon his new- 
found friends and admirers, the companions of 
his parlor conferences and all, and returned to the 
bosom of the Democracy, to grace its triumphs 
with the laurels he had won. Strategy is one of 
the arts of war. The politician as well as the gen- 
eral understands this, and may profit by it. 

Now, then, for the popular sovercignty of Mr. 
Doveras, which is urged against him by many 
of his party friends, and which is supposed to 
lurk somewhere in the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 
After the senatorial election in Hlinois, Mr. Dova- 
Las discoursed in this wise in the Senate, when 
called to an account by his brother Democratic 
Senators, for the seeming heresies he had been 
promulgating. Speaking of the Kansas bill, he 
said: 

“We did not pretend to decide the question whether the | 
Territorial Legislature had power or not to prohibitslavery, 
but we did agree to give them all the power we had; and, 
if they exercised it in such a manner as to violate the con- 
stitutional rights of any portion of the people, their remedy 
is to be found in an appeal to the Supreme Court, and not 
to Congress.”—Congressional Globe, Lhirty-Fifth Congress, 
second session, part 2, page 1258, 

And again, in the same speech, Mr. Doveras 
says: 

«do not put slavery on 
property. T recognize it as property 
stood to be the decision of the Supreme Court. 
the owner of slaves has the same right to remove to the 
Territories, and carry his slave property with him, as the 
owner of auy other ‘species of property, and to hold the 
same subject to such local laws as the Territorial Legisla- 
ture may constitutionally pass.”” 

Entertaining these views, what matters itif Mr. | 
Doveras does admit that Territorial Legislatures 
may pass law& unfriendly io slavery? He will 
not defend their right to do so. The Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, he says, confers upon the territo- 
rial government all the power which Congress 
possessed over the subject; but it does not pretend 
to decide the right of a Territory to exclude sla- 
very. It gives the master the right to carry his 
slave property there, and to hold it subject only 
to such laws as the Legislature may constitution- 
ally pass. The Dred Scott decision, say one fac- 
tion of the Democratic party, haa already settled 


a different footing from other 
under what is under- 
I agree that 


i 


|| see that the non-intervention of 1850 is-predicated |} 


| that, “ Whereas, slavery does not now exist by 


it, that neither Congress nor the Territorial Le- 
gislature can prohibit slavery in Territories. Not 
so, say the other faction. The decision of the 
court ‘only settles the power of Congress, The 
ower of territorial governments was not involved 
in the case; and so much of the opinion as relates 
to the latter question is obiter dicta, and not bind- 
ing. The difference, as it appears to my mind, 
is not worth contending about. It is agreed upon 
all hands that the court attempted to decide both 
points; and it is therefore plain that, having given 
such an intimation in the Dred Scott opinion, the 
court will be pretty certain to scttle the question 
in favor of slavery, and against popular sover- 
eignty, on the first favorable occasion. Now, 
whatever may be the real point of difference be- 
tween Mr. Doveras and others ofthe Democratic 
party, in regard to the powers of a territorial gov- 
ernment, they all agree to submit the question of 
power to the final arbitrament of the Supreme 
Court. Who can doubt the result? As that court 
is at present constituted, the character of its de- 
cisions on the slavery question can be surmised 
with as much certainty as upon the question of 
the power of Congress to charter a national bank. 
I donot speak this disparagingly of the court, for 
I believe the judges—all of them—to be upright, 
conscientious, learned, and patriotic men, But 
they are of like passions with the rest of us—may 
be swayed by passion or by prejudice. They 
cannot wholly divest themselves of the bias rc- 
sulting from long habit, association, or education. 
There is no peculiar virtue in judicial ermine to 
raise the standard of human nature, and to clear 
the understanding of all doubtand obscurity. In- 
dependence of the legislative branch of the Gov- | 
ernment cannot be safely trusted to a judiciary || 
which is not subject at all to the control of the | 
elective franchise. If we assign it such a power 
and position we constitute it an oligarchy at once, 
and it becomes an independent, not a codrdinate 
department of the Government. Upon this point 
I need not dilate, for the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Conxxurxe] most ably treated that | 
subject the other day. Why, sir, under such a | 
doctrine as this professed by the popular-sover- 
eignty Democracy, should the Supreme Court in 
the Lemmon case now pending, decide that a man 
from the South may take his slaves into a frec 
State, and there hold them for temporary con- 
venience, the supposed boast of a southern Sen- 
ator that he will yet call the roll of his slaves un- | 
der the shadow of Bunker Hill, may be fulfilled. 
And should Mr. Doveras, or any other Demo- 
crat, then be President, he may say, under the 
decision of the court, as Mr. Buchanan said in 
regard to the other question, “ that he is sur rised 
how any one could ever have doubted the right.’? 
But let us come back to the legislation of 1854— 
the Kansas-Nebraska act—this corner-stone of 
Democratic faith. It says that the Missouri com- 
promise act was repealed because it does notagree 
with the legislation of 1850. I have again to al- 
lude to the declaration, befote quoted, from the 
speech of Mr. Doveras in the Senate, “< that the 
owner of slaves has the same right to remove to 
the Territories, and carry hisslave property with 
him, as the owner of any other species of prop- 
erty.” Upon this the Democratic party predicates 
its doctrine of non-intervention with slavery. I 
propose to show that the non-intervention of 1850 | 
is predicated upon an entirely different idea, at || 
least so far as Mr, Clay and those who sympa- 
thized with him understood it. 
of the compromise legislation of 1850, was Mr. 
Clay’s celebrated resolutions, introduced into the 
Senate by him as the basis for the settlement of 
an angry sectional controversy then agitating the || 
public mind and threatening the stability of the |j 
Union. The war with Mexico had closed, and 
we were about to dispose of the territory ac- 
quired. Mr. Clay’s second resolution affirmed | 


law in any of the territory recently acquired from 

Mexico, and is not likely to be introduced, there- | 
fore,” &c., ‘it is inexpedient to pass the Wil- || 
mot proviso.” I quotefrom memory. Here you 


upon the law and the fact that slavery does not 


exist in the Territories; while the non-interven- 


|} have existed prior 
The foundation | 
i 


tion of 1854 goes upon the opposite assumption, 
that slavery does exist in the Territories. 


I am glad to sce present, Mr. Chairman, a mem- 
ber from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] who was an actor’ 
in the legislation of those days, and who can vouch 
for the accuracy of my position. He knows that 
the niertwho passed the compromise measures of 
1850 predicated their action upon’ the fact that 
slavery did not exist by law in the acquired ter- 
ritory, and that, therefore, it was ‘unnecessary to 
legislate it out. It was contended, to be sure, by 
a distinguished gentleman from the South, that a 
man had the same right to carry his slave into the 
Territories that he had to carry his horse, just as 
the Democratic party now contend; but Mr. Clay 
met that doctrine with his unqualified condemna- 
tion. If I recollect rightly, the debates report 
him to have said that it was the most indefensible 
opinion ever uttered by man. _ 

But we are notlefteven in doubt on this subject. 
The compromise of 1850 did something more; it 
had something to do with the territory embraced 
within the Louisiana purchase, asgycil as with the 
territory we acquired from Mexico. The legisla- 
tion of 1850, instead of repealing, reaffirmed the 
Missouri compromise line of 1820; and, wjth ref- 
erence to the boundary of 'Texas, Congress pro- 
posed to give that State $10,000,000, one con- 
dition of which was, that all that portion of the 
territory lying north of 360 30! of north latitude, 
included within the original Louisiana purchase, 
should remain free, and that the States formed out 
of itshould he free States. The $10,000,000 paid 
into the coffers of Texas was a ransom from the 
Federal Treasury for the freedom of the States to 
be formed out ofthat territory. Yet, sir, the legis- 
lation of 1850 was made a pretext in 1854 for the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

In the annals of the world there is, perhaps, but 
one parallel for the facility with which the Dem- 
ocratic party of to-day clothes its monstrous her- 
esies in the garb of truth; and that is when Satan, 
with dissembling speech, incited mother Eve to 
treason against high Heaven, saying that she 
should not surely die as a penalty for her trans- 
gression. Why, Mr. Chairman, so far from sanc- 
tioning the doctrine of non-intervention with sla- 
very, the legislation of 1850 carried that doctrine 
further than it had ever been carried before. It 
prescribed that, upona subdivision of Texas into 
other States, that portion of her territory included 
within the original Louisiana purchase, lying 
north of 360 30’ should be admitted into the Union 
only as free States. 

Again, the legislation of 1850 abolished the do- 
mestic slave trade in the District of Columbia— 
in this particular also going a step beyond any 

revious legislation. Does that look like non- 
intervention? This fundamental article in the 
Democratic creed will have to look somewhere 
else for sanction than to the legislation of 1850. 

Mr. Chairman, in this connection it is worthy 
of note that, soon after the acquisition of Louis- 
iana, Congress prohibited not only the foreign 
slave trade from being carried on with that Ter- 
ritory, but also forbid the introduction there of 
slaves from the States as merchandise. This hu- 
mane law was revived, and continued from time 
to time, and it remained in operation until super- 
seded by the compromise act of 1820, and never 
was repealed until the passage of the Kansas- 
Nebraska act in 1854, which provides as follows: 

«That nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
revive, or put in force, any law or regulation which may 


to the actof 6th of March, 1820, either 


prohibiting, establishing, protecting, or abolishing slavery.” 


The effect of the legislation of 1854 has been 
to revive the domestic slave trade between States 
aud Territories. It is a legitimate result of this 
dogma that the Constitution recognizes the right 
of the master to carry his slaves, as any other 
property, into Territories. Itmakes the local law 
of the slaveholding States the common law of the 
land; and will lead, in time, if not checked, to the 
revival of the foreign slave trade, the judicial 
repeal of the act prohibiting the domestic slave 
trade in this District, and to the recognized right of 
a slave-owner to carry his human chattels to New 
York or Boston, and there hold them under the 
protection of the Federal Government. 

I conclude, then, Mr. Chairman, in regard to 
this Kansas-Nebraska act, upon which the De- 
mocratic party plants itsclf as embodying the 
fundamental orticle of its creed, that it has fraud 
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and perversion stamped upon every part of it; 
and that it has been the fruitful source of all the 
political ills which have afflicted the country since 
it became a law, and which now disturb the tran- 
quillity of the public mind and threaten the sta- 
bility of the Government. : 

` Sir, thisutter disregard by the Democratic party 
of all pledges and compromises, its sanction of 
the gross wrongs and outrages perpetrated upon 
the inhabitants of a distant Territory seeking to 
throw off theusurpations of Missouri mobs, bogus 
Legislatures, and slave State constitutions, has 
been the great procuring cause of the existing 
evils which the President so feelingly deplores. 
He need not have gone beyond his own party to 
find the origin of the evil. The wrongs which old 
John Brown suffered and endured in Kansas, in 
common with those he loved, maddened. him, and 
he sought retaliation. Itis charged that the North 
were in complicity with him in his raid upon Har- 
per’s Ferry. A word will disprove that. The 
old mau ranged the land, through its length and 
breadth, for two long years, forsuccorand recruits, 
and, at the end-of that time, could muster only 
seventeen white men and five negroes to attempt 
his’ enterprise. While Virginia and the whole 
South were terribly agitated at the occurrence, the 
North, of all parties, deploring and disapproving 
the act, remained unmoved, except with contempt 
for those who attributed to her treasonable designs 
against the peace and tranquillity of the South. 

Unjust aspersions have been cast upon theaction 
of the executives of some of the States, who 
have becn applied to for the arrest of such as have 
escaped the vigilance of Virginia. 

I can only say, in relation to the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent on this floor, 
that, upon a compliance with the simplest forms 
required by law, her executive will always re- 
spond with readiness to the requisitions of any 
State of this Union for the surrender of fugitives 
from justice. Butas the law requires thata requi- 
sition shall be accompanied with the-copy of an 
indictment or an affidavit taken before a magis- 

, trate, charging that a crime has been committed 
within the limits of the State from which the 
requisition comes, this necessary showing will Be 
insisted upon. If itis sometimes admissible to 
dispense with the ordinary forms of law in recap- 
turing a fleeing negro—such forms will at least 
be insisted upon in Iowa in regard to white men 
—neither the usages of Virginia nor of any other 
State are regarded as common law in the country 
where I live. 

The gentleman from Louisiana, who preceded 
me upon the floor, from the few remarks which 
I heard, seems to think that the Republican party 
are pledged, as a party, to resist the admission of 
any more slave States into the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, for my own part I do not so re- 
gard the position of the Republican party. Ido not 
know that any one controverts the right ofa State 
to form andregulate her domestic institutions; she 
necessarily excrcisces that right when she frames a 
constitution. She undoubtedly has the same right 
then, which she has at any subsequent period of 
her history, to determine the character of her 
institutions. Massachusetts may, to-day, by a 
change of her constitution, legalize the holding of 
slaves within her limits; and-it would be no part 
of the business of the General Government to in- 
terfere with her. 

What I object to, sir,is this doctrine of the 
Democratic party, that slavery may go into Ter- 


ritories, and that there isno earthly power to keep’ 


itout. If, under the operation of such a policy 
as that, the sentiment of a Territory should be- 
come depraved to such an extent as to lead to the 
adoption ofaslave constitution, under the auspices 
of the Fedcral Government, I would treat that 
constitution as Lecompton has been treated—con- 
sign itto the merited condemnation of all man- 
kind. No power under heaven could ever induce 
me to aid in any manner in entailing the wrong 
oncoming generations. I maintain the doctrine 
which Mr. Clay maintained in 1850, thatslavery 
does not exist by law inany Territory which was 
frec at the time we acquired it; and I contend that 
it ought to be kept free; then when its people 
come to form their constitution they will be no 
more likely to legalize slavery than Massachusetts 
is likely to legalize it to-day within her borders. 


Now, sir, what is all this controversy about? 
It is a simple issue between the two great parties 
of the country, for the extension of slavery upon 
the one hand and its restriction on the other; and 
I cannot better conclude than by repeating the 
language of Mr. Clay, used in 1850, in the debate 
on the compromise measures: 


“But if, unhappily, we should be involved in war, in 
civil war, between the two parties of this Confederacy, in 
which the effort upon the one side should be to restrain the 
introduction of slavery into the new Territories, and upon 
the other side to force its introduction there, what a spec- 
tacle would.we present to the astonishment of mankind, in 
an effort, not to propagate rights, but—IL must say it, though 
I trust it will be understood to be said with no design to 
excite feeling—a war to propagate wrongs in the Territories 
thus acquired from Mexico. lt would be a war in which 
we should have no sympathies, no good wishes; in which 
all mankind would be against us ; for, from the-commence- 
ment of the Revolution down to the present time, we have 
constantly reproached the British ancestors for the intro- 
duction of slavery into this country.’’ 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. EDWARD WADE, 
OF OHIO, 
In rue Hovuss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 30, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. WADE said: 

Mr. Cuamman: On the day that I was unex- 
pectedly called away to attend the sick bed of a 
member of my family, I had secured the floor 
with the intention of making some remarks on thej 
Helper book, but, of course, Jost the opportu- 
nity at that time. I had heard coveilecule of 
that book at that time, and some little since. I 
was one of the signers of that book, and I do not 
rise for the purpose of making an apology to the 
other side of the House for that; but I would state, 
however, that the circumstances under which I 
indorsed it, so far as I did indorse it, were these: 
at the final adjournment of the House at the last 
session of the last Congress, I was in the office of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to settle my account with 
him. Coming from his room, and passing through 
the Hall to go to my lodgings, preparatory to 
taking my departure from this city, I saw my 
friend, Mr. Morgan, of New York, upon.one side 
of the House, surrounded by a number of his 
friends. Mr. Morgan beckoned to me to join him, 
which Idid. ` His object was to put in circulation 
an epitome of the Helper book. I told him I had 
seen some extracts from that book, and that I dis- 
approved of some of the sentiments of that book, 
for the reason that they might be construed into 
recommendations of the use of violence for the 
overthrow of slavery. For, notwithstanding all 
my hostility to that system, I hadnever advocated 
its violent overthrow, or any measure which, in 
my judgment, was calculated to lead to that end. 
Ihave, perhaps, been an open opponent of thesys- 
tem of slavery from an carlier period than any other 
gentleman who occupies a scat on this floor; and 
I never have, for a single instant, given my coun- 
tenance to any measure calculated to overthrow 
it by violence. I said then, to those gentlemen, 
| that there were some passages in the Helper book 
that I disapproved; but was informed by them that 
the book was to be abridged, and all those objec- 
tionable passages omitted. So I wrote my name 
to the recommendation, and went on. Now, 
| sir, I am not aware that in so doing I committed 
“treason, felony, or a breach of the peace.” 
Nevertheless, I believe we upon this side of the 
House have been accused of all these things, and 
even more, if there be any crimes worse than 
| these in the criminal code. 

Such is ‘the head and front of my offending.” 
I find, in the indictment which was brought against 
the Republican members at the very opening of 
the session, there were extracts read from this 
Helper book—from fourteen pages of it; there 
being two hundred and fourteen pages in the whole 
| book. Now, if those extracts contain all there is 
objectionable in that book, I must say that the 
balance is altogether in its favor, as ‘compared 
with most books of a political character: { will 
not trouble the committee by enumerating the 
different charges that were brought against us, 


-How is it with that book? 


for they are All found upon page 17 of the Con- 


gressional Globe, where they can be read and 
pondered by all. But it is for that act, for that 
unconscious indorsement of those passages, that 
we upon this side have been accused of inciting 
insurrection, arson, bloodshed, and murder; en- 


-dangering the peace and thelives of families; and, 


in fact, of committing treason; for which the 
mildest gentleman on the other side of the House 
said we were ‘ not fit to live.” i 

Now, sir, let any man, be he a slaveholder or 
non-slaveholder, be he a pro-slavery or an anti- 
slavery man, read that book through, and he must 
inevitably come to the conclusion that itis a book 
calculated to advance the greatest good of the 
eraat number; and that, I believe, is the ortho- 

ox test of the morality of anything in this day. 
The greatest good to the greatest number is said 
to, be the great fundamental principle of morals. 
re the recommend- 
ations contained in it, couched in the very lan- 
guage of the founders of this Republic, felony? 
Would géntlemen dig up the remain§ of their an- 
cestérs and gibbet them, as I believe the kings of 
England did the remains of Cromwell, because 
they spoke and wrote the very sentiments for 
adherence to which we are now so ferociously 
denounced? I, sir, go no step in advance of 
‘Thomas Jefferson in my disapprobation of sla- 
very. I take for my exemplars slaveholders from 
Virginia and the South, and 1 am willing to bea 
learner, sitting at the fect of those Gamaliels, and 
obtain my ethics upon that suljcct from the fath- 
ers of these very men who come into this Hall 
and accuse us of every crime in the calendar. Sir, 
Task no higher honor, no better guarantee for the 
morality and the political rectitude of my course, 
than the indorsement of those men who gave us 
the institutions we now enjoy, and who based 
them on the rock of freedom, never dreaming that 
they were to be perverted to the end of extending 
and perpetuating human bondage, or used as a 
means of supplanting our white population, and 
filling their places with black barbarians from the 
jungles of Africa. i 
ow, sir, my objection tothe course of the Dem- 
ocratic party is, that their policy leads inevitably 
to the reopening of the African slave trade and 
the introduction of these barbarian negroes as sub- 
stitutes for the intelligent and well-to-do (if I may 
use the expression) free white laborers, who are 
content to lay up an honest competence against 
old age, for the education of their children, by 
honest and intelligent industry. 

Why, sir, throughout the free States, multi- 
tudes of the léading men are men who were brought 
up in the honorable callings of manual labor. So 
far from labor being degrading there, it is honor- 
able. This being a gentleman does not pay in the 
State of Ohio. This affectation of contempt for 
those who carn their bread by the sweat of their 
brow is not popular in thatregion, orin the North- 
west. Hence, sir, we are anxious to preserve the 
Territories of the United States for those white men 
who are willing to till the soil, to labor on it, and 
to rest, for the support of their families, on the 
labor which they bestow with their own hands 
on the soil purchased by their fathers’ blood and 
defended by their own. 

Now, I admit that this Helper book, in a few 
instances, comments on the system of slavery in 
needlessly harsh language. [tis a sort of blus- 
ter which seems to be indigenous to the soil on 
which Helper was born and bred. F do not ap- 
prove of it. I would not have recommended the 
book to go forth with those harsh expressions in 
itystill, that does not materially impair the utility 
of the work, because intelligent men throughout 
the free States distinguish betwecn those parts of 
it that are unreasonably violent and denunciatory 
and those parts which are free from that blemish. 
There is nothing said in the book worse than 
what has been said by the great men of Virginia, 
and of North Carolina and South Carolina and of 
the original thirteen Statesin general. Indeed, a 
large part of the book is composed of extracts from 


‘the writings of these great men. But we are now 


informed that the Democracy have discovered a 
new principle in ethics, namely, that the idea set 
forth as early as the age.of Homer, as to making 
a man a slave, does not work at all now-a-days. 
There is no man, be he black or white or red, 
who does not loathe the condition of slavery; 
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none who would prefer it to freedom, although 
we have been told here that the negroes are con- 
tented and happy, and would not take their liber- 
ties if offered to them. Now, how is that? Ifthe 
negrocs would notaccepttheir freedom, if proffered 
to them, I do not see what danger there can be in 
the agitations of the Abolitionists. These things 
cannot all stand together. There must be some- 
thing wrong aboutit, Either the slaves would 

- take their freedom, or else southern gentlemen 
feign this dread of slavery agitation. 

[tis asserted in, this book that the slave owners 
shall not dissolve the Union. Well, thatisa mere 
piece of characteristic bluster. Again, itis said 
that slaveholders would mob Thomas Jefferson. 
Well, I would notlike to negative this affirmation. 
If Thomas Jefferson were alive, and were to hold 
forth now in Virginia the sentiments: which he 
published then, 1 do not know—State pride might 
save him. 

Well, sir, the uproar about the Helper book in 
Congress did have the effect of gathering together 
quite a number of the fearful and unbelieving 
northern merchants. They gathered themselves 
together rather extensively in our large cities, and 
passed many soothing resolutions; but this “soft 
solder’? only increased the violence of these con- 
gressional paroxysms, as sensible people might 
have known. It would have been refreshing for 
some of those merchants to have been here and 
heard the denunciations of their Union meetings 
from the southern or Democratic side of the Hall. 
It would have beat a little common sense into 
their brains, if possible, They were denounced 
as hypocrites, or at least. as not going the length 
that was demanded of them by the extreme ma- 


lignity of the Helper book. 
Did the meetings at New York and elsewhere 


go to the extent of quicting the fears of our breth- 
ren of the South? Notatall. ‘The only thing, 
I believe, that worked on that class of northern 
men was, the threat that the South would not 
trade with them, unless they put down abolition. 
That was a pocket argument, which addressed 
itself to them with some degree of force, but pre- 
gonted a rather impracticable alternative. 

Well, sir, after all the wind raised about the 


Helper book, they have only selected for con- j 


demnation fourteen passages on fourtcen pages 
out of two hundred and fourteen. There 1s but 
fourteen two hundred and fourtcenths of it bad; 
and the balance they do not pretend to find fault 
with. Now, I believe there is about as large a pro- 
portion of good in it as there is in any ordinary 
vok of modern times. If it does not contain more 
than fourteen two hundred and fourteenths of evil, 
I call it a tolerably orthodox book. Ididnotthen 
believe, and I do not now, that the people of the 
South were afraid of the effect of the book; but 
southern politicians, and the northern Democracy 
in league with them, seized itas a “< Godsend”? for 
political effect, and for nothing else, I believe that 
southern institutions are altogether too strong to 
be capsized by such a slight breeze as this Helper 
pook has raised; still Ï do not know, and can 
only say that if they are not, it will only be grat- 
ifying to the enemies of southern institutions, 

If southern politicians had let this book alone, 
and not brought it before Congress, it would not 
have made a ripple on the repose of the country. 
The publication of 1t here as a monster, operated 
like the mammoth sheets, such as are used for 
advertising circuses and menageries. The pco- | 

le opened their cars and listened, If Helper’s 
Pook was a monster they wanted to know its 
exact proportions and see it perform. This made 
Helper’s fortune. I do not regret that, for he 
says that the slaveholders, by their superior 
wealth and social position, have oppressed the 
great masses of their laboring population. How 
that is, I do not know. It is none of my busi- 
ness. I never have interfered, and I never mean 
to interfere, with these mattersin the slave States. 
It is their business, and not ours, to regulate their 
social relations, however repulsive to our ideas of 
what is pure and just. But, sir, it is our right, 
nay, our duty, if we find that slavery concentrates 
sectional interest and sectional feeling hostile to 
the peace and harmony of the Union, to resist its 
extension, to hold it where it now exists. If we 
have the right, under the Constitution, to resist 


its extension, then it is our right and duty to do |! 


| Cleveland was a conspiracy against the liberties 


it; and that I understand to be the extent-of the 
purposes of the Republican party. So far as sla- 
very is concerned, I never felt I was doing any- 
thing prejudicial to the liberties, the honor, or 
the interests of the people, or the integrity of the 
Constitution of my country, when I exerted my 
poa power and influence, whatever thesé may 
e, to prevént the spread of slavery. 

Now, sir, thero has been a great effort made, 
since I have been a member of Congress, to expel 
the slave question from the politics of the coun- 
try. Pretty much all of the experimenting, up 
to this day of the session, so far as I have been 
an observer of events, has been, on the one hand, 
to transact the legitimate business of Congress by 
the Republicans, and on the other, to agitate the 
slave question by the Democracy; and all this to 
put an end to the agitation of that question in 
Congress. The agitation of slavery has been 
charged upon the Republican party most untruly 
and unjustly. Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Democratic party could not live so long as an 
Indian canoe in mid ocean ina hurricane, were it 
not for this slavery excitement. They are the 
men who keep it up. In my opinion it is time 
that that party was discharged and another talce 
the helm. If then that party should do no better 
than the Democratic party has done, I will do all | 
Lam able to do that it may be in its turn displaced j 
bya better. I would continue this course of rev- | 
olution until the politics of the country were 
purged of thesc little sectional, personal and selfish 
combinations for the continuance of power by the 
agency of corruption and misrule. 

I willnottroublethe committee by going through 
a rehearsal of all the specifications of my indict- 
ment against the Democratic party. I-tell south- 
ern friends and southern enemies, that whenever 
the Democratic party at the North is put down, 
we will obtain quict, and never until then. That 
party is in a minority, and it can do nothing in 
the free States but get up an agitation, so as to 
excite and Jash the people of the slaveholding 
States into a fury, lest the people of the free States 
should precipitate themselves in mass upon the 
slaveholding States, for the overthrow of slavery. 
Until the southern men can be disabused of this 
great and wicked falsehood with which our north- 
ern Democracy are continually attempting to in- 
oculate them, there can be no permanent peace or 
prosperity to the Union. This Democracy docs 
little else, politically, than to magnetize the south- 
ern people into a pleasant slecp on this subject, 
and then pick their pockets. They are at this 
game now at Charleston, and they will succeed, 
as they ever have, beyond a peradventure. This 
Democracy has nothing to do to gull their south- 
ern friends, but to accuse the Republicans with 
evil designs against their slaves, and it is enough 
—they are snared and taken. Why, sir, they be- 
lieve at the South that the John Brown affair was 
universally known at the North; that all the Re- 
publicans of any prominence were privy to it. 
Our northern Democracy, 

« Squat like a toad down by the ear of Eve,’’ 
continually breathe this slander in the southern 
ear, until they fall a political prey to that most 
subtile and insidious congregation of political 
sharpers. | 

Take the New York Herald, for instance. All 
the Democratic papers of my State are full of its | 
insinuations one its bald fictions, and the greedy 
Democracy swallows the hook and is taken. My 
colleague from the Columbus district [Mr. Cox} | 
really thought that the convention last fall at | 


of the Union, and that it was an attempt to over- 
throw the Government. He did so! I saw him | 
there. His cyes were wild with excitement. He 
heard songs sung with the Yankee nasal twang; ; 
and that frightened him. He expected, in amo- | 
ment, that that body of some ten or twelve thou- | 
sand psalm-singing Yankees would at once march | 
with drums beating and banners with dreadfal | 
devices flying, ever ready to march to the fiery | 
strains of the Marseilles, somewhere, to do some- 
thing dreadful. He does not doubt it now, Tsup- 

ose. They sung the Marseilles, and they sung 
it through their noses; and that was sufficient for 
my colleague to see the commencement of an evil, 
the end of which no man could predict. I saw 
my brother Cox there, and was with him ashort 


time. I saw nothing so frightful; but I know his 
eyes and his ears were open, and Į suppose the 
singing was. criticised by him very particularly; 
but I know that there was no musicthere. butthat 
to which probably every: man upon this floor, 
North or South, has marched, and would be will- 
ing to march to again, Nobody was hurt, and no- 
body was scared but my colleague. [A Voice: 
“ Chase was there.”’] Fes, and. brother. Chase 
was there. He was very incendiary in his action, 
very; and most incendiary threats were made. 
Mr. Chairman, I know what took place there as 
well as any other man; and I know there never 
was collécted together so large an assembly as that 
at Cleveland, in which there was, from the be- 
ginning of it to the end of it, observed more per- 
fect order throughout. They met there, and you 
could not finda man drunk, for Democrats did not 
generally attend the meeting. (Laughter.] There 
was no hurrahing, no shouting, except in cheer- 
ing the speakers when they spoke to the hearts of 
that great mass of people. 

Now, it is in vain to attempteo excite the south- 
ern people to fury by saying that we, in Ohio, are 
ready to march down into the slaveholding States 
with the intenttooverthrow slavery by violence, or 
by any sinister means. I have lived in that State” 
for nearly thirty-five years, and Ido know thay 
you may search the civilized world through, and 

ou can nowhere find a more orderly, peaceful, 
industrious, and intelligent people than you will 
find there. Take the agricultural and mechan- 
ical population of Obio, and for industry, order, 
and morality, I will stake them against the sume 
number of peopleinany part of the civilized world. 
Sir, that is not the place where mobs arc got up. 
That is not the place where men plotto overthrow 
the peace, harmony, and order of their Govern- 
ment. Itisa place where they are endeavoring 
to inculcate upon the minds of their children prin- 
ciples which are calculated to make them lovers 
of peace, lovers of order, lovers of intelligence, 
and men of moral greatness; and never, never 
was there any greater outrage perpetrated upon 
the people of the South than 1s erpetrated by the 
northern Democrats, who endeavor to impresa 
them with the idea that the whole of the Northare 
ready to overthrow the institutions of the South 
by violence. I say it is a lie! It is a falsehood of 
the most flagrant and infamous character. Come 
among us, you southern men, and look us in the 
face, and sec if you can find any such thing as 
that. Come and look in upon us and see what we 
are. We want to convince you that we are not 
such a people as northern Democrats represent us. 


| We do not love slavery—God grant we never 


may; we hate, we abhor it, as wrong, morally, 
socially, politically, and religiously; still we will 
treat you with all the hospitality we can com- 
mand: But, I tell you, you will find doughfaces 
mighty scarce. They do not flourish in those parts. 
Now, sir, I desire to know how this question 
of slavery is to be expelled from politics? Have 
you, gentlemen of the South, succeeded in accom- 
plishing that object, or do you expect to succeed 
by any of the methods that have been tried for 
the last seven or cight years? The Union has 
been saved here, in this House, within my day, 
some three or fourtimes. There have been some 
six or seven salvations of the Union, and for every 
salvation it has undergone it has grown the worse. 
They come thicker and faster now. It was suf- 
ficient, formerly, for each Congress to save the 
Union once; but now it has to be saved once or 
twice a session, or else it cannot stand. [A Voice: 
s No; it is to be saved at Charleston.’*]) Yes; 
salvation is now transferred to the South, if there 
is any salvation in the premises, which I would 
not guaranty. First, you undertook to save the 
Union by refusing to hear petitions for the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
Now, Í was among the very first to sign those 
petitions. I may as well confess the whole head 
and front of my offending. F have been an Abo- 
litionist since 1834, and I know something about 
the number of salvations of the Union. I hap- 
pened to be in Washington the first time it was 
saved. I did not know that the Union was so 
near gone when I was coming here, but. when I 
reached here I found that it was in the last stage 
of convulsions. And I happened to be in the 
gallery of the old Hall when it was saved by lay- 
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ing those anti-slavery petitions upon the table. I 
remember that I was boarding with a member of 
Congress from Ohio, who was familiar with a 
entleman from the South, a member of the other 
ranch of the Federal Legislature. After becom- 
ing’slightly acquainted with that gentleman, he 
asked me whatl thought would be the effect of that 
disposition of the anti-slavery petitions upon the 
Abolitionists ofthe North. f replied, ** Sir, what 
do you suppose would be the effect of a corre- 
sponding course upon the people of the South?” 
He replied, Do not know; I suppose it would 
increase the excitement.” ‘Very well,” I an- 
swered, “I cannot say that 1 know positively, 
but I have not a shadow of doubt that the excite- 
ment will be increased fifty-fold. For myself, I 
will return to Ohio, and agitate because our rights 
are denied us.” I have agitated from that time 
to the present, if it be agitation to speak in behalf 
of the rights of free States and of the extension 
and perpetuation of freedom throughout the whole 
Confederacy. 
I know that the excitement was tenfold greater 
after these petitions were thus laid on the table 
without being read or referred, I believed then 
that if these petitions had been referred, and a 
candid and well-intentioned report made upon 
them, conceding that there were evils in the ex- 
istence of slavery in this District, but showing 
to the people the difficultics in the way of abol- 
ishing it, it would have quicted the agitation, and 
would have put back the progress of anti-slavery 
sentiments ten years. That is my honest belief. 
For myself, {did not then, and do not now, regret 
the course pursued then or now; for I know that 
all these false steps on the part of the friends of 
slavery only tend to expedite the final triumph 
of freedom. 

Then, sir, another salvation of the Union was 
accomplished when Texas was annexed. There 
was great agitation in opposition to the conquest 
and annexation of Texas among the people of the 
free States, they believing that it was extending an 
institution which ought to be restricted in its ex- 
tent, if it were possible to do so. Of course the 
excitement was thus tenfold increased. These 
Democrats of the free States, whom our south- 
ern brethren are hugging to their hearts, are the 
worst enemies the South has ever had. T assert 
that; and I believe I can prove it by incontesta- 
ble arguments and facts. In most of the free 
States they are ina meager minority. Politically, 
they are of no consequence whatever, except to 
be simply a make-weight to the consolidated, 
united power of the slave States. It is the inter- 
-est of that faction, in every free State where it 
can havea balance of power between contending 
parties, to thrust itself in, and to throw the bal- 
ance of power to the slave States. While this 
continues to be the case we shall agitate the ques- 
tion. We shall agitate the overthrow of this 
Democratic party in the free States. Fora num- 
ber of years we have been endeavoring to ac- 
complish that end. We have accomplished it in 
many of the States, reducing that party to avery 
small, almost insignificant fraction. The interest 
and object of the Democrats of the free States is 
to keep up a balance of power, if they can, be- 
tween the free States and slave States, and to 
come in and get office and plunder. This is held 
out as a perpetual bribe to them, on the part of 
the southern Democracy. And never will there 
be peace between the free and slave States, until 
that faction which is seeking to foment divisions 
and dissensions between them andthe free States 
is put down, so that there shall be no profit grow- 
ing out of the exercise of that balance of power. 

It seems to me that any shrewd and discerning 


politician from the South must see that. What 
are they trying to do nowin Charleston? They 


are endeavoring so to balance the political power 
between the slave and the free States that the dis- 
tribution of office and spoils shall be under the 
Democracy. That is all, sir. There isno other 
purpose in it on the part of those northern Demo- 
erats. Itwas said, many years ago, that the State 
of Massachusetts ought to be willing to keep the 
Democratic party in that State conveniently small. 
I do not know whether it is reduced to that now, 
but I should suppose it was, because there are 


very few Democrats there, and it would take but | 


few offices te give one toeach. Thatis the func- 


tion which the northern Democracy has to per- 


form. It is all the use it is put to, to make up this 
balance of power, so as to get the offices. The 
southern politicians, who understand this matter, 
and who are in favor of the continuance of the 
Union, ought not to be led away by the howling 
of these famished Democrats in the.free ‘States. 
They sould unite with the great mass of the Re- 
publicans in bringing back the Government and 
its policy to-that of the fathers, so that peace and 
industry shall be the great aim of the nation, and 
not this eternal din of mere party contention. In 
that event there will be an end to all these sec- 
tional strifes and controversies, which, if they do 
not threaten the stability of the Republic, do at 
all events frighten a great many old women in 
pantaloons. 

Sir, until this be accomplished; until liberal- 
minded men, the friends of the Constitution as 
our fathers framed it, shall have united, North 
and South, to turn out of office and power this hun- 
gry and ferocious party—the members of which, 
for aught I know, are now at cach other’s throats 
in Charleston—there never will be any peace in the 
politics of the country. There never can be, there 
never will be established any system of policy 
that will cement together the different sections of 
this Union, and by which the industry of this 
country can be encouraged and protected, until 
this conclave of political intriguers is excluded 
from the emoluments of office, or the offices sur- 
rendered to them asa sop to gorge their rapacity. 
There is no trouble about this matter, if you once 
take away the patronage of the Government from 
the hands in which it now is, and has been ever 
since I came upon the political stage, with scarcely 
an interruption. Take it away from them, and 
let it go to those in the country who are not pro- 
fessional office-seekers—to those who have not 
been accustomed to make politics a trade—and 
there would never be any scrious misunderstand- 
ing between the two sections. 

There is no serious conflict of interests between 
us. All agree that the subject of slavery has no 
legitimate place in this body. Why not, then, 
in God’s name, exclude it? Here we have been 
drumming away at this matter since the com- 
mencement of this session, and what have we 
donc? What measures calculated to advance the 
real interests of the great masses of the people 
have we had under consideration? I have been 
necessarily away for two months, and I endeav- 
ored to ascertain from the papers what the House 
was doing. For the soul of me, I could find noth- 
ing but what appeared to'be a sort of scrub race 
for the offices of the Federal Government. The 
excitement is roused up here for political effect. 
It penetrates the whole country. Withoutexcite- 
ment here, there is no excitement in the country. 
So far as I can judge, we have done nothing, ab- 
solutely nothing, so far. We are now doing noth- 
ing, but waiting to hear Charleston speak; and 
I presume that we will then have to wait to hear 
Chicago speak. 

I will tell my friends of the South, that it mat- 
ters not what platform may be adopted at Charles- 
ton. Who cares for platforms? Did ever a party 
stick toits platform? Whois fool enough to care 
for a platform? Itis all a scramble for office, so 
far as the politics of the country are concerned. 
If the people want to putan end to that scramble, 
theymust reduce the expenses of the Government, 
so that there will not be any temptation for these 
controversies for the spoils of office. Let them 
distribute the public land to the actual settlers; 
Ict them cut down the revenues of the Government 
to that figure where there will be no temptation 
on the part of the politicians and the officers of 
the different departments of the Government on 
account of these spoils;let them protect their home 
industry; let them take such steps as will promote 
industry and peace and contentment at home. 
Then these party wranglings will cease to a great 
extent. Favor the home industry of thecountry, 
and it will tend more to put down this furor of 
party politics than anything else. i 

Let me say to southern members, that if they 
want to put down this slavery excitement and put 
the country entirely at peace, let them give Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, New York, and the West, 
a moderate duty upon the articles produced by 
their home industry. Politics will then be at zero; 


for it is a trade or profession that very few will 
follow who are thriving in any other business. It - 
is not a money-making business. ‘The manufac- 
turers of the country do not want to hear anything 
aboutit, so long as you will protect their interests. 
Do that, and they will not trouble you about office. 


THE TARIFF. 


SPEECH OF HON. S. MOORE, 
OF ALABAMA, 
In rus House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 30, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. MOORE, of Alabama, said: 

Mr. Cuainman: Regarding the tariff bill now 
under consideration as the most important meas- 
ure, so far as the interests of my constituents are 
concerned, of any which has been introduced into 
Congress since I have had the honor of a seat on 
this floor, E cannot in silence permit it to become 
alaw. A dozen or more speeches have already 
been made in its support, while no voice has, as 
yet, been raised against it. 1 regret that some one 
of the many older and abler champions of free 
trade who are around me had not taken up the 
glove so defiantly thrown at our fect by the advo- 
cates of protection, As none, however, have done 
so, I feel impelled bya sense of duty to enter my 
most emphatic and indignant protest against the 
passage of this bill, and my dissent from the prin- 
ciples which have been avowed by its friends. If 
I do no more, I shall at least, to that extent, have 
discharged the duty I owe to those whom Í rep- 
resent. From the examination | have been able 
to give this bill, I consider it highly objection- 
able; and if, unfortunately, it should become a 
law, my opinion is that it will prove scarcely 
less oppressive than did the memorable tariff act 
of 1828, known throughout the South as the bill 
of abominations. | 

Mr. Chairman, any material change in our rev- 
enue laws affects, in some degree, the interests of 
every individual in our widely-extended Confed- 
cracy, and not theirs only, for its influence is felt 
far beyond our own limits, even to the most dis- 
tant nations with which we have commercial in- 
tercourse. It is for this reason that the question 
of the tariff has always been justly regarded as 
one of the greatest importance. From the very 
foundation of our Government it has excited the 
deepestinterest. Again and again has it been dis- 
cussed in Congress; and although the argument 
on the subject ought long since to have been ex- 
hausted, and the policy of the Government settled 
in relation to it, yet it seems to be one of those 

uestions which is never to be at rest while this 

rovernment lasts. The public mind has of late 
been, and is now, absorbed by another question 
of more perilous import; but let none think that 
this of the tariff has been overlooked or forgotten 
by the protectionists; or that it ever will be, while 
selfishness or avarice finds a lodgment in the hu- 
man breast, ; 

Who introduces it here now, and, as it seems 
to me, so unnecessarily and so unseasonably ? 
Not those upon whom the taxes are most heavily 
imposed by the tariff laws, and who might be ex- 
pected to be weary of bearing, like Issachar, their 
endless burden, but the manufacturers them- 
selves, for whose support and profits nearly every 
individual and industrial interest in the country is 
now compelled to contribute. Active and far-see- 
ing, they are ever on the watch; ready „to take 
advantage of circumstancesas they arise. If ruin 
and distress overtake large classes of the people, 
whether from monetary revulsions or any other 
causes, at once these evils are attributed to the 
tariff. If,as now, our imports and exports show 
trade and commerce, as well as our agricultural 
interests, to be in a flourishing condition, straight- 
way we hear of the dangers of over-trading and 
future bankruptcy and ruin to the country, from 
some accidental circumstance, like that of the 
large shipments of gold to foreign countries~all 
traceable, according to their theory, ta the existing 
tariff laws, and show the necessity of their revis- 
ion. If wages become low, prices fall, and la- 
borers are thrown out of employment, these too 
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are all the effects of the tariff; and the remedy pre- 
scribed for each and all these iilsis more protection 
—a higher tariff—as sovereigna cure, they pretend, 
as ** parmacetti for an inward bruise.”’ 

The honorable gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 
Moray, | who addressed the committee on Mon- 
day last in support of this bill, and of which hé 
claims the paternity, urged its passage on the 
ground of the insufficiency of the revenue under 
existing laws, and also because the latter were 
oppressive in their operation upon the general in- 
terests of the country. 

That gentleman seemed much concerned at the 
public debt which the Government owed—being 
no less, according to his statement, than about 
sixty million dollars; all of which, he tells us, 
will fall due between this and the year 1868, and 
to provide the means to pay any portion of which 
there must be a revision of the tariff and an in- 
crease in the rate of duties. How hard run must 
be the advocates of protection, when they resort 
to such flimsy excuses as this for an increase of 
the tariff; for none know better than they that 
higher duties will, in fact, diminish the revenue. 
No one can be more opposed than myself to see- 
ing a permanent public debt fastened upon this 
Government. This should never be the case in 
times of peace, if it can be avoided; but what, let 
me ask, is a debt of fifty or sixty million dollars 
to such a Government as ours? Compared with 
the national debt of England, or of France, and 
how pitiful is this sum. 

Our Government has seldom been free of debt. 
In 1790 our national debt was over $75,000,000; 
in 1816, it had increased to over $120,000,000, At 
the commencement of General Jackson’s admin- 
istration, it was over $60,000,000, and yet, before 
its close, it had been entirely extinguished. In 
1848, owing to the Mexican war, it again ran 


up to $65,000,000. In the short space of three | 


years, during General Pierce’s administration, 
45,000,000 of the public debt were paid off, and 
do not doubt that by arigid system of economy, 
the present debt could be as soon paid off, and 
that, too, without any resort to additional taxa- 
tion. Instead, though, of a system of economy, 


the wildest extravagance has becn indalged in of 
late, and the public expenditures have increased 
to an alarming extent in every branch of the pub- 
lic service, 

The total expenditures of the Government 
were— 


9.739 92 

9,986 79 

4 85 

30.. 24,585,281 55 
1840.. 28,295,533 B1 
1850.. ; 48,476,104 3L 
1859... vive 83,751,511 57 


The latter includes $17,000,000 paid of public 
debt; leaving actual expenses $66,000,000. The 
War Department, alone, for the year 1859, cost 
$23,635,820 94; more than double the whole cx- 
penses of the Government in 1800. 

Extravagance leads to profligacy and corrup- 
tion, and will, if continued in the way it has com- 
menced here, soon cause the destruction of the 
Government, or make it not worthy of preserva- 


tion. To lop off existing abuses, roll back this | 


flood-tide of extravagance and corruption, and 
once more restore the Government to its pristine 
purity, simplicity, ang cconomy, would be a task 
more difficult, it may be, but certainly.far more 
honorable and glorious, than was that of cleansing 
the Augean stables which is preserved in story as 
one of the superhuman labors of Hercules. 
What would a prudent individual do, under like 
circumstances, in the management of his private 
affairs? Would he not cast about him to see what 
expenses he could curtail, and commence the prac- 
tice of the most rigid system of economy? ‘The 


honorable gentleman, however, rather sneers at | 


the idea of retrenchment and cconomy, and says: 

“Phe Seerctaries have made economy their ‘particular 
vanity. They beat Congress; and the Navy is to rot, the 
public buildings are to stop halfway up,and the mail ser- 
„vice be crippiedand put upon crutches, lest additional de- 
mands are created upon the Treasury.?? 

Jadmire the gentleman’s frankness in this. He 
does not follow the example of most of his party, 
who, after voting to cut off the public lands as a 


lions of dollars for internal improvements, and to 
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source of fature revenue, and to appropriate mil- f 
i 


| that any party which would afford protection 


build marble palaces for custom-houses, post 
offices, and court-houses, and seldom ever voting 
against any private claim, no matter how un- 
founded, or against any scheme to deplete the 
public Treasury, yet clamor most loudly against 
the extravagance ‘of the present Administration. 
Tar be it from me to desire to acquit this Admin- 
istration of its due share of responsibility for the 
increased public expenditure. At the same time, 
it is due to truth to say, that this increase. has 
been going on under all Administrations. At first, 
this was slow and gradual;:but of late it has gone 
on with wonderful rapidity. Where lies the.chief 
responsibility for these wasteful:expenditures it 
is not difficult to determine, gince not one dollar 
can:be taken from the Treasury and expended 
without the authority of an act of Congress. It | 
is the sheerest hypocrisy, then, in the Opposition 
to charge the whole blame on the Administration, 
when they have themselves, as the Journals show, | 
with prodigal hands, scattered the public money 
in every direction and for almost every conceiv- 
able object. If the revenues of the Government || 
were raised by direct instead of indirect taxation, 
the people would scrutinize more closely the man- 
ner in which they were expended. From the man- | 
ner in which the Republicans usually vote on all 
questions involving the appropriation of money, 
it really seems as if they designed to swell the cx- 
penditures of the Government so highly as to 
create’ the necessity for the imposition’ of higher 
duties. ; 
Strenuous efforts were made at the last session 
of Congress to increase. the tariff. Immediate 
action was then demanded. We were told that the 
necessities of the Government required it; that the 
tariff of 1857 had proved to be a failure; that the 
imports had so fallen off, and the receipts into the 
Treasury had been so greatly reduced, that the 
Government would become bankrupt; besides, that 
distress and ruin had already overtaken the manu- 
facturers and the commercial men of the country. 
Circumstances seemed to favor their designs, 
The President, with his potent influence, was aid- 
ing them, and therefore the protectionists seemed 
confident of success. In vain was it argued that 
the falling off in the imports and in the receipts 
had been occasioned by the late monetary revul- 
sion in Europe, which had extended also to this 
country. In vain was it urged that the tariff of 
1857 had not yet had a fair trial. Rather than 
fail, the tariff men seemed resolved on defeating 
every appropriation bill, and thus stopping the 
wheels of Government. Those who were here 
will well remember how persistently they voted 
not only against the appropriation bills, but also 
against any loan or Treasury note bill, to supply 
the temporary wants of the Government. Down 
to the closing hours of that Congress, this obsti- 
nate determination was manifested by them. And 
somewhat of this disposition has been exhibited 
at this session; for it will be recollected that Hon. 
Mr. Camppexy, oneof the leaders in this contest, 
gave this House formal notice that he and his 
friends would oppose the passage of any other 
appropriation bill until this of the tariff had been 
acted on. | 
Not content with pursuing this revolutionary | 
course, other means have been employed. One 
member from Pennsylvania, at the last session, 
proclaimed here that the vote of that great State 
could never be secured by any party which would 
not give protection for the sake of protection to the 
coal and iron interest. This public declaration 
of one of her Representatives evidently implied 


for the sake of protection might rely on the vote 
of that renowned old Commonweayh. And an- 
other member from that Stateyat the commence- 
ment of this session, declared, that if we would 
only yield to their demand for more protection to 
coal and iron, lic, at least, was ready to sever his 
connection with the Republican party. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what does all this sig- 
nify? An important presidential election is near 
at hand. Pennsylvania, it is believed by many, 
holds in her hands the control of that clection, 
Her vote is promised to that party which will 
draw the largest amount of money from the peo- 
ple, and transfer it to the pockets of her manufac- 


-b 


turers. In the glowing pages of Gibbon we read 
that, when public and private virtue and true pa- 


triotism had become extinct:at Rome, and liberty 
itself had sought a more.congenial dwelling~place, 
faraway from thecorruptions of thatimperial citys 
that-Empire, the then mistress of the world, was 
put.up and sold to the highest bidder. Onc by,one 
the. bids were made, until, ‘at last, he who offered 
the highest price was declared to be the purchaser, 
and was. duly, installed as: Empéror of Rome. 


| Have we so far degenerated that thé chief honors 


of this great Republic; and the céntrol of its des: 
tinies, are algo. to be offered to the highest bid- 
der” Sir, it is unworthy of Pennsylvania; andl 
do not believe she has authorized her Represent- 
atives here even to intimate that her vote can be 
influenced by any such unpatriotic and sordidly 
selfish considerations. tee ; 

Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman fiom 
Vermont, [Mr. Morritz,] and all who have thus 
far spoken in favor of this bill, openly advocate 
protection for the sake of protection. It seems, 
indeed, strange that at this enlightened day the 
principles of protection should find any advocates 
here. I can only account for it from the fact, ad~ 
mitted by the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Frorznce] the other day, that the 
tariff question was no longer a financial, but a sec- 
tional question.: ‘The gentleman well knows that 
while the chief burdens will fall on the South, his 
constituents will be benefited by a high protective 
tariff: No wonder, then, that self-interest. has 
blinded his clear understanding, and made him-so 
earnest an advocate of the protective policy, 

England early adopted this narrow, restrictive 
policy of protection. Not only did she attempt 
to exclude from all her dominions the products of 
other countries, unless carried in her own ships, 
but heavy duties were also laid on allarticles she 
imported, and many were cntircly excluded. Her 
bad example was but too closely followed here. 
Asifina spirit of retaliation, we, too, adopted mav- 
igation laws, imposing restrictions upon'her ship- 
ping and her manufactures. ` 

For the purpose; too, of protecting her agricul- 
tural interests, England had for centuries, by her 
oppressive restrictions, almost entirely excluded 
the introduction of corn and other provisions into 
her dominions, Her. toiling millions had long 
groaned under the burdens imposed upon them 
by these rigorous laws. Living on scanty food, 
receiving low wages, and enjoying few of the com- 
forts of life, her laboring classes had but little to 
cheer them; but far below them were many others, 
half clad and half famished, who could only hope 
to escape starvation by gaining admission into the 
poor-houses. Her trade and commerce too were 
declining, and-her revenue was diminishing year 
by year, and general decay seemed visible in every 
branch of her industria! pursuits; but.stillno prime 
minister had beén found bold enough to propose 
the abandonment of. this her ancient exclusive 
policy, until Sir Robert Peel, long the leader of the 
protectionists, was inspired with the noble cour- 
age to sever the party ties which had hitherto 
bound him, and to stand forth the eloquent cham- 
pion of free trade. Itis impossible, even at this 
distance of time, to read without emotion the last 
great specch of this distinguished British states- 
man, in which he avowed his change of opinion 
on the subject of protection. To him England 
and the world were chiefly indebted for the repeal 
of the corn laws, and the inauguration of that sys- 
tem of commercial freedom:the benign influences 
of which have been felt to some extent in every 
corner of the civilized world. 

I was proud to see, at the last session of Con- 
gress, so large a number of the Representatives of 
the great and growing West taking their stands 
firmly against a higher tariff. If they would not 
check the growth and prosperity of their section 
of the Union, letthem stand shoulder to shoulder 
with us of the South in resisting every attempt 
which may be made, no matter under what plaus- 
to impose additional taxation upon 
the people. Their fertile fields can supply the 
world with grain; but they require, no less than 
the cotton planters of the South and other pro- 
ducers, that commerce shall be unfettered; that 
they may have a fair field for the exchange of their 
agricultural products for those of other countries; 
that they may be permitted to buy at the cheapest 
and sell at the dearest market. Look at the rapid 
increase in value of our exports of grain; and-this 


ible pretext, 
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has-been chiefly furnished by the West.. From 
1844 to June 30, 1857, inclusive--being fourteen 
years—our exports of breadstuffs and provisions 
amounted. to an average per annum of over 
$40,000,000, while for the fourteen preceding 
years they amounted to only about $13,009,060 
per annum. Sk 

-The honorable gentleman from Vermont en- 
deavors to ridicule the doctrines of free trade. He | 
is:pleased to-call it ‘ the poetry of legislation—a 
sunlit theory.” It can well withstand all such 
assaults. ‘The principles of free trade have been 
approved by the ablest statesmen and public econ- 
omists in the world; by such men as Jeremy 
Bentham, Adam Smith, and Sir RobertPeel. They 
have made their way to popular favor by slow 
and gradual steps; causing all the harriers of an- 
cient prejudice to crumble before them. Though 
sternly opposed by those interested.in maintain- 
ing the system of protection, and despite the fore- 
bodings of ruin and disaster which were to follow, 
these principles were partially adopted by England 
years ago, and their success has vindicated the 
wisdom of those who first incorporated them into 
her legislation. Absolute and entire free trade has 
not.been attempted as yet cither here or in Eng- 
land; though in the latter, the principle of protec- 
tion has, I believe, been entirely abandoned, and 
in both advances have been made in'the direction 
of free trade. And surely it cannot be that either 
will abandon the vantage ground which they have 
gained afterso longa struggle, and that, too, when 
the benefits of the partial experiment have been 
so marked, so unmistakable. 

‘Witness the beneficial effects of the reciprocity 
treaty with England. In 1852, before this treaty 
went. into operation, our exports to Canada 
amounted to about $10,000,000, and our imports 
therefrom $6,000,000. In 1854, our exports were 
$24,000,000, and imports about $9,000,000. In 
1859, our exports were $28,000,000, and our im- 
ports $19,000,000. . 

The tariff of 1857 was passed by an overwhelm- 
ing majority in both Houses of Congress, and 
was received with favor in nearly every part of 
the country, but especially by the manufacturers 
of New England. Why, then, repeal it? We 
are told by the able Secretary of the Treasury that, 
without some extraordinary ded aaa be- 
yond the estimates, there will. be a surplus in 
the Treasury on the 30th June of this year and 
of the next. The manufacturers themselves, it 
would seem to me, will consult their own best im- 
terest by opposing these frequent changes of our 
revenue laws. he honorable gentleman [Mr. 
Morrit1] says that stability is what is needed; 
and yet, with strange inconsistency, he urges, in 
the same breath, the repeal of the present Igw; and 
that, too, before it has been hardly three years on 
the statute-book. Inthe comparatively few ycars 
of our existence as an independent Government, 
we have already had, I believe, no fewer than six- 
teen different tariff laws. Surely, itis time now 
to. pause until the present, at least, has had a fair 
trial. But the clamor comes up*principally from 
Pennsylvania. She demands more protection for 
her coal and iron. These are articles used ex- 
tensively by the manufacturers themsel ves, as well 
as by the farmers and the mechanics. Why, then, 
should these, and nearly every other class, be 
made to suffer,and bear the burden of heavy tax- 
ation merely for the benefit of the few engaged in 
the coal and iron business? I do not believe New 
England can desire it, or that her Representatives 
would support any such proposition now, except 
for the sake of party expediency. 

That this tariff is highly protective cannot be 
denied. But it isan improvement on that of 1846, 
and not’ even to be compared with that odious 
protective tariff of 1842. The chief objection to 


the present law is the extensive free list. This | 


makes it operate partially, while all taxes ought 
to be uniform, It was a concession to the man- 
ufacturers, and chiefly for thcir benefit, that this 
free list was made so large. During the last year 
nearly $100,000,000 of the imports paid no duty; 
and these were articles used principally by the 
manufacturers. Still, not satisfied, it is now pro- 
posed by this bill to extend this free list. Why | 
should such articles as are used by the manu- | 
facturers exclusively pay no duty, while sugar 


and salt, and every article used by the poor, and 


| in fact by all classes, should pay heavy daties. In 


the able report of Mr. Borce, on free trade, itis 
stated that the consumers in the United, States of 
the articles of sugar, cotton, woolen and iron 
manufactures alone, paid in the year 1856 the sum 
of about $40,000,000, and in 1846: not less than 
$50,000,000, as the enhanced price of these arti- 
cles, over what they would have cost had no duty’ 
been charged on them... : 

Would it not tend to bring discredit upon pop- 
ular‘and free institutions, should this Republic, 
instead of taking the lead in the race for commer- 
cial freedom, as she ought to do, return to the 
exploded system of protection? The monarchies 
of the Old World arg abandoning these antiquated 
notions of monopoly and restriction, and are now 
opening wide their ports to the commerce and free 
exchanges of the world. Look at England and 
France, those ancient rivals, striving for years, 
yea centuries, to injure each other; by opposing 
barriers in the way of reciprocal trade and com- 
merce. Now, they are removing all obstacles to 
the free interchange of their surplus products and 
manufactures, and are both setting out on a new 
career of greatness and prosperity. All honor to 
the rulers of those two ancient and renowned 
kingdoms, for the boldness with which they-have 
taken their stand on the side of free trade. 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Morris] spoke of the act of 1842 as one of 
the most patriotic that was ever passed by Con- 
gress. Its repeal, he declared, was an act of per- 
fidy and treason to the best interests of the coun- 
try; and that the passage of this bill could alone 
repair the mischief entailed on the nation by the 
repeal of that law, It would be no difficult task 
to show the disastrous effects of that protective 
tariff upon the trade, the commerce, and the agri- 
cultural interest of this country. 

Under the tariff of 1842, the average of duties ac- 
cumulated to forty-one per cent., about double 
what they had been prior to its passage. The 
duties on cotton goods were from thirty ta one 
hundred and sixty per cent.; on cotton bagging, 
from fifty-five to one hundred and twenty-three 
per cent.; on coarse woolens, from forty-two to 
one hundred per cent, ; salt, at least seventy-seven 
per cent.; iron, from thirty-five to one hundred 
and sixteen per cent. The coarse fabrics of cot- 
ton or woolen, worn by the poor, were taxed five 
times as high in proportion to their value as those 
worn by the rich;and yet that gentleman pro- 
nounecs this one of the most patriotic acts ever 
passed by Congress. Half the revenues under the 
act of 1842 were collected under the minimum and 
specific duties; and the duties were so high on 
many articles asto prohibit their importation, and 
consequently furnished no revenue to support the 
Government. 

The rapid inercase in the imports and exports 
of the country imder the tariff of 1846 showed its 
advantages over that of the previous high tariff. 
Take the amount of iron imported wider the tariff 
of 1842. Thetotalamount of imports of iron from 
Ist October, 1842, to 30th November, 1846, (four 
yearsand two months,) $26,358,479; duties collect- 
ed in the four years and two months, $10,970,906. 
Under the tariff of 1846, from Ist December, 1846, 
to June 30, 1848, (one year and seven months,) 
$18,196,281; duties, $5,426,739. Sec the vast in- 
crease in the imports of wines, brandies, &c., (un- 
der the tariff of 1842,) for the year 1844, $852,738; 
under the tariff of 1846, for the year ending 30th 
June, 1847, $3,959,061. 

In the ten years, from 1847 to 1857, our imports, 
exports, and tonnage have each more than doubled; 
showing a wonderful increase in the commerce, 
products, anqwealth ofthe country, notwithstand- 
ing the disastrous effects which the gentleman 
would have us believe had followed the repeal of 
the high tariff of 1842. 

The honorable gentleman [Mr. Morrii1.] who 
reported this bill says that the specific duties are 
intended mainly as a change of form, and not to 
increase the amount of the duty paid. The spe- 
cific duty proposed on bay-iron is fifteen dollars 
per ton. The amountof revenue on this one item, 
not embracing any other of the various kinds of 
iron, will exceed that collected under the present 
law, upon the amount of importations of last 
year, the sum of $424,000. Upon railroad tron 
the difference would amount to over $300,000. On 


| complex, as well as deceptious, 


| do itin an operand manly manner. 


cotton goods would amount. to. over $1,000,000. 
And yet the honorable. gentleman says it was 
merely intended as a change of form! 

Look at the railroads now in operation in the 
United States—-over twenty-four thousand miles— 
and consider that over five hundred million dol- 
lars have been expended in their construction. Is 
not this important interest also to be looked after? 
Will you, by high duties, cripple your trade and 
diminish the quantity of imports as well as of ex- 
ports, and consequently of freights, or will you 
not rather, by low duties, cncourage the trans- 
portation of the products of the soil and of man- 
ufactures, by opening up the highways and re- 
moving all barriers in the way of the frce inter- 
change of commodities? All over the southern 
States, and particularly inmy own, a spiritis being 
awakened in favor of internal improvements. 
Thousands of miles of railroads have already been 
projected, and are now under contract; and it is 
unjust, it is ruinous, to impose higher duties on 
railroad iron. Is it not enough that for every 
mile of railroad which may be constructed, over 
one thousand dollars have now. to be paid to the 
iron manufacturers of this country? Can gen- 
tlemen be so blind as to believe that the mechan- 
ics and agriculturists of this country will be 
content to pay to the manufacturers more than 
twenty-four dollars of their honest earnings out 
of every $100 expended in the purchase of iron? 
Ought this not-to satisfy even the cupidity of the 
manufacturers themselves? The wonder only is 
that the great body of the freemen of this country 
do not rise in their mightand demand areduction, 
instead of submitting to an increase, of the pres- 
entrates. Under the present bill it is proposed 
to levy a duty which will amount to not less than 
$1,600 per mile, or, for the eight thousand miles 
now projected in the southern States, not less 
than $12,000,000. 

We are urged to return to specific, in lieu of 
ad valorem duties, in vurder to prevent. frauds and 
undervaluations. That these frauds may be prac- 
ticed, to some extent, is no doubt true; but how 
many laws are there that are not violated? The 
laws are now very stringent, and if they are now 
violated, with all the. safeguards and penalties 
now provided, may they not be still more under 
higher duties, where there will be such induce- 
ment to engage in smuggling? Specific duties 
are odious to our people. They regard them, and 
not without reason, as a cunning device to cheat 
them; an expedient for increasing their burdens. 

It is admitted that specific duties may be so 
low that the taxation would not thereby be in- 
creased. But was there ever yet a specific duty 
laid.in any previous tariff bill which was not in- 
tended, and did not have the effect, to increase 
the duty. It is apparent that one of the objects 
proposed by the specific duty on iron and other 
articles is to increase the duties and afford more 
protection. Between the two, the advantages are 
altogether in favor of the ad valorem over the spe- 
cific duties. The one pays the duty according to 
the actual value; the other, according to an as- 
sumed or false value. The one is plain; the other 
A specific duty 
of fifteen dollars per ton on iron may not to-day 
execed thirty per cent.; while in a month or a 
year, by the fall of prices abroad, the duty may 
amount to sixty per cent, 

Specific duties do very well in those Govern- 
ments where every expedient is resorted to to pro- 
cure money from the people; where their expend- 
itures are upon a gigantic scale, and a certain 
amount is absolutely necessary to preserve the 
public faith and credit. But they are wholly un- 
suited to the genius of our people. If, then, you 
design levying additional taxes on the people, and 
that solely for the benefit of the manufacturers, 
But do not 
resort to this insidious plan, in order to disguise 
from them the amount of taxes which they pay. 
Practice no such fraud upon them, if you desire 
to preserve their attachment for the Government. 
The laws ought all to be so plain and simple that 
they may be comprehended by every individual, 
even of the commonest understanding. ‘This, if 
there was no other, would be a serious objection 
to the proposed bill. Indirect taxation is at best 
a contrivance to tax the people, and, at the same’ 
time, keep them in ignorance of the amount that 
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is levied upon them. The people know that they 
ay the taxes which go into the public Treasury; 

Pin how, when, and on what articles, few ever 

inguire. Even when duties are the highest ‘an 

invisible tax-gatherer’’ collects the taxes, and_it 
is only by degrees they are made aware of its 
blighting effects. lf, instead of this indirect mode,” 

_ the common tax-gatherer should go and demand 
of every man, for each hundred dollars’ worth of 
cotton or woolen goods, sugar, salt, or iron, he 
may have bought, twenty-four dollars, to be 
handed over as a bounty to the manufacturers, 
wliat would be thought of such a demand? And 
yet this is the amount of tribute now levied on the 
consumers for that favored class, and still they 
clamor for more. 

The people whom I have the honor ta repre- 
sent do not object to bear their full share of the 
taxation necessary to’support this Government. 
With few exceptions, they prefer the present mode 
of raising revenue to direct taxation. They are 
uso willing for the manufacturers to derive all 
the bencfits which may accrue to them from the 
incidental protection afforded under a revenue 
tariff; but they are not content to be taxed beyond 
what the wants of the Government may require, 
merely for the protection of the ironmongers and 
manufacturers of the North; nor for the support 
of the thousand and one cormorants who feed and 
fatten on the public spoils; nor are they willing to 
contribute, of their hard earnings, the means to 
build marble palaces for custom-houses, court- 
houses, post offices, and Jight-houses, where none 
are needed; nor to pay New England seamen for 
catching codfish; nor for the support of a large 
standing Army in time of peace, when every sol- 
dicer costs the Government over one thousand dol- 
lars; nor to pay millions for printing and publish- 
ing costly books which few can get and none ever 
read, 

The honorable gentleman says, (quoting the 
remark of Lord Londonderry, an English noble- 
man,) the South has always ‘ exhibited an igno- 
rant impatience of taxation.’’? The taxing power 
has always been viewed with jealousy by every 
free people. lt was one of the principles we de- 
rived from the mother country along with Magna 
Charta, that taxation without consent was tyran- 
ny. This was onc of the complaints set out in the 
Declaration of Independence: ‘ He has imposed 
heavy taxes upon us without our consent.” Since 
the foundation of this Government the taxes have 
always been most unequally imposed. While one 


section has contributed much the largest share of | 


revenue, it has received back but little in the way 
of appropriations; while it has been a heavy bur- 
den to the one, it has been a bounty to the other. 
Under the high protective tariff laws of 1816, 
1824, 1828, and 1842, the South was borne down 
by most onerous taxation. No free people of 
the same intelligence and spirit ever submitted 
to such unjust and oppressive legislation. Had 
the same been imposed by a monarch, he would 
have shared the fate of Charles L, of England: 


“the block would have drunk bis gore and his j 


head have soddened in the sun.” 
But it seems that the doctrines of passive obe- 
dience and unconditional submission, which never 


have found any foothold in old England since the |i 
days of the Stuarts, have becn inculeated andare | 
now flourishing here in full vigor. Even to spcalk | 


of causes which would justify resistance to this 
Government is regarded by some as little better 


than treason. The past forbearance of the South | 
encourages a continuance of the same system of | 
gentlemen; | 
pass this odious protective tariff bill; legalize the | 
We are in a small minor- | 
ity here, and therefore powerless to protect our | 
constituents. What they may do hereafter I know | 
A long series of insults and injuries have | 
been borne by them. The compact has again and | 
again been broken,and still love of the Union has | 


iniquitous legislation. Go on, then, 


robbery of the South. 
not. 


caused them tosubmit. Heavy burdens, as I said, 


have been imposed upon them against their con- ; j OF I » ant 
|, nation both, are not living to bring to this discus- 


sent and despite their remonstrances; and still the 
old revolutionary fire has shown nospark, no signs 
of vitality. I sometimes almost fear that it has 
gone out forever. God grant that it may not be 
so; and that the example of Hampden, in resist- 
ing the illegal tax on ship money, and of our 
fathers in resisting the illegal though trifling tax of 


|| power. 


threepence per pound on tea, and of all those who 
have periled life and fortune in the cause of lib- 
erty and independence, may not be lost upon the 
South; but thatevery son of hers may so act in 
the future as to prove to the world that they 
“ know their rights, and knowing, dare maintain 
them.” : 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. N. H. SMITH, 
OF NORTIE CAROLINA, 


In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 2, 1860. 


The ILouse being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina, said: ; 

Mr. Craimaan: In the year 1850 we had gath- 
‘ering over our heads a storm not less portentous 
than that which now threatens the peace of this 
country. When Millard Fillmore, who had not 
the confidence of a considcrable number of the ex- 
treme southern States, entered upon the presiden- 
tial office, he encountered obstacles of no ordinary 
difficulty to overcome. By the aid of patriotic 
men of all sections of the country, and of all po- 
litical parties, the pending troublesome questions 
were arranged. California came into the Union. 
The slave trafic in this District of Columbia was 
prohibited. The controversy with Texas was 
adjusted, and Utah and New Mexico organized 
upon plans which promised to secure the perma- 
nent peace and repose of the country upon ques- 
tions of a sectional nature. Although the vote 
upon these various propositions indicated no entire 
concurrence with regard to them all, yet, as a se- 
ries of measures constituting a compromise, this 
country, from one end of it to the other, accepted 
them, and both political parties which met next 
after their adoption—that noble party, sir, with 
which I have always claimed the honor to belong, 
and the Democratic party—declared, in the most 
solemn form to the country, their purpose to abide 
by the measures which constitute the legislation 
of 1850. More than that. He whose name is 
never mentioned without awakening recollections 
ofa patriotism worthy the better days of the Re- 
public, Henry Clay, and other brave men, signed a 
solemn proclamation to the country, in which they 
made known their unalterable purpose to sustain 
for no legislative office, State or Federal, any man 
who was disposed to disturb and uproot the com- 
promise which had been made, and upon which 
| depended the public repose. 

Millard Fillmore’s administration was the only 
Whig Administration that this country has seen; 
and when he retired from the public service he 
| carried with him the meed of his country’s ap- 

roval: “ Well done, good and faithful servant.” 

Jis administration had been firm, yet moderate; 
and when his sun set, it set full-orbed, as it was 
in its meridian splendor, without a spot upon its 
disk or any diminution of its brightness. 

Another party succeeded to the possession of 
Two terms have passed, and we have 
reached a period in our progress in which we 
have the same portentous future before us that 
was before the niinds of the statesmen of 1850. 
We now have a deep-seated excitement and a 
| wide-spread agitation that, perhaps, we may in 
vain look in the past history of this country for 
their parallel. We have heard uttered here upon 
the floor of this House language of crimination 
and recrimination which has pained the heart of 
one entering this House for the first time. Ihave 
listened with deep regret to the expressions of 
menace and defiance uttered by both of the ex- 
treme parties. It but indicates the depth and 
extent of that agitation which now rocks this very 
Union to its center. Sir, well may the heart of 
the patriot quail when he thinks that now these 
great men of the past, of whom Massachusetts 
claims the one and Kentueky the other, and the 


sion their pacific counsels and their healing meas- 
| ures. À : 

Mr. Chairman, we must look at the facts as 
they are. Instead of the language of violence and 
menace, which has been too often indulged in 
upon this floor, we ought, and do, according to 


the theory of our Government, meet here for the, 

purpose of friendly consultation, and ‘with the 

view. of striking out. some. measures of public pole. 
icy that shall redound to the honor, the, well-be- 
ing, and the prosperity of this’ great country, . 
which we all proudly claim to be our home. Now, 

what are the existing subjects of controversy? 

Gentlemen on my right charge that the South has 

been the aggressive party almost from the very or» 
igin of ourGovernment down to this hour; and one: 
gentleman has even brought forward, in the form 

of a specific accusation, a series of, charges, in, 
which we are made to do violence and wrong ta. 
the section of the country which he represents. 

Why is it that we have no peace?. Why is it that . 
these disturbing clements arb still in.our midst? 

In 1820 we had the beginning of this sectional 

strife, which is now upon us in its intensity... , 

But, Mr. Chairman, I preferto go back, for one 
or two moments, to the origin of our Government, 
to its carliest history, to repel a charge which has 
been heralded from one end of this land to the 
other, that the spirit of the Constitution under 
which we live is hostile to the existence of do- 
mestic slavery, and will ultimately subvert and 
destroy it. Itis true, as gentlemen have repeat- 
edly stated inthis discussion, that Virginia ceded 
a magnificent empire on the northwest of the 
Ohio with a knowledge that Congress had passed 
an ordinance forever excluding slavery from any 
portion ofit. But, in this connection, it mustnot 
ne forgotten that Virginia, also, by an act passed 
in December, 1789, consented to the formation of 
the State of Kentucky within her limits, and Ken- 
tucky, as a slaveholding State, was admitted into 
the Union in June, 1792. 

North Carolina, by deed in February, 1790, ex- 
ecuted under an act of her General Assembly of 
December preceding, ceded to the Federal Gore 
ernment that rich territory now represented by 
the ten members from Tennessee; andin securing 
the benefits of the ordinance of 1787, in the fourth 
section of the act, expressly provides, ‘that. no 
regulations made, or to be made by Congress, 
shall tend to emancipate slaves.” . l 

And Georgia, which in 1802 ceded all her ter- 
ritory west tothe Mississippi river, required of, 
Congress, in the treaty which she and the Federal 
commissioners entered into for its transfer, that 
the provisions of the ‘same ordinance, in all ita 
parts, should be extended to the ceded territory, 
“that article only excepted which forbids sla- 
very.” ; 

Now, do not these facts show that, in the earl 
history of our Government, and when its Bound: 
aries were expanding, it was no well-founded 
objection to the acquisition of territory, and the 
formation of future States therefrom to be brought 
into the Union, slavery would be, permanently 
established there? And although it was excluded 
from the whole Northwest, it is planted inerad- 
icably upon the soil of that entire region which 
stretches westward from the Atlantic slaveholding 
States towards the Mississippi. 

When the natton has accepted these cessions, 
and upon these terms, why is it that at this late 
day gentlemen urge, whatever may have been 
the individual opinions of the statesmen of the 
age to which T have referred, that the policy of 
the Government at that time was hostile to the 
existence of slavery, and intended, so far as its 
powers could be exercised, to prohibit it and 
curtail its extension? 

Again, in 1803 we acquired that territory lying 
west of the Mississippi river, known as the Lou- 
isiana purchase, and entered into a distinct and 
solemn covenant with the first Napoleon that the 
inhabitants of the ceded territory should be, as 
soon as practicable, according to the principles of 
the Federal Constitution, admitted into the Union, 
‘with all the rights, advantages, and immunities 
of citizens of the United States; and in the mean | 
time should be maintained and protected in the free 
enjoyment of their liberty, property, and the religion 
which they profess”? 

And when later in 1819, we obtained possession 
of Florida from Spain, it was acquired as slave- 
holding territory—held as such during its terri- 
torial existence, and so ultimately was received 
into the Union. 

Do not these facts and this brief review show 
that if the policy of the early fathers of this Re- 
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public contemplated thé spread of free institutions || 
westward of tht free ‘States, it equally contem- 
plated'the extension of slave institutions westward | 
of the slave States, in their progress onward to 
the barrier of the Pacific ocean? “And while this 
was theif policy, it was almost identically the | 
olicy, of those who adopted the act known as the 
Rtivesari compromise of 1820—that of providing 
for the formation of free States westward to the 
Rocky Mountains and the Pacific, leaving to the 
sétilers south of that line all the rights to which 
they were entitled in the absence of any prohib- 
itory or adverse legislation. It seems as if the, 
history of this Government disclosed the fact that 
they contemplated and intended to carry out, even, 
dowh to 1820, that policy ofa fair and just division 
. of the common territory west of the Mississippi 
> pbetween the two sections that make the Federal 
VUnion. : 

Some gentleman has said that the Missouri com- 
promise was itself an aggression upon the rights 
ofthe northern States. An aggression, to extend 
a-prohibitory act to all the Territories which lie 
north of 360 30', and to leave the others subject to 
all the contingencies which attend the formation 
and establishment of infant political communities. 
And this is all that was done by those who adopt- 
ed the measures of 1820. Slavery is prohibited 
north of 360 30’, without any declaration as to the 
condition of the territory lying southward of that 
line. Well, sir, who were the parties to make the 
compromise line? A recurrence to that portion of 
our history will show that at that time a more dan- 
eerous proposition—one now scarcely advanced 
by any politician—was asserted and attempted to 
be ingrafted into our policy; and that was, thein- 
sertion into the fandamental act for the admission 
of new States a permanent disability to establish 
the institution of slavery there, although there we 
stood face to face with the mostsolemn covenant, by 

. which we had pledged the faith of this nation to 
the Fronch Government to give to Missouri and 
every other part of that territory which we ac- 
quired all the rights which appertain to any other 

State when they come into the Federal Union. 
There was a proposition to restrict and hamper 
her, to introduce Missouri into the Union subject- 
ed to disabilities which do not attach toany other 
State of the Confederacy. 

The history of these proceedings shows that 
the South was not disposed to accept that or any 
přohibitory legislation; and if gentlemen will cx- 
amine, as I have done, the record of the various 
votes which were given while that measure was 
under consideration, and during the session of 
Congress at which it wasultimately adopted, they 
will find the two diverse theories which the Sen- 
ate proposed and which the House proposed; 
that in the House being a peremptory—present 
and prospective—prohibition of slavery within 
the limits of the State of Missouri; and the counter 
proposition in the Senate, ultimately adopted and 
constituting the prohibitory section of the Mis- 
souri compromise, as it is now so well known to 
the country. Coming froma northern Senator, 
offered to the South by the North, that ultimately 
was adopted by a vote which the Journals show 
consists of a larger propotion of northern than of 
southern members. 

While it is true that northern Representatives 
preferred and pressed theiramendment excluding 
slavery from the incoming State, yet when they 
found the Senate unyielding in its opposition, they 
receded, and adopted the restriction in its present 
form by a vote of 134 ayes against 42 noes. In 
this affirmative vote there were 95 northern mem- 
bers and 39 southern; while the negative consisted. 
of 5 northern and 37 southern members. So that 
while the vote of southern Representatives stands | 
nearly equally divided, that of northern is as 95 to 
5. Has the South ever faltered in her efforts to | 
maintain and defend this fair and equitable propa- 
sition, by which we are to take this common prop- 
erty and divide it between us? . I propose to refer 
toa few occasions when the subject came up in the 
two Houses of Congress, with a view of showing | 
that almost. uniformly southern members were for | 
extending the Missouri compromise to the Pacific, 


| on the same amendment, when Judge DoueLas 


| trouble the committee with any further rehearsals 


making it a final settlement of the whole question 
of domestic slavery between the different parts of || 
the Union. i 

On the Sth of February, 1847, Mr. Wilmot ii 


moved an amendment to the three million bill, 
which was then in consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole on the. state of the Union, in the 
following Janguage: © , : 

© And be it further enacted, That ‘there. shall be neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude in any territory in the con- 
tinent of America which shall hereafter be acquired by, or 
annexed to, the United States, except for crines whereof 
the party shall have been duly convicted :. Provided always, 
‘That any person. escaping into such territory from whom 
labor or service is lawfully claimed in any one of the Uni- 
ted States, such fugitive may bẹ lawfully reclaimed and 
conveyed out of said territory to the persons claiming bis 
or her labor or service.” oy 

: oe e | 

This proposition was adopted in the House by 
the following vote: ayes, northern votes, 115; 
southern votes, 1, (from the State of Delaware,) 
—116. Noes, northern votes, 15; southern votes, | 
91—106. The Senate having passed a bill with- 
out any provision of that kind, it came into the 
House, and the same amendment was moved to 
it, with the following result—ayes, northern votes, 
96; southern votes, 1—97. Noes, northern votes, 
21; southern votes, 81—102. ; ? 

This, then, was the manifestation of public 
opinion as far as it could be ascertained from the 
action of members of the House, on the broad 
proposition to exclude slavery from all territory 
that we might thereafter acquire by that war or | 
by purchase. 

In the Senate an amendment was moved to the 

Oregon bill, on the 10th of August, 1848, by Judge | 
DouaG.as, as follows: 
. That the line of 36° 30 of north latitude, known as the 
Missouri compromise line, as defined by the eighth section 
of an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the people of the 
Missouri Territory to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, and for the admission of such State into thes 
Union on an equal footing with. the orginal States, and to 
prohibit slavery in certain Territories,” approved March 
6, 1820, be, and the same is hereby, declared to extend to 
the Pacific ocean ; and the said eighth section, together with 
the compromise therein effected, is hereby revived and 
declared to be in full force and binding for the future organ- 
ization of the Territories of the United States in the same 
sense ahd with the same understanding with which it was 
originally adopted.” 

On that proposition, the votes in’ the Senate 
were—ayes, northern Senators, 7; southern Sen- 
ators, 26—33. Noes, northern Senators, 21; 
southern Senators, none—2]. In the House of 
Representatives, August 11, 1848, on the same 
amendment, the vote stood—ayes, northern mem- 
bers, 4; southern members, 18—82. Noes, north- 
ern members, 120; southern members, ]—121. 
In the Senate, on August 12, 1848, on receding 
from the amendment which the House refused to 
adopt, the vote stood—ayes, northern Senators, 
27; southern Senators, 2—29. Noes, northern 
Senators, none; southern Senators, 25—25. 

Again, in 1850, when the California bill was 
pending before Congress, the vote in the Senate 


had moved in regard to Oregon, was—ayes, north- 
ern Senators, none; southern Senators, 24—24. 
Noes, northern Senators, 29; southern Senators, 
3—32. 

Again, on June 5, 1850, Mr. Chase, of Ohio, 
moved an amendment to the compromise bill, in 
the following words: 

“That nothing herein contained shall be construed as 
authorizing or permitting the introduction of slavery or the 
holding of persons as property within said Territory.” 

On that vote there were—ayes, northern Sena- 
tors, 24; southern Senators, 1—25. Noes, north- 
ern Senatérs, 5; southern Senatgrs, 25—30. Mr. 
Sewarp moved a restriction, in the following 
words: 

“Neither slavery nor involuntary servitnde, otherwise 
than upon conviction for crimes, shall every be allowed in 
cither of said ‘Territories of Utah and New Mexico.” 

On that vote there were—ayes, northern Scna- 
ators, 23; southern Senators, none—23. Noes, 
northern Senators, 6; southern Senators, 27—33. 

I might go over many more votes than those to 
which 1 have referred, but I am aware of the te- | 


dious nature of details like these, and will not 


of them. I have referred to them for the purpose 
of showing that, on the part of the South, we have 
ever offered the olive branch of peace; and we 
offer it here even to-day. It has always been the 
purpose and aim of southern men, without regard 
tò party distinctions, to run outand extend to the 
Pacific ocean that compromise which was cm- 
balmed in the affections of the people of the coun- 


F 


try; who recollected the period when it was adopt- 
ed, and the fierce seétional strifes which it allayed. 

Well,in 1854, a new system of territorial legis- 
lation wasadopted. The Missouri compromise act 
was annulled in the bill providing territorial pov- 
ernments for Kansas and Nebraska; and what- 
ever may be said in regard to the rights of parties, 
Tam willing here to-day to admit that it was an 
unfortunate step-—unfortunate because it has far- 
nished the occasion for the rapid growth of a great 
sectional party, which now confronts us in this 
House and throughout the entire North. But, 
nevertheless, the result was almost forced on the 
country by the fefusal to adopt any system of 
equitable partition of that territory, which we 
owned in common, west of the Mississippi. 
Northern gentlemen said tous: “ Slavery does not 
exist there, and we will never consent that any 
part of that territory shall be pressed by the foot 
of a slave.” We of the South said: You are 


i unwilling to divide it; then Ict us fall back on our 


respective constitutional rights, and let those to 
whom belongs the great duty of deciding ques- 
tions of constitutional law scttle this controversy 
between us.” 

Sir, that was the condition of things after 1854. 
The controversy has been settled. “It has been 
settled, whatever gentlemen may say in regard to 
it, by the highest tribunal known to the laws of 
this land, cither State or Federal. It has been 
decided by two thirds of the nine judges that con- 
stitute the Supreme Court. Scarecly anything 
has transpired during the progress of the present 
excited sectional debate more to be regretted and 
condemned than the violent assaults upon that 
tribunal which is entitled to our respect and con- 
fidence. I have heard gentlemen assign as a 
reason why its decision in the cause referred to 
was not worthy of respect, that it transcended 
the legitimate boundaries of the inquiry before it 
upon the facts as they are presented in the record. 
If those who repudiate its authority will go and 
examine the case, they will find that the record 
in its entirety was before the court. They had 
not the beginning nor the end alone, but every 
part of it. The court was to render its Judgment 
upon the facts as they are there presented, and it 
rendered what, in its opinion, was the rightful one. 
The question of the validity under the Constitu- 
tion of the Missouri compromise restriction was 
itself directly presented to the court. The case 
was twice arrucd—argued with ability and talent 
of the highest order—deliberately considered by 
the court, and the final judgment announced in 
an claborate and able opinion, that finds no-supe- 
rior for learning, research, and Jogic, in the annals 
of our jurisprudence. What was the conclusion 
at which the court arrived? It is this: the chtef 
justice, who delivers the opinion of the court, 
after stating that ‘the Constitution recognizes tho 
right of property of the master in a slave, and 
makes no distinction between that description of 
property and other property owned by a citizen,” 
and that “ the right of property in a slave is dis- 
tinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitu- 
tion,” and that ‘‘no word can be found in the 
Constitution which gives Congress a greater 
power over slave property, or which entitles prop- 
erty of that kind to less protection than property 
of any other description,’ and that ‘the only 
power conferred is the power coupled with the 
duty of guarding and protecting the owner in his 
rights,” announces the result of his reasoning in 
these words: 

‘ Upon these considerations, itis the opinion of the court 
that the act of Congress which prohibited a citizen from 
holding and owning property of this kind in the territory of 
the United States, north of the line therein meutioncd, is 
not warranted by the Constitution, aud is therefore void.”? 

That is the opinion of the court as pronounced 
by the chief justice. I beg the attention of the 
committee to the evidence, which I find in the 
opinion of Justice Wayne, as to the extent the 
opinion was concurred in by the members of the 
couri: 

* Two of the judges, Mr. Justices McLean and Curtis, 
dissent from the opinion of the court. A third, Mr. Justice 
Nelson, gives a separate opinion upon a single point in the 
case, with which £ concur, assuming that the circuitcourt 
had jurisdiction ; but he abstains altogether from express- 
ing any opinion upon the eighth section of the act of 1820, 
Known commonly as the Missouri compromise law, and six 
of us declare that it was unconstitutional.” 


If disputed points of constitutional law are ca- 
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able of being determined, and controversiesgrow- 
ing out of them ever to be brought toa closc; if 
judicial opinions possess any authority, or com- 
mand any respect, it. must be conceded that the 
question of the competency of Congress, under 

_ the Constitution, in providing forms of temporary 
government for the ‘Territories, to deny to nearly 
one half the States not only an equal, but any par- 
ticipation with others in the occupation and use 
of common property, by excluding the labor and 
property by which that occupation would be of 
any practical advantage, or confiscating it when 
removed there, has been authoritatively determ- 
ined against such power. 

- When a grave and great question, such as that 
‘presented in the facts of the Dred Scott case, is 
properly brought before the Supreme Court of 
the United States, a tribunal, by the very terms 
of the Constitution, anvested with the power to 
decide all causes “in law and equity arising under 
this Constitution,” is claborately argued, and ma- 
,turely considered and decided. The interpreta- 
‘tion of the law which sustains and justifies the 
decision must be accepled as correct. 

Whether it involves a question of constitutional 
construction or of alawarising under it, the court 
is constituted, under our system, the final arbiter 
go far as the Federal Government and its depart- 
ments are concerned. In my opinion, Mr, Chair- 
man, most wanton and uncalled for assaults have 
becn made on that tribunal. The distinguished 
gentleman so long voted for by the other side for 
“Speaker [Mr. Sumrman] spoke of it in the city 
of New York in terms of strong condemnation, 
which 1 will not in this presence repeat; and an- 
other gentleman,a member from New York, {Mr. 
Conx1ixG,] took occasion to address to this com- 
mittce an elaborate and able argument to show 
that that court was entitled to no other respect 
than that which any other body of men would be 
entitled to; and that its opinions were binding only 
upon subordinate tribunals and parties litigating 
the questions before the court; and on them onl 
as to the particular subject in dispute. Now, it 
is not thus that Ihave learned to regard that tri- 
bunal and its opinions. They are the constituted 
arbiters of questions of constitutional and statute 
law «Gentlemen from Massachusetts will do well 
to recur to the profound and learned argument 
pronounced in the other end of the Capitol by one 
of ber own Senators, in those days when it was 
not their interest to assail and impair the popular 
confidence in the integrity of the court, and the 
authority and weight of its adjudications. 

IT will read an extract from the specch of Mr. 
Webster made in the Senate of the United States, 
in reply to Mr. Hayne: : 

« But sir, the people bave wisely provided, in the Consti- 
tution itself, a proper suitable mode and tribunal for settling 
questions of constitutional law. There are inthe Constitu- 
tion grants of powers to Congress, and res rictions on those 
pow 5 the States. Some 
autho 
mate 


restrictions, and prohibiti 
£ pointed out, ordained, and established that 
authority. How has itaccompltished this great and essential 
end? By declaring that (the Constitution and the laws of 
the United States, made in pursuance thereof, shalt be the 
supreme law af the lavd, anything in the Constitution or 
of any State to the contrary notwithstanding.’ ‘This 
was the first great step. By this, the supremacy of the 
Constitution and Jaws of the United States is decla 
peopto so will it. No State law is to be valid which comes 
in confliet with the Constitution or any law of the United 
States. But who shall decide this question of interference ? 
Po whom lies the last appeal. This the Constitution itself 
decides also by declaring that ‘the judicial power shali ex- 
tend to all eases arising under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States.” These two propositions cover the whole 
ground. ‘Theyare in truth the keystone of the arch. With 
these it isa Constitution; without them, it isa Confed- 
eracy.” 

Again, in the argument which he addressed to 
the Senate, in reply to Mr. Calhoun, in 1833, he 
suins up the conclusions to which his argument 
carried him; and the following is one of them: 


<3, ‘Phat there is a supreme law, consisting of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, acts of Congress passed in 
pursuance of it, and treaties; and that, in cases pot capa- 
bie of uming the character of a suit in law or equity, 
Coygress must jn of, and finally interpret, this supreme 
ten as it has oecasion to pass acts of le ation; 
es capable of assuming, and actually ass ming, 
cter of a suit, tne Supreme Court of the Unites 
State he final interpreter.” 


Mr. Chairman, we had some other declarations |! 
to the same effect from the court of the State of ij 


‘chusetts, to the effect that that act was beyond 


| the courts, so essential to the public peace and 


| from the heart of the people this sentiment of rev- 


i stroy the safeguards which are now provided for 
| the liberties and rights of the people. 


| have no disposition to detain the committee un- 


Massachusetts, which I take occasion to. say com- 
mands as much respect for its decisions. as any 
other tribunal: in this land, if not more, in the 
courts of North Carolina, where. it has. been my 
privilege to practice my profession, In Simms’s 
case, decided in 1851, reported in 7 Cushing, the 
court, after declaring that the act of 1850 was 
constitutional to the same extent as the act of 1793, 
and after citing various authorities, State and Fed- 
eral, including. some from the State of Massa- 


question within the competency of: Congress to 
enact, finally announces this as indicative of the 
respect which, in thcir judgment, was due to the 
decision of the Supreme Court: 

“The principle of adhering to judicial precedent, espe- 
cially that of the Supreme Court of the United States, ina 
case depending upon the Constitution and laws of the Uni- 
ted States, and thus placed within their special and final ju- 
cisdiction, is absolutely necessary to the peace, union, and bar- 
monious action of the State’ and General Governments. 
The preservation of both, with their full and entire pow- 
ers, each in its proper sphere, was regarded by the framers 
of the Constitution, and has ever sinee been regarded, as 
essential to the peace, order, and prosperity of the United 
States.” : 

AÍ now, sir, why is it that the highest court 
of the United States is no longer regarded, in the 
estimation of gentlemen from the North, with the 
respect which was. once felt for its decisions? 
Whether or not that court possesses the ability 
and learning which distinguished it when presided 
over by Chicf Justice Marshall, yet as a tribunal, 
invested with full and absolute power to determ- 
ine in cases arising Wéfore it questions of consti- 
tutional law, why should it be now so fiercely 
assailed, and the effort to displace it from the pop- 
ular regard so persistently pressed? Itis not dif- 
ficult to suggest the answer. It has been called 
on to decide, and has decided, a question of con- 
stitutional power, the attempt to exercise which 
had aroused and inflamed sectional passions to 
the highest degree. It has withdrawn from the 
arcena of party strife a question upon which a great 
political organization rested. 

But is it true, as insisted on, that decisions of 
the highest court are obligatory only upon sub- |i 
ordinate courts and parties to the litigation before 
it and in this case only so far as the particular 
matter in dispute is concerned? In a larger sense 
are they not binding upon the conscience of any 
man? Such a narrow view of the functions of 
the highest tribunal of a State cannot be a correct 
one. ft would degrade it to the place of a mere 
arbitrator, and render it worthless for any prac- 
tical social good. In the view of the Constitu- 
tion, it has a higher office than simply to dispose 
of personal controversics, and to decide conflict- 
ing claims. These it does; but in doing them it 
accomplishes a higher object. It has a larger 
sphere of duty. It establishes precedents; ascer- 
tains and settles principles; defines rights; determ- 
ines and enforces law. Silently and steadily it 
is building up a great system of jurisprudence 
upon which securely repose the peace and good 
order of society. The mantle of its influcnee |j 
which, like the dews of heaven, fall upon every 
part of the land, is thrown around every interest 
of society, guarding it from violence and wrong, 
and in its bosom each personal and political right 
finds a sure and ample guarantee. This all-per- 
vading sense of the power and majesty of law, as 
recognized and enforced in the adjujlications of 


the security of individual right, inspires the re- 
spect which is felt for their authority and the con- 
fidence with which it is maintained Eradicate |! 


erence for judicial authority and judicial exposi- 
tions of the law, and you have done much to de- 


tie sof | It is adis- |} 
loyal spirit to the institutions of the country. H 
[ find that my time is rapidly passing, and I 


necessarily further on this subject. 

E shall dismiss the topic by expressing my 
hearty concurrence in the tone and sentiment to | 
which my friend, the honorable gentleman from į; 
Tennessce, [Mr. Netsoy,] gave utterance a short | 
lime ago, in the discussion of the Utah polygamy || 
bill. He oxpressed himself thus: 

« Most unquestionably F think, Mr. Speaker, that since į 


“by the only tribunal which is recognized as the final 


ihe decision in the Dred Seott case—-a decision made by 


the higest tribunal in our own country and in. the world; 
i arbiter 
on questions of constitutional Jaw 3a. decision which think 


-was made directly upon the point before the court, and not 


an obiter dictum, as arguments in various parts of the, coun- 
try have assumed-—t say, sir, upon that decision, that Thold 


'Congresa has no power to interfere with the institution of 


‘slavery inthe Territories; because that institution isrécog- 
nized, in some form or other,in three different places in the 
Constitution : first, in the provision asto the rendition of fu- 
gitives from labor; secondly, inthe representation founded 
upon the ownership of slaves ; and thirdly, the recognition 
of the African slave trade; and the. power vested*in Con- 
gress to abolish it. Believing: that it is the duty-of every 
good citizen—every truly patriotic: man—to yield a ready 
Obedience to the decisions of the highest ‘tribunal of the 
lana, I think we ought all to be content with the announce- 
ment that has been made there as to what isthe law—-what 
are our constitutional rights—what are our respective du- 
ties on the subject. I ain satisfied with it- The learning, 
the integrity, the independence, of that. exalted tribunal, 
which could have had no motive under heaven to mislead 
it, showd command the confidence and respect of thé whole 
country ; and every law-abiding man who reflects that there 
must be some point at which litigation is to cease, some 
period when strife must terminate, ought to be satisfied with 
it. es 


Well, sir, at last what is to become of this con- 


-troversy? Will enactments still be pressed and 


passed in opposition to the decision of that tribu- 
nal? Do not.gentlemen of the North know. that 


‘the same judicial power which defeated the op- 


eration of ‘the act of 1820 will declare it null and 
voidin every other case which arises undersimilar 
acts passed by this Legislature? What, then, is 
to be accomplished by such a course? Why is 
it that gentlemen will press upon the attention of 
the. country,the necessity of incorporating into 
our territorial legislation that interdict which the 
highest tribunal of this land has declared to be- 
unauthorized by the Constitution, and absolutely 
null if put in the form of law? Why will they 
not return, as I invoke them from every part of 
the country to do, to the same peaceful measures 
which in 1850allaycd the then rising storm? Why 
cannot we agree to leave that question to the silent 
opinion and operation of agencies which brought 
it about. . ' 

Sir, we legislated in reference to the Territory 
of Washington in 1853. One of the last acts of 
the administration of Millard Fillmore was to 
sign a bill organizing the territorial government 
of Washington. There was no provision upon 
the subject of slavery in that bill. Why can we 
not now organize territorial governments without 
any action for or against the institution of slavery 
in their organic act? True, we of the South en- 


| tortain the opinion that under the ægis of our Con- 


stitution we may carry our property there, and 
hold it thereunder the guarantees:which that Con- 
stitution affords. And when gentlemen ask me 
how I can carry into a common Territory prop- 
erty which is controlled under the laws of a State 
where I live, letme ask, iu reply, by what tenure 
we carry it upon the broad ocean, beyond -the 
jurisdiction of a State? Do our slaves cease to 
be slaves when they pass upon a ship beyond the 
jurisdiction of the State under whose laws they 
arc held? By what saw are they there retained 
as slaves, except by the law of property which 
exists in the State where they were held previous 
to their removal, and which follows them where 
ever they go, until they come in conflict with 
some prohibitory legislation in some other part of 


j the country. 


But, gentlemen ask, what serics of laws will 
you carry there? Will you carry the slave sys- 
tem of North Carolina, or of Alabama, or of any 
other State? We carry there but the result of 
those laws. We retain the rights which, under 


| those laws, vested in the owner of property. We 


carry no local laws with us, but we carry prop- 
erty; and for the simple reason that the Constitu- 
tion, which permits free and slave States to. co- 
exist under it, will let slavery and freedom exist 
together in a common Territory, over which that 
Constitution overspreads and extends an indis- 
criminating, protecting hand; because the Con- 
stitution, which recognizes the existence of sla- 
very in the States which establish and maintain 
it, will not destroy, nor permit to be destroyed, 
the same rights of property, when the owner goes 
with that property into a Territory in which he 
encounters no hostile or prohibiting law. 

But whatever differences may exist as to the 
validity of this asserted right, still, why may we 
nol abandon an unprofitable and exciting agita- 
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tion about the unimportant question whether sla- 
very shall or. shall not exist upon. the soil of the 
common. territory during the brief space between 
the first organization ofa territorial government 
-And its Introduction as anew member into the sis- 
terhood of States. The life of a territorial govern- 
‘ment is short before it emerges into a sovercign 
State and acquires all the rights of one. “While 
the South cannot acquicsce in an act, on. the part of 
the Congress of the United States, affecting her 
dignity as well as impairing her equal rights, 
“and which places her in a position of inferiority 
and degradation; and while she claims her consti- 
tutional rights, as expounded and declared by the 
only tribunal whose determinations are binding 
upon all parts of this Confederacy, surely gentle- 
men will not hazard the existence of this Repub- 
lic by pressing upon the.country questions of the 
slightest import at best, to them, but which arc 
rocking to its foundations the whole fabric of our 
Government. j ` 
How much cause the non-slaveholding States 
would have had for complaint, had they‘ con- 
sented, as they were repeatedly urged to do, and 
not refused, to extend the Missouri line to the 
Pacific océan, through the entire public domain, 
and thus allowed the formation of embryo com- 
munities with institutions assimilated to those of 
the different States, will be apparent from the 
statement which J hold in my hand and will sub- 
mit to the committee. Itexhibits, in square miles, 
the extent of the territorial possessions held by 
the Government in the year 1850, with reference 
to the parallel of 360 30’ north latitude. 


Area of territory in 1850 in square miles. 

North of 36° 30: 
1. Oregon comprised within the parallels of 42° 
and 49° and the Rocky Mountains and the 


Pacific OCCAN. .cccceee caceeeseeeee eee rere 341,463 
Q. Territory bounded by forty-ninth parallel, Mis- 

sissippi river, Towa, and Rocky Mountains.. 723,248 
3. Wisconsin territory, between State of Wiscon- 

sin, Mississippi river, and residue of the old 

Northwest Herritory ..eseeee cere eee sees sess 22,336 
4, Indian territory west of Missourland Arkansas, . 

and south of Platte river... seaceeceees 190,505 


. Territory in California and New Mexico, west 
of Rio Grande to its SOUFCC.. ccc ee eee ences 321,695 


te 


South of 362 3V: 
1. Indian territory as before... cece eeeen ieee 
2, Territory in Califoruia and New Mexico...... 204,983 


I have no language of menace to use in regard 
tothe future, 1, with every member of this body, 
have taken a solemn obligation to abide by the 
Constitution of the United States, and it will be 
my privilege, as long as I maintain a position on 
this floor, to endeavor to discharge, under that 
Constitution, every duty that I owe, not merely 
to my own State and constituents, but to every 
part of this wide Confederacy. Protection this 
Government must afford to great and various in- 
terests. And why will not the people of the 
country withdraw their minds from the agitation 
of issues which produce only the bitter fruit of 
sectional excitement? Why will they not turn 
their attention to the improvement of the country 
and the benefit of the white race, which we all, 
from the North and from the South, have-cqually 


at heart, and leave these States where slavery docs | 


exist as an institution to expand with the expan- 
sion of free States, inorder that there may be some 
equilibrium preserved in the future growth of the 
nation; and that each may be deprived of the 
means of doing irreparable harm and injury to 
the other? 

Sir, when I look at the history of my own 
State, I feel proud that I am permitted to speak 
her views on this floor to-day. Before these 
States declared their independence, some_of our 
people met and took that fearful step. In 1775 
a part of the people of that State solemnly de- 
clared their cternal separation from the crown of 


Great Britain. Liberty has always been cher- || 


ished among her people. Her constitution itself 
was brought into existence in the first year of the 
revolutionary war, and was cradled amidst the 
rough rockings of that tempestuous time. Jeal- 
ous of the rights whose conquest had drenched 
her soil in blood, and reluctant to surrender any 
portion of the attributes of an independent sov- 


ereignty, North Carolina hesitated, and was the 
last but one of the original thirteen to enter the 
Federal Union. But she did take upon herself 
the obligations of the Federal Constitution and 
plight her maiden faith, freely, to the mainten- 
ance of each-and all of its provisions. To that 
Union, fruitful in such unnumbered blessings, 
her devotion and love have been steadfast and 
unwavering. She will be true to the vows of her 
outh. She now calls upon her sister States of 
the North, advanced to greatness and power and 
holding the destinies of the nation in their hands, 
and bound by the same solemn covenants that 
rest upon her, to be faithful to the compact which 
makes us one ‘people, and to rescue the Republic 
from surrounding perils. Thus shall this Union, 
the offspring of a common necessity and teem- 
ing with the memorials of a self-sacrificing pat- 
riotism strewn along the path of progress, resting 
firmly upon the Constitution, the base upon which 
our fathers reared it, be as enduring as our own 
everlasting hills. . 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union~— 

Mr. HALE said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: [ think the Republican party 
has been more misrepresented than any one that 
ever existed in this country or any other, I pro- 
pose to say a few words in regard to what t un- 
derstand to be the principles of that party, to see 
whether they hold any doctrines that are incon- 
sistent with the rights of any pordon of the coun- 
try; any doctrines not held by the fathers of the 
Republic, from the beginning down to the last 
very few years. 

Tho doctrines of the Republican party, as I un- 
derstand them, Mr. Chairman, are, opposition to 
the extension of human slavery and protection to 
American industry. These | believe to be the two 
cardinal principles of that party. Thisis the only 
one we hold on the subject of slavery, except 
those other incidental measures that grow out of 
the opposition to its extension, Weare Spposed 
to taking #200,000,000 from the people for the pur- 
chase of Cuba, and to the acquisition of territory 
from Mexico, forthe extension of the area of hu- 
man bondage. A 

We are also opposed to the reopening of the 
African slave trade. Have not these principles 
been held atall times, by al} parties of the country, 
upalmost to 1854? The North with one voice did 
so. They were also held by the founders of this 
Republic—not alone by those who belonged to the 
free States, but by those who belonged to the slave 
States; by the slaveholders of the country; pa- 
triotic men, who knew and admitted slavery to be 
an evil, which they were willing to do and did all 
in their power to prevent extending, and expected 
and hoped finally to accomplish its overthrow. 
We hold no other principle on that subject than 


| they held. We stand just where they stood; where 


Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Clay, Pinck- 
ney, and other slaveholding fathers and founders 
of the Republic, stood. Is not this true? The 
history of the country shows that beyond any sort 
of doubt. 

Who were the founders of the Missouri com- 
promise line in 1820—that great and beneficent act 
of patriotism? Were they the fanatics of the 
North? No, sir; they were slaveholders of the 
South, with Henry Clay at their head. This 
measure, which gave peace and repose to the 
country, never was attempted to be disturbed, 
either by the North or by the South. On the 
contrary, up to 1854, the South in good faith re- 
garded that compromise as one to be observed 
and kept by them. It is a remarkable fact, Mr. 
Chairman, that our southern brethren never un- 
derstood that they were so degraded and cheated 
by that measure, as they now say they were, and 
never regarded it as a badge of inferiority, as they 
now claim itto have been. Itremained, sir, for a 
Yankee to discover that the South had been so 


“wronged and cheated and insulted-by that com- 


promise measure of 1820. A gentleman from the 
green hills of Vermontgoes to Illinois, studics law, 
comes back to Congress in due time—as he had 
aright to do—and instructs our southern brethren 
as to their rights and dutics, informing them that 
they have been ‘most egregiously wronged by that 
act of 1820; that the men who framed and estab- 
lished it did not know what they were about—did 
not know that they were degrading the power and 
sacrificing the rights of the South. It seems to 
me that this is an imputation on the patriotism 
and wisdom of the men of the South who framed 
that compromise measure, who sustained it, who 
were willing to abide by it for all time to come, 
and who did stand by it for so many years. Mr. 
Clay, that illustrious man, who was for a long 
time a favorite of the slavcholders of the South 
for the Presidency, always sustained it. Do you 
think that if he had been living it would have 
been repealed? Never. If Mr. Clay had been in 


i the Senate in 1854, in my judgment, the South 


never would and never could have repealed that 
bill. Like Rhoderic Dhu— 


& One blast upon his bugle-horn 
Were worth a thousand men.” 


I should be perfectly willing, and I believe the 
Republican party would be, if it was possible, to 
have that line restored. It would be an end of this 
slavery agitation forever. Our southern brethren 
tell us not to agitate this question. I, for one, 
have no desireto do so. I came here with no such 
purpose. ‘The slavery question was thrust into 
our faces without any reason, in the most offensive 
manner; and when we repel the charges against 
us, we are told not to agitate the slavery ques- ’ 
tion. I should be willing to have it banished for- 
ever from these Elalls,and to never have the sub- 
ject alluded to. But when we hear the subject 
constantly iterated and reiterated by the South, 
how. can we help speaking? We have no design 
or desire to interfere with slavery in the States 
where it now exists, We have said so in every 
way in which a political party can speak—in our 
platforms, resolutions, and speeches. We have 
declared that we would protect the rights of the 
South under the Constitution, and we mean to do 
it; but, sir, it is our duty and our intention to 
maintain inviolate our own rights under the Con- 
stitution as well as theirs. 

The views we hold in regard to the extension 
of slavery are those which were held by all the 

eople of the free States but a few years since. 
Ihe Legislature ofmy own State declared, in 1847, 
that no territory should be received from Mexico, 
unless it was provided, as the fundamental con- 
dition of the acquisition, that slavery should be 
forever excluded from its limits. That was the 
doctrine of the Democratic party before the Re- 
publican party had an existence. In order that 
there may be no misunderstanding, I ask the Clerk 
to read the resolutions of the Pennsylvania Legis- 


; lature. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


“« Whereas the existing war with Mexico may result in 
the acquisition of new territory to tie Union; and whereas 
measures are now pending in Congress having, in view the 
appropriation of money and the conferring of authority upon 
the treaty-making power to this end: Therefore, 

“ Resolved by the Senate, $c., That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be requested to vote against any 
measure whatever by which territory will accrue to the 
Union, unless, as a part of the fundamental law upon which 
any compact or treaty for this purpose is based, slavery or , 
involuntary servitude, except for crime, shall be forever 
prohibited. 

“ Resolved, That the Governor be requested to forward 
a copy of the foregoing to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress.” 


Mr. HALE. The committee will perceive that 
that resolution requests the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of Pennsylvania to vote against the ac- 
quisition of any territory unless slavery shall be 
excluded from it. It was voted for by every Dem- 
ocratic member of the lower House of the Legis- 
lature, and by all the Senators but three—Mr. 
Bieter, the present Democratic Senator from 
Pennsylvania, being in the Senate, and voting 
for it. If resolutions like that were now adopted 
by any party in Pennsylvania, they would be de- 
nounced by the Democratic leaders as treasonable, 
incendiary, and dangerous to the peace and wel- 
fare of the Union. A simple resolution, which 
was offered at this session, instructing the Judi- 
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ciary Committee to inquire into the expediency 
of prohibiting slavery where we have the consti- 
tutional right to do.so, was considered a danger- 
ous attack upon the rights of the South. They 
tell us now, that if we assert that freedom is the 
proper condition of the Territories, and that sla- 
very does not exist and must not go there, and if 
we should dare to elect a President holding these 
views, that he shall never take his seat, and that 
the Union shall be dissolved in consequence. Can 
it be that this course on the part of the South has 
caused this great change in ite politicians of the 
Nortli? Have we been frightened from our pro- 
pricty and our tights*by impotent and insolent 
threats? It seems to me that no other reason for 
the change can be ascribed. If this be so; if men 
will be deterred from holding their opinions by 
such reasons; then, I think, slavery of the baser 
sort may fairly be said to exist north of Mason 
and Dixon’s line. : 

How, would our southern brethren feel if we put 
alike proposition to them? We believe slavery 
tobe wrong. We think thatit is an evil. You, 
gentlemen, believe that slavery is right, and ought 
to go into the Territories. You favor the exten- 
sion of slavery. Suppose we should say that if 
you elected a man to the office of President, who 
held the same views you do, and elected him ina 
peaceful and constitutional manner, we would 
never allow him to be sworn into office, but would, 
in that cvent, dissolve this Union and destroy the 
Government: would it not be fairly said that such 
a threat deserved only your scorn and contempt? 
Surely it would. So we treat it when it comes 
from you. No such threat will, I think, prevent 
the men of the North from exercising the sacred 
right of suffrage in the way they think proper. 
We intend, at the next election, to electa Repub- 
lican President—if we can get votes enough; and 

when he is clected he will take his seat. Of that 
you may be sure. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party is a Union 
party. It is in favor of preserving this Union in 
its integrity, and with all the rights of all the sec- 
tions. We do not desire the preservation of the 
Union, as our southern friends sometimes allege, 
for mercenary purposes. We disclaim that en- 
tirely. We have higher and nobler reasons for 
sustaining it. We would preserve it because it is 
a rich legacy from our forefathers, won by their 
toil and blood. We have received it unimpaired, 
and unimpaired we intend to leave it to our ehil- 
dren. We belicve it to be the best form of gov- 
ernment on earth, and that its destruction would ; 
be the greatest political calamity that could befall 
us, and one that must be averted by almost any 
conceivable sacrifice. : 

My own State has suffered more from the acts 
of the South, within the last fifteen years, than all 
the southern States together have suffered from 
the acts of the North from the beginning of the 
Government. We have scen our interests struck 
down by the free-trade Democrats of the South, 
in the repeai of the tariff of 1842; our property 
depreciated m value; our manufactories closed; 
our business in a great manner ruined; and yet 
we have not threatened to dissolve the Union on 
that account. We did not claim the right to re- 
dress our grievances in that way. Í havc no hes- 
itation whatever in saying that we have lost more 
property by the repeal of the tariff of 1842 than 
you have by all the runaway slaves, from the 
foundation of the Government down to the present 
time, 

Mr. Chairman, what have we done with respect 
to slavery that should bring upon us all this fear- 
ful storm? What principles do we now hold that | 
should so excite their hostility. [live in a State | 
bordering some three or four hundred miles upon 
slave territory; and yet the fugitive slave law, 
odious as it ig to the mass of our people, is exe- 
cuted there without serious difficulty. To be sure, 
we require southern men to come after their slaves; 
we do not propose to rundown their negroes and | 
take them back. They should not ask that; but 
when they come to us and ask for their rights, 
their request is always respected, although it is 
opposed to the feelings of all our people. el 
were brought up to look upon slavery as a great 
moral, social, and political evil; as a wrong in 

itself; and yet, as itis in the bond, we abide by it. 
We entered into this Union with States, knowing | 


that they held slaves; and we feel ourselves bound 
to sustain that institution so far as the law and 
e Constitution require us to do so, but no fur- 
ther. 

Does the South respect our rights as much as 
we.do theirs? Why, sir, a free man cannot go 
into a slave State and speak what George Wash- 
ington and Thomas Jefferson taught, without 
being considered an Abolitionist, an incendiary, & 
dangerous man; taken and punished in the most 
shameful manner, and sent out of the country; 
and he may think himself well off if he escapes 
with his life. They break open the mails, and 
destroy what they please of the contents; and, 
more than that, we are told that we must not ex- 
ercise the right of suffrage in the manner we think 
proper. When we are réady to give up all these 
rights we shall be fit for slavery, but not before. 

I propose to devote some remarks now to the 
discussion of that other principle of the Repub- 
lican party—protection to American industry. 
Upon. that subject I cannot expect to say any- 
thing very new or interesting; anything which 
has not been said by others better qualified to.dis- 
cuss it than Lam. The best minds of this. coun- 
try have been turned to its examination; and I 
think I may safely say that, when they have done 
so with an impartial desire to arrive at the truth, 
the decision has almost universally been in favor 
of the doctrine. 

Before I proceed to the discussion of that sub- 
ject, I wish to notice some remarks by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Mitxson,] who ad- 
dressed the committee a day or two since. 
did not hear the gentleman’s speech, but J sce it 
reported in the Globe; and in order that he may 
not be misrepresented, I will read what he said 
on that occasion: ; 


« But I understood the allusion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and it confirms me in the supposition that I 
have indulged for some time past as to the objects of the 
Republican party, with which the gentleman is avowedly 
associated. Whatis that party? Sir, I say, for one, that 
I do not fear the Republican party in any of its assaults 
upon slavery. Tam not sensitive; because I do not fear 
you, gentlemen. You can do nothing that{ dread. You 
Will do nothing that can alarm me.” 


The gentleman said only what he believes, and | 


what every other gentleman on that side of the 
House believes, if he would speak his true senti- 
ments. The Republican party have no desire, 
have no design, have no power; have no wish, to 
interfere with slavery in the States where it exists. 
They have said so in every form, on every octa- 
sion, and gentlemen ought to believe us; and Í 
am glad to find the gentleman from Virginia does. 
He says further: 

«And yet you maintain your organization, hoping that 
the strung anti-slavery sentiment which you attempt to 
nourish and perpetuate will induce the people to remain 
with you, bound together asa Republican party; and when 
you are lifted into power, then you will give that protection 
to northern manufacturing and mining interests, and prose- 
eunte those grand and gaudy schemes of interna] improve- 
ment, that you have been prevented tor so inany years from 
accomplishing, by the stern opposition of the Democratic 
party.” . 

I am obliged to the gentleman from Virginia for 
that candid and frank avowal of what he believes 
to be the position and objects of the Republican 
party. That is, no doubt, the true secret of the 
opposition to that party on the part of our Dem- 
oeratic friends. They do not fear us on the sla- 
very question. They themselves say so, speaking 
through one of their most distinguished leaders on 
this floor; but they oppose us because they believe 
that, when we do get into power, we will pass laws 
for the protection of northern industry. That is 
the true secret of their opposition. They are not 
afraid of us on account of slavery; and why should 
they be? Do we not hold the same principles on 
that subject that Henry Clay held in his lifetime? 
We stand precisely where he stood when he was 
supported by a large majority of the slaveholders 
of the South for the Presidency. Fask leave to 
read what Mr. Clay says on that subject: 

« So long as God allows the vita} currentto flow through 
my veins; so long as reason holds herseatenthroned in my 
brain, 1 will never, never aid in submitting one rood of free 
territory to the everlasting curse of human bondage.” 

Does the Republican party hold any stronger 
position than this? No, sir. What does he say 
again with regard to the moral, political, and 
social aspect of slavery? 


«J have made no change from the earliest moment when 


I could consider the institution of slavery. Ihave held and 
I have said, from that day down to the present, again ‘and 
again, and I’shall go down to. the grave with the opinion, 
that it is an evil—a social and political evil—and thatitis a 
wrong as it respects tbose whoare'subject tothe institution 
of slavery. These are my opinions.” —Speech on the com- 
promise of 1850. 0 | he eee 

Now, these are the opinions of the Republican. 
party, and as far as any member of that party has 

one. Then why do they complain of us? "They 

now well that, so far as. slavery in. the States. is 
concerned, they have nothing to fear from usand., 
as to the Territories, it would be a vain and use- 
less effort for slavery tő undertake to keep up 
with the activity and energy of freedom there. 
They have tried that once, in. endeavoring to 
make Kansas a slave State. That Jesson,1 trust, 
will not soon be forgotten by, them; and I also 
think the effort will not soon be repeated. - 

Give us, Mr. Chairman, the homestead bill, ‘as 
I trust we will soon have it. Give usa fair and 
free election by the people of the Territories, and 
freedom, I think, would have nothing to fear from 
the result. The Territories arenow free. ‘They 
will be free. It is their right and their destiny. 
Why should our southern friends endeavor to 
force slavery on them? They have ample space 
within their own States for al conceivable wants 
of the system. According to the admission ofa 
distinguished Senator from the South, made in 
the Senate a short time since, they have territory 
sufficient for two hundred million slaves within 
the slave States. As they have now but four 
million, they will scarcely need any more slave 
territory for the next five hundred years at least. 

The gentleman from Virginia, however, informs 
us that the Republican party are in favor of the 
prorechon of American industry, which doctrine, 
he says, has been successfully opposed by the 
Democratic party. This, although persistently 
denied by that party in my State, is unquestion- 
ably truc, and Lam glad to have so veritable a 
witness of the fact in the gentleman himself. 

Mr. MILLSON. Irather think the gentleman 
misapprehends what I said the day before yes- 
terday. 

Mr. HALE. 
Globe. 

Mr. MILLSON.: I speak of the gentleman’s 
interpretation. The gentleman is in error in sup- 
posing that I did not complain of the position of 
the Republican party. What I said was this: that 
while the real object of the Republican party was 
to revive the Federal policy of the country, their 
ae object was only to legislate for the pro- 

ibition of slavery in the Territories. I did not 
mean to be understood as declaring that the south- 
ern members had no right to complain of the po- 
sition of the Republican party. On the contrary, 
I maintained that, in keeping up this agitation— 
which, I endeavored to show, they did not them- 
selves hope to be productive of any legislative 
result—they were doing. serious mischief to the 
South. I said I did not fear their legislation, be- 
cause they had not the legislative capacity to do 
what they aimed at doing. They say that they 
desire to prohibit slavery in the erritories; but 
I remarked that their real object was to establish 
the doctrine of the Federal party. I meant to say 
that, while their pretexts were offensive to the 
South, their measures would not be dangerous to 
the South. Their real objects, though not offens- 
ive to the South, are, in their practical effect, 
dangerous to the South; and, while the gentleman 
himself avows that he, asa member of the Re- 
publican party, desires the reéstablishment of the 
protective policy, yet I call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that I adverted to the other 
day, that nowhere can he find a published reso- 
lution of his party in avowal of any such object. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to misinterpret 
the gentleman from Virginia. Iam perfectly 
willing to insert in my speech any ortion of his 
that he may desire. “What I read i think clearly 
embraced his idea, that he did not fear what the 
Republican party would do, so far as slavery 18 
concerned, but that the real object of the party, 

in the ground of objection 


I read from the report in the 


and what was imthe mai 
to it, was that it aimed to restore the pratective 
system. I do believe, Mr. Chairman, that the 


| Republican party is fully committed to the great 


doctrine of protection to American industry. I 
am sure that I would not belong to any party that 
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was not. No party in my State could exist, did | 
it notat least. profess.to hold that doctrine. ‘The | 
Democratie-party there claims to doso, with how 
much:good faith I:leave-to the gentleman from 
Virginia to diswer. ` en aad 2S 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Virginia is 
greatly mistaken if he supposes that the protective 
system is sustained upon the popularity of anti- 
slavery notions. There is no doubt a deep feel- 
ing in the northern States against the extension 
of slavery; but, so far as Pennsylvania is con- 
cerned, the feeling in favor of the protection of 
American industry is quite as strong, and it would: 
be as firmly implanted in the public mind ‘there if 
the othér question had no existence. We believe 
both doctrinesto be just and true. If ote receives 
aid from, the other, has the gentleman any right'to 
complain? Certainly not. “Every member of the 
Republican party in ‘this House, save on®¥ has 
voted to sustain that, measure; and it may, there- 
fore, be fairly claimed, I think, that protection to 
Amcrican industry is one of the principles of that 
party. yoco l ; : f 

The condition of the country at this time de- 
mands the earnest and thoughtful consideration 
ofall those intrusted with the management of its 
affairs; and it seems to me that we should at least 
occasionally turn our thoughts to the actual re- 
sultsand inevitable tendency of the present practi- 
eal free-trade policy which now, and for some time 
past, has ruled this country, even if we thereby, 
forthe time, suffered the ‘Dred Scott’ decision and 
its kindred topics to be passed over. Our Dem- 
ocratic friends seem to think there are no other 
interests worthy of our attention, and scarcely 
deserving a passing notice, but the single one of 
slavery. It engrosses the legislation of the coub- 
try, to the exclusion of almost everything else, 
All other questions, all other interests, have to 
give way before its imperious demands and ex- 
acting and aggressive spirit. 

But T desire to make no further remarks upon 
this subject at present. My purpose is to call 
attention to the present disordered state of our 
financial affairs; and, if possible, to devise a 
remedy, We now owe a foreign debt of over 
five hundred million dollars, and that debt is 
steadily increasing more than fifty million annu- | 
ally, while our ability to pay is constantly de- 
ereasing. Our imports are every year growing 
larger; and our exports, except from accidental 
and extraordinary causes, are falling off. Our 
manufactories are, one by one, going down under 
the destructive effects of forcign competition; our 
country drained of its precious metals to make 
up the balance of trade always against us; the 
industry and enterprise of the country every- 
where, to agreat extent, prostrate and paralyzed 
under the depressing effect which this state of 
things is sure, sooner or later, to bring in itstrain. 
Nothing can be more certain, cause and effect are 
not more sure, and no axiom in political economy 
ean be truer, than that a nation that constantly 
buys more than it sells will, in time, become bank- 
rupt. A variety of causes may postpone the evil 
day; temporary relief may occasionally be found; 
but the certain tendency of this course is, and 
must be, to this end. This state of affairs existed 
prior to'the passage of the tariff of 1842, when, in 
the progress of the free-trade system, for some 
years previous to that time, we were brought to 
the verge of bankruptey; and a bankrupt law, 
which at one stroke wiped out our indebtedness 
of untold millions, became, as was supposed, a 
necessity. The tariff of 1842 gradually brought 
the country out of the depression in which it had 
been thrown by the previous system, and restored 
it to unwonted prosperity; and it may safely be 
asserted, that every, branch of industry and enter- 
prise in this country never was more prosperous 
than between the years 1843 and 1847—the time 
when the beneficial effects of the tariff of 1842 had 
their legitimate influences. 

We seek, by the passage of the present tariff 
bill, to arrest this downward progress of the coun- 
try, and restore it to that state of prosperity and 
real independence, which our great natural wealth 


and resources, and the industry, skill, and enter- | 


prise of our people, justly entitle us to. To do 
this, we must, in laying our revenue laws, so 
protect and encourage our own industries that 


we shall be able to carry the productions of this 


conntry tothe point of actual use. This would 
increase the capacity of the consumer of-agricul- 
tural products. Our farmers would have a market 
at their doors for their surplus productions, and. 
the consumers would; from their increased ability 
and ‘numbers, buy more °of::the quantities and 
kinds: of ‘all farming ‘productions; and nothing 
would tend.to' stimulate the agricultural interests 
of the country so. muchas a ready market near his 
own:door for every agricultural production which 


the farm could raise. 


How much is lost now for the want of a home 
market for mañy of the bulky articles of the farm 
which will not bear a long transportation; how 
much is lost in transporting: the more. valuable 
products to a distant and expensive market, it is 
easy to imagine: `- ® ef Ghats 2 aca 

-We have facilities for manufacturing, in all nat- 
ural resources, quite equal, if not superior, to iiy 
other country in the world: ‘in water-power, soil, 
climaté, and mineral wealth; in the intelligence, 
skill, and industry of our workmen, and in that 


active spirit of enterprise which characterizes the | 


American people above all others. Then, why is 
it that, with these superior advantages, our own 
manufactures solanguish? Why isit that we send 
our raw material to a foreign country, to be there 
manufactured, and returned to us in its finished 
statc, and also send our breadstuffs to the same 
distant market, to feed those engaged in the same 
manufacture, and paying the large amount re- 
quired for the transportation of the raw materials 
and agricultural products to a foreign land, and 
then paying for the same returned to us in the 
shape of the finished article? 

It is principally to the difference in the price of 
labor between this country and Europe that we 
are to look for the difficulty in our manufactures 
competing with foreign countries, especially in 
those articles such as iron, where manual labor 
enters largely into their production. An article 
that can be made principally by machinery needs 
but little if any protection; but it is not so with 
those that require a large amount of Jabor; and it 
then becomes a question of vital importance, and 
one that must be fairly met, whether it is the true 
policy of this Government to adopt that system 
vhich tends to depress labor down to the level of 
the European standard, or that other and better 
one, which shall increase its value, and elevate its 
importance to its just rank as the great clement of 
our national wealth and prosperity. 

The argumentin favor of protection, based upon 
the advantages it confers and the benefits itaffords 
to the free labor of the country, is, in my opin- 


= 


ion, amply sufficient, if no other existed. A just į 


division of labor must be admitted, I think, an 


| essential requisite, in order to advance the wealth 


and prosperity of a nation to its highestattainable 
point. It will notdo to have all, or an undue pro- 
portion, engaged in agriculture, lest there be found 
no market for the farming surplus; nor willitdo for 
all to be engaged in manufactures, lest there should 
be no agricultural products for their subsistence. 
The true condition of a State,and the most pros- 
perous, is when there is a constant and profitable 
employment for the artisan, and a convenient and 
rehable market for the farmer. Every intelligent 
community would soon adjust its business so as 
to bring about this result, if there were no dis- 
turbing causes outside which rendered it imprac- 
ticable. The lower price of labor in forcign lands 
than in our own is the great disturbing cause 
which prevents this from being effected here; and 
to remove this difficulty is one principal object of 
the protective system. 

Suppose we are required to pay a larger price 
for a manufactured article made at home than for 
the same madein Europe. This may be conceded 
for the sake of the argument; although Iam confi- 
dent that where an article can be produced and man- 
ufacturcd in this country, allexperience proves that 
when sufficiently protected, for a reasonable time, 
the superior skill of our workmen, and the active 
spirit of competition among our people, have al- 
most invariably reduced the price below what it was 
when the manufacture of it was first commenced. 
But suppose, as I said, the article costs more 
made here than we could import it for: in the first 
place, we must have the money which we raise 
by dutics on foreign goods for the support of the 
Government—aund, by gencral consent, this is the 


easiest and best mode of raising revenue; so that 
in reality: so long as a tariff raises only sufficient: 
for the wants of the Government, nothing what- 
ever is paid as a bounty to the manufacturer. We 
only ask that when the money required by ‘the 
Government isto be raised a discrimination shall 
be made; so’ as.to-afford a reasonable protection 
to the great interests of the country. Nothing can 
be. more:unreasonable and unjust than to refuse 
this: To do'so would seem to. he a policy dictated. 
by the narrowest spirit of partisanship, far removed 
froma true patriotism and a wise statesmanship. 
If, while raising the necessary money for thésup- 
port of the Government, we can at the same time. 
so impose the duty as to foster the manufactures 
of the country, develop: the mineral wealth, en- 
courageand protect labor, givea good home mar~ 
ket to the farmer, and thereby give an activeand 
steady impulse to the whole business of the coun- 
try, why shall we not do so? Can any good rea-. 
son be shown for pursuing the opposite policy? 
Surely, if gentlemen would divest themsclves of 
prejudice and party feeling, and come to the ex- 
amination of the question with an impartial spirit, 
there could be no doubt.of the result. 

We do not desire a tariff so high as to be pro- 
hibitory, for then no revenue could be raised un- 
der it. Nor should it be indiscriminate, for then 
it would afford no sufficient protection. 

The-present tariff billis believed to be adjusted, 
as nearly as possible, upon the principle of raising 
suflicient revenue for the just wants of the Gov- 
ernment, and at the same time so discriminating 
as to afford a reasonable amount of protection to. ` 
American industry. 

This policy,so eminently wise and just, has so 
commended itself to the people of the State I in 
part represent, that all parties there claim to be 
its friends and supporters. Especially does the 
so-called Democratie party claim to be its pecu- 
liar champion just before an important election; 
when it is necessary to secure the votes: of its 
friends. ` Tt wil] sound strange to honorable gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this House to be told 
that they belong to the protective tarif party of 
the country, and that they are so represented in 
the tarif States, when itis well known bere that, 
with scarcely an exception, you and the party to 
which you belong are opposed to the whole sys- 
tem. 

It is, however, very possible that a candidate 
may be nominated by that party who willberep- 
resented to the people of Pennsylvania as a good 
tariff man, hoping thereby, asin times past, to se- 
cure the support of the confiding people of my 
State. The great swindle of 1844, I trust, how- 
ever, has not been forgotten by them. 

It may be the same game will succced again. 
That it will be tried, there isnot much doubt. We 
shall sec whether our people will consent to be 
again deceived and betrayed. We may safely say, 
from all past history, that the extent of the fricnd- 
ship of our Democratic leaders for a tariffamounts 
to resolutions in town meetings and conventions, 
and perhaps stump speeches occasionally before 
an clection; and no more. So it will always be. 
The policy of that party is controlled, and in all 
future time is likely to be controlled, by that por- 
tion of it living in the cotton States of the South, 
who are foolishly hostile to the free labor of the 
North—erroncously, I think—believing their in- 
terest is to send their raw material to Europe, and 
bring back from there the manufactured article, 
instead of encouraging, those of our own coun- 
try. 

From the nature of the labor in that region, it 
must be confined to its rudest and simplest form; 
being ignorant and unpaid, it has no motive. 
even if it had the capacity, to rise above its lowest 
level. The North, on the contrary, by the just 
respect everywhere paid to honest toil, and the 
skill, enterprise, and intelligence of its laboring cit- 
izens, who constitute the great bulk as well as the 
chief support of its society, hag attained the high- 
est point of excellence in allits industrial pursuits, 
and stands this day at the head of the civilized 
world in its triumphs of labor directed by skill 
and science. 

How is our country to become permanently 
prosperous when subjected to the constant drain 
upon it, arising from the large excess of our im- 
ports over our exports? What nation or individ- 
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ual could hope -to succeed, in the long run, who 
constantly bought more than his income justified, 
and was consequently every year going more and 

more in debt? nT 
Asan cxample:of the increasing progress of our 
foreign debt, already immense, take the imports 
and.exports at the port of New. York alone for the 
month of March last, viz» Imports, $22,188,150; 
exports, (exclusive of specie,) $8,128,759; differ- 

ence, §14,059,39: 
“IMPORTS AT NEW YORK FOR MARCH. 


1860. 


1858, 1859. 
Dutiable merchandise, $7,845,526 $15,314,023 $16,166,698 | 
Free merchandise ..... 3,394,763. 2,620,354 3,739,241 
Specie and bution... 277,206 81,366 85,095 
Withdrawn from ware- 
NOUS@. esre cere eee 4,444,415 1,718,237 2,200,117 
Total sce eeeeeeee $14,331,887 $19,733,980 $22,188,150 
Warehou 1,812,230 “2,894,413 " 3,582,098 
Cash duties - 3,164,011 3,477,545 
EXPORTS AT NEW YORK FOR MARCI. 
1858. 1859. 1860. 
Domestic merchandise, $4,503,371 5,377,640 $6,998,687 
Foreign merchandise.. 89 498,161 1,139,067 
Specie aud bullion..... 830,194 3,349,677 > 2,381,663 | 
Total. ...cseseeeeee $6,017,054 $9,219,678 $10,510,417 


This, for the single month of March, will show 
the tendency of our present system to keep us 
constantly in debt and transfer our manufacturing 
establishments to Great Britain, France, and Ger- 


„many. In the article of iron, in which the country | 
at large is so deeply interested as an article of | 


prime necessity both in peace and war, and which 
we could produce in any quantity sufficient to sup- 
ply the world, the policy of the Democratic free- 
trade party is to permit the ore to remain undis- 


turbed m its native beds in our own country, | 


and to import it from England by millions annu- 


ally; depriving us thereby not only of the large | 


amount of cash which is withdrawn to pay for it 
abroad, butthe greatadvantages that would accrue 
from its manufacture here to the farmer and Ha- 
borer, as well as to every branch of industry. 


From which it will be seen that the amount of 
iron imported into the country for ten years and 
seven months, under the tariff of 1846, was equal 


to 4,207,000 tons, costing $230,561,000; or over | 


400,000 tons annually, and over $23,000,000 


every year, as our other imports, independent | 
of iron, greatly exceeded all our exports, it may | 


be fairly claimed that every dollar of this vast sum 
had to be paid in gold and silver. 
pressing effect this would have upon the manufac- 
ture of iron in this country, and how much benefit 
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What a de- | 


i| frauds, even as a revenue measure. As a protect- 


| fell. 


the distribution of this sum, or even one half of 
it, would have conferred upon the business of the 
country, it is not necessary to state. Every man 
of ordinary intelligence must at once see and 
acknowledge it. The time has past when it was 
alleged, and to-some extent. believed, that the in- 
terest of the manufacturer and farmer was op- 
posed to each other. No fact in political economy 
can be more surely demonstrated than the entire 
harmony of all the great industrial interests of 
the country. When the manufacturers are pros- 
perous,-and labor has constant demand and fair 
wages, the farmer finds a’ ready: and profitable 
market. So, on the contrary, when manufac- 
tures languish, and an undue proportion of the 
labor of the country is withdrawn from them, and 
cithcr not profitably engaged or not engaged at 
all, the farmer fails to find his accustomed home 
market, and every department of enterprise and 
business languishes. 

‘he true mode of laying a tariff upon all articles | 
of luxury is as high a duty as they will bear | 
without excluding their importation. On all those 
articles which cannot be produced here, and are 
needed by our manufacturers, and on all articles 
of necessity, used by the poorer classes as well 
as the rich; which are not the production of this 
country, there should be no duty whatever. This 
is the principle which governs the bill reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and must 
commend itself, by its justice and propricty, to 
all who desire to promote the prosperity of the 
country, and the interests of all classes of our citi- 
zens, without increasing their burdens. 

Specific dutics, when the article is of uniform į 
value, or nearly so, are to be preferred for their 
simplicity and their freedom from temptation to | 


ive principle, they are indispensable to that uni- | 
formity and stability so essential to make it of | 
real value. As an illustration, take the article of : 
iron. I have before me the prices current of iron 
in Liverpool, for a number of years, under the 
tariff of 1846. In 1850 the average price of bar 
iron in Liverpool was £5 10s; in 1851 it was 
£10 10s.—within a trifle of one hundred per cent. 
difference in one year; in 1852 it was £5 Ts. Gd.; 
in 1853, £9; in 1854, £10, &c.; the duty, of course, 
varying with the price of the article, increasing as 
the price increased, and decreasing as the price 
It is manifest that this kind of duty can af- i 
ford no protection. If the principle was changed, | 


H 
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i 
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and the daty increased as the price fell, so as to || 


keep the value uniform, it would be much nearer 
the true mode, and might be regarded as to some 
extent a measure of protection as well as one o 
revenue. A departure from specific duties is only | 
justifiable when the article so varies in price as to | 
render them unjust or impossible. This bill is į 
framed upon that principle, and so combines the 
two as to make it liable to no objection on that | 
account. 

The duty on iron, which is one I have exam- | 
ined with some care, docs not vary essentially | 
from thatof 1846. The average duty on railroad , 
iron under that tariff was $10 40 per ton; and on 
bar iron, by rolling, $13 96; and on pig iron $4 65. | 
So that the present duty is but little over one dol- | 
lar per ton nerease. But this is not a fair state- | 
ment, so far as the price to the consumer is con- | 
cerned. Itis well known that the duty under that | 
law is an ad valorem one on the invoice price in 
England. When delivered here, if the market does | 
not justify its immediate sale, it is stored in Gov- i 
ernment warehouses, without any duty being paid | 
until the price increases or the wants of the owner | 
requires him to sell; so that the actual price to the 
consumer, under this bill, will probably average 
but little, if any, more than under that, while the 
revenue to the Government will be increased. 

As this bill proposes to abolish the warehouse 
system, and makes the duty payable within thirty | 
days after its arrival here, it may fairly be argued | 
that, while this bill will afford a fair protection to | 
the manufacturer, by reason of its permanent and 
uniform rate, which can always be relied upon by 
him, it will not materially, if at all, increase the | 
price to the consumer. Shall nota measure, then, 
which has so much to approve and nothing to con- 
demn; which is fraught with benefits and bless- 
ings to all classes of our people; which encourages 
labor, fosters legitimate enterprise, aids develop- 


ing our resources; Strengthens. and invigorates 
every branch of industry, adding so mach to. the 
wealth, happiness, and prosperity of our country, 
receive the favorable action of Congress to which 
it is so justly entitled?.. I cannot doubtit.. It is 
based upon. justice and:sound policy, and must 
triumph. ve R ily eroa 


THE POLITICAL CRISIS—THE DANGER AND THE 
REMEDY. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. H. ENGLISH, 
OF INDIANA, l E 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 2, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— x 


. Mr. ENGLISH said: 

Mr. Canaman: If I were. to speak upon the 
topics which seem to be absorbing the attention of 
everybody just now, it would be upon the scenes 
that have been enacted and the events which are 
transpiring at Charleston. mea 

I may be permitted to say, sir, upon this sub- 
ject of the Presidency, that 1 have but little sympa- 
thy with those who imperiously demand “ Cæsar 
or nobody;”’ no sympathy with that rule-or-ruin 
spirit which has been exhibited too much of late 
in both wings of the Democratic party, and to 
which may justly be attributed whatever difficul- 
ties now, exist. 

{shall notattcmpt, sir, on the present occasion, 
to characterize this rule-or-ruin spirit in that lan- 
guage I conceive it so justly merits; but I venture 
to predict that if disaster or serious trouble en- 
sues, the masses of the Democratic party never 
will forgive, as they never ought to forgive, those 
who will have needlessly precipitated this state of 
affairs upon the country. 

It is not to be denied that, justat this time, dark 

and ominvus clouds seem to be ‘lowering over 
our house,” but I have an abiding faith that these 
clouds will soon break away, and leave the glori- 
ous sun of Democracy shining brightly as ever. 
_ Sir, mere political storms have no terror for me, 
or for the great party to which I belong; and, for 
the.present, I shall go upon the supposition that 
whatever storms may have prevailed at Charles- 
ton were necessary for the purity and healthful- 
ness of the political atmosphere, as natural storms 
are known to be for a like purpose in the physical 
world, 

At all events, when the time for action arrives, 
I doubt not every Democrat will be ready to do 
his duty, according to the cireumstances which 
may surround him. I shall certainly endeavor todo 
mine. Even those Democrats who may think our 
best man has not been selected for the Presidency 
will still have the consolation of knowing that he 
is better than the best one the Republicans are 
likely to present us, and that any. Democratic 
platform is infinitely preferable to theirs. 

Besides, on the great all-important point, there 
can beno division in our ranks; and thatis, earnest 
and unccasing opposition to the principles and 
policy of the Republican party. There we stand 
as a unit, and there we must continue to stand, 
* one and indivisible, now and forever.”’ 

We may have family differences about other 
matters of minor importance, but that is ourown 
business, and will be regulated and disposed of 
in our own way, and, I shall continue to hope, in 
a way conducive to harmony and success. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my purpose to-day is to 
speak more particularly upon the “irrepressible- 
conflict’? and negro-equality doctrines of the Re- 
publican party; and, as I consider the. measure 
of opposition to these doctrines to be full on this 
side of the House, and that on the other sidegen- 
tlemen are “joined to their idols,” like Ephraim 


Vv 


of old, and to be let alone, what I shall say wil + 


be mainly intended for the country—for the hon- 
est masses of the American people. This being 
the case, I prefer not to have interruptions in- 
jected into my speech. I hope not to misrepre- 
sent any; but if I should happen to do so, I will 
cheerfully give way, before I resume my seat, to 
have it corrected. 

I know, sir, there is a disposition on the part 
of some persons to underrate the importance of 
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the present ‘crisis, and to ridicule the idea that 
anything disastrous to the country is likely to re- 
sult from’ it. ‘Those who do this are generally 
guilty themselves of producing the agitation in 
which the country is unhappily involved, and 
seem to care for nothing so much as the accom- 
plishment of mere partisan ends. f 

I trust the great mass of the people, who are 
chiefly engaged in the peaceful avocations of pri- 
vate life, and whose attention has not been partic- 
ularly directed to public affairs, will not allow 
themselves to be. lulled into a false feeling of se- 
carity. I would appeal to my constituents not to 
judge of the temper of the nation by what they 
see around them; for Indiana is a conservative 
State, and free from the extreme views which un- 
fortunately exist in other portions of the Con- 
federacy. I would bave them know that it is the 
opinion of many of their oldest and wisest states- 
men—those who have been looked up to’ hereto- 
fore as possessing the coolest heads and soundest 
hearts—that the signs of the times forebode greater 
danger to the country than at any previous period 
of its history. Sectional jealousics, difficulties, 
and perplexities surround it on every side; fanat- 
icism and ultraism are the order of the day; whilst 
treason and rebellion stalk boldly through the 
land. And why is itso? Is it not because we 
have forgotten the teachings of the fathers of the 
Republic, and disregarded the farewell advice of 
the great Washington? Is it not because we have 
allowed a formidable party to grow up in our 
midst, based upon purely sectional ideas, and con- 
stantly tending to excite the hostility of the peo- 
ple of the North against the people of the South, 
and their institutions? My judgment answers in 
the affirmative, and l believe the peace and pros- 
perity of the country demand that this sectional 
party should be put down. Yea, the very per- 
petuity of our institutions demands it, for if these 
sectional clashings are allowed to go on, unre- 
buked by the people, it requires no gift of proph- 
ecy to determine what will be the final result. We 
may temporize, and put off the evil day for a sea- 
son, but the terrible explosion will come, sooner 
or later, if this fell spirit of sectional strife con- 
tinues. 

To avert so dire a calamity, we should not only 
defeat, but annihilate this Republican party; a 
party which lives, and breathes, and has its being 
in the agitation of the slavery question, and could 
not exist a day without it. When that is done, 
and not before, we may expect harmony and good 
feeling to be restored between the two sections, 
and the country to have peace. 

‘The ties that bind our nation together must be 
those of mutual interest, respect, and affection. 
This Union cannot he held together by force; and 
if so held, would cease to be desirable. In some 
respects it is like the union of husband and wife; 
and what would that most sacred of all human 
relations be, if the parties were only kept together 
by the compulsion of law, and not by the ties of 
mutual respect and affection? So it is with our 
Government, Itis not for armics and navies to 

rotcct it from ourselves, It must rest upon the 
De and forbearance of the people; and when 
these cease, though it may existfor awhile, must 
we not expect it to languish, and ultimately 
orish? 

This way of getting up periodical sectional ex- 
citements, at the instigation of crazy fanatics and 
unscruputous demagogues, hungry and wild in 
the pursuit of office and political power; this way 
of experimenting to see how near the country can 
be brought to the precipice of disunion without 
going over, will, if persisted in, prove disastrous 
in the end. 

The whirlwind is the harvest ever due those 
who sow the wind; and, I repeat, if this sectional 
hostility goes on, increasing in bitterness and 
intensity, as it certainly will if not promptly 
and thoroughly erushed out by the people, the 
historian probably now lives whose melancholy 


duty it will be to record the downfall of the great jj 


American Republic. These gloomy forebodings, 


{ trast in God, will never be realized; but stil | 


every reflecting and unprejudiced man feels, in 
his heart, that they are not wholly without founda- 
tion. 

Sir, four Government is worth preserving; it is 
worth taking pains to preserve. ‘The eyes of the 


med ee f 
whole civilized world are turned to it as the last 


great effort of man to govern himself. Tts failure 
would blast the hopes of the lovers of liberal in- 
stitutions everywhere, and I feel would be the 
greatest calamity that could possibly be visited 
upon my countrymen. ‘Living upon the borders 
of a border State; my constituents would ‘be 
amongst the: first to suffer, should’ hostilities un- 
fortunately occur between the two sections. 

As toa peaceful dissolution of the Union, or 
the maintenance of peace within the Union, with 
the guarantees of the Constitution flagrantly 
violated by this sectional party, that would be 
entirely out of the question. The American is 
essentially a restless, resentful, and belligerent 
race; and if the dreadful event of actual collision 
between the two sections should ever occur— 
which God forbid !~it will be followed. by a war 
as ‘bloody and relentless as was ever recorded 
in the annals of time! Good men and patriots 
everywhere should consider, in time, what ought 
to be done to protect the rights of every section, 
and to restore and-maintain friendship and har- 
mony. Washington told us to frown upon the 
first dawning of any attempt to excite scctional an- 
imosities; and had his warning voice been heeded, 
there would have been no Republican party now, 
and none of the dangers which surroundus. Blot 
out that party, and abide in good faith by the 
letter and spirit of the Constitution as our fathers 
made it, and, my word for it, the country will go 
on in prosperity and peace. In my opinion, all 
the trouble may fairly be attributed to the exist- 
ence of that party. he is purely a sectional, one- 
idea party, and that one ideais the necro! Take 
away that, and the party ceases to live. It has 
been well said of some members of that party, 
that they have “taken the negro to their bosoms 
and lodged him in their hearts, till they know 
him from the sole of his splay foot to the top- 
knot of his woolly head, and they have imbued 
their minds and souls with the very quintessence 
of negroism. And they do not know anything 
else! Take them off from the subject of negro, 
and they are know nothings. Separate them from 
Sambo and Culfee, and they are as helpless as 
the babes in the woods.” A party composed of 


such men could hardly fail to irritate and make 


mischief. 

There are two classes engaged in getting up 
and keeping up this slavery agitation, One class 
is composed of those who are conscientious, and 
act from principle alone;-and although I feel sure 
that their opinions are colored from looking only 
upon one side of the picture, and consequently 
are often unfounded and dangerous, still I can, 
and do, respect them; but there is another and 
much larger class, who scize hold of this ques- 
tion and appeal to the passions and prejudices of 
the northern people, for the sake of getting into 
office or accomplishing mere party ends, and not 
from conscientious convictions upon the subject 
of slavery, and this class, I conceive, are entitled 
to but little, if any, respect. Lam sorry to have 
to say that I believe there arc thousands now act- 
ing with the Republicans for the reason they have 
not patriotism enough in their hearts, or manliness 
in their nature, to lift themselves above their old 
prejudice and hatred of the Democratic party, and 
not because they have any particular love for the 
Republican doctrines. 

I do not wish to deal unfairly with the mem- 
bers of that party; and I freely admit that a vast 
number of them, and especially in my own re- 
gion of country, are looking to political success 
alone,and do not intend to aid in pushing this 
sectional agitation to such an extreme as to en- 
danger the Union or violate the constitutional 
rights of the South; but they will generally stick 
to their party for all that; and, as revolutions 
never go backward, if that party should get into 


ower, the boldest and most ultra will get the ; 


ead, and the rest, with but few exceptions, will 
gradually, but certainly, follow. That is the his- 


tory,sir,ofallsuch movements. Wilberforce and | 


the other British slavery agitators set out with 
vehement assurances that their object was not to 
abolish slavery where it then existed in the Brit- 
ish islands, but only to prevent its further exten- 
sion and to suppress the slave trade, and yet it 
ended in total, and, as it has turned out, ruinous 
emancipation. Upon this subject see the article 


from the London Times, in the appendix to this 
speech, (E.) 

Sectional fanaticism is a growing evil, and like 
the cancer in the human body, spreads until it 
destroys the vitality of the whole system. I can 
call to mind many persons who set out with mod- 
erate anti-slavery views, who are now ardent ad- 
vocates of abolition sentiments. The influence 
and principles that eould command but a handful 
of votes for Birncy in 1844, now control, to a great 
extent, the-destinics of the Republican party. 
The approach of fanaticism is always insidious. 
Extreme views are. kept in the background, and 
only the most plausible presented in the beginning. 
The wedge must first gain an entrance before it 
can be driven home. . The demand. will advance 
as the movement gathers strength, until at last 
fanaticism will reign supreme. "The ultra Aboli- 
tionists understand this, and they are perfectly 
satisfied that the complete ultimate triumph of 
their views would result from the success of the 
Republican party. No onc understands this bet- 
ter than the great leader of the ultra Abolitionists, 
Wendell Phillips himself As long ago as the last 
presidential canvass, he said the Republican party 
‘Sis the first sectional party ever organized in this 
country. It does not know its own face, and it calls 
itself national; but itis not national—it is sectional. 
It is the North arrayed against the South.” And 
Wendell Phillips was right. If this Republican 
party sets up any pretense to nationality, ‘it docs 
not know its own face. Itthinks it has got a white 
face; but itis a mistake. There is no nationality, 
aboutit. There are, undoubtedly, various shades 
of sentimentin the party; but whether called Abo- 
litionism, Free Sotlism, Republicanism, or what 

ou will, it is all based upon the idea that slavery 
is sinful; that the negro is the equal of the white 
man, and ought to be clothed with the rights and 
immunities of citizenship; and hence that there is 
an “irrepressible conflict” between free and slave 
States, which must go on until all become slave or 
allfree. (See Seward’s Rochester speech and Lin- 
coln’s speech at Freeport.) This idea is now the 
corner-stone of Republican faith, the starting-point 
of all their theories. Negro equality is the neces- 
sary, logical, and inevitable sequence of their prin- 
ciples. I donot mean to say that it is everywhere 
proclaimed in their platforms or emblazoned upon 
their banners; but the wholc tendency of the prin- 
ciples and acts of that party is to that result. Re- 
publicans: believe their ‘irrepressible conflict’? 
must go on until all the States become slave or all 
free, and, of course, they are for the latter. Why 
allfrec? [sit not because they think that the negro 
slave is deprived of free and equal rights which 
ought to be restored to him? Is it not to clothe 
him with those rights, and to elevate and equalize 
him with the white race? Their doctrines mean 
that, or they mean nothing. The conduct of that 
party, wherever it is firmly established in power, 
shows that to be its grand end and aim. 

+I admit thata portion of the party atthe West, 
and perhaps elsewhere, shrink from this idea of 
negro equality; but they will come to it after a 
while, if they remain members of the party. It is 
a sickening dose to many Republicans in my own 
State; but sickening and disgusting as it may be, 
they will have to swallow it, or join a sounder and 
more healthful political organization. I will not 
say, in the language of their party’s favorite au- 
thor, (Helper,): that they arenot ‘full and per- 
fectly developed frogs,” but only ‘tadpoles in 
the advanced state of transformation;”? but I will 
say they too often figure as the mere tail to the 
Republican kite—the tender of the Abolition loco- 
motive—for without being the motive or control- 
ling power of the concern, they tamely follow 
wherever it chooses. It is of the action of the 
party as a whole I propose to speak; and it is 
my purpose to show, as far as I can, their true 
position in each of the States on this subject of 
negro equality; which term I, of course, use in 
its political sense. Ihave taken some pains to 
procure correct information on the subject; and 
without pretending to entire accuracy, I think I 
may safely claim to be so in all essential respects. 
I believe an impartial cxamination of the theory 
of Republican principles, the declarations of Re- 
publican leaders, theacts of Republican legislators, 
and the status of the negro in all the Republican 
States, will satisfy any one that negro equality is 
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a leading characteristic of that party, if not the 
very quintessence of its creed. 

[have already alluded to what I conceéve to be 
a just interpretation of the theory upon which the 
organization rests; and I might produce numerous 
instances where its loaders have denied the natural 
superiority of the white man over the black, and 
have expressed sentiments in favoi of bringing 
negroes and white people to the same political 
level. The whole country are familiar with the 
refusal of Governor Banks, when the Republican 
candidate for Speaker, to say he considered the 
white man superior to the negro. He considered 
whichever was the superior racë would in time absorb 
the other, (by amalgamation, of course,) and he 
left it to time to determine. And the whole Repub- 
lican party in Congress indorsed these sentiments 
by voting for him for Speaker. (For his-remarks, 
and the vote, see Congressional Globe, page 227, 
first session Thirty-Fourth Congress.) Mr. Sew- 
arp, who is the admitted head of the party, has 
never concealed his sentiments; and we have the 
evidence of an honorable member upon this floor, 
{Governor Smita, of Virginia,] that Mr. SEWARD 
said to him, in presence of several gentlemen, that 
he (Sewarp) was in favor of allowing free negro 
suffrage in New York; and on Governor Sari 
remarking that New York would bea good place 
for Virginia to ship her free negroes to, Mr. Sew- 
arp sald: “We will receive them with great pleas- 
ure; we have a great deal of difficulty with the Ger- 
man and Irish voters in times of election; we have to 
raise a great deal of money to secure their votes; the 
rascals take our money, and then vote against us; 
but we have no such trouble with the colored men.”? 
The whole of this remarkable conversation will be 
found on pages 238 and 239 of the Congressional 
Globe of-the present session. (See appendix A.) 
But there is nothing in it at all inconsistent with 
the theory of the principles of Mr. Sewarp and 
his party, or even with their acts. The same dis- 
position to elevate the negro above the white man 
of foreign birth is exhibited in the acts of the 
Republicans of Massachusetts and elsewhere, 

-and by the repeated declarations of members of 
that party, as £ shall proceed to show. 

The statement of Governor Smirn that Mr. 
Sewanrp manifested a willingness to exchange the 
Dutch and Irish of New York for the free negrocs 
of Virginia, is corroborated by the following ex- 
tract from Helper’s book, which Mr. SewarD 
unqualifiedly indorsed, and ‘ every sentence of 
which,” Mr. Giddings says, ‘ finds a response in 
the hearts of all true Republicans.” “ We can well 
afford to dispense with the ignorant Catholic ele- 
mentofthe Emerald Isle. In the influences which 
they exert on society, there is so little difference 
between slavery, Popery, and negro-driving De- 
mocracy, that we are not at all surprised to sce 
them going hand in hand in their diabolical work 
of inhumanity and desolation.’’ (Page 83.) 

It will not be forgotten that a compendium of 
the book from which this abusive fling at the Frish 
was taken, received the written indorsement of 
sixty-eight Republican. members of Congress, 
whose names will be found on the 196th page of 
the Congressionagfalobe for the present session. 

This sentiment of extravagant love for the negro 
and hatred of the white foreigner, which has been 
found chiefly heretofore in the eastern States, 
where Republicanism has been the most firmly 

lanted, is beginning to take root even in the 
Wost I find ina western paper the following par- 
agraph, attributed to the Cleveland (Ohio) Herald, 
a leading Republican paper: 

“ We unhesitatingly aver that seven tenths of the 
foreigners in our land, who bow in obedience to the 
will of the Pope of Rome, are not as intelligent as 
the full-blooded Africans of our State; we will not 
include the part bloods.” 

I also find in the newspapers a statement that 
some time ago a Black Republican preacher by 
the name of ‘Tucker, in Johnson county, Indiana, 
used the following language in an oration before 
Sabbath-school children, from the pulpit. Hear 
him: : 

“Ant now, girls, when you get to be about 
sixteen years of age, and begin to wear combs in 
your hair, you will think of marrying. Let my 
advice be to you all in making a selection of a hus- 
band, to rather choose a negro than a white man who 
drinks whisky.” 

* 


It seems by this that, whilst some Republicans 
think more of negroes than white foreigners, oth- 
ers think more of them than of any white man 
who drinks whisky. How long will it be be- 
fore some crazy abolition fanatic sets up a claim 
for the superiority of the negro. over the white 
race generally? How long will it be, if these 
fanatics obtain the power, before negroes are ele~ 
vated to high official positions in the Govern- 
ment? How long willit be before Hon. Pom- 
pey Smash, Fred Douglass, or some other kinky- 
headed and thick-lipped darkey presents himself 
here, all redolent with the peculiar odor of his 
race, to claim a scat as one of the people’s rep- 
resentatives? When we reflect upon the state 
of public sentiment in some portions of the Uni- 
ted States, such a contingency may not be so 
improbable or remote as gentlemen may sup- 
pose. What is to prevent it, if the negro is to 
be held a citizen, possessing equal rights with 
the white man? If Mr. Sgwar is elected Pres- 
ident, is it not likely he would prefer appointing 
a negro to office rather than one of those “ras- 
cals” he speaks of, (German and Irish voters,) 
who ‘take our money and then vote against us?” 
More than once have intimations been thrown 
out by Republican leaders of a willingness to 
support negroes for high office. . x 

fr. Charles C. Van Zant, late Speaker of the 
Rhode Island House of Representatives, and a 
prominent Black Republican leader in that State, 
in the Republican State convention held in Prov- 
idence recently, was a candidate for the nomina- 
tion for Attorney General. He made a speech, 
which we find reported in the Providence Even- 
ing Press, in which he expressed a ‘willingness to 
support Fred Douglass for the next President, if he 
should succeed in getting the Republican nomina- 
tion. 

When the celebrated Abolitionist Gerrit Smith 
resigned his seat in the Thirty-Third Congress, 
the New York Tribune noticed the fact in the fol- 
lowing significant and insulting language: 

“Gerrit Smith has resigned his seat in Con- 
gress, to take effect at the close of the present ses- 
sion. We regret this withdrawal, Mr. Smith is 
preéminently a patriot, a Christian, and a philan- 
thropist; and men of that stamp are too scarce in 
either House. Then he is an ultra Abolitionist— 
one who believes slavery never was, because it never 
could be, constitutional er legal anywhere, and that 
every slave hasa perfect moral right to assert and secure 
his freedom by any means that will be effective. ‘The 
Southrons needed a'sight of the genuine article, 
They have had it, and will sleep casier and have 
truer notions of northern peculiarities hereafter. 
But for Mr. Smith’s election, they might have 
squirmed a little when Fred Douglass came to pre- 
sent his credentials and hang up his hat as amember ; 
while, after this specimen of our ultras, we have 
high hopes that they will take the next dose pla- 
cidly, like philosophers and gentlemen.” 

That the election of Douglass, or some other 
negro, was not improbable in a district that had 
elected a crazy fanatic, with such sentiments as 
this extract attributes to Mr. Smith, was an opin- 
ion quite uatural, and no doubt entertained by 
more than the New York Tribunc; and there are 
those now here who may live to see it realized. 
This same New York Tribune,/vhich is the Re- 
publican Bible, of the 17th of March last, says: 

“ We were visited a few days since, by a Yir- 
ginian—Mr. Oscar Carey, of Loudoun county. | 
He was as black as the ate of spades, but a gen- 
tleman in his manners and hearing, as most of the 
negroes and some of thé white men of that State are 
known to be.” 

“ Most of the negroes,’ 
men !?” 

But I find, sir, that the limits of my speech will 
not admit of the introduction of all the evidenee I | 
have collected upon this branch of the subject. I 
have much more of the same sort, which I may 
produce on some other occasion. I have only 
time now to submit the following pithy extract, 
which I find attributed to a Republican paper in 
Illinois. Here it is: 

s REPUBLICANISM Boupty Prociaimep.—The 
Freeport (Illinois) Journal of a recent date, comes 
| out flat-footed, and proclaims the doctrine of the 
Republican party thus: 


> and “some of the white 


s We believe the negro is human; he has a | 


H 

soul; he has an intellect; and in so far as the right 
of suffrage or any other right of Citizenship is con- 
cerned, he should be placed-on an equality with. the 
rest of mankind. We further believe that the negro 
is superior, in all the requirements necessary for cili- 
zenship,:to a majority of the Irish “ cattle” who-dis- 
grace our soil?” Ep ar à 

These declarations, from the lips and pens of 
prominent Republicans, I consider consistent with 
the principles upon which the: party. is founded; 
but not more consistent than. their acts will be 
found to be with their declarations... And now Jet 
us examine their acts. ; 

If you want to find what. pure and unadulter- 
ated Republicanism is, look into those States where, 
that party have unlimited control. This investi- 

ation I have attempted to make. To that end 
Í addressed letters to intelligent and responsible 
gentlemen in each of these States, soliciting defi- 
nite and reliable information upon the subject. I 
regret the limits of my speech will not permit me 
to submit the replies in full; but here is one, writ- 
ten with such ability and spirit, that I cannot re- 
sist the temptation to read it, premising that the 
writer is one of the soundest and purest statesmen 
of New England, and merits the high position he 
occupies in his party and before the country. He 
says: 

“ With a view to comprehensive brevity, permit 
me to meet your several inquiries, by first refer- 
| ring to the conjectural platform of the Republican 

party. Itis constantly to be borne in mind that 
the Republican party has no standard of principle, 
except that which is to be found in the Abolition 
party—a party which is bold and uncompromising 
in its deliberately-chosen positions and declara- 
! tions, and which adheres to its plansand promul- 
| gates its dogmas and purposes in utter contempt 
of all consututional authority not in harmony 
with its own platform. Its distinctions are plainly 
fundamental, while those of the Republican party 
are as clearly factitious, and made conformable to 
the current delusions. of the day. The Abolition 
party boldly denounces the United States Consti- 
tution as ‘a covenant with death—an agreement 
with -hell;? while the Republicans professedly 
honor it, and yet constantly favor legislation that 
contravenes its own requisitions. The Abolition- 
ists would regard ita privilege and a public bless- 
ing to be able to subvert and: destroy the Gov- 
ernment, as at present organized; while the Re- 
publicans claim to be its greatest admirers and 
bravest defenders, and then prove their loyalty by 
combining with the Abolitionists against the ex- 
| ecution of all laws which they do not approve. 
| The Abolition party has pursued an undeviating 
| course for a period of more than twenty-five years; 
while the Republican has not continued of the 
same character as many days. The Abolitionists 
holdly raise their flag, displaying its repulsive 
motto—‘No union with Slaveholders;? while the 
Republicans confidentially salute it with a broth- 
| erly recognition, boast that they want no flag of 
their own, and then proclaim undying love for the 
South, and unalterable attachment to the Union. 
The Abolition party generates and carries its own 
thunder, while the Republicans draw upon it as 
they think they have occasion, and not unfre- 
quently borrow more than they want, or more 
than they can manage, and covertly hasten to 
suppress or return it. The terrific bolt at Har- 
per’s Ferry was of their own manufacture. Gar- 
rison isa non-resistant, and does not deal in pikes 
and powder. At Rochester, Sewarp relied on 
| borrowed capital; but since his return from Europe, 
he demands unlimited credit, with all his old debts 
upon him, and without an indorser. The Aboli- 
tion party always leads with a startling boldness, 
and the Republicans timidly follow, only that 
«hey may gain the lead and save the game. Garri- 
son is the unsleeping book-kceper of beth parties, 
| and if any desire to know his method of keeping 
| accounts they have only to read his specch, de~ 
livered before the Massachusetts legislative com- 
mittee on Federal relations, February 24, 1859. 

Je admits a credit, only that he may make an 
additional charge. His content is only in a new 
demand. 

< On the common ground of unconditional equat- 
i ity, both Abolitionists and Republicans agree, and 
their shouts for freedom are thought to bein glorious 
i harmony. They claim a leveler’s equality; where 
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differences are not counted, at least, not till after 
the election. . They claim a civil position for the 
negro, because they feel sure that they can control 
his vote. They are shocked at any avowal of so- 
cial distinction between the two races. They are 
ready to hail him as a fellow-soldier, and to place 
him upon the voting list in advance of honest and 
‘industrious white men of foreign birth. 

«On this common ground the two parties act 
with unrestrained impulse and freedom, ignoring 
the light of knowledge and experience, demand- 
ing, perhaps, what all would rejoice to see, but 
none are able to accomplish; asking what cannot 
be granted ,professing what cannot be practiced, 
and promifing what cannot be fulfilled. It isal- 
most a self-evident proposition that equality isa 
condition of power self-sufficient and self-protect- 
ive, wanting nothing, needing nothing, and hav- 
ing nothing to spare, Jt is an absurdity, an obvi- 
ous blunder, to assert that two dissimilar races, of 
different origin, of unequal paris and varying ca- 
pacity, can succeed in the same society when placed in 
competition, No such exaneple of success can be found 
on the page of history; no such disjointed analysis of 
cause and effect can be found upon the records of phi- 
losophy. For.-more than two hundred years we 
have had the Indian and the negro in contact with 
the renewing privileges and elevating influences 
of civilization upon the American continent, and 
under that variety of circumstances, sufficient to 
show the means of success and causes of failure, 
im attempts to elevate and advance them in the 
scale of moral and intellectual growth, they have 
been tested every way, but they have been im- 

roved onlyin one. ‘The fate of the Indian is no 
[nger a subject of doubt; his aboriginal qualities 
fitted him only.asa child of the forest, and his race 
is marked for death. The negro has been owned 
and freed underevery variety of condition and cir- 
cumstance, of labor and of climate, either to mark 
out his own work for himself and enjoy its wages, 
or to follow the directions of men superior in skill 
and judgment, and to participate in their enjoy- 
ments and privileges. In the northern States he 
was told to be free, because he was no profit to his 
owner. His freedom was nominal; his wretched- 
ness real... (See Historical Sketch of Slavery, by 
Th. R. R. Cobb, p. 201, ch. 15, Effects of Abolition 
in U. S.) In 1708, Puritan Massachusetts for- 
bade their freedom by law, except on -condition 
of security to the town where they belonged. A 
similar Jaw was passed in Connecticut. $ know 
of no record that this law has been repealed. “In- 
decd, there is no record that slavery has been abol- 
ished by statute citherin New Hampshire or Mas- 
sachuscus. Atdifferent periods, with doubts and 
difficulty, prospective laws of emancipation were 
passed by Rhode Island, Connecticut, Pennsylva- 
nia, New York, and New Jersey. Vermont cx- 
cluded slavery, by her bill of rights, at an early 
period. As the labor of the negro inthe northern 
States proved to be a tax upon his owner, he was 
surrendered to himself, from time to time, not to 
freedom; and the race has been gradually dying the 
death of imbecility, wretchedness, and degrada- 
tion. (Sce De Bow’s Compendium of Statistics of U. 
S. Census, ch. 4, from page 62to 81.) Inthe mean 
time, the southern States have been pursuing a 
similar course, where the negro has been tested 
as a laborer under conditions of servitude, and 
where the climate, soil, and products, are suited 
to his constitution, Directed and held by the ne- 
cessary conditions of his bonds, as a minor under 
the Jaws, he has aided to enrich the country by 
his industry, and to improve his race to a degree 
before unknown. His exemption from the pres- 
sure of physical wants has multiplied opportuni- 
ties for mental improvement, and while he is per- 
mitted to range within the circle of his master’s 
freedom and possessions, he shares its comforts 
and becomes the subject of its refinements. 

* All experiments, where the negro has been 
left to himself, have resulted in his degradation 
and death. On the other hand, when he has been 
held as an interest, and directed by a superior 
judgment and protected by considerations of hu- 
manity, he has been vastly improved in his habits 
and character, In a conversation with Rev. Mr. 
Stewart, of Liberia, who has recently visited the 
New England States to study the condition of his 
colored brethren, ke assured me ihat the negroes of 
the North were much inferior to the slaves of the 


South, and that their. most reliable men in Liberia 
had served as slaves in the southern States.: They 
were better informed, more industrious, and more 
skillful in planningand managing business of every 
kind. This he accounted for by their more ex- 
tensive.and responsible: experience: as connected 
with the business of their masters... <> > 

- í At-present, negroes and mulattoesare permit- 
ted to come-inteo Massachusetts without any re- 


-strietion; and: to vote at the elections under the 


laws. The recent and unavailing attempt of the 
Republican party to recognize them as soldiers is 
well known to the country. The number of col- 
ored voters in Boston is nearly four hundred; of 
Worcester, three hundred and sixty; of New Bed- 
ford, three hundred; but of their numbers in other 
places I am not advised. They almostinvariably 
vote the Republican ticket. There is no law pro- 
hibiting their holding office, serving on juries, or 
appearing as witnesses in the.courts.”’ ` 

-In these respects they stand upon a similar foot- 
ing. in Maine, New Hampshire, Connecticut, Ver- 
mont, and Rhode Island. Marriages between 
blacks and whites are lawful in all these States 
except: Maine and Rhode Island; and negroes do 
occasionally intermarry with white persons. Ne- 
groes are allowed to practice law. A gentleman 
writing me says: “I know of one negro lawyer 
in Boston.”? Negro children are allowed to attend 
the free schools incommon with the white children. 
Garrison boasts that ‘‘ in Boston, to-day, the blackest 
child sits quietly and honorably by the side of the 
whitest”? Colored men may, and.I presume do, 
serve oñ jurics. “ When the jury list was revised 
the present year,” says the Worcester (Massachu- 
setts) Transcript of the 23d of last month, ‘it was 
intrusted to three aldermen, who reported, among 
other names, those of William H. Jenkins and 
Francis A. Clough. Both are colored barbers,” 

The tendency of the Republican party in New 
York to negro equality is well known. Not satis- 
fied with the large negro vote polled now at every 
clection for that party, 
fication system, the ian Republican Legislature 
of that State took the initiatory steps to make 
negro suffrage universal. All who voted for the 
law are Republicans. The vote stood thus in the 
House: for the law, 70; against it, 3i—only five 
Republicans voting in the negative, ‘The Demo- 
crats, thirty-two in number, all voted in the neg- 
ative. 

It will thus be seen that negro equality prevails 


under the property-quali- | 


to a greater or less extent in all New England; and | 


the same tendency will be found to exist in all the 
Republican States of the West, Into the State 
of Ohio negroes and mulattoes are allowed to im- 
migrate without limit or restriction. 

2. They may vote at elections, if the white blood 
prepondcrates. The Democratic party passed an 
act excluding from suffrage any person having a 
visible admixture of African blood. This is yet 
upon the statute-book; but in Anderson vs. Milli- 
kin, the supreme court of Ohio, all Republicans, 
at the last term, decided it to be unconstitutional, 
notwithstanding the words ‘‘ citizen of the United 
States”? oecur in the constitution of Ohio, which 
limits the right to white citizens of the United 
States. There are quite a number of colored per- 
sons who vote; and I am informed they have gen- 
erally been allowed to vote on the Western Re- 
serve, where Black Republicanism has attained its 
full growth, without regard to the state of legisla- 
tion at all, or of judicial construction of it, and 
without any reference to the color, or the prepon- 
derance of blood, They are, of course, andalways, 
against the Democrats; and although their num- 
ber never was preciscly ascertained, I am told it 
was the general impression that, in 1857, they were 
strong enough to turn the election in favor of Gov- 
ernor Chase. 

3. Under the Republican decision, referred to, 
mulattoes of more than half white blood have all 
the rights incident to citizenship, and are eligible 
to office. 

4. Prior to 1848, a black or mulatto was excluded 


| as a witness in any cause to which a white per- 


son was a party, by statutory inhibition; but 
during the time this statute was in force, the su- 
preme court decided, if the white blood predom- 
inated, the witness was competent. The act was 
repealed in 1843, and ever since negroes are al- 
lowed to testify the sume as white persons. 


a mulatto is: competent as a juror, and may be 
admitted to the bar. “The Logan (Ohio) Gazette 
says that, under the late visible-admixture decis- 
ion, a mulatto man has been elected supervisor of a 
read district adjoining. Bellefontaine, and will ac- 
cordingly lord it for his term of office over the white 


men of the district. 


6. ‘There is no law forbidding the intermarriage 
of a negro with a white person, and I have under- 


-stood that there have been instances of such inter- 


marriages in that State. (See appendix B.) 
So much for Republicanism and negro equality 
in the State of Ohio.» a i . 
Negroes are not restricted from cominggmto the 


. State of Wisconsin to live, and in that State they 
-may intermarry with the whites, and testify in the 


courts in cases where white persons are parties. 
The same, I believe, is also truc as to Michigan 


-and Iowa, except that the proximity of Detroit 


to Canada makes laws allowing the marriage of 
blacks and whites in Michigan unnecessary, as a 
few minutes’ run brings the parties where they can 
revel in social, legal, and political equality to their 
hearts’ content. Iowa, Pai told, allows negro 
children to attend the free schools on terms of 
equality with white children. That these States 
are not entirely Mfricanized is probably owing to 
the fact that Republicanism has not yet obtained 
undisputed foothold there. That obtained, and 
the rest would no doubt speedily follow. 

Now, I believe, I have gone over every one of 
the States that voted for Frémont. Here is the list: 
Massachusetts, Vermont, Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, 
Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, and lowa. And now 
let us see how they stand upon this question of 
negro equality.. We find, > 

J. That into all these States negroes and mu- 
Jattoes, without limit, may emigrate and become 
permaucnt residents, competing with the white 
man jn his labor, and enjoying, to a greater or 
less extent, political equality with him. 

.2. In every one of these States negroes and 
mulattoes may be witnesses in suits where white 
persons are parties, or where a negro is one party 
and a white person the other. 

3. In all these States but three, negroes and 
mulattoes may sit on juries, or be lawyers, the 
same as white persons. 

4. In nearly all these States negrocs and mulat- 
toes may vote at elections, the same as the white 
man. 

5. In nearly all these States negroes or mulat- 
toes may hold offices the same as the white man, 

6. In more than half these States negroes or 
mulattoes may intermarry with white persons. 

7. And send their negro or mulatto children to 
the public schools, in common with the white 


children. 


It will thus be seen that negro equality prevails 
to a greater or less extent, in all the States that 
voted for Frémont. In Massachusetts, which is 
a type of them all, and may jgpstly be considered 
the model Republican State of the Union, negroes 
are received with a cordial welcome, and clothed 
with the privileges and immunities of the white 
man. They vote at elections, the same as the 
white man; they may hold office; practice law; sit 
on juries inthe trial of white persons; be witnesses 
against white persons; send their children to the 
free schools in common with white children; and, 
what is worse, intermarry with white persons, 
thus legalizing a disgusting, revolting, and ruinous 
system of practical amalgamation. 

The pernicious character of this system is ex- 
emplified in several occurrences of recent date. 
The first is described, as follows: 

“A REMARKABLE Amateamation Case—A 
Connecticut Winow Weppep To a Necro Bar- 
ber.—The following story, which seems almost 
too incredible for belief, is told by the Hartford 
Times. The case has created great excitement in 
that city: 

«< Mrs. C. B., of Bridgeport, a widow lady, the 


mother of four children, two of whom are mar- 
ried, became enamored a few months. since of a 


colored barber, living in this city, by the name of 
Francis. ‘The husband of Mrs. B. left her, at bis 
G 
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death, which took place about three years ago, 
between cight and ten thousand dollars. With 
a portion of this money she set the negro up in 
business in Bridgeport, but he-some time ago re- 
moved to New York. The intimacy between 
them led to some scandal, when she confessed a 
few days ago'that they were secretly married in 
New Yorkin Oetoberlast.’?? 

The next occurrence very naturally follows the 
first. “Here it is, from a late Boston paper: 

tt Superior CRIMINAL Court, 
« Wurpnespay, March 14. 
“4 William H. Thompson, colored, who plead 


guilty to an indictment for assaulting his wife Cor-. 


delia Thompson, and destroying one of her eyes, 
was sentenced to the House of Correction one 
ear. 

A friend in Boston, who inclosed me these items, 
says that “the negro, Thompson, referred to in 
the last, married a white woman, and smashed her 
head with a chair.”? “hese arè but samples of 
the pernicious fruits of practical negro equality. 
(For an account of other occurrences of like char- 
acter, seo appendix B.) 

Republicanism, then, in Massachusetts, would 
allow a white man to be accused of crime by a 
negro; to be arrested on the affidavit of a negro, 
by a negro officer; to be prosecuted by a negro 
lawyer; testified against bya negro witness; tried 


before a negro judge; convicted before a negro j 


jary; and executed by a negro.exccutioner; and 
either one of these negroes might become the hus- 
band of his widow or his daughter! 


Negroes are not only considered the equal of | 


the white man, but in some instances his supe- 
rior; for a negro coming into Massachusetts from 
another State, even though a fugitive slave, may 
vote in one year; buta white man coming there 
from Germany, or any other forcign country, 
would have to wait seven years before he could 
vote; thus placing the negro siz years ahead of the 
whiteman who may happen to have been born on for- 
eign soil! 

Such are the practical and legitimate results of 
Republican theories, and I hold them up to the 
indignant gaze of my fellow-countrymen. 

From what I have shown it is fair to presume 
that such results are not repugnant to Republican 
views, and especially the views of that large num- 
ber of Republicam Representatives, estimated at 
from fifty to seventy-five, who were sent to oc- 
cupy, and do occupy, seats in this Hall by the 
aid of negro votes; but they are exceedingly ob- 
noxious to my constituents, and, I believe, to the 
great mass of the Amorican people. I thank God 
that my constituents are white freemen; and I 
glory in the belief that they will never consent to 
be placed on an equality with the negro. We 
want nothing to do with them, slave or free, and 
have wisely excluded them from coming into the 


s much truth in the remark of the London 
Times, “that if one thing more than another has 
tended to give the Anglo-Saxon race in the New 
World the victory over the Spanish, it is that it 
has kopt itself apart from the red and negro races, 
and lodged power constantly in the hands of men 
of European origin. Ithas been fully proved, 
not only on the American continent, but in our 
own colonies, that the enforced equality of the 
European and African tends, not to the elevation 
of the black, but to the degradation of the white 
man.” Wehold our Government to be awhile man’s 
Government, and discountenance everything tend- 
ing to a mixture, or equality of the races. If you 
ask me why this is so, I answer: because Indiana 
is a Democratic State. We have not to thank 
the Republican party that our State is not now 
overrun by negroes and mulattoes. The leaders 


of that party opposed their exclusion. Nearly | 
all, if not all, the Republicans of this Congress | 


from that State opposed it; and some of them 
made able but rather significant speeches in the 
constitutional convention. The curious are re- 
ferred to the debates of that distinguished body, 


particularly pages 258, 457, 615, and 628, of the | 


first volume. 

` Neither can it be forgotten that when a resolu- 
tion was proposed in the Senate of Indiana, de- 
claring it to be inexpedient to allow negroes or 
mulatioes to attend as scholars in the common 


schools in that State, or to give testimony in the | 


by constitutional provisions. We think | 


| out all free negroes from their borders. 


| make him anything else. i! 


courts of justice against white persons, it was de- 
feated by the united vote of the Republican sen- 
ators. (The resolution, with the proceedings, 
will be found in appendix C.) I consider the ex- 
clusion of negroes from coming into that State, 
and the absence there of everything like negro 
equality, to be entirely attributable to the ascend- 
ency of the Democratic party. The same is no 
doubt equally true of Hlinois, Oregon, California, 
and other Democratic free States, in nearly all of 
which similar legislation prevails. 

I know that Republican leaders have spoken 
snecringly and contemptuously of the States thus 
discriminating in favor of the white race. Because 
such discrimination was in the constitution of 
Oregon, and foreigners who had declared their in- 
tention to become citizens were allowed to vote 
before taking the final oath, Republicans in Con- 
gress denounced that constitution as an ‘‘infa- 
mous instrument,’? an ‘infamous atrocity; and 
seventy of them voted against her admission, not- 
withstanding she was a free State. (See Con- 
gressional Globe, second, session Thirty-Fifth 
Congress, pages 984 and 1010.) 

And thus we have still another exhibition of 
that‘love of the negro and hatred of the white 
forcigner which we have seen in the Republican 
legislation of Massachusetts and Connecticut, and 
in the repeated declarations of prominent Repub- 
licans. In view of these indisputable facts, none 
of our adopted ¢itizens who entertain proper self- 
respect can for u moment think of voting the Re- 
publican ticket, If they did so vote they would be 
giving “aid and comfort” to their worst enemies; 
tor forcign-born citizens would probably be more 
degraded and injured by carrying out the Repub- 
lican policy than any other class of socicty. 

One of the most prominent Republicans now 
upon this floor, a gentleman distinguished for his 
ab ‘lity and zeal for the Republican cause, [Mr. 
Dawes,] bas recently written a letter to u negro 
convention upon ‘the disabilities imposed upon 
free colored persons by the constitutions of many 
of the so-called free States”? He says, in speak- 
ing of these ** so-called free States,” “that such 
à Slate is called a free State passes my comprehen- 
sion. Itis all a false pretense and afraud;’’ and he 
thinks itis high time ‘ for those who make it the 
corner-stone of their political creed that ALL MEN | 
are created equal,” to meet and grapple the | 


“monstrous heresy” of such States. (See appen- 
dix D for this letter in full.) 

No doubt, if the Republicans get sufficient į 
power, the so-called ‘monstrous Heresy’? of dis- 
criminations in favor of white men will be 
crushed out, and these States will be made “ free 
States,’ according to the Massachusetts standard, 
which seems to be that a white man is to be con- 
sidered the equal of the “nigger,” provided he 
Lehaves himself as well, and does not happen to 
be of foreign birth. Sir, because the Democratic | 
party refase to recognize the negro as the equal 
of the white man, it 1s no evidence of the hostility 
of that party to him. I believe the Democratic 
party to be his real friend, and the Republican 
party his worst enemy. It is truc, a portion of i 


that party would entice the negro slave to run i 
away to Canada, or some State in the Union where 
he would Le converted into a Republican voter; 
lutit would be frecdom in name, and not in sub- 
stance, and would bring no real happiness with |; 
it. Ef negro slaves are kept closer, and ruled with 
a harsher rein now than formerly, it is because 
their masters are driven to it by the conduct of 
the Republican party; and it is for the same rea- 
son that southern States are adopting laws to drive 


The truth is, the free negro, as a general thing, 
is unfit to govern himself; and, under the most 
favorable circumstances, in free States, it is said | 
he has but three rounds in the ladder of his am- 
bition—-to be a boss barber, have a banjo, and a |) 
white wife. The inferior being we find hin, the |; 
Almighty, for some wise purpose—‘‘ He docth |; 
all things well’’—scems to have designed him. A | 
negro Ife made him, and it is not in the power of |: 
all the Abolitionists:and Republicans on earth to || 


t 


Upon the subject of his inferiority, and utter 
inability to compete With the white race, or gov 
ern himself, I have in my possession an important | 
letter, of recent date, written by a gentleman who © 


has possessed. better opportunities for forming- a, 
correct judgment than, perhaps, any mani in the 
United States. Originally an intense believer in 
all the negro equality doctrines of the most ultra, 
Abolitionists, he was selected, because of that 
belief, and his peculiar fitness, as a professor ih an 
institution intended, as faras possible, to devclop 
African talent. ¢ After a patient and persevering 
eflort of many Yaars’ duration, he was forced to 
give up his long-cherished idea that the negro was, 
or could be made, the equal of the white man; and 
now he comes forward, like an honest man, and 


acknowledges his error in the frank and manly 


letter I have before me. He says: 

“I appreciate the compliment you pay me, in 
soliciting my opinion upon a question that I be- 
lieve involves infinite consequences, not only to 


| this Republic, but to humanity itself. It appeals 
| with great force to the best energies of the patriot 


and philanthropist; and I exceedingly regret that 


| E have neither language nor ability to do justice 


to the convictions that have been produced by the 
experience of facts that bear directly upon this nio- 
mentous.subject. 1 am free to state that my con- 
victions of the character of the African race, de- 
rived from my long experience as teacher, and my 
very iftimate acquaintance with the colored peo- 
ple during that time, which, toa great degree, was 
unavoidable, were forced upon me against long- 
cherished and favorite theories, and very strong 
prejudices. After making due allowance for the 
artificial and cruel degradation that the free colored 
person is subjected to among the whites, as society 
is now constituted, with all its prejudices against 
color, I have come to the ‘unequivocal conclusion 
that the African is a distinct species of the human 
race; differing radically, and as definitely, to the 
careful observer, in mental construction and intel- 
lectual bias, as in physical conformation and ester- 
nel dppearance. That he cannot, with equal advant- 
ages, compete successfully with the white man in any 
of the enterprises of civilized society, (without the 
tropics at least,) where intellect is a requisite qual- 
ification. This 1s a broad assertion, i am aware, 
yet I fully believe that it is capable of being sub- 
stantiated by irrefragable proof; and so far as 
facts are concerned, and necessary for corrobo- 
ration, they crowd upon the observation of the 
most casual inquirer after truth. Ido not deny 
that there are exceptions, to a very considerable 
extent, to this general rule. J admit that I have 
found remarkable, intelligent, and intellectual in- 
dividuals among the colored people; yet they have 
been remarkable as colored persons, rather than 
being viewed so when contrasted with distin- 
guished genius of the whites. Moreover, these cx- 
ceptions, as far as my observation has extended, 
have invariably been confined to mulattoes, where 
traits manifestly of the white race predominated.” 
* * % * % * * * 
“You inquire my views of the ‘practical results 
of amalgamation.’ In reply to that question, T re- 
mark that I possess no language to express my 
abhorrence and loathing of it; nor of my convic- 
tions of its baneful and pernicious effects upon 
luman happiness and hyman society. 1 esteem ` 
amalgamation as one of the worst consequences 
of the existence of the African race in this coun- 
try. Physically, it is a blight upon offspring. 
Disease, wuusual in any other class of human 
beings, is the result. The mulatto is less prolific 
than either the white or black, and, after arriving 
at puberty, generally becomes sickly, inclining to 
consumption; and a very large portion of this 
class dic before reaching middle age; whereas the 


| African of unmixed blood is the longest-lived 


being of the human family, important and per- 
niciousas thesephysical evils are, they are trifling, 
compared with the misery that amalgamation 
brings upon its wretched victims, in a social point 
of view. The mulatto is not recognized as an 
equal by white men. For this injustice, as he 
estcems it, he cherishes the most bitter and vindic- 
tive malignity. His chagrin and mortified feelings 
foster in his breast, till he becomes an unmitigated 
hater of those who, as he is naturally impressed, 
without any just cause, have slighted him. The 
negro he despises, who, in turn, envies and hates 
the one who puts on airs of consequence before 
him, and assumes to be his superior on account 
of his lighter complexion: Indeed, the legitimate 
and inevitable fruits of amalgamation in this coun- 
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try, at least, are physical imbecility, disease, and 
premature death, moral degradation and social 
wretchedness that induces crime, which ends in 
infamy. My firm belief is, taking into consideration 
the manifest difference of the mental structure of the 
two races, that they cannot dwell together in one com- 
munity on an equality; nor can: the African race 
maintain an equality as to numbers even, only in a 
state of slavery. Revolting and horrid as this as- 
sertion may appear to a class of philanthropists, 
nevertheless it can be verified by facts and figures. 
The colored population in Massachusetts, had it 
increased upon the whites to this time in the same 
ratio that it did up to 1787, when slavery was 
abolished, would have amounted to more than 
two hundred thousand; yet they number, in the 
whole State, short of fifteen thousand. In New 
York similar facts are presented. Instead of more 
than five hundred thousand, which would have 
Leen the result of the ratio of increase up to 1800, 
when slavery was prospectively abolished, there 
are at this time scarcely one eighth of that num- 
er. 

“ According to the statistics of Maryland some 
years since, the annual mértality among the slaves 
was one in seventy-seven; whereas, among the 
free blacks, it was one in eighteen, which, at that 
time, was about the proportion of deaths. among 
the colored population in the city of New York. 
Therefore, if the prosperity of a pcopleis to be esti- 
mated by their increase in population, surely sla- 
very has high claims upon the colored race. We 
find by the census of Massachusetts, that it sus- 
talus amuch more dense population, and a greater 
number of persons ‘to.the square mile, than any 
other State in the Union; her State and municipal 
bounties are peculiarly fitted to increase ker popu- 
lation; her superior public schools, to which all, 
without distinction of race or color, are admitted 
tree of expense; her academics and colleges, un- 
equaled by those of any partof the United States, 
are alike open to all; her charity institutions, where 
the needy are aided, the pour supported, and the 
unfortunate cared for, even in Massachusetts, 
where the negro is legally on an equality with the 
white man, in every respect, where every office of 
honor, trust, and cmolument, is accessible to and 
offered him to stimulate his ambition; still, with 
all these helps at his command, he dwindles; and 
the number of colored persons, if they had not 
Lecome extinct before this, would have been much 
smaller than it now is, had not their ranks (which 
annually have been so mercilessly thinned by 
death) been constantly replenished by fugitives 
from the South, 

“ Thus, my dear sir, I have endeavored to com- 

ply with your request, by giving you my views 
of the colored race, derived from my twelve years’ 
experience as teacher, and the acquaintance dur- 
ing that time with that peculiar people. Let me 
here assure you that I have none but the kindest 
feelings toward them. My remarks, I am per- 
fectly aware, are incoherent, but they are honestly 
given; and if I have been led into errors, they are 
errors of the head, and not of the heart. Youask 
-whether my name may be given. I suppose that 
means whether I would consent to have my re- 
marks made public with my name attached to 
them. In reply, I would say, that I do not object 
to having my views of the ‘ African race’ made 
public; for F believe them to be important; not, 
however, because they are my views, but because 
they are true, and should be known; but there are 
considerations which induce me to prefer that my 
name should be withheld; one-is the hasty and 
unpremeditated manner in which the communica- 
tion. was prepared. I am willing that extracts 
from it should be made public, if, in your opin- 
ion, they would be of sufficient importance.” 

The subject of negro inferiority is so fully and 
clearly discussed in this letter that it is scarecly 
necessary for me to resume it. 

The truth is, in his own native Africa, the ne- 
gro is now, and has been in all ages; but one de- 
gree removed from the beasts of the field, and so 
immeasurably worse off than the slaves of the 
South, that the true philanthropist may well thank 
Providence for the institution of American sla- 
very; and I am told by competent judges that he 
is in a far worse condition in Canada, with his 
so-called freedom, than he is in slavery in-any of 
the southern States. (Sec appendix E.) [believe 


the negro slaves of this country are better off this 
day than the same number of the same.race in any 
part of the world; and if he is ever to be elevated, 
so as to be fit for self-government, it will be whilst 
he is subject to the legal direction of the white race, 
under such prudent restrictions as humane white 
legislators will ever provide. His place is not 
with us in the North, but-in the South, where 
the climate is congenial to his nature; and 1 be- 
lieve the true policy of the free States is to pro- 
vide, by ‘restrictive legislation and a judicious 
system of colonization, for the entire and abso- 
lute separation of the two races. : 

Atlast the question ofslavery mustbe left for the 
people of each State to determine for themselves. 
That is not the question which is now pressing 
upon the people of the free States for decision; it 
is whether, by the ascendency of this Republican | 
party, the peace of the whole country shall be endan- 
gered, the guarantees of the Constitution violated, 
and these free States overrun with free negroes, to ! 
eat out the substance of the white man, compete with 
his labor, and trespass upon his political rights. 
These are the questions that spring from the un- 
fortunate and mistaken ‘‘irrepressible-conflict ” 
doctrines of the Republican party. : 

That there is really no antagonism between | 
the labor systems of the North and South, and 
no cause for estrangement, is evineed by the fact 
that where the people of the slave and non-slave-— 
holding States have the greatest intercourse with | 
each other, and the best opportunities of knowing | 
and judging of each other’s institutions, there will 
be found the greatest friendship and harmony. 
Hence, if you will go into that part of Ohio, In- 
diana, or Hlinois, bordering upon Virginia, Ken- 
tucky, and Missouri, you will find less prejudice 
against the South and the institution of slavery | 
than you will find in distant States, like Mas- | 
sachusetis or Vermont, or even the more remote | 
portions of the same border States; and I believe 
the same peculiarity exists everywhere in the bor- 
der free States. 

It is a remarkable fact, and one that fully vin- 
dicates the correctness óf my position, that, with 
only two exceptions, every border congressional 
district in the free States, from the castern Ohio 
line to the mouth of the Ohio river, and thence up 
the Mississippi river to the northwest line of the 
State of Missouri—a distance of more than a thou- 
sand miles—was represented in the last Congress j 
by national Democrats, loyal to the Constitution, 
and faithful to all the obligations of a common 
brotherhood; and there are but four Republicans 
in this Republican Congress from this long line 
of border districtss&nd 1 believe a part of the four | 
are here rather from accident than otherwise. 

And we find the same remarkable and gratify- 
ing exhibition at the South; for it is gentlemen 
from remote slavcholding States who clamor loud- 
est against the alleged bad faith of the North, and 
not those from border States like Kentucky and 
Missouri, where the best opportunities of form- 
ing correct opinions certainly exist. Such bor- | 
der States necessarily know most and suffer most, | 
if evils exist; and yet extreme opinions and dec- 
larations are but seldom heard from them. 

Now, why is it that people at a distance, who 
must have less knowledge upon the subject, and 
less at stake, than those on the border, should 
insist upon ultra positions and extreme views? 
Surely those of us in free States, who live near 
the border, and have daily intercourse with the 
people of the slaveholding States, and daily wit- 
ness the workings of slave State institutions, are 
better judges of the matter than people who, from 
their remote positions, must judge of it from ab- 
stract ideas and local prejudices. We judge of it 
| from practical knowledge; they from abstract the- 
ories and sectional views. When Republicans 
talk about the slave oligarchy and the slave power, 
and undertake to depict the deplorable condition 
of negroes at the South, we can tell them, “ We 
know better than you do.” We know the people of į 
| the South, and they areas high-minded, honorable, 
kind-hearted, and patriotic as the people of the 
North; and, as a general thing, their negro slaves 
are well fed, well clothed, kindly treated, and in- 
finitely better off than negroes now are, or ever | 
were, in Africa; and, we are inclined to think, | 
quite as much so as the free negroes in Canada, or | 
i even inthe United States. When they tell us there 


is “ an irrepressible conflict between the labor sys- 
tems of the two. sections, which must continue 
until one or the other is abolished, and that the 
good of the country demands it should be the sys- 
tem of the South,” we tell them again,‘ We know 
better.” There is no conflict, except that fostered 
and kept up by the sectionalism of the Republican 
party; and that, as I have already shown, when 
traced to its legitimate and ultimate results, is a 
conflict as to whether negroes in this Government 
are or are not to be regarded and. treated as citi- 
zens, equal in political rights with white people. 

We know, on the contrary, that the labor sys- 
tems of the two sections work together for good 
and not for evil, that they aid each other without 
injuring either. We must have cotton, sugar, and 
rice, especially the former, and these grow only © 
where the sun is too hot for the white man to 
work in the fields with comfort or profit; but 
where the negro can work and keep slick, healthy, 
and fat in the operation. His labor cannot com- 
pete with our laborat the North; nor can our labor 
compete with his at the South. All experience 
teaches that he will not work effectively without 
a master, and therefore we say let Sambo stick to 
his cotton. . 

‘Cotton is the material out of which a mighty 
cable has been gradually, but inextricably, inter- 
woven, not only with the destinies of this Repub- 
lic, but of tens upon tens of millions beyond it, 
so as in some measure to have entangled in its web 
nearly all civilization. To sever it would produce 
new calamities, second ovly to the sudden and 
utter disappearance from the world of iron. The 
silk looms, the fine-cloth factories, the potteries, 


i| theglass works, the manufacture of linens, shawls, 


laces, and of innumerable articles of use or lux- 
ury, might vanish in one night to subside forever 
among tlic lost arts, without occasioning one tithe 
the ruin and desolation which the severance of 
that humble cotton link would occasion, The 
cotton which these negrocs of the southern States 
nroduce, clothes at least sixty millions of the 
Patan race, or what is the same thing, clothes 
partially double or treble that number,.”’—Hen- 
ningsen. 

Whilst they are raising cotton for our use, 
and to supply a foreign demand which brings 
$150,000,000 into the country every year—more 
than is brought in by all the exported products 
of the free States—we in the Northwest will be 
raising grain to feed them, and not only them, 
but, to a considerable extent, those in the East, 
and other portions of the world, who manufacture 
the cotton; and thus our farmers will never want 
amarket for their surplus. Thatman in the North- 
west must be dull of intellect, indeed, or strangely 
blinded by the prejudice of party, not to see that 
this Republican idea of an ‘ irrepressible conflict”’ 
| —and it is the leading idea of that party—is un- 
| founded, ill advised, and well calculated to do an 
| infinite amount of injury. Even if its antissla- 
| very sentiment were right in theory, it could not 
be carried into practice without doing a vast 
amount of evil. 

{tis a remarkable fact that, of the vast number 
who are constantly crying out agains? the institu- 
tion of slavery, you will but rarely find one who 
will pretend to offer any reasonable and practica- 
ble method to get rid of it. The great difficulty 
is, that such men forget that this is a practical 
world we live in, and jump at conclusions, from 
prejudices and visionary theories, that never can 
be realized without producing more mischief than 
the evils complained of. Even if the masters 
would all consent to emancipate their slaves, on 
recgiving their value from the general Treasury, 
would it be desirable to carry it into practice? 
Only think of ita moment. ‘There are some four 
| million slaves in the United States, worth at pres- 
ent say $1,000 cach, making $4,000,000,000; the 
interest on which, at six per cent., would amount 
to $240,000,000 per annum. Divided amongst the 
States, according to population, Indiana’s por- 
tion would be $160,000,000—forty-four times the 
amount of her present debt, which the people even 
now feel to be a grievous burden. It would be 
absolutely unbearable and out of the question; 
| but even if it were not, and this or some other 
| pian could be carried out, and the slaves all set 
i free, would it not be, after all, like the man who 
won the elephant, that he could neither sell, give 
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away,or keep? What would we do with an ad- 
dition of four million to our present stock of free 
negroes? It would all end in a war of races, or 
else in a mixture of races, and a degradation of 
the white man too horrible for the mind to con- 
template. : 

I appeal to my countrymen, therefore, to set 
their face against this whole anti-slavery agitation. 
They must see it can do no good, but may do an 
infinite amount of evil. Our rapid progress and 
great prosperity as a nation are the admiration 
of the world; and yet all this time we have had 
this institution of slavery in about half the States. 
What better proof could we have that the two 
systems work together for good and not for evil? 
It is not for feeble mortals always to comprehend 
the designs of Providence. It may be thatslavery 
in this country is the instrument by which and 
through which Africa is at last to. be lifted up 
from her deeply-degraded and barbarous condi- 
tion. The problem will be worked out in God’s 
own good time; and, no doubt, to the advance- 
ment of His glory and the welfare of the human 
family. Our true policy is to let well enough 
alone. 

The aggregate number of slaves in the United 
States can only be increased by a renewal of the 
African slave trade, which all parties oppose; and 
whether the number now here and their natural 
increase be diffused to some new Territories and 
States, where the soil and climate are suitable to 
slave labor, or all compressed within the limits of 
the present States, is not a matter.of very great 
concern to us of the North. Humanity, as well 
as fairness towards our southern brethren, should 
rather incline us to favor a reasonable and just 
expansion of southern territory. A partnership 
which inures only to the benefit of one party, 
where others have equal rights, can hardly be con- 
sidered either just or generous; and such would 
be the Republican doctrine, that we are neveragain 
to admit a slave State under any circumstances. 
That matter the Democratic party will leave for 
the determination of the people when they come to 
form for themselves a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, That party believes in the equality of 
States, but not in the equality of negroes with 
white people. 

It has been said, in glowing and truthful lan- 
guage, which I adopt,and with which I conclude, 
that, ‘founded upon the eternal principles of 
truth and justice, with the Constitution for its 
guide, the prosperity and perpetuity of the Union 
for its aim, the Democratic party has so far re- 
tained ils integrity unspotted and its power un- 
broken. It is now, as it was in the days of old, 
the friend of civil and religious freedom, the friend 
of the people, and the advocate of the great and 
simple truths which the Constitution embodies. 
Prejudiced against no section of our common 
country; pledged to the support of no measure 
that does not insure equal and exact justice to 
all; enlisted not in the cause of men, but in de- 
fense of principles; it will enter the coming con- 
test with the samé consciousness of the final tri- 
umph of its cause which cheered it in former 
strugzles—the consciousness that it is the cause | 
of truth and justice. With the Constitution it 
arose; with the Constitution it has lived, and to- 
gether with the Constitution it will die. The one 
cannot survive the other. Without the Consti- 
tution, the Democratic party would be broken up; 
without the Democratic party, the Constitution 
would become in aday the foot-ball of fanaticism, 
The friend of the one may well say of the other, 
ESTO PERPETUA D”? 
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Governor Smith’s statement of a conversation with 
Senator Seward. 

The following statement was made on the floor 
of the House of Representatives, December 24, 
1859, by Hon. Wierm Sars, of Virginia. 
(Sce Congressional Globe, pp. 238, 239:) 

« 1} will repeat the substance of what occurred. Onone 
occasion, when I was Governor of Virginia, while sitting 
in the council chamber of our State, with one or two of- 
ficials around me, a polite and in bearing a genteel stran- 
ger stepped in, and announced himself as Mr. SEWARD, of 
New York. He was so youthful in appearance, that I did 
not imagine he was the ex-Governor of that proud Com- 


monwealth. Jasked him to take a seat. He expressed a | 
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wish to see the Licutcnant Governor, and stated that he 
had an official acquaintance with him. I understood that | 
there had been a very angry controversy before that be- 
tween the authorities of Virginia and the authorities of 
New York, or rather Governor SEWARD. I sent for the 
Lieutenant Governor, and in the mean time we entered 
into a conversation respecting the extraordinary doctrines 
of that controversy. During that conversation, speaking of 
Governor Davis, of Massachusetts, I at once inferred it 
must be the ex-Governor of New York with whom I was 
conversing. 1 then said to him ‘that I presumed I was con- 
versing with ex-Governor SEWARD, of New York. He 
said yes; and we continued the conversation. T 

«There was at that time some considerable agitation 
about a convention in our State, and also in New York; 
and we entered into a conversation in respect Lo our respect- 
ive State conventions. We soon got upon the right of suf- 
frage. He said that, in their convention, they would soon 
settle that question, and have no future difficulty. Hesaid, 
t We mean all shall vote.’ ‘AHP said I. ‘ Yes,’ he replicd, 
‘everybody; and only requiring residence.? * What! col- 
ored people and all? ‘Yes; colored people and all? £ 
then said to him that, from the manner in which be treated 
the subject, he relieved me very much of one of my most 
serious difficulties. As Governor of Virginia, it had been 
my pleasure, and my duty, I conceive, to press the question 
of emigrating our free negroes from within the borders of 
Virginia. I told him that the difficulty was, that we did not 
know exactly where to send them ; that I did not desire the 
emigration of free negroes from any unkindness to them, but 
because they were a demoralizing link between the white 
men and the slaves; that, under our institutions and our 
couvictions,it was impossible for them to bave these advant— 
ages and means of improvement of which it was claimed 
that they were capable; and therefore we desire to send 
them among their sympathizers, that they might show that 
they were equal to white men. 1 stated that [was relieved 
from that difliculty, because New York would have no dif- 
ficulty in receiving that class of persons, as he assured me. 
He replied: ‘None, none; we will receive them with great 
pleasure. We have a great deal of difficulty with the Ger- 
man and Irish voters in times of election; we have to raise 
a great deal of money to secure their vote. The rascals take H 
our money, and then vote against us ; but we have no such 
trouble with the colored men? Lreplied: ‘This is a very 
remarkable conversation, L mast be allowed to say, and E 
can confess to you that, with every cargo we send North, 
wo arcin the habit of sending a certain number of free pas- 
sages j and we would be very glad, for all such that we send, 
to take back good-bearted Germans and [rishinen, of whom 
we can make good citizens? We went on to speculate 
upon the subject. I mentioned the conversation to Senator 
Foote some time after it oceurred, and he, t betieved, in- 
troduced it into the Senate, and calied the attention of that 
body to it. The Senator trom New York, i understand, said 
nothing in reply to Senator Foote’s exposition of the mat- 
ter, although it was said that the gentleman’s silence would 
be regarded as giving consent, and I also understood that a 
paper conducted by Mr. Ritchie made the charge, and the 
Albany Journal denied it. 

« What I have said upon this subject has been entirely 
according to my recollection this day. 

“Mr. Farnsworrn. I would inquire of the gentleman 
when that conversation took place? 

“Mr. Smura, of Virginia. In 1847 or 1848, inthe city of 
Richmond. 

“Mr. Farnswortn. In the gentleman’s office ? 

“Mr, Saru, of Virginia. In the public council cham- 
Aer. 

“Mr. Farnsworrn. Who weregpesent? 

“Mr. Suru, of Virginia. Some two or three gentlemen 
were present. I will say further, that Senator Foote told 
me he Afterwards had a laugh with Senator SEWARD upon 
the subject, and that that gentleman did not question the 
accuracy of his exposition of that matter, 

«Mr. Parnsworru. I would like to inquire of the gn- 
tleman whether he also had a laugh with Governor SEWARD 
about it? 

“Mr. Sarru, of Virginia. No, sir; I did not. Mr. Sew- 
ARD Was a Stranger tome. We talked upon grave ques- 
tions as strangers; and upon the discussion of grave ques- 
tions laughter would not be likely to occur.” 


B. 


ity doctrines reduced to practice—the result of | 
amalgamation—a white wife prosecutes her negro 
husband for cruelty—the story of her married life. 


« Among the cases on the police docket this morning was 
that of James Akers, a colored barber, for creating a dis- 
turbance. ‘Fhe complaint was made by his wife, a white 
woman about nineteen years of age.” i = bal Lg 

© Mrs. Akers is a young woman of some attraction. She 
says she loves Akers dearly; but cannot endure to be 
She says he has re- 
peatedly threatened to take her life; and he has his razors 
secreted in different places, so as to be ready on any emer- 
gency. He isa drunken, dissolute fellow. The troubles 
and trials of the iH-assorted couple are the natural con- 
sequences of their disgusting connection. ?”— Cleveland 
Herald. 


A Negro, seventy years of age, marries a White 
Girl of twenty. 

“A singular marriage took place in this city last evening, 
says the Cincinnati Gazette (a Republican paper) of the 
Q4th of last month. A negro, a shade darker in hue than 
the ace of spades, is represented to have ted to the hymeneal 
altar a young and not bad looking white girl. The dispar- 
ity in color was, however, only equaled by the difference 
in ages—the bridegroom verging ou threescore years and 
ten, while twenty summers have not yet passed over the 
head of the bride. The fact that the marriage was to take 
place was known to those inhabiting the upper part of the į 


mer 


city, and when the marital rites were performed, a crowd,. . 
large in numbers and promiscuous in character, partici- 
pated. The name of the patriarchal old swain is Winston, 
and the girl, Mary Cain.’? : ee ES 


Another White Girl Elopes with « Negro in Michi- 
gan—Practical Abolitionism. 

A case of practical amalgamation has just come to light 
in our neighboring: county of Washtenaw, which isy- as 
usual, replete with the. disgusting features which: chàrac- 
terize these affairs. A young girl, seventeen years of age, 
a daughter of Mr. Hiram L. Stout, of the town of Sharon, 
eloped a day or twosince with a negro boy who-wasin the 
service of her father, and, it is thought, has gone with him 
tp Canada. The sable seducer’s name is Bill Strong, and 
he is about twenty-three years old. The girl is an intelli- 
gent, well-educated female, and no reason can be assigned 
for her conduct, except that her father is an Abolitionist of 
the unadulterated stripe, and taught, as the repentant Jud- 
son did, that a negro was a little better than anybody else. 
The parents are nearly distracted over the occurrence, and 
are making every effort to recover their daughter. She has 
always been looked upon with esteem and respect, and the 
whole community were taken by surprise when the facts 
were revealed. No suspicion was excited by the conduct 
of the couple, their love scenes having been transacted 
strictly in private. They wentat first to the village of Napo- 
leon, where they tried to get married, but could find nobody 
to perform the ceremony. From there they departed for un- 
known localities, and are supposed, reasonably enough, to 
have made a straight wake for the Canadian territories. 
Mr. Stout has always preached the abolition dogma. We 
imagine that he will eschew amalgamation doctrines bere- 
after, and join the experienced Judson in supporting a 
straight Democratic ticket. Practical teachings are severe, 
bat effective.—Detroit Free Press, April 25. 


Amalgamation Ball in New York. 


A grand amalgamation ball came off not Jong since, 
says the New York News, at the Assembly Rooms, Prince 
street, composed entirely of black men and white women; 
no white man or black woman was admitted. 

The room was tastefully decorated with banners, flags, 
&e., and the portraits of celebrated Abolitionists, couspie- 
uous among the number being a beautiful colored photo- 
graph of Jolin Brown, surrounded by a wreath of laurel. At 
one o'clock the festivities were brought to a close by the 
arrival of Broadway gamblers and shoulder-hitters, with 
bags of flourand soot concealed about their persons, They 
commenced by throwing the flour over the black men, and 
the soot on the white women. At this juncture the lights 
were extinguished, and then commenced a scene which 
beggars description, 


Another Amalgamation Case. 


The Troy Arena says that quite an excitement exists in 
a certain quarter in that city, in regard to the marriage ofa 
white woman and a darkey, as also the attempted suicide, 
of another white woman, who fell in Jove with a negro who 
is a married man and has a family. ‘Ihe marriage of the 
former took place last week, and was on account of being 
recently divorced from her husband, who is a respectable 
man, and resides in that city. ‘The parents of the woman 
réside in Albany. They formerly lived in Troy, and are 
highly esteemed. The motive is said to be revenge. The 
parties were married by a colored minister, and are living 
together in the lower part of Troy, 


C. 


Proceedings in ihe Senate of Indiana upon a resolu- 
tion in relation to negro equality. 


« Mr. Gooding (Democrat) offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

«¢ Resolved, That, in the opinion of this Senate, it is in- 
expedient to allow negroes or mulattocs to attend as sehol- 
ars to the common schools of this State, or to give testimony 
in our courts of justice against white persons.’ 

« Mr, Suit (Republican) moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

«The ayes and noes being demanded by Senators Wal- 
lace and Hefiren, those who voted in the affirmative were— 

« Messrs. Bearss, Blair, Bobbs, Burke, Chapman, Cooper, 
Crane, Cravens, Crouse, Drew, Ensey, Green, Griggs, 
Hendry, Hill, Kinley, March, Parker, Rice, Stevens, Suit, 
Thompson, Weir, and Weston—24. 

(Republicans in Italic; Americans in small capitals 5 
Democrats in Roman.) 

‘hose who voted in the negative were— 

« Messrs. Brown, Fisk, Freevann, Gooding, Hargrove, 
Heffren, Hostetler, Johnston, Mansfield, McOlure,McLean, 
Richardson, Rugg, Sace, Slater of Dearborn, and Wallace 
—16. 

« So the resolution was laid on the table.?’—Senate Jour- 
nal of 1857, p. 603. 


Letter of Hon. H. L. Dawes, a distinguished Repub- 
lican member of Congress from Massachusetts, on 
“+ the disabilities imposed upon free COLORED PER- 
sons by the constitutions of many of the s0-CALLED 
FREE STATES.” 


Norru Apams, Mass., September 25, 1859. 

Dear Sin: Yours of the 12th, inclosing a copy of the 
resolutions recently adopted by.a convention of colored cit- 
izens of New England, assembled at Boston, was received 
here in my absence from home, or it would have been sooner 
acknowledged. I am greatly obliged to the convention for 
the complimentary notice it was pleased to take of myself 
in one of its resolutions. 

The disabilities imposed upon free colored persons by the 
constitutions of many of the so-called free States have very 
properly found place in the deliberation of the convention. 
Indeed, the position which the free colored citizen shall 
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heréafter oceupy atthe North has seemed to me to be a ques- 
tion deserving more attention from aij than ithas hitherto re- 
ceived. Itiies, in my opinion, directly across the path of 
the.emancipationist, and must be encountered and correctly 
settled-before. any permanent or ‘healthy progress can be 
made. The growing disposition, in the new States that are} 
forming in the great West with such rapidity and on such a 
magnificent scale, to disfranchise, disable, and drive out the 
free negroes from their border, should be firmly met and coun- 
teracted by those who make it the corner-stone of their politi- 
cal creed. that “ ALL MEN dre created equal.”? 

“That a State whose constitution imposes upon. any class 
of men who have committed no eiiie the disability that 
they “ shall never have the right of suffrage??—*¢ shall never 
hold any real estate”? shall never make any contract’; 
“shall never work any mine?—* shall never maintain any 
snit?—or “come, reside, or be within the State 3? that such 
a State is called a free State passes my comprehension. It 
is all a false pretense and a fraud. ‘Chere is no real difference 
between the spirit which would incorporate such provis- 
ions into the organic laws of a State, apd that which infa- 
mously declares that the “negro has no rights which the 
white man is bound to respect?” It is high time, therefore, 
for those who believe that men have inalienable rights to |i 
meet and grapple this monstrous heresy. It well engaged the | 
attention of so intelligent a convention of colored citizens | 
assembled in New England, the only portion of the Union 
where the rights.of man, Without distinction of color, or 
race, or class, or condition, are secured to him by the con- 
stitutional guarantees. Lt must sooner or later, and better 
soon than jate, arrest the serious attention of the statesman 
who hopes for the perpetuity of the principles upon which 
the framework of our Government was founded. 

Respectiully, yours, il; L, DAWES. 
Wirum ©. Nei, Esq. 

Contrast between the condition of Negro Slaves in 
the South and Free Negroes elsewhere. 

“How SOUTHERN SLAVES ARE TReEaATED.—The Woe- ji 
tumpka (Alabama) Enquirer : On fast week thirteen |] 
slaves belonging to Governor Fitzpatrick, accompanied by j; 
Mr. Gunn, the overseer, brought their cotton to market, and 
sold it for a sum amounting in the aggregate to $994 92. 
Ahab, another one of the Governar’s negroes, with the oth- 
ers, Will soon bring theirs in. "This money is their own, f 
not one dime of it going into their owners poeket, and be 
feeds and clothes theni besides, aud provides for them in 
old age. 

“The above is only a single instance of what is common 
on every cotton plantation in the Sout? 

ft has been forcibly said, in an article of recent, j} 
“date, that— 

‘rhe statisties of the different churches in the South | 
show that four buudred and titty thousand negroes have | 
been converted and accepted the Gospel of our Saviour ; 
whereas in Africa, with alt the money that has been no 
less foolishly than lavishly spent, and all the many valuable | 
lives sacriticed to ehristianize and civilize the African, 
they cannot show where four hundred have been converted 
and retain the Word of God. {will here quote one solitary | 
extract from the able work of Professor Bledsoe : 

“ehe native African could not be degraded ;. of the in- | 
habitants of the continent of Atrica, it is estimated that 
forty millions were slaves. ‘Phe masters have the power 
of life and death over the skv and, in fact, his slaves 
were often fed, kiled, and eaten, just as we do with oxe 
or sheep in this country ; nay, the bind and forequarters 
men, women, and children, might be seen hung on the 
shambles and exposed for sale. Their women were beasts | 
of burden, and when young they were regarded as a great 
delic 
warrior would sometimes take a score of young female 
along with him, in order to enrich his feasts and regale h 
appetite; be delighted in such delieac As to bis reli- 
gion, it was worse even than his morals; or, rather, his re- 
ligion was a inuss of the most disgusting immoralities, His 
notion of a God, and the obscene acts by which that notion 
was worshiped, are too shocking to be mentioned. The 
vilest slave that ever breathed the air of a Christian land 
could not begin to conceive the horrid iniquitics of sucha 
life ; and yet, in the face of all this, we are told the African 
has been degraded by American slavery.’ 

«These facts look too atrocious. . Did they not come from 
such high authority, I could not venture to pen them in this 
article.” 

Another witness on the same subjects. 

‘The social condition of the people of Africa is as de- 
pressed as their industry and their science. But what else 
could be looked for where fetichism, idolatry, and the most } 
revolting superstition, are prevalent? Polygamy may be į 

i 
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acy by the palates of their pampered masters, A young 
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said to be diffused all over Africa; and, though forbidden | 
in Abyssinia, the marriage tie is there so slight as hardly to 
have any sensible influence ; and morals are in this respect | 
in a state of almost total dissolution. ‘That cannibalism || 
formerly existed to a frightful extent in many parts of Af || 
rica cannot be doubted, and though it has greatly declined, | 
paruy because of the introduction of Mohaimmedar smi, and į 
partly—and principally, perhaps—because of the ready and ! 
advantageous markets that have long been opened in the ' 

i 


West tnidies and America for the stav r captives taken ; 
in war, there secmis to be no doubt that it still exists among | 
‘certain tribes. Among some considerable nations the expo- i 
sure of children, and the slaughter of th that are de- 
formed or maimed, is not tolerated merely, but enforeed. 
In some parts human blood is reported to be mixed up with : 
the lime or mortar used in the construction of temples. And | 
it is said to be usual, among the greater number of the na- | 
tions on the coast of Guinea, for rich individuals to immo- i| 
late þunnan vietims once in their lives tothe manes of their (| 

ii 

H 

| 


fathers. It is unnecessary tu enter into any examination ij 
whether the varieties of the human race in Africa originally i 
sprang trom different sourees.. ‘The inevitable conclusion i! 


| explore the course and termination of the N 
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is, that every variety of the negro type, which comprises i 


~ 
the inhabitants of almost all Central Africa, is indicative of 
mental inferiority, and that ferocity and stupidity are the 
characteristics of those tribes in which the peculiar negro 
features are found most developed. _ We believé that this 
is a perfectly correct statement; and we do not know that 
anything that can be said could show more conclusively 
the radical inferiority of the great bulk of the African peo- 
ple: But we do not form our opinion as to their inferiority 
on their configuration and appearance, but on the fact that 
while numberless European and Asiatic nations have at- 
tained to a high state of civilization, they continue,with few 
exceptions, in neatly primeval barbarism. It is vain to pie- 
tend that this is the result of the unfavorable circumstances 
under which they have been placed. An intelligent, enter- 
prising people contend against unfavorable circumstances, 
and make them become favorable. But the Africans, with 
the questionable exception of the ancient inhabitants of the 
valley of the Nile, have never discovered any considerable | 
degrée of enterprise or invention, or any wish to distinguish 
themselves cither in'arts -or arms.” From the remot 
tiquity down to the present time they have been hewers 
wood and drawers of water for others, and have made little 
or no progress; and the only legitimate inference seems to 
be that they are incapable of making it; that civilization 
will not spring up spontaneously among them, and that 
if ever it grows up, it must be introduced from abroad, and 
fostered and matured under foreign auspices.??—McCul- 
loch’s article on Africa. 
Slavery almost universal in Africa. 

¢ Perhaps it would be speaking within compass to say that 
four fifths of the whole population, not only in this coun- 
try, but every other hereabouts, are slaves. Many of them 
are permitted to roam at large, provided they attend upon 
their masters when called upon. ‘I'hese procure their own 
subsistence, and devote part of their time to the service of 
their owners; others reside in the houses of their mas 
as domestic servants, and are likewise expected to con- 
tribute to their own support.’ —Journal of an expedition to 


= 


iger, by Richard 


and, John Lander, vol. J, p. 377. 
Testimony of Prichard, the leading ethnological 
writer of England. | 
«Those who ingitire dispassiouately into the subject will 
probably come to the conclusion that, instead of being in- | 
jured, the slaves have gained by being carried trom the Old 
to the New World. Speaking generally, the negrocsare in 
the lowest state of abasement, possessing merely the rudi- 
ments of the most indspepsable arts; a prey to the vilest 
superstition and tyranny, without any tincture of learning, 
and with Jittle or no regard for the future. The cireum- | 
stances under which they are placed in their native land 
may, perhaps, account for the low state in which we find 
them; but, however explained, the genuine negroes of Af- 
rica are admitted, by those least inclined to depreciate them, 
to be, for the most part, € either ferocions savages, or stupid, 
sensual, and indolent ’—Prichard’s History of Man, vol. 


British confessions in regard to the West India Freed 
Negroes. 

Here is a frank and full confession, of the Lon- 
don Times, of the working of the West India free 
negroes: 

“ It observes, ina recent article, that ‘floods of pathetic 
eloquence and long years of parliamentary struggling taught 
the English people to imagine that the world was made tor 
Sambo.’ The'Times has arrived at the following conclusion: 

“c The negro is a Wey animal, without any foresight; and 
therefore requiring to be led and compelled. He is decidedly 
inferior, very little raised ubove a mere animal. Meds void 
of self-reliance, and is the creature of circumstances 3 scarcely 
fitted to take care of himself 3 has no care for to-morrow 5 
has no desire for property strong enough to induce him to 
lafor ; lives from hand tò mouth. In Jamaica, emancipa- 
tion has thrown cnormous tracts of land out of cultivation, 
and on these the negro squats, getting all that. he wants 
with very little trouble, and SINKING, IN THE MOST ABSO- 
LUTE FASHION, BACK TO THE SAVAGE STATE.’ ” 

And again, the same paper says: 

“There is no blinking the truth. Years of bitter expe- 
rience ; years of hope delerred ; of self-devotion unrequited; 
of poverty ; of humiliation ; of prayers unanswered ; of suf- 
ferings derided ; of insults unresented; of contumely pa- 
tiently endured, have convinced us of the truth. It must 
be spoken out loudly and energetically despite the wild 
mockings of t howling cant? The freed West India slave 
will not till the soil for wages; the free son of the ex-slave 
is as obstinate as his sire. He will not cultivate lands j 
which he has not bought for his own. Yams, mangoes, | 
and plaintains—these satisfy his wants; he eares not for | 
yours. Cotton, sugar, and coifee and tobaceo--he cares but | 
litte for them. And what matters it to him that the Eng- 
lishman has sunk his thousands and tens of thousands oft 
mills, machinery, and plants, which now totter on the lan- 
guishing estate that for years has only retumed beggary and 
debt. He cats his yams, and sniggers at ‘Buckra.’ 

« We know not why this should be, but it isso. The 
negro has been bought with a price—the price of Bnglish 
taxation and English toil. He has been redeemed from 
bondage by the sweat and travail of some millions of hard- 
working Englishmen. ‘Twenty million pounds sterling— 
$100,000,000—have been distilled from the brains and mus- 
eles of the tree English laborer, of every degree, tu ion 
the West, India negro into a ‘free and independent Ithorer.’ 
© Pree and independent’ cnough he bas become, God knows; 
but laborer he is not; and, so faras we can see, never will 
be. He will sing liymns and quote texts; but honest, steady 
industry he not only detests, but despises. We wish to 
Heaven that some people in England—neither Government 
people, nor parsons, nor clergymen, but some just -minded, 
lhonest-hearted, and elear-sighted men—would go out to 
some of the islands, (say Jamaica, Dominica, or. Antigua,) 
not for a month or three months, but for a year—would 


| watch the precious protege of English philanthropy, the 
freed negro, in his daily habits; would wateh him ashe lazily 
plants his little squatting; would see him as he proudly re- 
jects agricultural or domestic services, or accepts it only at 
wages ludicrously disproportionate to the value of his work< 
We wish, too, they: would watch him while, with a hide 
thicker than that of a hippopotamus, and a body to which 
fervid beat isa comfort rather than an annoyance, he dron- 
ingly lounges over thé preseribed task on which the intrepid 
Englishman, uninured to the burning sun, consumes his 
impatient energy. and too oftensacrifices his-life. We wish 
they would go out and view the negro in all the blazonry 
of his idleness, his pride, his ingratitude, contemptuously 
sneering at the industry of that race which made him free, 
and then come home and teach the memorable lesson -or 
their experience to the fanatics who have perverted him 
into what he is.”—London Times. 


Extract from an article in ihe Boston Courier. 


“ CONDITION OF THE FUGITIVE SLAVES IN CaNnapa.”? 

x * 6 Phe Colchester settiement'in Amherstburg 
was.the first established. ‘The land was purchased by some 
Quakers for the purpose of sapporting thercon fugitive 
slaves. It was soon discovered that the blacks preferred char- 
ity to labor, and the settlement has now gone to pieces. In 
the townships of Chatham and Dawn there are dense set- 
i tlements of blacks. The most important settlement is at 
Buxton, township of Raleigh, Kent county. It was formed 
under the: patronage of the Elgin Association, an incor- 
porated body, formed in opposition to the wishes of the 
people. ‘he Rev. William King, a Presbyterian minister, 
originally trom the north of freand, was placed at the head 
| of the colored colony. He was onec a resident of Louis- 
iana, where he was the owner of fifteen slaves, which he 
took with him to Canada in 1849. The whites, to a con- 
siderable extent, withdrew, The blacks generally are lazy, 
shiflless, and improvident, there not being more than three-or 
four families of a different character out of the one hundred 
and fiftywhich comprise the settlement. They suffer terribly 
in winter for want of clothing. ‘Lhe Dresden setuement, in 
the township of Dawn, is the next in importance. It was 
planned on the ‘principle of the Socialists, aud has proved 
a total failure. A few years since Chatham was a bright 
and prosperous village; but now morethan a quarter of ita 
population are negrocs, and three fourths of them are worth 
less idlers and petty thieves. ‘Vhere are two colored scncols 
in the place, and òne ofthem is presided over by a mulatto 
teacher, Who is appropriately named tipper. Onc of the 
constables is a colored. man. ‘Che town of Raleigh sends 
a colored man named Brown to its municipal council. Le 
was born at Harper’s Ferry. The «Round O Settlement,’ 
in the township of Shrewsbury, is about fifteen miles from 
Chatham. The Government owns the Inds, and the ne- 
groes lease it at a small rent in lots. ‘There are two Dun- 
dred negroes on the settlement, who are iniserable and des- 
titute. ‘Phere are smaller settlements at New Canaan and 
Baptist Creek, which are also in a miserable condition, At 
Windsor; opposite Detroit, the whites are withdrawing on 
account of the increase of the blacks—fugitive and free. It 
was the condition and character of the blacks at this place 
which leg Colonel Prince to make bis speech against negro 
colonization in Canada, in the Canadian Council. The set- 
ttements made under a mixed organization of American 
and Canadian Abolitionists, and styled the Refuge Home 
Society, have been so unsuccessful that only one negro in 
seven years has been able to take up a deed of his lot”? 

Negroes in the free States. 

The following extract, from the Xenia (Ohio) 
News, (a Republican paper,) will give some idea 
of the condition. of negroes in the free States, and 
their injurious effect upon society: i 

“ There are about one hundred negroes in Greene county 
who are always out of employment. A partot these are those 
who have Jately been freed by their masters, and furuished 
with a bonus, on which they are now gentlemanly loafing, 

“ Our jail is continually filled with negroes committed for 
petty offenses, such as afirays, petty larceny, drunkeupess 
assiult and battery, for whose prosecution and impi 
ment the town of Xenia bas to pay about, five hundred dol- 
lars per annum. And to such persons going to jail is rather 
a pleasure than a disgrace. They are better fed and lodged 
then than when vagabondizing round our streets, 

« We have seen negro prostitutes flaunting down Main 
street, three or four abreast, sweeping all before them in- 
discritninately. We have seen ladies of respectability run- 
ning upon the cellar doors, and even into the gutters, to avoid 
being run over by these impudent hussies. Ut was only the 
other evening that we saw a lady completely turned around 
by some black girls, who never deviated from their path in 
the middle of the sidewalk. And our own check has burned 
with indiguation at the lecherous smile of invitation which 
has been flung into our faces by these swarthy demoiscHes, 
| Other gentlomen have complained of the insulting boldness 
of their addr 


* 


sickened with the recital. 


| But we ar It is a disagree- 
: able task to lance the sore which bas long been gathering 


unbeeded ; and itis equally so to probe this evil, which un- 
awares is growing iu our midst. As we have in a former 
i number already ¿we fee! no prejudice against the black 
man on account of color, or for mere degradation; but, at 
the same time, we are unwilling that we should be morally 
infected by contact with an inferior race, the resull of which 
contact isin no way beneficial to the black, and highly inju- 
rious to the white.” á 


F. 

«A Foun Gorcr or Nicéer.—At the late corporate elec- 
tion in New Bedford, Massachusetts, Edward M. Robinson, 
Esq, a gentleman worth his millions, was elected a mem- 
ber of the City Council from the fourth ward ; but not liking 
the way his feliow-laborers worked, resigned his seat, and 
there was an election to fl the vacancy. Morrill Robin- 
son, Esq., a white lawyer, was one of the candidates, and 
‘Phomas Bayne, a black man, was the other.— Cincinnati 
i Enquirer. . 
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TEXAS VOLUNTEER REGIMENT. 


SPEECH OF HQN. M.A. OTERO, 
OF NEW MEXICO, . 


In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 19, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union,on the Senate amendment to the Mili- 
tary Academy bill— 

Mr. OTERO said: 

Mr. Cuairman: My object in asking the floor 
atthis time is to propose an amendment to the 
Senate amendment, before the previous question 
shall be called upon the amendment. If ask that 
my amendment be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That a like sum of 
money as specified in the feregoing section be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the support of one regi- 
ment of New Mexican mounted volunteers, to be called 
out by the President of the United States. for the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities in the Territory of New Mexico. 


Mr. OTERO, It will be recollected that some 
time ago, when this bill came back from the Sen- 
ate, orwery soon thereafter, I introduced a reso- 
lution, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs for their action, instructing that 
committee to inquire into the expediency of au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to call 
outa regiment of mounted volunteers to suppress 
Indian hostilities in that Territory. 

I believed, at the time that I introduced the res- 
olution, that the subject-matter thereof would 
have been brought up for consideration at the same 
time that the Texas regiment proposition would 
come up. I believed that both could be brought 
upand considered together. Being fully impressed 
with all the melancholy facts in reference to the 
condition of the frontiers of Texas and New Mex- 
ico, I could not have expected otherwise. Ire- 

ret exceedingly that the Committee on Military 

ffairs has omitted this particular subject in rela- 
tion to a regiment for the immediate protection of 
New Mexico. 

Two years ago, sir, if my recollection serves 
me right, the President, in his first annual mes- 
sage, and our present distinguished Secretary of 
War, recommended an addition of five regiments 
to the regular service of the Army of the United 
States, believing the existing military force, at 
that time, was Inadequate for the defense of our 
extended frontier. ‘This subject was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs‘of this House. 
On the 25th of February, 1858, General Quitman, 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported a bill to provide for the organization of 
one regiment of mounted volunteers for the de- 
fense of the frontier of the State of Texas, and to 
authorize the President of the United States to call 
into the service four regiments of volunteers for 
the further defense of our country against Indian 
hostilities. That was a report of a majority of the 
committee—Mr. Faulkner making a minority re- 

ort in favor of the increase of the rogular Army. 
Both of these reports, however, had in view the 
ultimate protection of our defenseless frontiers. 
The Texas members, as well as myself, urged 
the. measure, being well aware of the suffering of 
our people exposed to Indian outrages. The bill 
passed the House by a vote of 124 to 73. After 
the bill came back from the Senate, it was so 
amended as only to authorize the raising of three 
regiments. Congress, however, failed to make 
thenecessaryappropriation to defray theexpenses, 
in the event of these regiments being called out. 


It was then believed that, if these regimentshad | 


been called into the service of the United States 


and their pay provided for, the frontiers would | 


have been effectually protected; but there having 
been no money appropriated for the defrayal of 
their expenses, the President did not feel author- 
ized to call them into the service. We were left, 
therefore, as I fear we shall continue to be, ex- 
posed to Indian depredations, and almostenturely 


unprotected against their aggressions and hostil- | 
With a trembling hope I come again to | 


Hes. 
supplicate, at the hands of this Congress, on be- 
half of my constituents, the aid which the last 
one failed to give them; but I fear that my appeals 
willbefruitless,and that my failure to obtain what 
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the people of New Mexico had aright to demand, 
will be but another proof of the unwillingness of 
this Government to extend to us that protection 
against the destruction of our property and the 
murders of our men, women, and childæn. which 
is demanded by every sense of justice and every 
feeling of patriotism and humanity. From the 
coldnessand indifference with which our entreaties 
have, up to this period, been received, my hope of 
success is, indeed, but feeble and trembling; and 
yet I have a trust in the justice and patriotism of 
a majority of the members of this body which 
will not allow me entircly to despair; that sense 
of justice and those feelings of humanity to which 
we appeal have, Í know, an existence in your 
judgments and your hearts; and though they may 
for a while be restrained and chilled b 
rance or misconception of the deplorable condi- 
tion of my people, I still cling to the hope that the 
cries which come from our desoited hills and 
blood-stained valleys will not pfways fall upon 
ears which seem to be- deaf apd hearts that ap- 
pear to be dead. 

Sir, could I believe that ahy considerable num- 
ber of the members of this body sympathized with 
the. gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Srevens] 
inthe eulogy which he has thought proper to pass 
upon the character of the Indian, I should at,pnce 
dismiss the hope, and abandon the aim wch, 
with deepest solicitude, I now cherish and pursue. 
That gentleman, in asserting that the white man 
is always the aggressor, manifests either that he 
is ignorant of that whereof he affirms, or that he 
is willing, at the expense of misrepresenting the 
relations between the white man and the Indian, 
to use a false argument against the protection of 
the people on our exposed frontiers from the ag- 
gressions of savage focs, who are schooled in 
crime; who are taught, from infancy, to steal and 
murder; whose habits are those of indolence and 
vice; and who recognize no restraint within the 
bounds ofalawless, reckless, sanguinary rapacity. 

Such humanitarians, in espousing the cause of 
the wild, untutored savages who traverse and des- 
olate the hills and valleys of our beautiful western 
domain, but prove their insincerity, or theirincon- 
sistency, by opposing the advances of Christian- 
ity, civilization, and intelligence into those wild 
yet genial and enchanting regions, which require 
only the aid of well-organized and well-protected 
society—of the white man, to bring a grand and 
fertile wilderness into a bountiful and magnificent 
development. Had such been the humanity of 
the founders of this great Republic who crossed 
the Atlantic in a frail bark,+fréighted with ele- 
ments of national greatness by which North 
America is now distinguished, what character 
would this vast country now support? What as- 
pect would this land of magic greatness now pre- 
sent? Alas! sir, it would be a scene of darkness 
and humiliation, and not one of beauty and pride. 
Hadsuch been the philanthropy or humanity ofthe 
Pilgrim Fathers, the hand of industry would never 
have felled the forests of this western wilderness; 
the lightof Christianity would never have dispelled 
its moral gloom; civilization would never have 
smiled over the land; commerce, would never have 


graced and beautified its extended coast; and this | 


great Republic, with the wealth, power, and mag- 
nificence of empire, would never have had an ex- 
istence or a name. The aggressions of the white 
man upon the Indian, to which the gentleman 
alludes, are such aggressions as are commanded 
by Christianity and civilization; such aggressions 
as are necessary to the moral, social, and politi- 
cal advancement of the human race. Such ag- 


gressions were fuund necessary, by your fore- | 


fathers, to the establishment of this Government, 


and to the accomplishment of the great moral and | 


political results which have proceeded therefrom. 
‘Without the aid of such aggressions, the Pilgrim 
Fathers would have been compelled to return to 
their native land; to drag out a miserable exist- 
ence on the rock-bound shores of Massachusetts; 


or to have fraternized with the wild savages whom | 


they found in possession of this magnificent coun- 
try on their landing at Plymouth Rock. Thegen- 
tleman, seemingly with a desire to excite a sym- 
pathy for those marauding tribes, from whose 


sanguinary rapacity I am sceking protection, has | 


said that the Indian has no historian. i 
Sir, if the gentleman had read, with an impar- 


an igno- | 


| perin 


tial eye, the pages on which are recorded theearly 
struggles of the Pilgrim pionéers in their efforts 
to substitute civilization for barbarity; Christianity 
for idolatry; industry for indolence; commerce; 
agriculture, and science for sterility, solitude, and 
ignorance, he. would have seen, on every page, 
the history of the Indian, written in the commin- 
gled blood of himself and the white man, in the 
struggles whick have ceaselessly and triumphant- 
ly progressed on behalf of the advancement of civ: 
ilization over barbarism. That the savage must 
yield and pass away beneath the waves of moral, 
physical, and ‘intellectual progress, is as certain, 
in the providence of God, as that the darkness of 
night must vanish before the rising sun. I deny 
that the aggressions committed on the Indian. by 
the white man upon our frontier are any other 
than such asare necessary to the accomplishment 
of the great objects which the early settlers of this 
great country had in view; they are but the con- 
tinuance of the system which was necessarily in- 
augurated by the founders of this glorious Repub- 
lic, in order to make this the peerless land of 
liberty, humanity, and greatness. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel this question sensibly, 
most sensibly. I have had the blood of my own 
relatives spilled upon the soil of my own country. 
I have known my own dear mother’s house to 
have been besieged by these merciless savages, 
when she and a sister, with the servants of the 
house, were the only inmates at the time. I have 
traveled, sir, through the Territory, and have lis- 
tened with pain to the mournful tales recited by 
the widows and orphans, who have been left un- 
protected and destitute from the outrages com- 
mitted by the barbarians whom the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has so eloquently defended. 
This is the reason, sir, why I have spoken in the 
manner in which I have done. I regret exceed- 
ingly to be forced to say that, since the ac uisi- 
tion of the Territory of New Mexico by the United 
States, we have been suffering from Indian hos- 
tilities and outrages even more than while we 
lived under the despotic Government of Mexico. 
When you acquired that Territory, there roamed 
over its verdant hills no less than one million five 
hundred thousand head of sheep. We area pas- 
toral people; we raise stock of every kind, and 
much of our wealth is invested in that peculiar 
class of property. What have we now? Not one 
third of the amount of this kind of property which 
we had at the period of the acquisition. Does 
this prove that we have received the due protec- 
tion of the powerful arm of this great and glorious 
Republic? No, sir; it but shows how faithless 
you have been in complying with the solemn 
promises made to us by General Kearny, and re- 
peated in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. We 
thought, when we became a part of this great 
Republic, that our condition would have been 
bettered; we had a right to expect it, if your 
promises were sincere. In a political point of 
view, I trust we properly estimate the advantages 
which the Government of the United States has 
conferred upon us. Weacknowledge and appre- 
ciate the benefits which have been derived from 
your beneficent form of government; but so faras 
your legislation has affected our material interests 
and the safety of the lives and propert of the 
people of New Mexico, we have been leit almost 
entirely without that protection which would in- 
dicate a proper sense of duty toward us. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to refer to the 
numerous communications which I have before 
me from the superintendent of Indian affairs of 
the Territory, as well as from other responsible 
sources. I will, however, ask that one letter may 
be read, to show the amount of stock which the 
Navajo tribe of Indians have driven off, at one 
single sweep, within the last month or two. I 
shall state, therefore, before this letter is read, that 
I desire to allude to the annual report of the su- 

tendent, (Mr. Collins,) made to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs last Congress, and 
dated September 27, 1858, to show what has been 
the behavior of the Navajo Indians since the ac- 
quisition of New Mexico. That report will be 
found in Executive Documents, second session 
Thirty-Fifth Congress, volume 2, part first, page 
536. i 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


«The Commissioner is aware that hostilities now exist 
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petween the authorities of the United States. and the Na- 
vajos. I was anxious to communicate some satisfactory 
information about the progress and probable result of this 
war before the closirig of this report, but 1 have delayed its 
preparation three weeks beyond the time it should have 
been forwarded, and the war seems less likely to come toa 
speedy closé than it did at the commencement. 

« Prom the letters of Agent Yost, which are already be- 
fore the Department, the Commissioner will be able to form 
jris.own opinion as to the immediate cause of. the present 
dificulty. But, as the character of the Navajos may not 
be well understood at Washington, E propose to submit a 
few facts in reference to them, that bave been accumulat- 
ing since our acquisition of tiiis Territory. When General 
Kearny took possession of New Mexico, he found a war 
existing, and which had cxisted for many.years, between 
the Mexicahs and Navajos, aud, judging trom the general’s 
promises to the Mexicans, which were often repeated, he 
must have considered itan easy matter to relieve them 
from the war, and protect. them from all further depreda- 
tions from thiis formidable foe. He, however, did not re- 
main long enough ‘in the ‘Territory to ‘find out his mistake, 
for mistake it certainly was. When on a visit to the set- 
tlements below this city, with a large detachment of troops, 
the Navajos made a, descent upon the valley of the Rio 
Grande, aad, in sight of the generals command, drove off 
some of his Own stock, and a considerable number betong- 
ing to citizens.» ‘Ibis, together with several other robberies 
about the same time, caused General Kearny to order a 
detachment of men under Colonel Doniphan to move 
against the Navajos. This movement was made in two 
divisions: one under Major Gilpin, which took the route 
by Abiquew, and enter the country to the north; and the 
other, under Colonet Doniphan himself, which went in far 
south. ‘They made an eficctual march through the coun- 
ty, and finally met the Indians at Bear Spring, where they 
eoneluded.a treaty of peace, the conditions of which, how- 
ever, were never observed by the Indians, for they con- 
tinued to murder and steal as before, 

« Barly in the folowing year, 1847, Major Walker, with 
a detachment of volunteers, made another campaign 
against them, and penetrated their country as far as the 
Cafon de Chelle. 

“ This expedition also proved a failure, only serving to 
inevease the contempt which the Indians had acquired for 
the American troops. 

“Phe next year, 1848, Colonel Newby, with a much 
larger force of volunteers, made a third campaign against 
this troublesome toe, which, like the two former, effected 
nothing but the enactment of a second treaty of peace, to 
which the Indians paid no attention, but continued their 
dopredations in an inercased ratio. 

“ These raids had become so alarming in 1849 as toin- 
duce Colonel Washington, who was then here as Governor 
and military commandant, to take the field himsetl, which 
he did with a considerable force of regular troops and vot- 
unteers. ‘The colonel, like his predecessors, was unsuc- 
cessful. He, however, marched through the Indian country, 
and finally met a part of themat Cation de Chelle, and con- 
chided the third treaty of peace, which, like hose which 
had preceded it, was not worth the paper on which it was 
written; indeed, a party of the same Indians who were 
present when the treaty was signed, reached the settle- 
ments in advance of the coloncl’s command, and stole a 
large number of mules which were grazing ear this piace, 
almost in sight of the tlag-staff whieh stands in the plaza. 

« After this, in the winter of 185] and 1852, Coronel šumi- 
ner, of the Army, and Governor Calhoun met a large party 
of warriors, and several of the principal chiefs at Jemez, 
and proposed another treaty of peace, to the great amust- 
mentoft the Indians. Many of them refused to consider 
the proposition, but finally, afteran exciting eouncil among 
themscl they agreed to sign aud make binding the treaty 
made with Coloncl Washington, alleging that it was pre- 
viously made with Indians who had no authority to treat 
for the nation. But the effeet was the same; murders and 
robberies continued to increase, until Colonel! Summer was 
compelled, in defense of the suffering interests of the eiti- 
zens, to move against them, which he did carly in 1852, at 
the head of a considerable toree of regular troops. ‘They 
also penetrated as far as the famous Cation de Chelle; but 
the colonel believing his force insufficient to meet the 
enemy, concluded to retreat, which it was thoughtby some 
he did rather hurriedly. 

« About the ist of May, 1853, they murdered a Mexican 
by the name of Martin, and robbed him of bis property. 
Governor Lane, who was then superintendent, took inme- 
diate steps to recover the. murderer of Martin, for which 
purpose he sent two special agents into the nation, who, 
with a detachment of troops, met the {ndians and made a 
formal demand for the murderer. They refused to deliver 
him, alleging that he was a member ofan influential funily, 
and could not be given up, Atter the return of the agents 
with this report, Governor Lane sent for Coloncl Sumner, 
and demanded the chastisement of the Indians for the mar- 
der of Martin. This was in the summer of 1853. Colonel 
Sumner immediately commenced preparations for a for- 
midable campaign, and had Lis plans well advanced when he 
was relieved trom the command by General Garland. Gov- 
ernor Lane was also succeeded by Governor Meriwether. 

<< Soan atter the new Governor or superintendent Look 
charge of the Jadian affairs of the Territory, he was visited 
by a ation of the principal men of the nation, 
and in council with them agreed to extend his pardon for 
ail past offenses, incindinug the murder of Martin. This, it 
is believed, had a very unfortunate ce upon the hu- 
dians. Tey had been told, in positive terms, by the agents 
of this Government, backed by the presence of the troops, 
that if the murderer was not given up, they would be pun- 
ished; and then, without any known reason or explana- 
tion, to forgive the offense, showed a want of confidence 
in our own ability to inflict the punishment we had prom- 


ised. At any rate, the Indias continued to rob as they | 


had always done. 


& In 1854, they killed a soldier at Fort Defiance. Major j 


Kendrick, who was then in command at the fort, calied 


| the regulars or imported volunteers from the States 


' of them, sueeeedsd tn pa 
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the chiefs together, and made a similar demand for the 
murderer of the soldier, which was persisted in, until the 
Indians found that something must be done to appease the 
outraged feelings of the troops. a 

«The chiefs, therefore, came forward and told the com- 
manding officer that the murderer would be given up; and 
a day was fixed for his execution by hanging. But what, 
perhaps, would have been regarded as strange, the Indians 
asked to be the executioners themselves, which was granted. 
On the day appointed for the execution, they brought for- 
ward and hung in the presence of the troops, not the mur- 
derer of the soldier, but a Mcxican captive, who had been 
with them for many years. This imposition was of course 
not known at the time, but abundant cvidence has been 
since revealed to leave uo doubt of its truth. F 

«The läst and final treaty, as you are aware, was made 
by Governor Meriwether, in 1855; but it was not ratified by 
the Senate, which, however, was unimportant to the In- 
dians, for they would not have observed its conditions if it 
had been. 

“Jn 1856 more murders and robberies were perpetrated 
than during. any one year for several previous. fn 1857 
there was issued to them a larger amount of annuity goods 
than they had received on any former occasion, and al- 
though depredations may have been checked for a short 
time, in consequence of the liberality of the Government, 
it was soon forgotten, and during the past spring and sum- 
mer hardly a week has passed without some theit being re- 
ported againstthem. Andmovw to allthis we have to add the 
double murder at Fort Defiance, first of the negro boy, and 
then the Mexican captive, who by falsehood they attempted 
to pass upon the troops as the murderer of the boy. From 
this statement it will be seen that these murderers have at 
no time, since they have been under the control of the 
United States, ceased their depredations ; and the Mexicans 
infog& us that it has been thesame tor the last forty years. 
Their conduet has always exhibited the most palpabte con- 
tempt for ourauthority and our Government, and it is time 
that respect and obedience were enforced. he liberal and 
humane policy of the Department is neither understood nor 
appreciated by them; and the presents which they receive 
are regarded as mere bribes to purchase their friendship. 
‘Their notorious bad faith has made them odious to all other 
Indians. The Utahs and southern Apaches are at war with 
them, and the people are ready to commence hostilities 
upon them whenever permission is grauted.”” 


Mr. OTERO. I have had that portion of the 
report read with the view to prove that neither 


can effectually cope with those Indians; and also 
with the further object of showing the repeated 
and constant depredations and outrages commit- 
ted by them in the Territory of New Mexico 
since our annexation. 

The Clerk will now please to read the extracts 
from letters which I have recently received from 
New Mexico, and which I now send to the desk 
to have read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“Ihe mail conductor,and the passengers that caine up 
in the stage yesterday, report, or rather confirm the report, | 
that sixty thousand sheep, four hundred head of eattic, and 
many horses have been driven off from that part of the val- 
ley extending from the Pucrto de Abo to Fort Craig. This 
is one single sweep; others had taken place. previously. 
Making allowance for exaggerations, there have been not 
Jess than fifty thousand sheep, six or seven hundred head 
of cattle, and a farge number of hors and mules taken, 
and some fifteen or sixteen Mexicans killed, and four sol- 
diers, at Fort Defiance.” 

Mr. OTERO. That extract is. taken from a let- 
ler written to me by the superintendent of Indian 
affairs, Mr. Collins, dated February 12, 1860. 
The Clerk will please to read an extract of a later 
date, and from the same source, which I send to 
the desk. 

_ The Clerk read, as follows: 

«The Navajos, afew days since, robbed some four hun- 
dred mutes from near Albuquerque. They belonged to Don | 
Juan C. Armijo and others, who were preparing to start to 
the States.” ni 

Mr. OTERO. Read also the following extract 
of a letter written by Hon. Spruce M, Baird, to a 
gentleman at Messilla. Mr. Baird is a Senator 
of our present Legislature, and a man in whose 
statement every confidence can be placed. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

* We are all well and doing well, but mightily afraid of 
the Navajos. They are getting very saucy. "hey bave 
run off the mutes of the wealthy Mexicans who were herd- 
ing on this side of the mountain for safety—about eight 
hundred head. They got baek some, but so broken down 
they could not travel. A part of the mules they tock from 
one ranche, not three miles from our hou: Two com- 
panies of troops (United 5 s mounted) 


ted in pursuit 
g them, and coneealed them- 
at the erossiug of the river, waiting for the Indians 
The Indians, on their w tue river, killed í 
en, besides taking one woman 
captive, then passed directiy between the two companies of 
troops, and escaped. These gallant soldiers, and deienders 
of their country, ascertained this fact in the morning, efter 
light, by viewing the trail of the sneecssfnl marauders. 
The company of Mexicans that went from here into the | 
Navajo country had great difficulty in getting back; they 


selves 


losing two of their company. They succeeded in bringing 
ten Navajo women as captives, and this is one reason [i 


| that they will be stolen. 


have more fear, as they will have their revenge whenever 
and wherever they can. They have been so successful 
thus far, their success will make them more bold. We 
cannot get wood to cook with; no one can ‘be hired to go 
for it, for fear of the Indians, and I am afraid to send Dick, 
(@ negro man.) Such times! such times! Ido not allow 
the children. to go outside the yard, Lam in so much fear 
Į sent to town yesterday and suc- 
eeeded in getting a litte ammunition, with which we will 
defend ourselves as well as may he. 

«Since the above was written, Judge B. has removed 
his family to Albuquerque for greater safety. In view of 
thr -e things, tle question naturally arises, are we ever to 
t. secure in onr homes??? 


Mr. OTERO. I could read a great many other 
extracts, which I have in my possession, in regard 
to the melancholy condition of New Mexico, but 
I do not wish to occupy too much of the time of 
the committee. I desire, however, to refer to one 
particular fact upon which gentlemen on the other 
side of the House seem to base their opposition 
to this measure, and that is, that because a few 
bad white men have on certain occasions com- 
mitted some. alleged outrage upon the Indians, 
therefore the innocent women and children on the 
borders of Texas and New Mexico shall not be 
protected. Is that the argument? It is at least 
the drift of it. That is the way I understand it. 
Because some bad men on the borders of Texas, 
some emigrant into the Territory of New Mex- 
ico—fugitives from justice, probably from the 
State of Pennsylvania, having no visible means 
of getting a livelihood—go there, and their hu- 
manity leads them to take sides with the Indians, 
therefore the honest and enterprising citizens of 
the Territory are not to be protected. 

Now, sir, | see neither reason nor humanity in 
the position assumed by the honorable gentlemen 
on the other side of this Chamber. I see, on the 
contrary, a very urgent necessity to induce Con- 
gress to organize, at once, two regiments of vol- 
unteers for the protection and defense of Texas 
and New Mexico, whose citizens have been for 
many years blecding at every pore. 

Now, let me say to the committee, that New 

Mexico has a forcign and Indian frontier of fifteen 
hundred miles, and Indian communication of one 
thousand miles. We cannot get into the States 
without traveling that distance through aninhos- 
yitable Indian country. Last fall, when return- 
ing to the States from New Mexico, with my 
family by my side, I came near being murdered 
by the Kiowas, who had been robbing and mur- 
dering upon the great plains between New Mex- 
ico and Missouri, We were miraculously saved; 
for all around us the Indians had been, and still 
were, murdering the poor emigrants to. Piko’s 
Peak. How, sir, am I met here by the “hu- 
manitarians,’’ when I recite the story of the poor 
traveler, accompanied by his feeble wife and little 
ones, who, as they wend their way for a “heme- 
stead,” perhaps in the wilds of Kansas, Pike’s 
Peak, and New Mexico, are mercilessly murdered 
and scalped, while their children are disembrained 
upon the rocks? Sir, let the country know it, let 
the poor man, for whom you have passed a bill 
granting them homestcads, understand that they 
accept the boon you would offer them at the peril 
of their lives. Let them understand the gencrosity 
and humanity of those gentlemen who have harsh 
words to denounce their own Christian brother, 
while they eulogize the barbarian, and shed tears 
for the murderer of the virtuous and the innocent, 
I sce no humanity in the position assumed by the 
gentlemen on the other side... My rule is to cx- 
ercise that kind office towards my own kin, to 
the community in which I live, and to the race 
from which I have sprung. IfI had my own way, 
I would dispose of the savage in a very summary 
manner. 

Mr. STANTON. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico what his plan of dis- 
posing of the Indians would be? 

Mr. OTERO. My plan would be, sir, to raise 
a regiment or two of volunteers in New Mexico, 
and Ict them kill every Indian they met, until 
they would be thoroughly subjugated. That is 
my plan. Itis a Jacksonian plan. I would treat 
them as your fathers treated the Indians in Ohio, 
until they finally obtained peace in the settlements. 

Mr. Chairman, from the limited knowledge I 
have of the carly history of this country, T believe 
it was the volunteers of the colonies who only 
were successful in resisting and punishing the 
Indians. The regular troops, the British troops, 
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were of no usc in that service. lt required more 
than marches and countermarches, and the sound- 
ing of the bugle and the drum in the morning and 
in the evening, to compete with the Indians’ mil- 
itary tactics; it required frontiersmen who knew 
their mode of warfare. 

The Indians laugh at-your movements. Fre- 
member a conversation I had with the celebrated 
mountaineer, Kit Carson, whose name is historic, 
who is well known all over the country, and per- 
sonally to many here. Some cighteen months 
ago, he accompanied an expedition of regular 
troops, in command of some Utah Indians as 
spies and guides. When these Indians returned 
from the campaign, which had not terminated 
very creditably, they told Kit Carson that the reg- 
ular troops were not fit to fight with the Indians. 
“Why?” said Carson.‘ Because,” replied the 
Indians, “they carry with them always a train 
of wagons, and commence their march when the 
sun is quite high, and stop long before the sun 
goes down again. You know, Kit, if you want 
to follow the Indians and overtake them, you 
must have men who can travel night and day.”’ 

The Indians themselves, sir, make this criticism 
upon the tardy movements of your regular troops. 
1 do not wish, however, to be understood as even 
intimating that the regular Army of the United 
States is nota braveand gallant Army. Farfrom 

. that, the bravery and gallantry of your officers 
and soldiers are attested by history. What I mean 
to say is this: that the rank and file of the regular 
Army being generally composed of raw Irish and 
German recruits, who, upon their arrival at New 
Orleans or New York, from their fatherland or 
ould country,” enlist, and are sent out West, 
without knowing anything of the country, and 
much less about fighting. “These men, I say, are 
not fit to fight Indians. We have men on the 
frontier who can travel night and day, and who 
can go without food for two or three days; but 
you cannot make an Irishman or a Dutchman to 
do it. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I will refer to one important reason 
why we want volunteers taken from the imme- 
diate neighborhood of the Indians themselves. 
None of the gentlemen who have preceeded me 
have referred toit. I have already said that it was 
only the border men, accustomed to the habits of 
the Indians, and inured to hardships, who could 
successfully cope with the savages. I think, sir, 
besides, that it is important to have the Indians 
properly understand that the citizens themselves, 
upon whom they have. committed deprcdations, | 
are the ones who chastise them for it, and notsol- | 
diers imported for the purpose. That, sir, in my 
opinion, would be the true policy of this Govern- 
ment in its Indian warfare, if the effectual and 
speedy suppression of Indian hostilities is con- 
templated. While I am prepared to admit the im- 
nortance of the presence of a portion of our gal- 
isnt little Army, as a nucleus around which an | 
officient fighting force may form, it is a fact well | 
known to me, and all who have lived upon the 
western fronticr, that the Indians will never fairly 
fight the regular troops, and that the regular 
forces always pursue and fight the Indians at 
every disadvantage. When the Indians find them- 
selves closely pursued, they immediately raise a 
white flag and ask for peace, which, of course, in 

ursuance of the courteous practice of the Army, | 
isimmediately granted, as you have seen from the 


extract taken frorn the report of the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs, and which has already 
been read. By this policy, the Indians are made 
to fear the troops. 

Now, sir, what is the result as soon as the 
troops are withdrawn from the Indian country 
New outrages and murders are perpetrated upon | 
the quiet citizens who have been lulled into the ; 
belief that the Indians had promised, by their 
treaty with the commander of the military cam- 
paign, not to commit any further depredations | 
upon them. Again our mother carth is stained | 
with the blood of the brave, the virtuous, and the | 
innocent,and we are left to witness desolation and 
ruin over our isolated Territory. F repeat it, sir, 
Jet the citizens protect themsclves in organized 
volunteer companies; let them impress upon th 
minds of the Indians that the soldier is the resi- | 
dent citizen, whom they must respect, and whose i 
lives and property they must not destroy or vio- | 


late. Then, sir, when you may find it necessary 
to withdraw your troops, in case of a war witha 
foreign nation, or for any other cause, the Indians 
will behave themsclves for fear of the frontiers- 
men. 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot conclude my remarks 
without referring to the manner in which the Ex- 
ecutive of New Mexico has discharged his duty 
to the people of that country, and L hope I may 
be excused if I ama little personal in my remarks 
towards that functionary. 

Twelve or cighteen months ago, a war existed 
with the Navajos; and while he disapproved the 
conduct of the military there, and pronounced the 
whole of the war a “comedy of errors,” and the 
treaty of peace which was made with the Indians | 
a “humbug,” he permitted the perpetration of 
outrages and murders to be continued, notwith- 
standing he might have averted them by calling 
out the militia of the Territory to defend the set- 
Ulements and repel the invaders; which duty he 
faithlessly and criminally failed, of his own voli- 
tion, to perform. It was not until the Legislature, 
at its last session, formally required of him the 
execution of that duty, by the enactment of a 
law, that he took any action inthe premises. Up 
to that period, an incalculable amount of property, 
and a countless number of lives, had been sacri- 
ficed to his faithlessness and delinquency as the 
Executive of the Territory. And that destruction 
of life and property is up to this time continued, 
with scarcely an effort to arrest the depredations, 
or stop the flow of blood. 

The recent orders of the War Department, in 
regard to the movement of the troopsto Texas and 
the Kiowa country, will leave the Territory of | 
New Mexico almost entirely unprotected against 
Indian aggressions. Already the late impending 

ry war against the aggressive 


and most neces 
and powerful Navajos has, in consequence of the 
inadequacy of our military force, been suspended; 
and that suspension, while it will embolden that | 
tribe, will stimulate others into vexatious depre- 
dations and disastrous hostilities against us. I 
hope that the appeal which I have made to this 
House, in behalf of the distant, exposed, and suf- 
fering people whom I represent, will not be treated 
with indifference; but that Congress will promptl 

and generously respond to the demands whic 

justice and humanity make in behalf of those 
whom the Government of the United States has 
recently conquered; whom, by force ofarms, they 
have brought beneath their flag; and whose rights 
of property, life, and peace, they are bound, by 
every obligation of public faith, most sacredly to 
protect. 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state orthe Union— 


Mr. GOOCH said: 

Mr. Crarrman: I listened with much interest | 
to the able and cloquent speech of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Smiru,] last evening, 
in which he urged us, and more especially the | 
men from Massachuseits, to accept the opinions 
given in the Dred Scott case by six of the judges | 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, in re- 
lation to the constitationality of the Missouri 
compromise, as a judicial decision of that ques- 
tion, binding upon usand the people of the whole 
country. E was wholly unable to agree with him 
in his premises or conclusions, He assumed that 
that question was legitimately before the court for 
decision,and came to the conclusion that the opin- 
ion expressed by the majority of the judges, in 
relation to it, ought to be regarded as binding au- | 
thority by the Congress of the United States and i! 
all good citizens, 1 also listened to the speech of | 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Curry,]a few i 
weeks ago, which attracted marked attention, and i 


‘bad law than good. 


; erroneous, 
| thing for the judges of a court to express opin- 
| ions on questions not involved in the decision of 


will be remembered by the committee, in which, 
in speaking on this subject, he said: : 


“To this claim of sovereign power over the Territories, 
as derived from any source, I might, as against the Republic- 
ans, bave ednelusively interposed the decision in the Dred 


|| Seott-case, wherein the act of Congress prohibiting slavery 


in the Territory was solemnly adjudged. to be unceonstitu- 
tional und void. The decision was full, and proper, and es- 
sential. So satisfactory and grateful was it to ‘the South, 
there is danger of forgetting one of the old State-rightsland- 
marks. The Supreme Court is not to. be regarded as the 
ultimate arbiter for the decision of all constitutional ques- 
tions. | Besides the fact that the judiciary can only, take 
cognizance of technical cases—and there are many politi- 
cal questions that cannot be drawu within its authority—— 
it should never be elevated above the sovercign parties to 
the Constitution, who, as sovereign and independent States, 
having formed the compact, have. the unquestionable right 
to judge of its infraction, ‘fhe jadiciary, as well as the Eg- 
ecutive, or legislature. may usurp dangerous powers, and ig 
alike subject to the ultimate right of judgment by thie par- 
ties to the Constitution.”? : 

The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Curry] 
scems to say: I fear these judges, even when they 
decide in my favor; and when, towards the close 
of his speech, he said: “history is full of in- 
stances of judicial subserviency,and political opin- 
ions often contro] judicial conduct,’ I felt assured 
that he had serious apprehensions that the judges 
who had expressed the opinions in the Dred Scott 
case, already referred to, or others, sitting in their 
places, might, when times and the fortunes of po- 
litical partics had changed, express other political 
opinions, perhaps less satisfactory and grateful 
to the South. ; : 

I do not wonder at his apprehensions, and E 
commend to the court and the country the notice 
which he here gives, that the South will not rec- 
ognize the validity of the decision of any political 

uestion by that court, unless it shall be, like the 
decision in the Dred Scott case, satisfactory to 
them. An opinion or a decision of the Supreme 
Courtof the United States, obtained by any party, 
or for any purpose which impairs, in the slightest 
degree, confidence in the wisdom, integrity, im- 
partiality, and freedom from sectional or political 
bias, of that high tribunal, is purchased at an 
awful price. 7 - 

Mr. Chairman, I deny the assertion of these 
gentlemen, that the act of Congress prohibiting 
slavery in the Territories has been adjudged to 
be unconstitutional and void. I know that, in 
the Dred Scott case, six of the judges expressed 
or concurred in the opivion that that act was 
unconstitutional; but it was the mere expression 
of opinion, and no part of the decision. There 
is or may be, as every lawyer and every intelli- 
gent man knows, a wide difference between the 
opinions of the judges in stating the reasons for 
their conelusions—the arguments from the bench 
—and the points and principles of law adjudi- 
cated in the decision of the cause., It isnot always 
truc that the argument from the bench is sound 
in all its parts, more than the argumentat the bar; 
and he who mistakes the argument for the decis- 
ion, and confounds what is said with what is ad- 
judicated, may find that he has learned more 
The decision of a court may 
be correct, and many of the reasons given for that 
decision unsound, many of the opinions expressed 
{tis by no means a new or strange 


the cause before them. The maxim has long ob- 
tained, that it is the office of a good judge to 
amplify the jurisdiction of his court; and some 
judges seem to think it their office to amplify each 


‘| cause before them for adjudication, by expressing 


their opinions npon as many questions of law as 
possible in its decision. But we must remember 
that men are constantly expressing opinions on 
all questions, even when they can give no good 


| reason for the opinions they entertain, and no rea- 


son atall forexpressing them. And in this respect 


| many judges seem very much like the rest of man- 


kind. 

The decision in the Dred Scott case has been 
characterized as an ambitious one, and, I think, 
justly; for, having within its reach but one negro, 
and not an inch of land, it assumed to subjugate 
a race, and conquer for slavery a Territory with 
boundaries as extended as the future expansion 
of this Republic. ; 

Mr. Chairman, we are not obliged to. grope our 
way in the dark through the seven long opinions 
which the judges have given in the Dred-Scott case, 
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inorder to learn what was adjudicated. -The Su- 
preme Court, in determining as to its own and the 
adjudications of other tribunals, has decided the 
principles which shall govern itself and all others 
in ascertaining what has been adjudicated, and is 
to be '¥elied upon as binding authority. I refer to 
the case of Carroll vs. Carroll, 16 Howard, in which 
Mr. Justice Curtis states the unanimous opinion 
of the court thus: 

« If the construction put hy the court upon one of its stat- 
utes was not a matter of judgment; if it miglit have been dc- 
cided either way without affecting any right brought into | 
question; then, according to the principles of common law, 
an opinion on such a question is not a decision. Yo make 
itso, there must have been an application of the judicial 
mind to the precise question necessary to be determined to 
fix the rights of the parties, and decide to whoin the prop- 
erty in contestation belongs ; and, therefore, this court, and 
other courts organized under the common law, has never 
held itself bound by any part of an opinion in any case 
which was not needful to the ascertainment of the right or 
title in question between the, parties.” 

And again, in the same opinion: 

& Any opinion given here or elsewhere cannot be relied 
on as binding. authority, unless the case called for its ex- 
pression.” f 

Let us now apply these principles to the Dred 
Scott case, and see if the court did decide the act 
of Congress prohibiting slavery in the Territory 
to be unconstitutional and void. The court says 
that there are two leading questions presented by 
the record: 

“1. Had the cirenit court of the United States jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine the case between the parties? 
and 2, If it had jurisdiction, is the judgment which the 
court jias given erroneous ?” 

lt is apparent, that if the court decide the first 
question in the negative, the second ceases to be 
any question at all. If a court has no jurisdic- 
tion, it can give no judgment; and if it has given 
judgment, it must be erroncous. And when the 
Supreme Court decided that the circuit court had 
no jurisdiction of these parties, it decided the 
whole case; everything to which there could have 
been an application of the judicial mind; all that 
was needful to the ascertainment of the rights in 
question between these parties in the Federal 
courts. The plea in abatement, which had been 
overruled by the circuit court, sct forth that Dred 
Scott was not a citizen of Missouri, because he 
was a negro of African descent. The demurrer 
admitted the fact that he was a negro; and. the 
plea and demurrer raised the question, can a nc- 
gro be a citizen within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution of the United States? The Supreme 
Court said that this question was before it for de- 
cision. Of course, the constilutionality of the 
Missouri compromise could not be involved in 
this question. The opinion of the court upon 
this question is given in these words: 

« And, upon a full and careful consideration of the sub- 
ject, the cours is of opinion that, upon the facts stated in 
the ptea in abatement, Dred Scott was nota citizen of Mis- 
souri within the meaning of the Constitution of the United 
States, and not entitled as such to sue in its courts; and, 
cousequently, that the circuit court had no jurisdiction of 
the ease, and that the judgment, on the plea in abatement, 
is erroucous,”? 

Now, as there is only one thing that a court, 
however “ peculiar or limited its jurisdiction”? may 
be, can do with a case over which it decides that 
it has no jurisdiction, (viz: dismiss it,) it would 
seem thatan order to that effect from the Supreme 
Court to the circuit court was all that was need- 
ful to forever end the case of Dred Scott and Sand- 
ford in the Federal courts. 

And had the Supreme Court in this case ad- 
hered to the principle which it decided in Carroll 
vs. Carroll, and ended this case, when it had de- 
cided all that it had the right or power to decide 
in relation to these parties, I should then “have 
turned my attention to the opinion of the court on 
this point, and devoted my hour to the considera- 
tion of some of the well-settled principles of law, | 
and well and commonly-known facts of history, 
which had been ignored or denied, in order to | 
reach the conclusion that a negro cannot bea cit- 
izen of the United States. And I must now ask 
the attention of the committee for a moment to 
an extract from the opinion of the court on this 
point: 

« It becomes necessary, therefore, to determine who were 
citizens of the several States when the Constitution was 
adopted. And, in order to do this, we must recur to the 
Governments and institutions of the thirteen colonies when 
they separated from Great Britain, and formed new sover- 
eighties, and took their places in the family of independent 


nations. We must inquire who, at that time, were recog- 
nized as the people or citizens of a State, whose rights and 
liberties had been outraged by the English Government, 
and who declared their independence and assumed the 


arms. 

“Jn the opinion of the court, the legislation and histories 
of the times, and the language used in the Declaration of 
Independence, show that neither the class of persons who 
had been imported as slaves, nor their descendants, whether 
they had become free or not, were then acknowledged asa 


|| part of the people, nor intended to be included in the gen- 


eral words used in that memorable instrument. 

“Tt is difficult at this day to realize the state of public 
opinion inrelation to that unfortunate race which prevailed 
in the civilized and enlightened portions of the world at the 
time of the Declaration of Independcnce,and when the Con- 
stitution of the United States was framed and adopted. But 
the public history of every European nation displays it in a 
manner too plain to be mistaken. 

<s They had, for more than a century before, been re- 
‘garded as beings of an inferior order, and altogether unfit to 
associate with the white race, either in social or political 
relations; and so far inferior that they had no rights which 
the white man was bound to respects and that the negro 
might justly and lawfully be reduced to slavery for his ben- 
efit. He was bought and sold, and treated as an ordinary 
article of merchandise and traffic, whenever a profit could 
be nade by it. This opinion was, at that time, fixed and 
universal in the civilized portion of the white race. 1t was 
regarded asan axiom in morals as well as in politics, wHich 
no one thought of disputing, or supposed to be open to dis- 
pute ; and men in every grade and position in society daily 
and habitually acted upon it in their private pursuits, as 
well as in matters of public concern, without doubting for 
a moment the correctness of this opinion. 

« And in no nation was this opinion more firmly fixed or 
more uniformly acted upon than by the English Government 
and English people.” 

I will-also ask the attention of the committee 
to the opinion of Lord Mansfield in the celebrated 
Sommerset case: 

“The state of slavery is of such a nature that it is inca- 
pable of being introduced on any reasons, moral or politi- 
eal; but only positive law, which preserves its force long 
after the reasons, occasions, and time itself, from whence 
it was created, is erased from memory. It is so odious, 
that nothing can be suffered to support it but positive law. 
Whatever inconveniences, therefore, may follow from a 
decision, I cannot say this case is allowed or approved by 
the law of England, and therefore the black must be dis- 
charged.” 

After having listened to the extract which I 
have just read from the opinion of the court in 
the Dred Scott case, you would hardly have ex- 
pected to find such language and such opinions in 
the decision of an English court, made more than 
four years before the Declaration of Independ- 
ence—more than fifieen years before the adoption 
ofthe Constitution of the United States. This 
decision was made in 1772; and from that day to 
the present no man has trod the soil, or breathed 
the air of England, without experiencing God’s 
noblest gift to man—freedom. Mr. Hargrave, in 
opening this case, says: 

«“ The air of England is deemed too pure for slaves to 
breathe in it. ‘The laws, the genius, and spirit of our con- 
stittion, forbid the approach of slavery ; will not suffer its 
existence here.” 

Evén the counsel for the claimant of the slave, 
Mr. Dunning, in contending for the right to hold 
slaves in Bngland, felt that he was opposing the 
popular will, and rested his case, not on its right 
or justice, but solely on what he contended to be 
the law. He says: 

«“ For myself, | would not be understood to intimate a 
wish in favor of slavery, by any means; nor, on the other 
side, to be the supposed maintainer of an opinion contrary 
to my own judgment. Iam bound by my duty to maintain 
those arguments which are most useful to Captain Knowles, 
the claimant of the slave, as far as consistent with truth. 
And if his conduct has been agreeable to the laws through- 
out, | am under a further indispensable duty to support it”? 


Such was the public sentiment of England on 
that question at that time, that even the counsel 
for the claimant of the slave felt called upon to 
disclaim any wish in favor of slavery, and apol- 
ogize for the position he occupied. 

The Supreme Court of the United States did 
not remember, or, rather, remembered to forget, 
the decision in this case, the opinions therein 
expressed by court and counsel, and the authori- 
ties referred to and cited, all bearing directly on 
the question which it was then considering, both 
historically and jadicially. But, strange as this 
may seem, it sinks into insignificance when we 
remember that it is a matter both of law and his- 
| tory, that in five of the thirteen original States, 
viz: New Hampshire, Massachusetts, New York, 
| New Jersey, and North Carolina, negroes, de- 
| scendants of African slaves, were, at the time of 
the ratification of the Articles of Confederation, 
l and at the time of the adoption of the Constitu- 


powers of Government to defend their rights by force of 


tion of the United States, citizens—yea, more, if 
they possessed the other necessary qualifications, 
were voters, on the same terms as other citizens; 
and many of them might, and probably did, vote 
for this very Consutution under which, accord- 
ing to the construction of the Supreme Court, 
given in those parts of the opinion I have read, 
they were entitled to ‘no rights which the white 
man was bound to respect.” And this conclu- 
sion was reached, not by the construction of any 
of the provisions of the Constitution, but by such 
monstrous perversions of history and law as are 
found in the extract to which you have just lis- 
tened. And yet we are told here, day afier day, 
and month after month, that this opinion, which 
would forever deprive of all the rights and privi- 
leges of American citizens a whole race of men 
whose ancestors lived in the country at the very 
time of, and before the Revolution, participated 
in the battles which secured our independence, 
voted for the adoption of the institutions under 
which we live, is a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and that no good citizen will 
question its correctness, or fail to adopt its doc- 
trine as the rule for his guidance in deciding all 
questiona affecting the rights of the black race. 

hata negro cannot be a citizen, within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution of the United States; that 
he has no rights which a white man is bound to 
respect; that he may, justly and lawfully, be re- 
duced to slavery, for the white man’s benefit, 
have come to be political and judicial truths, in 
the contemplation of which the modern Democrat 
finds his richest consolation. 

Mr. Chairman, when I read this opinion—it 
purports to be the opinion of the court—it seems 
to me that, by some strange mistake, the argu- 
ment of some astute attorney, especially distin- 
guished for his ability to ignore and reject all law 
and fact which make against him, has been sub- 
stituted for the opinion of the court, and is being 
used to impose upon the people. It has all the 
characteristics of the argument of the lawyer, 
made without law or fact, and against law and 
fact; not one characteristic of the opinion of the 
impartial judge. 

rosie that opinion, sir, as one of the most 
direct and positive falsifications of the well-known 
facts of history to be found in the English lan- 
guage, and the greatest libel upon the men who 
framed the institutions under which we live, ever 
published to the world. Had such opinions or 
intentions been imputed to those men whilst liv- 
ing, they would have repudiated them with scorn 
and contempt. 

But these assertions of the Supreme Court, as 
to the opinions and intentions of the signers of the 
Declaration of Independence and framers of the 
Constitution of the United States, can never touch 
or tarnish their reputation, or deceive their de- 
scendants. They have, almost without excep- 
tion, placed themselves on record as hostile to 
American slavery. Patrick Henry expressed the 
opinion and wish of the men of that time, when, 
cighty years ago, he said: 

“I believe a time will come when an opportunity will 
be offered to abolish this lamentable evil. Everything we 
can do is to improve it, if it happens in our day ; if not, let 
us transmit to our descendants, together with our slaves, & 
pity for their unhappy lot, and our abhorrence of slavery.”” 

I might quote, from the writings of almost 
every distinguished man_of that time, language 
equally strong in condemnation of slavery, and 
earnest in the wish for its abolition; but it is so 
familiar, that every man recalls it almost without 
an effort of the memory. These men had done 
and suffered for their country, and the cause of 
human liberty, the noblest things the world’s his- 
tory has yet recorded. Slavery was at that time 
an existing fact in most of the States, for which 
these men were not directly responsible. They 
laid the foundations of the Federal Government 
on the fundamental principles of man’s right ta 
freedom and ability for self-government. Instead 
of making, or intending to make, a Government 
which should provide for the existence of and be 
responsible for slavery, they recognized its exist- 
ence only as necessity compelled, and would not 
permit the term slave or slavery to have a place 
in the Constitution, hoping and believing that the 
great principle of man’s right to freedom, on 
which all the institutions they were then making 
rested, would effectually and forever abolish it 
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from the land. With what surprise and. indigna- 
zion would these men have listened to the an- 
nouncement that, when seventy or cighty years 
had passed away, the judges of the court which 
they were then establishing, as the highest tri- 
bunal in the land, would proclaim to the world 
that, under that Constitution, the black man had 
no rights which the white man was bound to re» 
spect, but might justly and lawfully be reduced 
to slavery, for the white man’s benefit, and held 
_as a slave, in every inch of the territory over 
which the United States had exclusive jurisdic- 
tion. These men had done one generation’s work, 
and, when they left it to their children to free the 


land from the evils of African slavery, they felt | 


that they were asking of them no more than such 
fathers had the right to ask of children for whom 
they had provided such an inheritance. Wehave 
received and enjoyed the inheritance, but the 
wishes of the fathers we have neglected and dis- 
regarded. Let us not add to our ingratitude by 
attempting to blacken their memories. 

But the Supreme Court says that the question 
as to the jurisdiction of the circuit court is pre- 
sented on the face of the bill of exceptions taken 
by the plaintiff at the trial; and that therefore, 
when that court found Dred Scott to be a slave, 
which it did, as aslave cannot be a citizen, it then 
became the duty of that court to dismiss the case 
for want of jurisdiction, notwithstanding its pre- 
vious decision, on the plea in abatement, that the 
court had jurisdiction sand that this wasa new and 
second error, which it was the duty of the court 
to examine and correct. 

Mr. Justice Curtis says that: 

« Since the decision of this [the Supreme] Court, in Liv- 
ingston vs. Story, (11 Peters, p. 351) the law has been well 
scttied that, when the declaration or bill contains the ne- 
essary averments of citizenship, this court cannot look at 
the record, to see whether those averments are true, except 
so far as they are put in issue by plea to the jurisdiction.” 

The question of jurisdiction of the circuit court 
had been raised by the pleadings, and decided; 
and, having been once raised and settled, could 
not be again raised in the same trial. There would 
never be an end of a case, if a question, which 
had been once raised and decided, in its progress, 
could be raised again and again, whenever either 
of the parties might offer to produce testimony 
bearing upon it, Whenever a party in the trial 
of a cause, by plea in abatement or otherwise, 
raises a question, the court understands that he is 
ready to offer all his proofs, be heard, and re- 
ceive the judgmentof the court. Itisas necessary 
that there should be a final determination of the 
questions raised in the progress of the trial, as it 
is that there should be a final determination of 
the case when it has been finished. If the de- 
fendant relied upon the facts stated in the bill of 
exceptions to show that the circuit court had not 
jurisdiction, he should have set them forth in his 
plea in abatement, and he would then have had 
the bencfit of them in the decision on that plea. 

As he did not deem it advisable to do so, he could 
afterwards use them only as affecting the merits. 
Had the judgment of the circuit court, on the plea 
in abatement, been correct, its judgment for the 
defendant would not fiave been erroncous, even 
if the facts set forth in the bill of exceptions did 
show that it had not jurisdiction; and the only 
error of the circuit court, as to jurisdiction, if any, 
is to be found in its judgment on the plea in abate- 
ment. 

It is of course true, that, if the judgment on the 
plea in abatement is erroneous, the Judgment on 
the merits in favor of the defendant, and every- 
thing done in the case after the decision on the 
pica in abatement, is also erroncous; but it is so 
not because of any new or second error subse- 
quently made, but because of the error in the 
judgment on the plea in abatement, which affects 
‘and renders erroneous all subsequent proceedings. 
And the decision of the Supreme Court, that the 
judgment of the circuit court on the plea in 
‘abatement was erroneous, and its mandate to the 
circuit court to dismiss the case for want of ju- 
risdiction, would necessarily vacate all proceed- 
ings of the circuit court after the judgment on 
the plea in abatement. But the Supreme Court 
says, in this opinion, that the want of jurisdiction 
may appear on the record without any plea in 
abatement, and then refers to cases where it ap- 


| 


peared by the record that the court had ho juris- 
diction of the subject-matter, and cites cases in 
which the declarations did not contain the neces- 
sary averments of citizenship, to show: jurisdic- 
tion. à $ 

No one will question that the court is bound, 
in such cases, to take notice of want of jurisdic- 
tion at any stage. But such cases furnish no 
authority for the action of the court in this case. 
And when the Supreme Court of the United States 
attempts to sustain its action by precedent, and 
the cases cited and referred to fail altogether to do 
so, I suppose that it is but fair to conclude that 
precedents are not to be found, especially if the 
attempt is made after a dissenting judge has cited 
the authoritics which establish the opposite doc- 
trine, The careful reader of the opinion of the 
court in this case, and the dissenting opinion of 
Mr. Justice Curtis, is almost made to believe that 
the opinion of the court was prepared with es- 

ecial reference to the positions taken by Mr. 

ustice Curtis, and for the purpose of dissenting 
from them. The internal evidences go far to give 
credulity to the report that the opinion of the 
court was revised after it had been read from the 
bench, and after the dissenting opinion of Mr. 
Justice Curtis had been placed on file. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is immaterial to the pur- 
pose for which I am principally considering this 
case, whether the effect of the conclusion of the 
Supreme Court, that the facts stated in the bill 
of exceptions showed Dred Scott to bea slave, 
should be to dismiss the case, or affirm the judg- 
ment of the circuit court in favor of the defend- 
ant. Whichever way that may be, the Supreme 
Court did decide, on the facts stated, that Dred 
Scott was a slave. In this opinion seven of the 
judges concurred, two dissented and six expressed 
or concurred in the opinion that so much of the 
Missouri compromise as prohibited slavery in the 
Territory was unconstitutional and void. Epro- 
pose now to inquire whether it was necessary for 
the court to pass upon the constitutionality of the 
Missouri compromise, in order to make the de- 
cision which it did make in relation to Dred 
Scott. 

And lest some of the worshipers of this de- 
cision should be shocked at such an inquiry, let 
me state that this case had been once tried before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and, 
although the argument had been pressed at the 
bar, that that act was unconstitutional, still the 


court did not deem it necessary to adjudicate upon į 


it, and the opinion of the court was agreed upon, 
and reduced to writing, withoutan allusion to that 
question, and may now be found among the opin- 
ions of the judges, still bearing indubitable marks 
of having been prepared as and for the opinion 
of the court. And it was not until two of the 
judges dissented from the opinion of the majority 
of the court, that Dred Scott was a slave, and pro- 
posed to publish their opinions, that the majority 
felt it to be necessary to express opinions in re- 
lation to the constitutionality of the Missouri 
compromise. 

It was then that the court ordered the case to be 


reargued, for the purpose of ascertaining whether | 


it could be made to appear that that act was un- 
constitutional; and even then three of the same 


| sudees were unable to concur in the opinion that 
jugs 


that act was unconstitutional. The agreed state- 
ment of fact, so far as it relates to Dred Scott, 1s 
as follows: 


«c In the year 1834, the plaintiff wasa negra slave belong- 
ing to Dr. Emerson, who was a surgeon in the Army of the 
United States. In that year, 1834, said Dr. Emerson*took 
the plaintiff from the State of Missouri to the military post 
at Rock Island, inthe State of Ilinois, and held bim there 
as a siave until the month of April or May, 1836. At tl 
time last mentioned, said Dr. Emerson removed the plainti 
from said military p at Rock Island to the mu 
at Fort Snelling, situate on the west bank of the M 
river, in the territory known as Upper Lor 
by the United States of France, and situate nor 
tude of 36° 3V north, and north of the State ot M 
Said Dr. Emerson held the plaintiff in slavery at} 
ling from said last mentioned date until the year 1838. 

“Jy the year 1836, the plaintiff, at said PortSnelling, with 
the consent of said Dr. Emerson, who then claimed to be his 


slave. 
“It is agreed that Dred Scott broughtsuitfor his freedom 
in the circuit court of St. Louis county; that there was a 


-y - 
verdict and judgment in his favor; that on’a writ of errorte. 
the Supreme Court, the judgment below was reversed, and 
the same remanded to the circuit court, where it has been 
continued to await the decision of this. case.?? . Gii 


It is wholly unnecessary to referto that: part 
of the agreed’ statement of fact which relates to 
the wife and children: first, because the.courtdis- 
missed the case, for the reason tliat it found Dred 
Scott to be a slave, and, thereforé, not a citizens 
second, because, being a slave, he could not hold 
the legal relation of husband or father; and, con- 
sequently, nothing was or could have been decided 
as to the rights or status of the alleged: wife and 
children. And, for the purpose for which E ani 
considering it, and for all other purposes, they 
may be regarded as wholly out of the case. > 

Wow, as this case had been decided by the 
supreme court of Missouri, let us consider the 
grounds on which that court rests its decision: 


“The States of this Union, although associated for some 
purposes of government, yet, in relation to their municipal 
concerns, have always been regarded as foreign to each 
other. ‘I'he courts of one State do not take judicial notice 
of the laws of other States. They, when it is necessary 
to be shown what they are, must be proved like other facts. 
So of the Jaws of the United States, enacted for the mere 
purpose of governing a Territory. ‘These laws have no force 
in the States of the Union ; they are locat, and relate to the 
municipal affairs of the Territory.” E-S Ey ® 
c Their effectis confined within its limits, and beyond those 
limits they have no more effect; in any State, than the mu- 
nicipal laws of one State would have in any other State” 
* y * * « Every State has theright of determ- 
ining how far, in a spirit of comity, it will respect the 
laws of other States, Those laws ‘have no intrinsic right 
to be enforced beyond the limits of the State for Whiehthey 
were enacted. The respect alowed them will depend al- 
together on their conformity to the policy of our institu- 
tions. No State is bound to carry into effect enactments 
conceived in aspirit hostile to that which pervades herown 
laws,” * * * * * * * * * 

“It is a humiliating spectacle to see the courts of a 
State confiscating the property of her own citizens by the 
command of foreign Jaw. If Scott is freed, by what means 
will it be effected, but by the constitution of the State of 
Plinois, or the territorial laws of the United States? Now, 
what principle requires the interference of this court? Are 
not those governments capable of enforcing their own laws? 
and if they are not, are we concerned that such laws 
should be enforced, and that, too, at the cost of our own 
citizens? States, in which an absolute prohibitio of sla- 
very prevails, maintain that if a slave, with the csent of 
his master, touch their soil, he thereby becomes free, The 
prohibition in the act commonly called the Missouri. com- 
promise is absolute.” b * wee ‘Now, are 
we prepared to say that we shall suffer those laws to be en- 
forced in our courts? On almost three sides, the State of 
Missouri is surrounded by free soil. If one of our slaves 
touch that soil, with his master’s assent, he becomes enti- 
ued to his freedom. If a master sends his slave to hunt 
his horses or cattle beyond the boundary, shall he thereby be 
liberated? But our courts, it is said, will not go so far, IF 
not go the entire length, why go at W1? The obligation to 
enforce to the proper degree is as obligatory as to enforee to 
any degree. Slavery is introduced by a continuance in the 
Territory for six hours as well as for twelve months 5 and 
so far as our Jaws are concerned, the offenge is as greatin 
the one ense as in the other. Laws operate only within 
the territory of the State for which they are made, and, by 
enforcing them here, we, contrary: lo all principle, give 
them an extra-territorial cffect.”*—15 Missouri Reports. 


Flere we find that this court decided that Scott 
was still a slave, not because the laws of the Ter- 
ritory and the laws of Illinois did not entitle him 
to his freedom whilst he remained inthe Territory 
i| and in that State, but because the State of Mis- 
‘| souri would not recognize or give any force or 
effect to those laws. According to this decision, 
the master may take his slaves from the State of 
Missouri into every country and under the juris- 
diction of every Government on carth—still his 
status as free or slave is not changed thereby, 
when he is again brought into the State of Mis- 
souri. The Supreme Court of the United States 
says that the question of Dred Scott's right to 
freedom must be determined by the laws of Mis- 
souri as interpreted by her courts, and states the 
case thus: i 

u As Scott was a slave when taken into the State of Hi- 
nois by his owner, and was there belg ass n, and brought 
back in that char his status, as (ree ave, depended 
| on the laws of Missouri, and not of Hlinois.’? 


| Now, if his status as free or slave: depended 
| wholly upon the laws of Missouri, and notatall 
; upon the laws of Mlinois, notwithstanding his 
previous residence of two years in Hhnois, for the 
same reason his status as free or slave depended 
wholly upon the laws of Missouri, and not atall 
upon the laws of the Territfry, notwithstanding 
residence of two years in the Terri- 
s wholly immaterial to the decision 
s of HhHnois and the 
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Territory in regard to the existence of slavery 
were. - The supreme court of Missouri says: 

« Laws operate only within the territory of the State for 
which they were made; and, by enforcing them here, we, 
contrary to all principle, give them an extra-territorial ef- 
feet? - 

:, And, therefore, that court decided that it would 
not regard them at all in the decision of the case 
of Dred. Scott. Now, if the laws of Illinois and 
the Territory were. not considered at all in the de- 
cision of this case by the supreme court of Mis- 
souri, and in the opinion of the Supreme Court 
of.the United States, the status of Scott as free or 
slave depended wholly upon the laws of Mis- 
souri, as interpreted by her highest court, on 
what principle and for what reason did it become 
necessary for the Supreme, Court of the United 
States to inquire or decide as to the constitution- 
ality of the Missouri compromise? If they had 
found that act to be constitational, would they 
have found Dred Scott to be a free man? Would 
it have made the slightest difference in their de- 
cision of the case? Does not the Supreme Court 
of the United States substantially say this is a 
question which the laws of Missouri, interpreted 
by her courts, must settle; and as her courts de- 
cide the question, so it must be, no matter whether 
that court has given to this and similar questions 
the same decisions which this court would have 
given, had the question been before it for decision 
as an original question, without its being bound 
by any adjudication of Missouri? Does not that 
court rest its decision on the ground that it was 
enough for it to know that by the laws of Mis- 
souri, interpreted by her courts, Dred Scott was 
a slave, no matter into what countries or under 
the jurisdiction of what Governments he had been 
taken by his master; no matter what acts his mas- 
ter had done to him, or permitted him to do, in- 
consistent With his right to hold him as a slave; 
no matter that his master had consented to his 


contracting marriage—a relation that none but a 


free. man can assume—the laws of Missouri, in- 
terpreted by her courts, make him a slave, and 
that Burt had no right or power to decide other- 
wise, Whatever may be said as to the correct- 
ness of these positions, no man will question or 
deny that they are the positions taken in the 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
And now Task again, on what principle and for 
what reason did it become necessary for the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to decide as to 
the constitutionality of the Missouri compro- 
mise? 

Again: it will be remembered, that whilst the 
supreme court of Missouri denied that the laws 
of Ilinois or the Territory prohibiting slavery 
had any force or effect in Missouri, still it did 
not deny or question the constitutionality of the 
Missouri compromise. That court admitted the 
constitutionality of the Missouri compromise, 
and found Dred Scott to be a slave under the laws 
of Missouri. Six of the judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States expressed the opinion 
that thatact was unconstitutional, and found Dred 
Scott to be a slave under the laws of Missouri; 
and say that they did so because they could not 
go behind or question the interpretation which 
the supreme court of Missouri had given to her 
laws, in this and similar cases; because it was a 
question the decision of which belonged to the 
courts of Missouri, and not to the courts of the 
United States. And here we sce that the Mis- 


souri compromise was, in the opinion of the su- | 
preme court of Missouri, constitutional, and Dred | 


Scott a slave. Itwas,in the opinion of six of the 
judges of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
unconstitutional, and Dred Scottaslave. Itcould 
be decided either way without affecting in the 
slightest degree the rights in question between 


Dred Scott and Sandford, and therefore could not | 


be decided at all in the adjudication of that case. 
The case did not call for the expression of any 
opinion on that question, and therefore any opin- 
ion expressed cannot be relied upon as binding 
authority, and could not, oven if all the judges 
had concurred in the opinion. And if the judges 
who gave expressioa to this opinion intended that 
it should be a decision of the question, then they 
stand convicted of attempting to do that which, 
by their own rule, laid down in Carroll vs. Car- 


roll, binding on themselves and all inferior tribu- 


nals, they had no right or power to do. 

And now that we ‘have seen that this case did 
not call for the expression of any opinion as to 
the constitutionality of the Missouri compromise, 
and that the court had no right or power to make 
any decision in relation to it, the question at once 

resents itself, why did the Supreme Court of the 
United States—-or, rather, six of its judges—give 
opinions on the constitutionality of the Missouri 
compromise, in the decision of this case? {might 
find an answer to this question outside of the re- 
corded opinions of the judges, satisfactory to my- 
self, and alarge portion of the people of the coun- 
try; butas I find in their recorded opinions an 
answer, I will ask the attention of the committee, 
and the people of the country, to the reason there 
assigned. Mr. Justice Wayne says: 

€c The case involves private rights of value, and constitu- 
tional principles of the highest importance, about which 
there had become such a difference of opinion, that the 


peace and harmony of the country required the settlement 
of them by judicial decision.’? 


We have already seen that the private rights 
could be settled without any decision of this ques- 
tion. It was the peace and harmony of the coun- 
try, the great political question which the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise had raised, on the 
one side and the other of which question the peo- 
ple of the whole country had arrayed themselves, 
and proposed to settle by the decision of that final 
arbiter of ali political questions in this country, 
the ballot-box, that six of these judges felt called 
upon to decide, in the adjudication of this case. 
By some strange delusion, they seemed to con- 
sider themselves authorized to dictate to the peo- 
ple what political questions they might discuss 
and decide, and to take from them such other ques- 
tions as would, in their judgment, disturb the 
peaceand harmony of the country. They seemed 
to foresee and feel the force and power of the dif- 
ferent contending political opinions in the land, 
and also the inability and weakness of the incom- 
ing Administration, and felt called upon to place 
in the hands of the man who was to administer 
the Government for the coming four years a prop 
on which to rest his feeble and tottering policy of 
slavery extension. Tie has relied upon it with a 
blind devotion, and, during his whole term of 
office, scarcely sent to Congress a message, with- 
out communicating to us that the Supreme Court 
had decreed all the Territories to be forever open 
to slavery—evidently, to him, a pleasing fact. 
Whether this opinion of the six judges of the Su- 
preme Courthasstrengthened his Administration, 
or afforded essential aid to the extension of sla- 
very, the sequel will demonstrate. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be an unfortunate day 
for the reputation of the Supreme Court, as well 
as for the country, when that court shall feel itself 
called upon or authorized to turn aside from its 
trae and well-defined sphere of action, to give aid 
and comfort to the action or doctrine of any po- 
litical party; when it shall feel it to be its duty or 
privilege to ingraft upon its decisions approval or 
condemnation of political platforms already made, 
or furnish, for those not fully completcd, such 
plank as political conventions have not been able 
to agree upon. 

It is a significant fact, that nearly or quite one 
half of the people of this country, immediately 
upon the promulgation of the opinions in the Dred 
Scott case, cricd out in indignation at the action 
of that court, after having bowed in silent obedi- 
ence to its decisions for more than seventy years. 
Was it because it was, as we were told by a Dem- 
ocrat the other day, a lightning-flash shot from 
the judicial bench into one of the great political 
parties of the land? I know that there are at the 
present time those who wish to make the Supreme 
Court of the United States the repository and dis- 
penser of the lightning which is to strike down 
not ouly those who appear as parties in the court, 
and bring themselves within its legitimate power, 
but the “legions” of the people, in the exercise 
of those great rights, powers, and duties, which 
they have not received from man, and cannot be 
divested of by man. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not one of those who be- 
leve that the Supreme Court of the United States 
i has the power to break down or destroy the 


į rectly or indirectly, reach and control. 


rights and liberties of the people of this country. 
It can break down and destroy its own moral 
power, influence, and high position, in the esti- 
mation of the people; but the rights and liberties 
of the people, never. . It-can decide the rights of 
individual litigants before it; but it can never 
promulgate from the bench decisions of political 
questions in which the people will acquiesce. 
The people of this country know their rights; 
and when any branch of the Government, exec- 
utive, legislative, or judicial, shall attempt to en- 
croach upon them, it will soon be made to feel 
that its power is limited and defined, and can be 
exercised only within proper limits. Why is it, 
sir, that that high tribunal, the Supreme Court, 
has held such an exalted place in-the estimation 
of the people that they start back with horror 
from its first act showing a departure from the 
line of duty? Simply because that court, by ils 
wisdom, integrity, and impartiality, for more 
than seventy years, had caused the people to 
almost believe it infallible. But, sir, whilst con- 
fidence is a plant of slow growth, it may be 
uprooted in an hour, so that root, stock, branch, 
or leaf, shall never be seen more. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. Curry,] in the speech to which I have be- 
fore referred, says: 

“The proposition of the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Sewarp,] tobut the Supreme Court on the side of freedom, 
is feartully admonitory of the influence of popular excite- 
ment on the judiciary.” 

And other gentlemen have used language which 
carried with it the implication that the Republi- 
can party wished some change or revision of the 
powers or duties of this court. J, sir, know of 
no man in the Republican party who wishes any 
change or revision of the powers or duties which 
the Constitution of the United States has con- 
ferred on that tribunal. Mon of all parties, and 
even the judges themsclves, feel that some legis- 
lation is ‘necessary to equalize and facilitate the 
business of the court. When the Senator from 
New York spoke of putting that court on the 
side of freedom, he simply recognized a fact which 
many sccm to forget. Vacancies sometimes oc- 
cur on that bench, which must be filled by the 
proper constitutional authority. And it is the 
theory of our Government, that the will of the 
people (some men term it “influence of popular 
excitement’’) is supreme, and that there is no 
branch of the Government, executive, legislative, 
or judicial, which they cannot in time, either di- 
It may 
require a longer or a shorter time; but we were 
told the other day, and truly, that a decade, a 
century, was but a span in a nation’s history. 

The Senator from New York has been guilty 
of believing and saying that he was willing to 
trust the people, present and to come, to place in 
office those who would appoint, as judges of the 
Supreme Court, men who would correct any and 
alletrors of their predecessors on the bench. I 
know that at the present day the man who has 
‘confidence in the wisdom and integrity of the peo- 
ple, and their ability for actual self-government, 
has come to be regarded qn some quarters as so 
great a- fanatic that he must not ask the people 
to have any confidence in him. 

Sir, cight of the nine jadges of that court are 
known, or fully believed to be, to-day, in full com- 
union with the Democratic party and its leading 
politicians. Ihave no doubt that if a Republican 
President were called upon to nominate a man for 
that bench, he would select from the men of the 
country one who is not committed to the Demo- 
cratic party. But, sit, I hope that the day will 
never come when the Republican party, or any 
other party, shall again have cight of the nine 
judges of that court. 

Mr. Chairman, the question of slavery in the 
‘Territories of the United States is not an adjudi- 
cated one, and is not so regarded by the people 
of the country. The Republican party do not so 
regard it. The Demoeratic party do not so regard 
it. The resolutions which were presented by the 
majority and minority of the committee on reso- 
lutions In the convention at Charleston, only three 
or four days ago, show the differences of opinion 
on this question in the Democratic party. Whilst 
seventeen of the committee were ready to resolve 
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the question adjudicated, fifteen of the committee 
reported to the convention the following resolu- 
tion: 

« That inasmuch às differences of opinion exist in the 
Democratic party as to the nature and extent of the powers 
ofa Territorial Legislature, and as to the powers and duties 
of Congress, under the Constitation of the United States, 
over the institution of slavery within the Territories: 

& Resolved, ‘Phat the Democratic party will abide by the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States over 
the institution of slavery within the Territories.” 

There are indeed differences of opinion on this 
question in the Democratic party. The southern 

ortion of the party say that the Supreme Court 
has already decided that all the Territories are 
forever open to slavery. The northern portion, 
knowing that the people of the free States will 
never accept such a doctrine from court or con- 
vention, seek to evade the direct question by the 
resolution which I have just quoted, hoping that 

“they may again deceive the people with the cry 

of popular sovercignty. The Republican party 
intend, in the coming election, to refer this ques- 
tion to the American people, believing that they 
are the proper arbiters of all political questions, 
and denying that the Supreme Court has, or can, 
decide the great political questions of the day. 

One portion of the Democratic party says to the 
people “this question hasbeen placed beyond your 
reach or control by the Supreme Court, and noth- 
ing is left for you but to bow in silent obedience 
to its decision,” the other portion of the Demo- 
cratic patty—the popular sovereignty part, whose 
party cry in the free States has been, ‘* the people 
of the Territories shall regulate their domestic in- 
stitutions in their own way’?—~propose to submit 
this question, not to the people of the country or 
the Territories, but to nine judges of the Supreme 
Court, sitting as a board of referees, with power 
to make a final decision of a political question, 
which the Democratic party has tried toagree upon 
in convention, and failed. 

If the popular-sovercignty portion pf the Dem- 
ocratic party shall eventually prevail, I shall 
watch with some interest to see whether the Su- 
preme Court will consent to sitasreferec, to decide 
this question for the Democratic party. Perhaps 
the peace and harmony ”’ of the party may re- 

uire its settlement by judicial decision. But, for 
the reputation of the court, I hope that it will not 
feel bound to accept. If it does, I hope that it 
will not incorporate its award into a judicial deci- 
sion in which the rights of private partics are ad- 
jadicated. y 

But, Mr. Chairman, let the Democratic party 
frame the issue as it may, the Republican party 
has the power to submit, and will submit, this 
question to the people. If the people prefer that 
the Supreme Court, sitting as a court, or as a 
board of referces, shall decide the great political 
questions of the day, and say to the people, it is 
our province to decide, yours to bow in silent 
obedience to our decrees, they will vote for the 
men and doctrines of the Democratic party. But 
if the people shall still think that they are capa- 
ble of self-government, that, free institutions and 
free society are not a failure, they will vote for 
the men who still propose to leave the decision of 
political questions to the people. 

In conclusion, I will say to the Democratic 
party, frame your platform as you please; present 
It, with your candidates for office, to the pecple, 
for acceptance or rejection. We will do the same. 
If we are beaten, we will acquiesce, live in obe- 
dience to the Constitution and the laws, and see 
to it that the Union is preserved. You, by pre- 
senting your candidates and platform of principles 
to the people, for acceptance or rejection, pledge 
yourselves anew to the same course. We intend 
toactin good faith, and will not question that you 
intend to do thesame. We propose to submit our 
principles, 
every portion of the American people where free 
speech is tolerated and the rights of the citizen 
under the Constitution respected. And if we are 
stili excluded from any part of our common coun- 
try, we have only to say to you, perform your 
constitutional obligations, and we will present the 

rinciples of our party to the people of every State 
in the Union, and secure for them the support of 
more or less of the voters of every community in 
the land. We propose ‘to appeal to the reason 
and judgment of the people, not to their fears, 


and the reason for their adoption, to | 


| sectional strife, and to promote sectional triumphs. 


| the bill now before us, and thus, if possible, illus- 


prejudices, or passions. We hold that threats are | 
poor arguments, and that he who addresses them’ 
to any portion of the American people fails to 
appreciate his audience. ri 


REVISION OF THE TARIFF. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN T. NIXON, 
OF NEW JERSEY, l 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 4, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and having under consideration House 
bill No. 338, to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes— 

Mr. NIXON said: 

itis my wish, Mr. Chairman, to submit a few 
remarks upon the subject which is now properly 
before thecommittee. Among the numerous topics 
which have engaged the attention of the House 
during the present session, not one has been of 
more importance to the whole country, or more 
intimately connected with the prosperity and hap- 
piness of the intelligent constituency which I have 
the honor to represent, than the uestion of the 
revision of our revenue laws. hen properly 
and harmoniously adjusted, a tariff act falls, like 
the sunshine, upon every class and condition in 
life, causing every department of human industry 
to smile and prosper; imparting activity to labor; 
fair remuneration to every-day toil; and, in its 
proximate and remote results, infusing health, 
strength, and social order into the whole body- 
politic, by elevating the condition of its individual 
members. 

I have no desire, Mr. Chairman, to underrate 
the importance of a full and frank discussion of 
the question of negro slavery. I can readily per- 
ceive that there are times and occasions when an 
American Representative will fall short of the 
faithful discharge of his high trust if he ignores 
that question or fails to mect it, The existence of | 
slavery within the Republic is a grave historic 
fact; and the relations which it sustains to the 
General Government, the protection or tolcration 
which it enjoys under the Constitution, the in- 
fluence which it exerts upon our social condition 
and our material prosperity, are grave questions 
to be temperately and thoughtfully considered by | 
every man who wishes well to his country’s fu- | 
ture. But these questions have not been legiti- ; 
mately before us; and, with all deference to the ; 
judgment of older men, I cannot but think that | 
their discussion thus far has been inopportune, | 
uncalled for by any public exigency, and barren 
of all good results. Involving social probfems of 
the greatest magnitude, they have been dwarfed | 
into the merest party issues. Rising high up into 
the atmosphere of morals, and stretching far into 
the future, as affecting the destiny of unborn mil- 
lions, they have been used by politicians as fire- 
brands to enkindle sectional agitation, to intensify 


i 
Appeals have been made, not to the intellect and |) 
reason, but to the narrow prejudices and passions | 
of the hour. The influence of such a discussion 
has reached beyond this House. It pervades the 
country, alienating brethren, antagonizing sec- 
tions, and weakening and loosening the very 
bonds of the Union. 

Representing, in part, a loyal and Constitution- 
loving State, and standing, geographically and 
politically, between all extremes, allow me toap- 
peal to gentlemen here to turn aside for the pres- 
ent from the discussion of these exciting topics, 
and devote the residue of this session to those mat- 
ters of legislation which will develop our great | 
national resources by stimulating our agriculture, | 
extending ourcommerce, and invigorating the arm į 
of our manufacturing and mechanical labor. Let 
us especially apply ourselves to the perfection of 


trate the first session of the Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress by the passage of the best revenue act which 
ever claimed the attention of the people’s Repre- 
sentatives. 


The bill. reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, upon its face has a twofold object, | 
each object being in itself a reason and an argu- li 


ment for the other: The firstisto make provision 


for the payment of the national debt. Thesecond 
is to raise the means of paying it, and, at the same 
time; to provide for the ordinary expenses of the 
Government. Incidental to thesé main purposes, 
the committee has endeavored ‘so to “adjust the 
duties upon imports that encouragement and pro- 
tection may be afforded to the: vatious industrial 
interests of the country. These interests. are 
now languishing for the want of such discrimi- 
nation; voices of petition and complaint come to 
us daily—not from the large manufacturer only, 
but from thé humble son of toil—setting forth the 
disastrous effects of the act of 1857 upon the-value 
and price‘of his labor, which is his only capital 
for the comfortable maintenance of his family, and 
the education of his children. cae 

My first-argument will be addressed: to’ the 
power of Congress to pass a revenue ‘act inciden- 


į tally protecting our home manufactures. Itseems 


strange how any gentleman at ali familiar with the 
history of the country, or with the circumstances” 
under which the convention was called to frame 
our present Constitution, should doubt about. this 
power. [may safely assert that it was the want 
of it, under the Articles of Confederation, which 
led our fathers to'first consider the propriety of 
forming a more perfect union among the States. 
After the close of the revolutionary war, the states~ 
men of’ the times saw, with apprehension and 
alarm, that the manufacturing and commercial in- 
terests of the country were yearly declining.s As 
an inevitable consequence, agriculture ‘also lan- 
guished, insympathy with manufactures and com- 
merce, for they are all sisters, with. indissoluble 
relationships and interests, and flourish or fall 
together. ‘The wealth of the people was largely 
expended in purchasing the manufactures of for- 
eign Governments, imported here in foreign bot- 
toms. The Congress of the Confederation, year 
after year, importuned the States to some concert 
of action, and the State Legislatures, in the ex- 
ercise of all their functions and powers, endeav- 
ored, in vain, to check or remedy the growing 
evils. Every page of the history of that period 
reveals the fact that the radical defects of the 
whole system were the want of the necessary 
means of raising a revenue, and’ the absence. of 
power to regulate and control the'trade and com- 
merce of the country. ; 

The convention which met at Annapolis in 1786 
was called to remedy just these defects. Upon 
examining the credentials of the different mem- 
bers, it was ascertained that their functions and 
duties had been limited to the passage of some 
general laws concerning the revenue, trade, and 
commerce of the country, except in the case of 
the commissioners from New Jersey, who had 
been empowered by their appointment “to con- 
sider how far a uniform system in their commer- 
cial relations, and other important matters, might 
be necessary to the common interests and perma- 
nent harmony of the several States.” As only 
the five central States of New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Deiaware, and Virginia were rep- 


resented in that convention, it was not deemed 


advisable to attempt any change. But the com- 
missioners united in an address, urging a general 
meeting of all the States in a future convention 
at Philadelphia, and requesting them to adopt the 
idea, suggested by New Jersey, that other mat- 
ters, besides trade and commerce, should be con- 
sidered by the convention, They say that the 
power of regulating trade is of such comprehens 
ive extent, and will enter so far into the general 
system of the Federal Government, that to give 
it efficiency, and to obviate questions and doubts 
concerning its precise nature and limits, may re- 
quire a corresponding adjustment of other parts 
of the Federal system. 

From such sourees and suggestions grew up, 
step by step, the charter of our political faith and 
the fair fabric of our American Union. 

Let us now turn our attention to the Constitu- 
tion, the wise product of their conciliatory labors, 
and ascertain, if possible, what powers were con- 
ferred upon Congress in reference to the trade and 
commerce of the country. In the eighth section 
of article first, Congress is expressly authorized 


| é to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
y P 


cises,”’ and also “ to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations, and -among the sevéral States, and 
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with the Indian tribes.’ There is no limitin the 
instrument itself to the extent of this power, and 
itis not confined to any special objects and pur- 
poses. . lt will not do to assert that, as the primary 
object in conferring this authority upon Congress 
was to secure a revenue to defray the expenses of 
- the Government, there is no legitimate warrant for 
any discrimination which has not the revenue di- 
rectly in view. The legislation of Congress, un- 
der these clauses of the Constitution, proves the 
want of logic in such reasoning. If it be uncon- 
stitutional to discriminate in favor of American 
manufactures, then it is unconstftutional to dis- 
criminate in favor of American shipping; and yet, 
since. the establishment of the Government, every 
act upon the subject recognizes the principle of 
protecting our American tonnage against foreign 
competition, Why is the whole coastwise trade 
of the country confined to American bottoms? 
Why do our registry laws exclude foreign-built 
vessels from the protection of our national flag? 
‘And yet where does the Constitution give to Con- 
gress any authority over tonnage which it has not 
over merchandise ? 

But, let us see what the men, who framed the 
Constitution understood by this power, ‘to reg- 
ulate commerce.” In ascertaining the meaning of 
a written instrument, its surest Interpreters are 
those who drafted it. If the master spirits in that 
convention had felt the necessity of some power 
under the Confederation to protect domestic man- 
ufactures and encourage domestic industry, and 
had urged the holding of the convention to get this 
grant from the Statcs, is it fair to suppose that 
they afterwards failed to incorperate it somewhere 
in that instrument? But we are not left to con- 
jecture upon the subject. The president of the 
constitutional convention was the first President 
of the United States under the Constitution. Many 
of thechief men, who wereinstrumental in framing 
that instrument, were also members of the First 
Congress. That Congress was organized in the 
city of New York, on the 6th day of April, 1789. 
I open the American State Papers, and the first 
printed matter in the first volume on finance, isa 
memorial addressed to that body, on the 11th day 
of April, and signed by upwards of seven hun- 
dred citizens of “ Baltimore town,” in Maryland, 
setting forth, with force and precision, the evils 
to the trade and business of the country since the 
close of the war, which had resulted from the 
want of power under the Confederation, to foster 
and protect manufactures, and praying Congress, 
now that the power existed: 

“To grant them that aid and assistance which alone can 
dissipate their. just apprehensions and animate them with 
hopes of success in future, by imposing On all foreign arti- 
cles which ean be made in America such duties as will 
pire a just and decided preterence to their labors, and there- 

y discountenancing that trade which tends so materially 
to injure them and impoverish their country; and which 
may also, in their consequences, contribute to the discharge of 
the national debt and the due support of the Government.” 

l appeal to my honorable friends, (Messrs. H. 
Winter Davis and Harris,| the able Represent- 
atives upon this floor of that same * Baltimore 
town,” whether, in view of the last sentence, the 
ancestors of their constituency are not fairly 
chargeable with the inauguration of the doctrine, 
now called by some of their children a modern 
heresy—that in the adjustment of our tariff laws, 
protection is the principal thing, and revenue the 
incident? 

The next article in the same volume isa similar 
memorial, presented a day or two afterwards from 
the mechanics and manufacturers of the city of 
New York. After alluding to the disastrous ef- 
fects upon the business of the country, which had 
resulted from the excessive importation of foreign 
articles, and to their fruitless efforts, under the 
Confederacy, to correct them, they proceed to say: 

“ Your petitioners have long looked forward with anxiety 
to the establishment of a Government, which would have 
power to check the growing evil, and to extend a protect- 
ing hand to the interests of commerce and the arts. Such | 
a Government is now established. On the promulgation of 
the Constitution just then commencing its operations, your į 
petitioners discovered in its principles the remedy which 
they had so long desired. They embraced it with ardor, 
and have supported it with persevering attachment. They 
view with the highest satisfaction the prospects now open- 
ing and adorning this auspicious period. To your honor- 
able body, the mechanics and manufacturers of New York, 
convinced that, as the wiited voice of America has fur- 
nished you with the means, so your knowledge of ourcom- | 
mon wants has Siven you the spirits to unbind our fetters. | 
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Your petitioners subjoin a list of sitch articles as can be 


manufactured in this State, aid. they äre encouraged to | 


commend them to your attention by the reflection that the 
countenance of your honorable: body to the useful arts, so 
far from injuring other parts of the great political system, 
must eventually operate to the general benefit of the com- 
munity? R 


The third article printed in the volume is a peti- 
tion from the master shipwrights of the port of 
Philadelphia. They claim that before the Revo- 
lution the shipwrights of that city had acquired 
the reputation of building ships as well and as 
faithfully as in any part of the world; that as the 
result of this reputation, they had found constant 
employment for themselves, their journeymen, 
and their apprentices, by building ships to the 
amount of forty-five hundred tons annually, 
besides the repairs of old ships; that the Rev- 
olution had borne more hardly upon them than 
any other class of mechanics, in depriving them 
of two thirds of their former employment; that 
the British navigation act prevented them from 
building ships for that nation; and that the Span- 
ish edict of January, 1786, has imposed a heav 
duty on American Vaile ships purchased by their 
subjects; and that, under these discouraging cir- 
cumstances, they had waited with anxious expect- 
ation for the sitting of Congress under the new 
Constitution of the United States, firmly relying 
“ that every exertion would be used to reinstate 
so necessary and useful branch of business as 
nearly as possible upon its former flourishing 
establishment;”’ to effect which, they suggest the 
various discriminations in favor of the Amcrican, 
and against the foreign, tonnage, which now sub- 
stantially exist in our navigation laws. 

I desire to ask the special attention of the com- 
mittee to. the next article published in the same 
volume. It isa petition of the tradesmen and 
manufacturers of the town of Boston, signed by 
committees in behalf of the shipwrights, black- 
smiths, rope-makers, Hatters, pewterers, soap- 
boilers and tallow-chandlers, wool-card makers, 
ship-carvers, sail-makers, cabinet-makers, coach- 
makers, tailors, cordwainers, glue and starch-mak- 
ers, brass-founders and coppersmiths, and it ex- 
hibits in so clear alight the points that I am 
attempting to demonstrate, that Í willquote largely 
from it. 

The memorialists say that 


“The great decrease of American manufactures and 
almost total stagnation of American ship building urge us 
to apply to the sovereign Legislature for their assistance to 
promote these important branches, so essential to our na- 
tional wealth and prosperity. It is with regret we observe 
the resources of this country exhausted for foreign luxu- 
ries; our wealth expended for various articles which could 
be manufactured among ourselves; and our navigation sub- 
ject to the most severe restrictions in many foreign ports, 
whereby the extensive branch of American ship building 
is essentially injured, and a numerous body of citizens, who 
were fognerly employed in its various departments, de- 
prived of their support and dependence.” * * * a 
“Your petitioners need not inform Congress that, on the re- 
vival of our mechanical arts and manufactures depend the 
wealth and prosperity of the northern States; nor can we 
forbear mentioning to your honors thatthe citizens of these 
States conceive the object of their independence but half 
obtained till those national purposes are established on a 
permanent and extensive basis by the legislative acts of the 
Federal Government. Unless these important branches are 
supported, we humbly conceive that our agriculture must 
greatly decline, as the impoverished state of our sea-ports 
will eventually lessen the deuiand for the produce of our 
lands. It would be tedious, should we attempt to enumer- 
ate the variety .of articles which could, with the assist- 
ance of Government, be manufactured with advantage 
among ourselves. Your petitioners, however, wish not to 
deceive Congress by boasting of manufactures which can- 
not, at present, be carried on to a sufficient degree to an- 
swer our demands; for which reasons, our applications 
have been wholly confined to the several branches here- 
after mentioned, which are established among us, and 
which, by due encouragement, might be extensively pro- 
moted. Your petitioners would further mention to Con- 
gress that the encouragement of many of our manufactures 
depends on a free importation of certain raw materials. We 
theretore flatter ourselves that the duties imposed on such 
articles as are absolutely necessary to forward our several 
branches will not operate to the injury of the American 
manufacture. 

* Your petitioners formerly experienced the patronage of 
the State Legislature, in their act laying duties and prohi- 
bitions on certain articles of manufacture, which encour- 
ages your petitioners to request that heavy duties may be 
laid on such articles as are manufactured by our own cit- 
izens, humbly coneeiving that the impost is not solely con- 
sidered by Congress as an object of revenue, but, in its 
operation, intended to exclude such importations, and ulti- 
mately establish these several branches of manufacture 
among ourselves.” 


Such sentiments, thus clearly enunciated, I have 
rejoiced to hear fittingly reéchoed in the able 


speech of Boston’s honored Representative, [Mr. 
Ricz,] recently delivered upon this floor. 

And how were these memorials received by that 
First Congress? Who, among that galaxy of 
representative statesmen, denounced them as un- 
constitutional? There were Madison of Virginia, 
Sherman of Connecticut, Patterson of New Jer- 
sey, Butler of South Carolina, Morris of Penn- 
sylvania, Langdon of New Hampshire, and others 
of lesser or greater note, who had come fresh from 
the debates of the constitutional convention to par- 
ticipate in the organization of the new Govern- 
ment. Surely they understood quite as clearl 
as some of the modern lights of practical states- 
manship what power the Constitution conferred 
upon Congress to foster and protect the indus- 
trial interests of the country. 

By referring to the Debates of Congress, we 
learn that, upon the second day after the organ- 
ization, Mr. Madison introduced the subject of 
the revenue law to the attention of the Committee 
of the Whoie, as “a subject of the greatest mag- 
nitude, requiring their frst attention and their. 
united exertions.” lt was considered for weeks 
afterwards, day after day, almost to the exclusion 
of every other matter of legislation. Whilst here 
and there a gentleman might raise a question as 
to the expediency of protecting manufactures and 
the arts, it does not appear to have entered the 
head of asingle member that such a feature inthe 
bill would be against the Constitution. Nay, as 
if forever to exclude such a thought from the brair 
of any rational man, they prefaced this first act 
with the following preamble: 

« Whereas, it is necessary for the support of Govern- 
ment; for the discharge of the debts of the United States ; 
and the encouragement and protection of manufactures, that 


duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported,” 
&e. 


Ido not assert that such a bill, passed under 
these circumstances by an almost unanimous vote, 
may not be unconstitutional; but I do say, that 
the presumption is the other way; and that it is 
passing strange that some one of these. distin- 
guished men did not discover and denounce its 
objectionable provisions. The same preambleis 
a mostappropriate designation of the objects and 
purposes of the tariff bill now under the consid- 
eration of the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, Jet me now invite the attention 
of the committee to the necessity which exists for 
the proposed change. The present national debt, 
according to the finance report for the current 
year, amounted, on the 30th of June, 1859, to 
$60,202,777 66, of which upwards of $15,000,000 
existed in the form of Treasury notes, in the 
hands of individuals. It is now proposed to bor- 
row money for the redemption of these Treasury 
notes, and then to make provision for the gradual 
payment of the whole debt, by imposing such 
duties on imports as will produce a revenue suffi- 
cient for the annual expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, and to Jeave a surplus to be devoted to its 
reduction. Much has been said, here and else- 
where, of the territorial policy of the present 
Administration. Many complain of its ficree and 
bitter proscription of honest men, in and out of 
office, who dare indulge in the pride of opinion 
or freedom of speech. Others again deplore the 
wide-spread corruption of the public morals, re- 
sulting from the abuse of official patronage. Ido 
not discuss these matters just now, but 1 am clear 
in the conviction that there is nothing in the finan- 
cial policy of the party in power which should 
commend it to the favorable consideration of the 
country. Whatdo the annual reports of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury exhibit? The Administra- 
tion assumed the functions of office on the 4thof 
March, 1857. The first report of the Treasury 
Department shows a balance in the Treasury, 
on the Ist of July, 1857, of $17,710,114 27, and 
an existing public debt of $29,063,386 90. The 
next report shows the expenditure of this sur- 
plus, and that the debt had been increased to 
$44,910,777 66 on the Ist of July, 1858. The 
report made. to this House for the last fiscal year 
reveals the alarming fact that the public indebt- 
edness on the 30th of June, 1859, had run up to 
$60,202,777 66, whilst there remained in the 
Treasury, to meet the daily demands upon the 
Government, only $4,339,275 54. Deducting this 
| sum from the balance in the Treasury on the Ist 
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of July, 1857, and adding. the difference of 
$13,370,838 73 to the difference between the debt 
as it existed in 1857 and 1859, and the result be- 
comes manifest that the public debt has been 
increased within thre€ years to $44,513,229 49, or 
to an average of $15,000,000 per year. The Ad- 
ministration has not only been living from hand 
to mouth, but, like the individual whose daily 
expenditures exceed his daily income, it has been 
compelled to resort to temporary loans and ex- 

edients to meet the ordinary demands upon the 

freasury. More than once the Secretary has 
come to this House, asking for authority to issue 
Treasury notes to the amount of $20,000,000, and 
more than once has Congress been obliged, in 
order to save the credit of the Government, to au- 
thorize their issue, and thus to flood the country 
with this species of paper currency, to replenish 
the coffers ofa bankrupt Treasury. ‘The honor- 
able Secretary approaches us again this year, not 
with the request to make some provision for the 
permanent redemption of these outstanding Treas- 
ury notes; not with the candid confession that the 
Department is running more deeply in debt every 
year,and urging us to increase our duties upon im- 
ports to meet the growing deficiencies, hut witha 
pew batch of fallacious estimates, and with the 
modest suggestion that it will be necessary for 
Congress to extend the law authorizing the re 
issue of these ‘ promises to pay” of the Govern- 
ment, that the estimated expenditures of the Treas- 
ury may be promptly met. If the exigencies of 
the public service, and the rigid fulfillment of all 
the obligations of the Government require such 
an authovity to be given, Congress ought not to 
refuse it; but, at the same time, is it not our duty, 
as practical statesmen, to make some such ar- 
rangements for their ultimate payment asare pro- 
vided in the bill now before us? 

But when provision has been made for the pay- 
ment of the national debt, our functions as legis- 
lators have not ceased. We have other duties to 
perform; other obligations to discharge. We are 
the Representatives of a growing country, as yet 
but partially developed: whilst the life of the Asi- 
atic nations is in the sere and yellow leaf, and that 
of the European has quite passed its meridian, we 
are yet in the spring-time of ours—full of the flush 
of.youth and health; ready for any enterprise; 
quick to adopt any suggestion; but, at the same 
time, needing the aid of Government, not only in 
stimulating the individual activity of our people, 
but in regulating the laws of our national growth. 
We should take care, in the first place, that the 
Republic receives no detriment; and then, that 
liberal moans are provided for the development of 
our unrivaled natural resources. We want money 
in the Treasury. We want it to guard our ex- 
tensive frontiers against the incursions of Indian 
tribes; to facilitate our immense inland and coast- 
wise trade, by the~building of light-houses and 
breakwaters, and the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of our rivers and harbors; to carry the flag 
of the Union into distant seas, for the safety and 
protection of our external commerce; and to pro- | 
vide for the support of the veteran soldiers who 
have fought the battles of the country on land and 
water, and illustrated its history with the records 
of their personal prowess and their national hero- 
ism. 

Whilst a careful scrutiny is exercised, as to 
the merits of the different measures demanding 
legislative aid, and a rigid economy is observed 
inall the expenditures, the people do not, and will | 
not, complain of any appropriations for legitimate 
objects. Itis the squandering of the publie mon- 
eys upon improper or useless matters—the per- 
version of the beneficence of the Government by 
untrustworthy officials, and the corruption of the 
national morals by bribery in high places and low 
places—that awakens the popular indignation and 
renders all classes’ and parties impatient for a 
change. Let me illustrate this by a reference to | 
two important subjects, which nearly affect the 
wants and wishes of my immediate constituents, : 
and reveai the action of the General Government | 
concerning them. | 
Sir, the whole coasting interests of the country | 

| 
i 


have been memorializing Congress, for upwards 
of twenty years, for the erection of a breakwater 
on Crow Shoals, near the northern entrance of | 
Delaware bay. Itis not New Jersey alone, but | 


= 


all the States engaged in the coasting trade, from 
Maine to Louisiana, which ask for, and needs, 
this great public improvement. The Boards of 
Trade, and the Chambers of Commerce in our 
large commercial cities unite in its recommenda- 
tion. Merchants engaged in the hazards of the 
sea, and humanitarians,. weeping over, the re- 
mains of shipwrecked sailors, have importuned 
for its erection, until the voice of their Importu- 
nity has been lost in the sullen silence of despair. 
If the statistics furnished to me from reliable 
sources be true, I can safely assert, without re- | 
ferring to the waste and destruction of human life, 
the value of which to the State and to the house- 
hold no arithmetic can compute, that there has 
been a sufficient loss of material wealth, by ship- 
wreck alone, for the want of this harbor, since it 
was first proposed to erect it, to cover all the costs 
of its construction. And yet the work is delayed 
from year to year, never for the reason that the 
highest interests of the country do not demand 
and require it, but generally upon the ground that 
there is not enough money in the Teasury to 
mect other necessities and more urgent cases. 

On the other hand, efforts have been made for 
years past to establish and equip efficient life- 
saving stations and apparatus upon the coast of 
New Jersey, the most exposed and dangerous 
upon the Atlantic sea-board. Hundreds and thou- 
sands of human beings have perished upon that 
shore, who might have been rescued from the 
angry jaws of death, if the Government had been 
more prompt in listening to the prayers and peti- 
tions of humanity. The terrific loss of life, espe- 
cially during the season of winter, should have 
led Congress long ago to the adoption of every 
reasonable expedient suggested by science or 
humanity to diminish the dangers of shipwreck, 
and to alleviate the sufferings of an ocean life. At 
length appropriations were obtained by the acts 
of June 12, 1858, and March 3, 1859, for the pur- 
chase of life-boats, to be used through the surfin | 
the saving of life and property, After the lapse 
of more than a year, this money has been expended 


in the construction of fifty-four boats, at the cost 
of $250 each; and unless the testimony of experi- 
enced and honest men, personally known to me, 
be utterly untrue, not only has this small fund, 
held by the Government as a sacred trust for the 
cause of humanity, been squandered, by paying 
three times as much for building these boats as 
they are reasonably worth, but the boats them- 
selves are entirely ineficient and worthless for the 
purpose for which they were designed. And all 
this was in face of the fact that it was within the 
power of the governmental officers to procure 
Holmes’s self-righting surf and life-boat, which is 
the great invention of the age for the security of 
human life, exposed to the dangers of the surf. 
Thus by non-action in the one case, and by mis~ 
action in the other, the needs of the people lan- 
guish, and their wishes are thwarted. 

If the calculations of practical statesmen, pred- 
icated upon official data and past experience, are 
reliable, the present bill, if enacted intoalaw, will 
not only provide for the payment of the existing 
debt, but will furnish the means of supplying the 
ever-increasing demands upon the Treasury aris- 
ing from our national growth and development. 

Mr. Chairman, permit me now, in conclusion, | 
to speak briefly of the advantages which will re- į 
sult to the industrial interests by the passage of 
this bill. These are twofold; one arising from 
the change in the mode of assessing duties upon 
imports, and the other, from the encouragement 
that it will afford to the diversity and the rewards 
of labor, 

The radical defect of the tariff acts of 1846 and 
1857 is their general recognition of the ad valorem 
system in the imposition of dutics. Everybody 
familiar with its practical operation knows that 
this system yields protection to American labor 
just when none is required, and affords none 
when itis most needed. Ever fickle and fluctu- 
ating, it embarrasses the manufacturer by the 
want of steadinessin its operations, and still more 
embarrasses the Governmentfrom the uncertainty 
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tures, bad as they are, are not the worst fea-; 
tures of an ad valorem tariff. Itthrows wide open |; 
the door to frauds upon the revenue; placing the ; 


| 
| 
with which it secures a revenue. But these fea- |) 
: 
| 
; 
| 
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| honest importer, who scorns an underyaluation, 


at the mercy of the dishonest one, who grows 
rich upon the profits of fraudulent invoices. ‘The. 
extent to which these frauds are canied is as- 
tounding to those who. have taken no pains to 
inquire into the subject, and it. should suggest to 
Congress ‘the duty of attempting. to restore mo- 
rality to. trade, by removing the temptation. to 
deceit. . I have looked through the statistics of 
Commerce and Navigation for the current yeap 
published under the authority of Congress, and 
have selected certain leading articles as indicatin® 
the gencral undervaluation of foreign goods.. For 
instance, | find upon page 260, that during the last 
fiscal ycar ending July 1, 1859, there were im- 
ported into this country, from. France alone, 
2,395,087 gallons of French brandy, with a for- 
eign valuation of $3,069,179, or about $1 28 per 
gallon; that there were imported, chiefly from 
Holland, 3,145,204 gallons of spirits, distilled from 
foreign grain, with the valuation of $1,465,243, 
or about forty-six cents per gallon. Upon page 
270, I learn that there have been imported 115,874 
gallous of port wine, valued at $88,217, which is 
Jess than seventy-seven cents per gallon. Now, 
whilst I do not say that these valuations are be- 
low the real worth of these several articles, they 
are certainly more than two thirds less than their 
usual. cost; and hence the Government has been 
defrauded by such under-estimates, of two thirds 
of the revenue, which it should have received 
upon their importation. 

But, pursuing this subject, Lfind, sir, on page 210, 
that last year there were imported into this coun- 
try, principally from Belgium, 20,148,776 square 
fect of window glass;all of which, by a moderate 

rotection, could have been manufactured in. the 
idle furnaces within the hmits of my own district; 
and this glass, in the foreign market, was valued 
at $696,586, or at less than three anda half cents 
per square foot. The baneful effects of the ad va- 
lorem tariff of 1846, upon the glass interest may 
be learned from. observing that in 1846, the last 
year under the specific tariff act of 1842, the whole 
amount of the importof the foreign cylinder win- 
dow glass was only 76,260 square fect, which 1s 
twenty-six thousand five hundred per cent. less, 


in quantity than the:amount imported, last year.’ 
Then, the glass business was flourishing invall its ` 


branches, and remunerated both the operative and 
the manufacturer. Now, the furnaces are closed; 
whole towns deserted; many of the workmen un- 
employed, and others either compelled to Jabor at 
starving prices or to resort to other and unknown 
branches of industry for the support of their fam- 
ilies. And although the glass now imported is 
of a larger and better quality, and commands a 
higher price in the foreign market than that im- 
ported under the tariff of 1842, still the foreign 
valuation, when there was no temptation or in- 
terest to under-estimate, averaged about nine cents 
per square foot, whilst the average now is a liftle 
upwards of three cents per square foot; and thus 
notonly under-selling the American manufacturer, 
but defrauding the Government out of nearly two 
thirds of the revenue duc upon its importation.* 

The present bill meets the wants of the Treas- 
ury and the Government, by changing from the 
ad valorem to the specifie system inall cases where 
the character of the imported article admits of 
change; by enlarging the free list, soas to include 
such of the necessaries of life as cannot be pro- 
duced in this country; and by carefully guarding 
the interests of agriculture—the chief source of 
all national wealth—by increasing the line of 
duties upon such of the foreign products of the 
soil as can be brought into competition with the 
productions of the American farmer, Liberal in 
its design, harmonious in its arrangements, it will 
impart confidence to all the departments of trade 
by its general supervision of their interests, and 
afford the surest certainty of its permanence by 
the moderation of its details. 

It is hardly necessary for me to detain the com- 
mittee with any extended remarks upon the ad- 
vantages of diversifying the labor of the country. 
No nation ever has been, or ever can be, perma- 
nently prosperous without such diversity. Agri- 
culture finds, in the progress of manufactures, an 
ever-increasing demand for its productions. The 


* Those facts are ably substantiated by the letter of Rich- 
ards & Brothers to the committee of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, dated January 10, 1859. 
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manufactures supply the largest rewards to the 
exercise of mechanical skill. The mechanic arts 
flourish most in the midst of the amplest devel- 
opment of other industries, and all these, in their 
turn; by their ever-shifting wants and necessities, 
give wings to commerce and furnish profits to com- 
mercial adventures. Let the farmer, then, per- 
ceive, in our speedy action upon this bill, that we 
desire to foster his interests and increase the de- 
mand: for the products of the soil, by multiplying 
the number of consumers, and enlarging the area 
of his market. Let the manufacturer be enabled 
to summon again to the mine, to the forge, to the 
farnace, to the machine shop, to the glass-house, 
to the cotton mill, and to the manufactory, the 
now unemployed sons of toil, that their hearts, 
wearied with long waiting; may be gladdened 
with the pospect of remunerative wages. Let 
the ocean and the inland bay and the river be 
once more whitened with the sails of a busy com- 
merce, that each part of our national heritage may 
enjoy and rejoice in the labor and productions of 
the other. Let the many millions of gold, which 
annually goes abroad to pay the foreign importer 
for the results of foreign handicraft, bé turned 
into domestic channels; and, finding its way into 
the pockets of the American mechanic, let it be 
‘the sweet messenger of the comforts and refine- 
ments of life to the hearth-stone of his humble 
home. Then, sir, will all this noise of disunion 
be lost amid the hum of an active industry; and 
each part of the country, from the northern lakes 
to the southern gulf—from one great ocean to the 
other—be rivals; not in antagonizing sections and 
stimulating the growth of local feuds, but in the 
lofty ambition of developing their wealth for the 
eneral welfare, and of cementing together, in in- 
issoluble bonds of interest and affection, the 
whole sisterhood of confederated States. 


MUTUAL INTEREST OF THE FARMER AND MAN- 


UFACTURER, 
PEECH OF HON. C. A. TRIMBLE, 
or O10, 


In tre House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 5, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— : 


Mr. TRIMBLE said: 

Mr. Cnarrman: The tariff bill, introduced by 
Mr. Morrity, from the Committee of Waysand 
Means, and now undcr discussion in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, I 
regard as one of the most important measures to 
be considered by the present Congress, This 
opinion may be influenced, in some measure, by 
the interest which is folt in the subject by the con~ 
stituents I represent; yet the tariff has always 
been regarded as a question affecting more gen- 
erally than any other the material interests of the 
country. At the very threshold of the great ex- 
periment of free government, instituted by our 
fathers, it assumed an importance which we, at 
this day, ¢an scarcely realize. The Constitution 
made it the duty of Congress to provide revenue 
for the support of the Government. How to do 


this, how to pay off the revolutionary debt, and | 


provide also for the future defense of the country, 
was certainly, in the then feeble and impoverished 


condition of the colonies, a very grave question. | 


Upon its decision might depend the fate of the 
Government itself. That foresight and wisdom 
which bad brought to successful issuc all of the 
plans of the great men of that period led to the 
adoption of the tariff system. This mode of rais- 
ing revenue was recommended by various consid- 
erations; but the most weighty of them all was 
that of giving protection and encouragement to 
their infant manufactures and commerce. 

It had been the policy of the mother country to 
discourage and interdict every species of manu- 
facturing, and to monopolize the commerce and 
carrying trade of all her colonies. So rigidly had 


this policy been enforced that the people found | 


themselves, after the Revolution, destitute of ves- 
sels for carrying on trade, and of facilities for 
manufacturing the common articles of necessity. 
Their experience under this system had taught 


them that the production of raw. materials in the 
richestabundance which a bountiful soil could sup- 
ply added nothing to their prosperity or wealth, 
so long as more than one’half the value of these 
materials was consumed in their shipment and in 
their manufacture by foreign nations. To prevent 
this loss fo.the producer, diversify the labor of the 
people, stimulate enterprise, and develop the yet 
hidden resources of the country, were objects 
which our fathers had the wisdom to foresee could 
only be accomplished by building up a commerce 
and establishing manufactories of their own. They 
further foresaw that their independence could be 
made complete and permanent only by throwing 
off every sort of vassalage to all foreign Pow- 
ers. The policy of raising revenue by taxing for- 
cign goods was therefore adopted. Its efficiency 
has been amply vindicated by the results. 

The history of the embarrassments and early 
struggles of our Government must convince any 
one that it could not have been sustained under a 
system of direct taxation. The want of money, 
and the continuance of commercial dependence 
upon England, as a necessary consequence of di- 
rect taxation, must have greatly increased the 
distress of the people, if it had not caused the 
abandonment of the great experiment which they 
had struggled through a seven years’ war to in- 
augurate. It might have been recorded, as the 
fate of their Government, that ‘its years were 
few, and full of trouble.” But, sir, under this 
policy it lived, sustained itself through the trials 
and perils of another war with England, and in 
its progress demonstrated the fact, verified by the 
experience of allother nations, that the only road 
to wealth and independence and power was in 
protecting home labor and capital against foreign 
labor and capital. 

This mode of raising revenue, adopted by our 
fathers, is still preserved; and though frequent 
changes have been made in our tariff laws, and un- 
just discriminations sometimes permitted against 
particular branches of industry, yet the principle 
of protection has never been wholly abandoned. 
And now, after the lapse of more than seventy 
years, when our borders have been extended from 
the Atlantic sea-board to the Pacific, and our pro- 
ductions have greatly multiplied, and our popu- 
lation and wealth grown to the proportions of a 
mighty nation, we find this policy as perfectly 
adapted to our condition and wants asit was in 
the infancy of ourGovernment. ‘Tosomebranches 
of our national industry encouragement to the 
same extent is not now needed; but the principle 
of discriminating by our tariff laws, in favor of 
the labor and enterprise and capital of our own 
people, is no less just and wise now, than at any 
former period of our history. 

England and France, the most enlightened of 


‘nations, have more fully demonstrated than any 


others that the strength of a State, and the pros- 
perity of a people, are best secured by diversi- 
fying and protecting labor. The tariff laws and 
statistical tables of England will show with what 
pertinacity and regularity she has adhered to this 
policy; and they will also reveal the secret of her 
rapid march to the proud position she now holdsas 
the first commercial and manufacturing Power of 
the world. ‘The extent of her commerce, the vast 
export of her manufactures, and the exhibitions 
of her wealth and power in the last few years, 
have excited the wonder and admiration of the 
world. And yether achievements in the Crimean 
and Indian wars, upon the land and upon the sea, 
appear less wonderful than the slight effect which 
their immense sacrifices of life and treasure seemed 
to produce on her credit or the prosperity of the 
country. Any other nation must have been ex- 
hausted and crippled by such a wasteful contest; 
but the secret was, the work in her mines went 
on; the furnaces, the potteries, the cotton and other 
factories, were busy supplying the wastes of the 
war by the profits of their handiwork; and her 
merchant ships still rode over the oceans in the 
race for the commerce of the world; and when the 
wars were ended, she found herself rich and strong 
as before. 

I must think, Mr. Chairman, that the same pol- 
icy, steadily maintained in this country, would 
have been attended with similar results. The want 
of capital and cheap labor and low interest would 
have been balanced by having the raw materials 


on the spot—cheap food for our artisans and a 
home market. And if, instead of seeking a for- 
eign market, we had encouraged the manufacture 
of our own materials, so ag §o have kept pace with 
their increased production, who can doubt that 


` we would have been to-day more nearly the equal 


of England in all the elements of greatness and 


‘strength? We smile at the simplicity of our Ger- 


man ‘ancestors, who brought brick from Holland, 
with which to build their houses; our children 
may smile at our much greater folly, of building 
railroads to Pennsylvania mines with Englishiron, 
and paying the British $10,000,000 per year for 
manufacturing the cotton cloth we use. 

I know, sir, that parties‘and individuals in the 
same party, both in this country and. elsewhere, 
have differed in opinion on the abstract theories of 
protection and free trade; but I also know that 
whilst, in other countries than our own, political 
economists have been discussing theories, the Gov- 
ernments have always practiced protection. Our 
coultry is almost the only exception; and sir, it 
must be regarded as most remarkable that any 
party in this country should have men more in- 
clined to listen to the abstractions of theorists, 
and the suggestions of the paid emissaries of Eng- 
land, than‘ to the lessons of experience taught by 
all nations. And yet more remarkable, after ail 
the attempts which have been made in this coun- 
try at an approach to free trade, by lowering du- 
ties and increasing importations, have resulted 
only in diminishing revenue, as well as in drain- 
ing the country of its gold and silver, robbing the 
mechanic of employment, and the farmer of his 
market, that any one should still be found to ad- 
vocate it. Sir, it is @ burlesque to talk about free 
trade in this country, when every other Govern- 
ment on the face of the earth is practicing protec~ 
tion.. When some other plausible practicable 
mode of meeting the vast expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment is presented, and the time shallarrive (if 
it ever does) in the history of the world when ail 
nations are prepared, in theircommercial relations, 
to place each other on a perfect ly it will 
then be time to talk of free trade. Count De Mor- 
ny, President of the French Legislatif Corps, in 
aspeech expianatory of the late commercial treaty 
between England and France said: 

“ Free trade may, it appears to me, be considered as the 
object to which society is tending, but protection ought to 
be the means of arriving at it. Suppose free trade estab- 
lished in a new and poor country, What will that country 
produce? 1 do not deny but that it can develop some fa- 
vored indnstry by a natural privileged situation, bat foreign 
competition would stifle in their bud all those things which 
it requires in order to prosper—capital, sktilful workmen, 
experienced ovorscers, easy communication, and a good 
market—in fact, all the conditions which time alone can 
give. A transition, consequently, is indispensable, and to 
preach free trade toa country which does not enjoy ail 
these advaniages is nearly as equitable as to propose to a 
child to contend with a grown man.’? 

We have indicated here in few words the prin- 
ciple which has always controlled the policy of 
the English and’ French nations; and the late 
treaty negotiated between these Powers is in ac- 
cordance with it. Protect every home interest 
until it has grown strong and able to take care of 
itself, and it may then be exposed to the compe- 
tition of the world, and not before. ee 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot very well understand 
why the Democratic party has not long since 
abandoned the tariff and inaugurated direct taxa- 
tion. It has often, and for long periods, possessed 


| every branch of the Government, and might have 


reduced its favorite theory tö practice. Are 
Democrats sincere in their professed devotion to 
this theory? Do they really believe thatit would 
be less burdensome to the people to pay out of 
their pockets from sixty to one hundred millions 
per year in hard money to the tax-gatherers of 
the Government, than by a tax in the form of 
duties on foreign goods? Ifso, they have been 
false to their principles and recreant to their duty 
in not having instituted this change. 

From my boyhood, I remember to have scen in 
the papers, and heard from Democratic stump ora- 
tors, the promise periodically made of cheap goods, 
free trade,and hard money, ifthe dear people would 
only vote their party into power. Why, sir, I had 
expected twenty-five years since that the bank rags 
of the country would disappear in bonfires, and 
I had hoped too to share in that good time always 
coming, when the gold and silver would be heard 
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to jingle in the pockets of the * hard-fisted yco- 
manry ” of the land. But it somehow happens 
that nearly all of the Democratic States of the 
Union have found some sort of uncontrollable, 
unexplainable necessity for continuing the manu- 
facture of bank rags. The masses of the party 
have exhibited wonderful patience in not having 
demanded from their leaders the ushering in of 

-this millennium of free trade and hard money. If 
they. are satisficd, I will not complain, though I 
would like to gee that good time come; for I have 
no great love for banks or their rags, and shall hail 
the period when this uncontrollable Democratic 
necessity for their existence shall cease. So long, 
however, as wecontinue to send out of thecountry, 
as.we are now doing under the present tariff, over 
sixty million of coin per year, to pay for goods that 
we ought tomanufactureat home, I shall despair of 
ever sceing that happy period. Now, sir, if works 
are’the test of faith, it will hardly be considered 
unfair to conclude that these Democratic promises 
of hard money and free trade, so long waiting ful- 
fillment, are only cant phrases with which to gull 
the simple. I will not find fault with those who 
use them; like all other theories, if they possess 
practical value, time, and the good sense of the 
people, will make them available. 

As practical legislators, we must take things as 
we find them. We have always had a tariff, and 
probably always will have one, at least during 
our day. The only question, then, for us to de- 
termine is, whether a state of things has not been 
reached which will bring these opposing theorists 
upon the subject of the tariff to a harmony of 
action that will prove satisfactory to both and 
beneficial to the country. Alladmutthat our pres- 
ent tariff, even with vastly increased importa- 
tions, does not afford sufficient revenue, and that 
$47,500,000 have been borrowed in the last three 

ears to meet the deficiency. It is equally well 
known thatits ad valorem duties and warehousing 
system have proved destructive to the mostimport- 
ant manufacturing interests of the country. If, 
then, the increased expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, and the liquidation of the public debt, shall 
require a tariff that will. afford all the protection 
the industrial interests of the country need, where 
is the difficulty in adjusting this matter? The free 
trader is offered, in a tariff for revenue, the com- 
promise he is willing to make with his theory; 
and the protectionist gets all he wants, and should, 
therefore, be satisfied. 

As to the present warehousing system, and the 
proposed change from ad valorem to specific duties, 
there can hardly be much difference of opinion. 
The manifest injustice of the former, not only to 
our importers and merchants, but to our manu- 
facturers, surely demands some reform. There | 
can be no interest of any class which can justify the 
Government in becoming a commission merchant 
forforeign manufacturers. To hire houses at high 
rates for the storage of their goods a whole year 
without charge, without the payment of duties 
until the goods are removed, or interest on the 
amount of duty, is a liberality I cannot approve, 
especially as it operates to the injury of my own 

_ constituents. As an example of its workings: 
a manufacturer from my district ships his iron to 
Cleveland; the price is low, the market dull, and | 
as he cannot scll without a loss, he stores it with 
the commission merchant. An English manufac- 
turer ships his iron to the same place, finds the 
market bad, but thinks a year hence it may be 
better, and he, too, stores—but where? A cus- | 
tom-house officer very kindly steps forward, and 
says to Mr. Englishman: I will take charge of 
your iron, store itin a Government warehouse, 
keep ita year without any charge, and when the 
iron ig removed, you can pay the duty without 
interest. ‘The Ohio manufacturer pays storage, 
and a commission to his merchant; the English | 
manufacturer pays neither. The first must have 
money; and if advances can be obtained on his 
iron at ten and twelve per cent., he thinks him- 
self fortunate; the latter, if he needs to borrow, 
gets his at three per cent. Is it any wonder that 
my constitucnt should be driven from the market 
by such a competition as this, or that his neigh- 
bors should sympathize with him when they know 
that the money which he gets for his iron is all 
expended among them, whilst robably nine tenths 
of the Englishman’s is emed out of the country ! 


incoin. Such isthe operation of this law in most 
instances, when the imported article comes. in 
competition with the homé manufacture. The only 
advantage in the system is to the foreign importer, 
and at the expense of the Governmentand our own 
c1uizens. 

The gross frauds practiced upon the honest 
merchant and-importer, and upon the Govern- 
ment, under the ad valorems of the present tariff— 
if there were no other objection—should induce 
a change to specific duties wherever practicable. 
The character and extent of-these frauds have 
been exposed to the country, and to both Houses 
of Congress, time and again. By means of false 
invoices and a system of smuggling, the Govern- 
ment has not only been robbed of millions of rev- 
enue, but the honorable and honest importing 
merchant has been driven from the trade. 

I will not repeat what has already been said 
upon this subject. The table furnished to the com- 
mittee by Mr. Morrizz should convince any one 
of the necessity of putting a stop to these enor- 
mous evils. In the last four years, our custom- 
house returns of French goods show $148,639,293, 
while the French returns show $286,351,972—a 
difference of $137,712,679. A duty of thirty per 
cent. on this sum exhibits a loss to the revenue 
of the Government of over $41,000,000 in four 
years on French goods alone. . The difference in 
ihe duty on goods at their actual cost and the 
value given in the false invoice, would, of itsclf, 
be a handsome profit. It is not surprising, then, 
that the honest importer has abandoned the busi- 
ness to dishonest and unscrupulous men and the 
factors and agents of foreigners. 

But, sir, there are other objections. Probab 
no other provision of the tariff of 1857 bas i 
flicted greater injury upon the American manu- 
facturer, or been so universally condemned. Mr, į 
Webster said of ad valorems, when discussing the | 
tariff of 1846: i 

ec All the industry of the land is against it; the manufac- 
turers are against it; the importers arc against it; the ship- | 
owners are against it; no man cries God save it; it is 
against the sentiment of the Jand.” 

This, sir, expresses the sentiment of the land 
now—ail are against it, for all are injured by it. 
Indeed, a more effectual system could not be de- 
vised for breaking down our own manufactures 
and protecting the forcign. The duty increas- 
ing as the price of an article advances, and fall- 
ing as the price declines, it necessarily happens 
that when our manufacturers most need protection 
they have it least. 

Pig iron at $40 per ton, under the present ad 
valorem duty of twenty-four per cent., would yield 
$9 60; at $20 per ton, a duty of $480. Now, it 
costs in my district to makca ton of pig iron and 
place it on the Ohio river, the chief point of sale 
and shipment, all of $25. When the article is at 
or below this price, the manufacturer must lose 
money; and if, from any cause, such price should 
long be maintained, he must necessarily stop 
work. Should the pricc'advance much beyond 
$25 per ton, he then basa protection which is not 
needed, for he is satisfied with $30 per ton, and 
ean do weil at even a less price, when provisions 
and labor are procured at average rates. Every 
manufacturing interest into which the consump- | 
tion of iron enters in any one of its many forms, | 
though not to the same cxtent, must be affected 
injuriously by these frequent fluctuations. All 
that is asked in the bill now before the House is 
a fixed duty of $6 perton. This is only sixty- 
five cents per ton more than the average of the 
duty for the five years preceding June 30, 18575 
but, as a fixed duty, it guards the manufacturer 
against instability, and a depressed market from | 
excessive importations. 

Every farmer has felt the ill effects of frequent į 
changes in the price of his commoditics, and there 
are few who would not prefer the sure gain of a 
permanentand moderate price to the risk of greater 
gain by frequent fluctuations. Regularity in price 
and demand is of equal importance to the manu- 
facturer; but stability in the tariff laws—which, 
to a great extent, control importations—is abso- 
lutely indispensable. Without such stability, all | 
manufacturing enterprise will be checked; and | 
those now engaged in the business must continue 


yi 


n- jf 


it in hopeless doubt and uncertainty. Let the pol- 
icy be setiled and duties be made specific wherever | 


practicable.: If they should be fixed so: lowas to 
preclude the possibility of the American manufac- 
turers competing successfully with the foreign, 
they can but stop work, dismantle theirfactories, 
discharge their thousands of laborers, and go into 
liquidation, ~ - ae Pees 
But, Mr. Chairman, since: it is admitted. that 
the tariff of 1857 does not give sufficient revenue 
to meet the wants of the Government, and that its 
ad valorems and warehouse system.are ruinous to 
some branches of our national industry, I can but 
hope that we may be able to agree upon some 
measure better suited to the exigencies of the Goy- 
ernmeit and of the country. 
Though I am a-protectionist of the Henry 
Clay school, from observation and reflection, and 
twenty-five years’ teaching of that firm and con- 
sistent and able defender of American industry 
the National Intelligencer—yet I am not disposed 


| toquibble aboutthe principle or themode by which 


the producing and manufacturing interests of the 


| country are secured. Whether by protection per se, 


or protection incidental, or partial free trade, it 
matters not. With equal pleasure will my sup- 
port be given to any measure which I can feel as- 
sured will accomplish the end, and especially if it 
will rekindle the fires in the iron establishments 
of my district, and inspire confidence in the thou- 
sands who labor in them, that in the future their 
bread shall be sure, . 

The district which I have the honor to represent 
is deeply interested in. this subject; and I now 
propose, Mr. Chairman, to show how that inter» 
est arises. 

Whilst one portion of the districtis unsurpassed 
in fertility of soil and other agricultural advant- 
ages, another portion is rich in coal and iron ore. 
The census returns of 1850 showed the county in 
which I reside to be the largest food-producing 
county in the United States. ‘Two other counties 


i fall behind this one only becausé of the smaller 
| proportion of farming land. Lying alongside of 


these rich lands were large tracts of country, 
which were regarded, only a few ycars since, as 
almost valueless, being too poor and broken for 
cultivation, and too inaccessible and distant from 
any outlet for mining; but by means of railroads, | 
these iron and coal fields have Leen made acces- 
sible-and brought into connection with otherchan- 
nels of communication, that afford access to mar- 
kets East, West, North,and South. That which 
was worthless has thus not only become valuable 
in itself, but instrumental, also, in giving increased 
value to all other property. 

In this district alone there are now 35 iron fur- 
naces, 13 founderies, 5 extensive rolling-mills, 1 
nail factory, and 1 brass foundery; in adjoining 


|| counties there are 10 other furnaces; and in Ken- 


tucky, directly opposite, there are 17 furnaces, 10 
iron founderies, 5 rolline-mills, and 1 nail factory 
— making altogether 98 iron establishments in a 
circuit of not over sixty miles. From statistical 
tables annually corrected and published in the city 
of Portsmouth, I find that these 62 furnaces aver- 

age 2,500 tons of pig iron cach, making a total 

of 155,000 tons; whieh, at $30 per ton, will give 

the large sum of $4,650,000. The average num- 

ber of hands employed in cach is 100, and the 

wages paid 625 per month; making $1,860,000 

annually paid for labor, The consumption of corn 

is 15,000- bushels cach; which, at 50 cents, 

amounts to $465,000. There is expended forflour, 
allowing six and a half barrels to each family of 
five persons, and at $6 per barrel, $241,800; and 
for bacon, beef, and pork, allowing 300 pounds to 
the family, at 10 cents, the sum of $186,000. 
The average of dry goods, groceries, hardware, 
queensware, and clothes, sold at each furnace, is 
$20,000; making the entire. sales $1,240,000.. If 
to the number of laborers employed in the 62 
farnaces we add those of the 36 other establish- 
ments, allowing only 50 mgn to cach, we have the 
number of 8,000 men thus engaged in the manu- 

facture of iron, and not less than 40,000 souls de- 
pendent upon this one interest for food and rai- 
ment. Taking the furnace statistics as a basis, 
we will have $124,200 toadd.to the sum expended 
for flour and meats; and estimating $100 as the 
outlay of each family for goods, wares, clothing, 
and groceries, the gross sum of $180,000 must be 
added to the sales of the merchant. There is, 
then, annually disbursed by the manufacturers of 
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iron, in this small compass of sixty miles, for 
labor.and farm products, and the goods and wares 
of the merchant, the sum of $5,306,678. 

The importance of this branch of industry to 
that portion of the West, and especially to the 
farmers of my district, can be readily understood. 
The consumer and producer were here brought 
alongside of each other. A certain and safe mar- 
ket was established forall the productsof thefarm, 
lands increased in value, and the farmer became 
richer because of his proximity tothe furnace. A 
reciprocalinterestawakenedacommonsympathy, 
for the prosperity or the adversity of the one is 
felt by the other; and thus we see itnow. A scene 
of animation has been changed to one of gloom. 
Some of these furnaces have closed up, many are 
on half work, and all, sooner or later, must break 
down under the ruinous policy of the present 
tariff. All alike, if not to the same extent, have 
felt the effect of this change; and the memorials, 
therefore, which have been laid upon your Clerk ’s 
table by the score, came not from the laborer and 
mechanic and manufacturer alone, but from the 
farmer and merchant and professional man, with- 
out distinction of party. They all join in peti- 
tioning. Congress, not for high duties, not for 
protection against competition, but simply for a 
specific in place of an ad valorem duty. Give to 
our iron.men a moderate and permanent specific 
duty, and relief from the unjust discrimination 
against them in the present warehouse system, 
and they ask no more. They will prove, in less 
than five years, as has been done before, that under 
a moderate and stable tariff they will cheapen iron 
to the consumer. In every instance where the 
duty imposed on a foreign article has been such 
as to stimulate competition, and not destroy it, 
between the home and forcign manufacturer, as 
well as between the home manufacturers them- 
aclves, the result has been firmly to establish the 
manufacture and cheapen the article. But I will 
not go into a discussion of this, as I desire to 
direct attention to another branch of this sub- 
ject. 

We have here, Mr. Chairman, a forcible dem- 
onstration of the necessity of bringing the plow, 
the loom, and the anvil together. This necessity 
must continue to exist, and every year become 
more urgent, throughout the whole of the great 
West. With such a vast extent of fertile soil, if 
fully worked, she could feed a world. But where 
is to be the market for her vastsurplus? England 
will not want it, nor France, nor any other coun- 
try, unless gaunt famine should cause a tempo- 
rary demand. ‘Though we have so assiduously, 
and at such vast expense, sought consumers for 
our surplus products all over the world, yet but 
a very small proportion finds its way out of our 
own country. A comparative statement, made 
from official records of ‘the exports from the 
United States and my own State, of agricultural 
products, will illustrate the value of the home 
market and the worthlessness of the foreign. In 


the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for 
1859, we find the following tabic of the exports 
of agricultural products: 


Of Vegetables, 


Wheat. rcccrrercees seoeecanesereeesenes eeeees $2,849,192 
Plour ww... «a $4,433,591 
Indian com.. 1,323,103 
Indian meal.. 994,259 
Rye MCA ecreceece ene 60,786 
Rye, oats, and other small gi 3,181,170 
Potatoes s... 284,111 
Apples; 99,803 
Onions 100,669 
Spirits cccacecseevcescerecereecn asec ceee es 1,223,311 
22,550,005 
Of Animals. 
Beef. ..... OEETEETTETTTETTETE berere $2,18 
"Tallow a 
Canle. 
Butter. k 
Cheese, .. 649,301 
POM Keke sees sosia ve 8,055,746 
Rams and bacon .. 1,263,042 
» 3,268,406 
550,875 
355,563 
290,250 
41,182 
14,770,942 
$37,320,847 


E. D. Mansfield, commissioner of statistics of | 


Ohio, gives. the following table of exports from 
the State, for 1858: : 
Flour and wheat. .sssssesesocssesesese secese MULLS 


Other grains..... i 1,750,000 
Beef and cattle........, 6,165,551 
Pork, lard, lard oil, and hogs, de 
for Indiana and Kentucky hogs.. > 13,885,302 
Butter, cheese, tallow, and grease.. 1,734,382 
Whisky... 5,109,953 
WOOk.. cee cc cenecereeereeee 2,649,466 
Apples, eggs, oil cake. ke 800,000 
Articles manufactured from products of agricul- 
ture, candles, soap, &€sssessesssosre sses 3,000,000 
Horses, 7,400. ...0ccsceeceesoee aas 740,000 
Sheep, 120,000 .......... eseese ceeeeseeceecees 400,000 
$46,476,172 


These tables show at a glance the difference in 
the export of the same articles of western farm 
products by the United States and the State of 
Ohio. They are not for the same years, one be- 
ing for 1858, and the other for 1859; but Iam well 
assured that the aggregate exports of 1859 from 
the State were larger than they were in 1858. And 
what is the fact revealed in these tables? It may 
appear incredible, yet it is true, that Ohio, in 1859, 
furnished a larger amount of such western prod- 
ucts as are specified in these tables than was ex- 
ported from the United States. This important 
fact is not exhibited merely for the purpose of 
showing the resources of the State of Ohio, or to 
make the impression that the exports of provisions 
from the United States had not heretofore, or may 
not again, exceed that of 1859. In 1858, over 
fifty million dollars in food were exported, and in 
1856 and 1857, over seventy millions; but these 
facts only go to show that the foreign market is 
uncertain as well as insufficient. 

But Ladd farther, in illustration. The whole 
amount of wheat and flour, reducing the latter to 
bushels, exported from this country in 1859 was 
less than 5,500,000; whilst Buffalo, one of our 
lake towns, forwarded eastward in the same year 
16,319,779, and of other grains 5,144,527 bushels. 
And this year, too, exhibits a falling off from the 
shipments of former years in consequence of di- 
version toother routes of some 15,000,000 bushels. 
Still this one port on an interior lake forwarded 
for western farmers to an eastern market more 
than three times as much grain as was exported 
by the United States. The entire commerce of the 
United States, including exports anl imports, is 
something over $650,500,000; whilst that of our 
northern lakes alone is probably over 400,000,000; 
and the internal trade of all the States not less 
than $8,000,000,000. In a most elaborate report 
made by Mr. Andrews to the Secretary of the 
Treasury in 1852, the internal trade of the United 
States was estimated at $5,000,000,000; it has 
greatly increased since that time, and doubtless 
reached the above cnormous sum, But why mul- 
tiply examples? The entire statistics ofthe country 
exhibit the disparity between the production and 
the foreign export of western products. Ohio is 
but a small part of the great West, and Buffalo is 
only one of the many forwarding points on the 
numerous lines of transport for western produce. 
Western Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Mis- 
souri, Iowa, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan are all alike prolific, and have a vast 
surplus to be disposed of, Where does it go? 
Who consumes it? The cotton and sugar planters 
of the South take a part, but much the larger part 
is consumed in the northern and eastern States, in 
the large citics, in the manufactories, and in the 
whaling and fishing vessels of New England. 


It must be evident to every sane man that itis | 


perfectly chimerical to think of finding abroad a 
market for the immense surplus of the grain-grow- 
ing and stock-raising States of the West. Our 
surest and best and only market is at home; and 
whenever you break down the manufacturing in- 
terests of the country, by unjust discriminations 
against them, through your tariff laws, you also 
cripple its agriculture, and impoverish every 


farmer in the land. Our western farmers and | 


business men are eminently practical. They ana- 
lyze theories, test systems of policy and the oper- 


| ations of law by a common-sense scrutiny that is 


not easily deceived. Practical demonstration is 
with them the true test ofall theories. And in this 
way they have learned that they sell highest when 
they sell at home, and buy cheapest where they 
can pay easiest. A few years since, large quan- 


tities of corn were shipped from my district to 
eastern distilleries and starch factories. The 
price was rarely overtwenty-five cents, and oftener 
under that. Now, nota bushel 1s shipped. Why? 
Because iron manufactories, starch factories, and 
distilleries have been erected at our own doors, 
and consume all, and more than all, the surplus 
of our farmers. The price now is rarely under 
forty cents, and during the last two years hag 
averaged sixty cents per bushel. Thisis a dem- 
onstration easily understood. He must be a dull 
man who cannot see that the agSregate wealth of 
this region is greatly increased by the change, 
and that the mechanic, and laborer, and trades- 
man, and farmer, are all alike benefited. Instead 
of destroying these manufacturing establishments, 
aud going back to the old system of exporting 
our products, every farmer would hail with as 
much pleasure as any other citizen the erection 
of other factories in every town and village of 
the district. All would expect to see flow from 
them increased wealth and prosperity; for such 
are always the results of bringing the consumer 
and producer near to each other. 

It will not do, at least in my district, to tell our 
farmers that the foreign is better than the home 
market. It will not do to ery out against the op- 
pressions of the tariff, to denounce it as a device 
to enrich a few large manufacturers at the expense 
of the million, and to descant upon the beauties 
and blessings of free trade and direct taxation. 
They understand very well that free trade means 
British monopoly, and direct taxation putting your 
hand into your pocket and paying taxes to the 
Gencral Government ingold and silver. As Ohio 
would have about one tenth of the eighty or one 
hundred million dollars to pay of the expenses of 
the General Government, the already onerous tax 
of the people in that State would be doubled. This 
the farmer would feel. Duties upon imports he 
does not feel. Nor is he likely to be disturbed by 
the sympathy of the demagogue, nor to feel his 
burdens any the greater, even if you could con- 
vince him that all “ duties are a tax on the con- 
sumer,” when he knows that every product of 
his farm has increased in price, whilst all that he 
buys has fallen in price. Nor will he complain of 
New England manufacturers for furnishing him 
cotton cloth at eight and one third cents a yard, 
when he remembers that only a few years since 
an inferior article, of English make, cost him 
twenty-five cents. Nor will he, for the sake of 
cheaper sugar and cheaper coffce, be drawn into 
fillibustering enterprises, or the expenditure of 
$300,000,000 for the purchase of Cuba. He can 
have no jealousy of his Louisiana neighbor, no 
desire to deprive him of fair profits upon his labor, 
when he knows that one bushel of wheat will now 
buy four pounds more of sugar and five pounds 
more of coffee than it would thirty years ago. 

Experience, Mr. Chairman, has taught the peo- 
ple I represent here to believe that, in the sure 
progress of honest industry, and under a govern- 
mental policy that fosters alike every department 
of labor, their independence and prosperity, as 
well as that of the whole country, will be best 
secured and perpetuated. 

The wantof markets, or of facilities for reaching 
them, for many years retarded the progress of 
the West. Though possessing an invigorating 
climate, abundance of cheap land, and a soil that 
yielded bountiful returns to the labor and care of 
the husbandman, yet, in the absence of demand, 
there could be no encouragement to the produc- 
tion of a large surplus. But, in the last few years, 
miracles of change have been wrought by the 
energy and will of an enterprising pcople. By 
taxing themsclves to the extent of hundreds of 
millions, and entailing upon their posterity habil- 
ities for millions more, they have opened up chan- 
nels of communication to every point where mar- 
kets were to be found. Little aid was asked from 
the Government; less was received. Her sym- 
pathy and money and efforts were directed to an- 
other quarter. Harbors and light-houses and 
custom-houses have drawn from her coffers mil- 
lions upon millions. Our Navy, ata cost of ten 
to twelve million per annum, has been chiefly 
employed in protecting an indifferent commerce 
in distant seas, searching for markets among half- 
civilized nations or savage islands, and carrying 
back and forth ministers and commissioners and 
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consuls and commercial agents to different points 
on the globe, at many of which the entire pur- 


chases and salés would not pay the officers’ sal- | 


aries. 

Now, sir, this may all be right—we do not com- 
plain of it; but we do protest against the doctrine 
that it is constitutional to spend millions on èx- 
ternal commerce, and not a cent on internal com- 
merce. We must complain that, when we ask 
for a small pittance for the removal of obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of our northern lakes or 
western rivers, or when protection to life or the 
necessities of an increased commerce prompt ús 
to apply for aid to improve the harbors of such 
ports as Chicago, Oswego, and Buffalo—second 
only in importance to Boston, New York, and 
New Orleans—we should be met with a refusal 
under the miserable pretense of unconstitutional- 
ity. We must complain that the markets created 
for our surplus products by the enterprise and 
capital of our own citizens, and which we have 
made accessible by our own unaided energies, 
should be taken from us by an unjust policy of 
the Government. She cannot provide us any 
others. She cannot force any people to buy our 
bread, when they have enough of thee own. Her 
power cannot shield us from the payment to Eng- 
fand of our debt of $500,000,000in California gold, 
when our pork and beefand flour are not wanted. 
She can, however, leave us these markets, and 
protect us in their enjoyment. Justice demands 
—the design of Government, which is ‘fto pro- 
mote the general welfare,” demands—that all le- 
gislation should be directed to the greatest good 
of the greatest number. We are a nation of la- 
borers; and that policy which shall best secure 
the interest of labor—our own labor—and promote 
the prosperity and happiness of the whole people, 
should be adopted and steadily maintained. 

In the West we seck not protection for our 
commodities so much as protection to our mar- 
kets. Our corn and beef and pork need no pro- 
tection, for there can be no competition. Our 
wool and breadstuffs—like the hemp and tobacco 
and sugar of the South—are great interests, giv- 
ing wealth and power and independence to the 
nation, and should therefore be fostered. Cot- 
ton, the great staple of the South, by the judicious 
protection. of the Government during the first 
thirty or forty years of its cultivation, has be- 
come the great staple of the world. It fears no 
rival, asks no protection, and secks no market, 
for that is already securcd. All races and nations 
on the globe are its consumers, and to most of 


them itis an absolute necessity. ‘The supply is | 


not likely ever to exceed the demand, or a substi- 
tute to be found for it. The cotton States must, 
therefore, continue to furnish a market for the 
grain-producing and stock-raising States; and 
they, in turn, continue to be the largest consum- 
ers of their staple. Andif the manufacture of cot- 
ton in the middle and northern States, under a 
stable and moderate tariff, can be made to keep 
pace with its increased production, both the de- 
mand for this great staple and the surplus food 
of the West must necessarily increase. 


of the others. What objection can there be to this 


J 


idence has united the men of a common country, 
should be sundered? 


Break down, if you please, every cotton fac- | 


tory in the land; and what follows? You throw 
upon the English market nine hundred thousand 
bales of cotton more than are now purchased. 
Time is needed to build factories, get up machine- 
ry, to procure the labor, and hunt upand arrange 
with customers previously supplied by the Amer- 
ican manufacturer. Will nota glutted market, 
during the four or five years required for these 
changes, depreciate the price of the article? And 
the largest competitor for his staple being now 
driven from the market, will not the planter find 
himself at the mercy of a British monopoly, and 
the reward of his labor controlled by the will and 
caprice of a selfish Power? Whatelse happens? 
The manufacturers and more than a hundred 


thousand laborers are driven to seek employment | 


There | 
should be no collision of sections here; the har- | 
mony of interests is perfect, and the prosperity of | 
any one may be made to promote the well-being | 


ust and natural agreement between labor differ- | 
ently applied? What argument to show that a į 
bond of common interest, by which a kind Prov- | 


| for theircapital and food for their farnilies chiefly 
in agriculture, thus increasing the vast surplusof 
the West, of which théy had been consumers. 
Could such a state of things be beneficial to any 
| one of these parties? Reason says, no. And yet 
this has been too much the tendency of our legis- 
lation during the last few years. By our aid, 


turer of the world; and one of the chiéf sources of 
her wealth and power is this monopoly, which our 
folly has given her. Her cheap labor, abundant 
capital, lowrates of interest,experienced artisans, 
perfect machinery, and long experience as a man- 
ufacturing nation gave her every advantage; still 
it is very certain, judging from what we have 
done, that if a fair protective policy had been 
adopted, and steadily adhered to ftom the begin- 
ning, more than one half of our cotton: crop would 
now be worked up in our own mills. And in the 
South itself, where the experiment has already 
shown that cotton factories can be worked as 
| profitably as anywhere else, the water power upon 
# her streams would have been made instrumental 
in increasing her own wealth and independence, 
and that of the whole country. The West would 
have shared in the general prosperity resulting 
from such a policy, in the certain'and increased 
supplies required from her surplus. It is not too 
late yet to inaugurate a system that will so surely 
develop our resources and bring wealth and pros- 
perity to the country. A more favorable period 
than the present cannot occur. The Government 
wants more revenue; afew of the industrial in- 
terests of the country need protection, and all de- 
mand a stable policy. May it be our pleasure, 
as it is our duty, to meet the exigency by some 
measure of relief that will prove to be wise and 
just. i 


PROPERTY IN TERRITORIES, 


SPEECH OF HON. S. A. DOUGLAS, 


OF ILLINOIS, 


In THE SENATE, May 15 and 16, 1860. 

The Senate having under consideration the resolutions 
submitted by Mr. Davis on the Ist of March, relative to 
the relations of the States, and the rights of persons and 
property in the Territories, and the duty of protecting slave 
property in the Territories, when a necessity for so doing 
shall exist— 

Mr. DOUGLAS said: 

Mr. Preswent: I have no taste and very little 
respect for that specics of discussion which con- 
sists in assaults on the personal or political posi- 
tion of any Senator. I have no desire to elevate 
myself by attempting to pull down others, nor to 
place any Senator in a false position before his 
constituency. Ihave no assault to make upon 
anybody; no impeachment of the record of any 
gentleman. Iam willing that cach Senator shall 
stand before the country and his own constituency 
on the record which he has made for himself. I 
do not complain of so much of the speech of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] asarraigns 
my political position, for he seems to have deemed 
it necessary to draw a parallel between his opin- 
ions and my own, as we have been actors for 
many years in the’same scenes, involving the same 
issue that is now presented, he taking the one 
side and I the other. In self-defense it may be 
necessary for me also to refer to the position of 
that Senator at various periods—with a view of 


to my own, as we always differed on an isolated 
| point. . ; 

I shall not indulge to-day in the discussion of 
any abstract theories of government, much less 
in the discussion of the legal questions which have 
lately been attempted to be forced on the Demo- 
cratic party as political issues. On a former occa- 


j ney General of the United States, the law officer 
| of the Government, I did amuse myself in the 
| discussion of certain legal propositions; not be- 
| cause they had anything to do with’ the political 
issues before the country, but because that law 
officer seemed to have no official duties to occupy 
his-time, and I had the leisure to reply to him. 

| The principal points to which I shall direct my 
it remarks to-day, and the sole cause of my making 
any speech, will be found in certain extracts from 


England has become the great cotton manufac- | 


illustrating my own position—by way of contrast į 


| : z 
| sion, when forced into a discussion by the Attor- | 


addressed. Coo o oi Sii 
The Secretary read thefoll 
Mr. Davis’s speech of May 7: 


“ Itis well known to those who have been: 


to which it was exposed. His conviction, no‘doubt, to somé 
extent sharpened and directed his patriotism, and: Hisap: 
prehension ted him to a conclusion. to which, I doubt not, 
to-day he adheres as tenaciously as ever; but froma which 
it was my fortune, good or iH, to dissent When his. letter 
was read to me in manuscript; I being, together with somé 
other persons, asked whether or not it should be sent. Atthe 
first blush, I believed it to be a fallacv—a fallacy fraught 
with mischief; that it escaped an issue which was upon 
us Which it was our duty to meet; that it escaped it by a 
side path, which led to danger. [thought ita fallacy which 
would surely be exploded. I doubted then, and still more 
for some time afterwards, when held to a dread, responsi- 
bility for the position which I occupied—I doubted whether 
I should live to see that fallacy exploded. It hasbeen. Let 
Kansas speak—the first great field on which the trial was made. 
What was the consequence? The Federal Government with- 
drawing control, leaving the contending. sections, excited to 
the highest point upon this question, each to send forth its 
army. Kansas became the battle field, and: Kansas the ery 
which well nigh led to. civilwar. This iwas the first fràik. 
More deadly than the fatal upas, its effect was notlimited 
to the mere spot of ground on which the dew fell from its 
leaves, but it spread throughout the United States; itkin- 
died all which had been collected for years of inflammable 
material. It was owing to the strength of our Government 
and the good sense of the quiet masses of the people that it 
did not wrap our country in one widespread conflagration. 

What right had Congress then, or what rigbt has Tt now, 
to abdicate any power conferred upon it as trustee of the 
States 22 * * * * k * i * * x 

“In 1850, following the promulgation of this notion of 
squatter sovereignty, we had the idea of non-intervention 
introduced into the Senate of the United States, and it fs 
strange to me how that idea has expanded. It seems to 
have been more malleable than gold, to have been ham- 
mered out to an extent that covers boundless regions undis- 
covered by those who proclaimed the doctrine. Non-inter- 
vention then. meant, as the debates show, that Congtess 
‘should neither prohibit nor establish slavery in the Terri- 
tories. That I-hold to now. Will any one suppose, that 
Congress then meant by non-intervention. that Congress 
should legislate in no regard in respect to property in slaves? 
Why, sir, the very acts which they passed at the time re- 
fute it. ‘There is the fugitive slave law, and that abomina- 
tion of law which assumed to confiscate the property of a 
citizen who should attempt to bring it into this District 
with intent to remove it to sell it at some other time to 
some other place. Congress acted then upon the subject, 
acted beyond the limit of its authority as I believed, con- 
fidently believed; and if ever that act comes before tre 
Supreme Court, I feel satisfied that they will declare it null 
and void.” * * * * kad * * bà 

& By what speciesof legerdemain this doctrine of non- 
intervention has come.to extend to a:paralysis of the Gov- 
ernment on the whole subject, to exclude the Congress 
from any kind of legislation Whatever, I am at a loss. to 
conceive, Certain itis, it was not the theory of that pe- 
tiod, and it was not contended for in all the ‘controversies 
we had then. Ihad-no faith in it then; I considered ita 
sham ; I considered that the duty of Congress ought to: be 
performed; that the issue was before us, and onght to be 
met, the sooner the better; that truth would prevail if pre- 
sented to the people; borne down to-day, it would rise up 
to-morrow; and I stood then on the same general plea 
which I am making now. The Senator from Minois (Mr. 
Doveras] and myself differed at that time, as I presume 
we do now. We differed radically then. He opposed 
every proposition which I. made: votiag- against a prop- 
osition to give power toa Territorial Legislature to pro- 
tect slave property which should be taken there; voting 
against a proposition to remove the obstruction of the Mex- 
ican laws; voting for a proposition to exclude the conclu- 
sion that slavery might be taken there; voting for te prop- 
osition expressly to prohibit its introduction ; voting for 
the proposition. to keep in force the laws of Mexico which 
prohibited it, Some of these votes, it is hut just to him F 
shotid say, I think he gave perforce of his instructions; 
but others of them, [think it is equally fair to assert, were 
outside of the Hmits-of any instructions under which he 
acted. à 

« In 1854, advancing in this same general line of thought, 
the Congress, in enacting territorial bills, left outa provis- 
ion which bad always before entered them, requiring the 
Legislature of the Territory to submit its laws to the Con- 
gress of the United States. It was sometimes assumed that 
this was the récognition ofthe power of the Territorial Le- 
gislature to exercise plenary legislation, as might that ofa 
State. It will be remembered that, when our present form 
of Government was.instituted, there were those who De- 
lieved the Federal Government should have the power of 
revision over the laws of a State. It was iong and ably con- 
tended for in the convention Which formed the Constitu- 
tion; and one of the compromises which was made was, 
escaping from that, to lodge the power in the Supreme 
Court to decide ail questions of constitutional law. 

 Butdid this omission of the obligation to send here the 
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laws of the Territories work this grant of power to the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature ?. Certainly not; and that it dià not, is 
evinced by the fact that, ata subsequent period, the organic 
act was revised, because the legislation of the Territory of 
Kansaswas offensive to the Congress of the United States. 
Congress could not abdicate its authority ; it could not aban- 
don its trust; and when it omitted the requirement that the 
laws should be sent back, it created a casus which re- 


quired it to act without the official records being laid before 
it, as they would have been if the obligation had existed. 
That was all the difference.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAVIS. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, I wish to say, that if he had 
submitted to me those extracts as the text upon 
which he was going to speak, I should have made 
some verbal corrections, which would have more 
clearly expressed my opinion. However, as he 
has joined issue with me upon the report as it 
stands, let it be; but, with his permission, I wish 
to say a word in relation toa point which will not 
at all affect his discourse, but which bears upon 
another. It is with regard toa gentleman referred 
to there as a good and great man—and | cordially 
believe him both: the history of the times has 
enabled every one to know that J referred to Mr, 
Cass; I-wish to say that an omission at the close 
of a sentence, after the word “ sent,” may leave 
the inference that the letter was submitted to know 


whether it was to be sent to the person to whom j 


it wasaddressed. Jt would bean error if any one 
supposed so. It was read tocertain gentlemen to 
ascertain if,in their view, it should be sent outas 
an expression of our opinions, as an exposition of 
the party creed, or the opinions of the party at 
that time. And so, in relation to the adherence of 
that good and great man to the opinion he then ex- 
pressed, it implies, what I believe, that he adheres 
to that opinion as an abstract opinion still; but I 
should do great injustice to him if I left any one 
to suppose that 1 thought that he, in defiance of 
the decision of the Supreme Court, still adhered 
to that opinion, and had not yielded his entire and 
implicit acquiescence in the decision which the 
court has given upon the point. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have yielded to the Senator 
from Mississippi to make this explanation, and I 
am gratified that he has had an opportunity to 
make it. J did not submit these extracts to him, 
for 1 took it for granted that he was correctly re- 
ported in the Globe, which I found on our tables, 

heard no intimation from him that he had been 
misreported. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not say so. 
the manuscript of the reporters. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 only desire now to say to 
the Senator that, while I yielded to this explana- 
tion, l shall be obliged to him and to all others if 
they will allow me to go through with my re- 
marks without interruption, (as L did in bis case, ) 
for the reason that I have a great deal of ground 
to travel over to-day in this debate, which will 
exhaust my strength, and, I fear, your patience; 
and he will have an opportunity of replying to 
me when I shal] be through. | intend to treat him 
fairly, kindly, and courteously, in all that I have 
to say, as | doubt not it ever has been his inten- 
tion to treat me in debate. ' 

With this explanation, I shall proceed to re- 
mark, that the facts stated in the copious cxtracts 
from the Senator’s speech, which have been read, 
conclusively show that the doctrine of squatter sov- 
ereignty, or popular sovereignty, or non-inter- 
vention, as the Senator has indifferently styled it 
in different parts of his speech, did not originate 
with me, in its application to the Territories of 
the United States; that it was distinctly pro- 
claimed by General Cass in what is known as his 
Nicholson letter; that the issue was then distinctly 
presented to the country in the contest of 1848; 
that General Cass became the nominee of the 
Democratic party with a full knowledge of his 
opinions upon the question of non-intervention; 
that he was supported by the party on that issue; 
that the same doctrine of non-intervention was 


Lnever revise 


incorporated into the compromise measures of | 


1850, in opposition to the views and efforts of the 


Senator from Mississippi, and in harmony with | 


the views and efforts of myself; that it was reaf- 
firmed by the Democratic party in the Baltimore 
convention of 1859; that General Pierce waselected 
President of the United States upon this same 
doctrine of non-intervention; that it was again 
affirmed by the Congress of the United States, in 


the Kansas-Nebraska bill of 1854; arid that ithad 
its first trial, and yielded its first fruits, upon the 
plains of Kansas in. 185¥%and 1856... 

These factsare distinctly and positively affirmed 
by the Senator from Mississippi. These facts 
conclusively disprove and refute the charges so 
often made in the Senate Chamber within the last 
year, so erroneously and so unjustly made against 
me, that I have changed my opinions in regard to 
this question since 1856. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi has done me a services he has searched 
the records with a view to my condemnation, and 
the result of his researches is to produce the most 
conclusive and incontestable evidence that this 
charge of having changed my opinions on this 
question, and which was made the pretext for my 
removal from the Committee on Territories, was 
not true. He tells you frankly, what the world 
knew before, that he had always opposed this 
doctrine of non-intervention; that he and I always 
differed upon that point. He always regarded it 
as a fallacy; I asa sound principle. He claims 


that, after it has yielded its blighting effects upon 4 


the plains of Kansas, the Supreme Court has come 
to the rescue, and that he now is triumphantly 
sustained in his opposition to this doctrine in 
1848, 1850, and 1851. Sir, whether we have been 
sustained and our consistency vindicated is not 
so material as to find out which is right in the point 
at issue, then and now, between the Senator from 
Mississippi and myself. 

I propose, in the first place, to invite the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact, that the doctrine 
of non-intervention by Congress with slavery in 
the Territories was brought distinctly before the 
American people, and especially before the Dem- 
ocratic party, in 1847, with a view to its decision 
by the convention of the par. that was to assem- 
ble at Baltimore in 1848. The Senator has re- 
ferred fo the letter of General Cass, known as the 
Nicholson letter, which bears date the 24th of 
December, 1847. He tells the Senate, (what most 
of us knew personally and privately who were 
here at that day,) that that letter, in manuscript, 
was passed around among southern and north- 
western Democrats, to receive their sanction before 
its publication. The letter was prepared, and in 
private circulation, for days and weeks before the 
date which it now bears in its publication. The 
Senator from Mississippi informs us—and un- 
questionably with entire accuracy of recollection 
—that he,at the time, dissented from the doctrine 
of non-intervention, as stated in the Nicholson 
letter. Other southern Senators, now opposed to 
me—at any rate, other leading distinguished pol- 
iticians, I will not speak of Senators,—would not 
be able to say that, when it was submitted to them 
for their approvalor disapproval, they condemned 
it as frankly as the Senator from Mississippi did. 
During this period, while this letter was being 
privately circulated, to sce how far it would re- 
ceive the sanction of the representative men of the 
Democratic party, the especial friend, the right 
bower of Gencral Cass in that great contest—Mr. 
Daniel S. Dickinson, of New York—presented to 
the Senate two resolutions embodying the same 
doctrine. I willask my friend from Ohio to read 
those two resolutions. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of 
the United States to strengthen its political relations upon 
this continent by the annexation of such contiguous terri- 
tory us may conduce to thatend and can be justly obtained, 
and that, neither in such acquisition nor in the territorial 
organization thereof, can any conditions be constitution- 
ally imposed, or institutions be provided fer or established, 
inconsistent with the rights of the people thereof to form a 
free sovercign State, with the powers aud privileges of the 
original mem of the Confederacy. 


© Resolved, Thatin organizing a territorial government | 


for territory belonging to the United States, the principles 
ofselfgovernmeut, upon which our federative system rests, 
will be best promoted, the true spirit and meaning of the 
Constitution be observed, and the Confederacy strength- 
ened, by Jeaving all questions concerning the domestic 
policy therein to the Legislature chosen by the peeple 
thereof.’ Congressional Globe, vol. 18, p. 21. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. It will be observed that these 


resolutions of Mr. Dickinson, which were pre- ! 


sented to the Senate on the 14th of December, 
1847, assert distinctly the very doctrine which the 
Senator from Mississippi then denounced and 
now denounces, and which | then and ever since 
affirmed, and now affirm. I am not aware that 
Mr. Dickinson or General Cass has ever modified 


his views, much less disclaimed the doctrines of 
these resolutions and of the Nicholson letter. Yet 
my record on this question is held up to the Sen- 
ate and to the country as if I stood alone in the 
Democratic party—a heretic then, a heretic now~ 
and was therefore not entitled to fellowship in the 
regular. Democratic organization. I am aware, 
sir, that some of the peopleand some of the States 
of this Union now hold different doctrines from 
those they formerly held upon this subject of 
non-intervention—or squatter sovereignty, as the 
Senator is pleased to call it, for he uses them as 
convertible and synonymous terms—non-inter- 
vention being the shibboleth of the party, and 
popular sovereignty, or squatter sovereignty, an 
incident or result only, but not the test, of politi- 
cal orthodoxy. ` 

I will call attention upon this point to a resolu- 
tion adopted by the Legislature of Florida, passed 
in the Senate of that State on the 28th of Decem- 
ber, 1847, and in the House of Representatives on 
the 29th of December, 1847, and approved by the 
Governor on the 30th of December of the same 
year. I find these resolutions in the code of laws 
of Florida published by authority of the Legis- 
lature of that State. I am aware that Florida sub- 
sequently passed resolutions asserting doctrines 
inconsistent with these; but I cite these resolu- 
tions as evidence that the doctrine of non-inter- 
vention, for which I am now arraigned, was not 
deemed to be a political heresy at that day. Itmay 
not be improper here to remark that, during this 
session of Congress, I received a letter from a 
State Senator in Florida, inclosing resolutions 
which he had introduced for the repeal of those 
resolutions,and denouncing the resolutions, which 
I will read, as being unsound, revolutionary, un- 
constitutional, dangerous tothe rights ofthe South, 
and denouncing me by name as the great author 
of all this mischief that was to strike down south- 
ern rights. I will ask my friend from Ohio to 
read the second and third resolutions, which bear 
particularly on this point—for the first only relates 
to the Wilmot proviso—in order to show what the 
Legislature of Florida thought and said in 1847 
upon this subject. 

Mr. PUGET read, as follows: 

“See. 2. Be it further resolved, That, in the opinion of 
this General Assembly, a just and correct interpretation of 
the Constitution of the United States rests in the territo- 
rial, as well as the State, Legislature’s eaclusive jurisdiction 
over the persons of individuals within their respeetive lim- 
its; and that it would be arbitrary, unjust, anda usurpation 
of power on the part of Congress, to annex conditions to 
the admission of a State into the Union, or the annexing a 
Territory thereto, involving the right of jurisdiction in Con- 
gress over this subject, which exclusively belongs to the 
Lerritory itself before its admission into the Union, and to 
the State afterwards. 

“Sno. 3. Beit further resolved, ‘That it would be an arbi- 
trary usurpation of power on the part of Congress to ex- 
clude slavery from any such torritory as may | ter be 
aequired by the United $ es, cither by way of indemnity, 
by conquest, or by purchase; that the people of the Terri- 
tory alone have the right to determine upon this subject; 
and it is for them, while they remain a Territory, and for the 
State, when they shall ask to be admitted as a State, to say 
whether the institution of slavery shall exist within the 
limits of such Territory or State; they having, by a just in- 
terpretation of the Constitution, exclusive jurisdiction over 
the subject-matter within their limits.’—Laws of the State 
of Florida, 1845 to 1849, p. 83. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It will be observed that in 
these resolutions the State of Florida declared that, 
by a correct construction of the Constitution of the 
United States, a Territorial Legislature, while in 
a territorial condition, had the exclusive right to 
determine for itself whether slavery should or 
should not exist within the limits of such Terri- 
tory. As I have already remarked, Florida sub- 
sequently changed her policy on that subject. If, 
however, she solemnly proclaimed that doctrine 
to the world, in the name of a sovereign State of 
this Union, telling the northern Democracy on 
what terms and conditions Florida would hold 
fellowship with them, and we accepted the doc- 
trine, I should think she could forgive us for re- 
maining faithful to her creed, if we can forgive 
her for abandoning it. I arraign no man; I much 
less arraign a sovercien State. She had the right 
to proclaim her opinions; and if subsequently she 
came to the conclusion that they were wrong, she 
ought to change them; but having proclaimed 
them, and then changed them, it seems to mea 
little indulgence, even “quarter,” should be grant- 
ed by Florida to those who stand by Florida’s 
original position. 
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Florida was not the only southern State whose 
Democracy held these doctrines in 1847, prior to 
the nomination of General Cass for the Presi- 
dency. I find here’some'resolutions adopted by 
the Democratic State convention of Georgia, held 
at Milledgeville, in December, 1847. I have not 
the entire proceedings, I have seen these resolu- 
tions in several Georgia papers recently, with the 
statement of the gentleman. who either reported 
them or concurred in their passage, and with a 
further statement that these resolutions were 
copied and adopted by several State conventions 
in other southern States at that period. On that 
newspaper authority, and that alone, I read these 
resolutions, so fur as I find them published in the 
papers, bearing on this question. It is proper to 
state that in the proceedings of the convention it 
appears that certain gentlemen, eminent for abil- 
ity, eminent for their devotion to southern rights, 
eminent for their position in the Democratic party, 
were present, and conéurred in these proceedings. 
Among these I find F. H. Cone, R. A. L. Atkin- 
son, Jesse Carter, W. S. Johnson, Robert Grif- 
fin, Thomas Hilliard, W. W. Wiggins, E. W. 
Chastain, W. J. Lawton, S. W. Colbert, and D. 
Phillips. I find, also, Hon. Mr. Jackson, mem- 
ber of Congress, and Hon. Lucius Q. C. Lamar, 
now a Representative in Congress from Missis- 
sippi, but then a citizen of Newton county, Geor- | 
gia. I will ask my friend from Ohio to read these 
Georgia resolutions, which were good Democ- 
racy at that day, and were copied and adopted by 
several other southern States in their Democratic 
State conventions. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

& Resolved, That Congress possesses no power under the 
Constitution to Jegislate in any way or manner in relation 
to the institution of slavery. Itis the constitutional right į 
of every citizen to remove and setile with his property in 
any of the Territories of the United States. 

“ Resolved, ‘That the people of the South do not ask of 
Congress to establish the institution of slavery in any of the 
Territories that may be acquired by the United States; they 


simph, require that the inhabitants of each Territory shalt i! 
be oft fi | 


eft free to determine for themselves whether the institu- 
tion of slavery shall or shall not form a part of their social , 
system.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. There again, sir, we find 
the doctrine of non-intervention distinctly defined 
by the Democratic State convention of Georgia. 

wo distinct propositions are affirmed; one is, 
that Congress has no constitutional power to 
legislate upon the subject of slavery in the Terri- 
tories. That, I should think, was pretty distinct 
non-intervention. You cannot legislate against 
it; you cannot legislate for it; you cannot touch 
the subject at all in the Territories. 
may be, and unquestionably is, true that some | 
of the eminent men who participated in that State 
convention of Georgia have since changed their 
opinions upon this subject, and now belicve just 
as conscientiously that it is both within the power 
and the duty of Congress to legislate for the pro- | 
tection of slavery in the Territories, as they then 
believed it was unconstitutional for Congress to 
doso. All I have to say of those eminent gentle- į 
men, for whose talents I have great respect, is, 
that if I can forgive them for having abandoned 
the very doctrine that they invited us of the North 
to rally in support of, I think they may pardon 
us for remaining faithful to that doctrine which 
they and we agreed to stand by. 

In pursuing this subject, I am afraid that I shall 
become tedious to the Senate; but still I feel it 
my duty to present full evidence upon this point, 
showing that the Democratic party, from 1848 to 
this day, have stood pledged, as a cardinal article 
in their creed, to the doctrine of non-intervention; 
and for that purpose I shall be compelled to have 
various extracts, and some long ones, read, and 
perhaps to be somewhat tedious in the exposition 
of the subject. 

Lhave already shown on high authority—south- 
ern authority—that when the Baltimore conven- 
tion assembled in May, 1848, to nominate a Dem- 
ocratic candidate for the Presidency, and to lay 
down a platform for the party, the attention of the 
country, the especial attention of the Democratic 
party of the southern States as well as of the north- 
ern States, had been particularly called to this 
doctrine of non-intervention by Congress with sla- 


Now, sir, it ji 


very in the Territories; and hence the nomination 
of General Cass, with his opinions as expressed in ! 


the Nicholson letter, was not the result of acci- 
dent or inadvertence; but he was chosen because 
his sentiments were theséntiments of the vast ma- 
jority of the Democratic party, North and South. 
I have looked into the proceedings of the conven- 
tion at Baltimore in 1848, when General Cass was 
nominated, and made an abstract of the votes. I 
find that, in the slaveholding States, General Cass 
received, on the first ballot for the nomination, 66 
votes: Mr. Buchanan, 19 votes; Mr. Woodbury, 
15; Mr. Calhoun, 9; General Worth, 6; Mr. Dal- 
las, 3. The following are the southern States 
that voted for General Cass on the first ballot: 
Delaware, 3 votes; Maryland, 6 votes; Virginia, 
17 votes; Mississippi, 6 votes; Louisiana, 6 votes; 
Texas, 4 votes; Arkansas, 3 votes; Tennessee, 7 
votes; Kentucky, 7 votes; Missouri, 7 votes. 
These States did not then think that non-interven- 
tion—or squatter sovereignty, as it is now called 
in derision—was such a fatal heresy as to furnish 
sufficient cause for disrupting the Democratic 
party, much less for dissolving the American 
Union. “They voted for General Cass with a 
knowledge of his opinions on this question; and 
he was their first choice. Old Virginia did not take 
him then as a choice of evils. She had the oppor- 
tunity of voting for a southern man, illustrious 
for his talents; public services, and devotion to 
southern rights. She had the opportunity of vot- 
ing at that time for Mr. Calhoun, of South Caro- 
lina, on his platform. Old Virginia then believed 
that intervention on the subject of slavery meant 
disunion. Hence she rejected intervention, and 
gave her vote, first, last, and all the time, for Gen- 
eral Cass, the expounder, the embodiment of non- 
intervention, The same remark is true of Mis- 
sissippi, represented now so ably by the Senator 
who arraigned me the other day. Te tells us that 
he always fought this doctrine of non-interven- 
tion. So he has; but at that time he had not the 
same power in the State of Mississippi; he had 
not made the same impress on that people, by his 
eminent talents and great public services, as he has 
since; and hence he was then unable to seduce 
Mississippi away from the doctrine of non-inter- 
vention. Louisiana, too, then true to the Demo- 


cratic creed; truce to the doctrine of non-interven-| 


tion; true to the maintenance of the Union; hostile 
to interyention—because interyention led directly 
to disunion—rallicd around General Cass as the 
standard-bearer in 1848, first, last, and all the 
time. So of the ôther States which I have named. 

On the fourth ballot, (which was the last one, 
and the one on which General Cass was nomin- 
ated by a two-thirds vote,), in the slavcholding 
States, General Cass received 94 votes; Mr. Bu- 
chanan, 7 votes; Mr. Woodbury, 13 votes; Gen- 
eral Worth, 1; General Butler, 3. The southern 
States voting for General Cass were: Delaware, 
3; Maryland, 6; Virginia, 17; North Carolina, 11; 
South. Carolina, 9; Georgia, 10; Mississippi, 6; 
Louisiana, 6; Texas, 4; Arkansas, 3; Tennessec, 
7;Kentucky,7; Missouri, 7. Even South Carolina, 
when she found that her own favorite had no 
chance of anomination—so soon as she found that 
General Cass was the choice of a majority of the 
party—wheeled into linc, surrendered her prefer- 
ence, and declared the champion of non-interven- 
tion as her next choice for the Presidency. Then 
she did not think this doctrine was sufficient cause 
either to dissolve the Union or to disrupt the Dem- 
ocratic party. 

On the first ballot the northern States gave Cass 


59; Woodbury, 39; Buchanan, 32; showing that | 


General Cass received only 59 out of 130 northern 
votes cast, New York not voting in consequence 
of her double delegation; and in all the slavehold- 


ing States he received, on the first ballot, 66 out | 
| of 118 votes, being a majority of the whole num- 
i ber. 


These facts show that General. Cass was 
not the choice of a majority of the northern De- 
mocracy at that time, but was the choice of a 
majority of the southern Democracy. 

Now, I shall proceed to show that these votes 
were east with distinct reference to the doctrine 


of non-intervention as now supported by myself | 
and affirmed by the Democratic party at Charles- | 


ton, and as resisted by the Senator from Missis- |; 


sippi and those who seceded from the Charleston 
convention. General Cass, on the fourth bajiot, 
received the nomination, The whole number of 


votes cast was 257; necessary to. a choice, 170. 
Thereupon the record says: <0 t p nico o 
~ * Lewis Cass, of Michigan, having received two thirds 
of the whole number of votes cast, 2 | oer 
‘Phe chairman declared him duly nominated by the con- 
vention as the candidate for President. Bag Bea 
. The announcement ofthis result by the Chair was fol 
lowed by enthusiastic and long-continued, applause, the 
members of the various. delegations” almost; universally 
springing to their fect, and uniting “in ‘one spitit-stirring 
shout of approbation. : eee Pa 
«“ Mr. Toucey, of Connecticut, rose simultaneously with 
Mr. Bryce, of Louisiana, to move that those States: whose 
delegates had not voted for General Cass, might have an 
opportunity of changing their vote, so that the nomination. 
might be unanimous. ‘This motion was agreed ‘to, andthe 
States whose votes had not been cast wholly for Mr. Cass, 
being called??—~ . fd i Soe 
the other States went on to change their votes 
and to make the nomination unanimous. -They 
were proceeding to declare General Cass nomi- 
nated on the votes of two thirds of the members 
present, not two thirds of. the whole number of 
votes in the electoral college. Here you find an 
express decision that two thirds of those present 
and voting, and not two thirds of the whole elec- 
toral college was the rule; New York not voting, 
because she had a double delegation, and neither 
would consent that the other should sit with them. 
Then speeches were made in favor of making the 


nomination unanimous: 


“Mr, McCandless of the Pennsylvania delegation, Mr. 
Humphreys of Maryland, Mr. Wells of New Hanipshire, 
Mr. Turney of Tennessee, Mr. Toucey of Connecticut, 
Mr. Carey of Maine, Messrs. Rantouland Hallett of ‘Mas- 
sachusetts, Mr. Hibbard of New Hampshire, Mr. ‘Pearce 
of Rhode Island, and Mr. R. P. Thompson of New Jersey, 
in brief and eloquent speeches, announced the unanimous 
vote of their delegation for the nominec of the convention, 
and pledging him their cordial and united support.” 


These gentlemen had thus far opposed General 
Cass, because they preferred other men; but-they 
felt ittheir duty to withdraw their opposition, and 


“w 


| support him as the standard-bearer of the party. 


Thereupon, 

“Mr. Yancey, of Alabama, stated that he desired to have 
the platform—on which they intended to place the candi- 
date-—erected before he would be prepared to pledge his 
support. i ; aeri 

“Mr. Winston, of Alabama, pledged the people of Ala- 
bama to sustain the nomince, ge a ae aan 

“Messrs. King, J. E. Morse, Sydenham Moore, Scott, 
and Bowden, each united in the pledge given by Mr. Win- 
ston.?? : Bag eas oath Page 4 tase na 
Some eminent names in those days. are ‘here 
who did not think that the doctrine of non-inter- 
vention was such a fatal heresy as to form’a suf- 
ficient justification for disrupting the Demacratic 

arty, even at the hazard of a dissolution of the 

nion. Governor Winston, I believe, is well 
known in Alabama—an eminent citizen. He 
pledged Alabama for General Cass. on this doc- 
trine of. non-intervention, carrying the Nicholson 
letter in his hand as the compass..by which -his 
political action was to be governed. Sydenham 

oore is not a name unknown to. ‘fame’?—a 
most worthy man, eminent in ability, and stand- 
ing well in‘ Alabama, and now represents that 
State with ability and zeal in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. He did not regard this doctrine of 
non-intervention asa fatal blow atsouthern rights, 
and he felt authorized to pledge Alabama to the 
support of General Cass. “Mr. Avant, of Ten- 
nessee, and Mr. Magoffin, of Kentucky, spoke in 
favor of the nominees, pledging the support of 
their respective States;’’ and the ‘next day the 
platform was adopted, in which the doctrine of 
non-intervention was affirmed in the seventh res- 
olution, which is so familiar that, perhaps, it is 
unnecessary to-read it. [Let us hear it.”] Let 
it be read. i ‘ 

Mr, PUGH read, as follows: 

“7, That Congress has no power under the Constitution 
tointerfere with or contro! the domestic institutions of the 
several States, and that such State’ are the soleand proper 
judges of everything appertaining to their own affairs, not 
prohibited by the Constitution ; that all efforts of the Abo- 
litlonists or others, made. to induce Congress to ‘interfere 
with questions of slavery, or to take incipientsteps in rela- 
tion thereto, are calculated to lead “to the most alarming 
and dangerous consequences ; and that ali such efforts have 
an inevitable tendency to diminish the happiness of the 
people, and endanger the stability and permanency of the 
Union, and ought not to be countenanced by any friend of 
our political institutions.” i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In 1848, the Democratic con- 
vention were of the opinion that, to countenance 
any interfurence with slavery by Congress was 
dangerous to the peace and harmony of the coun- 
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try, and tended to a dissolution of the Union; that 
they would not permit this interference by Aboli- 
tionists or others: They did notregard theinter- 
ventionist then any better than the Abolitionist. 
Southern interventionists and northern interven- 
tidnists, by the fair intendment of that platform, 
‘were puton anequality. After that platform was 
adopted, Mr. Yancey, of Alabama, felt it to be 
his duty to record his solemn protest against this 
dangerous heresy of the Territorial Legislatures 
deciding on the slavery. question. He came into 
the convention the next day, May 26, with an 
elaborate report against this dogma, this heresy 
romulgated by General Cass. in his Nicholson 
etter, signed by William L. Yancey of Alabama, 
John C. McGehee of Florida, and J. M. Com- 
mander of South Carolina, accompanied with a 
resolution. Ishall.ask the Senate to listen pa- 
tiently to the entire report of Mr. Yancey upon 
that occasion, tor it embraces every thought, ev- 
ery idea, every pinciple, every pretext assigned 
at Charleston ‘for withdrawing from the recent 
convention. In order that I may do Mr. Yancey 
full justice, I shall ask the Senate to listen to the 
entire report, the resolution, and the vote thereon. 
Irvis only one column of Niles’s Register. I may 
here be permitted to remark, that, by anything I 
have said, or may say of him here, I mean no 
personal disrespect to Mr. Yancey. We are old 
personal friends. We met as members of Con- 
gress seventeen years ago. Our social relations 
have always been uninterrupted. I haveas much 
admiration as any man living for his brilliant, his 
surpassing ability, for his great social qualities, 
and for the boldness and the nerve with which he 
avows his principles and follows them to their 
logical consequences; although I shrink with hor- 
ror from the consequences to which his princi- 
ples would lead this. Republic. Lask my friend 
from Ohio to read that entire report, 
Mr, PUGH read, as follows: 


“Mr, Yancey then rose and said that he approved most 
cordially of the resolutions, with a single exception. He 
then begged to present the report of the minority of the com- 
mittee, which is as follows: 

‘Phe undersigned, a minority of the committee on res- 
olutions, ask leave respecttuily to submit a minority report 
to this convention. 

“Believing that the success of the Democratie party 
will depend solely upon the truth or untruth ofthe principles 
avowed by this convention, and by the nominee thereof, 
the undersigned cannot give their assent to the report of the 
majority. ‘he nominee of this convention is understood 
to entertain the opinion that Congress has no right to inter- 
fere with the question of slavery in the States or Territo- 
ries, but that the people inhabiting a Territory have the ex- 
clusive righttoexclude it therefrom. ‘The majority of your 
committee have only adopted this principle as far as appli- 
cable to the States, and have thus refused, in the avowal of 
the cardinal principles of the Democracy, to express any 
opinion upon what is really the most excitingand important 
political topic now before the country, leaving the people 
to find an exposition of the views of the great Democratie 
party of the Union, and of the probable course of its Rep- 
resentatives in Congress in the avowed opinions of their 
nominee tor the office of President. 

“Ibis course we conceive to be fundamentally wrong. 
It has ever been the pride of the Democracy that it has 
dealt frankly and honestly withthe people. It has scorned 
to conceal its political opinions. {thas made it a point of 
opposition to the Whig party, that it frequently goes before 


the people with a mask upon its brow, and has appealed | 
to the masses to rebuke that party for a course so offensive | 


to truth, and so unfair to them. Our country’s institutions 
must find their surest support in an intelligent public opin- 
ion. ‘That public opinion cannot be intelligently formed 
as to our views upon those institutions if we refuse to avow 
them, and dare not advocate them. 

“ht is us to deny that this question does not press 
home upon us for our decision. Ten of the sovereign non- 
slavehoiding States have already expressed decided opin- 
ions upon it. This has been met by counteracting opinions 
in the South, first distinctly avowed by the State of Vir- 
ginia, and since followed up by nearly every State in that 
section of the Union. 

& It iy idle to call the question an abstract one. If ab- 
stract in any sense, it is only so to the section in which have 
zinated the avowals of aggression upon the rights of a 


large portion of the Union, to wit: the non-slaveholding | 


States--they own not a dollar of property to be affected by 
the ascendency of the principle at issue. ‘They have nota 


single political right to be curtailed. With them, opposition į 


to the South on this point is purely a question of moral and 
political ethics. Far different is it with the South. They 


own the property which success of this principle will pre- | 


vent them trom carrying with them to the ‘Territories. ‘They 
have a common r 


this property. 


pansion and of progress, which has heretofore distinguished 
all classes in the Union, and which has given to us ail the 
distinctive appellation of the ‘party of progress? They 


own, in common with their brethren of the North, these | 


| the proposition Mr. Yancey presented. 


ight in the Territories, from which they į! 
are to be excluded, unless they choose to go there without |; 
They bave beretofore been considered as į 
politieal equals in the Union, with the same power of ex- | 


Territories, which are to be held by the Federati Govern- 
ment, as 4 trustee, for common uses and common purposes. 
if, therefore, you refuse to. mect the issuc made upon 
the slaveholding by part of the non-slavéholding States, and 
permit the heretofore expressed opinions of your nominee 
to stand impliedly as the opinions of this convention, you 
pronounce, in substance, against the political equality of 
the people; against the community of interest in the Ter- 
titories, which it is contended exists in the people; against 
the right of one half of the people of the Union to extend 
those institutions which the fathers of the Constitution 
recognized as fundamental in the framing of the articles of 
union, and upon which rest the great and leading princi- 
ples upon which taxation aud political power are based. 
In order to obviate such a econstruction—in order to give 

assurance to the public mind of our entire country that the 
Democracy of the Union wiil preserve the compromises of 
the Constitution, not only im the States, but in the Terri- 
tories; that it recognizes entire polifical equality to exist 
among the people, and their right to people, unmolested in 
their rights of property, the vast Territories which the 
Union holds out as a trust, until sufficiently populated to be 
erected into States—the undersigned have agreed to present 
to this body, for its adoption, the following resolution: 

W. L. YANCEY. of Alabama. 

JOHN C. McGEHEE, of Florida. 

J. M. COMMANDER, of South Carolina. 


Resolved, That the doctrine of non-interference with the 
rights of property of any portion of the people of this Con- 
federation, be it in the State or in the Territories, by any 
other than the parties interested in them, is the true repub- 
lican doctrine recognized by this body. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. It will be observed that, in 
that report, Mr. Yancey embodied the whole ar- 
gument in favor of intervention for protection, or 
for any other purpose, which we have heard 
repeated over and over again for so many years. 
I doubt whether any Senator can take his own 
speech and find any one idea or argument in favor 
of that doctrine which is not embodied in the re- 
port of Mr. Yancey. The first statement there is, 
that it is understood that General Cass, the nom- 
inee, holds that a Territorial Legislature may 
exclude slavery from the Territory. It was not 
denied that General Cass held that doctrine. It 
was known that he did; and he was nominated 
because he did hold the doctrine that the people 
ofa Territory might cither introduce or exclude, 
protect or prohibit, slavery at pleasure. For that 
reason, Mr. Yancey and his two colleagues on the 
committee proeceded to put their protest on rec- 
ord. The argument of the equality of the States, 
of which we have heard so much, was urged. The 
other argument, that the Territories are the com- 
mon property, ang, therefore, should be open to 
all the citizens, independent of local authority, 
was used, The argument that it is not creditable 
to the Democratic party to go before the country 
dodging the question of the rights of the South 
in the ‘Territories, was brought forward. Itsays 
that the convention, in the platform, had refused to 
express an opinion on the question whether the 
Territorial Legislature could prohibit slavery or 
not; that it was not creditable to them to avoid 
expressing an opinion on the point; that it con- 
victed the Democratic party of double-dealing in 
the mannerthatthey had charged upon the Whigs, 
and that what rendered it necessary to have an 
expression of opinion on that point was, that the 
candidate held thata Territorial Legislature could 
exclude slavery. Then he concludes with a res- 
olution, which is very adroitly written, I know, 
but, taken in connection with the report, has a 
clear siznification, in harmony with the report: 


t That the doctrine of non-interference with the rights 
of property of any portion of the people of this Confedera- 


tion, be it in the States or in the Territories, by any other | 


than the parties interested in then, is the true republican 
doctrine recognized by this body.” 

Thatis, nobody but the owner of the slave must 
interfere with his right to hold him. Neither Con- 
gress nor a Territorial Legislature must interfere 
with the rights of the slaveholder in the Terri- 
tories to manage and control his slaves. That was 
It was 
submitted to the convention—fairly and boldly 
met; and I will read the vote in the convention, 


by States, rejecting Mr. Yancey’s report and res- | 


olution. Mr. Yancey enforced his report with a 
speech, which is here reported, but which is too 
long to quote, and then concluded: 


“1 now close by offering the resolutionas an amendment 
to the report of the committee. 

“Phe question was taken on Mr. Yancey’s resolution 5 
and it was, by States, rejected—36 to 216; as foliows: 

“Yeg Maryland, 1; South Carolina, 9; Georgia, 9; 
Florida, 3; Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 3; Tennessee, t; Ken- 


j tucky, 1— 36. 


“Nays—Maine,9; New Hampshire, 6; Massachusetts, 


12; Vermont, 63 Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 6; New 
Jersey, 7;. New York, —; Pennsylvania, 28; Delaware, 33 
Maryland,6; Virginia, 17; North Carolina, 11; Missis- 
sippi, 63 Louisiana, 6; Texas,4; Tennessee, 12; Ken- 
tucky, 11; Obio, 23; Indiana, 12; Hiinois, 9; Michigan, 
5; Iowa, 4; Missouri, 7; Wisconsin, 4—216.” 

` Here we find Virginia, North Carolina, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Missouri voting against the 
incorporation of the doctrine of intervention for 
the protection of slavery into the platform. They 
voted against the doctrine of Mr. Yancey’s re- 
port and resolution. Those States then had the 
opportunity of affirming this doctrine, if the 
thought it ought to be any portion of the Demo- 
cratic creed. Not‘only the States I have named— 
the border States—voted that way, but you will 
find voting against this doctrine Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Texas—the very States that have now 
seceded from the Charleston convention, for the 
reason that this same doctrine was not incorpo- 
rated into the platform. In 1848, they voted 
against putting it into the platform; in 1860, their 
delegates bolt the convention because it was not 
put into the platform. The Senate and the coun- 
try will judge who has changed on this question. 
North Carolina, through Mr. Strange, stated her 
reason for voting against this doctrine; which was, 
that the resolutions of the platform, as it stood, 
covered the entire doctrine of non-intervention by 
Congress in States and Territories. Thatis what 


| he wanted: that Congress should not intervene, 


leaving it for the Territories to do as they pleased, 
so that they did not violate the Constitution; and 
the judiciary to correct their errors if they did 
violate the Constitution. Mr. McAllister, of 
Georgia, explained that Georgia voted for the 
resolution because they did not think it went so 
far as was claimed by Mr. Yancey in his speech; 
in effect, disavowing the doctrine of intervention, 
which Mr. Yancey intended to affirm. 

Now, Mr. President, I think I have shown 
conclusively that-in 1848 the Democratic creed 
was non-intervention by Congress with slavery 
in the Territories, either for or against it; that 
Congress should not interfere either to establish 
or abolish it, or protect or maintain it—unquali- 
fied non-intervention. The Democratic party 
was committed to the doctrine. It is true there 
were individual exceptions, men who did not be- 
lieve in this doctrine of non-intervention, and the 
Senator from Mississippi was one of them. He 
supported General Cass under protest, making 
speeches for him, and protesting against his 
Nicholson letter and the doctrines contained in 
it. The Senator from Mississippi has a clean 
record, but a record outside of the Democratic 
party—a record at war with the Democratic plat- 
form—rebelling againstits principles and aquiesc- 
ing in its nomination. The Senator then, as 
now, granted no quarter to squatter sovereignty, 
but he made speeches for the squatter-sovereignty 
chief. 

I pass now, sir, to 1850, in order to show clearly 
by the record, as was stated by the Senator from 
Mississippi, that the same doctrine of non-inter- 
vention was incorporated into the compromise 
measures of 1850 against his will, and on my mo- 
tion. Wediffered then, as we differ now; heagainst 
those measures, I for them. I deem it my. duty, 
even at the risk of being a little tedious, to show 
that this doctrine was then thoroughly discussed, 
and that, after a deliberate debate, which ran over 
two months, it was affirmed by a vote of nearly 
two to one in the Senate, and incorporated into 
the compromise measures of 1850. On the 25th of 
March, 1850, the chairman of the Committce on 
Territories of this body (Mr. Doveras] reported 
two bills—one for the admission of California asa 
State; the other, to organize the Terrttorics of 
Utah and New Mexico,and to adjust the disputed 
boundary with Texas. On the 19th of April the 
Senate appointed the celebrated committee of 
thirteen, with Mr. Clay at its head, to consider 
the whole question. On the 8th of May, Mr. 
Clay, as chairman of the committee of thirteen, 
reported the celebrated omnibus bill to the Sen- 
ate, which, as your records will show, consisted 
of the two printed bills previously reported by 
myself from the Territorial Committee, with a 
wafer between them, and certain amendments in~ 
terlined in writing. One ofthe amendments, which 
wasmade in the committee of thirteen, E will point 
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out, for it involves this distinct question now in 
dispute... The bill, as it was omiginally reported 
by myself, defined the powers-of the Territorial 
Liegislature in these words: 

“ And be it further enacted, That the legislative power of 
the Territories shall extend to all rightful subjects of legis- 
lation consistent with the Constitution of the United States 
and the provisions of this act; but no law shall be passed 
interfering with the primary disposition of the soil,” &c. 


As reported from the Territorial Committee, 
the bill was silent’on the subject of slavery; the 
bill ignored the slavery question, and conferred on 
the Territorial Legislature power over all rightful 
subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti- 
tution, without excepting slavery. T'he commit- 
tee of thirteen reported this amendment to it, after 
the clause; “but no law shall be passed interfer- 
ing with the primary disposition of the soil,” by 
adding “nor in respect to African slavery ;” so 
that the committee of thirteen reported against 
the Territorial Legislature passing any law in re- 
speet to African slavery. Mr. Clay stated that 
that limitation on the Territorial Legislature had 
been incorporated into the bill against his will 
and his judgment. General Cass, in debate, made 
the same statement that it had been incorporated 
against his judgment, They were in favor of 
allowing the Territorial Legislature to act on all 
rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
Constitution, without excepting African slavery ; 
but a majority of the committee overruled them. 
When this report came in, the Senator from Mis- 
Sissippi objected to the bill, and proposed an 
amendment tọ the very section to which I refer, 
which I will ask my friend to read, with the cx- 
evap remarks of the Senator in offering it. 

Mr. PUGH. When the bill came up for action 
on the 15th of May, Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, 
said: 

“T offer the foliowing amendment: to strike out in the 
sixth line of the tenth section the words ¢ in respect to Af- 
rican slavery; and insert the words ‘with those rights of 
property growing out of the institution of African slavery as 
té exists in any of the States of the Union.” ‘The object of 
the amendment is to prevent the Territorial Legislature 
from legislating against the rights of property growing out 
of the institution of slavery.” * * * * erp 
will leave to the Territoriàl Legislatures those rights and 
powers which are essentially necessary, not only to the 
preservation of property, but to the peace of the Territory, 
it will leave the right to make such police regulations as 
are necessary to prevent disorders, and which will be ab- 
solutely necessary with such property as that to. secure its 
beneticial use to its owner. With this brief explanation I 

` submit the amendment.?? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Thusit willbe seen that the 
Senator from Mississippi objected to the bill, be- 
cause it did not contain a prohibition ou the Le- 
gislature of the Territory against legislating in a 
manner hostile to slavery. He wished the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature to have the power to protect, 
but not the power to prohibit. That was his po- 
sition. I give him the credit of having been con- 
sistent on that point. I wished to give the Terri- 
torial Legislature power over all rightful subjects 
of legislation, leaving slave property and horse 
property and every other species of property on 
an exact equal footing; leaving the people to make 
their own regulations as they pleased so that they 
did notviolate the Constitution. The Senatorfrom 
Mississippi desired an exception as to slavery, to 
the effect that they might protect it, but should 
not adopt unfriendly legislation to it, taking sla- 
very out of the category of other property. Mr. 
Clay among other things said, in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, what will now-be read. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

“Mr. GLAY. * x * * The clause itself 
was introduced into the bill by the committee for the pur- 
pose of tying up the hands of the Territorial Legislature in 
respect to legislating at all, ane way or the other, upon the 
subject of African slavery. Jt was intended to leave the 
legislation and the law of the respective Territories in the 
condition in which the act will find them. I stated ona 
former occasion that I did not, in committee, vote for 
the amendment to insert the clause, though it was proposed 
tobe introduced by a majority of the committee.. I attached 
very little consequence to it.at the time, and | attach very 
little to it at present. ` It is perhaps of no particular im- 
portance whatever. Now, sir, if I understand the measure 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi, it aims at the 
same thing. I do not understand him as proposing that if 
any one shall carry slaves into the Territory-—~although by 
the laws of the Territory be cannot take them thore—the 
legislative hands of the territorial government should be 
So tied as to prevent it saying he shall not enjoy the fruits 
of their labor. If the. Senator from. Mississippi means to 
say that—— : : 

“Mr. Davis. -Edo mean. to-say it: 

“MreCnays If the object of the Senator is to provide 
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that slaves may be introduced into the Territory contrary 
to the lex loci, and being introduced, nothing shall-be done 
by the Legislature to impair the rights of owners to hold 
the slaves thus brought contrary to the Jocal laws, F cer- 
tainly cannot vote for it. In doing so, I shall repeat again 
the expression of opinion which I announced at an early 
period of the session.” £ 
Mr. DOUGLAS. There it will be found that 
a distinct issue was made up between Mr. Clay 
and the Senator from Mississippi. The Senator 
from Mississippi insisted that the legislation of 
Congress should be so framed as to recognize the 
right of the slaveholder to go into the Territory. 


and hold his property in defiance of the local law. | 


Mr. Clay said that he would never agree to the 
recognition of the doctrine that you could carry 
slaves to a Territory and hold them against the 


lex loci, in defiance of the local law. On this dis- | 


tinct issue it was that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and the illustrious Kentuckian differed. Mr. 
Clay was against the Wilmot proviso; but he 
Was against repealing by Congress the Mexican 
laws that were adverse to slavery. He was 
against the recognition by Congress of the alleged 
right to carry slaves there, and hold them in vio- 
lation of the local law. He was against any act 
that would prevent the people of the Territories 
from deciding for themselves whether they would 
have slavery or not. In other words, Mr. Clay 
supported and sustained every vote which the 
Senator from Mississippi brings in judgment 
against mc, ¢xeept one; and that one was given 
under instructions, as the Senator from Missis- 
sippi is well aware. 

This debate shows clearly that the compromise 
measures of 1850 were intended to assert the 
principle of non-intervention by Congress with 
slavery in the Territories, Icaving the people to 
do as they pleased, so that they did not violate 
the Constitution, and leaving the courts to ascer- 
tain whether they did violate it or not. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me? 

_Mr. DOUGLAS. I cannot yield for interrup- 
tion. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well, _ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. lask my friend [Mr Puen] 
to continue the extracts from that debate, on both 
sides, a little further, in order to put them on the 
record. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

“Mr. Davis.” * a id * “Weare giving, 
or proposing to give, a government to a Territory, which 
act rests upon the basis of our right to make such provision. 
We suppose we have a right to conter power. If so, We 
may mark out the limit to which they may legislate, and 
are bound not to confer power beyond that which exists in 
Congress. If we give them power to legislate beyond that, 
we commit a frand or usurpation, as it may be done openly, 
covertly, or indirectly.” i 

To which Mr. Clay replied: 

‘Now, sir, I only repeat what I had occasion to say be- 
fore, that while I'am willing to stand aside and make mo 
legislative enactment one way or the other—to Jay off the 
Territories without the Wilmot proviso, on the one hand, 
with whieh Iunderstand se are threatened, or without an 
attempt to introduce ‘a clause for the introduction of sla- 
very in the 'Territories—while I am for rejecting both the 
one and the other, Fam content thut the law as it exists 
shall prevail; and if there be any diversity of opinion as 
to what it means, I am willing that it shall be settled by the 
highest judicial authority of the country. While Lam ton- 
tent thus to abide the result, I must say that I cannot vote 
for any express provision recognizing the right to carry 
slaves there.” 

To which Mr. Davis rejoined that— 

& Tt is said our Revolution grew out of a preamble; and 
I hope we have something of the same character af the 
hardy men of the Revolution who first commenced the war | 
with the mother country; something of the spirit of that | 
bold Yaukee who said he had a right to go to Concord, and | 
that go he would; and who, in the maintenance of that | 
right, met his death atthe ds ofa British sentinel. Now, 
> If our right to carry si n these ‘Territories be a con- 
stitational right, it is our first duty to maintain it.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. These extracts confirm the 
statement that the issue was precisely as I have-| 
stated it, and that the Senator from Mississi pi 
then took the ground that he now maintains; but: 
that Mr. Clay, the champion of the compromise | 
measures of 1850, took the opposite ground, Mr, | 
Clay, in that very speech, answered the objection | 
abont there being two constructions of this doc- 
trine of non-intervention. He was for non-inter- 
vention by Congress; no restriction upon the 
Territorial Legislature; and then leaving itto the | 
courts. to decide whether the territorial enact. | 
ments were constitutional or nat, That was the | 
position of Mr. Clay; that was the position of 
the champion of thoge measures. 


| them. £ woul 


| position then that I take now. 


The Senator from Mississippi asserted, hisright 
to go with his-property, in violation of. theJocal 
law, and. said -he was going to act.upon the -doo- 
trine of the sergeant at Lexington, who said that 
he had a right 'to..go to. Concord; and :was going. 
TheSenatorfrom Mississippi modified his stent 
ment so as to.make the language more palatable; 
but not to change the principle, to wit: that the 
Territorial Legislature might legislate‘to protect 
slavery, but’ not legislate in hostility to .it.-In 
that shape, his amendment was. rejected..: Then 
Mr. Chase, of Ohio, offered. the counter; arty to 
restrict the power, so that the Territorial Legisla- 
ture might prohibit slavery, but. not «protect :of 
tolerate it. That was: rejected by. precisely the 
same number of votes as' the proposition of thé 
Senator from Mississippi. By these. votes; tha 
Senate showed that the object of the bill was to 
leave the Territorial Legislature to do as itpleased, 
subject to the Constitution, with the courts. to 
ascertain when it violated it; but not to put any 
restriction on the Torritorial Legislature, except 
that which the Constitution imposed. 7 

Now, sir, Lam compelled, in this connection, 
to do what I dislike to do—quote. from my own 
specches, to show that I then took the position. $ 
do now in vindication of: the. ground. taken 
Mr. Clay, and in opposition to that assumed by 
the Senator from Mississippi. I will asic the Sen- 
ator from: Ohio to read that extract. : : pog 

Mr. PUGH. Upon these amendments—tlie one 
affirming the pro-slavery and the other the anti 
slavery position, in opposition to the right of the 
people of the Territories to decide the slavery ques- 
tion for themselves—Mr.:Doueuas said: ; 


“ The position that I have ever taken has been that thin 
and all other questions relating to the domestic affairs and 
domestic policy of the ‘Territories, ought to be Jeft to the 
decision of the people themselves; and that we ought to bis 
content with whatever way they may decide the question, 
because they have a much deeper interest in these matters 
than we have, and know much better what institutions suit 
them than we, who bave never been there, can decide for 

d therefore have much preferred that that por- 
tion of the bill should have remained as it was reported:trom 


| the Committee on Territories, with no provision on the sub- 
zi p! 


ject of slavery, the one way or theother:. And Ldohope yet, 
that that clause will be stricken out. Fam satisfied, sir, that - 
it gives no strength to the bill. I am satisféd, even if it did 
give strength to it, that it ought not to: be there, because it 
ts a violation of principle—a violation of that principle upon 
which we have all rested.our deteuse of the course we have 
taken on this question.” [ do not see how those of us who 
have taken the position we have taken—that of non-inter- 
vention—and have argued in favor of the right of the people 
to legislate for themselves on this question, can support 
such a provision without abandoning all the arguments 
which we used in the presidential campaign in the year 
1848, and the principles set forth by the honorable Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. Cass) iu that letter which is known as 
the ¢ Nicholson letter? We are required to abandon. that 
platform ; we are required t abandon those principles, and 
to stultify ourselves, and to adopt the opposite ductrine—~ 
and for what? In order tosay thatthe people HA the Territo+ 
ries shall not have such institutions as t ey shali deem adapted 
to their conditions and their wants. .I.do not see, sir, how 


‘such a provision can he acceptable either to the people of 


the North or the South.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, it is unne- 
cessary for mê to add one word to the extract from 
my own speech, to show that I took precisély the 
I will next ask 
my friend to read a brief extract from the speech 
of General Cass in opposition to the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi, and also to the 
amendment of Mr. Chase, of Ohio, and in favor 
of the same doctrine that I am now advocating. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Cass said, (referring to the 
amendment offered by Mr. Davis and Mr. Chase:) 


“Now, with respect to the amendments, I shall vete 
against thein both; and then I shall vote in favor of striking 
out the restriction in the bill upon the power of the terri- 
torial governments.. E shall do so upon this ground: Iwas 


li opposed, as the honorable Senator from Kentucky has de- 


clared he was, to the insertion of this prohibition by the 
ecinmittee ; f consider it inexpedient and unconstitutional. 
Ihave already stated my belief that. the rightful power of 
internal legislation in the Territories belongs tothe people,?? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. As J-have already said, the 
yote was taken on these two amendments--the one 
offered by the Senator from Mississippi; the other 
by the former Senator from Ohio—and each of 
them was rejected by a vote of, yeas 25, nays 30; 
there being precisely the same majority against 
each, Having thus rejected the two propositions, 
the one affirming the right and power of the Ter- 
ritonies to protect slavery, but not to, prohibit it; 
and the other affirming the power and duty. to 
prohibit, but not to protect, the record shows that 
Mr. Dove as moved to strike out all in the bill 
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concerning slavery; so- that the people of the Ter- ee production and gi ha and lad connected their 
Le e = A . © lestiny with H were i as com ent to judge ior 
ritories might do as they pleased, without any themselves what kiad of laws and rican wers bost 
other restriction than the Constitution. That mo- || adapted to their condition and interests, as we were who 
tion was voted down when made by myself; but || never saw the country, and knew very little aboutit. To 
subsequently, after the debate. had gone at great || question their competency to do this, was to deny their 


k + 7 capacity for self-government. If they have the requisite 
length, Mr. Clay, from his seat at the corner Of || intelligence and honesty to be intrusted with the enactment 


the Chamber, passed to mine, and said: ‘ If you || of laws for the government of white men, I know of no 
will. renew your motion to strike out that limita- |} reason why they should not be deemed competent to legis- 
tion, it will now be carried, and we shall save this late for thé negro. If they are sufficiently enlightened to 


“1499 =. <$ make taws for the protection of life, liberty, and property— 
bill.” T stated to him, that my fr iend, the Senator of morals and education—to determine the relation of bus- 
from New Hampshire, (Mr. Norr is,) NOW no || band and wife, of parent and child, I am not aware that it 
more, would not vote for the bill, unless those || requires any higher degree of civilization to regulate the 
words were out; and I thought, out of courtesy, affairs of master and servant. ‘These things are all confided 


f : by the Constitution to each State to decide for itself, and £ 
I would let him make the motion, as I had once know of no reason why the same principle should hot be 


-made it, and I would see him. At the request of |! extended to the Territories. My votes and acts have been 
Mr. Clay, I went to Mr. Norris. He made the || in accordance with these views in all cases, except the in- 
motion to strike itout. It was carried by a vote stances in which E voted under your instructions. Those 
of 32 in the affirmative to 19 in the negative; thus were your votes, andnot mine. I entered my protest against 

> 


Raed ; oak them at the time—before and after they were recorded— 
rejecting the doctrine of the Senator from Missis- |} and shall never hold myself responsible for them.” 


sippi, and sustaining the position advocated by 
myself. Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, after that 
ow, sir, I am free to say to that Senator, that speech, made under the circumstances to which I 
he and I did differ in that contest. I advocated have referred, more than halfa million co ies were 
yon-intervention then, as I do now. He fought circulated throughout the country by or er of the 
it then gallantly, as he always fights; but he was || great national committee of New ork, which be- 
defeated by a vote of nearly two to one; and 1 |} came alarmed lest the Union should be dissolved— 
was sustained; and my proposition, and not his, || & speech which was laid on the tables of Senators 
became the basis of those measures. Congress || at the opening of the session, and received a wider 
adjourned immediately after the passage of those circulation and more approval than any posch of 
measures, in the midst of .a terrific excitement, j| MY whole life. In view of these facts, } submit 
North and South. Northern agitators had in- || whether it is fair to charge me with having for the 
flamed the passions and prejudices of the northern first time at Freeport, in 1858, asserted the doc- 
people, by representing those compromise meas- trine that the people of a Territory can decide this 
ures as being measures for the extension of sla- || question for themselves? I told the people of Chi- 
very. The southern opponents of the measures |} cago, mM 1850, thatthe compromise measures rested 
had inflamed the passions of the southern people |) on the great fundamental principle that cvery peo- 
into the belief that the compromise measures were || ple ought to possess the right to manage their own 
a sacrifice of southern rights and southern honor. domestic concerns in their own way; that the peo- 
Appeals were made to the people, North and ple of-the States possessed the power, and the 
South, by northern interventionists and southern || people of the Territories ought to have it; that all 
interventionists, against those measures that had || my votes had been cast in accordance with that 
been passed by the majority—the one represent- principle, except when acting under their instruc- 
ing them as sacrificing northern rights and north- || Hons; that those votes were the votes of those who 
ern honor; the other representing them as sacri- instructed me, and not my own, and that I would 
ficing southern rights and southern honor. That || never hold myself responsible for them. Is it fair 
was the issue. for Senators to quote those votes, given under those 
I went to my own State to make my appeal to circumstances? The Legislature of Illinois was 
my own people in vindication of my course. The elected a short time afterwards. When they as- 
country knows—history has recorded—the mode sembled, they passed resolutions approving of the 
in which I was received when I landed in Chi- compromise measures of 1850, and instructing the 
cago. The City Council, filled with Abolitionists, | Senators from that State, in all new territorial or- 
had passed resolutions annulling the fugitive slave ganizations, to incorporate the principle that the 
law, instructing the police to withhold any.assist- people of the Territory should decide the slavery 
ance in the execution of the law, proclaiming it || question for themselves. 
to bea violation of the law of God and of the Thus, sir, I was sustained in my appeal to my 
Constitution. The standard of rebellion was j| own ptople in justification of my opposition to the 
raised. The public passions were inflamed. A views of the Senator from Mississippi. How was 
fugitive slave was about to be arrested, and civil || it with his appeal to his people? The country has 
war was anticipated by every man. It was not || not forgotten, and will not soon forget, with what 
a pleasant task to me to go into a public meeting || anxicty all America looked to Mississippi, to Ala- 
thus inflamed and excited and infuriated, and || bama, to Georgia, to South Carolina, to know 
tell those people that they had been deceived about || whether or not the submissionists—as the friends 
the character of those measures; that the fugitive || of those measures were snecringly called—were to 
slave law was right; that it was an act re uired || be sustained and the Union saved, or whether the 
by the Constitution of the country, which we ideas now proclaimed and then held by the Sen- 
were bound to support; that the compromise || ator from Mississippi were to become the rule of 
measures were, all of them, founded on correct || action in the southern States. I know not what 
and sound principles. History records the fact he meant; but the country understood and be- 
that I met that infuriated populace, composed of lieved, so far as I know, that the fate of the Union 
honest and intelligent, but misguided, men, and depended upon the result of those States agreeing 
that I defended cach and every one of those jj to acquiesce or not acquiesce. I do not doubt the 
measures before that people, and procured from attachment of the Senator from eae to this 
them a resolution that the fugitive slave law || Union; I do not doubt his devotion to his coun- 
should be cxecuted,and the compromise measures || try. His services in the field and in the Cabinet 
of 1850 sustained. 1 must trouble my friend to || and in the Senate, have proved his attachment; 
read a passage from my own speech before that but I do believe, that if he had been sustained in 
mecting at Chicago, in vindication of those meas- || his appeal to the people of Mississippi against the 
ures—a speech made under such circumstances || compromise measures of 1850, the Union could 
that my best friends warned me that my life would || not have been preserved. He appealed to Mis- 
pay the forfeit—and then you will sce on what || sissippi. General Foote was the standard-bearer 
principle I defended them. | of the friends of the compromise measures of 1850; 
Mr. PUGH read, as follows: i| the Senator [Mr. Davis] the standard-bearer of 
«These measures are predicated on the great funda- his own views as he has expressed them in the 
mental principle that every people ought to possess the right | Senate. The world knows the result. Missis- 
of forming ond regulating mar ove internal conceras end || sippi decided against the Senator, [Mr. Davis,] 
mesti S 1ONS IF Ow ay. was $ 5i 2 z . 2 . - 
hal hose af ous fehow-citizens who emigrated to the shores || and in favor of his opponent. Mississippi rebuked 
of the Pacific and to our other Territories, were as capable this doctrine of intervention, and placed her Foote 
ea e || Haw Alabama? There Y led 
ey t ehin em 3 and here was 10 reas! OF DEMeY- ow was it in abamasr ere ancey le 
ing that they had lost a g R ism : 
by the wayside, a E ne Tet RUS o ins || off, and was sustained by the same body of men 
ft was also believed, that after their arrival. in the country, | that lately attempted to break up the Charleston 
when they had become familiar with its topography, cli- || convention. Thesame Yancey who avowed the 


same doctrine of intervention at Baltimore in 1848, 
when it was voted down by his own party, that 
same Yancey boldly bore the flag of the interven- 
tionists of Alabama against the compromise mea’- 
ures of 1850; but Alabama, like Mississippi, told 
Mr. Yancey and his co-interventionists to obey 
the laws of the land and acquiesce in the principle 
of non-intervention as affirmed in the measures of 
1850. 

In Georgia, too, the battle raged all along the 
line, as the Senator from that State [Mr. Toomss]} 
can bear testimony. He found it necessary to 
form a union of Union men against the opponents 
of the compromise measures of 1850. The battle 
waged fiercely and savagely. You, sir, [address- 
ing Mr. Toomss,] and your associates, were de- 
nounced as submissionists because you sustained 
the principle of non-intervention, as affirmed in 
the compromise measures of 1850. They were 
not going to submit—no, not they; but when the 
election came, Georgia decided against them, and 
in favor of the compromise measures, if I recol- 
lect right, by about twenty-one thousand majority. 
Then, instead of being the fire-eaters, they them- 
selves in turn became the submissionists; but they 
submitted by compulsion of their own people. 
The people ‘of Georgia told the Senator before 
my eye (Mr. Iverson] that he must submitto the 
doctrines which he taught in his speech of 1848, 
when General Cass was the candidate for the 
Presidency. - 

So in South Carolina. Your Rhetts led the 
forces there against the compromise measures. 
The gallant and patriotic Butler, who, although 
he had opposed the measures as a Senator, feeling 
that it was his duty to sustain the constituted au- 
thorities, on the other hand, led those who were 
in favor of acquiescing in the action of Congress. 
And South Carolina herself decided against those 
men who were going to break up parties and the 
Union on this question of intervention and non- 
intervention. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. President-— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I prefer not to yield. 

Mr. HAMMOND. One single word. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well. 

Mr. HAMMOND. At the time of the passage 
of the compromise measures, Mr. Rhett was not 
in the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I know he was not. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Thequestion that arose 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must say to my friend-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
nick.) Does the Senator from Hlinois yield the 
floor to the Senator from South Carolina? — 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I cannot. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from South Carolina will resume his seat. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iamawarcthat Mr. Rhett was 
notin the Senateat that time; but Mr. Rhett’s opin- 
ions were known then as well as they are now; and 
heled the men who were not willing to submitto the 
compromise measures of 1850, and was rebuked 
by his own people, and he became a submission- 
ist perforto. Here you have the verdict of the 
American people, North and South, in favor of 
the doctrine of non-intervention. 'The southern 
interventionists, who had been defeated and over- 
thrown at home, at last came to the conclusion 
that they, too, would submit, not from choice, but 
because they could not help it; and they said then 
to us, ‘Let us reunite the Democratic party, and 
present a united front against the Abolitionists of 
the North.” We said to them: “Gentlemen, 
although yon have erred; although you have cried 
egregiously on this question, in resisting non-in- 
tervention, we will forgive you, if you will come 
up to Baltimore and acquiesce in a resolution 
establishing non-intervention for the future,” We 
received the Senator from Mississippion theterms, 
as we supposed, of acquiescence in the compro- 
mise measures of 1850, and the afirmance of non- 
intervention as the rule of the party in the future. 
We granted him “ quarter” after he had been con- 
demned, and was ready for execution —— 

Mr. DAVIS. I scorned it then, and scorn it 


now. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir; as I scorned his 
threat not to grant “quarter” the other day. 
like the spirit that animates him to scorn ‘‘quarter. KA 
But, sir, the convention at Baltimore, neverthe- 
less, did ratify and confirm these compromise 
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measures as containing the rule of action of the 
party. , He will not deny that the convention, by 
a unanimous vote, decided in favor of the com- 

romise measures; that General Pierce was nom- 
inated for President on that issue; that he was 
elected on that issue and none other; that he never 
would have been elected but for that issue; and 
the Senator from Mississippi became Secretary of 
War by virtue of the same issue. These are stab- 
born facts. He never could have been Secretary 
of War if the Democratic nominee had not been 
clected. General, Pierce could never have been 
elected or nominated if be had not stood upon the 


issuc of non-intervention by Congress with sla- | 


very in States and Territories. When the party 
came together, we, the friends of the compromise 
measures of“ 1850; we, the fricnds of non-inter- 
vention, were magnanimous and tolerant. We 
made no issues upon those who had differed with 
us; we were generous and forgiving; we did not 
remind them of their faults, nor of their humilia- 
tion. We recognized them as our equals. We 
never expected to be told that we were to be pur- 
sued to the death; and that “no quarter” was to 
be granted to us whenever you got the accidental 
power to inflict revenge. We are tolerant. If 
we succeed now, we do not propose to proscribe 
anybody because of a difference of opinion, so 
long as he remains in the Democratic organiza- 
tion and supports its nominees. 

Mr. President, having shown that General 
Pierce was nominated and elected on this princi- 
ple of non-intervention; that he stood pledged by 
every dictate of honor and fidelity to carry it out 
in good faith, I will now proceed to show how it 
was carried out in the enactment of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. At that time the Senate of the 
United States had a chairman of the Committee 


on Territories who did unquestionably reflect the | 


sentiments of the body, and of the Democratie 
party in the body. It having become necessary 
to organize the Territories of Kansas and Ne- 
braska, the Committee on Territories, through me, 
as its chairman, on the 4th of January, 1854, 
made areport to this body, accompanied by a bill. 
In this report we set forth distinctly the principles 


upou which it was proposed to organize these | 


Territories. I will ask my friend from Ohio to 
read an extract from that report, to show what 
were those principles. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“ In the judgment of your committee, those measures [the 
compromise measures of 1850] were intended to have afar 
more comprehensi 
justment of the difficulties arising out of the recent acqui- 


sition of Mexican territory. They were designed to estab- | 


lish certain great principles, which would not only furnish 
adequate remedies for existing evils, but, in all time to 
come, avoid the perils of 
ing the question of slavery from the Halls of Congress and 
the political arena, and committing it to the arbitrament 
of those who were immediately interested in, and alone 
responsible for, its consequences. With a view of conform- 
ing their aciion to the settled policy of the Government, 
sanctioned by the approving voice of the American people, 
your committee have deemed it their duty to incorporate 


and perpetuate, in their territorial bill, the principles and | 


spirit of those measures.” 
After presenting and revicwing certain provis- 
ious of the bill, the committee conclude as follows: 
t From these provisions it is apparent that the compro- 
mise measures of 1850 affirm and rest upon the following 
propositions: 


“ First. Nhat all questions pertaining to slavery in the 
Territories, and in the new States to be formed therefrom, 


> "a PET . 
are to be leit to the decision of the people residing therein, 
by their appropriate representatives, "to be chosen by them 
for that purpose. 


“Second. That all cases involving title to slaves, and | 
questions of personal freedom, are referred to the adjudica- 


tion of the local tribunals ; with the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. ] 
Third. That the provision of the Constitution of the 


United States in respect to fugitives from service is to be | 


carricd into faithful execution in all the organized 'Terri- 
tories the sume as In the States. The substitute for the bill 
which your committee have prepared, and which is com- 
mended to the favorable action of the Senate, proposes to 
carry these propositions and principles into practical oper- 


ation, in the precise language of the compromise measures i 


of 1850.7 


Mr. DOUGLAS. r s 
tracts from the report of the Committee on Terri- 
tories, that we did not propose to mislead any 


man, orto permit any man to be misled, in re- | 


gard to the principle on which the 


i proposed ter- 
ritorial action was to be based. Th 


e principles 


were distinctly set forth: first, that the slavery j 


question was to be banished. forever from the 


e and enduring effect than the mere ad- | 


similar agitation, by withdraw- : 


It appears, from these ex- | 


Halls of Congress, and remanded to the people of 
the Territories who were immediately interested; 
secondly, that all questions involving the title to 


slaves, and matters of personal freedom, were re= ji 


ferred to the adjudication of the local tribunals, 
with a right of appeal to the Supreme Court of 
‘the United States: Here non-intervention was 
established as’ an invariable rule of action; the 
Territories were to legislate as they pleased, so- 
that they did not violate the Constitution; and if 
they passed any law impairing, or injurious to, 
the rights of property in slaves, suit should be 
brought in the local court of the Territory, with 
a right-of appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States; and that we would abide the result 
of such decisions. Then the fugitive slave law 


was to be faithfully executed and carried into ef- 


fect. Can any man have an excuse for not know- 
ing that the true intent and meaning of the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska act was, that Congress renounced 
forever all right or pretext for interfering with 
slavery in the Territories, either to establish, pro- 
hibit, or protect? Remember, the questions to be 
referred to the courts were such questions as 
should arise under the territorial enactments, and 
the cases all were to go into the local courts, with 
a right of appeal. Certainly, if gentlemen did 
not understand the provisions of the bill, it was 
not the fault of the committee that reported it. 

I insist that the terms of the bill are still more 
explicit on this point. Having given notice, in 
the report, of what we intended to do, and how we 
intended to do it, and for what purpose we put the 
provision in the bill itself in language so plain that 
1e who runs may read, there can be no excuse for 
not understanding it. In the fourteenth section of 
the bill we provided: 

<< That the Constitution and all laws of the United States 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the suge force 
and effect within the said Territory as elsewhere within 
United States, except the eighth sectior. of the aet prepara- 
tory to the admission of Missouri into the Union, approved 
March 6, 1820, which being inconsistent with the principie 
of non-intervention by Congress with slavery in the States 
and Territories, as recognized by the legislation of 1850, 
commonly called the ‘compromise measures,’ is hereby 
dectared inoperative and void; it being the true intent and 
meaning of this act not to legislate slavery into any Terri- 
tory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to. leave the 
people thereof pertectly free to form and regulate their do- 
mestie institutions in their own way, subject only to the 
Constitution of the United States.” 


There you find several distinct propositions 
affirmed in the body of the bill—that is the pro- 
vision of the bill which the late Colonel Benton 
denounced as being a mere stump speech; be- 
cause the drafter of thè bill was careful enough to 
incorporate the distinct propositions which it was 
intended to carry out. We did not mean to leave 
it in doubt. In the first place, the principle an- 
nounced was, that we repealed the Missouri com- 
promise because it was inconsistent with the prin- 
ciple ofnon-intervention by Congress with slavery 
in the States and Territories, as affirmed in the 
compromise measures of 1850. There is the as- 


sertion, that the compromise measures were in- | 


consistent with intervention for any purpose; that 


it was necessary to establish non-intervention, | 


without any exception or any qualification, in 
order to carry out the principle of the compromise 
measures of 1850; and we repealed the Missouri 
compromise merely for the purpose of applying 


that principle and banishing the slavery question | 


from Congress, and remanding it to the people of 
the Territories. That was the object, the only 
object, for which we ever repealed it. Every 
Senator who voted for the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
declared by his vote that non-intervention was the 
rule in the compromise measures of 1850. He is 
estopped from denying it; and it was well un- 
derstood, at the time, that we were making an 
indorsement of the principle of the compromise 
measures of 1850; and we insisted that we would 
never repeal the Missouri restriction until we had 
that recognition. I remember well that when 
southern Senators, who had opposed the compro- 
mise measures of 1850, came to me and asked me 
to strike out the words ‘being inconsistent with 
the principle of non-intervention by Congress 
with slavery in the States and Territories, as 
recognized by the legislation of 1850, commonly. 
called the compromise measures,” I asked them 
why? They told me they had voted against the 
measures of 1850, and this seemed to stultify 


them,. by compelling them to afirm them. Isaid;: 
in these consultations, *¢ You have agreed to-wit 
draw your opposition and aéquiesce; and E must 
have. it inserted in the :bill, that we. repeal the: 
Missouri restriction only forthe purpose’ of: cars: 
rying out the principle of non-intervention;’? and: 
there. are men within the hearing: of my voice to 
whom. these reasons. were given. Tt was:-con= 
sidered as rather a bitter pill to those who had 
opposed the compromise measures of 1850; but 
we insisted that they should swallow it as thé only- 
condition on which we would pass such 4 bil 
We had the recognition of the principle, and. wo. 
had the pledge of honor ‘of every Senator who. 
voted for the Kansas-Nebraska act, thathe would 
stand by the doctrine of non-intervention. in all’ 
time to come. The Journal shows it.’ We took: 
his bond, and recorded it on the Journal; it still’ 
exists, and will-be imperishable. f as 

What celse is asserted? 

“It being the true intent and meaning of this act not to. 
legislate slavery into any State or Territory, nor to exclude’ 
it therefrom.” be 

That does not tell what the intent was, but what 
was not the intent.. What was the intent? 


But toleave the people thereof perfectly free to form. 
and regulate their domestic institutions in their own way, 
subject only to the Constitution‘of the United States.) °. 


That was the intent. Every man whé ‘voted: 
for the bill declared, on his oath, that that was the’ 
Intent: non-interventién by Congress; the pe 


ople 
|! left free to .do as they pleased, so that they did 


not violate the Constitution, and the courts to 
find out whether they violated the Constitution of 
the United States or'not; but Congress never to 
interfere in any case. That is the way we agreed’ 
to this bill. The record shows it. I have no con- 
troversy with any man who was not a member 
of the body at the time the bill passed, nor with 
any man who has changed his opinions since and’ 
will avow the change; but I assert that, beyond 
cavil, beyond dispute, beyond pretext, the object 
was, aS avowed in the bill itself—non-interven= 
tion by Congress with slavery in the States and 
Territories; and I cannot permit it’to be said, 
without reply, that non-intervention meant onl 
‘that Congress should not establish or prohibit 
slavery, and did not mean that it should not pro-" 
tect it. Sir, the record shows that it did mean that 
Congress should never interfere for any purpose, 
either to protect, prohibit, or abolish. : 
Thatvery question was raised by a Senator from 
Michigan, Mr. Stuart, while the bill was pending, 
after this proposition which I have read had been 
voted in. He said that while we had stated the 
principle correctly, still the effect of the bill would 
| be, by repealing the Missouri compromise, to re- 
vive the old French laws protecting slavery, and 
that thus we should have intervened in the very 
act of non-intervening, by reviving a law for the 
protection of slavery. That was his opinion. Mr. 
Stuart laid d the proposition as a lawyer that 
to repeal a repealing act revived the former act; 
and hence, when we repealed the Missouri com- 
promise we revived the French law that had bë- 
come void when thatcompromise was established. 
i That eminent lawyer and jurist, Mr. Badger, öf 
North Carolina, replied that Mr. Stuart had prop- 
erly stated the common law rule on that subjects. 
but that the civil lawrule was different, that where 
ever the civil law. existed, if you repealed a re- 
ealing act, it did not revive the former act, and 
ence that no amendment was necessary on that 
point. After consultation, an amendment was pre- 
pared, whichis known to the country as the Badger 
amendment, the object of which was to declare 
that Congress should not protect slavery itself, 
nor do any act by which it should be protected, 
contrary to the will of the people, that Congress- 
would not only not protect it but would notdo any- 
thing that would cause a revival of any law that 
would protect it, the object being to leave the Ter-- 
ritories a white sheet of paper, with nothing but 
the Constitution upon it, and to say to the people, 
* Go and write on it what-you please; slavery, if 
ou want it; and no slavery, if you donot wantit.” 
t was to be, in the classic language of the cham- 
pions of the measure of that day, a clean tabula 
rasa. The way we understood it, the way the 
eople understood it, was the way it reads now. 
t me call your attention to the Badger amend- 


ment, to show that that proviso was put in for the 


308 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[May 15, 


Property in Territories—Mr. Douglas. 


SENATE. 


36TH- CONG... „1st Sess. 


a 


express purpose of declaring that Congress would 
not even permit any old law which would protect 
slavery to be revived. That amendment first was 
in thé very language. that it should not reviveany 
law:-which would protect or establish slavery. It 
was modified so as to read in these words: 

“ Provided; ‘That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to revive or put in force any law or regulation, which. 
may have existed prior to the act of the 6th of March, 1820, 
either protecting, establishing, or abolishing slavery.” 

That is to say, Congress will do neither; cach 
isinconsistent with non-intervention. ‘These prop- 
ositions were all in the bill. 1 well remember 
the history of the Badger amendment. When I 
found it necessary. to put it in, to satisfy the seru- 

les of some men as to whether the repeal of the 

issouri restriction would not. revive the old 
French law, I, aSchairman of the committee, hav-. 
ing charge of the bill, went to every Senator in the 
body friendly to the measure, who was then pres- || 
ent, to know whether it was satisfactory, and that 
too, after the debate; and every single Senator, 
North and South, who was then present, and 
friendly to the bill, agreed to that amendment in 
those precise: words. I remember the Jast one 
whom I consulted. I saw Mr. Badger entering 
from the door of the cloak roomat the corner. He 
had been out, and I went to consult him. He said 
s Yes, it is right.” I suggested to him that I had 
seen évery Senator, going over all the names, who 
was friendly to the bill, andaevery one had agrecd 
toit, “ Certainly,” saidhe, “ Now,” said I, ‘who 
shall offerit?” Saidhe,“ Itought to come froma | 
southem man, A northern man brought forward | 
the repeal, and a southern man ought to bring for- 
ward the proviso against reviving the old laws for | 
the protection of slavery.” Lasked him if he would 
do it? “Certainly, sir,” said he. Te walked 
right to his desk and offered it. Pending the vote 
onthe amendment, two or three southern Senators 
came in, who were not aware of the agreement, 
and they voted in the negative; and those were the 
only negative votes, according to my recollection, 
against the Badger amendment. I say, then, the 
Badger amendment was put in for the purpose, 
and the only purpose, of declaring that, while Con- 
gress would not interfere, itwould not permit, asa 
consequence of its act, any law to be revived that 
would either protect or abolish slavery, or deprive 
the people of the right to do as they pleased on 
that question, 

Mr. President, the record is so full, so explicit 
ob this matter, that there is no room for miscon- 
struction. The only pointon which anybody dif- 
fered, so far as I know, was the simple one of the 
extent of the limitation imposed by the Constitu- 
tion on the Territorial Legislature. That was the 
point referred to the courts. Slavery was banished | 
forever from Congress; the people were to do as 
they pleased, so that they did not violate the Con- 
stitution; and if they did, the courts were to de- 
termine the extent of the limitatif imposed by 
the Constitution on their action. That was stated 
to be the object in the report accompanying the 
bill. That is shown to be the objectin the judi- 
ciary clause of the bill: giving jurisdiction to the 
territorial courts in all cases touching the title to 
slaves, or personal freedom without regard to the 
amount involved in controversy, as in other cases. 
l could take up the debates and show that it was 
understood at that time, and by cminent southern 
men, that that was the only point referred to the 
courts. I will trouble the Senate only with one 
authority on that point, and I quote kim simply 
because of his eminent character and the respect 
this body and the country have for him—I mean 
Mr. Hever, of Virginia. ` 

Mr. PUGH read the following extract from 
Mr. Huxrer’s speech of February 24, 1854: 

© The bill provides that the Legislatures of these Terri- 
tories shall have power to Iegisiate over all rightin} sub- 
jects of legislation consistently with the Constitution. And $; 
if wey shouid assume powers which are thougut to be in- ʻi 
consistent with the Constitution, the courts will decide |: 
that question wherever it may be raised, There is a differ- 
ence of opinion among the friends of this measure as to the 
extent of the limits which the Constitution imposes upon the 
Territorial Legislatures. Thi proposes to leave these 
differences to the decision ef the courts, ` T'a that tribunal i 
am willing to leave this decision, as it was Guee hetire pro- 
posed to be left by the celebrated compromise of tie © 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Clayton]—a measure whic 
cording to. my understanding, was the best compromise 
whieh was offered upon this subject of slavery. I say,. 
then, that Lam willing to leave this point, upon which the 
friends of the bill are at difference, to the decision of the |! 
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i therein—almostthe precise language of my report 


courts.”—Appendia to Congressional Globe, first session 
Thirty-Third Congress, Vol. 29, p. 224. x 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There Mr. Hunrer states 
the object of the bill as explicitly and as clearly 
as it is possible for any man holding my opinions 
to state it. The only point referred to the courts 
was the extent of the limitation imposed by the 
Constitution on the authority of the Territorial 
Legislature. I could cite more than half the body 
perhaps to’this one point, but it would only. be 
multiplying authority gna point that is too clear 
to be disputed. 

I have been quoting thus far only senatorial 
authority as to the meaning of this act. I wish 
to show now that the people of the country—yea, 
the southern people—understood the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill at that time as I do now, and as I ex- 
plained it then. I will quote. the resolutions 
óf onc sovereign State, the empire State of the 
South, a State that took the lead-in. 1850-51 in 
putting down the heresy of congressional inter- 
vention for the protection of slavery. I will ask 
my friend from Ohio to. read the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Georgia approving of the prin- 
ciples contained in the Kansas-Nebraska bill, rel- 
ative to the subject of slavery. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

Resotution in relation to the Territory of Nebraska. 

Phe State of Georgia, in solemn convention, having firmly 
fixed herself upon the principle of the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850, relating to the subject of slavery in the Terri- 
tories of the United States a final settlement of the agi- 
tation of that question, its withdrawal from the Halls of 
Congress and the political arena, and its reference to the 
people of the Territories interested therein ; and distinctly 
recognizing in those compromise measures the doctrine 
that it is not competent for Congress to impose any restric- 
tions as to the existence of siavery among them, upon the 
citizens moving into and settling upon the Territories of 
the Union, acquired, or to be hereafter acquired, but that 
the question whether slavery shall or shall not form a part 
of their gomestic institutions, is for them alone to determine 
for themselves ; and her present Executive having reiter- 
ated and affirmed the same fixed policy in his inaugural 
address : 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Georgia in General Assembly met; ‘That the 
Legislature of Georgia, as the representatives of the people 
speaking their will, aud expressing their feclings, have had 
their contidence strengtheued in the settled determination 
of the great body of the northern people, to carry out, in 
good faith, those principles in the practical application of 
them Lo the bills reported by Mr. Doveras, from the Com- 
mittee on ‘Lerritories, in the United States Senate, at the 
on, proposing ihe organization of a territorial 
goverument for the Territory of Nebraska. 

And be it further reso s Lhatour Senators in Congr 
be, and they are hereby, instructed, and our Representa- 
tives requested, to vote for and support those principles, 
and to use all proper means in their power for carrying them 
out, either as applied to the government of the Territory of 
Nebraska, or in any otber Dil for territorial government 
which may come before tiem. 

Resolved further, That his excellency the Governor he 
requested 10 transmit a copy of these resolutions to eachof 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

JOUN K. WARD, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

JOUN D. SFELL, 

President of the Senate. 

In Senate, agreed to, February 17, 1854. 

HUGH M. MOORE, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Jn House of Representatives, concurred in, February 17, 


1854. 
WILLIAM T. WOFFORD, 
Clerk. of House of Representatives. 
20, 1854: 
HERSCHEL V. JOHNSON, 
Governor. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘These resolutions were 
adopted by the State of Georgia pending the Kan- 
gas-Nebraska bill in the Senate when its provis- 
jons were well known, its features well under- 
stood; and the Legislature then stated, in the 
preamble, the principles which are embodied in 
the bill, and which were embodied in the compro- 
mise measures of 1850. They give a construction 
to the celebrated-Georgia platform, which was the 
withdrawal of the question of slavery from the 
Halls of Congress and the political arena, and its 
reference to thepeople of the Territoricsinterested 


Approved, February 


as chairman of the Committee on Territories 
when the bill was introduced. Georgia approved 
of the policy of withdrawing the question from 
the Halls of Congress, and referring it to the peo- 
ple of the Territories. She approved of that pro- 

ision which distinctly recognized the compromise 


isi 
wjoagures of 1850, and provided that the question 
whether slavery should, or should not, form a 


part of their domestic institutions, was for them 
alone to determine for themselves. Georgia hav- 


ing stated that these. principles were affirmed by 
the compromise measures of 1850—that. she ap- 
proves of these principles—instructs her Senators 
to vote for the Kansas-Nebraska bill introduced 
by myself, as chairman of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. It is undeniable that Georgia understood 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill as E understand it. She 
understood the compromise measures of 1850 as 
J understand them. These Georgia resolutions 
are as good a platform as I want. [Tam willing 
to take the preamble and resolutions adopted by 
the State of Georgia in 1854, without the dotting 
of an.i, or the crossing of a t, and declare them 


to be the Democratic platform. {hear men behind 


me say they are not. Iam. J will take the Geor- 
gia platform with its own interpretation,not mine. 
T could not usc language to express my own opin- 
ions more clearly and unequivocally than T find 
them standing on the statute-book of Georgia at 
this day as instructions to her Senators. 

The country then understood this measure asT 
now explain it; and I will show you that the 
House of Representatives, as well as the Senate, 
understood it in the same way. It will be recol- 
lected: that Colonel Richardson, of Illinois, was 
chairman of the. Committee on Territories, andy 
as such, reported the Kansas-Nebraska ‘bill in 
the House of Representatives. He explained it 
then as I do now. The reputation that he made 
during that session in the passage of this great 
measure, so commended him to southern Demo- 
crats, that when the next Congress assembled 
they presented his name as the Democratic can- 
didate for Speaker, against the Republican candi- 
date, Mr. Banks, of Massachusetts. Pending 
that election for Speaker, the southern Opposition 
members charged Mr. Richardson with not being 
sound on the slavery question, because he held to 
this odious doctrine of non-intervention, or squat- 
ter sovereignty, as polite gentlemen are in the 
habit of terming it. General Zollicoffer. pro~ 
pounded questions for the candidates for Speaker 
to answer. These questions were read from the 
Clerk’s table, and Mr. Richardson, as well as the 
other candidates, proceeded to answer, I will 
ask my friend to read the answer of Governor 
Richardson. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“Mr. Ricuarpsox. The Constitution docs not, in my 
opinion, carry the institutions of any States into the Ter- 
ritories; but it affords the same protection there to the in- 
stitutions of one State as to another. The citizen of Vir- 
ginia is as much entitled, in the common territory, to the 
protection of his property, under the Constitution, as the 
citizen of Minos; both are dependent upon the Jegistation 
of the territorial government foy laws to protect their prop- 
exty, of whatever kind if may be. Thus it will be seen, 
that though there may be upon this point a difference theo- 
retieally—involving questions for judicial decision—yet 
there is none, practically, among the friends of non-inter- 
vention by Congress, as the practical result is to place the 
decision of the question in the hands of those who are most 
deeply interested in its solution, namely: the people of the’ 
Territory, who have made it their home, and whose inter- 
ests are most deeply involved in the character of the insti- 
tutions under which they are to live.?’—Congressional 
Globe, vol. 32, part 1, p. 222. 

ir. DOUGLAS. Subsequently, but on the 
same day, January 12, 1856, in reply to a ques- 
tion by Mr. Brsenam, Colonel Richardson said: 

“JTsaid in my remarks this morning, that, in my opin- 
ion, the people of a Territory have the right cither to estab- 
lish or prohibit African slavery. I think that is an answer 
to the gentleman’s question.”’—Ibid., p. 227. 

That was the answer of Colonel Richardson 
when acandidate for Speaker, and questioned, by 


| southern as well as northern men, as to his opin- 


ions on this very question. “I was not here ai the 
time. I wag prostrate upon a sick bed, in Indiana, 
with very little prospect of ever sceing the Capi- 
tol again. ‘When Colonel Richardson’s answer 
wasread to me, I was rejoiced to hear that he had 
given a clear and explicit explanation of the true 
meaning of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, as we un- 
derstood it. The Journals show that, upon this 
answer being given, the House, on the same day, 
proceeded to the one hundred and eighth ballot 
for Speaker, and ask my friend from Ohio to read 
the names of the men voting for Mr. Richardson 
after this answer was made. 
Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


« Foy My. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bacock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, W. R. W. Cobb, Craige, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliot, English, Pawk- | 
ner, Florence, Thomas J, D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
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Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, S. S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMulin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright.” 
— Congressional Globe, vol. 32, part 1, p. 228. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The country will not besi- 
tate to recognize distinguished names on that list 
which they have been in the habit of regarding 
with great favor and confidence. Every southern 
Democrat, without exception, as shown by the 
Journal, recorded his vote for Governor Richard- 
son for Speaker after that explanation of the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill. If my memory serves mê, a 
distinguished gentleman from South Carolina, 
and others now present, had refused to vote for 
Richardson before this explanation was madc, 
and this explanation, declaring himself in favor of 
non-intervention, in favor of the rights of the peo- 
ple of the Territories to do as they pleased, was 
so perfectly satisfactory to the members from 
South Carolina and other southern States, that 
they all voted for him on the next ballot. [Laugh- 
ter, and applause in the galleries.] 

Who ever expected that, in less than five years 
from that day, you would find these same gen- 
tlemen making a test against a man because he 
held the identical sentiments which were then af- 
firmed? Iyveckon Iam about as sound on this 
question as Governor Richardson. He and I 
agree precisely in our construction of the act. He 
was the chairman of the Territorial Committee 
in one House, and I in the other; and less than 
five years ago you affirmed, cither that you ap- 
proved of Richardson’s construction, or that his 
entertaining those views constituted no objection 
to him. Who has changed since that time? Is 
it I, who now avow the principles I did then; or 
those who now denounce me for holding the same 
opinions which they then seemed to sanction by 
their votes? I make no tests with gentlemen. If 
they have honestly changed their opinions since 
that time, they should frankly avow the change. 
No man should cherish such a pride for consist- 
ency as to cling to error one moment after he is 
convinced of it; but a man, whenevcy he changes 
his opinions, ought to avow it, and give the rea- 
sons for the change, so as to remove the scales 
from our eyes also. If I can forgive all these hon- 
orable gentlemen for having changed their posi- 
tion, is it asking too much of them to forgive me 
for my fidelity to principles of action to which 
they and {I were solemnly committed within so 
short a period? 

But, Mr. President, I want to add a little more 
authority on this point. It will be remembered 
that in 1848 Alabama took the lead at, the Balti- 
more convention in asserting the doctrine of con- 
gressional intervention in the Territories. Itwill 
be remembered that in 1856 she took the Iead in 
demanding of the Cincinnati convention, as an 
ultimatum, the repudiation of the doctrine of in- 
tervention, and the adoption in its place of the 
doctrine of non-intervention. The Alabama State 
convention which appointed delegates to Cincin- 
nati in 1856, happened to be in session when the 
contest for Speaker took place between Colonel 
Richardson and Mr. Banks. ‘The Democracy of 
Alabama were looking to Washington for the 
result of that contest with intense anxiety. There 
stood the gallant Richardson, the author of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill so far as the [Louse was 
concertied, the nominee of his party, proclaiming 
to the world in bold language its true meaning; 
and every Democrat in Alabama heartily sym- 
pathized with him, and hoped that Richardson, 
the defender of southern rights, might be elected 
Speaker. The State convention, then In session, 
representing the Democracy of Alabama, felt so 
deeply upon this subject, that they deemed it their 
duty to go out of the usual routine, and pass a 
resolution of approval. I ask my friend to read 
that resolution. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the course pursued by the gallant men 
of the South.and North; in their efforts to organize the 
present Congress of the United States, by the clection of 
My. Richardson as Speaker, receives our. hearty approval. 
They have acted wisely in holding out against the designs 
of the fanatical majority to force'a Free-Soil organization 
upon them; that in their hands we can sulely ‘trust the 


ii Mr. DOUGLAS. There is some very sound 


j; changed many opinions. 


| rights of the South and the true principle of conservative 
nationality, with the confidence that they will never aban- 

don them in any triat, even amidst the confusion and terrors 

of disorganization.” = i 


| to say upon this point that it'seems the Alabama 
State convention, in 1856, did not regard-‘Colonel 
Richardson’s construction of the Kansas-Nebras- 
ka bill as so monstrous a heresy as to disqualify 
every man for office who held his opinions. It 
seems so from the fact that they indorsed the gal- 
lant Richardson and the faithful southerners who 
voted for him. This inference is confirmed b 
the fact that the same convention instructed their 
delegates to the Cincinnati convention to insist 
upon the express recognition of the doctrine of 
non-intervention by Congress with slavery in the 
“Territories as the only condition upon which Ala- 
bama would consent to be represented at Cincin- 
nati. This was the ultimatum of the Alabama 
Democracy in 1856. TI ask my friend from Ohio 
to read that part of the resolutions. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

“8, That it is expedient that we should be represented 
in the Democratic national convention, upon such conci- 
tions as are hereinafter expressed. 

‘9, That the delegates to the Democratic national con- 
vention, to nominate a President and Vice President, are 
hereby expressly instructed to insist that the said conven- 
tion shall adopt a platform of principles, as the basis of a 
national organization, prior to the nomination of candi- 
dates, unequivocally asserting, in substance, the following 
propositions: 1. The recognition and 'approvaLof the prin- 
ciple of non-intervention by Congress upon the subject of 
slavery in the Territories. 2. That no restriction or prohi- 
bition of slavery, in any Territory, shali hereafter be made 
by any act of Congress. 3. That no State shall be refused 


admission into the Union because of the existence of sla- 
4 


very therein. The faithful execution and maintenance 
| of the fugitive slave law. 

“10. ‘hat if d national convention shall refuse to 
| adopt the propositions embraced in the preceding resolu- 
| tion, our delegates to said convention are hereby positively 
instructed to withdraw therefrom.” 


and wholesome doctrine contained in these instruc- 
| tions. The Alabama delegates were to demand 
that the platform be made first, and that the plat- 
form should expressly affirm the doctrine of non- 
intervention. The Cincinnati convention acceded 
to the demands of the Alabama Democracy. I 
indorsed those propositions; Iam willing to abide 
by them now. They are a fair exposition of the 
ansas-Nebraska bill. They are identical with 
the Cincinnati platform. The Charleston conven- 
tion indorsed those identical propositions, and 
| Alabama seceded because the convention did so! 
| Alabama went into the Cincinnati convention de- 
| manding non-intcrvention as the condition on 
| which she would remain. She got it. She went 
into the Charleston convention demanding. the 
reverse of non-intervention.as the only condition 
on which she would remain. She did-not get it, 
| and she wentout. Alabamaled the boltat Charles- 
ton solely for the reason that the majority of the 
‘convention adopted the Alabama ultimatum of 
1856! I recognize the right of the Democracy of 
Alabama to change their opinions just as often as 
they please. Very few men live who have not 
Men who have more 
| regard for truth than consistency will change 
| whenever convinced of their crror. Hence I do 
riot condemn Alabama for bolting now for the 
| very reason that she assigned for going in the} 


expected that we who accepted her ultimatum then, | 
and have ever since observed itin good faith, | 
i 


should be satisficd to be denounced as enemies to | 
the South, for holding fast to the same principles 
which she then proclaimed. ` f 
I repeat, that E am willing now to stand by j 
those terms and conditions that Alabama pre- | 
scribed as her ultimatum in 1856. f mustdo this 
justice to the Democracy of Alabama: I do net} 
believe the Democracy of that State indorse or | 
approve of this attempt to break up the Demo- | 
cratic party of the Union because the party would | 


Alabama are now as much attached to the princi- 
ples of the Democratic party, as they understood | 
them themselves and proclaimed them to the | 
world, as they were in 1856. Ido not believe that 
Alabama will follow Mr. Yancey now in his mad 
scheme to break up the Democratic party in quest 
of congressional intervention any more than she į 


i Cincinnati convention in 1856; but it is not to ke || 


not change the platform. I believe the people of | 


| did in 1848, when-he attempted the same thing. | 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, E have only H- 


At this point; the honorable Senator yielded to 
a motion to adjourn... © i Let $ 
‘Wepnespay, May 16, 1860. 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. | Mr. Presidént, I feel that it 
is duc to the Senate to express miy.sincere thanks 
for the courtesy they extended to me yesterday, 
in postponing the remainder of my remarks: until 
to-day, when it was evident: that I was physically 
exhausted. I fear that I shall be under. ‘the ne- 
cessity of claiming the indulgence of the body also 
for the desultory manner,in which I shall 5 
my views to-day, and possibly for my inability 
to say all that F would [ike to have presented to 
the Senate on this question. A recurrence of a 
severe disease of tho throat, which I contracted 
some years ago, in discussions in the open air in 
vindication of the principle of non-intervention 
against the assaults of the Republican party, has 
severely affected my voice and impaired my phys- 
ical strength. However, I will proceed as Pest I 
may, to conclude what Ihave to say upon the 

question. = 

In the first place, I will answer some objections 
that have been made to my course, and some of 
the evidences that have been adduced to convict 
me of having given.a wrong construction. to the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. The first one is the action 
of the Senate, my’own vote included, upon what 
was known as the Chase amendment to the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska act, at the time ofits passage.’ It 
will be recollected that after theSenate had adopted 
the provision in the fourtcenth section of the-bill, 
which declared the true intent and meaning of the 
act to be ‘not to legislate slavery into any State 
or Territory, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to 
leave the people thereof perfectly free to form and 
regulate their domestic institutions in their own 
way, subject only to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States,’? Mr. Chase, of Ohio, offered the fol- 
lowing additional amendment, to insert the words: 

“Under which the people of the Territory, through their 
appropriate representatives, may, if they see fit, prohibit 
the existence of slavery therein.??: ty 

It will be observed that that. amendment. was 
precisely the same in its legal effect as:the one 
which Mr. Chase submitted to’ the compromise 
measures of 1850, by which ‘the people ofa Ter- 
ritory should have the power to prohibit slavery 
but not the power to introduce and protect it. The 
amendment which he offered to the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill was intended to have precisely the 
same cffect, and was the counterpart of the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Mississippi, offered as 
an amendment to the compromise measures -of 
1850, that the Territorial Legislature should have 
the power to protect, but.not to exclude or pro- 
hibit slavery. When this amendment was offered 
by Mr. Chase it stood in the position ofan amend- 
ment to an amendment. The record shows that 
Mr. Pratt, “Maryland, appealed. to Governor 
Chase to accept an additional amendment, by in- 
sorting the words “or introduce”? after the word 
“prohibit,’’ so that it would read thatthe people 
ofa Territory might prohibit or introduce slavery. 
Governor Chase’s amendment being an amend- 
ment to an amendment, the proposition of Mr. 
Pratt was out of order. Mr. Szwarp, of New 
York, made the point of order, which was.sus- 
tained by the Chair, and consequently Governor 
Chase having refused to accept the wards <‘ or in- 
troduce,”? it was not in order to move the amend- 
ment. I will have an extract read from the speech 
of Governor Pratt,.of Maryland, on that occasion, 
showing what was the understanding at the time 
of the object of Mr. Chase’s amendment. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


‘Mr. Pratt said: Mr. President, the principle which the 
Scnator from Ohio adopts as the principle of hig amend- 
ment is, that the question shall be left entirely and excla- 
sively to the people, whether they will prohibit slavery or 
not. Now; for the purpose of testing the sincerity of the 
Senator, and for the purpose of deducing the principle of his 
amendment correctly, I propose to amend it by inserting 
afier the word ‘prohibit the words‘ orinttoduce p? so that, 
if my amendment be adopted, and the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio, as so amended, be introduced as part of 
the bill, the principle which he says he desires to have tested 
will be inserted in the bill—that the people of the T'erritories 
shail have power to prohibit or introduce slavery‘as they 
may see proper. I suppose: the question will be taken-on 
the amendment which £ offer to the arendment.?? 


Mr. DOUGLAS... As I remarked, Mr. Sew- 
arp, of New York, objected to Governor Pratt’s 
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_ territorial authorities, or the people themselves, to determine 
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amendment to insert the words “ or introduce,” 
by which he was deprived. of the opportunity of 
voting on it; and Governor Chase having refused 
to accept that amendment, it left the Senate to 
vote simply on the question whether they would 
so amend the bill as to give the power to prohibit 
without the power to introduce and protect sla- 
very. That amendment was rejected because the 
words offered by Governor Pratt were not ac- 
cepted. And yet, sir, in the face of these facts, 
my vote against this Chase amendment has been 
cited-as evidence that I myself was unwilling to 
allow the people to act either for or against slavery 
in the Territories. The debate of this amendment 
shows clearly and conclusively that the under- 
standing of the framers of the bill was, that we 
were to allow the people to act as they pleased, 
so that they did not violate the Constitution, for 
or against slavery as they choose; and if their 
territorial enactments were inconsistent with the 
Constitution, the courts were to apply the rem- 
edy, but not Congress. The record shows that 
Mr. Shields, then my colleague, appealed to Gov- 
ernor Chase to accept of the amendment of Mr. 
Pratt. Mr. Shields said: 


“Jf the honorable Senator will permit, I will suggest to 
him, if he wishes to test that proposition, to put the con- 
verse as suggested by the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land, and then it will be a fair proposition. Let the Sen- 
ator from Ohio accept the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland for the purpose of testing the question.” 


1 will ask my friend from Ohio also to read 
what Mr. Senator Badger, of North Carolina, then 
said in respect to this Chase amendment. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“Mr. President, I have understood, I find, eorrcetly, the 
purport of the amendment offered by the honorable Senator 
rom Ohio. ‘The purpose of the amendment, and the effect 
of the amendment, if adopted by the Senate, and standing 
as it does, are clear and obvious. The effect of the amend- 
ment, and the designof the amendment, are to overrule and 
subvert the very proposition introduced into the bill upon the 
motion of the chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
(Mr. Doveras} Is not that clear? The position as it 
stands, is an unrestricted and unreserved reference to the 


upon the question of slavery ; and, therefore, by the very 
terms, as well as by the obvious meaning and tegal opera- 
tions of that amendment [of Mr. Pratt] TO ENABLE ‘THEM 
EITHER TO EXCLUDE, OR TO INTRODUCE, OR TO ALLOW SLA- 
very. If, therefore, the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator trom Ohio were appended to the bill in the connection 
in whieh he introduees it, the necessary and inevitable 
effect of it would be to control and limit the language which 
the Senate has just put into the bill, and to give it this con- 
struction: that though Congress leaves them to regulate 
their own domestic institutions as they please, yet, in regard 
to the subject-matter of slavery, the power is confined to the 
exclusion or prohibition of it, Tsay this is both the legal 
effect and the manifest design of the amendment, ‘The legal 
effect is obvious upon the statement; the design is obvious 
upon the refusal of the gentleman to incorporate in his 
amendment what was suggested by my honorable friend 
from Maryland, the propriety and fairness of which were 
instantly seen by my friend from Minois, [Mr. Shiclds.]” 
* ~ ie * * * * * * 


«Y have no hesitation, therefore, in saying that I shall 
vote against the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. The 
clause as it stands is ample. ft submits the whole author- 
ity to the Territory to determine for itself. That, in my 
judgment, is the place where itoughtto be put. Ifthe peo- 
ple of these Territories choose to exclude slavery, so far from 
considering it a wrong done to me or to my constituents, I 
shall not complain of it. It is their own business.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I now ask thatthe vote on 
rejecting the Chase amendment, for the reasons 
assigned in the debate which I have quoted, may 
be read. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“The que&tion being taken by yeas and nays on the 
amendment of Mr. Chase, it resulted—yeas 10, nays 36. 

Yuas—Messrs. Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Fessen- 
den, Fish, Foote, Hamlin, Seward, Smith, Sumner, and 
Wade—10, 

«“ Nays—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benja 
min, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, 
Dixon, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, 
Houston, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of lowa, Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pettit, Pratt, Rusk, Sebas 
tian, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Toucey, Walker, Weller, and 
Williams—36, 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Thus it will be seen, from || 


the record, that the Chase amendment was re- 
jected, because it did not leave the people free to | 
act on the subject, either for or against slavery, 
to introduce, protect, or prohibit, as they saw 
proper; and that these reasons were assigned at 
the time by southern men—Pratt of Maryland, | 
Badger of North Carolina, and others—for votin 
against the Chase amendment. Ifthose who citet 
this amendment, and my votes upon it, against 
me, had read the debate as well as the amend- į 


ment itself, they would have found that it proved 
precisely the reverse of that for which it was 
cited against me. 

The amendment offered by my colleague, in 
1856, to the Toomss bill, and my vote against it, 
have been cited as evidence that it was not the 
intention or the understanding of any of us, when 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill passed, to allow the 
people to act on this question. I will ask that the 
TRuMBULL amendment be also read. The bill to 
which that amendment was offered was a bill 
known as the Toombs bill, to authorize the people 
of Kansas to form a constitution and come into 
the Union as a State. It was not offered as an 
amendment toa territorial bill, but to a State bill; 
and, as an amendment to a State bill, was fixing a 
construction to a territorial bill which was to 
cease to operate by the admission of a State under 
the bill which we were then passing. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“ And be it further enacted, That the provision in the 
act ‘to organize the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska,’ 
which declares it to be ‘the trne intent and meaning of 
said act not to legislate slavery into any Territory or State, 
or to exclude it therefrom 3 but to leave the people thereof 
perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic institu- 
tions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution of 
the United States,’ was intended to and does confer upon or 
leave to the peogle of the Territory of Kansas full power at 
any time through its Territorial Legislature to exclude sla- 
very from said Territory, or to recognize or regulate it 
therein. ”? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Thus it will be scen that the 
amendment of my colleague was to declare, in the 
bill for the admission of a State into the Union, 
that it was the intent of the act of Congress or- 
ganizing that Territory, to allow the people of 
the Territory either to introduce or exclude sla- 
very as they saw proper. This amendment was 
rejected by the Senate on two grounds. One was, 
that it was irrelevant to append it to'a State bill, 
when it was declaring the intent of a territorial 
bill. The other ground was, that it was an act of 
usurpation for the Congress of the United States 
to attempt to adjudicate the meaning of that ter- 
ritorial bill; that the question what its true intent 
and meaning was after it passed, belonged to the 
courts, and not to the Senate or House of Repre- 
sentatives; and the attempt of Congress thus to 


that such was the case, E will ask to have read 
| brief extracts from various speeches which I have 
collected, showing the grounds on which the 
Trumbull amendment was opposed. I will re- 
mark, that no man intimated, pending that debate, 
that the Trumbull amendment did not contain the 
true meaning of the bill; but they said, we willnot 
by act of Congress attempt to expound a territo- 
rial act. 
Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“Mr. Cass said: Now, in respect to myself, I suppose 
the Senate knows clearly my views. 
act gave the Territorial Legislature of Kansas (ull power to 
exclude or allow slavery.’ * be x * 6 This 
being my view, I shail vote against the amendment. 

+“ Mr. Doveras said: ‘Phe reading of the amendment in- 
clines my mind to the belief that, in its legal effect, it is 
precisely the same with the original act, and almost in the 
words of that act. Hence E should have no hesitancy in 
voting for it, except that it is putting on this bill a matter 
that does not belong to it.” % iat io k 7 

“Mr. Brerer said: Now, sir, 
what the intention of the Congre: 
was not a member of that Congress. F will not vote on th 
amendment, because I should not know that my vote was 
expressing the truth. Lagree, too, with the Senator trom 
Michigan (Mr. Cass] and the Senator from Minnis, [Mr. 
Doucras,] that this is substantially the Jaw as it now cx- 
ists.” * * * * w * k * k 


(ani 


am not prepared to say 


superfluous, nugatory ; worse than that, as giving grounds 
for misrepresentation. ftleaves the subject preciscly where 
itis Jeftin the Kansas-Nebraska bill? * +o ç *o  * 

«Mr. Bayarp said: I have no objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable Senator from {inois, Mr. 
TruMBULL,} Which to me would be perfectly sufficient, in- 
dependent of any other; and that is, itis nothing more or 
less than an attempt to give a judicial exposition by the Con- 
| gress of the United Stutes to the Constitution; and I hold 
that they have no right to usurp judicial power.” 


f 

| Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill ask the reading of the 
vote on the reasons assigned in debate for giving 

| the vote, 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“The question being taken by yeas and nays on the 
amendment, resultcd—yeas 11, nays 34; as follows: 

‘* ¥eas—Messrs. Allen, Beli of New Hampshire, Colla- 
| mer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foote, Foster, Hale, Seward, 
! Trumbull, and Wade—11. , 

« Nays—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Big- 
ler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, 


d . | 
expound it was an act of usurpation. To prove | 


I believe the original ; 


ss of 1854 was, because I | 


“ Mr. Toucry stid: Now, I object to thisamendinentas | 


Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Johnson, Jones of fowa, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, 
Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Fhompson of Kentucky, 
Toombs, Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—34. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Thus it appears from the 
record that all who voted for the Trumbull amend- 
ment declared by their votes that it was the true 
intent and meaning of the act not to legislate sla- 
very into a Territory or out of it, but to leave 
the people thereof to do as they pleased, subject. 
to the Constitution. Itappears frora the debates, 
however, that all who voted against it assigned 
as a reason for the negative vote either that it was 
irrelevant, or that it was a usurpation of judicial 
power; but no one of them intimated or pretended 
it was nota true explanation of the. bill. Mr. 
Bayarp said in his remarks that 

& It is nothing more or less than an attempt to give a ju- 
dicial exposition, by the Congress of the United States, to 
the Constitution; and I hold that they have no right to 
usurp judicial power.”? 

Now what act was it that was to be a usurpa- 
tion of judicial power? It was the proposition of 
Congress to declare that, under the Nebraska bill, 
and the Constitution of the United States, the 
people of the Territory had the power to introduce 
or exclude slavery. Mr. Bavaro said that was 
an act of usurpation, an act beyond the constitu- 
tional authority of the Senate; and yet we have 
resolutions now under debate, by which the Sen- 
ate is called upon to adjudicate that identical 

uestion. The resolutions on your table provide 
that neither Congress nor a Territorial Legisla- 
ture have a right to exclude slavery from a Ter- 
ritory. That is the substance of them. The 
object of these resolutions is to ask the Senate to 
decide this very judicial question, which Mr. 
Bayarp, in 1856, denounced as beyond your con- 
stitutional authority to do. He denounced it as 
an act of attempted usurpation, and every one of 
you stood here silent and heard Mr. Bavaro give 
that denunciation to the proposition to expound 
the meaning of the Constitution on this question 
by an act of the Senate. You arc now called upon 
by these resolutions to perform that very act of 
usurpation, and decide that very judicial question 
which, by the Kansas-Nebraska act, was to be 
referred to the courts and banished from Congress 
forever; ang which you pledged yourselves by 
that act never to decide in Congress. There is 
the record. I hold you to your pledges that you 
will leave this question to the courts, where the 
Constitution leaves it, where you agreed to leave 
it, and banish it from the Halls of Congress, as 
you agreed to banish it, forever. 

The Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunver,] it 
will be remembered, in the extract that I read 
yesterday, declared that the understanding of the 
Nebraska bill was that one point was referred to 
courts, and that was the extent of the limitations 
of the Constitution on the authority of a Territo- 
rial Legislature. That was the point, the only 
point, that was agreed to be left to the courts. The 
Senator from Virginia not only made that speech 


| in 1854 on the Nebraska bill when it was pend- 


ing, but last year, when a debate arose between 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] and 
myself, on the 23d of February, the Senator from 
Virginia arose and made an explanation, and 
quoted that very extract as a true exposition of 
the meaning of the bil, and reaffirmed it as his 
existing sentiments. Now the Senate is called 
upon, in violation of the meaning and pledges of 
the Nebraska act, as defined by the Senator from 
Virginia, to decide that very question by resolu- 
tions of the Senate, which was to be referred to 
the courts and banished from Congress forever. 
ĮI submit whether this is carrying out the true in- 
tent and meaning of that act. [submit whether 
this is banishing the subject from the Halls of 
Congress; whether it is referring it to the people 
immediately interested in it, subject to the limita- 
tions of the Constitution, and leaving the court 
to ascertain the extent of those limitations. 

In the debate growing out of this Toombs bill, 
my colleague put the question to me, after it had 
been answered over and over again in previous 
speeches, whether or not a Territorial Legislature 
had the power to exclude slavery? He had heard 
my opinion on that question over and over again. 
I did not choose to answer a question that had 
been so often responded to, but referred him to 
the judiciary to ascertain whether the power ex- 
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isted, I belicved the power existed; others be- 
lieved otherwise; we agreed to differ; we agreed 
to refer it to the judiciary; we agreed to abide by 
their decision; and I, true to my agreement, 
referred my colleague ‘to the courts to find out 
whether the power existed or not. The fact that 
I referred him to the courts has been cited as evi- 
dence that I did not think individually that the 
power existed in a Territorial Legislature. After 
the evidences J produced yesterday, and the de- 
bate. just read upon the Trumbull amendment, 
no man who was an actor in those scenes has an 
excuse to be ata loss as to what my opinion was. 
But it was not my opinion that was to govern; it 
was the opinion of the court on the question arisin 
under a territorial law after the Territory shoul 
have passed a law upon the subject. Bear in 
mind that the report introducing the bill was, that 
these questions touching the right of property in 
slaves were referred to the local courts, to the 
territorial courts, with a right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. When that 
case shall arise, and the court shall pronounce its 
judgment, it will be binding on me, on you, sir, 
and on ovary good citizen. It must be carried 
out in good faith; and all the power of this Gov- 
ernment—the Army, the Navy, and the militia— 
all that we have—must be exerted to carry the 
decision into effect in good faith, if there be resist- 
ance. Do not bring the question back here for 
Congress to review the decision of the court, nor 
for Congress to explain the decision of the court. 
The court iè competent to construe its own decis- 
ions, and issue its own decrees to carry its decis- 
ions into effect. 

We are told that the court has already decided 
the questian. If so, there is an end of the con- 
troversy. You agreed to abide by it; I did. If 
it has decided it, let the decision go into effect; 
there is an end of it; what are we quarreling 
about? ‘Will resolutions of the Senate give any 
additional authority to the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States? Does it need 
an indorsement by the Charleston convention to 

ive it validity? -If the decision is made, it is the 
fw of the land, and we are all bound by it, If 
the decision is not made, then what right have 
you to pass resolutions here prejudging the ques- 
tios with a view to influencing the views of the 
court? If there is a dispute as to the true inter- 
pretation and meaning of the decision of the court, 
who can scttle the true construction except the 
court itself, when it arises in another case? Can 
you determine by resolutions here what the de- 
cision of the court is, or what it ought to be, or 
what itwill be? It bclongs to that tribunal. The 
Constitution has wiscly separated the political 
from the judicial department of the Government. 
The Constitution has wisely made the courts a 
coérdinate branch of the Government; as inde- 
pendent of us as we are of them, Sir, you have 
no right to instruct that court how they shall de- 
cide this question in dispute. You have no right 
to define their decision for them. When that de- 
cision is made, they will issue the proper process 
for carrying it into effect; and the Executive is 
clothed with the Army, the Navy, and the mili- 
tia, the whole power of the Government, to ex- 
ecute that decree. All Lask, therefore, of you is 
non-intervention; hands off. In the language of 
the Georgia resolutions, let the subject be ban- 
ished forever from the Halls of Congress or the 
pojitical arena, and referred to the ‘Territories, 
with a right of appeal to the courts; and there is 
an end to the controversy. 

Having shown conclusively what the under- 
standing of Congress was upon this question of 
the compromise measures of 1850, and the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill, I will proceed now to show 
how the President of the United States who signed 
the bill understood it. Iwill ask to have read an 
extract from the message of President Pierce of 
December, 1855. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“'The scope and effect of the language of repeal were not 
ieftin doubt. It was declared, in terms, to be * the true in- 
tent and meaning of this act not to legislate slavery into 
any Territory or State, or to exclude it therefrom, but to 
leave the people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate 
their domestic institutions in their own way, subject only 
to the Constitution of the United States.’ 

“She measure could not be withstood upon its merits 
alone. It was attacked with violence, on the false or delu- 
sive pretext that it constituted a breach of faith. Never was 


|| sage of the act. 


‘in those incipient States, or Territories, as we are 


objection more utterly destitute of substantial justification. } 
When, before, wasit imagined by sensible men, that a.regu- 
lative or declarative statute, whether enacted ten or forty 
years ago, is irrepealable; that an act of Congress is above 
the Coustitution ? - If, indeed, there were in the facts any 
cause to impute bad faith, it would attach to those only who 
have never ceased, from the time of the enactment .of the 
restrictive provision to the present day, to denounce and 
condemn it; who have constantly refused to complete it 
by needful supplementary legislation; who have spared no 
exertion to deprive it of moral force ; who have themselves, 
again and again, attempted its repeal by the enactment of 
incompatible provisions; and who, by the inevitable reac- 
tionary effcet of their own violence on the subject, awa- 
kened the country to perception of the true constitutional 
principle of leaving the matter invoived to the discretion of 
the people of the respective existing or INCIPIENT STATES.” 

“Tt is not pretended that this principle, or any other, pre- 
cludes the possibility of evils in practice, disturbed as po- 
litical action is liable to be by human passions. No form 
of government is exempt from inconveniences; but in this 
ease thcy are the result of the abuse, and not of the legiti- 
mate exercise, of the powers reserved or conferred in the 
organization of a Territory. They are not to be chargedto 
the great principle of popular sovereignty; on the contrary, 
they disappear before the intelligence and patriotism of the 
people, exerting through the ballot-box their peaceful and 
silent but irresistible power.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. There you will find that Pres- 
ident Pierce, who signed the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, speaks of it as adopting the great prineiple of 
“popular sovereignty” in the States, and also in 
the “incipient” States. What did he mean by 
the word “incipient” States? Not the States 
that were then in the Union. He unquestionably 
referred to the Territories as “incipient States,” 
and, as such, were entitled to the benefits of the 
principles of self-government in respect to their 
domestic concerns. Hence you find the word 
“incipient” States, and the words ‘ popular sov- 
ereignty,’’ as embracing the rights of the people 


in the habit of designating them. 

Here I must be permitted to comment upon a 
remark of the Senator from Mississippi, in his 
arraignment of this doctrine of non-interven- 
tion, which he chose to call squatter sovereignty. 
He said that this doctrine had its first trial on 
the plains of Kansas; that it bore its first fruits 
on the plains of Kansas; and he described its le- 
gitimate fruits as resulting in anarchy, violence, 
bloodshed,and every imaginable evil. President 
Pierce, in this message, says that those acts were 
abuses of the principle.of popular sovereignty, in 
violation of the principle of the act; and that the 
principle itself is by no means responsible for those 
abuses. J answer that allegation of the Senator 
from Mississippi by the authority of hisown chief, 
the President of the United States, under whom 
he held the high and distinguished office of Sec- 
retary of War. Nor is it improper here for me 
to express my amazement that the Senator from 
Mississippi would cite the abuses, the acts of vio- 
lence, and of fraud, that occurred in violation of 
this principle under the Administration of which 
he was a ruling spirit, as evidences that the prin- 
‘ciple that brought that Administration into exist- 
ence was a vicious and dangerous principle, I 
had supposed that the Senator from Mississippi 
had given in his adhesion to this doctrine of non- 
intervention.: I had supposed that he lookéd with 
pleasure upon the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska 
act. I had supposed that he considered that asa 
great measure of relief to the southern States of 
this Union, and that he would have becn the first 
to defend it, as in duty bound, having held office 
under the Administration that glories in the pas- 
Now we find he takes pleasure 
in citing those very abuses in justification of his 
course when he fought the principle, and as a 
verification of what he told us before the south- 
ern States agreed to acquiesce in the principle. I 
was not prepared to hear this from the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 7 

Mr. DAVIS. You do not pretend to quote it? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not pretend to quote 
the language. I pretend only to say that, in sub- 
stance, he did declare that this principle had its 
first trial on the plains of Kansas, and bore its 
first fruits upon the plains of Kansas; that it was 
accompanied with unmitigated and untold evils, 
and produced all sorts of mischief; and the infer- 
ence was that these results justified him in his 
original opposition to the principle. i 

F now pass to the next chapter in the history 
of this principle of non-intervention, which you 
will find in the proceedings of the national conven- 


tion, held at Cincinnati, in 1856. -Youalkremen 
ber that Alabama sent her delegates to Cincinnati, 
demanding that the usages of the party should be 
reversed, and thata platform should be firstmade,. 
and then furnishing the‘ultimatum which, if not 
acceded to, must be the cause for an instant with- 
drawal of the Alabama delegates from that conven- 
tion. That ultimatum. was, that the convention, 
in its platform, should recognize. the principle of 
non-intervention by Congress with slavery. inthe 
Territories. The convention yielded to the: Ala- 
bama ultimatum. . The convention incorporated 
that principle into the platform in language 80 
explicit that no one can misunderstand it. Task 
to have so much of the Cincinnati platform: read 
as announced this doctrine of non-intervention. 
Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“The American Democracy recognize and, adopt: the 


«principles contained in the organic laws. establishing the 


‘Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, as embodying the only 
sound and safe solution of the ‘slavery question,’ upon 
which the great national idea of the. people of this whole 
country can repose in its. determined conservatism of the 
Union—non-INTERFERENCE BY CONGRESS WITH SLAVERY 
IN THE STATE AND TERRITORY, OR IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

“That this was the basis of the compromise of 1859, 
confirmed by both the Democratic and Whig parties in 
national convention, ratified by the people in the election 
of 1852, and rightly applied to the organizatidn. of Terri- 
tories in 1854. E i 

“That by the uniform application: of this Democratic 
principle to the organization of Territories, and to the ad~ 
mission of new States, with or without domestic slavery, 
as they may elect; the equal rights of all the States willbe 
preserved Intact ; the original compacts of the Constitution 
maintained inviolate; and the perpetuity and expansion of 
this Union insured to its utmost capacity of embracing, in 
peace and harmony, every future State that may be consti- 
tuted or annexed, with a republican forn of government.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. There it will be found that 
the Democratic party affirmed, at Cincinnati, in 
language too explicit to admit of any possible 
misconstruction, the doctrine of non-intervention 
by Congress with slavery in the States or Terri- 
tories, or in the District of Columbia. I only 
call attention to it now so far as relates.to non- 
‘intervention in the Territories. The platform also 
declared that the same principle of non-interven- 
tion was affirmed by both parties at Baltimore, in 
1852; showing that the Democratic party under- 
stood in 1856 that the convention which nom- 
inated General Pierce—upon which nomination 
General Pierce was elected President—did‘affirm 
this doctrine of non-intervention. It declared that 
both parties (Whig and Democratic) had affirmed 
the doctrine. It declared, also, that this princi- 
ple was correctly applied in the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill; and that it was the great conservative prin- 
ciple upon which alone the peace and perpetuity 
of this Union could be sustained. —. í 

I wish it also to be borne in mind that the plat- 
form of principles was declared at Cincinnati 
unanimously, the vote being taken by States, and 
every delegation, from every State in the Union, 
was unanimous in its vote in favor of the princi- 
ple. There was no one man in Mississippi then 
protesting against it; no one man in Alabama pro- 
testing against it; no.one man in South Carolina 
protesting against it; none in Georgia; none in 
any southern State of this Union. Are we now 
to be told that a platform adopted by the unani- 
mous vote of every delegation, from every State 
in the Union, in 1856, is so unsound and sorotten 
four years after, as to justify the very States who 
dictated it then in breaking up the party, because 
we insist upon adhering to it now? ; 

But, sir, not only did the party unanimously 
affirm this doctrine in 1856, but your candidates 
nominated-at that time accepted the nomination 
on that platform, with a construction which they 
then put upon it for themselves. I will now 
show you that they then put upon that platform 
the identical construction which I haveever placed 
upon it. Task to have read an extract from the 
letter of acceptance of Mr. Buchanan, on the. 16th 
of June, 1856. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

«The agitation on the question of domestic slavery has 
too Jong distracted and divided the people of this Union, 
and alienated their affections from each other. This agita- 
tion has assumed many forms since its commencement, | 


but it now secms to be directed chiefiy to the Territories. 5 
and judging from its present character, I think we may 


| safely anticipate that it is rapidly approaching ‘ a finality.’ 


The recent legislation of Congress respecting. domestic 
slavery, derived, as it has been, from the orfginal and pure 
fountain of legitimate political power, the will of the ma- 
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jority, promises ére long to allay the dangerous excitement. 
This legislation is-founded upon principles .as ancient as 
free government itself; and in accordance with them has 
simply dcelared that the people of a Territory, like those of 
a State, shall decide’ for themselves whether slavery shall 
„or shaji. not exist within their timits.”? 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr. Buchanan not only ac- 
cepted the Cincinnati platform, but he was kind 
enough to tell the people of the United States what 
it meant, and that it meant that the people of a 
Territory, like those of a State, should decide for 
theniselves whether slavery should or should not 

- exist within their limits. There is nothing equiv- 
ocal in this language. - It is squatter sovereignty 
in its broadest sense, as the Senator from Missis- 
sippi uses that term. The people of a Territory, 
hike those of a State, shall decide for themselves 
whether slavery shall exist or not. Mr. Bu- 
chanan told the people that slavery could not ex- 
ist in a Territory unless the people of a Territory 
said so; it should exist if they said so, and-not 
otherwise. Mr. Buchanan was elected on that 
construction of the platform. Ido not ask that 
you shall now give. it that construction. Ionly 
ask that you readopt the platform, and let it con- 
atrue itself. But Mr. Buchanan was perfectly 
sound on that platform in 1856, with a construc- 
tion identical with that which is now denounced 
as a heresy. The distinguished gentleman who 
was nominated and elected Vice President on the 
same ticket with Mr. Buchanan, understood the 
platform. in the same way that Mr. Buchanan 
did. .Afler his nomination. at Cincinnati, he re- 
turned to his home in Lexington, and his neigh- 
bors assembled, as might have been expected, 
where they had such devotion to their distin- 

wished fellow-citizen, and congratulated. him on 
his*good fortune in receiving the nomination, and 
Mr. Baucxrryrives, inreply tothatcongratulation, 
made them a speech, which was published at the 
time, from which I will present an extract, show- 
ing you how he understood the Kansas-Nebraska 
bifl and the Cincinnati platform. 
Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


“ Upon the distracting question ofdomestic slavery, their 
position is clear. ‘he whole power of the Democratic 
organization is pledged to the fojlowing propositions: that 
Congress shall not intervene upon this subject in the States, 
in the Territories, or in the District of Columbia ; that the 
people of each Territory shall determine the question for 
themselves, and be admitted into the Union upon a footing 
of perfect equality with the original States, without dis- 
crimination on account of the allowance or prohibition of 
slavery.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. It seems that the Demo- 
cratic party, in its whole organization, was pledged 
to the proposition of non-intervention by Con- 
gress, and referring the question to the people of 
the Territories, That is the way I understand it. 
I stand upon that platform now. I have great 
difficulty with my political friends in harmonizing 
upon platforms, and have tendered them various 
propositions. I have tendered them the Florida 
eels of 1847, and they would not take it; the 

corgia platform of 1854, and they would not 
take it; the Alabama ultimatum of 1856, and they 
would not take it. {tender them now Mr. Buch- 
anan’s letter of acceptance in 1856; let it construe 
itself, and sec if we cannot harmonize on that; or 
I tender Mr. Brecninniper’s speech of accept- 
ance in Lexington, in 1856, and let it construe 
itself. I will not dot aniorcrossat. Gentlemen, 
will you take your own language when you ac- 
cepted and construed the platform? Tam willing 
to be accommodating. I do not insist on a plat- 
form from my speeches or my writings. I can 
pick one upall over the Senate, all over the coun- 
try, from the speeches and writings of those who 
now arraign me as not being’sound on the slavery 
question. {Applause.in the gallerics.] 

Even after the election in 1856, the same prin- 
ciple was emphatically announced and affirmed; 
for in Mr. Buchanan’s inaugural address, he de- 
elared: 

“We have recently passed through a presidential con- 
test, in whieh the passions of our fellow-citizens were ex- 
cited to the highest degree by questions of deep and vital 
importance; but when the people proélaimed their will, the 
tempest at once subsided, and alf was calm. 

«The voite of the majority, speaking in the manuer 
prescribed by the Constitution, was heard, and instant sub- 
mission followed, 


bibited so graid and striking a spectacle of the capacity of 
man for self-government 


“What a happy conception, then, was it for Congressto | 


apply this simple rule—that the will of the majority shall 


Our own country could alone bave cx- | 


govern—to the settlement of the question of domestic sla- 
very in the ‘erritories! Congress is neither ‘to legislate 
slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it there- 
from ; but to leavé the people thereof perfectly free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions in their own way, 
subject only tothe Constitution of the United States.? As 
a natural consequence, Congress has also preseribed that, 
when the ‘Territory. of Kansas shall be admitted as a State, 
it ‘shall. be received into the Union, with or without sla- 
very, as their constitution may prescribe at the time of their 
admission,? : : 

“ A difference of opinion has arisen in regard to the point 
of time when the people of a ‘Territory shall decide this 
question for themselves.. This is happily a matter of but 
little practical importance.*? 

“What a happy conception,”’ he says, *‘ for 
Congress to apply this simple rule—that the will 
of a majority shall govern—to the settlement of 
the question of domestic slavery in the ‘Territo- 
ries!” And, having applied it to the Territories, 
he says, that, “as a natural consequence, Con- 
gress has prescribed that when the Territory of 
Kansas shall be admitted as a State, it shall be 
received into the Union, with or without slavery, 
ag their constitution may prescribe at the time of 
their admission!’ So it seems that the right of 


time of admission was ‘‘a natural consequence ”’ 
of the right of the people to decide the same ques- 
tion in their territorial condition. ‘‘The point of 
time’? when the people of a Territory should 
decide the slavery question was deemed of: ‘but 
little practical importance ” by Mr. Buchanan. 
Yet the very point of time which was deemed of 
little practical importance, is now urged by his 
professed friends as sufficient for breaking up the 

emocratic party, and endangering the existence 
of the Union! i 

I speak of these things with entire respect. F 
do not bring them up for the purpose of condem- 
nation, or to place any man in a false position. 
If these gentlemen stand now where they did in 
1856, I am with them. If they do not, the ques- 
tion arisés, who has changed? If they have 
changed, I do not complain of them for it. If 
they have had new light, if they have studied the 
subject more maturely, and have honestly come 
to the conclusion that they were then in error, 
they were bound as honest men to change. But 
if that be the case, I think I have the right to ask 
that they will furnish me with those arguments 
and reasons which induced the change in their 
minds, in order that I may correct my errors too, 
if indeed I am in error. Tao not think there is 
any wisdom in the declaration that you have never 
changed an opinion. While I claim a very con- 
sistent record as a public man, I have often had 
occasion to say that I have modified my opinions 
on many questions, and take more pleasure in re- 
tracting an error than in persevering init. All I 
ask is, if it be truc that gentlemen have taken a 
| step in advance or a step backward, that they 
! will cxcuse me for not following them until they 
convince me that they ought to have taken that 
| step. 
The country has becn informed that I was re- 
| moved from the post of chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Territories, in 1858, because I uttered at 
Freeport, Ulinois, the identical sentiments con- 
tained in the speeches and letters of acceptance of 
Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Breckinridge in 1856. My 
heresy consisted in uttering the same sentiment 
then that the Senator from Mississippi bears tes- 
timony that I held and uttered in 1850; that it has 
been shown that I uttered during the debate on the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, in 1854, and in the debates 


i; many years. 
|| from the committee. I acknowledge that, if it be 
| true that my opinions were so heretical, that I did 
i not fairly and honestly represent the sentiments of 
l| the Senate on these great questions, it was right to 


t 


j! for that reason, do not charge that I have changed, 
|| when thé fact is, that you bave changed yourown 
|| opinions. You did elect me chairman of that com- 
mittee, in 1847, with a knowledge of my opinions. 
| You reélected me each year for eleven years, by a 

dge 


| unanimous vote in caucus, with a full knowle 

of those opinions. At the end of eleven years, 
you removed me for holding the identical opinions 
that I held when you had unanimously selected 
ii me. Idonot.complain of this; but Ido think that 
| fairness requires that the facts should have been 


the people to decide the slavery question at the . 


of 1856, and which I was known to have held for | 
I do not complain of my removal į 


| displace me, and puta man there who did. Ihave | 
| no complaints to make. But when you displace me | 


stated truly; and you should have said,‘ We have 
got tired of this doctrine of non-intervention; it 
does not work to suit us; it has not yielded such 
practical fruits:on the plains of Kansas as we an- 
ticipated; we have concluded toabandonitall, and 
go back to the old doctrine proclaimed by Yancey, 
at Baltimore, in 1848, and rejected by the conven- 
tion by an almost unanimous vote,” 

Now, sir, there is a difference of opinion, it 
seems, on this question, between me anda ma- 
jority of the Democratic Senators. I regret that 
difference. It would have afforded me sincere and 
genuine satisfaction if I could have continued to 
hold the same relations on this question that I 
did formerly. It was painful to me to find that 
this difference of opinion had grown up, and that 
they had determined to make this new test by 
which my orthodoxy was to be questioned, and I 
was tô be branded as a heretic. While I regrét- 
ted that determination on the part of some politi- 
cal friends here, I cannot recognize, and do not 
now recognize, the right ofa caucus of the Senate, 
or of the House, to prescribe new tests for the 
Democratic party. Senators are not chosen for 
the purpose of making party platforms. Thatis 
no part of their duty. Under our political system 
there has growh up an organization known as a 
national convention, composed of delegates elected 
fresh from the people, to assemble once in four 

ears to establish a platform for the party and se- 

ect its nominces. The Cincinnati platform was 
the only authoritative exposition of Democratic 
faith until the Charleston convention met. T have 
stood firmly, faithfully, by the Cincinnati plat- 
form, and have looked confidently to the Charles- 
ton convention to find it reaffirmed. You gen- 
tlemen who differ with me agreed to appeal to 
Charleston as the grand council that should de- 
cide all differences of political opinion between 
youand me. Lagreed, also, tolook to the Charles- 
ton convention as the representatives of the party 
assembicd from every State in the Union; and af- 
ter great deliberation, three days’ debate in com- 
mittee, and a very claborate and able debate in 
full convention, the party determined, by an over- 
whelming majority, in favor of the readoption of 
the Cincinnati platform. 

I have told you all the time during the exist- 
ence of these differences of opinion, that L wadin 
favor of the Cincinnati platform without the dot- 
ting of an é or the crossing of a i. ‘The Charles- 
ton convention affirmed the same platform. Iam 
no longer a heretic. Iam no longer an outlaw 
from the Democratic party. Iam no longer a 
rebel against the Democratic organization. The 
Charleston convention repudiated this new test, 
contained in the Senate caucus resolutions, by a 
majority of twenty-seven, and affirmed the Cin- 
cinnati platform in leu of it. Then, so far as the 
platform is concerned, I am sustained by the party 
—the only authority on earth which, according 
to Democratic usages, can determine the Demo- 
cratic creed, The question now is, whether my 
friend from Mississippi will again acquiesce in 
the decisions of his party upon the platform 
which they have adopted, or is he going to retire 
from the party, bolt its nominations, break it up, 
because the party has concluded not to change 
from its position of 1856. Are my friends around 
me here going to desert the party because the 
party has not changed as suddenly as they have? 

The country has often been told that I and my 
friends in Illinois were not acting in harmeny 
with the Democratic organization. We have said, 
in reply to that accusation, ** We will appeal to the 
national convention at Charleston and ascertain 
who constitute the Democratic party in Ilinois, 
whether it be the regular organization that sus- 
tains me, or the Federal officeholders that acted, 
with the Republicans, against me.” The Federal 
officeholders sent their delegates to Charleston. 
The regular Democratic organization, known as 
the Douglas organization—the same organization 
that returned me to the Senate; the same organiza- 
tion that beat the Republicans and the Federal of- 
ficcholders combined in 1858—sent their delegates 


| to Charleston, and the convention proceeded with 


great deliberation and impartiality and integrity 
to decide between them, and decided, by a unani- 
mous vote, that the Federal officeholders of IHi- 
nois do not belong to the Democratic -party— 
{laughter]—rejected them by a unanimous vote. 
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So far, therefore, as these “national Democrats” 

` of Illinois, who, in order to carry out Democratic 
principles, sustained the Abolition candidates, are 
concerned, the party has unanimously decided, at 
‘Charleston, that they do not belong to the party. 
The party decided at Charleston also, by a ma- 
jority of the whole electoral college, that I was 
the choice of the Democratic party of America for 
the Presidency of the United States, giving mea 
majority of fifty votes over all the other candidates 


combined; and yet my Democracy is questioned. 


{Laughter.] So far as I am individually con- 
cerned, I want no further or higher indorsement. 
I have arraigned no man. Ihave attempted to 
proscribe no man for differing with mein opinion. 

have at all times said that [ was willing to ap- 

eal to the grand council of the party assembled 
in national convention, to decide these differences 
of opinion. They have decided them; decided in 
my favor on all points—the platform, the organ- 
ization, and, least of all, the individual. That is 
the least of all; for my friends who know me best 
know that I had no personal desire or wish for 
the nomination; know that I prefer a seat in the 
Senate for six years to being President, if I could 
have the nomination, and be elected by acclama- 


tion; and know that my name never would have’ 


been presented at Charleston, except for the at- 
‘tempt to proscribe me as a heretic, too unsound 
to be the chairman of a committee in this body, 
where Ihave held a seat for so many years with: 
outa suspicion resting on my political fidelity. 

I was forced to allow my name to go there in 
self-defense; and I will now say that had any gen- 
tleman, friend or foe, received a majority of that 
convention over me, the lightning would have 
carried a message withdrawing my name from the 
convention. Ihave not lust enough for office to 
desire to be the nominee against the known wishes 
and first choice of a majority of my party. In 
1852, the instant Franklin Pierce had a majority 


vote, the telegraph carried my message congrat- | 


ulating him as the choice of the party; and it was 
read in the convention befure the vote was an- 
nounced. Jn 1856, the instant Mr. Buchanan rc- 
‘ceived a majority vote, the lightning carried my 
message that James Buchanan, having'received a 
majority of the votes of the party, in my opinion, 
was entitled to the nomination, and that I hoped 
my friends would give him the requisite two 
thirds, and then make the vote unanimous. Sir, 
J would scorn to be the standard-bearer of my 
party when [ was not the choice of the party. 
All the honors that a national convention can con- 
fer are cmbraced ‘in the declaration of their first 
choice for their standard-bearer, repeated on fifty- 
seven ballots. I ask nothing more. The party 
will go on and do what its own interest and its 
own integrity may require. 

But, sir, Udo rejoice that this good old Demo- 
cratic party, the only organization now left sufi- 
ciently national and conservative in its principles 
and great in its numbers to preserve this Union, 
has determined to adhere to the great principle of 
non-intervention by the Federal Government with 
the domesticaffairs of distant Territories and prov- 
inces, It isa pleasing duty to me to defend this 
‘glorious old party against those who would de- 
stroy it because the party will not change its plat- 
form to suit their purposes. The leadership at 


Charleston, in this attempt to divide and destroy. 


the Democratic party, was intrusted to appro- 
priate hands. No man possessed the ability, orthe 
courage, or the sincerity in his object, for such a 
mission, inahigher degree, than the gifted Yancey. 
He has a right to feel proud of his achievements at 
Charleston. -In 1848, at Baltimore, he proclaimed 
the same doctrine, and failed to get a State to stand 
by him in seceding; there his doctrines were re- 
pudiated. Roldly and fearlessly he put his protest 
on record against the doctrine of non-intervention, 
and withheld his assent to the support of the nom- 
inee, because he conscientiously believed that the 
South ought to insist on the doctrine of interven- 
tion by Congress in support of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, when the people did not wantit. Over- 
ruled by five or ten to one in Baltimore in 1848, 
overruled unanimously at Baltimore in 1852, in 
1856 he concluded that perhaps he would makea 
virtue of necessity, and submittonon-intervention; 
and he got up instructions in favor of non-inter- 
vention, and succeeded in putting it in the platform 


i southern rights. 


in 1856. Butvery soon he came to the conclusion 
that this great Democratic party was not compe- 
tent to preserve and maintain the rights of the 
South under the Constitution. He came to the 
conclusion that it was time for them to institute 
some other organization for the maintenance of 
That he was conscientious and 
sincere in his views, I do not doubt; but that 
they lead directly, inevitably, to a dissolution of 
the Union, and the formation of a southern con- 
federacy, if carried out, I think is. beyond all ques- 
tion. Doubtless many Senators have seen the 
letter of Mr. Yancey to Mr. Slaughter, of the date 


of June 15, 1858, upon the subject of ‘* precipi- | 


TATING THE COTTON STATES INTO REVOLUTION.” 
In order that the Senate and the country may see 
that I do Mr. Yancey full justice, [shall have the 
whole letter read. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

MONTGOMERY, June 15, 1858. 

Dear Sır: Your kind letter of the 15th is received. 

I hardly agree with you that a general movement can be 
made that will clear out the Augeanstable. If the Democ- 
racy were overthrown, it would result in giving place toa 
greater and hungrier swarm of flies. 

The remedy of the South is not in such a process. It is 
in a diligent organization of her true men for the prompt 
resistance to the next aggression. ft must come in the na- 
ture of things. No national party can save us; no sectional 
party can ever doit. But if we could do as our fathers did 
—organize “committees of safety” all over the cotton States 
(and it is only in them that we can hope for any effective 
movement)—we shall fire the southern heart, instruet the 
southern mind, give courage. to each other, and, at the 
proper moment, by one organized, concerted action, we can 
precipitate the cotton States into a revolution. 

The idea has been shadowed forth in the South by Mr. 
Ruffin; has been taken up and recommended by the Ad- 
vertiser, under the name of “ League of United Southern- 
ers,?? who, keeping up their old party relations on all other 
questions, will hold the southern issue paramount, and will 
influence parties, Legislatures, and statesmen. { bave no 
time to cularge, but to suggest merely. ý 

In haste, yours, &e., W. L. YANCEY. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Thatletter, it is due to Mr. 
Yancey to state, was intended as a private letter 
to his friend, Mr. Slaughter, and was published 
without his authority. Having been republished 
and severely commented upon by the editor of 
the Richmond South, Mr. Yancey addressed a 
letter of explanation to Mr. Pryor, in which he 
declared that it was a private letter, written in the 
freedom and carelessness of private confidence, 
and was subject to hostile criticism. Therefore, 
he proceeded to explain more fully what his views 
were upon the question. I have endeavored to 
obtain an entire and perfect copy of this Ictter to 
Mr. Pryor, without success. I find, however, a 
long extract, embodying probably the whole of 


its material parts, in the National Intelligencer of |} 


September 4, 1858, which, I have no doubt, gives 
a fair representation of Mr. Yancey’s opinions. 
Finding it in the Intelligencer, a newspaper so 
proverbial forits accuracy and its fairness, I doubt 
not that the extract does full justiec to the writer. 
In the forepart of the Ictter, Mr. Yancey pro- 
cecds to say that, ‘to be candid, I place but little 
trust In such States as Delawarc, Maryland, Ten- 
nessec, Kentucky, and Missouri.” He has but 
little trustin them. He then proceeds to give his 
reasons why he cannot trust them. Delaware he 
regardsasnominallyaslave State, butsubslantially 
anti-slavery. On that he differs in opinion from 
the distinguished Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Bayvary,] who thinks that Delaware has such an 
interest in slavery that itis worth while to break 
up the Democratic party on account of slavery. 
[Laughter.] But Mr. Yancey has not much trust 
in Delaware and Maryland. He cannot trust 
Maryland because, he says, she keeps Abolition- 
ists in Congress. Then, he says, he cannot trust 
Missouri, because she, for a long time, sustained 
a Free-Soiler in the Senate, and afterwards in the 
House of Represcntatives—alluding to Colonel 
Benton. Then, he says, he cannot trust Tennes- 
see, because she kept an Abolitionist here in the 
Senate so long, and reélected him; and besides, 


| he says Tennessee never had his confidence; a 


Methodist conference refused to expunge certain 
anti-slavery opinions which John Wesley had 
inserted into the ritual. He cannot trust Ken- 
tucky, because Kentucky, for so many. years, 
sustained such Free-Soilers as Clay and Crrv- 
renpen! [Laughter.] He then says: 

+ Į did not name Virginia. [Tt is true I did not discrim- 
inate between Virginia and the other border States, My 
purpose did not call for it.” 


After giving his edsons why -he‘could ‘not 
trust the border slaveholding States which [have 
named, and why he proposed’to plunge the cot- 
ton States into revolution, separating thém from 
the border slave States, he proceeds as follows: 

Mr. PUGH read the following: © 555i i = 

“Itis equally true that I do not expect Virginia ‘to ‘take 
any initiative -steps towards a dissolution of ‘the. Union, 
when that exigency shall be forced upon the. Souths: Her 
position as a border State, and a well-consideréd southern 
policy, (a policy which has been digested and undérstood, 
and approved by the ablest men in Virginia, as you your- 
self must be aware,) would seem to demand that, when 
such movement takes place by any considerable number ‘of 
southern States, Virginia and the other border States should 
remain in the Union, where, by their position and ‘their 
counsels, they could prove more effective friends, than by 
moving out of the Union, and thus. giving to the southern 
confederacy a long abolition hostile border to watch. In 
the event of the movement being successful, in time, Vir- 
ginia, and the other border States that desired it, could join 
the southern confederacy, and be protected by the power 
of its arms and its diplomacy. 

«“ Your charge that { designed to, and did, impeach the 
fidelity of Virginia, is untrac, however much of truth there 
may be in it with reference to those border States that I 
håve named.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Soit seems that, in 1858, a 
well-digested plan had been maturedandapproveđ 
by many of the ablest men of the South, and even 
in Virginia; and that by that plan it was not ex- 
pected that Virginia, and these other unsound bor- 
der States, were to go out of the Union when thë 
South was forced to dissolve—using the word 
“forced.” One would suppose that if there- was 
any such injustice to the slaveholding States as 
to force the South out, in defense of her consti- 
tutional rights, Virginia would be expected to be 
as tenacious of them as any other State; but he 
did not expect that. Virginia, Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, Missouri, Maryland, and Delaware, were 
expected, by that plan, to remain in the Union, for 
; the reason that, by so remaining, they could ren- 
der more service to those who went out than they 
could if they went out with them. A very en- 
viable position Mr. Yancey puts the Old Dominion 
in! Ile wishes to retire from you, and asks you 
i to remain with us, in order that you may annoy 
! and distract and betray us, for the benefit of those 
| that go out; and he holds out the assurance that, 
in the course of time, perhaps, Virginia and Mary- 
land and Kentucky and Tennessce and Missouri 
| may become sound cnough to be admitted into 
the southern confederacy, He is going to keep 
you on probation awhile, guarding a long aboli- 
i tion fronticr, for the benefit of the cotton States; 
| and after awhile, perhaps, if yeu do good service, 
j and so act as to be entitled to his respect and con- 
fidence, then he will admit you into this southern 
confederacy of the cotton States ! M 

Mr. Yancey tellsusof the ** well-digested plan.” 
It was not to beexccuted atonce; and inthe mean 
time all the men in the plan must preserve their 
relations in the Democrati¢ party, so as to influ- 
ence public men and public measures, and tlus 
be ready to have sorne influence by precipitating 
this result on the party, and breaking itup. Part 
| of the plan was to pretend still to be members, 
keep in the party, go into fellowship with us, 
seem anxious to preserve the organization, and 
at the proper time plunge the cotton States Into 
revolution. What was the auspicious moment, 
, that proper time, to which he alluded? Was it at 
the Charleston convention? Was that the proper 
| time? The history of the event shows that Mr, 
| Yanecy there acted up to his programme an- 


i} nounced in his letters to Slaughter and Pryor. 


He preserved his relations with his party with a 
view of exercising influence on public men and 
measures, over northern as well as southern men, 
and finally proposed an intervention platform, 
reversing the creed of the. party, and “at the 
proper time” he did precipitate the cotton States 
into revolution, and Ied them out of the conven- 
tion. ‘he programme was carried out-to the 
letter; and he did Icave in the convention those 
unsound States that he could not trust, such as 
Virginia and Tennessee and Kentucky, and Mis- 
souri and North Carolina and ‘Delaware and 
Maryland. Part of Delaware, 1 believe, followed 
him; but they came to the conclusion that Dela- 
ware was not big enough to divide. [Laughter.] 
Her champion returned back into the northern 
confederacy. Was it to keep watch, and guard 
an abolition frontier for the benefit of the cotton 


t 
| States? Is Delaware to be received into Mr. Yan- 
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cey’s southern. confederacy after a while? Will 
he consent to allow Virginia to come? Will North 
Carolina be. accepted. by him? Will Tennessee 
be permitted to come in, now that she has got rid 
of her Free-Soil Senator? Will heallow Kentucky 
to join, when such Abolitionistsas Clayand Crit- 


TENDEN have ceased to represent her? I beg the 
ardon of the Senator from Kentucky for repeat- 
ing his name in this connection. The galant 


Senator from Kentucky an Abolitionist! A Free- 

Soiler! A man whose fame is as wide as civili- 

zation, whose patriotism, whose loyalty to the 
- Constitution was never questioned by men of any 
party! [Applause in the galleries.] Oh, with 
what devotion could I thank God if every man in 
America was just such an Abolitionist as Henry 
Clay and Jonn J. Crurrenpen! [Renewed ap- 
plause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
Order! 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to God, that the whole 
American people were just such Abolitionists as 
Clay and Critrennen. [Applause in the galleries.] 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
obliged to say that a repetition of the offense from 
the galleries must be followed by an order for the 
clearance of the galleries forthwith. The Chair 
gives this notice to all persons occupying seats in 
the galleries on the assumed authority and direc- 
tion of the Senate itself. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido notsay that Mr. Yancey 
and his associates at Charleston mean disunion. 
I have no authority for saying any more than ap- 
pears in the publication of his matured plan. Sir, 
itwas said with truth that the order of battle issued 
at Cerro Gordo by General Scott a day before the 
battle, was a complete history of the triumph after 
the battle was over, so perfect were his arrange- 
ments, so exact was the compliance with his 
orders. The programme of Mr. Yancey, pub- 
lished two years ago, is a truthful history of the 
secession movement at Charleston. {have not 
the slightest idea that all those who came under 
his influence in maturing his measures, concurred 
in the ends to which these measures inevitably 
led; but what were Mr. Yancey’s measures? He 
proposed to insist upon a platform identical in 
every feature with the caucus resolutions which 
we are now asked to adopt. The Yancey platform 
at Charleston, known as the majority report from 
the committee on resolutions, in substance and 
spirit and legal effect, was the sume as the Senate 
caucus resolutions; the same as the resolutions 
now under discussion, and upon which the Senate 
is called upon to vote. 

1 do not suppose that any gentleman advocating 
this platform in the Senate, means or desires dis- 
union. 1] acquit each and every man of such a 
purpose; but I believe, in my conscience, that such 
a platform of principles, insisted upon, will lead 
directly and inevitably to a dissolution of the 
Union. This platform demands congressional in- 
tervention for slavery in the Territories in certain 
events. What are these events? In the event 
that the people of a Territory do not want slavery, 
and will not provide by law for its introduction 
and protection, and that fact shall be ascertained 
judicially, then Congress is to pledge itself to pass 
laws to force the Territories to have it. Is this 
the non-intervention to which the Democratic par- 
ty pledged itself at Baltimoreand Cincinnati? So 
long as the people of a Territory want slavery, 
and say so in their legislation, the advocates of the 
caucus platform are willing to let them have it, and 
to act upon the principle that Congress shall not 
interfere. They are for non-interference so long 
as the people want slavery, so long as they will 

rovide by law forits introduction and protection; 

ut the moment the people say they do not want 
it, and will not have it, then Congress must inter- 
vene and force the institution on an unwilling peo- 
ple. On the other hand, the Republican party is 
also for non-intervention in certain contingencies. 
The Republicans are for non-intervention just so 
long as the people of the Territories do not want 
slavery, and say so by their laws. So long as the 

eople of a Territory prohibit slavery, the Abo- 
itionists are for non-intervention, and will notin- 
terfere at all; but whenever the people of the Ter- 
ritories say by their legislation that they do want 
it, and provide by law for its introduction and pro- 
tection, then the Republicans are for intervening 


and for depriving them of it. Each of you, is for 
intervention for your own section, and against it 
when non-intervention operates for your section. 
There is no difference in principle between inter- 
vention North and intervention South. Each as- 
serts the power and duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to force institutions upon an unwilling people. 
Each denies the right of self-government to the 
people of the Territory over their internal and do- 
mestic concerns. Each appeals to the passions, 
prejudices, and ambition of his own section, 
against the peace and harmony of the whole coun- 
try. 7 ` 

Yir, Jet this doctrine of intervention North and 
intervention South become the rallying point of 
two great parties, and you will find that you have 
two sectional parties, divided by that line that 
separates the free from the slaveholding States. 

henever this shall become the doctrine of the 
two parties, you will find a southern intervention 
party for slavery, and a northern intervention 
party against slavery; and then will come the 
‘irrepressible conflict’? of which we have heard 
somuch. We-have had an illustration of what 
kind of intervention you will get whenever you 
recognize the right of Congress to intervene on 
this subject. The House of Representatives sent 
us a bill, the other day, repealing the slave code 
which was unanimously adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of New Mexico, and fastening the Wilmot 
proviso upon that Territory against the will of 
that people. That bill is now pending on your 
table, and awaiting the action this body, side 
by side with a resolution of one of the Senators 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to repeal the pro- 
hibition of slavery in Kansas Territory, with a 
view to force them to have the institution, whether 
they want it or not. 1 tell you that the doctrine 
of the Democratic party, as proclaimed in 1848 
and in 1852 at Baltimore, in 1856 at Cincinnati, 
and in 1860 at Charleston, is that we must resist, 
with all our energies, both these propositions for 
intervention. So long as the people of Kansas 
do not want slavery, you shall never force it on 
them hy any act of Congress, if I can prevent it. 
So long as the people of New Mexico do want 
slavery, you on the other side of the Chamber 
shall never deprive them of it, if I can prevent it. 
Yon, gentlemen in the Northeast or in the North- 
west, do not know what kind of laws and insti- 
tutions the people of New Mexico desire as well 
as they do themselves. Your people in the Gulf 
States, or in those cotton States that are to be 
plunged into revolution, do not know what kind 
of laws and institutions are adapted to the wants 
and interests and happiness of the people of Ne- 
braska, so well as the settlers in that Territory 
do. Our doctrine—the doctrine of the Democratic 
party as proclaimed at Charleston—is non-inter- 
ference by the Federal Government with the local 
concerns und domestic affairs of the people, cither 
in the States or in the Territories. 

But, we are told that the necessary result of this 
doctrine of non-intervention, which gentlemen, by 
way of throwing ridicule upon it, call squatter sov- 
ercignty, is to deprive the South of all participa- 
tion in what they call the common Territories of 
the United States. That was the ground on which 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] predi- 
cated his opposition to the compromise measures 
of 1850. He regarded a refusal to repeal the Mex- 
ican law as equivalent to the Wilmot proviso; a 
refusal to recognize by an act of Congress the 
right to carry aslave there as equivalent to the 
Wilmot proviso; a refusal to deny to the Terri- 
torial Legislature the right to exclude slavery as 
equivalent to an exclusion. He believed at that 
time that this doctrine did amount to a denial of 
southern rights; and he told the people of Missis- 
sippi so; but they doubted it. Now, let us see 
how far his theory and suppositions have been 
verified. { infer that he told the people of Mis- 
sissippi so, for as he makes it a charge in his bill 
of indictment against me, that I am hostile to 
southern rights, because I gave those votes. 

Now, what has been the result? My views were 
incorporated into the compromise measures of 
1850, and his were rejected. Has the South been 
excluded fromall the territory acquired from Mex- 
ico? What says the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives now on your table, repealing the slave 
code in New Mexico established by the people 


mr 


themselves? It is part of the history ofthe coun- 
try that under this doctrine of non-intervention, 
this doctrine that you delight to call squatter sov- 
ereignty, the people of New Mexico have intro- 
duced and protected slavery in the whole of that 
Territory. Under this doctrine, they have con- 
verted a tract of frec territory into slave territory, 
more than five times the size of the State of New 
York. Under this doctrine, slavery has been ex- 
tended from the Rio Grande to the Gulf of Cali- 
fornia, and from the line of the Republic of Mex- 
ico, not only up to 360 30’, but up to 380—giving 
you à degree and a half more slavery territory 
than you ever claimed. In 1848 and 1849 and 1850 
you only asked to have the line of 36° 30’. The 
Nashville convention fixed that as its ultimatum. 
I offered it in the Senate in August, 1848, and it 
was adopted here but rejected in the House of 
Representatives. You asked only up to 36° 30’, 
and non-intervention has given you slave terri- 
tory up to 380, a degree anda half more than you 
asked; and yet you say that that is a sacrifice of 
southern rights ! 

These are the fruits of this principle, which the 
Senator from Mississippi regards as hostile to the 
rights of the South. Where did you ever get any 
other fruits that were more palatable to your taste, 
or more refreshing to your strength ? What other 
inch of free territory has been converted into 
slave territory on the American continent, since 
the Revolution, except in New Mexico and Ari- 
zona, under the principle of non-intervention af- 
firmed at Charleston? Ifit be true that this prin- 
ciple of non-intervention has conferred upon you 
all thatimmense Territory; has protected slavery 
in that comparatively northern and cold region 
where you did not expect it to go, cannot you 
trust the same principle further South when you 
come to acquire additional territory from Mex- 
ico? If it be true that this principle of non-inter- 
vention has given to slavery all New Mexico 
which was surrounded on nearly every side by 
free Territory, will not the same principle protect 
you in the northern States of Mexico when they 
are acquired, since they are now surrounded by 
slave territory; are several hundred miles further 
South; have many degrees of greater heat; and 
have a climate and soil adapted to southern prod- 
ucts? Are you not satisfied with these practical 
results? Do you desire to appeal from he people 
of the Territorics to the Congress of the United 
States to settle this question in the Territories? 
When you distrust the people and appeal to Con- 
gress, with both Houses largely against you on 
this question, what sort of protection will you 
get? Whenever you ask a slave code from Con- 
gress to protect your institutions in a Territory 
where the people do not want it, you will get 
that sort.of protection which the wolf gives to the 
lamb; you will get that sort of friendly hug that 
the grizzly bear gives to the infant. Appealing to 
an anti-slavery Congress to pass laws of protec- 
tion, with a view of forcing slavery on an un- 
willing and hostile people! Sir, of all the fatal 
schemes that ever could be devised by the South 
or by the enemies of the South, that which recog- 
nizes the right of Congress to touch the institu- 
tion of slavery either in States or Territories, be- 
yond the single case provided in the Constitution 
for the rendition of fugitive slaves, is the most 
fatal. ` 

Mr. President, this morning, before I started 
for the Senate Chamber, l received a newspaper 
containing a letter written by one of Georgia’s 
gifted sons upon this guestion of non-interven- 
tion. I allude to one of the brightest intellects 
that this nation has ever produced; one of the 
most useful public men; one whose retirement 
from among us created universal regret through- 
out the whole country. You will recognize at 
once that I mean Alexander H. Stephens, of Geor- 
gia. Since the adjournment of the Charleston 
convention, Mr. Stephens has responded toa let- 
ter from his friends, giving his counsel—the coun- 
sel of a patriot—to the party and the country in 
this emergency. In the letter he reviewsthe doc- 
trine of non-intervention, and shows that he was 
originally opposed to it, but submitted to it be- 
cause the South demanded it; that it had a south- 
ern origin; is a southern doctrine; was dictated to 
the North by the South; and he accepted it be- 
cause the South required it. He shows that the 
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same doctrine was incorporated in the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, that it formed a compact of honor 
between northern and southern men by which we 
were all bound to stand. He gives a history of 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill identical with the one 
I gave to you yesterday, without knowing that 
he had. written such a letter. Mr. Stephens has 
a right to speak as to the meaning of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. No man in the House of Repre- 
sentatives exerted more power and influence in 
Securing its passage than Alexander H.Stephens. 
I ask that the whole of his letter, long as it is, be 
read, for it covers the entire ground, and speaks in 
the voice of patriotism, counseling the only course 
that, can preserve the Democratic party and pèr- 
petuate the union of these States. 
Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 


CRAWFORDVILLE, GEORGIA, May 9, 1860. 

GENTLEMEN: Your letter of the 5th instant was received 
last night, and I promptly respond to your call as clearly 
and fully as a beavy press of business engagements will 
permit. I shall endeavor to be no less pointed and explicit 
than candid. You do not, in my judgment, over-estimate 
the importance of the questions now pressing upon the pub- 
lic mind, growing out of the disruption of the Charleston 
convention. While I was not greatly surprised at that re- 
sult, considering the elements of its composition, and the 
general distemper of the times—stil], T deeply regret it, and 
with you, look with intense interest to the consequences. 
What is done, cannot be undone or amended ; that must 
remain irrevocable. It would, therefore, be as uscless, as 
ungracious, to indulge in any reflections as to whose fault 
the rupture was owing to. Perhaps, and most probably, 
undue excitement and heat of passion, in pursuit of partic- 
ular ends, connected with the elevation or overthrow of 
particular rivals for preterment, more than any strong de- 
sire, guided by cool judgment, so necessary on such occa- 
sions to advance the public good, was the real cause of the 
rupture, Be that as it may, however, what is now to be 
done, and what is the proper course to be taken? To my 
mind, the course scems to be clear. 

A State convention should be calied at an early day--and 
that convention should consider the whole subject calmly 
and dispassionately, with “the sober second thought,” and 
détermine whether tu send a representation to Richmond 
or to Baltimore. The correct determination of this ques- 
tion, as I view if, will depend upon another; and that is, 
whether the doctrine of non-intervention by Congress with 
slavery in the ‘Territories ought to be adbered to or aban- 
doned by the South. This is a very grave and serious ques- 
tion, and ought not to be decided rasbly or intemperately. 
No such small matters as the promotion of this or that in- 
dividual, however worthy or unworthy, ought to enter into 
its consideration. | It is a great subject of public policy, af- 
fecting the vast interests of the present aud the future. It 
may be unnecessary, and entirely useless, for me to obtrude 
my views npon this question in advance of the meeting of 
such convention, upon whom its decision may primarily 
devolve. I cannot, however, comply with your request 
without doing so to a limited extent, atleast. This į shall 
do. In the first place, then, I assume, as an unquestioned 
and unquestionable fact, that non-intervention, ds stated, 
has been for many years received, recognized, and acted 
upon, as the settled doctrine of the South. 
vention, [ mean the principle that Congress shall pass no 
law upon the subject of slavery in the Territories, either 
for or against it, in any way—thatthey shali not intefere or 
act upon if atall—or, in the express words of Mr. Calhoun, 
the great southern leader, that Congress shall ‘leave the 
whole subject where the Constitution and the great prin- 
ciples of selt-government place it? This has been emi- 
nently a southern doctrine. It was announced by Mr. 
Calhoun in bis speech in the Senate on the 27th of June, 
1848; and, after two years of discussion, it was adopted a 
the basis of the adjustment finally made in 1850. It was 
the demand of the South, put fprth by the South, and, since 
its establishment, has been again and again affirmed and 
reaffirmed as the settled policy of the South, by party con- 
ventions and State Legislatures, in every form that a 
people can give authoritative expression to their will and 
wishes. ‘This cannot now be matter of dispute. It is his- 
tory, as indelibly fixed upon the reeord as the fact that the 
colony of Georgia w ttied under the auspices of Ogle- 
thorpe, or that the war of the American Revolution was 
fought in resistance to the unjust claim of power on the 
part of the British Parliament. : 

I refer to this matter of history connected with the sub- 
ject under consideration, barely as a starting point—to show 
how we stand in relation to it. It is nota new question. 
it has been up before, and whether rightly or wrongly, it 
has been decided—decided and settled just as the South 
asked that it should be—not, however, without great effort 
and a prolonged struggle. ‘The question now is: shail the 
South abandon her own position in that decision and settle- 
ment? Thisis the question virtually presented by the action 
of the seceders from the Charleston convention, and the 
grounds upon which they based their action; or, stated in 
other words, it amounts to this: whether the southern States, 
after ali that has taken place on the subject, should now 
reverse their previous course, and demand congressional 
intervention for the protection of slavery in the Territories, 
as a condition of their remaining longer in the Union ? For 
J take it for granted thatit would be considercd by all asthe 
most mischievous folly to make the demand, unless we in- 
tend to push the issue to its ultimate and legitimate results. 
Shall the South, then, make this demand of Congress, and 
when made, in case of failure to obtain it, shall she secede 
from the Union, as á portion of her delegates (some under 
instructions, and some from their own free will) seceded 
from the convention, on their failure to get it granted there? 


Thus stands the naked question, as ł understand it, pre- ! 


By non-inter- | 


sented by the action of the seceders, in its full dimensions— 
its length, breadth, and depth, in all its magnitude. 

Itis presented, not to the Democratic party alone ; it is 
true a convention of that party may first act-on it, but itis 
presented to the country, to the whole people of tlie South, 
ofall parties. And men ofall parties should duly and timely 
consider it, for they may all have to take sides omit, sooner 
or later. 

it rises in importance high above any party organiza- 
tion of the present day, and it may, and ought to, if need 
be, sweep them all from the board. My judgment is against 
the demand. If it were a new question, presented in its 
present light for the first time, my views upon it might be 
different from what they are. It is known to you and the 
country that the policy of non-intervention, as established 
at the instance of the South, was no favorite one of mine. 
As to my position upon it, and the doctrine now revived, 
when they were original and open questions, as well as my 
present views, I will cite you toan extract of a speech made 
by me in Augusta, in July last, on taking final leave of my 
constituents. 1 could not restate them more clearly -or 
more briefly. In speaking of, and reviewing this matter, I 
then said: é 

“ And, as you all know, it [non- intervention] came short 
of what I wished. It was, in ny view, not the full meas- 
ure of our rights—that required, in my judgment, the en- 
actment by Congress of all needful laws for the protection 
of slave property in the Territories, so long as the territo- 
rial condition lasted: 

« Butan overwhelming majority of the South was against 
tbat position. It wassaid that we who maintained it yielded 
the whole question by yielding the jurisdiction; and that, 
if we conceded the power to protect, we necessarily. con- 
ceded with it the power to prohibit. This by no means 
followed, iu my judgment. But such was the prevailing 
opinion, And it was not until it was well ascertained that 
a large majority of the South would not ask for, or even 
vote for, congressional protection, that those of us who were 
for it yielded to non-intervention, because, though it came 
short of our wishes, yet, it contained no sacrifice of prin- 
ciple, had nothing aggressive in it, and secured, for all prac- 
tical purposes, what was wanted, that is, the unrestricted 
right of expansion over the common public domain, as in- 
clination, convenience, or necessity, may require on the 
part of our people.” i A i * Binh 

t Thus the settlement was made ; thus the record stands, 
and by it Fain still willing to stand; as it was fully up to | 
the demands of the South, through her representatives at 
the time, though not up to my own; and as, by it, the right 
of expansion to the extent of population and capacity is 
amply secured.” ` 

{n this you clearly perceive what I thinkgof the proper 
course now to be taken on the same subject. While in the 
beginning of this controversy f was not favorable to the 
policy adopted, yet F finally yielded my assent. It was 
yielded to the South—to the prevailing sentiment of my 
own section. But it never would bave been yielded if? 
had seen that any of our important rights, or any principle 
essential to our safety or security, could, by possibility, 
result from its operation. Nor would J now be willing to 
abide by it, if I saw in its practical workings any scrious 
injury to the South likely to arise from it. All parties in 
the South, after the settlement was made, gave it the sanc 
tion of their acquiescence, if not cordial approval. What, 
then, has oecurred since to cause us to change our position 
in relation to it? Is it that those of the North who stood 
by us inthe struggle from 1848 to 1850, did afterwards stand 
nobly by us in 1854, in taking off the old congressional re- 
striction of 1820, so as to have compicte non-intervention 
throughout the length and breadth of the common publie 
domain? Wag this heroism on their part, in adhering to 
principie, at the bazard and peril of their politieal lives and 
fortunes, the cause of present complaint? ‘This cannot be; 
for never wasan act of Congress so generally and so unan- 
imously hailed with delight at the South as this one was-~ 
{mean the Kansas-Nebraska act of 1854? It wasnot only 
indorsed by all parties in Georgia, but every one who did 
not agree to its just provisions upon the subjeet of slavery 
was declared to be unfit to hold party associations with any 
party not hostile to the interests of the South. What, then, 
is the cause of complaint now? Wherein has this policy 
worked any injury to the South, or wherein is it likely to 
work auy ? 

Tbe only cause of complaint T have heard is, that 2: 
intervention, as established in 1859, and carried outin lë 
is not understood at the North as itis at the South; that 
while we bold that, in leaving “the whole subject wher 
the Constitution and the great principles of scli-government 
place it,” the common Territorics are to remain open foi 
settlement by southern people, with their slaves, until oth- 
erwise provided by a State constitution. The friends and 
supporters of the same doctrine at the North maintain that, 
under it, the people of an organized Territory can protect 
or exclude slave property before the formation of a State 
constitution. ‘This opinion or construction of theirs is 
what is commonly dubbed “ squatter sovercignty.> Upon 
this point of difference in construction of what are “the 
great principles ofself government,” under the Constitution 
of the United States, a great deal has been said and writ- 
ten. We have heard it in the social cirele, in the forum, 
on the hustings, and in the halls of legislation. The news- 
papers have literally groaned with dissertations on it. Pam- 
pbicts have been published for and against the respective 
sides. Congress has spent months in its discussion, and | 
may spend as many years as they have months, without | 
arriving at any more definite or satisfactory conclusion in 
relation to it than Milton’s perplexed spirits did upon the 
abstruse questions on which they held such high and pro- 
longed debate when they reasoned 


“Of Providence, foreknowledge, will, and fate— 
Fixed fate, free will, foreknowledge, absolute— 
And found no end, in wandering mazes lost.” 


It is not my purpose now to enter the list of these dis- 


? 
£ 


putants. My own opinions upon the subject are known; 
and it is equally known that this difference of opinion, or 


| wherever the people want it. 


construction, is no new thing in the history of this subjeci 
Those who hold the doctrine that the péople of the Forè 
tories, according to the great principles of self-government, 
under the Constitution of the United ‘States, can exclude 
slavery by territorial Jaw, and regulate slave. property ‘asall 
other property, held the same’ views they now do; when we 
agreed with them to'stand on those terms. ‘This fact is also 
historical. T'he South held, that ander the -Constitutionthe 
Territorial Legislatures could not éxclude slavery--that this 
required an act of sovereignty to do. Some gentlemen of tbe 
North held, as they now do, thatthe Territorial Legislatures 
could control slave property as absolutely ds they could any 
other kind of property, and by a system of laws.could vir- 
tually exclude slavery from amongst them, or preventits 
introduction, if they chose. : « ee 

That point of difference it was agreed, by both sides; to 
leave to the courts to settle. There was no cheat, orswin- 
dle, or fraud, or double dealing in it, ` Et was a fair, honor- 
able, and constitutional adjustment of the difference.’ No 
assertion or declaration by Congress, one way or the other, 
could have afiected the question in the Jeast degree’; for 
ifthe people, according to “ the great principles of sel gove 
ernment” under the Constitution, have the right contended 
for by those who espouse that side of the argument, then 
Congress could not and cannot deprive them orit. And if 
Congress did not have, or does not have, the power to ex- 
clude slavery from a ‘Territory, as those on our side con- 
tended and still contend they have not, then they could not 
and did not confer it upon the Territorial Legislatures. We 
of the South held that Congress had not the power to ex- 
clude, and could not delegate a power they did not possess 
—also, that the people had not the power to exclude under 
the Constitution, and therefore the mutual agreement was 
to take the subject out of Congress, and leave the question 
of the power of the people where the Constitution had 
placed it—with the courts. This is the whole otit- The 
question in dispute is a judicial one, and no-act-of Con- 
gress, nor any resolution of any party convention, can: in 
any way affvet it, unless we first abandon the position of 
non-intervention by Congress. i oa 

But it seems exceedingly strange to me, that the people 
of the South should, at this late day, begin to find fault with 
this northern construction, as it is termed—especiaily since 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Dred Scott. 
in this connection 1 may be permitted to say that T have 
read with decp interest the debates of the Charleston con- 
vention, and particularly the able, logical, and eloquent 
speech.of Hon. William L. Yancey, of Alabama. {t was, 
decidedly, the strongest argument [have seen on his side 
of the question. But its greatest power was shown in its 
complete answer to itself. Never did a man with greater 
clearness demonstrate that ‘ squatter sovereignty,’? the bug- 
bear of the day, is notin the Kansas bill, all that has been 
said to the contrary notwithstanding. This he put beyond 
the power of refutation. But he stopped not there; he 
went on, and by reference to the decision of the Supreme 
Court alluded to, he showed conclusively, in a most pointed 
and thrilling climax, that this most frightful doctrine could 
not, by possibility, be in it, or in any other territorial bill— 
that itis a constitutional impossibility. With the same 
maater-hand he showed that the doctrine of “ squatter sov- 
ereignty” is not in the Cincinnati. platform; then, why 
should we of the South now complain of non-intervention, 
or ask a ghange of platform? 

What else have we to do but to insist upon our allies to 
stand to their agreement? Would it not have been much 
more natural to look for flinching on their side than on ours?. 
Why should we desire or want any other platform of prin- 


| ciples than that adopted at Cincinnati? If those who stood 


with us on it, in the contest of 1855, are willing still to stand 
on it, why should we not be equally willing? For my life 
I cannot sce, unless we are determined to havea quarrel 
with the North anyhow on general account. If-so, in be- 
half of common sense, Iet us put it upon more tenable 
grounds! ‘hese are abundant. For our own characters 
„sake, let us make it upon the aggressive acts of our enemies, 
rather than any supposed shortcomings of our friends, who 
have stood by as so steadfastly in so manuy constitutional 
struggles. In the name of patriotisin and honor, let us not 
make it upon a point which may so diréctly subject us to 
the charge of breach of plighted faith. Whatever may be- 
fall us, let us ever be found, by friend or fo¢, as good.as our 
word.’ These are my views, frankly and earnestly given. 
‘The great question then is, shall we stand by our prin- 
ciples, or shall we, cutting loose from our moorings, where 
we have been safely anchored so many years, hunch out 
again into unknown seas, upon new and perilous adven- 
tures, under the guide and pilotage of those who prove 
themselves to have no more fixedness of purpose, or sta- 
bility as to objects or policy, than the shifting winds by 
which we shall be driven? jet this question be decided 
by the convention, and decided with that, wisdoni, cool- 
ness, and forecast whieh become statesmen and patriots. 


| As for myself, I can say, whatever may be the course of 


future events, my judgment in this crisis is, that we should 
stand by our principles * through woe?’ as well as ** through 
weal,” and maintain them in good faith, now and always, 
if need be, until they, we, and the Republic, perish together 
ina common ruin. [see noinjury that can possibly arise 
tous from them—not even if the constitutional impossi+ 
bility of their containing ‘squatter sovereignty’? did not 
exist, as has been conclusively demonstrated. For, if it 
did existin them, and were all that its most ardent advo- 
cates claim for it, no serious practical danger to us could 
result from it. 

Even according to their doctrine,. we have the unre- 
stricted right of expansion to the extent of population. ‘They 
hold that slavery can and. will go, under its operation, 
Squatters carried it to Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Missouri, Alabama, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas, without any law to protect it, and to ‘Pexas 
against a law prohibiting it, and they will carry itto all 
countries where climate, soil, production, and population 
will allow. These are the natural laws that will regulate 
it under non-intervention, according to their construction; 
and no act of Congress can carry it into any Territory 
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against these laws, any more than it could make the rivers 
yun.to the mountains, instead of the sea. If we have not 
enough of the. right. sort of population to compete longer 
with the North in the colonization of new Territories and 
States, this deficiency can never be supplied by any such 
act of Congress as that now asked for. The attempt would 
be.as vain as that of Xerxes: to control the waters of the 
Hellespont by whipping them in his rage. x 

The times, as you intimate, do indeed portend evil. 
But I bave no fears for the institution of slavery, either in 
the Union or out of it; if our people are but true to them- 
selves: true, stable, and loyal to fixed principles and set- 
tled policy; and if they are not thus true, I have little hope 
of anything good, whether the present Union lasts ora new 
one be formed. There is, in my judgment, nothing to fear 
from the. ‘irrepressible conflict,” of which we hear so 
much. Slavery rests upon great truths, which can never 
be successfully assailed by reason or argument. It bas grown 
stronger in the minds of men the more it has been discussed, 
and it will still grow stronger as the discussion proceeds, 
and time rolls on. Truth is omnipotent, and must prevail. 
We have only to maintain the truth with firmness, and 
wield it aright. . Our system rests upon an impregnable ba- 
sis, that can and will defy all assaults from without. My 
greatest apprehension is trom causes within—tcre lies the 
greatest danger. We have grown luxuriant in the exuber- 
ances of. our well-being and unparalleled prosperity. 

There is a tendency everywhere, not only at the North, 
but at the South, to strife, dissension, disorder, and an- 
archy.. [tis against this tendency that the sober-minded 
and reflecting men everywhere should now be called upon 
to.guard. 

My opinion, then, is, that delegates ought to be sent to 
the adjourned convention at Baltimore. The demand made 
at Charléston by the seceders ought not to be insisted upon. 
Harmony being restored on this point, a nomination can 
doubtless be made of some man whom the party every- 
where can support, with the same zeal and the same ar- 
dor with which they entered and waged the contest in 1856, 
when the same principles were involved. 

If, in this, there be a failure, let the responsibility not 
rest upon us. Let our hands be clear of all blame. Let 
there be no cause for casting censure at our door. If, in 
the end, the great nationa) Democratic party—the strong 
ligament, which has so long bound and held the Union to- 
gether, shaped its policy and controlled its destinies, and 
to which we have so often looked with a hope that seldom 
failed, as the only party North on which to rely in the most 
trying hours when constitutional rights were in peril, gocs 
down--Iet it not be said to us, in the midst of the disasters 
that may ensue, t you did it! In any and every event, 
let not the reproach of-Punic faith rest upon our name. If 
everything else has to go down, let our untarnished honor, 
at least, survive the wreck. 


ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Stephens has given a 
true, veritable history of the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850 and of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, as 
understood by the supporters of the measures 
when they were passed. He has stated fairly and 
truly the points of difference between us, which 

oints were to be left to the courts to decide; and 
he has said, what I think he was bound to-say as 
apatriotand a Democrat, that the Cincinnati plat- 
form is all that the South ought to ask or has a 
right to ask, or that her interests require in this 
emergency. On that platform the party carr re- 
main aunit, and present an invincible and irresist- 
ible front to the Republican or Abolition phalanx 
at the North. Se certain as you abandon non- 
intervention and substitute intervention, just so 
certain you yield a power into their hands that 
will sweep the Democratic party from the face of 
the globe. $ 

Sir, I believe that the safety, the peace, the 
highest interests of this country require the pres- 
ervation intact of the Democratic party on its old 
creed and its old platform. Whenever you depart 
from that platform, which was adopted unani- 
mously, you never will get unanimity in the form- 
ation of another. The only objection I have heard 
urged against that platform is that it is suscepti- 
ble of two constructions, when, in point of fact, 
there arc no two constructions—there can be none 
on any one of the political issues contained in it. 
The only difference of opinion arising out of that 
platforin is on the judicial question, about which 
we agreed to differ—which we never did decide; 
because, under the Constitution, no tribunal on 
earth but the Supreme Court could decide it. We 
differ only as to what the decision of the court 
will be; not as to whether we will obcy it when 
made. How can you determine that question by 
a platform? It has been suggested that this diffi- 
culty was all to be reconciled by the adoption ofa 
resolution which I find in the papers under the 
title of the Tennessee platform. ‘Will my friend 
read it? 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows: 

“ Resolved; Thatall citizens of the United States have an 
equal right to settle with their property in the ‘Verritories, 
and that under the decisions of the Supreme Court, which 
we recognize asan exposition of the Constitution, neither 


their rights of person or property can be destroyed or im- 
paired by congressional or territorial legislation.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. We have-had predictions 
that the party was to be reunited by the adoption 
of that resolution. The only objection that I have 
to itis that it is liable to two constructions, and 
certainly and inevitably will receive two, directly 
the opposite of each other, and each will be main- 
tained with equal pertinacity. The resolution 
contains; in my opinion, two truisms, and, fairly 
considered, no man can question them. They 
are: first, that every citizen of the United States 
has an equal right in the Territories; that what- 
ever right the citizen of one State has, may be 
enjoyed by the citizens.of all the States; that 
whatever property the citizen of one State may 
carry there, the citizens of allthe States may carry; 
and on whatever terms the citizens of one State 
can hold it and have it protected, the citizens of 
all States can hold itand have it protected, without 
deciding what the rightis, which still remains for 
decision. The sccond proposition is, that aright 
of person or property secured by the Constitution 
cannot be taken away either by act of Congress or 
of the Territorial Legislature. Who ever dreamed 
that cither Congress or a Territorial Legislature, 
or any other legislative body on earth, could de- 
stroy or impair any right guarantied or secured 
by the Constitution? No man that I know of. 
This resolution leaves the same point open that 
remains open for the courts under the Cincinnati 

latform, and under the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 

Ly objection is that it bears upon its face the 
evidence that itis to be construed in two oppo- 
site ways in the different sections of the Union. 
‘I want no double dealing or double construction. 
I am willing to stand on the Cincinnati platform, 
as you agreed to it, and as it was reénacted at 
Charleston. I will give it the same construction 
I have always given to it; you may give it yours. 
We differ only on a law point; let the court de- 
cide that, afd I only ask that you will bow to the 
decision of the court with the same submission 
that F shall, and carry it out with the same good 
faith. I want no new issue. I want no new test. 
I will make none on you, and I will permit you 
to make none on me. 

We are told that the party must be preserved. 
I agree that the best interests of the country re- 
quire that it should be preserved in its integrity. 
How can that be done, except by abiding by its 
decisions? The party has pronounced its author- 
itative voice on the very points at issue between 
you and me. The party rejected your caucus 
platform by twenty-seven majority on a fair vote. 

“he party affirmed the Cincinnati platform almost 
unanimously. Hence it becomes the duty of 
every Democrat, every man who expects to re- 
main a Democrat, to acquiesce in the decision of 
the party, and support its nomination when it 
shall be made. In no other way can the party be 
united or preserved. Can you preserve the pary 
by allowing a minority to overrule and dictate to 
the majority? Is the party to be preserved by 
abandoning the fundamental articles of its creed, 
and adopting intervention in lieu of non-interven- 
tion? Shall the majority surrender to the minor- 
ity? Will thatrestore harmony? Will that pro- 
duce fraternity? Suppose that the majority should 
surrender to you, the minority—should justify the 
seceders and bolters: will that reunite us? You 
tell us that if we do this, you will grant no quar- 
ter on the point in dispute. The test is to be 
kept up by the minority against the majority; by 
bolters against the regular organization; by se- 
ecders against those whose political fidelity would 
not permit them to bolt; and the regular organi- 
zation is required to surrender at discretion to the 
seccders, with notice served, that no “quarter”? 
is to be granted. That is the conciliation that is 
tendered! That is the olive branch that is ex- 
tendedtous! You will permit us to vote for your 
candidate, if we will only allow a minority to 
nominate him! You will permit us to vote for a 
| candidate on a platform that the minority dic- 
tates and the majority has rejected! 

Suppose the minority should get their platform 
and candidate, and they should go before the 
country appealing to the Democratic masses to 
rally in their majesty around the Democratic or- 
ganization, and support its nominations—a_mi- 


| nority candidate forced on the majority, asking 


our votes, with notice, ‘if you vote for me I will 
grant.no quarter, I will put you to the sword; 
there ignoea man of you that is fit to be chairman 
of a. committee, or a member of a Cabinet, or a 
collector of a port, a postmaster, a light-house 
keeper!’’ These are the terms of conciliation ex- 
tended by a minority to the regular organization 
of the party. Grant no quarter! Big talk for 
seceders, after they have been overruled. 

What man would desire your nomination on 
such terms? Who would be mean enough toask 
and expect the support of men that he had marked 
as victims of vengeance so soon as the knife was 

ut in his hands by them? Who would degrade 
[imself so low as to ask or accept votes on terms 
so disreputable? 

On the contrary, sir, we, the Democratic party, 
speaking through its regular organization, and by 
authority of the party, say to you, erring men as 
you are, that we will grant quarter; we submit to 
no test, awl make none; we are willing to fight 
the battle now on the same principles and the same 
terms that we have fought it on since 1848; on 
the same platform, and with the same fraternal 
feeling. If you differ from us, we recognize your 
right to differ without impairing your political 
standing, so long as you remain in the regular 
organization, and support the nominees. I care 
not whether you agree or differ with me on, the 
points of law that have divided us. If youshould 
happen toberight, andl wrong, it would not prove 
that you were a better Democrat than I; but that 
you were a better lawyer than J am, so far as that 
one branch of law is concerned. Tshould not have 
much pride of opinion on the point of law, but for 
the fact that you have got in the habit of calling 
me “Judge,” [laughter;] having, among my 
youthful indiscretions, accepted that office and 
acquired the title; and I do claim that, with that 
tide, I havc a right to think as I please ona point 
of law until the court decides that Lam wrong. 

Mr. President, I owe an apology to the Senate 
for detaining them so long. I present my pro- 
found acknowledgments for the courtesy and 
kindness that have been extended tome, L would 
not have claimed so much of your time but for the 
fact that I believe that the principle involved in 
this discussion involves the fate of the American 
Union. Whenever yow incorporate intervention 
by Congress into the Democratic creed, as it has 
become the cardinal principle of the Republican 
creed, you will make two sectional parties, hostile 
to each other, divided by the line that separates 
the free from the slaveholding States, and present 
a conflict that will be irrepressible, and will never 
cease until the one shall subdue the other, or they 
shall agrce to divide, in order that they may live 
in peace. God grant that there shall never be 
another sectional party in the United States. 
Why cannot we live together in peace on the 
terms that have bound and held us together so 
long? Why cannot we agree on this great prin- 
ciple of non-intervention by the Federal Govern 
ment with the local and domestic affairs of the 
Territories, excluding slavery and all other irri- 
tating questions, and leaving the people to govern 
themselves, so far as the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States imposes no limitation upon their au- 
thority? Upon that principle there can be peace. 
Upon that principle you can have slavery in the 
South as long as you wantit, and abolish it when- 
ever you are tired of it. On that principle we can 
have it or not, as our interests, our prosperity, 
our own sense of what is due to ourselves, shall 
prescribe. On that principle, you on the Pacific 
coast can shape your own institutions so that they 
will be adapted to your own people. On that 
principle, there can be peace and harmony and 
fraternity between the North and the South, the 
East and the West, the Pacific. and the Atlantic. 
Why cannot we now reaffirm that principle as 
we did in 1852? Then, the Whig party adopted 
it as a cardinal article in their creed, and so did 
the Democracy. Let your Whigs, your Demo- 
crats—all conservative men who will not be abo- 
litionized or sectionalized—rally under the good 
old banner of non-intervention, so that the Con- 
stitution may be maintained inviolate, and the 
Unionlast forever. Intervention, NorthorSouth, 
| means disunion; non-intervention promises peace, 
fraternity, and perpetuity to the Union, and to 


i all our cherished institutions. 
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PROPERTY IN TERRITORIES. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. M. MASON, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue Senite, May 18, 1860. 


The Senate having under consideration the resolutions 
submitted by Mr. Davis on the Ist of March, affirming the 
equality of the States, the right of the citizens of cach State 
to. remove to the Territories with their property, and deny- 
ing the right of Congress or a Territorial Legislature to dis- 
criminate either in relation to persons or property in the 
Territories, and asserting the duty of affording protection 
when experience shall prove that the judicial and execu- 
tive authority do not possess means to insure adequate pro- 
tection to constitutional rights in a Territory— 


Mr. MASON said: 

Mr. Present: I have not felt at liberty to 
refrain from expressing the opinions which con- 
trol my judgment on the resolutions before the 
Senate, because they involve questions not only 
deeply interesting, but, as I consider, of vital im- 
portance to my State and to the section from 
which I come. 

It may be the sense of honorable Senators who 
do not feel the force of these questions—as was 
said a little while ago by the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Flare]—to treat them 
as theoretic or as abstract, as topics which, in 
this form, ought not to come before the Senate for 
consideration; but we all know very well that it 
has become the settled practice of the country, in 
both Houses—perhaps more peculiarly in the 
Senate—to deliberate on and to affirm or disaffirm 
grave questions affecting constitutional right when 
they arise; and more especially would it scem to 
repel any idea that the questions involved in these 
resolutions are of a light or trivial import, when 
we have seen the very disturbing influence that 
has been exercised within the last week or two 
upon deliberations outside of this Chamber, where 
representatives were assembled in convention 
- from every State in the Union to deliberate upon 
matters.of common interest to them, operating as 
an element so disturbing as to separate entire 
States from, that convention. 
Sir, there is a fable that impressed me in my 
youth, and which may not be mapplicable to the 
views which honorable Senators take of these 
questions, of the wanton boys who collected on 
the margin of the pond and were pelting the frogs 
in the pond to death with stones. The remon- 
strance made by one of those defenseless creatures 
was that, although it was sport to the boys, it 
was death to the frogs. Sir, this may be sport, 
or may be treated as matter of light or trivial im- 
ort, as a mere question of party division; but we 
ook upon it as a question involving not only 
constitutional right, but a right indispensable to 
be settled in order to insure the stability of this 
Union. 

The resolutions involve the relations that sub- 
sist under the Constitution between the Territo- 
ries of the United States and the States them- 
selves; questions not merely of abstract interest, 
but questions necessary to be settled in order to 
define and ascertain those rights, and bring them 
into practical fruition, The honorable Senator 
from Hlinois, [Mr. Doveras,] to whom I listened 
with great interest and respect during the last two 
days of the session, has presented his views, not 
only claborately, but with great strength and 

ower, upon this very question of the relations 

etween the Territories and the States—views 
from which I differ totally—views which, if cor- 
rect and carried into effect, must rend asunder 
existing party alliances and bring the southern 
States to separate organization. They involve, of 
necessity, a discussion upon, a minute inquiry 
into, and a thorough understanding of, the rela- 
tion which the occupants of a Territory bear to 


the States of the Union; because a Territory, I | 


believe all admit, is a common property, belong- 
ing just as much to one State as to any other; in 


which all have equal:rights, and in which the | 


Constitution requires that the rights of all shall 
be. equally respected. Noris it abstract; because 
the very question.has arisen before the country, 
andis now depending in the legislation upon your 
table. D oe 

Itinvolves the constitutional control of the States 


| great measure of compromise. 


of the Union acting through the Federal Govern- 
ment upon the Territories—a great: principle—a 
control affirmed on. one side, and directly disaf 
firmed on. the other. - Now, what is it? : The ter- 
ritorial, or organic law, as it is called, is a law 
passed by the Congress of the United States or- 
ganizing a government ina Territory. The char- 
acter of the organization; the powers that are con- 
ferred upon the people of the ‘Territory, and those 
that are withheld from. them;..the mode in which 
they are exercised, are all necessarily expressed 
in that organic law. Some fifteen years ago, it 
was claimed, by a majority in both Houses of 
Congress, that, in passing a law creating and 
establishing government in the Territories, Con- 
gress had the power to create a disparity between 
the States of the Union; that Congress had the 
power to declare that one condition of socicty be- 
longing to certain States of the Union—that of 
African bondage—should not go into the Terri- 
tories. Congress asserted that power as a consti- 
tutional right. It is known in popular acceptation 
as the Wilmot proviso—the interdict denounced by 
Congress in the organic law of the Territorics 
against the admission of African bondage into the 
Territories. It was resisted to the best of their 
ability, and in the’sternest manner, by the States 
interested, They were overruled. According to 
my recollection, in more than one instance, cer- 
tainly in organizing the Territory of Oregon, that 
interdict was put in the law. 

The southern States were deeply moved. They 
felt not only that they were oggrieved, but that the 
compact which they had entered into with the other 
States had been violated to their wrong. There 
was hardly a Legislature, if any, in the southern 


| States that did not express the sentiment of their 


people on this violation, as they considered, of the 
great compact between the States—the Constitu- 
tion. It resulted that men took counsel together. 
In the year 1850, when it became necessary to or- 


ganize new ‘Territories, arising from the acquisi- | 


tions obtained at the close of the Mexican war, a 
series of measures were projected in the Senate 
affecting this condition of society, African bond- 
age, in various forms, and were blended together 
in one bill, including the organization of the new 
Territories, which was termed by its friends a 
I do not mean to 
go further into that history than to exhibit its re- 
sults. ‘The bill failed to pass; and those various 
measures were enacted separately, in various 
forms. They passed, however, by the gencral 
term of compromise measures. I was one of those, 
occupying a seat in this body, who disapproved of 
many of those measures, and voted against them. 
They were passed, however. 1n that legislation, 
a new feature was introduced in the laws organ- 
izing territorial governments. Congress refused 
to put this interdict called the Wilmot proviso into 


those bills; and, in organizing the legislative de- 


ariment of the Territory; gave to their Territorial 
Eezislatnre jurisdiction over all rightful subjects 
of legislation consistent with the Constitution. 
Subsequently, in 1854, the same question came 
up again upon the necessity of organizing territo- 
rial governments for Indian country that had been 
redeemed from the hands of the Indians in Ne- 
braska; and there were organized there two Ter- 
ritories—one called Kansas, and the other Ne- 


braska. There was again an earnest desire amongst | 


those who counseled together upon the dangerous 
questions involved in those territorial organiza- 
tions, so to adjust them. as, whilst insuring the 
equal rights of all the States in the Territories, to 
withdraw their disturbing influences from the 
Halls of Congress. 

In the Kansas-Nebraska act there wasa pro- 
vison intended, and which in my judgement was 
necessary to carry out fully the intent of the 
framers of the law. It was a provision to abrogate 
and annul a previous interdict which had been 
made upon those Territories by what was called 
the Missouri line—a law that prohibited slavery 
north ofa certain parallel of latitude.. The scheme 
of the laws of 1854 for Kansas and Nebraska, as 
I understood them, was, ina fair spirit of adjust- 
ment amongst those who really desired to get rid 
of this very disturbing question, to transfer it to 
where it legitimately belonged—to transfer it to 
the Constitution of the United States; all parties 
submitting that, if it was a constitutional right in 


| in 1820, by passing the Missouri restriction. 
| had intervened again in passing the Wilmot pro+ 
| viso. 


Congress to prohibit slavery in the Territories; 
they might concede the discretion to the Territe- 
rial Legislature; but the question whether; undér 
the Constitution, thisright existed-or not; should. 
be referred. to ‘the courts, all parties agreeing, as Í 
understood, to. abide by their decision; and: the 
law was modeled accordingly. To effect this, it 
was necessary, in the: pecece tt of those who 
passed the law, to leave the question tothe péople 
of the Territory, through the Territorial Legisla- 
ture, with a provision contained in’ the law’ (re- 
modeling to that extent former territorial laws} 
by which-the question should go before the Sù- 
preme Court of the United States.. That was done. 
The language of the law was of a péculiar’ chat» 
acter. I voted for the law, and to that extent am 
responsible for its language—no further. 

A very distinguished and able Senator, who 
then occupied a scat on this floor, and who ishow 
no more, in terms somewhat of derision, spoke'of ~ 
it “asa law with a stump speech in its belly,” 
because there were recitals in the law intended to 
indicate the purpose of its framers. I have the 
law here, and shall refer to ita moment. In the 
fourteenth section there was a provision which 
abrogates the Missouri compromise, so called. 
The term ‘‘repeal,’’ which isthe ordinary word 
to annul or revoke a preéxisting statute, was’ hot 
used. -Etwas the pleasure of those who framed 
the law, to declare that the law was annulled, and 
to assign the reason forit. The reason assigned 
is, that it was “inconsistent with the’ principle. of 


i hon-intervention, by Congress with slavery in the 


States and Territories, as recognized by the legis- 
lation of 1850, commonly known as the compro- 
mise measures.’ Thatis the reason assigned for 
annulling thé Missouri restriction, that it wasin- 
consistent with the principle of non-intervention 
by Congress established in the compromise mieas- 
ures of 1850. i 

Now there are those on this side of the Cham- 
ber who assign to this word *¢ non-intervention ” 
a potent meaning, which, if correct, shows that it 
was designed, (in the striking language of the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi, [{Mr. Davis,] 
who addressed us yesterday,) to paralyze the arm’ 
of Congressin the exercise of its constitutional 
duties. In’ other words, it was designed 'to dis- 
able Congress in the discharge of duties imposed’ 
upon it by the Constitution. Now, whatwas this 
‘*non-intervention?’? We cannot know to what 


| the term refers unless we first examine what the 


intervention was that it was intended to prelude. 
Congress had intervened’in previous laws to pro- 


hibit slavery inthe Territories. It had intervened 
It 


It had established as the law öf the qués- 
tion, so far as the will of Congress: went, that 
slavery should not be carried into the Territories, 
That was the intervention’ that was to be disaf- 
firmed by this * non-intervention; ’?: otherwise it 
could not have any meaning. Its purpose and 
policy were to leave, as the statute expressed in 
another section, all questions of every kind—thig 
question of African bondage among the rest——to 
the occupants of the Territory met in their legis- 
lative halls—to transfer it from Congress to the 
Territorial Legislature, The language is very 
broad, and I am prepared to give to it its fullest 
meaning. In the twenty-fourth section the lan- 
guage is: 

“That the legislative power of the Territory shall extend 


to all rightfal subjects of legislation -consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States, and the provisions. of 


rid 


And again, in the thirtieth section, itis declared 
that : 

<The tme intent and meaning of this act being not te 
legislate slavery into any State or T'erritory, nor to exclude 
it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to form endregulate their domestic institutions in theirown 
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United States? 

And to remove every possible doubt—a doubt 
that T never entertained, but it was entertained, 
and gravely entertained, by very able men—to 
remove every possible doubt whether the Consti- 
tution of the United States was the law of the 
Territory as it was the law of the States, the bill 
enacts the Constitution as the law of the Territory. 

Then I am free to admit as my interpretation of 
this law, that it was intended to remove this ques- 
tion from Congress, and to remit it to the people 
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of the Territories, to prohibit slavery or not, as 
the Constitution mightadmit—nofurther. [know 
that those with whom I counseled——wise and able 
men from the section of the country from which 
E come; chiefly interested in the disposition of 
this question—dehiberated a long time—not alone 
when the Nebraska bill was introduced, but years 
before, in 1849-50—whether, with due regard to 
the rights of the States, we could consentto make 
this question, which was really a political one, a 
question for the arbitrament of the courts. Ttis, 
in truth, a political question; so treated on all 
hands by parties in this country, in their strug- 
gles for political power; and we deliberated long 
and maturely upon the propriety of referring such 
a question to the arbitrament of the courts; but 
we did it. We were not bound to do it. Itisa 
question of political law, not of municipal law— 
a question upon which the States, as sovereign 
powers, were entitled to stand upon their sover- 
eign rights, and to be cach its own arbiter. We 
never doubted that; but in order to preserve the 
peace of the Union; and, in the confident belief 
that we were right in our reading of the law of the 
Constitution, it was agreed, as carly as 1850, and 
under the counsels of that very learned and able 
jurist. and statesman, Mr. Calhoun, to make it, 
although a political question, a subject for judicial 
determination. It was done ina bill, that was 
called atthe time the Clayton bill—a_ bill intro- 
duced, and a committee raised upon it, in 1850, on 
the motion of the late Senator from Delaware, also 
one of the most able and intelligent men of his 
day. The bill passed the Senate, but it was lost 
in the House of Representatives, and thus not 
enacted into law. 

Weagain agreed, in 1854, in organizing the new 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, to carry out 
the sume principle, to concede the political right 
of the sovercign States in the South to treat it as 

olitical question, to be determined for them- 
selves, and, in deference to the peace of the Union, 
to refer the question to the courts, with an agree- 
ment to abide by the decision. We agreed fur- 
ther, as necessary to carry out the spirit of the 
law, that Congress should not intervene. How? 
Should not intervene by legislating upon the ques- 
tion thus remitted to the people of the Territories; 
and that any law passed by the Territorial Le- 
gislatures should be respected or not, as the Su- 
preme Court should determine the constitutional 
power. Ifdetermined against the South, we agreed 
to abide by it, and the law should stand. But if 
determined in favor of the South, that we should 
have the bencfitof the decision and the law stricken 
from the statutc-book, ‘That is the true position 
of the question under the Kansas-Nebraska law. 
The interdict to be respected by Congress, if de- 
clared by the Supreme Court to be warranted by 
the Constitution. To be removed if not so war- 
ranted. The idea that Congress, in any form, ab- 
dicated its constitutional control over the Terri- 
tories, was never pretended, if it could have been 
conceived. ` 

Well, sir, that is non-intervention. We and 
Congress, so far as I recollect since the passage 
of that law, have not attempted to intervene. No 
law has been proposed here to. prohibit slavery in 
the Territory of Kansas. It happened that very 
soon after the passage of this law in 1854, the 
very question arose contemplated in its policy, and 
was carried to the Supreme Court in a case which 
has become so celebrated since as the case of Dred 
Scott. That it did not arise under a territorial 
law is very certain; but it arose under the Mis- 
souri law of 1820, which was a law prohibiting 
slavery in the ‘Territories north of a certain line. 
It was a case that necessarily tested, and is ad- 
mitted on all hands to have tested, the power of 
Congress to prohibit African slavery in the Terri- 
tories. All agreed to that. It was carried to the 
Supreme Court; and the Supreme Court, by its 
decision, after claborate argument and great delib- 
eration, in a well-considered opinion, pronounced 
by that venerable and learned man who presides 
in the court as the Chief Justice, propounded the 
law of the case, and the power of Congress to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories was disaffirmed 
absolutely, unequivocally, without qualification. 

I know it has been said by honorable Senators, 
as by others, that the question did not come judi- 
cially before the court, that the case turned upon 


questions of pleading and of jurisdiction, and that 
the decision made: by the court upon this right in 
Congress was extra-judicial and obiter. Lcan only 
answer to that, the Supreme Court decided other- 
wise. In the opinion of the Chief Justice these 
very objections are canvassed.and overruled—de- 
clared unfounded—the court. deciding that this 
very question of constitutional right or power was 
immediately before it, and the decision of the court 
made immediately:upon it. Such is unquestion- 
ably the ruling’ of the court. 

Now, then, where do we stand? Honorable 
Senators have said here that we were under an 
engagement of honor to abide by this judgment. 
Agreed; and we are further under the engagement 
of the law itself, which with law-abiding citizens 
is a paramount engagement. We voted for the 
law intending to abide by it fairly; and the de- 
cision made, we have a right to exact the same 
obligation from others, against whom it operates. 

Since that decision, however, a doctrine has 
grown up, or rather has assumed shape and char- 
acter, ascribing to the people in a Territory some 
inherent power in them as a political community 
independent of Congress and the Government of 
the United States—sovereignty; what has been 
termed by one of the ablest vindicators of this 
doctrine, the honorable Senator from Illinois, in 
a very claborate thesis that he wrote upon this 
subject after the decision of the Supreme Court, 
tt popular sovereignty in the Territories.” That 
is the designation he has given to it in his pamph- 
let, which [ have here, reprinted from Harper’s 
Magazine. Why, sir, it is a solecism in mind, if 
not in language. Whatissovereignty? Every- 
body understands that who has advanced beyond 
the horn-hook of the publicists. There is no diffi- 
culty in defining it and ea wees it. Sov- 
ereignty is supreme power, let it be lodged where 
it may—suprema lex. The will of the sovereign 
is the law of the subject. 

Where docs it exist in our country? In the 
Government of the United States? No. No man 
who respects his judgment, either as a jurist or 
a statesman, will affirm it. It is here in the coun- 
try beyond all question, It does not reside in the 
Federal Government. It does not reside in the 
people of the United States as such; but yet it is 

iere potent, and its voice felt every day in the 
government of the country. Sovercignty in this 
country resides in the people of the several States 
as separate States, and as separate and distinct 
political communities—nowhere else. The sov- 
ercignty of my honored State of Virginia is pure 
and simple, as is that of the contiguous State of 
Kentucky; but the sovereignty of Virginia is one 


thing, and the sovereignty of Kentucky is another | 


thing, entirely distinct. Fhe Government formed 
by the Constitution of the United States is the 
act of these sovereigns, acting separately each for 
itself. These resolutions aflirm that proposition. 
The Constitution of the United States, which 
brought into being the Government of the United 
States, is the act of these sovereigns, cach- for it- 
self, entering intoacommon Government by com- 
pact; and thus it has been said, and well said, by 
frontrable Senators who have preceded me—the 
honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. WIGFALL] 
and the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Davisj—that the Government of the United States 
is nothing but the agency of the t States.” It is 
through the Government of the United States that 
these sovercigns speak their will. The will of the 
Constitution is their will. The law of the Con- 
stitution has no binding obligation on carth upon 
any citizen of this country; but it is the will of 
the separate sovercigns to whom those citizens are 
subject. The Government, then, is butan agency; 
it has no sovereign power whatever. When ‘it 
passes a law, that law is supreme. There is no 
doubt about that. Every act of the Federal Gov- 
ernment is a supremeact; and why? Because the 


sovereigns who created the agency made itso, and | 


for no other reason. The Constitution on its face 
declares that laws made pursuant to the Consti- 
tution shall be the supreme law of theland. The 
will promulged through the law is not that of the 
Government; it is the will of those who made 
the Government—the sovereign States. 

Now, sir, that being, as I understand, the true 
relation in which the States stand to each other 
under this common Government, what is the re- 


Jation\fihat a Territory, so called, bears to the 
States and to the Constitution? The first Terri- 
tory that was acquired after the Constitution was 
adopted was the Territory of Louisiana. It was 
purchased by this agency of the States—the Fed- 
eral Government—in a bargain called a treaty be- 
tween France and the Government of the United 
States. France was a sovereign Power. The 
will of the King of France was the supreme law 
of the subject of France, whether that will was 
made known to the subject on the continent of 
Europe, or in the territory of France in the wilds 
of America; and thus by will of France, through 
this treaty, the property in the territory which had 
been the property of France passed—where? To 
the Government of the United States as a prop- 
erty in the Government? No; it passed to the 
States, and became the property of the States, as 
sovereigns treating with a sovereign, and acquir- 
ing jt through a common agency. 

This is not a mere dispute about terms. The 
immense territory thus acquired became the prop- 
erty of the States, subject to the constitutional 
engagements subsisting between the States and 
its inhabitants—passed under the dominion of the 
States, to be exercised through the Federal-Con- 
stitution. If this be not so, then it would become 
the property of the agent, independent of the prin- 
cipal, to be ruled and used at its pleasure. It be- 
came the property of the States. The title vested 
certainly in the agent of the States, but as the 


| trustee for the true owners; a trust to be admin- 


istered under the Constitution for the benefit of 
the proprietors—those sovereign States, who were 
together represented under a common agency, the 
Federal Government. 

Well, sir, the property was transferred. What 
else was transferred? Dominion. Thatis known 
to every writer on publiclaw. When a sovereign 
acquires a territory, he acquires dominion as well 
as property; not ihe right to the soil only, but the 
dominion over it—the imperium. That is granted. 
Nobody doubts that. 'The dominionis transferred; 
and as a sovereign only can exercise dominion, it 
results that the Federal Government takes the title 
only as the agent of the States, and the dominion 
passes directly to them. Where else canit go than 
to. the States? The dominion, which is the cri- 


| terion of sovereignty, when France departed with 


it over Louisiana, could pass only to the States; 
because with them the sovercignty resided. The 
dominion thus vested in the States can be exercised 
only, it is true, through the Government, as their 
constitutional agency; but still it is the dominion 
of the States, not of the Government, 

When Mr. Jeffersonacquired Louisiana, every- 
body who is conversant with the history of the 
country knows that he entertained very serious 
doubts of the constitutional power of the Govern- 
ment to acquire it. It was a new case, butavery 
urgent one. It was urgent because of the imperi- 
ous necessity to the welfare and growth of the 
western country that the United States should 
exercise dominion over the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi, the great outlet of the West. Mr. Jeffer- 
son took the responsibility with very grave doubts, 
and made the treaty. There was room for grave 
doubt. It was a novel question, and a very try- 
ing one to the character of our Government. The 
Chief Justice, in his opinion in the Dred Scott 
caso, I think very ably and very satisfactorily, 
reasoning upon the intendments of the Constitu- 
tion, as well as its enactments, reconciles the 
power in this Government to acquire territory 
by reference to the power to admit new States, 
and rests it entirely upon the latter. 

The opinion of the court rests the right to ac- 

uire territory upon power given to Congress by 
the Constitution to admit new States. It could 
not admit new States without acquiring new ter- 
ritory. The Northwest Territory, which had 
been then acquired by the Government, had been 
ceded by the State of Virginia before the Consti- 
tution was formed, and was transferred when the 
Government was changed. There was an ex- 
peetation of other concessions of territory from 
other States. The power to form new States was 
not limited to territory then the property of the 
States, but was broad and general. In my judg- 
ment, I fully concur with the Chief Justice, that 
the power to acquire territory is necessarily de- 
rived from the power to admit new States. When 
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the territory is acquired, the dominion’ follows 
from necessity. f 

it had for a long time been supposed, andthe 
opinion is still entertained by many intelligent 
minds, that the dominion which the Government 
has over a Territory thus acquired is derived 
ftom the clause in the Constitution which gives 
to Congress the power *‘ to dispose of, and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting, the 
territory or other property belonging to the United 
States.’ That source of power is distinctly dis- 
„laimed iir the opinion of the court, and well dis- 
asimed. ‘The reasoning of the court, in my judg- 
went, is irrefregable. The court show that that 
wause was intended to apply only to Territories 
then pertainirg t> the States, and had no pros- 
pective or ultericr application. Finding thus a 
constitutional power to acquire territory in the 
right to admit new States, the court assumed, as 
it was bound to assume, that when the territory 
was acquired the dominion followed. A case of 
the insurance company vs. Canter had been de- 
cided in the Supreme Court, which had been relied 
upon more than once as confining this power to 

overn the Territories to the clause quoted from the 

onstitution, The Chief Justice reviews it with 
great ability, and shows that’ such was not the 
proper zonstruction to be placed on the judgment 
of the c:uit in the case of the insurance company 
vs. Canter. The Chief Justice, in the Dred Scott 
decision in reviewing that case, quotes the lan- 
guage in the case of Canter thus: . 

“inthe uzan time Florida continues to be a Territory of 
the United States, governed by that clause of the Constitu- 
tion which c npowers Congress to make all needful rules 
and regulatioas respecting the Territory or other property 
of the United States. Perbaps the power of governing a 
Territory be onging to the United States, which has not, 
by becoming a State, acquired the means of self-govern- 
ment, may tesult, necessarily, from the facts that it is not 
within the jurisdiction of any particular State, and is within 
the power and jurisdiction of the United States. The right 
to govern may be the inevitable consequence of the right 
to acquire territory. Whichever may be the source from 
tas power is derived, the possession of it is unquestion- 
a Qo 

That was the decision of the court in the Can 
ter case. It was referred either to the clause of 
the Constitution quoted, to the fact that if the 
United States did not govern it no other govern- 
ment could, because it was not within the limits 
of any other, or that it was the inevitable conse- 
quence of the acquisition; but the court concludes 
as the point actually decided, that from whatever 
source the power was derived, its possession was 
unquestionable, The language is: 

“Whichever may be the source from which the power 
is derived, the possession of it is unquestionable.” 

The possession of what? The possession of the 
power to govern the Territories when they are ac- 
quired by, the United States. To govern them— 
how? AS the sovereign power governs the sab- 
ject. The will of the sovereign power is the law of 
the Territory just as much as the law of the King 
of France is at this day the law of the subjects of 
France, or the law of the Parliament of England 
is the law of the subjects of England. The will 
of the sovereign States under the Constitution is 
the law of the Territories: of necessity. The court 
goes on to say, in the Dred Scott case: 

Yt is thus clear, from the whole opinion on this paint, 
that the court did not mean to decide whether the power 
was derived from the clause in the Constitution, or was the 
necessary consequence of the right to acquire. They do 
decide that the power in Congress is unquestionable, and 
in this we entirely concur; and nothing will be found in 
this opinion to the contrary. The power stands firmly on 
the latter alternative put by the court—that is, as ‘the in- 
evitable consequence of the right to acquire territory? ?—19 
Howard’s Reports, pp. 442, 443. 

There the power is affirmed by the highest ju- 
dicial tribunal in the land, and upon reasoning 
that cannot be assailed, to.exist in the Government 
of the United States to govern the Territories— 

ower derived only from the States as sovereigns. 

hatis the doctrine nowasto this ‘‘ popular sov- 
ereignty in the Territories??? In some recent pub- 
lications, put out by very able men in the southern 
States, this claim of popular sovereignty in the 
Territories is tersely and strongly called **a con- 
stitutional impossibility.” ` Any sovereignty in 
the Territories is a constitutional impossibility, 
because there cannot be two wills, two sovereigns 
exercising jurisdiction over the same subject. It 
is exelusive necessarily. This dogma, then, of 
popular sovereignty inthe Territories,’ is noth- 


ing more than a pretense, that notwithstanding 
by the law of. 1854 this political question. was 
referred to the arbitrament of the court, and not- 
withstanding the court has disaffirmed that power, 
both in the Congress and in the Territories, yet 
that it still exists in the ‘Territories under some 
guise of popular sovereignty, of force to annul 
or evade both the authority of Congress and ‘the 
courts. . 

Why, Mr. President, popular sovereignty can 
have but one meaning. Itis the doctrine of Amer- 
ican law, that legitimate sovereignty, rightful 
sovereignty, can reside only in the people. In 
Europe, it has been traced to other sources. . In 
their distresses, to reinvigorate a decaying roy- 
alty, they used to trace it to a Divine origin, that 
it was the immediate gift of the Almighty to the 
sovereign and his successors. They endeavored, 
in wresting it from the true souree—the people— 
to ascribe its presence in the ruler to the mandate 
of Deity, the Divine right of kings. But, what- 
ever it Is, it can exist but in one place, and be 
with but one depository. I think the good sense 
of the country will unite with the concurrent judg- 
ment of the jurists of the country, that, by pop- 
ular sovereignty, they mean a sovereignty’ that 
resides in the people, constituting a POLITICAL 
community. That is popular sovereignty. That 
is the sovereignty of the people. It is misapplied, 
it is a misnomer, it is a “f constitutional impossi- 
bility,’’ from the form of our Government, and the 
constituent parties to it, that sovereignty ruling 
the Territories can reside anywhere but in the 
people of the States, to be exercised through the 
constitutional forms of the Government; and if 
that be true, it cannot be admitted to the people 
ofthe Territories, or any portion of them. 

1 understand, though, the honorable Scnator, 
who is the Corypheus of this doctrine of ‘* popular 
sovereignty inthe Territories,” to say, that when 
people are in a Territory without an organic law, 
they have no sovereign power; but that there is 
some attribute of sovereign power acquired to 
them when they become, by a law of Congress, 
organized into a territorial government; how or 
why we werenottold. Whatstimulant or effect, 
what plastic power is exercised by the organic 
| act in infusing sovereignty into a Territory when 
it was not there before, we were not informed. 
What is the organic law? A law of Congress 
organizing a government in a Territory, On 
almost every page of the law there is a distinct 
repudiation of any sovereignty in the people of 
a Territory. Take the law of 1854. ‘The legis- 
lative authority is committed to the persons who 
arc to be elected jn the mode prescribed by the 
law. The willof the people, through their legis- 
lative power, is to be respected as law because 
Congress ordained, not because the people of the 
Territory ordained it. Sovereignty: in the peo- 
ple is self-government by the people, if it means 
anything; but here the only political power they 
exercise under the organic act, is the legislative 
power, and they derive that by an act of the Con- 
gress of the United States. ‘The act itself is the 
negation of any idea of sovereignty in the people 
of the Territories! 


their own Governor, or do they elect their judges, 
or do they even determine how the Governor shall 
be chosen, or how the judges shall be appointed? 

o. The Governor is appointed, at the com- 
mand of Congress, by the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and the judges are appointed, at the 
command of Congress, by the President of the 
United States, without any reference whatever to 


to tell me that, in the organic law, there is given 
to the people of the Territories anything that ap- 
proaches to sovereignty, is an abuse of terms. The 
organic law is a repudiation of any sovereignty 
in the people of a Territory. The Governor of 
the Territory is not only appointed by the Presi- 
dent, without any regard to the will or to the 
choice of the people of the Territory, but the 
organic Jaw gives him a_veto on the legislative 
mind of the Territory. He has the right, under 
the power given to him by Congress, to veto the 
legislative will of the people of the Territory. 
And more than that, he is the officer of the Fed- 
eral Government, not the officer of the people of 
the Territory. He is responsible to the Federal 


But, further, do the people of a Territory choose | 


the will ofthe people of the Territory. Therefore, | 


Government, and not to the people of the Tetri+: 


tory; and if, in. the judgment of the President, he. 


fails ‘to exercise that: veto,. in order: to’ keep:the: 
people of the Territory in their legislation within: 


the constitutional pale, the President vetoes the 


Governor, and. puts him out.of-office. . Tell:me: 
after this, that by that.organization,.there is im+., 
parted, in any form, to any extent, anything like: 


sovereignty to the people ofa Territory i 7 
Now, t 
putation—perhaps that is too strong a term--to 


r. President, to come back to this:im+ 


this suggestion of something like want of faith in’ 
those who reason as I do, that. power not only, 


resides in Congress to control: the Territories in 
everything pertaining. to law, but that, when an 
occasion arises, it is their duty to: exercise it. 
The honorable Senator from Ilinois says*if youn 
do, you not only violate the law which prohibits 
intervention by Congress, but you viclate- honor- 
able engagements which have’ been entered into 
outside of Congress, in the organization of the 
parties of the day, as evinced by the platform 
adopted at Cincinnati, when this term ‘non-in- 
tervention’’ was used pretty much in the language 
of the statute of 1854. Sir, I have said already 
that I abide by that statute to the fullest extent; 
that we who agreed to this form of legislation for 
the Territories to preserve the peacc of the coun- 
try, are bound by it, not only by the law, but.b 

honorable engagements; but when the casus fed- 


eris has arisen; when the question, there. with-: 


held from the people of a Territory, withheld’ 
from Congress, and referred to the courts, is de~ 
cided against the people of the Territory, and that 
people refuse to conform, I indignantly deny that 
the hands of Congress are tied up by this doc- 
trineofnon-intervention, That is the casus faderis 
—the case provided for. If it has occurred; if the 
question reserved from the people and from Con- 
gress and submitted to the court, has been decided 
by the court, and the people of the Territory re- 
fuse to conform to it, Tonics that it is the duty 


of Congress to exercise its whole power to make 


them conform. 

Itisstrange, indeed, thatany sensible men, deal- 
ing with a vital and-a living question ofthis sort, 
affecting the integrity, the prosperity and the very. 
honor of the section of the country from: whic: 
they come, the States which they represent, could: 
have made any compact that was to paralyze the 
arm of Government when invoked to enforce the 
Constitution and the laws. The case has arisen; 
the judgment of the arbiter has been given. Iti 
declared, in solemn judgment, by the Supreme 
Court, that Congress has no power to prohibit 
slavery in the Territories; and the court goes fur- 
ther, in declaring asacorollary from that position, 


that as Congress possessed no such power, the’ 


Territories could not have it, for whatever power 
they had, was derived from Congress. The court 
says: . i ; 

“ And if the Constitution recognizes the right of property’ 
of the master in a slave, and makes no distinction between 
that description of property and other property owned by a 
citizen, no tribunal, acting under the authority of the Uni- 
ted States, whether it be legislative, executive, or judicia¥, 
has a rightvo draw such a distinction, or deny to it the bene- 
fit of the provisions and guarantees which have been pro- 
vided for the protection of private property against the en- 
eroachments of the Government.”?—19 Howard’s Reports, 
p. 451. 


If it be true, and I hardly suppose it is a de- 
batable question, that the people of a Territory, 
under their organic law—the people of Kansas, for 
instance—have no political power but what they 
derive from the organic law, and thas from Con- 
gress, Congress could not impart to them greater 
powers than Congress possessed; and although 
Congress has committed to them power over all 
rightful subjects of legislation, when it is decided 
that a prohibition of slavery is not competent to 
Congress, it is equally decided that 4t is not com- 
petent to the Territory; otherwise the creature 
would be of greater power than the creator. The 
court has said, in terms, that no authority derived 
from the Congress of the United States can draw 
these distinctions between slave property or any 
other property, or deprive the owner of the ben- 
efit of the guarantees of the Constitution. 

Now then, sir, my view is this: the only ques- 
tion of difference amongst any of us was the dis- 


position of the question of slavery in the Terri- 


tories.. It has been the only question of difference 
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in Congress in the organization of government for 
the Territories. Everything else has been agreed 
upon. without difference of opinion. I agree- 
fully that that, as a question. of power, exercised 
through the people of a Territory, was to be sub- 
mitted to the courts; and I agree fully that, until 
the courts decided it, Congress was bound, if it 
adhered to the law, not to intervenc. Ifthe Ter- 
ritory of Kansas had:passed an act prohibiting 
slavery in that ‘Territory, the organic law, fairly 
carried out, would have restrained Congress from 
repealing it until the courts had passed upon it. 
That isthe meaning. It can have no- other mean- 
ing.. It. was not intended to paralyze the con- | 
stitutional action of any department of the Gov- 
ernment when a case arose under the. law for its 
exertior. 

The fourth and fifth resolutions only affirm, in 
strict obedience to the law of 1854, thatif the peo- 
ple of a Territory, after the decision of the power 
against them, undertake to exercise the power, 
then itis the duty of Congress, by whatever ap- 
propriate legislation, to apply the remedy, and to 
annul the offending law. 

The honorable Senator from Hlinois, however, 
as I understand his argument, says that we are | 
committed by this doctrine of non-intervention to 
let the people of the Territory alone in their legis- | 
lation, happen what may; because, said he, if | 
the people of the Territory exercise a power 
not granted under the Constitution derivatively 
through Congress, you have agreed by that law 
to refer it to the court, and when the court has 
decided it, your remedy is exhausted. That is | 
his construction. I have spoken of this as a po- | 
litical question, one that the States had aright to 
determine for themselves, which, in deference to | 
the peace of the Union, they agreed to refer to the 
arbitrament of the courts through this statute; 
and can it be that men capable of representing the 
States, capable of legislating to bind the States, | 
would have countenanced such alaw, if they had | 
dreamed that such construction would be placed ; 
upon it, binding their hands and their successors 
forever to give effect to it? | 

It is said now—l havo no further information 
than what is derived from the newspapers of the 


day—that the Territory of Kansas has passed || 


laws prohibiting slavery. How the fact may be, 
Ido not know. Nowit is said,‘ under this law, 
if it be so, our hands are tied by this non-inter- 
vention doctrine from any remedy, because we 
agreed to yefer it to the court,” We answer, the 
court has decided it—not decided it in a case aris- 
ing in Kansas, or on a law made by a Territory; | 
but it has decided the question which. was sub- 
mitted by the statute in a case arising underalaw 
of Congress, which amounts lo the same thing. 
The principle is decided, and the laws of the Fer- 
ritories must conform. Fi is replied, “ Stand by 
your bond; if the casç has been decided, then the | 
power is disaflirmed.” We answer, “But the | 
power is exercised, although it is disafirmed;” | 
and the rejoinder made is still, ‘ Stand by your 
bond; although the power has been exercised be- | 
fore or since it was disaffirmed, we refer you 
again to the courts.” What is to be referred to | 
the courts? A territoriallaw. The court decided, | 
as I presumed it would, against the power of the 
Territory; but the law remains on the statute- 
book. Ifthe people possess any of the sovereignty 
that has been ascribed to them, they may thus | 
put the law of Congress at defiance, and say, | 
« We have an inherent right, a right by virtue of | 
our sovereignty, to retain that Jaw on the statute- | 


| 


book, your power to the contrary notwithstand- | 
ing.” Idonotknow to whatextentthe honorable : 
Senator from Mlinois carries this doctrine of © pop- | 
ular sovereignty in the Territories;’? but he has | 
given this title to a thesis issued to the country a | 


few months since under the sanction of his name. i; 


But, Mr. President, the Senate has already as- | 
sumed the right to annul territorial Jaws, and 
against this doctrine of non-intervention,and this, 
too, with theaid of the vote of the Senator from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. Doueras.] It was adverted to by the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi, in his very 
able remarks yesterday. We had it here when | 
there was pending before the Senate a bill intro- | 
duced by the honorable Senator from Georgia, | 
(Mr. Toduss,] and referred to the Committee on | 
Territories, and reported back from that commit: | 


tee, to authorize the people of the Territory of 
Kansas to form a State government. When that 
bill was. depending, Mr. Clayton, a Senator from 
Delaware, moved to amend it by inserting avery 
Jong provision, which began thus: 

. “ Nolawshall be in force in the said Territory tending to 
the violation of the great principle asserted in the Kansas- 
Nebraska act,” &c., 

reciting a number of laws of the Territory. Mr. 
Geyer moved to amend the amendment by a sub- 
stitute, carrying out the principle, but limiting the 
number of laws to be abrogated by the act of Con- 
gress. Mr. Geyer’s amendment was in these 
words: 

« No law shall be made or have force or effect in said 
Territory which shall require a test oath, or oath to support 
any act of Congress or other legislative act as a qualifica- 
tion for any civil office or public trust, or for any employ- 


mentor profession, orto serve as a juror or voter at an elec-' 


tion; or which shall impose any tax upon, or condition to, 
the exercise of the right of sufirage by any qualified voter, 
or which shall restrain oč prohibit the free diseussion of any 
law or subject of legislation in the said Territory or the free 
expression of opinion thereon by the people of said Terri- 
tory. 

There is a whole police code which had been 
enacted by the people of the Territory, under the 
power conceded to them by the organic law to ex- 
ercise power over all rightful subjects of legisla- 
tion, not contrary to the organic act or the Con- 
stitution, and Mr. Geycr proposed to abrogate all 
those laws at one stroke of the pen. I remember 
the occasion very well. I recollect how itim- 
pressed me. These were police laws. They may 
have been wise or unwise; but they were mere po- 
lice laws. The test oath was a police law. ‘The 
law prohibiting discussion upon the subject of 
slavery was apolice law. Itisalaw which is now 
the law of many of the States. These were laws 
that had been passed by the Territorial Legisla- 
ture of Kansas under the organic. act. What dis- 
position was made of it? Mr. Geyer’s amendment 
prevailed, and upona vote taken by yeas and nays 
that amendment, thus intervening by act of Con- 
gress to annul the territorial legislation upon these 
police laws, was carried by a vote of forty against 
three. As the Journal shows, the Senators voting 
in the negative were Messrs. Brown of Missis- 
sippi, Frrzratnick of Alabama, and Mason of 
Virginia. 

Mr. President, this was intervention in 1856, if 
Iam capable of understanding what meaning is 
to be ascribed to the word. There was interven- 
tion, by a vote of 40 to 3, in the Senate, within two 
years after the law passed; taking away the legis- 
lative will which had been given by the organic 
act to the people of the Territory, and substituting 
the will of Congress in its place. Nothing, then, 
was referred to the judiciary. I voted against it, 
because I thought it was in violation of the or- 
ganic act. We had by this act confided all these 
questions to the judgment of the people of the Ter- 
ritory without restriction, except as to questions 
of constitutional right. ‘The people of the Terri- 
tory, exercising the power, passed those laws. 
The Senate asserted its right to annul them; be- 
cause it was thought, perhaps, they were harsh, 
tyrannical, unjust, oppressive—I care not what. 

Yertain it is, the Senate had no scruples, from any 
doctrine of non-intervention, in striking them from 
the territorial code. What authorized that act of 
intervention? There was no question of consti- 
tutional right raised, that I heard of; or, if therg 
was, then, under the organic act, they could be 
tested only in the courts; but this seems to have 
been neither suggested or considered. The amend- 


| ment was adopted; and the bill passed with the 


amendmentin it; butitwaslostin the other House. 
There was intervention. There was not only a 
practical construction of the law, but a wrong 
construction, in my judgment, for I voted against 
it; but it was a practical and almost cotempora- 


neous construction of the law, carrying with it | 


the vote of the Senate with but three dissentients. 


I cannot well understand, then, how our hands | 


are tied by this word ‘non-intervention,’’ in a 
case that has been referred to the judiciary, when 
the Senate was at liberty, on the occasion cited, 
to annul a whole series of laws, not one of which 
had been referred to the courts. 

But, Mr, President, the honorable Senator from 
Illinois, yesterday, in very impressive terms, 
asked: will you, by the intervention- of Con- 
gress, after the people of a Territory have decided 


-© 


! ted States, whether it be legislative, executi 


that they will not have slavery—will you, by law, 
force slavery upon that reluctant people? Thatis 
the et in which he views it, and in which he 
prestnts it. The people of the Territory of Kan- 
sas, as Í understand, have passed a law prohibits 
ing in some mode the introduction of slavery into: 
that Territory, or expelling it; and to that extent 
have shown, what may be true, that the people 
who are there do not desire to havé the condition 
of slavery amongst them; and the honorable Sen- 
ator asks, will you, by a law, force that institu- 
tion upon a reluctant people? I say, no; but I 
would do this: I would, by law, make the people 
of the Territory conform to the Constitution, and 
respect the rights of others. Itis no answer to 
me to say that you are forcing slavery on a re- 
luctant people. _ The people of a Territory have 
no legislative will on that subject; the Constitu- 
tion and the laws have denied it to them; the court 
has so declared; and if they attempt to exercise it, 
they do it in open, flagrant disregard of the rights 
of the copartners in the Territories. I would in- 
tervene in whatever manner might be most effect- 
ual and judicious, not to force slavery ona reluce 
tant people, but to compel a rebellious and factious 
people to regard the rights of others, and the Con- 
stitution of their country. 

That honorable Senator, however, claims tha 
there is asserted by our construction of thé Con- 
stitution a power to “usraBiisy’’ slavery in the 
Territories; and he goes on to reason, if that be 
true, and there is power under the Constitution to 
‘establish’? slavery in the Territories, as the Con- 
stitution is uniform in its action throughout all 
the land, both in the Statesand in the Territories, 
there isa like power to establish slavery in the 
States. If his first proposition be granted, the 
conclusion would scem necessarily to follow. If 
we had ever asserted orclaimed any power in the 
Constitution of the United States to establish sla- 
very anywhere, it would follow that we had the 
right to establish it everywhere. I agree with 
him in that. But, sir, what does he mean by 
‘establishing’ slavery? Let ug come to the 
meaning of the term, and understand it. I have 
heard it used more than once as a term of potent 
meaning, and from which most potent conclusions 
were deduced. If by the term “establishing” 
slavery, is to be imported anything like founding 
it, instituting it, creating it, or even fixing it per- 
manently, L utterly disclaim it, not only as notin 
the Constitution, but as not known to law any- 
where. If by “establishing ” slavery, to insti- 
tute it, ordain it, found it, E utterly disclaim it as 
not in the Constitution, and nowhere to be found 
in law. It is a misuse of the term, and if applied 
it can only be to lead to unfounded and mischiev- 
ous conclusions. I know of no law now existing 
anywhere that establishes the condition of sla- 
very, if it is meant by establishing to founfl it, ar 
institute it, to begin it, or to create it. 

Sir, I have had occasion, more than once, inthis 
Chamber, to challenge opinions and to challenge 
judgment on that point, I know that honorable 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber assume 
that the condition of slavery is the creature of pos- 
itive law, and that where there is no law creating, 
founding, or “< establishing” it, it cannot exist. 1 


‘have had occasion, as I have said, more than once, 


to challenge opinion and authority in the Senate 
on this dogma—for such it simply is. I challenge 
it now. The Constitution does not ESTABLISH 
slavery—nohbody ever pretended it—in the Terri- 
tories, or in the States, or in the District of Co- 
lumbia, or in the arsenals, or in the forts, or any- 
where else. The Constitution does nothing more 
than what is ascribed to it in the judgment of the 
Supreme Court in the Dred Scott case: it uecoG- 
NIZES il as an existing condition, nothing more. 

Sir, the language of the court is this, summing 
up the reasons for the judgment of the court in 
disafirming the act of Congress prolibiting sla- 
very inthe Territory of Louisiana north of the 
parallel of 360 30: 

« And ifthe Constitution recognizes the right of property 
of the master in a slave, and makes no distinction between 
ihat description of property and other property owned by a 
citizen, no tribunal, acting under the authority of the Uni- 
ve, or judicial, 
has aright to draw such a distinction, or deny to li the 
benefit of the provisions and guarantees which lave been 
provided for the protection of private property agaiust the 
encroachments of the Government. 5 

“Now, as. we have already said in an earlier part-of this 
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opinion, upon a different point, the right-of property in a 
slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitu- 
tion. The right to traffic in it, ike an ordinary article of 
merchandise and property, was guarantied to the citizens ` 
of the United States, in every State that might desire it, for 
twenty years. And the Government in express terms is 
pledged to protect it in all future time, if the slave escapes 
from his owner. This is doné in plain words—too plain to 
be misunderstood. And no word can be found in the Con- 
stitution which gives Congress a greater power over slave 
property, or which entitles property of that kind to Jess pro- 
tection, than property of any other description. The only 
power conferred ia the power, coupled with the duty, of 
guarding and protecting the Avner in his rights. 

‘Upon these considerations, it is the opinion of the court 
that the act of Congress which prohibited a citizen from 
holding and owning property ot’ this kind in the Territory 
of the United States, north of the tine therein mentioned, 
is not warranted by the Constitution, and is therefore void ; 
and that neither Dred Scott himself nor any of his family 
were made free by being carried into this Territory, even if 
they had been carried there by the owner, with the inten- 
tion of becoming a permanent resident.”— 19 Howerd’s 
Reports, pp. 451, 452. 

The whole principle rests where the court dis- 
tinctly placed it—in the recognition of the right 
of property. How the right of property was de- 
rived, what created it@when it began, the Con- 
stitution does not undertake to determine, nor does 
the court. ‘The court says that the Constitution 
recognizes it as property—not establish it, not cre- 
ate it; but the Constitution recognizes property 
in an African heldinslavery, just as it recognizes 
property in a horse, or an ox, or anything else. 
lJow it was created, when it began, what is its 
sanction, the Constitution has nothing to do with, 
and is silent. Therefore, when you talk about 
the Constitution establishing slavery, you speak 
a language equally unknown to the Constitution 
and to law. Take it as your thesis, and your 
conclusions must not only be unsound, but per- 
verse and mischievous. . 

I have said, Mr. President, that I know of no 
law—-I defy gentlemen to point me to a law either 
in this country or in any other country—creating | 

‘this condition of slavery. I have scarched the | 
statute-book diligently and carefully in every 
southern State, where property in slaves has been 
recognized for more than two hundred years; in 
my own State, from the beginning, where the first 
slave was landed more than two hundred years ago. 
You may search the statute-books in vain; you 
will find abundant laws recognizing it, as the Con- 
stitution does, as property, regulating it, estab- 
lishing its relations in society; but you will find 
no law, nor the beginning of any law, nor the 
pretense of any law, creating it. I have had occa- 
sion heretofore to advert to the fact—Senators will 
indulge me in repeating it, because it is germanc 
to the argaument—that when the first African slave 
was landed in Virginia, in 1620, brought from the 
West Indies, there was no law in the colony of 
Virginia but the common law of England, for | 
we had then no Colonial Legislature; and from 
that day up to the period when the Legislature of 
Virginia put a stop to the importation of African 
slaves, Africans were brought from time to time 
in slavery to Virginia, and recognized by the laws | 
of Virginia as property, treated by the laws of 
Virginia as property, without any question what- 

_ ever. And why? Upon the plainest principles of | 
international law known to all civilized commu- 
nities, and recognized throughout the civilized | 
world, that what is property in one country is 
property in every other country, unless there is a 
law in the objecting country prohibiting it. When 
a negro was brought from the coast of Africa with | 
the condition of property attached to him there, 
that condition was recognized by the common law 
in Virginia, and he was as much the property of | 
the owner as if it was a horse that had been 
brought from England; and for the same reason, 
because it was property in the country from which 
it came. 

I say, then, sir, that this condition of slavery 
attached in Africa; it is the only race, so far as 
my knowledge extends, to which that condition 
now belongs. The negro is as much property 
in Africa as the bullock or the ox—infinitely more 
than the untamed animals who wander in savage 
nature through the forests. He is property there; | 
and if there was no law at this day in any State 
of this Union prohibiting the slave trade, or pro- 
hibiting thé condition of slavery in society, he | 
would bé recognized as property in any State. H | 
requires a law, therefore, to abolish it, to destroy | 
it.) There néver was a law to create it. In my | 
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# term of years or forever. 


rescarches, I have never found any law establish-’ 


Ing siavety anywhere, but in the dispensation of 
the theocracy, through Moses, the first lawegiver. 
He did “ establish” slavery for the Jews. He cre- 
ated it, ordained it, and regulated it by law; and 
he, I take it, was the first lawgiver- known to 
man. Slavery certainly existed both in Africa and 
Asia before the Mosaic law; for J oseph was sold 
into slavery hy his brethren. What I mean ‘to say 
isonly that [have found no statute or other written 
law ordaining or “ establishing” slavery, except 
the law of Moses in the days of the theocracy, and 
I have brought the book, lest gentleman should 
not be conversant with it. I say that Moses, by 
statute, ordained slavery, and regulated it, in the 
tribes of Israel under his control. 

I refer first, for these Mosaic laws, to Exodus, 
the second book of Moses, twenty-first chapter, 
second and followipg verses: 

«c If thou buy an HebrigPRervant, six years he shall serve: 
and in the seventh he shall go out free for nothing.” 

It limits the period of service. 

“Tf he came in by himself, he shal] go out by himself: 
if he were married, then his wife shall go out with him.” 

Beautifully and clearly expressed. 

“If his master have given him a wife, and she have 
borne him sons or daughters; the wife and her children 
shall be her master’s, and he shall go out by himself. 

“ And if the servant shall plainly say, I love my master, 
my wife, and my children; I will not go out free: 

Then his master shail bring him unto ‘the judges; he 
shall also bring him to the door, or unto the door post ; and 
his master shall bore his car through with an awl: and he 
shall serve him forever.” 

There is a statute ordaining, and creating sla- 
very, coming from Divine authority, through the 
first lawgiver known to man—vicarious law— 
because Moses propounded the mandates of the 
Deity, ordaining slavery, reguiating it, and pre- 
scribing the terms of the bondage, whether for a 
There is a statute or- 
daining slavery. 

Now, sir, let us goa little further. Ata future 
day, and while these children of Isracl were still 
in their forty years of pilgrimage, in Leviticus, 
the third book of Moses, chapter twenty-five, be- 
ginning at the thirty-ninth verse, still more ex- 
plicit, beautifully, clearly, and intelligibly, it is 
ordained, as the law of the tribes of. Israel: 

“And if thy brother that dwelleth by thee be waxen poor, 
and be sold unto thee, thou shalt not compel him to serve 
as a bond-servant ; 

40. But as an hired servant, and as a sojourner, he shall 
be with thee, and shall serve thee unto the year of jubilee.” 

You find here a distinction drawn between a 
slave for life and for a term of years, as a hired 
scrvant. The jubilee was every fifty years. A 
term of years was prescribed where he was a 
brother of fhe tribes of Israel and was sold because 
he waxed poor. The reason assigned is: 

& For they are my servants, which J brought forth out of 
the land of Egypt; they shall not be sold as bondmen.? 

Bat only for a term of years. Then, again, in 
the following verse: 7 

“44. Both thy bondmen and thy bondmaids, which thou 
shalt have, shall be of the heathen that are round about 
you; of them shall you buy bondmen and bondmaids.?? 

Having in the preceding verse established the 
distinction between a “bondman” and a “ hired 
servant,” he goes on and makes it still more ex- 
plicit: 

& 45. Moreover of the children of the strangers that do 
sojourn among you, of them shal! ye buy, and of their fam- 
ilies that are with you, which they begat in your land: and 
they shail be your possession. : 

«46. And ye shall take them as an inheritance for your 
children after you, to inherit them for a possession; they 
shall be your bondmen forever: but over your brethren, the 
children of Israel, ye shall not rule one over another with 
rigor.” 

Now, Mr. President, if there be any lex seripta, 
law written, known to any civilized country at this 
day, excepting these statutes of Moses in the days 
of the theocracy, creating, establishing, or insti- 
tuting slavery, 1 do not know where itis. It is 
certainly not to be found in any code in this coun- 
try. Moses ordained itin the forty years’ pil- 
grimage of the twelve tribes of Israel whilst the 
Almighty was redeeming them from bondage in 
Egypt. There never was a period known to man 
when bondage, as Moses terms it—slavery, as we 
term it—did not exist upon that continent; and I 
affirm again that no law was required to transplant 
it. The international laws and the common law 
did the work. When one of these bondsmen, as | 


such, having’ the condition attached to hin 
Alvica, was brought: to: this country, th 
no law ‘to establish his’status, to found it, 
tute it; but abundance of law to recognize it, © 

‘Now, Mr. President, T höpe T have shown that 
there is something in these régolutions more than 
a mere abstraction; that they invélve questions of 
substantial right in the slaveholding States which 
they have never ‘parted with or compromised; 
which they have a‘ right to ‘demand, and which 
ought to be granted, under the strictest constr 
tion of this doctrine of “ non-intervention’* in 
the legislation of 1850. I trust it is’ shown’ that 
this idea of popular sovereignty—I havenot called 
it by the ordinary term, which seems to be one 
of derision, ‘ squatter sovereignty ’’—that no sov- 
ereignty can exist in the Territories, or ever can 
exist there whilst in territorial relation nore js 
infused into them by the organic law. Ihave not 
adverted to any of the party topics of the day, 
I have not adverted to the convention at Charles- 
ton; to anything that transpired there, further 
than to show this as a disturbing element, a very 
threatening one, in the counsels of one of the 
great parties of the country. 

My éarnest anxiety is, that the Government 
which has been transmitted to us by our fore- 
fathers shafi be preserved. I am attached to it, 
as you all are, doubtless, not only because it canie 
as an inheritance from au honored line of ances~ 
tors, but because of its intrinsic merit, its excel- 
lence in itself. It seems almost to have been the 
work ofan inspiration of the day. You might 
bring any body of men together now, I care not 
who, endowed with every intellectual and moral 
faculty, with the highest obligations of honor, 
loyalty, and patriotism upon them, and obliterate 
the Constitution from your statute-book, and they 
never could replace it—never, o 

Mr. President, the Union can be preserved, and 
it is the duty of all good men to do it—a duty not 
of patriotism alone, but of probity. Itis a duty 
we owe to our race; it is a duty we owe to the 
world. I declare to-day —the judgment of Sen- 
ators will confirm it—this Union once dissolved, 
itis gone forever; alliance between these States 
is gone forever; there is no human power that’ 
ean restore it. What isto destroy it? I say it 
with entire respect to all around me, ‘there. is 
nothing that can destroy it, if it is administered 
by the functionaries of the Government loyally, 
honestly, and honorably; in other words, if they 
and their constituents will keep the bargain which 
their fathers made. 


SLAVERY. QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON.. JAMES 
| OF INDIANA, 
In TBE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 1, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. WILSON said: f 

Mr. Cuamman: My first duty is to return my 
thanks to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Cur- 
RY.] It will be remembered that carly in the ses- 
sion that honorable gentleman saw proper, in an 
able and ingenious speech, to acquit the Repub- 
lican party of all complicity with ‘any illegal in- 
vasion or insurrection whatever. Sir, it is for 
this I thank him. It was generous; but still not 
more generous than just. His gratifying,in these 
times of crimination and recrimination, of excite- 
ment and clamor, to see any gentleman rising. 
above his prejudices, to perform an act of simple 
justice to a great party. I thank him also for the 
clear, explicit, manly, declaration of his princi- 
ples: It was direct, tangible, and straightforward. 

Now, sir, impressed with his example, wish, 
so far as I possess the power, to’ declare what I 
conceive to be my duty under all my obligations 
to the Constitution and the Union. , With inva- 
sion, with insurrection, and with unlawful con- 


WILSON, 


| spiracies, whether directed against the Common- 


wealth of Virginia or the Territory of Kansas, 
I have no sympathy whatever. Ours is a. union 
of States, not discordant and belligerent, but a 

eaceful, fraternal union of American States. Vital 
in every part, that which wrongfully affects the 
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smallest State disturbs the whole harmony of the 
political system. Whatever evils may exist, an 
armed. inyasion of a State is a still greater evil. 
‘Whatever wrongs may be supported and perpetu- 
ated, insurrection—servile insurrection—is still 
more deplorable. I therefore, not reluctantly, but 
agacheerful duty, denounceevery act which would 
‘weaken or sever the American Union.: And I do 
this the more cheerfully, because I speak in part 
for a State not unmindful of her deep obligations 
to Virginia for the rich blessings of freedom which 
she possesses, and will continue to preserve in- 
violate as her honor and her existence. Sir, the 
blow that struck Virginia fell heavily upon the 
heart of every Statein the Union. But Virginiahas 
vindicated her honor and her sovereignty. With 
that vindication let her rest content, secure of the 
past. With her proud revolutionary memories; 
with her Jong line of illustrious statesmen—her 
Washington and Jefferson and Madison and 
Henry and Marshall—who have shed undying 
luster on her name and the American name—let 
Virginia,the mother of States, look forward into 
the future— 
« Gloryingin the immortals of her race, 
Throw round a hundred sons ber proud embrace.” 
Mr. Chairman, the debates, both: before and 

since the organization of the House,have been 
of an extraordinary character. They have dis- 
closed some great truths. Not the least is, that 
this Administration is weak; distracted, impotent, 
and rapidly progressing to its final overthrow and 
dissolution. And again, that, in the transition of 
power from one party to another, violence of ex- 

ression and of action is to be expected. Neither 
individuals nor parties will relinquish power with- 
outa struggle; and the resistance is more determ- 
ined and persistent when its loss appears most in- 
evitable. Itis natural. History is crowded with 
such examples. No oné, then, should be. sur- 
prised at much that we have seen and much that 
we have heard during the present session. They 
have disclosed another and significant fact: that 
there are individuals and States which, in certain 
contingencies, would resist the action of the peo- 
ple, expressed in pursuance and according to the 
forms of the Constitution. Sir, this is a danger- 
ous doctrine—it is revolution. But while sucha 
spirit is to be deprecated and regretted, it is not 
either to be feared or avoided. It should not, and 
I know will not, deterfany one in the conseicn- 
tious discharge of his duty. And more, I feel 
confident that this Government will be equal to 
any emergency, and will protect and maintain its 
integrity atany cost. When it fails, when it be- 
comes unequal to the task, then, sir, its preserva- 
tion and continuance will be desirable no longer. 
It then is important to Inquire what is the cause 
of the sectional strife which now so unhappily 
agitates the country. It is equally important to 
know where the responsibility shall rest. The 
cause is apparent. | 
reconeilable difference of opinion between the ex- 
isting parties upon the question of slavery. 


Whether this difference of opinion will justify | 


the South in the extreme position which she has 
assumed, and the consequences which she threat- 
ens, I think is very doubtful. Whether it is the 
manner to obtain the confidence of the people of 
the United States, time will fully determine. Out 
of this difference have grown innumerable charges 
against the people of the free States—not the least 
of which is the charge of sectionalism, [do not 
understand the charge. Sections and counter- 
scetions—I do not acknowledge the distinction, 
What have we todo with sections? How can we 


legislate for sections? We act for the general | 


welfare; we legislate for the whole country. N I 
repudiate the doctrine that it is my duty to legis- 
late simply for the interest of my own State, or 
that I owe to her my first and last allegiance. I 
owe allegiance to all the States; I owe allegiance 
to the Union. But whenever I can advance the 
interests of my own State, without detriment to 
other States, then it is my duty so to act; other- 
wise, not. This is my doctrine; this is the true 
constitutional doctrine. 
slavery question? How can those opposed to 
slavery control the Government? Never, until 
they obtain possession of all the departments of 
Government. Then opposition to the extension 
of slavery ceases to be a sectional question, Then 


t is a broad, radical, and ir- | 


How, then, stands the | 


| it becomes the voice of the majority. Then it is 
the general welfare. Then it should prevail. It 
will not do to say that the restriction of slavery 
within.its present limits: will militate against the 
interest of the slaveholding States, and that there- 
fore we shall not legislate against its extension. 
That will not do. ‘The fact that a particular in- 
terest will be materially injured may bea matter 
of regret, but never a cause for the abandonment 
of principle or-true policy; never,sir. The gen- 
eral public welfare is of far greater consideration 
than any peculiar interest of any State or States. 
The general welfare is the test of all political 
questions. How shail that general/welfare be de- 
termined? The wayis plain. There is one com- 
monground forall the States, and there is no other. 
I-want no other. Itis the Congtitution. What- 
ever it declares, I am willing/to abide by, and 
maintain its guarantees. Beyond this, no State 
can or ought to demand. 

What, then, are the peculiar rights of the slave- 
holding States under the Constitution. Their 
enumeration is not difficult, nor are they involved 
in great doubt. F shall speak of them as admit- 
ted. What are they? They are these: the right 
of the people of the slave States to hold their 
slaves as property, independent of the Federal 
Government; the right of representation based 
upon their slavesin the ratio fixed by the Consti- 
tution; the right to reclaim their fugitive slaves 
held to service by the laws of the several slave 
States. These are the peculiar constitutional rights 
of the South. These are all; and I concede them 
all. Ican find no more. There are no more. 

Now, sir, E wish to speak of these peculiar 
rights in reference to the accusation, so frequently 
and so unjustifiably made against the people of 
the free States, of their violation. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Curry] and 
the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Boyce] 
have been pleased to absolve the Republican party 
of all immediate intention to attack and over- 
throw these rights. In their opinion, the danger 
is beyond—yet to come; and when it does come, 
it will be uncontrollable, and will overwhelm us 
of the Republican party who now stand where 
| we do, and all others, in one common ruin; that 
the present feeling will be followed by a more 
angry and intensified feeling; that this which we 
now sec is but the advancing wave, to be followed 
by angricr waves from the ocean of public opinion 
that will overwhelm all within their reach. 

I cannot agree with the gentlemen. I see no 
cause for such apprehension. It is groundless. 
Lhave spoken of the peculiar rights of the South, 
They are peculiar. No other Government on 
earth has such rights. One of these is the right 
to hold slaves as property in the several States 
where slavery exists. Now to the fact. I say 
here, and it is true—the whole history of the coun- 
try sustains the assertion—that, from the first 
hour of our national existence until now, through 
cighty years, there has not been one step in ad- 
vance on this question, or in subversion of this 
right. It is as complete and intact now as at 
any other time. It is as perfect now as the day 
the Government was formed. Do you ask for 
the evidence? Sir, when the first Congress was 
convened, under the Constitution, petitions were 
presented from the State of Pennsylvania, asking 
that measures might be adopted to secure the ab- 
olition of slavery throughout the United States 
by the General Government. 'Fhis was in 1787. 
| How were they met? What was the action of that 
Congress? Did it grant the prayer of the peti- 
tioners? Not at all. That Congress declared just 


| this day. They decided and settled forever the 
| of slavery in the States, in the following resolu- 
| tion: 

i Resolved, That Congress have no authority to interfere 
i in the emancipation of slaves, or the treatment of them, 
in any of the States; it remaining with the several States 
alone to provide rules and regulations therein which hu- 
manity and true policy may require.” 


What advance has been made in regard to sla- 
very in the States beyond this since that day? 
Not a single step—not one. There has been no 
movement whatever; there is none contemplated 
now. You deceive yourselves, you deceive your 


people, when you assert otherwise. Is there any 


what the Republican party believe and maintain | 


relation of the Federal Government to the question | 


petition here to abolish slavery in the States? Is 
there any assumption of such power by this Con- 
gress? Was there in the last Congress, or any 
preceding Congress? None at all. Has the ab- 
olition of slavery been demanded by any State? 
Has it been urged by any respectable convention 
of the people? If so, I have failed to discover the 
fact. No, sir; none has. Why, then, create im- 
aginary evils? Why assume that there is danger 
when there is none? Where is the foundation for 
such apprehension? Isitin the present excite- 
ment on the subject of slavery ?. Why, sir, this 
is not the first excitement on that question. We 
had the Missouri excitement; we had the Califor- 
nia excitement; we had the Kansas cxcitement. 
But the country happily survived them all, and it 
will survive this. - In all these struggles, what at- 
tempt, or approach te an attempt, was ever made 
to disturb the institution of slavery in the States? . 
None. Then, I take it for granted that there is no 
possible danger that either the Federal Govern- 
ment or the people of the free States will inter- 
fere with slavery where itglegally exists. I con- 
sider that a settled question. Besides, it is your 
concern, not ours. With you is the responsi- 
bility, not with us. I am willing, therefore, to 
leave this question for its final solution where it 
rightfully belongs—with the people of the slave- 
holding States. . 

But to proceed to another peculiar right of the 
South. I mean the right of representation based 
upon slave property. If] remember correctly the 
speech of the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Pryor,] he said that, as the Constitution 
now stands, the slave States had relinquished a 
portion of their rights in this respect, I certainly 
do not think so. I thinkthe gentleman was clearl 
mistaken. If slaves are property, why should ıt 
have additional advantages over all other kinds of 
property? Why givesuch property representation 
atall? Is it not a discrimination in your favor? - 
But, sir, it is too late to complain of this provision 
of the Constitution. Indeed, it is unjust to do so. 
The slave States themselves insisted upon the rule 
when under the Confederation, Besides, when 
the question of taxation was considered in the 
convention, the slave States, without dissent, ob- 
jected to theirslave population being taken intocon- 
sideration for taxation. It was urged that it would 
be unjust and oppressive that the slave States 
| should be compelled to bear the weight of taxation 
upon their slave property, unless all other prop- 
erty in the free States was included, ‘Well, sir, 
what did the Federal convention do? Itadopted 
precisely the rule under the Confederation. Tax- 
ation and representation were made equal. Then, 
in fact, it was a compromise. Upon the one side 
as to taxation, and upon the other as to representa- 
tion. The South received an equivalent satisfac- 
tory at the time, and which should be satisfactory 
now. < 

What has been the effect of this compromise? 
Has it worked an injury to the slave States. Cer- 
tainly not. Itisa fact well established that the 
founders of our Government never contemplated 
the admission of additional States at the time of 
the adoption of the Constitution. » They never 
looked beyond the Mississippi. It never entered 
their conceptions that new States would arise on 
the Pacific. But where is the lmit now—where 
the boundary? Where will our god Terminus at 
| last erect his altar? Sir, itis not for me to answer, 
I cannot answer. What other nations remain yet 
to be despoiled cannot now be foreseen. But in 
this advance of the Republic, slavery has kept 
even step. It has increased, and strengthened in 
its increase, until now it has become an clement 
of power. It gathered strength first in the pur- 
chase of Louisiana, then in the purchase of Flor- 
ida, and lastly in the acquisition of Texas. In 
all these acquisitions, and the admission of new 
States, has this right of slave representation ever 
been denied? Has it been restricted? Has it 
j ever been questioned by the people of the free 
! States? No. They have witnessed the rapid pro- 
: gress of slavery, until it has become vast in its 
| proportions, multitudinous in its numbers, and 
i exacting in its demands. But while they have 
| thus witnessed its growth, they have: never en- 
deavored to subvert this peculiar right of the South. 
Nor do they now so intend. 

Another right secured to the South under the 
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Constitution is the rendition of fugitive slaves— 
ina word,a fugitive slave law. I think, sir, from 
a calm consideration of the debates in the Federal 
convention, these conclusions are clearly dedu- 
cible: : 

1. That property in slaves was not intended to 
be recognized in the Constitution by its framers; 
but simply as property under the lawsof the States 
in which slavery existed. 

2. That when a person owing service under the 
special laws of a State was delivered up, it was 
not to be at the public expense. 

3. That such property, so held under the laws 
of the several slave States, was to be reclaimed 
and surrendered under the same rules of evidence, 
and with the same restrictions, as other property. 

4. That it was the object of the Federal con- 
vention to. relieve the General Government of all 
protection and jurisdiction of slavery whatsoever; 
and yet, at the same time, withholding from the 
States the power to pass any law which might 
prevent reclamation. 

These are my conclusions. I believe that the 
relief to be afforded to the owner of a fugitive | 
slave belongs to the States, arid not to Congress. 
This is my conviction. But Congress has as- 
sumed the power; cautiously at first, as in 1793; 
afterwards, boldly and absolutely, as in 1850. 
Having assumed the power, the only question to 
be considered is, the character and extent of its 
legislation. That it should be complete, direct, 
and effectual, ladmit. That it should accomplish 
its purpose, no one will deny. But, sir, while this 
is admitted, altogether admitted, Congress should | 
be careful in its legislation not to violate other and 
as important rights and privileges; for itis use- 
less to expect that one right can be preserved and 
secured and perpetuated by the overthrow of other 
rights just as sacred. No law which, in its op- 
eration, is dangerous to the life—or that which is 
-higher than life—the liberty of any human being, 
can or will endure. It will go down, and perish 
before the voice of the people. 

Bat to return. ‘Ihe act of 1793 was not objec- 
tionable. Indeed, sir, many of the free States 
incorporated it in their ‘statutes. hat law rec- 
ognized the proper judicial tribunals, both of the 
States and the United States. It authorized the 
production of testimony; it delivered up the fugi- 
tive to the claimant, to be by him taken back at 
his own proper cost; it preserved untouched the 
writ of habeas corpus. { cannot well conceive 
how any free person could be endangered in his 
liberty under this act; and, at the same time, it 
was sufficient for the rendition of any fugitive. 
What more was necessary? What more ought | 
to be required? The slave States, in my opinion, 
ought to have been content with the act of 1793. 
But they were not; unfortunately they were not. 
They demanded and obtaincd the act of 1850. 
That the fugitive slave act of 1850 is offensive to 
the people of the free States, cannot be denicd. It 
isso. That they yield to ita reluctant obedience, is 
true; that it has been resisted, is equally true. I 
shall enter no justification of such resistance. The 
remedy against an unwise or unjust law is not in 
unlawtul resistance. It lies elsewhere. Itisin the 

power of an enlightened and elevated public opin- 
ton. These, however, are exceptional cases, But 
why is this act offensive? Itis not in the unwill- 
ingness on the part of the people of the free States 
to permit the rendition of a fugitive slave—not 
atall. There was no such feeling against the act 
of 1793. Sir, it lies deeper, and far beyond. It 
is in the conviction that this fugitive slave law 
comes in conflict with and uproots great funda- 
mental principles, and assumes unwarrantable 
and dangerous powers. Is this so? Is this true? 
Examinethelaw. Does it not recognize an officer 
unknown to the Constitution? Does it not deny 
the trial by jury in the issue of liberty? Does it | 
not set at defiance the sovereignty of the State? | 
Does it not remand the fugitive at public cost? į 
Does it not withhold the great writ of habeas | 
corpus? I repeat again, examine the law. For 

this cause it is that this law has been arraigned | 
and condemned by the people of the free States. 

Here, sir, Lmight ask, why the necessity, and 
above all the policy, of such a law? Whatdo the 
slave States wish% Is it not to reclaim their fugi- 
tive slaves? Beyond doubt. Obviously, then, | 
true policy and true wisdom would suggest a law | 


| which, while effectual in its provisions, would 


juries? Where, in what State, in what case, have f 


not arouse feelings of opposition and. prejudice. 
That would be true wisdom. But its dictates 
were disregarded. The slave States compelled 
the act of 1850. What has been the result? -Has 
slave property become more secure? Has the 
slave ceased to escape? Has slavery-improved 
under Federal protection? Assuredly not. Is 
not the reverse the fact? The fugitive slave act of 
1850 has not accomplished its object. It has not 
obtained the approval of the free States of the 
Union. It cannot. Neither has it been of advant- | 
age to the slave States. And why? Because it 
has unfolded too often to the popular view the 
character and the requirements of slavery. That 
view has not been favorable. The institution of 
slavery cannot perpetuate itself by violent legis- 
lation. Extreme measures will beget extreme 
opposition. Who does not know this to be true? 
Slavery requires silence, unbroken silence, for its 
preservation. This the act of 1850 does not and 
cannot give. Therefore, in my opinion, while it 
cannot receive the commendation of the people of 
the free States, at the same time, in its severity and 
its penalties, it is a fatal blow against the institu- 
tion of slavery. Am I right?_Is there no parallel 
in history? Thereis, sir. The Roman empire rec- 
ognized slavery—had its fugitive slave law. By 
it every slave was required to wear a badge with | 
the inseription, ‘ jusstone D. D. D., N.NI N., ne 
quis servum Jugientum suscipiat.” This was the 
decree of Theodosius Honorius and Arcadius, 
in the corrupt and declining days of the empire. 
What happened? Slavery declined under this 
fugitive slave law, and soon afterwards ceased to 
exist. Let gentlemen be forewarned. A similar 
fate may, in the councils of a just and overruling 
Providence, await the instituton of slavery in the 
United States of America 

But to the main fact. It is said that the North 
has violated this law, and that its provisions have 
been disregarded. ‘This may be true in a certain 
degree. Notwithstanding, 1 say that the law of 
1850 has received an observance without parallel 
in the history of legislation. Look at the law. It 
is repulsive; it is obnoxious; it is odious to the 
people of the free States. It has no public senti- 
ment to sustain it in those States. Yet, with 
some exceptional cases, it has been maintained 
and enforced. Do you .point me to the State of. 
Wisconsin? T ask you, in reply, do you deny | 
the right of the judiciary of a State to decide the 
constitutionality of any law, or whether there | 
shall be the right of appeal or not? You are fore- 
closed, by the action of the judiciary of your own 
States, from such a denial. Do you refer to cases 
ofrescue? Is not their occurrence rare indeed? 
Is it the action of northern courts and northern 


they failed to discharge their duty ? Is it the per- || 
sonal liberty bills? Are not these the legitimate | 
fruits of the act of 1850, imperiously demanded 
to protect the freedom of the citizens of the free 
States? fi 
Sir, it is impossible to expect that any law will 
not in some manner be violated. We have laws 
for the prevention of crime; yet are they not viola- | 
ted every day in every State of the Union? We 
have laws for the protection of property, and yet | 
they have not always secured to property protec- | 
tion. Besides, in a popular Government, popu- 
lar tumults are to be expected. Violations of law || 
are to be deplored and deprecated; but they will 
occur—they cannot be avoided However, if the 
violation of any law proceeds from the palpable 
injustice and oppression,of the law itself, why not 
remove the cause of the violation by the repeal or 
amendment of the law? Is not this the better 
course? Why ran into the face of public opinion? 
Isit not wiscr to consult its tendencies and respect j 
its grand and godlike utterances? But why 
arraign the North? Is your record without blem- į 
ish? Have there been no violations of law in 
the South? Take the African slave trade laws: | 
have they not been violated again and again? Is | 
not the history of the Wanderer fresh in our rec- | 
ollections? Take the neutrality laws. Have gen- |j 
tlemen forgotten the expedition of Lopez, and its 
bloody conclusion without the walls of Havana? 
Have they forgotten the invasion of Nicaragua ? |j 


assertion, 


But you say that these were the acts of individ- | 
uals, for whom the South is not responsible. Ij} 


admit it...I donot. hold the entire South as ‘rex 
sponsible.. They-are not. ` Lonly claim the sanie 
admission for the North in: regard .to -the alleged” 
violation of the fugitive slave Taw; and that when: 
you reproach us your hands. shalt be. clean of alk 
offense. =, EES EEEE E ee E 
Ihave now considered the peculiar rights ofthe- 
South as to slavery under the Constitution. {e 
ask now where are. the aggressions upon southern 
rights? Where: the wrongs andthe: outrages? 
They have no real existence whatever. | -But.it:: 
is a truth. that, if aggressions have: beensmade}: 
they bave been made by the South, and not by: 
the North. 'Phis is God’s truth. . How. could 
it he otherwise? Who has had control of the- 
Government? You,gentlemen. Foralmost thirty 
years youhave had control. You have now: You, 
have the Administration, You have the Suprente 
Court. You have the Senate, more august to~ 
day than the Roman Senate when Cyneas pro~ 
nounecd it an assemblage of kings. _You-have the: 
Federal offices, the Federal officials, and the Fed- ; 
eral patronage. You have the Army, the Navy, 
the Treasury. The Vice President recently said: 
“We stand in a good position. We have the Exeeu- 
tive; we have the laws; w? bave the courts; and that is 
a great advance from where we stood ten years ago.?? _ 
How, then, could the rights of the South have 
suffered at the hands of the North? Will any 
one explain -to me the modus operandi? No, the 
fact is just the contrary. Slavery is the ageréss~ 
ive element in this Government... lt has, from 
the first, been the. aggressive element. : It has‘ 
steadily advanced in power and influence. It has 
entered the judiciary, and reversed. the decisions 
of the Jast hundred years. It holds at its will the 
Executive, and controls and directs the national 
Legislature. . Vigilant, active, determined, it tri- 
umphs only to advance to newer fields and fiercer 
contests. I have said that slavery is the aggress- 
ive clement in our political system. Is this true, 
or is itan unjust accusation? It is not unjust; 
and I rely with confidence on the legislative his- 
tory of our Government to prove the truth of the 
What is that history? It is. written. 
in clear, unmistakable characters, Neither you 
nor I—neither the civilized world, nor posterity.. 
—can be deceived in its meaning. What-bas been; 
done has not been hid in a‘corner. Ithas been.. 
before the open gaze‘of all mankind.: < : 
Itis impossible for me at. ihis time to speak.of 
all the aggressions of the South. I shall not speak 
of the executive aggressions upon the rights of 
the inhabitants of a distant Territory; neither of 
the judicial aggressions, as contained in the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court; nor yet of the personal 
aggressions, in the expulsion of peaceful citizens. 
from the limits of a sovereign State. But it is to 
the legislative aggressions I call attention.. In the 
consideration of the legislative history of the coun- 
try there are certain prominent and well-defined 
acts, ordinances, compromises, and official'rego- 
lutions, which comprehend the entire subject of 
slavery. A careful examination of these will prove 


$ 


| or disprove whether slavery is not aggressive in 


nts character, and how far the original. policy of, 
the founders of the Government has been: main- 
tained or overthrown, and by what party this has 
been accomplished. The acts, compromises, and 
resolutions to which I refer are: first, the ordi- 
nance of 1787; second, the compromise of 1820; 
third, the compromise of 1850; fourth, the act of 
1854; and fifth, the senatorial resolutions of 1860. 
l shall speak of them in theirorder. 
What, then, of the ordinance of 1787? What 
was its character? It was a grave deliberative 
act of the confederated States to regulate the gov- 
ernment of the Territories acquired by cession 
from the States. What were its objects, its pro- 
visions, and its stipulations? This.is the essen- 
tial question. Herein we may ascertain what 
ower or what party in this Government has ad-. 
vanced, attacked, and overthrown the true prinei- 
ples and the true policy of the Government as un- 
derstood by its founders. I repeat, what was the 
ordinance of 1787? What great and salutary pro- 
vision did it contain and embody? It was this: 
that wherever the power could be exercised, sla- 
very ought to be excluded from the Territory: 
This was the solemn declaration against luman © 
servitude of those great statesmen and patriots 
who walked unhurt. through the valley of the 
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shadow of the Revolution. The advocacy of this 

rinciple was not confined to any particular State. 

t was the act of all the States. Neither was its 
advocacy: confined to any particular individual 
of any particular State. Dane and Grayson and 
Lee and Blount and Harring and Kean, all, all, 
from every confederated State, united in its adop- 
tion. i 

it will not do to say that this ordinance was 
under the Confederation, and therefore, in its 
force and example, is of no value or authority. 
No, indeed. For after the Union was formed and 
the Constitution accepted, it received the unquali- 
fied sanction of the First Congress, and also of 
Washington. This was the broad foundation 
which our fathers laid. This was the policy with 
which we began our national career. 

What are the consequences of the adoption of 
that ordinance? Look at the States of the North- 
west. Let Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, Michigan, and 
Wisconsin answer. How wonderful the progress 
of fifty years! Already these States are empires, 
with millions of enlightened freemen upon their 
soil. Peaceful villages and proud cities crowd 
their plains; there industry, in all its varied 
forms, meets with its just reward; commerce 
whitens with its sails each inland sea; and, above 
all, popular education is the constitutional pro- 
vision of each State. When I look upon this 
gorgeous ceiling, upon which are emblazoned the 
symbols of our national growth and power, my 
eye is met with the arms of Indiana, my own 
State. Whatdoes it represent? The vast, silent 
wilderness, receding beneath the hand of free la- 
bor; while just above the horizon is heralded the 
approaching day. How changed, since 1816! 
‘How changed within a lifetime! The wilderness 
has disappeared; transformed into the quiethomes 
of a generous, industrious, and Christian people; 
while over all, full-orbed in all its splendor, shines 
the sun of civilization. What has caused all this? 
To what is it attributable? In my opinion, to the 
just and beneficent policy of the founders of the 
Government, in the exclusion of slavery from the 
national territory in 1787. 

But the gentleman from Mississippi denies that 
such was the policy of the revolutionary states- 
men. He contends that the assertion is a grave 
error; and he brings forward Mississippi, when 
in the hands of the General Government, as a 
complete refutation. I think the gentleman was 
unfortunate in his Ulustration. The case of Mis- 
sissippi will not disprove the fact. Why wasnot 
slavery excluded from that State? For a plain 
and sufficient reason. Because of the condition 
of the cession. What was that condition? It 
was, that. slavery should not be excluded in the 
Territory of Mississippi. Georgia, and not the | 
Congress of the United States, fixed the condition | 
of that ‘Territory. ‘Phe condition was in these 
words: 


«That the Territory thus ceded shall form a State, and 
be admitted as such into the Union as soon as it shall con- 
tain sixty thousand free inhabitants, or at an earlier period, | 
if Congress shall think expedient, on the same conditions | 
and restrictions, with the same privileges, ang in the same 
manner, provided in the ordinance of Congress of the T3th | 
of. July, 1787, for the government of the western territory 
of the United States; which ordinance shall in all its parts 
extend to the territory contained in the present act of ces- 
sion, that article only excepted which forbids slavery.”” 


The same condition was required by North 
Carolina in the cession of Tennessee, as follows: | 

“That the territory so ceded shall be laid out and formed 
into a State or States containing a suitable extent of terri- 
tory, the inhabitants of which shall enjoy all the privi- 
leges, benefits, and advantages set furth in the late Congress 
for the government of the western territory of the United 
States: Provided always, That no regulation made, or to 
be made, by Congress, shall tend to emancipate slavery.” 


Well, what was Congress to do? It had to 
take the Territory cum onere, or not atall. Con- 
gress could not accept the territory and reject the | 


party wasGeorgia. Besides, slavery was an ex- 
isting fact in the territory of Mississippi when it 
was ceded, and when it was organized. It was 
in this condition, and with this express limitation 
upon the action of Congress, that Mississippi was 
received by the United States. No, the gentleman 
himself isin an error. The fact stands, and it will 
stand forever, that when our national existence 
began, the founders of the Republic believed they 
had the power, and felt it was their duty, to ex- 
clude slavery from all territory over which they 
had control and sovereignty. Is this the present 
policy of our Government? Is it the recognized 
policy of the country? By one great party of the 
country it is; but by another, equally command- 
ing, it is not even tolerated. Why is this? How 
has this happened? In what manner became it 
abandoned? How came the original fountains 
changed into bitter waters? Let us see how the 
advocates of slavery have progressed from one 
position-to another until they have reversed the 
entire action of the Government. Thirty years 
after the adoption of the Constitution, the slavery 
question was reopened, and-became of momentous 
concern. The agitation came with the acquisition 
of avast foreign territory. In the progress of 
time, and the development of events, the institu- 
tion of slavery had become an element of power. 
The expectation so universal of its carly extinc- 
tion had not been realized. The rich possessions 
itappropriated in Mississippi, Alabama, and Ten- 
nessee, gave to slavery strength and importance. 
The acquisition of the Louisiana Territory gave 
to it additional opportunity for diffusion, ‘That 
opportunity was not overlooked. 
Well, sir, what next? f come now to 1820. I 
shall not enter into the details of that legislative 
eriod. Itis historical. My object is different. 
tis to show that slavery is the aggressive ele- 
ment. What of the act of 1820? What was the 
concession to slavery under that act? That it was 
atriumph of slavery, is clear. That it was so 
regarded at the time, no one doubts. We have 
seen that, in the adoption of this ordinance of 
1787, Congress claimed and exercised the power 
to exclude slavery from the whole territory then 
the subject of legislation. This power of Con- 
gress was not challenged in 1820. Indeed, the 
power was fully and broadly admitted; admitted 
by the Congress of 1820; admitted by the Ad- 
ministration and the Cabinet; admitted by the 
statesmen of that day—by Wirt and Gallatin 
and Thompson, Crawtord, and John Quincy Ad- 
ams, illustrious for his purity of character and 
transcendent intellect, but more illustrious and 
revered for his earnest and life-long devotion to 
the cause of human liberty. These statesmen 
were of the revolutionary mold. They all ad- 
mitted the power in Congress to exclude slavery 
from the territory of the United States. 
3ut to the consideration of the compromise of | 
1820. What was its peculiarity? What was the 
advantage which slavery obtained? Wherein was 
the departure from the original policy? In this. 
The Congress of the United States, in the exercise 
of its undeubted power, heretofore absolute and 
general, yielded and applied only a partial and 
limited restriction against slavery. Here was a 
point gained. twas a great and Important con- 
ecssion. Far worse; it was a disastrous sur- 
render. But was slavery satisfied? Not at all. 
Inspirited by suceess, and emboldened by power, 
slavery continued its progress. Already Missis- 
sippi and Alabama and ‘Tennessee and Louisiana | 
; and Missouri were safe. 
What next? After an interval of fifteen years | 
the compromise of 1820 was itself violated. And 
why? To propitiate the demands of slavery. | 
How? Byan extension of the limits of the State 
of Missouri, whereby a large and fertile territory 
was converted from free to slave soil. Then came 


condition. Notso. It was compelled either to 
accept or reject. The necessities of the Govern- | 
ment required the acceptance, and with it came | 
slavery. Bui the gentleman said that, by the act 
of 1798, the Government gave free and spontane- i 
ous consent that slaves might be carried and held | 
in Mississipi as property, How is this? Free | 
and spontaneous consent, indeed! What king of 
_ free and spontaneous consent is that, when Con 
gress had none to give? That consent was the ex- | 
press stipulation of another party. That other į 


. . H 
| Arkansas. Then Texas. After this it was idle | 
| to indulge in the hope of the extinction of slavery | 
l in our day and generation. But again, in 1850 | 


it became necessary to adjust slavery in another ji 


i 
k 
i Territory, of which the United States had just j 
| despoiled Mexico. Slavery was no longer weak, į 
| but was able to, and did, dictate the compromise } 
of 1850. I think E do no injustice when I say | 
hat slavery had no valid claim, either upon Utah 

| 

i 

i 


| 


r New Mexico. Both e tree before the treaty; | 
why should their candition be ch 


hve] 


need or even 


endangered after the treaty? Slavery was for- 
bidden in this territory by the law of Mexico. 
The territory should have remained in this con- 
dition. But the South refused assent. The result 
was the compromise of 1850. What was the gist 
of that compromise? Wherein did it differ from 
previous legislation? What progressive step was 
made by slavery? Sir, the compromise of 1850 
was, in effect, the entire suspension of the power 
of Congress over slavery in the organization of 
the Territories of New Mexico and Utah. Did 
the South gain nothing in this? Did it not gain 
everything? I know that, in extenuation of the 
compromise, it was urged that slavery did not 
legally exist'within the Territory. I know that 
it was urged that slavery was not likely to be in- 
troduced therein. I know that the power of Con- 
gress to exclude slavery therefrom was not ma- 
terially denied. But, at the same time, Ido know 
that the very doctrines which this day are the cause 
of so much alarm, and which so much threaten 
the peace of the Union, were then foreshadowed. 
However, the compromise was accepted, and 
Congress voluntarily suspended its power over 
the Territory. ~ 

What followed? Slavery has been introduced 
into Utah, and is protected by territorial legisla- 
tion in New Mexico. ; 

Prior to this period it wasalmost universally held 
that slavery existed by virtue of the laws of the 
several States, and not otherwise. No one con- 
tended, or advocated the right of the inhabitants 
of a Territory, either to establish, regulate, or 
reject slavery during a territorial condition. It 
was for this reason that no immediate danger was 
apprehended for Utah and New Mexico. It was 
believed that, even if slavery was not excluded 
therefrom by Congress, yet, as the inhabitants 
therein had- no power in themselves to legislate 
upon the subject, the Territory would remain in 
the same condition that it was when part of the 
Republic of Mexico—that is, free. This was the 
opinion of Mr. Clay. This was the general opin- 
ion. Had it been otherwise, the people of the 
free States would never have been reconciled to 
the compromise of 1850. In this view the com- 
promise was accepted; the agitation throughout 
the country was allayed; the era of good feeling 
wasrestored. President Pierce made the condition 
of public affairs a matter of congratulation in his 
annual message. Ile said: 

< We are thus not only at peace with all foreign coun- 
tries, but in regard to political aflairs are exempt from any 
cause of serious disquietude in our domestic relations, The 
controversies which have agitated the country heretofore 
are passing away with the causes which produced them 
and the passions they had awakened 5 or ifany trace of them 
remain, it may be reasonably boped that it will only be per- 
ceived in the zealous rivalry of all good citizens to testify 
their respect for the rights of the States, their devotion to 
the Union, and their common determination that each me 
of the States, its institutions and its domestic peace, shalk 
be held alike secure under the sacred wgis of the Consti- 
tution.” 

This was the condition of the country in 1850. 
The compromise was to be a finality. ‘That was 
the word, sir. But how long did this finality 
last? Not four years. In 1854 the country was 
again convulsed. We were again at sea, driven 
about by every wind of controversy. On the 2dth 
day of May, 1854, the novel and extraordinary 
doctrine was advanced that the compromise of 
1820 was inconsistent with the compromise of 
1850, and therefore null and void. ‘This was the 
proposition. But why not have reversed the prop- 
osition? Would it not have been better to have 
declared that, as the compromise of 1850 was not 
in accordance with the compromise of 1820, that 
it should be annulled? Ought not the compromise 
of 1820 to have been preferred? Lthink so. It 
had stood for thirty years. Ithad priority ofelaim; 
and, besides, the North and the South had alike 


| partaken ofits benefits. Butwhercin is the incon- 


sistency? In what respect, and how far? Gen- 
tlemen say that the compromise of 1820 was in- 
consistent with the principle of non-intervention; 
that this was the principle established in 1850. 
Now, I deny that there was any legislation or 
any principle established whatever in 1850 in re- 
gard to slavery in the Territories of Utah and New 
Mexico. Alllcgislation was deemed inexpedient. 
The following resolution of Mr. Clay demon- 
strates the fact: 

“ Resolved, ‘That, as slavery does not exist by law, and is 
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notlikely to be introduced into any of the territory acquired 
by the United States from Mexico, it is inexpedient for Con- 
gress to provide by law either for its introduction into, or 
exclusion from, any part of the said territory ; and that ap- 
propriate territorial governments ought to be established by 
Congress in all of the said territory not assigned as the 
boundaries of the proposed State of California, without the 
adoption of any restriction or condition on the subject of 
slavery? is 

Appropriate territorial governments were es- 
tablished by Congress, based upon this resolution. 
Congress neither affirmed nor relinquished the 
power to excludeslavery. ‘Thatpower remained 
suspended. : 

Then, as there was no legislation whatever by 
Congress, and no principle established, how can 
it be contended that the compromises were so in- 
consistent with each other, that both could not 
stand, and especially so when the action of Con- 

‘gress in both cases was upon separate and dis- 
tinct territory, and at separate and distinct pe- 
riods? 

But, what did the Kansas-Nebraska act pro- 
pose todo? {In what manner did it reconcile the 
alleged inconsistency? In a strange and most 
incomprehensible manner—by an absolute de- 
nial of the power of Congress to exclude slavery 
in any Territory. This neither the compromise 
of 1820 nor the compromise of 1850 questioned, 
In fact, then, the Kansas-Nebraska act is incon- 
sistent with all previous legislation and compro 
mises, To this position slavery advanced in 1854. 
Here was another progressive step. Butto whom 
was the power over the question of slavery trans- 
ferred by the Kansas-Nebraska act, and when 
was it to be exercised? I know, a difference 
of opinion has arisen between the supporters of 
the bill as to this point. The gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Pryor] frankly admitted the fact 
when he acknowledged that it “was susceptible 
of a various reading.” The people of the United 
States have become somewhat conscious of the 
same fact. Indeed, sir, there is a suspicion that 
it was intentional on the part of its framers. 

I agree, also, with the gentleman from Virginia 
has Pryor] in his statement of the difference. 

t was this: 

“Woof the South said that the principle of the bill was 
thatthe people of a Territory might determine the question 
of slavery in the exercise of State sovercignty and in the 
act organizing a State government. Others?— 

That is, the Senator from Illinois and his 

friends— 
4 maintain that the principle of the bill recognized the right 
of the people, by an act of territorial legislation, to determ- 
ine the question of slavery. It is a palpable, important, 
and, I apprehend, irreparable difference of opinion.” 

Well, sir, I believe the construction of the South 
was right, whether contained in the bill or not. 
in my opinion, the proper period for the determ- 
ination of the question of slavery in a Territory 
is at the time of the adoption of their State con- 
stitation—not before. 
the territorial condition remains, the exclusive 
power over that question is in the Congress of the 
United States, and nowhere else. 

But 1 deny that the bill conferred on the inhab- 
itants of the Territory any such power. Itis not 
in the bill. Where is the grant? The friends of 
the bill say that it is contained in the fourteenth 
section: 

“it being the true intent and meaning of this act neither 
to legislate slavery into any Territory or State, nor to ex- 
clude it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly 
free to form and regulate their own domestic institutions 
in their own way ; subject only to the Constitution of the 
United States.” 

Sir, this is no grant of power to the inhabitants 
of the Territory during a territorial condition. 
No time whatever is expressed for the exercise 
of legislation. It is a general, vague, indefi- 
nite expression, liable to various interpretations. 
It is true, it declares that the people of any Ter- 
ritory are to be left perfectly free to form and reg- 
ulate their own institutions; but when? at what 
time? in what manner? While a Territory? or by 
territorial legislation? 
thing. But elsewhere in the bill, in the first sec- 
tion, the time and the manner are specified. It is 
in the formation of their State constitution, pre- 
paratory to admission into the Union, by the in- 
habitants of the Territory. That is the timc, ac- 
cording to the Kansas-Nebraska bill. And why 
is not this the proper period? Before that time, 


Before that time, while 


The bill says no such | 


i 


what are the political rights of the inhabitants of |: 


a Territory? Are they the same with those of 
the people of a State? Not at all. They have 
no Federal rights or advantages. ‘They are not 
even citizens of the United States; they are not 
even a people; they are inhabitants, and nothing 
more. The inhabitants of a Territory are virta- 
ally disfranchised—disfranchised as to President; 
disfranchised as to Vice President; disfranchised 
as to Governor; disfranchised as to Representa- 
tive in Congress, and disfranchised as to their 
own judiciary. What, then, is their condition? 
Is it that of sovereignty? No, sir. It isa condi- 
tion of dependency upon the General Government. 
Theassumption ofterritorial sovereignty is wholly 
unwarrantable. It is without precedent. 

From whence is derived this idea of territorial 
sovereignty? Ts it in the inherent right of self- 
government in the inhabitants of a Territory? If 
so, then the whole policy of the Federal Govern- 
ment heretofore has been one of wrong and injus- 
tice to the inhabitants of the, Territories. On the 
contrary, the relation has been one of protection, 
encouragement, and justice. Ifso, then the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill itself ought to be repealed, for 
itis a standing denial of this great fundamental 
right, Neither do the inhabitants of a Territory 
derive their political rights from the States in 
their separate and independent sovereignty.’ For 
then, as one State would have the same right and 
power to control the Territory as another State, 
a contest would arise between the States as to the 
character and extent of their respective authority. 
Then, as neither the inhabitants of a Territory 
nor of the States, independently of each other, 
have power over any Territory for its govern- 
ment, where does the power exist? Without 
doubt, in the Congress of the United States. That 
Congress is a safe depository of such power, let 


-the twenty States admitted into the Union under 


the exercise by Congress of this power testify. 
Should it then be withdrawn? Is it safer in the 
hands of the inhabitants of a Territory? Willit 
be more prudently and wisely used? It is my 
clear conviction that such a concession of power 
to the inhabitants would be both unwise and un- 
safe. Therefore, I cannot support the proposi- 
tion of the honorable gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. 
KeLLoca,] to confer on the inhabitants of a Ter- 
ritory the right to elect their territorial officers. 
Tam not yet prepared to elevate a Territory to 
an equality with a State, without the burdens of 
a State. Í cannot, and will not, for any reason 
yet advanced, abartdon the early policy of the 
Government, 

But, if I can discern and understand the course 
of events, I shall be relieved in this respect. Ter- 
ritorial sovereignty soon will be, as it ought to be, 
abandoned and repudiated.” 

But one other position of the South remains to 
be considered. This last and extreme position 
was thus announced to the country by the Presi- 
dent in his annual message: 

“The right has been estabtished of every citizen to take 
his property of any Kind, including slaves, into the common 
‘Territories belonging equally to ail the States of the Confed- 
eracy, and have it protected there under the Federal Con 
stitution. Neither Congress, nor a Territorial Legislature, 
nor any human power, has any authority to annul or impair 
this vested right.” 

Again, in the resolutions of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,}] I find this 
position‘announced and affirmed. The resolution 


| is in these words: 


“ Resolved, That neither Congress nora Territorial Legis- 
lature, whether by direct legislation or legislation of anin- 
direct and unfriendly naturc, possess the power to annul 
or impair the constitutional rights of any citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, to take his slave property into the connnon Ferri- 
tories, but itisthe duty ofthe territorial government there to 
afford for that, as for every other species of property, the 
needful protection; and ifexperience should, at any time, 
prove that the judiciary does not possess every power to in- 
sure adequate protection, it will then be the duty of Con- 
gress to supply such deficiency.” 


To this position the advocates of slavery have 
at length reached. : 

I have endeavored to show the successive steps 
by which this point has been attained, and the 
whole policy of the Government reversed. Ihave 
shown that in the earlier days of the Republic 
the power in Congress was conceded, and the 
policy approved, of the entire exclusion of slavery 
from the Territory of the United States; that in 
1820 the exercise of the power was limited and 


. 


partial; that in 1850 the. power was wholly and 
voluntarily suspended; that in 1854 it was denied; 
and that now, in 1860, the power. in Congress to 
legislate upon slavery is reaffirmed, but for a dis- 
tinct and. different object—that object. the protec- 
tion of slavery in all the Territories, That the 
change has been gradual, is true. Had it been 
sudden, the public mind would have been alarmed. 
Nevertiieless, the change has been as sure asit 
has been gradual; until now it is even regarded 
with complacency. The issue, then, is broad and 
irreconcilable between the two contending parties 
in the United States. There can be no issue of 
greater magnitude. “With a national domain of 
vastex tent, and resources unparalleled, itis notim- 
possible that even all of us may see the day when 
the States of this Union may exceed. twofold 
their present number. Then, in the formation 
of those new communities, and in the organiza- 
tion of those new States, this question will have 
an enduring and momentous influence. Then it 
is our duty to investigate, and wisely and pru- 
dently decide the issue. 

Sir, where does this issue arise? Not in Spain, 
nor. yet in Austria; but in the United States.of 
America. After eighty years as a Government, 
with a history not obscured or darkened by, des- 
potism, and our influence throughout the world 
as yet unimpaired, it certainly isa strange theater 
for the consideration of the question of protection 
to slavery. If those illustrious men by whom 
this Government was founded could arise from 
their silent, and almost forgotten, graves, would 
they not exclaim, ‘‘ What does all this mean? ‘Is 
this Republic, which we established in justice 
and freedom, become the instrument of injustice 
and slavery? Have you, our descendants, be- 
come more arbitrary than they from whom you 
and us were freed? Is this the end of all our 
struggles and sacrifices??? How could we re- 
spond, except in shame? But, the question of 
protection of slavery is before us, and cannot be 
avoided. It presents itself for investigation, ex- 
amination, discussion, and decision. Besides, it 
is our right to investigate this question. Twent 
million people, interested in the general wel- 
fare of the whole country, and participants of its 
blessings or its evils, have an undoubted right to 
consider, with the other nine million, what insti- 
tutions shall be encouraged and protected by the 
Federal Government. This will not be denied; or, 
if denied, it cannot be prevented. The right to 
consider and determine all our political questions 
belongs to the American people. The privilege is 
freely conceded to every one, everywhere, to ex- 
amine the system of the free States of the Union. 
There it is; look for yourselves! Ifit has evils, 
prove them. If it has dangers, proclaim them. 
If it is a system of weakness, let it be cireum- 
scribed. If wise and beneficent, let it have full 
sway. We claim the same privilege to examine 
the system of the slave States; and now, more 
than ever before, when protection is demanded 
for slavery from the Federal Government. Let 
each system be placed before the people for their 
decision, and the right prevail. And it will pre- 
vail! ‘ For who knows not that truth is strong, 
next to the Almighty? She needs no policies, 
nor stratagems, nor licensing, to make her victo- 
rious. These are the shafts and defenses that 
error uses against her power.” ; 

But first, before protection can be accorded to 
slavery, one thing must be accomplished by its 
advocates. The people of the eighteen free States 
must be convinced, as you claim to be convinced, 
that slavery is the just, proper, and natural rela- 
tion between the two races. This is not their opin- 
ion. They believe its very existence is unnatural 
and wrongful. This opinion they received from 
the early statesmen, the worthies of the Revolu- 
tion, whose lips were touched witha live coal from 
off thealtar of national independence. Then, when 
asked to give protection to slavery, will they not 
reply: “ What, would you have usextend an evil; 
would you have us perpetuate a wrong; would 
you have us justify slavery before the world?” 

herefore this opinion must be eradicated. Can 
itbe done? [think not, It is an impossibility. 
Sir, let us not deceive ourselves. ‘That ever the 
twenty million freemen who inhabit the free 
States of the American Union will regard slavery 
as just and right in itself, I do not believe. Tlreir 
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judgment has been carefully formed. It cannot 

e changed. “Why should it be changed? It is 
the judgment of the civilized world. But what is 
now démanded? That all this shall be reversed; 
that.slavery shall be accepted and approved; that 
we Shall reject all the indignant testimony against’ 
it by the illustrious men who have molded and 
‘dirceted the destinies of mankind—ornaments of 
church, State, science, philosophy, and literature; 
of Luther and Wesley; of Pitt, Wilberforce, and 
Brougham; of Washington, Jefferson, and Clay; 
of Humboldt and Franklin, each mourned by 
two continents; of Locke, the profoundest intel- 
lect of his day; of Mansfield and Jay; and of Mil- 
ton, the defender of the Commonwealth of Eng- 
land. And for what is ali this to be done? For 
what are we called upon to shut our eyes and 


close our ears against this array of testimony? to | 


hide ourselves iu the twilight, when, streaming all 
around us, is the light of two hundred years of 
progress and civilization? For what! To pro- 
tect slavery. 


Mr. Chairman, it may be possible that the fate į 


which has overtaken so many systems of gov- 
ernment is about to reach us in its course. 
“American Republic may be in its decline. That 
decline can be arrested. But adopt this policy, 
ingraft it in all future legislation, and then this 
Union will perish. No human power can prevent 
its overthrow and dissolution. But let us inves- | 
tigate this demand for the protection of slavery. | 
It is, indeed, not of recent origin, although it | 
has assumed a graver aspect than when first an- 
nounced. It was in the year 1847, in the Senate 
of the United States, when the amendment of 
Senator Walker, of Wisconsin, was made to the 
general appropriation bill, providinga government 
for the Territories of Utah, California, and New 
Mexico, the doctrine was first announced. The 
‘proposition was to extend, by direct legislation, 
the Constitution of the United States over those 


Territories, and thereby establish the precedent | 


for a similar extension in all future ‘Territories. 
The proposition received the unqualified support 
of 


“Webster. In the course of the debate he estab- 
lished, beyond refutation, that the Constitution 
was not made for Territories, but for States; and | 
that, in no event, could it go into operation, not 
even in the States, without an act of Congress to 
carry out its provisions. The extension of the 
Constitution to the Territorics, in 1847, was re- 
jected by Congress; but in 1854, in the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, the attempt succeeded. By direct 
legislation of Congress in that bill the Constitu- 
tion was extended to those Territories. Having 
accomplished so much, the transition was not dif- 
ficult to the new and startling doctrine of 1860, 
that the Constitution of the United States, with- 
out any legislation by Congress, in proprio vigore, ; 
extends to all the Territories, and protects, in its | 
extension, the institution of slavery. Sir, itisa 
starding doctrine. What is the Constitution of 
the United States? Is it nota mere affirmation of 
general principles? How are these general prin- | 
ciples to be enforced? Jow can they be, except 
by direct legislation? In no other way can the 
Constitution be even enforced in the States. 

By whom was the Constitution made? By the 
people of the United States; and all of its provis- 
ions are for the States, and not for the T'errito- 
ries. If the Constitution of the United States 
extends*itself to ‘Territories, does it not also to 
States? Andifit protects persons and property in 


the Territories, does it not also protect persons | 
and property in the States? If it carries slavery | 


by its own virtue in the Territories, has it not the 
same inherent power in the States? If this be 
truc, is not slavery universal? Can State sover- 


eignty protect the States? No; for the Constitu- |: 


tion of the United States is the supreme law of | 
the land; and the judges in every State are bound | 
by the Constitution, anything in their own State 
laws, or State constitution, to the contrary not- 
withstanding. Is not this a constitutional pro- 
vision? The sixth article of the Constitution is | 
as follows: 

“ This Constitution, and the laws of the United States, 
which shall be:made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
made, or which shalt be wade, under the authority ofthe 
United States, shail bethe supreme Jaw of the landy and 
the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything 


‘The j 


r. Calhoun—indced, it was his scheme; but | 
it was metat once, and its fallacy exposed by Mr. 


| trade. 


in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” - i 

But again: itis claimed that the right of pro- 
tection is affirmed, and slavery discriminated in 
favor of,in the Constitution of the United States, 
in express terms. Where in the Constitution is 
this discrimination? Where is this affirmation? 
In what section? In whatarticle? Will gentle- 
men point them out? Is there one word in the 
Constitution that will authorize the assumption? 
Is the right of protection contained in the section 
relative to persons owing labor or service? No, 
sir. That section speaks of persons owing labor 
or service. How? Under the Constitution? No, 
but under the laws of the several slave States. Is 
itin the section by which representation is ap- | 
portioned among the several States? Here, again, 


| the Constitution speaks only of persons—* three 


fifths of all other persons.” Butit is claimed that 
those persons were slaves. ‘This [ admit; they 
were slaves, but not by virtue of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. The framers of the 
Constitution did not so understand that instru- 
ment. On the contrary, Mr. Madison said that 
he thought it wrong to admit in the Constitution 
the idea that there could be property in man. 
But once more: is the right of protection affirmed 
in the section by which the African’slave trade 
was not prohibited until 1808? Look to the lan- 
guage of that section, It does not refer to slaves, 
or slave property, but to the importation of per- 
sons. These persons were not slaves in their own j 
country; or if so, it was a slavery not known or 
recognized by the Constitution of the United 
States, or the laws of any State. They were not 
slaves upon the high sea. ‘They were restrained 
of their liberty, itis true; but how? By the au- 
thority of the United States? Notso. But by 
violence. When did they become slaves? Itwas 


when they were under the laws of the States in | 


which slavery existed. By those laws they be- 
came slaves, and by no other way. ‘This is plain, 
palpable, and undeniable. 

But I regard this section as a direct blow at 
slavery. Before and at the time of the formation 
of the Constitution the African slave trade was 
in active operation. ‘There was no restrictive 
law against its continuance. Had no Union been 
formed, the States, being independent of cach oth- 
er, could have continucd that trade as Jong as their 
interests demanded or their humanity assented, 
unless restrained sooner by the united action of 
other nations. It wasin thigcondition the framers 
of the Constitution encountered the question. 
What did they do? They refused permission to 
the new States to engage in the African slave 
They provided that it should cease after 
twenty years; at which time it did cease by an act 
of Congress, declaring its further continuance a 
high crime. . 

These, sir, are all the provisions of the Consti- 
tution having a direct reference to the institution 
of slavery. If the power of Congress to protect 
slavery cannot be found therein, it does not exist. 
{tis certain that no direct power is given. Is it, 
then, implied? If so, it must be from the sec- 
tions of the Constitution to which I have referred 
What animplication! Whatan unjust reflection 
upon the wise and prudent framers of the Con- 


| stitution! Whatisthe declaration now? Itis, that 


the system of sfavery is an essential and proper 
element in the organization of new States; and so 
essential and so proper that all the powers of the 
judicial, the executive, aud the legislative depart- 
ments of Government shall be exercised to pro- 
tectand defend thissystem. Sir, I cannot conceive 
that the Constitution of the United States was es- 
tablished for any such purpose. What were its 
objects? 

“ To form amore perfect union.”? Are not the 
bonds of the Union this day weakened by the ex- 
istence of slavery? 

“ To establish justice.” Before what tribunal, 
in which human rights are determined, can sla- 
very assert or maintain its cause ? 

t To insure domestic tranquillity.” Is not sla- 
very an element of discord and distrust? 

“ To promote the general welfare.”? Can this be 
accomplished by the enslavement of a race? 

* To insure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity.” This is its crowning glory. 

Sir, these -are the objects of the Constitution. 


r 


2 


> 


. 


| confined to the State. 


That they are wise and commendable objects, we 
all comprehend and feel. That in our day and 
generation we should endcavor to strengthen and 
advance them, all will acknowledge; and so feel- 
ing and so acknowleding, I firmly believe that no 
greater wrong could be perpetrated against each 
and all of these objects, than to extend—much less 
to’ protect—the institution of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States. But it is urged 
by the honorable gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
Curry] that the Federal Government is bound to 
recognize as property whatever is recognized as 
such in the States. ‘This is a strange proposition. 
It is untenable. My respect for the gentleman 
only prevents me from saying itis absurd. What! 
the General Government compelled to enforce the 
laws of a State in regard to property? Into what 
perplexities would this lead the Government? 
What is property? It is not universal in its char- 
acter, ltis not general. ‘That which is property 
in one State, is a living, breathing man in another 
State. ‘The possession of certain property in some 
of the States is an indictable offense; while in other 
States it is lawful, and hasa legal value. Conven- 
tional property depends upon legislation. The 
legislation of the States differs. When State laws 
differ, which shall the Federal Government rec- 
ognize? Which shall have the preference? Sir, 
the thing is impossible. The Jocal law of a State 
cannot be transferred into a Territory. They are 
Otherwise, what would be 
the condition of the laws of the ‘erritorics? De- 
plorable, indeed. There are fifteen slave States. 
Each of these States has its own legislation as to 
slavery, ‘hey differ, and materially differ, Shall 
all this legislation—State legislation—be carried 
into the ‘Territory? The right of one slave State 
to have its laws recognized, is equal to the right 
of any other slave State. What would you then 
have? What but fifteen slave States, each demand- 
ing that its peculiar laws should be recognized? 
What more.absurd doctrine than this could be 
broached? In the consideration of this very ques- 
tion in the Dred Scott case, Justice McLean said: 

“Will it be said that the slave is taken as property, the 
same as other property the master may own? ‘fo this F 
answer, that colored persons are made property by the jaw 
of the State, and no such power hus been given to Cou- 
gress. Does the master carry with him the law of the State 
irom which he removes into the Territory ; and docs that 
enable bin to coerce his slave in the Territory? Letus 
test this theory. H this may be done by a master from one 
slave State, it may be done by a master of every other slave 
State. ‘nis right is supposed to be connected with the 
person of the master, by virtue of the local law. fs it rans- 
terable? May it be negotiated as a promissory note or hill 
of exchange? If it be assigned frou a free State, may he 
coerce the slave by virtue of it? What shall this thing be 
denominated? Is it personal or real property? Or is tan 
indefinable fragment of sovereignty, whieh every person 
carries With hia from his late domicile? One thing is cer- 
tain, tbat its origin f cen very recent, aud it is unknown 
to the Jaws of any civilized couutry.’? 


And in the same case, Justice Curtis, in his 
opinion, was equally clear and explicit. Said the 
Justice: i 


“It is conceivable that the Constitution has conferred 
the right on every citizen to become a resident in the ter- 
ritory of the United States with his slaves, and there hold 
tuem as such; bet has neither made nor provided for any 
municipal regulations which are essential to the existence 
of slavery. Js it wot more rational to suppose that they 
who framed and adopted the Constitution were aware that 
persons held to service under the laws of a State are prop- 
erty only to the extent, and under the conditions fixed by 
those laws; that they must cease to be available as prop- 
erty when their owners voluntarily place them permanently 
Within another jurisdiction, where no municipal laws on 
the subject of slavery exist? Moreover, il the right exists, 
what are its limits and what are its conditions? If citizens 
of the United States bave the right to take their slaves to 
a Territory, and hold them as slaves, without regard to the 
laws of the ‘Territory, | suppose this right is not to be re- 
stricted to the citizens of tie slaveholding States, A citi- 
zen of a State which docs not tolerate slavery can hardly 
be denied the power of doing the same thing. And what 
law of slavery does either take with him to the Territory? 
[fit be said to be those laws respecting slavery Which existed 
in the particular State irom whieh each slave last came, 
what an anomaly is this. Where else can we find, under 
the law of any civilized country, the power to introduce 
and permanently continue diverse systems of foreign imu- 
nicipal law for holding persons in slavery ??? 


But, where is this doctrine to end? If it is the 
duty of Congress to recognize and to give force 
and effect to one State law, why not to all other 
State laws? Can one be admitted, and all others 
excluded? That would be an unjust discrimi- 
nation. Does not the Constitution recognize the 
rights of persons ina higher degree than prop- 
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erty? Do not, also, the laws of the States? Shall 
not the thirty-three States of the Union have their 
laws in respect to the rights and privileges of 
persons recognized and protected by the Federal 
Government? ‘Is not the reasoning just as good 
in the one case as the other case? Are gentlemen 
ready to take the consequences of their doctrine? 
Let us see how it would work. The State of 
Massachusetts, under certain restrictions, ex- 
tends to negroes the rightof suffrage. Why should 
not Congress protect this right of the citizen of 
Massachusetts? The Territories are common 
property. Massachusetts has the same interest 
in their organization and their institutions as Ala- 
bama. ‘This will not be denied. But, to proceed: 
under the protection of State sovereignty, the cit- 
izen of Alabama, with his property, proceeds to 
the common territory. Beneath the shield of 
the sovereignty of Massachusetts, her citizen also 
proceeds to occupy the same Territory. Each 

ears With him his State laws. They both meet, 
and enter the Territory at the same time. Stand- 
ing upon the common soil, the citizen of Ala- 
bama, pointing to his slave, says: ‘ This is my 


property. He is my property under the laws of | 


Alabama. I claim the protection of the General 
Government.” To which the citizen of Massa- 
chusetts would respond: ‘I claim citizenship 
here. I claim the right,as one individual, to de- 
termine the political systems and institutions of 
this Territory. I claim this right under the sov- 
ereignty and laws of Massachusetts, and I de- 
mand the protection and recognition of the Federal 
Government.” Here, sir, isa dilemma. The sub- 
ject of controversy is a negro in either case. In 
‘what manner shall the point be settled? What 
is the Federal Government to do? Both States 
are equal and both sovereign, under the Consti- 
tution. It is possible, in the determination of the 
point of difference, Congress would consider for 
what purposes that Government was formed. If 
so, Congress would soon perceive that the rights 
of persons are of a higher character than the rights 
of property. Itis possible that Congress would 
deem it wise to understand what Marshall and 
Story said as to the relation between the States and 
the Federal Government. If so, the path of duty 
would beclear. Congress would dismiss the States 
each to their own ‘sovereignty, within their own 
limits, under a common constitution. 

But the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Curry] 


also urged that the treaty of 1783, between Great | 


Britain and the United States, recognized prop- 
erty innegrocs. Well, what of the treaty of 1783? 
Jt was not made under the Constitution. 
made with the States. If, then, there is any recog- 
nition of property in negroes in this treaty, does 
it not refer to the laws of the domicile from where 
the negro was carried? It must be so. It could 
not be otherwise. There was then no Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and was not until five 
years afterwards. But the gentleman says that, 
when the Constitution wasadopted, the treaty was 
made the supreme Jaw of the land. This is true. 


But it is also true that the Constitution, and the | 
laws of the United States, as well as the treaty, |}. 
if! 


thereby “ property in negroes”? was recognized, | 


were also made the supreme law of the land. 


by the same reason it is recognized by the Con- 
stitution; and if in the Constitution, then ‘* prop- 
erty in negroes” is as valid in the free States as 
in the slave States, notwithstanding anything con- 
tained in the constitutions of the free States. The 
argument of the gentleman goes too far; it makes 
‘slavery national. It destroys the sovereignty of 
the State. 

But, the gentleman overlooked another and a 
later treaty, to which I now call his attention. 
It is the treaty of Ghent, made in 1814, It was 
made by the authority of the United States, and 
is also ihe supreme law of the land. Is the gen- 
tleman ready to accept its conditions, and carry 
out its stipulations? fs he ready to declare that 
the traffic in slaves—not the African slave trafic, 
not the coastwise traffic; but the ‘‘ traffic in 
slaves”’-—is irreconcilable with the principles of 
humanity and justice? Is hedesirous to promoteits 
entire abolition? Will he use his best endeavors 
to prarnote so desirable an object? I imagine not. 
Yet this the treaty of Ghent did. I commend 
to the attention of the gentleman, not one, but all 
the treaties of the United States, before he claims 


It was | 


from that source the recognition and protection of 
slavery. ; ; si 
_ But the gentleman at length interposes the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Sir, Į am no assailant of the Supreme Court. 
‘While it acts within its sphere, as a coérdinate 
department of the Government, its decisions are 
entitled to respect; when it goes beyond and out- 
side its proper and constitutional sphere, then I 
deny its right to control my action or command 
my obedience. The Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States may do as other courts have done-—as- 
sume to itself dangerous powers and privileges. 
It then becomes an instrument of oppression, and 
not a tribunal of justice. In its late attempt to 
arrogate to itself the powers of Congress, and to 
assume legislative authority and the decision of 
political questions, the Supreme Court has not 
commended itself to the confidence of the people 
of the United States. What the Supreme Court 
has decided is involved in doubt. What it will 
decide, should a case arise, is only too certain. 
That it would decide in favor of the interests and 
protection of slavery, is universally conceded. 

When, beyond controversy, such a decision 
should occur, then our duty only becomes the 
more our imperative duty, in every constitutional 
method, to obtain a reversal of such a decision. 
With justice and right upon our side, an appeal 
to the judgment of the people of the United States 
will not be in vain; and the time may specdily 
come when we shall have supreme judges who 
shall once more adorn the Supreme Court with 
the wisdom of Marshall, the learning of Story, 
and the purity of Jay. 

Then p take it for granted that neither the Con- 
stitution of the United States nor the treaties with 
foreign Powers authorize and compel the protec- 
tion of slavery. But, we are informed by the sen- 
atorial resolutions that there is a period when the 
question of slavery may be decided upon in the 
Territories. What timcis that? [tis when the 
inhabitants of the Territory form their State con- 
stitution. But what is this privilege worth if sla- 
very is permitted to enter the Territory, and have 

rotection therein during the territorial condition? 
it is worth nothing. Is it notan admitted fact that 
if slavery is introduced into a Territory, the natus 
ral and necessary result will bea slave State? Has 
not the character of every State in the Union been 
determined by its condition whilea Territory? But 
if slavery is not only introduced, but protected, 
will not a free State become an impossibility? 
How could slavery be excluded? By what pro- 
cess? It cannot be done. The legislation, the 
social customs, and the population, would all be 
in the interest of slavery. Is it not wiser to re- 
strict slavery at once by the sovereign power of 
Congress? Why extend and protect slavery, and 
then trust to the doubtful experiment of its exclu- 
sion? Sir, let us then be admonished by the ex- 
clamation of a member of the English House of 
Commons, when the’ bill for the exclusion of 
James II. was pending: 

“J hear a lion in the lobby roar; 
Say, Mr. Speaker, shall we shut the door, 
And keep him there; or let him in, 
To sty if we can get him out again?” 

This dbctrine of the protection of human sla- 
very cannot be considered too carefully. It means 
that all new States shall be slave States. It can 
mean nothing else. What a grasp at power! It 
reaches at once from the British possessions to 
the Gulf of Mexico. One question remains. Will 
the American people sustain this doctrine? Will 
it meet with their sanction and approval? That |) 
it is now sustained and approved by the Democ- 
racy of the South, admits of no doubt. That it 
will be the creed of the Democratic party every- 
where, North and South, is certain and unavoid- 
able. Whatever resolutions may be passed in 
conventions, Legislatures, or States, this doctrine 
in the Democratic party underlies them all, and 
will supplant them all. 

Mr. Chairman, I must close. In the decision 
of this great question of slavery, I-know that 
there are difficulties in the way; influences to be 
dissipated, and prejudices to be overcome. But 
still, it is no longer a question of compromises. 
They cannot any longer prove acceptable. We 
may adjust and readjust; but the wounds inflicted 


in sectional strife wijl only reopen to bleed again. 


The people wish a final settlement; ` If'slavetiy is 
right, then is the South right; and all her demands 
should be cheerfully:.accorded..: If slavery is: 
wrong, it will go down and “perish forever, Not 
all the obligations of the Constitution, rigidly én- 
forced and strictly obeyed, can. perpetuate it.: The 
fugitive slave law cannot; the slave representation 
cannot; the Federal Government cannot. | No, 
sir; no one, nor all of these combined, will-be suf- 
ficient against the continued inroads of an adverse: 
public sentiment—southern as well as-northern: 
public sentiment. This is my opinion. “Doyou 
ask how is this question to be met? I answer, 
in the Territories, by the sovereign power of Con- 
gress. Inthe States, how? By invasion? no; by 
insurrection? no; by servile war ano; but by the 
solemn act of the people of the slave States, and by. 
the act alone. ; : 

In the great struggle now approaching, the Re- 
publican party stands the representative of free- 
dom in the Territories. That it will be faithful 
toitstrust,is my conviction. There it will stand— 
immovably stand—-neither to be deterred by threats 
nor-awed by menaces. With Mirabeau, the Re- 
publican party believes that privileges shall have 
an end; the people is eternal. And-if successful, 
no matter with whom; it will administer this Gov- 
ernment with all the powers of the Government. 
Would this be a cause for the dissolution of the 
Union? No, sir. What means a dissolution 
of the Union? It means the overthrow of ‘the 
Constitution of the United States, to end in war 
—civil, fratricidal. war. ‘It is folly, it is mad- 
ness, to think of secession. I will not contem- 
plate such an issue. I stand this day, and will 
forever stand, for the Union—the Union and the 
Constitution of 1787.. I know, sir, too well. its 
value to throw it aside. I know that our safety 
asa people depends por its preservation, I know 
that from a few feeble States we have, under its 
guidance, grown in strength and increased in 
power, until now we present the noblest structure 
of Jiberty that has ever blessed mankind. Not 
in all the Governments that now exist, nor yet in 
all that have existed and disappeared since the 
ages passed over the world, can he found its par- 
allel. Then it is our duty, our solemn duty, to 
protect and defend it from all attack; so that. the 
millions of freemen who shall come hereafter may, 
in the full enjoyment of all its heightened bless- 
ings and glories, exclaim, as we do to day, ‘ the 
Union, the Union, in any event!” 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have 
read, from the Clerk’s desk, the following resolu- 
tions taken from the Washington Union, which I 
have obtained from the Congressional Library. 

The Clerk read, as follows: ~ i 


“ {nptana Democratic Cryg.—The eitizens of Indiana, 
temporarily residing in the city of Washington, have re- 
vived the organization which was in existence duping the 
presidential contest of 1856, and which did so much effi- 
cient service for the. Democratic cause in that campaign. 
The reorganization now, is to promote the same general 
objects, and we have no doubt that like good results will 
be accomplished. he following is a list of the members: 

“Hon. Finley Bigger, president ; Hon. Thomas A. Hen- 
dricks, Chauncey Adams, R. H. Bigger, Dr. A. G. Brown. 
ing, Jobn M. Caldwell, R. S. Davis, Jesse L. Davis, Alex- 
ander Dodge, S. G. Dodge, John Dowling, F. D. Dowling, 
Oliver Dutour, Cortez Ewing, Carey Gwinne, Peter Å. 
Hale, S. R. Howell, Samuel J. Johnson, Charles T’. Jones, 
Daniel Radebaugh, Theodore Read, James. H. Robinson, 
Dr. William F. Sherrod, George L. Sites, D. H. Slater, B. 
F. Slocumb, Thomas M. Smith, R. S. Sproule, George C. 
Thatcher, W. G, Whittlesey. : : 

« The following resolutions on the political questions of 
the day have been-adopted by the association : 

“Resolved, That we cordially indorse and approve the 
President’s inaugural address ; his letter to Professor SiH- 
man; his annual message to Congress, and his late spe- 
cial message concerning Kansas affairs; aud disapprove and 
condemn the assaults which have been made upon bis Ad~_ 
ministration touching his Kansas policy, as ill-timed, un- 
wise, and mischievous. . 

“Resolved, That, as Indianians and Democrats, we re- 
pudiate the new doctrine, that the submission of a consti- 
tution to.the direct vote of the people at the ballot-box is 
vital to the admission of a Territory as a State into this 
Union. On the contrary, we contend that Indiana, which 
came into the Union with a constitution not submitted to 
the people, is a State as fully and legally as those few States 
which submitted their constitutions to the people prepar- 
atory to their admission 3 and what we claim for Indiana, 
we are willing to concede to Kansas. i 

“Resolved, That while we regret that the constitutional 
convention which met at Lecompton, and there framed a 
constitution for Kansas, did not submit that instrament to 
a direct vote of the peopie ; yet, as neither the Constitution 
of the United States, the Kansas-Nebraska act, nor the pre- 
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cedents in our history as a nation, require such a submis- | 
sion as a prerequisite'to the admission of new States, it 
would: be an unwarrantable assumption of power on the 
part of:Congress, and. a violation of the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, to deny admission to the State of Kansas on this 
ground.» Washington Union, February 18, 1858. 

“Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire of my col- 
league whether he intends to intimate that Mr. 
Hendricks, whose name is mentioned as subscrib- 
ing to the platform and principles of that organi- 
zation, concurred in the resolutions that have just 
been read? : 

Mr. WILSON. I did not state that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is ita matter of fact? 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave notany knowledge on 
the subject, more than that I find it in the Wash- 
ington Union. . : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then you do not assert that | 
Mr. Hendricks concurred in the resolutions, or 
any of them? 

Mr. WILSON. I was not present at the meet- | 
ing of the club. I take it as I find it in the Dem- 
ocratic official paper, the Washington Union, now 
in the congressional library. Ihave obtained this 
copy from the congressional files, and caused it | 
to be read here, so there may be no denial of its 
truth hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task the gentleman further 
if he does not know personally that Mr. Hend- 
ricks did not concur in these resolutions? 

Mr. WILSON. Know from whom? 

Mr. HOLMAN. From any source. 

Mr. WILSON. I know this, that these reso- 
lutions and the proceedings of that mecting have 
stood for two years, and I have never yet heard, 
till now, from any authorized source, that Mr. 
Hendricks repudiated them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say, as a matter 
of justice to a gentleman occupying a prominent 
ape before the country, that I have reason to 

clieve he did not concur in the sentiments of 
those resolutions, He was temporarily a mem- 
ber of that club; but he did not participate in the 
adoption of those resolutions. 

Mr. WILSON. Then lask my colleague how 
it happens that Mr. Hendricks has allowed these 
resolutions to remain for two years, and to be 
published in the Democratic official paper of this 
city, and has never yet given to them a public or 
direct denial for himself? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It cannot be fairly inferred, 
from the paper just read, that Mr. Hendricks did 
concur in the passage of the resolutions. It does 
not follow that, because he was a member of the 
club, he was present at the time the resolutions 
were adopted; and I am authorized to say, from 
my knowledge of the transaction, that he was not 
present, and did not concur in the policy of 
adopting them. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Ido not know by what au- 
thority either of my colleagues speak; but I think 
I know as much of Mr. Hendricks as any gentle- 
man hère does. Ithink, too, that I know as much 
of the people of Indiana; and I give it as my opin- 
ion that the people of Indiana care very little now 
whether Mr. Hendricks did or did not concur at 
that time in these resolutions. I speak particu- 
larly of the Democracy of Indiana, It is a matter 
that is wholly unimportant for any practical pur- 
pose, in my judgment. The attempt to revive 
this controversy is, as I regard it, out of time and 
out of place. Other and more grave questions 
engage our attention now. | 

Mr. WILSON. Sofar as the people of In- 
diana are concerned in regard to Mr. Hendricks’s | 
position, that remains to be determined on the į 
second Tuesday of October next. 1 beg leave to 


state that I entirely differ with my colleague [Mr. | 
Nıigrack] as to the unimportance ofthis matter. [| 
think that it will, perhaps, have some effect on | 
the action of the people of Indiana, as it will en-: 
able them to understand what was the position of | 
Mr. Hendricks in regard to the Lecompton ques- ; 
tion. I think it somewhat strange that Mr. Hen- : 


dricks, who, it is said, was a member of that In- i| 


diana Democratic club, and who, it is alleged, did 
not concur in these resolutions, did not come for- | 
ward and at once and immediately denounce and | 
disclaim them. f 
Mr. HOLMAN. I can say with a great deal | 
of confidence, from the knowledge that I have a 
Mr. Hendricks, that neither as a member of that 
club, nor. in any other position, before or since, | 


has he expressed any opinion adverse to the pol- 
icy of submitting constitutions to a direct vote of 
the people to be affected, either in the instance of 
Kansas or any other Territory. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have only this to- say in 
addition, that we of Indiana, especially the Dem- 
ocratic portion of us, feel a great deal more inter- 
est at this time inwhat is going on atthe Charles- 
ton convention, and as to what may happen 
between this and the presidential election, than 
we do in what happened two years ago. - Still, if 
any gentleman, either on the Republican or Dem- 
ocratic side, can make anything out of these res- 
olutions, he is welcome. It is fair game; but I 
think the gentleman will not make much out of 
his production of them to-day. It is certainly 
an obsolete matter; but I can understand why my, 
colleague from the eighth district of Indiana has 
brought this matter into his speech. It belongs, 
however, as effectually to the past, with us, as 
does what occurred ten years ago. 

Mr: WILSON. Lunderstand that the objection 
to Senator Doveras among his own party is due 
to the fact that, inthe Senate of the United States, 
he attacked the Lecompton constitution, as recom- 
mended by the President of the United States. 
His position on that question has virtually ex- 
pelled him from the Democratic party, and has 
caused him to be considered a rebel. Now, sir, 
these resolutions especially condemn and denounce 
the assaults made by all parties on the policy of 
the Administration in regard to the Kansas affair. 
Lask, was not thata direct assault, on the part of 
the Indiana Democratic club, on Senator Doue- 
Las, and on his policy during the Thirty-Fifth 
Congress ? : 

Mr. NIBLACK. This is a family matter on 
the Democratic side, and we propose to settle it in 
our own way among ourselves, and, I was about 
to say, subject only to the Constitution of the 
United States; but it might be more appropriate 
to say, the Charleston convention. Speeches 
which gentlemen on the other side may choose to 
make will neither assist nor retard us, 

Mr. WILSON. Well, if you pay atteittion to 
the Constitution of the United States, as claimed 
by the southern Democracy to have been decided 
in the Dred Scott case, you ought not to attempt 
to place your party on the Cincinnati platform, 
which is read one way at the North and another 
at the South—which has two faces. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iam not a delegate to the 
Charleston convention. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. The object of my colleague 
[Mr. Wiisoy] in dragging this matter before the 
public is manifest. Mr. Hendricks is the nomi- 
nee of the Democratic party of Indiana for Gov- 
ernor of the State; and the gentleman cannot show 
a single act or expression of his in hostility to the 
Democratic policy of that State, which is in favor 
of enabling the people of the Territories to estab- 
lish their own institutions by such an expression 
pi santimant as may clearly indicate the popular 
will. 

f Mr. WILSON. I think I have just shown the 
act. 
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SPEECH OF HON. H. MAYNARD, 
OF TENNESSEE, 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 7, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union upon the tariff bill— 

Mr. MAYNARD said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: [ did not intend to participate 
in this discussion to-day, and I should not have 
done so but for what I conceive to be the unwar- 
ranted admission that fell from the lips of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr,. SHERMAN. e concedes, 
as l understood him—and I should be very happy 
to know that I misunderstood him—that the du- 
ties imposed and collected on imported goods are, 
in all cases, and -as-matter of course, paid by the 
consumer, and thus are a tax on the people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said that that was the 
necessary effect. I said expressly that duties on 
imports might be so imposed as to be burdensome, 
and might be so imposed as to do no practical 
injury to anybody. 


Mr.MAYNARD. Ido not understand that it 
follows that the duties imposed by a tariff fall 
necessarily as a tax upon the people. They may, 
or they may not, according to the manner. in 
which they are regulated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be very true. 
You may make the duties so high as that nothing 
will be imported, and consequently nothing paid 
by the people. But if any of the articles that pay 
duty are imported, as a matter of course the price 
is to be paid by the people who buy the goods. 
That is my idea. 

Mr. MAYNARD. IfI understood the gentle- 
man correctly, the amount of duties collected un- 
der the present tariff is something over fifty mil- 
lion dollars per annum. The State which I have 
the honor to represent in part forms, in her pop- 
ulation, as shown in the Federal representation 
of the House, about one twenty-third part of the 
entire country. If the gentleman’s supposition 
is correct, then the people of my State pay of 
that sum between two and three million annually 
—an amount of money which, I venture to say, 
would startle them if they could be made aware 
of their having to pay it, either directly or indi- 
rectly. They certainly do not suspect it. Ido 
not belicve it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We import $412,000,000 
worth of foreign goods. We pay the freight and 
profits, so that they cost us $450,000,000. I sup- 
pose the people of Tennessee use their share of 
these goods. No doubt they do; and, as a mat- 
ter of course, they pay their relative portion of 
the duty and charges. How would the gentle- 
man avoid this? 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the gentleman satisfied 
me that his view of the subject was correct, I cer- 
tainly should be opposed to the whole system of 
tariffs on imports, and would vote against it from 
beginning to end. It seems to me that his doc- 
trine is the old free-trade and Democratic theory 
which the advocates of the tariff have had to con- 
tend against ever since the subject was discussed 
as a political question. I regret that it should 
ever have become a subject of discussion between 
political parties, or that it should ever have been 
a question at issue before the people, on which 
parties, cither sectional or otherwise, should be 
divided. It is an industrial and economical ques- 
tion, and one in which, it seems to me, the people 
of the country, from one end to the other, are 
equally interested. 

The theory is, in brief, as I understand it, that 
when an article of foreign merchandise is im- 

ortéd and duty imposed on it, the duty follows 
1t; enters into the price through whatsoever hands 
it passes, until it comes to the consumer, and is 
ultimately paid by him. In other words, that 
price depends upon cost; and not, as is often said 
and by many persons supposed, upon the rela- 
tion of supply and demand. The unsoundness of 
this theory is, to my mind, very obvious, Im- 
ports are but items in the general charges upon 
merchandise between the producer and the con- 
sumer, as much so as freights, commissions, or 
insurance—no more, no less—and follow the same 
commercial laws; and whether these charges are 
paid by the producer or by the consumer, or 
partly by both, depends, I take it, upon whether 
the one 1s compelled to sell, or the other com- 
pelled to buy, or the traffic is mutually desirable 
and beneficial. If the producer is compelled to 
seek a foreign market, he must pay the expense 
of getting his products there, and must incur all 
intermediate charges. If, on the other hand, the. 
consumer is compelled to go into a forcign mar- 
net to buy, he must bear the expense and the 
intermediate charges. 

Not having prepared any special speech for the 


! occasion, I shall use such simple and homely 


illustrations as occur tome. My immediate con- 
stituents are employed, to a great extent, in the 
production of wheat, for a portion of which the 

are obliged to seek a market abroad. They sell 
itin the State of Georgia; they send it to Charles- 
ton, South Carolina; to Richmond, Virginia; to 
Baltimore, and to the city of New York. When 
they take their grain to these various marts, they 
sell it for the market price, wholly irrespective of 
the cost of transportation, or of any charge for 
insurance, sackage, or anything else. The market 
price for the time being is all they receive. From 
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this is to be deducted whatever may have been 
expended in getting to the market, and the rest 
they put into their own pockets. In this instance 
the tariff obviously falls upon the producer who 
sells, and not upon the consumer who buys. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ifthe gentleman willallow 
me, I will give an illustration right in point. A 
man goes to Paris and buys hima coat for which 
he pays twenty dollars, that being the market 
price of the article in Paris. If he had purchased 
the same article of a merchant in New York, who 


had imported it and paid the duty upon it,the price ` 


would have been thirty dollars. Does not the gen- 
tleman sec that if he had purchased his coatin New 
York it would have been he, the consumer, who 
paid the duty? That is an illustration precisely 
in point. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iam glad the gentleman has 
put the case of the coat. I will answer him, and 
answer him in such a way as will satisfy him, I 
think, before I take my seat. [have met with simi- 
lar illustrations of the same idea. A gentleman 
from South Carolina once gave me such an illus- 
tration. He purchased a costly shot-gun some- 
where in England, brought it to this country,and 
paida duty upon itof forty or fifty dollars. “Who 
paid the duty ?’’ was his question—the same pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from Ohio in relation 
to the coat. Doubtless he paid it. For, if gentle- 
men go abroad to buy coats and shot-guns, they 
must bear the expenses of going and returning, 
duties included. 

To iliustrate still further my position, take the 
article of sugar. Let us suppose a tax of one cent 
per pound, specific duty, is imposed in an Amer- 
ican port, as provided by the fifth section of this bill: 
that, according to the gentleman’s idea, is paid 
by the lady who uses it in her tea and coffee. Be- 


fore the sugar comes to this country, or leaves | 


the port of Havana, it is subjected to a tax in the 
shape of an export duty of one cent per pound; 


that also, like the import duty, would upon the || 


same principle form a part of the price, and be 
paid by the American lady who uses it in her 
morning coffee and her evening tea. If that be so, 
our consumer pays not only the import tariff we 
impose for the support of our Government, but 
also the export tariff imposed by the Spanish au- 
thorities for the support of their Government, It 
is a conclusion to which the gentleman’s theory 
obliges him to come; he cannot escape it. If I 
believed in his theory, then, instead of raising the 
revenue by import duties, | would impose export 
duties; instead of imposing duties upon tea, sugar, 
dry goods, and iron imported, I would impose 
them upon tobacco, rice, and cotton exported, to 
be collected from the foreign consumer, and thus 
support our Government through our cotton fields 
and tobacco and rice plantations. But how is the 
fact, looking at the actual operations of trade? 

I see before me a gentleman [Mr. Miiuson] by 
whom I am honored with close attention to these 


desultory remarks; who, although he may not. 


belicve much in the argument, yet will appreciate 
the illustration I am about to use. The several 
States engaged in the production and manufacture 
of tobacco have, in various ways, attempted to 
reduce the tariff upon it in the countries of Eu- 
rope where our tobacco is sent for sale and con- 
sumption. Resolutions to that effect have, if 1 
mistake not, been passed by some of the south- 
ern commercial conventions. And the action of 
the General Government has been invoked to the 
same end, At the very last session of Congress, 
a series of joint resolutions was passed ‘in rela- 
tion to the tobacco trade of the United States with 
foreign nations;’? one of which is so much in 
point that I beg to quote it: 

« Resolved, ‘That diplomatic negotiations with England, 
France, Spain, and Austria, as well as with China and Ja- 
pan, ought to be commenced, as soon as practicable, by the 
Government of the United States, with a view of obtaining 
a modification of the existing systems of revenue and tax- 
ation of those nations in respect to American tobacco; and 
for this purpose instructions ought to be given to our for- 
eign ministers, consuls, and commercial agents in those 
nations, by the Executive of the United States, to use all 
their constitutional and legitimate functions in producing 
so desirabie a result’? 

Such are some of the efforts of the American 
tobacco growers to obtain free trade in this arti- 
cle with other countries. Why is this? If the 
European tobacco consumer pays the duty, what 
matters it to the American producer whether the 


i 
| 
i 


] 
| 
| 


a ae — 
duty be levied or not? If it is paid there, it cer- 
tainly does not fall as a charge upon us. What 
| Matters it whether the tax be ten, one hundred, 
five hundred, or one thousand per cent.? Yet, 
sir, our tobacco producers and manufacturers un- 
derstand it very differently. Hence their efforts 
in Congress and out of it to procure a reduction 
of foreign duties. If they succeed, they under- 
stand very well that it will inure to their benefit, 
r notwithstanding the theory of the gentleman from 
Ohio. They know well enough that the foreign 

duty is a burden upon them. : 

Mr. JENKINS. The reason why the tobacco 
growers desire that the tariff shall be reduced in 
foreign countries is, that it will have the effect of 
diminishing the price, and thereby increase the 
number of consumers, and the amountconsumed. 
Now, in some of the countriesin Europe the duty 

| is fixed as high as five hundred per cent.—five 
times the price of the article here. Then, if the 
gentleman’s theory be truc that the producer pays 
| the tax in such an instance, the producer would 
| be compelled to pay four or five dollars for every 
dollar’s worth of tobacco thus sent abroad. 
Mr.MAYNARD. Thatdoes notfollow by any 
means, The principle I am illustrating does not 
lead to such a result. I will restate it—let my 
friend understand me: if the producer is com- 
pelled to go abroad to seek a market, he can only 
| get what his produce will bring in that market. 
| He must bear the entire charge of getting it there. 
Of course, if he cannot scll it for cnough to pay 
his expense, he will not seek that market. Bur 
where the consumer is compelled to go abroad to 
buy, he must then pay the expense of transport- 
ation from the place where he purchases to the 


i place of consumption, and he must incur all in- 


termediate charges. ‘That is the principle which 
I have enunciated, and am endeavoring to estab- 


| lish as the correct hypothesis, applicable to every 


department of trade, and susceptible of a great 
variety of illustrations. 


i habits of our people render a prime necessity— 
the article of coffee. 
i going to Brazil, to the East Indies, or to some 
of the various other countries where it is raised. 
We must go there to buy it, and of course must 
f pay all intermediate charges and expenses of 
ringing it here and putting it in the hands of the 
consumer, the duty included, if duties are ‘im- 
posed upon it, as well export as import duties. 
A recognition of this principle induced Mr. Bu- 
chanan, in his message at the last session of Con- 
| gress, to use the following language: 
| “T regret tostate thatthe Government of Brazil still con- 
tinues to levy an export duty of about eleven per cent. on 
coffee, notwithstanding this article is admitted free from 
duty in the United States. This is a heavy charge upon 
the consumers of coffee in our country, as we purchase 
half of the-entire surplus crop of that article raised in 
Brazil’? 

So of tobacco. If the foreign consumer were 
obliged to have it either from physical or habitual 
necessity, and he came to this country to buy it, 
of course he would have to pay the intermediate 
charges, including the duty to his own Govern- 
ment; but if the American producer be compelled 
to take his tobacco abroad to sell, then he pays 
the intermediate expense, whatever it is. 
iscontended, the foreign tax on theimportation of 
tobacco comes off the consumer, and not off of the 
| producer, then why do our tobacco growers in 
this country desire foreign Governments to abolish 
or modify that tax ? 

Mr. JENKINS. I will answer the gentleman 
from Tennessee. It is because the reduction or 
abolition of the foreign tax on the importation of 


; Now, let me ask the gentleman a question. He 
| says that the tax does not come off the consumer 
eventually, but off the producer. If that were 
true, remembering that there is in some foreign 
| countries a tax of twelve hundred per cent. on the 
! importation of tobacco—or, in other words, a tax 
| of twelve times the price of the tobacco here— 
then, from every dollar’s worth of tobacco that 
the American producer took abroad, he would 
lose twelve dollars. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will answer the gentle- 
man’s question. I have not said that the duty 
falls, invariably and of course, upon the producer. 
On the other hand, I have endeavored to explain 


| Take, for example, an | 
j article which we do not produce, but which the 


It can only be obtained by | 


If, as! 


tobacco would increase the number of consumers. |! 


| 


under what conditions it falls upon the consumer. 
I will not repeat. In. the case put by him,either 
one of two things would happen. ‘The duty. 
would operate asa prohibition of trade, unless 
tobacco were an article of necessary consumption, 
in which case, as I have said, the duty would fall 
upon the consumer. I will putacase which will 
make the principle ebvious to the gentleman. In 
the county of Amherst, in his own State, tobacco 
is raised which is soldand manufactured at. Lynch- 
burg. My constituent also raises tobacco upon.-the 
fertile banks of some of our streams, and may.take 
it to Lynchburg for sale and manufacture. ‘The 
one carries his produce five or ten miles to market, 
and the other three or four hundred miles. The 
gentleman will understand who pays the cost of 
transportation, and whether that has any influence 
upon the pres which they respectively receive., 

he Lynchburg merchant pays according to qual- 
ity and the state of the general market, without re- 
spect to the distance and cost of transportation. 
That the producer must look to. Instances from 
the actual trade of the country can be multiplied 
indefinitely, and to the same point. Let mein- 
vite the attention of the gentlemen who differ from 
me to some of the provisions of the bill now under 
consideration. By the tenth section, the following 
duties are proposed: ae 

“On beef and pork, one cent per pound; on hams and 
bacon, two cents per pound; on cheese, four cents per 
pound; on wheat, twenty cents per bushel ; on butter, four 
cents per pound; on lard, two cents per pound; onrye and 
barley, fifteen cents per bushel; on Indian corn or maize, 
ten cents per bushel; on oats, ten cents per bushel; on 
potatoes, ten cents per bushel.’? 

Does any one suppose for a moment that the 
price of these several articles will be thereby in- 
creased to the consuther? Would potatoes rise 
in market because imported from Irchnd and pay- 
ing duty ten cents a bushel? Would a cargo of 
wheat, shipped from the Baltic, command a bet- 
ter price because it had been subjected to a tariff 
of twenty cents a bushel? The importer of West- 
phalia hams and Stilton cheese must pay these 
duties out of his own pocket, and then sell in the 
market in competition with our own farmers and 
dairy men. : 

In the case of the coatand the shot-gun referred 
to, the importer. would be his own consumer, 
uniting both characters in the same individual. 
And herein lies concealed the sophism. ` If one 
should buy a coat in Paris, and bring it to New 
York to sell, he would sell it for no more than 
the market price there, whatever it might be, 
without regard to the original cost, the duty, or 
profit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose there was.no duty 
on coats imported into the country: the merchant 
would go to Paris and buy coatsfor twenty dollars; 
he would sel] them at a profit. If he brought them. 
here, and they paid a duty, then, as a matter of 
course, the man who purchased them would, be- 
side paying a profit, also have to pay the duty. 
I look upon a duty in a tariff bill as a mode of 
taxation, the most convenient mode, and as a 
mode which incidentally protects American in- 
dustry. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. One minute. I differ 
somewhat from the light in which the gentleman 
from Ohio views this matter. Take, forinstance, 
Louisiana sugar. Suppose the article worth ten 
cents a pound. Louisiana, the producer, wants 
to exclude the Cuban sugar; to have a duty 
placed upon it, in order to let the Louisiana pro- 
ducer have the control of the market. I deny 
that a specific duty of five cents on the Cuban 
sugar will increase the price to fifteen cents to 
the American consumer. How will it operate 
practically? It will either increase the Cuban 
sugar, by making the price so high that it cannot 
be introduced to our market, or the Cuban pro- 
ducer will be obliged to reduce the price of his 
sugar to ten cents, paying the duty, in order to 

sell in our markets. How does it affect the Amer- 
| ican consumer? He has the sugar at the market 
it price. Notwithstanding the five cents duty, the 
| Cuban producer is obliged to sell at the market 
price- Every cent of the duty you pay on tea 
| 


H 
i 


| 
| 
| and coffee, and such articles, amounts to a tax 
|| upon the consumer, because we raise none of these 
articles in this country. We have nothing to 
compete with them. The duty acts as a direct 


taxation upon the consumer, because the pro- 
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ducer has control’ of the market; but on articles 
of cotton, or.of iron, or copper, or lead, anything, 
indeed, that we can produce at home, the effect of 
an imposition of duty is to compel the foreign 
producer ta pay duty himself, in order to afford 
him a chance of selling in our market. It builds 
up à home competition, and enables the article to 
be supplied at a lower price than it could be im- 
ported for. I deny, therefore, that the consumer 
pays the daty which you lay upon foreign fabrics 
whiere there is any home article which enters into 
competition with them. 

Mr. MILLSON interposed some remarks which 
were not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In my observations on the 
tariff, and the financial questions growing out of 
it, I have long since become satisfied of one thing, 
which, no doubt, my friend from Virginia has 
not failed to notice; that is, if you will adopt a 
preconecived theory, and go into the world of 
facts, select such as you choose, and ignore all 
others, you can, by what will appear a plausible 
system of deduction, establishalmost anything re- 
quired by that theory; just as religionists sus- 
tain themselves by proofs from Holy Writ, how- 
ever diverse their creeds. 

But to recur to the problem of the goats. The 
question resolves itself, as I conceive, into this: 
whether we are obliged to go to Paris for coats 
ornot. If we are, of course we must pay what 
they choose to charge us, and bear our own ex- 
penses. If we are not, and they are obliged to 
send coats here to sell, and look to this as a mar- 
ket, then, of course, they can get only what they 
are worth in this market, and they must pay the 
expense of bringing them to us. 

he President, in his second annual message, 
congratulated the agriculturists of the country 
upon tho fact that the Government of Brazil had 
reduced the imposts upon flour exported to that 
country. He uses the following language: 

“A large quantity of American flour is consumed in Bra- 
zil; whilst more than treble the amount in value of Brazil- 

~ Jan coffee is constmed in the United States. Whilst this is 
the case, a heavy duty has been tevied, until very recently, 
Upon the importation of American flour into Brazil. lam 
gratified, however, to be able to inform you that in Sep- 
tember last this bas been reduecd from gt 32 Lo about forty- 
nine cents per barrel, and the duties on other articles of 
our production have been diminished in nearly the same 
proportion,” 

If the truc theory be that the tariff invariably, 
and in every instance, enhances the market price, 
and constitutes a tax which falls inevitably upon 
the consumer, why is it a matter of any import- 
ance to us whether Brazil reduces her tariff, or 
whether she increases it? And yet, every ex- 
porter of flour knows that the tariff which he pays 
at Rio Janciro is a tax imposed upon him for the 
privilege of taking his flour into that market to 
sell, here is no doubt of it. Practical experi- 
ence, and that instinctive commonsense that comes 
home to the business and bosom of every man, 
alike teach him that so far from its being a burden 
imposed upon the people who consume his flour, 
itis a tax which he pays as an importer for the 
privilege of selling his products to them. Hence 
the gratification of the President that our commerce 
has been even partially relieved from it. 

Mr. JENKINS asked a question, which was 
entirely inaudible to the reporter. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. J think so. 

Mr. JENKINS. ‘Then all I have to say is, that 
not only should political economists be obliged to 
the gentleman for the discovery of such a princi- į! 
ple, but the country ought to be obliged to him | 
also. if that be true, it would be policy, even if | 
we had no public lands, and no other source of | 
sufficient revenue to carry on the Federal Gov- | 
ernment, and it would do the country no harm to 
collect forty or fifty million dollars in that way, į 
if it does not come out of the consumers of this | 
country, but out of foreigners. If your principle | 
is true, I say still further, it would be true policy |) 
to collect vastly more revenue than the Govern- 
ment requires for public expenses, and apply it to 
the endowment of colleges or any other public 
purpose for the improvement of the country. 

Mr. MAYNARD, I am surprised that the 
gentleman, coming as he does almost from the | 
very shades of Monticello, has forgotten one of il 


| dollars for a coat. 


the everyday homely maxims of Mr. Jefferson, | 
never to buy. what ‘you do not want simply be- i 


cause itis cheap. This is very poor economy, | 
public as well as private. If, by free trade, ora 
badly adjusted system of tariffs, you enable the 
foreign manufacturer to force upon: your market 
goods which the people have no necessity for, and 
thus take their money out of the country, you 
make them that much-poorer. For if he buys 
two hats who wants but one, he is just one 
hat the poorer; so, too, of him who drinks two 
bottles of wine when one would be more than suf-" 
ficient. And it makes no difference whether half 
the price of them goes into the coffers of the Gov- 
ernment, or the whole of it into the pockets of the 
seller. The people of the country at large under- 
stand this principle, and will act upon it, unless, 
by the adoption of an unwise commercial policy, 
they are stimulated to overtrading. 

Mr. JENKINS. My friend isall wrong. The 
policy I suggest to you, according to the logical 
conclusion from your own argument, would pre- 
vent a man from buying as many hats as he oth- 
erwise would. 

Mr. MAYNARD. But you assume a princi- 
ple, that to reduce the duty increases the con- 
sumption. Thiscan only be by stimulating the 
people to over trade; or, in the language of Mr. 

efferson, to buy what they do not want merely 
because it is cheap. 

Mr. JENKINS. I was saying what would be 
the true policy of the Government if your hypoth- 
esis 1s correct. 

Mr. COVODE. As I discover that gentlemen 
have run off into fine-spun theorics a little beyond 
my comprehension, I desire to bring them back 
to'a practical view of this question. [readily see 
how the gentleman from Ohio. [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. May- 
warp] can both be right. The question depends 
altogether whether the article they speak of is 
produced in this country or not. If itis not pro- 
duced in this country, and cannot be, then a duty 
levied upon that article may be considered a tax. 
But, on the other hand, if the article can be pro- 
duced in this country, my experience has been 
that it will not bea tax for any considerable length 
of time. Look at the article of cut nails. We 
find that they are manufactured and sold in this 
country at a price below the duty imposed upon 
the foreign article. The same is true of Ameri- 
can sheeting. They are sold at a price below the 
duty imposed upon the same article. 

it appears, then, thatit is necessary, in order to 
bring about this home competition, to give pro- 
tection for a time to induce the people to embark 
in the manufacture of that particular article. The 
game rule would apply to sugars. I admit that, 
for the first year, a duty imposed upon sugar 
would be a tax upon the consumer; but, if a tax 
is necessary to induce Americans to go into the 
production of sugar, its imposition, I have no 
doubt, would be sufficient to reduce the price as 
low as we could get it from abroad. 

Now, a word as to the coat business. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio says that if you pay twenty 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If we are 


| to have speeches made within speeches, Ido not 
| know when we shall be through. 


E have been 
sitting here in the hope of saying a few words 
after the gentleman from Tennessee is through; 
but Í am afraid he never will be done, and [ must 
object to these interruptions unless | am to make 
a speech also inside of his time. 

Mr. COVODE. I have but a word more to 
say. There is one thing which both gentlemen 
have lost sight of, and that is the surplus products 
of foreign countrics. England and France may 
have more products of a particular class than they 
require for home consumption, and they send the 
surplus to be sold to us ata price below that which 
it commands at home. Now, it is this surplus 
product of foreign countries which has caused 
so much embarrassment to American manufac- | 


| turers. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Purposely have I refrained 
from referring to the indirect and incidental oper- 
ation of the tariff in fostering and sustaining 
manufactures at home. I was addressing myself 
specifically to the assumption hastily made, asit 
seemed to me, by the chairman of the Committee 


of Ways and Means, that a duty imposed is, to 
use his language, as a necessary effect, a tax 


upon the people. I was simply intending to enter 
my dissent from that doctrine; and in so doing, I 
have attempted to enunciate the principle which 
I think crystallizes, so to speak, all the facts in the 
case, and makes them consistent and harmonious 
with each other. I have already stated the prin- 
ciple more than once, and will not repeat it. I 
was referring, when interrupted, to the unerring 
instincts of. commerce, to illustrate and demon- 
strate it. Let me cite anotherinstance for the same 

urpose. I refer to the well known sentiment of 

ritish statesmen. Why is it that the people of 
England are so strongly in favor of the free trade 
system? Why was it that such sums of money 
were subscribed in that country for the purpose 
of abrogating our tariff of 1842, and enacting the 
tariff of 1846? Why wasit that Earl Grey, in his 
recent speech in the House of Lords, on the re- 
form bill, took occasion to inveigh against oursys- 
tem of protective duties—hea representative ofthat 
large producing and manufacturing people? Let 
me quote a passage from this remarkable speech. 
The noble lord, in alarm at the course of public 
events in this country, undef our system of gov- 
ernment, alludes to “the coarseness and vulgar- 
ity, the scenes of actual violence which occur, and 
the total absence of all attempts to promote the 
welfare of the nation by enlightened legislation,” 
which, according to his statement, characterize 
the American Congress: 

“Let me point outto your lordships just one remarkable 
contrast between Congress and the British Parliament. In 
Parliament, to which so much objection is made as not be~ 
ing sufficiently popular, public opinion, aided by the cfforts 
of enlightened, educated men, has been strong enough to 
enforce the application of sound political science in our 
financial and commercial legislation. It has swept away 
all protection, and has placed our revenue Jaws on a eys- 
tem which is admitted to be, on the whole, wise and just. 
But while public opinion has been able to do this in Eng- 
land, contrary to the wishes, and contrary to the supposed 
interests of that landed aristocracy which is said to possess 
undue power in Parliament, and to abuse it for the oppres- 
sion of the nation, Congress, on thé contrary, has main- 
tained the narrowest system of exploded protection ; and at 
this moment the revenue laws of the United States are of 
such acharacter that no man who bas the slightest preten- 
sion toa knowledge of the subject can doubt that they im- 
pose a great and needless burden on the mass of the com- 
munity for the benefit of the few.” 


Why all this criticism upon our revenue sys- 
tem? “Why this solicitude, on the part of one of 
the proudest representatives of the British aris- 
tocracy, lest “the masses of the community’? in 
this country should suffer ‘for the benefit of the 
few?” Because it is perfectly well understood 
out of whose pockets a large portion of our reve- 
nues come. Englishmen understand that when 
they send their wares and merchandise to differ- 
ent parts of the world to find purchasers, they 
must pay the expense of getting them to market, 
and bear all the burdens interposed between them 
and the buyer. Nobody undetstands it better 
than they do; and hence it is that. England has 
interested herself in the cause of American free 


‘trade. Shc is the most sagacious of Governments, 


the most jealous and watchful of her own inter- 
ests. It is very certain that while she is the seller 
and we are the buyer, the free trade which she 
counsels as the seller would not be good policy 
for us as the buyer. Itis surprising that the fa- 
miliar legal principle, thatthe same party cannot, 
as agent, be both buyer and seller, because rep- 
resenting antagonistic and diverse interests, has 
not suggested itself, and does not suggest itself, 
to everybody in this connection. It is said to be 
right to learn from our cnemies, but I have never 
supposed it was wise to take-their advice. 

Onc thought more, and I will conclude what I 
have to say. I believe that practical free trade has 
very few advocates in this country. We had a 
tree trade report made by a special committee in 
the last Congress, involving a system of raising 
revenue for the purpose of carrying on the Gov- 
ernment. The plan recommended by the report 
was, in brief, that the amount necessary to carry 
on the Government should be ascertained, and 
should be divided, pro rata, between the several 
States; each State being required to raise and 
pay over annually into the national exchequer its 
proportional part, according to the ratio of Fed- 
eral representation. This would require, at the 

resent rate of public expenditures, the State of 
ennessee, for instance, to raise annually, for the 
support of the Federal Government, between 
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$3,000,000 and $4,000,000. That report was print- 
ed, but we have heard nothing of it since. I would 
like to know of any gontleman on the floor, of 
any shade of political sentiment, how long he 
thinks this Government would last under that 
mode of administration? In the first place, how 


cept would issue to collect the revenue? 
many States, do you suppose, would, sua sponte, 
regularly colféct and pay over? How many de- 
faulting States would there be throughout the 
country? From the days of Washington, of Jef- 
ferson, of Madison, of Monroe, and of the second 
Adams, all of whom, at some time during their 


respective administrations,and some of themmore | 


than once, recommended the tariff policy, for pro- 
tection as well'as for revenue, in opposition to 
free trade; from the time of General Jackson, who 
was in favor of a ‘ judicious tariff;’”? and of Mr. 
Clay, the father of his American system—a sys- 
tem. of domestic policy which I have never been 
able sufficiently to admire; for the longer and more 
attentively I have studied it by the light of sub- 
sequent events, and*by the more recent history of 
the country, the more I am amazed at the pro- 
found sagacity and forethought of that distin- 
guished statesman; from.his time, and from the 


time when Mr. Polk wrote the celebrated Kane ! 


letter, which, according to the history of the times, 
induced the people of Pennsylvania, in 1844, to go 
for “ Polk, 
to Mr. Buchanan, I do not know of any promi- 


nent public man connected with the administra- | 
tion of the Government, who has proposed any j 


‘other mode of raising our chief revenues than'by 

a system of tariffs on imported guods. It has becn 
an important question, and, unfortunately, much 
vexed by political parties, whether our system of 
duties should be so arranged as to foster and pro- 
tect our own manufacturing interests. I have no 
hesitation in saying that, in my opinion, it should 
be; and I will state, in a few words, the principle 
by which I think we ought to be governed in 
adjusting it. 

It is our interest most clearly—~I think it is the 
interest of mankind—that the raw material which 
can be useful only in a manufactured state should 
be manufactured as near as possible to the place 
where itis produced. For example: I would have 
the cotton: manufactured as near as possible to 
the house where it is ginned. I would spin and 
weave the wool as near as possible to the fold 
where the sheep.are sheared. I would forge the 
bars of iron, and hammer them into their most 
attenuated and costly forms, as near as possible to 
the mine whence the ore is originally dug. That 
isa policy so obvious that it does not require the 
authority even of General Jackson to commend 
it to the wisdom and good sense of every Amer- 
can citizen, no matter what may be his political 
predilections. But his reasoning upon this sub- 
ject is so satisfactory tomy own mind, that I will 
venture to invite the attention of the country to 
it. Ina letter written from this city, in 1824, to 
Dr. Coleman, of Warrenton, North Carolina, he 
uses this argument: 


“Heaven smiled upon and gave us liberty and inde- 


pendence. That same Providence has blessed us with the | 


means of national independence and national defense. If 
we omit or refuse to use the gifts which He bas extended 
tous, we deserve not the continuation of His blessing. He 
has filled our mountains and our plains with minerals— 
with lead, iron, and copper; and given us a climate and soil 
for the growing of hemp and wool. These being the great 
materials of our national defense, they ought to have ex- 
tended to them adequate and fair protection; that our man- 
ufacturers and Inborers may be placed ina fair competition 
with those of Europe, and that we may have within our 
country a supply of those leading and important articles so 
essential in war. 


& I will ask wiat is the real situation ofthe agriculturist? | 


Where has the American farmer a market for his surplus 


produce? Except for cotton, be has neither a foreign nora. 


home market. Does not this clearly prove, when there is 


no market either at home or abroad, that there is too much | 


Jabor employed in agriculture? Common sense at once 
points outthe remedy. Take from agriculture in the United 
States six hundred thousand men, women, and children, 
and you will at once give amarket for more breadstuffs 
than all Europe now fumishes us. In short, sir, we bave 


been too long subject to the policy of British merchants. | 


Itis time we should become a little more Americanized, 
and instead of feeding paupers and taborers of Engtand, 
feed our own ;-or else in a short time, by continuing our 
present policy, we shail all be rendered paupers ourselves. ft 
is, therefore, my opinion that @ careful and judicious tariff 
is much wanted to pay our national debt, and to afford us 


ie 
Dallas, and the tariff of 1842,” down | 


the means of defense within ourselves on which the safety 
of our country and liberty depends; and last, thongh uot 
lerst, give a proper distribution to our labor, which must 
prove beneficial to the happiness, independence, and wealth 
of the community.” 


Hence I would extend protection to those man- 


i fa tur > 3 7 S 
would the States be compelled to pay? What pre- |i tifactūres, and those only, which: wank: ‘up, our 


How | 


own raw material—such as cotton, flax, wool, 


i iron, lead, and copper. This policy benefits alike 


the agriculturist and the miner engaged in pro- 
ducing this raw material, and also the manufac- 
turer and his operatives. 

I listencd with a great deal of attention to the 
very well considered speech of the gentleman rep- 
resenting the Boston district of Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Rice,] upon the present tariff bill. If Lun- 
derstood him correctly at the time—and my sub- 
sequent perusal of his speech has but confirmed 
the impression—when commenting upon the pro- 
posed duty on the lower grades of wool, his ar- 
gument was this: that these grades of wool are 
not produced in this country; that they cannot, 
therefore, come into competition with the wool 
grown by our farmers, and should for this reason 
be placed upon the free list. Now, if the fact beas 
I understood him to state—and I know nothing 
in reference to it, exceptas stated by him—it does 
not occur to me that itis wisdom or sound policy 
to protect the manufacturer of these wools by 
such an exemption. If we, in this country, pro- 
duce only the finer grades of wool, let our man- 
ufacturers confine their operations to them. At 
least, I would extend protection only to that 
branch of woolen manufacture which employs the 
wool ofourown farmer. Let those who manufac- 
ture the forcign wools, take their chance in com- 
petition with forcign manufacturers. 

Mr. RICE. ‘The statement I made—with the 
gentleman’s permission—was, that the wools im- 
ported into this country were to a considerable 


i extentaclass which did not come into competition 


with American woolsatall; but, by being used in 
combination with the finer wools grown in this 
country, enlarged the scope of the wool manufac- 
turer, and by so doing produced a greater demand 
for the domestic wools. We consume all the 
wool grownin this country, and go considerably 
beyond. : 

Mr. MAYNARD. If such be the fact, J mis- 
apprehended that part of the gentleman’s argu- 
ment, and of course the illustration does not an- 
swer the purpose for which I intended it. How 
the fact is, of course, the gentleman ought to be 
much better informed than I can be. The idea I 
wished to convey was, that, in regulating a tariff 
system, I would discriminate in favor of the man- 
ufacturer who works up our own raw materials 


| and no others. Take, for instance, an article of 


luxury merely, accessible only to. the campara- 
tively rich—say, kid gloves. If Alexandre or 
Jouvin choose to establish a branch of the glove 
manufacture in this country, and to employ one 
hundred, five hundred, or a thousand persons in 
the business, while I would tax imported gloves 


upon revenue principles, soas to collect the largest | 


sum from the class best able to pay it, I would 
not, by any adjustment of dutics, attempt to fos- 
ter and protect their enterprise. I would leave it 
to take care of itself. Our labor, of which we 
have no surplus, could be employed more profit- 
ably in other pursuits. 


In establishing a free list, it seems to me this | 


principle ought to be carried out in practice. It 
should include all articles of prime necessity 
which we in this country cannot produce, suchas 
medicines and spices; also such articles of luxury 
as the habits of our people imperatively demand, 
like tea and coffee; and such as are necessarily 
used in the manufacture of ourown raw material, 
such as dyestuffs, and the like. Let them come 
in free of duty, so that the people may procure 
them as cheaply as possible. Ina manufacturing 
country like England, producing the raw mate- 
rial in quantity so limited, it is doubtless sound 


policy to admit the raw material duty free. It} 


would certainly be injudicious for her to tax im- 
ported raw cotton, for example. Her labor and 
mechanical skill are in excess of her raw material, 
and she must go abroad to supply the deficiency. 
With us the reverse is the case; the raw mate- 
rial is in excess of labor and mechanical skill. 
To exhibit more strikingly the contrast between 


| wool should come in free of duty, 


- - z= 
the two countries in this respect, indulge me ina 
few statistics connected with the cotton trade: 
-Cotton exported to foreign countries in’ the 
June 30, 1850: : i 
Sea Island, Jbs.. ; 
All other, 


year ending 


wy oe 


5381604 


aperita. 873,984,616 
Sea Island, bgccsseceeeserees 13,743,356 4 
Alb other, “essre cee eee e e s 1,372,755,006 
‘Total ++ s1,386,468,562 
| Value... Eae DAVERAS NRA $161;434,923 
Exported to England alones ‘ 
Tu 1850...... esses ee e lbs. 407,593,001 $46,876,098 


E E ++ * 899,685,678 104,725,635 

Our policy, then, is to encourage our manufac- 
turing enterprise to work up our own raw. mate- 
rial. If labor, cither foreign or domestic, sees 
proper to introducc raw material from abroad, 
and to establish the manufacture of itin this coun- 
try, and can do so profitably, very well. Nobody 
is injured by it. But itis not a species of indus- 
try which appeals to us very strongly for encour- 
agement, and I would leave such manufacturers 
to take their chances in the general competition. 

If anybody thinks he can manufacture watches, 
forexample, and can. compete successfully with the 
other watch manufacturers of the world, let him do 
it.. I would not protect-him either by the impo- 
sition of duties or an exemption from them. 
And so with other similar articles. Ifthe gentle- 
man from Massachusetts be.correct in his state- 
ment, that the coarser quality of wool is needed 
in working up the finer wools of domesticgrowth, 
and is not produced in this country, then he may 
be right in his position that that description of 
Icean readily 
understand the policy. A similar case occurs to 
me. In my own part ofthe country a great deal 


| of iron is produced. The manufacturers of the 


finer qualities of castings, such as stoves and the 
like, in order to work our iron, find it necessary. 
I am told, to introduce a small proportion of the 
Scotch pig. The policy of encouraging our iron 
manufacture, by admitting Scotch: pig duty free 
is obvious. And so I might give other illustra- 
tions of my views upon this subject. : 

Mr. FLORENCE, Iwill say to the gentleman 
that the reference. he made to our carrying the 
State of Pennsylvania in 1844 by having inscribed 
on our banners * Polk, Dallas, and the tariff of 
1842,” was a slander gotten up upon the Demo- 
cratic party of that State. Ihave heard it often 
repeated. . 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then I will retract all. I 
said on that subject. I would not for the world 
slander the Democratic party. Iam.incapable of 
doing so. ‘Lhe. gentleman is quite right in cor- 
recting the inveracity of history. Lrose rather 
to explain my personal views, and to state the 
grounds upon which I favor a tariff policy, than 
to discuss the details of the present bill. -Of 
course, in -matters of detail, I am compelled to 
rely upon the intelligence and.candor of gentlemen 
who have studied the subject, and, understand 
better than I possibly can understand it. “While, 
therefore, 1 approve of the general policy of a 


| tariff, and believe that the present legislation on 


this subject, crude, hasty, and ill-considered, as 
it confessedly is, requires: to be essentially modi- 
fied, I by no means commit myself, much less my 
friends, to the details of the present bill. . 


“SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. C. D. MARTIN, 
OF ONIO, yi 

In tue Horse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 19, 1860. : 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 


gestate of the Union— 


Mr. MARTIN, of Ohio, said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN" I propose this morning fo sub- 
mit to the attention of the committee a few obser- 
vations on the anomalous condition of the coun- 
try. On the oneside we behold our fellow-citizens 
and neighbors of the South arming themselves for 
self-defense, against their brethren and. fellow- > 
citizens of the North. They contemplate with 


complacency the uncertainties and calamities of 
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disunion.as a refuge from existing and impending 
evils inthe Union. . On the other side we behold 
the frec and. prosperous people of the North ar- 
rayed by large majorities in sectional combina- 
tions against the people of the South; and in many 
localities in the non-slaveholding States associa- 
tions of men are formed and sustained in con- 
temptuous defiance of the Federal authority, in 
all instances affecting the constitutional guarantees 
of slavery. They interrupt and defeat the exc- 
cution of constitutional laws; and, both by mob 
violence and judicial prostitution, they obstruct 
and frustrate the process of United States courts, 
and the precepts of the. United States Senate. 
‘The prejudices and jealousies of the constituencies 
have been transferred to the Representative Cham- 
bers. in this Capitol. On this very floor, sir, 
where daily assemble the popular Representatives 
of the Confederacy, distrust and’ alienation are 
disclosed on every hand. Scenes of general dis- 
order multiply, and each recurring scene threat- 
ens to culminate in collision and violence. 

The riot at Harper’s Ferry a few months since 
is commonly considered as the principal cause for 
this unhappy state of the public mind. But, E 
apprehend that little importance would be attached 
to that disturbance, unaccompanied by the cir- 
cumstances of preparation and encouragement to 
their plans of murder and desolation and the pub- 
Hc demonstrations of sympathy for the cause in 
which the unfortunate culprits lost their lives. 
No greater mistake can be made than to impute 
to any considerable number of the people of the 
non-slaveholding States the slightest sympathy 
for that murderous adventure. Such sympathy 
was not necessary for its occurrence, nor can It 
be obtained for its repetition. Those marauders 
were doubtless encouraged by the unpatriotic 
teachings of the leaders of the self-styled Repub- 
lican party. For that party has notoriously and 
unblushinzly employed every epithet of dispar- 
agement, and every form of misrepresentation of 
the people and institutions of the slavcholding 
States. Its orators and press have been too suc- 
cessful in their efforts to incense the great mass of 
the party with bitter hostility toward their con- 
federate brethren of the South. And, alas! too 
often has religious fanaticism been invoked and 
the sacred office debased in fomenting strife and 
discontent under the wholesome restraints of ex- 
isting laws. The thorough investigation now 
being prosecuted before the Senate committee, 
will, in my judgment, undoubtedly show that of 
the teeming millions of the North but a very insig- 
nificant and irresponsible number were actually 
implicated in that raid. Nevertheless, sir, the 
offense was of the gravest character. 

The States of this Union, in the formation of 
the Confederacy, deposed, to a very material ex- 
tent, the character and functions of independent 
sovereignties, and invested the central Govern- 
ment withthe duty and power of protecting cach 
and all the States. By the terms of the constitu- 
tional compact, the States voluntarily deprived 
themselves of the power to lay duties and keep 
troops or ships of war in time of peace. These 
high qualities of sovereignty are solely conferred 
on the General Government; and the privileges 
of citizenship are extended and guarantied alike to 
all the citizens of the Confederacy. The General 
Government is thus wisely adapted and fully ca- 
pable to protect and defend the people of the sev- 
cral States from foreign invasion. But the main 
protection afforded to the people of one State 
against invasions and incursions by the people of 
another, is the sense of justice and fraternal duty 
which has hitherto becn all-sufficient. Yet, sir, 
it is undoubtedly clear that if the people of any 
section of the country are constantly annoyed by 
such murderous raids as the one to which I have 
alluded, the very ends of government will be 


defeated. The sanctity of home, the security, 


of life, liberty, and the protection of property, 
are the legitimate ends of all good government. 
Every citizen is entitled to the reasonable assur- 
ance of these great rights. Hc is entitled to enjoy, 
peaceably, and without fear of molestation, the 
fruits of his labor and the comforts of home, under 
his own vine and fig-tree. 

The outrage at Harper’s Ferry, and the fre- 
quent incursions into the border slaveholding 


States for the purpose of stealing and ranning off 
their slave property, are not only flagrant viola- 
tions of the private rights of the persons injured, 
but are also public crimes of the most serious im- 
port. If such unwarrantable transactions are per- 
sisted in, the direst political calamities will inev- 
itably ensue. It can, in the end, be of little prac- 
tical consequence to the sufferers, whether their 
pene and security are imperiled and their prop- 
erty lost, through the agency of entire communi- 
ties, or occasional predatory bands of Abolition- 
ists.. The injury is the same. And if such infa- 
mous practices involve the country in revolution, 
the most lamentable consideration attending the 
disaster will be that it was precipitated, notwith- 
standing the protest, and contrary to the hopes 
and aspirations of the vast majority of the people. 

It is far from my design to say that a few ma- 
rauders can, unaided, effect such calamitous re- 
sults. A well-controlled and well-directed public 
opinion in a country like ours is irresistible. It 
is more powerful than armies. Under its search- 
ing ken, such combinations would neverassemble; 
such depredations would never escape punish- 
ment. But, sir, a public opinion that grudgingly 
yields its assent to the full and honest discharge 
of constitutional obligations, a public opinion that 
resorts to technical evasions, and justifies miser- 
able quibbles, in order that confessed guilt may 
go unpunished—such a public opinion is a poor 
shield to the citizen and a poor barrier to the 
transgressor. And can it be denied that among 
masses of the people of the North such a public 
opinion prevails? Witness the illegal annoyances 
and frequent rioting that attends every effort of 
the master to secure the reclamation of his fugi- 
tive slave, pursuant to the laws and the Constitu- 
tion. How irksome have become the restraints 
oflaw! How grievous the weight of constitutional 
obligations! How strong the disposition to re- 
lieve the odium of crime, by ascribing to it the 
sanctions of morality! Nothing, sir, is more 
common than the apology of. ‘‘ higher law?’ for 
flagrant political crimes and the embarrassment 
of the judicial and executive officers of the land. 
Nothing is clearer than that such apologies are 
insincerely and hypocritieally made, for the worst 
and most demagogical purposes. For the most 
part, the persons who advance such views are 
well advised of the fallacy of their application to 
the laws and institutions of this Government. Ig- | 
norance and fanaticism may excuse those who 
are deceived by such teachings; but the sober 
judgment of the people must arraign the treason- 
able instigators of discontent, disloyalty, and re- 
bellion, and visit upon them the execration they 
so richly deserve. 

Mr. Chairman, I have the highest respect—nay 
admiration—forthe man, howsoever much he may 
err in judgment, who refuses his assent and obe- 
dience to laws from honest convictions of moral 
duty—whilst his hand refuses obedience, his neck 
is bowed to receive the penalty. Heaven favors 
this scheming world with no sublimer spectacle. 
But, sir, there breathes no more insidious and 
dangerous enemy tothe public peace than he who, 
employing the hopesand fears of religion, inflames 
his fellow-citizens with the spirit of resistance to 
the laws and Constitution of their country. An 
ambition that would accept such a ladder to pro- 
motion is of the lowest and worst type. A party 
led on by such men, and animated with such a 
spirit, cannotlong exist in constitutional Republic. 
Is it not much to be feared that the Repulic could 
not long survive the ascendency of such a party? 

Mr. Chairman, I have already indicated that the 
dangerous and anomalous condition of the country 
is not attributable to any one cause or transaction. 


It is the result of many, extending through a pe- | 
riod of years, to which, in my judgment both the 


great sections have contributed. Impartial history 
will show that the harvest of sectional animosities, 
which now unhappily fills the whole land, had a 
seed-time correspondingly extensive. 

It is not my design, nor would the limits pre- 
scribed by the rules of the House allow me, to 
enter into an extended discussion, or even enu- 
meration of these causes. To well-grounded con- 
tinuing causes of excitement and irritation, I pro- 
pose to invite the attention of the committee. And, | 
sir, I would premise my remarks on this subject ! 


with the observation, that serious danger is not 
to be apprehended from the full discussion of any 
of the measures favored by either party. Just ap- 
prehension of trouble cannot arise, either from 
the discussion or practical disposition of apy such 
measures. No scheme of policy is now“contem- 
plated that has not heretofore been gxtbjected to 
severe criticism in Congress and befgfe the coun- 
try, and been happily arranged. 

The great varicty of questions relative to the 
constitutional powers of Congress over States and 
Territories; the right of the master to the recla- 
mationof his fugitive slave, and the manner of en- 
forcing it; the spoliation of slave property by State 
action; the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia, and other similar subjects, are not new 
or untried in our political history. It is true that 
the discussion of these great questions was always 
characterized by great zeal, and sometimes with 
intemperance. But it is equally true that our ex- 
perience shows that there is nothing in the intrin- 
sic character of these subjects that places them 
beyond the pale of judicious settlement, or that 
renders an improper disposition of them intolcra- 
ble. And that experience is fully sustained by 
the practical workings of the Federal system so 
well adapted to provide against inconsiderate and 
unjust legislation, and to protect each citizen and 
State from its evil consequences. The careful dis- 
position of legislative powers in two Houses of 
Congress, so differently constituted, and the su- 
pervisory and veto powers of the Executive com- 
bined, have proved eminently satisfactory. To 
this is superadded the judicial department, fully 
charged with the power and duty to protect the 
citizen from any invasion, even by Congress itself, 
of his constitutional rights. Rarely, indeed, can 
a measure of rank injustice pass these ordeals. 
There have been instances of impolitic legislation 
approved by them; but redress has always becn 
found in “the sober second thought of the peo- 
ple.” This deliberate public opinion is the final 
and most impartial arbiter. It underlies and per- 
yades all our institutions. Notwithstanding the 
checks and balances of our political machinery, 
the entire system rests upon and is controlled by 
the omnipotent arm of the people. Temporary 
delusions may involve them in passion and trouble. 
‘The Government itself may be wrecked in an hour 
of rashness and gloom. But, sir, the American 
people, having no selfish ends to attain, and grate- 
fully appreciating the blessings bestowed by the 
Republic, with every hope and aspiration center- 
ing on the welfare of posterity, will ever as form- 
erly, under the inspiration of ‘ the sober second 
thought,’’ vindicate their title to self-government. 
by the impartial administration of our written Con- 
stitution. l repeat, then, that thercareno measures 
proposed, or likely to be proposed, that may not 
safely and satisfactorily be disposed of, or against 
the evils of which ample provision is not made. 

Whence, then, the hourly-coming portents of 
internal trouble and disaster? From issues of quite 
a different sort. They come from the issues of 
sectional animosity unhappily joined between 
confederated States and brethren. ‘These are the 
issues of sectional pride and jealousy. Each sec- 
tion charges the other with sinister and unfriendly 
designs. -Crimination and recrimination are the 
order of the day. It is this fell spirit of partisan 
rancor and sectional hate that for two months de- 
layed the organization of this House, amid scenes 
of disgraceful disorder, paralyzing the most im- 
portant branch of the Government. Sir,no human 
government has ever provided a remedy for dis- 
putes like these. For differences of judgment, civil 
remedies abound; but for deep-seated jealousies 
and animosities between States and people, there 
is no appeal but to the sword. 

Mr, Chairman, in this critical emergency every 
dictate of patriotism points to a single duty—the 
duty of mutual forbearance. We must rise su- 
perior to the trammels of party. We must dis- 
card local prejudices, and regard with affection and 
brotherly kindness the men and interests of every 
section. Otherwise, the clouds which now lower 
over our heads, and the darkness that surrounds 
us, will settle down, in a night that has no dawn, 
on the most perfect system of free government ever 
baptized by the blood of patriotism, or favored 
with the smiles of an all-wise Providence. 
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I have alluded tothe general disinclination in 
most of the free States to respect and enforce the 
constitutional guarantees relative to slavery. This, 
` in many instances, has amounted to riotous resist- 
ance to the execution of the laws by the consti- 
tuted authorities. But, sir, the mischief has not 
been confined to the irregular movements of mobs. 
Since the formation ofthe Republican party, every 
non-slaveholding State under its control has, by 
the most deliberate forms of legislative action, ob- 
structed the execution of the Federal laws, and, in 
many instances, practically nullified them. Nor 
is this all. Some of these States have made obe- 
dience to the laws of Congress, passed in stfict 
pursuance to the Constitution, a criminal offense. 

I will not detain the committee with a detailed 
statement of the various personal liberty bills, 
disabling acts, and penal statutes constituting the 
black catalogue. They are matters of notoriety. 
Some few of these States, it is true, having first 
recanted Republicanism, have repealed the ob- 
hoxious acts. The enormity of these legislative 
outrages is very great. If we consider the Con- 
stitution in no higher light than a mere treaty be- 
tween the States, its deliberate and repeated viola- 
tion ‘would involve a taint ofdishonor. Suchcon- 
duct between independent nations would nullify a 
treaty,and lead to war. Butthe Constitution of the 
Unite®States is higher than a treaty. It is not 
only a league of union, but a form of government 
over the States united. by it. It is the result of 
concession and compromise, and the honor and 
faith of each State and citizen ’are pledged to its 
sacred maintenance, The unhappy resort of war 
that avails between independent nations is not re- 
dress for an injured State or section of this Con- 
federacy. Such a resort would not be war, but 
revolution, anarchy, and mutual destruction. It 
would not be the assertion of rights by one Gov- 
ernment against another, but the annihilation ofa 
common Government. Every consideration at- 
tending the subject adds to the gravity of these 
transactions, and correspondingly demands for 
them the indignant reprobation of the people. 
They are existing causes of just complaint and 
irritation. They are high crimes and offenses 
against the peace of the Republic and the Consti- 
tution of the Union. 

I am aware, sir, that various pretexts are inter- 
posed in excuse of these flagrant wrongs. At one 
time we are informed that the Constitution is re- 
pugnant to the law of God, and therefore is not 
to be obeyed. Again, the sage conclusion is at- 
tained that the various laws effectuating the con- 
stitutional guarantees of slavery are themselves 
unconstitutional. The fugitive slave law of 1850 
has been peculiarly obnoxious to both these objec- 
tions. It is against that law that the various dis- 


loyal enactments to which I have alluded have | 


been mainly directed.- Suffice it to say in this 
connection, that the fugitive law of 1850 dif- 
fers in no material respect from its predecessor, 
the law of 1793. Every objection of a constitu- 
tional character that can be urged against the 
former, applies with equal cosency to the latter, 
These laws have, time and again, been affirmed, 
and their constitutional validity attested by the 
highest judicial tribunals in the country. During 
the long period of time in which these statutes 
have been in operation, as well in periods ofrepose 
and quict, as in times of excitement and animos- 
ity, their constitutionality has been fully sustained 
by every State court in the Union where the ques- 
tion has been raised, with possibly the single 
exception of the court of Wisconsin. Surely,sir, 
if any legal proposition can be considered set- 
tled by the weight of authority and precedent, the 
one tnder examination should be forever at rest. 
Even if it were a doubtful question, no one could 
fora moment justify the infamous and revolu- 
tionary resistance employed by the Republican 
party of the free States. Resistance by violence 
and counter-State legislation is not the remedy 
afforded by our free Government for injudicious, 
or even unconstitutional, legislation by Congress. 
Much less can such opposition be justified in 
cases of doubtful constitutionality. The oppor- 


tunities and means of redress are ample. The | 


shield of the judicial department is ever extended 


over the citizen and the State, protecting their | 


rights and redressing their wrongs. If one Con- 
gress will not afford the remedy of repeal for an 


| impropriety an 


i = 
unjust and obnoxious statute, another. Congress 


assembled in a brief period by the unbought suf- 
frages of freemen, certainly will. But if courts 
and Congress and people all persist in maintain- 
ing both the expediency and the constitutionality 
ofany legislation, a becoming modesty would seem 
to require from the minority a distrust of their 
own judgment. At least, sir, duty demands their 
obedience and submission. 

The responsibility of the Republican party for 
these various aggressions is generally assumed 
and justified by its leaders and members; yet in 
some conservative portions of the North that re- 
sponsibility is denied. The most innocent and 
patriotic motives are claimed for it. That party, 
sir, like the chameleon, confessedly of a tawny 
color, possesses the remarkable property of chang- 
ing its hue as interest may require. Look atthe 
humiliating spectacle its Representatives have 
exhibited on this floor. An honorablecolleague, 
{Mr. Corwin,] who occupies an exalted position 
in that party, and whose eminent abilities and 
public services would entitle him to a high rank 
In any party honored by his association, has not 
only declared he would respect and enforce exist- 
ing laws on the subject of slavery, but that, in 
certain contingencies, he would favor aslave code 
for a Territory. Other honorable colleagues are 
so deeply and piously impressed with the ex- 
ceeding sinfulness of slavery, that language fails 
to express their abhorrence of the institution. 
They denounce existing laws, and are furiously 
opposed to the spread or continuance. of slavery. 
Sir, the political dialect of the Republican repre- 
sentation on this floor from Ohio is more confuscd 
and discordant than the tongues of Babel when 
smitten by Divine vengeance. 

Prominent among the unfavorable indications 
of the present day is the wide-spread and indus- 
trious effort of that sectional party to bring into 
disrepute and odium the judicial officers of the 
country. “That department, from the formation 
of the Government to the present time, has had 
the firmest hold upon the affections and reverence 
of the entire people, and has been justly regarded 
as their chief bulwark against aggressions from 
every quarter. History will awar@ to the Repub- 
lican party the unenviable distinction of striking 
the first blow at the Federal judiciary, and of in- 
augurating the first concerted movement to under- 
mine their just authority as guardians of the con- 
stitutional. rights of the States and the people. 

The disloyalty thus manifested, however, is 
scarcely less reprehensible than the malice dis- 
closed in the attacks made against the eminent 
jurists constituting the most august degal tribunal 
in the country, if not in the world. Advanced 
years and long lives of spotless purity and emi- 
nent publie service should have availed to pro- 
tect them from the imputation of sinister and 
wicked motives. But- sectional animosity assails 
with indiscriminate fury every barrier that ob- 
structs the consummation of its unholy purposes. 
But, sir, when pressed by considerations of the 
disloyalty of these disgraceful 
and revolutionary proceedings, the more wary 
and prudent of the leaders of the Republican party 
putin a general denial. They refer us to the Phil- 
adelphia platform as the only authoritative expo- 
sition of the views and purposes of their party. 
I certainly have no desire to misrepresent their 
views or conduct. Nothing would afford me 
greater pleasure than to acquit them entirely of 
all complicity in the high-handed treason that 
has, under the domination of that party, usurped 
the legislative control of thirteen free States in the 
manner already indicated, We can and do most 
cheerfully relieve them from entire culpability for 
the irregularities and occasional outrages of mobs, 
and excited and extravagant declarations of lead- 
ing men. But the deliberate refusal of Repub- 
lican States, by their executive officers, to return 
fugitives from justice—parties implicated in the 
murderous and treasonable riot and conspiracy at 
Harper’s Ferry and the treasonable State legis- 
lation, practically nullifying, as far as possible, the 


laws and Constitution of the Union, are acts for | 


which the Republican party are most unquestion- 
ably responsible. We judge the tree by its fruits, 
We judge men by theiracts. And the trite maxim 
that * actions speak louder than words,” is appli- 
cable to men in their collective as well as their 


individual capacity. That good professions shall: 
excuse bad conduct, is a sham too transparent for. 
deception. No, sir; the success of ‘the Repub- 
hean party will carry with, it an indorsement of 
all those high-handed proceedings, villainousState’ 
legislation, and multiplied infractions of the Fed- 
eral compact. But, in. their: platform they aver. 
that it is both the right and-duty of Congress to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories. | ‘No more 
slave States’? is the familiar catch-word of tle 
party; and the burden of nearly all their legistp- 
tive and other deliberate resolves on the subjeft. 
The argument on the powers of Congress over’ 
this subject in the Territories has been exhausted. 
It has been everywhere argued with great ability ; 
and I do not propose to add a single word. 

The question at variance between the great 
parties of the country involves not only the power 
of Congress, but the expediency of exercising it. 
The ends of good government may be defeated by 
the improper and injudicious exercise of powers 
as well as by its usurpation, though the latter is 
the most dangerous. The history of the country 
is full of instruction on this subject. Whilst 
Congress, in some instances, undertook to pro- 
hibit the introduction of slavery by law, yetit was 

“in such cases and such peculiar ‘circumstances 
as to have elicited but little opposition. And in 
other instances, of varying circumstances, it tol- 
erated its introduction and existence in the most 
marked manner. On the one hand, we, find the 
ordinance of 1787, containing the famous prohib- 
itory clause, applied by virtue of the compact with 
Virginia to the then Territory northwest of the 
river Ohio. On the other hand, we find that same 
ordinance applied by Congress to Mississippi and 
other Territories, with the prohibitory clause sig~ 
nificantly omitted. 

‘Phe enactment of the Missouri compromise 
tolerated slavery south, and prohibited it north, 
of a given line. Texas was annexed with a slave- 
holding constitution, and with certain stipulations 
as to slavery in new States to be erected out of her 
territory. ` The prohibitory clause was inchided 
in the organic act for Oregon, where no one then. 
thought of ever introducing slavery. 2 > 

But the entire subject of the right and propriety 
of congressional intervention came under review 
in 1850, when Congress was called upon to pro- 
vide territorial governments for the vast posses- 
sions then newly acquired from Mexico. The 
agitation andexcitement attending that discussion 
are memorable. To the mighty intelleets and the 
unquestioned patriotism of the giant statesmen 
who participated in that congressional struggle 
are we chiefly indebted for its eminently wise and 
satisfactory settlement. Subsequent congressional 
legislation for Territories was predicated on the 
principles of the compromise measures of 1850. 

he main provision on the subject of slavery, in- 
corporated into the compromise of 1850, is that 
each Territory, when admitted as a State, ‘‘ shall 
be received into the Union with or without sla- 
very, as their constitution may prescribe at the 
time of admission.” This is the principle of pop- 
ular sovereignty applied to all those T'erritories, 

It will be observed that, during the whole his- 
tory of theslavery agitation, the avowed doctrine of 
the Republican party, of “ no more slave states,” 
and of ‘* the right and duty of Congress to pro- 
hibit slavery in the Territories,” is not recog- 
nized, but time and again repudiated. 

It was the custom of the wise legislators who 
in former times controlled the political destinies 
of the country, to regard the subject of slavery 
with extreme caution and prudence, and to dis- 
pose of it as it unavoidably presented itself, in a 
spirit of fraternity and concession. Climate, pro- 
ductions of the soil, and manifest views of inter- 
est, generally, if not invariably, controlled itedis- 
position. In pursuit of this policy not a single 
slaye State has ever been erected out of territory 
free when our Governmentacquired it, A tthe same 
time, the people interested in and surrounded by 
the institution have felt no inconvenience for want 
of territorial expansion, Sometimes, itis true, - 
storms of excitement broke over the country, 
awakening serious alarm; yet pacific counselsand 
fraterna! sentiments invariably harmonized con- 
ficting views and reconciled apparently conflict- 
ing interests. 


The acquisitions from Mexico were so vast, 
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and the excitement on the subject of slavery so 
intense, that the great and good men of that day 
established and applied the doctrine of popular 
sovereignty, which I have quoted, as an arbitrary 
but eminently just and patriotic rule. The chief 
merit of this doctrine consisted in removing, as 
it was hoped, the agitation of the subject from 
these Halls. It is the true doctrine of popular 
sovereignty. It respects the equality of the States, 
It recognizes the right of self-government—the 
right of the people of every State, new or old, to 
foam and fashion théir own institutions in their 
own way. This, sir, is the paramount idea that 
pervades and distinguishes the American Confed- 
eracy. It was proposed to apply the prohibitory 
doctrine; but ‘its injustice was manifest. The 
Territories were acquired by the gallantry, blood, 
and treasure of both sections. Especially had 
the South contributed liberally and lavishly; and 
the North did not insist on the unjust and inequit- 
able claim of excluding the South. ‘The people, 
and ‘the States generally, acquicsced in this ar- 
rangement. But, since then, the present Repub- 
lican party has, at a ‘single bound, sprung into 
giant proportions. lts sole avowed object is to 
undo what has been so wisely done—to open up 
and set at naught a settlement that gave peace to 
a distracted country; to substitute the odious doc- 
trine of congressional prohibition in the stead of 
the great doctrine of State sovercignty, approved 
and sustained at the time by Clay, Cass, Web- 
ster, Ewing, and a host of other patriot states- 
men, most of whom, in this brief interval, have 
gone to their last reward, 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party of the 
Union, with a view to foster and perpetuate the 
amicable relations secured by the compromise 
measures of 1850, have ever since determined to 
maintain them in good faith. The only couyse 
left open to effect this policy was the adoption 
and maintenance of the doctrine of non-interven- 
tion. That doctrine was expressed in the Cincin- 
nati platform in the words, ‘ non-interference by 
Congress with slavery in State and Territory, or 
in the District of Columbia.” Experience and 
discussion have served to vindicate the justice of 
this great principle, and have rendered it inesti- 
mably dear to the conservative masses of the na- 
tion. The claims of justice and the Constitution 
are abundantly satisfied with it, Left alone, to 
be impartially administered by the people imme- 
diately interested, no just cause of complaint will 
ever arise, and the rights and honor of no portion 
of the Confederacy will be invaded. 

But, sir, [should not have detained the com- 
mittee with a single word on this feature of the 
party platform, were itnotfor thedemand, recently 
and persistently made, of a surrender of this prin- 
ciple, Let gentlemen remember that it is the re- 
sult of compromise and concession, both in its 
application to existing legislation and its adoption 
in our party platform. Its abandonment now will 
reloase all parties to the arrangement; sectionalize 
and virtually dissolve the last remaining political 
association, whose policy and organization com- 
prehend the interests and men of every State and 
section. This slavery agitation is the bane of 
our peace. Ideprecate it everywhere, in the party 
and out of it. itis the rock that rises in the direet 
line of our progress, and gathers the dark mantle 
of false security around it. four ship of State, 
freighted with the hopes of unborn millions, and 
witha destiny brilliant beyond conception, founder 
and go down beneath the waves, to rise no more, 
history will point to that hated rock as at once 
the cause and monument of the disaster. 

I do not pretend to say that the Territories are 
beyond the control and just regulation of Con- 
gress. The unfortunate history of Kansas abounds 
in instances of wise and expedientintervention on 
the part of Congress. Such intervention, both as 
amatter of principle and expediency, should never 
be resorted to except in extreme cases. In in- 
stances of fraud and tumult, in cases of invasions 
and corruptions of the ballot-box, it may become, 
as it has been, necessary and proper for Congress 
to apply the corrective. 

It may,.indced, happen, in our territorial ad- 
ministration, thatcircumstancesand combinations 
may”be so ordered, by design and fraud, as to de- 
feat the manifest will of the people, and destroy 
the constitutional rights of the citizen. In such 


very unfrequent occurrence, Congress may be 
compelled to interfere. Bat they are exceptions. 
Non-intervention is the rule. The views of the 
great statesman of South Carolina on this subject 
possess, at this time, a peculiar interest.: Devo- 
tedly attached to the constitutional Union, and 
fally appreciating that its preservation could only 
be secured by maintaining the equality of the 
States, his utterances are entivled to preéminent 
consideration. From his speech on the Oregon 
bill, delivered in the Senate on 27th June, 1848, I 
quote: ` 

« But I go further, and hold that justice and the Consti- 
tution are the easiest and safest ground on which the ques- 
tion can be settled, regarded in reference to party. It may 
be settled on that ground simply by non-action—by leaving the 
Territories free and open to the emigration of all the world 
so long as they continue so; and when they become States, 
to adopt whatever constitution they please, with the single 
restriction to be republican, in order to theiradmission into 
the Union. If a party cannot safely take this broad and 
solid position, and successfully maintain it, what othercan 
it take and maintain? If it cannot maintain itself by an ap- 
peal to tle great principles of justice, the Constitution, and 
self-government, to what other sufficiently strong in public 
opinion can they appeal? I greatly mistake the character 
of the people of this Union if such an appeal would not 
prove successful, if either party should have the magna- 
nimity to step forward and boldly make it. lt would, in 
my opinion, be received with shouts of approbation by the 
patriotic and intelligent in every quarter.’? 

These views, so preéminent for their justice 
and wisdom, were adopted and applied in the 
legislation of 1850, and were accepted with the 
most, signal approval by the entire Confederacy. 

But, having directed attention to the aggressive 
acts and unconstitutional principles of the Repub- 
lican party, I desire the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for afew moments in disclosing the further 
and disloyal purposes that it entertains. When 
first organized, it professed no other object than 
to prevent injurious results apprehended from the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. Fair play 
for Kansas was itschief theme. Emboldened by 
the success attending its efforts at organization, 
it displayed the most intense animosity toward 
our brethren of the South. In their Philadelphia 
platform they declared it was ‘both the right and 
imperative duty of Congress to prohibit in the 
Territories thost twin relics of barbarism—polyg- 
amy and slavery;” thus disclosing hostile feel- 
ings to the South, and adding insult to injury by 
the association, in the same denunciatory ban, of 
the institution of slavery with the infamous crime 
of polygamy. Kansas, the prolific source of its 
influence and power, refuses longer to furnish 
capital for.that party. The immediate admission 
of that. young sistersinto the Confederacy by a 
Democratic Congress, demanded by every con- 
sideration of policy and duty, would constitute 
the most appropriate termination to the political. 
drama in which she has been made to perform so 
conspicuous and unfortunate a part. But, sir, we 
are admonished that the Republican party is em- 
inently anti-slavery in its character, and would 
notrest satisfied, were its procurement practicable, 


| with a statutory prohibition of slavery in the Ter- 


ritories. Itis grounded upon and upheld by the 
undying, uncompromising, and aggressive hatred 
of slavery; that spiritof fanaticism which menaces 
and opposes the institution wherever found, and 
by whatsocver sanctions maintained. I grant that 
there are many thousands of conservative free- 
men committed to that organization by party ties 
and affiliations who do not participate in its illib- 
erality. They are carried along with the current. 

The ulterior purposes of that party may be read- 
ily gathered from the startling announcements 
made by its distinguished leader, the Senator from 
New York. His programme of operations is en- 
titled to serious consideration, and must go very 
far to commit his party in their favor. As early 
as March, 1858, that distinguished Senator, in an 
elaborate speech delivered in the other end of this 
Capitol, boldly announced the ultimate purposes 
of the new organization. I will quote at sufficient 
length to do justice to the Senator and his views: 

“ Free labor has at last apprehended its rights, its inter- 
ests, its power, and its destiny, and is organizing itself to 
assume the government of the Republic. lt will hence- 
forth meet you boldly and resolutely here ; it will mect you 
everywhere—in the Territories, and out of them-—where- 
ever you may goto extend slavery. Ithasdriven you back 
in California and in Kaasas; it will invade you soon in 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Missouri, and Texas ; it will 
meet you in Arizona, in Central America, and even in 


demands the ultimate emancipation of all men. Whether 
that consummation shali be allowed to take effect with 
needful and wise precautions against sudden change and 
disaster, or to be hurried on by violence, is all that remains 
for you to decide.” 

Here we are informed that this free-labor or- 
ganization is about to assume the government of 
the Republic; and that itwill invade not only the 
border-slaveholding States of the Union, but will 
boldly march into Central” America, and even 
Cuba. At first glance, we can scarcely believe 
that this is measured language of a great Senator; 
but we are reminded that every word is carefully 
culitd and weighed before he gives it utterance. 
But for what purpose is this Republican party to 
interfere with the slave States, and even invade 
Central America and Cuba? Fie tells us-in the 
next breath. He boldly avows it to be ‘* the ul- 
timate emancipation of all men.” ` 

But how is this emancipation to be accom- 
plished? It has heretofore been considered an 
object of very remote, if not impossible accom- 
plishment. ‘The wisest and best men who have 
deplored the existence of slavery have seen that 
practical abolitionism would be ruinous to both 
races, and have found the subject so completely 
hedged round with difficulties, that they have in- 
variably referred the time and means of itg con- 
summation to thesecret councils of the Mos igh. 
But this bold expoun‘ler of Republicanism, noth- 
ing ddiinted by difficulties or dangers, presents the 
slavcholder with no alternative but emancipation, 
and that, if necessary, ‘‘ hurried on by violence.”’ 
Hurried on by violence! Great, indeed, is the 
enormity of the purpose thus coolly announced, 
Be it ever remembered that violent emancipation 
cannot be hurried on without company. As aw- 
ful as its immediate. ravages would undoubtedly 
be, others would follow in its flaming path. Not 
alone the blood of innocence, the smoking dwell- 
ing, the devastated plantation, the smoldering city; 
not alone the rule of lust and panic; the confla- 
gration would be sated only in the ashes of em- 
pire. Mr. Chairman, itmust be admitted that there 
is a growing indifference to treasonable efforts 
of this character. Twenty years ago such sen- 
timents could only be uttered to be condemned. 
It is an alarming indication that the most trea- 
sonable teachings proceed from. the highest au- 
thorities. Take the irrepressible-conflict doctrine 
asafair sample. The avowed author of that trea- 
sonable heresy has just been. rewarded with the 
highest honors of his party, in the nomination for 
President at Chicago. Although Mr. Seward, 
in October, 1858, in his Rochester speech, fully 
avowed the doctrine, yet its paternity is traced 
to Mr. Lincoln, who had previously, in the Hli- 
nois canvass with Judge Doveras, declared it as 
follows: 

“In my opinion, it [the slavery agitation] will not cease 
until a crisis shall have been reached and passed. 6A 
house divided against itself cannot stand.’ F believe this 
Governmentcannot endure permanently half slave and half 
free. Ido not expect the house to fall, but 1 do expect it 
will eease to be divided. It will become all one thing or 
all the other. Either the opponents of slavery will arrest 
the further spread of it, and place it where the publie mind 


shall rest in the bétief that itis in the course of ultimate 
extinction, or its advocates will push forward till it shall 


! become alike Jawiul in all the States—old as well as new, 
i North as well as South.” 


__ The New_York Senator, adopting the same 
idea in his Rochester speech, declared that the 
two systems of labor peculiar to the different 
States were antagonistical, and that, as they came 
aed closer contact, collision ensues. He then 
adds: 


“ Shall Y teli you what this collision means? It js an 
irrepressible contlict between opposing and enduring forces, 
and it means that the United States must, and will, sooner 
or later, become either entirely a slavehoiding nation, or 
entirely a tree-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice 
fields of South Carolina, and the sugar plantations of Lou- 
isiana, will ultimately be tilled by tree labor, and Charles- 
ton and New Orleans, become marts for legitimate mer- 
chandise alone, or else the rye fields and wheat fields of 
Massachusetts and New York must again be surrendered 
by their farmers to the slave culture and to the production 
of siaves, and Boston and New York become ouce more 
markets for trade in the bodies and souls of men. It is the 
failure to apprehend this great truth that induces so many 
unsuccessful attempts at final compromise between the 
slave aud free States, aud it is the existence of this great 
fact that renders all such pretended compromises, when 
made, vain and ephemeral.” 


Happily, indeed, for America and the world, 
such treasonable heresies received no favor from 
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the patriots of our revolutionary era. But our.) 


fathers having made so great a mistake, these 
leaders of the Republican party undertake the 
necessary correction. Their decree is, that the 
United States must, “sooner or later, become 
either entirely a slavcholding nation, or entirely 
a free labor nation;’’ that the two systems of labor 
pursued in the different sections are incongru- 
ous-and antagonistical; that “they never- have 
permanently existed together in one country, and 
nevercan.’*? Mr. Chairman, it is certainlya matter 
of great interest to this people to know, if the two 
systems of labor in the country are so antago- 
nistical as to lead to conflict and collision—not an 
accidental, but an irrepressible conflict. The first 
great fact that strikes the mind is that, if such a 
collision is going on, thenegro slave isand always 
has been unconscious of it. No agency of his will 
induce it. He asks no man’s intervention. The 
comforts which the interests of both master and 
slave secure to him supply all his wants, and he 
is contented and happy. Right or wrong, this is 
notoriously true. ‘The recent event at Harper’s 


Ferry showed that not a single slave was willing 


to resort to force against his master, or even to aid 
white persons who ostentatiously paraded their 
willingness’ at the expense of their necks. The 
cause for an irrepressible conflict cannot be found 
with the master and slave. Dowe find such cause 
in the free system? Where and in what manner 
does this antagonism disclose itself? If at allt 
must be because these systems are mutually in- 
jurious. In other words, if there be a confliet, itis 
one of interest. ‘The prosperity of either must be 
the detriment of the other. 

But how stands the case? Slave labor is cm- 
ployed-almost exclusively in the culture of cotton, 
rice, sugar, and tobacco. Tree labor, on the other 
hand, is employed chiefly in navigation, manu- 
factures, and mining, and in raising live stock and 
provisions. This diversity of pursuits and pro- 
ductions is attributable, not only to the difference 


in the systems of labor, but to diversity of cli- | 


mate and soil and the overriding consideration of 

profit. The southern States, finding in the se- 

` curity and convenience of a common Government 
the most profitable employment in the culture of 
their great staples, have allowed the mighty inter- 
ests of navigation and manufactures to grow up 
at the North, under the fostering care of the Fed- 
eral Union. Is it not plain, that this very diver- 
sity of pursuits secures a mutuality of interest ? 
Are not the people of the North, indeed every 
man, woman, and child, indebted to the South for 
thelr great staples of cotton and sugar? And are | 
not the people of the South indebted to the North 
for manufactures and provisions and facilities of 
navigation? We discover, then, no cause of con- 
flict between the sections of this country, either 
on account of their different systems of labor or 
the variety of their productions, But it is mani- 
fest these various systems and interests are rhu- 
tually beneficial. They are not rival and hostile, 
but are friendly and subsidiary. They are cus- 
tomers for each other. I can readily understand 
why rivalry and hostility may arise between per- 
sens pursuing the ‘same avocation; I can under- 
stand how, in such a case, there may exist a con- 
flict of interest, but I leave to my Republican 
friends the difficult task of vindicating their irre- 
pressible-conflict doctrine. 

But, sir, this doctrine is a libel on the history 
ofthe country. Our material progress has been 
unexampled. The development of the country 
in every direction is without a precedent; not 


only in the manufacturing interest of New Eng- | 


land, nor in the countless wealth and blessings 
of the middle States, nor in the vigorous pros- 

erity of the new and vast empires of the West, 

ut, sir, in the far South, where voluntary white 
labor is impracticable—where ‘the black-handed 
child. of the sun has contributed his full share to 
the general welfare. He has reclaimed vast soli- 
tudes where his white brother scarce ventured to 
enter. The willing earth has blossomed under 
his stroke, and filled the lap of commerce with her 
choicest productions of plant and fiber. The 
shipping interest of the Northeast has carried 
them into every sea, and m every mart of the civ- 
Hized world has proclaimed, ‘‘ Cotton is king!’ 
Statistics in this connection are interesting; but 
they fail to convey to the mind even an approach 


to accuracy of the vast extent in which the rela- 


tion of buyer and seller pervades the two great 
sections of the country so much to their mutual 
advantage. 
the teachings of Republicanism are purely dema~ 


goguical, and unworthy of the age in which we 


live. 

Mr. Chairman, it is quite apparent that the 
most serious mischief would result from conform- 
ing the political action of this Government to such 
views. Fatal, I fear, sir, would be the delusion 


that would thus mislead the people of this Union.. 


But factious appeals, to be effective, must be dis- 
guised with fervent asseverations of devotion to 
the Confederacy. Hereisouranchorin the darkest 
storm. The triumph of error and deception must 
be brief, and without the most criminal madness 
and folly can never reckon among its trophies the 
last days of the Federal Union. We cannot re- 


| gard with too great disfavor the slightest cireum- 


stances that contribute to alienation and distrust. 
They have multiplied most fearfully within the past 
few years;and the general resultis before us ina 
country torn by intestine factionsand fired by sec- 
tionalhatred. We are reminded by history that, in 
periods of great excitement, revolution and disas- 
ter are precipitated from apparently trifing causes. 
« Tis the last ounce that breaks the camel ’s back.” 
It is the last snow flake, lighter than a feather, 
that disengages the impending avalanche from its 
icy hold, which, gatheringasit rolls, buries hamlet 
and city in a common ruin: 

Gentlemen may speculate about the right of 
secession, and indulge in visions of empire se- 
curely erected over the fragments of the Consti- 
tution; but the stubborn truth recurs. This in- 
comparable system of government is not fragile, 
that it may be broken at pleasure; nor is it iron 
or adamant, that it may be crushed by physical 
power. It is an inviolable trust, committed to 
each passing generation for their enjoyment on 
the sacred condition that it shall be transmitted 
unimpaired to their latest posterity. Itis a trust 
consecrated by the most imposing sanctions of 
history, which patriotism will execute at every 
peril. 

a 
SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. R. W. COBB, 
OF ALABAMA, 


In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 19, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. COBB said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: In submitting a few remarks, 
I hope I may not say one word that will offend 
one from the North or South; but from a disposi- 
tion, if possible, to throw into the scalé one mite 
to assist in producing harmony in this great and, 


i should be, happy country; and, in doing this, I 


hope I may be permitted to address myself tothe 
sober and reflecting portion of all parts of this 
country, Let me stand, to-day, for a few brief 
moments, as it were, upon the dividing line be- 
tween the North and the South, (say Mason and 
Dixon’s line, if you choose,) and speak a few un- 
varnished truths; and as it has been said, “Truth 
is mighty, and will prevail,” L pray I may deal 
this day in truths, and that they may have their 
desired effect. In doing this, I will endeavor to 
avoid such a criticism as could be made upon 
much that has been said here and elsewhere. I 


| might allude to the gentleman’s eighteen million 


speech from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hicxman,] and 
others; but I shall only endeavor to show the true 
condition of slavery, and, if possible, to remove 
the unjust prejudice against slavery and slave- 
holderg flat too often exists in the North and 
West.¥ First, by showing the necessity for sla- 
very, not only to develop the resources of this 
country, but the manufacturing, shipping inter- 
ests, and labor of the North. r 

Th doing this, I would call yourattention to the 
vast amount of cotton produced in the South by 
slavelabor. The climate not being adapted to white 
labor, this article must be made almost exclu- 


| sively bythe negro. Now,comparethis. Say the 


value of coiton produced by slave labor,amounts 
to over one hundred and sixty million dollars? 


Considered from any point of view, | 


i 
i 


‘slaves—and Icarn the untold want and misery 


worth per annum for export. The North only: 
exported last year about five millions of other arti-: 
cles. . North and South, mixed, about eighty-four . 
millions, except the cotton. crop. . See thé differ- 
ence of our exports. Now, take.this one hun-: 
dred and sixty million dollars’ worth of: cotton, ; 
say something. over threeand à half million bales, . 
and.out of this the North manufacture, say seven, 
hundred thousand bales; then inquire how many. 
persons of. the, North are employed. in shipping 
this crop, and in manufacturing the ‘seven: hun-, 
dred thousand bales, and the food and raiment it; 
affords to the laboring population in the North,; 
the vast profit to the manufacturer, and the vast- 
amount of provision the farmer of the North sup- 
plies these manufacturers and operatives with, and ; 
you will at once see how intimately connected, . 
pecuniarily, the northern population are with ithe 
growth of cotton, and that can only be done by ; 
slave labor. | 

Now, as to the morality of slavery, I need not 
do more than to point your minds to the Word. 
of God, the acts of your fathers and our fathers, 
to show that neither God or our fathers believed 
it a sin, or they never would, for a moment, have 
tolerated it. Our fathers did doubt the propriety , 
of permitting the slave-trade to be kept open 
longer than the year 1800. Your fathers insisted 
on its being kept open longer; and the result was , 
a compromise to stop it in 1808. Your fathers. 
wanted to make money by trading in slaves. Our 
fathers believed, with what we shad and their in-. 
crease, we had enough for al! practical purposes; 
never thinking for a moment of the vast produc- 
tion of cotton, and the necessity of slave labor to 
produce it, (there not being one bale made then for 
export;) not thinking that slave labor, in the pro-. 
duction of cotton, was to produce a thread, as it 
is said, to bind England and the United States for- 
ever together; not thinking for a moment this: 
labor was to save England from a daily revolu- 
tion, by furnishing her cotton to keep her millions 
of would-have-been paupers employed; not think- 
ing for one moment of the vast number of persons 
among ourselves that the manufacture of cotton. 
employs, thereby feeding and clothing thé mil-. 
lions, not only in England, but in our own coun- 
try. -Think only-of this, and then. think of the: 
failure of one cotton crop—the products of these ` 
it 
would produce. It is said it would bankrupt the 
world. Then do unto us as you would we should : 


| do unto you—let us dlone—and let us be equal par- 


ticipants of all our joint property, for which we 

have been jointly taxed to pay, and for which we 

still owe a large amount that must be paid. Let 

our Territories be settled by all; and, at a proper 

time, let those settlers determine as to their own 

institutions—whether or not they.will have sla- 
very—and we will make no just complaint of each 

other. Further: observe the Constitution and laws ` 
made by our fathers; see that their provisions, ac- 

cording to the letter and spirit, be enforced, which 

read as follows: i . 


“No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such'service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” - 


Then deliver to us our slaves when escaping 
into your States, as our fathers obliged them- 
selves and you to do, and you will hear no com- 
plaints coming up from us on thataccount. Levy. 
no oppressive burdens upon our southern or north- 
ern farmers for the protection of a few, and you 
will find the South true to the payment of all just 
demands against her, to raise the means to defray 
a properly-administered Government. 

A word of plain talk to the fair-minded and 
thinking portion of the North, for I hope of such ' 
there are millions. . Do you think it right to aid 
in escaping from us our. servants, and, by the 
Constitution, our property, either by your un- 
friendly legislation or by your personal aid to the 
number annually of eleven or twelve hundred, as 
your reports show, say in value about nine hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars’ worth per annum? 
Is this right? What would you think of us if you 
had property to escape, much less stolen by us, 


i or aided in escaping to this value? I think there 


can be but one answer to this; thatis, you owe 
it to us} you owe it to future generations; yea, 
and you owe it to the perpetuity of this Union, 
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that justice shall be done, and our property rè- 
turned. ‘Will yowdo it? If so, there shall be no 
quarrel between us. You say slavery is a eurse. 
Has itproved so to those of the old patriarchs that 
hadit? Has it proved so-to-your fathers, or has 
it proved a curse to youand {? You are bound 
to‘anawer no; and I will answer, not a curse to 
the patriarchs, our fathers, ourselves, or to the 


negroes themselves, but a blessing; for it is now- 


obvious that they are better provided for than any 


other portion of their race on earth. For a mo- | 


ment let your mind fall’ back to the: condition of 
the African in-hisown country, and contrast him 
with the four million slaves among us, the latter 
well provided ‘for, properly instructed, and- im- 
bued with religious sentiments, as will appear 
from the following facts. 

The Methodist Ghurch South enrolls as large a 
number of colored membersas do ail of the Chris- 
tian denominations in all the pagan world. This 
day the Baptist Church South enrolls as large a col- 
ored church membership-as the Church of God be- 
side has gathered on all the heathen ground of the 
earth. This day the Old School, the New School, 
and the Cumberland Presbyterian, the Episcopal, 
the Protestant Methodist, the Lutheran, and va- 
rious other Churches, have a colored church mem- 
bership which combined will probably be found 
not inferior in number to that of the Methodist 
or Baptist. Thus you sce, in a religious point of 
view, they are well cared for. They have the 
Gospel preached to them every Sabbath, often 
by the white ministers, who preach to white 
persons in the morning, and the servants in the 
evening. The Hon. Mr. Lovesoy says there is 
not a single home or hearthstone among the four 
million servants in the South. This is not true. 
Of the truth of his statement, let Miss Tracy, of 
the North, who is now traveling through the 
South, speak. Northern authority, in this case, 
may be more readily believed than southern: 


Rurvey, Mississipr1, Qugust 18, 1859, 

Dear Brornen: Whe face of the country here strikingly 
resembles that of Wisconsin, not presenting the rugged 
mountainous appearance of the northern portion of New 
England, or the monotony of the interminable prairies of 
Ulinois, but varied by gently undulating hills and smooth 
verdant plains, oak openings and cultivated fields. The 
newly cleared lands give evidence that the country is still 
in its inlancy. ‘S‘wenty-five years ago, where now is seen 
the extensive cotton field, and the beautiful, E was about 
to say ‘almost palatial, residence of the wealthy planter— 
where church and college spire point upward to the great 
Source of truth and wisdom—the red man hunted the deer 
through the forest, sole * monarch of all he surveyed.” 
Though comparatively in its infancy, itis advancing in the 
iniptovemenuts of civilization aud education much mere 
rapidly than did the early colonies of the North. ‘The in- 
habitants are unsur ed by any people with whom T have 
ever yet been conversant in their courteous reception and 
hospitable entertaimuent of strangers. American gentle- 
mien, L believe, are ywhere distinguished for their po- 
liteness and deferential respeet to the ladies; and Tam 
happy to say that l find southern gentlemen in nowise de- 
ficient in the national and most ennobling trait of character, 

And now, I hear you ask, what of slavery, that great 
political question which js convilsiug our nation from the 
lakes tothe Gulf of Mexico, and from the shores of the 
Atiautic to the Pacifice; and on the es of which our 
transauantic brethren are looking with no indifferent eye? 
And now, dear brother, do uot brand me with the name of 
traitor to the cause of Abolitionism, for 1 feel confident, 
that could you travel with me and witness what I witness, 
that, as the snows of our native hills melt beneath the 
genial influences of a summer’s sun, so must your strong 
prejudices against this institution melt away as mine are 
doing daily, beneath the clear light of truth, till they are 
lost beneath the Lethean wave. Educated as we have been, 
in the prevailing opinion of the North, that slavery is a 
great evil, yet have f come South with a mind open to con- 
viction, anxious to investigate for myself a subject of which 
we at the North know nothing except through rumor; and 
here allow me to say, with the candor with which I must 
speak on all subjects, if I speak at all, whether it coincide 
or elash with my preconceived opinions or yours, that it is 
with heart-felt pleasure { find the system. far more humane 
and Christianizing in its tendencies than I had supposed. 
‘There are so many topics 1 wish to discuss, and so many 
incidents [might mention, which would both interest and 
enlighten you, but which the circumseribed limits of a 
letter forbid, that | searcely know which to select. 

With regard to labor, two or three house servants are 
employed to perform the labor required of one white ser- 
yant at the North. The houses occupied by them in the 
city are more comfortable than many of those of the poorer 
class in New England. At one suburban residence which 
1 visited, the house occupied by the servants was precisely 
like that of the master, (though this, I think, is not usual,) 
the room occupied by his old nurse carpeted and otherwise 
neatly furnished. In the country, block-houses are gener- 
ally used; and, indeed, not unfrequently on the new plan- 
tations will you find the master living in houses built in a 
similar style. Visiting at one of these plantations a few 
days since, Mr, C., our host, very politely showed me 
through the cabins, Nice feather beds, neatly dressed with 


B R j x | 
valances of snowy whiteness, together with other articles 


of household convenience, gave an air of home comfort 
which I had never dreamed of finding in a slave cabin. 

I spoke of its Christianizing tendencies. In large towns 
they have their own houses for holding public worship on 
the Sabbath—their preachers being employed and paid by 
their owners. Sabbath schools are also sustained among 
them. In small towns and country the same house is oc- 
eupied by the white people in the morning and colored in 
the evening. Should any white person be disposed to at- 
tend the evening service, they. are required to take the gal- 
lery ; and in one instance, where the house was minus a 
gallery, they were requested to withdraw, that they might 
not infringe on the rights of the slave. Come here; talk 
with the slave; hear him relate, with Christian meekness 
and simplicity, the story of bis conviction and conversion 
to God; hear him repeat, in his broken language, one and 
another of “those exceeding great and precious promises,”? 
alike precious to him and us, until your heart yearns 
towards him with Christian love and sympathy; listen, as 
i have done, to the slaveholder, while he tells you the sim- 
ple story of the conversion of one of his slaves in the field, 
behind the plow, and her subsequent admission to our 
church, thus sharing with us all the blessings and privi- 
leges of the covenant-people of God; go with me to their 
churches ; listen to those fervent prayers as they go up like 
holy incense to Heaven’s high throne; then ask yourseif 
the question, Were it better that these had begh bom and 
had died in Africa? 

But you say they might be sent back to their native coun- 
try, and the gospel preached to them there. Were it well 
to sacrifice the money and men required for such an cnter- 
prise, while benighted India and the isles of the sea are 
stretching forth their hands to us for the bread of life? Are 
our treasures overflowing? Are there none ou whom to 
bestow the precious boon of the gospel? Again let me ask: 
Is Africa the native Jand of nine tenths or nineteen twen- 
tieths of the present colored population of America? Are 
theynot American born and reared? Are not here the homes 
of their wives and theirchildren, and ofa large proportion of 
them may it not be said, the homes and the graves of their 
fathers and mothers? Were lies clustering around them 
every endearing association of kith and kin, childhood and 
youth, and more mature age. As well might we talk of 
sending Americans back to England because it was the 
home of their ancestors for generations long gone; yea, 
better, far, far better, would its civil and religious institu- 
tions accord with those of our own country than will the 
barbarism of Atrica accord with American slavery. Facts 
might be given showing the estimation in which the plan 
is held by the slave, but more in my next. 

Your affectionate sister, E. J. TRACY. 

Horuy Sprinas, Mississrppt, September, 19, 1859. 

Dear Brorner: Since writing to you last, { have, in 
aceeptance ola polite invitation from ex-Governor Mat- 
thews, been spending afew days in his family. Ife isa man 
of fifty years or more, and having traveled extensively 
through the States, spending considerable time among the 
various Indiau tribes of the South and Southwest, thus be- 
coming familiar with their customs and manners, possesses 
that varied and inexhaustible storehouse of knowledge 
which renders him a most agrecable conversational com- 
panion. Jad several long talks with him on the slavery 
question; ang how much did I wish that you and every 
northern Abolitionist could have been present, so lucid, 
comprehensive, and convincing were his arguments, ut- 
tered with that spirit of universal benevolence for which 
he is everywhere distinguished. Often, while conversing 
with him, was I reminded of our venerable college presi- 
dent of old Dartmouth. ft was at his house I tirst. wit- 
nessed a negro sale, a scene which I have ever regarded as 
one most revolting to every tveling of humanity; but as I 
looked upon her cheerful countenance, as she stood there 
in the hal, her intaut in her arms, and two little ones at 
her side, and heard the Governor say to her in his kindest 
tones, “ Frances, L would not part with you were it not to 
scnd you to your husband J’? how changed the scene. Of 
a gentleman at my side t inquired the valuation of the 
group, to which he replied, $3,000. { afterwards learned 
from the Governor that he sold them for $2,500, thus sac- 
rificing $500, that he might unite them to the husband and 
father. He also told me that he had never sold but one 
negro except for the purpose of uniting fainilies; and that 
in one instance, having sold a negro woman to send her to 
her husband, as the time for her to leave drew near, she 
grieved so bitterly at parting with the family, that she 
begged of him to buy her back again; which he did. 

in another instance, he proposed to buy the wife of one 
of his slaves, but her owner refused to part with her; he 
then proposed to sell the husband to the wife’s owner, to 
whieh he replied that he would die before he would Icave 

LIL. 

Another gentleman, Dr. C., has just been telling me of 
a case that came under his own observation—the owner of 
the husband attempting to buy*the wife, but proving un- 
successtul, he at length proposed that cach should be valued 
by some disinterested person, and he would then sell the 
husband at.the valuation, or pay $250 more than the valu- 
ation for the wife. 

Numbecrless instances might be given, showing that the 
sacred ties of the family circle are not so lightly 
as is generally supposed at the North, but that ey are 
guarded with jealous care, seldom being violated when it 
ean be avoided; also, in instances showing the strong at- 
tachment existing between master and slave, especially 
where slaves have been reared in the family. A lady once 
remarked to me that her slaves did not work hard, she had 
so many ofthem. I inquired why she did not sell some of 
them. She replied that she had inherited and raised them, 
and could not part with them. From Judge T., in whose 
family I visited recently, Learn that the laws for the protec- 
tion of the slave, in this State, are very stringent, and not 
merely nominal, as has been supposed by us. He told me 
that, since he had been on the bench, no laws had been 
more rigidly enforced than those for the punishment of the 


stecmed | 


master for abuse of the slave. The Governor said that 
when sickness came among his negroes they were brought 
to his house and tenderly taken care of by himselfand fain- 
ily, and this I saw done in the last town | visited; also, 
while there, there was a gentleman returning home with 
his slave who ran away to a free Siate, but concluded that 
he liked slavery: better than freedom ; wrote to his master 
that ifhe would come for him he would gladly return to a 
state of servitude. I am told that such instances are of fre- 
quent occurrence. ` 

Sabbath.—Group after group of well-dressed light-hearted 
(it the countenance be any index) colored people, men, 
women, and children, throng our streets, on their way to 
worship the Most High in his holy temple. As with the 
rapidity of thought 1 glance from such a scene to benighted 
Africa, sunk in morai degradation, over whose millions of 
human souls the darkness of heathenism folds her somber 
wings in rayless night, my heart swells with gratitude to 
the great Father of all for the institution of American sla- 
very. Weli do 1 know the utteranee of such sentiments, 
from such a source, fails strangely on your ear; but never- 
theless they are the sincere sentiments of an honest heart. 
1 believe slavery to be a divine institution, the fulfillment of 
the curse pronounced upon the descendants of Hain. 

Their physical and mental organization evince their adap- 
tation to a state of servitude; and the history of various 
nations, through all the ages down to the present time, 
shows that this has been their condition. . That this insti- 
tution is not subject to abuse, like all others, 1 WIH not at- 


-tempt to prove. But does the abuse of any institution argue 


against that institution? Ifso, by parity of reasoning, will 
we argue against the marriage relation, that institution co- 
eval with man’s existence, and in which he firds his high- 
est, holiest, and best estate? The slaveholder acts in the 
capacity of protector, guide, moral and religious teacher of 
the slave. Some, through principles of avarice, tyranny, 
and oppression, prove false to this responsible trust. So, 
also, how often do we see him who, at the sacred altar, has 
taken those solemn vows * to love, cherish, and protect’? 
the gentle being at his side, prove reercant to every noble 
principle of true manliness, until she, who like the sbrink- 
ing mimosa, has clung to him to shield her from the rude 
storms of the outer world, like a withered flower falling to 
the carth, seeks in its cold bosom that protection and peace 
she has vainly sought in him. ‘The deep designs of infinite 
wisdom are often accomplished by a series of providences 
at the time beyond the ken of mortals. In the putting to 
death of the Messiah by the envious and malicious Jews, 
do we see Jehovah accomplish his eternal purpose in the 
completion of the great work of man’s redemption. 

So also does it seem to me that, in the enslaving of the 
African, we can clearly trace the hand of an overruling and 
merciful Providence guiding them to a Christian land; 
thereby elevating their social, moral, and religious condi- 
tion, by attrition with a higher race. ` 

Your affectionate sister, E. J. TRACY. 


Also let the Rev. N. Adams, of Boston, who 
traveled through the South, speak: 


«“ When religious instruction, the pure, simple Gospel of 
Jesus Christ, is extended to our laboring classes generally, 
adults and children, as fully as it is enjoyed by the slaves 
in such parts of the South as I visited, an object will be 
gained of far more intrinsic importance to our national 
prosperity than all questions relating to slavery. Probably 
in very many places at the South a larger proportion of the 
slaves than of the whites have given evidence of being 
children of God. ‘The religious condition of the slaves sur- 
prises every visitor. The number of communicants among 
them, in proportion to the whites, is frequently astonishing ; 
for example, in cases known to me, one hundred and fifty 
blacks to fifty whites, two hundred to twenty. In Virginia, 
the whole number of communicants in the Baptist churches 
is stated to me by a Baptist pastor to be forty-five thousand 
blacks, and fifty thousand whites. In Savannah, Georgia, 
in a population of several thousand blacks, more than one 
third are church members. Three colored pastors, with 
salaries from eight bundred to a thousand dollars, are sup- « 
ported by subscriptions and pew rents among thcir own 
members. More than one third of the whole number of 
communicants reported by the synod of South Carolina are 
colored people. Of the three hundred and eighty-four thou- 
sand in that State, one seventh, or more than fifty thou- 
sand, are professors of religion. In 1853, $15,000 were con- 
tributed by five thousand slaves in Charleston to benevolent 
objects. These statistics, which are a fair sample, might 
easily be multiplied; but it is unnecessary. Religion has 
gained wonderful ascendency among this people.”’ 


Now compare the condition of the slave with 
the free colored population of the North, and see 
which seems to be most prosperous, and say 
nothing about the condition of the negro in Africa 
and Canada, taking as a basis their increase. Say 
in the year: 


Slaves. Free colored, 
B40 ccc ee ec eesseeteeeesaces 2,487,455 386,903 
IBO. reese eee cere ceseccecereees G,204, 313 434,495 
Increase...scssesesesesaeeserese 716,858 48,192 


Increase of the slave population about twent-ine 
per cent.; increase of the free population only 
thirteen per cent. 

The State census of New York for 1855, shows 
that the decrease in the colored population, which 
had begun before 1850, was still further acceler- 
ated after that period. The colored population 
at the latter date being 45,286, or 3,783 less than 
in 1850. 

Thus showing progression or absolute decrease 
depends upon a physical deterioration of the free 
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colored race appears from a variety. of other cir- 
cumstances which could be adduced; and that this 

hysical deterioration is much more manifest in 
the free than in the slave States, seems to be 
equally certain. ` ; 

Now, compare the condition of the slave with 
the black population in Canada, and you will at 
once see the vast disproportion, as to comfort, 
between them. For example, hear what one who 
ran away with his family from Maryland, says, 
in a letter to his master, which reads as follows: 

Toronto, CANADA, February 11, 1860. 

Dear MasteR: F hardly know how to say anything to 
you since I left you to come to this country. I aim sorry 
that F ever left home. {never knew what it was to suffer 
with cold or hunger at Lome. God knows what I have 
suffered by both since I came here. I am over head and 
ears in debt, and if you would square me here, I will go 
back and bea better boy to you than ever I was before. You 
cannot imagine how times are here; and the weather is 
cold enough to freeze the devil. If you will promise me 
good treatment, and to forget past actions, I, with my wife 
aud four children aiid mother, will come back. I have never 
been in jail since I have been here; but unless you relieve 
me, and take me from this cursed country, 1 will be put in 
jail. TF owe $18 house rent; $19 50 groceries; winter's 
wood, $17 50; and [have only one week to pay itin, or go 
to jail. LE will go back if you send me money enough to 
pay this bill, and pay our fare out home. Answer as soon 
as possible, so that £ may know what to do in the matter. 
Let me hear from you. I shouldlike to come home to live 
and die. i . 

J remain your humble servant, HENRY TILMAN, 

Mr. Frisuy Gorpon. Direct at No. 51 Bolton street. 

P, S.—Give my best love to Master Joe, Miss Annie, and 
all the family. Í shall soon meet them again; as soon as 
I getan answer. For I swore by the holy Bible never to 
pass another winter in this country. Jack Granger is here, 
and I want to try to persuade hiin to go home with me, 

HENRY TILMAN. 


Now, as to the treatment of our slaves, I will fur- 
ther refer you to the many statutes in the south- 
erm States requiring our negroes to be well fed, 
clothed, and cared for. The old, the young, the 
maimed, the halt, the lind, and otherwise in- 
firm, are bound to be pybvided for in a comforta- 
ble manner. For partitulars, see the laws here- 
with submited: 

State of Mississippi. 

“No master shall inflict cruel ur unusual punishment upon 
his slave or slaves, or cause or permit the sume tobe done; 
and any master or other person entitled to the services of 
a slave or slaves, or any person having or taking the pos- 
session or custody of a slave or slaves, who shall inflict 
such eruc] or unusual punishment on such sjave or slaves, 


or shail authorize or permit such punishment to be inflict- | 


ed; may be indicted therefor; and on conviction, shall be 
fined, according to the magnitude of the offense, in any 
sum not excecding $509, and imprisoned in the county jail 
for aterm not exceeding twelve months, or both, at the 
ft shali be the duty of owners of 


have treated them with inhumanity, the person so offend- 
ing may be indicted therefor; and on conviction, shall be 
fined inany sum not. cxceeding $500, or may be imprisoned 
in the county jail not exceeding three montlis, or both, at 
the diserction of the court. 

“ {fany person shall be guilty of stealing or selling any 
free person for a slave, knowing the said person stolen or 
sold to be free, and shall thereof be convicted, such per- 
son shail be imprisoned in the penitentiary not less than 
ten years.” 

State of Kentucky. 


s Jf any person shall steal and hold, or sell fraudulently, or | 


offer to sell, a free person as a slave, knowing the person 
go sold or stolen to be free, he shalt be confined in the pen- 
itentiary not less than five nor more than ten years. 

« Jfthe owner ofan infirm, insane, or aged slave, or any 
person having such slave under his control, suffers him to 
go at large, or. fails to make adequate provisions for his 


support, he shall be punished by fine not exceeding fifty | 


dollars. If the owner of any slave shall treat him cruelly and 
inhumauly, so as, in the opinion of a jury, to endanger the 
hife orlimh of such slave, or materially to affect his health, 
or shal! not supply his slave with suflicient wholesome 
food and raiment, Such slave shall be taken and sold for the 
bencfit of the owner. ren 
“Tf the hirer of a slave for a terin of time shall treat him in 
the manner deseribed in the second section, or shail fail to 
furnish such slave with food and raiment, the owner of the 
slave may proceed against him, by petition, in the manner 


prescribed in the third section, and upon the facts, or any | 


of them being found against the defendant, the court shall 
Yescind the contract of hiring upon equitable principles, and 
restore the slave to its owner. 

“A suit may bë maintained by the owner of a slave, though 
Hot in lis actual possession, against any person who shall 
unlawfaily whip, strike, or abuse such slave, and recover 
damages jor such act, notwithstanding the said slave, by 
such whipping, striking, or abuse, may not have been ren- 
dered incapable of tabor: ` 

‘Teshall bethe duty of the master or owner, personal rep- 
¢esentative, orguardian of such owner, to employ counsel 
to defend a slave,- when tried in the circuit court. If no 
counsel be employed, the court shall assign counsel to de- 
fend him. The master or owner, or his personal represent- 
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ative, or the guardian, shall pay said counsel the sim. 
awarded him, by order of the court, for such defense, not: 
exceeding fifty nor less than twenty dollars, and. may. 
attached and compelled to pay the same.” 

- State of Louisiana. ; 

« Whoevershall inflict, or eause to be inflicted; any cruel 
treatment upon any slave, whether by maltreating, flog- 
ging, failing to clotheand feed in a proper manner, hy im- 
prisoning; by putting in irons, or by ill-treatingin any other 
manner, to be judged of by the courtand jury, shallbe fined 
not less than fifty nor more than twohundred dollars. The 
court and jury shall have power in all cases, whether they 
convict or not, to decree the sale of the slave at public auc- 
tion. The owner shall not be allowed to purchase, either 
directly or indirectly, or to have under his control the said 
slave, under the penalty of $1,000. The price of the slave 
thus sold shall be paid over to the owner; after deducting 
all costs.” s : 

State of Virginia. 

« Any person who shall permit an insane, aged, or infirm 
slave, owned by him, or under his control, to go at large, 
without adequate provision for his support, shall’ be pun- 
ished by fine not exceeding fifty dollars ; and the overseers 
of the county or corporation in which such slave may be 
found, shall provide for his maintenance, and. may charge 
such person quarterly or annually, with a sufficient sum 
therefor, and recover it from time to time by motion in the 
court of such county or corporation. If any person shall, 
by sale, gift, or otherwise, dispose of any insane, aged, or 
infirm slave, which is, or is likely to become, chargeable, 
such person, or the donor or vendor, (at the election of the 
said overseers,) may be proceeded agaist as the owner of 
the slave, under this section.” 


State of Missouri. 


“Tn prosecutions for crimes, slaves shall not be deprived 
of an impartial trial by jury; and a slave convieted of a 
capita! offense shall suffer the same degree of punishment, 
and no other, that would be inflicted on a free White per- 
son for a like offense ; and courts of justice, before whom 
slaves shall be tried, shail assign them counsel for their 
défense. Any person who shall maliciously deprive of tife 
ordismembera slave, shal} suffer such punishmentas would 
be inflicted for the dike offeuse if it were committed on a 
free white person. Every person who shall cracily or in- 
humaaly torture, beat, wound, or abuse any slave in his j 
employment or under bis charge, power, or control, whetber 
belonging to himself or anothcr, shail, on conviction, be 
punished by imprisonment in a county jail not execeding 
one year, or by fine not exceeding $1,000, or by both such 
fine and imprisonment, ”? 


State of North Carolina. 


“The owner of any slave incapable of service, from age | 
or other disability, shall provide him with proper food, rai- | 
ment, and lodging; and if any such slave shall be unpro- | 
vided as aforesaid, the ward of the county where the 
slave may be, shall furnish him with food, raiment, and 
lodging, and charge the owner therewith, and may recover 
against him the price before any tribunal having jurisdic- 
tion of the amount of the demand. 

«í ifthe owner of such slave be dead, his executors or ad- 
ministrators shall provide for him out of the estate of’ the 
deceased ; and, upon failure so to do, the wardens shail pro- 
vide for him,and proceed against sueb executors or admin- 
istrators in every respect as against the owner; or, if such 
slave shall be under the control of a guardian, he shall pro- 
vide for the slave out of the estate ot his ward; and, upon 
tailure, the wardens shall provide ior the slave ang proceed 
against the guardian in manner aforesaid; and such exec- 
utors, administrators, and guardians shall be allowed the 
expense of making s 

“Any two of the wardens shali have authority to execute | 
the foregoing provisions relative to disabled slaves. 

«In case any slave who shall appear not to have been 
properly clothed and fed shall be convicted of stealing any 
com, catile, hogs, or other goods whatsoever, from any per- 
son not the owner of such slave, such injured.person may 
maintain an action on the case against the possessor of such 
slave for bis damages. 

«The superior court shall have exclusive original juris- 
diction of all felonies and other offenses committed by 
slaves, which, by section thirty-two, are not assigned for 
trial before a justice of the peace—petty offenses, misde- 
meanors—and the trial shali be conducted in like manner 
as the trials of freemen for the same offenses; and, more - 
over, the jurors shall be slave-owners. 

« When a slaveshail be appretended or indicted for any į 
offense, whereof the superior court bas original jurisdic- 
tion, his owner, if known, sball have ten days’ notice of |} 
the trial, in order that he may have the opportunity of de. 
fending his slave; the cost of which notice, and all other 
cost attending the trial of the slave shall be paid by the 
owner, if such slave being a free man would be Hable to | 
the payment thereof. And ifthe owner refuse to pay the | 
same, execution inthe name of the State may issue against 
the owner.” 

# State of Alabama. 

« Any person who with malice aforethought causes the 
death of a slave, by cruel whipping or beating, or by any 
inhuman treatment, or by the use of any weapon in its na- 
ture calculated to produce death, ig -uilty of murder in the | 
first degree. 

« Any owner, overseer, or other p “Son, having the right 
to-eurrect any slave, who causes the death of such slave by 
cruel whipping or beating, or by any other cruel or inhuman 
treatment, or by the.use of any instrument in its nature 
calculated to produce death, though without any intention 
to kill, is guilty of murder in the.second degree, and may 
be guilty of murder in the first, degree. A 

< Any master, or other person standing towards the slave 
in that relation, who inflicts, or allows others to inflict, on 
him any cruel punishment, or fails to provide him with a 
suificiency of healthy food or necessary, clothing, ar to pro- 
vide for him properly in sickness or old age, or treats him li 


e « 


Ay 


in. any way with inhumanity, on convict 


ich provision in their settiements. H 


gs than twenty-five'or-more than 


in what suchinhumanity consists, an 
judges of what constitutes cruet, punis? 
of healthy food, necessary clothing, and prop 
sickness and old age.: i RE ; 
_ On the trial of ndicmmentsunder the preceding: sect! 
the defendant is entitled to a jury, two thirds of whoin | 
slaveholders. ` ; EE E a DATE 
“ Any person other than the master; or person occupyin: 
that relation, who commits an assault and. battery ‘Ot: 
slave, without just cause or exeuse,:to be: determined by. 
the jury, is guilty of a misdemeanor.’? Boose yt 


State of Tennessee, 


“No person shall willfully, with matice aforethought, INE 
anyslave. The offender shall be deemed guilty of the same; 
offense as if the person killed had been free. If the slave 
killed, is the property of another, and not of the. offender, 
he shall be liable to pay the value of such Slave. “No ‘per: 
son shall wantonly, and without sufficient cause, beat.or 
abuge the slave of another. person: Any such offénder may 
be indicted in the circuit oreriminal court, where the offense 
was committed; and on conviction, shall bé punishéd iw 
the same manner as for a similar offense committed on the 
body of any white person. j 3 

“The trial. of a slaye for a capital offense shall be. con- 
ducted in the same manner as that of a free person.. AML 
persons who would be competent: jurorsto serve on the’ 
trial of a free person shall be competent: jurors onthe trial 
of a slave. The owner may appear and stiperinteng the 
defense of the accused; and he may challenge ‘as; many. 
jurors as a free-white person in capital ‘cases, and in: any. 
other offense of the grade of felony; four:jurots perémpto~ i 
rily, and no more; bat he may challenge for eause in the 
same manner as a free white person, charged with ‘a Jike 
offense. If the master does not employ counsel. in the 
slave’s defense, the court shall assign him counsel.” 


State of Georgia. 
“Tf any person shall on the Lord’s day, commonly called 


! Sunday, employ any slave in any work or labor, (work of 


absolute necessity and the necessary occasions of the fam~ 
ily alone excepted,) every person so offending shall forkeit 
and pay the sum of ten shillings for every slave he, she, ox 


| they, shall so cause to work or tabor. 


“Any person who shall maliciously dismember or deprive 
a slave of life, shall suffer such punishment as. would be 
inflicted in case the like offense had been committed on a, 
free person, and on the like proof, except in case of insur- 
rection by such. slave, and unless such death should hap- 
pen by accident in giving such slave moderate correction,’ 

“Tf any- person: or pérsons’ whomsoever shall maliciousky: 
deprive a slave or slaves of life, he, she, or they, so offend-* 
ing, shall be prosecuted by indictment, inthe superior court” 
of the county:in wilieh such offense may have been comm 
ted, in like manner as if the person or personscharged yd 
perpetrated adike offense on any free white person or per-: 
sons whomsoever; and on ajl such trials the same rule of 
law and evidence shall obtain as onother tials formurder. 
And if, upon trial for such offense, any person or persons 
shall be found guilty of murder, he, she, or they, shall suffer 


| such punishment as would be ‘inflicted in case thelike of 


fense had been committed on a free white person; that is 
to say, shall be hanged without the benefit of clergy 3 and 
if found guilty of manslaughter, shalt: be. punished by con- 
finement at hard labor vin penitentiary from. two to, four: 
years, in like manner as is usual in cases where any person: 
or’persons Is or arc convicted of manslaughter committed | 
on. a free white perso. or persons, excapt incase of insur- 
rection by sueh stave, and unless such death should happen 
by accident in giving-suclr slave moderate correction, Any 
owner, overseer, or cmployer of a slave or slaves, who shall 
cruclly treat such slave or slaves, by unnecessary and exe 
cessive whipping, beating, cutting, or wounding, or by cru- 
elly and unnecessarily biting or teasing with dogs; by with- 
holding proper food and sustenance ; by requiring greater 
labor trom such slave or slaves than. he, she, or they are 
able to perform, or by not affording proper clothing for such 
slave or slaves, whereby the health of such slave orsfaves 
may be injured and impaired, or cause or permit the same 
to be done, shail be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on con- 
viction thereof, shali be punished by finc, or imprisonment 
in the common jail of the county, or both, at the discretion 
of the court. ; 

Be it enacted, That the childrén, not exceeding five years 
of aze, of any woman slave; and such woman slave ,shall not 
be sold separately, or exposed.to sale by any executor, ad- 
ministrator, guardian, or other trustee, nor shall they be 
separated in any division tiade by arly executor, adminis- 
trator, guardian, or other trustee, but shall be placed to- 
gether in one of the parts’ into which the estate to which 
they belong is to bè divided, unicss sucii division cannot in 


A 5 fi ar 
any wise be effected without such separation. 


< & And be it further enacted, That ifany person or: per- 
sons to whom such negro or negroes, or other free person 
of color, is bound, shall sell, or cause to be sold; into slavery 
such negro or free person of color, he, she, orthey, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
shail be fined in a sum not-exceéding five thousand dollars, 


| oF imprisoncd in the penitentiary, at hard Jabor, fora term 


of years, not more than six nor less than two years, as the 
court may direct.” a : 

‘Thus showing that no slave can be ill treated, 
without a violation of the Jaw; nor can any free 
person be sold into bondage, without the person 
thus offending subjecting himself to a heavy pen- 
alty and imprisonment. f s 
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But, for fear Hon: Mr. Van Wrer, of New 
York, may think -he has been successful in his 
picture. of the treatment of servants in the South, 
allow mie to call the attention of the country to 

efforts to prejudice the North against slavery, 
by alluding to the crucl treatment of the negro in 
the South, such as burning, &c., an occurrence 
rarely, if ever, happening, and then for offenses 
shocking to humanity, and, if perpetrated. by a 
white person, burning and death would be too 

ood for him; and in such a case the white and 
Black would and ought to share a similar fate. 
I say, while he speaks of this punishment, he 
forgets to tell the country that while our people 
may; in their excitement, do wrong, the people 
of the North have, in bygone days, inflicted as 
great punishment on white men and women, b 
torturing, hanging, and pressing them to deat 
for witchcraft. What executions of Quakers and 
others for their opinions, what nose-slitting and 
ear-cropping and tongue-boring and whipping and 
starving and fines and imprisonments and perpet- 
ual banishment were inflicted for opinion’s sake, 
ave known to every reader of the history of the 
New England colonists. I might refer, among 
others, to Wilberforce’s History of the American 
Church. The torture and the execution of women 
denounced as. witches by a fanatical clergy, with į 
Rev. Cotton Mather at their head, is fully de- | 
scribed by Rev. Mr. Upham, pastor of the First | 
Congregational Church in Salem, and of the same | 
sect to which the witch murderers belong. He | 
mentions a particular case of Giles Carey, who 
was a member ofthe church in Danvers, and who, 
when he saw that trial was a mere mockery, re- 
fused to plead to the indictment. He was accord- 
ingly conveyed to the press, under the agony of 
which he expired; and during the moment of his 
suffering, the ‘historian records that, as his aged 
frame yielded to the dreadful pressure, his tongue 
was protruded from his mouth. The demon who 
presided over the torture drove it back again with 
the point of his cane, and he adds, * the heart of 
man, once turned to cruelty, seems, like the tiger, 
to gather new fury in the mere exercise of fero- 
city.” Even children were made victims of this 
fanaticism. Two young men—brothers—named 
Carrier, who would not confess, were tied neck 
and heels till the blood was ready to gush out of 
their noses, and they then confessed to escape 
the torture. William Proctor was tied in the 
same manner until the blood gushed out of his 
nose. Rev. Mr. Noyes observed of eight, who 
were hanged together, “what a sad thing it is to 
see eight firebrands of hell hanging there.” For full 
details, the reader is referred to lectures on witch- 
craft, delivered in 1831, by Rev. Charles Upham. 
All this was done in public, and by the sanction 
of the people. The two pictures arc now drawn, 
and the reader must draw his own conclusion as 
to the cruelty which has been perpetrated by the 
different sections of the country. It is proper to 
remark that I do not believe that public sentiment 
would tolerate either act of cruelty North or 
South now. 

But I regret to see a statement of the following 
occurrence in the State of New York. If not true, 
I would be happy to hear it contradicted ; for I only 
allude to it to show that the lawlessness of char- 
acter can be perpetrated North, where they claim 
to be cool and calculative, professing to observe 
all the laws and right of men; and even if a simi- 
lar thing does occur among our southern people, 
have we done more than you? 

“ Aw affair occurred in the town of Portland, Chautau- 
que county, New York, on the night of the 20th instant, 
which, in brutality and in violation of all the decencics of 
sovicty, outstrips anything which bas yet, we think, been 
perpetrated during the present century in any Christian 
community ia the whole civilized world. It appears, ac- 
cording to the account of the affair as published in the 
Wesifield (New York) Republican, of the 23d instant, that 
on Friday night of last week a party of fifteen men and 
five women, who, no doubt, are the leading morulists of the 
yillage where they reside, proceeded to the house of Mr. 
Elisha Whipple, in the town of Portland, broke open his 
doar, dragged one of his daughters, a young woman, from 
her bèd, stripped ber, and deliberately covered her person 
with a coat of tar and feathers, and in that state they left 
her, fully convinced, without doubt, that they had per- 
formed a godly act. . As far as the paper quoted was able 
to learn the cause for the perpetration of this atrocious out- 
rage, it was, that «Mr. Whipple some time since lost his 
wife, and was jeft with a family of small children, and this 
ane woman, who had been living away, came home to 

elp take care of the family; and recently suspicion has i 


| been excited that the house was disorderly, and this refined 


method was adopted hy the young people of the neighbor- 
hood to reform it.? The perpetrators were subsequently 
arrested and taken before a justice, where they all gave bail 
for their appearance betore the next criminal court of Chau» 
tauqhe county.” 7 

Allow me, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, to say 
a few words more particularly relating to my past 
course in reference to the political questions which 
have agitated the country for so long atime. I 
have thus far avoided-any allusion to that; as gen- 
tlemen who have honored me with their attention 
will perceive that my purpose has been to ex- 
hibit to you the true condition of the slave, in 
order that you and your friends at the North may 
become well satisfied with the manner in which 
they are cared for in the South. I have called 
upon you to scc that the fugitive slave law is en- 
forced, and I have shown conclusively that the 
four million negroes now in slavery at the South 
are in a much better condition than any same 


number of the race elsewhere, either in this coun-" 


try or Africa. 

Now, in conclusion, permit me to allude to my 
personal exertions in behalf of the rights of the 
South, and the equalrights of all. I speak for no 
purpose of making capital at home, for I have 
none to make, as my destiny is fixed. I desire, 
if possible, to arrest the progress of the difficulties 
which now surround us, and to convince the 
mind of the North that we ask nothing that is 
improper; and I shall trust confidently that, in 
their honesty of purpose, they will give us such 
rights as they know we are entitled to demand. 

L was going to allude, as evidence of my con- 
servative disposition, of my desire for the pros- 
perity of this Union upon the basis of the Consti- 
tution, and of the feeling of brotherly love which 
ought to pervade the whole country, to my efforts 
in 1850, when’ the compromise measures were 
under consideration. On that occasion, and eight 
days before the celebrated resolution of Mr. Foote, 
upon which the compromise of 1850 was predi- 
cated, was introduced into the Senate, I offered a 
resolution providing for the raising of a joint com- 
mittee upon the part of the House and the Sen- 
ate, to take into consideration all the difficulties 
which existed upon the question of slavery, and 
to report to their respective Houses. I will read 
the resolution: 


é Whereas a crisis in the political affairs of this Republic 
has arrived, when men of all political parties are called to 
aid in the great work of reconciliation between the nordiem 
and southern people; whereas the question of slavery in 
the Territories, the admission of California into the Union as 
a State, under her own constitution and boundaries, the pro- 
hibition of the slave trade in the District of Columbia, and 
the abolition of slavery therein, are, and have been, a bone 
of contention for years past, and will be for years to come, 
unless settled: whereas the mind of the whole community 
is now fixed with great anxiety upon the present Congress, 
looking to them to consider gravely and deliberately these 
vexed questions, and, if possible, to have them settled upon 
constitutional and equitable principies, between the North 
and the South: and whereas there are mapy men who have 
introduced plans, such as they think calculated to produce 
that effect; but, owing to the spirit that too often prevails 
(if not in this case) of too many wishing the honor of 
bringing forward and consumunating great and important 
questions, and thereby coming in conflict with each other, 
and thus effect nothing: Now, therefore, 

& Beit resolved and recommended, (the Senate concurring,) 
That a committee be appointed by the Senate and House 
of Representatives—to consist of six members of the Sen- 
ate, three from the North and three from the South; also, 
twenty by the House, ten from the South and ten trom the 
North—to meet in conference to devise, if possible, a plan, 
predicated upon constitutional and equitable principles, for 
adjusting all difficulty growing out of the foregoing causes 5 
and that such pian be submitted to the respective Houses 
for their consideration; thereby, if possible, to perpetuate 
the good feeling and union of the two partics forever; and 
that the southern and northern members of each House, 
respectively, select such persons to serve on said commit- 
tee in any manner they think proper.” 


That is one evidence of my anxiety to produce 


harmony and brotherly love throughout the whole | 


country. Again,in 1856, I gave my influence and 
active efforts to setts the difficulties in which we 


were involved, aï to harmonize the conflicting | 


elements which bid fair to break up this happy 
country; and if I have contributed one single mite 
in perpetuating good feeling, and harmonizing the 
difficulties which existed between us, I have done 


i much, and am satisfied. 


I desired to allude to some other matters, but 
time will not permit. I was going to allude to the 
common interest of the Northand South; and I was 
happy to hear the gentleman from Ohio who pre- 


ceded me, [Mr. Marrin,]so particularly allude to 
the inseparable interests that connect the North 
and South. I will quote a few lines which I found 
in a little song book: 
“The South will raise the cotton, 
The West the corn and pork; 


And New England manufacturers 
Do up the finer work”? 


` Now, if we will study our true interests; if we 
will study the principles which our fathers laid 
down for us to be governed by, we shall have nc 
trouble as a nation. We may have a little in our 
own Democratic party. Iregret to see that difi- 
culty, and that the convention at Charleston was 
not able to agree upon a platform upon which to 
place a candidate who might, if possible, beat the 
Republicans. I trust, however, that the conflict- 


i ing elements of the Democratic party may be 


brought to harmonize at Baltimore; and that they 
will nominate a man who will take the wind out 
of the sail of every evil-minded man, North or 
South—one whomatl Democrats can agree to sup- 
port But I will say no more upon this subject; 
and, thanking the committee for their attention, } 
will detain them no longer. 


PROPERTY IN TERRITORIES. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. TOOMBS, 
OF GHORGIA, 
In rus Senate, May 21, 1860. 

The Senate having under consideration the resolutions 
submitted by Mr. Davis on the Ist of March, 1860, relative 
to the equality of the States, the rights of all the citizens 
to emigrate to the Territories with sive property, and deny- 
ing the power of Congress or a Ferritorial Legislature to 
interfere with this right— 


Mr. TOOMBS said: 

Mr. Presspent: IJ did not concur in the policy 
of introducing the resolutions upon your table 
when they were originally presented by my friend 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] and, until within 
the last ten or twelve days, I had no purpose to 
participate in the debate upon them. I thought 
that they announced principles so just and so 
proper, of such universal acceptance, that they 
needed no support fromanything I might beable to 
say in their favor. But, sir, within that time, these 
propositions, involving the fundamental principles 
of our Government, have not only been assailed 
and condemned, but all those who hold them and 
maintain them as they were held and maintained 
by my personal and political friends at the late 
Charleston convention have been charged with 
violating good faith, and with having objects un- 
friendly to the existence of the Government; and 
my own humble opinion has been invoked to swell 
the mighty torrent of authority by which it is 
sought to overwhelm them, Ideemit, therefore, 
my duty to my country, myself, and to those 
who agree with mè in opinion, in all parts of the 
Republic, to defend these principles. 

The first objection which meets me is the dec- 
laration from some well-meaning men, that they 
are abstractions. Sir, this is a great mistake. 
Far from it. There is a terrible practicality in 
them. There is a vital energy in them that is 
shaking your political, you social, and even your 
moral systems from the center to the cireumfer- 
ence. ‘They are struggling to be acknowledged, 
to be recognized; and in their recognition, in my 
judgment, alone is to be found the permanent 
peace, safcty, and security of the State. 

But, sir, ifthey be abstractions, they are scarcely 
less worthy of our consideration. The great ques- 
tion is, are they truths? To submit to wrong 
is often far less injurious to society in its conse- 
quences than to surrender a principle. Tt is one 
of the marked characteristics of the American 


| character, one which attracted the attention and 


approbation of some of the ablest and best men of 
the last century, that they measure a public dan- 
ger by a principle, and not by a grievance. Mr. 


| Burke, in his speech on conciliation with Amer- 


ica, very beautifully expresses this characteristic 
of the American colonies. He says: 

“Tn other countries the people, more simple and ofa less 
mereurial caste, judge of an ill principle in Government by 
an actual grievance; here they anticipate that evil, and 
judge of the pressure of the grievance by the badness of the 


= 
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principle. They augur misgovernment at a distance, and 
snuf tyranny in the tainted breeze.” + 

One of the greatest of our own statesmen, often 
called the Father of the Constitution, in a paper 
of great force and merit, which he drew up in 
1784, protesting against the action of the Virginia 
Legislature, tending, in his judgment, to infringe 
the rights of conscience, strongly applauded this 
same characteristic of our people. e said: 
car I t is proper to take alarm at the first experimenton our 
liberties. We hold this prudent jealousy to be the first 
duty. of citizens, and one of the noblest characteristics of 
the late Revolution. The freemen of America did not wait 
till usurped power had strengthened itself by exercise, and 
entangled the question in precedents. 
sequeices in the principle, and they avoided the conse- 
quences by denying the principle. We revere this lesson 
too much soon to forget it.” 


Sir, the disregard of this sentiment has brought | 


upon us many of our present dangers. We, too, 
must not wait until dangerous and unsound po- 
litical principles shall have strengthened them- 
selves by exercise, or. shall have entangled us in 
precedents. We have had quite enough of these 
evils already. It is time to augur danger in the 
distance, and to warn the country of its rapid ad- 
vance. Sir, let us examine what sort of abstrac- 
tions these are, for we cannot avoid them by calling 
them abstractions. When the fundamental prin- 
ciples of our Government, of all social order, are 
condemned; when new and dangerous theories 
and dogmas are attempted to be interpolated upon 
our political system; when our dearest constitu- 
tional rights and highest constitutional duties are 
attempted to be wrenched from our hands and 
placed in the hands of others, and that, too, with 
the avowed purpose of enabling the new possess- 
ors. to destroy those rights by neglecting these 
duties, it is too late to answer: me by crying: 
“s Peace! peace! be still; these are abstractions. ”’ 
Public duty demands of me to defend these rights, 
thus assailed. 
sideration of the fifth resolution. 
lieve, have attracted but little attention, and prob- 
ably meet very general acquiescence. The fifth 
resolution declares: 


“Phat if experience should at any time prove that the 
judicial and executive authority do not possess means to 
insure adequate protection to coustitutional rights ina Ter- 
ritory, and if the territorial government should fail or re- 
fuse to provide the necessary remedies for that purpose, it 
will be the duty of Congress to supply such deficiency.” 


The resolution proposed at Charleston, which | 


was commented on by my honorable friend from 
Hlinois [Mr. Doveras] so largely the other day, 
announces identically the same principle, and only 
carries it everywhere else as well as to the Terri- 
tories, thus giving it a more enlarged application, 
with the addition of a few words merely explain 
ing this resolution, and no doubt carrying out the 
intention of the draughtsman. I approve of every 
word of it. I would simply add to it, ‘to the 


extent of its constitutional powers.” In other | 


words, the duty of this Government ito main- 


tain the constitutional rights of the people in the ! 


Territories, in the States, everywhere, to the ex- 
tent of its constitutional power. 
principle. 
approval inall centuries and inall countries. For 
this object mainly Governments were instituted 
among men. 


ment nor the state of civilization. 
this resolution contains nothing bat this plain 
truth, everywhere acknowledged, [think it would 
be bat fair to the honorable Senator from Hinois 
to restrict his denunciation rather to what he sup 
poses to be the misapplication of the principle 
than to the principle itself; and, therefore, [assume 
that he objected to its appiication, and pot to the 
soundness of the principle. 

How could youestablish a Government without 


the power, coupled with the duty, of using allits | 
appropriate functions to secure the exercise of | 


every right of every one of its citizens or subjects? 
It belongs to no particular form. Whether it be 
moaarchical, or republican, or a mixed Govern: 
ment, this duty belongs to all equally. It is the 
life-blood of all Governments. It is the price of 
obedience, of allegiance; and. without it no man 
and no people ean or ought to submit to any form 
of government upon earth. Go back te the most 
disiant ages of time, and you will find this prin- 
ciple recognized and cherished by all peoplés, 


‘They saw the con- ; 


I shall begin this duty by a con- | 
3 The rest, I be- | 


That isa plain | 
lt is one that has received universal | 


It is the corner-stone of the social | 
fabric, neither affected by the forms of Govern- | 
Therefore, as ! 
| followed our citizens under our flag to all parts of 
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barbarousand civilized, and in every intermediate 
stage. Go toall systems of jurisprudence; go to 


‘all the publicists in every age, and you will find | 


this principle has beenevery where acknowledged. 
But it is denied here, and not only denied, but it 
has been affirmed, in this the nineteenth century, 
in the Senate of the United States, that the asser- 
tion of the principle of the resolution that I have 
just read, by the Charleston convention, is a dis- 
union measure; and if it is insisted upon, it must 
necessarily overturn the Union of the States. 

If it be true, the Union of these States cannot 
stand with the Constitution of the United States; 
if it be true, the Union of these States cannot stand 


on principles that all other Governments have | 


stood on; it is sui generis, incapable of standing 
on those fundamental principles which alone hold 
society together. We not only govern our own 
people in our own territory, to.the whole extent 
of our jurisdiction, but both the political parties 


of this country, whose late proceedings have been’ 


brought into this body, declare it to be thé duty 
of this Government to protect our citizens—native 
and naturalized—not only within our own territo- 
rial jurisdiction, but to the utmost parts of the 
earth. I am quite aware of the supposed polit- 
ical necessity which impelled all parties, both at 
Charleston and Chicago, to give this. broad recog- 
nition to this right of protection to naturalized citi- 
zens. It was no abstraction when applied to. them; 
it meant votes. Here it was neither an abstraction 
nor dangerous to the Union; and therefore, | sup- 
pose, was adopted ‘unanimously and by acclama- 
tion. Nor was it done grudgingly, but with 
princely liberality. 

You bind us to go to China; to go to Russia; to 
make war in Germany, or with the Quecn of Eng- 
land, or wheréver clse on the face of the earth it 
may be necessary, in order to protcet the natural- 
ized citizen in his life, his liberty, his property, 
and all other rights of citizenship; ee aA you 
are paralyzed, your hands are tied, when you are 
called upon to protect the property of your native- 
born sons, even in Territories won by their toil 
and blood. Then the Union is in danger; then 
we hear of abstractions; then it becomesan issue 
of union or disunion, even to put the recognition 
of this right in a party platform, the frailest of all 
depositories of political truths; and, thanks to 
Providence, of political errors as well. Ido not 
dispute the proposition that we are bound to pro- 
tect native or naturalized citizens. You have the 
right, and itis your duty, to protect both every- 
where. This duty is limited only by your power 
and the safety of the State. But whatare the rights 
of cither native or naturalized citizens in foreign 
countrics, must be determined by your treaties, 
and the laws of nations. With these modifica- 
tions, Iacceptthe principle of protection as claimed 


_by its advocates; but where two independentStates 


are claiming conflicting rights or duties, in respect 
of the same person, what are his rights must be 
determined by the laws of nations and your 
treaties, not by our municipal laws, and still less 
by party platforms. 

But then, when a right is ascertained and clear- 
ly fixed, nothing but the most dire necessity, 
without a greater danger to the State, can relieve 
any Government of this great daty of protecting 
its people in their rights of personal liberty and 
property: and we have done it, sir. We have 


the earth. We have followed them in distant 


‘| lands, in pursuit of lawful occupations, wherever 


they might lawfully travel or reside, under our 


treaties and the laws ofnations. We have watched | 


over them, cared for them, protected them, their 
property and pursuits, against wrongs. “That is 
right. Itis the glory of your Government that 
you shall perform this duty well everywhere. It 
is a disgrace to your Government if you should 
not do it athome. Wheréver your flag floats; 
wherever you have jurisdiction in your own coun- 
try, and to the uttermost extent of that jurisdic- 
tion, it is your duty to bring the power of the Re- 
public to vindicate, to protect, all the rightg of the 
humblest citizen in the land. This is the princi- 
ple; it is conceded it can go everywhereelse; can 
iake the wings of the morning and fly to the utter- 
most parts of the earth, and there search for and 
save every right of every citizen. You can find no 
spot of ground on which this is not law and duty 


except in the Territories of the United States of: 
America. -That is the. only place:where -| 


written in letters of light th 


tive, legislative, and judicial departments; for what 
does it grant power to lay and collect taxes, du~; 
ties and imposts; to define and punish piracies. 
and other offenses on the high seas and, offenses. 
against the law of nations; to declare war; to raise, 
and support armies; to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the Jaws of the Union? 
For what does it enjoin the high duty on this Fed- 
eral Government to PROTECT each State against 
invasion from without and, domestic violence? 
Sir, there is but one answer—protection, protec- 
tion,” < : 

Sir, our system is one, too, that is sufficient 
for áll these things. The resolution asserts ‘the 
duty of protection, of constitutional rights; Show, 
me a right secured by the Constitution: of the 
United States anywhere within your territorial; 
limits, and I will show you a power to protect it, 
We talk looscly of this being a Government of 
opinion; we loosely talk of sovereignty in the peo- 
ple. That is very well in some places—in fourth 
of July orations, when men sometimes talk -as 
though it were a pity to mar sounds by talking 
sense. Sir, the people of the several Bates of 
this Union are sovereign, and in the exercise of 
that sovereignty made their State governments, 
and made this Government, and clothed them 
with powers to protect the rights of each and 
every citizen against all assaults, from whatever 
| quarter they may come, either from without or 
from. within, even. from the. people themselves... 

While we-speak of governments. of. consent, 
the philosophical inquirer into our system will 
see behind the even-balanced scales of justice the 
gleaming sword. It represents the power of the 
people; it represents the majesty of the laws. If 
you acquiesce in the just administration of its 
rightful laws, you can call it a government of 
consent, if it pleases you; oppose the exercise of 
its rightful powers and duties, that gleaming 
sword settles the question. here as well as at St, 
Petersburg, and ought to do it. You. may. take 
the most trifling article of property and the most 
inconsiderable, in any State of the Union,’ ander 
a State constitution, and whenever necessary the 
public power protects it... Bring an action of 
| trover for a horse in Oregon—his value is imma- 
i| terial—let your right be established by the hum- 
|! blest judicial officer having cognizance of the cause 
| in that distant State, and you can be protected in 
that right by the whole power of the Confederacy. 
| If the officer who seeks to execute process, in 
order to put you in possession of your own, is 
resisted by illegal violence, he can call upon the 
| sheriff to give him the power of the county to 
! aid him in the execution of his duty. If the re~ 
{Í sistance is too great for that, the next call is on 
|: the Governor, for the whole militia of the State. 
i if this shall prove. inadequate or unavailable for 
the execution of the law, then the President may 
be called upon in the mode prescribed by the 
Constitution. Then the entire Army, the. entire 
Navy, the entire militia of the United States, can 
| be marched to those distant shores to protect the 
i most humble claimant in the secure enjoyment of 
| his property. That is your Government., Itrec- 
| ognizes no sovereignty—popular.or other sover- 
; elgnty—in the Territories or elsewhere; no power, 
i no means, lawful or unlawful, strong enough or 
| 
i 


|| crafty enough, either by aétion or by non-action, 
to wrench one constitutional right from the grasp 
of the feeblest hand that owes her allegiance, The 
law is the supreme powerin thisland, made king 
the sovereign people of ‘the States—the only 
| sovereigns the law recognizes. This king—the * 
| law—goes into sovereign States and has itself 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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executed; nor does it thereby lessen, diminish, 
or impugn that sovereignty. States are sovereign, 
which obey no law except the laws of nations and 
the laws made by themselves. To obey the latter, 
to stand by and maintain thei compacts, is the 
highest glory of sovereignty. This sovereign— 
the law—armed with the Constitution, has gone 
into Massachusetts, and, amid the clamors of 
law-breakers, and against the wild passidns of the 
hour, seized ‘and carried away into bondage a 
fugitive from labor It can go there again, or in 
any other State, on a like mission. * 

But we are told it cannot go into the Territories. 
It may enter State sovereignties; but within the 
sacred precincts of * squatter sovereignty,” within 
this “ holy of holies,’*it dare notenter. But facts 
are stubborn things. Your statute-books tell me, 
our. sacrilegious fathers, (if this be sacrilege,) 
from the beginning of the Government, spurned 
this’sacred pretension, and their sons have faith- 
fully followed in their footsteps to this day. It 
cannot be disputed that we have not only done 
this. thing—entered the Territories for the protec- 
tion of persons and property—but it is also true. 
that we bound ourselves by solemn compacts with 
France in the purchase of Louisiana, with Spain 
in the purchase of Florida, and with Mexico by 
the treaty of Hidalgo-Guadalupe, to do this very 
thing, and to continue the protection of the, lib- 
erties, property, and religion of the people in the 
countries acquired from them respectively, until 
they should be admitted into the Union. I will 
hereafter show in what manner we have kept our 
faith and performed our compacts. But now, 
after the lapse of seventy years, our power to pro- 
tect the rights of the people is denied and opposed. 
It is averred that it cannot be done— 

1. Because the people inhabiting any Territory, 
after Congress has granted them a territorial gov- 
ernment, are sovereign, and by virtue of that sov- 
ereignly, either under the Constitution, or in some 
other way, have ‘the right to legislate for them- 
selves in all matters concerning their domestic 
institutions. 

2. Because we are estopped from continuing to 
exercise this right by the acts of 1850, providing 
governments for the Territories acquired from 
Mexico by conquest, and the act of 1854, granting 
a temporary government to Kansas and Nebraska, 
and by certain party platforms, and the engage- 
ments and undertakings of a large namber of emi- 
nent persons now or heretofore engaged in the 
public service. 

I have stated these objections to the best of my 
understanding of them. The latter objection is a 
little indefinite and shadowy; but the fault, I think, 
will be found in the objection itself, and not in 
my manner of stating it. { will take up these 
objections in their order, 

1. What is sovereignty? Iwill not gointo any 
abstruseinvestigation of this much-disputed point, 
A very plain and undisputed definition of it will 
cover this case. Vattel says, asovercign and in- 
dependent State is one that governs itself by its 
own authority and laws;” ‘one that acknowl- 
edges no other law than that ofnations,”’ exceptits 
own laws. (Vattel, book 1, chap.1,p.2.) T have 
found none of the publicists who controvert these 

lain definitions. Do the Territories of the United 
States occupy this relation to the other nations of 
the world? ‘This can only be tested by an ex- 
amination, first, of their origin, and then of their 
forms, Territorial governments have hitherto 
been established upon the public domain belong- 
ing to the United States. These lands were either 
acquired by cessions from the States, or by trea- 
ties with foreign Governments, or by conquest, 
ratified by treaty. In all these cases jurisdiction 
and soil were ceded to the Government of the 
United States under conditions stated in the con- 
tracts. None of these contracts acknowledged any 
sovereignty in the communities thus transferred. 
It placed them, in every casc, under the power 
and protection of the United States, to be gov- 
erned. by the compact of cession, the laws of na- 
uois, and conformable to our own Constitution. 
Being thus subjected to our Government, I know 
of but twomodes by which such a people can be- 
come sovereign: by force, or by consent of the 
proper authority of this Government, according 
to its Constitution, The first (force) is not pre- 
tended. I proceed to examine into our legisla- 


s 


tion in respect to them, to see if they have ever 
obtained it by consent. i 

Under the old Confederation, our fathers bound 
themselves to take upon their shoulders the bur- 
den of governing all the people who were thew 
settled in, or would thereafter settle in, the terri- 
tory northwest of the Ohio river, until the time 
arrived to endow them with the rights of self- 
government, when they should be admitted into 
Tithe Union. This plan of government gave these 
people not the least uncontrolled participation in 
their own government of any sort. It made a 
subject, and nota sovereign people. It neither 
allowed them to choose their executive or judicial 
officers, nor, in the first instance, any portion of 
their legislators. And they were never permitted 
to exercise a Single function of government ex- 
cept in obedience to organic laws, in the enact- 
ment of which they had no part. The First Con- 
gress established the same plan of government 
over the Territories lying south of the Ohio river, 
exceptitsanti-slavery clause, and altered, changed, 
and modified it at pleasure. i 

The first acquisition which we made to this 
Republic from a foreign Power was in 1803, by 
the treaty of Paris. We undertook by treaty to 
protect the inhabitants of that country from the 
Balize to the forty-ninth degree of north latitude, 
and from the Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean. 
We agreed and pledged our faith to France, who 
sold the country and transferred the people to us, 
that we would protect them in their liberty, in 
their lives, in their property, and in the religion 
which they professed, until we thought proper to 
admit them into the Union upon an equal footing 
with the other States. Thus Jefferson affirmed, by 
treaty, the policy which Washington and Adams 
had practiced ander the Constitution, to govern 
and protect the people of Territories in such man- 
ner as in our judgment would best promote their 
interest, subject only to the principles of our own 
Constitution; and even they, itscems to me, were 
oftentimes stretched for this beneficent purpose of 
protection. Thus far, then, we have the princi- 
ple of protection aflirmed and practiced upon by 
Washington and Adams, under the powers of the 
Constitvtion, and affirmed by`Mr. Fetferson ina 
solemn treaty with a great foreign Power, our 
friend and ally in the Revolution. ‘Yo her we 
pledged the faith and power of the Republic to do 
this thing—to protect their people against all the 
sovereigns of the earth, popular sovereigns in- 
cluded. This protection was to continue and 
follow them until the Territory they occupied was 
admitted as a State of the Union, upon an equal 
footing with the rest cf the States. We bargained 
that nothing but State sovereignty could relieve 
us from these solemn pledges of protection, when 
they must stand where the rest of the States stand 
in relation to protection. 
entered upon the discharge of this obligation, by 
the passage of the act of 31st October, 1803: 

“Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That until the expira- 
tion of the present session of Congress, unless provision for 
the temporary government of the said Territories be sooner 
made by Congress, all the military, civil, and judicial pow- 
ers, exercised by the otlicers of the ting government of 
the same, shall be vested in such person and persons, and 
shall be exereised in such manner, as the President of the 
United States shall direct, for maintaining and protecting 
the inhabitants of Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and religion.’ — United Slates Statutes at 
Large, vol. 2, p. 245, 

This act did not mince matters. Itcertainly paid 
no respect to the sovercignty of the people of this 
vast domain. The powers of a Spanish Governor 
General are not usually based on any great respect 
for popular sovereignty; but, if the means are sub- 
| ject to criticism, the end was good: these great 
powers were given to protect property and reli- 
gion. A large part of the property we bound our- 


ji glorious sovereignty, indeed! It wassuch popular 
sovereignty as the Queen of the Antilles, ever- 
faithful Cuba, enjoys to day. ‘They made no laws; 
they had nothing to do with the selection of their 
rulers, executive, legislative, or judicial; they were 
governed by such person or personsas the Presi- 
dent of the United States should designate, and 
i just such laws as their rulers might choose to 
i| enact, 

This was an extraordinary emergency, I admit. 
Sir, in a year afterwards, the Congress of the 
United States passed another law, by which they 


Congress immediately , 


7 - t 
selves to protect was property in negro slaves. A 


ut the entire government of that country in the 
Finds of a Governor and thirteen councilors, not 
selected by the people, but selected by the Presi- 
dent; and in their hands were placed executive, 
legislative, and judicial power. Here was an or- 
ganized government, and here was “ popular sov- 
ereignty.”’ These sovereigns had no more control 
over their own government than the slaves upon 
any plantation’ in Louisiana. Congress under- 
took. the duty of protection. In their judgment, 
this was the most ‘appropriate way. In their 
judgment, the people were then incapable of any 
degree of self-government, and they gave them 
none. After that government had gone on afew 
years, perhaps as early as 1805, it was modified 

y Congress, and, from time to time, Congress 
continued to alter and change it at pleasure, en- 
larging the powers of the people over it, until that 
portion of itnow known as Louisiana was admit~ 
ted into the Union in 1812; but up to that time, 
they were governed first by the powers of the 
Governor General, then by a Governor and Coun- 
cil, then by a Governor and Council and elective 
Legislature. In other words, they were governed 
precisely as Congress chose to govern them. No 
man doubted then, and no man doubted for fifty 
years of this Government, that Congress had 
exclusive jurisdiction over all the Territories of 
this country. There was a question as to whether 
or notit was unlimited. It was settled that it was 
controlled by the Constitution, but that it was 
exclusive—never had been opposed, tomy knowl- 
edge, for the first fifty years of the Government. 
Governors, councilmen, judges, were all appointed 
by Congress, removable at the pleasure of the 
Government; and when representative govern- 
ment was extended to them, their action was also 
subject to the power of Congress. 

There is another remarkable fact showing the 
tender regard of the government of Mr. Jefferson 
for this doctrine of popular sovereignty in Terri- 
tories. In 1804 Louisiana was divided into two 
Territories—the Territory of Orleans, and the 
Territory of Louisiana. There weré but few set- 
tlers’in that country. between the thirty-third par- 
allel, the northern line of Orleans Territory, and 
our northern boundary. There were settlements 
at St. Louis, Dubuque, Arkansas post, and other 
isolated points, mainly on the Mississippi. Con- 
gress did not reverence this dogma; they thought 
these people not fit for self-government, and there- 
fore procceded to provide one for them. They had 
confidence in the Governor and judges of Indiana, 
and therefore they turned over the government of 
the whole of this vast empire to be governed by 
the Governor and judges of Indiana. They were 
their first rulers and lawgivers; and I suppose 
they must have executed the trast very well, as 
Missouri, a part of the Territory, still retains 
some of their laws asa part of her judicial pol- 
ity. Thgse sovereigns were not governed by 
themselves, nor by laws made by themselves, nor 
by persons appointed by themselves; but were 
governed by the officers of another Territory, who 
did not even reside among them, but made, sent 
over, and put in force laws for their government. 
This is popular sovereignty ! 

But the act of 1804 admitted and protected sla- 
very; the foreign slave trade was forbidden, the 
domestic slave trade was forbidden. This legis- 
lation, especially the last provision, was of doubt- 
ful authority, but was in harmony with the gen- 
eral legislation of the slaveholding States: But the 
same act affirmed the right of every citizen of the 
United States to carry his own slaves there, and 
settle with them, and to receive the protection of 
the Federal Government. That was Jefferson’s 
policy; that was Jefferson’s law. The Republican 
party say that these are their fathers; they want | 
to bring back the Government to the good old 
days of Jefferson and Madison. I show the road, 
and invite them to follow it. The act reads as 
follows: 

& No slave or slaves shall, directly or indirectly, be intro- 
duced into said Territory, except by a citizen or the Uni- 
ted States removing into said Territory for actual setile- 
ment, and being, at the time of such removal, bona fide 
owner of such slave or slaves; and every slave imported 
or brought into said Territory contrary to the provisions of 
this act shall thereupon be entitled to, aud receive, his or 
a freedom.”’— United States Statutes at Large, vol. 2, p. 
400, 

This law is still in force in said territory where 
ever it has not been abrogated by the authority 
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ofa sovereign State. The name of Louisiana Ter- 
ritory was afterwards changed to Missouri. Ark- 
ansas was afterwards carved out of it; but in the 
changes of these Territories, these laws of Lou- 
isiana were continued in force wherever they did 
not conflict with subsequent laws, and they con- 
flicted with none but the eighth section of the 
act. of 1820, which has been declared unconsti- 
tutional by the highest judicial authority. There- 
fore, throughout the administration of Jeffer- 
son; throughout the administration of Madison; 
throughout theadministration of Monroe, with the 
exception before specified, the protection of life 
and liberty and property, slavery included, in 
every foot of this territory, from the Balize to 490, 
and from the Mississippi river to the broad Pacific, 
was the acknowledged duty of the Government, 
the policy of these patriots, and the law of the 
land. Under their beneficent policy, the country 
grew great and waxed strong, and the people pros- 
perous, contented, and happy. 

Our next acquisition was Florida from Spain. 
We entered into the same stipulation to protect 
the liberty, property, and religion of the people. 
They, too, had slaves. The first government was 
pretty much such as we gave Louisiana. Gen- 
eral Jackson was made Governor General—a good 
selection: We then gave her a territorial govern- 
ment, with the usual limitations upon self-gov- 
ernment, and thus governed her until her admis- 
sion into the Union. 

In the last government we gave to Florida, her 
legislative jurisdiction was declared to extend to 
all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States. 
She was forbidden to pass a bank charter. Her 
laws were subject to the approwal of Congress. 
This was the usual formula of territorial bills. In 
the act of 1812, for the government of Missouri, 
the provision requiring their laws to be submitted 
to Congress was omitted, as in the Kansas bill, 
and the veto power was absolute. Then the 
omission to require the laws to be sent to Con- 
gress for revision was supposed by no one toim- 
pair their constitutional right todo so. Nobody, 
as faras I know, questioned the right of Congress 
to change or modify territorial laws, without re- 
gard to the wishes of the people of the Territories. 

Our next acquisition wa¥ from Mexico, omit- 
ting Texas, which came. as a sovereign State, 
under a compact made by us and herself. This 
acquisition from Mexico was the fruit of suc- 
cessful war, conquest, ratified by the treaty of 
Hidalgo-Guadalupe; by which treaty we bound 
ourselves, pledged the faith of the Republic, that 
we would protect that conquered people in their 
liberty, property, and religion, until we admitted 
them as States in the Union. Here, again, we 
bound ourselves, by the highest of national obli- 
gations, to give protection to life, liberty, property, 
and religion in the Territories, and to gontinuc to 
give it until the territorial government should be 
superseded by a State government. Hore is a 
piain constitutional duty, again expressly ratified 

y a treaty: 

“This Constitution, aud the Jaws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land.” 

Nohigher law can be permitted to come between 
you and this constitutional obligation. If popular 
Sovereignty comes between you and it, popular 
sovereignty must fall; if party platforms, or com- 


mittals of politicians, they too must fall. It is | 


the supreme law of the land that speaks, and it 
must be obeyed. But according to this new the- 
ory, it scems the moment we grant a territorial 
government to these conquered people, one of the 
most legitimate and proper means of keeping our 
faith, we are arrested by their sovereignty; we 
are told: “Hold! You have no right to legislate 
on the subject of our domestic relations. It is 
our country; we are as sovereign as Pennsylva- 
nia, and we do not like your people, especially 
those southern slaveholders, and they shall not 
bring their Ethiopians within our territorial limits; 
and if they do, in spite of your Constitution, in 
spite of the treaty selling us to you, we have the 
lawful means-to drive you out by virtue of our 
sovereignty.” 

The popular-sovereignty doctrine makes he 


=> 


results of conquest quite a different affair from 
what the world had supposed, from thé creation 
up to its advent. If they had conquered us, E do 
not dispute that their claim would be undeniable; 
but, as we conquered them, it did always ap- 
pear to me, both upon principle and authority, that 
we had the right to govern them. I know thatis 
the way the fact has been from the beginning. I 
am boldly confronted with the assumption that 
the conquest of a people does not destroy the sov- 
ereignty of the conquered; but, on the contrary, 
that they thereby have the right to hold the con- 
quered country against their conquerors, and. ex- 
claude them from its enjoyment, ifthey do notfancy 
their domestic institutions ! ) 
have read of an occurrence which, it was said, 
took place in the British House of Commons, 


which, it seems to me, is illustrative of the posi- | 


tion of the friends of popular sovereignty, An ar- 
dent, patriotic country gentleman spoke strongly 
against a measurc about to be consummated by a 
ministerial majority, and declared that he would 
appeal to the good sense of the people to condemn 
the measure. His opponent quietly whispered 
in his car that he would appeal to the nonsense 
of the people, and beat him ten to one. I sup- 
pose this must be the idea of the friends of this 
dogma. We appeal to the Constitution—it is with 
us; we appeal to treaties—they are with us; we 
appeal to the laws and practice of our fatbers for 
more than fifty years—they speak but one yoice; 
they are all with us. I cannot sce how our oppo- 
nents are to succeed, except by an appeal to the 
nonsense of the country. Letthem do it. With 
confidence in the right, I shall continue to appeal 
to their good sense. 

In 1850 we came to the work of governing this 
conquest. We had no trouble about the rights of 
the Mexican inhabitants in that country. Oar dif- 
ficulty was about ourown. Lt appeared that there 
was a Mexican deeree against slavery throughout 
that Republic at the time of our conquest. itwas 
doubtful whether or not it was a good law even in 
Mexico. It was also doubtful whether or not, if 
good in Mexico, it was abrogated by our Consti- 
tution. I desired the question settled by remov- 
ing the anti-slavery law by act of Congress, and 
declare, as Congress did in 1804, under Mr. Jef- 
ferson’s administration, that we had the right to 
enter with our slave property, and have it pro- 
tected by law, until the Territory came into the 


| Union, and then to leave the people free to make 


their own constitution their own way. The north- 
ern members, of all parties, with but few excep- 
tions, asserted the right to exclude slavery from 


the Territory; and, whether the Mexican law did | 


it or not, to prohibit it bylaw. They pleaded the 
eighth section of the act of 1820, commonly called 
the Missouri compromise, as a precedent justify- 
ing their demand. The struggle was severe. Con- 
gress found it impossible to legislate upon the 
subject at all for several years after the acquisi- 
tion.. In the mean time, gold was discovered in 
California. ‘The accursed thirst of gold” car- 
ried thousands and tens of thousands of emigrants 


| to the Pacific coast, gathered from all parts of the 


world. Government protection was their highest 
need and our highest duty; but we wouid not legis- 
late about them at all on account of our strife, in 
which California neither felt any interest or took 
any part. Then, as we could not, for these rea- 
sons, give California any government at all until 
she had more than one hundred thousand inhab- 
itants altogether, sufficient to admit her into the 
Union, she made aconstitution for berself, and ap- 
plied for admission under it into the Union. Butit 
isa mistake to say she claimed this by popular or 
any other kind of sovereignty. She acted solely 
under the law of necessity. She acknowledged 
our right to govern her. She did homage. She 
acknowledged fealty; but she acted subject to our 
approval, because we were unable, from our in- 
ternal strifes, to perform our duty to her. This 
disposed of a large and most valuable part of the 
acquisition. b . 

The Mormons had also, in the mean time, oc- 
cupied another large portion of this Territory, 
and it was understood had decided the question 
in favor of the equal rights of all in the Territory. 
All the remaining portion was without civilized 
inhabitants, and had no pressing need for any or- 


I remember once to | 


| 


ganized governmént. .. But the boundary betw. 
Mexico and Texas was unsettled at the beginning’ 
of the Mexican war, and Was not setiled “by the 

treaty of peace. We took all the land cdaimed by.: 
Texas, with a great deal ‘more; but‘did hot ix. 
the boundary between ourselves, as the succes-. 
sors of the Mexicans and Texas. ‘That very fact 
was the final basis of setdement. ‘The N: M ; 
icans were aversë to coming under the actual} 
diction of ‘Texas—we had acknowledged: tha 
boundary of Mexico included them— fc 

bill was passed by which Texas ceded New M 
ico to the United. States for.a pecuniary cons 
eration. Claiming under Texas, we admitted’ her: 
title. Then, being a part of Téxas, slavery was 

iawful there; but, for the compact of annexation 

with Texas, that wasabrogated. A territorial gov- 

ernment was formed, calléd the Territory of New 

Mexico, to which was attached all the rest of the 

| territory acquired from Mexico by conquest; thus 

putting the slavery status of New Mexico over 

i the conquered country, over all which Congress. 
erected a territorial government with these marked. 
characteristics: first, congressional probibition 
was defeated; secondly, full power of legislation 
i upon all rightful subjects, subject to the Consti- 
tution and organic law, such legislation being 
expressly subject to disapproval by Congress; 
thirdly, giving the people of this Territory the 
right to come into thé Union with or without sla- 
very, as their constitution might prescribe at the 
time of admission; fourthly, in the meantime pút- 
| ting every citizen’s life, liberty, and’ property 
i under the old safeguard of the judgment of his 
; peers and the laws of the land. ; 

This was the nun-intervention of that act; this 
was allthe popular sovereignty init. Congress 
| governed them according to her own judgment, 
| and not theirs. We did not introduce slavery 
into that country, nor exclude it therefrom; we 
did not seck to do it. We asked only for a tabula 
rasa—pure non-intervention by Congress against 
us. We were willing to stand on the principle 
thatslavery was lawful everywhere except where 
i it is expressly forbidden by law. We were will- 
ing to stand here, notwithstanding the oration of, 
Lord Mansfield (as'it was termed by Lord Stow- 
cll) in the Somerset case. It is rue the North 
desired this, but there was this great difference 
between us: we were willing to put our legis- 
lation on our principles, and they, were not. 
They still demanded congressional prohibition, 
notwithstanding they held the opposition doc- 
trine, that slavery could exist nowhere without 
positive law. The Mexican territorial bill was 
the settlement of the territorial issues, passed by 
a majority of the Representatives both from the 
North and the South. But no line of that act rec- 
ognized any other power.to govern the Terri- 
tory but that of Congress—not one word. “We 
simply demanded that our right of entry into the 
Territories should be admitted. We were content 
ito stand on the Constitution and the uniform 
| practice of the Government in relation to Terri- 
tories for further protection over our right. We 
asked for no slave code, sir, none. Congress: has 
never yet passed one; though seven Territories 
have emerged, through congressional government, 
into the Union as slave States. I know no 
wrong for which a slave code by Congress would 
be an adequate remedy. Wedid provide, asa fur- 
ther protection of slavery, in this bill, that all 
causes in which the title of slave property might 
be in issue might be carried to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and there decided. This 
was a special provision in its favor, Such was 
the settlement of the territorial questions in 1800, 
which met with such universal acceptance by the 
people. : 

I come now to the “pons asinorum’’—the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill. ‘The discussion on this bill, 
for the last few years, is a wonderful illustration 
| of the power of words ‘to darken counsel?” and 


f mystify plain questions.. In 1854 it was adjudged 


necessary to granta territorial government to the 
squatters who, obeying the laws of their nature, 
had passed on over the borders of Missouri and 
Jowa into the Indian country. There was one 
difficulty in the way, and but one—no principle, 
but one, great or small; and without that, it would 
i have passed both branches of Congress as easily” 
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SENATE. 


as a bad pension. That principle was the same 
which was so bitterly contested, and, we thought, 
condenined, by all sides in 1850—congressional in- 
iervention against slavery. In 1820 Congress had 
pata section into the law admitting Missouri into 
the Union, declaring. that slavery or involuntary 
servitude, except for crime, should never exist in 
that: part of the territory acquired from France 
lying north of 360 30’ north latitude, and out- 
side of Missouri. The country proposed to be 
embraced in the Territories of Kansas and Ne- 
braska lay under the prohibition. There was not 
the least. controversy between the North and the 
South on any other point in the proposed bill. 
We said, repeal this eighth section of the act of 
1820; itis not only unjust and unequal and un- 
constitutional, but it is in conflict with the prin- 
ciple and substance of the settlement of 1850. 
The northern Democrats generally agreed to it; 
the Free-Soilers, of course, raised a terrific yell 
about the sacred compact of 1820, which they 
denounced, when passed, as much as they Jauded 
it now, and for the same reason—to get power. 
‘We were willing to take an ordinary territorial 
bill in every other respect whatever—like that of 
New Mexico. That was our only point in the 
case. While the repeal was granted, our northern 
friends considered the mode of doing it important 
to protect them from misconstruction and mis- 
representation. For this reason, and for this rea- 
son alone, the peculiar phraseology was used. It 
was intended that the bill should defend itself. 
We therefore inserted in the bill, as follows: 

That the Constitution and Jaws of the United States 
which are not Jocally inapplicabic, shall have the same force 
and effect in said Territory of Kansas, as elsewhere within 
the United States, except the cighth ion of the act 
preparatory to the admission of Missouri into the Union, 
approved March 6, 1820, which, being inconsistent with the 
principle of non-interrention by Congress with slavery inthe 
States and ‘Territories, as recognized by the legislation of 
1859, commonly called the compromise measures, is hereby 
declared inoperative and void; it being the true intentand 
meaning of this act not to legislate slavery into any State 
or Territory, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the 
peopte thercof perfectly free to form and regulate their do- 
mestie institutions in their own way, subject only to the 
Constitution of the United States: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to revive or put in force 
any law or regulation which may have existed prior to the 
act of the 6th ot March, 1820, either protecting, prohibiting, 
or abolishiug slavery.” 


The act was complete, for all purposes, down to 
the words “which being inconsistent,” &c. All 
of the act after that was intended as explanatory 
simply. of the reason of the repeal and the effect 
of the repeal. 

The reason of the repeal was, that it was incon- 
sistent with the non-intervention established by 
the act of 1850, The section repealed declared 
that slavery should never exist in that country, 
no matter whether the people wanted it or not. 
The territorial act of 1850 declared that, when 
New Mexico should be admitted into the Union, 
she might come in with or without slavery as her 
constitution prescribed. Here was an inconsist- 
ency. The New Mexican act was silentas to what 
were the rights of slaveholders during the terri- 
torial government, but left that question to the gen- 
eral principles of the Constitution and the treaty 
of cession, and the courts, The act of 1820 pro- 
hibited slavery in the Tertitory directly. Here 
was another conflict. The powers of legislation 
given to the Territories were the same in substance 
in both bills. Subsequently we struck out the 
clause in the Kansas bill, compelling the Terri- 
tory to report their acts to Congress, because we 
wished to drive the slavery agitation out of Con- 
gress. We wanted to establish non-intervention 
with the ordinary legislation of the Territorics as 
the rule; we did not seek the constitutional impos- 
sibility of getting rid of our constitutional and 
treaty obligations, but wanted interference to be 


the exception, and only in obedience to a neces- į 


sity, if one should arise. Again, it was alleged 
that the repeal of that act would revive the 
slavery laws of Spain and France. Whether that 
was the fact or not, we consented to the repeal, 
still willing to rest on our principles. Such was 
the bill; such our objects in passing it. 
To facilitate the settlement of the questions 
about which we differed, we adopted the same 
wprinciple that was contained inthe New Mexican 
bill, referring all questions of title to slaves in the 


pro- i 


Territories to the Supreme Court, We held it 
was the right of slavcholders to enter with their 
property into the Territories, and that it was the 
duty of the Territorial Legislature, as well as Con- 
gress, to protect us.. While our adversaries de- 
nied our right of entry with slaves, they held that 
the Territorial Legislature might establish and 
protect or prohibit slavery. Therefore we had two 
ways of settling the controverted points: if the 
territorial government decided to admit and pro- 
tect slavery, there was an end of controversy in 
such Territory on the principles ofboth sides; but 
if it prohibited and refused protection, the ques- 
tion was agreed to be left to the Supreme Court 
to settle the principle. In other words, as long as 
the question was undecided in one of these two 
ways, we would forbear to claim the. exercise of 
any legislation by Congress to protect what we 
claimed as a constitutional right; but when the 
question was determined in our favor, cither by the 
territorial authorities or by the Supreme Court, 
it was to be a settlement, a settlement of a policy, 
and not of a casc, as the Senator from Llinois 
now pretends. We never acknowledged any re- 
siduary power, after the decision of the courts, in 
the Territories to destroy our rights thus settled, 
by cither action or non-action. It then became 
their sworn duty to protect us, and the duty of 
Congress to see toitthat they did protectus. We 
expected them to follow the example of the seven 
Territorial Legislatures who bad given ample 
protection to slave property during their whole 
territorial existence, and whose acts while sub- 
jectto the control of Congress were affirmed. They 
made police and other regulations under Wash- 
ington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, and 
all subsequent Presidents, until the last one ( Flor- 
ida) was admitted into the Union. This was the 
truc intent and meaning of the bill, and so it was 
understood at the time and afterwards, and, up to 
the decision in the Dred Scott case, by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois himself. Istand by every pro- 
vision of the acts of 1850 and 1854, touching Ter- 
ritories, now, and have ever faithfully adhered to 
them, and there is nothing in these resolutions or 
those at Charleston, passed by the majority of 
the committee, in contravention of them. 

My bill of 1856, providing for the admission of 
Kansas into the Union did not contravene itinany 
way. Itis truc, that was in direct conflict with all 
idea of popular sovereignty in the Territories. It 
seized upon their pretended rights of self-govern- 
ment where they were alleged to have violated clear 
and undisputed constitutional rights, and protected 
the Frec-Soilers of the Territories against the vio- 
lation of their rights. This bill reecived the sup- 
por of the Senator from Illinois, and every other 

emocrat in both Houses of Congress. It took 
away from the Territorial Legislature, and their 
sovereigns, their own ballot-box, declared who 
should vote, appointed Federal officers to register 
voters, and decide upon their qualification; ap- 
pointed persons to superintend the election, and 
abrogated and annulled not only all laws against 
the Constitution, but even those that violated the 
just rights of the inhabitants. Where was this 
popular sovereignty then? ‘There were none so 
poor as to do it reverence. It would have been a 
breach of good faith to have then undertaken to 
have decided what were the rights of slaveholders 
on the controverted points, and then to have pro- 
tected them. We only protected clear and un- 
disputed rights under my bill of 1856; but after 
our rights on the subject of slavery have been 
once settled in either of the modes prescribed, 
then we have the same right and the same duty 
is imposed on us to protect property in slaves as 
to protect any other right in the Territory; and 
which protection neither conflicts with the non- 
intervention contained in the compromise of 1850 
or the acts of 1854. Those acts intervened to pro- 
tect slaveholders by extending the fugitive slave 
law to the Territory. Why? Because the con- 
stitutional right was admitted by usall. When 
the rights now in question were settled, they were 
equally entitled to your protection. 

In the face of your party platforms; in the face 
of the settlement of 1850; in the face of your act 
of 1854, the Senator from Hlinois, and all the 
Democrats in both Houses, voted for protection to 
the rights of the Free-Soilers in Kansas as provided 


in my bill, They came here and complained of 
various restrictions on their constitutional rights, 
putupon them by a pro-slavery Legislature. They 
said they were denied the right of suffrage without 


‘onerous taxation and odious test oaths, compel- 


ling them to swear to maintain acts they didnotap- 
prove, and which they had a right to endeavor to 
repeal; that the ballot-boxes were fraudulently 
prostituted to party,and not publicends. Wheth-. 
er these things were true or not, we protected 
them against them, by declaring that such things 
should no longer exist in Kansas, even under the 
shield of ‘* popular sovereignty.” My honorable 
friend from Illinois quoted my speech in 1856 to 
sustain his side of the question. 1 am quite sure I 
would not alter a word in any one of his quota- 
tions: 

“« We who passed this Kansas hill, both at the North and 
the South, intend to maintain its principles; we do notin- 
tend to be driven from them by clamor nor assaults, nor by: 
falschoods, nor by any other invention of its faithless and 
impotent assailants. ‘hese principles we expound for our- 
selves. We intend that the actual, bona fide settlers of 
Kansas shall be protected in the full exercise of all the 
rights of freemen; that, uuawed and uncontrolled, they 
shall frecly, and of their own will, legislate for themselves 
to every extent allowed by the Constitution, while they 
have a territorial government, and when they shali he ina 
condition to come into the Union, and may desire it, that 
they shall come into the Union with whatever republican 
constitution they may prefer and adopt for themselves; that 
in the exercise of these rights they shall be protected against 
insurrection from within and invasion from without’? 

That is where I stood then. I said I would 
give them protection against insurrection from 
within and invasion without. It was said that 
they were invaded from Missouri; that they were 
overawed under color of law; and if that was 
true, I introduced a bill to abrogate all laws that 
violated their constitutional rights. They wore 
“ domestic institations;’? but I needed no courtto 
satisfy me that they were wrong. -I wanted no 
court to satisfy me that it was bad policy. I 
would not have undertaken to decide the slavery 
question in the same way, although it was put 
on the same basis. My faith, and that of every 
man, would have been Poplenes by such action 
in regard to so much of the slavery question as 
was agreed to be submitted, until the decision on 
the principle was had. But, surely, if there had 
been slaves there, I should not have considered 
myself bound by that bill, or by any undertaking 
of mine not to march the Army of the United States 
there to protect slave property against insurrec- 
tion or invasion. How could Ido it? [could 
not barter away this constitutional duty. I did 
not, nor was such the understanding at that time. 

That this was my understanding, I will again 
show by another quotation from one of my 
speeches, made in 1856, read by the Senator from 
Ilinois. J presume these extracts were the most 
favorable he could find in my whole record, and 
I will give him the full benefit of them, even de- 
tached, as they are, from the context. I stand 
by them all: 

“We still tell all the owners of this public domain to 
enter and enjoy it, both in the North and the South, with 
property of every sort; exercise the full powers of Ameri- 
can freemen ; legislate for yourselves to any and every ex- 
tent, and upon any and every subject allowed by our com- 
mon Constitution,” 

This is putin large letters. I approve every 
word of it now. I think it very sound. I do not 
know what it is put in the specch of the Senator 
from Ilinois for, unless it is to be used in order 
to cover some generality, to be used by people 
who have not quite discrimination enough to know 
the difference between legislating according to the 
Constitution and legislating against the Constitu- 
tion. Again, he quotes, and in very large letters: 

“I thought it was the duty of the Government to protect 
slave property in the Territories until they should come 
into the Union as States, and then Jet them do as they 
pleased. There was not a large party to sustain this doc- 
trine; but I believed it was right then, and belicve so now. 
But a large portion of the South, and a great number of the 
North, true national men, said: ‘ Let us leave the people 


| of the Territories to pass on this and all other domestic 


relations as far as the Constitution will allow.’ 
to it.?? z 

I agree to it to-day. Ishall not disturb it, and 
I want other people to stand by it. I expected, 
when the question was decided in my favor, to 
have the benefit of the decision. I intended toact 
with uberrima fides to the North and the South—to 
thea\bolitionist and the slaveholder. I intended 


I agree 


a 
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to stand by: it against: clamor. from without and 
within. I demand now that others.stand by the 
bargain. 

This measure created a good deal of difficulty. 
Some gentlemen who had been acting with the 
Democratic party, said it was not consistent with 
the principles of non-intervention, heretofore held 
by that. time-honored institution. There were 
doubters and bolters. When. the party met at 
Cincinnati, it became necessary to have a new | 
exposition to meet the exigency of the case, and 
the party said the Kansas-Nebraska act was a true 
exposition of the doctrine of non-intervention, as 
held by it. : 

Now, sir, lam coming rapidly to the points 
on which our differences begin. How was this 
question understood at the time on the other side? 
I claim the indulgence of the Senate for a moment 
while I read some extracts from the debate of the 
2d of July, 1856, upon the bill introduced by me, 
which I take from the Congressional Globe. My 
friend from Hlinois, [Mr. Doveras,] in answer 
to some remarks of his colleague, fair. 'TrRuM- 
BULL, ] said: 

“í My opinion in regard to the question which my col- 
league is trying to raise here, has been well known to the 
Senate for years. {t has been repeated over and over 
again. He tried the other day—as those associated with 
him on the stump used to do two years ago, and last year— 
to ascertain what were my opinions on this point in the 
Nebraska bill. 1 told. them it was a judicial question. 
This would not suit them. Why? “Their object was to 
get me to express a judgment, so that they could charge me 
with having urged a different view at home, though f had 
expressed the same opinion here pending that question, and 
though I bad previously, many times, avowed the same 
thing. My answer then was, and now is, that ifthe Con- 
stitution carries slavery there, let it go, ahd no power on 
earth can take it away.” + 

That was my view. If we could go thereunder 
the Constitution, no power on earth except a sov- 
ercign State could take away the right. I make 
that exception, although it was not made in this 
speech. I would not imitate bad example. Lan- 
guage is often used generally in debate to meet a 
particular case without looking at the way in 
which it may be tortured for another purpose; and 
therefore I give him the benefit of this mode of 
construction That was the import of it, no doubt; 
because all of us admit the power of a sovereign 
State to deal with the question as she pleases, to 
determine rights of property of every description 
within her limits. Therefore, I presume the Sen- 
ator meant it with that qualification. He goes on: 
* & But if the Constitution does not carry it there, no power 
but the people can carry it there. Whatever may be the 
true decision of the constitutional point, would not have 
affected my vote for or against the Nebraska bill.” 


That is perfeetly truc; that is our position now; 
and that was our understanding at the time. Gen- | 
eral Cass addressed the Senate on*the same day, 
and very much to the same effect: 

‘Mr. Cass. E have heard thissubject mentioned repeat- 
edly, but I never took any notice of it before. It is said 
there is a difference of construction between the North and 
the South on the Kansas-Nebraska act. Necessarily itmust 
be so; and if the honorable gentieman from Ulinois (Mr. 
TRUMBULL] could not see that, he was not able to sec very 
far into this millstones ‘Those who believe that slavery goes 
to the Territories under the Constitution, proprio vigore, of 
course believe that no power is given to the Legislature to 
prohibit slavery”?— 

: ce i 

Neither to prohibit or destroy, nor weaken, by || 
direction or indirection, by force or by fraud— 
“Dut those who believe, as I do, that there is no such con- | 
stitutional provision, believe, of course, that the ‘Territo- | 
rial Legislature has the power to legislate on this as on i 
any other subject. Tbe difference does not result from the 
words of that bill, but from the nature of things. The | 
North and the South construe the Constitution differently.” 


Therefore, General Cass agreed with me. It | 
was a constitutional question; it was no misun- | 
derstanding of the bill. The bill was plain, and | 
well understood on all sides; it had no two con- | 
structions here. We differed about the Constitu- | 
tion, but not the meaning of the bill, All the | 
doubt, all. this: clamor about two constructions, 
arose simply out of different constructions of the | 

Í 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 


Constitution, which the bill submitted to the | 
courts. General Cass continues, and I fully agree 
with him in this extract: : 


| of the question. 


i, Court alluded to, he showed concl 
| and thrilling climax, that this most frightful doctrine could 


| that itis a constitutional impossibility. 


right to the South.. 'Fhey believe, of course, that power:is 
given to the Legislature.” | oe ie 


My honorable friend from Kentucky, the Vice | 


President, whose opinions were also called in 
question, held precisely these same opinions upon 
the repeal. He said: 


“ The effect of the repeal, therefore, is neither to estab- 
lish nor to exelude; but to leave the future condition of 
the Territories dependent wholly upon the action of the in- 
habitants, subject only to such. limitations as the Federat 
Constitution may impose. Butto guard fullyagainst honest 
misconstruction, and even against malicious perversions, 
the language of the bill is perfectly explicit on this point. 

* Tt will be observed, that the right of the people to reg- 
ulate in their own way, all their domestic. institutions, is 
left wholly untouched, except that whatever is done, must 
be done in accordance with the Constitation—the supreme 
Jaw for us all. And the rights of property under the Con: 
stitution, as well as legislative action, are properlyleft to the 
decision of the Federal judiciary. This avoids a cont 
issue which it is hardly in the competency of Congre 
decide, and refers it to the proper tribunal. ’? 


to 


I presume the honorable gentleman concurs in 
that opinion to-day. Certainly he ought to do 


i so, unless he abandons truth and takes up error, 


The last time he had an opportunity of speaking 
to his constituents in Kentucky, I saw the same 
principles boldly and clearly expressed by him 
to my satisfaction, and doubtless to the satisfac- 
tion of the country. 

I repeat to-day, I stand by the bargain, if you 
call it such, as thus expounded by those who 
made it. In the first place, this was the meaning 
of the bill; next, it was the cotemporaneous con- 
struction of it by myself, by my friend from Ili- 
nois, by the present Secretary of State, and all 
other persons who have been quoted. It was the 
opinion of my honorable friend from Georgia, 
Mr. Stephens, whom my friend from Hlinois 

uoted. He declared himself willing to take Mr. 
Stephens’s exposition as his platform, Very 
well; let us see what it is. 

Mr. POWELL read the following extract from 
Mr. Stephens’s letter: 


“& And if Congress did not have, or does not have, the 


| power to exclude slavery from a Territory, as those on our 


side contended and still contend they have not, then they 
could not and did vot confer it upon the ferritorial Legis- 
latures. We of the South held that Congress had not the 
power to exclude, and could not delegate a power they did 
not possess—also, that the people bad not the power. to 
exclude under the Constitution, and therefore the mutual 
agreement was to take the subject out of Congress, and 
leavé the question of the power of the people where the 
Constitution bad placed it—with the courts. ‘This is the 
whole of it. The question in dispute is a judicial one, and 
no act of Congress, nor any resolution of any party con- 
vention can in any way affect it, unless we first abandon 
the position of non-interveution by Congress. 

‘ But it seems exceedingly strange to me, that the people 
of the South should, at this late day, begin to find fault with 
this northern construction, as it is termed—especially since 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Dred 
Scott In this connection I may be permitted to say that 
have read with deep interest the debates of the Charleston 
convention, and particularly the able, logical, and eloquent 
speech of Hon. William L. Yancey, of Alabama. Tt was, 
decidedly, the strongest argument T have seen on his side 
But its greatest power was shown in its 
complete answer to itself. Never did a man with greater 
clearness demonstrate that ‘squatter sovereignty,’ the bug- 
bear of the day, is not in the Kansas bill, al! that has been 
said to the contrary notwithstanding. This he put beyond 
the power of refutation. But he stopped not there; he 
went on, and by reference to the decision of the Supreme 
ely ina most pointed 


not, by possibility, be in it, or in any other territorial bill— 
With the same 
master-hand he showed that the doctrine of ‘squatter sov- 
ereignty’ is not in the Cincinnati platform; then, why 
should we of the South now complain of non-intervention, 
or ask a change of platform? 

“ What else have we to do but to insist upon our allies 
tostand to their agreement??? 


Mr. TOOMBS. My honorable friend from 
Illinois stated that he took the letter of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Georgia—with whom I 
have so long acted, without very much disagree- 
ing on great questions of public policy—as his 
platform. Very well; what has that gentleman 
stated? Hehas stated the question just as we all 


| have; but he says, further, that it is clear that 


the doctrine of my friend from Illinois has no 
resting-place either in the Cincinnati platform or 
in the Kansas-Nebraska bill, nor can it be found 
in the Dred Scott decision; and that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has decided the ques- 
tion in our favor; and all that he asks now is that 
our northern allies stand bythe bargain. I think 
thatis a pretty fair platform. Mr. Stephens states 


| 


l 


the case properly. -We left the question whether 
slavery: could: go.to’the ‘Territories, and Whether 
the people of the Territories could exclude it; tö 
the courts. -Hesays thatitis clearly-demonstrated ` 
by Mr. Yancey, in-an ubanswerable: argument, 
that the doctrine is not in the Demoératic platforms 
that it isnot in the settlement of 1850; that ivis « 
not iv. the Kansas-Nebraska bill; that, in fact, itis © 
nowhere; that it is a constitutional impossibility; 
and my friend from Illinois spent two days in en- 
deavoring to show that it was a constitutional 
fact, instead of a constitutional impossibility. < 
I call upon him and his’friends to:stand bythe © 
bargain, to say that we referred ‘the matter to the 
courts; that'the courts have decided: that a slave- 
holder has the right to go to all the Territories of 
the United States with his slaves; that there is no 
constitntional power on earth to drive him: out, 


| either in the Congress of the United States, or in 


the Territories: {can let this great principle of ` 
protection take its chance of being exercised 
Whenever necessary. I am willing to intervene 
wherever constitutional rights are invaded. “The 
Senator from Ilinois intervened with a fugitive 
slave act in: Kansas. Fle intervened to put the 
question before the-courts; he intervened to erect 
courts, juries, and Legislatures, as means of pro= 
tection to persons and property. In the éver-roll+ 
ing tide of time, new circumstances, new necessi- 
ties arise, calling for his intervention. ‘He must 
give it wherever the Constitution demands it.: Pam 
content that it shall rest, as he himselfhas said, on 
the principle of all other property, entitled to the 
same protection as wellas other property inall the 
Territories. In his own language, deny to any 
power on earth the right to drive it out, and we 
shall be content to tarry there at least until new 
dangers threaten or invade constitutional rights.” 
am not afraid of this great principle that T have 
been arguing—the right and duty of Government 
to afford protection. When the matter is settled, 
Ido not doubt that many gentlemen on the Repub- 
lican side would protectaly the constitutional rights 
they would acknowledge, at least allof theni: who 
are governed by the Constitution, and nota higher 
law; but when the right to take slaves into the ` 
Territorics is admitted in‘our ‘favor, when our 
right to go there under the Constitution is clearly 
settled, and further settled that theré isno power 
that can drive us out, [ think there are some gentle- 
men on the other side who would give us ample 


| protection for such admitted rights. My friend 


from Vermont, I am sure, would not attempt to 
escape that duty by indirection, or by unfriendly 
legislation. He would not attempt to do that 
which the Constitution forbade to him, ‘The coun-- 
try has too much interest in this great principle 
of protection willingly to let it die. : 

Now, sir, have these questions been: decided? 
{ do not know that it is: necessary to. show that 
fact, because it is admitted; and what is admitted 
by the record, it is a technical rule, shall stand 
admitted. But I do not choose to stand upona 
technical rule; I go for the substance of things. 
After reviewing this whole doctrine in the Dred 
Scott case, the Supreme Court, on page 56 of the 
decision, after deciding that Congress cannot in- 
terfere against slave property, say: 

« And if the Constitution recognizes the right of property 
of the master in a slave, and makes no distinction between 


| that deseription of property and other property owned by a 


citizen, no tribunal, acting under the authority of the Uni- 
ted States, whether it be legislative, executive, or judicial, 
has a right to draw such a distinction, or deny to it the 
bencfit of the provisions and guarantees which have been 
provided for the protection of private property against the 
encroachments of the Government.” 

This is a sound principle, recognized every- 
where: `- h i 

«Now, as we have already said in the earlier part of this 
opinion, upon a different point, the right.of property ina - 
slave is distinetly and expressly affirmed. by the Constitu- 
tion. The right to traffic in it, like an ordinary article of 
merchandise and property, was guarantied to the citizens 
of the United States, in every State that might desire it, for 
twenty years. And the Government, in express. terms, is 
pledged to protect it in alt future time, if the slave escapes 
from his owner. This is done in plain words—too plain.to 
be misunderstood. And no word can.be found in the Con- 
stitution which gives Congress a greater power over slave 
property, or which entitles property of that kind to less pro- 
tection than property of any other description. The only 
power couferred, is the power coupled with the duty of 
guarding and frotecting the owner in his rights.” 


The Supreme Court says that to this Gover- 
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mentis confided the power and duty of protection 
-whenever necessary, and I would take the lan- 
guage of this decision; it would be equally appro- 
priate with that of the resolution—itis the duty of 
the Government, to the. extent of its powers, to 

rotect: property in slaves in the Territories. The 

nator from Illinois says that if this is done, he 
shall consider it a disunion movement, intended for 
disunion; or whether so intended or not, that will 
be its effect, He says that will be the result of de- 
manding protection to constitutional rights in the 
Territories, thus declared, thus decided to be con- 
sonant with public law, and with your own Con- 
stitution—decided by every. man upon your Su- 

reme bench;. for even the dissenting judges, 

udges McLean and Curtis, hold the doctrine that 
the Territory is under the subjection of Congress, 
under the Constitution. There was no difference 
on that point; it was a unanimous judgment, in- 
cluding Judges McLean and Curtis, as well as 
the others, that Congress was bound to protect 
constitutional rights in the Territories. Will this 
doctrine dissolve the Union?. I think not, sir. 
think. it will stand more truth than is here, de- 
clared.. [think that is under-estimating the power 
of- Government, and I do not think much. of the 
strength of bad government. If it were in its 
last gasps, that would not. hurt it; it might re- 
vive it. As long as the Government does its duty 
to. the people, as long as it protects their rights 
with allits power at homeand abroad, it will have 
a strength that will give it immortality as long as 
the earth stands. It is the seed, not of death, but 
of life eternal on this earth. Justice does not over- 
throw Governments. ‘The. protection of the lives 
and liberties:and fortunes of the people does not 
overthrow Governments. It isa disregard of these 
high duties that brings them into contempt, that 
brings hate instead of love and reverence. A gov- 
ernment true to its duty never yet went down by 
the hands of its own people, and never will. The 
heathen may rage, and the people imagine vain 
things; but the judge of all the earth will protect 
the right, protect it in peace or in war, with the 
gid of Government, if need be; without it, if need 

é. 

But, sir, if the dissolution of the Union be the 
cost of protection, I say, let it come, and the 
sooner the better. As far as lam concerned, I will 
support no Government that does not protect my 
acknowledged constitutional rights to the extent 
of its powers consistently with the safety of the 
State. That is the price of my allegiance; and 
when it ceases to perform that duty, I will do 
what I can to build up new systems, better suited 
to perform the great ends of all human govern- 
ment, the protection of life, liberty, and property. 

Now, Lask, docs the Senator from Ilinois stand 
up to his bargain? His friends and my friends 
in Georgia are called upon to do it by Mr, Ste- 
phens, Let us see. I will read from his Freeport 
speech, made in 1859, as it is printed in a book 
containing the debates of that canvass between 
himself and his competitor. 
rect. Ifitisnot—and I hope it is not; for I never 
saw that Freeport speech until within the last 
forty days—I hope he will disavow it. [Ie must 
disavow it, to entitle himsclf to the support of the 
country. My main objection, but not all my 
objections, to that speech is contained in the fol- 
lowing extracts, namely: 

“I'he next question propounded tome by Mr. Lincoln 
is: ean the people of a Territory, inany lawful way, against 
the wishes of any citizen of the United States, exclude sta- 
very from their limits prior to the formation of a State con- 
stitution? I answer empbatically, as Mr. Lincoln has heard 
me answer a hundred times, from every stump in Tinois, 
that in my opinion the people of a Territory can, by lawful 
means, exclude slavery from their limits prior to the fornia- 
tion of a State constitution. Mr. Lincoln knew that I bad 
answered that question, over and over again. He heard me 
argue the Nebraska bill on that principle all over the State 
in 1854, in 1855, and in 1856, and he bas no excuse for pre- 
tending to be in doubt as to my position on that question. 
It matters not what way the Supreme Court may hereafter 
decide as to the abstract question, whether slavery may or 
may not go intoa Territory under the Constitution, the 
people have the lawful means to introduce it or exclude it, 


as they please, for the reason that slavery cannot exist a | 


day or an hour anywhere, unless it is supported by local 
police regulations. 'Those police regulations can only be 
establistied by the local Legislature ; and ifthe people are 
opposed to slavery. they will eleet representatives to that 
body who will, by unfriendly legislation, effectually pre- 
vent the introduction of it into their midst. If, on the con- 
trary, they are for it, their legislation will favor its exten- 


I; 


I suppose it is cor- | 


F 


| legislation can come in. 


sion. Hence, no matter what the decision of the Supreme 
Court may be on that abstract. question, still the right of 
the people to make a slave Territory or a free Tertitory is 
perfect and complete under the Nebraska bills [hope Mr. 
Lincoln deems my answer satisfactory on that :point.??— 
Debates of Lincoln and Douglas, p. 95. ‘ ` 
Well, ifhedid,hedid not know itshistory. Edo 
not know the extent of Mr. Lincoln’s information 
on that point, though I had a slight and agreeable 
acquaintance with him some years agoin the Thir- 
tieth Congress. He has since strayed off into 
bad company. [Laughter.] Ihave just shown 
you that, in 1856, Mr. Douexas said that if we 
had a right to gointo a Territory with our slaves, 
there was no power on earth to put us out. Now 
he says, “ I do not care what the Supreme Court 
decide, the people of the Territory can turn you 
out anyhow;”’ and yet he calls upon us to redeem 
our faith. Was that the bargain—‘ heads I win, 
tails you lose?’ [Laughter.] If the Supreme 
Court decide for me, there is an end of it; if it de- 
cides for you, that is not the end of it—unfriendly 
o The Kansas-Nebraska 
bill meant to refer it tothe people, with an appeal 


| to the courts, and I will stand by that if the de- 


cision is for mc; butif it is not, although I cannot 
abolish slavery directly in the face of the court, 
although I cannot do it by a bold, manly, direct 
exercise of delegated legislative power, not even 
by popular sovereignty, } can do it by craft and 
cunning. Sir, that was not my bargain—non hee 
Jedera venisti. I made no such bargain. I show 
that he and I understood it alike at the time; we 
have his cotemporancous exposition and mine, 
and I stand by it to-day; and, in the language of 
his friend and my friend, I call on him to stand 
by the bargain. That is my answer. I have 
asked for bread, and I have gota stone, I have 
asked for protection to my rights, and I get “ pop- 
ular sovereignty.” Sir, this is a question higher 
than popular sovereignty, higher than a presi- 
dential election. Under ail this lies the greater 
question, will the people do right against their 
prejudices? 1 know not; -l had greater faith be- 
fore I came here. I owe it to the country and to 
truth to say, I have lost much of this faith. Re- 
publican institutions cannot live without good 
faith, obedience to law, and, above all, to consti- 
tutional obligations. The honorable Senator from 
Illinois declares to his own constituents, that al- 
though he bound them and himself to abide by the 


decision of the Supreme Court of the United States | 


as to the rights of my constituents in our common 
Territories, yet, no matter how the court may de- 
cide ‘on that abstract question, still the right of 
the people to make a slave Territory is perfect 
and complete under the Nebraska bill. Ido not 
believe Judge Doveras ever uttered this opinion. 
Paseal’s account of the teachings of the Jesuits is 
respectahle in moralsin comparison withit. With- 
out good faith, without a free, frank compliance 
with constitutional obligations, with solemn oaths, 
republican government is a mockery and a snare. 

Republican institutions must stand on good 
faith in the men who administer them, We can 
only swear them. To teach men to disregard a 
Constitution, which they are sworn tosupport, by 
cavil, by craft, is as bad as by mental reserva- 
tion. This is poisoning the fountain atits head, 
and nothing but bitter waters can flow from it. 


We swear judges; weswear Governors; we swear | 


legislators; we swear jurors; but we cannot pun- 
ish the miscreants who violate their oaths; and if 


men ina Territory of the United States are to be | 


taught that, by popular sovercignty, they can all 
disregard their oaths, and refuse police regula- 
tions, or anything else necessary and proper to 
protect constitutional rights,and ifany men can be 
found base enough to follow such teachings, re- 
publican institutions become impossible, and hon- 
est men must look to new safeguards for their se- 
curity and protection. The whole machinery of 


our Government has no other sanction than that |} 


men should obey their oaths. You could not put 
either your executive, legislative, or judicial de- 
partments in operation withoutit. The Constitu- 
tion said you should have an Executive—how 
would you get him, without a provision, first, by 


| law? That you should have a judiciary—how 


would you get it without positive law? So ofthe 
legislative. Ifnon-action or unfriendly legisla- 
tion was lawful, the worst men in the Republic 


could-have prevented your Government from ever 
starting in that grand career which it has accom- 
plished. Some clauses of our Constitution confer 
powers which may be exercised according to 
wise discretion; others impose duties which no 
man may disregard. Non-action, unfriendly le- 
gislation, is treason to constitutional duty. 

Suppose the people of a Territory show them- 
selves unworthy of theperformance of their duty, 
whatshallI do? It is a very. easy question. I 
will pass no slave codes such as the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Brown] wants. Why? Be- 
cause among other things I should suppose that 
men who would disregard the obligations of the 
Constitution would disregard a law passed in pur- 
suance of it. Ido not sce how that would help 
the business in any way at all. I will do as was 
done in Mr, Jefferson’s time, and in Washington’s 
time, with the people of the Territories. IfI find 
the people ina Territory incapable of performing 
their constitutional functions, I will take their gov- 
ernmentaway from them and putit into hands that 
will do their duty, and wait until honester and 
better men go therc before I give them permission 
to perform the functions of government. That 
was done under the ordinance of 1787; that was 
done in Louisiana in 1803and 1804; that was done 
with all the earlier territorial governments. When 
people in a Territory become vicious, I would do 
as wedid in 1856 with Kansas, and take the whole 
business of governing themselves out of their 
hands—take outof their hands the powers of gov- 
ernment, because they will not obey the fanda- 
mental laws, and put them where they are safe. 
If men sworn,to support the Constitution of their 
fathers are faithless to the obligation, it is useless 
to try them with other laws. 

This being my treatment of the case, I wholly 
differ from the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi, [Governor Brown,] who, when constitu- 
tional right fails him, resorts to the lower law. 
I saw the debate between him and the Senator 
from Ilinois last year with regret. It reminded 
me of my early reading of that uninteresting sub- 
ject of pleadings at common law. It struck me 
that there was a good deal of adroitness in the 
way the case was put, but it wasall to the advant- 
age of the honorable Senator from Hlinois. I 


| suppose it was purely accidental; but it seemed to 


me the Senator from Illinois very adroitly used 
it to explain his Freeport speech. I noticed the 
matter at the time, but felt no interestin it. There 
was a good deal of adroitness in the Senator front 
Tllinoisin avoiding the trucissue; and if he had had 
the making of both sides, it could not have been 
done better to his own advantage. It looked like 
a feigned issue, as the common-law lawyers call 
it, the real paxties and real interests not being in 
the case. The question tried on that issue was 
between non-intervention and a slave code; 
whereas the real issue before the country was 
between squatter sovereignty and constitutional 
protection. Neither the Senator from Hlinois nor 
the Senator from Mississippi were on the real 
issue. The country was against both squatter 
sovercignty and a slave code, the special hobbies 
of both Senators; and therefore neither of them 
represented the real issues. : 
am against both of your hobbies, and do not 
choose that the great principle of protection shall 
be entangled by your disputes. In your contest, 
if it be a contest, I feel no interest, and do not 
choose to be a party to the record. The issue 
they present is between non-intervention (a good 
thing, properly understood) and a slave code, (a 
bad thing, nomatter how understood.) The issue, 
as made, is bad enough; but the pleadings, if pos- 
sible, are worse. The Senator from Mississippi 
first agreed himself out of his case, according to 
the statement of his friend, and then clamored 
for a law that would do him no good; and his 
friend from Illinois clamored against a law that 
would do him no harm. This strikes me as a 
true statement of the case. I have been somuch 
annoyed. by politics for some years past, that it 
has very much interfered with my little early law 
knowledge; but I think I can explain this even 
to unprofessional persons. 
The Senator from Mississippi made a speech 
last Congress which attracted a good deal of pub- 
lic attention. The Senator from Illinois, after 
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some kind words and compliments upon its can- 
dor and ability, says: ; 


«Toa certain point, that Senator and myselfagree. Then 
there comes divergence, which grows wider and wider the 
further we travel, We agree that, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, staves are property 
standing on an equal footing with alf other property ; and 
that, consequently, the owner of a slave has the same right 
to emigrate toa Territory, and carry his slave property with 
him, as the owner of any other species of property has to 
move there and carry his property with him.” 


In 1856 he said that admission would settle the 
question, and there was no power of earth could 
getrid of it then. Here he says the court has 
decided it; but he went on: 


“Mr. DOOLITTLE, 
me 

“Mr. Doveras. I am replying to the Senator from. Mis- 
sissippi now, and would prefer, therefore, to go on. 

“Mr. Dootrrrie. I wish to put a question to the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois on that point. 

“Mr. Douglas. I desire to deal with this point now. 
Atanother Ume the Senator. can present his point. ‘ne 
right of transit to and from the Territories is the same for 
one species of property as itis for all others. Thus far the 
Senator from Mississippi and myself agree—that slave prop- 
erty in the Territories stands on an cqual footing with ev- 
ery other species of property. Now, the question arises, to 
what extentis property, slaves included, subject to the local 
law ofthe Territory? Whatever power the ‘Territorial Legis- 
Jature has over other species of property, extends, in my 
judgment, to the same extent and in like manner, to the 
sjave property. The Territorial Legislature has the same 
power to legislate in respect to slaves that it has in regard 
to any other property, to the same extent, and no further, If 
the Senator wishes to know what power it has over slaves 
in the Territories, I answer, let him tell me what power it 
has to legislate over every other species of property, either 
ey encouragement or by taxation, or in any other mode, 
and he has my answer in regard to slave property. 

« But the Senator says that there is sumethiug peculiar 
in slave property, requiring further protection than other 
species of property. Ifso, it is the misfortune of those who 
own that species of property. He tells us that, ifthe t'er- 
ritorial Legislature fails to pass n slave code for the Terri- 
tories, fails to-pass police regulations to protect slave prop- 
erty, the absence of such legislation practically excludes 
slave property as effectually as a constitutional prohibition 
would exelude it. E agree to that proposition. He says, ! 
furthermore, that it is competent for the ‘Territorial Le 
lature, by the exercise of the taxing power, and otber func- | 
tions within the limits of the Constitution, to adopt un- 
friendly legislation which practically drives slavery out of 
the Territory. 4 agree to that proposition,” 


Will the honorable Senator allow 


$ 


0 


Then the Senator from Mississippi had no case 
if he made these admissions. If he stated that it 
was competent, by the exercise of the power, of 


the Senator from Illinois was right in saying he 
had no case in court. What does the Senator 
from Mississippi want with a slave code when he | 
admits the Territorial Legislature can drive out 
slaves? Docs he want a code to govern slaves, | 
where he admits they can be lawfully driven out? | 
I dare say, if he will allow that the squatters can | 
lawfuliy drive out all the masters and slaves of | 
the Territory, they would give tim a slave code 
for the concession, It would certainly neither |) 
help nor hurtanybody. I deny theagreed case, I 
say itis unconstitutional, To withhold aright by |j 
non-action is just as fraudulent as to resist it by || 
action, and much less manly. To defeat a consti- 
tutional right, whether by action or inaction, is | 
equally violative of an oath to support the Con- 

stitution. I trust never to hear any Senator defend 
such public or private morality. But the honor- 
able Senator from Hlinois, when he secures the 
admission that a Territorial Legislature may do j 
these things, very logically assumes. that there | 
are lawful means to defeat constitutional rights. 
Iwill wait an explanation of this extraordinary 
position. How can he imagine that a constitu- 


tional right may be lawfully withheld by those ji ¢ 


whose sworn duty it is to protect and defend 
it? 7 
Í repudiate the admission. 1 wash my hands 
of the Senatar’s slave code, for that as well as 
additional reasons, which I will now proceed to 
give. It is no remedy for any wrong to slave 
property, if passed by Congress. Slave property | 
in a Territory is there under the Constitution, as į; 
well as any other property. It depends on the [| 
good faith, on the honor, on the fidelity to the 
i 
t 
$ 


Constitution, of the ruling powers, to give it the 
same protection as is given to other property and 
no other, according to its needs and its wants, | 
and if they fail to.extend it they violate their ob- | 
ligations, whether they do it direetly or indirectly, |; 
by taxation or by any other means. This duty is 
imposed by the supreme power in the State; if they i 
fail or refuse to perform it, Congress ought to take ii 


i ful, who denies all of our rights, and seeks to 


| vention, take counsel again with their fellows, 


! able patriots whose merits have been tried and ap- || 


away from them a power-whichthey have abused, 
and putitinto hands more trustworthy than theirs. 
That is my remedy. - I will not trust men. ina 
Territory, though. you may dub them with the 
ridiculous appellation of sovereigns, who will not 
obey oaths; who are insensible to the ordinary 
obligations which hold society together.. Look 
through your early territorial legislation, and. you 
can find abundant remedies to secure protection to 
any. man in the Territories of the United States 
who has a right to be there. More remedies areas 
far as possible from. the nonsense of popular sov- 
ereignty. . 

Now, sir, l have reviewed, as far as I deem it 
necessary, the Constitution, the laws of nations, 
and the practice of our fathers, in the defense of 
those gentlemen with whom I act in the South, 
and who concur with me in these resolutions. I 
have vindicated our principles to the best of my 
poor abilities. l have shown that they do not 
violate any compact or agreement, express or im- 
plied, with any man. I demand that, while this 
doctrineshall stand, and it will standaslongas your 
system continues, it shall be exercised wherever it 
may be necessary and proper to protect constitu- 
tional rights. 

It becomes my duty to support these resolu- 
tions, with the amendment I propose, because they 
speak the truth. But I do not require that all the 
truths I hold shall be made party tests. Irecog- 
nize open questions as one of the necessities of 
politics, especially of parties. Therefore, while I 
would never consent to. surrender a sound princi- 
ple, I would not endanger it by an inopportune 
assertion of it. ‘Sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof,’’ is wisdom above man’s wisdom. | 
We are struggling against an onemy ever watch- 


overthrow the Constitution. Drive off no sound 
man who is against that enemy, even by pressing 
upon him undeniable political truth; trust some- 
thing to time. Therefore, I would urge the oppo- 
nents of the Black Republican party to harmo- 
nize. The public safety demands it. Let the 
Democrats of the South attend the Baltimore con- 


show them their compact, demand of them to | 
stand by their compact, and admit their equal | 
rightsin thecommon Territories; demand nothing 
that you will not grant; but demand nothing which 
is not now necessary, and which would injure 
the common cause. ‘Those who are conscious of 
right, and conscious of their own purpose to main- | 
tain theirwights, are never exacting. Demand the |; 
condemnation of power anywhere to debar you of | 
your equal rights everywhere in the Territories of 
the United States. Accept no less than this. It 
is just, and will be granted. F 

Frown upon any attempt to interpolate your 
creed with the peculiar crrors of popular leaders; 
demand of your allies the recognition of goar 
constitutional rights as expounded by the judicial 
tribunals of yourcounty. Their honor is pledged 
to it; and I have known them toa long to doubt 
that they will refuse your demand. Let your de- 
mand stop there. Then select your standard- į 
bearer from among the many distinguished and ʻi 


proved by the people, and all will be well, The 
incalculable danger and mischief of abandoning 
the Government into the hands of the enemies of 


the Constitution will be averted. 


and fireside, every mountain top and every valley, 


to the Gulf, “ The country isin danger; 


ho! every | 
freeman to the rescue !”’ . 


è 
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The House heing in, the. Committee of. 
state of the Unio: ay ote 

Mr. LONGNECKER: said: >; ; 

Mr. Crainman: Almost -five monthsshaye 
passed since this, Congress assembled; andjto.a, 
spectator unacquainted with. our country and 
institutions, it would appear, from the debates in; 
this Hall, to be convened to discuss but one-sub- 
ject, to serve but one interest within the extended: 
bounds of the Republic. This subject 1s the ques- 
tion of slavery; and ‘the interest to be served, that 
of the slave-owner. The usual amount of.intem= 
perate language accompanying the discussion: of 
this subject has been probably more indulged’ in: 
at this session than for many years past. Threats: 
of disunion were made by members. upon the 
other side of the House that have probably never 
been witnessed since the time we have become arx 
independent nation. ..The time that should have, 
been properly devoted to. protecting the interests: 
of the country has-been‘ spent. in, efforts: to.sow: 
the seeds of disloyalty among. the people, and to; 
destroy-one of the best Governments ever-devised 
by man. : a arg by Sachse 

The only pretext for this useless waste: of time 
is, that the interests of the South were being in- 
vaded; and yet there was no legislation affecting 
them, proposed at the time the subject of slavery 
was introduced by them upon this floor. Atthe 
very time the discussion of this subject. was. pro- 
gressing, the people of my own State were suller- 
ing from the unfriendly legislation of the South. 
The great business interests of her people were 
lying prostrate, and loudly demanding remedial 
legislation. And while the burdens that were put 
upon that people were almost greater than could 
be borne, their Representatives did not seck: re- 
lief from them by threats of disunion and rebel- 
lion. They have suffered much, and. will suffer 
still more, before they, will.tear down this fabric of 
Government, because they cannot obtain. justice 
at its hands. They seek their relief not. in: revo~ 
lution and secession, but through legitimate means 
and proper channels; and yet-Pennsylvania has 
been charged with abandoning her political prin- 
ciples for mercenary motives. If itis mercenary: 
for her to see by peaceable means that her inter- 
ests are not crushed out by unfriendly legislation, 
is it not equally so of. the South when they seek 
to protect theirs by any and.every Means Peo... 

And now, smce gentlemen of the-South-and 
elsewhere have occupied nearly the whole of this 
session.jn what they considered the peculiar in- 
terests of their. people, lét. us- of Pennsylvania 
have your attention for a short timeto enable us 
to present the condition of not only the business 
interests of the people of that State, but what we 
consider the business, industrial, and manufactur- 
ing interests of the whole country; and, although 
it is true that Pennsylvania interests have suffered 
severely from the legislation of this Government, 
other portions of the country. have suffered. from 
the same cause. We do not come here, with the 


| design of asking Congress to legislate for our 


people at the expense of the people of other sec- 
tions when we ask a change of the revenue policy 
of this Government, for we maintain the broad 
ground that the protection of the manufacturing 
and laboring interests of the country is for the 


i benefit and advantage of the whole country. We 
! asserta great principle, and one not new in the 


history of the country—-one that was main- 
tained and premulgated by men from. different 
sections of this Union, whose names are inscribed 
in letters of lividg light upon fame’s proudest 
scroll. i 

Let us for a moment look at the condition of the “ 


| country. Our Government is at this time iv debt 


over $60,000,000, and without any ready means 
of liquidation. The manufacturing establishments 
of the country are depressed, and many, very 
many of them have ceased to exist. In my.own 
State, excepting a few which have great local ad- 
vantages, the furnaces, rolling mills, and forges 
are but crumbling monuments of former prosper~ 
ity. The laboring classes throughout my own 
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State, and almost the entire North, are without 
yemunerative employment. The farmer has no 
longer the high price for his produce that a local, 
labor-paid, consuming population would give him. 
To the repeal of the tariff of 1842, and.the inaugu- 
ration of a new revenue system, based upon a 
revenue standard. alone, and assessed in such 
form’as to enable theimporter to defraud the Gov- 
ernment of its duties, and flood the country with 
foreign merchandise at little cost, isto be ascribed 
the present evils of the country—thus destroying 
our own manfactories, the home market for our 
agricultural products, and loading our people with 
a foreign debt. 

If we cease to purchase from abroad to.a greater 
amount than we sell, manufacture ourselves what 
we consume; (thereby furnishing a home market 
for agricultural productions, instead of subjecting 
them. to heavycosts of transportation, and steady: 
and remunerative employment for our laboring 
men, mechanics, and artisans,) our difficulties and 
embarrassments, it seems to me, would speedily 
be removed. 

L assert it as a fact; which is proved by the his- 
tory of the past, that we have always been more 
prosperous as a people; business interests never 
flourished more; a greater demand for labor has 
always existed under a high than under a low scale 
of duties upon foreign imports. 

Under the operation of the protective tariff of 
1812, during the war with Great Britain and the 
continuance of the embargo and non-intercourse 
acts, we imported nothing. We were compelled 
to manufacture our own goods, and the farmer to 
rely upon a home market for his produce, except 
those who were venturesome enough to have their 

roducts run the gauntlet of the enemy’s cruisers: 
hat was the result? Notwithstanding our coun- 
try was encircled by enemies, and parts of it swept 
by. fire and sword, it gradually accommodated 
itself to the change, ane out people increased in 
prosperity as, apparently, our national difficulties 
augmented. The blow fell heavily at first upon 
the shipping interests, owing to thc danger of 
capture; but they, too, in time, recovered; and the 
capital invested in the carrying trade was grad- 
ua 


y transferred to manufacturing. And amid the | 


din of arms and the rattle of spindles, we struggled 
along till our enemies were driven from ourshores. 
The commencement of the war showed us the evil 
of our revenue system, and how utterly incapa- 
ble we were, without manufactures, to rely upon 
ourselves amid such unfortuitous circumstances. 
We had no goods to clothe and keep our people 
warm no powder nor iron to cool our enemies. 
The close of the war found us with supplies of 
all, and in better condition in every way to con- 
tinue the contest, than at the commencement of 
the struggle. True, it did not leave our men 
clothed in broadcloth, nor our women in silks. 


These luxurics had to give place to a homelier, | 


but no less serviccable, attire, in the form of lin- 
sey woolscy coats and.gowns, while wool hats 
became thick as blackberries inJune. Yet, with 
all these inconveniences, in all the essential ele- 
ments of prosperity and strength as a people we 
had attained a much higher standard. We had 
demonstrated to the world that we were able to 
rely upon ourselves, requiring no material from 


abroad either to answer the purpose of defense | 


in a military or civil point; that we could manu- 
facture all our material of war, as well as that 
which we required for our use and comfort as a 
people in time of peace. 


The tariff of 1816, which repealed that of 1812, | 


was one which rather favored free trade, and had 
few of the essential elements of protection in it. 
Under it the country was flooded with foreign 
goods; and the manufactures that had sprung up 
under that of 1812, and during the war, were de- 
stroyed almost ata blow. Universal distress and 
desolation followed it. Real éstate, which had 
risen in value during the prosperous days of man- 
ufacturing, fell to less than half its value; and 
thousands were made bankrupt who had invested 
their means either in this or in manufactures. 
But under the benign and salutary influences of 
the tariffs of 1824 and 1828, which were protective 
in. their features, and the duties in a great degree 
specific, prosperity agairsmiled upon our beloved 
country. -The spindles again began to play; prop- 
erty advanced in-value; the farmer found a mar- 
ket, and the laborer employment. The tariff of 


1832 followed, but continued so short a time that 
its effects upon the country and ‘its interests were 
notso‘apparent. Then followed the tariff of 1833, 
generally denominated the compromise act, which 
was a free-trade-act, although many of the duties 
were specific, yet so low as to afford no adeguate 
protection. -The history of that tariff, its effects 
and. consequences, is probably in the recollection 
of almost every member of this body. Under it 
-the business of the country gradually languished; 
the manufacturing interests of the country were 
again destroyed, and the country was drained of 
specie to pay foreign indebtedness. By the ex- 
pansion of the banking system, paper money sup- 
plied its place; and finally the crash of 1837 came; 
the banks suspended specie payments, and uni- 
versal bankruptcy followed. Most of the active, 
enterprising business men of the country suc- 
cumbed to this storm, and could only be relieved 
by a bankrupt law, which Congress shortly after 
passed. 

Thencame the tariff of 1842, a wholesome, sub- 
stantial protective act, under which the prostrated 
business of the country not only revived in the | 
short space of the four years of its existence, but | 
attained a prosperity which it never knew be- | 
fore, and has never known since. The specie, 
which, under the act of 1833, had been gradually | 
exported from the country to pay for goods im- 
ported,-commenced flowing back like a lava tide, | 
and the hum of universal prosperity was all around į 
us. Manufactures of every kind sprung up, fur- 
nishing a home market for the produce of the 


a gee se 


farmer, and employment for the laborer at remu- i 


nerative wages. c were again sailing on under 
peospergas and balmy gales, and smiling plenty 
ad supflied the place of misery and want; but 
the time was short. In an evil hour the genius į 
of destruction was again at work, and the hun- 
gry manufacturers of our old enemy across the 
water, through their emissaries, were poisoning 
the fountains of our political fabric. The ery of 
Polk, Dallas, and the tariff of 1842 was but the 
voice of the siren that lulled the good people of 
the Keystone State into a fatal sleep. She cast 
her vote for Polk and Dallas, and they were 
elevated to the highest offices in the gift of the 
people; but the pledges made were never re- 
deemed. Almostone of the first acts of that Ad- 
ministration, that was elevated to power upon the 
faith of the pledge that the tariff should remain 
intact, was to repeal it and supplant it with that 
of 1846, in which the duties were much lower, 
and were to be levied, by a certain percentage, 
according to the value of the goods in the ports 


| the House. 


from whence they were shipped. The effects of 
this tariff were not at first so apparently disas- 
trous; and for that reason the more destructive, 
because of its continucd undeveloped mischief. 
Under that act, from the stimulus given to manu- 
factures. under that. of 1842, there was at first 
but little change; but gradually our difficulties in- 
creased, and could be likened to the strong horse 
breasting the current of the swift stream—main- 
tains his position fora while, but, as his strength 
fails, gradually yields and floats with the tide. 


| So with the country in 1846; she breasted the 


tide of that tariff for a while, but gradually 
yielded, and was washed into the whirlpool of 
4857, and went down. 

Some attribute this crisis to the effects of the 
tariff of 1857; but no candid mind, who will ex- 
amine the matter with reference to the workings 
of our revenue system, can fail to discover that it 
was owing to the workings of the tariff of 1846. 
This crisis would have come much sooner had it 
not been for the $60,000,000 of gold annually that 
we were enabled to dig from the mines of Califor- 
nia, to pay for our over imports of foreign goods. 
Besides, the tariff of 1857 had not time to com- 
plete this wholesale havoc in this short space of 
time. Next in order came the tariff of 1857, re- 
ducing the schedules of that of 1846 still lower, 
and that under the recommendation of a Demo- 
cratic Administration and a Democratic majority 
in the Senate. This act, now in turn, we pro- 
pose to repeal, and substitute for it the bill before 
This, I think, is a truc record of th 
workings of these different tariffacts; and no one 
can fail to acknowledge the position I assumed, in 


| stating that we were more prosperous under a 


high protective rate of duties than we ever were 
under a lower scale, and that the same is also 
true of the workings of specific duties, in compar- 
ison with ad valorem ones. Again, under specific 
and fairly protective duties, the revenue is not sub- 
ject to such constant fluctuations as it is under 
the ad valorem and low duty policy. Under the 
latter, the Treasury is at one time gorged to re- 
pletion with a surplus, and at another, depleted 
so much as to be unable to meet the current ex- 
penses of Government. When the latter state of 
things exists, the whole financial system of the 
country will be out of balance. To preserve an 
equable state is a universally acknowledged desid- 
eratum. 

The following table will show the state of the 
tevenue, under the different tariff acts, and estab- 
lishes what has just been said in regard to its fluc- 
tuations: 


ance per annum. Customs. Average. Difference, 
$984,500 } $17,759,000 
5250,000 20,000,000 Inc 2 
57,500,000 5i 23,250,000 $ | 821,500,000 |4 Inc 3,250,000 
55,000,000 | 1,495,750 | | . 5000 pec 3,500,000 
67,000,000 | 1,018,250 2.086.000 23,250,000 Ine. 3,500,000 
54,750,000 | 15170007) $086, 22,500,000 Dec 750,000 
49,500,000 | 2,329,250 22,000,000 24.250.000 f Dee 500,000 
82,750,000 | 3,210,750 24,000,000 ON Inc. 2,000,000 
73,250,000 | 2,623,250 | 28,500,000 {Ine 4,500,000 
3,967,500 29,000,000 ~ Inc 500,009 
4,857,500 16,500,000 - Dec. 13,000,000 
| 14,757,500 19,250,000 = Ine. 3,250,000 
24,877,000 23,500,000 x Ine. 4,250,000 
6,776,000 11,000,000 z Dec. 12,500,000 
3,082,000 7,491,000 16,000,000 z Ine 5,000,000 
45,750, 7,076,500 23,000,000 > Inc. 7,000,000 
86,250,000 | 3,292,000 13,500,000 ~ Dec. 9,500,000 
114,750,000 | 1,365,500 14,500,000 = Ine. 1,000,000 
£ 88,000,000 | 1,335,750 | 18,000,000 = Ine. 3,500,000 
Equal to 44000000 1,197,000 | 16,000,000 ec 2,000,000 
3250, 2,060,000 26,000,000 Ine 10,000,000 
105,500,000 | 2,077,000 2,007,000 27,500,000 ¢ | 24:000,000 |) Tne, 1,500,000 
110,090,000 | 2,694,500 J 26,500,000 : | Dee 1,000,600 
1846-474 160,250,000 | 2,493,250 23,750,000 Dec 2,750,000 
1e47-48...... 340,500,000 | 3,328,500 $i 2,505,000 31,750,000 28,000,000 | 4 Inc. 8,000,000 
1848-49. 132,500,000 | 15689,000 28,250,000 Bee 3,500,000 
1849-50. 164,000,000 | 1,860,000 39,500,000 Inc. — 11,250,000 
3 200,500,000 | 2,352,000 2,085,000 49,000,000 } 45,250,000 | 2 Inc 9,500,000 
195,000,000 | 2043.000 J 47,250,000 Dec. _ 1,750,000 
251,000,000 | 1,667,000 5 59,000,000 Ine. 11,750,000 
276,000,000 | 8,471,000 7,212,000 64,000,000 58,500,000 | 4 Ine. 5,000,000 
231,500,000 | 11,497,000 53,000,000 (Dee. 11,000,000 
a Tariff of 1824, from June 30, 1824. f One tenth more after December 31, 1837. 
b Tariff of 1828, frorn September 1, 1828. One tenth more after December 31, 1839, . 
c ‘Lariff of 1832, from March 1, 1833. - t Half of residue after December 31, 1841. 


d After December 31, 1833, one tenth éxcess over 20 percent. i Remaining half after June 30, 1842. 


deducted. 


e One tenth more after December 31, 1835. 


j Tariff of 1842, after August 30, 1842. 
k Tariff of 1846, after December 1, 1846. 
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These tables show another thing, and that is, 
under the ad valorem and low. duty system the 
most enormous investments have beeg made in 
public lands—not a healthy investment for agri- 
culture and improvement, thereby adding to the 
growth, prosperity, and productions of the coun- 
try, but investments for speculative purposes; 
withdrawing so much from the capital of the coun- 
try, to lie dormant and dead till future settlements, 
by actual occupants, on the adjoining lands, shall 
render them valuableand ready for market. Glance 
at the foregoing table, and you will find that all 
these heavy investments in the public domain were 
made during the period of the operation of low 
and ad valorem tariffs. Under the tariff of 1833, 
namely: in 1835, the revenue from the public 
. lands was $14,757,750; in 1836, $24,877,000; in 

1837, $6,776,000, and in 1839, $7,076,000; while 

the greatest revenue from this source, under spe- 

cific and ad valorem duties, never exceeded, and 
only once reached, the sum of $3,967,500, namely, 
in the year 1833. Under the operation of the tariff 
of 1842 the highest revenue from this source in 
any one year was $2,694,500. What was the 
cause of these large investments in the public do- 
main under the operation of the tariff of 1836? We 
answer: the expansion of bank paper, which sup- 
plied the place of gold which had left the country 
to satisfy foreign indebtedness. This expansion 
of bank paper and unlimited credits caused a wild 
mania for speculation; and investments were made 
upona fictitious basis; and that which was not so, 
was withdrawn from the business of the country. 

Under the operation of the tariff of 1833 the bank 

circulation of the country increased, from 1834 to 

1837, from $94,000,000 to $149,000,000. 

By the foregoing table it will be seen that the 
income from customs under the tariff of 1824, from 
1825 to 1828, rose from $20,000,000 to $23,250,000. 
Under that of 1828, from 1829 to 1832, it rose 
gradually from $22,500,000 to $28,500,000. Un- 

` der the act of 1833, the free-trade compromise act, 

(which reduced the duties under the act of 1832, 
by biennially deducting one tenth of the excess 
over twenty per cent. after the 31st December, 
1833, until the 31st December, 1841, when one 
half of the remaining excess was struck off, and 
the other half the 30th June, 1842,) the revenue 
from customs rose in the first three years from 
$16,000,000 to $23,500,000. In the next year, 1837, 
it sunk to $11,000,000; having fallen $12,500,000 
in one year. In 1839 it rose again to $23,000,000; 
another difference of $12,000,000 in two years. It 
ran down again in 1840 to $9,500,000, and in two 
years more rose $4,500,000. 

In 1842, the first year of the operation ofthe pro- 
tective tariff, the customs amounted to $16,000,000. 
Three years following, it attained $26,000,000, 
$27,500,000, and $26,500,000, respectively.. In the 
years 1846-47, during seven months of which the 
tariff of 1846 was in ae the customs fell 
$2,500,000. In the following year, the year of 
famine in Europe, they rose $8,000,000. In the 
years, 1848-49, they declined $3,500,000; and in 
the next following year, increased $11,250,000. In 
the years 1850-51 they rose again $9,500,000 above 
the preceding year. In 1851-52 they declined 
$1,750,000. In 1852-53 they rose $11,750,000. In 
1853-54 they again increased $5,000,000, and in 
1854-55 fell $11,000,000. 

From this it willbe seen, as I before remarked, 
that, during the operation of the so-called protect- 
ive and specific tariffs, the revenue, both from 
customs and other sources, was marked by great 
regularity and steadiness; while during the work- 
ing of the ad valorem and free-trade tariffs the 
revenue was subject to great fluctuations.- No 
one can fail to sce the bancful effects of the work- 
ings of such a system, both upon the interests of 
the Government and the people; causing great ex- 


pansions and contractions in the money market, | 


stimulating the issue of paper money, and flood- 


ing the country with promises to pay, which, | 


unfortunately for the holders, were too seldom 
redeemed. 

Our public debt.on the 30th June, 1859, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury reports to be $58,754,699. 
He estimates the receipts of the Treasury from 


customs for the next fiscal year to be $60,000,000, | 


and from the public lands $4,000,000, and from 
miscellaneous sources $2,225,000; making the es- 
timated receipts for the next year $66,225,000. 


For the same time he estimates the expenses of 
the Government at $66;714,928. Part of this 
debt consists of $20,000,000 of Treasury. notes, 
authorized by the act of December 23, 1857, and 
the authority for reissuing these notes will expire 
on the 30th of June next. The present tariff bill 
under consideration provides for funding them 
or turning them into a loan; but is it not evident, 
from the report of the Secretary himself, that this 
debt is hanging upon the country, with no means 
provided, according to these estimates, for its grad- 
ual paymentand liquidation? Itis evident, there- 
fore, that there must be a change in the revenue 
laws, so as to increase the receipts from customs, 
(as that is almost our only source of revenue,) 
if for this purpose alone. 

I have, thus far, confined myself to showing the 
workings of these different systems, by referring 
to the periods of their respective operation, and 
the effects of their operation upon the business 
of the country. We, however, need not sto 
short of our own country to contrast them. e 
can cite the policy of almost every other foreign 
Government and show that they have all pursued 
the policy of protecting their own manufactures 
and labor. Even old England, with her now 
boasted doctrine of free trade, has pursued it,and, 
in fact, pursued it for almost a period of one hun- 
dred and fifty years, until her manufactures had 
become firmly established, which they attained 
only by being protected by the imposition of du- 
ties. After the English manufacturers, through 
long expericnce and trial, had perfected their ma- 
chinery, developed the resources of the country, 
and accumulated capital, then ‘the Government, 
in a spirit of apparent magnanimity, opencd her 
ports and cried free trade to the world. Well she 
might. There wasno home market for her vastand 
superabundant productions, and she was obliged 
toseek for oneabroad. Inaddition to this, she well 
knew that, under the fostering care of protective 
duties, she had attained such perfection in these 
arts, and her manufactures had become so deeply 
and firmly rooted, thatshe could defy such compet- 
itors as would be obliged to passthrough the same 
ordeal that her manutacturers had been obliged to 
pass, and she could the more surely do so if. she 
could indoctrinate them with her recently-adopted 
theories of free trade; and although this theory 
in the abstract was a plausible one, that had much 
in it to captivate the ear and touch the visionary 
senses of the abstractionist, yet to the practical 
mind, whose conclusions were the result of com- 
mon sense guided by experience and example, it 
had none. There was but one spot upon earth 
where she succeeded in planting this heretical 
doctrine, and that, unfortunately for us, but for- 
tunately for her, was in our own beloved coun- 
try; where many, alas! too many, of our people 
were misled by it, and taught to pursue a course 
detrimental to their own and their country’s pros- 
perity. 

England, in the early stages of her manufacture 
of iron, carried the protective feature so far, that 
in ¥785 she, by act of Parliament, absolutely pro- 
hibited the exportation of tools and the machinery 
used in its manufacture, under severe penalties of 
imprisonment and fine. The rolling mill was in- 
vented and used as a means of manufacturing bar 
iron about the year 1784; and from that time for- 
ward until 1846, when the duties upon iron were 
taken off, she pursued her system of protection, 
which placed her in the front rank as an iron man- 
ufacturing nation. In 1787 she prohibited the 
importation of all manufactures of iron and steel. 
In 1788 she had 77 furnaccs in blast, and made 
61,900 tons of iron. In 1796 duty on iron was 
£3 1s. 9d. per ton, and the yearly product was 
124,879 tons. She went on gradually increasing 
the duty until, in 1806, it was raised to £5 Ts. 5d., 
and the yearly product was 258,206 tons. In 
1813 the duty was £6 9s. 10d., and in 1818, the 
product had increased to 300,000 tons. In 1846, 
when the duty was taken off entirely, England was 
making the cnormous amount of 1,512,500 tons. 
I have not time to trace in detail the wonderful 
inérease in this branch of her manufactures, but 
even in the few references I have given, it is 
abundantly evident that she arrived at this through 
her protective policy, and was at the last period 
named so strong in this branch of business as to 
be able entirely to abrogate the duties upon it 


i 


goods, has reached -it on those articles now. 


and throw-open her ports and challenge the world 
upon:the platform of free trade, ‘Did ‘she find the 
Other civilized nations Of the ‘world read'y'té ‘take. ` 
up this gauntlet of defiance,.so vauntingly thrown 
at their feet? Lanswer noy savé America 
moments óf delusion’ and. folly: 
nately, hugged the. viper, ‘until. it 
stung her tò death. +405 88 Maite’ 

Look at France.’ Did she embrace this falla- 
cious doctrine? No. Look at her system‘of duties 
upon imports, and you will find that, with sera- 
pulous care, she has guarded the interests. of her 
manufacturers and laboring men, prohibiting en- 
tirely the importation of almost every article that 
is manufactured, or that was touched by the hand 
of labor, by prohibition outright, or by dúties sò 
high as to accomplish a like purpose. “Take the 
article of iron. Iron ore, frec} pigs, bars, “and 
blocks, were subjected toa duty of $5: 50 per ton; 
in plates or sheets, $102 85 per ton; hammercd, 
$160 14 per ton; wire, polished, prohibited; wire 
cords, for musical instruments, $201 38: per ton’; 
cooking utensils, common, $201 38 per ton; fine, 
$397 85. Allother manufactures of Prass prohib- 
ited. Calf skins, untanned, $2 30; tatned, pro- 
hibited.. The same schedules as to’ copper are 
enacted, with but little variation; ‘and so passes 
the whole list, ihe raw material being admitted 
free, or at low rates, while the manufactured ar- 
ticle is subjected to the highest'duties. ieee 

Look at Russia. Iron, in bars; is prohibited; 
castings, in bars, 60 cents per 36 pounds; nails, 
75 cents per 36-pounds. All other manufactures 
of iron prohibited. 

Look at Belgium. _ Iron manufactures range 
from $2 73 to $5 per 220 pounds, 

Portugal. Nails and iron, of all kinds, $4 34 
per 101 pounds. ; S 

Central Europe—Zollverein. Tron nails, $4 14 
per 1104 pounds. i , 

Papal States. Iron castings, $15 per 743 pounds; 
nails, $5 per same. 

China. Iron, in pigs, $14 58 per 133 pounds; 
manufactured, $22 15 per same. Copper, in pigs, 
per same, $1 48; manufactured, per‘same, $2.22; 
and thus I might proceed, and enumerate every 
nation ‘upon the carth, whether civilized or semi- 
civilized, as having recognized and. acted upon 
the principle of protection‘in laying duties upon 
manufactured materials imported into their domin- 
ions. 

It may do for such a nation as England, who 
has perfected her system of manufactures, and by 
reason of great natural advantages can and must 
manufacture to employ her people without a suf- 
ficient home market to consume them, to maintain 
this doctrine; but how we can do so, consistently 
with justice to ourselves, I cannot see... If the 
doctrine of free trade is to obtain in this country, 
it must alone be through such a process as Eng- 
land has already gone; but it will not do for us, a 
new country, with manufactures as yet almost 
in their infancy, to adopt it. The Count. de 
Morney, president of the Corps Legislatif of 
France, in construing the late commercial treaty 


T 
» She, unfortu- 
ad well nigh 


| between France and England, expresses the views. 


of his Government on this point. He says: 


“Tree trade may, it appears to me, be considered the 
object te which society is tending, but protection ought to 
be the means of arriving atit. Suppose free trade be es- 
tablished in a new and poor country: what will that coun- 
try produce? {donot deny that it can develop some fa- 
vored industry by a natural privileged situation; but for- 
eign competition would stifie in the bud all those things 


i which it requires in order to prosper: capital, skillful work- 


men, experienced overseers, easy communication, and a 
good market; in fact, all the conditions which time alone 
can give. A transilion, consequently, is Indispensable 5 
and to preach free trade to a country whieh does not enjoy 
all these advantages, is nearly as equitable as to propuse to 
a child to contend with a strong man.” 3 ere 
Tf the tariff of 1842, or its essential features of 
protection, had continued until this day, the hal- 
cyon period of the dreamers of free trade would 
no doubt have been reached before this time. 
Massachusetts, under the tariff of 1816, which 
afforded protection to certain classes of cotton 
In 
the manufacture of low-priced cottons and cotton 
prints she and Philadelphia can compete with the 
world. The effect of the protective principle in 
this case has been such as to entirely overthrow 
the argument of the free-traders, that protection 
would increase the price of the manufactured ar- 
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ticle for the.consumer. In the matter of cotton 
prints and other low-priced cottons, it has proved 
reverse; and instead- of paying from-twenty- 
glit to thirty cents. per yard for these articles, 
manufactured abroad, we now pay from six to 
ten cents per yard for the same, manufactured at 
kome: What, let me ask, would we be now pay- 
ing for this article, had we not encouraged its 
manufacture here? The question answers itself. 
W hat-would be our situation, and what would be 
the price of iron here, had we suffered England 
to. supply us entirely with this article, instead of 
working up our native ores? The answer is evi- 
dent to every one. England, who holds the mọ- 
nopoly, would be able to fix her own price; and 
we, from necessity, would be compelled to pay 
is. Those who claim thata tarif will raise the 
price of the article in the hands of the consumer 
will not find much comfort in this view of the 
subject. 

There are some, however, who deny that, un- 
der the Constitution, we have any right to lay a 
tariff upon the imports of the country. This, like 
many other well-cstablished principles of the Gov- 
ernment, has of late years been questioned by a 
certain coterie of politicians, who have arrogated 
to themselves more wisdom, and have assumed 
to themselves the power better to expound the 
Constitution and the principles and organisin ‘of 
the Government, than the men who took part in 
its construction and foundation. It may be well 
to quote the sentiments of those good men. I 
refer first to the letter of President Madison to Jo- 
seph ©. Cabell, dated Montpelier, September 18, 
1828. ‘The letter is too long to be referred to in 
detail, but he unequivocally expresses it to be his 
opinion that Congress has power, under the Con- 
stitution, to pass such an act. Fle commenced as 
follows: 


“Your letter reminds me of your conversation on the 
constitutionality olihe power of Congress to impose a tariff 
for the cncouragement of mauwiactures, and ofmy promise 
tosketeh the grounds of the confident opinion Ehad ex- 
pressed that it was among the powers vested in that body.” 


In his letter to the same person, dated the 30th 
of October, 1828, he says: 


“Tn my letter of September 18, I stated briefly the grounds 
upou which [rested my opinion that a power to impose 
duties and restrictions on importa, with a view to encour- 
age domestic productions, was constitutionally lodged in 
Congress, In the observations then made was involved the 
opinton also that the power was properly lodged there.?? 

President Jefferson, in his letter to J. B. Say, 
Esq., of March 2, 1815, afier reciting the advant- 
ages of a tariff in making us independent ina 
military point of view, says: 

“Phe prohibitory duties we lay on all articles of foreign 
manufacture which prudence requires us to estabtish at 
home, with the patriotice determination of every good cit- 
izen to use no foreign articles which can be made within 
ourselves, without regard to difference of prices, secures us 
against relapse into foreign dependency.” 


General Jackson, in his annual message of the 
Tth of December, 1830, among other things, says: 


1 The objectof the tariff ts objected to by some as nneon- 
stitutional, and itis considered by almost all as detective 
in many of its parts. The power to impose duties ou im- 
ports originally belonged to the several States, ‘Whe right 
to adjust those duties, with a view tothe cneouragement of 
domestic branches of industry, is so completely incidental 
to that power, that it is difficult tosuppose the existence of 
the one without the other. ‘The States have delegated their 
whole authority over imports to the General Government, 
without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsid- 
erable reservation relating to their ins . This 
authority having thus entirely passed 3 
right. to exercise it for purposes of protection docs 
in them; and, consequently, if ithe not poss ; 
General Government, it must be extinet. Our 
system Would thas present the anomaly ofa people stripp 
of the right to f e their own industry, and to coun 
the most selfish and destructive policy which mig 
adopted by foreign nations. ™ 


Here is the question of the constitutionality of 


ract 
ht be 


the tariff settled, if precedent and the opinion of | 


the leading men of the carly days of the Republic 
can settle anything connected with the true policy 
of the Government they may be said to have 
founded. ` 

Look at the situation of this Government in re- 
spect to its foreign trade; and if it can be pros- 


perousundersuch a state of cireumstanees, it eon- | 


tradicts every theory and principle applied to the 
private affairs ọf individuals. 
tions from foreign countries, exclusive of specie, 
in 1859, were $332,398,427. Our total exports, 
exclusive of specie, $292.902,051; making a bal- 


Our total importa- j 


ance of trade against us of $39,496,376. In ad- 
dition to this, it is estimated that our foreign debt 
is $544,000,009. Our annual interest on that in- 
debtedness is over: $32,000,000, at the lowest fig- 
ure. Does this not presenta frightful balance- 
sheet against us; and is it not evident that, if we 
continue this policy of purchasing from abroad, 
we will. im the end become hopelessly insolvent 
and bankrupt as a nation? The financial policy 
of a nation is but. that of an individual family; 
and anation is nothing but an aggregation of fam- 
ilies; and the laws of finance governing the one 
must govern the other. Whatis the conclusion you 
draw as to the continued solvency of your neigh- 
boring farmer, who annually purchases more than 
hiscropandincomeamountto? Why, thathe will 
continue solvent just as long as it will take for the 
excess of his purchases over his income to con- 
sume his capital.. It matters not how cheap, or at 
how lowa price he may get the articles purchased; 
if he purchases more than the amount of his in- 
come annually, the day of his insolvency is near 
at hand, and will, if he continues this course, as 
certainly arrive as the sun rises in the east and 
sinks in the west. If the head of the family fails, 
the members of the family, one and all, share his 
misfortune, So it is with Governinents, or the 
aggregation of families; if the country becomes 
poor and suffers, the people (or the members of 
the great family-politic) suffer with her. 

But it is contended by the advocates of frec 
trade that this balance of trade against us is made 
good by the gold we dig in Californiaand cxport 
to Europe. Would we not be getting richer by 
keeping our gold? They say gold is as much a 
production of the country as any other commod- 
ity—say iron ore, &c.; butif it takes all our prod- 
uce of gold to keep us even, does it not occur to 
some that our gold deposits are becoming ex- 


hausted by this drain; and where will we be when į 


that occurs? Again: it docs not impugn the ex+ 
ample I have given. If a farmer should havea 
gold mine upon his farm, and plenty of sons to 
work his farm and produce what he consumes, 
as well as work his mine, would he not be pur- 
suing a more wise fiuancial policy to work both 
the farm and the mine? ‘The farm would pro- 
duce what the family consumed, and the gold, 
when mined, would be placed in his coffers. If 
he pursued the policy contended for, namely, 
work the minc and pay out all the ycarly products 
of it for what his family consumed, and the mine 
should fail, he would be in the same position as 
he was when he first opened it. So with us, as 
a people; we contend that our great family is large 
enough to work our mines—gold, iron, zinc, and 
copper—ull our lands, and manufacture what we 
consume;and if there are any profits left, the great 
family can stow them away in its coffers. 

The bill now under consideration, aithough not 
containing as high a scale of duties upon some 
articles as is desirable, and undoubtedly having 
some detects, is stiil, probably, as faira one as 
the friends of protection can obtain. It has mod- 
ified, to as great an exient as practicable, the mis- 
chievous influences of the ad valorem system, and 
introduced, to a great extent, the specific form of 
levying duties. This part.of the bill is, inmy 
opinion, a great benefit to both the Government 
and our manufacturers, even if the average yearly 
duties were not increased. Under the ad valorem 
system, when the price of the manufactured ar- 
ucle was low, and the home manufacturer needed 
protection, the duties were so low as to cnable the 
foreign manufacturer to undersell him in our mar- 


kets. And when the price of the manufactured ar- | 


ticle was high, and the home manufacturer needed 


| scarcely any protection, the duty was high. Take 


acase of this kind. The price of bar iron has 
ranged within the last few years from $35 to $75 
perton. Atatwenty per cent. ad valorem, when 
the price was low, and protection was essential, 
the duty was but $7 per ton; when the price was 


| high, and they needed little protection, the duty 


was $15. 

Again: the ad valorem system, with the foreign 
valuation, enabled the exporter-to defraud the 
Government of its duties, and undersell the man- 
ufacturer here, by using double invoices; one for 
the custom-house, and one for the consignee. In 
the invoice for the custom-house he fixed the val- 
uation of the article at the very lowest figure that 


would not create suspicion, holding out, as has 
been abundantly demonstrated it was practiced 
under the late law, great temptations to perjury: 
The result of the ad valorem system has been to 
transfer the importing trade of this country to the 
hands of foreigners. It has been said, and upon 
good authority, that three fourths of the import- 
ing merchants of the.country are foreigners; and 
it can be well seen what advantages they have 
over ourown under this system, as it enables the 
British manufacturer to engage, himself, in the 
importing trade by establishing agencics here, 
and then the invoices can be made to suit himself. 

The warehouse system is, in my view, another 
great advantage to the foreign manufacturer, and 
an injury to this Government. . It enables him to 
export his goods under the ad valorem system, 
(when the prices are low, and consequently the 
duties low,) and store them in bond in the ware- 
houses our Government has built for bim, to await 
higher prices. When the price has sufficiently 
advanced to enable him to sell, he then, and not 
till then, pays his duty, launches his goods upon 
the market like an avalanche, and drives from it 
the home manufacturer. 

Iam, therefore, in favor of the bill before the 
House; and although, as l before remarked, the 
duties upon some articles are not as high as is 
desirable, still I believe it will replenish an ex- 
hausted Treasury, and once more set the wheels 
of this Government properly in motion, resusci- 
tate our languishing manufactories, afford a home 
market for our agricultural productions, and give, 
to the laboring men of our country employment 
and remunerative wages. In fine, I believe, if this 
bill becomes ‘a law, and its protective features are 
allowed to remain undisturbed, it will result in 
making us a prosperous and happy people. This 
a kind and bountiful Providence has evidently 
intended we should be; for He has expressed it 

ery feature of this broad and smiling land. 
You secit in its towering mountains, its inland 
seas, its mighty rivers, iis broad and boundless 
plains, and its golden mines. Where was there 
ever any such a land—a land upon which nature 
seems to have exhausted her skill and handiwork? 
Let us embracé” the privileges that have been 
afforded us, and we will march on to the destiny 
appointed for us: the greatest, the freest, the 
happiest people. 
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SPEECH OF HON. I. WASHBURN, 
OF MAINE, 
In run Housr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 19, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, said: 
Mr. CHAIRMAN: 


“ Queca Elizabeth equipped two vessels for her own sole 
profit, in which two vessels, escorted by the fleet under the 
command of Hawkins, were the first unhappy blacks in- 
veigied from their shores by Englishmen, and doomed to 
end theirjives inservitude. Elizabeth was avaricious and 
cruel; butasmali segment of her heart hada briefsunsbine 
on it, darting obliquely. We are under a king {George 111} 
notoriously more avaricious; one who passes without 2 
shudder the gibhets his sign-manual has garnished; one 
| who sees on the fields of the most disastrous battles—batties 
in which he ordered his people ta fight his people-——nothing 
else to be regretted than the loss of horses and saddles, of 
haversacks and jackets. Ifthis insensate and insatiable man 
; even hears that Queen Elizabeth was a slave dealer, he 
| wili assert the inalienable rights of the Crown, and swamp 
| your motion.” 

I have read from an imaginary conversation 
| between Romilly and Wilberforce, by Walter 
Savage Landor, the statement of an actual fact. 
The words are understood to have been spoken 
by Romilly. 

i! In the original draft of the Declaration of Inde- 
| pendence, Thomas Jefferson wrote: . 

“ He [George ILI.] has waged cruel war against human 
nature itself, violating its most sacred rights of life aud Hb- 
erty, in the persons of a distant peopie, who never offended 
him ; captivating and carrying them into slavery in another 
hemisphere, or to incur miserable death in their transport- 
ation thither. This piratieal warfare, the opprobrium of 
infidel. Powers, is the warfare of the Christian King. of 

Great Britain. Determined to keep a market where men 
| should be bought and sold, he has at lengtb prostituted his 
| negative for suppressing any legislative attempt to prohibit 
and restrain this execrable commerce.” 


i 
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esses Hocor Bers, 


Thus we learn that under the authority and 
by the aid of the sovereigns of Great Britain, 
from Elizabeth to George IHI., black men were 
brought from Africa to the British-American 
colonies, and reduced to the condition of slaves. 
And thus, at the close of the revolutionary war, 
chattel slavery existed in all the States but one 
that were to form the new Confederacy. It was 
an undoubted evil; indecd, its removal was 
one of the great objects for which the war was 
commenced and prosecuted. Under the influ- 
ence of the truths which so filled and informed 
the minds of men at that time, and by the an- 
thority of the new sovereignties, it was scarcely 
doubted in any quarter that the system, so inex- 
pedient and full of evil, so unprofitable and wrong, 
would die out or be exterminated. It could not, 
men thought, be otherwise. In consequence of 
the unsettled and impoverished condition of the 
country, it would, no doubt, take some time to 
accomplish an end so desirable and so certain; 
but the will and the determination should not 
be wanting; and so our ancestors, when the war 
was over, set themselves at work, earnestly and 
in good faith, to effect the amelioration and 
ultimate extinction of this evil. By an ordinance 
which Mr. Webster said should make its author 
immortal, they excluded slavery from all the ter- 
ritory of the Government lying north and west 
of the Ohio river. They framed a Constitution 
to ‘establish justice,” and “ secure the blessings 
of liberty” for themselves and their posterity; 
and among those by whose votes the Constitu- 
tion was adopted, and for whom, as well as 
others, it must have been intended, were colored 
men of African descent, residing in several of the 
States, South and North. In that Constitution 
they sedulously excluded the idea thatmen were, 
or could rightfully be made, property; they would 
not dishonor that consummate fruit of their toils 
and sacrifices by use of the words ‘slave ’? and 
“ servitude;” they treated human beings as per- 
sons—men, and not as things; they provided for 
the abolition of the slave trade at the earliest 
practicable moment. While they recognized no 
distinction of color or race, and, in the numera- 
tion of persons for parposes of Federal repre- 
sentation, counted alike members of the European 
and African races, they discouraged the system 
of servile labor, by imposing upon the States 
which continued it terms in respect to such rep- 
resentation which it was supposed would tend 
to bring it into disfavor, and so hasten its aboli- 
tion. Sir, the men of that day did the best they | 
could; they were sincere, and they were earn- 
est. ‘They gave to liberty all the securities, and 
threw around slavery all the limitations and dis- 
abilities in their power, They worked hopefully 
for the hour when emancipation was to begin in 
all the States; they waited in faith and implicit 
trust, never seeming to doubt that the ume for 
their deliverance was near at hand. But the weak- 
ness of the country, just emerged from a long and 
exhausting war, the condition of its relations with į 
foreign Powers, the spoliations of its commerce, | 
the embarrassments in its trade, the necessity of 
extending protection to its frontier settlements, 
the internal strifes contingent upon the formation 
of parties under the new Government, furnished 
excuses to the States in which slaveholding was 
most largely practiced, for postponing the work, 
the wisdom and duty of which they sullaflirmed. 


Their views as to the impolicy and wrongfulness || 


of slavery they protested were unchanged; but the | 
longer they felt compelled by circumstances to de- | 
lay the work of abolition, the more formidable and 
difficult did itbecome. Louisiana was purchased | 
in 1803, and Florida in 1819, by which acquisitions | 
the slaveholding territory of the United States | 
was largely expanded. Mr, Whitney invented the | 
cotton-gin, and the production of cotton, largely 
increased in consequence thereof, gave employ- 
ment to, and enhanced the value of, slave labor. 
Thus events and circumstances unpropitious to | 
the performance of what was still acknowledged | 
to be a stern duty, succeeded one another, year | 
after year, until, at length, the system was So €x- j 
tended, and. its proportions were so vast, that | 
those most interested in its overthrow were the | 
least ready to give. their minds to a serious and | 
Dente consideration of the question, when and | 

ow this was to be accomplished. As the labor | 


fore them, the expediency and duty of engaging 
in it became Jess clear and dominant.. 

lt was not before a very general indifference 
appeared among the slaveholders in regard to the 
continuance of their system—indeed, it was not 
until they began to furnish evidence of a fixed de- 
sign to carry it where it had never been before, 
agd to plantit upon the free territory of the United 
States—that northern people perceived how much 
they were interested in the question of slavery, 
and that they could not safely or with honor per- 
mit the purposes of the.slaveholders to go un- 
checked; that they could not be unconcerned spec- 
tators while their interests were assailed, their 
rights invaded, and the welfare and good name of 
the country imperiled. The slavery controversy 
between the North and South arose only when the 
latter abandoned the policy upon which both had 
been agreed—not until the claims of the South 
were seen to be inconsistent with the rights of the 
North. But even then those claims were not as- 
serted upon the ground of theabsolute rightfulness 
of slavery, but upon considerations of conveni- 
ence, temporary expediency, and good neighbor- 
hood. Slavery, it was conceded, was not right 
in the abstract; it was not to exist always; it was 
an evil undoubtedly, and in the good providence 
of Heaven some way would be found by-and-by 
for its removal. Meanwhile, so it was urged, it 
must be tolerated; it must not be warred upon; 
and northern people were informed that, however 
they might dishke it, and very properly dislike it, 
they must be careful not to oppose it by any means 
not clearly legitimate and constitutional. We do 
not affirm, said the South, that slavery is a good 
thing in itself; but we do insist that, under the 
Constitution, Congress has no power to exclude 
it from the common domain of the country, and 
we demand that the people of the free States shall 
employ no unlawful means to prevent its expan- 
sion; whatever you of the North may properly 
do, under the Constitution, we shall not object to; 
if slavery be an evil, it does not lie with us, or 
with anybody, to complayi if you attempt to re- 
strict and cripple it; thigis your right and duty; 
but you must uot attepfpt its inhibition or injury 
by any methods noy warranted by the Consti- 
tution. 

The political party which for many years had 
held possession of the Government, and con- 
trolied the legislation of the country, was, for this 
reason, and with a large foresight, regarded b 


they could obtain better protection to their pecu- 
liar claims and demands than through any other; 
and so we find that they attached themselves so 
generally to the Democratic party, that, fn. the 
course of a few years, the seat of its great and 
ever-reliable strength was established in the slave 


to make its issues, shape its policy, and name its 
candidates for the principal offices in the Repub- 
lic. Thus, when the slavcholders, some twelve 
or fifteen years ago, and for the first time since 
the organization of Government, formally pro- 
claimed the doctrine that Congress had no power 


adding, for the benefit of party friends in his own 
section, that this powey resided only with the 
people of the Territories, and that they had an 
undoabted right to formvand regulate their domes- 
tic institutions, including slavery, in their own 
way. y was considered by the slaveholders 
that the Woctrine, with this qualification, was all 
that would be necessary for the extension of their 
system into the Territories, they were contented 
to receive it without objection, although they 
did not affirmatively adopt it. It was generally 
recognised, however, as the true Democratie doc- 


j for morethan thirty years upon the statute-book, 
| and which, from the circumstances of its enact- 
ment, had been universally regarded as hedged 


and difficulty of the undertaking loomed up be-: 


the slaveholdersas the organization through which | 


States; and these, not unnaturally, were permitted H 


to prohibit slavery in the Territories, its north- | 
ern chieftain (Genegal Cass) hurried to accept it, | 


i 
1 
i 


around with all the- sacredness of a,compact: But. 
this time-honored restrietion was made’ to: give: 
way before the “great principles of ‘ popnlarsov# 
ereigniy.”’’ Nevertheless, the“ great principle?’ 
failed'to accomplish the end whereunto. it was dix: 
rected. Kansas was madeasree State; the invena: 
tion of.** popular sovereignty? was discarded ag: 
worthless, and its patentees, the:préeseht Secrétary, 
of State. (General Cass) and the’ Senator from 
Illinois [Mr: Doveias]—that their title isia joint: 
one is confirmed by the fortune that has attended: 
them—were left to console themselves with the: 
reflection that the rascally machine had wrought: 
even greater harm to those for whom they icons; 
trived it than it had to themselves!” webs 
Finding, at last, after many experiments. and, 
trials, that the practice of slavery was notto.be ex-. 
tended and promoted by any measures or through: 
any policy founded upon, or consistent with, the, 
admission that it is ‘an evil—discovering. the: fu- 
tility of all efforts to advance and strengthen it 
from this starting point-—-the slaveholders,; aban-: 
doning the policy which they had hitherto, pur- 
sued, denying and scouting the opinions of their 
predecessors—of all the men in the South, down 
to a period comparatively recent—now declare 
that slavery is not en evil, is. not. wrong, but: is: 
wise, just, expedient, humane, divine; thatit is: 
established in natyral law, and has the sanctior: 
and benedictions of Almighty God. And, six, 
such is their influence and ‘authority in the Dem: 
ocratie party. thar it has, at their demand, ac- 
cepted these atrocious dogmas as eternal verities, 
and made them the distinctive and all-essential 
part of its platform, as will be seen hereafter, 
Thus, Mr. Chairman, | have endeavored to 
show briefly how it has happened, that within a 
little more than seventy yearsafter the formation 
of the Constitution, in which were embodied the 
principles of the Revolution, we find ourselves 
rought to a reconsideration of those principles, 
and toan inquiry in regard to the foundations. 
upon which they rest. X 
In matters of Government and politics, it is: 
fortunate, perhaps, that at periods not greatly re- 
moved from each other, the attention of menis 
arrested by the enunciation of strange and mon-: 
strous doctrines; and their quiet disturbed ‘by: the 
assertion of claims and purposes of the most dan- 
gerous and alarming character, for in this way 
they are brought to a consideration of the-reasun 
and logic of things, of elementry truths, of prin- 
ciples. Thus they are led to explore the sources 
of power, to discover and define its conditions and 
boundaries, and renew its Jandmarks. Gathering 
strength and inspiration from the great:soul of 
‘Truth, to which they bring themselves near, their 


; voice becomes the voice of God. They.arouse and 


inform the public-mind; they quicken’ the public 
heart; the banger of controversy is unrolled; and 
the end is, that the wrong is overthrown and the 
right vindicated, and people feel that hencefor- 
ward, 
t Noble thought shall be freer under the sun, 
And the heart of a-people beat with oné desire.” , 

Mr. Chairman, there can be little doubt that the 
Democratic party, as it is called, acting under 
the guidance of the oligarchy of southern slave- 
holders, has succeeded in thoroughly alarming 
the public mind by the doctrines it proclaims and 
the designs it avows. 

Thus, sir, lam brought to an examination of 
the issues before the people in the great political 
canvass of this year—the real and true issues, 
upon which the parties will go to the country. 

The Democratic party, controlled as it is in all. 
its movements and aspirations by an inexorable 
oligarchy, which acts as one man in defense of a 
common interest, has become, as we have seen, 
the exponent of ideas. and opinions in direct con~ 
flict with those of the revolutionary fathers; and 
of the apostles and champions of liberty and hu- 
man rights in all lands and in évery age. 

The issues which this patty presents may be 
concisely and truly stated in. these words: The 


fathers were wrong; Republicanism is a sham; De- 
jj mocracy is a falsehood, 


Sir, there is nota single political. truth affecting. 
the rights of man; asserted by the great. men of 
the revolutionary: epoch, which this party: does 
not deny; notan opinion in regard to-fundamental 


-principles which it does not scoff at. The fathers: 
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held chattel slavery, the merchandising of men, 
to bewrong;.the Democratic party says It 1s right. 
The former regarded itasan evil; the latter vaunt 
itas-a blessing: : The fathers hoped and believed 
it would be of but temporary duration; the Dem- 
oeratic party (for without the slaveholders this 

yty is nothing, and less than nothing, and van- 
ity) declare itought to be, and shail be, perpetual. 

The brave men of old, who pledged life, for- 
tune, and honor, to their country and to truth, 
declared that “ALL MEN ARE CREATED EQUAL” 
they thought, in the simplicity of their souls, that 
this truth was so plain as to be “self-evident;” 
but the Democratic party pronounces the asser- 
tion a ‘ self-evident lie.’ The men of 1776 de- 
clared that among the NATURAL AND ‘* INALIENA- 
BLE RIGHTS OF ALL MEN WERE LIFE, LIBERTY, AND 
THE PURSUIT OF WAPPINESS;’’ the Democratic 
party sneers at this sublime truth, and calls ita 
“glittering generality.” Our republican forefa- 
thers maintained that ‘f ro SECURE THESE RIGHTS, 
GOVERNMENTS WERE INSTITUTED AMONG MEN, DE- 
RIVING THEIR JUST POWERS FROM THE CONSENT OF 
THE GoveRNED;’’ the Democratic party insists 
that. Governments are not instituted—that this 
Government, at any rate, was not instituted—to. 
secure life; liberty, and happiness, to all men, but 
rather to secure and perpetuate a system of bond- 
age the most galling and intaerable that exists 
upon the face of the earth; and that so far from 

overnment deriving its just powers from the 
consent of the governed, there are millions of men 
in this country who have no right, natural or po- 
litical, to give or withhold their consent upon any 
question affecting the Government. The framers 
of the Constitution have informed us that that in- 
strument was ordained to ‘establish justice,” 
and secure to the people the “ blessings of lib- 
erty;’? the Democratic party says that, so far 
from this being truc, it was adopted for the pur- 

ose of recognizing and affirming the idea which 

ord: Brougham has denounced as a ‘ guilty fan- 
tasy?’—that man could hold property in man, and 
tu enable the slaveholder to carry his man-chattel 
into any of the Territories—and, I may add, States 
~of the Republic, and there, under its ægis, prac- 
tice the greatest injustice that man can inflict upon 
his fellow-man. 

The men who formed our institutions believed 
that the legislative power of the Government was 
adequate to the exclusion of slavery from the ter- 
ritory belonging to the Government, and exer- 
cised that power; as a matter of conscience and 
duty, by reviving the ordinance of 1787, within 
a year after the adoption of the Constitution; but 
the Democratic party denies the power and duty 
alike, repeals the restrictions, and breaks down 
the barriers interposed by the wisdom and hu- 
manity of the fathers, that slavery, the char- 
tered libertine,” may go free as the winds. 

The fathers established the Union for the sake 
of liberty; the managers of the Democratic party 
say they will destroy it, unless they can extend 
slavery. 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Jefferson and his compeers 
taught, and the old Republican party held, thatthe 
people were the only depositaries of political 
power, and that with them-was'the ultimate de- 
cision of all political questions; but the Demo- 
cratic party rejects this old republican doctrine, 
and maintains that the Constitution has created 
a tribunal, and placed it above and beyond the 
people, to which it has delegated the authority to 
decide, finally and conclusively, all questions of 
political right and power. This tribunal is the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and, as at 
present constituted, is composed of nine judges, of 


whom a majority are citizens of slave States, and | 


are slavcholders. Here are our masters; here is 
supreme, despotic, irresponsible power. If there 
be a tribunal anywhere which can decide all ques- 
tions affecting the powers and functions of the 
Government and the rights of the peoples without 
appeal—which may declare that the Sonstitution 


was not made for Africans, or Frenchmen, or | 


Germans, or Irishmen, but for slaveholders only, 
and the people must submit—that under the pre- 
text of protecting all the institutions and systems 
oe or. recognized (according to their own 


ecisions) by the Constitution, men who shall | 


dare utter or publish views and sentiments adverse 
to-such systems, may, by law of Congress, be 


| But this awful and irresponsible power in a body 


brought to trial, conviction, and punishment, as 
criminals, even as traitors; that the system of sla- 
very, with all its mischiefs and abominations, is 
national and universal, and beyond the power of 
the States or of the people—if, sir, I say, there be 
a power anywhere so tremendous as this, we are 
no longer living under a republican Government, 
and our land has ceased to bea land of liveriy. 


of nine men is what the Democratic party is now 
bending all its energies to maintain. 

Sir, Mr. Jefferson recognized no such author- 
ity inthe Supreme Court. Ina letter to Judge 
Roane, in 1819, he said: 


& In denying the right they [the judges of the Supreme 
Court} usurp of exclusively explaining the Constitution, I go 
further than you do, if I understand rightly your quotation 
from the Federalist, of an opinion ‘that the judiciary is the 
last resort in relation to the other departments of the Govern- 
ment, but not in relation to the rights of the parties to the 
compact under which the judiciary is derived.’ If this 
opinion be sound, then, indeed, is our Constitution a com- 
plete felode se. For, intending to establish three depart- 
ments, codrdinate and independent, that they might eheck 
and balance one another, it has given, according to this 
opinion, to one of them atone the right to prescribe rules 
for the government of the others; and to that one, loo, 
which is unclected by and independent of the natiou.”?  * 
* * x «The Constitution, on this hypothesis, is a 
mere thing of wax, in the hands of the judiciary, which they 
may twist and sbape into any form they please. It should 
be remembered as an axiom of eternal truth in politics, that 
whatever power in any Government is independent, is abso- 
lute also ; in theory only at first, while the spiritot the peo- 
ple is up, but in practice as fast as that relaxes. Independ- 
ence ean be trusted nowhere but with the people in mass, 
‘They are inherently independent ef all but moral law.?? 


In a letter written in 1820, to Mr. Jarvis, he 
used the following language: 


“The Constitution has erected no such single tribunal, 
knowing that, to whatever hands confided, with the cor- 
ruptions of time and party, its members would become 
despots. It bas more wisely made all the departments co- 
equal and co-sovereign within themselves.” 


To Judge Johnson he wrote, in 1823, these 
striking words: 

« f cannot lay down my pen without recurring to one of 
the subjects of my former letter, for, in truth, there is no 
danger 1 apprehend so much as the consolidation of our 
Government by the noiseless, and therefore unalarming, 
instrumentality of the Supreme Court. This isthe form in 
which Federalism now arrays itself; and consolidation is the 
present principle of distinction between Republicans and 
pseuilo-Republicans, but real Federdigh.”” 


And General Jackson entertained opinions in 
reference to the powers of the Supreme Court as 
little in harmony with the views and doctrines of 
the modern Democracy as are those I have quoted 
from Mr. Jefferson. In his message vetoing the 
bill for rechartering the bank of the United States, 
he said: 

«The opinion of the judges has no more authority over 


Congress than the opinion of Congress over the judges ; and, 
on that point, tbe President is independent of both. "The 
authority of the Supreme Court must not, therefore, be per- 
mitted to control the Congress or she Executive, when act- 
ing in their legislative capacities, but to have only such 
influence as the force of their reasoning may deserve.” 


It isevident that the sage of Monticello and the 
hero of the Hermitage, could they return to earth, 
would find no seats reserved for them at any Dem- 
ocratic banquet. 

The Republicans of to-day stand with Mr. Jef- 
ferson and the old Republican party on this ques- 
tion, and not with the oliga®hy for whose uses 
the so-called Democratic organization is kept yp. 
- The Democratic party*having made what they 
are pleased to call the Dred Scott decisiory the 
main plank of their platform, I propose tofhow 


what that decision is, what it implies, ang what 
is its basis or foundation. 
The facts in this case were as follows. I read 


from the report: 


& In the year 1834, the plaintiff, Dred Scott, was a negro 
slave belonging to Dr. Emerson, who was a surgeon in the 
Army of the United States. In that year, 1834, said Dr. 
Emerson took the plaintiff from the State of Missouri to the 
military post at Rock Island, in the State of Tllinois, and 
heid him there as a slave, until the month of April or May, 
1836. At the time last mentioned, said Dr. Emerson re- 
moved the plaintiff from said military post at Rock Island 
to the military post at Fort Snelling, situate on the west 
bank of the Mississippi river, in the Territory known as 
Upper Louisiana, acquired by the United States of France, 
and situate north of the latitude of 36° 30 north, and north 
of the State of Missouri; said Dr. Emerson held the plain- 
tiff in slavery at Fort Snelling fr@gn the said last-mentioned 
date until the year 1833. + + k ki * 

“In the year 1838, said Dr. Emerson removed the plain- 


tiff from said fort Snelling to the State of Missouri, where 
he has ever since resided.” 


In the year 1838, Dr Emerson sold the plain- 
tiff to the defendant, Sandford. 

The defendant pleaded in abatement to the juris- 
diction of the court, that the plaintiff was nota 
citizen of the State of Missouri, because he wasa 
negro of African descent, and his ancestors were 
of pure African blood, and were brought into this 
country and sold as negro slaves. 

The court sustained the plea in abatement, and 
decided that, concéding the plaintiff to be a free- 
man, he was not, under the Constitution, a citizen 
of the State of Missouri or of the United States, 
for the reason that he was a negro of African 
descent, and that his ancestors were of pure Af- 
rican blood, and brought to this country and sold 
as slaves. This adjudication, of course, termin- 
ated the case, and Dred Scottgvas turned out of 
court. ; 

But after the court had thus made an end of the 
suit, and declared that there were no parties be- 
fore them, the slaveholding majority proceeded 
to inquire whether, in point of fact, the plaintiff 
was a freeman; and this brought them to a con- 
sideration of the question of the validity and con- 
stitutionality of the Missouri compromise restric- 
tion, and their opinion, which, for convenience 
sake, I shall hereafter speak of as a decision, 
although it was not-a decision in any proper or 
legal sense, was, that this restriction was uncon- 
stitutional and void, and that Dred Scott remained 
a slave. Their opinion was clear and explicit, 
that neither Congress nor the people of a Terri- 
tory had authority, under the Constitution, to 
legislate for the exclusion of slavery from any of 
the Territories of the United States. By the Con- 
stitution itself, they argued, slaves were recog- 
nized and known as property; ‘the right of prop- 
erty in slaves,” they said, was ‘distinctly and 
expressly affirmed’? in that instrument, and the 
only authority conferred upon Congress was ‘the 
power COUPLED WITH THE DUTY of guarding and 
protecting the owner in-his rights.” : 

These judges readily admitted that, but for the 
constitutional sanction of slavery, it would be 
fully competent for Congress to legislate for its 
reguiation or prohibition in the Territories. They 
stated that the court had decided in a previous 
case that the power of Congress to govern the 
Territories was ‘unquestionable, and added, 
“in this we entirely concur, and nothing will be 
found in this opinion to the contrary;’’ thus de- 
stroying, root and branch, the whole doctrine of 
popular or squatter sovereignty. But inasmuch 
as the Constitution has taken hold of slaves as 
property, and thrown its protection and guaran- 
tees around that species of property, it results, 
they maintained, that Congress, which is itself the 
creature of the Constitution, cannot have power 
to destroy or impair that which the Constitution 
affirms and protects. Now, if it be true that 
slaves are property under the Constitution of the 
United States, which is the supreme law; that 
this instrament, which governs and controls, in 
respect to all questions upon which it speaks, 
within all the States, as well as ‘Territories, at- 
taches to a particular class of human beings the 
character and imprints upon them the stamp of 
property, and confers upon Congress “ the power 
coupled with the duty of protecting this prop- 
erty,” for the reason that it is property by a con- 
stitutional recognition, it will be difficult to resist 
the conclusion to which these judges have arrived; 
nay, it will be impossible to resist it, or that other 
conclusion to which this decision reaches, namely: 
THAT THIS KIND OF PROPERTY MAY BE TAKEN, 
HELD, USED, BOUGHT AND SOLD, IN EACH AND ALL 
or THE STATES or TuE Union. This result, in- 
evitable from the Dred Scott decision, is what-will 
be judicially asserted whenever the time shall 
come—and come it will if the Democratic party 
remains in power but a few years more—for rais- 
ing the question; whenever, in the opinion of 
those who control the court, the time is ripe for 
such a decision; or, in other words, whenever the 
oligarchy shall believe that the northern people 
will submit to it, and consent that every State in 
the Union shall be a slave State, The real and 
overshadowing question which by this decision 
is presented to the country, is not whether free- 
dom is national, but is whether it has even a sec- 
tion where it may dwell; it is whether slavery 18 
not national and universal. e's 
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It is clear that whatsoever is property by the 
highest law of the land, is entitled to the rights, 
immunities, and protections of property wherever 
that highest law prevails. The Constitution of 
the United States is in force in every State of the 
Union; and all laws of Congress, all laws of 
States, and. all State constitutions, which are in 
conflict with its provisions, are inoperative and 
void. Ifa slave is property, by or under the au- 
thority of the Federal Constitution, this relation 
or character cannot be destroyed, or injuriously 
affected, by the constitution of a State; for where 
ever and in whatever respect these constitutions 
are inconsistent with each other, the latter must 

jield to the former. If the Constitution of the 
nited States declares that a man held as a slave 
is property, he may be so held, treated, and re- 
garded in all places where that fundamental and 
supreme law is in operation; and a provision in 
the constitution of the State of Maine, that there 
shall be no such thing as property in men within 
that State, cannot stand a moment against the 
Constitution of the United States, which says 
that there may be; and the theory of the practical 
exclusion of slavery by eatery legislation is 
fallacious and wholly inadmissible; itisas unsound 
as it is dishonest. If the chattelship of a slave is 
recognized and secured by the Constitution of the 
United States, itis something more than a merely 
nominal recognition; forasecurity which is merely 
nominal is no security at all. The constitutional 
guarantee or protection is of no account, if the 
tates, or Territories, or Congress, may at their 
pleasure render that which is the subject of pro- 
tection valueless, or not worth possessing. But 
if it should be conceded, as I will not deny it may 
be, that the State Legislatures, and the legislative 
authorities for the Territories, whether Federal 
orlocal, may pass laws regulating the possession, 
use, sale, and enjoyment of property in general, 
if they may, by taxation or otherwise, render the 
holding of any particular kind of property un- 
profitable and burdensome, it does not follow that 
they have such power over slave property, and 
they have not, if the Dred Scott decision be good 
law, and for this obvious reason: that of all things 
on earth, of all articles, of all names and descrip- 
tions of chattels, goods, wares, and possessions, 
(with the exception of. slaves,) not one is made 
property by the Federal Constitution; not one is 
recognized in name or by implication as property. 
The Constitution recognizes undoubtedly the idea 
of property; but the specific articles or things 
which shail be held and regarded as such it does 
not name or indicate, with the single exception 
-(if the doctrine of the judges of the Supreme 
Court and the Democratic party be sound) of 
negro slaves, 
or recognize them as property, and soit is en- 
tirely competent for any State or Territory, by 
its law-making power, to declare that there shail 
be within its jurisdiction no such thing as prop- 
erty in a horse; whatever is property by stat- 
ute may be deprived of that character by stat- 
ute; and whatever by the common law, or by 
the understanding and consent of mankind, is 
regarded as property, may cease to be such in any 
country, if the law-making power thereof shall 
so determine. Of the truth of this proposition 
there can be no doubt; it is acted upon cvery year 
in the States, and in allsovereignties. The States 
are sovereign, except in so far as their power is 
limited by the Constitution of the United States. It 
is not claimed that the power of the States to de- 
clare what shall or shall not be treated as prop- 
erty within their own limits kas been taken from 
them, always excepting the one case of slaves. 
One State has provided by legislation that there 
shall be no property in cart-wheels of less than a 
certain width; another, that there shall be no such 
thing as property within its jurisdiction in game 
cocks; es that an inferior and vicious spe- 
cies of cattle, which were being brought into it 
from a neighboring country, shall not be intro- 
duced, held, or kept as property, within itslimits; 
another, that there shall be no protection to, and 
no property in, domestic liquors; and when the 
question of the power of the State to pass such a 
law was raised and preseated to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, that tribunal decided in fa- 
vor of the power: : Thus, in all cases, and in ref- 
ence to all kinds of: property, except slave prop- 


It does not make horses property,. 


erty, the States and. Territories have. unlimited 
power, and if they may deny the fact of property 
in any particular article or thing, they may, of 
course, regulate its use and enjoyment. si 
The truth is, this question of property belongs 
exclusively to the local sovereignties, and the 
Constitution of the United States does not in.an 
manner recognize slaves as property. In this 
country, where the Federal Constitution is silent 
upon the subject of what is or is not property, the 
only limitation upon State authority is what pos- 
sibly may result from the operation of a constitu- 
tional law of Congress; as, in the case of a rev- 
enue law, the effect may be to recognize property 
in any article of mewghandise imported into the 
country upon which imposts are levied and paid, 
which article, thus recognized as property by a 
law paramount to any State authority, must be 
respected and treated as such within the States; 
and if this he true, it illustrates the position, that 
whatever is property under a recognition superior 
to State authority enjoys a special protection. If 
imported liquors are entitled to such protection by. 
operation of a constitutional law of Congress, @ 
fortiori is slave property, by virtue of the Consti- 
tution itself. € 
The power of the Territories over property is 
derived from their organic acts, and is generally, 
if not always, (with the exception of slavery pro- 
hibitions,) unrestricted by such acts, so that the 
authority of Territorial Legislatures, in. respect 
to property, is similar to that of State Legisla- 
tures; and the celebrated axiom of Mr. Clay, that 
‘* thatis property which the law makes property,” 
is true in the States and Territories alike; thatis, 
true in respect to all things which are the rightful 
subjects of property—which are susceptible of 
being made property by any human law. Hence 
it comes that each State and Territory decides for 
itself what shall be known and respected as prop- 
erty within its jurisdiction, Whatever the law 
of Massachusetts makes property, is property in 
that State; and whatever the law of Nebraska 
makes property, is property in Nebraska; and 
nothing is, or can be, property in either, in viola- 
tion of the local law; and nothing can be property 
in any State or Territory because it is. property 
anywhere or everywhere else. The law of Maine 
must govern in that State, and not the law of 
North Curolina; the law of Nebraska must gov-, 
ern.in Nebraska, and not the Jaw of Alabama. 
There is no hardship or inequality in all this; the 
same law applies to all, residents and non-resi- 
dents. The citizen of New York, who removes 
to Nebraska with his property, does not hold it 
in Nebraska because it was property in New 
York, but simply because he finds it to be prop- 
erty In Nebraska by her own law. His title 
there does not necessarily rest.upon the fact that 
itis property by the general consent of ‘the civil- 
ized world;. for, notwithstanding that general 
recognition, it may lose its character of property 
in Nebraska by the force of her Jocal legislation 
But the States and Territories can pass no un- 
equal laws, and deprive one description of per- 
sons or citizens of rights enjoyed by others; they 
cannot enact that a horse may be property in the 
hands of one man, and not in those of another; 
they. may impose no unequal taxes, or make un- 
just discriminations between residents and non- 
residents, natives and foreigners, citizens of one 
State and citizens of another Statc—in this sense, 
one cannot be deprived of his property without 
due process of law—but whenever, in the judg- 
ment of the law-making authority, the good and 
welfare of the people, and the advancement of the | 
State will be promoted by a gencral law, operating 
upon all alike, which shall remove from any arti- 
cle, before held as Dey that character or-re- 
lation, itmay do so; otherwise, itis not sovereign. 
From this examination of the Dred Scott de- | 
cision, we perceive the startling character and far- 
reaching consequencesof the new claims of the oli- 
garchy. We find that this Constitution of our 
fathers, in which Madison would not allow the 
idea of slavery to be seen at all, and which was 
accepted as a great charter of human rights under 
which it was hoped the people of the United 
States might be able to.rid theniselves of this ac- 
knowledged evil, carries slavery, of ils own force, 


into every State as well as every Territory of 
the United States, and plants it there so deeply 


and firmly that no power remains adequate’ to its” 
expulsion... The States may prohibit or discour=: 


age everything else; but. slavery-is-of so°mich : 


greater utility and necessity than any other prop-: * 
erty, that it. has been clothed-upon ‘with-sanctity: 
by the -Constitution itself; and- is. inviolable. 
he expedient. of unfriendly: legislation,: it.nas: 
been seen, isnot admissible, for. the subject to 
which it is to'be applied cannot. be affected: bys 
it; the-property in this.caseis. not; likeordt+: 
nary property, within the control:.of State le- 
gislation, but it is property that has. been raised; 
by the Constitution. ef the. United Statës: toza: 
position where it is unassailable. Any local-law. 
impairing a right which rests upon a special con-~. 
stitutional sanction must be declared inoperative, 
of course. Property founded upon such a right: 
cannot be subjected. to any laws or: regulations 
more onerous than are made to apply to. other 
property, or perhaps than attach to the’ most . 
favored descriptions of property; certainly, any. 
invidious legislation, and all regulations discrim- 
inating against it, would be unconstitutional. The 
laws protecting other property would protect this; 
actions of case, trespass, replevin—in fine, all the 
appropriate remedies for injuries to. property — 
would lie.as well-for torts.to this property as to 
any other. To maim.a-slave. would be trespass; 
to steal him would be larceny. So, an affirmative 
code for the protection of slave property would in 
almost every conceivable case be unnecessary; and 
unfriendly legislation would in ‘all cases be huga- 
tory. What cannot be done directly cannot be 
done indirectly. I say this, it will be understool, 
upon the assumption that the Dred Scott decision 
is right, and is to be carried out in allits implica- 
tions bythe Federal courts, as it undoubtedly will 
be, so long as the Democratic party continues in 
power. ; 
Mr. Chairman, if the Dred Scott decision is 
good law, and it shall be acquiesced in as such, 
the question of freedom or slavery in this country 
is irrevocably settled; the Constitution which the 
builders constructed is already overthrown, and 
the Union for liberty and: republicanism; which 
rested thereon, exists no longer; and the founda: 
tions of a Union for a grinding servitude on the 
one side, and an arrogant oligarchy on the other, 
to be erected upon its fuins, have been com- 
menced. ; aipe ; 
T have dwelt at length upon this branch of my 
subject, because I perceive that this decision em- 
braces and involves every question in respect to the 
existence,extension,and perpetuation of slavery. 
Itis the essential platform of the Democratic party; 
it covers every claim that the oligarchy sets up} it 
forbids the prohibition of slavery extension; it de- 
clares, in effect, that the Constitution, ex preprio 
vigore, carries slavery ibto every Territory: dnd 
every State of the Union, and extends toslaveprop- 
erty a degree of favor and protection such as is 
accorded to no other kind of property; it vindi- 
cates the slave trade, and demands, by an impe- 
rious logic, its reopening and legalization; for, if it 
is true that negroes have ‘‘no rights which white 
men are bone to respect,” if their normal. and 
rightful status—I hardly know what word to use 
when I speak of'a man as a thing—is that of 
property, and if this is so plain that the Supreme 
Court is bound to say that itis true, although the 


| Constitution makes no reference to themas’such, 


with what propriety can the importation of them 
be made piracy? What.good reason can be given 
for such a restriction as is contained in the Jaws 
against the slave trade, upon what is in itself a 


‘legitimate subject of commerce? Why make it 


criminal to import slaves, when property in them 
already within the United States is more: highly 


| favored by the Constitution than property in any 


other form? : ; 

I come now to inquire in regard to the basis or 
foundation of this extraordinary decision; -to as- 
certain and examine the grounds upon which. it 


i rests; and I discover that they are as follows: 


I, That whereas, by the opinions of the civil 
ized world before and at the time of the formatior 
of the- Constitution, negroes of African descent 
were an inferior race, fit only to be slaves, and 
intended by their. Creator to occupy that place or 
status in the world, it could not have been under- 
stood that they were to be citizens of the United 
States. They were regarded as the subjects of 
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property, and not as persons entitled to the rights 
and franchises of citizenship: 

ALS ‘The doctrine of Mr. Calhoun and his dis- 

* ciples; that slavery isnot only right and fit, so. 


far as theslave is concerned, buta blessing to free- 
men; a- necessary relation in society, and the very 
corner-stone of true and legitimate government. 

JL. ‘The provisions in the Constitution in ref- 
erence tó the slave trade and the return of fugi- 
tives from service or labor. : 

Under some or all of these heads may be found 
the reasons which brought the judges, who uni- 
ted in the opinion of the court, to make the Dred 
Scott decision. And I will here observe, that 
although in giving in their opinions they differed 
from each other in many respects, and so far that 
it may be disputed whether a majority were 
agreed upon any particular’ line of reasoning, it 
can hardly be doubted that what is called the 
“opinion of the court,” pronounced by Chief 
Justice Taney, embodies in its results the opin- 
ions. of the majority of the court. This is the 
understanding of the President, of the South, 
and of the Democratic party, as is seen by their 
declarations and platforms. 

I. The African race, we are assured by a 
majority of the court, had, for more than a cen- 
tury before the formation of the Constitution— 

& Been regarded as beings of an inferior order, and ałto- 
gether unfit to associute with the white race, either m 
social or political relations; and so far inferior, Wat they 
had no rights which the white man was bound to respect; 
and that the negro might justly aud lawfully be reduced to 
slavery forthis benefit. He was bought and sold and treated | 
as an ordinary article of merchandise and traffic, whenever 
à profit. could be made by it. ‘This opinion was at that 
time fixed and. universal in the civilized portion of the 
white race. - It was regarded as an axiom in morals as well 
as in politics, which no one thought of disputing, or sup- 
posed to be open to dispute; and men in every grade and 
position of society daily and habitually acted upon it in 
their private pursuits, as well as in matters of public con- 
cern, without doubting for a moment the correctness of 
tis opinion.” * # = x. t They were nover 
thought of or spoken of except as property, and when the 
claims of the owner or the profits of the trader were sup- 
posed to need protection.” : 


Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly true that, for 
many years preceding the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, members of the African race had been 
held in slavery on this continent; but how, and 
why, and by whom this’ practice was commenced 
and continued, appears in the quotations which I 
made at the commencement of these remarks. 
They were held in that condition, and had been 
reduced to it, wrongfully and with a strong hand; 
because they were weak, and not because it was 
right or just; by the force of superior power, as 
millions of the white race had for many centuries 
been held in slavery upon the continent of Wu- 
rope. They were held as slaves at the formation 
of the Constitution, because they had been brought 
here and forced upon our people while they were 
yet the colonies of Great Britain. After their in- 
dependence, they could not be enfranchised at 
once; they could not be placed in possession of 
political power in aday ora year. But, sir, if 
there is anything true in the history of those times, 
the men of the Revolution did not approve or jus- 
tify the system. ‘They felt it to be wrong, cruelly, | 
strangely wrong; they regarded their relations to 
these unfortunate beings as false and unnatural, 
and it was their earnest desire and full determina- 
tion to change them, as in general terms I have 
already shown, and as I will more fully prove 
hereafter. That they or their ancestors. regarded 
the ‘Africans as unfit for “political relations” -I 
means Africans, as such, and not slaves—is dis- 
proved by the fact stated by Judge Curtis in his 
opinion, and supported by the authorities to which | 
he referred, that prior to this. time ‘all free native- 
born inhabitants of the States of New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, and | 
North. Carolina, though descended from African | 
slaves, were not only citizens of those States, Lat | 
such of them as had the other necessary qualifi- 
cations possessed the franchise of electors onequal 
terms with other citizens.” 

That the Africans at the time referred to were 
‘regarded as so far inferior that they had NO RIGHTS | 
WHICH. WHITE MEN WERE BOUND TO RESPECT, and | 
that the negro might sustTLy and lawfully be reduced | 
to slavery for his benefit? That ‘* this opinion was i 
at. that time fixed: dnd universan in the civilized | 


portions. of the white racej” that ‘it was regarded 


as an-axiom in morals as well as in politics, which. 
No ONE thought of disputing, or supposed to be OPEN 
to dispute;”’ that ‘men in every grade and posi- 
tion in society’? never doubted *‘for a moment the 
correctness of this opinion,” are asseverations so 
strange and monstrous, sò plainly, greatly, shock- 
ingly untrue, that one hardly knows how to meet 
them—he is staggered and confounded by their 
grossness.and audacity. f 

But these inventions were necessary to lay a 
foundation for the Dred Scott decision, and, in- 
deed, form its- chief corner stone. How totally 
unsupported they are by the history of. those 
times, 1 shall show by testimony the most direct 
and overwhelining, and of yhich one would sup- 

ose Chief Justice Taney could not have heen 
ignorant. That, atthe time of the adoption of the 
Constitution, the opinion in regard to negroes 
(which the Chief Justice says “was fixed and 
universal in the civilized portions of the white 
race”) was not.as he has stated it; bat, on the 
other hand, that it was considered that the black 
man had “rights which white men were bound to 
respect;”’and thathe might not “‘ justly Lereduced 
to slavery for the white man’s benefit;’’ that it 
was not an axiom in morals that he might justly 
be made a slave; that his true and proper condi- 
tion was not that of a slave, and therefore of prop- 
erty, but that of a human, sentient, responsible, 
immortal being, possessing the same natural 
rights with other mew, appears from the proceed- 
ings of numerous public bodies, the writings and 
speeches of eminent men, representatives of vari- 
ous interests and classes, of statesmen, politicians, 
lawyers, philosophers, poets, divines, in this 
country and in Europe, whose opinions, with the 
members of the convention which framed the 
Constitution, were of the highest authority, and 
some of whom, indeed, were themselves mem- 
bers of that body. From this mass of testimony 1 
will make such selections as my time will permit, 
_ In the year 1785, three years before the adop- 
tion of the Federal Constitution, a bill for the 
abolition of slavery was passed by the Legislature 
of New York, to which Chancellor Livingston, 
clarum et venerabile nomen, the magistrate who 
administered to George Washington his first oath 
of office as President of the United States, ob- 
jected, not that it abolished slavery, but that it 


did not go further, and clothe the negro with all the 


rights and privileges of white men. To his objec- 
tions I beg to call your particular attention; they 
were as follows: 


“1, Because the last clause of the bill enacts that no ne- 
gro, mulatto, or mustce, shall have a legal vote in-any case 
whatsoever; which implicatively excludes persons of this 
description from all share in the Legislature, and those of- 
fices in Which a vote may be necessary, as well as from the 
important privilege of electing those by whom they are to 
be governed ; the bill having, in other instances, placed the 
children that shall be born of slaves in the rank of citizens, 
agreeable both to the spirit and letter of the Constitution, 
they are, as such, entitled to ail the privileges of citizens; 
nor can they be deprived of these essential rights without 
shocking those principles of equal liberty which every 
page in that Constitution labors to enforce. 

9. Because it holds up a doctrine which is repugnant to 
the principles on which the United States justify their sep- 
aration trom Great Britain, and either enacts whatis wrong 
or supposes that those may rightfully be charged with the 
burdens of Government who have no representative share 
in imposing them. 

«3, Because this class of disfranchised and discontented 
citizens, who at some fature period may be both numerous 
and wealthy, may, under the direction of ambitious or fac- 
tious leaders, become dangerous to the State, and effect the 
ruin of a Constitution whose benefits they are not permitted 


j to enjoy. 


«4, Because the ercation of an order of citizens who are 
to have no legislative or representative share in the Gov- 
ernment, necessarily lays the foundation of an aristocracy of 
the most dangerous and malignant kind, rendering power per~ 
manent and hereditary in the hands of those persons who de- 
duce their origin through white ancestors only ; though these, 
at some future period, should not amount to a fitticth part 
of the people. That this is not a chimerical supposition 
will be apparent to those who reflect that the term mustee 


is iudefinite ; that the desire of power will induce those who í 


po: it to exclude competitors by extending it as far as 
possible; that, supposing it to extend to the seventeenth 
generation, every.man will have the blood of many more 
than two hundred thousand ancestors running in his veins ; 
and that, if any of these should bave been colored, his pos- 
terity will, by the operation of this Jaw, be disfranchised ; 
so that, if only one thousandth part of the black inhabitants 
now in the State should intermarry with the white, their 
posterity Will amount to so many miliions that it WUE be 
difficult to suppose a fillicth partof the people born within 
State two hundred years henee, who may be entitled 
to share in the benefits which our excellent Constitution 
intended to secure to every free inhabitant of the State. 
«5, Because the last clause of the bil, being general, 


deprives those black, mulatto, and mustce citizens, who 
have heretofore been entitled to « vote, of this essential priv- 
lege, and under the idea of political expediency, without 
their having been charged with any offense, disfranchises 
them, in direct violation of the established rules of justice, 
against the letter and spirit of the Constitution, and tends 
to support a doctrine which is inconsistent with the most 
obvious principles of government, that the Legislature may 
arbitrarily: dispose of the dearest rights of their constitu- 
ents.” $ 

Have I made no mistake? Is it true; is it pos- 
gible that, in the face of this noble protest, which 
more than covers all the positions of the Repub- 
lican party, Judge Taney could have used the lan- 
guage I have quoted? Can it be, that in drawing 
an elaborate opinion in a great case, the most im- 
portani in its bearings and issues ever pronounced 

y an earthly court, and in which historical ac- 
curacy was of the first necessity, he could have 
ignored the record J have cited, and the facts which 
it proves, and have solemnly declared that, in 
1788; when the Constitution was formed, and for 
more than a century before, the black race were 
regarded as ‘altogether unfit to associate with the 
white race, either in social or political relations,” 
and might ‘justly and lawfully be reduccd to sla- 
very for their benefit,” and that this opinion was 
“fixed and universal in the civilized portion of the 
white race??? 

The Legislature of Pennsylvania, in 1780, 
passed an act abolishing slavery in that State, 
which was introduced by the following preamble, 
the authorship of which | have heard—I know not 
with what authority—ascribed to Dr, Franklin: 

«When we contemplate our abhorrence of that condition 
to whieh the arms and tyranny of Great Britain were ex- 
erted to reduce us; when we look back upon the variety of 
dangers to which we have been exposed, and how miracu- 
Jously our wants in many instances have been supplied, 
and our deliverances wrought, when even hope aud human 
fortitude have become unequal to the conflict, we are wia: 
voidably led to a serious and grateful sense of the manifold 
blessings which we have undeservedly received from the 
hand of that Being from whom every good and perfect gift 
cometh. Impressed with these ideas, we conceive that it 
is our duty, and we rejoice that it is in our power, to ex- 
tend a portion of that freedom to others which hath been 
extended to us, and release from that state of thralidom, to 
which we ourselves were tyrannically doomed, and from 
which we have now every prospect of being delivered. It 
is not for us to inquire why, in the creation of mankind, the 
inhabitants of the several parts of the earth were distin- 
guished by a difference in feature or complexion. 

© Jt is suflicient to know that all are the work of an Al- 
mighty hand. We find, in the distribution of the hunan 
species, that the most fertile, as well as the most barren, 
parts of the earth, are inhabited by men of a complexion 
different from ours, and from each other; from whence we 
may reasonably, as well as religiously infer, that He who 
placed them in their various situations hath extended 
equally His care and protection to all; and it becometh not 
us to counteract his mercies. We esteem it a peculiar 
blessing granted to us, that we are enabled this day to add 
oné more step toward universal civiliz¥tion by removing, 
as much as possible, the sorrows of those who have lived. 
in undesgrved bondage, and by which, from the assumed 
authority of the Kings of Great Britain, no effectual legal 
relief could be obtained. Weaned by a long course of ex- 
perience from those narrow prejudices and partialities we 
had imbibed, we find our hearts enlarged with kindness 
and benevolence towards men of all conditions and na- 
tions ; and we conceive ourselves, at this particular period, 
extraordinarily called upon, by the blessings which we 
have reccived, to manifest the sincerity of our profession, 
and to give a substantial proof of our own gratitude. 

«c And whereas the condition of those persons who have 
heretofore been denominated negro and mulatto slaves hag 
been attended with circumstances which not only deprived 
them of the common blessings which by nature they were 
entitled to, but has cast them into the deepest afflictions, by 
an unnatural separation and sale of husband and wife from 
each other, and trom their children~-an injury Whe greatness 
of which can only be conceived by supposing that we were 
in the same unhappy case ; in justice, therefore, to persons 
so unhappily cireumstanced, and who have no prospect be- 
fore them whereon they may rest their sorrows aud their 
hopes—have no reasonable inducement to render their ser- 
vice to society which they otherwise might 5 aud also in grate - 
fui commemoration of our own happy deliverance from 
that state of unconditional submission :o which we were 
doomed by the tyranny of Britain: Therefore, Be if en- 
acted,” &e. 

Sir, this splendid preamble, and the act which 
it introduced, were no trifling or obscure matters. 
They were the production of great men, acting on 
a most conspicuous theater, and their work is 
one of historical interest and grandeur. It was to 
this preamble that Mr. Webster referred, at Phil- 
adelphia; in 1844, in these words: 

«“'Fhat preamble was the work of your fathers. They 
sleep in honored graves. There isnot, | believe, one man 
living now who was engaged in that most righteous act. 
There are words in that preamble fit to be read by all who 
inherit the blood, by all who bear the name, by all who 
cherish the memory of an honored and virtuous ancestry 
And Lask every one of you now present, ere -eight-and- 
forty hours pass over your heads, to turn to that act, toread 
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that preamble; and if you are Pennsylvanians, the blood 
will stir and prompt you to do your duty. There are argu- 
ments in that preamble far surpassing anything that uy 
poor ability could advance, and there { leave the subject.” 

Oh, sir, that the Pennsylvanians would now 
read that preamble! . The blood- would stir, and 
they would be prompted to their duty by taking 
that commanding position in the army of freedom 
to which they are called by the just renown and 
the glorious memories of their ancestors, whose 
utterances in behalf of liberty and human rights 
were among the most eloquent and fervid that 
have ever been heard upon this continent. 

But, Mr. Chairman, where has Judge Taney 
been, that, notwithstanding this action of the Penn- 
sylvania Legislature eight years before the Consti- 
tution was adopted, he should have the boldness 
to say that, by the common consentof mankind, 
at the time this act was passed, negroes ‘had no 
rights which white men were bound to respect,” 
and might justly and lawfully be reduced to sla- 
very for his benefit; and that this was an axiom 
in morals as well as politics which no one thought 
of disputing, and upon which men of every grade 
and position in society daily and habitually acted? 

Sir, is it not manifest and certain that the men 


of the Revolution—the framers of our institutions | 


—acted in the light and spirit of these testimonies, 
rather than in that thick darkness of inhumanity 
and practical atheism in which the Chief Justice 
had been groping? 

{n.1773, Dr. Benjamin Rush, of Philadelphia, 
who, to the reputation of.an eminent physician 
added that of a distinguished philanthropist and 
statesman, issued an address to the inhabitants of 
America on slave-keeping, in which he said: 

“ Liberty and property form the basis of abundance and 
good agriculture. I never observed it to flourish where 
those rights of mankind were not firmly established. The 
earth, which multiplies her productions with a Kind of pro- 
fusion under the hands of the free-born laboror, seems. to 
shrink into barrenness under the sweatof the slave. Such 
is the will of the Great Author of our nature, who has cre- 
ated man free, and assigned to him the earth, that he might 
cultivate his possessiou with the sweat of his brow, but 
still should enjoy his liberty”? 

Warming with his subject, and passing from 
the material to the moral and religious aspect of 
it, he exclaims: ; 

“Ye men of sense and virtue, ye advocates for Ameri- 


can liberty, rouse up, and espouse the cause of humanity 
and general liberty. Beara testimony against a vice which 


degrades human nature, tnd dissolves that universal tie of | 
benevolence which should connect all the children of men 


together in one great family, The plant of liberty is of so 
tender a nature that it cannot thrive long im the neighbor- 
hood of slavery. Reinomber, the eyes of all Europe are 
tixed upon you, to preserve an asylum for freedom in this 
country, after the last pillars of it are fallen in every otber 
quarter of the globe. - 


& But chiefly, ye ministers of the Gospel, whose domin- | 


jon over the, principles and actions of men isso universally 
acknowledged and felt; ye who estimate the worth of your 
fellow-creatures by their immortality, and, thefefore must 
took upon alt mankind as equals, lel your zeal keep pace 
with your opportunities to put a stop toslavery. While you 
enforce the duties of, ‘tithe and cummin,’ neglect not the 
weighitier taws of justice and humanity. Slavery is a hy- 
dra sin, and includes in it every violation of the precepts 
of the Jaw and the Gospel. In vain will you command your 
flocks to offer up the incense of faith and charity, while they 
continueto mringle the sweat and blood of negro slaves with 
their sacrifices.” ; 
_ To our conscientious and devoted clergymen, 
who, for following too closely the precepts and 
injunctions of their Divine Master, have been 
showered with torrents of abuse by demagogues 
and blackguards, these earnest words of a true 
patriot and a sincere Christian bear healing in 
their wings. z 

Dr. Franklin, in 1790, but two years subse- 
quent to the adoption of the Constitution, in the 
name and behalf of the Pennsylvania Society for 


Promoting the Abolition of Slavery, prepared a | 


memorial to. the Congress of the United States, 
in which he used the following language: 


“ Prom a‘perstasion that equal liberty was originally the 
portion and is still thebirthright of all men, and infiuenced 
by the strong ties of. humanity and the principles of their 


institution, your memoridlists conceive themselves bound | 


‘to use alt justifiable endeavors to loosen the bonds of sla- 
very, and promote a general enjoyment of the biessings of 
freedom. Under these impressions, they earnestly entreat 
your attention to the. subject.ot slavery’; that you will be 
pleased to countenance the restoration to liberty of these 
unhappy men, whi alone, in this land of freedom, are de- 
graded into perpetuai bondige ; and who, amid the general 
joy of surrounding freemen, are groaning in servile subjec- 
tion; that you will devise means for removing this incon- 
sistency of character from the American people ; that yon 
Will promote mercy and justice—” - 
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; subject of merchandise? l 
| tion was-he suffering, that he could assert-that it 


Judge Taney says everybody believed that sla- 
very was justice— : 
“towards this distressed. race; and thot you will step to 
the very verge of the power vested in you for discouraging 


| every species of traffic in the persons of our fellow-men.” 


„It is nota little strange that Dr. Franklin and 
his associatesshould have been so ignorant of the 
Constitution, and what it was made for, and of 


| the sentiment of the times, as not to have known 


that it was intended to-recognize and perpetuate 
human slavery, and that, in point of fact, it re- 
garded slaves as property, and incapable of being 
made citizens by any power inthe country. In- 
stead of knowing the facts now asserted by Judge 
Taney as the basis of a judicial decision, they 


| even supposéd—so friendly, in their view, was 


that instrument to liberty—that Congress might 
in some way ‘ countenance”’ the abolition of sla- 


very. 

That Virginia was in no wise behind Pennsyl- 
vania in her desire for the abolition of slavery, in 
her sense of its injustice, and in her advocacy of 
the rights of human nature, is of common knowl- 
edge, derived from the citations so often made 
from the writings of Washington, Jefferson, Mad- 
ison, Patrick Flenry, Tucker, Wythe, indeed, of 
all her great names of the revolutionary period. 
I need not quote them. But I will read a brief 
extract, not so well known, fron an address pub- 
lished in the Virginia Gazettee in 1767: 

“Now, as freedom is unquestionably the birthright of all. 
mankind, Africans as well as Europeans, to keep the for- 
mer in a state of slavery is a constant violation of that 
right, and therefore of justice.” 

And yet the opinion. was ‘universal’’ that 
Africans had no rights! 

* But, sir, to remove all foundation for the argu- 
ment raised-by Chief Justice Taney, and to prove 
affirmatively and beyond doubt that the framers 
of the Constitution could not have been influenced 
by such opinions and purposes as he has ascribed 
to them, I refer to.an act of the Virginia Legis- 
lature, in 1783—(Hening’s Statutes, volume 2, 
page 332)—for a knowledge of which I am in- 
debted to the able and very admirable oration of 
Mr. George Sumner, delivered before the author- 
ities of Boston, on the 4th of July, 1859—which 


| repeals the law of 1779, limiting: citizenship to 
| whites, and enacts: ey oud 


“ That all free persons bern within the territory. of this 
Commonwealth shall be deemed citizens of this. Common- 
wealth.?? 

Had the Chief Justice never heard that in his 
native State of Maryland there were very decided 
opinions in regard to the wrongfulness and inex- 


| pediency of slavery at and before the formation of 


the Constitution? Can he believe that the people 
of that State understood that they had, so far.as 


their-own vote was concerned, adopted a funda- | 


mental law for the Union which stamped. the 
African-with an incapacity to become.a citizen; 
that looked upon him as a proper and rightful 
Under what hallucina- 


was, in Maryland as well as in the other States, 
an axiom in morals and politics that the negro 
might be justly reduced to slavery, when he must 
have known that, the very next year after the 
adoption of the Constitution, an abolition socicty 
was organized in that State, the result of the dis- 
cussions which for years had taken place in her 
Legislature, and of such opinions as had been 
expressed by Pinkney, Martin,and others of her 
influential and distinguished citizens? Mr. Pink- 
ney had warned them ‘‘ that slavery would work 
a decay of the spirit of liberty iñ the free States,” 
and that, “by the eternal principles of natural 
justice, no master in the State hasa right to hold 
his slave in bondage a single hour.”* 

Luther Martin said, in 1787: . 

t Slavery is inconsistent with the genius of republican- 
ism, and has a tendency to destroy those principles on 
which it is supported, as it lessens. the sense of the cqual 
righisof mankind and habituates us to tyrauny and oppres- 
sion.” A 

But it would be an endless task to reproduce 
even a tithe of the evidence that might be relied 
upon to sustain the assertion that Judge Taney 
has wholly misunderstood or misrepresented the 
opinions and sentiments which were influential 
and controlling with the members of the consti- 
tutional convention. Massachusetts had already 
abolished slavery; the testimeny ef her great men, 


: for the existence of classes among the people over 


; such as,from thei 


the Adamsés and: others, was against th 
iniquity. It had no defenders: in all’ Nex 
land. Indeed, Dhazatd: nothing-in: saying’: 
the opinion was: general, and: all -but-unive 
from the: St.-Cro!x:to'the Stè Mary, agains 
postulates-of the Chief Justices nti 

Inasmuch as some reliance has bee tby 
the court upon: what is assumed tohavebeernthe 
public opinion-of Europe upon this question iof 
slavery, it will not be-out of place-to give: ? 
extracts from the writings of some of her greai 
minds. preg PT AS pints igat 

: Lord Mansfield, in 1777, in: an opinion whiclt 
declared the law of England, said? : i 

“ The state of slavery is of such a nature thatit isincapa- 
ble of being introduced on any. reasons, morator political, 
but. only by positive law, which preserves. its force Jong 
after the reasons, occasion, and time itself, whence it: was 
created, are erased from the memory. It is so odious ‘thal 
nothing can support it but positive law.’ Whatever.ins 
conveniences, therefore, may follow from. the decision, T 
cannot say this case (Sommerset’s) is allowed or appr 
by the law of England, and therefore the black m: 
discharged.” ps chao 

John Locke wrote: f ; 

‘Slavery is so vile, so miserable a state of man, à dso 
directly opposite to the generous temper and courage of 
our nation, that it is hard to be convinced thatan English 
man, much legs a gentleman, sliould plead for itl? | ; ony 


Charles James Fox, the. early, and: true-friend 
of America, the large-hearted and the-wise psaid’: 

< With regard to a regulation of ‘slavery, my detestation 
of its existence induces me. to know no such.thing <as/a 
regulation of robbery and a restriction of murder... Personal 
freedom is a right of which he who deprives his fellow- 
créature is criminal in so depriving; and he who withirolds 
is no Jess criminal in withholding.” : od i 


Edmund Buke declared: 
“That slavery is a state so improper, so degrading, and 
so ruinous to the feelings and capacities of human nature, 
that it ought not to be suffered to exist.’? gps ee Nae 
Montesquieu, among Frenchmen, wrote: ` 
“ It is impossible for us to suppose these creatures to be 
men; because, allowing them to be men, asuspicion would 
follow that we ourselves are not Christians? Paros 
Again: ` i E 
“In democracies, where they are all upon'an t 
slavery is contrary to the principles of the Constit 
Lafayette said: ceria 
“X would never have ‘drawn’ my sword 
America, if L- could bave conceived that: thereby. 
founding a land of slaverye?) CuS tecr ai iue Fy 
But enough, and more than enough, 
authorities. [submit that they overthrow, beyond 
controversy, the historical statements and propos 
sitions of the Chief Justice. wen, bee 
II. While the propositions which I have been 
considering are undoubtedly those upon which the 
decision was intended. to. rest, it is:manifestithat 
they harmonize ‘with, and derive aid from; the'po= 
litical philosophy of Mr. Calhoun; Mr. McDuffie; 
and others of that-school;- Which teaches: that 
Governments founded: on the. idea. of universal 
liberty are’ radically: false, and necessarily inse» 
cure; thata pure democracy, or a Repubhie iet 
ing upon universal suffrage, must be a practical 
impossibility; and that she only true and: stable 
Governmentis that which recognizesand-provides 


whom it extends. The. theory is, that Govern- 


i ments can securely. rest only on the intelligence. 


and virtue of those who govern, and that it is idle 
to expect that the requisite. intelligence. for: the 
wise exercise of the power’of selecting rulers and 
making laws can be foundamong the classes who 
perform. the. physical: labor. ofa country; that 
eir. position. and. circumstances in 
life, are obliged: to labor daily in the field or shop, 
or elsewhere, cannot find time to inform them- 
selves in -respect to the. facts necessary tobe 
known forthe. formation of correct opinions upon 
questions of administration and policy; that they 
can have no leisure, for political mquiries, and for 
the. acquisition of the general knowledge indis- 
pensable to a wise and judicious use of the elect- 
ive- franchise. Only those, we are told, who are 
relieved from this necessity of daily labor .by the 
labor of subordinate and inferior classes, can prop- 
erly understand the science: of Government and 
the wants of a nation, and be able to know the 
persons ‘who are. wise and virtuous. enough: to 
be intrusted with thé daties of administration. 
“Those who think must govern those who work?” 
says this philosophy and if itsays truly,Mr. Cal- 
houn’s proposition, “ that. slavery is ihe corner- 
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stone of all. true Governments,” isa scund one; and 
it results:that if. slavery be not the corner-stone 
of this Government, the Government has no good 
and-safe foundation. If these positions are well 
taken,.the proper and normal condition of some 
men is that of slaves and of property. < And, in- 
asmuch:as the framers of the Constitution were 
wise men, and understood this, and in all respects 
knew what they were about, it cannot be doubted 
that in the fundamental law which they made 
they recognized the existence of such a class;not 
only asa fact, but as a necessity; not merely as 
an accident, but as an essential condition of the 
new society; aid although they speak of guaran- 
tying to the States a republican form of govern- 
ment, that was understood to refer to Govern- 
ments not monarchical, and not to exclude those 
in which, as in the Roman, Venitian, and other 
Republics.which have existed in Europe, at dif- 
ferent periods-for many centuries, the people were 
divided into castes and classes. So, when an or- 
ganic law was framed, there can be no doubt— 
such is the argument—that its authors regarded 
the degraded Africans as belonging to a disabled 
and'servile class, being all laborers, and stamped 
upon. them an incapacity to be citizens, and 
treated them as the rightful subjects of property. 

Undoubtedly, if the doctrine of the Calhoun 
Democracy be sound, a very strong agument may 
be adduced in favor of the Dred Scott decision. 
According to this theory, slavery is of Divine au- 
thority, and exists by natural law. It is, as we 
were told by the framers of the Lecompton con- 
stitution, ‘‘before and higher than all consti- 
tutional sanctions.” God made one class or 
description of men, or certain classes and descrip- 
tions. of men, for. slaves; and the Government 
which does not perecive and act upon this essen- 
tial truth is false and impious. 

That the followers of Mr. Calhoun—and they 
are now the ruling spirits in the Democratic party 
~are fully committed to these doctrines, and are 
preparing to accept their logical results, is seen in 
the fuct that they arc beginning to maintain that 
wherevera seiyile and laboring class of black men 
cannot be found in a community, their place must 
be supplied with white men. 

Mr. George Fitzhugh, of Richmond, Virginia, 
a political writer of large reputation in the South, 
published, in 1854, a work entitled ‘ Sociology 

for the South; or, the Failure of Free Society,” m 
which he said: 

“ Slavery protects the weaker members of society, just 
as do the retatious of parents, guardian, and husband, and 
isas necessary, as natural, and almost as universal, as those 
relations. J 

“Pon years ago, we became satisfied that slavery, Brack 
OR WHITE, was right and necessary. We advocated this 
doctrine in very many essays.” 

The Richmond Enquirer says: 

“ While it is far more obvious that negroes should be 
slaves than whites-—-for they are only fit to labor, and not to 
direct—yet the principle of slavery ts itself right, and does 
not depend on difference of complecion.”’ 

In another article is the following: 

tt Freedom is not possible without slavery. Every civil 
polity and every social system implies gradation of rank 
and condition. In the States of the South an aristocracy of 
white men is based on negro slavery; AND THE ABSENCE OF 
NEGRO SLAVERY WOULD BE SUPPLIED BY WHITE MEN.” 

It was toan assumed degradation of white labor 
that Mr. Mason, of Virginia, undoubtedly referred 
the other day, in the Senate of the United States, 
when he spoke of the free States as servile States. 
Governor Hammon, of South Carolina, a few 

ears ugo, referred to free labor in terms of sim- 
ilar import, when he denominated our free white 
laborers the ‘* mud-sills of society.” 

HI. The court, in the opinion read by the Chief 
Justice, rely in some measure upon two clauses 
in the Constitution, which, they say, ‘point di- 
rectly and specifically to the negro race as a sep- 
arate class of persons, and show clearly that they 
were not regarded as a portion of the people or 
citizens of the Government then formed. The 
best way to négative this statement is to yead the 
clauses referred to. They are as follows: 

“he migration or importation of such persons as any of 
the States now existing shall think proper to admit, shall 
not be prohibited by tlie Congress priorto the year 1808, but 
a tax or duty may be imposed on such importation, not ex- 
eceding ton dollars for cach person.” 

“No person héld to service or labor in one State, under 
the lews thereof, escaping into another, shall, in consc- 
quence of. any law -or xegulation therein, be discharged 


: } 
from such service or Jabor, but shall be deiivered up on 


gam of the party to whom such service or labor may. be 
que. 

In order to maintain that the ‘€ persons’’ spoken 
of in these clauses were incapable of being citi- 
zens, that they were recognized as property, oras 
the fit subjects of property,it must be shown that 
these eslis are deducible from other parts of the 
Constitution (which is not pretended) or from 
the universally known.and admitted fact that ne- 
groes were an inferior race, without rights, whose 
normal status was that of slaves, and whose true 
description was that of property. Because it will 
be seen at once, that if these ‘*persons’’ had 
rights ‘ which white men were bound to respect,” 
if they were capable of enjoying social or politi- 
cal relations with others, if they could by any 
possibility be entitled to be regarded and respected 


as men, or as anything except slaves and prop- j 


erty, the interpretation of the courtcould not be 
sustained. .The words used do not imply that 
negroes were necessarily slaves—they might be 
used in respect to those who could be freemen 
and citizens. How are we to ascertain whether 
the“ persons”? referred to were incapable of be- 
ing cilizens, and capable only of being chattels? 
Plainly, by showing that negrocs were meant by 
the word `“ persons, wherever used in these 
clauses; and further, that by the universal opin- 
ion of the times, or by the i 
of the thing itself, or by both, they were ofa race 


l'that could not be citizens, and who ought to be, 


and of right were, chattels. So these clauses do 


| not relicve the court, as they fully understood į 


they did not, from the necessity of going beyond 
them to ascertain the true effect and meaning of 
the Constitution. But it will be observed that the 
Constitution speaks always of ‘ persons,” and 
never of slaves or property.. And when it speaks 
of “persons” as * held to service,” it docs not 
recognize their service as being in virtue of an 


of its own provisions, but as under the laws of the 


States. It excludes, carefully and industriously, 
the idea or the implication that slaves are, or can 
be, property under the Constitution. 

In respect to the clause relating to the slave 
trade, 1 will observe, in addition to what has al- 
ready been said, that if the framers of the Consti- 
tution believed slavery to be right and just, and 


that negroes were of a race so inferior and of a} 


nature so low that they could not be the subjects 
of citizenship, and were the legitimate subjects of 
commerce, it is difficult to see-why they were so 
anxious to ingraft upon it a clause enabling Con- 
gress to embarrass and cripple the practice or 
system—why they should provide for damaging, 
if not for destroying,a system which they ALL— 
“the opinion was fixed and universal,” you know 
—agreed was wise, just, benevolent, and expe- 
dient. 

But one thing more remains to me in connection 
with this easc—if, indeed, it be not a work of su- 
pererogation—and that is, to show that the Dem- 
ocratic party, as it calls itself, accepts and affirms 
this decision in all its parts, with all its doctrines, 
implications, and results. 

The President of the United States, in his well- 
known Connecticut letter, dated August 15, 1857, 
writes: 

“Slavery existed at that period, and still exists, in Kan- 
sas, under the Constitution of the United States. This 
polnt has at last been finally deeided by the highest tribu- 
nal known to our laws.” 

He also says, in one of his messages, that 

«c Neither Congress nor a Territorial Legislature, norany 
human power, has any authority to annul or impair this 
vested right.” 

Charles O’Comnor, a distinguished Democratic 
lawyer of the city of New York, in a speech at 
a great Union meeting, held at the Academy of 
Music, in that city, on the 19th of December last, 
said: ; : 

“Gentiemen, the Constitution guaranties to the peoplé 
of the southern States protection to their slave property. 
in that respect, it is a solemn compact between the North 
and the Soyth,”” i 

In a subsequent part of his speech, he affirmed 
the propositions which I have shown are the ba- 
sis and groundwork of the Dred Scott decision. 
He said: 

& I insist that negro slavery is not unjust.” & d 

ba $ f} maintain that negro sjavery is not un- 
just; that ip is benign in its influences ppon the white 


tness and necessity | 


man, and upon the black man; that it is ordained by na- 
ture; that it is an institution created by nature itself.” 


Nothing can be clearer upon this point than 
what I shall read from a speech delivered by Mr. 
Breckinridge, the Vice President of the United 
States, at Frankfort, Kentucky, in December last: 


“ Gentlemen, I bow to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States upon every question within its proper 
jurisdiction, whether it corresponds with my private opin- 
jon or not; only; I bow a trifle lower when it happens to 
do so, as the decision in the Dred Scott case does. I ap- 
prove it in all its parts asa sound exposition of the law and 
constitutional rights of the States, and citizens that-inbabit 
them. It may uot be improper for me here to add, that so 
great an interest did I take. in that decision, and in its prin- 
ciples being sustained and understood in the Common- 
wealth. of Kentucky, that I took the trouble, at my own 
cost, to print or have printed a large edition of that decis- 
ion, to scatter it over the State, and, unless the rnails have 
miscarried, there is scarcely ainember elected to.the Legis- 
lature who has not received a copy. with my frank. 

“To approve the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
Dred Scott case would seem to settle the whole question 
of territoriai sovereignty, as I think will presently appear.’ 

* *x A. * , * * * k 

& F repose upon the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as to the point that neither Congress nor the 
‘Territorial Legislature has the right to obstruct or contis- 
cate the property of any citizen, slaves included, pending 
the territorial condition.’? * * * * * 

« So that, in regard to slave property, as in regard to any 
other property recognized and guarded by the Constitution, 
it is the duty, according to the Supreme Court, of all the 
courts of the counjry to protect and guard it by their de- 
cision whenever the question is brought before them. ‘Io 
whieh I will only add this, that the judicial decisions in 
our favor must be maintained—these judicial decisions in 
our favor must be sustained. i 

“If present remedies arc adequate to sustain these de- 
cisions, } would have nothing more done. F, with many 
other public men in the country, believe they are able. If 
they are not, if they cannot be enforeed for want of the 
proper legislation to enforce them, suficient legislation 
must be passed, or our Government is a failure. Gentle- 
men, Í see no escape from that conclusion.” 


And, Mr. Chairman, there is not.a particle of 
difference in principle between Mr. Breckin- 
ridge and Mr. Doveras; and all there is in ap- 
pearance, is‘that, while the latter accepts the prin- 
ciples and dogmas of the court, in the most ex- 
plicit terms, the former states also their logical 
results and requirements. 

Let us see how this is. In a speech at New 
Orleans, on the 6th of December, 1858, Mr. Dova- 
LAS said: 

“The Democracy of Illinois, in the first place, accepts 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of Dred Scott, as an AUTHORITATIVE interpretation 
of the Constitution.” 

He is willing to surrender all power to inter- 
pret the Constitution, so far as he is able, in favor 
of the Supreme Court: 

t In accordance with that decision, {he goes on to say,] 
we hold that SLAVES ARE PROPERTY, and hence on an 
equality with all other kinds of property; and the owner 
of a slave has the same right to move into a Territory, and 
carry his slave property with him, as the owner ofany other 
property has to go there and carry his property.”? 

I submit that this covers the whole ground oc- 
cupied by Mr. Breckinridge and President Buch- 
anan. How, if slaves are property under an 
‘authoritative interpretation of the Constitution,” 
that property can be exposed to unfriendly legis- 
lation, in a Territory subject to the Constitution, 
Mr. Doveras has not shown, and cannot. It is 
simply absurd to say that it can be. Andso Mr. 
Doveras himself understands; for in the same 
speech he continues: 

“And let me say to you, that if you Oppose this sust 
doctrine, if you attempt to exempt slavery from the rules 
which apply to other property, you will abandon your 
strongest grounds of defense against the assaults of the Black 
Republicans and Abalitionists.”* : A 

Certainly Mr. Doveras saw that the idea of 
property-in slaves, under the Federal Constitu- 
tion, was the strongest ground of defense that the 
slaveholders can have. And although he speaks 
of the applicability of the same rules to slave as 
to other property, he cannot be ignorant that any- 
thing which is property by virtue, and with the 
stamp of the Constitution, must be unexposed to 
attacks which may be made on property not thus 
fortified, : , 

But, not willing to stop here, the Senator from 
Illinois proceeded to indorse the reasons upon 
which the decision is placed by the court, by 
denying the natural and clear import of the Dec- 
claration of Independence, and complaining of 
southern men—this northern Senator complained 
of southernslaveholders—for not meeting as they 
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should the northern argument drawn from that 
instrument. Said he: 
+] must be permitted to tell vou, that many, even of your 


southern men, have QUAILED under that argument, and failed 
to meet it”? 


They have quailed before the great utterances 
of the Declaration, and have been unable to deny 
them—he, never. He can deny the immortal 
truths of that instrument without quailing. 

That these extracts contain his deliberate opin- 
ions, and his real position on this question, ap- 
pears from some. remarks which he made in the į 
Senate of the United States on the 23d day of 
February, 1859: | 


“1 do not put slavery on a different footing from other | 
property. I recognize it as property under what is under- ij 
stood to be the decision of the Supreme Court. | agree that 
the owner of slaves has the sume right to remove to the || 
‘Territories, and carry his slave property witb him, as the 
owner of any other species of property; and to hold the | 
same subject to such local laws as the ‘Tcrritoriul Legislature 
may CONSTITUTIONALLY Pass; and if any persoun shal feel 
aggrieved by such local legislation, he may appeal to the 
Supreme Court to test the validity of such laws.” 


it. 
opponents is, that while the latter ask that the 
Democratic platform shall express. clearly the 
logical results of the Dred Scott decision, he de- 
sires that it shall indorsc the decision in general 
terms, leaving it open to such interpretation in 
the North as he and his friends may wish to give 
it. That somebody is to be cheated by the polit- 
ical thimble-rigging now being: played by the 
Democratic leaders is certain; and itis quite man- 
ifest who it will not be. It will not be the south- 
ern propagandists, or Mr. Doveras; for the lat- 
ter, in the speech to which £ have just referred, 
suggests to his southern fricnds that, of all the 
doctrines now advocated, his are the best and 
surest for their interests 

He tells them that it is to the operation of the 
principle of squatter sovereignty that slavery has 


territory outside of the States that it now occu- 
pies; and he asks whether it will not be likely to 
give them more by and by, when portions of Mex- 
ico shall be acquired. 

I repeat, sir—for the point cannot be made too 
prominent—the Dred Scott decision, with its just 
deductions, covers the whole ground of difference 
in principleand policy between the parties, Who- 
ever accepts it, and acknowledges its authority as 
a settlement of a political question, is, and of right 
ought to be, a member of the so-called Democratic 

arty; and whoever rejects itas such a settlement 
is a Republican, and can consistently act with no 
other party. 

Mr. Chairman, the prompt and facile servitor 
of slavery, the Democratic party, respects no 
other interest, and knows no other love. Tts na- 
tional conventions, its Federal Administrations, 
and its congressional majorities, are occupied ex- 
| clusively with the wants, claims, and exactions 
of a single interest—the interest of capital invested 
in men, women, and children,as articles of own- 
ership, bargain, and sale. Pray tell me, sir, what 
is there in all this broad land, or beneath the sun, 
for which this party labors or cares, for which it 
thinks, or speaks, or Icgislates, except the ad- 


There you have it—subject to such legislation 
as the Territorial Legislatures may constitution- 
ally pass! And at that very time he knew that 
this court, in the decision which he says he ac- 
cepts, had declared that a Territorial Legislature 
could pass no laws impairing the right of prop- 
erty in slaves, and had said that the only power 
conferred on Congress (or its creature, the Terri- 
torial Legislature) was * the power coupled with 
the duty of guarding and protecting the owner [of 
slave property] in his rights.” 

But compare the resolutions proposed by the 
majority and by the minority of the committee at 
the Charleston convention. ‘lhe former were in 
these words: j i 

“lst. Thatthe government ofa Territory is provisional 
and temporary, and during its existence all citizens of the 
United States have an equal right to settle with their prop- 
erty in the Territory without their rights, either of persons 
or property, being destroyed or injured by congressional or 
territorial legislation. 

“Od. That itis the duty of the Federal Government, in 
all its departments, to protect the rights of persons and prop- 
erty tothe 'lerritories, and wherever else its Constitutional ° 
authority extends.’? 


this thing of human slavery? Turn.to the records 
a : 5 - 
of this and the other Housc, and show me what 
policies, what acts of legislation, what measures 
of wisdom and beneficence it inaugurates or intro- 
duces for the benefit of the country at large, and 
in behalf of ail the sections; and espectally, what 
Resolved, ‘That the Democratic party will abide by the | solicitude it ever manifests for the interests of 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States over the |! freedom, its agriculture, manufactures, and com- 
institution of slavery in the Territories.’ |i merce, its farms, and shops, and ships! No; it 
And that decision (and Mr. Doveras speaks ji will pay hundreds of millions for Cuba and an 
of it as a decision in the speech from which] have |! aristocracy of planters; but to furnish homes for 
quoted) goes to the extent that the slave power Is || a” aT whether of the North, the South, 
entitled to all that is claimed in the majority res- | the Mast, the West, or from other lands, to en- 
olutions. ‘ | courage the aspirations of honest labor, it will not 
But, sir, as if to place this matter beyond all :| give an acre of our boundless possessions. Reck- 
possibility of doubt, Mr. Dovexas, in his recent || less of the noble objects of Government, false to 
speech in the Senate, has renewed the expression || the truc mission of a political party, deaf to the 
of his entire willingness to leave the decision of || calls of patriotism and nationality, it projects the 
the question, whether Congress or the people of transformation of our political system from a Re- 
the Territories can exclude slavery from the Ter- public of freemen to an oligarchy of slavcholders; 
ritorics, or legislate to its prejudice therein, to the || it derides the faith of the fathers; it assails the 
Supreme Court. He read, in confirmation of the | legislative and executive departments with the 
soundness of his own position, a letter from the ; 
Hon. A. H. Stephens, of Georgia, dated May 5, :, 
1860, from which I make the following extract: 
“ And if Congress did not have, or does not have, the | 
power to exclude slavery from a Territory, as those on our | 
side contended and still contend they Lave not, then ti 
could not and did not confer it upon the Territorial Leg 
latures. We of the South held that Congress had not the | 
power to exclude, and could not delegate a power they did | 
not possess; also, that the people had uot the power to eX- 
elude under the Constitution; and therefore the mutual 
agreemeut was to take the subject out of Congress, and 
leave the question of the power of the people where the Con- 
stitution. had placed it-—with the courts. ‘This is the whole 
ofite The question in dispute is a judicial one, aud no act i; 
of Congress, nor any resolution ofany party convention, can | 
in any way affect it, unless we firstabandon the position of | 
non-intervention by Congress.”’ i 


Those offered by the Douglas men, as reported 
inthe newspapers; are as follows: 

“That, inasmuch as differences of opinion exist in the | 
Democratic party as to the nature and extent of the powers 
and duties of Congress, under the Constitution of the United 
States, over the institution of slavery within the Territories, 


the judicial tribunals, and crecis within its own 
confines an iron despotism, which strikes down 
those of its members who would question the in- 
| fallibility or check the arrogance of its master. 


alarming condition of the country, and against 
combinations and purposes, such as f have de- 


the campaign of 1860. c 
ful representative of the republicanism of other 


emy of the modern Democratic party. Itis the 
only organization in the country which recognizes 


ing to the utmost the new and dangerous scheme 
and dogmas of the party which has been so long 


Now, when Mr. Doveras made this speech | : en 
in possession of the Government. Unlike an 


i 

i 
he knew perfectly well what the Supreme Court i 
had said the law was on this question; he knew, | 
as everybody knows, what they will decide when- į 
ever it is brought before them, to wit: that the i 
only authority. which Congress or the Territo- | 
rial Legislatures have over slavery is the power 
coupled with the duty of guarding and protecting 


compromising stand must be taken against th 
aggressions of the slave power; and it feels that 
if there isnot a party now prepared to say to this 
power, “no further,” it will be hopeless to ex- 


t 
| 
f that the time has come when a decisive and un 
| 
| 


possession of New Mexico, and of every inch of || 


vantage, the perpetuity, and the universality of | 


arts and instruments of corruption; it subsidizes |; 


Mr. Chairman, it is in this unprecedented and [/ 
l scribed, that the Republican party enters upon | 
The successor and faith- ; 


| days, it becomes the immediate and positive en- || 


| the necessity and acknowledges the duty of resist- | 


| other political organization, it perceives clearly 


So the only difference between him and his |} pect that one faithful. and brave enough to do this 


will arise hereafter upon any summons that may 
be issuéd. . It sees that ifthe true and loyal par 
triots of the country. are not justified in resisting 
the claims and exactions now made, nothing can 
be suggested, nothin g attempted, nothing accom- 
plished hereafter, which would render it their duty 
to. make such: resistance;‘and that:they.maby còn- 
fess and declare that henceforward ‘there is totbe 
no opposition to any doctrine, that: may be as- 
serted, or to any injustice that may be-practiced, 
however false and fatal they may besine good 
What is the obvious and: unquestionable: duty. 
| of the Republican partyin this exigency? It de- 
: clares that its purpose Is to resist the extension of 
i slavery; to maintainthe Constitutionand preserve 
| the Union, by adhering faithfully to, the opinions 
| and-sustaining the policy of the great. men who 
1 
| 
l 
i 
t 


laid so wisely the foundations of our institutions; 
by “restoring the Government to the principles 
| of Washington and Jefferson; by resisting le- 
| gally, but with unfaltering purpose, the ‘efforts 
| that are being made to convert this fairest fabric 
of freedom the round earth supports into a Gov- 
| | ernment whose cardinal policy and highest duty 
| is the protection of slavery. 
| Ttdeclares that, while seeking nothing for which 
| ithasnottheexpress and certain warrant of Wash- 
| ington, Adams, Jeferson, Madison, and: all the 
| great men. of the heroicera, to which they are not 
| directed and enjoined by them, and for which they 
| havenotthe plain and admirable chart. of the Con- 
| stitution, and to which they are not drawn by the 
| fixed and eternal polar star of the Declaration of 
i Independence, it will submit to nothing wrong, 
| and, least of all, to that change in. our Govern- 
H ment prophesied and attempted. by the Dred Scott 
: decision. 
| The plain and imperative duty of the Repub- 
lican party is to live up, in all prudence and wis- 
! dom, and in all fidelity, to these declarations—to 
| be careful to overstep in no wise the boundaries 
|! of constitutional authority, and in all ways to 
respect the rights of the various sections.and in- 
| terests—to keep the word of honor and good faith, 
not to the ear only, but,to the hope; to show how 
fair, manly, and trustworthy men may.. be. who 
are sincere and honest; how safe and wise .those 
who have faith in eternal truths, and ‘who will 
| not, for party or office, surrender the deep. con- 
victions of their minds, but will maintain them to 
the end, against all entreaties, all threats, and all 
compromises. This, sir, for the Republicans, is 
the line of duty and the road to success. We 
believe in what we profess in our heart of hearts; 
we live there, or have no life., We are, strong 
when faithful and true, and weak when we actas 
| if we doubted the soundness of our principles; or 
the policy%f ouraims. . We .know and we feel 
that the great essential truths of our party ought 
to prevail, and that- it is our duty to. uphold and 
| establish them; and we ought to understand that 
there is no greater verity than this: that ‘‘ when 
God has told men what they ought to do, he. has 
already told them what they can,” = > 64 
i| Let us act in the spirit of this faith, and right- 
; minded, truth-loving men will seek our fellowship, 
‘ fill our ranks,and carry forward our columns, 
And thus, succeeding the conflict, and the strife 
incident to all greata nd lasting achievements, will 
‘ come to triumph—after the cross of trial the crown 
! of honor.. Then, yhen this party shall have been 
i placed in power; when its influence, shall have 
i| Been felt, its padicy understood, and its practical 
|H beneficence realized; another ‘era of good feel- 
t 
ii 
ji 
| 
i 


i 


i 


‘ ing” will ensue, and North and South again dwell 
together in mutual fellowship and respect, Their 
sons and daughters will join once more in songs 

| of deliverance; the earth itself shall throb. with a 
new joy, the san shine witha brighter and kindlier 
|| Hight, and. the winds shall quire and the waters 
|, murmur the reverential hymns of peace restored. 
: Mr. Chairman,it may not become me, one of 
the humbiest members of the Republican party, to 
make suggestions in respect to its duty, and the 
words that I have spoken may not be those of 
wisdom, but. I know that they are the words of 
earnestness and sincerity; and I feel that they 
come from a heart- loyal in all its recesses,-and. 
which vibrates in all its foldings to the Constitu- 
tion and the Union and to that liberty which they 
were established to secure. 
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THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. EDWARD WADE, 
5 OF OHIO, 
Iy rug House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

bah May 19, 1860. 

The. House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. WADE said: 

Mr. Carman: The Scriptures of the Old and 
New Testaments are admitted by all Protestant 
Christians to contain the supreme rule of moral 
conduct for all men, at all times, and under all 
circumstances. On this point there is no dispute 
between the advocates and opponents of slavery. 
Hence, the influence of these Scriptures is potent 
for good or evil to mankind, according as they 
may decide for or against the rectitude of human 
conduct and human institutions. These supreme 
arbiters of rightand wrong among men must not 
be pressed wrongfully and falsely into the service 
of so’ great a moral, social, and political evil, as 
that of chattel slavery. 

i This is a subject vital to the interests of civili- 
zation and humanity on the American continent, 
and throughout the world. The doom for ages of į 
the laboring classes, white and black, hangs upon 
the solution of this question. Should the prevail- 
ing sentiment of the age assume the verity of this 
overshadowing falsehood, then would return that 
reign of horror, during which the shores of the 
American continent and adjacent islands were | 
made to swarm with vast multitudes of wretched 
and imbruted barbarians imported from Africa as 
slaves. ‘These would take the place of intelligent | 
and highly civilized white laborers; and these last | 
be forced back into poverty, ignorance, and that 
deprivation of morals, ever the forerunner and the 
companion of the unmasterable evils’ of human 
slavery. The fate of the white race as well as 
the black hangs upon this momentous proposi- 
tion. Indeed, should the professed believers in 
the holy Scriptures, from indifference, interest, or 
prejudice, suffer such a pernicious heresy to pre- 
vail, infidelity itself would feign belief, in view of 
the profits and pleasures to be derived from this 
unhallowed dominion of man over his equal and 
immortal brother. 

Sir, the magnitude of the interests, moral, so- 
cial and political, involved in the solution of this 
question, as well as the fact that many Christian 
ministers and professors of religion either advo- 
cate the oppressor’s side, or else stand neutral in 
this great controversy, moves me to stand up in 
this Hall to resist an error, to say the very mildest 
of it, involving the morals ofthe Christian Church 
as well as the moral influence of the Christian 
Scriptures, and the moral character of the Ameri- 
can people. 

Mr. Chairman, I come to the discussion of this 
momentous question with the deepest sense of my | 
inability to do it the justice demanded by its im- 
portance, and had hoped thatsome gentleman on 
this floor, whose profession had been to study 
and expound the'Scriptures, would have under- 
taken their defense against the insidious and de- 
structive assaults made by those who have sought 
to press them into the service of human slavery. 

Sir, I recognize the Christian Scriptures as the 
supreme authority in every moral question. 
Hence, for the to know their teachings is to know 
my duty on every question on which T may be 
called to act, in my relations to"my fellow-man, 
my ‘country, or my God. Slaveholders virtually 
admit this when they vouch the authority of Scrip- 
ture in defense of slavery. Thus they,as wellas 
their opponents, resort to the “higher law” of 
the Bible in defense of slavery; while they de- 
nounce with unsparing severity those who vouch | 
that same law in opposition to thatmonsterscourge | 
of the human race. 

Sir, our duties in this life are threefold: to our | 
Creator, ourselves, and our fellow-men. As crea- 
tures of God, we have the right to pursue our in- | 
dividual well-being by any means we ‘may deem | 
most conducive to that end, provided that in | 
such pursuit ‘we do not obstruct others in the | 
exercise of the same. right. Hence the natural : 
right to propertyis the peaceful occupancy of | 

| 
i 


such and sò. much of the products of mature as 
we need, and which we may find unoccupied by 


others of our fellow-beings; and much more have 
we the right to all the products of our own strength 
and skill, effected without molestation of, or vio- 
lence to, others. ae 

This definition of natural rights excludes the 
exercise of all dominion by one human being over 
another of mature years and sound mind without 
the free consent of that other. ‘ 

This principle is the only foundation of free 
Governments, and cannot be violated without a 
breach of that rule of right which the Saviour of 
the world has declared to embody the sum and 
substance of the “law and the prophets’’—in 
other words, the moral code embraced in Divine 
revelation. Indeed, besides this great principle, 
there is no rampart between the rights of the peo- 
ple and the power and wickedness of despotism. 
But we are told that the “ wise and the strong 
will rule the infirm in body and mind.” Let this 
be admitted: still it proves nothing. The ques- 
tion is not what the strong in mind and body will 
do to their weaker brethren; but what they may 
justly do. I say, sir, that the just and Lenevolent, 
however mighty, will not rule over the weak and 
F helpless, only so far as is consistént with justice 
and benevolence. Isay further, that whoever has 


with justly, must be consulted, and induced by 
just and humane motives to submit to the author- 
ity of another man, or of many men, stronger and 
wiser than himself. Any other rule, founded on 
the supposed right of the strong to rule over the 
weak, sets mankind at once at universal war ina 
mad struggle of brute force, in which the idea of 
right is excluded, thereby prostrating the sup- 
posed supremacy of human reason to the dead 
fevel of mere brute force. 

- Sir, if the barbarian be unwilling to submit to 
the authority of the civilized, he bas a right to his 
wild independence, refraining, on his part, from 
an invasion of the rights of his civilized neghbors. 
If this be not the right of the barbarian, then the 
supcrior, the civilized, the jast, and the benevo- 
lent, is permitted to demand and exact from the 
barbarian what. he refuses to yield himself, and 
thercby proves himself both a hypocrite and a 
knave, He violates the golden rule, setting at 
naught the *Jawand the prophets.” Escape from 
| this conclusion is impossible. Hence there was 
never a slave made and held a slave who was not 
so made and held in violation of the letter and 
spirit of the moral law, and the express commands 
of the Gospel. By the whole tenor of the Gospe 
in letter and spirit, no man, civilized or savagé, 
anywhere, or under any circumstances, has 
rigbt to lay his hands on another, with a vie 
do him violence, when that other is neither dging 
nor meditating a wrong to his assailant. 


Levitical law, and especially the decalogue, rec- 
ognizes the right of property in staves. To this 
point the tenth commandment is quoted as author- 
ity. This commandment is simply prohibitory: 

«17. Thou shall not covet thy neighbors house, thou 
shall not covet thy neighbor’s wife, nor his man servant, 
nor his maid servant, nor his ox, nor his ass, nor anything 
| that is thy neighbor’s.”—Eodus, chap. 20. 

Now, if this text proves that the servant was 
property, and therefore a slave’ because he be- 
Jonged to the master, it proves also that the wife 
was property, and theretorea slave, and belonged 
| to the husband as property, and might be bought 
and sold as a slave; giving the sanction of Scrip- 
ture as well to wife and child buying and selling 
as to servuntbuying and selling; and, proving too 
much, proves nothing. 

But in order to understand this command of the 
decalogue, it is vitally important to know ‘* who 
is our neighbor,” in the Bible sense of that term. 
Let the Bible settle that important question. Let 


i L : f 
li us know from the Great Teacher himself, whois 
|i that neighbor whom we are commanded to love 


as we love ourselves. I will give the answer in 
| theinimitable language of inspiration, and assented 
| to as just, even by an ancient Jewish lawyer: 


i 25. And behold a certain lawyer stood up and tempted 
i him saying, Master, what shall {do to inherit eternal dife? 
p 26. He said anto him, What is written in the law? how 
H st thou? 

.. And he answering said, Thou shalt love the Lord 


| thy God with ail thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with 


i all thy strength, and with all thy mind; and thy neighbor 


as thyself, 


intellect to know what is just, in order to be dealt | 


But it is urged by southern gentlemen that the | 


«98. And he said unto him, Thou has answered right: 
| This do, and thou shalt live. 5 


“29, But he, willing to justify himself, said unto Jesus, 
and who is my neighbor? 

6630. And Jesus answering, said, A certain man went 
down from Jerusalem to Jericho, and fell among thieves, 
whieh stripped him of his raiment,and wounded him, and 
departed leaving him half dead. 

«31. And Ly chance there came down a certain priest 
that way; and when be saw him, he passed by on the other 
side. X 
#32. And likewise a Levite, when he was at the place, 
came and looked.on him, and passed by on the other side. 

«33. But a certain Samaritan, as he journeyed, came 
| where he was: and when be saw him, had compassion on 
him, 

“34. And went to him, and bound up his wounds, pour- 
ing in oif and wine, and set him upon his own beast, and 
brought him to an inn, and took care of him. 

«35. And ou the morrow, wien he departed, he took out 
two pence, and gave them to the host, and said unto Him, 
Take care of him; and whatsoever thou spendest more, 
‘| when [come again, f will repay thee. 

«36. Which now of these three, thinkest thou,was neigh- 
bor to him that fell among thieves ? 

«37. And hesaid, He that showed merey on him. Then 
Jesus said unto him, Go, and do thou likewise.’’—St. Luke, 
| chap. 10. i 

Is this inimitable exposition of the Divine law, 
by the incarnate Son of God, right and binding 
| upon the consciences of Christian men and Chris- 
tian nations? If so, the controversy from Scrip- 
ture is closed forever! 
| From the Bible, then, we are taught that we are, - 
| or should be, all of us, neighbors to the wretched 
and helpless; not such neighbors, however, as 
would covet and convert these neighbors, their 
wives and children, to our own uses, and subject 
| them to the most abject and crushing despotism; 
but such as commiserate and relieve them to the 
extent of our ability, from the degradations of 
| barbarism and its attendant evils. But this inter- 
pretation of the Divine law, from the mouth of 
Him “ who sits on the right hand of the throne 
of the Eternal,” is not satisfactory to the holders 
of slaves and the traffickers in human flesh on the 
coasts of Aftica. They hold that, instead of the 
tenth commandment being a direct anq positive 
prohibition of both the act and the motive of en- 
slaving men, it is a Divine license for the very act 
of enslavement itself! Their exposition of this 
commandment differs very widely from ‘that of 
our Saviour, His making it a prohibition of every 
unjust act towards any one, even the most de- 
graded and abject; while the slaveholder’s is, that, 
although we are forbidden to covet our neighbor’s 
OX, ass, or servant, we may, nevertheless, covet 
our neighbor himself, his wife, and children, and 
‘everything, instead of nothing, ‘that is our 
neighbor’s.’? There scems, therefore, a marked 
discrepany. between these interpreters. Whichis 
the safest for us to follow, think ye?’ But the 
slaveholder, like the nation of which Shylock was 
a most vivid type, preferring the Old to the New 
Testament dispensation, endeavors to help this 
‘| odious doctrine of the Divine origin of American 

f 

slavery, and to that end quotes from the law the 
following passages: : 
| “44, Both thy bondmen, and thy bondmaids, which thou 
| shalt have, shalfbe of the heathen that are round ubout you 5 
| of them shall ye buy bondinen and bondmaids. 

“45, Moreover, of the children of the strangers that do 
| sojourn among yon, of them ye stiall buy, aud of their fam- 
ii that are with you, which they begat in your lang; and 

they shall be your possession. i 

‘4G, And ye shall take them asan inheritance for your 
children ätter you, to inherit them for apo: jon, they 
shalt be your bondinen forever, but over your brethren the 
children of fsrae}, ye shall not rule one over another with 
rigor.’’-—-Levitieus, chap. 25. $ 

«929. And if a man smite his servant, or his maid, with 
arod, and he die under his hand; he shall be surety punished. 
“21. Notwithstanding, if he continue a day or twe, he 
shail not be punished: for he is his money.’*—J-rodus, chap. 
I. 


Onthose texts we may justly remark thatneither 
| : . t 

f of them shows that, even under the Old Testa- 
| ment dispensation, servants bought of the heathen 
l 

! 


iw 


i, were the property of the Israelites.in the sense that 
negro slaves are held as property in the southern 
, States. The expression “he is his money” is 
| not to be taken literally; for a slave, either Chris- 
| tian or heathen, is literally neither specie nor bank- 
| bilis. The phrase is figurative, and is equivalent, 
| and nothing more, to the assertion that the mas- 
terhad an interest in his servant; incobsistent, in 
the absence of contrary proof, with the presamp- 
|| ton that the killing was with malice. The idea 
|i of one having an interest im a servant as a ser- 
| vant is as true in the case of the hired servant as 
in that of-the slave: ya ai f 
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Ifa white or black man makesa fair bargain to 
serve another, whether that other be white or 
black, he is now, under our law, bound to fulfill 
his contact; and to the extent to which the bar- 
gain is profitable to the. master, the servant ‘is 
his money’’ or property; and if the contract of 
service and the municipal law allow it, is as 


transferable as gold coin or bank bills; and yet | 


such a servant. is by. no means a slave, in the sense 
of the slave code of our southern States, Such an 
arrangement, frecly made on both sides, reason, 
common sensc, and Scripture, all recognize to be 
just, whether the contract be for the life-time of 
the parties or a term of years. That this is the 
substance of what is to be drawn from those texts, 
will be very. plain, when we ‘compare Scripture 
with Seripture,’’ as the Scriptures themselves re- 
quire, and reason and common sense would dic- 


tate; for the Bible must be its own interpreter, 


uuless we leave it to be tortured and mangled as 


self-interest, prejudice, or malice may dictate. It į 


must be taken as authority for the whole or for 


none, and passages which cannot be reconciled in į 


this way to the satisfaction of earnest and candid 
minds, must be left as destructive contradictions, 
proving nothing for either side ofany controversy. 
‘Thus the moral teachings of the Old 'Testamentand 
of the New, must be consistent with themselves 
and with each other, or they are both worthless 
asauthorities, either fororagainstslavery. Things 
permitted, however, undera local, and, as it were, 
an introductory dispensation, ought notto be cited 
as authority against the teachings of the perfect 
and final dispensation. But reasonable and just 
as itis to demand this, position to be conceded, 
still I do not ask even this. AIL I require is, that 
the New Testament shall be conceded to be the 
finishing and perfection of the Old, and that where 
these differ, if they do differ, the New Testament 
shall be held to be the superior. 

The first great inquiry in this discussion is, by 
what authority, according to the Scriptures of the 
Old and New ‘Testaments, or bythe New Testa- 
ment alone, is one manof mature years to be sub- 
jugated to another, and held in the condition of a 
slave? or by what right, derived from the same 
authorities, is an infant to be trained up and held 
in. the same. condition? Now, the condition of 
slavery is the complete subjugation by force, or 
by force and fraud combined, of one human being 
to the sole use of another in the status or condition 
of that other’s property. It implies, on the one 
side, absolute and uncontrolled power; andon the 


other, unconditional submission. Butde the Scrip- | 


tures authorize onc man to exercise, or require 
another man to submit to, this iuncontrolicd do- 
minion? Now, the act of making or holding 
slaves.must have for its moral sanction the accom- 
paniment of such motives as are declared by the 
Scriptures to be of universal moral obligation. 
Whatman, woman, orchild, untainted with crime, 


isit, whom we have the Divine sanction to snatch | 


from a state of freedom and doom to a life of un- 
conditional bondage? 

Let us now take the most favorable case for the 
slaveholder—say that of our mortal enemy, taken 
in the very act of a malicious attempt upon our 
property, our liberty, or our life even. Surely, 
if we have Divine authority to enslave our fellow- 
creature in any case, this would be that case. But 
no; not for a moment, not even though we may 
have been taught to do so out of the Old Testa- 


ment even by Moses himself; and notwithstand- 
ing that vengeance in such a case may seem so 


reasonable and so agreeable to human nature. 


«43. Ye have heard that it hath been said, Thou shalt | 


love thy neighbor, and hate thine enemy: 
44" But L say unto you, Love your enemies, bless them 
that.curse you, do good to them that hate you, and pray for 


tbem which despitefully use you, and persecute you”? — | 


Matthew, clap. 5. 

How different a mental exercise is this, to 
‘love, bless, and pray for our”? enemies, from that 
of hunting them like wolves and panthers, stow- 
ing them under slave decks, and transporting them 
thousands of miles over the fretful ocean, half 
suffocated in filth, to the doom of ceaseless toil, 
for those who render them only a sufficiency of 
food and clothing to keep them in working order. 
Butif, by the Seriptures, we may not enslave our 
mortal enemies, most surely we may not kidnap 
and enslave those poor, far-off Africans who never 
injured or offended us. But the advocates of sla- 


very are not particularly fond of New Testament | murderer, Sir John: Hawkin 


authorities, so I will call their attention for the. 
present to that ‘Old Dispensation”? which they: 
esteem so highly. Hear it: i es 


“16. And he that stealeth a man ang selleth him, or if he. 
be found in his band, shall surely be put to death.”—Ezo- 
dus, chap. 21. 

49, One law shall be to him that is home-born, and unto 
the stranger that sojourneth among you.’’—Idid., chap. 12. 

«21. Thou shalt neither vex astranger, nor oppress him : 
for ye were strangers in the land of Egypt. 

«22, Ye shall not afflict any widow or fatherless child. 

«23. If thou afflict them in any wise, and they ery at all 
unto me, I will surely hear their ery; 

«24, And wy wrath shall wax hot, and I will kill you 
with the sword; and your wives shall be widows, and your 
children fatherless.”°—Ibid., chap. 22. ` 


“9, Also thou shalt not oppress a stranger: for ye knows 


the heart of a stranger, sccing ye were strangers in the land 
of Egypt.°—Ibid., chap. 23. 

«10. And thou shalt not glean thy vineyard, neither shalt 
thou gather every grape of thy vineyard; thou shalt leave 
them tor the poor and the stranger: Lam the Lord thy God.” 

13. Thou shalt not defraud thy neighbor, neither rob 
him: the wages of him that is hired shall not abide with 
thee all night until the morning.” 

“47, Thoushalt not hate thy brother in thine heart: thou 
shalt in any wise rebuke thy neighbor, and not suffer sin 
upon him. j 5 : 

“18. Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.”"—Leviticus, 
chap. 19. 

Some people—someeven whoestcem themselves 
very good Christians—seem to think that, by the 
Scriptures, we are under obligations to treat our 
own countrymen, our own race or stock, with a 
very different measure of justice from that due 
from us to the black, thick-lipped, and repulsive 
African. So different is this measure, that towards 
our own race*we recognize the obligation of the 
«golden rule,” while we press to the lips of the 
African the bitter cup of perennial and remorse- 
less bondage! Nay, even ‘men of God give 
Seripture for the deed.” These refer us to such 
passages of the Mosaic law as I have cited before, 
and ‘search the Scriptures”? no further, as if 
they feared that, in the search, they might find an 
antidote for their envenomed nostrums. But if 
we read that law and interpret it by the rules pre- 
scribed for the interpretation of any well-inten- 
tioned code or system of municipal Jaws—for in- 
stance, that golden rule of the common law, “ that 
every intendment shall be made in favor of life 
and liberty’’—all pretense that it upholds the sys- 
tem of African slavery as it exists in modern 
slaveholding States vanishes like ghosts before 
the rising sun. In the light of this rule let us 
read the following passages from the Leviticallaw, 
and sce what strength the system of slavery can 
draw from thence: 

33. And ifastranger sojourn with thee in your land, ye 
shal} not vex or {margin} oppress him. 

“ 34, But the stranger that dwelleth with you shall be 
unto you as one born amongst you, and thou SHALT LOVE 
HIM as thyself; for ye were strangers in the land of Egypt: 
Lam the Lord your God.?’—Leviticus, chap. 19. 

#692. Ye shall bave one manner of law, as weli for the 
stranger as for one of yout own country: for E am the Lord 
your God.—Ibid., chap. 24. 

«22. Neither shait thou gather any gleaning of thy har- | 
vest; thou shalt leave them unto the poor,and to Unc stranger: | 
Iam the Lord your God.’’—Ibid., chap. 23. 

«10. And ye shail hallow the fiftieth year, and proclaim 
liberty throughout all the Jand unto all the inhabitants there- 
of?——Ihid., chap. 25. 

“45, One ordinance shall be both for you of the congre- 
gation, and also for the stranger that sojourneth with you, 
an ordinance for in your generations : as ye are, so shall 
the stranger be before the Lord. 

“16. One Jaw and one manner shail he for yor, and for 
the stranger that sojourneth with you. ®°— Numbers, chap. 15. 

“17, For the Lord your. God is God of gods and Lord ot 
lords,a great God, a mighty, and a terrible, which regardeth 
not persons, nor taketh reward2’—Deuteronomy, chap. 10. 


No, sir; no Wintre House patronage where- 
with to bribe the Eternal! 


«18, He doth exceute the judgmentof the fatherless and | 
widow, and loveth the stranger, in giving him food and į 


raiment. 
«19. Love ye therefore the stranger: for ye were stran- i 
gers in the land of Egypt.” —Deuteronomy, chap. 10. ] 
«17. Thou shalt not pervert the judgment of the stran- ; 
ger, nor of the fatherless; nor take the widow?s raiment to 
pledge: 
Me Tg. But thou shalt. remember that thou wast a bond- 
man in Egypt, and the Lord ty God redeemed thee thence: 
therefore {command thec to do this thing- — Thid., chap. 24. 
«15. ‘fhou shalt not deliver unto his master the servant 
which is escaped from his master unto thee: . 
«4G. He shall dwell with thee, even among you, in that 
place whieh he shall choose in one of thy gates, where it 


| liketh him best: thou shalt not oppress him.?’—Jbid., chap. 


Alas! Mr. Chairman, had the patriarchs of 


Virginia read these Divine commands, and im- 
bibed their sublime spirit, when that robber and 


j rin 1620 first lande 
his cargo. of kidnapped Afticans ‘on’ her shores 
what might not have” been the fruits of ‘such de- 
votion, to. the letter of the. Levitical law, so beans 
tifully Ulustrating the apirit of the -Géspelof the 
Son of God? i 
the sin of our first parents in thé garden of Eden, 
it has showered upon ourcountry abundantevilsin 
the past, and shadows the future with others fatal 
to her prosperity and true glory. if not toher exist 


ence, as the abode ofnational liberty. “But sla 5 


perhaps, may not be so bad, notwithstanding the.: 


vehement Scripture denunciations before cited and: 


But the deed was done; and, like 


others still more emphatic to be cited hereafter. 


Southern statesmen on this floor tellus that neither 
in theory or practice is the institution of domestic 
slavery that vile and wicked thing which ‘we 
northern “ fanatics” and “ Black Republican agi- 
tators” represent ite This may be so; and it may 
be that my Scripture artillery: is pointed ‘at thé 
mere chimera of a distempered fancy. Let us 
see. If I cite the testimony of slaveholders for 
the nature and character of the institution, ‘shall 
be excused, at least, if not justified, in yielding 
assent to the verity of a likeness drawn by them- 
selves. 


But what is a slave, not according ‘to the rep- ` 
resentation of southern politicians, but according ` 


to the inexorable decrees of southern LAW? : 


t A slave is in absolute bondage; he has: no civil-right, ` 


and can hold no property, except at the will of his.master3 

and his master is his guardian and protector’? (1 Stew- 

awe Alabama Rep. 320. Wheeler’s Law of Slavery, page 
) : 

“ Slaves, from their nature, are chattels, and were putin 
the hands of executors before the act of 1792, declaring 
them to be personal estate.” (Waldin’s. executors vs. 
Payne, 2 Washington, 1,8. Hawkins’s administrator vs. 
Craig, 6 Monroe Rep. 254. Wheelet’s Law of Slavery, 
page 6.) 


A. slave, therefore, is a man, a human being, | 
“created in the image of God,’’ owned as the’ 


property of another man, The service to which 


he is held is but an incident of this ownership. 
All the incidents of property attach to the Amer- : 
ican slave: the right to work without wages, to“ 


buy, sell, let to hire, to feed, clothe, chastise, and: 
by any. means to subjugate at:the will and forthe 
profit of the mastér alone. In short, to be thus the 


slave of another man, implies the legal right in: 
the owner to do’ to his slave all that. is compres’ 


hended in the most dreaded and fearful tyranny: 


to which human nature can be exposed or sub-~ 


| jected; and it is this state of slavery which is de- 


fended, not only as right by the law of nature, 
but by the Word of God—the ‘* higher law” of 
Divine revelation ! : 

It is thus seen at a glance that, by the ‘law, the 
slave-owner exacts everything in his own behalf, 
yet concedes nothing to the slave. Even food, 
clothing, and shelter are not conceded:as the right 


of the slave, more. than the provender ôf the horse: 


is conceded as the right of the horse., These pro- 
visions are but outlays and expenditures in the 
nature of repairs on machinery, or on a dwelling- 
house. To these plain and truthful expositions of 


the law of slavery, and the condition of the slave ; 


under this law, there are no exceptions. In its 
nature, therefore, slavery is applicable as. well to 
the Caucasian as to the African race. Gentlemen 
on this floor, as well as the conductors of leading 
southern newspapers and conventions, speaking 
the embodied sentiments.of the southern people, 
seem to be agreed in this great apostacy from: the 
foundation principles of the Federal Government, 
and of the great men: who were its architects. 

Thus, during the presidential campaign of 1856, 
the Richmond Inquirer said: 

“ Repeatedly have we asked the North, ‘Has not the ex- 


periment of universal liberty failed? Are not the evils of 
free society insufferable? And do not most thinking men 


among you propose to subvert and reconstruct. it? (Still: 


no answer. This gloomy silence is arfther- conclusive 
proof, added to many other conclusive evidences we have 
furnished, that free society, in the long run, is au impracti- 
cable form of society; it is ever starving, demoralized, and 
insurrectionary. i : 

« We repeat, then, that policy and bumanity alike forbid 
the extension of the evils of free society to new people and 
coming generations. 


s Two opposite and conflicting forms of society cannot,” 


among civilized men, coexist and endure. The one must 
give way and cease to exist, the other become universal. 
if free society be unnatural, immoral, unchristian, it must, 
fall and give way to a slave society—a system. old as the 
world, universal as man: 

u Until recently the defense of slavery -has labored under 


great difficulties, because its. apologists (for they were mere 
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apologists) took half-way grounds. They confined the de- 
fense.of slavery to mere negro slavery; thereby giving up 
the prineipie, admitting other forms of slavery to be wrong. 

“The line of defense, however, is now changed. The 
South now majntains that slavery is right, natural, and ne- 
vessary, and does not depend upon the difference of eom- 
plexion. . The jaws of the slave States justity the holding 
of white men in bondage. 


Also the Charleston Mercury: 


« Siavery is the natural and normal condition of the Jabor- 
ing man, whether wiute or black. The great evil ofnorth- 
ern iree society is, that it is burdened with a servile class 
of mechanics and” laborers, unfit for self-government, and 
yet clothed with the attributes and powers of citizens. 
Master and slave is a relation in society as natura! and ne- 
cessary as that of parent and child ; and the northern States 
wili yet have to introduce it.” 

Free society a failure! And how has this 
strange hallucination found entrance into the 
southern mind? From what causes of decay and 
final ruin have the southern people been left to 
entertain so strange, go startling, and so baseless 
a chimera? Free society a failure! Sir, L defy you 
to point to another instance in the annals of the | 
race, where so many millionsof the pariabs of for- 
eign despotisms have been transferred from their 
native lands beyond the seas, ignorant, thriftless, 
poor, and degraded, and yet, within a period of 
less:than a quarter ofa century, without enslave- 
ment, without oppression, have been absorbed 
among the masses of the population of the free 
States, without causing even so much asa ripple 
on the calm surface of our free State society. 

I am aware, sir, that these reflections do not 
mect, directly, the question ‘* whatis the charac- 
ter of American slavery when tested by the Bi- 
ble?? The Bible nowhere sanctions the doc- 
trine of “ doing evil that good may come ;”’ or, in 
other words, of obtaining beneficent ends by un- 
righteous means; but, on the contrary, pronounces 
the ‘damnation’? of those who advocate that 
heresy ‘to be just.” Therefore, if the intent of 
kidnapping the negroes, instead of being to grind 
them with the crashing despotism of slavery, had 
been to convert them to Christianity, and thereby 
save their souls in Heaven, the Bible would still 
have condemned the fanaticism as an impudent 
outrage upon the inborn freedom of the souls and 
bodies of men. What, then, must be the verdict 
of these sacred pages against those who kidnap 
these ignorant and inoffensive barbarians for the 

urpose of destroying both soul and body in the 
Grelienna of remorseless bondage? 

In 1620, Sir John Hawkins, an Englishman, 
brought the first cargo of kidnapped Atricans to 
Virginia for sale, A friend of slavery,and a slave- 
holder, has given us the character of this first 
groat patriarch of African slavery in Virginia. 
dear it: 

“$n regard to Hawkins himself, be was, I admit, a MUR- 
DERER anda osser. His avowed purpose, in sailing to 
Guinea, was to take, by stratagem or force, aud carry away 
the unsuspecting natives, in view of selling them as slaves 
to the people of Hispaniola. Ln this pursuit his object was | 
present profit, and his employment and pastime devastation 
aud murder.’—Edwards’s West Indies, vol. 2, pp. 48, 44. 


This, Mr. Chairman, seems to have been the 
inauguration of the great missionary enterprise, 
which was followed by our own shrewd Yankee 
missionary kidnappers, until this most Christian 
pursuit was denounced as piracy by our own 
Congress, and by the laws of nearly all Christen- 
dom. 

This infamous traffic, having its origin in the | 
felon’s purpose of the robbery and murder of de- 
fenscless men and women, guilty of no crime, is 
now, in this democratic land, under a storm of 
execrations from the civilized world for more 
than two hundred years’ duration, not only jus- 
tified as right by reason and revelation, but is 
more than right—is pious and benevolent, and 
therefore sanctioned by the revealed will of God! 
Sir, if any maf now in this Hall had been told | 
twenty years ago that he would, in twenty years 
from that time, in the Halls of Congress, openly 
advocate the reopening of the foreign slave trade 
as a traffic in itself innocent and sanctioned by 
reason and Scripture, he would have cried out, 
with Hazael of old, ‘is thy servant a dog, that 
he should do this great thing??? Has the slave , 
trade or slavery changed since that day; or has 
the eternal God, or his revealed will to man, 
changed within those two centuries? 

Sir, the Bible condemns all acts of violence and 
injustice committed by man against his fellow; 


| tongue walketh through the earth.”’—Idid., 73. 


į Soul of those that spoiled them.?’—Jbid., chap. 22. 


and it equally condemns the motives from which 
each unjust act proceeds. The act of seizing an 
unoffending barbarian on the coasts of Africa is 
but the result of a degradingly selfish, corrupt, 
and devilish motive. ‘The motive or purpose of 
kidnapping or stealing a man, with the intent to 
make him a slave, constitutes the sin of ‘* covet- 
aes 5 i $ 

ing’’—a sin expressly forbidden by the tenth com- 
mandment, and throughout the entire text of the 
Scriptures, as one peculiarly odious in the sight 
of God—a sin which, in its nature, is the nextand 
Jagt step to that other still greater sin-—oppres- 
sipn—a sin, next to blasphemy, more vehemently 
dfnounced in the Bible than any other. 

Sir, [think I am entirely safe in asserting that, 
in all the Bible, there are no texts so overflowing 
with compassion for the wretched, and none so 
vehement and dreadful in their denunciations of 
the wicked, as those which plead for the oppressed, 
and those which denounce the oppressor. But no 
language can equal, in the tenderness of its pa- 
thos, or in the fearfulness of its rebukes and de- 
nunciations, that of the Bible itself. Sodet it speak 
for itself: 

“18. There [in the grave] the prisoners rest together; | 
they hear not the voice of the oppressor.”—Job, chap. 3. 

20. The wicked man travaileth with pain all his days, 
and the number of years is hidden to the oppressor. 

621. A dreadful sound is in his cars: in prosperity the 
destroyer shall come upon him.??—Tbid., chap. 15. 

“13, This is the portion of a wicked man with God, and 
the heritage of oppressors, which they shall reecive or the 
Almighty. 

“14. If his children be multiplied, it is for the sword : 
and his offspring shall not be satisfied with bread. 

15, Those that remain of him shall be buricd in death: 
and his widows shall not weep. 

#6. Though he heap up silver as the dust, and prepare 
raiment as the clay ; 

‘17. He may prepare it, but the just shall put it on, and 
the innocent shali divide the silver. 

“18. He buildeth bis house as a moth, and as a booth 
that the keeper maketh. 

19. Lhe rich man shall lie down, but he shall not be 
gathered: he openeth his eyes, and he is not. 

2). errors take hold on him as waters, a tempest | 
stealeth him away in the night. 

1. Phe east wind carryeth him away, and he depart- 
eth: and as a storia hurieth him out of his place. 

22, Por God shail cast upon him, and not spare: he 
would fain flee out of his hand. 

623. Mon shall clap their hands at him, and shall hiss him 
out of his place.” —Ibid., chap. 27. 

“17. Thou wilt prepare thine heart, thou wilt cause 
thine ear to hear: | 
“18. To judge the fatherless and the oppressed, tbat the 
man of the carth may no more oppress ??—Psabns, chap. 10. 

“5, {or the oppression of the poor, for the sighing of the 

needy, now will 1 arise, saith the Lord; [will set him in 
safety from him that puffeth at him. {Margin,] would en- 
snare him,.°—Ibid., 12. 
“4. He shall judge the poor of the people, he shall save 
uor the necdy, and sball break in picees the 
Ibid, 72. i 
or I was envious at the foolish, when [saw the 
prosperity of the wicked.” 

«6, Therefore pride compasseth them about as a chain 5 
violence covercth them as a garment.”? 

“8. They are corrupt, and speak wickedly concerning 
oppression: they speak loftily. 

«9, Shey set their mouth against the heavens, and their 


These were the words of Job, and of King 
David, the man after God’s own heart. But as 
we move down the current of the ages, we en- 
counter the inspired wisdom of Solomon, the man 
on whom God was pleased to bestow not only 
the most exalted worldly position and prosperity, 
but a sagacity and wisdom which constituted him 
the most gifted, as his wealth and splendor did 
the most prosperous of men. 

«S, Open thy mouth for the dumb in the cause of all 
such as are appointed to distruction. 

«9. Open thy mouth, judge righteously, and plead the 
cause of the poor and needy.”—Proverbs, chap. 31. 

“31, Envy thou not the oppressor, and choose none of 
his ways.??—Tbid., chap. 3. 

“31. He that oppresseth the poor reproacheth his Maker: 
but he that honoreth him hath mercy on the poor.’?—Jbid., 
cbap. 14. s 

«i6. He that oppresseth the poor to increase his riches, 
and he that giveth to the rich, shall surely come to want.” 

22, Rob not the poor because he is poor, neither op- 
press the afflicted in the gate: 

«23. For the Lord will plead their cause, and spoil the 


“<7. The righteous considereth the cause of the poor: but 
the wicked regardeth not to know it.°—Jbid., chap. 29. 

“IL if thoa forbear to deliver them thatare drawn unto 
death, and those that are ready to be slain ; 

12. If thou sayest, behold, we knew it not; doth not he 
that pondereth the heart consider it? And he that keepeth 
thy soul, doth he not know it? and shall he not render to 
every man according to his works ?? 

«24. He that saith unto the wicked, Thou art righteous ; 


him shali the people curse, nations shall abhor him.”’—Jbid., 
chap. 24. 


“3. Todo judgment and justice is more acceptable to the 
Lord than sacrifice.” 

«7. The robbery of the wicked shall destroy them; be- 
cause they refuse to. do judgment.” 

“13, Whoso stoppeth his ears at the ery of the poor, he 
also shall ery himself, but shall not be heard.” 

«30. There is no wisdom nor understanding nor counsel 


' against the Lord.”*—TIbid., chap. 21. 


“1. So Ereturned, and considered all the oppressions that 
are donc under the sun: and behold the tears of such as 
were oppressed, and they had fo comforter ; and on the side 
of their oppressors there was power; but they bad no com- 
forter. 

«2. Wherefore I praised the dead which are already 
dead more than the tiving which are yet alive.’’—Ecclesias- 
tes, chap. 4, 2 

*¢8, IF thou seest the oppression of the poor, and vio- 
lent perverting of judgment and justice in a province, mar- 
vel not at the matter: for he that is higher than the highest 
regardeth; ang there be higher than they.”?—Jhid., chap, 5. 

Bi Y. Surely oppression muketha wise man mad.?-—Ibid., 
chap. 7. 


Here, sir, we have the assurance ofone inspired 


‘from the fountain of wisdom, that death and the 


grave are to be chosen rather than a life cursed 
with hopeless bondage; and so says every brave 
and generous soul in this Hall, from whatever lat- 
itude or longitude he may hail. Living up to the 
spirit of these texts of inspiration by the children 
of men, where among them ail could the curse of 
human bondage be found? 

But, if we descend the current of ages, and con- 
verse with the Hebrew prophets, those heralds of 
the coming Saviour, of the doctrines, the truth 
and purity of which He was to seal with His 
blood, we find no word of comfort or license to 
the oppressors of individuals or of nations. On 
the contrary, we hear them thundering the anath- 
cemas of the ErernaL against the oppressors and 
the oppressing nations of the earth, boding forth 
their utter overthrow and extinction. Jn all these 


| inspired writings, there is no word of license, 


no voice of hope for the nations or the rulers or 
people of those nations which counted for their 
prosperity and glory on the enslavementand op- 
pression of the poor. Such is the copiousness 
of their testimony, one is perplexed to know 
where to begin or what to select consistently with 
that brevity so desirable on an occasion like this, 

These prophets were the heralds of the Gospel 
dispensation, which has come, and brought with 
it proof of the inspiration of those who, for ages 
preceding, foretold the advent of the Son of God, 
the lowly Nazarene, and the doctrines of ‘* peace 
on earth and good will to men,’’ which he was to 
proclaim to the benighted, struggling, and slave- 
cursed nations. In the van of these heralds of 
the coming Saviour, the thunder of whose pro- 
phetic voices made the knees of the oppressors 
of the earth smite one against the other, was 
Isaiah. 

“y. For the vineyard of the Lord of Hosts is the house 
of Isracl, and the men of Judah bis pleasant plant: and he 
looked for judgment, but behold oppression ; for righteous- 


ness, behold a cry.?’—Isaiah, chap. 5. 


19, Whoart thon, that thou shouldest be afraid ofa man 
that shall die, and of the son of man whieh shall be made as 


| grass; 


13. And forgettest the Lord thy Maker, that hath 


| stretched forth the heavens, and laid the foundations of the 


earth; and hast feared continually every day because of 

the fury of the oppressor, as if he were ready to destroy ? 

and where is the fury of the oppressor ??°—Ibid., chap. 51. 
“14, In righteousness shalt thou be established, thou 


i salt be far from oppression; for thou shalt not fear: and 


froin terror; for it shall not come near thee.?’*—Tbid., chap. 
54. 

+6, Is not this the fast that E have chosen ? to loose the 
bonds of wickedness, to undo the heavy burdens, and to let 
the oppressed go free, and that ye break every yoke! 

©, fs it not to deal thy bread to the hungry, and that 
thou bring the poor that are cast out to thy house? when 
thou seest the naked, that thou cover him; and that thou 
hide not thyself from thine own flesh ??’—Ihid., chap. 58. 

“3, Take counsel, execute judgment; make thy shadow 
as the night in the midst of the noonday ; hide the outcasts, 
bewray not him that wandereth.?°—TIbid., chap. 16, 

«13. In transgressing and lying against the Lord, and de- 
parting away from our God, speaking oppression and revolt, 
conceiving and uttering from the heart words of falsehood. 

“14, And judgment is turned away backward, and jus- 
tice standeth atar off: for truth is fallen in the street, and 
righteousness cannot enter.”?-—Ibid., chap. 59. 

%17. And the work of righteousness shall be peace; and 
the effeet of righteousness, quietness and assurance for- 
ever.—Ibid., chap. 32. 

«90. Woe unto them that call evil good, and good evil 5 
that put darkness for light, and light for darkness 5 that put 
bitter for sweet, and sweet for bitter! 

«34. Woe unto them that are wise in their own eyes, 
and prudent in their own sight !—Jbid., chap. 5. 

«17. Learn to do well; seek judgment, relieve the Op- 
Bey judge the fatherless, plead tor the widow.—Ibid.; 
chap. 1. 

#15. He that watketh righteously, and speaketh uprightly 5 
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he that despiseth the gain.of oppressions, that shakcth his 
hand at holding of bribes, that stoppeth his ears from hearing 
of blood, and shutteth his eyes from seeing evil; 

«16. He shail dwell on high : his place of defense shall be 
the munitions of rocks: bread- shall be given him; his 
waters shall be sure.’?’—Ibid., chap. 33. 

«<6, If ye oppress not the stranger, the fatherless, and the 
widow, and shed not innocent blood in this place, neither 
walk after other gods to your hurt; 

“7, ‘Then will E canse you to dwell in this place in the 
land that I gave your fathers, forever and ever.”’—Jeremiah, 
chap. 7. 

«12, O house of David, thus saith the Lord; Execute 
judgment in the morning, and deliver him that is spoiled 
out of the Land of the oppressor, lest my fury go out like 
fire and buru that none can quench it, because of the evil 
of your doings.»—Ibid., chap. 21. 
© &3. Thus saith the Lord; Execute ye judgment and 
righteousness, and deliver the spoiled out of the hand of 
the oppresser: and do no wrong, do no violence to the stran - 
ger, the fatherless, nor the widow, neither shed innocent 
blood in this place,” 

«5. But if ye will not hear these words, L swear by my- 
self, saith the Lor l, that this house shall become a desola- 
tion.” 

13, Woe unto him that buildeth his house by unright- 

* eousness, and his chambers by wrong 3 that uscth his neigh- 
bor’s service without wages, and giveth him not for his 
work.” 

«16, He judged the cause of the poor and needy; then 
it was well withhim: wasnot this to know me? saith the 
Lord. ” 

“17. But thine eyes and thy heart are not but for thy 
covetousness, and for to shed innocent biood, and for op- 
pression, and for violence, to do it.”—Ibid., chap. 22. 


Mr. Chairman, had our fathers obeyed these 
injunctions, “in the morning”? of the thrice-ac- 
cursed slave trade, what might not ‘‘ our own, our 
native land” have been? But itis night now— 
dark, impenetrable midnight. And when, oh! 
when will the sun of freedom rise and-shed its 
holy light upon this pall of utter darkness ? 


“15, Shalt thou reign, because thou closest thyself in 
eodat? did not thy father cat and drink, and do judgment 
and justice, and then it was well with him? 

«16. He judged the cause of the poor and needy; then it 
wes Wel with hin: was not this to know me? saith the 
Lord? 

“17, But thine eyes and thine heart are not bat for thy 
covetousness, and for to shed innocent blood, and for op- 

on, and tor violence, to do it. 

18. ‘Therefore thus saith the Lord concerning Jchoi- 
akim the son of Josiah King of Judah ; 
“19, He shall be buried with the burial of an ass, drawn 
* and cast forth beyond the gates of Jerusalem.” —Jeremiuh, 
chap. 22. 
And they “served him right.” 
“5, But ifa man be just, aud do that which is lawful and 
yight.?? g : 
7, And hath not oppressed any, but hath restored the 
debtor his pledge, hath spoiled none by violence, hath 
is bread to the hungry, and hath covered the naked 
garment”? 
. He is just, he shall surely live.” 
“ig As for his father, because he cruelly oppressed, 
spoiled his brother by violence, and did not that which is 
good among his people, Jo, even he shall die in his in- 
iquity. ?— Ezekiel, chap. 18. 
7. Ele is a merchant, the balances of deceit are in his 
ds: he loveth to oppress.”’—ZTosea, chap. 12. 
“27. Break off iby sins by righteousness, and thine iniqui- 
ties by shewing mercy to the poor; if it may be a lengthen- 
ing of thy tranquility- —Daniel, chap. 4. 


And because he would not heed this warning, 
Nebuchadnezzar was turned out to grass. 

a3. And they have cast lots for my people; and have 
given a boy jor a harlot, and sold a girl for wine, that they 
night drink.?’—Joel, chap. 3, 


Well, why not, if slaves are property? And 
why should the prophet seem to grumble at this? 
May not a man do what he will with his own? 


“1, Hear this word, ye kine of Bashan, that arc in the 
mountains of Samaria, which oppress the poor, which crush 
the needy, which say to their masters, Bring, and let us 
drink. ‘ 

«9. The Lord God hath sworn by His holiness, that lo, 
the day shall come that He will take you away with hooks, 
and your posterity with fish-hooks.”?—.dmos, chap. 4. 

«7. Ye who turn judgment to wormwood, and leave of 
righteousness in the earth. 

8, Seek Him that maketh the seven stars and Orion,” 
i me * «The Lord is his name. 
“9, That strengtheneth the spoiled against the strong. 
“10. They bate him thatrebuketh in the gate; and they 
abbor him that speakcth uprightly. ý 
«1], Forasmuch, therefore, as your treading is upon the 


* 


‘dens of wheat :” 


an evil time.?°—-Zbid., chap. 5. 

«4. Hear this; O ye that swallow up the needy, even to 
make thé poor of the land to fail.” 

«g, That we may buy the poor for silver, and the needy 
for a pair of shoes. 

«7. The Lord hath sworn by the excellency of Jacob, 
Surely I will never forget any of their works.’ —J6id., 
chap. 8 


This certainly is not the language of approba- 
tion of the traffic in slaves, or of. the project of 
transforming poor free laborers into slaves, as 
some of our southern friends seem to think may 
be done on Scripture principles, as well as on those, 
of economy. = 

«2. And they covet fields, and take them by violence; 
and houses, and they take them away; so they oppressa 


man and his house, even a man and his heritage.— Micah, 
chap. 2. 

Woe to them! 

«8, He hath showed thee, O man, what is good ; and what 
doth the Lord require. of thee, but to do justly, and to love 
mercy, and to walk humbly with thy God??— Micah, 
chap. 6. 

«9. ‘Thus speaketh the Lord of hosts, saying, Execute 
truc judgment, andshow mercy and compassions every man 
to his brother: 

«10. And oppress not the widow, nor the fatherless, the 
stranger, nor the poor; and let none of you imagine evil 
against his brother in your heart. 

11. But they refused to hearken, and pulled away the 
shoulder, and stopped their cars, that they should not hear. 
— Zachariah, chap. 7. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, I would ask, inall candor, 
of the people of the slave States, can you, while 
in that state of mind which the Scriptures require 
of us, as conditions of receiving the Divine favor, 
harbor towards any human being, however de- 
spised or degraded, those affections which would 
move you to buy or sell him, his wife and child- 
ren, as merchandise for your own profit, and re- 
gardless of his right to act, think, and work for 
himself? Can men be made merchandise in oppo- 
sition to their own will? or can they will them- 
selves into a servitude where all freedom of will 
or action is forever thereafter denied them? 

One citation more brings us to the close of the 
Old Testament: 

“5. And I will come nearto you to judgment: and T will 
be a swift witness against the sorcerers, and against. the 
adulterers, and against false swearers, and against those 
that oppress the jiireling wages, the widow, and the 
fatherless, and that turn aside the stranger from his right, 
rnoture, saith the Lord of Hosts,’’—Malacht, chap.3. 


and fear 


2. But to the candid and diligent student, nay, 
to the most careless observer, the Old Testament, 
which closes with this book, will speak for itself, 
as being buta preface or introduction to the New; 
a dircetory, as it were, to guide the carnest in- 
quirer in his search for the cternal treasure. This 
was the-appropriate function of the “Jaw and 
the -prophets,’’ and by them we are, as it were, 
brought into the presence of Him who ‘came, 
not to destroy the law, but to satisfy the law,” 
and thereby * magnify and make it honorable.” 
He thon—the Saviour of the world—was the right- 


i fal and only infallible expounder of the “jaw and 


the prophets; and we, as Christians, are bound 
to accept, without cavil or denial, as “‘the law 
and the prophets,” what He, the Son of God, has 
declared to be the “ lawand the prophets.” 

We are thus brought to the élose of the Old 
Testament dispensation, and by it ushered face 
to face into the presence of the ‘ Son of God, the 
Prince of Peace;’’? and to His final TESTAMENT 
to a world hitherto in darkness and “ filled with 
violence.” The old dispensation, though a great 


luminary shining on the impenctrable darkness į 


of heathenism, was but a dim light in comparison | 


with the ‘Sun of Righteousness;”’ still it was 


sufficient, as a mere directory, to guide the earn- 
est pilgrim in his scarchings for the way of life. 
By that old guide-book we are conducted to the 
consummation of the “law and the prophets” 
in the Gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son of the 


Eternal—to Him who was sent ‘not to destroy, į 
y 


but to fulfill” the law, and to “‘ magnify and make 
suiy 


lithonorable.’? He, then, the Saviour ofthe world, 


was the legitimate and only infallible expounder 
of the law, and interpreter of the prophets. What 
He declares to have been the ‘ lawand the proph- 
ets’? we, as Christians, are bound to receive m- 
plicidly, without denial, doubt, or cavil, as the 
‘law and the prophets.” 

Without attempting to produce more than mere 
shreds, as it were, of the text of the New Testa- 
ment, obedience to which makes the enslavement 
of men an absolute moral impossibility, I shall ex- 
hibit only the leading passages—insisting, by the 
way, that obedience to the Old Testament Serip- 


tures as expounded by the Gospel is the daty || 


of Christians, at whatever sacrifice of worldly 
interest, of pleasure, pride, wealth or power. I 


| insist further, that persistent and impenitent dis- 


‘Divine requirements." 


obedience to these tioral precepts exchidesalli 
who have access to the Gospel from hope. of. the’ 
infinite ‘benefits flowing from obedience -ito ita 

I begin; sir, with Matthew's Gospel, and from 
it Itake the‘ golden rule? o 5005o up A 

“13, Therefore all things whatsoever ye would that mën 
should do to you, do'ye even so'to them ¥ for this isthe law: 
and the prophets.??—Malthew, chapi h ~~ Loe 

Could infinite Wisdom: communicaté.:to finite 
capacities a more perfect rule of moral conduct? . 
«ft is the law and the prophets;”’ and soit is the 
end of every controversy among all mén very- 
where, having access to the Gospel, so far: ag 
man’s moral conduct toward his fellow-man is 
concerned. The Son of God, the Saviour of the 
world, who came, “ not to destroy; butto fulfillthe 
law,” declares obedience to this commandment 
to be a compliance with the moral duties enjoined 
by both the ‘‘lawand the prophets.” Therefore, 
obedience to the ‘law and the prophets,’’ as ex- 
pounded by the Saviour of the world, is, the duty 
of Christians at whatever sacrifice. The neces- 
sary inference from these conceded truths is, that 
whatever act of the human mind flows from a 
motive different from obedience to. this Divine 
command is opposed to the moral precepts of the 
“law and the prophets.” i : 


It isin vain that sentences wrested from their 
contexts, either in the Old or the New Testament, 
are urged in the support of a system opposed to 
the“ golden rule;” for the Divine teacher tells us 
expressly that this rule is the substancë of, or 
rather is, “the law and the prophets.” Tam 
Aware that slaveholding divines and politicians 
have a way of getting round this most wonderful 
generalization of the relative duties of the human 
race. They say that the rule oply applies to 


| equals, but ‘does not bind the superior in his con- 


duct towards the inferior. How, say they, can 
the rude and repulsive barbarian judge of what the 
educated and refined European or Anglo-American 


| would have donc to him, if cast, for instance, on 
a barbarous coast? Sir, the barbarian in such 


case is no more bound to do more than he hag 
ability to do than would the civilized man... In 
his casc, as well as in the case of the civilized, 
ability is the measure of duty. ‘According to 
what a man: heth, and not what ke hath not, shall 
it be required of him.” But the slaveholder ob- 
jects, that the barbarian does not know what is for 
his own good, while the civilized man docs know 
that it will be for the good of the barbarian to kid- 
nap and convey him to a civilized and Christian 
land, and there make a slave of him and his pos- 
terity forever, that, as a compensation for this 
seeming outrage, said barbarian, and his posterity 
may become Christians and saved from the doom 
of “them that know not God.” But, sir, the 
morality of human actions is'in no. wise affected 
by the results, immediate or remote, which may 
or do follow them; but from the motive and pur- 
pose, and those alone, from which those actions 
spring. a ; 

The motive of the American or European slave- 
stealer is onc of unmingled avarice—the dirtiest | 
and most repulsive form of selfishness; and the 
Bible nowhere gives license for the exercise of this 
or any other infamous motive, because that, in 
the Divine economy, such wickedness. may be 
wrought as a link in the chain of events ending 
in the highest good of the injured sufferer, or of 
the humanrace. ‘The damnation ofsuch as say, 
Let us do evil that good may come, isjust.’? (Rom. 
ch. 3, verse 8.) You meant it for evil, but God 
meant it for good,” said Joseph to his guilty and 


confounded brethren, when, overwhelmed with 


the tortures of a guilty conscience, “they were 
troubled at his presence.” Bat why did not this 
brotherhood of convicts reply to,their brother, as 
do our modern advocates and apologists of slavery 
at the present time, ‘* Why charge us, brother 
Joseph, with meaning it for evil; did we not get 
as your value twenty pieces of silver of the Mid- 
ianite slave merchants?—and now, through that 
very excellent bargain, you are able to preserve 
us alive, and all our father’s house besides; we 
do not want to hear any more of this kind of fa- 
naticism, after such-a blessed result of our trade 
with the rascally Midianites. Besides, if we had 
not sold you, God’s promise to our. father Abra- 
ham, that ‘in his seed all the nations of the earth 
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should be blessed,’ would have. been. no better 
than a ‘rascally abolition lie.’ ”’ ' ; 

Mr.:Chairman; on the principle of this. reason- 
ing, or rather this impious cavil, those guilty men 
might have raised'a much more plausible argument 
for the sale of the soul and body of their brother 
than the-slaveholders are able to do in defense of 
slavery, based: upon the good which the Divine 
ceonomy has ‘‘educed”’ from the ‘evil’? of the 
African’ slave trade. But,.sir, it is wicked to 
waste. precious time on such impudent sophis- 
try; let us turn to the testimony of the Bible. On 
one. occasion, a ‘certain Pharisee, who was also 
a LAWYER,” tried by one of his Icgal quibbles to 
entangle our Saviour, and propounded to Him the 
following questions: i 
; “36. Master, which is the great commandment in the 
awr 

#37. Jesus said unto him, ‘Thou shalt love the Lord thy 
God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all 
thy mind. 

*¢ 38, This is the first. and great commandment, 

«39. And the second isjike unto it, Thou shalt love thy 
neighbor as thyself, ‘ 

#40. On these two commandments hang all the law and 
the prophets.””— Matthew, chap, 22. 

$93. Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! 
for ye pay tithe of mint, and anise, and cummin, and have 
omitted thé weightier matters of the law: judgment, mercy, 
and faith, these ought ye to have done, and not to leave 
the others undone. 

94. Ye blind guides, which strain at a gnat, and swal- 
low a camel.”—Jbid., chap. 23. 

Mr. Chairman, is there not much of the like 
kind of straining at gnats and swallowing of cam- 
els in these days of the triumph of a spurious 
pro-slavery Gospel? 

Sir, if “all the law and the prophets” hang on, 
the above commandment, there ends the Scripture 
argument for slavery under the Christian dispen- 
sation. No sophistry can elude the conclusive 
force of that most comprehensive summing-up of 
the absolute and the relative duties of the human 
race, as, well those they owe to cach other as 
those they owe to their common Creator. [have 
before shown, from the Bible, ‘ who is our neigh- 
bor,” and need only repeat, that each individual 
human being so related tous, by whatever circum- 
stances, as to stand in need of kind offices, which 
we are able to exercise towards him, is ‘four 
NEIGHBOR;”’ and we are, therefore, bound to con- 
sider his sorrows and sufferings as our own, and 
to relieve them as we would have him relieve us 
were our relations to each other reversed. 

In continuing these extracts from the Bible in 
support of the argument against the Scripture 
morality of slaveholding, T shall extract some 
passages from the Gospel of St. Matthew, which, 
for sublimity and pathos, are without a parallel, 
even in this book of wonders—the Bible. It is 
the description of the final judgment and sentence 
of the impenitent; and, above all, the reasons on 
which their utterand eternal doom is based. To 
my mind those texts alone would be conclusive 
against the righteousness of the system of slavery, 
inasmuch as they utterly condemn all the motives 
of human action in which that system can have 
its origin or continuance: 

$634, Then shall the king say unto them on his right hand, 
Come, ye blessed of my Father, inberit the kingdom pre- 
pared for you from the foundation of the world.’’—Matthew, 
chap. 25. 

Before slaves had been stolen and worked to 
death under the lash. 


35. For I wasan hungered, and ye gave me meat: [was 
thirsty, and ye gave me drink: I was astranger, and ye took 
me int 

«36. Naked, and ye clothed me: I was sick, and ye vis- 
ited me: E was in prison, and ye came unto m» » 

437. Then shall the righteous answer him, saying, Lord, 
when saw we thee an hungered, and fed thee? or thirsty, and 
gave thee drink ? 

“38. When saw we thee a stranger, aud took thee in? or 
naked, and clothed thee? 

«39. Or when saw we thee sick, or in prison, and came 
unto thee ? 

“40, And the King shall anwer and say unto them, Verily 
1 say unto you, Inasmuch ds ye have done it unto one of the 
least of these my brethren, ye have done it unto me. 

4). Then shall he say also unto them on the leit hand, 
Depart from me, ye cursed, into everlasting fire, prepared 
for the devil and his angels: 

* 42, For I was an hungered, and ye gave me no meat: 
1 was thirsty, and ye gave me no drink: 

«43, Iwas astranger, and ye took me notin: naked, and 
ye vlothed me not: sick, and in prison, and ye visited me 
not. 

“44, Then shall they also answer him, saying, Lord, 
when saw we thee an hungered, or athirst, or a stranger, 
a nakad, or sick, or in prison, and did not minister unto 

ee? ; 


| tion of wretchedness with them. 
quibble of the stall-fed priest; no sophistry of | 


«45. Then shall he answer them, saying, Verily E sav 
unto you, Inasmuch as ye did it not to one of the least of 
these, ye did it not to me. ”—Mutthew, chap. 25. 

It will not answer for the apologist for slavery 
to reply that this rule presents tests of obedience 
more severe than human frailty canendure. These 
are Bible tests, and by such tests the slaveholder 
submits when he vouches Scripture as his title to 


hold his slaves. They are tests prescribed by the | 


Author of Christianity in his own language, and 
evasion is simply impossible. Neither is there 
any lack of ability in mankind to comply with 
these tests of obedience which may not be re- 
solved into a simple indisposition thereto. The 
only difficulty in the case is in the human will, 
not in the work to be donc.. That perverse and 
non-complying will is our own, and it is all for 
the government and guidance of which we are 
morally responsible in this life, or will be held 
responsible in the day and hour of FINAL JUDG- 
MENT. 

These passages show us further that the Saviour 
of the world has left to our care and kindness, as 
tests of our faith in and obedience to Him, not 


| the wise or the mighty of the carth, but the lowly, 


the sorrowing, and the outcast; and has made 
ouraffections towards these,as manifested by our 
self-denials to relieve their sufferings, from what- 
ever sources these may have sprung, the tests of 
our obedience, our humanity, self-denial, and 
charity towards Him, were He in the like condi- 
No quirk nor 


him who directly or indirectly fares sumptu- 


ously every day” on the unpaid labor of a weary | 


life of despairing bondage, can shicld from the 
condemnation of those solemn and fearful declar- 
ations of God’s written word: 

*©18. The spirit of the Lord is upon me, because he hath 
annointed me to preach the Gospel to the poor; he hath 
sent me to heal the broken hearted, to preach deliverance 
to the captives, and recovering of sight to the blind, to set 
at liberty them that are bruised, 

“19, To preach the acceptable year of the Lord.”’—Luke, 
chap. 4. 

If we desire to know what was that ACCEPTA- 
BLE year of the Lord, we are referred to the year 
of jubilee, (Leviticus, chap. 25, verses 9 and 10;) 


the year when “liberty was proclaimed through- | 


out all the land, to all the inhabitants thereof.” 

At this point J may as well advert to certain 
objections to the force and authority of the pas- 
sages of Scriptures before cited. Many of these 
objections amount simply to a denial of the au- 
thority of the Bible itself, But to this class of 
objectors I reply, that if the authority of the 
Bible is denied when itseems to condemn slavery, 
itmust, of course, be worthless as an authority in 
favor of it. It cannot be an authority both for 
and against the same system. 


A favorite modern pro-slavery argument of the į 


genus before stated is, that the negro and the 
white man are not of the same common original 
stock. But this, if true in fact, upsets the Bible 
argument for slavery, inasmuch as it denies the 
veracity of its own witness. Thus the express 
letter of both the Old and New Testament asserts 
the common origin of the whole human family: 


95, And hath made of one blood all nations of men for | 


to dwell on all the face of -the earth, and hath determined 
the times before appointed, and the bounds of their habit- 
ation 5 

“27. That they should scek the Lord, if haply they might 
feclafter him, and find him, though he be not far from every 
one of us: 


28, For in hin we live, and move, and have our being; 
as certain also of your own poets have said, For we are 
also his offspring.” 

30. And the times of this ignorance God winked at; but 

now commandeth all men everywhere to repent: 
_ “31. Because he bath appointed a day, in which he will 
judge the world in righteousness, by that man whom he 
hath ordained : whereof he bath given assurance unto all 
men, in that he hath raised him from thé dead’*—Aets, 
chap. 17. 

‘Whoever appeals to the testimony of the Bible 
mustaccept these proof texts concerning the com- 
mon origin of the human race, or he must deny 
the credibility of the whole Bible. These texts 
assert no more, significantly, the common origin, 
than they do the common destiny of the race. A 
common ‘ judgment.in righteousness”? awaits 
us all, white men and black men, bend and free, 
“by that Man whom he hath ordained.”? By 
this Scripture it is very clear that neither supe- 
riority of race nor diversity of condition will 


avail us before that august tribunal. But to 


break the force of these texts, itis said that Rabbi‘ 


Agassiz, Rabbi Gliddon,and divers others, “ men 
ofrenown,’’*have discovered that the differentraces 
of menare descended from different original stocks; 
and hence, that if it is not right, it is at least not 
so very bad, to enslave each other; and that the 
common. Father will probably have so great a 
prejudice against the color of his dark children, 
that he will not call his white-skined children to 
a severe account for treating them like the ‘ beasts 
that perish.” 

But further, in confirmation of this brilliant dis- 
covery of the rabbis aforesaid, another of the 
same sort, and a southern rabbi at that, has dis- 
covered another scientific wonder, namely: that 
the negro’s wool is not true hair, as is the sorrel 
top of the white man; and hence it is inferred by 
the philosophers aforesaid that the negro is rather 
a cousin germane to the bear and the monkey 
than to the white man, who has—if not bald— 
“true hair on his head.” The wool of the ne- 
gro is supposed to prove him near of kin to the 
sheep, alpacca, or other wooled animal—the 
‘wooly horse,’ for example. But it seems to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that an argument built on this 
wooly basis may be turned as well. against the 
white man’s as against the negro’s humanity. 
Now, the white man’s hair is proved, by those 
same savans, to be ‘truce hair,” and not wool in 
the least; so these same philosophers have dis- 
covered, by analysis, that the hair of the donkey 
is “truc hair: ergo, the white man, or at least 
those white men who resort to this argument, are 
near of kin to the donkey. 

But aside from these crude and not very credit- 
able speculations of a few time-serving men of 
education and scientific reputation, which are 
really unworthy of serious refutation, there are 
passages of the New Testament, which are, no 
doubt honestly, supposed, under the teachingsof a 
class of time-serving, or perhaps of really sincere 
Christians, to favor the institution of slavery, and 
to deservea candid examination from candid men; 
not, however, from any difficulty in the case, but 
from the strength of pro-slavery prejudice accu- 
mulated in their favor. 

No person pretends that either Christ or His 
apostles taught the doctrine of slave emancipation 
as a duty, as independent of a compliance with 
the grand duty of masters doing to slaves as they 
would have their slaves do to them were their 
conditions reversed, The reason of this probably 
was that their mission was not to overthrow, di- 
rectly, the existing arrangements of society, but 
to teach men the duty and necessity of loving one 
another, and of treating each other as a common 


| brotherhood. Obedience to such teaching would, 


of necessity, work the overthrow of every polit- 
ical and domestic relation inconsistent with the 
command to love our neighbor as ourselves. 


i Slavery, therefore, as it exists in the slave States 


could not be practiced among Christians, Sull, 
there were in those days, throughout the Roman 
empire, multitudes of slaves—not negro, but white 
slaves—and among those slaves and masters there 
were many converts to the faith of Christ. To 
such converts the apostle addresses the language 
of 1 Corinthians, chapter 7: 

“90. Let every man abide in the same calling wherein he 
was called. 

“21. Art thou called being a servant? care not for it: but 
if thou mayest be made free, use it rather. 

£92, For he that is called in the Lord, being a servant, 
is the Lord’s free man: jikewise also he that is called, 
being free, is Christ’s servant. a 

923. Ye are bought with a price; be not ye the servants 
of men.” 

Thus Christ and the apostles taught the right 
of the slave to freedom, and the duty of the mas- 
ter to recognize that right; but He did not advise 
servants to assert that right by force; neither do 
Christians, in these days, teach that doctrine. 
The vindictive resumption of withheld rights is 
not a doctrine of Christ, whether those rights be 
of property or of personal freedom. But this, 
surely, gives no sanction to the outrage of with- 
holding acknowledged rights, or of denying those 
rights which are clear and incontestable, by way 
of shift or subterfuge for withholding them. On 
the contrary, it greatly aggravates the wrong. 

On this question, the writings of the Apostle 
Paul contain some passages which the advocates 
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of slavery deem conclusive. in favor of the ‘‘do- | 
mestie institution.” 

“1. Let as many servants as.are under the yoke, count 
their own masters worthy of alt honor,” — 

But why this injunction? The reason of it is 
given— : : 

“that. the name.-of.God and his doctrine be not blas- 
phemed.”—~1 Timothy, chap. 6. . 

Very well; it was not because the bondage of 
the slave was right, but that the Christian slave 
might bea missionary to his heathen master; and 
thus, in his bondage, preach the Gospel. No į 
Christian would now give any other counsel to the 
Christian slave, and for the same reason. That 
this is the true rendering of the passage is most 
obvious from the nature of the case; and is ren- 
dered certain by the following verse: 

“2. And they that have believing masters?— 

Then those servants who had ‘ believing mas- 
ters’? were not ‘under thé yoke’’— 

“tet them not despise them, because they are brethren ; 
but rather do them service, because they are faithful and | 
beloved, partakers of the benefit.”—1 Timothy, chap. 6. | 

Sir, there is no right-minded friend of the slave 
who would advise the Christian servantof a Chris- 
tian master to leave that service simply for the 
reason that the master, having become a Christian, 
could. not longer hold the servant as a slave or | 
“under the yoke.” All Christians would unite | 
with the apostle in saying: 

«3, If any man teach otherwise, and consent not to 
wholesome words, even the words of our Lord Jesus Christ, 
and to the doctrine which is according to godliness, 

“4, Ue is proud, knowiag nothing; but doting about 
questions and strilcs of words, whereof cometh envy, strife, 
railings, evil surmisings.’*—1 Timothy, chap. 6. 

But, on the other hand, should such pretended 
Christian master refuse to give such servant the 
things “ which are just and equal,” by holding 
him as a slave for life, who would deny that such 
a Christian would cause the name of God and His 
doctrine to be blasphemed, and consequently cease 
to be a Christian? . There is nowhere to be found 
any more thorough and satisfactory anti-slavery 
doctrine in the English language. Probably neither 
Mr. Garrison nor Theodore Parker would find 
fault with it. i 

But I must not overlook the slaveholder’s vade 
mecum——Paul’s Epistle to Philemon. Here, say 
they, we have a case in point. But if we examine 
this authority it will be found to turn against those 
who vouch it as pointedly as does the same apos- | 
tle’s injunction to Timothy. i 

The case of Philemon and his servant Onesi- | 
mus, was simply this: Philemon, a man of learn- | 
ing, wealth, and high reputation, held a slave, | 
named Onesimus. Both servant and master had į 
been converted to Christianity under the preaching | 
of Paul; and Onesimug, believing himself to be a i 
frec man, not by the laws of heathen Rome, but | 
by the laws of a common brotherhood in Jesus | 
Christ, left the service of Philemon, and fled to, | 
and followed, Paul as a servant. Philemon, dis- | 
satisfied with this conduct of his servant, prob- | 
ably applied to Paul to admonish him of the wrong | 
of thus leaving his former master. Paul, disap- | 
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roving of this course of Onesimus, persuaded | 
ine to return to his former master; and sent by | 
him the “ Epistle to Philemon.” I say, “sent | 
back Onesimus,” (I do not mean in bonds, under 
a ‘fugitive slave law,” after receiving ten dollars | 
for so doing, instead of five for letting him go free, 
but persuaded him to return,) but in what capaci- | 
ty? Why, not at all as a slave; but, on the con- 
trary, as “f A BROTHER BELOovED.”? Did Philemon | 
obey, suppose you; or did he, as soon as he could | 
manacle the hands and gyve the heels of the re- 
turned runaway, sell him to the rice, sugar, or 
cotton plantations of Egypt? 

The foregoing is the gist and marrow of that | 
most perverted book of the New Testament; and, | 
sir, much as I am opposed to slavery, I see noth 
ing in that conduct of the great apostle to. the 
Gentiles not fully up to the anti-slavery. standard |) 
ofthe most radical of us. on this floorand through- |! 
out the free States or the world. |; 

In concluding these remarks, I shall cite bu 
one more passage from the Scriptures, and that | 
from the concluding book of the New Testament 
From that closing up of the record of God’s su 
pernatural dealings with men, and covering a 
period of more than. four thousand years, i 


appears that the sin of enslaving. men will be. 
continued down to the winding up of. the great; 
drama of the world’s history. ‘Neither the voice. 


of reason, the solemn demands of justice, the 


pitying wail of oppressed humanity, nor the ex-. 
press injunctions of God’s Word, nor His dread-f 
ful warnings in the wiping out of. oppressing na-: 


tions—“ wiping them as a man wipeth a dish; 
wiping and turning it upside down’’—were ad- 
monition sufficient to deter the rulers and poten- 
tates of the nations from a repetition of this sin 
for which their oppressing predecessors lay in 
moldering ruins, utterly forgotten, or, if remem- 
bered, only remembered to be accursed. 

Sir, as it has been in the past, so it will be in 
the future; as it is in the natural, so is it in the 
moral world; ‘like causes produce like effects.” 
The fruit of injustice and oppression in the present, 
will, as in the past, be destructive. As with indi- 
viduals, so with nations; as they “ sow so also 
shall they reap.” Ifthey sow to freedom and jus- 
tice, they shall reap prosperity and glory. Ifthey 
sow to injustice and oppression, they shall reap 
destruction. 


610. He that leadeth into captivity shall go into captivity: 
He that killeth with the sword, must be killed with the 
sword.’’—Revelations, chap. 13. 

“11, And the merchants of the earth shall weep and mourn 
over her; for no man buyeth their merchandise any more. 


12. The merchandise of gold, aud silver, and precious ` 


stones, and pearls, and fine linen, and purple, and silk, and 
scarlet, and all thyme wood, and all manner of vessels of 
ivory, and all manner of vessels of most precious wood, 
and of brass, and iron, and marble, i 

é 13. And cinnamon, and odors, and ointments, and frank- 
incense, and wine, and oil, and fine flour, and wheat, and 
beasts, and sheep, and horses, and chariots, and slaves, and 
souls of men.”? 

“15, The merchants of these things, which were made 
rich by her, shall stand atar off, for the fear of her torment, 
weeping and wailing, 

“16. And saying, Alas, alas! that great city, that was 
clothed in fine Jinen, and purple, and searlet, and decked 
with gold, and precious stones, and pearls! 

“17, For in one hourso great riches is come to naught.” 

20. Rejoice over her, thou heaven, and ye holy apostles 
and prophets; for God hath avenged you on her !°—Ibid., 
chap. 18. : 


The great fair of all sorts of merchandise, as 
well as the slave mart, it seems, was open in the 
great Babylon, to receive its living hosts of busy 
men, each engaged in some traffic to lay up for 


himself ‘treasures on. carth;’’ even bartering | 
“ slaves and the souls of men” through greed | 


of gold, when the yawning earth should ope her 


jaws to ingulf them all in one common and cter- 


nal ruin, 


Here, sir, the great drama closes; and no eur- | 


tain shall rise, until the archangel’s trump shall 
summon from- their graves the bondman and his 
oppressor, to receive at the hands of the benevo- 
lent, but impartial and unbending Judge, the 
award of deeds done to his fellow-man, which 


i he would have shed his life-blood to avert from 


himself. 


COLUMBUS POST OFFICE BUILDING. 


REMARKS OF HON. SAMUEL S. COX, 
OF O10, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 19, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole onthe 
state of the Union— 

Mr. COX said: 

Mr. Cuairman: I have asked the privilege of 
addressing the committee now, not so much to 
influence any legislation immediately before them, 
but as a convenient.mode of laying my views of 


;, alocal matter before the Committee on the Post 

Office and Post Roads. S 
i here, been urging an appropriation by Congress | 
ii for the erection of a post office building at the 


Ihave, since Ihave been 


capital of Obio. At the first session of the last 
Congress, on the 4th of January, 1858, I presented 
a memorial from eight hundred of the prominent 
business men, of all partics, of Columbus, Ohio, 
for that purpose. These petitioners were men who 
bear, with cheerfulness, their part of the public tax- 
ation, direct and indirect. They asked only what 
other capitals, of other and lesser States, have re- 
ceived. Ihave omitted no proper occasion when 
I could urge their petition. It was laid before the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads in 
the Senate. That committee consisted of Senators 


i 


| 


| by fire. 
tage 
| building was burned. 


| at Columbus. 


snare 


Yulee, Bigler; Gwin;: Fitch, Thomson of. New? 


Jersey, Hale, and: Dixon; ..Columbus::was:one 
-theipoints selected by them from.agreat‘many, 
for a favorable- report: . The: Senate committee 


claims. : ; i 
2. That the city contained about thirty thousand, 
people, and is the center of extensive and impor 
ant business transactions. preg to aeeh 
3. That the office supplies over forty thousand 
people. ` > E Wa a 

4. Itis one of the three distributing offices of ! 
the State. i . 

5. The building now in use is poorly adapted ` 
to the business of the office. Itis inconvenient; ` 
it is badly lighted; it cannot be heated. without 
danger; it is not a safe depository, . In its rear is.’ 
a bake-shop, and coffee and spice-grinding estah- 
lishment, which has three times been consumed | 
On the last occasion of fire, an adjoining“ 
On one side isan extensive | 
eating establishment which has its kitchen under, 
the office. The office rent is $1,200..." 

6. I wish to add one other and important reason” 
for this claim. From 1821 up to 1856 the United 
States courts were: held in Columbus. In 1856, 
the State was divided into two districts, and the 
courts removed from Columbus to Cincinnatiand 
Cleveland. By alaw adopted by the Judiciary 
Committee, and to be passed, as I trust, at this 
session, a term of the court will be hereafter. held 
From the year 1820 until 1856, the 
courts were held in Columbus. The United States 
used, without intermission, a building which was 
built for that purpose, but not built by the United “ 
States. Jt was built at the joint expenseof the peo- ` 
ple of Columbus and of the: State of: Ohio.: The 
State contributed a.certainamount.of depreciated, | 
bank (Miama Exporting. Company) paper, then: 
in the treasury. But-the burden was borne chiefly- 
by the public-spirited citizens of Columbus. -This 
I learn from a letter from Colonel Swayne, of Co- 
lumbus. The United States never paid.any rent. 
‘This. rent, at a fair estimate for thirty-six years, 
at $600 per annum will be $21,600. Now, this: 
rent is a valid claim against the United States: - 
Such claims have been paid. Last Congress such 
a claim of implied rent. was passed by this House. 
It was House bill No. 789, ‘‘to compensate the: 
State of New Jersey for the use. of court-rooms 
for the United States in the State House, at Tren- 
ton, in said State.” Thus, this House recog- 
nized such an obligation, as ifitwerea debt. A 
member of the last Congress urged me to present - 
this claim for Ohio. ‘I told him. that I could not: 
do it; Ohio never expected the rent. Bat I would : 
use tf as a strong and emphatic argument for the: 
ereclion of a Government building at Columbus, 
The cogency of such reasoning may-be judged by `. 
the fair members of this House - [tis eminently - 
due to Columbus that it should be considered. 

7. Ohio has had but little attention from the 
Federal Government. She has had, during her 
whole history, but $600,000 expended for pub- 
lic buildings at the north and south parts of the 
State. Mame, Louisiana, South Carolina, Rhode ; 
Island, and other States, have had much larger 
appropriations, in proportion to their contribu- 
tions.” This I could amply demonstrate, - 

I think I have the right to demand of the Fed- 
eral Congress some attention to this claim for a. 
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Federal structure. It is even such a case as com- 
pels attention, in a time when there isa thin Treas- 
ury and when great economy is studied. I can 
demand-it with more emphasis, when I exhibit 
what Ohio pays in the form of taxation to this 
Federal Government. For this purpose, I cli 
the following from the volume of Mr. Mansfield, 
the Ohio official statistician. He says: 


«Tn 1857, I estimated the whole amount of taxes paid by 
the people of Ohio at $14,673,298. In the year 1659, the 
revenues collected by the General Government on imported 
goods were about $50,000,000, of which at least one tenth 
were paid by the people of Ohio. The amount and distri- 
bution of taxes paid in 1859 were: 
For State purposes, including the interest on the public 

debt and sinking fund... seseeeees $1,645,989 
On school purposes. sesse sseeseosesssesseesea 2,740,000 
For local purposes of ah kinds, (exclusive of 

schools) s.es 5,669,011 
Paid to the General Government by custom- 

house duties......06+ .. 5,000,000 


s Thè amount is but little more than for 1857, but would 
have been greater had the United States Government re- 
ceived the same amount from revenue duties. Assuming 
the basis of $845,000,000 of property, (the new appraise- 
ment only appearing in 1860,) the aggregate of taxes paid 
by the people of Ohio, in 1859, is one eighth percent. ‘This 
is a high ratio, but is in no way dependent upon the State 
authorities. One third is tevied by the United States Gov- 
ernment, ina way not to be seen or felt, and nearly one 
half is raised by town and county authorities, for their own 
local purposes.” 


Ohio then pays, according to Mr. Mansfield, 
one tenth of the lederal expenses. If they amount 
to $60,000,000, Ohio pays $6,000,000. Ohio has 
not been backward in giving her means to her 
sister States for all public improvements. One 
third of all her taxes go into your Federal Treas- 
ury. Where do they go? For light-houses, for 
the coast improvements, for Indians, for postal 
service, for the Army and Navy, &c. Very little 
of it is expended in or for Ohio. 

Dask, as a matter of simple justice, that her 
capital receive this substantial consideration, and 
that it be decorated by a structure at once useful 
and beautiful. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. R. BARRET, 
OF MISSOURI, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 29, 1860. 


The House having under consideration the Pacific rail- 
road bill 


Mr. BARRET said: 

Mr. Sreaxer: After the exhibition we have 
had here of differences between northern and 
southern men in regard to the measure under con- 
sideratiow, I do hope that I will be excused if I 
take up the subject in general, and attempt to 
show that the Pacific railroad is a work of such 
national importance that it rises far above mere 
sectional interests... I hope I will be excused for 
discussing it generally, even after the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York, because of the 
expressions from gentlemen of the North and 
gentlemen of the South, manifesting a disposition 
to view it as a sectional question. 

Sir, when our thirteen colonies in their infancy 
raised and ruled the storm of the Revolution, 
and established our independence, our Govern- 
ment then embraced within its extent two hun- 
dred and sixty-one thousand seven hundred and 
eighteen square miles of territory. The Appa- 
lachain chain of mountains at that time formed 
what was then supposed to be an insurmounta- 
ble barrier to western progress. Afterwards, when, 

„by the increase of population and the acquisition 
of territory, we extended our limits to that won- 
derful stream, extending in its course from the ex- 
treme north to the extreme south of a whole con- 
tinent, it was thought that we had arrived at an 
extremity; and the great ‘‘Father of Waters” 
was then considered the extreme limit of civili- 
zation and the uttermost bound for even the great 
West. 

But our march was still onward, overleaping 
every obstacle. The acquisition of Louisiana 
was proposed. This Territory, immense in ex- 
tentand wonderful in fertility, was acquired over 


the most obstinate opposition. At thisearly day, 
it was contended that our boundaries included 
more territory than could be wisely governed or 
safely defended. The tide of prosperity’ still 
flowed on, and Territories were acquired and 
States made, and our progress was still onward, 
with a latitude unrestrained by human laws, and 
with a longitude defying even the laws of nature. 
Still westward the star of empire was borne, over 
high mountains and deep valleys, overleaping all 
obstacles, disregarding all barriers. And now 
the great West, so lately limited to the Missis- 
sippi valley, ia its broad expanse has reached the 
golden plains of California, and is confined only 
by the resistless waves of the great ocean of 
waters. 
«No pent up Utica ‘confines our powers, 
For the whole boundless continent is ours.’? 

We have become an ocean-bound Republic, to 
be measured in its extent only by the rising of 
the sun and the going down of the same. This 
unparalleled progress, this vast extension of 
territory and rapid accession of States, have ren- 
dered the necessity absolute that some cohesive 
power or influence should be established which 
will unite more closely the newly extended limits 
and varied interests, and augment the resources, 
power, unity, and defenses of this magnificent 
Republic. 

If, when Louisiana was acquired, our safety 
was considered doubtful because of extended lim- 
its, in what condition are we now? Our frontier 
was then exposed to the Indian on the West. 
We have now the Indian in our midst, and a 
fronticr of hundreds of miles on the Pacific coast 
exposed to all the nations of the earth. But be- 
sides, our frontier men, the true representatives 
of American progress and of American spirit; 
the men who, by their enterprise, have, in spite 
of all dangers, hardships, and privations, in- 
creased and extended our usefulness—these peo- 
ple, our brethren, ask for more intimate associa- 
tion, for greater facilities of communication. Their 
accommodation is our only protection; and this 
facility of communication which they ask, whilst 
it affords them protection, brings safety to the 
whole nation; and in adding to their comfort, we 
increase our grandeur asa nation. The annihi- 
lation of time and space between the great Mis- 
sissippi valley and the Pacific ocean can accom- 
plish all that they ask and all that we need. ‘This 
can be effected only by means of steam and mag- 
netism—by the establishment of a railroad and 
telegraph. And the proposition that the General 
Government shall in some manner provide for the 
building of these two great lines is now before us 

We all remember that when, for the first time, 
arailroad to the Pacific was proposed, it was con- 
sidered a chimera of the imagination. Yet in 
1840, when Whitney proposed the extreme north- 
ern route, eighteen States of this Union passed 
resolutions favoring the project; and if my recol- 
lection serves me, there were special committees 
of both the Senate and House who reported unan- 


| imously in favorof that project. Since that time | 


every political party has incorporated in their 
platform a resolution favoring a highway to the 
Pacific ocean; and there is hardly a member of 
this House, or of the Senate, who is not in a 
great measure committed to this great measure. 
it has been considered in all sections, and by all 
parties, as simply a provision for the common 
defense and gencral welfare of the nation. Thus, 
as a peace measure and as a war measure it has 
been considered national, and therefore constitu- 
tional; a necessity, therefore expedient. If it be 
true that the separation of dense populations by 
physical barricrs may, from want of intercourse, 


i generate local and provincial sentiments and in- 


| terests, fixed prejudices, and even hostilities, then 


we should not hesitate for a moment in complying 
with the wishes of our western brethren. The 
inhabitants of the Pacific slope are an independ- 
ent and self-reliant people. They havea climate 
and a soil which are unsurpassed by any in the 
world, and they have wealth beyond computation. 
They have acommerce which is sought for by all 
nations. If left without proper protection, and 
unaceommodated with the facilities of communi- 
cation, the time may come, and we know not at 
what moment, when that people may rise up in 
their own supremacy, assert their own independ- 


x 
ence, and provide for their own defense and pro- 
mote their own welfare. 

But, strange as it may seem, to this peace and 
war measure, recommended by all parties, in all 
sections, there are man y strenuous objections—ob- 
jections to thisroute, objections to that route, ob- 
jections to any route, to the whole project. Genius 
and talent have never contrived a scheme or sug- 
gested a measure, however grand, however useful, 
to which there has not been found many objec- 
tions, Many are always found ready and willing 
to tell us what cannot and what ought not to be 
done. Unable to accomplish anything themselves, 
they.are willing to predict failure on the part of 
others. These patriots claim great credit for fore- 
sightand sagacity upon the unsuccessful result of 
any undertaking, however commendable. 

uch has been the rapidity of our advancement; 
so wonderful have been the productions of in- 
ventive genius; in such quick succession have 
projects been presented and improvements made, 
that the experience of the youngest man in this 
House will furnish him with many instances in 
which old fogyism has rendered itself absolutely 
ridiculous in its objections to schemes of progress. 
But afew years ago, when the proposition to run 
a locomotive in England was made, it was ridi- 
culed by thousands of the enlightened people of 
that nation. It was thus referred to by the Lon- 
don Quarterly Review: 

t The gross exaggeration as to the power of the locomo- 
tive may delude fora time, but must end in the complete 
mortification of those concerned. We should as soon ¢x- 
pect the people to allow themselves to be fired upon by 
Congreve’s rockets as to trust themselves to the mercy of 
a machine running cighteen or twenty miles an hour.” 

Mr. Wood, in his History of Railroads, says: 

“ Nothing can do more harm to the adoption of railroads 
than the promulgation of such nonsense as that we shall see 
locomotives traveling at the rate of twelve, sixteen, eigh 
teen, and twenty miles an hour.” 

It was reserved for alearned member of Parlia- 
ment to distinguish himself with an objection to 
the Liverpool and Manchester railroad still more 
pointed. He said that he considered it very cer- 
tain that the cars could not run more than three 
and a half miles per hour, and could not, there- 
fore, come into competition with the canal. 

When Mr. Clinton, of New York, proposed 
the Erie canal he was laughed at on every hand; 
In the spirit of derision the question was asked: 
“Where will the water come from to fill this 
great ditch??? The answer was given in the same 
spirit of derision: ‘You need have no fears on 
that subject; the tcars of the people will fill it”? 
When the Albany and Buffalo road was proposed, 
it was objected to as useless, inasmuch as it was 
to run side by side with the Erie canal a distance 
of five hundred and fifty miles; yet such has been 
-its success in freight and passengers that it has 
been found necessary to construct another par- 
allel road, of greater length, from Dunkirk to New 
York. 

It was in July, 1830, that the Liverpool and 
Manchester—the first railroad in England—was 
opened. In 1826 the first railroad charter was 
granted in the United States; and that was for a 
road from Quincy to tide-water. In 1827 the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad Company waschartered. 
In 1829 it was put in operation by horse power. 
Only about thirty years have elapsed, and, in 
spite of wise objectors, there are now in Europe, 
the United States, Canada, India, and New South 
Wales, over fifty-two thousand one hundred and - 
thirty-six miles ofrailroad, costing $336,287,065. 

If objections had obtained to projected improve- 
ments, there would have been found now in Phil- 


| adelphia a man engaged, as was Benjamin Frank- 


lin in 1748, advertising “a northern post to runm 
from Philadelphia to New York every fortnight in 
the summer season.” : 

The utility of this road-is admitted, I believe. 
There does not appear a man on the floor, repre- 
senting any constituency, who does not admit the 
utility of this Pacific railroad. But there are some 
who, whilst they admit that this road will bind 
the country together, greatly increase our com- 
merce, facilitate our manufactures, develop our 
agricultural interests, and generally promote social 
intercourse and general welfare, furnish defense 
and add power to the nation, pronounce the-an- 


dertaking impracticable—an impossibility. The 
Grand Trunk line in Canada, of eleven hundred 
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and sixteen miles, wasconsidercd an impossibility; 
yetithas been built, and thrown open to our man- 
agement. Then, shalla road in the United States 


of only eighteen hundred miles be considered im- į 


possible? Who shall thus limit the spirit, enter- 
prise, industřy, and power of our great people? 

et our four hundred thousand mechanics speak. 
Is the building of eighteen hundred miles.of rail- 
toad, over mountains, through mountains, under 
mountains, impossible? ‘* What has the mechanic 
not done? Has he not opened the secret cham- 
bers of the mighty deep, and extracted treasures, 
and made the raging billows his highway, on 
which he rides asona tamed steed? Are not the 
elements of fire and water chained to the crank, 
and, at the mechanic’s bidding, made to turn it? 
Has he not opened the bowels of the earth, and 
made its products contribute to our wants? The 
forked lightning is his plaything, and he rides 
triumphant. on the wings of the mighty wind.” 
There is nothing impossible with the mechanic. 
xie who made the great universe was a mechanic; 


but I doubt not that if He should propose to make į 


another, in this advanced age there would be as 
many objectors as are now to be found to the 
building of the Pacific railroad. 

Sir, the pyramids of Egypt, the Chinese wall, 
and, here in our midst, the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad, are living monuments of mechanical 
skill. As long as they endure, let no man, how- 
ever skeptical, however prudent, pronounce any 
work impossible. 

But it 1s also said, by way of objection, that the 
proposed road will run through an immense ex- 
tent of barren and unpopulated country destitute 
of timber and water. The truth of this assertion 
could only prove beyond dispute the absolute ne- 
cessity of this road, Whilst our present relations 
with the Pacific States exist, communication with 
them is a necessity which cannot be restrained. 
Shall our people be compelled to traverse that vast 
region of mountains and deserts with their ox 
wagons, and to linger along a weary road for 
months without protection, without water, with- 
out fuel, subject to dangers, hardships, and pri- 
vations during the whole journey? Formidable 
may seem the mountains, with their rocky heights 
and fearful gorges; hopeless and desolate may 
seem those sandy and sterile plains, yet precious 
metals éf inexhaustible wealth fringe and ofna- 
ment those craggy ranges, and between those des- 
erts intervene large tracts of veritable soil, rich, 
and luxuriously fertile, equaling in extent whole 
States of this Union, and destined to afford hab- 
itation for millions of freemen. 

But it is said that a road through this unpopu- 
lated country will fall into decay; that there will 
be no way travel; that a railroad cannot be prof- 


itable unless it pass through a densely-populated j 


country; that every dollar invested im this road 
will be sunk, &c. It is true, the country is at 
present unpopulated, but what will be the effect 
of the application of steam and magnetism, as 
proposed by this bill? The adoption of the use 
of steam on the Mississippi river increased the 
population of what was then the West from 
two million two hundred and seventeen thousand 
four hundred and sixty-three, in 1820, to ten mil- 
lion people in 1850. Persons are too apt to base 
their conclusions upon the present existing state 
of things, and make no allowance for the com- 
plete revolution which the very undertaking pro- 
poses. So far, no one has been able to make 
correct estimates of the business of a projected 
railroad. When the Boston and Lowell railroad 


was proposed, the commissioners, basing their | 


calculations upon existing travel, thought the 
number of passengers might probably be thirty- 
seven thousand four hundred per annum. This 
estimate was considered absurd. In ten years 
after that time, four hundred thousand eight hun- 
dred and cighty-six passengers per annum were 
passing over this road; and in 1848 the annual 
number was five hundred and twenty-five thou- 
sand seven hundred and sixty-four. The esti- 
mate for the Boston and Worcester road was 
twenty-three thousand five hundred passengers 
per annum. In 1846 the number of passengers 
was four hundred and seventy thousand three 
hundred and nineteen, and in 1848 it waseight hun- 
dred and seven thousand one hundred and forty- 
three. The travel of the Eastern railroad, which 


tee 


| mated at $20,000,000. 


was estimated at one hundred and twenty-one 
thousand passengers per annum, has reached over 
one million. Actual results, up to 1845, seemed 
to justify the calculation upon seventy-two thou- 
sand passengers. per annum for the Fitchburg 
railroad. Soon the number reached three hun- 
dred and twenty-seven thousand and thirty-four; 
and in 1848 it reached seven hundred and forty- 
five thousand eight hundred and twenty-five. 
It cannot be said that ‘a traveling propensity 
creates railroads; but railroads do certainly create 
a traveling propensity.” The rapidity, safety, 
and comfort, with which we move on a railroad, 
explain to some extent this great increase of travel; 
but there is an actual increase of population, in- 
duced by railroad facilitjes, which has always 
exceeded all calculations. This increase of pop- 
ulation in the old States.is very great, but in.the 
new States it is beyond all computation. Travel 
a hundred miles by railroad in the State of Ii- 
nois, you will pass dozens of towns and villages. 
If, from the newness of the houses, your curi- 
osity should lead you to inquiry, you will be 
answered that this one is a yearling, another a 
two year old, and another a three year old, such 
is the suddenness with which these communitics 
have sprung up on the western railroads. Theim- 
mense depots and storage houses at these various 
towns and stopping places, filled to overflowing 
with produce, will easily convince you that there 
is fertile land and industry in the vicinity to sup- 
port towns of almost any size. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if it be truc that the land along 
the road now proposed is made up of rocky mount- 
ains and desert plains which cannot be subdued 


{and populated or subjected to cultivation, then 


there is a greater necessity for the work, and the 
donation of such lands should be considered of 
no value whatever. But if, on the contrary, it be 
true, as has been stated by those who ought to 


know, that those land furnish pasturage which is | 


unsurpassed, and that even the deserts, without 
much trouble, can be irrigated, and by the intro- 
duction of water into them vegetation springs up 


| with a richness and luxuriousness almost un- 


equaled on the face of the earth, then I say that 
the building of this railroad will more than com- 
pensate the Government, even if every dollar in- 
vested in the undertaking should be sunk. 

The Government is the proprietor of a vast eX- 
tent of territory through which this road is to run. 
We who live among and upon railroads know the 
magical effect that such improvements have upon 
the value of real estate. We need only to take 


tion of the Erie 
New York increased ove hundred and forty-nine 
per cent.; during the ten ycars preceding, it had 
not advanced a dollar. 

It has been estimated that in consequence of 
the railroads converging at Boston, property in- 
creased in value to the amount of $37,000,000. 


: From 1841 to 1845, the real estate in Boston 


increased in value to $74,253,800. The roads 
terminating there cost $30,244,926, thus leaving 
$44,008,874 clear gain, after paying for the roads, 
‘Take again, the State of South Caradina. 
rise of real estate along the line of the Hamburg 
and Columbia railroad, was from fifty to five 
hundred, and even five thousand per cent. In 
Mobile, in 1847, the value of real estate was esti- 
In 1849 it had fallen to 
$12,000,000. Yet, in one year after the projection 


| of the Mobile road, real estate in that city rose 


in value some $5,000,000. Take Virginia. Her 
internal improvement system was commenced in 
1838, and in every year since, the value of real 
estate has increased more than in any period of 
nineteen or twenty years previously. 

If such has been the effect of railroads upon 
the value of real estate in the old States, where 
there were other avenues of communication, what 
must be the result of such improvements in a 
territory where. there is not even a well-defined 
wagon road? That the Government, as the pro- 
prietor of millions of acres of land along the route, 
would be greatly benefited by the construction of 
the road, no man can doubt, who has seen the 
result of like works in either the new or old 
States. We have an example directly in point. 
The Government gave to the Illinois Central Rail- 


The | 


alternate sectionsreserved ry Governmentalreas 


road Company two million five hundred thousand 
actes of land. (There are gentlemen here who can 
correct me if Tam wrong.) The receipts for 
amount to over nine million ‘dollars... SS SAN 
But whatever may be the natute of the country 
through which this road may run, apart from all 
such considerations as the increase in: the vi 
of the Government lands, there are sufficient 
ducements to build this road, even if: it show 
never be profitable, cvên if the whole’ appropr: 
tion asked for should be sunk. Heretofore com- 
merce has been fostered and protected, and na- 
tional defenses built, whenever necessity required, 
regardless of expense, and without any calcula- 
tion upon a profit. When millions upon millions 
have been expended by the Government in the 
erection of light-houses, forts, arsenals, and other 
defenses, who has ever asked whether the invest- 
ment would likely prove a profitable one? “Will 
it be said that the incalculable amount thus ex4 
pended by the Government has been sank because 
these establishments have yiclded no profit in dol- 
dars and cents. ; i 
This bill proposes to make provision for the 
transportation of mails, troops, munitions of war, 
military and naval stores, iy railroad, connect- 
ing the Atlantic withthe Pacific ocean. In other 
words, this bill proposes that a contract be made 
with certain responsible individuals, fora more cér- 
tain, safe, and speed y transportation of our mails, 
troops, munitions, &c., and that, in order to facil- 
itate the building of this great national work, the 
Governmentshall advance as muchas $60,000,000, 
to be returned to the Governmentin transport ser- 
vice. The proposition isa plain one; and any 
business man must sce how, by this great meas- 
urc; our brethern on the Pacific slope can be pro- 
tected and accommodated, our nation furnished 
witha necessary defense; our commerce promoted, 


jand the most economical means provided for 


transportation of mails, munitions of war, &c.: 
We are actually paying at this time $2,050,000 
per annum for the transportation of mails alone ` 
from the Atlantic and from Mississippi valley ‘to’ 
the Pacific ocean. ` And it is estimated that’ the 
ordinary expenses of the Government at this time 
in’ the management ‘of the Indians,’ Mormons, 
Pacific commerce, mails, &c., amount to more 
than eight million dollars per annum. At this 
rate, it will require but a few years of service for 
this railroad to retarn to the Government ever 
dollar advanced under the contract as proposed. 


i, The expenses of a Mexican war, or of a Mormon 
examples in the old States by way of illustration. | 
During the fifteen years succeeding the construc- | 
canal the value of real estate in | 


expedition, need not enterinto the calculation. 
But we find another inducement to ‘this great 

national undertaking in the commerce of the East ` 

which will be placed at’our. command. That 


| commerce now amounts annually to about three 


hundred million dollars, and is destined, at no 
distant day, to amount to $500,000,000. Theim- 
portance of this commerce is acknowledged by 
all. I shall not, therefore, dwell upon it. Titiow 
there are persons who do not believe «that this 
road will in any manner affect the commerce of 
the East. In 1858, a distinguished member of the 
United States Senate said that he did not believe 
that ships would come from Asia, from China, 
from the Indies, and the isles of the oriental seas, 
and land at San Francisco, with their precious 
cargoes, to be sent across the continent by rail- 
road; that the difference in the freight would not 
justify it. 

As between San Francisco and the Atlantic 
cities, this may be true. But to make the argu- 
ment of the Senator worth anything, we have to 
presume that all those precious cargoes will be 
destined for the Atlantic cities. We know. that 
there are many great distributing points between 
San Francisco and the Atlantic. “And should 
those precious cargoes be destined ‘and carried to 
Boston or New York, it would only be for the 
purpose of distribution, and the extra cost of ” 
transportation westwardly again. would amount 
to a considerable sum. But the importance, and 
even actual necessity of this Pacific railroad is so 
generally admitted that the only really practical 
question is how and where it shall be built. i 

Nothing short of the authority and assistance 
of a nation is cqual to an undertaking so gigantic. ` 
To open a road eighteen hundred milesin length, 
through a wild country, through Indian reserves, 
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is.beyond the power of individuals. No private 
authority could extinguish the titles of the Indi- 
ans; no private means could. pay for the work. 
Where. shall we locate this great highway is a 

uestion of greater importance, and .of greater 
digieulty. In fact, it is the only one which seems 
to give rise to debate at this time. 

Many routes have been surveyed and recom- 
mended, and already a sectional difference has 
grown up between the North and South in regard 
to the one that shall be selected. This is the best 
reason iù the world why a central route should 
be selected. A national work, for the general 
welfare, should be built for the whole Union; it 
should, be for the North, for the South, for the 
East, and for,the West; it should be for a whole 
nation, and not for a section—for the whole peo- 
ple, and not for a part If by such a route it 
should happen that Kansas, Missouri, Ilinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and other great 
States are favored particularly by Heaven, not 
only in their climate. and in their soil, but in 
their geographical positions—in their central posi- 
tions, it does not become Texas or Maine, Louis- 
iana or Massachusetts, to complain. The very 
fact.of a contention between North and South as 
to the location of this route shows clearly the 
necessity for its being central if possible. 

But, in my opinion, Congress should fix only 
the termini, and leave the location of the route to 
those who are invited to undertake the building 
of the road. Surely, those having their money 
invested, and most interested in the work, could 
be safely trusted with the location, 

The idea of a Congress of the United States, 
composcd mostly of lawyers, farmers, and doc- 
tors, attempting, at the national capital, thousands 
of miles from the field of operations, to locate a 
route for a railroad cightecn hundred miles in 
length, through desert plains and rocky mount- 
ains, is simply absurd. f 

The course of a national highway, made by 
and for the North, South, Bast and West, should 
be directed by the compass, the chain, and the 
level, and notby sectional politics. Iam opposed 
to congressional enginecring and congressional 
steamboat building. 

But the other day a bill was passed by this 
House prescribing the materials out of which 
vessels propelled by steam should be built, and 
the manner in which they should be constructed, 
and their machinery adjusted. The fact that the 
only two practical men in the Fouse—one an en- 
gine builder all his life, and the other practically 
acquainted with ship-building in all its depart- 
ments—voted against the bill, is a striking com- 
mentary upon such legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask what member of this Con- 
gress is competent to locate the route of this great | 
highway, even by actual survey and observation, 
for himself? The chairman of the committee—the 
distingished gentleman from lowa—is a practical 
engineer, and could select the proper route for this | 
road by an actual survey. How, then, can we, 
who are not surveyors, locate the. route without 
any survey.atall? It is true, that surveys North, 
South, and central, have been made. As to each 
route, we. have conflicting reports. Our object 
should be to select the shortest and most practi- 
cal route, and one which would most generally 
sabserve the interests of the whole nation, and one 
on which we could secure the accomplishment of į! 
the work. J, for one, have not the necessary in- || 


| globe. 


| cast of the Alleghanies, 


iin the world. 


formation or practical knowledge. Iam there- | 
foreunwilling to attemptany intermediate location. | 
I belicve the best interests of the country demand 
a central route; and, from the best lights that we | 
have, that is the most practical; yet, iu my humble |i 
judgment, this Congress should fix on the termini, f 
and leave the location of the road between them |! 
to the compass, chain, and level. i 

This subject has been referred to.a select com- |, 
mittee composed of able Representatives from all |i 
sections of the country. The fact that they have 
been unable to agree upon any one route, and i 
have recommended to us as many as four, clearly i 
demonstrates the position which I have assumed, |j 
that Congress, though it may be made up of the |! 
assembled wisdom of the nation, is not a proper || 
engineer for the location of a railroad. i 


ji 
ij 
H 
| 


The transfer ofthe subject from that committec, 
who have given it special consideration, to the 


whole House, for general discussion, cannot se- 
cure any wiser result, if location is to be made. 

This bill of the majority of the committee, now 
before us, provides that the road shall commence 
at two eastern points: one on the western bound- 
ary of Missouri, and the other on the western 
boundary of Lowa; and that roads‘from these two 
points. shall connect within two hundred miles, 
and thence run by way of Salt Lake to the city 
of San Francisco on the Pacific coast. 

My amendment proposes to fix the two termini 
only, leaving the intermediate route of one grand 
trunk railway to be located on the shortest and 
most practicable line. The Mississippi valley is 
now connected with the Atlantic ocean. This 
bill proposes to connect jt with the Pacific ocean. 
In all the bills San Francisco is the western term- 
inus. It seems to be conceeded by all that the 
geographical position of San Francisco recom- 
mends it as the point on the Pacific coast at which 
this road should terminate. In the words of the 
distinguished Senator from Hlinois : 

“San Francisco being central, the system would not be 
complete until it should reach that point on the west. San 
Francisco is not only central, but the great commercial 
mart, the great concentrating point, the great entrepot for 


the commerce of the Pacific, not only in the present, but 
in the future.” 


There is a point in the Mississippi valley just 
as clearly indicated as the terminus on the cast. 
To find it, we have only to look at the geography 
of the country. [Here the Speaker’s hammer an- 
nounced that Mr. Barrer’s time was out, Cries 
of “Go on!” “Go on!’’] I am aware, Mr. 
Speaker, that my time is exhausted; and although 
I have detained the House much longer than I 
iatended, I still hope that attention will be given 
me whilst I attempt to point out the eastern term- 
inus of this road. The Mississippi valley is 
bounded on the north by the Briush possessions 
and the great lakes; on the east, by the Alleghany 
mountains; on the south, by the Gulf of Mexico; 
and on the west, by the Rocky Mountains. It 
contains one million two hundred thousand square 
miles, Jf as densely populated as England, it is 


more than one half of the population of the whole 
It is accommodated by two great rivers, 
extending, with their tributaries, a distance of 


twenty thousand miles, running from ihe north |; 
to the south through eighteen degrees of latitude, į 


and washing in their courses thirteen States five 
times larger in population than the original thir- 
teen colonies. The extent and importance of this 
great valley seems to be very little understood 
Missouri, the central 
State in the valley, may be considered a fair rep- 


| resentative whereby to illustrate this great central 


region of the Republic. That State (and of her I 
can speak knowingly, as one of her Represent- 
atives) contains sixty-seven thousand three hun- 


dred and eighty square miles, forty-three million | 


one hundred and twenty-three thousand two hun- 
dred acres of land. If populated as densely as 
Massachusetts, Missouri would contain ten mil- 
lion people. 


In this State there arc between seventeen and 


| eighteen milion acres of mineral lands; and the 


mineral is as rich and as varied as is to be found 
The area of the mincral lands is 
larger than the States of Rhode Island, Connecti- 
cut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Dela- 
ware, put together, 

The area of the Hartz Mountains is only three 
hundred thousand acres, yet it contains a popu- 
ulation of sixty thousand inhabitants. Erzge- 


| burgh, of Saxony,embraces one million five hun- 


dred thousand acres, and has a population of five 
hundred thousand. In Cornwall, in England, 


| there are seven hundred and sixty-one thousand | 
į acres, with a population of three hundred thou- : 


sand. Thus populated, even the mincral region 
of the State of Missouri would contain six million 
people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this Mississippi valley con- 
stitutes a well-defined geographical division of the 
Union. It is the center; and it possesses more 
real wealth and greatness than any other portion 
of the globe of the same extent. It embraces 
within its bounds the extreme North and the ex- 
treme South. The products of the warmer differ 
from the products of the colder climate. The 


| capable of supporting five hundred million people, | 


-center of the Union; and that 


| our advantage. 


comfort of the inhabitants of cach depends upon 
the productions of the other. The products of 
the one will, therefore, seek a market in the other, 
and vice versa. The center must be the place of 
meeting and exchange between them. Hence: 
the currents of commerce between the north and: 
the south of this great valley will be from the 
north and from the south to the center; and then 
outward from the center to the north and to the 
south. Such is the course of trade which has been 
fixed by the laws of nature for this valley. 

But again: if you will observe the map of our 
country, you will discover that all the railroads: 
of the East are converging to a common center; 
There is not a railroad system of any town, city, 
or State, considered complete, untilit has a branch 
connecting with the Mississippi river; yea, con- 
necting with the center of the Mississippi valley. 

The same physical geography, the same cur- 
rents of commerce, which have caused the trade 
of the north and of the south of the valley to 
mect atits center, and induced a convergence of 
all railroads from the East, must establish a com- 
mon point from which a divergence will be made 
towards the West. 

With all the roads thus converging and diverg- 
ing, this great center, the place of meeting and ex- 
change between the North and the South, must 
necessarily become an exchange place between 
the East.and the West. 

We have, then, a point fixed by geographical 
position, by the course of trade, as the center of 
the Mississippi valley, as the center of commerce 
and of internal improvements for the North, for 
the South, for the East, and for the West, as the 

point is the city of 
St. Louis. f 

By the strength of natural position, she has 
already a population of one hundred and ninety 
thousand inhabitants, and her “ trade and com- 
merce consisteth of all nations,”’ 

If the central Pacific railruad would not be 
complete untilit should reach San Francisco, ‘the 
great commercial mart, the great concentrating 

oint, the great entrepot for the commerce of the 

acific,’’ surely it would not be well begun if it 
did not commence at the great commercial mart, 
the great concentrating and distributing point of 
the Mississippi valley, the great central emporium 
of thé nation. 

Rut there are other considerations connected 
with this great enterprise, to which I beg leave to 
call attention. 

We are told that the power, magnitude, and 
resources of a nation, consist in four things— 
population, capital, communication, and natural 
productions or clements. We have the natural 
productions and elements; facilities of communi- 
cation alone can develop them; population and 
capital will follow their development, as the natural 
result. 

Extended over our vast domain we have the raw 
material of value incalculable, and in abundance 
beyond measure. Communication will concen- 
trate it, and the hand of industry will apply it to 
This raw. material is money’s 
value; communication will convert it into avail- 
able active capital. Yes, we have all the elements 
of greatness, but we can be great only in their 
development. The wealth of England followed 
the development of her resources. From her in- 


| sulated position, commerce was evidently her 


vocation. Possessing mines, she invited manu- 
factures. Hand in hand have her commerce and 
her manufactures progressed, until ‘her sails are 
on every sea, her possessions encircle the globe, 
and she has but to reach forth her band to shake 
every bearing tree, and draw into her lap the 
first, ripest, and richest fruits of every clime.” 
The measure proposed and now under consid- 
eration will develop our resources; will bind to- 
gether and protect our people; will inercase our 
commerce, facilitate our manufactures, and add 
to the wealth and power of our common country. 
It is for the benefit of all, and can only be accom- 
plished by the exertions of all. 
Then let sectional strife between the States sub- 
side into a united effort for national progress, na- 
tional defense, and national welfare, and we may 
once more see them cemented into one social, 
friendly community; the same in interest, the 
same in sentiment, growing with each other’s 
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Success of the Calhoun ‘Revolution — Mr. Ashley. 


growth, strengthening with each other’s strength, 
and glorying in. each othér’s grandeur. 

Community of interest and social intercourse 
are stronger to bind’a people together than any 
written constitution or legislative enactment. Com- 
mon welfare is the great regulator, propeller, and 
lubricator of all governmental machinery; upon 
it depends our Union and our greatness asa na- 
tuon, 

I return my sincere thanks tothe House forthe 
kindness extended to me, in giving me audience 
beyond the limited time. : 


SUCCESS OF THE CALHOUN REVOLUTION: THE 
CONSTITUTION CHANGED AND SLAVERY NA- 
TIONALIZED BY THE USURPATIONS OF THE 
SUPREME COURT, 


SPEECH OF HON. J. M. ASHLEY, 
“OF OHIO, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 29, 1860. 

The House being in the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. ASHLEY said: 

Mr. Cuairnman: Respect for legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial authority is a peculiar charac- 
teristic of the constituency I have the honor to 
represent. Indeed, respect for all constitutional 
obligations, and for the laws passed in pursuance 
of the Constitution, as well as for all authoritative 
judicial decisions, may with propriety be said to 
be a leading trait in the charaeter of the American 
people. Especially is this respect habitual with 
the great body of the people of the free States. 

Trained in the school of loyalty, taught to ven- 
erate the teachings of the fathers, and guided in 
their daily walk and in all their public and private 
intercourse with their fellow-man by the stern 
pels of that wise Christian morality which 

as made New England at once the hope and 
glory of our country, it could not be otherwise 
than that the citizens educated within her juris- 
diction, and the States founded by her wisdom 
and enterprise, should be loyal to the Constitu- 
tion and the Union, Asking for themselves noth- 
‘ing that they would not concede to the humblest, 
they make the community of interest identical, 
and the loyalty of every inhabitant of the State a 
necessity. 

This grand consummation has been practically 
achieved in eighteen States of the American Union. 
The system of government adopted by them, in 
my judgment, is the best system known to man. 
It is the best, because it rests upon labor, and is 
ereated and controlled by the free and untransmeled 
will of the laborer. Itis the best, because expe- 
rience has demonstrated that it isthe only found- 
ation upon whith States and governments can 
safely and securely rest. In such a government 
the laborers must not only be free, but they must 
be citizens; having rights which the government 
and all classes of citizens are bound to respect and 
defend—the poorest and humblest inhabitant be- 
ing equal, before the law, with the richest and 


most powerful; sharing in its burdens, enjoying | 


its protection, and feeling individually responsible 
for its good or bad management. This theory is 
daily growing stronger and stronger among all. 
civilized nations, and ‘the world Is beginning to 
understand that injuring one class for the imme- 
diate benefit of another, is ultimately injurious to 
that other; and that, to secure prosperity to a 


community, all interests must be consulted.” | 


This truly republican idea of consulting the in- 
terests and obeying the wishes and wants of the 
peoplé, was recently acquiesced in, toan extent 

efore unknown, by the leading Powers of Eu- 
rope, when they recognized the right of the peo- 


ple of the Roman States to declare, by ballot, | 


whether they desired separate governments, or a 
united Italy, with Victor Emanuel as their chief. 
The state of society necessary to form such gov- 


érnments as we have in eighteen States of this | 


Union, can only be securcd wherean untrammeled 
press and free speech-are guarantied, and public 
schools and a free church is secured to every in- 
habitant in the Commonwealth. These institu- 
tions the free States have, to an extent unknown 
to any government or people on earth; and to 
them, more than to any other cause, are they in- 


debted for their unsurpassed. development, ‘and 
for that prosperity and growth which have been 
the wonder ‘and admiration of the world: / Itis 
impossible that such a people, living under such 
government as is secured by the laws and costi- 
tutions of the free States, no matter what their 
former nationality may have been, should ‘be 
otherwise than loyal citizens, or that they should 
be otherwise than the firmest defenders of the 
principtes which lie at the foundation of these 

states, and the jealous guardians of that Consti- 
tution and Union which our fathers ordained ‘to 
secure and perpetuate these blessings. 

In fifteen States of the American Union, prac- 
tically, the reverse of all this is true. The ex- 
ceptions are only in a few of the border counties 
of slave States, adjoining the free States, and in 
three or four cities whose commercial intercourse 
is extensive in the North. In all these fifteen 
slave States, a class is dominant which fills all the 
offices, and controls the legislative, executive, 
and judicial departments of the Government. 
They do not pretend to be loyal to the national 
Constitution, or obedient to the laws passed: in 
pursuance thereof, but claim that their first and 
highest allegiance is due to their several State 
governments and their institution of human sla- 
very. They care nothing for the Union, extept 
so far as it subserves their purposes of building 
up and extending their peculiar institution, and 
perpetuating their own political power. ‘They 
trample upon all treaties, compacts, and compro- 
mises, if they stand in their Way to universal do- 
minion on this continent, and neither respect nor 
obey any Jaw or judicial decision that does not 
sustain their imperious demands for special legis- 
lation and protection. 

Trained in the disunion school of Calhoun, they 
reject not only the teachings of the fathers, but 
the doctrines of that Christianity which enjoins 
upon all, whether as individuals, communities, or 
States, the duty of doing unto the least and weak- 
estas they would that others should do unto them. 
Hence in all the slave States the constitutional 
rights of an American citizen are not respected ; 
the constitutional guarantee for free speech and 
a free press is a mockery; free schools and an 
enlightened Christianity an impossibility. The 
laws to suppress the slave trade are openly disre- 
garded; and violence and mob law reign supreme. 


The laborers upon whose toil these States exist | 


are slaves; and have been declared not to be citi- 
zens, thouzh born upon the soil, but simply per- 
sons with no moral, social, or natural rights, that 
the dominant race are bound to respect, if the mere 


ipse dixit of the Supreme Court is to- be regarded’ 


as law. Their obedience and subjugation are se- 
cured by enactments and usages the most barbar- 
ous and tyrannical ever known to man. A reign 
of terror secures the obedience and coöperation of 
the poor whites; and because of this submission, 
they are claimed as loyal friends of the institution 
of slavery. But their loyalty is, in fact,a humil- 
iating submission to the privileged class—a sub- 
mission as abject in most of these fifteen States 
as is the sabmission of the most spirit-humbled 
slave. ‘he guarantees of the national Constitu- 
tion, so far as they affect the individual rights of 
an American citizen, are denied alike to all men 
who are not of this privileged class or their open 
allies; and to be an American citizen secures no 


protection from insult-and outrage, unjust impris- | 


onment and terrible punishinents, and even death. 
So complete is this reign of terror that no man can 
print, orspeak, or preach, or pray, unless he doesit 
in the manner prescribed by this. privileged class. 
These two forms of government and society are 
the antipodes of each other, and cannot coexist 
and peacefully endure. -There must, of neces- 
sity, be serious conflicts and constant struggles 
for the ascendency; and eventually the one must 
give way to the other. There is, then, an ‘‘irre- 
pressible conflict,’’ as the distinguished: Senator 
from New York has said, between the two forces 
or forms of government and society; and it will 
continue until freedom or slavery shall have com- 
plete dominion in every department of the Gov- 
ernment, g 

This privileged class, with Calhoun and his 
political disciples, have had, with the exception 
of one or two. short intervals, almost complete 
possession of every department of the national 
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Government: for the’ past-tiventy years. Tak 
advantage of thë well-known loyalty dfithe peo- 
ple of the free States to the Constitution ‘andthe 
Union, and their habitual respect for all laws and 
decisions Of the judicial'department of the Fédéral 
and State governments, they have, by threatening. 
to dissolve the Union, and by appeals: made in 
the sacred name:of Democracy, secured the-codp- 
eration and: aid of thousands of patriotic citizens 
in the free States who-are conscientiously opposet 
to the ‘institution of slavery. © They havet 
been enabled to obtain and keep possession of 
every department of the ‘Government, and soto 
shapcits legislative, executive, aiid judicial action; 
as to foster, build up, and extend this monstrous 
wrong of human slavery, and makeita ‘national, 
instead of a‘ State and local’ institution, if the 
Dred Scott decision is to be taken and ‘held;’as 
the President and his pay declare it is, the tor 
rect interpretation ofthe Constitution. eae 

I propose, Mr. Chairman, to show the Howse 
and the country how one department of the Gov- 
ernment has been taken’ possession of by ‘this 
privileged class—I mean the supreme judiciary 

propose to show that, while they have been 
preaching concessions and compromises to ws; 
they have for years been secretly and cautiously 
at work to obtain complete controlof this import- 
ant, as well as most dangerous, departnicnt of 
the Federal Government.’ That this department 
of the Governmienit is dangerous, I thik ‘the his+ 
tory of its usurpations since its organization ‘will 
show. TE Pe ee ae 

The opinions of some of the ablest men of thé 
Revolution—many of whom opposed the organi- 
zation of this court with the powers granted to 
it, and predicted with singular foresight the dan- 
gers to which the rights of citizens and’ sovereign 
States would be exposed if it was established 
have been more than realized. It had been ‘well 
for the present and future of our country if the 
admonitions of those who opposed the organiza- 
tion of this department of the Government with 
its immense power had been regarded with more 
favor. It were welleven now for our future peace if 
the warnings’ of Jefferson; Mason, Heiry, Frank- 
lin, Grayson, aad other distinguished men, should 
be heeded. But alas for freedom ! their admoni- 
tions and ‘warnings have not only been unhcéeded; 
but the scheme ofa sectional and privileged class, 
aided by northern Representatives, has been ac- 
complished so far as securing complete control of 
this department of the Government is concerned} 
and they now demand of the party, whose every 
movement they imperiously dictate, a change in 
their action and tone towards this judicial départ+ 
ment. In compliance with this demand, we fiid the 
party to-day, which for years 80 vehemently de+ 
nounced the usurpations of this court and opposed 
and disregarded its decisions; have come to regard 
it, if the declaration of théir Presidents and Repre: 
sentatives and party conventions are to be cred- 
ited, as the most ‘august tribunal’? in the world 
—a tribunal whose opinions are infallible, from 
whose judgment there is no appeal, and before 
whose decisions and political decrees citizens 


‘and parties, and even sovereign States, are: Ye- 


quired to bow. ` On failure to acquiesce in: this 
claim of prerogative, the Representatives of sov: 
ereign States are denounced on this floor by’ the 
leaders of this privileged class as traitors tothe 
Government, and as, perjurers, who have sworn 
to support a Constitution. they intend to violate, 

And here lct me ask what there‘is in this tri 
bunal, composed as it is of but nine men, that 
should entitle it, as a political authority, to the 
veneration and unquestioned obedience. claimed 
for it by the present Administration party; any 
more than to the same number of Senators and 
Representatives that might with ease’be selected 
as gentlemen possessing at least equal, if not 
superior, legal and natural abilities? Is there any~ 
thing in the character of these judges, in their ser+ 
vices to the country, in their learning or qualifica 
tions as lawyers, that should entitle them to the 
appellation of an “ august tribunal?” Is it not a 
fact, well known to every one, that so far from this 
court being composed of men of superior abit 
ities, or the ablest lawyers in the country, a ma- 
jority of them were partisans, and selected be- 
eause. of their partisanship when ‘placed upon 
the bench? ‘It is certainly a fact hot unknown te 


nage abilities, or their defeat by the withdrawal of their 
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the House and the country, that men of better le- 
galablities, whose nomination had been submitted 
to:the Senate for confirmation, have. often been 
rejected... ‘The Committee on the Judiciary, (a 
majority of which has been pro-slavery for the 
past twenty years,) to which. said nominations 
are always referred, have, by some means un- 
known to the public, succeeded in pre ¥ailing on the 
acting President, whoever he may have. been, to 
withdraw objectionable nominations, and substi- 
tute others more acceptable for the purposes con- 
templated by them, while some of the present 
partisans. of this court were confirmed instead of 
those whose names were. thus withdrawn or re- 
jected. Before I take my seat I expect to show 
that a purpose was to be accomplished by. those 
who secured the rejection, on a direct vote for 
confirmation in the Senate, of men of spotless 
characters, of great learning, and eminent judicial 


names by the President, at the dictation of this 
class interest. Debate was sought to be avoided 
on this delicate point, that their ulterior purposes 
might thus remain undiscovered, even in the se- 
eret archives of the United States Senate. Sir, if 
the country could understand. how a majority of 
these judges were placed upon the bench, and the 
schemes resorted to by this class interest to se- 
eure men to represent their views and interests, 
the people would scorn their political decrees, 
and treat their usurpations as they deserve. 

Sir, I expect to show that. no man whose nom- 
ination has for years been submitted to the Sen- 
ate for confirmation as a judge-of this court has 
been rejected for bis want of learning, or charac- 
acter as a citizen, or ability asa lawyer; but that 
they have been rejected solely on the ground of 
their known or supposed unsoundness on the 
question of slavery; every man known to en- 
tertain liberal views on that question being re- 
jected;.and partisans, without the eminent abili- 
ties or other requisite qualifications for the bench, 
have been nominated and confirmed in their stead, 
simply because tbey were cither supposed or 
known to be reliable on the question of sustain- 
ing the claims of the slave power in the judicial 
decisions. Such is the extent to which this scheme 
has been carricd—and F regret to say, successfully 
carried—by the carelessness, or incompetency , or 
criminal complicity, of northern Senators, some 
of whom have had southern plantations well 
stocked with slaves, while claiming to representa 
frec people. I say. but for the indifference or the 
inability of northern Senators to defend and guard 
the interests of those they were commissioned to 
represent, ortheir criminal complicity, this scheme 
never could have been accomplished as it has 
been; for it required the votes of northern Sena- 
to do it, and by their action or non-action this 
court, which in former years stood so high in the 
estimation of the American people, is now looked 
upon by the great body of citizens with distrust, 
and regarded by many of the best men of the 
nation as little else than a partisan political tri- 
bunal. 

Mr. Chairman, it is no pleasant task for an 
American Representative to declare on this floor, 
and to the country, as I now do, and as candor 
compels me to do, that I have lost all confidence 
in, and veneration for, this Supreme Court; and 
I could wish that even before the expiration of | 
the next presidential term I could see this Su- 
preme Court reorganized. I wish I could see all | 
fws repealed creating inferior United States dis- 
trict courts, so that we might be able to getrid of 
the whole batch of these United States judicial 
officials as summarily as the Republican party 
under Jefferson got rid of the swarm of district 
judges created by what is familiarly known as 
the. midnight judiciary act, passed on the night of 
3d of March, 1801. For while we cannot deprive 
these officials of their life tenures or titles by rec- 
moval, itis an established principle in the national | 


as well as State Governments—and the act ander |: 


Jefferson to which Ihave referred is one of the 
earliest precedents on record establishing the right 
of the power that created and prescribed the du- | 
ties of these courts—to repeal the law, and thus | 
legislate these judges and clerks out of office by | 
the power that breathed into them the breath of | 
life. Aftera full.investigation of this subject, I 

believe the only practical way, without a change 


in the Constitution, to reform the gross abuses, 
not only of the Supreme Court, but of the Uni- 
ted States district courts, is: first, to reorganize 
the Supreme Court, and either create additional 
judges, or redistrict the circuits in such a maner 
as to equalize the business, and require the judges 
to be residents of the districts for which they were 
respectively appointed, or in which, by law, they 
are required to attend courts; and, second, to re- 
peal the laws creating district courts and defining 
their jurisdiction and duties; thus legislating your 
Judge Kanes, Magraths, and Joneses, out of office. 

If new district courts are indispensable, let them 
be carefully organized, and the judges be clothed 
with just as little power and as limited a jurisdic- 
tion as possible. We should make business and 
the wants of the country only a basis for creating 
districts; and. not create districts and offices for 
broken down politicians, as has been done to an 
extent that would astonish the country could it 
be known. 
the State of Florida: with less than half the pop- 
ulation of my congressional district, she has two 
United States district courts, and, of course, two 
judges; Tennessee, three; Missouri, two; and so 
onto the end of the list. Sir, unless a man has 
carefully examined this subject he cannot con- 
ceive, and even after an examination will be re- 
luctant to come to the conclusion to which I con- 
fess I have, to wit, that this Supreme Court is, as 
Jefferson declared it to be, “a subtile corps of 
sappers and miners, constantly working under 
ground to undermine the foundation of our con- 
federated fabric.” ‘They are construing our 

Apel ES 4 ai 
Constitution,” he added, ‘‘ from a coördination of 
a general and special Government to a general and 
supreme onc alone.” I feel confident that if these 
usurpations of this court be not speedily checked, 
the rights of the States and the liberties of the 
people will be endangered; and the danger is the 
more imminent, from the fact thata class interest 
have secured the absolute control of this court; 
and having secured it, now demand that the part 
which they also control shall proclaim, through 
their Presidents and party conventions and party 
press, the doctrine that the political decisions ofa 
majority of these nine men are infallible and bind- 
ing upon the party, without the benefit of an ap- 
peal to the people, The extraordinary spectacle 
is presented to the world of a once great party, 
which cherished and defended the rights of the 
masses, having been taken possession of by an 
oligarchy, and the doctrine proclaimed that there 
must be an uncontrolled absolute power in the 
Government somewhere, from which there can 
-be no appeal; and that power they claim to-day 
must be vested, not in Congress, or in the States, 
or in the people, but in the nine men who con- 
stitute this Supreme Court. 

Sir, the Republican theory is, that the Govern- 
ment is not the master, but the servant. Every 
department was created by the people, not for the 
benefit of any class interest, but for the safety 
and happiness of the whole, and every depart- 
ment is subordinate to their will. Government 
is but a means to an end, and whenever it ceases 
to answer the purposes for which it was created, 
the people can alter or abolish it. 

Sir, neither the executive, nor judicial, nor law- 
making power is supreme. The Constitution is 
above them; and the people, who made the Con- 
stitution, and vested temporarily the authority of 
enacting, executing, aud adjudicating the laws, 
are above and superior to all. This absolute 


| power, therefore, claimed for the Supreme Court 


by the Administration party, must be resisted, 
because there cannot with safety be any depart- 
ment of a republican Government from which an 


appeal to the people cannot be taken. If there is | 


an absolute power inany Governmentthatis above 
and superior to the people, it is a despotism. In 
an oration delivered by John Quincy Adams, 
July 4,1831, and cited by Judge Story in a note 
to section 208 of his Commentaries, he says, in 
referring to this subject: 

“ Tt is not true, that there must reside in all Governments 
an absolute, uncontrollable, irresistible, and despotic pow- 
er; nor is such power in any manner essential to sover- 
cignty. Tiucontroliable power exists in no Government on 
carth. ‘The sternest despotisms in any region, and in every 
age of the world, are and have been under perpetual con- 
trol. Unlimited power belongs not te man; and rotten will 
be the foundation of every Governmentleaning upon such 


As an evidence of this fact, look at | 


a maxim for its support. Least of. all can it be predicated 
of a Government professing to be founded upon an original 
compact. The pretense of an absolute, irresistible, despotic 
power, existing in every Government somewhere, is incom- 
patible with the first principles of natural right.?? 

Sir, these well-considered reflections, made by 
one of the wisest and best statesmen who since 
the days of Washington have adorned and digni- 
fied the presidential office, are well worthy of the 
serious consideration of the people at this import- 
ant crisis in the history of our country; when a 
great party, who for years have had. possession 
of the Government, have declared through their 
present Chief Executive that there is a power in 
the Government to which every department must 
yield, and to whose opinions the people of all 
political parties must give implicit obedience. 

This anti-Democratic doctrine was broadly an- . 
nounced by Mr. Buchanan in that most remark- 
able passage in his late annual message to Con- 
gress, in which he said: 

“J cordially congratulate you upon the final settlement, 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, of the question 
of slavery in the ‘Perritories,” &e. 

And strange to say, this dangerous anti-Repub- 
lican, anti- Democratic doctrine, receives the sup- 
port of the great body of Representatives on this 
floor claiming to be Democrats. 

Mr. Chairman, the efforts of Mr. Calhoun to 
enlist all the southern Statesin his disunion move- 
ment of 1832, under color of opposition to the 
tariff act of 1828, having failed, and the scheme 
exposed and effectually crushed out by the bold- 
ness and decision of General Jackson, and this 
desperate faction and their leader excluded from 
the Democratic party during the Administration 
of that old hero, other expedients were resorted 
to by Mr. Calhoun to secure the accomplishment 
of hischerished purpose, namely, cither a dissolu- 
tion of the Union and the organization of a south- 
ern‘slaveholding confederacy, or the recognition 
by the present Government of his theory, that 
slavery is recognized by the Constitution, and 
that Congress had no power to abolish or exclude 
it from the Territories, or the District of Colum- 
bia. After the election of Van Buren to the Pres- 
idency, Mr. Calhoun and his followers were again 
received into a kind of quasi fo welp with the 
Democratic party and supported the leading meas- 
ures of that Administration. The express ground 
upon which this support was given, was the al- 
leged fact that Mr. Van Buren was disposed to 
favor Mr. Calhoun’s theory that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States recognized property in 
man. Whether such were Mr. Van Buren’s views, 
or not, f am unable to say; but certain it is, that he 
pledged himself in his inaugural address, unasked 
by the Democratic party, to veto any law. which 
Congress might pass abolishing slavery in the 
District of Columbia; and before he had been one 
year in the presidential office heacquired, for the 
first time in the history of the Government, the 
unenviable appellation of a ‘northern man with 
southern principles. ”? 

Failing, however, to secure the open indorse- 
ment by the Democratic party of that day of the 
favorite theory of the slave power, Mr. Calhoun 
hit upon the plan of getting possession of the 
Supreme Court, because itis a power the fur- 
thest removed from the people, is held in great 
esteem by them, and such acts of aggression as 
Mr. Calhoun contemplated, if committed by the 
Supreme Court, he knew would be so quietly 
done as to excite no alarm and pass almost un- 
noticed. 

In this scheme, as, the history of the country 
will show, Mr. Calhoun was successful, 

Let us look at this point for a few moments. 

The Supreme Court was organized by anact of 
Congress passed on the 24th of September, 1789, 
by which act the court was made to consist of one 
chief justice and five associates. . 

By act of April 29, 1802, districts, (each State 
being then called a district,) were formed into 
circuits, as follows: 

“The districts of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, and 
Rhode Island, shal} constitute the first circuit. 

“ The districts of Connecticut, New York, and Vermont, 
shall constitute the second circuit. 

“The districts of New Jersey and Pennsylvania shall 
constitute the third circuit. 


“The districts of Maryland and Delaware shall consti- 
tute the fourth circuit. 


“The districts of Virginia and North Carolina shal} con- 
stitute the fifth circuit. 


ay 
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“The districts of South Carolina and Georgia shall con 
stitute the sixth circuit.’ 

It will be noticed that this law gave the North 
and South cach three judges and three circuits. 

By the act of February 24, 1807, the Supreme 
Court was made to consist of seven judges; and 
the seventh circuit comprised the States of Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, and Ohio. 

By act of 3d of March, 1837, two additional 
judges and southern circuits were created, and the 
district of Ohio detached from the circuit of Ken- 
tucky and ‘Tennessee, and the seventh circuit made 
to consist of the States of Obio, Indiana, Hlinois, 
and Michigan. In this act it was declared that 
“the districts of Kentucky, Tennessee, and Mis- 
souri, shall form, and be called, the eighth cireuit;”’ 
and * the. districts of Alabama, Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, and Arkansas, shall form, and be called, the 
ninth circuit.’ , 

By the creation of the eighth and ninth circuits, 
the South, with less than half the population, and 
not more than one fourth of the business in the 
Supreme Court, obtained a majority of the judges. 
Since the organization of the eighth and ninth 
circuits, the free States of lowa, Wisconsin, Cali- 
fornia, Minnesota, and Oregon, have beenadmitted 
into the Union; and although these States contain 
a population, and have an amount of judicial busi- 
ness equal at least to one third of those of the 
entire fifteen slave States, they have not been 
erected into or attached to judicial circuits, and 
have no representative on the bench of the Su- 
preme Court. The reason for refusing or neglect- 
ing to place these States upon an. equal footing 
with the new southwestern States, whose popula- 
tions are far less, will be manifest, Í trust, before 
I get through. 

When Mr. Tyler, by the death of General 
Harrison, became President, and betrayed the 
party which clected him, by throwing himself 
into the arms of the disunion wing of the Demo- 
cratic party, and placing Mr. Calhoun in the 
office of Secretary of State, for the purpose of 
acquirmg Texas, a point was gained by Ane fac- 
tion which they have not only never lost, but hav- 
ing secured thc control of the succceding Admin- 
istration of Mr. Polk, they have ‘advanced with 
rapid strides. from a small and once powerless mi- 
nority, as. they were when treated as General 
Jackson treated them, until they have for years 
completely controlled the Democratic organiza- 
tion and changed its fundamental principles. 

For the first time in the history of the Govern- 
ment, under Mr, 'Tyler’s administration, the opin- 
ions of men selected for the Supreme Court on 
the question of slavery were made a test of their 
promotion to that exalted position. No man who 
was known to entertain views hostile to the in- 
terest and political opinions of the privileged class 
represented by Mr. Calhoun could be nominated, 
or if nominated, confirmed to a scat on the 
bench. of the Supreme Court. And two of the 

resent judges—Justice Daniel,* of Virginia, and 

ustice Nelson, of New York—were selected by 
Mr. Tyler, with the approval of Mr. Calhoun, be- 
cause of their reputed fidelity to this class interest. 
Having secured, by accident, the executive branch 
of the Government, their next step was to obtain 
and keep control of the Senate committees, espe- 
cially the Judiciary Committec, to whom all nom- 
inations for the Supreme Courtare referred; and, 
ag a result of this policy, the Judiciary Commit- 
tee for the last twenty years has been completely 
in the hands of this faction. The following Sen- 
ators were members of the Judiciary Committee 
at the time of which Lam spcaking: Ashley of 
Arkansas, chairman; Breese of Lllinois, Berrien | 
of Georgia, Westcott of Florida, and Webster 
of Massachusetts. They recommended the con- 
firmation .of Robert C. Grier, of Philadelphia, 
and the rejection or withdrawal, by the President, 
if not of cach of the following names, at least of 
such men as John M. Read, Edward Key, and | 
George W. Woodward, of Pennsylvania, who 
were severally nominated and rejected or with- 
drawn because of their known. opposition to sla- 


very, and their belief that Congress had the power, || 


under the Constitution, and that,it was their duty | 
to abolish and prohibit slavery.in all national Ter- 
rilories. : 

During Mr. Fillmore’s administration the Ju- 


* Sice deceased. 


diciary Committee recommended the rejection of 
postponement or withdrawal of the nomination 
of E. A. Bradford, of Louisiana, one of the most 
distinguished lawyers of that State, and also the’ 
indefinite postponementof the nomination of Wil- 
liam C. Micou of the same State, on the same day 
the nomination was sent to the Senate. Mr. Micon 
was at that time a law partner of Senator Benya- 
min, of Louisiana, one a distinguished member 
of the bar. This was disposing of a man sum- 
marily. These nominations were made by Mr. 
Fillmore, as was also the nomination of Hon. 
George E. Badger, of North Carolina, whose 
confirmation was refused and the consideration of 
it postponed on the recommendation of this com- 
mittee by a test vote of 26 to 25, simply because 
he believed, with Henry Clay, that Congress had 
the power to exclude slavery from the Territories. 
So close was this vote, that the slave interest were 
compelled to telegraph to Alabama for Senator 
Furzparrick to come on and aid in his defeat b 
postponing the consideration of the subject until 
the inauguration of Mr. Pierce, who at that time 
was elected. After Mr. Pierce came into office 
he submitted the name of John A. Campbell, of 
Alabama, and he was confirmed. This committee 
were Butler of South Carolina, chairman; Downs 
of Louisiana, Bradbury of Maine, Geyer of Mis- 
souri, and Badger of North Carolina... It will 
be observed that on this important committee but 
one member was from the free States, and hea 
supporter of the Administration. 

ow many of the best and most distinguished 
men have been rejected during the past twenty 
years, after having been nominated for seats on 
the supreme bench, the public have no means of 
determining, as the official action of the Senate is 
locked up in its secret archives, into which the 
people are never permitted to look by the leaders 
of the Democracy, for fear of being called to an 
account for their base betrayal of the interests and 
wishes of their constituents. Many things have 
been said and done in the secret sessions of the 
United States Senate, which, if made public at the 
aime, would have consigned the utterer to the 
shades of private life, and the party to a hopeless 
minority. This practice of holding secret sessions 
of the Senate is a feature ihour system of govern- 
ment for which I have no partiality, and for which 
there is, inmy judgment, no justification, except, 
perhaps, when the country is engaged ina foreign 
war, or discussing the proposed ratification ofa 
treaty. No business touching or affecting the in- 
terest of the country at home should be done in 
secret, and kept from the people. The following 
are some of the names which I remember, although 
there are doubtless more, ofthe persons who have 
been nominated for places on the supreme bench, 
and either rejected or their names withdrawn: 
John C. Spencer, of New York; Reuben Wal- 
worth, for many years chancellor of the State of 
New York; Edward Key, George W. Woodward, 
and John M. Read, of Pennsylvania; E. A. Brad- 
fordand William C. Micou, of Louisiana; George 
E. Badger, of North Carolina, and others whose 
names I cannot now recall. 

And in the places of such distinguished jurists 
and most worthy and learned citizens, we have 
to-day, as the result and success of the Calhoun 
conspiracy, Nelson of New York, Grierof Penn- 
sylvania, Campbell of Alabama, Daniel of Vir- 
ginia, and Clifford of Maine; some ef whom cer- 
tainly would never have been thought of for a 
seat on the supreme bench, but for their ‘loyalty 
and devotion to the interest and wishes of the 
slave power. To the political opinions of acourt 
thus constituted, the people of the United States 
are called upon by the President and the so-called 
Democratic party to bow in submission; and:are 
denounced as traitors to the Constitution and the 
Union, unless they yield up their political views, 
and embrace those of a majority of this packed 
and irresponsible tribunal. 

If the neglect to organize the five free States I 
have named into circuits, and give them repre- 
sentatives on the bench, and the unfair mannerin 
which the present nine circuits are constituted, in 
order,as must be apparent to every one, to secure 
a majority of the Supreme Court judges to the 
South, is not, of itself, sufficient to satisfy any im- 
partial mind of the covert-designs of those who 
contrel and dictate the policy of the Democratic 


H 


party, à glance at the population of one oritwo of 
the judicial circuits, and the business: before the 
court, will satisfy. the most skeptical that thisine+ 

uality is not the result of mere ‘accident, but-of'a 
deliberate ,well-laid, persistently-pursued scheme. 

Take the population of. the ninth. cirenit, come 
posed of the Statesof Arkansas. and: Mississippi, 
and compare it withthe seventh, Jaidge MeLean’s 
circuit,'which comprises.the States:of Ohio, hr- 
diana, Hlinois, and Michigan. ‘Theninth circuit, 
Justice Daniel’s, contains little, if any, over half 
a million of white inhabitants; while Justice Me~ 
Lean’s contains over: six’ million. The second 
circuit, Justice Nelson’s, composed of the:States 
of New York, Connecticut, and ‘Vermont, cone 
tains over five million freemen, while the fifth cir~ 
cuit, Justice Campbell’s, composed of the States 
of Louisiana-and Alabama, has but little overa 
million white inhabitants. - flee ot 

But, if the inequality of population:is great in 
these circuits, the inequality of labor and business 
disposed of by each of the judges of these circuits 
is far greater. I have taken thé- trouble, since X 
have had the honor of a seat here, to examine 
into this matter, and have obtained the following 
accurate statement of. the business of. the five 
southern circuits, and the circuit of Judge Mce- 
Lean, from the Ist of January, 1856, tothe lstof 
January, 1857, to which I invite the. special:at- 
tention of the. House, as demonstrating: more 
forcibly than any argument of mine, the deliber= 
ate purpose of the representatives:of the so-called 
Democratic party to secure to this southern priv» 
ileged class, who are but a small minority of the 
people, the absolute control of this important and 
dangerous department of the Government. 

This statement will show the number of cases 
on the docket, in five of the southern circuits, also 
Judge McLean’s circuit, on the Ist of January, 
1856, and the number added during the year 1856, 
the number tried and disposed of that year, and 
the number remaining undisposed of, January 1, 
1857. : 


is- 


dis- 
sl STe 


ng: un 


dof Jan. I 


. posed 


Circuits. 


year 1856. = 


remaint 


docket Jan. F, 1856. 
No. added during the. 


| Whole No. cases on the 
-No. disposed of in 1856. 


No. 


For the fourth cirenit, com- 
posed of the States of Dela- 
ware, Maryland, and Vir- 
ginia, Chief Justice Taney 

._ presiding, the returns show 

For the fifth circuit, composed |. 
of the States of Louisiana 
and Alabama, Judge Camp- 
bell presiding, the returns 
SNOW en 

For the sixth circuit, com- 
posed of the States of Geor- 
gia, South Carolina, ‘and 
North Carolina, Judge 
Wayne presiding, the re- 
turns SHOW... eee sore 

For the eighth circuit, com- 
posed of the States of Mis- 
souri, Tennessee, and Ken- 
tucky, Judge Catron pre- 
siding, the returns show... 

For the ninth circuit, com- 
posed of the States ofArkan- 
sas and Mississippi, Judge 
Daniel. presiding, the re- 

| UNS SHOW. eee errr ee ens 


444| 328]: 388 


seas 412 


379 | 


133} 289) -311 


316| 257} 316 
170 
1,423 


Total for five southern circuits, | 


For the seventh (Judge Me- 
Lean’s) circuit, composed |, 
of the States of .Obio, In- 
diana, Ulinois, and Mich- 
igan, the returns show more 
business than all the five 
southern circuits.........- 


1,481 | 1782 | 1,786 
H L 


It will be seen by this statement that Judge 
McLean has more business in his single cirenit 
than all the five southern judges in their five 
southern circuits; that the number of cases dock- 
eted in the course of the year was greater; the 


. number disposed.of greater; and the number re- 


maining undisposed of on the Isto 


£ January , 1857, 
was greater. z Pi ogee . 


e. 
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What justification, excuse, or apology, can the 
members. of the: Democratic. party in the. North 
‘give for this shameful. neglect or betrayal of the 
interest of their constituents? i ; 

_ Let any impartial man look over this table and 
answer the question, ‘‘ how ought these circuits 
tobe constituted??? and he will answer you, “tin 
proportion to the amount. of business done by 
each judge of the several circuits.” If this just 
principle should be adopted, asitought to be, and 
will some day be adopted, and the average busi- 
néss of the present five southern circuits should 
constitute the basis for creating new judicial 
circuits and judges of the Supreme Court, the 
North would’be entitled to at least fourteen or fif- 
teen more circuits and: judges, without including 
the States of lowa, Wisconsin, California, Min- 
nesota, and Oregon, which J have not included in 
the above calculation. 


Why is it that this inequality is permitted to | 


continue? Why is it that the Representatives of 
athe: so-called, Democratic. party from the North 
thave not long ago moved to equalize this depart- 


ment of the Government, and obtain for their con- | 


stituents a representation on the bench equal: to 
‘their numbers, business, and wealth? 

‘To say that all this is the result of accident, 
and the unexpected increase of population in the 
North, isa mockery. I tell you, as all reflecting 
and observing men who are not partisans will tell 
you, that it 1s but one of the many schemes to 
which the Democratic party, since its surrender 
to the Calhoun faction, has lent the use of its 
great name and influence to establish and make 


permanentand universal the institution of human | 
slavery in all the States and Territories of this | 


Republic. 


Mr. Chairman, the time was, and that, too, | 
within the memory. of many members on this 
floor, when slavery was regarded and admitted ; 


‘by the great majority of the American people, by 
men of all parties, and all religious creeds, to be 


a moral, social, and political evil, from which it | 


was the duty of the States to free themselves as 
speedily as possible, and for whose existence and 
continuance the national Government should in 
no way be held responsible before the world. 
Now all this is changed; and a great party to-day, 
through its Representatives in this Hall, with here 
and there an exception, claim that slavery is a 
moral, a Christian, and desirable political insti- 
tution, established by the Great Supreme for the 
happiness alike of the white and black races. And 
snot only this, but Urey claim that the national 
Constitudon, which our fathers declared they or- 
dained to secure the blessings of liberty, carrics, 
sustains, and protects, of its own force, the right 
of the master to the person and service of his slave 
on every foot of soil, and wherever floats the na- 
tional ensign, save only in sovercign States where, 
by positive enactments, its existence is prohib- 
ited: in other words, that slavery is a natural, 
legal, aud universal relation, and freedom uunat- 
ural, exceptional, and local, and only made ex- 
ceptional by the exercise of the arbitrary will of 
the electors of sovereign. States, expressed in the 
form of positive legislative inhibition, Even this 
pretended right, unsustained as it was by any re- 
spectable number of men from the organization 
of the Government until the birth of the Calhoun 
party, in 1844, has become the cardinal point in 
the Democratic creed. 
This desperate faction was unfortunately recog- 


nized and negotiated with at that time, and its | 


leaders succeeded in making a secret treaty with 
therecognized chief of the Democratic party, from 
the bad effects of which the party never recovered. 
Since that time this mere faction—a clique that 


twenty years ago could be easily numbered—have | 


been constantly gaining in power and strength, 
until at last they have been able to force from the 
party an authoritative recognition of their doc- 
trines. ‘They have baptized them in the name of 
Democracy; and from this time forward not only 


are.the living principles of the old Democratic | 
party to be abandoned, but the doctrine is to be | 


maintained that the Dred Scott decision is the true 
interpretation of the Constitution; that the logical 
result. of that-decision prevents the people of a 
sovereign Stateifrom excluding slavery. 

Un the 17th of November, 1857, the Washing- 
ton Union; the organ of the Administration and 


H 
i 


| the special mouthpiece of the President, in speak- ! 


i 


ing of this subject, said: 

“ The Constitution declares that ‘ the citizensof each State || 
shall be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of cih- |} 
zens in the several States, Every citizen of one State 
coming into another State has, therefore, a right to the pro- 
tection of his person, dnd that property which is recognized 
as such by the Constitution of the United States, any law 
of a State to the contrary notwithstanding. So far from 
any State having a right to deprive hiim of this property, it 
is its bounden duty to protect him in its possession. 

“© Tf these viewws are correct-—and we believe it would be 
difficult to invalidate them—it follows that all State laws, 
whether organie or otherwise, which prohibit a-citizen of 
one State from settling in another, and bringing his slave 
property with bim, and most especially declaring it for- 
feited, are direct violations of the original intention of a 
Government which, as before stated, is the protection of 
person and property, and of the Constitution of the United ; 
States, which recognizes property in staves, and declares | 
that ‘the citizens of each State shall be entitled to all the 
privileges and immunities of citizens in the several States,’ 
among the most essential of which isthe protection of per- 
son and property.?? 

And, in my judgment, this will be the next ag- | 
gressive step made by the present Administration 
party upon the free people of this country. Yes, 
sir; I firmly believe that we are to have a second 
Dred Scott decision by the present Supreme Court, 
which will fully sustain this monstrous claim now | 
openly set up by many of the leaders of this Cal- 
boun party, provided, always, that they are suc- į 
cessful in the coming presidential clection;and the | 
Supreme Court can thereby have the assurance it i 
had when Mr. Buchanan was elected, that its de- j 
crees will be enforced by the strong arm of the | 
executive department of the Government, with j 
the Army and Navy and purse of the nation at its | 

| 
i 
j 
{ 
| 
| 
| 


command. I infer this both from the manner in 
which the members of thiscourthave beensclected, |} 
and from the history of the first Dred Scott case. 
The Lemmon case, as it is familiarly called, but 
which I designate the second Dred Scott case, has 
been, as genticmen are aware, carried up on ap- 
peal by the authorities of the State of Virginia 
from the supreme court of the State of New York 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 

resents a case exactly in point; and I doubt not 
is prosecuted by Virginia for no other purpose | 
than to obtain another political decision from this | 
court to sustain their pro-slavery interpretation of 
the Constitution. Ifthisis not the case, why is the 
decision of the New York court to be carried up for 
revision, as the State of Virginia did not own the 
slave liberated by Judge Payne; and Mr. Lem- | 
mon, I believe, was paid the full value of these 
slaves by the cotton merchants of New York soon 
after their liberation? 

There can be but one motive for the action of 
Virginia in the premises; and that is, to secure 
another pro-slavery opinion from the Supreme 
Court sustaining their interpretation of the Con- | 
stitution—an interpretation which even Mr. Cal- 
houn never openly claimed, but which his dis- 
ciples, emboldened by their success, now claim 
to be the true one—namely: that slaveholders 
have the right, under the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, to go, not only into all the organized 
Territories, but into any`or all of the sovereign 
States, with their slaves, and there have them | 
protected by the national Government in defiance 
of the local laws of the State. Itis my solemn, 
deliberate conviction, that this clearly unconsti- 
tutional claim will be. sustained by the Supreme 
Court if a President is clected this year by the 
pro-slavery party of the country, And let me 
ask gentlemen if such a decision is any more un- 
likely to happen than the first Dred Scott decis- 
ion? And does it not necessarily follow, if the 
Dred Scott decision is correct, that the decision 
of the-supreme court of the State of New York, 
in the Lemmon case, is wrong? 

Let us look at this point a moment. The Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bills contained the germ from which 
both these pro-slavery questions were dug up. 
Both bills declared— 

“That it is the true intent and meaning of this act notte 
legislate slavery into any ‘Territory or State, nor to exclude 
it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to forin and regulate their own domestic institutions in 
their own way, subject only tothe Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States.” 

At the time the Kansas-Nebraska bills were 
under discussion, no person was able to discover 
why the clause “‘ not to legislate slavery into any 
Territory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom,”’ 
was inserted in said acts; and their distinguished 


| the Dred Scott case. 
| sage of the Kansas-Nebraska act, the Dred Scott 


author from that day to this has never enlightened 
the country on this point, although frequently 
and urgently pressed to doso. The concluding 
line of this extraordinary section, ‘ subject only 
to the Constitution of the United States,” was un- 
derstood and denounced at the time as’a cun- 
ningly devised scheme for getting the political 
question of the power of Congress over the sub- 
ject of slavery in the Territories before the Su- 
preme Court, which was now, for the first time in 
the history of the Government, regarded asa par- 
tisan tribunal, completely in the hands of the pro- 
slavery party, who had selected a majority ofthe 
judges for their well known sympathy with the 


| privileged class and their fidelity to the interest of 


slavery. 

The meaning of the words ‘‘not to legislate 
slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude 
it therefrom,” was soon comprehended after the 
presidential clection of 1856, from the authorita- 
tive interpretation given by the President and his 
party to this apparently harmless declaration, and 
ihe subsequent action of the Supreme Court in 
Abouta year after the pas- 


case is first heard of by the people, and an un- 
pleasant apprehension immediately took posses- 
sion of the public mind. Arguments were made 
by counsel in the winter of 1855 and 1856, but the 
decision was reserved. The presidential clection 
was approaching, and this ‘ august tribunal”? 
thought it prudent to defer their decision, and not 
submit it to that higher, better, and safer court of 
appeals, the people, so soon after its delivery. 
They therefore reserved their opinions, and or- 
dered the case to be reargued; and thus a year’s 
time was gained, which carried them over the 
presidential election of 1856, and enabled the court 
to know positively whether they could rely upon 
the executive and legislative departments of the 
Government to sustain and enforce their contem- 
plated usurpation. 

The Cincinnati convention in the mean time 
had been held, and laid down the ereed of the 
party and nominated Mr. Buchanan. In this plat- 
fori, the southern members of the party under- 
standing what would be the probable action of the 
court in the Dred Scott case, determined to aid 
the court in their contemplated decision, by giving 
two interpretations to the Kansas-Nebraska act, 
while claiming, authoritatively, to give but one. 
The manner in which they did this was by resolv- 
ing that the people of Kansas might determine for 
themselves whether they would have slavery or 
not, “ whenever the number of inhabitants justi- 


‘fied it.” This was a mere play upon words, and 


intended to deceive the people by permitting one 
interpretation in the North and quite a different 
one in the South, for the double purpose of polit- 
ical effect during the presidential campaign. After 
the election, if su¢cessful, they were to makea new 


declaration as to-its meaning, necessary in order 
‘to harmonize the conflicting views of the party 


leaders, and in order the more effectually to aid 
in the pretended settlement of this “* vexed ques- 


stion.” The public pledge of the party was every- 


where cunningly sécured in advance through all 
the appliances known to this wonderful party or- 
‘ganization, to abide by and sustain, asa final set- 
tlement, the interpretation, whatever it might be, 
that the Supreme Court would give to this plank 
in the Cincinnati platform. “With this arrange- 


i ment, the slave power felt safe and confident, after 


having secured the election of Mr, Buchanan; and 
as soon thereafter as they thought it expedient, 
they openly, through the outgoing and incoming 
Executives, and in the Halls of this Capitol, 
elaimed the extreme southern interpretation to 
be the true one. 

The true interpretation having been thus au- 
thoritatively established by the court, and de- 
clared to be that “the people of the Territorics 
should never have the power, while in a territo- 
rial condition, to abolish or exclude slavery,” the 
abandonment of the deceptive and alluring catch- 
words of * popular sovereignty”? became a neces- 
sity with all who were members of the party 
except a few who were denominated ‘‘ rebels,” 
or the undisguised demagogues who still rematn 
with the party. Mr. Buchanan, in his inaugural 
openly sustained Calhoun’s theory on this ques- 
tion; and, in the Silliman letter, declared that sla- 
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very, by virtue of the Constitution, not only ex- 


isted in all the Territories of the Union, but that 
t: it existed in Kansas as completely as in Geor- 
gia or South Carolina;”’ and he adds, in his last 
annual message, to complete the record and sus- 
tain, in advance, the probable forthcoming decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court in this second Dred 
Scott case, to which I have alluded, “that neither 
Congress nor the Territorial Legislature; nor any 
human power, has any authority to annul or im- 
pair this vested right,’ claiming that the Supreme 
Court has finally established the right of every 
citizen to “take his slave property into the Ter- 
ritories and have it protected there under the Con- 
stitution.”? He would thus irrevocably fix the 
status of all national Territories as slave Terri- 
tories, and deprive the people of the power to 
alter or change it ; and as if to extinguish the last 
vestige of ‘ popular sovereignty,” the President 
declares that, if it “had been decided that either 
Congress or a Territorial Legislature possessed 
the power to impair this right of property in slaves, 
the evil would have been intolerable.” “He claims 
that the Supreme Court have the power, and 
should protect this class interest against the will 
of the people; and that Congress, if necessary, 
“must strengthen their hands by further legisla- 
tion.” Commenton such a political record is ùn- 
necessary. 

During the presidential contest of 1856, the Su- 
preme Court and slave power held their breath, 
and only breathed freely again after the smoke 
of the battle had cleared away, and they found 
that they had secured another four years’ lease 
of power by the election of Mr. Buchanan. That 
result could only have happened then, and can 
only be repeated now, by the folly and division 
of their opponents, who were then, and are to- 
day, a large majority of the people. 

About the time of the inauguration of Mr. 
Buchanan, the Dred Scott case was reargued, as 
ordered, and the court were now prepared to take 
the.course so long and cautiously contemplated; 
when all the precedents of this tribunal, even their 
own decisions, and the adjudications of such men 
as Jay and Story and Marshall were to be over- 
ruled, and the doctrine officially proclaimed to the 
world that the Constitution of the United States 
recognized property in man. 

In order that the nation might be prepared to 


submit to almost any new aggression of the slave | 


power, the leaders of this class interest, who 


always rule with an unrelenting despotism, saw | 


to it that the outgoing President of the United 
States should prepare the party, and especially 


all the hungry swarm of applicants for official | 


favor under the incoming Administration, to de- 
fend,in advance, the decision oftheSupremeCourt, 
whatever it might be. 

In accordance with this cunningly-devised pro- 
gramme, President Pierce, ia his last annual mes- 
sage, claimed that the people, in the election of 


terms “ private rights,’’ “navigation,” ‘ reli- 


gion,” and “‘servitude.”? “What rights of * reli- 
gion” were affected and secured by this decision 
has not transpired. ‘The President says: 

“Thereupon this enactment [the Missouri compromise] 
ceased to liave binding virtue in any sense, whether as 
respects the North or the South, [because the North would 
not agree to extend it to the Pacific,} and so in effect it was 
treated on the occasion of the admission of the State of 
California, and the organization of the ‘Territories of New 
México, Utah, and Washington. 

“Such was the state of the question when the Aime ar- 
rived for the organization of the Territories of Kansas and 
Nebiaska. In the progress of constitutional inquiry and 
reflection, it had now at length come to be seen clearly that 
Congress does not possess constitutional. power to impose 
restrictions of this character [the exclusion of slavery] 
upon any present or future State of the Union. Ina long 
series of decisions, on the fullest argument, and after the 
most deliberate consideration, the Supreme Court of the 
United States had finally determined this point, in every 
form in which the question could arise, whether as affect- 
ing public or private rights in questions of public domain, 
of religion, of navigation, and of servitude.”’ 

Colone] Benton characterizes, and very justly, 
too, that partof the message from which the above 
extract is taken, as follows: 

‘She last?annual message of Mr. Pierce was the last 
opportunity for this defensive pleading, (declariug the Mis- 
souri compromise unconstitutional, and sustaining the 
couri) and being the last, it was carefully seized on and 
vigorously improved to the best advantage. T'he méssage 
was big with it. It was a large plea and a boid one, and 
conspicuously presented. In quantity it filled eleven octavo 
pages, (leaving but seventeen for all the appropriate sub- 
ject which belong to that official paper;) in boldness it 
inaugurated a new era in our presidential messages—the 
era of historicai falsification in these high papers, hereto- 
fore considered the sacred receptacle of veracious history 3 
in conspicuity, being thrust in frontof the message, instead 
of being relegated to its fag-chd, where such Jow matter 
shoald go, if, indeed, allowed to enter a message at all, 
Which it never was before. Veracious history must rebuke 
this first attempt to make the presidential annual message 
a vehicle of historical falsification; and the work is easily 
done, all the facts necessary to the correction of the falla- 
cious statements being of record in the debates and Jour- 
nals of Congress, and other authentic public evidence.” 


Mr. Buchanan, in his inaugural address, re- 
ferred to the forthcoming decision in the Dred 
Scott case; and with apparently great regard for 
this “august tribunal,” which, in former years, 
and before it was regarded as partisan, he and 
the whole Democratic party had denounced as an 
unsafe depository of power, he says: 

“ To their decision, in common with all good citizens, I 
shall cheerfully submit, whatever this may be.” 

In reference to the differences of opinion that 
had arisen as to the point of time when the pco- 


ple of a Territory should have power to exclude | 


slavery, he says: 
“This is happily a matter of but little practical import- 
ance, Besides, itis a judicial question ?°— 


| When, or why, or on whose authority, this be- 


came a judicial question, he does not inform the 
country— 
“which legitimately belongs to the Supreme Court of the 


United States, before whom it is now pending, and will, 
itis uaderstood, be speedily and finally settied. To their 


decision, in common with all good citizens, E shall cheer- ; 


the people at large, to. submit.to. a, forthéomin, 
decision of this tribunal... o o o 
After all this skillful preparation, therc comes 
the long delayed decision, of the court, which- 
substantially declared that. as black men had no , 
natural or political rights, and were not-citizens, . 
they could. not maintain. a suit for their free- 
dom, or have à hearing for: any purpose ini the” 
courts of the United’ States. Had the. court. 
stopped right here, and. contented themselves: 
simply with deciding all. the. point. there-was in 
the case, as I understand it, there. would have been; 
no such extraordinary effort on the part of the’ 
slave power, through the official influence and 
patronage of two Presidents, to-induce.the party 
and people of the northern States to snbmit to this. 
decision. For though I regard the declaration of 
the court—that a black man, the descendant. of 
Africans, who were stolen from Africa and en- 
slaved by pirates, has no claims either to.a hear- 
ing, or protection to life and liberty, from this de- 
partment of the Government—as monstrous, and 
contrary to the spirit and genius of our iustitie 
tions, which should protect and defend the rights 
of every human being, however humble, within 
our jurisdiction, yet, I say, if this had been all of 
the case, and the court had not.traveled.out of the 
record in its attempt to get hold of, and pass, upon, 
political questions which were not, and could not,.. 
properly be before it, there would.bave been no: 
anxiety or alarm on the part of the slave. power,’ 
as to the probability of the great mass, of the. 
people, especially their northern allies, submitting 


to said decision. 

On this point, the late Colonel Benton, in his 
examination of the Dred Scott case (page 5) justly 
remarks: Lads 

“The court, in repulsing jurisdiction of the original case, 
and dismissing it for the want of the right to try it, [after 
dismissing it,) found great difficulty in geting at its merits 
—at the merits of the dismissed case itself; and certainly, 
still greater difficulty in getting atthe merits of two great 
political questions which lie so far beyond it. The court 
evidently felt this difficulty, and worked sedulously to. avoid 
it—sedulously at building a bridge Jong and slender, upon’ 
which a majority of these judges erossed the wide and 
deep guif which separated the personal tights of Dred'Scott, 
and his family from the political institutions and the polit- 
ical rights of the whole body of the American people.” | ©: 

Mr. Justice Wayne, in constructing one of the 
spans of this shaky and unsubstantial judicial 
bridge, on which 'a majority of the court crossed: 
the deep gulf referred to by Colonel Benton, as- 
signed as a reason for traveling out of the record. 
and passing upon the constitutionality of the Mis- 
souri compromise, its necessity in order to give 
peace to the country. He said: i 

‘ The case involves private rights of great value, and 
constitutional principles of the highest importance, about. 


which there had become such a difference of opinion, that 
the peace and harmony of the country required the settle- 


ment of them by judicial decision.” 

From whence the Supreme Court derived their 
authority to settle political questions, in order, as- 
Mr. Justice Wayne says, to secure ‘peace and har- 


1 
Mr. Buchanan, (although all knew he waselected || fully submit, whatever this may be.’? 
by a minority of the votes,) indorsed the Kansas- | 
Nebraska act; and apprised them of the fact that | 
this Dred Scott decision, although not at that time 


officially announced from the bench, had been 


These declarations of the out-going and in-com- |; mony’? between contending political parties, nei- 
ing Presidents simply meant that the politicians |; ther be, nor cither of the judges concurring in this 
opinion, has seen proper to Inform the public. 


and applicants for official favor should not only 
indorse this decision themselves, but that they i, When the court thus traveled out of the record, , 


agreed upon, and that the court “ had finally de- 
termined this point [to wit: that Congress had no 
power to exclude slavery from States or Territo- 
ries]in every form under which the question could 
arise.” He thus advised, in advance, all the aspir- 
ants and politicians of the country, who desired 
favors or promotionat the hands oftheslave power, 
under the incoming administration of Mr. Buch- 
anan, of the course necessary for them to pursue 
in order the more effectually to securea recognition 
of their claims. . l 
message referred to, though expressed in ambig- 
uous and carefully selected language, applies to, 
and was intended to apply to, the Dred Scott case. 
‘The use of the words, ‘in a long series of decis- 
ions,” was intended to mislead and deceive the 
masses of the people, for the court had never es- 
tablished any such doctrine as claimed by “a 


long series of decisions,” but had uniformly de- | 


The following extract from the | 


should prepare the minds of the people, so far į 


as possible, but especially the party, for one of 


the most startling decisions ever announced by | ry in the J L 
ii declare,us it did inthis case, that neither Congress 
fully did this well-laid plot work that partisans i 


any judicial tribunal in the world; and so success- 


and place-hunters in many of the free States suc- 


cecded in having the decision of this court in- | 


dorsed by their party conventions, with apparent 


enthusiasm, immediately after its delivery. If | 
there had not been something unusual and alarm- |} 
ing at the bottom of this forthcoming decision of | 


the Supreme Court ina case which only involved 


the title to an old superanuated black man, whose | 
value was not $100 in any slave market in the |; f : : 
! cure acquiescence in and indorsement by the peo- 


world, and who, I believe, died within a year after 


this decision was made, would there have been |i 


any such anxiety about this case as was mani- |! : s : : 
i compel the President to proscribe all the leading 


| men in the party, and all applicants for office, who 


fested by the slave power? Can any gentleman 
on the Administration side of the House answer 


and assumed to pass upon the power of Congress. 


i and the Territorial Legislature to prohibit and ex- 


clude slavery in the 'Territories of the nation, and 


nor a Territorial Legislature possessed the power, 


| notwithstanding the uniform practice of the Gov- 


ernment for seventy years had been to exclude and 


| prohibit slavery by congressional enactment, there 


was fear, and just cause for fear, on the part of 
the slave power, the President, and the courtitself, 
that the people would not submit to a decision 


‘| that virtually changed their Constitution. Henee 


the great anxiety of the privileged class—for 
whose sole benefit this decision was made—to se- 


ple of this usurpation of the Supreme Court. 
To secure this, the first necessary step was to 


i 
t 
! $ : : : 
i did not submit to, and accept with alacrity, the 
decision of the court as ‘‘ final,” These were re- 
: quired to join the Government in the use of all 
| the power and patronage at its command, and the 
| 

i 


| the question? No, sir, they cannot; andit will not 
be attempted. This court had decided cases time 
and again involving the title to millions of prop- 
erty, and yet no President and no party conven- 
tions, or party press, ever in advance called upon | 
or appealed to the litigants, much less a party er | 


cided directly the reverse, so far as regards the 

ower of Congress to exclude slavery from the 
Priorita. It will also be noticed that the man- 
nerin which the author of this part of the mes- 
sage (whom Colonel Benton alleges was Caleb 
Cushing, then Attorney General) coupled the 


_ New Serirs—No, 24. 


| 
| 
t 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
i 
} 
| 
i 
l 
i 
| 
H 
l 
t 
| 
i 
| 
H 
1 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 


unscrupulous use of all party appliances, to secure 
the most unqualified indorsement of this decision 
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ley. 


Ho. or Reps. 


by ovéry State convention ofthe party inthe North, 
thus making a judicial decision a party question; 
atid; go far from settling the points assumed to be 
adjudicated by the court, making the opinion of 
the cotirt itselfa new anda test question of party 
fidelity; “ bringing the court into the political 
field,?? as Colonel Benton has said, and making 
the new questions thus ‘raised “ the very watch- 
words of parties:’’ Forassuredly this isa ques- 
tion which must become far more bitter and ma- 
lignant than the slavery, question itself, when the 
people fully comprehend the alarming power as- 
sumed by this irresponsible department of the 
Govertiment to change or annul their Constitu- 
tion at pleasure. I say irresponsible department; 
because; holding their offices for life, and net 
amenable to the people for their acts, they have 
no fear of removal, and do not regard, as Mr. 
Jefferson has said, the power of impeachment 
even as a “scarecrow.” 

The ‘important points which the Supreme Court 
assumed to decide for the interest of the slave 
power was: first, that no slave, or the descendant 
of a slave, could ‘maintain a suit at law for any 
purpose in any of the courts of the United States. 

l$ 


his decision wasdemanded and deemed neces- | 


sary in order that the precedent might be settled 


favorable to this class interest while the pro-sla- | 


very party had possession of the courts, so that 
thereafter no slave, or person held as such, should 
be allowed to bring suit for his or her freedom, or 
sue out a writ of habeas corpus before any of said 
courts to compel tlic party holding any such per- 
sons as slaves to show by what authority said 
përson or persons were distrained of their liberty, 
unless the court should. first: overrule this de- 
cision. f 

‘The point thus gained by the slave power was 
an important one, because, it made it necessary 
hereafter for all persons suing for their freedom 
to -bring their suits.in the State courts, where, the 
law-makers, the judges,and juries being all slave- 
holders, there would be no question that the in- 
teresis and wishes of the privileged.class would 
be-omnipotent. But little danger could be appre- 
hended with such laws as are enacted by southern 
States to guard and protect this class interest of 


S 


any persons obtaining their freedom, though they | 


might be so white that they would readily pass for 
white persons, and though it might be well known 
to the claimant, as well as judge and jury, that the 
person: thus held was born free. , Hence the im- 
portance of this point to the slaveholder, else such 
suits as [ have-alluded to might, and doubtless 
would, become troublesome and inconvenient to 
the privileged class, as there areanamber of States 
whose constitutions and laws do not establish sla- 
very as an institution, but simply recognize the 
relation of master and slave without establishing 
the right. 


2, ‘Phat the Constitution, of its own inherent | 


force, extends to all Territories as soon as ac- 
quired. On this point, L quote the testimony of 
Mr. Benton, because it is of great valuc,as show- 
ing what views were entertained by all depart- 
ments of the Government on this question up to 
the time this discussion was made. (I do not, 
however, desire to be understood as indorsing 
Mr. Benton’s views in full on this point.) He 
says, in his Notification to the Reader, in his 
volume examining the Dred Scott case: 

« Without going further into that history in this brief 
postscriptum notification, and confining himself to the pre- 


cise point in issue, the writer will say thatthe administra- 
tion of Mr. Monroe expressly, by unanimous decision, and 


each House of Congress impliedly, and without division, \ 


decided that no part of the Constitution and no act of Con- 
gress went toa Territory unless extended to it by act of 
Congress.” 

3. That the Constitution recognized slaves as 
property as well as persons, and because thus 
recognized, Congress had no power to prohibit 
the introduction of,‘or to excludé after it was in- 
troduced, this species of property from the Terri- 
tories; and 

4. “Tf [as the court say] Congress cannot ex- 
ercise this power, [to exclude slavery from the 
Territories,] it will hardly be claimed that it 
can delegate the power to a Territorial Legisla- 
ture.” 

In this summary manner, and in these words, 
did the Sapreme Court, whose decisions Mr. 
Doveras pretends to indorse, dispose of his hoast- 


ll 
t 


Í to see how itean be lawfully excluded from a Ter- 


| the slave trade piracy; for, if slaves are property 


| the Republic, notwithstanding their State consti- 


ed theory of popular sovereignty, and thus were 
the deception and fraud practiced upon the people 
ofthe North, in 1856, unblushingly proclaimed. | 
The doctrine thatthe Constitution of the United 
States recognizes slaves as property, and that Çon- 
gress has not the. power to-exclude it from. the, 
Territories, having been established, so far asthe 
authority of the Supreme Court and the united 
voice of a great party can establish it, the next | 
step in the series of aggressions and usurpa tions 
contemplated by this tribunal and the class who 
created and control it is to declare that slavery 
cannot lawfully be excluded from any of the sov- 
ereign States of the Union; that so long as one 
State in the Confederacy recognizes and sanctions 
slavcholding, whether by her constitution, her 
laws, or custom, slaveholding shall be legal in all 
the Territories, and in every State, and neither 
Congress nor State-nor Territorigl Legislatures 
shall have the power to prohibit it. It 1s difficult 


ritory or State, or on what just principle the pur- 
chase and importation of slaves is declared piracy, 
if it be true that the national Constitutton recog- 
nizes slavesas property; for article six of the Con- 
stitution of the United States declares that— 

«This Constitution, and the laws of the United States | 
whieh shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
made, or which'shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme Jaw of the land; and 
the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything 
in the laws or constitution of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” 

Any legislative enactment, therefore, either by 
Territories or States, excluding the master with 
his slaves; or, if he enter a Yerritory or State, de- 
stroying his property by depriving him of it with- 
out compensation, must be clearly unconstita- 
tional, as must also be the Jaw which declares 


by virtue of a constitutional provision, they are 
property, not only in the ‘Territories and in all 
the States—Ohio as well as Missouri—but are 
also property in every part of the world where 
ever the flag of the country protects the lives and 
property ofher citizens. ‘The only exception that 
can possibly be made to this rule, provided the 


i 
x . . s | 
premises claimed be admitted, would be where our | 
’ | 


citizens, with their slave property, were tempo- 
rarily residing in or passing through the territory 
of a foreign nation whose laws prohibited slavery. 
In such a country they probably could not hold 
them without express treaty stipulations. But 
ifa citizen of the United States, under the pro- 
tection of his country’s flag, buys slaves in Africa, 
or in any other country, they are as legally his 
as though he purchased them in South Carotina, | 


provided slavery is not prohibited by law in the 


country where the purchase is made. And there | 
; can exercise sovereign power. 


being ho law in Africa to prohibit slavcholding, 
but a usage recognizing it, the act of Congress 
that prohibits citizens of the United States from 
purchasing slaves there, or if he purchase them, 
deprives him of them without compensation the 
moment he sets foot on the soil of his own State 
with them, and, in addition, inflicts the terrible 
penalty of death upon him for having in his pos- 
session persons who are recognized by the Con- 
stitution of his country as property, is clearly 
unconstitutional, 

The Supreme Court, however, did not dare, 
when deciding the Dred Scott case, to declare in 
so many words, thatsovercign States of this Union 
could not exclude slavery and prohibit its exist- 
ence within their jurisdiction. The slave power 
knew that the publie mind of the North was not 
prepared for such a declaration of its purposes. 
They therefore preferred to take the safer course, 
and first secure the indorsement and acquiescence 
of the people in the Dred Scott decision, knowing, 
that the logical result of that decision would le- 
galize slavery in all the States and Territories of 


tutions-and laws might prohibit it. | 

Judge Nelson, of the majority of the Supreme 
Coart, who concurred in the Dred Scott opinion, 
is the only judge who approached near enough to 
this point to give any intimation of what would 
be his views in a case such as Virginia has car- 
ried up from the supreme court of New York. In | 
stating his views, he admitted that the sovereign | 
States of the Union had legislative power over | 
all subjects,‘ except in cases where the power | 


is restrained by the Constitution of the United’ 
States.” He add 

«The law of the State is supreme over, the. subject of 
slavery within its jurisdiction, except in cases where ‘the 
power is restrained by the Coustitution.”’ $ 


And for tliis opinion he may be nominated at 


8I 


| the Balfimoré convention, on the 18th of next 


month. But if the Constitution of the United 
States recognizes slaves as property, the State 
cannot legally excludé them, for the national Con- 
stitution is the supreme law of the land,” and 
provides in article four, section second, expressly 
that— . ` 

«The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all the 
privileges and immunities of the citizens in the several 
States.” r 

This provision secures heyond question the 
right of every citizen of a State to pass through 
or reside in”any State, with any and all descrip- 
tions of property recognized by the national Cona; 
stitution; and all laws, enactments, and judicial 


i decisions of every State, destroying or depriving 


a citizen of any State of this right, are violative,’ 
not only of the letter, but the spiritof the national 
Constitution, if slaves are property by virtue of 
any provision of that instrument. Hence I claim, 
and always have claimed, that either Jefferson 
and the Republican party are right on this ques- 
tion, or Calhoun and hisdisciplesareright. There 
can be but two sides to the question. 

But, Mr. Chairman, Ido not believe that the 
Constitution of my country recognizes property 
in man. IfI did, then, sir, I never could, and f 
never would, have laid my hand upon the Bible, 
and taken such an oath as I did when I became 
amember of this House, to support such a Consti- 
tution; and, by becoming a member of this body, 
be compelled vither to violate my official oath or 
vote to sustain and protect the right of the master 
to his slave property in all the Territories and in 
ali the States of the Arnerican Union, by the whole’ 
power of the Government—by the uscof the Army 
and Navy, and the purse of the nation, Fors if 


j such are his vested rights under the Constitution, 


I cheerfully concede it to be the duty of those who 
administer the Government to give him adequate 
protection, to the fall extent of their power and 
jurisdiction. I would simply decline participating 
in such an Administration; for I do not subscribe 
to the extraordinary statesmanship of the author 
of the Kansas-Nebraska act, which concedes the 
constitutional right of one man to property in 
the person of another; placing it exactly upon the 
same tenure of other property, and then admit- 
ting that he may be legally deprived of that prop- 
erty, without compensation, by what he terms the 
“unfriendly legislation” of a ‘Territorial Legisla- 
ture; which even he does not pretend to claim 


Sir, iff could believe that our fathers who formed 
this Union, which I have been taught to love, and 
this Constitution, which I have been taught to 
cling to, as the palladium of our liberties! say if 
I could be made to believe that they intended to or 
did covertly and insidiously declare, in any line or 
section of that Constitution, that there could be 
property ii man, then I would cease to cherish or 
venerate their memories, and, rather than hold a 
seat on this floor for a single hour, and by hold- 
ing a seat here be obliged by my oath to sanction 
and support the institution of human slavery, I 
would become an alien to such a Government, 
and refuse to be classed as a citizen with a peo- 
ple who, with the light of centuries beaming upon 
them, persisted in the crime of upholding a Con- 
stitation which recognized property in man. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is claimed that the ques- 
tion as to whether the Constitution recognizes 
property in man or not, is no longer an open ques- 


| tion; that it isa question which cannot with safety 


be submitted for determination to the people, or 
be intrusted to the individual opinions of their 
Representatives in Congress, or to the officers in 
any of the coérdinate departments of the Govern- 
ment, except the Supreme Court. 

It is said that the question has been, as the 
President informs us, “finally” and authorita- 
tively settled for us by that ‘august tribunal.” 
Men of all parties, in office and out of office, are 
called upon by the party through whose instru- 
mentality this decision was procured, to submit 
to and indorse it; and the demand is: made and 


1860.] 
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insisted on, that, by our votes and acts here, we | 


shall conform the legislation of the country to this 


political decision, without regard to what may | 
have been the action of the Government or the | 


opinions entertained by the leading statesmen of 
the past and present day upon this question. 
Thus, sir, if this theory is to be acquiesced in by 
the country, all individual responsibility in the 
Government ceases; and must swear, and every 
officer of the Government must swear, to support 
the Constitution, notas I or they may understand 
it, but as a majority of the nine men who com- 


pose the Supreme Court understand and interpret | 
nd this, sir, is called Democracy in | 


it for us. 
the year of grace 1860! 


Sir, this kind of Democracy I repudiate; and } 
appeal to the common sense of every man, and | 


the record of our fathers, to prove that itisa spu- 
rious species of Democracy. 
Bir, when J took an oath to support the Consti- 


tution, I swore to support it as Ì understand it, | 
and not as.a majority of the Supreme Court may | 
understand it, or any other number of men, indi- | 


vidually or collectively. On this point, I believe 


the Supreme Court has no more right to control | 


the action of members of Congress than Congress 


has the right to interfere with and dictate a de- | 


cision in any case before that tribunal for adjudi- 
cation, ` 


In Colonel Benton’s introductory note to his | 
examination of the Dred Scott case, he uses the | 


following language, which I fully indors 
“ Congress holds its powers from the Constitution, where 


every grant of authority is preceded by tie words, ‘shall | 
have powcr to,’ aud to the support of whieh the members ! 
are sworn. ‘Phe grant ot power is in the Constitution, aud | 
Constitution; and it is written, that its j 


the oath is to the 
Words, always tbe same, may be always seen, aud no ex 
cuse for disregarding them. ‘The duty of the member, bi 
allegiance, bis fealty, is to the Constitution; und in per- 


formance of this duty, in the discharge of this allegiance, | 
in we kecping of this fealty, he must be governed by the | 


words of the instrument, and by the dictates of his own 
conselenec, 
should, with coun 


Would soon cease to have any fixed rules to go by; would 


soon have as many diverse interpretations as different | 
courts} and, like the Holy Scriptures in the bands of coun- ji 
cils and commentators, would soon cease to be what its | 


framers made it. 
“The power of the court is judicial—so declared in the 


Constitution, and so held iu theory, if notin practice. Iti 
is limited tocases * in Jaw and equity ;’ and though some- | 
times encroaching upon politicat subjects, it is without | 
right, without authority, aud without the meang of enfore- | 


ing its decisions, It can issue no mandamus to Congres 
cr the people, nor punish tiem tor disregarding its decis 
jong or even attacking them. Far from being bond by 
their decisions, Congress may proceed criminally a ist the 
judges for making them, When deemed criminally wreng— 
one House impeach and the other try, as done in the famou 
ease of Judge Chase. 


“Th assuming to decide these questions, [constitution- |! 
ality of the Missouri compromise, &c.,] it is believed ihe | 
court committed two great errors : first, in the assumption | 
to try such questions; secondly, in deciding them as they i 


did. And it is certain that the decisions are contrary to 


one of them for thirty 


alteration of the Constitution, by inserting new clauses 


struinent was made, or at any time since, or now.” 


was made to get this political question of the 


power of Congress over the subject of slavery in || > 3 
S | leaders of this party, and this monstrous assump- 


the Territories in shape, so that at the proper time 
(that is, when the coart was so constituted as to 


suit the slave power) it could be carried up on: 


an agreed case and decided as the Dred Scatt 


case was. : 
Hon. John Bell, then a Senator of the United 
States from Tennessee, opposed the bill, and de- 


clared ‘that the court was the weakest of the | 
three coédrdinate branches of the Government— í 


too weak to command obedience, or to settle such 
questions; and he drew the inference that a decis- 


ion of it before a tribunal so feeble might break | 


down the court, whilcit failed to satisfy the public 
mind.’? The result of the action of the Supreme 
Court in the Dred Scott ease testifies haw just and 
wise were the conclusions of that distinguished 
Senator. 


General Jackson, in his message returning the | 


bill for the recharter of the Bank of the United 
States, replies, in the following well-timed re- 


gi A 0 k i| Massachys 
The member may enlighten himself, and !; 
of others; butas autbority,as a rule ij 
of obligation, as a guide to conduct, the Constitution aud | 
the oath alone can govern; and were it otherwise,were Con- || 
gress to look to judicial interpretation for its powers it | 


I i} embracing so many years of its existence, has incl 
the uniform action of all departments of the Government, į 
ix years, and the other for seventy | 
years; and in their effects upon each are equivalent to an i 
in} 
it, which could not have been put in it at the time that in- | 


i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 
r 
i 
t 
i 


| erated to the everlasting curse of human bondage. 
Now, sir, as to the propriety of intrusting this | 
judicial department of the Government with the 


marks, to the claim then setup, that, as the Supreme 
Court had decided the constitutionality of a sim- 


i ilar charter creating this same. bank, it was the | 
duty of Congress and the Executive to acquiesce 


in that decision: 

an aa the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the wi 
ground of this act, it ought not to control the co rdi 
authorities of this Government. She Congress, the Ex 


utive, and the court, must, each for itselt, be guided by its: 


own opinion of the Constitution. Each public officer, who 
takes an oath to support the Constitution, swears tbat he 
will support it as he understands it, and not as it is under- 
stood by others. Jt is as much the duty of the House of 
Representatives, of the Senate, and of the President, to de- 
cide upon the constitutionality of any bill or resolution 
which may be presented to them for passage or approval, 
as it is of the supreme judges, when it may be brought bê- 
fore them for judicial decision. ‘The opinion of the judges 
has no more authority over Congress than the opinion of 
Congress over the judges; snd, on that point, the Presi- 
dent is independent of both. The authority of the Suprene 
Court must not, therefore, be permitted to control the Con- 


|| gress or the Executive when acting in their ivegislative 


capacities, but to have only such infiuence as the force of 
their reasoning may deserve? 


Such, sir, were the opinions of two of the most 


| illustrious Democratic statesmen of the past gen- 
i; eration on this question of the power of one de- 
partment of the Government to bind or centrol by | 


any decision of theirs the action of any other co 


; ordinate department, or of any member thereof. l 
! These opinions were entertained by nearly all the | 


leading statesmen until the slave power obtained 


complete ascendency in the Government; and by | 
| no one were they more distinctly and fally main- 
| tained than by the present Chief Magistrate, as | 


will be seen by the following extract from a speech 
delivered by him in the Senate of the United States, 


| on the 7th of July, 1841, which may be found in 
i the tenth volume of the Congressional Globe, No. 
| 2, page 163: 


& But even if the judiciary had ¢ 
shouid never | 
acting inad 


ettled the question, L 
id myself bound by their decision whilst 
tive character. Unlike the Senator trom 
(Mr. Bates,] i shali never cousent to place 
the potitical rights and liberties of this people in the hands 
P any judicial tribunat. kt was, thereforc, with the utmost 
stontshment | heard the Senator declare, that be consid- 
ered the expositions of the Constitution by tbe judiciary to 


a 


| be equally binding upon us as the expositions of the moral 


jaw by the Saviour of mankind, contained in the Gospel, 
were upon Christians; and that these judicial expositions 
were of equal authority with the text of the Constitution. 
This, sir, is an infallibility which was never before claimed 
for any human tribunal ; an infatlibility whieh would con- 
vert freemen into abject vlaves; an infallibility which would 
have rendered the famous sedition law as sacred as the 


i Constitution itself, the judiciary having decided titis law 


to be constitutional ; and which would thus bave annihi- 
lated, throughout the whole extent of this Union, the lib- 
ty of the press and the freedom of speech. No, sir,no; 
not the genius of our institutions to consider mortal 
as infallible. 

s 


ory of Chief Jus 


ernment and peaple of this country on questions of cor 
tutional liberty. Thé experience of all ages and countries 
has demonstrated that judges instinctively lean towards the 
prerogatives of Government; and it is notorious that the 
court, during the whole period which he presided over it, 


‘That this 


wards the highest assertion of Federal power. 
¥ entertain 


has been done honestly and conscientiously, 
nota doubt.” 

Sir, if the political opinions of a majority of the 
Supreme Court in this Dred Scott case are to as- 


As long ago as when a bill for the organization |; sume the form of a decree, and be © irrevocable,” 
of the Territory of Oregon was under considera- į 


tion in the Senate of the United States, an attempt ; 


as is claimed by the President in his annuai mes- 


i sage, and all future politica) decrees of this tribu- 
nal are also to be ‘‘irrevocable’’ and binding | 


upen the Democratic party, as is claimed by the 


tion of thé slave power is to be acquiesced in and 
sustained bythe peeple, in the election of another 


olution inaugurated by Mr. Calhoun, less than 
twenty-five years ago, be complete. There will 


then no longer be either free Territories or free | 


States In the American Union, bul every State 
and every Territory, so far as the action of the 
national Government can decree it, will be conse- 


powers claimed for it by the present Administra- 
tion party. On this point I prefer to quote from 
the speeches and writings of some of the most 
distinguished men who aided in the formation of 
the Government. : 

John Randolph, of Roanoke, said: 

“To me it appears that the power which bas the right of 


; tiou as the judges can be? -Witl 


j jon as ttiey are? : Are not its nish 


| property of youre: 


Yo man holds in higher estimation than Ido the mem- : 
ice Marshall; but J should never have con- | 
| sented to make even bim the final arbiter between the Gov- |i 


| nren 


i 
1 
| 
f 
i 
| 
| 
j 
j 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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: judic 


without appeal, on the validity of y: 
gale ee a oe Rut ate 
din the true exposit 


taients, is not Congress as capabl 


ponsibility to public: Gpinion, whieh ea 
théir aberrations from duty? Let a ca: 
one, be stated: Cougress violates: the 
tering the press ;'the judicial cov 
from protecting the liberty of the 
the Constitution, you find. them s 
in zeal; pressing the common Jaw g 
service where the sedition law did not appt > 
your reliance had been altogether’ on this broken stag}; 
not on the elective principle: your press might:have been, 
enchained till dogmeday, your citizens jncarcerated for ft 
and where is yoŭr remedy 22? ues $ É 
Joseph H. Nicholson, of Maryland, 
“ By what authority are the judges to be raised 
the law and above the Constitution? Whereis the charter 
which places the sovereignty of this country ii thelr hands 2 
Give them the powers and the independence how contended 
for, and they will require nothing more 5‘ for your Governi-* 
ment beeones a despotism, aud they beodine your rülérg: 
‘They are to decide upon the lives, the hbertier; ahid tHe? 
izens; they bave an absolute veto upon’ 
your laws, by de ing them null and void at plea 53 
they are to introduce at will the kaws ofa Corcim-eotiitry, 
differing essentially with us upon’ the principles of! 
government; and, after being clothed with tiis arbitrary’ 
power, they are berónd thè control of the nation; 'as they 
are not to be affected by anviaws which the people by tier 
representatives can pass, Lf afi thisbetrne, if this doctrine: 
be established in the extent whieh is now coutended tory 
the Constitution ia not worth the’ timé we are new spend 
ing upon it. ft Fs, as it hasbeen called ‘by Bi 
mere parchment; for these judges, thug 
tent, may overleap the Constitution, and 
Jaws; they may laugh the Legislature to’ 
nation at defiance. ae ne heat 
“'To me, itis a matter of indliference by what name yow 
cali them; [care not whether it be kings or judges. Arm 
them with power, and the danger is the same. For myself, 
{have no hesitation in declaring thar E would rather be 
subject to the absolute sway of ene tyrant than to that. of 
thirty; as I would prefer the mild despotism of China to. 
the buicd aristocracy of Venice, where the vilest wW . 
Was encouraged as a seeret informer, and the Homs mouth 
was ever gaping for accusation.” 3 
Robert Williams, of North Carolina, said: 0! 
“If this doctrine is to éxtend to the length gentlemen 


contend, then is the sovereignty of the Government to be 
swallowed up in the vortex of the judiciary. hatever, 


tt, and set 4 


1 the other departments of the Government smay.do,, they: 
i can undo. 3 mat: i 
| Will not the peope be astonished to. bear that their 


You. may pass ù Jaw, but they can anual it. 


independent of all law ?"? : sed phat cit 

Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina,‘on: the 
same day, said: + shia peni 
_ © According to some gentlemen, we were to regard. the 
judiciary more than the Iaw, and both more than the Con- 
tution. It wasa misfortune the judges were not equal 


depend upon the. will of the judges, who. are: thémsely 


: in infallibility to the God who made them. The trutli was, 


if the judge was a party man out of power, he. would be a 
party manu in. The ofiiee would not change human na- 


In the House of Representatives, Thomas 
Davis, of Kentucky, said: : ete oe 

& { found any opinion of the expediency of:repealing the 
judiciary law on another reason in addition to: that of the 
courts being unnecessary ; $ mean the power they declare 
they have,in the lauguiage-of Judge Paterson, to £ declare 
alaw null and void.’ aver can I subseribe to that opin- 
ion. Never can I believe the judiciary paramount to both 
branches of the Legislature; irit is, | have yet to learniit 5 
there is an end to legisiation ; a knave ora fuel, can make 
void your best and most wholesome kaws.” Be ML et 
“fain willing to admit the judiciary to be colrdinate with 
the Legislature in this respect, to wit: tat judges, untuk» 
ing a law unconstitutional, are not bound to execute ity 
but not to declare it null and void. ‘That power rests alone 
ith the Legislature.” But we are told this judiciary is ne- 
to check this Ho and Senate, andto protect the 
ic against their worst enemies’ This is saying to the 


: people, you are incapable of governing yourselves; your 
i Repre: i i 
j alone you finda 
; also, that the ju y 
i all power, all safety dwell; that the Le 


pro-slavery President, then, indeed, will the rev- li dinate thereto, and a mere nominal thi 


platives are incapable of doing it; in the judi 
fe depoxitfor your liberties + and s 
is the vitals of the nation, 
ature is subor- 
ig, a shadow. with- 
substance, its acts perfectly within the control of the 
y., T tremble at such ideas. The sooner we put 
men cut of power, whom we find determined to aet jn this 


ary 


i manner, the better; by doing so. we preserve the power of 


the Legislature, and save vur nation fromthe ravages of an 


i uncontrefled judiciary.”? 


. Mr. Grayson, one of the kest and ablest: men 
in the old Republican party in the days of Jef- 
ferson, said, in speaking of the claim set up by 


| the Federalist for the sapreme power and purity 
| of this court, that— 2 


“Such had been the argument in all countries where a 
concession of power had been in agitation. Butthat power 
ought to have such checks and balances as will prevent 
bad men from abusing it. It ought to be granted on n sup- 
position that menwill be bad, for it may eventually ‘be sa, 
With respect to the judiciary, my grand objection is that 
it will interfere with the State judiciaries; there being no 
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Success of the Calhoun Revolution—Mr. Ashley. 


Ho. or Reps. 


superintending central power to. keep in order these two 
contending jurisdictions. ‘This isan objection which is un- 
atiswerable in its nature. In England they have great courts 
which have great and interfering powers. But the con- 
trolling power of Parliament, which is a central focus, cor- 
recisthem. But here each party is to shift for itself. There 
is no arbiter or power to correct their interference. Recur- 
yénee can only be had to the sword. The State judiciary 
ig ‘the principal defense we have. Ifits independence is to 
be destroyed, our only defensive armor is taken from us. 
Something has been said of the independence of the Federal 
judges. I will only observe that it ison as corrupt 2 basis as 
the art of man can place it.”” 


The Hon. James Barbour, United States Sen- 
ator from Virginia, made a report on the 5th of 
December, 1820, on the petitionof Matthew Lyon, 
asking for redress for wrongs suffered under the 
sedition act, which had been sustained and en- 
forced by the Supreme Court. He said: 

«The committee entertain a high respect for the purity 


and intelligence of the judiciary. But it is a rational 
respect, limited by a knowledge of the frailty of human 
nature and the theory of the Constitution, which declares 
not only. that judges may err in opinion, but also may com- 
mit crimes, and bence has provided a tribunal for the wial 
of offenders. 

“In times of violent patty excitement, agitating the 
whole nation,to expect that judges will be entirely exempt 
from its influence, argues a profound ignorance of man- 
kind. Although clothed with the ermine, they are still 
men, and carry into the judgment scat the passions and 
motives common to their kind. Their decisions on party 
questions reflect their individual opinions, which fre- 
quently betray them unconsciously into crror. To balance 
the judgment of a whole people by that of two or three men, 
no matter what may be their official elevation, is to exalt 
the creature of the Constitution above its creator, and to 
assail the foundation of our political fabric ; which is, that 
the decision of the people is infallible, from which there is 
no appeal but to Heaven.’? 


Thomas Jefferson was one of the most earnest 
and able opponents of the doctrine that the court 
is supreme, and above all the codrdinate depart- 
ments of the Government. In aletterto William 
T. Barry, dated Monticello, July 2, 1822, he said: 


“ We already see the power, installed for life, responsible 
to noauthority, (tor impeachmentis notevena searecrow,) 
advancing with a noiseless and steady pace to the great ob- 
ject of consolidation. The foundations are already deeply 
laid, by their decisions, for the annihilation of constitutional 
State rights, and the removal of every check, every coun- 
terpoise, to the ingulfing power of which themselves are 
to make a sovereign part. If ever this vast country is 
brought under a single Government, it will be one of the 
most extensive corruption, indifferent and incapable of a 
wholesome care over so wide a spread of surface. ‘This 
will uot be borne, and you will have to choose between ref- 
ormation and revolution. Uf £ know the spirit of this coun- 
try, the one or the other is inevitable. Before the canker 
is becoine inveterate, before its venom has reached so much 
of the body-politic as to get beyond control, remedy should 
be npplied. Let the future appointments of judges be for 
four or six years, and renewable by the President and Sen- 
ate. This will bring their conduct, at regular periods, un- 
det revision and probation, and may keep them in cquipoise 
between the general and special Governments. We have 
erred in this point, by copying England, where certainly it 
is a good thing to bave the judges independent of the King. 
But we have omitted to copy their caution, also, which 
makes a judge removable on the address of both legislative 
houses. ‘hat there should be public functionarics inde- 
pendent of the nation, whatever may be their demerit, isa 
solecism, in a republic, of the first order of absurdity and 

_ inconsistency.” 


Lmust, however, close this valuable and instruct- 
ive testimony, which might be multiplied indefi- 
nitely, and conclude by quoting the characteristic 
answers given by Franklin in the Federal Con- 
vention, when asked: “ What means would secure 
the best, purest, and ablest men for judges?” 
Franklin arose and answered: ‘Immediate ac- 
countability to the people.” He was then asked: 
t What provisions were best calculated to preserve 
these men purc and able when placed in office? ” 
To which Franklin at once responded: ‘* Limited 
tenures, short periods in office, and immediate ac- 
countability to the people.” This was Democracy 
in the days of Jefferson, Franklin, and Jackson. 
Contrast it with the Democracy of James Buch- 
anan and the so-called Democratic party of 1860, 
and tell me if the doctrines of ancient Federalism 
and the teachings of the Administration party to- 
day are not identical? Yet because, as individ- 
wal and as a party, we will not ccase to venerate 
the teaching, and be guided by the advice of the 
republicans of the Revolution, but chose rather 
to carry out in the administration of the Govern- 
ment their convictions, which are also our own, 
we are denounced as faithless to the Constitution 
and the Union, by a class interest, who, by diplo- 
macy and stealth, have obtained complete ascend- 
ency in the old Democracy; who, though cling- 
ing to the name, have changed its mission and 


purpose from one of republicanism and liberty 
to one of despotism and slavery. Mr.Chairman, 
this class interest have for years been as dominant 
in the Government as they are to-day in the old 
Democratic party; and so accustomed have they 
become to dictating to, and exacting obedience of, 
their northern allies, that they are not a little noñ- 
plused in finding that the members of the Repub- 
lican party are made of sterner stuff, and that all 
northern people are not such as Randolph de- 
scribed those to be who defended the institution of 
human slavery. 

Sir, I come not here as the representative of a 
class interest, much less to be dictated to and told 
what my constitutional obligations are, by the 
representatives of such an interest. I come as 
the representative of a free people, who are as 
loyal to the Constitution and the Union as the 
same number of citizens in any other State, or in 
any congressional district of the Confederacy—a 
constitueney who will exact of any man whom 
they commission to represent them upon this 
floor, not only fidelity to the Constitution and the 
Union, but, above all, fidelity to freedom—a con- 
stituency who will demand that no act or vote of 
their Representative shall be circumscribed by the 
narrow bounds that limits the geographical divis- 
ion of counties which make up his congressional 
district; but that in every vote he gives here he 
will see to it that equal and exact justice is with- 
held from no locality or State in the Union, With 
this view of my duty, sir, and the obligations I 
assumed when the oath of office wasadministered 
to me, I cannot, and will not, knowingly give any 
vote that will impair or destroy the constitutional 
rights of asingle individual, much less of sovereign 
States. Although I am thus national, and repre- 
sent a constituency who are equally nationaland 
conservative in their views, yet 1 am denounced, 
and the party to which I belong is denounced, as 
hostile to the Union. Sir, deny it. Neverhas 
there a Republican uttered a disunion sentiment 
on this floor orelsewhere; and no Republican has 
cither proposed or given a vote for any measure, 
here or elsewhere. that would not liave coni- 
manded the cordial support of Washington and 
Jefferson, and the carly fathers of the Republic. 
But we are also denounced as a sectional party; 
and this charge of sectionalism has been made, 
and so persistently made, by the Administration | 
party, both Northand South, that some people in 
thecountry actasifthey believed it;andbynoune | 
has this charge been made with more vehemence 
than by Mr. Doveras himself. 

In the Ilinois campaign of 1858, this was the 
staple of Mr. Dovcias’s speeches; and Mr, Lin- 
coln, our present gallant standard bearer, in one 
of his masterly answers to Mr. Doveuas, after | 
replying to and refuting the charge, made the fol- 
lowing remarkable prediction, which has been 
fully realized by the action of the Charleston con- 
vention: 

“Task his [Mr. Dovenas’s] attention, also. 
that, by the rule of nationality, he is himself fast becoming 
sectional. [ ask his attention to tbe fact that his speeches i 
would not go as current now, south ofthe Ohio river, as they 
have formerly goue there. [ask his attention to the fact 
that he felicitates himself to-day that all the Democrats of 
the free States are agreeing with him. [fhe has not thought || 
of this, I commend to his consideration the evidence of his 
own declaration, on this day, of his becoming sectional too. | 
I see it rapidly approaching. Whatever may be the result 
of this ephemeral contest between Judge Doweias aud my- 
self, I see the day rapidly approaching when his pill of sec- 
tionalism, which he has been thrusting down, the throat 
of Republicans for years past, will be crowded down his 
own throat.’? 


, to the fact 


But it has been claimed that we were a sectional 
party, because we had no Representative of the 
Republican party on this floor from a slavehold- || 
ing State, while the Administration party have a 
few allies from the free States. Let me say, in 
all fairness, to southern gentlemen, that if the 
northern Representatives on this floor, who sup- |: 
port this Administration, openly avowed the pro- 
slavery doctrines in their own States which are 
daily uttered here by four fifths of their party, 
without rebuke from them, the places “which 
now know them would know them no more for 
ever.” A majority of those who are now upon 
this floor from the North, claiming affiliation with 
the so-called Democratic party, obtained their 
places by as impassioned appeals to the peoplein 


favor of free institutions and free States as was 


! and Franklin, of Jay 


ever made by Republicans, and by insisting 

that they were not only hostile to slavery exten~ 

sion, but that they were even better friends of free- 

dom than the most ultra member of the Repub- 

lean pariy: But let me add further, tħat if the 

Republicans, and those opposed to slavery in the 

free States, were to forbid by law and by mob 

violence, as southern States have done, the free 

exercise of the elective franchise, and the discus-` 
sion, either through the press or on the stump, of 
the principles of the so-called Democratic party, 

you would not have, to-day, an ally upon this 

floor, except, perhaps, from one or two districts, 

in all the northern States. Only because of this 

toleration and respect for the constitutional obli- 

gations which are binding alike upon every State, 

are there any supporters of the Administration 

party upon this floor from the entire North. If 
the same system of tyranny and terrorism pre- 

vailed against the minority in the free States that 

in the southern States is universal toward us, no 

Chief Magistrate could again be elected repre- 

senting the special interest of a sectional party, as 

was done in 1856. 

‘It is only our toleration of the freedom of speech 
and of the press that permits even the existence 
of a party to-day among us, which, in the name 
of Democracy, sends representatives here who 
covertly support, apologize for, and defend the 
most extravagant demands of the slave power. 
Yet the charge is made and repeated, agam and 
again, upon this floor, that we are not only a sce- 
tional party, but that we disregard and trample 
upon the Constitution which we are sworn to 


| support. I ask gentlemen to make their charges 


more specific, and not to deal so indiscriminately 
in generalities. - I ask them to point out the pro- 
posed policy, or any vote that has been given by 
the representatives of the Republican party, as a 
body, in this House or in any Congress since the 
Republican party was organized, that is violative 
of any of the constitutional rights of any section 
of the Union. I know ofno vote they have given, 
or of any proposition they have made, that would 
not have commanded the support of Washington 
and Jefferson, of Adams 
and Madison; and Lam content to follow in the 
footsteps of such men, and accept their interpret- 
ation of the Constitution rather than the so-called 
interpretation of the Supreme Court. Sir, indis- 
criminate, wholesale charges, such as have been 
repeated with so much vehemence upon this floor, 
come with a poor grace from the representatives 
of States that openly trample upon and disregard 
not only the plainest provisions of the national 
Constitution, but the obligations due from the 
citizens of one civilized country to the citizens of 
another. 

The Constitution guaranties the freedom of 
speech and of the press, and provides expressly 
that “ the citizens of each State shall be entitled 
to all the privileges and immunities of citizens in 
the several States;” and are not these plain pro- 
visions of the Constitution daily violated through- 
out the entire South? Can a citizen of any State 
speak or publish the sentiments of Washington 
and Jefferson and Henry upon the question of 
slavery-in the southern States? Can he even re- 
side in or pass through those States and be free 
from danger of personal violence at the hands of 
infuriated mobs? The history of the country for 
the past few years givesa full answer to the ques- 
tion. In many. of the States, the severest legis- 
lative enactments have been passed against the 
liberty of speech and of the press; the United 
States mails are even rifled, and private corre- 
spondence subjected to a censorship not tolerated 
in the monarchies of Europe. States that were 
most violent in their hostility to the alien and se- 
dition laws, bave, by a strange combination of 


| events, become the enactors of sedition laws them- 


selves, and mob violence has become so common 
that it is now regarded as the settled policy of the 
dominant party in the South, wherever they have 
the numerical force, thus to punish and overawe 
their political opponents. 

But not only are the plainest provisions of the 
national Constitution thus violated, and the com- 
ity due from one State to another, and from the 
citizen of one State to the citizen of another, dis- 
regarded, but laws are absolutely passed making 


odious discriminations in favor of persons who 
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are not citizens of the United States. Thus if a 
citizen of Massachusetts or New York sail into 
Charleston or New Orleans, having on board col- 
ored persons, who are free, and, by the laws of the 
States named, are citizens, they are subject $o 
police regulations whose severity has no parallel 
im any civilized nation on the face of the earth. 
‘This is where they are citizens of one of the States 
ofthe Confederacy, and have a constitutional guar- 
antee for protection. A special provision is made, 
however, to exempt all colored persons who are 
subjects of Great Britain and Prance, and perhaps 
other foreign Governments. Thusan odious and 
unconstitutional distinction is deliberately made 
against our own citizens, and in favor of the cit- 
izens of foreign nations. But, worse than this, 
unconstitutional enactments are passed and en- 
forced which consign free citizens of the northern 
States, guilty of no crime, to hopeless slavery. 
The laws of Congress, made in conformity with 
our treaty stipulations, and the enlightencd senti- 
ment of the civilized world, punishing the African 
slave trade as piracy, are openly disregarded, and 


the power of the national Government declared to | 


be impotent; and yet scarcely a speech is made 
upon this floor by members from these States in 
which they do not proclaim their devotion to law 
and order, the decision of courts, and their fidelity 
to the Constitution and the Union, which simply 
means obedience to such laws as they desire en- 
acted, submission to such decisions of courts as 
they can dictate, and fidelity to the Constitution 
and the Union so long only as they are intrusted 
by the people with the administration of the Gov- 
ernment and the interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion. When this ceases, as I trust and belicve it 
will on the 4th of March, 1861, their fidelity to 
law will cease; their love of the Union will cease; 
and their new-born veneration for that “ august 
tribunal,” of which we have heard so much of 


late—the Supreme Court—will also cease; and | 


they will be, if their threats are to be put into ex- 
ecution, in open rebellion against the Government, 
and enemies of the Constitution and the Union. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is also charged that be- 
cause, as a party, we are opposed to the extension 
and nationalization ofslavery in the Republic, and 
condemn the inhuman laws enacted for the main- 
tenance and perpetuity of that institution, we must 
of necessity favor the equality of this negro race 
with our own, and desire to see them intermarry 
and become one people. Sir, this cry of “ negro 
equality” is about all the argument now left the 
northern allies of the slave power to be used in the 
free States in their appeals to their constituents, 
when justifying themselves for the support they 
uniformly give the slave interest in Congress. 
Now, sir, what are the facts on this point of 
negro equality? First, the Republican party op- 
pose the further spread of slavery and the increase 
of political power in the hands of slaveholders, 
because they believe the enslavement of one hu- 
man being by another, or of one race by another, 
to be one of the greatest wrongs that man or Gov- 
ernment can inflict. They do not desire to see 
this Government in the hands of men who will 
use it to favor and strengthen such a policy. 
Second, they believe the enslavement of any race 
by another injures the race who enslave, as well 
as their victims; and that the contact of any free 
people with slaves demoralizes and degrades the 
free people. In support of this proposition, I 
appeal to the history of the world for six thousand 
years to sustain me. Butif all the past were a 
blank; if all history was silent, and slavery was 
unknown to man until the inauguration of this 
Government, and all we know about it and its 
blasting and blighting effects was what we have 
learned by sad experience in the United States, l 
think even here, we would have just cause to de- 
sire not only its exclusion from ail new States and 
Territories, but its final extinction on every foot 
of soil over which our national Constitution ex- 
tends. This was the hope, the expectation, and 
the prayer of the illustrious men who achieved 
oyf independence and made our Constitution. 
wf: the charge of “ negro equality” and “ amal- 
gamution™ comes with a very bad grace, from 
either the northern or southern wing of this pro- 
slavery party; and, in order that I may not be 
misquoted and misunderstood in what I propose 
to offer on this. point, let me-say, right here, that 


| institution would fall by the fascinating graces 


! that they-are the children of the poor whites. 


while I shall condemn in unmistakable terms the: 
institution of slavery as a social and political sys- 
tem, and the crime of amalgamation, which isin- 
separable from it, I exempt with ‘pleasure, from 
any sweeping denunciations which I may make, 
thousands of good and true men, who find them- 
selves born to this inheritance, and whose whole 
lives give assurance to the world that their hearts 
are better than the system. Intrust a class of 
men in any society or Government with absolute 
power over a servile race, and the bad men will 
not only use it and abuse it, as I-shall show, but, 
by their clamorous cry of danger to the State, 
will perpetrate and give sanction to outrages that 
good and truc men will be powerless to prevent. 
Ít is not that southern men and slaveholders:are 
worse than other men, but because they are no 
better, thatat is unsafe, if it were not in itself an 
indefensible wrong, to intrust them with absolate 
power over any part of the human race. 

And now, sir, what are the practical effects. of 
slavery, as exhibited in the working out of this 
much-talked-of and universally-denounced negro 
equality and amaigamation of the races? Has 
not slavery corrupted the blood, to say nothing 
of the morals, of millions in the South? Ifit has 
not, whence spring the octoroens, the quadroons, 
and the myriads who are tinged with the blood 
of the dominant race, in every southern State? 
Sir, itis in the land of slavery you must look for 
amalgamation, and that terrible degrading, negro 
equality, which is inseparable from such amalga- 
mation, But for a negro equality all over the 
South, that must be nameless here, there would 
be no blue-eyed, light-haired octoroons, the chil- 
dren and descendants of African slaves, in ever 
southern city, and in every neighborhood, apoca 
ing to the hberal, as we see them almost daily 
here in this capital, asking for aid to purchase 
their right to that which God gave not only them, 
but to all the human race, the right to themselves. 
Sir, than Mormon polygamy, about which even 
southern Representatives profess to beso shocked, 
this crime of southern amalgamation is worse; 
for while the Mormon system is voluntary, and 
must have the sanction of a publie church. ordi- 
nance and the full and unqualified assent of the 
first wife, and the children be entitled to all the 
nights of protection and property which is se- 
cured to the children of the first marriage, this 
southern system is an involuntary, forced, and 
revolting concubinage, from which there is no es- 
cape, if the victim desires it, there being no law 
to punish the aggressor. And sir, the offspring 
ofthis criminal negro equality are slaves. If there 
was a law to punish such crimes, the testimony 
of slaves could not with safety be admitted; for 
if such were the case, and the penalty attached 
should be the liberation of all slave mothers and 
their children, as it ought to be, whose fathers 
were white men, then Wilmot provisoes and fur- 
ther. opposition to slavery would be a useless 
occupation with the people of the North. The 


and seductive power of these black dulcineas, be- 
fore whose irresistible charms the aristocracy and 
plebeians of the South alike appear to how. __ 
Sir, it is only in the land of slavery where this 
crimcistolerated. There itis unrestrained. There 
alone it is cherished; and if slavery continues, it 
must become universal, blighting and corroding 
the life-blood of the nation by eradicating from 
the heart of man all love for his own offspring, 
and filling the land with slaves who are the chil- 
dren of the dominant race. How frightful hag 
been the progress and increase of this desolating 
and destroying evil! Sir, do you suppose there 
is one southern State, nay, one congressional dis- 
trict, in all the slave States of this Union, in which 
slaveholders do not own and sell their own chil- 
dren? where they do not see them toil daily 
beneath the lash of a taskmaster, and see them 
driven in coffle gangs to the southern market— 
their sons to the shambles, and their daughters 
to the hells of southern cities? But it may, and 
probably will, be claimed that these octoroons and 
quadroons are not the children of the masters, bu 
care not, Mr. Chairman, whose they may be, the 
fact of their existence is evidence of the crime; 


and the further fact that the law-makers, who are 
always slaveholders in all the southern States, do | 


not punish the’ crime ‘by law, as they wou? 
they desired to restrain it, is certainly 
stance not very favorable to their own innocence.: 
Sir; go into any colored chureh in anyi outhern: 
city, and a majority of the audience will be of 
mixed race, many of them so white -t} at i 
requirea close inspection to detect that. t 
tinctured with negro blood.: oy 
Sir, how dong do you supposé. his 
will remain in servitude without ‘a st 
their freedom? Itis impossible that it 
long, for many of them ‘to-day are conde ; 
smarter than their reputed fathers. -If this unre- 
strained southern negro. equality is to- be not only 
continued but encouraged, a hundred years will 
not elapsc—if the importation of ‘fresh Africans 
ean be effectually stopped—before the ‘last: un~ 
mixed African slave will have disappéared before 
this bleaching process of southern amalgamation: 
In forty years there will be over ten million slaves 
and free colored people in the present slave States, 
if they continue to increase in the same ratio that 
they have done for the past sixty years. At a 
moderate estimate, five million will then be of the 
mixed race, many of them so white—as adver- 
tisements for runaway slaves often inform us. is 
the case now—that “they would readily pass for 
white persons.” In fifty years more they ‘will 
have increased, atthe same ratio,to at leastth ty 
million, and the unmixed Africans can‘he ea 
counted. In less than.one hundred years from 
to-day the slave population will have increased to 
near forty million, numbering about eighty to. 
every slaveholder, and almost, if not quite, half 
of these slaves, will be so white that they cannot 
be distinguished from white persons. How long, 
I againask, can such a servile population of forty 
million be kept in subjection by less than half 
a million masters? ; 
Sir, if so greatand good a manas Wesley could 
denounce this institution to the Christian people 
of the world “as the sum of all villainies,”? i who 
have witnessed some of its brutality and felt its 
tyranny, may, without impropriety; pronounce 
it, as: I now do, to-be the sum: of. al “barbarisms, 
for whose continuance and ‘further spread over 
the Territories. of the nation, the: people of -the 
United States, both North and South, will beheld 
responsible in history and before God... : : 
Sir, no lover of his country and the human race 
can contemplate this picture without a shudder. 
And because the Republican party are opposed to 
amalgamation, and what is called ‘negro equal- 
ity,” they are opposed to the extension and per- 
petuity of slavery in the Government, and: favor, 
as Jefterson did, the emancipation and separation 
of the races. And J am-satisfied that'one sof the 
most. feasible and practical -plans suggested for 
the separation of these races, is to purchase ter- 
ritory in. Central or South America, as proposed: 
by Hon. F. P. Blair, jr., of Missouri. In speak- 
ing of this subject before the Mercantile Library 
Association of Cincinnati, in November, 1859, 


Mr. Blair said: 


“Tt is this race of men to whom I would extend ourla ws, 
our power, and our influence, to the tropics of America,, 
and make its wealth tributary to our commerce, requiting. 
us a thousand fold for every sacrifice it would cost ; expi- 
ating the error of their enslavement by giving the ‘enfran- 
chised bondmen free homesteads and free government; re- 
moving from our midst the prolific cause of bitterness 
between brethren; brushing away an fnstitution whoge 
malign influence brings desolation wherever it is found, 
and avenges the wrong done to the subject race by the evil 
it inflicts upon the wrong doer.” 

This was substantially the theory of Mr. Jef- 
ferson. He believed, as the Republican party be- 
lieve, that this plan would give practical effect to 
the true theory of our Government. oo 

Ina letter to Mr. Sparks on this subject, he 
says: ` 

“The second object, and the most interesting to us, as 
coming hoine to our physical and moral characters, to our 
happiness and safety, is to provide an asylum, to Which we 
can, by degrees, send the whole of that population {the ne- 
groes] from among us, and establish them under our pat- 
ronage and protection, as a separate, free, and independent. 
people, in some country and climate friendly to human life 
and happiness.” 

And again, when urging a similar proposition 
upon the attention of the Legislature of Virginia, 


| he says: z 


“Tthas, however, been found that the public: mind wouk 
not yet bear the proposition, nor will it even’at this day; 
yet the day is notfar distant when it must bear it and adopt 
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{Ít or. worse wili follow... Nothing is more certainly written 
in tle book of fate tan that these people [the negroes] are 
tebe tree; noris it Tess certain that the two races, equally 
fret; ‘cannot live-in the same Government. Nature, habit, 
opinion; have drawn indelible lines of distinction between 
th ¿it is stillin our power to direct the process of eman- 
ejpation and deportation, and in such slow degree as thatthe 
evil will wear off insensibly, and their place be, part passu, 
filled:-up by tree white laborers. Af; on the contrary, itis 
left to force itself on, human nature must shudder-at the 
prospect held up. We should look in vain tor an example 
in ‘thé Spanish deportation or deletion of the Moors.” 

“Ta a létter to Mr. Coles, he said: 

& Yetthe hour of emancipation is advancing in the mareh 
oftime. Iéwil come; and whether brought on by the gen- 
erous energies of our own minds, or by the bloody process 
of St. Dumingo, excited and conducted by thc power of our 
present enemy, if once stationed permanently within our 
country, and offering asylum and arms to the oppressed, isa 
leaf of our history not yet turned over.”? 

But, sir, notwithstanding all that has been said 
and written, and all that is being said and written 
on this subject, to induce the slave power to pause 
and. take a practical view of this subject, they not 
otily refuse, butrash madly on, disregarding alike 
the teachings of the fathers and the warnings of 
history. And to-day they claim that slavery isa 
benefit to the country, and a blessing to the slave 
and master as well as to the non-slaveholding 
whites, Senator Hammonn, the leader of the South 
Garolina oligarchy, in speaking of the manner in 
which the poor whites of that State obtained a 
subsistence, a year or two since, did not draw 
quite so flattering a picture of their happy condi- 

, tion as has been done by southern members on 
this floor. Mr. Hammonp says: 

_& They. [the poor whites] obtain a precarious subsistence 
by oceusional jobs, by hunting, by fishing, by plundering 
fields or folds, and, too often, by what is in its effeets tar 
worse—trading with slaves, and leading them to plunder for 
their benefit.” 
~ And yet weare told that this is a desirable con- 
dition of society, and that slave and poor white 
alike are satisfied with it. In speaking of this 
subject, oncof the honorable members from South 
Carolina, in a speech delivered before the organ- 
ization of the House, boasted not only of the hap- 
piness of the people, but of the contentment and 
fidelity of the slaves to their masters; as also of 
the loyalty of the poor whites of the South to the 
institution of slavery; and stated that out of a 
large number who volunteered to go to Virginia 
and aid Governor Wise during the John Brown 
troubles, but five or six were slaveholdcrs; and 
instanced this fact as proof of their loyalty. If 
it be true that they are thus loyal—and I do not 
intend to controvert the fact as stated—whry is it 
that this class of poor whites are not permitted to 
read whatever they may prefer to read, as the 
slaveholders do themselves? 

I will say nothing about the penal enactments, 
prohibiting, by fine, the lash, and imprisonment, 
any. and ali classes: of persons—white or colored | 
—whether Christian or not, from teaching their | 
slaves to read or weite; for such laws are insep- 
arable from the system. It is well known that 
the loyalty of the slaves can only be depended on 
while they are deprived of the power of commu- 
nieating with each other. But if the poor whites 
are loyal, why. are they also proscribed? Why 
are they deprived of the pleasure and profit which 
they would derive from reading that staunch old 
Democratic paper, the New York Evening Post, 
or that invaluable paper, the New York Tribune; 
or that first of all religious journals, the New 
York Independent? Why is it that they are for- | 
bidden to read such a book as Uncle Tom’s 
Cabin, or the Octoroon, or any paper, whether | 
Republican or independent of party, that is un- | 
friendly to slavery; or éven to receive and read 

rivate letters from the frec States, unless first sub- | 

ected to a censorship by the privileged class? | 
| 
| 


“There can be but one answer to these questions; 
and that is a distrust on the part of the ruling | 
class of the fidelity of the poor whites, and fear į 
of their political power, should they unite, as they | 
might do, and, at any time, take possession of all | 
the southern State governments, and administer 
them for the benefit of the whole people, instead 
of permitting them to be administered as they are 
to-day—exclusively for the benefit of a class 
interest. | 

It appears, from the facts elicited during the | 
extraordinary discussion which was indulged in | 
here by southern Representatives before the or- | 
gahizalion, that many of them had read and exam- | 
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| dition laws and prisons and mobs, the time is | 


ined with care, some two years ago, this incendi- 
ary Helper book. Now, if they had the right | 
to possess and read such books and papers, 
why have not their constituents, the poor whites, 
the same right, by whose votes most of these 
gentlemen come here, for they constitute a ma- 
jority.of the electors in all the southern States? 
Sir, there are reasons, and good reasons, why | 
they should not, if the policy of the privileged 
class is to be sustained and continued. The poor 
whites of the South, in whose hands, if united, 
resides the political power, must be kepi divided, ii 
as they are to-day; and in order to keep them 
successfully divided, and fighting their supposed 
enemy, the free negro, and those who favor the 
prohibition of slavery in the Territories, they 
must be kept in ignorance. Hence, ali that was 
said, and so vehemently said, in denunciation of 
Helper and his book, was said not because it was 
an appeal to the slaves or free colored people to 
rise in rebellion, but because its arguments and 
appeals were addressed to the poor whites of the 
South by oncof theirownnumber. Mr. Pryor, 
of Virginia, in speaking of the characteristics of | 
Helper’s book, said: 

«What is the characteristic feature of that work? Some 
genticmen have stated that they have not read it. I have | 
read it, and read it some two ycarsago. These gentlemen 
who have signed it teH us that they never saw it T hive 
read it, and know ali about it; and let me tell you what 
the ebaracteristie distinction and feature of that work is; 
let me inform the candidate for Speaker upon the other side 
of the House, [Mr. SHerman,] who seems ignorant of the 
production which he indorses. Itis is not thatthe author 
proposes that the North shall come down in an avalanche 
of invasion and destroy the tie that subsists between the 
slave and his master. No, sir; that is familiar talk. Nor 
is itthe literary execution of the work; for E never read a 
book which is more feeble in conception and inartistic in 


execution. Itis unworthy of respectable criticism.’ 
* * kd * * te * > * kd * 


« But the peculiarity of that book was that Mr. Helper, for. 
the first time in the history of this country, had invoked, 
with all the power of passion, with afl his limited resources 
of rhetoric, the non-slavcholders of the-South to rise in re- 
befion against the staveholders. That was the peculiar 
merit of his book. 

“ Now, the candidate for Speaker upon the other side 
(Mr. Sersan] told us yesterday explicitly, and cited his 
political record as proof of it, that he would not urge the 
Federal Government, nor the people of the North, to inter- 
fere with the relations of master and slave. Ttellhimnow, t| 
again, that that is not the characteristic of the book.” 


Here, sir, is disclosed the real point of danger 
to the ruling class of the South—the fear of a re- | 
bellion onthe partof those whom they now claim | 
as loyal subjects. A rebellion, sir, Can a people, | 
from whow all political authority emanates in a į 
republic, be classed as rebeis, for desiring to | 
change, in a peaceful and constitutional manner, | 
their law makers? If not; from whose rule is it | 
feared they will rebel? Their own rule? No sir; | 
but a “rebellion against the slavcholders,” says | 
Mr. Pryor. Thisis the fear, this the danger, |; 
the bare contemplation of which makes all slave- : 
dom mad. This is the power before which they |} 
tremble; and well they may; for despite their se- | 


i 

| 

coming when God’s truth cannot longer be shut | 
out from the minds and hearts of the non-slave- : 
holdersand poor whites;and when that time comes, | 
their power shall again be felt, and: their voices ; 
again be heard in these Halls in defense of liberty, | 
where now are only heard the voices of the Rep- ; 
resentatives of a class interest defending and jus- ; 
tifying slavery. : i 
Sir, I look upon the loyalty of the slaves as a | 
suspicious kind of loyalty, where itis necessary 
not only to keep them in ignorance, but subject 
to the most rigorous laws and inhuman physical 
punishments, in order safely to keep them in any 
kind of subjection. And | think the loyalty of 
the poor white man equally uncertain, when there 
is no safety or security that he will not combine 
against you, unless you shut out from his mind 
and conscience all arguments in favor of justice, 
and all appeals to his humanity. With this kind 
of censorship, with this kind of domination, with 
this kind of despotism, are the slaves and the poor 
whites of the South ahke made loyal. The poor 
whites of Polandand Hungary arealso called loyal 
by the Emperor of Austria. The poor whites of 
France arc called loyal by the usurper of the 2d 
of December. The poor whites of the South are 
called ioyal because of their obedience to the man- 
lates of the ruling class, and they may be,and I 
beliove they are to-day, more loyal than the poor 


i 
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| their brows. Task gentlemen to say whether 
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whites of the European despotisms, to which L 
have referred, ‘They hug the chains that drag 
them down, and volunteer with alzcrity to sacri- 
fice their ives-at the bidding of this privileged 
cless. The slave interestintend to keep them loyals 
and in order to be doubly sure that they shall re- 
main so, theirschool. books, for what few schoola 
they have, their literature, their political journals, 
their so-called religious periodicals, and Christian 
teachers, are permitted to talk and preach and 
pray—if at all about slavery—only in favor ofits 
divinity and its bæssing within. the hearing of 
the slaves and poor whites alike. This is the 
kind of loyalty that can only be found in despot- 
isms; the kind of loyalty which you exact of your 
northern allies. it is the kind of loyalty, let me 
assure you, which cannot flourish in the free 
States; and F do not believe it can endure, many 
years in the slave States. 

An end will and must come to such despotism, 
peaceably and constitutionally, I hope; but it will 
come. No human hand can stay it. No Gov- 
ernment ever has existed permanently, or ever 
can remain stable, that tramples deliberately and 
with impunity upon the rights of humanity and 
the laws of God. While I cannot adopt, to the 
fullest extent, the declaration of the great Lrish 
liberator, “that no revolution was worth one 
drop of human. blood?’—because that would bea 
condemnation of our own Revolution, and of all 
just revolutions—yet I can say, with all my heart, 
that I desire a revolution of peace; but peaceable 
or bloody, I believe, with Jefferson, that it will 
come. The millions of the South who are crushed 
and groaning beneath this despotism—the poor 
whites as well as the free and slave colored, from 
the octoroon to the quadroon and the unmixed 
black, if there should be any of the latter then 
remaining—will one day be compelled to join 
hands and shake this despotism off; or the poor 
whites will first be disfranchised, then classed 
socially, as they are to-day to a great extent, with 
the servile race, and at last they and their chil- 
dren will be melted down in the slave population 
forever, 

That this is the ultimate purpose of the ruling 
class of the South, may be fairly adduced from 
the fact that they do not hesitate ta-day at en- 
slaving Indians, Mexicans, Chinamen, and even 
whites of American birth and unmixed blood. 
Governor Hammonn, of South Carolina, docs not 
scruple publicly to denominate free white laborers 
as the ‘mud-sills of socicty;”? and more than 
twenty years ago asserted on the floor of Con- 
gress, “that the South had less trouble with their 
slaves than the North had with her free laborers, 
as the records of criminal justice and the news- 
paper accounts of northern mobs fully showed.” 
Senator Mason, of Virginia, in speaking of the 
free States, calls them ‘servile States,” because 
their laborers are freemen, I might quote from 
many leading men and public speakers in the 
South, if time would permit, to show that these 
men have no moralorreligious convictions against 
enslaving any race, and that laving no principles 
to deter them from the commission of such a 
wrong, all they want is the power, and they would 
reduce, without hesitation, the entire laboring 
population, of whatever race or color, to bondage, 

Twenty-five years ago this anti-Democratic 
doctrine, justifying the enslavement of the labor- 
ing man, of whatever race or color, was publicly 
proclaimed by many of the ruling men of the 
South of both the old political parties. Benjamin 
Watkins Leigh, a leading Whig statesman of Vir- 
ginia, declared, in a speech in the Virginia con- 
stitational convention of 1829, (before the anti- 
slavery agitation had commenced in the North,)} 
that— 


“There must be some peasantry, as the country fills 


| up; there must be more thatis, men who tend the herds 


and dig the soil, who have neither real nor personal capi» 
tal of their own, and who earn their bread by tie sweat.of 
hey believe 
those who depend on their labor for their daily sul tenee 
can, or ever do, enter into political affairs? They never 
do, never will, never can.” i 


No distinction of races or color is made ner ap 

But the white laborers were specially referred to, 

as the argument was against extending the right 

of suffrage to that class. True, he did not then 

propose to reduce them to chattelhood, but it is 
ident that he regarded them as belonging to the 
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servile population, with no more rights than ne- 
gro slaves. ae 

Mr. Pickens, of South Carolina, in a speech in 
this House, in 1836, said: 


“J lay down this proposition. as universally true, that 
there is not, and never was, a society organized under our 
political system fora period long enough to constitute an 
er, Where one class would not, practically and substan- 
tally, owu another class, in some shape or form. Let not 
gentlemen from the North start at this truth. We are yet a 
peopléin our infancy. Society has not yet been pressed 
dourn to its classifications. Let us live through an era, and 
we shall discover this great truth. All society settles down 
into a classification of capitalists and laborers. The former. 
wii oun the latter.” 


‘The argument of Mr. Pickens is undoubtedly 
correct, it this Government, by special legislation, 
isto build up.and sustain an oligarchy of slave- 
holders, who own all their laborers. The “ press- 
ing-down”* process to which Mr. Pickens refers 
has been going on at a frightful rate since the de- 
livery of this specch, » 

Governor M:Duffie, of South Carolina, the 
boson friend of Calhoun, and one of the most 
distinguished Democrats of that. State, in a mes- 
sage to the Legislature, in 1836, said, in spcaking 
of the subject of slavery: 


* Nocommunity has ever existed without it, and we may 
confidently assert, never will. In the very nature of things, 
there must be classes of persons to discharge all the differ- 
ent offices of society, from the highest to the lowest. Some 
of these offices aré regarded as degrading, though they must 
and will be pervormed. Hence those manifold forms of de- 
pendent servitude, which produce a sense of inferiority on 
the partof the servants. Where these offices are performed by 
members of the political community, a dangerous element is 
introduced into the body-politic. Hence the alarming tend- 
ency to violate the rights of property by agrarian legisla- 
tion, which is beginning to mauitest itself in the older 
States, where universal suffrage prevails, without domestic 
slavery; a tendency that will increase in the progress of 
society, with the increasing inequality of wealth. No Gov- 
ernment is worthy of the name, that does not protect the 
rights of property; and no enlightened people will long sub- 
mit to such a mockery. Tence it is, that, in the older 
countries, different political orders are established, to effect, 
this indispensable object, and it will be fortunate for the 
hon~slaveholding States if they are not, in less than a quar- 
ter of a century, driven to the adoption of a similar institu- 
tion, or to take refuge from robbery and anarchy under a 
military despotism.” * 2 i d “Ina word, 
the institution of slavery supersedes the necessity of an order 
of nobility, and the other appendages of a hereditary system 
ofgovernment. If our slaves were emancipated, and ad- 
mitted, bleached or unbleached, (i. è, white or colored,) to 
an equal participation in our political privileges, what a 
conzmentary should we furnish: upon the doctrines of the 
enancipationists, and what a revolting spectacie of repub- 
lcan equality should we exhibit to the mockery of the 
world! Wo rational man would consent to Jive in such a 
state of society, if he could find a refuge in any other. Do- 
mestie slavery, therefore, instead of being a political evil, is 
the CORNER STONE OF OUR REPUBLICAN EDIFICE.” 


In a work called Sociology for the South; or, 
the Failure of Free Socicty, published in 1854 
by Mr. George Fitzhugh, of Richmond, Virginia, 
may be found the following declaration in favor 
of white slavery: ` 

«“ Slavery protects the weaker members of society, just 
as do the relations of parents, guardian, and husband, and 
isas necessary, as natural, and alinost as universal, as those 
relations. 

u Teny s ago, we became satisfied that slavery, lack 
or white, was right and necessary. We advocated this doc- 
tine in very many essays.” 

Some three years ago, the Richmond Enquirer, 
then and now one of the leading organs of the 
so-called Democratic party, in diseussing and de- 
fending the right to enslave any race, said: 

& Wille it is far more obvious. that negroes should: be 
slaves than whites—for they are only fit to labor, and not 
to direct-—yet the principle of slavery is itself right, and does 
not. depend on difference of complexion.”? 

In another article on this same subject, this 
Democratic (?) paper declared: 

« Freedom is not possible without slavery. Every civil 
polity and every-social system implies gradation of rank and 
condition. Inthe States of the South, an aristocracy of white 
men is based on negro slavery; AND. THE ABSENCE OF NEGRO 
BLA VERY WOULD BE SUPPLIED BY WHITE MEN? 

In every slave State, I believe, without excep- 
tion, the fate of all offspring born of the servile 
race is made by statute to. depeud on the condition 
of the mother. Ifshe bea slave, her children, 
though white, are also slaves. The laws and 
judicial decisions of allthe slave States on this 
pointare uniform. From this law of the slave 
master there is and can be no escape, to the latest 
generation. Hence the advocates of this system 
do” hot hesitate to defend thé enslavement of all 
weak and defenseless races, and even boldly to 
justify the enslavement of white men. : 


This is the logical result of the American slave 
system. if slavery should be confined by law jj 
to the unmixed African, the slave master under- 
stands that in time, by the mere force of southern 
amalgamation, there would come an end to the 
existence of this institution. To avoid this, the 
slave master throws around his victims such safe- 
guards in the shape of legislative enactments as 
will effectually secure to himself as property, all 
children born of his female slaves, whether they 
are white or colored. 

If the deliberate intention of slave masters is 
not to ensiave all white or black persons whom 
they can thusenslave, why are not these barbarous 
laws repealed, and statutes enacted making amal- 
gamation a crime, and liberating all slave mothers 
and their children who may hereafter be born 
having in their veins a visible admixture of the 
blood of the dominant race? In 1839, Henry Clay 
delivered a speech in the Senate of the United i 
States, which may be foundinthe Appendix to the 
Congressional Globe, page 358, in which he said: | 


“It is frequently asked, what is to become of the African 
race, among us? Are they forever to remain in bondage?” 


He thus answers his own question: 


“Taking the aggregates of the two races, the European 
is constantly, though slowly, gaining upon the African por- 
t * *  & In the progress of time; 


tion.” + à 
some one hundred and fifty or two hundred years hence, 


but few vestiges of the black race will remain among our 
posterity.” 

In one hundred or one hundred and fifty years, 
then, according to Mr. Clay, the “ black race” 
will have disappeared before the bleaching pro- 
cess of southern amalgamation, and ‘our pos- 
terity’’—the descendants of slave mothers— 
though white, and having in their veins the best 
blood of the dominant race, are not only to re- 
main slaves forever, butall laboring men, without 
regard to color or birth, who can be, are to be rc- 
duced to chatteliiood. And this is to be the final 
consummation of the barbarism of American sla- 
very, unless the purposes and policy of the slave 
power is defeated by the triumph of the Repub- 
lican party. 

And this doctrine of the right to enslave any 
race hasnot been, and never will be, repudiated by 
the present Democratic party in the South. Mr. 
Chairman, Task the honest portion of those who, 
in the free States, brought this Administration 
party into power, how much longer they intend, 
by their money and suffrages, to aid in keeping 
the Government of this country in the hands of 
an oligarchy who, in the sacred name of Democ- 
racy, preach and practice such despotism as this? 
If the independent freemen of thu nation do not | 
rally to the standard of Lincoln and Hamlin, and 
give us deliverance this year, then [ know not 
when it will come. I have an abiding faith, how- 
ever, that we shall triumph; and that the day can- 
not be far distant when this dcliverance, by a 
popular revolation, must come, if the enslave- | 
ment of the poor whites of the South is to be 
averted. When it does come, I pray Heaven that i 


i ration for freedom, surrender unreservedly 


it may be a revolution of the ballot-box instead 
of the cartridge-box—a revolution which, while 
it brings deliverance to the slave, shall not blast 
the land with universal ruin, and the bloody hor- 
rors ofa St. Domingo. For among a homoge- 
neous people of one language, living under a rc- 
publican form of government, where a majority 
may, if they choose, control, I think the true 
way, the surer and better way, to secure the abo- | 
lition of a great wrong, is to appeal to the hearts 
and consciences of those who have the constitu- į 
tional power to act, and whose voice and votes 
will not, in my judgment, be wanting to secure 
this result, whenever their judgments arc. con- 
vinced, i 
Wherever these constitution’ rights cannot be | 
enjoyed, a revolution Py force is not only indis- 
pensable, buta duty. For the purpose of avert- 
ing such a revolution, with all its attendant hor- 
rors, the poor whites and non-slaveholders of the 
South ask for the freedom of speech and the press, 
and the right of the ballot. But this is denied 
them in almost every southern State; and not only 
| denied them, but the persons and lives of those 
who ask it, and attempt to exercise it, are not safe 
from violence and death. To this open and un- 


disguised violation of the national Constitution 
i for which southern Representatives on this floor ; 


glorious party, with the immense, patr 
the Government.in their hands, and. by 
matory appeals to the passions and prejudi 
the people, have at last succeeded in lashing. the 
popular mind in nearly every southern State into 
a fary and fanaticism that will not brook control; 
and Presidents and Cabinets, the national Le- 
gislature, and even the Supreme judiciary, bow. 
to its terrible decrees. He who seeks'place, and 
power in the ranks of this party to-day | 
ride upon.the storm and add fuel to the confla- 
gration already kindled. To no exaction, how- 
ever monstrous, must he hesitate. Prostrate’ be- 


‘fore it he must bow, in humble. submission to 


its despotic authority, and recognize its wildest 
claims to universal domination... No constitu- 
tional provision, however plain; no compromise, 
however sacred; no law, however just;no judicial 
decision, however venerable, must stand for & 
moment in its way. He who would be a success- 
ful leader in the ranks of this party.to ‘day cannot, 
if he would, quit this pro-slavery fanaticism, or. 
secure its submissions to the just requirements of 
the Constitution. „If he refuse blind and unqual- 
ified obedience to every demand, however revolt- 
ing, political ostracism is his fate. Ifhe failto keep 
pace with every new movement—no matter what 
may have been his past services—he will experi- 


| ence the doom which, without remorse, was meted 


out to Doverasat Charleston, For, whatevermay 


| be the action of the adjourned session of the rump 


convention which is to meet in Baltimore on ‘the 
18th of June, the well-informed friends of Mr. 
Doveras admit that politically he is a doomed 
man; and they may as well admit that, from this 
time forward, every leading man in the party is 
forever doomed who does not give up every aspi- 
ig 
convictions to the behest of this. privilege class, 
and use all his power and influence-to extend, and 
make permanent and universal, the institution of 
human slavery. A ; ae 

Sir, from this hour the so-called. Democratie 
party is dead. The disease of which it died was 
Calhounism. It was attacked with this fatal mal- 
ady in 1844, when James. K. Polk was forced 
upon an unwilling people; ànd though the rank 
and file of the northern. Democracy have been 


| struggling heroically from that day to this against 


the wiles of its cunning enemy, their political 
leaders have been false; and the organization, oncé 
so powerful, has at last yielded to the. violence of 
the attack at Charleston. The party of Calhoun, 
which were spurned by Jackson and the Democ- 
racy of his day, now stand with defiant footupon 


i its new-made grave, and demand thë surrender of 


every member of the old Democratic party in,the 
North to these southern usurpers, who, under an 
alluring, but piratical, flag, whereon is emblazoned 
the glorious name ‘‘ Democracy,” are fighting 
against the rights of man, and. the liberties of the 
human race. ` O rr ae 
From this spurious Democracy, this political 
intolerence and party despotism, the honest por- 
tion of the northern Democracy, who have been 
bascly deceived and betrayed, will be compelled 
to separate themselves; for no intelligent. citizen 


| canretain his manhood, who, if sincerely opposed 


to the extension and perpetuity of human slavery 
in the Republic, should remain another hor in 
the ranks of such a party, i 
Sir, how is it possible for an intelligent, inde- 
pendent citizen, who is in truth a Democrat, and 
opposed to all despotism, longer to remain with 
a party which not only tramples upon and vio- 
lates the Constitution, but which aids and en- 
courages the outrages inflicted all over the South 
upon innocent and defenseless persons for opin~ 
ion’s sake; outrages that would not be tolerated in 
any despotism of Europe, even when engaged in 
open hostilities? “Witness the hangings, the tar- 
and-featherings, the imprisonments, the infernal 
indignities, to which the citizens of this country, 


. 
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guilty of no crime and no wrong, are subjected 
at the hands of this party in almost every southern 
State. Even women, lone and defenseless, are nut 
exempt from indignities that ought to and must 
forever disgrace the States and people who would 
tolérate and: sanction them. No trial, not even 
the poor mockery of a, trial, but the merest sus- 
picion that the person is unfriendly to one of the 
most infernal despotisms that ever blighted the 
land or cursed the earth, is enough to bring upon 
them tortures, outrages, and wrongs, that will 
searcely. be credited by the Christian nations of 
the world. 

Sir, such things could not be done under the 
despotism of Austria, the most despicable and 
intolerant Government among civilized nations, 
without shaking the throne to its foundation; and 

et such outrages are committed in one half the 

tates of the American Union by a great party, 
whose leaders were once composed of able and 
eloquent defenders of the rights of man. ‘These 
outrages are indorsed and approbated by the party 
press and party leaders of the South, while no 
word of condemnation or denunciation falls from 
the-lips of their northern allies upon this floor, 
whio must speak, if they speak at all, with great 
deference in the presence of their political rulers. 
For all these wrongs and outrages there is no re- 
dress, and no probability of any redress, until the 
inauguration of a Republican President. If such 
outrages were committed by the citizens or Gov- 
ernment of any foreign Power upon the persons 


of any of our citizens who might be temporarily | 


residing in or passing through their country, no 
matter what might be the opinions they enter- 
tained of the Government or any of its institu- 
tions, so that they committed no overt act against 
the Government, it would be cause, and just 


cause, for war, if prompt redress were not given, | 


and a guarantee against the commission of such 
outrages inthe future were not secured. But 
here at. home, in our own country, with a people 
whosprang from the same ancestry, with the same 
language, and equal rights undera common Con- 
stitution, these outrages are committed, not only 
with impunity, but are boasted of as feats of mar- 
velous heroism. 

Sir, do gentlemen expect the country to be blind 
and dumb while such crimes are being committed 
upon American citizens? If such is the expecta- 
tion of southern gentlemen, let me beg them to 
undeceive themselves. Why, what would you 
say, what would the world say, of our manhood, 
if such a thing were possible as silence and sub- 
mission under the infliction of such monstrous 
wrongs? Sir, there will be no such silence as is 
sought, there can be no such submission as is de- 
sired and demanded; and let me ask how long 
you suppose it will be, if these outrages are to 
continue, before there will be a hundred John 
Browns invading, your weak and defenseless 
points at once; not John Browns with mercy-to 
their captives, and anxiety to save human life; 
not John Browns controlled by a supposed reli- 
gious duty; butJohn Browns burning for revenge 
under the smart of outrages unjustly inflicted? 
Think you that such a system of terrorism can 
continue without retaliation? Do you suppose 
that these men whom you outrage will flce from 
your States into the free North, and quietly sit 
down and submit to this kind of treatment? 
What would be the first impulse of a southern 
man under such treatment? Would it not be for 
retaliation? And if a hundred, or five hundred, 
or a thousand of you were outraged and wronged 
in the brutal, barbarous, and cowardly manner 
that northern citizens, guilty of no crime, have 
been, would it not follow, as certainly as daylight 
follows the rising of the sun, that a majority of 
those who thus suffered, and as many of thcir 
friends as they could collect, would get together 
for the purpose of retaliation and revenge? If we 
of the North were living in a magazine, as you of 
the South are, which could beexploded at any mo- 
menta match should be applied to it, would not 
the victims of such outrages be inclined to apply 
‘he match, and let consequences take care of 
memselves? I think the history of John Brown 
and his associates in Kansas and in Virginia ought 
to bea lesson to you on this point. 

Sir, ifthere was any such spotin any of the free 
States of the North, not even excepting Egypt, 


` 


in Illinois, where, twenty years ago, violence 
reigned supreme, and as gallant and brave and true 
aman as ever lived fell a victim to this despotic 
pro-slavery fanaticism; and where, even now, the 
representatives of the dominant party declare’ 
openly and unblushingly their willingness to do 
the ‘dirty work” of slaye-hunters if demanded 
by the party—I say, ifthere was.any such spot, not 
even excepting Egypt, that would tolerate such 
crimes and outrages as have been inflicted upon 
free men of the North, and not only tolerate them, 
but openly boast of and glory in them, Ido not 
hesitate to declare that the united voice of the peo- 
ple of my district would be that such a spot needed 
a purification such as the earth received in the 
days of Noah; and, if they had the power, they 
would submerge it for at least a generation, not 
even providing an ark to save alive, for future 
exhibition, the representatives of such a totally 
depraved race. 

Sir, all these crimes to which I have alluded, 
all violations of the national or State constitutions, 
sacred compacts and covenants, all disregard of 
solemn treaties and just laws, have been the dircet 
result of the existence of slavery in the Govern- 
ment. Without slavery, all would have been 
peace, union,and concord. With it,and while it 
continues, all will be discord, division, and strife. 
And for men claiming to be not only Democrats, 
but Christians, with the history of six thousand 
years to guide them, and the light of an evcrlast- 
ing Gospel to direct them, to stand up before the 
world and claim that human slavery and the hu- 
man auction-block are good and desirable institu- 
| tions in any country, tropical or temperate, seems 
like blasphemy. For southern Representatives 
on this floor to boast of the happy and contented 
condition of their slaves at home, while declaring 
that they will dissolve the Union and light up the 
country with the torch of civil war if we repeal 
i| one of the most odious and obnoxious laws ever 
enacted for the express purpose of keeping these 
happy and contented slaves at home, or of forc- 
ing them back by all the power of the Govern- 
ment, should they escape, seems like self-contra- 
diction. The assertion that slaveholders are the 
only true friends of the slave would appear to 
most men outside of slaveholding States an as- 
sumption too transparent cven for ridicule, espe- 
cially when it is remembered that the slave sys- 
tem must, of necessity, completely eradicate all 
manhood from the nature of the slave. The as- 
sertion that the Republican party are madmen and 
fanatics, enemies to good government and law 
and order, is the assumption of Francis Joseph 
of Austria and Napoleon of France and the des- 
pots of all ages and all countrics. 

Mr. Chairman, slavery, like other despotisms, 
‘| cannot live where it permits free speech and a free 
I| press. Hence its sedition laws and unconstitu- 
tional enactments. It is only because there is free 
speech and a free press, free schools and a free 
Church, in eighteen States of the American Union, 
that slavery is dying to-day; and because it is 
dying, its apostles are mad with the madness of 
destruction. What the most distinguished mem- 
bers of the Republican party could not do, they 
are doing for us. The speeches made during the 
eight wecks we remained unorganized in this 
House have opened the eyes of thousands who, 
until now, had been blinded to the purposes of 
this power. They can be blinded no longer; and 
they will join the friends of freedom in the com- 
ing contest, and aid in taking possession of the 
Government; and when once fairly taken posses- 
sion of, the supremacy of the slave power will 
be forever destroyed, slavery be assigned to limits 
which it shall never pass, a Republican party be 
organized in all the slave States, and the present 
noisy advocates of slavery here and clsewhere 
will be reduced to insignificance and silence. 

Mr. Chairman, the causes that brought the Re- 
publican party into existence, and which give it 
its life and vitality to-day, are as eternal as the 
principles of God’s government; and as certainly 
as truth and justice shall triumph over error and 
wrong, so shall the triumph of freedom in this 
country depend upon the fidelity of our party to 
its principles. Let no friend of our cause be dis- 
couraged here or elsewhere; for action and reac- 
tion are reciprocal in the moral as in the natural 
i world.” It cannot be that one class of mankind 


shall forever exercise the same dominion over 
another class of their fellow-men that they do over 
the brute creation. The nation or community 
which is guilty cannot escape without encounter- 
ing the'retribution which the ways of an all-wise 
Providence haye ordained, and which will. inev- 
itably come upon.the wrong-doer. ‘* God isnot 
mocked; and His judgments will not sleep for- 
ever;”’ and so sure as justice is the foundation of 
His government, so surely shall there come an end 
to oppression and to slavery. I will keep this 
faith or none. For, however strong and appar- 
ently all-powerful the oppressor may be to-day; 
we should remember that there is a Power above 
all human power, which proposes and disposes 
among the inhabitants of the earth as seemeth tò 
Him best; and to Him the oppressed may ever 
look for succor; for as, in His greatness and ex- 
cellence, He overthrew the hosts of Pharaoh of 
old, who rose up against the children of Israel, 
and with the blast of his nostrils blew the waters 
together, so that the floods stood upright as a 
heap, and the depths were congealed in the heart 
of. the sea until the fugitives passed over on dry 
land, and then sent forth His wrath upon the face 
of the deep, so thatthe waters returned again unto 
their places, and the sea covered the slaveholders 
whe were pursuing them, and horse and chariot 
and rider sunk as lead in the mighty waters, so 
will He to-day, as in the past, avenge the wrongs 
done the least and weakest of His children, and 
bring destruction as a whirlwind upon the wrong- 
doer. 

Thus hath it ever been, and thus shall it ever 
be. The nation or people who do ‘not rule in 
righteousness ‘shall perish from the earth.” All 
history proclaims that this is a decree as enduring 
as time and as unchangeable asitsauthor. When 
the time for the exodus of this oppressed and 
wronged race shall have come, as in the provi- 
dence of God it surely will come, then neither the 
power of your heretofore invincible Army, your 
congressional slave codes and fugitive slave bills, 
your system of terrorism and mob laws, or the 
pretended adjudications of your ‘august tribu- 
nal,” will avail you in thathour; but the weakest 
slave mother, with her simple and sublime faith 
uplifted in prayer to the Great Supreme, may call 
down against -you, as did the bondmen of Egypt, 
a Power in whose presence your squadrons shall 
be consumed as stubble, and from before whose 
face every oppressor of the land shall fice, and 
the hearts of the judges of your Supreme Court 
shall be turned to dust and ashes. 

Sir, itis the purposc and mission of the Repub- 
lican party to avert, if possible, the impending 
doom which hangs like a black pall over the fu- 
ture of the Republic. It is their purpose, if possi- 
ble, toprevent, first, the political slavery, and then 
the final subjugation of the poor whites to a des- 
potism which, in all ages and all countrics, hag 
been inseparable from even a milder form of ser- 
vitude than ours. Remembering that the result of 
slave systems has ever been the same; that it has 
destroyed all the empires and republics which 
have perished from the earth; and believing that 
it will destroy this Republic of ours unless we 
provide and prepare the way for its ultimate ex- 
tinction, they have proposed to. the people of all 
sections and all former political parties a union, 
first, to prevent the further Spiren of this evil, as 
our fathers did, and secondly, to provide a way 
for the final separation of the two races, by the 
adoption of some such plan as I have alluded to. 
If some just and fair plan is not adopted to pre- 
vent the further spread of this evil, and secure the 
liberation and separation of the two races, then 
indeed may we look back in vain through the his- 
tory of all the republics and nations that have 
flourished and fallen, to find a people whose con- 
dition was not preferable to the slaveholders of 
the southern States; preferable in that security to 
person and property which is indispensable to 
peace and happiness. Sir, there is scarcely a Gov- 
ernment to-day in civilized Europe whose citizens 
do not enjoy greater security for their persons, 
and that of their families, than do the slaveholders 
of the South. Overtaxed and oppressed though 
they may be and are, yet they enjoy a freedem 
from apprehension which the slaveholder can 
never know—an apprehension fearful and dark 
as the grave, and which all must dread who sleep. 
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beneath the overwhelming wing of slavery. There 
is and there can be nosecurity from this terrible 
apprehension. -Htis inseparable from the slave 
system. Night never closes her mantle around 
the plantation‘home.that a shudder dues not creep 
through the heart of the master, and suspicion, 
nee an cver-watchful sentinel, sit upon his eye- 
ids. ; 

Sir, the policy of the Republican party is, by an 
ultimate separation of the two races, to secure the 
liberty and happiness of both, and remove forever 
the cause of this cruel alarm and apprehension, 
and thus to bring safety and prosperity where 
now sectional jealousy and alienation, desolation 
and fear, are supreme; to cause the white-winged 
sail of commerce, whose mission is peace, to cover 
every southern river and fill every southern har- 
bor; to reclaim her impoverished , wastes, and 
make her desolate places again the home of peace 
and plenty. If this cannot be done, and speedily 
done, and peacefully done, then, indeed, I fear the 
day is not far distant when the genius of despair, 
like an atmosphere, will pervade every habitation, 
and flap its dark and desolating wings over your 
fairest heritage; when peace shall flee from your 
borders, and the terrible ery of ‘insurrection! in- 
surrection D? «to arms! toarms!”? shall be heard 
from mountain to mountain, and by the side of 
every riverand in every valley; when theshricks of 
flying women and helpless children will be borne 
upon every gale, and theavenging hand of Heaven 
shall be laid heavily upon you, as it was of old 
upon the oppressors of the children of Isracl. Sir, 
I know of no way of escaping the like impending 
doom, which has scaled the fate of all nationsand 
people who have preceded us that were guilty of 
this wrong, except by dealing justly, lovingmercy, 


and permitting this oppressed peopletogo. When | 


this is done, peace and concord, prosperity and 
happiness, shall again return to bless us as a free 
and united people; and it can only return when 
throughout the nation, on every foot of American 
soil, and everywhere beneath the national ensign, 
the rights of humanity are fully recognized and 
respected, and your law-makers shall yield to, 
and your General and State governments shall 
again be presided over and directed by the genius 
of universal emancipation. 


ABRAHAM LINCOLN: HIS PERSONAL HISTORY 
AND PUBLIC RECORD. 


SPEECH OF HON, E. B. WASHBURNE, 
OF ILLINOIS, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 29, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, said: 

Mr. Cuarnman: The Republican party, through 
its proper organization, has placed in nomination 
for President of the United States Abraham Lin- 
coln, of Illinois. The people, who will be called 
upon to pass upon that nomination, have a right 
to inquire into the life, the character, and the po- 
litical opinions of the man who is commended to 
their suffrages for the highest office in their gift. 
The State which I in part represent on this floor 
having been honored by this nomination, I come 
here to-day to speak of the personal and political 
history of the candilate. I have known Mr. 
Lincoln well for twenty years. I have known 
him in private life; I have known him at the bar; 
and have been associated with him in every polit- 
ieal contest in our State since the advent of ** Tip- 
pecanoe and Tyler too,” in 1840. While I may 
speak with the accents of a strong personal friend- 
ship, I shall speak with the frankness of con- 
scious truth, and, I trust, without exaggeration. 

Springing from the humblest ranks in life, and 
unaided by the adventitious supports of family or 
wealth, Mr. Lincoln has reached his present ex- 
alted position by thestrength of his will, the power 
of his intellect, and the honesty of his heart. He 
was born in Hardin county, Kentucky, February 
12, 1808; his family removed to Spencer county, 
Indiana, in 1816, where he passed his boyhood 
amid the roughest hardships. and the most trying 
experiences of a frontier life. Without schools, 
and-almost: without books, he spent histime amid 


the wild and romantic scenes of thé’border, álle- 
viating the hard labors of the farm by the sport. 
of the huntsman. Of fine pliysical development, 
with a vigorous intellect, quick intelligence, ready 
wit, and genial character, he gave early evidences | 
of the superiority he has since attained. His‘first 


j advent into the great world, from the compara: | 


tive seclusion of his frontier home, was down the ` 
‘Wabash and Ohio rivers in charge of a jlat-boat, 


| of a class known to all the old river men of the 


West as “ broad-horns.’’ These boats, laden with 
the productions ofthe farmers, floated downstream 
until a market was found for the eargo; and when 
that was disposed of, the boatitself was sold, and 
those in charge made their way back, in the best 
manner they could, to their homes. A great many 
persons have heard Mr. Lincoln relate, with inim- 
itable effect, the aneedotes of his experience of 
that portion of his life. 

fn 1830, Mr. Lincoln emigrated to that State 
with which his great name has now become his- 
torically connected. He passed the first year in 
Macon county, and actively labored on a farm, 
where he and a fellow-laborer, by the name of 
John Hanks, split three thousand rails: ‘This por- 
tion of the history of Mr. Lincoln’s life gave rise 
to the incident in the late Republican: State. con- 
vention at Decatur, in Macon county, which 
awakened the intensest enthusiasm of that vast 
concourse of citizens from all parts of the State. 


Mr. Lincoln was present as a spectator in that | 


convention, and was invited to take a seat upon 
the platform. When he had taken his seat, it was 
announced to the convention that John Hanks, 
an old Democrat, who had grown gray in the ser- 
vice of that party, desired to make a contribution 
to the convention; and the offer being accepted, 
forthwith two old-time fence rails, decorated with 


| flagsand streamers, were borne through the crowd 


into the convention, bearing the inscription: Abra- 
ham Lincoln, the rail candidate for President in 


1860. Two rails from a lot of three thousand | 


made in 1830 by John Hanks and Abe Lincoln. 
Theeffect was electrical. Onc spontancousburst 


of applause went up from alt parts of the ** wig- | 


39 


wam.” Of course, Mr. Lincoln was called put 


and made an explanation of the matter. He stated | 


that, some thirty years ago, then just emigrating 
to the State, he stopped with his mother’s family, 
forone season, in what is now Macon county; that 


he built a cabin, split rails, and cultivated a small j 


farm down on the Sangamon river, some six or 
eight miles from Decatur. 
formed, were taken from that fence; but, whether 


they were or not, he had mauled many, and better 


ones, since he had grown to manhood, 


From Maconcounty he removed to a settlement 


called New Salem, which was then in Sangamon, 
but now in Menard county. It was at New Salem 
that Judge Doveras says he first knew Lincoln; 
and I cannot do better than to read here an extract 
from one of his speeches, made in the Hlinois 
campaign in 1858, at Ottawa: 

“Tn the remarks f have made on this platform, and the 
position of Mr. Lincoln upon it, I sean nothing personally 
disrespectful or unkind to that gentleman. ) 
him for nearly twenty-five years. ‘There were many points 
of sympathy between us when we first got acquainted. We 
were both comparatively boys, and both struggling with 
poverty ip a strange land. Į was a school-teacher in the 
town of Winchester, and hea flourishing grocery-Keeper in 
the town of Salem. He was more successful in his occupa- 
tion than F was in mine, and henee more fortunate in this 
world’s goods. Lincoinis one of those peculiar men who per- 
form with admirable skill everything which they undertake.” 
— Lincoln and Douglas Debates, p. 69. 


The last sentence in the above extract is wor- 
thy of especial note. Such a compliment ex- 
torted from his bitterest adversary has a greatly 
enhanced. value. When Mr. Lincoln shall have 


undertaken the adminstration of the Government | 
of this great country, the people will agree with ; 


Mr. Doueras that— 

“Lincoln is one of those peculiar men who perform with ad- 
mirable skill everything which they undertake.” 

Again: Mr. Doveras, in a speech in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, January 23, 1860, refers 
to Mr. Lincoln as one of “ the ablest and most clear- 
headed men”’ of the Republican party. 


It may be proper, however, here, to let the fol- į 


lowing reply of Mr. Lincoln be heard in regar 

to his being a “flourishing grocery-keeper:”? 
“The Judge is wofally at fault about his carly friend-Lin- 

coin being a ‘grocery-keeper.? I don’t know as it would- 


These, he was in-! 


iI have known | 


bo agteat sins if T had beens buthe ismistakoi 
never kepta grocery anywhere in the work, 
Lincoln: did-work the latter- prr of one winter: 
stil-house, up at the head’oi a-hollow,? shed 
Now. it-is proposed; that as Lincoln spenta 
“-part-of one winter. in a: littlestiiihkonse; apart 
the head ofra: hollow,”’-heshall spéndthe ivi pole 
of four winters; at least, in a datge white douse dt 


ana 


the head of Penntsylvamia avenue. à i 
The Black Hawk war having broken out, Mr 
Lincoln was among the first to raise’ a con pany 
‘of volunteers for that service,‘and he ‘acquitted 
himself with credit. Returning from thatécan- 
paign, he began in carnest to dovote the energies 
of his great intellect ond-superior-will to the-ace 
quisition of knowledge. He first acquired: a 
knowledge of the art of surveying, but: the ode- 
mand for his services in that line of business was 
not sufficient to support him, and he was comè 
pelled to surrender up his mathematical and sure 
veying instruments to the sheriff, to be sold of 
cxecution, ` 
Nothing daunted by his misfortune, then. it was 
he commenced the study of that profession upon 
which he has conferred so much honor, ane in 
which he has.attained so great a distinction.: Bor- 
rowing a few elementary law. books, he. Jearned 
the rudiments of the profession by.the:dim tight 
thrown out from the fire-place, of a-log cabin. = 
In 1836 he-was: placed.in nomination bythe 
Whigs of Sangamon county, for.a seat ay the 
lower branch of the Legislature, which. then inet 
at Vandalia. He was elected, and gave early 
evidence of the superior qualities of his. mind, and 
his skill and power as a debater. He was-clected, 
and served two subsequent sossions. Wider ave- 
nues were now opened to him in the acquisition of 
general knowledge, and of the knowledge of the 
law, which he improved to the utmost. Chang- 
ing his residence from a precinct in the county to 
Springfield, which had then become the capital of 
the State, and where he has ever since resided, he 
was admitted to the bar, and embarked in:his: 
fession, His success was immediate.’ Eled 
played a knowledge of the principles of the 
almost intuitive, and his arguments were aia 
by.sirength ofreasoning,keenness oflogic,ar 
eloquence, and a ‘flow of wit and “humor. 
fairness. to his adversary, his disdain ‘of all the; 
little tricks which sometimes disgrace the prefes:. 
sion, his entire candor and truthfulness, his ori 
ginal and easy mode of illustration, made him all 
powerful before a jury. He now ranks as the’ 
ablest and most successful lawy 
My first knowledge of Mr. Lincoln wasia 
great campaign of 1840. - He was then an ek 
on the Harrison electoral ticket. Hestúmpet' 
the middle and lower: part of the-State: with greai 
effect, traveling from the Wabash ‘to the:-Missis- 
sippi in the hot months of July and August, shak- 
ing with the ague.one day, and addrossing. the 
people the next, and establishing.a reputation ae 
one of the most effective and popular speakers ir 
the State, a reputation which he has ‘éver_ shice 
maintained. = whet 
. From 1840 to 1844 Mr. Lincoln devoted. him- 
self entirely to the active pursuit of his profession, 
The Clay campaign of 1844 brought bim ‘agaia 
into the political arena, and he headed the Whig 
electoral ticket in that canvass... He stumpéd:the 
State, speaking to immense audiences every where: 
he went, winning the applause of his friends, and 
i| extorting the admiration of -his enemies, for his 
eloquent and masterly expositions of the prin- 
ciples of his party. After the defeat of Mr. Clay, 
and up to 1846, ho was found devoted to his pro- 
fession. In August af 1846 he was elected -to 
| Congress, by the Whigs of the Springfield diss: 


|| triet, to succeed Colonel E. D. Baker: 
{ 
| 


In December, 1847, Mr. Lincoln took his seat 
in Congress. It is but proper that- his recorded 
|| opinions, while a member of Congress, upon the: 
| questions then agitating the country, should be: 
i| known, and I now propose to briefly review the 
i record made by him in the Thirticth Congress. 
In the House of Representative, on. the $ë of 
January, 1848, Mr. Evans, of Maryland, offered 
the following resolution: yes 
Resolved, ‘Phat the eapitulation.of Monterey meets with 
| the entire sanction and approbation of this Congress, and 
that the terms.of that capitulation were as creditable tothe 
humanity aud Ekili of the gallaut Taylor as the achieve- 
mentof the victory of Monterey was glorious to ‘our arms.” 
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_.Mr. Ashman, of Massachusetts, moved to amend | 
by adding the: words: ‘tin a war unnecessarily 
aiid unconstitutionally:- begun by the President of 
the United States’? “The yeas and: nays were 
ordered upor this amendment, and it was agreed 
to—yeas'85; nays 81: (Congressional Globe, vol- 
uime'18, page 95.) It wasa strict party vote, every 
Whig member of the House voting in the afirma- 
tive. Among the distinguished names of those 
whio voted for this amendment find that of Abra- 
ham Lincoln, . I-find also that he voted in what 
would now be called good Democratic. company, 
and with men who are at the present time bright 
and shining lights in the Democratic party, and 
who have never been denounced as traitors, taking 
sides with the enemy in time of war. Hon. 
Tuomas L. CLinaman, at present a Democratic 
Senator from. North Carolina; Hon. Alexander 
H. Stephens, of Georgia, a leader of the Demo- 
crati¢ party in the House of Representatives for 
several Congresses prior to the present one; Hon. 
Thomas Butler King, of Georgia, now a Demo- 
cratic member of the Senate of that State; Hon. 
Daniel M. Barringer, of North Carolina, late Min- 
ister to Spain, now a Democrat;and Hon. ROBERT 
Toomss, the present able and distinguished Sen- 
ator from Georgia, all of whom served with Mr. 
Lincolnin the Thirtieth Congress—with whom 
Mr. Toomss says, in a late speech, he had an 
“ poreeable acquaintance,” and all of whom voted 
precisely as Mr. Lincoln did, for this amendment 
of Mr. Ashmun. , 

In regard to this vote, I prefer to let Mr. Lin- 
coln speak for himself. In replying to a speech 
of Judge Doveras, in the celebrated campaign in 
our State in 1858, Mr. Lincoln said: 
© “ And so T think my friend, the Judge, is equally at fault, 
when he charges me, at the time when I was in Congress, 
with having opposed our soldiers who were fighting in the 
Mexican war. ‘The Judge did not make his charge very 
distinctly ; but I can tell you what he can prove by refer- 
ring to the record. You remember t was an old Whig, and 
whenever the Democratic party tried to get me to vote that 
the war had been righteously begun by the President, 1 
would not do it. But whenever they asked for any moncy, 
or land warrants, or anything to pay the soldiers there, dur- 
ingal that time, I gave the same vote that Judge DouUGLAsS 
did. You can think as you please as to whether that was 
consistent. Such is the truth; and the Judge bas the right 
to make ali he can out of it. But when he, by a general 
charge, conveys the idea that E withheld supplies from the 
soldiers who were fighting in the Mexican war, or did į 
anything else to hinder the soldiers, he is, to say the least, 
grossly and altogether mistaken, as a consultation of the 
recorda will prove to him.??—Lincoln and Douglas Debates, 
p. 15. ; 

‘Ina speech in this House, on the 27th day of 
July, 1848, Mr. Lincoln, referring to the same 
matter, spoke in the following language of truth, | 
eloquence, and patriotism: 


“Tf, when the war bad begun, and had become the cause 
of the country, the giving of our money and our blood, in 
common with yours, Was support of the war, then itis not | 
true that we have always opposed the war. With few indi- | 
vidual exceptions, you have constantly bad our votes here 
for ali the necessary supplies. And, more than this, you 
have had the services, the blood, and the lives, of our polit- 
ical brethren, in every trial, and on every field. The beard- | 
Jess boy and the mature man, the humble and the distin- | 
guished—you have had them. Through suffering and death, 
by discase and in battle, they have endured and fought and 
fell with you. Clay and Webster each gave a son never to 
be returned. From the State of my own residence, besides 
other worthy but Iess known Whig names, we sent Mar- i 
shail, Morrison, Baker, and Hardin; they af} fought, and 
one fell, and in the fall of that one we lost our best Whig | 
man. 

“Nor were the Whigs few in number, or laggard in the 
day of danger. In that fearful, bloody, breathless struggle 
at Buena Vista, where each man’s hard task was to beat 
back five foes or die himself, of the five high officers who 
perished, four were Whigs. 

“in speaking of this, I mean no odious comparison be- 
tween the ton- hearted Whigs and Democrats who fought 
there. On other occasions, and among the lower officers 
and privates on that occasion, I doubt uot the proportion was 
different. IT wish to do justice to all. f think ofall those 
brave men as Americans, in whose proud fame, as an Amer- 
ican, L too have a share. Many of them, Whigs and Dem- 
ocrats, are my constituents and personal friends; and I 
thank them—more than thank them—one and all, for the 
high, imperishable honor they have conferred on our com- 
mon State.” — Congressional Globe, vol. 19, p. 1042. 


Such being the patrioticand consistent position 
of Mr. Lincoln on the war, when the bill for sup- 
plies for our army in Mexico came up on the 8th 
day of March, 1848, his vote is, of course, found 
recorded. in fuvor of the bill. (Congressional 
Globe, vol. 18, p. 445.) i 

“Following this up, we find Mr. Lincoln ever | 
watchful of the interests of the soldier, proposing | 


| 
| 
| 


| of the Amercan people: 


to extend the bounty land act, not only so faras || 
regarded the volunteers to Mexico, but to the || 
war-worn, veterans.of 1812; thus putting in mo- 
tion that. great. measure of public. justice which 
was finally meted out to.those brave and patriotic 
men. On the proposition to amend the bounty [| 
land Jaw,of February 11, 1847, which was passed 
before Mr. Lincoln became a member of-Con- 
gress, Mr. Lincoln spoke as follows: | . 


“Tf there was-a general desire on the part of the House to 
pass.the bill now, he should be glad to have it donc—con- 
eurring as he did generally with the gentleman from Arkan- | 
sas, [Mr. Jounsoy,] that the postponement inight jeopard | 
the satety of the proposition. If, however, a reference was 
to be made, he wished to make a very few remarks in rela- 
tion to the several subjects desired by gentlemen to be em- 
braced in amendments to the ninth section of the act of | 
the last session of Congress. The first amendment desired 
by members of this House bad for its only object to give 
bounty lands to such persons as had served fora time as 
privates, but had never been discharged as such, because 
promoted to office. That subject, and no other, was em- 
braced in this bill. There were some others who desired, 
while they were legislating on this subject, that they should 
also give bounty lands to the volunteers of the warof 1812. i; 
Iis friend trom Maryland [Mr. Evans] said there were no |; 
such men. He (Mr. l.) did not say there were many, but i 
he was very confident there were some. His friend from 
Kentucky near him (Mr. Gaines] told him he himself was 
one. | 

“Phere was still another proposition touching this mat- 
ter; that was, that persons entitled to bounty land should | 
by Jaw be entitled to locate these lands in parcels, and not 
be required to locate them in one body, as was provided by 
the existing law. 

“Now, he had carefully drawn up a bill enbracing these 
separate propositions, which he intended to propose as a 
suhstitute for all these bills in the House, or in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, at some suitable 
time. If there was a disposition on the part of the House f 
to‘act at once on this separate proposition, he repcate 
that, with the gentleman from Arkansas, be should prefer 
it, lest they should lose all. Butif there was to be a refer- | 
ence, he desired to introduce his bill cmbracing the three | 
propositions—thus enabling the committee and the House | 
to act at the same time, whether favorably or unfavorably, | 
upon all.??— Congressional Globe, vol. 18, p. 550. as | 


Thus it will be seen that Mr. Lincoln not only | 
favored the bill before the House, but he pro- 
posed embracing the soldiers of the war of 1612, 
and also to authorize the soldier to locate, his 
land in parcels, and not be obliged to locate it in 
one body; a most just and liberal proposition. | 

On the great question of rivers and harbors | 
Mr. Lincoin is eminently sound and practical, ; 
and his views must meet with the approbation of 
the country. On the 22d of June, 1848, he made | 
a speech in the House of Representatives, on the 
message of President Polk vetoing the river and | 
harbor bill, In reply to that part of the message | 
of Mr. Polk touching the suggestion of a change | 
of the Constitution, he made. the following ob- 
servations, which should sink deep into the hearts 


“ Asa general rule, I think we would do much better to 
Ict it alone. No slight occasion should tempt us to touch 
it. Better not take the first step, whieh may lead to a habit 
of altering it. Better rather babituate ourscives to think } 
of it as unalterable. It can searcely be made better than 
itis. New provisions would introduce ne illiculties, 
and thus create and increase appetite for still further 
change. No, sir; Ietitstand as itis. New hands bave ; 
never touched it. The men who made it have done their 
work, and have passed away. Who shall improve on what 
they did?” 


After conclusively replying to the arguments i 
of the message, Mr. Lincoln proceeds with the 
following eminently practical suggestions: 


i 


i 


“& Determine that the thing can and shall be done, and 
then we shall find the way. ‘Phe 
pansion is unquestionably the chi 
something, and still not to do too m 
Let each contribute bis mite in the w 
late Silas Wright, ina letter to the Chicagc 
contributed his, which was worth something; and J now 
contribute mine, which may be worth nothing. At all 
events, it will mislead nobody, aud, thereiore, will do no 
harm. F would not borrow money. F anagainst au over- || 
whelming, crushing system. Suppose that, ateach ¢ OD, 
Congress shall first determine how much money ean, for 
that year, be spared ior improvements; then apportion that 
sum to the most important objects. So far, ail is easy ; but 
how shall we determine whieh are the most important? | 
On this question comes the collision of interesis. I shall 
be slow to acknowledge that your harbor or your river is 
more important than mine, and vice versa. ‘To clear this i 
difficulty, let us have that. same statistical Information : 
which the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Vinton] suggested at | 
the beginning of this session. In that information we shall 
have astern, unbending basis of fucts—a basis in no wise 
subject to whim, caprice, or local interest. The prelimited 
amount of means will save us from doing too much, and 
the statistics will save us from doing what we do in wrong 
places. Adopt and adhere to this course, and, it seems to 
ine, the difficulty is cleared.’’*-—-Congressional Globe, vol- 
ame 19, page-709. 


l 
| 
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{ 
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Oi the passage of the river and harbor bill by 
the House, August 11, 1848, Mr. Lincoln’s name 
is found inthe affirmative. (Congressional Globe, 
vol. 18, page 1062.) i 

The tariff question was. not up in Congress 
during Mr. Lincoln’s term of service, but he nev- 
ertheless had an- opportunity of putting himself 
upon the record in favor of protecting the great 
interests of American labor. ; 

Hon. Andrew Stewart, of Pennsylvania, called 
‘¢ Tarif Andy,” on the 19th of June, 1848, asked 
leave to introduce the following resolution: 

* Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
bil increasing the duties on foreign luxuries of all kinds, 
and on such iorcign manufactures as are now coming into 
ruinous competition with American labor.’? . 

Upon the question being taken, Mr. Lincoln 
voted in the affirmative. (Congressional Globe, vol. 
18, page 852.) f : 

Mr. Lincoln was an carly and consistent advo- 


! caie of the doctrine of slavery prohibition in the 


Territories, and of the power of Congress over 
He voted for the amendment to the Ore- 
gon bill, which. extended. the ordinance of 1787 
over. Oregon. ‘Territory, and for the bill thus 
amended, (Congressional Globe, vol. 18, page 
1027. : 

Such is the record made by Mr. Lincoln on all 
the important matters before Congress while he 
wasamember. Though serving his constituents 
with ability and fidelity, and to the entire. satis- 
faction of his friends, he declined a renomination, 
preferring the quiet pursuitof his profession, and 
the enjoyments of private life, to the blandish- 
ments of office and the turmoil of political strife. 
Yet, such was his interest in political matters, 
and so deeply did he feel the importance to the 
country of the success of the principles he up- 
held, that he actively participated in the presi- 
dential contest: of 1852. i ; 

The repeal ofthe Missouricompromise, in 1854, 
called Mr. Lincoln again into the field of politics, 
and he threw himsclfinto the great contest of that 
year with all the energy of his character and the 
power of his will, Stumping the State in all 
directions, and speaking to immense audiences, 
he awakened the people to the aggressive charac- 
ter of that legisiation, and called on them to re- 
buke that “ruthless hand ? which dared to break 
down that sacred compromise, and which, in the 
words of Senator Doveras, “was akin to the 
Constitution, and.canonized.in the hearts of the 
American people.” f 

Upon the Legislature elected that year.devolved 
the duty of electing a United States Senator, in 
the place of General Shields, who had voted for 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill. The Whigs and Anti- 
Nebraska Democrats constituted a majority of 
both branches of that Legislature, but five sixths 
of this majority had been Whigs, and Mr. Lin- 
coln. was their first choice for Senator, The anti- 
Nebraska Democrats presented Judge TRUMBULL 
as a candidate,and Mr. Lincoln, finding after the 
balloting commenced that the continuance of bis 
name before the joint convention might result 
in the election of the Nebraska Democratic can- 
didate, magnanimously withdrew from the con- 
test, and earnestly entreated. his friends to elect 
Judge Trumpet, an anti-Nebraska Democrat, 
whose subsequent career in the Senate has been 
marked by great ability, and by strict fidelity to 
the convictions of those who elected him. 

In 1856 the Republican partyin Minois was 
fully inaugurated as a State organizaticn at the 
Bloomington couvention, beld in May of that 
year. Mr. Lincoln was present at that conven- 


| tion, and gave the weight and influenceof bis 
: great name to the establi 


si 


iment of that party, and 
to a bold and emphatic declaration of principles. 
Eis speech upon that occasion was one of the 
most masterly efforts of his life, and carried con- 
viction to all minds, stirring up the convention 
to the highest piteh of enthusiasm, and nerving 
every man with resolute determination. He was 
placed on the Republican clectoral ticket as an 
elector at large, associated with Frederic Hecker, 
the German patriot and orator, who had fought 
for Liberty in his native land, and whose eloquence 
awakened in the hearts of his countrymen the 
hest cmotions of patriotism. 


hi 
j th that campaign Mr. Lincoln again canvassed 
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the State, laboring with great earnestness and 
zeal; and it could truly. be said of him, 


“ No dangers daunted, and no labors tired.” 


Though Mr. Buchanan carried the State, yet the 
entire Republican State ticket was elected. 

Great interest centered in the election of 1858— 
the Legislature to be elected was to name a suc:: 
cessor to Judge Doveras in the Senate of the 
United States.” The Republican State convention 
for that year, to nominate candidates for State 
officers, with entire unanimity, and amid un- 
bounded enthusiasm, designated Mr. Lincoln as 
the choice of the Republicans of the State for Uni- 
ted States Senator, to succeed Judge Doveras. 
Ofall the able and distinguished Republicans in’ 
the State, such was the hold of Mr. Lincoln on 
the party, such was the devotion of the masses 
to his interests, that no other name was sug- 
gested or thought of in connection with the can- 
didacy for Senator, 

I will now allude to some of the incidents of 
the great campaign of 1858, between Lincoln and 
Doveras, which assumed national proportions, 
and attracted the attention of all parts of the 
country, by the ability and vigor of the discus- 
sions, and the intense excitement which attended 
the canvass. All the great questions that now 
agitate the country were fully and elaborately dis- 
cussed in their debates; and Mr. Lincoln’s posi- 
tion on those questions can be most fully ana Bat. 
isfactorily understood by a reference thereto, 

In a discussion at Freeport, in my own district, 
at which I was present, Mr. DoucLas submitted 
to Mr. Lincoln a series of interrogatories, em- 
bracing all the various propositions involved in 
the question of slavery. I cannot do better here 
than to extract the questions and answers from 
a recent speech of the distinguished Senator from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Bexsamin,] in the United States 
Senate, together with his comment thereon. Speak- 
ing of that canvass, Mr. Bensamin says: 

“Tn that contest, the two candidates for the Senate of 


the United States, in the State of Mlinois, went before their | 


people. They agreed to discuss the issues; they put ques- 
tions to cach other for answer; and I must say here, for I 
must be just to all, that I have been surprised, in the exam- 
ination that I made again within the last few days of this 
discussion between Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Doveras, to find 
that Mr, Lincoln is a far more conservative man, unless he 
has since changed his opinions, than I had supposed biim 
tobe. There was no dodging on his part. Mr. Dovenss 
started with his questions. Here they are, with Mr. Lin- 
coln’s answers : i 

“ Question 1. I desire to know whether Lincolu to-day 
stands, as be did in 1854, in favor of the unconditional 
repeal of the fugitive slave law? 

“Answer, Ido not now, nor ever did, stand in favor of 
the unconditional repeal of the fugitive slave law. 

“ Question 2. T desire him to answer whether he stands 
pledged to day, as he did in 1854, against the admission of 
any more slave States into the Union, even if the people 
want them? 

“ Answer. I do not now, nor ever did, stand pledged 
against the admission of any more slave States into the 
Union. 

© Question 3. I want to know whether he stands pledged 
against the admission of a new State into the Union with 
such a constitution as the people of that State may sce fit 
to make? 

“ Answer. I do not stand pledged against the admission 
of a new State into the Union with such a constitution as 
the people of that State may see fit to make. 

“ Question 4. 1 want to know whether he stands to-day 
paged tothe abolition of slavery in the’ District of Co- 

umbia? i 

“Answer. I do not stand to-day pledged to the abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia. 

“ Question 5. I desire him to answer whether he stands 
pledged to the prohibition of the slave trade between the 
different States?” 


‘Answer. 1 donot stand pledged to the prohibition of the | 


slave trade between the different States. 
“Question 6. desire to know whether he stands pledged 


to prohibit slavery in all the Territories of the United States, i 


north as well as south of the Missouri compromise line ? 

“Answer, I am impliedly, if not expressly, pledged to a 
belief in the right and duty of Congress to prohibit slavery 
in all the United States Territories. 

“Question 7. I desire him to answer whether he is op- 
posed to the acquisition of any new territory unless slavery 
is first prohibited therein? a 

“Answer, 1am not generally opposed to honest acquisi- 
tion of territory; and, in any given case, I would or would 
not oppose such acquisition, accordingly as I might think 
such acquisition would or would not aggravate the slavery 
question among ourselVes.?”—Debates of Lincoln and Doug- 


las, p. 88. ie 
i fris impossible, Mr. President, however we may differ | 


in opinion with the man, not to admire the perfect candor 


and fraukness with which these answers were given; no i 


equivocation—no evasion.” 
Nothing can be more just than the compliments 


paid by the distinguished Louisiana Senator to i 
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| in the District of Columbia. In relation to that, [have my | 


| subject; but I have not done so, and I say. so frankly to 


; exercise of that power, unless upon some conservative 


the candor. and frankness of Mr. Lincoln. -It is {| 


notan unusual thing for him to extortex pressions 
of admiration from his opponents for the fairness 
and candor of his arguments, both in political dis- 
cussion and at the bar. It wassaid of him by one 
of the judges of our supreme court, that he stated 
the propositions and arguments of his adversary 
so fully and fairly, that but little further was ne- 
cessary to be said. te Pe 

It is but just, however, that Mr. Lincoln should 
be heard further on these questions and answers, 
and in explanation of them; and in the same dis- 
cussion he says: : 


“ Now, my friends, it will be perceived, upon an exam- | 
ination of these questions and answers, that so far Ihave | 
only answered that I was not pledged to this, that, or the | 
other. The Judge has not framed his interrogatorics to ask | 
me anything more than this, and J have answered in strict | 
accordance with the interrogatories, and bave answered 
truly that I am not pledged at all upon any of the points | 
to which I have answered. But Iam not disposed to hang | 
upon the exact form of his interrogatory. Iam ratherdis- | 
posed to take upat least some of these questions, and state | 
what I really think upon them. i 

`“ As to the first one, in regard to the fugitive slave law, 
I have never hesitated to say, and I do not now hesitate 
to say, that J think, under the Constitution of the:United 
States, the people of the southern States are entitled toa 
congressional fugitive slave law. Having said that, į have | 
had nothing, to say in regard to the existing fugitive slave 
law, further ve that I think it should have been framed | 


i 
H 
j 
} 


so as to be fre grom some of the objections that pertain to 
it, without less€ning its efficiency. And inasmuch as we | 
are not now in an agitation in regard to an alteration or 
modification of that law, I would not be the man ‘to intro- 
duce it asa new subject of agitation upon the general ques- 
tion of slavery. 

“In regard to the other question, of whether I ain pledged | 
to the admission of any more slave States into the Union, 
T state to you very frankly that I would be exceedingly 
sorry ever to be put ina position of having to pass upon 
that question. I should be exceedingly glad to know that 


there would never be another slave State admitted Into the |} 


Union ; but T must add that, if slavery shall be kept out | 
of the Territories during the territorial existence of any one 
given Territory, and then the people shall, having a fair j 
chance and a clear field when they come to adopt the con- | 
stitution, do such an extraordinary thing as toadopta slave | 
constitution, untnflucneed by the actual presence of the | 
institution among them, I see no alternative, if we own į 
the country, but to admit them into the Union. | 
“The third interrogatory is answered by the answer to 
the second; it being, as 1 conceive, the same as the sec- j 
ond. p H 
“ The fourth one is in regard to the abolition of slavery } 


mind very distinctly made up. I should be exceedingly | 
glad to see slavery abolished in the District of Columbia. :[*! 
believe that Congress possesses the constitutional power | 
to abolish it. Yet asa member of Congress, f should not, 
with my present views, be in favor of endeavoring to abol- | 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia, unicss it would be 

upon these conditions: First, that the abolition should be 


gradual. Second, that it should be on a vote of the majority i 
of qualified voters in the District. And third, that compen- |! 


sation should be made to unwilling owners. With these | 
three conditions, I confess I wonld be exceedingly glad to 
see Congress abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
and, in the language of Henry Clay, ‘sweep from our cap- 
ita! that foul blot upon our nation? 

“In regard to the fifth interrogatory, I must say here, 
that as to the question of the abolition of the slave trade 
between the different States, I can truly answer, as 1 have, 
that Lam pledged to nothing about it. It isa subject to 
which 1 have not given that mature consideration that | 
would make me feel authorized to state a position so as | 
to hold mnyself entirely bound by it. fn other words, that | 
question has never beef prominently enough before me to 
induce me to investigate whether we really have the con- 
stitutional power to do it. T could investigate it if I had 
sufficient time to bring myself to a conclusion upon that 


you here, and to Judge Doveras. Í must say, however, 
that if I should be of opinion that Congress does possess 
the constitutional power to abolish the slave trade ainong 
the different States, I shonid stiil not be in favor of the 1 


principle, as I conceive it, akiw to what I have said in 
relation to the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


« My answer as to whether I desire that slavery should | 


be prohibited in all the Territories of the United States is ; 
full and explicit within itsclf, and cannot be made clearer i 
by any comments of mine. 
question whether Lam opposed to the acquisition of any 
imore territory unless slavery is first prohibited therein, my | 
answer is such that I could add nothing by way of illus- į 
tration, or making myself better understood, than the an- į 
swer which E have placed in writing. i 
“Now, in all this, the Judge has me, and he has me on j 
the record. f suppose he had flattered himself that I was i 
really entertaining one set of opinions for one place and | 
another set for another place—thft 1 was afraid to say at | 
one place what I uttered at another. What I am saying | 
here I suppose I say to a vast audience as strongly tending 


and Lt believe 1 am saying that which, if it would be offens- 
ive to any persons, and render them enemies to myself, 
would be offensive to persons in this audience.” —Lincoln 
and Douglas Debates, pp. 88, 89. 


As a Republican, Mr. Lincoln thus further 


if do not resist it. 


So i suppose, in regard to the |! ca 
| The result of that contest is known. The Re- 


speaks the sentiments of: his party in rvégard't 
the slavery question: ooi so. 5 Ea 

4E Phey Jook upon it asa vast moralevikthey caii 
it as sneli hythe writings pf those whogave us the blese 


fae 


Sin 
of liberty which we.enjoy ; and thatthey 39 lgoked upon ies 
and not as an evil merely confining itself to. the Sta 
where it is situated; and while we agree that, by the C 
į stitution we assented. tojin the States w) {egist wä 
; have no right to interfere with it, because in: the Cons 
stitution ; and we are by both duty and inelinationto sick 
by that Constitution, in all its letter and spirit, from be- 
ginning to ends? FF et eo Oe Repabiioan 
party is made up of those who, as far as they can peaves 
ably, will oppose the extension. of: slavery; aud whorwill 
| hope for its ultimate extinction.?—Lincolw and. Douglas 
Debates, p. 19. : a aoe 
_Now, Mr. Chairman, one word as‘to the Dred 
Scott decision, and Mr. Lincoln’s position in rer 
gard-to it. He says: ee 
€ { have expressed heretofore, and 1 now repeat, my op- 
! position to the Dred Scott decision, but T should be allowed 
to state the nature of that opposition; and I ask: yourin= 
dulgence while 1 do so. What is fairly implied by. tbe ternir 
| Judge Dougras has used, ‘resistance to thedecision 22: E 
If {wanted to take Dred Scott from his 
master, I would be interfering with property, and that ter- 
ribie difficulty that Judge Doveias speaks-of, of interterit g 
with property, would arise. But I mn doing nosuch thing 


political rule. IfI were in Congress, anda vote should come 
up on the question whether slavery should be prohibited 
in anew Territory; in spite of the Dred Scott decision, £ 
would vote that it should. That is what I wonld do. Judgé 
Dovatas said last night, that before the. decision he might 
advance his opinion, and itmight be contrary to thed 
ion when it was made; but after it was made, he would 
abide by it until it was. reversed. Just so... We let this 
property abide by the decisign, but we will try to rey se 
that decision, We will try to put it where Judge Doverss 
would not object, for he says he will obey it until it is re- 
versed. Somebody has to reverse that decision, since itis 
made, and we mean to reverse it, and we mean to do it 
peaceably. : é i A i 

“ What are the uses of decisions of courts? They have 
two uses. As rules of property, they have two uses, First; 
they decide upon the question before the court... They de- 
| cide in this case that Dred Scottis aslave. Nobody re- 
sists that. Not only that, but they say to everybody clse, 
that persons standing justas Dred Scott stands, are as he is. 
| That is, they say that when a question comes-up upon an- 
other person, it will be so decided again, unless the court 
decides in another way, unless the court overrules its decis- 
ion.. Well, we mean to do what we can to have the court, 
decide the other way. : Phat is one thitg we mean to 
do.¥—Lincoln and Douglas Debates, p20. © >: 

Inregard to what would ‘be the course of thi 
Republican party towards our southern brethren 
in the event of its accession to. power, Mr. Lir. 
coln, addressing himself to Kentuckians, said ih 
his Cincinnati speech: - ; aed 

& We mean to treat you, as near as we possibly can, as 
Washington, Jefferson, and Madison, treated you. We 


1 mean to feave you alone, and in no way tointerfere with your 


institution ; to abide by all and every compromise of the 
Constitution; and, in a word, coming back to. the original 
| proposition, to treat you, so far as degenerated men (if we 
i have degenerated) may, according to the examples of those 
noble fathers--Washington, Jefferson, and Madison. « We 
mean to remember that you are as good as we; that there 
is no difference between us, other, than, the difference of 
circumstances. We mean to recognize and bear in mind 
always that youl have as good hearts in your bosoms as 
other people, or as we claim to have, and treat you accord: 
ingly.”—Lineoln and Douglas Debates, p. 263. i 

In his speech at Ottawa, Mr. Lincoln 
says: ce i 

‘< F will say here, while upon the subject, that I have-no 
purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere with the institu- 
tion of slavery in the States where it exists. I believe I 
have no lawful right to do so, and [ have no inclination to 


further 


doso. I have no purpose to introduce political and social 
equality between the white and the black races.’ There is 
a physical difference between the two, which, in my judg- 


ment, will probably forever forbid their living together npon 
| the footing of perfect equality ; and inasmuciras it becomes 
| a necessity that wicre must be a difference, F, as well as” 
| Judge Doveras, am in favor of the race to which E belong 
having the superior position. 1 have never said. anything 


i| to the contrary; but I hold that, notwithstanding all this, 


there is no reason in the world why the negro is not enti- 
| tied to all the natural rights enumerated in the Declaration 
| of Indepondenec—the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit. , 


| of happiness? —Lincoln and Douglas Debates, p. 75, 


| publican State ticket was triumphantly elected; 
| Mr. Lincoln triumphed by the popular voice. 
! The candidates for the Legislature friendly to Mr, 
| Lincoln received more votes than the candidates 
| friendly to Judge Doveras, and Lincoln. was only 


| defeated for Senator by an iniquitous and unjust 
apportionment, which stifled the voice of the ma- 


:strongly tending || jority. 
to Abolitionism as any audience in the State of [linois, ij ; 
Ji 


The entire vote for the Lincoln candidates for the Legista- 


jj TRIG WARS indy wen eaean sean nase seereis es vas AIO 


The entire vote for the Dovexas candidates for the 
| Legislature was. ev seee cbs ADE, IOD 


Lincoin leading Doveras in the popular vote.ss.2 4,185 


La 


as that; but all that { am. doing is refusing to obey it asn feo 
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I have thus, Mr. Chairman, briefly adverted-to 
the private history and public life of Mr. Lincoln, 
and hoth commend him to the country asa worthy 
candidate ofa great and patriotic party, for Pres- 
ident-of the United States. His nomination has 
touched the. popular heart, and has.been received 
with approbation everywhere. The masses of the 
people are rallying under- the flag of the man of 
their choice, and they will bear him to the presi- 
dential chair by an overwhelming majority. Dis- 
satisfaction at the results of the Chicago conven- 
tion now only exists among our Democratic 
brethren. ‘They profess to think we did not nom- 
inate the proper man, and shed “ crocodile tears” 
over the defeat of the nomination of a candidate 
whom they-have hunted through his. whole polit- 
ical career by a persistent malignity, without par- 
allel in the history of the country. Such sympa- 
thy, under such. circumstances, is no new thing. 
It was exhibited in the case of Mr. Clay, when 
Géneral Taylor was nominated over him in 1848. 
The Democrats were then very much troubled at 
the great mistake the Whigs made in throwing 
overboard their great leader, Mr. Clay, and nom- 
inating the hero of Buena Vista. I know of no 
better reply to all this, than Mr. Lincoln made in 
a speech.in this House on the 27th day of July, 
1848: 


“Mr. Speaker, let our Democratic friends be comforted 
with the assurance that we are content with our position, 
content with our company, and content with our candi- 
date; and that, although they in their gencrous sympathy 
think we ought to be miscrabie, we really are not, and that 
they may dismiss the great anxiety they have on our ac- 
count.” =— Congressional Globe, vol. 19, p. 1043. 


The Republican party prefers to make its own 
nominations, as itis able to manage its own con- 
cerns in its own way. This party is the most 
imposing reunion of men for a patriotic object 
which this country has ever known. ‘All good 
men, of all parties, who desire to see the Govern- 
ment rescued from its present degradation, and 
who would stay the further spread of slavery, can 
unite upon the candidates and the platform of the 
Chicago convention. The hope which Mr. Lin- 
coln ee! in the I}hnois campaign of 1858, 
should be realized in the great contest upon which 
we have now entered. In-his speech at Freeport, 
Mr. Lincoln said: 

‘Por my part, I do hope that all of us, entertaining a 
common sentiment in opposition to what appears to us a 
design to nationalize and perpetuate slavery, will waive 
minor differences on questions which either belong to the 
dead past or the distant future, and all pull togemer in this 
struggle?-—Lincoln and Douglas Debates, p. 107. 


vi 


‘The success of the Republican party, which 
has been inaugurated by the nomination of Mr. 
Lincoln, will bring with it great dutics and grave 
responsibilities, A strict observance of the Con- 

» stitution and an inflexible administration of the 
law must be its rule. It must practice the most 
rigid economy in every department of the Gov- 
ernment; repress. with a vigorous hand all abuses 
that have crept into its administration; bring about 
fraternal feeling; reanimate industry; clear out 
the pathways, and spread the sails of commerce. 
It must save the common Territorics of the Uni- 
ted States from the curse of slavery; reéstablish 
the public credit, and restore confidence between 
manand.man, The immediate reéstablishment 
of the public good must be its first great object, 
and the peace and prosperity of the country will 

sbe assured. : 
o Mr. Lincoln has been but little in public life, 
and he will come into the presidential chair ‘fresh 
from the people,” with ‘no friends to reward, 
and no enemics to punish.” He has no compli- 
„cations with politicians, cliques, or factions, and 
no outstanding promises requiring yedemption. 
One of the people, taken up by the people, he will 
be the President of the people. In him there are 
united the elements which challenged the confi- 
dence of the convention which nominated him, 
and of the people who willelect him. He is em- 
phatically a representative man; and, by the sim- 
plicity of his manners, and the purity of his pri- 
vate life, hc is the type of the virtues which belong 
toagreat Republic. There isan inflexible patriot- 
ism in his heart, and he has the incorruptibility 


of Republican principles in his soul. He has.doc- | 


trines, not hatreds, and is without ambition, ex- 
cept to do good, and serve his country. 
n these days, when corruption, prodigality, 


and.venality have reached the very vitals of the 
Government, the people have at last found an 
honest man to administer the affairs of the nation 
inthe spiritin-which our institutions were founded; 
a man whose name has ever been the synonym 
of probity.and honor; whose: reputation, in. all 
the relations of private life, is without- blemish, 
as his public career is without reproach. No 
man ever has, and no man ever can, place his 
finger-upon a single dishonorable or improper act 
of his life. He stands to-day, asa private citi- 
zenand public man, wnassailed and unassailable— 

te An HONEST MAN, the noblest work of God.” 

Of no man cari it more truly be said: 
& His life is gentle; and the clements 


So mixed in him, that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, this is a man.” 


THE FILLIBUSTERING POLICY OF THE SHAM 
DEMOCRACY. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN J. PERRY, 
OF MAINE, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 29, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. PERRY said: 

Mr. Crairnman: Would the interests of the 
American people be promoted by the acquisition 
of foreign territory to the Government of the 
United States? This question has been thrust 
upon the country by a class of men, better known 
as frecbooters and fillibusters, who hang around 
our cities and large towns, plotting robbery and 
treason. We hcar of them in New York, Mobile, 
New Orleans, and other large commercial cities, 
when perhaps the next telegraph wafts the news 
that these banditti of adventurers have set sail for 
some foreign port, to rob and murder the peacc- 
able citizens of acountry bearing the most friendly 
relations to our own Government. 

These lawless men would have but a poor no- 
toriety, were these schemes and plots universally 
denounced and frowned down by the great body 
of law-abiding citizens in the country. What 

„are the facts? A great political organization in 
the United States has indorsed their wicked pol- 
icy, and given an assumed dignity to fillibustering, 
which it never could otherwise have acquired. 
It has stepped in as godfather to these guerrilla 
robbers, and raised an issue in the political arena 
which must be met and settled. .Thatissue I now 
propose to mect in the broad field of discussion. 

While American citizens, upon American soil, 
in the States of this Union, under the broad ban- 
ner of the ‘stars and stripes,” merely for enter- 
taining opinions expressed and handed down to 
them by the very men who founded this Repub- 
lic, were being driven by mob violence from their 
homes and firesides, and compelled to flee to other 
States to save themselves from the hands of the 
assassins; while others, for the same causes, 
were being seized, thrust into prisons, insulted, 
whipped, tarred and feathered, the President ex- 
presses no sympathy for them—insultingly passes 
over these outrages witha studied silence, piously 
turns his cyes away to Mexico, and says: 

« Large numbers of our citizens have been arrested and 
imprisoned without any form of examination, or any Op- 
portunity for a hearing; and even when released have only 
obtained their liberty after much suffering aud injury, and 
without any hope of redress.” 

Yes, sir; like the improvident, inhuman father, 
he leaves his own family to the tender mercies of 
lawless violence, and sits down and weeps over 
the imaginary ills of his neighbor. 


hole on the 


same message he further says: 


“T regret to inform you that there has been no improve- 
ment in the affairs of Mexico since my last annual message, 


gress to the unhappy condition of that Republic.” 


are unworthy his notice, while he here ‘* asks the 
earnest attention of Congress to the unhappy con- 
dition of a rorrien Republic.’’ 


I do not wish to misrepresent him, I will lethim 
answer for himself. 


But Mr. Buchanan does not stop here. In the | 


and I am again obliged to ask the earnest attention of Con | 


The wrongs and+insuits to American citizens į 


But what is the remedy proposed by the Pres- | 
ident for the reliefof this suffering Republic? As} 


; jurisdiction over it. 


In the same message he further says: 


& For these reasons, I recommend to Congress to pass a 
law authorizing the President, under such conditions as 
they may deém expedient, to employ a sufficient inilitary 
force to enter Mexico for the purpose of obtaining-indeni- 
nity for the past and security for the future.” 


-Not satisfied with this, he further claims to be 


-clothed with despotic power when he says: 


“ F repeat the recommendation contained in my last an- 
nual message, that authority may be given to the President 
to establish one or more temporary military posts across 
the Mexican line in Sonora and Chihuahua.” 

The war-making power is wisely reserved by 
the Constitution in Congress—an independent, 
coordinate branch of the Government—yet the 
President has theaudacity to demand of Congress 
power to ‘cross the Mexican line,”’ establish 
«military posts’’ on foreign soil, without the con- 
sent of the Government which has the lawful 
He further asks a ‘suffi 
cient MILITARY FORCE TO ENTER Mexico, for the 
purpose of obtaining indemnity for the past, and 
security for the future.” 

What is the true significance of all this? 

War! War! my Lord.” 


The President asks tobe made a despot. Clothed 
with this power, like a military tyrant, he pro- 
poses to invade a neighboring confederacy, plant 
‘military posts,” and with the sword in one hand, 
and the decrees of a dictator in the other, estab- 
lish a military despotism over Mexico. 

But the President not only demands the Army 
to enable him to make war with Mexico, but, 
under the artful pretense of protecting our transit 
routes to the Pacific coast, he asks the naval force 
of the country to be placed at his command. He 
says: 

“J deem it to be my duty once, more earnestly to recom- 
mend to Congress the passage of a law authorizing the Pres- 
ident to employ the naval force at his command for the 
purpose of protecting the lives and property of American 
citizens passing in transit across the Panama, Nicaragua, 
and Tehauntepec routes against sudden and lawless out- 


| breaks and depredations.” 


Such is another demand made in his last annual 
message. This means war upon Central America, 
The old Ostend Chief is not satisfied with all 
this. He asks the Army,the Navy, and then, to 
vest himself with all the powers of a Russian 
autocrat, he demands the ‘purse’? of the nation. 

Again listen to an extract from his message: 

& I necd not repeat the arguments which I urged in my 
Jast annual message in favor of the acquisition of Cuba by 
fair purchase. My opinions on that measure remain un- 
changed. I therefore again invite the serious attention of 
Congress to this important subject.’? N 

What were the “arguments” urged in a former 
message to which he “again invites the serious 
attention of Congress??? In his message to Con- 
gress, December 6, 1858, he adopts the stereo- 
typed arguments that have been in the mouths of 

Suban fillibusters for years in favor of acqui- 
sition, and winds off with the demand that ‘he 
should be intrusted with the means of making an 
advance to the Spanish Government, immediately 
after the signing of the treaty, without awaiting 
the ratification of it by the Senate.” In response 
to this demand of the President, his Democratic 
friends in the Senate reported a bill, and under- 
took to force-it through Congress, placing in his 
hands ruirtry miLLion dollars; and this, too, 


|! when we were compelled to borrow money to 


keep us from national bankruptcy. Having fairly 
stated the positions assumed by the President, I 
add that other undeniable fact, that his foreign 
policy is the policy of the Democratic party of this 
country. The ingenious and elaborate speech of 
the distingutshed gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] 
upon “ Mexican affairs,” made in this House on 
the 19th of March, is evidence direct to the point. 

It becomes here an important inquiry, what are 
the ultimate results sought to be obtained by this 
course of policy? But one answer can given. It 
means the annexation of Cuba, Mexico, and Cen- 
tral America, to the Government of the. United 
States. 

Would these acquisitions be wise, expedient, 
and would they promote the interests of the coun- 
try? This is the issue, and I meet it with an 
emphatic negation, 

Before proceeding with my argument, I desire 
to say that I am not the advocate of the doctrine 


| that no contingency can ever arise in which 'the 


acquisition of foreign territory would be justifi- 
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able as a matter of sound national policy. I be- 
lieve that every proposition of this kind must 
stand or fall upon its own merits, independent of 
the opcrations of any arbitrary rules. 


Again I assert, there is a marked distinction to | 


be made between the acquision of foreign terri- 
tory in its wilderness state, and territory already 
peopled. Elay it down as a sound rule, subject 
only.to the exceptions incident to all general 
rules, that it. is against a sound national policy 
ever to acquire foreign territory, already tnhab- 
ited, unless the people thereof, by their virtue 
and intelligence,are ited for self-government. 

„1. My first objection to the acquisition of for- 
eign soil is based upon the fact that we now have. 
territory enough for all purposes. We have a 
sufficient extent of sea-coast and inland communi- 
cations, through gulfs, lakes, and navigable riv- 
ers, all lined with good and safe harbors, to an- 
swer all the wants and necessities of navigation 
and commerce. 

Our country abounds in all the rich resourses 
of mineral wealth, and is interspersed all over 
with forests, yielding an abundant supply of wood 
and timber. For agricultural purposes, our re- 
sources àre inexhaustible. According to the cen- 


sus of 1850, we had J,763,363,684 acres of land | 


in the limits of the Union—of this, aboutone sixth, 
or 293,560,614 acres, including improved and un- 
improved, were occupied; leaving 1,467,803,070 
acres unoccupied. 

From the same census, it appears that the aver- 
age amount of land in a single farm was 203 acres. 
Allowing that one fifth instead of one sixth of the 
whole territory is now occupied, it would make, 
at 200 acres of land to the farm, 7,045,455 farms 
yet to be accupied. So that, taking the popula- 
tion of 1850 and the ratio of land then occupied, 
compared with the residue unoccupied, we now 
have land enough for agricultural purposes to sus- 
tain a population of more than one hundred and 
thirty million. Thus it will be seen we now have 
land enough to sustain the prospective population 
of this country for more than a century to come. 

2. Lam opposed to the further acquisition of 
territory, on account of the cost. 

The Secretay of the Treasury, in his report to 
the present Congress, says that the public debt of 
the United States on the Ist of July, 1858, was 
$25,155,977 66; and on the 30th of June, 1859, 
$58,754,699 33.. From this it appears the present 
Administration has in a single year run us in debt 
$33,597,721 67. The President, in his last an- 
nual message, informs the country that, in car- 
rying on the Government for the last fiscal year, 
it cost the cnormous sum of $88,090,787 11. 

Here is the mortifying spectacle presented to 
the American people, of a President, the repre- 
sentative of a party calling itself ‘ Democratie,” 
absorbing the whole revenue of the Government, 
borrowing forty million, and more than doubling 
the public debt in a single year, at the same time 
calling upon Congress to vote him $30,000,000, 
to be used as an advance payment to Spain for 
the purchase of Cuba. All this has been done 
by Mr. Buchanan, with a full knowledge on his 
part that our Government, upon one occasion at 
least, secretly offered Spain two hundred million 
for Cuba, and that Government refused to enter- 
tain the proposition for a moment. 

The President has not only been intriguing for 
Cuba, but his paid emissaries have been platting 
with Juarez for Sonora, Chihuahua, and Lower 
California, in Mexico. 


and his party. 


The amount of purchase money paid is, after | 


all, a small item, compared with the expense en- 
tailed upon us by the annexation of foreign ter- 
ritory. Past history proves this. Florida cost 
us originally but five million; yet there followed 
a war against the Indians, and to hunt fugitive 
slaves who had taken refuge among them, which 
took from the national Treasury more than one 
hundred million. 


Texas, when she was annexed, was said to j 


come in without cost to us; yet we paid ten mil- 
lion to settle her boundary claim, ten million 
more for her indemnity claim, and seven million 
seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars for her 
creditors, by act of the Thirty-Third Congress. 


A permanent national | 
debt, to drag down the people by ruinous exor- | 
bitant taxation, is the policy of James Buchanan | 


| Mexican war, which cost us, according tothe re= 
portof the Secretary of Warin 1851, $217,175,575.: 
|| Unless the fillibustering schemes of Mr: Buch- 
anan and his party can be intercepted by hurling 
them from power, they will entail a public: debt 
upon the American people, eternal as that of: Eng- 
i land; which nation, great and powerful as she’is,: 
isin the hands of the money power—while the: 


the throne, greater than the throne itself.” 
3. To acquire foreign territory at the present 


Powers. Ihave already alluded to the Mexican 
war which followed as one of the fruits of the 
annexation of Texas. No portion of Mexico 
could be annexed, by negotiation and treaty, 
without leading to belligerent demonstrations on 
|| the part of some of the factions in that distracted 
| country. 
| mon in the city of Mexico. Any kind of treaty 
that our Government could make with Juarez, 
for the annexation of Lower California, Chihua- 
hua, Sonora, or any other Mexican State, would 
be casus belli with the Miramon party. In proof 
| of this, let me call your attention to the fact that 
the capture of the two Mexican steamers. before 
| Vera Cruz, by Captain Tarner—an act, in my 
| judgment, unwise and indiscreet, if not contrary 
to the law of nations, was followed bya decree 
of Miramon, ordering the Americans out of the 
country, and their property confiscated. And I 
am not certain that Miramon has not a right-to 
| protest against the acts of Captain Turner; for, 


conduct, they do it at the expense of claiming 
what they emphatically denied to England in the 
Gulf two years ago, and that, too, at the hazard 
| of a collision with the British Government. It 


ii and navies, and crush out and conquer the Mira- 
| mon Government. So we could; and so we 
| could, with a spirit of vandalism, overrun and 
| conquer all Mexico; but it would be a'sin against 
God, an outrage upon a weak neighboring Repub- 
lic, and an eternal disgrace to the Ainerican name. 
| Itis these collisions ‘and difficulties that I am ar- 
| guing against. I would avoid thèm by minding 
our own business, taking care of our own affairs, 
and leave other nations to settle their difficulties 
| in their own way. 

Again: we never can annex Cuba to this Gov- 
i| ernment, without disturbing the peaceable rela- 
i tions existing between usand the European Pow- 
ers, England would never suffer Cuba to become 
ja French province, without her national inter- 
ference; neither would France suffer her to pass 
under the British Crown, and both of these great 
| Powers would unite against her annexation to the 
| United States. It is no answer to my argument 
'| to say that if we should purchase Cuba it would 
be none of their business: I am dealing with the 
| fact, and not with the right or wrong of the matter, 
| sofaras Englandand Franceareconcerned. Every 
| man who has a thimbleful of statesmanship in 
‘his brains, must know, and does know, that all 
| past-attempts on our part to negotiate with Spain 
i for the purchase of Cuba have been looked upon 
| with a jealous, watchful eye, by both of these 
| Governments; and, upon more than one occasion, 
| both the English and French ministry, in their 
| diplomatic intercourse with Spain, have formally 
<: protested’? against any such act on her part. 


continue to maintain, a policy adverse to chattel 
negro slavery. 

4. The annexation of foreign territory corrupts 
the ballot-box, and morc especially would this be 
true by the acquisition of Cuba, or any portion 
l; of Mexico, or Central America. 
| ‘The purity of the ballot-box is the only safety 
i ofa Republic. Destroy this, and you destroy the 
|! whole superstructure. Virtue and intelligence are 
i our only safeguards in this respect. Men, to vote 
| 
q 

i 


understandingly, must possess intelligence; they 
should understand at least something of our lan- 


i discharge of this duty, they should understand 

i the theory and practical operation of our Govern- 
ment. 

| No intelligent statesman will : controvert the 


This was not all; her annexation. led to-the: 


Rothschilds and Barings are a “ power. behind. 


time would involve us in difficulties with foreign: 


Juarez rules at Vera Cruz, and Mira- | 


notwithstanding the Administration justify his | 


i may be said, in reply, we could send our armies | 


Both of these Governments have adopted, and | 


| 


low the annexation of alker-any of the temiter 


premises here assuméd. Arguing fron thesé; Jet: 
us look at the-condition of things thet would fols 


above referred-to. In-order tóa rightunderstan 
ing of this, the character of the. os tithe het 
ritory would bring with it should be:explained: 

In’ Cuba, according to’ Colton’s: -Geographyy 
there -were,.in: 1850, 1;009,060: inhabitants. 08 
this population, 509,998 were whites, 176,647: free 
blacks, and 268,717 slaves. Of the white popula- 
tion, 90,000 were Spaniards, 25,000 Canary Fs 
anders, 3,000 French, 1,000 English; and abou 
3,000 North Americans. The people; asa mass, 
are grossly-ignorant. According to:tle sameaue: 
thor, there are but 460 teachersin primary schools: 
in the whole island. According to the ‘best stae? 
tistics I can gather upon the subject,not one child: 
in fifty has any means of education affordedithem: 
whatever. i es 

Let us now turn our attention to:Mexico, and 
take a look at the character of her population: 
The Republic of Mexico is divided:into twenty- 
one States, three Territories, and one federal: 
district. -According to the censusi of 1851, she 
had a population of 7,661,520 souls. Colton, in: 
his Geography, which is as good authority. asany: 
we have on. the ‘subject, says that this population’ 
is divided up as follows: Whites, 1,000,000;! Ene 
dians, 4,000,000; negroes, 6,000; yabos, mulata 
toes, quadroons; and quinteroons, 2,655;520. The: 
most gross ighorance everywhere prevails inthe 
Confederacy.“ We may be assured,” says Tejady 
“that at least three fourths of the inhabitants do 
not know that there is such a thing as an A BG 
in the world.” They are almost entirely desti- 
tute of schools. In the city of Mexico, with a 


| population of 200,000, they had in 1850 but 129 
: schools, and about 7,000 scholars. 
| than one seventh of the population white, and. 


Here are less. 


they are made up mainly of Spaniards and other 
foreigners, all speaking a foreign language. 

I now pass to Central America. This is divided 
into five States, or Provinces, as follows: Guate- 
mala, San Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua, and 
Costa Rica. These havea population of 23019,060. 
This is exclusive of all Indians who: are not-di- 
rectly incorporated in the civilorganization. of the 
several States, Ofthe population of Central Amer- 
ica, about three fifths are Indians; three tenths 
mixed Indians and whites, called Ladinos; one 


| tenth descendants of the whites, and the remainder 


negroes, sambos, &c. In these States ignorance 
everywhere reigns. Another fact I wish to put 
in here. There is but one religion inCuba, Mex- 
ico, and Central America. That is Roman Cath- 
olic, and established by. law. : Por ae 

Now, Mr. Chairman, can any man in the whole 
country be so blind that he cannot sce the conse- 
quences of all this, so far as it would affect the 
purity of elections? Talk about these uncivilized, 
ignorant, mixed races being capable of self-¢ov- 
ernment—understanding how to vote, or who to 
votefor. Itisallamonstrous absurdity. Annex 
Cuba, Mexico, Central America—either or all— 
and you inject the very poison of death into the 
life-blood that gives vitality to republican. insti- 
tutions, : 

5. The transfer of an ignorant foreign populas 
tion to our Government would demoralize us asa 
people. oe 

Vice is generally. the handmaid of ignorance. 
I have spoken of the effects of ignorance and su- 
perstition apon the political institutions of our 
country. No people can successfully govern 
themselves, and make their institutions perma- 
nent, unless they are under the influences of a 
Christian civilization. The very idea of self-gov- 
ernment involves this principle. We see it de- 
reloped and demonstrated in communities all over 
the country. Gointo any community, North or 
South, East or West, and wherever you find ig- 
norance and bigotry, there you will find viceand 
wickedness. The latter is the legitimate fruit of 
the former. Just in the same proportion as we 
elevate or lowerthe standard of a sound Christian 
morality, so in the same degree we strengthen or 
weaken. our Government. The introduction ofa 
degraded, half-civilized element among our peo- 
ple, disturbs the great moral equilibrium. It pulls 
down the scale of moral excellence which grad- 
uates our national Christianity. Bring among 
us the untutored, unlearned, bigoted masses of 
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Guba, Mexico, and Central America, a wild horde 
of. mixed races, who have no fixed standard of 
morals; and who. can: fail to see and understand 
the. consequences to the American people ina 
moral point of view? : a ‘ 
6. To acquire new territory is to load. down 
the: people -with additional taxation, and add a 
large amount to our. annual national expendi- 
tures. i : ate a 

-Our annual expenses now exceed eighty million 
dollars. Thirty years ago, they were only about 
fifteen million. Suppose Cuba, or Mexico, or 
Central America annexed‘to us: how would you. 
govern them? I have shown they were in no 
condition to adopt self-government. ‘The restrain- 
ing; controlling influences of American civiliza- 
tion would have no influence over.them. They 
are in no degree “Americanized.” They are 
ignorant of our institutions, laws, and customs. 
The high moral considerations and love of patri- 
otism which prompt loyal American citizens. to 
obey the laws oftheir country, would be to them 
considerations weaker than the flimsy texture of | 
a.spider’s web.. ‘There is but one answer to the i 
qüestion: they would have to be governed by a.) 
military, despotism. They have been educated 
to this modc of government. In Mexico, military i 
chieftains have ruled the country for years. They |) 
govern it now. If the people were capable of || 
self-government, these military despots would be 
powerless, so far as their schemes of personal | 
ambition are concerned. i 

So it is with Cuba. The people there are gov- į 
erncd by.a standing army. Nothing but military | 
force keeps them in subjection, Jn 1851, the Span- | 
ish Government kept. in Cuba sixteen regiments | 
of infantry, composed of 17,600 men; two battal- į; 
ions of cavalry, of 1,808 men; one battalion of H 
artillery, of 1,500 men; one company of engineers, 
of 130 men. Total-standing army, 21,038. To 
these should: be added one company of sappers 
and miners. From their exposed condition and | 
extensive sea-coast, the same Government sup- | 

lies a naval force of twenty-five vessels, carry- 
ing 219 guns, and manned by 3,000 scamen, Just | 
look at the army and naval expenditures in gov- | 
erning the island for a single year, (1851:) 


Naval appropriations. sss sssssress « $2,045,004 


Military uppropriations.....scesseeeseeererees 55,028,901 
Totals.ssessssposesneresresrrre seee 7,073,905 || 
To these add civil appropriations. 1,841,010 |) 
Miscellancous appropriations.. srissesresereere 1,300,731 || 
——_ || 
Total expenses, 1851 ....eeceeeee eee eee eee 10,215,648 |} 


This was in 1851. Since that time the expenses | 
of Government have largely increased. i 
These items comprise only the annual expend- | 
itures, and do not embrace the enormous outlay i 
of raising, clothing, and equipping an army, and | 
building and manning ships for a navy. Should 
we purchase Cuba, the Spanish army and navy || 
would be withdrawn, and our Treasury would be i 
plundered of its millions and tens of millions to | 
meet this outlay. | 
I have before me the Army Register of the 
United States for 1860, published by order of the 
Secretary of War. From this it appears we have 
a standing Army (inclusive) of 12,931 men. 
According to the report of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury (ix. Doc. No. 3) made to this Congress, 
there were paid out of the Treasury, for ‘¢ service 
of War Department,’ $23,243,822 38, for the f 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1859. Of this sum, |; 
$16,534,611 55 were for the “Army proper.” Aii 
proposition to annex Cuba is a proposition to | 
increase our standing Army from 12,931 to 33,969, |i 
almost treble it; and to saddle on to the people of | 
this country the additional expense of raising, | 
arming, and clothing an army of over twenty | 
thousand men, building and manning ‘an addi- | 
i 
H 
i 


i 
} 
} 
i 
1 
1 

{ 


tional navy of twenty-five ships, and then paying 
out of the national Treasury annucliy more than | 
seven million dollars to support it. Ina word, it | 
ig a proposition to tax the people ten or twelve į 
million dollars annually, and that to acquire a 
territory containing only about a million inhab- | 
itants. i 

If we change the scene from Cuba to Mexico | 
and Central America, we have the same homely | 
picture presented before us. We find a people į 
equally uncivilized —equally incapable of seltgov- ! 


ij to hokd that territory. 
! is suited to the cultivation of cotton, sugar, and rice. 


my opinion, we must, and we are compelied to, expand in ; 
that direction, and tis perpetuate it—a hundred or a thou- + 


tendered, and it should be as frankly met. 


ernment. Nothing but a strong military force 
would compel them to observe our laws and rè- 
spect our institutions. The acquisition of this 
territory would compel us to dot it all over with 
military posts. These would have-to be manned 
with detachments from the regular Army. Then 


would follow a large increase of our regular Army- 


force, as a matter of absolute necessity. These 
posts would have to be furnished with supplies 
at a prodigious expense. : 

To purchase the territory-to which I have ealled 
the attention of the House and the country, or 
any considerable portion of the same, would be 
plunging us into debt, and creating an annual 
drain upon the Treasury of millions and tens of 
millions, to be paid in taxes upon the people, in 
addition to the enormous annual expenses now 
heaped upon them by the prodigality and corrup- 
tion of the national Administration. 


7. The annexation of territory would spread, | 


strengthen, and perpetuate African slavery. 
Whatever the people living in the slave States 
of this Union may think or say respecting the 
institution of slavery, people in the free States 
believe it a great moral, social, and political evil. 
Acting upon these convictions, they believe it to 
be their duty to useall legal constitutional means 
to prevent its extension into frec territory, 
What would be the effect of the acquisition of 
Mexico to the United States, so far as it relates 


to the question of African slavery? Slavery now į 
has no legal existence in that country; would the | 


annexation of Mexican States change their do- 
mestic institutions? I could quote largely from 


the speeches and writings of southern gentlemen | 


to show why they desire the transfer of a part or 


the whole of Mexico to this Government; to show | 


the motive power which impels them to favor this 
acquisition of foreign territory, but neither time 
nor the limits of my speech will allow it. I will, 
however, make a single extract from a speech 
delivered in this House in the early part of the 
session, by a leading member of the Democratic 
arty, an honorable member from Mississippi, 
Me SincLeton.] That gentleman said: 
“The question now is, if we sever the connection which 


binds us and the North together, how are we to preserve 
the institution of slavery? ‘here is but one mode by which, 


in my humble judgment, it can be perpetuated for any con- | 
We may fail in that, but ecr- | 


stdcrable number of years. 
tainly it is the snrest chance offered us to preserve it. That 
mode is by expansion, and that expa 


ment there. It is, to alt intents and purposes, defunct; and 
we have the right, to the exclusion of all others, to admin- 
ister upon the estate; and when we have wound it up, there 
being no better heirs than ourselves, we will be compelled 


sand years, it may be.” 


When they talk to us about the acquisition of į 


Mexico, it means the ‘‘ expansion and PERPET- 
vation’ of slavery. This is the issue frankly 
Let 
there be no dodging among northern Democrats. 
This “ expansion” policy is the policy of the 
Democratic party, North and South. It is the pol- 
icy urged by the exccutive head of the party in the 
White House. The reasons urged by the De- 
mocracy and the South in favor of the acquisition 


of Mexico, are the very reasons which compel ; 


the people of the free States to oppose it. We want 
the people of the free States to know where they 


stand upon this question. To vote with the Dem- | 


ocratie party is to vote for the policy and schemes 


of pro-slavery extensionists. The raid of William į; 


Walker into Nicaragua, and of the fillibusters 
who lost their lives in Sonora, were both prose- 
cated with a view to the extension of the slave 
power of the country, The annexation of Cuba 
would bring with it its slavery; for no treaty can 
ever be made for its purchase, without a stipula- 
tion guarantying vested rights in whatever is 
there deemed property. It would add to the slave 
population of this country about three hundred 
thousand, besides a large number of free blacks. 
When admitted as a State, it would come in a 
slave State. Its representation in both Houses 
of Congress would be a reinforcement to the pro- 
slavery interests of the country in that depart- 
ment of the Government. 

8. My last general objection to the acquisition 


; siou must be in the | 
direction of Mexico. At present there is mo settied govern- 


That will afford us an outlet for | 
| slavery. There is in Mexico a large extentof territory that 
Tut 


of Cuba, Mexico, or Central America, is found in 
the fact that a consummation of these fillibuster- 
ing schemes would tend to a dissolution of the 
Union. F ; 

Whether or not. the Union is really in danger, 
is a question about which there is a difference of 
opinion. That it has been violently threatenedy 
all who have watched passing events must admit. 
These threats have come from the Democratie 
party in the South.. My own judgment is, that 
they will not at present, if ever, be carried into 
execution. This conclusion is based upon the as- 
sumption that I believe has all the stubbornness 
of a fact—that an overwhelming majority of the 
people, both North and South, are opposed to dis- 
union; and so long as this is the case, politicians 
can never disrupt the Government. Yet we have 
disturbing elements in our Government, and one 
of them is the agitating question of slavery. 

As a necessary sequence to convert free into 
slave territory, or to acquire territory already 
covered with slavery, is to add to the excitement 
and agitation which already exists. If the slave- 
holding States, or any portion of them, have a 
serious intention of seceding from the Union, 
what would be their natural policy? Most cer- 
tainly, to fortify themselves with as large an area 
of slave territory as: possible. If the South re- 
volt, and succeed in their attempts at revolution, 
then there is but one contingency talked about— 
to wit, a ‘southern Republic.” If a southern Re- 
public is calculated upon by the secessionists and 
nullifiers, what policy would naturally suggest 
itself in anticipation of that event? Purchase 
Cuba, make the Federal Government pay for 
it, go down into Mexico with the fillibustering 
schemes and piots of James Buchanan and his 
party, under the false pretense of bringing peace 
! to a distracted people; then declare ‘ war exists 
by the act of Mexico,” go into a fight, seize Chi- 
huahua, Sonora,and some half dozen other States, 
and again rob the national Treasury to pay some 
Mexican military usurper for turning traitor and 
selling offa country over which he had no legal con- 
trol; fit out Walker, Captain Kidd, or some other 
roving pirate, to make a descent upon Nicaragua, 
Costa Rica, and the rest of Central America, and 
bring itinto subjection for the special benefit of the 
peculiar institution, ‘Then overrun Mexico and 
Central America with slavery, until you have 
Cuba and some half dozen new slave States. Do 
this, and the South would then be in some condi- 
tion to go out of the Union and establish a great 
southern Confederacy. Ido not say the men who 
advocate the acquisition of Cuba, Mexico, and 
Central America, are actuated by any treason 
plots. I am only demonstrating what would 
scem to be the policy that would dictate in a 
given contingency. 

Mr. Chairman, before I sit down, it is due to 
those who are the advocates of this policy that I 
should notice some of the arguments used in its 
favor; but the brief time allowed us under the 
hour rule will compel me to be brief upon these 
points. 

1. Itis said we want Cuba for a military post; 
that it is the great key to the Gulf of Mexico,and 
is essential to the protection of our extensive com- 
merce upon those waters. Almost any amount 
of patriotic declamation has been expended upon 
this point. A single fact put into the case ex- 
plodes this whole theory. The passage on the east 
side of the island to the capes of Florida is more 
than eighty miles; and onthe west side, from Cuba 
to Yucatan, it is more than a hundred miles. You 
can build your fortifications on either or both 
sides of these wide channels, and then it would 
| be outof their power to molest, even in the small- 
est degree, the fleets of the world that might pass 
and repass at pleasure. This is a full, complete, 
and conclusive answer to the assumption that 
Cuba is necessary to us in a military point of 
view. -If it be said a nevy, in case of the annex- 
ation of Cuba, could be put upon these waters to 
protect our commerce, I answer that is abandon- 
ing yourargument. Navies protect our commerce 
upon the broad expanse of oceans. 

When you change the issue from military posts 
and fortifications to war steamers and naval fleets, 
which float upon seas, oceans, gulfs, and rivers, 
the world over, you abandon your own chosen 
I| position, and serve notice upon your opponents 
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that you give it up. But, as the friends of Cuban 
annexation. often quote from a letter written b 
Mr.: Jefferson to: President Madison, dated April 
27, 1809,:upon the probable policy of Napoleon, 
I will give a shortextract from the same, in which 
Mr. Jefferson, in speaking of the acquisition of | 
foreign territory, said: 

“ Nothing should ever. be accepted which-would require 
a@navy lo defend it? A . s 
. 2{t is contended that the annexation of Cuba 
would put an end to the foreign slave trade. 

The President, in his annual message to the 
second session of the last Congress, in speaking 
of the acquisition of Cuba, said: 

“If this were accomplished, the last relic of the African 
slave trade would instantly disappear.” 

Now, ‘with what grace doesa declaration of this 
kind come from Mr. Buchanan, who, in his last 
annual message to this House, virtually admits 
that the foreign slave trade is-now being carried 
on in this country; that at least one cargo of 
slaves from Africa have been landed upon our 
own shores; and that it has been impossible to 
enforce the existing laws against the men engaged 
in it? ; 

We have now in the southern States of this 
Union a large, influential party, who openly ad- 
vocate the repeal of all laws declaring the slave 
trade piracy, Reinforce this party by adding to 
its strength and influence the population of Cuba, 
and then tell me it will tend. to stop the slave 
trade!. Cuba would opén new ports, where slaves 
could be smuggled in, and the infamous traffic, 
instead of being “instantly ” stopped, would be 
greaily increased. Withdraw your African squad- 
ron, leave the grcat ocean track from Africa to 
Cuba and our Gulfports open to the free passage 
of the pirate’s flag, and it would be literally lined 
with piratical ‘* Wanderers,” while the wailings 
of death from the horrors of the middle passage 
would go up to heaven from one end of it to the 
other, 

It may be replied, the “laws ” will put a stop 
to the traffic. But, sir, I ask, in all candor, what 
are all your “laws ” good for, if they cannot be 
enforced? We have laws now, but, for want of | 
power or a disposition, they are not enforced 
against a single transgressor. No man, who is 
wicked and abandoned enough to land a cargo-of 
Africans upon one of our southern coasts, need 
have any fears of being punished under the laws. 

But there is another idea in this connection I 
desire to notice. The President, in his message 
of December 6, 1858, in speaking of our “ difi- 
culties”? with Great Britain, respecting the right 
of search, then happily terminated, said: 

“They could never have arisen, if Cuba had notafforded 
a market for slaves. Whilst the DEMAND FoR SLAVES CON- 
tinues in Cuba, wars will be waged among the petty and 
barbarous chiefs of Africa, for the purpose of seizing sub- 
jects to supply this trade.” 

If Cuba should be annexed to this Government, 
who would supply this ‘demand?’ But one an- 
swer can be given. ‘The importations must come 
from Africa or the United States—either one or 
both. Annexation would increase this ‘demand ” 
for slaves tenfold, if we are to credit the state- 
ments of the friends of the measure. 

In Mr. Siipeiy’s report to the Senate on this 
subject, made January 24, 1859, he said: 
“The soil is fertile”  * > + + 
thirds of the whole island iss 
a tenth part of it is now cultiv 

It is contended annexation would bring the 
whole land under culture; and if so, any. one 
can calculate for himself the immense increased de- 
mand for slave labor it would produce. Taking 
the theory of the friends of the measure, that its 
consummation would put an cnd to the foreign 
slave trade, it brings us perhaps to the real cause 
why the slaveholding interests of the South favor | 
the purchase of Cuba. According to Mr. Sr- 
DELL’s report, from ‘ twenty-five to thirty thou- į 
sand” slaves are annually brought from Africa į 
to Cuba; increase this demand tenfold, and you į 
erect in Cuba a great markét-house for at least 
two hundred and fifty thousand slaves annually, to 
be supplied. from the southern States. 

Annexation would not stop the slave trade, but 
only change it from benighted Africa to the civ- 
ilized southern States of this Confederacy. It | 
would make a GREAT ANNUAL MARKET FOR TWO | 


“Two 
sceptible of culture, and not 
ated.” 


HUNDRED AND FIFTY THOUSAND: SLAYES, TO BE 
RAISED AND SHIPPED. FROM THE SLAVE; STATES. OF: 
THs Union. This is not my theory, or the theory 
of the opponents.of annexation, but the logical 
conclusions legitimately arising from the argu- 
ments of its friends. This, reckoning the price 
of negroes at a fair average, would open a new 
annual trade in human flesh and bones and sinew, 
‘to the South, of nearly two hundred million dollars. 
1 now turn:to some of the arguments addressed 
to the avarive and cupidity of the: North in favor 
of these territorial acquisitions. E 
3. One of the main arguments addressed to the 
consumer is the assumption that it would give us 
cheap sugar. ails 
In Homans’s Cyclopedia of Commerce, it is 
stated that the people of the United States con- 
sumed, in 1857, 628,913,600 pounds of sugar. 
Hon. Mires. Tay.or, a member of this House 
from Louisiana, in a speech on a former occasion, 
stated that his State that year produced the quan- 
tity of 279,697,000 pounds. Vermont manufac- 
tures annually a Jarge amount of maple sugar, 
and more or less. is made in:many other of the 
northern States. We talk about the high price 
of sugar, but very few of the people understand 
how it happens, or how the price can be reduced. 
If they will just look into the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, made-to this Con- 
gress, (Ex. Doc. No. 3,) they will there find that 
the sugar consumers in this country paid, in 1857, 
a tax or duty on that article of $12,832,950 30. 
Thus the people of the United States had taken 
from their pockets almost thirteen million dollars 
in a single year, to protect the sugar growers of 
Louisiana. 1f we want cheap sugar, why not 
take off the onerous duties now levied upon it? 
This would reduce the price at least one fourth. 
If we annex Cuba, the effect would be to let in 
her sugar duty free,and compel the sugar growers 
in Louisiana to sell twenty-four per cent, less. 
But the same results would follow if the article 
was placed on the free list. An honorable mem- 
ber of this House from Louisiana, (Mr. Tayor,] 
in a speech in the last Congress, in speaking of 
| the injury the annexation of Cuba might work to 
the sugar interests of his State, made-an elaborate 
argument to prove that with no tariff duties on 
sugar his constituents could compete withthe 
Cubans, were it not for the low price of labor. in 
į that island, growing out of the importation of 


would stop these importations, raise the price of 
slave labor in Cuba, and in less thana year bring 
up the price of sugar as high without a duty as 
itis now with one. If this theory is true, then 
all this talk about Cuba and cheap sugar is ahum- 
bug. We should have to pay just as much as we 
now do for sugar, and lose in our annual revenue 
to the Government $12,000,000, which would have 
to be levied on other articles of importation to 
furnish money to carry on the Government. 

So much for the visionary arguments we so 
often hear about Cuba and cheap sugar. 

4. The fact that in our trade with Cuba weim- 
port more than we export, is often urged asa 
reason in favor of annexation; that if the island 
belonged to our Government, our exports would 
go in duty free, and that our trade would be in- 
i creased, 

This argument would apply with equal force to 
a large number of foreign ports with which we 
trade, where our imports largely exceed our ex- 
ports. 
be benefited by opening an additional market for 
breadstuffs. [tis true, the heavy duty laid upon 
our flour by the Spanish Government almost ex- 
cludes it from the Cuban market. This theory of 
an increased trade in agricultural products, in the 
absence of tariff duties, is plausible enough; but 
stubborn facts scatter it to the winds. Our past 


got to depend mainly upon a home market for 
their products. A failure in the crops, or a war 
in the Old World, cnables us for the time being 
to compete with the agriculturists of Europe and 
Asia. Aside from these contingencies, we export 
| comparatively a smail amount of breadstuffs. In 


| wards, only $9,636,650. In 1846, these exports 
were $27,701,921; the next year, they went up 


tis said our agricultural interests would ! 


commercial history proves that our farmers have | 


i 
i i - 
I Batitis in vain to hope forpeace or domestic. 


i| quiet, so long as the self-styled Democracy are in- 


| 1821, we exported, in breadstuifs and provisions, | \ tnt i 
$12,341,901; and in 1838, seventeen years after- || agitation. Their fanatical schemes develop them- 


wild Africans and coolies; and that annexation i| 


i} with the domestic broils of Mexico? 


to $68,701,121; and: then the very next year, 1948, 
went down to: $37,472,751—abont one halfy and: 
in the year 1859:they'aniountedto dily $38,305,991. 
< These facts prove we -have ‘tio steady reliable: 
market abroad for our breadstuffa:i Take another 
view of the matter. : In 1850,. the breadstuffs and 
provisions, products of. the ‘United .Statés;-were 
valued at $632,473;178. Our exports of.thatyyear: 
of the same articles amounted to only:$26,05L,3736 
If Cuba was annexed to us, her-market:wouldibe, 
open to competition in the articles of breadsty fx 
and provisions of the whole: world, unless, we: 
pursued the same policy Spain pursues towards: 
us—levy duties sufficiently high to: prevent im»; 
portation to her markets—and- this the--bread= 
growing countries of the Old. World would not: 
| permit, without a retaliation, which would<anja 
our foreign trade as much. : ede atl? 

Again: there is another view to be taken of this: 
question. - If annexation should take place, and: 
it should create an increased demand for flour-and: 
other breadstuffs, and consequently raise the prices’ 
| of these articles, while it might swell the coffers: 
of the producers, it would impoverish the coi 
sumers, which area much larger classin our own 
country. . EE T 

Mr. Chairman, there isa remedy for all these; 
evils, without the acquisition of foreign territory»: 
It is found in the treaty-making. power, in. the. 
comity that exists between our. country. and thé: 
other nations of the world. Where. is;the man 
| So ignorant that-he does not know.that we have. 
our commercial treaties with nearly every nation 
on the face of the globe? Look at the enormous: 
sums, the millions, we have expended in our at- 
tempts to open a trade with Japan. ` we 

Sir, if our Government, instead of getting up: 
“Ostend Manifestoes,”’ instead of keeping up an 
| everlasting clamor about ‘* Manifest Destiny,” 
and the ‘ gravitation of the Qucen of the Antilles 


magnifying every little difficulty between our own, 
and the Spanish Government, for the very pur- 
| pose of getting up a war of, rapine, plunder, and, 
conquest; if, mstead of menacing and bullying. 
Spain, harassing and.following her up with our’ 
insuluing attempts. to wrest from her, somehow, 
the richest gem in her national diadem, we would: 
show to her the magnanimous bearing of a.great 
and powerful nation, treat with her as we treat 
with other nations, in a spirit of comity and kind- 
ness, and no longer vex and worry her by our 
insidious attempts to rob her of a portion of her 
| territory, we should have no difficulty whatever 
in negouating treaties which would open to our 
people her Cuban. ports, and enrich American: 
' citizens with the profits of her trade. seh te? 
So with Mexico and Central America. Call off 
! your dogs of war; keep at home your unprinci- 
pled, roving, piratical fillibusters, who, actuated 
by the spirit of the ancient Goths and Vandals, 
would overrun her territories, rob, plunder, and 
| murder her citizens. Leave these Governments 
to settle their own quarrels in their own way. 
What are we to gain by mixing up our people 
i We area 
great and powerful nation; she is a weak and al- 
| most powerless Government. - For the United 
States to engage in a war with her would bean 
act next to national cowardice. Our intercourse 
with these Governments should be conducted in 


rdently desire a little sunshine—to gaze once 
| more upon the placid beauties of a serene sky ? 

| power in this Government. The very element 
| upon which they live and breathe is pro-slavery 
| TP! 


; selves one day in one form, another day in some 
| other form. In 1854, under the pretext of: “ege 


towards the American shores;’’ if, instead of.. 
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tablishing’a principle,” they violated all principle 
ánd national honor. 
:-We:kave had old political dogmas, and new 
political dogmas. We Nave been told to look this 
way aud look that way for salvation. We have 
had eras of intervention and non-intervention, 
squatter sovereignty and congressional sover- 
éignty. One day the people of the Territories are 
told. they are “perfectly free” to form their own 
institutions; the next day drunken rioters, headed 
by paid Governmentofticials, burn their cities, rav- 
age their fields, steal their property, and butcher 
their citizens in cool blood. To-day they are told: 
to ‘vote slavery up, or vote it down,” in their 
own way; to-morrow-an armed mob of invaders 
from a foreign State drive them from the polls, 
and stuff their ballot-boxes with fraudulent votes. 
One day they are told to frame their own consti- 
tution; the next day the whole force of the Ad- 
ministration is engaged in attempts to cram down 
their throats the Lecompton. swindle, nolens vo- 
lens. We have plots for buying Cuba and steal- 
ing Cuba; protecting Mexico and conquering 
Mexico. 

dy Utah, polygamy and moral pollution bask 
in the very sunshine of squatter sovereignty. Our 
mail-bags are rifled with impunity by petty post- 
masters, under the approving eye ofthe Postmaster 
General, and their contents burned in the streets. 
For entertaining opinions, peaceable citizens are 
threatened with mobs and death if found too far 
South. 1fthe people elect the President of their 
choice, the Capitol is to be pulled down over our 
heads, and demolished from * turret to foundation 
stone,” and the Union involved in one general 
*€smash up.” - Thus, the country has been kept 
in one continual whirl of excitement and agitation. 
Where is the remedy? I answer, in the language 
of the old Roman Senator, ‘‘ Carthage must be de- 
stroyed.”? The party in power must be driven out, 
through the potency of the ballot-box. ‘The peo- 
ple from the North and the South, the East and 
the West, should rise up as one man, and declare 
war against this wicked Aministration, and the 
party that sustains it. ; 

In this contest, let the good and the patriotic 
from every section come to the rescte. Let us 
forget our sectional predilections and prejudices, 
and rally for a common country; and, before the 
God of ‘our fathers, pledge our lives and sacred 
honor never to lay down our arms until the old 
“ olden cra of good feeling’? shall again shed its 
hallowed influences over our whole land, and the 
councils of the nation again be guided by the wis- 
dom, the justice, and the patriotism, of the illus- 
trious men who gave us a republican Govern- 
ment. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. REUBEN DAVIS, 
OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES; 
June 6, 1860. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said: 

Mr. Cuainman: [have heard it said repeatedly, 
during the present session of Congress, that if the 
southern States, or any of them, should secede 
from the Union, as now organized, the free States 


would, by force of arms, compel such seceding | 


State to return to and resume its present relations 
to the Republic. 
madein each instance by members of the Black Re- 
publican party. Whether they really mean what 
they say, or are simply gasconading, time may 
develop. If the southern States, or any portion 
of them, should secede from the Union, it will be 
for grievous eause; and that cause will be fur- 
nished by the Republican party. Kt will not occur 
from any desire on the part of any or all of the 


southern States to rend the present Government | 


asunder; or from any want of loyalty to or love 
of the Union. It would be hard,in my judgment, 
when the southern States have been forced to 
withdraw their connection from the free States to 
escape oppression, to coerce them with the bay- 
onet to resume their position in the Union, to 
endure that oppression. Fair-minded men, in my 
opinion, would not utter such threats; but rather 
correct Uieir ways, so as to afford no cause to the 


These declarations have been | 


_ then they cannot coerce the South, although their 


‘cowards, and the morally depraved. are always 


| leaving both so crippled as not to recovera healthy 


southern States to take such step» I cannot think 
these men are in earnest; because E do not believe 
they would. submit: patiently to injustice and 
wrong; and I am unwilling to believe they have 
become so abandoned to all sense of justice as not 
to be willing to extend:to others what they de- 
mand for-themselves. If Lam mistaken in this, 


numibers are greater; because tyrants are always 


irresolute. If any of the southern States think 
of seceding, it is for cause: that cause is injustice 
and grievous wrong extended to her by her sister 
free States. : 
But, Mr. Chairman, have these. gentleman 
counted the-cost-of this war of conquest? Have 
they considered well its immediate effects upon 
the prosperity of this Government and the world, 
and its future consequences to every industrial 
interest of the people of this ‘continent and the 
civilized nations of the earth? Have they reflected 
that its continuance must endure for many long 
years, suspending and arresting the agricultural 
and mechanical pursuits of our people, and finally 


condition during this generation, if ever again? 
Have they reflected that the conquered section 
would forever hate and despise the conquerors, 
and cause them to refuse, by any means, to con- 
tribute to their prosperity? Have they reflected 
that no people have ever yet lived, or can live, in 
concord, apon any other basis than mutual con- 
fidence and social affection; that to place upon 
the people of the southern States the manacles of 
subjugation would so wound their manliness and 
pride as to cause constantrevolutionary efforts to 
restore them to their dignity and independence? 
Allthese considerations [submitto their deliberate 
reflection, before they advance further in their 
course ofaggression, The southern States have no 
desire to withdraw from the Union ifthe free States 
will with fidelity observe the terms of the consti- 
tutional compact made by the States. 

It may not be improper for me to examine the 
nature and extent of that compact—its purposes 
and its aims. At the close of the war of the Rev- 
olution, we had thirteen States. Each was a per- 
fect government within itself, Each wasa nation, 
witheall the attributes of sovereignty, and pos- 
sessed all the powers of government appertaining 
to a nation; had the exclusive power and right to | 
pass laws for the regulation of its people, and to 
secure their rights in person and property to 
declare war, make treaties, &c. Each embraced 
asmall area of territory, similar in soil, and with 
the same climate. This secured the same general 
character of pursuits among her people, and, of ne- 
cessity, created a perfect homogeneity of interest, 
as well ag sameness of civilization, without the 
possibility of conflict or antagonism; and with 
any organisrn of government, giving to the people 
the right of suffrage, they would have been secure 
in having such laws adopted as were best caleu- 
lated to protect them from the oppressions incident 
to government. And without the party discord 
always attendant upon antagonisms, representa- 
tives would have been elected in reference to their 
superior qualifications to take charge of a com- 
mon interest and common welfare. Their do- 
mestic institutions would have been the same, 
shaped in reference to their common sentiments, 
and thus afforded the means of perfecting a com- 
mon civilization, giving it the largest maturity 
and development. The necessities of the agri- 
cultural States would have been the same, and 
would have dictated the legislation suited to its 
wants. The manufacturing and mechanical States 
would have been in a similar condition. The 
same principles which guided them in shaping 
their laws would have given direction to their 
treaty engagements, so that no complaints would 
ever have been heard upon this continent of in- 
justice and oppression. 

Can it be supposed that those whe adopted our 
present Federal Government intended to destroy | 
thisstate of things—this homogeneity; this source 
of perfecting the civilization of separate commu- 
nities; this guarantee against the oppressions of 
government; and unite under our Government 
the greatest variety of antagonisms, of interest, of | 
pursuit, and of civilization, which ever existed in 


any Government? Manifestly not, It was not 


in reference to the internal wants of the States; it 
was not that the State had not full powers. to le- 
gislate for the wants of her people; it was not to 
perfect thé civilization of each State community, 
that our Federal Government was formed. Its 
objects were of a higher order. Its jurisdiction 
was intended to be extended: to different anda 
distinct class of subjects, all appertaining. to ob- 
jects strictly national, and to nationalities. Tts 
powers were intended to be limited to the common 
defense of all the States against foreign invasions 
preserve peace between the States; raise revenue 
to. support the Federal Government; and regulate: 
commerce between the States and with foreign: 
nations. The Constitution declares this to be its 
object and purpose; the framers of it so declared 
at the time; and every intelligent man must so 
understand it. Every well-informed man, every 
man conversant with the history of the formation. 
of the Constitution, does know that the great dif- 
ficulty with the convention was to discover and. 
planan organism for the Government which would 
avoid antagonism and the consequent struggle 
between them for the ascendency in the Govern- 
ment. The members of that convention under- 
stood man sufficiently well to know that his very 
nature was such as to compel him to use govern 
ment in such manner as would advance his own 
interest, although in doing so he oppressed others; 
that his very nature was to respect himself and 
his interest more than he did that of others; and 
that to restrain this very disposition government 
was found to be necessary, and from it had its 
origin. 

Now, to neutralize this antagonism, and the 
consequent conflicts arising from it, £ have said, 
was the main point of difficulty in forming a com- 
pact or organism of Government. Now, to do 
this, they finally decided to leave the States in the 
full possession of their sovereignty over every 
subject immediately affecting the interest of their 
separate communities—such as the nature ‘and 
character of their domestic institutions; life and 
limb, property and personal liberty, of its citi- 
zens—while they gave to the Federal Government 
control over such subjects as were purely national, 
and strictly homogeneous in their very nature; 
such as peace and war, commerce between the 
States and with foreign nations, and the common, 
defense against foreign invasion. The powers of 
Government thus divided between the States and 
the Federal Government, it was believed, would 
retain and preserve homogeneity in reference to 
individual concerns, and also in matters strictly 
national. Now, if this order of things, thus set- 
tled by the organism of our system, could be 
faithfully preserved, noconflict between the States 
themselves, or between any one or any numbers 
of the States and the Federal Government, could 
ever occur; and this Government would exist in 
peace, and be transmitted to the latest posterity, 
without discord or conflict. But we have conflict. 
And from what does it spring, must be answered 


| to ourselves and coming generations. It is anon- 


observance of the provision of the compact em- 
braced in the Constitution. And how is this, and 
who is responsible forit? Let us examine the 
history of the operations of the Government since 
its foundation, and thus discover the causes, if we 
can. 

Now, I have said matters pertaining to individ- 


i ualities are with the States, while subjects na- 


tional are with the Federal Government. I would 
have gentlemen bear this in mind. The Consti- 
tution is created by the convention; itis referred 
to the States; they adopt it; the first President is 
elected; so is Congress; the Federal Government 
is launched; moneyed men of this country, mere 
private citizens, come to Congress, and ask to 
have their capital incorporated to the extent of 
millions, that they may use it with greater power 
and success in controlling the industrial pursuits 
of our people; that they may tax industry and 
labor, so as to increase their wealth and enrich 
themselves the more. This was asking a money 
monopoly, as the méans of oppressing labor and 
all the other pursuits of man. It was the con- 
solidation, condensation, of wealth for the op- 
pression of others. This favor was granted. Here 
was a direct interference by the Federal Govern- 
ment with matters in their nature purely individ- 
ual, and not national; and, of consequence, a de- 
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parture from the terms of the compact, and a 
usurpation of power. - Here, then, isa very carly 
exhibition of that peculiar element in man’s na- 
ture, which. causes him to desire that which affects 
him directly, although it may prejudice others, 
and for the restraint of which government is 
founded. 

Out of this question -arose a party called the 
strict constructionists, who said this grant of 
power by Congress was a violation of the com- 

act, and void; that questions like this did not 
elong to the jurisdiction of the Government, and 
were a usurpation; that Congress had no power 
so to consolidate the money of a half dozen. men 


as to give them a monopoly or advantage over | 


an unincorporated private citizen; that Congress 
had no power to confer upon a half dozen men 
the right to issue their mere paper promises to 
circulate as money to three times the amount of 
actual cash in hand; that its powers appertained 


to subjects national, and this was a matter of in- ! 


dividuality. But the arguments were not heeded, 
and incorporated capital was made by Congress 
a fact, an element of power in the Government, 
which was thereafter to have a most control- 
ling influence in the administration of the Gov- 
ernment; and to appear in the politics of the 
country to determine and direct the suffrage of 
the peopie, and upon the floor of Congress to 
control its action. Of this first act-of the Gov- 
ernment, labor complained, and had the right to 
complain. And this very act shows how imper- 
fect the organism of the Government was, and 
how almost impossible it is for human wisdom 
to devise a constitution of government capable of 
holding in check and arresting this peculiarity of 
man’s nature to advance his own interest at the 
expense of others, 

Next was proposed the tariff system, a meas- 
ure of certainly doubtful constitutionality; and 
although purporting to be a revenue measure, the 
most unjust and unfair ever invented by a nation, 
itis a tax upon consumption, and therefore the 
most unequal and unjust ever invented. He who 
derives the largest amount of protection from Gov- 
ernment should pay taxes in proportion to the 
protection thus received; but under this.tariff sys- 
tem, itis often the case that the man who has the 
least to protect, pays the preatest amount of tax. 
We frequently see persons owning thousands of 
dollars’ worth of yiroperty, which ts receiving the 
protection of the Government, who do not con- 
sume more than the common day-laborer, who 
does not own one dollar’s worth of property; yet, 
as the tax is upon what he consumes, the latter 
pays, for the support of the Government, more 
than the former. Certainly the Constitution con- 
templated and intended to distribute the burdens 
of Government equally among all the citizens of 
the States; and must, therefore, have looked to 
direct taxation. But this unfair system of taxa- 
tion might have been endured without much com- 
plaint, if individual interest and cupidity had not 
seized upon it as a means of personal aggrandize- 
ment. Moneyed men invested in manufactures, 
and then demanded of the Government that the 
tariff should he so arranged as to give them pro- 
tection against the competition of European labor. 
This was done; and, being done, it was but an im- 
position of larger taxes upon consumption, and, 
of course, greater burdens upon the consumer; and 
this not for the benefit of labor or the Govern- 
ment, but.for men of capital; and those who 
made this demand upon the Government had the 


aid and support of that already incorporated cle- ; 


ment of power—bank capital. Thus, by the ac- 
tion of the Government, two formidable powers 
had been created, both: interested in warring 
against the simple administration of the Govern- 
ment upon the limited principles of the Consti- 
tation, 

. I know strength was given to this latter system 
by the assertion that its objects were to give pro- 
tection to American labor. A greater fallacy than 
this was never uttered; a greater imposition upon 
human eredulity was never made. Protective 


tariffs do not benefit labor or give it protection. | 


It is a direct tax, most burdensome upon human 
industry. See, the labor is bestowed and the 
fabric is delivered; andin that form it has the value 
which the cost of labor and price of the raw ma- 
terial give to it; and in that form itis received 
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from the hands of the laborer by the capitalist; 
then he, by the aid of the tariff, imposes fifty ‘per 
cent. on the market price, which increases to that 
extentthe consumable value, and isa tax upon con- 
sumption. Now the laborer may consumeas much 
of this very article as the capitalist, who is himself 
worth millions, and he, having to buy, pays the 
fifty per cent., while the capitalist consumes at 
the prime cost of labor and raw material. Thus 
it will be seen that the protective policy or even 
the revenue policy is a burden upon American 
labor, and not a protection. 

I may support this view of the subject bya re- 
mark made to me this winter by a well-infurmed 
and intelligent member, now holding a seat upon 
this floor. It was this: he said when he had a 
coat, or any other necessary of consumption, to 
buy, if he found two articles in market of equal 
utility and equal price, he always purchased the 
European article, and this was because the duty 
on the European article went to pay his taxes; 
when, if he consumed the American articles, no 
taxes were paid to the Government. Suppose 
every man should act upon this reasoning: would 
American labor, American industry, receive en- 
couragenicnt? And this was a tariff advocate. 
So it scenis the capitalists who so clamor for pro- 
tection refuse to consume the products of Amer- 
ican labor, and leave it for the consumption of 
the American laborer himself, with this enormous 
additional cost to the consumer. 

Well, there 1s created another great element of 


power in antagonism to the simplicity of our sys- j 


tem of government, which is now exercising a 
most potent influence in the individual affairs of 
our people, and subjugating the suffrage to its 
wants. ‘Then was introduced your system of 
internal improvements; harbors were to be made; 
rivers improved; roads built; then protection to 
your shipping interests, coastwise trade, &c.; 
until now there is not a pursuit in which man is 
engaged (agriculture excepted) which is not de- 
manding legislative aid to enable it to enlarge its 


profits, and all at the expense of the primary pur- | 


suit of man—agriculture. And this is the only 
pe of man which cannot be benefited by 
egislation. 


Thus it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that the | 
Federal Government, in direct violation ofthe | 


purposes of its formation, has given legislative aid 
to every pursuit of man, by enabling cach to im- 
pose a tax upon agriculture; and cach of those 
interests, having a common purpose of plunder, 
has united and combined to use the Government 
as the instrument of its operation, and has thus 
virtually converted it into a consolidated empire. 
Now thiscombined host of interests stand arrayed 
against the agricultural States; and this is the rea- 
son of the conflict, which, Jike an earthquake, is 
shaking our political fabric to its foundation. To 
the triumph and revival of this measure of tariff, 


none has given more aid than the person recently į 


warmed into existence and power by the agricul- 


tural States. Recently we havea new demandant į 
on the stage, in the shape of the Pacific railroad, | 
which, if built by the money of the Government, | 
with its millions of dollars, in combination with ! 


the many hundred millions in State railroads, will 


be able to command, with the most despotic ini- | 


perialism, the whole legislation of the country. 
[hese various interests are now acting as a unit, 


"and, by usurpation, have sapped the very founda- 


tion of our Government; have destroyed the neu- 
tralizing elements to antagonism contained in the 
organization of our Government, and have virtu- 
ally converted it into a consolidated empire, with 
general powers of legislation over every possible 
interest of our people. 

Against this ursurpation, the agricultural States 


still struggle, and are demanding that we shall re- | 


turn to the constitutional simplicity of the Union, 
as it was formed by the fathers of the Republic. 
But no; relentless avarice stands firm with its iron 
heel upon the Constitution, and this created in- 
corporated power exercises despotic sway; has 


chained, like Prometheus, the agricultural States | 
to the northern rock, and, as so many vultures, | 


live upon their growing prosperity. Sull these 
States struggle like a giant, and alarm these in- 
corporated interest, least they may yet break the 
chain that binds them. to usurpation; and there- 
fore they are making this fierce onslaught upon 


the slave property of the southern States; . Froni 
| this source they expect to draw another element 
of power with which to overthrow, practically, 
the government. of the Constitution—fanaticism, 
When they shall have done this, then: we-have 
combined the largest number of antagonisms, the 
largest diversity of civilizations, ever. embodied 


| under any Government which has:existed:in the 


same empire, Then will be an utter destruction 
of all homogeneity. And then must.of necessity 
come revolutions, wars, bloodshed, disunion, and 
anarchy. ; ii 

In the early portion of my remarks I have en- 
deavored to show that no people could live toż 
gether in peace between whom there was a want: 
of homogeneity of interest, of pursuit, and of civ- 
ilization. And in thisassumption Lam sustained 
by all history. Look at the nations of antiquity: 
great and powerful in their infancy, and while, 
limited toa smali area—for example, Rome, fill+ 
| ing the world with the glory of her:deeds and the 
renown of her achievements; when. her people 
were homogeneous on account of the smallncss.of 
her territory; after she had expanded from her.cen= 
terto the Caspian sea east, and the Atlantic west, 
the Baltic north, and the Indian ocean south; 
when the shadows of her eagles were seen in every, 
land, and the tread of her martial. columns were; 


t heard in every clime, the repulsive forces of an- 


tagonism rent her asunder; and she lies now bleed- 
ing and withering beneath the beel of anarchy. : 

From this remark, } would not have it-under- 
stood that I think our Government is expanding 
too much. Ido not think so. { think, with the 
division of legislative power distributed as l have 
shown it to have been, between the States and the 
Federal Government, and astrict observance of this. 
| division, this Government could not be expanded. 
to an inconvenient size. ‘The very nature of the 
organism, if executed according to its letter: and 
| Spirit, necessarily avoids antagonism, and pre- 
serves homogeneity. Mr. Chairman, | have said 
the various interests which I have mentioned have 
combined, and have substituted their. mere will 
for the constitutional Government of our fathers, 
and now stand in hostile array against those who. 
look to and defend the constitutional compact of 
the States. In this form, we find parties now 
organized and arrayed. ‘This usurpation claims 
the right, through Congress, to take charge of the 
domestic institutions of a portion of: the States, 
and regulate them according to their peculiar-and 
strange philosophy. They claim the right to cx- 
clude from the Territories of the United States 
the property of the citizens of certain States. They 
claim the right to destroy. that property even-in 
the States where it now cxists, Those. States 
deny both assumptions, and. appeal to the Cons 
stitution to sustain them. Eighteen States, where `’ 
this combination of incorporated interests exists, 
! have united to take possession of the Government, 
| to be wielded according to their peculiar views. 
The other States say they have no power to do 
this; that itis the Government of all the. States, 
and must be administered for the benefit of all, 
and upon the principles of its organism. ‘Out of 
this relation of parties grow the present impend- 
ing dangers to the country; and out of it must 
certainly follow the dismemberment of this Re- 
public at a very early period, unless. the .sober 
second thought of men will induce them to return 
to and observe the spirit and Ictter of our com- 
pact of government. Will yo do it, gentlemen 
of the Republican party? You tell me, “no.” 
Well, then, you will go on with your,invasion 
of the agricultural industry of the country. Let 
me tell you, the hardy, manly, and uncorrupted 
tiller of the ground will not stand it. Their free: 
spirits, elevated by the inspirations of nature, 
will revolt. ‘Their proud hearts, unbent and un- 
subdued by the tyranny of capital, will raise a 
storm of resistance which no power on earth can 
resist. Look to it, You stand upon a mere crust, 
with the fires: of. revolution burning fiercely be- 
neath. Look to it. Should another tread of your. 
iron heel make but a single aperture, the flame 
will burst forth, and. nething-short of oceans of 
human blood, and the desolation of this great 
country, can or will extinguish the flame. 

But suppose, in this conflict of ours, you should 


ii be victorious, dnd by the aid of your numbers 


} you should conquer us; and you thenemancipate 


. lion of agricultural capital, 
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our: slaves; and. force them upon us as equals: 
how then would stand the case, and who would 
be the. greatest sufferers? As I said on a former 
occasion, you would have destroyed. the whole 
eapitalof the South, the very fountain from which 
you draw your immense individual and State 
wealth, By the emancipation of our slaves you 
destroy; ay, extinguish, from three to four bil- 
and release: from toil 
the great majority of effective laborers South, who 
become drones, consuming more than they pro- 
duce. You render idle and uncultivated our now 
beautiful and productive ficlds in value many bil- 
lions more. ‘The two hundred million dollars’ 
worth of cotton which now feed your spindles, 
and those of the civilized world, and give employ- 
ment to millions of operatives, is no longer pro- 
duced. Our slaves: being emancipated, this gen- 
eration could substitute no system of labor to take 
their place; nor could the next generation. The 
result would be, that our fields in the South would 
remain uncultivated, ay, a desolation; and that 
now vast source of productive wealth being de- 
atroyed, the addition that it makes to the aggregate 
wealth of the nation annually would be stopped, in- 
dividual prosperity all over the nation would suffer 
to an incalculable extent, and the whole industrial 
pursuits of the world bedestroyed, The market for 
your mechanical products, your fabrics, would no 
longer exist; and ruin, like a mildew, would settle 
upon your people as well as ours, and yours 
might become the fate of Acteon. Your dogs, with 
which you have chased us, may turn and devour 
you in return, 

But are you right certain you can subjugate the 
southern States if they should stcede? Youshould 
remember that eight million people are hard. to 
subdue who fight in a just cause; you should 
remember that, whatever may be your courage, 
we of the South belong to the same common an- 
cestry—the same race of men; you should remem- 
ber that the honor of the nation has not suffered 
in the hands of a southern army upon any field 
of battle; you should remember that all the appli- 
ances of war are in our reach as well as yours, 


and that no people on earth understand the use of | 


them better than we do; you should remember, 
also, that there are thousands of just and fatr- 
minded menin yourown region who condemn your 
whole policy, and who think your course ofaggres- 
sion upon the constitutional rights of the southern 
States unmanly and unjust, who could never be 
brought to tale up arms against their friends and 
Kindred in the South; you should remember that 
there are thousands of your best and wisest men 
who take the same view of the distribution of the 

owers of government between the States and the 


J 
, Federal Government which 1 have done to-day, 


: 


and who will resist, even with arms, the revolu- 
tionary changes which you propose; you must 
remember that the vast and expansive valley of 
the West is, and always must be, essentially agri- 


cultural; and that they now feel, and wili continue. 


to feel, the oppressions of your unjust policy as 


much as the southern States, and that that now | 


dawning power will soon ripen into vigorous ma- 
turity, aud will array itself on the side of the Con- 
stitution and State equality; and that when you 
come with your armies to subjugate the South, 
and force her to yield allegiance and obedience to 
your despotic will, alarmed for their own fate, 
they will rally with usin our resistance of usurpa- 
tion and on the side of the constitutional govern- 
‘ment of our fathers. ` 


Mr. Chairman, I must ask gentlemen to go | 


back with me for only seventy years, and exam- 
ine the’state of commerce and civilization at that 


period, both in Europe and this country. Would | 


either of them compare with the present time? The 
exports of England then did not exceed fifty-five 
million; now they are six hundred million. France 
had searcely any commerce. Her exports did not 
exceed fifty million; now they are three hundred 
million. And her imports were far less. This 
country, it is true, was in its infancy; may be said 
to have had no commerce. Civilization was but 
dawning. Now it has obtained a perfection that 
enables society to supply every demand of our 
nature ,mentalandphysical. The world was poor 
then; nowitisrich. Individualand national wealth 
was then limited; now itis great. And whatisthe 
source ofthis astonishing prosperity? It is the 


| mit of any elaboration. 


production of cotton, which adds this very year 
$223,000,000 to the commercial wealth of . the 
world, giving employment to twenty million spin- 
dles in Great Britain, besides those of France 
and Germany, Russia and this country. Go on 
with your invasion of slavery, and overthrow it, 
and the commerce and civilization of the world, 
like the hands of. the watch when the spring is. 
broken, will run back at least one hundred years 
in the first decade; and every interest of man will 
lie blasted and withered, like the leaves of the 
forest when autumn has come. I question, sir, 
whether, when you go to invade the South, and to 
overthrow her system of labor, if you do not find 
the cannon and bayonets of the civilized world 
bristling all along her interior frontier, and stud- 
ding her sea-coast, guarding it as the heart of 
their commercial greatness, and denying to you 
the right, in an hour of folly, to destroy the fount- 
ain and source of the now universal prosperity, 
individual and national, of the world. 

But, Mr. Chairman, out of what does this dis- 
turbed condition of the country flow? Why do | 
the southern States think of seceding from the 
Union? And why this threat of war and com- 
pulsion, by the Black Republican party? In the 
showing 1 have made, the vindication of the 
South will be found. Weinsist, first, that the con- 
stitutional compact of the fathers shall be strictly 
observed by the Federal Government and the 
States. We insist, secondly, that by the organ- 
ism of the Government, power is distributed be- 
tween the Federal Government and the States, 
with a view to preserving homogeneity on this 
continent, where interests are naturally and ne- 
cessarily so diverse; that its spirit is to avoid 
antagonisms. We insist, thirdly, that the Gov- 
ernment isthe common property of all the States. 
We insist, fourthly, that no number of States 
have the right, by an unholy combination, to seize 
it for themselves. We insist, fifthly, that the 
charteréd interest I have mentioned shall not 
combine and take possession of the Government 
as the representative of their interest, and as a 
means of oppressing the agricultural States. We 
insist, sixthly, that a combination of States, by 
means of the Government, have no right to inter- 
fere, either directly or indirectly, with the domestic 
institutions of any State. We insist, seventhly, 
that a combination of States have no right, by 
means of the Government, to remodel the insti- 
tutions of any of the States. We insist, eighthly, 
that all the States have a common interest in the 
common territory, and that the citizens of every 
State have the right to go to itand occupy it with 
whatever is recognized as property in the State 
from which they may go, without molestation or 
hinderance by the Federal or territorial govern- 
ment until the people, by their chosen delegates, 
meet in convention to frame a constitution for 
State organization. Grant us this, and we are sat- 
isfied. Discord willat once be banished from the | 
land, and the clouds which now so darkly lower 
over our house will be dispersed forever, and the 
sun of glorious peace and unity and concord will 
again break through the thick and gathering tem- 
pest, inspiring the heart of the patriot and lover ; 


. . . i 
of liberty with the brightening prospects around |} 


us. I submit it to you, gentlemen, if there is 
anything unjust in these demands? 1 submit it 
to the judgment of the civilized world, whether 
we ask too much; whether our demands are un- 
reasonable? The maintenance of them I submit 
to the arbitrament of the sword, if need be. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is there anything unjust | 
or unreasonable in these demands, and can any 
fair-minded man refuse to grant them? T will ex- 
amine each very briefly, as my time will not ad- 


J first insist upon a strict observance of the 
constitutional compact of the fathers of the Re- 
publie: Is thisnotright? Ought it notto be done? 

tisa solemn agreement, having its benefits for 
all the States. The South should grant to the 
feee States their rights under the contract, and 
may, with propriety, demand for herself that to 
which she is entided. This she has always done 
faithfully honestly. | 

Next, I insist that the organism of the govern- | 
ments distributes power between the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the States, with a view to preserving 
homogeneity and avoiding antagonism. I have 


shown, in the early part of my argument, that 
this isnecessary to give durability and perpetuity 
to any government. History sustains me in this 
assumption; reason and common sense sustain 
me; the common experience of every man, de- 
rived from his common observation, sustains me 
Should every State, then, not observe this great 
fundamental principle of our Government? 

In the third place, 1 have assumed that the Fed- 
eral Government is the right of all the States, and 
its advantages and disadvantages are to be equally 
enjoyed and endured by all equally. I may ask 
if this should not be allowed? Have I not shown 
thatit is not alowed? If so, have I not fairly 
and legitimately established cause of complaint by. 
the agricultural States? and should we not com- 
pel the removal of those causes or withdraw from 
the Union? : i 

My fourth proposition is, that no number of 
Státes have the right to combine and seize the 
Government for themselves. Would this not be 
a violation of the compact, which would release 
the remaining States from theirallegiance,and fully 
authorize them to withdraw that allegiance and 
assert their separate independence? In my judg- 
ment, any fair-minded man: will give me an af- 
firmative answer. The southern States are par~- 
ties to a Government of all the States, have the 
right to participate in its administration, anda 
voice in its control. 

I assert, as my fifth proposition, that the char- 
tered interests enumerated by me have no right to 
unite their separate powers and then take the pos- 
session of the Government as the means of exe- 
cuting their purposes of oppression. Elave they 
this.right? If they do it, will not a new party to 
the Government be introduced, changing the 
whole nature and purposes of the compact? And 
will the Government then be the same given us 
by our fathers? And will this not absolve us from 
our allegiance, and sustain us in our declared pur- 
pose to secede without a reformation? 

My sixth proposition is, that a number of States 
cannot combine, and by the means of suffrage or 
otherwise take the control of the Government, and 
then use it, either directly or indirectly, to affect, 
alter, or change the domestic institutions of any 
of the States, without releasing those States from 
their allegiance, and affording them just cause for 
secession, Has this not been done? Is not the 
Republican organization for this very purpose? 
Have they not, in every way they could, from 
the moment of their organization to this hour, 
been endeavoring to render the institution of sla- 
very as insecure as possible? fs it not theiravowed 
purpose to overthrow it at the earliest moment it 
can be done, without producing a shock too vio- 
lent to the peace and commerce of the world? Are 
they not constantly, by every means which nu- 
man ingenuity can devise, exerting themselves to 
render it insecure, odious, troublesome to manage, 
and dangerous to the white race? And will they 
not, the moment they obtain power, by means of 
proscription and acts of usurpation, utterly de~ 
stroy the institution, emancipate the slaves, and 
force them upon the white community South as 
our equals? This proposition none will deny. 
And for this cause alone the southern States will 
be released from their allegiance to the Govern- 
ment, and must organize for their own security. 

My seventh proposition contains a denial of ` 
the right of a number of States to combine and 


‘take the possession of the Government by any 


means, and thus remodel the institutions of any 
of the States. Is such power possessed by the 
Federal Government? In what clause is it to be 
found? Is it in accordance with the spirit of our 
Government? I have shown that such interfer- 
ence by the Federal Government with the States 
was the thing most dreaded, and afforded the 
principal difficulty to the Union, and was more 
strictly guarded in the Constitution than any other 
one thing. Many of the States, thinking their 
protection was not sufficiently guarded, required 
amendments to the Constitution before they would 
adopt it, making their protection more explicit. ` 

My last proposition is, that each State has a 
common interest in the common territory; and 
that the citizens of cach State have the right to go 
to it, and occupy with whatever is recognized as 
property in the State from which he emigrated, 
without molestation or hinderance by the Federal 
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or territorial government, until the period when 
the people of the Territory meet in convention to 
form a constitution for State organization. The 
few minutes allowed me under the operation of 
this hour rule will not justify an elaborate exam- 
ination of this important proposition. I shall only 
be able to present the most prominent reasons for 
this assumption, 

Government is intended and is established for 
the protection of communities or societies; and, 
of course, the individual members of that commu- 
nity in their rights of person and things, It is 
the sovereignty of a community which creates the 
government, and defines its powers and duties. 
The legislative duty is protection, not destruction. 
It has no function which can destroy, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, It has not even the power to 
pie- oppressive laws. 
egislation is protection. Out of protection alle- 
glance arises; when protection is not granted, alle- 
giance is absolved. 

. Now, I have said the sovereignty of a commu- 
nity creates the government. 

, contract between sovereigns. That contract is 
called a constitution. In this contract the sover- 
eigns have the right to agree upon the peculiar 
organism of the government. They have the 
right to agree upon what shall be property, and 
what shall not. And when this agreement is thus 
made, the legislative power which springs out of 
and is the creature of this contract, must make its 
legislation conform to the organism of the gov- 
ernment, and. give full and perfect protection to 
persons and property. Now, the legislative pow- 
er of a Territory cannot be greater than those of 
a State, or its function different. The whole scope 
of legislative power being protection, cana Ter- 
ritorial Legislature destroy the element of prop- 
erty in aslave directly? If Lam answered no, then 
I extend the inquiry, and ask how it can do it by 
unfriendly legislation? That which cannot be 
done directly, cannot be done indirectly. This 
is a truism which none will controvert. The 
whole power of the people of «Territory is legis- 
lation for protection, and that power is derived 
from the organic act of Congress. When, how- 
ever, they come to make a constitution for State 
organization, having the right thus to assemble, 
their character is changed. Instead of exercising 
legislative powers, they assemble as sovereigns, 
and for the purpose of performing sovereign acts. 
Then, for the first time, they may say what shall 
and what shall not be property. Then, for the 
first time, they have the right to determine and 
give positive shape to their domestic institutions. 
This view of the subjectis in accordance with the 
nature and character of our institutions, and the 
genius of our Government; and if adopted and 
enforced, will secure peace and quiet in the Terri- 
tories and give satisfaction to all the States of the 
Union, That other doctrine of unfriendly legis- 
lation is full of mischief, violates the spirit of our 
institutions, and leads to war, discord, and revo- 
lution. 

Ihave endeavored to show, in the early part of 
my remarks, that. the organism of our Govern- 
ment looked mainly to the preservation of homo- 
geneity, and the avoiding of antagonisms; yet 
this doctrine of unfriendly legislation directly vi- 
olates this great fundamental principle of govern- 
ment, and without the existence of which I have 
shown no government can exist long in peace. 
The effect of the doctrine is to introduce discord 
and anarchy into the Territory the very moment 
it is organized. Under its recognition four men 
go from the slave States and four from the free 
States, A struggle at once begins for the posses- 
sion of the government; the one wanting it to 
protect himself. and property, the other, by un- 
friendly legislation, to expel him and his preperty 
from the Territory. Thus opposing forces are 
introduced, from which come a struggle for the 
government; from this come violence, collisien 
of arms; and this collision one of these days will 


The whole function of | 


‘This is done by a | 


spread itself over the entire nation, initiating civil | 
war, with all its horrors and direful consequences, | 


The principle which I have asserted, and which | 


ig the true theory, has exactly the opposite effect. 


Under it, when persons gö to the Territory, | 


whether from a free or slave State, they know 
that property must remain in the status it is in- 
troduced until the constitution is formed. . Then 


F 


H we refer the issue. 


i with the southern States. 


i any State. 
| institutions of any States. We have contributed | 


| Louis Philippe departs from Versailles with no 


| outa contest, 


there is no cause for conflict; and by.the time | 
this State constitution is to be formed, the climate | 
and soil and productive value of the slave will | 
determine the question of slavery; and the public 
judgment, founded on experience, will give, peace- 
ably, form to the organism of the State upon this 
subject. ` 

I submit to the deliberate judgment of mankind 
whether the views I have this day presented are | 
not founded in correct principles. These causes 
of complaint, and these usurpations, are the dis- 
turbing elements to the harmony of the States. 
They must be abandoned and reformed, or the 
Union will be dismembered. They are incom- 
patible with the nature and organism of our Fed- 
eral Union. Not one of them have originated 
We have given no 
cause of complaint. We have been guilty of no 
act of aggression. We have done no wrong to || 
We have not intermeddled with the 


all in our power to the general prosperity, of the 
nation. We have been loyal to the Government. | 
We have paid our taxes. We have fought the || 
battles of our country. We have shown an almost |} 
inextinguishable love for the Union. We have 
appealed in the most affectionate manner to our 
sister States to let us alone—to let our domestic |} 
institutions remain unimpaired as we received 
them from our fathers. But all our remonstrances 
have gone unheeded. . We have been directly in- | 
terfered with in our measures of State policy. | 
Our slaves have been encouraged to insubordina- |! 
tion and rebellion. We have been invaded in our | 
borders, and our people have been murdered, and į 
the lives of our women and children have been || 
putin peril. For relief from all these causes of || 
complaint and aggression we have been. com- f 
! 
| 
H 


pelled to look to disunion as the only remedy. į 
And this, you tell us, we shall notenjoy. To the 
God of battles and the just judgment of mankind | 

{ 


Sir, there is an instinct in all animal and intel- |! 
lectual life which warns us of existing danger 
when afar off. You remember the last days of 
Pompeii. The arena crowded with human beings; | 
Glaucus thrown to the lion; his timidity and refusal | 
to notice his victim; ‘the cry of the mistaken 
multitude, Arbaces, to the lion; at that moment 
his uneasines$ and hoarse roar; the unearthly | 
rumbling noise as it came from the bosom of the | 
mountain. The tall mountain forest son as it was || 
sent high in the heavens by the volcanic passion 
vending the mountain asunder; the destruction of |; 
the city and its thousands of inhabitants. That i: 
same instinct in my bosom admonishes me to-day || 
of danger to my country. I hear-the first mut- | 
tering of revolution. Its.firesmay break through į! 
the crust that confines it in the next six months, 
and blood will deluge the land, and the sword”! 
desiroy our people. We have yet time to avert 
it. The means is in the hands of you, the Black |; 
Republican party. Will you do it? Answer to | 
your God and mankind. . H 


SLAVERY QUESTION. f 


SPEECH OF HON. J. S. MORRILL, 

l OF VERMONT, 

In tue House or REPRESENTATIYES, 

June 6, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
stare of the Union— 

Mr. MORRILL said: i; f 
Mr, Cuarrman: The struggles of men in power 
to maintain their positions—to cling to the scep- 
ter—have been marked in all history. The genial 
robes of office cannot be torn from men long. in 
public stations without seeming rudeness, if not | 
actual violence. The petty constable, defeated a 
the last clection, lingers at Helena with his dis- 
ease of the heart, as much as Napoleon himself. 


more reluctance than John Tyler from Washing- 
ton. Men in office seldom retire but on com- 
pulsion. Parties do not submitto ostracism with- 
In France, such epochs are the ii 
mule-stones of revolution. In England the strug- 
gle is not so convulsive, but-there the tenacity of 


life among placemen is. tough and unyielding. 


wish of. the nation,.and swith no unpatriotic. ats 
d 


Neither Sir-Robert Peel nor Lord North, neither 
Wellington nor Palmerston, quit their post : 
out.a lingering look behind. They havedigsoin- 
tions of Parliaments, fierce agitation,and monster 
meetings; but at-last they. yield. tothe popular 


tempt to breale their fall by, pullin 
glories of their empire. “yee 

In our. own. country the bitterness ^f. p riyy 
fare is proverbial and quadrennial, and. witi 
few years the motto has been. to give.no.qu 
“To the victors belong the spoils,’ and the - 
quished “have no rights which white men are 
bound to respect.” Such being the fate of de: 
feated parties, it is not surprising that ‘it should 
not be contemplated with complacency, and. ex- 
plains much of the ferocity which. conspiies.the 
ruin of the reputation of opposing party organiz 
zations and party men, rather than accept 
doom which awaits defeat. In such a warfare, 
the soldiers of greatest audacity in consistentand 


| persistent slander became entitled to the places 


and pensions of the highest grade. The Demo- 
cratic party, deeply skilled in this low art of po- 
litical war, have drawn their subsistence so long 


| from the national Treasury, that, when it seemé 


imperiled, it is construed into an invasion of 
vested rights, and they declare their readiness to 
deny their allegiance to the Union so soonas their 
services shall be declined by a majority of the 
people. Democratic theory is constitutional and 
conservative while it contributes to.the ascend- 
ency of a particular dynasty; Lut if, by the same 
legal processes, another party. or set of men is 
inaugurated, it becomes fanatical, an opèn and pal- 
pable violation of constitutional rights; and, in 
short, a despotism to be resisted by all the grave 
responsibilities of a revolution. : 
The Democratic party, fromitslongcontinuançe 


| in office, puts forth the claim of absolutism and 


hereditary succession, and knows not how else to 
obtain a livelihood. It rather fears the alternative 
of a fair day’s work for a fair day’s pay. lt clings 
to the legitimacy of Democratic, office-halding, 
and sanctions the doctrine. that. the. Democratie 
party can do no.wrong. . The loss of office, like 
the loss of aristocratic appendages by the old 
French nobility, drives modern Democracy. to the 


| brink of despair and terrible gesticulation. 


A party like this, it is evident, has outlived its, 
usefulness, and cannot retain the confidence of 
freemen. Having lost the moral support of the 


|| country, it has propped itself up and maintained 


a-hobbling existence by an unexampled abuse of 
the public patronage. At last, itis,even false to 
itself, and has not that honor left,which usually 
enables even.the most reckless. men to agree upon 
adivision of spoils. 6 ee as 

A party which has no philosophy. which. binds 
it to its own record from ‘one year, to the next, 
will not only. relax from the traditions of our fore- 
fathers, but will soon.come to reject the maxims 
of those who. founded the party itself. The.pa- 


j ternity of the Democratic party clearly belongs. to 


Thomas Jefferson; and: yet those who still, rally’ 
under the Democratic name have lost all trace. of 
the leading principles of his statesmanship, and 
reject the care of his reputation asa burden., Liv- 
ing for a different result, they will not be embar- 
rassed by his means. Though clinging. to the 
party he organized, they marshal its forces. to 
defeat his avowed objecis and. noblest purposes, 
Democracy, at its birth, had faithin the people; 
now, in its gray-hairhood, it has faith only in the 
conservatism. of a judiciary elected for life, and in 
a nationality represented by slavery. . Rejecting 
the whole political gospel according to Jeferson, 
they have only net rejected the five loaves ‘and 
two. small fishes. i e 

After three fourths of a century, the expecta- 
tions of the framers of our Government concern- 
ing slavery have been sadly disappointed, ‘Their 
action was based upon the idea of leaving nothing 
upon the record incongruous with ultimate and 
universal emancipation. _In future ages our Con- 
stitution was to reveal no trace of an institution at 
war with its preamble—the Declaration of Inde- 
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ton, whose remunerative culture was so suddenly 
and greatly increased by the inventive genius of 
Whitey, has made slave labor profitable, and 
both political’ and moral ethics must give way to 
the ‘material interests thus stimulated. Con- 
science is drowned by the popular voice of thrift. 
>i Inthe early history of our country the exten- 
sion of slavery was neither deemed right nor pol- 
itie, It was both wrong and inexpedient. All 
the territory then belonging to the Union, there- 
fore, was made secure against slavery or invol- 
untary servitude, except for crime. At a later 
period, when free labor had begun to develop its 
strength, and when slave labor in its most pop- 
ulous regions showed an accumulation of wealth, 
the expediency or non-expediency of slavery ex- 
tension was raised on the question of the admis- 
sion of Missouri as a State. On the particular 
question, slavery extension achieved a victory, 
but it was at the same time stipulated that there- 
after all States formed out of territory north of 
360 30’ should be forever free. This was a com- 
promise intended to be practically equal in its 
proportions. Freedom was to go northward un- 
trammeled, and was to have equality and an open 
field to form States, with or without slavery, 
southward. 

The Louisiana purchase, and that of the Flor- 
idas, while wholly unwarranted by any clause in 
the Constitution, had greatly augmented the po- 
litical power of the slaveholding States. Geo- 
graphical and commercial arguments induced a 
general acquiescence. Sectional domination was 
not then apprehended. Such a thing as forcing 
slavery upon an unwilling people, as has been 
resolutely attempted in Kansas, no madmen sug- 
gested, as no statesmen would have palliated. 

Since the growth of our country, at the expense 
of Mexico, the doctrine of non-intervention has 
been upheld by the Democratic party; and in 1854 
thé Missouri compromise was repealed, With a 
license thus obtained in behalf of slavery, guided 
by the executive Administration, protected by 
way-side decisions squeezed from a court by party 
pressure, and reinforced by the arms of regular 
troops and of lawless men, non-intervention broke 
down at the start, and its first fruits in Kansas 
proved unsatisfactory. Curiously-worded theo- 
ries, by which the thing to be done has been art- 
fully concealed, are now to be discarded. Nothing 
will relieve the exigency of the great Democratic 
party now, but an une uivocal declaration that 
slavery is a blessing, and must, therefore, be pro- 
tected by every branch of the Government. The 
Democricy that does not come up to this stand- 
ard is to be cast off as worthless; and if the Dem- 
ocratic party cannot conquer under this sign, then 
the Union itself is to be cast off. A free charter 
for slavery to travel into all the Territories, and 
to be there protected, is the only condition upon 
which the Democratic party will refrain from sui- 
cide and treason. Across Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
and lowa, into the Territory of Nebraska, Vir- 
ginia claims the right to take her slaves. And 
not only into Nebraska, but into all other Terri- 
tories, slavery is to go unchallenged. Thus, at 
first, slavery was wrong, and all our territory 
was to be free; then it continued wrong north of 
36° 30’, and south of that no questions were to 
be asked, but slavery and freedom were to be 
joint occupants. This was a sort of half-and-half 
compromise. Now, slavery is claimed to be a 
blessing, and all our Territories are demanded to 
furnish future and progressive homes for its in- 
crease. Freedom was at first made secure in its 
home, with a chance for the reclamation of some 

art of the domains of slavery; now the position 
is to be reversed. Slavery is secure at home, and 
it is to have an open field for aggression in all the 
national Territories. To this complexion it has 
come at last; and just here we do not propose to 
follow Democratic leaders. 

We are opposed to the dogma that the Consti- 
tution of our country, of its own inherent force, 
carries slavery into all the Territories. We deny 
that the flag of our country is to be used where- 
ever it floats to plant and scatter an institution to 
which more than. two thirds of our people, it may 
be, are irreconcilably hostile, and whose whole 
moral instincts: and entire economical interests 
would be thereby disregarded. That would be 
using our noble banney with the stars blotted out. 


} 


4 


fl 


Slavery îs an anomaly. It may be a necessity 
in the South, but to the civilized world it is a ne- 


cessity that excites profound regret. Outside of |} 


State limits, it is not a necessity; and there it is 
to be controlled by the nation as a whole, not by 
“ the guilty bentof a local appetite.” It has ever 
been a local institution, and therein will be found 
its true and only ramparts of defense, Its obscur- 
Be prominence, should be its stoutest shield. 
When it pushes itself beyond its own limits, then 
it encounters new perils. Itis then only that it 
is thrust under the legal cognizance of outsiders. 
No one of the statesmen of the better days of the 
Republic ever dreamed of claiming protection for 
slavery, except in the States where it legally ex- 
isted, and for the few sporadic cases of fugitives 
escaped from service. Within our own bound- 
aries, no one thought of making conquests to en- 
large its area, nor were foreign conquests enter- 
tained for any similar purpose. It was left for a 
party calling itself Democratic to set forth these 
high pretensions in behalf of an institution not 
even named in the Constitution. 

It is a mistake to suppose the South could be 
rid of all anti-slavery agitation, if the North were 
to padlock its lips and repress all expression of 
head or heart on the subject. Slavery, if the 
North were to turn its eyes from it, must still re- 
main visible to a larger audience, one more crit- 
ical and less kindly, comprising the whole enlight- 
ened nations of the earth, from whose jurisdiction 
there can be no appeal and no escape. It is not 
the weight of public sentiment nor of the public 
press in the northern States which alone bears 
upon slavery, but all Christendom is pervaded by 
thesamefanaticism. There isno vail thick enough 
to hide the stain on the face of the Republic. 
While the South, in view of its increased pecuni- 
ary sanctions, may have become stronger in the 
faith of the propriety of slavery, the world, ex- 
clusive of our own limits, has been steadily march- 

ing in the oposite direction, until even the des- 
potisms of ages refuse longer to bear such a 
reproach. 

Secession and a Chinese wall along Mason and 
Dixon’s line would not shield the South from 
philosophy, literature, political economy, law, 
morals, and religion, hostile to their favorite in- 
stitution of slavery, unless indced,they are ready 
for that non-intercourse which can only be per- 
fect in a state of barbarism, and of which China 
and Japan are the most conspicuous but receding 
examples. Among European nations, Spainalone, 
undistinguished except for its follies, lends coun- 
tenance to slavery by its retention in Cuba; and 
here it is more than probable that her poverty, and 
not her will, consents. s 

This public opinion of the world cannot be im- 

Seleonen orshut out. Ít is as all-pervading as 
“the atmosphere. But this opinion proposes no 
political action. It has no power of coercion, and 
litle hope of persuasion. In harmony with this 
anti-slavery sentiment, as the North confessedly 
is, the position of absolute non-interference with 
slavery in the States is as fixed there as it is in 
any foreign State. They will not only notinvade 
slave States themselves, but they stand ready to 
fulfill all their constitutional obligations, “by re- 
pelling invasion, from whatever quarter it may 
come. But, ready to do this, they will not be in- 
vaded. 

Even if the southern States were now narrowed 
and belted together as a unit, under a flag recog- 
nizing slavery as universal, and rampant for its 
peacable or forcible extension, there would be 
speedily found a lack, even there, of entire homo- 
gencousness. Equality having beenestablished, 
individual liberty could not have been entirely 
suppressed. The strong shades of difference ex- 
isting in the thoughts and modes of action of the 
human mind will have vent wherever even the 
form of a republican governmentexists. The con- 
tents and the progressives are implanted in all 
communities. The minority might be despicable 
in numbers, but it would inevitably spring forth 
to confront the absolute and aggressive positions 
of the majority. The difference of soil and cli- 
mate, creating diverse systems of husbandry; the 
varied density of population, changing the value 
of labor, would, in the space of one generation, 
create at least all that discordance of interests in 


the new combination which has arisen among the 


old thirteen States. The wave of the slave pop- 
ulation would set towards those points where it 
could be most advantageously employed, icaving 
bare the borders which security most requires 
should be covered. Islands of the free would rise 
even in such an ocean of slavery. 

This view is sustained by Jefferson’s remark- 
able letter to John Taylor, dated January 1, 1796, 
wherein he observes: 

“ But if, on temporary superiority of the one party, the 
other is to resort toa scission of the Union, no Federal Gov- 
ernment can ever exist. If, to rid ourselves of the pres- 
ent rule of Massachusetts and Connecticut, we break the 
Union, will the evil stop there? Suppose the New Eng- 
land States atone cut off: will our natures be changed? Are 
we not men still to the south of that, and with all the pas- 
sions of men? Immediately, we shall see a Peunsylvania 
and a Virginia party arise in the residuary Confederacy, 
and the public mind will be distracted by the same party 
spirit. What a game, too, will the one party have in their 
hands, by eternally threatening the other, that, unless they 
do so and so, they will join their northern neighbors. If 
we reduce our Union to Virginia and North Carolina, im- 
mediately the conflict will be established between the Rep- 
resentatives of these two States, and they will end by, 
breaking into their simple units.” 

In a succeeding portion of the same letter, he 
says: . 

« Seeing that we must have somchody to quarrel with, F, 
had rather keep our New England associates for that pur- 
pose, than to sce our bickerings transferred to others”? 

Other causes of dissension, likely to be aggra- 
vated, and not as now restrained by a unity of his- 
tory, interest, and destiny, might be grouped, such 
as commercial revolutions, revulsions, and rival- 
ries; the dethronement of cotton by the hitherto 
pretenders in India and Africa; the large standing 
armies that mustarise tube supported by a smaller 
Power, with exposed frontiers, and which could 
not afford to stand disarmed and unprepared for 
emergencies; questions of free trade or of protec- 
tion to the first blossoms of manufactures; the 
collisions of foreign intercourse or of border feuds. 
But the subjects of strife are not only endless, but 
obvious. 

If, with only three hundred thousand slaves in 
our country, and with only few and mild statutes 
made to hold them in subjection, men in their 
midst were found then depicting the institution as 
abhorrent to all the laws of nature, is it improb- 
able now, when there are probably four million 
one hundred thousand slaves, and when the slave 
codes have multiplied rigors to compel absolute 
subinission, that other men would be found upon 
the same ground, drawing the same pictures and 


| uttering the same sentiments, only with an added 


tint and accumulated emphasis ? 

It is quite clear that secession, if practicable on 
the part of the southern States, would not prove 
an escape from what they esteem as heterodox 
opinions upon the subject of slavery; nor would 
it be an avoidance, or even a postponement, of 
grievances now supposed to exist. This agita- 
tion comes from the inherent energy and ardent 
love of liberty which cannot be wholly eradicated 
from any portion of the Anglo-Saxon race. It 
may be a fault of their blood; but, if so, it is not 
desirable that it should be entirely cured. When 
a people reach that. Utopian dream of the South, 
where all agitation is banished, and where all crit- 
icism is silenced, they will, indeed, have reached 
that perfect equality, that stolid acquiescence, 
where property in slaves will everywhere be re- 
cognized; for there-all will be slaves. ` 

The only mode by which agitation can be qui- 
eted is for all parties to abandon slavery exten- 
sion. I say all parties, not meaning to include the 
Republican, already arrayed, because all frag- 
ments of the late Democratic party treat any pro- 
ject of extension with hospitality. Some aim at 
it directly, and declare fur a slave code. Others, 
more adroit, would defer all explicit avowal of 
their princples until after election, and, while 
claiming the right, are willing to trust to the future 
for its enforcement. The squatter-sovercignty 
party have no scruples about the extension, but 
itis inconvenient to be caught voting for itdirectly. 
They only vote for somebody who they khow 
will vote for it. 

But in spite of the battles of the little giants 
among the Democratic party, there is one leading 
measure of slavery extension—the acquisition of 
Cuba and Mexico—wherein nearly all its meme 
bers are harmonious and equally clamorous. Al- 
though. the northern allies conceal the nest of 
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serpents under the feathers of the “‘ spread eagle,” 
this is a grave question, and-deserves to be tested 
in the crucible of facts and figures. 

The area of the United States, at the peace of 
1783, was 820,680 square miles. The Louisiana 
purchase in 1803, of 899,579 square miles, more 


than doubled it, and very largely extended the. 
domains of slavery and slave States. The acquisi-. 


tion of Florida, in 1819, adding 66,900 square miles 
to southern preponderance, was a movement in 
the same direction. The admission of Texas, in 
1844, increased slave territory by over 300,000 
square miles, adding one slave State to the Union 
at once, with a germinating power of four more, 
and securing, by the terms of the treaty, their 
future admission into the Union. Though Mex- 
ico was indignant at this dismemberment of her 
territory, we soon taught her that tc complain was 
to invoke a deeper cut upon her domains, and the 
war of conquest in 1847 added 522,955 square 
miles more to our territory, into a large part of 
which slavery has been already introduced, and, 
practically, fully protected. All these movements 
have been made with immense cost to the national 
Treasury to extend our boundaries southward, 
while no.cffort has been made to extend the ‘area 
of freedom” northward; but, on the contrary, 
there our picket-guards have been driven in, and 
our limits curtailed. With a weak Power we 
quarrel for the ninth partof a hair, but with Eng- 
land not foran empire. If Democracy is to be 
credited for gains, let it be charged for losses. 

Our whole area at the present time is 2,936,166 
square miles—nearly as much as all Europe— 
and yet we are urged to all sorts of violence and 
wrong, diplomatic corruption and piratical inva- 
sion, even at the peril of our own domestic peace 
and harmony, to augment our already unwieldy 
dominions! 

Although our population has increased eight- 
fold since 1790, the number of persons to a square 
mile of territory has not doubled. The free States 
may expect some additions to their numbers from 
the Territories of Nebraska, Washington, and so 
forth, large in dimensions, but, on account of 
soil and climate, destined to a sparse population. 
For all purposes of settlement, the free States, 
with an estimated population of 20,000,000. in 
1860, will be restricted to one third of the area of 
the Republic; while the slave, States, with only an 
estimated population of 8,000,000, or 12,000,000, 
including slaves, in 1860, will have the large van- 
tage of two thirds of the fertile land of the coun- 
try. When we look at the density of the popu- 
Jation of the slave States, we find it, in 1850, 
11.35 to the square mile, and only 21.91 to the 
square mile in the free States; showing, whatever 
may be their requirements, that the former have 
double the room compared with the space left to 
the latter. Beyond this, if we.look at the land in 
use, we find the southern and southwestern States 
have unimproved land to double the amountf 
their improved land; while the New England and 
middle States reverse the figures, and have im- 
proved nearly double the quantity leftunimproved. 
Ín other words, in 1850, the former States: had 
94,942,052 acres unimproved land, and. the latter 
only 23,429,581 acres. ‘The proportion of improved 
land to the whole in the slave States was buta 
fraction over ten per cent. 

These facts show how baseless is the claim of 
the South for more territory—and, if not baseless, 
how much greater the occasion for arresting an 
institution whose demands are so imperious and 
unceasing, The density of the population ip 
England is 322 to the square mile; and even in 
Russia (in Europe) it is 28 to the square mile, or 
about four times as great as itis in the United 
States and its Territories. Give to the United 
States a population equal in density to that of Eng- 
land, and we should outnumber the supposed pop- 
ulation of the entire world. If, then, with only 
about 11 to the square mile, the slaveholding States 
are in danger of suffocation, several grave ques- 
tions arise; and among them, first, whether ‘‘ the 
highest type of civilization,” : 
claimed, is.to be found in States whose prosperity 
is. based upon a large influx of slaves, and whose 
most-to-be-dreaded evil is a large influx of free- 
men; second, whether slavery is possible without 
the. power of indefinite expansion; third, whether 
our neighbors have any territory which we can 


as it is gravely | 


| United States, 


appropriate... According to my convictions, a 
higher system of culture of the soil, and a greater 
number of inhabitants—where the Church holds 
communion with the school-house, and where the 
plow, the loom, and the anvil, are all harmoni- 
ously at work—would soon exhibit a civilization 
more to be appreciated than that to which south- 
ern States are now. so intensely devoted. { 

It must be conceded, to the second query, that 
there is a point when slavery becomes unprofita- 
ble from the density. of the population—when 
land becomes too valuable to support anything 
but freemen—and then slavery must recede; but 
this point must be considered far too remote to 
inspire any very lively apprehension or hope in 
the present or succeeding generation. 

To the last query, it is to be observed, that 
Mexico now contains a population of nearly equal 
density to that of the United States, and Cuba a 
density far greater, or not less than fifty to the 
square mile. Acquisitions from such quarters 
would accelerate the very evil sought to be post- 
poned. The conclusion is reached, therefore, that 
it is not for the escape and gradual disappearance 
of slavery that fresh fields are sought, as was 


| urged at the time of the annexation of Texas, nor 
is jt the dread of aggravating the density of sla- 


very, but it is exclusively in the behalf of a re- 
inforcement of sectional political power. It is 
not an exodus of slavery that is wanted, but such 
a diffusion in Mexico as will furnish an increased 
representation of political power in the United 
States Senate. Itismot to build up American power 
against Europcan dangers that Cuba is panted 
after, but to create that notable equality in the 
Union through which eight million people shall 
balance and check-mate twenty million. It isa 
problem of political geography, which secks how 
to pack four million of slaves*where they will 


j have no less importance than twelve million of || 
was 880,200. 


freemen, or the excess of the free over the slave 
State population. And when the North opposes 
this, her sons are called sectional, and not con- 
servative. 


Notwithstanding all the facts of present num- | 


bers and present extent of domain, proving, while 
the free States neither need nor urge expansion 
or distribution, that the slaveholding States re- 
quire it still less; notwithstanding the large and 
repeated acquisitions of territory for the almost. 
exclusive benefit of slavery; notwithstanding the 
advantages of a milder climate and superior fer- 
tility of soil, the slaveholders vow claim the right 


| to enter with their slaves as property, and thus 


monopolize any and all the Territories of the 
The claim is one of monstrous 
injustice, contrary to the precedents of all our 
early history, and, whatever may be the conse- 
quences, will never be conceded. The inclusion 
of the free transit of slaves as property into any 


į Territory is in fact tantamount to the exclusion 


ofall free-State men. The purpose is to exclude 
free-State men. This cannot be denied, because 


j it is sectional power that is sought, which can be 


in no other way obtained, and without this result 
the prime object would suffer defeat. For the 
purposes of emigration or colonization, the neces- 
sities of the free States would appear to be the 
most pressipg—cven without considering the in- 
flux of foreign population here annually distrib- 
uted. 
States of their birth, 720,499 persons born in New 
England, or more than one fourth part of the en- 
tire population had emigrated. Add to these their 
descendants, and the whole would perhaps equal 
the population still retained. 

The older States South are also drained by the 
more profitable fields of the southwestern States, 
and sometimes they are even tempted by more 
northern fields. The pressure of the slave States 
for more room will not be unul the populaion 
shall have multiplied six-fold, according to the 
facts recorded in the history of our own States, 
and thatof other nations where slavery at one 
period has prevailed, and subsequently vanished. 
This period may be hastened by a system of ag- 
riculture which diminishes the fertility of the soil, 
or it may be retarded by the culture of tea, wine, 
and silk, or by the establishment of manufactur- 
ing and mechanical industry, The encourage- 
ment of a diversity of labor, by the employment 
of skilled artisansat home, instead of those abroad, 


In 1850, there were living outside of the | 


would avoid the necessity of any schemes for far- 


! hazardous. 


ther accessions.of territory for ages:to come. : 
The old States cannot hope to- recover the-vela- 
tive- power they once enjoyed... Their sons lave 
gone forth over the- mountains; upon the prairies 
and savannas, and: power, rapidly: glides into their 
hands; but this day, Virginia: has,. beyond. her 
own. representatives in Congress;an sentation. 
from six States, or eight-members.. ‘Wermonthas 
seven members from an equal number of States, 
and has had more. In. 1830, it: is stated, there 
were thirty members.in Congress born in the State 
of Connecticut... The power-.of the old States is 
thus not altogether lost; but intertwined, as it is, 
among the new, it links all together by an influ 
ence as fraternal as it is inflexible. Nor will any 
State have reason to exclaim, wherever the wan- 
derers may reappear, 2 
“ How sharper than a serpent’s tooth itis 
‘To have a thankless child.” 

Ingratitude to the land of our birth is simply an 
impossible crime. : ‘ 

Twenty-eight million freemen are of more con- 
sideration than four million slaves, and their wel- 


| fare and future destiny may be first studied with- 


out incurring an imputation of crime or a lack of 
nationality. Upon economical grounds, upon the 
basis of the highest interests of our common coun- 
try, regarding the future career of the grandest 
Republic to which the world has given birth, and 
even without hostility to the institution of slavery 
per se, which we do not deny, we may. object to 
the further extension of slavery, Without sug- 
gesting anything invidious, we may prefer the 
growth and wealthgf Maine to that of Florida, 
We may prefer the growth and wealth, the cle- 


; ments of power and prosperity, of Hlinois or 


Iowa, to that of Arkansas or Misssippi, though 
the latter are advancing at no mean pace. 

In 1800 the population of the State of Virginia 

Tithois then had none; but in 1850 
Illinois had 851,470. Now they have nearly equal 
numbers, or over 1,600,000 each, showing that, 
while Virginia doubled her numbers: by œ toil of 
sixty years, lHinois does aboutthe same thing in 
ten years! The data of strength or weakness of a 
State, as it contributes to or subtracts from the 
national support and defense, is. a legitimate . 
topic for the statesman. : f 

I do not press the argument that slavery is 
wrong in itself to the conscience of southern men, 
though the argument from the paucity of Demo- 
crats is not invalid in the North, because I know 
thatconscience is steeled againstall such appeals. 
I would as soon call upon Pius EX. to surrender 
his temporal power, when F know.his religion 
offers absolution for all his political sins: Be- 
sides, the moral as well as the political question 
is remitted by the Constitution to. the States 
where slavery exists, and. national jurisdiction 
and responsibility can be evoked only by the ef- 
forts made to extend it beyond those limits, where 
it might remain peaceably at anchor until south- 
ern policy and southern conscience should pro- 
claim itan evil too great for longer endurance. 

The proportions: of our country are already so 
magnificent as to make the experiment of self- 
government a bold one, and more incongruous 
additions. could only make the experiment extra- 
But notwithstanding the vastness of. 
our present territorial. limits, no serious disturb- 
ance would arise touching slavery, if it were not 
the manifest destiny of the Democratic. party, 
should it be able to maintain itself in power, to 
nationalize slavery at home, and then to seek 
fresh acquisitions fram forcign nations for the 
declared «purpose of enlarging its boundaries. 
Senator Brown has frankly avowed that was his 
purpose in striving to obtain Cuba; and whether 
avowed or not, it is too obvious to be denied. 
Cuba is already stocked with slaves. Itis not 
wanted, as it cannot be used, as an outlet for the 
present slave population of the South. It may 
be wanted as a depot of a cheaper supply, to be 
replenished by increased clandestine facilities, but 
itis most wanted to augment the slave represent- 
ation in the Government. ; 

If these were not insuperable objections, there 
are other arguments. against further acquisitions 
of territory and foreign inhabitants. Oar Gov- 
ernment is founded upon the intelligerice and vir- 
tue of the people, and there is no other basis which: 
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can make Democracy or Republicanism possible 
for a day. ‘Our’ theory has no inherent vitality 
whieh makes it’practical in Asia or South Amer- 
ica. It ig'the character of our people which sup- 
ports: our form of Government. Destroy that 
character, or dilute it until it-has lost its savor, 
avid the nation will decline and fall as have those 
in-other times. Under the maxims‘of Democratic 
teachers, leading astray to the worship of false 
gods, the standard of public virtue even now 
ranges none too high. It is not necessary to point 
out the fatal defects in the character of Cubans or 
Mexicans, to show their utter unfitness as asso- 
ciates upon a footing of equality in the Union. 
The sudden melting of all the accumulated ice of 
the arctic regions would not more certainly dis- 
turb the equilibrium of the poles than would the 
admission of the hybrid races of Central America, 
Cuba, and Mexico, disturb the harmonious and 
regular action of our Government. However we 
rhetorically gravitate toward these nations, there 
is and can be no assimilation of character. To 
accept them us equals would be a concession, 
dragging after it our own degradation; or a co- 
partnership, where the new partners contribute 
weakness, ignorance, and superstition. They 
might indeed afford places of refuge for disap- 
pointed ambition—the rejected culls of a political 
campaign—but it would hardly be beneficent ina 
hot climate to introduce a new race of vermin. 

In these countries, individuals may be found of 
rare virtues and rare accomplishments; but the 
mass are untrained by education, and disqualified 
by habits and prejudices for the adoption of Amer- 
ican ideas and the American forms of government. 
We already have New Mexico and Utah on our 
hands. Does any one think it would be sound 
policy to make these Territories the peers of Ten- 
nessée and Kentucky, or of Pennsylvania and 
Ohio? Whatever we may do with these—and I 
would treat them fairly, for we took them against 
their will—let us have no more territory to hold 
in pupilage or by chastisement, It will require 
all the wisdom our country will be likely to send 
to Congress to manage our present possessions. 
If there is any superabundant statesmanship in 
any section, let it first solve our own domestic 
problems, before it seeks new worlds to conquer. 

he truc clements of greatness, strength, wealth, 
and glory, do not arise alone from vastness. An 
ingot of gold would contain no more intrinsic 
value, though it should be spread over the vaulted 
sky. The Government of the United States will 
not oceupy a more enduring place in history by 
that species of aggrandizement which brings only 
numbers and extent. Certainly no honor can be 
acquired under any pretext, by which the spoli- 
ation of weaker neighbors shall be accomplished. 

Extension of territory weakens patriotic sen- 
timents. National boundaries become indistinct 
and confused. They do not comprehend histori- 
cal objects, loved and revered by all, but novel- 
ties which beguile for theday. Every acctssion 
makes us love the Union less, and sections more. 

The idea that the South require any more ter- 
ritory for legitimate purposes is excluded by the 
very general desire manifested there for the re- 
opening of the African slave trade. This proves 
they have already more land than they can stock 
with slave labor, not Jess than it proves a desire 
to avoid the expense of rearing such stock from 
childhood. That there is a South-side view of 
this great question is clear from the exultant tone 
of Senator Hammond, as exhibted in his speech 
of March 4, 1858: 

t If we never acquire another foot of territory for the 
South, look at her—cight hundred and fifty thousand square 
miles. As large as Great Britain, France, Austria, Prussia, I 
and Spain. Is not that territory enough to make an empire 
that shall rule the world?” . 

Whatever may be done in the future, he even 
proclaims the extent of the subjection of the North | 
in the past, and says: 


“That we, the slaveholders of the South, took our coun- 
try in her infancy ; and after ruling her for sixty out of sev- 
enty years of her existence, we shall surrender her to you 
without a:stain upon her honor,” &e. 

This ruling, it is to be marked, is claimed in 
behalf of the “ slaveholders of the South”? only, and 
it is to be confessed that the claim is not ground- |; 
less. Look at the facts: ; 


Since the organization of the Government, the | 


South, with only about one-third ofthe entire pop- | 


a 
-. 


ulation, has had 80 out of 134 foreign ministersį 
17 out of 28 judges of the Supreme Court; 14 out 
of the 19 Attorneys General; 22 out of 36 Speakers 
of the House; 61 out of 77 Presidents of the Sen- 
ate; and there have been eighteen elections for 
President, in which twelve of the candidates. chosen 
were slaveholders, and only six of them northern 
men; and of these six, it must be added, four stood 
upon a southern platform. 

The North does not propose to go out of the 
Union for such facts as these; but when we are 
taunted with the history, and a great party pro- 
claims a policy which is to insure a repetition of 
the same thing for the next seventy years, we do 
propose to vote it down. It would be an impeach- 
ment of our manhood to do less. 

Territorial expansion is to-be deplored, on the 
ground that it can only be accomplished by the 
sacrifice of the purity and simplicity which marked 
our character in all our earlier history. 

The Louisiana purchase, as well as thatof Flor- 
ida, fell to our lot naturally, were unattended by 
any costly outlay in the extension of our juris- 
diction, and did not embarrass our positions of 
defense. But some of the later accessions of ter- 
ritory, magnificent as they ‘are in proportions, 
have really diminished our strength, and have so 


inflated our ideas of grandeur, so raised the scale | 


of national expenditure, that we have grown to 
slight all economy, and deride the carly manners 
of the Republic. “The statesmanship of Franklin 
and Jefferson is us much out of fashion as would 
be their coats. The sapient cry of “ thisisa great 
country,” gives license to ceaseless waste. It is 
too evident we cannot turn from this regal road 
of extravagance, while the delusive thirst for ex- 
pansion is encouraged. 

Prior to late acquisitions, (or 1844,) our civil 
list seldom exceefed two million dollars annually. 
Now, it is over seven and a half million dollars. 
Then, our foreign intercourse was carried on for 
about half a million dollars. Now, its ordinary 
level is double that sum. Then, the cost of our 
judiciary was not much over a half million dollars. 
Now, it is a plump million, with brilliant increas- 
ing prospects. Then, the expense of our military 
service was not far from five million dollars. It 


| now reaches over nineteen million dollars, or as 


much as in any year of the last war with Great 


| Britain. Our naval establishment, which then cost 


about six million dollars, is not now content with 
over twelve million dollars. Our miscellaneous 
expenditures, that were from two to three million 
dollars, are now eighteen to nineteen million dol- 
lars. The Indien department then cost about one 


| million and a half dollars,dut it has now. swelled 


to over four million dollars. The Post Office, then 
self-supporting, now hangs upon the Treasury 
with a weight of millions of dollars per annum. 
Salaries of officers have been largely increased, 
and the pay of members of Congress has been 
doubled. ‘Then, we were nearly out of debt; and 
now, we havea national debt of $60,000,000, daily 
increasing. 

This new era of extravagance, engendering cor- 
ruption in all the machinery of our Government, 
is the natural sequence of territorial expansion. 
Services are paid for, not according to their value, 
but in proportion to the size and means of the 
nation. Purchases are made, not because the 
Government wishes to buy, but because some 
greedy or needy Democrat wishes to sell. Un- 
scrupulous acquisition is the vice of the nation, 


| and the example is too illustrious not to be copied 


by individuals. The Democratic party, giddy in 
this national debauchery, panders to this appe- 
tite, and is wholly unmindful of the future cost to 


| the integrity of our country. Economy, and all 


those cardinal virtues essential to the success of 
our form of Government, are cast away, as use- 
less incumbrances on the grand march of expan- 
sion and absorption. 

It is not for the pecuniary interests of the South 
that slavery should be extended and the culture 
of cotton increased. If 

«Mammon, the least erected spirit that fell 
From heaven,” 
is alone to be worshiped, the tables of commerce 
and navigation will show that a large cotton crop 
yields less moncy than a smaller one. A little 
excess now largely diminishes the price. A per- 
manent increase of the supply wouldundoubtedly 


bring a permanent reduction in price. More come 
petition would be disastrous. 

The position of the Republican party as to_the 
non-extension of slavery will not be changed or’ 
abandoned. It is the only policy worthy of a 
| great people. It will inflict noinjustice upon the 
South—far from it. The South will ever retain 
all the power and influence to which it is entitled, 
and most likely far more, but it will not be able 
to propagate the doctrine that slavery is a bless- 
ing. That must remain a local dogma, and not 
an eternal truth. There is such preponderance 
of national sentiment against slavery extension, 
that no time can change it, no ‘party reverse it, 
no circumstances lessen its weight. Whether sla- 
very extension is longer possible with the aid of 
our Union, is a question now being brought to the 
test, and depending upon the supremacy of the 
Democratic party; but with the Union destroyed 
and broken into angry fragments, by secession 
or otherwise, that question at least is answered 
forever. It is not possible. 

If there is any force in the argument thus far, 
Union and Lizerry is possible, and they will 
never be disjoined. [tis also apparent that in the 
Democratic party will be found the only consid- 
erable enemies of either, and this party it is the 
duty of all friends of constitutional liberty to de- 
throne and disperse. 

I think I have also shown that the discussion 
of slavery can never cease while it maintains an 
aggressive attitude. It cannot obtain charity by 
reviling freedom, and will continuc to be ranked 
as an evil so long as Christianity endures or De- 
mocracy claims anything beyond its name. 

The acquisition of foreign territory—nowhere 
peacefully to be obtained—cannot be prosccuted 
without defilement of our national honor. It is, 
moreover, that forbidden fruit, sweet to the taste, 
but bitter in the belly, which is sure to demoral- 
ize and disrupt the Republic. 

The extent of our present Territories, though 
large, will no more than suffice for the wants of 
the free white men of the country, including the 
sons of the Cavaliers as well as the sons of the 
Puritans, The field of the South, if not equal to 
its ambition, is even now broader than it can hope 
to successfully hold or profitably cultivate; but 
the northern hive, busy at home, can yet spare 
an annual swarm to swell the hum of industry 
over a broader theater. ‘The future career, pros- 
perity,and moral grandeur of our country depend 
upon placing its destinies permanenty in the 
hands and hearts of those who have faith in the 
principles of the revolutionary fathers of the 
Republic. 


DEMOCRACY alias SLAVERY. 


SPRECH OF HON. JAMES B. McKEAN, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 6, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. McKEAN said: f 

Mr. Cuarrman: ‘ The South rules supremein 
the councils of the Democracy.” So said a south- 
ern Opposition member of the last Congress. 
And he gave it as his reason for uniting with the 
| Demoeratic party. How true the statement, and 
what a spectacle has that party exhibited to the 
world because of such southern supremacy. How 
changeable, and yet steadily sectional has been 
the policy of the South. Look at it, sir. When 
the southern rulers of the Democracy coveted 
Missouri for a slave State, they said it was con- 
stitutional for Congress to prohibit slavery in the 
Territories. When they coveted Kansas for the 
same purpose, they said it was unconstitutional 
for Congress to prohibit slavery in the Territo- 
ries. When they considered themselves strong 
enough forcibly to plant slavery in free soil, they 
said, ‘‘ Leave the question to the settlers.” When 
the settlers plucked up slavery by the roots, they 
said that that was unconstitutional, and that Con- 
gress must protect slavery in the Territories. 
‘When they meant to violate the compromise of 
1820, they said it had been virtually repealed by 
that of 1850, inasmuch as the latter neither estab- 


i lished nor prohibited slavery in New Mexico; 
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whereas the compromise of 1820, itself, neither es- 
tablished nor prohibited slavery south of the desig- 
nated line. hen Mr. Coss would probably be 
chosen Speaker of this House, they said that the 
plurality rule was constitutional. When Mr. 
SHERMAN would probably ‘be chosen, they said 
that that rule was unconstitutional. 

Sir, the Constitution is generally supposed to 
be a fundamental law, firm as granite. But there 
are those who seem to regard it as aspring-board, 
on which to turn summersets. These southern 
rulers of the Democracy require that party to be- 
lieve, or to profess to believe, that stolid barbar- 
ism fosters the highest style of civilization; that 
the structure of white society must have a black 
foundation; and that the tree of liberty will grow 
only in the barren, shifting quicksands of slavery; 
and they are rapidly convincing the rest of the 
world that Dahomian and southern Democratic 
politics are the same. 

Recently, at the Charleston convention, this 
sectional supremacy was for the first time mildly 
opposed by the northern Democracy; and the 
South contemptuously spurned thew northern 
allies, and arrogantly took to themselves the 
name of **the Democratic States.” Sir, the su- 
preme South is ruling the Democracy to death. 

(‘Thus far Mr. McKean spoke on the evening of 
June 6, when he was interrupted by a call of the 
roll, demanded by Mr. Crarce, of North Carolina. 
The House continued in session all night. The 
next morning the speaker resumed his remarks.] 

Mr. Chairman, this is no time for me to make 
a speech, A few remarks must suffice. Last 


evening I should have been brief; this morning I | 


shall be still briefer. Many considerations prompt 
me to be so. Not the least among them is the 
exhaustion consequent upon a sleepless night. 
Sir, the statesman from whom I have quoted, 
uttered but part of the truth. 
have said, ‘the southern Democracy rules su- 
preme in the councils of the country.” And what 
a spectacle has our country exhibited to the world 
because of this supremacy ! Opposcd to a reason- 
able tariff to encourage free labor; opposed to a 
Pacific railroad, so located as best to promote the 
interests of the whole country; opposed to free 
homes ‘for:free men, the South demands that sla- 
very shall be extended and strengthened. The 
supremacy of the South is the supremacy of sla- 
very. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cuor- 


TON] spoke truly when he said of the slavery | 


question, ‘it overshadows all other questions.” 
Inthe language of that distinguished man, whose 
illustrious career terminated in the old Hall, just 
without that door, and whose distinguished son 
now sits in this Hall, just within that door—in 
the language, I say, of John Quincy Adams: 

“The preservation, propagation, and perpetuation of 
slavery constitutes the vital and animating spirit of the 
national Government.” 

Last evening 1 should have spoken in brief de- 
tail of the conduct of the southern Democracy 
towards the Territories. An instance or two must 
now suffice. 

Look back a few years and behold the fair 


yous Kansas, with her brow and waist adorned | 


y the hand of Nature with wreaths and girdles 
of flowers. 
fian, Slavery. See how she struggles to tear her- 
self from the grasp of the monster; while Demo- 
cratic Presidents, and Cabinets, and Senators, and 
Representatives, with locked arms, form the ring 
around. Look again. She is free. Thank God, 
she is free, and her virtue is unsullied. Her 
lately bloody garments arc replaced by yobes of 
spotless white. And, coming up through great 


tribulation, and leaning on the arm of her Conway, | 
this fair half-sister of ours now stands at the | 


threshold of the Capitol. Hasten, sir, open the 
door,and let her come into the sisterhood of States. 
We shall see if the Dahomian Democracy will 
again slam the door in her face. _ 

Turn your attention to the Territory of New 
Mexico. Not only has slavery been established 


there, where it was prohibited by the laws of Mex- | 


ico, but the votaries of slavery have enacted laws 
giving the masters of hired servants the right to 


whip them; and denying such servants all redress | 
I shall make no comments | 


therefor in the courts. 
on such laws. No comments are necessary to 
disclose their more than Draconian atrocity. 


He should also || 


See how she is assailed by thatruf- | 


| slave State. 
| State, tell me, could any power on earth make 
thee a subject, and Virginia thy sovereign? Could 


The rulers of the Democracy and of the coun- 
try now claim that neither Congress-nor Terri- 
torial Legislatures, nor any human power, can 


_keep slavery out of the Territories, and that Con- 


gress must protect it there. Thus do they seek 
to make slavery absolute emperor, dictator, czar; 
In the language of Cassius M. Clay, the noble 
Kentuckian, who is adding new luster to both his 
Roman and American name— 

“The slave oligarchy began by asking neuérality in the 
national Government, then equality with freedom, and at 
last supremacy.”? 

Turn from the Territories, and see whateffect the 
supremacy of slavery is having upon the States. 
Sir, as one wayward member of a family may 
disturb the happiness of all the rest, so one south- 
ern member of this family of States has more than 
once disturbed the harmony of the Union. Re- 
cently she sentan embassador extraordinary, and 
proposcd—ay, we are told, that in the very hall 
where Aaron Burr was tried on suspicion of trea- 
son, she proposed to a sister State that they join 
in an act akin to treason. Ona former occasion 
she trieda nullification experiment. General Jack- 
son was about to teach her better, when Henry 
Clay interposed a compromise. The motives of 
the “great pacificator”? were patriotic. But look- 
ing back upon those transactions in the light of 
subsequent events, we see reason to regret that 
the stern Jackson was not permitted to take hold 
of this refractory member of the family with his 
hickory hand. She would have behaved better 
ever afterward. ` 

New York, supposing herself to bea sovereign 
State, decreed that a slave, coming by the con- 
sent of his master within her jurisdiction, should 
be free. Undersuch circumstances, she liberated 
the Lemmon slaves. Private individuals then 
paid the owner thefull valucof the slaves. Should 
not that have been the end of the matter? But 
Virginia disputes the sovereignty of New York, 
and brings her into court to compel her to be a 
Tell me, O New York, my mother 


all the standing armies of all the despotisms of 
Europe annex thee as a new domain to the Old 
Dominion? Let the courts consider long and well 
before they attempt it. 

Mr. LEAKE, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
answer me a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
New York yield to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. McKEAN. For six months I have sat 
here in silence, save when answering to the call 
of my name. Last evening I obtained the floor, 
and have been interrupted for twelve hours, 1 
cannot yield. ihe 

I must not omit, in this connection, briefly to 
speak of the affair at Harper’s Ferry. Sir, as the 
“reign of terror’’ legitimately succeeded the reign 
of the Bourbons; as the Scpoy rebellion was the 
natural consequence of the Kast India Company’s 
misrule; so did lawless, pro-slavery violence, on 
the borders of Missouri and Kansas, beget the 


| offspring afterwards brought forth at Harper’s 


so tipas to be afraid of that offspring, the south- 
ern Bemocracy sought to lay it on the doorsteps 
of the Republican party. The gentleman from 


Ferry. And tlgn, too vicious to be ashamed, but 


i! Alabama {Mr. Curry] was so just and generous 


as to say: n 

«Prom the bottom.of my heart Ido acquit the Repub- 
lican party from aj] connection with that raid which was 
made into Virginia? 


All sensible men know, and all just and gener- 


ous men admit, that it is right thus to acquit the | 


Republicans. 

But why is it that the South is alarmed?, Why 
is it that even her brave menare alarmed as though 
they saw an apparition? John Brown, invisible 
to us, is everand anon awfully visible and audible 
to them. How is this? Is notJohn Brown dead? 
Did not the United States conquer him? and after- 
wards, did not Virginia kill him? Ah! sir, he 
seems to be like the great wild boar, Scrimner, in 
the Northern mythology, that was killed every 
day for an offering to the gods in Valhalla, and 
came to life again every night. Sir, [do not blame 
even brave men for being afraid. He who builds 
his domicile on the side of a volcano, or where 
earthquakes prevail, has a right to be afraid— 


| 


! sucked their blood. 


! cord of Democrac 


ought tobe ‘afraid. Butis itnot amazing that’s a 
one should demand that the stricture of society 
in the Territories should:be built on the Voleanic 
foundations of slavery?’ ptio ooet h g 
‘Inthe light of the affair at Harper’s Ferry ,how 
clearly is seen the vast difference: between. slave 
and free society—the insecurity of: the oné, the 
safety and stability of the other.’ Could that 
affair have happened in‘a free State, the, police 
would have intervened, the law would have had 
its: quiet course, and society would have been dis-. 
turbed about as much as the. ocean is‘disturbed 
by the falling of a pebble: ` Sir; a slave State ia: 
balanced on a point, like a boulder on a cragg 
summit; the hand of a child can rock ityone man s 
arm can hurl it into the anarchical abyss ‘below. 
A free State stands like a pyramid on the plain— 
nor winds, nor floods, nor thunderbolts ‘can beat 
it down, nor the weight of centuries can crush it, 

Though purposely abridging my remarks, I 
cannot overlook the southern Democracy as-ex- 
hibited here in the Federal Capitol. Congress 
convenes; and day after day, for weeks ‘and 
months, on the highest notes in tenor, on the low- 
est in double-bass, with the gestures, tropes, and 
idioms peculiar to the Anglo-Congo school of oras 
tory, they clamor against northern men—- À 

“ Loud as the wolves on Orcas’ stormy steep, | 
Howl to the roarings of the northern deep.” 

And because the “northern deep” ‘will not 
roar, but will be calm, the noise from Slavery ’s 
“stormy steep™ is the louderand the longer. At 
length amid the deafening din, made by others, and 
not by himself, a usually self-poised gentleman 
from Virginia, cried out in tones of bitter com- 
plaint, that the Republicans sat here “in sullen. 
and almost contemptuous silence.” Sir, if one of 
the ancients could have come back to earth, and 
from that gallery have witnessed the composure 
on this side, and the clamor on that, would he not 
have exclaimed, ‘Are these the Senators of 
Rome? Are those the chiefs of Brennus?”” And 
all this clamor, sir, is about John Brown, a dead 
man, and a pamphlet written for white men, and 
which slaves cannot read! ee SEG 

We are repeatedly told by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House thatthe North must send 
other men to this Federal counci]—must send *na- 
tional and conservative men.” They are so kind 
as to tell us who are “ national and conservative,” 
And as nearly as I can understand the definition, 
they are thosesouthern men who hold that slavery 
is God’s vicegerent upon earth, and those north- 
ern men who fall down and worship it as divine. 
Such men, they tell us, are alone fit to. represent 
the people. : 3 

Sir, in the ancient days of Æsop; when quad- 
rupeds were endowed with the power of speech, 


| the wolves sent an embassy to the sheep, saying, 


“ Let us hereafter live in peace as good neighbors. 
Those watch-dogs of yours make all the trouble, 
Send them away, and we shall live in harmony 
and union.’ The thoughtless sheep sent away 
the dogs. But hardly were they out of sight, 


| when the “national and conservative’? wolves 


leaped into the fold, slaughtered the sheep, and 
To the people of the North 
the history of the punic faith of the wolves. to- 
wards the sheep has a moral. They. will not call 
down their sentinels from the walls. They will 
not send away their watch-dogs. A 

Let not the South suppose that the North can 
be induced to recall from the outposts which he 
has so long defended, from the councils which he 
has so long instructed and adorned, the Wash- 
ington of this war, the Jefferson of this revolution. 
Sir, I am notabout to defend that eminent man, 
Senator Sew arp, from the assaults of the Democ- 
racy. ` No, novatall. When he needs to be de= 
fended, his own left hand will do it. But, sir, 
what scenes have we here beheld? What Dem- 
ocratic dwarf has taken the floor that has not 
shaken his tiny shillalah at this giant? See how 
they tug and toil to tumble pebbles in his path- 
way, supposing them to be boulders. Look, what 
coils of ropes they bring to bind him. Ropes? 
No, they are but the ravelings of the once strong 
Sir, do you not remember 


A Kwasind, in the song of Hia- 


the “ Strong Man 
watha ? 


‘© Now this wondrous strength of Kwasind 
In his crown alone was seated.”? 
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Do you not. remember. “t the envious little peo- 
ple, the Puk-Wudjies?” Hark, how they con- 
spire against the “Strong Man:” 

“If this great, outrageous fellow, 
Goeg-on thus a little longer, 
Tearing everything he touches, 
Rending everything to pieces, 
Filling ail-the world with wonder, 
What becomes of the Puk-Wudjies? 
Who will care for the Puk-Wudjies ? 
He will tread us down like mushrooms.” 

Butsir, the statesman isgreater than the “ Strong 
Man;’? for, unlike the latter, the former grows 
greater and stronger with each successive encoun- 
ter. Inthe other end of the Capitol behold the 
great statesman of New York; behold. there and 
berc his Democratic enemies; and then tell me, 
sir, do you think it more than a step from the 
sublime to the ridiculous? 

Gentlemen have been so pucrile as to suppose 
that they could intimidate us by threats, One 
would have us believe that “the people’? would 
come hore and hurl us from our seats. Sir, when 
those people to whom the.gentleman refers shall 
come in here to hurl us from our seats, though 
we are but few more than a hundred men, we 
shall ask for no quarter. The historian of the 
future may record whether we shall have needed 
any. 

“T'he gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] 
said to us: 

i When you presented Frémont asa sectional candidate 

for the Presidency,” bd 5 s r ‘you un- 
dertook to stize the Government for yourselves.” * 
s * * Jn doing that, you were guilty of organ- 
izing reboHion against the Goverument.? a * * 
2 “ We are going to bring the Navy and Army to put 
down thie rebellion, That is what we mean to do; and 
we Will hang the tast one of you.” 

-I would have that gentleman understand that 
my constitucnts, not a few of whom are sons of 
sires who.sleep beneath the battle-field of Sara- 
toga, have read this threat of his with as much 
composure as is consistent with laughter. They 
regard his demonstration as about as formidable 
as that of General Tom Thumb, armed witha 
tin sword, slashing at the boot-legs of his keeper. 
. Others tell us that the South will manufacture 
for herself, and withdraw her trade from us, Sir, 
let her proceed with her manufactures and her 
home industry. She can do nothing that will so 
soon strangle slavery, and nothing that will so 

romote the prosperity of the North. 1s not New 
York benefited by the prosperity of Massachu- 
setis and Ohio by that of Pennsylvania? So will 
the North and the South each be benefited by 
the progress and prosperity of the other. 

Parton, in his Life of Jackson, says: 

“To go southward is to make a journcy into the Past. 
Travel twenty-four hours into the southern States, and 
then get ten miles away trom the railroad, and you have 
arrived at Sixty- Years-Ago.”’ 

Sir, let the South awake from her Rip Van 
Winkie sleep, and soon the incubus of slavery 
will cease forever to benumb her energies. Let 
her turn her attention to all departments of man- 
ual industry and intellectual inquiry, and she will 
thereby create demands which ignorant, indolent 
slave labor cannot meet, and which intelligent, 
industrious free labor can alone supply. 

We are told that the Union is in danger. 
Whence and why this sound of alarm? Does 
any Republican threaten the Union, or even pre- 
diet its dissolution? No, not one. Does any 
American, North or South, avow hostility to the 
Union? I have notheard one. From whom, then, 
the danger, and from whom the warning? Ah, 
sir, tho danger, if there is danger, and the warn- 
ing, come from the same source. It is a notice- 
able fact, that no one anywhere ever knows or | 
hears that the Union is in danger until the De- | 
mocracy tell of it, and they never tell of it until 
they themselves are in danger. When defeat 
stares them in the face, they insolently teil us that 
if we overthrow them, they will overthrow the 
Union. All the time holding the helm themselves, ; 
they ery out with horror, and upbraid the passen- | 
gers because the Ship of State has got into the 
outer whirls of a maelstrom; and when we, the 
passengers, ask that the vessel be put about while | 
yet it may be done, they declare that if we insist 
upon that, they will scuttle the ship and sink the | 


passengers, crew, and cargo altogether, Ho! men |i 


of America, arise to the rescue! All hands on 


deck! Let us save the vessel and her precious 
freight, and, if need be, cast the corsairs over- 
board. If that be mutiny, ‘* make the most of it.”” 

Behold the policy, behold the practice of these 
men: the policy—rule or-ruin; the practice—rule 
and ruin. : 

I shall quote but one of the scores of southern 
Democratic members. who. have threatened the 
Union. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr.Caaw- 
FORD] says: 

“We have four million slaves. * à *# * 
demand expansion. We will have expansion’? 

And again: 

«This question has resolved itself at last into a question 
of slavery and disunion, or no slavery and union.” 

Sir, let the gentleman tell the people of the 
North, as he tells us, that slavery and the Union 
cannot both exist; that the one must destroy the 
other; but that. slavery shall be maintained and 
expanded; and, irrespective of party, they will 
answer him, “Thon slavery must die.” They 
know that it is a greedy monster, whose hunger 
is whetted by what it feeds upon. If you castit 
a State, it seizes it, coils around it, crushes it, 
swallows it. lf you cast it a Territory, it takes 
it down as though it were but a morsel. Hold! 
sir; stay your hand, give it no more food; let it 
digest or disgorge what it has, and then let it 
starve. 

ï must hasten to a conclusion. The question 
is now presented to the millions of Northern men, 
whether they will be intimidated by threats, and, 
like cravens, permit the country still to be mis- 


“We 


ruled by men who, while in power, avow that they 


will be traitors when out of power? I think, sir, 
that the result will show to an admiring world 
that those millions of men fear traitors less than 
they abhor tyrants; and then we shall see whether 
these disunionists will rebel against the Govern- 
ment, as they say they will, or whether they will 
merely call a convention at New Gascony, and 
adopt some resolutions. 

“ Did the militia stand fire??? asked Washing- 
ton, when he heard of the first battle of the Rev- 
olution. “ Did the militia stand fire??? He well 
knew that, if they did, the day of victory would 
soon come; and so it did. Soon the battle of Sara- 
toga was fought and won; and then came our allies, 
the French, giving assurance of other victories and 
final triumph. In 1856, led by Frémont and Day- 
ton, the freemen of this land stood fire. Then they 
fought their Bunker’s Hill. Now they are led by 
Lincolnand Hamlin. Inthe morning,at Borodino, 
Napoleon exclaimed, “ Yonder is the sun of Aus- 
terlitz !?? Who in this army of freemen docs not 
sec the dawn of the day of victory? We shall have 
our Saratoga; and then we shall have our allies— 
not aliens, but sons of the South. The noblest 
men amongst them will declare for us, giving as- 
surance of the final triumph of our principles; and 
the South, no longer old in her youth, will stand 
erect, rejuvenated, as though she had bathedin the 
Fountain of Youth; and the North and the South, 
cach accepting the friendly challenge of the othef, 
will run a race of generous and glorious rivalty 
down the ages. 


MISSOURI CONTESTED ELECTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. F. P. BLAIR, Jr., 
OF MISSOURI, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 6, 1869. 


The House having under consideration the Missouri con- 
tested-election case— 

Mr. BLAIR, (the contestant,) said: 

Mr. Speaker: I propose to state, within the 
hour which has been assigned me by the courtesy 
of the House, the grounds upon which I have con- 
tested the seat of the sitting member from the first 
congressional district of Missouri. In the first 
place, I claim that I have made proof of a suffi- 
cient number of fraudulent and illegal votes cast 
for the sitting member, which, if deducted from 
his vote, would entitle me to the seat. 

In the second place, I claim that the corrupt and 
illegal conduct of certain of the judges and officers 
of the election—the partisans and friends of the 
sitting member—in four precincts in the county 


and district of St. Louis, have been so established, hH 


by competent proof, ag to vitiate the election in all 
those precincts, and that a rejection of the votes 


‘of. those precincts would show me entitled to the 


seat. ; 

In the third place, 1 claim that the neglect. and 
refusal of the judges and officers of election incer- 
tain other precincts in that district, to the number 
of six, to take the oath of office and qualify ac- 
cording to law, vitiates the election in those pres. 
cincts; andthat the number of votes thus excluded 
would entitle me to the seat. 

In the fourth place, I claim that I have estab- 
lished that the corruption and bribery in which 
the sitting member personally participated should: 
and ought to vitiate his election. In presenting 
this case before the Committee of Elections, and 
by the privileges accorded to me by that commit- 
tee, I filed a brief of about eleven pages of printed 
matter. By some accident this brief was not 
printed, but fell into the hands of the sitting mem- 
ber, who, in his brief and that of his counsel, 
covering one hundred and seven pages—if it can 
be called a brief—replicd in express terms to my 
brief. The chairman of the committee of course 
overlooked the fact that my brief was not printed, 
and so I have not had the advantage of having it 
before the House; and therefore I will take the 
privilege of stating my case from that brief toa 
very great cxtent. ; 

nder the first proposition, I claim that there 
were fraudulent and illegal votes cast for the sit- 
ting member, the exclusion of which would enti- 
tle me to the seat. The illegality: of these votes 
is shown, in some instances directly and posi- 
tively, by the evidence of parties acquainted with 
the individuals casting these votes, and knowing 
them not to be entitled to vote within that dis- 
trict. In some other instances—following the pre- 
cedent set in the Vallandigham case—the admis- 
sions of parties who had cast votes that they were 
not entitled to cast are proven, and the fact of 
how they voted is established by the abstract of 
the ballots, filed with this record. Then, there 
was another class of cases, where the illegality of 
the votes was proved by a census that was or- 
dered to be taken by the city of St. Louis, under. 
an ordinance passed in compliance with an act of 
the State Legislature. Now, it was asserted on 
this floor yesterday, by the distinguished gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Gsimer,] that I 
caused that census to be taken,and that I appointed 
the individuals to take it. That statement is 
totally incorrect. The census was ordered by the 
authority of the city of St. Louis, under an act 
of the Legislature of Missouri. 

I notice this at this point—because I do not ex~ 
pect.to refer to it again—in order to show that 
the gentleman who defended the minority report 
yesterday, while professing to be totally unbiased 
and to have no prejudice at all, had taken up the . 
unsupported statement of the sitting member, as 
delivered before the Committee of Elections; 
and when I asked the sitting member to prove 
and establish the fact that the census was taken 
by persons appointed by me, he subsided and 
failed to do it. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina reproduces, in the House, that statement, 
totally unfounded, and for which there is not a 
particle of evidence to be found in all the record. 
I claim, as the majority of the committee claim 
in their report, that this census, taken immediately 
after the election, is a public record; and, as such, 
is evidence not only before this House, but before 
a court of justice. I refer to Greenleaf, Phillips, 
and other elementary writers, who lay it down, 
in so many words, that it is evidence; and the 
assign tkis reason for its being evidence: that, if 
the statement contained in that book was not true, 
or was incorrect in any particular, the sitting 
member had the means of instantly correcting it. 
The book is open to him for his examination, as 
well as to those who used itand produced it against 
him. There is another point on which I claim the 
admissibility of this evidence. If a man js re~ 
turned in the census as not being naturalized, the 
sitting member has this advantage: that the very 
number of the house, and the street where the indi- 
vidual lives, are pointed out in this return, and he 
has the ability to go directly to the place of his 
residence and ascertain if the fact has been stated 
correctly. 

On these three classes of evidence the majority 
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of the committee have concluded: to throw out 
633 votes given to the sitting member. The fact 
is not, as stated yesterday by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, that these persons are all de- 
clared to be illegal voters on the strength of the 
census return; but in almost every instance there 
is corroborative testimony in reference to them, 
There iş the testimony. of persons residing in these 
different wards and localities who have examined 
the poll-book, and who have made search for 
these individuals, and who, in nearly every in- 
stance, have testified that they are not natural- 
ized, or are not entitled to vote. And in other 
instances, again, they are not found in the ward, 
in the voting precinct, or in the city. In almost 
every instance of this kind the census return is 
corroborated by the distinct evidence on the part 
of individuals, to the entire number of persons 
whose votes are excluded by the committee. 
When the legality of those votes was only at- 
tacked by the evidence of the census returns, 
while there was no other corroborative evidence, 

athe committee did not give me the benefit of the 
exclusion of those votes. I have already sct out 
in my brief, which.the sitting member has in his 
possession, or has had, a number of persons in 
the different wards and precincts, designating 
them by name, who have been excluded on this 
testimony; therefore I do not deem it important, 
in opening, to press this matter further. 

Under the sccond head, I claim that, by the 
corrupt and illegal conduct of some of the judges 
and partisans of the sitting member in certain 
precincts, which I shall name, these entire pre- 
cincts should be excluded from the count. I will 
take up several of these, which I have asked to 
exclude under this head, presenting them briefly 
to the House. 

In the first place, there is what is called the 
Gravois coal mincs precinct, where, in 1856, the 
national Democratic candidate received 4 votes, 
and where Mr. Kennett, the candidate of the 
Americans, received some 40 odd votes. That 
precinct, which in 1856 gave only-54 votes, in 
1858 gave the sitting member, according to the 
returns, 153 votes—nearly three times the entire 
vote of the precinct in 1856. Atthat precinct the 
judges were not sworn. One of the judges had 

een convicted of conspiracy to cheat; one of the 
clerks of the election at that precinct had been 
convicted, jointly with the judge, of conspiracy 
to cheat. Another of the judges, when a person 
interposed to challenge the votes of some nine or 
ten persons who presented themselves to vote for 
the sitting member, told the person challenging 
them that if he did not desist he would put him 
out of the room. He then endeavored to persuade 
the men to vote, although they declined to swear 
that they were qualified. 

Then { allege and prove, in respect to this same 
precinct, that the lallots were never counted; that 
they did not evén go through the formality of 
counting them. I prove this by the condition of 
the ballot-box when it was returned to the county 
clerk’s office, by the witness of the sitting mem- 
ber, who said that he found the ballots folded 
with the numbers on the outside, precisely as they 
were put into the box; and it looked as if the bal- 
lot-box had never been opened and the ballots 
never counted. He said, however, that on com- 
paring the number of votes returned by the judges 
with those which he counted, he supposed they 
must have been counted. But the fact was, that 
the return of the judges did not agree with the 


votes as afterwards counted; which confirms the | 


fact that they were not counted, rather than es- 
tablishes the fact that they were. 

Loclaim that this whole precinct should be thrown 
out. 


was the year succeeding this election, showing 
not only thatalarge number of persons appeared 
in this precinct for the first time at the election in 
1858, but that they disappeared before the elec- 
tion held in the next year. Sir, I ask this House 
whether the election held in any locality, accom- 
panied by such facts as these, ought not to be 
vitiated? These judges, as I have said, were not 
sworn, and, as has been shown, before the elec- 


It is in proof, furthermore, that there were | 
only 80 votes cast in that precinct in 1859, which | 


tion, carned for themselves the character of being | 


capable of engaging in a conspiracy to cheat, and. 


they did on this occasion vindicate the justice 


of the sentence which had been previously pro- 
nounced upon them by the judgmentof the crim- 
inal court of St. Louis county... eee 

I wiil mention also that one of these judges 
| could neither read nor write, and signed the poll- 
| book with his mark. The counsel of the sitting 
| member, in reference to that, says that would not 
disqualify him. Why, sir, how can a man be 
allowed to sitas judge in an election case when he 
can neither read the ballots to sce for whom they 
were cast, nor write them down? He is, and must 
necessarily be, entirely incompetent to perform 
that duty. He could not, if a voter presented 
himself to vote upon his naturalization papers, 


him to vote or not; and he could, in no respect, be 
qualified to perform the duties appertaining to the 
position of judge of elections, 

In another precinct, that-of Carondelet, which 


votes given to the sitting member is greater than 
| the entire vote cast in the precinct at the previous 
election 
precinct in 1856 was 44, and it increased to over 280 
in two years; and at the next election there, there 
was.aimosta corresponding falling off of the vote, 
At that precinct, it 1s in testimony, that the polls 
were surrounded early in-the morning by persons 
| who did not live in the precinct, nor within the 
| county; who were not themselves entitled to vote, 
but who, by violence, prevented others from &@p- 
proaching the polls who were entitled to vote, It 
| isalsoin evidence that, at this precinct, some forty- 
odd laboring men were brought over from the 


five men, after having 
: been rejected, at the Me 


*s store precinct, near the 


is proved by one of the sitting member's witnesses, 
| and voted, having been promised by the contractor 


ting member. 


driven out. by high water in the spring, and had 
! been staying for some three months at Caron- 
| delet, voted there with the. knowledge and by 
i the connivance of the Mayor of the town, who 
was a candidate on the same ticket with the sit 
ting member. 
challenge them, this Mayor of the town told him 


trouble. He did desist, and these twenty men did 


|, vote at that precinct. It is in evidence, also, that 


there were in the vicinity of Carondelet large 
numbers of laboring men, who came forward and 
gave their votes for the sitting member. A wit- 
ness testifies that they told him that they were 
employed, and were to be paid the price o£ aday ’s 
labor on the contract that they should vote this 
ticket. But the number of these persons is esti- 
mated by the witnesses to be from forty to fifty. 
| The evidence goes further. It establishes the fact 
that all of these persons were brought up and 


dence is, that they were offered and paid $1 25 
each by the friends of Mr. Barret. The evidence 
is, that the day after the election they were seen to 
take their carpet sacks in their hands, and leave 
the town of Carondelet for parts unknown. 
Now, after showing, inreference to this precinct, 
such an unparalleled increase of vote—the increase 
of vote for the sitting member being six or eight 
times more than the vote of his party two years 
previousiy-—I prove that one hundred men were 
brought from various places outside of the State 
of Missouri; men who had been denied at -other 
polls because they were not legal voters; men 
who were paid to go and place themselves upon 
the public roads adjoining Carondelet, for the 
| purpose of voting there. I say that on the day 
| of the election, open and shameless proclamation 
was made upon the strects to give these men 
$1 25 each for their votes; and that that offer was 


stances. 

I say, furthermore, that the judges of the elec- 
tion connived at it. In one instance a man, who 
| was brought up to vote, was challenged, and he 
| refused to swear that he was a qualified voter. 


determine whether they were such as to qualify į 


is called the eleventh precinct, the increase of ! 


The national Democratie vote. at that | 


Waterloo turnpike, in Illinois, and voted in this | 
precinct. Itis alsoinevidence, that some twenty- |i 
pes themselves, and ; 
al 


: Merrimac bridge, were taken to this precinct, as ; 


| an the bridge a day ’s pay if they voted for the sit- į 


It is also established that some twenty men, | 
living just opposite in Illinois, who had been | 


And when a person interposed to | 


that he must desist, or he would get himself in | 


voted. The witnesses saw them vote. .Theevi- | 


accepted, and these men voted under those circum- | 


| He was. taken away, drugged with liquor, and | 


brought back again and again he refused:to swear 
that-he was:aiqualified voter. A third time ‘he 
was brought. back):so drank that he could! nat 
stand, and had:to be-supported; and, in that coh- 
dition, after hehad declined to.swear on two pre- 
vious occasions, the judges swore him, and took 
his vote. -ttis in proof that-he wus taken up:by 
the friends of the sitting: member. : -It is-also.in 
proof that these non-residents of Carondelet; and 
who were not. entitled to vote; took up a yotery 
legally entitled to vote, and carricd him from the 

olis, replaced: my: ticket, which be. had: inj his 
hands, with a Barret ticket, and made: him vote 
the latter, which. the jadges of the election. res 
ceived, although this violence was: used before 
their eyes, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, under these circumstances, 
|| Edo not sec how this body, sitting here asa cotirt, 
can fail to exclude the vote of Carondelet. : Butd 
have taken still further pains about it. At that 
precinct, which. is a small French village, only 
two hundred and odd votes were cast in 1856. 
The poll-books-of the election in 1858 were ex- 
amined by four or five gentlemen who. had lived 
cight, ten, and twelve years there. They swear 
that they were acquainted with all-of the inhab- 
itants of the place, and: they struck off from: the 
poll-book. the names of 75 persons; whom they 
say they did not know, and that they could not 
find anybody who did know. They couid not be 
found there: then, and the sitting mémber has 
failed to. produce them, or anybody who: knew 
them, except in a few instances. : 

I claim that the vote:of Carondcletis vitiated by 
the corrupt conduct of the judges of the election 
conniving at this fraudulent voting, under the lead 
1 of the friends of the sitting member. The per- 
i; sons who cast these fraudulent votes cannot: be 
| identified by the old residents of the place. The 
‘| old residents do not believe that any such persons 
| live in the precinct. : ; 
i| And in order to precludeone other hypothesis, 
i| upon which these votes might have been legal, ¥ 
ii proved that the oath was never administered. to 
these parties—the oath required by thestatutes of 
Missouri to be taken by persons voting outside: 
| of the precinct where they reside. -i E 
i! Now, letus come to the eastern precinct of the 
| ninth ward, In 1856, Mr. Reynolds, candidate 
|! of the national Democracy, received 47 votes; Mr. 
Kennett, 240 votes; Mr. Blair, 271; and the total 
was556. In 1858, Barret received 492 votes, against 
47 for Reynolds.in 1856; Breckinridge, 234; Blair, 
186; and total votecast in that precinct, 922; which 
is nearly double the vote of 1856. Mr. Barret’s 
vote is ten times larger in. that precinct than that 
of the gentleman who was the national Democratic 
candidate in 1856. : mo 

That he received these votes: fraudulently ‘is 
shown conclusively: first, by. the proof made of 
the corrupt conduct of one of the judges of elec~ 
tion there—a Mr. McDonald—whotook the entire 
| charge of the election, and who had, the night 
before the election, a meeting of bullies and vaga- 
bonds in his office, notwithstanding he was ajus- 
tice of the peace; to whom he confessed on. his 
cross-examination giving orders for money upon: 
George Knapp. hese bullies and vagabonds 
stood on the outside on the day of the clection, and 
overawed the judges, and Mc Donald decided:upon 
the qualifications of voters just as it suited’ him, 
He refused to swear. men when they were chal- 
lenged. He allowed men to vote upon naturaliza- 
tion papers without swearing them as to whether 
the papers were their papers, and not somebody 
else’s. The case was so flagrant that. the crowd 
and the other judges of the election interposed. 
They desired him to swear these men, whether 
they were voting on their own naturalization: pa- 
pers; but he declined to do it. When the statute 
was shown to him, he falsely and insolently said 
that the statute had long since been repealed. 

It is in proof. also in regard to this man, that, 
while the statute of Missouri authorizes a judge 
to receive the vote of any person-whom the judges 
know to be an elector, McDonald, when a man 
would be challenged, would say: “ This mamis 
a voter,” “I know him,” “ L knew his father,” 
or “L know the bey.” We have the proof that 
in one particular instance, where a man, offering 
to vote, was challenged, the judge permitted him 
to vote without being sworn; and. we have shown 
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that he was not entited to vote, and that McDon- 
ald--knew.it. Thus he availed himself of the 
authority Jodged in-him by the law to preventa 
challenge and to prevent a man being sworn, to 
falsely.assert that he knew the man, when, in fact, 
upen’ his own confession, he was not entitled to 
vote, and McDonald. knew it. And the evidence 
is that he did this not once or twice, but fre- 
quently. Whenever he had a hard case whose 
vote he could not get in in any other way, this 
was his last resort. The evidence is that not 
only were there many cases of that kind, but it is 
clearly proved by two witnesses that in one in- 
stance where a man stood up before the polls, and 
admitted that he had no right to vote; McDonald 
took the vote, and put it into the ballot-box, and 
that the man voted for Barret. 

Another case was that of a man who said he 
had livecd six months in the State of Missouri. 
‘The question was put to him, where he resided, 
and what he had been doing all the time. He 
said that he had been working upon the Hannibal 
and St. Joseph railroad, which is a hundred 
miles from the district. McDonald said that if a 
man who bad worked upon the Hannibal and St. 
Joseph raijroad:six months had no right to vote, 
he did not know who had; and thereupon took 
his vote, notwithstanding the statute requires a 
residence ofone year in the State,and three months 
in the county. These cases show a corrupt in- 
tent and fraudulent design, upon the part of the 
judge of election. He had his own way, because 
he had backers upon that side to support him in 
it. It is shown, also, that he used vulgar, oppro- 
brious, and threatening language to the challengers 
ofthe Opposition party, when they were exercising 
the privileges of legal voters and of freemen; that 
he more than once endeavored to incite the crowd 
to: violence against these men who were inter- 
fering with him in the exercise of his fraudulent 
designs. 
. Now, it is. also in evidence, in reference to this 
poll, that the vate at the ensuing spring election 
was the only one in which the party of the sitting 
member maintained the same or as great a vote 
as they did in August; and it is demonstrated ! 
how this thing was done, because, while they re- 
ceived precisely the same number of votes for the 
candidate for Mayor in this ward, their candidate 
for alderman was defeated, showing that they had 
colonized the ward, and that persons from other 
wards had voted in that ward. While they were 
able, by colonizing, to get the same vote as in the 
August preceding, for Mayor and the general city 
ticket, for whom citizens residing in other wards 
could vote in this or any ward, upon making oath 
that “they had not and would not vote at any | 
other precinct at that election,” yet, upon the | 
vote for ward officers, for whom none but the 
actual residents of the ward are allowed to vote, | 
they ran two or three hundred behind the vote 
cast that same ycar for the sitting member. 

I find that my time is rapidly transpiring, and 
I must, in order to mect the expectation of gen- | 
tlemen upon the other side of the House, hurry | 
over this part of the case. The vote of the west- 
ern precinct of the same ward is vitiated by the | 
violent and fraudulent conduct of the gentleman’s 
partisansatthe election. There wasat that ward | 
a scene of riot through the whole day; the whole 
crowd there being drunk, and being made drunk 
by one of the partisans of the sitting member, in 
order to incite them to acts of violence; and in 
fact they terminated the day by knocking over 
one of the judges of election, and causing the polls 
to be closed before the hour named in the law for 
closing them. Ifthe vote of these four precincts 


are deducted from the vote of the sitting member, 
my majority, without counting out any fraudu- ; 
lent votes, would be 157. 

In reference to the judges who were not sworn, 
there were, in the third division into which I have 
divided this statement, six precincts in which the 
evidence shows that some one or more of the 
judges, and in some cases all of the judges and 
other officers of the election, were not sworn. 

Yesterday it was stated by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Gitmer] that I undertook 
to throw out those other precincts, upon the ground 
of having given notice that 1 would bring proof | 
that those judges were not properly sworn, as | 
required by law; and he wanted to know where I 


would find the proof. The proof is-in the record Mr. GARTRELL. I say there is no such 


itself. The record of the poll-books of this elec- 
tion did not contain what the Jaw required that 
they should show; for the law which governs the 
election of members of Congress in the State of 
Missouri requires that the returns of the officers 
should be accompanied by a certificate of the qual- 
ification of the judges and officers of elections. In 
the cases which I have enumerated, at the Gra- 
vois precinct, at Harlem House, at Sappington’s, 
and at the eastern precinct of the fifth and sixth 
wards, all these records are deficient iñ the re- 
turns of qualifications of the officers of clections. 
The law which was enacted in 1825 requires it. 

Now, I see in the brief of the counsel of the 
sitting member, the point made that this law had 
been repealed. So far from that being the case, 
the law has been reénacted every, ten years since 
that time; it being one of the requirements of the 
constitution of the State of Missouri that the laws 
of the State shall be revised every ten ycars; and 
at every revising session, so far from this law 
being repealed, there.is a separate and definite 
law for the election of members of Congress, re- 
quiring these prerequisites. Now the point is 
made with me by the sitting member, and by 
those who espouse his cause, that this is merely 
technical, and that it will not do to hold the sit- 
ting member to such strictness of proof; while, at 
the same time, they are attempting to hold me to 
théstrictest proof in regard to these fraudulent 
votes. : 

Nobody pretends to deny the truthfulness of 
these extracts for the census returns. The sitting 
member had it in his power to go and examine 
whether they were truthful or not. They do not 
say that the facts are not as stated; but that they 
are not proved by competent evidence. Iam to 
be held to the strictest letter of the law in regard | 
to what I attempt to prove against these frauds; 
but when they want to cover these frauds, they say 
they are not to beheld to any strict proof. When 
they want to Inject into this election the fraud- 
ulent votes returned from the precinct of Gravois, 
reeking with fraud and corruption, they must have | 
them, although they do not come here properly 
certified. I do not claim that the vote at these 
polls should be excluded, unless the House be- 
lieve that these polls were tainted with fraud. If! 
the Housc is convinced that the sitting member 
is returned here by fraud, and if he interposes the 
objection that I have not shown it by legal and 
competent evidence, although by evidence which 
would convince any man’s mind, | ask the House 
to hold him to the same rule, and not permit him 
to bring in these polls unless they are properly 
ceruficd, 

The fourth ground on which I claim that the 
election of the sitting member is vitiated, is that 
of bribery and corruption, in which I have proven 
the personal participation of the sitting member. 
I refer, now, to the proof given by Brown and 
Grabe and Dr. Hill,as to the open proposition to 
pay for votes at Carondelet, at the rate of $1 25 
for every vote given for Barret. Each of these 
witnesses states, that there was a large crowd of 
men collected in front of Crady’s house in Caron- 
delet, on the day of clection, and that they heard 
exclamations made by some persons, one of whom, 
Dr. Hill says, was Crady himself, proclaiming | 
$1 25 for every man who would vote for Barret. | 
These exclamations. say the minosity of the 
committee, were made by persons unknown, ad- 
dressed to no one knows whom, and referring to į 
no one knows what. The evidence is, that it was | 
announced by aman named Crady, who was a | 
supporter of Mr. Garret; and that the offer was | 
made to a gang of men who had been brought | 
from the Waterloo turnpike, in Illinois, to give 
them $1 25 each to vote for Barret; and that they 
did vote for Barret; that they were marshaled to 
the poll, and that their ballots were deposited. 
That is in the evidence. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. GARTRELL] smiles at that. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I do smile; and if the gen- 
tleman will allow me 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I cannot allow the 
gentleman just now. 

Mr.GARTRELL. Ithought not. [only in- 
tended to challenge the gentleman to produce the 
proof. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.). I will do it. 


i 


proof there. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) The gentleman 
from Georgia is very much mistaken—cntirely 
mistaken. 

Mr.GARTRELL. Now for the proof. ` 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) You shall have it, 
sir. I will give you the proof in time. I wish to 
say here that men in the class of life of these par- 
ties do not ordinarily spend their own money to 
get votes for the advantage of other gentlemen. 
Here is what is said by Dr, Hill, on page 559: 

“I heard an Irishman crying out in the street toward 
some otber Irish, ‘Come on, boys; come on, boys; a dollar 
anda quarter for every vote ;? and hallooed out for Mr. Bar- 
ret and Judge Hackney. That’s all I know about it. 

“ Question, What was the name of the Irishman that 
cried out, +a dollar and a quarter for each vote ?? 

“Answer. I don’t know. 

tt Question. Was his name John Crady? 

“Answer. It was in front ofbis (Crady’s) boarding-house. 
At that time I did not know him. $ 

“Question. Do you know him now when you see him? 

“Answer. Yes, sir. 

“Question. Does he look like the same man that used 
that language ? 

“Answer, He looks like him ; can’t say whether it is him 
or not. k 

“ Question. He was hurrahing for Barret, was he ? 

“Answer, Yes, sir; for Barret and Hackney.” 


Mr. GARTRELL. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man—— 

The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) No, sir. Here is 
the testimony of Gustave Grabe, on page 694: 

* Question. Were you in Carondelet on the day of elee- 
tion last August? 

« Answer. Yes, sir. 

“ Question. Did you see Frank Le May, on the day of 
election there ? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. 

« Question. State what he was doing, and all the circum. 
stances attending it. 

“ Answer. Isaw Mr. Le May in a grocery, from the house 
where I was. % 

* Question. What was he doing? 

« Answer. I saw him in a crowd of about forty standing 
around him. | heard some haloo, hurrah for Barret; 
whoever goes for Barret, $1 25. [could not sce whether 
it was Le May. 

“ Question. Did you see John G. Relley ? 

« Answer, I did not recognize him. [saw the owner of 
the house ; F could not tell his name. 3 

“ Question. Was his name Crady ? 

& Answer, T could not say, indeed. 1 don’t know the 
name of the men in the crowd. I saw John Owens, 

“€ Question. Did the crowd go up to the polls? 

‘Answer. Yes, sir; when F wentup with my vote, then 
they came along. I commenced voting. 

* Question. Did you understand, from. what you heard 
cried out in the crowd about $1 25 for every man for Bar- 
rett, that it was a promise to pay each one $1 25 who 
would vote for Barret? 

“ Answer. I could not say that; it scemed to him they 
were getting paid. 

Question. Did all this crowd vote? 

“ Answer. I could not say; they went up all together to 
vote. 

“ Question. Did John Owens go up to vote in the same 
crowd ? 

“ Answer. I couldnotsay ; I saw the other day some ten 
or twelve men take up their carpet-bags, and went off; they 
were in the crowd. 

Question. Was that soon after the election ? 

“ Answer. Next morning. 

Question. Were these men whom you say next day left, 
Were they in the crowd who went up to vote on the day of 
eiection? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir”? . 

Here is Mr. Brown, who gives almost the same 
testimony, only more so. {Laughter.] 

1 will now pass over that point. These gen- 
tlemen of the minority of the committee have 
undertaken to answer this charge of bribery and 
corruption, by producing instances in which I 
did not allege bribery and corruption in the Gra- 
vois coal mines. I alleged that in that case Mr. 
Barret lavished money upon all who asked him 
for it. I alleged that he was present where fraud 
and corruption were recking; and must have been 
aware of what was occurring. They have stated 
these matters, which were not alleged, for the pur- 
pose of drawing off the effect of these charges, 
as I will undertake to show. Here is a case in 
which personal participation in bribery is brought 
home to him still more closely. I refer to the 
evidence, on pages 740 and 741, of Tom Wall, 
which, if I had the time, I would read at length. 
It is to the effect that a man by the name of Jack 
McDonnel was employed to obtain voters for Mr. 
Barret, and that he had men at that election from 
Chicago, and from New Orleans, who voted for 
the sitting member; that he was given an order, 
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signed by J. R. Barret, on a man by the name of 
Longuemaire, for money, with the statement that 
he wasa “‘ regular horse to work,” or a “regular 
hard-worker.”” Upon the examination by Mr. 
Barret I find this testimony: 

t“ Question. What was the date of that order you saw 
McDonnel have? 

“ Answer. L-don’t believe there was any date to it. 

“ Question. When was it he showed it to you? 

“ Answer. The day after the election, when I lay in bed 
at my house? 

* Question. Did he tell you where he 

“ Answer. No, sir. 

* Question. The order was for no sum, I believe you 
stated ? 

. & Answer. No, 

“ Question. And in pencil? 

“ Answer. Yes. 

t Question. And no date? 

“ Answer. Not that I can recollect; f don’t believe there 
was any date to it. % 
% Question. And you say he wanted to get it cashed? 

t Answer. He wanted to get the money for it, or to know 
how he could get the money; he wanted to get the money 
for it, at all events.’? 

It will be seen by what follows that the sitting 
member virtually recognized the order as genuine; 
that by the questions he put he endeavored to ac- 
count for it in some other manner, as having been 
given for some other service. The testimony goes 
on: 

“6 Question. Did he tell you whether he got any money 
on it? 

“ Answer. He said he did not; that he went to Mr. Lon- 
guemaire, and he sent him to Mr. Wade, and Mr. Wade 
gave bim no money. 

* Question. Was not Captain Wade marshal of the pro- 
cession on the Saturday night prior to the election? 

Answer. [don’t know; I didn’t see him. 

“ Question. Did MeDonnel say he was in that proces- 
sion, carrying a torch or transparency? 

% Answer. |'ean?’t remember that he did say so; he said 
he had been working hard for the party.” 

Now, sir, if the sitting member had not given | 
this order, and there was no such order, why did | 

| 
$ 


got the order? 


he not call upon the man to whom it was said the | 
order had been carried? Why did he not call 
Captain Wade and Mr. Longuemaire? The sit- | 
ting member could have called cither of these 
men at any time and shown the falsity of the 
statement, if it was a false one; but he did not do 
it, and the examination shows conclusively that 
the order was given. The gentleman attempts to 
show it was given for another purpose; but I have 
shown that 1t was given for the exclusive purpose 
which I allege. : 

There is other important evidence, which the 
report of the minority slurs over. There is the 
evidence of three different parties to the statement 
of aman that he had received eighty dollars for | 
procuring fraudulent votes in the southern part of | 
the county, and a fifty dollar note from aman by 
thé name of Wegman, who was upon the ticket 
with the sitting member. The proof is, that this 
man was employed by Barret to. obtain fraudu- | 
lent votes, and that he was occupied in obtaining 
fraudulent votes. He states the amount which 
he received for it. Wegman admits that he gave 
him the note for fifty dollars, but pretends thatit 
was for some other purpose. - i 

The case of Bob Lynford is stated in this į 
minority report in a manner which is notin ac- 
cordance with the evidence; and there are other | 
instances, where the evidence is given circumstan- 
tially, which are slurred over by the minority— 
such as in the following instances—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

{[Mr. BARRET here addressed the House for | 
two hours.] J 4 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Mr, Speaker, in | 
reply to the gentieman who has just taken his 
seat, | beg leave to state that the decorum which 
is due to this House prevents me from character- | 
izing the remarks with which he opened as they | 
deserve. 

Mr. CORWIN. I will, with the permission | 
of the gentleman, make a suggestion. Iam not | 
satisfied, myself, as to the vote which I ought to 
give on this cases and I wish to hear the argu- | 
ments and the proofs adduced with more conve- | 
nience than it 1s possible for me to have at this | 

{ 


late hour of the day. I presume that that may | 
be the case with others; and I do not think, with | 
whatever precipitancy we may.do other kinds of | 
business here, that we will consider this matter | 
deliberately: I move that the House do now ad- | 
journ, and the gentleman can conclude hisremarks | 
inthe morning. | 


| if any judge will say there are thirty illegal votes 


| age of twenty-one years in the city of St. Louis and the 


j dences and families there, they are included in 


| distant parts; and the same is true, to a much 


; allow me to allude to the scene enacted here the 


Mr. DAWES. I trust that the Efouse will not 
adjourn. There is a special order for to-morrow. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. i f 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Instead of dis- 
cussing this case, the sitting member has given 
himself very much to the discussion of my record, 
about which { shall also have a few words to say, 
But before going into that, I will notice what he 
says in regard to my charging fraud. upon the 
district which once honored me. Because I have 
charged and proved fraud and corruption upon 
him and some of his tools, does he mean to im- 
personate the whole district? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I ask whether the gen- 
tleman who raised the point of order on my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Barner] isnow in the House? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will inform the conscien- 
tious gentleman from Georgia, when I was over- 
ruled, L chose to submit to it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I will have nothing 
to say in regard to the gentleman leaving the case 
to twelve Republicans, or to one Republican, or 
to a judge of the supreme court, or to any judge 
belonging to the Republican party. He seems 
exceedingly anxious to leave itto somebody else 
than those who are the constitutional judges of 
the question. He says that he is willing to resign 


cast for him. It does. not require that 1 should 

ae A at 
agree to that proposition. Let him submit it. 
Let him use his own pleasure, and let him select 
his own judge. 

One word in reference to the assertion that the 
census taken by the city authorities, under a law 
of the State, returns 24,000 legal voters in the city 
of St. Louis. Thatis not according to the fact. 
The abstract reads as follows: 

STATE or MISSOURI P 
County of St. Louis, i 
Avpiror’s Orrice or THe Ciry or St. Lovis, 
November 29, 1858. 

I, Theodore Papin, auditor of the city of St. Louis, duly 
commissioned and sworn, do hereby certify thatthe above 
statement contains a truc and correct transcript of the cen- 
sus books, as returned by the census takers for the year 
1858, and filed in this office according to law, showing the 
aggregate number of the white male population over the’ 


several wards thereof, and also showing the number of 
Americans over twenty-one years, the number of natural- 
ized foreigners, the number of foreigners having their first 
naturalization papers, and the number of foreigners who 
have not their first naturalization papers, as appears by 
said census books, 

In testimony whereof, f have, the day and year above 
written, set my hand. 


THEODORE PAPIN, Auditor. 


A man may be qualified in every other respect 
as a voter; but if he lacks only. one essential 
quality, he is not a legal voter. Take the Ameri- 
can-born citizens over twenty-one years ofage, and 
the naturalized foreigners, and a large number of 
them may have been passing strangers in the city, 
and still a larger number may have been residents 
fora less time than would qualify them to vote. 
A large number of persons are also included in 
this census who were absent at the time; but be- 
ing well-known citizens, and having their resi- 


the census return,as a matter of cnurse. As we 
know, it is very frequently the case in northern 
cities in midsummer, that their inhabitants go to 


greater extent, in reference to southern cities. But | 
the fact is directly stated by the sitting member, 
or by those upon the same side with him. Itis | 
a statement calculated to mislead, because the 
enumeration of persons who have some essen- 
tials as legal voters, but lacking others, are here 
classified and attempted to be palmed off upon'the 
House as showing the aggregate number of legal 
votes. : 

Passing, in reference to this census, once more, | 


from North Carolina, [Mr. Gumer,] and reën- | 
acted here to-day in reference to my furnishinga 
list to one of these persons who testified in refer- 
ence tothe census. It makes no difference who i 
furnished the list. The witnesses testified to the | 
truth of the list, and it was competent and within | 
the power of gentlemen to have gone down to the 


i 

i 

| 

| 

other day upon the manjec, by the gentleman | 
Mr i 

i 


auditor’s office, and to have shown that it- was 
not trae, if such was the fact. And all this scene 


enacted by the gentleman ‘from North Careline’ 
is: that here’ is a statcim 


rej and 
stifred 


gentlemen that this election took'place*on th 
of August, and that the election of Bachanati took 
place in November. ‘So there was:no Baghaiat® 
ticket- in August: Thave fortunately here a news 
paper which was the organ of: the. Democratic’ 
party during that canvass. It is a paper’ called 
the Evening Pilot, and it has‘the name of my 
opponent, and of Buchanan and Breckinridge; at 
its head. The reporter of that paper’ reported 
a speech which J made at a place called Creve 
Cœur and at a place called Florisant. And Iwill 
read what he says about the ground I took in that 
canvass; and I think it will satisfy gentlemen 
that I practiced no deceit upon the people. 
I now read from this report: 


“Creve Cœur, June 27, 1856. 
“ The meeting at this place to-day was larger than ‘had 
been anticipated. The three tickets in the fieldjhowevers 
would make avery respectable appearance in point of num- 
bers anywhere. Here they were well represented; and 
their extreme friendliness and sociability was’a matter of 
general remark. es EA: 
& After dinner the candidates were marshaled.: Mr. Blair 
took his stand on a grocery wagon, and. commenced his 
barangue. What this gentleman can mean by barefaced 
avowals of free-soilism—by unblushing attacks and tirades 
against the Democracy—is something beyond our compre: , 
hension. Sucha course might avail him, if persisted in, 
within sight of Faneuil Hall or within the precincts of 
Chicago; but here, in the good State of Missouri, it can 
bring upon him nothing but reprobation. He entertained 
the assemblage for over an hour, as is his wont, with: the 
ordinary Black Republican rant and abuse. He took higher; 
firmer ground in favor of the restoration of the Missouri, 
restriction than we have supposed he would dare to 5 boldly 


| stated that he was opposed to any further extension of 


slavery; opposed to the admission of slave States.?? 


I cannot let this report go out, especially the 
last sentence of it—that I was opposed to the ad“ 
mission of slave States—without making: a cor 
rection. I never said anywhere that. I was op- 
pe to the admission of any more slave States. 

ut in every other respect this is, so far as it goes; 
an accurate account of the positions which [took 
in that canvass, 

Now, inasmuch as the gentleman has read here 
to-day an address issued to the people of Mis- 
souri by a committee of which I was a member, 
and to which my name was appended , Iam pleased 
to find in this very paper an article iy reference 
to that address, doing me the ‘justice to note my 
position ‘as having disclaimed the address, and as 
having disclaimed having signed my name to it; 
as having: disavowed its sentiments in toto, and 
placed myself where I had ever stood, After’ 
setting out that part of the address which favored 
the extension of slavery, the article proceeds thus: 


“The promulgation of the doctrine of slavery extension, 
and of that embodied In the Kansas-Nebraskaactas a Ben 


j ton article of faith, would be unpopular with those who 


support Mr. Benton in St. Louis and who are expected to 
vote for Mr. Blair for.Congress; therefore the address. is 
put forth as the work of a committee. It is accompanied 
with no editorial indorsement by the Daily Democrat, which 
circulates almost exclusively in this city; and it. is this 
morning repudiated,sofaras its pro-slavery and:pro Kansas- 
Nebraska sentiments are concerned, by Mr. Blair, who is 
a candidate for Congress in this district, and whose main 
reliauce for success is in the support of the Free-Soilers, 
who would, of course, be at once estranged from him did 
he permit his name to he used in the propagation of pra- 
slavery opinions. Knowing Mr. Blair’s proverbial straight- 
forwardness and candor in avowing his political views, we 
believe that his disclaimer is sincere, and his statement in 
reference to the publication of the address by the commit- 
tee, before submitting it to bhim in detail, is true.” 


Nobody ever had any doubt about my position 
on the slavery question, The first political speech 
ĮI ever made in my life was in 1848, in support of 
the nomination of Van Buren and Adams, in St. 
Louis. I believe I had the honor to be the first 
to raise my voice in a slave State in favor of that 


| ticket, and I never disavowed any doctrine thatt 


then promulgated. 1 never asked any quarter 
from the propagandists of slavery. {was onthe 
ticket with the sitting member when we were both 
Benton men. He having ceased to be’ one, he 
now plumes himself on the votes that he claims 
to have received, arid asks the House to go back 
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and allow hinrthe vote which he then got. He 
ig perfectly conscious—and his course here shows 
it—that the-vote.castin St. Louis county, in 1858, 
was a fraudulent vote,and he must find some way 
to account for it. So he says that I received the 
fraudulent vote, and that he got the Benton vote. 
The testimony shows that he had abandoned 
Golonct Benton two years before; and yet he 
had the audacity in the committee-room to claim 
that he was a Benton man. -1 differed with Col- 
one] Benton when he supported Mr. Cass, and I 
supported Van Buren and Adams. But.I also 
supported him, and he supported me; and to his 
support, unquestionably, I was indebted for my 
election in 1856, and for the votes I got in 1858, 
even.after he was dead. He lived to repent his 
support of Mr. Buchanan’s administration, and 
gave into my hands a resolution, which I offered 
In this House, in his own handwriting, denouncing 
the Administration and the platform on which it 
stood. He lived to repent his support of Buch- 
anan. I had nothing to repent, because I had 
never supported, that Administration, nor had I 
supported Mr; Buchanan when he was.a candi- 
ate, ; 

The gentleman himself says that my election 
was hailed all over the North as a triumph of 
Republicanism in a slave State. That every man 
here can testify to. It was so accepted North and 
South. There was no disguising the attitude 
which I then occupied, any more than there is the 
attitude which I now occupy. ‘There was more 
hazard then in occupying that position than there 
has been atany time since. The very speech from 
which the gentleman quotes was made by me in 
the Legislature of the State of Missouri, in 1855, 
when men who held my sentiments in that State 
were not allowed to open their mouths in many 

arts of the State. 1 deem it a great honor that 
was the only man ‘in the Legislature who dared 
to make such a speech—if I may. use such an ex- 
pression in connection with myself. I denounced 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise, and the 
passage of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, while the 
entire Democracy of Missouri was in arms, 
throwing men’s presses into the river, intercept- 
ing their passage to another Territory, and pE 
forming what I then deemed and denounced as 
ross outrages on the rights of citizens of other 
tates. 

And now, because some of those who sup- 

orted Mr. Buchanan supported me also, and 

ecause a newspaper which was in my favor was 
also in favor of Mr. Buchanan’s, administration, 
those facts are raked up against me. The gen- 
tleman says I had written a letter in favor of the 
restoration of the Missouri compromise. Let me 
read a brief extract from that letter. As to the 
Missouri compromise, Í said: 

c Y kave no hesitation in avowing that I was opposed to the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise, and that I am in favor 
of its restoration.” 

This was the position which gave me my nom- 
ination. This was the attitude which I held before 
the people, as is shown by the report which I 
have read from a paper hostile to my election. 
The gentleman cannot refer to a solitary word 
that Lever uttered anywhere, showing that I gave 
quarter, in a political sense, to the institution of 
slavery in my own district, or anywhere celse, 
But a newspaper which supported me supported 
Mr. Buchanan. How many F'rce-Soilers sup- 
ported Mr. Buchanan in Pennsylvania, under 
the cry of “Buck, Breck, free Kansas, and the 
tarif??? And those who did support him lived to 
regret the support which they gave him. Chief 
among them was Colonel Benton himself. In 
the county of St. Louis Mr. Buchanan received 
5,500 votes, and Mr. Fillmore received a majority 
over himof 1,500 votes; although Colonel Benton 
supported Mr. Buchanan, and went to St. Louis 
and made a speech for him on the Saturday night 
before the clection, throwing all the weight of his 
power and influence in his favor. And yet he 
feli short some 4,000.votes of what the gentleman 
is pleased to denominate the combined vote of the 
Democracy, And if he should be now a candi- 


date in St. Louis, I do not think he could get the | 


vote that was then given to Mr. Reynolds. 
Why do we not, as the gentleman says, give 

to Mr. Barret the vote which he received in 1852? 

Simply because, when he received that vote, he 


i 


was a candidate of what was known as the Ben- 
ton party, and be has shown us by his own wit- 
nesses, in Answer to his own questions, in the 
evidence in this very case, that he has since de- 
serted that party. Mr. Wade testifies, (page 
832:) ares 

“Question. Do. you know when it was, and at what 

election, that Mr. Barret ceased fto-vote with the Benton 
arty? 

7 ee Answer. I do not know exactly; it is three years, I 

think; it may be more; l am not positive. 

* Question. Was it not at the election in 1856, when 
Colonel Benton ran for Governor and when Mr. Blair ran 
in his place for Congress? 

“Answer. I think itswas about that time.” 

That is about the time he deserted Mr. Benton; 
and now he wants the House to give him credit 
for the Benton vote. Look at the first ward, the 
second ward, and all the wards of the city where 
Mr. Benton received his vote when he was a 
candidate. Mr. Barret received no votes there. 
I got my votes in the same wards where Benton 
reecived them, and I received them before. Mr. 
Barret received votes where such votes were 
never found before, and in places from which 
they have disappeared since. 

He received votes where certainly no Benton 
Democrat ever received any vote before. 

A man writes him a letter, which he has gotin 
his pocket, in which this man told him that I 
would support Buchanan’s administration. 

Mr. BARRET. The gentleman can have the 
letter read, if he desires. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Ido not desire it. 
Ido not careanything abous it. I madeno such 
declaration. f 

Mr. BARRET. I have the letter from a very 
respectable man in St. Louis. l 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Itis a falsehood, no 
matter from whom it comes, or by whom in- 
dorsed. 

Mr. BARRET. I willhave it read, if the gen- 
tleman wants to hear it. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to these interrup- 
tions. Ido notknow whom this letter is from, or 
what itis. I hope the contestant will be allowed 
to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. BARRET. I only proposed to have the 
letter read, if the gentleman desired it. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) The gentleman then 
reads an article from the St. Louis Democrat. It 
was certainly very unexpected to me to have an 
article reproduced here, written years ago by some 
too partial friend of minc, who, in his enthusiasm, 
pronounced me the ‘star Representative.” As 
a fair offset to that, I give the gentleman the ben- 
efit of the assertions of letter writers from here, 
representing the sitting member as “ the hand- 
some man of the House.” {Laughter.] 

The gentleman says that he hada letterin which 
Colonel Benton said he had been betrayed by me. 
He has no such letter. Ele never said so. Col- 
onel Benton did write a letter, in which he said he 
was opposed to emancipation in Missouri, and 
that that was his life-long policy, and intimating 
that some who were his friends were cmancipa- 
tionists. I did not consider then, nor do I now 
acknowledge having at any time in my brief po- 
litical career supposed, that what was Colonel 
Benton’s policy must needs be my policy. 

I did not do so upon the first occasion that I 
came into political life; I did not do so when this 
issue of emancipation in the State of Missouri 
was thrust by the national Democrats upon those 
who held the opinions I held; because it must be 
recollected that we avoided at that time any agi- 
tation of this question of slavery. Finding that 
those who were emancipationists at that time in 
the State were not prepared, and did not desire, to 
make the question, the national Democrais determ- 
ined to make the issue, and accordingly brought 
forward a resolution in the Legislature of the 
State of Missouri in which they said that eman- 
cipation should not be the policy of the State of 
Missouri, and ought not to be. Asa matter of 
course, those of us who held to the opinion that 
it ought to be the policy of Missouri could not 
vote for such a resolution, and came out boldly in 
opposition to it. Colonel Benton did not hold to 
that policy. Itso happened that 1 did—a much 
younger man, and much less man in every re- 
spect, unquestionably, so much so that I dislike 


to speak ee in this way in connection with 
him. Nevertheless, I have always proclaimed 
my views upon.every public question where they 
came in opposition with those of Colonel Benton. 
High as was his position, great as were my res 
spect and love for him personally, it has never 
been sufficient to prevent me from holding to a 
ground:to which t was conscientiously devoted, 
becauscit didnot meet with hisassent. And he was 
kind enough, notwithstanding I made my views 
known in public through speeches in reference to 
this question, to bestow his confidence upon me 
to an extent which few enjoyed. He regarded 
me as one of his best friends, which I have al- 
ways been. - 

The gentleman quoted doggere!—that is hisforte 
—he ought todevote himself to that business. He 
saysthat I am yeady to “ wire in, and wire out,” 
that I am ready to stand upon any platform. Be- 
cause there are those who supported Colonel Ben~ 
ton in the Jefferson City convention for Governor 
upon the platform there adopted, it is no evidence 
that some of those who’ supported him were not 
Republicans in principle. 1 supported Colonel 
Benton, notwithstanding those resolutions; and 
because, as the gentleman says, the convention 
which nominated me was pleased to indorse the 
resolutions of the State convention—as to which 
my memory does not serve mc—(for L took very 
little trouble about the matter, my own opinions 
having been made known prior to that nomin- 
ation, and my own opinions having been pro- 
claimed subsequent to my nomination )—the gen- 
tleman says I was committed in favor of the 
extension of slavery. Sir, I never cared anything 
about their platform, if they had such a platform, 
which I very much doubt. But who is this gen- 
tleman to whom this wiring in and wiring out 
seems to give so much horror? He wired in 
from the Whig party into the Benton party; and ` 
then wired into the Know Nothing party; and 
then wired into the Administration Democracy. 

Mr. BARRET. I say to the gentleman that I 
never was a Whig in my life. I have always 
been a Democrat from fourteen years up. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I may have done 
the gentleman injustice as to that, but he went 
into the Know Nothing organization; there can 
be no doubt of that. 

Mr. BARRET. You cannot bring the wit- 
nesses to prove it. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I can produce the 
gentleman two witnesses who will prove it. 

Mr. BARRET. I say you cannot prove it. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I gave the gentle- 
wan the names of the witnesses in. my canvass, 
andtold him upon the stump to call them to prove 
it, ifhe dared, Their names were Belt and Waite. 
One gentleman told me that he heard in a Know 
Nothing lodge the first oath propounded to him. 
The gentleman never called upon them to deny it, 
although it would have been perfectly easy to 
hayedone so, if there had been any denial of it. 

Mr. BARRET. Ido not wish to interrupt the 
contestant or take up his time, but 1 should like 
to set that matter right. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. BARRET. During the canvass, I asked 
Mr. Breckinridge, the candidate of the Know 

Nothing party, in the presence of those who had 
made this charge against me, whether he had ever 
seen or known of my being in a Know Nothing 
lodge? He replied that he had not. I asked 
him whether, if 1 had been there, he should have 
known it? He replied he should. That is what 
I said upon the stump, and the gentleman knows 
it every word of it. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I have no doubt 
about that; still the fact remains that the gentle- 
man was nominated upon the Benton Democratic 
ticket, and at that time claimed the Benton Demo- 
cratic vote for himself, and it was at that time 
these two witnesses stated to me the fact which 
I have stated here. 

Mr. BARRET. I would like those witnesses 
to produce the testimony. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) He never asked Mr. 
Waite or the others whether the allegations were 
true or not, or whether they had stated this thing 
to me or not. 

Mr. BARRET. If the gentleman will allow 
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Did Mr. Waite 


me, I will ask him a question. 
entered a Know Nothing 


ever tell him that Í 
lodge? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Mr.. Belt told me 
that he went with you into the ante-chamber, and 
Mr. Waite told me that you took. the first oath. 
I stated this fact upon the stump in Missouri; and 
you, sir, never called upon these men to repeat or 
deny this information. 

Mr. BARRET. I would ask the gentleman 
what he means by ante-chamber? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I have not got 
through. 

Mr. BARRET. If the gentleman wants the 
truth, I will tell it to him. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Go on. 

Mr. BARRET. During the canvass I was in- 
vited by friends to go and sce those who they 
said were a body of my friends. I went with 
three or four. The gentlemen that he mentions 
were not with me at all. They walked to a cer- 
tain door and knocked; and then, from the mys- 
teriousness of the thing, I said to them that 1 did 
not want to have anything to do with them. That 
is all that happened in regard to it; and that is all 
that the gentleman can prove. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) That is notall. I 
doubt very much whether the gentleman would not 
be as much puzzled to tell in which wing of the 
Democratic party he nowis. I know that, in the 
canvass, it was hard to get him to acknowledge 
whether, if he had been in Congress, he would 
have voted forthe Lecompton bill. We did get 
out of him that he would in one instance. It 
strikes me that he has been tickling both parties, 
that he has been wiring in and wiring oat; and I 
do not know but that he may be claimed on both 
sides of the great questions which divide the Dem- 
ocratic party. If that be not so, he has changed 
much for the better, 

Mr. BARRET. Is the gentleman for Mr. 
Sewarp or Mr. Bates for President? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) £ was for Mr. 
Bates, as you knew; but now I am for Abe Lin- 
coln. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman saysthat several witnesses, Me- 
Donne! and others, stated there were thousands of 
men, who had. formerly supported me, deserted me 
in.1858. Every one of these witnesses was-cross- 
examined togive the names of some of those who 
had formerly supported me, and did not do so 
now; but the gentlemen covered themselves by 
saying it was asortofsecrctthing. When pressed, 
not one of them was found who had formerly 
been a supporter of the Benton party, who was 
not my supporter in the last election. The tes- 
timony of Doyle and Price, and others, was that 
they did not know the case of a man who was a 
Benton man who had left that party. 

‘These things it was necessary for the sitting 
member to prove, because on the face of the return 
éveryhody in St. Louis pronounped ita fraudulent 
election. The friends | had there at first, f have 
there now. We will get all the votes of the Ben- 
ton party there at the next election. These men 
of straw in favor of the gentleman will disappear 
atthe nextelection. In the city alone, where this 
gentleman speaks of,.an increased vote, the vote 
of what is called the National Democratic ticket, 
at the next election in 1859 went down more than 
enough to overcome his majority. It fell off in 
every ward, except the ninth ward, and we have 
earricd the ninth ward in every election since. 
Thatis truc of the Carondelet precinct, where this 
enormous majority was polled for him. There 
have been two municipal elections there, and at 
each one the majority for the free Democracy has 
been from 80 to 100. Gravois, at the next elec- 
tion, when they had five county judges, instead 
of ona, to elect, showed a loss of 105 votes to the 
gentleman’s party. 


3 > | 
What is more conclusive, these gentlemen are 


themselves conscious of this fraud, because the 
very delegation which they sent to the Legisla- 
ture on the ticket with the ‘sitting member have 
been devising schemes to disfranchise the people 
of Si, Louis. Who ever heard of the represent- 
atives of a people asking for legislation to take 
from that people the choice of their own officers ? 
Mr. BARR. New York is a case in point. 
Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Ido not suppose 
that there are many Republicans in the Legisla- 


ture from the city of New York, or that the mera- 
bers from that city bring forward measures to’ 
disfranchise their own city, as has beén the case 
of the fraudulent members from St. Lotis. 

Mr. BARR. We do not intend that many 
shall. va NE 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Here are men pur- 
porting to be representing a Democratic con- 
stituency in the Legislature of Missouri, whoat- 
tempt to have passed such laws as have been 

assed in Maryland for the city of Baltimore. 

altimore, with a population of two hundred 
thousand, one-half of the white population of Ma- 
ryland, is governed outside of the city. They are 
deprived of the selection of their own municipal 
officers to a considerable extent. That same game 
has been attempted in the Legislature of Missouri. 
I have those laws here, and they are a part of the 
testimony. They were attempted to be passed 
by the delegation from St. Louis. Those men 
knew that they could never come back to that 
people and. be again elected. They knew that, 
and they therefore set themselves to devis¢ some 
fraudulent scheme to get the police into their 
hands. They proposed to give the appointment 
of county judges to the Governor of the State, 
whose reputation for sobriety and other things is 
not quite so high as it might be. 

The truth is, that when the election took place 
in 1859, the Republicans carried the county court 
of that county, and the county court had the ap- 
pointment of the judges of election, It was neces- 
sary that the national Democrats should have the 
power of appointing those judges of election, in | 
order to carry out similar frauds to the one which 
I charge was perpetrated in this clection; and I 
say that when they had recourse to a body out- 
side of themselves for the appointment of the offi- 
cers of their county, they made an acknowledg- 
ment that they rete ales to elect a man there 
of their own party by the votes of the people of 
St. Louis. It is saying that the people of St. | 
Louis, who have to pay the police, the safety of 
whose property is altogether dependent upon the 
faithfulness of that police, were incompetent for 
the appointment of their own police, and that it 
must be confided to a Governor living outside of 
the limits of the city. The county court has the 
appointment of these election judges, and this.act 
is a declaration that the people of out own county 
cannot be confided with the appointment of those 
officers, and that they must be appointed, also, by 
a Governor living outside of our city and county. 

I come back again to notice what was said by 
the gentleman in reference to my not having 
offered any proof in reference to the judges of 
election and the officers of elections at that time 
not having been qualified according to law. I 
submit it to any man whether you can have any 
higher proof ‘than the record itself. Take the 
illustration of the gentleman from North Carolina 
himself. He says, suppose you desire to set aside 
a judgment; suppose you” were to produce in 
court a judgment which had no certificate in the | 
manner prescribed by law: is there any higher 
evidence of itsinvalidity than that? And here are 
the poll-books themselves, to which the gentle- | 
men point, and say they are the record. If they 
are the record, they prove themselves, if they are 
properly certified. If they are not certified, they 
are waste paper. I prove what I say bya profert || 
of the record itself, and it appears upon its face | 
that the record is invalid; and the committee says, | 
nevertheless, that ifthe fact can be shown aliunde, | 
that the judges were sworn, they will not exclude 
those votes on account of the irregularities and 
omissions of the judges of election. There was 
no attempt to show it, because itis utterly impos- 
sible to show that they were sworn. j 

I desire to notice now another point made in } 
the report of the minority, and made also by the 
gentleman who has spoken. It is to the eect 
that I should have produced these very men them- 
selves who voted fraudulently, and: to ae by | 

h | 
| 
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them that they voted fraudulently. cre are || 
two gentlemen among the minority of the com- | 
mittee who were upon the same committee last 
year, and who made an elaborate report ‘in the | 
zase of Vallandigham and Campbell; and in that | 
report they cited the decision of the Supreme | 
Court, that it is not necessary to summon as wit- | 
nesses those who cannot be compelled to testify, | 


| fraudulently ; and 


It is very ¢lear that nobody can be compelled! to 
criminate himself by testifying that he had voted 
ence, under the decision: oË 
the Supreme Court, it-was not-necessary te suin= 
mon these parties as witnesses. «And: these very 
gentlemen who applied: that principle to the case 
of Vallandigham, now turn round avid ask me 
why I did not produce these persons ag witnesses, 
instead of proving their crimes-by others > H was 
for the simple reason that I could not compelthém 
to swear that they had committed a crime which 
would consign them to punishment. That being 
the case, I eòuld not compel them to answer} and 
the highest court of this land has decided: that in 
such a case l am not bound to bring such :per= 
sons themselves. __ i 

I desire'now to notice another pointin the re- 
port of the minority of the committee. The gen~ 
tlemen desire to know what power the census 
takers have to pass upon the qualification of voters? 
what right they have to judge that this-man-or- 
that man is entitled to vote? ‘and, with an air of 
great triumph, this argument is urged upon the 
House. The census taker has no'such right, but 
he simply states the fact asa partof his duty, 


j and it is for the House to-pass upon the legality 


of the vote by the facts proved. Itis just pre= 
cisely as if the author of that report had himself 
come before the committee and testified “to the 
qualifications of any man, or had gone before the 
committee and testified to the qualification of any 
voter. The question might be asked, what power 
have you to pass on the right of those men to vote? 
He would have no power; but he might know thé 
fact, and could state the fact upon oath, and the 
Congress of the United States would decide upon 
the validity of the evidence. The census man had 
as much right as any living man. ft was aduty 


enjoined upon him by the law under which he 


took the census to return the fact.in reference to 
that matter, and he performed the duty under the 
sanction ofanoath. Ithasthe still highersanction 
that the return gives the abodes of the men. by; 
streets and numbers, so that if the return be. not 
correct the incorrectness. can be.exposed., . >. 

In the case of Vallandigham. and ‘Campbell, the 
committee struck off from Mr..Campbell’s; poll 
several votes given by. mulattoes. who were not 
shown to have voted. at all, and in reference to 
whom there is no evidence to show for whom 
they did vote; and the committee. said’ there was 


La strong presumption that they voted for Camp- 


bell, because he wasa Republican. And they 
say that the presumption is strengthened by the 
factthat Mr. Campbell did not undertake to rebut 
that testimony, although he took testimony after- 
wards. aes oe MOE, DIe 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The gentlemanis 
mistaken. pO aa teh G 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Ido not-think kam 
mistaken. - Lam confident Eam not ` Eis 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM.: I know'l am nô 
mistaken. : Aa? Se ` 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Iam satisfied Earn 
correct; and ‘if the gentleman will take the repiort 
Major Harris made to the House, he will See that 
it states, in so many words, that there was ho proof 
asto whether these mulattoes voted, or with refer- 
enée to whom they voted for, with the exception 
of three or four, and that portion of the commit- 
tee that reported in favor of the gentleman, [Mr 
VALLANDIGHAM,] took the ground in their report, 
and they laid stress upon it, thatit was presumed 
that they voted for Campbell, because he was 
a Republican, and that that presumption was 
strengthened because he did not rebut the évi- 
dence when he was taking testimony. 2 

Now, sir, herein the same town in ‘whielthis 
testimony is produced , giving thenames and places 
of abode of all these fraudulent voters, the sitting 
menrber might, if he could, have shown that the 
votes were not fraudulent. : Hedid make one or 
two attempts, and did produce oné or two men 
to prove that they were not the’persons named, 
or that they did not vote, or that they were qual- 
ified, or Something of that Kind. He. produced 
only one or two, and the inference is that he ex- 
hausted himself there; and could go no further on 
that point. : j ` 

Now, as to the Gravois precinct. “The sitting 
member has said that there was no evidence. of 
the frauds in that precinct, except that of Chilton; 
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and he read.a. portion. of Chilton’s evidence; but | 
did not-read.the’-whole of it.. There is also the 
évidence of. Hildebrand in regard to this. It, at | 
least, laid the foundation-for the evidence which 
was afterwards.given by. Chilton. , He says: 

2 “Question... Were there many persons who voted there 


that were strangers? : 
<¢ answer. I think there were onc half that voted there 


that T never saw before. 

e. Question. Were they known. to any persons there ? 

« Answer. J don’t-think there was anybody acquainted 
with thêm, except Mr. Gray. 

cs Question. Who is Gray? r i 

«Answer. Ed. Gray, county engineer, or something. 

«s Question. Did he bring most of those men there? 

“Answer. | can’t say; he wasa kind of agent for them 
there. | 

“ Qiiestion. | Were any of them sworn? 

t Answer. Not onc of them. 

« Question. Was it not known that these mën were per- 
sons employed on the county road? 

tc Answer. Yes, sir.” 

Chilton gave the same testimony; and then, 
being examined in regard to the individuals who 
had voted fraudulently, he gave their names, and 
they will be found in this table. And then the 
gentleman challenged me to produce any evidence 
to show that one of the judges urged these men 
to vote, and insisted that they should vote even 
after they refused to be sworn as to their qualifi- | 
cations.. He said it could not be done. F quote 
further from Mr. Hildebrand on that point: 

«c Question. What did Height threaten to put you out of 
the room for? : 

« Answer. I asked them if they were citizens, and they 
said they were, and had their papers; Height said they 
could vote; I said they could not, unless they produced 
their papers or swore that they were citizens ; Height then 
jumped up out of his chair and told me ! had nothing to do 
with it, and should go out of the room; I told him [would 
not do it till I got ready.” 

These were strange persons, and nobody knew 
them. They were not known to the judges, and 
they had no right to vote without being sworn as 
to their qualifications, When they refused to take 
the oath, one of the judges told them that they 
had a tight to vote and ought to vote; and when 
a man challenged these votes, this judge jumped 
up in his chair and told him it was none of his 
business, and that he would have to leave the 
room. ‘That is the testimony on this point. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 


MISSOURI CONTESTED ELECTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. R. BARRET, 
OF MISSOURI, 


In tae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 6, 1869. 


The House having under consideration the Missouri con- 
tested-election case— 

Mr. BARRET said: 

Mr. Speaxer: I had supposed, in the order of 
discussion, I would be allowed the same privilege 
which has, in all cases of contested elections herc- 
tofore, been allowed to the sitting member. The 
right to reply to any one claiming the seat. has 
never been denied to the sitting member. The 
contestant in this case does not seem willing to 
allow this, although, by every precedent, and by 
every principle of justice, the sitting member is 
so entitled. The gentleman from Massachusetts, 
who made the majority report, has, under the | 
rule, the right to open and conclude debate. Surely 
the sitting member should have the conclusion 
upon the argument of contestant. But after the 
right was denied, and much discussion had in re- 
gard to the question, I felt it incumbent upon me | 
to waive my rights, and to agrec to the 
tion to allow the contestant the opening 
clusion. I was willing to submit to an injustice 


H 

and con- | 

' 

to prevent the further consumption of the tune of | 
| 


this House. 

The contestant has made his opening speech of | 
an hour, and it was made up of broad and reck- 
less statements, and sweeping assertions, many of 
which he knew were wholly untrue; and he made 
them, sir, with the deliberate intention of deceiving | 
and misleading the members of this House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I submit that language of 
this sort, which the gentleman is indulging in, is 
contrary to the rules of this House, and therefore 
out of order. : 

o Mr. PHELPS. -Contrary to what rules? 
Mr. BINGHAM. To.the rules of. the House 


i 
t 
: 
i 
j 
| 


proposi- j 


that prescribe that no member shall indulge in | 
personal abusive language. 

Mr. PHELPS. The rule means thatno abus- 
ive language shall be used to a member of this 
House. Te 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have made the point of 
order, f kas 

Mr. BARKSDALE. | Did the gentleman from 
Ohio interrupt the contestant when he said that 
the sitting member had personally participated in 
fraud? 

Mr: BINGHAM. I did not hear that language 
used. : | 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Why did you not inter- 
rupt him? 

r. BINGHAM. The gentleman will excuse 
me.if I do not enter into debate with him. I make 
the point that the gentlernan from Missouri has 
used language outof order. Ifitbeapoint wrongly 
taken, Ï can be overruled. I do not desire to 
delay the gentleman’s, remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Aprarn in 
the chair.) The Chair overrulesthe pointof order. 
The rule only applies to members of this House. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the Speaker to 
make a distinction—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PHELPS. [ hope that my colleague will 
not be further interrupted. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope these interruptions 
will not be taken outof the time of the gentleman | 
from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will not. 

Mr. BARRET. Mr. Speaker, in 1858, the con- 
testant in this casc became a candidate for Con- 
gressin the first district of Missouri, which Ihave 
now the honor to represent. Upon a count of 
the votes, it was ascertained that he had been 
beaten some six hundred and seven votes. Dis- 
satisfied with the determination of the people, thus 
emphatically pronounced, he seeks another the- 
ater for his canvass outside of his district, and 
here he hopes, from party excitement and party 
pressure, that he may be able to stifle the voice 
and frustrate the will of a people who have hon- 
ored him heretofore. The Hall of the House of 
Representatives is made a hustings; and the con- 
testant, a self-constituted candidate, asks that the 
Representatives in Congress from the different 
States shall elect him as the man who shall rep- 
resent the people of the first district of my State. 
Asa pretext for this extraordinary movement, for 
this attempt to force himself upon an unwilling 
people, he adds insult to the injury he would in- 
flict by charging upon those people gross fraud, 
violence, corruption, and all manner of disgrace- 
ful conduct. And, as if to bring the people more 
deeply into shame and disgrace, and to publish 
the same more wildly and more rapidly, the tel- 
egraph is called into requisition, and data fur- 
nished in the shape of the most extravagant mis- | 
statements, for telegraphic dispatches to be sent 
through the country. 

Thus stand the people of my district arraigned 
before this body, with this contestant as their 
accuser. It is my duty, sir—it is my bounded 
duty, as it is my rightand my high privilege—to 
attempt, in a fecble way, to defend those people 
from these charges made by the contestant for his 


Of course they 


T 


own selfish purposes. A thousand pages of manu- 
factured testimony are brought here as the mere 
sembiance of evidence, and the formality ofa con- 
test. Itisa huge mass of stuff, which, whilst itis 
in no manner evidence, may nevertheless serve as 
amask behind which timid men may hide. There 
is one cause of deep regret to myself, and to every 
lover of that State. It is to see the name of Mis- 
souri connected with such a contest. 

The printed volume of which I speak, of nearly 
one thousand pages, is entitled, “ Missouri Con- 
testel Election.” A better name would be ‘‘ Blair’s 
Lame Excuse,” or “ Blair’s Poor Apology,” for an 
unexpected defeat. It was not supposed or desired 
that any one would read this large book. On the 
contrary, it would scem that every means had 
been resorted to to prevent an investigation of 
its contents. But, voluminous as may be the 
book, I defy any lawyer in this House to find in 
it a single page of evidence to sustain the majority 
report. i 


In that report there is not one single citation of 
testimony. The whole book is ignored, and not 
a single page referred to. Itis the first report ever 
brought into this House, in a contested-election 
casc, Without containing some reference at least 
to the testimony. The gentlemen who made itsay 
the testimony 1s: voluminous. If so, it furnishes 
the very best reason in the world why those who 
are to pass upon the report should be referred 
particularly to the testimony. They say in the 
report that it is impracticable to recite the testi- 
mony upon which the determination of the com- 
mittee is based. Then, how is it to be expected 
that, in a speech to this House, the testimony 
shall be referred to to prove that this report is not 
sustained ? 

Feeling satisfied in the commencement of the 
contest that it would be out of the power of mem- 
bers to read this large volume, I took the pains to 
prepare asynopsis of the testimony of both sides, 
and on every given point. To facilitate investi- 
gation, I made for the committee an index for the 
book, (which they say, on page 10 of the report, 
is without index or order;) that index was printed 
by the committee, and therefore, when the report 
was made, it was not true that the testimony was 
without index. Afterwards, when, by mere acci- 
dent, I obtained a copy of contestant’s argument, 
printed and circulated privately, I took the pains 
to make an analysis of that also. Wherever he 
would cite the testimony of witnesses by page, Í 
would set out their statements in full; hoping, in 
this manner, to elicit the attention of the commit- 
tee, and members of Congress generally, to the 
facts in the case. Afterwards, in answer to Mr. 
Blair’s telegraphic dispatch, or rather the dispatch 
made up of his data, to the New York Herald, 
intended by him to forestall public opinion, I pro- 
posed to save the House any further trouble, and 
to leave the question toa jury, to be composed of 
twelve Republicans, in the city of St. Louis, 
voters for Mr. Blair; and that jf they did not de- 
cide unanimously for me, T would resign in favor 
of contestant. ; f 

I also proposed to leave the whole question to 
a gentleman of the highest standing, now a resi- 
dent of New York city, who was a candidate on 
the same ticket with Mr. Blair, for the State Sen- 
ate; a gentleman who voted for Mr, Blair, and 
who acted for a long time as the chairraan of the 
Republican central committee; one who, as a can- 
didate, was in every partof the district during 
the canvass, and was at every precinct in the city 
on the day of the election; agreeing that, if this 
gentleman did not say that I was as fairly elected 
as any man ever was, I would resign my place 
in Congress. And now, if Judge McLean, Judge 
Curtis, or any other lawyer or judge of fair stand- 
ing in the Republican party, will look over this 
book of testimony, and say that 30 of my votes 
are proved to be illegal by anything like decent 
evidence, and such as would be received in any 
court of justice, I will instantly resign. Thecon- 
testant may select any lawyer of fair standing at 
the St. Louis bar, and belonging to his own party, 
and if he do not upon this testimony decide in 
my favor, I will resign. 

{am willing to leave the whole question to our 
opponent, Hon. Samuel M. Breckinridge, now 
judge of the St. Louis circuit court. If he do not 
decide that the clection was perfectly fair, L will 
resign. . Had I been defeated by one singile vote, 
there would have been no contest about the seat. 
1l should have concluded that the giving of a ma- 
jority of one vote against, was rather a poor way 
of showing a preference forme. But the arraign- 
ment anid trialofa great people upon grave charges 
preferred against them, seems to be considered of 
very little consequence in this House. <A single 
day is set apart for its hearing, and there appears 
a disposition to press itto a conclusion with rather 
indecent haste. Times have changed exceedingly. 
No longer ago than the year 1852, in the Pennsyl- 
vania contested election betweeu Wright and Ful- 
ler, there were only about two hundred aud fifty 
pages. of printed testimony, and about 53 votes 
difference between them. ‘The committee had the 
case under advisement and discussion near six 
months, and the House had the reports under 
consideration and discussion from the 25th of 
June until the 2d of July. 

But here we have a case in which there are over 
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a thousand pages of testimony; the reports alone 
embracing rear one hundred pages, and_after be- 
ing discussed for two hours only, a proposition is 
made that the discussion be continuéd at night to 
empty benches. And even an appropriation bill, 
reported by the Committee of Ways and Means, | 
is considered by the chairman of that committec, 
of fay higher importance than the unmaking and 
making of a member of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will allow 
me to say that I did not at all desire to press the 
discussion of this case last night. My purpose 
was to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of taking up 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BARRET. I beg the gentleman’s. par- | 
don. Iam glad to know that I misapprehended 
his purpose, But there are other gentlemen, as 
well as I, who so construed his remarks. But I | 
will illustrate the manner in which such cases are | 
viewed by those who are to pass upon them. A. 
distinguished gehtleman of the Republican party 
the other day was seeking a pair upon this side 
of the House, and I proposed to pair with him, 
not thinking of my case atthe time. **But,’’ said | 
he, “ will not your case come up??? Then, for the | 
first time, it occurred to me that I could not vote 
in my own case. Said I, ‘You have not made 
up your mind on that casc, I hope, without any 
investigation??? He said, ‘“ You know, Barret, 
that we have to run with the machine; and you 
know we are compelled by party pressure to do 
agreat many mean things,” Thai was hisremark. 

voice,‘ Who was it?” and cries of “ Go on!”’} 
That was his remark, and it was a candid confes- 
sion. 

Mr.SHERMAN, I think the name of the gen- 
tleman ought to be given. 

Mr. PHELPS. TY object to that. If anybody 
is apgricved, let him seek relief. 

. SHERMAN. I desire to know whatgen- | 
tleman made that remark. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Only the gentlemen 
involved can call that the name shall be given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Anybody might say thatit 
was I just as well as anybody clse; and the gen- 
tleman ought not to have made the remark unless 
he was willing to give the name. 

Mr. PHELPS. Give no names. 

Mr. BARRET. Shall this House, merely for 
the purpose of running with a machine, disfran- 
chise a whole district of one hundred and ninety 
thousand people, and force upon them a Repre- 
sentative whom they not only do not want, but 
whom they have repudiated in the most emphatic | 
manner? 

After these remarks I shall proceed to take up, 
in a business way—and I am afraid I shall be a 
little tedious—the report of the majority of the 
committee, The. remarks of the contestant are but 
the repetition of the broadassertionsand unfounded 
statements with which he has caused the majority 
report to be filled. His speech and that of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts furnish no addi- 
tional light in the investigation. The want of 
proof, which: isso glaring in the report, is not 
supplied by either of the. gentlemen who have ad- | 
dressed the House. 

The increase of the aggregate of the vote seems 
to give that committee the greatest trouble. There | 
were 13,865 votes cast in 1856, and 19,356 in 1858. | 
For Mr. Reynolds, the national Democratic can- 
didate, there were 2,281 votes; for Blair, 6,035 
votes; and for Mr. Kennett, the American candi- | 
date, 5,549. They dwell upon the increase of the | 
vote in the whole district, which is 4,776. They ! 
say that the increase is too great, because the vote 
of Blair and Breckinridge did not increase pro- 
portionately.. Why, Mr. Speaker, that was the 
very principle upon which Isucceeded. Had their 
Votes increased as much as mine, I should not 
have obtained a majority. They stood still, whilst 
Twas running. That is the reason why I beat 
them. But it isinsinuated that there are not as¢ 
many as 19,356 voters in the district; and upon | 
this is based charges of fraud. 

I propose. to show that there were 19,336 voters 


furnished by the contestant. The committee say | 
it would seem strange that there should spring up 


| 
{ 
H 
i 
in the. city and county of St. Louis, by testimony | 
f 
i 
i 


, Suddenly in a community an increase of 5,000 


votes.. It would seem strange. But there is.no 
evidence that such was the fact. Strange, they 
say, that that increase should cast their votes in 
a body for one candidate. There is no. proof that, 
they did. The vote of 1858 was much larger than: 
that of 1856; but that is no evidence that. there: 
were not as many voters as votes cast. 


16,610. By the census, by Mr. Blair’s political 
census, a certified copy of which will be found on 
page 946, you will see that there were in Septem- 
ber and August, 1858, in the city of St. Louis 
alone, 24,256 legal voters. Thus showing that 
there were 7,646 legal voters whose votes were 
not recorded at all in August, 1858. Howmany 
of the 16,610 votes sprang up suddenly ? Because 
I received 7,057 votes out of near 25,000 voters, 
contestant received 6,378, and Breckinridge 5,668, 
is it to be presumed that the vote was fraudulent, 
because it was larger than the vote of 1856? 

The question is, were there as many as. 16,610 
voters in the city in August, 1858? The census 


proves that there were 24,256, there being 7,646 | 


who did not vote at all. At a subsequent elec- 
tion—a mere municipal election—in April, 1859, 
just eight months afterwards, there were 17,263 
votes cast in the city alone. 

The next question is, who received the greatest 
number of the 16,610 out of 17,263, or out of the 
24,256 legal voters? Again: how many votes did 
I take away from Blair and Breckinridge, and how 
could they lose so many votes, and still-make up 
theircomplement? That is the way to Jook at it. 


|| To talk about the. manner in which an increase 


casts its vote is simply absurd. There is no evi- 
dence that I obtained the vote of tbe increase. 
The increase may all have gone for Blair and 
Breckinridge. But the committee further com- 
plain that the increase was not distributed all 
over the district. On page 622 of the evidence, 


a, : In 1858, | 
the total vote, in the city of St. Louis alonc, was | 


all the precincts are given; and if you will com- į 


pare the vote of 1856 with that of 1858, you will 
fin? that there was an increase, all through the 
district, (if it can be called an increase,) of my 
vote over that of Reynoldsin 1856. My vote was 
larger than his in every precinct in the district. 
But there is a significant fact which I might as 
well mention here. In the canvass of 1858, I led 
my ticket, but Mr. Blair did not lead his. 
Another important fact is, that the sheriff of St. 


Louis, acandidate upon the same ticket with Mr. | 


Blair, was beaten by only 18 votes. 


In the majority report it is said that the appli- | 


cation of the contestant for an inspection of the 
ballots was resisted by the sitting member. It is 
not true; and thereis no evidence of the fact. The 
notice of the intended application was given to 
the sitting member whilst he was engaged in hold- 
ing an exhibition as president of the St. Louis 


Agricultural and Mechanical Association; and he jį 


paid no attention whatever to the notice. Con- 
testant knew that he was so engaged; and con- 
testant must have known, when he gave the no- 
tice, that it was impossible for the sitting member 
to be present. The sitting member took no no- 
tice whatever of the application. There was re- 
sistance made to the application by the attorneys 
of the candidate elected to the sheriffalty ; because 


that officer supposed that this application of con- | 


testant was merely a ruse to get evidence for the 
Republican candidate for sherif, who at that time 
proposed to contest the election of his opponent. 
Contestant could not make people believe that he 
was going to contend against a majority of six 
or seven hundred. The sitting member did not 
resist the application for an inspection-of the bal- 
lots. But resistance was made by the sheriff elect, 
and upon proper grounds. Contestant made a 
charge of the most general nature, to the effect 
that there were many illegal votes cast. 
names of the illegal and fraudulent voters were 
not given; nor their place of voting even. The 
people had voted by secret ballot; and because 


The | 


of a general charge of illegal voting, no one had ; 


a right to expose the ballots of all the voters; 


if nor was an inspection of the ballots necessary 
‘| to ascertain the illegal voters, if any. Had con- 


testant specified the names of certain voters, and 
charged them with fraud and illegality, he would 
have had a right to inspect the ballots of the ille- 
gal voters only, to ascertain for whom they cast 


their votes. -Undeg the. law. of elections in the. 
State of Missouri, contestant had this right only; 
But he was afraid to-make-any-specification: of 
names, lest the illegal votes thus charged. might 
be foung, upon. inspection.of. the ballots, to haye 
been thrown for him. -His:invasion.of the rights 
of all the voters in the district, in thus:exposing 
to the publictheir secret ballots,.was done merely. 
to enable him to make out lists of such as. he.de- 
sired to have considered as illegal voters, and furs 
nish those lists to his census takers, that the tes- 
timony affecting them might be manufactured. 
accordingly. : got pee 

But, says the majority report.in this case: ;; 

“ The evidence shows that great irregularities existed at 
nearly all the precincts; and. just in proportion as these 


irregularitics were frequent and glaring, did the increase, 
vote for the sitting member over the vote cast for the can- 


didate of his party two Years before show itself." = 

In what precincts were these. irregularities? 
Where is the testimony? . Why was it not cited 2 
The contestant has preferred nineteen .charges.. 
The proceedings of the fourth ward are not at= 
tacked in.either. There is not one word of testi- 
mony going to show any irregularity in the pro- 
ceedings of the fourth ward. Yet this majority, 
of the committee have thrown out, as illegal, 177 
votes cast for the. sitting member.: In no. other 
ward have they thrown out such a number.. And. 
yet there is no charge made, or proof offered,.of, 
any. irregularity in the fourth ward, Contestant 
himself has never claimed that there were more 
than 150 illegal votes cast in the fourth ward.: Yet 
the gentlemen of the committee who made this 
report have thrown out 177 votes. ae 

In 1856, Mr. Blair, Mr. Reynolds, and Mr. 
Kennett, were the candidates for Congress in the 
first district of Missouri.. Their votes were as, 
follows: Blair, 6,035; Reynolds, 2,281; Kennett, 
5,549. The majority of the committee say that 
the relation of partics in 1858 was the same as it 
was in 1856. They insist, throughout their re- 
port, that Mr. Reynolds was, in 1856, the Admin- 
istration candidate, and that the fact thatthe vote, 
of the sitting member in 1858 was.4,776. greater 
than that of Mr, Reynolds in 1856, is evidence of 
fraud; that the increased vote is unparalleled, 
and cannot be accounted for, upon any other hy- 
pothesis. Of what Administration was Mr. Rey- 
nolds then the candidate? Why does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] call him 
the Administration candidate? Mr. Buchanan was 
then a candidate for the Presidency. The party 
which nominated Mr. Blair were particularly fa- 
vorable to the nomination and election of Mr.Buch- 
anan. Mr. Reynolds and Mr. Blair were, both 
considered Buchanan men... Why, then, should 
1 be given the vote of Mr. Reynolds (2,281). in. 
1856? Why should my increase of 4,776. over his 
vote be set down as evidence of fraud? As early 
as 1852, the contestant and. I were candidates for 
the State Legislature. My vote was then, at that’ 
early day, 5,929; Mr. Blair’s, only 5,689. We 
were both candidates again, in 1854, and again [ 
led Mr. Blair. Now, why not give me, to.com- 
mence with, my 5,929 votes of 1852% Why not 
give me my vote of 1854? Or,if lam the Admin- 
istration candidate, give me the vote which the 
Buchanan electors received in my district in No- 
vember, 1856, only three months after Mr. Blair’s 
election. The vote in thatdistrict for Mr. Buch- 
anan was then 5,530; the Frémont elector not 
receiving 300 votes in the whole district. ‘ 

In 1854 Governor Polk, our présent distin- 
guished Senato: , wasia candidate for Congress in 
St. Louis, and reecived only 380 votes. Would 
it not be as reasonable to start me with his as: 
with the vote of Mr. Reynolds? i; 

But who received the Buchanan vote in ourdis= 
trict in 1856, Mr. Blair or Mr. Reynolds?’ The 
vote of Reynolds was only 2,280; that of Blair 
was 6,035; Buchanan’s was 5,530. “Then Mr. 
Blair must have received as many as 3,249 Buch- 
anan votes in 1856, which, deducted from his 
vote, would leave only 2,786.. Why did not the: 
majority of the committee start Mr. Blair with his 
legitimate vote, to wit: 2,786? Had-they done so, 
it would have taxed even’ their ingenuity im the 
calculation of increases to have been able to account 
for Mr. Blair’s vote of 6,631 in 1858, with the. 
Buchanan vote of 5,530 against him. -It is in 
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evidence tħat I-received many thousand votes in 
1858 which had been east for Mr. Blair in 1856; 
but my vote in 1852, even, isall Lask to start with; 
the natural increase will easily account for the 
balance of the vote received by mein 1858. 

Wee have seen that the whole vote drawn out in 
the city of St. Louis in 1858, when there were 75 
éandidates in the field, was only 16,610; whilst ata 
meré municipal election, in April, 1859, only eight 
months afterwards, there were 17,263 votes cast. 

But the majority of the committee have thought 
proper to take the vote for Congress in 1856 as 
the basis of their calculations, and they assert 
that there has been no change in the relation of 
parties. I beg leave to go baek to 1856, and to 
show them what were the relations of parties in 
my district at that time, and to show how Mr. 
Blair happened then to be the successful candidate. 

In 1849, the defeat of Colonel Benton for the 
United States Senate, and his appeal to the peo- 
ple, brought about a division of the Democracy 
into Benton and anti-Benton parties. In 1852, 
Mr. Blair and I, from the Benton wing, were 
elected upon a compromise ticket in St. Louis 
county to the Legislature; and’ we were again 
elected in 1854. 

In 1855, the Benton and anti-Benton parties 
passed resolutions offered by myself for a union 
of the party; and they determined upon holding 
one convention for the nomination of State officers. 
Upon the 20th April, 1856, the united Democracy 
met in convention-at Jefferson City, and nomin- 
ated for Governor Hon. Truston Polk. Mr. Blair, 
knowing that’ his political existence depended | 
upon the divisions of the party, succeeded in draw- 
ing off into a little convention of his own, just 
delegates enough to secure notice, and in this sep- 
arate convention he succeeded in having Colonel 
Benton nominated for Governor. Of course this || 
would put aside Colonel’ Benton, and make sure of || 
Mr, Blairs nomination for Congress in the St. || 
Louis district. ` it 

My. Blair’s convention passed resolutions con- || 
demning slavery agitation as the greatest enemy 
of the peace and prosperity of Missouri; acqui- | 
escing in the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and opposing 
its restoration; denouncing abolitionism by its 
name, Black Republicanism, &. These resolu- | 
tions were unanimously passed, although Mr. | 
Blair was not only a member, but the manager of | 
that convention. Before its adjournment, that 
convention, in order to express more fully its sen- 
timents, appointed a committee of five to draft an 
address to the people of the State, and set forth 
the principles which actuated the convention. 

In that address, which was published in Mr. 
Blair’s organ a few weeks after the adjournment 
of the convention, may be found the following 
significant language: { 

“By the enactment of the Kansas-Nebraska law, the 
arbitrary obstruction to central growth has been repcaied ; 
but this great triumph of the trus genius of America is sig- 
naotized by a malignant renewal of slavery agitation in the 
sea-coust States, the North and the South threatening civil 
war on the prairies of Kansas. Thè convention is, in all | 
particulars, and in the sternest sense, devoted to the main- 
tenance of Slavery in the States, and to its just extension 
into any and every. Territory where it may be peaceably 
carried,” ` 

Appended to this address, as one of the com- 
mittee of five, is the name of Francis P. Blair, jr. il 

It is true that Mr. Blair had for some time ex- 
pressed himself in favor of making Kansas a free 

State, and was suspected of being a Free-Soiler. 
The Republican convention at Pittsburg had ap- 
péinted him.one of the national central committer 
and in his letter, declining to serve, he had ex- 
pressed himself strongly in favor of the repeal of |i 
the Kansas-Nebraska act, and the restoration of | 
the Missouri compromise. 

But, whatever may have been his real senti- 
ments, there never was a time that a convention 
could pass resolutions which did not seem accept- 
able to him, or frame a platform upon which he | 
was not willing to run. 

“He wired in and wired out, 
And left the people still in. doubt, 
Whether the snake that made the track 
Was going south or coming. back. 

His speeches in 1855 would lead us to suppose 
that the scntiments of his convention in 1856, ex- 

ressed through the published platform dnd ad- 


j institution [slavery] in this State. 


| abolitionism by its name Black Re 


dress, were his real sentiments. In one of those 


speeches’ he said thata large proportion of the 
soil of Kansas was adapted to the production of 
hemp and tobacco, which could not be produced with- 
out slave labor. His fear then seemed to be that, 
if Kansas should become a slave State, she would 
become a rival to the State of Missouri in those 
great staples. He also said: 


“The Kansas-Nebraska bill has been especially permi- 
cious to Missouri, for it has poured upon our frontier that 
class of northern men against whom so many exceptions 
have been taken, and wlio have come under the tacit obli- 
gation to war againstourinstitutions. Contrast the neigh- 
borly and friendly conduct of the people of Towa with that 
whieh we may expect from the settlers sent out by the aid 
societies of the East. No man has ever had occasion to 
complain of the abduction of a slave from Missouri by our 
Towa neighbors ; and her Representatives in Congress have 
always sustained the rights of the South in the amplest 
manner. Can we expect similar good offices from the peo- 
ple of Kansas, if her government is modeled by the emi- 
grants from the North? And whom shall we thank for 
sending so many enemies upon our borders as are already 
there?” 


At another time, when his loyalty to the Dem- 
ocratic party was called in question, he spoke as 
follows: B 

« I never yet have uttered a syllable that any gentleman 
could construc to indicate a purpose of tampering with the 
Tam a State-rights 
Democrat, and would repce} the machinations of any illegal 
organization having for its object the extinction of slavery 
in Missouri. The right to hold slaves is a right which be- 
longs to the people of Missouri. With these opinions of 
slavery, I, as a citizen of Missouri, must be the last to ex- 
cite hostility to the institution in this State.” 

But Mr. Blair’s convention, which thus rebuked 

publicanism, 
and which authorized him to publish an address 
expressive of devotion to the maintenance of sla- 
very, and to its peaceable extension into any and 
every Territory, sentdelegates, with Gratz Brown, 
Esq., editor of the Missouri Democrat, at their 


i head, to the Cincinnati convention; and it was 


claimed by Mr. Blair’s organ and his friends, that 
Colonel Benton had forced the convention to nom- 
inate Mr. Buchanan. After this a convention of 
the friends of Colonel Benton and of Mr. Buch- 
anan was held in 1856} and-after indorsing the 

latform of the Jefferson City convention, Mr. 
Blair was nominated as a candidate for Congress 
in the St. Louis district. His opponents were 
Mr. Reynolds and Mr. Kennett. With the name 
of Colonel Benton on the ticket, who had so many 
friends in St. Louis county, and many of them 


foreign-born, Mr. Blair had but to charge anti- į 


Bentonism upon Mr. Reynolds, and Know Noth- 
ingism on Mr. Kennett, in order to secure a large 
Benton vote. 

Thus was Mr. Blair nominated for Congress in 
1856, and his name was placed in his organ upon 
the Benton-Demoeratic ticket—James Buchanan 
for President; John C. Breckinridge for Vice 
President; Francis P. Blair, jr., for Congress. 
On the Saturday morning previous to the election, 
some wag, who knew that Mr. Blair’s position 
was suspected, changed the form of the Missouri 
Democrat, by placing over the name of Mr. Blair, 
“ Black Republican ticket.” This was considered 
a great insult, and sufficient cause for issuing an 
extra of that paper, iùn which the following ap- 
peared in large type: 

“ ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS REWARD.—A dastardly fraud. 
— Saturday, August 3, 1856.—In this morning’s issue of the 
Democrat, some infamous scoundrel inserted at the head 
of the State ticket.the ling ‘ Black Republican.’ This act 
has been the work of our political foes, accomplished by 
bribery ; and all parties concerned will be publicly exposed 
as soon. as the facts are clicited. 

“The reward will be paid by calling at this office.”’ 

Mr. Blair, the State-rights Democrat, the owner 
of a large number of slaves, running upon a pro- 
slavery platform, upon a Benton-Buchanan Dem- 
ocratic ticket, was elected by 486 majority over 
Mr. Kennett. He.and his organ claimed it after 
allasa Black Republican victory, andit was hailed 
as such by the papers in the North. After elec- 
tion the gentleman lionized throughout the North 
as the great champion of freedom from a slave 
State. After election he had no eyes, no ears, 
no understanding for anything like slavery. 

“ Men change with fortune, manners change with climes; 

'Penets with books, and principles with times.’* 

At this time there was an old Benton Demo- 
crat who scemed to have some doubts of this Ben- 
ton-Buchanan candidate, and he took the pains 
to speak with him upon the subject.. He says, 


| things for Missouri. 


in a letter to me, which I have in my pocket, that 
Mr. Blair seemed hurt that there should exist any 
suspicion of his loyalty; that Mr. Blair left him 
with the impression that he would, if elected, sup- 
port Mr. Buchanan’s administration withall his 
power; that the satisfactory answers which he re- 
ceived from this candidate induced him to cast his 
vote for hiin in 1856. ; 

But let me remark heré, Mr. Speaker, that this 
old Benton Democrat did not vote for Mr. Blair 
in 1858; and I here state that, to my knowledge, 
there were thousands of others who refused to 
vote for him in 1858 for the same reason. This, 
Mr. Speaker, wasa glorious victory ofa Buchanan 
Democrat over what the majority of the commit- 
tee choose to call -an Administration Democrat. 
We know not which most to admire, the bril- 
liancy of the victory or the adroitness of the ma- 
neuver.. The Missouri Democrat seems to have 
been more deeply impressed with the former. 

I beg leave to read the following article from 
that paper, which, in its complimentary style, 
characterizes the paper at once as the gentleman’s 
own organ: 

«Francis P. BLAIR, JR.—This gentleman, Hon. F, P. 
Blair, jr, is elected to the next Congress by a majority 
which, in. itself, transcends all newspaper compliments. 
He goes there to represent the working men of this great 
western metropolis. He is not a dilletanti legislator. He 
is the embodiment of this great and growing city in all its 
aspects, commercial, political, social, economical, and 
otherwise. He gues there, too, we must say, borne upon a 
victory the like of which never carried any other man to 
the Congress of the United States.” 

His majority was 486; mine, 607. 

«fis reputation, won in the hall of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the State of Missouri, is that of the Randolph 
ofthe West. His triumph is unexampled in the history of 
the country. His influence with men of all parties, from 
the Nord: and from the South, from the Bast and from the 
West, will give him a sway from which we expect great 
r His talents, his courage, his social 
qualities, his generous temperament, his industrious zeal, 
will make him, wé dare predict, the man of the next Con- 
gress. ‘That we should congratulate our citizens upon his 
election is natural. And yet we venture to say, thatshould 
he come up before them again two years hence, his boid 
upon their affections and judgment will have increased so 
largely that they will wonder and marvel to themselves how 
he could have met with the opposition he has received in the 
present canvass. He will make the star Representative of 
the West; and St. Louis will be proud to boast that she has 
the most emphatic voice in the councils of the nation of 
of any city in the Union.” 

This embodiment of the great and growing city of 
St. Louis, this man of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, the 
slar Representative, the Randolph of the West, did 
come before the people two years after the elec- 
tion in 1856; and the people did wonder and mar- 
vel tothemselves. His presentation of himself as 
the Republican candidate, advocating emancipa- 
tion in Missouri; making war upon the institu- 
tions of his State; making war upon the policy of 
Colonel Benton’s whole fife, and vilifying with 
the most malignant abuse the party under whose 
banner he had been elected, did cause the people 
to marvel and wonder to themselves. A number 
of causes led to young Randolph’s defeat in 1858. 
Among them his variance with Colonel Benton 
may be named.. Colonel Benton had always op- 
posed the agitation of the subject of slavery in the 
State or nation. His doctrine was, non-interven- 
tion, no agitation, security to property, tranquillity 
to the people. Mr, Blair knew well Colonel Ben- 
ton’s sentiments. He had commended him at one 
time for his opposiuon to the Missouri restric- 
tion, and also the Kansas restriction; and he chal- 
lenged any one to show anything in Benton’s 
whole life inconsistent with a stern, resolute, and 
unwavering opposition to slavery agitation, Mr. 
Blair had heard Colonel Benton say that he hag 
caused to be inserted into the constitution of Mis- 


| souri the clause concerning emancipation, to pre- 


vent agitation of the subject. He had heard him 
say: 

“ Property is timid, and slave property above all. It is 
not right to disturb, the quietude of the owner; to larass 
him with groundless apprehensions, Jt is a private wrong 
to disturb a single individual, by making him believe his 
property is insecure. It becomes apublic evil to disturb a 
whole community.” 

But soon after his election, in 1856, Mr. Blair 
and his friends inaugurated in the State an eman- 
cipation movement, and commenced open hostil- 
ities against the life-long policy of him to whom 
he owed his-election in 1856. This was the cause 


of bitter complaint on the part of Colonel Benton; . 
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and as carly as Feeruary 23, 1857, he denounced 
the movement, and the parties engaged in it, as 
having deceived and betrayed him | have three 
of his published letters upon the subject, but will 
read from only two: 

5 Was HINGTON, February 23, 1857. 

Lsaw with amazenientth @ abolition move in our Assem- 
bly, and wrote immediately to Price, Lusk, and others at 
Jefferson City, to condeamn and repudiate it. They ought to 
have. cut. themselves loose from me before they. began a new 
slavery agitation in the State, contrary to my established 
policy. They ought to have made known their intentions 
before the election, that I might not have. becn DECEIVED 
by them. 

Many friends told me that these persons would turn out 
for abolition in the State as soon as the election was over 3 
but £ could not believe instzch a thing. To add à State 
slavery agitation to the national agitation, at the very mo- 
ment when we were opposing the national agitation, was an 
incredible thing. y 

For persons calling themselves my friends to attack the 
whole policy of my life, which was to keep slavery agitation 
outof the State, and get my support in the canvass by keep- 
lug me ignorant of what they intended to do, is the GREATEST 
OUTRAGE T have ever experienced. ‘hose who bave done 
it have never communicated one Word to me in justifica- 
tion or explanation of their conduct, for it is something 
they can neither explain nor justify. They know that it 
was who introduced the clause against legislative emanci- 
pation into the constitution in order to keep the slavery agi- 
tation out of the State, act that my whole life has been 
opposed to the agitation of the subject. 

THOMAS H. BENTON. 

In another letter to a friend, dated February 
24, 1857, he writes, as follows: 

“I wish you toget the St. Louis Democrat—change its 
name and character—forno useful paper can now ever be 
made out of it. I will beim St. Louis in April, and assist 
you. Phe paperis given up to the slavery subject, agitat- 
ing State emancipation against my established aud known 
polity. Having got the clause against legislative emanci- 
pation on purpose to prevent politicians trom agitating the 
question aud disturbirig the country with it, £ wrote to 
friends at Jefferson, coudenaning te movement as soon as 
į} saw it made, and wish you would republish, from my 
Jefferson City speech of 1849, the passage in which { took 
credit to mysely for that clause in the constitution, and 
deprecated agitation. hey ought to have told me before 
the election what they intended to dos if they had, T 
should not have supported the ticket. They had no right to 
make me, by concealing that fact, a supporter of an eman- 
cipation ticket, (the saniein the effect as abolition,) against 
the known policy of my life, and it will produce a com- 
plete separation between us.” 

Thus detected, exposed, denounced, and repu- 
diated, this ingrate, from a spirit of desperation, 
or from a superabundance of self-conceit and 
overweening confidence, plunged into an open 
and vigorous warfare u pon the institutions of his 
State. His speech, upon the acceptance of the 
nomination in 1858, is a specimen of the baldness 
and arrogance with which he set up for himself: 

“When first the free-Jabor movement commenced in St. 
Louis, of which he was anh umble advocate, it was snecred 
at by those who considered themselves secure. And now 
those parties tremble, not only for the city, but for the 
Stare. Well may they tremble, for he could ussure them 
that ere the earth should make two more revofutions 
around the sun, the free Democracy would trample them 
under their heels.’? . 

Had such aspeechbeen made in 1856, the Ran- 
delph of the West would never have become the 
star Represéniative of the Thirty-Fifth Congress. 
With Benton on the ticket in 1856, (and his name 
is actower of strength in St. Louiscounty,) this 
gentleman was elected. Without his name, with- 
out his indorsement, and publicly denounced and 
condemned by him, this gentleman was defeated 
in 1858. Besides, during the canvass of 1858, 
there were publisheda series of letters charging 
Francis P. Blair, st. and jr., with libeling the 
life and character of Colonel] Benton. Those doc- 
uments were not very well calculated to propitiate 
the friends of that deceased statesman. Under 
suchcircumstanees, could Mr. Blairhaveexpected 
to get the votes of the thousands of Benton men 
who had supported hina in 1856? 

But, upon this point, there is positive proof. 
Grace, McDonald, Conway, Reilly, Fox, and 
Wade, on pages 805, 806, 829, 884, 885, 937, 902, 
all testify that man y of the old friends of Colonel 
Benion voted against Mr.. Blair in 1858; that 
many Germans, àn l pearly all the Irish popula- 
tion, who had voted for Blair in 1856, voted for 
Barret in 1858.. : : 

But there is another circumstance to which I 
wish to call attention. Early in the canvass Mr. 
Blair made a speech, in which he, in some man- 


ner, spoke of-apply ing the hangman’s knotto the | 


neck of the Presidentof the United States. This 
expression was responded to by hisses, and cries 
of “Shame!’’ tt Shame, Mr. Blair.” 
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į dence that he was on alk the tickets. 


elected by 481 majority; in 1858, he was beaten by 
607 majority. This‘is the difference between 
hanging to Mr. Buchanan and h 
anan hanged. ee j : 

But there is one question which I would like.to 
have the majority of the committee to explain. 
There were thousands of the Benton and Buch- 
anan men, who had voted for Mr. Blair in 1856, 
who would not vote for him in 1858. Now; how 


In 1856, on a Buchanan ticket, Mr. Blair was 


aving Mr: Puch- 


does it happen that, after losing thus three or four | 


thousand votes, his vote in 1858 is several hun- 
dred larger than it was in 18567 

Much complaintis made by contestant, and b 
the majority of the committee, against Philip wW. 
McDonald, one of the judges at the eastern pr 
cinetcfthe ninth ward. Itis said that he overawed 


the other judges, and permitted persons to vote | 


who were not entitled; that he was partial, &c. 
In the first place, there were three judges at this 
precinct, and two of them are proved to be mem- 
bers of the Republican party. One of them, Mr. 
Armstrong, wasa little deaf; the other, Mr. Horn, 
a gentleman of fine character and standing, would 
hardly allow one single judge to overawe and over- 
rule him and his associate. 


It is impossible, in the time allowed me, to take ‘ 


up the whole majority report, and discuss it in 
detail. But I here declare that it is like the speech 
of the gentleman who has just preceded me? it is 
made up of assertions which are not true, and in 
no manner sustained by the evidence. Nota single 
page of the testimony is cited. We are referred 
to the book generally. Iean but deny their sweep- 
ing. charges, and refer also to the book; and here 
I may be allowed to state that much of the difi- 
culty of investigation might have been removed, 
and the House might have obtained some little 
knowledge of this case, if the majority of the com- 
mittee had done what was obviously their duty. 
Early in the proccedings of this casc, I filed ex- 
ceptions to the tesumony. Those exceptions were 
argued at length, but no decis 
Had there been a decision, and all the testimony 


ruled out which was grossly incompetent, the case | 


would have been disencumbered of a large mass 
of stuff, and this House could have comprehended 
the whole case without wading throagh a thousand 
pages of impertinent and jacompetent testimony 
The majority report says that strangers openi 
roclaimed that they had come to make every 


r 


Í lashmna vote for Barret and Hackney. There is 


no evidence of that fact. There is one witness 
who said that heintended to influenceall the Irish 


on was ever given. | 


voters at Carondelet, so far as he could, to go | 


for Hackney and Barret. But this man was no 
stranger. But, says the majority report, Hack- 
ney was on the ticket with Barret. 1t is in evi- 
One of Mr. 
Blair’s witnesses testifies that Hackney was on 
the American ticket and also on the Democratic 
ticket; that on the Democratic ticket there were 
two candidates for county judge—Mr. Marshall 
and Mr. Hackney. And although Mr. Elackney 
was not the nominee of the Democratic party, but 
an independent candidate, every word which a 
witness may have uttered in regard to him has 
been made applicable to myself. 

Bat it is thought satisfactory evidence of bribe- 
ry and fraud, that on the day of the election, in 


a crowd of Lrishmen at Carondelet, some onc was | 


heard to ery out “$1 25aday for Hackney,” There 
is no evidence that these men ever voted, or for 
whom they voted; and I am in no way connected 
with them. Would the majority of the committee 
say that the ery so frequently heard throughout 
the land in 1840, of ‘two dollars a day and roast 
beef,” would have invalidated General Harrison’s 
election? ` ` 

On page 4 of the majority report, they say: 

« Liquor was freely used, and booths for its sale or gratu- 
itous distribution were kept in violation of law in the 
vicinity of the polls.’? 

It is in evidence that one single man had on his 
own premises, at the distance of a square from 
the western precinct of the ninth ward, one half 
gallon of brandy with which he treated his friends, 
And thisisall the testimony in regard to “ booths;”” 
and this was in violation of no law. 

They also say, ‘¢ voters were interfered with 
when in the act of voting.” Who was interfered 
with, and at what precinct? By whom was the 

+ 


| 
| 


interference, &¢.?. You may wade through this. 


large book, and “you will find but dnc single 
stance which’ could: possibly furnish any grou 
for this charge: Itis this: an‘old Irish beggar” 
applied to Mr. Blow, at Carondelet, fora tich 
Mr. Blow gave him a Blair ticket, He was about 
voting when several intérfered, and carried the old 
man toa groty and finally induced him, to vote’ 
their own way. Mr. Blair says they forcibly took’ 
him. ‘This same occurrence is proved by four'or’ 
five witnesses. Onè or two of Mr. Blair pe 
nesses and four or five of Mr. Barret’s Sa 
no force was used in the case.” But throw. th 
vote of this old man out, and give it to'contestant,” 
if you please. We are willing that votes shall be ” 
thrown out where there is even doubt about: 
their legality. Suppose ‘it be true that this old” 
man was interfered with: docs that proye that” 
voters were interfered with generally? - eee 
But, Mr. Speaker, according to the poll-books 
returned from certain precincts, it appéars that: 
the affidavits and certificates are informal. ‘Thua;” 
for instance, in the fifth ward, it appears that one * 
of the judges failed to sign the oath; although J - 
have presented to the committee an afidavit from 
the justice of the peace who swore them, saying 
that they were all sworn. The presumption-of 
law is, that they were all sworn. ` If in fact they“ 
were not sworn, itwasincumbent upon contest i 
to furnish the proof. : ot a 
At the Harlem House the namesof the judges: 
are not signed to the oath, though itis in evidence * 
that two of the judges wrote their names in ths | 
body of it. (In this case, too, is av affidavit of ` 
one of the judges, to the effect that all the judges 
were qualified.) At George Sappington’s, the 
name of the person who swore the judges is. not’ , 
appended, (I have an affidavit to show that those’ 
judges were sworn.) At Gravois, it does not ap- < 
pear before whom the judges were sworn. Li the, . 
sixth ward, east precinet, exception is taken to the 
fact that one of the judges swore himself and the’ 
other two, when by the statutes of Missouri it is 
strictly correct. The majority of the committee: 
throw out the Gravois, the Harlem House,'a : 
the George’ Sappington’ preciicts, and thug dis-* 
franehise three hundred. and twen ty-thrée people 
of those districts. eas rage Be ee re 
And this majority of the committee, as‘a reason 
for not throwing out the whole vote at the eusterin 
precinct of the fifth ward, say that'there waa no ` 
allegation of contestant in regard to the fifth ward 
in the notice of contest. Such is not true. Look 
at the nineteenth charge in contestant’s notice, ` 
(p. 792,) and you will find that contestant does. 
make objection to the proceedings at the fifth 
ward. I speak of it merely to show the inaccu-* 
racy of this majority report. One wonld suppose, ' 
from reading it, that it had been mäde by contesti: 
ant himself, orsome one who knew nothing about 
the testimony. Says that majority report, (p. 92) 
« Yet, had it been made to appear that everything else: 
had been regular and fair at those polls, could the commit- 
tee have brought themselves to believe, from evidence in 
the ease, that the returns had expressed the wisb of. the. 
people at these points, untainted by fraud, they would have 
been constrained to have given the sitting member the ben: 
efit of such presumption in the absence of a compliance 
with the law, or the benefit of the principle that the acts of 
officers de facto are validas regards the public,” &e. 


nae 
ine 


Was there anything unfair or irregular at the 
Harlem House or at the George Sappington pre- 
cinct? If so, what was it?) You cannot find one 
word in regard to either in this whole book, ex- 
cept the poll-books. Did not the returns from the 
Sappington and the Harlem precinct express the 
wish of the people? Where 1s the evidence to the 
contrary ? I defy the gentleman who made this 
majority report to paint out one single word of 
testimony in regard to the voting at Harlem and 
Sappington. If, for informality in the affidavits, 
the whole of those polls are to be thrown out, 
let the vote at Allenton—~41 for. Blair and 12 for 
me—be thrown out; because, at this precinct,’ 
the clerks have failed to sign the oath. (See p. 
202. Let, also, the polls in-the western precinct 
of the second ward. be thrown’ out, because the 
names of the clerks are not in the body of the 
affidavit, nor does it appear before whom they 
were sworn; and I may say, if as careless as con- 
testant and his majority committee, the clerks 
were not sworn. Here Blair received 55 and Bar- 
ret 14. - Ag to the Gravois precinct, we will notice 
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the evidence generally, and see whether it sustains 
the charge of fraud. and violence. We will see 
whether thé returns express the will of the. people; 
whether. they-are tainted, by fraud and fraudulent 
votes, . .. te sae . i 
‘The contestant, and. those who made the ma- 
jority report, harp upon the large increase of the | 
vote at this precinct. In order to exaggerate this 
increase, they compare the vote of 1858 with that 
of 1856. In the very outset the comparison does 
not hold good, because in 1856 the places of voting 
were different from what they were in 1858. Still 
we can easily account for the increase, and, at the 
same time, show affirmatively that there was no 
fraud. The Gravois precinct is in what was then 
the southern district of the county, in which there 
was great excitement-as to the. election, confined 
to that district, of a county judge. The precinet 
is just outside of the city limits, There are many 
ersons residing near the Gravois mines who do 
usiness in the city, and who have heretofore 
voted in-the city. According to the testimony of 
Mr. Hunt, (p. 815,) those persons voted in the 
district in order to have a voice in the election of 
judge. : 
In 1856 there were 54 votes cast at a point over 
a mile distant from the place at which the voting 
took place in 1858. Reynolds received 4 votes, 
Blair 4, and Kennett 48. In 1858 Blair received 
7, Breckenridge 24, and Barret 163. According to 
the returns (sce poll-books, p. 392) Breckinridge 
fell behind Kennett 24 votes, It is very certain 
Blair didnot receive them. Blair received, how- 
ever, 3 more than he didin 1856. That Mr. Blair 
was, losing ground at Gravois is proved by the 
fact that in 1852 he received there 32 votes, whilst 
in 1856 he received only four. Flow does he ac- 
count for this? 7 
. Butas to the increase: John Chilton, witness 
for contestant, (p.733,) says, in answer to a ques- 
tion of Mr. Blair, that the mines had been opened 
anew,and more hands were employed there than 
aver before. Flesch and Brannon, both witnesses 
for Blair, say (pp. 523, 525) that they are old resi- 
dents of that precinct, and never voted there be- 
fore. Butitis not for the sitting member to account 
for his vote. {tis incumbent on the contestant 
to prove it illegal. 
ontestant says that one of the judges and one 
of the clerks at this precinct were convicted ofa 
conspiracy to cheat in 1849." The record shows 
a verdict against them for this misdemeanor; but 
it appears that a motion for anew trial was made, 
the result of which is not contained in the record, 
But does the fact that they were found guilty of 
a conspiracy to cheat in 1849 prove that they 
cheated at this election in 1858? Contestant says 
that this judge could neither read nor write. 
There.is evidence that he could not write, nor 
read writing; but nonc that he could not read 
printing. But suppose he could neither read nor } 
write: is this evidence of fraud? | 
Contestant, in support of his charges, further 
says that when nine persons offering to vote were 
challenged, one of the judges threatened to put the 
challenger out of the house, and endeavored to in- | 
duce the parties thus shown to be illegal voters to put | 
in their ballots. ‘Vo prove this, he refers to the tes- 
timony of Hildebrand, (p. 756.) ‘This witness 
says that he challenged nine men who came to the 
polls to vote, They were not sworn, because they 
would not swear; that he asked them if they were 


citizens, and they said they were, and had their |! 


papers. Haight said they could vote; he (wit- 
ness) said.they could not, unless they produced 
their papers, or swore that they were citizens; 
Haight thea jumped up out of his chair and told 


him (witness) that he had nothing to do with it, |} 
and he should go out of the room; witness told i 


him he would not do it until he got ready. 
t Question, (by Blair to this witness.) Were persons de- | 

terred from challenging votes by threats made by the judges? 
“ Answer. No, sir; I done think they were.” 


This is all the testimony of contestant as to | 
this difficulty with the judges. | 

Let us now see the testimony on the other side. | 

R. W. Hunt (p. 813) says; | 
_ “There were-cight or nine Irishmen, strangers to the | 
judges, whocame upto vote. Mr. Haight, one of the judges, į 
and @ very competent tan, asked them if they were citi- | 
zens of the United States; the foremost of them said they 
Were; he then asked the other two judges if they knew 


| lently partial; and it makes Barret’s majority at | 


i burg, p. 749.) 


them; they said no; they were then required to show their 


papers or swear, which they would not do; Haight called 
the attention of witness to it,and witness told him that 
was the law; then it was that Hildebrand made objections,. 
and:said: they had as much right to vote as anyone, and hit 
his hand on the table; Haight told Hildebrand he would put 
him out if be went.on that way.” -_ ne 

This testimony was elicited from Hunt by Mr. 
Blair on cross-eXamination. -` i, 

But contestant has said that Haightendeavored 
to induce these nine men challenged, and who 
would. not swear, to put in their ballots. There 
is not one particle of proof to support such a 
statement, and Mr. Blair must have known that 
there was none. Contestant further states, in 
proof of his charges, that one half of the voters 
were strangers, not known to the judges—non- 
residents not known to any one except to Gray, 
who brought them there in wagons, from the 
county roads where they were employed as labor- 
ers,‘for the purpose of obtaining their votes, and 
that Gray made out their tickets. 

Hildebrand says that one half of the men who 
voted there were strangers to him. He thought | 
at first that they came from the poor-house, but 
he understood they came from the county road. It 
was so reported there. Flesch (p. 523) says there | 
were ten or twelve persons brought there in wag- 
ons; they came from the county farm, ashe thought, 
from back of the coal mines. Chilton says (p. 
731) that he saw one or two voting who were | 
strangers to him. On page 732 he says the greater 
part of the strangers seemed to him to be work- 
ing in the coal mines. There were some seemed 
tobe working on the road, too. Robert W. Hunt 
says he is well acquainted at the Gravois precinct. 
He was at the polls on the day of election, from 
eight o’clock, a. m., until they closed and counted 
votes. Ile knows of two, but says there might 
have been six, who voted from the county farm, 
and that they voted the American ticket. He is 
well acquainted in the Gravois diggings, and saw 
most everybody who voted there thatday. Wit- 
ness says he did not see any illegal voters; and, 
from his knowledge of the voters, acquired whilst 
he acted for many years a judge of the elections, 
he thinks he would have known whether there | 
was any illegal voting. There were 80 or 90 votes : 
polled at Gravois in 1856, but witness has known 
of 120 in times of excifement. The other day 
they polled, in election of probate judge, only 25 
votes. f 

But, says the contestant, the ballots were never | 
counted or opened by the judges, but a return 
made differing from the actual number of ballots | 
in the box. And he refers to the testimony of | 
Long, (pp: 914, 915.) | 

John F. Long says that the ballots had the ap- | 
pearance, when the boxes were opened, of having | 
never been disturbed from the time the ballots | 
were cast; but upon a count, and comparing. them į; 
with the judges’ return, he thinks they had been | 

| 
| 
H 


counted. The discrepancy was once or two votes | 
for each candidate. | 

Let us see what this discrepancy is by an ex- į 
amination of the record. : 

By poll-books, whole vote returned by judges 
is 185; of which they give Barret 153, Breckin- į} 
ridge 24, Blair 7; making 184. (See poll-books, i 

. 392. | 
j By P TAS to the abstract of ballots, (p. 94,) | 
it will be found that 154 ballots were cast for |} 
Barret, and only 23 for Breckinridge. 

The discrepancy then proved is against the į 
party to whom the judges are said to be fraudu- į 


i 
| 
| 
| 
t 


this precinct 147, instead of 146. i 

Contestant also says that the inmates of the 
county farm voted at this precinct, and were made 
to vote for Barret; that the judges, predetermined: 
to cheat and defraud, refused to take an oath; and 
for evidence we are referred to the poll-book, (p. | 
389.) ` 

If the inmates of the county farm voted, they | 
had a perfect right to do so; being a pauper by 
reason of old age or misfortune does not disfran- 
chise. Besides, those inmates are under no re- 
straint; they can leave when they choose, and 
cannot be receiyed unless. they have been one | 
year in the county. (See testimony of Thor- 

But Hunt says (p. 811) that there may have 
been as many as six who came from the county 
farm to vote at this precinct; that they voted the 


American ticket; that Campbell Link, the super- 
intendent of the farm, was there, eleetionecring © 
for Breckinridge. : 

By an inspection of the poll-books, it appears 
that the judges and clerks were sworn by one of 
the judges, which is in strict accordance with the 
law of Missouri. (See Statutes of Missouri, 1855, 
p: 708.) 

Thegentleman from Massachusetts on the Com- 
mittee of Elections [Mr. Dawes] scems to sneer 
at the idea of there being any of the business: men 
of St. Louis living out near a coal diggings. Some 
of the handsomest building sites around our city 
are to be found near these mines. The magnifi- 
cent residence of the contestant is in sight of this 
precinct. 

The contestant has said that there wasa lavish 
use of money at this precinct. This is all the tes- 
timony in regard to it; as he does not. choose to 
give it to the House I will: 


«Thomas Tallis, (witness for Blair,) p. 614: 

“JY was at the polls at Gravois precinct on the day of 
election. [saw Barret there. i 

* Question. Did you see him give any money to 

« Answer. I did. 

* Question. Staie the circumstances. 

“u Answer. I saw Mr. Barret give Bob Lindford, or Robert 
Lindford, five dollars. 

Question. What did he give him money for; do you 
know ? 

“ Answer. I asked Lindtord; says I, ‘who did you vote 
for, Bob? He says: ¢ I voted for our ticket—Frank Blair’s 
ticket—and they Were goiug (o.eat inc up;’ those were the 
very words he said; ‘because | was going to vote that 
ticket? I thought it very strange, when he said he had 
voted the Frank Blair ticket, that he could go to you (al- 
luding to Mr. Barret) and say, ‘Mr. Barret, give me five 
dollars, and you pull it out of your pocket aud give it to 
him. ‘hey were standing in the bar-room; they went up 
to Mr, Barret, and says Bob, ‘ Dick, give me five dollars 3? 
and Mr. Barret put his hand in his pocket and gave him a 
five doilar gold piece, 

“ By Mr. Barret: 

“ Question, Did you not know that he wanted to borrow 
the money? À 

« Answer. No, sir; I know he just came up and said: 
‘ Dick, let me have five dollars.’ 

& Robert Hunt is called by Mr. Barret, (p. 812,) and an- 
swers. 

« Question. Do you know Robert Lindford ? 

“ Answer., I never saw him to know him before the day 
of election. He is nota miner; he never worked for me. 

 Question.. Were you present when he said that he voted 
for Mr. Blair? 

“Answer. Yea, sir; he told me so, and I heard he told 
Mr. Barret so. 

“ Question. Do you know of his applying to Mr. Barret 
after that to borrow five dollars? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. 

Question. What did Mr. Barret say? 

« Answer. He told him he had not a cent. He bothered 
Mr. Barret a great deal; he was slightly inebriated at the . 
time, and Mr. Barret tried to get rid of bim.. He annoyed 
Mr. Barret so that Mr. Barret came to me and asked me to 
lend him five dollars, which I did; 1 gave hima five doliar 
gold piece, and 1 think Mr. Barret handed itto him, James 
Linford. 

«í Question. At what time of the day did Mr. Barret ar- 
tive atthe Gravois polls ? 

“& Answer, } think it was between eleven and twelve 
o’elock. i 

*¢ Question. About how many votes had been polled when 
Mr. Barret arrived ? 

s Answer. About one hundred.” 


any one? 


Examine the poll-book of Gravois, at page 390, 
and it will be scen that Robert Linford voted No. 
11; so that he had cast his vote against Mr. Bar- 
ret some time before Mr. Barret arrived at Gra- 
vios on the day of the election. 

Mr. Linford is a citizen of the county. Why 
did not the contestant bring him up asa witness 
to prove that I had bribed him to vote against 
me? 

The charge of a lavish use of moncy at Gravois 
is like the rest of contestant’s charges and state- 
ments, and like the majority report, which has 
embodied just such charges and assertions as con- 
testant desired to have palmed off on this House 
as true. 

Whilst I am on this charge of a lavish use of 
money at Gravois, I am reminded of another 
matter to which contestant has referred; and for 
fear I may forget it, I will take it up now. Tom 
Wall is introduced as a witness, (see p. 4705) 
and he tells what a man named John McDonald 
told him. On the day after the election, he says 
that John came to him, and said they had prom- 
ised him rioney, and would not pay him; that 
John showed him an order in penciling, without 
date, for no sum, signed J. R. Barret; and he 
wanted to know where he could get the money 

Jor it. He did not say from whom he got the order. 
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(P. 741.) The order was: “ Give the bearer. some 
money; heisa horse towork.”? Itis inevidence, 
on the part of the contestant, that this man, John 
McDonald, wasacomimon thief. Then, shall his 
statements, made to a third person, be taken as 
evidence, when he himself would not be believed 
on oath, were he upon the stand, and subject toa 
cross-cxamination? These statements are given 


at second-hand by Tom Wall, who had appointed 


this common thief a deputy to watch a livery 
stable, and who had, with another friend of con- 
testant, gone upon Jolin McDonald’s bond, to 
keep him out of the work-house. It was shrewdly 
suspected at the time that contestant’s friends had 
John arrested, that by going on his bond, they 
might make favor enough with him toget him to 
give important. testimony in this case. 

But lam asked by contestant why I did not re- 
but this testimony of Tom Wall? why I did not 
ask Tom Wall if he knew the handwriting in the 
order? May I notask why the contestant did not 
attempt to prove the hand writing of the order? ‘An 
order with my name signed, in penciling, without 
date, not furnished, in the hands of a notorious 
thief, whodid noteven say from whom he received 
it, could surely be no testimony. Then, am I 
called upon to dignify the testimony of a notorious 
thief, given at second-hand, by calling in decent 
men to rebut it? Such testimony is worthy of 
such a contest, but unworthy of the notice of any. 
gentleman. Had I been in the place of contest- 
ant, I should have been ashamed ever to have re- 
ferred to the testimony of a common thief, given 
through a third party, bis own bondsman. 

Now that I have condescended to notice, even 

notice, the statements of a thief, made through his 
friend and bondsman, [am reminded of the fact 
that the main witness in regard to the judge so 
much complained of at the eastern precinct of the 
ninth ward, was Hiram Ogden. Hiram has becn 
found guilty of embezzlement as an officer under 
a Republican administration in our city, and has 
been lately sent to the penitentiary of the State. 
There are other witnesses relied on by contestant 
who could be easily sent to the penitentiary, if 
telling a lie in a contested-election case were, in 
the eyes of the law, a perjury. 
., But, Mr. Speaker, L have no hope of present- 
ing this case to the House in all its deformity. 
The failure of the committee to rule out the mass 
of the testimony, which is acknowledged on all 
hands to be improper and incompetent, imposes 
upon me great difficulty and great labor, and, I 
fear, fixesa barrier which will prevent this House 
from ever understanding it. 

The majority of the committee say, in their re- 
port, (p. 13,) that it is utterly impracticable to refer 
to the testimony. How, then, can they expect 
me, in the short time allowed, to refer to the testi- 
mony, which utterly refutes their assertions, dis- 
proves their conclusions, and disrupts their whole 
argument? How can they expect me, by partic- 
ular reference to the testimony, to negative forty 
pages of unsustained affirmations; to disprove 
and dispose of their entire compilation of contest- 
ant’s broad, reckless, and unfounded assertions? 
Surely that majority report could not have been 
intended as a guide for the members of this body 
willing to look into the facts of this case. I had 
not supposed that it was within the power of 
human ingenuity to frame a document which could 
so thoroughly conceal the facts, and so artistically 
prevent an investigation of the testimony. 

But I must hasten on. 

It is-said that the vote at the Carondelet pre- 
tinct is vitiated by reason of fraud and violence, 
and that the officers of election themselves are 
implicated, (see report p. 7;) that the vote of the 
whole precinct should be thrown out. . 

I propose now to give all the testimony in re- 
gard to this precinct In detail, although some por- 
tions of it have already been referred to. In this 
precinct, as in the others, the increased vote and 

arge majority are made the grounds of contest;and 
a comparison is made Letween the vote of 1656 
and 1858. © 


In 1856— 
Reynolds received, iiss kee eke eee eee 44 votes. 
Kennett s sasa s NE 6 
a beser ces Seeesese-covesenelU “f 
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Jr 1858— 
Barretreceived. esse. setus arrira cones e280: 
Breckinridge “ .... 
Blair ae 


Total........ Ka 


Contestant accounts for this increase in the vote, 
and Barret’s large majority, upon the ground that 
a mob of persons, mostly non-residents, took pos- 
session of the polls, and not only voted fraudu- 
lently, but prevented the legal voters.from the 
exercise of the privilege of the elective franchise, 
and in some cases took Blair tickets from his 
friends and forced them by threats-and violence 
to vote for Barret. 

Let the testimony on both sides be thoroughly 
; examined: 

: Henry T. Blow, witness for Blair, says he gave 
a Blair ticket toan old man; Mr. Donnelly jegked 
the old manaway, and tried to getthe ticketaway, 
and said to the old man, ‘* You shan’t vote that 
ticket, you are one of our men.” Witness says 
that Donnelly used abusive language towards him, 
| witness.” It was the impression of witness that 
Donnelly had a mob to sustain him in anything 
he might do. 
and he apologized. 
i the intention of the friends of Mr. Barret, at Ca- 
| rondelet, to use force, or any other means in their 
power, to carry the election. Witness says he 


| says there was no figliting. 
457. 

i Madison Miller, witness for Blair, was at the 
polls all day as a friend of Blair, challenging 
votes, and challenged and had sworn ali be thought 
were doubtfal. Witness says no one was pre- 
vented from voting at Carondelet. (P. 552.5 


(Pp. 450, 451, 456, 


friends used no violence with the old man spoken 
of by Blow, but they used threatening language 
to the old man. (P. 560.) When asked what 
the threatening language was, witness said they 
told the old man he ought to be ashamed of him- 
| seif to vote that ticket which Blow gave him. (P. 
| 561.) 
į - John Cady, witness for Blair, says there was 
| no fighting at Carondelet, but they were riotously 
i inclined. (P. 768.) _ i 
| Bernard Block, witness for Blair, says he saw 
| no more excitement at the polls in Carondelet 
' than usual at elections, and he has lived in Ca- 
i rondelet near four years. (Pp. 569, 571.) 
i TW. H. Whiting, witness for Blair, says he was 
fat the polls in Carondelet from.nine to twelve 
1 o’clock, and from two to five o’elock; that he saw 
| no disturbance, no mob, or anything of the kind. 
Some loud talking occasionally, but nothing riot- 

ous at all. > (P. 700.) 
| I might well let this, matter rest with the testi- 
| mony of contestant’s own witnesses i 
| may more clearly show the cool assurance with 
| which these charges are made, I will refer to tes- 
| timony on my side. 

Samuel Knight, witness for Barret, says he was 
one of the judges of election at Carondelet; that 


that-there was loud talking and noise; that people 
will talk at elections; that there was no violenc 
that the polls were kept clear, and every man al- 
lowed to vote as he wanted. (P. 823.) 

Richard Southard says that nobody was pre- 
vented from voting as he pleased at Carondelet; 
that no one carried the old man spoken. of by 
Blow; that the old man went along willingly with 
witness. Donelly did not jerk the old man away. 
(Pp. 834, 835.) 

Michael Dougherty was at the polls in Caron- 
delet; he says there was no fighting, no rows, no 
rioting, no mob, no violence, and ino one pre- 
vented from voting. (P. 850.) 


says he did not jerk the old man away from 
Blow, and that he did not use any abusive lan- 
| guage to Blow. (P. 863.) That he was not 
backed:by a mob. (P.864.) He did not apolo- 
gize to Blow the next day; but that Blow said te 
him: “ You fellows beat us fairly,” and in refer- 
ence to the old man, Mr. Blow said the old man 


| him two dollars to buy a pair of shoes. (P. 864.) 


he saw no more misbehavior than at any election; | 


E. J. Donnelly was at the Carondelet precinct; | 


Witness met Donnelly next day, | county of St. Louis, could vote at Carondelet. 


Witness was satisficd it was |! 


! had no difficulty in casting his vote; all the ole 
had difficulty ting | te; ail t} ld | 
| residents went to the polls undisturbed. Witness |} 


Frederick Hill, witness for Blair, said Barret’s | 


; but that T |; 


was under obligations to him; that he had given | 


i 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| ceived a majority of 129 over the Republican 
| didate.. Then thére were only about 370 


| ing to the census taken in the spring of 1858, 


used towards him. ~ He said: that Madison Miller 
said, after ‘the election. was over; that: he wasi 
pleased: with the- manner’ in whielt-he/had been: 
treated: (P: 869}... eee Ay 
If the testimony of Block, Whiting, and others,: 
(witnesses of Mr. Blair, ybe not sufficient td prave 
the peacefulness of the polls in Carondelet, letus. 
look at the evidence of old Jacob Steins, aniold: 
resident and one of the judges.» He voted. for Ble 
and ought to be believed. ©. Re 
This witness says it was peateable anid quiet 
the polls in Carondelet; that there was someb, 
no fighting, no quarreling; as pedeeable an ‘election: 
as he ever saw. (P. 822.) PAPE yah A 
He has been living in Carondelet sixteen years: 
But here, ‘too, the increased vottis objected tog 
and Blair complains of Barret’s majority over himy 
and makes it a ground for a charge of frauds! oof 
- In 1858 the election was a genéral oneyahdan 
one in the township of Carondelet, or éver in the 


Accordingly, many outside of the corporate lims 
its of the town‘voted at this precinct. Besidesy 
this precinct: was in’ the southern ‘distiict; aid 
many merchants and others doing business i Sie 
Louis and residing either in the town or township 
of Carondelet, had been in the habit-of: voting in 
St.Louis. Owing to thefact that there was ‘an 
exciting election for county judge in ‘the southern 
district, many who had been voting:in St. Louis 
voted in Carondelet. Among the numbér may bë 
named the contestant himself. There were also 
many of the 24,256 voters of the city of St. Louis 


‘ who voted at Carondelet. (See testimony of Eilg 


p. 561; also H.H.Whiting, p. 701; Brown, p. 696.) 

Under these circumstances, Barret’s majority 
over Blair was only 127. At the April election, 
1858, for Mayor, when the vote was confine 
the corporate limits of the town, a Democrat 


polled. But it'must be remembered that, ac 


population of Carondelet was only 2,600. “(Seé 
testimony of Chartrand, p. 868.) Ín the Septem- 
ber following, the ‘census showed 3,100 inkiabite 
ants, (Southard, p. 847.) Miller says the pop- 
ulation of Carondelet increased more in the last 
six months than ever before. see 

But if the vote—51lJ]—at a general election in 
1858, when many fromSt. Louis voted in Caronde- 
let—-when many outside of the corporate limita 
voted there—wasa large vote, what will be thought 
of the voté cast there the 2d of April, 1860, àt & 
meré municipal election, and the vote confined 
to the corporate limits—which was 657? 7”, 

Contestant also asserts ** that it is proved that 
twenty-five or thirty men were brought over from 


; Hfinois, where they were set at work on the Wa- 


terloo turnpike, and that they voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket, and left the day after the election 
parts unknown.” f Ne Siy 
. Whiting says (p: 699) that he saw from thirty- 
five to forty men taken up ina carryall by De May 
to vote. The most of them were working on the 
Waterloo turnpike, in Illinois. ° 

t Question. Were they entitled to vote there? 

“ Jinswer. I camot say that; I did not know at the time 
that they were boarding on this side, and 1 supposed they 
had no right to vote.” 

Brown says (p. 696) he 
the election, ten or twelve 
carpet-sacks. 

Grabe says (p. 694) that he saw.ten or twelv 
men leave, with their carpet-sacks, s 

These are all the witnesses referred to by con- 
testant. Now, by whom has he proved his charge? 

Contestant says: 

“it is proved that twenty men eame from the Tlinois 
bottom, opposite Carondelet, during the spring, dcivenaway 
by bigh water, and they voted the Democratic ticket ; that 
they were chailenged at the polls, and Chartrand threat- 
ened the challenger, and compelied him to withdraw. it, 


although he well knew they were not entitled to vote, two 
of them being his relatious.’’ : 


saw, on the day after 
leave Carondelet, with 


The testimony of John Cady. is referred to, 
(p. 165.): He says, (p. 766:) : 


t I challenged one little Frenchman’s vote; he had been 
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* born in thateountryybut had lived in. Illinois, J think they 
said, some four years; high water drove him out of the-bot- 
tom some two months before the election. 

“ss Thé Mayorot Carondelet begged mè to desist. He 
shid if I- pursued that course I would get injured; sol 
stopped.at once, and the man voted.” 

Stopped what at-once? He had, accerding to 
his statement, already challenged the voter. How 
could he then stop anything which would allow 
him to vote, if he was not entitled? The man 
challenged showed himself a qualified voter. 

But Cady goes on, in answer to a question: 
Was. this man named Louis Dapronte?’? He 
replies: . ` 
. “LT eannot say.’ I had, at one time, the names of. about 
twenty men in like circumstances; at least, it was so re- 
ported... Some [ knew, and some I did not Know.” 

There is no proof as to how these men voted, 
if they voted at all, The list of twenty. men re- 
ferred to by Cady must have been one of con- 
testant’s prepared lists, such.as he has furnished 
on several occasions to witnesses;and when a list 
was thus furnished, Cady could easily say that 
he had a list of twenty ‘sd reported.”” 

But Captain Madison Miller, an old resident of 
Carondelet, the friend and witness of Blair, says, 
on: page. 552, that he was at the polls all day and 
watched the polls closely, and challenged ail par- 
ties. who he suspected were not voters. A few, on 
oath, said they were lately from Illinois, but were not 
allowed to vote. 

. But take Cady’s own story. Did the Mayor 
of Carondelet threaten or warn him? Did the 
Mayor compel him to withdraw the challenge? 

Contestant says: 


. “It ig proven that a party of twenty or twenty-five men 
employed on a bridge across the Meramee river, twelve 
miles distant from Carondelet, who bad been rejected: at 
Mehi’s Store precinct, were brought to Carondelet, and put 
in their votes; although many of them were recently from 
Wisconsin, brought from that State by James C. Hall, him- 
self a resident of Prairie du Chien, tllinois, but who voted 
imself, and made all his men vote, at Mehi’s store and Ca- 
rondelet, for the Democratic ticket.’ i 


‘Here is the testimony: A. J. Shores (p. 516) 
says he was clerk of the election at Mchl’s store; 
there were some fifteen or twenty men said to be 


working down there on the bridge and road; some į 


of them offered to vote; six of them voted; (right 
here let it be pbserved that it is not known for 
whom they voted;) others offered to vote. There 
was quite a contest as to their qualification; the 
judges appealed to the clerks, who said if they 
were citizens of the United States they were en- 
titled to vote. This was overruled by the judges, 
and they refused all exccpt the six. Witness was 
told that those rejected voted at Carondelet, Some 
of these men were working on the bridge, some 
on the roads, (p. 517.) Witness does not know 
Casper Delfinglin, Samuel White, Ivory Sheney, 
John Behler, John Linn, or John Sinn, nor John 
M.‘Schy; he thinks they voted at Mehl’s store. 
Witness does not know whether they voted for 
Blair or Barret. (The truth is, these are the six 
votes reccived which were objected to; and if the 
abstract of ballots for this precinct had not been 
left out, it might be found that they voted for 
Blair.) And witness (on page 521) says that he 
thinks the names mentioned above wete the names 
of the six men who voted and were objected to. 
According to this witness, then, there were fif- 
teen ortwenty men from the bridge and roads who 
offered to vote; only six allowed; and he heard 
that the balance went to Carondelet. 
ance must have numbered about nine or fifteen.) 
H. J. Hillsdorf (p. 581) says the six men were 
challenged by Shores, the witness above. (Shores 
contradicts that when he says his decision was 
warranted by judges.) Witness says there were 
twenty or twenty-five in Hall’s gang: 
ai Question, How many out of Iall’s gang voted at Mehl’s 
gtore 7 
“Answer, [saw him coming there between five and six 
times. 
© Question. Do you know how many of them voted? 
«Answer. No, sir; some of them were not voters, and 
some of them refused to swear. (P, 686.) 
“ Question. (P. 587.) Did any of Hall’s gang vote at 
Mehl’s store ? 
Answer. Yes, sir; some of them; the most of them, | 
anyhow,” 
(P, 584, this Mehl ’s store poll was not opened 
until nine o’clock, 
Witneas says ie met Hall and his men on the 
road to Carondelet; and there were twenty or | 
twenty-five. 


(The bal- |j 


H. H. Whiting, referred to as a witness, says, 
on page 700, in reply to question: ‘* Did you see 
acrowd come up late in the evening, under the 
lead of one J. C. Hall, a bridge builder?” 

The scene.is now Carondelet. 


Answer. 
up, and some four or five men that were working for him.” 


Where are Hilsdorf’s twenty or thirty men? 
Could not say whether they voted. > 

Michael Chartrand, (p. 874,) in answer to the 
question, ‘* Did Hall bring up a lot of men from 
the bridge, late in the evening, to vote at Caron- 
delet??? says he saw Hall with six or seven. men 
in a wagon; that he does not think any of the men 
got out of the wagon or attempted to vote. (P. 
875.) This statement is confirmed by Blair’s own 
witness, Whiting, as above. (P. 700.) : 

The other witnesses referred to are Long and 
Thomburg; one of them says he heard that Hall 
came from Wisconsin, the other that his family re- 
sided in Illinois. J. C. Hall voted at Mchi’s store, 
and nowhere else. (See poll-books.) This is all 
the evidence as‘to this charge. Will any man of 
any sense or honesty say that this*charge is sus- 
tained ? 

Contestant says ‘the has proven that the county 
roads adjacent to Carondelet were covered with 
men employed a day or two before the election 
for the purpose of obtaining their votes for. the 
Democratic ticket; that contractors brought them 
up to vote; they voted, and were discharged the 
day after election.” (Shores, p. 516; Hilsdorf, 
p. 581; Hill, p. 558; Brown, p. 695; and Grabe, 
p. 694, are referred to as witnesses.) 


Shores (p. 517) thinks there were from one | 


hundred to one hundred and fifty men on the dif- 
ferent county roads, railroads, and bridges; thinks 
they were there for Hackney’s benefit. Witness 


says (p. 520) that the,increase of hands on other | 


roads than the railroad was about thirty or forty. 
(Then ‘the one hundred or one hundred and fift 
hands must have been on the railroad, of whic 
Mr. Blair’s man, Madison Miller, was president.) 

Hilsdorf (p. 583) says, two or three days after 
the election he saw a small gang of'men working 
on the road, and one of the hands told him they 
did not need any more. His brother-in-law told 
him that some of the hands at the bridge were dis- 
charged. ` 

Hill (p. 558) says; about five days before the 
clection he met five Germans, who said they were 
engaged to work on the county road, and to vote 
the ticket which the overscer of the road would 
give them. 

Brown (p. 696) saw ten or twelve men, with 
carpet-sacks, leave next day after the election; 
that Cady brought his men there from St. Louis. 

Miller says that the Iron Mountain Railroad 
Company were putting up a large machine shop 
and other buildings. , The mechanics and laborers 
had to be procured at St. Louis, (p. 551.) 

Whiting (p. 701) says there were engaged in 
Carondelet many mechanics and laborers, form 
erly living in St. Lonis. Chartrand (p. 868) says 
the same. Now, if the hands on roads were in- 
creased by Hackney. and for his bencfit, as some 
of the witnesses think, the hands were obtained 


j mostly in St. Louis, and they did not thereby lose 


their right of suffrage. The assertion that hands 
were employed for the purpose of voting the Dem- 
ocratic ticket is entirely unsustained, Hackney, 


as candidate for judge, is proved, by Shores and į 


others, to have been on several tickets. He was 
running as an independent candidate. 

Contestant says: 

“Tt is shown that persons voted when drank, and that 
one man who refused to swear, was plied with liquor, and 
again brought up and refused; the third time he took the 
eath.?? 

Miller, the witness referred to, (p. 548,) speaks 
ofsuch a man, but his name is not given; how he 
voted is not known. Mr. Blair had a first-rate 
friend among the judges, Jacob Stcins; he might 
have called him asa witness, but he did not. 

This is all the evidence upon which itis sought 
to throw oùt the vote at Carondelet precinct; and 
contestant winds up his complaints as to the pro- 
ceedings at this poll in this manner: ; 

«The misconduct of the judges in receiving the vote of a 
person aetuaily forced before their eyes against his inclina- 
tion to vote the Barret ticket, and in receiving the vote of 
a person so drunk as to be unable to stand alone, is sufi- 


I saw Mr. Hall himself and his team come’ 


cient to prove their complicity in these gross frauds, and, 
discredit their returns.” 

Oid Jacob Steins will be somewhat surprised 
when he finds that his friend, Mr. Blair, for 
whom he voted, and for whom he acted as one of 
the judges of election at-Carondelet, has charged 
him, and caused his majority committee to charge 
hm, wih being an accomplice in frauds at Caron- 

elet. 

This is all the testimony in regard to this pre- 
cinct; and yet the contestant and the majority of 
thecommittee have théassurance to assert broadly, 
that there was great fraud, violence, and corrup- 
tion in this district; that hundreds of men were 
employed on roads and bridges for the purpose 
of getting their votes; that they wêre strangers, 
and were dismissed after the election; and were 
seen to leave with their carpet-sacksin their hands. 
It will be remembered that only teh or twelve 
men ‘were seen with carpet-sacks, and that num- 
ber could be seen any day. at a railroad depot. , 

Now, whilst. in, this township, I may as well 


| show that this majority of the committee have 


stricken from my vote at Meh?’s store eight votes, 
without evidence: Shores says that six votes were 
received at Mehl’s store to which objection was 
made; he does riot know whether they voted for 
Blair or Barret. (P. 517.) Who does know? 
Whatare their names?) The vote of George Mc- 
Given is challenged by the testimony of H. J. 
Hillsdorf, who says that Landorf told him that 
MeGiven lives at present in Jefferson county, 
(testimony given November 8, 1858.) (P. 583.) 
No proof as to how McGiven voted. ‘he vote 
of James C. Hall is attacked by two witnesses, 


| John F. Long, (p. 914,) and Josiah Thomburgh, 


(p: 622.) Long thinks he is from Wisconsin. 
Thomburgh understood from him that his family 
lived in Ilinois. No one can say for whom he 
voted, . i 

This is all the testimony in regard to the eight 


| votes thrown out at Mehl’s. That they have done 


so, sec their report, p. 34. Task the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if the above is not all the tes- 
timony there is in regard to, the eight votes at 
Mehl’s store? l l 
i Mr: WILSON made a remark, which was not 
eard. 

Mr. BARRET. Is not this all of the testimony 
in regard to the matter of these eight voters? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) There is the testi- 
mony of Efillsdorf on the same subject. 

Mr. BARRET. Does Mr. Hillsdorf say that 
they voted for me? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) The proof is that 
the man who is contractor at the bridge took up 
the balance of them, I think, and voted them at 


' Carondelet. 


Mr. BARRET. They did not vote at Caron- 
delet. Two witnesses—and one of them Mr. 


| Whiting, witness for Mr. Blair—say that only 


four or five went with Hall to Carondelet, and 
that they did not get out of the wagon. But how 
docs the fact that certain men who did not vote at 
Mehl’s store went with Hall to Carondelet show 
that these six men, whose names are not even 
given, voted for me? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) Because Hall said 


so. 

Mr. BARRET. Show me the evidence that 
Hall said so. ‘The gentleman cannot showit. I 
challenge him to do so. I am not dealing in mere 
assertions. Iecan give the page where the wit- 
nesses say that when Hall came to Carondelet 
he had four or five men in his wagon, and, accord- 
ing to their recollection, they did not get out of 
the wagon. . 

I refer to this act of the majority committee in 
regard to Mehl’s store merely as a specimen of 
the gross Injustice done me in their desperate at- 
tempt to elect Mr. Blair. In regard to about 600 
of the votes which they strike off from my poll, 
they have no better testimony than that in regard 
to the last precinct referred to. í 

The majority committee say (report, p. 6) that 
the poll-books show that the same persons cast 
more than one ballot—that is, the same name is 
found twice on the poll-books sometimes. In 
some instances the game name occurs three or four 
times. That is casily explained. Ail of the fot- 
lowing names appear on the poll-books once, at 
least, sometimes oftener; and I have taken the 
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pains to look into the St: Louis Directory,in order 
to, ascertain how-matiy there are of cach in the 


city.. I find H John-Colins; 28 J. Ryans; 8 Pat, 


Ryans; 10 Jobn Sullivans; 11 James Browns; 6 
Pat Burns; 6 William Burns; 6 John Caseys; 8 
John. Careys; 9 John Doyles; 8 Pat Kellys; 18 
James: Murphys;.27, John Murphys; 22 John 
O’Briens;:9. Pat O’Briens; 11 Michael Ryans; 24 
John Myers; 18: James Murphys; 13 :Thomas 
Murphys; and 34 John Smiths. 

Is it strange that you find on the poll-books two 
Pat Murphys or two Pat Sullivan$? Is ita reason 
for a charge of fraudulent voting that there hap- 
pens to be two voters of the same name in a city 
of such a large population ? 

But special objection is made to the returns of 
the ninth ward, because of the increase over the 
vote of 1856. The vote in this ward in August, 
1858, was 1,601. At the municipal election in 


April, 1859, the vote was 1,881. Inthe fifth ward | 


2,381 votes were cast-in 1858, and in 1859 there 
were 2,102. Here is a ward in which I received 
a large majority. Nothing is said about fraud; 
nothing about violence. My vote wasa very large 
increase over Mr. Reynolds’s vote in 1856; but 
here was a falling off in 1859. In the fourth ward, 
where fraud was charged, and where they seek 
to strike out 177 votes, the vote in August, 1858, 
was 1,767; and in 1859 it was 1,916. So in the 
tenth ward, the vote was 2,886 in 1858, while it 
was. 2,954 in 1859. In the third ward the vote 
was 917 in 1858, and 1,015 in 1859. 

But the gentleman says, that at the western pre- 
cinct.of the ninth ward there were scenes of vio- 
lence and riot throughout the day. Of the three 
judges who acted at this precinct, two, according 
to the evidence, voted for Blair, and the other for 
Breckinridge. 1 had not a friend among the three. 
In the eastern precinct of the ninth ward one judge 
wasa Democrat, and the other two voted for Blair. 
There were but two precinets in the ward. What 
earthly advantage could a candidate possibly have 
at precincts where the judges of election are all 
against him? 

But contestant, in order to satisfy this House 
of great disorder and violence at the western pre- 
cinet of the ninth‘ ward, states that one of the 
judges was knocked: over—knocked over was his 
expression. This assertion of contestant is about 
as well sustained as his others. It is untrue that 
any judge was knocked over. There is this evi- 
dence upon the part of contestant’s witnesses— 
and if Ido not state it correctly, I call upon the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to correct me— 
that Captain Wade in the evening brought up 
some voters, and the judges refused to let them 
vote. Whereupon Captain Wade charged that they 
were Black Republicans. The American judge 
told Wade he was a liar, and Wade slapped him 
in the face with his open hand. This occurred 
about ten minutes before the time for closing the 

. polls. 
and, according to the testimony, there were eight 
or ten of my friends thus prevented from voting. 

Ig this not the testimony? If denied, I stand 

ready to‘cite the page and have it read to the 
House. A judge was slapped in the face. Con- 
testant says a judge was knocked over. The ma- 
jority of the committee, in referring to this cir- 
cumstance, say, in their report, (p. 4,) that blows 
passed between a judge and challenger; and again, 
on page 7, they say that a judge mingled in the 
fights of the crowd. ae 
But here, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention 


of the IIouse more particularly to the reckless | 


assertions and shameful misstatements which are 
made by contestant and his majority of the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

On page 4 of the report they say: 

‘£ Violent and tumultuous crowds surrounded the polls, 
and at times had such possession of them and power over 
the judges, as to render it almost, if not quite, impossible for 
any one to approach.the polls or cast his vote untess he 
carried a ballot for the sitting member. Scenes of violence 
occurred about the polls, altercations arose, and blows 
passed between the judge of the election and the challeuger 
outside.” 

Contestant says at the ninth ward, western pre- 
cinct, there was a scene of riot dnd disturbance 
from morning until night; that his friends were 
overawed, brow-beaten, threatened, and intim- 
idated; that the polls were obstructed, and many 
persons prevented from voting by fear and vio- 


The judges closed the polls immediately, į 


` vented from voting. 


| that they were only temporarily absent. 
| their votes are rejected. 


lence. IL now declare that thisslap in the faceby 
Captain Wade, was the only lick struck at any 
of the thirty-five precincts:during the entire eldé- 
tion, All three-of the judges at the west: precint 
of the ninth ward swear that nobody was pre- 


nish the proof. The- chief of police, whois an 
appointee undera Republican administration, and 
who voted for Mr. Blair, says he was‘at all the 
precincts in the city, and that the election .was as 
orderly as any held for three or four years. That 
he was several times at the west precinct of the 


| ninth ward, that the polls were kept clear, and 


every one allowed to vote. There are five or six 
other witnesses who testify tothe same. 

Now, I ask if these broad: and unfounded as- 
sertions are to be taken as the evidence upon 
which a seat in this House is to be voted to con- 
testant. Are not members acting under oath here ? 
What means this sweating to support the Con- 
stitution? Is a solemn oath to be avoided merely 
by the movementof a political machine? 


jority of the votes, the man who is daly elected, 
has a right to a seat upoirthis floor. The people 
who sent him here shave a right to be heard 
through the man of their chòice in the national 
councils.” And if anoath is worth anything, it 
makes it the bounden duty of each member here 
to sustain the constitutional rights of the member 
and his constituents, j 

But, says the report, (p. 8,) contestant, in his 
notice to the sitting member, expressly charged 
as a ground of contest, that the judges at certain 
precincts had not been sworn. The contestant 
did not furnish any evidence to prove the charge. 
And now the majority of the committee modestly 
suggest (p. 8 of report) that 

“Tt would have been a matter of the greatest ease for the 
sitting member.to have proved the fact—if it had been a 
fact—by summouing any one of these officers as a witnesa.’? 

Lamcalled upon to prove that the judges were 
sworn simply because contestant chosc to charge 
that they were not. Would it not have been a 
matter of equally great ease to contestant to sum- 
mon these judges and prove by them the fact— 
if it was a fact—that they were not sworn? 1 
have referred to this circumstance merely to'show 
the utter blindness of this majority of the commit- 
tee to everything like reason, law, prinéiple and 
justice. We will now examine the list of 663 
votes thrown out as illegal by the majority of com- 
mittee, though there is little time for detail. At 
Carondelet they throw out 60 votes, which they 
say were cast for me, and are illegal. There are 
two of them who did not vote for me; and their 
ballots, Nos. 352 and 415, cannot be found in my 
list of ballots. . There are two of the sixty who 


| voted for Blair, ballots Nos. 60 and 410; ballot No. 


460 was thrown for Breckinridge. 

But by what sort of testimony is it contended 
that these votes are proved illegal? I will give 
a sample of the testimony. The name of John 
Davis appears on the list of names thrown out. 

Bernard Block, (witness for contestant, p. 569,) 
says he knew one John Davis, but he died before 
the election.: Upon this testimony Davis’s vote 


|| is pronounced illegal; notwithstanding Mr. Char- 


trand, on page 909, says he knows John Davis, 
and that he is not dead. The name of Pat Mur- 
phy appears on the list. The same witness, 
Block, testifies (p. 569) that he knew Pat Mur- 
phy, although his impression was that he was 
not in the county; he would not be positive, how- 
ever. 
has been thrown out. 

Take one more case. Block says, on page 570, 


| that-John Turner came with his wife from IHi- 


nois to Carondelet in the spring. His vote is 
thrown out upon this testimony; notwithstanding 


: Mr. A. J. Shores, witness for contestant, on page 


518, says that John Turner came from Hlinois to 
Carondelet fifteen months before the clection, and 
had been living there ever since; that he had gone 
over to Illinois a few months before to build a 


| house for his father-in-law. As to Kelly, Dou- 


thet, Donnelly, and one or two others, it is only 
proved that they had been up during the summer 
on the Pacific railroad. They themselves testify 
Still 


There are seventeen names of the sixty thus 


If this be denied, I can far- 


Under. 


| the Constitution the man who has receiveda ma- 


Tr 1 at} > Ls 
Upon this testimony Pat Murphy’s vote | 


| rejected at thi 


| we cannot tell—are knownto Mr. 


| also that of Thomas McGrey. 


| volume. 


sinet'which Will bè found fk 
4305), hi 


exhibit Ai“ (See 
out trom: the pel 


four known to Block—there were ten known to 
Chartrand. "Ehisigall the proofin regard to sevel- 
teen, namely: that there are found in exhibit A'a 
list of seventy-five names unknown to: Madison, 
Miller, and others, although many of them—who, 
low and:othe's, 
Yet-these -seventecn names were stricken out in 
this very just majority report. Lert 

As to Cornelius Howe, the only testimony. is 
from Dr. Eichelberger, who says (p. 706) that ‘he 
was told that Howe came from [diane about 
three weeks before the election. His vote ‘has 
Beenstricken out. As to the balance of the sixty 


thrown out at Carondelet, there is no testimony 

j Whatever, ane it would séemi that they are thrown 
out-merelyio make up:the necessary number,” i 

But, even at the risk of. béing tedious,’ T must 


give anothere xample of the injustice done by‘this 
majority report. Lhe name-ot Owen Kentrar ap- 
pears on the poll-books as havitig voted for me; 
{tis proved by 
Chartrand that there wag a man in-Carondelét 
mmed Owen Keenan, and one named Thoitias 
McGrade. Elow easy for the clerk or judge to 
mistake the names, and misspell them froma mere 
pronunciation by the voter at the polls. Be 
Atthe Gravois precinct 61 votes have been re- 


| jected. (See report, p. 23.) I would like for the 


gentleman from Massachusetts to listen to tlic tes- 
umony which he compels me to bring forward; 
when it was Ais duty to have set out in Ais.report 
the testimony upon which itwas based: He‘had 
weeks to prepare his report;iand beit remembered 
that. he has not cited one single page of thie large 
There are twenty-eight of the names’ of 
voters atGravois stricken out asiillegal; in regard 
to whom this is the only testimony: John Chil- 
ton says (on pp. 733, 734, 735, and 736) there 
were strangers at this precinct, but he could not 
tell whether they were entitled to vote ornot. He 
is then asked, Do you know John Bowers?” 
His answeris, “ No, sir.”? ‘Do you know Pat- 
rick Lighets??? His answer is, ‘No, sir;’? and 
soheis asked; and.so he answers, ag to aboutsixty 
names 3 and because John Chilton did not know 
them, they are.thrown out as illegal. As to Wil- 
lam Wandless, Chilton says thathe returned from 
California last: fall, after ‘remaining: there about 
five years. Hildebrand (pp. 756 and 757) says 
that one half the voters‘at this precinct were stran- 
gers to him; and it was reported there that the 
came from the county road. On the other hand, 
Robert W. Hunt (pp. 811, 812, 813, and-815) is 
thus reported as a witness. He says that) °°: 

“Fie is wellacquainted at the Gravois precinet; he-was 
atthe pollsonthe day of election from cight o'clock, a m.y 
until they closed and counted votes. He knows of two, 
but says there imight have been six, who voted from the 
county farn, and that they voted the American ticket. He 
is well acquainted in the Gravois diggings, and saw rhost 
everybody who voted there that day. Witness says he did 
not see any illegal voters; and from bis knowledge of the 
voters, acquired whilst he acted for many years as a judge 
ofthe clections, he thinks he would have known whether 
there was any legal voting. There were 80 or 90 votes 
polled at Gravois in 1856, but witness has known of 190 in 
times of excitement. The other day they polled, in elec- 
tion of probate judge, only 25 votes? . 


And this is the testimony upon which 61 votes 
were thrown out at Gravois. It so happens that 
31 of these 61 names are not mentioned by any 
witness. “There is not even a witness who says 
he docs not know them. Why these 31 were 
embraced in the Gl thrown out as illegal, is for 
the gentleman from Massachusetts or contest- 
ant, to explain. Bat this isnot all) There are 9 
of the 61 thrown out and deducted from my vote 
who did not vote for me at all; The numbers of 
their ballots are 5, 23, 54, 62, 66, 109, 110, 136, 


; and 137. They voted for Mr. Breckinridge. 


Now, Iwill ask the spokesmen of the majority 
committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
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why he subtracted from my. vote these 9 Breck- 
inridge votes? I will ask him if he can eite any 
other testimony than. that to which I have referred 
in regard:to illegal votes at Gravois. 

‘Mr. DAWES. I propose to answer the gen- 
tleman, but-not.at this time. I will do it when I 
have, the. floor; and. then I will answer any ques- 
tion which the gentleman may propose to me. 

“Mr. KUNKEL. Ihope the gentleman from 


Massachusetts will, in justice to the House, an- |; 


swer the gentleman’s question. : 

Mr. BARRET. In the fourth ward there are 
177 votes rejected by the majority report. Mr. 
Blair only claims, in his printed argument, that 
there were 150 illegal votes in. the fourth ward. 
He has some knowledge of this testimony, and 
he: ig not over-modest. nor over-scrupulous; yet 
the majority of the committee, desiring to be super- 
serviceable, threw out 27 more votes than he him- 
self asks. 
` What is the testimony? L. W. Dickman, wit- 
ness for Blair, says that he took from the census 
book, in alphabetical order,those who had papers, 
and those who had not. Afterwards Mr. Sim- 
mons gave hima list which was taken from the 
poll-books; that he compared the lists, and found 
on the: poll-books several names who could not 
be found on the census. (P. 749.) Witness found 
on that list names of persons returned on census | 
as not being citizens. He then read the list, in | 
number 148, 10 of whom are not citizens, 3 doubt- 
ful, and the balance (being 130) not found on cen- 
sus. (P. 750.) Witness says that Mr. Simmons 
gave him that list, and the list he made out he 
a to Simmons, about fourteen days ago. (P. 

- $s Question. Can’t you give us the names of some persons 
who voted for Biair that you have reason to believe were 
not entitled to vote? (P. 752.) 

“ Answer Tecan’t tell that. I don’t look after that, be- 
cause T have something else to do. Ican’t say anything 
about that.” 

Henry J. Steirlin, witness for Blair, says he 
looked over poll-books, and made a list of such 
persons as were thought not to live in the fourth 
ward. (P.735.) He gives a list of 136 names. 
(P. 745.) He says they are such names as never 
before appeared on the poll-books in the fourth 
ward, and which he thinks are not residents of 
the ward. 

_ Steirlin’s list contains about 11 names not men- 
tioned by Deickman, and Deickman’s list con- | 
tains about 24 not mentioned by Steirlin,; whilst 
124 are common to both lists. So that the whole 
number of votes attempted to be impeached by 


those witnesses is 159; of this 159 there arc as |! 


many as 48 not on the poll-books at all. There | 


are as many as 49 said not to be residents, who | 
are found in the Directory with residences in the || 
fourth ward. Many of them voted for Breckin- i! 


ridge, and many for Blair. Steirlin says his list | 
contains such as had not appeared on the poll- 
books in the fourth ward, and supposed, there- 
forc, by him and others not to be residents of the | 
ward. i 
Now, it so happens that twelve of those per- 
sons in the list of Steirlin, and supposed by ain | 
and others not to be residents of the fourth ward, 
are returned by the census, as will be seen by the 
list of Deickman, as doubtful; that is, they are 
found in the ward by the census taker; but itis 
doubtful whether they are citizens. The major- 


| 
ity report (p. 4) says: i 
Í 


“The evidence shows that great irregularities existed at 
nearly all the polis; and just in proportion as these irregu- 
larities were frequent and glaring, did the increase of the į 
vote of the sitting member over the vote of the candidate 
of his party two years before show itself’? 

What irregularity is charged? What irregu- 
larity existed at either of the precincts of the 
fourth ward? Why, then, do the majority of the 
committee throw out in this fourth ward more 
-votes than they do in any other, upon the flimsiest 
testimony, and to the number of 27 more than the 
modest contestant claims as illegal? The testi- ; 
mony upon which these 177 votes are thrown out ; 
is, that one Steirlin and others do not know the | 
parties; that they do not appear to have voted be- | 


n 1 
some of the names returned as illegal voters, some : 


of them as doubtfal, and the balance not found | 


| 
on the census at all. | 
i 


In the sixth ward 30 of my votes are rejected | 


fore December. 


fi 


fore; and Deickman finds upon the census returns || 


by the majority of the committee. Three of the 
names mentioned, namely, P. Leonard, Patrick 
Hall, and Patrick Lynch, are not found on the 

oll-books. As to two others, we have the fol- 
owing testimony from Joseph Cadman, witness 
for Blair: ae Ne i 


Question. Do you know Joseph Rump, or Rumph?- 

“ Answer. I knew a person by that name. - 

s Question, Did he vote at the late election for Con- 
gress? 

“ Answer. T heard him say that he voted. 

Question. Is he a legal voter? 

sc Answer. I don’t think he is. 

< Question. Who did he say he voted for? 

se Answer. I think he said he voted for Barret; T am not 
positive. 

“ Question: Where did he say he voted ? 

s Answer. I think he said that he voted at the Virginia 
Hotel ??? 


Was it Rump, or Rumph? 

William J. Henry, another witness referred to, 
to prove the thirty illegal votes in the sixth ward, 
says that James D. Carlin said he voted for Bar- 


„xet; he has lived in this city some six or eight 


months; it was some time before January that he 
left Pittsburg, where he was raised; saw Carlina 
day or two before he left Pittsburg; he does not 
know whether he had been in St. Louis before; 
could not say exactly, but it was. some time in 
the fall of the year when he left Pittsburg. ‘This 
witness gave his testimony on the 5th day of No- 
vember; he said Carlin Jeft Pittsburg some time 
before January; then it was more than six or eight 
months since he left Pittsburg. But he says it was 
in the fall of the year. Then it must have been be- 
s this not a little too vague to be 
taken as evidence of any truth? 

Twenty-three of the names rejected are to be 
found in list of E. M. Jael, census taker of the 
sixth ward. 

That this testimony of Jael may be fully under- 
stood, I will give itin full: Witness says he was 
instructed to take the nationalities, and also if 
foreigners were naturalized or not; that he found 
a great number who had not been naturalized liv- 
ing in that ward. (P. 529.) Upon an examina- 
tion of the poll-books, he found a few who voted 
and were not entitled toa vote. He found names 
of persons on the poll-books who could not be 
found in the ward at all. Witness says he found 


| persons who were living in the ward who were 


notnaturalized, and who had voted in other wards. 
This is the list: Thomas Gallagher, first papers 
only; Pat Murphy, first papers only; John B. 
Bourke, or Burke, first papers only; Thomas 
Roach, first papers only; D. Sullivan, first papers 
only; John Crabb, first papers only; Pat Hall, 
first papers only; Thomas Lynch, no papers; Pat 
Shea, no papers; James Kelly, no papers; Mike 
Kennedy, no papers; Thomas Brown, no papers; 
M. Fay, no papers; P. Leonard, no papers; R. 
Davis, no papers; James Ryan, no papers; Wil- 
liam Curtis, no papers; D. Dorris, no papers; 
John Cosgrove, no papers; Thomas Williams, 
no papers; Joseph Smith, no papers; George 
Giles, first papers only; Pat Doolan, first papers 
only; J. Sullivan, first papers only; J. Shaw, first 
papers only; John Gallaher, first papers only; 
M. Reilly, first_papers only; Pat Brandon, first 
papers only; John Mosris, no papers; John 
Murray, no papers; Richard Tobin, no papers; 
William Kelly, no papers; Dennis Murphy, no 


; papers; A. McDonald, no papers; T. O’Brien, no 


papers; Thomas Daily, no papers; Pat Quinn, 


first papers; T. White, Thomas Hasbilters, not 
in ward; E. H. Tobias, not known. 

As census taker, this witness says he received 
information from the heads of families generally. 


| He was recommended by Blair for the appoint- 


ment of census taker. Has not given all the names 
of persons in the sixth ward ascertained to be 
without papers. Witness says he happened to 


pick out the names given as persons having only | 
| their first papers, and some none, because he was 
, at the pollsall the day of the election, and noticed 


a number of persons from certain portions of the 
ward whom he considered doubtful voters, and 
when he took the census he found them so. 
531.) He has said that this was a list of these 
who had voted illegally in other wards. (See p. 
529.) Witness says that Thomas Gallagher him- 
sclf, or his wife, if he has one, told him that he had 
RE papers. 


| then asked for the list. 


(P. | 


(P. 632.) He has said that Thomas i 


‘Gallagher had first papers, and he lived in. the 
same block with him. (Seep. ae He after- 
wards says that Gallagher told him himself. that 


| he had first papers. (P. 572.) 


Witness says he ascertained that John Cosgrove 
had first papers only by calling at his house, and 
having itdown on the census-book. (P. 532.) 
He has said that: Cosgrove has no papers. | (P. 
529.) Witness says that Pat Doolan must have 
told him himself that he had no papers. (P. 532.) 
He said Pat Doolan had first papers. (P. 529.) 
Pat Doolan, as a witness for Barret, shows his 
papers, dated 1854, and says he never saw Joel; 
that he never told him he was not naturalized. 
(See p. 849.) 

Witness says that Michael Kennedy’s brother 
told him that Mike had only first papers. (P. 
533.) He has said that he had none. (P. 529.) 

Witness says hecannotsay who told him about 
James Ryan. (P. 533.) Hesays afterwards that 
ay Ryan told him he had no papers. (P. 
573. 

Witness says that D, Morris himself told him 
he had first papers; that he does not know him 
particularly. (P. 533.) He has said he had 
none, (P. 529.) : 

Witness says that Peter Conway told himhim~- 
self that he had no papers. (P. 534.) He has 
said he had first papers. (P. 529.) The witness, 
in answering these questions, continues to look 
at his memorandum, which, he says, enables him 
to answer all questions truthfully and correctly. 
(P. 534.) Witness found more than one Thomas 
Williams in the ward. (P. 535.) Witness says 
that Thomas Roach told him he had no papers. 
(P. 572.) He has said he had first papers. (P. 
529.) Thomas Roach, as witness for Barret, 
shows his papers, dated 1856, and says that he 
never told Joel he was nota citizen. (See p. 856.) 

Witness says that Pat Lynch himself told him 
he had only first papers. (P. 535.) He after- 
wards says that Pat Lynch or his wife told him; 
that he thinks it was his wife. (P. 573.) Wit- 
ness says that Pat Quinn’s wife told him that Pat 
had no papers. (P. 537.) He afterwards says 
that Pat Quinn himself said so. (P. 574.) Can 
there be any congressional precedents for believ- 
ing such witnesses as this man Joel? By an ex- 
amination of the testimony of this witness, it will 
be perceived that he has contradicted himself no 
less than eleven times; and twice he is contra- 
dicted plainly by other witnesses, who show their 
papers, and deny ever having seen Mr. Joel. 

In the second ward, eastern precinct, the major- 
ity of the committee have rejected as illegal 16 
votes. Of that number, Frederick Kraf voted for 
Blair. The number of his ballot is not 1,120, but 
1,122. As to four, there cannot be found any 
proof at all. Twelve ofthe sixteen names are 
taken from Exhibit D, p. 433. 

To explain the nature of this Exhibit D, I re- 
fer to the testimony of Julius Rapp, census taker 
of the second ward, witness for Blair: 

Witness said he had instructions to make a 
memorandum or note of nationality, of all per- 
sons found in second ward, &c. (Pp. 666, 667.) 
Who gave those instructions? Witness says he 
made a list of such persons who voted and were 
returned as naturalized on census. Witness was 
(But, strange as it may 
seem, paper marked exhibit B is handed to wit- 


| ness, and he reads therefrom nineteen names.) 
no papers; Peter Conroy, first papers; Pat Lynch, jj 


(P. 667.) Witness says, either he or his assist- 


| ants visited every house inthe ward; that in taking 


the census he received his information, in most 
instances, from the man himself, or from one of 
his family. (P. 668.) He says, further, that as 
it was the custom, in taking the census, to get 
information from the head of a family or his wife, 
he followed the same rule. (P. 670.) 

In the third ward these industrious gentlemen 
find 2] to throw out as illegal. I beg to refer to 
the testimony upon which only they could have 
done so. Edward Stephens, on page 596, givesa 


| list containing 14 names of persons who voted in 
| the third ward, and were not known to him, and 


four others, and supposed by them to be illegal 
voters, Upon this testimony, there are 10 votes 
rejected. The vote of J. H. Griffencamp is alsa 
rejected by the committee, upon the following testi- 


| mony: Thissame Stevens, witness for Blair, says, 
| on page 596, that Griffencamp’s sister told him 


1860.] 
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he was no citizen. This is all the testimony in re- 
gard to that voter. Twill state to the House that 
r. Griffencamp has been a resident of our city’ 
for many years; isa member of our city council, 
and a gentleman of high standing. 
-At the risk of being tedious, I have gone into 
these details, for the purpose of exposing this 
outrageous report. There are 5 of the 21 rejected 
in this ward upon the testimony of a census taker. 
In the seventh ward there are 54 votes re- 
jected. Thirty-one of that number are rejected 
upon the testimony of John McGrath. And itis 
but right that I should give his testimony at some 
length. Fle says he cxamined the poll-list of the 
seventh ward, with a view to ascertain whether 


any person had voted in that ward whose names | 


were on the census book as not being naturalized, 
or could not be found on the census taken in the 
ward, and not returned in the census, and made 
out a list of 76 names. (Pp. 769, 770.) 

“ Question. Did you have the poll-book when you exam- 
ined the census? (P. 770.) 

“Answer. No, sir. 
..“ Question. From what did you take those names you 
bave given? 
< “Answer, T first copied every name off the census in the 
seventh ward, alpbabetically. Mr. Blair gave me a list 
purporting to be the names taken trom the poll-list of the 
seventh ward. 1 compared them, and found those names. 


“Question. Was the list Mr. Blair gave you a full list of | 


all the votes cast at the August election ? 

“Answer. No, sir; [don’t suppose it was.” 
~ Witness says he-has not examined the poll- 
books of the seventh ward, to see whether those 
hames areupon them. He said on page 769 that 
he had examined the poll-lists of the seventh ward. 
These seventy-six names, according to this wit- 
ness, are returned as not naturalized, or not found 
on census of seventh ward at all. According to 
his testimony (p. 769) there are only two returned 
as unnaturalized; the balance not found on cen- 
sus at all. Among those reported by witness as 
not on the census at all are the following: V. Me- 
Kenna, James Barry, (see Wheeler’s testimony, 
Pi 677;) Larry Murphy, Pat. Gallagher, Frank 

amilton, (sec Hartman’s testimony, pp. 638, 
640;) James Barry, (see Martin Carey’s testimo- 
ny, p. 680.) 

: Hartman and Carey speak of these persons as 
residents, and they ought to have been on the 
census, : 

There is a class of persons who labor on streets 
and railroads, who move from ward to ward just 
as their employmentas laborers calls them. They 
might be in seventh ward on day of election, and 
in the first ward when census is taken, two months 
afterwards. 

McGrath did not look over the poll-books, still 
lie was willing to sdy, in answer to an artful ques- 
tion containing in it a suggestion of what he was 
ri a to prove, that he had examined the poll- 

ist. 

A partial examination shows that out of the 
whole list of seventy-six names in McGrath’s 
list, there: are twenty-six not found in the poll- 
books; that five voted for Breckinridge, and ten 
of them voted for Blair; and there are twenty-five 
found on the St. Louis Directory as citizens of 
the seventh ward. Surely those twenty-five found 
on the St. Louis Directory—which was made 
since the election—ought to have been on the cen- 
sus in some shape. 

Upon such testimony as this, 31 votes are 
stricken from my poll in the seventh ward. 

But, if you will look upon page 35 of the re- 
port, you will find that the majority of the com- 
mittee have not thought McGrath’s testimony of 


sufficient importance to strike the 10 who voted 


for Blair from his poll. 

In the ninth ward, 73 of my votes were rejected 
as illegal. Forty-eight of those are rejected upon 
the fullowing testimony: 

Brainerd M. Million, witness for Mr. Blair, 
says he found certain naraes on poll-books re- 
turned on census as unnaturalized. (P. 627.) 
They number 94. He then gives their names. 
It so happens that 30 of the 94 on Mr. Million’s 
list returned as unnaturalized, are returned on 
census, according to his own statement, as doubt- 
ful. How can this be explained, unless Mr. Mil- 
lion was testifying at random, and trying to do 
the bidding of the contestant, who had his pur- 
pose in putting his leading questions? Witness 
says he found all those (94) names on the poll- 


tle census as unnaturalized. - 


i from which he read the names above. 


books of the ninth ward. (P. 629.) Witness does 
not know who made-the list he read from. Wit- 
ness found others (than those given) returned on 
‘ound them on the 
poll-books. . : 


< Question. Why did you not give alist of them? (P. 


“ Answer. I have given part of them. ”? : 


Witness says he made a full list himself, but 
could not give allthe names now. He made out 
the original list in pencil; then copied it in ink, 
and has the copy in ink. Witness says he could 
furnish the orginal list, which contains all the 
names returned (p. 631) on census as unnatural- 
ized. Will not do it, because he did not come 
here for that purpose. Witness says he came 
here only to furnish: the names he has given. 
Witness says that Mr. Blair gave him the list 
He gave 
it to him on Locust street to-day, between nine 
and ten o’clock. But 30 of these 94 names were 
returned on the census-book as doubtful, leaving 
a Jist-of 64 said by Million to be returned on the 
census as unnaturalized. - 

This same young man had a similar list fur- 
nished him by his employer, about which to tes- 
tify in the tenth ward. I will give his testimony: 


& Witness says he examined the census returns and poli- 
books of the tenth ward, and found persons returned by 


| census as unnaturalized, and whose names appear on the 


poll-books. (P. 672.) 

& Reads a list which contains fifteen names. 

“ Question. Is this the original list you made out from 
the census returns and poll-books? (P. 673. ) 

t Answer. Itis not. Witness does not know where the 
original is; there were names on it not in this. Witness 
says this list was handed to him by a man, whose name he 
does not know, between one and two o’clock to-day. 

“ Question. Was it since you came into this room? 

“ Answer. It was not in this room. 

“ Question. Where was it? 

«c Answer. Lt was in the court-honse. 

«See the prevarications of this witness, p. 673, 674, 675. 

& (Mr. Barret asks that the committee read the testi- 
mony throughout, but especially of these census takers, and 
of those who testify in regard to census, &c.) 

Question. Was not the list you read from sent you by 
Mr. Blair? (P. 674.) 

« Answer. No one told me that it was. 

* Question. Was it not scut to you by him? 

“ Answer. J am not positive whether it was or not. 

P. 674, ' ; 
€ s Guation. Do you not believe it was? (P. 674.) 

* Answer. Yes; Ido. R 

se Question. Had you given him the original list you made 
out? 

« Answer. I had. 

& Question. Had you not given it to him for the purpose 
of getting bim to make out for you a list of names for you 
to testify about? 

“ Answer. L gave it to him; I told him not to make out 
a list. 

“ Question. Why did you tell him not to make outa list? 

i Answer. Because I had rather do it myself.” i 


The making and furnishing of these lists clearly 
show that the most of this testimony was manu- 
factured, and in a bungling manner at that. 

But, Mr, Speaker, my time has so nearly cx- 
pired, I cannot pursuc these details, From the 
testimony referred to, in connection with the pre- 
cincts just noticed, it will be seen that most of the 


663 votes are thrown outasillegal upon testimony | 


peculiar to this case. Many are considered illc- 
gal because a witness says that they are unknown 
to himself and to others of his neighbors. The 


man who knows one quarter of the people in his | 
own ward in as large a city as St. Louis has a! 
very extensive acquaintance. . Many of the names | 


of rejected voters are not only not mentioned 
in the testimony at all, but are not to be found 
on the poll-books. Many are rejected because 
their names have not been found on the 
books before. In times of excitement hundreds 
are induced to vote who ordinarily never leave 
their workshops. No copy of the poll-books 
of the previous elections is furnished; a parole 
statement of their contents is not evidence. But 
the largest number of the 663 votes are rejected 
because the names of the voters are not found on 
the census returns, or if found, they are returned 
as not naturalized. In the first place, we have no 
evidence that any census has ever been taken; if 
so, it was for the purpose of making an enumer- 
ation of the inhabitants, and the returns are mat- 
ter of record, and their contents cannot be proved 
by oral testimony. : 

From the mere verbal statements of witnesses 
we learn that, in Augustand September, 1858, ten 
of Mr. Blair’s partisans were appointed by-the 


poll- | 


| 


Mayor to take a census. These mon were piven 
private instructions: by some one ‘to’ Inquire into 
the nationality, residence, &c., of theinhabitantst 


No evidencë is furnished that these men-weré ever 


sworn. We have ‘no‘evidélice ds: to the rèturns 
made by these men‘exeept ‘the’ bral statements ‘of, 
foui- of the ‘census takers ‘themselves; ‘and other: 

s And from these it would appear that 


wittiesses. f J wor } 1 
these pretended city: officials did, tinder instruc 
tions from Mr. Blair, or some one else, inquire inte 


the nationality, citizenship, residence, and some~ 


times into the politics and the manner of voting, 
of the citizens of their wards. If any power had: 
been conferred by the city charter to takea cen 
sus, it was merely for the purpose’of ‘making’an 
apportionment between the wards.: For this pur- 

ose the city has heretofore taken a censtisin 

ebruary, every two years. ` PP tad 

But suppose the census wasauthorized bylaw; 
and had been fairly and honestly taken, and. for 
legitimate purposes; and suppose that we-had' in' 
this case certified copies ofthe returns, as evidence 
it would be worthless: if my name cannot be 
found upon it, does that prove that I was an illes 
gal voter, that Ido not reside in St. Louis? If 
the name of Pat Dolan be found upon it, and ac- 
companied with remarks by census taker, of not 
naturalized,” this surely would not ‘prove’ that 
Pat Dolan, who voted for me, was’ an illegal: 
voter. There may be twenty Pat Dolans in St. 
Louis: There is no evidence that: the‘man: seen’ 
by the census taker was named Pat Dolan. Some: 
man may have been hired to represent Pat Dolany 
and to say that he was not naturalized, for the 
purpose of impeaching Pat’s vote. 

In this case, there are about 350 votes thrown 
out as illegal, because not found on ‘census re~ 
turned as not naturalized, or not having had suf= 
ficient residence. That this outrage upon every~ 
thing like law and justice may be fully under- 
stood, I have only to refer to the testimony of 
some of the census takers themselves. * 

Matthew Brady took census in the eighth ward. 
He says he made a memorandum from the cen- 
sus-book of those who were not in the State:lon; 
enough to vote; gives a list of thelr names, and: 
says that the names given were put down by him= 
self or pattner as not entitled. tọ vote by want of 
residence or naturalization. . Some of them said 
they voted, but not for whom. ` He said-he had. 
more names than this on the memorandum, ‘but 
did not know what tiad become of them: 


“ Witness says he did not visit every house ; that he re~ 
ceived information trom whomsoever he found in the house 
able to give satisfactory answers; generally trom the man 
or woman, sometimes trom the daughter. A 

“ Question. What did you mein by saying that you’ had 
more names than those on memorandum? (P. 608.) 

“Answer. I mean that I found many more names-on the 
poll-books with corresponding names on census-book who 
were not citizens on census-book. ` ne 

« Question. Did you see Jobir Smith? 

t Answer. I don’t know anybody personaily on the list; 
it may have been John Anybody.’* 


Witness says he saw men who:gave. him those 
namcs as their own, but notin all cases. ` 

Such testimony is really unworthy of consid- 
eration. But suppose it is admissible: did these 
men mentioned igs Brady vote? Could not Mr. 
Blair or some of his friends have stationed men 
in Brady’s ward, with instructions to. personate 
others? But suppose that the census taker: ob- 
tained from the wife, father, brother, sister, daugh- 


| ter, or from the man himself, his true name, and 


the fact that he was no citizen: might there not’ 
have been in the city, even in the ward, others of 
the same name.who did the voting, and who were 
legal voters? : 

Witness himsclf says there were others of the 
same name in the ward; that he put down the 
names as not being citizens because he supposes 
he received that answer from: some one:In' the 
hou, or some one belonging to the family. P. 
508.) 

Witness says that whoever gave him the rest 
of the answers told him that John Kelly had not 
been in the State longenough. (P.609.) Would 
Kelly’s daughterlikely know the time of residence 
required ? 

itness says there are several. Michael Ho- 
gans in the ward; there may be a dozen Michael 
Kellys. (P. 611.) me tae Ae 

Witness says he had several names: on his 

memorandum which he did not keep. © (P. 613.) 
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When Exhibit-G was shown to him he said it 
was not his memorandum, and that he must haye 
his.own. ‘The one he gave is identically the same 


as: Exhibit. Strange coincidence! Who made | 


out Exhibit C?. How did Brady happen to make 
one just like. it?. Brady says: his was nota full 
list.. How did he happen to leave'off just such 
mames as would make it correspond exacTLY with 
Exhibit C? Explanation: that. Exhibit C was 

repared by contestant, just as he prepared other 
lists for his census: takers, and Brady was afraid 
to swear by it until he had a little more- time to 
look into. it. i 

All the census-takers testify that they reccived 
their information from the man himself, his wife, 
daughter, or some member of the family, or from 
the neighbors. E. M. Jocl wasasked how heas- 
certained that Thomas Gallagher was. not a citi- 
zen.. Elis reply was, that Thomas Gallagher 
or his wife, if he has one, told him so. (P.632.) 
William Buckman, another census taker, says, 
that where a landlord ofa house that had boarders, 
or the wife of a husband, could not or would uot 
tell whether they were naturalized or not, he 
marked, them on the book as doubtful. (Sce p. 
658.) . This witness further says that he would 
sometimes find the parties not at home, and their 
houses locked; the neighbors would then give him 
the desired information. If the returns of a census 
thus taken be admissible testimony, any member 
of this House, coming from a city, could be easily 
unseated. As I have said, there is no evidence 


whatever to identify the man found and returned | 


by the census taker with the individual voter. 
But,-suppose (hat aman who voted, should tell a 
éensus taker that he was not naturalized. When 
he voted lie stated that be was;a legal voter; that 
he was naturalized. - Lf he afterwards said he was 
not.naturalized, he acknowledged himself a liar, 
and, therefore, he is unworthy of belief. 

But there is,on page 13. of the majority report, 
ahother very modest suggestion in regard to these 
census returns, namely, that asin many cases the 
name- of the individual voter and his place of res- 
idence were given, the sitting member could in an 
hour have. produced the voter or his neighbor, 
and shown his qualifications. The testimony of 
those 663 voters could not have been procured in 
dix months. But if so accessible as that they 
could-have been had inan hour, why did not con- 
testant procure their testimony, instead of resort- 
ing. to this hearsay at second, third, and fourth 
remove? 

“The truth is, Mr. Speaker, the majority of this 
committee have not only refused to be governed 
by the rules of evidence, butthey have completely 
reversed them. 

Į call attention to another fact. In the report, 
on page 6, itis said that such was the looseness 
and irregularity existing at many of the polls that 
any one having access to the ballot-box could slip 
in fraudulent tickets. I wouldask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to point out one of the polls 
where there. was any looseness or irregularity 
which would allow tampering with the ballot-box. 
He has said there were many. Will he oblige me 
by naming one? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the 
gentleman from Missouri has been interrupted 
about ten minutes, and I hope that time will be 
allowed to him. 


Mr. BARRET. Although not through, I am 


unwilling to trespass further on the time of the | 


House. 


THE TARIFF. 


SPEECH OF HON. SAML S. BLAIR, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Ix raz House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 7, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. BLAIR said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: The bill under consideration, 
reported from the Committee of Ways and Means, 


for the readjustment of the duties on foreign im- | 


porta, [suppose to be second in importance to none 
now on the Calendar, nor indeed to any measure 


as 


that has heretofore been considered by the present 
Congress. J am aware that more exciting topics 
of discussion touching the fundamental principles 
of constitutional government have at-different 
times cngaged the attention of Congress and of 
the country, the importance of which I would not 
under-estimate. Whenever they are presented 
by real-occasions, they will justly challenge the 
attention of all men, whether in public or private 
station. But, sir, they- must not be permitted to 
monopolize the grave thought and anxious solici- 
tude of those to whom the high trust of legisla- 
tion is committed at a time like the present, when 
the public necessities which have called forth the 
bill before us invite attention... I therefore desire 
to submit. an outline of the view whiclrI have 
taken of this measure, and the reasons which 
govern me in-giving my vote in its favor. : 
Although, in the arrangement of some of its 
details, the bill falls short of that standard of pro- 
tection to the industrial pursuits of the nation 
which protectionists had hoped would be reached 
by the deliberations of the committee, yet in the 
main it exhibits a fair appreciation of the wants 
of the country, anda commendable recognition of 
the claims of American labor to the fostering care 
of the Government. And whilst it is acceptable 
tous because itis to some extent protective, I bad 
indulged the expectation that its moderate dis- 
criminations in favor of all the leading branches 
of industry in our country would not be obnox- 
ious even to the prejudices of those who favor the 
imposition of duties on foreign imports solely with 
a view to the public revenue., The bill comes to 
us from the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
its provisions matured by a wide and comprehen- 
sive investigation, as well of the wants of the 
Treasury as of the present condition of trade. It 
is the fruit, I am inclined to believe, of careful and 
severe study; and though,as [have observed, pro- 
tectionists have anticipated more radical changes 
of the existing tariff law than are to be found in 
the bill, yet in my judgment it has received, and 
will continue to receive, the general approbation 
of the country. There has not been a billon your 
table for near twenty years that has excited an 
anxicty for its passage into a law so intense and 
so wide-spread as that which now animates the 
hopes, or alarms the fears, ofall classes and con- 
ditions of men, for the ultimate fate of this meas- 
ure. Its defeat can be justified in the eyes of the 
people by no fallacy, however artful; by no ex- 
cuse, however plausible; neither can they be de- 
ceived by impracticavle substitutes, or misled by 
partisan promises, which they have learned by 
bitter experienceare often made only to be broken 
and tranipled under foot, when they have served 
the temporary purposes of a selfish ambition. 
Whatever objections the future discussions of 
the different clauses of the bili may present, Ihave 
thus far heard of none from its enemies, except 
to the duties proposed to be levied on the imports 
of iron in its various stages of manufacture. In 
the production of this commodity, many of the 
citizens of Pennsylvania, though not alone, are 
nevertheless extensively engaged, and it is but 
natural that her Representatives, fully realizing 
the extent to which the general prosperity of the 
State and of the country depends on the main- 
tenance of her numerous establishments, and 
those of other States, should manifest a corre- 
sponding interest in whatever legislation may 
affect their welfare. We donot claim, inthe dis- 
criminations of this bill, a rate of protection for 
the iron interest which we do not cheerfully ac- 
cord to other pursuits, in which our own people, 


the iron-masters at the expense of all other inter- 
ests. And we are accordingly told that what- 
ever of value to.the laborers, artisans, and capital 
of Pennsylvania, and of every other State en- 
gaged in the manufacture of iron, would spring 
-from the adoption of this measure, is a concession 
to the clamors of the iron-mongers, moved by a 
cupidity never satisfied by the bounties of the 
Government. I shall undertake to show, sir, that 
in this respect our demands have been so moder- 
rate, that the opposition to the bill, because of 
the supposed exorbitant duties, cannot stand just~ 
ified by the truth. The proposed duties on iron 
are not beyond what, by the common consent of 
those who in this country profess to believe.in the 
maxims and policy of frec trade, is esteemed a 
revenue standard of duty. The duty on pig iron 
is fixed at six dollars per ton, on railroad iron 
twelve dollars, on bar iron fifteen dollars; and the 
objection is, that these arc protective, and not 
revenue duties. The great desideratum of the 
friends of free trade, in 1846, was to discover 
what was the lowest rate of duty that would pro- 
duce the largest amount of revenue, regardless of 
its effects on manufactures. The Secretary of the 
Treasury, whose free-trade friends, until quite 
recently, never named him but to praise him, after 
| a most careful collection of statistical information 
regarding the condition of manufactures and the 
operations of commerce; and after arranging his 
tables in every conceivable shape, that he might 
deduce from them a practical result, informed 
Congress that all he could say on the subject was, 
that ona list of articles, of which iron was one, 
the lowest rate of duty that could be imposed,in 
order to raise the largest amount of revenue, 
would exceed twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

Thus it will be perceived he limited the inquiry 
only in one direction, and left his friends in Con- 
gress to wander over the wide field he spread be- 
fore them for the discovery of the secret. They 
found it. It was thirty per cent.; and that, by 
the general verdict of professed free traders, was 
adjudged a strictly revenue duty, one that relieved 
consumers from all taxation, except for the legit- 
imate purposes of Government. Now, sir, Task 
those free-trade gentlemen, who suppose the iron 
interest to be unduly protected by this bill, to 
look at the facts, and see how far they are sus- 
tained in that opinion. Atthe time of the pas- 
sage of the act of 1846, the English price of bar 
iron was $48 50 per ton, which, with commis- 
sions, would amount to $50, the duty on which 
was $15, the precise sum named in this bill, But 
I do not propose to confine the inquiry to the price 
of a single year, for-it might lead to false conclu- 
sions. ‘Take the last five years of the operation 
of the tariff of 1846, ending 31st June, 1857, a 
period sufficient to afford usa fair test, and during 
that time we find, from the custom-house returns, 
that the average foreign price of bar iron was 
$52 23 per ton, which made the duty, at thirty 
per cent., $15 67. The declared average price of 
railroad iron was $39 34 per ton, making the duty 
$11.80. ‘The average foreign price of pig iron, 
during the same time, was $17 70, yieldinga duty 
of $5 31. Sothat the duties proposed now would 
be sixty-nine cents per ton more on pig iron, 
cleven cents per ton more on railroad iron, and 
sixty-seven cents per ton less on bars, than the 
duties collected under the act of 1846, during the 
time I have mentioned. A table published by the 
honorable gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Mor- 
RILL,} who reported the bill, embracing the same 
classes of iron for a period covering the last six 
years, including the time since the act of 1857 


in common with the people of other States, are 
so largely engaged. We have been accustomed : 
to regard the prosperity of each branch of labor l 
as indispensable to a healthful development of: 
every other, and would hail with the liveliest sat- 
isfaction the promotion and encouragement of all 
the arts in every part of the Confederacy. 

The enemies of protection, anxious to avail ; 
themselves ef narrow, sectional prejudices against 
its adoptidn, are accustomed sometimes to define 
it as peculiarly a Pennsylvania policy, as if we 
were selfishly committed toa principle at war with 
the interests and prosperity of every other part of 
the Republic. At other umes, seeking to enlistin ; 
their service another class of prejudices, the 
teach that it is but a scheme to favor and enrich 


went into operation, cxhibits about the same re- 
| sult, and sustains the assertion that this provis- 
| ion relative to the dutics on ironis simply a change 
in the furm of imposing the duty. 

During the five years mentioncd we imported 
484,441 tons of pig, 445,895 tons rolled bar, and 
1,043,979 tons rails; so that,if the specific duties 
of this bill had been levied during that period, the 
account would have stood thus: 


Increased duty on pig iron....eeee ee 
Increased duty on rails....... 


ve vee 0G B34,264 29 
vase es 208,795 80 


543,060 09 


Deduct diminished duty on bars.........e000 298,749 95 


nee 


Leaving erea eee  G244,320 14 
the amount of duty which, at the rates of this 
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sacred 


bill, would have been levied on 1,974,315 tons of | 


total imports more than would be imposed by a 
duty of thirty per cent., or about twelve cents per 
ton on the three classes of iron. 

But if the custom-house returns presented the 
true foreign market value of the iron imported, it 
would be found that the duties of this bill,instead 
of being a fraction—a very inconsiderable frac- 
tion—over the favorite revenue standard of thirt 
‘per cent.on rails and pig, would-be very mich 
under it. It is well known that a great portion of 
the iron imports—and this remark applies as well 
to many other articles—is invoiced on account of 
the forcign manufacturer, to the agent in this coun- 
try, at.the net cost of production, and not at the 
price which it would cost a purchaser in the mar- 
ket from which it is cxported. Our consul at 
Glasgow, Mr. Vail, in his report of September 
30, 1858, says: 

“ Pig iron isa very prominent article of export, and is 
now. almost entirely shipped on manufacturers’ account; 
and, in the absence of any demand in the United States, is 


so shipped, apparently, in order to reduce the stock on hand 
here, thereby to keep up the price at home.” - 


: Tam therefore free to aver that these duties, so 
far from being exorbitant concessions to the man- 
ufacturer, are absolutcly less than those of the 


act of 1846. The bill has nothing to commend it | 


to our favor over that act, but the conversion of 
its ad valorem into specific duties. This is the chief 
protective feature in it; and that being equally 
favorable to the revenue, upon what possible 
grounds can its enemies maintain their opposition?. 


The evils arising from ad valorem duties are so | 


universally felt and understood, that the wonder 


` is that a single advocate can be found for them, Fi 


believe that amongst all the nations of Christen- 
dom, except our own, specific duties are imposed 
whenever, from the circumstances of the case, 
they are at all possible or convenient, In thelate 
commercial treaty between France and England, 
of which I shall have more tu say hereafter, the 
policy of imposing specific, in preference to ad 
valorem duties, is recognized in that clause which 
provides for the conversion of the latter into spe- 
cifics, by another convention, on the Ist of Octo- 
ber next, to be estimated on the average prices of 
the articles for the five months preceding the date 
of the treaty. One of the inconveniences of our 
system arises from the great fluctuation of prices, 
rendering it extremely difficult to determine 
whether the invoice is fraudulent. Under it, the 
frauds upon the revenue are innumerable. It is 
said by the merchants, and by our consuls abroad, 
that in many parts of the continent it is the uni- 
form custom of manufacturers to make out two 
invoiees——-one for the custom-house, exhibiting 
the prices at a low figure, generally from twenty 
to forty per cent. below the value of the article, 
in order to securea low duty, and the other for 
the consignee, showing the true value. A gen- 
tleman here this winter told me, that whilst in 
Paris last fall, after he had purchased a bill of 
$700 worth of fine goods, he was asked if he 
would have a custom-house invoice, at thirty- 
three per cent. below the actual cost, and was 
told, that while it-was possible for him to pass 
them at the custom-house at an appraisement of 
forty per cent. less than the cost, it would be more 
judicious to take it at the usual rate of thirty- 
three, and avoid all risk of detection 


Take the article of bar-iron, for example, which | 


fluctuates in price from five shillngs to perhaps 
twenty-five shillings per hundred weight—an ar- 
ticle that will be quoted at different prices every 
week—-and how easily may the most competent 
and honest appraiser be misled from one to three 


shillings by a fraudulent invoice, whereby the | 


revenue will be defrauded of two or three dollars 
per ton. But, sir, however injuriously the reve- 
nue may beaffected by the ad valorem system, the 
manufacturers, and especially the iron manufac- 
turers, are the victims of its most mischievous 
consequences. When the specifics of 1842 were 
replaced by the ad valorems of 1846, the duty on 
bars, at the then existing prices, was, as I have 
shown, $15 per ton; and they through whose vio- 
lated faith and broken pledges that fatal measure 
was carried, sought to reconcile the manufacturers 
by the protection which that duty would afford 
them. In vain, however, did they plead that when, 
in the fluctuation of prices abroad, iron would be, 


as then, at a high price, they would-hot peed pro- 


tection, and when low it would be taken’ from- 


them. And what was the result? In a very short 
time the English price fell from $50 to $24 per 
ton, and the: duty, consequently, from $15 to $7 20. 
The English, strong in cheap capital and cheap 


wages, flooded cur ports with: low-priced iron to 


such an extent that many of our furnaces were 
blown out, and those that continued struggled on, 
though seriously crippled in the unéqual contest. 
‘Again: on the sudden appearance of the railroad 
maniain England, prices rose to the highest spec- 
ulative points; and when the bubble “burst, the 
immense surplus stocks on hand wete exported 
to this country, again to glut our market; and 
thus it is that, by constantly recurring causes, 
over which we have no control, the American 
manufacturer, contesting at such great odds with 
the foreigner, is eventually driven out. ‘Itis pro- 
tection against these extreme fluctuations, pro- 
duced by the operation of financial causes abroad, 
and often, by deliberate design, to break ‘down 
out weak establishments, and give the ficld to the 
foreigner, which we seek through the instrumen- 
tality of specific duties. : ‘ 
But, sir, whilst specific duties are acceptable to 
us because they are protective, they arc opposed 
by the enemies of the bill, for the same reason. 
We suppose that, in the exercise of the power 
given us by the Constitution to impose duties and 
to regulate commerce, we'should so impose them 
avd so frame our regulations as to protect and 


foster our native labor in the development of-our , 


almost limitless resources against the shocks to 
which itis exposed from the fluctuations of for- 
eign commerce. The public welfare demands it, 
and to effect it is within the legitimate range of 
legislative duty; but the theory of government 
entertained on the other side of the House is, that 
in the imposition of duties we have no other fanc- 
tions to perform but to provide the means to pay 
for armies and navies, and the civiland diplomatic 
service. When the soldiers and sailors and office- 
holders are paid their salaries, the great purpose 
of civil government, in their estimation, has been 

erformed, its mission ended, its powers ex- 
hausted. We are told that we must let trade 
alone; it will take care ofitself; it will be regulated 
by the mutual interest of producer and consumer; 
and protection is but a restriction on individual 
freedom, and a derangement of the natural order 
of things. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that there is a seeming 
inconsistency of conduct in those who advocate 
such opinions, for they find no difficulty in ad- 
vocating the interference of Government in a thou- 
sand ways, differing only in form, but identical 
in principle and purpose. On what principle are 
those regulations to be justified which, in every 
conceivable shape, are to be found in legislation 
restrictive in their character? Why suffer the 
State to invade the freedom of the domestic rela- 
tions? The advocates of the let-alone policy 
should object to the restrictive laws which regu- 
late the Plauen of parentand child, husband and 
wife, because the mutual sentiments of affection, 
duty, and interest, all combined, will be sufficient 
of themselves to produce harmony and order; but 
if they are wanting, then why should Government 
step in to enforce an unwilling union and subjec- 
tion? Sir, the advocates of free trade and free 
love need not stand far apart, when demanding 
the adoption of the “‘let-alone’’ theory. On your 
statute-books you have your quarantine laws, 
your prohibitions against the import of adulter- 
ated drugs, for the protection of health, by pro- 
hibiting that which tends to injure. If thatisa 
legitimate function of Government, may it not be 
exercised to protect labor, by prohibiting, or at 
least partially restraining, the operation of agen- 
cies that will injure and destroy it? There is a bill 
now on the Calendar regulating the number of 
passengers to be allowed on steam-going vessels. 
Why not apply the principle to that measure, and 
trust to the interests of owners and passengers, 
and the natural order of things, to regulate the 


evil intended to be cured? If protection is to be’ 


excepted from the operations of Government, 
there can be no other forth-putting of its powers, 
and society is resolved into anarchy. The whoie 
frame-work and life of society is itself but the out- 
growth of artificial legal restrictions, adapting 


f 


| operation : í S 

Mr. Chairman, human wisdom cannot devise 
j a tariff at all approximating the wahts of the 
| Treasury that will not be protective, tó some'éx- 
tent, of some interests. If you should provide a 
horizontal tariff of twenty ‘or thirty per cent., or 
of any given rate; on all imports, ‘tt would iù 
some Instances be protective, and in‘ others pro- 
hibitive; orif there be different rates of duty, and 
they be fixcd by lot on the different imports, even 
then, sir, there would result protection to some 
interests, in various degrees. ‘Then, if there be 
some branches of industry which will undoubt- 
edly be benefited to some extent, evén though 
| left to the blind arbitrament of chance, is itnot 
| better, after a careful and comprehensive inquiry 
into the condition of all the iridustrial pursuits'of 


the country, fo impose them for their enc 
ment and protection, so as to produce the greatest 
good to the gréatest number? Our'warrant ii thé 
| Constitution forthe regulation of commerce; i 
| the imposition of duties on forcign iniports, is.m 
geileral terms, leaving the manner in which’ it 
shall be exercised clearly within the discretion of 
Congress; and, to say nothing of the long line 
of authorities, in the declared opinions favorable | 
| to protection, of nearly all our public characters, 

| who have enjoyed the confidence and honors of 
the Republic, we may point with satisfaction to 
the purpose, end, and aim, cf the first tariff law 
on the statute-book, enacted by the men who 
assisted in the great work of framing the Consti- 
| tution, and whose acts consequently have peci- 
liar importance, as they are the best commentar 

on the Constitution itself. The law of 1789 was 
enacted for two direct, distinct, and independent 
purposes, one of which was the payment of the 
debts of the United States, and the other was—— 
i not of secondary importance, or incidental to it, 
but distinetly—for the protection of such infant 
+ manufactures as the necessities of the Revolution 
| had called into life. The men of that day, sir, 
| were earnest, truthful men, who spoke what they 
| thought. They did not leave the principle of pros 
| tection to. rest on inference, or doubtful construc- 
| tion, of their acts, but they wrote it down in the 
preamble of the law, as follows: : 

“ Whereas it isnecessary for the support of. the Govern- 
ment, for the discharge of the debis of the United States, 
and the encouragement and protection of nianufactures, that 
duties should be levied: on goods, wares, and merchandise 
imported: Be it-enacted,” &c. 


Thus, sir, did they leave on récord an example 
| worthy of imitation on all proper occasions, b 

! those who should follow them in the noble wor 

of legislating for the welfare of this great people. 
Such an occasion now présentsitself. The pres- 
ent condition of the country invites us to review 
our existing policy, that we may correct the er- 
rors into which we have fallen.’ No man, of the 
| least observation, can fail to be impressed with 
the fact that, by the operation of some cause, 
our apparent prosperity has been checked, and 
our progress in the developement of American civ- 
ilization sériously hindered. The laborer seeks 
employment often in vain, and when employed, 
it is at such prices as barely enable him to: live. 
When the employer is able at all to survive the 
| depression to which he has been subjected, his 
| chief care has been to discharge from his employ- 
ment his surplus hands; and, in thousands of in- 
stances, the laborers, who have toiled at the mines, 
the furnaces, and mills, for the support of large 
and entirely dependent families, find themselves 
unexpectedly deprived of their only source of 
support. The great capital of the country is its 
labor, and, unemployed, it seeks investment in 
vain; I will venture the statement, that for more 
than two years past there has not been a furnace 
built; and those that remain in blast, unless en- 


ies 


joying some special advantages, have reduced 
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their production in a manner corresponding to the 
‘limited demand; many, unable to catch a ray of 
“hope from the gloomy-prospects that still he be- 
fore them, have, with a.wise and cautious pru- 
dence, closed up their establishments, and others 
have been forced to sale by the sheriff. - 
The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Morri] 
supposed that furnaces, like ships, were not now 
worth more than half their cost; but 1 do not sup- 
‘pose there are many furnaces that would this day 
Bring one fourth of their cost. The Government, 
too, without any cause for extraordinary embar- 
rassment, is unable to meet the demands upon 
the Treasury without, a resort to loans. Now, 
sir, what enemy has donethis? Has the Creator 
been. sparing of his bounties to us? He has 
blessed us with a luxuriant soil and a healthful 
climate. He has sent us neither war nor pesti- 
lence. Neither has he forgotten his covenant for 
aced-time and harvest; for the earth, as ever, still 
yields her increase. . Amongst the richest ores of 
the world are deposited with us, and in conveni- 
ent proximity lies the fuel wherewith they may be 
smelted. We have thousands of strong and will- 
ing workmen to dig both fuel and ore, and smelt 
it into the pig, and fashion it into the bloom, the 
bar, the rail, and all the shapes in which it can 
enter into human consumption; and yet, sir, they 
stand idle, and stand in each other’s way for em- 
ployment, whilst these placers of wealth, far 
richer than the gold of “ Ormus or of Ind,” lic 
undisturbed, ag they have lain from the ages of 
their formation, guarded by some hidden power 
which keeps the way that no man can enter in. 
. Mr. Chairman, we have been excluded from 
our own limitless and inexhaustible fields of labor 
by the slogan of the free trader, “ Buy in the 
cheapest market’’—a sentiment, however justand 
‘unobjectionable in itself abstractly considered, it 
would not be difficult to show is a most perni- 
cious one as understood and applied by the Amer- 
ican advocates of free trade. f is a phrase coined. 
for mischief, and often sounded from the lips of 
men conscious of truth at war with the sense in 
which it is designed to be understood. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, in his great speech at the 
opening of the present session of the British Par- 
liament, in which he advocated the release of Eng- 
lish commerce from legislative restrictions, said 
that the policy which would give the maximum 
of employment to the labor of a country, would 
produce the maximum, good. That was a senti- 
ment which, I may take occasion to show, was 
in perfect harmony: with the policy which he ad- 
voeated for England, but diametrically apposed ! 
by the free trade which he and others recommend 
as the policy of the United States. To give the 
maximum of employment to the laborers of our 
country is a work worthy of an honorable ambi- 
tion; but it is one that can never be accomplished 
so long as our legislation is controlled by a maxim 
which had its origin, and finds its legitimate ap- 
plication, in other nations, under circumstances 
and conditions bearing no analogy to our own, 
Directed by that maxim, since it found a place in 
the law of 1846, we have gone abroad into the 
“cheapest market,” and spent, in the purchase 
of the single article of iron, nearly three hundred 
million dollars. 

What effect has this supposed economy had 
upon the wealth of the country? What would 


have been its advantage, if this immense amount ‘| 


of iron had been supplied from our own mines | 
and furnaces and rolling mills? Surely there is | 
no-one, in the least acquainted with our resources, | 
who will suppose that every pound of it could | 
not have been produced athome. And Í will as- | 


sume, what all experience confutes, that if, by | 
proper encouragement, this iron had been made | 
at home, it would have cost $100,000,000 morc; 
andupon that hypothesis letus glance at the result. : 
The $400,000,000 of capital which would have | 
been exchanged for theiron made at home, would | 
have been distributed, in different proportions, | 


t 
| 
d 
amongst our own laborers, as their share of the f 


capital invested by them in its production. They, | 
in turn, would havc spent their share of the prod- | 
uce in exchange for food and clothing, houses, | 
education of children, in articles ministering to | 
taste, elevation, and refinement, and whatsoever 

else that helps to make up the best condition of | 
society—a progressive civilization. We would į 


"richer to the full extent of its price or value. 


then have had our wealth increased to double the 
amount of that which was thus spent in the man- 
ufacture of the iron; that is, we would have had 
what.was spent, for it would still have been in 
circulation in the country, and we would have had 
what was produced by it—the iron. . The: labor 
of the farmers and mechanics would have-pro- 
duced the supplies for all engaged in its manu- 
facture, and cach would have had the mcans where- 
with to buy the productions of the other. 

The country, during the period named, needed 


this quantity of iron, amounting, at the foreign 


price, to $300,000,000 beyond the domestic. pro- 
duction. We had the materials and labor, which 
could have madcitall, say ata cost of $400,000,000. 
Why, then, was it not good economy to buy it 
from abroad, and save $100,000,000, on the theory 
of the free traders? Did we not gain because 
we saved that amount—a penny saved being a 
penny gained? That is true, sir; but does the 
man who looks his business squarely in the face 
content himself with looking on the profit side of 
his account, without casting up the losses? If 
we will but imitate his prudence, we will see that, 


while we may have gained by saving this sum, ! 
we have in- fact lost at least $400,000,6000 on the | 


same principle, seeing that we could have made 
it ourselves, and produced all that was produced 
atthe same time. The farmer who buys what 
he could easily have made himself without less- 
ening his other productions, as surely loses the 
amount of its cost as if he had cast it into the 
fire. If he produces the article himself, he is 


the $400,000,000 worth of iron had been made at 
home, it would have constituted a clear gain to 
the country. The whole sum would have repre- 
sented what all in any way connected with its 
manufacture would have had to spend in the pur- 
chase of other commodities. The miners, team- 
sters, colliers, cokers, furnace hands, and the other 
capitalists who invest their capital in its produc- 
tion, would have cach enjoyed their respective 
shares ofthis sum. They would have been that 
much richer, and the country would have been to 
that extent wealthier. 

But that is not all. If we had bought that sur- 
plus iron made at home, it would have been pur- 
chased by the exchange of that amount of other 
home commodities which would have been pro- 
duced, but were not. The productions of our 
agriculturists are only limited by the extent. of 
their markets. They do not produce more than 
they do, because they cannot sell. It would be 
impossible to estimate the extent to which their 
productions might be carried if their unemployed 
capital was in active operation, if new fields were 
brought under cultivation, or even old ones were 
duly fertilized. [assume it as a postulate which 
cannot provoke a doubt, that the iron I have men- 
tioned could have been produced by capital and 
labor at home that was unemployed, and that it 
would have been purchased by agricultural and 
other productions, the fruit, likewise, of unem- 
ployed labor and capital. Thus the wealth of the 
country would have been increased to twice the 
amount that would have been spent for the home 
article; and while we save $100,000,000 on the one 
hand, we lose $800,000,000 on the other. Inthe 
crisis of 1857, the country lost by the fail of prices, 
without considering the depressions in real estate, 
about one thousand million dollars—a disaster 
which would have been utterly impossible if we 
had been in possession of the actual values which 
the home manufacture of the single article of iron 
would have called into existence. 


vantages of the home production of the articles Í 
have mentioned, to confine them to the simple 
values thus produced. The reproductive powers 
of these investments should be taken in the ac- 
count, as every dollar expended in the develop- 
ment of our natural resources multiplies itself ad 
infinitum. ; 
Reckless of our dearest interests, we have em- 
ployed British capital and British laborers to make 
our iron; we have employed British manufactur- 
ers to clothe them and British farmers to feed them 
with the produce of their soil, excepting the trivial 
amount of breadstuffs which they take from us; 
and, what makes itstill worse, we have purchased 
on credit, because, when gold fails, we send our 


if: 


But it would | 
be a very inadequate conception of the real ad- || 


| bonds and other evidences of indebtedness; in ex- 
i| change, at ruinous rates of discount. : 

, . But, siry is it true that, with all this immense 
sacrifice of our home capital, we procure our iron 
cheaper from abroad than if, by adopting a pro- 


4i tective policy, we should enable our own people 


(to make it? It is a fact which should be con- 
stantly borne. in -mind, that the manufacturing 
| industry of this country must look to men of mod- 
| erate means for its development—the meh of en- 
| terprise being, asa class, in such circumstances. 
i In nine-cases out of ten, by the time the-furnace 
iis built, the mines of coal and ore purchased, the 
i owner finds his available capital exhausted, and 
| a debt upon his shoulders. His neighbor opens 
i| another mine, builds his furnace, and competes 
i with him in the supply of those who purchase. 
|| Their first returns of profits are reinvested on the 
t,in putting their mines and furnaces: ina 
l| better working condition, so as to make the same 
| or a greater quantity of iron with less labor; the 
| product is at once cheapened to the consumer. 
Again: the profits are invested in a railroad that 
wil connect the furnace with the mines, and at 
once.a large reduction in the cost of transporting 
is effected, so that a largely-increased quantity of 
coal and ore can -be transported with less labor, 
And they are again. able to enter the market on 
terms more favorable to the consumer. Thus, by 
competition, they are constantly approaching the 
maximum of production by the minimum of labor 
—that point where the shares in the value pro- 
duced, of all directly or indirectly contributing, 
are increased to the highest degree; where the 
laborer has the: most to spend for everything for 
which a man spends his capital. 

When production is small, the share of the la- 
borer is small; and it increases just as the produc- 
tion increases. When small, it is a dear product 
to him; and as he gets more iron for his labor, he 
gets it cheaper. When employed, it is cheap to 
him, When unemployed, itis dear, whether the 
market price in money be high or low. And just 
as it is dear or cheap to the men who make it, is 
| it dear or cheap to the men who buy itand use it. 
And as it is by employment that men are able to 
buy, the policy which gives to labor the greatest 
employment produces the greatest good. This 
would be the actual condition of our people, if we 
could obtain exemption from unfair competition. 

The early policy of Great Britain inaugurated 
a protective system of laws which absolutely pro- 
hibited the entrance of all foreign fabrics that could 
possibly rival her own; and if she had gone no 
further, it had been well, not only for her own 
people, but for all others. Not content with a 
policy which, but for the unequal distribution of 
| lands, and the checks to its improvement in the 
| system oftitles by which it was chicfly held, would 
have created a wholesome employmentof herlabor 
j in diverse pursuits proportioned to the needs of 
her population, she has, with a sedulous selfish- 
, ness, devoted the energies of the empire to making 
| her factories the ‘* workshops of the world.” 

To accomplish. this end, it was her constant 
effort, until recently, to cut off all other, nations 
from the means of improvement in manufacturing 
industry which they might derive from the skill 
of her artisans. Her statute-books abound in the 
mostarbitrary and liberal enactments, forbidding 
all persons from entering into contracts with Brit- 
ish operatives, who were ingenious and skillfal in 
any of the various branches of manufactures, to 
go into foreign countries; for the avowed purpose, 
in almost every instance, of preventing foreign 
nations from availing themselves of their knowl- 
edge, and thereby building up factories for them- 
selves. Her restrictions, however, did not stop 
here; but, with the same spirit and intent, laws 
were enacted to prevent the exportation of all 
tools and machines used by her manufacturers. 
Such restrictive and prohibitory laws for the cn- 
couragement of trade meet the eye so often, in 
turning over the statutes of the last century, that 
it would almost seem to have been the chief busi- 
ness of legislation to build up British manufac- 
tures and British shipping, and to counteract the 
efforts of al] other nations to diversify their pur- 
suits and supply themselves, As an example, I 
present the following, passed in. 1785, chapter 
Sixty-seven: i 

“ Anaet to prohibit the export of tools and utensils made 
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use of in the iron and steel manufactures of the kingdom, 
and. to prevent the contracting with artisans in these fac- 
tories t6 go abroad.??., 

The preamble reads:thus: 

‘© Whereas the exportation of the several tools and uten- 
sils made use of in preparing, working up, and finishing 
iron and steel manufactures of this kingdom, will enable 
foreigners to work at such manufactures, and thereby great- 
ly diminish the exportation of the same from this kingdom ; 
therefore, for the preserving as much as possible the ben- 
efits arising from those great and reliable branches of trade 
and commerce, &¢c., Be it enacted.” att 

The act then procceds to forbid the export of 
machinery, such as rollers, molds, punches, &c.; 
and enacts heavy penalties for its violation, besides 
a-confiscation of the machinery when seized. An 
additional preamble declares: 

“ And whereas, for the encouraging of such manufac. 
tures in this kingdom, it is necessary that provision should 
be made to prevent artificers and others employed therein 
from departing,” &c. : 

And then follows the prohibitory provision 
against seducing, soliciting, or contracting with 
British workmen to go into foreign countries. 


There wag not until recently an important branch | 
of industry in the kingdom that was not protected ! 


by enactments of like extreme and arbitrary sever- 
ity. Yet it was not enough to prevent forcigners 
from employing their workmen and buying their 
machines, for other nations would gradually di- 
rect their endeavors to manufacture their own 
materials, unless restrained. But it has been her 
concurrent policy, in perfect harmony with the 
laws here mentioned, to push her armies and na- 
vies around the world, conquering empires upon 
which the sun never sets, whereto her merchants 
may carry her manufactures, unmolested by ccm- 
petition. It is not for fame that she has won her 
monreniendig victories, so much as for her mar- 

ets, 


chant, who seeks a place to sell his woolens, his 
cottons, and his iron. For this, she wars with 
the weak and intrigues with the strong. Fn short, 


her design is to manufacture the raw materials of | 


her own and of other nations, not only for her 
own supply, but for the supply ofthe world. The 
chief element. of her power to underwork other 
nations and. supply them with her fabrics is the 
low wages of hei manufacturing operatives. 

_ Competition for employment reduces wages as 
it reduces the prices of all other commodities; and 
the irtquiry is presented, why it is thatin a coun- 
try. where manufactures have been so highly fa- 
vored, the condition of the operatives in the man- 
ufacturing districts has so generally excited the 
commiseration of the humane. Accustomed as 
men are to associate power and dignity with the 
perpetuation of large landed estates in families, 
especially where the spirit of feudalism has been 
infused into the framework of society, as was the 
case in England, it is not to be wondered at that 
the lands of the kingdom were chiefly concen- 
trated into the hands of the few. The titles being 
generally under family settlements, by deeds, 
wills, and other assurances, gave the person hav- 
ing the right to the enjoyment of the land butan 
estate for his own life; an estate which he could 
not charge with debts or dispose of for a longer 
period. In many cases the occupants found them- 
selves in possession of large bodies of land which 
required a liberal expenditure of capital to render 


them productive. There was no inducement to | 


invest the requisite sums on an estate which might 
terminate at any moment with his life, and then 


pass at once to another, who would enjoy its ben- | 


efits without being at all subjected to the burden 
of its improvement; and, for the same reason, no 
one would lend money upon mortgage or other 
security on such an uncertain estate. From these 
and other causes growing out of land monopoly, 
labor was excluded from a quantity of land suffi- 
cient in extent, if brought under a thorough sys- 
tem of culture, to produce food for the entire pop- 
ulation. Agriculture had not its just proportion 
of capital and labor employed inits development, 
to whieh it was entitled, if there had been a nat- 
ural and equitable distribution; and the consc- 
quence was, an excessive supply of both, for me- 
chanical and commercial pursuits. 

The evil became so pressing and alarming, that 
during the agitation for the repeal of the corn 
laws, reformatory movemenis were set on foot, 
enabling capitalists to advance money for drain- 


It is not so much the love of glory that | 
fires her ambition, as the calculation of the mer- | 
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age purposes, to be charged on the land, and re-. 


quiring the interest to be kept down. by. the tenant, 


for life. The Government, too, has, in pursuance. 


of various acts of Parliament, advanced. on Joan 
at three per cent. interest, for agricultuyal im- 
provements, various sums amounting to about 
twenty-five million dollars; and these reforms 
have had a decidedly salutary influence in, ame- 
liorating the condition of agricultural labor, and 
advancing the productive power of the improved 
land. But the mining and manufacturing labor- 
ers, crowded in the districts,;where the works are 
carried on, and trained for generations in the hab- 
its of their peculiar toil, and consequently.unfitted 
for other pursuits, can experience from these 
movements but little relief. They are still sub- 
jected to the constant depressions of wages ren- 
dered necessary in order to undersell and break 
down the laborers of every other country who 
desire to set up for themselves. It is obvious, 
then, that a country possessing the advantages of 


such cheap labor and cheap capital, and with ma- | 


chinery advanced to the highest stage of perfec- 
tion, can manufacture at rates that for all time to 
come will keep from full employment the capita! 
and labor ofa country like ours, unless they are 
met by restrictions adapted to the necessities of 
the casc. 


I have spoken of the progressive steps by which: 


manufactures are chcapened when labor in the 
various pursuits of life can find employment, 
when producers have at their doors a market for 
the exchange with each other of their respective 
products, and where, asa laboring man, lately 
speaking to me of the effect of protection, said, 
“ we mutually help each other.” I have spoken, 
too, of the improvement in the machinery of pro- 
duction brought about by a fair and free compe- 
tition, by which the cost of the article to the con- 
sumer islessencd. But the progress to such happy 
results is opposed by the condition of Jabor and 
capital in England, to which I have alluded, and 
which draws us within the circle of an unfair 
competition—a competition as unfair as would be 
that between a merchant who by fraud obtains 
his goods below their value, and another who has 
paid an honest price for what he has to sell. The 
Englishman tells us to buy in the cheapest mar- 
ket, and proffers to us goods cheapencd by cruel 
exactions from poor operatives, and deposits 
them in our warehouses at prices below what 
must be.paid to American laborers alone for their 
manufacture. We give heed to.the plausible and 


insidious advice, and dismiss from employment į 


our own labor and capital, and for a time the in- 
dividual consumers procure their goods at a lower 
cost in money. But the foreign price is variable, 
as it must always be in a country depending on 
the exchange of its manufactured products for 
the raw matcrials of nations all around the globe, 
and consequently we are at once placed at the 
mercy of these changes. 

Besides this, we are at the mercy of combina- 
tions among gigantic establishments to regulate 
prices, as is frequently observed in the notices of 
meetings of Staffordshire and Welsh iron-mas- 
ters, where they resolve upon an advance or de- 


pression of prices, as may suit their purposes; so ! 


that we soon discover, when the foreigner has 
obtained the cxclusive control of our markets, 
we are paying.a largely increased price, by which 
we are simply helping him to retrieve his losses 
in the efforts that were expended to break down 
the home production. We arc invited, however, 
to buy our iron and other articles in this cheap 


market, for the further reason that it is the dear- ; 
est market in which to sell our breadstufis and | 
cotton and other raw materials; and this is the | 


argument by which American farmers have been 
induced, by the abandonment of the protectiv 


tariff of 1842, to discharge their own manufactur- : 
5 Flas experience, ; 
the faithful touchstone of truth, commended to i 
their judgments ail the advantages of a foreign | 
market, which free trade pictured to theirimagin- į 
They were told that Eng- | 


ers, and employ those abroad 


ations? I think not. J 
land was casting off the shackles from commerce 


! which a barbarous, selfish, aud anti-commercial ; 
spirit had imposed, and that, inaugurating a new |) 

h $ : i 
era of unrestricted International exchanges, she | 


was throwing open her -ports for the ‘admission 
of-our breadstufis, after long and wearisome con- 


tests with the..protectionists.. That ,w: 
year 1846.00.97: : ES 
The protection affo 
infüsed-so much of 
try, that it-was fast y 
cial independence, 
from actiye employm 


asiin the, 


byt i 
-quent on the reduction of duties by. 
1833, sought investment not only it : : 
in new avenues of industry; labor no lo Ser. 
looked for employers, but employers forth a 
condition of things that in a-short time would ha 
driven British manufactures from our markets, añ 


that they could have soon maintained theirground,. 
unaided by: protection. But the selfishness and: 
avarice of British manufacturers, ship ; and 
merchants, Icft untried no means wit i 
power to compass the defeat of our prosperity. 
British intrigue and British gold were employed. 
in the work of destruction, and an Administration. 
was brought into power by studiously and per- 
sistently assuring the-people that the law of 1842, 
so fruitful of blessings, should be religiously sup- 
ported and preserved. England immediately: be- 
gan the répeal of many dunes which were utterly 
useless for the protection of her industry, for the 
simple purpose of affording an cxample of her 
supposed abandonment of the protective -policy,, 
the better to cnable her to operate on the minds of. 
our own and of other people, and thereby induc 
them to repeal duties that- were traly and substan- 
tially protective. The modification of the corn 
laws, too, was pushed to a speedy conclusion,, 
for the benefit of the manufacturers, and to recon- 
cite our farmers to the repeal of the act of 1842. 
Now, sir, what have they gained by it? What. 
has been the result? ; 
From a table exhibiting the quantities of wheat 
imported into Great Britain in a scries of years, 
which I find in the consular returns of 1855, 1 
exiract the following: . 
Wheat Imported from the United States. 


| In.1846...... 
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1849 . 13,852,000. « 
1850... "41091048  & 
1851 . “4,349,510 > 


isso 


1852 2,908,778 

The exports of wheat and wheat flour to Great 
Britain for the year ending 30th June, 1859, were 
as follows: babs ae 


Bushels. ose Value. 
Wheat. ses sses serres eose ri see e 1,322,718 $1,296,290 
Wheat flour..cecerceeeseceseses 2325368 1,051,051 


I will not stop to dwell.on.the inconsiderable 
importance of the British market for this article. 
It is sufficient to. say that, considering the, in- 
crease of population in both countries, and the 
power of other nations to compete with us suc+ 
cessfully in the supply of breadstuffs for that mar- 
ket, itis not worth our care. And if we will but 
consider the improvements in agriculture. which 
of late have commanded so large a share of pub- 
{lic attention in England, it will be obvious that 
her market for our breadstaffs will continue to 
diminish, until, in a short me, we shall be ens 
tirely excluded. A have already adverted to the 
i difficulty, indeed impossibility, of investing a 
| proper share of capital in English agriculture. I 
would now claim the attention of the committee 
more particularly to the reforms recently. set on 
foot for the remedy of thisevil. The Parliament, 
as carly as 1840, took hold of the matter, and 
passed an act cnabling persons having a limited 
interest in lands to charge them, under certain 
restrictions, with debts contracted for improve- 
ments, the spirit and purpose of which is recited 
i in the preamble, as follows: : 
| 4# Whereas much of the jand in England and Ireland 
| 
| 


would be rendered permanently more productive by iin- 
proved draining, and nevertheless, by reason or the great 
expense thereot, proprietors linving.a limited iiterest in 
} such land are unable to execute such draining ; and whereas 
| it is expedient, as well for the more abundant production of 
| food as for increased employment of farming iaborers, and 

the extended investment of capital in the permanent im- 
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rovement of the Soil, that’such proprietors should be re- 
&c., “ Be it enacted,” &c. 


And beesuse, i 
gusi 1849, it 
(raihage should t ) 5 
order to promote the increased productiveness of 
land,’ it was provided that loans should be made 
from the treasury to accomplish the purpose. 

Now, sit, let us see how our agriculturists, who 
get their hopes on the English market for the sale 
of their produce, are affected and will continue to 
be affected by this reform alone. From a table 

resented to the Society of Arts, by Mr. Denton, 
in December, 1855, and published in 1858, in the 
fifth volume of Took’s History, it appears that 
of the 56,362,000 acres of land in Great Britain, 
43,957 ,000acres are cultivated and cultivable land; 
and of this area, there are 22,890,000 acres wet 
land, requiring drainage. And from the returns 
thenreceived of th®eoperation of the drainagelaws, 
there had been drained 1,365,000 acres, leaving 
21,525,000 acres yet undrained—nearly one half 
of the cultivable land of the kingdom. These 
returns further show, that in some instances there 
has been an increased yield of one fourth over that 
of the same Jand before drainage, and in no in- 
stance did it fall below four bushels to the acre. 
Thus, if you take the lowest increase on any one 
acre as the standard, the yield of their agriculture 
would be increased 86,000,000 bushels per annum; 
and if we regard other improvements in cultiva- 
tion adopted by the British farmers of all classes, 
and the increased productions of Ireland from the 
same causes, can there be a doubt of their capa- 
city to supply a far greater population than is 
there at present, and of the ultimate success in 
these endeavors to accomplish it? 

. L believe that these facts sufficiently show that 
Great Britain, instead of suffering from over-pop- 
ulation, will yet demonstrate, by a judicious in- 
vestment of capital in agriculture, that she can 
afford the means of subsistence to twice her pop- 
ulation. Is it not, then, sir, the part of wisdom 
in our farmers to encourage whatever has a tend- 
ency to build up a home market for their pro- 
ductions, and lessen their dependence ona foreign 
market, which at best is fluctuating and uncertain, 
and. from which, by every indication, they will 
ultimately be excluded ? fe it were even other- 
wise, however, it is not well that we should con- 
tinue to send our raw produce to the workshops 
of foreigners, burdened with charges for freights 
and commissions, to be worked up into bars of 
iron or webs of cloth, when thousands at home 
are anxious todo the work, J observed in the 
market quotations, some time ago, the price of 
corn ina western town, at forty cents per bushel, 
and in the same paper the price at Liverpool was 
quoted at one dollar per bushel. The producer 
must then pay sixty bushels out of every hundred 
to get that corn to this foreign market to be ex- 
changed for goods to be imported home. If he 
wants a ton of railroad iron, and had his corn in 
Liverpool, he would give, say forty bushels for 
it, at forty dollars per ton; but, to do this, he 
must send one hundred bushels, to be tolled by 
freights, commissions, and other charges, which 
every producer who is obliged to send his prod- 
uce toa commission merchant for sale fully un- 
derstands, as he complains of the meager balance 
on the ‘account of sales rendered. If we made 
these articles, and all others which we have the 
means of making, but do not make, the home 
market for agricultural produce would be just as 
good as the foreign, and a ton of iron, even ata 
price twelve or fifteen dollars higher than the for- 
eign iron, would still be the cheaper article of the 
two. 

The advantages of having our manufactures at 
home, instead of abroad, are just as palpable and 
appreciable as are the advantages of the farmer, 
who can go to his market town frequently during 
the day, and return, over one who lives so far 
away that he must spend a day in traveling to the 
same place. It is a marvel that an intelligent 
people will.tamely submit to such exacting de- 
mands upon their industry. But, sir, we send 
something more than our products in exchange 
for these goods. _ After exporting our raw mate- 
rials, the product of the land, the forest, and the 


| object was to furnish cheap food, as a means of 


| country, but was absolutely necessary to the preservation of 


! to the demand, and supplies should be realized from 


sea, and what little manufactured. goods: other 
people buy from us, we have been obliged to send 
out, in the Jast ten years, about four hundred mil- 
lion dollars, in gold and:silver, over our imports 
of the'same metals. And what should occasion 
the gravest anxiety, this outflow of specie is still 
going oh beyond all former example, so that, un- 
less there is some effectual relief, such as this bill 
will assuredly afford, itis not difficult to perceive 
the approach of anothér revulsion, more calami- 
tous than that of 1857. 

It has been urged, however, that if each nation 
manufactured everything for the supply ofits own 
wants, we would lose our commerce, with all its 
civilizing influences. Now, Mr. Chairman, isiti! 
possible to point out a country on the face of the 
earth, where protection has been adopted as a 
system, whose commerce has not, at the same 
time, flourished? On the contrary, sir, experience 
justifies the assertion that the commerce of na- 
tions who. have protected their labor—including 
our own country during the two protective tariffs 
of 1828 and 1842—has prospered, and those na- 
tions who have exchanged their raw materials 
for the manufactured goods of others have but a 
limited commerce, or noneatall. The protected 
nation is rich, because the people are employed, 
and can therefore buy; while the nation whose 
laborers are idle is poor, and cannot buy from 
others. If it were possible that the people of 
every nation were fully employed, so that they 
made every talent to grow which the bounty of 
Providence intrusted to them, commerce—truc, 
legitimate comimerce—would whiten every sea. 
Variety is the order of God’s providence. He 
has made no two men alike, either in physical or 
mental endowments; and the same diversity is 
found amongst nations. The countries in which 
they are allotted differ in soil, climate, and adapta- 
tion to particular pursuits ; and as long as this 
diversity in both nations and countries exists, 
there will be variety in the productions of their 
labor, arid one which has not will buy what the 
other has to sell; and thus there will always be a 
demand for ships and sailors. 

The gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Moore,] 
in his argument against specific duties, as being 
the protective feature of this bill, invoked us to 
follow the examples of England and France, in 
abandoning, as he supposed, the antiquated no- 
tions of protection, by throwing open their ports 
to the unrestricted commerce of the world. “AH 
honor,” said he, ‘*to the rulers of these two an- 
cient and renowned kingdoms, for the boldness 
with which they have taken their stand on the 
side of free trade.’’ Sir, it is true, that, in many 
instances, these nations have abandoned, and in 
many others have reduced, their duties on foreign 
imports; but I deny that they have ever aban- 
doned protection. 

The agitation of free trade began in England by 
some reductions of duties on silks, under the lead 
of Mr. Huskisson, but was carried on chiefly in 
the controversy relative to the modification of the 
corn laws, which has terminated in their final re- 
peal. That, sir, was a measure of the merchants 
and manufacturers, designed to advance the pros- 
perity of manufactures and trade. Its professed 


enabling them to maintain a competition with the 
manufacturers of othernations destructive of their 
interests. I cannot present the real issue of that 
famous controversy better than by one or two ex- 
tracts from the arguments of those who are called 
free traders. Colonel T. Wood, a member of Par- ! 
liament, supported the measure, and said: 

“Jt would contribute to the general prosperity of the 


the manufacturing interest.” 

Again, he says: 

& In certain districts of the country there isa superabund- 
ance of population, and no employment for them ; and 
unless they could increase the manufacturing prosperity of 
the country, whut chance had they for employment? His 
impression was that the supply of food was not adequate 


abroad.” 


Another advocate of free trade, Sir W. Clay, 
remarked: 

« Adopt the more widely the principles of free trade, and 
afford to our manufacturers the means of competing with 
others. AH the great branches of manufactures exported a 
considerable portion of their produce; that portion could 


| large exports. 


only bear such a price as would enable it to compete with 


the goods of our rivals, and the price of the portion exported 
absolutely governed the price of the home market. Lf it was 
absolutely inevitable that wages should fall, in order that 
the manufacturers might meet their foreign rivals, how wag 
the necessity to. be met but. by a decrease in the price of 
provisions ??? ` 

It is needless to multiply proofs of the purpose 
of this measure. But the movement, I am aware, 
has not stopped with the repeal of the corn laws; 
It has been pushed much further, and the duties 
on many articles formerly highly protected have 
been abandoned, but in no case were they aban- 
doned when they were any longer useful for protec- 
tion. When they had served. their purpose in 
maturing the manufactures to such a degree or 
strength that they could stand alone, they were 
removed. ‘The article of iron was. protected by 
the most prohibitory duties, until there was not 
only a full supply for home consumption, but for 
No one would have thought ot 
exporting iron to England, any more than ‘coals 
to Neweastle.’? It is true that many years ago 
they removed the duty on charcoal irons but the 
reason was, that charcoal iron having ceased to 
be manufactured in England, in consequence of 
the disappearance of that fuel, they desired to ob- 
tain their supply from Sweden, as that sort was 
needed by the English steel manufacturers. 

By the tariff of 1858, the duty has been entirely 


i removed from iron, and, so far as protection was 


concerned, it might have been removed sooner; 
but as long as it stood it was supposed to be in 
the way of the arguments addressed to other na- 
tions in favor of the removal of their duties; and 
this was the policy which governed them inre- 


i moving the duties from many other articles on 


which protection was useless. This is most obvi- 
ously confessed in a letter written by Mr. Glad- 
stone, in the early part of 1836, when it was 
ascertained that a conference was to be held at 
Paris for the negotiation of peace. A memorial 
was addressed to the foreign secretary by the 
manufacturers of Sheffield, urging him to éxert 
his influence as a diplomatist to obtain an aban- 
donment of protective duties by the European 
nations. Mr. Gladstone was consulted by those 
interested, and replied that he sympathized with 
them in their desire for what he calls commercial 
freedom, and procéeds as follows: 


“ Between 1841 and 1845, [held the office in the Board 
of Trade ; aud this was the period during which England 
was most actively engaged in the endeavor to negotiate, 
with the principal States of the civilized world, treaties for 
the reciprocal reduction of duties on imports. ‘I'he task 
was plied on our side with sufficient zeal, but in every case 
we failed. Lam sorry to add my opinion, that we did more 
than fail. Its tendency was to lead countries to regard 
with jealousy and suspicion, as boons to foreigners, altera- 
tions intheir laws.” *  # = = * G England, find- 
ing that she could make no progress in this direction, took her 
own course, struck rapid and decisive blows at the system 
of protection, and reduced, as far as the exigencies the 


public service would permit, the very high duties, which 
in many cases she maintained simply for the purpose of 
revenue, upon articles that had no domestic produce to com- 
pete with. While our reasonings had done nothing, or less 
than nothing, our example effected something, and com- 
mercial freedom has made some progress in other countries 
since 1846.” 

Sir, there was nota duty removed on an article 
of any consequence of the manufactures of Great 
Britain since the beginning of her reform, protect- 
iv@in its character, that was not perfectly useless 
for that purpose. The example of this vaunted 
reform was in fact nothing but the reduction of 
high revenue duties on articles that did not enter 
into competition with her own produce, Wasit 
a decisive blow at the protection of her iron man- 
ufactures to remove duties on that article, when 
she can make it and undersell all other countries 
in their own markets? 

Sir, [commend the country to that system of 
free trade which first protects, and continues to 
protect, by dutics which are removed only when 
they are no longer needed either for revenue or 
protection. 7 

It is the weak, and not the strong, that need 
protection. The infant, in the order of nature, 
necds the constant guardianship of the nurse; but, 
by degrees, as years increase, it is rclaxed, and 
he is left in the battle of life still more and more 
to rely on his own strength, until, when manhood . 
comes, With its rough-textured nerves, stoutheart, 
and high hope, he becomes “ perfectly free?’ and 
self-reliant. We do not desire a tithe of the en- 
couragement which England has rendered her 
iron works; we can reach independence ina much 
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shorter time than shestood guardian for bers. I 
believe that ten, yearg of honest protection would 
enable us to. supply our_own wants. 
_ But, sir, there is one other example of that ad-. 
vancing ‘commercial freedom’’ on which so much 
raise has been expended, that I must beg the 
indulgence of the committee by a reference to. it, 
‘When we first met at the present session, and 
when.it was. known that the friends of protection 
would be likely to command a working majority 
of this House, ouropponents throughoutthe coun- 
try heralded the advent of a new convert to the 
doctrine of free trade. France, it was said, was 
about to signalize the glories of unrestricted trade, 
by a commercial treaty with England; and for us 
atsuch a time to take up. the. old cast-off gar- 
ments of protection, would be but to confess our- 
selves laggards in the race of civilization. The 
treaty was concluded in January, and its provis- 
ions reached, us in February, quite in time to pre- 
vent our,rclapse into barbarism. But, sir,instead 
of showing usa new light by which. to discern 
the mistaken. policy of this bill, ithas only served 
to strengthen our convictions of the soundness of 
the principle on which it is founded. It must be 
remembered that the French commercial system 
has, for a longer time than thatof any other nation 
of the world, been most.cminently protective. to 
her industry. As far back as 1664, under the 
administration. of Colbert, a general tariff was 
established, on the following bases: i 

1. To. diminish the duties of importation ọn all 
articles required for manufactures. 

2. To exclude foreign manufactures, by raising 
the duties. 

St. Ferreol, in 1834, in a resumé of the policy 
on which the commercial regulations of the king- 
dom were based, mentions, among others: 

“J. The reduction of duties solely on articles required 
for the manufacturers. 

«2, The encouragement of importation of machinery for 
manufacturing. 


«3, Prohibition of the exports of machinery, and aii 
that may contribute to the development of foreigu indus- 


ty. 

u 4. 'The removal of no prohibition, the reduction of no 
duty on manutactures, on any other consideration than to 
diminish the profits of fiand. : 

5. ‘he adoption of the principle that, in al] treaties with 
England, most ofthe conditions which she will propose are 
those which we ought to avoid.” : ; 

It was under such training. that the manufac- 
tures of France have grown. up, until they are 
chiefly confined to the finest forms of fabrics, and 
command the admiration of the world. . At the 
close of the last year preceding the negotiation of 
the treaty which, it is the boast of frec traders, 
was an abandonment of her doctrines of protec- 
tion, her special commerce of exports, which does 


not inelude goods manufactured from materials | 


imported with a view to reéxportation, amounted 
to $350,982,000—~an. amount which: one would 
suppose indicated a strength sufficient to enable 
them to bear at least some modifications of their 
highly prohibitory duties, By this treaty, France 


agrees to reduce her duties, on various articles of | 


British production and manufacture, imported 
fiom the United Kingdom, to a maximum duty 
of thirty per centum, including linens, woolens, 
gloves, &c., some descriptions of iron manufac- 
tures, coal, and coke; and after the Ist October, 


1864, the maximum duty is to be twenty-five per | 


cent, On other kinds of iron, the duty, by arucle 
seventeen, shall be $13 per ton, ull the 1st Octo- 
ber, 1864, and thereatter $11. And as no civ- 


ilized nation but our own will long tolerate ad | 


valorem duties, it is provided that they shall be 
converted into specifics, on the average prices of the 
five months preceding the date of the treaty; and 
whilst they are in force they are to be esumated 
on the value, at the place of manufacture, of the 
article imported, with the addition of freight, in- 
surance, and commissions. 

In consideration of these advantages, England 
admits the chief productions of France free of 
duty, beyond the amount of her direct taxes on 
like articles, and so far redaces her revenue duties 
on French wines as to render them accessible to 
the mass of her population. Surely nothing but 


long-established habits of associating the idea of | 
prosperity with existing protective duties long | 


after they have ceased to perform their functions 
of protection, would restrain a Frenchman from 
yielding his consent to sucha bargain; for, in truth, 


{ 


it is a measure calculated to favor the industry of. 
France, and therefore in perfect harmony. with, 
her long-cherished policy. Ido. not propose to 
rest the case thus, but to show that, in the nego- 
tiation of the treaty, France was: influenced by. 
considerations such as these. A report, signed by 
Rouher and Baroche, the negotiators ofthe treaty, 
and submitted to the Emperor—for a. copy of 
which I am indebted to the kindness of a friend— 
represents the principles by which they were 
guided in the discharge of their official duties. I 
extract the following: 

“Did not those who have brought to the discussion uf. 
these economic problems the strongest sentiments of at- 
tachment to our existing regulations declare. in 1834, that 
tariffs, whilst temporarily advantageous, should end when 
the edueation of industry is finished, when it attains/its 
full growth, and that every branch of industry should cease 
to be protected when it has reached that growth ? 

' «Then, reduced within these limits, the question is sim- 
ply one of fact: has French industry reached such a degree’ 
of manhood as to justify the removal of prohibitions, and 
the substitution of moderate tariffs in their stead? Let us 
inquire into the facts: : 

© Our total export for 1853 amounts, for special com- 
merce, to 1;887,000,000 tranes, (actual values.) What. por- 
tion of this entire sum consists of articles the importation 
of which into France is prohibited??? 

Here followsa table of various manufactures em- 
braced in the exports, the values of which amount 
to 484,400,000 francs. And the report proceeds: 

«hus, similar articles, prohibited from importation into 
France, form more than one fourth part of our exports. 
Then, in the eyes of candid men not seduced by empty 
sophisms, is there not a sign of manhood and strength in 
these extensive sales made by our manufacturers in foreign 
markets, in full competition with the manutacturers ofother 
nations, and often, too, in competition with the protected 
products of the nation to whose market they were exported? 
Can it be possible that international competition, moderated 
by duties, will overwhelm our manufacturers in the French 
market, when they ean meet without danger, and with ad- 
vantage, competition in a foreign market 7? 

Mr. Chairman, I commend this extract from 
the report to the consideration of those who seem 
to suppose, because France has now come down 
from absolute prohibitions to a moderate tariff, 
that therefore we should abandon everything 
which inthe least savors of protection. When- 
ever it shall be found that our manufactures, on 
which we demand protection, have been developed 
to such strength and maturity that they can not 
only supply our own wants, but penctrate other 
markets in competition with the world, and even 
against the protected products. of other nations to 
which they are exported, then, sir, may the free 
traders find in this action of France an example 
which they may with propriety ask us to follow. 
But, before quitting this topic, 1 would further 
invite attention to the views expressed in this re- 
port relative to the duties upon the article of iron, 
concerning which the stipulations constitute, in 


tions. They state that the English embassadors 
demanded a reduction of duties on iron, to the rate 
of fifteen percent. ad valorem; but that the results 
of an inquiry, most thorough and complete, insti- 
tuted by the Emperor, into the condition of char- 
coal and coke furnaces, and conducted-by the most 
respectable and scientific men, demonstrated that 
the British proposition, if acecpted, would result 
in ‘immediate and serious evils to this important 
interest; and in place of adopting it, a maximum 
duty of thirty per cent. was imposed on pigs, 


twenty-five per cent. afterwards, to be changed 
to specifics. And on other descriptions of larger 
size, and on.rails, then bearing a duty of $22 32 
per ton, it was provided. the duty should be re- 
duced to thirteen dollars. ` 

It is well known, Mr. Chairman, that one of the 
chief obstacles to the progress of the iron manu- 
facture in France has arisen from the gradual dis- 
appearance of wood in the neighborhood. of her 
numérous furnaces. They-are steadily losing this 
fuel, as they Jost it in England; but the English 
had a decided advantage over the French, in the 
proximity of the coal aud ore mines. In France, 
they are widely separated, so that there is difi- 
culty in supplying the loss of charcoal with coal 
and coke. The French Government, sensible of 
this, and that whatever of inconyenience the iron 
interest might experience in competition with the 
English article, under the reduced duties, would 
be more than compensated by the construction of 


l 


railroads that would connect the coal and the ore, 
has declared its purpose, as. stated by the report 


bars, and castings, till the 1st October, 1864, and | 
> 


their opinion, the most delicate of their negotia- | 


I have been considering, to restrain within just 


limits the foreign competition by the projection 


a 


plification of their theory in the action: of Franco. 
and England. The. common experience. 
nations of the world, and more especia! 
experience under the various systems w 
from time to time prevailed with us, admonis 
us that protection 1s the only policy thatiwill] 
us steadily and safely to that. state of indus 
independence on which commerce can rest wit 
security. How-long shall we close our ears 
the authoritative instructions of experience, 
teach us that just when we adopt protecti 
production of the . country increases, and labor 
finds its legitimate employment, and commerce. 
flourishes; and when you abandon it, production 
diminishes, labor is“ paralyzed, ahd commerce 
languishes? ` PG a: fake T 
» E believe the day. is not: distant when every 
section of the Confederacy will feel the power of 
truth, and, casting aside the fallacies of theorists, 
will compel the Government.to.** come resolutely. 
to the aid” of the national indastry.:< In many 
parts of the horthern and middle States there has 
long been a conviction in the public mind of iis 
necessity, and protection has thus become a car- 
dinal doctrine of political faith. In the western 
States, a general and decided impression of the 
wisdom of the policy has gained a hold on the 
sentiments of the people, who, the more they 
come to valuea home market for their cereals, 
and the development of the exhaustless treasures 
of mineral wealth that ic concealed beneath their 
soil, the more zealously will they unite ina course 
which will enable them to realize both. 

The people of the South, too, though now ip 
opposition to the long-cherished, sentiments of 
many of their wisestand most eminent statesmen, 
will, sooner or later, find, in a return to their early 
principles óf public economy, that no part of our 
country is more deeply and directly interested, in 
the creation and, maintenance of manufactures 
than they. They will learn that when: laborers 
are fully employed, they are able not only to con- 
sume more and better food, but more and better 
clothing; and they will rejoice in the advantages 
of sending their cotton to mills at home, rather 
than to those three thousand miles. away. The 
bill before us promises a large shaye of these ben- 


| efits, not to a few, not to a class, but to the whole 


nation. We do not seek the mere agitation of an 


| abstract question concerning the development. of 


social and national strength; we do hot provoke 
controversy merely to triumph in the establish- 
ment of an economic theory, nor yet to raise a 
‘¢well-pronouncing Shibboleth”? of partisan war- 
fare; none of these things, sir, none. We look to 
wholesome practical results, in which we earnestly 
believe every class of our fellow-citizens has. an 
abiding interest, ‘ f : 
We desire, by the passage of this bill, to rem- 
edy actual pressing evils, and to prevent, as wê 
believe, still greater impending perils. The issue, 
sir, is a serious one. Never have J known the 
people so profoundly interested in a public meas- 
ure. It will be no light thing to trifle with their 
hopes and wishes: Pass the bill, and the restor- 
ation of confidence will be instantaneous. Ener- 


| getic and enterprising men, with spirits revived 
| by your action, will set in motion the hand ‘of in- 


dustry before the time fixed for the operation of 
the law. In the dwellings of the poor, too, your 
action will be blessed with words of joy, and glad- 
ness, more grateful than the favor of princes, If 
the bill is to be defeated, let it be on a square, 
manly issue, in which opposing’ convictions can 
claim the respect always due to candor, If de- 
feated by parliamentary arts, which either con- 
ceal its enemies with “the vail of non-action, or 
place them in the seeming attitude of friendship, 
depend upon it the gauze will not cover the naked- 
ness of the deception, and they who shali thus 
stand in the way of the nation’s prosperity will 
be smitten, as with the plaguc, by the indignation 
of the people. i : 
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: $ . THE RECIPROCITY TREATY. 
PEECH: OF HON. ALFRED ELY, 


ne ide OF NEW YORK, | 

iy ruse House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
2 s June 6, 1860. 

Mhe House being in the Conimittee of tlie Whole on the 
state of the'Union— >. oe Pop ton a 

“Mr, ELY said: CE E . 

Mr. Cnamman: On the 26th of March last I 
had the honor to move a resolution, which was 
adopted by this House, calling upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States for information relative 
to the practical working of the treaty concluded 
with Great Britain on the 5th day of June, 1854, 
commonly called the reciprocity treaty. I will 
thank the Clerk to réad the resolution. 

“Thé Clerk read, as follows: 

te Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
Anahe is hereby, requested to communicate to this House, 
if, i his opinion; not incompatible with.the public inter- 
estali: the information. in iis possession relative. to-the 
practical working of the reciprocity treaty concluded with 
Great Britain on the 5th day of June, 1854; whether the 
provincial government of Canada has not, through its Le- 
gislature, Violated the spirit of fthe.said treaty; what has 
been the practical. effects of the third clause of the said 
treaty, upon the interests of the ‘respective countries; what 
measures, if any, have been taken to procure correct in- 
forniation touching the practical operations and effect of 
the third chause of the said treaty upon the interests of 
American citizens, and whether, in his opinion, the said 
third article of the said treaty could*not, with advantage to 
Atherican interests, be either amended or rescinded.” 

Mr. ELY. To this resolution no response has 

et been received. I should have been much grat- 
ified to have obtained the information called for by 
the resolution before entering upon any discussion 
of this subject. But, sir, as the session is draw- 
ing to a close, I am unwilling to await longer the 
dilatory movements of the Executive, before call- 
ing the attention of this House, and of the whole 
country, so far as Lam able, to a question of vital 
importance, not only to my constituents, but to 

` the people of our common country. 

Sir, at this time, when the subject of a modifi- 
eation of our tariff laws is challenging so much 
attention in Congress and throughout the coun- 
try, the practical operation of this reciprocity 
treaty becomes a subject of peculiar interest to 
the American statesman. To what extent it ties 
our hands against legislation for the increase of 
our revenue, or for the protection of American 
industry and enterprise, becomes an inquiry of 
great practical importance. You will find, sir, 
that so long as this treaty remains in force, there 
is one considerable branch of our foreign com- 
merce from which we can raise no revenue, and 
that there are some industrial interests of our cit- 
izens to which we can afford no protection as 
against foreign competition. 

“This treaty, according to its own terms, has, at 
least; nearly six years to run. The fifth article 
stipulates that it shall continuc in force ten years 
from the time of going into operation, and for the 
further term of twelve months after either party 
shall give notice of a desire to terminate it. This 
notice may be given at the end of said ten years, 
or at any time thereafter. It went into operation 
in March, 1855, and so must remain in force until 
March, 1866, unless it can be sooner abrogated 
or annulled. One object which I have in desiring 
to call the attention of Congress and of the coun- 
try to this subject, is to awaken inquiry as to the 
mode, if any there be, by which it can be abro- 
gated or annulled, or its pernicious effects coun- 
teracted and obviated. 

Sir, this treaty was commended to us under the 

alluring guise of a free-trade measure. It was 
christened by the name of “ reciprocity,” to de- 
lude us with the idea that it was to confer mutual 
and reciprocal privileges upon the people of both 
countries. The advocates of that Utopian theory, 
universal free trade, were led to believe that it was 
at least an important. step in that direction, and 
that the mutual benefits and blessings to flow from 
it would vindicate the practical wisdom of that 
theory. 
-To what extent the hopes and expectations 
thus awakened have been realized by the people 
of this country, we shall be enabled to judge 
When we come to examine the operations of the 
treaty in the light of practical experience. 

The important feature of this treaty, and that 


which gives it the title of “ reciproċity,” is the 
third article, which provides that certain enumer- 
ated articles, being the growth or produce of the 
British colonies of North America or of the Uni- 
ted States, shall be admitted into each country, 
respectively, free of duty. "The schedule of these 
enumerated articles is as follows: i 


« Grain, flour, and breadstuffs of all kinds; animals of all 
kinds, fish, smoked and salted meats ;. cotton-wool, ‘seeds, 
and. vegetables; undried fruits, dried fruits; fish of all 
kinds; products of fish and of all other creatures living in 
the water; poultry, eggs; hides, furs, skins or tails un- 
dressed ; stone or marble in its crude or unwrought state; 
siate; butter, cheese, tallow; lard, hams; manures; ores 
of metals of all kmds; coal, pitch, tar, turpentine, ashes 5 
timber and lumber of all kinds, round, hewed, and sawed, 
unmanutactured in whole or in, part; fire-wood;_plants,. 
shrubs and trees; felts, woo); fish oil; rice, broom corn, 
and bark; gypsum, ground. or unground; hewn or wrought 
or unwrought burr or grindstones ; dye-staffs; flax, hemp. 
and tow, unmanufactured 5 mnmanufactured. tobacco ; 
rags.” R 


Sir, you have but to glance your eye over this 
schedule to perceive that there can be no ‘‘ reci- 
procity’? in the arrangement, which admits a free 
interchange between the two countries of the ar- 
ticles embraced init, and of those articles only. 
It appears to have been prepared with special 
reference to including every article of Canadian 
production which can ever find a market in this 
country, and excluding every production of this 
country which could find a market in the British 
North American colonies. The surplus produc- 
tions of these colonics consist, almost exclusively, 
of the very classes of articles embraced in this 
schedule. These commodities constitute the en- 
tire basis of their export trade; and we are their 
nearest and best customers, and their largest con- 
sumers. We purchase from Canada more of the 
articles embraced im the schedule than she sells 
to all the world beside. i 

We arc also large producers of the same classes 
of articles. Of most of them, we, incommon with 
Canada, produce a large surplus, which must seek 
a market in some foreign country. But we never 
have found, and never shall find, that market in 
Canada, or in any of the provinces embraced in 
the treaty. To Canada, the privilege of export- 
ing to the United States free of duty the articles 
embraced in the schedule, is one of incalculable 
value. leis all that she could ask or desire—for 
the schedule embraces everything she has to ex- 
port. To us, the privilege of exporting the same 
articles, duty free to Canada, is but the barren 
privilege of ‘carrying coals to Newcastle.” 

It is true that Canada, and the other British 
provinces embraced in the treaty, would open to 
us a most desirable market for a great varicty of 
the productions of our manufactories, and our 
workshops, if they could go there duty free, or 
at reasonable rates of duty. They would furnish 
a valuable market for our leather, boots, and 
shoes, and other manufactures of leather; for our 
reaping, mowing, and threshing machines, and 
other agricultural implements; for our multifari- 
ous manufactures of iron, of steel, of brass, and 
other metals; for our carriages, saddlery, and har- 
ness; for our machinery, our fire-arms, and our 
edge-tools; for our cotton, woolen, and India-rub- 
ber goods, and for an almost endless variety of 
the products of Yankee ingenuity, industry, and 
enterprise, which I shall not attempt to cnumer- 
ate. But all these productions are excluded from 


the schedule with as scrupulous a care as every | 


conceivable article of Canadian production which 
can find a market in this country is included in 
it. And not only are they excluded from the list 
of articles made free by the treaty, but the colo- 
nial authorities are left at liberty to increase their 
imposts upon them at pleasure—a privilege they 
have exercised to the point of prohibition in re- 
spect to many of them. 

Mr. Chairman, when the President shall, in his 
own good time, respond to the resoiution which 
has just been read, he will doubtless send us a 
copy of the report recently made by Hon. Israel 
T. Hatch, of the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent, who was appointed a spe- 
cial agent to examine into the operations of this 
treaty, and report thereon. I desired much that 
that document should be communicated to this 
House before I should proceed to the discussion 
of this subject; but iam not wholly ignorant 
of the character of its contents.. When it shall 
be made public, if E am not greatly. mistaken, 


it will be found to justify, and more than justify, 
all that I have said, or shall say, in denunci- 
ation of this treaty as an unmitigated cheat and 
swindle. Lat ; ; 

I propose to examine, first, the effects of this 
treaty upon our Federal revenues. During the 
year 1854, which was the last year previous to’ 
the taking effect of the treaty, we derived a reve- 
nue from articles imported from Canada alone, 
which are now made free by the treaty, of about 
$1,250,000, and, including all the provinces em- 
braced in the treaty, amounting to more than 
$1,500,000. Assuming that the revenues from 
these sources would have continued to increase, 
since that year, in the same ratio that it had in- 
creased for five years previously, it would have 
now reached nearly $2,000,000 per annum, if the 
treaty had never been made, and would ‘have 
amounted in the aggregate, since the time that the 
treaty took effect, to more than eleven million dol- 
lars. But this‘branch of our foreign commerce, 
instead of yielding us an-annual revenue of some 
$2,000,000; is now, under the operation of the 
treaty, an actual drain upon the Treasury to the 
extent of about fifty thousand dollars per annum. 
For, since the treaty went into operation, the rev- 
enue received at the various ports of entry on our 
northern frontier has so fallen off that the ex- 
penses of collecting it, during the last four years, 
exceed the gross receipts by the sum of $189,730. 
And yet, to guard against the surreptitious intro- 
duction of foreign merchandise through these 
northern ports, itis absolutely necessary to main- 
tain the same custom-house organization on our 
northern frontier, and at the same expense as 
when duties were collected on the articles which 
now come in duty free. : 

Mr. Chairman, the fact that this treaty has 
operated to diminish our revenue, does not neces- 
sarily condemn it. If the people have received 
equivalents in some ether form—if it has opened 
new markets for the products of their labor; if it 
has lightened the burdens imposed upon their ex- 
port trade, or stimulated industry and enterprise 
at home, these benefits should be placed to its 
credit, and set off against any loss to the Federal 
revenues which may have resulted from it. But, 
sir, an examination of its practical operations and 
effects will reveal no such redeeming traits in its 
character. It has tended, rather, to restrict than 
to enlarge the foreign markets for our exportable 
productions. . It has imposed new burdens upon 
ourexport trade, instead of lightening those which 
before oppressed it. : And, instead of stimulating 
domestic industry and enterprise, it has invited 
the productions of foreign labor and foreign soils, 
to compete with the productions of our own citi- 
zens, in our own markets. 

The effect of the treaty in throwing upon our 
markets, duty free, a large increase of Canadian 
productions, to compete with similar productions 
of our own soil, is strikingly exhibited by a litde 
table which I will now present. This table shows 
the amounts of goods imported from Canada, 
chargeable with duty, and free of duty, for four, 
years next preceding the treaty, in contrast with 
the amounts of both classes imported during four 
years subsequent to the treaty. 

IMPORTATIONS FROM CANADA TO THE UNITED STATES. 

Prior tothe Treaty. 


Free of duty. Subject to duty. 


1851.. pee eeceee eses- 0G lj529,685 3.496, 786 
185 lie TLSTE 3,828,398 
© 1,179,682 4,098,434 

380,040 6,340,498 

$3,850,979 $17,695,116 


Subsequent to the Treaty. 


Free of duty. Subject to duty. 


1856"... eee ETE AEN $15,847,822 $040,375 
1857 a.na. < "47,600,737 691,097 
1853.. < 11,267,618 313,953 
1859 viicscecceeeesee cesses 13,703,743 504,969 

$59,419,995 $2,150 394 


From this table it will be seen that during the 
four years next succeeding the treaty, our im- 
ports from Canada amounted to nearly three times 
as much as during the four years immediately 
preceding its ratification. It will also. be seen, 


* The importations of 1855 are omitted, because they 
were in part made before the treaty took effect, and impart 
afterwards. ee : 


1860.] 
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that while for four years next preceding the trea- 
ty, more than four fifths of’ all our importations 
from Canada were’ subject to duty, for the four 
years subsequent to it less than one twenty-ninth 
part of them have contributed anything whatever 
to our ravenue, And even of the trifling amounts 
of importations from that country which have 
paid ‘duties since the treaty, less than one third 
are the productions of Canada. Of the $2,150,394: 
paying duty during the four years subsequent to 
the treaty, as shown by the foregoing table, iron, 
hardware, und salt, articles not produced in Canada 
for exportation, make up the sum of $1,548,156, - 
being more than two thirds of the whole amount. 
So that in fact, of all the productions of Canada 
which: seek our markets, the proportion paying 
duty is so utterly insignificant as to be wholly un- 
worthy of consideration; ranging, one year with 
another, somewhere between two and three per 
centum only. ° 

On the other hand; we still continue to pay 
heavy and increased duties upon much more than 
one half of all our exports to Canada, as will 
appear by another table which I now present, 
showing the value of our exports to that country, 
paying duty and free of duty, for the four years 
next succeeding the year that the treaty took 
effect: 
Value of goods exported from the United States to Canada. 


Paying duty. Freeof duty. 
1855.05.08 (ei Fade eigeied ov on viele $1,445,472 © $9,379,204 
1856.. -12,770,923 9,933,586 
1857. sense 9,966,430 10,258,220 
WEST. svarseseracweseisscessss 8,473,607 7,161,958 
$42,660,432 $36,752,968 


Of the articles which go to make up this item 
of $36,732,968, exported to Canada free of duty, 
only asmall proportion have gone in free because of 
the treaty, the leading varieties having been admit- 
ted free before the treaty existed. Wheat, forin- 
stance, one of the large items.on the list of our free 
exports to Canada, was admitted free before the 
treaty, and would have continued so if the treaty 
had never been made, because it is the interest of 
Canadian millers and ship-owners to have it so 
admitted. It does not go to Canada for consump- 
tion there—-Canada herself producing much more 
wheat than she consumes. It is either returned 
to us in the form of flour, duty free, or shipped 
abroad. In either case the effect is rather preju- 
dicial than beneficial to American industry and 
enterprise. If it goes to Canada merely to be 
converted into flour and returned to us, our mill- 
ers lose the profit of manufacturing it. If it goes 
there to be shipped to Europe, in foregn bottoms, 
our ship-owners lose the profits of carrying it. | 

„So, although our wheat does not go into Can- 
ada free of duty, because of the treaty, it would 
be no argument in favor of the treaty even if it 
did. . Indian corn, another prominent item in the 
free list, was also frec before the treaty, and would 
have remained free independent of the treaty, 
because Canada is not herself a corn-producing 
country, and finds it to her advantage to purchase 
corn from us. 

In the tables. I have presented, of exports and 
imports to and from the United States and Canada, 
foreign merchandise, -merely carried through the 
respective countries, is included. To show the 
effects of the treaty upon the industrial interests of 
the two countries, however, foreign merchandise 
should be excluded, and the domestic products of 
the respective countries only embraced. 

I now present, therefore, a table of the products 
of the United States, exported to Canada, and 
paying duties there, and of products of Canada 
imported to this country,and paying duties here, 
for the three years nextafter the treaty went fully 
into effect: : 


Products of the United States paying duty in Canada. _ 


[B56 eee ees Pecgudtalsiiaie. ess Seelatbia'a sete ais eis 'tye aie sae.sie 87,981,284 
1857.. : < 6,203,320 
1858,, 4,524,503 
a K 18,709,107 
Products of Canada paying duty in the United : 
States. 

ee e e o e G196,370 

<.. 160,086 

seer 119,358 
415,814 


DIMCrenCe sersessrssoeroriveeesases ees ea e $13,293,293 | 


Thus it appears, that while our people have |} 


paid duties to Canada, on products of the United ‘ 
States ‘exported to that country, amounting ‘to: 
$18,709,107, the people of Canada have’ paid du-* 
ties on products of their country exported tè this,” 
during the same years, amounting only to the piti- 
ful sum of §415;,814—thħe proportion being forty- 
sixto one. The Lord deliver us from such “ re-: 
ciprocity ” as this! ; tn tag he! 


Thèse, Mr. Chairman, are some of the legiti- 
mate and necessary effects of the treaty. But the: 
Canadian authorities, not content to rest upon the 
immense advantages legitimately flowing from it, 
have availed themselves of ‘an indirect and inci- 
dental power which it gives them, to impose upon 
our export trade to that country, new and intoler- ` 
able burdens. Every year sincé the ratification of 
thetreaty, they have been regularly and systemat- ` 
ically increasing their duties upon the leading ar- 
ticles of American production secking their mar- 
kets, till these duties on many of them, amount 
to a practical prohibition. Every year the Cana-: 
dian Parliament has passed a new tariff act, im- 
posing additional burdens upon importations from ` 
this country. The following table exhibits the 
ad valorem duties that have been levied, by her 
successive tariff acts, since the ratification of the’ 
treaty, upon certain articles which we largely pro- 
duce, and which in times past we largely exported 
to that country. y ; 


1855. 1856. 1857. 1858. 1859. 
Boots and Shoes. . 2 l4 20 2l 25 
Harness....... 17 20 21 25 
Cotton goods. 13} 15 15 20 
Iron goods. 184 15 16 20 
Wood goods l4 15 18 20 
Molasses... n 11 i 18 20 
Refined sugar + 32 28 25 26; 40 
Other sugat............ 275 © 20 WE 2l 30 


Mr. Chairman, you may tell me that these in- 
creased and increasing impositions upon our export 
trade to Canada are not the effects of the treaty. 
Tadmit, sir, that they are not legitimate and neces- 
sary effects of it; but they are, nevertheless, justly 
chargeable to it. If the treaty were not in exist- 
ence, these burdens would not be imposed—we 
could prevent them from being imposed, or, at 
least, counteract their effects. Tf our hands were 
not tied by the treaty, we could retaliate by im- 
positg similar dutiés upon the productions of 
Canada secking our markets, and thus render it 
unprofitable for the Canadian Parliament to in- 
dulge in such legislation toward us. But having 
bound us by the treaty to admit all her produc- 
tions free of duty, without assuming any corre- 
sponding obligation in respect to the productions 
of this country which seek her markets, and with- 
out even binding herself to abstain from imposing 
additional burdens upon them at pleasure, we are 
left wholly at her mercy. Sir, it is altogether 
incomprehensible to me how our Governmentever 
came to be so overreached at every point—how 
itever came to yield its assent to a treaty, the 
legitimate workings of which are so much to our. 
prejudice, without at least requiring some guar- 
antee that it should not be made still more intoler- 
able by such legislation as this. You may de- 
nounce this legislation as being a breach of good 
faith, and in violation of the spirit of the treaty— | 
and it deserves to be so denounced—but that will 
not excuse the blind fatuity which led us into the 
snare. 

Sir, view this treaty from whatever stand-point 
you may, it presents the same forbidding aspect. 
Its effects upon our public revenues, and the pri- 
vate interests of our citizens, are alike pernicious. 
It is prejudicial alike to the mterests of our farm- 
ers and our mechanics, our manufacturers and 
our merchants, our lumbermen and our fisher- 
mien. Its operations are wholly and thoroughly | 
mischievous, presenting scarcely one redeeming | 
trait. 

What are its effects upon the interests of our 
farmers? It throws wide open the gates of our 
markets, always overstocked with the produc- 
tions of our own soil, to a prolific agricultural 
region lying at their very thresholds. “It invites 
free competition from an agricultural people, the | 
fertility and cheapness of whose virgin lands, and 
the comparative lightness of whose taxes, enables į 
them to undersell us in our own markets: Sir, 
those who suppose that the agricultural products 
of Canada, thus thrown upon our markets, have 
no serious influence in depressing prices, have 


Yard fi 


closa GF thé ports 
Ú as a gr lamity’ edt ‘ero 
ers of this country. “And yet ‘it would be lesy! 
injurious’ to ‘their interests than (th hrowing" 
open of our markets to: the Whea óf 
Canada. Durie ‘the fiscal’ yé 


nd four àf’ 
yea AF 


o í tending 
30th of June, 1859, the value of wh 
imported by us from Canada was mo 
ble that of all we’ exported to Engla’ 
year. ee ae 
“The free admission of the agricultural prodic- 
tions to our markets, tends to equalize the valie 
of lands on ‘both sides of the ‘line, to the ‘great’ 
disadvantage of our own landed proprietors. ‘Sir,’ 
it is a self-evident proposition, that Tands on the! 
Canada side of the line, equally productive: with 
lands on our own’ side; are intrinsically ‘worth’as’ 
much, if the same markets are common’ to both,’ 
cand eqadly accessible to both--especially if the’ 
Canada lands are subject to less taxation than 
ours, If'it could be Known that the provisions’ 
of the ‘treaty would be indefinitely perpetuated, ` 
lands in my own district, the richest portion’of 
the Genesee valley, which before thë treaty would: 
have commanded sixty dollars per acre, would be: 
intrinsically worth little, if any more, han lands’ 
on the other side of the line that could have’ been’ 
purchased at the sarne time for less tan tena 
dollars. And this equalization is effected, as muèh' 
by depreciating the value of the ‘higher-priced, 
as by increasing the value of the lower-priced 
lands. : : Epen 

The injurious effects of this treaty upon our’ 
mechanical and manufacturing interests, sprin; 
mainly from the “ unfriendly legislation”? which’ 
the treaty has put it in the power of the Canadian. 
Parliament to practice towards them. Thein- 
creasing duties which have been levied from year 
to year upon the productions of our vor 
and manufactories, since the ratification of the! 
treaty, have been driving them out of the Caña- 
dian markets. Many of these productions which 
still sought those markets in ‘spite ‘of the-increas- 
ing impositions upon them, prior to 1859, are; by: 
the tariff act of that year, wholly excluded. ‘That: 
act has not'been long enough in force to furnish: 
any statistics showing to what-extent importa- 
tions of manufactured articles from ‘this country’ 
will be diminished by it. It appears, however, 
from a table which I have already exhibited, that’ 
the products of this country, paying duty in Can- 
ada, (consisting, almost exclusively, of manu- 
factured articles,) declined from $7,981,284 ‘in 
1856, to $4,524,503‘in 1858. Under the operation 
of the Canadian tariff act-of 1859, the falling off | 
must -be inà, still greater’ ratio. In fact, these 
onerous dutiés are not only driving our manufac- 
tures Gut of the Canadian markets, but they are 
tending to the transfer of capital and enterprise: 
from this country to that. Many of our most 
enterprising manufacturers have already trans- 
planted their establishments to Canadian soil, to 
secure the benefit of her markets without beng 
subjected to these dgties;.and many more» wil. 
follow their example. Thus, under the opera: 
tion of a policy which owes its existence to: this 
treaty, we are not only losing a: valuabletrade, 
but actually losing a most valuable class of cit+ 
izens, and no inconsiderable amount of solid cap- 
ital. S P +3 / 

This. treaty operates. to the prejudice of our 
merchants and‘ traders-also; not only by dimin- 
ishing their sales to Canada of the products of our 
manufactories—cxcluded from her.markets, as. I 
have just shown-~but they also suffer from ‘(uns 
friendly legislation”’-on the part of the Canadian 
Parliament.: Formerly, the people of Canada, 
West purchased many of the productions of for~ 
eign countries in our markets, paying no higher 
duties upon them than if purchased in‘the'toun- 
try of their production, and introduced by the 
river St. Lawrence. ~The duties then being spe- 
cific, they amounted to no more on goods intro+ 
duced by the way of our Atlantic cities than when 
introduced through the St. Lawrence. But the 
law has been changed; and ad valorem duties are’ 
now charged upon the value of the goods at the 
place of purchase, The Canadian purchaser, theré- 
fore, if he now buys his goods in Boston’ or New 
York, must not only pay duty upon’ the original 
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but upon that cost 


cost in. the foreign. country ; 
r ‘ and profits of the 


with interest, freight, insurance, and i 
American merchantadded. This policy now drives 
the merchant of western Canada to Montreal to 
purchase. the goods which he formerly bought in 
our own markets. And this operates not only to 
the -prejudice of our merchants; but of. our car- 
riers ag well. The legislation which has pro- 
duced this result is one of the indirect and. inci- 
dental cffects.of the treaty; at least it is; legisla- 
tion which we might counteract, if our hands were 
not tied by the treaty. . 
. No class of our citizens have felt more keenly 
the pernicious effects of this. abominable treaty 
than our-enterprising lumbermen. We have no 
resources for the production of lumber at all com- 
arable to. the vast primeval. forests of Canada, 
ew. Brunswick, and Nova. Scotia. The timber 
lands.in these provinces are mostly owned by the 
Government, which.grants the privilege of cut- 
ting timber at prices little more than nominal. 
The lumbermen of this country, who have to pay 
high prices for inferior timber lands, cannot suc- 
cessfully compete with the products of these for- 
ests. The throwing open of our markcts to them 
has- rendered many large investments in the tim- 
ber lands of this country ruinous to their pro- 
prietors, and stricken. down numerous large en- 
terprises undertaken by our citizens with the 
brightest prospects of success. Much Amcrican 
capital and. enterprise has thus been. driven out 
of our own country to seek investment and em- 
ployment in the forests of these provinces. 

Zveh our fishermen, for whose special benefit 
the Jarge concessions of this.treaty were supposed 
to be made, find that the privilege accorded to them 
of taking fish in the bays, harbors, and creeks of 
the British provinces, is more than counterbal- 
anced by the like privilege extended to British 
subjects, of taking fish upon our shores and coasts, 
coupled, as it is, with the still more important 
privilege of introducing the produets of their fish- 
erles into our markets duty free. 

Pennsylvania will in vain demand protection to 
her great coal interest while this wreaty remains 
in force. So long as Nova Scotia, by means of 
cheap and easy water-carviage, can throw the 
products of her extensive coal mines into all our 
seaboard markets duty free, protection to the coal 
interests of Pennsylvania and Maryland will be 
wholly out of the question, In vain will they 
appeal. to Congress for relief, while our power to 
grant itis paralyzed by this treaty. ; 

Mr. Chairman, without pretending to go very 
thoroughly into. this subject, or to notice any but 


the most prominent features in the operations of | 


this treaty, L trust 1 have succeeded in showing 
that there is no “reciprocity” inthe article which 
provides for a free interchange of. the commodi- 
ties enumerated, in.the schedule. I trust I have 
succeeded in showing, that as affecting every pub- 
lic-or private interest, the advantages of this ar- 
rangement.are all on one side, and all against us. 
Where, then, are the reciprocal benefits conferred 
upon our citizens? Outside of this arrangement, 
for the free interchange ofthe productions spe- 
cified in the schedule, there are hut two provis- 
ions of the treaty which. pretend to confer any 
privileges or benefits upon the people of this coun- 
try. 

These provisions are: ; 

“i. The grant of a privilege to the inhabitants of the’ 
United States to take fish of every kind, except shell fish, 
on the sca-coast and shores, and iu the bays, harbors, and 
erecks of Canada, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, and 
Prince Edward’s Island, and of the several islands adjacent 
theretu, without being restricted to any distance from the 


shore; and-of drying their nets and curing their fish on the 
shores of those colonies and islands. 


«2, A grant to the citizens of the United States of the | 


right to navigate the river St. Lawrence and the canals in 
Canada, used as the means of cominunicating between the 
great lakes and the Atlantic ocean, with their vessels, 
boats, and crafts, subject only to the same tolls and assess- 
ments as are or may be exacted of British subjects.” 

Sir, if we have received any benefits from the 
treaty to compensate us, in the slightest degree, 
for the ruinous concessions made by the third 
article, it must be by virtue of one or the other, 
or both, of these provisions. 

‘TE have already stated that the privileges con- 
ferred by the fishery. grant are more than com- 
pensated by a similar privilege extended to Brit- 
ish subjects on our part, and by the privilege of 


introducing the products of their fisheries to our 


markets duty free. I do not pretend to under- 
stand this branch of the subject very well myself, 
but Lam informed, by. those who represent large 
fishing interests on this floor, that the treaty 1s 
regarded as prejudicial to those interests. ‘This 


being the- case, we get no. “reciprocity” under | 


this fishing grant. Si ane: f 

We have only the privilege of navigating the 
river St, Lawrence and the canals of Canada, to 
fall back upon; and.if wedo notfinds¢ reciproetty', 
here, we may as well abandon, the search. 

The anticipated advantages to be derived from 
the free navigation of the St. Lawrence have 
proved utterly delusive. That river is ice-bound 
nearly half ie year; and: when it is open, our 
navigators-do not see fit to avail themselyes of the 
privilege of using it. Since the ratification of the 
treaty, up to the closing of navigation in 1859, it 
appears, by official statements, that only forty 
American vessels, with only twelve thousand five 
hundred and fifty tons burden, had passed seaward 
through that river, and only nineteen vessels, with 
only five thousand four hundred and forty-six 
tons burden, had returned from sea through the 
same channel. 
the much vaunted benefits we were to derive from 
the free navigation of the St. Lawrence. Wasit 
for this that we sacrificed an annual revenue of 
$2,000,000? Was it for this that wg threw open 
our ports to all the agricultural products of the 
British provinces, to surfeit our markets, already 
made plethoric by the productions of our own 
soil? Was it for this that we put it in the power 
of the Canadian Parliament to drive the products 
of our workshops and manufactories from her 
marts, by the imposition of onerous taxes upon 
them? as it for this that we struck down the 
value of our timber lands, and visited disaster and 
ruin upon many enterprising citizens who. were 
engaged in the lumbering business? Isit forthis 
that capital and enterprise are being driven out of 
oo own country, an transplanted toa foreign 
soil? : 

But, sir, even this miserable privilege of nav- 
igating the St. Lawrence was only granted to us 
upon the condition that British subjects should 
have the right freely to navigate Lake Michigan 
with their vessels, boats, and crafts, so long as the 

rivilege of navigating the St. Lawrence should 
be enjoyed by American citizens. And now let 
us see how these reciprocal privileges compare, 
as to results. In the year 1857 one hundred and 
nine British vessels cleared from the single port 
of Chicago, on Lake Michigan—freighted, doubt- 
less, mainly by the products of our great grain 
growing region of the Northwest—to the great 
detriment of our own ship-owners and carriers. 
Thus, it will be seen, that instead of receiving 
any benefits from the privilege of navigating the 
St. Lawrence, to compensate for the large con- 
cessions of the treaty, we only obtained that 
privilege by granting a similar one to British sub- 
jects, of ten times its value. 

I object, furthermore, to this article in respect 
to the navigation of the St. Lawrence, that, by 
receiving it as a favor. for a limited period, and 
for an expressed and continuing consideration, 
we preclude ourselves from taking the higherand 
true ground, that it belongs to us by the law of 
nations. That is a position we ought never to 
yield. We occupied it in respect to the Missis- 
sippi, when Louisiana belonged to a foreign Pow- 
er. it is the position to which the publicists of 
Europe have been steadily tending since the trea- 
ties of 1815, which terminated the great wars of 
Napoleon, and it is even more imperatively de- 
manded by the geography of this continent. We 


| are insisting upon it at this time in the interest of 


our commerce with the nations upon the valleys 
of the great rivers of South America, and we 
ought not to abandon it in our own case, as the 
occupants of a part of the upper valley of the St. 
Lawrence. And yet, accepung this privilege of 
outlet to the sea as a purchased favor under this 
treaty, why are we not estopped from claiming 
it as our right under the law of nations? 


The privilege of navigating the canals of Can- 


ada, communicating between the great lakes and 
the ocean, with our vessels, boats, and crafts, on 
payment of the same tolls as are charged to Brit- 
ish subjects, was no new privilege granted by the. 


And this is the sum total of all 


treaty. Itis a privilege which-we had enjoyed 
before, without any treaty stipulation on the sub- 
ject, and which it would have been the height of, 
folly, on the part of the Canadian government, 
to have withdrawn from us. These canals were 
built for the purpose of drawing the trade of our 
western States to the ports of Montreal and Que- 
bec; and to elose them against our vessels would 
not only defeat the object for. which they were 
created, but diminishtherevenues derivable there- 
from. We need no treaty stipulations to protect 
us against an act so suicidal, And yet we are not 
permitted to enjoy this privilege even, in the true 
spirit in which it was granted. By a regulation 
of the Canadian government, wheat, flour, and- 
corn, passing through the Welland canal, only. 
twenty-eight miles in length, are charged the same 
tolls as if they also passed. through all the St. 
Lawrence canals to the ocean. ‘These articles 
constitute almost the entire freight of our vessels 
passing through the Welland canal, and not one 
in twenty of our vessels pass through any other 
canal butthat. Although this regulation applies 
as well to British vessels as.to our own, yet as 
nearly all the wheat, flour, and corn, trarsported 
by. the Welland canal, is carried by American 
vessels, the hardship falls almost exclusively upon 
American interests. The regulation, therefore, 
practically operates as an odious discrimination 
against us. : 

Mr. Chairman, 1 have now gone through with 
my indictment against this misnamed * recipro- 
city treaty.” In the limited time allotted to me, 
I have only been able to arraign it upon some of 
its most glaring enormities; nor could I attempt 
to elaborate an argument upon a single count In 
the indictment. The treaty is the parentof a long 
line of minor evils, which have either sprung di- 
rectly from its loins, or resulted from acts of the 
Canadian Parliament, which never would have 
been passed if the treaty.had not been in existe 
ence. All these I have been compelled to pass 
over entirely. 

And now; sir, having shown some of the evils: 
of this treaty, I come to the important question, 
what is the appropriate remedy for them? Must 


| we quietly submit to them for five years longer, 


and then merely give notice that we desire to 
terminate the treaty at the end of another year? 
Sir, Lam opposed to this dilatory action. I would 


| strike at once at the root of the evil by abrogating 


the treaty, if that be practicable; and if not, 1 
would lop off its branches by a resort to every 
kind of retaliatory legislation within our power. 

But, sir, in my judgment, we have a right to 
abrogate this treaty at once. It has been persist- 
ently violated in its spirit, if not in its letter, by 
the Canadian government, ever since the day that 
it was ratified. [ts avowed and manifest objects 
have been wholly perverted, and it has been used 
asa means of defeating and utterly abolishing the 
international policy which it was intended to fos- 
ter and build up. For years before this treaty 
-was made, the British Government, through her 
accredited diplomatic agents, had been urging 
upon our Government the importance of entering 
into some arrangement to facilitate trade and com- 
merce between this country and the neighboring 
British colonies, for the mutual and reciprocal 
benefit of the people of beth countries. That the 
treaty was intended to promote trade in both di-. 
rections—to increase the sales of our products to 
the people of the British colonies, as well as our 
purchases. of their products, is a proposition that 
does not admit of a doubt. To assume that our 
Government would have entered into it, with the 
understanding that it was to be the foundation of 
a policy which should close the ports of the Brit- 
ish colonies against all the products of this coun- 
try which could finda marketthere, while admit- 
ting all the exportable products of those colonies 
to unrestricted access to our markets, would be 
to assume that our Government had deliberately 
and maliciously conspired against the interests of 
its own citizens for the advantage of strangers 
and. aliens. If the history of the negotiauons 
which led to the treaty were wholly blotted out, 
reason and common sense would forbid any such 
assumption, The object of the treaty was form- 
ally declared, in the preamble, to be, “to regu- 
late the commerce and navigation between their 
respective territories and people, and more espe- 
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America and the United States, in such manner as 
to render the same reciprocally beneficial and satis- 
factory.’ Now, sir, when a treaty, whose objects 
are thus Solemnly declared by its own language, | 
is so perverted by one party as to utterly defeat 
those objects, and produce directly opposite re- 
sults, is. the other party bound to adhere to it? 
‘Fhat such has-been the effect of the legislation 
of the Canadian Parliament, since the ratification 
ofthe treaty, is undeniable. -They have not only 
annually increased their imposts upon all the 
prodyguons of this country which seek their 
markets, but they have so modified their tariff 
laws as practically to discriminate against im- |! 
portations from this country, in favor of all other | 
countries. 
The tendency of their legislation has been to | 
compel the people of Canada to purchase their | 
imports from any other country upon earth, in | 
preference to the country to which they sell their 
exports. The effect has been, a rapid decline in 
our export trade to Canada, ever since the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty. And now, by their late 
tariff act of 1859 they have increased these duties 
to such a point, as must henceforth almost anni- 
hilate our export trade to that country. Sir, had | 
the Canadian Parliamentaright,immediately upon | 
the ratification of the treaty, to pass a law abso- | 
lutely prohibiting all importations from this coun- 
try, except of the articles specified in the treaty ? |} 
Can anybody doubt that such legislation would 
have been in flagrant violation of the treaty ? Willi 
anybody contend that we should be bound by the | 
treaty in the face of such legislation? And if 
Canada could not, consistently with the treaty, 
at once lay an absolute embargo upon importa- | 
tions from this country, can she gradually effect, || 
the same result by increasing her imposts from || 
year to year, and so modifying her tariff laws as | 
to discriminate against it? | 
Sir, as the avowed object of this treaty was, | 
according to its own terms, ‘to regulate com- | 
merce and navigation” between the two countries | 
in ‘such manner as to render the same recipro- | 
cally beneficial and satisfactory,” any actby either | 
party tending to prohibit and abolish such com- || 
merce, is not only a violation of the spirit of the 
treaty, but of its express letter. When the treaty, 
setting out with this broad and liberal declaration 
of its objects, went on to specify certain enumer- |; 
ated articles which should be admitted into cach || 
country from the other, entirely free of duty, was ji 
there not an implied agreement that articles not | 
specified should continue to be admitted into each |; 
country on at least as favorable termsas then èx- | 
isted? It appears to me, sir, that any other con- || 
struction of the treaty makes it an instrument to || 
defeat the very policy and objects which, accord- | 
ing to its own terms, it was intended to foster and 
promote. : 
Mr. Chairman, no one holds our treaty obliga- 
tions moré sacred than Ido, I would perform, 
with scrupulous fidelity, all our international en- | 
gagements, without stopping to weigh the advant- 
ages, so long as good faith was kept towards us 
on the other side. But when a treaty, imposing 
mutual obligations and duties, is persistently vio- 
lated, circumvented, and perverted by one party, | 
I hold that it ceases to impose obligations on the | 
other. In such a case, the injured party has a |! 
twofold remedy. It can either appeal to the last || 
arbiter of nations, to compel the delinquent party | 
to perform its duty; or it can annul the treaty, | 
and drive the other party to offensive measures, | 
if she does not choose to submit. Sir, in my | 


| 
H 
i 
judgment, this choice of remedies is presented to I 
us in respect to this treaty. If the treaty, faith- |! 
fully performed on both sides, would inure to our | 
benefit, it might be policy to hold the other party i 
to its strict performance. But inasmuch as i will ii 
operate to our disadvantage in any event, Í would |; 
resort to the other remedy—annul it, and take the |j 
consequences. Entertaining these views, it is my || 
intention, at an early day, to introduce a bill to re- |i 
peal the act of August 5, 1854, to carry into effect || 
the provisions of this treaty, and the act amend- 
atory thereto, approved March 2, 1855—with a 
clause declaring all imports from the British North 
American provinces subject to the same duties 
as are imposed upon imporis from other coun- 
tries. ~ $ 
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SPEECH OF HON. H. G. BLAKE, 
OF OHIO, o 0o 


Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 12, 1860. 


The House heing in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— z, : 


Mr. BLAKE said: 

“< Letus have faith that right makes might; and in that faith 
let us, to the end, dare to do our duty as we understand it.” 

That sentiment, Mr. Chairman, of Abraham 
Lincoln, is worthy the head and the heart of the 
standard-bearer of the Republican party, and 
should form the text for action of every honest 
man. : 

Mr. Chairman, on the 27th day of last March, 
I had the honor to move in this House a pream- 
ble and resolution, which Į regarded as simply 
announcing a self-evident principle, and propos- 
ing a very harmless inquiry. But gentlemen on 
the other side, who are always on the look-out 
for “incendiary” matter, and whose greatest 
trouble appears to be that we furnish them so little 
that they can brand as such, thought they discov- 
ered in it what their morbid appetites so much 
crave, and they seized upon it with an avidity 


| which nothing, save the Helper book, has excited 


since the commencement of the present session. 
No time would be allowed for debate, and noth- 
ing could be said at the time to explain the objects 
of the resolution; but the House was driven. to 
an immediate vote. 

Some Republicans, I infer, apprehended that 
there might be some latent mischief in it, not dis- 
coverable to the naked eye, as they recorded their 
votes agains. it. And even some who voted for it 
are perhaps rather disposed to apologize for the act 
than to defend it. The preamble was never voted 
upon at all, and no member of the House has in- 
curred any responsibility by indorsing it. If it 
contains anything ‘treasonable’’ or “ incendi- 
ary,” I must bear the odium of it alone, having 
no one to divide the responsibility with.me. But, 
after a careful review of both the preamble and 
the resolution, L can discover nothing in either.to 
retract or apologize for—nothing which Iam un- 
willing to stand up to and defend—nothing but 
what the lionest judgment of every thinking ma 
in the nation will say- is clearly right.” Lask, sj 
to have the preamble and resolution.read. |; 

They were read, as follows: 

« Whereas the chattelizing of mankind and the holding 


l; of persons as property are contrary to natural justice and 
į the fun 


sental principles of our political system, and are 
notoriously a reproach to our country throughoat the civil- 
ized world, and a serious hinderance to the progress of re- 


! publican liberty among the nations of the earth: Therefore, 


* Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, 


| and the sanre are hereby, instructed to inquire into the ex- 
| pediency of reporting a bill giving frecdom to every human 
| being and interdicting slavery wherever Congress has the 
i constitutional power to legislate on the subject.” 


Mr. BLAKE. Now, sir, what is the first prop- 


osition contained in this ‘terrible’? preamble? 


4 Itis, that the holding of persons as property— 
| making slaves of men, women and children—is | 


contrary to natural justice. Does any one dis- 
pute this? Willany gentleman contend that one 


| man can havea natural right of property in an- 


other man? Ifso, Lam not disposed to argue the 
question with him; for Lam sure that man’s mind 
must be so intrenched behind a mountain of pre- 
judice, that no argument could ever reach it; and 
it requires more powers of reasoning than I claim 
to possess, to make a self-evident proposition 
more evident. It is true, my colleague [Mr. Sra». 
ton] did, a few days since, condescend to argue 


this question briefly; and if anybody ever suc- | 


ceeded in making a self-evident truth more appa- 
rent, he is entitled to that credit. No one, I pre- 
sume, will venture to dispute the proposition laid 


down by him, that in the case of two men cast | 


upon an uninhabited island, one could have no 
right to enslave the other, and make him his prop- 
erty, unless, indeed, ohe should happen to be a 
white man and the other a negro. In that case, 
it may be that some gentleman would contend, 
that the white man would have a natural right to 
enslave the negro. Poet ; 

But how much would the right of. the white 
man amount to, if the negro should, in a trial of 


aes 


inated could ‘not -be held as a slave 


| flowed in the same veins?> 


strength, prove ‘thé stronger of the two; 
slave‘the white man? The: negto, in tha 
would show. that “he possessed the -natara 
to enslave the white fai sgis 0 yoa 

But, sir, slavery in this: country. is. nòt based 
upon the theory that the white nian ‘hasia natur 
right to hold the negro in ‘bondage. <H it were 
a:man in-whom the white blood: largel 


skinned-brother, instead of being doomed to per: 
petual servitude himself. ` But-you:hold:acman in: 
slavery, who is born of a slave mother, without; 
reference to the amount of negro blood in his veins 
According to the census’ of 1850,:there were : 

that time in the slave States. two: hundred. and: 
forty-six thousand six hundred: and: thirty-five’ 
mulatto slaves. A man having so slight.aniad-: 
mixture of negro-blood that you can discover io: 
difference between him and the. pure Caucasian,, 
is, to all intents and purposes, a. white mans and 
yet such. men are held in slavery. “Now, sir, if: 


| the relation of master and. slave. depended upon. 


the natural right of the white man to enslave the: 
negro, what would be the condition of a person 
seven cighths white, and only one eighth black ? 
Could you hold the seven eighths of white blood 
in bondage, because one eighth. of negro blood 
Would notsuch aperi 
son have just seven times. as much right to his: 
freedom as'any one could have-to hold him in’ 
bondage? According to this theory, of a natural 
right in the white man to hold the negro-in sla- 
very, it is clear that a person in whom the blood.” 
of the white race predominated could not be held 
asaslave. Andif southern gentlemen plant them- 
selves upon this theory, and carry it out to its 
legitimate results, they will find that a process'is 
now going on among them which will prove 
vastly more destructive to their interests in slave 
roperty than any underground railroad or John 
3rown raid. 
Perhaps it may be claimed, however, that the 
slightest admixture of negro blood. so taints the 
whole as to reduce the unfortunate person. in 


į whose veins it flows to the legal status of a full- 


blooded negro. But this theory ‘will not: hold 
‘ood; because, ini some, if not all of the slave 
States, you permit aman ofinegro blood, and even 
afall-blooded negro, if free himself, to hold slaves; 
In some instances the master. has a much larger 
proportion of negro blood in his veins than some 
of those he holds in slavery. Now, if slavery 
was based upon. the theory of a natural right in’ 
the white man to enslave the negro, this could not 
be; The negro or the mulatto could not hold the 
quadroon in slavery. Carry out.the theory, and 
you would reverse- their positions--making:the: 


| slave the master, and the master the slave. 


Bat I have pursued this argument far enaugh, 
and I trust that I have satisfied my-southern 
friends that their system of slavery is’ not based 
upon the theory of a natural right in one man to 
hold another man as property. {[f'so, Lhope they 
are also satisfied that the first averment in the 
preamble—which is simply a denial of the existe 
ence of any such natural right—is not ‘t incendis 
ary.” It is, in fact, what Thomas Jefferson, in 
better language and with greater power, declared 
on the 4th of July, 1776: 


«We hold these truths to be self-evident :. that all met 
are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain inalienable rights; that among these are life, 


| liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. hat, to secure these 
| rights, Governments are instituted among met, deriving 
| their just powers froni the consent of the governed.” 


The next proposition contained in the preamble 
is, that the holding of persons as propérty is 
“contrary to the fundamental principles of out 
political system.” Will any gentleman’ deny 
this? 

Sir, when our fathers resolved to sever their 
connection with the mother countiy, and set upa 
new political system for themselves and their pos- 
terity, they proclaimed tothe world, by a solemn 
declaration, the cardinal ‘principles which it was 
their object to establish and maintain. “Where, 


| then, shall we look for an authoritative announce- 


ment of the fundamental principles upon which 


| our political: system is based, if not to that dèc- 
| laration? And if we loak ta that, what do we find? 


The very first great principle announced ih- that 
instrument is; “that all men are created equal,” - 


_ domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
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This great principle..they declared to be a “‘self- 
evident truth,”’ and fer the support of which they 
pledged sa- | 
ered bonor.” They inscribed them upon the chief | 
cornerstone in the foundation of our political 
fabric... And now,sir, is not the proposition, that 
one mani has a natural right to-hold another man 
as: property, in direct and flagrant conflict with 
every principle containeđ in the Declaration of In- 
dependence? And when you have succeeded in 
establishing this doctrine inthe administration of 
the. Government—which I pray: God you may 
never beable to do—have you not essentially and 
fundamentally changed the Government which 
our fathers formed to “establish justice, insure 


fense; promote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our poster- | 
ity??? You. may. deny the truth of these princi- 

ples; you may pronounce them all the vague the- 

ories of a wild fanaticism; you may declare that 

what our fathers regarded as self-evident truths 

are in fact self-evident falsehoods, but you cannot 

deny that they lie at the. very foundation of our 

political system. = i -E 

Another proposition contained in the preamble 
is, that slavery is “a reproach to our country 
throughout. the civilized world, and a serious 
hinderance to.the progress of republican liberty 
among the nations of the carth. Is not this 
true? What civilized nation on the face of the 
earth does not reproach us with the great wrong, 
the gigantic sin, which we are inflicting upon an | 

‘oppressed and.down-trodden people ? “What na- 
tion does not-reproach us with the glaring incon- 
sistency which we present@p the world between 
the principles we profess and the practice we per- 
mit? Sir, our slaveholding friends may satisfy 
their own consciences as to the morality and jus- 
tice of “ holding persons as property,” but they 
can never satisfy. the consciences of those whose 
interests are not involved in the question. The 
verdict of the Christian world is against them. 
The most enlightened nations of the earth do re- 
gard negro slavery, as it exists in this country, 
a great national sin, aud therefore ‘a reproach | 
to any people’? who may sanction it. Tt will | 
hardly be denied that whatever tends to bring 
reproach and shame upon us and our institu- 
tions must tend to the ‘hinderance of the prog- | 
ress of republican liberty among the nations of | 
the earth.” 

Mr, Chairman, having said all that I deem it 
necessary to say in defense of the preamble, I now 
come to the resolution. And what great wrong 
or outrage does that propose? Why, sir, it simply 
proposes that a committee of this House, pro- 
found in the knowledge of the law, shall inquire 
into the expediency of reporting a bill ‘giving 
freedam to every human being and interdicting 
slavery wherever Congress has the constitutional į 
power to legislate on the subject.” There is no 
room to cavil about the meaning and intent of this 
resolution. It is, that the Judiciary Commitice 
shall inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
bill to abolish and prohibit slavery wherever Con- 
gress has the constitutional power to abolish and 
prohibit it. It does not even indicate where itis 
supposed that Congress has such power over the 
subject; but leaves that to the inquiry of the com- | 
mittee, who, it is supposed, is fully competent to 
the task. 

Sir, I have no desire to withhold my own opin- 
ion as to the power of Congress over this subject. 
I believe the power to exist in Congress to abol- 
ish and prohibit slavery in all the territory that 
belongs to the United States not included within 
the limits of some sovereign State. This I under- 
stand to be the Republican doctrine. Ido not 
understand that the most conservative Repub- 
licans doubt the plenary power of Congress over 
thesubjectinall our Territories, and inthe District 
of Columbia as well. But some do doubt the expe- 
diency of exercising that power to the full extent 
that we possess it. Some doubt the expediency į 
of exercising it in this District. 

My honorable colleague, the chairman of the 
Committee. of Ways and Means, has said that 
he is opposed to abolishing slavery in this Districts 
but I understood him to be opposed to it on the 
ground of expediency only, and not for any lack 


“ their lives, their fortunes, and their sa- iH 


of power on the: subject.. Other Republicans, 


| doubtless, are opposed to interfering with slavery 


in this District for the same reason. . 
But, looking at slavery as I do—as.a great sin 
against God, and crime against man—I confess I 
am in favor of abolishing it wherever the Consti- 
tution has given us the power. Regarding human 


' oppression as morally wrong, and “contrary to 


the fundamental principles of our political sys- 
tem,” I wifl not recognize the expediency of per- 
mitting that wrong to exist, where we have the 
constitutional power to abate it. Sir, in my judg- 
ment, itis never expedient to do that which is 
morally wrong; and to permit a moral wrong to 
continue which we have power to abate, appears 
to me about the same thing as committing that 
wrong. ; 

Sir, a man need covet no higher compliment 
than Goldsmith paid to one of England’s greatest 
orators and statesmen, when he pronounced him 
“too fond of the right to purswe the expedient.” 
It may be that a man may sometimes err, in too 


| rigidly pursuing the right to the neglect of the 


expedient; but if so, L apprehend thatit is an error 
into which politicians of this age and this country 
are in litle danger of falling. I desire, sir, that 
the people of the free States shall be entirely free 
from the sin and the reproach of human slavery. 
How can this be, so longas the institution is per- 
mitted to exist here, or in any Territory of ‘the 
United States? Slavery in this District and in 
the Territories is under the supreme control of 
Congress; and the people of the United Statesate 
responsible for its existence here and there. The 
people of the slave States are responsible for sla- 
very in the several States, because it is a matter 
exclusively under their control, and over which 
the people of the free States can have no jurisdic- 
tion. Sir, I desire whatever there is of sin about 
slavery shall be exclusively the property of those 
who desire to maintain it and extend it all over 
this continent. My constituents want to bear 
none of the shame and reproach attached to it, 
and therefore would abolish it wherever the Con- 
stitation has given to Congress the power. 

But in declaring it to be my individual opinion 
that Congress ought to abolish and prohibit sla- 
very wherever it has the constitutional power to 
do so, I do not desire to commit any member of 


tthe Republican party, unwillingly, to that pol- 


ey: Tam willing that those who think it expe- 
ignt to refrain from the exercise of this power in 
certain localities, shall enjoy their own opinions 


on dhe.subject, and act upon them. In voting for | 


the rsolution which J proposed, they would have 
done no violence to such opinions. For myself, 
I would only inquire where our constitutional 
power to abolish slavery extended; and wherever 
that might be, I would take it for granted that it 
is expedient to exercise the power. But the res- 
olution was not framed upon this theory. By pro- 
posing an inquiry into the expediency of abolish- 
ing slavery in places where our power to do so is 
admitted, it recognized the question of expediency 
as an open question, fit and proper to be consid- 
ered, notwithstanding the power might be clear 
and unquestionable. Now, although I suppose 
that all Republicans admit the power of Congress 
to abolish slavery in every portion of our terri- 
tory not included within the limits of a sovereign 
State, we do not all agree as to the expediency of 


exercising that power in certain localities, and | 


especially in the District of Columbia. It is only 


on the question of expediency, however, that we | 


differ. Why, then, isnot this very question of ex- 


pediency, upon which alone we do differ, a proper | 


subject of inquiry? 

Perhaps, if the subject was investigated by the 
learned committee to which I proposed to send 
the inquiry, we would all come to think alike 
upon it. Perhaps the committee would ‘be able 
to convince this House and the country that it 
may be expedient to sanction and permit the con- 
tinuance of a wrong, while we have it in our 
power to suppress it. : 

Mr, Chairman, 1 trust I have succeeded in sat- 
isfying the most conservative of my Republican 
friends that there is nothing in the preamble or 


| the resolytion which I had the honor to propose 


to startle or alarm the most timid. I believe I 
kaye conyinced my southern friends that they 
contain nothing more f$ treasonable’’ and ‘“incen- 


diary” than the great cardinal doctrines that all” 


Republicans subscribe to, namely: that slavery 
is morally wrong, and that Congress has fall 
power to prohibit and abolish it in all our na- 
tional territory. 

-There are, no doubt, many southern gentlemen 
who sincerely believe that there is something 
very unfair in a doctrine which denies to them 
the right to take their slaves into the Territories, 
and hold them there as slaves. I have no doubt 
they sincerely believe that this doctrine would 


| deprive them of an equality of rights in the Ter- 


ritories with citizens of the free States. And yet, 
sir, laying aside all question as to the morality of 
slavery, I cannot view the subject in that light. 
The rule is a general one, applicable alike to all 
the States. If it deprives the citizens of South 
Carolina of the privilege of holding slaves.in the 
Territories, it denies to the citizens of Ohio the 
same privilege. The only difference is, that there 
are more persons in South Carolina than in Ohio 
who own slaves, and more, probably; who would 


| desire to own them in any Territory to which 


they might emigrate. If, therefore, the rule would 
operate unequally on this account, the inequality 
would result from a difference in the circum- 


; stances and in the tastes of the people of the two 


States, and not from any partiality in the rule, 
itself. ` $ . : 

Now, sir, if we may test the fairness of the rule 
excluding slavery from the Territories by its cffects 
upon the people of the South, resulting from their 
peculiar circumstances and tastes, may we not, 
with the same propriety, test the fairness of the 
opposite rule by its effects upon the people of the 
North, resulting from their peculiar circumstances 
and tastes? Southern gentlemen complain that, 
if you exclude slavery from the Territories, you 
deprive them of the privilege of using, employ- 
ing, and enjoying thercin, a peculiar kind of prop- 
erty which they have been accustomed to use and 
enjoy, and which it is agreeable to their tastes 
and inclinations to use and enjoy wherever they 
may go. They say, further, that if slavery is per- 
mitted to go into a Territory, that Territory will 
become a slave State; and thereby the power of 
the South will be increased in this House and in 


| theelectoral colleges. Already it is said here that 
twenty Representatives on this floor are indebted 


to slavery for their seats; and more than twenty 
electoral votes were cast for James Buchanan 
at the last presidential election based on negro 
slavery. 

If slavery is excluded from the Territories, itis 
said you exclude the augmentation of this power, 
by+which the slaveholders are permitted to have. 
a representation based on their property in negro 
slaves. With at least equal propriety, northern 
men may complain, that if you permit slavery in 
the Territories, you deprive them of using and 
employing therein the means upon which they 
have been accustomed to rely for subsistence, and 
the only means, as a general rule, upon which 
they can rely, and subject them, besides, to a 
mode of life and social condition wholly repug- 
nant to their tastes and inclinations. And when 
the Territories come to form State governments, 
they will be slave States, and the slaveholder’s 
property will form the basis of representation 
yere, as well as in the Legislatures of the States. 
It is said that, in Virginia, the mother of States 
and statesmen, under this system of slavery, ten 
thousand white men in castern Virginia, simply 
by reason of their slave property, are enabled to 
have as great a representation in one branch of 
the Legislature of that State as_forty thousand 
freemen in western Virginia. This inequality 
will exist wherever slavery is permitted to go. 

The property which the northern emigrant has 
to take with him into the Territories consists of 
his labor, his skill, his industry, and his ingenu- 
ity, Upon the employment of these means he 
must depend for a subsistence, wherever he goes; 
and he cannot profitably employ them where ne- 
gro slavery prevails. 

To admit negro slavery into the Territories is 
to exclude free labor, to a very great extent; and 
to exclude free labor is to exclude immigration 
from the northern and western States. But the 
prohibition of slavery does not exclude or dimin- 
ish immigration from the southern States. On 
the contrary, it invites and increases it. It may 
tend to deter a class of citizens of the South from 
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emigrating to the Territories, but they are not 
only much the smaller class, in point of numbers, 
but the cluss least disposed to emigrate. The 
most numerous classes of the population of the 
South (the non-slaveholding classes) are as much 


interested in excluding slavery from the Territo- | 


ries as the people of the free States. And they 
are-not only by far the most numerous class in 
the South, but emphatically the emigrating class 
of that section. Why, sir, there is no class of 
people in the Union so cager to emigrate as the 
non-slaveholders of the South. They do emi- 
grate, justas fastas they can command the means 
of so doing; and when they emigrate, they almost 
invariably strike for free territory. They have 


felt the heavy hand of slavery, pressing them to | 


the dust; and whenever they cat, they flee from 
it, as from a pestilence. 

Sir, for every slaveholder that would be ex- 
cluded fromthe Territories by prohibiting slavery 
therein, at least twenty free laborers would be 
excluded by establishing it; and yet we are told 
that slavery must be permitted to go into all the 
Territories, to secure equality of rights in them, 
and to the southern States. 


Sir, what kind of equality is that which ineom- | 
modes ‘twenty men to accommodate one-man? | 
What kind of equality is that which permits a | 


slaveholder to have a representation in the legis- 
lation of the country based on his property in 
slaves, and at the same time deprives the non- 
slavcholder of any representation on his property? 
That is the kind of equality, sir, that the wolf 
shows to the lamb, when he seizes and devours it. 

There is something apparently paradoxical in 
the proposition, that one portion of a community 
must be permitted to hold another portion in 
bondage, in order to produce equality of rights 
and privileges. But when our southern friends 
talk of equality of rights, they must be under- 


stood as speaking after the manner of a certain į 


august tribunal, and as recognizing the doctrine 
announced by it, that in this country negroes can 
“have no rights which white men are bound to 
respect.” They must be understood as exclad- 
ing the negroes altogether from the class of men 
who have any business to claim rights or privi- 
leges.. But, even conceding, for the sake of the 
argument, (which I by no means admit to be 
true,) the truth of this abominable dogma, it can 
be shown that scarcely anything could so much 
tend to inequality of rights in the Territories, to 


the laboring men of this Republic, as to extend ; 


slavery over them. 


You may tell me that the non-slaveholders of į 


the South indicate by their votes that they are in 
favor of taking slavery into the Territories—that 
they aid in sending men here to advocate and vote 
for that policy, and to threaten to dissolve the 
Union ifitis thwarted. Why, sir, these people 
ean scarcely be said to have any opinions of their 
owh on political subjects. It is one of the evils 
that slavery inflicts upon them, thatit keeps them 
in poverty and ignorance, and builds up an aris- 
toeracy to think for them and to govern them. 


Public opinion on political subjects inthe slave- j 


holding States is dictated and controlled by the 
slaveholding classes. Practically, they are the 
only classes represented, either in Congress or in 
their State Legislatures Although the non-slave- 
holders of the South may appear to indicate by 
their votes that they are in favor of extending 
slavery over the Territories, yet when you bring 
them to a practical test, you will find that they 
understand where their interests lie, however in- 
consistent their votes and their political associa- 
tions may appear to be with that idea. When 


they come to emigrate, they will prove to you, 


that they prefer free territory to slave territory. 
And, sir, in my judgment, if you would give these 
men the secret ballot, such as the people of the 
free States have, whereby they could give expres- 
sion to their honest convictions of duty, slavery 
would not exist twenty years in any State of this 
Union. 

When these men come to emigrate they exer- 
cise their own judgment; while in the matter of 
voting, as allowed to exercise that right in the 


slave Siates, they act upon the opinion of others. | 
The statistics of emigration in this country will į 


show that while slavery in the South has proved 
a powerful repellant to immigration from the free 
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-greatly in favor of the slaveholding States. Of the 


| a large proportion of this emigration would have | 


living in the free States was nearly three times’ 
that of the natives of free States living in the slave’; 
States. The same tables will show that Pennsyl-_ 
vania then had nearly twice as many immigrants" 
from slave States as Virginia had. immigrants’ 
from the free States. Ohio had nearly five times. 
as many natives of slave States within her limits: 
as Kentucky had natives of free States. These 
returns show that in 1850 all the slave States that 
have been added to the Union since its formation 
did not, in the aggregate, contain as many immi- 
grants from the free States as either Ohio, Indiana, | 
or Ilinois did of immigrants from the slave States. 
In fact, Indiana alone contained nearly as many 
immigrants from the Slave States as all the slave 
States together, including the old and the new, 
did of immigrants from the free States. Whata | 
commentary is this, sir, on the institution of sla- 
very! 

These statistics show clearly, that while slavery 
repels immigration from the free States, freedom | 
attracts it from the slaves States. All the natural 
causes and inducements have been in favor ofa 
large emigration from the northern States to the 
southern, Thenatural tendency of emigration is 
southward rather than northward; from colder to 
warmer climates; from densely populated regions, | 
‘where lands are dear, to more sparsely populated 
regions, where they are cheap. 

in respect to climate, area of territory, and | 
cheapness of lands, the advantages have’ been i 


original thirteen States, the slaveholding have an 
area more than one third larger than the free; and | 
including’all the States added to the Union up to | 
the year 1850, the slavcholding have more than į 
double the area of the frve States. The old free 
States have necessarily thrown off a large emi- 
gration, for want of territory to accommodate 
their rapidly-increasing populations. Naturally, 


been attracted by the mild climate and the cheap 
and fertile lands of the sunny South. ` But the 
curse of slavery was there, to counteract all ‘the 
attractions which a bountiful nature had lavished’ 
upon the land, and to turn aside the current of 
emigration which would otherwise have flowed 


in upon it. f 
On the other hand, no such necessity for a large + 


enf&ration from the slaveholding States has ever 
existed. They have always had abundance of | 
room, and abundance of good and cheap lands | 
within their own limits, to supply all the wants į 
of an increasing population. ` Yet, in spite of all ; 
these inducements to remain, slavery has driven 
out vast hordes of their people, to seek new homes 
in more northern latitudes, where, although the į 
summer sun may shine less brightly, the vernal | 
and autumnal breezes may blow less softly, and | 
the blasts of winter may howl more fiercely, the || 
glorious light of liberty sheds its benign influcnce 
upon society, and the moral atmosphere is never 
chilled by the blighting breath of slavery. 

Mr. Chairman, no other one class of people has į 
contributed so much to the population of that | 
great north western region, consecrated to freedom 
by the ordinance of 1787,as the non-slaveholders 
of the South. No people on the face of the earth 
have ever been so much. benefited by emigrating 
as they have. 

Transplanted to a land where honest labor ele- 
vates and ennobles man, instead of depressing and 
degrading him, they have been raised from a con- 
dition little better than serfdom, to that of sover- 
eigns. They have become lords of the soil, and 
leaders in great enterprises. Their children have 
received the benefits of our common schools and 
our academies of learning, and become qualified 
for thase high places which, in their own coun- 
try, were seldom filled but from the slavcholding 
classes. You will find them largely represented | 
in our learned professions and in our legislative 
assemblics. We send them to this Hall, and to | 
the other branch of the national Legislature, to | 
bear testimony to the wisdom and beneficence of i 
that great Jefersónian policy which forever ex- | 
cluded slavery and involuntary servitude from the | 


| dom, we expect to bring back this Governnyent ‘to 
! the principles and policy of its founders. “Under 


the ‘victory whi 
st which i 


nisat this greit "Battle 
between freedom and slavery, to lead the laboring 
men of the nation. “He is tru s tativa 
man; he represents in his own person the pret 
blessings of freedom over’slavery: “Wit 
blessing, we will bear him’ in ‘triamph 
presidential mansion, there to administer t 
ernment on the principles of Washington’ a 
Jefferson, and to have a care to some other inter- 
ests of this great country of ours, than ‘the right 
of manto property in his fellow-man.’ Under the’ 
lead of this great champion ‘of. territorial free- 


his Administration, I trust in God, we ‘shall et 
bounds to the progress of human slavery, and 
consecrate to freedom every foot of national tèr- 
ritory which we now possess, or may hereafter’ 
acquire, Se ta 
“ I love my country more than J love iiy party,” 
were the inspiring words of Hannibal Hamlin, on’ 
the 12th day of June, 1856, when he’ felt it his’ 
duty to leave the party with which he ‘had: acted 
all his life. Let these words become the rallying’ 
cry of every patriot in the country, and the Goy- 
ernment will be rédeemed from the'hands of those’ 
who have betrayed the confidence of the people; 
the Union, with all its untold blessings, will: be 
preserved; the rights of the people and the rights’ 
of the States, under the Constitution, maintainéd,; 
and liberty and equality triumph in all our aational 
domain. : Pe 
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SPEECH OF HON. F. W. KELLOGG 

OF MICHIGAN, 

In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, | , 

June 12, 1860. 0 o oa 

The House being inthe Committee of the Whole on the 

state of the Union» k E el Da 
Mr. KELLOGG said: : 5 

Mr. Caainman: Sinse I took my seat ana mem- 

ber of the Thirty-Sixth Congress I have not con- 

sumed the time of the House in debate, butlistened 

with patience, and often with profit, to the elo- 


H 


ilequent gentlemen on both sides who have ted in 


these discussions, and contented myself with vots 
ing as I thought the interests of my constituerts 
and the coantry demanded. But this session will 
soon close, and I wish to express my Opinion of 


i; the political questions before’ the House and the 
ij country, and respectfullyast: the attention of gen- 


tlemen for the brief period of time allowed’ me, 


The people of the United States will soon be 
called on-to select a Chief Magistrate for the Ré- 
public, and determine, according to the forms of 


i| law, the political character of the next Congress 
i that shall assemble here. 
| preparation is sounding throughout the country, 


Already’ the note’ of 


and the principles of the different partiesare ever ye 
where discussed. The representatives of the Re- 
publican party recently assembled at Chicago, and 
declared their belief in ‘the necessity of a return 
to those principles which prevailed in the admin- 
istration of our national affairs for more than half 
a century. They also nominated an able and 
popular man for the Presidency, and I believe a 
large majority of the people will support him, and 
endeavor, by his election, to secure thatchange 
of policy and principles which we believe ‘is so 
necessary to the presperity of the nation: 

The revenue laws need remodeling immediately. 
The present tariff operates injuriously to the in- 
terests of the whole country, while at the’ same 
time it does not produce sufficient revenue for the 
wants of the Government. All parties agree in 
taxing imports for the support of Government, 
and I do not think that policy will ever be de- 
parted from. The only question is in reference 
to the manner in which those duties shall beim- 
posed. The Democratic’ party propose to: raise 
the necessary revenue without inquiring as to the 


effect of the course pursued upon the business of 


hed 
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Ho. or Reps. 


the country, . Government, in their estimation, 
has nothing to,do-with that. It may be consti- 
tutional and. eminently proper, for the Govern- 
ment to employ all. its power in protecting the 
slave property ofa few. southern gentlemen who 
May emigrate to our Territorics, but protection. 
to FREE Labor is a very different thing; and gravé 

doubts are expressed at once as to the right of the 
Government to meddle at all in such a matter., 

` T'he Republican party believe it to be the uty 
of the national Government to promote the GEN- 
ERAL WELFARE, by affording adequate protection 
to.the industrial interests of the American people, 
against all foreign competition whatsoever. ‘They 
do not ask protection for one class or one section 
of the country at the expense of another, but de- 
mand the adoption of a wise policy, which shall 
benefit the business of the whole country. This, 
we believe, can be accomplished in the imposition 
of duties, by a proper discrimination in favor of 
those interests which need the fostering aid of 
Government. Why any one should object to this 
policy | cannot understand. All history is fruit- 
ful of facts in its favor. Never, in any country, 
have manufactories been established inthe face 
of free trade with other nations and without that 
protection Government only can bestow. 

Like, the teachings of the New Testament on 
questions of political economy. St. Paul bids us 
“Do good unto all men as we have opportunity, 
BUT ESPECIALLY TO THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH.” 
That is, take care of yourselves and your own 
families and country first, and then do good unto 
others as opportunity offers. ; 

Self-preservation or protection is the first law 
of nature, and as necessary to nations as individ- 
uals. Our true policy is to import no more than 
our natural exports will pay for, and thus keep 
the most of the gold we have in our own country, 
instead of sending it to Europe, In this way we 
shall build up manufactories of our own, and fur- 
nish constant and profitable employment for our 
laboring men. The farmer would have a good 
home market, with steady prices, for his produce, 
and the whole country would prosper, Under this 
policy, England has become the wealthiest nation 
mm the world; and if we are wise we shall follow 
her example. 2 

I appeal to the worKINGMEN of the land for their 
support; for it is of more importance to the labor 
than the capital of the country. Let the policy 
of the Democratic party be persevered in a few 
years longer, and our workingmen would be re- 
duced to the condition of slaves, deprived of the 
luxuries of life, and toiling for a bare subsistence. 
But adopt the policy we advocate, and enforce it 
permanently, and ihe result will be GooD WAGES 
for the workingmen, coop prices for the products 
of our farmers, and a GOLD CURRENCY for the busi- 
ness. of the country. Its beneficent influences 
would extend to every part of the nation, and our 
whole country would rapidly become rich, power- 
ful, and independent. 

Our policy in relation to the public lands is well 
understood by the people, and meets with their 
unqualified approval. The homestead bill, as it 
passed this House, must sooner or later become 
a law, and under its operation our national do- 
main, no longer monopolized by speculators, will 
be converted into homes for an intelligent and 
hardy yeomanry—the fit custodians of the liber- 
ties of their country. . 

The Republican party are in favor of making 
such appropriations for light-houses, harbors, and 
other facilities to navigation, as are necessary to 
the prosperity of the growing commerce on the 
great lakes of the Northwest. The past and pres- 
ent Democratic Administrations have paid no at- 
tention to our wants, and | feel assured that we 
need. not hope for any until the Republican party 
are in power. Iam no advocate of any extended 
system of internal improvements, for the benefit 
of particular localities only; but this commerce of 
the lakes is national in its character, and can no 
more. be called local than that of the Atlantic. 

If it is the duty of the national Government to 
construct harbors on the seaboard, it is just as 
clearly their duty to construct them along the 
thousands of. miles of our lake coasts, so that our 
commercial marine may find a refuge in rough 
weather, and life and property be safe from the 
fury of the elements. ‘The average loss on these 


a 


| in opposition. 


| harbors. 


| few hundred men and a few million dollars are 
lost annually on national waters for want of good 


lakes is twice as great, in proportion to the num- 
ber of men and vessels employed, as it is on the 
Atlantic. N : 

Í have no recent account of the annual losses 
on these lakes, but learn, from an official docu- 
ment before me, that in four years previous to 
and ending in 1851, over FIVE HUNDRED LIVES 
were lost, and upwards of two MILLION dollars’ 
worth of property® This loss falls almost exclu- 
sively on the early settlers of a new country, and 
is owing mainly to the absence of harbors, and 
obstructions to the entrance of those which do 
exist. Surely something should be done by the 
national Government to save these men, who are 
subduing the wilderness and wha, traffic on these 
waters, from so much suffering and loss. 

Sir, these lakes would be called seas inthe Old 
World. They cover over ninety thousand square 
miles, and constitute a great national and conti- 
nental highway for the trade of the United States 
and British America, On one side they are the 
boundary of several large and powerful States, 
and on the other of a portion of the British em- 
pire. A large number of vessels now leave the lake 

orts for Europe, and a great and rapidly-increas- 
ing commerce is carried on upon them between 
the different States and British America. 

Buffalo, Cleveland, Detroit, Milwaukee, and 
Chicago, are the principal cities; and, though noth- 
ing but villages thirty years ago, the tonnage of 
either one of them now exceeds that of any south- 
ern city, except New Orleans. The tonnage of 
Chicago is seven thousand tons larger than that 
of Charleston. Her receipts of lumber exceed 
those of any other port in the country, and her 
exports of grain are larger than those of any city 
in the world. To accommodate this vast trade, 
great numbers of vessels arrive and depart daily, 
and a forest of masts may be seen extending for 
miles up the river. And yet, sir, it is not unusual 
to see vessels aground at the mouth of her harbor. 
To enter it is difficult always, and in a gale almost 
impossible; though a smal] sum judiciously ex- 
pended would make it accessible at all times, and 
perfectly secure. Through the vigilance of her 

epresentative here, a small appropriation for this 
purpose was smuggled into a bill at the last ses- 
sion, which the President was obliged to sign; but 
even that was not applied as it should have been. 
Those who delude themualves and others with 
the idea that the Democracy will ever do anything 
for our harbors, should have been in this Hois 
a few weeks ago, when an attempt was made to 
pass a resolution directing the Secretary of War 
to expend the balance of this appropriation at 
once for the improvement of that harbor. Why, 
sir, twenty members sprang to their feet at once 
One might have thought they 
had been suddenly seized with St. Vitus’s dance, 
and could not sit still when such a measure was 
before us. ; 

Illinois and Michigan have each of them fur- 
nished Democratic leaders of distinction, and im- 
mense majorities, at one time, to support them in 
all their measures; but what have they done for 
the commerce of the lakes? Nothing at all. In 
their anxiety to get into the White House, they 
have forgotten their constituents, and neglected 
their interests entirely. Perhaps I had better say 
that they are opposed to appropriations for these 
purposes. ‘Tax the tonnage that enters your 
port,” says one of them, “and build your own 
It is not the duty of the Government 
to construct works of this character!’ Yet this 
Democratic leader thinks we had better buy Cuba, 
at a cost of $300,000,000, and thus geta few more 
Senators, who would always be ready to take 
western interests by the throat when opportunity 
offered. That is constitutional, as everything is 
that has a look southward, and tends to the ad- 
vancement of southern interests. But the men 
who fell the forests of Michigan, or till the prai- 
ries of Illinois, must take care of themselves; and 
if, in getting their lumber and grain to market, a 


harbors, what does this Government care for that? 
They have nothing to do with it; but Jet a south- 
ern planter call on the President or his officers to 


catch a fugitive slave, or punish some man who 
dared to give one a supper and bid him God-speed, 
and troops, telegraphs, and railroads are put in 


motion if needed, and money cheerfully expended 
to any amount, no matter what it may cost; and 
no one must presume to question the constitu- 
tionality of it. The reason is perfectly plain, and 
easily comprehended. ‘The interests of the farm- 
ers and lumbermen of the West are local and 
sectional in their nature, but catching fugitive 
slaves is a national affair, and must be attended 
to by the Government. 

There is one great natural obstruction to lake 
navigation, knownas the St. Clair Flats, and near 
the borders of the State of Michigan, of which I 
wish to speak particularly. The water here for 
a short distance is at times very shallow, and or- 
dinary vessels frequently get aground there, and 
suffer seriously from delay and expense in getting 
off. A small sum of money, properly laid out, 
would deepen the channel so vessels could pass 
over the flats without difficulty or delay. 

Few persons have any conception of the mag- 
nitude of the commerce that asks for this relief at 
the hands of the General Government. Captain 
Graham, of the topographical corps of engincers, 
informs us that in 1855 the value of all articles of 
commerce and navigation passing over the St. Clair 
Flats exceeded two hundred and fifty-nine million 
dollars! He estimates the increase on the rates of 
freights in consequence of these obstructions at 
more than two million dollars per annum; one half 
of which falls on the farmers of the West, being 
so much taken from the value of their produce. 
Congress, at the last session, made an appropria- 
tion to complete this improvement, but the Presi- 
dent vetoed the bill. His reason was the uncon- 
stitutionality of such appropriations. In his opin- 
ion, Government has nothing to do with it, and 
he says further: 

s¢When the State of Michigan shall cease to depend on the 
Treasury of the United States, doubt not that she, in con- 
junction with Upper Canada, will provide necessary means 
for keeping this work in repair, in the least expensive and 
effective manner, and without being burdensome to any 
interest.” 

Mr. Chairman, I know of no reason why Mich- 
igan should ke taunted with being dependent on 
the Treasury ofthe United States. Is it because 
the Northwestern States, of which Michigan is 
but one, demand the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of these national waters by the General Gov- 
ernment? I believe these States contribute their 
share of the money in our national Treasury, 
which is ever open to receive what we give, but 
never to disburse for our benefit. The President 
would have Michigan enter into an alliance with 
Canada, and make this improvement, and then 
tax the tonnage passing until they are paid. But 
the Constitution prohibits the State of Michigan 
from entering into any treaty or alliance, for this 
or any other purpose, with Canada, or any other 
country. I know Congress may consent to let 
Michigan enter ‘into such an arrangement with 
Canada, but this is a policy we should never en- 
courage. Let the national Government transact 
all our business with foreign Powers. Thisis my 
first objection to the course recommended by the 
President. - 

In the next place, the compact between the 
States and the Northwest Territory, entered into 
before the formation of our Constitution, and 
whose validity and perpetual obligation is asserted 
and secured by the sixth article of that instru- 
ment, declares that these waters ‘f SHALL BE COM- 
MON property, [or highways,] AND FOREVER 
FREE, as well to the inhabitants of the said coun- 


| try as to the citizens of the United States and those 


of any other State admitted into the Confederacy, 
WITHOUT ANY TAX, DUTY, OR IMPOST THEREFOR.’’ 

In my judgment, this settles the question, and 
the national Government must remove these ob- 
stacles.to navigation, or they must remain forever. 


| If there was a decent pretext on the part of the 


Government for this parsimony and meanness 
toward the West, I could endure it better. But 
there is none—none whatever, Look at the man- 
ner in which money is expended in other sections 
of the country. Aliberalappropriation was made 
a few years ago to build new custom-houses at 
Charleston and New Orleans. By a gross abuse 
of power on the part of our executive officers, 
plans were adopted for their construction involv- 
ing a much larger outlay than was contemplated 
by Congress, and year after year we have been 
called on for more. Well, sir, some four million 
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have been expended on the two buildings already, 
and I believe it is estimated that at least two mil- 
lion more will be necessary to their completion. 

Sir, Lam wiling to erect expensive and costly 
buildingsin such cities; but Isubmit that$1,000,000 
is. chough to build a custom-house in either of 
those cities—enough to rear a magnificent struct- 
ure of marble, large enough for all the business 
that would need to be transacted in them till they 
should crumble into dust. 

Suppose they had taken the $2,000,000 for the 
two custom-houses, and given us the remaining 
$4,000,000 to build our harbors and improve the 
navigation of the lakes: it would have given an 
immense, impulse to our trade, saved many valu- 
able lives and millions of dollars’ worth of prop- 
erty. But we need not speculate on suppositions 
like these, for no appropriations will be made for 
the benefit of western commerce till the reign of 
the Democratic party is ended. That day, if I 
read the signs of the times aright, is not far dis- 
tant. The people of the West are sick of this 
sectional and extravagant appropriation of the 
public money.. Their commerce may suffer on 
national waters, for the want of a few thousand 
dollars to improve their navigation, while half a 
dozen millions are expended in erecting a couple 
of palatial custom-houses in the South. 

The magnitude of the appropriations for such 
purposes compels attention. A million of dollars 
1s an immense sum to expend on any public build- 
ing. Ifit were all in silver coin, it would weigh 
over forty tons. Yes, sir, ronty rons, or well 


nigh A HUNDRED CART LOADS OF SILVER DOLLARS— | 


to build a couple of custom-houses? No, sir, to 
begin them. It will take six times that sum, or 
TWO HUNDRED AND FORTY TONS OF SILVER DOL- 
LARS to complete them. 

If wecontinue building custom-houses after this 
fashion, it will take all the gold in California ere 
we have supplied. the whole Republic. But of 
this there is probably no danger. Such heavy 
showers of gold fall only in southern latitudes. 
Not a drop of it reaches that part of the Republic 
I have the honor to represent. 

The cause of thisis found in the fact that south- 
ern politicians control the Democratic party now, 
as they always have done from the first hour of 
its existence. They profess to believe the inter- 
ests of the South are injured by a protectiye’pol- 
icy; though, to be sure, they all unite indemand- 
ing a good duty on sugar, but that is a southern 
product, and of course it is constitutional to pro- 

tect it. They misrepresent the friends of protec- 
tion, also, by affirming that they wish to tax the 
industry of one section of the country for the ben- 
efit of another, This is not so. All paries agree 
‘in raising the revenue for the support of the Gov- 
ernment by a tax on imports; and we say, that 
in imposing these duties it is better forthe whole 
country, North and South, to discriminate in favor 
of American industry. They do not believe Gov- 
ernment has anything to do in this matter, how- 
ever, but their practice is, and has been, to dis- 
criminate against American industry, to the great 


injury of FREE LABOR, and we believe to the injury | 


of the whole country. They are opposed, also, 
to expending any moncy for constructing har- 
bors and benefiting commerce, except upon the 
seaboard, where nearly all their interests are. 

A few years ago the South was divided upon 
these questions, but the politicians of the Demo- 
cratic party conceived the idea of uniting the 


whole South in support of what they termed its | 
true policy, and cast about for means to cffect it. | 


There was but one way, and that was to bring 
the question of slavery into politics. By playing 
on this “ harp ofa thousand strings,” they hoped 


to create a great sectional. party, who, under | 


southern leaders, would be able to keep posses- 
sion of the ‘national Government, with all its 
power and patronage, and control its whole policy 
forever. 

Sir, the scheme worked well, and its success 
justified the sagacity of its originators. 1 know 


they have persistently athrmed that the North || 


began this political agitation, but that statement 


was necessary to their success, and has been re- | 


itcrated so.often, that some Who knew better be- 
lieve it now. 


Congress on the subject of slavery. A justregard 


They commenced by an assault į 
upon the North, because a few persons petitioned | 


for the rights of the people would ‘have led them: 
to receive their petitions with respect, and report 
upon them, refusing their prayer if not right: to 
grantit. But this was foreign to their purpose; 
an excitement must be gotup North and South; 
so the petitioners were kicked out of Congress, 
and this time-honored privilege denied. Embold- 
ened by their’ success, they now determined ‘to 
assail liberty in its very citadel. They denied the 
right to free speech, and demanded the suppres- 
sion of anti-slavery papers by law. They called 
upon their friends at the North to stop all dis- 
cussion of the question of slavery, by law if pos- 
sible; if not, by force. They found willing tools 
everywhere, and meetings were broken up by 
mobs, and one of them ended inthe murder of 
Lovejoy, of Minois. This created a great excite- 
mentand profound fecling among good men every- 
where. They regarded afree press as the palla- 
! dium of the people’s libertics, and resented this 
unjustifiable assault upon the rights of freemen. 
The people of the southern States may, if they 
I| choose, prevent the publication of anything in 
|; their jurisdiction against haman bondage; but the 
northern press will remain forever free to print 
i| what they please about the institutions of any 
! country; and ifslavery cannot stand this free dis- 
cussion, so much the worse for slavery. We cannot 
| help it; we ask for no political action against sla- 
very in the States. 

The General (tovernment has no right to med- 
dle with it, then, directly or indirectly, and no- 
body desires it todo so. No, sir; slavery may 
|| exist in the southern States as long as it can main- 
|} tain itself against the public sentiment of the civ- 
ilized world. If right in itself, it will continueas 
long as society and government exist; if wrong, 
| itmustgradually go down, and no power can pre- 
serve it from extinction, The agitation of this 
|| question in Congress, and the constant discussion 
| of it, to the great detriment of the publie business, 
is a curse to the whole country, and deeply to be 
deplored. But the Democratic party began it, and 
| are responsible to the country for its continuance. 

There is no good reason for it whatever. 
Southern men know perfectly well that neither 
slavery nor the rights of'slaveholders are in danger 
from any action of the General Government. The | 
honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mini- 
son] admitted this ina recent speech on this floor. 
Said he: i 

“Sir, I say, for one, I do not fear the Republican party 
in any of its assaults upon slavery. fam not sensitive, 
because Fdo not fear you, gentlemen. You ean do nothing | 
that I dread. You will do nothing that can alarm me. 
You maintain your organization, hoping that the strong | 
anti-slavery sentiment which you attempt to nourish and 
perpetuate will induce the pcople to remain with you, 
i| bouhd together as a Republican. party; and when’ you are 
lifted into power, then you will give that protection to 
northern manufacturing aud mining interests, and prose- 
cute those grand and gaudy schemes of internal improve- 
ment, that yon have been prevented forso many years from 
accomplishing by the stern opposition of the Democratie 
party.?? 


Here, then, you see the real cause of all this 
| excitement and agitation, and the continued dis- 
cussion of the question in Congress. Sir, it is 
not because their institutions are in danger; but 
they desire to keep the South united on the Dem- 
ocratic platform, and secure the aid of cnough of 


i 
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the people of the North to enable them to keep 
| possession of the Government, with all its offices, 
i honora, and influence. : 

| When this Congress assembled, on the first 
| Monday of December last, 1 knew the Republican 
i| party did not intend to introduce the question of 
į slavery, and I anticipated very litte excitement, 
į except what might grow out of the proposed in- 
H 

7 

| 

l 


quiry into the corruption of the present Admin- 

istration, and the unlawful means made use of for 
years past to carry its various measures and re- 
ward party favorites. But I was mistaken.. The 
| leaders of the Democratic party beheld the results 
li of the late election with fear and trembling. Old 
i| Pennsylvania, who had decided so many a con- 
|| test in their favor, was faithful to their bidding 
eno longer. Even old Berks rose up in her majesty 
and rebuked the traitors who had proved false to 
the people’s interests. One district after another, 
in different sections of the country, deserted ‘the 
banner of the party, and the indignation of the 
people, expressed in thunder tones, was heard at 


Í the timid, time-serving, office-secking portion of |] 


| ance of the most insolent and unjustifiabl 


who had recommended ‘the circulation of that 
book; and this was made a pretext for preventiig 
the organization of the House, and for the ütte 


rangues ever listened to, in any deliberative bady, 
since constitutional government had an existence. 
Democratic members vied with each other in their 
efforts to vilify the actions and, motives: of: the 
Republicans. We were denounced as traitors to 
our country, as false to our constitutional obligá- 
tions, and as striving to excite their slaves to Tii- 
surrection, to wholesale murder, and servile war. 

And what excuse was there for this? ` Some 
members of Congress, the candidate ‘for Speaker 
among them, had signed’ a circular recommend: 
ing the circulation of a compend of ‘a’ book 
tiled The Impending Crisis | It ‘was, a ‘book 
written with some spirit and ability, by a Mr. 
Helper, of North Carolina, full of damaging facts 
against slavery, and addressed mainly to 
non-slaveholders of his native State, andthe 
South generally, advising them to commence an 
effort. for the abolition of slavery. “There was 
not a word in it addressed to the slaves, nor was 
he any more strong and violent in the language 
he used inaddressing southern freemen than south- 
ern members of Congress are in thé habitof using 
continually on the flocr of this House. “Books 
more intemperate in tone and language are pùb- 
lished every year in any country where the préss 
is free, and nobody is alarmed or troubled.” The 
truth is, this was an assault on Slavery not éa 
answered, and therefore it must" be" denounce 
day after day. It ‘was assailed’ in the ‘bitterest 
terms; and never shall I forget the amazement 
with which Theard the distinguished ‘and honor- 
able member from Virginia [Mr. MiLrson, page 
21 Congressional Globe] say, that“ one who éon- 
sciously, deliberately, and of purpose, lent his 
name and influence to the propagation of such 
writings, is not only not fit to be Speaker, but is not 
fit to live!” : t 2 A 

What a comment on ‘the institutioris’ 
South, and how incompatible must the e 
of slavery be with that liberty or liberal institu- 
tions! < Bes zea B 

The next text for abusive and treasonable 
speeches’ was the foray of John Brown, an ‘old 
man who, with a score of followers, undertook 
to revolutionize Virginia, and set her slaves at 
liberty. The Republican’ party were denounced 
as the authors, aiders, and abetters of it, in 
guage as violent and strong as.men could’ coin for 
the occasion. The then Governor of Virginia 


| engaged heartily in the work of traducing tens of 
Sas y 8 


thousands of men who, in all good qualities, were 
the peers of any inthe land: We were told, on his 
authority, that large bodies of men were gathering 
in different portions of the North for the purpose 
of invading Virginia and rescuing Brown from the 
gallows. The lightning flashed these falsehoods 
through the land for weeks together. The whole 


| country was kept in a feverish and intense, ex- 


citement. Military companies were called-out in 
Virginia, and kept marching abd céuntermareh- 
ing; and this action, and the high positions of the 
authors of these base Hbels upon northern ‘men, 
‘really made some honest men believe the state 
ments were true. And yet there was No founda- 
tion for anyof them. Noattempt to rescue Brown 
‘was ever made or ever thought of. Where is that 


| * carpét-bag full of letters’’ that was to criminate 
ithe leaders of the Republica party, and make 


theni parties to this invasion of a sister State? 
Why is it that this Governor, who “ knotos what 
rubies would not tempt him to reveal’? about the 
complicity of northern men in this crime of John 
Browa, has never been summoned before the Sen- 
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ing tocommunicate! The wholestory was trumped 
ip with.a hope that it might affect the organiza- 
Jon of the House and the election of President. 
Sir, the crime of John Brown was a trifling one 
compared with that of these men who labored to 
blacken and destroy the characters of thousands 
of good citizens, where they had no opportunity 
fo vindicate themselves and defend their reputa- 
tions. : 

‘But the chief actor in this scene has passed into 
an obscurity from which he can never emerge, 
and there I leave him. i 

Since the organization of thë House, weeks 
have been spent here andin the Senate in discus- 
sions in favor of the extension of slavery and its 
protection in the Territories of the United States. 

or this discussion I can see no good reason other 
than the one I have namied—keeping the Demo- 
cratic party bound together, and uniting the entire 
South. ee : : z 

| Sir, it is true that southern politicians say they 
must have more territory- for the extension of 
slavery,.and. that if we prohibit this extension, 
“we take the first step towards its abolition. So, 
‘then, I suppose we are to go on and conquer 
Mexico and Central America, and annex them at 
our leisure, that. this southern institution may 
have a chance to expand all it will. If this beso, 
sir, let us know it. -I apprehend the people are 
not ready for carrying out this scheme of univer- 
sal conquest, and that if they should. conclude to 
annex more territory, they will be slow to con- 
‘sent to curse it with slavery. 
_ But let us. see how we stand now, and whether 
there is any necessity, for the next twenty years, 
for the acquisition of more territory and the ex- 
tension of slavery. Why, at this time the South 
has more than eight hundred and fifty thousand 
square miles of territory, or as much as Great 
Britain, Austria, France, and Spain, and one hun- 
dred thousand square miles more than all the 
northern States, including Kansas; and yet they 
are suffering for the want of room to expand in. 
They own the most of the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, the finest in the world; they have a beau- 
tiful climate and fertile soil generally; and long 
before this vast region can. be well settled and 
tilled, it will contain a population twice as large 
as we now have in the United States. 

Who docs not see, then, that this talk about the 
necessity of expansion, at present, is of a piece 
with all the rest, and a part. of the scheme for 
uniting the South and continuing a great sectional 
party in power, who will administer the Govern- 
ment on sectional principles, and for sectional 
purposes entirel y—that section theSoutn ALWAYS. 

The Republican party are opposed to the ex- 
tension of slavery; and since this discussion is 
forced upon us, I desire to express my convic- 
tions concerning this question, though in a very 
brief manner. 

The American Revolution was not a contest for 
mere material advantage or political independence, 
but a struggle for the ricuts or man, The Dec- 
laration of Independence was the platform of 
principles on which our fathers stood, and the 
inspiration of its doctrines created armies, and 
carried on the war that terminated in our inde- 
pendence... With a solemnity befitting the enun- 
ciation of principles that were to revolutionize the 
world, they declared: 

« We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men 
ave created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain inalienable rights, among which are life, mB- 
ERTY, and the pursuit of happiness.” 

These, in their estimation, are the rights of all 
men, the birthright of every human being. 
fashionable now to ridicule this great charter of 
human rights, but the wisest men in Europe at 
that time read it with wonder and admiration. 
They looked upon Washington, Adams, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, and their illustrious associates, as 
Israel did upon Moses, when he came down from 
Mount Sinai, with the table of the ten command- 
ments.. No language seemed strong enough to 
speak their praises. They were, as patriots, 
models for allages; as statesmen, they exhibited 
in themselves a concentration of all the wisdom 
‚of the past; and as prophets, they foresaw the fu- 
ture, and knew how io. frame institutions that 
would carry out their principles and make them 


ate comimittee? The reason is plain: he had noth- 


It is | 


universal. But these facts of history nced no re- 
cital. These great men, whe founded our Gov- 
ernment and framed our Constitution, found sla- 
very in the country, and deplored its existence. | 
Of this there is abundant proof. Washington | 
declared his desire for its abolition, and affirmed 
that Virginia “ must, at a period not remote, en- 
act laws for the abolition of slavery.’ I might 
quote whole pages from his letters to the same 
purpose, but it is unnecessary. The language of 
Jefferson is equally well known, and his senti- 
ments accorded with those of all the statesmen 
and patriots of the day. 

Benjamin Franklin, the incarnation of the com- 
mon sense of that day, and the first philosopher 
of the age he lived in, was also the first president 
of the first abolition society in the United States, 
in good old Pennsylvania, where he lived, and 
where he died. These men believed the doctrines 
of the Declaration of Independence, and believed 
also that they would be gradually reduced to prac- 
tice, become the sentiment of the world, and work 
out the abolition of slavery at some period in the 
far-off future. But the wise men of these days, 
who are the leaders of the Democratic party, have 
discovered that these men did not know much after 
all; some of them never had seen a cotton planta- 
tion, and did not know cotton would be king. 
They did not know how rapidly fortunes would 
be made in raising cotton and sugar by slave la» 
bor, and how easily people could live in Virginia 
by raising slaves, to sell when prices should come 
up, so a boy three years old would bring more 
money than a good span of horses. 

Had they understood all this, they might have | 
altered their minds, and concluded slavery was | 
right. Under such circumstances, perhaps, I had 
better not introduce their testimony; but I hope I 
shall be pardoned for repeating what Henry Clay 
said of extending slavery, as it is of a more re- 
cent date: 

So long as God allows the vital currentto flow through 
my veins, so tong as reason holds her seat enthroned in my 


brain, { will never, never aid in submitting one rood of free 
territory to the everlasting curse of human bondage.” 


Ido not know that Democrats will consider him 
good authority, but he was looked upon as a great 
man by millions who revere his memory; and I 
think he will be remembered and quoted long af- 
ter slavery is abolished and its defenders forgotten. 

But let us examine this territorial question. 
Southern politicians say the Territories are the 
common property of the people of all the States, 
and that the citizens of one section of the country 
have as good a right to remove to the Territories 
as those of another. This I admit; but the South 
claim the right to take their slaves and slave laws 
with them, and in this way virtually exclude 
northern men altogether. This the South de- 
nies, and says the non-slaveholder can reside there 
as wellasanywhere. Some of them can, for some | 
love slavery as well as southern men do; but the 
great body of northern men do not and cannot go 
into a slave Territory without relinquishing the 
enjoyment of rights as dear as life itself. Let 
me suppose another Kansas. Its fertile plains 
and prairies look invitingly to thousands, and 
soon you see a host of hardy men building their | 
homes hard by some noble river, and laying the 
foundation for a fine city. 

A few thousand settlers are soon scattered over 
the beautiful country, and among them many 

lanters with theirslaves. Laws, of course, must 

e enacted for their security, and let us mark their 
operation. I will not allude to all the ways they 
have to vex men brought up in a free State, but 
to some of them. A post office is established | 
early, and the hardy pioneers are soon ready to | 
take the papers published near their old homes, | 
and read the news as they have always done. A 
club is formed, and twenty copies of the Tribune, 
and perhaps as many more of the Evening Post, 
art ordered. The bundle of papers comes to the 


f office, and now the “irrepressible conflict’? com- 


mences. In accordance with the decision of the | 
Postmaster General, the postmaster refuses to 
deliver them. ‘They are incendiary documents. 
Their circulation puts the institution of slavery | 
in peril, and must therefore be prohibited. Some 
of my constituents may be among these settlers, 
and learn, to their amazement, from the circular 
of the Postmaster General, that this petty minion 


! tiary. 


of tħe party, a village postmaster, clothed with 
authority by Government, may ‘ determine” — 
ay, sir, that’s the word he uses—may “ peTERM- 
wwe’? whether he will deliver the papers they have 
ordered and paid for or not. Sir, these men, who 
were brought up in a free State, and learned to 
love liberty, will never submit to such laws any- 
where. If southern gentlemen are content to have 
these petty tools of a despotism more intolerant 
than that of Austria, determine what papers they 
may read, they can do so; but l can vouch fora 
few millions at the North who will take what 
papers they please, and’ who would not give up 
the right to read what they liked, and say what 
they pleased, for a home in the finest country in 
the world. 

This freedom of speech and of the press has 


| cost too much blood and suffering in the past to 


be given up now for the sake of accommodating 
a few thousands of an aristocracy, who rob one 
class of all their rights, and then bid their poorer 
neighbors relinquish half of theirs, so they may 
live on in security. But go from the post office 
to the church, and the trouble increases. There 
are some men who want one of the Beecher fam- 
ily to preach to them; but this will not answer, and 
what shall they do? Gentlemen may say that it 
is not necessary to my happiness that I should 
hear Beecher preach or read the New York Trib- 
une. Lreply that I am the best judge of that; and I 
wish to say distinctly that I will read such papers 
as I please, and hear such preaching as I prefer, 
when out of Washington, without leave asked of 
Government or the Democratic party, and that I 
never will consent to the enactment of any laws 
in United States Territories by which the people 
are robbed of these precious rights and privileges. 

But here a specious, plea is put in, and we are 
told to bear with this awhile till the population is 
large enough for a State, as it will be very soon, 
and then let the majority decide whether it shall 
be a slave State or not; and if it be a slave State, 
acquiesce, or move away, and let the majority 
govern. Sir, I would like to know what opportu- 
nity the friends of freedom have under the laws 
to be heard. We remember the laws ‘enacted in 
Kansas, and which Government was obliged to 
repeal, so indignant were a vast number of the 
people of the North on account of them. But 
thinl*you southern men will not call for such 
laws again? Sir, they are demanding them now. 
On the 23d of February last, a distinguished 
southern Senator introduced a bill entided “An 
act to punish offenses against slave property in 
the Territory of Kansas.” The twelfth section 
of this bill reads as follows: 

t Tf any free person, by speaking or writing, assert or main- 


| tain that persons have not the right to hold slaves in the Ter- 


ritory of Kansas, or shall introduce into the said Territory, 
print, publish, write, circulate, or cause to be introduced 


i into the said Territory, written, printed, published, or cir- 


culated, in said Territory, auy book, paper, magazine, 
pamphlet, or circular, containing any denial of the right of 
persons to hold slaves in said Territory, such persons shall 
be deemed guilty of felony, and punished by imprisonment at 
hard labor for a term not less than two years, nor more than 
five years.” 

What a beautiful law! What despot in the 
dark ages punished freedom of speech with more 
severity? Yet this is a Republic, and these are 


| Democrats.who ask for such laws in the middle 


of the nineteenth century, and who ask for anew 
lease of power from the people, that they may 
enact such laws in every Territory of the United 
States. 

And here, in the face of these enactments, you 
say the people, when they meet to frame a con- 
stitution before they become a State, may DECIDE 
whether they will have slavery or not in their 
constitution. What an insult is this! How are 
the friends of freedom to do anything? They 
cannot hold a public meeting; they cannot take 
a paper, or circulate a tract that denounces sla- 
very; they cannot tell their neighbor slavery is 
wrong and ought to be prohibited in their con- 
stitution. No, these are all offenses against the 
law, and punished by confinement in the peniten- 
Should they detect one circulating the 
Helper book,they might think imprisonment too 
mild a punishment for him, and swing him off on 
the first tree they came to. We see how they 
enforce these Jaws in the southern States, and 
similar laws will always be enacted. wherever 
slavery is established. 


` 


No strikes there for higher wages. 
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They call the Republican partyasectional party, 
because we do not have an electoral ticketin many 
of the southern States.: Sir, a man cannot vote 
the Republican ticket in the South if he desires 
to; and a public «meeting to advocate our princi- 

les cannot be held in the South anywhere except 
in two- or three localities: How can there bea 
party without a press or power to hold a public 
meeting for the advocacy of these principles? In 
Delaware recently the grand jury indicted a post- 
master for delivering the New York Tribune to 
subscribers; and this tyrannical interference with 
those rights every citizen ought to enjoy without 
molestation is almost universal at the South. 
What a thing a man may become by submission 
to laws like these, abdicating his manhood, and 
crawling through life not daring to speak till he 
knows what he may be allowed to say, nor take 
a paper unless some petty postmaster ‘ determ- 
ines” for him that he may read it. And this isa 
modern Democrat, graduating ata southern school 
of politics, and aspiring to the leadership of the 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, the South have territory enough 
now to support a population of one hundred mil- 
lions. There they can enact such laws as they 
deem necessary to the security of life and prop- 
erty, and within those limits I think they must 
remain. I have no desire to molest or disturb 


them atall, nor shall I go there to establish a free | 


press; but I never will consent to extend slavery 
over any: more territory, or to the enactment of 
those laws that are necessary to its security; and 
I know that hundreds of thousands think as I do. 
I believe we shall succeed in checking the progress 
of this moral and political plague—but the advo- 
cates of slavery are greatly clated with their suc- 
cesses, and assail whatever stands in their way 
with a boldness worthy of a better cause. A dis- 
tinguished Senator, in a late address on education, 
denounced the standard works of the world on 


moral science, because they all condemn slavery. | 


But, as slavery is certainly right, those books are 
not; and he says: ‘Why may not some southern 
writer prepare a work on moral science which 
shall supersede both Paley and Wayland?’ Sure 
enough, why not? and so educate the whole 
world into a belief that slavery is morally right. 
But thcir assaults upon free labor, and their ex- 
pressions of contempt for it, are enough to rouse 
the indignation of all workingmen who believe 
that labor is an honest, honorable, and dignified 
way of supporting themselves, and those who are 
dependent on them, Yet, when men buy and sell 
their laborers and mechanics, they cannot be ex- 
pected to have much respect for them. “Do you 
want to hire a carpenter?” said a young man I 
knew, who went South, to a gentleman evidently 
making preparations to build. “No,” said he, 
“ I bought one last week.” They can buy black- 
smiths and carpentersas well as ordinary laborers. 
I cut the following advertisement from a Charles- 
ton paper lately: 

«Capers & Heywarp will sell at private sale five intel- 
ligent and competent BOOT AND sHOEMAKERS, Of the most 
unexceptionable character. They would also make capa- 
ble house servants. The best of references given as to 
capacity, honesty, and sobriety. Apply at our office, south 
side of Adger’s wharf.” 

How does this sound to northern shoemakers? 
Oh! no; they 
are taken care of when sick, and fed and clothed 
at a cost of about fifty dollars per annum, each; 
and this is a better consideration for the laborer 
than one of liberty, according to these Democratic 
statesmen. In fact, men who labor for a liveli- 
hood are slaves, in their estimation. A distin- 
guished Senator [Mr. Hammownn] says: 

t Your whole hireling class of manual laborers and opera- 
tives, as you call them, are essentially slaves.” 


Another eminent Senator says that slavery is 
the: natural condition of the laborer; that it has ex- 
isted inall ages of the world, and been the source 
of every great civilization; while, on the con- 
trary, free labor is an untried experiment, which 
may work well and may not, though his opinion 
inclines to the latter idea. Jefferson, and the 
statesmen of his day, believed that man has by 
nature certain inalienable rights. 

But one of the most eminent of southern Sen- 
ators, who is certainly-a man of great. abilities, 
denies that man has any natural or inherent rights; 


and says, all he can attain to are purely conventional, 


and such as other men may allow him: Of course, 
then, when one-class of men have power enough 
to enslave others, it is all right, and the slave can- 
not plead that he is wronged at all. The condi- 


„tion of free white labor in the slave States is such 


as to influence the minds of men in favor. of the 
idea that all laborers would be in a better condi- 
tion if they were slaves. Atleast southera men, 
resolved to defend slavery, may naturally come 
to this conclusion from. what they see around 
them. We have some high-colored descriptiogs 
of the happy condition of the free white laborers 
at the South from gentlemen on this floor. It 
would not become me to dispute the correctness 
of these statements, with regard to those localities 
where they reside, and of which they speak es- 
pecially. Bat we have well authenticated accounts 
of the condition of the free white laborers at the 
South which are of a different character entirely. 
Most of them agree that the non-slaveholder is a 
staunch defender of the peculiar institution; but 
this is not surprising, when we reflect on their 
belief that the abolition of slavery would elevate 
the negro to an equality with themselves, and 
destroy that caste, which is the source of thoir 
pride and independence of feeling. In the lowest 
depth of wretchedness to which, he can descend, 
the poor white man feels that there is a lower 
deep still, and.a class over whom he can tyran- 
nize, and for whom he can still feel contempt. 
But I wish to present some facts showing the 
effect of slavery on free laborers in the slave 
States. And first, education is grossly neglected, 
and ignorance prevails to an alarming extent. Ac- 
cording to the census of 1850, there were five hun- 
dred and cight thousand adult whites in the slave 
States who could not read and write. The num- 


ber in the free States at the same time was about | 


one hundred thousand less, though the white pop- 
ulation was twice as large. And there is another 
fact in connection with this: the larger number of 
these persons in the free States belong to the for- 
cign-born population; while in the South, the ma- 
jority are natives of the States where they reside. 
Poverty and degradation are the fruits of this 
excessive ignorance; and I quote from men. well 
acquainted with these free whites and their con- 
dition in society. 

Governor Hammond, in an address before the 
South Carolina Institute, in 1850, speaking of the 
poor whites, says: 

“They obtain a precarious subsistence by occasional 
jobs, by hunting, by fishing, by plundering fields or folds, and 
too often by what is in its effects far worse—trading with 
slaves, and scducing them to plunder for their benefit.” 


A writerin De Bow’s Review, which I presume 
is good authority, in an article advocating the in- 
troduction of manufactures at the South for the 
purpose of employing the poor white population, 
and rescuing them from the present degraded con- 
dition, in alluding to the partial success of an 
experiment in a small village, says: 

*¢ My experience at Granitevilte has satisfied me that un- 
less our poor people can be brought together in villages, and 
some means of employment aflorded them, it will be an 
utterly hopeless effort to undertake to educate them.” * 
* = * ¢ We have coliceted at that place about cight 
hundred people, and as likely looking a set of country girls 
as may be found—industrious and orderly people, but deplor- 
ably ignorant, three fourths of the adults not being able to 
read or to write their names.” * = * * ec With 
the aid of ministers of the Gospel on the spot, to preach to 
them and lecture them on the subject, we have obtained 
but about sixty children for our school, of about a hundred 
which are in this place. We are satisfied that nothing but 
time and patience will enable us to bring them all out.” 


And again, from the same article, I give the 
following extract: 


sé While we are aware that the northern and eastem 
States find no difficulty in educating their poor, we are ready 
to despair of success in the matter; for even penal laws 
against the neglect of education would fail to bring many 
of our country people to send. their children to school.” 
+ 7 = “T have long been under the impres- 
sion, and every day’s experience has strengthened my 
convictions, that the evils exist in the wholly neglected 
condition of this class of persons. Any man who is an 
observer of things, could hardly pass through our country 
without being struck with the fact, that all the capital, en- 
terprise, and intelligence, is employed in directing slave 
labor; and the consequence is, that a large portion of our 
poor white people are wholly neglected, and are suffered 
to while away an existence in a state but one step in ad- 
vance of the Indian of the forest. It is an evil of vast 
magnitude, and nothing but a change in public sentiment 
will effect its cure. ‘hese people must be brought into 
daily contact with the rich and intelligent—they must be 


F alludes'te thi 
influence of slavery in degrading labors. iri: 


- “Tris rot to be disguised, nor can it besuécessfull y don- 
troverted, that a degree and’ extentiof poverty and destitne 
tion exist in the southern States. among a certain class, of 
people almust unknown in the manufacturing districts..of 
the North. The poor white man will endure. the evils’ of 
pinching poverty rather than engage it servile laborunder 
the existing state of things, even were employment afforded 
him, which is not general, The white female is pot wanted 
at service, and if she were, she would, howéver humble in 
the seale of society, consider such service a degree of deg- 
radation to which she could not condescend 3 and she has 

therefore, no resource but to suffer the pangs of want-and 
wretchedness. Boys and girls, by thousands, destitute both 
of employment and the means of education, grow upto 
ignorance and- poverty, and, too many of them, vice and 
crime. $ i 4 4 


e 


This condition of things might be expected in 
a State where the most of the mechanics. and la- 
borers were mere chattels, and sold in market like 
cattle and horscs. Labor must necessarily be 
degrading there. There are some employments 
white men may engage in; but, what they term 
menial services must be performed by slaves. Adi 
eloquent Senator, in a late speech, says: 9°): 

“J should like to see one of the.gentlenien,on the other 
[Republican] side try to get a white mian.to black his boots 
or curry his horse in Texas; he mightget curried himself! 

Mr. Chairman, I am. perfectly. willing. the pfo» 
ple in Texas should do. as they please about this 
or that kind of work, and that their Representa 
tives should. say what they please about labor, 
and term some kinds of service menial and de- 
grading, if they think so. There is nothing new 
about it; I have heard this kind of talk for many 
years. It docs not sound much like “ the grand 


| utterance of the carly gods’’—Franklin, Sherman, 


and their associates, who lived in thosedays when: 
there were giants in the land. It may do forsouth- 
ern latitudes; but I pray God, in his, mercy, to 
preserve the young men, ofthe North.from a 
belief in it. ‘ ee eer : 

I. was. born in the mountains of New England, 
and brought-up, thank God, to work, and to be- 
lieve.in the dignity of labor,.and that it was neces- 
sary to the health and happiness of the man,and to 
the progress and improvement of the human race. 
T was not taught that any man could be degraded 
by the faithful performance of any needed services 
and to-day I had rather earn my bread by any 


| honest employment, however humble, than by 


raising slaves for market. If any labor. that is 
necessary is degrading. to. freemen; then slavery, 
should be universal; and. E protest against: the 
premises and the conclusion. a Boho 

It is but a short time since all laborers were 
slaves; and despite the opinions of Democratic 


| statesmen, I see nothing. in. the history of those 


days that tempts me to desire.a return of them, 
if it were possible. The useful arts. were almost 
unknown. There were men of genius—sculptors 
who could almost make the marble breathe, archi- 
tects who built churches and cathedrals and pal- 
aces of marvelous beauty, atthe bidding of kings 
—but they could not make a plow or build a saw- 
mill. Labor-saving machinery wasunknown;and 
not until the laborer was Free and educated did 
the arts make any progress, and the world begin 
to move. But with the intelligent workman.came 
the invention of machinery, for, lightening toil, 
and then two hands became ten thousand, and the 
world was filled with wonders. The South were 
commencing the cultivation of cotton, but sepa- 
rating the seed was a slow and expensive process, 
and placed a limit to its production, One of.that 
despised class among southern men, who cannot 
live there now, a Yankee schoolmaster, invented 
the gotton-gin, by which an immense amount of. 
labor was saved, and countless millions, added. to 
the wealth of the cotton-growing States. . Richard 
Arkwright, who was engaged in the menial occu- 
pation of a barber, invented machinery for spin- 
ning; the power-loom soon followed, and cotton 
was king. oe fon 

In every department of industry we have wit- 
nessed the same miraculous transformations and 
the same wonderful progress, till we „cease to be 
astonished, and these miracles in the world of 
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mechanics excite no surprise. But what crea- | 


tions of wealth and power and splendor have we 
witnesséd!. An English: statesman, not longago, 
declared that if it were necessary for England to 
po to wir, she could, by a trifling addition to the 
income tax, which. would not be felt in such an 
emergency ;raise $100,000,000 to carry it on—not 
fora year or-two, but ten of them, if necessary. 
How isit, that thirty millions of people have be- 
come so rich and powerful? Her troops and her 
fleéts are all over the world. She can furnish the 
monarchs of Europe with money, and hire their 
armies, if needed; to fight her battles. From 
whence comes this ever-increasing wealth—this 
power to control the world? 
:Mr. Chairman, it is the product of intelligent 
labor, that can multiply power to any extent to 
accomplish its purposes, and sometimes enables 
one man to perform the labor of a thousand. It 
is said the machinery in operation in England can 
do as much work as four hundred million men. 
Therein you find the secret of her wealth and 
power; four hundred million producers, and only 
thirty million consumers. Is her wealth a won- 
der now? What they have done in England, we 
aré doing in the free States now. We have cre- 
ated the steam engine, to toil for us, and com- 
élled the lightning to carry our thoughts. The 
aborer is hundred-handed now, and the elements 
are his slaves. If we do not live as long as Me- 
thusaleh, we can do.as much in eighty years as 
he could ineight hundred. We have perfected 
that marvel of mechanism, the printing press, that 
we may educate the toiling millions; and make 
ignorance and slavery alike impossible, 
“This multiplication of power, and consequent 
increase of wealth, by the creation of machinery 
this education and elevation of the masses, with 
the introduction of the comforts and luxuries of 
fife to the home of the humblest workmen—is the 
effect of free labor. I say FREE LABOR, because it 
was first free, and then intelligent and creative, fill- 
ing the world with the trophics of its triumphs, 
and illuminating the history of our times with the 
glory of its achievements. 
” [trast our youth, as they advance to manhood, 
will learn to love labor, and comprehend its dig- 
nity and importance. Let them not be surprised 
if some speak of it with contempt, for the world 
ïs but just emerging from forty centuries of serf- 
dom and slavery, and but a small portion of the 
masses have compelled an acknowledgment of 
their rights, and obtained that education so neces- 
gary to their happiness and success in life. But 
these prejudices will pass away, as education be- 
comes universal; for intelligence will lend dignity 
to every calling and pursuit. Nothing that needs 

to be done can degrade him who does it, if it is 
well done, No matter what the employment, * THE 
MAN’S THE MAN FOR ALL THAT.” 

Thirty years ago there was a day laborer split- 
ting rails on a farm in Ilinois, and on the 4th of 
‘March next, if God spares his life, HE WILL BE 
Preswenr of the United States. Let our young 
men read his life, and follow his example, imitate 
his industry, his integrity, and they will be re- 
spected, and not go down to the grave unheard of 
and unknown. What a comment on our free in- 
stitutions is the career of Abraham Lincoln! I 
wish tosay afew words in reply to the arguments 
I hear in defense of slavery. I regret the neces- 
sity for it. Slavery is a legacy of the past to the 
present, and the problem of its perpetuity or its 
abolition is not easily solved. The national Gov- 


ernment has nothing to do with slavery in the |; 


States, and do not propose to meddle with it. But 
we have Territories, and let us agree that they 
‘shall remain free till they become States; after 
that, if they choose to establish slavery, nobody 
can prevent them, Slavery in the States needs no 
outlet at present. There is room enough for a 
score of years to come for all the slaves you own 
where you have a fine climate and fertile soil. Let 
us agrée to this, and put an end to this everlast- 
ing discussion of abstract principles, and attend 
tothe business and interests of the people. Why 


not?’ There is but one difficulty in the way—free į 


speech and a free press. You think we ‘should 


stop the discussion of the question of slavery at} 


-the North. 


The eminent Senator from Ilinois, if I under- | 


stand-him, proposes to enact a law by which he 


says he can repress the ‘‘ irrepressible conflict”? 
among us—thatis, break up anti-slavery societies, 
and put down anti-slavery papers and public 
meetings. Was there ever madness like this? 
Do gentlemen suppose we could do this if-we 


would, or would: doit if we could? The armies - 


of Napoleon are not sufficient for such an under- 
taking. If our men assail slavery, yours must 
answer them; and if you get worsted we shall 
think you are on the wrong side. If your insti- 
tutions cannot stand these discussions, what will 
you do about it? Suppose you secede: that will 
do no good unless you could cut your territory 
loose from ours and sail off to Asia. No; we are all 
here together, and there is no help forit. You may 
as well take this question out of Congress, and 1f 
you do not wish to answer our northern speakers 
and presses who assail you, you can keep still. 
I presume we shall make noise enough for both 
sides. But you say you would not submit to this; 
you are too rich and powerful. The world must 
have cotton, and cannot get it unless you grow it 
and sell it; and unless we behave better, you will 
stop trading with us, ruin the business of New 
York, and bring the whole North to their knees 
again. Well, they have been in the habit of 
kneeling so long, I do not know but they would, 
but I guess not now. ne 
This great idea of the wealth and power of the 
South somehow revives my recolection of the ar- 
rogance of the Assyrian monarch, who, standing 
among his princes like aplanteraimong his slaves, 
exclaimed: ‘Is not this great Babylon which Ihave 
builded?” Like him you may see power sud- 
denly pass away like the dreams of morning and 
the early dew. But 1 must say a word about this 
cotton argument in defense of slavery. Yousay 
the world must have cotton, and that the loss of 
a single crop would be an awful calamity to Eng- 
land. What would it be to the South? T fancy Old 
and New England both could live as long without 
cotton as you could without the pay for it. You 
say, too, we cannot raise cotton. with free labor; 
slaves are indispensable to its cultivation, and so 
slavery must be eternal if cotton is. This may 
be so. Ido not believe it. Free labor has never 
been fairly tried in the cultivation of cotton, but 
the immense and increasing profits of this busi- 
ness will tempt men sooner or Jager to try it. I 
do not know how they will succeed now, but I 
do know free labor has always accomplished what 
it has undertaken. Heisa bold man, not a wise 
one, who affirms anything is impossible except to 
perpetuate slavery. Another argument for sla- 


| very is based on the inferiority of the race. If 


good for anything, it applies to all inferior races, 
white or black; but it is not worth a moment’s 
notice, It isthe old argument kings and princes 


Hi use in defense of despotism, and will not do for 


this meridian. 5 

Ifa man isa vagrant, a beggar, or a criminal, 
let the law say what shall be donc with him; but 
inferiority of intellect confers no right on any 
State, or person, to enslave another. Other rea- 
sons are urged in its favor, but they need no 
reply. The damning fact that the institution of 
slavery will not bear examination, is sufficient an- 
swer to all of them. Wherever it exists, freedom 
of speech is necessarily unknown. The penalty 
of speaking against it is death or banishment. 
The press and the puLpir must be muzzled ere 
slavery fecls secure. 

In these reasons against the extension of sla- 
very we have not considered the condition of 
the slaver, but the effect of it on the free white 
men of the country, and that condemns it every- 
where. 

In New Mexico slavery is not only established 


_and protected by the severest laws, but free white 


men, who hire by the year, have no legal protec- 
tion against ill treatment. The courts are forbid- 
den to take cognizance of their complaints against 
their employers for any violence done them. And 
thus, wherever this Institution is established ina 
new Territory, every right we have been wont to 
regard as sacred is trampled under foot; and not 
slaves alone, butfree men must suffer. The slave- 
holder is as supreme as the Sultan of Turkey, and 
allows less of liberty than the Mohammedan des- 
pe The prevalent customs are unlike those of 
righly civilized States. Pistols and other weap- 
ons are pocket companions; and.men go armed 


in this way for the same reason that kings keep 
up standing armies—for fear of insurrection. 

‘This readiness to resort to force at any moment 
is-attended with frightful results. Street fights 
are not unusual, and friends and neighbors. are 
shot down in a moment of excitement, for a fan- 
cied insult. The ‘laws of honor’’ are substituted 
for the law of the land and the law of God, and 
the duelist often finds his calling a round in the 
ladder of preferment. Of course, there are thou- 
sands of excellent persons in all such communi- 
ties who are better than their laws and institu- 
tions, but I speak of the controlling portion of 
society, and of the mannerin which their customs 
and usages appear to others. I have no desire to 
say harsh things of slavery orslaveholders, though 
I have been compelled to listen to the fiercest de- 
nunciations of the free States and free men since 
this session commenced. Let the slave States 
retain and enjoy their peculiar institution as long 
as they please, but do not ask us to consecrate 
one foot more of territory now free, to the “evers 
lasting curse of human bondage.” 

I have read a recent speech by a member of this 
House, who resides on the borders of the slave . 
States, and he seems to think the borderers know 


‘more about slavery than we do further North. 


Perhaps so; but I remember an old Scotch: prov- 
erb, that ‘the border is always the worst part of 
the web,” and thatmay be true. I do not.know. 
He makes a long speech to prove the Republican 
party are in favor of the social equality of the 
negro. No reply to this is needed at the North. 
It was not made for our section of the country, 
but for southern consumption, and an immense 
edition of it has been sent off that way, with a 
view to strengthen the prejudices of the people 
against the Republican party. I have no desire 
to follow him through the filthy details of the evi- 
dence he brings forward to fortify his assertions, 
but I doubt if any jury would find a man guilty 
of stealing five dollars on such evidence as that. 
He gives an account of a ball held at Five Points 
in the city of New. York, where white women 
and negroes mingled ‘*in sweet confusion in the 
mazy dance.” Ë believe that is the strongest 
Democratic ward in the city, and I doubtif a 
Republican vote was ever polled there. The Dem- 
ocratic majority in that city is larger than the en- 
tire vote of some southern States, and [ believe 
some papers printed there—not Republican—say 
itis the worst-governed city in the civilized world. 
Probably the party have managed it much as they 
have the national Government. There, too, Five” 
Points and Fifth Avenue unite in voting the Dem- 
ocratic ticket—the one by instinct, the other for 
southern trade and the spoils of office.. This may 
explain why they suffer such scandalous affairs 
to take place in the commercial capital of our 
country; but what the Republican party have to 


| dowith it passeth my comprehension. 


Then be has a story, taken from some paper, 
about a beautiful white girl cloping and marrying 
a negro in Michigan. He probably thought it 
might be true, but there is not a particle of any 
foundation forit. Andrew Robinson, Esq. ; writes 
to the Detroit Advertiser, from the town where 
the scene is laid, and gays he is assessor of the 
town, and has been for six years, and knows 
every person in it; that no such persons ever lived 
there, and nothing of the kind: has taken place 
there, or anywhere-in the vicinity. J -presume 
the most of the stories he has published are as 
dest#ute of truth as this is. Such a case may 
occur once in a long time, or among millions of 
people, but 1 venture the assertion that where one 
white woman marries a negro in a Republican 


State, a hundred white men can be found in Dem- 


ocratic States who sell their own children because 
they are tainted with African blood. An emment 
southern statesman, many years since, said, in 
substance, that the African race was bleaching 
out rapidly at the South, and the returns of the 
census confirm the statement. There are hun- 
dreds of thousands of mulattoes, quadroons, and 
octoroons--men and women bleached and par- 
tially bleached—and, the number is rapidly in- 


| creasing: and the whole African race atthe South 


are growing whiter and whiter every day. As 
there: are no Republicans in these States, this 
must be considered Democratic, and, of course, all 
right. 
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~~" Hoor Bars. 


But my time is expiring, and I must close. 

The Democracy have been in power for eight 
years past, and did as they pleased in all respects, 
and whatis the result? I cannot speak of the waste 
of the public treasure in detail, but merely state the 
fact, that while the party could not spare $50,000 
for Improving the St. Clair Flats, they have man- 
aged to expend over one hundred. million dollars 
more in the eight years than our Government did 
the first forty years of its existence, which in- 
eluded the entire expense of the last war with 
England. They draw a doleful picture of the 
present condition of the country; and I presume 
they tell the truth. They found it peaceful and 
prosperous; no dissensious, and no public debt; 
and they have saddled us with a national debt of 
some magnitude, created a great sectional party, 
and filled the whole country with strife and lashed 
the popular feeling into fury. The people are 
weary of this useless agitation and of the policy 
of the party that compels its adoption, and have 

iven them notice to quit the capital on the 4th of 
arch next. They have nominated an HONEST 
man for the Presidency, and they will elect him. 
He will take possession on the 4th of March, and 
say to this troubled sca of politics: “Be still!’’— 
and there will be a great calm. 

We have been told the South will not suffer us 
to inaugurate a Republican President; that they 
will blow us out of the capital at the cannon’s 
mouth, secede from the North, and all that. 
Well, I have sometimes, when riding on a train 
of cars, seen a little dog rush out of a farm-house, 
yelping furiously at the locomotive, as if he ex- 
pected to drive it off the track. Buttheiron horse 
ran the fastest, and the worst of all was, that 
every time the poor dog opened his mouth. to 
bark, ‘he lost ground. e could not bark and 
run too. It is so with those who are denouncing 
the Republican party, and preaching disunion. 
Every time they open their mouths they lose 
ground, - 

Mr. Chairman, I think they will conclude to 
let us inaugurate Lincoln; that is my opinion. 
But, seriously, this talk about disunion js all folly, 
and every sane man knows it. So long as the 
President administers the Governmentin accord- 
ance with the Jaw and thé Constitution, he will 
be.obeyed; but should he attempt to violate either, 
the people everywhere would consign him to a 
traitor’s doom. Disunion is impossible. We 
bought the Southwest because we would not per- 
mita foreign Power to hold possession of the 

` mouth of the Mississippi. We paid for it, and 
we shall keep it; that you can depend on. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been advised to buy 
Cuba, at a cost of $300,000,000, and admit her 
into the Union. Well, suppose we should. If 
secession be constitutional, the first time we re- 
fused to do what her members in Congress de- 
mand, Guba would secede and leave us—minus 
the “Gem of the Antilles”? and $300,000,000. I 
think our Democratic brothers would object to 
that. Sir, disunion is impossible, and no northern 
armies will be found necessary to prevent it. 
There are hundreds of thousands of southern 
patriots who will never see this Union sundered 
——rever, never, NEVER! Read the electric words 
that came leaping from the heart of that glorious 
old man—Robert J. Breckinridge, of Kentucky— 
rebuking these disunion doctrines. He tells us 


that he loves the South, and loves her institu- | 


tions; but, said he: . 

“¥ am an American citizen, and I deny, with aplifted 
hand, the right of any court, any Congress, any President, 
any State, or any combination of States under heaven, to 
abolish from among men that highest of all human titles.” 


Paint these words on your banners, aud hun- 
dreds of thousands of southern hearts would beat 
like a drum in battle at the sightof them, They 
love this Union, and they will preserve it, and 
bequeath it to their posterity ir all its vastness, 
stretching from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and 
from the great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, 
united, as of old, and more glorious than ever, 
And when death shall find them under the more 
than Ltalian splendor of their sunny skies, the 
flag of their country will be floating in every sea 
aad every clime; its starry beauty undimmed, and 
the great nation, of whose 


porr it is the symbol, 
still united, and feared and honored throughout 
the world! 


EXECUTIVE PROTEST, PREROGATIVES, AND : 


PATRONAGE... 


SPEECH OF H 
OF NEW YORK, 

In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 12, 1860. 


The House beingin the Committee of the Whole on the” 


state of the Union— : 

Mr. BEALE said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: I ask that the resolutions sub- 
mitted to the House of Representatives on the 5th 
day of March last, by the honorable gentleman 
from Penns ylvania, [Mr. Covong,] be read by the 
Clerk. ` s 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That a committec of five members be äp- 
pointed bythe Speaker, tor the purpose of investigating 
whether the President of the United States, or any other 
officer of the Government, has, by money, patronage, or 
othe? improper means, sought to influence the action of 
Congress, or any commitee thereof, for or against the pas- 
sage of any law appertaining to the rights of any State or 
Territory ; also to inquire into and investigate whether any 


| officer and officers of the Government have, by combina- 


tion or otherwise, prevented and defeated, or attempted to 
prevent or defeat, the execution of any Jaw or laws now 
upon the stattate-books, and whether the Presidenthas failed 
or refused to compel the execution of any law thereof; that 
said committee shall investigate and inquire into the abuses 
at the Chicazo and other post offices, and at the Philadel- 
phia and other navy-yards, and into any abuses in connec- 
tion with the public buildings and other public works of the 
United States. 

© And resolved, further, That as the President, in his let- 
ter to the Pittsburg centenary celebration of the 25th No- 
vember, 1858, speaks of the employment of mancy to carry 
elections, said committee shall inquire into and ascertain 
the amount so used in. Pennsylvania, and any ather State 
or States ; in whatdistricts it was expended, and by whom, 
and by whose authority it was done, and trom what soug 
the money was derived, and to report the names of fic 
parties immplicated ; and that, for the purpose aforesaid Said 
comrnittee shall have power to send for persons and p4pers, 
and report at any time.” 


Mr. BEALE. Sir, the special ‘ message of the 
Preside nt of the United States, protesting against 
these resolutions, and certain proceedings of the 
House of Representatives thereon,’’ presented to 
that body on the 28th of March last,.excited great 
surprise, and produced a deep impression upon 
the public mind. i 

For the first time in our political history, the 
executive department of the Government has at- 


ON. C. L. BEALE, 


tempted to arrest the action of the Representa- | 


tives, violating their privileges, and reprimanding 
them in terms of severity. 

These Representatives are fresher from the 
people than the President, and might be supposed 
to reflect with more clearness their will; and both 
will render, at the same time, an account of their 
stewardship. 

To the people we are alone responsible. To 
them, through this House, the President has 
appealed, and before that tribunal we are willing 
to go. 

We have been charged by the President with a 
violation of the trust reposed in us, and with an 
invasion of his rignts and immunities. If such 
be the case, we are censurable. If, on the con- 
trary, Representatives have but done their duty, 
and if the allegations contained in the protest are 
unfounded in fact, or unfair of inference, we.owe 
it to our constituencies that the powers and priv- 
ileges.of the popular branch of the national Legis- 
lature shall not be questioned. 


I have said that this paper created surprise | 


throughout the country; not less so, if appear- 
ances indicated aright, in the party with which 
the President professes to be connected, and 


i} among its representative men on the floor of 


this House. Beyond the sunshine of executive 


ii smiles, the masses of that party condemned or 


deprecated it; and some among those who enjoy 
his liberality—‘¢ whom he has made, and not they 
themselves; who are the people of his bounty and 
the sheep of his band’’—have dared to whisper 
dissent to the assumptions of this protest. 

And upon.the other side of this Chamber there 
were honorable gentlemen who kindled not readily 
at the wrongs which Republicanism had inflicted 
upon the head of their great party—gentlemen 
who have carefully kept themselves inside of the 
Democratic organization throughout the session, 


unlessthemajority resolutions reported at Charles- | 


ton, and those other resolutions recently passed 


| House of Representatives, to do 


i Simply. 


ht — > m 
majority of the Sena 
future claim.to 


by- the Democrati 

operate in bar 
lation. ges eee ampih] gt da te re 
Ut appeared.to me. that the. President found: bit- 
few sympathizers with ‘his peculiar views of-e%- 
ecutive prerogatives. and: inimunities, ‘and, ‘that 
those, gentlemen who.came to -his:rescue on that 
occasion took counsel .of their. -galla 
than : of. theirdeliberate: judgments? E 
English. brigade..in -the Criméa,,although.con- 
scious that “somebody .blundered,’? yet urged. 
by the admirable discipline. ofthe Democratic 
party— : enh 3 


4 There’s not to reason why, 

There’s but to do and dics 
Into this valiey of death 
Rode the half'a hundred.” 


The-honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bocoex,] who entered ‘most zealously upon the 
defense of the President, did not attempt wholly 
to sustain the propositions contained in this pro- 
test; and, indeed, the only point which he, made, 
with any satisfaction to himself, was, the. ‘€ tu 
quogue’’ argument addressed by him to the chair- 
man of the investigating committee, the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Covope;} 
and even that argument parton morc of an adroit 
parliamentary finesse, “intended to draw, away 
pnblic attention from. the issue, than as any an- 
swer to that gentleman, or any justification of the 
President, $ her leeds 8 

While the honorable: gentleman from Virginia 
reminded the House of fe epic hero striving to 
bear his aged father and the gods of his household 
from the enemy, it could ‘well be remarked th 
his piety exceeded his filial Jove; that he cared 
more for the gods of the Democracy than for the 
at present aged, trembling, and blind form who 
sustains thêm. : i 

I have said that the presentation of this protest 
stands alone upon the record of our country’s 
past. ‘The protest sent in by President Jackson 
to the Senate of the United States, April 15, 1834, 
and which evidently suggested the prese; tone, 
cannot be compared with it. They differ, toto 
celo, in the provocation; in the body-to which 
they were addressed, in the subject-matter. dis- 
cussed, and in the character. and extent. of the 
powers asserted and denied in each. The one ot 
President Jackson was addressed. to the’ Senate 
of the United States, relative to a condemnatory 
resolution passed by that body, when the Presi- 
dent had enjoyed no opportunity of trial upon 
the grave charges made against him; which res- 
olution was as follows: f f 

“ Resolved, That the President, inthe Jate, executive 
proceeding in relation to the public revenue, has ast ed 
upon -himself authority ‘and power not cotiferred vy, the 
Constitution and laws, but in:derogationiof both.” |< 

President Jackson protested againstthé passage 
of this resolution: ©" > es ae : 

1. Because the Senate was not, under the Con- 
stitution, an accusing body, but a tribunal.” > 

2. That if the allegations in the resolution con- 
tained were true, he was liable to impeachment, 
which impeachment must be tried before the Sen- 
ate. : i 

3. That the Senate, having prejudged his case, 
could not be considered an impartial tribunal. | 

4. That all accusations tending towards im- 
peachment should originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. a : i : 

The resolutions passed on the 5th of March, 
and against which the President protests— f 

4. Were not passed by the Senate, but by the 
House of Representatives. 

2. Were not condemnatory, but of inquiry 


ad the President carefully examined the pro- _ 
test of his predecessor, he could not have fated 
to perceive a full recognition of the power, in the 
all which it has 
done in this case. BB yao" 
President Jackson, in that protest, speaking of 
the President, says: a 
“ Indirectly, also, his conduct may come under revision 


i; in either branch of the Legislature, or in the Senate, when 


acting in its executive capacity, and so far as ihe execu- 
tive or legislative proceedings of these bodies may require 
it, it may be examined by them.’ i 

I cannot conceive how the term “indirectly” 
ean have a more appropriate application than`in 
the resolution of inquiry adopted by the Fouse. 
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‘Itis used by President Jackson in contradistine- 
‘tion to‘impeackinent, and refers to any other pro- 
ceeding „which ‘the House of Representatives 
might initiate against the chief executive officer 
-of the Government.) -` 

“vs President Jackson continues: ~ 7 

i reéPhe Constitution makes the House of Representatives 
“the exclusive judges, in the first: instance, of thé question, 
whether the President has committed an impeachable offense,” 

But President Jackson goes much further than 
did: the House of Representatives in the adoption 
of the offensive resolutions of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. The House never sought, inthe 
latter case, to adjudge the question whether the 
“ President had committed. an impeachable of- 
fense,’’ but were. simply desirous Lo acquire such 
information as might enable them to forma judg- 
ment; and-to censure, prepare articles of impeach- 
ment, or dismiss the whole matter, as should seem 
to them proper. President Jackson calls us the 
“judges,” “ the exclusive judges.” Notjudgesof 
the law merely, but of the fact—of facts to be as- 
certained from evidence. The resolutions of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania provide merely for 
the procurcment of that evidence. 

“President Jackson, speaking further of the un- 
authorized resolution of the Senate, says: 

` ¢ But if, onthe other hand, the House of Representatives 
shall be of opinion that there is no reason for charging them 
upon him, and shall therefore deem it improper to preferan 
impeachnient, then will the violations of these privileges, 
asitrespects that House, &c., bc only the more conspicuous 
and impressive.” 

Here the predecessor of the present Executive 
speaks in strong terms of the privileges of the 
House, of the violations of that privilege; and the 
power to decide whether or not the House would 
prefer such impeachment, is the privilege spoken 
ot. Iftheaction of the Senate interfering with this 
right of determination was a breach of privilege 
in 1834, according to Democratic authority, shall 
‘we be deemed severe, if we charge the President 
of the United States with a breach of the priv- 
ilege of this House in an attempt to arrest action 
simply preliminary to’ the decision and the im- 
peachment spoken of in the authorities I have 
cited? 7 f 

I have alluded to the protest of President Jack- 
son, because I deem the authority in pointin this 
case; because it is the only presidential protest 
on record, and became a precedent, so faithfully 
followed in everything, except its great princi- 
ples, as to remove from the subject of our exam- 
ination any suspicion of originality. Ihave quoted 
it, as the authority of his great name, his distin- 
guished merit, his patriotism, and his honesty, 
commend his views to our acceptance, and give 
them the highest sanction in the Democratic party 
itself, Had the present protestant but followed 
in all things the example of his predecessor, 
neither he nor we would have had occasion to 
hear the expression, that the days of General 
Jackson had passed. 

In this connection, it might be further remarked 
that the resolution condemnatory of President 
Jackson was passed by the Senate on the 28th 
day of March, 1834, and that the protest was not 
presented until the 15th day of April of the same 
year, and after all proceedings were terminated; 
while, on the contrary, the present Chief Execu- 
tive interposed his protest before the action con- 
templated by the resolution had been closed, and 
while investigations under the same were pro- 
gressing. 

¿i propose, then, Mr. Speaker, to assume in this 
discussion that the President of the United States 
has been guilty ofa breach of the privileges of 
this.body; and, in an analysis of his protest, to 


show how incorrect are his assumptions, and how |, 


` dangerous they are to the future welfare of the 
Republic. 


advisedly, and upon due reflection, and we ar 
bound to suppose that he has weighed well all 


that he has said; that he has examined the whole |: 


ground, and is sure in his position. I would that 
lt were otherwise, and that in charity we might 
suppose that, influenced by sudden pique at a 
proposition to investigate his conduct, he uttered, 
in tones of impatience, the protest with which he 
has honored us, 

` The deliberate publication of so grave a State 
paper demands at our hands a more earnest and 


careful scrutiny than if otherwise; and, if the 
facts and circumstances ‘therein contained are 
wrong, demand from us more emphatic condem- 
ination, o oe : : ` 

The first and chief complaint of the President 
is, that the resolution accuses him of. grave 
offenses, and that the House of Representatives 
possesses no power so to accuse, but can only 
proceed against him by preferring articles of im- 
peachment. 

We admitneither ofthese propositions—neither 
the statement of fact, nor the statement of law. 

These resolutions are not accusatory—they are 
but of inquiry; they are not condemnatory—they 
butrequest an investigation; they are not conclu- 
sive, but preliminary. : 

By well-founded rumors, by the President’s 
letter of November 25, 1858, or by whatever other 
means, a reasonable suspicion is aroused in the 
public mind, that one of the departments of the 
Government is tainted with corruption. It be- 
came the duty of the popular branch of the Gov- 
ernment—the immediate Representatives of the 
people—to proceed energetically and cfficiently. 

It is true, as the President says, that “ the trial 
of an impeachment of the President before the 
Senate, on charges preferred and prosecuted by 
the House of Representatives, would be an im- 
posing spectacle to the world;”’ but so to dignify 
such trial, and to properly convict and punish the 
offender, the articles of. impeachment should not 
only be presented at the bar of the Senate with 
fidelity and ability, but should be founded upon 
such information as would give them force and 
effect in themselves, and accompanied by such 
testimony as would abundantly support them. 

To obtain such information, and to be enabled 
so to prepare such articles, a preliminary investi- 
gation was essential; just such an investigation as 
1s contemplated’ by the resolutions of the gentle- 
man fiofh Pennsylvania, 

Official malversations, like private offenses, are 
rarely committed by daylight, where they are seen 
of all men, and information whereof is easily ac- 
cessible. On the contrary, they are done with a 
certain degree of secrecy sufficient to require in- 
quiry and scrutiny. Sych inquiry, and that alone, 
| these resolutions contemplate. * 

The preliminary investigation is parallel to that 
of complaint for private offenses. Complaint is 
lodged before the magistrate, often of the most 
indefinite character; the examination is conducted 
with reference to future action, committal, trial, 
or discharge. Ora complaint is made before the 
i grand inquest of the county; the investigation is 
| conducted ex parte, with no opportunity for the 
accused to confront the accuser, in secrecy, un- 
der oath; and, upon the information thus ob- 
| tained; the jury discharge the complaint, or direct 
their law officer to frame his bill of indictment, 
j and carry the cause before the higher and ulti- 
mate tribunal for adjudication. And, to render 
the parallel still more perfect and striking, each 
member of that grand inquest stands bound by 
the highest sanctions of duty—his oath—to pre- 
| sent ‘without fear, favor, reward, or hope of re- 


if 


vidually has any cognizance. 

Is not the principle the same with us? We are 
in one sense the grand inquest of the nation, and 
we are “ diligently to inquire and true present- 
| ment make” concerning all offenses coming under 
| our jurisdiction. 
| Nor does this proceeding stand unsupported by 
| the authority of parliamentary precedent. Two 


occur to me, familiar to every member of this 
| House, and which have passed into history and 
fame. The first is the case of Robert Clive, first 
! Governor General of India, in which he stood 


: li Suspected of high malversation in office. A special 
The President professes to speak soberly and | 


committee of the House of Commons was* chosen 
to inquire into the affairs of India,” and especially 
nto the administration of the public affairs of that 
country by Mr.Clive. This committee proceeded 


i, with great energy and vigor, nearly exhausting 
| two sessions of the House of Commons, inquir- 


ing into the entire official career of the Governor, 
avd reporting the evidence adduced to the House; 
and it is matter of record that General Burgoyne, 
the accomplished chairman of that committee, and 
aleading member of the House of Commons, was 
the chief accuser of the’ Governor. And, upon 


| ward,”’ all offenses or offenders of which he indi- |! 


| the evidence thus adduced, the House of Com- 


monsitself acted, and passed two resolutions cen-. 
suring the course pursued by Mr. Clive, but re- 
| fusing to pass another resolution tending toward 
an impeachment. 

The second instance is that of the still more 
illustrious man, a successor of Lord Clive, in the 
government of India, and whose impeachment 
and trial drew forth the finest denunciatory elo- 
quence since’ the Roman orator ‘thundered 
against the oppressor of Sicily.” ` 

In the case of Mr. Hastings, a committee or 
| inquiry had reported upon his administration; and 
upon that report, and upon the charges thereupon 
preferred, and upon agreeing to the articles of im- 
peachment, the great debate arose in the English 
House of Commons, which terminated in agree- 
ing to charges, the arraignment of the illustrious 
culprit, and the memorable attempt to impeach 
him of high crimes and misdemcanors at the bar 
of the House of Lords. 4 

In the latter case, also, arose the very question 
raised by the President in his protest, * that his 
accuser had been made one of his judges;” and 
when Mr. Francis was objected to upon similar 
grounds, it was urged with great force by Mr. 
Wyndam, one of the managers of the impeach- 
ment, that ‘* impartiality, though the first duty 
of a judge, had never been reckoned among the 
qualities of an advocate; that in the ordinary ad- 
ministration of criminal justice in England, the 
aggrieved party, the very last person who ought 
to be admitted into the jury-box, is the prose- 
cutor; that what was wanted in a manager was, 
not that he should be free from bias, but that he 
should be energetic, able, well-informed and ac- 
tice.” And Mr. Francis was rejected at last, only 
upon the ground of his inveterate personal hostil- 
ity to the accused. 

These two cases, without citing to the House 
numerous others, English and American, appear 
to me to sustain fully the resolutions of inquiry 
adopted by this House, and the appointment of 
j the committee under those resolutions, and their 
action. Nor do I agree, Mr. Speaker, with the 
President, that this House is confined to impeach- 
ment of the President. In the first place, this 
body, under the Constitution, is the gale judge of 
the course it will pursuc toward any offender, and 
may measure out to him the punishment com- 
mensurate with the offense. 

If, instead of preferring articles of impeachment 
upon the evidence reported by the committee of 
inquiry, they deem the offense deserving only of 
censure, theirs is the unquestionable right to ad- 
minister that censure, and in a milder or severer 
form,.as they shall judge proper. 

The appeal of the President from such action 
is only to the'intelligent public opinion of the 
people; and I can assuredly say that to that tri- 
bunal in this country no public man has ever car- 
i ried a meritorious case in vain. | Indeed, the 
President would stand there with many advant- 
| ages over his opponents; for the hidden sympa- 
| thy with the rightfully or ‘wrongfully accused, 
which forms so large a part of popular feeling 
and the popular heart, would at first commend 
his side of the case to their approval. But to that 


|, tribunal this House, even now, is willing to go, 


and by their decision to abide. I cannot divest 
my mind of the impression, that to that tribunal, 
rather than to this House, indirectly, the Presi- 
dent’s protest was intended to go as a case made. 

The President also complains that his accuser 
has been made one of his judges. And again, 
that the same is in violation of the principles of 
universal justice, and condemned by the practice 
of all civilized nations, and that every freeman 
must revolt at the spectacle.” 

Such an assertion might be disposed of by the 
fact that no accusation bas been made against the 
President. Let the resolutions speak for them- 
scives and they effectually negative the assertion. 
But even if the same were truc, the conclusions 
of the President-by no means follow. An accu- 
sation is nota judgment; and our laws, as before 
stated, recognize the propriety of an accuser con- 
stituting one of an accusing tribunal, and compel 
each member to become an accuser of all offend- 
ers known to him. 


In the case of Clive, above cited, Burgoyne, the 
accuser, and the mover of the resolution, was 
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made chairman of the committee; and in the case 
cited by the honorable and distinguished chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, in hisable report, Mr. 
‘Whitbread, mover of the impeachment against 
Lord Melville, was appointed one of the commit- 
tee raised. ` ; i 

Nor can I see why, in a matter either of accu- 
sation or of inquiry, as in this case, the mover of 
the resolution should be excluded from the com- 
mitteé and the chairmanship of it, in accordance 
with all parliamentary practice and precedent. 

If the President had been left friendless upon 
this committee, he might perhaps have reason to 

omplain,and might, with more propriety, charge 
anticipated unfairness. But the presence of the 
experienced parliamentary skill, acknowledged 
ability, and personal friendship of the honorable 
and distinguished gentleman from North Carolina 
` (Mr. Wtnstow] should have removed all appre- 
hension on the part of the President, and shamed 
his imputation of unfairness. 

The President complains that the resolutions 
are vague and indefinite. In his own language— 

“The resolutions are as vague and general as the English 
language affords words to make them.” 

If the resolutions were accusations, their vague- 
ness could scarcely be urged as a valid objection 
to them, for a vague accusation is no accusation, 
and did not deserve at the hands of the President 
the notice with.which he has honored it. In 
every court of law, of honor, or of Parliament, 
precision is the essence of an allegation; and any 
‘charge, rambling, undefined, or vague in its char- 
acter, if it at all arrested the attention of a defend- 
ant, would be required to be made certain—would 
demand explanation or would be disregarded. 

But if the resolutions are merely of inquiry, 

they are of necessity vague. They are often based 
upon suspicion, upon hearsay, and, at best, upon 
general and imperfect information. The object 
of the resolutions is to obtain precise information 
upon which to ground specific allegations. If the | 
contrary were the fact, no investigation would be 
necessary; for upon accurate information charges 
could be preferred without any preliminary in- 
quiry. Investigations of all cases of corruption, 
bribery, or crime, are based upon vague inform- 
ation, and seek from the little in possession to as- 
certain the entire truth. 
_ The mistake of the President in this, as in his 
former objections to the resolutions, consists in 
his determination to regard them as condemna- 
tory, and as final judgments upon himself and his 
official conduct. 

This sensitivenesss and determined perversion 
of the true intent of the resolutions awaken not 
a little-suspicion, and justly expose the President 
to the charge of a desire to suppress investiga- 
tion, and avoid its consequences. 

Against. this suspicion, the President, in anti- 
cipation, declares emphatically that he makes this 

rotest ‘for no reason personal to himself.’ 
hy indulge in such a forecast? Every pre- 
sumption should be in favor of the supposition | 
that the President, acting as the great conserva- 
tor of the Constitution and laws, was actuated | 
by a simple desire to protect both. The law so 
regards every official, and would so interpret | 
every message of the President, if disconnected 
from circumstances impeaching the assumption. 
But those circunistances, the array of the Presi- 
dent’s argument, and his gratuitous disclaimers | 
of egotisin, justify the country in suspecting and 
condemning him. é 

The President, after congratulating himself 
upon the “exalted position’? which he accident- 
ally occupies, assures us that “he will take care, 
so far as in him lies, that the rights and preroga- 
tives of the position shal! never be violated in his 
person, but shall pass to his successors unim- 
paired.” Tuterpreted by the circumstances of this 
case, the expression is one of decp significance. 
The term prerogative has ever been displeasing | 
to the ears of freemen; and the struggle between 
prerogative and privilege has ever been the strug- | 
gle between the Representative and the Executive 
to.prevent.or procure the transition of power from 
the many to the few, has ever involved the con- 
stitutional rights of the former, and hasever been | 
the covert blow aimed at popular liberty by the 


Executive. We will take from the President of 
the United States no right guarontied to him by ! 


the Constitution: We will: infringe upon none:.'|| the jNustriows “commoner” of Kentuck 


But, sir, we afd bound to watch with jealous eye 
the prerogatives of any officer. © And- ‘we ‘will 
watch those of the President. Wewill keep them 
within the defined limits, and we will denounce 
their undue exercise. : ne. f 

The President’s allusion to the $ Star Cham- 
ber” and ‘* general warrants,” have a juxtapo- 
sition to his defense of ‘* prerogatives,” full of 
meaning suggestion. They were all. involved in 
that grgat strugele whose historic record is the 
proudest of England’s many heroic conflicts, and 
which resulted in the establishment of constitu- 
tional safeguards for popular liberty, and in legis- 
lative guarantees for the rights and redress for the 
wrongs of the citizen. 

With the spirit of that strife our revolutionary 
sires were deeply imbued; and the duty of us, 
their descendants, is to preserve it intact. 

With us, also, that other doctrine, asserted b 
the Stuarts, and shadowed forth ail through this 
protest, that the right of the ruler is divine, and 
that he can do no wrong, meets with equal rep- 
robation. 

These odious doctrines led one Scotch sovereign 
of England through the windows of Whitehall 
upon the'scaffold, and drove another to a return- 
less exile from throne and friends. The Presi- 
dent may learn a lesson from the latter; and 
in the fate of his namesake see his own fore- 
shadowed. 

The President has called our attention to his 
age, and shelters the extravagance of his assump- 
tions at that sanctuary. Sir, the President can 
invoke no reverence for age itself to which my 
heart will not devoutly respond. I yield to none 
of my associates, to no man, in reverence for the 
“hoary head.” But, sir, lct it be that old age 
which approaches its final harvest crowned with 
the fruitand the whiteness of public and of private 
virtues; thatage going down like the sinking sun, 
whose disk from behind the great verge illumes 
the western sky, and shines far back toward its 
eastern morning, until it pales amid the coming 
out of the summer stars. . 

he. President reminds us of his “gray hairs.”’ 
We might remind him that those sacred snows 
should have cooled the ardor of many a denuncia- 
tion in this protest, ere he asked at our hands 
consideration for them. 

It was not in the best taste for the President of 


the United States, a high public fuctionary, to į 


allude to either. He was not too old to enjoy the 
sweets of official position; let him assume its re- 
sponsibilities, and the difference is wide between 
the old age of private life, the old age which only 
comes forth like the ‘* venerable man ”’ of the poet, 
to soothe the public tumults and bring peace to 
his country, and the age of the veteran pefitician 
and office-holder, who grasps the reins of power 
with palsied hand, and reminds us, in this pro- 
test, “how fields were won.” 


The age and gray heirs which are aggressive 


canclaim noexemption. That flag of truce which 
nature holds out must cover no advancing foe, 
must wave over no hostile outpost. 


To neither | 


of these will it afford immunity; and by a rigid | 


construction of every rule of warfare, it would 
even exempt such vanquished from mercy. 
With much of complacency, the President as- 
serts that‘ the presentis the Ret attempt to assail 
his personal or official integrity;’’ that he “feels 
proudly conscious that there is no public act of 
his life which will not bear the strictest scrutiny.”’ 


Sir, I will not attempt to assail the personal 


integrity nor invade the private life of the Pres- |! 


ident. This is no place, nor is that the warfare 
in which I ever indulge toward a political oppo- 
nent, A warfare of crimination is an ungenerous, 
unmanly warfare. Against it all the sanctities 
of private life, all the charities of humanity, and 
the age to which the President alludes, lift a shield 
before his breast. But, sir, to his public acts I 
may allude; nor will Į pass within the intrench- 
ments of this committee, and gather facts and con- 
clusions from its investigations. I will content 
myself with what history has already made her 
own, and garnered up for us and coming ume. 

I might call the attention of the House to the 
calumny originating with the President, while a 
Representative in Congress in 1825, and which for 
years hung like a sombe¥ cloud over the name of 


p 
only refutation of “which “tended ‘to: ‘obsture™ 
fame of the patriotic and ‘gallant Jackson 
charge off and-comp : 
earnestly ‘persisted in, accomplished “its: object, 
ad once and again-boré back. froin the highest 
ositions “its noble victim;-a’charge which, tred- 
ited by thousands, followed hini to: his final rest; 
but, yielding to that last demonstra ; dissélved 
in tearful regrets upon his corse. “And sity i 
those cold remains, as’ in their great traiiquillity 
they traversed the Union he so much loved gë 
ered more of earnest earthly honor than followed 
his maligner as his triumphant foot pressed the 
eastern porch of the Capitol; more than’ has tot- 
centrated round his Administration) orgraced his 
whole public career. ‘And justly, too; for the 
former, even in his cerements, thurmured, peace, 
peace—peace to jarring sections; peace to conflict- 
ing interests; peace to the angry passions of men; 
peace to that whole country to’ whose ‘interests 
nis life and death were consecrated. “While the 
latter, finding the gates of Janus shut in peace, 
burst their bars, and through them sent the sword 
and the Furies. a = aan 
Sir, although the soil of Kentucky embiaces 
the ashes of Henry Clay, still he is of the Union; 
still we hear, as froma trumpet, his manlyac- 
knowledgment of the evils, and earnest warning 
against the extension of: the peculiar institution; 
the institution whose swart ‘statue’ stands to-day 
the deity of the White House, and for whose 


has become a missionary enterprise. ; 

I wonder not, sir, that the gallant Opposition 
in this House, the Clay Whigs of the South, some 
of whom stood close by his standard, cherish’ as 
of religion his memory,and havescorned to strike 
hands with the minions of his foe. And in that 
respect for his memory, sir, I, who ever with- 
held my vote, but not my heart, from their chiv- 
alric leader, would unite with them, and would 
lay my chaplet upon his grave. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1844 the majority of the De- 
mocracy presented the name of an: illustrious 
statesman from my native State and district for the 
highest office in ihe gift of the people. ` Tle was 
the choice and favorite of such majority.’ Edis 
financial policy was deemed necéssary to, and has 
become i enhed with, the prosperity of the coût- 
try. i ; 
Ya the Democratic convention which that year 
| assembled at Baitimore the Pennsylvania dele- 

ation stood instructed and pledged to Mr. Vän 

uren; but by the machinations of Mr. Buchanan, 
then Senator in Congress, and his present: prime 
minister, under the dictation of southern’ Dima- 
racy, the absurd * two-thirds rule” was initiafed, 
was carried by twelve Pennsylvania votes, and 
another rival removed from the path of the pres- 
ent Exceutive.. And, gentlemen of the northern 


another northern candidate at another Baltimore 
convention, pardon me if I simply refer yon to 
the history of the convention of 1844, and say, 
“read the books of the sybil.”’ 

In 1846 the Democracy of my own State’ nom- 
| inated for Governor her favorite son, the man who 
| had clected the Democratic President of 1844,and 
| had given to Mr. Buchanan the portfolio of office. 
! That man, thus deserving, was struck down -by 
| the same hand, and went back to his home, his 
| farm, his grave. Sir, it is matterof history, that 
Mr. Wright was defeated, iñ 1846, at Washing- 
| 
| 
i 
i 
t 
t 


; ton, by the President and his Secretary of State 
and of War, because he dared to oppose the ag- 
| gressions of slavery, and those who kissed its 
| scepter. He was defeated, sir; but no earthly 
i reverse or enemy could triumph over the soul ot 
| Silas Wright. He went back to the plow and 
i field he so much loved, and from which alone he 
! boasted any honors. He went back, the object 
i of a popular Jove, which built itself, like a tri- 
| umphal arch, over his passage to private life, He 
| went back, the center of bright hope to millions 
; —the coming man for the coming time; and there, 

sir, this Christian Cincinnatus met and yielded 
! toa mightier than earth. Amid the rural scenes, 
| the rural pursuits, the rural friends of hig earlier 
| and mature years, he “ passed the bourn’? Eiis 
| sterni integrity, his purity, his manly. simplicity 
| of character, his wide-reaching mental grasp, his 


ely refuted, but: which, 


worship and its propagation modern Democracy 


Democracy, you who are desirous of nominating ` 
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logicalacumen, his persuasive eloquence, his firm- 
ness indomitable, his.winning popularity, his un- 
gpotted patriotism, all constituted him great iù the 
Senate, greatin administration, great in his party, 
great-in.the walks of private life. Sir, he wasthe 
Jeader:of the young Democracy of his State. He 
dmbued them with his economic ideas of finance, 
swith: his’ progressive ideas of retrenchment and 
reform; and he ‘organized victory”? for them. 
Like Hamilcar, he led them to the altars of free- 
dom, and, like the young Carthaginians, they 
gwore eternal opposition ‘to the aggressions of 
slavery. - He fell, sir, by private hands, on the 
edge of the field, as the battle was beginning; and 
of, that death, its authors, and results, we may 
use the language of the French Demosthenes: 

«So perished the last of the Gracchi bythe 
hand of the Patricians; but having received the 
mortal. blow, he threw a handful of free dust to- 
ward heaven, attesting the avenging gods.” And 
from that dust. came the Republican party, less 
great fop: having exterminated the Democracy of 
New York than for having dealt the blow upon 
the proud crest of the-oligarchy itself. He fell; 
but his dying hand pointed us forward to the 
-broad and luminous pathway. in which we should 
tread; and, sir, we will tread that steep but upward 
ascent, notthat wemay reach such fanciful heights 
as those spoken of by my eloquent colleague, 
[Mr. Joun Cocurans,] and from which he, like 
the original from whom. he quotes, standing be- 
side the heathen prince or principle, courting the 
proffered bribe, and apostate from the true faith, 
exclaimed, ‘“How beautiful are thy tents, Oh De- 
mocracy; and thy tabernacles, Oh St. Tammany!” 
but that serener atmosphere, where dwells lib- 
erty, “ teaching the world how sublime a thing 
a free people is.”? New York,sir, has no reason 
to love the President or his premier. Retribu- 
tion, in the name and by the hands of liberty, fell 
upon the latter iu 1848. In 1856, a plurality of 
eighty thousand against the President testified the 
desire of her sons to avenge the double wrong to 
the living and the dead. Now, as then, the true 
Democracy ofthat State range under the Repab- 
lican banner, and the young knights of freedom, 
who won their spurs in 1848, true to the purity 
of their early principles, wear in this great quar- 
tel the white rose of York, and not the bloody 
one of Lancaster. 

But, sir, I pass to notice, lastly, that sentiment 
of.the President’s protest, ‘that the whole pro- 
ceeding against. him justifies the fears of those 
wise and great men, who, before the Constitution 
waa adopted by the States, apprehended that the 
tendency of the Government was to the aggrand- 
izement of the legislative at the expense of the 
exccutive department.” 

Sir, the history of the convention which framed 
that Constitution will correct the error of the pro- 
test. The history of its adoption by the different 
States, and the debates upon it, equally convict 
the President of error. s 

Madison, Randolph, Henry, Jefferson, Pinck- | 
ney, Ireton, and Hamilton, expressed their ap- 
prehension that the Exccutive, under the Con- 
stitution, would become usurpers of power and 
prerogative. 

Such peculiarly were the apprehensions cnter- 


H 


i 


tained by the Republican party under the lead of 


Mr. Jefferson. ; 

Serious apprehensions were entertained and 
expressed by them that the Constitution tended 
to build up an irresponsible central Government, 
dangerous alike to the rigbts of the States and to 
those of the people at large, and aggressive upon 
that branch of the national Legislature in which 
the rights of the people were more immediately 
ee 


Recent events have shown how well founded | 
were these apprehensions; and, in the light of 


their accumulated evidence, the expression of the 
President appears as suspicious as it is extraor- 
dinary. Shall we attribute it to recent perversion 
or.to ancient Federal instincts? Is it the desire 
on his part to deceive others, or have the weak- 
nesses of either extreme of life confounded with 
the errors of both? 
Sir, l traverse this sentiment of the President’s 
protest, and declare that to-day a central power 
as been built up and strengthened by the last 
two Administrations, which Bids us see to it that 


: of the United States of America.: (Constitution, art. 2, 


t and, by and witli the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
| judges of the Supreme Court, and all other offiogrs of the 


| wise provided for, and which shall be established by law,” 


| tion, and, like those of former days, obey an im- 


| even bribe the Legislature. ?? 


the. ‘Republic takes no harm,” and that this 
power is wielded by. the Executive. - 

What, :six, 1s the language of the Constitution? 
. “Phe executive power shall be vested in the President 


sec. 1.) `. 

«“ The President shall be commander-in-chiefof the Army 
and Navy of the United States, and of the militia,” &c. 
“ He-shail have power, by.and with the. advice and consent 
of the Senate, to maketreaties,”* &c. s He shall nominate, 


point embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, 
United States whose appointments are not herein other- 


&e. 

- Such, sir, are his prerogatives and privileges, 
and upon none of these have the House of Rep- 
resentatives infringed; but, sir, by these has he 
usurped extravagant, unusual, and most danger- 
ous powers, and so exercised themas to abridge 
the rights of the people, and to violate the priv- 
ileges of their Representatives. By means of his 
appointing power alone, has. he demoralized his 
party, and reversed the theories of our fathers, 
that all power emanated from the people, and 
should control their public servants. 

In practice, power in patronage comes from the 
Executive, and that patronage has been so exer- 
cised to crush out the individuality of the. ap- 
pointees, to enforce blind obedience to Federal 
dictation and exactness of party discipline, that 
men, independent and high-souled, have been 
driven from position, and their places have been 
supplied by the scrvile.and unworthy; by, men 
who form the Praetorian band of the Administra- 


See edict alone, and like them may ‘‘ march to 
ome, and give away the empire.” i 

Mr. Randolph uses this expression : i 

“The Executives may appoint men devoted to them, and 

Let us examine whether the last two Adminis- 
trations are not amenable to both charges. They 
have appointed Cabinet officials, who are but 
themselves multiplied; men for whose acts they 
are officially responsible—( Wilcox vs. Jackson, 
and Williams vs. the United States)—men whose 
official misconduct has been under the investiga- 
tion of this committee; men who formed the secret 
council of seven which framed and approved a 
despotic, hateful Constitution for a free people; 
who, leaving their Departments and legitimate 
business, carry the Cabinet into delegated con- 
ventions of the people; who manifest the deepest 
interest in the elections of the people, and whose 
velvet footsteps (in emergencies) fall softly upon 
the carpets of cither House of Congress. 

They have commissioned and appointed the 
officers of the Army and Navy, those aristocratic 
blemighes in every free Government, (compelling 
them into collision with friendly States,) and with 
which faction threatens to size the reins of power, 
when that inevitable event has taken place, the elec- 
tion of a Republican President next November. 

They have appointed foreign ministers, whose 
representations of our country’s honor abroad 
have been manifested in conferences at Ostend, | 
or in intimidation and threats of grand larceny at 
Madrid. 


{ 


influence in that State, but owing fealty to the 
| Federal center alone—men who control State con- 
ventions and election precincts by violence, whose 
salaries are assessed by the central power for cor- 
ruption funds, and who retrieve the same by ex- 
tortions, by defalcations, by frauds upon revenue, 
and by passports to slavers. Thus he has renewed 
that grievance of our fathers denounced in the 
Declaration of Independence: l 

& He has created a multitude of new offices, and sent 
hither swarms of officers to harass our people, and to eat 
out their substance.” 

By these means the Administration has depleted 
| the national Treasury of millions, and impaired 
‘the national credit. He appoints postmasters, 
| who multiply over all the land, as the locusts came 
| up over Egypt—officials ranging from the mag- 
nificent defaulter of New York to the mail distrib- 
utor of the humblest hamlet—men whose pecula- 
tions or whose inefficiency alone have submerged 
that Department in debt—men from whom are 
conscripted delegates to, conventions, and each of 
whom formsa petty nucleus of power to his neigh- 
borhood—men who ‘ know no law but Roderick 
Dhu’s command ’’~whwo, atthe sound of the horn, 
and beneath the lash of the huntsman, “ will course 
with the hounds or form with the hare.” | 

Can there be amore striking illustration of offi- 
cial corruption than in these appointments and ap- 
i pointees, and stronger arguments for the entire 
abolition of the post office and the custom-house? 
He appoints officials, multitudinous and nonde- 
script, who swarm round the center of patronage, 
throng the avenues of this metropolis, and who, 
for eight weeks, sat armed and blooded in the 
galleries of this House, ready to applaud every 
! sentiment of treason, to overawe every cxpression 
of free opinion, and, if necessary, to join the Cat- 
ilines of the Senate, ayd the Cethegi, the Curii, 
ànd the Coeparii of this House, to stab the patri- 
otic men of either body, and to dissolve the 
Union. 

Such, si’, is public patronage; such some of the 
prerogatives of the President; and such the result 
of their exercise. Have we, the Representatives 
| ofan outraged, plundered, oppressed people—have 
| we infringed upon those prerogatives? Ifso, let 
the President inform us upon which. Have we 
| done our duty, even? No, sir, no! We sce these 
| errors; we know them, but do not strike them 
' down, as we should have done; as we should yet 
i do. j ; 
| Have not the words of Randolph been fully 
| realized, and have I not fully demonstrated it? 

“The Executives may appoint men devoted to 
i them.” Let us examine whether the concluding 
clause of the sentence is correct: *‘And even bribe 
the Legislature.” i 
By means of his appointees, the President has 
great power; by the promise and hope of such ap- 
; pointment, hae greater. Has he hesitated to 
apply that power to the national Legislature— 
he who has violated their privileges by this pro- 
test? s 

The wholerexccutive influence of his prede- 

| cessor was exerted to force the Kansas-Nebraska 


t 
| 


They have appointed judges, whose dicta over- 
turn the well-considered decisions of the great 


the Revolution, and libel the motives of itsauthors; 
take from Congress ascertained and settled pow- 
ers aud dutics, and make the Constitution of the 
Republic a letter of marque for slavery extension- 
ists, reducing humanity to chattelhood, and fet- 
tering the slave’s fect to soil which God made, 
and man has kept, free. 

And, sir, the President has indorsed this doc- 
trine. It has become the policy of his Adminis- 
tration, the principle of his party. And these 
dicta, thus given, have been claimed by the De- 
mocracy to be finalities, and as commanding obe- 
dience. And, to enforce obedience, and carry out 
these principles, they have appointed Governors, 
secretaries, and marshals; prepared constitu- 
tions, and arrayed armies; and have worked out 
the problem in blood and shame upon the prairies 
of Kansas. 

He appoints collectors of customs, and kindred 
officials, swarming wherever ude water flows— 
men residing in each State, exerting their official 


| 
| 
| 


i 


| 
| 


legal minds of former days, rebuke the spirit of 


Territory. 

That, sir, was the measure of the first session of 
the Thirty-Fifth Congress. To it the Adminis- 
tration stood pledged, and were in earnest. 

The same Executive whose faith had been 
i| e Punic” to Walker-and to Stanton, and whose 
| efforts had been unceasing to coerce or bribe the 
|| adoption, by territorial convention and people, 
| of such a constitution, brought back their con- 
| stitution and their tactics to Washington and to 
| Congress. Then, sir, might have been seen, in 


i 


| | 


1860.] 
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either wing of the Capitol, how the “legislative 
was aggrandized at the expense of the executive 
- department.’’ Persistently, menacingly, seduc- 
tively, the Executive approached the Representa- 
tive; but fora time in vain. Republicans, Amer- 
icans, Democrats in name, but freemen and free 
Re presentaties confon ted, bore back theiniquity 
and its author, and ‘* Lecompton, naked,” was 
defeated. 

And, sir, when that scheme came up in a mod- 
ified and insidious form, what executive admin- 
istrative influences were used? I say, what 
influences? ` Let the result and the Covode com- 
mittee answer. I speak not alone of checks skill- 
fully drawn to avoid detection; of official patronage 
promised; of a return to this House assured to 

epresentatives;of a social political cordon drawn 
between the obedient and refractory; of the smiles 
of executive: and Cabinet favor lavished upon 
one and withdrawn from another; of tremblers 
or trimmers, who desired to fortify themselves by 
Cabinet advice, and accidentally voted against it; 
of parvenues, whose heart’s blood of principle con- 
gealed in the shade of a placeman’s displeasure, 
and who have striven and are striving to buy 
back tie sunshine of power, by infidelity to 
pledges and to the people. I speak not of any 
single one, but of all of these things, and ask the 
question, which department encroached upon the 
other—executive or legislative ? 

The bill passed, became a law, and the consti- 
tution and the proffered bribe were indignantly 
spurned by the people of that Territory. They 
have framed a free constitution, and their eloquent 
Delegate has come with it; and Kansas stands 
waiting at the gate of the Union, demanding ad- 
mission. We, the Representatives of the people, 
have said, by our votes, swing wide those gates, 
and welcome our sorrowing sister in. Let her 
put, off her weeds, and put on the garments of 
gladness, and become the thirty-fourth of the sis- 
terhood, the seventeenth of the free States of the 
Union. But, sir, under the dictation of the Ex- 
ecutive, the Democratic majority of the Senate 
bar her entrance, and defy the will of the people, 
which demands her admission. 

_ But, sir, the Executive not only violates the 
privileges of this EIouse, and interferes with its 
legislation, but everywhere it.sceks to thwart the 
will and infringe upon the rights of the people. 
In conventions, it dictates’ platforms and seeks to 
nominate candidates, At the ballot-box, it dic- 
tates to the voters, and seeks to defeat their choice. 
The President is aniong the number of those who, 
having’ made an unworthy test, never pardons 
whoever dares to differ with or oppose him, Such, 
sir, has been emphatically his course, relative to j 
those gentlemen who dared to differ with him on 
the Lecompton policy. Which of them has the 
President forgiven, and the reélection of which 
did he not oppose? Hasxry, in my own State, 
true to his principles, met the sternest antagonism 
of the President, and through a fiery opposition 
came back here to confront his adversary. | | 

Hickman, bearing in a feeble frame a brave, | 
true soul, like a sword too mighty for ‘its scab- | 
bard—the man who was requested by the Presi- 
dent to pledge him in person for “ Free Kansas,” 
and who, like the radical Democracy of New 
-York, sought and could find the republicanism of 
Jefferson and Madison only in the Republicanism 
of to-day—against him, too, were arrayed all the 
influences of Executive and Cabinet; but in vain. 
He stands here with clarion voice to speak for | 
freedom and for privilege; and his masterly report) 
in this case is a sufficient answer to the arrogance | 
and sophistry of the President. : 

So with Harris, who died all too soon for his 
country; und others, elected for the first time i 
against the minions of the Executive, in whose |} 

H 
| 


| 
| 
i 


favor all the influence of office had been exerted: | 
Revwotps and Scuwarrz and others, opposed | 
with bitterness at the polls, denounced with malig- i! 
naney by the Administration organs here, but |i 
lifted by their fidelity to principle above the cloud |; 
of executive displeasure into the sunshine of the | 
people’s love i 

While, sir, to testify still stronger his disregard || 
of popular will, sien whom the people have re- į! 
pudiated have been made the favorite appointees 
of the President. Foreign missions, heads of De- į 
partments, judicial positions, have been made the | 


| up for the right, 


hospitals for the wounded, almshouses for the 
mendicants, or sepulchers for the dead. ` pes 

Nor has his policy toward the refractory at the 
other wing of the Capitol been less summary or 
persistent. Urging against the reélection of the 
Senator from Illinois all the powers of the Gov- 
ernment, he has ruptured the demoralized De- 
mocracy. ee ` 

Obeying the behests of the southern owners of 
the Democratic party, and counseling only with 
his own. prejudice, he entered, by his officials, the 
last national convention of that party, dictated its 
platform, and controlled its action. © | 

And while with his left hand, there, he strangled 
squatter sovereignty and its author, with his right 
hand, here, he signed an official commission with 
pen dipped in the blood of Broderick;. striking 
downhis foe on the Atlantic coast, because he had 
hesitated, still hesitates, and rewarding those who 
struck down his foe on the Pacific coast, because 


-he never, never hesitated, but, true to all early 


instincts and teachings, ‘‘ wasopposed to the ex- 
tension of slavery, and to a corrupt Administra- 
tion. : 

I might allude, sir, to a still more odious inter- 
ference of executive power with popular rights 
and popular feelings. I mean the attempt on the 
part of the President and his predecessor to én- 
force the fugitive slave law—a law manifestly un- 


‘constitutional, and destructive of the most sacred 


rights of the citizen—a law whose enforcement 
by the minions of the Administration dragged 
Sims and Burns from the foot of Bunker Hill, as 
from a sanctuary, stained the theretofore white 
glory of New England, and robed Faneuil Hall in 
mourning—the enforcement of which makes you 
and me, Mr. Chairman, to chase the fugitives from 
chains over the graves of our revolutionary fath- 
ers—the enforcement of which upon a bright Sab- 
bath morn of April last, out upon the free sea, 
stopped a national steamer, lowered the flag of 
our country to half-mast, fired signal guns of dis- 
tress, and there, under the blessed sunlight, and 
upon the bright waves, with brave ‘* Old Hun- 
dred” chanted in impious mockery, sent the cow- 
ering, starving, half-dead fugitive back from an- 
ticipated freedom to servitude and stripes. 

And, sir, by whoin were God’s law of freedom, 
God’s law of. the Sabbath, and our country’s 
honor, violated? By meni of New England, who 
had so far apostatized from all earlier and later 
faith and truth as to be Administration delegates 
to a modern Democratic national convention. | 

Sir, entertaining these views, and in the light | 
of these illustrative facts, the Republican Repre- 
sentatives regard with something of contempt the 
charge in this protest, that they have invaded the 
rights or violated the prerogatives of the Presi- 
dent. And, sir, in return, they charge upon him 
a violation of their most sacred privileges. And 
we call the attention of the country to the issue, 
and ask judgment upon it at the hands of the peo- 
ple. e ask their attention to the facts, that, to 
use his own words, ‘‘ the only direct representa- 
tive on earth of the people of all and cach of the 
sovereign States” shrinks from an investigation 
of his official conduct by their Representatives; 
that in the luxury of power he has forgotten the 
true sources from which it comes; that he ques- 
tions the right of their delegates to call him to ac- 
countahility; that by patronage he has built up a 
central power, irresponsible to them, and designed 
to overawe them, and dangerous to their liberties; 
that he seeks so to wield that power as to intimi- 
date or corrupt their Representatives; that by ap- 
pointments to position he prostrates their will, 


p and insults their judgment; that he seeks to con- 
‘trol their conventions, dictate their party plat- 


form, and bias their popular elections; that he has 
struck down every man who has dared to “ stand 
7 and clevates to position these 
who by a popular verdict have been declared un- 
worthy; that he has reversed the whole liberal 
and frugal policy of the Government; that by him 
Freedom and Economy, those two pillars upon 
which Mr. Jefferson, in his inaugural, rested the 
Republic, have bedh beaten down. I quote the 
language of Mr. Jeffersoa: ' 

«A wise and frugal Government, which shall restrain 
men from injaring ene another, which shall leave them 
otherwise free to regulate their own pursuits of industry 
and improvement, and shall not take from the mouth of 
labor the bread it has earned. 4 


equal and exact 
or persuasion.” + eon 
That, in short, by this protest. he has not only: 
broken the privileges“ of- Representatives, ‘Wut: 
struck at the. system óf representation ‘itself?! 
that by such breach of our privileges, and such: 
attack upon our legislation, he Kas manifested the 
same spirit which -urged the royal pi è 
to: violate the privileges of the Com 
land, and attempts with armed-hand 
committee of fives >= = E pa 
And, sir, if this act Should grow ,to.a precedent, 
we, too, may one day seé a President'and his of 
ficials enter this House, armed, to arrest the’ Rep~ 
resentatives of the people. vod peas 
But, sir, mindful of our rights, and, higher far, 
the rights of our constituencies, We say to him 
as said Mirabeau to a minion’ of prerogative’ 
« The representatives of the people have resolved toti- 
vestigate. Wearehere,and do this bythe will of the peo- 


ple, and will be deterred or torn hence only-by the force.of 
bayonets.” F 


justice toatl men, of 


“THE PRESIDENT’S PROTEST. 


SPEECH OF HON. DWIGHT LOOMIS, 
OF CONNECTIOUT, >: Ë 
In roe House or Representatives; $ 
i June 16, 1860. 0 aac: 
The House being in the Committee of the: Whole on the 
state of the Union— p4 
Mr. LOOMIS said: pz; Te 
Mr. Cuairman: | desire to submit a few re- 
marks upon the subject of the President’s protest. 
I should much-have preferred to discuss this sub- 
ject when it was appropriately before the House, 
on Friday of last week; but | was prevented frorn 
doing so by the adoption of the previous ques- 
tion. f : 
The President’s organ, (the Constitution,) not- 
withstanding the unprecedented rebuke the pro- 
test received in the House, by the vote of 88 to 


| 40, has the effrontery to proclaim, in its issue of 


the 9th instant, that— snt . 
“ The Republicans fearéd discussion. © The protest WHI. 
stand. Itihas beenapproved bythe imperative decision ot, 
the public voice of this country,, It has elicited; by,its.mod- 
eration and dignity, no.less than its vigorous argument, the 
applause of the ablest statesmen of Europe’? eee 
It is not at all improbable that the supportérs 
of thrones and dynasties and kingly prerogatives 
in the Old World- may have bestowed their ap- 
plause on this production of our “ Democratic 
President.’’ But whence came that ‘t imperative 
decision of the public voice of this country,” in 
support of this protest, I know not, unless from 
those who eat the crumbs that fall from the Press 
ident’s table, ; : ae 
How any one can sustain. this imperious’ pio- 
test upon its real merits, I cannot conceive; fot. I 
regard itas containing assumptions of prerogative 
unbecoming a republican “President, as well as 
dangerous to the righis, liberties, and best inter- 
ests of the people. i 
The issue presented by the protestis not wheth- 


| er the President is or is not guilty of improperly. 


influencing the action of Congress, but whether 
the House of Representatives have the right to 
make any inquiry or investigation concerning the 
matter. 

The President denies such, right in. the most 
emphatic terms, unless such inquiry shall form 
part of the proceedings for his direct impeach- 
ment. He says: ; 

« The House of Representatives possess no power under 
the Constitution over the first or accusatory portion of the 
resolution [which is the part objected to] except as awim- 
peaching body.” ` 

And again he says: ; 

“ Except in this single case (i. e, the case of impeach- 
ment} the Constitution has invested the: House of Repre- 
sentatives with no- power, no jurisdiction, no.supremaey 
whatever, over the President. la all other respects he is 
quité as independent of them as they are of him. As aco- 
ordinate branch of the Government, he is theft equat Ii- 
deed, he is the only direct representative on certh of the 
people. of all and each of the sovereign States. "Eo them, 
and to them alone, he is responsible, while acting within 
the sphere of his constitutional duty, and not in any man- 
ner to the House of Representatives.’ č 

Thus the President would build up, around bis 
acts and his Administration, an adamantine wall 
of prerogative, which nothing can ‘penetrate or 
break down, except direct proceedings for hia 
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t 
impeachment., The question, then, is one of great | 
importance—being nothing Jess than the question | 
of:power and prerogative in one man, against the 
night of free inquiry, free discussion, and free de- 
liberation, on the part of the. Representatives of 
the people. ne 

Lhe. paramount question, if not the only one, 
fairly. at issue between the President and the 
House of Representatives, is, whether the latter 
has any right to institute the proposed investiga; 
tion; and [shall confine my remarks mainly to 
this question... It is true, the debate‘has taken a 
wider range. The particular mode of proceed- 
ing adopted by the House has been severely de- 
nounced by the President and his supporters. 

It is claimed. that, before this House adopted 
the resolution to which the President objects, it 
should have made due inquiry, should. have ob- 
tained sufficient preliminary information to de- 
termine the expediency or necessity of the pro- 
ceeding; or whether or not there was probable | 
cause for it. ; 

In reply to this, I will say, that these consid- 
erations must be addressed to the discretion of 
the House, and.each member must judge for him- | 
self whether or not hé possesses sufficient inform- | 
ation to actin such a case. But public opinion 
may afford such probable cause as renders it not 
only right and proper, but even a duty, to investi- 
gate. And in this case, I submit whether there f 
was nota wide-spread and deeply-rooted belief 
among the people that the exeeutive powers of 
the Government had been grossly abused, and 
prostituted to the most unworthy objects, and 
that-executive influence and dictation had been | 
brought to. bear on the action of Congress in an | 
unprecedented manner? This of itself, I sub- } 
mit, would justify such a resolution. of inquiry 
as the one that was passed by this House. But 
it might not justify the institution of that ‘sub- 
lime spectacle before the world,” (as the protest 
terms it,) the impeachment of the President. The 
right- to make inquiry is entirely independent of 
the result of that inquiry. 

But the expediency and propriety of any such 
preceeding may be best vindicated by the result, | 

y the facts that may be elicited and the good 
accomplished. And when the evidence which 
this investigation has obtained shall be published 
before the country, Iam confident the people will 
say there was a propriety in instituting this in- 
quiry; yea, a necessity, in order to purify the 
administration of our public affairs, and protect 
Congress against the great and growing evil of 
Executive dictation. That this committee should 
be vilified and abused, is a matter of course; for | 

‘No rogue Cer felt the halter draw, 
With good opinion of the law.” 

But I will not dwell upon these objections, go- 
ing to the mere form or expediency of the pro- 
ceeding; for they scem to concede the right and 
power of the House to institute añ investigation, | 
for which we contend, but which right the protest | 
donies. Itis, therefore, folly to cavil about forms 
and preliminaries and modes of proceeding, when, | 
if the doctrines of the protest are true, no form, 
‘no preliminary proceeding, and no mode, (other 
than by impeachment,) could make the proposed 
investigation constitutional or right. | 

The plea of the protest is to the jurisdiction of | 
this House; which presents an issue we should 
decide before we have occasion to discuss the form 
of the proceeding. And in order to do this intel- 
ligently; we want a clear understanding of the | 
resolution against which the President enters his 
“ golemn protest.” | 

And here I would remark, that it is not properly 
nn accusation or charge, as it has been termed. It; 
is true that, by implication, it conveys the idea | 
that somebody had suspected, the President of | 
such misconduct. But it is also true that the form | 
of the resolution is such that it might, without 
great impropriety, have beenadopted by one who | 
believed the President innocent, and who desired | 

| 


ta sec him vindicated, as well as by one who be- | 
lieved him guilty, and wished to see him exposed. | 
Neither is the resolution a judgment or finding of 
any fact against the President, and it cannot, by 
possibility, be so construed. | 
lt is therefore unlike the resolution of the Sen- | 


| and the whole administration of our civil affairs 


ate of the 28th of March, 1834, against which | 
President Jackson issued his celebrated protest— i 


Stitutional right to influence the action of Con- 


basing such protest mainly-on the ground that 
the resolution was judicial in its character, and in 
substance a direct impeachment, and that, too, 
without, any preliminary-action on the part of 
the House of Representatives. But the resolu- 
tion now in question proposes simply an inquiry 
or investigation, in these words: 

« Resolved, That a. committee of five members be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker, for the purpose of investigating 
whether the President of the United States, or any other 
officer of the Government,’ has, by money, patronage, or 
other improper means, sought to influence the action of 
Congress, or any committee thereof, for or against the pas- 
sage of any law appertaining to the rights of any State or 
Territory ; and also to inquire into and investigate whether 
any oficer or officers of the Government have, by combin- 
ation, or otherwise, prevented and defeated, or attempted 
to prevent or defeat, the execution of any law or laws now 
on the statute-book, and whether the President has failed 
or refused to compel the execution of any law theréof.”? 

Now, is the object of this resolution within the 
legitimate constitutional duties or privileges of the 
House of Representatives? , What is its object? 
Is it to inquire into matters entirely foreign to 
our duties’and privileges, and which can in no 
wise affect the legislation of the country? By no 
means. But, on the contrary, its object is to de- 
termine whether the Jegislation and acts of Con- 
gress have been improperly influenced or ob- 
structed, It is to inquire’whether the privileges 
of this House have been invaded or violated. It 
is to protect and guard the purity of this House. 
It is to protect freedom of deliberation and free- 
dom of legislative action here. 

These are the objects, or some of them, con- 
templated by the resolution. And are they not 
clearly within the legitimate scope of our duties 
and privileges? 

The right of the House is based, then, in this 
case, on the great and God-given right of self- 
defense—a right as sacred for collective or cor- 

orate bodies as for individuals. Where, then, 

ask, is the exception to this right? Where is 
the power to limit or arrest the proposed investi- 
gation, while we keep the objectin view? I freely 
admit there is some limitation to our power of 
investigation and inquiry. But this limitation, 
in all cases, depends upon the nature of the in- 
quiry, and not atall upon the official station of the 
person concerning whose conduct the inquiry is 
to be made. And herein consists the fallacy as 
well as the mischief of the protest, in that it de- 
nies our right of inquiry, because it is the conduct 
ofa President thatisinvolved. But what earthly 
difference should it make with this. right, on ac- 
count of the official station of the person who 
may be collaterally affected by its exercise? Be- 
cause the blow at our privileges comes fram one 
high in office, can we not discover whence it comes, 
and try to ward it off? Because it is proposed to 
trace the stream ofcorruption to its source, among 
those highest in official station, must such cor- 
ruption remain unexposed, and be forever secure 
beneath ‘the dusky folds of oblivion?” 

If corrupting influences come from private citi- 
zens, or members of either branch of Congress, 
or Cabinet officers, or those who wear the judicial 
ermine, Congress can protect itself and its legis- 
lation against such influences. Pray tell me why 
the President alone should be exempt? Upon 
what meat does this, our Cesar, feed, that he has 
grown so great? 

The President’s exemption cannot be owing to 
the fact that, by the Constitution, he is lable to 
impeachment; because all civil officers of the Uni- 
ted States are equally liable to impeachment, and 
by virtuc of the same provision of the Constitu- 
tion. And if the President is thereby exempt, 
so are all the other officers of our Government; 


conid riot in abuse, and yet defy all investiga- 
tion: 

But I understand itis admitted that the conduct 
of some of these other civil officers may be in- 
quired into. If so, I submit, it is an admission 
fatal to the argument of the protest. Neither does | 
the Constitution afford this exemptionto the Pres- 
ident. Such an investigation as the House pro- 
posed does not conflict with any provision of that 
instrument, either express or implied. 

It is represented that we have invaded. the 
sphere of the President’s constitutional rights. 
But how can this be? Has the President any con- 


gress by money, patronage, or other improper. 
means? Certainly not. We do not, therefore, 
inquire at all into his conduct while acting within 
the sphere of his constitutional duties; and he 
might.as well plead his prerogative as President 
in an action for assault and battery in a court of 
justice, as to plead it in this case. When, there- 
fore, itis claimed we violate the Constitution in 
this matter, I think reference is had to the Pres- 
ident’s newspaper of that name, rather than to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Neither should the President be exempt be- 
causc, in his case, there can be no necessity of an 
investigation. Do the privileges of the House 
of Representatives need less protection and guard- 
ianship because improper influences come from 
a source so exalted as that of the President of the 
United States? No. Inso much as the President 
is more exalted and more influential than other 
men, in that degree it becomes this House to use 
greater vigilance in guarding its privileges. 

-To me it ig a monstrous doctrine, that while 
persons in all the subordinate places of official 
station, and all the private walks of life, are lia- 
ble to stich inquiries, yet the searching eye of 
congressional investigation must be smitten with 
blindness the instant it attempts to gaze on the 
dazzling prerogatives of the President. He only 
can say to inquiry, “ thus far shalt thou come, 
and no further.” . 

You can roam at will over all the land, but 
when you approach the great White House, you 
will find its lordly lessee so clevated on the lofty 
summits of prerogative, that all the people and 
their Representatives must stand afar off, as if 
awed into silent and unquestioning submission, 
like the terror-stricken children of Israel around 
the base of quaking Sinai. 

If Congress cannot inquire into and expose the 
wrong in the acts of the President, it would be 
better to concede to himat once the kingly motto, 
that “he can do no wrong!” 

What a doctrine to proclaim to the people in 
this “land of the free,’’ that they cannot, through 
their Representatives in Congress, inquire whether 
their servant (the President) has, by improper 
means, sought to influence the passage of laws 
by which they are governed! 

What a doctrine this, to proclaim even to the 
emigrants from the monarchies of the Old World, 
who have come hither to seek a refuge under the 
protecting wings of our free Constitution, from 
the desolating dominion of imperial prerogatives 
at home! 

But the President, in addition to considerations 
addressed to the reason, makes one very urgent 
appeal to our fears to sustain his protest, which 
I must not omit to mention. It is a cry of alarm, 
to rally for the safety and fall vigor of the exec- 
utive power. 

We are gravely told that the legislative depart- 
ment of our Government is about to aggrandize 
itself at the expense of the executive, and that the 
fears of the great and wise of other times that the 
executive power would prove too weak to cope 
with its more grasping coérdinate departments of 
the Government are about to be realized ! 

Had it not been for this protest, who could have 
dreamed of such danger? I had supposed the 
acts of the late Democratic Executives for the 
past few years had banished the last apprehen- 
sion of this character from the public mind. 

Have we forgotten the operations of the Fed- 
eral power against the popular will in Kansas, 
which imposed on the necks of an unwilling peo- 
ple a yoke more galling and more odious than 
that which cost King George his colonies, or 
Louis XVI. hishead? Have we forgotten how 
the Executive disowned its most favorite Gov- 
ernors in Kansas the instant they inclined to re- 
spect the will of the people, and to swear by the 
Cincinnati platform instead of the Cincinnati Di- 
rectory, till so many had resigned as to give Kan- 
sas the namie of ‘* the grave-yard of Democratic 
Governors?”’ 

Have we forgotten the recent extraordinary 
demand of the President for $30,000,000 of the 
people’s money to be put into his hands as secret- 
service money to plotand plan for the acquisition 
of Cuba? 

Have we forgotten the special message: of the 
President in February, 1859, in which he impor- 
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taned Congress to give him, for once, the war- 
making power, which our fathers, jealous of the 
one-man power, and of the ‘union of the purse 
and the sword,” wisely determined that no Pres- 
ident should have? ; 

Do we not remember how, in urging Congress 
to grant his request, he cited, with apparent ad- 
miration, the high and regal authorities of Eu- 
ropean monarchies, using the following language: 

“The executive governments of Great Britain, France, 
and other countries, possessing the war-making power, can 
promptly employ the necessary means to enforce redress 

" for similar outrages upon. their subjects. Not so the ex- 
ecutive government ot the United States.?? 

And he seemed to complain, (to use his lan- 
guage,) that ‘the executive government of this 
country, in its intercourse with foreign nations, 
is limited to the employment of diplomacy alone.’ 

No. We have not forgotten these’ extraor- 
dinary acts on the part of the Executive, and we 
shall not forget them while the great Republican 
party shall exist, to keep alive in the hearts of 
the people the true fires of republican liberty, 
which long ago went out on the cold, dark altars 
of modern Demiocracy. 

‘Where, l ask, is that thousand-eyed vigilance 
with which thé Democracy once tracked the foot- 
steps of executive power? Where sleeps the 
great antagonist of tlre central power that once 
got up such fearful images—“ the raw head and 
bloody bones” of “ consolidation” and “ central- 
ization’’—those great scare-erowsin the old-fash- 
ioned Democratic corn-field ? 


Surely the present. Democratic party cannot | 


have ‘* one drop of Democratic blood in its veins.’ 
You would, at least, look in vain to find it. In- 
stead of fearing executive usurpation, as of old, 
it now fears a popular usurpation, as will be evi- 


dent by the following extract from the organ of | 


the Demoeratic party, the Washington Union, 
published a little more than a year ago, which 
reads as follows: 

“The tendency of ali Republics has been to the gradual 
accumulation of arbitrary power in the hands of the popu- 
Jace, at the expense of the constitutional rights of individ- 
uals and minorities. Much is said of legislative usurpation, 
but more dangerous than all to a free Government is popu- 
lar usurpation.” 

I will only say; in conclusion, that all who are 
more jealous of the people than they are of the 
Executive, ought to sustain the doctrines of the 
protest. ` But they are doctrines which the people 
will never sustain; for they will never allow the 
pe of prerogative to be interposed in perpetual 

ar of an inquiry into the acts of any of their 
servants. 

How different is the James Buchanan, Presi- 
dent in 1860, from the James Buchanan, Senator 
in 1828! In 1828, on the floor of the Senate, he 
truly said: 

“JTtis a maxim of despots, that the people should never 
inquire into the concerns of Government. ‘Those who have 
enslaved mankind, from Cæsar to Bonaparte, have always 
endeavored, by presenting them with amusement, and by 
every other means in their power, to attract the attention 
of the people from the conduct of their rulers.’? * * 
* * «Ifthe Government has been administered upon 
correct principles, an intelligent people will do jnstice to 
their rulers; if not, they will take care that every abuse 
shall be corrected.” 


The present Executive has been distinguished for | 


his hostility to the will, the wishes, and the best 
interests of the people. And the people will ev- 
ery where most heartily reciprocate this hostility. 
The handwriting has already appeared on the 
wall, announcing that the present Administration 
has been weighed in the balance, and found want- 
ing, and that the days of its reign are numbered. 
Ithas now nothing to do but to make its last will 
and testament. And, having nothing valuable to 


dispose of, not even good will or a good name, I | 


recommend to the President to copy, for this a 
pose, the last will and testament of Rabelais, 
which reads as follows: 

“T owe much, I possess nothing. 
poor.’? 

And ifa funeral sermon should be required on 


I give the rest to the 


the occasion of the official demise of the present | 
Administration, | know of nothing more appropri- | 


ate than that which a Buckeye clergyman reached 


at the funeral of one that had been much despised. | 


Said he; 

“¥ have been begged, importuned, and-entreated, to 
preach this sermon; but I don’t wanttodoit. {never did 
like the man. I never knew nothing good of him.’ He had 


gee 


horses, and he run them; he had cocks, and he fit them; 
he once had money, but he gambled it all away; he had’ 
friends, but made them all his enemies. The bearers will 
please remove the body; and we will sing the following 
ayn : & 
«< With rapture we delight 
To see tlie cuss removed.’ ? 


i APPENDIX. 
The resolution reported by Mr. Hicxaran, from 
the majority of the Judiciary Committee, to whom 
was referred the President’s protest, is as follows: 


* Resolved, That the House dissents from the doctrines 
of the special message of the President of the United States 


of March 28, 1860; 


«That the extent of power contemplated in the adoption 
of the resolutions of inquiry of Mareh 5, 1860, is necessary 
to the proper discharge of the constitutional duties devolved 
upon Congress; 

“ That judicial determinations, the opinions of former 
Presidents, and uniform usage, sanction its exercise; and 

“Phat to abandon it would leave the executive depart- 


į ment of the Government without supervision or responsi- 


bility, and would be likely to lead to a concentration of 
power in the hands of the President, dangerous to the rights 
ofa free people? 


This resolution passed the House of Represent- 
atives on the 8th of June, 1860—yeas 88, nays 
40; as follows: 3 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Ash- 
ley, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Bris- 
tow, Buftinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Covode, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duci, Edgerton, Elliot, Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Foster, 
Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hickman, 
William A. Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kilgore, De Witt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Longneeker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Maynard, McKean, MeKnight, MePherson, Moorhead, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Pettit, Porter, 
Potter, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Sherman, 
William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Wiiliam Stew- 
art, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, ‘lheaker, Tompkins, Van- 
dever, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wood—-88. 

NAYS— Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, 
Branch, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton, John 
Cochrane, Crawford, English, Florence, Gartrell, John T. 


Harris, Holman, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Jones, | 


Kunkel, Millson, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Pugh, Reagan 
Ruflin, Scott, Sickles, Singleton, Stallworth, James A. 
Stewart, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Vallandigham, Whiteley, 
Winslow, and Wright—40. 

The forty nays are all Democrats, pure, sim- 
le. Among the yeas, inaddition to the Repub- 
icans, are the following southern Opposition 

members: Messrs. Brabson, Bristow, H. Winter 
Davis, Etheridge, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Hatton, James M. Leach, Maynard, 
Nelson, W. N. H. Smith, and Stokes—13. And 


the following anti-Lecompton Democrats: John i 


G. Davis, Fouke, Hickman, William A. How- 
ard, Isaac N. Morris, and Schwartz—6, 


CONTRACT SYSTEM . 


REMARKS OF HON. D. E. SICKLES, 
OF NEW YORK, 
fy tue Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 16, 1860. 


The House resumed the consideration of the Senate 
amendments to the civil appropriation bill, the question 
being on the twenty-fifth amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all purchases and 
contracts tor supplies or services inany of the Departments 
of the Government, except for personal services when the 
public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of 


the article or articles, or performance of the service, shall j 


be made by advertising a sufficient time previously for pro- 
posals respecting the same. 


or service required may be procured by open purehase or 
contractat the places and in the manner in which such arti- 
cles are usually bought and sold, or such services engaged 
between individuals. No contract or purchase shall here- 
after be made ume: 
under an appropriation adequate to its fulfillment, except 
in the War and Navy Departments for clothing, subsist- 
ence, forage, fuel, quarters, or transportation, which, how- 
ever, shall not exceed the necessities of the current year. 
No arms or military supplies whatever, which: are of a pat- 
ented invention, shall be purchased, nor the right of using 
or applying any patented invention, unless the same shali 
be authorized by law, and the appropriation therefor expli- 
citly set forth that it is for such patented invention. 


Mr. SICKLES. I move to amend, by adding 
the words: 

Including service and labor in the public stores in the 
city of New York. 

I move this amendment because, last year, a 
contract for labor in the. public stores in the city 


When immediate delivery or | 
performance is required bythe public exigency, the articles | 


the same be authorized hy law, or be | 


i 


l of New York was made by:the Treasury Depart 


ment under the impression that the existing law. 
authorized a. contractin the formin. which atwas, 
made. ‘I know that that contract was entered into 


Other questions ‘have also arisen which have® 


been the subject of investigation. Upon ‘that 
branch of the subject it is not my intention how 
to enter, especially as the five-minutes rule forbids - 
it. The whole matter has been discussed in the: 
two reports which have been submittéd to the" 
House, and in the very full report of the Secre-! 
tary of the Treasury. I think that much -diffi-: 
culty and many causes of complaint. might -be® 
removed by the adoption of this amendment, I: 


| understand that if the contract system is’ tovbe 


adopted inthe collection of the revenue, there are. 
parties ready to enter into contracts with the Gov-. 
ernment upon terms far more advantageous than: 


those to’ be found in the present contract. Ifthat: | 


be so, then the objects of the Department, which 
were-those of economy, would be better subserved 
if this contract be subjected to the salutary rule 
of the amendment. f f ae o 

I do not wish to be understood as-approving of; 
the system.. The experiment of obtaining the, 
labor required in the publicstores by contract has’ 
proved very odious to our people; thelaboring pop- 
ulation very generally are loud and persistent. in 
their demands for the abandonment of a policy. 
which subjects their services to the disparage-. 
ment of an invidious discrimination. They ask 
why is it that the laborer is no longer permitted 
to enjoy an honorable relation to the Government, 
but is placed under the offensive control of a cons.: 
tractor, who stands between him and a paternal, 
Government? Why. should.the Government per- 
mit contractors to:speculate out of the Jabor ‘of. 
those who serve it? If this. discrimination of ser- 
vice is put out to contractors, why nót the night: 
and day watchmen employed in the custom-house;, 
also, the inspectors, the clerks of bonded ware-" 
houses, the work of assaying the precious metals 
at the Mintand assay office, the mechanical labor 
in the arsenals and navy-yards ? j 

There is no analogy between this case and the 
purchase of material for parlie edifices, or fur; 
nishing supplies for the different departments. of, 
the public service. When the revenue is collected. 
by contract; when’ the military service is per- 
formed by. contract; when the public service 
ceases to be in all of its.branches, from the hum-. 
blest to the highest, a tiniversal source of pride to` 
the citizen; then, and not till then, will the labor-. 
ing population yield their hostility toa measure 
which has singled out their services and their sta- 
tion for a humiliating discrimination. 


I need not repeat, sir, that these consequences ` 


were not foreseen or intended by the Department 
when this experiment was made. No one antici- 
pated the deep fecling which has been aroused. 
‘he only thing about this contract which com- 
mends it to the least favor.is the saving effected 
to the Government. But. this need not stand in 
the way of its abrogation. Now that experience. 
has shown the reduced sum for which the work 


: can be done; now that it is demonstrated that 


great wastefulnessand extravagance had prevailed 

in this branch of the service, itis only necessary , 
to dismiss the contractors, and say to the col- 

lector, or to the appraisers: ‘Your expenditure 

for labor must not exceed the amount allowed to 

the.contracters, We know this to be ample. 4f 
you cannot superintend this work aseconomically 

as others, the failure to do so will be regarded ag 

evidence of your. unfitness. for. your places, ?? 

Thus, the two great objects will be secured: first, 

we will secure the much-desired economy which 

has been sought so faithfully by the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and, second, we wih save the Gov-. 
ernment from the odium of the hateful contract 

system. .. f 

The amendment was not agreed to.. 


å 
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PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 


SPEECH OF HON. È. H. DUELL, 
E ae OF NEW YORK, 
Iw tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


ont ; June 14,1860. 
. Phe House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state ofthe Union— ~ ` 

` Mr. DUELL said: : i 

Mr. Cyamman: I propose-at this time to call 
the attention of the House to some facts connected 
with our public expenditures. At the commence- 
ment.of the present session of Congress, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury submitted -his annual 
report, from which it.appears that the total ex- 

enditures of this Government, inclusive of the 
public debt, during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1859; was $83,751,511 57—a larger sum than 
has ever been. expended in any one year since the 
adoption of the Constitution. This amount was 
applied to the various branches of the. public ser- 
vice, as follows: 
Civil; foreign intercourse, and miscellane- 

OUS os eree 


4,753,972 60 
23/943'822 38 
«se 14,712,610 21 
++ 17,405,285 44 


In order to ascertain whether there has been a 
prodigal expenditure of the people’s moncy, we 
should, in the first place, compare this with former 
periods, The expenses of our Government, down 
tò the ond of Mr. Jefferson’s administration, ap- 


pear to have been frugal and exemplary. The | 


cort. of Washington’s administration, for the 
whole period of eight years, was onl $15,892,188; 
John Adams’s, four years, $21,430.35]; Jeffer- 
son’s, eight years, $41,300,788, As the war with 
Great Britain occurred during Mr. Madison’s 


term of office; the expenses were increased, during || 
his eight: years, to. $144,684,939; Monroc’s eight | 
years, $104,463,400. The average ‘annual expend. | 
fture under John Quincy Adams was $12,328,303; | 
under Jackson’s first term, $14,062,469; Jackson’s | 


second term $21,782,607; Van Buren, $28,047,172; 


Tyler, $20,304,156; Polk, $36,736,100; Fillmore, I 


$48,661,900; Pierce, $67,235,324. 


Such was the average of expenditures under pre- | 


vious Administrations, whilst, under Mr. Buch- 


anan, they increased, in 1858, to $82,000,000, and | 


now, in 1859, to $83,000,000, and upwards; and 
this, too, ina time of peace, and with falling rev- 
enuc. Well may the people look with astonish- 
ment and alarm on such a condition of affairs! 
Compare the administration of Mr; Buchanan 
with that of General Jackson, who, with revenucs 


at no time exceeding in the average $26,000,000, | 
yet paid all the legitimate expenditures. of Govern- | 
ment, besides extinguishing more than fifty million | 
dollars of the public debt, whilst Mr. Buchanan, |; 
with more than fifty million of revenue per an- | 
num, yet increases the public debt some twenty- | 


five million annually ! 
From the foundation of the Government down 
to this day, the statesmen of our country have 


urged upon us the necessity of rigid economy in | 


our public expenditures. Washington, Jefferson, 
Madison, and Jackson, insisted upon an honest 
administration of the Federal Government, that 


labor might be lightly burdened. Mr. Buchanan, i 


in 1852, before he became President, declared that 


$50,000,000 per annum was an ‘enormous sum,” || 


and invoked the strong arm of the Democracy to 
interpose and arrest the increasing expense of 


reach $100,000,000. 


It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that during the | 
administration of General Washington, the costs | 
of the Gencral Government were only fifty cents | 
to each inhabitant per anunum. The population |; 
of the United States was then about four million, į 


and the expenses of the Government about two 
million dollars annually. The population of the 


United States is now about twenty-eight million, || 


and the costs of the Government is about three 
dollars to each inhabitant. During the adminis- 
tration of General Jackson, even, the costs of the 
Government amounted annually to but one dollar 
to each inhabitant. Bring this Government back 


ve + « 923,635,890 94 || 
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to the economy of Jackson’s administration, and 
$50,000,000 would be saved to the people of the 
United States annually. 

Sir, it can be shown that millions of dollars of 
the people’s money is. not used. for Government 
purposes at all, but for party purposes. It goes 
tu political friends asia reward for partisan ser- 
vices performed for the Administration. I can- 
not, in. the brief hour allotted nie, point out all the 
leakages in our national Treasury; but Í propose 
to call ihe. attention of the House to a few of 
them. a i 

A very dangerous practice has existed of voting 


large contingent funds forthe different depart- | 
ments of Government which presented tempta- 


tions, and opened a flood-gate of corruption to 
the higher and lower public functionaries. Many 
hundred thousand: dollars have in this way been 


put at the discretion of the past and existing Ad- 


ministrations, no small portion of which was 
squandered for most unsuitable partisan or private 
ends. The practice of having large. outstanding 


appropriations lying over from one year to an- 
| other, which often amounted to many million, has | 


often been abused by applying such appropria- 
tions to objects not designated by law, at the dis- 
cretion of the Administration, hi this way there 
never was any want of furids, when a partisan 
object required it, or a private whim was to be 
gratified, or favorites wanted patronage. Secret 
and partisan emissaries were by this means sent 


out, under the guise of Government agents, for | 


this, that, or the other object, the chief errand 
being confidential, and the Administration news- 


papers of the gountry have likewise experienced | 


the benefits of contingent and disposable fands in 
the hands of the Executive and his agents. 

The present condition of the Post Office De- 
partment and its revenues is a matter deserving 


| the gravest consideration of the people. Froma 


report recently made by the Postmaster General 


i! to the Senate, I compile the following remarkable 
table of receipts and losses of the postal service | 


since 1850: 


Fiscal year ends Total Excessof Excess of 
ing June 39, receipts. revenue. Expenditure. 
L859. cee ee ee aa e B5AGS IAI $260,967 - 
5 . : 112,624 - 


stan ene 


It appears that, in 1850 and 1851, there was an 
excess of revenue over the expenses. The course 


of losses since 1851 has been most extraordinary, | 
beginning at over two million in the first year, 
j and rising to nearly eight million in 1859. The 

loss in 1859 is greater than the total revenue, the | 
entire revenue being $1,000,000 more than in | 


1851, when the service paid a profit to the Gov- 


ernment. The full sum of loss since 1852, during | 


all of which time the Democratic party has been 
in power, is no less than $32,270,575, or an aver- 
age of more than four million dollars a year. Now, 


| the annual loss has got up nearly to eight million, | 


and, at the same rate of progress, it will be 
$30,000,000 in the year 1869. 


One secret of the present condition of affairs | 
i| will appear in the following table, showing the |) 


increase of cost, as compared with 1850, in a few 
of the oldcr States—an increase which demon- 


strates that it is now a grand scheme of local pat- į 


ronage. ‘The increase has been greatest where 


it should have been least, and it is perfectly evi- 
) ing ¢ | dent that a radical reform is needed: 
Government, for fear it might, in a few years, || 


Cost in 1859. Costin 1859. 

New York..... idea dees easels $680,623 $1,107,887 Í 
Pennsylvania 332,376 "671,532 
1 idene 182,381 299,768 
rginias....... * 259,030 510,801 

North Carolina. 184,954 Ti 

South Carotina. 144,960 319,038 
Georgia es.. e. 294,527 358,180 
Alabama .. 197,468 393,628 
Mississippi 110,184 370,003 
Lou na. 88,781 TT7,017 
Tennessee.. - 107,237 334,820 
Kentucky. . 126,156 365,675 
OBO. ee eee < 31,974 806,414 
$2,930,431 $6,585,053 


~“Thus the’ service of thirteen States, all old; and 


| postal exy 


i) Office blanks. 


the nos 


i service, and sugg 


! ministration. 


undergoing few changes since 1850, comes to cost 
two and a half times as much to carry the mails 
now as then. This is about the rate of increase 
for all of the old States, while, in the new ones, 
of course the increase is ten to a hundred fold. 

The management of the Post Office is a disgrace 
to the people of the United States. In many 
places, the inhabitants, who pay large and ample 
sums for postage, are cut off from mail facilities, 
and are compelled to either carry their mails them- 
selves or do without them. The whole cost of De- 
partment.and mail service in 1850 was $5,220,214; 
and in 1859, $15,404,276—just three times as much. 
Excessive expenditure is everywhere apparent. 
As an illustration, compare these two items for 
1850 and 1859: - 

Route agents—1850, $58,266; 1959, $377,225. 

Printing blanks—1850, $30,638; 1859, $117,171. 

Now, siryin 1790, when the Post Office Depart- 
ment went into. operation, it was a self-support- 
ing establishment. From that time down to 1850, 
a period of sixty years, the Department had more 
than sustained itself; but after 1851 the expenses 
began to increase, so that in 1859 there was a 
deficit, as I before stated, of nearly eight million 
dollars. Whatexplanation can be farnished, coh- 
sistently with honesty and fair dealing? None, 
sir, none !. * 

Let us look at some of the items of this expend- 
iture. Weare told by the Postmaster General, 
in his report, that we have six Pacific mail routes; 
and they are very unproductive, and all but one 
unnecessary, in my judgment. On one of these 
routes, only three letters and twenty-six news-° 
papers were carried in nine months; and yet it 
cost the Government $79,000 to carry these three 
letters and twenty-six newspapers! Mr, Pearce, 
a Democratic Senator from Maryland, thus 
summed up the expense of running these six 
routes, a few days since, in the Senate: 

“The gross annual disbursements for these six routes 
are thus shown to have been $2,184,000, while the receipts 
were but $339,009; the greater part of which came from 
the ocean mail fron: New York,by way of Panama, to San 
Francisco. The anual expenditures for local mail set- 
vice, in Calivornia, Utah, Washington, and Oregou, are 
about five hmidred and eight thousand dollars. Adit ihat 
to the $2,184,000, aud you have an aggregate of $2,693,000 
appropriated for the service of the Pacific mails, and the 
local service of those States and Territories. They contain 
about six hundred and fičty thousand people; and if the 
snditures for the rest of the people in this Union 
were in exact proportion to these, the postal service of the 
country would cost abont one hundred and twenty-six mil- 
lion dollars per afnum.”? 

‘Chere was an appropriation of $40,000 for Post 
This job was given toa political 
friend of the Administration, who made a clean 
profit of $30,000; and this fund was used, with 


| the knowledge and advice of the President, to keep 


alive two of the Administration newspapers of the 
country. The conduct of the President was so 
manifestly wrong in this affair that his political 
friends denounced him on the floor of Congress. 


| Mr. Pryor, a Democrat, from Virginia, in speak- 


ing of the transaction, said: 

« Look at the disctosures which have been brought be- 
fore the House at this very session. J know thatsome gen~ 
tlemen upon this side of the Chamber are disposed, or indi- 
cate a disposition, to throw the vail of concealment over 
revelations of executive abuse. [have no such inclina- 
tion, sir. They are enormous. They are erying grievances; 
grievauecs, I assure gentlemen, which smell very badly in 
ils of the people. 

“Tuke, forexample, the printing of the Post Office blanks, 
by which, after the work is done, the surplus of appropria- 
tion is distributed among the stipendiaries of executive 
patronage. Gentlemen say, to be sure, that the excess is 
only distributed among the friends of the Administration, 
Very well; if it was to be expended at all, it was right to 
distribute it among the friends of the Administration. Bat 
why did not the President inform Congress that the law ap- 
propriited an exe ve amount of money for this specifie 
a large deduction from an exorbitant 
appropriation? Instead or recommending such a reduc- 
tion, instead of indicating to the Representatives f the peo- 
pie tbat here was an instance in whieh they night save a 


| considerable sum to an exhausted Treasury, that surplus 


expenditure was distributed among the part sof the Ad- 
Now, sir, for one, denounce it. Tan not 
Linvoke the judgment of the people 


responsible for it. 
against it’? 


Now, sir, I will turn my attention to other 
cases of pecuniary corruption. Take the case of 
Fort Snelling; which was this: the fort and ap- . 
purienances costthe Governmentabout fifty thou- 
sand dollars. Attached to it, as a military res- 
ervation, was a tract of eight thousand acres of 
beautiful land, at the junction of the Mississippi 
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with its most important tributary north of the | 
Illinois river, a point certain to be soon the’ site 
of a large city. ‘These eight thousand acres were | 


worth hundreds of thousands of dollars; and if ii 


| 
duly advertised and put up at auction in lots, | 
would have probably brought $100 per acre. | 
This immense property, which was rapidly ad- | 


vancing in value, was privately sold by the Sec- | 
tary of War to a single favored purchaser for | 


$90,000, or eleven dollars an acre. 
of the congressional committee appointed to in- | 
vestigate the matter reported resolves strongly | 
condemning the whole transaction; and though | 
the Democratic House of Representatives refused | 
to pass the resolves thus reported, itacceptedifhe 
substitute, which deciared that the management | 
of the sale, by the agents authorized by the See- | 


retary of War to conduct the same, was injudi- | 


cious, improper, and resulted, by reason of its | 
want of publicity, in the exclusion of that com- | 
petition among persons desiring to purchase, | 
which, under the circumstances, should have been | 
permitted, | 
In 1857 the Government wanted a site fora | 
fort near New York city. A piece of land known 
as Willet’s Point is situated on Long Island, on ; 
the East river, and was marsh land, subject to | 
fever and ague. Ht had been for several years in 
the market without finding a purchaser, though 
offered for less than fifty thousand dollars. In | 
July, 1866, it was offered for $45,000 tó a wealthy | 
merchant of Williamsburgh, who refused to take | 
it at that price. Ata still later period, it was | 
offered to the Government for $100,000, and of | 
this offer the War Department was duly informed. | 
On the 13th of April, 1857, the Secretary of War | 
addressed to Augustus Schell, collector of the | 
port of New York,a letter, informing him that the 
Government desired to purchase Willet’s Point, | 
and asking him to ascertain its value. Mr Schell 
took into his confidence in this matter several | 


other prominent Democratic politicians, his inti- j 


Schell, Prosper M. Wetmore, and Isaac V. Fow- 
ler, the postmaster whose defaication has just 
come to hight. The result was, that on the 24th 
day of April, 1857, Mr. Schell and Mr. Fowler, 
both being office holders under Mr. Buchanan, 
and old residents of New York, addressed a joint 
Ietter to the Secretary of War, in which they tne ; 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
mate associates, among them his brother Richard | 
| 
l 
H 
| 
i 
i 


formed him that this: property, which shortly | l f rme 
and that some portion of the executive printing | 
_has cost five or six times the usual prices that j 

I 


before had been offered to the Government for 
$100,000, was worth $200,000, and recommended 
ils purchase, ft was accordingly bought by the | 
Government, and paid for at that price. By this 
swindle the Government was plundered to the 
amount of $150,000! The House of Represent- : 
atives having appointed a committee to investi- | 
gate this affair, the chairman of the committee, | 
after investigation, declared that the property was | 
not worth 450,000, and that there was a fraudu- | 
lent combination toextort an unfair, exorbitant, | 
and most unjust price from the Government in the | 

i 

$ 


sale of this property, and that Augustus Schell, | 
by the unwarranted giving of his certificate, con- | 


tributed to and enabled the success of the combi- |} 


nation of the matter, Notwithstanding these ; 
facts, the Government continued to retain Mr. 
Schell as collectorand Mr. Fowler as postmaster, | 
until the latter turved out a defaulter to the tune 
of $155,000, both being recognized leaders of the 
Democratie party, and intrusted with the collec- 
tion of millions of the people’s money. 

Another source of wasteful expenditure grows 
out of the enormous profits of the public print- 
ing. Committees appointed by the Senate and | 
the House have made a thorough investigation of ; 
this matter, and from their reports we are told that | 
the total amount paid for printing and binding 
during the past six years was nearly four mil- 
lion dollars, and that the work might have been 
done for fifty per cent. less than the price paid by | 
the Government for doing it. In other words, 
that, if economy had prevailed, the sum of about 
two million dollars might have been saved to the 
Government. appears that Mr. Cornelius Wen- 
dell executed most of the printing during the pe- 
riod referred to, under some arrangement with the 
Printers élected by the Senate and House, by 
which he wag to pay them a certain sum for their 
share of the profits. It was further arranged that | 
Mr. Wendell was to pay other sums towards the 
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The majority || 


[| and that it should be answered. 


| political purposes. | 
i 


success ot the Democratic party? 


i=, 


support of Administration newspapers, and that; 
in pursuance of such arrangement, he- did pay 
large sums for that purpose, with the knowledge 
and assent of the Administration. "The comniit= 
tee say that, from all the testimony, it appéars | 
that Mr. Wendell, in the contributions which he 

made from the proceeds of the printing for party 

purposes, acted as the agent and friend with the“ 
knowledge and concurrence of the Administra- 

ton, Mr. Wendell himself says that he con- 

tributed, directly or indirectly, $100,000, to be ex- 

pended in elections to influence their results, in 

addition to the bonus paid for the contracts. He 

sent money into certain doubtful congressional 

districts in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New 

York, in 1858, to influence the election of mem- 

bers of Congress. A Mr. Megargee, of Philadel- 
phia, testified before the investigating committee 

of the Senate, as follows: 


© Question. Did you receive any money for political pur- 
poses in Pennsylvania or New Jersey trom Mr. Wendell? 

“ Witness. Am I really compelled to answer such ques 
tions? 

“ Mr, KENNEDY. [ think it is within the scope ofthe in- { 
quiry. 

«The committee thought the question was a. proper one, 


“ Answer. T did, sir, receive money at various times for 


* Question. Werethose moneys expended for the promo- 
tion of the inter of the Democratic party? 

“ Answer, Not all of them. Some of it was used fora | 
third party, which was o vized to divert votes from what 
was known as the People’s party with ùs. The People 
party was bi opposition to the Demoeratic party. We 
did not know there the party organized as the Republioay 
party. The Opposition to the Demoeratic party was called 
the Pcople’s party 5 and to divert votes from t party, the 
third party was organized, The object was to divide the i 
People’s party. $ 

© Question. Wa 

* inser. Yes, 

© Question, Did you believe that was neee: 


teh a third party organized ? 


ry to the 


“answer, We certainly did, or we shonld not have given 
them the money. 

© Question, What was that third party called ? 

“ Answer, The straight American party 5 the ¢ straight- 
ows? i 

Question. You speak both of Pennsylvania and New | 
Jersey? ! 

s“ answer, Yes, sir. i 

* Question. And of those States only ? 

« answer, Ves, sir; of those only? 


Mr. Awrunoy, one of the committee, stated in || 


| Anda few days since; the Committee on Expend 


ment alone. We have nearly ninety 


the Senate that the aggregate cost of the public 
ptinviag isabout double the fair price at which it 
might be performed and ought to be performed; 


would be paid by individuals for the same work; j 
that the whole system of the public printing is ex- | 
travagant in itsetf, and that much of it has been | 
corrupt, or inexcusably careless in its administra- | 
tion, and that it demands immediate reform. | 

From the report of the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury,itappears that there has been disbursed, from |} 
1807 to 1859, on the various public buildings pur- 
chased or constructed under the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the sum ef $20,126,997 U9. Of this amount 
over thirteen million has been expended within the 
past six years. The expenses of the Navy De- | 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1859, was 
over fourteen million dolars, which is a large in- 
crease. In 1848 the expenses of this Department, 
although we had just emerged fromthe war with i 
Mexico, amounted to only aboutnine milion. Fi 
find, by an examination of the Navy Register for | 
the year 1860, that we have in the” Navy at this | 
time—in a time of peace—ninety-nine captains, | 


who are paid an average salary of $4,000 each; | 
one hundred and thirty commanders, at a salary 
of about two thousand dollars; three hundred and | 
sixty licutenants, at a salary of about eighteen | 
hundred dollars; one hundred and forty-eight sur- 
geons, ata salary of about twenty-two hundred 
dollars; sixty-five pursers, at a salary of about 
two thousand dollars; besides an army of mid- 
shipmen, engineers, mates, navy agents, naval | 
storekeepers, naval constructors, clerks, &ce. A | 
considerable number of these officers are seldom |; 
on duty, and we find written opposite their names | 
‘waiting orders,*’ “ on leave,” ton furlough,” | 
while their pay goes on all the same. i 
Now, Tam not saying that this is all unneces- | 

į 

| 

| 

l 


sary; but I do insist that abuses have crept into 
our Navy which should be corrected, and that in 
time of peace it is not necessary that $14,000,000 
should be annually expended in this Depart- 


i needed, 


war vessela” 
of different kinds, carrying from one to dnehiane. 
dred and twenty guns; eight navy-yards; when” 
there should be-but two; and a large number of - 
shore stations, | The expenses ‘incurred ih theed: 
various ways can ‘be: greatly curtailed, and: itvis 
the duty of the Government” to” institute a rigid 

scrutiny inte this branch of our public servicos 
One source of the large increase in the expenses’ 
of the Navy Department is’ shown bythe able” 
report of Messrs, Sherman and Ritchie; from the 

special committee appointed at the last session of.. 
ofthe Thirty-Fifth Congress-to investigate certain’ 
abuses in the management of this Department: 


iures tn the Navy Department made an able re-* 
port to this House upon the same subject, con» 
cluding with the following resolutions, which 
were passed by a vote of two to one: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy has, with the 

sanction of the President, abused His discretionary power: 
it tion ora conl agent, and iu the purchase of fuel 
for the Government. 
Resolved, ‘That the contract made by the Secretary of 
spleunber 23, 1858; with William 
ivery of ive oak timber, was made 
x in a mumer untsual, inproper, 
and injurious to the publie service, 4 

© Resolved, That the a ution, by the Beeretary of the 
Navy, of the patronage inthe navy yards amd members 
i Congre: s destructive of discipline corrupting in its 
influence, and highly inurious 10 the public service.) * . 

# Resolved, Mat the P ent and of the 
Navy, by reeeiving and considering the party relations of 
bide or contracts With the Uuited States, and the effect 
of awarding contrac ing ions; haye set an 
example dangerous to the publie safety and deserving the 
reproor of this House, 

* Resolved, That the appointment, by the Secretary of 
the Navy, of Daniel B. Martin, chic? engineer, asa mem- 
herofaboard of engineers to report upos proposals for con- 
structing niaeninery lor the Coited states, t nid Martin 
at the tine being pecuniarily interested isome of the said 
proposals, is hereby censured by this House.” f 

It was shown before the committee that a polit- 
ical friend of the President, in Philadelphia, ad- 
dressed him the following just before the 


leter; j 
election in Pennsylvania, in 1858: 
PIHLADELPRIA, September 13, 1858.: * 
Dear SiR: d venture to suggest to youi thé importance 
of awarding the contracts for the niachinery'of the sloop 
now buiidingat the navy yard atthis time, and if it ean be 
done without prejudice tothe publie service, to Merrick & 
Sons. Theirs is the only establishinent inthe first district 
whieh employs a large number of mechanics—at this tiné, 
three hundred and ninety j when in full work, four bundréd 
and fifty. ‘ $ 
The mana partners (Mr. Merrie 
bad healthy ubofer straining 
their force during this depress 5 
the only old Whigs 7 influence in that district who 
are in favor of ther tion of Colonel FLORENCE. 

1 know, from former experience, the value of that influ- 
d that it is the interest of the Bein- 
$: i > R 
The frst district will, I bope, be carried In any events 
but with that shopat work, tull handed, two weeks prior 
to the clection, the result would, I think, be placed beyond 

all doubt. 

With niueh respect, W, C, PATTERSON. 
The PRESIDENT 3 

This letter was promptly sent by Mr. Buchanan 
to the Seeretary of the Navy, with a note calling 
his attention to it, and the result was, Merrick & 
Sons obtained the contract, though the Novelty 
Works in New York city offered to do the work 


ving absent in 
; nerve to keep 


t for a much less sum than was paid to the contract- 


ors! Can it be wondered at, in view of such ex- 
amples, that the Government is defrauded and 
robbed by its oflicers? . Sir, itis easy enough to 


| account for the increased expenditure in the Navy 
i Department, by the scandalous partition of pat- 
| ronage in the Brooklyn navy-yarl among New 
| York members of Congress, by the live-oak con- 


tracts, by: the contract formachinery, by the pur- 
chase of coal at exorbitant rates, and the commis- 


‘| sions allowed political favorites. 


An examination has satisfied methat millions 
of dollars are squandered annually by retaining 


| inthe public service custom-honse officers, con- 
t suls, and other agents whose services. are not 


In 1857 nearly four million dollars were 
expended in collecting revenue from customs. I 
find, by the official report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in answer to a resolution of the Senate, 
thatin 1857 the whole amount of revenue collected 
at Wilmington, Delaware, was $2,004, and that 
eight eustom-house officers were employed in tire 
collection of this sum, ata cost to the Govern 
ment.-of $15,848—being a loss to the Government 
of $13,344. At Annapolis, Maryland, there was 
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collected the same year, $314; four men were em 
ployed by the Government in collecting this sum, - 
ata cost to the Government of $983. At Ocracoke, 
North Carolina, there was collected the same year 
$82; seven men were employed in its collection, 
avd it cost the Government $2,301. At Buffalo, 
New York, there was collected the same year 
$10,140 53;1en men were employed in its collec- | 
tion, and it cost the Government the sum of 
416,896 51. At Monterey, California, there was 
collected the same year $42, and it required three | 
men to collect it, at an expense to the Government 
of $7,050. At Port.Oxtford, Oregon, there was 
collected the sum of $5 85; two men were em- 

loyed in its collection, at an expense of $2,702. 
Fight multiply instances of this kind, but these 
will suffice to show the loose manner in which 
this Administration manages the affairs of the 
people. 

In the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
Lalso find a statement showing the amount of 
salaries paid to, and fees received from, the con- 
sular officers of the United States, for the year 
ending December 30, 1858. At Simoda the con- 
sul collected $1 56 in fees, and the salary paid 
him by our Government was $5,000. At Tangier 
no fees were collected by the consul, but the sum 
of $3,000 was paid him by ear Government. Atl 
Tunis the consul collected one dollar, and was | 
paid by our Government 3,000, AtCandia $1,000 
was paid our consul, and no fees collected. At 
Gaboon, the same. At Stettin $1,000 was paid, 
and only two dollars collected. ‘The total amount | 


paid to one hundred and thirty-three consular offi- | 


cers was $255,540 85. Total amount of fees re- | 
turned by them, $98,383 41. Amount paid over | 
and above fees, $157,157 44. 

Look, sir, at the immense patronage of the Post 
Office Department, and the army of postmasters, 
route agents, messengers, &c., employed in this 

‘branch of the public service. Í annex a state- 
ment showing the vast patronage connected with 
this Department of the Government: 

27,977 postmasters, COSTLY. .cecereeerereeees + «92,355,009 


| 
i 
{ 
i 
| 


44Ù route aggents, COSLING Lecce eeeeese reece 334,000 
23 express route agents, COstiDg. s.. 23,000 
Q3 local agents, CUsting.... 6... eee ee 29,989 | 
1,404 mail messengers, costing... d 184,634 | 
31 special agents, costing.... n 73,000 
Clerks, COSIN cere e erence ne eeeeeeaceens 913,000 
Salaries in Post Otice Department proper....-. 170,000 


if time would permit, I could go through with 
numerous other expenditures of the Government, 
and show that there was great room for reduction. | 
That these other expenditures might be greatly | 
reduced, I have not the slightest doubt. The | 
three great items upon which the principal reduc- 
tions can be made are the Army, the Navy, and 
the Post Office Department. ‘The latter should 
be made self-sustaining. In reference to the mil- 
itary and naval defenses of a country, I think the 
true policy is not to keep up large armies and na- 
vies in time of peace, because the publie resources | 
are wasted before the war comes; but to have as | 
small armies and navies as possible, and thus | 


preserve unimpaired the resources of the country f 


when the war arrives. 

Lam aware sir, of the difficulties which sur- 
round this subject, and that, with some people, 
the right place to commence a reform can never 
be found. If we talk about a reform in our Army 
and Navy, we are told we desire to cripple the 
Administration. If we were to cut off some of our 


useless foreign missions, we should excite the | 


prejudices of those who have relatives attached 
to our foreign embassies. If we seek to make the | 
Post Office Department self-sustaining, we are told : 


that we are interfering with the extension of com- | 


merce, the security of the country, and the devel- | 
opment of its resources. The people must take 
hold of this matter, and demand, at the hands of : 
their public servants, retrenchment and reform. 
But, sir, L have no hopes of a real economy 
under a Democratic Administration. That party 
has been in power for nearly eight years, during 
which time the expenses of Government have fear- 
fally increased, and the fruits of its policy are now 
feltin a prostrate industry, a paralyzed commerce, 
a bankrupt Treasury, and a large and steadily- 
increasing nationaidebt. By unduly enlarging the 
patronage ofthe General Government, the party in 
power has corrupted public morals, debased public 
sentiment, sapped the foundations of virtue, de- !i 


= 


stroyed the independence of the citizen, and dis- 
turbed the harmony existing between the two 
sections of the Union. Corruption has gained 
undisputed control in every department of Gov- 
ernment, and stamped its stain indelibly upon our 
nation; and shameless profligacy has given us 
complete bankruptcy at home, and national dis- 
honor abroad. ; 5 
It is known to the country that when Mr. Buch- 
anan entered upon the discharge of the high office 
of President of the United States there was in 
the Treasury, $26,000,000, and that in ten months 
it had all disappeared, and $20,000,060 had to be 
| borrowed. Eight months afterwards another 


Í another 410,000,000 was had in the same way; 
making $66,000,000inall. I submit thatthe honor 
and reputation of the country demand a change 
ofrulers—not a mere change from one Democratic 
Administration to another, but a thorough and 
radical change. Tt has been well said that the 
experience of all Governments, in all ages of the 
world, hasconclusively shown that political power 
cannot long be safely intrusted to the same hands. 
The long possession of power has corrupted, per- 
verted, and destroyed the Democratic party. Its 
leaders, its prominentmen, have repeatedly, within 
the last few years, been arraigned and convicted 
at the bar of public opinion of acts of political 
profligacy and corruption; which demonstrates 
their unfitness for the trust reposed upon them. 

Mr. Chairman, the party with which I am 
proud to act has selected, as its candidate for 
i the Presidency, a man who is ‘¢ honest, capable, 
and faithful to the Constitution.” We have placed 
our banner in the hands of Abraham Lincoin—a 
man brought up among the prairies of the West— 
a man who, at any time when necessary, can 
throw off his coat and go to work—a man who 
will administer the affairs of Government for the 
benefit of the people, and not of a political party. 

T'he people of the United States have learned, 
by bitter experience, that this eternal cry of De- 
mocracy, Democracy, and the false professions of 
devotion to the interests of the county, are like 
the songs of the syren, which enchanted but to 
destroy. And, sir, they have aroused like agiant 
from his slumber, to burst asunder the shackles 
| of party, and redeem the free institutions of their 
country from the hands of the “spoilsmen.’’ They 
can no longer be deeeived by a false issue. 

The evils which misrule has brought upon the 
country are now so severely felt that demagogism 
can no longer conceal from the people the true 
cause of those evils. They will remember that 
the party in power won their confidence by loudly 
promising retrenchment and reform, and a faith- 
| ful administration of the Government for the hap- 
piness and welfare of the people. They see that 
these promises have been shamefully broken; that 

the expenditures of the Government have been in- 
| creased beyond all former precedent; and that vast 
sums of the public treasure have been wasted in the 
most wanton and profligate manner; and, instead 
of a correction of abuses in the administration of 


abroad in the land, with bribes in her hand, de 
basing the public morals, and lowering the stand 
ard of public virtuc. 

Sir, ł have hopes of the future. I believe the 
| people are preparing to pronounce, in tones of 
thunder, their 4lisapprobation of an Administra 
tion whose policy is at war with their interest 
and-of a political party whose principles and 
practices are dangerous to constitutional liberty 
When that result is brought about I hope to see 
the Government once more faithfully and hon 


of the people. I hope to see the heavy cloud of 


away, and the sun of prosperity again shine forth, 


: creased power and greatness, 


Government. Lregret that this corruption ex- 
ists. But, sir, I would come short of the duty I 
owe to a generous and confiding constitucncy, 
whom I represent upon this floor, if I did not 
rise here in my place and show up the wasteful 


$10,000,000 was borrowed, and five months later 4 


the Government, they sce corruption walking | 


estly administered for the happiness and welfare į 


adversity which now darkens our horizon rolled | 


that the people, under the genial influence of its | 
beams, may advance to prosperity and happiness, |. 
and our country resume her onward mareh to in- | 


Sir, I regret being compelled to expose to the 
gaze of my fellow-citizens the corruptions of their: 


! expenditure of the public money, and denounce 
the extravagance and corruption of those in power. 
And, sir, while I am permitted to occupy a seat 
in this Chamber, I intend, on all suitable occa- 
sions, lo raise my voice against the corruptions 
of Government, whether that Government be in 
the hands of my own party or in those of the 
party opposed to me. 


DESPOTISM OF SLAVERY. 


“OU OF HON. ©. H. VAN WYCK, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rne House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


June 16, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— A 

Mr. VAN WYCK said: 

Mr. Cuataman: Some statements in my former 
remarks having, by party leaders, Been character- 
ized aguntrue, it has produced the necessity, and 
| is my apology, for trespassing upen the attention 
of the House. One member of this body, no 
doubt fully conscious of the dignity of his posi- 
tion, and probably true to the instincts of This na- 
ture, pronounced me, as he claims in his pub- 
lished remarks, “a liar and scoundrel,” for 
asserting facts susceptible of proof by a multi- 
tude of witnesses; so that it is due to the position 
I then assumed, and to myself, that the records 
| of this House at least should sustain the one and 
| vindicate the other. Jt was not proper that I 

should make the present suggestions while the 
member was absent from this city. He was ab- 
sent along time in Mississippi, and, since his 
return, this is the first opportunity ‘that I could 
be heard. 

I said nothing personally offensive to any mem- 
ber upon this floor. Gentlemen of the other side 
well know thatbetween them and myself the kind- 
est feelings existed. Neither will any man, here 
or elsewhere, who has agencrous heart and brave 
| instincts, and is willing fairly to accord the right 
to discuss a great feature in the social and polit- 
ieal policy of one portion of the Union which was 
once sectional but sought now to be nationalized, 
feel himself aggrieved by what I have said, or 
may now say. i 

Although you may not be responsible for the . 
existence of slavery ; although an immediate eman- 
cipation of your slaves may be impossible; still 
some of you feel it to be an evil and misfortune. 
Although many of your people do not practice or 
justify cruelty to slaves, or proscription to whites, 
yet the seemingly necessary incidents of the in- 
stitution are subjects of discussion when you are 
secking to change the policy of the Government 
as to its extension. They, however, who insist 
upon extending my remarks to those for whom 
they are not intended, either by their spirit or 
fair inference, are at liberty to appropriate to them- 
selves such parts as their judgment or feelings 
may dictate. 

The abuse they had passed upon the principles 
1 professed; the unjustarraignment of party lead- 
ers with whom | associated; worse, than all, at- 

' tacking the character of our revolutionary fathers; 
aspersing their motivesand impugning their cour- 
age; not only endeavoring to dim the luster of 
their battle fields, but wrappixg the slimy folds 
of their scandal around holy memories, whose 
sacredness should have disarmed the malignity of 
repreach—was for days, weeks, and months lis- 
“tened to in silence, because our first duty to the 
: country was the organization of the House. At 
a proper time I sought to repel these unjust 
charges. Acting entirely on the defensive, I 
wanted southern gentlemen to take notice that the 
i| harp of a thousand strings they had been ringing 
! so long had better be laid aside; and instead of 
vilifying and abusing the North, a far more prof- 
itable occupation for the energy of their minds 
' might be furnished in reforming abuses at home. 
I was not then, nor am L now, an accuser of the 
South. f only desired to call your attention toa 
few facts, of which some of you evidently knew 
nothing, from the very Christian manner in which 
you received the intelligence. 3 

When you rebuked Massachusetts for alleged 

witch-burning, some two hundred years ago; I 


i 
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i 
{ 
i 
i 
3 
Í 


i 
i 
i 


1860.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


36TH Cona....1st SESS. 


Despotism of Slawery—Mr. Van Wyck. 


. Ho. oF Reps.” 


had a right to answer your charge by a reference 
to negro-burning at this very time. Do you pro- 
pose to make the present generation liable for 
offenses two hundred years old? How much 
more, then, are you chargeable With those of your 
own time ? 

Our theory is, that the world is progressing. 
There would be no encouragement.to toil and 
labor, if no advancement was to reward our ex- 
ertion. By cultivation the carth is made fruitful; 
“for in the wilderness shall water break out, and 
streams in the desert.” Man is continually learn- 
ing the relation of physical forces to each other | 
and to himself; and shall not his moral and social | 
as well as his intellectual nature be developed ? ; 
The world still moves, and must advance. You: 
can no more stay its progress than did the anath- ; 
emas of Rome the revolutions of the universe. 

The moral and political world, like the physical, ; 
has its development by long stages and slow de- i 
grees. The outward surface of one age becomes 
solidified and hid from sight by lapse of ume. As; 
the strata of coal and rock and metal, in the end, 
were covered with the genial soil, which made a 
habitable globe for man and beast, sustaining the 
massive forest, the towering: mountains, the un- ; 
dulating plain, bearing the flowers of spring and | 
the harvests of autumn. i 

‘Thus the cold, unseemly, and rough parts of | 
the moral and political universe, their despotism | 
and cruelties, its age of rock and iron, and the 
boasted golden era, were, one after another, pet-: 
rified and hid from view, until man’s better nature ! 
was presented, with its bold mountuins and flow 
ering valleys covered with verdure, and bearing 


i 
flowers and fruits to gladden the heart and fill it}: 
with joy. | 

You tatk of an irrepressible conflict, as ifit has i 
not always waged from the period when out of | 
ehaotic strife came symmetry and order. His jf 
everywhere, in the physical, mental, moral, and | 
political world; in the struggle where the ocean, i 
groaning from his lowest bed, heaves his tempest- li 
nous billows to the sky, thus preserving the life | 
of the deep; of contending clements, 

6 When lightning fires 


"the arch of heaven, and thunders rock the ground 5 
When furious whirlwinds rend the howling air,” 


his fellow; of freedom and tyranny, that man į 
might enjoy the inalienable right to life, liberty, | 
and the pursuit of happiness. i 

Tho Jews waged this conflict on Egypt’s fertile | 
fields, in the famishing wilderness, and in the |, 
land of Canaan. Christ and the Apostles waged :j 
this conflict on the plains of Judea, before th 
judgment seat of Pilate, and at the throne of th 
Caesars. ‘he martyrs and patriots of every age, | 
the Puritans of Charles I., the Huguenots and |! 
Waldenses of France, the heroes of our own Rev- I 
olution, waged this irrepressible conflict, And |} 
this conflict, though we trust inthe future a blood- |! 
less one, will wage until all forms of error and || 
superstition shall pass away; until man shall noi! 
longer vex and oppress his brother; until the las 
throne shall have crumbled in the dust, the sigh 
of the last captive Le heard, and the manacle of 
the last slave broken. i 

What would you say of the man who, pleas- i 
ing himself with the glistening of an idiot’s toy, 
should launch his frail bark amid the wild, roar- 
ing billows, or float his silken balloon when the 
angry storm was riding the blast. Fle is worse 
than a madman who can learn nothing from the |i 
elemental strife but to tempt its wrath or mock 
at its fury. 

The earth has its hidden fires; the outer crust 
may smother and conceal them for a time, but in | 
the’end they will burst forth, sending a lava-tide 
of destruction and death. So is it with the heart |; 
of man; its history under tyranny is the history 
of the voleanc.- Ages of oppression have kept |} 
subducd its flames, but they have at intervals burst ji 
forth, and lit up with lurid gleam the horrors and $ 
gloom of despotism. The heart and instincts of; 


always the same. A yearning to be free will break || 
the outer crust, although tyrants of nations and |} 
individuals are slow to learn. He who sleeps on | 
the summit of a crater, and builds his house on! 


i 
i 
i 
} 


Li 

i 

t 

i 

it | 
| and it isfeared that, in the leafy month of June, | 
| 

; 

| 

| 

i 


“your own Union-loving people. ‘Truc, 


; jousthat 2 should give my courage an airing with 


| upou me as the offending party and himself as the | 
i one 
i for reasons best known to himself, but of which į 
| his peers on this floor and the country can judge, | 


| in the debates language which F leave to him to call | 


not appear in their report until after the debate |; 


man, of whatever clime and whatever color, are |; the columns of that journal. Why did he mani- 


the heaving sides of Etna or Vesuvius, must not be 
astonished to have his rest disturbed, his home de- 
stroyed, So the despot of a nation, when he reais | 
his throne upon the pent-up hopes of an oppressed |; 
nation, or the petty tyrant-master, who reposes in 
luxurious ease upon the heaving sides which press 
upon the natural rights of an enslaved race, must 
not wonder if the long struggle should force from 
the overpressed heart a tide that would blacken 
and deswoy. And when your fair gardens shall 
be blasted, and the hopes you had been building 
upontheerushed affections of others are withered, 
and youturn and chide the innocent as the au- 
thors of the fruits of your own folly, it will only 
show that stupidity is even in advance of tyranny. | 
As wellmight the dweller on Vesuvius mock at 
Omnipote nce for the throes of the volcano. | 

Sir, [claim to be conservative in the just mean- 
ing of that much-abused word. I profess the 
faith, nothing more, of the founders of the Re- 
oublic and the Democratic party down to 1847. 
[n the great debate between Senators DoucLas 
and Davis, a few days since in the Senate, it was 
conceded that the modern Democratic doctrine of 
popularsovereignty was about ten years old, hav- 
ing its birth in the Nicholson letter of Lewis Cass; | 
while the higheriaw dogma of the southern ex- 
tremists, that the right to slaves is above all law, 
had a feeble existence in the brain of John ©. Cal- 
houn, until the venerable judges of the Supreme 
Court acted as nurses and endeavored to vitalize 
the monstrous deformity into the appearance of 
comeliness and vitality. This exotic of despotism 
willevidently not flourish in a northern latitude; 


as far South as Baltimore and Richmond, it can- ji 
not survive the open air. i 
You drove us to a reference to historical facts; | 

i 


and Í freely stated them, not for the purpose of 
casting any reflection upon your people, but te | 
show that the North was entided to a share of the | 
inheritance of the promise, If they be untrue, you | 
can manifest their falsity. I yicided my humble | 
tribute of gratitude to your brave men of the | 
past. Lvindicated the greater portion of your own | 
people of the present day, who are not represented | 
on this floor by men who are ready to tear the | 
Constitution and shatter the Union. I said then, | 
l believe now, that the first efort of your insane | 
folly will be stricken down by the strong arm of | 
Thad no f 

encomiums for your tories in the Revolution, nor | 
for those of their descendents who believe in their | 
principles. [never eulogize northern tories, Why | 
should those of the South have any more claim |) 
to gratitnde ? | 
"This, then, is the head and front of my offend- !i 
ing exept it be the historical fact I stated, that ii 
yourown people burned slaves atthe stake, which 
was true then, and is doubly trae now. TU did not 
charge this upon all the South, any more than I 
insisted that all the slaves were burntat the stake. 
No man, except he who was blinded by political 
rage and furious with sectional rage, could have 
placed any such construction upon ìt. This state- 
ment was denounced as untrue, and the member 
from Mississippi appeared to be exceedingly anx- 


some chivalric son of the South. That query |} 
waspropounded ata time, ina place, and manner, ii 
which his own pretended code of honor will not |; 

i 


tolerate, While, by his interrogatory, he looked [| 


having a right to demand an explanation, yet ; 


he contents himself with insisting upon inserting 


emanly or parliamentary; language which, if | 


gent ich if į 
, was not heard by the reporters—for it did | 


used 


wasclosed, and then at his suggestion—unor by | 
myself,or these near me, viz: “Í pronounce the 
gentleman to bea liar and scoundrel.” I was in- , 
formed this member went to the Globe office the || 
same evening, and insisted that his chaste and 
dignified expression should by all means grace 


festso much anxiety to interline the debates and ; 
so pertinaciously urge its publication? Did it | 
elevate his own character as a high-toned gentle- | 
man in his own estimation, or the consideration | 


i! declares was entirely untrue, 


of his constituents and the. country? He had 
already denounced the statement as false. | How. 
could he give any-greater intensity to: his-convi 
tions by terms which are becoming obsolete 
the dialect of the buffoon’ and braggari. ° The: 
member recognized in my remarks already a casus 
belli, and that could not ‘be’ removed by anew 
cause of offense created by himself. -Hecertainly 
gould not relieve the old by ‘provoking a new con- 
troversy with his opponent... The: motiv he: 
member I leave for others to judge.;. Ganit be, 
that gentlemen in the State of Mississippi; recog 
nizing a code of honor, resort, to. such. means: 
rovoke a wager of battle ina land boasting of ithe: 
highest type of civilization, and whose piety is sọ 
great that they are panting furiously and champ- 
ing on the bit of legal restraint to Christianize, by 
their peculiar missionary operations, the entire 
continent of Africa? What matter for a. white, 
man now and then, when the whole field of African; 
refinement, civilization, and religion, is unfolding 
before them? | ; ae 
As an expression of opinion, I added, in the 
same connection: ‘it seems to awaken ho horror 
in your minds’’—not to the whole of your peor 
ple, nor all the members on this floor, but those 
to whom it could properly apply? Suppose my 


i opinion erroneous: was its mere utterance; N.a 


free country a suficient reason for you to ask. the: 


i privilege to attempt to take my life? Look atthe 
| many instances where. entire communities parti» 


cipated in the demoniac outrage; at the fact that; 
in the different localities where the. outrage was 


| perpetrated; probably no effort ever was made to 


bring to punishment such fiends im human form, 
Certainly itawakened no horror inall their minds. 
These barbarities, though often repeated, and. 


| within a few months of the meeting of this Con+ 
i gress, and published in the different papers of 


the land, awakened so little horror in the. minds 
of some members on this floor that they not only 
claimed to have forgotten the fact, but were be- 
trayed into abusive and insulting language, to de- 
velop their own ignorance of the passing events 
of their own section. re 

It not only scems to awaken ‘no horror in your 
minds, but a paper assuming a religious garb 
the Herald—published, I believe, in Montgomery, 
Alabama, recently said: fag Ge : 

«We think so too. The editor of the Hayneville (Alas 
bama) Chronicle very justly observes: { 

“¢ft is questionable whether burning negroes by whites 
has any better cifect than to brutalize the feeling of a.com- 
munity. Several have already been burnedin Montgomery 
county, without, it seems, decreasing crime among them.,? ?” 

We trust this religious newspaper will find’ its 
way into Georgia and Mississippi. Are the edit- 
ors of the Herald and Chronicle liars and scoun- 
drels? They tell you that slaves have been burnt, 
several in one county; and that it brutalizes the 
feelings of your communities. 

Liar and sconndrel! Who.is the man? 

One moment to the law and testimony. Ifother’ 
evidence than the above extract be required, let 
the witnesses be they of your own household, and 
out of yourown mouths be condemned. In 1836 
was ‘not a negro burned, near St. Louis, in the 
presence of two or three thousand of its citizens? 
A correspondent of the New Orleans Picayune, 
writing from Jackson, Mississippi, on the 25th 
December, 1855, gives the details of the chaining 
to a stake and burning alive a negro at that place. 
The Montgomery (Alabama) Mail, of April 3, 


| 1856, says: 


« We learn that the negro who. murdered Mr. Capehart 
was burned to death yesterday at Mount Meigs.” ` 
In 1856 the Sumter (Alabama) Whig speaks of 


i the burning ofa slave in that county, and adds; 


“We was tied to a stake, with fat ght wood piled 
around bim, and the toreh was applied in the presence of 
two thousand persous, who had met there to witness the 
novel seene. 

There were some rumors that the slave had been 
tortured to extort a confession, but thatthe Whig 
Did not torture 
the poor slave, only burnt him alive, to make a 
‘novel scene” for two thousand Christian men 


i| to gaze upon! There is a record somewhere else, 


made up of those whose ** tender mercics are cru- 

elues.”? . , : 
The Union Springs (Alabama) Gazette, speaking 

of aslave boy whe had murdered his master, adds: 


“ That evening, at three o’clock, in the presence of five 
hundred persons, he was chained to a tree and burned.’? 
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It. is also. reported that, in Troy, Kentucky, | 
New Year’s day of 1859 was celebrated by burn- | 
ing a slave-murdérer. A correspondent of the | 
Maysville (Kentucky) Eagle says: 

«He gave, some of the most bidcous screams I everheard ! 
eometrom any buman being.” P 
| 

i 


é July 22, 1859, the daily papers of St. Louis | 
pliblished the frightful tragedy of barninga slave | 
ät Marshall, Saline county, Missouri. This sen- | 
tence was decreed by a mob composed of the best | 
citizens of that county. i 

But humanity sickens at the record of such į 
brutalities, in a land professing allegiance to law, | 
civilization, and religion. | 

Liar and scoundrel! Who isthe man? 

Since the commencement of this session, and, I 
believe, whils the member was on a visit to his 
own State, a portion of her people chained a slave 
to the stake, and burnt him to ashes. This was 
not done to gratify their rage against Black Repub- | 
licans—although it is their wont to charge. in- 
creased hardships and enormities as a result of 
slavery agitation. Neither wasitto gracea bon- 
fire in honor of a Representative for having man- | 
ifested so much spirit’as to call a fellow-member 
on the floor of the American Congress a liar and 
scoundrel for merely uttering the trath; neither 
was it, as has been heretofore alleged of all cases 
of burning, for some outrage committed on the | 
white race. Nothing of all this. The chattel 
only kiiled a chattel. Who ever heard of burn- | 
ing’a horse to ashes for kicking another horsc to 
death. The Vicksburg Sun gives the facts quoted 
in many southern papers. ‘They all say: 

. & The slave fled to the woods ; was captured by the dogs 
which were immediately put on his track? * * $ 


x. Several highly respectable gentlemen were at the 
council which decreed his death.” 


Cruelty more hellish than any which disgraced |] 


an Italian prison or Spanish inquisition drove up 
innocent, guiltless slaves from surrounding plan- 
tations to witness the awful barbarity, and your 
paper concludes: 


H uns 


| days 


“He died cursing his judges. His last words were that 
he would take vengeance on them when they met each 


| 
other in Hell.” i 
His religious training had evidently not been || 


i 
neglected. He had orthodox notions of a here- | 
after; and his conceptions were somewhat clear | 
to his mind as to who would probably inhabit the 
regions of despair. Brave, chivalric men, re- | 
spectable gentlemen, in the State of Mississippi, did 
this! Did it waken any horrorin their minds or 
that community? Has any effort becn made to 
punish those ‘ respectable gentlemen”? for such 
an outrage? 

Who is the liar and secundrel ? : 
You say outrages are sometimes perpetrated at | 
the North; but where do you find the sentiment | 
of her people tolerating them? The gentleman | 
from Alabama [Mr. Cosp]acknowledged the fact | 


of sluve-burning; yet he confesses, what I will f 


i 
+ $ : pas 
not charge, that it awakened no horror in his | 
mind. Hear him: 

“ Such as burning, &c., an occurrence rarely ifeverbap- | 
pening, aud then (or offenses shocking to humanity, aud if | 
perpetrated by a white pe burning and death would be | 
too good for bim; and in such a case the white and black j 
would and ought to share a shinilar tiie.” 


The gentleman says he ought not only to be 
burnt, but death should be inflicted upan him, | 
Do you ever punish the white man by burning for | 
murder? But 1 thank him for his frank acknowl : 
edgment of the charge and its palliation. And to | 
his fatherly care I commend the member from ; 
Mississippi—I mean the one whose diction is so 
chaste and clegant—to satisfy him whether 1 was 
a ‘Har and scoundrel” for proclaiming what is 
now frecly admitted and boldly justified. 

What a fearful revelation of your own society | 
when such ecnormities are unpunished, and even į 
winked at. How many of your papers, in mak- 
ing public the shocking tale, have lisped a word | 
in condemnation? A Tennessee print, after an- ; 
nouncing the Mississippi tragedy, simply adds: 


‘What a moral lesson this item will be for abolition 
grinders!” ii 
The bloody record does not stop here. On Tues- | 
day of last week the Washington Era and Balil- | 
more Sun, and on Wednesday, the Globe, the i 
official organ of Congress, and the Constitution, | 


the organ of this Administration, contained the 
olowing dispatch: 
«A Planter Murdered by his Slarve—Lynch-Law. 
“Aveusta, June IL—A man named William Smith, a 
planter in Oglethorpe county, Georgia, was murdered by 
his slave on Saturday. The slave was apprehended and 
burnt at the stake on Monday.” 


The fact, then, is undisputed, your own people 


burn slavesatthe stake. Does itawaken any hor- 
ror in their minds? The Atlanta Intelligencer, 
speaking of this transaction, says: 

The negro was doubtless demented, and instigated by the 

devil. He is now ineternity ne doubt, and his fate should 
be an awful warning to others of fis color, who are unlike 
ateful.?? 
o warning or condemnation for the white 
friends who perpetrate such barbarities; he does 
not tell us what spirit instigated the wretches who 
bring reproach upon our country, and contempt 
on its institutions. 


When the statement of negro burning produced 


a thrill of horror in the minds of so many mem- 
bers, we had a right to suppose that this feeling 
would manifest itself, at least in some denuncia- 
tory epithets against their own people, shoald 
they actually commit so great a crime; but we 


have looked in vain for any such indications. | 


And the member from Mississippi, instead of res- 
cuing his State from the stigma which has been 
burnt into her history, will probably content 


| himself with branding as a lar and scoundrel he 
| 4 
who repeats it. 


Great missionary institution, 


indeed! Jealous to civilize and Christianize the 


African, while it deadens your own sensibilities | 


and brutalizes your own people. 

Still more: have you not seen in your respect- 
able papers, weekly visitants to your own fire- 
sides, to be read by your wives and tender chil- 


. a . > i 
dren, advertisements of the sale of children of all 


ages, of mothers with small children, to be sold 
together or scparately, of marks of brands and 
sears of the whip on runaway slaves? 
a specimen in a North Carolina paper: 

& Ran away, a negro woman and two children, 
ys before 
lett side oF ue 


A few 
12 went offi burnt her with a hot iron on the 
face. Liried to make the letter M.” 

In a Mississippi paper: 

* Ran away. at 
branded on here 


The letter A is 


ro girl ealled Mary. 
aud forchead.? 


In an Alabama paper: 

“Ten dollars reward for my woman Liby, very much 
searred about the neck by whipping.” 

Ina North Carolina paper: 

* J will give the reward of $100 for cach of the above 


negroes, to be delivered to me, or for the killing of them, 
so that 1 cau see them.” 


In a South Carolina paper: 
“Por sale—several women with children, and several 


| small boys without their mothers”? 


In a Georgia paper: 


; One negro girl about eighteen months old, belonging to | 
il an estate, cold for the purpose of distribution.’? 


In a New Orleans paper: 


“A negro woman with two children, one eight, and the ; 
1i other three years, will be sold together or separately as | 
Will be sold low for cash, or exchanged for ; 
i groceries !”? j 


desired. 


Ina South Carolina paper: 

“Ran away, a negro named Arthur; has a considerable 
scar across his breast and each anm, made by a knife; loves 
to talk much of the goodness of Gad.” 


Hear that pious old patriarch trying to track | 
his human merchandise. Tt is not cnough he has | 
marked his breast and arms with the knife; but, | 
if that escapes attention, the chatiel can be de- : 


tected, 
deceived, 


ture. 
God. Why not? He has probably seen nothing 
in the white Christian planter to admire; his only 
consolation and hope is in the goodness of God, 
where the unhappy may find solace and the per 


secuted repose. It is fair to presume these are not #! 
sptional cases, for your papers have been full | 
These barbarities must be in accord- | 
ance with the laws and public sentiment of some i 
| portions of your country, These advertisements 
are sent forth under the names of respectable men | 


e3 
of them. 


and women, published within the shadow of court- 
houses, legislative halls, and churches. 


Here is | 


f an Abolitionist. 


1 buth 


If your institution is so godlike and divine, 
and your slaves so delighted with the temporal 
and spiritual benefits they enjoy, why, only a few 
weeks since, did the following humane card ap- 
pear in a North Carolina paper: 

“Catch him! catch him! But how can you catch him, 

nless you have along the well-trained pack of negro dogs 
owned by J. W. Hamiet. This pack consists of fi 
hounds and two cateh-dogs, which are ver. gacious, and 
which, once on the trail, will be very apt t t the game. 

“The subscriber having prepared bimsclf, with con: 
erable trouble and expense, for this line of business, is ready 
at any time to undertake the capture of fugitive slaves, in 
this or any of the adjoining counties or States 

* His rates will be found reasonable; and he is confident 
that. his past success wili justify others in empiaying him. 
Among many other names which could be given, it ueces- 
sary, he begs leave to refer te the following: B. H. Borden, 
Ezq., Wilsc Junius Daniel, Bsq., Halifax; R. D. Atkin- 
son, Eott, Smitifield; Jobn Lemon and James Winstead, 
Exqs., of Nash. TR 

J. W. HAMLET, 
Wilson, North Carolina. 

Is not this a necessary consequence of your 
system? Iris Hamlet’s trade. He has been along 
while engaged, at much trouble and expense, and 
his rates will be found reasonable. ‘his man—for 
1 suppose you call him such in North Carolina— 
garnishes his card witha cut of a black woman 
fleeing from what was to her a living tomh and a 
country of whited sepulchers, where there is 

“No pause sufferiug, and froin toil no rest.?? 

Why do your negroes run away? They never 
heard of any other irrepressible conflict than the 
Almighty wrote on the heart and carved on the 
brain of the overworked fugitive, Can they read 
Helper, or the Tribune, or the Independent? 


i Well-trained pack of negro dogs, which are very 
i sagacious and will start the game! Ís it thus you 


speak of Christian men? Do we glory in the 
humanizing effects of religion and the liberal ideas 
of freedom? Five blood-hounds and two caich- 
dogs for men, women, and children, who have 
committed no crime, and with whom you boast 
that you will rest in Abraham’s bosom and sing 
songs of praise at the throne of the Redecmer. 
No wonder Jefferson, true to his manhood and 
the spirit of prophecy within him, trembled for 
his country when he reflected that God was just. 

Mr. Hamlet says at the South you cannot get 
runaways without blood-hounds and catch-dogs. 
Southern gentlemen will vot descend to hunt ne- 
groes. Yet, for the work you appropriate to hired 
spaniels in North Carolina you want to dragoon 
the services of free men in the North. Never, 


j sir, never. Marnish your marshals, at least, with 


whatmay be necessary forasouthern siave-hunter, 
or allow the humane Hamlet the privilege to open 
branch offices in the free States; but God forbid 
that the heart of a single freeman with the merest 
instinct for humanity should prostitute his body 
in the service of those who, at home, perform the 
same labor with well-trained bloud-hounds and 
eatch-dogs. 

Bat few of your slaves can read, and the cen- 
sus returns show many ef your laboring whites 
do not enjoy that privilege. See the despotism 
you exercise over those who can. A recent num- 
ber of the Henderson (Texas) Times says that 


: there hasbeen anexcitement in that vicinity owing 


to the sale there, by a book-agent, of several copies 


| of the Cottage Bible, and adds: 


“This edition of the Bible was prepared for the press 
The agent was required to take back all 
the copies he had soid, and leave for the North at onee,” 

In the face of multiplying facts of this kind, 
you tell us the country is frec, and that slavery is 


| agreat missionary institation—a grand humani- 
Let the slave hunter liston; he cannot be i! 
His victim loves to talk much of the | 
goodness of God, Sieze the fugitive; he hascom- $i 
mitted no erime, but sieze him; bear him back to | 
continue his unrequited Jabor to stripes and tor- |} 
He foves to talk much of the goodness of |i 


tarian fact. 

Men who are reared amidst scenes of cruelty 
are entitled to some consideration from the habits 
of life. Jefferson felt the force of this when he 
said: 
nis, and learn to imitate. it. The 
q looks on, catches the lineaments 
o same airs in the le of smaller” 
rein to the worst of passions. and thus 
anny, cannot 

The man 
and morals 


stamped by it with odious peculi 
mast be a pro who can retai 
undepraved by such cirer inces? 

s Seratch the green rind of the sapling, or wantonly twist 
it in the soil, the gnaried and ercoked oak will tell of thee 


for centuries to come.” 

Does not this very system blant the finer feel- 
ings of a generous manhood? Need I go any 
further than to point to your conduct on this floor, 
when those who assume great superiority in 


in his t 


1860.] 
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courage and honor will threaten Representatives 
with personal combat, stigmatize them as liars 
and scoundrels, negro thieves, and perjured vil- 
lains, merely on account of opinions expressed in 
debate? “While the country hasalready denounced 
as disgraceful, scenes which have here transpired, 
let a deliberate judgment hold them alone respons- 
ible who have created them. 

The great Constantine, who has been the ad- 
miration of all Christendom for his virtues, ban- 
ished Arius and his associates for opinions’ sake; 
and, no worse than the Christian chivalric South, 
denounced death against all with whom his books 


should be found, Anaged minister of the Gospel, | 


a native of the South, until recently was confined 
in one of your prisonsin North Carolina for sell- 
ing a book to free white men. But you say the 
book savored of treason. This pretext, in every 
age, has shed the best blood the world produced; 
it has given to the flames its martyrs and to the 
scaffold and guillotine their victims. Jthas strung 
on gutes and castle walls the bodies of those whose 
spirits went forth to cheer the oppressed in his 
struggic and the soldier of freedom in his loneli- 
ness, Tt has entered the valley and stripped the 
cottcer$ simple home of its joy, and climbed the 
rough mountain to strike down the bold High- 
lander in his rough retreat. When the unbeliev- 
ing Jews could not induce the Roman governor 
to sacrifice Christ on the pretense of his assump- 
tion that He was the Son of God, then they too 
raised the cry of treason; andat Pilate’s bar they 
clamorcd for Flis crucifixion because He was said 
to Le King of the Jews. : 

Some may ask, why the necessity of this recital? 
Į grant you none, exceptas it has been necessary 
to defend myself, repel charges made against 
us, and furnish the active southern mind some 
occupation besides belittling and vilifying their 
northern neighbors. T disclaim any right to in- 
terfere with slavery where it exists, We can no 
more disturb that than any other State institution. 
We have no right, neither do we seck, to inter- 
fere with your domestic and criminal arrange- 
ments. Butwhen you are driving us to the wall 
by false accusations, and you yourselves are 
forcing us to institute comparisous between the 
different sections, and are seeking to extend your 
focal institutions over the common Territories, 
we have, at least, the right to express our opin- 
ions. 

Because we are standing by the old landmarks 
of the nation, and are endeavoring to roll back 
the wave of fanaticism, and strife with which you 
seek to inundate the Republic, you brand us as 
agitators, much in the same manner as did Ahab, 


when he said to Elijah, ‘Art thou he that troub- | 


leth Israel??? Bat the Prophet answered, “I have 
not troubled Isracl; but thou and thy father’s 
house, in that ye have forsaken the commandments 
cf the Lord, and thou hast followed Balaam.’’ So, 


too, this day we are not troubling Israel, but ye 


have forsaken the commandments of the Lord, | 


and thou hast followed Balaam. : f 
You say slavery comes from God and is ancient 
in its existence. Polygamy, which you have so 
lately aided us to banish, thereby recognizing our 
treasonable doctrine that Congress has power to 
legislate for the social and domestic relations of 
the people of a Territory, furnishes a stronger di- 
vinity in its origin, and is older. You say that 
Canaan was cursed. He was nota black man; 
how did his curse get removed to the African ? 
You say he was cursed forever; his curse was in 
terms of. duration no stronger than the blessing 
to his more favored brethren. The Jew scems to 
have outlived the promise; his forever long ago 


ug 
had an end. Why should the curse against 


Canaan be more enduring? Long before that, a | 
tthe whole human fam- | 
ily; yet man’s efforts for over six thousand years, | 


curse was breathed agan 


his toils of body, his labors of mind, have been 


to relieve himself from the consequences of that | 
The God of the universe has propitiated | 


curse. 
and encouraged his efforts to cast off us burden. 
Shail the curse against Canaan stand in all its 
vengeance with no effort to remove it? 

As well go throughout the land, put the torch 
to your mills, undermine your factories, stop the 


shuttle and loom, destroy the cotton gin, overturn į 


your printing presses, turn of the motive power 
from your steamers, take the leviathan of the iran 
way and cast it in the deep, throw away your 


batteries, break down the circle of wire surround- | 
ing the universe, and say that all this is in viola- 
tion of the great primal curse pronounced against 
man in the garden. Conceding all you claim 
from Jewish slavery, you well know the Israelites 
were the only nation receiving any consideration 
from the Almighty; they were his peculiar pco- 
ple, the children of his bounty, and the inheritors 
of his promise. He revealed himself to no other 
nation. Others were the victims of his wrath, the | 
objects of his venSeance; for them there was no | 
propitiatory sacrifice in the blood of bulls and 
goats. So it continued until Christ came—not 
for the Jew alone, but the heathen and gentile. | 
The curse against the whole human family, 
against Canaan, was swallowed up in the victory 
on the cross. By that death and incarnation the 
whole race of man, of whatever clime and coun- 
try, of whatever color, became children of prom- 
ise, and were cqually entitled to an inheritance in 
the faith. ‘The bow of the covenant of the blood of 
the atonement embraced and spanned every kin- 
dred, tribe, and tonguc, and made them fast to the 
throne of God; as much as the bow of the promise 
embraced avd bound the Jewish people to the or- 
dinances of Jehovah. All curses were abrogated 
in yiclding to His Son the “ heathen for His in- 
heritance,and the uttermost parts of the earth for 
His possession.” 

You are allowed to arraign the institutions and 
people of the North without fear of the bludgeon 
and revolver. Youare not subjected to contumely 
andabuse. You can profess to despise everything | 
with a prefix frec. You can speak of my constit- | 
uents as greasy mechanics, filthy operatives, small- | 
fisted farmers, the mud-sills of society, and per- 
forming menial service incompatible with mental | 


not as a partisan, but an American citizen; for | 
your denunciations include the whole North, | 
| where, among all parties and all classes of society, | 
are those born to an inheritance of honest toil and } 
| 
I 


labor. 
When you say there issomething wrongin the | 

| frame-work of northern society, I agree with you; | 
but all the evils you designate at the North exist | 
in an aggravated form at the South; so that Afri- į 
1 

| 

| 

| 

i 


can slavery cannot remedy the ills. In_ either 
section, you see the unfortunate victims of crime, 
and the innocent often, struggling with poverty; 
you see the haughty aristocrat and the cringing 
miser grinding the face of the poor. ‘To relieve | 
misfortune at the North we have the almshouse, ; 
the asylum, and the hospital. You have them at 
the South. ‘To cducate our youths.we have free } 
schools atthe North. You ought to have them 

at the South.. Unite, then, with us in some legis- 

lation for the benefit of the white man. 

With all your boasting, the highest ty pe of civ- 
ifization has not yet been reached, nor will it be | 
until man has neither the ability nor inclination 
to vex and oppress his brother. As you look 
abroad, and see the unoccupied millions of acres 
waiting for the hands of the husbandman, and 
millions of human beings struggling with adverse 
fortunes ready to develop its resources, you can- 
not believe that nations and Governments bave 
fulfilled their destiny. Unite, then, with ustogrant 
encouragement to American industry ; to give our 
toiling freemen free homes in the West. Abandon 
your picayune policy, where white men are con- 
cerned, that it will preventa few thousand dollars 
from entering the ‘l'reasury; the aggregate wealth 
of the nation will be increased by development of 
its soil. You will be prodigal in bestowing tens 
of millions to obtain Cuba, which would not in- 
crease our wealth or add to our happiness; yet 
you are miserly in opening the prairics of the 
‘West to the prospect of the golden harvests, 

You, who veucrate so highly the Mosaic dis- ; 
pensation, cannothave forgotten that one of the 
most beautiful features in that policy was the 
command to divide the land of Canaan by lot 
| among the tribes, according to the familiesof each, 
so that the whole nation should be couveried into 
a community of small-fisted farmers. Hence, you 
perceive that the homestead bill is a divine insti- 
tution, Then we will unite with you to furnish a 


pressed African, that in part, at least, we may | 
atone for the great wrong and injustice.ages of op- | 
pression have inflicted upon them. The advant- 
ages of your society and religion ought soon to 


1 
| 
cultivation. In their name | repel such arroganec, |! 


land of refuge in the tropical region. for the op- į! 


make him worthy a higher state of existenée than 
slavery; otherwise you benefit him not. by steal- 
ing him from. his native jungles: : Then can we 
obey the injunction,“ to.ando the heavy burden, 
and to let the-oppressed go free, and that ye break 
every yoke,” - ce EY fa 
` For farther proof of the cruelties of your slave 
system, and the debasement to whieh it reduces 
your poor whites, I beg to refer.to that pem:of 
literature, the Black Diamonds, substantially. in- 
dorsed and recommended by several: southern 
Representatives in liberal. subscriptions for:the 
work. F will also allude to an appendix, in ‘the 
shape of a letter by its author. He says: ° 


“ You will notice that I advocated the reopening of the 
slave trade in the interests of the poor white men of :the 
South, who are now oppressed by the monopoly of slave+ 
holders. With these poor white men E have al! my sym 
pathies. Secondly, I recommend the slave trade*in the 
interests of the negro, that the eruelties and intumanities 
of the present system of slavery in the South are to be ase 
cribed tothe irresponsible, high-handed, aud defiant feudal 
rule of a conveutional aristocracy of slaveholders. Make 
slavery common and popular; take it from the control of 
feudal proprietors; make it an institution of the:people, and 
not the appanage of an aristocracy. £ would secure: and 
enforce the humane treatment of the blacks, and reduce 
slavery to a well guarded, mild, and dumestie institution. 
k i * 4 “ The slave trade is the Jast resource 
to avert the decline of the South in the Union. it would 
admit the poor white man to the advantages of our social 
system ; thatit would give him dearer interests in the coun- 
try he loves now only from simple patriotism ; thatit would 
revive and cugender public spirit in tbe South, suppressed 
and limited as it now is by monopolies of land and labar: 
‘The cause of the poor white population of the South cries 


; to Heaven for justice. We see them treated with the most 


insulting consideration by their country, debarred irom its 
social system, deprived of all share in the benefits of the 
institution of slavery, condemued to poverty, and even 
forced to bear the of superiority in black and beastly 
slaves. Fs not this a spectacie to fire the heart? As sure 
as God is judge of my own heart, it throbs with ceaseless 
jupathy tor hese poor, wronged, noble people; and if 
there is a cause f would be proud to champion, it is theirs, 
So heip me God, it is theirs.” 

Has he written the truth, or is this Virginia 
author, this champion against Helper, this south- 
ern historian, indorsed by southern. members of 
Congress? Ls he a “Jiar and scoundiel?”? Has 
any Republican member told you so much trath 
so plainly, and in so, few words? . It must. be 
true, for you have indorsed it. He feels for the 
cruelties of the slave and sympathizes with the 
degradation of the laboring whites. He charac« 
terizes the monopolists in human flesh and land 
as they deserve. A heartless aristocracy and 
selfish, unfeeling monopoly, is the same now as 
in the middle ages. e prefer not to yield to 
your seductions of place nor your craven threats 
of power. Weremember the history of the Veni» 
tian Republics. They trusted to the hollow prom» 
ises of an aristocracy until they saw their Magna 
Charta given to the winds of the Adriatic, and 
beneath the ruins of their free institutions the dark 
conclave of a gloomy Inquisition. Go on, Mr. 
Pollard; your sympathy for the slave and poor 
whites of the South is shared by the patriot and 
philanthropist throughout the Union. Step for- 
ward as their champion; it is a noble cause, Be 
one of the tribunes of the people. You have the 
proud consciousness of an indorsement by southe 
ern members of Congress, 

Mr. Pollard has madea slight mistake as to th 
remedy proposed. He says: : 

“ With the reopening of the slave trade, imparted ne~ 
groes might. be sold in our.southern seaports at a profit, for 
one hundred to one hundred and filty dollars a bead. The 
poor man might then hops to own anegro; he would at 
once step up to a respeetabic station in the social systenr 
of the South; he would no longer be a miserable nonde- 
script cumberer of the soil, or trespassing atong the borders 
of the possessions of the large proprietors.’? 


This political economist does not tell us where 
the poor nondescript cuniberer of the soil, who 
lives by trespassing upon the possessions of the 
large proprietors will obtain the money to pur- 
chase the imported negro. No matter, that is his 
remedy—io own a negro is the. panacea of all 
earthly ills. 

You stigmatize the North because a few of her 
people recognize what they term a law of con- 
science, humanity, and religion, above the fugitive 
slave law. While thus denouncing. others, you 
yourselves recognize a higher law, not only 
against the laws of your country and your States, 
but against the humanity and religion of ‘the civ- 
ilized worid, in your self-assumed code of honor, 
where the trick of the weapon is made superior to 
the noblest cause and the truest courage. With 
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glavery you retain this as a relic of a dark and bar 
barous age. ‘These, with polygamy, made a | 
strange triplet with which to adorn the brow of | 
American civilization and the Christian religion. 
You. seek a cause for battle ina transaction where 
jt would require a microscopic intellect to discover | 
ity and: then, to vindicate honor, commence steal- ! 
ipg. away from the sight of men; disregard the |i 
laws you are bound to obey; avoid the officers of |! 
justice, seek a retreat in the gray of the morning | 
or murky twilight, to establish bravery by vio- || 
jating the laws of God and man, This you call 
chivalry; and you say a man isa coward whore- |i 
fuses to violate the duty of a citizen, the oath ofa jj 
legislator, and the honor of a man. 

How often do the decisions of your tribunal 
end in farce or tragedy! You have the ordinary 
feelings of mankind. Does the wife, as she fol- |; 
iows to the tomb her murdered husband, feel that | 
his honor has been vindicated, especially if he be ĵi 
the innocent and aggrieved party? What matter 
to her or him whether his spirit was sent into 
eternity from the point of the glittering bowie- | 
knife or crushed through the hour-glass vf time |! 
by the cruel and inhuman bullet?) Will weeping 
children, mourning a father slam, admire his bra- |! 
very and exult in his fall? The folly of your 
code is manifested by the farcical part of the play, | 
when two men, not exactly knowing and pos- || 
sibly not caring, who is the aggressor, within i! 
shooting distance, deliberately aim at each other, | 
when for some cause the eye becomes sightless, |; 
the arm nerveless, the aim purposcless, and the i| 
hall goes whizzing through the air, or buries itself | 
in theearth. Each breathes freer, expresses great || 
gratitude for a safe deliverance; they embrace one || 

\ 
i 


another, declare that honor is vindicated, vow eter- | 
nal friendship, and resolve cach other brave, On| 
some occasions you arm yourselves with a sur- 
geon, to defeat the object of the expedition, by 
endeavoring to save life after an attempt to take it 
Bravery does not consist in a reckless disregard 
of your own life, dy a wanton attack upon an- 
other’s. You claim to be men of a religious na- 
ture, and have read the history of Peter. In these | 
days probably he would have made a great ducl- 
ist. hen he seized the sword and smote the ; 
servant of the high, priest, his Master rebuked i! 
him. Nodoubt you would call Peter valiant; but | 
mark, when honor required him to discharge his ‘| 
duty by adhering to Christ, he followed afar off, | 
suddenly became chilly, for his heart was cold, |; 
stopped at the fire to warm, and in answer to the 4 

Hi 

i 


serving maid, denied his master thrice. Then | 
Peter lacked the courage which we believe forms- 
the foundation and element of true manhood. 

Does your system of slavery require supports |) 
of such a nature? Will discussion, truth, and 
honest expression of opinion, shatter the huge 
fabric from center to circumference? Do you | 
stand trembling like a reed shaken by the wind 
at each attack? Like the man who has committed ' 
a great wrong, are you fearing even the zephyr 
which floats a leaf, ov the rustling of the most dis- 
tant footfall? If your system rests on the found- ; 
ation youclaim, step boldly out with the weapons 
of truth and defy the assaults of time. It will be 
more firmly established by wind and wave. Such | 
isthe resuitof all institutions founsled in God and 
truth. {can well understand why it is dangerous 
to allow a lighted candle near an open powder 
magazine; but if your position is so impregnable, 
why should you dread so fearful an explosion | 
from the circulation of the sparks of free thought |) 
near your magazine of slavery. ji 

You upbraid the North because free labor has | 
T its population, developed the resources |! 
of the soil, and made it great in manufactures and 
commerce. Take not, therefore, we beseech you, | 
with the advancing columns of civilization on the 
prairies of the West, the sinuous form of your 
dark institution, for it will fill the atmostphere 
with pestilence and death, like the mouster ser- 
pent which once impeded the march and thinned 
the ranks of the Roman army. 

_ Your policy is producing conflicts with the na- | 
tive Indian, so you may raise regiments, annihi- 
late them, and take the little of territory the cu- |i 
pidity of the white man has left. Already we are i 
forcing them over the dark mountain from which |! 
they can see the setting sun-of their destiny, and |! 

i 
|; 


soon they will hear the roar of the last wave that 
will settle over them forever. 


ii gathering a ripple on the broad ecean. 


li bought with gold, or their Representative intimi- 


i how can you withstand the foam-crested billows 
your own folly has lashed into fury? ‘If thou | 


eloquent and intrepid orator, as you have here- 
tofore done; that will only strengthen the right, 


violence you may palsy the brain and silence the 
tongue for a time. 
from the forest, picking a sand from the shore, or 


vocates of truth, the hosts of freedom, will move 


the dark whirlpool of African slavery. It bas 
resolved itself into a problem, not whether the 
African shall be longer enslaved, but shall the 
white man remain free? Shall Land my associates 


| exercise on this floor the same rights which you 
‘claim and enjoy? You boldly, and without in- | 


terruption, proclaim your opinions, however re- 
volting to the sentiment of the civilized world. 
You can vilify the memory and acts of the found- 


‘ers of the Republic; you can stigmatize the laws | 


gainst the slave trade as a foul blot, and demand 
their repeal; you may ask, in a defiant manner, 
whatglory ofarms illustrates ourescutcheon. But 
when we reply to your taunts, and proclaim our 


sentiments, we are met with your reckless threats, 


your senseless bravado. ‘ Upon what meat do 
these our Cwsars feed, that they have grown so 
great?” 

It will be of service for you to learn that your 


i| plantation manners are better suited to a more 


southern latitude, where the higher type of civil- 
ization prevails in a more perfect state, and the 
standard of courtesies among gentlemen require 


i 
Hip : j 
a keener appreciation of high-toned honor. Learn | 


now, for it may save you some chagrin, that north- 


j ern men and principles are not to be entered upon | 
i your inventory of personal property. Your mad | 


ambition now secks to grasp the empire of the 
mind and soul. On this floor, at least, by the Con- 
stitution of my country and the natural rights of 
man, I claim to be your peer. Your corrupt Ad- 


ministration, as appears from the evidence lately į 


taken before the Senate investigating committee, | 
in 1858 sent money into my congressional dis- 
trictto compass my defeat. despised your money 
then as I defy your threats and vengeance now. | 
Democratic though that district be, it is its boast | 
that it has never been disgraced by a Represent- 
ative who ever voted to extend that institution | 
which drives from the sod its verdure. You little 
understand the integrity of the heart of that De- | 
mocracy, if you suppose its suffrages could be | 


dated by threats. 
By your profligacy and extortionate demands 
you are arousing the democratic masses through- 
out the whole North. They bave determined that 
hereafter, in your exactions, when you demand i 


| the pound of flesh, you shall take no blood. Like | 


Cadmus, you have sown the dragon’s teeth. If 
the rushing tide has heretofore overwhelmed you, 


hast run with the footmen, and they have wearied | 
thee, how, then, shalt thou contend with horses?” 
You have forced us into such a position that re- 
treat would be dishonor. Weare already in “the 
path of the vineyard.” The walls of mountain 
are on either hand; the Red sea lies before us; and, 
like the hosts of Pharoah, you press our rear, and 
the spirit of truth and duty bid 

While despising pecuniary considerations in 
others, you ask us te shape with you our senti- 
ménik on great social, political, and moral qués- 


and manifest the impotence of yourendeavor. By || 
It will be only taking a Jeaf | 


The ad- | 


on andismayed. The question is already beyond ' 


i 
| 
i 
j 
i 
| 
i 
us go forward, i 
| 
| 


“ultima thule. You apologize for your fathers 
laying the foundations of the Republic broad and 
deep on the principles of universal freedom, bé- 
cause they did not conceive of the great valuc of 
cotton and the influence it wouid have on the 
i commerce of the world. Like the little, pious sil- 
versmith, who made images for the worship of 
Diana, when the commercial relations of his trade 
was disturbed by the Apostles, railed at Sani, to 
‘aid his decaying fortunes and appear religious 
withal, he shouted, ‘ Great is Dianaof the Iiphe- 
sians!” In the same spirit you are manufactar- 
ing images of the great God for sale like beasts 
of burden; and when wrath is interfering with the 
ii markets of your chattelized humanity, you too 
| rail, and with the same zeal shout ‘Great is 
Diana of the Ephesians P’ 

Why do you ask for more? Vice President 
| Breckinridge, in Kentucky, wasexultantat the ad- 
vance slavery had made in the last ten years; that 
you not only had the Senate and the Executive, 
{i but the Supreme Court had finally surradered 
|| to your demands. Although you have achieved 
© so much over us, we propose no harsh resulis. 
ii Though you should do more—have enacted your 
slave code, elect your most violent, fire-eating 
4 slave-trade advocate as President, spread the dark 
| folds of your institution over the free plains of the 
‘| West, yet, like the trac mother before Solomon, 
| though deprived of our rights, we ask that the 
object of our love be not sacrificed. 

We may be overborue in this struggle. The 
table of the law our fathers gave us you may break 
in pieces. We can at least sund as did the sol- 
i diers of Cromwell at Blackheath—grand in the 

contemplation of a victorious past, for they had 
dethroned England’s king and hewed the royal 
throne to a block, yet mournful in the heardess 
and glittering pageantry of returning oppression. 
We contemplate no such gloomy future. 
| Standing upon the principles your fathers taught 
‘i us, we will go forward, though there should be 
|; wild beasts at Ephesus; we desire no weapons 
| but the shepherd ’s sling aud the simple stone of 
: truth, and it will, in the end, brain the Goliah of 
| your system, though armed with a spear and staff 
= like aweaver’s beam. The bow of justice, though 
il drawn at a venture, will pierce many joints in the 
i barness. The light of the great sun of truth you 
f can never eclipse. You may now and then in 
| prison walls hide the countenances of those who 
i 
i 


i 
j 
i 
| 
i 
i 


I 
| 
i 
| 
f 


bask in its light, but you cannot stop his revolu- 
tion in the Heavens or darken his countenance, 

| In the end reason must prevail; it is the stone 
i which will break the image. You have been re- 


| free.” 

{tis said that, from the operation of climate, 
or Anglo Saxon blood, the Ethiopian is already 
changing the color of his skin, and, in time, will 
remove the spots from the leopard at his throat. 
When the sable hue pales into the brown, the 


ii olive, the white; when you advertise your chat- 


tels, which you have done, as being likely to pass 
themselves for white men, then you must expect 


| the path of freedom will be trod by your slaves 


with a firm and steady step. 
“No Jonger muffled to whisper curses to the night; 
Where wrath lies chained, and judgments sicep.” 

No literary publications or political arguments 
then will be of any avail to provoke or restrain the 
“irrepressible conflict.” Jefferson said: 
“The Almighty has no attribute which can take sides 
with us in such a contest.” 

Then will they triumphantly sing those words 
: sacred to poetry and freedom: 
# Ọh liberty, can man resign thee, 

Onee having fell tuy generous lame? 
Can dungeon bolts and bars confine thee, 
Or wiip thy noble spirits tame? 

Like. beasts of burden would they load ys, 

i Like gods would bid their slaves adore; 
But man is man, and who is more? 
Then shail they longer jash and goad us?” 

Jefferson said it was for you to determine 
whether these people should be free by the gen- 
erous energies of your own minds, or the bloody 


| process of a St. Domingo. 
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While attempting to retain our own, we are 
prevented from achieving their liberty. This is 
not the mission of the Republican organization. 
Bat if your own Jefferson, the father and founder 
of the. Democratic party, could say: ‘Yet the 
hour of emancipation is advancing in the march 
of time; if will-come!”—that the way was pre- 
paring, “under the auspices of Heaven, for a 
total emancipation, and that this is disposed, in 
the order of events, to be with the consent of the 
masters, rather than by their extirpation,” then 
may not L, as an American, a citizen, a man, ex- 
press the wish, indulge the hope, and breathe th 
prayer, that the time will come when it can 
said: 

The star-spangled banner, long may it wave 
O'er the land of the frec, with never a slave. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. M. EDWARDS, | 


OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
In rune Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 19, 1860, 


On the sentiments and opinions of his district and State in |; 


relation to the pending political questions of the day. 
Mr. EDWARDS said: 
Mr. Cuarrman: By your permission, and with 
the indulgence of the committee, E will now avail 
myself of the privilege very gencrally accorded to 
members of this body, of occupying an allotted 


hour in participating in the unrestricted discus- | 


sion which, it would seem, is regarded as proper 
when in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. In so doing, if I were to consult 
my inclination, and 1 might perhaps say my 
taste, I should address myself to some topic 
which would, at least, have the interest that per- 
tains to freshness and novelty. But when the 
public attention is engrossed by any great subject, 
and especially by one of such transcendent im- 
ortance as the one now agitating, not only this 
ouse, but every department of the Government, 
and the whole people, he who should attempt 
to direct this attention to any matter of less mo- 
ment must either have an overweening estimate 
of his power, or be willing to be content with a 
very limited audience. 
lt has happened, it is truc, that the raging of 
the conflicting elements here has more than once 


been assuaged and put to rest by the soothing and | 
persuasive cloquence of the truly distinguished | 


gentleman from Ohio; yet all are conscious that 
the intervals of calm which he produces are only 
temporary and exceptional; are but the lulls in 
the storm, indicating renewal with increasing vio- 
lence. 

The question of slavery, as was here recently 


said in relation to a question of a far different |) 


character, “is enrolled in the Capitol.” Ay, 


and it may be said, without drawing too largely | 


on the imagination, to be wrought into every part 
of its structure; to be inscribed on its portals; to 


be blazoned in its decorations, and to be echoed , 
Its origin, its growth, its į 


from all its: walls, g i 
rights, its demands, its power, its alms, and its 
destiny—in a word, its past, its present, and its 


unexplored future, are themes here of constant, |} 


earnest, excited, and sometimes angry discussion. 
It is also enrolled in the gountry, It has pos- 
sessed itself of the national mind. 


tion of all. They are the themes of engrossing 
interest in the discussions of ali legislative bodies, 
at all political gatherings, by the press in all it 
various utterances, and by the people in all their 


daily social and business intercourse. Once re- ; 
garded as of small moment, they have been rising : 


in importance with our general growth and prog- 
ress, until they have superseded almost all other 
public topics aud have divided the opinion of the 
country by a line broad and deep, and seemingly 
ineffaceable. On the one side are arrayed the 
people of fifteen States compactand entire; banded 
together by a common sentiment and a common 
interest; and associated with them are a portion 
of the people of every other State, not participat- 
ing with them in interest nor sympathizing in sen- 
timent, but sharing with them in political power 
and its consequent ‘advantages, secured by joint 


There its inci- | 
dents are receiving the earnestand anxious atten- | 


coöperation. On the other side is arrayed the 
great mass of the people of the free States, rally- 
ing under the banner and the war-cry of freedom, 
constrained by the necessity of self-preservation 
to associate in organized resistance to the increas- 
ing powereand new demands of an antagonist 
intorest which has scemed, until recently , steadily 
advance towards overshadowing and absolute 
control, i 


political parties of the Union—the one the Dem- 
ocratic, as it chooses to be designated; the other 
the Republican, as it inscribes itself on its ban- 
ners, but without the prefix with which it op- 
| ponents vulgarly and vainly attempt to soil its 
designation. ‘The former has its seat of power in 
| the South, and the control and direction of its pol- 
i| icy and movements have been long concentrated 
there, Its northern wing, once proud and power- 
ful in its organizations in the free States, has 
been reduced to the shruhken proportions of mere 
fragmentary bands, who, unsustained at home, 
have waived their claims to equality of position, 
and are content to receive, as subordinates, favors 
! dispensed as a consideration for their efforts to 
recover their lost strength, and to bring it again 
i} into the support of the general cause. ‘The latter 
il has its seat of power in the North, and has there 
ts exclusive strengh, except as it may countupon 
i the incipient emancipation movements in some, 
and upon the slumbering sympathy of minor- 
ities in all its opponent States. 


. 


asserting that possession to be necessary to the 
protection and advancement of the peculiar in- 
terests on whose behalf it assumes toact. They 


a conflict. 


evidently a more desperate struggle. The forces 


after a most signal failure, to designate the leaders 
of the other. With what success it will be at- 
tended, whether dissension is to be healed and 
harmony restored, or whether it is to result only 
in separation and disunion, is yet to be ascer- 
tained. 

The congressional distriet which I represent, 
and the State of which it is a part, are enrolled, } 


Their late pronunciamiento was in a tone too 
decided and emphatic to leave room for doubt, It 
furnishes the assurance thatin any conflict which 
is to come, they will be among the first in the 
attack,and the last in the retreat. 
| and behalf I now propose to discuss the issues of 
| the contest, and in this to declare their sentiments 
and opinions rather than my own, except that my 
! own will be inclusive. 
| opinions, I trust, will not be regarded as unim- 
i! portant on account of the source from which they 
proceed, or the right questioned to express them 
here through their authorized organs. Assuming, 
then, to speak as the agent, itis but proper that 
E should disclose my principal. The district 
which I have the honor to represent contains about 
one hundred and twenty thousand people, and at 
i its last congressional clection polled more than 
twenty-two thousand votes. 

lt was said ia the debate on the admission of 


so, the 
ne two 


seventeen thousand voters. This being 
district referred to contains at least $1 
in the Union, and is entitled to rank in the very 
first class of representative districts. The State 
of which it forms a part, it is true, both in popu- 
lation and territory, is one of the smaller States 
of the Union; its area being but nine thousand 
square miles, and its population, by the census of 


Mr. Chairman, when, on a former day, it was 


it was, therefore, of suitable and convenient size 
for a State, the statement impressed me not only 
with the idea of the magnificent scale upon which 
we are carving into States our national domain, 
but also with the almost insignificant territorial 


i 
i 
f 
f 
i 
j 
i 


} 


These two divisions were from the two great | 


These two great | 
i forces are struggling for supremacy—each de- | 
manding possession of the Government; each ! 


hardly need say, under the Republican banner. ; 


In their name | 


These sentiments and | 


Kansas, by the chairman of the Committee on | 
Territories, that one hundred and fifty-two of the | 
congressivnal districts now contain each less than ; 
in ail the branches of the national Government. 
| They now occupy many seats in this House, and 


1850, but three hundred and seventeen thousand, | 


said in relation to Kansas that its boundaries in- | 
cluded eighty-five thousand square miles, and that | 


have once submitted these claims to the issue of | 
They are on the eve of another and į; 


of one party are already marshaled to entire ac- į 
ceptance, and the attempt is now being repeated, | 


hundred and thirty-seventh part of all the voters j} 


extent of our,garly divisions. . It seemed matter 
of, wonder that an almost. unfledged: Territory 
should ‘be about wheeling ‘into the line of States 
with a magnitude that exceeds all of New Eng- 
land and two thirds of the Empire State’ super- 
added; andit would be matierofhumiliation were 
it not always kindly Icft to us to restore our self- 
complacency by turning from a comparison with 
our more consequential neighbors to those. only 
equal or inferior. And so in this case, I Was glad 
to find a panacea for wounded pride in the reflec- 
tion that our State is larger in extent than.two 
of her associates of the New England family— 
about as large as two others, and only decidedly 
smaller than one. To be equal with.Massachu- 
setts, in point of territory, with her cleven Rep- 
resentatives on this floor, may well afford us grat- 
ification, even if not quite up with herin the race 
of population and wealth. f know too, sir, that 
we have no right to claim for our State superior- 
ity in climate or soil. She can boast neither of 
the sunny clime of the South, nor the fertile prai- 
ries of the West; nor that she contains within her 
limits any of the great commercial marts of the 


| Union, or any of those inland seas or navigable 


rivers on which floats our vast internal commerce; 
or that there reposes within her bosom apy con- 
siderable abundance of those rich minerals which 
are so profusely scattered over more favored 
States, attracting, sustaining, and enrichiig a 
rapidly increasing population. 

Let it not be understood, however, that we are 
bowing our head in confession of State inferiority, 
In States, as well as individuals, the law of corn- 


pensation equalizes condition, With our priva- 
i tions, we have our gifts. 


Our climate, though 
severe, is healthful, aud consistent with comfort 
and enjoyment.. The fresh breezes from our hills 
and the pure streams from our mountains give 
elasticity, strength, and energy to the human 
frame. Our soil, though rugged and unyielding 
to the slothful and indolent, generousiy repays 
the strong hand of resolute cultivation. The 
very inequalities of her surface give’ birth to in- 
numerable water-falls which grow out of the riv- 


| ulets that have their springs in the sides of her 


mountains, and which, swelling into power in 


i their progress, are seized and controlicd and sub- 


jected to her service. 

In her mechanical and manufacturing produc- 
tions, she claims to hold no inferior rank; but her 
chief possession and her chief glory are in the 
condition and character of her people. The very 
necessitics of her condition are nurseries of the 
virtues which make a people prosperous and 
happy. Industry, frugality, temperance, love of 
order, respect for law, regard for the rights of 
others, and firmness in the maintainance of her 
own, are characteristics of her population. _ Her 
people are descendants from the Puritan stock. 
‘The waves of population which flowed landward 
from the Plymouth rock early overspread her 
surface; and, having but little to allure immigra- 
tion, she has been, in all the later growth of the 
country, a contributing, rather than a receiving, 
State. ` Her sons and their descendants are to be 
found in every new community which has been 
gathered and organized since we existed as a na- 
tion, and are now to be found in every incipient 
Commonwealth which is anywhere germinating 
on our. broad national domain. They have done 
much towards forming and establishing institu- 
tions at the home of their. adoption, and are now 
here representing their respective constituencies 


on the 4th of March next will occupy seven of the 
chairs in the national Senate; and, while she shall 
be able to recur with pride to the pages of her revo- 
lutionary history, where are recorded the civicand 
martial deeds of her eminent statesmen and. gal- 
lant soldiers, and can sadly butexultingl y point to 
the graves of her sons on every one of its great 
battle-fields; while she can summon up in review 
a long line of those who, at home or abroad, after 
having distinguished themselves in all the walks 
of life, have gone to their account; and can close 
that solemn procession with the shade of one of 
the most illustrious statesmen which the country 
or the world has ever known, she will confess no 
inferiority in character, rights, or position to any 
other member of the Confederacy. 
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“I have dwelt more on this point than I should 
have done, if a distinguished Scnafor at the other 
end’ of the Capitol had not recently instituted a 
comparison between our State and his own, in- 
teniléd as disparaging to ours; and now, leaving 
any particular reply to his assault to the repre- 
sentation of our State in that branch, I shall con- 
tent myself with saying only that, while the Sen- 
ator selected such points of comparison as he | 
thoughunfavorable to New Hampshire, be omit- 
ted some that were favorable; and that many of 
those selected would have led toa very different 
conclusion, if he had not forgotten to state, in 
that connection, the relative size of the two States; 
or, in other words, if, while he was making his 
claims for Tennessee, he had not forgotten to re- 
member that his State contains more than twice 
the population and nearly five times the area of 
New Hampshire. 

Bat my purpose is not to make any issue with 
any other State. All are prosperous; are advanc- 
ing rapidly in all the elements which constitute a 


rule; that this was its condition in the period 
immediately before and after the formation of our 
Government, and that it was in this, the hour of 
its weakness, that State after State of the original 
thirteen adopted and carried out the policy of 
emancipation, and that the realm of fyeedom was 
enlarged by the accession of that great empire in 
the Northwest, saved and secured to it forever; 
that it was then that this interest which now 
claims to be one of the high contracting parties in 
the settlement of all national questions, and as 
such, stands out proudly before the country in 
propria persona, permitted itself to be unnamed, 
even in the great national compact under which 
we live, and contented itself with a meager and 
| covert recognition in two, or, at most, three, of its 
provisions remaining in all else the subject only 
of State concernment; that at a late period, re- 
pentant of its concessions, it strengthened itself 
through conditions in its further cessions and 
| through favorable circumstances attending theac- 
quisition of new territory, and secured to itself 


State; and each is entitled to the highest consid- 
sideration from all its associate States. 

To return, then, from this digression, E proceed 
in my purpose, as stated, to declare the scnuiments 
and opinions of the people of my district in rela- 
tion to those questions of the day. relating to the 
rights, the interests, and the claims of soutbern 
slavery, which affect them as ens of a com- 
mon country. I» this I shall speak also, ] trust, 
the sentiments and opinions of the people of my 
entire State, and, perchance, of the peuple of the | 
free States generally; although, for the latter, I 
have no warrant to speak, and shall not assume 
such responsibility. 

First, then, let me say, in their behalf, that they 
have become educated in relation to. the pablic 
political questions now pending. Information and 
argument in relation to them have been, scattered 
broadcast over the land, and the attention of men 
who had never attempted to investigate and com- 
prebend the financial and business issues on which 
parties were formerly divided, has been attracted 
to these, and their conclusions formed—conclu- 
sions in which they confide, and upon which, if 
need be, they are ready to act, They know the 
history of slavery from its earliest beginnings. 
They know when and by whose agency its dark 
threads were interwoven into our social and polit- 
jeal fabric; and they confess that its introduction 
is largely Shargeable to northern instrumentality. 
Hitherto, they have made this confession in shame 
and penitence. Hereafter, if they should accept 
the modern teachings of its advocates—that the 
relation thus established between the races is pro- 
motive of the welfare of both, and, under Provi- 
dei is to work out for the superior race the 
highest type of civilization—they would have the 
right to boast of it as their praise and their glory. 
They know that, in the early life of the country, 
slavery overspread all the colonies, but that it 
gradually subsided and disappeared from a ma- 
jority of them about the time they became States; 
and that its total extinction was hoped and ex- 
pected by the wisest and best in the States in 
which it was permitted to linger, They know 
that at this period the number ‘held to service”? 
was few; that as a property interest it had but 
litde consideration, and had not come to be re- 
garded as of very considerable importance as an 
élement of political power; that ownership had 
not then associated and banded together to pro- 
tect and advance it, as an ‘institution’’ to be 
lauded and cherished. They are familiar with 
the history of its growth and expansion through 
all its stages, from that day to the present; with | 
its gradual and stead 
now computed by millions as it then was only 
by thousands, and with its constant increase, in 
aggregate value more than corresponding with | 


ra 
ec, 


its inerease of numbers, until it has attaincd an || 
amount which, when expressed by an array of 


z S 
gures, more clearly than all else demonstrates its | 


progressive and already overshadowing import- | 


ance among the poperty interests of the country. ` 
They know the history of the power which has 


grown outof this interest; thatit wasat first feeble, tt 


unexacung, Submissive, asking only to be suffered 
to be unnoticed and uncondemned, yielding every- 
thing to its gréat rival interest, acknowledging its 
supremacy, and consenting to the extension of its 


[souri 


enlargement of numbers, |} i 
S ; 


the alliance of new associates by the admission of 
five new States—Kentucky, Tennessee, Louis- 
iana, Mississippi, avd Alabama—and greatly aug- 
mented its power; that, thus strengthened, It 
l estered into its first open conflict for further ac- 
cessionsand prevailed, and thereby added another 
confederate to its roll, in the admission. of Mis- 
It did not, however, in this achieve an 
unconditional conquest; but rather compelled a 
capitulation upon terms. For the possession of 
a part, it released and quit-claimed to its antago- 
nist, iv trust, all claim to the remainder forever. 
The admission of Arkansas and Florida, in due 
time, still further swelled its ranks, and it was 
now prepared and emboldened to strike for further 
increase of power, whenever the opportunity 
should occur. The Republic of Texas, with its 
great extent of territory and sparse population, 
opportunely at hand, attracted its attention, and, 
| by well-conducted negotiation, was denationalized 
aud annexed to the country, and became, as was 
intended, ipso facto annexed to the association of 
States whose formation we have been tracing. 
This last achievement carried this great prop- 
erty interest to the highest point of power it has 
| ever attained, and proved to be its last substantial 
f success. Such result, however, was not antici- 
pated. Based on a single species of property, 
which had been steadily enlarging until it had 
| reached the enormous amount of from three to 
| four thousand million dollars, and being the great 
leading property interest in fifteen States, and so 
connected with every other species of property 
in these States as to make them subsidiary to its 
l combining in its support all the talent and influ- 
ence of all their leading minds, by closing up 
every avenue to rank and distinction, and even 
wealth, except through devotion to its interests; 
having armed itself with all the powers of the 
governments of those States, and through the aid 
of one of the great political parties ir the remain- 
ing States, with all the powers of the Federal 
Government, possessing itself of all its high 
places, occupying the Speaker’s chair, presiding 
over the deliberations of the Senate, clothing it- 
self in the royal robes of executive power, and 
more recently donning the judicial ermine, it 
threatened to sweep on with a resistless march, 
until it should attain to absolute and unlimited 
control. Such, however, thanks to an overruling 
Providence, has not been the result. Its very 
strength, by generating an overweening confi- 
dence, has precipitated it upon its fate—the cer- 
tain, ultimate fate of all movements founded in 
injustice. It had succeeded thus far by masking 
ts advances. [twas only necessary that the ex- 
| tent of its aims should be revealed to array the 
just and conservative sentiment of the country 
against its further usurpations, This was not to 
| be long delayed. By its factious resistance to the 
| admission of a free State, because free, and the 


ta 


; unnecessary and odious conditions of its consent, 


was reserved to the audacious insult and wrong 
which it perpetrated, upon false pretenses, upon 
| the people of sixteen States of the Union, by vio- 
lating a time-honored compact, and by wresting 
from those States the assurance and securit 

which they had so long enjoyed of a great patri- 
mony in reserve for their posterity, unblighted 


it did much to disclose its final purpose; but it | 


and unpolluted, to arouse a just indignation 
which will never be appeased, and a determined 
resistance which will never cease until the further 
progress and expansion of this power shall be 
stayed. À 

Without pursuing details, it is enough to say, 
that the issue of this first field of mortal strife has 
foreshadowed the inevitable resultin all future 
conflicts. This great power, which had so silently, 
so steadily, and so surcly accumulated, and at- 
tained such fearful proportions, has at length cul- 
minated, and is on the wane. It has obviousl 
reached the beginning of its end. Henceforth 1t 
is to be subordinate. Its advocates and cham- 
pions on this floor, once so broad and powerful in 
their resistless majorities, are now so reduced in 
numbers, so enfeebled and prostrate, as almost to 
excite compassion. Defection and revoltelsewhere 
are showing themselves in the ranks of its sup- 
porters. Its northern wing has already been re- 
duced to the ultimatum of successful mutiny, or 
annihilation at home. Its fate is legible in all the 
signs of the times: to go down before the advance- 
ing power of liberty is its “ manifest destiny.” 

With this knowledge and these convictions the 
question presents itself to those for whom I have 
assumed to speak, what, under the circumstances, 
is their duty and the duty of the people of the 
| free States in relation to this great waning interest 
and power? For them, and as: expressing their 
views, I answer, it is to award to the people of 
the slaveholding States the full enjoyment of all, 
rights guarantied to them by the Constitution, 
and of all to which they are entitled, independent 
| of that instrument under their prior existing State 
| organizations, About any other rights than those 
which relate to the great interest we have been 
considering, no question arises here. To these, 
then, I refer; and 

1. To the right of slave representation. This is 
| expressly and clearly secured to them. And how- 
ever generally the opinion may be entertained that 
it has been enlarged through the acquisition ofnew 
territory, beyond expectation. when the Union 
was formed, all agree that it has been allowed to 
such extent that it mast now be conceded to the 
people of every State in which slavery shall exist, 
whether now in the Union, or hereafter admitted. 
itis not probable that the proportionate represent- 
ation of this character will increase; for if its basis 
shall be enlarged, it will not be likely to be to so 
great dn extent as will be the basis of represent- 
ation of the free element; so that the whole rep- 
resentation being limited, its relative numbers 
will be likely to be Jess rather than more. But, 
however this may be, the right remains the same, 
and the people l represent respect all contracts, 
whether relating to great things or small; and 
whenever they area party, are as ready to perform 
stipulations resting on themselves, as to exact the 
performance of those resting upon others. 
2, They concede to thisinterest the constitutional 
ght to reclaim fugitives from service, and to 
force them back to the State from whence they 
escape. They admit this to be a clear provision 
of the Constitution, and one to be enforced by Fed- 
eral legislation, if necessary. For although, if it 
were now anew question, whether by Federal or 
State, they might incline to the opinion expressed 
Í by eminent statesmen that it was originally in- 
|| tended to be by the latter, yet they are constrained 
| to regard the carly action of Congress, and the 
` decisions of the courts recognizing its validity, as 
| settling the interpretation of this provision too 
; decisively to be now questioned. They reserve, 
| however, to themselves, the right to judge of the 
| provisions of any law enacted to this end, asthey 
| do of those of any other law; and although they 
| may admit its binding force while it exists, they 
assert their right of disapproval, and the right, 
through their Representatives, to procure, 1f it 
may be, its modification or repeal; and, above all 
i things else, they reserve the right tu require that 
any law to enforce this provision shall be so 
guarded in its details that, in its execution, the 
; liberty oftheir citizens shall not be invaded or putin 
jeopardy. ‘They have yet to learn that the right of 
any person, slave owner or other, to his property, 
animate or inanimate, is any more entitled to pro- 
tection than is the right of a citizen of any free 
State to exemption from being seized as a felon, 
borne away from his home to a distant land to be 
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enslaved without trial, or, if with trial, among 
strangers,-and far removed from all the evidence 
of his right to liberty. 

If there shall be any difficulty in combining in 
a law these two conditions—certainty in the re- | 
covery of slave property and entire safety of the || 
‘free citizen, they hold the former must give way; |! 
for, as itis an approved maxim of law that itis | 
“better that ninety-nine guilty persons shall es- | 
cape than that one innocent person shall suffer,” | 
so it is no lessa maxim of justice and humanity 
that it would be far better that ninety-nine bond- 
men should escape to liberty than that one free 
citizen should be made'a slave. To those who 
would pursue, recapture, and reénslave the poor 
fugitive, who has yielded to some dream of the 
sweets of liberty, they would say, take your 
pound of flesh if you will; we have no right to 
stay you. “lt is so nominated in the bond;”’ 
but if, in so taking it, you touch one jot or tittle 
of a freeman’s right, you must answer it to a; 
freeman’s law. They reserve, too, to themselves 
the right to decide how far they will personally 
aid in the execution of any law to enforce that 
provision, 

Upon this point I am assured that Ispeak their | 
sentiments when L say that, while they will not 
obstruct the execution of such Jaw, they will not 
participate in it any further than they shall be 
compelled by law. “They will leave its execution 
to those who claim its benefits, and to the author- 
ities to whom the law itself intrusts it. Unfamil- 
jar with the relation of master and slave, opposed | 
toitin sentiment and in principle, having drawn 
their first breath in an atmosphere redolent of 
liberty and equal rights, and been nurtured and | 
educated under institutions which respectihe rights 
of all; having been taught to regard those great 
principles which were announced to the world 
preparatory to our advent as a nation as some- 
thing more and better than unmeaning generali- 
ties, it is abhorent to every sentiment of their 
hearts, and to every dictate of their consciences, 
to aid in capturing, binding, and forcing back into 
a life of endless servitude a fellow being, guilty 
of no crime except that “of askin not colored 
like their own,” who has yielded to his aspirations 
for. freedom, and has sought this boon among 
those who, enjoying it, should be supposed to 
know its value, and to sympathize with those to 
whom it is denied. They concede, too, the obli- 
gation that rests upon them, in common with all 
the people of their State, to abstain from all inter- | 
ference with the local customs, usages, and policy 
of the people of any other State. They hold that, 
being under no responsibility for the action of 
any local government other than their own, no 
duty rests upon them to attempt to direct or ad- 
vise in relation to its administration, ov to pass 
judgment upon its ordinances or its measures, 
except so far as shall be necessary to preserve a 
sound and healthy public sentiment among them- 
selves. They claim no right to impose upon 
another people missionarics to: instruct them in į 
their dutics, or reformers to improve their morals, 
or cmissaries to generate distarbance in their so- 
cial arrangements, or armed forces to excite IN- 
surrection or rebellion. And they believe that 
if there were no attempts in any of the States to | 
extend their peculiar local interests, sanctioned 
only by their local Jaws, beyond their State lim- | 
its, and to place them in contact with the people 
of other States, to whom they are obnoxious, and 
to invoke national protection and support to sup- 
ply the absence of State authority, allagitation of 
the slavery question would cease, and the ancient 
harmony between the sections be restored. 

Having thus stated, in behalf of my district and : 
State, what they concede to this great slave prop- f 
erty interest, it is but proper that } should stat 
what they deny. In a word, then, I may say that 
they deny to it any rights outside of the limits of | 


the States in which it exists, except the right of | 
reclamation heretofore conceded. They deny its 
right, under any pretext, to maintain the relation 
of master and slave in a free State, pro memento 
temporis, except when capturing and returning 
him to servitude. They hold that the voluntary 
taking of a slave into ‘such State is, virtually, 
emancipation, and that he may-avail himself of 
it to that effect, under the protection of its laws, | 
if he will; and that the fact that the owner may | 


: any extent, 


be only in transit through such State, or tempo- 
rarily sojourning therein, forms no exception to 
the rule, They are aware that the right of transit 
would easily be enlarged into temporary resi- 
dence, and that that, in turn, would. be likely. to 


| be so extended as to approach very near to per- 


manentinhabitancy; and they feel, therefore, that 
there is no security against the contamination of 
this, to them, obnoxious ownership, butin meet- 
ing and repelling itat the threshold. Claiming 
no right for a.State in which slavery does not 
exist to control or modify or in any way to inter- 
fore with that relation in a State where it does, 
they admit no right in the latter State to force 
that relation upon the former in any form or to 
In relation to this, as to all other 
subjects of exclusive State jurisdiction, they hold 
each State within its sphere to be sovereign and 
supreme. ` 
2. They concur with all Republicans elsewhere 
in the denial to the owner of slave property of 
the right to hold it, and be protected in its enjoy- 
ment, in the Territories of the Union, On this, 
the great issue between the sections, their opinion 
is fixed and unchangeable.. They make no issue 


as to his right to take such property into a Ter- | 


itory, or a State, or wherever else on the broad 
earth he has the power to take it, if there shall be 
no law there to forbid it; but they believe that if 
he takes it into a Territory or a State, he takes 
it, as he would into a foreign country, at the 
hazard of finding there no legal protection to his 


ownership, and of having itdenicd and prohibited. | 


They deny the natural right of any man to hold 
property in another; and also deny that the Con- 
stitution of the United States recognizes any such 
right as established or maintained under national 
jurisdiction. They believe that whatever of rec- 
ognition relating to such right there is in that in- 
strument, is a recogntion not of the right itself, 
butonly of the right of the States, each to regulate 
their own domestic affairs in their own way, in 
the exercise of powers reserved; and that it is to 
the exercise of such powers alone that slavery 
must look for support against the crushing con- 
demnation of the civilized and Christian world. 
They believe further that this nation holds its 
great unoccupied domain in trust for higher uses 
than to be converted into a great field for siave 
laborers and slave breeding. They believe that 
Providence had a higher purpose in permitting 
the Anglo-Saxon race to dispossess and exterm- 
inate the aboriginal occupants, than merely to 
make room for the spread of an unhallowed in- 
stitution, pernicious alike to the owner and the 
owned. That, on the contrary, he designs it to 
be a great inheritance for the support of freemen, 
by free labor, under free institutions; and that, as 
it shall be overspread by an industrious and in- 
telligent population, cultivating all the useful arts, 
and in a later period the ornamental, it is des 
tined, in years to come, to be the scone on which 
is to be exhibited the most perfect condition of 
human society that the world has yct known; 
and they would fecl that they were participating 
in a violation of this trust, if they did not protest 
against and resist its abuse. 

3. They deny the right of this interest, as they 
do the right of any interest, or any party, orany 


| people, to revive and reopen the foreign slave 
i trade, so happily, by general consent, long since 
i discontinued. ‘Phe bare suggestion of a renewal 
| of this truly infernal traffic excites emotions of | 
: disgust and horror. 


Its atrocities are yet fresh 
in the recollection of many, and their history Is 
known to all. That such purpose is entertained, 
replies of eminent gentlemen on this floor during 


as to their opinions upon the subject, show that 


it has been more extensively entertained, and |} 
‘i more favorably regarded, than has been openly | 


rdmitted. They believe that if the time shall ever 
come when its crimes and inhumanities shall be 


quities, upon the ancient cities of the Old World, 
"The incipient successful movements in this direc- 


| 
| 
| 
{ 


to some extent, has been openly avowed by the | 
ess cautiousand the hesitating; and the qualified :, 
; compelled to soften and modify the tone they then: 
he discussions of the session, when inquired of į; 
: dictation. 


# 


i: cided than any I have used. And I have yet to. 


excite alarm, and, unless promptly repressed-by 
the strong arm -of the Government, will. be.: ge- 
garded as impliedly licensed, orat least tolerated; 
and will increase, until we.shall have all the.evils 
of the traffic under the prohibitions of thedaw, 
that we could have under its.sanction. . o.. . 
4. They are opposed to the further acquisition 
of slave territory, and will resist; as far as.they 


i have the power, the acquisition of, any suchtex- 


vitory where slavery is likely to be permanently 
continued, unless it shall be forced upon the na- 
tion by some great controlling necessity: =; pes 
5. They deny wholly. and unqualificdly. what 
is claimed as the right-of peaceful secession, the 
ight of any State or number of States to with- 
draw from the Confederacy.at pleasure. They 
find no reservation of any such nght made by, or 
in behalf of, any State at the time the Union. was 
formed; and they believe it would be as compé- 
tent for a part of the people of a State, or for a 
part of the people of any other nation, to repu- 
diate the authority of their Government, as. for a 
part of the people of this nation, whether of one 
State or six, to repudiate the authority of the Gen- 
eral Government. They do not admit, as ‘is some~ 
times contended, that the rightof withdrawal from 
the Union is deducible from the fact that the States 
are ind pendent sovereignties, and that their as- 
sociation with each other is voluntary, and that 
the common Governmentthey have created is.only 
a common agency for conducting the business:of 
the association, revokable atany time at the pleas- 
ure of any of the parties, so far as such party is 
concerned; but they hold that the sovereignty. of 
each State was the sovereignty of the people of 
the State; and that, as the people, in the exercise 
of that, sovereignty, could ake. modify, or un- 
mak their State government at pleasure, so they 
could associate, if they so willed, with the peo- 
ple of other States, and frame and adopt a Qen- 
eral Government, which would be as sovereign 
within the sphere they should assign to it, and as 
enduring as the State governments over which it 
was established; and that in the absence of any 
limitations, they are to.be intended to.have so dohe. 
6. Still. more emphatically do they deny any 
right of violentand defiant movements haying for 
their object.scparation and disunion. . Or in other 
words, any right of treason and revolt. The 
right to withdraw against the general will a part 
of the supports upon which our political fabric 
rests, is simply the right utterly to destroy it, and 
to involve all who repose under its shelter, in all 
the evils of disorganization andanarchy. A dec- 


! laration.of opinions upon this and the precedin 


topic would have seemed to be uncalled for, and, 
therefore, unwarranted, but for the open,, oft- 
repeated assertion on this floor, not by one; but 
by many, of the right to resort to the proceedings 
to. which the one or the other relates as a remedy 
for anticipated ills. . T 

in presenting thus briefly and imperfectly the 
views of my.constituents, my district, and State, 
I desire to be understood as referring to a major- 
ity of the people of both—to the Republican party 
in both. On these subjects I feel. commissioned 
to speak only for them. I should be warranted, 
however, E think, in going further than this, and 
in saying that, in my belief, a large portion of the 
Democratic party in both the district and. State 
concur in these views substantially. From 1846 
to 1850 that party, by their leaders in all their con- 
ventions and on all other occasions, expressed. 
their hostility to slavery, to its éncroachments, 
and its further extension, in language more de- 


‘Jearn that the masses of the party have retracted 


‘tion, without law, and in defiance. of law, already |i 


or changed, notwithstanding the leaders have been 
held te meet the ever-shifting phases of southern 
But, however it may be with the divided, dis- 


couraged, and diminishing norihern Democracy 
wherever situated, and with the Republicans, in 


| other States, the Republicans of New Hampshire 
gain legalized by this nation, the act will and | will stand by the docirincs I have asserted for 
should call down from the Almighty Ruler of the į 
Universe a measure of retribution like that which ; 
was poured out, on account of their manifold iui- | 


them, not only in sunshine, but in storm; not only, 
in the hour of safety, but in the hour of peril; 


! not only m victory, but, if need be, in defeat, 
. They are prepared to sustain them without faher- 
ing, and to carry them out Mh their practical oper- 


ation; and they will give to the candidates of the 
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party, the representatives of its principles, selected 
with so-much unanimity, and now before the 
people for she highest offices in the Government, 
their cordial and efficient support. ; 
Much as they are devoted to the preservation 
of the Union, and much as they desire the restora- 
‘tien of harmony and concord between all sec- 
“tions of the country, they will be deterred by no 
menaces from an independent exercise of their 
elective franchise, according to the dictates of 
their judgment and their sense of duty, For 
when the election of the first officer of the Gov- 
ernment by a majority of the people, in accord- 
ance with all the requirements of the Constitution, 
shall be made the occasion, by any section of the 
country, of secession or rebellion—callit by what- 
ever name you may—or shall even shake the Gov- 
ernment from “ turret to foundation,’’ the time 
wilt have arrived when its strength and power 
may well be tested; and when, if it should prove 


‘inadequate to the exigency, it would be but too |; 


-apparent that it was no longer worth preserving. 
> > Buttono such extremity are we come; the fiery 
recklessness of disappointed ambition will be re- 
strained by the sober second thought of the peo- 


ple; and ifa Republican Administration shall be |) 


inaugurated, on the 4th of March next, as the 


result of the coming election, we may well believe | 


that those who shall have most earnestly depre- 
cated and resisted such consummation will await 
its action; and if, in thatevent, as we trust it will, 


MODERN AMERICANISM. 


SPEECH OF HON. THOS. J. BARR, 
OF NEW YORK, 
Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 16, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. BARR said: 

Mr. Cuainman: At an earlier period of this 
session ] had intended to submit a few remarks in 
reply to certain portions of a speech delivered in 
this Hall last December by an honorable member 
fron Tennessee, in which,as L conceived, whether 
intentionally or not, great injustice was done toa 
numerous and influential class of our fellow-citi- 

zens, whose antecedents and present position in 

reference to questions of sectional strife should 
have shielded them from wanton attack on this 
floor or elsewhere. I did not, however, at that 
period, feel justificd in adding to the confusion 


and disorder which characterized the early weeks | 
of the session, by following honorable gentlemen, | 


even in the cause of justice and truth, in their i 
relevant and gratuitous assaults upon the class o 


citizens to whom I have alluded, although in thus | 


postponing my own convictions of duty at the 


time to the public tranquillity, then endangered by | 


the protracted struggle for Speaker of this House, 


I felt that I would incur the suspicion of pusil- ;; 


lanimity among a large and highly respectable 
portion of my own constituents. { well knew, 
owever, that they would pass unscathed through 


the ordeal of obloquy which honorable gentlemen | 


were pleased to institute on this floor, for pur- 
poses which I could not understand, and which 


clusions of my own judgment. 

Since the delivery of that speech, similar senti- 
ments have been uttered in debate, which were 
noticed by me at the time, and in one case with 
a degree of surprise which any language I could 
employ would fail adequately to express. That 
Virginia, in the person of the honorable Repre- 


how] against foreign-born citizens; that he should 
not think it beneath him to sport an ungenerous 
witticism at the memory of the two brave citizens 
of irish birth who shed their blood and nobly fell 
in repelling the fanatical assault of John Brown 
upon Harper’s Ferry, seemed to me so inconceiy- 
ably irreconcilable with the instincts, the chivalry, 
the whole history, of the State which gave birth 


to the father and founder of American Democ- 
racy; the State which won the applause of the 
i whole Union by elevating to its highest office, on 
the very. issue Involved in these assaults, and on 
the same or on any issue against orthodox De- 
mocracy would do the samé to-morrow, the pure 
patriot, the national statesman, Henry A. Wise, 
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man from New York ought to remember that it 
was Virginia who strangled this hydra in his birth 
in 1855. 

Mr. BARR. 
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| proper quarter, and relieve him and his other col- 
ii leagues from the odium ofany such doctrine. 

i Mr. PRYOR. Will the gentleman allow me to 
| interrupt him a moment? 

| Mr. BARR. Yes, sir. 

; Mr. PRYOR. Did I not speak of the assault 
of Mr. Netsow on adopted citizens ? 

i. Mr. BARR. Yes; and f intend to do the gen- 
| tleman fulljustice before I get through. But, sir, 
| I will resume my argument, 


Fraternization with the enemies of southern 
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|| pardoned; but when we see honorable Repre- 


sentatives from southern States, elected as Demo- 
| erats and representing Democratic constituencies, 
‘| unite in these assaults with those who make war 
| upon “ Romanism,”’ as the gentleman from Ten- 
|; nessee was pleased to designate the oldest and 
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| ern Democrats, though with me it never could be 
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+ 
|| from Virginia stigmatized so large, intelligent, and 
useful a class of our fellow-citizens, for the sole | 
and openly-avowed reason that the large majority 
| of all, and the whole of those of Irish birth, are 


| upon ‘ignorant foreigners,” as the gentleman 


i| Democrats, it is time to pause; itis time for the 
i| to ask themselves the question, who are those 
| with whom we are working? What are the real 
principles of that southern party, for whom we 
have sacrificed so much? Ostracised, in many 
instances crushed at homc, among a people who 
feel no other interest in the peculiar institutions 
of the South, to which we have ever proved loyal, 


bond ef Democratic brotherhood; if I and others 
| who, like me, represent, and therefore know, of 
our own knowledge, the genuine patriotism, the 
: ardent devotion to the principles of American 


' liberty, and the general high standard of intelli- 
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to be swayed by feelings of retaliation, nay, I will 


my high respect for the speakers did not permit 4 
i 


me to Inquire into, at least beyond the first con- | 


i because they cannot be anything else but Demo- 
crats, to fight their own battles against the com- 


ii mon enemy, with whom, on this question, they : 


+ chose to make common cause. 


| But, sir, we do not measure our justice by the | 
) of tl ‘rather questionable political orthodoxy of such |; 
sentative from her first district, should join in the | 


gentlemen. We draw a line of demarcation. 


| 
| 

| 

| family heir-looms, which have escaped the prun- 
| ing-knife of Democratic progress, find favor and 
| votaries; but when we see around us, inthis Hall, 
| indignant colleagues repudiating theirsentiments; 


clined to think he does—of the speech of my col- | 
league, that the State of Virginia, with almost | 
entire unanimity, repudiates that doctrine. Shehas | 
no sympathy with it, and no feeling in common | 
with it, but, on the contrary, E think the gentle- | 


| If the gentleman will hear mei 
i through, he will see that I place the responsibility | 
for the sentiments uttered by his colleague jn the j 


institutions might easily be accounted forin north- |; 


| most numerous Christian Church upon carth; or ! 


© Democratie Representatives from the free States | 


beyond that prescribed and fixed by the common | 


| gence of this class of our Democratic fellow-citi- | 
| zens and constituents, were to permit ourselves | 


go so far as to add, by the just and natural in- |) 
stinets of self-defense, we would suffer these chiv- | 
alrous southerners who assail our constituents, | 
+ not because they are adopted citizens, but rather |l 


when we know that Virginia, in her gubernatorial 
contest of 1855, bared her breast to the storm, and 
with the sling-shot of her purest and noblest son 
slew the foul monster that dared to pollute her con- 
secrated soil with her hybrid progeny of corrup- 
tion, proscription, and dark-lantern conspiracies, 
it would be ungencrous in us to charge upon that 
time-honored State the political obliquities of a 
single Representative. 

We shall not, therefore, be driven from our 
safe Democratic moorings by. the fitful gusts of a 
tornado that springs from the miasma and swamps 
of contracted and almost unknown localities; it 
may spend its fury in vain, unless, perchance, it 
should, by the attraction of affinity, be wafted 
across the bay, and float over the neighboring city 
of rowdyism and plug-law; it can neither affect 
i nor taint the healthy Democratic atmosphere of 
i} Virginia, and can do but little harm outside her 
| 


borders. 


With these general remarks, I beg now to invite 
the attention of the House to a brief paragraph 
from the speech delivered in this Hall on the 7th 
day of December last by an honorable member 
from Tennessee. On page 10 .of the printed 
speech, in reply to a question from the distin- 
guished member from the Petersburg district of 
Virginia, Mr. NeLson says: 

i) “Xo far as I am concerned, J glory in having been a 
| member of the American party. [Applause.] I have avowed 
j it betore my constituents, and Lam not ashamed to avow 
; it before the whole land. I believe that party was a noble 
| party in its aims and in its purposes. But I will not enter 
ii Tuto a discussion of them here further than to say that, as I 
' understand, one of them was to protect the Protestant reli- 
gion of this land against the encroachments of Romanism 
(this latter word was spoken but not printed] from any an 
every quarter; and the other was to protect the American 
Union from a dissolution. These were the two cardinal 
objects of the American party. I claim not only to be an 
| American, but to be a Whig, and to have been a Whig all 
| my life. Tam opposed to the modern Democracy in every 
shape.and in every form. [Renewed applause.]”’ 


We have here a very clear, if not altogether a 
very consistent, confession of faith. It is not, 
however, a very logical one. It does not hang 
well together. There is an incongruity about it, 
especially as respects the ends it aims at and the 
; means by which it proposes to accomplish those 
, ends. There issomething so nobly magnanimous 
: and heroic in the gentleman ’savowal that one ofthe 
first purposes of Americanism was to protect the 
Protestant religion of this land against the en- 
croachments of Romanism, that I could not, at the 
moment, repress the expression of my regret that 
so able a coadjutor as the “Angel Gabriel” should 
have been lost to so good a cause in the trans- 
port prisons of Demarara. 

Does the honorable gentleman mean by the 
“ Protestantism of this land” that Protestantism 
is the religion of the United States of America as 
Protestantism is the religion of England, or Cath- 
olicism is the religion of France, or Spain, or Aus- 
tria, or Portugal, or of any other country where 
Church and State are united either by public sen- 
timent or positive law? The sentiment often finds 
expression in the Sharpe’s rifle pulpits of the 
North, and, doubtless, was intended to be con- 
veyed by the honorable gentleman’s language. If 
so, and in any sense, I would like to know to 
which branch or division of Protestantism the gen- 
tleman alluded? The Episcopalians do not desire 
a national Church, with national bayonets and 
a national Treasury to keep it up to the mark 
of Apostolic unction. The Presbyterians—weil, 
people say they are starving for it, but they can- 
not have it. Neither the hard-shell nor the old- 
school Baptists desire it. The northern and south- 
ern Methodists, by their scctional and distinctive 
appcllations, repudiate it. The Lutherans scout 
it, and the Shakers spurn it because they are all 
old Jackson Democrats. And yetall these Chris- 
tian denominations and sects, with some dozen or 
somore,make up American Protestantism. Surely 
the honorable gentleman ought to have enlight- 
ened us as to which one was the fortunate object 
of the vaunted championship proffered by the 
Americanism of the honorable member from Ten- 
nessee. 

Like the ingenious Miguel de Cervantes, in his 
life of that renowned champion and avenger of 
i injured beauty, the Knight de la Mancha, the 
honorable gentleman excites the curiosity of the 
world, and keeps it on the tip-toe of uncertainty 
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and doubt, by withholding the name of his favor- 


iteand favored dulcinea, Let that pass, however. 
Whoever she may have been, whether the Epis- 
copal or Methodist, the Presbyterian or Shaker, 
the Lutheran or Quaker, or ail united together, 
(and the elements would form a rare specimen of 
united discord,) the idea, or the sentiment, or the 
proposition, that any religion, or any one form of 
religious belief, is the religion of ‘this land,” the 
religion of the United States of America, is a po- 
litical absurdity so palpable that every school- 
boy, with Hickey’s Constitution in his hands, 
could refute and expose it. And | thank God that 
itisso. Ido notwish tolivetoseetheday whenany 
form of retigious belief shall fasten itself upon the 
arteries of our Government, and, like the vampire, 
suck its very heart’s blood. And least of all do 
I ever desire to see the Catholic religion occupy 
that unsought-for position. Iam satisfied with 
the high, conservative position it now holds in 
this land. J am satisfied with the Constitution 
as it is, and the principles of our liberty as they 
are: “ every man free to worship God according 
to the dictates of his conscience’? When this 


shall be changed, and a State religion established, | 


Sharpe’s rifles will be withdrawn from bleeding 


Kansas, and pointed at the crushed and trembling | 


conscience of every non-conformist in the land. 
Our liberties will be at an end. 

But the Americanism which the honorable mem- 
ber vaunted so highly, in its zeal to repel the 
encroachments of  Romanism,’’ may have over- 
looked this peculiarity in the Constitution of this 
land, and the consequent absurdity-of a national 
Protestantism, and merely designed to do battle 
on its own hook, for some unavowed, hidden, 
mysterious purpose of itsown. That this is the 
more likely the case, Lam inclined to believe when 
I recur to the peculiar manner in which Ameri- 
canism has hitherto essayed to repel the encroach- 
ments of Romanism; a manner which I feel war- 
ranted in saying would meet, and has met, with 
the sincere reprobation of every truly Christian 
Protestant in the land. It has, iu the dead hour 
of the night, when the inmates were secure in the 
fancied protection of the law and unconscious 
of danger, applied the incendiary’s torch to the 
convent boarding-school, and drove the helpless 
children and the frightened ladies under whose 
charge they were placed to seek shelter wherever 
they could find itfrom theconflagration and flames 
which enveloped their late happy home, ‘The 
blackened walls of the Ursuline Convent in Bos- 


ton attest this feat of Americanism. Surely itcould | 


nothave been Protestantism that lighted that mur- 
derous torch, for among those trembling, half- 
naked fugitives were the daughters of some of the 
firmest Protestants and purest, patriots of whom 
America at this day can boast. It has reveled 


in sacrilege and rioted in blood in the neighbor- | 


ing city of Philadelphia, burning churches, rob- 
bing altars, hunting down pri is if they were 
wild beasts, and crowning its infamy by spitting 
in the face of a humbie, unprotected Sister of 
Charity, while quietly walking along the streets 
of that city, perhaps to one of the hospitals to 
minister to the sick or wipe the death-sweat from 


the fevered brow of someunknownand unfriended | 


brother. This, surely, could not be the work of 
Protestantism; and yetthe Americanism of which 
the honorable member would unconsciously boast 
has done all this—has gloried in all this. 

Follow its blood-stained tracks everywhere 
throughout the land—to Bakimore, to Louisville, 
to New Orleans; its work is in each aiid all of 
those places. lis manner of protecting the Prot- 
estantism of the land from the encroachments of 
Romanism is exemplified, fearfully exemplified, 
in the wail and desolation of the widows and or- 
phans it has made; in the blackened walls of the 
churches and convents it has burned; in the mur- 
ders and assassinations it has committed; in the 
midnight burglaries and felonies it has instigated. 
These, these are the fruits of Americanism, as the 
honorable gentleman employed the term. Surely, 
the Protestantism of the land could not sanction, 
could not approve, could not biess, such deeds in 
its sacred cause. It is the merest pretense—it is 
‘putting on the livery of Heaven to serve the 
Devil in’ to proclaim that such atrociucs as have 
marked the career of the American or Know 
Nothing party, should have been perpetrated in 
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the name or in behalf of any. religious denomina- 
tion in the land; and Lam surprised.that beforethis 
time our estimable and pious Chaplain has not, 
in behalf of his own respectable branch ‘of Prot- 
estanlism, repudiated and repelled the unjust im- 
It must have been unjust to Protest- 
antism, because it would argue a sad want of 
confidence in its divine origin, or else confess to 
a supernatural power in guiding and sustaining a 
religion which, in a population of some thirty 
million, counts only some five million worshipers. 
The honorable gentleman need. not exercise 
himself against the encroachments of Romanism, 
as he styles the Catholic Church, because its en- 
croachments are all directed against the dominion | 
not of this or that sect, but of the powers of 
darkness—the power that would enslave, in the 
bonds of sin and death, the whole human family; 
its mission to this office comes direct from God, 
and in the future, as in the past, it will triumph, 
by the blessing of God, over the combined efforts 
In this sountry its history is 
its best culogy, as its prelates and pricsts and 
members are the best exemplars of the purity of 
its doctrines, and the self-sacrificing, unobtrusive 
devotion with which it has fulfi‘led its high office 
of teaching all nations the faith of a crucified 
Its pulpits are not desecrated by political’ 
appeals to sectional fanatics, because its doctrines 
are adapted to every section as well as to every 
clime; and yet they are uniform in all places and 
countries, because they are Catholic and univer- 
And this fact southern Representatives 
should not overlook, when they join in the howl 
against Catholics issuing from the secret con- 
claves of those who have already canonized the 
miscreants who recenuy paid the penalty of their 
| crimes on the gibbet at Charleston. | 
But, Mr. Chairman, letus pass from this topic. | 
‘It should never have been dragged into debate in | 
this Hall, and Lam sure the honorable gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee himself regrets that, in the excite- 
ment of the moment, he forgot that the rights of 
conscience are of too sacred a character—that a 
man’s religious belief, a belief not in reference to 
the fleeting, transitory things of earth, which are 
but shadows after all, but looking up to God, to 
eternity, to the life to come—is.a thing too holy 
in its object, too sublime in its end, to be mixed 
up with the fierce conflicts of political strife, or 
dragged down to the mire of partisan warfare. 
When Catholic pulpits are perverted into political 
rostrums; when Catholic priests fulminate anath- 
emas against southern slavcholders, and supply 
the diabolical motives and the bloody instru- | 
ments of servile insurrection; when the Catholic 
Church teaches, as a dogma of faith, that ‘the 
slavcholder’s God is not my God,” in a word, 
when “ Romanism,” if the honorable gentleman 
will so have it, interferes with or is incompatible 
with the rights, the institutions, the feelings, the 
happiness, or the liberties of any portion or any 
ection of our common country, North, South, 
East, or West, then, sir, arraign the Catholic 
Church—call it Romanism, or what you please— 
at the bar of this House, and let it meet the mer- 


putation. 


of all its enemies. 


God. 


sal. 


ited reprobation ofall honest men. Let the guilt 
as well as the guiltless throw the first stone. 


myself, sir, will join in the general execration, 
and yet I shall still be a Catholic, because when 
these things happen, it will not be the Catholic | 
Church that will sanction them; it will not be 
There 
will be a new reformation, but Catholicism will | 


“Romanism”’ that will have so falen, 


still survive. 
Here 1 will leave the subject. 
much more; I could not say less. 


J might say 
Let me hope 
—and I am quite sure L speak the sentiments of 
every honorable member on this floor; I will not į 
even except the honorable member from Tennes- 
sce himself—let us hope we shall hear no more 
of rcligion or the rights of conscience in this Hall, 
except when it proceeds from the lips of him 
whose duty it is—and that duty is performed 
with edification and Christian fervor—to invok 
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| to listen tothe most unfounded assaults, the mos 
unwarrantable'calumnies, upon alarge dass ofoux 
fellow-citizens whose: capital, whether of labor. 
of intellect, or dollars, is embarked in the present 

prosperity and the future growth of our beloved 

country. It would be a curious, though to me'a 

distasteful task, to trace to its origin inthis coun- 
try the warfare that of late years has raged so 

fiercely against that portion of our fellow-citizens 

who, leaving the homes of their sires—homes, 
perhaps, doubly endeared to them by the recol- 
i lection of their many bloody butunavailing Strug- 
| gles to break the oppressor’s rod—have cast their 
Yot among us by the act of their own free will. 
We are all familiar with its more recent. history. 

When it appeared under the guise of the alien 

and sedition laws, we know. that it convulsed the 

country to its very center, and had wellnigh flung 

us back again into worse than colonial vassalages 

for a foreign tyranny is much more endirable 

than a despotism at your doors with the lash 

over your shoulders. 

In ho portion of the Union was the ‘spirit of. 
resistance more active, and the determination to 
crush the daring innovation. more carnest, than in 
the old Commonwealth of Virginia; and this 
noble State did crush it, and crush it effectually. 
The people of the United States called to. the chief 
executive chair of the nation Virginia’s patriot 
statesman, Thomas Jeflerson, and with:his ad- 
ministration of the Government disappeared the 
whole brood of Federal usuypations, and the prix- 
ciples of a national Democracy, of a national 
conservative Democratic party, were planted deep 
and broad in the national heart, Since that period 
the same spirit has reappeared under various 
guises, but always under the auspices of the same 
old Federal party. As the Native American party, 
it lived out its day of intolerance and proserip- 
tion; as the American or Know Nothing party, it 
assumed, perhaps, more formidable proporti ons- 
endangered more serious! y public tranquillity and 
the permanence of our institulions—than atany 
period, or under any other form, sinec .the days 
of Jefferson and the repeal of the alien and sedi- 
tion laws. a eee gh 

Trae to her past history and to her proud ‘posi- 
tion as the mother of States and of statesmen, 
Virginia again becomes the champion of the true 
principles of the Constitution, and nobly and tri- 
umphantly does she, a second time, assert and 
vindicate the cause of civil and religious liberty. 
{ need not remind the House or the country that 
Americanism or Know Nothingism was the issue 
and the only issue presented to the people of Vir- 
ginia in the gubernatorial contest of. 1855 in that 
State. Never, perhaps, since the foundation:of 
the Government were the people of any State so 
thoroughly aroused to the importance of any one 
issue as were the people of Virginia to thessue 
of  Americanism’’ during that memorable con- 
test. It was presented in its religious aspect, or 
in the crusade it made against Catholics; it was 
pressed in its political aspect, or in its war upon 
forcign-born citizens. In its progressit extended 
beyond the confines of Virginia. lt was the death- 
struggle of Know Nothingism throughout the 
Union. Money poured into that State from every 
section of the Union where Know Nothingism 
had a single votary, and orators were imported 
| to impress and enforce upon the public mind the 
| doctrines of this then almost victorious faction by 
| all the powers of rhetoric and eloquence. The 
| issue was fairly presented; argumentand sophis- 
i try were exhausted; prejudice and passion and 

bigotry were appealed to from the rostrum and 
‘the pulpit. The orators of Know Nothingism 
| were legion. Oh! there was something morally 
' sublime in the attitude which the noble and un- 
daunted champion of civil and. religious liberty, 
Henry A. Wise, then assumed before the nation— 
before the world. Alone, but in himself a host, 
he Constitution of the United States and the Bill 
of Rights of Virginia in one hand, and the sword 
of truth in the other, he traversed the State; he 
! encountered the propagandists of error and big- 
i otry at every court-house ‘and every cross road. 
i Wherever his voice reached, wherever his words 
of burning eloquence were heard, the disciples of 
error were dismayed and scattered; the people 
rallied around their chosen chief, and from one 
! border to the other of Old Virginia were reéchoed 
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the huzzas of the masses, proclaiming devotion 
to the Constitution, devotion to the Democracy 
of Thomas Jefferson, unalterable devotion to the 
person and fortunes of their invincible leader. 
“There is nothing on the pages of ancient or 
modern oratory more heroically sublime than the 
fearless eloquence of this champion when, in the 
yery midst of the storm which raged around him |j 
—-surrounded on ali sides by the hellish bands of ; 
assassins that were hourly issuing forth from the | 
caverns and culverts and secret places of the | 
mountains and the valleys—be exclaimed ‘Tam | 
an American; in every fiber and in every feeling 
an American; yet, in every character, in every 
relation, in every sense, with all my head, and all 
my heart, and all my might, -protest against the 
secret organization of native Americans and of ; 
Protestants to proscribe Roman Catholics and | 
naturalized citizens.” 
Hear, again, Virginia proclaiming to the world | 
the doctrines ofthe Revolution as respects our for- | 
eign-born citizens, through the lips of the same 
distinguished statesman: z 
«c Ax early as 1787 we established a great land ordinance. 
The most perfect system of eminent domain, of proprietury 
titles, and of territorial settlements, which the world had 
ever beheld to bless the homeless childreu of men, ft had 
the very housewarming of hospitality in it. {t wielded the į 
Togwood ax, and cleared a continent of forests. Ttmade an 


exodus in the old world, and dotted the new with log-cabins, 
atound the hearths or whieh the tears of the aged and the 
oppressed were wiped away, and cherub children were 
born to liberty, and sang its songs, and have grown up in 
its strength and might and majesty. It brougbt together 
foreigners of every country and clime—emigrants from 
Europe of every language and religion, and its most won- 
dertul effect bas been to assimilate all races, Jrish and 
German, English and French, Scotch and Spaniard, have 
met on the western prairies, in the western woods, and 
have peopled villages and towns and cities, rivaling the , 
marts of eastern commerce 3 and the ‘Teutonic and Celtic 
and Anglo-Saxon races bave in a day mingled into one un- 
distinguishable mass-—and that one is American. Amieri- | 
can in every sense and in every feeling, in every instinet 
and in every impulse of American patriotism. The raw 
Gernuaws wnbdition is first to acquire land enough upon | 
which to seud word baek to the baron he left behind him 
that he does not envy him his principality ! 


“T'he Irishman no longer hurras for “my lord? or * my 
lady,’ but ¢xclaiins in bis heartof hearts that t this isa fre 
country? ‘Phe children of alt are crossed in blood, in the 
first generation, so that ethnology cannot tell of what par- 
entage they are; they all become brother aud sister Jon- 
athans; Jouathans to sow and plant grain; Jonathans to 
raise and drive stock ; Jonathans to organize townships and 
counties and States of tree election; Jonathans to estab- | 
lish schools aud colleges, and rear orators, sages, and states- ; 
men for the Senate; Jonathans to take a true heart aim 
with the rifle at any foe who dares invade a common coun- į 
try; Jonathans to carry conquests of liberty to other lands, 
until the whole earth shull be filed with the glory of Amer- 
ieanism. Asin the colonies, as in the Revolution, as in the 
last war, so have foreigners and immigrants been armed 
with the mattock and pade; and if a battle on sea or 
land had to be tought, foreigners and immigrants have been 
armed with the musket aud the blade. So have foreigners 
and immigrants proved that their influence has uot im- , 
paired the genius, or grace, or gladness, or glory of Amer- | 
ican institutions.” i; a 3 $ i i » 

“But in the West, Lrepeat, made up of forei 
immigrants of ever igion and tongue, the V 
purely patriotic, as iy American, as genuinely Jonathan, 
as any people who can claim our nationality. Now, is not 
here proot in war and in peace that the apprehension of 
foreign influence, brought here by immigrants, is not ouly | 
groundless, but contradicted by the $ 
and development? Did a nation ever so grow as we have 
done under land ordinances and our faws of naturalization ? 
They have not made aristocracies, but sovereigns and sov- 
erefenties-of the people of the West. They have strength- 
ened the States of our dominion, and multiplied the sons 
and daughters of America, so that now she can muster an 
ary, and maintain it, too, outnumbering the strength of ` 


any invaders, and making ‘a host of freedom, which is the | 


host of God.’ ” 

After perusing the foregoing cloquent passages 
need we be surprised to hear this pure and gi 
son of Virginia inveigh, in language equally bold 
and: truthfal, against the base ingratitude that; 
would now exclude the foreign-born citizen from 
the privileges and rights purchased in part by the 
blood of their ancestors? Again, listen to this 
champion of human rights: 


Wh ze were as wenk as i nit a relied ii oie ea Fe H 
When we were as weak as three milion, we relied :i vigilance of the gallant Democracy of Virginia i 


Jargely on foreigners by birth to defend ndaid us ii 
curing independence. Now that we are twenty-two mij 
lion strong, how is it we have beeome so weak in our 
fears as to apprehend we are to be deprived of our Jibertie 
by foreigners? Verily, this seemeth as if Know Nothir 
were reversing the order of things, or that there is anothe 
aud a different feeling from that of the fear arising from a: 
sense of weakness it comes rather from a proud con- 
sciousness of overweening strength. They wax strong | 
rather, and would kick, like the proud grown fat. H is an : 
exclusive; if hot an aristocratic, feeling, in the true sense, | 
which would say to the friends of freedom born abroad: !! 
f We had need of you, and were glad of your aid when we ij 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| 
| 
! 
i 


© animated, and, in umes of dismay and despond- | 


d eneys encouraged and conducted to a glorious ; 


: over-cautious and vigilant. 


: jons, it is true, under differ 


| ligious rights are“involved, the result would be 


| deavored to prevent the population of these States; 


: son to the 


| 
j 

: the sympathy, vindication, and never-sleeping i: 
| 

i 

i 


were weak, but we are now so independent ofyou that we 
are not compelled to allow you to enjoy our republican 
privileges. We desire the exclusive use of human rights, | 
though to deprive you of their common enjoyment wili not i; 
enrich us the more, and will wake you poor indeed.’ ” 


7 
j 
} 
i 
H 
i 
These, sir, are facts and areallof record. From |i 
l 
| 
I 
j 


the days of the alien and sedition laws, down to | 
the last expiring groan of Know Nothingism, | 
Virginia has occupied the front rank and has led |; 
the vanguard of the national, democratic, con- i| 
servative masses in every struggle againstciviland || 
religious liberty, as understood aud proclaimed į 
by the fathers of the Revolution. Nay, sir, as if | 
in anticipation of the rebirth, in after ume, of the | 
odious intolerance and narrow-minded policy of į; 
our colonial rulers, the future father of American | 
Democracy, when penning that immortal docu- ; 
ment which proclaimed to the world at once our | 
wrongs and purposes, included among the former "| 
the attempts of George LHI. to impede and obstruct || 
the naturalization of foreigners. In the words of 
the Declaration of Independence, “he has en- 


i 
| 
1 
| 
| 
for that purpose obstructing the laws of natural- || 
ization of foreigners, refusing to pass others to |) 
encourage their migration thither, and raising the || 
condition of new appropriations of land.” And | 
truc to the principles announced in these words, | 
the Democratic party, in all its platforms, bas : 
pledged itself to the nation and to the oppressed || 
and downtrodden of the carth to maintain invio- jj 
late the rights and privileges of adopted citizens, | 
and frown down any attempt, from any quarter, ¿i 
“to obstruct. the laws of naturalization of for- | 
eigners.” “Thus, we find in the tenth declaration |; 
of the Cincinnati platform the following solemn | 
{ 
| 


reassertion of the Jeffersonian creed on this point: ! 

“10. That the liberal principles embodied by Jefferson || 
in the Declaration of Independence, and sanctioned in the 
Constitution, which makes ours the land of liberty and the | 
Jum of the oppressed of every nation, have ever been | 
cardinal principles in the Democratic faith, and every at- | 
tempt to abridge the privilege of becoming citizens and the 
owners of soil among us ought to he resisted with the same 
spirit which swept the alien and sedition laws from our stat- 
ute-books, 

i And whereaa, since the foregoing Declaration was wmi- 
tormly adopted sors in national convention, 
an adve secretly or- 
ganized bya party ning to be exelnsively American, 
itis proper that the American Democracy should clearly | 
define its relation thereto, and declare its determined oppo- || 
sition to all secret political societies, by whatsoever mune |; 
they may he called: j 

“Resolved, That the foundation of this Union of States i 
having been laid in and its prosperity, expansion, aud pre- || 
eminent example in free government, built upon entire į 
freedom in matters of religious concernment, and no re- | 
spect of person in regard to rank or place of birth, no party jį 
can justly be deemed national, constitutional, or in accord- | 
ance with American principles, which bases its exclusive | 

1 
| 
| 
| 
i 


history or the future prospects of the country, nor in uuison + 
with the spirit of toleration and enlarged freedom which |! 
peculiarly distinguishes the American system of popular 
governipent.?? 
Thus we perceive that the narrow, illiberal, | 
bigoted policy which proscribes citizens because || 
of their religious belief, or the accident of birth- 
place, dating its commencement from the vice 
presidential term of John Adams, and culminating 
in the alien and sedition laws, passed in accord- : 
ance with his recommendation when he reached |! 
the presidential chair, has ever met with the most : 
determined opposition of the national Demoeratic 
party, and that this opposition has been guided, |! 


triumph, from the Presidency ef Thomas Jeffer- : 
gubernatorial term of Henry A. Wise, : 
by Virginia and Virginia’s statesmen. dl 

And here I would say a word of admonition | 
and counsel to those who have been the objects | 
of this unnatural warfare on the one side, and of | 


and of the nation on the other, to be,at this time, | 
Gird up your loins, ;; 
and buckle on your armor, for the contest which 
is at hand. The old enemy has divided his forces | 
into two great armies; they marshal their divis- į 
nt colors; but, so far ij 
as you are concerned; so far as your civil and re- į 


1 
f 
i 
me same, let which army soever be victorious. i 
On the banners of one is emblazoned the southern i 


Know Nothing motto,‘ Prorecrion or Protest- 
ANTISM FROM THE ENCROACHMENTS or ROMAN- 
1sm;”? while on the other is inscribed, ‘Tus 
MASSACHUSETTS AMENDMENT AND TWENTY-ONE 
YEARS’ PROBATION FOR THE [RISH AND German.” 
They may differ in seme minor points of no 
earthly interest to you, unless it be that the Chi- 
cago army of disguised Know Nothingism seeks 
to elevate, socially and politically, as it does at 
the present hour in Massachusetts, the ebon- 
shinned, flat-nosed, woolly-headed negro above 
the position they would assign to the Irish and 
Germans; while the other, the Baltimore division 
of avowed Know Nothingism, would assign you 
no position at all, but drive you with bowie-knife 
and faggots from the Jand you had made your 
home by adoption and choice. 

You have often, doubtless, heard from your 
fathers, some of you may have yourselves wit- 


i nessed the pugilistic exercises, often for the very 


fun of the thing, that sometimes occurred at the 
fairs in the old country. In the midstof the con- 
flict,in the wildest excitement of the fight, let the 
Peelers but show their faces—a truce is sponta- 
neously struck, they shake hands, unite their 
forces, and charge at once upon their common 
enemy, the Peelers. So soon as they are dis- 
patched, they resume their positions, and, with- 
out favor or quarter, they finish their frolic. So 


| will it be with the two armies of Black Republic- 
i anism and the American party. They may dif- 
| fer among themselves on minor points; they may 


dD 
struggle and fight for the mastery, or rather for 


‘| the loaves and fishes of brotber Jonathan, as they 


please; but the moment the Catholic or foreign- 
born citizen prefers his claims for bis constitu- 
tional rights a truce is strack, quickly they join 
hands, and, by a combined assault, teach you the 
folly of placing your reliance, or your hopes for 
equal rights, or any rights at all, on any other 
organization than the national Democratic party 
of the Union. 

Whatever may be the result of the coming con- 
ventionsat Baltimore and Richmond—and for the 
sake of my country, L pray the Providence which 
has watched over our destinies thus far to har- 
monize and consolidate the two conventions, that 
Wwe may present a united front to the common 
enemy, rejoicing already at our mad dissensions— 
place your trust in and lend your best energies to 
the principles and men having the broad indorse- 
ment of the national Democracy, While it tri- 
umphs, your liberties and your rights are sacred 
and safe. Let ithe vanquished, and if they allow 
you to live at all, it will be as *“ hewers of wood 
and drawers of water.”? I speak to you, my fel- 
low-Catholic and foreign-born citizens, honestly 
and truly, because your wrongs are my wrongs, 
your triumph is my triumplh-also. 

Had the Republican party nominated WILLIAM 


| H. Sewarp as their candidate for the highest 


office in the gift of the people, I might, perhaps, 
have modified, to some extent at least, the terms 
by which I have characterized the hostility of that 


ij party to Catholic and foreign-born citizens, because 


that distinguished statesman has ever borne him- 


| self, in his public and private character, with lib- 


erality, kindness, and gencrosity towards both 
these classes of our fellow-citizens. And, per- 
haps, in this honorable trait of his political char- 
acter may be found one, if not the chief cause of 
his indecent shelving at Chicago by the represent- 
atives of a party which owes to him all its claims 
to national strength at the present day. He had 
too oftemand too honestly spoken out his senti- 
ments in favor of the constitutional rights of Cath- 
olic and foreign-born citizens, both in State and 
Federal relations, to give a hope to the Chicago 
managers of securing the aid of the Know Nothing 
Americans. Hence, we can explain the vile false- 
hoods uttered against the Catholic religion, and the 
miserable invention of the six thousand skulls 
found in a lake in Europe, adjoining a convent or 
abbey, (which I here pronounce to be a base, vile, 
willfulfalschood,) told recentlyin the Senate Cham- 
ber by the calumniator of States and men, and, 
meaner still, the reviler of holy women, the abo- 
lition monomaniac of Massachusctts. But as he 
is the senatorial mouthpiece of the Chicago nom- 
ince, I allude to him only to show to my Catholic 
and foreign-born fellow-citizens that there is no 
difference,as respects their rights and privileges, 
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between the disguised Know Nothingism of Chi 
cago and the avowed-Americanism of Baltimore. 
They are the Scyllaand Charybdisbetween which, 
if we wish to-enjoy the constitutional privileges 
for which our fathers shed their blood, we must 
endeavor to-pass. To do so in safety, we must | 
cling to the fortunes of the good old Democratic 
ship, which alone can brave the storm and avoid 
the dangers of whirlpool and shoal, with the stars 
and stripes at its masthead and the Constitution 
its chart. 

Recurring to the traditional fidelity of Virginia 
to the cause of civil and religious liberty, I need 
scarcely observe, after what 1 have already said, | 
that I was pained, and, as a northern Democrat 
who has never faltered in bis duty to his brethren 
of the South, humiliated, at the countenance and 

, support given to the fanatics who would strip 
two thirds of my constituents of their rights and 
vilify their character, by an honorable Represent- 
ative from the good old State of Virginia. Lallude 
to the remarks made in this Hall on the 11th day 
of last April, by Hon. M. R. H. Garnett, of 
that State. 1 do not desire to do the honorable | 

entleman injustice, and that I may not cven un- 
intentionally do so, I beg permission to make a 
few extracts from his speech on that occasion, as 
published in the Globe of the 16th of April: 

“Mr. Garnerr. Go to Minnesota, aud there you find 
nearly half’ of her population was composed of foreigners 
but lately landed upon these shores; and even meu who 
have not been naturalized are permitted to vote after they 
have declared their intention to become citizens 3 men who 
were unused to our institutions 5 men the jarger portion of 
whom have emigrated from the pressure of wantand penury 
at home, and who, for the most part, of late years, have 
belonged in their own country to the more ignorantelass of 
society. I speak plainly, because L speak what E think. 

6 Mr. Barr. Fdesire toask the gentleman trom Virginia, 
when he talks in that way, who were the first citizens of 
Virginia shot down in detending Virginia soil in the inva- 
sion at Harper’s Perry? The first two men shot down in 
defending your soi} were adopted citizens—Tristimen, 

“Mr. GARNETT., {am very much obliged to those Irish- | 
men who were shot down by the invaders of Virginia. 

Laughter.) {know the Erish area very gallant race, and E | 

elieve tae gentleman himself isa descendant of that gallant 
race. if 

“Mr, Barr. Yes, sir. 

“Mr. GARNET.” * “ Whatever gen- 
temen may think of the doctrine, it is truo old Virginia 
doctrine, which we, of all parties, recognize there.” 

* e w ki * * * * * * 


+ * * 


` «Mr. Moors, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will be allowed to go on, for $ like to hear his good 
American doctrine.” | 
It is known that the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia comes from the district formerly repre- 
sented on this floor by the late Governor of Vir- 
ginia. J have in vain sought for an explanation 
of the honorable gentleman’s motives, or reasons, | 
rather, for his identification on this question with 
the American party in this fact. [could not find 
jit in the school in which he was reared, nor in the į 
principlés which he imbibed in that good old | 
Democratie stronghold, Whatever they may be, į 
or for what purpose soever the honorable gentle- 
man has thought proper to unite with the hered- | 
itary enemies of the Democratie faith in their 
assaults upon adopted citizens, in obstructing the 
laws of the naturalization of foreigners, with the 
honorable gentleman from Minnesota, who de- 
fended his State and his constituents from the as- 
saults of the honorable member from Virginia, I, 
too, say that this is not the case with the popa- 
lation of my district, and I know them better than 
he docs. Nay, I go further, and say that the 
honorable gentleman is not a competent witness 
in the case at all, and his testimony should be | 
rejected altogether. I am credibly informed that 
there are nol, in the whole district which the hon- 
orable gentleman represents on this floor, three | 
dozen adopted citizens. His information, there- 
fore, with respect to that class generally, must be 
hearsay, and does not derive its value from the 
eredit which we would give to himself. The two 
r three dozen foreign-born citizens, of Irish or 
German birth, who live in the Accomae district, 
may be as ignorant and unfit for freedom as the : 
gentleman would make the House believe, bat i 
they do not qualify him as a competent witness |j 
to speak to the character of the whole body of |; 
adopted citizens in the United States, because of || 
his own knowledge he knows nething about lt 
them. Indeed, the honorable geneman seemed |; 
to be aware of his disqualification when he in- 


F 
formed the House, not that he spoke what he | 


| knew, but “l speak plainly because I speak what 


| whose orthodoxy and political soundness Lcheer 


Ithink.’’ I thought at the moment, especially 
when the honorable member received the renewed 
applause from the American side of the House, 
that it was one of those occasions when “the 
wish was father to the thought.” 

Bat, sir, [, too, speak plainly; and I further 
speak what | know, when I say that, as a general 
rule, the adopted citizens of this country compare 
favorably with the same numberof native citizens, 
the two or three dozen in the Accomac district, 
whom the honorable gentleman knows better than 
I do, to the contrary notwithstanding. 


been recognized there as such until the now shat- 
tered idol of Know Nothingism was erected on 
her borders for popular worship. And for the 


truth of this denial, I appeal not only to the rec- | 
ord I have produced, but to the honorable gentle- 


man’s colleagues on this floor. 

The ill-timed, and 1 must say, the rather un- 
generous witticism, at the intrepid gallantry of the 
two Irish adopted citizens who first fell in defend- 
ing Harper’s Ferry and the sovercignty of Vir- 
ginia when assailed by the insane tools of a cow- 
ardly, skuiking fanaticism, 1 will pass over. If 
the honorable gentleman can satisfy himself, as a 

Aopresentative of the State to whose honor and 
safety these martyrs sacrificed their lives, that his 


cold thanks, and their accompanying snecr, to : 
| the brave, though unhonored dead, were in good 


taste, Lam also satisfied. Virginia, I am confi- 
dent, thinks differently in respect to those noble 
soldiers in her cause. F know she does, and 
therefore again I say I am satisfied. 


vasion and the peculiar position of the South, 
forced as she is by the mad and wicked fanaticism 
of disorganizers and traitors, to stand on the de- 
fensive, you may search the annals of the world’s 
history m vain, from the days of the mighty 


| Nimrod to the last Indian massacre on our west- | 


em borders, and you will not find a parallel to 
incite the living to deeds of glory, or honor the 
dead for what they have done. 

Buta word more.and [shall have finished. The 
times are fraught with danger to-our country. In 
the Democratic party of the nation are reposed 
all our hopes and all our glories. The foreign- 
born citizeus have never faltered in their allegiance 
and duty, whether they had to fight a foe with- 
out or a foe within. Is it good policy in those 
who profess communion with the Democratic 
party of the Union to force this class of our citi- 
zens out of our ranks by unjust assauits and pro- 
scriptive measures? And should this be attempted 
by one or by two Representatives on this floor to 
reach, perhaps, some ultimate end known only to 
themselves, or gratify some feeling which rankles 
only in their®wn hearts, is it not the duty, dors 


not good faith and party obligations and State | 


pride demand, that the antidote should be sup- 


plied from their own political household? “The | 


honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Prror,]} 


fully indorse, did his duty nobly; but it was only 
as a Democrat, a party man. tle did not, hov 

ever, rebuke his colleague, ov disavow his senti- 
ments, or protect the foreign-born Democrat of 
the northern or western States from calumny and 
vilification, Our fidelity to you and your msti- 
tutions is not limited by Mason and Dixon’s line. 


Do us justice; we ask no more, we will take no |; 


less, 


MISSOURI CONTESTED ELECTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. G. MARSTON, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 8, 1869. 


The House having under consideration the contested- jį 


election case from the State of Missouri— 

Mr. MARSTON said: 

Mr. Spcaxen: The contestant charges that the 
sitting member received a much larger number of 
illegal votes than his returned plurality; that, at 
several of the voting precincts in the district, the 


c con In the | 
name of Virginia, 1 also deny that this is true | 
doctrine in that Commonwealth, or that ithasever | 


Still, lam | 
constrained to remark that, ander all the circum- | 
stances, considering the character of Brown’s in- | 


1 "i 
! judges ofthe elections werc guilty ‘of grossly 
improper and fratdulent conduct -and “partiality. 
for the sitting member, in refusing to allo w’chal+ 
lenges to be made of votes, in negldcting and ré- 
fusing to administer oaths‘ and" pat proper quies-- 
tions to persons offering to vote, and in reeciving: 
the vétes of those whom they ‘Knew had no'right’ 
tò vote, The-contestant also alleges that at the 
Gravois, Harlem, and Sappington: precincts, and- 
the castern precinet of the fifth ward, the: judges 
of the elections were not sworn, as required by 
the laws of Missouri. `: ete 

There are many other charges of irregularity,’ 
fraud, and violence contained in the notice-of the: 
contestant to the sitting members butitis mainly* 
to the proofs applicable to those I have: enumer-* 
ated that I desire the attention of the House. 

In the report of the minority of the committee, 
itis assumed that not more than twenty-seven 
illegal votes are shown, by competent proof, to- 
have been cast for the sitting member, and that 
the testimony entirely fails to support the charges 
preferred by the contestant of improper, fraudu- 
lent, and partial conduct on the partof the judges 
of the clectionsy or any of them. 

The ground is also taken in the minority re port 
that no affirmative proof has been adduced an the’ 
part of the contestant to show that the judges of 
the elections in the Gravois, Harlem, and Sap= 
pington precincts, and the eastern precinct of the 
fifth ward, were not sworn according to the res: 
quirements of the laws of Missouri; and it is even 
said that “ there is no-doubt that the judges in all: 
those precincts were, in fact, sworn,” oe 

1 fect constrained, therefore, to trespass for a 
brief period upon the patience of the House, while 
I advert to the facts and reasons that brought a 
i majority of the committee to the conclusion that 
the sitting member holds his seat upon this floor- 
not by the votes of the qualified electors of the 
district he claims to represent, but by the votes 
of those who had no more right to castthem than 
men who have never set their fect upon this con~ 
tinent. eee N 

Perhaps there is no place in the country where 
there are greater facilities for illegal voting than 
in the first congressional districtin Missouri, con- - 
sisting of the city and county of St. Louis. . In 
1858 there were in the city of St. Louis alone, 
| according toa census taken in that year by author- 
ity of the municipal government, fourteen thou 
sand unnaturalized foreigners over twenty-one 
years of age, Tt is to be observed that there is 
‘no law in Missouri requiring a registration of 
voters; but there is a law in force in that State, 
| which might not inaptly be entitled a Jaw. to facil- 
i itate fraudulent voting and to prevent the détec~ 
tion thereof, by which -any qualified voter is aŭs 
thorized to cast his vote in any ward ortownship 
of which he is not aresident, onmakingoath. that 
he has not voted and will not vote ih any other 
place at that clection.” If to this there be added 
judges of the lection who cither refuse or neglect 
to administer the requisite oaths to persons offer- 
ing to votc,as the evidence conclusively shows 

vas the case at the election in August, 1858, tke 
i machinery for fraudulent voting would seeni to 
| be perfect, | i 
: O Great complaint is made in the minority report, 
i and also by the sitting member, in respect to the 
character of the evidence offered by the contest~ 
aut. Iltis characterized as hearsay; as consist 
ing of idle declarations, rumors, impressions, 
beliefs, &e. Iadmit there is testimony on both 
sides of that sort. Kt isnot, however, upon suchy 
i tesiimony that the conclusions of the majorityof 
| the committee are founded. That manyhundreds 
il of illegal votes were cast for the sitting member, 
i at the election on the 2d of August, 1858, is es- 
‘| tablished by perfectly legal and competent evi~ 
| dence, and such as would be admitted. in’ any 
i} court of law to maintain a like issue. And this 
|} evidence is, for the most part, uncontradicted, 

, Atan early stage of the investigation, the at- 
| tention of the committee was called to a compar- 
ison of the vote polled at the congressional elec- 
| tion in 1856 with the vote polled at the electionin 
1858. : 


H 
1 
i 
i 
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of the American party, 
national Democratic party. The whole number 
of votes cast at that election was 13,865; of which 
Mr. Blair réecived 6,055, Mr. Kennett 5,549, and 
Mr. Reynolds 2,281. Mr. Blair was then elected 
bya plurality of 486 v 0 c 
the American party, and his plurality over the 
candidate of the national Democratic party was 
3,754, 


‘At the election in 1858 the same party divisions 


date in the field for Congress. 
ran as the candidate of the free Democracy, Mr. 
Breckinridge ran as the candidate of the Ameri- 
can party, and the sitting member as the candi- 
date of the national Democratic party. At that 
election. the whole number of votes cast was 
19,176; of which Blair received 6,451, Brecken- 
ridge 5,654, and the sitting member 7,057. The 


increase in the vote of the district, from 1856 to : 


1858, was 5,311; of which Blair received 416, 
Breckenridge 119, and the sitting member 4,776. 

It is said, in the minority report, that this com- 
parison is of no value, because the circumstances 


of the two elections were entirely different, and | 


that the great increase in the vote of 1858 is at- 
tributable, in part, to the fact “that the election 
of 1858 was a general and an exciting one, and 
calculated to bring out a large vote.’* But the 


election in 1858 was not a general election; it was | 
rs of the | 
In Mis- į 


only for members of Congress, membe 
Legislature, and some county officers. 

souri, the Governor, Lieutenant Governor, sec- 
retary of State, treasurer, auditor, and attorney 


eneral, are chosen for four years. Those officers ii 
’ Ci 
In that year, Colonel Ben- | 


were elected in 1856. 
ton also ran for Governor, and every fact and 
circumstance in evidence before the committee 
tended to prove that the clection in 1856 was “ the 


general and exciting election, and the one caleu- | 


lated to bring out a large vote. ™ But, whatever 
was the oceasion of the enormous increase in the 


vote of 1858 over that of 1856, how did it happen |, 


thatthe candidate of the national Democratic party 
received nearly the whole of that increase? There 


bad been been no change in the relations of par- i 


ties. The candidates were the representatives of 


the same principles at both elections, and there ii 


was no falling off in the vote of cithcr of them. 
The fact that nearly. the whole of the increased 
vote was cast for the sitting member, is not ac- 
counted for by the suggestion that the election in 


1858 “ was a general and an exciting ones”? noris | 


it to be accounted for upon the ground of a great 
increase in the population of the city and county 
of St. Louis. 


Au increased vote, resulting from either or both |; 


of those causes, We certainly shouid not expect 
to find givenentirel y tothe candidate of the weaker 
party; but if the increase was an honest one, It 


would naturally be divided among all parties. |, 
The fact that the sitting member received more | 


than three times as many votes as the candidate 
of his party for the same office received in 1856, 
is alone ecalcalated to arrest at 
mands explanation, "Phat exp! 


p 


the minority report. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to asx the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire a question for my own 
information in regard to this matter. [wish to 


ral: 


place since the contested election, the vote cast 
was not larger than that cast at the congre onal 
election; and if that fast was not in proof before 
the committee? [think the election L speak o 
was held in the suceeeding April. 

Mr. MARSTON. Ido not think it was. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is my impression. 

Ms. MARSTON. I now ask the attention of 
the House to ac 
with the vote of 1858, in several of the precincts, 
and also to the testimony showing how the elec- 
tion in August, 1858, was conducted in those pre- 
cincts. There are thirty-five voting precincts in 
the district, in cight of which the sitting member 


reeeived 3,000 votes more than were east for the | 


eandidate of his party in 1856. In Carondelet the 
vote in 1856 was: for Blair, 104; Kennett, (Amer 
ican,) 114; Reynolds, (Demoerat,) 44; total, 262. 


in 1858 the vote was: for Blair, 159; Breckin- | 


ridge, (American,) 66; Barret, 286; total, 511; 


and Mr. Reynolds of the | 


tion, and it de- ii 
ation the sitting ;, 
member has failca to give; nor is it to be found in | 


omparison of the vote of 1856 : 


‘| showing a gain for the party of the sitting mem- | “Answer. A good many of them were non residents of 
li ber greater than the whole vote of the precinct two | ne Bee Bh fach, with the ezcepion of one or two, all 
li years before. In relation to the election at this | a aa least, I thought 
|! precinct, I will read from the testimony of Mad- 

| ison Miller, page of record 544: 

i © Question. Mr. Miller, where do you reside? 

“ Answer. In Carondeict. 

t Question. How long have you resided there? 

u Answer. Since 185] to this time, continuously. 


On cross-examination, the same witness says: 


“Questions by Mr. Barrer: 
“ Question. Did not many vote there at the last election 
who were old residents outside of the corporate limits? 
& Answer. I think not as many of the old residents who 
z ae ayer 7 páda byy {| reside in the township outside the city Hmits voted at that 
Question. Have you resided there previous to 1851? : poll as usually do at general elections, from the fact I un- 


Answer, Yes, sir. i 7 : 

7 : i ii derstand there has been a new pre i 

u Question. For how long atime; when wasit, and how i} ides dd Se de been Atte cinct outside the city, 
i 


Jong? it ee h y ; R 
! . 2 7 i uestion, Where is that precinct? 
Answer. I think I went to jiye there first in 1823; I & Peri On the Gravois Pr don’t know exactly where. 


lived there several years at that time; don’t remember c6 = 7. h cas 
aay A 3 stion, Was re i g rav 
how many; and think Į again removed there in 1847. i feast tion. Was there not a precinct on the Gravois in 


` © Question. Are you well acquainted with the people of | «Answer. E don’t know. I don’t refer to the one at the 


i; Carondelet? A s Shen 
a fae si coal mines; Lrefer to the one at Sappington’s. 
Answer. I think Ihave a general knowledge of the res- & Question. How far is Sappington’s from Carondelet? 


idents there. 6 y i 
e . : : H nswer. Four or five es § Se. 
“ Question. Have you taken an interest in elections gen- if ¢ Question. When eee har EAR to you, you 
tion. 3 2 i 3) 


ally, and attended the polls generally, in Carondelet? 2 i . 

EA 3 ? | stated that you could find no one who knew any of the 
i er. fink RVi . i a . a ki 
Answer. I think I have been present at nearly every || names thercon. Of whom did you inquire ? 


| election since 1851, if not all. fi 
p! h $ a Á P : STANE = * Answer. Christian Keller, a merchant there who does 
i| i Question. What was the number of votes polled in Ca- i; a very large business; Mr Bik eho uh rewha dors 


oudelet, in April, at the mayor’s clection ? ing goods there; Bernard Peopping, Who is the register of 


“ Answer. 1 dont remember, 3 ; k 
z 5 .. i, the town; Francis Kellerman, jr.,and some others, 1 don’t 
“Q 3 ut how many more votes were polled in i hie aries pats 

Question. About how many more votes p now remember whom. The list originally contained more 


i 

Garoudelet at the August election than at the April elec- names ; but upon inspection, by either of those persons to 

$ >i > evar, a W = $ rass : a y = ound a name tha tly 

e Ce oe Paan oa er one hundreds ji knew, it was strieken trom the list; and this isthe vision 
tion in August? ’ i | of that paper, containing only the names of those persons 

e Anese Yon | whom none ofus knew.” 

; kuestion. H day? Exhibit A, to which the witness refers, is on 
< Answer, arly so. ine y i r ; 5 

“ Question. Did ‘vou see any persons vote there who |; eee of the record, and contains seventy: five 
were not citizens of Carondelet, or of this county? ` : z ‘ 

& Answer. {saw Jarse numbers of persons voting there | A. Herbel testified that he had lived in Caron- 
‘whom I had sev racen before. “delet two yeers and six months; was raiscd in 
Tamba Alesha the wiee smeiaten | the county fom the time he was soven years ol 
from the poll-books in Carondelet by yourself and others . W&S pretty wel} acquainted with most of the in- 
well acquainted with the voters of that precinct,and marked ; habitants, though not all; had been in the habit 
as persons Unknown to any of yous state, further, whether | of attending the polls there on election day; was 
So ave mae ag Dr toze persons da amd dioni Oa, | at the polls on the 2d day of August, 1838; that 
dem e a Í i. many strangere were there. On being shown 

fi dascer, This list of names was copied from a copy of | exhibit A, referred to by Madison Miller, the wit- 
the poll-books of the Carondelet city clection held in Au- i| ness said: * Those names are nearly all strangers. 
| gust last, and I took considerable pains to inquire of old |! | kuow none of them to be actual voters,” 

citiz of the place if they knew or had any knowledge of |! “A f + . 

the persons whose names Were contained in that fist, and || Mr. BARRET. 1 desire to interrupt the gen- 
E could find no citizen who knew any of them. ! leman fora moment. He has asserted that no 
_ “© Question. Whar was the conduct and bearing of the |! one in the city of Carondelet knew these®ndivid- 
friends and partisans of Mr. Barret at that poll throughout | uals. Did not Mr. Blow say thathe knew a num- 

ber of them? I suppose the gentleman has read 
the testimony. 

Mr. MARSTON. What I meant to say was, 
that none of the citizens to which Mr. Miller re- 
ferred knew any of them. 

Mr. BARRET. I would ask if Mr. Block did 
not know agreat many of them? if Mr. Chart- 
i rand did not know a number of them? and if that 
i is notin the testimony? 

(+ Mr. MARSTON. No; nota single man on the 
‘list of sixty who voted for Barret. That is my 
lection those sixty- |, remembrance and belief. 
x or cight. | Mr. BARRET. The gentleman is very much 
‘mistaken. But I would ask him a further ques- 
tion. Ele speaks of the oath that was adminis- 
delet township, and the contractors nameg don’t know. tered at Carondelet. 1 wouldask him if Mr. Mil- 
iknow him when youseekim? ) Jer does not swear that he stood at the polls all 
zas a man at the election, very busily | day, and had every person sworn whom he con- 
p sidered doubtful? 
© Mr. MARSTON. In answer to the question 
whether any of those who were non-residents 
were sworn that they had not voted at any other 
precinct, and would not at that election, Mr. Mil- 
jer said that ho did not think he heard that form 
of oath administered more than once or twice dur- 
ing the day. 
i At the eastern precin 
sent I don’t think Theard that form of oath admin- | yote at ibe election in 
Igid more tn oner or tice durma the dav, y Kennett (American) 430; Reynolds, (Demo- 
certain number of men being employed under authority of | crat,) 161; total, 1,272. In 1858 the vote was: for 
te county court on a bridge; do you know of any ether | Blair, 649; Breckinridge, (American,) 557; Bar- 
men having been employed on any other publie wor rett, 799; total, 1,960—an inerease of 688 votes, 


i 


Many of them were very noisy and overbear- Hi 
ing in their deporiweat, so much so that timid men were | 
disposed to keep cut of their way.” i 
gain the witness says: 

s Question. You have stated that there was a largely In- į 
creased Vote in August over that of the spring, one hundred 
and upwards; where did these voles come from, to the best 


3 


i ion is, to use a phrase that politicians 
; bad been colonized, 


io K yinswer. Lv 
work oin & counts 
officers, and tat 


: duced 
Qu 


s Answer, ‘The bridge 


who said he was the contractor. A 


Q 
3. 
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tt 
i 
“Answer. He was endeavoring to get votes for the na- 
ii tional Democratic ticket; leading up Irishmen to the polls 
to vote. 
> ï Question. Were any of these people sworn? 
$ T. Yes, sir 
t Question. Were any of those who were non-residents | 
sworn that they bad not voted at any other precinct, and 
that they would not voteat any other precinct, at that elec- 
tion? 


j; 
ee $ A . 3 HI 
ask whether, at the municipal election which took | 


ct of the eighth ward the 
1856 was: for Blair, 655; 


i 
i 
t 


rior to the election, and who bave been discharged since r aa ` 1 
i Answer. Not of my own knowledge. but I have heard || Mere than four times as many as the candidate of 
l his party received in 1856! How it happened 
& Question. From your own observation, from what you 
a o day of eleetic i a sine 3 si yi a ‘ X > ti 
w on the day of election, and prior and since,do you be- || vote of the Democratie candidate for Congress in 
änswer. Krom unusually large vote polled in that i: this precinet pretty distinctly appears, from the 
district over that Í have ever known polled there before, I : 
, ON I read from the testimony of Baker, page 772 
were polled in the district that did not belong there. | of e record k y . » pag 
i men themselves who were produced and voted there, 
brought there to vote, to confirm such a suspicion? by me, deposes and says: 
| “s+ Questions by Mi. BLAIR: 
| many of them were evidently strangers to the place. 
i f the last August clection for member of Congress who were 
il vote, who were they generally? not entitled to vote F 


der tile authority of the county court in that preci : of which the sitting member received 548; being 
others say there was. 
that there was such an immense accession to the 
2 such to be the 
i : testimony of Joseph Bakerand Timothy F. Keane. 
feel satisfied in my own mind that kuge numbers of votes | 
i * Question. Was there anything in the appearance of the | 
« Joseph Baker, of lawful age, being produced, and sworn 
i © 4inswer. From the appearance of the men themselves, 
: a h i « Question. Do you know of any persons who voted at 
i Question. The men who brought them to the polls to į 


Ho, or-Reps 


know of my own knowledge, except 
as I obtained it by examination with others, 

“ Question, State what you know on the subject, and | 
your u s of information, i 

6 Bans i have been residing in the eighth ward s 
seventeen years. During that time I have acted in t 
city of clerk at sundry elections, municipal and otber- | 
wise, and proices tobe familiar with the majority of voters 
of the vastern precinet of the said ward; and on examina- 
tion ofsaid poll-books, Lam led to the conviction that some j 
two orthree hundred votes were cast in the August clec- | 
tion which did not and do not reside in said ward. FE was | 
present at said August election, and found that great-num- 
bers voted that ! and others familiar with the voters. were 
wnecquainted with, and that the proper questions were not 
put by the judges to ascertain their legality. L took the 
precaution, however, not to depend on my own judgment 
S z, but to refer to those who were present—Stephen į 
y wasono; that the coastitutional questions were not i 
the judges, but simply the interrogatory, * Are you 
a voter??? 

Again, the same witness says: 


tt Question. Did you and other persons familiar with the 
voters of the ward make a fist of names from the po-book 
which you supposed were legal voters? 

“Answer. i, in company with other old voters, long res- 
idents in the ward, examined thoroughly, for some ten ji 
nights, the poll-books, and the poll-bo of the last mu- | 
nicipal election, ‘and compared the latter with the August |; 


es, 


“ Question. Give the namés of persons who compared 
them with you, and then give the list of names which you 
struck off from the poil-book, which you supposed to be 
fraudulent; all of them, 

“Answer, Laoswerthe first question by stating: John 
Hartmann, William Lorrigan, Stephen Ridgely, Davis | 
Moore, Edward Castello. J do not recollcet the names of 
the others; there were quite a number of them.” 


i 
} 
poll. books. i 
j 


And the witness proceeds to give the names of 
eighty persons who were not entitled to vote, and 
who did vote for the sitting member. i 

The same witness further testified that T., F. 
Keane, one of the judges of that precinct, admit- 
ted to him two days after the election, that he was 
convinced that many voted at that precinet who 
were not entitled, and who would not, if ali the 
judges had done as he thought they ought; and 
that he thought there had been between three and 
four hundred illegal votes polled there. 

But to the testimony of ‘T. F. Keane himself, 
I particularly desire the attention of this House. 
This witlicss was called and examined by the sit- 
ting inember—is a political friend of the sitting 
member, and voted for him atthe August election 
in 1858. He was one of the judges of that clec- 
tion at the castern precinct of the cighth ward, - 
and has resided in the city of St. Louis for twenty- 
one years. The testimony of this witness is cer- 
tainly entitled to the fullest credit so far as it bears 
against the sitting member, On his direct exam- 
ination he testified that he was one of the judges | 
of election at the eastern precinct of the cighth 

yard in August, 1858; that he should think a ma- 
jority of the voters at that precinct were Lrish ; that 
he thought a large majority of the lrish popula- 
tion voted for Barret; and that he had been in the 
city twenty-one years. On his cross examination 
he testified as follows: 

“ Question. Did you say to anybody, after the election, | 
that there were at ivast 400 fraudulent votes polled at that | 
preciuet? i 

“Answer. I did vay to a person that I thought between į 
three and feur hundred votes were fraudulent.” 

Again, the same witness says: i 

“Question. Were there very large numbers of persons | 
who voted at that poll, on that day, who were strangers to | 
you? 

Yok auswer. Yes, sir. | 

« Question. Was there an unparalleled large vote cast at ; 
that precinct? | 

“Answer. There was a larger vote than I ever knew be- | 
fore at that precinct. 

t Question. Were there not at least 490 votes more polled 
than there ever was polled before to your knowledge? 

“Answer, I cannot say positively, not remembering the 
former vote. ! 

« Question. Did not the national Democratic party receive i 
there 400 votes more, at that precinct, than they had ever | 
i 


received before? 
“Answer. L cannot say positively; I think there were. 
“ Question. What were the names of the judges at that | 
precinct? l 
“Answer, John B. Gibson, George Burche, and T. F. | 
Keane. l 
“í Question. How did these judges vote for Congress? 
‘answer. Gibson and Burche, I think, voted for Breck- | 
inridge ; Keane voted for Barret.” 


To entitle any person to vote in Missouri, the 
law requires a residence of one year in the State, 
and three months in the county or district where 
the vote is offered. The law also requires the | 

Judges of the election to record the name of every | 
person voting, and to place opposite the name a | 
number, and te put the same number upon the |! 


+ cinets, who voted for the sitting member, au 


i habitants. 


court. The record contains copies ef the poll- 
books and abstracts of the ballots from every pre- 
cinct. Itcan, therefore, be readily ascertained by 


an cxamination of the record, how every person | 
é SAER bad hs YPES 
in the district voted. - Exhibit A contains tke- 


names of more than seventy persons who voted at 


Carondelet. Madison Miller, Herbel, and others, ! 


long resident in the town, were acquainted with 
the inhabitants, and knew they were strangers 
there, and not entitled to vote; and the abstract of 
the ballots shows that sixty of those persons voted 
for the sitting member. 

Joseph Baker, with many other persons, long 
resident in the eastern precinct of the eighth ward, 
made a list of more than eighty persons, non-res- 


idents, and not entitled to vote, all of whom, by | 


reference to the abstract of ballots, are found to 
have voted in that precinct, and for the sitting 


member. Now, how is it possible to farnish bet- | 


| ter evidence of fraudulent voting than this? Here | 


are one hundred and forty persons, in two pre- 


i 


the wards, and those best acquainted with the in- 
More than this; the most diligent in- 


quiry failed to identify one of them as a rightful | 


voter, To affirm that those persons may have 
lived in other wards or without the city limits, 
does not help the case; for in that event, they 
would only have been entitled to vote on making 
oath that they had not voted and would not vote 
atany other place, which thecvidence conclusively 
shows they did not do. 

ĮI maintain that the contestant has established 
the fraudulent character of those 140 votes in 
Carondelet and the eastern precinct of the eighth 
ward, by the best evidence it was possible, from 
the nature of the case, to produce. He could not 
bring the fraudulent voters themselves upon the 
siand, for nobody knew them; nor could he have 
compelled them to testify had he found them. 
They appeared at the polls on election day, and 
it was equally a mystery from whence they came 
and whither they went. Doabtless many of them 
voted under fictitious names; and all soon became 
widely dispersed over the country. The testi- 
mony, therefore, of reputable men who had long 
resided in those precincts, and were well acquaint- 
ed with the inhabitants, that these persons were 
strangers, had never voted there before, and were 
never seen there afterwards, is the most satisfac- 
tory kind of evidence to establish the fraud. 

And how is this evidence met by the contest- 
ant, and in the report of the minority of the com- 
mittee? Why, itis a most remarkable fact that 
it does not receive the slightest notice. You will 
look in vain throughout the minority report for 
any, the remotest, allusion to this testimony. In 
the minority report, under the head of * fraudulent 
voting,” there is an argument against the admis- 
sibility of hearsay testimony, and of the census 
retarus; but the testimony of Madison Miller, of 
Herbel, of Baker, and T. F. Keane, is entirely 
ignored. Is the statement of Keane, a political 
friend of the sitting member, and his own witness 
—that between three and four hundred fraudulent 
votes were castat the precinet where he presided 
as judge—to have no weight? Are we to disre- 
gard the admission of this witness that very large 
numbers of the persons who voted at that pre- 
cinet were entire strangers to him, and that the 
national Democratic party, to which he belonged, 
received four hundred more votes at that election 
than ever before? No attempt is made to contra- 
dict or explain this testimony, and no suggestion 
ismads that the witness is not entitled to the fullest 
credit. The testimony of Miller and of Herbel, 
that sixty persons who voted for the sitting mem- 
ber in Carondelet were enurely unknown to any 


citizen of the place, so faras could be ascertained |} 


by inquiry, is in Jike manner silently disregarded; 
and. yet the couciusion is arrived at, that not 
more than twenty-seven illegal votes are proved 
to have been enst for the sitting member! 

l pass new to the eastern precinct of the fourth 
ward. In 1856, the vote was, for Blair, 586; Ken- 
nett, (Americin,) 569, Reynolds, (Democrat,) 
191—total 1,286. In 1838, the vote was, for Blair, 
556; Breckenridge, (American,) 449; Barret, 595 
total 1,600. Here the sitting member reccived 
more than three times as many votes as the ean- 


all |} of this city; Mr. Joseph McGehan, } 


| of them entire strangers to the oldest resident of |; 


i} Question. Ts thelist w 


didate of his party atthe preceding congressional 
! election, o A S Poked : 
T desire tocall the attention of the House to the 
testimony of Henry J. Stierlin and Samuel Sim- ” 
mons; the former on page, 745 of record, and the 
latter on page 753: a 
“Wenry J. Stierlin, of lawful age, 
sworn by me, deposes and s : 
'Questions by Mr. Buäiki . pois neues s 
“ Question. Were you a clerk of the election at the east: : 
ern precinet of the‘fourth ward ? ‘ ; aed 
© answer, T was. f 
& Question. Ilow often have 
at that precinct? j : ja $ 
“ Answer. Since 1834. The August election of 1854 xvas; 
the first, and.at every election, with two exceptions, tlrose 
two exceptions being special cleetions, |. ERI aug aig 
| “Question. State whether you aud others looked över 
i the poll-books of the fourth ward at the Jast election, to + 
rtain whether persons had voted there who were not 
iled to vote, and whether you made a list. of sucli per; 
sons. 5 2 
‘t Answer. Yes, sir. [looked it over, and trade a listof 
ont pe :which we thought were not persons Hiving In © 
the four H ` 3 Hs 
“ Question. Who assisted you? : i 
& Answer. Mr. Urban, president of the board of assessors 
r, Samuel Simmons, 


bheing produced and 


you officiated there asclerk 


: Fred. Buschman; and Cliatles Meyers. 
& Question. Have you that list with you? 

«© Answer. Ye f; 

« Question. Please read the names.” 


Here follows the names of one hundred. and 
thirty-six persons. 

Cross examination. 

st Questions by Mr. BARRET : ar. A ; 

“© Question. Do you pretend to say that all those persons , 
voted iNegally? j 

« Answer. They are such names as, to my knowledge, 
have never before appeared on the poll-books at any elec- 
tion in the fourth ward, and which, I think, are not resi- 
dents of the fourth ward; £ having lived in the fourth ward 
a Jong time. : 

«Samuel Simmons, of lawful age, being produced and > 
sworn by me, deposes and says: 

« Questions by Mr. BLAIR: j 

« Question. Mr. Simmous, did you assist Mr. Steirling, 
Urban, and others, in taking off alist of names from the © 
poll-books of the fourth ward after the last August cleetion? 

& Answer. 1 did in the fourth ward with Mr. Stoirting. 
Charles Meyer, Fred. Buschman, Dominick Urban, an 
Joseph MeGeban. re 

* Question. Was this list, made by you and the others; ° 
supposed by you and them to be iHegal votes?) < : 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. 


Dich Mr. Steirlingread thismorn- 
| ing, and which is incorporated in his testimony, a correct 


ij dist Qf the persons who were struck off by you and others 


froni tbe poll books of the fourth ward? : 
| Answer. The list which we took off was, to the bestof 
i our information and knowledge of the residents ofthatward, 
i es who we did not know as residents of that . 


before stated. 

“ Question, Were you in the city at th 
| tion? s 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. I believe I have been in this city 
at every April election since the winter of 1851. 

In the eastern precinct of the ninth ward the 
vote, in 1856, was, for Blair, 271; Kennet, (Amer- - 
ican,) 240; Reynolds, (Demoerat,) 47. In 1888 | 
Blair had 196; Breckinridge, (American,) 234; ` 
Barret, 492. 

In the western precinct, ninth ward, Blair had, 
in 1856, 267; Kennett, 31; Reynolds, 102. ` In | 
1858 Blair had 224; Breckinridge, 46; Barret, 
418. 

William Buckman, page of record 658, testifies 

as follows: 


t Question. Were you judge of the election, ninth ward, 
western precinct? 4 

« Answer, Yes, sir, 

“ Question. Was there any disturbance there that day 
during the election? 

“ Answer. More than there has been for the last five 


e last April elec- ` 


“ 


Question. Was it kept up pretty much throughout the 
whole day? 

ú Answer. Yes, sir.” 

Again, the same witness says: ; 
| & Question. Was the vote much larger at that precinct 
than ever before? 

i Answer. Just double the average fer the last fiveyears, 
having been judge there that jong. 

t“ Question. Were any of those who voted unknown te 
you? 

* Answer. About three fourths. 

« Question. Were the parties engaged in making the dis- 
turbance, with the exception of the ringleaders, known to 
you? f 

* Answer. Very few of them. 3 p 

u Question. Were they excited witb liguor = 

“ Answer. Every evidence of it; it appeared so; E saw 
no one drink any.?? 


Mr. WEBSTER. I would ask the gentleman 
if there was nota municipal election held in April? 
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Mr. MARSTON. There was. : 

Mr. WEBSTER. Did not the vote Increase 
in that very ward some two hundred and fifty 
votes over the election held in August? 

“My. MARSTON. Icannotsay that it was not 
so. 

‘Mr. WEBSTER. Is it not a fact that, at the 
election in April, two hundred and fifty. more 
votes were polled than. were polled at the August 
election; thatthe Democratic and American votes 
corresponded with the August votes; and that the 
vote of the Republican candidate increased two 
hundred and fifty over that of August? 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) ‘Lhe gentleman is 
mistaken in reference to that. The votes of the 
Demucratic candidate fell off seven hundred from 
that given for Mr. Barret in August, while the 
Republican candidate gained two thousand votes. 

Mr. WEBSTER. ‘That is not my question. 
Iwas speaking of the election in the ninth ward, 
and of the returns from that ward to which the 
gentleman from New Hampshire was referring, 


will bear out what I said on that subject. In the 
ninth ward the increase in the vote at the April 
election over the August election was two hun- 
dred and fifty. "Phe Democratic vote and the 


vote increase/l. 

Mr. BLAIR, (contestant.) I simply wish to : 
say in reference to the ninth ward that, whilst | 
the candidate on the several city tickets maintained | 
precisely the same vote as was 
the alderman upon the Repub 
elected in that ward. 

Mr.MARSTON. The remarkable thing about | 
the vote in this ward is, that while the united vote 
of Blair and of the American candidate fell off 
about 100 from that cast in 1856, the vote of the 
nasional Democratic party went up from 149 to 

10. 

“dn the Gravois precinct the vote in 1856 was: 
for Blair, 4; Kennett, (American,) 47; Reynolds, 
(Democrat,) 4. In 1858 the vote was: for Blair, 
7; Breckinridge, (American,) 23; Barret, 153. 


“ Peter Nildebrand, of Inwful age 

duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Questions by Mr. Brau: 

© Question. Were you at the polls at the Gravois coal 
mines on the day of last August election ? 

t nswer. Yes, sir. 

* Question. Did you challenge any person who offered 
to vote there? 

“ Answer, Yes, sir, I did. 

* Question. Who was it who offered to 
ehaWenged? 

ts Answer. Ido not know their names; there were nine 
altogether. 

* Question. Were they sworn? 

t Answer. No, sir. 

s Question. Why were they not sworn? 

4“ Sinswer. They would not swear, 

* Question. Did one of the judges threaten you for chal- 
lenging them ? 

Answer. He told me to go out of the house; I had no 
business tuere. 

« Question. Which one of the judges? 

«Answer, It was William Height. 

© Question. Where did these men come from? 

“viaswer. It is said they worked near the Sulphur 
springs. 5 

“ Question. Did they vote? 

“ Answer. No, sir; they did not. 

Question. Were any other persons challenged there on 
that day ? 

e Answer. No, sir; these were all that were challenged. 


DA 


, being produced and 


‘vote that you 


| the Gravois precinct came from the county road? 


| as beingso; idid not sec them come from the county road. 


€ Á ng, || tion for the same officer in 1857. 
and not to the vote of the whole city. The fact || 


a s l I have referred, cannot fail to convince any im- 
American vote was the same; but the Republican |! 


given in August, © 
lican ticket was |! 


men who were with them said they came from the county 
road, where they were working. 
Question. Did they ali come together? 
“ Answer. No, sir; they came in different lots. 
* Question. How Jong have you been living out there ? 
% Answer. About thirteen years. 
« Question. Did you say that half the men. who voted at 


«Answer, Yes, sir; they were, or it was reported there | 


* Question. Were you at the poits all day? 
t Answer. Pretty much. 
t Reéxamincd by Mr. BLAIR: 

tt Question. Does Gray live there? 

“ Answer. INO, he dort”? 

In the eastern precinct of the fifth ward the vote 
wasasfollows: 1856, Blair, 300; Kennett, (Amer- 
ican,) 967; Reynolds; (Democrat,) 165; total, 
1,432. In 1858, Blair, 349; Breckinridge, (Ameri- 
can,) 1,087; Barret, 693; being a gain of 697 in 
the whole vote, of which the candidate of the na- 
tional Democratic party received 528. 

Atthe election for mayor, in 1858, only 21 more 
votes were cast in this precinct than at the elec- 


Now, I submit that a comparison of the votes 
! cast for the candidates of the different parties in 
these several precincts in 1856 and in 1858, to- 
gether with an examination of the proofs to which 


partial mind that fraudulent votes, to an enormous 
extent, were polled for the sitting member in those 
precincts. I have made no reference to the census 
lists, nor to any hearsay testimony. The evidence | 
to which I have called the attention of the House | 
is legal and competent to prove the charge of fraud- 
ulent voting made by the contestant; and it is, for 
‘the most part, uncontradicted and unexplained, 
and it comes from witnesses about whose veracity | 
and means of knowledge no question has been 
made, 

‘The contestant charges that in several precincts 
the judges of the clection were guilty of improper 
and fraudulent conduct in refusing to allow chal- 
lenges, and in neglecting and refusing to admin- 
ister the requisite oaths to persons offering to vote. 
Are these charges sustained by the evidence? The 
minority of the committee, in their report, say 
they are not. ‘There is a most remarkable want 
of candor in the minority report, on this point. 
While pretending to cite the testimony of several 
| witnesses, it entirely omits all that part of the tes- 
mony which relates to the subject, but quotes 
other portions of the testimony, which have no 
bearing upon it whatever. At the Gravois pre- 
cinct Peter Hildebrand challenged nine persons 
at the same time, and they would not swear, and 
did not vote. Oncof the judges then ordered him 
out of the house, saying he had no business there. 
Thereupon he desisted from challenging, and no 
other persons were challenged during the day, 
and none were sworn, although half of those 
who voted there were strangers to the witness— 
who was an old resident of the precinct—and 
strangers to everybody else there, so far as the 
witness could learn. 

At Carondelet, where sixty persons voted for 
the sitting member who could not be identified by 
anybody in the township, and who, itmay fairly 
be inferred from the testimony, were there on that 


i 
i 
I 


“ Question. Were there many persons who voted there 
that were strangers? 

“ Answer. l think there were one half that voted there 
that 1 never saw before, 

© Question. Were they known to any persons there ? 

“ vinewer. E dowt think there was anybody acquainted 
with them, except Mr. Gray? 

“ Question. Who is Gray? 

 Auswer. Ed. Gray, county engineer, or something. 

& Question. Did be being most of those men there ? 

“Answer, I can’t say; he was a kind of agent for them 
there. 

* Question. Were any of {bem swom? 

“ Answer. Not one of them.” 


Cross-eXamination, same witness: 


“ Questions by Mr. BARRET: 

* Question. For whom were those men whom you chal- : 
lenged going to vote? 

Answer. Tie national Democratic ticket. Mr. Gray 
made their tickets out for them. 

“ Question. Did i understand you to say that most of the į 
strangers there came from the county road? 

“ Answer. No, sir; you understood me to sa 
half of the men that voted there we ange 
eame from the county road. 

* Question. What road did they come from? 

* Answer. I understood they came from the county road; 
i thought at first they were from the poor-houge; but the 


y that one | 
and they 


not vote at any other place at that election. 


four hundred of the votes polled there were fraud- 


ought. 

But to this evidence no reference is made in the 
minority report, and the charge 
with the remark that the “ testimony has entirely 


ity on the part of the judges.” 

Pray what would be evidence of fraudulent 
conduct on the part of judges of an election, if the 
proofs to which i have referred are not? When 


vote in small precincts, in which all the inhabit- ; 
ants are known to each other, the judges mast | 
have known, either that they were not entitled to į 
vote at all, or entitled by virtue of having a resi- | 
dence in some other partof the district or county. | 
In the latter event, they were required by law to: 


occasion for the first time in their lives, the judges | 
omitted entirely to administer the oath to those | 
| offering to vote that they had not voted and would : 


At the eastern precinet of the eighth ward that ; 
form of oath was not administered at alj, though | 
a Democratic judge swears that between three and || 


went, which he admits would not have been the |) 
case if all the judges had donvas he thought they | 


is there dismissed | 


failed to support the charges of fraud and partial- 3 


large bodies of strangers presented themselves to || 


: tested Election Case 


' sumed to have done his duty. 


i pose of 


swear that they had not voted and would not vote 
atany other. place at that clection, To receive 
their votes without requiring that oath to be taken 
was a gross ticgleet of a plain duty, and of so 
gross a character as to amount to positive fraud. 

The contestant charges, in bis notice of contest, 
that the judges of the election in the Gravois, 
Harlem House, and Sappington precincts, and 
the eastern precinct of the fifth ward, were not 
sworn as required by the laws of Missouri. 

{f the fact be so, according to all the congres- 
sional precedents, the votes of those precincts 
should be thrown out. 

The congressional cases are uniform on this 
point: that the refusal or neglect of the clection 
officers to take the oath required by law vitiates 
the poll of such election district. 

It was so decided in the case of Draper vs. John- 


| son, in the Twenty-Second Congress, by the 


Committee of Elections and by the House. In 
that case the committee reported a resolution to the 
House declaring the seat vacant; but the House, 
rejecting all the votes from the precincts where the 
election officers were not sworn, and where the 


| votes were taken in the absence of the clerk, 


confirmed the sitting member in his seat. 
s, pe 268.) 

In MeFarland vs. Purviance, Eighth Congress, 
the election officers for Montgomery county re- 
fused to take the oath required by law, and the 
Committee of Elections held that sufficient to set 
aside the election for that county; but as the sit- 
ting member still had a majority of votes in the 
district, the committee reported that there was 
not sufficient evidence to vacate his seat. (Con- 
tested Election Cases, p. 131.) 

In the case of McFariand vs. Culpepper, in the 
Tenth Congress, the committee rejected the votes 
in three counties, because the Inspectors and 
clerks conducting the clection were not sworn as 
the law required, which appeared to leave alarge 
majority for the contestant; butas, in the opinion 


(Con- 


i of the committee, ‘the truth of that was doubt- 


ful,” they recommended that the seat be declared 
vacant, in which the House concurred. (Con- 
tested Election Cases, p. 222.) 

The case of Easton vs. Scott, a case from Mis- 
souri, is to the same point. (Contested Election 
Cases, p. 273.) , 

It is also a legal presumption that the oath re- 
quired has been taken, every officer being pre- 
Whoever, there- 
fore, affirms that the election officers were not 
sworn according to the requirements of the law is 
bound to prove it. He is not bound to make ple- 
nary proof of this nerative allegation, but he mast 


| offer some proof sufficient to rebut the legal pre- 
| sumption, In this case, the burden rests upon the 


contestant. He mustrender it more probable than 


otherwise that the judges in those precincts were 
not sworn, or the logal presumption that they 
were sworn must prevail, A law of Missouri, 
passed in 1825, required the judges of elections, 
before entering upon the duties of their appoint- 
ment, to be sworn to the faithful and impartial 
discharge thereof; and the law also required that 
a certificate thereof be returned with the return of 
the votes to the office of the clerk of the court. 
And that law is still in force. . 
Mr. BARRET. Task leave to interrupt the 
gentleman from New Hampshire for a mement, 
He says that the law of 1825 is in force now, I 
say it has been repealed. Tecan show it, The 
gentleman ought to know it, because he isa law- 
yer; andany man whðis a lawyer, and will read 
the act, must know that that law was repeated 
by the act of 1835. 
Mr. MARSTON. So far as the law applied to 
the election of State officers, it was repealed, and 
supplied by another act, somewhat different, at 


! the time of the revision of the statutes in 1835; 
l but so far as the election of members of Congress 
/ was concerned, it was continued in force by an 
act passed on the 4th day of February, 1835. 
i Phe law is in these words: 
E Election of members to Congress. 
& Be it enacted, Phat an clection shall be held at the sev- 


in this Spe, on the test Mondi 
t Monday in Augu-t, 1836, and on the firs 
pary EWO y thercaiter. for the por 
ember, zongress from this State; 
and the said election to be governed in all other respects 
under the laws which governed the election of members to 
Congress heretofore.” t 
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And this law has been reénacted at every re- 
vision of the laws of that State since. The only 
point of difference between the law applicable to | 
the election of State officers and the one I have 
read, continuing in force the law of 1825, regu- 
lating the election of members to Congress, which 
is at all pertinent to the present inquiry, is this: 
the latter requires a certificate of the oath required | 
to be taken by the judges of election to be re- 
turned with the poll-book, while the former does 
not. Copies of all the poll-books are contained 
in the record, and we find upon them, in proper 
form, certificates of the oaths required to be taken 
by the judges and clerks, except those from the 
Gravois, Harlem House, and Sappington pre- 
cincts, and the castern precinct of the fifth ward. 
It seems, therefore, to be understood in Missouri 
that the law passed in 1825, requiring certificates 
of the oaths taken by the judges and clerks, is 
still in force. Now, the only evidence that the 
judges in those precincts were not sworn, is the 
certified copies of the poll-books found in the rec- | 
ord. It appears, by inspection, that the judges 
at the other precincts were all sworn, butit does 
not so appear in respect to the judges at those 
precincts to which exception is taken. 

In the case of Draper vs. Johnson, to which I 
have already referred, it was decided that, as the | 
law of Virginia required a record of the oath taken | 
by election officers to be filed in the clerk’s office, 
a certificate from the clerk that such certificate had 
not been filed, was sufficient to shift the burden 
of proof upon the other party. So here, the law 
requiring a certificate of the oath to be returned 
with the poll-book, and it appearing, by inspec- 
tion, not to have been returned, that is sufficient 
to rebut the legal presumption that the election 
officers had done their duty. Of this the sitting 
membér has no right to complain, It imposes 
no hardship upon him. If the judges were in fact 
sworn, he could readily have shown it. He might 
have called the judges themsclves to testify to that 
fact. Indeed, he did call one of them for another 
purpose, but he did not inquire of him whether 
he had been sworn or not. But the contestant 
could not compel the judges to testify that they 
had not been sworn—that they had been guilty 
of a criminal neglect of duty. It would always 
be difficult, and often impossible, for a party to 
offer plenary proof of a negative allegation. Nor 
is such proof required. The sitting member can- 
not complain of surprise in this matter; for the 
charge was made in the notice of contest, and in- 
sisted upon throughout the argument. He took 
testimony upon nearly every other charge made 
by the contestant; but in reference to this he is | 
silent. 

But it is said the people of a precinct or town- 
ship ought not to be disfranchised because the 
election officers either negiccted or refused to take 
the oath required by law. Nor need they. If 
informalities exist in the returnas, the state of the 
vote may be shown by other evidence. We can 
go behind the returns, and inquire into the facts, 
and correct any crrors that may exist. But in 
this case nothing of the sort has been done. The 
sitting member relies solely upon the returns of | 
these unsworn officers. Hc has made no attompt 
to verify them by other evidence. To receive 
these returns, and give to them the same effect as 
to the returns of officers who have in all respects 
complied withthe law, will be establishing a most 
dangerous precedent. The effect will be practi- | 
cally to nullify all laws intended to guard and | 
protect the right of suffrage and to secure the | 
faithful and impartial performance of the duties 
incumbent upon thase intrasted with the conduct 
of elections. 
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THE TARIFF. 


SPEECH OF HON. G. S. HOUSTON, | 
OF ALABAMA, 

In rune House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 8, 1860. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union— 


Mr. HOUSTON said: 
Mr. Cuainman: At the time discussion com- | 
menced on this bill, my time was necessarily oc- 
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| large. I have not changed that opinion; and while | 


| cupied in the examination of other matters of 
| legislation; besides, I supposed (as ali did on this 

side of the House) that the debate would not be 

closed upon the bill until after the national con- 

ventions had been held. Fn this, it seems, I have 

been misled, and I am now forced into the dis- 
cussion of the grave and important questions 

growing out of the proposition to increase largely 

the taxes of the people, without such recent ex- 

amination as I desired to make. Even under such 

disadvantages, I am unwilling to permit the o¢- 

casion to pass without entering my protest against 

the provisions of this bill, and giving briefly some 

of my reasons for it. 

The question isanimportant one. The taxing 
power of the Government, and its duty growing 
out of the exercise of that power, in view of the 
constitutional grant, present questions which, in 
my judgment, are not surpassed in importance 
by any ever agitated in an American Congress. 
I at once acknowledge the vast magnitude and 
importance of the questions growing outof African | 
slavery as it exists in some of the States of our 
Union. Iam satisfied that upon its adjustment 
and final settlement the fate of the Government 
depends, and properly depends. Yet no question 
connected with the Government can be of more | 
interest or importance than those growing out of | 
the bill under consideration. | 

T was pleased to hear the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Snerman] admit so fully and distinctly that 
a duty levied upon imports is a tax upon those 
who consume such imports. Ido not consider 
| it, therefore, necessary, in view of such emphatic 
| admission, to submit any remarks with a view to | 
establish that proposition. In the discussions of || 
the tariff in times past, that was a disputed point, || 
Those who favored duties for protection, as this || 
bill proposes, denied that the consumers of this | 
country paid the tax or duty levied upon imports. į 
Tam pleased that the protectionists are now dis- || 
posed to deal more frankly and candidly with the || 
subject, and admit that the taxes proposed in this || 
bill—exorbitant and unjust as ł know them to įj 
be—are to be paid (if the bill shall become a Jaw) | 
by the consumers of this country for the benefit i 
(as I am sure will be admitted by candid debaters) 
of the manufacturers. Thatis a correct statement 
of the case, and presents to our constituents the 
truc and precise question, whether they are will- | 
ing to be thus taxed in their necessary consump- | 
tion, not because the Government needs the 
|! money, but to prosper and enrich the manufac- | 
turing interesis. 

The pretext presented by these who want pro- ;| 
tection is, that we are not receiving, under the 
existing law, sufficient revenue to meet the just | 
and proper demands of the Government. That 
is a mere pretext, as! propose to show. In 1857 
our receipts, under the law of 1846, were said to 


be too large. I was then satisfied they were too | 
{ 


the prescut law, passed in that year, did not suit: 
me in gome of its provisions, yet I voted for it as | 
the best I could gct. It was a reduction of the || 
receipts into the Treasury, as well as a reduction || 
of the taxes upon the people. An effort is now |, 
being made to increase the duties to a point much | 
higher than they were under the law of 1846, upon | 
the alleged ground that our receipts into the Treas- | 
ury are too small, i 
Why all of this? Are these statements cor- , 
rect? Ifthey are, if our receipts are not sufficient jį 
to meet the just demands of the Government, || 
what isthe proper remedy? Whatcourse should || 
wise and patriotic statesmen pursue to remedy H 
the evil? They should, if practicable, curtail the || 
expensesof the Government, and in that way bring į 
| its expenditures to a point where they could be | 
| met by itsincome. Letus adopt that course. Let ; 
us cease to waste the money of the Government. | 
| Let us dispense with unnecessary and extrava 
gant appropriations and see if in that way we can- į 
not avoid an increase of taxation. We are just | 
emerging from most scrious commercial troubles |} 
and embarrassments; a revulsion in the commer |} 
cial world which extended to every interest in the | 
i 

i 

i 

i 


country with most blighting effects; impairmg 
and, in many cases, destroying the circulating 
medium of the country; checking, to a large eX- | 
tent, its commerce and trade. Under such circum- į 
stances, how could we expect the usual amount 


of imports or the: Usual amount of receipts into 
the Treasury? A prudent matin a case tke this; i 
and at atime like this, would reduce his expenses 
and husband his means so as. to be able to weather 
the storm and pass safely: through” the crisis. 
The Government should ‘do the same. ` 

Mr. Chairman, E wish to present another view 
in this connection. Even if we‘had been prudent 
and economical to a proper extent, which I deny, 
yet L would be unwilling to increase the’ taxes, 
for the reason that the law of 1857 has not had a 
fair trial. ` I ask, as one of the representatives of 
the consumers, and, of course, of thé tax-payers, 
that the present law shall be properly tested: be- 
fore you put another in ity placc.. Let ‘us see 
whether it will answer the purposes for which it 
was'enacted. If you give it ‘such a trial, and it 
shall fail to produce means enough to meet the 
just and economical wants of ‘the Government, 
then I will assist in making such modifications as 
may be necessary to produce the desired results; 
otherwise, L will resist any effort to increase ‘the 
rates of duty under it. No injury can result from 
giving it such farther trial, for in any event, we 
are compelled to renew a portion of our loan, in 
some form. Our outstanding Treasury notes 
must be redeemed before any tariff bill we may 
enact can produce its effects upon our receipts; so 
that, if I should admit (which I do not) that the 
proposed bill would enlarge our receipts, yet the 
supposed increase of receipts will not take place 
in time to redeem those Treasury notes; and you 


| will be compelled, even if you change your rates 
| of duty, to provide for the redemption of those 


notes. The bill before us proposes to make a 
loan to meet the outstanding Treasury notes, 
Then why not make the loan, or renew the au- 
thority to issue Treasury notes, and leave the 
present law asit is, that it may vindicate itself, 
or establish, beyond doubt, its insufficiency? The 
present law is yielding more revenue than its 
friends claimed for it at the time it was enacted. 


already referred, which occurred in the early part 
of the fall,and when the law had been‘in exist- 


ence about three months. ` The effects of ‘the re- 
vulsion may, to some extent, be seen in the imports 
of that year. Notwithstanding the rates of duty 
had been reduced by thatlaw, and, of course, for- 
cign products could come into this country more 
frecly, because paying less duty at our custom-. 
houses, yet the imports of that year amounted to 
$282,613,150, being $78,276,991 less than the year 
before, which was under the higher duties of; the 
law of 1846. The yield of revenue the first year 
was only $41,789,620 96, caused, in part, by the 
reduction of duty, and also by the great falling 
off of imports produced by the causes to. which 
I have referred. Those who were. unfriendly to 
the law of 1857, and wanted an increase of duty 
for purposes of protection, rejoiced at what they 
called a failure of the law to afford properrevenue, 
and sought to have the duties made higher. At 
that time they failed. [trust they may always 
fail in efforts 0 unjust and unnecessary. 1 pro- 
pose to follow the inquiry on this pomt a step 
further, and see if we cannot find abundant and 
satisfactory evidence that our receipts under: the 
present law will be ample for all proper ends. 
The second year of the operation of the law of 
1857, from the Ist of July, 1858, to the 30th of 
June, 1859, yielded $49,565,824 38, within asmall 
amount of the yield its friends estimated for it 
when it becamealaw. You can but discover, Mr. 
Chairman, that as the country recovers from the 


| yery disastrous effects of the crash of 1857, as 
| confidence is restored, commerce and trade be~ 


eome more healthy and active, business of all 
kinds is becoming prosperous, and, of course, in- 
creasing largely the revenue from imports. 


ist Sess. 
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7 
For. the current fiscal year, terminating 30th | 
June, 1860, the Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mated the receipts from customs at $56,000,000; 
and the receipts up to this date fally satisfy me 
that his estimate will be realized, and the law will, 
the present year, exceed the estimate of its friends 
by about $6,000,000. The Sceretary estimates 
for the next fiscal year, ending 30th June, 1861, 
$60,000,000; and if nothing occurs to disturb the 
prosperity of the country, no man who will ex- 
amine this subject free from prejudice will ven- 
ture to bring that estimate in serious question. 
T have heard much in praise of the law of 1846; 
I concur in giving it praise; it vindicated itself 
most triumphantly, and established for its pro- 
jectors. and friends a just claim to wisdom and 
statesmanship in its enactments. Bathow much 
more revenue was it yielding when it gave place 
to the act of 1857 than the latter is now yielding? 
The law of 1846 was in operation for about ten 
years. The highest yield under it for any one |: 
ear was $64,224,190 27, in the year 1854. The; 
ast. year of its existence, ending 30th June, 1857, 
it yielded $63,875,905 05. Its average yield for 
ten years was $50,021,000 93. We reduced the 
yates of duty as established by the law of 1846, 
because that law was yielding too much revenue, | 
and now when the law of 1857 is yielding many 
millions more than its friends expected, and but 
little under the law of 1846, it is proposed by the 
protectionists to make the duties much higher than 
they were even under the act of 1846, when all 
sides admitted that the receipts were too large. Is į 
it possible that any one can fail to understand this 
Their object is not an increase of revenue, but 
r tection. Ifthey wish an increase of revenue, 
ow do they expect to obtai 
osition, wh 


F 


| 
| 


y i nit? Take their prop- | 
nich 1s the bill under consideration, and $; 
Statement of some of the principa 

the proposed tariff of Mr. Morrill, and exhibiting t 


` not wi 


l articles imported into the United 


what will likely be its yield? The gentleman who 
reported it [Mr. MornLL] says: 
« After a most patient examination, I feel confident the 


importations ander this bill would produce $60,000,000 of 


revenue, and not more.” 
If that be its yield, why change the existing 


‘Jaw, which will yield more than that, with a much 
smaller tax upon the people. The Secretary of 
ithe Treasury estimates, as I have already said, 
: the revenue for next fiscal year at $60,009,060. 
: Thus you will see the tw 
| while the rate of duty or tax, which the gentle- 
| man from Ohio [Mr. Sumrman] admits is paid by 


o estimates are the same, 


the consumer, is much higher in the bill under 
consideration than in the present law, or the law 
of 1848. Then, can any one doubt that the pur- 


i pose is protection, regardless of revenue? We 


all know that the law of 1846, with much lower 


‘duties than those in the proposed bill, yielded 
‘several millions more revenue, at the date of its 


repeal, than gentlemen even claim for this bill 
Then, if revenue be the object, why not propose 
to reinstate that law, which we all know will yield 


‘enough revenuc? Why make a guess, when you 
ican make it a certainty? That law has been tried, | 


and we know it will yield enough. Why not 
take it? If youare candid in saying you seek 


i revenue, and delicve the present law will notgive |: 


it, why hesitate to propose one that has been tried, 
and yielded an abundance? 1 have no doubt the 
present law will furnish all we need; and I will 
illingly give it up even for that of 1846 unti 

Í am satisfied to the contrary. 
The friends of this bill estimate thatit will yield 


$60,000,000, ‘* and not more.” Lam aware thatit i; 


is very dificult to estimate for any new tariff law, 
for the reason that we do not alwa 
effect it will have upon commerce; and especially 


he rates and duties prescribed thereby, 


ys know the |} 


States during the fiscal year ending Ji 
us compared w 


is it dificult to estimate for this bill, with its com- 
i plicated duties, made up of ad valorem and spe- 
| cifics, introducing the condemned and exploded 
| principles of minimums, square yard, number of 
threads, and otherabsurdities; yet I havea table, 
| prepared as well, E presume, as it can be done in 
advance of the operation of the Jaw, from which 
it appears thai, upon the imports of the year 1859, 
this bill will yield $72,118,185 65, being over 
| $20,609,000 more than the yield under the present 
| law, Let me ask gentlemen what they propose 
ito do with $72,113,135 65 per annum? Why 
| take it out of the pockets of the people? We do 
not need it, and the consumers should not be re- 
| quired to pay it. But gentlemen say it will only , 
it yield $60,000,000 yearly. Upon what principle 
| do they make such estimate? No one familhar 
| with the subject will be ata loss to understand 
how they reduce it so much. They are correct 
| in making reduced estimates of its yield, but they 
fail to go far enough. They know the rates of 
| the pending bill are strongly restrictive of im- 
| ports, largely prohibitory; and itis bya restraint 
upon commerce that they expect it to yield only 
60,000,000. I have no idea it will yield that 
‘much. I would be willing to stake what little of 
| reputation I may have that its yield would be 
millions below that sum, because of its prohibit- 
l| ory character. Upon the amount of imports in 
: 1859, as I have already shown, this bill would 
give $72,113,135 65, while its advocates only claim 
i for it 60,000,000. To reduce itto that sum, your 
|| imports must necessarily be, to a material extent, 
li prohibited; your trade abroad cut off and de- 
stroyed. Another very objectionable feature of 
' this bill is, that its high duties are mostly on arti- 
| clesof necessity, such as all, whether poor or rich, 
| must have, as shown in the table, which I read: 


u 


ine 30, 1859, upon which the duties are inereased by 
ith the rates and duties under the tariff act of 1857. 


Un Under Mr. Morrill’s bill. 
3 a y 7i Rate of duty. Duty. at 
Quantity. | Value, : uy Rate of duty. Duty. 
(818,293 guilons. | $5,062,872 | 24 per cent. | $1,215,089 28 | 4 cents per gallon. $1,312,731 72 
Cjo . E Sa EP = f rayon) of ce m4 EDD 50 cents per pound. 5,183,537 50 
Tobaeco—Cigars .sssseesseceseessseseececessseeeesers sete ss 29,306 thousand.} 4,581,742 | 24 1,374,522 60 | EG ee pouna, LSe 20 
Leaf, Unmanufactured. sss esserrrerrerrrertre | 86,282 | 24“ 404,707 68 | 25 per cent. ad val. 421,570 50 
Iron—Bar.. sse sesers recess . zif Q4 t 1,004,239 44 | &15 per ton, 1,428,400 50 
Railroad | 24 S 545,767 68 12 per ton. 839,587 20 
Pig.. aie 24 s 251,508 09 6 per ton. 435,103 80 
Oid and scrap... 24 se 25,848 48 6 per ton. 61,011 60 
Bheetwr cee 24 sé 137,514 00 | 2 cents per pound. 557,367 06 
Hoop. eass e . | 24 ee 92,927 52 | $20 per ton. 122,908 94 
Cables or chains, or pi at 280 pounds. 24 ee 41,928 24 1 25 per 100 pounds. 00 
Anchors, and parts or. wf 3379 pounds. 24 st 3,242 49 1 50 per 100 pounds. 69 
Anvils, and parts o enone bee ee eens eee -.} 836,759 pounds. 24 s 12,193 20 1 50 per 109 pounds, 25 
Stecl—LIngots, bars, s alued at nuts or Jess per pound, | 155,171 ewt. 15 ee 185,878 85 | 14 cents per pound. 23 
Ingots, bars, 5 ; alued above 7 cents and notabove į bens | 
lL cents per ponud. Lene e ee eect enna eeteee esses 128,937 ewt. | i = 86 137,024 52 | 2 cents per pound. 88 | 
Ingots, bars, shee bove IL cents per pound.. ~ - - - 
Mill, pit, and dri inches wide... š 
Mill, pit, and drag saws, over 9 inches wide..... i 9,521 | 28,495 | A t 6,358 80 | 12 cents perlineal foot. 7,997 64 
CYrOSS-CUL SAWS. cere cree cree rn een eee | f 
Lead—In pigs and bars, (including sheet j 
Old scrap lead, fit only to be remanufacture 15 es 392,665 50 | 1 cent per pound. 
Tn sheets, pipes, or shot, (pipes and ShOt)...++ seer ees | 15 e 454.05 | 1} cents per pound, 
Zinc, speler, or teuteneque, unmanutacturcd, in blocks and pi i 4 e 24 1 Sl per 100 pounds. 
Zinc, spelter, or teuteneque, in Sheets. rresesrrserorereers oi 12 se ! l4 cents per pound. i 
Tin, in plates or sheets. .....55 i - 8 ii 10 per cent. ad val. i 
Oils——Linsced, flaxseed, hempsced, and rapeseed. 3 gallons. 15 a 16 cents per gallon. i 
Salt, in bulkesrsssssse tereossresoresee cone -j 9 bushels. | 15 s 4 cents per bushel. 
Glass, (window b 20,143,776 sq. feet. 15 ‘6 3 cents per sq. foot. 
Bleaching powde 14,597,946 pounds. 4 ee 35 per eent ad. ji | 
China and por - 24 fs 3u per cent. ad vai. | i 
Liquorice, ] i 15 ee 1 3 cents per pound. l i 
Bituminous coal...... H i 24 fa &! per ton. | 
Borax, refined......- errr errr rrere eT Ererer etree eres i 734,085 pounds. | 10,515; 4 fe 3 cents per pound. 
Sal soda, hyposulphate of soda, and all carbonates of soda, by what- | i 
ever name designated, not otherwise provided fore... .eeeeeee sees 1 38,735,950 pounds. | 1,042.295 ; 8 tt 20 per cent. ad val. 
Oils—Patm, seal, and cocoa-nut.. ae 1,332,333 gallons. + 53,603! 4 “ 19 per cent. ad val. | i 
Carpeting. ...c.cseeeeeeenees r 2258210 sq. yds. | 2,200,164; 24 ee 3: sq. yard, | j 
Flannels, sser ~ | 101,911) 19 # vad val, 
Manufactures of wool, or : - $ : 5 „ad val 
not otherwise provided for i - i of „ad val. 
Shirts and drawers, wove or made on fram A | ee ead val. 
Manufactures wholly of cotton... - ce vont. ad val. 
not otherwise provi - 8 39 per cent. ad val. 
Flax, linen, thread, and all manufactures of flax, or of whi | 
the component Material.. ..ssessesee cree eee eee eset retest eee ees - s ! 39 per cent. ad val. H i 
not otherwise provi | - t “ 30 per cent. ad val. ji i 
Tarred cables or cordage....... -| 609,151 pounds. | ts Ob cents per pound. | i 
Untatred Manilla cordage.... erasi 184,720 pounds. i 2 cents per pound, | 
Silk, raw, not more advanced in manufacture than ram, and : 
thrown, OF OFYANZINE.. cp. cs cee esse coer renee ive R weleae H - } i 15 per cert. ad val. 
1 ot -i 
| | $21,967,479 GL | 
t t i 


der act of 1857. 


Another objectionable feature of this bill is its | 
additions to the free list, It adds to the free list | 


$424,657 
duty are suc 


73, and the articles thus released from 
£ 1 h as do not enter into the general 
$8,912,145 of imports, which now pay a duty of || consumption of the county, but are almost ex- 


clusively used by the manufacturers; so, that the 
eee 73 is, by operation of this bill, (ifitshall 
ecome a law,) taken from the Treasury of the 


1860.] 
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could produce the article much cheaper to the 
consumer. I grant you he could do it; but the 
question is, would he do it? I guess not. Icon- 
cede the principle, and have never denied it, that 
articles consumed alone in manufacturing, dye- 
staffs, acids, and such like things, and much of 


the raw thaterial, might, if we were framing a tariff | 


bill without reference to existing dutics, very prop- 
erly be made free of duty; for in that case there 


would be, or should be, a compensating consid- | 
eration to the consumer, in putting a duty on the | 


fabricated article with reference to the fact that 
the manufacturer in this country would have the 


advantage of free articles that constituted much |; 
of the cost of production by him, and for that rea- ! 


son put a duty correspondingly low on the fabri- 
cated goods. In that way the consumer would be 
benefited equally with the producer; but if you 
regulate your d; 

with reference to a duty on raw material, and 
afterwards, without reducing the duty on the fab- 
ricated article, you make the raw material free, 
you make the manufacturer a donation annually 
to that amount, from which the consumer receives 
no benefit. 

Mr. Chairman, much has been said about inci- 
dental protection. Jam glad at all times to see 
the manufacturers avail themselves of all the ben- 
efits incident to a well-regulated tariff. I would 
not discriminate against them. I would discrim- 
inate against no interest or business. E would 
gladly sce them all prosper. We all know that 
any duty upon foreign goods imported into the 
United States affords an incidental benefit to the 
manufacturer oflike goods here. Call itincidental 
protection, if you prefer; many so call it. That, 
however, does notalter the nature of the incident. 
The General Government obtains its revenue by 
duties on imports.. Ido not propose to change 
the policy of the Government in that regard. All 


lask, asa Representative of the consumers, is | 


that, while the present policy prevails, you make 
a fair and proper assessment of duties in the true 
sense of the Constitution; and let the incidents be 
as beneficial to other interests as they may, if the 
duty is a fair one, the incidents are legitimate. 
‘The friends of this bill argue for specific duties, 
as they allege, to prevent frauds on the revenue, 
and to prevent fluctuations in the amount of rev- 
enue collected from customs. Do specific duties 
prevent fluctuations? [think not. What causes 
the fluctuation of which gentlemen speak? Tam 
willing to admit that, when the price of an im- 
ported article is low, the amount of duty collected 


upon it, under the ad valorem principle, is not so | 
great as when the price of the article is high, and | 
in that way there is necessarily a fluctuation toa 


greater or less extent. Ihave not denied that; but 
will we avoid such fluctuation by a system of 
specific duties? I say we will not. 
that if you import the same quantity of the same 


goods cvery year, under the system of specific du- | 
ties, you would receive the same amount of rey- |! 


enue; but such would notbe the case. In times of 
commercial embarrassment and pecuniary revul- 
sion your imports would decrease, and of course 
your revenue would decrease correspondingly. 
Such duties would fail to give us the same amount 
of revenue in times of depression as in times of 
prosperity. In times of depression specific duties 
will operate against and tend to defeat revenue. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] shakes 
his head. If he will hear me, I think [can satisfy 
him that I am correct in my statement In the 

ear ending 30th June, 1858, our imports were 
$78,276,991 less than the year before; and under 


uty upon the fabricated articles | 


I grant you | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| the manufacturing interest. While the consumer 


“visable, the fairness of the invoices; 1f found to 


any system of assessing duties, the receipts must | 
necessarily diminish with the imports. : 

Mr. STANTON. Let me say just one word. | 
I submit to thegentleman from Alabama, whether, 
in times of financial distress, if the amount of 
imports diminish in value, the prices are notalso 
reduced on the goods imported? If that be so, 
then I submit to the gentleman, whether, with 
ad valorem duties, your revenue is not only dimin- 
ished by the amountimported, but by the reduced 
amountof duty collected upon thearticleimported ; 
and that when your duties are high your trade 
flourishes, and prices are high? When your 
Treasury is full, and you do not need it, you gen- 
erally have an increased amount of duties. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwill answer that view of | 
the case. The gentleman has not thought proper 
to controvert my statement. The correctness of 
it is too evident. Let me carry it one step far- 
ther. Whenever the trade of the country is de- 
pressed and the prices of goods fall, both here 
and abroad, the foreign article coming in under a 
specific duty will havea much higher rate of duty 
to pay when it enters our ports; in many cases 
amounting to a prohibition. You therefore not 
only Jose revenue in the proportion of the falling 
off of imports caused by the embarrassed condi- 
tion of the country, and consequently its trade, 
but that embarrassment is enhanced by the char- 
acter of the duty, which, being a specific sum on 
each pound, yard, or article, remains the same, 
regardless of the value of the article; so that, as 
the price of the article becomes depressed and 
cheapened by the pressure of the times, the rate 
of duty becomes higher and more oppressive, 
until it amounts to prohibition, and, of course, 
causing not only additional reduction of imports, 
but also additional loss of revenue. It must be 
perceived, then, that a specific duty operates not |) 
only against our trade with foreign countries, and 
consequently against our receipts into the Treas- | 
ury, butit also operates oppressively upon the 
consuming interest, and for the exclusive and sole 
benefit of the manufacturers. 

In times of pecuniary distress, when every in- 
terest outside of manufacturing is compelled to 
sell what it produces at the reduced prices caused 
by such revulsion, this bill proposes a specific 
duty on imports which becomes higher in its rates, 
more protective to the manufacturer, and more 
oppressive to the consumer, as the pecuniary 
troubles increase; and while you thus force all | 
other interests to meet the il! effects of suchacrisis, 
you propose by this bill to oppress them still fur- 
ther that you may protect and keep prosperous 


is forced to sell what he produces at the reduced 

rice, you deny him the privilege of buying what 
he consumes in a fair market, without paying a 
bounty to another interest. Your high specific duty } 
drives from our market all foreign competition, 
and leaves the consumers atthe mercy of the man- į 
ufacturers in this country, who control the market | 
and demand such prices as they please. | 

It is contended that specific duties are neces- | 


2 } 
sary to prevent fraud upon the revenue, and pie- į! 
tO? H 

i 


tures have been drawnin this debate of such frauds | 
that seem really frightful; but those who are at: 
all acquainted with the subject know that such į! 
pictures are creatures of fancy—not real. They |i 
are used to frighten. those members of the House i 
who have not had an opportunity of making them- |: 
selves familiar with the subject, for the purpose of [i 
obtaining their sanction to the unjust and ruinous 
provisions of this bill, 

It is said that importers often enter goods un- 
der false invoices, sctting forth the prices twenty- 
five per cent. below the actual market price. Is 
the truth of that at all reasonable? An importe 
of goods, whether an American or foreigner, is į 
bound under heavy penalties to present an honest | 
and accurate invoice of articles and prices. In jj 
addition to that, he is required to swear to its cor- | 
rectness. ‘The goods and invoice are then passed | 
into the hands of sworn appraisers, selected with 
reference to their capacity and honesty, whose 
duty it is to test, by their knowledge and experi- 
ence, and in any other mode they may deem ad- 


| 
| 
i 


be fraudulent, then the penalties established by 


| tó be in such condition, 


while Iwill not say that-frauds are nevere 
mitted, Iwill say that such false invoices ‘are not 
passed to an extent anything like the represen 
tions gentlemen make upon tliesubjeet.” 9 
Mr, STANTON. I desire tó ask ‘the. gentle- 
man one question. ody ears ee 
Mr. HOUSTON. Iam willing tò 
questions which the gentleman mayd 
to me, if the interruption is not to be tuk 
my time. eee Re Oe 
fr. STANTON. It is: but.a single question 
which Fwish the gentleman to answer me. “VVill 
the gentleman explain ta me how it happens that 
the French custom-house books, showing the ex- 
ports of French wines, show only one halfasmuch 
as our custom-house books show of imports. of 
that article? and will he explain to me how itis 
that the same wines are valued atthe French čus- 
tom-houses at just double that. shown at the 
American custom-houses? re Med 
Mr. HOUSTON. A part of what the gentle 
man states is correct, and a part’ of it is not. 
Here is the report, however, of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which explains that matter very 


| fully and satisfactorily, showing most conclu- 


sively that the discrepancies referred to are not 


| particularly the result of fraud, and have but:it- 


tle connection with the character of duty to:whith 
those articles are subjected in the United State. 
I have not the time to give the explanation, but 
will refer the gentleman to the report. ©) 5 
It is the true policy of the United States toleave 
its commerce as free and unshackled ag may be 
consistent with a proper revenue duty. The trade 
of nations consists in their interchange of prod- 
ucts, and such trade should be encouraged instead 
of restrained by an unnecessary duty. Gen tle- 
men seem alarmed because our imports are large. 
They say our people are buying more than they 
can consume or pay for. They forget that -our 
exports are equal to our imports; and while that 
is the case, our trade must be prosperoas, But 
who authorized Congress to: say; by law, how 
much and what-the ‘people should wear or eat? 
That is their business to determine ; not ours. 
While it is admitted that our exports are equal 
to our imports, yet, as the tables show a, portion 
of the exports to be specie, it is alleged to bea 
dangerous symptom; because, gentlemensay, we 
are importing more than we export, and have to 
send specie to pay our debt abroad. Thisis'a 
fallacy. Specie is an article of production in the 
United States as much as cotton, gratn, or any- 
thing else. Our people produce the specié just aa 
they do the cotton, and it is exported upon the 
same principles of trade. ve : 
Much has been said in this debate about ‘the 
large foreign indebtedness of our people. I, re- 
gard indebtedness, at any time and to any person, 
as more or lessa misfortune; but the Government 
of the United States could not, upon any fair and 
proper principles, have preventedit. The people 
who owe the debt purchased what they thought 
they needed, and they bought at a time and place 
which they considered mostadvantageousto them- 
selves. The complaint isthat the debtis duc outof 
the United States; and while l could wish the pur- 
chases could have been made at-home, yet Ihave 
no right to control them as to the marketin whick 
they trade, nor has Congress such power; if they 
had made their purchases at home, they doubtless 
would have been indebted to the same amount; if 
they could have traded to their advantage at home, 
they would have done so. The friends of this bill 


| intend to compel the people to trade at home, at 


much higher prices, by driving away forcign com- 
petition—by fettering and restricting: our trade, 
Tprotest against that policy. N 

{ would truly regret to see the manufacturing 
interests of this country in a depressed or Tan- 
guishing condition. J do not understand them 
Take any such interest 
you please, and if lam not very much. mistaken, 


| you will find it quite as prosperous as any other 
| business. 


By referenceto the tables presented to the House 


i by the Secretary of the Treasury, you will find 


that the imports of iron are diminishing, while our 


law attach. How then, under thesecircumstances, f 
consumption as well as our exports of it are 


could such frauds be committed upon the revenues? 
ES < 
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steadily increasing; and this applies not only to 
the different kinds of iron and stecl, or most of 
them, and their manufactures, but it is equally 
“truc of woolens and cottons... How, then, can 1t 
be true that the iron interest is suffering, and the 
forges, furnaces, and workshops are being closed, 


when the tables show that our imports of iron are || 


becoming less every year, while our manufacture 
and export of it are both increasing ? : 
Gentlemen are extravagant in their culogies of 
the tariff of 1842, when by reference to.the tables 
it will beseen that the amount of revenue collected 
under it was very small. Notwithstanding the 
rates of duty were very high—in some cases 
double the rates under the law of 1857—at the time 


of the substitution of the act of 1846 for that of | 


1842, the latter was yielding not morc than about 
one third of the amount collected under the act of 
1857; yet the act of 1842 is much praised, and that 
of 1857 much censured, by those who are now en- 


Statement exhibiting the principal articles imported 
June 30, 1859, subject to duty under the tariff ac 
Mr. Morrill. — 


it : y : . aay 
| deavoring to substitute the pending bill for ‘it, 
| while the act of 1857 is furnishing nearly three 
li times as much revenue as that of 1842, with a 
rate of tax upon consumption much smaller than 
| that of 1842. : ; : 
|| [Here the hammer fell. Cries of Go on t°] 
‘| My. HOUSTON. I will not trespass upon the 
time of the House, if there be objection. Ishould, 
however, like to occupy thetime which was taken 
| from me by interruption. . 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I object. The gentleman 
: from Alabama interrupted me in my speech yes- 
|| terday as much as my colleague has interrupted 
| him to-day. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. {understand the chairman 
| of the Committce of Ways and Means to object 
to giving me the time which has been taken from 
|| me by interruption. I therefore offer as a substi- 
|! tute for the bill that which F send to the Clerk’s 
i desk. Ithas been printed. 


$ 


i 
{ 


into the United States during the fiscal year ending 
t of 1857, but made free under the proposed turiff 


nder act of 1857. 


| 
Rates duty. 
Articles. a - = ~~ | unde rMr: 
Pounds. Value. Se of Duty. Momi s 
PEE j | 
Annatto, Roucoa or Orleans......0. +++ - 4per cent. §295 00 Free. 
Antimony, crude or regulus. . - 8&8 « 3,586 00 é 
E ETT TETE > i ao foes | 82g 20 | í 
Barilla, or sodaash sesse 80,315,363 Í 4 | 68,711 40 | “ 
Brimstone, crude, in bulk. ereesee} 2670 E21 | 4 | 12,967 04 “ 
Clay, unwroughit..sese esre - é 4 « 1,782 20 “ 
Cochinedl..c...ceeceeeee - 4 4 6 18,957 24 | “ 
Cobalt .. teens - l5 «s 194 85 | “ 
Cocoa, coc s, cocoa-leaves, and cocoa-nut - 433,403 | d 6 | 17,336 12 “ 
Cork-tree bark, unmanutactureds...ceee sarees { - gja te 1,366 96 “ 
Cream Of tartare... sesseserereerrrerroresereresreee - 3001 4 | 24974 40 « 
; 57,657 | < 4,612 56 is 
‘Cudbear, vegetable, and Orchill ...... eee eee eee eee ~ aw 65 | p a Hen 56 A 
“Emery, iùn lump or pulverized... sssessssrrsere eee - 40,098 | 8 « 3,207 84 “ 
Extract of Indigo... eseese eter eseccssseeeeneeeeees - 1050 j4 «“ 42 09 “ 
Extract of Madders... ccccse cesses eeseeeceeeeeis eens - 357,899 | 40 14,315 96 “ 
Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other dye- 
QB) 4 s 1,151 64 “ 
z gy « “ 
~ 24 “ | “6 
m i 4 “ se 
- 4 “ce 66 
Endigo.... cece ee cece renee ʻ 4 “ f “ 
Lac dYCrees severe ewecves - j4 6 2,640 12 “ 
Lac sulphur. ssc... eee - 4 «“ 11 52 “ 
Nickel ... erin = 4 e j 2,788 84 tt. 
Nutgalls..... - 4 é 23 29 “ 
Pumice and pumice-stone - 8 “ 85 75 “ 
ROLEN-STONC vesvee eee es Kiest soesesesens - 8 « 31 W « 
Saltpeter, or nitrate of scda, or potash, when crude.. = 4 “ 34,577 28 “ce 
Shetlac........ - 4. 6 4,888 52 “ 
Smalts eseese. - pb t i “ 
Sulphate of ammonia. = 115 u i 
LENET C DERSEN cee - 1 4 “c “ 
Tarmeric.... - 10,280 | 4 “ ‘ 
Wood or pastel... ..e- . sees 2,056 | 4 se j 
Woods, namely: cedar, lignumvitw, Jance-wood, t 
ebouy-box, granadilla, mahoghany, rosewood, sat- 
inwood, and all cabinet woods, unmanufactured... 485,912 | 8 # | 38,872 96 “ 
$8,912,145 | [$424,657 73 


Total duties under Mr. Morrili’s tariff upon the importations of 1859.... 


+e -872,113,135 65 
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REPLY OF HON. JEFF. DAVIS, 
OF MISSISSIPPI, 
To the speech of Scrator Douglas, 
. Jy rue Szyare, May 16 ang 17, 1860. 
[REVISED BY WOMSELr.*] 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the reso:utions 
submitted by Mr. Davis on the lst of March, relative to 
State rights, the institution of slavery inthe States, and the 
rights of citizens of the several States in the ‘Territories. 

Mr. Doveras having concluded his speech, 

Mr. DAVIS rose and said: 


Mr. Paxsrpent: When the Senator from Hli- | 


nois commenced his speech, he announced his 
object to be to answer to an arraignment, or, as 
he also termed it, an indictment, which he said I 
had made against him. He therefore caused ex- 
tracts to be read from my remarks to the Senate. 
Those extracts announce thut I have been the 


* For the original report, see page 2120 Cong. Globe. 


uniform opponent of what is called squatter sov- 
ereignty, and that, having opposed it heretofore, 
Iwas now, least of all, disposed to give it quarter. 
At a subsequent period, the fact was stated that 
the Senator from Hlinois and myself had been 
| opposed to each other on those questions which 
| I considered as most distinctly involving southern 
interests in 1850. He has not answered to the 
‘allegation. 

| he did not stand in that position, 
j has associated himself with Mr. Clay; and, before 


ay 
| b 
i did gotvote together, He thea somewhat vaunt- 


|i ingly reminded me that he was with the victori- 
f 


country then sastained his doctrine, and that I 
was thus outside of that organization. With Mr. 
Clay! fhe had been wi 
been in good company; but the old Jackson De 
mocracy will be alittle supriged to learn that Clay 


followed in the footsteps of Henry Clay. 


or | 


He has not attempted to show that | 
Tt is truc, he } 


il closing, I will show that the association does not |) 
elong to him; thatupon those testquestionsthey |; 


ous party; asserted that the Democracy of the ; 


th him, he would have fi 


was thé leader of our party ana thata man proves |j 
hig allegiance to it by showing how closely he | 


| When the Senator opened hisargument, by de- 
: claring his purpose to be fair and courteous, I 
little supposed that an explanation made by me 
in favor of the Secretary of State, and which could 
not at all disturb the line of his argument, would 
have been followed by the rude announcement 
that he could not permit interruption thereafter. 
A Senator has the right to claim exemption from 
interruption, if he will follow the thread of his 
argument, direct his discourse to the question at 
issue, and confine himself to it; but if he makes 
up a medley of arraignments of the men who 
have been in public life for ten years past, and 
addressing individuals in his presence, he should 
permit an interruption to be made for correction 
as often as he misrepresents their position. It 
would have devolved on me more than once, if I 
had been responsible for his frequent references to 
me, to correct him, and show that he misstated 
|| facts; but as he would not permit himself to be 
|| interrupted, I am not responsible for anything he 
has imputed to me. i: 

The Senator commenced with a disclaimer of 
any purpose to follow what he considered a bad 
practice—of arraigning Senators here on matters 
for which they stood responsible to their constit- 
uents—but straightway proceeded to. make a gen- 
eral arraignment of the present and the absent. I 
believe { constitute the only exception to whom 
he granted consistency, and that at the expense 
of party association, and, he would have it, at 
i| the expense of sound judgment. Ie not only 
arraigned individuals, but even States—Florida, 
Alabama, and Georgia—were brought to answer 
at the bar of the Senate for the resolutions they 
had passed; Virginia was held responsible for 
her policy; Mississippi reecived his critical no- 
tice. Pray, sir, what had all this to do with the 
question? Especially, what had all this to do with 
what he styled an indictment against him? It is 
a mere resort to a species of declamation which 
i has not been heard to-day for the first time—a 
pretext to put himself in the attitude of a perse- 
cuted man, and, like the satyr’s guest, blowing 
hot and cold inthe same breath, in the midst of 
his complaint of persecution, vaunts his supreme 
power. . If his opponents be the very small mi- 
| nority which he describes, what fear has he of 
persecution or proscription ? 

Can he not draw a distinction between one who 
says, “I give no quarter to an idea,” and one who 
proclaims the policy of putting the advocates of 
i! that idea to the sword? Such was his figurative 
llanguage. That figure of the sword, however, it 
| seemed, as he progressed in his development, re- 
| ferred to the one thought always floating through 
his brain—cxclusion from the spoils of office; for, 
Pat last, it seemed to narrow down to the supposi- 
ion that no man who agreed with him was, with 
yur consent, to be cither a Cabinet officer ora eol- 
ector. Who has advanecd any such doctrine ? 
Have I, at this or any other period of my acquaint- 
ance with him, done anything to justify him in 
attributing that opinion to me? 1 pause for his 
answer, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not exactly understand 
the Senator. Ihave no complaint to make of the 
Senator from Mississippi of ever having been un- 
| kind or ungenerous towards me, if that is what he 
means to say. f : 

Mr. DAVIS. THave I ever promulgated a doc- 
twine which indicated that, if my friends were in 
|| power, I would sacrifice every other wing of the 
Democratie party ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Lunderstood the making of 
a test on this issue against me would reach every 
| other man that held my opinions; and, therefore, 
l if i was not sound enough to hold office, no man 
f agreeing with me would be; and hence every man 
i 


t 
l 
j 
i 


of my opinions would be excluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ah, Mr. President, 1 believe I 
now have caught the clue to the argument; it was 
. before apprehended. Twas among those who 
ght the Senator, with his opinions, ought not 
| to be chairman of the Committee on Territories. 
i This, | suppose, then, is the whole imposition. 
But have F not said to the Senator, at least. once, 
that [had no disposition to question his Democ- 
racy? that F did not wish to withhold from him 
i any tribute which was due to his talent and his 
i worth? Did I not offer to resign the only chair: 
| manship of a committee I had, if the Senate would 
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the States prescribing the terms on which they 
will act-in a party convention recognized to be 
representative, is suggestive of an cxtréme mis- 
conecption of relative position; and the presump- 
tion with which the Senator censured what he 
was pleased to term “ the seceders, ” suggested to 
moa representation of the airof the greatmonarch 
of France when, feeling royalty and power all 
concentrated in his own person, he used the fa- 
miliar yet remarkable cxpression, ‘the State— 
that’s me.” Does the Senator consider ita modest 
thing in him to announce to the Democratic con- 
vention on what terms he will accept the nomina- 
tion, but presumptuous in a State to declare the 
principle on which she will give him her vote? | 
{tis an advance on Louis Quatorze. 

Nothing but the most egregious vanity, some- 
thing far surpassing even the bursting condition 
of swollen pride, could have induced the Senator 
to believe that I could not speak of squatter sov- 
ercignty without meaning him. 

Towards the Senator, personally, I have never 
manifested hostility—indced, could not, because 
I have ever felt kindly. Many ycavrs of associa- 
tion, very frequent codperation, manly support 
from him in times of trial, are all remembered by 
me gratefully. The Senator, therefore, had no 
right toassume that I was making warupon him. 
I addressed myself to a doctrine of which he was 
not the founder, though he was one of the carly 
disciples; but he proved an unprofitable follower, 
for he became rebellious, and ruined the Jogic of 
the doctrine. It was logical in Mr. Cass’s mind; 
he claimed the power to be inherent in the peo- 
pe who settled a new Territory, and by this in- 

erent power he held that they might proceed to 
form government and to exercise its functions. 
There was logic in that; logic up to the point of 
sovereignty. Not.so withthe Senator. He says 
the inhabitants of the Territories derive their 
power to form a government from the consent of 
Congress; that when we decide that there are 
enough of them to constitute a government, and 
enact an organic law, then they have power to 
legislate according to their will. "This power being 
derived from an act of Congress, a limited agency | 
tied down to the narrow sphere of the constitu- 
tional grant is made, by that supposition, the be- 
stower of sovereignty on its creature, 

Thad occasion the other day to refer to the higher 
law as it made its first appearance on earth—the 
oceasion when the tempter entered the garden of 
Eden. ‘There is another phase of it, Whoever 
attempts to interpose between the supreme law of | 
the creator and the creature, whether it be in the 
region of morals or politics, proclaims a theory 
that wars upon every principle of Government. | 
When Congress, the agent for the States, within 
the limits of its authority, forms, as it were, ter- 
ritorial constitution, by its organic act, he who | 
steps in and proclaims to the settlers in that Ter- į 
ritory that they have the right to overturn the į 
Government, to usurp to themselves powers not | 


delegated, is preaching the higher law in the do- 
main of politics, which is only less mischievous | 
than its other form, because the other involves 
both politics and morals in one ruinous confusion. | 
The Senator spoke of the denial of Democratic | 
fellowship to him. After what has been said 
and acknowledged by the Senator, it is not to be 
supposed that it could have any application to me. 
It may be proper to add, I know of no such denial 
on the part of other Democratic Senators. Far | 
be it from me to vaunt the fact of being in the ma- į 
jority, and to hold him to the hard rule he pre- 
scribes to us, of surrendering an opinion where 
we may happen to have been in a minority. Wer 
I to return now to him the measure with which 
he metes to us, when he assumes that a majority 
in the Charleston convention has a right to pre- 
seribe what shall be our tenets, I might in reply 
to him say, as a sincere adherent of the Demo- 


|! of honor not to decline the invitation. 


cratic party, how can you oppose the resolutions 
pending before the Senate? If twenty-seven mà- 
jority in a body of three hundred and threé con- 
stituent members had, as he asssumes, the power 
to lay down a binding law, what is to be said of 
him who, with asingle adherent, stands u against 
the whole of his Democratic associates? He must 
be outside of the party, according to his enuncia- 
tion; he must be wandering in the dark regions 
to which he consigns the followers of Mr. Yancey. 
The Senator said he had no taste for references 
| to things which were personal, and then proceeded 
to discuss that of which he showed himself pro- 
foundly ignorant—the condition of things in Mis- 
| sissippi. It is disagreeable for me. to bring before 
the Senate matters which belong to my constitu- 
ents and myself, and I should not do so but for the 
fact of their introduction into the Senator’s elab- 
orate speech, which is no doubt to be spread over 
all parts of the country. ‘The Senator, by some 
means or other, has the name of very many citi- 
zens in Mississippi; and as there is nothing in our 
condition toattract his special attention, his speech 
is probably to be sent over a wide field of corre- 
spondence; and it is, therefore, the more incum- 
bent on me to notice his attempt to give a history 
of affairs that were transacted in Mississippi. He 
first announces that Mississippi rebuked the idea 
of intervention asserted in 1850; then that Mis- 
sissippl rejected my appeal; that Mississippi voted 
on the issue made up by the compromise measure 
of 1850, and decided against me, and vaunts it as 
an approval of that legislation of which he was 
the advocate and I the opponent. Now, Missis- 
sippi did none of these things. Mississippi in- 
structed her Senators, and I obeyed her instruc- 
tions. T introduced into this body the resolutions 
which directed my course. On that occasion I 
vindicated Mississippi, and especially the south- 
ern rights men, from the falsehood of that day, 
and reiterated now, of a purpose to dissolve the 
Union. I vindicated her by extracts from the pro- 
ceedings, as well of her convention as of her pri- 
mary assemblies; and my remarks on that occa- 
sion, as fully as the events to which he referred in 
terms of undeserved compliment, justified the Sen- 
ator in saying to-day that he knew I had always 
been faithful to the Government of which I was 
a part. 
Acting upder the instructions from Mississippi 


—not merely voting and yielding reluctant com- | 


| pliance; but, according to my ideas of the obliga- 
tion of a Senator, laboring industriously and zeal- 
ously to carry out the instructions which my State 


gave me—I took and maintained the position I |; d: 
; at Charleston, takes kind care of us, supposes we 


held in relation to the measures of 1850. Asit 
was with me a cordial service, ] went home to 
vindicate the position which was hers as well as 
myown. Shortly after that,acanvass was opened 


in which & distinguished gentleman of our party, | 


who had not been a member of Congress, was 
nominated for Governor. Questions, other than 
the compromise measures of 1850, arose in that 


| to the exclusion of a consideration of the merits 
i of the action of the Congress in 1850; and at the 
election in September for delegates to a conven- 
tion we had fallen from a party majority of some 
eight thousand to a minority of nearly the same 
iumber. It was after the decision of the question 
involved in calling a convention, after our party 
was defeated, after the candidate for Governor 
had retired, that the Democracy of Mississippi 
| called upon me to bear their standard. At was 
| esteemed a forlorn hope; therefore an obligation 
| 
| 


But so far 
as the action in the Senate in 1850 was concerned, 
if it had any effect, it must have been the reverse 
of that assumed, as in the consequent election for 
State officers on the first Monday in November, 


was reduced to about one thousand. 
But when this convention assembled, though a 
i large majority of the members belonged to the 


ii party which the Senator has been pleased to term 


the “ submissionists’*—a name which they al- 
ways rejected—this convention of the party most 
adverse to me, when they came to act on the sub- 
ect, said, after citing the “ compromise’’ meas- 
~ 
ares of the Congress of 1850: 
« And conneeted with them, the rejection of the prop- 


I 
H 
i osition to exciude slavery from the Territories of the Uni- 


: : | 
canvass; they were discussed, in a great degree, | 
? 2 D 


this majority of nearly eight thousand againstus | 


| 


| 


ted States, and to abolish itin the District of Golumbiaz 
and, while they do not entirely approve, wil abide by it as- 
a permanent adjustinent.of this sectional controversy, s0 
long as. the same, in all:its features, ‘shall be faithfully ad- 
hered to and enforced.??... 0 4. faa eee 

` Then they goon: to recite six different causes’: 
for which they will resort to the most extreme 
remedies which we had ‘supposed “ever could -be 
necessary. ‘The case only requires that I should’ 
say that the party to which I“belonged did ‘not : 
then, or at any previous time; propose tó gö out 
of the Union, but to have a southern convention 


for consultation as to future contingenciés threats": 


ened and anticipated. It was at last’ narrowed: 
down to the question whether. we should’ meet’ 
South Carolina and consult with her. Honoring. 
that gallant State for the magnanimity she hat- 
manifested in the first efforts for ‘the creation of 
the Government, in the preliminaries to the strug- 
gle for independence, when she, a favored colony, 


| feeling no oppression, nursed by the mother coun- 


tys cherished in every method, yet agreed with 
Massachusetts, then oppressed, to assert the great 
principle of community independence, and to carry 
it to the extent of war—honoring her for her un-' 
varying defense of the Constitution throughout 
her whole course—believing that she was true to 
her faith, and would redeem all her pledges—feel-' 
ing that a friendly hand might restrain, while, if 
left to herself, her pride might precipitate her on - 
the trial of separation, I did ‘desire to: meet South 
Carolina in convention, though nobody but ‘our- 
selves should be there to join her. ` 

But to close the matter, this convention, in its 
seventh resolution, after stating all those ques- 
tions on which it would resist, declared: : 

“That as the people of Mississippi, in the opinion of this 
convention, desire all further agitation of the slavery ques- ` 
tion to ceuse, and have acted upon and decided the fore- 
going questions, thereby making it the duty of this conven- 
tion to pass no act in the purview and spirit of the law 
under which it is called, this convention deems it unneces- 
sary to refer to the people for approval or disapproval, at 
the ballot-box, its action in the premises.”? 


So that when the Senator, appealed to this. as 
evidence of what the people o lattes di 
done, he was ignorant of the fact that the dele- 
gates of the people of Mississippi did. not. agree | 
with him; that their resolutions did not sustain 
the view which he took; and that the people of - 
Mississippi never acted on them. If, then, there, 
had been good taste in the intervention of this 
local question, there was certainly very bad judg- 
ment m hazarding his statements on a subject of 
which he was so little informed. 

The Senator here, as in relation to our friends 


do not know what we are aboiit, but that he,. 
with his superior discrimination, sees what must 
necessarily result from what we are doing; he. 
says that at Charleston they—innocent people— | 
did not intend to destroy the Government; but 
he warns them that if they do what they propose, 
they will destroy it; and so he says we of Mis- 
sisssippi, not desiring to break up the Union, 
nevertheless pursued a course which would have 
had that result, if it had not been checked, Where | 
does he get all this information? J have been in 
every State of the Union, except two—three, now, 
since Oregon has been admitted—but I have never 
seen aman who had as much personal knowl- 
edge. It ig equally surprising that his facts should 
be so contrary to the record. 

We believed then, as I believe now, that this 
Union, as a compuct entered inte between the 
States, was to be preserved by good faithand by 
a close observance of the terms on which we were 
united. We believed then, as I believe now, that 
the party which rested upon the basis of truth, 
promulgated its opinions, and had them tested in 
the alembie of public opinion, adopted the only 
path of safety. I cannot respect such a doctrine 
as that which says, “ you may construe the Con- 
stitution your way, and I will construe it mine; 
we will waive the merit of these two constructions 
and harmonize together until the courts decidethe 
question between us.’? A nian is bound to have 
an opinion upon any political subject upon which 
he is called to act; it is skulking his responsibility 
for a citizen to-say, ‘let us express no opinion; 
I will agrce that you may have yours, and I will 
have mine; we will codperate politically together, 
we will beat the Opposition, divide the spoils, and 
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to decide the question of | 


leave’ it to the courts 
creed. between us.” i 

1 dowet believe that this is the path of safety; | 
Lam sure it is not the way of honor. I believe | 
it: devolves: onus; who are principally sufferers 
fromthe danger to which this policy has exposed 
us, to affirm the truth boldly, and let the people 
décide aftcr.the promulgation of our opinions. 
Our Government, resting as it does upon public | 
opinion and popular consent, was not formed to | 
deceive the people, nor does it regard the men in | 
office asa governing class. We, the functionaries, 
should derive our opinions from the people. To 
know what their opinion is, itis necessary that 
we should pronounce, in unmistakable language, 
what we ourselves mean. 

My position is, that there is no portion of our | 
country where the people are not sufficiently in- | 
telligent to discriminate between rightand wrong, 
and no portion where the sense of justice does not 
predominate. J therefore have been always 
willing to unfurl our flag to its innermost fold; to 
nail it to the mast with all our principles plainly 
inscribed upon it. Believing that we ask nothing 
bat what. the Constitution was intended to con- 
fer; nothing but that which, as equals, we are en- 
titled to reecive, I am willing that our case should 
be plainly stated to those who have to decide it, | 
and await, for good or for evil, their verdict. 

For two days the Senator spoke nominally upon 
the resolutions,and upon the territorial question; 
but like the witness in the French comedy, who, 
when called upon to testify, commenced before the 
creation, and was stopped by the judge, who told 
him to come down, for a beginning, to the deluge, | 
he commenced so far back, and narrated so mi- 
nutely, that he never got chronologically down to 
the point before us. s 

What is the question on which the Democracy 
are divided? Are we called upon to settle what 
everybody said from 1847 down to this date? 
Have the Democracy divided on that? Have 
they divided on the resolutions of the States in 
1840, or 1844, or 1848? Have the Democracy 
undertaken to review the position taken in 1854 
—that there should be a latitude of construction 
upon a particular point of constitutional law 
while they did await the decision of the Supreme | 
Court? No, sir; the question is changed from 

~ before to after the event; the call is on every man 
to come forward now, after the Supreme Court 
has given all it could render upon a political sub- 
ject, and state that his creed is adherence to the 
rule thus expounded in accordance with previous 
agreement. 

The Senator tells us he will abide by the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court; but it was fairly to | 
be inferred, from what he said, that in the Dred 
Scott case he held that they had only decided that 
a negro could not sue in a Federal court, Was 
this the entertainment to which we were invited? 
Was the proclaimed boon of allowing the ques- 
tion to go to judicial decision, no more than that 
one after another each law might be tested; and 
that one after another vach case, under every law, | 
might be tried; and that, after centuries should | 
roll away, we might hope for the period when, 
every case exhausted, the decision of our consti- 
tutional right and of the Federal duty would be 
complete? Or was it that we were to get rid of 
the controversy which had divided the country 
for thirty years; that we were to reach a conclu- 
sion beyond which we could see the region o 
peace; that tranquillity was to be obtained by get 
ting a decision on a constitutional question which 
had been discussed until it was seen that, legisla- | 
tively, it could not or would notbe decided? If, | 
then, the Supreme Court has judicially announced | 


| 


that Congress cannot prohibit the introduction ofi 
slave property into a Territory, and that no one | 


deriving authority from Congress can do so, and | 
the Senator from Ilinois holds that the inhabit- 


ants derive their power from the organic act of |; 
Congress, what restrains his acknowledgment of : 


our right to go into the Territories, and his rec- 
ognition of the case being closed by the opinion 
of the court? IT can understand how one who 
has followed to its logical consequences the ori- 
ginal doctrine of squatter sovereignty might still 
stand out and say this inherent right cannot be 
taken away by judicial decision; but is not one 
who claims to derive the power of the Territorial ; 
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ii political opinion which pervaded the whole coun- | 
i 
| try—there was a party capable to savet 


| Legislature from a law of Congress, and who finds 
| the opinion of the court conclusive as to Con- 
gress, and to all deriving their authority from it, 
estopped from any further argument? 

Much of what the Senator said about the-con- 
dition of public affairs can only be regarded as 
the presentation of his own case, and requires no 
notice from me. His witticism upon the honor- 
able Senator, the chairman of the Committee on | 
the Judiciary, [Mr. Bayarp,] who is now absent, 
because of the size of the State which he repre- 
sents, reminds one that it was mentioned, as an 
evidence of the stupidity of a German, that he 
questioned the greatness of Napoleon because he 
was born in the little island of Corsica. I know 
not what views the Senator entertained when he 
measured the capacity of the Senator from Dela- 
ware by the size of that State, or the dignity of 
his action at Charleston by the number of his 
constituents. If there be any political feature 
which stands more prominently out than another 
in the Union, it is the equality of the States. Our | 
stars have no variant size; they shine with no} 
unequal brilliancy. A Senator from Delaware ¢ 
holds a position entitled to the same respect, as 
such, as a Senator from any other State of the 
Union. More than that: the character, the con- 
duct, the information, the capacity of that Sen- 

Í ator, might claim respect, if he was not entitled to 
it from his position. 

Twice on this occasion, and more than the same | 
number of times heretofore, has the Senator re- 
ferred to the great benefit derived from that pro- 
vision which grants a trial in the local court—an 
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ana 
the United States on every question involving | 
title to slaves. I wish to say that whatever merit 
attaches to that belongs to a Senator to whom the | 
advocates of negroslavery have not often been in 
the habit of acknowledging their obligations—the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare,] who 
introduced it in 1850 as an amendment to the New 
Mexico bill. Weadopted it as a fair ptoposition, 
equally acceptable upon one side and the other; 
on its adoption no one voted against it. That 
proposition was incorporated in the Kansas bill; | 
but unless we acknowledge obligations to the Sen- | 
ator from New Hampshire, how shall they be 
accorded for that to the Senator from IHinois ? 

I am asked whether the resolutions of the Sen- 
| ate can have the foree of law. Of course not, 
The Senate, however, is an independent member ! 
of the Government, and from its organization 
should be peculiarly watchful of State rights. 
Before the mecting of the Charleston convention 
it was untruly stated that these resolutions were 
concocted to affect the action of the Charleston 
convention. Now, we are asked if they are to 
affect the Baltimore convention. They were not 
designed for the one; they are not pressed in view 
of the other. They were introduced to obtain an 
expression of the opinion of the Senate—a pro- |; 
ceeding quite frequent in the history of this body, | 
It was believed that they would have a beneficial | 
effect, and that they were stated in terms which 
would show the public the crror of supposing that 
there was a purpose on the part of the Democ- 
racy, or of the South, to enact what was called a 
slave code for the Territories of the United States. 
' It was believed that the assertion of sound prin- 
ciples at this time would direct public opinion, | 
and might be fruitful of such reuniting, harmoniz- | 
ing results as we all desire, and which the public 
need. Whether it is to have this effect or not; 
whether, at last, we are to be shorn of our na- 
tional strength by personal or sectional strife, 
depends upon the conduct of those who have it | 
in their power to control the result. The Dem- 
ocratic party, in its history, presents a high ex- 
ample of nationality; its power and its usefulness 
; have been its coextension with the Union. The 
Democrats of the northern States who vote for | 
these resolutions but afirm that which we have 
so often announced with pride, that there was a 
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be Union, 
| because it belonged to all the States. Ifthe two 

Democratic Senators who alone have declared 
| their opposition should so vote, to that extent the 
| effect will be impaired, and they will stand in that 
; isolation to which the Senator points as a conse- 


ji 
appeal to the supreme court of the Territory, and |; 
pps from thence to the Supreme Court of || 


quence so dreadful to the southern men at Charles- 
ton. 

{Here Mr. Davis gave way for a motion to 
adjourn, and on the 17th resumed:} 

‘At the close of the session of yesterday I was 
speaking of the hope entertained that the Demo- 
cratic party would yet be united; that the party 
which had so long wielded the destinies of the 
country for its honor, for its glory, and its prog- 
ress, was not about to be checked midway in its 
career, to be buricd in a premature grave; but 
that it was to go on with concentrated energy 
towards the great ends for which it has striven 
since 1800, by a long pull and a strong pull anda 
pull all together, to bring the ship of State into 
that quiet harbor where vessels safe, without their 
hawsers, ride. This was a hope, however, not 
founded on any supposition that we were to 
escape from the issues which are presented—a 
hope not based on the proposition that every man 
should have his own construction of our creed, 
and that we should unite together merely for suc- 
cess; but that the party, as heretofore, in each 
succeeding quadrennial convention, would add to 
| the resolutions of the preceding one such declara- 
tions as passing events indicated and the exigen- 
cies of the country demanded. 

In the last four years a division has arisen in 
the Democratic party upon the construction of 
one of the articles of its creed. It behooves us, 
in that state of the case, to decide what the true 
construction is; for if the party be not a union of 
men upon principle, the sooner it is dissolved 
the better; and if it be such a union, why shall 
not those principles be defined so as to remove 
doubt or cavil, and be applied in every emergency 
to meet the demands of cach succeeding case? 
Thus only can we avoid division in council and 
confusion in action. 

The Senator from Illinois, who preceded me, 
announced that he had performed a pleasing duty 
in defending the Democratic party. That party 
might well cry out, *‘ Save me from my defender.” 
It was a defense of the party by the arraignment 
| of its prominent members. It was the preserva- 

tion of the body by the destruction of its head; 
for the President of the United States is, for the 
time being, the head of the party that placed him 
in position; and the head of the party thus in 
position cannot be destroyed without the disin- 
tegration of the members, and the destruction of 
the body itself. I suppose the Senator, however, 
was at his favorite amusement of ‘ shooting at 
the lump.”? The “lump” heretofore bas been 
those Democratic Senators who dissented from 
him: this time he involved Democrats all over the 
country. Not even the Presiding Officer, whose 
position seals his lips, could escape him; and here 
let me say that I found nothing in the extract 
read from that gentleman’s address which, con- 
strued as was no doubt intended, does not meet 
my approval; but if tried by the modern lexicon 
of the Senator, it might be rendered a contradic- 
tion to his avowed opinions, and by the same 
mode of expounding, non-intervention would be 
asin of which the whole Democracy might be 
convicted under the indictment of squatter sover- 
eienty. The language quoted from the address 
of the Vice President is to be construed as under- 
stood at the time, at the place, and by men such 
as the one who used it. ; 

With that force which usually enters into his 
addresses—with more even than his usual clo- 
| quence—the Senator referred to the scene which 
awaited him upon his return to Chicago, when, 
as represented, he met an infuriated mob, who as- 
sailed him for having maintained the measures of 
4850—those compromises which, in the northern 
section, it was urged had been passed in the in- 
terest of the South, But, pray, what one of those 
measures was it which excited the mob so de- 
| scribed? Only one, E believe, was put in issue at 
the North—the fugitive slave law; that one he 
did not vote for, bat it was the part of manliness 
to say that, though absent and not voting for it, 


i: 


| he approved of it; such, I believe, was his com- 


mendable course on that occasion. {give him, 
therefore, all duc credit for not escaping from a 
responsibility to which they might not have held 
him. Are we to give perpetual thanks to any one 
because he did not yield to so senseless a clamor, 
but conceded to us that small measure of consti- 
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tutional right; because he has complied witha re- 
quirement so plain that my regret is that it ever 
required congressional intervention to enforce it? 
It belonged to the honor of the States to execute 
that clause of the. Constitution. They should 
have executed it without congressional interven- 
tion. Congressional action should only have been 
useful to give that uniformity of proceeding which 
State action could not have secured. 

Concurring in the depicted evil of the destruc- 
tion of the Democratic organization, it must be 
admitted that such consequence is the inevitable 
result of a radical difference of principle. The 
Senator laments the discase; but instead of heal- 
ing, aggravates it. While pleading the evils ofa 
disruption of the party, it is quite apparent that 
in his mind there is another still greater calamity; 
for, through all his arraignment of others, all his 
self-laudation, all hiš complaints of persecution, 
like an air through its variations, appears and re- 
appears the action of the Charleston convention. 
That seemed to be the beginning and the end of 
his solicitude. The oft-told tale of his removal 
from the chairmanship of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories had to be renewed and connected with that 
convention, and even assumed as the basis on 
which his strength was founded in that conven- 
tion. [think the Senator did himself injustice. I 
think his long carcer and distinguished labors, his 
admitted capacity for good hereafter, constitute a 
better reason for the support which he received, 
than the fact that his associates in the Senate had 
not chosen to put him in a particular position in 
the organization of this body. Itis enough that 
that fact did not divert support from him; and I 
am aware of none of his associates here who have 
forced it upon public attention with a view to 
affect him. 

He claims that an arraingment made against 
his Democracy has been answered by the action 
of a majority of the convention at Charleston; 
and then proceedsto inform the minority men that 
he would scorn to be the candidate of a party un- 
less he received a majority of its votes. There was 
no use in making that declaration; it requires not 


only a majority, but, under our ruling, a vote of | 


two thirds, for a nomination. It was unneces- 
sary for anybody to feel scorn towards that which 
he could not receive. Other unfortunate wights 
might mourn the event; it belonged to the Senator 
from Nlinois to scorn it. The rémark of Mr. 
Lowndes, which has been so often quoted, and 
which, beautiful in itself, has acquired additional 
value by time, that the Presidency was an office 
neither to be sought nor declined, has no applica- 


tion, therefore, to the Senator, for under certain | 


contingencies he says he would decline it. Itdoes 
not devolve on me to decide whether he has sought 

it or not. ` 
But, sir, what is the danger which now bescts 
the Democratic party? Is it, as has been asserted, 
the doctrine of intervention by Congress? And is 
that doctrine new? Isthe idca that protection by 
Congress to all rights of person and property, 
wherever it has jurisdiction, so dangerous that, in 
the language employed by the Senator, it would 
sweep the Democratic party from the face of the 
earth? For what was our Government instituted? 
Why did the States confer upon the Federal Gov- 
ernment the great functions which it possesses? 
For protection—mainly for protection beyond the 
municipal power of the States. I shall have oc- 
casion, in the progress of my remarks, to cite some 
authority, and to trace this from avery carly pe- 
riod. Iwill first, however, notice an assault which 
the Senator has thought proper to make upon eer- 
tain States, one of which is in part represented by 
myself. He says they are seceders, bolters, be- 
ause they withdrew from a party convention 
when it failed to announce their principles. There 
can be no tic to bind me to a party beyond my 
will. J will admit no bond that holds me toa 
party a day longer than I agree to its principles. 
hen men meet together to confer, and ascertain 
whether or not they do agrec, and find that they 
differ—radically, essentially, irreconcilably differ 
—what belongs to an honorable position except 
to part? They cannot consistently act together 
any longer. It devolves upon them frankly to 
announce the difference, and each to pursue his 

separate course. 
he letter of Mr. Yancey—acknowledged to be 


a private letter, an unguarded letter, but which 
somehow or other got into the press—was read to 
sustain this general accusation against what are 
called the cotton States. Ido not pretend to judge 
how far the Senator has the right here to read a 
private letter, which, without the authority of the 
writer, has gone into the public press. Itis one 
of those questions which every man’s sense of 
propricty must in his own case decide. Whether 
or not the use of that letter was justifiable, how 
is it to be assumed that the southern States are 
bound by any opinion there enunciated? How 
to be asserted that we, the residents in those States, 
have pinned our faith to the sleeve of any man, 
and that we will follow his behest, no matter 
whither he may go? But was this the only source 
of information, or was the impression otherwise 
sustained? Did Mr. Yancey, in his speech deliv- 
ered at Charleston, justify the conclusions which 
the Senator draws from this letter? Did he admit 
them to be correct? There he might have found 
the latest evidence and the best authority. Speak- 
ing to that point, Mr. Yancey said: 

“It bas been charged, in order to demoralize whatever 
infiuence we might be entitled to, cither from our personal 
or political characteristics, or as representatives of the State 
of Alabama, that we are disruptionists, disunionists per se; 
that we desire to break up the party in the State of Ala- 
bama—-to break up the party of the Union, and to dissolve 
the Union itseif. Each and all of these allegations, come 
from what quarter they may, I pronounce to be false. 
There is no disunionist, that f know of, in the delegation 
{rom the State of Alabama. There is no disruptionist, that 
I know of; and iť there are factionists in our delegation, 
they could not have got in there with the knowledge upon 
the part of our State convention that they were of so un- 
enviable a character. We come here with two great pur- 
poses: first, to save the constitutional rights of the South, 
it it lay in our power to do so. We desire to save the 
South by the best means that present themselves to us; 
| and the State of Alabama believes that the best means now 
in existence is the organization of the Democratic party, if 
we shall be able to persuade it to adopt the constitutional 
basis upon which we think the South alone can be saved.” 

He further says: 

«We have come here, then, with the twofold purpose of 
| saving the country and saving the Democracy; and if the 
i Democracy will not Jeng itself to that bigh, holy, and cle- 
vated purpose; if it cannot elevate itself above the mere 
question of how perfect shail be iis mere personal organ- 
ization, ard how wide-spread shall be its mere voting suc- 
cess, then we say to you, gentlemen, mourafully and re- 
grettully, that in the opinion of the State of Alabama, and, 
I believe, of the whole South, you have failed in your mis- 
sion, and it will be our duty to go forth and make an appeal 
to the loyalty of the country to stand by that Constitution 
which party organizations have deliberately rejected. [Ap- 
plause. ]” 

Mr. Yancey answers for himself. It was need- 
less to go back to old letters, Here were his re- 
marks, delivered before the convention, speaking 
to the point in issue, and answering both as to 
bis purposes and as to the motives of those with 
whom he conferred and acted. i 

The Senator next cited the resolutions of the 
State of Alabama, and here he seemed to rest the 
main pointin his argument. The Senator said 
that Alabama, in 1856, had demanded of the Dem- 
ocratic convention non-intervention, and that, in 
| 1860, she had retired from the convention because 
it insisted upon non-intervention; he read onc of 
the resolutions of the Alabama convention of 
1856, but the one which bore upon the point was 
not read, The one which was conclusive as to 
the position of Alabama then, and its relation to 
her position now, was exactly the one that was 
omitted—I read from the resolutions of this year 
—was as follows: 


“ Resolved further, That we reaffirm so much of the first 
resolution of the platform adopted in the convention by the 


relates to the subject of slavery, to wit? 

It then goes on to quote from that resolution of 
1856, as follows: 

se The unqualified right of the people of the slaveholding 
States to the proteetion of their property in the States, in 
the ‘ferritories, and in the wildern in which territorial 
governments are as yet unorganized. 4 

That was the resolution of 1856; and like it was 
one of February, 1848: 

“That it be the duty of the General Government, by all 
proper legislation, to secure an entry into those Territories 
to all the citizens of the United States, together with their 
property of every description; and that the same shali be 
protected by the United States while the Territories are 
under its authority.’ p 

So stands the record of that State, which is now 
held responsible for retiring, and is alleged to have 


withdrawn because she received now what in 
! former times she had demanded as the full meas- 


Democracy of this State, on the Sth of January, 1856, as | 


i 
i 


i 


ure of her rights. 
ment could only be made by concealing ‘the fact 


: that her resolutions of 1848 and 1856 asserted ‘the | 
ren" 


right to protection, and claimed it from: the 
eral Government. What, then, isthe necessary: 


Did she receive it? The argu- 


inference? That in the Cincinnati platform they ` 


believed they obtained that which they asserted, 
or that which necessarily involved it: So much 


for the point of faith; so much: forthe point ‘of 


consistency in the assertion of right. But ifvit 


were otherwise, if they had neglected.to assert a: 


right, would that destroy it? If they- ħad failed’. 


at some time to claim this protection, are they tö: 


be estopped in all time to come from claiming it? = 


Constitutional right is eternal; not to be sacrificed’: 


by any body of men. A single man may revive 
itat any period of the existence of the Constitu- 
tion. So the argument would be worthless if the 
facts were as stated. That they are not sò stated, 
is shown by the record. 

Here allow me to say, in all sincerity, that £ 
dislike thus to speak about conventions; it does 
not belong to the duties of the Senate; we did not 
assemble here to make a President, except in the 
single contingency of a failure by the people and 
by the House of Representatives to elect. When 
that contingency arrives, the question will be be- 
fore us. I am sorry that it should have been pre- 
maturely introduced. _ But since the action of the 


recent convention at Charleston is presented as“; 


the basis of argument, it may be as well to refer < 


to it and see what it is. The ‘majority report, 
presented by seventeen States of the Union, and 
those the States most reliable to give Democratic 
votes, the States counted so certain to give Dem- 
ocratic votes that they have been regarded as a 


; fixed basis, a nucleus to which others were to be 
| attracted—these seventeen States reported to the 
; convention a series of resolutions, one of which 


asserted the right to protection. A minority of 
States reported another series, excluding the 
avowal of the right—not exactly denying it, but 


not avowing it—and asecond minority report was” 
| submitted, being the Cincinnati platform pure and 


simple. It is true that a majority of delegates 
adopted the minority report, but nóta majority” 
of States; nor does it appear by an analyis ofthe 
votes, and the best evidence I have been able to. 
obtain, that it was by a majority of delegates, if 


i each had heen left to his own choice; but that, 


by one of those ingenious arrangements, one of ` 


those incidents which among jurists is described 
as the favor the vigilant receives from the law, it 
so happened that, in certain States, the delegates 
were instructed to vote as a unit; in other States 
they were not; so that, wherever ‘they were in- 
structed to vote as a unit, the vote must So be cast; 
and wherever they were not, they might disirite- 
grate. Thus minorities were bound: intone in- 
stance and released in another; and by a compat- 
ison made by those who had an opportunity to 
know, it appears that the minority report could 
not have got a majority of the delegates, if each 
delegate had been permitted to cast his own vote 
in the convention. Neither could it have ob- 
tained, as appears by the action of the commit- 


| tee, a majority of the States, if they had spoken 


assuch. So that this vaunt as to the effect of the 
adoption of the platform by a majority seems to 
have very little of substance in it, Again, I find 
that, after this alloption of a platform,'a delegate 
from Tennessee offered a resolution— 

“That all citizens of the United States have an equal 
right to settle, with their property, in the Territories of the 
United States; and that, under the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which we recognize as a correct 
exposition of the Constitution of the United States, neither 
their rights of p 
paired by congressional or territorial legislation.” 

lt does not appear that a vote was taken on it. 
There is a current belief that it would have been 
adopted, If it had been, it would have been an 
acknowledgment by the Democracy, in conven- 
tion assembled, that the question had béen settled 
by the decisions of the Supreme Court.. But in 
the progress of the convention, when they came 
to balloting, it appears, by an analysis of the vote 
for candidates, that the Senator from Illinois 
received from seventeen undoubted Democratic 
States of ihe Union, casting one hundred and 
twenty-seven electoral votes, but eleven votes. 
It is not sch a great triumph, then, in the Dem- 
ocratic view, as is claimed. It does not suffice to 


m or property can be destroyed or im- 
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add ap the number of votes where they do not 
avail. . It is not. fair to bring the votes of Ver- 
mont, where I believe nobody expects we shall 
be sticcessfal, and count them for a particular 
candidate. The electoral votes, and these alone, 
tell apon the result; and it appears that in those 
States which have been counted certain to cast 
their electoral votes for the candidate who might 
have been nominated at that convention, the Sen- 
atorreceived but eleven. ‘Thisis butmeager claim 
to bind us to his car as the successful champion 
of the majority. This is but smal basis for the 
boast that his hopes were gratified; that he would 
not receive the nomination, unless sustained by a 


majority of the party, and that his opinions had | 


received the indorsement of the Democracy. 
My devotion to the party is life-long. If the 
assertion be allowable, it may be said that I in- 
herited my political principles. I derive them from 
a revolutionary father—one of the carnest friends 


of Mr. Jefferson, who, after the Revolution which | 
achieved our independence, bore his fall part in į 


the civil revolution of. 1800, which emancipated 
us from Federal usurpation and consolidation. I 
therefore have all that devotion to party which 
belongs to habitual reverence and confidence. But, 
sir, that devotion to party rests on the assumption 
that it is to maintain sound principles; that it is 
to strive hereafter, as heretofore, to carry out the 


i 
linal d in which the D iti | 
wor, ($ re: n which the De ratie party ii 
great cardinal creed in wien the Democrat’ party i lowed soon afterwards—the act of 1793—from 
| 


was founded. 


atan end. 
for which jt was established; and if there be a 


constitutional party in the land which, in the lan- | 


guage of Mr. Jefferson, would find in the vigor of 
the Federal Government the best hope for our 
liberty and security, to that party I should attach 
myself whenever that sad contingency arose. 
The resolutions of 1798 and 1799, though di- 
rected against usurpation, were equally directed 
against the dangers of anarchy. ‘Vheir principles 
are alike applicable to both, ‘Their cardinal creed 
wasa Federal Government according to the grants 
conferred upon it, and these righteously adminis- 
tered, It is not fair to the men who taught us the 


lessons of Democracy, that they should be held , 


responsible for a theory which leaves the Federal 
Government, as one who has abdicated all au- 
thority, to stand at the mercy of local usurpations. 
Least of all does their teaching maintain that this 
Government has no power over the Territories; 


that this Government has no obligation to protect | 


the rights of person and property in the Terri- 
tories; for among the first acts under the Consti- 


tution wasone which both asserted and exercised | 


the power. 
After the adoption of the Constitution, in 1789, 
an act was passed, to which reference is frequently 


made as being a confirmation of the ordinance of į 
1787; and this has been repeated so often that it | 
has received general belief. There was a consti- | 
tutional provision which required all obligations | 


and engagements under the Confederation to hold 


ordinance of 1787, out of the deed of cession by 


Virginia, it was transmitted to the Government | 
established under the Constitution; but that Con- | 
gress under the Constitution gave it no vitality, | 
that they added no force to it, is apparent from 

the fact which is so often relied upon as authority. i 


It was in view of this fact, in full remembrance 
of this and of other facts connected with it, that 


Mr. Madison said, in relation to passing regula- || 


tions for the Territories, that “ Congress did not 
regard the interdiction of slavery among the need- 


ful regulations contemplated by the Constitution, | 


since, in none of the territorial governments 
created by them, was such an interdict found.” 
I ain aware that Justice McLean has viewed this 
asa historical crror of Mr. Madison. J shall not 
assume to decide between such high authorities. 
The act isas follows: 

An act to provide for the government of the Territory north- 

west of the Ohio river. 

_ Whereas, in order that the ordinance of the United States 
in Congress assembled for the government of the Perritory 


‘| and the President shall nominate, and, by and with the 


When the resolutions of 1798 and | 
1799 are discarded; when we fly from the extreme | 
of monarchy to land in the danger to Republics— | 
anarchy, and the Democratic party says its arm | 
is paralyzed, cannot. be raised to maintain consti- | 
tutional rights, my devotion to its organization is | 
It fails thenceforward in the purposes | 


fect, it is requisite that certain provisions should be made | 
so as to adapt the same to the present Constitution of the 
United States: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the United Statesof America in Congress assembled, That 
in all eases in which, by the said ordinance, any informa- 
tion is to be given, or communication made, hy the Gov- 
ernor of the said Territory to the United States in Congress 
assembled, or to any of their officers, it shall be the duty of. 
the said Governor to give such information, and to make 
such communication, to tlie President of the United States; 


i 5 
| northwest of the river Ohio may continue to have full ef- 
| 
i 


| advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint, all officers 
| which, by the said ordinance, were to bave been appoint- 
| ed by the United States in Congress assembled; and all 
officers so appointed shall be commissioned by him; and 
| imal cases where the United States in Congress assembled į 
might, by the said ordinance, make any commission, or 
| remove from any office, the President is hereby declared 
| to have the same powers of revocation and removal. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in the case of the 
| death, removal, resignation, or necessary absence of the 
| Governey of the said Territory, the secretary thereof shall 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to execute all 
the powers and perform all the duties of the Governor 
during the vacancy occasioned by the removal, resignation, | 
or necessary absence of the said Governor. 

Approved August 7, 1789. 


All that is to be found in this act which favors 
the supposition, and frequent assertion, that under 
the Constitution the ordinance of 1787 was rati- | 
fied and confirmed, is to be found in the preamble; | 
and that preamble so vaguely alludes to it that the 
idea is refuted by reference to an act which fol- 


which I will read a single section: 


“Suc. 3. And be it further enacted: That when a person 
held to labor in any of the United States, or in either of the 
‘Territories on the northwest or south of the river Ohio, un- 
der the laws thereof, shall escape into any other of the said 
States or Territories, the person to whom such service or | 
labor may be due, his agent, or attorney, is hereby empow- 
ered to seize or arrest such fugitive from labor,” &e, 


Is it not apparent that when the Congress legis- 
lated in 1793, they recognized the existence of 
slavery, and protected that kind of property in 
the Territory northwest of the river Ohio ? and is 
it not conclusive that they did not intend, by the 
act of 1789, to confirm, ratify, and give effect to 
the ordnance of 1787, which would have excluded 
it? 


ment. It is traceable down through all the carly 
controversies; and they arose at least as early as 
1790. It is found in the messages of Mr. Jeffer- 
son and Mr. Madison, and in the legislation of 


| the canvass of 1848. 


This doctrine of protection, then, is not new. | 
It goes back to the foundation of the Govern- |} 


Congress; and also in the messages of the elder į 
|| Adams. There was not one of the first four Pres- 


ii themselves to the doctrine of the “7 


| ment;and not oncefthem everattempted to pervert 
d 


ocratic party is to arise now, because of this doc- 


sert it, but of those who deny it. Itis not from 


was recognized in its very beginning. 


with the local affairs of a Territory; he held the 


by the candidate in 1848, because the party had 
| nominated him; and he quoted the record toshow : 
what States, by voting for him, had committed 
Nicholson Jet- 
He even quoted South Carolina, repre- 
sented by that man who became famous fora single 
| act, and, as South Carolinians said, without au- 
i thority at home to sustain it. 
as pledging the faith of South Carolina to the | 


i ter.” 


‘than all, the Senator did this, though he knew ! 
that the doctrine of the ** Nicholson letter’? was 
thesubject of controversy for years subsequently; 
i that what was the true construction of that letter 


H 
|| doctrine of the “Nicholson letter,” and, worse | 


i denied; and the Senator might have remembered, | 


[if he had chosen to recollect so unimportant a |i 


| idents of the United States who did notrecognize | 
i this obligation of protection, who did not assert | 
this power on the part of the Federal Govern- ; 


it to a power to destroy. If division in the Dem- | 


trine, it is not from the change by those who as- | 


the introduction of a new feature in the theory of :! 
our Government, but from the denial of that which ; 


As I understood the main argument of the Sen- 
. © H 
| ator, it was based upon the general postulate that | 
| the Democratic convention of 1848 recognized a 
¥ aan 1 g 
good under the Constitution, If there was an || 
obligation or an engagement growing out of the 


3 3 | squatter sovereignty. 
party responsible for all the opinions entertained || 


thing, that I once had to explain to him, ten years 
ago, the fact that I repudiated the doctrine of that 
letter at the time it was published; and that the 
Democracy of Mississippi had well-nigh crucified 
me for the construction which I placed upon it; 
there were men mean enough to suspect that the: 
construction I gave to the Nicholson letter was 
prompted by the confidence and affection I felt for 
General Taylor. Ata subsequent period, how~ 
ever, Mr. Cass thoroughly reviewed it. He 
uttered, for him, very harsh language against all 
who had doubted the truc construction of his let- 
ter, and he construed it just as I had done during 
It remains only to add, that 
I supported Mr. Cass, not because of the docs 
trine of the Nicholson letter, but in despite of it; 


| because I believed a Democratic President, with 
a Democratic Cabinet, and Democratic counsel- 
i ors in the two Houses of Congress, and he as 


honest a manas I believed Mr. Cass to be, would 


; be a safer reliance than his opponent, who per- 


sonally possessed my confidence as much as any 
man living, but who was of, and must draw his 


: advisers from, a party, the tenets of which I be- 


lieved to be opposed to the interests of thecountry, 
as they were to all my political convictions. 

I little thought at that time that my advocacy 
of Mr. Cass upon such grounds as these, or his 
support by the State of which I am a citizen, 
would at any future day be quoted as an indorse- 
ment of the opinions contained in the Nicholson 
letter, as those opinions were afterwards defined. 
But it is not only upon this letter, but equally 
upon the resolutions of the convention as con- 
structive of that letter, that he rested his argu- 
ment. I will here say to the Senator that if, at 
any time, I do him the least injustice, speaking 
as I do from such notes as I could take while he 


| progressed, I will thank him to correct me. 


But this letter entered into the canvass; there 
was a doubt about its construction; there were 
men who asserted that they had positive authority 
for saying that it meant that the people of a ‘Ter- 
ritory could only exclude slavery when the Ter- 
ritory should form a constitution and be admitted 
asa State. This doubt continued to hang over 
the construction, and it was that doubt alone 
which secured Mr. Cass the vote of Mississippi. 
If the true construction had been certainly known, 


| he would have had no chance to get it. “Our ma- 


jority went down from thousands to hundreds, as 
it was. In Alabama the decrease was greater, It 
was not that the doctrine was countenanced; but 
the doubt as to the true meaning of the letter, 
and the constantly reiterated assertion that it 
only meant the Territories when they should be 
admitted as States, enabled him to carry those 


| States. 


But if I mistook the Senator there, I think prob- 
ably I did not on another point: that he claimed 
the support of certain southern men for Mr, Rich- 
ardson as Speaker of the House to be by them 
an acknowledgment of the doctrine of squatter 
sovereignty. 

l suppose those southern men who voted for 
My. Richardson voted for him as I did for Mr. 
Cass, in despite of his opinions on that question, 


| because they preferred Mr. Richardson to Mr. 
new doctrine—a doctrine which inhibited the Gen- || 
i eral Government from interfering in any way, | 
| either for the protection of property or otherwise, `! 


Banks, even with squatter sovereignty. They 


| cousidered that the latter was carrymg an amount 


of heresies which greatly execeded the value of 
7 It was a choice of evils— 
not an indorsement of his opinions. Neither did 
they this year indorse the opinions on that point 
of Mr. McCurrnanp, when they voted for him. 


| According to the Senator ’sargument, [could show 


him that Illinois was committed to the doctrine 


+ of Federal protection to property in the Territo- 
' ries and the remedy of secession as a State rights 
; committed irrevocably, unmistakably, with no 
But this was cited į 


right to plead any ignorance of the political creed 
of the individaal, or the meaning of his words. 
In 1852—I refer to it with pride—Hlinois did me 
the honor to vote consistently for me for the Vice 
Presidency up to the time ofadjournment; though 
in 1850 and in 1851 I had done all these acts 


, © which have been spoken of, and the Senator has 
entered into the canvass in the southern States; ! 


admitted my consistency in opinions which were 


5 © avowed with at least such perspicuity as left 
placed upon it ata subsequent period was there ;' i 


nobody in doubt as to my position, Did Hlinois 
then adopt my theory of protection in the Tere 
tories, or of the right of State secession? No, sir. 
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derness, when. they and I had ‘kind relations in 
the face of hostile Indians. Some of them may 
have remembered me, and, I believe, kindly, as 
associated with them ata later period on the fields 
of Mexico. The Senator himself, I know, re- 
membered kindly his association with me in the 
Halls of Congress. It was these bonds which 
gave me the confidence of the State of Ilinois. I 
never misconstrued it. I never pretended to put 
thom in the attitude of adopting all my opinions— 
never required it, never desired it, save as in so 
far as wishing all men would agree with me, con- 
fidently believing my position to be true. Ata 
later period, and when these questions were more 
importantin the public mind, when public atten- 
tion had been more directed to them, when pub- 
lie opinion had heen more matured, at the very 
time when the Senator claims that his doctrine 


culminated, the State of Ilinois voted for a gen- | 


tleman for Vice President, at Cincinnati, who held 
the same opinions with myself; or, if there was 
a difference, held them to a greater extreme—l 
mean General Quitman. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. We made no test on any one. 
Mr. DAVIS. Phen, how did the South become 
responsible for the doctrine of General Cass, by 


consenting to his nomination in 1848, and sup- | 


porting his election? Butata later period, down to 
the present session, what is the position in which 
the Senator places his friends—those sterling Dem- 
ocrats, uncompromising anti-Know Nothings; 
men who give no quarter to the American party, 
and yet who voted this year for Mr. Smitu, of 
North Carolina, to be Speaker of the House of 
Representatives? Is the Senator answered? Does 
he not sce that there is no justice in assuming a 
vote for an individual to be the entire adoption of 
his opinions? 

He cited, in this connection, a resolution of 


1848, as having been framed to cover the doctrines | 


of the Nicholson letter; and he claimed thus to 
have shown that the convention not only under- 
stood it, but adopted it, and made it the party 
creed, and that we were bound to it from that pe- 
riod forward. Heeven had that resolution of 1848 
read, in order that there should be, at no future 
time, any question as to the principle which the 
party then avowed; that it should be fixed as a 
starting point in all the future progress of Democ- 
racy. 
ator attached to that resolution of 1848, because 
it was not new. It was not framed to meet the 
opinions of the Nicholson letter, but came down 
from a period as remote as 1840; was copied into 
the platform of 1844, and again into that of 1848, 
being the expression which the condition of the 
country‘in 1840 had induced—a declaration of 
opinion growing out of the agitation in the two 
Houses of Congress at that day, and the fearful 
strides which anti-slavery was making, and which 


Mr. Calhoun had Jabored to check by the declara- | 


tion of constitutional truths, as set forth in his 
Scnate resolutions of 1837-38. 

That there may be no mistake on this point, 
and particularly as the Senator attached special 
importance to it, I will turn to the platform of 
4840, and read from it, so that it shall be found 
to be 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis conceded. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator concedes the fact 
that the resolution of 1848 was a copy of that of 
1849; and with the concession falls his argument. 


The platforms of 1840 and 1844 were reaflirmed | 


in 1848; and, consequently, the resolution of 1848, 
being identical with that of 1840, was not a con- 
struction of the letter written in 1847. 

True to its instincts and to its practices, the 
Democratic party, from time to time, continued 


to add to their“ platform”? whatever was needful | 
for action by the Government in the condition of | 
the country. Thus, in 1844, they reasserted the | 


platform of 1840; and they added thercto, because 
of a question then pending, that— 


«The reamiexation of Texas at the earliest practicable 
period is a great American measure, which the convention 
and tothe cordial support of the Democracy of the 


In 1848 they readopted the resolutions of 1844; 
and werc not a little laughed at for keeping up the 


I was surprised at the importance the Sen- | 


question of Texas after it had been annexed. In 
1852 a new question had arisen; the measures. of 


1850 had presented with great force to the public | 


mind the necessity for some expression of opin- 
ion upon the disturbing questions which the meas- 
ures of 1850 had been designed to quict. There-. 
fore, in 1852, the party, true to its obligation ta 


announce its principles and to meet issues as they ` 


arise, said: 

“ Resolved, That the foregoing proposition [referring to 
the resolution of 1848] covers, and was intended to em- 
brace, the whole subject of slavery agitation in Congress 5 
and, therefore, the Democratic party of the Union, stand- 
ing on this national platform, will abide by and adhere to 
a faithful execution of the act known as the compromise 
measure, settled by the last Congress, the act for reclaim- 
ing fugitives from labor included; which act, being de- 
signed to carry out an express provision of the Constitu- 
tion, cannot, with fidelity thereto, be repealed or so changed 
as to destroy or impair its efficiency. 

* Resolved, That the Democratic party will restrain all 
attempts at renewing, in Congress or out of it, the agitation 
of the slave question, uader whatever shape or color the 
attempt may be made.”? 

This was the addition made in 1852, and it was 
made because of the agitation which then. pre- 
vailed through the country against the fugitive 
slave act, and it was because the fugitive slave 
act, and that alone, was assailed, and the Demo- 
cratic convention met. the issue on that measure 
specifically; and for the same reason it received 
the approbation of the southern States. Had this 
been considered as the indorsement of the slave- 
trade bill for the District of Columbia, it would 
not have received their approval. The agitation 
was in relation to recovering fugitive slaves, and 
the Democratic party boldly and truly met the 
living issue, and declared its position upon it. 

In 1856 other questions had arisen. It was 

necessary to meet them. The convention did 
mect them, and mct them in a manner which was 
satisfactory, because it was believed to be full. 
I will not weary the Senate by reading the reso- 
lutions of 1856; they are familiar to everybody. 
I only quote a portion of them: 
“The American Democracy recognize and adopt the 
principles contained in the organic laws establishing the 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the only 
sound and safe solution of the ‘slavery question’ upon 
which the great. national idea of the people of this whole 
country can repose in its determined conservatism of the 
Union—non-interference by Congress with slavery in State 
and Territory, or in the District of Columbia. 

« That, by the uniform application of this Democratic 
principle to the organization of Territories, and to the ad- 
mission of new States, with or without domestic slavery, 


as they may elect, the equal rights of all States will be pre- | 


served intact, the original compacts of the Constitution 
maintained inviolate, and the perpetuity and expansion of 
this Union insured to its utmost capacity of embracing, in 
peace and harmony, every future American State tbat may 
be constituted or annexed with a republican form of gov- 
ernment.” 

Pray, what can this mean? Squatter sover- 
eignty? Incapacity of the Federal Government 
to enact any law for the protection of slave prop- 
erty anywhere? Could that be, in the face of a 


t strugele that we were constantly carrying on 
against the opponents of tae fugitive slave law? | 
Could that be, in the face of the fact that a ma- ; 


jority had trodden down our constitutional rights 
in the District of Columbia, by legislating in re- 
lation to that particular character of property, and 
that they had failed to redeem a promise they 
had sacredly made to pass a Jaw for the prote 
tion of slave property, so as to punish any on 
who should seduce, or entice, or abduct it from 
an owner in this District? 


With all these things fresh in mind, what did | 
they mean? They meant that Congress should | 
not decide the question whether that institution ;; 
should exist within a Territory or not. They did į 
not mean to withdraw from the inhabitants of the | 
District of Columbia that protection to which they | 
were entitled, and which is almost annually given |) 
by legislation; and yet States and Territories and | 
are all grouped together, ; 
as the points upon which this idea rests, and to i 
lt meant that Congress was j 


the District of Columbi 


which it is directed. 
not to legislate to interfere with the rights of prop- 


erty anywhere; not to attempt to decide what | 
should, be the institutions maintained anywhere; i| 
but surely not to disclaim the right te protect prop- | 
erty, whether on sca or on jand, wherever the : 
Federal Government had jurisdiction and power. | 
But some stress has been kud upon the resolution, i 


which says that this principle should be applied to 


«The organization of the Territories,and to the admis- | 


sion of new States, with or without domestic slay 
they may elect.” Poe ae. ee ae 

What does may élect”” mean? ` Does it re 
to organization of the Territory? Who may.elect?. 
Congress organizes the Territories, “Did it mean, 
that the Territo were to elect? It does not say. 


aS: 


so. What does it say? 

& That by the uniform. application. of, ¢ 
principle to the organization of Territories, and to thie ad- 
mission of new States, with or without domestic slavery, 
as they may elect.?? : Pye RES whe ey ERP gea A 

And here it met a question which had disturbed- 
the peace of the country and well nigh destroyed ° 
the Union—the right ofa State holding slaves to’ 
be admitted into the Union. It-was declared ‘here 
that the State so admitted should elect whether it’ 
would or would not have slaves. There is noth- 
ing in that which logically applies to. the organi- 
zation of a Territory. But if this be in doubt, let 
us come to the last resolution, which says: °v 

« We recognize the right of the people of all the Terrl-" 
tories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting through the 
legally aid fairly. expressed will of a majority. of actual res- 
idents”— 

Does it stop there? No— 


& and whenever the number of their inhabitants justifies it, 
to form a constitution with or without domestic. slavery, 
and be admitted into the Union upon terms of perfect equal- 
ity with the other States.” f ` 

If there had been any doubt. before ag to what 
“may elect” referred tò, this resolution certainly 
removed it. Itis clear they meant that when. a 
Territory had a sufficient number of inhabitants, 
and came to form a constitution, then. it might de- 
cide the question as it pleased. From that doc- 
trine, I know no Democrat who now dissents. : 

I have thus, because of the assettion that this 
was a new idea, attempted to be interjected into 
the Democratic creed, gone over some portion of 
its history. Important by its connection with the 
existing agitation, and last in the series, is an act 
with the ushering in of which the Senator is more. 
familiar than myself, and on which he made re- 
marks, to which, it is probable, some of those 
who acted with him will reply. I wish. merely 
to say, in relation to the Kansas-Nebraska, act,’ 
that there are expressions in it which seem ,to me. 
not of doubtful meaning, ‘such as, ‘in all cases | 
involving title to slaves, or involving the question. | 
of personal freedom,” there should be. a trial. 
before the courts, and. without reference to the . 
amount involved, an appeal to the supreme court 
of the Territory, and from thence to the Supreme: 
Court of the United States. If there was no right 
of property there; if we had no right to recog- 
nize it there; if some sovereign was to determine 
whether it existed or not, why. did we. say. that, 
the Supreme Court. of the United States, inthe 
last resort, should decide the question? If itwas 
an admitted thing, by that bill, that the Territorial 
Legislature should decide it, why did we provide 
for taking the case tothe Supreme Court? Ifithad 
been believed then, as it is asserted now, that a 
Territory possessed all the power of a State; that, 
the inhabitants of a Territory could meet in con- 
vention, and decide the question as the people of. - 


of this “Democratic 


i to the Supreme Court. 
i the decision of a constitutional convention of a 


a State might do, there was nothing to be carried 
You cannot appeal from 


State to the Supreme Court of the United States 
o decide whether slave property shall be prohib- 
ited or admitted within the limits of a State; and 


| if they reston the same footing, what is the mean- 


ing of that clause of the bill? 

But this organic law further provides, just as 
the resolution of the convention had donc, that 
when a legal majority of the residents of either 
Territory formed a constitution, then, at their., 
will, they might recognize or exclude slavery, 
and come into the Union as coequal States. | This 
fixes the period, defines the time at which the 
territorial inhabitants may perform this. act, and 
clearly forbids the idea that it was intended, by 


i those who enacted the law, to acknowledge that 
: power to be existent in the inhabitants of a Ter- 


ritory during their territorial condition. If lam 
mistaken in this, if there was a cotemporaneous 
construction of it differing from this, the Senators 
who sit around me,and who were then members 
of the body, will not fail to remember it. 

The Senator asserts that, in relation to. this 
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If this be so, it proves nothing as to the present, 
and only individual opinions as to the past. I 
do not regard ‘consistency as a very high virtue; 
neither, it appears, does he; for he told us that if 
it could be shown to him that he was in error on 
any point, he would change his opinion. How 
could that be? Who would undertake to show 
the Senator that he was in error? Who would 
undertake to measure the altitude of the Colossus 
who bestrides the world, and announces for, and 
of, and by himself, ‘“ We the Democracy,” as 
though, in his person, all that remained of the 
party was now concentrated? - Other men are per- 
mitted to change, because other men may be mis- 
taken; and if they are honest, when convicted of 
their error, they must change; but how can one 
expect to convince the Senator, who, where all is 
change, stands changeless still ? 

In the course of his reply to me—if indeed it 
may be called such, it seemed to be rather a re- 
view of everything except what I had said—he 
set me the bad example of going into the canvass 
in my own State. Tt is the first, I trust it will be |; 
the last, time I shall follow his example; and now |, 
only to the extent of the occasion, where criticism |! 
was invited by unusual publicity. In the canvass 
which the Senator had with his opponent, Mr. |: 
Lincoln, and the debates of which have been pub- |! 
lished in a book, we find much which, if it be |; 
consistent with his course as I had known it, only 
proves to me how little able I was to understand || 
his meaning in former times. 

The Kansas-Nebraska bill having agreed the 
right for which I contend to be the subject of ju- 
dical decision; it having specially provided the 
mode and facilitated the process by which that 
right should be brought to the courts and finally 
decided; not allowing any check to be interposed 
because of amount, that bill having continued the 

rovision which had been introduced into the 

lew Mexico bill, how are we to understand the 
Senator’s declarations, that, let the Supreme Court 
decide as they may, the inhabitants of a Terri- 
tory may Inwfully admit or exclude slavery as 
they please? What a hollow promise was given 
to us in the provision referring this vexed ques- 
tion to judicial decision, in order that we might 
reach a point on which we might peacefully rest, 
if the inhabitants of the Territories for which 
Congress had legislated could stilldecide the ques- 
tion and set aside any decision of the Supreme 
Court, and do this lawfully! Task, wasit not to 
give us a stone, when he promised us bread; to 
Incorporate a provision in the organic act securing 
the right of appeal to the courts, if, as now stated, | 
those courts were known to be powerless to grant f 
a remedy? | 

Here there is a very broad distinction to be Í 
drawn between the power of the inhabitants of a 
Territory, or of any local community, lawfully 
to doa thing and forcibly to doit. Ifthe Sena- 
tor had said that, whatever might be the decision 
of the Supreme Court, whatever might be the 
laws of Congress, whatever might be the laws of 
the Territories, in the face of an infuriated mob, 
such as he described on another occasion, it would 
be impossible for a man to hold a slave against 
their will, he would but have avowed the truism jii 
that in our country the law waits upon public 
opinion. But he says that they can do it jaw- 
fully. If his position had been such as I have just 
stated, it would have struck me as the opinion I 
had always supposed him to entertain. More | 
than that, itwould have struck me as the opinion | 
which no one could gainsay; which at_any time 
I would have been ready to admit. Nothing is 
more clear than that no law could prevail in our 
country, where force as a governmental mean is 
almost unknown, against a pervading sentiment 
in the community. Everybody admits that; and 
it was in that view of the case that this question 
has been so often declared to be a mere abstrac 
tion. [tis an abstraction so far asany one would 
expect in security to hold against the fixed pur- 
pose and all pervading will of the community, 
whether territorial or other, a species of property, 
ambulatory, liable, because it has mind enough 
to go, to be enticed away whenever freed from 
physical restraint, and which would be nearly 
valueless if so restrained. It may be an abstrac- 
tion as a practical question of pecuniary advant- 
age, butit is not the less dear to those who assert 


4 


| 
| 
| 


: me that answer. 
| understanding of the Senator and myself 


the constitational right. It would constitute a 
very good reason why no one should eversay there 
was an attempt to force slavery on an unwilling 
people, but no reason why the right should not 
be recognized by the Federal Government as one 
belonging to the equal privileges and immunities 


of every citizen of the United States. ~ 


But the main point of the Senator’s argument, 
and it deserved to be so, because itis the main 
question now in the public mind, was, what is the 
meaning of non-intervention? He defined it to be 
synonymous with squatter sovereignty, or with 
popular sovereignty. * x Epu * 

‘he Senator and myself do not seem to be get- 
ting any nearer together; because the very thing 


which he describes constitutes the only case in | 


which I would admit the necessity, and, conse- 
quently, the propriety of the people acting with- 
out authority. If men were cast upon a desert 
island, the sovereignty of which was unknown, 
over which no jurisdiction was exercised, mey 
would find themselves necessitated to establish 
rules which should subsist between themselves; 
and so the people of California, when the Congress 
failed to give them a government; when it refused 
to enact a territorial law; when, paralyzed by the 


; power of contending factions, it left the immi- 


grants to work their own unhappy way, they had 


| aright—a right growing out of the necessity of the 
i case—to make rules for the government of their 


local affairs. But this was not sovereignty. It was 


the exercise between man and man, a social func- | 
tion necessary to preserve peace in the absence of |: 
any controlling power; essential to conserve the |) 


relations of person and property. The sover- 
eignty, if it existed in any organization or Gov- 
ernment of the world, remained there still; and 
whenever that sovereignty extended itself over 
them, whether shipwrecked mariners or adven- 
turous Americans; whether cast off by the sea, 
or whether finding their weary way across the 
desert plains which lie west of the Mississippi; 
whenever the hand of the Government holding 
sovereign jurisdiction was laid upon them, they 
became subject; their sovereign control of their 
own affairs ceased. In our case, the directing hand 
of the Government is laid upon them at the mo- 
ment of the enactment of an organic law. There- 
fore, the very point at which the Senator begins 
his sovereignty is the point at which the neces- 
sity and, in my view, the claim, ceases. 

But suppose that a Territorial Legislature, act 
ing under an organic law not defining their muni- 
cipal powers further than has been general in 
such Jaws, should pass a law to exclude slave 
property: would the Senator vote to repeal it? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. l will answer. [would not, 
because the Democratie party is pledged to non- 
intervention; because, furthermore, whether such 
an act is constitutional or not is a judicial ques- 
tion. If itis unconstitutional, the court will so 


decide; and it will be nulland void without repeal. | 


If it is constitutional, the people have the right to 
pass it. If unconstitutional, it is void, and the 
court will ascertain the fact; and we p 
honors to abide the decision. = 

Mr. DAVIS. [fit will not embarrass the Sen- 
ator, I would əsk him if, as chief Executive of the 
United States, he would sign a bill to protect slave 
property in State, Territory, or District of Colum- 
bia—an act ef Congress? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It will be time enough for 
me, orany other man, to say what bills he will 
sign, when he is in a position to exercise the 

ower. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator has a right to make 
I was only leading on to a fair 
about 

* 


x & * * * 


non-interyention. 

I think it now appears that, in the minds of the 
gentleman, non-intervention isa shadowy, unsub- 
stantial doctrine, which has its application ac- 
cording to the circumstances of the case. Itceased 
to apply when it was necessary to annul an act 
in Kansas in relation to the political rights of the 
inhabitants. It had no application when it was 
necessary to declare that the old French laws 
should not be revived in the Territory of Kansas 
after the repeal of the Missouri compromise; but 
it rose an insurmountable barrier, when we pro- 
posed to sweep away the Mexican decrees, usages, 
or laws, and leave the Constitution and laws of 


ledged our | 


the United States unfettered in their operation in 
the territory acquired from Mexico. Itthus seems 
to have a constantly varying application; and as 
I have not yet reached a good definition, one 
which quite satisfies me, I must take it as I find it 
in the Senator’s speech, in which he says Ala- 
bama asserted the doctrine of non-intervention in 
1856. The Alabama resolutions of 1856 asserted 
the right to protection, and the duty of the Fed- 
eral Government to give it. So, if he stands upon 
the resolutions of Alabama in 1856, non-interven- 
tion is very good doctrine,and exactly agrees with 
what I believe—no assumption by the Federal 
Government of any power over the municipal 
territorial governments which is not necessary; 
that the hand of Federal power shall be laid as 
lightly as possible upon any territorial commu- 
nity; that its laws shall be limited to the necessi- 
ties of each case; that it shall leave the inhabitants 
as unfettered in the determination of their local 
legislation as the rights of the people of the States 
will permit and the duty of the General Govern- 
ment will allow. But when non-intervention is 
pressed to the point of depriving the arm of the 
Federal Government of its one great function of 
protection, then it is the doctrine which we de- 
nounce, which we call squatter sovereignty; the 
renunciation by Congress, and the turning over 
to the inhabitants a sovereignty which rightfully 
: it does not belong to the one to grant or the other 
to claim, and further and worse thus to divest the 
Federal Government of a duty which the Consti- 
tution requires it to perform. 

To show that this view is not new, that it does 
not rest singly on the resolutions of Alabama, I 
| will refer to a subject, the action upon which has 
already been quoted in this debate—the Oregon 
bill. During the discussion of the Oregon bill, I 
offered, in the Senate, June 23, 1848, an amend- 
ment, which I will read: 


& Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be 
. so construcd as to authorize the prohibition of domestic 
slavery in said Territory whilst it remains in the condition 
ofa Territory of the United States.” 


Upon this I will cite the authority of Mr. Cal- 
houn in his speech on the Oregon bill, June 27, 
1848: 

“ The twelfth section of this bill is intended to assertand 
maintain this demand of the non-slaveholding States, while 
it remain a ‘Territory, not openly or directly, but indirectly, 
by extending the provisions of the bill for the establishment 
of the fowa Territory to this, and by ratifying the acts of 
| the informal and selt-constitated government of Oregon, 
which, among others, contains one prohibiting the intro- 
duction ofslavery. H thus, in reality, adopts what is called 
the Wilmot proviso, not only for Oregon, but, as the bill 
10w stands, for New Mexico and California. ‘The amend- 
mient,on the contrary, moved by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi near ine, [Mr. Davis,]} is intended to assertand main- 
i! taiu the position of the slaveholding States. Jt leaves the 
i} Territory free and open to all the citizens of the United 
States, and would overrule, if adopted, the act of the self- 
constituted Territory of Oregon and the twelfth section, as 
faras it relates to the subject under consideration. We 
have thus fairly presented the grounds taken by the non- | 
slaveholding and the slaveholding States, or, as I shail call 
hem for the sake of brevity, the northern and southern 
States, in their whole extent, for discussion.”’—.4ppendia 
to A a Globe, Thirtieth Congress, first session, 
p- 868. 


I will quote also one of the speeches which he 
made near the close of his life, at a time when he 
was so far wasted by discase that it was necessary 
for him to ask the Senator from Virginia, who 
sits before me, [Mr. Mason,] to read the speech 
| Which his tameless spirit impelled him to com- 


{ 


|| pose, but which he was physically unable to de- 


liver; and once again he came to the Senate Cham- 
| ber when standing yet more nearly on the confines 
ofdeath. He rose, his beart failing iv its functions, 
his voice faltered, but his will was so strong that 
he could not realize that the icy hand was upon 
i him; and he erroneously thought he was op- 
oressed by the weight of his overcoat, True to 
his devotion to the principles he bad always ad» 
vocated, clinging in the last hour of his life to the 
duty to maintain the rights of his constituents, 
| still he was here, and his honored, though feeble, 
| Voice was raised for the maintenance of the great 
| principles to which his life had been devoted. 
From the speech I read as follows: 

©The plan of the Administration cannot save the Union 
because it can have no effect whatever tows al 
the States composing the sonibern scetion of the 
that the n, consistently with safety and hon 
inthe pn. His, in fact, but a modification of 
not proviso. Lt proposes to effect the same objcet—t 
clude the South from all territory acquired by the Mexican 


i 
i 
f 
Í 
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treaty. It is well known that the South is united against 
the Wilmot proviso, and has committed itself, by solemn 
resolutions, to resist, should it be adopted. Its opposition 
is not to the name, but that which it proposes to effect. That 
the southern States hold to be unconstitutional, unjust, 
inconsistent with their equality as members of the common 
Union, and calculated to destroy irretrievably the equilib- 
rium between the twosections. ‘These objections equally 
appiy to what, for brevity, I will call the executive pro- 
viso: Therejis no difference between it and the Wilmot, 
except in the niode of effecting the object; and in that re- 
spect | must say that tbe latter is much the least objec- 


tionable. Et goes toits object openty, boldly, and distinctly-. 


it claims for Congress unlimited power over the Terri- 
tories, and proposes to assert it over the ‘Territories ac- 
gnired from Mexico, by a positive prohibition of slavery. 
Not so the executive proviso. it takes an indirect course 3 
and in order to elude the Wilmot proviso, and thereby 
avoid encountering the united and determined resistance of 
the South, it denies, by implication, the authority of Con- 
gress to legislate forthe Territories, and claims the right as 
belonging exclusively to the iuhabitants of the ‘Territories. 
Bur to effeet the object of excluding the South, it takes 
care, in the mean time, to let in emigrants freely from the 
northern States and all other quarters, except from the 
Soath, which ittakes special care to exclude by holding up 


to them the danger of having their slaves liberated under | 
consequence is to Cx- | 


the Mexican laws. The nece 
elude the South from the Territory, just as effectually as 
would the Wilmot proviso. ‘The only difference in this 
respect ig, that what one proposes to effect directly and 
openly, the other proposes to effect indirectly and covertly. 


“ But the executive proviso is more objectionable than | 


the Wilmot in anotherand more inportant particular. The 
latter, to effect its object, inflicts a dangerous wound upon 
the Constitution, by depriving the southern States, as joint 
partners and owners of the Territories, of their rights in 
them ; but it inflicts no greater wound than is absolutely 
sary to effect its object. The former, on the con- 
trary, While it inflicts the same wound, inflicts others 
equally great, and, if possible, greater, as Í shall next pro- 
ceed toexplain . 

“tu claiming the right for the inhabitants, instead of 
Congress, to legislate for the Territories, the executive 
proviso assumes that the sovereignty over the Territories 
is vested in the former, or, to express it in the langnage 
used ina resolution offered by one of the Senators trom 


Texas, [General Houston, uow abscut,] they have the same | 


inherent right of self-government as the people in the 
States? The assumption is utterly unfounded, unconsti- 
tutional, without example, and contrary to the entire prac- 
tice of the Government, from its commencement to the 
present time, as [ shall proceed to show.’ Calhoun’s 
Works, vol. 4, p. 552. 

I find that I must abridge by abstaining from 
the reading of extracts. When this question arose 
in 1820, Nathaniel Macon, by many considered 
the wisest man of his day, held the proposed in- 
terference to be unauthorized and innovative. In 
arguing against the Missouri compromise, as it 
was called—the attempt by Congress to prescribe 
where slaves might or might not be held—the ex- 
ercise by the Federal Government, north of a cer- 
tain point, of usurped power by an act of inhibi- 
tion, Mr. Macon said our true policy was that 
which had thus far guided the country in safety — 


the policy ofnon-intervention. By non-interven- | 
tion he meant the absence of hostile legislation, ti 


not the absence of governmental protection. Our 
doctrine on this point is not new, but that of our 
opponents is 80, 

"The Senator from Ilinois assumes that the con- 
gressional acts of 1850 meant no legislation in re- 
lation to slave property; while in the face of that 
declaration stand the laws enacted in that year, 
and the promise of another which has not been 
enacted—laws directed to the question of slavery 
and slave property; one even declaring in certain 
contingencies, as a penalty on the owner, the 
emancipation of his slave in the district of Co- 
Jumbia. If no action upon the question was the 
prevailing opinion, what docs the legislation mean? 
Was it non-action in the District of Columbia? 
Be it remembered, the resolution of the Cincinnati 
platform says, 2 
with slavery in State and Territory, or in the 
District of Columbia.” They are all upon the 
same footing. 

Again, he said that the Badger amendment was 
a declaration of no protection to slave property. 
The Badger amendment declares that the repea 
of the Missouri compromise shall not revive the 


lawsor usages which preéxisted that com promise; | 


and the history of the times, se far as I under- 
stand it, is, that it intended to assure those gentle- 
men who feared that the laws of France would be 


revived in the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska |, 
by the repen! of the act of 1820, and that they ! 
would be held responsible for having, by congres- | 


sionalact, established slavery. The southern men 
did not desire Congress to establish slavery. Ht 
has been our uniform declaration that we denied 
the power of the Federal Government either to 


“non-interference by Congress | 


establish or prohibit it; that we claimed fox it pro- 
tection as property, recognized by the Constitu- 
tion, and we claimed the right for it, as property, 
to go, and to receive Federal protection wherever 
the jurisdiction of the United States is exclusive. 
We claim that the Constitution’ of the United’ 
States, in recognizing this property, making it 
the basis of representation, put it not upon the 
footing which it holds between foreign nations, 
but-upon the basis of the compact or union of the 
States; that under the delegated grant to regulate 
commerce between the States, it did not belong to 
a State; therefore, without breach of contract, they 
cannot, by any regulation, prohibit transit; and | 
the compact provided that they should not change 
the character of master and slave in the case of a 
fugitive. Could Congress surrender for the States 
and their citizens the claim and protection for 
those or other constitutional rights against inva- | 
sion by aState? Ifnot, surely it cannot be done in | 
the case of a Territory, a possession of the States. 
The word “ protecting” in that amendment re- 
ferred to laws which preéxisted; laws which it 
was not designed by the Democrats to revive | 
when they declared the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise, and therefore I think did not affect 
the question of constitutional right and of Federal 
power and duty. 

Inall these territorial bills we have the language 
“ subject to the Constitution;’’ thatis to say, that 
the inhabitants are to manage their local affairs 
in their own way, subject to the Constitution; | 
which, I suppose, might be rendered thus: *¢in 
their own way, provided their own way shall be | 
somebody else’s way;” for“ subject to the Con- 
stitution” means in accordance with an instru- 
ment with which the territorial inhabitants had 
nothing todo; with the construction of which they 
were not concerned; in the adoption of which they 


i 


times been questioned whether they had any re- 


| aware, from previous discussions—and it is need- 


tensive withthe United States; that the designation 


|! subject to the Constitution. ` But if they be sub- 
i ject to the Constitution, and subject to the organic 

| act, that is the language used; that organic act 
being the law of Congress, that Constitution being 

| the compact of the States—the territorial inhabit- 

i ` A 

‘ants having no lot or part In one or the other, | 
| Save as they are imposed upon them—where is | 
! their claim to sovercignty? Where is theirright ! 
lto doas they please? The States have a compact, | 
| and the agent of the States gives to the Territo- 
| aaa oY . . . K 

ries a species of constitution 1n the organic act 
| which endures and binds them until they throw 
| off what the Senator on another occasion termed 
i the minority condition, and assume the majority | 
| condition as a State. ‘The remark to which I re- 

| fer was on the bill to admit Iowa and Florida into 
| the Union. The Senator then said: 

“The father may bind the son during his minority, but 
the moment that he (the son) attains his majority, his fet- 
ters are severed, aud he is frec to regulate his own conduct. 
So, sir, with the Territories; they are subject to the juris- 
diction and countrol of Congress during infancy, their minor- 
ity; but when they attain their majority, and obtain adinis- 
sion into the Union, they are free from all restraints and 
restrictions, except such as the Constitution of the United 
States imposes upon each and all of the States.” 


This was the doctrine of territorial sovereignty 
—perhaps that is the phrase—at that period. At 
a later period, in March, 1856, the Senator said: 


“he sovereignty of a Territory remains in abeyance, ! 
suspended in the United States in trust for the people, until i 
they shall be admitted into the Union asa State. In the | 
mean time, they are admitted to enjoy and exercise all the | 

gats aud privileges of self-government, in subordination | 
to the Constitution of the United States, and in obedience | 
to the organic law passed by Congress in pursuance of that Í 
instrument.”?, l 

| 
| 
i 
| 
l 


If it be admitted—and I believe there is no issue 

: between the Senator and myself on that peint— 

| that the Congress of the United States have no | 
Í right to pass a law excluding slaves from a Ter- ! 
| ritory, or determining in the Territory the rela- | 
: tion of master and slave, of parent and child, of 
' guardian and ward; that they have no right any- 


| 
| Where to decide what is property, but are only 
| bound to protect such rights as preéxisted the | 
: formation of the Union—to perform such fane- | 
tions as are intrusted to them as the agent of the | 


sponsibility. My own views, as the Senator is | 
| less to repeat—are, that the Constitution is coex- | 
| 


| includes the Territories; that they are necessarily į 


had no part, and in relation to which it has some- || 


States—then’ how can ‘Congress, thus fetteréd 


confer upon a- corporation of its, creation—upon: 
a Territorial Legislature,’ by an organic act; a’ 
power to'determine what shall be property within: 
the limits of such Territory? 3 ees 

But, again, if it were admitted -that the terri-: 
torial inhabitants did possess this sovereignty 
that they had the right to: do as they pleased or“ 
all subjectsthen would ‘arise the: question, if 
they were authorized through their representa~" 
tives thus to act; whence came the opposition to ` 
what was called the Lecompton constitution? 
How did Congress, under this state of facts, get 
the right to inquire whethér those representatives’ . 
in that case really expressed the will of the peo- 
ple? Still more: how did Congress get the right 
to decide that those representatives must submit ’ 
their action to a popular vote in a manner not 
prescribed by the people of the Territory, however 
eminently it may have been advisable, convenient, 
and proper, in the judgment of the Congress of 
the United States?” What revisory function had 
we, if they, through their representatives, had fall 
power to act on all such subjects whatsoever? 

} have necessarily, in answering the Senator, 
gone somewhit into the argumentum ad hominem. 


| Though it is not entirely exhausted, T think’ 


enough has been ‘said to show the Senate in what 
the difference between us consists. If it be neces- 
sary further to illustrate it, I might ask, how did 
he propose to annul the organic act for Utah, if 
the recognition by the Congress of a sufficient 
number of inhabitants to justify the organization 
of a territorial government transferred the sov- 
ereignty to the inhabitants of the Territory? If 
sovereignty passed by the recognition of the fact, 
how did he propose, by congressional act, to 
annul the territorial existence of Utah ? 

It is this confusion of ideas, itis this confound- 
ing of terms, this changing of language, this ap- 
plying of new meanings to words, out of which, 

ihink, a large portion of the dispute arises. For -> 
instance, it is claimed that President Pierce, in 
using the phrase existing and incipient States,” - 
meant to include all Territories, and thus that he 
had bound me to a doctrine which precluded my 
strictures on what I termed squatter sovereignty. 
Thisall arises from the misuse of language. An‘ 
incipient State, according to my idea, is the ter- 
ritorial condition at the moment it changes into ` 
that of a State, It is when the people assemble 
in convention to form a constitution as a State, 
that they are in the condition of an incipient State. 
Various names were applied to the Territories at 
an earlier period. Sometimes they were called 
“ new States,” because they wereexpected to be 
States; sometimes they were called “States in 
embryo;”’ and it requires a determination of the 
language that is employed before it is possible to 
arrive at any conclusion as to the differences of 
understanding between gentlemen. Therefore it 
was, and J think very properly—but not, as the 
Senator supposed, to catechise him—that I asked 
him what he meant by non-intervention, before L 
commenced these remarks. 

In the same linc'of errors was the confusion 
which resulted in his assuming that the evils I 
described as growing out of his-doctrine on the 
plains of Kansas, werea denunciation, on my part, 
of the bill called the Kansas-Nebraska bill. At 
the time that bill passed, I did not foresee all the 
evils which have resulted from the doctrine based 
upon it, but which I do not think the bill sus- 
tains. Lam not willing now to turn on those who 
were in a position which compelled them to act, 
made them responsible, and to divest myself of 
any responsibility which belongs to any opinion I 
entertained. I will not seek to judge after the 
fact and hold the mecsure up against those who 
had to judge before. Therefore, 1 will frankly 
avow that 1 should have sustained. that bill if f 
had been in the Senate; but I did not foresee or 
apprehend such evils as immediately grew up on 
the plains of Kansas. Llooked then, as our fathers 
had looked before, to the settlement of the ques- 
tion of what institutions should exist there, as 
one to be determined by soil and climate, and by 
the pleasure of those who should voluntarily go 
into the country. Such, however, was not the 
case. Theform of the Kansas-Nebraska bill in- 
vited to a controversy—not foreseen. I was not 
charging the Senator with any responsibility for 
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it, but the variation of its:terms invited contend- 
_ing partics to meet.on.the plains of Kansas, and j 
had well igh cyentuated in civil war. .. The great 
respect.wbich even the most lawless.of those ad- | 
venturers in Kansas had for the name and the 
| 
i 
li 
ji 
li 
| 
i 


laws of the United States, served, by the timely 
interposition of the Federal force and laws, to 
restrain the excited masses and prevented violence 
from assuming larger proportions than combats | 
between squads of adventurers. A 

This brings me, in the line of rejoinder, to the 
meaning of the phrase, ‘the people of a Terri- 
tory, like those of a State, should decide for them- 
selves,” &c., the language quoted against the 
President in the remarks of the Senator. This, 
it was announced, was squatter sovereignty in its 
broadest sense; and it was added, that the pres- 
ent Executive. was elected to the high office he 
holds. on that construction of the platform. Now, 
I do not Know how it is that the Senator has the 
power to decide why the people voted for a can- 
didate. ‘I rather suppose, among the many mil- 
lions who did vote, there must have been a variety 
of rcasons, and that it is notin the power of any 
one man. to declare what determined the result. 
But waiving that, isit squatter sovereignty in its 
broadest sense? Is it a declaration that the in- 
habitants ofa Territory can exercise all the powers 
of aState? It says that,“ like the people of a 
State,” they may decide for themselves. Then 
how do the people of a State decide the ques- 
tion of what shall be property within the State? 
Every one knows that it is by calling a conven- 
tion, and that the people,represented in convention, 
and forming a constitution as their fundamental 
law, do this. Every one knows that, under the 
constitutions and bills of right which prevail in 
the Republican States of this Union, no Legisla- 
ture is invested with that power. If this be the 
mode which is prescribed in the States—the mode 
which the States must pursue—I ask you, in the 
name of common sense, can the language of the 
President be construed to mean thata Territorial 
Legislature may do what it is admitted the Le- 
gislature of a State cannot; or that the inhabitants 
of a Territory can assemble a convention, and 
form a fundamental law overriding the organic 
act, to which the Senator has already acknowl- 
edged they stand subject until they be admitted | 
as.a Btate? 

We, of the South, I know, are arraigned, and 
many believe justly, for starting a new question 
which distracts the Democratic party. 1 have 
endeavored, therefore, to show that it is not new. 
l have also asserted, what 1 think is clear, that 
if it were new, but yet a constitutional right, it is 
not only our province, but our duty to assert it— 
to assert it whenever or wherever that right is 
controverted. [tis asserted now with more force 
than at a former period, for the simple reason that 


it is now denied, to an extent which has never | 


been known before. We do not seek, in the cant 
language of the day, to force slavery on an un- 
willing people. We know full well there is no 
power to do it; and our limited observation has 
not yet made us acquainted with the man who | 
was likely to have a slave forced upon him, or 
who conld get one without paying a very high 
price for him. He must first have the will, and, 
secondly, he must put money in his purse to en- 
able him togetone. Theyare too valuable among 
those by whom they are now owned to be forced | 
upon anybody. Notadmitting the correctness of 
the doctrine which the Senator promulgated in 
his magazine article, in relation to a local char- | 
acter of slave property, I recognize the laws of | 
nature, and that emigration will follow in the | 


lines where any species of labor may be most |. 


profitably employed; all, therefore, we have asked, 
in falflimentof the original compact of our fathers, 
was that there should be no discrimination; that i 
all property should be equally protected; that we 
should be permitted to go into every portion of i 
the United States, save where some sovereign | 
power has said slaves shall not be held, and to 
take with us.our slave property in like manner as || 
we would take any other; no more than that. |! 
For that, our Government has contended on the |} 
high seas against foreign Powers. ‘That has en- || 
tered into our negotiations, and has been recog- 
nized by every Government against whom a claim |) 
has been asserted. Where our property was || 


| I do not believe 


captured on the land during the period of an in- 
vasion, Great Britain, by treaty, restored it, or 
paid for it. Wherever it has suffered loss.on the 
high seas, down to a very recent period, we have 
received indemnity; and where we have not, it 
was only because the power and duty of the Fed- 
eral Government were sacrificed to this miserable 
strife in relation to property; with the existence 
of which, those making the interference had no 
municipal connection or moral responsibility. 

I do not admit that sovereignty necessarily 
exists in the Federal Government or in a territo- 
rial government. I deny the Senator’s proposi- 
tion, which is broadly laid down, of the necessity 


| which must exist for it-in the oge place or the 


other. I hold that sovereignty exists only in a 
State, or ia the United States in their associated 
capacity, to whom sovereignty may be transferred, 
but that their agent is incapable of receiving it, 
and, still more, of transferring it to territorial in- 


| habitants. 


I was sorry for some of the remarks which he 
thought it necessary to make, as to the position 


| of the South on this question, and for his asser- 


tion that the resolutions of the convention of 1848 
put the pro-slavery men and the Abolitionists on 
the same ground. I thinkit was altogether unjust. 
I did not think it quite belonged to him to make it. 
I was aware that his opponent, in that canvass to 
which I referred, had made a prophecy that he 
was, sooney or later, to land in the ranks of the 
Republicans. Even if I had believed it, I would 
not have chosen—and it is due to candor to say 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, itis unimportant. I feel 

myself constrained, because I promised to do it, 
to refer to some portion of the joint record of the 
Senator and myself in1850, or, as I have consumed 
so much time, I would avoid it. In that same 
magazine article to which I have referred, the Sen- 
ator took occasion to refer to some part which I 
had taken in the legislation of 1850; and I must 
say he presented me unfairly. He put me in the 
attitude of one who was seeking to discriminate, 
and left himself in the position of one who was 
willing to give equal protection to all kinds of 
property. In that magazine article, the Senator 
| represents Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, as having 
endeavored to discriminate in favor of slave prop- 
| erty, and Mr. Chase, of Ohio, as having made a 
like attempt against it; and he leaves himself, by 
his argument, in the attitude of one who con- 
curred with Mr. Clay in opposition to both prop- 
| ositions, 
I offered an amendment to the compromise bill 
| of 1850, which was to strike out the words ‘in 
respect to,” and insert ‘fand introduce or ex- 
clude,” and, after the word * slavery,” to insert 
; the following: 

“Provided, That nothing herein contained shali be con- 
strued to prevent said Territorial Legislature passing such 
laws as may be necessary for the protection of the rights of 
property of any kind which may have been or may be here- 
after, conformably to the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, held in, or introduced into, said Territory.” 

Mr. Chase’s amendment is in these words: 

“Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall 
| be construed as authorizing or periitting the introduction 
of slavery, or the holding of persons as property within said 
Territory.” 

Whilst the quotation in the magazine article 
left me in the position already stated, the debates 
which had occurred between us necessarily in- 
formed the Senator that it was not my position, 
for E brought him in that debate to acknowl- 
edge it. 

On that occasion, l argued for my amendment 
as an obligation of the Government to remove 
obstructions; to give the fair operation to consti- 
tutional right; and so far from the Senator having 
stood with Mr. Clay against all these proposi- 
tions, the fact appears, on page 1134 of the Globe, 
; that, upon the vote on Chase’s amendment, Dove- 
Las voted forit, and Davis and Clay voted against 
it; that, upon the vote on Davis’s amendment, 


| Clay and Days voted for it, and Doveras voted 


against it. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator should add that 
that vote was given under the very instructions to 


i which he referred the other day, and which are 


well known to the Senate, and are on the table. 
Mr. DAVIS. I was aware that the Senator had 
voted for Mr. Sewann’s amendment, the * Wil- 


mot proviso,” under these instructions, but I re- 
ceive his explanation. Mr. Berrien offered an 
amendment to change the provision which said 
there should be no legislation in respect to sla- 
very, soas to make it read, “there shall be no 
legislation establishing or prohibiting African sla- 
very.” Mr. Clay voted for that; so did Mr. 
Davis. Mr. Doveras voted against it. Mr. lars 
offered an amendment to Mr. Berrien’s amend- 
ment, to add the word “ allowing.” Here Mr. 
Dove ras voted for Mr. Hare’s amendment, and 
against Davis and Clay. Then a proposition 
was made to continue the Mexican laws against 
slavery until repealed by Congress. I think I 
proved, at least I did to my own satisfaction, that 
there was no such Mexican law; that it was a 
decree, and that the legislation which occurred 
under it had never been executed. But that prop- 
osition by Mr. Baldwin, which was to continue 
the Mexican laws in force, was brought toa vote, 
and again Mr. Dovexas voted for it, and Mr, 
Davis and Mr. Clay voted against it. When an- 
other proposition was brought forward to amend 
by ‘removing the obstructions of Mexican laws 
and usages to any right of person or property by 
the citizens of the United States in the Territo- 
ries aforesaid,” I do not find the Senator’s name 
among those who voted, though by reference to 
the Appendix, I learned he was present imme- 
diately afterwards, by his speaking to another 
amendment. 

Thus we find the Senator differing from me on 
this question, as was stated; but we do not find 
him concurring with Mr. Clay, as was stated; 
and we do not find the proposition which I intro- 
duced, and which was mentioned in the magazine 
article, receiving the joint opposition of himself 
and Mr. Clay; and yet his remarks in the Senate 
the other day went upon the same theory, that 
Mr. Clay and himself had been cooperating. 
Now, the fact of the case is, that they agreed in 
supporting the final passage of the bill, and I was 
against it. Iwas one of the few southern men 
who resisted, in all its stages, what was called the 
compromise or omnibus bill. I have consumed 
the time of the Senate by this reference, made as 
brief as I could, on account of the remarks the 
Senator had made. 

Coupled with this arraignment of myself, at a 
time when he says he had Icisure to discuss the 
question with the Attorney Gencral, but when 
there was nothing in my position certainly to 
provoke the revision of my course in Congress, 
1s his like review of it in the Senate. As I under- 
stood his remarks, for I did not find them in the 
Congressional Globe next morning, he vaunted 
his own consistency and admitted mine, but 
claimed his to be inside and mine outside of the 
Democratic organization. Is it so? Will our 
votes on test questions sustain it? The list of 
yeas and nays would, on the points referred to, 
exhibit quite the reverse. Andit strikes me, that 
on the recent demonstrations we have had, when 
the Democratic Administration was, as it were, 
put on its trial in relation to its policy in Kansas, 
the Senator’s associations, rather than mine, were 
outside of the Democratic organization. How 
is it on.the pending question, the declaration of 
great principles of political creed: the Senator’s 
position is outside of the Senate’s Democracy, 
and mine in it; so that I do not see with what 
justice he attempts that discrimination between 
him and me. That the difference exists, that it 
involves a division greater or less in Democratic 
ranks, is a personal regret, and I think a public 
misfortune. It gives me, therefore, no pleasure 
to dwell upon it, and is now dismissed. 

Mr. President, after having for forty years been 
engaged in bitter controversy over a question re- 
lating to common property of the States, we have 
reached the point where the issue is presented in 
a form in which it becomes us to meet it accord- 
ing to existing facts; where it has ceased to be a 
question to be decided on the footing of authority 
and by reference to history. We have decided 
that too long had this question been disturbing 
the peace and endangering the Union, and it was 
resolved to provide for its settlement by treating 
it as a judicial question. Now, will it be said, 
after Congress provided for the adjustment of this 
question by the courts, and after the courts had 
a case brought before them, and expressed an 
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opinion covering the controversy, that no addi- 

tional latitude is to'be given to the application of 
the decision of the court, though Congress had 
referred it specially tothem; thatit is to be treated 
simply and technically as a question of meum et 
tuum, such as might have arisen if there had been 
no such legislation by Congress? Surely it does 
not become those who have. pointed us to that pro- 
vision as the peace offering, as the means for final 
adjustment, now to say that it meant nothing 
more than that the courts would go on hereafter, 
as heretofore, to try questions of property. 

The courts have decided the question so far as 
they could decide any political question. A case 
arosc in relation to property in aslave held within 
a Territory where a law of Congress declared 
that such property should not be held, The whole 
case was before them; everything, except the mere 
technical point that the law was not enacted bya 
Territorial Legislature. Why, then, if we are 
to abide by the decision of the Supreme Court in 
any future case, do they maintain this controversy 
on the mere technical point which now divides, 
disturbs, distracts, destroys. the efficiency and the 
power of the Democratic party? To the Senator, 

know, as a question of property, it is a matter 
of no consequence. I should do him injustice if 
I left any one to infer that I treated his argument 
as one made by aman prejudiced against the char- 
acter of property involved in the question. That 
is not his position; but 1 assert that he is pursu- 
ing an ignis fatwus—not.a light caught.from the 
Constitution, but a vapor which-has arisen from 
the corrupting cesspools of sectional strife, of fac- 
tion and individual rivalry. Measured by any 
standard of common sense, its magnitude would 
be.too small to disturb the adjustment of the bal- 
ance of our country. ‘There can be no appeal to 
humanity made upon this basis. Least of all 
could it be made to one who, like the Senator and 
myself, has seen this species of property in its 
sparse condition on the northwestern fronticr, and 
scen it go out without disturbing the tranquillity 
of the community, as it had previously existed 
without injury to any one, if not to the benefit of 
the individual who held it. He has no appre- 
hension, he can have none, that it is to retard the 

_political prosperity of the future States—now the 

erritories, He can have no apprehension that 
in that country, to.which they never would be 
carried except for domestic purposes, they could 
ever so accumulate as to constitute a great polit- 
ical element. He knows, and cvery man who 
has had experience and judgment must admit, 
that the few who may be so carried there have 
nothing to fear but the climate, and that, living in 
that close connection which belongs to one or 
half a dozen of them in a family, the kindest re- 
lations which can possibly exist between mas- 
ter and dependent exist between these domestics 
and their owners. 

There isa relation belonging to this species of 

roperty, unlike that of the apprentice or the 
hirad man, which awakens whatever there is of 
kindness or of nobility of soul in the heart of him 
who owns it; this can only be alienated, obscured, 
or destroyed, by collecting this species of prop- 
erty into such masses that the owner is not per- 
sonally acquainted with the individuals who com- 
pose it. Inthe relation, however, which can exist 
in the northwestern Territories, the mere domes- 
tic connection of one, two, or, at most, half a 
dozen servants in a family, associating with the 
children as they grow up, attending upon age as 
it declines, there can be nothing against which 
either philanthropy or humanity can make an ap- 
peal. . Not even the emancipationist could raise 
his voice, forthisis the high road and the open gate 
to the condition in which the masters would, from 
interest, in a few years, desire the emancipation 
of every one who may thus be taken to the north- 
western frontier. 

Mr. President, I briefly and reluctantly referred, 
because the subject had been. introduced, to the 
attitude of Mississippi on a former occasion. I 
will now as briefly say that in 1851, andin 1860, 
Mississippi was, and is, ready to make every con- 
cession which it becomes her to make to the wel- 
fare and the safety of the Union. If, on a former 
occasion, she hoped too much from fraternity, 

the responsibility for her disappointment rests 
upon those who fail to fulfill her expectations. 


formed it. She is ready to-day and to-morrow, 
as in her past and thougn brief, yet brilliant his- 


tory, to maintain that Government in all its power, 


and to vindicate its honor with all the means she 
possesses. I say brilliant history; for it wasin 
the very morning of her existence that her sons 
on the plains of New Orleans were announced in 
general orders to have beén the admiration of one 
army and the wonder of the other. ‘That we had 
a division in relation to the measures enacted in 
1850, is true; that the southern rights men be- 
came the minority in the election which resulted, 
is true; but no figure of speech could warrant the 
Senator in speaking of them as subdued; as com- 
ing to him or anybody else for quarter. I deemed 
it offensive when it was uttered, and the scorn 
with which 1 repelled’ it at the instant time has 
only softened to contempt. Our flag was never 
borne from the field. We had carricd it in the 
face of defeat, with a knowledge that defeat 
awaited it; but scarcely had the smoke cf the 
battle passed away which proclaimed another 
victor, before the general voice admitted that the 
field again was ours; I have not seen a sagacious 
reflecting man, who was cognizant of the events 
as they transpired at the time, who does not say 
that, within two weeks after the election, our 
party was ina majority; and the next election 
which occurred showed that we possessed the 
State beyond controversy. How we have wielded 
that power it is not for me to say. I trust others 
may see forbearance in our conduct—that with a 
determination to insist upon our constitutional 
rights, then and now, there is an unwavering de- 
sire to maintain the Government, and to uphold 
the Democratic party. 

We believe now, as we have asserted on former 
occasions, that the best hope for the perpetuity of 
our institutions depends upon the coöperation, the 


| harmony, the zealous action of the Democratic 


party. We cling to that party from conviction 
that its principles and its aims are those of truth 
and the country, as we cling to the Union for the 
fulfillment of the purposes for which it was formed. 
Whenever we shall be taught that the Democratic 
party is recreant to its principles; whenever we 
shall learn that it cannot be relied upon to main- 
tain the great measures which constitute its vital- 
ity, I, for one, shall be ready to leave it. Andso, 
when we declare our tenacious adherence to the 
Union, it is the Union of the Constitution. Ifthe 
compact between the States is to be trampled into 
the dust; if anarchy is to be substituted for the 
usurpation and consolidation which threatened 
the Governmentat an earlier period; if the Union 
is to become powerless for the purposes for which 
it was established, and we are vainly to appeal 
toit for protection, then, sir, conscious of the rec- 
titude of our course, the justice of our cause, self- 
reliant, yet humbly, confidingly trusting in the 
arm that guided and protected our. fathers, we 
look beyond the confines of the Union for the 
maintenance of ourrights. A habitual reverence 
and cherished affection for the Government will 
bind us to it longer than cur interests would sug- 
gest or require; but he isa poor student of the 
world’s history who does not understand that 
communities af last must yield to the dictates of 
their interests. That the affection, the mutual 
desire for the mutual good, which existed among 
our fathers, may be weakened in succeeding gen- 
erations by the denial of right and by hostile 
demonstration, until the equality guarantied but 
not secured within the Union may be sought for 
without it, must’be evident to even a careless ob- 
server of our race. It is time to be up and doing. 
There is yet time to remove the causes of dissen- 
sion and alienation which are now distracting, 
and have for years past divided, the country. 

If the Senator correctly described meas having, 
at à former period, against my own preferences 
and opinions, acquiesced in the decision of my 
party; if when I had youth, when physical vigor 
gave promise of many days, and the future was 
painted in the colors of hope, I could thus sur- 
render my awn convictions, my own prejudices, 
and codperate with my political friends, accord- 
ing to their views, as to the best method of pro- 
moting the public good; now, when the years of 
my future cannot be many, and experience has 
sobered the hopeful tints of youth’s gilding; when, 


She still clings to ‘the Government as our fathers f 
reversed, and the 


“or idly put‘on tri 


‘conservatism, whi 
“caution of increasin, 


might not my friends who differ from me p 
and inquire whether there is not somethi 


approaching the evening of life, the shadows’ 
ind turns retrospectively, ftis 
; 


steadily adhered.’ 


of separating myself from those óld'and dear 
lations, of discarding’ the accustomed sup 
under circumstances stch'as 1 have descr 


volved in it which calls for their careful r 
I desire rio divided flag for the Dem 
party, scek not to depreciate the power of the Seh- 
ator, or to take from him anything of that confi- 
dence he feels in.the large army which follows his 


“standard. I prefer that'his banner ‘should lie in 


its, silken folds to feed the moth; but if it unre- 
strainedly rustles impatient to-be- unfurled, we, 
who have not invited the conflict, shrink notfrom 
the trial; we will plant our flag on every hill and 


-plain; it shall overlook the Atlantic and welcome 


the sun as he rises from its dancing waters ;:it 
shall wave its adieu as he-sinks to repose in the 
quict Pacific, f ay 
Our principles: are national; they belong: to 
every State of the Union; and though elections 
may be lost by their assertion, they constitute the 
only foundation on which we can maintain power, 
on which we can again rise to the dignity the De- 
mocracy once possessed. Does not the Senator 
from Hiinois see, in the sectional character of the 
vote he received, that his opinions are not accept- 
able to every portion of the country? Is not the 
fact that the resolutions adopted by seventeen 
States, on which the greatest reliance must be 
placed for Democratic support, are in opposition 
to the dogma to which he still clings, a warning 
that if he persists, and suceceds in forcing his the- 
ory upon the Democratic party, its daysarenum- 
bered? Weask only for the Constitution: “We 
ask the. Democracy only from time to time tode- 
clare, as current exigencies maygihdicate, what 


the Constitution was intended to secureand pro- 


vide.. Our*flag bears no new device. : Upon ‘its 
folds our principles are written in living ‘light ; 
all proclaiming the constitutional Union, :jas- 
tice, equality, and fraternity of our ocean-bound 
domain for a limitless future. 


LINCOLN AND HIS RECORD. 
SPEECH OF HON. ISAAC N: MORRIS, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIYES, 
June 19, 1860. 

The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— ; s 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois, rose and said; ` 

CONGRESSIONAL DICTATION: ©. 

Mr. Cuainman: On the evening of the I4thof 
the present month a. large, enthusiastic, and pà- 
triotic meeting of the Democracy of the city. of 
Baltimore passed, among others, the following 
resolution: f ‘ Oe at babs 

«3, That members of Congress would far better dis~ 
charge their legislative duties and.save millions of the pub- 
lic treasure, now annually wasted, if they should be heid 
strictly accountable to’ public opinion whenever they de- 
part from their tegislative sphere to embark in the diseus- 
sion of party platforms or the availability of party candi- 
dates for the Presideuey.’? 

To the doctrine of that resolution I. yield, sir, 
my cordial approval. We were elected to Con- 
gress as Representatives and Schators,to attend 
to the legitimate business of legislation; and it 
is to be deeply deplored that any portion of our 
members should so far lose sight of their duty 
as to engage in constructing party platforms and 
making party nominations, or defending party 
candidates. We were senthere fornosuch objects; 
and I have heretofore entered, andnowagainenter, 
my solemn protest against sucha policy: Con- 
gressional interference and dictation in such mat- 


‘ters deserve, and will yet receive, the severest 


rebuke from the people. The fetid political atmos- 
phere of this Capitol is not the place to designate 
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erty. 
Tiel my colleague [Mr. Wasuscane] should have 
chosen this Hall in which to display his ability 
as the defender and apologist of the Republican 
nominee for President; that he should have turned 
it into a political hustings, and dropped the glove 
to be picked up. Since, however, he has done 
so, and presented the subject in a manner not 
warranted by the facts or the record—for-he has 
‘chosen to suppress both where it suited him—I 
fecl it would be a dereliction of duty in me to al- 
low hisremarks to pass unnoticed. He can hardly 
expect to thrust in my face, and in the face of my 
Democratic associates on this floor, such a speech 
as he has been pleased to publish—for nota word 
of it was ever delivered in this House—and es- 
cape with impunity. He cannot expect to fire 
the temple, and flee by the burning light from a 
justretribution., He coinmenced, sir, by telling us: 

“ I have known Mr. Lincoln for twenty years. { have 
known him in private life; J have known him at the bar; 
and have been associated with him in every political con- 
testin our Statesince the advent of ‘Tippecanoe and Tyler 
too,? in 1840.” 

Of course, then, according to the confession of 
my colleague, he and Mr. Lincoln have been ad- 
vocating the same political doctrines * lo! these 
many years;’’ have slept in the same political 
bed; reflected cach other’s views; and fought side 
by side in the same cause, neither one departing 
from the faith of the other. They may be re- 
garded as a brace of Siamese twins. It seems, 
so closely are they bound together, that, of all the 
Republicans in the State, my colleague comes for- 
ward as the special indorser of Mr. Lincoln; and, 
of course, with his knowledge and approbation. 
I am rejoiced at this; and, before L conclude, will 
refer more particularly: to the fact, and state the 
legitimate deductions to be drawn fromit. I wish 
just here to remark that I, too, have known Mr. 

incoln fort twenty years; but we have not 
been engaged on the same side in politics. Ihave 
not battled in the same ranks with him, as has my 
colleague. For “ twenty years,” he tells us, they 
havo stood on the same ground. In 1840, that 
memorable year characterized by hard cider and 
log cabins, like two loving brothers, they started 
out together, and were engaged in passing over 
the State of Hlinois, arm in arm, pouring out the 
delightful lines— 

“We go for Tip and Tyler, therefore, 
Without a why or wherefore.” 

And as they were so successful then in singing 
their leader into power, my colleague and his 
party think the same game will win again. In- 
stead of setting forth the merits of their candidate, 
they are chanting doggerel rhymes. Yesterday 
I received a number of the Illinois State Journal, 
a paper published at Springfield, the residence 
of Mr. Lincoln, and found in it a charming speci- 
men ofsong, sung by the ‘Springfield Glee Club, ”? 
at “an enthusiastic mecting,”’ addressed by Mr. 
Yates, the Republican candidate for Governor, 
which was, for aught I know, written by Mr. 
Lincoln himself. Here it is, or rather a part of 
it, as itis not necessary to give the whole, We 
are told ‘it fairly brought down the house.” No 
wonder! 

There’s an old plow ‘hoss? whose name is “ Dug,” 
Du da, du day, 


He’s short. and thick, a regular “plug,” 
Du da, du da, day. 


Chorus—~We’re bound to work all night, 
Were bound to work ail day, 
Vil bet my money on the Lincoln “hoss,” 
Who bets on Stephen A.? 


The little “plug? has had his day, 
Du da, du day, 

He’s out of the ring by all fair play, 
Du da, du da, day. 


His legs are weak, his wind unsound, 
Du da, du da 

His “ switch tail?’ is too near the ground, 
Du da, du da, day. 


“Old Abraham’s’? a well-bred nag, 
Du da, du day, 

His wind is sound, he’li never lag, 
Du da, du da, day. 


The Lincoln “hoss” will never fail, 
Du da, du day, 

He will not shy. at ditech or * rail,?? 
Du da, du da, day. 


We go for Line and Ham, 
Merely because we can. 
Hurrah! burrab! burrah! 


“Old Abe,” good soul, “ split rails? { 
And made the best “ cock-tails.”? | 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah! $ l 


He worked his way on “ Broad Horn,”* 
Loaded down with Wabash corn. 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah ! 


He went to Black Hawk war, 
And shot at——off very far! 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah! 


And now it is our best intent 
To make him the next President. 
Hurrah ! hurrah! hurrah! 


For sure a man is rarely found 
In whom these merits all abound. 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah ! 


They fit him for the chair of State; 
They make him good, and wise, and great. 
Hurrah! hurrah! burrah! 


He is the chap to gain the race, 
An awkward boy with flat-boat grace 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah! 


We tell you what is strictly true, ‘ 
Abraham can “mani”? ’em through. 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah! 


He fought with “Dug”? and got some fame 
Reflected on his unknown name. 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah ! 


And now it would be strange, indeed, 
If he wasn’t a fair vecocipede. 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah ! 


Come, boys, come; hurrah away ! 
Care not a fig for what they say. 
Hurrah! hurrah! hurrah?! 


This is the way for “Abe” to win, 
By shouting loud and heating tin. 
Harrah! hurrah! hurrah! 


‘The people are poor, silly fools, 
And we can use them as our tools. 
Harrah! hurrah! hurrah! 


Then sound the notes, beat the drum, | 
Give way ! give way ! here tbey come ! 
Why, what's the matter? Allis mum; f 
‘The masses pause, and are mighty grum ! 


The following verse is to be sung after the 
election: 
Alas! alas! is this our fate ? | 
Wo’ve tried before to make men great, 
When they no greatness 1; 
And now again must our refrain 
Be sung in disappointment’s strain, 
And our poor hearts made sad. 


UNCLE ABE, OLD ABE, ETC. 


Mr. Chairman, the Republican party, not con- 
tented with their effort to sing their candidate 
into notice, apply to him—and my colleague is 
very fond of using them—various cuphonious | 
terms. They call him ‘t Unele Abe,” “Old Abe,” | 
“ Honestold Abe,’’* The old rail-splitter,”? “The 
flat-boatman,”’’ &e., &c. I never did know, sir, 
an individual, with these or similar sobriquets at- 
tached to his name, that was good for anything 
but to get up a sensation over, and hardly good | 
for that. The terms simply signify that he isa | 
good natured, easy, good-for-nothing sort of a | 
man; ‘a hale fellow, well met,” with everybody, | 
and will take a drink with any one thatasks him, | 

j 
| 
| 


j 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 

i 
i 


and docs notamountto muchany how. Jackson | 
did get the title of “Old Hickory,” from the fact 
that he carried a ‘rail’? made of that-wood on 
his shoulder along the road during one of his 
military campaigns, to pry provision wagons 
out of the mud, when one of his inferior officers 
pleaded his rankasanexcuse for not doing it, But 
how ridiculous it would have sounded to have 
called him “Old Andrew,” or‘ Uncle Andrew.’? 
Why, sir, it would have taken from him the 
charm of his character, and stripped him of his 
heroic fame. It woald have divested him of the 


* Flat boat. 


countrymen, and 
and ridicule. If 
George Washington, Danici Webster, Henry 
Clay, or John Č. Calhoun, had had * Uncle” 
or “Old” prefixed to his name, how it would 
have grated on the ear of the nation; how it would 
have Jessened him in the estimation of mankind. 
“Uncle Abe,” or ‘Old Abe,’ however, is ex- 
actly right for Mr. Lincoln. It applies to a class 
of men of which he is a fair type, with great ap- 
propriateness. How out of place the terms would 
sound prefixed to the name of Sternen A. Doue- 
Las. Who has ever thought of underrating him 
so much as to say; ‘Uncle Douglas,” or “Old 
Douglas??? Ele rises far above and beyond all 
such miserable cateh phrases, which are only 
suited to persons of moderate capacity, and are 
held in contempt by all right thinking men. No 
one who is truly great as a statesman ever had 
them applied to him. But, as I have said, they 
answer for Mr. Lincoln. They are his whole 
stock in trade; and by ringing the changes on 
them, his friends hope to succeed. Will they not 
find they are presuming too far upon the intelli- 
gence of the masses? A President, as a military 
eaptain, should be endowed with great qualities; 
and when this consideration shall be overlooked, 
it will furnish evidence of our want of capacity 
for self-government. When Cincinnatus was 
summoned by his countrymen to the performance 
of high public duties, he was found actively en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits. When * Uncle 
Abe” had it communicated to him that he was 
the nominee of the Chicago Republican Conven- 
tion for President of the United States, he was 
engaged in playing a gamc of bail with some boys! 
Elect him, and let the fact be announced that a 
hostile enemy has landed upon our shores, or that 
States bave rebelled against the authority of the 
General Government, and in all probability he 
would go on telling some anecdote, or finishing a 
game of sport on the public ground south of the 

White House, before inquiring into the facts; 
while if Douglas was President, his slogan would 
be calling the nation toarms! There ought to be 
an adaptation of every man to the position he is 
called on to fill. Who would think of going to 
a tailor to get a wagon made, or to a hatter to 
build a house? Upon the death of a monarch, no 
one ever thought of putting the king’s jester 
upon the throne, nor will the American people 
tolerate the idea of ‘Uncle Abe” going into the 
executive chair. He is a good enough sort of 
man in his place; but every one who knows him, 
knows full well he is not qualified, either by tal- 
ents, force of character, or experience, to guide 
the ship of State. Every one who knows him 
knows he has no administrative ability. Let us 
sec, however, what my colleague says of him. 
What are the peculiar qualifications he claims for 
him? Here are his words: ‘ 

LINCOLN’S PERSONAL HISTORY AND CLAIMS, 

* Me was born in Hardin county, Kentucky, February 12, 
1808; his family removed to Spencer county, Indiana, in 
1816, where he passed his boyhood amid the roughest hard- 
ships and the most trying experiences of a frontier life. 
Without schools, and almost without books, he spent his 
time amid the wild and romantic scenes of the border, alle- ' 
Viating the hard labors of the farm by the sport of the hunts- 
man. Of fine physical development, with a vigorous in- 
telleet, quick intelligence, ready wit, and genial character, 
he gave early evidence of the superiority he las since at- 
tained. His first advent into the great world, from the 
comparative seclusion of his frontier home, was down the 
Wabash and Ohio rivers in charge of a flat-boaé, of a class 
known to all the old river men of the West as ‘ broad- 
horns? ‘These boats, laden with the productions of the 
far floated down stream until a market was found for 
weo; and when that was disposed of, the boat itself 
old, and those in cbarge made their way back, in the 
best manner they could, to their homes, A great many 
persons have beard Mr. Lincoln relate, with inimitable 
en Sets tte anecdotes of his experience of that portion of 

3 Hie. 

“Tn 1880, Mr. Lincoln emigrated to that State with which 
his great name has now become historically connected. 
He passed the first year in Macon county, and actively 
labored ona tarm, where le, and a fellow-laborer, by the 
name of Johu Hanks, split three thousand rails. This por- 
tion of the history of Mr. Lincoin’s life gave rise to the in- 
cident in the late Republican State convention at Decatur, 
in Macon county, which awakened the intensest enthusi- 
asin of that vast concourse of citizens from all parts of tbe ` 
State. Mr. Lincoln was present asa spectator in that con- 
vention, and was invited to take a seat upon the platform. 
When he had taken a seat, it was anuounced to the con- 
vention that Jobn flanks, an old Democrat, who had grown 
gray in the service of that party, desired to make a contri 
bution to the convention; and the offer being accepted, 
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forthwith two old-time fence rails, decorated with flags and 
streamers, were borne through the crowd into the conven- 
tion, bearing the inscription: * Abraham Lincoln, the rail 
candidate for President in 1860. Two rails from a lot of 
tres een made in 1830 by Join Hanks and Abe Lin- 
coin. 

* The effect was electrical. One spontaneous burst of 
applause went up from all paris of the “wigwam.’ Ofcourse, 
Mr. Lincoln was called outand made an explanation of the 
matter. He stated that, some thirty years ago, then just 
emigrating to the State, he stopped with his mother’s fam- 
ily, for one season, in what is now Macon county ; that he 
built a cabin, split rails, and cultivated a smali farm down 
on the Sangamon river, some six or eight miles from. De- 
catur. These, he was informed, were taken from that 
fence; but, whether they were or not, he had mauled many, 
and better ones, since he had grown to manhood. 

“ From Macon: county he removed to a settlement called 
New Salem, which was then in Sangamon, but now in 
Menard county. It was at New Salem that Judge DouaLas 
gays he first knew Lincoln; and T cannot do better than to 
read here an extract from one of his speeches, made in the 
IHinois campaign in 1858, at Ottawa: 

‘ee in the remarks J have made on this platform, and the 
position of Mr. Lincoln upon it, I mean nothing personally 
disrespectful or unkind to that geneman. 1 have known 
him for nearly twenty-five years. ‘here were many points 
of sympathy between us when we first got acquainted. We 
were both comparatively boys, and both struggling with 
poverty in a strange land. f was a school teacher in the 
town of Winchester, and he a flourishing grocery- keeper in 
the town of Salem. He was more successful in his occu- 
pation than 1 was in mine, and henee more fortunate in this 
world’s goods. Lincoln is one of those peculiar men who 
rm with admirable skill everything which they under- 
%—Lincoln and Douglas Debates, p. 69. 

“The last sentence in the above extract is worthy of 
especial note. Such a complinent extorted from his bit- 
terest adversary has a greatly enhanced value. When Mr. 
Lincoln shal! have undertaken the administration of the 
Government of this great country, the people will agree 
with Mr. Dovanas that— 

t: < Lincoln is one of those peculiar men who perform with 
admirable skill everything which they undertake.’ 

“ Again: Mr. Doveras, in a speech in the Senate of the 
United States, January 23, 1860, refers to Mr. Lincoln as 
one of ‘the ablest und most clear-headed mew of the Repub- 
lican party. 

It may be proper, howe 


r, here, to let 


ishing grocery-keeper ? 

_ «Phe judge is wofully at fault about his early friend 
Lincoln being a “ grocery-keeper’? Fdo not know as it 
would be a great sin, if I had been; but he is mistaken. 
Liucoln never kept a grocery anywhere inthe world. It 
is true that Lincoln did work the fatter part of one winter 
in a litde still-house, up at the head ofa hollow.’ 

s Now it is proposed, that as Lincoln spent a ‘part of 
one winter in a little stilé-bouse, up at the head of a hol- 
low, he shall spend the whole of four winters, at least, in 
a large white house at the head of Pennsylvania avenue.” 

There, Mr. Chairman, you have a full, glow- 
ing, graphic, private history of Mr. Lincoln, in 
the classic language of my colleague, who is his 
special culogist, and has known him for “twenty 

ears;’? who has “ practiced taw with him’? who 

; OaS] ; 
has been with him through all the thousand bat- 
tles since 1840, And what is there in it to fit 
him for President? Saul was chosen by the Is- 
raclites as their ngen not becausc he was skilled 
in hunting asses, but because the Lord had indi- 
cated he was the proper man for them to select. 
The Republicans, without any evidence that the 
Lord had bestowed a special blessing upon them 
in the person of “Uncle Abe,’’ say he shall be 
the ruler over this mighty Republic. And why? 
My colleague gives the answer. Hear it. He 
was born in Hardin county, Kentucky; removed 


-with his father to Spencer county, Indiana; lived | 


amid the “wild and romantic scenes of the bor- 
der;”? made his firstadventinto the ‘ great world” 
as a _flai-boatman, and actually found his way back 
home, after the cargo was disposed of, without a 

uide; removed to Mlinois; passed the first year 


in Macon county; split, in one winter, with John | 


Hanks, three thousand rails; and besides, worked 
ata still-house! On account of these * thrilling 


incidents?’ and great feats, my colleague claims | 
i D 


the Republicans are going to put him into the 
White House at the other end of the avenue! 


The principal merit, however, sct up for Mr. ; 


Lincolu is, that, in conjunction with John Hanks, 
his kinsman, he “split three thousand rails. 
Yes, that is the exact number; Mr. Lincoln re- 
members it! Well, suppose he did: what of it? 
The first remark I have to make on the subject 
is, that splitting three thousand rails is no great 
job. 1-know something about cutting wood and 
“í splitting rails’? myself, and I know that any 
ordinary good workman can split one hundred 
and fifty rails per day; so that, allowing “‘ Uncle 
Abe” to have been a ** full hand ”—and certainly 


: 3 f 
his friends claim nothing less for him—he worked 


1 the following re- | 
ply of Mr. Lincolu be heard in regard to his being a ¢ flour- | 


| and hea flour 


| boss + 


> i than with ai 


| bled him to get into the L 


| admiration and won the prais 


at rail splitting just ten days, for which he is tọ 
be idolized and made President. The next. re- 
mark I have to make is, it is claimed by the Re- 
publicans that Mr. Lincola was actually conde- 
seending enough, before he became a “lawyer,” 
to work! Workingmen, what think you of this 
reflection upon you? -Suppose Mr. Lincoln did 
once work at manual labor: why boast of it? 
Millions of others as good as he is bave done the 
same; and although it is not stooping from the 
proud position of God’s nobility—no dishonor— 
yet you are now insulted by the inference drawn 
by the Republicans, that Mr. Lincoln is far above 
you! Ifyou pocket the insult, I am much de- 
ceived. f 

But, Mr. Chairman, what I desire to notice 
more particularly concerning the ‘rail splitting” 
is this: my colleague says this portion of Mr. Lin- 
coln’s history ‘‘ gave rise to the incident in the late 
Republican State convention, in Macon county, 
which awakened the intensest and wildest enthu- 
siasm.”?” “John Hanks presented to. the con- 
vention two of the rails made by himself and Mr. 
Lincoln. The effect was electrical. One spon- 
tancous burst of applause went up from all parts 
of the ‘wigwam.’”? So says my eloquent col- 
league. ‘¢ Two rails” brought down the house! 


| “Ofcourse, Mr. Lincoln was called out, and made 


an explanation of the matter.’’ Of course he was. 
He actually related the ‘stirring incident” that 
he once helped to make some rails. How won- 
derful! Nothing contrived in all this! It was, 
“of course,” purely an accident that John Hanks 
was in town on the day of the convention; an 
accident that he. brought the “two rails? with 
him; an accident that he asked to present them to 
the convention; an accident that Mr. Lincoln was 
there, and knew nothing of what was going on; 
an accident that he was called on for a speech; 
nothing preconcerted, nothing contrived in the whole 
affair—all accident! Tell it to the marines! The 
whole thing, as is clearly evident, was gotten up 
by Mr. Lincoln himself, and deserves, as it has 
received, the scoff and contempt of the whole 
country. Mr. Lincoln will find that “ riding on 
a rail” into office is a sore business. 


WHAT DOUGLAS SAYS ABOUT LINCOLN” 


My colleague next quotes from a speech of 
Judge Dovexas, at Ottawa, to prove the early 
piety and personal good qualities of his favorite 
candidate; and the extract he gives from that 
speech will be found in the one I have already 
taken from his, and which has been read. He 
seems to find in it, as also does his co-laborer in 
the political vineyard, Mr. Greeley, great con- 
solation; especially in the words which he takes 
especial pains to italicise, that ‘* Lincoln is one 
of those peculiar men who perform with admira- 
ble skill everything. they undertake.”?. My col- 
league can see no irony, no sarcasm in this lan- 
guage. Oh, no! If he had been intending to deal 
fairly, he would have given all that Judge Doua- 
vas said on that occasion upon.the point, and let 
others judge of it; and not have suppressed, as he 
has, a part of it. I will, Mr. Chairman, supply 
the omission. Will the Clerk be good enough to 
read that part of Judge Doveias’s speech which 
I send up to him. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“J have known him {Lincoln} for nearly twenty-five 
years. There were many points of sympathy between us 
when we first got acquainted. We were both compara- 
tively be aud both struggling with poverty in strange 
jand, Twa chool teacher in the town of Winchester, 
ing grocery keeper in the town of Salem. 
He was more successful in his occupation than {£ was in 


imine, and hence more fortunate in this warld’s goods. 


Lincona is one of those peculiar men who perform with 
admirable skill everything which they undertake. I made 


! as gooda school teacher as L could; and when a cabinet 


m binade good bedsteads and tables, although my od 
aid f suceecded better with bureaus and secretario: 
thing else; but l believe that Lincoln wa: 
tuj in business than F, for his business ena- 
islature. {met him there, bow. 
hy for him, because of the up-hill 

fle was then just as good ai tel- 


mak 


more succe: 


ever, and hada syinp 
struggle we h fire. 
n anecdote as now. 


j in pitching quoits, or 


whieh he presided at a hors 
of every one who was pres- 
ent and participated.” 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it 


He could beat any of the boys į 


is said that, morally, the suppression ‘of a, part 
of a record is. an offense equally atrocious pith 
that of the falsification of a record. ‘If this is true, 
T am fearful that my. colleague, in his: zeal. to 
plaster up the niches-and: corners in Mr.. Lig 
coln’s character, has incurred great responsibility.. 
I have just given one instance of his want of fair- 
ness and shall hereafter. refer. to others. . The 
qualifications of Mr. Lincoln for the Presidency, 
as stated by Judge TRUMBULL, .inja. speech. he 
made at a Republican. ratification meeting held in 
Philadelphia, are; in substance, the same.as those 
stated by my colleague; and when one of his own 
friends, tired and disgusted with the silly story 
of the rails’ and the “ still-house, ”” cried outand 
desired to know something of his, ability: as a 
statesman, the Judge quietly directed him to the 
debates between him (Mr. Lincoln) and: Mr. 
Doveras.. This constitutes the sum, total of all 
the evidence he could furnish. He could point 
to no one act, no record, no proud deed aceom~ 
plished, but merely to the forensic efforts‘of o po- 
litical debater. The question has been frequently 
asked me, if I knew Mr. Lincoln, and what sort 
of a man he was. | have already said, Mr. Chair- 
man, that 1 know him. I will answer what kind 
of a man I think he is. As a lawyer, he has 
never been regarded in Illinois as among. the first. 
His proper position is. among. the second. rate. 
As a debater, he is, perhaps, above mediocrity, 
but by no means superior. His reasoning powers 
are good, but he carries every idea out:to the 
utmost extent, and almost obscures it with a 
superabundancc of language. My colleague speaks 
of his success at the bar, yet tells us he is poor. 
If he possessed that intuitive knowledge of the 
law, and that ability as an advocate claimed for 
him, why has he not accumulated wealth? Such 
lawyers generally do. No one ever thought him 
great; and my colleague draws largely upon his 
imagination when he speaks of his “intuitive 
knowledge,” sparkling genius, and masterly in- 
tellect. His social qualities are good, and he can 
be justly called a ‘clever fellow; and it is in 
this light he has been almost invariably spolen 
of. He cannotsay AE D kir Ri 
“Jv nó borrowed greatness, í 
"Pis al my own ;?? $ 

for until:he came into contact with Judge. Dova- 
LAs, he was comparatively unknown. A lucky 
day it was for him when the star of Doveras 
shone upon him. 


LINCOLN’S BLACK HAWK WAR RECORD, 


Mr. Lincoln’s Black Hawk war record is de- 
lightfully brief. My colleague sums it all up in 
one short sentence. Herc it is: ; 

& The Black Hawk war having broken out, Mr. Lincom 


was among the tirst to raise a company of volunteers for 
that service, and he acquitted himself with credit”? 


What a history for one engaged in the military 
service of his country !. 


LINCOLN’sS BETRAYAL OF HENRY CLAY. 


Passing, Mr. Chairman, that portion of Mr. 
Lincoln’s life when he was a member of the Le- 
gislature from the county of Sangamon às pòs- 
sessing nothing worthy of note, and also passing 
over the “extraordinary” efforts spoken of by my 
colleague as having been made in 1840 in favor of 
‘Tip and Ty” as barren of interest, (for nobody 
ever heard of their amounting to anything, until 
since he has become a candidate for President,) 
and also passing by his‘stump-speech efforts of 
1844, in which year he was on the clectoral ticket 
for Mr. Clay, and up to which time nothing had 
occurred to attract public attention particularly to 
him, I will dweli for a single moment upon his be- 
trayal of Mr. Clay. At the house of his brother- 
in-law in Springfield, the city of his residence, he 
proposed to a large company of prominent Whig 
gentlemen who were congregated there, to throw 
Mr. Clay overboard and take up General Taylor. 
General Singleton, a distinguished old-line Ciay 
Whig of Hlinois, who had followed the fortunes 
of his brave and gallant old leader through sún- 
shine and storm, and who held his banner firmly 
grasped, condemned the scheme as iniquitous; yet 
it was finally consummated at Philadelphia, in a 
conclave in which Mr. Lincoln was master of 
ceremonies, and the Brutus who gave the final 
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blow that laid his chieftain low; who gave the 
mortal stab to the great leader of the Whig party, 
and expected, and, if T am correctly informed, 
‘claimed, from General Taylor’sadministration the 
‘office of Commissioner of the General. Land Of- 
fice for his services. There is no doubt of the 
‘fact ‘that he expected to receive it. Instead of 
being a modest, retiring gentleman, hc has always 
been an inveterate office seeker. : 

- But, Mr. Chairman, I want Genera] Singleton 
to'speak for himself. I read from his published 
remarks; and hear him! Mr. Lincoln has never 
dared to deny a single word he uttered. Mark 
well what he says. “Let the Clerk read it. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

“ Mr. Lincoln against Henry Clay. 

“Mr. Lincoln was the first man in Ulinois who proposed 
to an organized body of Whigs to abandon Henry Clay, and 
the principtes of the Whig party. In or about June, 1847, 
the constitutional convention being in session, the Whig 
members of said convention were privately summoned to 
appear.at the house of Ninian W. Edwards, in the city of 
Springfield.” The meeting being organized; Mr. Lincoln 
explained its object to be the selection of some other man 
than Henry Clay as the standard-bearer of the Whig party 
An the coming presidential contest.: 'The name of General 
Taylor was proposed by Mr. Lincoln, and the necessity of 
immediate action urged, on the ground that if the Whigs 
‘did not take Taylor for their candidate, the Democrats 
would. ‘hat the Whig party had fought long enough for 
principle, and should change its motto to success. Resolu- 
tions being adopted by this meeting in accordance with the 
views expressed by Mr. Lincoln, Charles H. Constable and 
myself immediately left the house. 

* When the Whig convention assembled in Phitadelphia, 
in 1848, Abraham Lincoin united inall the schemes against 
Henry Clay, and contributed there and elsewhere every- 
thing in his power to rob that great and good man of the 
honors he had so richly earned by a long life of devotion to 
his country and to his party. 

“Mr. Lincoln even went so far as to try to prevent me 
from taking a seat in the Philadelphia convention; and 
“urged me to surrender my seat to Dr. Zabriskie—Zabriskice 
then being a citizen of New Jersey; and not of Hinois, be- 
cause Zabriskie was for Taylor, and I was for Henry Clay 
Yor the Presidency. 

Asa member of Congress, Mr. Lincoln was actively 
‘engaged 
for the defeat and overthrow of Henry Clay, and finally re- 
joiced when be beheld the mangled remains of that great 
patriotand statesman inhumanly butchered by those claim- 
ing to be his friends. 

é After the election of General Taylor, he cast his eyes 
upon the Land Office, at Washington, soon to be disposed 
of by the President. The Whig party of Illinois, claiming 
that appointment, recommended Cyrus Edwards, of Madi- 
son county, who was regarded by all in the party, and out 
of it, with the highest veneration as a gentleman, a scholar, 
and a statesman. The recommendation of Cyrus Edwards 
was forwarded to Mr. Lincoln, then a member of Congress, 
who, instead of laying it before the President, kept it in his 
pocket, and pretended that he was the only man that could 
keep Justin Butterfield from receiving the appointment. 
When the Whig party learned the game Lincoln had played 
on their old and true friend, Mr. Edwards, instead of help- 
ing him to defeat Buttertield, they, in the town of Spring- 
field, administered to Lincoln a most severe rebuke by 
going for Butterfield instead of for Lincoln. From that 
time until within a year or two past, Mr. Lincoln has been 
compelled to remain in retirement.” 


LINCOLN’S STATIONERY ACCOUNT. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I approach now, 
Mr. Chairman, the first important event in the 
life of Mr. Lincoln. In August, 1846, he was 


elected to Congress from the Springfield district, | 


and took his seat ás a member of this House in 
December, 1847. Perhaps I might as well here, 
as at any other place, refer to the allegation made 
againsi him that he had two or three pair of boots 
charged in his stationery account. I certainly 
should never have alluded to itif his own friends 
had not thought it sufficiently important to con- 
tradict it by the certificate of the Clerk of the 
House. Seeing this, E requested one of the ap- 

ointees of the Clerk to furnish me with a copy of 
Mr. Lincoln’s account, that I might know exactly 
what was in it. He promised to do so, and went 
to the post office of the House, and obtained 
therefrom the book in which said account was 
kept, and had just commenced copying it as I 
stepped into hisroom. A momentafierwards, the 
House postmaster came in, in a violent rage, de- 
manding the book, and snatching it up, reficcted 
upon Mr. Buck, the gentleman to whom I refer, 
for taking it out of his office without his permis- 
sion; and afterwards boasted of the manner he 
had repossessed himself of it. I demanded of this 
postmaster a copy of the account, but he has never 
furnished it. Before the book was closed, I hastily 
looked over it, and am frank to say I saw no 
boots charged; but } did see charged an order 


during the spring of 1848, in concocting schemes- 


given to Galt & Brother, jewelers, of Washing- 
ton, tor about—and I think exactly—ten dollars 
and twelve cents. I also saw charged another 
order given to Bastanielli, who Lam told kept a 
| perfame and fancy store in Washington, for about 
eleven dollars and forty-two cents; and two or 
three other small orders of. a'similar character. I 
do not know, nor do E pretend to say, there was 
or is anything wrong in these orders; but they 
are certainly as bad as a charge would have been 
for boots. F state the facts, and let others draw 
conclusions. ; 


postmaster of the House is the personal and po- 
litical friend of Mr. Lincoln, and an old acquaint- 
ance of his. Tregret that he should have been so 
sensitive upon the matter of the record, as I should 
have liked to examine it further. 


LINCOLN’S ELECTION RECORD. 


I was remarking, Mr. Chairman, when I di- 
‘gressed, that in 1846Mr. Lincoln was elected to 
Congress. Of thatelection, his vote, and the sub- 
sequent votes given in the district, Mr. Greeley, 
| in the Tribune, says: 
| “Mr. Lincoln was a candidate for Congress (House) in 
| 1846, and was the only Whig (out of seven) elected from 
i the State. His majority was 1,511—the largest, we are con- 
| fident, ever given in that district to any candidate opposed 
to what is called Democracy. It is much Jarger than any 
; other of which we havea record. The same district gave 
į Mr. Clay but $14 majority in 1844, and General Taylor but 
13,501 majority on a vastly heavier vote in 1848. General 
I| 'Taylor’s vote was swelled by the great number of volun- 
teers residing in the distriet who had served under him in 
the Mexican war. Mr. Logan (Whig) was beaten for Con- 
gress this year—Colonel Harris (Democrat) carrying the 
| district by 106 majority over him. And in 1850 Mr. Yates 
(now Republican candidate for Governor) only won it back 
| by 754 majority-—not half that cast in 1846 for Mr. Lin- 
coln.?? 


Sir, Mr. Grecley’s record proves too much for 
him. THe tells us that Mr. Lincoln carried his 
district by 1,511 majority—five more majority 
than was given to General Taylor in 1848; that 
at the next congressional election Major Thomas 
L. Harris beat Judge Logan 106 votes; an Er. 
| Yates, in two years thereafter, only gained the: 
i district back to the Whig banner by 754 major- 
jj ity. The inquiry naturally arises, why Mr. Lin- 
| coln was not run fora second term; why Judge 
Logan was taken as a candidate in his place? 
Unless a member does something here to render 
him pretty generally odious, he is always re- 


district, in all conscience—for it is now boasted it 
was 1,511; yetone termin Congress sunk him so 
low that his own party, though strong in the dis- 
trict, did not think of him fora reélection. Not 
il only this, he earried his district down with him, 
! and overwhelmed Judge Logan, a much abler law- 
yer and long the leader of his party in the State 
i and in the Legislature, with defeat. Yates par- 
| tially rallied the district again in 1850, and, by the 
disaffection of some Democrats, beat Major Har- 
it ris; but such was the influence of Mr. Lincoin’s 
course upon it, such was its baneful effects upon 
his party, that it reeled and staggered and main- 
| tained a nominal position in the Whig lines for a 
little while only, and then fell into the embrace of 
Democratic arms, where it has ever since re- 
mained, and where it will remain in security. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is some reason why 
i! this district, this Gibraltar of Whigery in Hli- 
nois, gave way. There is some reason why Lin- 
coln was not run as a candidate for reélection. I 
wish my colleague, I wish Mr. Greeley, had en- 
lightened us on this point; but both are as silent 
as the grave upon it. Iwill try, however, to fur- 
nish them with a solution of the matter. 
be found in 


LINCOLN’S MEXICAN WAR RECORD. 


He seems to have taken his seat in Congress 
impressed with the belief that his own Govern- 
ment was all wrong and Mexico all right, 
President, in his message to Congress of the 11th 
| of May, 1846, asserts that the Mexican Govern- 

ment had refused to receive the envoy of the Uni- 
| ted States; and, after long-continued menaces, had 
at last invaded our territory, and shed the blood 
of our citizens, In his annual message of De- 
|i cember 8, 1846, he again says that we had ample 
|| cause of war against Mexico Jong before the 
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Itis; perhaps, unnecessary for me to add that the” 


elected. Mr. Lincoln had majority enough in his. 


It will | 


The j 


breaking out of hostilities, but evén then we for- 
bore to take redress until Mexico became the ag- 
gressor, by invading our soil and shedding the 
blood of our citizens. And again, in his message 
of December 7,1847, he says Mexico refused even 
to hear the termsof adjustment; and, under wholly 
unjustifiable pretexts, involved the two countries 
in war by invading the territory of Texas and 
striking the first blow. Congress had also de- 
clared the war to exist “ by the act of Mexico,” 
and that it was our duty to defend the rights and 
honor ofthe nation. Still Mr. Lincoln was not 
satisfied! He could not be consoled! Although 
he saw both lines of our gallant army moving on 
from victory to victory, and our arms covered 
with imperishable glory, he could not be recon- 
ciled! In sixteen days after he took his seat in 
Congress he offered the resolution which I send 
up, and ask to be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Whereas the President of the United States, in his mes- 
age of May 11, 1846, has declared that ‘the Mexican Gov- 
ernment not only refused to receive him, (the envoy of the 
United States,) or listen to his propositions, but, after a 
long continued series of menaces, have at last invaded our 
territory, and shed the blood of our fellow-citizens on our 
own soil’? And again, in his message of December 8, 1846, 
that ‘we had ample cause of war against Mexico long be- 
fore the breaking out of hostilities; but even then we for- 
bore to take redress into our own hands until Mexico her- 
self became the aggressor by invading our soil in hostile 
array, and shedding the biood of our best citizens? And 
yet again, in his message of December 7, 1847, ¢ that the 
Mexican Government refused even to hear the terms of 
adjustment which he (our minister of peace) was author- 
ized to propose; and finally, under wholly unjustifiable 
pretexts, involved the two countries in war, by invading 
the State of Texas, striking the first blow, and shedding the 
blood of our citizens on our own soil? And whereas this 
House is desirous to obtain a full knowledge of ali the facts 
which go to establish whether the particular spor on which 
the blood of our citizens was so shed was or was not at 
that time cur own soil: Therefore, 

“Resolved bythe House of Representatives, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States be respectfully requested to in- 
form this House—1. Whether the sror on which the blood 
of our citizens was shed, as in his message declared, was 
or Was hot within the TERRITORY oF Sparx, at least after 
the treaty of 1819 until the Mexican revolution ? 2. Whether 
that sroris or is not within the territory which was wrested 
from Spain by the revolutionary government of Mexico? 
3. Whether that spor is or is not within a settlement of 
people, which settlement has existed ever since long be- 
fore the Texas revolution, and until its inhabitants fled be- 
fore the approach of the United States Army? 4. Whether 
that settlement is or is not isolated from any and all other 
settlements by the Guif and the Rio Grande on the south 
and west, and by wide, uninhabited regions on the north 
and east? 5. Whether the people of that settlement, ora 
majority of them, or any of them, have ever submitted 
themselves to the government and laws of Texas, or of the 
United States, by consent or compulsion, either by accept- 
ing office or voting at clections, or paying tax or serving on 
juries, or having process served upon them, or in any other 
way? 6. Whether the people of that setulement did or did 
not flee froin the approach of the United States Army, leav- 
ing unprotected their houses and their growing crops be- 
fore the blood was shed, as in the message stated; and 
whether the first blood so shed was or was not shed within 
the inclosure of one of the people who bad thus fled from 
it? 7. Whether our citizens, whose blood was shed, as in 
his message declared, were or were not, at that time, armed 
officers and soldiers, sent into the settlement by the mil- 
itary order of the President through the Secretary of War? 
5. Whether the military torce of the United States wasor 
Was not so sent into that settlement, after General ‘Taylor 
had more than once intimated to the War Department that, 
in his opinion, no such movement was necessary to the 
defense or protection of Texas.” 


Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. That resolution, 
sir, prefixed to Mr. Lincoln’s name in Ilinois, 
the word ‘*spot;’’ and he is called there “Spot 
Lincoln ” unto this day. There is one striking 
coincidence between it and the telegraph dispatch 
sent by General Lane to the Oregon delegate in 
the Charleston convention. Mr. Lincoln uses 
the word * spot?” four times, and General Laxes 
uses the word “ stand ” just four times in his dis- 
patch. There is something significant in the 
number. 

What became of Mr. Lincoln’s resolution is 
well known. The House treated it with con- 
tempt, and it sleeps the sleep that knows no wak- 
ing. 

While, sir, our heroic arms were being borne 
over hostile territory, and the stars and stripes 
were floating in triumph over every battle-field; 


| while the Illinois regiments, led on by their brave 


and patriotic officers, were reaping laurels for them- 
selves and their State, Mr. Lincoln was moping 
about on the territory between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande, to see if he could not find the 
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Lincoin and his Reeord—Mr. Morris. 


exact “spot” where hostilities commenced, and 
demonstrate that it belonged to Mexico;and as a 
consequence that his Government was the aggress- 
or! Sir, I have no feelings of toleration for an 
American citizen who is not for his country; and 
I rejoice that Mr. Lincoln’s constituents repudi- 
ated him and vindicated their patriotism. I can- 
not, in my imagination, compare him so well to 
any other than the notable individual described 
by Patrick Henry, who went about in the Amer- 
ican camp during the Revolution, crying “beef!” 
“beef!”’ “beef!” while others were driving from 
our shores a hostile foe. Mr. Lincoln went about 
crying “spot!” “spot? “spot? The resolu- 
tion, as well as nearly the whole of Mr, Lincoln’s 
record onthe Mexican war question, my col- 
league carefully suppressed. He is very much 
like a certain preacher I once heard of, who took 
for his text the words, ‘If sinners entice thee, 
consent thou not;’’ and read, ‘if sinners entice 
thee, consent thou,” and then he stopped. The 
old deacon reminded him that he had omitted 
to read the word “not.” Heanswered he never 
read any more than suited him. My colleague 
might answer likewise that he never reads any 
more than suits him. It would be to him noagree- 
able task to give Mr. Lincoln’s entire record—to 
be forced to prove that the ‘ spots” on which the 
battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma were 
fought belonged to Mexico; and hence, as I have 
said, he never referred to Mr. Lincoln’s “ spot”? 
resolution. Indeed, he passed over his entire 
Mexican war record with great rapidity, and said 
as little about it as possible. The subject is an 
unpleasant one to him; yet I hope he will pardon 
me if I pursue it further. Pitt, I believe it was, 
once said something should be pardoned to the 
spirit of liberty; and it can, with equal propriety, 
be said that something should be pardoned to the 
spirit of inquiry. 

On the 3d day of January, 1848, Mr. Houston, 
then a member of this House from the State of 
Delaware, introduced the following resolution: 


> * Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 'That 
the thanks of Congress are due, and they are hereby ten- 
dered, to Major General Zachary ‘Vaylor, and through him 
to the officers and soldiers of the regular Army, and of the 
volunteers under his command, for their indomitable valor, 
skill, and good conduet conspicuously displayed on the 22d 
and 234 days of February last, in the battle of Buena Vista, 
in defeating a numerous Mexican army, consisting of four 
times their number, and composed of chosen troops, under 
their favorite commander, General Santa Anna, and thercby 
obtaining a victory over the enemy, which, for its signal and 
brilliant character, is unsurpassed in the military annals of 
the world. 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to cause to be struck a gold medal, with devices 
emblematical of this splendid achievement, and presented 
to Major General Taylor, as a testimony of the high sense 
entertained by Congress of his judicious and distinguished 
conduct on that memorable occasion. ~ 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to cause the foregoing resolutions to be commu- 
nieated to Major General Taylorin such manneras he may 
deem best calculated to effect the objects thereof.” 


Mr. Evans, of Maryland, moved the following 
as an amendment to the resolutions of Mr. Hous- 
ton: 


“ Resolved, That the capitulation of Monterey meets 
with the entire sanction and approbation of this Congress; 


and that the terms of said capitulation were as creditable” 


to the humanity and skill of the gallant Taylor as the 
achievement of the victory of Monterey was glorious to 
our arms.?? 

Mr. Henley moved to add to said resolution 
the words “engaged, as they were, in defending 
the rights and honor of the nation.” 

Mr. Ashmun, of Massachusetts, thesame, I be- 
lieve, who was the president of the late Republi- 
can convention, held at Chicago, which put Mr. 
Lincoln in nomination, offered an amendment to 
Mr. Henley’s amendment to Mr. Evans’s resolu- 
tion, in these words: 


“IN A WAR UNNECESSARILY AND UNCONSTITUTIONALLY 
COMMENCED BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States.” 


For this amendment Mr. Lincoln voted. The 
fact is admitted by my colleague; but he pleads, 
in extenuation of the vote, that others who are 
now acting with the Democratic party voted like- 
wise. Ifit is so, that is no excuse for Mr. Lin- 
con. Besides, the individuals referred to long 
since confessed their error. Mr. Lincola has 
made no such confession. He stands just where 
he did, now, as then, in hostility to his country. 
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He stands just where he did, side by side with 
Corwin, welcoming our troops, * with: bloody 
hands, to hospitable graves.” ; : 

Desirous of wiping out, as far as possible, this 
foul record made by Mr. Ashmun’s amendment, 
or, if not that entirely, to break its moral force, 
Mr. Thompson, of Pennsylvania, proposed ares- 
olution in these words, which Mr. Lincoln voted 
to lay on the table: : 

« Resolved, That the words of the amendment offered 
and adopted by the House to the resolution of thanks to 
Major General Taylor on the 3d of January, 1848, contain- 
ing the words, ‘ that the war [meaning with Mexico] was 
unnecessarily and uneonstitutionally begun by the Presi- 
dent,’ is untrue in fact and calculated to prevent a peace 
with Mexico on the basis of indemnity, and should be re- 
scinded.? 

Mr. Lincoln also voted against the resolution 
of Mr. Chase, of Tennessee, which I will read: 

“ Resolved, That it is inexpedient to order our troops to 
retreat from the positions which they have so gallantly won 
in Mexico, for the purpose of falling back on a defensive 
line.” 

He also voted against allowing Mr. Chase the 
privilege of introducing other resolutions, which 
Í ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the thanks of Congress are due, and are 
hereby tendered, to Brigadier General D. E. Twiggs, Brevet 
Major General W. J. Worth, Major General G. J. Pillow, 
and Brigadier Genera) James Shields, and through them to 


the officers and soldiers of the regular and volunteer corps |4 


under their command, for their gallantry and military skill 
displayed at the siege and capture of Vera Cruz and the 
castle of San Juan de Uloa, March, 3847; at tue storming 
of Cerro Gordo, April, 1847; atthe desperate battles of Con- 
treras, San Antonio, and Churubusco, August, 1847; and 
at the sanguinary engagements before the City of Mexico, 
September, 1847, That the thanks of Congress are hereby 
tendered to Major General R. Patterson, and through him 
to the officers and soldiers under his command, for their gal- 
lant bearing at the siege of Vera Cruz, and at the capture 
of the castle of San Juan de Uloa, and at the victory in 
Cerro Gordo, in March and April, 1847. That the thanks 
of Congress are due, and are hereby tendered, to Major 
General John A. Quitman, and through him to the officers 
and men under his command, for their heroism and good 
conduct at the fall of Vera Cruz and the strong castle of 
San Juan de Uloa, and at the splendid victories achieved 
by our arms in the valley of Mexico, in August and Sep- 
tember, 1847. ‘That the thanks of Congress are due, and are 
hereby tendered, to Brigadier Generals Franklin Pierce, 
Persifer F, Smith, and George Cadwalader, and through 
them to the officers and men under their command, for the 
military skill and good conduct ‘exhibited by them at the 
splendid victories obtained by our Army in the valley and 
before the City of Mexico, in August and September, 1847. 

“ Resolved, That these victories following each other in 
quick succession, and wrung from the enemy under all cir- 
eunistances, create a doubt which to admire the most, the 
skill and. gallantry of the commanders, or the indomitable 
courage of the soldiers, which prompted this band of he- 
roes to press forward into the heart of the enemy’s country, 
overcoming every obstacle, scattering the armies of Mexico 
as the chaff before the wind, until the most signal triumphs 
are crowned by the possession of the far-famed ‘ Halls of 
the Montezumas.” 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be. 
and he is hereby, requested to cause tobe struck eight gold 
medals, with devices emblematic of the series of brilliant 
victories achieved by the Army, and that one be presented 
to each of the generals named in these resolutions as a tes- 
timony of the high sense entertained by Congress of their 
skill and good conduct in the brilliant campaign of 1847. 

% Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate these resolutions to the generals 
specified in the feregoing resolutions, in such terms as he 
may deem best calculated to give effect to the object there- 
of, and that he be requested to cause an order to be issued 
and read at the head ofthe several corps of the Army.” 


Mr. MORRIS, of Uhnois. Mr. Chairman, Í 
will not pursue Mr. Lincoln’s Mexican war rec- 
ord further. 2 
of pity and indignation. Not satisfied with his 
votes, he enforced them by an offensive specch, 
which will stand as an enduring monument to per- 
petuate his hostility to his own Government. I 
have no patience, I can have no sympathy, with 
a public officer who will openly give ‘aid and 
comfort”? to the enemy. M 


I turn from it with mingled feelings | 


r. Greeley, in the! 


Tribune of the 21st of May, speaks of Mr. Lin- ; 


coln as “an opponent of the war with Mexico, 
and the builder of the original Republican plat 
form. : 
During the second session of the Thirtieth Con- 
gress Mr. Lincoln scems to have subsided. He 
remained silent and demure. -His name hardly 
appears. The course he pursued at the first ses- 
sion rendered him so generally odious that he 
seems to have courted obscurity. Nothing more 
is heard of bim for several years, or until he sup- 
poses the past has been forgotten, and then he 
turns up as a candidate for the Senate, Trum- 


| Population of di 


BULL. beatae: hive 
Doveras: Doveras beats him; andas the’ grea 
rejected,” he is taken: up by the Republicans fo 
President—the veritable, living t Uncle: Abe’? is’: 
- Alas! for ‘the better days ofthe Res 
public! Shades of Clay and Websterjand Wright : 
and Benton, protect us! sor oe 
THE POPULAR VOTE. OF ILEIN ‘ 
To extend Mr. Lincoln’s reputation -trath 
of history is falsified... Judge Trumpuiy, in his 
Philadelphia speech of May. 27, claims: that: he 
reccived a majority ofthe popular vote of Hinis: 
in 1858, and that he lost his election by the unequal. 
districting of the State. At the ratification meets, 
ing in this city Mr. Trumpuxe is: reported thus: 
“Mr. TRoMBULL then explained that, in the Minois con- 
test of 1858, while Dovenas. carried the Legislature, Lin- 
coin had the popular vote by four thousand majority.” < 

My colleague, [Mr. Wasupurne,] in his late, 
speech, says: : 

“The result of that contest is known. The Republican. 
State ticket was triumphantly elected. Mr. Lincoln tri~. 
umphed by the pepular voice. The candidates for the Legis-’ 
lature friendly to Mr. Lincoln received more votes than the 
candidates friendly to Judge Doveras; and Lincoln was 
only defeated for Senator by an iniquitous and unjust åp- 
portionment, which stifled the voice of the majority. The 
entire vote for the Lincoln candidates for the Legislature 
was 125,375 ; the entire vote for the Dovetas candidates 
for the Legislature was 121,190—Lincoln leading Dovenag 
fn the popular vote 4,185.7" Sry 

Hon. F. P. Brar, on the 23d of May, at St. 
Louis, said: My i i 

“ We shall cheerfully, and with one accord, follow the. 
chosen standard-bearer of the Republican party. Wehave 
inherited our principles from the founders of the Republic ; 
and I desire to see inscribed upon our standard that great 
sentiment of a great man when he said: ‘I TRUST THR 
TIME WILL COME WHEN THIS NATION WILL BE A CONFED- 
ERACY OF FREE States.’ Abraham Lincoln has reéchoed 
that sentimentin his great debate in Lllinois last year, when 
he defeated the Little Giant by the popular vote of the State, 
but was cheated outof his election. Abrabam Lineoiuha 
five thousand majority over the Little Giant, but was de- 
frauded out of his election—defrauded by an unjust appor- 
tionmment, which gave to the minority of the people of Iili- 
nois the power justly belonging to the majority? 

All these and similar statements are doubtless 
based_upon one pu forth by the Chicago Press 
and Tribune, and: prove how ready certain gen- 
tlemen are to seize upon anything to support their 
cause. The Press used the following words and 
figures, and they have only been reéchoed by 
TRUMBULL, WASHBURNE, BLAI, and others: ` 

“We need not refer to the great campaign of 1858, so 
fresh in the recollection of all readers, further than to sub- 
join the result of the vote on members of the Legislature, to 
wit: 

For Abraham Lincoln...cs cece eeeeceseeeer esee 125,273 
For Stephen A, Douglass... .eccsesereetneseeee eee 121,190 

& By reason, however, of the flagrant apportionment of 
the State in legislative districts, by which a majority of the 
members are always elected by a minority of the people, 
Mr. Doveras was, as is well known, returned to ‘the Sen- 
ate.” : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having presented the 
Republican side of the case,-I claim the privilege 
of saying a word or so in reply. It is charged, 
with an unblushing cheek, that Mr, Lincoln was 
cheated out of his election by an unfair. appor- 
tionment. Mark you, sir, how truth’s. simple 
story will put to fight groundless assertions. _ I’ 
avail myself of a table prepared T the talented 
and accurate editor of the Chicago Times; and it 
will be found, on examination, correct. Listen’ 
to it; for it utterly dispels the sophistry and mis- 
representations of the Republican. speakers. T 
might add, the apportionment was made before 
Mr. Lincoln was thought of for the Senate, and, 
of course, could have had no reference to him; 
and hence, why talk of its unfairness? 


Population of the counties giving Democratic majori- 
GOSS hacia soc pase oa tsa de te Poe Ee TEYA kiia saaga 661,537 

giving Republican majori- 

seaerins + 615,039 


In each of the remaining counties the com- 
bined Democratic vote exceeded the Republican 


vote. h 
Population of representative districts giving Democratic 
majorities...., PPE EA A E ts <aieeres 009205 
ricts in which Democratic and 
seeneees 59,827 
669,032 


Population of districts giving Republican majori- : 
OSs va eciesr es ess teas cee 637,544 


Danite vote exceeded Republican.....-+ 


è E 
Excess of population in Democratie districts., ..:. 31,485 
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In.1857 and 1859 the Democratic members of the 
Legislature proposed to district the State anew; 
but, in thefirst instance, the Republican Governor 
vetoed the bill; and in the last, the Republican 
members ran away, leaving both branches with- 
out a quorum; preferring to elect, and thinking 

‘they ‘stood. the best chance under the old appor- 
‘tionment. How utterly untrue, then, is it that 
Mr. Lincoln was defeated in the senatorial con- 
test with Judge Doveras, because, as is alleged, 
ofan “unfair” apportionment? The assertion is 
equally unfounded that Mr. Lincoln, in that con- 
test, received a majority of the popular vote of 
the State. As the people did not and could not 
vote directly for either, it cannot, of course, ever 

- bė told with accuracy how the relative vote would 
have stood; but no one, at all conversant with the 
facts, fora moment doubts that Judge Doveras 
is much stronger with the masses than either of 
the candidates on the Democratic State ticket, or 
than any other individual in Illinois. 

But, testing the matter by the vote on the State 
ticket, Mr. Lincoln is in the minority, and not in 
the majority, as claimcd by his friends. Let 
figures speak: 

Average vote for the Republican ticket 


Average vote for the Democratic ticket 
Average vote for the Administration ticket... 


woe 124,993 
. 122,011 


eee eee 127,133 
. . 124,993 


Average of total Democratic vote....... 
Average of total Republican vote..... 


Democratie MAjOLity.. sce eseeceeesccuceusece sees 2,140 


So that the Republicans and Mr. Lincoln, in- 
stead of having a majority of four or five thou- 
sand on the popular vote, were actually in the 
minority more than two thousand. ‘The gain to 
the Democracy on the vote of 1856 was some 
twenty-odd thousand. I hope, therefore, Mr. 
Chairman, that my colleague, Judge Tremnunr, 
Mr. Bua, and ‘others, will not again assert, as 
true, what is shown by the figures to be untrue. 
I hope that, merely for the purpose of making a 
little political capital, they will’not indulge here- 
after in misrepresentation, 


LINCOLN A KNOW NOTHING. 


I remember very well to have heard it said some 
four years ago that Mr. Lincoln was in Quincy, 
the city of my residence, attending a Know Noth- 
ing lodge. f saw him there at the time, and I 
have no doubt he went into the lodge. If his 
friends deny it, I am satisficd I can prove the 
fact. Mr. Lincoln has been seeking too much for 
popularity and place not to avail himself of the 
influence, when he could do it, of an organization 
so powerful as that was for a time—more espe- 
cially as its doctrines harmonized so well with his 
natural proclivitics. 

The Quincy Herald, a Democratic newspaper, 
uses the following language bearing upon this 
point. There is a heap of truth in what the 
editor says: 

‘Tre Krow Notuine ELEMENT Triumpurp.—That the 
Know Nothing element in the Black Republican party 
triumphed at Chicago, in the nomination of a presidential 
candidate, is now generally well understood. The contest 
wits narrowed down to Seward and Lincoln. Sofaras the 
slavery question was coucerned, they both cccupied about 
the same position. There was no respectin which Lincoln 
was preferable to Seward with the Black Republicans then 
and there assembled, except that Lincoln had been a Know 
Nothing and Seward had not. It is well known to many 
of oar citizens that Lincoln visited a Know Nothing jod 
in this city, the first year that organization was in exis 
ence, for they saw him go in and they saw hin 
out, and many of them saw and heard hin addr 
lodge while he was in there. 


tion, Andit was 
convention. H 
was a knowledge of the fact on the part of the members of 
that convention that Lincoin bad been a Know Nothing, 
and that Seward had not, that nominated Lincoln.” 


LINCOLN ON, THE 
EQUALITY. 

The considerations involved in the question of 

negro slavery, as connected with our Govern- 


ment, are of the first importance; but I have | 
neither the time nor inclination to examine them | 
now. If IT had, it would, perhaps, be entirely | 


unnecessary. Almost every citizen hasmadeup 
his mind as to his duty in regard to the institu- 
tion, and he only desires to know the views and 


SLAVERY QUESTION AND NEGRO | 


i i 


l 3 
j ty, pledged to the accomplishment of thre 


Ho. or Reps, 


opinions of the individual asking his suffrage; 
and when he ascertains them, he knows how to 
vote. Upon this point Mr. Lincoln’s record is 
pretty full for one who has beenno more in pub- 
lie life.. Indeed, he is solely indebted to it for his 
present position. Sagacious enough to see the 
general prejudice against slavery, without refer- 
ence to the manner in which it became interwoven 
with a portion of the States of this Confederacy, 
he early mounted upon the back of the negro, and 
has ever since been riding him under whip and 
spur for office. He has outstripped Seward and 
Sumver and Harr and Bares and Lovesey, and 
they stand, with folded arms, looking on, sur- 
priséd to find he has distanced them in the race! 
‘When in Congress, he voted to apply the Wilmot 
proviso to Oregon and in favor of making the 
exclusion of slavery from the territory to be ac- 
quired from Mexico a necessity to the acquire- 
ment and establishment of government. He also 
submitted a proposition to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia, on condition the people 
thereof voted to abolish it, and the General Gov- 
ernment paid fortheslaves liberated. Heclaimed, 
and now claims, absolute and exclusive legisla- 
tive jurisdiction in Congress over this District; 
and yet he only proposes to terminate slavery 
here, first, if the imhabitants want it done, and, 
secondly, if the General Government shall pay 
forthe slaves. Why thisdiscrimination? Why 
not allow the people of a Territory, as well as 
the people of this District, to say whether they 
will or will not have slavery? The pionecr to a 
new Territory should certainly be treated with 
equal consideration to the slaveholder in Wash- 
ington city; but Mr. Lincoln does not seem to 
thinkso. The one, he says, shall not have slaves; 
the other may have them, if he wantsto! “ Con- 
sistency, thou art a jewel!?? 

{have already said, Mr. Chairman, that Gree- 
ley claims for Mr. Lincoln that he was the ori- 
ginalconstructorofthe Republican platform. Gree- 
ley ought to know, for he did more to effect his 
Nomination than any other man in America, and 
is now his special organ. 1 wish he had gone a 
step further, and told us whet and where Mr. Lin- 
coln did that job. After the overthrow of the old 
Whig party, and in 1854, the first Republican 
convention was held in Hlinois. Mr. Lincoln’s 
name appears in its published proceedings as one of 
the commiitee who reported the resolutions. Mr. 
Lincoln, however, now denies he was at the con- 
vention. Is it not strange that his name should 
appear among those appointed to report resolu- 
tions and yet he not be there? But I will not stop 
to quibble about that. I ask the Clerk to read the 
platform, which Mr. Lincoln never thought it 
necessary for him tocome out and repudiate. Do 
they constitute the platform referred to by Mr. 
Greeley ? 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“J. Resolved, We believe this truth to be self-evident: 
that when parties become subversive of the ends for which 
they are cstablisned, or incapable of restoring the Govern- 
meut to the truc principles of the Constitution, it is the rig 
and duty of the people to dissolve the political bands 
which they have been connected therewith, and to ors 
ize new parties upon such principles and with such views 
as the circumstances aud exigencies of the nation may de- 

Hand. 
me s Resolved, That the times imperatively demand the 
reorganization of parties; and repudiating all previous party 
attaciimen and predilections, we unite ourselves | 
together in defense of and Constitution of the 
country, and will bereaft ate > Republican par- 
lowing purposes: 
stration of the Government back to the 
ciples; to restore Nebraskaand Kansas 
e Territories ; that, as the Constitution 
vest in the States 
for the extradition of fagitives 
ely abrogate the fugitive sla 
se States in which it exists ; to pro- 
y more siave § nto the Union; 
istrict of Columbia; to exclude 
5 over Which the General } 
sdielion; and to re: 
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abjured oid party allegiance and ties.” 


Mr. Chairman, were subsequently adopted, in 
substance, at a congressional convention held in 
the district represented by my colleague, [Mr. 
Wasnegurne,] and which put him in nomination. 
He accepted them as his platform, ran and was 
electedupon them, and has never, asfar as I know, 
repudiated them; and he now appearsin this Hall 
as the indorser and defender of Mr. Lincoln. He 
tells us they have gone together for twenty years; 
and of all my four Republican colleagues on this 
floor, he is the one selected as the defender of the 
record and the advocate of the faith of Mr. Lin- 
coln. Why? Simply because he agreed with him 
more fully than the others, and was better ac- 
quainted with his views and opinions. Mr. Lin- 
coln, in view of their harmony of doctrines and 
intimate relations, might, with great appropriate- 
ness, apply to my colleague the language of Ruth 
and Naomi: 

“ Whither thou goest, I will go, and where thou lodgest, 
I will lodge; thy people shall be my peopie, and thy God 
my God’? 

“ How can two walk together in unity execpt they be 
agreed.” f 

In 1858 another Republican convention wag 
held in Hlinois, which designated Mr. Lincoln as 
its choice for Senator. Now he steps out a little 
further on the political stage; and, in dealing with 
him, it is not important to inquire what he has or 
has not said about this or that matter as a politi- 
cian, What the people want to be informed on 
are his doctrines and their resulfs. In that conven- 
tion he made a speech, in which he enunciated and 
put forth the  ifrepressible-conflict’? sentiment. 
He declared that this Government could not exist 
half slave and half free; that it must become all 
one thing or all the other. How was this to be 
produced? He leaves us in no doubt as to his 
opinion that it was to comeabout. How? Bya 
war of the frce wpon the slave States; by imbru- 
ing our hands in our brothers’ blood. Either the 
slave States are to subjugate the free States, or the 
free States are to subjugate the slave States. They 
must, says Mr. Lincoln, aut become one thing— 
ALL free or allslave;and, of course, if he is elected 
President, he will not be contented to administer 
the Government as our fathers made it, but will 
direct his attention to the consummation of his 
object. The consequences can be easily foreseen. 
1 will not pause to lift the vail, that I may see what 
lies beyond. God save the Republic! 

Without going too much into detail, Mr. Lin- 
coln’s position is simply this: he denies to the 
people of the Territories the right to determine 
whether they will or will not have slavery; and 
declares they shall not have it, if they want it; 
thas violating a fundamental principle of self- 
government. He is in favor of making all the 
slave States free States. More than this, he 
teaches the doctrine of negro equality. I care not 
how much he may deny it, his language is sus- 
ceptible of but one rational construction. I will 
read what he said in some of his campaign 
speeches in Hlinois; and let all who hear me judge 
of it: 

“I should like to know, taking this old Declaration of 
Independence, which declares that all men are equal, and 
making exceptions to it, where will it stop? If one man 
Says it does not mean 4 negro, why not another say it does 
hot mean some other man? If that declaration is not the 
truth, let us get the statute-books in which we find it and 
tear it out. ”? 

And again: 

« Let us discard all this quibblingabout this man and the 
other man—this race and that race and the other race being 
inivrior, and therefore they must be placed in an inferior 
position—disearding our standard that we bave left Let 


| us discard all these things, and unite as one people through- 


out this land, until we shall once more stand up declaring 
that all men are created equal.” g * S £ 
t I leave you, hoping that the lamp of liberty will burn in 
your bosoms until ti Hall no longer be a doubt that all 
nen are created free and equal” 

Mr. Chairman, I have not given all, near all, 
I might give from the ‘teaching and doctrines of 
Mr. Lincoln on the slavery question; but I have 
given enough to show his extremism. Just now, 
however, Mr. SLIDELL, Mr. Bensamiy, and other 
southern extremists, have discovered that the 
Republican candidate for President is very con- 
servative! They are astonished, upon looking 
over his record, to find him so much so! Repub- 
lican speakers catch up their wordsand ring them 
throughout the country, and we find both ex- 
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tremes combined to. overthrow the conservative 
Democracy. Mr. Lincoln’s opinion of southern 
gentlemen is not quite.as favorable as theirs is of 
him. Ina speech he made on the 13th of last 
February, inthe city of New York, (a speech, 
by the way, for which he charged and received 
#200, and was severely denounced by the presi- 
dent of the Republican club forit,) he said, speak- 
ing of the South: 
` “You will grant a hearing to murderers and outlaws, but 
nothing like it to Black Republicans.”? 

Yes, gentlemen, this is Mr. Lincoln’s opinion 
of you; and if you can pocket the insult, do it! 

THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. ` 

Thad intended, Mr. Chairman, before resuming 
my seat, to say something about the Republican 
organization; but I have not time to do it. I will 
let one or two Republicans, however, speak of 
the elements composing it for themselves. Mr. 
Ashmun, the president of the Chicago convention, 
which nominated Mr. Lincoln, upon taking the 
chair, addressed that body thus: “ Gentlemen of 
the convention—Republicans, Americans?” —show- 
ing it was composed of both Republicans and 
Know Nothings; for the term ** Americans” is, 
as every one knows, synonymous with that of 
Know Nothing. This is the first confession. And 
now, if the Clerk will read the remarks of Hon. 
Mr. Train, a leading Republican member of the 
House from Massachusetts, made at the Phila- 
delphia ratification meeting, and which I have 
marked and send up to his desk, they will answer 
every purpose, and supersede the necessity of my 
uttering a single word. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“ Fellow-citizens, excuse me for occupying so much of 
yourattention, [Cricsof‘Go on? § Goon!’ and cheers for 
Train] d want to say a few words to you about the pol- 
icy of this party to which i belong. Ht isa party, as F told 
you at the outset, made up of all sorts of factions. I was 
an old Whig, and was neveranything else. 1 was elected 
to my present position as a member or the House.of Repre- 
sentatives by Whigs, Republicans, and Americans, all sorts 
of people, impelled by one common sentinent—that of hos- 
tility to the Administration. 
down our way. We do not eare whata man’s views may 
be upon any particular subject, if he agrces with us upon 
that great question that the men who now hold the reins of 

ower ure unfit tor their places and should give way to 
etter men. 

“ Now, if anybody might find fault with the platform 
adopted at Chicago, { think Massachusetts could; but we 
do not propose to find fault withanything. They have put 
in the platform what some of our American ftiends call the 
¢Puteh plank.? Well, it isa plank for which 1 care very 
liule. L suppose it was gotten up as a sort of fling at my 
own State by some of our friends, as Massachusetts is the 
ouly State which has ever legislated in reference to the 
naturalization Gf foreigners. And permit me to say, fur- 
ther, in referenec to this subject, that there is not a man 
here who, living in M husetts, would not give his 
adhesion to that legislation which we were compelled 
to adopt. his question isa question for every State te 
decide for itself 

« We do not come here to interfere with the Germans, 
or Norwegians, or of whatever class your foreign popula- 
tion is made up of; but we claim the right to take care of 
our own foreign population at home; and it became con- 
venient to require that a foreigner should remai 
in our State after naturalization, before he was allowed to 
vote. Some of our friends found fault with this action ; 
but we thought it was right, and we have a way of making 
up our minds conscientiously, and then acting upon that de- 
cision. Now, if any Americans in Pennsylvania find fault 
with that ‘Dutch plank,’ } say to them, do as@ve do in Mas- 
sachusctts—if it is disagreeable, just make a face and swal- 
jow it. [Greatlaughterand appiause.] It will not require 
much of an effort to do it. [Renewed laughter. p’ 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ihnois. Mr. Tras very 
frankly and trathfully admits that his party is 
composcd of “‘ all sorts of factions,” and men en- 
tertaining “all sorts of principles,” and that the 
only object they have in view is to drive the present 
Administration from power, that they may revel 
on the spoils of victory. I hardly supposed he 
would own to so much. I agree with the senti- 
ment that this is a bad Administration; I confess 


it ought to be displaced; but I dissent from the | 


conclusion thatthe success of the Republican party 
would be best forthecountry. They truly would, 
if in power, revel upon the spoils. They would 
be a greedy and hungry swarm that would suck 
every remaining drop of blood from the Govern- 
ment veins, They would bear sway with a high 
hand; and I sce no safety, norefuge for us, butin 
the triumph of conservatism and the election of 
Doveras. Sir, before taking my seat, 1 must ask 
the indulgence of the committee while I say afew 
words on that point. 


We know no othersentiment | 


n two years | 


Mr. Chairman, the great event of the nineteenth: 
century has transpired. The crisis has: passed, 
and the Republic is safe.’ Let all ‘the people re 
joice. The Charleston convention, after passing 
through a most fearful and trying ordeal, proved 
equal to the emergency, and virtually -selected 
Sreruen A. Dovetas as the Democratic stand- 
ard-bearer in the approaching presidential :¢am+ 
paign. The adjourned convention at Baltimore’ 
will only ratify that selection. Then the valleys 
will send the glad. tidings to the hills, and the 
hills to the mountains, and the whole land will 
be filled with joy. One wide-spread, universal 


| shout of ‘all is well!’ will go up from the North 


and the South, the East and the West, for peace 
and happiness will reign. The patriot will feel 
secure in the enjoyment of civil and religious lib- 
erty, for he will know that no Lilliputian arms, 
supported only by a weak and doubting will, 
ehold up the pillars of the Republic. The States 
will be held firmly together by a giant’s grasp. 
Fora period the scales secmed poised in doubt- 
ful balance;the nation, the while,in almost breath- 
less suspense, awaiting, in agonizing fear, the re- 
sult. At last patriotism and justice prevailed, 
and the joyous news leaped along the clectric 
wires, unlocked the public heart, and a warm 
gush of patriotic feeling, too long pent up, poured 
forth like a river of life, and will sweep on, and 
on, with a resistless force, overwhelming every 
interposing obstacle. Since the days of General 
Jackson there will not be recorded in American 
history such an outpouring of the masses in favor 
of any other man. A phanix has truly sprang 
from the hero’s ashes. Ne other living states- 
man but Judge Dovetas could have rode upon 
upon the whirlwind, and directed the storm. 
None other could have triumphed over such fear- 
ful odds. Relying upon the vastness of his own 
intellectual resources, clothed in the impenetrable 
armor of truth, and conscious of the rectitude of 
his intentions and the justice of his cause, 
‘He battled as a treeman should, 
For his country, and his country’s good.’? 
Success has crowned his labors. Bonfires and 
illuminations, the booming cannon, and the stir- 
ring notes of the drum, will signalize the victory, 
I would rather have his triumph to-day, than 
Scipio’s at Zama, or Wellington’s at Waterloo. 
It is a triumph of liberty oyer oppression, of right 
over wrong, of justice over persecution, of indi- 
viduality over official power and corruption, of 
union and fraternal feeling over the hellish spirit 
of disunion and secession, of the people over the 
politicians. Itisa triumph at onceso grand, glori- 
ous, and magnificent, so full of hope and promise 
to the future, that the hand of Omnipotence ean be 
traced init. “The stone which the builders re- 
fused isbecome the head stoneofthe corner. This 


is the Lord’s doing; it is marvelous in our eyes.” j| 


Tell me not, Mr. Chairman, that a military cap- 
tain, supported by the money and troops of a 
powerful State, as he stands covered with glitter- 
ing trappings upon victory’s field, with his red 
sword flashing in the sun-light of heaven, ever 
achieved haif so much for himself or mankind! 
Hunted down by the executive head of the Gov- 
ernment, wiclding a patronage of $80,600,000 per 
annum, and a countless horde of office-holders, 
molded to his will; a Senate with but one, and 
a House of Representatives with but eight or ten 
exceptions against him; a venal press, subsidized 
with the public money, and a swarm of hungry 
officials and dependents, superadded to various 
presidental aspirants, acting in concert with them, 
all combined for his overthrow, it scemed that he 
must be inevitably crushed; yet he quailed not, 
but stood like the oak in the storm, defying their 
fary; and the people will crown him with a chap- 
let of honor for it! In this imposing ceremonial 
they will exclude all but themselves. No slaves 
of power will be suffered to participate init. The 
Hamans who bask in the sunshine of official pat- 


| ronage, as they have passed in and out, and saw 


this Mordecai sitting at the gate, have been greatly 
troubled thereat, and their affliction will yet be 
too excrutiating for utterance. 

Judge Doveras is indebted, sir, for the success 
and immortal renown which attend him, to his 


devotion to principle; while those who have proven || 


treacherous to it, and presumed upon what they 


“public ‘con fidence y for God has: se 


not disappointed ‘at the :resa 


disapprobation-wpou then, : For-one, sity : 
: Wtdid not requires 
its On the 28th. - 


the spirit of prophecy to foresee 


day of December; 1857, at the: beginning: of ‘the. ` 


Lecompton struggle, 1 addressed -a: letter tothe 
editor of the Chicago. Times, which was pub-. 
lished a few days thereafter in that paper, in 
which I used the following language: ec eae 

“ ¥n vindicating the great principle of popular sovereignty, | 
as applicable to Territories as well as States, our distin-. > 
guished Senator is consistent with his past life, and now* 
stands forth as one whom neither place, nor power, nor 
frowns, can swerve for an instant from the line of duty. 
Jf, under these circumstances, I should hesitate to give. 
him the benefit of my feeble support, I should be recreant 
to my own sense of right, and guilty of a most gross breach 
of public duty. Let presidential aspirants plot, and com- 
binations be tormed to break down onc of the greatest—if 
not the greatest—of American statesmen living ; it will, in 
the end, amount to nothing. k 

“ I predict now, that Judge DoucLas will prove equal to 
the emergency—tbat he will come out of the contest with 
new laurels, and that the sequel will show he has gained, 
by his recent greatspecech in the Senate, a stronger hold on 
the affections of te nation than Re ever before enjoyed,’ . 

I shall never, forget my emotions on,hearing 
that speecli delivered. .1 knew that every effort 
had been usedto prevent him from making :ite: 
Hopes of reward, in the shape of future promo- 
tion, had been held out to him, and when they had 
failed, threats of excommunication from the Dem- 
ocratic party were resorted to. He turned them 
all aside, and there he stood, in the first legislative 
body on the earth, with enemies all around pre- 
dicting he waspreaching his own “funeral ser- 
mon,’’ proudly spurning every consideration but: 
the right? It was, indeed, a scene in which moral 
courage rose tosublimity, and the future historian 
and painter of cur country will dwell on it with 
delight. The politician was lost in the patriot; 
policy was swallowed up in principle; and, press- 
ing on the lincof duty, he rose superior to every: 

= ? RRNA 
obstacle, and lft the impress of his unyielding 
integrity aud great genius upon our free institu- 
tions so indelibly marked that ages will not be 
able to efface them. . I felt rejoiced that there was 
at least one man, and I was proud he was an H- 
linoisan, who did not hesitate a moment to step 
forward in defense of the right, and who would 
not— 

“Crook the pregnant hinges of the knee, 
Where darilt may follow fawning.” 

On the 23d day of February following, in a 
speech [ madein this House on the Lecompton 
question, Ialso said: : 

“The Ilinois Senator, however, maintains a calm, con- 
servative position, conscious of the rectitude of his inten~ 
tions and the justice of his cause, and looking only to the 
right, relies upon that, and that alone, to sustain bim. 
When this excitement shall pass away, and the ‘sober sec- 
ond thought’ do its office—when peace shail again settle 
upon the country, the people will say, ‘Well done, good 
and faithful servant 3 you have been faithful over a few 
things, and we will make you ruler over many.’ Though 
political aspirants, vvho thread their way through. the dark 
labyrinths ofintrigue, and only hope to rise on the ruin of 
others, and not their own merit, desire it otherwise, it will 
never be said of hiin— 

“A faleon, tow Fring in her pride of place, 
. Was, by a mousing owl, hawked at and killed.” 

It was justas natural, Mr. Chairman, for the 
results to follow which have followed the hostility 
to Judge Douenas and his doctrines, as for water 
to run down steam. His enemies seem to have 
rushed blindly upon their own destruction, fur- 
nishing them ost incontestable evidence of the truth 
of the saying that “whom the gods intend to 
destroy, they first make mad.” The hearts of 
people are in the hands of a just and merciful 
God, and “Ele turneth them whithersoever He 
will, as the rivers of water are turned;’’ and He 
will not allow them to follow up the wild ravings 
of secession fanaticism, In this struggle they 
are with the Senator of Illinois.. If he has been 


| pursued with the malignity of Saul, he has had the 


triumph of David. 

But itis notas a personal success alone we are 
to view his good fortune. The subject assumes 
a vaster range and wider importance than that 
attached to mere individuality. The triumph is 
the nation’s. For long years will the vital blood 
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it has imparted circulate through its veins, and 
. our children to the remotest time have reason to 
rejoice that our experiment of free government 
has not proved a failure. The Abolitionist of the 
North and the fire-eater of the South aré alike 
dangerous to its perpetuity, and must be put 
down. God givethe victory to liberty and right! 

Itis related of Rev. Mr. Whitfield, that when 
in this country, electrifying it with the luminous 


flashes of his divine eloquence, he paused in one 


of his loftiest flights, and, casting his eyes up- 
ward, as if penetrating to the very borders of the 
celestial world, exclaimed: ‘* Father Abraham, 
whom have youin Heaven? Have you any Meth- 
odists there?” “No.” “Any Baptists?” “No.” 
“Any Presbyterians??? “No.” «Any Episco- 
palians?”? “No.” “Whom have you there?” 
t Nobody but Christians,” was the patriarch’s 


= A 

reply. So, when it shall be inquired of the great 
leader of the Democratic hosts, in the approaching 
political campaign, ‘t Whom have you in your 
ranks? Any Hunter men??? “No.” « Any 
| Brecxivripce men?” “No.” * Any Gururis 
men?” “No.” ** Any Doveias men?” “No.” 
“ Whom have you,then?” ‘ Nobody but Dem- 
ocraTs,’’ will be the response; and “so mote it 
be.” 
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Passed at the First Session, which was begun and held at the City of Washington, in the District of Columbia, on Monday, 


the 5th day of December, 1859, and ended on Monday, the 25th day of June, 1860. 


James Bucuanan, President. Jonn C. Brucxtnripez, Vice President, and President of the Senate. 
PENNINGTON, Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Cuaprer I.—An Act making Appropriations to | 
defray the Deficiencies in the Appropriations | 
for the service of the Post Office Department || 
for the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, 
cighteen hundred and fifty-nine, and in part for 
the support of the Post Office Department for 
the fecal yeatending the thirtieth June, eighteen |) 
hundred and sixty. | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the sum of four million two hun- 
dred and ninety-six thousand and nine dollars and | 
twenty-six cents is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the purpose of supplying the deficiency 
in the revenues and defraying the expenses of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and | 
fifty-nine. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That towards |! 
the support of the Post Office Department, for the |} 
fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen |; 
hundred and sixty, the sum of four million dol- 
lars, payable out of any.money in the Treasury 
arising from the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, is hereby appropriated, and the further || 
sum of two million four hundred thousand dollars |) 
is hereby appropriated, payable out of any money || 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; said 
sums to be expended in conformity with the pro- | 
visions of the act of the second day of July, one 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-six, in the |; 
payment exclusively of compensation to post- |; 
masters and clerks in their offices, mail depreda- || 
tions and special agents, and for the transportation || 
of the mails, for wrapping paper, mail bags, blanks || 
and paper for the same, mail locks, keys, ands), 
stamps, postage stamps, and stamped envelopes. |, 
Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That interest |! 
at the rate of six per centum per annum, to com- |; 
mence sixty days after the expiration of the quar- || 
ter in which the service was rendered; but in no || 
case prior to the first day of May, eighteen hun- | 
dred and fifty-nine, to the date of the approval of |; 
this act, shall be paid on all sums found due to i: 
the contractors for carrying the mail, and that a || 
sum sufficient to pay the same be and is hereby |; 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury |, 
not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That such || 
interest shall be payable only. to the contractors |i 
themselves; and the same is hereby declared to |; 
be in fall of ‘all damages by reason of failure or |! 
delay in payment; and the same shall be receipted |, 
for accordingly. But no interest shall be allowed jj 
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on payments for the last quarter, ending the thirty- 
firstof December, eighteen hundred and fifty-nine. 
Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That the sum 


| ofonethousand dollars be, and the samc is hereby, 


appropriated for the services of temporary clerks 
in expediting the pay ment of creditors of the Post 
Office Department. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Su- 
perintendent of the Public Printing be required to 
procure the printing of the post office blanks by 


|} contract, after ‘thirty days’ public notice, and to 


award said contract for the usual period of post 


'| office contracts, to the bidder who offers to print 


said blanks at the greatest per centum deduction 

from the prices authorized to be paid by law for 

the printing of the Executive Departments; and 

that all laws, or parts of laws, now in force, in 

relation to the printing of post bills, or post office 

blanks, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
Aprnoven, February 15, 1860. 


Cuar. H.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the payment of Invalid and other Pensions of 
the United States for the year ending the thir- 
ticth June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
ame are hereby, appropriated out of any money 
n the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the payment of pensions for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 


; one: 


For invalid pensions, under various acts, four 
hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For pensions to widows of those who served 
in the revolutionary war, under the third section 


| of the act of fourth July, cighteen hundred and 


thirty six; the acts of seventh July, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-eight; third March, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-three; seventeenth June, eighteen 
hundred and forty-four; second February, and 
twenty-ninth July, cighteen hundred and forty- 
eight; and second section act of third February, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, two hundred 
thousand dollars. 

For pensions to widows and orphans, under 
first section act fourth July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six; act of twenty-first July, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-eight; first section act of third 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-three; and 
under special acts, sixty thousand dollars. 

For Navy 
sand dollars. 


invalid pensions, forty-three thou-' 


e 


Wrram 


` 


For Navy pensions to widows and orphans, 
under act of eleventh August, cighteen hundred 
and forty-eight, one hundred and twenty thousand 
dollars. 

For privateer invalids, one thousand. dollars. . : 

Approven, March 2, 1860.0. oca cei i 


x, 


Cuar. IE.—An-Act authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to’ issue’ Registers: to Schooners 
Helen Blood and Sarah ‘Bond, of Oswego, in 
the State of New York. ` ee 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he hereby is, authorized to issue registers 
to the owners of schooners Helen Blood and Sa- 

rah Bond, of Oswego, in the State of New York, . 

the said vessels having been built in. Canada: Pro- 

vided, The Secretary shall be satisfied that the 
owners of said schooners are citizens of‘the Uni-_. 


ted States. e 
AppRovED, March 2, 1860... : 


Cuar. V.—An Act to extend the provisions of 
** An Act to enable the State of Arkansas and 
other States to reclaim the Swamp Lands withir 
their limits’? to Minnesota and Oregon, and for 
other purposes. j : 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress ` 


! assembled, ‘That the provisions of the act of Con- 


gress entitled “An act to enable the State of Ark- 

ansas and other States to reclaim the ‘swamp 

lands’ within their limits,” approved September — 
twenty-eight, eighteen hundred and fifty, be, and 

the same are hereby, extended, to the States of 
Minnesota and Oregon: Provided, That the grant 

hereby made shall not include any lands which 

the Government of the United States may have 

reserved, sold or disposed of (in pursuance of any 

law heretofore enacted) prior to the confirmation 

of title to be made under the authority of the 

said act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
selection to be made from lands already surveyed 
in each of the States including Minnesota and 
Oregon, under the authority of the act aforesaid, 
and of the act to aid the State of Louisiana in 
draining the swamp landstherein, approved March 
second, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
nine, shall be made within two years from the 
adjournment of the Legislature of each State at 
its next session after the date of this actyand, as © 
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to all lands hereafter to be surveyed, within two 
years from such adjournment, at the next session, 


after notice by the Secretary:of the Interior to | 


the Governor of the State, that the surveys have 
been completed and confirmed. ~ 
Avprovep, March 12, 1860. 


Cuar. VII.—An Act to repeal the third section 
of an Act entitled ‘An Act to increase and reg- 
ulate the terms of the Circuit and District 
Courts for the Northern District of the State of 
New York,” approved July seventh, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-eight. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the third section of the act enti- 
tled “An act to increase and regulate the terms of 
the circuit and district courts for the northern 
district of the State of New York,” approved 
July seventh, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Approven, March 24, 1860. 


Canar. VITE—An Act to amend ari Act entitled 
“An Act to regulate the Carriage of Passengers 
in Steamships and other Vessels,” approved 
March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
for the better Protection of Female Passengers, 
and other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That every master or other officer, sea- 
man or other person employed on board of any 
ship or vessel of the United States, who shall, 
during the voyage of such ship or vessel, under 
promise of marriage, or by threats, or by the ex- 
ercise of his authority, or by solicitation, or the 
making of gifts or presents, seduce and have illicit 
connection with any female passenger, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction, 
shall be punished by imprisonment for a term not 
exceeding twelve months, or by a fine not exceed- 
ing one thousand dollars: Provided, That the sub- 
sequent intermarriage of the parties seducing and 
seduced may be pleaded in bar of a conviction. 

Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, That neither 
the officers, seamen, or other persons employed 
on board of any ship or vessel bringing emigrant 
passengers to the United States, or any of them, 
shall visit or frequent any part of such ship or 
vessel assigned to emigrant passengers, except by 
the direction or permission of the master or com- 
mander of such ship or vessel first made or given 
for such purpose; and every officer, scaman, or 
other person employed on board of such ship or 
vessel, who shall violate the provisions of this 
section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, on conviction thereof, shall forfeit to the said 
ship or vessel his wages for the voyage of the 
paid: ship or vessel during which the said offense 
has been committed. Any master or commander 
who shall direct or permit any officer or seaman 
or other person employed on board of such ship 
or vessel, to visit or frequent any part of said ship 
or vessel assigned to emigrant passengers, except 
for the purpose of domg or performing some 
necessary act, or duty as an officer, seaman, or 
person employed on board of said ship or vessel, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine 
of fifty dollars for cach occasion on which he shall 
so direct or permit the provisions of this section 
to be violated by any officer, seaman, or other. 
person employed on board of such ship or vessel. 

Sec. 3. And-be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the master or commander of every 
ship or vessel bringing emigrant passengers to the 
United States to post a written or printed notice 
in the English, French, and German languages, 
containing the provisions of the second section of 
this act, in a conspicuous place on the forecastle, 
and in the several parts of the said ship or vessel 
assigned to emigrant passengers, and to keep the 
same so posted during the voyage; and upon neg- 
lect so to do, he shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be | 

unished by a fine not exceeding five hundred 
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Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That; in case 
of the conviction of any: person under the proyis- 
ions of the first section.of this.act, and the impo- i 


sition of a fine, the court sentencing the person 
so convicted may, in its discretion, by an order 
to be entered on its minutes, direct the amount of 
the fine, when collected, to be paid for the use or 
benefit of the female seduced, or her child or 
children, if any. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That no con- 
viction shall-be had under the provisions of this 
act on the testimony of the female seduced uncor- 
roborated by other evidence, nor unless the indict- 
ment. shall be found within one year after the 
arrival of the ship or vessel at the port for which 
she was destined when the offense was committed. 

Approvenp, March 24, 1860. 


Cuar. IX.—An Act to establish Mail Routes in 
the Territory of Kansas. 


Be it enacted by the Senute and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be, and are hereby, estab- 
lished in the Territory of Kansas the following 
mail routes: 

_A mail route from Denver City to Missouri 
City, via Arrapahoe, Golden City, Golden Gate, 
and Mountain City, a distance of forty miles. 

A mail route from Denver City to Breckinridge, 
via Baden and Tarryall,a distance of one hundred 
miles. 

A mail route from Denver,City to Boulder, in 
Nebraska Territory, a distance of forty miles. 

A mail route from Denver City, down the 
Platte river, to Julesburg, a distance of two hun- 
dred and forty miles. 

A mail route from Denver City to Colorado 
City, a distance of sixty-eight miles, via Belmont. 

Approvep, March 27, 1860. 


Cuar. X.—An Act making Appropriations for 
fulfilling ‘Treaty Stipulations with the Ponca 
Indians, and with certain bands of Indians in 
the State of Oregon and Territory of Washing- 
ton, for the year ending June thirtieth, eighteen 
hundred and sixty. 


Be it enacted by the Senate end House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and they 
are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purpose of fulfilling treaty stipulations with va- 
rious Indian tribes: 

Poncas.—For first of five installments to be paid 
to them or expended for their benefit, commenc- 
with the year in which they shall remove to and 
settle upon the tract reserved for their future 
homes, per second article treaty twelfth March, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, twelve thousand 


dollars. 

For the first of ten installments for the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of one or more manual 
labor schools, under the direction of the Presdent, 
per second article treaty twelfth March, eighteen 


| hundred and fifty-eight, five thousand dollars. 


For the first of ten installments, or during the 
pleasure of the President, to be expended in fur- 
nishing said Indians with such aid and assistance 
in agricultural and mechanical pursuits, including 
the working of the mill provided for in the first 
part of this article, as the Secretary of the Inte- 


į rior may consider advantageous and necessary 
| for them, per second article treaty twelfth March, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, seven thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For maintaining and subsisting the Poncas dur- 
ing the first year after their removal to their new 
homes, purchasing stock and agricultural inrpie- 
ments, breaking up and fencing land, building 
houses, and in making such other improvements 
as may be necessary for their comfort and wel- 


| fare, per second article of treaty of twelfth of 


March, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

To provide the Poncas with a mill suitable for 
grinding grain and sawing timber; one or more 
mechanic shops, with the necessary tools for the 
samc, and dwelling-houses for an interpreter, 
miller, engineer for the mill, if one be necessary, 


farmer, and the mechanics that may be employed | 


for their benefit, per second article of treaty of 
tweifth of March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
eight, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

To provide and set apart this sum to enable the 


Poncas to adjust and settle their existing obliga- 
tions and engagements, including depredations 
committed by them on property of citizens of the 
United States prior to the date of the ratification 
of this agreement, so far as the same may be 
found and decided by their agent to be valid and 
just, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, per second article of treaty of twelfth 
of March, eighteen hundred and ‘fifty-eight, 
twenty thousand dollars. 

Dwamish and other allied tribes in Washington 
Territory.—For first installment on one hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars, under the direction of 
the President, per sixth article treaty twenty- 
second January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
fifteen thousand dollars. 

To enable the said Indians to remove to and 
reside upon their reservations, and to clear, fence, 
and break up a sufficient quantity of land for cul- 
tivation, to be laid out and expended under the 
direction of the President, per thirteenth article 
treaty twenty-second January, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of an agricultural and in- 
dustrial school, and to provide said school with 
a suitable instructor or instructors, per fourteenth 
article treaty twenty-second January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, three thousand dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of a smith and carpenter’s 
shop, and to furnish them with the necessary 
tools, per fourteenth article treaty twenty cane 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the employ- 
ment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and 
physician, who shall furnish medicines for the 
sick, per fourteenth article treaty twenty-second 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three 
thousand dollars. 

Makah tribe.—For first installment on thirty 
thousand dollars, under the direction of the Pres- 
ident, per fifth article treaty thirty-first January 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousand 
dollars, 

For first of twenty installments for the support 
ef an agricultural and industrial school, and for 
pay of teachers, per cleventh article treaty thirty- 
first January, eighteen hundred and fifty-iive, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for a smith and 
carpenter’s shop, and to provide the necessary 
tools therefor, per eleventh article treaty thirty- 
first Jantary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, two 


| thousand five hundred dollars. 


For first of twenty installments for the employ- 
ment ofa blacksmith, carpenter, and farmer, and 
a physician, who shall farnish medicines for the 
sick, per eleventh article treaty thirty-first Jan- 
uary, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thou- 
sand dollars. 

To enable them to remove to and settle upon 
their reservations, and to clear, fence, and break 
up a sufficient quantity of land for cultivation, 
under the direction of the President, per sixth 
article treaty thirty-first January, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, three thousand dollars. 

Walla-Walla, Cayuses, and Umatilla tribes.— 


| For first installment on fifty thousand dollars, for 


the erection of buildings on the reservations, fenc- 
ing, and opening farms, per third article treaty 
ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, twen- 
ty-five thousand dollars. 

- For first of five installments of eight thousand 
dollars, under the direction of the President, per 
second article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, eight thousand dollars. 

For the erection at suitable points on the reser- 
vations of one saw-mill, one fouring-mill, a build- 
ing suitable for a hospital, two school-houses, one 
blacksmith’s shop, one building for wagon and 
plow maker, one carpenter and joiner’s shop, and 
one dwelling for each, per fourth article treaty 
ninth June, eighteen hundred and. fifty-five, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For two millers, one farmer, one superintend- 
ent of farming operations, two school teachers, 
one blacksmith, one wagon and plow maker, one 
carpenter and joiner, to cach the necessary build- 
ings, per fourth article treaty ninth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 
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For the first of twenty installments for the pur- | 
chase of all necessary mill fixtures and mechan- 
ical tools, medicines and hospital stores, books 
and stationery ‘for schools, and furniture for the 
employés, per fourth article treaty ninth Junc, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousand 
dollars, : 

For first of twenty installments for the pay and 
subsistence of one superintendent of farming 
operations, one farmer, one blacksmith, one wagon 
and plow maker, one carpenter and joiner, one 
physician, and two teachers, per fourth article 
treaty ninth June, eightcen hundred and fifty-five, 
seven thousand five hundred dollars. 

For building one dwelling-house for the head 
chiefs ofthe Walla-Walla, Cayuse, and Umatilla 
bands, and for plowing and fencing for ten acres 
of land, per fifth article treaty ninth June, eigh- 
P hundred and fifty-five, two thousand dol- 

ars. 

For first of twenty installments for pay to each 
of the chiefs of the Wala-Walla, Cayuse, and 
Umatilla bands, the sum of five hundred dollars 
per annum, per fifth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fiifty-five, one thousand 
five hundred dollars. i 

For the Walla-Walla chief, three yoke of oxen, 
three yokes.and four chains, one wagon, two 
plows, twelve hoes, twelve axes, two shovels, 
one saddle and bridle, one set of wagon harness, 
and one set of plow harness, per fifth article treaty 
ninth June, eightcen hundred and fifty-five, one 
thousand two hundred dollars. 

For building one dwelling-house for the use of 
Pio-pio-mox-mox, and fencing and plowing for 
him five acres of land, per fifth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for salary for 
theson of Pio-pio-mox-mox, per fifth article treaty 
ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one 
hundred dollars. 

For locating and opening a wagon road from 
Powder river or Grand Round, so as to reach 
the plain at the western base of the Blue Mount- 
ains, south of the southern limits of the reserva- 
tion of said Indians, per fifth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, ten thou- 
sand dollars. ; l 

Yakama Nution.—For first installment on two 
hundred thousand dollars for beneficial objects, 
under the direction of the President, per fourth 
article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, sixty thousand dollars. 

Yor first of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishmentand support of two schools, one of which 
to be an agricultural and industrial school, erect- 
ing the necessary buildings, keeping them in re- 
pair, and for providing suitable furniture, books, 
and stationery, per fifth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the employ- | 
ment of one superintendent of teaching and two 
teachers, perfifth article treaty ninth June, eighteen 
hundred fifty-five, two thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. 

For first of twenty installments for the build- 
ing of two blacksmiths’ shops, to one of which 
shall be attached a tin shop, and to the other a 
gunsmith’s shop, one carpenter’s shop, and one 
wagon and plow-maker’s shop, and for furnish- 
ing the necessary tools, per fifth article treaty 
ninth Jance, cighteon hundred and fifty-five, three 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the employ- 
ment of one superintendent of farming, and two 
farmers, two blacksmiths, one tinner, one gun- | 
smith, one carpenter, and one wagon and plow- 
maker, per fifth article treaty ninth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, six thousand four hundred 
dollars. 5 

For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of one saw-mill and one flouring-mill, and furnish- | 
ing the necessary tools and fixtures, per fifth article 
treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
nine thousand-dollars. : 

For first of twenty installments for the erection 
ofa haspital, and providing the necessary medi- 
cines and furniture, per fifth article treaty ninth 


Tune, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one thousand i 
two hundred dollars. i 


For first of twenty installments for the pay of 
a physician, per fifth .article treaty ninth: June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one ‘thousand. 


doilars. ‘ 


For first of twenty installments. for the erection. i 


of bufidings required for the use of employés, per 
fifth article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the. salary 
of such personsas the said confederated tribes and: 
bands of Indians may select to be their head chief, 
per fifth article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, five hundred dollars. 

For building for said chief a comfortable house, 
and properly furnishing the same, and to plow 
and fence for him ten acres of land, per fifth article. 
treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
three hundred and fifty dollars. 

Nez Percé Indians. —FYor firstinstallment on two 
hundred thousand dollars for beneficial objects, 
atthe discretion of the President, per fourth article 
of treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, sixty-thousand dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of two s[c]hools, one of 
which is to be an agricultural and industrial 
school; erecting the necessary buildings, keep- 
ing them in repair, and for providing suitable fur- 
niture, books, and stationery, per fifth article 
treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, three thousand two hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of teaching, and 
two teachers, per fifth article treaty eleventh June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, two thousand two 
hundred dollars. 

Por first of twenty installments for the build- 
ing of two blacksmiths’ shops, to one of which 
shall be attached a tinsmith’s shop, and to the 
other a gunsmith’s shop, one carpenter’s shop, 
and one wagon and plow-maker’s shop, and for 
farnishing the necessary tools, per fifth article 
treaty cleventh June, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

„For first of twenty installments for the employ- 
ment of one supcrintendent of farming, and two 
farmers, two millers, two blacksmiths, one tin- 
ner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and one wagon 
and plow-maker, per fifth article treaty. eleventh 
June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, six thou- 
sand four hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments forthe erection 
of one saw-mill and one flouring mill, and fur- 
nishing the necessary tools and fixtures, per fifth 
article treaty eleventh June,cighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, nine thousand dollars. 

Yor first of twenty installments for the erection, 
of a hospital and providing the necessary medi- 
cines and furniture, per fifth article treaty eleventh 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one thou- 
sand two hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the pay. of a 
physician, per fifth article treaty eleventh June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one thousand dol- 
lars. 

For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of buildings required for the use of the employés, 


cr fifth article treaty eleventh June, eighteen || i y 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, nine thousand dol... 


vundred and fifty-five, three thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the salary 
of such person as the tribe may select.to be their 
head chief, per fifth article treaty eleventh June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, five hundred dol- 
lars. : 

For building for said chief a comfortable house 
and properly furnishing the same, and to plow 
and fence for him five acres of land, per fifth ar- 
ticle treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, three hundred and fifty dollars. 

Flatheads and other confederated tribes—For 
first installment on one hundred and twenty thou- 
sand dollars for beneficial objects, at the discre- 
tion of the President, per fourth article treaty 
sixteenth June, [July] eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, thirty-six thousand dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for an agricul- 
tural and industrial school, erecting the necessary 
buildings, and providing them with furniture, 


books, and stationery, per: fifth article treaty | 
hteen hundred-and fifty- | 


sixteenth June, [July] ei 
five, two thousand four hundred dollars. 


: For first. of twenty installments fort eemploy: 
ment of suitable instructors; per fifth article tr 
sixteenth June, [July] eighteen hundred and fifty- 


five, one thousand two hundred dollars 


one blacksmith’s shop, to which shall beattache 
a tin and. gun- shop, onè carpete’ s shop, one 
wagon and plow-maker’s shop, and: furnishing 
the. necessary tools, per fiftituarticlé: treaty: six: 
teenth June, [July] eighteen hundye: nd iiye 
five, one thousand eight hundred:dollar 
` For first of twenty installments for the employ-. 
ment of two farmers, one blacksmith, one tinher,:. 
one gunsmith, one carpenter, two millers, andone 
wagon and plow-maker,:per fifth article ‘treaty 
sixteenth June, [July] eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, five thousand four hundred dollars.) 5:5 

For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of one saw-mill and one flouring-mill, with the: 
necessary tools and fixtures, per fifth article treaty 
sixteenth June, [July] eighteen hundréd and fifty- 
five, nine thousand dollars. : 0s Sos ea 

For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of a hospital, and providing the necessary medi- 
cines and furniture therefor, per fifth article treaty 
sixteenth June, [July] eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty. installments for the pay.of-a 
physician, per fifth article treaty sixteenth June, . 
[July] eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one thov-: 
sand dolars.. i TE ae ENERE 

For first of. twenty installments for the; erection 
of buildings required for the use of the employés, 
per fifth article treaty. sixteenth June, [July 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousan 
dollars. i 

For first of twenty installments for the pay of 
such person as the confederated tribes may select 
to be their head chief, per fifth article treaty six- 
teenth June, [July] eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, five hundred dollars. l 

For building for said chief a comfortable house,, 
and properly furnishing the same, and to plow. 
and fence for him ten acres of land, per fifth article: 
treaty sixteenth June, [July] eighteen hundred: 
and fifty-five,:thrce hundred and fifty dollars. ` 

Confederatediribes:and bands in Middle Oregon. 
For first of five installments of eight. thousand: 
dollars, under the direction ‘of the President; per. 
second article tréaty twenty-fifth June, eighteen. 
hundred and fifty-five, eight thousand dollars. 

For payment of fifty thousand dollars, a por- 
tion of which shall be applied to the payment of 
such articles as may be advanced them at the time 
of signing this treaty, and in providing, after the 
ratification thereof, and-prior to the removal, such 
articles as may be deemed essential to their wants 
by the President, and for the erection of buildings: 
on the reservation, fencing and opening farms, 
purchase of teams, farming implements, clothing, 
and provisions, tools, seeds,and for the payment: 
of employés, and for subsisting the Indians the 
first year after: their removal, per third. article 
treaty twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred: an 
fifty-five, fifty thousand dollars. ra a 

For the erection of one saw-mill and: one four- 
ing-mill, and furnishing the necessary tools and: 
fixtures, ee fourth article treaty twenty-fifth June, 


lars. beret 
For the erection of suitable hospital buildings, 
and furnishing medicines and furniture, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fifth June,eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, two thousand two hundred dollars. 

For the erection of one school-house, one black+ 
smith’s shop, with a tin and gunsmith’s shop 
attached, one wagon and one plow-maker’s shop; 
and furnishing necessary tools, books, and sta- 
tionery, por fourth article treaty twenty-fifth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, four thousand dol~ 
lars. ; i : ee 7 

For the erection of dwelling-houses and the 
requisite out-buildings for the employés, and for 


| farniture therefor, per fourth article [treaty] 


twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
four thousand eight hundred dollars. : 

For first of fifteen installments for the pay and 
subsistence of one farmer, one blacksmith, and. 
ohe wagon and -plow-malcer, per fourth article 
treaty. twenty-fifth Tune, eighteen hundred: and 
fifty-five, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the pay and 


For first of twenty installments ‘for furnishings: = 
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subsistence of one physician, one sawyer, one 
milter, one superintendent of farming operations, 
and one school-teacher, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
five thousand dollars. 

“For the erection of four dwelling-houses, one 
for the head chief of the confederated bands, and 
one for each of the Upper and Lower De Chutes 
bands of Waila-Walla, and for the Wascopum 
band: of :Wascoes, and to fence and plow for 
each of the said chiefs ten acres of land, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, two thousand two hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the payment 
of salary to the head chief of the confederated 
band, per fourth article treaty twenty-fifth June, 
eaten hundred and fifty-five, five hundred dol- 
ars. 

Motel Indians.—For first of ten installments for 
the erection of one saw-miil and one flouring-mill, 
and furnishing persons to attend to the same, per 
sccond article treaty twenty-first December, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 

For-first of five installments (in addition to the 
installments specified in the treaty of twenty-ninth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, with 
the Umpquas and Calapooias,) for furnishing iron 
and steel and other materials for supplying the 
smith’s shop and tin shop provided for in said 
treaty, and for the pay for the services of the 
necessary mechanics, per second article treaty 
twenty-first December, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, one thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For the establishment of a manual labor school, 
for the employment and pay of teachers, and for 
furnishing all necessary materials and subsistence 
for pupils, per second article treaty twenty-first 
December, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of ten installments for the pay of a car- 
penter and joiner, to aid in erecting buildings and 
making furniture for said Indians, and to furnish 
tools in said service, per second article treaty 


twenty-first December, eighteen hundred and fifty- | 


five, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For first of five installments for pay of an addi- 
tional furmer, per second article treaty twenty-first 
December, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, six 
hundred dollars. 

Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute Indians.—For first 
installment.on twenty-five thousand dollars, under 
the direction of the President, per fourth article 
treaty twenty-fifth January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

‘Lo enable said Indians to settle upon such res- 


ervation as may be selected for them by the Pres- | 


ident, and to clear, fence, and break up a sufficient 
quantity of land for cultivation, to be expended 
under the direction of the President, per fifth arti- 
ele treaty twenty-fifth January, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of an agricultural and in- 
dustrial school, and to provide the same with a 
suitable instructor or instructors, per tenth article 
treaty twenty-fifth January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first.of twenty installments for providing 
asmith and carpenter’s shop, and furnishing them 
with the necessary tools, per tenth article treaty 
twenty-fifth January, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
six, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for the employ- 


mentofa blacksmith, carpenter, and farmer, to | 


-nstruct the Indians in theirrespective occupations, 
and. a physician who shall furnish medicines for 
the sick, per tenth article treaty twenty-fifth Jan- 
uary, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, three thou- 
sand eight hundred dollars, 


S’Klallams.—For first installmenton sixty thou- | 


sand dollars, under the direction of the President, 
per fifth article treaty twenty-sixth January, 
eighteen hundred ang fifty-five, six thousand 
dollars. 

To enable them to remove to and settle upon 
the reservations, and to clear, fence, and break 
up a sufficient quantity of land for cultivation, to 
be expended under the direction of the President, 
per. sixth article. treaty twenty-sixth January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, six thousand 
dollars. ` : 


For first of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of an. agricultural and in- 
dustrial school, and forthe pay of suitableteachers, 
per eleventh article treaty twenty-sixth January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. . 

For first of twenty installments for the employ- 
ment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and a 
physician who shall furnish medicines for the 
sick, per eleventh article treaty twenty-sixth Jan- 
uary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thou- 
sand dollars. 

For first of twenty installments for a smith and 
carpenter’s shop, and to provide the necessary 
tools, per eleventh article of treaty twenty-sixth 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

Approvep, March 29, 1860. 


Cuar. XI.—An Act authorizing Publishers to 
print on their Papers the date when subscrip- 
tions expire, and in relation to the postage on 
Drop Letters. i 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the second clause of section third 
of the act of thirtieth August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-two, establishing the rates of postage on 
printed matter, is hereby so modified as to read 
as follows, namely: 

Second: There shall be no word or communica- 
tion printed on the same after its publication, or 
upon the cover or wrapper thereof, norany writing: 
nor mark upon it, nor upon the cover or wrapper 
thereof, except the name, the date when the sub- 
scription expires, and the address of the persons 
to whom it is to be sent. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That on all 
drop letters delivered within the limits of any city 
or town by carriers, under the authority of the 
Post Office Department, one cent each shall be 
charged for the receiptand delivery of said letters, 
and no more. 

Approvep, April 3, 1860. 


Cuar. XIII.—An Act in relation to the return 
of Undelivered Letters in the Post Office. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That when any person shall indorse 
onany letter his or her name and place of resi- 
dence, as writer theyeof, the same after remaining 
uncalled for at the office to which it is directed | 
thirty days, or the time the writer may direct, 
shall be returned by mail to said writer: and no 
such letters shall be advertised, nor shall the same. 
be treated as dead letters, until so returned to the 
post office of the writer and there remain[ing] 
uncalled for one quarter. 

Aprrovep, April 6, 1860. 


Cuar. XXVII—An Act to settle the Titles to 
Lands along the boundary line between the 
States of Georgia and Florida. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever the dividing line be- 
tween the States of Georgia and Florida shall have 
been finally surveyed, approved, ratified, and 
confirmed, as the boundary between those States, | 
the Secretary of the Interior shall be, and is here- 
by, authorized to adjudicate upon -principles of 
equity and justice, all claims, under sales or grants |! 
by the State of Georgia, to lands which may fall ; 
within the State of Florida, and all of said claims : 
which may be approved by him shall be and are 
hereby ratified and confirmed: Provided, however, | 
That the State of Georgia shall first ratify and 
confirm all sales and grants made by the United | 
States of lands in Florida which may fall within | 
the limits of the State of Georgia, under the final | 
adjustment of the boundary line aforesaid. 

Approven, April 13, 1860. 


Cuar. XXXI.—An Act to incorporate the United 
States Agricultural Society. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress ; 
assembled, That William W. Corcoran, Benjamin | 


B. French, Benjamin Ogle Tayloe, Ben Perley |} 
Poore, and John A. Smith, their associates and | 


successors, be, and they hereby are, made, de- 
clared, and constituted ‘a corporation and bod 

politic, within and for the District of Columbia, 
in law and in fact, to have continuance forever, 
by the name and style of “ The United States 
Agricultural Society;’? and by such corporate 
name, style, and title, shall be hereafter forever 
able and capable, in law and equity, to sue and 
be sued, plead and be impleaded, answer and be 
answered unto, defend and be defended, in any 
court or courts, or other places, and before any 
judge or judges, justice or justices, or other per- 
sons whatsoever, within the District of Columbia, 
in all and every manner of suits, actions, com- 
plaints, pleas, causes, matters, and demands, of 
whatever kind or nature they may be, in as full 
and effectual a manner as any other person or 
persons, bodies politic or corporate, may or can 

o. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all and 
singular the goods, chattels, and other effects of - 
what kind or nature soever, heretofore given, 
granted, or devised to the said society, or to any 
person or persons for the use thereof, or that 
may have been purchased for or on account of 
the same, be, ahd the said goods, chattels, and 
other effects are hereby, vested in and confirmed 
to said corporation; and the said corporation may 
take and receive any sum or sums of money, or 
any goods, chattels, or other effects of what kind 
and nature soever, which shall or may hereafter 
be given, granted, or bequeathed unto them by 
any person or persons, bodies corporate or pol- 
itic, capable of making such gift, grant, or be- 
quest: Provided, That the goods, chattels, and 
other effects vested in and confirmed to said cor- 
poration, and the moneys, goods, chattels, and 
other effects which by this act the said corpora- 
tion is authorized hereafter to receive, shall not 
in the whole exceed the value of one hundred 
thousand dollars. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the an- 
nual meeting of the United States Agricultural 
Society shall be held in the city of Washington, 
on the second Wednesday of January in each and 
every year,at which meeting there shall be elect- 
ed,in such manner as the constitution or by-laws 
of the society may provide, a president; such a 
number of vice president as may be fixed upon 
by the constitution or by-laws; an executive com- 
mittee, to consist of seven members, in addition 
to whom the president and secretary shall be ea 
aficio members, and of which the president shall 
be chairman; a treasurer and secretary; all of 
whom shall hold their offices for one year, and 
until their successors are elected. The duty of 
the president shall be to preside over the delib- 
erations of the society, and to have a general 
supervision of its affairs, The duty of the treas- 
urer shall be to receive and keep safely all the 
moneys of the society, and to disburse the same 
under the direction and supervision of the ex- 
ecutive committee; he shall give bonds for the 
faithful performance of his duties, in such penalty 
as may be fixed, and such surety as may be ap- 
proved by the president. The duty of the secre- 
tary shall be to keep all records of the doings of 
the society; to conduct the correspondence espe- 


| cially appertaining to his office; to keep the seal, 


and make certificates under the same; to issue 
medals, certificates, and diplomas; and to super- 
intend all publications emanating from the soci- 
ety. All these officers, and the executive com- 
mittee, shall perform such duties and additional 
duties as may be prescribed by the constitution 
or by-laws of the society, not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act. And if said election 
shall not be made at the time prescribed herein, 
it may be held at some subsequent time within 
the year. 

Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That the said 
society shall have full power and authority to 
make, have, and use a common seal, and the same 
to break, alter, and renew at pleasure; to make, 
ordain, establish, and execute such constitution 
and by-laws as they may think proper, and the 
same to alter, amend, or abrogate at pleasure; to 
fix the salaries or pay of their officers, and to fix 
the sum that shall be paid for life or annual mem- 
bership. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That any per- 
son may become a life or annual: member of said 
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society by paying into the hands of the treasurer 
such sum as may be prescribed in the constitu- 
tion or by-laws as the fee for life or annual mem- 
bership. Honorary members may be elected at 
the will of the society. It shall require the pres- 
ence of atleast fifteen members of the society to 
constitute a quoram for the transaction of busi- 
ness, but a less number may adjourn from time 
to time. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the sec- 
retary of said corporation shall keep his business 
office in the city of Washington, and he shall 
make up a complete record of all the doings of 
the society annually. 

Sec. T. And be it further enacted, That the con- 
stitution, by-laws, and regulations of said society 
as they stand at the time of the passage of this 
act, shall be and remain in force until altered or 
abrogated at a regular annual meeting of the cor- 
poration; and the officers who were elected at the 
annual meeting of the society in January preced- 
ing the passage of this act, shall remain in their 
several offices, and exercise their several duties, 
until the annual meeting in the January succeed- 
ing the passage of this act, and until their succes- 
sors are elected. ` i 

Sec, 8. And be it further enacted, That Con- 
gress may at any time alter, amend, or annul this 
act, 

Approvep, April 19, 1860. 


Cuar. XXXV.—An Act to amend an Act enti- 
titled ** An Act to amend an Act entitled ‘An 
Act to establish a Criminal Court in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.’ ’’ 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
‘sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the first and seventh sections of 
the act approved February twentieth, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-nine, entitled ‘An act to 
amend an act entitled § An actto establish a crim- 
inal court in the District of Columbia,’ ”’ be, and 
that the same are hereby, repealed. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever the judge of the said criminal court, from 
sickness or any other legal cause, shall be unable 
to hold the said court, he shall give notice thereof 
to the judges of the circuit court of the District 
of Columbia, or if he be unable from any legal 
cause to give such notice, it shall be given by the 
marshal of the District of Columbia; and there- 
upon one of the said judges of the circuit court 
of the District of Columbia shall, by arrange- 
ment among themselves, hold the said criminal 
court during the temporary inability of the judge 
of the said court: Provided, however, That no 
judge of the said circuit court of the District of 
Columbia, after once holding said criminal court 
during the temporary inability of the judge of 
the said criminal court, shall be required, unless 
with his own consent, on any subsequent occa- 
sion of a temporary inability of said judge of the 
criminal court, to hold the said criminal court 
again until it shall have been holden by each of 
the other two judges of the said circuit court of 
the District of Columbia, it being the intent and 
meaning of this act to apportion, as near as may 
be, among the three judges of said circuit court 
the extra service which this act imposes on 
them. : 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatif, when 


any judge of the circuit court is called on in rota- | 


tion to hold said criminal court during theinability 
of the judge thereof, such judge of the circuit 
court shall be. prevented by sickness or other legal 
cause from holding the said criminal court, then 
itshall be holden by one of the other two judges of 
the cireuit court, whose duty it would be, under 
this act, as next in rotation, to hold said criminal 
court, 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act contained shall prevent the clerk of the 
said criminal court from adjourning the same from 
day to day, fora time not exceeding one week, 
where the judge of the criminal court shall be 
taken sick after the commencement and during 
the progress of a term: Provided, That no ser- 
vices rendered by either of the judges of the circuit 
court, under this act, shall be the foundation for 
any additional compensation therefor. 

Arproven, April 20, 1860. 


i! citizens or inhabitants of the United States, there 


| stock issued in accordance with the provisions of 


| it shall be so construed as to vest the title to said 
| lots in said Corporation, so long as the market- 


Cuar. XX XVIL.—An Act supplemental to anAct 
entitled “ An Act providing for the taking of. 
the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the Uni- 
ted States, and to fix the number of the Mem- | 
bers of the House of Representatives, and pro- |i 
vide for the future Apportionment among.the 
several States,” approved May twenty-third, | 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there may be employed in the 
Census Office, one chief clerk, and, at the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, such other 
clerks of the first class as the requirements of the 
service may demand, of whom the Secretary may 
advance from time to time, not more than ten to 
the second class, nine to the third class, and six 
to the fourth class. 

Arrrovev, May 5, 1860. 


< 


Cuar. XXXIX.—An Act authorizing the Cor- 
poration of Washington City to make a loan 
and issue stock for two hundred thousand dol- 
lars, for building a Market-House. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That all the ground lying between Sev- 
enth and Ninth strects, and fronting on Pennsyl- 
vania and Louisiana avenues, now and hitherto 
used and occupied for the Centre Market, be, and 
the same is hereby, ceded to the Corporation of 
Washington, on condition that said Corporation, 
within two years after this act takes effect, erect 
thereonamarket-house. Thesaid house to be so 
constructed as to admit foot passengers through 
only one entrance to the market on the north side; 
market-wagons and other vehicles on the south 
side only, with means of exit for the same on 
Seventh and Ninth streets, and to exclude mar- 
keting from Pennsylvania and Louisiana avenues 
and the sidewalks and pavements thereon. And 
for the purpose of erecting such market-house it 
shall be lawful for said Corporation to create a 
debt, in such form as may be found expedient, 
not exceeding the sum of two hundred thousand 
dollars, at a rate of interest not exceeding six per 
cent. per annum, any restriction in the charter of 
said city or existing laws to the contrary notwith- 
standing: Provided, however, That the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall, in no event what- 
ever, be, either directly or indirectly, liable for 
the principal or interest upon any loan which 
may he obtained under the provisions of this act; 
and the entire revenue of said building shall, after 
paying contingent expenses and interest on the 
stock, be appropriated to the payment of the 


this act: And provided, That the powers herein 
granted shall not be exercised by said Corporation 
until after the second Monday in June next; and 
that this act shall, immediately upon its passage, 
be published by said Corporation in at least two 
newspapers published in the city of Washington, 
and be continued until after the Corporation elec- 
tion in said city in June next. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That no more 
than two hundred and twenty thousand dollars 
shall be expended in building said market-house, 
nor shall any contracts be entered into which in- 
volve a larger expenditure for the completion of 
the same. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in case 
this act shall take effect as hereinbefore provided, 


house and apartments shall be continued thereon, 
and used for the purpose aforesaid, and no longer. 
Approvep, May 9, 1860. i 


Cuar. XL.—An Act to provide payment for dep- | 
redations committed by the Whites upon the 
Shawnee Indians in Kansas Territory. | 


Be ti enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That for the purpose of paying claims 
of ‘certain members of the Shawnee tribe of In- 
dians, presented to Congress at its present session, 
for depredations committed upon their property by 


be, and ishereby, appropriated, outofany moneys 


n 
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such rules and regulations not contraveni 
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t otherwise appropriated, the. 


in the Treasury: 
usand seven hundred and”, 


sum of thirty-six 
eleven dollars... 
< See. 2, And beit fi 
or such. part.of sai 
his satisfaction shall-bi : 
the direction of the Secretary oft 
the rules and re 

to regulate Gad 


he ofen ers were apprehended and ‘brought. to` 
trial. rarer ae 
Arrroven, May 9, 1860. 


Cuar. XLVIH.—An ‘Act to carry into effect a 
Convention between the United States and the. : 
Republic of Paraguay. : 
Be in enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a commissioner, whose duty it shall 
be, conjointly with a commissionerappointed by 
the Government of Paraguay, to investigaté, ad- 
just, and determine the amount of the claims ‘of 
the United States and Paraguay Navigation Com- 

pany, against the Government of Paraguay. E 
Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the Pres- 

ident of the United States, by and with the advice 

and consent of the Senate, shall appoint.a secré- 
tary to said commissioner, in behalf of the United 

States, versed in the English and Spanish lan- 

guages. ; se 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 

commissioner on the part of the United States, in 
conjunction with the commissioner on the part of 

Paraguay, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized. 

to make all needful rules and regulations forc 

ducting the business of their said comm 


SONG 
S. ng the: 
Constitution of the United States, the provisions, 
of. this act, or the provisions of the said conven- 
tion. S 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the com- 
pensation of the respective officers, for whose. 
appointment provision is made by this act, shall be 
as follows: to the commissioner, in full for his 
services, the sum of fifteen hundred dollars; to 
the secretary and interpreter, in full for his ser- 


i vices, the sum of one thousand dollars; and: the 


President of the United States shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to make such provision for the 
contingent expenses of the said commission on 
the part of the United States as shall to him ap- 
pear reasonable and proper; and the said compen 
sations and expenses, and likewise all that. part 
of the compensation and expenses of the umpire 
under said convention, which is required thereby 
to be defrayed by the United States, shall be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise’ 
appropriaid. r 

EC. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of State is hereby authorized and required 
to transmit to the said commission such papers or 
records, relating to the business before the said 
commission, as he may deem proper, or as may 
be called. for by the commissioners; and, at the 
termination of the commission, all the records, 
documents, and all other papers, which have been 
before the commissioners, or in. possession of its 
secretary, shall be deposited in the Department 
of State: Provided, That this section shall.not be 
so construed as to prevent the commissioner-en 
the part of Paraguay from depositing in the said 
Department certified copies or duplicates of pa- 
pers, filed on behalf of his Government, instead 
of originals. ; 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, Thatthe amount 
paid out of the Treasury, pursuant to the provis- 
lons of this act for.carrying the said convention 
into effect, shall be retained by the United States 
out of the money. that may, pursuant to the terms 
of said convention,’be. received fram Paraguay, 
and that the same be returned to the Treasury of 
the United States. : 

Approvep, May 16, 1860. 
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Actto furnish additional Mail 
Pacilities. ; 

© Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 
sentatives of te United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of twenty-five thousand 
one hundred and sixty dollars, out of any money 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, be 
placed at the disposal of the Postmaster General, : 
for mail service on the new post routes in west- 
ery Kansas, authorized by the act of March twen- 
ty-seventh, eighteen hundred and sixty; and that 
thesum of four hundred thousand dollars is hereby 
appropriated to be applied on such of the new i 
routes established by the act entitled “An act to 
establish post routes,” [An act to establish certain 
postal roads,] approved June eleventh, [four- | 
teenth,] eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, as the | 
Postmaster General may deem advisable. | 


Apvrrovep, May 16, 1860. 


Citar. KLIX.—An 


Cuar. L.—An Act to create an additional Land 
` District in Washington Territory. | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Houseof Repre- ti 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress Hi 
assembled, That, when in the opinion of the Presi- |! 
dönt it may beexpedient, all the public lands in the 
Territory of Washington to which the Indian title 
shall have been extinguished or may hereafter be 
extinguished, lying east and south ofthe following | 
boundaries, shall consiitute a new land district to i 
be called the Columbia River District, viz: Be- | 
ginning on the boundary line between the United | 
States and the British possessions and on the 
summit of the Cascade mountains, at the nearest 
range line to the east line of range twelve, thence || 
south on the nearest range lines on the summilof | 
said mountains to line dividing townships ten and 
eleven north, thence west to the line dividing | 
ranges six and seven west, thence north on said | 
line to the third standard parallel, thence west to 
Shoal. Water bay, thence with the Shoal Water 
bay, including any islands therein, to the Pacific 
-=the western boundary of said district above the 
fine dividing ranges ten and eleven and on the 
summit of the Cascade mountains, to be adjusted 
by the Department of the Interior as near the 
points before given as is consistent with the lines 
of the public surveys—and the President shall be | 
authorized hereafter from time to time, as cir- | 
cumstances may require, to adjust the boundaries 
of the land districts in said Territory and remove | 
the offices when the same shall be expedient. | 
Sec. 2. And be ùt further enacted, That the Pres- | 
ident be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, | 
or during the recess thereof, and until the end of | 
the next session after such appointment, a regis- 
ter and receiver for said district who shall be re- | 
quired to reside at the site of the land office, be 
subject to the same laws, and entitled to the same 
compensation as is or may hereafter be prescribed | 
by law in relation to the existing land office and | 
officers in said ‘Territory. 


‘Approven, May 16, 1869, 
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Cuar. LI.—An Act to amend the Act to incorpo- | 
rate the Provident Association of Clerks in the 
Civil Depariments of the Government of the 
United States in the District of Columbia. ! 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the charter of the Provident Asso- j 

ciation of Clerks be, and the same is hereby, so | 

amended thatany member of the association may, | 
on giving one month’s notice to the president and 

board of officers, withdraw from the association, | 
and receive out of the funds and asscts of the asso- | 

ciation such gum asthe president and board of offi- il 

cers of the said association may consider justand | 

equitable; but in no case to exceed theamount he | 
may have contributed, with interest at the rate of | 
six per centum, nor his distributive share of the | 
entire assets, if distributed pro rata to family in- | 
verest at the time of such withdrawal. 
Approven, May 22, 1860. 


l 


Cuar: LVE —An Act to supply deñciencies in | 
the appropriations for the service of the fiscal | 
yearendingthe thirtieth of June, eighteen hun- | 
dred and sixty. | 
Be it enacted by the Senate ond House of Repre- 

Sentutives of the United States of Ameriéain Congress 


assembled, That the following sums be, and the same 
are hereby, appropriated, to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending the 
thirtieth of Jane, eighteen hundred and sixty, 
out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated: 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 
sengers, and others receiving an annual salary ine 
the service of the Senate, viz: 

For the Chaplain of the Senate, seven hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, miscellancous items, 
viz: 

For expenses of select committees, nine thou- 
sand dollars; and for the payment of expenses of 
the several investigating committees of the House 
of Representatives, forty-eight thousand dollars; 
and also for the payment of the expenses of wit- 
nesses summoned, or to be summoned, before the 


| Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- - 
resontatives during the present session, twelve 


thousand dollars; and that the said sums shall be 
added to the miscellaneous item of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

For expenses of the heating and ventilating 
apparatus, including pay of engineers, firemen, 
laborers, fuel, oil, tools, three thousand four hun- 
dred dollars. 

Contingent expenses of the House of Repre- 
sentatives: 

For furniture, repairs, and boxes for members, 
ten thousand dollars. 


For horses, carriages, and saddlc-horses, four’ 


thousand dollars. 
For stationery, six thousand dollars. | 
For laborers, one thousand three hundred dol- 


Jars, 


For folding documents, ten thousand dollars. 

For the compensation of the draughtsman and 
clerks employed onthe land maps, clerks to com- 
mittees, and temporary clerks in the office of the 
House of Representatives, five thousand dollars: 
Provided, That from and after the thirtieth of 
June next allemployment of draughtsman and 
clerks upon land maps shall cease. 

For additional pages authorized by the House 
of Representatives, three thousand three hundred 
and forty-four dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, ten thousand dol- 
lars, 

For new carpet on the hall of the House of 
Representatives; four thousand seven hundred and 
twenty-nine dollars and six cents. 

For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for cagh member and Dele- 
gate of the first session of the Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress, thirty-four thousand eight hundred and 
forty-eight dollars. 

For binding twenty-four copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix for cach member and 
Delegate of the first session of the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress, thirteen thousand nine hundred and 
thirty-nine dollars and twenty cents. 

For reporting debates of the first session of the 
Thirty-Sixth Congress, twenty-three thousand 
dollars. 

For the usual additional compensation to the 
reporters of the House and Senate for the Con- 
gressional Globe for reporting the proceedings of 
the House and Senate for the first session of the 
Thirty-Sixth Congress, cight hundred dollars 
each, seven thousand two hundred dollars. 

‘Lo supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
printing, dry-pressing, inserting maps and plates, 
and binding documents ordered during the Thirty- 
Third, Thirty- Third, Thirty-Fourth,and Thirty- 
Fifth Congresses, nineteen thousand three hun- 
dred and cighty-one doitars and ninety-cight cents. 

To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for paper required for the printing of the first ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, fifty thousand 
dollars. 

To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 


į for printing required for the first session of the 


‘Thirty-Sixth Congress, forty thousand dollars. 
To provide for the blanks and other printing, 
and the paper for the same, required preliminary 
lo taking the eighth census, twenty-nine thousand 
dollars. 
For payment of the unpaid expenses incurred’ 
in altering the arrangements of tho Hall of the 


{ 


House of Representatives, under the order of the 


! House, three thousand seven hundred dollars; 
i and the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
| ury be, and they are herehy, directed to settle 


the accounts of Captain Meigs, late superintend- 
ent of the Capitol extension, for his expenditures 
in altering the arrangements and seats of the Hall 
of the House of Representatives according to the 
order of the House, and paid by him, according 
to his vouchers, for such expenditures, not to ex- 
ceed the sum of fourteen thousand three hundred 
and seventy-six dollars and ninety-seven cents. 


Department of State. 


For compensation to the interpreter to the mis- 
sion to Japan, from the first January to the thir- 


| tieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty, one thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars. 


For the relief and protection of American sea- 
men in foreign countrics, seventy-five thousand 
dollars. 

To defray the expenses of such delegates as 
may be appointed by the President of the United 
States, on the part of this Government, to.attend 
amecting of the International Statistical Congress, 
which is to meet in London in July, eighteen bhun- 
dred and sixty, five thousand dollars. 


War Department. 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items, in the office of the Surgeon Gen- 
eral, two hundred dollars. 

Navy Department. 

For the charter of the Tocy-wan, used in the 
transportation of the minister to China, to ascend 
the Peino river, forty-five thousand dollars. 

For preparing for publication the American 
Nautical Almanac, five thousand dollars. 


For Survey of the Public Lands. 

For surveying liabilities incurred by the late 
surveyor general of Oregon during the fiscal year 
ending thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
nine, twenty thousand dollars. 

For surveying liabilities incurred by the late 
surveyor general of Kanas and Nebraska during 
the fiscal year ending thirtieth June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-nine, twenty thousand dollars. 

For surveying liabilities incurred by the late 
surveyor general of California prior to the thirti- 
eth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, fifty- 
eight thousand dollars. 

To pay George G. Durham for twenty-two 
months’ service as a clerk in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, the sum of twenty- 
five hundred and sixty-six dollars and fifty-two 
cents. i 

To supply deficiences in the appropriations for 
payment of the late Indian agents in Utah, (Hurt, 
Armstrong, Rose, and Bedell,) upon settlement 
of their accounts, fifty-three thousand and seven 
dollars and thirty-five cents, 

Approven, May 24, 1860. 


Cuar. LVIT.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the construction of certain Military Roads 
in the Territory of Washington, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasary not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the following sums, to be expended, under 
the direction of the War Department, in the con- 
struction of the following named military roads 
in the Territory of Washington, to wit: 

From Fort Benton to Wala Walla. the sum of 
one hundred thousand dollars, ($100,600.) 

From Steilacoom to Fort Vancouver, the sum 
of ten thousand dollars, ($10,000,) to be expended 
exclusively on that portion between Cowlitz river 
and Monticello. 

Approvep, May 25, 1860. 


Cuar. LX.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the Consular and Diplomatic Expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the thirtieth 
of June, cigntecn hundred and sixty-one, and 
for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembied, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
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in the. Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the objects hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, namely: 3 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary, ministers, 
and commissioners of the United States at Great 
Britain, France, Russia, Prussia, Spain, Austria, 
Brazil, Mexico, China, Chili, Peru, Portugal, 
Switzerland, Rome, Naples, Sardinia, Belgium, 
Holland, Denmark, Sweden, Turkey, New Gran- 
ada, Bolivia, Ecuador, Venezuela, Guatemala, 
Nicaragua, Sandwich Islands, Costa Rica, Hon- 
duras, Argentine Confederation, and Japan, two 
hundred and ninety-six thousand five hundred 
dollars, 

For salaries of secretaries of legation, forty 
thousand dollars. : 

For salaries of assistant secretaries of legation 
at London and Paris, three thousand dollars. 

For salary of the interpreter to the legation to 
China, five thousand dollars. 

For salary of the secretary of legation to Tur- 
key, acting as interpreter, three thousand dol- 
lars. ; 

_ For compensation to the interpreter to the mis- 
sion to Japan, two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars, 

For contingent expenses of all the missions 
abroad, twenty thousand dollars, : 

For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 
forty thousand dollars. 

For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 
Powers, three thousand dollars. 

For expenses of the consulates in the Turkish 
dominions, viz: interpreters, guards, and other 
expenses of the consulates at Constantinople, 
Smyrna, Candia, Alexandria, and Beirut, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. A 
` For the relief and protection of American sea- 
men in foreign countries, two hundred thousand 
dòllars. 

For the purchase of blank books, stationery, 
arms of the United States, seals, presses, flags, 
and for payment of postages and miscellaneous 
expenses of the éonsuls of the United States, thirty 
thousand dollars, 

For office rent for those consuls general, con- 
suls, and commercial agents, who are not allowed 
to. trade, including Joss by exchange thereon, 
twenty-seven thousand three hundred and seventy 
dollars. 

For salaries of consuls general at Quebec, 
Calcutta, Aloxandria, Havana, Constantinople, 
Frankfort-on-the-Main; consuls at Liverpool, 
London, Melbourne, Hong Kong, Glasgow, 
Mauritius, Singapore, Belfast, Cork, Dundee, 
Demarara, Halifax, Kingston, (Jamaica,) Leeds, 
Manchester, Nassau, (New I-rovidence,) South- 
ampton,Turk’s Island, Prince Edward’s Island, 
Havre, Paris, Marggilles, Bordeaux, La Rochelle, 
Lyons, Moscow, Odessa, Revel, Saint Peters- 
burg, Matanzas, Trinidad de Cuba, Santiago de 
Cuba, San Juan, (Porto Rico,) Cadiz, Malaga, 
Ponce, (Porto Rico,) Trieste, Vienna, Aix-la- 
Chapelle, Canton, Shanghai, Fouchou, Amoy, 
Ningpo, Beirut, Smyrna, Jerusalem, Rotterdam, 
Amsterdam, Antwerp, Funchal, Oporto, Saint 
Thomas, Elsincur, Genoa, Basle, Geneva, Mes- 
sina, Naples, Palermo, Leipsic, Munich, Leg- 
horn, Stutigardi, Bremen, Hamburg, Tangiers, 
Tripoli, Tunis, Rio de Janciro, Pernambuco, 
Vera Cruz, Acapulco, Callao, Valparaiso, Buenos 
Ayres, San Juan del Sur, Aspinwall, Panama, 
Laguayra, Honolulu, Lahaina, Cape Town, Falk- 
land Islands, Venice, Stettin, Candia, Cyprus, 
Batavia, Fayal, Santiago, (Cape de Verdes,) Saint 
Croix, Spezzia, Athens, Zanzibar, Bahia, Mar- 
anham Island, Para, Rio Grande, Matamoras, 
Mexico, (city,) Tampico, Paso del Norte, Ta- 
basco, Paita, Tumbez, Talcahuana, Carthagena, 
Sabanillo, Omoa, Guyaquil, Cobija, Montevideo, 
Tihita, Bay of Islands, Apia, Lanthala; com- 
mercial agents at San Juan del Norte, Port au 
Prinéc, San Domingo, (city,) St. Paul de Loando, 
(Angcla,) Monrovia, Gaboon, Cape Haytien, 
Aux Cayes, and Amoor river, two hundred and 
sixty-eight thousand seven hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. 

For interpreters for the consulates in China, 
three thousand dollars. 

For compensation.of the commissioner, secre- 
tary, chief astronomer and surveyor, assistant as- 


the marshal of the consular court at 


tronomer and surveyor, clerk, and for provisions, 
transportation, and contingencies of the commis- |f 


sion to run and mark the.boundary line between, 
the United States and the British - possessions 
bounding on Washington Territory, one hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. jis $3 s 
To enable the President of the United States to. 
carry into effect the act of Congress of third March, 
eighteen hundred and. nineteen, and any subse- 
quent acts now in force for the suppression of the 
slave trade, forty thousand dollars. : 
For expenses incurred: under instructions from 
the Secretary of State, in bringing home from 
foreign countries persons charged with crime, and 
expenses incident thereto, ten thousand dollars.. 
‘To enable the Secretary of State to defray the 
cost of a prison-ship at Canton, in China, from 
the first day of January, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, to the first day of January, cightcen 
hundred and fifty-seven, and for compensation of 
anton from 
January one, eighteen hundred ard fifty-four, to 
fifteenth December, eighteen hundred and.fifty- 
seven, four thousand seven hundred and sixty 
dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
For compensation of commissioner to. China 
and the consuls at the five ports in China, viz.: 
Kwang-chow, Amoy, Fu-chow, Ningpo, and 
Shanghae, from the first of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, to the thirty-first of Decem- 
pers eighteen hundred and fifty-six, nine thousand 
dollars. 


Arrroven, May 26, 1860. 


Cnar. LXJ.—An Act to settle the Titles to cer- 
tain Lands set apart for the use of certain Half- 
Breed Kansas Indians, in Kansas Territory. 


Whereas by the sixth article of a treaty made 
and concluded atthe city of St. Louis, in the State 
of Missouri, on the third day of June, eighteen 
handred and twenty-five, between the United 
States of America and the Kansas nation of In- 
dians, there was reserved from the lands ceded by 
said treaty to the United States by said Kansas 
nation of Indians, one mile square of land for each 
of the balf-breeds of the Kansas nation named in 
the said sixth article, which land has. been sur- 
veyed and allotted to each of the said balf-breeds 
in the order in which they are named in, and in 
accordance with, the provisions of the said sixth 
article of said treaty: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That all the title, interest, and estate 
of the United States is hereby vested in the said 
reservces who are now living, tothe land reserved, 
set apart, and allotted to them, respectively, by 
the said sixth article of said treaty; and in case 
any of the said reservees named in the said sixth 
article are deceased, and leaving heirs, then. all 
the title, interest, or estate of the United States to 
the land allotted to such deceased reservees, is 
hereby vested and confirmed in such persons as 
shall by the Secretary of the Interior be decided 
to be the heirs of such deceased reservees; but 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
give any force, efficacy, or binding effect to any 
contract, in writing or otherwisc, fer the sale or 
disposition of any lands named in this act, here- 
tofore made by any of said reservees or their 
heirs. ; 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in case 
of any of the reservees now living, or the heirs 
of any deceased reservees, shall not desire to re- 
side upon, or occupy the lands to which such 
reservees or such heirs are entitled by the provis- 
ions of this act; the Secretary of the Interior, 
when requested by them, or either of them, so to 
do, is hereby authorized to sell such lands be- 
longing to those so requesting him, for the benefit 
of such reservees, or such heirs; and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior isalso authorized to sell, with 
the assent of the Kansas nation of Indians, the 
lands allotted to the reservees who are deceased 
leaving no heirs, for the benefit of the living res- 
ervees, their heirs, and the heirs of those deceased, 
equally;. said ignds to be sold in accordance with 
such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and ap- 
proved by [the] Secretary of the Interior; and 
patents in the usual form shall be issued to the 


| purchasers of said lands, iù-accordance with the | 


ninety-six dollars. 


provisions of this: Act, 


See. 3. And be it further enacted; That the: 
ceeds of the land, the sale of which -is' pro 


rior for their benefit, in. sucht: miannor ashe may * 
think most. advantageous to: their interests; ie 
 Approyen, May..26,:1860 


—— 


Cuar. LXU.—An Act to authorize the President 
of the United ‘States, in conjunction’ with the 
State of California, to run-andimark the Bound- 
ary Lines between the Territories ‘of ‘the Unie 
ted States and the State of Californias: © 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- . 

sentatives of the United States of Américain Congress 

assembled, That the President of the United States 
be, and he hereby is, authorized and empowered 
to appoint a suitable person or persons, who, ini 
conjunction with such person or persons às may. 
be appointed on behalf of the State of California 
for the same purpose, shall run and mark the 
boundary lines between the Territories of the 

United States and the State of California; ‘com- 

mencing at the point-of ‘intersection of the forty- 

second degree of north latitude with the one hun- 
dred and twentieth degree of longitudé west front 

Greenwich, and running south’on the line of said 

one hundred.and twentieth degree of westlongitudé 

until it intersects the thirty-ninth degree. of north 

latitude; thence running in w straight line “in a 

southeasterly direction to the river Colorado at a 

point where it intersects the thirty-fifth degree.of 

north latitude. a nies : 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That such land- 

marks shall be established at the said point of 
beginning, and at the other corners and on the 
several Jines of said boundary as may be agreed 
on by the President of the United States, or those 
acting under his authority, and the said State of 
California, or those acting under its authority: 
Provided, That the person or persons appointed 
and employed on the part and behalf ofthe State 
of California. are-to bec paid “by. the ‘said: States . 
Provided, further, That no persons-exceptia. sue 
perintendent or commissioner shall be appointed: ` 
or employed in this service by the United: States, 
but such asare required to make the necessary. 
observations and surveys, to ascertain such line: 
and erect suitable monuments thereon, and make: 
return of the same. 


Avrroven, May 26, 1860. 


Cuar. LXIV.—An Act authorizing the. Domes- 
: tic and Foreign Missionary Society of the Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church inthe: United States 
to enter a-certain tract of land ‘in the State of 
Wisconsin. a : pa : 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Répre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Domestic and Foreign Mis- 
sionary Society of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
in the United States be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to enter, atthe rate of onc dollar and twenty- 
five cents per acre, a certain tract of land known 
as the Mission Farm, and numbered. as: lot 
number eighteen, on the cast bank of. Fox river, 
near Green Bay, State of Wisconsin, having: a 
front on Fox river. of. six. chains; and running 
eastwardly back from the river, between parallel: 
lines, one hundred and fifty-four and sixty-nine 
hundredths chains, and containing ninety-two and 
eighty-one hundredths superficial acres. 

Approven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LXV.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy: for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-one. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre-~ 
sentatives of the Untied States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following. sums: be, and the 
same are hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated , for 
the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one: eit 

For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and mu- 
sicians, one hundred and. sixteen thousand and 


he ‘sale ded 
| for-by this: act, shall be paid tothe parties entitled: 
| thereto, or applied. by the Seerétary.-of. the Entes 
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For commutation of subsistence, four thousand 
one hundred and sixty-one dollars. 

For forage for. officers’ horses, one thousand 
four hundred ‘and forty dollars. 

For pay in lieu of clothing to officers’ servants, 
sixty dollars. . 
< For current and ordinary expenses, as follows: 
repairs and improvements, fuel, and apparatus, 
forage, postage, stationery, transportation, print- 
ing, clerks, miscellaneousand incidental expenses, 
and departments of instruction, thirty-six thou- 
sand eight hundred and ninety-five dollars, 

For gradual: increase and expense of library, 
one thousand dollars. 

For expenses of the board of visitors, four 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For forage of artillery and cavalry horses, eight 
thousand six hundred and forty dollars. 

For supplying horses for artillery and cavalry 
practice, one thousand dollars, 

For repairs of officers’ quarters, five hundred 
dollars. . : 

For models for the department of cavalry, one 
hundred dollars, 

For extension of water pipes and increase of 
reservoir, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

_ For targets and batteries for artillery exercise, 
one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For furniture for hospital for cadets, one hun- 
dred dollars.” 

For annual repairs of gas pipes and retorts, 
five hundred dollars, . 

For warming apparatus for academic building, 
two thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For materials for quarters for subaltern officers, 
three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Aprnoven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LXVI—An Act to amend an Actentitled 

“An Act te organize an Institution for the In- 

- sane of the Army and Navy, and of the. Dis- 
trict of Columbia. in the said District.” 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That section four of the act of March 
the third, one thousand cight hundred and fifty- 
five, entitled “An act to organize an institution 
for the insane of the Army and Navy, and of the 
District of Columbia in the said District,” be, and 
the same is hereby amended, so as to read as fol- 
lows: : ' 

Sec.4. That the order of the Secretary of War, 
and that of the Secretary of the Navy, and that 
of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, shall authorize 
the superintendent to receive insane persons be- 
longing to the Army and Navy and revenue cutter 
service respectively, and keep them in custody 
until they are cured, or removed by the same 
authority which ordered their reception. 

Avrpnoven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LXVII.—An Act to increase and regulate 
the Pay of the Navy of the United States. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

ontatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from and after the passage of this 
act, the arinual pay of the officers of the Navy, 
on the active list, hereinafter named, shall be as 
follows: 

Captains.—T he senior flag officer, created under 
and by virtue of an act of Congress approved 
March second, cightcen hundred and fifty-seven, 
shall receive four thousand five hundred dollars, 

Captain when commanding squadrons, five 
thousand dollars, 

All other captain on duty at sea, four thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

Captains on other duty, three thousand six 
hundred dollars. 

When on leave or waiting orders, three thou- 
sand dollars. 

Commanders.-Every commander on duty at 
sea, for the first five years afier the date of his 
commission, two thousand. eight hundred and 
twenty-five dollars. 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission, three thousand one hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

Every commander on duty, for the first five 
years after the date of his commission, two thou- 
sand six hundred and sixty-two dollars. 


For the second five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand eight hundred and 
twenty-five dollars. 

All other commanders, two thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. i 

Lieutenants commanding at sea, two thousand 
five hundred and fifty dollars. 

Liewtenants.—Every lieutenant on duty at sea, 
one thousand five, hundred dollars. 

After heshall have seen seven years’ sea-service 
in the Navy, one thousand seven hundred dollars. 

After heshall have seen nine years’ sea-service, 
one thousand nine hundred dollars. 

After he shall have seen eleven years’ sea- 
service, two thousand one hundred dollars. 

After he shall have seen thirteen years’ sea- 
service, two thousand two hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

Every lieutenant on other duty shall receive one 
thousand five hundied dollars. : 

After heshall have seen seven years’ sea-service. 
in the Navy, one thousand six hundred dollars. 

After he shall have seen nino years’ sea-service, 
one thousand seven hundred, dollars. 

After he shall have seen eleven years’ sea- 
service, one thousand eight hundred dollars. 

After he shall have seen thirteen years’ sea- 
service, one thousand eight hundred and seventy- 
five dollars. : 

Every lieutenant on leave or waiting orders, 
one thousand two hundred dollars. 

After he shall have seen seven years’ sea-service 
inthe Navy, one thousand two hundred and sixty- 
six dollars, 

After he shall have seen nine years’ sea-service, 
one thousand three hundred’ and thirty-three 
dollars. 

After he shall have seen eleven years’ sea- 
service, one thousand four hundred dollars. 

After he shall have seen thirteen years’ sea-ser- 
vice, one thousand four hundred and fifty dollars. 

Chaplains.—-Chaplains shall be paid as licu- 
tenants. 

Every chaplain shall be permitted to conduct 
public worship according to the manner and forms 
of the church of which he may be a member. 

Every chaplain retained in the service shall be 
required to report annually, to the Secretary of 
the Navy, the official services performed by him. 

Masters.—Every master in the line of promo- 
tion, when on duty as such at sea, onc thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

When on other duty, one thousand one hun- 
dred dollars. 

When on leave or waiting orders, eight hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars. à 

Passed Midshipmen.—Every passed midship- 
man, when on duty as such at sea, one thousand 
dollars., 

When on other duty, eight hundred dollars, 

When on leave or waiting orders, six hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

Midshipmen.—Every midshipman at sea, five 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

When on other duty, five hundred dollars. 

When on leave of absence or waiting orders, 
four hundred and fifty dollars. 

Surgeons.—Livery surgeon on duty at sea, for 
the first five years after the date of his commis- 
sion as surgeon, two thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission as surgeon, two thousand four hun- 
dred dollars. f 

For the third five years after the date of his 
commission as surgeon, two thousand six hun- 
dred dollars. 

For the fourth five years after the date of his 
commission as surgeon,two thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars. 

For twenty years and upwards after the date 
of his commission as surgeon, three thousand 
dollars. 

Fleet surgeons, three thousand three hundred 
dollars. a 

Every surgeon on other duty, for the first five 
years after the date of hiscommission as surgeon, 
two thousand dollars. # 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission as surgeon, two thousand two hun- 
dred dollars. 

For the third five years after the date of his 


commission as surgeon, two thousand four hun- 
dred dollars. : ` 

For the fourth five years after the date- of his 
commission as surgeon, two thousand six hun- 
dred dollars. 

Fortwenty yearsafter the date ofhis commission 
as surgeon, two thousand eight hundred dollars. 

Every surgeon on leave or waiting orders, for 
the first five years after the date of his commis- 
sion as surgeon, one thousand six hundred dollars. 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission as surgeon, one thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars. 

For the third five years after the date of his 
commission as surgeon, one thousand nine hun- 
dred dollars. 

-For the fourth five years after the date of his 
commission as surgeon, two thousand one hun- 
dred dollars. i 

For twenty yearsand upwards after the date of 
his commission as surgeon, two thousand three 
hundred dollars. 

Passed Assistant Surgeons.—Every passed as- 
sistant surgeon on duty at sea, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

When on other duty, one thousand four hun- 
dred dollars. i 

When on leave or waiting orders, eleven hun- 
dred dollars. 

Assistant Surgeons.—Every assistant surgeon on 
duty at sca, onc thousand two hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

When on other duty, one thousand and fifty 
dollars. : 

When on leave or waiting orders, eight hun- 
dred dollars, 

Pursers.— Every purser on duty at sea, for the 
first five years after the date of his commission, 
two thousand dollars. 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand four hundred dollars. 

For the third. five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand six hundred dollars. 

For the fourth five years after, the date of his 
commission, two thousand nine hundred dollars. 

For twenty years and upwards after the date 
of his commission, three thousand one hundred 
dollars. 

Every purser on other duty, for the first five 
years after the date of his commission, one thou- 
sand eight hundred dollars. 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand one hundred dollars. 

For the third five ycars after the date of his 
commission, two thousand four hundred dollars. 

For the fourth five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand six hundred dollars. 

For twenty years and upwards after the date 
of his commission, two thousand eight hundred 
dollars. ae 

Every purser on leave or waiting orders, for the 
first five years after the date of his commission, 
one thousand four hundred dollars. 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission, one thousand six hundred dollars. 

For the third five years after the date of his 
commission, one thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For the fourth five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand dollars. 

For twenty years and upwards after the date 
of his commission, two thousand two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

Professors of Mathematics.—Kvery professor of 
mathematics on duty, one thousand eight hundred 
dollars, 

When on leave or waiting orders, nine hundred 
and sixty dollars. 

Engineers—Every chief engineer on duty, for 
the first five years after the date of his commis- 
sion, one thousand eight hundred ‘dollars. 

For the second five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand two hundred dollars. 

For the third five years after the date of his 
commission, two thousand four hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

After fifteen years after the date of his commis- 
sion, two thousand six hundred dollars. 

Every chief engineer on leave or waiting orders, 
for the first five ycars after the date of his com- 
mission, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For the second five years after the date of his- 
commission, one thousand three hundred dollars. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


1860.] 


Laws of the United States. 


36mm Cone... 1st Sess. 


For the third ‘five years after the date of his 
commission, one thousand four hundred dollars. 

After fifteen years after the date of his commis- 
sion, one thousand five hundred dollars. 

Every firstassistant engineer on duty, one thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

While on leave or waiting orders, nine hundred 
dollars. x 

Every second assistant engineer on duty, one 
thousand dollars. 

While on leave or waiting orders, seven hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

Every third assistant engineer on duty, seven 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

While on leave or waiting orders, six hundred 
dollars. 

Warranted Officers, Every boatswain, gunner, 
carpenter, and sail-maker, on duty at sea, for the 
first three years’ sea-service after the date of his 
warrant, one thousand. dollars. 

For the second three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, one thousand one hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For the third three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, one thousand .two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For the fourth three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, one thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For twelve years’ sea-service and upwards, one 
thousand four hundred and fifty dollars. 

When on other duty: 

For the first three years’ of sea-service after the 
date of [his] warrant, eight hundred dollars. 

For the second three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, nine hundred dollars. 

For the third three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, one thousand dollars. . 

For the fourth three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, one thousand one hundred 
dollars. 

For twelve years’ sea-service and upwards, one 
thousand two hundred dollars. 

When on leave or waiting orders: 

For the first three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, sıx hundred dollars, 

For the second three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, seven hundred dollars. 

For the third three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, eight hundred dollars. 

For the fourth three years’ sea~service after the 
date of his warrant, nine hundred dollars. 

For twelve years’ sea-service and upwards, one 
thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That nothing 

in this act contained shall be so construed as to 
increase or modify the present pay of chiefs of 
bureaus in the Navy Department, with whom 
shall be classed the present Superintendent of the 
Naval Observatory: Provided, Thatthe officernow 
charged with experiments in gunnery at the navy- 
yard, Washington, shall receive the sea-service 
` pay of the grade now next above him. 
' See. 3. And be it further enacted, That hereafter 
no service shall be regarded as sea-service but such 
as shall be performed at sea under the orders of a 
Department, and in vessels employed by authority 
of law. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act contained shall be held to modify or 
affect the existing power of the Secretary of the 
Navy to furlough officers or to affect the furlough 


ay. 
F Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the in- 
creased pay hereinbefore provided for masters 
shall attach to masters not in the line of promo- 
tion, whether on the active or reserved list; and 
officers on the reserved list, when called into active 


service, shall receive the pay of their respective | 


grades as herein provided during the term of such 
service: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to change or modify the present 
pay of officers on the reserved list, either on leave 
or furlough. 

Approven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXVII.—An Act directingtthe convey- 
ance of a Lot of Ground for the use of the Public 
Schools of the City of Washington. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Commissioner of Public Build- 


ings be directed. to convey to the corporation of 
the city of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, all the right,.title, and interest of the United 
States in and to that certain piece or parcel of land 
marked and designated upon the map of said city 
as lot numbered fourteen, in square numbered two 
hundred and fifty-three, for the use of the public 
schools thereof, and for no other purpose: Pro- 
vided, That said lot shall not be sold, assigned, or 
conveyed or diverted, by the said corporation, for 
any other purpose than the one contemplated by 
this act. 
ApPproven, June 5, 1860. 


Cuar. LX XIX.—An Act for the Relief of certain 
Settlers in the State of Iowa. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the east half of section eight, 
section seventeen, and the east half of section 
eighteen, and section thirty-three, section thirty- 
for, the southwest quarter of section twenty- 
seven, and the southeast quarter of section twen- 
ty-eight, in township ninety-six north, of range 
nine west, in the State of Iowa, formerly reserved 
for Fort Atkinson and an Indian agency, and 
since released and abandoned, as being no longer 
needed for public uses, shall be, and the same are 
hereby declared to be, subject to the ordinary dis- 
position of the public lands, in the same manner 
and on the same conditions as are provided by 
law; and that such persons as may have settled 
thereon prior to the passage of this act, and who 
would have been entitled to the right of preémp- 
tion. under the act of September four, eighteen 
hundred and forty-one, had the reservation not 
been made, shall be entitled to preémpt their 
claims in accordance with the provisions of said 
act, by making proof, payment, and entry at the 
proper district office, within twelve months after 
its approval: Provided, That if two or more of 
such persons were actually residing upon the 
same quarter quarter section, or any smaller legal 
subdivision, at the date of the abandonment of 
said rescrvation, the same may be entered by 
them jointly: Provided further, That no declara- 
tory statement shall be required of said settlers. 

PPROVED, June 7, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXXIII.—An Act for the Relief of John 
W. Taylor and certain other Assignees of Pre- 
emption Land Locations. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all assignments of preémption 
bounty land warrant locations at any of the land 
offices in the United States, made in good faith 
since the nineteenth day.of October, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, and prior to the twenty- 
first of May, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, under 
instructions from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office of the former date, be, and the 
same are hereby, declared valid; and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized to cause 
patents to be issued in the name of the assignee 
on all such locations as now remain suspended 
and have not been patented. 

Approven, June 7, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXXIV.—An Act to pay to the State of 
Missouri the amount expended by said State 
in repelling the Invasion of the Osage Indians. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and hereby is, directed to pay to the State of Mis- 
souri, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of nineteen thou- | 
sand and eighty-four dollars and cight cents, being 
the amount of money expended by said State in | 
repelling the invasion of the Osage Indians in | 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven. 

Approved, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXXV.—An Act to change the times 
for holding the terms of the District Court of | 
the United States for the Northern District of | 
Alabama. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That hereafter the terms of the district 


court of the United States for the northern district 
of Alabama shall commence on the third Mon 
days of May and: November, respectively; in 
every year, instead of the times now provided by 

Sec. 2: And be tt further enacted, That ever 

rocess, bond, recognizance, or obligation whic 
has been, or may be, made returnable to the said 
court on the second Monday of November next, 
shall be returnable on the third Monday of No- 
vember next, and shall have the same force and 
effect as if it had been made returnable’ on. the 


third Monday of November next. me : 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
court in term time, or the judge of said. court in 
vacation, may order a special term of said court 
to be held at such time as the court or judge may 
appoint. Notice of the time of holding such spe- 
cial term shall be given by the clerk of the couft, 
by advertisement in some newspaper published 
in the city of Huntsville, at least once a week for 
four weeks next preceding the time appointed for 
holding such special term. ‘ 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That all lawa 
and parts of laws contrary to the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

APPROVED, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CXIV.—An Act to liquidate the unad- 
justed Contracts of the Tennessee River Im- 
provement. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre» 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all contracts made by the duly: 
authorized officers of the Government, appointed 
under the act of Thirty-Second Congress making 
an appropriation of fifty thousand dollars for the 
improvement of the Tennessee river, shall be au- 
dited by the accounting officers øf the Treasury, 
and paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. - 

Approyen, June 12, 1860. 


Cuar. CXV .—An Act to authorize the Levy Court 
to. issue Tavern and other Licenses in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. | i 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre~ 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, ‘That the authority now exercised by 
the circuit court of the county of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, under and by virtue 
of the ninth section of the act of Congress, entitled 
“An act additional to and amendatory of an act 
entitled ‘An act. concerning the District of Co- 
lumbia,’?? approved May third, eighteen hun- 
dred and two, so far as the same relate to the 
licensing taverns and ordinaries, be, and the same 
is hereby, so transferred as to authorize the levy 
court of Washington county, in the District of 

Columbia, to grant licenses to keepers of taverns 

and ordinaries, to hawkers and peddlers, billiard 

tables, bowling saloons, and auctioncers, in that 
part of the county of Washington beyond the 
corporate limits of the cities of Washington and 

Georgetown, under such restrictions and penal- 

ties as the said levy court may by law deem 

expedient. 
Approvep, June 12, 1860. 


p 


Cuar. CXVI.—An Act to reimburse the Corpo- 
ration of Georgetown, in the District.of Colum- 
bia, a sum of money advanced towards the 
construction of the Little Falls Bridge. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of four thousand six 
hundred dollars be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, to be paid out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to repay 
to the Corporation of Georgetown, in the District 
of Columbia, all moneys heretofore advanced by 
the said Corporation for and towards the con- 
struction of the bridge over the Potomac, at the 
point known as the Little Falls. And the said 
Corporation of Georgetown, by accepting the pro- 
visions of this act, shall waive and surrender all 
further claim or demand on the Government of 
the United States, founded on any advancement 
of money or other thing towards the object herein 
specified for any purpose whatsoever. This act 
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` Laws of the United States. 


shall commence’and be in foree from and after its 
passage. © 3 
Arprovep, June 12, 1860: 
Guar. CX VIL—An Act to Incorporate the Grand 
* Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
‘of the ‘District of Columbia. ` : 


Be it enacted by the Senate and. House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That. John Thaw, George Brown, ©. 
J. Wright, John T. Bangs, Martin Johnson, and 
others, the officers and members of the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia, and their successors, 
be, and they are hereby, incorporated and made 
a body politic and corporate, by the name of the 
Grand Laie of the Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows of the District of Columbia; and by that 
name may sue and be sued, plead and be im- 

leaded, in any court of law or equity, and may 

ave and use a common seal, and the same change 
” at pleasure, and be entitled to use and exercise 
the powers, rights, and privileges incident to such 
corporation. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
Corporation shall be capable of taking and holding 
real and personal estate not exceeding in value 
the sam of fifty thousand dollars; which estate, 
personal and real, shall never be divided among 
the members of the corporation, but shall descend 
to their successors, for the promotion of the be- 
nevolent purposes of said corporation. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this cor- 
poration shall have power to alter and amend their 
constitution and by-laws at pleasure: Provided, 
That they do not conflict with the laws of the 
United States, or the laws of the Corporation of 
Washington city. 

Suc. 4. And bg it further enacted, That said cor- 
poration shall not exercise banking privileges, or 
issue or put in circulation bank notes, or any 
note, paper, token, scrip, or device to be used as 
currency. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall continue in force until Congress shall by law 
determine otherwise. 

Approvenp, June 12, 1860. 


Crap. CXX.—An Act to dissolve the Washing- 
ton’s Manual Labor School and Male Orphan 
Asylum Society of the District of Columbia, 
and to authorize the transfer of its effects to the 
Columbia Ingtitution for the Instruction of the 
Deaf and Dumb and the Blind. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, Phatthe trusteesof Washington’s Man- 
ual Labor School and Male Orphan Asylum So- 


ciety of the District of Columbia, incorporated by | 
an act of Congress approved on the thirteenth day | 


of June, eighteen hundred and forty-two, be, and 


they are hereby, authorized and empowered, by | 


deed or other instrument in writing, to transfer all 
their funds and property of every description to 
the Columbia Institution for the Instruetion of 
the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind, incorporated 
by an act of Congress approved February sixteen, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, on such terms 
and conditions as may be agreed upon by said 
corporate bodies and incorporated in such deed 
or Instrument of writing. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 


deed of transfer or instrument of writing shall be | 


recorded in the recorder’s office for land titles, in 
the county of Washington and District of Co- 
lumbia, and the terms and conditions of said deed 
shall be as obligatory upon said Columbia Insti- 
tution as if they formed a part of its charter; and 
from the date of the record thereof, as aforesaid, 
the trustees of Washington’s Manual Labor 
School and Male Orphan Asylum Society shall 
be forever thereafter absolve 
and the act of June thirteen, cighteen hundred 
and forty-two, couferring upon them corporate 
powers and privileges, shall be thenceforward re- 
pealeds Provided, That all the debts and pecu- 
niary liabilities of the said Washington’s Manual 


Labor School and Male Orphan Asylum shall be į 
transferred to, assumed. by, and be debts of the 


said Columbia Institution ior the Instruction of 
the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind, which shall be 


from their trust, | 


responsible therefor, and suits at law or in equity | 
may be commenced against said last mentioned | 
corporation the same as if said debts had been 
originally incurred by it. 

Apprrovenp, June 13, 1860. 


Cuar. CXRI.—An Act extending the Charter | 
incorporating the German Benevolent Society 
of Washington City, in the District of Colum- 
bia, approved July twenty-seventh, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, Vhatfrom and after the passage of this 
act, all those persons who are, or shall hereafter 
become, members of the German Benevolent So- 
ciety, of the city of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia, be, and they are hereby, made a body 
corporate and politic, by the name and style of the 
German Benevolent Society, and shall so con- 
tinue until the third day of March, one thousand 
eight hundred and eighty; and by that name sifall 
have perpetual succession, and by that name may 
sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, answer 
and be answered, defend and be defended, in courts 
of law and equity and inall other places whatso- 
ever; and by that name may make, have, and use a 
common seal, and the same may break, alter, and 
renew at pleasure, and shall have power to ordain, 
establish, and put in execution such by-laws, 
ordinances, and regulations as shall seem neces- 
sary and convenientfor the government of said cor- 
poration, not being contrary to the laws and Con- 
stitution of the United States; and generally to do 


jand execute all acts necessary or proper for the 


objects of said corporation, subject to the limita- 
tions of this act. ; 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
monthly contributions and all other moneys re- 
ceived on accoun: of the society may, from time to 
time, be invested in the public stocks of the United 
States, in loans to individuals, or in stocks of any 
incorporated banking institution or corporation, 
and the moneysso invested or thatmaybedeposited 
shall be drawn out of the lank or place of deposit 
only on the order of the treasurer, countersigned 
by the secretary and approved by the president: 
Provided, nevertheless, That the said society or body 
political shall not, atany one time, hold or possess 
property, real, personal, or mixed, exceeding in 
total value the sum of twenty thousand dollars: 
And provided, That the annual interest on the cap- 
ital of the company, or the whole or any part of 
the capital, may, from time to time, be applied 
to aid and succor the poor and destitute of the 
society, or to such other charitable objects as the 
company may select. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
not be lawful for the said corporation to deal or 
trade in the manner of a bank, nor issue any note 
inthe nature of a bank note, nor transact any 
other kind of business, or deal in any other man- 
ner or thing than is expressly authorized by the 
second section of this act; and any officer or offi- 
cers who shall have assented to any such dealing 
or trade shall, on conviction thereof in the proper 
court, forfeit'and pay the sum of five hundred 
dollars, one half to the use of the poor of the city 


i of Washington, District of Columbia, and the 


other half to the use of the person who may pros- 
ecute the same: Provided always, That Congress 
may, at any time, amend, alter, or annul this act. 
APPROVED, June 13, 1860. 
Cuar. CXXIL.—An Act to Incorporate the Pro- 
prietors of Prospect Hill Cemetery. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


assembled, That Augustus E. L. Keese, John G. 


Stork, Fred Heider, John Walter, John Gutten- 
sohn, B. Ostermeyer, Christopher Friess, and 


| George Shultz, the present members of the Ger- 


man Evangelical Society, and their successors in 
said society, be, and they are hereby, created a 
body-politic and corporate, by the name and title 
of the Prospect Hill Cemetery, in the District of 
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be sued in any court of law and equity, may have 
and use a common scal, and shall have power to | 
purchase and hold not exceeding one hundred 


acres of land in the District of Columbia, north 
of the limits of the city of Washington, fand] to 
sell and dispose of such parts of said land as may 
not be wanted for the purpose of a cemetery: 
Provided, That at least seventeen contiguous acres 
shall be forever appropriated and set apart as a 
cemetery, with authority to said corporation to 
receive gifts and bequests for the purpose of or- 
namenting and improving said cemetery, and to 
hold such personal property as may be requisite 
to carry out this act. . 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the affairs 
of said corporation shall be conducted by a pres- 
ident, secretary, and six directors, who: shall be 
elected annually by a majority of the votes of said 
society; the said president, sccretary, and direct- 
ors to fill all vacancies in their own body, and 
shall have power to lay out and ornament the 
grounds; remove and alter old buildings, and erect 
new ones; to lay out and sell, or dispose of burial 
lots; to appoint ali necessary officers and agents, 
and fix theirseveral duties and compensation; and 
to make such by-laws, rules, and regulations as 
they may deem proper for conducting the affairs 
of the corporation, for the government of lot hold- 
ers and visitors to the cemetery, and for the trans- 
fer of stock, and the evidence thereof. In all 
elections held under this act,each proprietor shall 
be entitled to one vote, 

Suc. 3. And beit further enacted, That no streets, 
lanes, alleys, roads, or canals, of any sort, shall 
be opened through the property of said corpora- 
tion exclusively used and appropriated to the pur- 
poseofa cemetery: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shali authorize said corporation to ob- 
struct any public road, or street, or lane, or alley 
now actually opened or used as such. 

Bec. 4. And be it further enucted, That any per- 
son who shall willfully destroy, mutilate, deface, 
injure, or remove any tomb, monument, grave- 
stone, or other structure placed in said cemetery, 
or any fence, railing, or work for protection or 
ornament of said cemetery, or any tomb, monu- 
ment, gravestone, or other structure thereon, or 
shall willfully destroy, ent, break, or remove,any 
tree, shrub, or plant within the limits of said cem- 
etery, shall be considered guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and on conviction thereof before any justice of 
the peace of the county of Washington, shall be 
punished by fine, at the discretion of the justice, 
according to the aggravation of the offense, of not 
less than five nor more than fifty dollars. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That until an 
election be held under the provisions of this act, 
the eight last named persons in section first shall 
be the managers of said corporation; and that all 
officers shall hold their respective offices until their 
successors shall be elected or appointed. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That burial 
lots in said cemetery shall not be subject to the 
debts of the stockholders thereof, and the land of 
the company dedicated to the purpose of a a cem- 
etery shall not be subject to taxation of any kind. 

Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That the said 
corporation shall provide for the return, from time 
to time, to the Corporation of Washington, reports 
of all interments made in said cemetery of persons 
who may have died within the limits of the said 
Corporation of Washington, in such manners, and 
according to suck forms, as may be prescribed, 
from time to time, by the Corporation of Wash- 
ington, 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That a certifi- 
cate under seal of the corporation, of the owner- 
ship of any lot aforesaid, shall, in all respects, 
have the same effect as any conveyance from said ° 
corporation of said lot would" have if executed, 
acknowledged, and recorded, as conveyances of 
real estate are required to be. i 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That nothing 


| in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
| the said corporation to issue any note, token, de- 


vice, or scrip, or other evidence of debt, to be used 
as currency. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall take effect from the passage thereof. 

Sec. 11. Hnd be it further enacted, That it may 
be lawful for Congress hereafter to alter, modify; 
or repeal the foregoing act. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That each of 
the stockholders in the said company shall bee 


i held liable, in his or her individual capacity, for 
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Cuar. CXXVIIL.——An Acttoamend an Actenti- 
tled an Act to define and regulate the jurisdic- 
tion of the District Courts of the Unitèd States 
in California in rcgard to the survey and loca- 
tion of confirmed Private Land Claims. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever the surveyor general of 
California shall, in compliance with the thirteenth 
section of an act entitled“ Anactto ascertainand 


settle [the] private land claims in the State of Cal- | 


ifornia,’’approved March three, eighteen hundred 


| 
| 


and fifty-one, have caused any private land claim | 


to be surveyed, and a plat to be made thereof, he 
shall give notice that the same has been done, and 
the survey and plat approved by him, by a pub- 
lication once a week for four weeks in two news- 
papers, one published in the city of San Fran- 


cisco, and one of which the place of publication || 


is nearest the land, if the land is situated in the 
northern district of California; and once a week 
for four weeks in two newspapers, one published 
in Los Angeles, and one of which the place of 
publication is nearest the land, if the land is sit- 


uated in the southern district of California: and! 


until the expiration of such time, the survey and 
plat shall be retained in his office, subject to 
inspection. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the northern 
and southern districts of California are hereby 
authorized, upon the application of any party in- 
terested, to make an order requiring any survey 
of a private land claim within their respective 
districts to be returned into the district court for 
examination and adjudication; and on the receipt 
of said order, duly certified by the clerk of either 
of said courts, it shall be the duty of the surveyor 
general to transmit said survey and plat forthwith 
to the said court. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That said order 
shall be granted by said courts on the application 
of any party whom the district courts, or the 
judge thereof, in vacation, shall deem to have such 
an interest in the survey and location of a land 
claim, as to make it justand proper that he should 
be allowed to take testimony and to intervene for 


his interest therein; and if objections to the sur- | 


vey and location shall be made on the partof the 
United States, the order to return the survey into 
court shall be made on the motion of the district 
attorney, founded on sufficient affidavits; and if 
the application for such order is made by other 
parties claiming to be interested in, or that their 
rights are affected by, such survey and location, 
the court, or the judge in vacation, shall proceed 
summarily, on affidavits or otherwise, to inquire 
into the fact of such interest, and shall, in its dis- 
cretion, determine whether the applicant has such 
an interest therein, as, under the.circumstances 
of the case, to make it proper that he should be 


heard in opposition to the survey, and shall grant į 


or refuse the order to return the survey and loca- 


tion, as shall be just: Provided, however, Thatall | 


parties claiming interest under preémption, set- 
tlement, or other right or title derived from the 
United States, shall not be permitted to intervene 
separately; but the rights and interests of said 
parties shall be represented by the district attor- 


ney of the United States, intervening in the name | 


of the United States, aided by counsel acting for 
said partieg jointly, if they think proper to em- 
ploy such counsel: And provided further, That 


before proceeding to take the testimony, or to | 


determine on the validity of any objection so made 


-to the survey and location as aforesaid, the said 
courts shali cause notice to be given, by public 


advertisement, or in some other form to be pre- 
scribed by their rules, to all parties in interest, 
that objection has been made to such survey and 


location, and admonishing all parties in interest |j- 


to intervene for the protection of such interest; 
and the said courts shall adopt rules providing for 
the prompt and summary decision of all contro- 


| firmation and approval, 


| General Land Office, and the patent for the land 


i decree as aforesaid of the said district court, un- | 


on the application of the party or parties interested 
as aforesaid, in said survey and location, the same 
shall be returned into court, the said parties may 
proceed to take testimony as to any matters ne- 
cessary to. show the true and proper location of | 
the claim; such testimony to be taken in such 
manner, by deposition or otherwise, or by com- 
mission, as the court may direct, and, on hearing 
the allegations and proofs, the court shall render 
jedgment thereon; and if, in its opinion, the loca- 
tion and survey are erroneous, it is hereby author- 
ized to set aside and annul the same, or correct 
and modify it; and it is hereby made the duty of 
the surveyor general, on being served with a cer- 
tified copy of, the decrce of said court, forthwith 
to cause a new survey and location to be made, 
or to correct and reform the survey and location 
already made, soas to conform to the decree of the | 
district court, to whom it shall be returned for con- 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That when, 
after publication as aforesaid, no application shall 
be made to the said court for the said order, or? 
when said order has been refused, or when an 
order shall have been obtained as aforesaid, and | 
when the district court by its decree shall have 
finally approved said survey and location, or shall 
have reformed or modified the same, and determ- | 
ined the true location of the claim, it shall be the 
duty of the surveyor general to transmit, without 
delay, the plat or survey of the said claim to the 


as surveyed shall forthwith be issued therefor, 
and no appeal shall be allowed from the order or 


less applied for within six months from the date 
of the decree ofsaid district courts, but notafter- | 
wards; and the said plat and survey so finally 
determined by publication, order, or decrec, as 
the.case may be, shall have the same effect and 
validity in law as if a patent for the land so sur- 
veyed had been issued by the United States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all sur- 
veys and locations heretofore made and approved 
by the surveyor general of California, which have 
been returned into the said district courts, or either 
of them, or in which proceedings are now pend- 
ing for the purpose of contesting or reforming the 
same, are hereby made subject to the provisions 
of this act, except that in the cases so returned or 
pending no publication shall be necessary on the 
part of the surveyor general. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
performance of the duties imposed by this act, 
and the act entitled ‘* An act to ascertain and set- 
tle [the] private land claims in the State of Cali- 
fornia, passed March third, cighteen hundred and |! 
fifty-one,” there shall be allowed to the judges of 
the northern and southern districts of California, 
as follows: to the judge of “the northern district 
such a sum as will, when added to his fixed and 
permanent salary allowed by law and received by 
him, make his compensation amount to the sum 
of six thousand dollars per annum, and such ad- 
ditional compensation to be computed from the 
first day of January, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
two; and to the judge of the southern district such 
a sum as will, when added to his fixed and per- 
manentsalary allowed by law and received by him, į 
make his compensation amount to the sum of | 
thirty-five hundred dollars, such compensation to 
be computed and allowed from the date of his 
appointment to said office, and to continue each 
for and during the performance of the additional 
services required to be performed by this act, but 
not exceeding two years from and after the pas- |, 
sage of this act. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That ail costs | 
of surveys and publications, under the provisions į 
of this act, shall be charged to and paid by the 
United States, and casts ef litigation in the dis- 
trict courts shall abide the result thereof, and the 
court In its discretion may require security therc- 
for. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 


APPROVED, June 14, 1860. 
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Cuar.: CXXIX. —An Act. to incorporates t 
National Gallery and. School of Arts inthe: 
District.of Columbia; op Osa tea 
Be it. enacted by the Senate ‘and House of Repres 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress: 

assembled, That there may. be established inthe- 

District of Columbia by the persons hereitafter. 

named a- gallery. and  school-of arts, for’ the pur- 

pose of promoting the improvement of the fine 
arts, and their application to patriotic ‘purposes, 
by means of exhibitions, libraries, museum, in-: 


| struction, and any other practicable operations. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘Fhat the said: 
institution shall be under the management; direc~* 
tion, and government of a number of trustees, 
not exceeding twenty-five, to be elected annually 
by the contributors to the said gallery and school, 
in such manner and under such limitations and . 
restrictions as may be provided in the by-laws’ 
thereof; and the first trustees of the said insti- 
tution shall consist of the following persons,’ 
namely: Horatio Stone, John Cranch, J. M. 
Stanley, J. G. Braff, Robert Bogle, W. W. Cor- 
coran, A. F. Cunningham, T. G. Clemsen, J G. 
Berret, F. P. Stanton, A. Thomas Smith, B @. 
Fant, Charles. Eames, B. Ogle Taylor, George 
W. Riggs, Charles Haskins, Seth Eastman, 
Samuel F. Vinton, and L. D; Gale, which said 
trustees and their successors shall be a body- 
politic and corporate, with perpetual succession, 
by the name and style of The National Gallery 
and School of Arts; by which name and title the, 
said trustees and their successors shall be com-. 
petent and capable, in law and equity, to take to 
themselves and their successors, for the use of the 
said institution, any estate in any lands, tene- 
ments, hereditaments, goods, chattels, moneys, 
and other effects, by gift, grant, bargain, sale, 
conveyance, assurance, will, devise, or bequest 
of any person or persons whatsoever: Provided, 
The same do not exceed, in the whole, the yearly 
value of fifty thousand dollars and the same prop- 
erty and effects, real and personal, to grant, bar- 
gain, sell, convey, assure, demise, and to farm 
let, and to place out on interest for the use of the 
said institution; and by the same name to sue and 
be sued, to plead and be impleaded, in any courts 
of law and equity; and to make and use a com- 
mon seal, and the same to break and alter at their 
pleasure; and generally, by and in the samename, 
to do and transact all and every the business 
touching or concerning the premises. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the trus- 
tees aforesaid shall hold their offices until the first 
day of October, eighteen hundred and sixty, and 
until their successors shall bè elected. And in 
the mean time, the said trustees shall pass alt ne- 
cessary ordinances and by-laws for the complete 
organization, government, and administration of 
the institution herein established. They may 
appoint or clect a president and secretary of their 
own body, and all such officers, professors, or 
teachers, as to them may seem expedient, and 
may confer upon them such powers, not incon- 
sistent with. the Constitution and laws of the Uni- 
ted States, as may to them seem suitable to the 
endinview. They shall provide for the election 
of their suecessors on the first day of October, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, and annually there- 
after; but, if from any cause, such elections should 
not take place at the times herein provided, they 
may be appointed for any other conyenient time. 
And the said trustees for the first election, and 
their suecessors ever thereafter, shall determine 
and establish the rules and conditions upon which 
subscribers and contributors to the said gallery 
and schoel shall be admitted as members of the 
said institution, the manner in which they shall 
vote in the annual elections for trustees, and the 
privileges they shall enjoy in the said Institution, 
and in the lectures, exhibitions, and other pro- 
ceedings thereof. A majority of said trustecs 
shall constitute a quorum to do business. 

Suc. 4. And be ii further enacted, That the said 
trustees shall have power ta grantand confirm to’ 
meritorious persons such degrees in the aris as 
they may in their by-laws establish; and grant 
diplomas or certificates, under their common seal, 
and signed by the president and secretary to au- 
thenticate and perpetuate the same. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
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be the duty of the-trustees to keep regular books 
or journals, in which shall be entered, under their 
direction, an account of all their ordinary acts 
and proceedings; allthe by-laws, ordinances, rules, 
and. regulations; a.schedule of all the property 
and effects of every kind which may in any way 
be vested in the said trustees for the use and- ben- 
efit of the said institution; and the names of all 
the subscribers.and contributors qualified to vote 
for trustees, with their respective places of resi- 
dence. And the said books or journals shall at 
all times be open to the inspection and examina- 
tion of the said subscribers and contributors, and 
when required by either House of Congress, it 
shall be the duty of the said trustees to furnish 
any information respecting the institution and its 
affairs which may be so required. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
said.corporation to issue any note, token, device, 
scrip, or other evidence of debt to be used as a 
currency. 

Sec. 7. And beit further enacted, That this act 


` may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed 


by the Congress of the United States. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
not be lawful for the corporation hereby created 
to adopt any system of lottery or chances, as a 
means of making a revenue, or in distributing 
any works of art. 

Approved, June 15, 1860. 


Cuar. CXXX.—An Act providing for additional 
terms of the United States Circuit and Dis- 
‘trict Courts in the State of Kentucky. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


. sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


assembled, That in addition to the terms of the 
dircuit and district courts of the United States for 
the district of Kentucky, now provided for by 
law, a term of the circuit court and of the district 
court of the United States for the district of Ken- 


‘tucky shall be held in the city of Louisville, in 


said district, commencing on the fourth Monday 
in April in each year, and a term of each of said 
courts shall likewise be held at said city, com- 
mencing on the fourth Monday in September in 
each year, each of said terms to continuc, if the 
business shall require it, twelve judicial days; 
and special terms of said courts, or either of them, 
may be held at said city of Louisville, at such 
other times as the district judge may appoint; and 
process may be made returnable to any general 
or special term of said courtdistrictor circuitcourt, 
at said city of Louisville, at any succeeding term 
thereof, notwithstanding aterm of said courts may, 
in the mean time, be held at the seat of government 
of the State of Kentucky, or elsewhere. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the clerk 
of the said cireuit and district courts shall keep a 
clerk’s office for said courts at Louisville, and all 
the records and papers pertaining to business in 
said courts at Louisville shall be kept therein, and 
shall appoint a deputy clerk for said courts to re- 
side in said city of Louisville. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That addi- 
tional terms of said circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the district of Kentucky 
shall be held twice during each and every year at 
Covington, Kentucky, commencing on [the] sec- 
ond Monday in January and September, and con- 
tinuing twelve judicial days each, if the public 
business shall require it; and special terms of 
said courts, or either of them, may be held at said 
city of Covington at such other times as the dis- 
trict judge of the United States for said district 
may appoint; and process may be made return- 
able to any general or special term of said district 
or circuit courts, at said city of Covington, atany 


succeeding term thereof, notwithstanding a term | 


of said courts may have been held elsewhere in 
said State. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the clerk 
of the said circuit and district court shall keep a 
clerk’s office for said courts in said city of Cov- 
ington, and all the records and papers appertain- 
ing or relating to business in said courts held at 
Covington shall be kept therein, and he shall ap- 
point a deputy clerk for said courts, to reside in 
or near said city, 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the dis- 
trict judge for said court of the United States for 
the district of Kentucky may make such rules 
and regulations for the regulation of the times of 
holding special terms of said, court, and the pro- 
cess and business thereof, and the fees-and costs 
to be taxed therein, as he shall deem expedient, 
if not inconsistent with any existing statute, and 
revise and alter the same when necessary. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That addi- 
tional terms of-said circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the district of Kentucky, 
shall be held twice during each and every year at 
Paducah, Kentucky, commencing at such times 
as may be fixed by the presiding judge of said 
court, and continuing twelve judicial days cach, 
if the public business shall require it; and special 
terms of said courts, or either of them, may be 
held at said Paducah, at such other times as the 
district judge of the United States for said dis- 
trict of Kentucky may appoint, and process may 
be made returnable to any general or special term 
of said district or circuit court, at said Paducah, 
at any succeeding term thereof, notwithstanding 
aterm of said courts may have been held else- 
where in said State. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the clerk 
of the said circuit and district court shall keep a 
clerk’s office for said courts in said Paducah, and 
all the records and papers appertaining or relat- 
ing to business in aan courts held at Paducah, 
shall be kept therein; and he shall appoint a dep- 
uty clerk for said courts, to reside in or near said 
Paducah. 

Approven, June 15, 1860. 


Cuar. CKXXI.—An Act making Approprianons 
for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
seniativesof the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sams be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one, out of any moneys in the Treasury arising 
from the revenues of the said Department, in con- 
formity to the act of the second of July, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-six: 

For transportation of the mails within the juris- 
diction of the United States, and on such routes 
along the coasts of the United States as do not 
touch at a forcign port, nine million six hundred 
and forty-four thousand five hundred and ninety- 
eight dollars: Provided, however, That the maxi- 
mum compensation to be paid to route agents shall 
not exceed cight hundred dollars per year. 

For compensation to postmasters, two million 
six hundred and fifty-four thousand dollars: Pro- 
vided, however, That where packages of newspa- 
pers or periodicals aréreceived at any post office, 
directed to one address, and the names of the club 
of subscribers to which they belong, with the 
postage for a quarter in advance, shall be handed 
to the postmaster, he shall deliver the same to 
their respective owners. 

For clerks in the offices of postmasters, eight 
hundred thousand dollars. 

For ship, steamboat, and way letters, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For office furniture in the post offices, four thou- 
sand dollars. 

For advertising, seventy thousand dollars. 

For mail bags, fifty-five thousand dollars. 

For paper required for printing blanks, seventy 
thousand dollars. 

For printing blanks, twelve thousand dollars. 

For wrapping paper, fifty-two thousand dollars. 

For mail locks, keys, and stamps, fifteen thou- 


| sand dollars. 


For mail depredations and special agents, sev- 
enty thousand dollars: Provided, That from and 
after the first of July, one thousand eight hun- 


dred and sixty, not more than sixteen hundred į 


dollars per annum shall be allowed to any special 
agent of the Post Office Department as compensa- 
tion for his services: And provided further, That 
the fourth section of an act entitled “An act to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 


service of the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of 
June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-four,” 
approved May thirty-first, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, be, and the same is hereby repealed. 

For miscellaneous payments, one hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars: Provided, That it shall be 
the duty of the Postmaster General to furnish to 
Congress, in his annual report, on the first Mon-` 
day of December next, and of each and every 
year thereafter, a detailed statement of the ex- 
penditures made under the head of ‘ miscella- 
neous payments;”’ and that it shall not be lawful 
to use any of the money hereby appropriated for 
the defense of suits brought against officers of the 
Post Office Department for malfeasance, misfeas- 
ance, or nonfeasance in office, or for acts commit- 
ted by them under color of law, and in derogation 
of the rights of citizens. 

For postage stamps and stamped envelopes, 
one hundred thousand dollars. 

For payments of balances due to foreign coun- 
tries, three hundred thousand dollars. 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty, the charge for the delivery of letters by 
carriers shall be not exceeding one cent each, the 
whole of which shall be paid to them for their 
services. And the Postmaster General may estab- 
lish boxes for the delivery of letters at the outside 
stations in the suburbs of cities, provided it can 
be done without loss to the Department or injury 
to the service; and any net revenue derived from 
the rent of said boxes may be applied by him 
towards the payment of the expense of collecting 
letters or towards the increase of the carriers’ 
fund, as he may deem just or equitable. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if the 
revenues of the Post Office Department shall be 
insufficient to meet the appropriations of this act, 
then the sum of five million seven thousand four 
hundred and twenty-four dollars and seventy-five 
cents, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to 4 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated to supply deficiencies in the 
revenue of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending the thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, 

Suc. 4. And be tt further enacted, That the Post- 
master General be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to cause the mails to be transported between the 
United States and any foreign port or ports, or 
between any port of the United States to any 
other port of the United States, touching at a for- . 
eign port, by steamship, allowing and paying 
therefor, if by an American vessel, the sea and 
inland postage, and if by a foreign vessel, the sea 
postage only, on the mails so conveyed: Pro- 
vided, That the preference shall always be given 
to an American over a foreign steamship, when 
departing from the same port for the same desti- 
nation within three days of each other. ; 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the appropriation for inland mail service as is 
provided: for transportation of mails from San 
Francisco to Puget’s Sound, via Astoria, in Ore-, 
gon, shall be applied to the transportation of said 
mails by land to Olympia, whenever by law such 
service shall be provided in lieu of ocean service. 

Approven, June 15, 1860. 


Cuar. CKXXII.—An Act authorizing the sale 
of the Western Military Asylum in Harrods- 
burg, Kentucky. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the board of commissioners of the 
Soldiers’ Home be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and required, to sell and dispose ofthe West- 
ern Military Asylum, at Harrodsburg, Kentucky, 
at such time and manner, and upon such terms 
and conditions, as they may deem best, and that 
the proceeds of such sale be restored to the fund 
of the said Soldiers’ Home: Provided, That no 
sale shall be made until at least sixty days’ pub- 
lic notice thereof shall be given: Provided, fyr- 
ther, That said sale be made within twelve months 
from and after the passage of this act. But said 
sale is not to take. place unless the property shall 
bring at least twenty-five thousand dollars. 
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Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home, or such 
person as they may duly and legally appoint, 
shall, upon the full payment of the purchase- 
money for said Western Military Asylum, agree- 
ably to the terms of sale, and upon the approval 
of such sale by the Secretary of War, make and 
deliver to the purchaser or purchasers, on behalf 
of the United States, a deed in fee simple for said 
property. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the tenth 
section of the act of March three, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-seven, which directs the sale of the 
‘Western Military Asylum at Harrodsburg, Ken- 
tucky, be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Approven, June 15, 1860. 


Cuar. CAXXIV.—An Act to change the Loca- 
tion of the Custom-House for the District of 
Brazos de Santiago, from Point Isabel to Browns- 
ville, in the State of Texas. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the custom-house of said district 
be, and the same is hereby, changed from Point 
Isabel to Brownsville; that the port of entry here- 
tofore existing at Point Isabel aforesaid, be, and 
the same is hereby, abolished; and that Browns- 
ville aforesaid be, and the same is hereby, created 
a port of entry for said district. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the col- | 


lector of said district shall henceforth keep his 
office at Brownsville aforesaid, and the same shall 
be removed, under such instructions as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall prescribe, 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, Thata deputy 
collector of customs shall reside and keep his 
office at Brazos de Santiago aforesaid, who shall 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to enter and clear 
vessels. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatall goods, 
wares, and merchandise of whatever description, 
transported in bond to the port of entry hereby 
created, from any other port or place in the Uni- 
ted States, via Brazos harbor, may, on their ar- 
rival in said harbor, be transhipped, under such 
regulations, not inconsistent with law, as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe, in other 
vessels for transportation via the Rio Grande to 
Brownsville aforesaid; and any goods, wares, 
or merchandise, of any description whatever, 
imported into said district via said harbor, from 
any foreign country, mayin like manner be tran- 
shipped to said port of entry as herein provided; 
for goods, wares, and merchandise transhipped 
in bond. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That no bond, 
obligation, power of attorney, or other instru- 
ment having legal force, and given or taken with 
reference to the custom-house of said district, 
before the passage of this act, shall by this reason 
be in any manner impaired, but the same shall 
nevertheless remain valid. 

Approven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CKXXV.—An Act to amend an Act reg- 
gulating the Diplomatic and Consular System 
of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That from and after the thirtieth of 
June next, the kingdom of Sardinia be ranked in 
schedule A of the consular and diplomatic bill, 
approved August eighteenth, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, with Russia, Spain, Austria, Brazil, 
Mexico, and China, 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident may, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, appoint a representative to the 
kingdom of Sardinia, of the grade of envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary, who 
shall receive for his services an annual compensa- 
tion of twelve thousand dollars; and a sceretary 
of legation, who shall receive for his services an 
annual compensation of one thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars. $ 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
and parts of acts fixing the rank and the compen- 
sation of the representative of the United States 
and the secretary of legation at Sardinia be, and 
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the same are hereby, repealed, so far as the same 
are inconsistent with this act.. 
APPROVED, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CKXXVI.—An Act to amend an Act en- 
titled ‘* An Act in addition to the Acts prohib- 
iting the Slave Trade.” 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That itshall and may be lawful for the 
President of the United States to enter into con- 
tract with any person or persons, socicty or socie- 
ties, or body corporate, for a term not exceeding 
five years, to receive from the United States 
through their duly constituted agent or agents, 
upon the coast of Africa, all negroes, mulattoes, 
or persons of color, delivered from on board ves- 
séls seized in the prosecution of the slave trade, 
by commanders of the United States armed ves- 
sels, and to provide the said negroes, mulattoes, 
and persons of color with comfortable clothing, 
shelter, and provisions for a period not exceeding 
one year from the date of their being landed on 
the coast of Africa, at a price in no case to ex- 
ceed one hundred dollars for each person so 
clothed, sheltered, and provided with food: Pro- 
vided, That any contract so made as aforesaid 
may be renewed by the President from time to 
time as found necessary for periods not to exceed 
five years on each renewal. 

Sec. 2. Andbeit further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to issue instructions to the commanders 
of the armed vessels of the United States, direct- 
ing them, whenever it shall be practicable, and 
under such rules and regulations as he may pre- 
scribe, to proceed directly to the coast of Africa, 
and there deliver to the agent or agents of the 
United States all negroes, mulattoes,and persons 
of color delivered from on board vessels seized in 
the prosecution of the slave trade, afterwards 
bringing the captured vessels and persons engaged 
in prosecuting the slave trade to the United States 
for trial and adjudication, 

Sec.3. And beit further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to take immediate measures in his dis- 
cretion in accordance with existing laws, and with 
the provisions of the first section of this act, for 
removing to the coast of Africa, and there pro- 
viding with food, shelter, and clothing for a term 
not exceeding one year from the date of landing 
in Africa the captured Africans recently landed 
in the southern district of Florida, and that the 
sum of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars be 
appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated by law. 

Approven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CXXXVII.—An Act to facilitate Com- 
munication between the Atlantic and Pacific 
States by Electric Telegraph. 

Be it enacted. by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the direction of the President of the United 
States, is hereby authorized and directed to ad- 
vertise for sealed proposals, to be received for 
sixty days after the passage of this act, (and the 
fulfillment of which shall be guarantied by re- 
sponsible parties, as in the case of bids for con- 
tracts,) for the use by the Government of a line 


or lines of magnetic telegraph, to be constructed | 


within two years from the thirty-first day of July, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, from some point or 
points on the west line of the State of Missouri, 
by any route or routes which the said contractors 
may select, (connecting at such point or points 
by telegraph with the cities of Washington, New 
Orleans, New York, Charleston, Philadelphia, 
Boston, and other cities in the Atlantic, Southern, 
and Western States, to the city of San Francisco, 
in the State of California, for a period of ten years, 
and shall award the contract to the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder or bidders, provided such proffer 
does not require a Jarger amount per years from 
the United States than forty thousand dollars; 
and permission is hereby granted to said parties 
to whom said contract may be awarded, or a 
majority of them, and their assigns, to use until 
the end of said term, such unoccupied public 


lands of the United States as may be ‘necéssary” 
for the right of way and‘for the purpoge of estab- 
lishing stations for repairs along ‘said line; not 
exceeding at any station ‘one quarter section’ of 
land, such stations not to exceed dne ‘in fifteen 
miles on an average of the whole distance, unless 
said lands shall be required’ by the Government 
of the United States for railroad or other pur= 
poses, and provided that no right to preém{[p]t 
any of said lands under the Jaws of the United 
States shall inure to said company, their agents 
or servants, or to any other person or persons’ 
whatsovever: Provided, That. no such contract 
shall be made until the said line shall be in actual 
operation, and payments thereunder. shall cease 
whenever the contractors fail to comply with their 
contracts; that the Government shall at all times 
be entitled to priority in the use of the line or 
lines, and shall have the privilege, when author- 
| ized by law, of connecting said line or lines by 
telegraph with any military posts of the United 
States, and to use the same for Government pur- 
poses: And provided, also, That said line or lines, 
except such as may be constructed by the Gov- 
ernment to connect said line or lines with the 
military posts of the United States, shall beopen 
to the use of all citizens of the United States 
during the term of the said contract, on payment 
of the reguiar charges for transmission of dis- 
patches: And provided, also, That such charges 
shall not exceed three dollars for a single dis- 
patch of ten words, with the usual proportionate 
deductions-upon dispatches of greater length, 
provided that nothing herein contained shall con- 
fer upon the said parties any exclusive right to 
construct a telegraph to the Pacific, or debar the 
Government of the United States from granting, 
from time to time, similar franchises and privi- 
leges to other, parties. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
contractors, or their assigns, shall have the right 
to construct and maintain, through any of the 
Territories of the United States, a branch line, so 
as to connect their said line or lines with Oregon; 
and that they shall have the permanent right of 
way for said line or lines, under; or over, any 
nnapproprigted ublic lands and waters in the 
said Territories, by any route or routes which the 
said contractors may select, with the free use 
during the said term of such lands as may be ne- 
cessary for the purpose of establishing stationg, 
| for repairs along said line or lines, not exceeding, 
at any station, one quarter section of land, such 
stations not to exceed one in fifteen miles on an 
average of the whole distance; but should any of 
said quarter sections be deemed essential by the 
Government, or any company. acting. under its 
authority, for railroad purposes, the said con- 
tractors shall relinquish the occupancy ofso much 
as may be necessary for the railroad, receiving 
an equal amount of land for like use in its stead. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatif, inany 
year during the continuance of the said contract, 
the business done for the Government, as herc- 
inbefore mentioned, by such contractors or their 
assigns, shall, at the ordinary rate of charges for 
private messages, exceed the price contracted to 
be paid as aforesaid, the Secretary of the 'T'reas- 
ury shall, upon said accounts being duly authenti: 
cated, certify the amount of such excess to Con- 
gress: Provided, Thatthe use of the line be given; 
at any time, free of cost, to the Coast Survey, 
the Smithsonian Institution, and the National 
Observatory, for scientific purposes: And provided 
further, That messages received from any indi- 
vidual, company, or corporation, or from any 
| telegraph lines connecting with this line at either 
of its termini, shall be impartially transmitted in 
the order of their reception, excepting that the 
dispatches of the Government shall have priority: 
And provided further, That Congress shall at any 
| time have the right to alter or amend this act. 
| Approven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CRXXVIII.—An Act making Appropri- 
ation for the payment of the expenses of the 
| Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Min- 
nesota. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of twenty-six thousand 
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dollars, or so much thereof as has not been here- 
tofore paid, appropriated by the act of March 
third, anno. Domini eighteen hundred and fifty- || 
seven, for.the payment.of the expenses of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Minne- 
šota, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out. of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to be paid to the State of Min- 
nesota. 
Approven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CX XXIX.—An Act to relinquish the Title 
of the United States to certain Lands occupied 
by the city of Baton Rouge, in Louisiana. 

Be it enacted- by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all the right, title, interest, or 
claim of the United States in and to the land occu- 

ied by the city of Baton Rouge, in the State of 

Ouisiana, lying betwcen Florida street on the 
north and the South Boulevard on the south, as 
shown by an original map of said city, on file in 
the office of the clerk of the sixth judicial district | 
court of Louisiana, at East Baton Rouge, on the 
fourteenth of March, eighteen hundred and sixty, 
be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to the 
Mayor and Council of the city of Baton Rouge, 
in trust forthe several use and benefit of the own- 
ers of lots therein, according to their respective 
interests: Provided, This act shall only be con- 
strued as quit claim on the part of the United 
States, and shall not affect the interests of third 
parties, nor preclude a judicial investigation in 
relation to the title to all or any portion of the 
lands hereby relinquished, 

Approven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CXL.—An Act to change thé name of the 
Ship Rockall to Massachusetts. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Vhat the name of the American built 
ship Rockall, of Boston, purchased by the State 
of Massachusetts for service as aschool ship, be, 
and the same is hereby, changed to Massachu- 
setts; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to issue the necessary 
papers in accordance with this act, 

Arproven, June 16, 1860. 


Muar. CKLI.—An Act recognizing the survey 
of the Grand Cheniere Island, State of Louis- 
jana, as approved by the Surveyor General, 
and for other purposes. ; 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the anomalous survey of the 
Grand Cheniere Island, in the southwestern dis- 
trict of Louisiana, as approved by R. W. Boyd, 
surveyor general, on the twenty-eighth day of 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, be, 
and the same is hereby, confirmed; and persons 
residing thereon at the date of this act who, ac- 
cording to the preémption laws now in force, 
would be entitled to a reémption, shall be allowed 
such right on the lands referred to in this bill; but 
such preference right shall be confined to the sin- 
gle subdivision of land upon which the party may 
reside, and shall exceed, in no case, one hundred 
and sixty acres. 

Arrroven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CXLH.—An Acttoamendan Actapproved | 
the third day ef March, one thousand eight | 
hundred and forty seven, entitled ** An Act to 
establish a Port of Entry at Saluria, in the State 
of Texas, and for other purposes.”’ 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the surveyor of customs of the 
port of Corpus Christi, in the district of Saluria, | 
in the State of Texas, be, and the same is hereby, | 
discontinued, and a deputy collector shall be ap- 
pointed, according to law, for the said port of | 
Corpus Christi, with the same powers as the dep- 
uty collectors at Aransas and Sabine, within said 
State, as provided in sections third and fourth of 
the act of which this is the amendment. The 
compensation of the deputy collector at Corpus 
Christi shall be at the rate of five hundred dollars || 


i! select one section of land in legal subdivisions of 


| August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, third 


per annum and the fees prescribed by law; not to 
exceed, in the aggregate, in any one year, the 
sum of fifteen hundred dollars. 

APPROVED, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CXLHI.—An Act for the Relief of Con- 
gressional Township Number Two north, of 
Range Number Nine west, of the fourth prin- 
cipal Meridian, in Adams County, State of Hli- 
nois. 

Whereas section number sixteen, in township 
number two north, of range nine west, of the 
fourth principal meridian, in Adams county, IHi- 
nois, is located in a lake, or pond, and is, in con- 
sequence thereof, wholly unfit for cultivation, and || 
is worthless to the inhabitants of said ‘township 
for school purposes: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the school trustees for the said 
township be, and they are hereby, authorized to 


any of the public lands of the United States sub- 
ject to entry or sale at the minimum price of one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That when the 
same shall have been selected by the trustees afore- 
said, and a description thereof returned to and 
approved by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a patent or patents shall issue there- 
for to the inhabitants of the said congressional 
township, and shal! be held and disposed of by 
them for the use of schools within the said con- 
gressional township, in the same manner as other 
school lands are held and disposed of. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
section sixteen, in the township aforesaid, shall 
revert to and invest in the United States, and be 
disposed of in the same manner as other public 
lands. 

Approvep, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar, CXLIV.—An Act for the Relief of the 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there shall be paid, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to the Missionary Society of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, the sum of twenty thousand 
dollars, upon filing in the proper Department a 
release to the United States, to be approved by 
the Attorney General, of all claim to the land 
embraced within the limits of the military reser- 
yation at the Dalles, in Oregon Territory, and of 
all claim for damages for destruction of property 
on or near the said land by the United States 
troops or volunteers or Indians, at any time ante- 
rior to the date of said release. 

Approven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar., CLVII.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the Current and Contingent Expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling Treaty 
Stipulations with various Indian Tribes, for the 
year ending June thirtieth, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- || 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress || 
assembled, That the following sums be, and they | 
are hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pur- | 
pose of paying the current and contingent ex- |i 
penses of the Indian department, and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes. 

For the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, viz.: | 

For the pay of superintendents of Indian affairs, |} 
and of the several Indian agents, per acts of fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty, twenty-eighth ! 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty, twenty- 
seventh February, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, third | 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, thirty- |! 
first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, third i 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, eighteenth 


March, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, and || 
twelfth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, |! 


eighty-seven thousand seven hundred. and fifty 
dollars. 

For the pay of the several Indian sub-agents, 
per act of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and 


| fifty-four, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 


Yor the pay of clerk to superintendent at St. 
Lonis, Missouri, per act of twenty-seventh June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. 

For the pay of clerk to superintendent in Cal- 
ifornia, per act of third March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-two, one thousand eight hundred dollars, 

For the pay of interpreters, per acts of thirtieth 
June, cighteen hundred and thirty-four, twenty- 
seventh February, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
one, and eighteenth August, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, thirty-one thousand nine hundred dol- 
lars. : 

For presents to Indians, five thousand dollars. 

For provisions for Indians, cleven thousand 
eight hundred dollars. 

For buildings at agencies, and repairs thereof, 
ten thousand dollars. 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of annuities and provis- 
ions to the Chippewas of the Lake Superior, five 
thousand seven hundred and sixty-two dollars and 
sixty-three cents. 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of annuities and provis- 
ions to the Chippewas of the Mississippi, three 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-six dollars 
and seventy-five cents. 

For contingencies of the Indian department, 
thirty-six thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the employment of temporary clerks by 
superintendents of Indian affairs, on such occa- 
sions and for such periods of time as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may deem necessary to the 

ublic service, five thousand dollars. 

For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various 
Indian tribes: 

Blackfoot Nation.—For fifth of ten installments 
as annuity, to be expended in the purchase-of 
such goods, provisions, and other useful articles 
as the President, at his discretion, may from time 
to time determine, per ninth article of the treaty 
of seventeenth October, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, twenty thousand dollars. 

_ For fifth of ten installments aè annuity, to be 
‘expended in establishing and instructing them in 
agricultural and mechanical pursuits, and in edu- 
cating their children, and promoting civilization 
and Christianity, at the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, per tenth article of the treaty of seventeenth 
October, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, fifteen 
thousand dollars. 

Chasta, Scoton, and Umpqua Indians.—For sixth 
of fifteen installments of annuity, to be expended 
as directed by the President, per third article 
treaty eighteenth November, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, two thousand dollars, 

For sixth of fifteen installments for the pay of 
a farmer, per fifth article treaty eighteenth No- 
vember, eighteen hundred and filty-four, one 
thousand dollars. 

For sixth of ten installments for the pay of a 
physician, medicines, and expense of care of the 
sick, per fifth article treaty eighteenth November, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For sixth of fifteen installments for pay of 
teachers and purchase of books and stationery, 
per fifth article treaty eighteenth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. 

Chippewas of Lake Superior.—For two thirds of 
nineteenth of twenty-five installments in money, 


| per fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen 
| hundred and forty-two, and eighth article treaty 


thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


| four, eight thousand three hundred and thirty- 


three dollars and thirty-three cents. 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the pay of two carpenters, per 
fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thir- 
tieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
eight hundred dollars. 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments in goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
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eighth article treaty thirtieth September, cighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, seven thousand dollars. 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the support of schools, “or fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one 
thousand three hundred and thirty-three dollars 
and thirty-three cents. 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the pay of two farmers, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
hundred and ‘sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven 
cents. 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the purchase of provisions and to- 
bacco, per fourth article treaty fourth October, 
eighteen hundred and forty-two, and eighth article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, one thousand three hundred and thirty- 
three dollars-and thirty-three cents. 

For sixth of twenty installments in coin, goods, 
household furniture, and cooking utensils, agri- 
cultural implements, and cattle, carpenters’ and 
other tools and building materials, and for moral 
and educational purposes, per fourth article treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, nineteen thousand dollars. 

For sixth of twenty installments for six smiths 
and assistants, per second and fifth articles treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and ñfty- 
four, five thousand and forty dollars. 

For sixth of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of six smiths’ shops, per second and fifth 
articles treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, one thousand three hundred 
and twenty dollars. 

For fourth of twenty installments for the sev- 
enth smith and assistant, and support of shop, 
per second and fifth articles treaty thirtieth Sép- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thou- 
sand and sixty dollars. 

For support of a smith, assistant, and shop for 
the Bois Forte band, during the pleasure of the 
President, per twelfth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thou- 
sand and sixty dollars. 

For support of two farmers for the Bois Forte 
band, during the pleasure of the President, per 
twelfth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

Chippewas of the Mississippi.—For one third of 
nineteenth of twenty-five installments in money, 
per fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, and cighth article treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, four thousand one hundred and sixty-six 
dollars and sixty-seven cents, 

For one third of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the pay of two carpenters, per 
fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two, and cighth article treaty thir- 
tieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
four hundred dollars. 

For one third of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallmentsin goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, three thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 

For one third of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the support of schools per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred fifty-four, six hun- 
dred and sixty-six dollarsand sixty-seven cents. 

For one third of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the purchase of provisions and 
tobacco, per fourth article treaty fourth October, 
eightcen hundred and forty-two, and eighth article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, six hundred and sixty-six dollars and 
sixty-seven cents. . 

For completing the plowing and preparation 
for cultivauon of three hundred acres of land, in 
suitable lots, at cach of the reservations for the 
Mississippi bands, per third artiele treaty twenty- 
second February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
three thousand dollars, 


For completing the plowing and preparation 
for cultivation of two hundred’ and seventy-five 
acres for the Pillager and Lake Winnebagoshish 
bands of Chippewas, per third article of treaty 
of twenty-second of February, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, two thousand dollars. 

For one third of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the support of two smiths’ shops, 
including the pay of two smiths and assistants, 
and furnishing iron and steel, per fourth article 
treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred and 
sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

For one third of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for pay of two farmers, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, three 
hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty-three 
cents. 

For sixth of twenty installments of annuity in 
money, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

Chippewas, Pillager, and Lake Winnebagoshish 
Bands.—For sixth of thirty installments of an- 
nuity in money, per third article treaty twenty- 
second February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
ten thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars 
and sixty-six cents. 

For sixth of thirty installments of annuity in 
goods, per third article treaty twenty-second Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, eight thou- 
sand dollars. ` 

For sixth of thirty installments for purposes of 
utility, per third article treaty twenty-second Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, four thou- 
sand dollars. 

For sixth of.twenty installments for purposes 
of education, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three 
thousand dollars. 

For sixth of fifteen annual installments for 
support of two smiths and smiths’ shops, per 
third article treaty twenty-second February, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, two thousand one 
hundred and twenty dollars. 

Chippewas of Saginaw, Swan Creek, and Black 
River.—For the last of five equal annual install- 
ments for educational purposes, under the direc- 
tion of the President, per second article of the 
treaty of second August, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, four thousand dollars? 

Por the last of five equal annual installments 
for agricultural implements and carpenters’ tools, 
household furniture and building materials, cattle, 
labor, and necessary useful articles, per second 
article of the treaty of second August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, five thousand dollars. 

For fifth of ten equal annual installments in 
coin, to be distributed per capita, in the usual 
manner of paying annuities, per second article of 
the treaty of second August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 

For fifth installment for the support of one 
‘blacksmith shop for ten years, per second article 
of the treaty of second August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, twelve hundred and forty dollars. 

Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, and New 
York Indians.—F or education, during the pleasure 
of Congress, per fifth article treaty eleventh Au- 
| gust, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, one 
| thousand five hundred dollars. 

Chickasaws.—For permanent annuity in goods, 
per act of twenty-fifth February, seventeen hun- 
dred and ninety-nine, three thousand dollars. 


article treaty sixteenth November, eighteen hun- 


thousand doilars. 

For permanent annuity for support of light- 
horsemen, per thirteenth article treaty eighteenth 
October, eighteen hundred and twenty, and thir- 
teenth articie treaty twenty-second June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, six hundred dollars. 

For permanent provision for education, per sec- 
ond article treaty twenticth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, and thirteenth article 
treaty twenty-second June, eighteen hundred and 


H fifty-five, six thousand dollars. 


Choctaws.—For permanent annuity, per second | 
p 


dred and five, and thirteenth article treaty twenty- | 
second June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three | t € 
| August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, twò thou- 


For permanent provision’ for ‘blacksmith, per 
sixth article treaty eighteenth October, eighteen’ 
hundred and twenty, and thirteenth article treaty 
twenty-second June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, six hundred dollars. ` i 

For permanent provision foriron and steel, per 
ninth article treaty twentieth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, and thirteetith article of 
treaty twenty-second June, eighteen hundred ‘and 
fifty-five, three hundred and twenty dollars. 

For interest on five hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, for education and other. bene- 
ficial purposes, to be applied under the disection 
of the general council of the Choctaws, in con- 
formity with the provisions contained in the tenth 
and thirteenth articles of the treaty of twenty-sec- 
ond June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, twenty- 
five thousand dollars. 

Comanches, Kiowas, and Apaches of Arkansas 
River.—For seventh of ten installments for the 
purchase of goods, provisions, and agricultural 
implements, per sixth article treaty twenty-sev- 
enth July, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, eigh- 
teen thousand dollars. 

For expenses of transportation of the seventh 
of ten installments of goods, provisions, and 
agricultural implements, per sixth article treaty 
twenty-seventh July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, seven thousand dollars. t g 

Creeks.—For permanent annuity in money, per 
fourth article treaty seventh August, seventeen 
hundred and ninety, and fifth article treaty sev- 
enth August, cightcen hundred and fifty-six, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty sixteenth June, eighteen hundred and 
two, and fifth article treaty seventh August, eigh- 


i teen hundred and fifty-six, three thousand dol- 


lars, 

For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen 
hundred a twenty-six, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
twenty thousand dollars. ; 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and 
assistant, and for shop and tools, per eighth article 
treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen hundred 
and_ twenty-six, and fifth article treaty seventh 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, eight hyn- 
dred and forty dollars. : 

For permanent provision for iron and steel for 

shop, per eighth article treaty twenty-fourth Jan- 
uary, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, and fifth 
article treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, two hundred and seventy dollars. 
* For permanent provision for pay of a wheel- 
wright, per eighth article treaty twenty-fourth 
January, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, and 
fifth article treaty seventh August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-six, six hundred dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant, and shop and 
tools, during the pleasure of the President, per 
fifth article treaty fourteenth February, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, - 
eight hundred and forty dollars. ' 

For iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, and 
fifth article treaty seventh August, cighteen hun- 


| dred and fifty-six, two hundred and seventy dol- 


lars. 

Fort wagon-maker, during the pleasure of the 
President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, and 
fifth [article] treaty seventh August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-six, six hundred dollars. 

For assistance in agricultural operations, during 
the pleasure of the President, per cighth article 
treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-six, and fifth article treaty seventh 


sand dollars. 

For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, per fifth article treaty fourteenth February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three, and fifth article 
treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty - 
six, one thougand dollars. 

For the fourth of seven additional installments 
for two blacksmiths, assistants, shops, and tools, 
per thirteenth article treaty twenty-fourth March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two, and fifth article 
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treaty seventh August, eighteen hunded and fifty- 
six, one thousand six hundred and eighty dollars. 

For the fourth of seven additional installments 
for iron and steel for shops, per thirteenth article 
treaty twenty-fourth March, eighteen hundred and 
thirty -two,and fifth article treaty seventh August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, five hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For thirtieth of. thirty-three installments for 
education, per fourth article treaty fourth Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fifth 
article treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, three thousand dollars. 

For seventeenth of twenty installments for edu- 
cation, per fourth article ‘treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fifth article 
treaty seventh August, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
six, three thousand dollars. 

For five per centum interest on two hundred 
thousand dollars for purposes of education, per 
sixth afticle treaty seventh August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-six, ten thousand dollars. 

Delawares.—For life annuity to chief, per pri- 
vate article to supplemental treaty twenty-fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, to 
treaty of third October, eighteen hundred and 
eighteen, one hundred dollars. 


. . > l 
For interest on forty-six thousand and eighty 


dollars, at five per centum, being the value of 
thirty-six sections of land set apart by treaty of 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine for education, 
per resolution of the Senate nineteenth January, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, and fifth ar- 
ticle treaty sixth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, two thousand three hundred and four dollars. 

For seventh of eight equal installments for pay- 
ment of five chiefs, per sixth article treaty sixth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

Jowas.—For interest in lieu of investment on 

ty-seven thousand five hundred dollars, balance 
of one hundred and fifty-seven thousand five hun- 
dred dollars, to the first July, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one, at five per centum, for education 
or other beneficial purposes, under the direction 
of the President, per second article treaty nine- 
teenth October, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 


and ninth article treaty seventeenth May, eighteen | 


hundred and fifty-four, two thousand eight hun- 
dred and seventy-five dollars. 

Kansas.—F'or interest in lieu of investment on 
two hundred thousand dollars, at five per centum, 
per second “Article treaty fourteenth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, ten thousand dol- 
lars, 

Kickapoos.—For seventh installment of interest, 
at five per centum, on one hundred thousand dol- 
lars for education, per second article treaty eigh- 
teenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, five 
thousand dollars. 

For the payment of this sum as the seventh 
installment upon two hundred thousand dollars, 
to be paid in eightcen hundred and sixty, persec- 
ond article treaty cighteenth May, cightecn hun- 
dred and fifty-four, nine thousand dollars. 

Menomonees.—For fifth of twelve installments 
for continuing and keeping up a blacksmith shop 
and providing the usual quantity of iron and steel, 
per fourth article treaty eighteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-eight, and third article 
treaty twelfth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, nine hundred and sixteen dollars and sixty- 
six cents. 

For fifth of ten installments of annuity upon 
two hundred thousand dollars, balance of three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars for cession 
lands, per fourth article treaty cighteenth October, 
eighteen hundred and forty-eight, and third article 
treaty twelfth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, twenty thousand dollars. 


For fifth of fifteen installments for pay of miller, f 


per third article treaty twelfth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars. 

Miamies of Kansas.—For permanent provision 
for blacksmith and assistant, and iron and steel for 
shop, per fifth article treaty sixth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and eighteen, and fourtharticle treaty 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and §fty-four, nine 
hundred and forty dollars. 

For permanent provision for miller, in lieu of 


gunsmith, per fifth article treaty sixth October, | 


eighteen hundred and eighteen, fifth article treaty 


twenty-third October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
four, and fourth article treaty fifth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars. 

For their proportion of the last twenty install- 
ments in money, per second article treaty twenty- 
eighth November, eighteen hundred and forty, 
and fourth article treaty fifth June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, five thousand six hundred and 
thirty-six dollars and thirty-six cents. 

For interest on fifty thousand dollars, at five 
per centum, for educational purposes, per third. 
article treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
aa Megat two thousand five hundred dollars. 

“or first of twenty installments upon two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, per third article treaty fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, seven 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

Miamies of Indiena.—For their proportion of 
the last of twenty installments in money, per sec- 
ond article treaty twenty-cighth November, cigh- 


| teen hundred and forty, and fourth article treaty 


fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
thousand eight hundred and sixty-three dollars 
and sixty-four cents. 

For interest on investment of two hundred and 
twenty-one thousand two hundred and fifty-seven 
dollars and eighty-six cents, at five per centum, 
for Miami Indians of Indiana, per Senate’s amend- 
ment to fourth article treaty fifth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, eleven thousand and sixty- 
two dollars and eighty-nine cents. 

Miamies—Eel River.—For permanent annuity 
in goods or otherwise, per fourth article treaty 
third August, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, 
five hundred dollars. : 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty twenty-first August, eigh- 
teen hundred and five, two hundred and fifty 
dollars, 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article and separate afticle to treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and nine, 
three hundred and fifty dollars. 

Nisqually, Puyallup, and other tribes and bands 
of Indians. —Forsixth installmentin part payment 
for relinquishment of title to lands to be applied 
to beneficial objects, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 

For sixth of twenty installments for pay of 
instructor, smith, physician, carpenter, farmer, 
and assistant if necessary, per tenth article treaty 
twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, six thousand seven hundred dollars. 

Omahas.—-For the third of ten instalments of 
this amount, being second of the series in money 
or otherwise, per fourth article treaty sixteenth 


| March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, thirty 


thousand dollars. 

For sixth of ten installments for support of a 
miller, per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- 
lars. E 

For sixth of ten installments for support of 
blacksmith and assistant, and iron and steel for 
shop, per cighth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, nine hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For sixth of ten installments for support of 
farmer, per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- 
lars. 

For keeping in repair the grist and saw-mill 
provided for by the eighth article of the treaty of 
sixteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
three hundred dollars. 


| 
For supplying the smith’s shop with tools, and 


keeping the same in repair, per eighth article of 
the treaty of sixteenth March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, three hundred dollars. 

For an engineer, one thousand two thousand 
[hundred] dollars. 

Osages.—F or intereston sixty-nine thousand one 
hundred and twenty dollars, at five per centum, 
being the value of fifty-four sections of land set 
apart second June, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
five, for educational purposes, per Senate resolu- 
tion, nineteenth January, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-eight, three thousand four hundred and 
fifty-six dollars. 

Ottocs and Missourias.—For the third of ten in- 
stallments of this amount, being the second series, 


in money or otherwise, per fourth article treaty 
fifteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
thirteen thousand dollars. 

For sixth of ten installments for pay of miller, 
per seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars, 

For sixth of ten installments for blacksmith and 
assistant, and iron and steel for shop, per seventh * 
article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, nine hundred and forty dollars. 

For sixth of ten installments for farmer, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars. 

For keeping in repair the grist and saw-mill 
provided for by the seventh article of the treaty 
of fifteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, three hundred dollars. 

For supplying the smiths’ shops with tools, 
and keeping the same in repair, per seventh ar- 
ticle of the treaty fifteenth March, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, three hundred dollars. 

For an engineer, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. : 

Ottowas and Chippewas of Michigan.—For fifth of 
ten equal annual installments for educational pur- 
poses, to be expended under the direction of the 
President, according to the wishes of the Indians, 
so far as may be reasonable and just, per second 
article of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hnndred and fifty-five, eight thousand dollars, 

For the last of five equal annual installments in 
agricultural implements and carpenters’ tools, 
household furniture, and building materials, 
cattle, labor, and necessary. useful articles, per 
second artitle of the treaty of thirty-first July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, fifteen thousand 


| dollars. 


For fifth installment for the support of four 
blacksmith shops for ten years, per second article 
of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, four thousand two hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For fifth installment of principal, payable an- 
nually for ten years, to be distributed per capita, 
in the usual manner of paying annuities, per 
second article of the treaty of thirty-first July, 
Seach nenated and fifty-five, ten thousand dol- 

ars. 

For interest on two hundred and fifty-six thou- 
sand dollars, unpaid part of the principal sum of 


j three hundred and six thousand dollars, for one 


year, at five per centum per annum, to be distrib- 
uted per capita, in the usual manner of paying 
annuities, per second article of the treaty of thirty- 


| first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, twelve 


thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For fifth of ten equal annual installments on 
thirty-five thousand dollars, in lieu of former 
treaty stipulations, to be paid per capita to the 
Grand River Ottawas, per second article of the 
treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Ottawas of Kansas.—¥ or their proportion of the 
permanent annuities in money, goods, or other- 
wise, payable under the fourth article of the treaty 
of third August, seventeen hundred and ninety- 
five; second article of the treaty of seventeenth 
November, eighteen hundred and seven; fourth 
article of the treaty of seventeenth September, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, and fourth article 
of the treaty of twenty-ninth August, cighteen 
hundred and twenty-one, two thousand six hun- 
dred dollars. 

Pawnees.—For third of five installments in 


| goods and such articles as may be necessary for 


them, per second article treaty twenty-fourth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, forty 
thousand dollars. f ; 

For support of two manual labor schools an- 
nually, during the pleasure of the President, per 
third article treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, ten thousand 
dollars. 

For pay of two teachers, under the direction of 
the President, per third article treaty twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For purchase of iron and steel, and other ne- 
cessaries for the same, during the pleasure of the 
President, per fourth article treaty twenty-fourth 
September, cighteen hunured and fifty-seven, five 
hundred dollars. 
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For pay of two blacksmiths, one of whom to 
be a gunsmith and tinsmith, per fourth article 
treaty twenty-fourth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-seven, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

_ For compensation of two strikers or appren- 
tices in shop, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, four hundred and eighty dollars. 

„For third of ten installments for farming uten- 
sils and stock, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, per fourth article treaty twenty-fourth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, one 
thousand to [two] hundred dollars. 

For pay of farmer, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-fourth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-seven, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For second of ten installments for pay of miller, 
at the diserction of the President, per fourth ar- 
ticle treaty twenty-fourth September, cightcen 
hundred and fifty-seven, six hundred dollars. 

For second of ten installments for pay of an 
engineer, at the discretion of the President, per 
fourth article treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, one thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For compensation to apprentices, to assist in 
working the mill, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, five hundred dollars. 

For the second of three installments for the pay 
of six laborers, per seventh article treaty twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, three thousand dollars. 

Poitawatomies.—For permanent annuity in sil- 
ver, per fourth article treaty third August, seven- 
teen hundred and ninety-five, one thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third arti- 
cle treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred 
and nine, five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third 
article treaty second October, eighteen hundred 
and eighteen, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-eight, two thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity in specie, per second 
article treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-nine, sixteen thousand dollars. 

For life annuity to chief, per third article treaty 
twentieth October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two hundred dollars. 

For life annuity to chiefs, per third article treaty 
twenty-sixth September, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-three, seven hundred dollars. 

. or education, during the pleasure of Congress, 
per third article treaty sixteenth October, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-six, second article treaty 
twentieth September, eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-eight, and fourth article treaty twenty-seventh 
October, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, five 
thousand dollars. . 

For permanent provision for the payment of 
money in lieu of tobacco, iron, and steel, per sec- 
ond article treaty twentieth September, cighteen 
hundrgd and twenty-eight, and tenth article of the 
treaty of the fifth and seventeenth June, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, three hundred dollars. 

For permanent provision for three blacksmiths 
and assistants, per third article treaty sixteenth 
October, eighteen hundred and twenty-stx, second 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen bun- 
dred and twenty-eight, and second article treaty 


twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred and twenty- | 


nine, two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars. 

For permanent provision for iron and steel for 
shops, per third article treaty sixteenth October, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-six, second article 
treaty twentieth September, eighteen handred and 
twenty-eight, and second article treaty twenty- 


ninth July, cighteen hundred and twenty-nine, | 


six hundred and sixty dollars. 


For permanent provision for fifty barrels of salt, | 


per second article of treaty of twenty-ninth July, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For interest on six hundred and forty-three 
thousand dollars, at five per centum, per seventh 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-six, thirty-two 
thousand one hundred and fifty dollars. 

Pottawatomies of Huron.—F or permanent annu- 


ity in money or otherwise, per second article 
treaty seventeenth November, eighteen hundred 
and seven, four hundred dollars. : 

Quapaws.—For education, during the pleasure 
of the President, per third article treaty thirteenth 
May, eighteen hundred. and thirty-three, one 
thousand dollars. i 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per third article treaty thirteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, one thou- 
sand and sixty dollars. 

For farmer, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, per third article treaty thirteenth May, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-three, six hundred dol- 
ars. 

Rogue Rivers.—For seventh of sixteen install- 
ments in blankets, clothing, farming utensils, and 
stock, per third article treaty tenth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, two thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

Sacs and Foxes of Mississippi.—For permanent 
annuity in goods or otherwise, per third article 
treaty third November, eighteen hundred and 
four, one thousand dollars. 

For twenty-ninth of thirty installments as an- 
nuity in specie, per third article treaty twenty- 
first September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, 
twenty thousand dollars. 

For twenty-ninth of thirty installments for gun- 
smith, per fourth article treaty twenty-first Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, six hun- 
dred dollars. 

For twenty-ninth of thirty installments for iron 
and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two hundred and twenty dollars. 

For twenty-ninth of thirty installments for 
blacksmithand assistant, shop and tools, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-first September, eighteen 
handred and thirty-two, eight hundred and forty 
doliars. 

For twenty-ninth of thirty-installments for iron 
and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two hundred and twenty dollars. 

Fortwenty-ninth of thirty installments for forty 
barrels of salt and forty kegs of tobacco, per 
fourth article treaty twenty-first September, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-two, one thousand dol- 
lars. 

For interest on two hundred thousand dollars, 


ty-first October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
seven, ten thousand dollars. 

For intereston eight hundred thousand dollars, 
| at five per centum, per second article treaty elev- 
enth October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
forty thousand dollars. 

Sacs and Foxes of Missouri.—For interest on one 
hundred and fifty-seven thousand four hundred 
dollars, at five per centum, under the direction of 
the President, per second article treaty twenty- 
first October, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, 
seven thousand eight hundred and seventy dollars. 

Seminoles.—Fourth of ten installments for the 
support of schools, per eighth article treaty sev- 
enth August, cighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
three thousand dollars. 

For the fourth often installments for agricultural 
assistance, per eighth article treaty seventh Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, two thousand 
dollars. 

For the fourth of ten installments for the sup- 
port of smithsand smiths’ shops, per cighth arti- 
cle treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, two thousand two hundred dollars. 

For five per centum interest on two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars, to be paid as annuity, 
per eighth article treaty seventh August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-six, twelve thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 

For interest on two hundred and fifty thousand 


article treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, twelve thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. 

Senecas—For permanent annuity in specie, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-ninth September, 
eighteen hundred and seventeen, five hundred 
| dollars. 


dollars, at five per centum, to be paid as annuity, | 
they having joined their brethren west, per eighth | 


| at five per centum, per second article treaty twen- | 


For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth 
article: treaty seventeenth September, ‘eighteen 
hundred and eighteen, five hundred dollars. °° 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and steel, during the plëasure of the 
President, per fourth article treaty twenty-eighth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, one 
thousand and sixty dollars. “ : 

For miller, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, per fourth article treaty twenty-cighth Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, six hun- 
dred dollars. : 

Senecas of New York.—For permanent annmty, 
in lieu of interest on stock, per act of nineteenth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, six 
thousand dollars. 

For interest, in lieu of investment, on seventy- 
five thousand dollars, at five per centum, per act 
of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, three thousand seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

For interest, at five per centum, on forty-three 
thousand and and fifty dollars, transferred from 
Ontario Bank to the United States Treasury, per 
act of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, two thousand one hundred and fifty- 
two dollars and fifty cents. 

Senecas and Shawnees.— For permanent annuity 
in specie, per fourth article treaty seventeenth 


i September, eighteen hundred and eighteen, one 


thousand dollars. 
For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 


‘and iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fourth article treaty twen-, 


tieth July, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, one 


| thousand and sixty dollars, 


Shawnecs.—For permanent annuity for educa- 
tional purposes, per fourth article treaty third 
August, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, and 
third article treaty tenth May, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, one thousand dollars, 

For the last of seven annual installments of 
money, in payment for lands, per third article 
treaty tenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


| four, one hundred thousand dollars. 


For seventh installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on forty thousand dollars, for education, 
per third article treaty tenth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity for educational pur- 
poses, per fourth article treaty twenty-ninth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and seventeen, and third 
article treaty tenth May, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 

Six Nations of New York.—For permanent an- 
nuity in clothing and other useful articles, per 
sixth article treaty cleventh November, seventeen 
hundred and ninety-four, four thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 

Sioux of Mississippi.—F or interest on three hun- 
dred thousand dollars, at five per centum, per 
second article treaty twenty-ninth September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. 

For tenth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on one million three hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars, per fourth’ article treaty 
twenty-third July, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
sixty-eight thousand dollars. 

For tenth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, onone hundred and twelve thousand 
dollars, being the amount in lieu of the reserva- 
tions set apart in the third article of Senate’s 
amendment of twenty-third June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-two, to treaty twenty-third July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, five thousand six 
hundred dollars. 

For tenth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on one million one hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars, per fourth article treaty fifth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, fifty- 
eight thousand dollars. 

For tenth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on sixty-nine thousand dollars, being 
the amount allowed in heu of the reservation of 
lands set apart by the third article of Senate’s 
amendment of twenty-third June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-two, to treaty fifth August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, three thousand four hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 3 

Treaty of Fort Laramie.—For the last of ten 
installments in provisions and merchandise, for 


a 


` twenty installments in blankets, clothing, pro- 
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payment of annuities and transportation of the 
same to certain tribes of Indians, per seventh 
article treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and. fifty-one, and Senate’s amendment 
thereto, seventy thousand dollars. 

Umpquas (Cow Creek Band.)—For seventh of 


visions, and stock, per third article treaty nine- 
teenth September, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, five hundred and fifty dollars. 

Umpquas and Calapooias, of Umpqua Valley; Ore- 
gon.—l'or sixth of ten installments for the pay of 
a blacksmith, and furnishing shop, per sixth 
article treaty twenty-ninth November, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars, | 

For sixth of fifteen installments for the pay of | 
a physician and purchase of medicines, per sixth | 
article treaty twenty-ninth November, cightcen 
hundred and fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 

For sixth of ten installments for the pay of a 
farmer, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth No- 
vember, eighteen hundred. and fifty-four, one 
thousand dollars. 

For sixth of twenty installments for the pay of | 
a teacher, and purchase of books and stationery, | 
per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth November, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand 
four hundred and fifty dollars. 

Winnebagoes.—F or interest on one million one || 
hundred thousand dollars, at five per centum, per 
fourth article treaty first November, cighteen 
hundred and thirty-seven, fifty-five thousand | 
dollars. i 

For fourteenth of thirty installments of interest | 
oneighty-five thousand dollars, at five per centum, | 
per fourth article treaty thirteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, four thousand two | 
hundred and fifty dollars, 

Yancton Tribe of Sioux.—For thé second of ten 
installments to be paid to them, or expended for 
their benefit, commencing with the year in which 
they shall remove to, and settle and reside upon 
their reservation, per fourth article treaty nine- 
teenth April, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, 
sixty-five thousand dollars. 

Calapooias, Molalla, and Clackamas Indians of 
Willamette Valley.—For first of five installments 
of annuity for beneficial purposes, per second 
article treaty twenty-second January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, eigh thousand dollars. | 

Indian service in New Mexico.—For the general 
incidental expenses of the Indian service in New 
Mexico, presents of goods, agricultural imple- 
ments, and other useful articles, and to assist 
them to locate in permanent abodes, and sustain 
themselves by the pursuit of civilized life, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, fifty thousand dollars. 

Indian service.in the district of country leased 
from the Choctaws for the Indians lately residing in 
Lexas.—~-For the expenses of colonizing, support- 
ing, and furnishing agricultural implements and 
stock; pay of necessary employés; purchase of 
clothing, medicine, iron, and steel; establishment 
and maintenance of schools; and building houses 
for the Indians lately residing in Texas, in lieu 
of those abandoned in that State, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary ofthe Inte- 
rior, forty-five thousand six hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

For the Wichitas and other affiliated Bands.—For i 
the expenses of colonizing, supporting, and fur- 
nishing said bands with agricultural implements 
and stocks; pay of necessary ernployés, purchase 
of clothing, medicine, iron, and steel; establish- 
mentand maintenance of schools, and building | 
agency houses, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, seventy-five | 
thousand six hundred and ten dollars. 

Poncas.—For second of five instaliments to be i 
paid to them, or expended for their benefit, com- 
mencing with the yearin which they shall remove | 
to, and settle upon, the tract reserved for their 
future homes, per second article treaty twelfth || 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-cight, twelve i 
thousand dellars. 

Fer second of ten installments for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of one or more manual 
labor schools, under the direction of the President, | 
per second article treaty twelfth March, eighteen |! 
hundred.and fifty-eight, five thousand dollars. 


For second of ten installments, or during the 
pleasure of the President, to be expended in fur- 
nishing said Indians with such aid and assistance 
in agricultural and-mechanical pursuits, including 
the working of the mill provided for in the first 
part of this article, as the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior may consider advantageous and necessary 
for them, per second article treaty twelfth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, seven thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

Yakama Nation.—For keeping in repair black- 
smiths’, tinsmiths’, gunsmiths’ carpenters’, and 
wagon and plow-makers’ shops, and for provid- 
ing necessary tools therefor, per fifth article treaty 
ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, five 
hundred dollars. 

Confederated Tribes and Bands of Indians in Mid- 
dle Oregon.—F or keeping in repair all necessary 
mill fixtures, purchase of medicines, mechanics’ 
tools, medicine and hospital stores, books and 
stationery forschools, and furniture for employés, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-fifth June, eigh- 


| tecn hundred and fifty-five, three hundred dol- 


lars. 

Indian service in California.—For the general 
incidental expenses of the Indian service.in Cali- 
fornia, including traveling expenses of the super- 
intendent, agent, and sub-agents, seven thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and 
subsistence of Indians in California to reserva- 
tions in that State, and for pay of the necessary 
employés, fifty thousand dollars: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Interior may divide the State 
of California into two Indian districts, and that 
the President of the United States, by and with 


| the advice and consent of the Senate, shall ap- 


point a superintending agent for cach district, at 
a salary of thirty-six hundred dollars per annum, 
who, upon executing a bond upon such terms 
and in such sum and security as the Secretary of 


the Interior may prescribe, shall have under his- 


control and management, as the Secretary may 
prescribe, the Indians and reservations in their 
separate respective districts. Each superintend- 
ent may appoint, subject to the confirmation of 
the Secretary of the Interior, a supervisor for 
each reservation in his respective district, to in- 
struct the Indians in husbandry, at a salary of 
eightecn hundred dollars per annum; and also ap- 
point not execcding four laborers, to aid Such 
supervisor, at a compensation not to exceed fifty 
dollars per month: And provided further, Thatall 
acts, or parts of acts, in conflict with this provis- 
ion, be, and are hereby, repealed. 

Miscellaneous.—For insurance, transportation, 
and necessary expenses of the delivery of Pawnee, 
Ponca, and Yancton Sioux annuity goods and 
provisions, ten thousand dollars. 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of annuities and provis- 
ions to the Indian tribes in Minnesota and Mich- 
igan, twenty thousand three hundred and fifty 
dollars and sixty-two cents. 

For expenses of transportation and delivery of 
annuity goods to the Blackfoot Indians for the 
year, seventeen thousand dollars. 

For payment of this amount to the Shawnces, 
due them under the provisions of the eleveuth 
article of the treaty of the tenth May, cighteen 


| hundred and fifty-four, to be reimburse[d] to the 


United States when collected from agents Gay 
and Arnold, against whom suits are pending, 
three thousand and seventy-four dollars and forty- 
four cents. 

For expenses attending the vaccination of In- 
dians for the years eighteen hundred and sixty 
and eighteen hundred and sixty-one, five thou- 
sand dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
settlers for their improvements on lands situated 


| within the general reservations at Puget’s Sound, 


the value of which shall be ascertained under the 


| direction of the said Secretary, nine thousand 


dollars. 

For completing the building of the grist and 
saw-mills at Leech Lake, for the Pillager and 
Lake Winnebagoshish bands of Chippewas, pro- 
vided for under the third article of the treaty with 
the Chippewa Indians of the twenty-second Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 


For pay of an engineer for one year, six hun- 
dred dollars. 

For the purchase of seven hundred and ninety- 
four seventy-five one hundredths acres of land, 
owned by the Missionary Society of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, at Iriquois Point, Mich- 
igan, for certain bands of Ottowasand Chippewas, 
at the usual Government price, nine hundred and 
ninety-three dollars and forty-four cents. 

For the payment to Spunk or Bull Frog, alias 
Joseph Henson, the amount of four hundred dol- 
lars, for his valuation of an improvement under 
the Cherokee treaty of cighteen hundred and 
thirty-five, in pursuance of the provision of the 
twenty-fourth section of the act of March three, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, making appropri- 
ations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government, four hundred dollars. 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in the Territory of Utah, presents of 
goods, agricultural implements, and other useful 
articles, including the traveling expenses of the 
superintendent, agents, clerk hire, and so forth, 
forty-five thousand dollars. 

For surveying and mapping four farms and 
reservations, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in Oregon and Washington, includ- 
ing insurance and transportation of annuities, 
goods, and presents, where no special provision 
is made by treaties, and office and traveling ex- 
penses of the superintendent, agents, and sub- 
agents, for the year ending thirtieth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty-one, thirty-five thousand 
dollars. i . 

For surveys of reservations for the Nez Percés, 
Flathead and Yakamas Indians, and the Indians 
west of the Cascade mountains, fifteen thousand 
dollars. 

For insurance, transportation, and the neces- 
sary expenses of delivery of annuities, goods, 
and provisions to Yakamas, Flatheads, and Nez 
Percés, for the years ending thirtieth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty, and thirtieth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty-one, forty-two thousand 
dollars. 

For the first of five installments due and pay- 
able to the Yalramas nation, for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, eightcen hundred and sixty, per 


| fourth article of treaty of ninth of June, eighteen 


hundred and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 

For the first of five installments due and pay- 
able to the Nez Percés Indians, for the year end- 
ing the thirtieth of June, cighteen hundred and 
sixty, per fourth article of treaty of eleventh 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, ten thou-, 
sand dollars. 

For the pay of each of the head chiefs of the 
Flathead, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d'Oreilles 
tribes, for the year ending the thirtieth Junc, cigh- 
teen hundred and sixty, per fifth article of treaty 
of sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
one thousand dollars. 

For the pay of each of the head chiefs of the 
Flathead, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d'Oreilles 
tribes, for the year ending the thirtieth June, 
cighteen hundred and sixty-one, per fifth article 
of treaty of sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, one thousand dollars. 

For loss and destruction of property of citizens 
of Minn@sota and Iowa, at Spirit Lake, in the 
year eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, by Ink- 
pa-du-tah’s band of Sioux Indians, accruing under 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, 
sixteen thousand six hundred and seventy-nine 
dollars and ninety-seven cents: Provided, The 
Secretary of the Interior shall first cause the true 
amounts of such losses of property to be inves- 
tigated and adjusted in a manner satisfactory to 
him, and the amounts so ascertained shall be paid 
to the claimants, respectively, in full satisfaction 
thereof. 

For the purchase and transportation of provis- 
ions and presents, and to mect expenses necessary 
in holding a council with the Red Lake and Red 
River Chippewas, in the State of Minnesota, for 


| the extinguishment of their title to lands in that 


State, said Indians numbering about two thousand 
souls, ten thousand dollars: Provided, That the 
goods purchased in eighteen hundred and fifty- 
eight for the Yanctonnais band of Sioux, the 
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reception of which was declined by them, may 
be used in the negotiations with the said Chippe- 
was of Red Lake and Red River. 

For payment to Merit L. Young, for one hun- 
dred and forty thousand rations, for subsistence 
furnished to emigrating Pottawatomies, Chippe- 
was, and Ottowas, in eighteen hundred and fiy- 
two, under a contract with the Indian department, 
and allowed by Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
nine thousand six hundred and twenty-five dollars. 
_ For the purchase and transportation of provis- 
ions and presents, and to meet expenses necessar 
in holding a council with the Arapahoe and Chi- 
enne Indians south of the Platte, cast of the Rocky 
Mountains, and north of the Arkansas river,thirty- 
five thousand dollars, 


Approven, June 19, 1860. 


Cuar, CLVII.—An Act to authorize Divorces 
in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the circuit court for the District 
of Columbia shall have jurisdiction of all appli- 
cations for divorces, to be made by petition, upon 
which the same procecdings shall be had as are 
had in other cases, except so far as is otherwise 
hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the peti- 
tion for a divorce shall specify the causes therefor 
with certainty; and upon the same being filed, the 
clerk shall issue summons for the defendant to 
appear and answer, Ifit shall appear by the affi- 
davitof a disinterested witness that the defendant 
is a non-resident of this District, or has been 
absent therefrom for the space of six months, the 
circuit court, after the return of one summons not 
found, may authorize notice of the pendency of 
the petition, to be given by publication, in such | 
manner as it shall direct. The court shall pro- 
ceed to hear and determine such cause, whenever 
such summons shall have been served twenty 
days, or such publication made forty days before 
the commencement of the term. No judgment 
for a divorce shall be rendered on default without 
proof; nor shall any admissions contained in the 
answer of the defendant be taken as proof of the 
facts charged as the ground of the application, 
but the same shalt in all cases be proved by other 
evidence. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That a divorce 


a rinculo matrimonii, from the bond of marriage, || 


may be granted in any of the following cases, to | 
wit: 

First. Where such marriage was contracted 
whilst cither of the parties thereto had a former 
wife or husband living, unless the former mar- 
riage shall have been lawfully dissolved, and no 
restraint shall have been imposed on the party 
contracting such second marriage. 

Second. Where such marriage was contracted 
during the lunacy of cither party, or where either 
party was matrimonially incapacitated at the time 
of the marriage. 

Third. Where either party has committed adul- 
tery during the marriage. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That adivorce 
a mensa et thoro from bed and board may be granted 
for either of the following canses, to wit: cruelty 
of treatment, endangering the life or health of one 
of the parties; reasonable apprehension, to the | 
satisfaction of the court, of bodily harm; the will- 
ful desertion and abandonment by the party com- 
plained against, of the party complaining, for the 
full, uninterrupted space of three years. 

Src.5. And be it further enacted, That no divorce | 
shall be granted for any cause which shall have 
occurred out of this District, unless the party 
applying for the same shall have resided within 
the District for two years next preceding the 
application. : 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That upon the | 
dissolution of a marriage on account of cither of | 
the parties having a former wife or husband living, | 
if it shall appear that the second marriage was 
contracted in good faith by the party whose sec- | 


ond marriage has been thus dissolved, and with 


the fall belef on his or her part that the former || 


i 
wife or husband wasdead, that fact shall be stated | 
in the judgment or sentence of divorce; and the | 


| 
i 
i 
i 


i reason of fraud or of repugnance to the objects of 
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issue of such second marriage, born or begotten 
before the commencement of the suit, shall be 
deemed to be the legitimate issue of the parent 
who, at the time of the marriage, was capable of 
contracting. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That upon the 
dissolution of a marriage on account of the lunacy 
of either party at the time of such marriage, the 
issue of the marriage shall be deemed to be legiti- 
mate. 

Sec, 8. And be it further enacted, That a di- 
vorce for causes not hereinbefore specially pro- 
vided for, shall not affect the legitimacy of the 
issue of the marriage; but the legitimacy of such 
issue, if questioned, shall be tried and determ- 
ined, according to the course of the common law. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases where a divorce is granted, the court allow- 
ing the same shall have power, if it sce fit, to 
award alimony toe the wife, and to retain her right 
of dower, and to award to the wife such property, 
or the value thereof, as she had when she was 
married, or such part, or the value thereof, as 
the court may deem reasonable, having a regard 
to the circumstances of the hushand at the time 
of the divorce. The court may also, in granting 
a divorce a vinculo matrimonii, restore to the wife | 
her maiden or other previous name. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
court shall have power to order and direct, in 
every case of divorce, who shall have the guard- 
ianship and custody of the children of the mar- 
riage so divorced, and who shall be charged with 
their maintenance. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
court may also award alimony to the wife for 
her sustenance during the pendency of a petition 


| for a divorce filed for any of the causes afore- 


said, 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That, in case 
of adultery by the wife, committed after judgment 
or sentence of divorce a mensa et thoro, the court 
may, on the petition of the husband setting forth 
and accompanied by legal proof of such adultery, 
deprive the wife of alimony from the date of her 
said criminal act, and rescind her right of dower, 
as well as dispossess her, if the court judge fit, of 
the care, custody, and guardianship of any child 
or children, which, uader the original judgment 
of the court in granung the divorce, may have 
been assigned to her. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That a wife 


i deserted by her husband may, at any time after 


such desertion, apply to the court in session, or 
to either one of the judges thereof, when the court 
is not in session, for an order to protectany money 
or other property, real or personal, of which she 
may have become possessed after such desertion, 
against her husband or his creditors, or any one 
claiming through or under him; and the court or 
a judge thereof, as the case may be, if the fact of 
such desertion be proved by evidence other than 
that of the wife herself, and that the same was 
without reasonable cause, and that the wife is 
maintaining herself by her own industry or prop- 
erty, may make and give to the wife an order 
protecting her earnings, money, and property | 
aforesaid, real or personal, acquired since thecom- 
mencement of such desertion, from her husband 
and all creditors and persons claiming through | 
or under him, and such earnings, money or prop- į 
erty aforesaid shall belong to the wife as if she 
were a feme sole: Provided always, That every 
such order shall, within ten days after the mak- 
ing and giving thereof, he entered by the clerk of 
the court on the records of the county of Wash- | 
ington, in the District of Columbia; and that it 
shall be lawful for the husband and any creditor 
claiming through or under him, to apply to the 


court in session for the discharge thereof, and he 
may obtain it if, in the judgment of the court, 
good cause shall be shown why such order, by 


this section, should not have been first made and 
given: Provided also, 'Thatif the husband, or any 
creditor of or person claiming through or under 
him, shall seize or continue to hold any property ! 
of the wife after notice and record of any such or- | 
der, then the husband or such person shall be liable 
at the suit of the wife (which she is hereby em- 
powered to bring) to restore to her the specific 


property, and also for a sum equal to double the 


value of the property so seized or held after such 
notice aforesaid; and-if any such order of protee= 
tion be made, the wife shall, during’ the contin- 
uance thereof, be and be deemed to have been, 
during such desertion of her, in the like position. 
in all respects with regard to property and con- 
tracts and suing and being sued as she would be 
if a feme sole. - } 
Aprroven, June 19, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXII.—An Act making Appropriations 
for Light-Houses, Beacons, Buoys, and so forth. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following appropriations. be, ` 
and the same arc hereby, made, and directed to 
be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to carry the provisions of this act 
into effect: Provided, however, That if good title 
to any land, which it may be necessary to use, 
cannot be obtained on reasonable terms, or the 
exclusive right to such land cannot be acquired 
by cession, when the interest of the United States 
demands it, before the appropriation would, b 
law, fall into the surplus fnd, in any and all such 
cases the appropriations shall be applicable to the 
objects for which they are made, at any time 
within two years after the first meeting of the 
Legislature of any State wherein such land may 
be situated, subsequent to the passage of this act, 
to wit: 

Massachusetts —For a light-house at Duxbury, 
in Plymouth harbor, five thousand dollars, 

For the purchase of a suitable lot of land, and 
the erection thereon of a building for the use of 
the Light-House Board, at Wood’s Hole, Great 
Harbor, in the town of Falmouth, five thousand 
dollars. 

For a light-ship or light-house, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, on the 
recommendation of the Light-House Board, on, 
or near, the Hen and Chickens, at the entrance 
of Buzzard’s bay, thirty-five thousand dollars. 

For a survey to determine the proper site for 
a light-house ‘at, or near, the Sow and Pigs, at 
ne entrance of Buzzard’s bay, one thousand dol- 
ars. A 

Rhode Island.—For the establishment of beacons 
on Connimmicut, Point, and Bullock’s Point, in 
Providence river, three thousand dollars. 

For a survey of and for budying out Seekonk 
river, between Seckonk and Providenee, five hun- 
dred dollars, ra 

Connectictit.—For the reëstablishmentand alter- 
ation of the beacon light on Long Wharf, at New 
Haven, two thousand dollars. 

For a fog-bell to be rung by machinery at the 
Stratford light-housc, twelve hundred dollars. 

For enabling the Light-Llouse Board, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
experiment with Daboll’s and other car signals, 
and to purchase the signal erected by Daboll, and 
now in operation at New London, six thousand 
dollars, 

New York.—For the crection of a stone beacon 
on Mill Reef, five thousand dollars. 

For three beaconlights upon the Hudson river, 
between Albany and Troy, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

For a beacon light at Oak Orchard, Lake Onta- 
rio, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Michigan.—For rebuilding the towers at W hite 
Fish Point, Detour, and Manitou Island, all on 
the coast of Lake Superior, forty-five thousand 
dollars. ; 

For a light-house at Bertraw bay, six thousand 
dollars. 

For a light-housc at or near Tawas City, six 
thousand dollars. 

Fora light-house at the mouth of Manistee 
river, five thousand dollars. 

For one or two beacon lights, at the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the entrance 
to Grand Island bay and harbor, Lake Superior, 
six thousand dollars. 

- For a fog-bell at Grand Haven light-house, fif- 
teen thousand dollars. ; 

For a range of lights for Copper harbor, Lake 
Superior, with a fog-bell, or such other signal as 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on the recom- 
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mendation of the Light-House Board, may adopt, 
thirty-five hundred dollars. 

For alight-house at or near Old Fort Mackinaw, 
six thousand dollars. 

Wisconsin.—For the construction of a light- 
House pier and light-house at Milwaukee, in lieu 
of, the North Cut beacon light at that place, fifty 
thotisand dollars. 

For a fog-bell at Port du Morts light-house, 
fifteen hundred dollars. 

For a light-house at’ Kewaunee, six thousand 
dollars. 

For the construction of a suitable beacon light 
at.the port of Racine, thirty thousand one hun- 
dred dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Peter Campan one hundred and fourteen dol- 
lars and fifty-eight cents. 

New Jersey—For rebuilding the two light- 
house towers at Nave Sink, and fitting the same 
with proper apparatus, seventy-two thousand 
nine hundred and forty-one dollars. 

North Carolina.—For reéstablishing the Beacon 
Island light-house and constructing in connection 
therewith a beacon light to form a range for ran- 
ning the Ocracoke inlet, five thousand dollars. 

For a beacon light at a suitable point at or near 
Cape Hatteras inlet, five thousand dollars. 

For a new light-house at the mouth of Cape 
Fear river, in licu of the present structure, forty 
thousand dollars. 

For buoying Beaufért harbor and Bogue sound, 
one thousand dollars. 

For the erection of a light-house at the mouth 
of North river, (Albemarle sound,) ten thousand 
dollars. 

Lowisiana.—For a light-house at the mouth of 
galcasigu river, seven thousand five hundred dol- 

ars. 

Virginia.—For the construction of a first-class 
light-house at Assateague, in lieu of the present 
light-house, fifty thousand dollars. 

For buoying the approaches to the canal con- 
necting the waters of the Chesapeake bay with 
Albemarle sound, five hundred dollars. 

For the completion of the tower and keeper's 
dwelling at Cape Charles, ten thousand two hun- 
dred dollars. 

Alississippi.mFor a new light-house at Pass 
Christian, in Meu of the old dight now at that 
place, one thousand dollars: Provided, That the 
old light-house and site now at that point be sold 
by the Light-House Board, under the authority 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the pro- 
ceeds of said sale applied in aid of the sum here- 
by appropriated for the cotistruction of said light- 
house. 

California.—For a first class light-house at Cape 
Mendocino, being the extreme western point of 


land on the Pacific coast, eighty thousand dollars. | 
For a light-house at Trinidad bay, twenty | 


thousand dollars. 
For a light-house on Point del Reys, about 
twenty-eight miles north of the Golden Gate, forty 


thousand dollars, and for fog or ear signals, to be | 
erected in’ connection therewith, upon the recom- | 


mendation of the Light-House Board, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For buoying out the channel and the barat the 
entrance of Humboldt bay, and for three mov- 
able beacons to be provided with lens lanterns, to 
be kept in range with the channel, ten thousand 
dollars, 

Washington Terrilory.—For a light-house at 
Gray’s harbor, and for buoying out the channel 
and bar at said harbor, twenty thousand dollars. 

For buoying out the channel of the Columbia 


river, from the mouth of the Willamette river to | 


the caseade of the Columbia river, five thousand 
dollars. 


Sec. 2, dnd be it further enacted, That no por- | 


tion of the money herein appropriated for the 
erection of any light-house or beacon light shall 
be'expended until plans shall be furnished, and 
contracts made, for the entire completion of said 
light-house or beacon light for the sum herein 
appropriated. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of twenty thousand dollars be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated and directed to be paid, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


| dred and ninety-one thousand seven hundred and į 


| servants, thirty-nine thousand eight hundred and 


- offices; of forage in kind for the horses, mules, 


ropriated, for the establishment at the points 
herein named of such ear signals as may prove 
to be satisfactory under the experiments herein- 
before authorized to be made, that is to say: at 
West Quoddy head and Boone Island, in Maine; 
at Boston, in Massachusetts; at Sandy Hook, in 
New York; at Charleston, in South Carolina; at 
Savannah, Georgia; at the Southwest Pass of the 
Mississippi river; and at Galveston. 

Sec. 4. And be ii further enacted, That if pre- 
liminary surveys are required to ascertain the 
necessity forany light-house or other aid provided 
in this bill, or to determine the proper site for the 
same, or to ascertain more fully what.the public 
exigency requires, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause the necessary examinations and sur- 
veys on the sea-board to be made, under the di- 
rection of the Superintendent of the CoastSurvey, 
and those on the Jakes to be made under the di- 
rection of the Bureau of Topographival Engineers; 
and in all cases in which adverse reports are made, 
they shall be submitted to Congress atits next 
sessicn; and in all cases ia which the objects au- 
thorized are favorably reported upon, the works 
may be commenced immediately , after valid titles 
and State jurisdiction shall have been obtained to 
the sites. f 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, Thatthe Scc- 
retary of the Treasury, on the recommendation 
of the Light-House Board, be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, in his discretion, to reéstablish, from 
time to time, such lights as may have been, or 
may hereafter be, discontinued as useless, under 
the authority conferred by the act of third March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, entitled “An act | 
making appropriations for light-houses,” and so | 
forth, whenever, in the judgment of the Secretary | 
of the Treasury, upon the recommendation of the | 
Light-House Board, such reéstablishment is re- || 
quired by pubiic convenience or the necessities of ; 
commerce. i] 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, Thatso much | 
of the act approved March ihree, eighteen hun- 
dred and fjfty-nine, as authorizes the erection of 
range beacons, for crossing the bar and entering 
Galveston bay, Texas, in place of the light ves- 
sel at that place, be, and the same is hereby, ree 
pealed, and the light vessel is hereby directed to | 
be restored. | 

Approven, June 20, 1869. f 


Cuar. CLXII.—An act making Appropriations | 
for the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing the thirtieth of June, cightecn hundred and | 
sixty-one. 1 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 

assembled, That the following sums be, and the | 

same are hereby, appropriated, out ofany moncy į 

in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 

the support of the Army for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, eightcen hundred and sixty- | 
one: | 

For expenses of recruiting, transportation of | 

recruits, three months’ extra pay to non-commis~ 

sioned officers, musicians, and privates on reën- 
listment, fifty thousand dollars. 
For pay of the Army, three million five hun- 


eighty-four dollars. 

For commutation of officers’ subsistence, nine 
hundred and ninety eight thousand four hundred 
and thirty-four dollars and fifty cenis, 

For commutation of forage for officers’ horses, 
one hundred and twenty-four thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty-eight dollars. H 

For payments to discharged soldiers for cloth- || 
ing not drawn, fifty thousand dollars. 

For payments in lieu of clothing for officers’ || 


ninety dollars. HI 

For subsistence in kind, two million and fifty- 
eight thousand six hundred dollars. 

For clothing for the Army, campand garrison 
equipage, and iron bedsteads for barracks, eight 
hundred and thirty-two thousand nine hundred 
and eighty-one dollars and twelve cents. 

For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of fuel for the officers, en- 
listed men, guard, hospitals, storehouses, and 


and oxen of the quartermaster’s departmentat the 


several posts and stations, and with the armies 
in the ficld; for the horses of the two regiments 
of dragoons, the two regiments of cavalry, the 
regiment of mounted riflemen, the companies of 
light artillery, and such companies of infantry 
as may be mounted, and forthe authorized num- 
ber of officers’ horses when serving in the field 
and at the outposts, including bedding for the 
animals; of straw for soldiers’ bedding, and of 
stationery, including blank books for the quarter- 
master’s department, certificates for discharged 
soldiers, blank forms for the pay and quarter- 
master’s departments; and for the printing of di- 
vision and department orders and reports, one 
million five hundred and eighty thousand dol- 
lars. 

For the incidental expenses of the quartermas- 
ter’s department, consisting of postage on letters 
and packets received and sent by officers of the 
Army on public service; expenses of courts-mar- 
tial and courts of inquiry, including the additional 
compensation of judge advocatcs, recorders, mem- 
bers, and witnesses, while on that service, under 
the act of March sixteenth, eighteen hundred and 
two; extra pay to soldiers employed, under the 
direction of the quartermaster’s department, in 
the erection of barracks, quarters, storehouses, 
and hospitals, in the construction of roads, and 
on other constant labor, for periods of not less 
than ten days, under the acts of March second, 
eighteen hundred and nineteen,and August fourth, 


| eighteen hundred and fifty-four, including those 


employed as clerks at division and department 
headquarters; expenses of expresses to and from 
the frontier posts and armies in the field; of cs- 
corts to paymasters and other disbursing officers, 
and to trains where military escorts cannot be 
furnished; expense of the interment of officers 
killed in action, or who die when on duty in the 
ficld, or at the posts on the frontiers, and of non- 
commissioned officers and soldiers; authorized 


| office furniture; hire of laborers in the quarter- 


master’s department, including the hire of inter- 
preters, spies, and guides for the Army, compen- 
sation of clerks of the officers of the quartermas- 


i| ter’s department; compensation of forage and 


wagonmasters, authorized by the act of July fifth, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight; for the appre- 
hension of deserters, and the expenses incident 
to their pursuit; and for the following expenditures 


| required for the two regiments of dragoons, the 


tworegiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted 
riflemen, and such companies of infantry as may 
be mounted, namely: the purchase of traveling 
forges, blacksmiths’ and shoeing tools, horse and 
mule shoes and nails, iron and steel for shoeing, 
hire of veterinary surgeons, medicines for horses 
and mules, picket ropes, and for shoeing the 
horses of the corps named, four hundred and 
seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For constructing barracks and other buildings 
at posts which it may be necessary to occupy 
during the year; for repairing, altering, and en- 
larging buildings at the established posts, includ- 
ing hire or commutation of quarters for officers on 
military duty; hire of quarters for troops; of store- 
houses for the keeping of military stores; of 
grounds for summer cantonments; for temporary 
fronticr stations, including fifteen thousand dol- 
lars for the purchase of stoves, three hundred and 
fifty-nine thousand three hundred and fifty-one 
dollars and fifty-four cents, to be expended as fol- 
lows, viz: 

For rents, including hire or commutation of 
quarters for officers on military duty, hire of quar- 
ters for troops, of storehouses for the safe-keep- 
ing of military stores, of grounds for summer can- 
tonments,and construction and repairs of barracks 
at temporary fronticr stations, for the purchase 
of stoves, and six hundred and eight dollars and 
eighty-seven cents to be paid as back rent for the 
site of Kort Davis, Texas, one hundred and ninety- 
five thousand two hundred and forty-six dollars 
and twenty-nine cents;— Hein 

For repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings 


at established military posts, one hundred and 


thirty-five thousand five hundred and forty-seven 
dollars;— 

For constructing barracks and other buildings 
at the following posts, to wit: at Barrancas bar- 
racks, Key West, Fort Mackinac, in the depart- 


1860.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


489 


Laws of the United States. 


36TH Cone... ler Sass, . 


ment of the east, twenty thousand five hundred 
and seventy-eight dollars and fifty cents; at Be- 
nicia barracks, in the department of California, 
three hundred and six dollars and seventy-five 
cents; at Fort Vancouver, in the department of 
Oregon, seven thousand six hundred and seventy- 
three dollars. i 

For mileage, or the allowance made to officers 
of the Army for the transportation of themselves 
and their baggage, when traveling-on duty with- 
out troops, escorts, or supplies, one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the Army, including the 
baggage of the troops when moving either by land 
or water; of clothing, camp, and garrison equipage, 
from the depotat Philadelphia to the several posts 
and Army depots, and from those depots to the 
troops in the field; of’horse equipments, and of 
subsistence from the places of purchase and from 
the places of delivery under contract, to such places 
as the circumstances of the service may require 
them to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and 
small arms from founderies and armories to the 
arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts, and Army 
depots; freights, wharfage, tolls, and ferriages; 
for the purchase and hire of horses, mules, and 
oxen, and the purchase and repair of wagons, 
carts,and drays, and of ships, and other sea-going 
vessels, and boats required for the transportation 
of supplies, and for garrison purposes; for dray- 
age and cartage at the several posts; hire of team- 
Sters; transportation of funds for the pay and other 


disbursing departments; the expense of sailing || 


public transports on the various rivers, the Gulf 
of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific; and for 
procuring water at such posts as, from their situ- 
ation, require that it be brought from a distance; 
and for clearing roads, and removing obstructions 
therein to the extent which may be required for 
the actual operations of the troops on the frontier, 
two million three hundred and sixty thousand 
dollars. 

For the purchase of horses for the two regi- 
ments of dragoons, the two regiments of cavalry, 
and the regiment of mounted riflemen, one hun- 
dred and fifteen thousand dollars. 

For contingencies of the Army, twenty-five 
thousand dollars. 

For thé medical and hospital departments, sev- 
enty-six thousand two hundred and twenty-five 
dollars and fifty cents. 

For contingent expenses of the Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s department at department headquarters, five 
hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the clerk and messenger 
in the office of the commanding general, two thou- 
sand dollars. : 

For contingent expenses of the office of the 
commanding general, three hundred dollars. 

For armament of fortifications, two hundred 
thousand dollars. 

For the current expenses of the ordnance ser- 
vice, one hundred and fifty-six thousand dollars. 

For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, 
including horse equipments for the mounted regi- 
ments, two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For horses and horse medicines for the batte- 
ries of light artillery, thirty thousand dollars, 

For the manufacture of arms at the national 


armories, two hundred and fifty thousand dol- | 


lars. 

For repairs and improvements and new ma- 
chinery at Springfield armory, Massachusetts, of 
which twelve thousand dollars may be applicd to 
the purchase of land on the north side of the new 
water shops, sixty-three thousand six hundred 
and twenty-five dollars. 

For repairs and improvements and new ma- 
chinery at Harper’s Ferry armory, sixty-five 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the Allegheny arsenal, six thousand three 
hundred and fifty-eight dollars. 

For the Benicia arsenal, fifty thousand dollars. 

For Charleston arsenal, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For Fort Monroe arsenal, twenty-three thou- 
sand four hundred and fifty dollars. 

For New York arsenal, one thousand one hun- 
dred dollars. 

For North Carolina arsenal, repairs, and gas 
fixtures, five thousand five hundred dollars. 

For St. Louis arsenal, three thousand seven 
hundred and fifty dollars. 


For Texas arsenal, forty-three thousand dol- 
ars, 

For Washington arsenal, two thousand five 
hundred dollars, 

For Watertown arsenal, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

i For Watervliet arsenal, eleven thousand dol- 
ars, 

For contingencies of arsenals, twenty thousand 
dollars. 

_ For surveys for military defenses, geograph- 
ical explorations, and reconnoissances for militar 
purposes, and surveys with the armies in the fiel 

fifty thousand dollars. 

For purchase and repairs of instruments, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For printing charts of lake surveys, ten thou- 
sann dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the northern and 
| northwestern lakes, including Lake Superior, 
seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For the manufacture or purchase of apparatus 
and equipments for field signals, two thousand 
dollars. And that there be added to the staff of 
the Army one signal officer, with the rank, pay, 
and allowances of a major of cavalry, who shall 
have charge, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, of all signal duty, and of all books, pa- 
pers, and apparatus connected therewith. : 

For surveys and selections of siteg, and for 
plans and estimates for military posts on or near 
| the valley of the Red River of the North, between 
the forty-sixth and forty-ninth degrees of north 
latitude, and at or near Fort Cobb, in the Indian 
Territory, five thousand dollars, and that a re- 
port thereon be made to the next session of Con- 
gress. 

For reconstructing the stables at Carlisle bar- 
racks, eight thousand and fifty dollars. 

To enable the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
to settle the suspended accounts of officers for 
disbursements through the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral’s department for supplies furnished and stores 
transported for the three companies of volunteers 
celled into the service of the United States in the 
Territory of Kansas, in eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, by authority of the War Department, 
the sum of five thousand dollars, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to re- 
store to their relatives in Wisconsin four orphan 
children of Edward Miltimore, whose parents and 
brothers and sisters were massacred on or about 
the thirty-first day of August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-nine, about one hundred miles north of 


3 


j| Salt Lake City, by a party of Indians, (or Mor- 


mons disguised as such,) and who escaped the 
massacre and found refuge at Camp Floyd, fifteen 
hundred dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be 
added to the medical corps of the Army four sur- 
geons and fourassistant surgeons, to be appointed 
in accordance with the existing laws. 

Sec. 3. And be tt further enacted, That the fol- 
lowing sums be, and they are hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not 


i cations: 

Fort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, New 
York, ten thousand dollars. ; 

Fort Knox, Penobscot bay, Maine, twenty 
thousand dollars. i 

Fort on Hog Island Ledge, Portland harbor, 
Maine, thirty thousand dollars. 

Fort Winthrop, Boston harbor, Massachusetts, 
ten thousand dollars. 

Fort at the entrance of New Bedford harbor 
Massachusetts, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island, 
five thousand dollars. 

Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York, fif- 
teen thousand dollars. 

Fort on the site of Fort Tompkins, Staten Isl- 
and, New York, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Additional batteries at Fort Hamilton, at the 
Narrows, New York, fifty thousand dollars. 

Fort Carroll, Baltimore harbor, Maryland, fifty 
thousand dollars. 

Fort Delaware, Delaware river, fifty thousand 
dollars. a 

Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia, five 
i thousand dollars. 


otherwise appropriated, for the following fortifi- | 


Artesian well at Fort Monroe, six thousand 
dollars, 3 

Repairing Government bridge over 
near Fort Monroe, five hundred dolla 

Fort Calhoun, Ham 
thousand dollars, Ma 

For repairs of Fort Moultrie, Charleston har- 
bor, South Carolina, eight thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

Fort. Clinch, Amelia. Island 
thousand dollars. 

Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, seventy thou- 
sand dollars, 

Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, 
five thousand dollars. 

Fort McRee, and preservation of site, Pensa- 
cola, Florida, ten thousand dollars. 

Fort Gaines, Dauphin Island, Mobile bay, Ala- 
bama, twenty thousand dollars. 

Fortifications on Ship Island, coast of Missis- 
sippi, twenty thousand dollars. 

Fort Jackson, on Mississippi river, fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. 

Fort St. Philip, on Mississippi river, ten thou- 
sand dollars, . 

Fortifications for defense of entrance into Gal- 
veston harbor, twenty thousand dollars. 

Fort at Fort Point, San Francisco, including 
outworks, fifty thousand dollars. 

Fort at Alcatraz Island, San Francisco bay, 
California, twenty-five thousand dollars, 

Contingent expenses of fortifications, preserva- 
tion of sites, protection of titles, and repair of 
sudden damage, thirty thousand dollars. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the allow- 
ance of sugar and coffec to the non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates of the Army, as 
fixed by the seventeenth section of the act of the 
fifth of July, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 
shall hereafter be ten pounds of coffee and fifteen 
pounds of sugar for every one hundred rations. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the State of 
Iowa such sums of money as were paid by that 
State to troops called out by the Governor of lowa 
in eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-eight, and eighteen hundred and 
fifty-nine, to protect the frontier from Indian in- 
cursions: Provided, The Secretary shall be satis- 
fied that there was a necessity for calling out these 
troops; that the amounts have been actually paid 
by the State; that no greater pay or allowances 
be given than were received by officers and sol- 
diers of equal grade at that period in the United 
States Army, and that the amount so to be paid 
shall not exceed the sum of eighteen thousand 
nine hundred and eighty-eight dollars and eighty- 
four cents: Provided further, That compensation 
shall only be allowed for the period during which 
said troops were actively employed in military 
service. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of the second section of the act of third 
| March, eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, chapter 
eighty-three, be extended so as to include all the 
moneys advanced by the State of Texas in pay- 
ment of volunteers called out in defense of the 
frontier of that State, since the twenty-eighth of 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five: Pro- 
vided, The Secretary of War shall be satisfied that 
there was necessity for calling out these troops; 
that they were called out by competent authority, 
and that the amount so claimed was actually paid 
by the said State. And that the amount hereby 
provided for shall not exceed the sum of one hun- 
dred and twenty-three thousand five hundred and 
forty-four dollars and fifty-one cents: Provided 
further, That compensation shall only be allowed 
for the period during which such troops were 
actively employed in military service. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
twelfth section of the act of third March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven, be extended so as to 
embrace the pay proper and allowances of the 
militia of New Mexico therein named: Provided, 
They shall receive no greater pay and allowances 
than were given to officers and soldiers of equal 
grade at that period in the United States service, 
and that the amount hereby appropriated shall 
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nine dollars: Provided further, That compensation 
shall only be allowed for the period during which 
said troops were-actively employed in military 
service. 

Suc. 8. And be it further enacted, That upon the 
passage of this act, or as soon thereafter as prac- 
ticable, a commission shall be appointed, in the 
manner hereinafter designated, to consist of two 
Senators, two members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and two officers of the Army, which 
commission shall examine into the organization, 
syatem of discipline, and course of instruction of 
the United States Military Academy, with a view 
to ascertain what modification, or changes, ifany, 
are desirable in order that the Academy shall best 
accomplish the objects of its establishment. That 
the said commission shall report the result of its 
examination to the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. That 
the commissioners from the Senate shall be ap- 
pointed by the President of the Senate, those from 
the House of Representatives by the Speaker of 
the House, and those from the Army by the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

Src. 9. And beit further enacted, That the sum 
of fifteen hundred dollars be, and the same is here- 
by, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to defray the 
expenses of said commission. 

Ec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the lot 
of iand in the city of San Antonio, Texas, given 
to'the United States on the fifth day of March, 
eighteen hundred fifty-seven, as a site for an 
arsenal and barracks, but for which.it has been 
found to be. unsuitable, be, and the same is, re- 
conveyed to the said city of San Antonio. 

Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Crap. CLXIV.—An Act providing for the pun- 
ishment of Marshals and Deputy Marshals of 
the United States, or other Ministerial Officers, 
for permitting the escape of Prisoners in their 
custody. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever any marshal, deputy 
marshal, or other ministerial officer, shall have in 
his custody any prisoner by virtue of process 
issued under the laws of the United States by any 
court, judge, or commissioner, and such marshal, 
deputy marshal or other ministerial officer, shall 
voluntarily suffer such prisoner to escape, the 
officer so offending shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof in any 
district or circuit court of the United States, shali 
be fined or imprisoned, or both, according to the 
discretion of the court in which such conviction 
shall take place, having respect to the nature of 
the crime with which the escaped prisoner shall 
have been charged, in a sum not exceeding two 
thousand dollars, and for a term not exceeding 
two years. This act shall be taken and construed 
to apply not only to cases in which the prisoner 
who escaped was charged, or found guilty of an 
offense against the laws of the United States, but 
also to cases in which a prisoner may be in cus- 
tody charged with offenses against any foreign 
Government with whom the United States have 
treaties of extradition. 

Appnoven, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar. CLKV.—An Act to establish a Mail six 
times a week from Sacramento, in California, 
to Olympia, in the Territory of Washington. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, ‘That the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed, to so modify 
the contract with the contractors now performing 
services on routes twelve thousand five hundred 
and forty-three and twelve thousand five hundred 
and fifty-five, so as to provide forthe conveyance 
of the entire United States mail, in four-horse 
stages, daily, ata schedule of seven days, from 

April first to December first, and twelve days the 

remainder of the year, from Sacramento, via 

Yreka, Jacksonville, Roseburg, Oakland, and 

Salem, to Portland, Oregon, for a compensation 

of ninety thousand dollars per year, the contract 

to expire September fifteen, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-four; and that the Postmaster General be, 


and is-hereby, authorized and directed to estab- 
lish a service six times a week, at a schedule of 
thirty-six hours throughout the year, from Port- 
Jand; Oregon, via Vancouver, Saint Hellen’s, and 
Monticello, to Olympia, in Washington Terri- 
tory, by a contract, at a rate of compensation not 
to exceed the rate per mile allowed from Sacra- 
mente to Portland, with steamer service from 
Portland to Cowlitz, and from Cowlitz to Olym- 
pia by four-horse stages; and the Postmaster 
General is directed to discontinue the ocean ser- 
vice from San Francisco to Olympia, via Portland 
and Astoria, Oregon, so soon as the service con- 
templated by this act is established. 
Aprroven, June 21, 1860, 


Cuar. CLXVI.—An Act confirming certain Land 
Entries under the third section of the act of 
third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
entitled ‘An Act making Appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department, during 
the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six.” 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all entries which have heretofore 
been allowed by registers and receivers, and in 
regard to which no adverse claims have arisen 
under decisions of the Secretary of the Interior, 
or of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, setting aside such entries, under that por- 
tion of the third proviso to the first section of an 
act,approved third March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal yearending the thirtieth of June, 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-six,” in the 
following words: ‘‘ Thateach contractorengaged, 
or to be engaged, in carrying the mails through 
any of the Territories west of the Mississippi, 
shall have the privilege of occupying stations at 
the rate of not more than one for every twenty 
miles of the route on which he carries a mail, and 
shall have a preémption right therein when the 
same shall be brought into market, to the extent 
of six hundred and forty acres, to be taken con- 
tiguously, and to include his improvements; but 
no such preémption right shall extend toany pass 
in a mountain or other defile,” be, and the same 
are hereby, confirmed, subject to any bona fide 
claim under any law of the United States to the 
whole or any portion of the lands embraced in 
said entries or locations made prior or subsequent 
to the date of the selection thereof by the persons 
aforesaid; and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office is hereby directed to issue a patent 
for the lands embraced in said entries, upon pay- 
ment of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre 
for the land embraced in such patent: Provided, 
That each contractor shall satisfy the Secretary 
of the Interior that he has complied with the 
terms of his contract, and that said entries have 
been used and occupied as stations on the line of 
the route during the existence of his contract; and 
that the provisions of this act shall be restricted 
to one and the first bona fide set of preémptions on 
one and the same line of route. 

Sxc.2. And be it further enacted, Thatno rights, 
from.and after the passage of this act, shall accrue 
under the provisions of the aforesaid act of third 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, which pro- 
visions arc hereby repealed, saving all rights here- 
tofore acquired, or those provided for in the fore- 
going; and that, for the purpose of facilitating the 
transportation of the public mails of the United 
States west of the Mississippi river to the Pacific 
ocean, and intermediate points, the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized, upon 
the application of the Postmaster General, to re- 
serve, as mail stations, for the use and occupancy 
of mail contractors, during the existence of their 
contracts, a quantity of public lands, not exceed- 
ing the area of one section, at any and all such 
localities as, in his judgment, are deemed neces- 
sary or advisable, to be taken where the public 
surveys have been made, according to the lines 
of those surveys; but where stations have been, 
or may hereafter be, designated in advance of the 
public surveys, such stations shall be laid off, 
under the direction of the Postmaster General, in 
asquare form, with power to order the adjustment 


hereafter of such boundaries, to conform to the 
lines of the public surveys, if such adjustment be 
deemed advisable, which lands thus reserved as 
stations shall be held as permanent mail service 
reservations, not subject to the operation of any 
existing preémption or other general land laws. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That when- 
ever, from any cause, any of the reservations 
made under the second section of this act, shall 
be no longer needed for the purposes originally 
intended, or the convenience of the service shall 
require a change of location, the reservation thus 
abandoned by the Postmaster General shall be laid 
off into suitable lots or parcels, and sold at public 
sale to the highest bidderafter atleast three months’ 
public notice, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, and patents therefor shall issue as 
in the case of the sale of other public lands, and 
all laws, or parts of laws, heretofore passed, 
granting the preémption privilege to mail con- 
tractors be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 
but this repeal is not to affect any rights which 
may have actually vested under those laws before 
the passage of this act. 

Approyen, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar. CLKXVIT.—An Act to confirm certain Pri- 
vate Land Claims in the Territory of New 
Mexico. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the private land claims in the 
Territory of New Mexico, as recommended for 
confirmation by the surveyor general of that Ter- 
ritory, and in is letter to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, of the twelfth of Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, designated 
as numbers one, three, four, six, eight, nine, ten, 
twelve, fourteen, fiftcen, sixteen, seventeen, and 
eighteen, and the claim of E. W. Eaton, notentered 
on the corrected list of numbers, but standing on 
the original docket and abstract returns of the sur- 
veyor general as number sixteen, be, and they 
are hereby, confirmed: Provided, That the claim 
number nine, in the name of John Scolley and 
others, shall not be confirmed for more than five 
square leagues; and that the claim number sev- 
enteen, in the name of Cornelio Vigil and Ceran 
St. Vrain, shall not be confirmed for more than 
eleven square leagues to each of said claimants. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in sur- 
veying the claim of said John Scolly it shall be 
lawful for him to locate the five square leagues 
confirmed to him in a square body in any part or 
the tract of twenty-five square leagues claimed by 
him; and that in surveying the claims of said 
Cornelio Vigil and Ceran St. Vrain, the location 
shall be made as follows, namely: the survey 
shall first be made of all tracts occupied by actual 
settlers holding possession under titles or prom- 
ises to settle, which have heretofore been given 
by said Vigil and St. Vrain, in the tracts claimed 
by them, and after deducting the area of all such 
tracts from the area embraced in twenty-two 
square leagues, the remainder shall be located in 
two equal tracts, each of square form, in any part 
of the tract claimed by the said Vigil and St. 
Vrain selected by them; and it shall be the duty 
of the surveyor general of New Mexico imme- 
diately to proceed to make the surveys and loca- 
tions authorized and required by the terms of this 
section. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the pri- 
vate Jand claims in the Territory of New Mexico, 
as recommended for confirmation by said sur- 
veyor general in his reports and abstract marked 
exhibit A, as communicated to Congress by the 
Secretary of the Interior in his letter dated the 
third of February, eighteen hundred and sixty, 
and numbered from twenty to thirty-eight, both 
inclusive, be, and the same are hereby, con- 
firmed, with the exception of the claim num- 
bered twenty-six, in the name of Juan B. Vigil, 
which claim, numbered twenty-six, is not con- 
firmed. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the fore- 
going confirmation shall only be construed as 
quit-claims or relinquishments, on the partof the 
United States, and shall not affect the adverse 
rights of any other person or persons whomso- 
ever, 
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Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That it shall 
or may be lawful for the said Juan B. Vigil or 
any person claiming title under him to institute 
suit against the United States for the lands claimed 
and embraced in said claim number twenty-six, 
not confirmed under the provisions of the third 
section of this act; said suit to be instituted in the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, 
to be defended by the district attorney of the 
United States for said Territory, under the direc- 
tion of the Attorney General of the United States, 
with the right of appeal to either party from the 
decision of said supreme court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, if such appeal be 
asked for within one year from the rendition of 
the judgment in said supreme court of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, and not thereafter: Pro- 
vided, That if the suit authorized by thiqasection 
be not instituted within two years from the pas- 
sage of this act, the said claimants shall be pre- 
sumed to have abandoned all right or title to the 
lands embraced in said claim number twenty-six, 
and said lands shal! thenceforth be held and 
deemed to be publiclands belonging to the United 
States: And provided further, That in the determ- 
ination of the suit authorized to be instituted by 
the terms of this section, the courts shall be gov- 
erned by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the 
law of nations, the laws, usages, and customs of 
the Government from which the claim is derived, 
the principles of equity, and the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, so far as 
they are applicable. 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for the heirs of Luis Maria Baca, who 
make claim to the said tract of land as is claimed 
by the town of Las Begas, to select instead of the 
land claimed by them, an equal quantity of vacant 
land, not mineral, in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, to be located by them in square bodies, not 
exceeding five in number. And it shall be the 
duty of the surveyor general of New Mexico, to 
make survey and location of the lands so selected 
by said heirs of Baca when thereunto required 
by them: Provided, however, That the right hereby 
granted to said heirs of Baca shail continue in 
force during three years from the passage of this 
act, and no longer. 

Approven, June 21, 1860. 


é ew 
Cuar. CLXXIX.—An Act to carry into effect 
provisions of the Treaties between the United 

States, China, Japan, Siam, Persia, and other 

countries, giving certain judicial powers to Min- 

isters and Consuls or other functionaries of the 

United States in those countries, and for other 

purposes, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, to carry into full effect the pro- 
visions of the treaties of the United States with 
the empires of China, Japan, and Siam, respect- 
ively, the minister and the consuls of the United 
States, duly appointed to reside in each of the 
said countries, shall, in addition to other powers 
and duties imposed upon them, respectively, by 
the provisions of such treatics, respectively, be 
invested with the judicial authority herein de- 
scribed, which shall appertain to the said office 
of ministerand consul, and be a part of the duties 
belonging thereto, wherein the same is allowed 
by treaty. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, Thatin regard 
to crimes and misdemeanors, the said public func- 
tionaries are hereby fully empowered to arraign 
and try, in the manner herein provided, all citi- 
zens of the United States charged with offenses 
against law, which shall be committed in such 
countries, respectively, and, upon conviction, to 
sentence such offenders in the manner herein au- 
thorized; and the said functionaries, and each of 
them, are hereby authorized to issue all such 
processes as are suitable and necessary to carry 
this authority into execution. f 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, in re- 
gard to civil rights, whether of property or person, 
the said functionaries are hereby invested with all 
the judicial authority necessary to execute the 
provisions of such treaties, respectively, and shall 
entertain jurisdiction in matters of contract at the 
port where, or nearest to whicl 


made, orat the port at which, or nearest to which, 
it was to be executed; and in all other matters at 
the port where, or nearest to which, the cause of 
controversy arose, or at the port where, or near- 
est to which, the damage complained of was sus- 
tained, any such port above named being always 
one of the ports at which the United States are 
represented by consuls; which jurisdiction shall 
embrace all controversies between citizens of the 
United States, or others, provided for by such 
treaties, réspectively. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That such 
jurisdiction in criminal and civil matters shall, in 
all cases, be exercised and enforced in conformity 
with the laws of the United States, which are 
hereby, so far as is necessary to execute such 
treaties, respectively, extended over all citizens 
of the United States in the said countries, (and 
over all others to the extent that the terms of the 
said treaties, respectively, justify or require,) so 
far as such laws are suitable to carry the said 
treatics into effect; but in all cases where such 
Jaws are not adapted to the object, or are deficient 
in the provisions necessary to furnish suitable 
remedies, the common law, including equity and 
admiralty, shall be extended in like manner over 
such citizens and others in the said countries; and 
if defects stiil remain to be supplied, and neither 
the common law, including equity and admiralty, 
nor the statutes of the United States, furnish ap- 
propriate and suitable remedies, the ministers in 
the said countries, respectively, shall, by decrees 
and regulations which shall have the force of law, 
supply such defects and deficiencies. 

EC. 5. And be it further enacted, That in order 
to organize and carry into effect the system of 
jurisprudence demanded by such treaties, respect- 
ively, the said ministers, with the advice of the 
several consuls in each of the said countries, re- 
spectively, or so many of them as can be conve- 
niently assembled, shall prescribe the forms of all 
processes which shall be issued by any of said 
consuls; the mode of executing, and the time of 
returning the same; the manner in which trials 
shall be conducted, and how the records thereof 
shall be kept; the form of oaths for Christian 
witnesses, and the mode of examining all other 
witnesses; the costs which shall be allowed to 
the prevailing party, and the fees which shall be 
paid for judicial services to defray necessary ex- 
penses; the manner in which all officers and agents 
to execute process, and to carry this act into effect, 
shall be appointed and compensated; the form of 
bail-bonds,and thesecurity which shall berequired 
of the party who appeals from the decision of a 
consul; and generally, without further enumcra- 
tion, to make all such decrees and regulations, 
from time to time, under the provisions of this 
act, as the exigency may demand; and all such 
regulations, decrees, and orders shall be plainly 
drawn up in writing, and submitted, as above prò- 
vided, for the advice of the consuls, or as many 
of them as can_be consulted without prejudicial 
delay or inconvenience, who shall each signify 
his assent or dissent in writing, with his name 
subscribed thereto; and after taking such advice, 
and considering the same, the minister, in the said 
countries, respectively, may, nevertheless, by 
causing the decree, order, or regulation to be pub- 
lished with his signature thereto, and the opinions 
of his advisers inscribed thereon, make it to be- 
come binding and obligatory, until annulled or 
modified. by Congress; and it shall take effect 
from the publication, or any subsequent day 
thereto named in the act. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all such 
regulations, orders, and decrees, shall, as speedily 
as may be after publication, be transmitted by the 
said ministers, with the opinions of their advisers, 
as drawn up by them severally, to the Secretary 
of State, to be laid before Congress for revision. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That each of 
the consuls aforesaid, at the port for which he is 
appointed, shall be competent, under the author- 
ity herein contained, upon facts within his own 
knowledge, or which he has good reason to be- 
lieve true, or upon complaint made, or informa- 
tion filed in writing and authenticated in such 
way as shall be prescribed by the minister, to 
| issue his warrant for the arrest of any eitizen of 
the United States charged with committing in the 
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rested, to arraign and try-any such offender; and 
upon conviction, to sentence him to punishmentin 
the manner herein prescribed; always meting out 
punishment in a manner proportioned to the of- 
fense; which puniShment shall, in all cases, except 
as is herein otherwise provided, be either fine or 
imprisonment. aes i 5 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That any con- 
sul, when sitting alone for ‘the trial of. offenses, 
or misdemeanors, shall finally decide all cases 
where the fine imposed does not exceed one hun- 
dred dollars, or the term of imprisonment does 
not exceed sixty days, And there shall be no 
appeal therefrom except as provided in section 
eleven of this act. But no fine imposed by a con- 
sul for a contempt committed in the presence of 
the court, or for failing to obey a summons from 
the same, shall exceed fifty dollars, nor shall the 
imprisonment exceed twenty-four hours for the 
same contempt. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That when 
sitting alone he may also decide all cases in which 
the fine imposed does not exceed five hundred 
dollars, or the term of imprisonment does not 
exceed ninety days; but in all such cases, if the 
fine exceeds one hundred dollars, or the term of 
imprisonment for misdemeanor exceeds ninety 
days, the defendants (or any of them, if there be 
more than one) may take the case, by appeal, 
before the minister of the United States, if al- 
lowed jurisdiction, cither upon errors of law or 
matters of fact, under such rules as may be pre- 
scribed by the minister for the prosecution of ap- 
peals in such cases. ee 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever, in any case, the consul shall be of opinion 
that, by reason of the legal questions which may 
arise therein, assistance will be useful to him, er 
whenever he shal} be of opinion thata severer 
punishment than those above specified will be re- 
quired, he shall, in either case, sammon one or 
more citizens of the United States, not exceeding 
four in number, taken by lot from a list of indi- 
viduals which shall have been submitted. pre- 
viously to the minister for his approval, but in 
capital cases not less than four, who shall be per- 
sons of good repute and competent to the duty, 
to sit with him in the trial, and who, after so sit- 
ting upon the trial, shall each enter upon the rec- 
ord his judgment and opinion, and sign the same. 
The consul shall, however, give judgment in the 
case; but if his decision is opposed by the opin- 
ion of one or more of his associates, the case, 
without further proceedings, together with the 
evidence and opinions, shall be referred to the 
minister for his final adjudication, either by en- 
tering up judgment therein, or remitting the same 
tothe consul with instructions how to proceed 
therewith; but in all such cases, except capital 
offenses, if the consul and his associates concur 
in opinion, the decision shall be final, except asis 
provided in section nine of this act. . 

Sec. 11. And be it further enucted, That the con- 
suls aforesaid, and each of them, at the port for 
which he is appointed, shall have jurisdiction, as 
is herein provided, in all civil cases arising under 
such treaties, respectively, wherein the damage 
demanded does not exceed the sum of five hun- 
dred dollars; and if he sees fit to decide the same 
without aid, his decision thereon shall be final; 
but if, in his judgment, any case involves legal 
perplexities, and assistance will be useful, or if 
the damage demanded excceds five hundred dol- 
lars, in either such case it shall be his duty to 
summon to his aid, from a list of individuals which 
shall have been nominated for the purposes of this 
act to the minister and received his approval, not 
less than two nor more than three citizens of the 
United States, if such are residing at the port, of 
good repute and competent to the duty, who shall 


| with him hear any such case; and if the consul 


and his associates concur in opinion, the judgment 
shall be final; but if the associates, or any of 
them, differ from the consul, the opinions of all 
shall be noted on the record, and cach shall sub- 
scribe his name to his assent to or dissent from 
the consul, with such reasons therefor as he thinks 
proper to assign, and cither party may thereupon 
appeal, under such regulations as may exist, to 
the minister; but if no appeal is lawfully claimed, 
the decision of the consul shall be final and con- 
clusive. 
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Sec. 12. And beit further enacted, That in all 
cases, criminal and civil, the evidence shall be 
taken down in writing in open court, under such 
regulationsas niay be made for that purpose; and 


all objections to the competency or character of- 


testimony shall be noted, with the ruling in all 
such cages, and the evidence shall be part of the 
cage. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the 
minister of the United States in the country to 
which he is appointed shall, in addition to his 

ower to make regulations and decrees, as herein 
provided, be fully authorized to hear and decide 
all cases, criminal and civil, which may come be- 
fore him, by appeal, under the provisions of this 
act, and to issue all processes necessary to exe- 
cute the power conferred upon him; and he is 
hereby fully empowered to decide finally any case 
upon the evidence which comes up with it, or to 
hear the parties further, if he thinks justice will 
be promoteé thereby; and he may also prescribe 
the rules upon which new trials may be granted, 
either by the consuls or by himself, if asked for 
upon justifiable grounds. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases, except as is herein otherwise provided, the 
a a of crime provided for by this act shall 

e by fine or imprisonment, or both, at the discre- 
tion of the functionary who decides the case, but 
subject to the regulations herein contained, and 
such as may hereafter be made. It shall, how- 
ever, be the duty of each and every functionary 
to allot punishment according to the magnitude 
and*aggravation of the offense; and all who re- 
fuse or neglect to comply with the sentence passed 
upon them shall stand committed until they do 
comply, or are discharged by order of the consul, 
with the consent of the minister in the country. 

Sec. 15. And beit further enacted, That murder 
and insurrection, or rebellion against the Govern- 
ment of either of the said countries, with intent 
to subvert the same, shall be capital offenses, pun- 
ishable with death; but no person shall be con- 
victed of either of said crimes unless the consul 
and his associates in the trial all concur in opin- 
ion, and the minister also approves of the convic- 
tion; but it shall always be lawful to convict one 

ut upon trial for either of these crimes, of a 
esser offenseofa similar character, if the evidence 
justifies it; and when so convicted, to punish, as 
for other offenses, by fine or imprisonment, or 
both. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever any one shall be convicted of either of the 
crimes punishable with death, as aforesaid, in 
either of the said countries, it shall be the duty of 
the minister to issue his warrant for the execution 
of such convict, appointing the time, place, and 
manner; but if the said minister shall be satisfied 
that the ends of public justice demand it, he may, 
from time to time, postpone such execution; and 
if he finds mitigatory circamstances which may 
authorize it, may submit the case to the President 
of the United States for pardon. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the minister in each of the said 
countries to establish a tariff of fees for judicial 
services, which shall be paid by such parties, and 


to such persons, as said minister shall direct; and | 


the proceeds shall, as far as is necessary, be ap- 
plied to defray the expenses incident to the cxe- 
cution of this act; and regular accounts, both of 
receipts and expenditures, shall be kept by the 
said minister and consuls, and transmitted annu- 
ally to the Secretary of State. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That, in all 
criminal cases which are not of a heinous charac- 
ter, it shall be lawful for the parties aggrieved or 
concerned therein, with the assent of the minister 
in the country, or consul, to adjust and settle the 
same among themselves, upon pecuniary or other 
considerations. 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty also of the said ministers and the con- 
suls to encourage the settlement of controversies 
of a civil character, by mutual agreement, or to 
submit them to the decision of referees agreed 
upon by the parties, a majority of whom shall 
have power to decide the matter. And it shall be 
the duty of the minister in each country to pre- 
pare a form of submission for such cases, to be 
signed by the parties, and acknowledged before 


| 


| 


the consul; and when partics have so agreed to 
refer, the referees may, after suitable notice of the 
time and place of meeting for the trial, proceed ex 
parte, in case either party refuses or neglects to 
appear; and, after hearing any case, may deliver 
their award, sealed, to the consul, who, in court, 
shall open the same; and, if he accepts it, he shall 
indorse the fact, and judgement shall be rendered 
thereon, and execution issue in compliance with 
the terms thereof: Provided, however, That the 
parties may always settle the same beiore return 
thereof is made to the consul. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the min- 
isters aforesaid and consuls shall be fully author- 
ized to call upon the local authorities to sustain 
and support them in the execution of the powers 
confided to them by said treaty, and on their part 
to do and perform whatever is necessary to carry 
the provisions of said treaties into full effect, so 
far as they are to be executed in the said countries, 
respectively. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of this act, so faras the same relate to 
crimes and offenses committed by citizens of the 
United States, shall extend to Turkey, under the 
treaty with the Sublime Porte of May seventh, 
eighteen hundred and thirty, and shall be executed 
in the Ottomon dominions in conformity with the 
provisions of said treaty, and of this act, by the 
minister of the United Bates and the consuls of 
the United States [appointed] to reside therein, 
who are hereby ew officio vested with the powers 
herein conferred upon ghe minister and consuls 
in China, for the purposes above expressed, so 
far as regards the punishment of crime, and also 
fortheexercise of jurisdiction in civil cases wherein 
the same is permitted by the laws of Turkey, or 
its usages in its intercourse with the Franks or 
other forcign Christian nations. 

Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That'the word 
minister, when used in this act, shall be under- 
stood to mean the person invested with, and ex- 
ercising, the principal diplomatic functions in each 
of the countries mentioned in the first section of 
this act. ‘I'he word consul shall be understood 
to mean any person invested by the United States 
with, and exercising, the functions of consul gen- 
eral, vice consul general, consul, or vice consul in 
any of the countries herein named. And if at any 
time there be no minister of the United States in 
either of the countries hereinbefore mentioned, the 
judicial duties which are imposed by this act upon 
the minister shall devolve upon the consul general 
or consul residing at the capital of the country, 
who is hereby authorized and required to discharge 
the same. 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That all such 
officers shall be responsible for their conduct to 
the United States, and to the laws thereof, not 
only as diplomatic or consular functionaries, re- 
spectively, but as judicial officers, when they per- 
form judicial duties, and shall be held liable for all 
negligences and misconduct as public officers. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That capital 
cases for murder or insurrection against the Gov- 
ernment of either of the countries hereinbefore 


| mentioned, by citizens of the United States, or 


for offenses against the public peace amounting to 
felony under the laws of the United States, may 
be tried before the minister of the United States 
in the country where the offense is committed if 
allowed jurisdiction; and it shall be competent 
for each of the said ministers to issue all manner 
of writs, to prevent the citizens of the United 
States from enlisting in the military or naval service 
of either of the said countries, to make war upon 
any foreign Power with whom the United States 
are at’peace, or in the service of one portion of 
the people against any other portion of the same 
people; aud he may carry out this power by a 
resort to such force as may at the time be within 


| his reach, belonging to the United States. 


Sec. 25. And be it further enacted, That the 


President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- | 


point marshals for such of the consular courts in 
the said countries as he may think proper, not to 
exceed seven in number, namely, one in Japan, 
four in China, one in Siam, and one in Turkey, 
who shall each receive an annual salary of one 
thousand dollars per annum, in addition to the 
fees allowed by the regulations of the said minis- 
ters, respectively, in the said countries; and it shall 


be the duty of the said marshals, respectively, to 
execute all pracess issued by the minister of the 
United States, in the said countries, respectively, 
or by the consul at the port at which they reside, 
and to make due return of the same to the officer 
by whom the same was issued, and to conform, 
in all respects, to the regulations prescribed by 
the said ministers, respectively, in regard to their 
duties. And the said marshals shall give bond for 
the faithful performance of the duties of the office, 
before entering upon the duties of the same, which 
bond shall be in a penal sum not to exceed ten 
thousand dollars, with two sureties to be approved 
by the Secretary of State of the United States; 
and the said bond shall be transmitted to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and a certified copy thereof 
be lodged in the office of the minister. And in case 
any peron aggrieved by the misconduct of any 
of the said marshals should desire to bring suit 
upon any of the said bonds, it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, or the minister 
having custody of a copy of the same, to furnish 
the person so applying with a certified copy there- 
of, upon which copy so furnished and certified 
suit may be brought and prosecuted with the same 
effect as could be done upon the original: Pro- 
vided, That upon a plea of non est factum verified 
upon oath, or any other good cause shown, the 
court or the consul or minister trying the cause 
may require the original to be produced; and when 
so required, it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to forward the original bond to 
the court or consul or minister requiring the same: 
And provided further, That before a copy of any 
such bond shall be furnished for suit, it shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, or the 
minister to whom the application is made, to re- 
quire prima facia proof, to be judged of by the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the minister having 
charge of the copy, that there is probable cause 
of action against the marshal making the bond: 
And provided further, That all rules, orders, writs, 
and processes of every kind which are intended 
to operate or be enforced against any of the said 
marshals, in any of the countries named in this 
act, shall be directed to and executed by such per- 
son as may be appointed for that purpose by the 
ministcr or consul issuing the same. 

Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That the 
President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
allow, in the adjustment of the accounts of cach 
of the said ministers or consuls, the actual ex- 
penses of the rent of: suitable buildings, or parts 
of buildings to be used as prisons for American 
convicts in said countries, not to exceed in any 
case the rate of six hundred dollars a year; and 
also the wages of the keepers of the same, and for 
the care of offenders, not to exceed, in any case, 
the sum of eight hundred dollars per annum, and 
provided that no more than onc prison shall be 
hired in Japan, four in China, one in Turkey, 
and one in Siam, at such port or ports as the min- 
ister, with the sanction of the President, may des- 
ignate. 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That the 
jurisdiction of the respective ministers in the coun- 
tries hereinbefore named, where the same is al- 
lowed by treaty, in all matters of civil redress or 
of crimes, except in the cases mentioned in the 
twenty-fourth section, shall be appellate only, and 
to be exercised wherever in the said countries 
they may be respectively, except also in cases 
where a consular officer shall happen to be inter- - 
ested either as party or witness, in which case 
original jurisdiction is invested in the said minis- 
ters, respectively. 

Sec. 28, And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of this act be, and the same are hereby; 
extended to Persia in respect to all suits and dis- 
putes which may arise between citizens of the 
United States therein; and the minister and con- 
suls who may be appointed to reside in Persia 
are hereby invested, in relation to the said suits 
and disputes, with such powers as are by this act 
| conferred upon the minister and consuls in China. 
| And all suits and disputes arising in Persia be- 
| tween Persian subjects and the citizens of the 


|i United States, shall be carried before the Persian 


‘tribunal, to which such matters are usually re- 
| ferred, at the place where a consul or agent of the 


| United States may reside, and shall be discussed 
| and decided according to equity, in the presence 
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of anemployé of the consul or agent of the Uni- 
ted States; and it shall be the duty of the consu- 
lar officer to attend the trial in person, and see 
that justice is administered. 
disputes occurring in Persia between the citizens 
of the United States and the subjects of other 
foreign Powers, shall be tried and adjudicated by 
the intermediation of their respectTve ministers or 
consuls, in accordance with such regulations as 
shall be mutually agreed upon by the minister of 
the United States for the time being, and the min- 
isters of such foreign Powers, respectively, which 
regulations shall, from time to time, be submitted 
to the Secretary of State of the United States. 

Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That the 
provisions of this act, so far as the same are in 
conformity with the stipulations in the existing 
treaties between the United States and Tripoli, 
Tunis, Morocco, and Muscat, respectively, shall 
extend to those countries, and shall be executed 
in conformity with the provisions of the said 
treaties, and of the provisions of this act, by the 
consuls appointed by the United States to reside 
therein, who are hereby, ex officio, invested with 
the powers herein delegated to the ministers and 
consuls of the United States appointed to reside 
in the countries named in the first section of this 
act, so far as the same can be exercised under 
the provisions of treaties between the United 
States and the several countries mentioned in this 
section, and in accordance with the usages of the 
said countries in their intercourse with the Franks 
or other foreign Christian nations. 

Sec. 30. And beit further enacted, That the con- 
suls and commercial agents of the United States 
at islands or in countries not inhabited by any 
civilized people, or recognized by any treaty with 
the United States, be, and the same are hereby, 
authorized to try, hear, and determine all cases In 
regard to civil rights, whether of person or prop- 
erty, where the real debt and damages do not ex- 
ceed the sum of one thousand dollars, exclusive 
of costs, and fpon full hearing of the allegations 
and evidence of both parties to give judgment ac- 
cording to the laws of the United States, and ac- 
cording to the equity and right of the matter, in 
the same manner as justices of the peace are now 
authorized and empowered where the United 
States have exclusive jurisdiction, And the said 
consuls and commercial agents, respectively, are 
hereby invested with the powers conferred by the 
provisions of the seventh and eighth sections of 
this act for trial of offenses or misdemeanors. 

Sec. 31. And beit further enacted, That all mar- 
riages in the presence of any consular officer ina 


foreign country, between persons who would be | 


authorized to marry if residing in the District of 
Columbia, shall have the same force and effect, 
and shall be valid to all intents and purposes, as 
if the said marriage had been solemnized within 
the United States. And in all cases of marriage 
before any consular officer, the said consular of- 
ficer shall give to each of the parties a certificate 
of such marriage, and shall also send a certificate 
thereof to the Department of State, there to be 
kept; which certificate shall specify the names of 


F 


And all suits and | 


the parties, their ages, places of birth, and resi- | 


dence. 

Suc. 32. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act shall be, and the same are hereby, re- 
pealed. : 

Sec. 33. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall take effect on the first day of July, eighteen 
hundred and sixty. 

Approyven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXX.—An Act authorizing a Loan 
and providing for the redemption of Treasury 
Notes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
asssembled, Thatthe Presidentof the United States 
be, and hereby is, authorized, at any time within 
twelve months from the passage of this act, to 
borrow, on the credit of the United States, a sum 
not exceeding twenty-one millions of dollars, or 


so much thereof ag, in his opinion, the exigencies | 


of the public service may require, to be used in 
the redemption of Treasury notes now outstand- 
ing and to replace in the Treasury any amount of 


| said notes which shall have been paid and received 
for public dues, and for no other purposes. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That stock 
shall be issued for the amount so borrowed, bear- 
ing interest, not exceeding six per centum per 
annum, and to be reimbursed within a period not 
beyond twenty years and not less than ten years; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is here- 
by, authorized, with the consent of the President, 
to cause certificates of stock to be prepared, which 
į Shall be signed by the Register, and sealed with the 
seal of the Treasury Department, for the amount 
so borrowed, in favor of the parties lending the 
same, or their assigns, which certificates may be 
transferred on the books of the Treasury, under 
such regulations as may be established by the 
Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no cer- 


thousand dollars: And provided also, That, when- 
ever required, the Secretary of the Treasury may 
cause coupons of semi-annual interest payable 
thereon to be attached to certificates issued under 
this act; and any certificate with such coupons of 
interest attached may be assigned and transferred 
by delivery of the same, instead of being trans- 
ferred on the books of the Treasury. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That before 
awarding said loan, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause to be inserted in two of the public 
newspapers of the city of Washington, and in one 
or more public newspapers in other cities of the 
| United States, public notice that sealed proposals 
for such loan will be received until a certain day, 
to be specified in such notice, not less than thirty 
days from its first insertion ina Washington news- 
paper; and such notice shall state the amount of 
the loan, at what periods the money shall be paid, 
if by installments, and at what places. Such 


pointed in the notice, in the presence of such per- 
sons as may choose to attend, and the proposals 
decided by the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall 
accept the most favorable offered by responsible 
! bidders for said stock. And the said Secretary 
shall report to Congress, at the commencement of 
the next session, the amount of money borrowed 
under this act, and of whom and on what terms 
it shall have been obtained, with an abstract or 
brief statement of all the proposals submitted for 
the same, distinguishing between those accepted 
and those rejected, with a detailed statement of 
the expense of making such loans: And provided, 
That no stock shal) be disposed of at less than its 


is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay for 
engraving and printing the certificates, and other 


compensation shall be allowed to any person re- 
ceiving a salary by law. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the faith 
of the United States is hereby pledged for the due 
payment of the interest and the redemption of 


the principal of said stock. 
Approven, June 22, 1860. 


| Cuar. CLXXXI.—An Act making Appropria- 
tions for the Naval Service for the year ending 


| sixty-one. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and they 
are hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-one: 


officers and seamen, including the engineer corps 
of the Navy, four million five hundred and sev- 


five dollars and ninety-seven cents. 

For provisions for commission, warrant, and 
petty officers and seamen, including engineers and 
marines attached to vessels for sea-service, nine 


dollars. . 

For surgeons’ necessaries and appliances for 
the sick and hurt of the Navy, including the en- 
| gineer and marine corps, thirty-five thousand six 
! hundred dollars. 


tificate shall be issued for a less sum than one | 


sealed proposals shall be opened, on the day ap- | 


par value; and the sum of five thousand dollars || 


expenses of executing this act; but no additional | 


the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and | 


For pay of commission, warrant, and petty | 


enty-four thousand seven hundred and twenty- | 


hundred and forty-one thousand seven hundred | 


For the repair and equipment of vessels of. the. 
Navy, one million five bundred and twenty-three 
thousand dollars: Provided,. That not more than 
three thousand dollars shall be expended:at any 
navy-yard in repairing the hull and spars of any 
vessel, until the necessity and expediency of such 
repair, and the probable cost thereof, be ascer- 
tained and reported to the Navy. Department by 
an examining board, to be composed of one cap- 
tain or commander in the Navy, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy, the naval con- 
structor of the yard where any vessel. may ‘be 
ordered for repairs, and two master workmen of 
such yard, or one master workman and an engi- 
neer of the Navy, according to the nature of $e. 
repairs to be made; said master workmen and en- 
gineer to be designated by the head of the Bureau 
of Construction and Repairs; and not more than 
one thousand dellars shall be expended in repairs 
on the sails and rigging of any vessel until the 
expediency and necessity of such repairs, and the 
estimated cost thereof, have been ascertained and 
reported to the Navy Department by an examin- 
ing board, to be composed of one naval officer, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the master rigger and master sailmaker of 
the yard where such vessel may be ordered: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the. Navy cause a 
careful examination to be made by naval officers, 
engineers, and constructors, into the condition of 
the sailing vessels of the Navy, and the cost of 
giving them, or any of them, full steam power, 
together with the expediency of making such 
change in view of the cost, condition, model, and 
general character of such vessels so altered; and 
that the report of such officers, together with. the 
Secretary’s views thereon, be communicated to 
Congress at its next session. f 

For fuel for the Navy, to be purchased in the 
mode prescribed by law for other materials, and 
for the transportation thereof, eight hundred and 
forty thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of hemp and other materials 
for the Navy, three hundred thousand dollars. 

For -ordnance and ordnance stores and small 
arms, including incidental expenses, three hun- 
dred and thirty-eight thousand dollars. ‘ 

For contingent expenses that may accrue for 
the following purposes, viz: Freight and trans- 


; portation, printing and stationery, advertising in 


newspapers; books, maps, models, and drawings; 
purchascand repair of fire-enginesand machinery; 
repairs of and attending to steam-engines in navy- 
yards; purchase and maintenance of horses and 
oxen, and driving teams, carts, timber-wheels, 
and the purchase and repairs of workmen’s tools; 
postage of public letters, fuel, oil, and candles for 
navy-yards and shore stations; pay of watchmen 
and incidental labor not chargeable to any other 
appropriation; transportation to and labor atend- 
ing the delivery of provisions and stores on for- 
eign stations; wharfage, dockage, and rent; trav- 
cling expenses of officers and others under orders; 
funeral expenses, store and office rent, fuel, com- 
missions and pay of clerks to Navy agents and 
storekeepers; flags, awnings, and packing-boxes; 
premiums and other expenses of recruiting, ap- 
prehending deserters, per diem pay to persons 
attending courts-martial, courts of inquiry, and 
other services authorized by law; pay to judges- 
advocate, pilotage and towage of vessels, and 
assistance to vessels in distress; and for bills of 
health and quarantine expenses of vessels of 
the United States Navy in foreign ports, five 
hundred and ninety-six thousand dollars: Pro- 
vided, That the expenditures under the fore- 
going appropriatiens shall be so accounted for 
as to show the disbursements by each bureau, 
under each respective appropriation: sind pro- 
vided further, That the estimates for expendi- 
tures for such purposes shall hereafter be given 
in detail. 

For the purchase of saltpetre for the use of the 
Navy, ten thousand dollars. 


MARINE CORPS. 


For pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, clerks, messengers, stewards, 
and servants; for rations and clothing for servants, 
additional rations for five years’ service, for un- 
drawn clothing and rations, bounties for reénlist- 
ments, four hundred and twenty-five thousand 


494 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[June 22, 


36ra Cone... 1st Sess. 


Laws of the United States. 


two hundred and seventy-eight dollars and eighty 
tents. 

‘For provisions, seventy-one thousand seven 
hundred and fifty-nine dollars. 

For clothing; one hundred and thirteen thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-six dollars. 

For fuel, twenty-two thousand three hundred 
and forty-two dollars and twenty-five cents. 

For military stores, viz: pay of armorers, re- 
pair of arms, purchase of accouterments, ordnance 
stores, flags, drums, fifes, and other instruments, 
twelve thousand dollars. 

For transportation of officers and troops, and 
expenses of recruiting, fourteen thousand dol- 
Is. 

For repairs of barracks, and rent of offices where 
there are no public buildings for that purpose, 
eight thousand dollars. 

For contingencies, viz: freight, ferriage, toll, 
cartage, wharfage, compensation to judges-advo- 
cate, per diem for attending courts-martial, courts 
of inquiry, and for constant labor, house-rent in 
lieu of quarters, burial of deceased marines, print- 
ing, stationery, postage, telegraphing, apprehen- 
sion of deserters, oil, candles, gas, forage, straw, 
furniture, bed-sacks, spades, shovels, axes, picks, | 
carpenters’ tools, keep of a horse for the messen- | 
ger, pay of matron, washerwoman, and porter at 
the hospital headquarters, thirty-two thousand 
five hundred dollars. 


NAVY-YARDS. 


For the preservation of works, and for the | 
current repairs at the several navy-yards, namely: 

At Portsmouth, New Hampshire, ten thousand | 
dollars. 

‘At Boston, fifteen thousand dollars. 

At New York, twenty thousand dollars. 

At Philadelphia, fifteen thousand dollars. 

At Washington, ten thousand dollars; and for 
repairing and painting the quarters occupied by 
the officers of the yard, seven thousand nine hun- 
dred and twenty-six dollars. 

At Norfolk, twenty thousand dollars; to com- 
plete ship-house, number forty-eight, nineteen 
thousand dollars; and for repairs of ship-houses 
A and B, at Norfolk, thirty thousand dollars. 

At Pensacola, ten thousand dollars. 

At Mare Island, twenty thousand dollars. 

At Sackett’s Harbor, one thousand dollars. 


HOSPITALS, 


For the construction and completion of works, 
and for the current repairs of the several naval 
hospitals: 

Boston.--For repairs of hospital, two thousand 
five hundred dollars. i 

New York.—For repairs of hospital buildings 
and laboratory, seven thousand dollars. 

Naval Asylum, Philadelphia.—For improving 
cemetery, sky-lights to main building, furniture, 
and repairs of same, house cleaning and white- 
washing, repairs to furnaces, grates, and ranges, 
gas and water rent, and for repairs of all kinds, 
five thousand one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For support of beneficiaries at the asylum, 
twenty-seven thousand dollars. 

Norfolk.—for porter’s lodge, replacing wooden 
galleries, and for repairs of hospital, eighteen 
thousand two hundred and seventy dollars. 

Pensacola.—For draining and filling ponds, and 
for repairs of hospital buildings and dependencies, 
ten thousand five hundred dollars. 


MAGAZINES. { 


For the construction and completion of works, 
and for the current repairs at the several naval 
magazines: 


| 
i 
$ 
H 
H 


Boston,—For repairs of all kinds, two thousand || 


dollars. 


| some competent person or persons to the isthraus 


; quantity of coal to be found there, upon the lands 


| character of the harbors of Chiriqui lagoon and 


Philadelphia.—for repairs of all kinds, six bun- 
dred dollars, i 
Washington.—For the renewal of experimental | 
battery with one part inclosed or casemated, to | 
guard against accidents from guns of doubtful | 


f 
character, four thousand dollars. | 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Norfotk.—For shot-beds and gan-skids, fitting | 
up additional storehouse at magazine, converting | 


coal-house at St. Helena into gun carriage shed- | 
fitting racks for arms and stores, and for repairs | 
of magazine buildings, ten thousand seven hun- | 
dred dollars. i Hl 


Pensacola.—For repairs of old magazine, one | 
thousand one hundred and thirty-two dollars. 

For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, 
and all the civil establishments at the several 
navy-yards and stations, one hundred and forty- 
eight thousand six hundred and four dollars. 

‘or the purchase of nautical instruments re- 
quired for the use of the Navy, for repairs of the || 
same, and also of astronomical instruments; and 
for the purchase of nautical books, maps, and 
charts, and for backing and binding the same, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For models, drawings, and copying; for postage, 
freight, and transportation; for keeping grounds 
in order; for fuel and light, and for all other con- 
tingent expenses; and for the wages of persons 
employed at the United States Naval Observatory 
and hydrographical office, namely: oneinstrument 
maker, two watchmen, and one porter, seven 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the erection of hose-house, one thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For the erection and repairs of buildings, im- 
provement and preservation of the grounds, and 
for contingencies at the United States Naval Acad- 
emy, fifty-seven thousand and ninety-six dollars. 

For preparing for publication the American 
Nautical Almanac, twenty-five thousand eight 
hundred and eighty dollars. 

For the preparation of the report of the results 
of the survey of the route between California and 
China, and of portions of the coast of Japan, five 
thousand dollars. 

For engraving charts of the survey of Behring 
straits, the North Pacific ocean, and China seas, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
nine thousand and ten dollars. 

For the removal of the naval monument from 
the west front of the Capitol to the grounds of ! 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis, fifteen hundred 

ollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum | 
of thirty-nine thousand four hundred dollars be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for pay of 
commission, warrant, and petty officers and sea- 
men, including the engineer corps of the Navy, 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and sixty. | 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That pursers 
in the Navy of the United States shall hereafter 
be styled paymasters, and that all laws and regu- 
lations applying to them as pursers, and all re- | 
sponsibilities and obligations attaching to them | 

dD 5 

as such, shall remain in full force, and continue | 
to apply to them, under the title of paymasters; 
and that the payments heretofore made to the 

ursers’ clerks at the navy-yards at Charlestown, 

ew York, and Norfolk, under appropriations 
made by Congress, at the rate of seven hundred 
and fifty dollars per annum, are hereby con- 
firmed; and that the pay of the pursers’ clerks | 
at those navy-yards shall be continued at the rate 
of seven hundred and fifty dollars per annum. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of five thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
the joint resolution passed the twenty-sixth Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, ‘to pre- 
vent the counterfeiting of the coins of the United 
States.” à 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the sum | 
of ten thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby 
appropriated, to enable the President to send 


of Chiriqui, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into and report upon the quality and probable 


of the Chiriqui Improvement Company; upon the 


Golfito; upon the practicability of building a rail- 
road across said isthmus, so as to connect said 
harbors; and generally upon the value of the priv- 
ileges contracted for in a conditional contract made 
on the twenty-first day of May, eighteen hun- | 
dred and fifty-nine, between Isaac Toucey, the | 


Secretary of the Navy of the United States, and | 


Ambrose W. Thompson and the Chiriqui Im- | 
provement Company: Provided, That nothing || 
herein contained shall be construed as a ratifica- || 
tion of the said contract. li 

Appnaven, Inne 22, 1960. li 


Cuar. CLXXXI.—An Act to grant to the city 
of Port Huron, Michigan, a part of the military 
reservation of Fort Gratiot, for the enlargement 
of the city cemetery at that place. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to convey to 
the city of Port Huron, Michigan, of the military 
reservation of Fert Gratiot, a lot not to exceed 
thirty acres, to be taken from the land adjoining 
the city cemetery, and to be used for its enlarge- 
ment and for no other purpose, so far and under 
such conditions and reservations as, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of War, the public interest, pres- 
ent or prospective, may require. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CLKXXIIL.—An Act to declare the mean- 
ing of the Act entitled ‘* An Act making further 
provision for the satisfaction of Virginia Land 
Warrants,” passed August thirty-one, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior, in 
executing the provisions of the act passed August 
thirty-one, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, enti- 
tled “An act making further provision for the 
satisfaction of Virginia Jand warrants,’ be re- 
quired so to construe the same as to authorize the 
satisfaction in scrip’of all warrants or parts of 
warrants issued on allowances made by the exec- 
utive of Virginia prior to the first day of March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, coming within 
the principles already recognized by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior in the execution of the pro- 
visions of the said act, and whether issued before 
or since the firstday of March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-two: Provided, however, That no war- 
rant or parțof a warrant shall be satisfied in scrip, 
founded or issued on any allowanct made by the 
executive of Virginia since the first day of March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXXIV.—An Act to amend an Act 
entitled “ An Act for giving effect to certain 
Treaty Stipulations between this and foreign 
Governments for the Apprehension and Deliv- 
ery up of certain Offenders.”’ 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That in all cases where any deposi- 
tions, warrants, or other papers, or copies there: 
of, shail be offered in evidence upon the hearing 
of an extradition case under the second section of 
the act entitled ‘* An act for giving effect to certain 
treaty stipulations between this and foreign Gov- 
ernments for the apprehension and delivery up 
of certain offenders,” approved August twelfth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-eight, such deposi- 
tions, warrants, and other papers, or copies 
thereof, shall be admitted and received for the 
purposes mentioned in the said section, if they 
shall be properly and legally authenticated, so as 
to entitle them to be received for similar purposes 
by the tribunals of the foreign country from which 
the accused party shall have escaped, and the cer- 
tificate of the principal diplomatic or consular 
officer of the United States resident in such for- 
eign country shall be proof that any paper or 
other document so offered is authenticated in the 
manner required by this act. 

Approvenp, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar.CLXXXV.—An Act for the Relief of Con- 
gressional Township number Six south, of 
range number Eight west, in Randolph county, 
State of Hlinois. 


Whereas section number sixtcen, in township 
number six south, of range number eight west, 
in Randolph county, Hlinois, is covered by a pri- 
vate claim number two thousand and fifty, by 
reason whereof the said section has been Jost to 
the said congressional township for school pur- 
poses: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the school trustecs for the said 
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township be, and they are hereby, authorized 

to select three quarter sections of land in equal | 
subdivisions, of any of the public lands of the 

United States subject to entry or sale at the min- 

imum price of one dollar and twenty-five cents 

per acre. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That when 
the same shall have been selected by the trustees 
aforesaid, and a description thereof returned to 
and approved by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, a patent or patents shall issue 
thereof to the inhabitants of the said congressional 
township, and,shall be held and disposed of by 
them for the use of schools within the said con- 
gressional township in the same manner as other 
school lands are held and disposed of. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Crap. CLXXXVI.—An Act to amend an Act 
[to provide} for extending the laws and judicial 
system of the United State to the State of Ore- 
gon, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Statesof Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘hat the two regular terms of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of | 
Oregon shall hereafter be held at Portland, in said | 
district, commencing on the second Monday in 

- May and September in each year, and no process 
issued, or proceeding pending in said court, shall 
be avoided or impaired by this change of time and 
piaci of holding the same, but all process, bail 

onds, or recognizances, returnablé to the next 
term of said court, shall be returnable and re- 
turned to the term of said court next held accord- 
ing to this act, in the same manner as if so made 
returnable on the face thereof,and shall have full 
effect accordingly. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sal- 
ary of the district judge of the United States for 
said district shall be three thousand dollars, 

Arproven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXXVII.—An Act tochange the time 
for holding the Courts in the Northern District 
of Florida. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the regular terms of the district 
court of the United States for the northern district 
of Florida, shall hereafter be held at Appalachi- 
cola on the first Monday in March; at ‘Tallahas- 
see on the first Mondayin May; at St. Augustine, 
on the first Monday in June; and at Pensacola, 
on the first Monday in July, of each year; but 
nothing herein shall be construed to prevent the 
judge of the said court from holding additional 
terms at any of the places aforesaid, whenever, 
in his opinion, the public interest may so require. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXXVUL—An Act for the final ad- 
justment of Private Land Claims in the States 
of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for 
other purposes. ‘ . 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Statesof America in Congress 
assembled, That any person or persons, and the 
legal representatives of any person or persons, 
who claim any lands lying within the States of 
Florida, Louisiana, or Missouri, by virtue of 
grant, concession, order of survey, permission to 
settle, or other written evidence of title, emanat- 
ing from any foreign Government, bearing date 
prior to the ‘cession to the United States of the 
territory out of which said States were formed, 
or during the period when any such Government 
claimed sovereignty or had the actual possession 
of the district or territory in which the lands so 
claimed are situated, shail be, and they are here- 
by, authorized to make application for the con- 
firmation of their title to the lands so claimed, in 
the manner following, to wit: they shall file notices 
in writing, togéther with the evidence in support 
of their claims, before the commissioners herein- 
after designated, within whose district the lands 
claimed may be situated, together with a brief 
abstract of the title of the claimant, and copies of 
the plats of survey thereof, whenever such sur- 
veys have been made and are within the posses- 
sion of the claimant, and accompanied with a! 


sworn statement by the claimant of the lands sup- 
posed to be covered by his claim, according to 
the legal divisions and sub-divisions of the sur- 
veys made by the United States, if the land claimed 
is included in any surveys so made; and the said 
notices, evidence, and the decisions of the com- 
missioners thereon, shall be recorded in a book 
kept for that purpose, a transcript of which shall, 
from time to time, be transmitted to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the re- 
gisters and receivers of the several land offices in 
the States of Florida and Louisiana, within their 
respective land districts, and the recorder of land 


titles for the city of Saint Louis, for the State of | 


Missouri, and their successors in office, shall be, 
and they are hereby, appointed commissioners to 
hear and decide, under such instructions as may 
be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in conformity with this act, and ac- 
cording to justice and equity and the principles 
hereinafter established, in a summary manner, all 
matters respecting such claims within the districts 
aforesaid as come within the provisions of this 
act; they shall have power to administer oaths, 
compel the attendance of and examine witnesses, 
demand and obtain from the proper officers all 
public records in which grants of land, warrants, 
orders of surveys, or other evidence of claims to 
land derived from any foreign Government may 
have been recorded, and shall make a report to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office on 
the claims so presented to them for decision, 
dividing said claims into scparate classes in the 
manner hereinafter provided, and giving their 
opinion whether suck claims ought to be con- 
firmed or rejected. 

Sec.3. Andbeit further enacted, Thatthe claims 
so presented and passed upon by the commis- 
sioners, as aforesaid, shall be by them divided in 
their report into three distinct classes, as follows, 
VIZ: 

Number one shall contain all claims, which, in 
their opinion, ought to be confirmed, where the 
lands claimed have been in possession and culti- 
vation by the private claimants or those under 
whom they derive title for a period of at least 
twenty years preceding the date of filing the claim, 
by virtue of some grant, concession, or order of 
survey, permission to settle, or other written 
evidence of title emanating from some foreign 
Government which held or claimed sovereignty 
or jurisdiction over the territory in which the 


lands claimed are situated, and where the title | 


emanating from such foreign Government bears 
date anterior to the cession of said territory to the 
United States. 


Number two shall contain all claims which, in | 


their opinion, ought to be confirmed, where the 
lands are claimed under written evidence of title, 
as above provided in class number one, but where 
there has been no actual possession and cultiva- 
tion of the land claimed for a period of at least 
twenty years prior to the filing of the claim. 
Number three shall contain all claims which, in 


their opinion, ought to be rejected, whether from j 


defect of proof, suspicion of fraud based on prob- 
able ground, uncertainty of location, vagueness 
of description, or any other cause sufficient, in 
their opinion, to justify such rejection: Provided, 
Thatin no case shall such commissioners embrace 
in said classes number one and number two any 
claim which has been heretofore presented for 
confirmation before any board of commissioners, 
or other public officers acting under authority of 
Congress, and rejected as being fraudulent, or 
procured or maintained by fraudulent or improper 
means; nor shall any such claim be received or 


considered by the commissioners which hasbeen | 


already twice rejected on the merits by previous 
boards. : 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever the said Commissioner shall approve the re- 
port of the commissioners in cases embraced in 


classes number one or number iwo, he shall report | 


the same to Congress for its action; and when- 
ever the said Commissioner shall approve the 
report, in cases embraced in class number three, 
the rejection of the claim so acted on shall be 
final and conclusive, and the land embraced with- 
in the claim shall be considered and treated as 
other public lands belonging to the United States. 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, Thatall claims 
comprehended within any of the three classes 
aforesaid, on which there shall be disapproval by 
the commissioner of the report made by heboard 
of commissioners aforesaid, shall be reported: to 
Congress for its action and final decision thereon. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever it shall appear that lands claimed, and the 
title to which may be confirmed under. the .pro- 
visions of this act, have been sold in whole or in 
part by the United States prior to such confirma- 
tion, or where the surveyor general of the district 
shall ascertain that the same cannot be surveyed 
and located, the party in whose favor the title. is 
confirmed shall have the right to enter upon.any 
of the public lands of the United States a quantity 
of land equal in extent to that sold. by the Gov-. 
ernment: Provided, That said entry be made only 
on lands subject to private entry at one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre, and as faras may be 
possible in legal divisions and subdivisions, ac- 
cording to the surveys made by the United States. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever any claim is presented for confirmation under 
the provisions of this act, which has heretofore 
been presented before any board of commissioners 
under authority of Congress, the facts reported 
as proven by the former board shall be taken as 
true prima facia; and the evidence offered before 
such former board,and remaining of record, shall 
be admitted on the examination of the claims 
made under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no land 
claimed under the provisions of this act shall be 
offered for sale, or otherwise disposed of by the 
officers of the United States, until the final decis- 
ion shall be made on the validity of such claim; 
and in no case where land is possessed or culti- 
vated by private persons shall it be entered upon 
or surveyed as public land, or offered for sale, 
without previous notice given to those in posses- 
sion, requiring them to present their claims for 
confirmation; and if within sixty days from the 
date of such notice such claim shall not have been 
filed, then the proper officers of the Government 
may proceed to the survey or sale of such lands 
as public lands, without prejudice, however, to 
the legal rights of the possessor or claimant, if 
any he have. 

SEC. 9. And be it further enacted, That before 
the boards of commissioners shall be required to 
receive for record any notice, paper, evidence of 
title, or testimony, in support of any claim, the 
claimant shall pay to said board the sum of twen- 
ty-five cents for every hundred words required to 
be recorded, which shall be in full consideration 
for the recording and the transcript required to 
be forwarded to the Commissioner of the General 


|| Land Office. 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That at the 
commencement of each regular session of Con- 
gress it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office to make report of all that 
has been done under the provisions of this act by 
the several officers charged with its execution. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That in any 
case of such a claim to lands as is hereinbefore 
in the first section of this act mentioned, where 
the Jands claimed have not been in possession of 
and cultivated by the original claimant or claim- 
ants, or those holding title under him or them, 
for the period of twenty years aforesaid, and 
where such lands are claimed by complete grant 
or concession, or order of survey duly executed, 
or by other mode of investiture of the title thereto 
in the original claimant or claimants, by separa- 
tion thereof from the mass of the public domain, 
either by actual survey or definition of fixed nat- 
ural and ascertainable boundaries or initial points, 
courses and distances, by the competent author- 
thority, prior to the cession to the United States 
of the territory in which such lands were included, 
or where such title was created and perfected 
during the period while the foreign Governments 
from which it emanated claimed sovereignty over 
or had the actual possession of such territory, the 
person or persons, his, her, or their heirs, devi- 
sees, legal representatives or grantees, so claim- 
ing such lands, may, at their option, instead of 
submitting their claim to the officer or officers 


‘hereinbefore mentioned, proceed by petition in 


any district court of the United States withir 
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whose jurisdiction the lands or any part of the 
lands claimed may lie, unless such claim comes 
within the purview of the third section of this act; 
to which petition the United States shall be made 
defendant, and it shall be verified by the oath of 
the party or parties, and conform to the provis- 
ions: of section one of this act, and to the practice 
of such court in chancery,and the attorney of the 
United States for such district shall defend against 
the same for the United States; and the court shall 
decide the claim valid or invalid according to the 
principles established in this act, and decree ac- 
cordingly. If the decree be against the United 
States, an appeal shall be entered to the Supreme 
Court of the United States; and if it be against 
the claimant or claimants, he or they may take 
an appeal directly to that court, as of right and 
course, without affidavit or security other than 
for costs; and the same shall be adjudged de 
novo in the Supreme Court as in other cases of 
appeal thereto in chancery, and as equity and 
justice and the principles aforesaid may require; | 
which decision shall be final, and patent shall 
thereupon issue, if the claim be adjudged valid, 
for so much of the lands claimed as remain un- 
sold; and for so much as may have been sold, 
the provisions of section six of this act shall apply 
and be in force. 
` Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall be and remain in force during the term of 
five years, unless sooner repealed by Congress; 
and all claims presented or sued upon, according | 
to the provisions of this act, within the said term 
of five years, may be prosecuted to final determ- 
ination and decision, notwithstanding the said 
term of five years may have expired before such 
final determination and decision, 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Canar. CLXXXIX.—An Act in relation to Mis- 
` sion Claims at Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the missionary- claims referred to 
in the fourth section of the act of twenty-sixth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty, entitled 
“ An act providing for the examination and set- 
tlement of claims for land atthe Sault Ste. Maric, 
Michigan,” and reported upon by the register 
and receiver at Sault Ste. Maric, pursuant to said 
act, shall be entitied to recognition and confirm- 
ation in the same manner and on the same terms 
as claims of individuals therein provided for; and 
upon the final approval of the said claims, as pro- 
vided in the eighth section of the act aforesaid, 
patents shall be issued therefor. 

Approven, Junc 22, 1860. i 


Cuar. CXC.—An Act in relation to Malicious | 

Injuries to, and Trespasses upon, public and 

_ private Property, within the District of Colum- 
“bia, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That every person who shall willfully ; 
and maliciously, or wantonly, and without cause, 
in the District of Columbia, cut down or destroy, 
or by girdling, lopping, or otherwise, injure any 
fruit or other tree, not his own, standing or grow- 
ing for shade, ornament, or other useful purpose, 
or shall maliciously destroy, mutilate, or other- 
wise injure any statuary, monument, or other 
work of art, standing or being on land not his 
own, or shall maliciously break down or injure 
any fence inclosing or belonging to another’s 
land, or shall maliciously sever from the freehold 
of another any product thereof, or anything at- 
tached thereto, shall be punished by imprison- | 


ment in jail not more than three months, or by a !i 


find not exceeding one hundred dollars. 
Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That every | 


person who, in said District, without color of |! 


right, shall willfully commit any trespass by cut- 
ting down or destroying any timber or wood | 
standing on the land of another, or by carrying 
away of any kind of timber or wood cut down or 
tying on such land, or by digging up or carrying 
away any stone, ore, gravel, clay, sand, tarf, or 
mold from such land, or any roots, fruit, or plant | 
there being, or by cutting down or carryingaway | 
any grass, hay, grain, or corn, standiag or being | 


| than one hundred and ten thousand dollars. 


| assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


in jail not more than sixty days, or by a fine not 
exceeding sixty dollars. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That every 
| person who, in said District, without color or 
| right, shall willfully commit any trespass by en- 
tering upon the garden, orchard, or other im- 
proved land of another, with intent to cut, take, 
carry away, destroy, or injure the trees, grain, 
grass, hay, fruit, or vegetables there growing or 
being, shall be punished by imprisonment in jail 
not more than forty days, or by a fine not exceed- 
ing fifty dollars. 

Sec. 4. And be it-further enacted, That justices 
of the peace shall have exclusive original juris- 
diction in all cases mentioned in the preceding 
sections, saving, however, to any party convicted 
before such justice, the right to a trial by jury on 
his appeal to the criminal court. 

Sec. 5. And be ìt further enacted, That every 
person convicted before a justice of the peace of 
any offense named in this act, and appealing there- | 
from, shall be committed to abide the sentence of 
the criminal court, until he shall recognize, with 
sureties, in such reasonable sum as the justice 
shall require, with condition to appear at said | 
court, there to prosecute his appeal and to abide | 
sentence thereon. On such appeal being taken 
and bond filed, the justice shail make a copy of 
the conviction and other proceedings in the case 
and transmit the same, together with the recog- 
nizance, to the clerk of the criminal eourt. 


Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar, CC.—An Act providing for the erection of 
a Post Office in the city of Philadelphia. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proviso of the third section 
of anact entitled « An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, anno Domini 
eighteen hundred and sixty,’? passed March third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, be, and the same 
i is hereby, repealed. 


on such jand, shall be punished by imprisonment | 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if the 
premises agreed to be purchased by the United 
States from the American Philosophical Society 
as a site for a court-house, mentioned in the said 
third section, should rail to sell on account of any 
defect or qualification in the title thereto, that then 
the sum of seventy-cight thousand dollars, appro- 
priated by the act of August eighteenth, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-six, entitled ‘An act making 
appropriations for certain civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the thirtieth of į 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven,” for the 
purchase and payment of the same, together with | 
the unexpended balance of the sum of fifty thou- 
sand dollars, appropriated by the said act of March 
third, eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, for the pur- 
pose of making alterations to the building thereby 
authorized to be purchased of the Bank of Penn- 
sylvania, and the sum of one hundred thousand 
dollars, appropriated by the act of March third, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, for completing 
and furnishing the said building purchased of the 
said Bank of Pennsylvania, and to adapt it to the 
use of a post office, at Philadelphia, shall be ap- 
| plied to carrying out the provisions of the fourth 
suction of the said act of March third, eighteen 
| hundred and fifty-nine, in the following manner, | 


and described in the said fourth section as the 
Bailey and Levy lots, at prices not exceeding the 
sums in the said fourth section mentioned, and 
| then for the construction of a building on the said 
lots suitable for a post office and court-house: Pro- 
vided, That the said property purchased,from the 
Bank of Pennsylvania be sold at a price not less | 


Approvenp, June 23, 1860. i 


Register for the Brig Charlies H. Jordan. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Slates of Americain Congress | 


| and he is hereby, authorized to issue a register | 
| for brig Charles H. Jordan, of Boston: Provided, 
| That it shall be proved to the satisfaction of said | 


viz: first, for the purchase of the lots mentioned |i 


i 


| 


Secretary that said brig was found derelict on the 
high seas, withouta name, and subsequently sold 
by order of the United States district court for 
Massachusetts, and purchased by Charles W. 
Adams, of Boston, Massachusetts. 

APPROVED, June 23, 1860. 


Cuar. CCH.—An Act to authorize the Location 
of certain Warrants for Bounty Lands hereto- 
fore issued. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That warrants for bourity lands here- 
tofore issued under the authority of the act en- 
titled “An act to provide for satisfying claims for 
bounty lands for military services in the late war 
with Great Britain, and for other purposes,” 
approved the twenty-seventh day of July, in the 
year cighteen hundred and forty-two, and of the 
several acts reviving the same, approved the 
twenty-sixth day of June in the year eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-eight, and the eighth day of Feb- 
ruary,in the year eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
may be located, in conformity with the general 
laws in force at any time within three years from 
the date of this act, and that all entries and loca- 
tions made with such warrants since the twenty- 
sixth day of June, in the year eighteen hundred 
and fifty-eight, shall be as valid and effectual as 
if the several acts aforesaid had not then expired. 

Arprovep, June 23, 1860. 


Cuar. CCILI.—An Act to authorize the Reissue 
of Land Warrants in certain Cases, and for 
other Purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever it shall appear that any 
certificate or warrant, issued in pursuance of an 
law of the United States granting bounty land, 


j has been lost and destroyed, whether the same 


had been sold and assigned by the warrantee or 
not, the Secretary of the Interior shall be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to cause a new 
certificate or warrant of like tenor to be issued in 
lieu thereof; which new certificate or warrant may 
be assigned, located, and patented in like manner 


| as other certificates or warrants for bounty land 


are now authorized by law to be assigned, located, 
and patented; and in all cases where warrants 
have been, or may be, reissued, the original war- 
rant, in whose ever hands it may be, shall be 
deemed and held to be null and void, and the as- 
signment thereof, if any there be, fraudulent; and 
no patent shall ever issue for any land located 
therewith, unless such presumption of fraud in 
the assigument be removed by due proof that the 
same was cxecuted by the warrantee in good faith 
and for a valuable consideration. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
Secretary of the Interior shall be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to prescribe such rules 
and regulations for carrying this act into effect as 
he may deem necessary.and proper in order to 
protect the Government against imposition and 
fraud by persons claiming the benefit of this act; 
and; and all laws or parts of Jaws for the punish- 
ishment of false swearing and frauds against the 
United States are hereby: made applicable to false 
swearing and fraud under this act. 

Arpnroven, June 23, 1860. 


Cuar. CCIV.—An Act to authorize Notaries 
Public in the District of Columbia to take Ac- 
knowledgments of Deeds of Conveyance of 
Real and Personal Estate therein. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That all the powers conferred upon a 


|| justice or justices of the peace in the District of 


Columbia by the existing Jaws, in the acknowl- 


: Ap . |; edgment of deeds for the conveyance of real or 
Cuar. CCI.—An Act authorizing the issue of a | per. y 


personal estate, may hereafter be exercised by 
any notary public duly appointed within said 
District of Columbia, and when certified under 
the hand and official seal of such notary public, 
shall have the same force and cifect as if taken or 
made by or before a justice or justices of the peace 
of said District, 
Approyep, June 23, 1860. 
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Cuar., CCV.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the Legislative, Executive, and Jydicial Ex- 
penses of Government for the ycar ending the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one. l 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 


the objects hereafter expressed,.for the fiscal | ash 
i dred dollars each; principal messenger in the 


year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty-one, namely: 
Legislative. 

For compensation and mileage of Senators, onc 
hundred and cighty-nine thousand one hundred 
and thirty-eight dollars and twenty-cight cents. 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 
sengers, and others receiving an annual salary 
in the service of the Senate, viz: Secretary of the 
Senate, three thousand six hundred dollars; offi- 
cer charged with disbursements of the Senate, 
four hundred and eighty dollars; chief clerk, two 
thousand five hundred dollars; principal clerk 
wd principal executive clerk in the office of the 
Secretary of the Senate, at two thousand one 
hundred and sixty dollars. each; eight clerks jp 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, at one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty dollars each; keeper 
of the stationery, one thousand seven hundred 
and fifty-two dollars; two messengers, at one 
thousand and eighty dollars each;one page, at 
five hundred dollars; Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
Keeper, two thousand dollars; Assistant Door- 
keeper, one thousand seven hundred dollars; 
Postmaster to the Senate, one thousand seven 
hundred and fifty dollars; Assistant Postmaster 
and mail carier, one thousand four hundred and 
forty dollars; two mail boys, at nine hundred 
dollars each; superintendent of the document- 
room, one thousand five hundred dollars; two as- 
sistants in document-room, at one thousand two 
hundred dollars each; superintendent of the fold- 
ing-room, one thousand five hundred dollars; two 
messengers, acting as assistant doorkeepers, at 
one thousand five hundred dollars each; sixteen 
messengers, at one thousand two hundred dollars 
each; superintendent in charge of Senate fur- 
naces, one thousand two hundred dollars; assist- 


ant in charge of furnaces, six. hundred dollars; | 
laborer in private passage, six hundred dollars; | 
two laborers, at four hundred and eighty dollars | 


each; clerk or secretary to the President of the 
Senate, one thousand seven hundred and fifty-two 
dollars; draughtsman, one thousand cight hun- 
dred and fifty dollars; clerk to the Committee on 
Finance, one thousand eight hundred and fifty 
dollars; clerk to the Committee on Claims, one 
thousand cight hundred and fifty dollars; clerk 
of printing records, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty dollars; chaplain, seven hundred and 
fifty doliars—muking seventy-nine thousand six 
hundred and sixty-four dollars. ; 

For contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: 

For lithographing and engraving, thirty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For binding, fifty thousand dollars. 

For stationery, twelve thousand dollars. 

For newspapers, three thousand three hundred 
dollars. f 

For Congressional Globe, and binding the same, 
thirty-two thousand dollars. . 

For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe, 


for the second session of the Thirty-Sixth Con- || 


gress, at seven dollars and fifty cents per column, 
eleven thousand dollars. 

For the usual additional compensation to the 
reporters of the Scnate, for the Congressional 
Globe, for reporting the proceedings of the Senate 
for the second session of the Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress, cight hundred dollars each, three thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For clerks to committees, pages, horses, and 
carryalls, fourteen thousand “nine hundred and 
thirty-six dollars. ? 

For Capitol police, eight thousand two hundred 
dollars. ~ Sh a 

For expenses of the hegting, ventilating, and 
lighting apparatus, twelve thousand dollars. 


lars. 
New Serres-—No. 82. 


j 
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i 


il ers, wrapping-paper, twine, and 
i 
i 


For-compensation and mileage of members of, 
| the House of Representatives and Delegates from 

‘Territories, six hundred and fifteen thousand two 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 
| Sengers, and others receiving an annual salary 
in the service of the House of Representatives, 
viz: Clerk of the House of Representatives, three 
thousand six hundred dollars; two clerks, at 
two thousand one -hundred and sixty dollars 
each; eleven clerks, at one thousand eight hun- 


| office, one thousand seven. hundred and fifty-two 
| dollars; three messengers, at one thousand two 
| hundred dollars each; Sergeant-at-Arms, two 

thousand one hundred and sixty dollars; clerk:to 


i 
H 

| the Sergeant-at-Arms, one thousand eight hun- | 
| dred dollars; messenger to the Sergeant-at-Arms, | 


one thousand two hundred dollars; Postmaster, 
two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars; one 
| messenger in the office, one thousand seven hun- 

dred and forty dollars; four messengers, at one 
| thousand four hundred and forty dollars cach; 
Doorkeeper, two thousand one hundred and sixty 
| dollars; superintendent of the folding-room, one 
| thousand eight hundred dollars; two messengers, 
| at one thousand seven hundred and fifty-two dol- 
' lars each; one messenger, at one thousand seven 
į hundred and forty dollars; five messengers, at 
| ove thousand five hundred dollars cach; six mes- 
sengers, at one thousand two hundred dollars 
each; eleven messengers, to be employed during 
the session of Congress, at the rate of one thou- 
| sand two hundred dollars each per annum; mes- 
senger to the Speaker, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and fifty-two dollars; clerk to the Committee 
on Claims, one thousand eight hundred dollars; 
clerk to the Committee of Ways and Means, one 


hundred and fifty dollars; makihg cighty-one 
thousand two hundred and forty-cight dollars and 
sixteen cents. 

For contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, viz: 

For binding documents, fifty thousand dollars. 

For furniture repairs, and boxes for members, 
ten thousand dollars, 

For stationery, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For horses, carriages, and saddle-horses, six 
thousand dollars. ; 

For fuel, oil, and candles, including pay of engi- 
neer, firemen, and laborers, and matcrials for 
engine-room, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For newspapers, twelve thousand five hundred 
dollars. n 

For Capitol police, eight thousand four hun- 
dred and twenty dollars. a 
| For laborers, six thousand two hundred and 
eighty-five dollars, 

For pagesand temporary mail boys, four thou- 
| sand five hundred dollars. 
For folding documents, including pay of fold- 

i i paste, thirty 

i thousand dollars. ; 

For cartage, two thousand dollars. 

For the compensation of the draughtsman and 
clerks employed upon the land- maps, clerks to 
committees, and temporary clerks in the office of 


enteen thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For two mail boys, at nine hundred dollars 
each, and the messenger in charge of the south 
extension, three thousand three hundred dollars. 

For misccllancous items, forty thousand dol- 
lars. 

For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for cach member and Dele- 


i gate of the second session of the Thirty-Sixth | 
1, Congress, seventeen thousand four hundred and |i 
twenty-four dollars: Provided, That the entire | 


cost of each copy shall not exceed six dollars for 
| the first annual session, and three dollars for the 
second annual session. . 

r binding twenty-four copies of the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix for cach member 
| and Delegate of the second session of the Thirty- 
| Sixth Congress, six thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-nine dollars and sixty cents. . 
| For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe 
i for the second session of the Thirty-Sixth Con- 


For miscellaneous items, twenty thousand dol- | gress, at seven dollarsand fifty cents per column, | 


li eight thousand dollars: Provided, That, in audit- ! 


thousand eight hundred dollars; Chaplain, seven | 


i 
} 
1 
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i 


i 
j 


the Clerk of the House of Representatives, sev- || 


ing and settling: the account of John C. Rives 
the reports: of: House proceedings. and. debate 
nothing shall be allowed for revised speeches, a. 
report of which. has once been published, norfor 
messages and réports from the €Xécutive officers 
of the Government, except the annual message'of 
the: President and the annual reports proper of the. 
heads of Departments, nov for reports from com: 
mittees of the Senate; and the sixteenth section-of 
the act.entitled “(An act making!appropriations: 
for certain civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the.thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and _fifty-seyen,’’ approved eighteenth 
August, eighteen-hundred.and fifty-six, is hereby, 
repealed. i ý ane: : 
For the usual additional compensation to the 
reporters of the House for the Congressional 
Globe, for reporting the proceedings of the House 
for the second session of the Thirty-Sixth. Con- 
gress, eight hundred dollars cach, four thousand 
ollars. ~ 


Library of Congress. gens 
| For compensation of Librarian, three assistant 
librarians, and messenger, nine thousand dollars. 
For contingent expenses of said library, one 

thousand dollars.: - 

For purchase of. books for said: library,:five 
thousand dollars.. Peppa! ; 
For purchase of law books for said library, two 

thousand dollars. ` sg sapih 
For compensation of the. Superintendent of 
Public Printing, and the clerks and messenger in 
his office, nine thousand seven hundred and four+ 
i teen dollars; and that hereafter the Superintendent 
of Public Printing shall not be allowed to employ 

more than three clerks in his office. 

For contingent expenses of his office, vizs For 
blank books, stationery, postage, advertising for 
proposals for paper, furniture, traveling expenses, 
cartage and labor in storing and transportation of 
paper, and miscellaneous items, two thousand 
eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

| For paper required for the printing of the .sec= 
ond session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, ome 
hundred. thousand dollars. a Aes 
For printing required for the second session of 
he Thirty-Sixth: Congress, seventy thousand 
ollars. l 


Court of Claims. : 


For salaries of three judges of ‘the Court of 
Claims, the solicitor, assistant solicitor, deputy 
solicitor, clerk and assistant clerk, and messenger 
thereof, twenty-seven thousand three hundred 
| dollars. f 

For stationery, books, fuel, lights; labor; and 
miscellaneous items for the Court of Claims, four 
thousand dollars. ` i 


Executive, > > pea 

For compensation of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, twenty-five thousand dollars, | 

For compensation of the Vice President of the 
United States, eight thousand dollars. 

For compensation to Secretary to sign. patents 
for lands, one thousand five hundred. dollars. 

For compensation to the Private Secretary, 
i steward, and messenger of the President of the 
United States, four thousand six hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the Executive office, 
including stationery therefor, three hundred and 
fifty dollars. , 

Department of State. , 

For compensation of the Secretary of State, 
and ‘Assistant Secretary of State, clerks, mes- 
senger, assistant niessenger, and laborers in his 
office, fifty seven thousand eight hundred dollars. 


For the Incidental and Contingent Expenses of said 
| Department. oer 


For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, and 
; in newspapers of the States and Territories, and 


ij in the city of Washington, sixteen. thousand 


| seven hundred. and twenty-five dollars, i 
Fór stationery, blank books, binding, furniture, 


fixtures, repairs, painting, and glazing, ten thou- 

sand dollars. 

i For miscellaneous items, two thousand dollars. 

| For copper-plate printing, books, and maps, two 

| thousand dollars. . 
For extra clerk hire and copying, two thou- 

sand dollars. ; 

' To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
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ies, each, ‘of volumes twenty-two and 
bree, of Howard’s Reports of the Decis- 
ië Supreme’Court of the United States, 
ed dollars." 

st Executive Building. 

-c For compensation ‘of four.watchmen and two 
“ Iaborersof, the Northeast Executive Building, 
“theeee thousand six hundred dollars. : f 
“For contingent expenses ofsaid building, viz: 
for fuel, light repairs and miscellaneous expenses, 
four thousand five hundred dollars. ~ 
ous Treasury Department, 

“For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, clerks, 
messenger, assistant messenger, and laborers in 
his office, forty-eight thousand six hundred dol- 
lars. ; 


“For compensation of the First Comptroller, | 
and ‘the clerks, messenger; and laborers in his j 


office; twenty eight thousand three hundred and 
forty dollars. pane 

‘For compensation of the Second Comptroller, 
and: the’ clerks,’ messenger, and laborer in his 
office, twenty-six thousand eight hundred and 
‘forty. dollars. ` : sog 

“For compensation ofthe First Auditor,and the 
clerks; ‘messenger, assistant messenger, and la- 
borer in his office, thirty-five thousand nine hun- 
and forty dollars. : 

For compensation of the Second Auditor, and 
the clerks, ‘messenger, assistant messenger, and 
laborer in his office, thirty-five thousand five hun- 
dred and forty dollars, : 

For. compensation’ of the Third Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 


laborers in his office, one hundred and thirty-two | 


thousand six hundred and forty dollars. And 
that the twenty-nine clerks, now transferred by 
the Secretary of the Treasury from the Third 
‘Auditor’s office to other bureaus of the Treasury 
‘Department,’shall be permanently transferred to 
those offices, and taken from that of the Third 
Auditor; but-nothing herein contained shall be so 
construed as to take from the several heads of the 
Departments the power to transfer clerks tempo- 
rarily from one office or bureau to another. 

1 For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and 

. the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office, twenty-six thousand eight hundred and 
four dollars and seventy-two cents. 

. For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 
elerks, messenger, and laborer in his office, seven- 
teen thousand eight hundred and forty dollars, 

For compensation of the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury. for the Post Office Department, and the clerks, 


messenger, assistant messenger, and laborers in | 


his office, one hundred and seventy-two thousand 
three hundred and forty dollars f 
For compensation of the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States, and the clerks, méssenger, assistant 
messenger, and laborers in his office, twenty-seven 
thousand three hundred and forty dollars. 
For compensation of the Register of the Treas- 


ury; and the clerks, messenger, assistant mès- | 


senger, and laborers in his ofice, fifty-one thou- 
sand nine hundred and forty dollars. 


For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treas- | 
ury, and ‘the'clerks and messenger in his office, | 


seventeen thousand one hundred and forty dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, and the clerks, messenger, and Jaborer in 
his office, twenty thousand four hundred and forty 
dollars, 


For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 


laborer of the Light-House Board, nine thousand ! 


two hundred and forty dollars. 


Contingent Expenses of the Treasury Department. | 
Inthe office of the Secretary of the Treasury: | 


For copying, blank books, stationery, binding, 


sealing ships’ registers, translating foreign lan- | 
guages, advertising, and extra clerk hire for pre- | 
paring and collecting information to be laid before 

Congress—said clerks to beemployéd only during | 


the session of Congress, or when indispensably 
necessary to enable the Department to answer 
some call made by either House of Congress at 


one ‘session to be answered at another; and no | 


such ‘extra clerk shall receive more than three 
dollars and thirty-three and one third conts per 


i 
l 
1 
i 
i 
| 
$ 
| 
4 
i 


day for the time actually and necessarily em- 
ployed—and for miscellaneous items, twelve thou- 
sand dollars. 


In the office of the First Comptroller: 

For furniture, blank books, binding, stationery, 
public documents, State and territorial statutes, 
and miscellaneous items, one thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars. 


In the office of the Second Comptroller: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, pay for 
the National Intelligencer and Constitution, to be 
filed and preserved for the use of the office, office 
furniture, and miscellaneous items, one thousand 
two hundred dollars. 


In the office of the First Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
niture, and miscellancous items, including sub- 
scription for the Constitution and National Intel- 
ligencer, to be filed for the use of the office, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 


‘In the office of the Second Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
niture, and miscellaneous items, including two of 
the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office, one thousand 


two hundred dollars. 


In the office of the Fourth Auditor: 

For stationery, books, binding, labor, and mis- 

celfaneous items, one thousand dollars. 
In the office of the Fifth Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, office 
furniture, carpeting, and miscellaneous expenses, 
in which are included two daily newspapers, 
eight hundred dollars. 


In the office of the Treasurer: 


For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- | 


cellaneous items, one thousand dollars. 


In the office of the Register: 

For ruling and full-binding books for recording 
collectors’ quarterly abstracts of commerce and 
navigation, and blank abstracts for their use, 
blank books, binding, and stationery, arranging 
and binding canceled marine papers, cases for 
official papers, and records, and miscellancous 
items, including office furniture and carpeting, 
four thousand dollars. 


Light-House Board. 
For blank books, binding, stationery, miscel- 


laneous expenses, and postage, six hundred | 


dollars. 


For the general purposes of the Southeast Executive | 
Building, including the Extension and the Build- ! 


ing occupied by the Attorney General and the First 

Auditor. 

For compensation of twelve watchmen and 
eleven laborers of the Southeast Executive Build- 
ing, thirteen thousand eight hundred dollars, 

For contingent expenses of said building, fuel, 


light, and miscellaneous items, ten thousand | 


dollars. 
Department of the Interior. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Inte- | 


rior, and the clerks, messengers, assistant mes- 
sengers, watchmen, and laborers in his office, 
thirty-six thousand nine huvdred dollars. 

_ For compensation of the Commissioner of the 


General Land Office, and the recorder, draughts- 


man, assistant draughtsman, clerks, messcngers, 
assistant messengers, packers, watchmen, and 
laborers in his office, one hundred and seventy- 


three thousand eight hundred and ninety dollars, | 


Foradditional clerksinthe General Land Office, 
under the act of third March, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-five, granting bounty land,and 
forlaborers employed therein, fifty-eight thousand 
four hundred dollars: Provided, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, at his discretion, shall be, 


i| and he is hereby, authorized to use any portion 
| of said appropriation for piece work, or by the 


day, week, month, or year, at such rate or mates 
as he may deem just and fair. 


_ To enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry | 
into effeet the act approved the sixteenth of May, | 
eighteen hundred and sixty, creating an additional | 


land district in Washington Territory, eight thou- 
sand dollars: Provided, That said sum shall be 
paid out of the proceeds of the sale of tand in said 
district, and not otherwise. 


For compensation of the Commissioner of In- - 
dian Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, assistant 
messenger, watchmen, and laborers, in his office, 
thirty-one thousand nine hundred and forty dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of five extra clerks employed 
in the Indian office, under. acts of August five, 
eighteen hundred and -fifty-fourand March three, 
eighteen hundred fifty-five, and under appropria- 
tions made from year to year, seven thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation of one clerk in the Indian 
office, employed to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry out the regulations prescribed to 
give effect to the seventh section of the act of 
third March, eightcen hundred and fifty-five, 
granting bounty lands to Indians, one thousand 
four hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the elerks, messenger, assistant mes- 
senger, and laborers in his office, one hundred 
and nine thousand three hundred and forty dol- 
lars. 

Contingent Expenses—Depariment of the Interior. 


Office of the Sceretary of the Interior: 

For books, stationery, furniture, fuel, lights gy 
and other contingencies, and for books and maps 
for the library, six thousand five hundred dollars. 

For expenses of packing and distributing con- 
gressional journals and documents, in pursuance 
of the provisions contained in the joint resolution 
of Congress approved twenty-eighth Jamuary, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, and act Febru- 


i ary fifth, eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, three 


thousand dollars. 


Office of Indian Affairs: : 

For blank books, binding, stationery, fuel, 
lights, and miscellaneous items, including two of 
the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office, five thousand 
dollars. 


General Land Office: 

For cash system and military patents, under 
laws prior to twenty-cighth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty, patent and other records; tract- 
books and blank books for this. and the district 
land offices; binding plats and field-notes; station- 
ery, furniture, and repairs of same, and miscel- 
lancous items, including two of the daily city 
newspapers, to be filed, bound, and preserved for 
the use of the office; also, for contingent expenses, 
in addition, under swamp land act of twenty- 
eighth September, eighteen hundred and fifty, 
military bounty land acts of twenty-eighth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty, and twenty- 
second March, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, 
and act thirty-first August, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-two, for the satisfaction of Virginia land war- 
rants, forty-two thousand dollars. 

For fuel, lights, and incidental expenses attend- 
ing the same, including pay of furnace-keepers, 
two thousand dollars. 

Pension Office: š 

For stationery, binding books, furniture, and ` 
repairing the same, miscellaneous items, including 
two daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office, and for engrav- 
ing and retouching plates for bounty land war- 
rants, printing and binding the same, also for ex- 
pensesin removing the office from Seventeenth to 
Seventh streets, and for furniture in the new office, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings, and the clerk and messenger in his 
office, four thousand two hundred dollars. 

For stationery, blank books, plan, drawings, 
and other contingent expenses of the office of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 


Surveyors General and their Clerks. 

For compensation of the sarveyor general of 
Illinois and Missouri, and the clerks in his office, 
five thousand eight hundred and twenty dollars. ' 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Louisiana, and the clerks in his office, four thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Florida, and the clerks in his office, five thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
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and the clerks in his office, 
rs. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Oregon, and the clerks in his office, seven thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Oregon, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
penses, two thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
California, and the clerks in his office, fifteen 
thousend five hundred dollars. 

For rent of surveyor general’s offiee in Cali- 
fornia, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental expenses, including pay of messenger, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 


Washington Territory, and the clerks in his office, | 


seven thousand dollars. 

For office rent of the surveyor general of Wash- 
ington Territory, fuel, books, stationery, and other 
incidental expenses, two thousand five hundred 
dollars. 7 


For compensation of the surveyor general of | 


New Mexico, and the clerks in his office, seven 
thousand dollars. 

For rent of the surveyor general’s office in New 
Mexico, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental expenses, two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of translator in the office of 


the surveyor general of New Mexico, one thou- | 


sand four hundred and sixty-seven dollars and six 
cents, 3 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Kansas and Nebraska, and the clerks in his office, 
eight thousand three hundred dollars. 

or office rent of the surveyor general of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, fuel, and incidental expenses, 
‘two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Utah, and the clerks in his office, cight thousand 
dollars. 

For rent of the surveyor general’s office in Utah, 
fuel, stationery, and other incidental expenses, 
two thousand five hundred dollars. i 

For compensation of the surve 
Minnesota, and the clerksin his ofi 
sand three hundred dollars. 

For compensation of clerks in the offices of the 
surveyors general, to be apportioned to them ac- 
cording to the exigencies of the public service, and 
to be employed in transcribing field notes of sur- 
veys, for the purpose of preserving’ them at the 


or general of 
ce, eight thou- 


seat of Government, twenty-five thousand. dol- | 


lars. 

For salary of the recorder of land titles in Mis- 
souri, five hundred dollars, 

War Department. 

For compensation of the Secretary of War, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 
laborer in his office, twenty-two thousand dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Adjutant General, thirteen thou- 
sand six hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Quartermaster General, sixteen 
thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 

for compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Paymaster General, twelve thou- 
sand four hundred.and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 


Jaborer in the office of the Commissary General, | 


ten thousand and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Surgeon General, five thousand 
two hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer in the office of Topographical Engineers, 
ten thousand six hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 


in the office of the Chief Engineer, cight thousand | 


two hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Colonel of Ordnance, twelve 
thousand two hundred and forty dollars. 

Contingent expenses of the War Department. 
Office of the Secretary of War: 

For blank books, stationery, books, maps, extra 
clerk hire, and miscellaneous items, five thousand 
five hundred dollars. 


j three hundred and forty dollars. 


Office of the Adjutant General: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis-" 
cellaneous items, two thousand dollars, 


Office of the Quartermaster General: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, and. mis- 
eeneous items, one thousand two hundred dol- 
ars. 
Office of the Paymaster General: | 
For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items, five hundred dollars. | 


Office of the Commissary General: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 

cpllaneous items, one thousand two hundred dol- 
ars. 
Office of the Chief Engineer: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items, including two daily Washington 
papers, nine hundred dollars. 

Office of the Surgeon General: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 

cellaneous items, four hundred dollars. 


Office of Colonel of Ordnance: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 

cellaneous items, five hundred dollars. i 
Office of the Colonel of Topographical Engi- 
neers: 

For-blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items, one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. 

For the general purposes of the Northwest Executive | 

Building. | 
For compensation of four watchmen and two | 
laborers of the Northwest Executive Building, 
three thousand six hundred dollars. 
For fuel, light, and miscellaneous items, four | 
thousand dollars. 


For the general purposes of the building corner of |: 
F and Seventeenth streets. | 


Forcompensation of superintendent, four watch- 
men, and two laborers for said building, three 
thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

For fuel, compensation of firemen, and mis- 


cellaneous items, four thousand eight hundred | 


dollars. 
Navy Department. 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, | 
and laborer in his office, twenty-nine thousand | 
six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the chief of the bureau 
of Navy-Yards and Docks, and the clerks, mes- 
senger, and laborer in his office, fourteen thou- | 
sand one hundred and forty dollars. | 

For compensation of the chief of the bureau 


| of Ordnance and Hydrography, and the clerks, 


messenger, and laborer in his office, twelve thou- 
sand three hundred and forty dollars. 
For compensation of the chief of the bureau | 


the engineer-in-chief, and the clerks, messenger, | 
and Jaborers in his office, twenty-one thousand | 


and laborer in the bureau of Provisions and Cloth- 
ing, eight thousand eight hundred and forty dol- 
lars. ’ i | 
For compensation of the chief of the bureau | 


| 
I 
| 
For compensation of the clerks, messenger, | 
H 
i 


I 
i 
of Medicine and Surgery, and the clerks, messen- || 
ger, and laborer in his office, nine thousand five || 
hundred and forty dollars. i 
i 


Contingent Expenses of the Navy Department. 
Office of the Secretary of the Navy: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, newspa- | 
pers, periodicals, and miscellaneous items, two | 
thousand eight hundred and forty dollars. 

Bureau of Yards and Docks: 

For stationery, books, plans, and drawings, 
eight handred dollars. 

Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography: | 

For blank books, stationery, and miscellaneous | 
items, seven hundred and fifty dollars. f 

Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and | 
Repairs: °= f aay el 

For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, | 
| 

H 


and miscellaneous items, eight hundred dollars. 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: ` l 
For blank books, stationery, and miscellaneous | 
items, seven hundred dollars. j 


Bureau of Medicine and Surger Pega eer 
For blank books, stationery, and :imiscellane-. 
ous items; four hundred-and fifty. dollars: = 


For the general ‘purposes of the Southwest Executive 
oe Building ce i on 
For compensation ‘of four : watchmen ofthe 
Southwest Executive Building, two thousand. four: 
hundred dollars: Bes pridi pia Bo Ata Oe 
For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
for labor, fuel, lights,and miscellaneous. items, 
three thousand nine hundred and thirteen dol-; 
lars. : gyvi 
Post Office Departmento ise e555" 


For compensation of the Postmaster General,- 
three Assistant Postmasters General; and ‘the ° 
clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, watch- 
men, and laborers of said Department; one hün 
dred and fifty-seven thousand eight hundred dol- 
ars. : 


Contingent expenses of said Department: 

For blank-books, binding, and stationery, fuel 
for the General Post Office building, including the 
Auditor’s office, oil, gas, and candles, printing, 
day watchmen, and for miscellaneous items, for 
repairs of the General Post Office building, for 
office furniture, glazing, painting, whitewashing, 
and for keeping the fire-places and furnaces in 
order, fifteen thousand dollars. f Ae 


° General Post Office Extension. 


For watchmen, engineer, (for steam engines,) 
laborers, fuel, gas, candles, repairs of furniture, 
and for miscellaneous items, ten thousand dol- 


Í 
{| lars. 


| Printing for Executive Departments. 


For paper and printing for the Executive: De- 
partments, including the annual estimates of Ap- 
propriations, and the paper, printing, and binding 
! of the annual statement of commerce and naviga- 
| tion of the United States, fifty-five thousand dol- 
‘Jars. 


Mint of the United States at Philadelphia. 

For salaries of the director, treasurer; assayer, 
melter and refiner, chief coiver and engraver, as- 
sistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and 
seven clerks, twenty-seven thousand nine hundied - 
dollars.. aasi . : 

For wages of workmen and adjusters, sixty- 
seven thousand dollars. i 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available funds,. 
| thirty thousand dollars. 

For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved 
at the Mint, three hundred dollars. 

For transportation of bullion from the New 
York assay office to the United States Mint for 
coinage, five thousand dollars. 5 


| For salaries of superintendent, coiner, ass 
| 


At San Francisco, California: 


of Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, and of :! For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, as- 


| sayer, melter and refiner, coiner, and five clerks 
thirty thousand five hundred dollars. ; 
For wages of workmen and adjusters, ninety- 


? 


|| six thousand nine hundred and twenty-eight dol- 


lars. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, inelud- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available funds, 
twenty-nine thousand four hundred and forty dol- 
lars and twenty-one cents. 


Assay Office, New York. 


i| For salaries of officers and clerk, twenty-four 
i 


| thousand nine hundred dollars. 
For wages of workmen, twenty-four thousand 
dollars. 

At New Orleans. 

For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, ds-, 
sayer, coiner, melter and refiner, and threeclerks, 
eighteen thousand three hundred dollars. 

For wages of workmen, twenty-eight thousand 
five hundred and nineteen dollars and forty-five 
cents, 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available funds, 
thirty thousand dollars. 


At Charlotte, North Carolina. 


ayer, 
and clerk, six thousand dollars. ee 
For wages of workmen, three thousand five 


! hundred dollars. ° 
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At: Dahlonega, Georgia. 
“For salaries of superintendent, coiner,assayer, 

and clerk, ‘six thousand dollars. 

GOVERNMENT IN THE: TERRITORIES. 

ce Territory of New Mexico. 

~oPlorsaliriés of Governor, three judges, and sec- 
retaby;.tweélve thousand dollars.: 

: “SFor contingent expenses of said 
thousand ‘dollars. ; i 

o¥or interpreter and translator in the executive 

office, five"hundred dollars. ` . 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly,ten thou- 
sand dollars. . 


Territory, one 


Territory of Utah. 
‘For ‘salaries of Governor, three judges, and 
secretary, twelve thousand dollars. : 
For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 


Territory of Washington. 
For salaries of Governor, three judges, and | 
secretary, twelve thousand five hundred dollars. 
For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. : 
-For compensation‘and mileage of the members 
ofthe Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars, Dei 


Territory of Nebraska. 


. For salaries of the Governor, three judges, and 
secretary,’ ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and - 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

oeu i o Territory of Kansas. 

For. salaries of Governor, three judges, and 
secretary, ten'thóusand five hundred dollars. 

‘For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

“For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty | 
thousand dollars. | 

l Judiciary. - 
` For salaries of the Chief Justice of the Supreme | 
Court, and eight associate justices, fifty-four thou- | 
sand five hundred dollars. 

‘For salaries’ of the district judges, one hundred 
and thirteen thousand two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. 

For salary of the circuit jadge of California, 
six thousand dollars. 

For salaries of the chief justice of the District {| 
of Columbia, the associate judges, and the judges i 
of- the criminal court and the orphans’ court, ji 
fifteen thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 


Office of the Attorney General. 


For salaries of the Attorney General, Assistant 
Attorney General, and the clerks and messenger 
in his office, seventeen thousand five hundred 
dollars. S 

For contingent expenses of the office of the 
Attorney General, two thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of law and necessary books 
for the. office of the Attorney General, five hun- 
dred dollars. ` 

- For.the purchase of deficient State reports and | 
Statutes for the office of the Attorney General, | 
five hundred dollars. 

For fuel and labor for the office of the 
General, five hundred dollars, 

For furniture and Look-cases for office of Attor- 
ney General, three hundred dollars. i 

For legal assistance and other necessary ex- 
penditures in the disposal of private land claims | 
in California, ten thousand dollars. 

For special and other extraordin 
of California land claims, 
lars. 

For salary of the reporter of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court, one thousand three hundred j 
dollars, i 

For. one. hundred. and. fifty copies of yolume || 
twenty-third of Howard’s Reports of Decisions of || 


| 
| 
1 


4 
i 
i 
i 
i 
! 


$ 


Attorney | 


ary expenses 
twenty thousand dol- 


il 


the Supreme Court of the United States, to be fur- 


nished by the reporter thereof: to the State De- | 


artment for distribution according to existing 
laws, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For. compensation of the district attorneys, 
eleven thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the marshals, ten thou- 
sand four hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of the supreme, 
circuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; also for jurors 
and witnesses, in aid of the funds arising from 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred in the 
fiscal year ending June thirtieth, cighteen hundred 
and sixty-one, and previous years; and likewise 
for defraying the expenses of suits in which the 
United States are concerned, and of prosecutions 
for offenses committed against the United States, 
and for the safe-keeping of prisoners, one million 
of dollars, 

For the detection. and bringing to trial of per- 
sons engaged in counterfeiting the coin of the 
United States, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, ten thousand 
dollars. : 


Independent Treasury. 


For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the 
United States at New York, Boston, Charleston, 
and Saint Louis, sixteen thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For additional salaries of the treasurer of the 
Mint at Philadelphia of one thousand dollars,and 
of the treasurer of the branch mint at New Or- 
leans of five hundred dollars, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For salaries of five of the additional clerks au- 


thorized by the acts of sixth August, eighteen’ 


hundred and forty-six, and paid under acts of 
twelfth August, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 
third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, and 


| third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, five 


thousand seven hundred dollars. 

For salary of additional clerk in office of assist- 
ant treasurer at Boston, one thousand two hun- 
dred dollars. i 

For salaries of clerks, messengers and watch- 
men in the office of the assistant treasurer at New 
York, thirteen thousand nine hundred dollars, 

For salaries of nine supervising and fifty local 


tection of the lives of passengers by steamboats, 
with traveling and oiher expenses incurred by 
them, eighty thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the laborer in charge of 


| the water-closets in the Capitol, four hundred and 


thirty-eight dollars. 

For compensation to the public gardener, one 
thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation to twenty-two laborers em- 
ployed in the public grounds and President’s gar- 
den, thirteen thousand two hundred dollars. 


For compensation of the keeper of the western | 


gate, Capitol square, 
six dollars. 

For compensation of two day watchmen em- 
ployed in the Capitol square, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. 


eight hundred and seventy- 


For compensation of two night watchmen em- | 
ployed at the President’s house, one thousand fi 


two hundred dollars, - 

For compensation of the doorkeeper at the Pres- 
ident’s house, six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the assistant doorke 
at the President’s house, six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of one night watchman em- 
ployed for the better protection of the buildings 
lying south of the C 


lars. 

For compensation of watchmen em 
reservation number two, six hundred 

For compensation of four draw- 
Potomac bridge, and for fuel, 
three thousand two hundred än 
lars. 

For com 
two brid 
tomac, and for fuc}, oil, and lamps, one thousand 
one hundred and eighty dollars, 

For compensation of the auxiliar 
one lieutenant, and for fuel, oil, ad 


dollars. 


-keepers at the | 
oil, and lamps, | 
d sixty-six dol- | 


pensation of two draw-keepers at the | 
ges across the eastern branch of the Po- ` 


| 


i 
f 
i 
H 
| 
i 
j 
i 
jj 


t 
inspectors, appointed under act thirtieth August, | 


‘ ' any moneys in the 
| eighteen hundred and fifty-two, for the better pro- 


for twenty policemen, to be appointed in the same 
manner as the auxiliary guard, thirty-two thou- 
sand four hundred dollars; and that there be paid 
to the Corporation of the city of Washington out 
of money heretofore appropriated the compensa- 
tion of one lieutenant of police. 

For furnace-keeper at the President’s house, 
six hundred dollars. 


Expenses of the Collection of Revenue from Lands. 


To meet the expenses of collecting the revenue 
from the sale of public lands in the several States 
and ‘Territories: 

For salaries and commissions of registers of 
land offices and receivers of public moneys, two 
hundred and sixty-two thousand seven hundred 
dollars. 

For expenses of depositing public moneys b 
receivers of public moneys, thirty thousand dol- 
lars. 3 

For incidental expenses of the several land 
offices, thirty thousand dollars. 

Penitentiary. 

For compensation of the warden, clerk, phy- 
sician, chaplain, assistant keepers, guards, and 
matron of the penitentiary of the District of Co- 
lumbia, thirteen thousand six hundred and forty: 
dollars. 

For compensation of three inspectors of said 
penitentiary, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the support and maintenance of said pen- 
itentiary, six thousand two hundred and ninety- 
six dollars and twenty-five cents. 

For payment of messengers of the respective 
States for conveying to the seat of Government 
the votes of the electors of the said States for 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
twenty thousand dollars, 

Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, That the twen- 
ty-third section of the act entitled * An act legal- 
izing and making appropriations for such neces- 
sary objects as lave usually been included in the 
general appropriation bills without authority of 
law, and to fix and provide for certain incidental 
expenses of the Departments and offices of the 
Government, and for other purposes,” approved 
twenty-sixth August, eighteen hundred and for- 
-two, is hereby repealed: And the Secretary of 
e Interior is hereby authoized to pay, out of 

reasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, such amount as may by him be re- 


| garded as reasonable and just for the rent of the 


rooms occupied by the United States courts at 
Los Angelos, California, from the twenty-seventh 
October, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, to the 
fifth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six: Pro- 
vided, That the whole amount paid shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of three thousand dollars. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all pur- 
chases and contracts for supplies or services in 
any of the departments of the Government, ex- 
cept for personal services, when the public exi- 
gencies do not require the immediate delivery of 
the article or articles, or performance of the ser- 
vice, shall be made by advertising, a sufficient 
time previously, for proposals respecting the 
same. When immediate delivery or performance 
is required by the public exigency, the articles or 
service required may be procured by open pur- 
chase or contract at the places and in the manner 
in which such articles are usually bought and 


| sold, or such services engaged between individ- 
‘uals. No contract or purchase shall hereafter be 
eper i; 


made unless the same be authorized by law, or be 


; under an appropriation adequate to its fulfillment, 


except in the War and Navy Departments, for 


É ; clothing, subsistence, forage, fuel, quarters or 
apitol, and uscd as public | transportation, which, however, shall not execed 
stables and carpenters’ shops, six hundred dol- g the necessities of the current year. No arms, 
: nor military supplies whatever, which are of a 


ployed on i 


patented invention, shall be purchased, nor the 
right of using or applying any patented inven- 
tion, unless the same shall be authorized by law, 
and the appropriation therefor explicitly set forth 
that itis for such patented invention. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 


1860.) 
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port of the Army for the year ending the thirtieth 
of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five,” any 
outstanding and unpaid bonds and couponsissued | 
by said State, for said war debt prior to the pas- 
sage of said act, but bearing date subsequent to 
the first day of January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four: Provided, That no payment shall be 
made beyond the unexpended amount of said ap- 
propriation now remaining in the Treasury; and 
also, that there be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated the sum of 
twenty-two thousand dollars, or so much thereof 
as may be required, for extra compensation and 
salaries to the district judges of California, under 
the provisions of the seventh section of the act 
entitled “ An act to define and regulate the juris- 
diction of the district courts of the United States 
in California, in regard to the survey and location 
of California private land claims,” approved 
June, [sixteenth,] eighteen hundred and sixty. 
Avproven, June 28, 1860. i 


Cuar. CCXI.—An Act making Appropriations | 
for sundry Civil Expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, cigh- 
teen hundred and sixty-one. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, for the objects 
hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year ending the 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one, viz: | 

Survey of the Coast. 

For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and | 
Gulf coast of the United States, (including com- f 
| 


pensation of civilians engaged in the work, and 
excluding pay and emoluments of officers of the 
Army and Navy, and petty officers and men of 
the Navy employed on the work,) two hundred | 
and fifty thousand dollars, j 

For continuing the survey of the western coast || 
of the United States, including compensation of || 
civilians engaged in the work, one hundred and 
thirty thousand dollars. - 

For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs |i 
and keys, (including compensation of civilians 
engaged in the work, and excluding pay and 
emoluments of officers of the Army and Navy, | 
and petty oflicersand men of the Navy employed | 
on the work,) forty thousand dollars. 

For running a line to connect the triangulation |! 
on the Atlante coast with that on the Gulf of | 
Mexico, across the Florida peninsula, including 
compensation of civilians engaged in the work, 
five thousand dollars. | 

For publishing the observations made in the | 
progress of the survey of the coast of the United |! 
States, including compensation of civilians en- 
gaged in the work, five thousand dollars. 

for repairs of steamers and sailing schooners || 
used in the Coast Survey, ten thousand dollars. |! 

For fuel and quarters, and for mileage or trans- || 
portation for officers and enlisted soldiers of the 
Army serving in the Coast Survey, in cases no | 
longer provided for by the quartermaster’s de- 
partment, five thousand dollars. | 

For pay and rations of engineers for seven 
steamers, used in the hydrography of the Coast 
Survey, no longer supplied by the Navy Depart- 
ment, twelve thousand eight hundred dollars. 

To supply deficiency in the fund for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen, one hundred and | 
seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For the discharge of such miscellaneous claims, 
not otherwise provided for, as shall be admitted 
in due course of settlement at the Treasury, five | 
thousand dollars. 

For preserving the unfinished work upon the 
Charleston custom-house, five thousand dollars; 
and to pay for the marble already delivered at the 
Charleston custom-house, to be used in contin- 
uing the work on that building, fifteen thousand 
dollars; and the Seeretary of the Treasury is 
directed to report to Congress, in his next annual 
report on the finances, the amount of further ap- | 
propriations that may be required to finish, re- 
spectively, this custom-house and the one at New 
Orleans, and the time necessary to complete the 
same, and whether any changes can be made, 
consistently with the purposes for which the | 


t 
i 


building is intended, which will reduce the cóst 
of completion; and in the mean time no further 
materials shall be delivered for said custom-house. 

For preserving the unfinished work upoh the 
New Orleans custom-house, five thousand -dol- 
lars; and to pay for marble already delivered at 
the New Orleans custom-house, to Be used in con- 
tinuing the work on that building, twenty-five 
thousand dollars; and in the mean time no further 


materials shall be delivered for said custom-house. 4 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to fit 
up ready for the occupancy of the postmaster and 
his force, the necessary rooms in the custom- 
house building at New Orleans, that is one half 
of the first floor of the old levee front, (designed 
for the post office department,) according to the 
original design, twenty thousand dollars. 

For the extension of the Treasury building, 
three hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For furnishing rooms in the Treasury building 
for the office of the Attorney General, two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

To pay for labor on, and materials furnished 
for, the Capitol Extension, one hundred and fifty- 
three thousand six hundred and one dollars and 
seventy-four cents; and to enable the Superintend- 
ent to take care of the marble which has been 
delivered, and of the shops occupied, and to lay 


| the marble flooring of the porticos and to pay for 


the bronze doors, forty-eight thousand nine hun- 
dred and twenty dollars; and for contingencies of 
the Capitol Extension, twenty-three hundred dol- 
lars, making two hundred ‘and four thousand 
eight hundred and twenty-one dollars and seven! 
ty-four cents. f 
For the prosecution of the work on the Capitol 
Extension during the fiscal year ending the thir- 


| tieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, the 
|| sum of three hundred thousand dollars: Provided, 
| That none of the money hereby appropriated shall 


be expended in the decoration and embellishment 
of the Capitol Extension by sculpture or paint- 
ing, or other works of illustrated art. 

To enable the Superintendent of the Capitol 


Extension to purchase from Rice & Heebner | 


thirty-four monolithic columns of American mar- 
ble, at the price specified in their supplemental 
contract of March thirty, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, the marble for said columns to be ap- 
proved by the said Superintendent, the sum of 
forty-seven thousand six hundred dollars: Pro- 
vided, That no part of the aforesaid sum of three 
hundred thousand dollars appropriated for the 
prosecution of the work shall be applied to the 
purchase of marble columns. 


For Contingent Expenses of the Senate, viz: 
For fixtures for gas, and furniture, for the com- 


mittec, office, and other rooms and apartments, | 
i in the north wing of the Capitol, as directed ‘by 
the resolution of the Senate of thirtieth March, | 


eighteen hundred and sixty, nineteen thousand 


four hundred dollars, to be expended under the i 


direction of the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

For the completion of the Washington aque- 
duct, five hundred thousand dollars, to be ex- 
pended according to the plans and estimates of 


Captain Meigs, and under his superintendence: | 


Provided, That the office of engineer of the Po- 
tomac water works is hereby abolished, and its 


duties shall hereafter be discharged by the chief | 


engineer of the Washington aqueduct. 


For furniture required for the new custom- | 
-house, post office, and United States court roomsat 


Wheeling, Virginia, one thousand four hundred 
and eleven dollars. 

For the repair of the custom-house in the city 
of Baltimore, fifteen thousand dollars. 


Light-House Establishment. 

For Atlantic, Gulf, and Lake coasts, viz: 
For supplying the light-houses and beacon- 
lights with oil, glass chimneys, wicks, chamois 
skins, polishing powder, whiting, and otherclean- 
ing materials, transportation and other necessary 
expenses of the same, repairing and keeping in 
repair the lighting apparatus, one hundred and 
thirty-six thousand two hundred and twenty-six 

dollars. . 
For repairs and incidental expenses, refitting 


| and improving all the light-houses, and buildings 


eonnected therewith, one hundred and fifteen thou- 


‘sand five hundred and twenty-six dollars and fowr 
teen cents. 5 E N E E 
For. salaries ‘of five hundred and sixtyseight 
‘keepers of ligh houses andlight-beacons,and their 
assistants, one hundred andeighty<eight thousand 
nine hundred and. twelve dollars and ninety-xeven 
cents, » i E E 

For salaries of forty-nine keepers of:light-vés- 
sels, twenty-seven thousand three hundred and 
fifty dollars; . f we WE ade S 

For seaman ’s wages, repairs, supplies, and in-, 
cidental expenses of forty-eight light-vessels, one 
hundred and seventy-two thousand seven:hundfed 
and five dollars. i Dane ks aT prn e 

For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, re 
pairing, remooring,and supplying losses‘of buoys 
and day-beacons, and for chains and sinkers*for 
the same, and for coloring and numbering all the 
buoys, one hundred and seven thousand dollars: 

For expenses of visifing and inspecting lights 
and other aids to navigation, one thousand four 
hundred and fourteen dollars and eighty-one 
cents, a l 

For commissions, at two anda half per centum, 
to such superfntenden ts as are entitled to the same 
under the proviso to act third March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, on the amount that may 
be disbursed by them, in addition to available 
balance, six thousand. six: hundred and thirty- 
eight dollars and sixty-one cents, Pg 

For the Coasts of California, Oregon, and 
f Washington: i 

For supplying fifteen light-houses and beacon- 
lights with oil,glass chimneys, wicks, chamois 
skins, polishing powder, and other cleaning mate- 
|| rials, transportation, expenses of keeping lamps 
and machinery in order, publishing notices to 
mariners of changes of aids to navigation, eleven 
thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars and 
sixty-four cents. 

For salaries of thirty-five keepers and assistant 
keepers of light-houses, at an average not ex- 
ceeding eight hundred dollars per annum, four 
thousand dollars. f pei 

For expenses of iaising, cleaning, painting, re- 
pairing, remooring, and supplying losses of buoys 
and day+beacons, add for chains and sinkers for 
the same, and for coloring and numbering all the 
| buoys, three thousand dollars. ‘ om 
| For the maintenance of the vessel provided for 
i by the act of eighteenth August, eighteen hun- 
| dred and fifty-six, for inspection and transporta- 
i tion purposes, thirty thousand dollars. 
| Forcontinuing the construction of the light- 
house at Minos Ledge, one of the Cohasset 
|| rocks, Boston Bay, Massachusetts, ‘being: the 
l| amount remaining tobe appropriated to complete 
the work according to the original estimate, forty- 
i| seven thousand and ninety dollars and thirty-six 
|| cents. 
|| For completion and protection of way to light- 
house at Huron, Ohio, six thousand dollars; and 
for the protection of the piers and beacon-light on 
the pier at Cleveland, Ohio, eight thousand dol- 
lars; and for the protection of the piers and bea- 
con-light on the persat Fairport, Ohio, five thon- 
sand dollars. 

For commutation of fuel and quarters for officers 
of the Army serving on light-house duty, the 
payment of which is no longer provided for by 
the quartermaster’s department, three’ thousand 
two hundred aad two dollars and twenty-nine 
‘| cents, 

i! For compensation of two superintendents for 
|! the life-saving stations on the coasts of Long 
ii Island and New Jersey, three thousand dollars. 

For compensation of fifty-four keepers .of 
stations, at two hundred dollars each, ten thou- 
|| sand eight hundred dolars. : 

For support, care, and medical treatment-of 
forty transient paupers, medical and surgical 
patients in Washington Infirmary, six thousand 
dollars. 3 . 

For the purchase of manure for the public 
ground; one thousand dollars. 

For hire of carts on the public ground, one 
thousand and ninety-five dollars. 

For purchase and repair of tools used: in the 
public grounds, two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For purchase of trees and tree-boxes, to replace 
where necessary sachas have been planted by the 
United States, and the repair of pavements in 


t 
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« For lighting the Capitol and President’s house, 
the public. grounds. around them and around the 
Executive --offices, and Pennsylvania avenue, 
Bridge and- High streets in Georgetown, Four- 
and-a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth streets across 
the Mall, forty-two thousand dollars. And the 
act: incorporating ‘the. Washington Gas Light 
Company is hereby so Amended as to prohibit 
said company from receiving, after the thirty-first 
day of December next, more than thirty-five cents 
per hundred cubic feet of gas, furnished by it to 
any consumer, subject: to:a discount of not less 
than ten: per centum on all bills for‘gas, if paid at 
the office ofsaid company within five days from 
the rendition thereof; provided all arrears shall 
have been previously paid. 

-For purchase of books for library at the Execu- 
tive mansion, to be.expended under the direction 
of the Presidentof the United States,two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For the repairs of the Potomac, Navy-Yard, 
and upper bridges, six thousand dollars. 

For taking down and rebuilding the southern- 
most span of thebridgeacross the Potomac, known 
as the Long Bridge, three thousand two hundred 
‘and forty-seven dollars and fifty-four cents, 

‘a For repairs of Pennsylvania avenue, three thou- 
sand dollars. . 

.. For grading and graveling B street south, from 
Seventh to. Fourteenth streets west, setting curb, 
and paving gutter with stone, and footway with 
brick on the north side of the same, next to the 
public reservation, seven thousand nine hundred 
and seventy-nine dollars and fifty cents. 

For inclosing the circle at the intersection of 
Pennsylvaniaavenueand New Hampshire avenue 
and K and Twenty-Third streets with a wrought- 
iron railing, five feet high, nine thousand and 
eighteen dollars and forty-seven cents. 

‘or public. reservation number two, and La 
Fayette square, two thousand dollars. 

For taking- care of the grounds south of the | 
President’s house, continuing the improvement of | 
the same, and keeping them in order, five hun- 
dred dollars, 

For repairs of water-pipes, five hundred dollars. 

. For cleaning out the sewer-traps on Pennsyl- 
vania auenue, and repairing the same, three hun- 
dred dollars. 

For repairing the fence around that portion of 
the Mall upon which the Smithsonian building is | 
situated, five hundred dollars. i 
. For curbing, paving footwalk and gutter, lay- 
ing stone footway and grading on the south side 
of Missouri avenue, from Third to Sixth streets 
west, one thousand nine hundred and thirty-nine 
dollars and thirty-seven cents. 

For seats of wood in the Smithsonian grounds, 
one hundred dollars. 


Survey of the Public Lands. 


For surveying the public lands, (exclusive of 
California, Oregon; Washington, New Mexico, 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Utah,) including inci- 
dental expenses and island surveys in the interior, 
and all other special and difficult surveys demand- 
ingaugmented rates, to be apportioned and applied 
to the several surveying districts, according to 
the exigencies of the public service, including 
expenses of selecting swamp lands and the com- 
pensation and expenses to survey or to locate pri- 
vate land claims in Louisiana, in addition to the 
unexpended balances ofall former appropriations, 

-fifty thousand dollars. f 

For surveying the public landsand private land 
claims in California, to be disbursed at the rates 
prescribed by law for the different kinds of work, 
twenty thousand dollars. 

‘For surveying the public lands and private land 


For surveying the publie lands in Kansas and 
Nebraska, also. outlines of Indian reservations, 
twenty. thousand dollars. 


service in the General Land Office to attend to the 
unfinished surveys in the States, when the offices 
of the surveyors general have been closed, two 
thousand doilars. 

For surveying the public lands in Oregon, to be 
.disbursed. at the rates now authorized by law, 
fifteen thousand dollars. 

For surveying the public lands in Washington 
Territory, at the rates now authorized by law, 
fifteen thousand dollars. 

i Patent Office. 

For drawings to illustrate the report ofthe Com- 
missioner of Patents for the year eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty, six thousand dollars. 

For collection of agricultural statistics, inves- 
tigations ‘for promoting agricultural and rural 
economy, and the procurement of cuttings and 
seeds, sixty thousand dollars: Provided, however, 
That in the expenditure of this appropriation, 
and especially in the selection of cuttings and 
seeds for distribution, due regard shall be had to 
the purposes of general cultivation, and the en- 
couragement of the agricultural and rural inter- 
ests of all parts of the United States: Provided, 
That no part of this amount shall be expended 
as a commission, exchange, gift, dividend, or 
loan, or as compensation for extra services to any 
clerk, messenger, watchman, or other person 
already receiving a salary or wages under the 
government of the United States, nor to any part- 
ner, employé, or member of the family of any 
suchclerk, messenger, watchman, or other person 
so employed by the United States as aforesaid; 
and should the provisions of this section be vio- 
lated, or any such employé of the United States 
be detected, or be known to sell, exchange, or 
otherwise dispose of any cuttings, seeds, or other 
property arising from this or any previous agri- 
cultural appropriation by Congress, every such 
clerk, messenger, watchman, or other person 
receiving a salary or wages, as aforesaid, shall 
be dismissed from office. 

For expenses of receiving, arranging, and tak- 
ing care of copyright books, charts, and other 
copyright matter, one thousand four hundred 
dollars. 

Government Hospital for the Insane. 


For the support, clothing, and medical treat- 
ment of the insane of the District of Columbia, 
and of the Army and Navy, at the asylum in 
said District, thirty thousand dollars. 

For books and incidental expenses of the asy- 
lum, five hundred dollars, 

For completion of the four eastern sections of 
the east wing of the hospital edifice, thirty-six 
thousand one hundred and eleven dollars. 


east wing of the hospital edifice, five thousand 
three hundred and forty-three dollars. 

For extending the heating apparatus into the 
four eastern sections of the hospital edifice, five 
thousand dollars. 

For erecting, furnishing, lighting 
a lodge for colored women, corresponding to that 
already erected and occupied by colored men, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For a gas-holder, to be placed in a position in 
the rear of the cast wing of the hospital, corre- 
sponding to that occupied by the present gas- 
holder in the rear of the west wing, one thousand 
dollars. 

Exploring Expedition. 

For preservation of the collections of the ex- 
ploring and surveying expeditions of the Govern- 
! ment, four thousand dollars. 

Institution of the Deaf, Dumb, and Blind. 

For salaries and incidental expenses of the 
Institution of the Deaf, Dumb, and Blind, in the 
District of Columbia, three thousand dollars. 

„For expenses to be’ incurred in taking the 
eighth census of the inhabitants of the United 
States, one million dollars. 

For extension of the General Post Office, sev- 

enty thousand dollars. l 


Botanic Garden. 


claims in New Mexico, ten thousand dollars. 


X 


For grading, draining, procuring manure, tools, 


For salary of the clerk detailed. for the special. 


For furnishing the four eastern sections of the | 


| 


2 i 
sand heating 


fuel, and repairs, purchasing trees and shrubs for 
botanic garden, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Library Committee of Congress, three 
thousand three hundred dollars. 

For pay of horticulturist and assistants in the 
botanic garden and green-houses, to be expended 
under the direction of the Library Committee of 
Congress, five thousand one hundred and twenty- 
one dollars and fifty cents. 

Toenable the Secretary of the Interior to supply 
such newly created offices as are entitled thereto, 
by the act of eighth August, eighteen hundred 
and forty-six, with full sets of the Statutes at 
Large, and to replace those once furnished to old 
officers, which have since been unavoidably lost 
or destroyed, one thousand dollars. 

For completing the printing, binding, and pub- 
lishing one thousand copies of the papers of James 
Madison, under the direction and contro! of the 
Joint Committee on the Library of Congress, two 
thousand dollars; and the said: committee are 
hereby authorized to contract for the printing 
and binding of the same with such person or per- 
sons as they may think proper to employ. 

For the completion of the capitol in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, sixty thousand dollars: 
Provided, That no part of the money hereby ap- 
propriated shall be expended till detailed plans 
and estimates for the entire completion of the 
building for the public service for the sum hereby 
appropriated shall have been prepared, submit- 
ted, and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of thirty thousand dollars, heretofore appropri- 
ated by act of third March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-nine, for the purpose of repairs and incidental 
expenses to the light-house at Oswego and build- 
ing connected therewith, and which remains un- 
expended, may be used and applied for repairing 
and securing and protecting the pier connected 
with the light-house at Oswego, New York, so 
as to prevent the destruction of said light-house 
and pier. 

For converting the old Senate chamber into a 
court room, the old courtroom into a law library, 
and for fitting up the rooms in connection with 


j them, for the use of the Supreme Court and its 
; officers, twenty-five thousand dollars: Provided, 


The work can be finished for that sum, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings and Grounds. 

__ For the survey of the eastern boundary of Cal- 
ifornia, in pursuance of a law passed during the 
present session of Congress for that purpose, 
fifty-five thousand dollars; and for the repair of 
the capitol building in Nebraska, five thousand 
dollars. 

For the survey of the forty-stxth parallel of 
north latitude, so far as it constitutes a common 
boundary between Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritory, four thousand five hundred dollars. 

To enable the Sceretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the Chickasaw Indians interest on one hun- 
dred thousand dollars, part of their national fund 
which was paid into the Treasury in January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, on account of 
the redemption of that amount of the State stock 
of Ohio previously held. by that Department in 
trust for that fund, twenty-one thousand dollars. 

For the purpose of paying existing liabilities, 
and to finish the maps and calculations of the 
survey of the Atrato route of the inter-oceanic 
canal, six thousand five hundred dollars. 

For fitting up the rooms in the center building 
of the Capitol, formerly occupied by the Senate 
Committees on Naval, Military, and Indian Af- 
fairs, for the use of the Court of Claims, under 


| the superintendence of the Commissioner of Pub- 
| lic Buildings, three thousand dollars. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the sec- 
ond section of the act “making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the thir- 
tieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty,” ap- 
proved the third of March, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-nine, shall be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. 

_ Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all exist- 
ing laws creating an art commission be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
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missioner of Patents is hereby authorized to pay 
those employed in the Patent Office from April 
first, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, until April 
first, eighteen hundred and sixty, as examiners 
and assistant examiners of patents, at the rates 
fixed by law for these respective grades: Pro- 
vided, That the same be paid out of the Patent 
Office fund, and that the compensation thus paid. 
shall not exceed that received by those duly en- 
rolled as examiners and assistant examiners of 
patents for the same period. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the con- 
tract made with Gales & Seaton, under the nine- 
teenth section of the “act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-nine,”’ approved the twelfth of 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, for the 
publication of a continuation of the American 
State Papers, be so modified as to require the pub- 
lishers to defray all. the expenses of selecting, 
compiling, and arranging the documents proper 
to be included in that work; also the expenses of 
binding, and of all engraving on copper, steel, 
and wood, and for lithographing, which may be 
considered necessary by the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
together with the expenses of preparing full and 
proper indexes for each volume, and a general 
mdex of the whole work, including the volumes 
contained in the first series, and all other contin- 
gent or incidental expenses whatsoever attending 
such publication. And, moreover, that the price 
to be allowed to the publishers for said work shall 
be fifteen per centum less per volume than the 
average price per volume paid for the first series 
of the same, printed under the act of March sec- 
ond, eighteen hundred and thirty-one. And the 
said velumes shall be delivered’ to the Secretary 
of the Interior as the same may be completed, 


who shall place three hundred cupies in the De- | 
1 i for exchange | 
with foreign Governments, and seven hundred || 


partment of State for its use, an 


copies in his own Department for distribution to 
public libraries in the several States and Territo- 
ries, and hold the residuc of the copies in his cus- 
tody, subject to the further order of Congress. 
And the Sorcery of the Treasury is hereby di- 
rected to pay the publishers of the said work, at 
the rate per volume above mentioned, out ofany 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, as the same may be delivered to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and on his certificate of de- 


livery; and so much of the aforesaid nineteenth | 


section of the act of June twelve, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-eight, as is inconsistent with this 
act, be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Pro- 
vided, That the volumes shall average not less 
than one thousand pages: Provided further, That 
the whole amount expended in the publication of 
these volumes shall not exceed three hundred and 
forty thousand dollars. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to settle and adjust the 
accounts of the contracto? for the erection of the 
United States custom-house and post office at San 


Francisco, California, and to pay to said con- | 


tractor, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the amount that may be 
found to be justly due to him under the contracts 
made between said contractor and the proper 


officers of the Government for erecting said build- . 


ing, and, also, such sum as may be found due for 
furnishing the same. : 
Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the dis- 
trict attorney of the United States for the District 
of Columbia, under the direction of the President 
of the United States, shall ascertain the fair cash 
value of the real estate hereinafter mentioned; 
also, at what price the same can be purchased, 
and the condition of the titles, and report the re- 
sult to Congress at its next session, to wit: the 
following described squares and parts of squares 


in the city of Washington, namely: so much of | 


square five hundred and seventy-five as is in- 
cluded within the following described lines: be- 
ginning on the west side of First street west, at 
a point sixty-seven feet north of the southeast 
corner of said square, and running thence south 
with the line of First street west to the southeast 
corner of said square; thence with the line of 


Pennsylvania Avenue-along the boundary of said 
square in said avenue one hundred and eighty 
feet; thence in a straight line to the point of be- 
ginning; also so mach of. square five hundred and 
seventy-six as is included within the following 
described lines: beginning on thé west side of 
First street west, at a point sixty-seven feet south 
of the northeast corner of said square, and run- 
ning thence north with the line of First street 
west, to the northeast corner of said square; 
thence with the line of Maryland Avenue along 
the boundary of said square on said avenue one 


hundred and eighty feet; thence ina straight line 


to the point of beginning; also, the whole of 
squares six hundred and eighty-seven and six 
hundred and eighty-eight. í 

ArrRovED, June 25, 1860. 


Cuar. CCXIL.—An Act making farther Appro- 
riations for the service of the Post Office 
epartment during the fiscal year ending the 

thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year eriding the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and Sixty, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury arising from the 
revenues of the said Department, in conformity 
to the act of the second of July, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-six: : 

For transportation of the mails, (inland,) seven 
million six hundred and ninety-four thousand and 
ten dollars: and the Postmaster General is hereby 
aüthorized and required to advertise for proposals 
and contract with the lowest responsible bidder or 
bidders, for the transportation of the United States 
mail, in steamships, from Charleston, South Car- 
olina, via Savannah, Georgia, to Key West, Flor- 
ida, and back, twice a month, or oftener, from 
the first day of July, eighteen hundred and sixty, to 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
four, inclusive, at such sum as he may think rea- 
sonable, not to exceed fifty thousand’ dollars per 


| annum. 


For compensation to postmasters, one million 
two hundred and seventy-six thousand dollars. | 
For clerks in the offices of postmasters, four 
hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For ship, steamboat, and way letters, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For office furniture in the post offices, four 
thousand dollars. 

For advertising, seventy thousand dollars, 

For mail bags, twenty-seven thousand five hun- 
dred dollars; and out of the same the Postmaster 
General shall pay to the contractors for furnish- 
ing leather mail pouches, wrapping and printing 
paper, mail locks and keys, and stamps, interest, 
at the rate of six per cent. on all sums heretofore 
due said contractors, and which remained unpaid 
for want of funds, from the time said sums were 
due to the day when the principal sums were in 
fact paid. 

For blanks, fifty-four thousand dollars. 

For wrapping paper, twenty-six thousand dol- 
lars. 

For mail locks, keys, and stamps, seven thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

Formail depredations and specialagents, thirty- | 
seven thousand five hundred doliars. 

For miscellaneous payments, two hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

For postage stamps and stamped envelopes, 
fifty thousand dollars. i 

For payments of balances due to forei 
tries, three hundred thousand dollars. 

For payments to letter-carriers, one hundred 
and eighty-seven thousand and thirty-seven dol- 
lars. 

Sec? 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum 


gn coun- 


of three million one hundred and twenty-six thou- |! 


sand three hundred and twenty-four dollars be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to supply deficiencies in the revenue 
of the Post office Department for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is hereby directed to pay E. | 


K. Collins and his associates the sum of eighty 
thousand two hundred and cighty-two dollarsand 
seventy-two cents, that being the remaining bal- 
ance found due them upon thetr contract for trans- 
porting the United States mail between New York 
and Liverpool 0 2. Semoia ds BGR 

Sec. 4. And be it, further enacted; That when- 
ever any contractor in ‘the service of the Post 
Office Department shall at any time’ between the 
third day of March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
nine, and the first day of April, eighteen hundred 
and sixty, have failed to perform the service agree- 
able to the terms of his contract, and the rules 
and regulations of the Department, and the Post- 
master General shall be satisfied from the testi- 
mony before him that such failure was occasioned 
by the inability of the Department to make pay- 
ment to such contractor for service performed 
under his contract, growing out of the defeat of 
the appropriation. bill for the support of the De- 
partment for the past year, then. the said’ Post- 
master General shall have power by order to re- 
lieve and absolve such contractor from all the 
disabilities and pecuniary responsibilities which 
under the existing laws and regulations: would 
attach to such failure. 

Approyen, June 25, 1860. 


Cuap. CCXIII.—An Act to establish two Indian 
Agencies in Nebraska Territory, and one in the 
Territory of New Mexico, . 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, three additional agents 
for the Indian service, at an annual salary of fif- 
teen hundred dollars each; one for the Jadians 
in the Territory of New Mexico, one for the 
Ponca tribe, and one for the Pawnces in the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska. i 

Approven, June 25, 1860. 


Cuar. CCXIV.—An Act to grant to the Parish 
. of Point Coupee, Louisiana, certain tracts of 
Land in said Parish. 5 ; 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the tracts of land in the parish 
of Point Coupee, Louisiana, which have been in 
ancient occupancy as the site of a church and 
court-house, and which are designated on the 
plats of the public surveys as sections twenty- 
three and twenty-four, in township four, south, 
of range ten, east, in the southeastern district, 
Louisiana, be, and the same are hereby, granted 
to the said parish of Point Coupee, on the condi- 
tion that the aforesaid section twenty-four, or the 
church site, shall be held by said parish for the 
use of the Catholic congregation now occupying 
it for public worship and as a burying-ground; 
but not to the prejudice of a valid adverse right, 
if such exist. 

Approven, June 25, 1860. 


PUBLIC RESOLUTIONS. 


No. 1.—A Resolution giving the consent of Con- 
gress toCaptain William B. Shubrick to accept 
a Sword presented to him by Captain General 
and President Urquiza, of the Argentine Con- 
federation. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the consentof Congress be granted 
to Captain William Branford Shubrick, flag- 
officer, late commanding in chief the squadron on 
the coast of Brazil and the Paraguay expedition, 
to accept a sword presented to him by his Excel- 
lency Justo José de Urquiza, Captain General and 
President of the Argentine Confederation, as a 
mark of his appreciation of the “ distinguished 
character’? of that officer; said sword having been 
worn by the President on the occasion of signing 


ii the new act of confederation of the Argentine 


States. i ; 
Aprroven, February 24, 1860. 
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on making an Appropria- 


Joint Resolutio) Z 
Ù g the Equestrian Statue of 


n 


; solved. bythe Senate and House-of Repre- 
3 iveyof the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the sum of ten thousand. dollars 
be, and tke same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
3 money. in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to be expended by the Secretary. of the 
Trerior in transporting and placing Mills’s statue 
of Washington on the-pedestal designated by the 
‘proper authorities, and in the ceremonies appro- 
ptiate.to the occasion: ee te 

_, &kppRoven, February 24, 1860. 


No. 4,—A Joint Resolution for the Relief of the 
„7 Contractors of the Post Office Department. 
«Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘hat the accruing revenues of the Post 
Office Department be, and. the same ‘are hereby, 
appropriated, in part payment of contractors for 
carrying the ‘mails; and of route agents, during 
the: quarter ending thirty-first March, eighteen 
hundred and sixty, under the provisions of the 
act. of July second, eighteen hundyed and thirty- 
‘six. i 
Arrrovev, March 28, 1860. 


No. 5.—Joint Resolution constituting Macon, 
Georgia, a Portof Entry for the time being, for 
the purposes therein specified, and for other 
purposes. H 


» “Whereas it is in contemplation, by the cotton- 
planters’ convention of the State of Gaorgia, to 
Institute and hold a fair, in the month of Decem- 
ber, in the ‘city of Macon, in the State of Georgia; 
and whereas it is contemplated by a foreign asso- 
ciction to exhibit their goods at such fair; and 
whereas Macon being neither a port of entry [n]or | 
delivery, articles imported, ‘for exhibition at said 
fair cannot, under existing laws, be exempted 
from duty, though exported again when with- 
drawn from exhibition: Therefore, eI 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- | 


by, 
so far and to such eX- 


ppertain only to i 
importations made for the purposes exclusively | 
above recited, and for exportations of the same |i 
so. having been exhibited, and at such time or 
times belore, during, and after the said fair, as 
shall, in the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, seem reasonable for the aforesaid pur- |; 
poses thereof, 

Approven, April 6, 1860. 


No. 6.—A Resolution in regard to the Minister 
from Japan. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of fifty thousand dollars 
be, and the. same is hereby, appropriated, to be ; 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- | 
wise appropriated, to defray the expenses of the | 
envoys and suite constituting the Japanese em- | 
bassy, expected to arrive in the United States. i 
‘The same, or so much thereof as may be required, |} 
to be expended under the direction of the Secre- i 
tary of State. i 

Approyen, April 19, 1860. | 

if 
{ 


No. 7.—A Resolution to allow Credit t certain ` 
Disbaring Officers therein mentioned. i 


- Whereas by the act of the thirtieth, of August, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, entitled “An act | 
making appropriations for the improvement of | 
certain: harbors and rivers, the following appro- | 
priations (among others) were made, to wit: “For | 
the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- | 


Cumberland Island, ninety thousand dollars; the 


|! assembled, That Captains William L. Hudson and į 


: rials of their services in laying down the Atlantic | 
! cable. 


sippi river, below. the rapids, ninety thousand 
dollars; the Ohio, including repairs of the dam at 


Missouri and Arkansas rivers each forty thousand 
dollars; and for the construction.and repair of 
snag-boats, dredge-boats, discharging scows, and 
machinery to be used.on the Mississippi, Ohio, 
Missouri, Arkansas, and other western rivers, 
one hundred and fifty thousand. dollars;” and 
whereas it also appears that in carrying into effect 
the said provision of law the officers and agents 
of Government intrusted therewith, and with the 
application and disbursement of said appropria- 
tions, did apply and disburse part of the money 
appropriated as aforesaid for “the improvement 
of the navigation” of said rivers, for the construc- 
tion or repairs of the said snag-boats, dredge- 
boats, discharging scows, or machinery, in aid of 
and in addition to the appropriation of one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars, made for this 
specific object, and which proved to be inadequate; 
in consequence whereof, and of this application 
fo one object of money appropriated to another, 
the officers or agents are unable to settle their 
accounts, though prepared, as they allege, to show 
that said money has been expended in the service 
of the Government, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the accounts of the said officers 
and agents who are chargeable as aforesaid for 
the disbursement of said appropriations, respeéct- 
ively, shall be séttled at the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States upon equitable principles, and all just 
credits allowed for the building or repairing of said 
boats, scows, and machinery, without regard to 
the fact of their exceeding in amount the one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars appropriated for | 
that purpose, and as though the application to | 
that purpose of part of the money appropriated | 
as aforesaid to “ the improvement of the naviga- 
tion” of said rivers had been lawful: Provided, 
That tle credits allowed shall not exceed the total 
amount of said appropriations, 

ArrrovED, April 19, 1860. 


No. 9.—A Resolution authorizing Captains Wil- || 
liam L. Hudson and Joshua R. Sands toaccept |} 
certain Testimonials awarded to them by the |] 
Government of Great Britain. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- | 
atives of the United States of America in Congress || 


i 
l 

f 
J) 
i 


| 
i 
Joshua R, Sands, of the Navy of the United States, | 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to accept the | 
snuff-box and medal recently transmitted to this | 
Government by the Government of Great Britain | 
to be presented to cach of said officers as memo- | 
i 
i 
| 
i 


Approvep, May 9, 1860. 


No. 12.—A Resolution authorizing the enlarge- |} 
ment of, and construction of a branch to, the 
Louisville and Portland Canal. i 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 

atives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the president and directors of the 

Louisville and Portland Canal Company be, and |! 

they are hereby, authorized, with the revenues || 

and credits of the company, to enlarge the said 
canal and to construct a branch canal from a suit- 
able point on the south side of the present canal, | 
to a point in the Ohio river, opposite Sand Island, | 
sufficient to pass the largest class of steam ves- | 
sels navigating the Ohio river: Provided, That | 
nothing herein contained shall authorize the said i 
president and directors, directly or indirectly, to i 
|! 
| 
| 
| 


usc or pledge the faith or credit of the United | 
States for the said enlargement or construction. 
It hereby being expressly declared, that the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States shall not be in any | 
manner Hable for said enlargement and construc- ! 
tion: Provided, further, That when said canal is : 
enlarged and its branch canal constructed, and its | 
cost of said improvements paid for, no more tolls 
shall be collected than an amount sufficient to keep | 
i 
i 
| 
i 
t 


the canal in repair and pay for all necessary SU- 
perintendence and management. 
Aprrovep, May 24, 1860. 


No. 18.—A Resolution for supplying the Choc- 
taw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw Nations with 
such copies of the Laws, Journals, and public 
printed Documents .as are furnished to the 
States.and Territories. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives-of the United States of America in Congress 
-assembled, That the Choctaw, Cherokee, and 


| Chickasaw nations, through such agent as they 


may designate, be furnished by the Secretary of 
the Interior with such copies of volumes of the 
laws of the United States, Journals of Congress, 
and documents printed by order of Congress, as 
are supplied to the States and Territories of the 
United States. 

Approven, June 15, 1860. 


No. 19.—A Resolution in relation to the Works 
of the Exploring Expedition. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That.two copies of the works of the 
Exploring Expedition, so far as they can be sup- 
plied from the copies ordered to be deposited in 
the library of Congress for preservation, by the 
resolution of February. twentieth, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-five, and the residue of said works 
as they shall be completed, be delivered to the 
Secretary of State, one copy of which to be pre- 
sented by him to the Federal Republic of Switzer- 
land, and the other to the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis, in the State of Maryland. 

Avprovep, June 15, 1860. 


No, 20.—A Resolution providing for the observa- 
tion of the Eclipse of the Sun which will occur 
on the eighteenth day of July next. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast Survey be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to furnish a vessel and provisions 
for the conveyance to the most suitable point on 
the eastern coast of this continent, for observing 
the total eclipse of the sun, which will occur on 
the eighteenth day of July next, of astronomers, 
not exceeding five in number, and their assistants, 
to be selected by the said Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey: Provided, That the United States 
shall not be liable to any other charge on account 
of the said astronomers and their assistants than 
their conveyance and provisions as herein pro- 
vided; and that they shall furnish their observa- 
tions for the use of the Coast Survey, without 
further charge to the Government. 

APPROVED, June 15, 1860. 


No, 25.—Joint Resolution in relation to the Public 
Printing. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Superintendent of Public 
Printing be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to have executed the printing and binding author- 


: ized by the Senate and House of Representatives, 


the executive and judicial departments, and the 
Court of Claims. “And to enable him to carry 


| out the provisions of this act, he is authorized 


and directed to contract for the erection or pur- 
chase of the necessary buildings, machinery, and 


. materials for that purpose; said contract to be sub- 


ject to the approval of the Joint Committce on 
Printing of the two Houses of Congress: Pro- 
vided, That the sum so-contracted to be paid shali 
notexceed one hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the said Superintendent to super- 
intend all the printing and binding, the purchase 


| of paper, as hercinafter directed, the purchase of 


other necessary materials and machinery, and the 
employment of proof-readers, compositors, press- 
men, laborers,and other hands necessary to exe- 
cute the orders of Congress and of the executive 
and judicial departments, at the city of Washing- 
ton. And to enable the said Superintendent more 
effectually to perform the duties of his office, he 
shall appointa foreman of printing, at an annual 
salary of eighteen hundred dollars, and a foreman 
of binding, at an annual salary of fifteen hundred 
dollars; but no one shall be appointed to said posi- 
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tions who is not practically and thoroughly ac- 
quainted with their respective trades. It shall be 
the duty of the said foremen of printing and bind- 
ing tomake out and deliver tothe said Superintend- 
ent, monthly statements of the work done in their 
respective departments, together with monthly 
pay-rolls, which shall contain the names of the 
persons employed, the rate of compensation and 
amount due to each, and the service for which it 
shall be due. They shall also make out estimates 
of the amount and kind of materials required, 
and file requisitions therefor, from time to time, 
as it may be needed, and shall receipt for the 
same to the Superintendent. And the said fore- 
men shall be held accountable for all materials 
so received by them: Provided, That the Super- 
intendent shall at no time employ more hands in 
the public printing and binding establishment 
than the absolute necessities of the public work 
may require; and further, that the Superintendent 
report to Congress, at the beginning of each ses- 
sion of Congress, the number of hands so em- 
ployed, and the length of time each has been 
employed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That said Su- 
perintendent shall take charge of and be respons- 
ible for all manuscripts and other matter to be 
printed, engraved, or lithographed, and cause the 
same to be promptly executed. And he shall 
render to the Secretary of the Treasury, quar- 
terly,a full account of all purchases made by him, 
and of all printing and binding done in said office 
for each of the Houses of Congress, and for each 
of the executive and judicial departments. For 
the payment of the work and materials, there 
shall be advanced to the said Superintendent, from 
time to time, as the public service may require it, 
and under such rules as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe, a sum of money, at no time 
exceeding two thirds of the penalty of said Su- 
perintendent’s bond. And the said Superintend- 


ent shall settle the account of his receipts and | 


disbursements in the manner now required of 


other disbutsing officers: Provided, however, That | 


said Superintendent shall not be allowed credit at 
the Treasury for payments on account of services 
rendered in said printing establishment, at higher 
prices than those paid for similar services in the 
private printing and bindirg establishments of the 
city of Washington. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall 


be the duty of the said Superintendent to charge | 


himself, in a separate book to be kept therefor, 
with all paper and other materials reccived by 


him for the public use, and to furnish the same | 
to the foremen employed by him, on their requi- j 


sitions, herein provided for, as the public service 
may require, taking a receipt in all cases therefor 


from the foreman at the head of the department, 


in which the paper, or other materials, has been 
used, t 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all-the | 


rinting and binding, and all blank books ordered 

y the heads of the executive and judicial depart- 
ments of the Government, or of the chiefs of the 
bureaus thereof, and all the printing and binding, 
and all the blank books ordered by Congress, or 
by either House of Congress, shall, on and after 
the fourth day of March, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, be done and executed under said Su- 
perintendent, in accordance with the provisions 


of thisact: Provided, Thatall the printing ordered, | 


and to be ordered, by the Thirty-Sixth Congress, 
shall be executed by the Printers of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, as now authorized 
by law; but no printing or binding other than that 


ordered by Congress or the heads of Departments, | 


as aforesaid, shall be executed in said office. 
Sec. 6. dnd be it further enacted, That it shall 


the same may be received; and when the same 
shall have been printed and hound, if the same is 
ordered to be bound, see that the volumes or sheets 
are promptly delivered to the officer of the Sen- 
ate, or House of Representatives, or Department, 
authorized to reccive the same, whose receipt 


j 


therefor shall be a suficient voucher 
perintendent, of their delivery. ; : 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Joint 
Committee on Printing for the two Houses of 
Congress shall-agree and fix upon a standard of 
paper for the printing of congressional documents, 
to weigh not less thanfifty pounds to the ream of 
five hundred sheets, of twenty-four by thirty-eight 
inches; and it shall be the duty of the said Super- 
intendent of the Public Printing to furnish sam- 
ples of said standard paper to applicants therefor, 
and to advertise annually, in one or more news- 
papers having the largest circulation in the cities 
of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Cincinnati, Chicago, Washington, Richmond, 
Raleigh, Charleston, New Orleans, and Saint 
Louis, for the space of sixty days prior to the first 
of July, for sealed proposals to furnish the Gov- 
ernment of the United States all paper which may 
be necessary for the execution of the public print- 
ing, of quality and in quantity to be specified in 
the said advertisements from year to year. He 
shall open such proposals as may be made in the 
presence of the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, and shall 
award the contract for furnishing all of said paper, 
or such class thereof as may be bid for, to the 
lowest bidder, for the quality of paper advertised 
for by the said Superintendent, and determined 
by the joint committee of the two Houses of Con- 
gress. It shall be the duty of said Superintendent 
to compare the paper furnished by the public con- 
tractor with the standard quality; and he shall not 
acceptany paper from the contractor which does 
not conform to the standard determined upon as 
aforesaid. And in case of difference of opinion 
between the Superintendent of Public Printing 
and the contractors for paper, with respect to its 
quality, the matter of difference shall be determ- 
ined and settled by the Joint Standing Committee 


| on Printing of the two Houses of Congress. In 


default of any contractor under this law to com- 
ply with his contract in furnishing the paper in 
the proper time, and of proper quality, the Supers 
intendent is authorized to enter into a new con- 
tract with the lowest and best bidder for the in- 
terests of the Government amongst those whose 
proposals were rejected at the last annual lettings, 
if it be practicable so to do; and if not, then to 
advertise for proposals, and award the contract as 
hereinbefore provided; and during any interval 
which is thas created by the new advertisement 
for such proposals, the Superintendent shall pur- 
chase in the open market, by and with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, all such 
paper necessary for the public service, at the low- 


est price. For any increase of cost to the Gov- | 


ernment in procuring a supply of paper for the 
use of the Government, the contractor in default 
and his securities shall be charged with, and held 
responsible for the same, and shall be prosecuted 
upon their bond by the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
in the name of the United States, in the circuit 
court of the United States, in the district in which 
the defaulting contractor resides; and to enable 
the Solicitor to do so, the said Superintendent 
shall report to him the default on its happening; 
with a full statement of all the facts in the case. 
The said Superintendent shall keep a just and true 


account of all the paper received from the con- | 


tractor or contractors, together with an account 
of all the paper used for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment under this act, and shall report the 
amount of each class consumed in said printing 
establishment, and in what works or publications 
the same was used, to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, at the en] of each and every fiscal year. 
Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever any charts, maps, diagrams, views, or other 
engravings shall be required to illustrate any doc- 
ument ordered to be printed by either House of 


Congress, such engravings shall be procured by | 
the Superintendent of Printing under the direction | 
| and supervision of the Committee on Printing of 


the House ordering the same. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the said Superintendent annually 
to prepare and submit to the Register of the Treas- 
ury, in time to have the same embraced in the 
annual estimates from that Department, detailed 
estimates of the salaries, amount to be paid for 
wages, engraving, binding, materials, and for any 


» by-the Su- 


| 
{ 


ii 


STL 


other necessary expense of ‘said printing’ "m 
lishmentfor the second year. Ani the said Supers 
intendent shall.also, onthe first day: of the meet: 
ing of each session.of Congress, or a8.soon-therée 
after as may be, report. to. Congress thé exact 
condition of the public printing, binding, and èn- 
graving; the amount and cost.of all such printing, 
binding, and engraving; the-amount and cost of 
all paper purchased for the same; a statement of. 
the several bids for materials; and such further 
information as may be within his knowledge. in, 
regard to all matters connected therewith. mee 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That neither 
the Superintendent nor any other officer to be ap- 
pointed under this act shall, during his continu: 
ance in office, have any interest, direct or indirect; 
in the publication of any newspaper or periodical, 
or in any printing of any kind, or in any binding 
or engraving, or in any contract for furnishin 
paper or other material connected with the public 
printing; and any violation of this section shall 
subject the party offending, on conviction before 
any court of competent jurisdiction, to imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary for a term of not less 
than one, nor more than five years, and to a fine 
of five hundred dollars. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That if the. 
said Superintendent shall corruptly collude with 
any person or persons furnishing materials’ or 
bidding therefor, or with any other person or per- 
sons, or have any secret understanding with him 
or them, by himself, or through others, to defraud 
the United States, or by which the Government 
of the United States shall be defrauded or made 
to sustain a loss, contrary to the true intent and 
meaning of this act, he shall, upon conviction 
thereof before any court of competent jurisdic- 
tion, forfeit his ofice and be subject to imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary for a term of not less than 
three, or more than seven years, and to a fine of 
three thousand dollars. 

Approven, June 23, 1860. 


No. 26.—A Resolution explanatory of the eighth 
section of the Act of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and fif- 
ty-nine. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the repeal of [by] the eighth sec- 
tion of the act of Congress approved the twenty- 
eighth day of February, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-ninc, of so much of the act of Congress en- 
titled “An act to regulate trade and intercourse 
with Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the 
frontiers,” approved June thirtieth, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-four, as provides that the United 
Statesshall make indemnification out of the Treas- 
ury for property taken or destroyed. in certain. 
cases by Indians trespassing on white men, as 
described in said act, shall not be construed to 
destroy or impair any right to indemnity which 
existed at the date of said repeal. 

Approven, June 25, 1860. 


No. 27.—Joint Resolution to reduce the Price of 
Public Printing. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the prices established and allowed 
for the public printing by the act entitled An act 
to provide for executing the public printing and 
establishing the prices thereof, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved August twenty-sixth, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, and by the several acts 
amendatory thereof, that is to say: for composi- 
tion, press-work, folding, stitching, and inserting 
maps and plates, be, and the same are, reduced 
forty per centum; and that, for the purpose of 
giving full force and effect to this resolution, the 
Superintendent of the Public Printing is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause the accounts of 
the Public Printer or Printers to be made out and 
rendered to him, as herétofore, under the provis- 
ions of the act of August twenty-six, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, (except as to the printing 
of the Post Office blanks, which have been ordered 
by law to be put out by contract to the lowest 
bidder;) and before certifying the same to the 
Treasury for payment, he shall deduct from the 
aggregate amount of each account so rendered the 
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y- per-centum, and the residue shall be 

aeceived by e Public Printer or Printers as- fall 
conipensation. for the work'stated in said account. 
. This resolution shall take effect from the passage 
to ehereo hes ee i : 
: PPROVED, June 25, 1860... 


_ PRIVATE ACTS. 


Car. TV.~-An Act forthe Relief of William B. 
eet A Herrick. 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That. the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to place the name of William B. Herrick, 
late.a surgeon in the first regiment of Illinois vol- 
unteers, on the pension roll at the rate of thirty 
dollars per month, to commence on the fourteenth 
day of May, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, and 
~ to continue during his life. 

= AppRoven, March 8, 1860. 


Cuar: VIAn. Act for the Relief of the legal 
“Representative of Charles Pearson, deceased, 
"Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there shall be paid to the legal 
representative of Charles Pearson, late of Con- 
cord, in the State of New Hampshire, deceased, 
the sum of one hundred and forty dollars, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, it being the amount of money paid into 
the United States Patent Office by the said Pear- 
son, whilst he was laboring under a state of 
insanity. 
Aprnovep, March 19, 1860. 


Cuar XIL—An Act for the Relief of Mary E. 

. Castor, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed and authorized to place 
the name of Mary E. Castor, widow of First 
Lieutenant Thomas I". Castor, late of the United 
States Army, on the pension roll, at the rate of 
twenty-six dollars sixty-six and one half cents 
per month, fromthe ninth day of December, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-nine, for and during her 
life or widowhood. 

Arprovep, April 3, 1860, 


Cuar. KIV.—An Act for the Relief of Elizabeth 
M. Cocke, widow of Major James H. Cocke, 
late Marshal of the District of Texas. 
Whereas the United States, on the twenty-ninth 

day of April, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 
recovered judgment against Elizabeth M. Cocke, 
administratrix of Jamey H. Cocke, late marshal, 
and his sureties, before the district court for the 
eastern district of Texas, for the sum of two thou- | 
sand forty-one dollars and ninety-three cents, 
and it being made to appear that it would be just 
and equitable that the collection of the said judg- 
ment should not at this time be enforced: There- 
fore, 

Be it. enacted by the Senate and House of 
sentatives of the United States of America in C 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, || 
and hereby is, authorized to stay the issuance of 
execution on said judgment for such time as, in 
his opinion, will enable said administratrix to 
prosecute to final judgment a suit against Henry 

~ Martin, deputy marshal of said James H. || 

Cocke, who received: an 


i 
$ 
| 


Repre- 


ongress 


; l d embezzled the money | 
for which said judgment in favor of the United | 
States versus said Elizabeth M. Cocke, adminis- 
tratrix as aforesaid, was rendered: Provided, how- 
ever, That before such stay of execution shall be | 
granted, the securities of ‘said James H. Cocke 
shall enter their consent thereto on the records of 
the court in which said judgment was rendered. | 
Approven, April 6, 1860. . 


' Cuar. XV.—An Act for the Relief of the legal | 
Representatives of Robert H. Morris, late Post- 

master of the City of New York, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 


sentatives of the United States of America in C 


Repre- 


ongress || 


.bursement of said fund between the years eighteen 


| anno Domini eighteen hundr 


the Post Office Department be authorized and di- 
rected to readjust and audit the account of Robert 
H. Morris, late postmaster of the city of New 
York, from May twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred 
and forty-five, to June thirtieth, eighteen hundred 
and forty-six, and to allow in said account all 
sums of money paid out by said Morris for de- 
fraying the expenses of said office within said 
period, including the amount paid on account of 
the city dispatch office: Provided, That, in the 
opinion of the Postmaster General, such expenses 
were properly incurred and were necessary for 
the business of said office. And, in addition 
thereto, the said Auditor shall also allow, for the 
same period, such sum as would make the com- 
pensation of said Morris equal to the sum of two 
thousand dollars per annum, as provided for by 
the act of eighteen hundred and twenty-five; and 
that said several sums, so found to be due, shall 
be paid to the executrix or other legal represent- 
ative of said Morris, out of any money appropri- 
ated for the Post Office Department. 
Approven, April 6, 1860. 


Cuar. XVIL—An Act for the Relief of the Amer- 
ican Board of Commissioners for Foreign Mis- 
sions. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the American Board of Commis- 
sioners for Foreign Missions be, and it hereby is, 
released from the obligation imposed on it by the 
fourth article of the treaty made between the Uni- 
ted States and the nation of the Cherokee Indians, 
at New Echota, on the twenty-ninth day of De- 
cember, eighteen hundred and thirty-five, which 
provides that the money allowed for the appraised 
value of the Union and Harmony Mission reser- 
vations should be expended in schools among the 
Osages, and improving their condition: Upon the 
terms, however, and provided, That the said board 
shall expend the said money for the same pur- 
poses, among other tribes not provided adequately 
with schools, or means of improving their condi- 
tion, which may seem proper in the judgment of 
the American Board of Commissioners for For- 
eign Missions, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Aprroven, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XVII.—An Act for the Relief of Thomas 
Fillebrown. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Thomas Fillebrown, the sum of four hundred 
and thirty dollars, in full for salary as secretary 
of the Board of Commissioners ‘of the Navy 
Hospital Fund, from February seventh to May 
sixteenth, anno Domini eighteen hundred and 
twenty-seven, and for commissions on the dis- 


i 
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hundred and twenty-five and eighteen hundred 
and twenty-nine. 
Approven, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XVIH.—An Act for the Relief of Lydia 
Frazee, widow and administratrix of John 
Frazec, late of the City of New York. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Tresury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
te Lydia Frazee, widow and administratrix of 
John Frazee, late of the city of New York, the | 
sum of two thousand eight hundred and. sixty- 
eight dollars; being in full for the services of the 
said John Frazee, as architect and superintendent 
of the New York custom-house, from the third 
day of March, anno Domini eighteen hundred 
and forty-one, to the twenty-first day of May, 
ed and forty-two. 


t 


Approven, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XEX.—An Act forthe Relief of William | 
Geiger. 


assembled, That the Auditor of the Treasury for | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of Americam Congress 


assembled, ‘Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any -money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to William Geiger, in full for all claims against 
the United States, by virtue of his contract made 
on the eighteenth day of October, eighteen hun- 
dredand fifty-four, at Fort Smith City, with Cap- 
tain French, for hime, stone, and mason work. 
for and on the barrack at Fort Washita, in the 
Cherokee nation, the sum of four thousand and 
ten dollars and sixty-two cents. 
Approven, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XX.—An Act for the Relief of Micajah 
Hawkes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed and required to place 
the name of Micajah Hawkes, of Eastport, in the 
State of Maine, on the roll of invalid pensioners, 


! and to cause him to be paid a pension, at the rate 


of fifteen dollars per month, being half of his pay 
proper, to commence with the first day of Jan- 
uary, anno Domini one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-nine, and to continue during his natural 
life. 

Approvenp, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XXI.—An Act forthe Relief of Alice Hunt, 
widow of Thomas Hunt. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Alice Hunt, widow of Captain Thomas Hunt, 
on the pension roll, and to pay her, at the rate of 
thirty-five dollars per month, from the fifth day 
of January, eighteen hundred and sixty, for life 
or widowhood. . 

ArrroveD, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XXII.—An Act for the Relief of Moses 
Noble. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 


' directed, out of any money in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated, to pay to Moses Noble, 
agent for the brig Good Hope, and the schooners 
Delta, Jasper, Sardine, Five Sisters, Common- 
wealth, and Two Brothers, for the benefit of the 
persons entitled thereto, the sum of one thousand 
seven hundred and four dollars and sixty-eight 
cents, the. same being for fishing bounties to which 
said vessels became entitled in the fishing season 
of the year eighteen hundred and fifty-two. 
Approvep, April 11, 1860., 


Cuar. XXHI.—An Act for the Relief of the legal 
Representatives of Charles Porterfield,deceased. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and heis hereby, authorized and required to issue 
to William Kinney and Thomas J. Michie, exec- 


| utors of the last will and testament of Robert 


Porterficld, deceased, a number of warrants, equal 
to six thousand one hundred and thirty-three 
acres of land, according to the usual subdivisions 
of the public surveys, in quantities not less. than 
forty acres; to be by them located on any of the 
public lands which have been or may be sur- 
veyed, and which have not been otherwise appro- 


| priated at the time of such location, within any 


of the States or Territories of the United States 
where the minimum price for the same shall not 
exceed the sum of one dollar and twenty-five 


| cents per acre; to be selected and located in con- 


formity with the legal subdivisions of such sur- 
veys, and appropriated according to the directions 
contained in the last will and testament of the 
said Robert Porterfield, deceased, in the same 
manner and for the purposes directed in regard 
to the lands which were lost by the said legal 
representatives in the action with Clark and 
others, as decided by the Supreme Court of ihe 
United States. 
Approven, April 11, 1860. 
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Laws of the United States. 
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CHAP. XXIV.—An Act for the Relief of Gharner 
'T. Scaife, administratorof Gilbert Stalker. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any money in 
the Treagury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Charner T. Scaife, administrator of Gilbert 
Stalker, deceased, five thousand six hundred and 
forty-five dollars and sixteen cents in full, for the 
use and service of the steamboat James Adams, 
belonging to said Stalker, from the first day of 
August, eighteen hundred and forty-one, to the 
ninth day of July, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two. 

Arproven, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XXV.—An Act for the Relief of Kate D. 


Taylor, widow of the late Brevet Captain Oli- 
ver H. P. Taylor. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Uniled States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Kate D. Taylor, widow of the late Brevet Cap- 
tain Oliver H. P. Taylor, on the pension roll, at 
the rate of thirty-five dollars per month, from the 
seventeenth day of May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-eight, for during life or widowhood, deduct- 
ing the amount received through the office of the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, at the rate of 
twenty-six dollars sixty-six and one half cents 
per month, under the fifteenth section of the act 
of sixteenth day of March, eighteen hundred and 
two. : : 

Approven, April 11, 1860. 


Cuar. XXVI.—An Act for the Relief of Mariano 
G. Vallejo. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘Vhat the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any moncy in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Mariano Œ. Vallejo, in full for the occupation 
by the troops of the United States of a building 
on the square of Sonoma, in California, from May 
thirtieth, eighteen hundred and forty-cight, to 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, the sum 
of eight thousand and eight hundred dollars. 

Approven, April 11, 1860. 


Crap, XXVIN—An Act for the Relief of Francis 
Hiittmann. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘hat the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to ad- 
just the claim of Francis Hüttmann for return of 
tounage and light duties illegally exacted and paid 
by him on Peruvian, Danish, and German ves- 
sels at the port of San Francisco, California, and 


to pay him the amount due, with interest, at the | 


rate of six per centum per annum, from the date 
of the exaction of said duties: Provided, That the 
amount so paid shall not exceed nine hundred 
dollars. 

Approyen, April 13, 1860. 


Cuar. XXUX.—An Act for the Relief of Charles 
Knap. 


Be it cnacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to make such mod- 
ifications, in the contract now in force with Charles 
Knap, for furnishing material for the custom- 
house building at New Orleans, as, in his opin- 
ion, the principles of justice may seem to de- 
mand. 


Approvep, April 13, 1860. 


Cuar. XXX.—An Act for the Relief of Tench 


Tilghman. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to Tench Tilghman, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 


| 


| twenty-seven, an 


one thousand dollars, for losses sustained by him 
im consequence of his appointment to a consu- 
late, which was abolished by the Spanish Gov- 
ernment while he was on his way to take charge 
of the same. 

Appnovep, April 14, 1860. 


oe 


Cuar. XXXII.—An Act for the Relief of Ange- 
lina C. Bowman, widow of Francis L. Bow- 
man, late Captain in United States Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and directed to place the name 
of Mrs, Agelina C. Bowman widow of the late 
Captain Francis L. Bowman of the ninth regi- 
ment of United States infantry, upon the pension 
roll, and to pay her at the rate of thirty dollars 


; per month, from the thirteenth day of January, 


cighicen hundred and fifty-nine, to continue for 
ife. 
Approven, April 19, 1860. 


Cuar. XXXIII.—An Act for the Relief of the 
Heirs and legal Representatives of of Mark 
Aisha. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


assembled, That the claim of Mark Elisha forfour 
hundred arpents, entered under number three hun- 
dred and sixty-five, (register’s number, one hun- 
dred and twenty-six) in the seventh class of the 
report, dated December thirty, eighteen hundred 
and fifteen, of the register and receiver at Ope- 
lousas, Louisiana, be, and the same is hereby, 
confirmed, the said claim not being yet surveyed, 
but reported as embracing parts of lots numbers 
three and four, and south of sections twenty- 
one and twenty-eight, lot number six of section 

d lot number one of section 
twenty-nine in township two north, of range four 


į east, southwestern land district of Louisiana; and 


it shall be the duty of the surveyor general of 
Louisiana, to survey said claim, and represent 
the same on the official plats: Provided, That this 
act shall only be considered as a relinquishment 
on the part of the United States and not to inter- 
fere with any adverse valid rights to the same 
land. ` 

ArrroveD, April 19, 1860. 


Cuar. XXXIV.—An Act authorizing the Courts 


to adjudicate the Claim of the legal Represent- |; 


atives of the Sieur de Bonne and of the Chey- 
alier de Repentigny to certain Lands at the 
Sault Ste. Maric, in the State of Michigan. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the legal representatives of the 
Sieur de Bonne and of the Chevalier de Repen- 
tigny be, and they are hereby, authorized to pre- 
sent their petition to the United States district 
court for the district of Michigan, setting forth 
the nature of their claim to certain land at the 
Sault Ste. Marie, in the State of Michigan, under 
an alleged grant, in seventeen hundred and fifty, 
from the governor and lieutenant-general and 
from the intendant-general of New France, now 
Canada, with evidence in support of their claim, 


| stating the names, as near as may be, of all per- 


sons claiming adversely, and praying that the 
validity of the tile may be inquired into and de- 
cided under the laws of nations, the laws, usages, 
and customs of the country from which the same 


| was derived, and the treaties and laws of the Uni- 
ted States; and the said court is hereby author- | 


ized to examine the same, and, in adjudicating the 
question of the validity of the title as against the 
United States, to be governed by the laws of na- 
tions and of the country from which the title 
was derived, and also b Í ; 
they are applicable, which are recognized in the 
act of Congress dpproved the twenty-sixth May, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-four, ‘enabling 
the claimants to lands within the limits of the 
State of Missouri and Territory of Arkansas to 
institute proceedings to try the validity of the 
same;’’ and the district attorney is hereby directed 
to proceed, in defense of the interests of the Uni- 
ted States in all things, as required and directed 
by the aforesaid act of twenty-sixth May, eigh- 


the principles, so far as | 


| during her natural life. 


teen’ hundred and. twenty-four: Provided, That 
suit shall be instituted. by the ‘claimants within 
two -years from the passage of this act; and that 
an.appeal may. be taken, either by the claimants 
or the United States, to the Supreme Court of the 
United States within one year from the date of the 
rendition of the decree. of the district court afore- 
said. . whee fae te 

Sec 2. And be it further enacted, That in the 
case of a final decision under this act against. the 
validity of the said claim, or in case of the failure 
of claimants to prosecute it within the period speci- 
fied, the said claim shall be held forever barred, 
both in law and equity; but in the case ofa final 
decree in favor of the validity of the grant, it shall 
not be construed to affect or in any way impair 
any adverse sales, claims, or other rights which. 
have been recognized by the United States within 
the limits of the said claim, or which, under any 
law of the United States, may have heretofore 
been brought to the notice of the land commis- ~ 
sioners or of the land officers in Michigan, or any 
of the land granted to the State of Michigan, or 
occupied by it, for the Sault Ste. Marie canal, its 
tow-path and appurtenances, but for the area of 
any such adverse claims the legal representatives 
of the said De Bonne and Repentigny shall receive 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
warrants authorizing them or their assigns to enter 
any other lands belonging to the United States, 
and subject to entry at private sale at one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre, which warrants 
shall be for sections or legal subdivisions of sec- 
tions, at the option of the parties entitled to receive 
them, 

Approven, April 19, 1860. 


Cuar. XXXVI.—An Act for the Relief of Stew- 
art McGowan: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of Stewart McGowan on the roll: of 


| invalid pensioners, and cause. him to be paid the 


sum of twenty dollars per. month, to commerice 

from and after the first day of January, one thou- 

sand eight hundred and fifty-nine, and to continue 

during his natural life. ; 
Aprrovep, May 3, 1860. 


| Cuar. XXXVUIW—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. 


Anne M. Smith, widow of the late Brevet Major 
General Persifer F. Smith, Mrs. Harriet B. 
Macomb, widow of Major General Alexander 
Macomb, and Mrs. Arabella Reily, widow of 
Brevet Major General Bennet Rely. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
gssembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to place the name of Mrs. Anne M.Smith, 
widow of the late Brevet Major General Persifor 


| F. Smith, on the pension roll, at the rate of fifty 


dollars per month, from the seventeenth. day of 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, for and 
And that the Secretary 
of the Interior be directed to place the name of 
Mrs. Harriet B. Macomb, widow of Major Gen- 
eral Alexander Macomb, deceased, late command- 
ing general of the Army, upon the roll of pension- 
ers, and pay her a pension at the rate of fifty 
dollars per montit from the date of the approval 
of this act. And also that the Secretary of the 
Interior be directed to place the name of Mrs. 
Arabella Reily, widow of Brevet Major General 
Bennet Reily, deceased, late of the Army, upon 
the roll of pensioners, and pay her a pension. at 
the rate of fifty dollars per month from the date 
of the approval of this act. : 
Approvep, May 7, 1860. 


Cuar. XLI.—An Act for the Relief of A. M. 
Mitchell, late Colonel of Ohio Volunteers inthe 
Mexican War. 

Be it enacted by the Senate. and Howse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to A. M. Mitchell, colonel first regiment 
of Ohio volunteers in the late war with Mexico, 
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Laws of the United States, 


fd forty-six, the trip-not havin 
under orders, but by leave grantet 
nséquence of temporary disability, caused by 
fds received inaction on twenty-first Septem- 

ber; eighteen hundred and forty-six. . 
. “tApproven, May 9, 1860. 


Canar. XLU:—An Act for the Rel 
Pe : Sweetzer. 


“Bett enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior cause 
tobe paid to Madison Sweetzer the sum of eleven 
hundred dollars. and: ninety-seven cents, the bal- 
ance of his account against the See-see-ton and 
‘Wah-pay-toan bands of Sioux Indians, of Minne- 

. Sota, br necessary supplies heretofore furnished, 
examined, and verified, by the honorable Gov- 
ernor W. A. Gormon, superintendent, and Agent 
R: W. Murphy, as commissioners, and the same 
be deducted from the annuities payable to said 
Indians for the year Commencing on the first of 
July, eighteen hundred and sixty. 

-Approven, May 9, 1860. 


ief of Madison 


CHap, XLIUN.—An Act to authorize the issuance 
of Patents in the name of James S. Douglass, 
“upon certain Land Entries made at Chockchu- 
“ma, Mississippi. 

; Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
cancel the patents heretofore issued to James S. 
Coleman upon land entries number three thou- 
sand one hundred and forty-eight, three thousand 
one hundred ‘and forty-nine, three thousand one 
hundred and fifty, three thousand one hundred 
and fifty-one, three thousand one hundred and 
fifty-two, and three’ thousand one hundred and 
fifty-three, made on the thirty-first March, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-five, in the former Chock- 
chuma land district, Mississippi; and that said | 
Commissioner be, and he is hereby, authorized | 
and directed to issue patents for the lands em- 
braced by said entries to James S. Douglass, 
senior, i whose name said entries ought to have 
been carried upon the records, by the land offi- 
cers at Chockchuma, 

Arproven, May 9, 1860. 


Crap. XLIV.—An Act for the Relief of Tilman 
Leak. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior cause 
to be refunded to Tilman Leak the sum of six 
hundred and seventy-nine dollars and fifty-seven 
cents, the amount ‘paid by him to the United 
States as purchase money for fractional. sections 
six and seven, in township number nineteen, 
range north eighteen, in Alabama, at a sale | 
thereof, as “dead and abandoned’? Indian re- | 
serves, under the Creek treaty of cighteen hun- | 
. dred and thirty-two, made by William Garrett, | 
agent of the United States, on the seventh day of | 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-six: Provided, i 
That said Tilman Leak shall first surrender any 
patent which he may have therefor for cancella- | 
tion, and release to the United States, by deed, all 
his claim and interest therein. 

Arprovep, May 9, 1860. 


Cuar. XLV.—An Act for the Relief of Richard 
W.Meade. 


Be it enacted by the Senule and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Richard W. Meade, late a 
lieutenant in the United States Navy, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of five hundred and sixty-six dollars 
and twenty cents, being the amount of expenses 
incurred by him and his clerk for subsistence, 
while under orders of the Navy Department, and 
detained on’ shore at San Francisco, from the fif- | 
teenth “of July to the thirtieth of September, | 


{ 
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eighteen hundred and forty-nine, less theamount 
already received by them for commutation of their 
rations during the same period. 

Approven, May 9, 1860. — 


Cuar. XLVI.—An Act for the Relief of George 
Stealey. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the account furnished by George 
Stealey, for services rendered and expenses in- 
curred by him as agent, appointed by the Indian 
commissioners of the United States for the State 
of California, to visit the northern tribes of In- | 
dians in said State, be, and the same is hereby, 
referred to the Third Auditor of the Treasury, 
with authority to cause the same to be settled 
upon principles of equity „and justice, and the 
amount thereof to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; the said 
settlement to be made upon satisfactory vouchers 
showing that the expenses were actually incurred, | 
and that the prices paid were just and proper 
under the peculiar circumstances of the case. 

Approven, May 9, 1860. 


Cuar. XLVIT.—An Act for the Relief of David 
D. Porter. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby, directed 
to pay to David D. Porter, a lieutenant in the 
Navy of the United States, the sum of seven 
hundred and forty-three dollars, for certain ex- 
traordinary expenses incurred by him in the dis- 
charge of his duty, under the orders of the Navy 
Department, on special service to the island of St. 
Domingo; and that the same be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, 

P ArrroveED, May 9, 1860. 


Cuar. LTL.—An Act for the Relief of George B. 
Bacon, late acting purser of the sloop-of-war 
Portsmouth. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress |! 


tt 
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Cuar. LII].—An Act for the Relief of Edward 


N. Kent. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- ij 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, authorized and directed to pay 
to Edward N. Kent, of New York, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of twenty thousand dollars, in full 
compensation for the perpetual use in all the 
present and future minting establishments of the 
United States, of the apparatus for separating gold 
and other precious metals from foreign substances, 
of which the said Edward N. Kent isthe inventor 
and patentee: Provided, The said Edward N. 
Kent shall have first secured to the United States 
the perpetual use of the said apparatus as afore- 
said, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Approvep, May 22, 1860. 


Cuar. LIV.—An Act for the Relief of Sweeny, 
Rittenhouse, Fant and Company. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to refund to Sweeny, 
Rittenhouse, Fant and Company so much of their 
preliminary deposit of one per centum made with || 


i 
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i 
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the Treasurer of the United States upon their bid 
for three million dollars of the stock of the Uni- 
ted States, under the advertisement of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, dated December seventeenth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-cight, on the amount 


| of stock unissued to them, being one per centum 


on the difference awarded to them of three mil- 
lion, and the actual amount of stock i$sued to 
them. 


Approvep, May 22, 1860. 


Cuar. LV.—An Act for the Relief of Samuel A. 
West, George McCullough, Hiram McCul- 
lough, and Charles Pendergrast. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Samuel A. West, George Me- 
Cullough, Hiram McCullough, and Charles Pen- 
dergrast be, and they are hereby, released fram 
their liability on a contract entered into with the 
United States on the seventeenth day of Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, for the de- 
livery of stone at the navy-yard at Gosport, in 


| the State of Virginia. 


Approve, May 22, 1860. 


Cuar. LVITI.—An Act for the Relief of Ann 
Scott. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to Mrs. Ann Scott, 
widow of the late William B. Scott, two percentum 
upon such sums as he paid from the Navy pen- 
sion fund during the time he was Navy agent at 
Washington. 

Approven, May 25, 1860. 


Cuar. LIX.—An Act for the Relief of Asenath 
M. Elliott, widow of Captain Edward G. 
Elliott. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and hereby is,directed to pay to Asenath M. Elli- 
ott, widow of the late Captain E. G. Elliott, of 
the United States Army, out of any money in the 


| Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 


five thousand dollars, in compensation for private 

property applied to the payment of a balance 

erroneously appearing due from the said E. G. 

Elliott, on the books of the Treasury Department. 
Approven, May 25, 1860. 


Cuar, LXIIT.—An Act for the Relief of George 
F. Brott. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That George F. Brott be, and he is 


j hereby, authorized to enter the following described 


lands, to wit: lots numbered one, (1,) two, (2,) 
three, (3,) and four, (4,) and the southwest quar- 
ter of the northwest quarter, and west half of 


| Southwest quarter of fractional section thirteen; 


and the south half of the northeast quarter, and 
the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter, 
and the east half of the southeast quarter of sec- 
tion number fourteen; and the east half of the 
northeast quarter of section number twenty-three, 
and lot number one, (1,) in section twenty-four, 
all in township number one hundred and twenty- 


| four north, of range number twenty-eight west, 


in the district of lands subject to sale at the land 
office at St. Cloud, Minnesota; said tracts con- 
taining five hundred and sixty-two and twenty 
hundredths acres, upon the payment by the said 
Brott of the usual minimum of one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre therefor: Provided, That 
said entry shall in no wise interfere with or em- 
brace any land to which there is a valid subsist- 
ing claim under the preémption laws of the Uni- 
ted States; and the Commissioner of the General 


i Land Office is directed to issue a patent on said 


entry. 
Approven, May 36, 1869. 


Ciar. LAVIL.—An Act for the Relief of Jere- 
miah Pendergast. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of ihe United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
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and he is hereby, required to pay. to Jeremiah 
Pendergast, out of any money. in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, one hundred and thir- 
ty-nine dollars and ninety-one cents, being the 
difference of pay allowed. him as a watchman on 
the construction of the Patent Office extension 
and that allowed to other watchmen, 

Avpr@xp, June 1, 1860. ee 


Cuar. LXIX.—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. 
Agatha O’Brien, widow of Brevet Major J. P. 
J. O’Brien, late of the United States Army. 


Be it enacted. by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, 
out of any moncy in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, widow of 
Brevet Major J. P, J. O’Brien, such sums of 
money as may be found due to her late husband, 
as captain of artillery, from the thirty-first day of 
December, 1849, when he was last paid, to the 
thirty-first day of March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, the day of his death, and that his accounts 
on the books of the ‘Treasury be balanced. 

Arproven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LXX.—An Act for the Relief of the legal 
representatives of Wetonsaw, son of James 
Conner. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That there be paid to the legal repre- 
sentatives of Wetonsaw, son of James Conner, 
the sum of four hundred dollars, in full of the 
amount secured to said Wetonsaw, in schedule B 
` of the treaty of January fourteenth, eighteen hun- 


dred and thirty-seven, with the Saginaw Chippewa | 
y # z pp i| on the twenty-first day of May, one thousand 


Indians, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 
Approven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXI.—An Act to grant the right of pre- 
emption toa certain Tract of Land, in the State 
of Missouri, to the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Thomas Maddin, deceased. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Thomas Maddin, deceased, late of the 
State of Missouri, be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized to enterand purchase, at the price of one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per aere, a tract of 
land containing eight hundred arpents, or six hun- 
dred and eighty acres and fifty-six hundredths, 
surveyed for the said Thomas Maddin, in his own 
right, as per patent certificate of survey number 
eighteen hundred and thirty-one, reported to the 
General Land Office by Surveyor General Lang- 
ham as having been surveyed on the sixteenth 
day of March, eighteen hundred and eighteen, 
and situated on the waters of Joachim Creek, in 
township forty-one north, of range five east, of 
the fifth principal meridian, in the county of Jef- 
ferson and State of Missouri. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed, upon the entry 
and payment aforesaid, to cause a patent, in due 
form of law, to be issued to the said heirs and 
legal representatives ofthe said Thomas Maddin, 
deceased, in conformity with the description given 
in patent certificate number ninety-two, as issued 
by Frederick Bates, then recorder in the office of 
recorder of land titles in Saint Louis, in the said 
State of Missouri, bearing date, at his said office, 
the first day of November, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-two, in which said certificate reference is 
made to the said tract of land as having been con- 
firmed to the said Thomas Maddin, pursuant to 
the acts of Congress respecting claims to lands in 
the Territories of Orleans and Louisiana, and the 
Territory of Missouri, and as having been regu- 
larly surveyed on the sixteenth day of March, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, and designated on 
the connected plat of United States surveys, in 
the surveyor general’s office at Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri,as numbereighteen hundred and thirty-one, 


i 


entitled to receive a patent. for the said tract of 
land, according to the said patent certificate of 
survey, as aforesaid, number eighteen hundred 
and thirty-one: Provided, however, That the right 
of preémption and purchase herein granted: shall 
cease at the end of two years from the date of the 
passage of this.act, and that the right and title of 
the United States in and to said land shall not be 
affected nor impaired by virtue of any of the pro- 
visions of this act in the event of the failure of the 
said heirs and legal representatives of "Thomas 
Maddin to avail themselves of said right of pre- 


| emption and purchase within the said period of 


two years. 
Approven, June 1, 1860. 


Canar. LXXII.—An Act for the relief of William 
P. Bowhay. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the sum of eight hundred dollars 
be, and the same is hereby, allowed to William 
P. Bowhay, for injuries received by him whilst 
employed by the United States on board the frigate 
Congress, and which rendered him a cripple for 
life; the same to be paid out of any money inthe 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Approvep, June 1, 1860. 


Char. LXXUL.—An Act for the Relief of Mary 
J. Maddux, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americe in Congress 


| assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Mrs. Mary J. Maddux, widow of Edward C. 
Maddux, of Kentucky, upon the pension roll, at 
the rate of eight dollars per month, commencing 


eight hundred and fifty-eight. 
Approven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXIV.—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. 
Jane M. McCrabb, widow of the late Captain 
John W. McCrabb, Assistant Quartermaster 
United States Army. i 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, ‘That the sum of five thousand two 
hundred and ninety-three dollars and ninety-six 
cents be paid to Mrs. Jane M. McCrabb, as ad- 
ministratrix of John W. McCrabb, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the same being allowance of commissions 
for disbursements of special appropriations by 
her late husband, Captain John W. McCrabb, 
prior to the thirtieth of September, one thousand 
eight hundred and thirty-eight; and that in the 
settlement of the accounts of said John W. Mc- 
Crabb, the above amount is credited as of the 


| date of its first charge. 


Approvep, June I, 1860. 


Cuar. LX XV.—An Act for the Relief of Wendell 


Trout. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
‘assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


and hereby is, directed to issue to Wendell Trout, 
of Franklin county, Kentucky, a warrant for one 
hundred and sixty acres of land for services ren- 
dered by him as a teamster in the military service 
of the United States in the Indian wars of seven- 


| teen hundred and ninety-three and seventeen 


hundred and ninety-four. 


Approven, June 1, 1860. 


Cuar. LX XVI.—An Act for the Relief of Brax- 
ton Bragg and Randall L. Gibson. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress fi 
assembled, That Braxton Bragg and Randall L. | 


Gibson be, and they are hereby, confirmed in 


their claim to the portion of the tract of land |; 


known and designated in the surveys of the Uni- 


ted States for the southeastern district of Louisiana 1 
as section or lot number twenty-seven, of town- | 


respectively in possession of, under: tite derived 
from Domingo. Esteve or his heirs, and< that. a 
patent shall issue therefor,.as in ordinary: cases. i 

Avvroven, June I, 1860; : ees 


Cuar. LXXVI, —An Act to grant a Pension to 
Mary 1. Harris, widow of Colonel Fhomas L. 
Harris, deceased. © 3 ee a 
Be ti enacted by ‘the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress: 

assembled, That the proper officer of the Govern= 
ment be, and he is hereby, directed to place 'thé 
name of Mary I. Harris, widow ‘of Colonel 

Thomas L. Harris, deceased, on the pension roll, 

and that said Mary I. Harris shall receive a pen- 

sion for life, equal to the half pay of: a major of 
infantry in the Mexican war; said pension shall 
commence to run from the first day of January, 
anno Domini eighteen hundred and fifty-nine: 
Approven, June 5, 1860. Si 


Cuar, LXXX.—An Act for the Relief of M. C., 
Gritzner. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be, and there is hereby, ap- 
propriated the sum of three hundred and seventy- 
nine dollars and seventy-seven cents, to. be paid 
to M. C. Gritzner, out of the patent fund:for 
compensation. and damages on account, of. the 
rescinding by the Government of a contractmade 
with the Commissioner of Patents, on the thirtieth 
day of March, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 
for the execution of descriptions and illustrations 
of the Patent Office Report for that year, before 
| the work was completed; and thatthe abovesum, 
if received by the said Gritzner, shall bein full 
| satisfaction for his claim under said contract. 

Approven, June 7, 1860. 

Cuar. LXXXI An Act for the Relief of John 
Scott, Hill W. House, and Samuel O. House. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That John Scott, principal, ‘and Hill 
W. House and Samuel O. House: sureties, be, 
and they are hereby, released from a judgment’ 
recovered against them by the United States, on 
the fourth day of April, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, in the district court for the northern 
district of Florida, upon a contract awarded to 
| said John Scott, for carrying the mail upon route 
| number three thousand five hundred and three, 
| from New Orleans to Key West, from the fif- 
teenth day of January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-three, to the thirtieth day of June, eighteen: 
hundred and fifty-five. 

Approyep, June 7, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXXIL—An Act for the Relief of the 
surviving grandchildren of Colonel William 
Thompson, of the revolutionary army:of South 
Carolina. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be paid, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
William E. Haskell, Charles T. Haskell, Char- 
lotte Rhett, widow of James S. Rhett, Mary. B. 
Darby, widow of A. B. Darby, Caroline Lewis, 
widow of Dr. John B. Lewis, Charlotte A. Good- 
win, wife of Robert H. Goodwin, the grand- 
children and heirs of William Thompson, who 
was a colonel of the third regiment of South 
i| Carolina mounted continental troops during the 


| revolutionary war, the sum of seven thousand 
| three hundred and cighty-eight dollars and eighty- 
| two cents, being the half pay for life, to which 

their ancestor, the said William Thompson was 


i 

f 

i 

| 

j f . 7 
|! entitled under the resolutions of Congress for his 
| 


services as colonel as aforesaid, throughout the 
war of the Revolution, the said Colonel Wiliam 
Thompson having elected not to take the com- 
/ mutation of five years’ full pay. i 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of Pensions be authorized and required 
| to issué in the names of the aforesaid grandchil- 


: dren of Colonel William Thompson a warrant 


for such an amount of bounty land as-was pro- 


ship fourteen south, in range sixteen cast, (west | fo 
i : vided for a colonel under the resolve of Congress 


of the river Mississippi,) which they are now il 


and in which said patent certificate number ainety- 
two itis certified that the said Thomas Maddin is 
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of September sixteenth, seventeen hundred and 


‘SEVERLY SIX. 8 OSR o 
 Aperovun, June 7, 1860. 


Cuar. LX XXIIL—An Act for the Relief of John | 
5 V.E ylor-certain other assignees of preémp- 
d locations. . aoe 
» Bett-enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all assignments of preémption 
bounty. dand.. warrant locations at. any of the 
land offices in. the United States, made in good 
faith since the nineteenth day of October, eighteen. 
hundred and fifty-two, and prior to the twenty- 
first of May, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, un- 
der. instructions. from. the. Commissioner of the 
General Land Office of the former date, be, and 
the same are hereby, declared valid; and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
cause patents to be issued in the name of the as- 
signee.on all such locations as now remain sus- 
pended and have not been patented. 
Approven, June 7, 1860. ` 


Cuar: LXXXVI:—An Act for the Relief of 
ceo ye) Samuel J, Hensley. i 

` Be it enacted: by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Stutes of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there shall be paid to Samuel J. 
Hensley, ninety-six thousand three hundred and 
seventy-five dollars for twelve hundred and eigh- 
ty-five head of cattle by him actually delivered, 
in May,-eighteen hundred and. fifty-two, to the 
agents of the United’ States, for the use of the 
Indians in California, as found by the Court of 
Claims. © ; i 

` APPROVED, June 9, 1869. 


Cuar, LXXXVIH.—An Act for the Relief of 
conc. Charles James Lanman. 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 

ay to Charles James Lanman, out of any money 
In the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of two thousand five hundred and seventy- 
eight dollars and eighty-one cents, in full for his 
services and expenses while acting as a receiver 
of the United States land office at Monroe, Mich- 
igan, from eighteen hundred and twenty-three to 
eighteen eighteen hundred and thirty-one. 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. LXXXVILL—An Act. for the Relief of 
Andrew E. Marshall. 

Be it enacted by ihe Senate and House of Repre- | 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 


| 
| 


i 
i 


| and he is hereby, directed to pay to the child or 
; children and heirs-at-law of Alexander Montgom- 
ery, late a private in the revolutionary war, the 
amount due said Montgomery under a pension 
certificate issued by the Pension Office to said 
Montgomery, which.has. not been paid to said 
child or children, or heirs-at-law, by reason of the 
death of said Montgomery a short time before 
the issue of said certificate. 

Aprroven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. XCI.—An Act for the Relief of John 
Dixon. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to issue a bounty land 
warrant for one hundred and sixty acres to John 
Dixon, of Dixon’s Ferry, in the State of [linois, 
for services rendered in the Black Hawk war. 

Aprroven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. XCII.—An Act for the Relief of Beda 
Hayes, widow of Dudley Hayes, of Granby, 
Hartford county, Connecticut. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to place the name of Beda Hayes, widow 
of Dudley Hayes, of Granby, Hartford county, 
Connecticut, on the pension roll, at the rate of 
sixty dollars per annum, to commence from the 


to continue during her natural life. 
Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. XCIII.—An Act for the Relief of Webster 
S. Steele. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives cf the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be 
authorized and directed to place the name of Web- 
ster S. Steele, of Illinois, on the list of invalid 
pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars a month, 
commencing on the fourth day of December, 

| eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, to continue 
| during his lifetime. 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


| sion to Nathan Randall. 


| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


| assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


| and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
| the name of Nathan Randall, of the State of New 
| York, on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, and to pay him at that 
j rate from the twelfth day of January, eighteen 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, | 
and he is hereby; directed to place the name of 
Andrew E. Marshall, of Pennsylvania, who was | 
a private soldier in the Mexican war, upon the | 


pension roll, atthe rate of cightdollars per month, | 


to commence from and after the passage of this | 
act, ; : 
Approven, June 9, 1860. i 


Curar. LXXXIX.—An Act granting a Pension 
to Adelaide ‘Adams, widow of Commander 
George Adams, United States Navy. 


Be it enacted by the Serate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, 
the namie of Adelaide Adams, widow of the late 
Commander George Adams, of the United States 


Navy, on the pension roll, at the rate of thirty |} 


dollars per month, and pay her a pension at that | 
rate from the ninth day of June, anno Domini 
eighteen. hundred and fifty-eight, and continue 
during her widowhood. 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Ciar. XC,—An Act for the Relief of the chil- 
dren and heirs of Alexander Montgomery. 
Be ii enacied by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


authorized and directed to place |} 
i| Cuar. XCVI.—An Act for the Relief of Guada- 


hundred and fifty-eight, during his natural life. 
|} Approven, June 9, 1860. 


| 
| Cuar. XC 


Major John F. Hunter. 


| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
| assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
| the name of Jolin F. Hunter on the list of invalid 


| thirty dollars per month, from the twenty-seventh 
| day of January, anno Domini eighteen hundred 
| and fifty-eight, and continue during his natural 
| life. 

| Approven, June 9, 1860. 


lupe Estudillo de Arguello, 
de Arguello. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


widow of Santiago 


Estudillo de Arguello, widow of ntlago E. Ar- 
guello, late a captain in the California bat[tjallion, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of fourteen thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-eight dollars, for losses of 
property sustained by him during the period of 
such service, and in consequence thereof: Pro- 


7 


first of January, eighteen hundred and sixty, and | 


Cuar. XCFV.—An Act granting an Invalid Pen- | 


V.—An Act granting a Pension to | 


| pensioners, and pay him a, pension, at the rate of |! 


and he is hereby, directed to pay to Guadalupe | 
a 


| vided, That the moneys herein appropriated shall 
be paid to the said Gaudalupe EstudiWo de Ar- 
guello, in person, or to her heirs. 

Arproven, June 9, 1860. 


| Cuar. XCVIL.—An Act for the Relief of the 
widow and other heirs of William Higgins, 

deceased. fe $ 
| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to can- 
cel bounty land warrant number thirty-one thou- 
| sand four hundred and seventy-four, issued on 
| the tenth day of July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
| six, to William Higginson, for services rendered 
j as a seaman in the United States Navy during 
the war with Mexico, and to reissue the same to 
William Higgins, the real party for whom the 
bounty was intended. | 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. XCVI .—An Act for the Relief of Israel 
Johnson. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
pay to Israel Johnson, of Cass county, Indiana, 
| out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of five hundred and 
! seventy dollars. 

| Approvep, June 9, 1860. 


| Cuar. XCIX.—An Act for the Relief of Shade 
Calloway. 


i i 
| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
| 
i 
H 


| assembled, That the proper accounting officers al- 
| low and pay out of the Treasury to Shade Cal- 
loway the sum of one thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollars, for work done by him on the 
Tennessee river, under his contract with Brevet 
Lieutenant Colonel J. McClelland, dated the six- 
teenth of September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, according to the account approved and cer- 
tified by the agent placed in charge of said work 
i at the death of the said officer. 
Approven, June 9, 1860. 


if 

|! Ciar. C.—An Act forthe Relief of the legal rep- 
| resentatives of five deceased Clerks in the Phil- 
adelphia Custom-House. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
|; and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to the legal representatives of David Gib- 
son, John B. Shull, Eli Valette, William Bryant, 
and C. G. Treichel, deceased, late clerks in the 
Philadelphia custom-house, the sums due them, 
respectively, for arrears of compensation, amount- 
ing, in the aggregate, to nine thousand eight hun- 
dred and ninety-five dollars and seventeen cents, 
as per statement of said custom-house, payable 
out of the balance of the surplus emoluments of 
the collector, erroneously deposited and still re~- 
maining in the Treasury, in like manner as the 
other eight surviving clerks in said castom-house 
| Were paid their arrears of compensation accruing 
| during the same period, and under the same cir- 
f cumstances, as per report of the First Comptrol- 
‘ler, dated seventh March, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, approved by the Sccretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

AN June 9, 1860. 


Cuar, Cl—An Act granting a Pension to James 
Lacey, of Grainger county, Tennessee. 

Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States cf America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of James Lacey, of Grainger covnty, 
Tennessee, upon the invalid pension roll at eight 
dollars per month, beginning on the first day of 
| January, eighteen hundred and sixty, and to con- 
tinue during the existence of his present disabil- 
ity. 

Avpproven, June 9, 1860. 
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Cuar. CH.—An Act granting a Pension to Abra- 
ham: Crum. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of Abraham Crum, of the State of Ohio, 
on the invalid pension roll, and pay him a pen- 
sion, at the rate of eight dollars per month, from 
the first day of April, anno Domini one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-eight, and continue during 
his natural life. 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CHI.—An Act for the Relief of Emma A. 
Wood, widow of the late Brevet Major George 
W. F. Wood, of the United States Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States uf America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Mrs.EmmaA.Wood, of Utica, New York, widow 
of the late Brevet Major George W, F., Wood, of 
the United States Army, on the pension list, at 
the rate of twenty-five dollars per month, to com- 
mence from and after the passage of this act, and 
to continue during life. 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CIV.—An Act for the Relief of W. Y. 
Hansell, the heirs of W. H. Underwood, and 
the representatives of Samuel Rockwell. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed and required to pay to 
W. Y. Hansell, and the heirs of W. H. Under 
wood, and the legal representatives of Samuel 
Rockwell, thirty thousand dollars, being the bal- 
ance of the sum of sixty thousand dollars reserved 
in the treaty between the United States and the 
Cherokee nation (negotiated on the twenty-ninth 
of December, eighteen hundred and thirty-five,) 
for the payment of said claims, and misapplied by 
the commissioners of the United States to the pay- 
ment of other claims; the said sum to be distrib- 
uted in the following manner: 

To W. Y. Hansell, eleven thousand one hun- 
dred and forty-six dollars; 

To the heirs of W. H. Underwood, nine thou- 
sand and thirty-five dollars; 

To the legal representatives of Samuel Rock- 
well, ten thousand one hundred and forty-four 
dollars. 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CV.—-An Act for the Relief of Gotlieb 
Scheerer. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress | 


assembled, That Gotlieb Sheerer, be, and he here- 
by is,-aequitted and released from the payment 
of a certain judgment rendered against him in 
favor of the United States in the district court of 
the United States for the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania, in the month of June, anno Domini 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, on a recogni- 
zance eniered into by him for the appearance of 
one Joseph Hill; on the payment of the costs of 
the suit in which said judgment was rendered. 
APPROVED, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CVI.—An Act for the Relief of Anthony 


Schlander. . 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the title of Anthony Schlander 
to the cast half of the southeast quarter of section 
fifteen, in township thirty-four, north, of range 
thirteen east of the principal meridian, being in 
the Chicago land district, is hereby confirmed to 
him, and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office is hereby authorized and directed to issue 
a patent to him therefor. ; 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
or parts of acts heretofore passed are hereby re- 
pealed, so far as they may, in any manner, inter- 
fere with the legal rights conferred by this act, 
and no further. 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


eer 
Cuar. CVII.—An Act for the Relief of James. 


Phelan, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House ‘of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the sum of two hundred and fifty 
dollars be paid to James Phelan for his servises 
in prosecuting Craig, indicted before the 
district Federal court of the United States for the 
northern district of Mississippi, under the ap- 
pointment of the honorable Samuel J. Gholson, 
ona charge of robbing the United States mail; 
and that said sum be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not. otherwise appropriated. 

Apprroven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CVII.—An Act for the Relief of the legal 
representatives of Sylvester Day, late a Sur- 
geon in the United States Army. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to the legal representatives of the late Sylvester 
Day, a surgeon in the United States Army, the 
sum of four hundred and twenty-six dollars, out 
ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, in reimbursement of that sum paid for 
medical services at Allegheny arsenal. 

Aprroven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CIX.—An Act for the Relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of Francis Guillory. . 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the heirs or legal representatives 
of Francis Guillory, deceased, late of the parish 


, of St. Landry, in the State of Louisiana, be, and 


they are hereby, confirmed in their claim to that 
tract or parcel of lands known on the public sur- 
veys of the southwestern district of Louisiana as 


| section number one hundred and eight, in town- 


ship number four south, range number three east, 
and section number seventy-eight, in township 
number four south, of range number four east, 
containing about one hundred and ninety-five 
acres, and that a patent shall issue therefor, as in 
ordinary cases: Provided, That this act shall only 
beconstrued as a relinquishment of whatever title 
may now be vested in the United States of Amer- 
ica, and shall in no wise interfere with any valid 
adverse claim of other or third parties. 
Arrroven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CX.—An Act for the Relief of R. K. 


Doebler. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the~assignment made by Samuel 
H. Dill on land warrant for one hundred and 
sixty acres of land, number ten thousand one 
hundred and seventeen, issued fourth November, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, which assignment 
was made on the twenty-eighth day of November, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, to R. K. Doebler, 


be, and the same is hereby, legalized and made |} 


valid. 
Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CXI.—An Act for the Relief of Brevet 
Lieutenant Colonel Martin Burke and Captain 
Charles S, Winder, of the United States Army. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officer of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit the accounts of Brevet Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Martin Burke and Captain Charles 
S. Winder, of the United States Army, with the 
sum of one hundred dollars each, it being the sum 
they each had in their possession on board of the 
steamer San Francisco during the month of De- 
cember, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, at which 
time the said steamer was lost, together with the 
above amounts, and which now stands charged 
against the said Brevet Lieutenant Colonel Burke 
and Captain Winder upon the books of the Treas- 
ury, it having belonged to the recruiting fund of 
the United States Army. 

Aprproven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CXII—An Act for the Relief of Charles 
-o We Brooks, of New. Yorkis opece 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled; That the Secretary: of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of Charles: W. Brooks, of the State of 
New York,:on the invalid pension rollat the rate 
of eight dollars per month, and to pay him at that 
rate from the first day of January; one thousand: 
eight hundred and sixty, and continue during his 
natural life. ` ; ied ae 
Aprroven, June 9, 1860: 


Cuar. CXHI.—An Act for the Relief of Peter 
Rogerson and Son, of St. John’s, Newfound- 
land, owners of the British Brig Jessie, °° < 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of State be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to pay, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Peter Rogerson and Son, owners of the British 
brig Jessie, for losses incurred by reason of the 
rescuing of the passengers and crew of the Amer- 
ican ship Northumberland, in the month of De- 
cember, eighteen. hundred and fifty-seven, when 
in a sinking condition, and conveying them to 
Cork, Ireland, the sum of seven thousand: seven 
hundred and eighty-eight dollars and seventy-five 
cents, or so much thereof. as may be necessary: 
Provided, That the proper. proportionate part 
thereof, according to the number of British sub- 
jects so rescued, shall be paid by the British Gov- 
ernment, 

Approven, June 9, 1860. 


Cuar. CXVI.—An Actto reimburse the Corpora- 
tion of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
asum of money advanced towards the construc- 
tion of the Little Falls Bridge. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress. 
assembled, That the sum of four thousand six ee 
dred dollars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, to be paid out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to repay to the 
Corporation of Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, all moneys heretofore advanced by the 
said Corporation for and towards the construc- 
tion of the bridge over the Potontac, at the point 
known as the Little Falls. And the said Cor- 
poration of Georgetown, by accepting the provis- 
ions of this act, shall waive and surrender all 
further claim or demand on the Government of 
the United States, founded on any advancement 
of money or other thing towards the object herein 
specified for any purpose whatsoever. This act 
shall commence and be in force from and after its 
passage. 

Aprrroven, June 12, 1860. 


Cuar. CXVIT.—An Act to incorporate the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That John Thaw, George Brown, C. 
J. Wright, John T. Bangs, Martin Johnson, and 
others, the officers and members of the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia, and their successors, 
be, and they are hereby, incorporated and made 
a body politic and corporate, by the name of the 
Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows of the District of Columbia; and by that 
name may sue and be sued, plead and be im- 
pleaded, in any court of law or equity, and may 
have and use a common seal, and the same change 
at pleasure, and be entitled to use and exercise 
the powers, rights, and privileges incident to such 
corporation. : 

Sec. 2. And’be it further enacted, That the said 
corporation shall be capable of taking and holding 
real and personal estate not exceeding in value 
the sum of fifty thousand dollars; which estate, 
personal and real, shall never be divided among 
the members of the corporation, but shall descen 
to their successors for the promotion of the be- 
nevolent purposes of said corporation. 
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«Suc. 3- And be itfurther enacted, That this cor- | 


‘poration shall: have power to alterand amend their 
constitution and. by-laws at, pleasure: Provided, 
That.they.do.not conflict with. the. laws.of the 
‘United States, or. the Jaws of the Corporation of 
shin, ACity =, ; 


to ail? 
ee Siad beit further enacted, That said cor- 
poration shall. not exercise banking privileges, or 
issue or put in circulation bank notes, or any note, 
‘paper,.token,,serip, or,device, to be used as cur- 
rency. . ee 3 
Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall continue in force until Congress shall by law 
determine otherwise. 

APPROVED, June 12, 1860. 


Cuar. CXRVUIL.—An Act for the Relief of Smith 
, and Hunt, of Toledo, Ohio. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and. House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to Smith and Hunt, 
of Toledo, Ohio, the sum-of-nine thousand two 
hundred and sixty-five dollars: and. ninety: cents, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the same being the amount paid by 
said Smith.and Hunt as freight and charges on 
railroad iron transported while in, bond, from 
New York city to. Toledo, Ohio. 

Approven, June 12, 1860. 


+ 


n Act forthe Relief of Valentine 
Wehrheim, 

"Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Valentine Wehrheim on the roll of invalid pen- 
sioners, and pay him at the rate of twenty-five 

‘dollars ‘per month, from. and after the twenty- 
sixth day of January, eighteen hundred and sixty. 

Approven, June 12, 1860. : 


Cuar.CXIX.—A 


Cuar. CXX.—~An Act io dissolve the 


Washing- 
‘ton’s Manual Labor School and Ma 


l le Orphan 
peo Society of the District of Columbia, 
“and: to authorize the transfer of its effects to 
the Columbia Institution for the Instruction 
of the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the trustees of Washington’s 
Manual Labor School’and Male Orphan Asylum | 
Society of the. District of Columbia, incorpo- 
rated by an act of Congress approved on the thir- 
teenth day of June, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two, be, and they are hereby authorized and 
empowered, by deed or other instrument in writ- | 
ing, to transfer all their funds and property of | 
every description to the Columbia Institution for | 
the instruction of the Deaf and Dumb and the | 
Blind, incorporated by an act of Congress ap- 
proved February sixteen, eighteen hundred and | 
fifty-seven, on such terms and conditions as may | 
be agreed upon by said corporate bodies and in- | 
corporated in such deed or instrument of writing. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the said 
deed of transfer or instrument of writing shall be | 
recorded in the recorder’s office for land titles, | 
in.the county of Washington and District of Co- | 
lumbia, and the terms and conditions of said deed 
shall be as obligatory upon said Columbia Insti- | 
tation as if. they formed a partof its charter; and 
from, the date of the record thereof, as aforesaid, | 
the; trustees of Washington’s Manual Labor 
School and Male Orphan Asylum Society shall 
be forever. thereafter absolved from their trust, 
and the act of June thirteen, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, conferring upon them corporate 
powers and privileges, shall be thencéforward | 


i 


i 
i 
| 
iH 

| 

ji 


Canar. CXXI.—An Act extending the charter 
incorporating the German: Benevolent Society 
of Washington City, in the District of Colum- 
bia, approved July twenty-seventh, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That from and after the passage of this 
act, all those persons who.are, or shall- hereafter 
become members of thé German Benevolent So- 
ciety, of the city of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia, be, and they are hereby, made a body 
corporate and politic, by the name and style of 
the German Benevolent Society, and shall so 
continue until the third day of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and eighty; and by that 
| name shall have perpetual succession, and by that 
name may sue and be sued, implead and be im- 
pleaded, answer and be answered, defend and be 
defended, in courts of law and. equity and in all 
other places whatsoever; and by that name may 
make, have, and use a common seal, and the 
same may break, alter, and renew at pleasure, 
and shall have power to ordain, establish, and 
put in execution such by-laws, ordinances, and 
regulations as shall seem necessary and conve- 
nient for the Government of said corporation, not 
being contrary to the laws and Constitution of the 
United States; and, generally, to do and execute 
all necessary or proper for the objects of said cor- 
poration, subject to the limitations of this act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
monthly contributions and all other moneys re- 
ceived on account of the society, may, from time 
to time, be invested in the public stocks of the 
United States, in loans to individuals, or in stocks 
of any incorporated banking institution or cor- 
poration, and the moneys so invested or that may 
be deposited shall be drawn out of the bank or 
place of deposit only on the order of the treasurer, 
countersigned by the secretary, and approved by 
the president: Provided, nevertheless, That the 
said society or body political shall not, at any one 
time, hold or possess property, real, personal, or 
mixed, exceeding in total value the sum of twenty 
thousand dollars: And provided, That the annual 
interest on the capital of the company, or the 
whole or any part of the capital, may, from time 

to time, be applied to aid and succor the poor and 
|| destitute of the society, or to such other chari- 
table objects as the company may select. 

Sec. 3. And-be it further enacted, That it shall 
not be. lawful for the said corporation to deal or 
trade in the manner of a bank, nor issue any 
note in the nature of a bank note, nor transact 
any other kind of business, or deal in any other 
manner or thing than is expressly authorized by 
the second section of this act; and any oflicer or | 
officers who shall have assented to any such deal- 
ing or trade shall, on conviction thereof, in the 
proper courts, forfeit and pay the sum of five 
hundred dollars, one half to the use of the poor 
of the city of Washington, District of Columbia, 
and the other half to the use of the person who 
may prosecute the same: Provided, always, That 
Congress may, at any time, amend, alter, orannul 
this act, 

Approven, June 13, 1860. 


! 

contiguous acres shall be forever appropriated 
and set apart as a cemetery, with authority to 
said corporation to receive gifts and bequests for 
the purpose of ornamenting and improving said 
cemetery, and to hold such personal property as 
may be requisite to carry out this act. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the affairs 
of said corporation shall be conducted by a pres- 
ident, secretary, and six directors, who shall be 
elected annually by a majority of the votes of said 
society; the said president, secretary, and direct- 
ors to fill all vacancies in their own pody, and 
shall have power to lay out and ornament the 
grounds; remove and alter old buildings and erect 
new ones; to lay out and sell, or dispose of burial 
lots; to appoint all necessary officers and agents, 
and fix their several duties and compensation; 
and to make such by-laws, rules and regulations, 
as they may deem proper for conducting the 
affairs of the corporation, for the government of 
lot holders and visitors to the cemetery, and for 
the transfer of stock and the evidence theredf. In 
all elections held under this act, each proprietor 
shall be entitled to one vote. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no streets, 
lanes, alleys, roads, or canals of any sort shall be 
opened through the property of said corporation 
exclusively used and appropriated to the purpose 
ofa cemetery: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall authorize said corporation to obstruct 
any public road or street, or lane, or alley, now 
actually opened and used as such. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That any per- 
son who shall willfully destroy, mutilate, deface, 
injure, or remove any tomb, monument, grave- 
stone or other structure placed in said cemetery, 
or any fence, railing or work for protection or 
ornament of said cemetery, or any tomb, monu- 
ment, gravestone or other structure thereon, or 
shall willfully destroy, cut, break, or remove any 
tree, shrub or plant within the limits of said cem- 
; etery, shall be considered guilty of misdemeanor, 
| andon conviction thereof before ahy justice of 
the peace of the county of Washington, shall be 
punished by fine, at the discretion of the justice, 
according to the aggravation of the offense, of not 
less than five nor more than fifty dollars. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That until an 
election be held under the provisions of this act, 
the eight last named persons in section first shall 
be the managers of said corporation, and that all 
officers shall hold their respective offices until 
their successors shall be elected or appointed. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That burial 
lots in said cemetery shall not be subject to the 
debts of the stockholders thereof, and the land of 
the company dedicated to the purpose of a ceme- 
tery shall not be subject to taxation of any kind. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the said 
corporation shall provide for the return, from 
time to time, to the Corporation of Washington, 
reports of all interments madc in said cemetery of 
persons who may have died within the limits of 
the said Corporation of Washingtion, in such man- 
ners and according to such forms as may be pre- 
scribed, from time to time, by the corporatidiy of 
Washington. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That a certifi- 
cate under seal of the corporation, of the owner- 
ship of any lot aforesaid, shall, in all respects, 
have the same effect as any conveyance from said 
corporation of said lot would have if executed, 
acknowledged, and recorded, as conveyances of 


repealed: Provided, That all the debts and pecu- 
niary liabilities of the said Washington’s Manual | 
Labor. School and Male Orphan Asylum shall | 
be transferred to, assumed by, arid be debts of | 
the said Columbia. Institution for the Instruction | 
of the. Deaf and Dumb and the Blind; which 
shall be responsible therefor; and suits at law or 
Th equity may be commenced against: said last- 
mentioned-corporation, the same as if said debts 
had beer originally: incurred by it. 
Aprroven, Jane 43, 1860. 


purpose 
seventeen 


~ 


real estate are required to be. . 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
the said corporation to issue any note, token, 
device, or scrip, or other evidence of debt, to be 
| used as currency. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall take effect from the passage thereof. 

Sec. J1. And be it further enacted, That it may 
be lawful for Congress hereafter to alter, modify, 
or repeal the foregoing act. 

Sec. 12. And be tt further enacted, That cach of 
the stockholders in the said company shall be held 
liable in his or her individual capacity for all the 
debts and-liabilities of the said. company, howa 
ever contracted or incurred, to be recovered by 
suit, as other debts or liabilities. before the court 
or tribunal having jurisdiction of the ease. 

Approvep, June 13, 1860, 
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Laws of the United States. 
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Canar. CXXI .—An Act for the Relief of Mary- 
ett Van Buskirk. 


_ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed tò pay 
to Maryett Van Buskirk, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sam 
of twenty thousand three hundred and sixty- 


seven dollars, in full payment for the claim for | 


forage, grain, cattle, and other supplies furnished 

to the American army by the late Thomas Van 

Buskirk, deceased, of Bergen county, State of 

New Jersey, during the revolutionary war. 
Apvrroven, June 13, 1860. 


„Cuar. CXXIV.—An Act for the Relief of George 
P. Marsh. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to pay George P. 
Marsh, late Minister to the Ottoman Porte, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of nine thousand dollars, in 
full for all claims he may have on account of spe- 
cial services rendered by him in Greece, in the 
heal eighteen hundred and fifty-two and eighteen 

undred and fifty-three, under instructions from 
the State Department. 

Approven, June 13, 1860. 


Cuar. CRXV.—An Acct for the Relief of Francis 
Lavonture and Pierre Grignon. 


Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the titles to certain tracts of land 
at Green Bay, Wisconsin, confirmed to Francis 
Lavonture and Pierre Grignon by the commis- 
sioners appointed under the act of Congress ap- 
proved February twenty-one, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-three, entitled ‘‘ An act to revive and 
continuc in force certain acts for the adjustment 
of land claims in the Territory of Michigan,” and 
which are described as follows: to Francis La- 
vonture, “commencing at low-water mark, on 
Fox river, and running west eighty arpen(t]s, or 

_ so far as to make said claim contain six hundred 
and forty acres, (as confirmed by said commis- 
sioners,) and bounded on the south by a certain 
tract occupied by the United States garrison, west 
and north by wild or uncultivated lands, and east 
by Fox river, being sixteen arpen[t]s in breadth ;” 
and to Pierre Grignon for a picce or parcel of 
ground lying or being on the west side of Fox 
river, Green Bay, immediately below the first creek 
that empties into said river, about fifteen acres in 
front on the said river, and extending back indef- 
initely, be, ahd the same are hereby, ratified and 
confirmed; and thatthe Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office cause the said tracts of land to 
be surveyed in the same manner as other private 


claims to lands in Green Bay have been surveyed;. 


and that he be required to issuc patents thereon 
to and in the names of thg aforesaid Francis La- 
vonture and Pierre Grignon, respectively, subject 
to such legal transfers or assignments as may have 
been made by them, or their heirs or legal repre 
sentatives, at any time subsequent to the confirm- 
ation to them, respectively, by the said Commis- 
sioner, according to the fifth section of the act of 
eighteen hundred and twenty-three. 
Approven, June 13, 1860. x 


Cuar. CXXVI.—An Act granting an Invalid 
Pension to Beriah Wright, of New York. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress | 1 i 
il after; but, if from any cause, such elections 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Beriah Wright, of New York, upon the roll of 
invalid pensioners of the United States, and pay 
him a pension, at the rate of four dollars per 
month, in addition te the pension he is now re- 
ceiving, from the sixteenth day of February, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-cight, during 
his natural life. 
Approved, June 13, 1860. 
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Cuar. CXXVII.—An Act for the Relief of Eras- 
tus Hutchins, i 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Uuited States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Erastus Hutchins, of Ohio, a soldier in the war 
of eighteen hundred and twelve, upon the pension 
roll, and allow him eight dollars per month from 
the first of January, eighteen hundred and sixty. 

Approven, June 13, 1860. 


Cuar. CX XTX.—An Act to Incorporate the Na- 
tional Gallery and School of Arts in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. . 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there may be established in the 
District of Columbia, by the persons hereinafter 
named, a gallery and school of arts, for the pur- 
pose of promoting the improvement of the fine 
arts, and their application to patriotic purposes, 
by means of exhibitions, libraries, museum, in- 
struction, and any other practicable operations. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
institution shall be under the management, direc- 
tion, and government of a number of trustees, not 
exceeding twenty-five, to be elected annually by 
the contributors to the said gallery and school, 
in such manner and under such limitations and 
restridfions as may be provided in the by-laws 
thereof; and the first trustees of the said institu- 
tion shall consist of the following persons, name- 
ly: Horatio Stone, John Cranch, J. M. Stanly, 

. G. Braff, Robert Bogle, W. W. Corcoran, A. 
F. Cunningham, T. G. Clemsen, J. G. Berret, 
F. P. Stanton, A. Thomas Smith, H, G. Fant, 
Charles Eames, B. Ogle Taylor, George W. Riggs, 
Charles Haskins, Seth Eastman, Samuel F. Vin- 
ton, and L. D. Gale, which said trustees and their 
successors shall be a body politic and corporate, 
with perpetual succession, by the name and style 
of the National Gallery and School of Arts; by 
which name and title the said trustees and their 
successors shall be competent and capable, in law 
and equity, to take to themselves and their suc- 
cessors, for the use of the said institution, any 
estate in any lands, tenements, hereditaments, 
goods, chattels, moneys, and other effects, by gift, 
grant, bargain, sale, conveyance, assurance, will, 
devise, or bequest of any person or persons what- 
soever: Provided, The same do not exceed, in the 
whole, the yearly value of fifty thousand dollars, 
and the same property and effects, real and per- 
sonal, to grant, bargain, sell, convey, assure, de- 
vise, and to farm let, and to place out on interest 
for the usc of the said institution; and by the 
game name to sue and be sued, to plead and be 
impleaded, in any courts of law and equity; and 
to make and use a common seal, and the same to 
break and alter at their pleasure; and generally, 
by and in the same name, to do and transact all 
and every the business touching or concerning 
the premises. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the trus- 
tees aforesaid shall hold their offices until the first 
day of October, cighteen hundred and sixty, and 
until their successors shall be elected. And in 
the mean time, the said trustees shall pass all 
necessary ordinances and by-laws for the com- 
plete organization, government, and administra- 
tion of the institution herein established. They 
may appoint or elect a president and secretary of 
their own body, and all such officers, professors, 
or teachers, as to them may seem expedient, and 
may confer upon them such powers, not incon- 
sistent with the Constitution and laws of the Uni- 
ted States, as may to them seem suitable to the 
end in view. They shall provide for the election 
of their successors on the first day ef October, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, and annually there- 


should not take place at the times herein pro- 
vided, they may be appointed for any other con- 
venient time. And the said trustees for the first 
election, and their successors ever thereafter, shall 


| determine and establish the rules and conditions 
| upon which subscribers and contributors to the 


said gallery and school shall be admitted as mem- 
bers of the said institution, the manner in which 
they shall vote in the annual elections for trus- 


tees, and the privileges they shall enjoyin the’ 
said institution, and.in the lectures, exhibitions, : 
and other proceedings thereof. A majority of 
said trustees shall constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ness. : l 
Sec. 4.-And be it further enacted, That the said 
trustees shall have power to grant and confirm to 
meritorious persons, such: degrees in the arts as 
they may in their by-laws establish; and grant 
diplomas or certificates, under their common seal, 
and signed by the president and secretary: to 
authenticate and perpetuate the same. oe 

Sec. 5. And be ii further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the trustees to keep regular books 
or journals, in which shall be entered, under their 
direction, an account of all their ordinary acts 
and proceedings; all the by-laws, ordinances, 
rules, and regulations; a schedule of all the prop- 
erty and effects of every kind which may in any 
way be vested in the said trustees for the use and 
benefit of the said institution; and the names of 
all the subscribers and contributors qualified to 
vote for trustees, with their respective places of 
residence. And the said books or journals shall 
at all times be open to the inspection and exam- 
ination of the said subscribers and contributors, 
and when required by either House of Congress, 
it shall be the duty of the said trustees to furnish 
any information respecting the institution and its 
affairs which may be so required. , 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted; That nothing 
in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
said corporation to issue any note, token, device, 
scrip, or other evidence of debt to be used as a 
currency. ‘ 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That this act 
may at any time be altered, amended, or repéaled 
by the Congress of the United States. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
not be lawful for the corporation hereby created ` 
to adopt any system of lottery or chances, as a 
means of making a revenue, or in distributing any 
works of arf. 

APPROVED, June 15, 1860. 


Cuar.CXXXII.—An Act for the Relief of Fran- 
cis Dainese. : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre~ 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby directed to pay to Francis Dai-* 
nese, late consul at Constantinople, the sum of 
four thousand eight hundred and twenty dollars 
and ninety-nine cents, in full of all claims and 
demands of the said Francis Dainese upon the 
United States for his traveling, contingent, and 
other expenses,as well as for losses sustained by 
him in, and connected with, the consulate at Con- 
stantinople; to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approven, June 15, 1860. 


Cuar. CXKLIV.—An Act for the Relief of the 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of ihe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there shall be paid, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to the Missionary Society of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, the sum of twenty thousand 
dollars, upon filing in the proper Department a 
reledse to the United States, to be approved by 
the Attorney General, of all claim to the land 
embraced within the limits of the military reser- 
vation at the Dalles, in Oregon Territory, and of 
all claim for damages for destruction of property 
on or near the said land by the United States 
troops or volunteers or Indians at any time ante- 
rior to the date of said release, 

APPROVED, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CXLV.—An Act for the Relief of Anson 
Dart. 

Be it enacted by ihe Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


` assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 


ahe Treasury Department be, and they are here- 


i by, authorized and directed to pay, out of any 


moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 


ated, te Anson Dart, late superintendent of In- 


Jp 
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‘dian affairsiin the Territory. of Oregon, the sum 
of foae thousand: dollars per annum, deducting 
therefrom twenty-five hundred-dollars per annum, 
‘already received, for the time he served as_such 
superintendent, being from the first day of July, 
eighteen: hundred’ and:fifty, to the fourth day of 
May; eighteen hundred and fifty-three; and also 


to settle with him. upon principles of equity and | 
justice, so as to indemnify him for all moneys | 


‘paid and expenses incurred. by him for the use 
and benefit of the Government, for the services 
of an extra assistant clerk six months, and for 
the board of the Indian interpreters employed by 
him during his term of office as superintendent as 
aforesaid. 
Aprroven, June 16, 1860. 

mAn Act for the Relief of Solo- 
mon Wadsworth. 


“Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
“assembled, That the title of Solomon Wadsworth, 
of Clayton county, in the State of Iowa, be, and 
the same is hereby, confirmed to lots numbers 
two and three, in section number fifteen, in town- 
ship number ninety-four north, of range three 
west, containing one hundred and thirty-four 
acres and eighty-four hundredths of an acre, in 
said State of lowa, and that a patent issuc there- 
for, in accordance with the laws of the United 
States, upon the paymentof one dollar and twen- 
ty-five cents per acre therefor into the proper land 
office of the United States. 
Aprroven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CXLVI 


Cuar. CXLVIL.—An Act for the Relief of John 
Brannan, 

_ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, Thai the Sccretary of the Treasury be, 

and he hereby is, directed, out of any moncy in 

_ the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 


to John Brannan, an employé in the Department | 
of State, the sum of two hundred and eighty dol- 


Jars, in full for extra serv as librarian in said 
Department, from the fifteenth of September, 
E hundred and fifty-eight, to the fifteenth 
of January, eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, be 
ing at the rate of four dollars per day, after de- 
ducting the pay received by him as an employé 
during said time, 
Arprovep, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CKLVIIL—An Act for the Relief of R. | 


W. Clarke. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Staies of America in Congress 


assembled, That there be paid, out of any money | 
y not otherwise appropriated, to | 


in the Treasur 
R. W. Clarke, late assistant messenger in the 
office of the Commissioner of Pensions, the sum 
of two hundred and twenty-five dollars, in full 
compensation for extra services performed by 


in sajd office as clerk, from January one, eighteen | 
hundred and fifty-one, to October one, eighteen || 


hundred and fifty-one. 
Avproven, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CKALUX.—An Act for the Relief of David | 


Myerle. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to David M yerle . 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


appropriated, the sum of thirty thousand dollars, | 
for losses, sacrifices, and expenses incurred by | 


him in testing and establishing the practicability 

and safety of the process of waier-rotting hemp, 

under the direction of Navy Department. 
Approve, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar., CL.—An Act granting a Pension to Mar- 
tha Sanderson,. widow of Major Winslow F. 
Sanderson. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Sceretary of the Interior be, 
and heis hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the: nams of Martha Sanderson on the invalid 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


| sentatives of ihe United States of America in Congress 


i} 
H 

| 

i 
if 
| 
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| 
H 


Hi 


, on all moneys disbursed by him asagent for pay- | 


pension rolls of the United States, at the rate of 

twenty-five dollars per month, to commence on 

the first day of January, eighteen hundred and 

sixty, and to continue during her widowhood. 
Approven, June 16, 1860. 


Guar. CLI.—An Act grantinga Pension to James 
Alexander, an invalid soldier of the war of 
eighteen hundred and twelve. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, | 

and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to 

place the name of James Alexander on the invalid | 

pension lists of the United States, at the rate of 

eight dollars per month, commencing on the first 

day of January, eighteen hundred and sixty, and 

to continue during his natural life. 

` Approven, June 16, 1860. 

Cuap. CLII.—An Act for the Relief of J. R. 
: Crump. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to J. R. Crump, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of seven hundred and fifty 
dollars, in full for his expenses in returning from 
Santa Fé, in eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, and 
for services, subsequently, in aiding Syperin- | 
tendent E. F. Beale in the preparation of the 
official report of his wagon road exploration. 

Approved, June 16, 1860. 


Cuar. CLIH.—An Act for the Relief of Anton || 
L. C. Portman. | 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay, out ofany money || 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Anton L. C. Portman, late clerk to Commodore 
M. C. Perry, while in command of the East India 
squadron, the sum of three thousand dollars, for 
his services as Dutch interpreter during the nego- 
tiation of the treaty between the United States 
and the empire of Japan, from the preliminary | 
preparations to the final completion of said nego- 
tiations. 

Appnoven, June 16, 1869. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 
ussembled, That the proper accounting officer-of 
he Treasury be, and he is hereby, dirceted to pay | 
to Joel M. Smith a sum equal to two per centum 


ng pensions prior to February fifteen, eighteen 

vundred and forty-seven, and for which he may | 

not have received compensation. 
Avrrovep, June 16, 1860. 


Sayre. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatires of the United States of America in Congress |! 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to Benjami 
Sayre, of Wabash county, Indiana, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of two thousand and forty-three 
dollars, in full of his claim for work and labor, | 
under his contract with the United States, bearing 
date December eight, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, in section sixty-seven of the Cumberland 
coad in Indiana, in the division east of Todianap- 
olis, 


Approven, June 16, 1860. 


| 

| 

2n | 

Cuar. CLV.—An Act forthe Relief of Benjamin | 
i 

| 

4 
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Cuar. CLVI.—An Act for the Relief of Thomas 
R. Livingston. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congre 
assembled, That the Posimaster General be and he 
is hereby, authorized to receive and consider sucli i 
tesumony as may be produced by Thomas R. | 
Livingston; and if he is satisfied from such test 
mony that said Livingston did not intend to bid-;! 


for the mail service he is now performing on mail 
route number ten thousand five hundred and twen- 
ty-seven, in the State of Missouri, and that the 

erson who prepared said bid inserted Maysville 
by mistake, instead of Stewartsville, then the Post- 
mastet Generalis authorized and required to pay 
said Livingston, in addition to his present pay,a 
fair price for transporting the mails from Stewarts- 
ville to Maysville, from the commencement of 


‘said service, 


Aprproven, June 18, 1860. 


l| Crap. CLIX.—An Act granting an Invalid Pen- 


sion to Ezekiel Jones. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authotized and directed to place © 
the name of Ezckicl Jones on the invalid pension 
roll of the United States, at the rate of sixteen 
dollars per month, commencing from and after the 
passage of thls act. 

Approven, June 19, 1860. 


Cuar. CLX.—-An Act for the Relief of Josiah 
Atkins, of Ohio. 


Be it enacted by the Senate end House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to cause to be issued to Josiah Atkins, 
of the State of Ohio, a bounty Jand warrant for 


‘one hundred and sixty acres, in liceu of warrant 


number fifty-four thousand cight hundred and 
ninety-three, issued to said Atkins under the act 
of March third, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
the same having been lost in transmission through 
the mails by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to the register and recorder at Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, in the year eighteen hundred and 
fifty-cight, the same to be issucd under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may prescribe. 
Approven, June 19, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXI.—An Act to Incorporate the East 
Washington Library Association. 


Be ii enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


; sentutives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That Richard 42. D. Cooper, James 


| B. Peake, Elmon A. Adams, John H. B. Jenkins, 
| Edward M. Boteler, Samuel A. H. Marks, jr., 


Donald McCathron, and others, together with 


| those who may hereafter become associated with 
| them, are hereby made, declared, and constituted 
| a corporation and body politic in point of law and 


in fact, to have continuance forever under the 


corporation, by the name and style aforesaid, be, 
and shall he hereafter, capable, inlaw and equity, 
to sue and be sued, to plead and be impleaded, 
to recover and be recovered from, within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in as effectual a manner as other 
persons or corporations can do; that they shall 
appoint such officers as they may deem necessary 
and proper, fo assign them their duties, and re- 
move them and appoint others when duty or the 
laws of the association make it necessary; and the 
said corporation shall have the right to adopt any 
rules or measures neccessary for its government 
and for the general accomplishments of the objects 
of the association, and for those who are herein- 
after mentioned: Provided, That they are not 
inconsistent with the laws of the District of Co- 
lumbia or of the United States in any manner 
whatsoever, 

Sec. 3. dnd be it further enacted, That all and 
singular the goods, chattels, and other effects of 
what kind or nature,and moneys, that have been 
or may hereafter be given, granted, or devised to 
the said association, or to any person or persons, 
for the use thereof, or that have been or shall be 


| hereafter purchased or secured for or on account 
i of the said association, be, and the same is hereby, 


vested in and secured to the said corporation: 


Provided, That the goods, chattels, effects, and 
, Moneys thus vested in and scenred to the said 
; corporation shail not, in the whole, exceed the 


sum and value of fifty thousand dollars. 


1860.] 
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Sec. 4. And be tt further enacted; That this act 
may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed 
by the Congress of the United States. 

Approvep, June 19, 1860. 


Casar. CLXVITI—An Act for the Relief of 
Samuel H. Taylor. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be allowed and paid, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- | 
eee to Samuel H. Taylor, the sum of two 


formed by him as messenger in the office of the | 


Third Auditor of the Treasury, from June, eigh- | 
teen hundred and fifty-three, to September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five. 

Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXIX.—An Act for the Relief of Cas- 
sius M. Clay. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Cassius M. Clay the sum of five hundred and 
thirty-three doliars and twenty cents, for the 
amount of a judgment, costs, and interest, recov- 
ered against him by one Eliza Bowles for tres- 
pass in executing a military order of his superior 
officer, in cighteen hundred and forty-six, together | 
with interest from the first of October, eighteen | 
hundred and forty-cight, the date of payment of 
said judgment, costs, and interest. 

Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXX.—An Act for the Relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of the estate of Charles 
H. Mason. 


Be it enacted by ihe Senate and House ef Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be paid, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
the heirs or legal representatives of the estate of | 
Charles H. Mason, late Secretary of the Territory 
of Washington, the difference between the salary 
of the Governor of said Territory and the Secre- 
tary, during the time that the Governor of said Ter- | 
ritory was absent from the Territory by permis- | 
sion of the President, and the duties of Governor 
were discharged by said Charles H. Mason. 

Avproven, June 2], 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXI.—An Act for the Relief of Mar- 


. garet Whitehead. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House ef Repre- ; 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to place 
the name of Margaret Whitehead, widow of Wil- | 
liam Whitehead, late a boatswain in the Navy of | 


the United States, on the pension roll, and cause if 


her to be paid the sum of ten dollars per month, 
from the ninth day of April, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, during widowhood. 

Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXIL.—An Act for the Relief of Eben 
S. Hanscomb. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That Eben S. Hanscomb be, and heis | 
hereby, authorized to enter the southeast quarter ; 
of section sixteen, township twenty-eight north, 
range twenty-four west, in the district of lands ! 
subject to sale at Forest City, Siate of Minnesota, 
upon the payment by said Hanscomb of the usual 
minimum of one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre; and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office is directed to issue a patent on said entry: 
Provided, however, That no bona fide claim, or ; 
right of any other parties, or of the State of Min- 
nesota to said jand, shall be in any wise prejudiced 
or affected by the terms of this act, until their as- 
sent shall have first been obtained. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the su- 
perintendent of public schools in the State of Min- 
nesota is authorized to select an equal quantity of i 


undred and seventy dollars for extra service per- |! P 


4 


i 
i 
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i 
{i 
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other lands in said State, for the use of public 
schools, in lieu of the lands herein granted. 
Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar.CLXXill.—An Actfor the Relief of Philip 
B. Holmes and William Pedrich. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to Philip Bi Holmes and William Pedrich, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


Invention of a machine for cutting raw hides inte 


li strips for making hide ropes for the use of the 


Navy of the United States: Provided, That the 
United States shall] be authorized hereafter to use 
said machine free of any charge by claimants, 
their heirs, or assignees. 


Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXIV.—An Act for the Relief of Peay 
and Ayliffe. : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby,authorized and directed to adjust 
the accounts of Peay and Ayliffe, late contractors 
on mail route number seven thousand five hun- 
dred and three, in the State of Arkansas; and if it 
appears, from, evidence adduced by said Peay and 
' Ayliffe, on the files of the Department, that the 
said contractors, in consequence of the weight 
of the mails, were compelled, between the first 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, and fifteenth 
day of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, to 
perform extra service, not contemplated in, or 
covered by, their contract, then the accounts of 
said contractors for such extra service shall be 
audited and paid, at a fair rate of compensation, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Crap. CLXXV.—An Act for the Relief of Emilie 
G. Jones, executrix of Thomas P. Jones, de- 
ceased, and Nancy M. Johnson, administra- 
trix of Walter R. Johnson, deceascd. 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Emilie G. Jones, executrix of Thomas P. Jones, 
deceased, the sum of two thousand two hundred 


examiners, appointed by the Seerctary of the 
Navy, under the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress approved March third, eighteen hundred 
nnd forty-three, entitled ‘An act to modify the 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the better secu- 
rity of the lives of passengers on board of vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam,’ ” ap- 
proved July seventh, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected, out of any money in the Crags not 
otherwise appropriated, to pay to Nancy M. John- 


fifty dollars in fali for the services of the said 
Walter R. Johnson, as a member of the board 
of examiners, appointed by the Secretary of the 
Navy, under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved March three, cighteen hundred and for- 
ty-three, entitled “An act to modify the act enti- 
tled ‘An act to provide for the better security of 
the lives of passengers on board of vessels pro- 
ched in whole or in part by steam,’ ” approved 
uly seven, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight. 
Approven, June 21, 1860. 


Chauncey W. Fuller. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
f the Interior be, 


| assembled, That the Secretary of ti 
directed to place 


and he is hereby, authorized and 
the name of Chauncey 


TES as 
oa 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 


son, administratrix of Walter R. Johnson, de- fi 


ceased, the sum of two thousand two hundred and | 


riated, the sum of three thousand dollars, for the } 


and fifty dollars, in full for the services of the said | 
Thomas P. Jones as a member of the board of |; 
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Cuar. CLXXVI.—An Act for the Relief of |! 


i 


valid pension rolls, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, to commence on the first day of April, 
eighteen hundred.and fifty-eight, and to continue 
during -his natural life. < > wl 


Approvep, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar..CLXXVIL—An Act to confirm certain 
Private Land Claims in the State of Missouri. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the decisions in favor of certain 
claimants hereinafter mentioned, made by the re- 
corder of land titles in the State of Missouri, and 
the two commissioners associated with him, b 
virtue of an act entitled “An act for the final ad- 
justment of private land claims in Missouri,’’ 
approved July nine, cighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, and an act supplemental. thereto, approved 


| March two, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, 


as entered in the transcript of decisions. trans- 
mitted by the recorder and commissioners to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, which 
decisions are named and numbered as follows, 
to wit: Israel Dodge, number two hundred and 
eighty-eight; Walter Fenwick, number. three 
hundred and thirty-nine; and Mackey Wherry, 
number eighty-six; said claims having been by 
said board reported in the first class, and recom- 
mended for confirmation, be, and the same are’ 
hereby, confirmed to the respective claimants 
aforesaid, or their legal representatives, to the ex- 
tent recommended by said recorder of land titles 
and commissioners, that is, to Israel Dodge, or 
hislegal representatives, seven thousand and fifty- 


į arpents; to Walter Fenwick, or his legal repre- 


sentatives, ten thousand arpents; and to Mackey 
Wherry, or his legal representatives, sixteen 
hundred arpents. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in case 
either of the claims confirmed by this act, or any 


part thereof, has not been located or surveyed, 
or cannot be located or satisfied, either for want 
of a specific location prior to this confirmation, 
or because the land upon which the same is lo- 
cated has been otherwise disposed of by the Gen- 
eral Government, it shall be the duty of the sur- 
veyor general of the district, upon proof satis- 
factory to him that such claim‘has been confirmed, 
and that the same, in whole or in part, has not, 
and cannot be satisfied for the reasons aforesaid, 
or from any cause, to issue to the claimants, or 
their legal representatives, a certificate of location 
for a quantity of land equal to that so confirmed 
and unsatisfied, which certificate may be located 


|| upon any of the public lands of the United States 


subject to sale at private entry, at a prite not èx- 
ceeding one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre: 
Provided, That such location shall conform to the 
legal divisions and subdivisions as provided by 
law. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
register of the proper land office upon the location 
of such certificate, shall issue to the person en- 
titled thereto a certificate of entry; upon which, 
if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office that such 
certificate has been fairly obtained, a patent shall 
issue, as in other cases. 
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W. Fuller upon the in- il under the 


Approvep, June 21, 1860. 


Cuar. CLXXVIII.—An Act to repeal the sec- 
ond section and other portions of an Act passed 
the second day of June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-eight, entitled “An Act to provide for the 
location of certain. confirmed Private Land 
Claims in the State of Missouri, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the second section of an act 
passed the second day of June, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-eight, entitled ‘An aet to 
provide for the location of certain confirmed pri- 
vate land claims in the State of Missouri, and for 
other purposes,” and all other parts of said act 
which relate to lands in Louisiana, confirmed by 
said second section, (so far as said lands are con- 
cermed,) be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 

Sec: 2. And be it further enacted, That Con- 
gress hereby refuses to confirm to the claimants 
oumas grant, the lands embraced in 
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certificates: number ohe hundred and twenty-five 

to William: Conway; number one hundred and 

twenty-seven. to. Daniel Clark, and number one 

‘hundred and thirty-three to Donaldson and Scott. 
Approven, June 21,. 1860; 


Onari CLXXXII—An Act to grant to the City 
6f Port’ Huron, Michigan, a part of the Mili- 
dary Reservation of Fort Gratiot, for the en- 
‘largement-of the City Cemetery at that place. 
Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to’convey to 
the city of Port Huron, Michigan, of the mili- 
tary reservation of Fort Gratiot, a lot not to ex- 
ceed thirty acres, to be taken from the land adjoin- 
ing’ the city’ cemetery, and to be used for its 
enlargement‘and for no other purpose, so far and 
under such conditions and reservations as, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of War, the public in- 
terest, present or prospective, may require. 
` Meo toven, J ané 99° 1860. oo 


Cmar. CKOL—AN Act for the Relief of the Cali- 
' ‘fornia Stage Company. 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the Postmaster General be author- | 


ized and directed to examine and adjust the claim 
of the'California Stage Company for extra ser- 
vices performed on routes numbers twelve thou- 
sand five hundred and forty-five, and twelve thou- 
sand five hundred and thirty-five in California, for 
four years ending June thirty, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-eight; and the amount found due to said 
contractors shall be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
' AppRoven, Juné 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CXCIl.—An Act for the Relief of William 
oo Nelson. 
` Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury beand the are hereby, authorized 
to allow to Lieutenant William Nelson, United 
States Navy, in the adjustment of his accounts, 
the amount charged against him for goods stolen 
from the United States ship Fredonia, while un- 
der: his command: Provided, That the same shall 
not exceed ‘one thousand and five dollars and 
seventy-six cents. 
Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuap. OXCIIL—An Act for the Relief of Robert 


Johnston. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Robert Johnston, of the city of 
Philadelphia, and State of Pennsylvania, be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to locate, on any of the 
public lands of the United States subject to loca- 
tion with military bounty land warrants, the fol- 
lowing described bounty land warrants heretofore 
issued under and by virtue of the act of eleventh 
February, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, viz: 
nuinber thirty-five thousand cight hundred and 
eighty-five, issued to. Charles H. Burns; number 
thirty-five thousand nine hundred and thirteen, 
issued:to John Hurr; number thirty-five thou- 
sand nine hundred and. eighteen, issued to John 
Lehman; number thirty-five thousand nine hun- 
dred and nineteen, issued to Amos Lightner; 
number thirty-seven thousand one hundred and 
seventy-six, issued. to Henry Wells; number 
thirty-eight thousand seven hundred and twelve, 
issued to Jesse C. Moore; number thirty-eight 
thousand seven hundred and thirteen, issued to 
Thomas T. Mahan; number thirty-eight thou- 
sand seven hundred and twenty-six, issued to 
James Smith; number thirty-nine thousand seven 
hundred and fifty-five, issued to James Deal; 
number thirty-nine thousand seven hundred and 
fifty-six, issued to William E, Fennimore; num- 
ber thirty-nine thousand seven hundred and 
fifty-nine, issued to John C. Hardy; number 
forty-four thousand three hundred and seventy- 


nine, issued to Samuel K. Worms; number forty- 
four thousand six hundred and ninety-eight, 
issued to Bagshaw Barsly; number forty-four 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-three, issued to 
John Kolk; number forty-four thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-nine, issued to Charles. Corra- 
gin; number forty-four thousand eight hundred 
and seventy-five, issued to Ludolph Wedemeyer; 
number forty-four thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-six, issued to' Daniel Meyer; number 
forty-four thousand eight hundred and seventy- 
seven, issued to Frederick Meyer; number forty- 
four thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight, 
issued to Henry E. Layton; number forty-four 
thousand eight hundred and eighty, issued to 
Daniel Adams; number forty-five thousand seven 
hundred and twenty-nine, issued to Jeremiah 
Gensmer; number forty-five thousand seven hun- 
dred and thirty-one, issued to George M. New- 
ell; number forty-five thousand eight hundred and 
sixty-six, issued to John Randolph; and number 
fifty-five thousand two hundred and ninety-eight, 
issued to John Wallace; the discharges received 
by said soldiers after the conclusion of their re- 
spective terms of service having, as is alleged, 
been purchased from them for a valuable consid- 
eration: Provided, That if it shall hereafter ap- 
pear that the said soldiers did not, in whole or in 
part, receive a fair and valuable consideration for 
such discharge, it shall and may be lawful for 
them, or their heirs, to assert their claims respect- 
ively in a court of law; and the particular tracts, 
selected in satisfaction of the warrants aforesaid, 
shall severally be subject to such claims in law 
or equity, and the patents which may issue for 
such tracts shall certify accordingly: And pro- 
vided further, That any assignment made of either 
of the land warrants, or the locations thereof, 
prior to the issuing of patents, shall be absolutely 
null and void in law and equity. 
Approyen, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CXCIV.—An Act to authorize the settle- 
ment of the Accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, 
late Consul of the United States at Bombay, on 
principles of justice and equity. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to settle, upon prin- 
ciples of justice and equity, the accounts of Ed- 
ward Ely, deceased, late consul of the United 
States at Bombay; and he is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to the legal representatives of 
the said decedent, out ofany moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, whatsoever sum 
shall appear to be due the said decedent upon the 
settlement of the said account. 

APPROVED, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CXCV.—An Act for the Relief of Mary 
Preston, widow of George Preston. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
upon the pension rolls, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, the name of Mary Preston, widow of 
George Preston, late an ordnance sergeant in the 
service of the United States, from the seventh of 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-nine. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CKCVI.—An Act for the Relief of David |! 
Waldo: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to David 
Waldo, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of nine thousand 
nine hundred and thirty-six dollars, being the 
amount of damages awarded by the report of 
Quartermaster General of the United States Army, |! 
for the non-fulfillment, on the part of the Govern- | 
ment, of a contract made with him in May, eigh- /! 
teen hundred and fifty, for delivering corn at Fort |! 
Laramie, and the payment of which is recom- | 

| 
t 


mended by the Secretary of War. 
Approvep, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CXACVII.—An Act for the Relief of Syl- 

vester Gray. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the claim of Sylvester Gray, a 
free man of color, made under the preémption act 
of September fourth, eighteen hundred and forty- 
one, to the northwest quarter of section fourteen, 
in township forty-eight, of range thirteen, of the 
lands of the United States subject to sale at the 
land office at Superior, Wisconsin, be, and the 
same is hereby confirmed; and upon completion 
of such claim, by payment of the purchase money, 
or the location of a bounty land warrant, the Sec+ 
retary of the Interior shall cause to be issued to 
the said Sylvester Gray, a patent for the said land, 
as in other cases. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 

Cuar. CXCVITI.—An Act forthe Relief of Lieu- 
tenant William A. Winder, of the United States 
Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby authorized 
and directed to credit the account of Lieutenant 
William A Winder, of the United States Army, 
with the sum of one hundred dollars, it being the 
amount he had in his possession on board of the 
steamer San Francisco, in the month of Decem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, when said 
steamer was lost, together with that amount of 
money, and which now stands charged against 
the said Lieutenant William A. Winder, upon 
the books of the Treasury, it having belonged to 
the recruiting fund of the United States Army. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar. CXCIX.—An Act amendatory of an Act 
approved June fourteenth, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-eight, for the Relief of Sherlock and 
Shirley. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to rcéxaminc, upon the 
evidence now in the Post Office Department, the 
cases of fines and deductions charged against the 
pay of Sherlock and Shirley for mail service on 
route number five thousand one hundred and. 
three, from Louisville to St. Louis, between 
April second, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, and 
November twenty-fifth, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, under contract and agreement with the 
Department, and to remit so much of such fines 
and deductions as, in his judgment, ought not to 
have been enforced if said service had all been 
performed under written contract: Provided, That 
no case of fine heretofore considered and decided 
by any former Postmaster General, upon the ap- 
plication of the contractors, shall be reviewed 
under the provisions of this act. 

Approven, June 22, 1860. 


Cuar, CCVI.—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. A. 
. W. Angus, widow of the late Captain Samuel 

Angus, United States Navy. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of ihe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to Anne W. Angus, widow of Captain Samuel 
Angus, of the United States Navy, deccased, the 
amount of pay which he would have received if 


| he had remained inthe Navy from the date of his 


dismissal to the date of his death, at the same 
rate he was drawing when dismissed; and that she 
be placed in all respects as to pension as she 
would have been had hier husband not been dis- 
missed the service; said allowance to be in full 
of all claims of said widow. 

Aprnoven, June 23, 1860. 


Cuar. CCVIT.—An Act for the Relief of Sheldon 


McKnight. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House af Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


\| assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and 


he is hereby, directed to pay out of any money in 


1860.] 
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the Treasury not otherwiseappropriated, to Shel- 
don McKnight, forcarryingthe United States mail 
from Cleveland, Ohio, and Detroit, Michigan, to 
Mackinaw, Sault Ste. Marie, Marquette, Copper 
Harbor, Eagle Harbor, Eagle River, and Ontona- 
gon, Michigan, La Pointe and Superior, Wiscon- 
sin, during the years from eighteen hundred and 
forty-nine to eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 
inclusive, in all cases where it is shown to the 
satisfaction of the Postmaster General that said 
mail was carried by authority of the postmasters 
or agents of the Post Office Department, and with- 
out a contract with said Department, an amount 
equal pertrip to that now allowed by the Depart- | 
ment for the same service, deducting therefrom 
the amount heretofore paid: Provided, That the 
sum allowed by virtue of this act shall not, in any | 
wisc, exceed forty-five thousand dollars. 
Approven, June 23, 1860. 


Cuar. CCVIIL—An Act for the Relief of Wil- 
liam B. Shubrick. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to allow to Captain William B. Shubrick, United 


States Navy, in the settlement of his accounts, 4 


the sum of fiftcen hundred and fifty dollars, being 

the amount paid by his order while in command 

of the Pacific squadron, to H. R. de La Reintrie, 

translator and interpreter in the public service. 
Approven, June 23, 1860. 


Cuar. CCIX.—An Actforthe Relief of E. George 
Squier, of New York. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
pay to E. George Squier, of New York, from any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of nine thousand nine hundred 
and thirty-seven dollars, in full, for outfits to the 
republics of Central America, and balance of | 
salary due him as minister of the United States 
to said republics. 

Approven, June 23, 1860. 


Cuar. CCX.—An Act for the Relief of Eli W. 
Goff. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to Eli W. Goff, 
late inspector of customs for the district of Ver- 
mont, the sum of thirty-five hundred dollars, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- | 

ropriated, it being for expenses actually incurred 
by him in his efforts faithfully to execute the rev- 
enue laws of the United States. 

Approven, June 24, 1860. 


Cuar. CCXII.—An Act for the Relief of Isaac 
S. Smith, of Syracuse, New York. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That there be, and hereby is, appro- | 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not | 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of seventecn 
thousand seven hundred and forty-three dollars 
and seventy-seven cents, to be paid to Isaac S. 
Smith, of Syracuse, in the State of New York, 
for his work and labor bestowed, for materials 
furnished, and for expenses incurred, in attempt- | 
ing to build for the United States a light-house 
onthe Horse Shoe reef, in the Niagara river, near 
Fort Erie, in the province of Canada. i 

Approven, June 25, 1860. 


Cuar. CCXIL.—An Act for the Relief of Eliza- 
beth Smith, of Coffee County, Tennessee. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to cause to be issued 
to Elizabeth Smith, the wife of Joseph B. Smith, 
of Coffee county, Tennessee, a warrant for one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, for services ren- 
dered in the Army of the United States, during 


the war with Mexico, by her father, Colonel Arch- 
ibald Yell, of Arkansas. 
ApproveD, June 25, 1860. 


Cuar. CCXIV.—An Act to grant to the Parish 
of Point Coupee, Louisiana, certain Tracts of 
Land in said Parish. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the tracts of land in the parish 
of Point Coupee, Louisiana, which have been in 
ancient occupancy as the site of a church and 
court-house, and which are designated on the 
plats of the public surveys as sections twenty- 
three and twenty-four, in township four south, of 
range ten east, in the southeastern district, Louis- 
jana, be, and the same are hereby, granted to the 
said parish of Point Coupee, on the condition that 
the aforesaid section twenty-four, or the church 
site, shall be held by said parish for the use of 
the Catholic congregation now occupying it for 
public worship and as a burying-ground; but not 
to the prejudice of a valid adverse right, if such 
exist. 

Approven, June 25, 1860. 


PRIVATE RESOLUTIONS. 


No. 3.—A Resolution for the Relief of Com- 
mander H. J. Harstene, of the United States 
Navy. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of two thousand and 
eight dollars and sixty cents be allowed and paid 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury to Com- 
mander H. J. Harstene, on account of extra ex 
oes incurred by him in restoring the bark 

esolute. 

Approven, March 27, 1860. 


No. 8.—A Resolution for the compensation of 
Rev. R. R. Richards late Chaplain to the Uni- 
ted States Penitentiary in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of three hundred dollars 
be paid to Reverend R. R. Richards, late Chap- 
lain to the United States Penitentiary, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, in full for his half year’s salary, ending 
June thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 
and the same is hereby appropriated. 

Approven, April 19, 1860. 


No. 10.—A Resolution for the Relief of the legal 
representatives of John A. Frost, deceased. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the provisions of the first section 
of the act entitled ‘An act for the relief of the 
forward officers of the late exploring expedition,” | 
approved February first, eighteen hundred and 
forty-nine, shallbeconstrued to embrace the claim 
of John A. Frost, who was acting boatswain of | 
the United States brig Porpoise in said expe- 
dition, from January first eighteen hundred and 
thirty-nine, to July seventh, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and that the amount found due to 
him shall be paid to his legal representatives. 

Approved, May 9, 1860. 


No. 11.—Joint Resolution for the Reliefof Thomas 
©. Ware. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to Thomas C. 
Ware, of Cincinnati, Ohio, out of any money m 
the Treasury of the United States not otherwise | 
appropriated, the sum of fifteen hundred dollars, 
in full for services rendered by him to the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States, at the request of 
D. O. Morton, late district attorney of the Uni- 
ted States in the case of the United States versus | 


‘| Lyman Cole, and others, indicted and tried in the į 


| circuit court of the United States for the district 


of Ohio, at the October term, A. D. eightéen-hun=: 
dred and fifty-three. - Bi catia unt 
Approvep, May. 16; 1860. 


No, 13.—A Resolution for the Relief ofA; M. 
Fridley, late Agent forthe Winnebago Indians. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That in the final settlement.of the ac- 
counts of A. M. Fridley, late agent for the Win- 
nebago Indians, the proper accounting. officers be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
credit him with the amount of judgment paid by 
him on the twenty-sixth of March, eighteen hun 
dred and fifty-eight, and which was obtained 
against him on the. fifteenth of January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-six, in the United States district 
court for the second district of Minnesota, in con- 
sequence of his having, under positive orders of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, disregarded 
an injunction obtained against him in said court’ 
in regard to the payment of certain moneys be- 
belonging to the Winnebago Indians, and which 
orders said Fridley was compelled to, and did, 
obey and carry out. And any balance found to 
be due said Fridley, after such credit shall be 
given to him, shall be paid out of any money in: 
the Treasury not otherwise, appropriated. And 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
deduct the amount of said judgment, or so:much 
thereof as was paid for the benefit of the Winne- 
bagoes, from the annuities due them under the 
treaty of October thirteen, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, and pay the amount thus deducted into 
the Treasury. 

Approvep, May 25, 1860. 


No. 14.—A Resolution relating to the Claim of 
George Fisher, late of Florida, deceased. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized and required to revise his execution of 
the act of Congress entitled ‘An act supplemental 
to an act therein mentioned,” approved Decem- 
ber twenty-second, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, required of him by a joint resolution of Con- 
gress approved June third, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-eight, and on said revision to consider and 

ive effect to all the testimony filed in said case, 
including certain depositions formerly rejected by 
the Second Auditor of the Treasury for the want 
of authentication, but now duly authenticated, and 
to restate and settle the account heretofore stated 
and settled by him under said resolution, and to 
make such corrections in his said former state- 
ment and settlement, and such further allowances, 
if any, on account of said claim beyond what has 
heretofore been allowed and paid, as in his opin- 
ion justice to the claimant shall require. 

Approven, June 1, 1860. « 


No.15.—A Resolution authorizing the Settlement 
of the Accounts of John R. Bartlett, late Com- 
Missioner of the United States to run and mark 
the Boundary Line between the United States 
and Mexico, and for other Purposes. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and is hereby, authorized to adjust the accounts 
of John R. Bartlett, late commissioner of the Uni- 
ted States under the treaty of Guadelupe Hidalgo 
to run and mark the boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico, upon principles just, 
fair and equitable to the said Bartlett and to the 
United States, and in conformity with the usage 
in such cases, and that he also ascertain, or cause 
to be ascertained, in making said adjustment, 
whether the said Bartlett has received a credit 
upon his account with the Government, and, if 
so, what amount, for advances, if any, made by 
Thomas W. Tansill, late quartermaster and com- 
missary of the said boundary commission, to 
officers and men in the employment of the same 
and claimed by said Tansill to be due to him at 
the time of his turning over his transfer lists of 
officers and men, by order of said Bartlett to 
George W. Thurber, his successor, deducting 
from the amount such sums as have been paid to 
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the said. Tansill, soas to. ascertain the balance, if i 


‘any, due to him by the said Bartlett. i 
Bea And be it further resolved, Thatupon the i 
adjustment, of the accounts of the said Bartlett as || 
aforesaid, the amount, if any, ascertained to be :i 
due him shall be paid to him out of any money `! 
in the'Tréasury not otherwise appro riated: Pro- || 
vided It shall appear that he has first paid and | 
satisfied any amount that shall be ascertained, as‘; 
aforesaid, to be due by him to the said Thomas 
W. Tansill. - . 
Avproven; June 7, 1860. 


No. 16,-—Joint Resolution for the Relief of Henry 
Woods. : 


dred and thirty, in the sum of ten thousand 
dollars, conditioned for the payment of five thou- 
sand dollars in several installments as therein 
provided. 

Approvep, June 9, 1860. 


No. 21.—A Resolution to correct a clerical error 
in the Act approved May four, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty, ‘for the Relief of Stewart Me- 
Gowan.” 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the clerical error in the act for 
the relief of Stewart McGowan, approved May 


i four, eighteen hundred and sixty, be, and the 


Resolved by the Senate and. House of Represent- |: 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 
and:he.is hereby, authorized and directed to re- |! 
open the account of Henry Woods, late superin- ; 
tendent of the construction of the custom-house, | 
court-house, post: office, and so forth, at Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania, and to.settle the same i 
accordance with the provisions of the act of eigh 
teenth. August,. eighteen’ hundred and fifty-six 
entitled “An act: making appropriations for cer- 
tain civil expenses of the Government for the year || 
ending thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and fifty- | 
seven.”? >. 

Approvep, June 9, 1860. 


No. 17.—Joint Resolution for the Relief of John 
$ T. Robertson, of Virginia. Hi 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- || 
atives of the United States of America in Congress `| 
assembled, That John T. Robertson, of the State || 
of Virginia, be, and he is hereby, released from | 
any further or existing liability to the United | 
Sie upon his bond executed to the United || 
States, of date twenty-sixth July, eighteen hun- j 


same is hereby, corrected by inserting therein 


:i the name of Stewart W. Megowan in place of the 


name of Stewart McGowan. 
Approven, June 15, 1860. 


No. 22.—Joint Resolution for the Relief of Wil- 
liam H. De Groot. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 

atives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That, in further execution of the joint | 


resolution of the third of March, eighteen hun- 


dred and fifty-seven, relative to the settlement of | 


damages, losses, and liabilities incurred by certain 
parties interested in the contract for furnishing 
brick for the Washington aqueduct, the Secretary 


| 


of War be, and he hereby is, directed and required | 
to settle the account of William H. De Groot on | 
principles of justice and equity, allowing to the | 


said De Groot the amount of money actually ex- 


pended by him in and about the execution of the | 


said contract; and also to indemnify him for such |Ì 


losses, liabilities, and damages as, by virtue of 
the said joint resolution, he was entitled to receive; 
the amount so found to be due to the said De 
Groot to be paid to him out of the fund named in 


| 


said joint resolution, or, if that has been diverted 

to other purposes, out of any money in the Treas- 

ury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, how- 

ever, That there shall be deducted from the losses, 

liabilities, and damages found due to him, the 

amount paid to him by the Government. 
Approrep, June 15, 1860. 


No. 23.—A Resolution for the Relief of Arthur 
Edwards and his Associates. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and 
he hereby is, authorized to examine and adjust 
the claim of Arthur Edwards and his associates, 


; for carrying the through mails on their boats be- 


tween Cleveland and Detroit, Sandusky and De- 
troit, and Toledo and Detroit, during the years 
eighteen hundred and forty-nine and eighteen 
hundred and fifty-three, and the intervening years; 
and to pay to the said Arthur Edwards and his 
associates such sum of money as shall be found 


| to be justly and equitably due to them for carry- 


ing the mails as aforesaid, and the sum thus found 

due shal) be paid out of any money in the Treas- 

ury not otherwise appropriated. : 
APPROVED, June 22, 1860. 


No. 24.—A Resolution for the restoration of 
Lieutenant Augustus S. Baldwin to the active 
list, from the leave-of-absence list of the Navy 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 

atives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the President of the United States 
be authorized to nominate, and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Lieu- 
tenant Augustus S. Baldwin, first licutenant and 
executive officer of the flag-ship Lancaster, to the 
active list of the Navy. 

Arrroven, June 22, 1860. 


as 


STATEMENTS SHOWING ; 
I. Appropriations made during the first session 
of the Thirty-Sixth Congress. 
II. Officers created and the salaries thereof. 
ILI. The offices the salaries of which have been 
increased, with theamount of such increase 
during the same period. 


Jury 28, 1860.—Prepared under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, in compliance with tlre sixth 
section of ihe “act to authorize the appointment 
of additional paymasters, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 4, 1836. 


I APPROPRIATIONS MADE DURING THE FIRST SES- 
SION OF THE THIRTY-SIXTH CONGRESS. 


By the act making appropriations to defray the 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred 


and fifty-nine, and in part for the support of; 


the Post Office Department for,the fiscal year 


ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred ! 


and sixty. 


For the purpose of supplying the deficiency in the revenues 
aud defraying the expenses of the Post Office Department 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-mine,..+...+erees + $4,296,009 26 

For the support of the Post Office Department 
for the fiseal year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, payable outof any 
money in the Treasury arising from the rev- 
enues of the Post Office Deparument........ 4,000,000 00 

For the payment, exclusively, of compensation 
to postmusters and clerks in their offices, mail 
depredations and special agents, and for the 
transportation of the mails, for wrapping paper, 
mail bags, blanks and paper for Ube same, mail 
Jocks, keys, and stamps, postage stamps und 
stamped CNVElOpEs...sseeereererererererte 2,400,000 00 

For interest at the rate of six per cent. per an- 
num, to Commence sixty days after the expira- 
tion of the quarter in which the service was 
rendered, but in no case prior to the first day 
of May, eighteen hundred and fitty-nine, to 
the date of the approval of this act, to be paid 
on all sums found due to the contractors for 
carrying the mail........+- ce ceseesceveeees[Indefinite.] 

For the services of temporary clerks in expe- 
diting the payment of creditors of the Post 


{ 
Office Departincnt..seeeeseeeeeeereeeerecrss 1,009 00 |; 


$10,697,009 25 


By the act: making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the Uni- 
ted States for the year ending the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 

«+. -$425,000 00 


For invalid pensions under various acts. 
For pensions to widows of those who se 

the 

of the act of fourth July, eighteen hundred and 

thirty-six; the acts of seventh July, eighteen 

hundred and thirty-eight; third March, eigh- 

teen hundred and forty-three; seventeenth 

June, cigbteen hundred and forty-four; second 

February and twenty-ninth July, cighteen huu- 

dred and forty-eight; and second section act 

of third February, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

threes sceeceerceeees we eee» 200,000 00 
For pensions to widows and orphans, under first 

section act fourth of July, eighteen hundred 

and thirty-six; act of twenty-first July, eigh- 

teen bundred and forty-eight; first section act 

of third February, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


three, and under special ACIS...+seeeseereree 60,009 09 {| 
hanes 


519 


i To provide ind set apart this 


i 
i 
i 
i 
$ 
i 
i 


For Navy pensions to widows and orphans, un- 
der act of eleventh August, eighteen hundred 
and forty-eight... cece eeeee 

For privateer invalids........+ 


and sixty. 
Poncas. 


March, eighteen hundred and fift 
For first of ten installments forthe establishment 
and maintenance of one or more manual Jabor 
schools, under the direction of the President, 
per second article treaty twelfth March, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifly-cigat......- esses cess 
Kor first of ten instaliments, or during the pleas- 
ure of the President, to be expended in fur- 
nishing said Indians with such aid and assist- 
ance in agricultural and mechanical pursuits, 
including the working of the mill provided for 
in the first part of this article, as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may consider advantageous 
and necessary for them, per second article 
treaty twelfth March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-eight... 
For maintaining and subsisting the Poncas dur- 
ing the first year after their removal to their 
new homes, purehasing stock and agricultural 
implements, breaking up and fencing land, 
Huilding honses, and in making such other im- 
provements as may be necessary for their com- 
fort and welfare, per second article of treaty 
of twelfth of March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
(30) Sen se teeeeeee . 
T'o provide the Poneas with a mill suitable for 
grinding grain and sawing timber; one or more 
mechanic shops, with the necessary tocls for 
the same, and dwelling-houses for an inter- 
miller, engineer for the mül, if one be 
ary, farmer, and the mechanics that 
may be employed for their benefit, per second 
article of treaty of twelfth of March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-cight.... 


= 


Poneas to adjust and settle their existing ob- 
ligations and engagements, including depreda- 
tions conimitted by them on property of citi- 
zens of the United States prior to the date of 
the ratification of thisagreement, so far as the 
same may be foundand decided by their agent 
to be valid and just, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, per second arti- 
ele treaty of twelfth of March, eightecn hun- 
dred and fifty-cight....csseereere se eeeeeereee 


| Dwamish and other allied tribes in Wash- 


ington Territory. 

For first instalment on one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, under the direction of the 
President, per sixth article treaty tventy-sec- 
ond Janua eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 

To enable the said Indians to remove to and re- 
side upon their reservations, and to clear, 
fence, and break up a sufficient quantity 0 
laud for cultivation, to be laid out and ex- 
pended under the direction of the President, 
per thirteenth article treaty twenty-second 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five...--+ 

For first of twenty instailinents tor the establish- 
mentand support of an agricultural and indus- 
trial school, and to provide said school witha 
suitable instructor or instructors, per iour- 


i 
i 
| 
ed in 
syolutionary war, under the third section 
i 
| 
} 
1 
| 
f 
i 
d 
i 
i 
l 
! 


teenth article treaty twent, second January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five. ce eevee eee 


For Navy invalid pensions.. e.s. ers. eeose oes + G43,000 00 


vee sees ++ 120,000 00 


$849,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for fulfilliag 
treaty stipulations with the Ponca Indians, and 
with certain bands of Indians in the State of | 
Oregon'and Territory of Washington, for the 
year ending June thirtieth, eighteen hundred | 


For first of five installments to be paid to them or expend- 
ed for their benefit, commencing with the year in which 
they shall remove to and seitle upon the tract reserved j 
for their future homes, per second article treaty twelfth | 

night.....,&12,000 00 


For first of ewenty installments for the establish - 
ment and support of a smith and carpenter's. 
shop, and to furnish them with the necessary 
tools, per fourteenth article treaty twenty-sec- 
ond January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 

For first of twenty installments for the employ- 
ment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and 
physician, who shail furnish medicines for the 
sick, per fourteenth article treaty twenty-sec- 
ond January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 


Makah tribe. 


For first instaliment on thirty thousand dollars, 
under the direction of the President, per fifth 
article treaty thirty-first January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-fiVe...scesee een eeennerene 

For first of twenty installments for the support 
of an agricultural and industrial school, and 
for pay of teachers, per eleventh article treaty 
thirty-first January, eighteen hundred and 
Pi Ash ee 

For first of twenty installments for a smith and 
carpenter’s shop, and t9 provide the necessary 
tools therefor, per eleventh article treaty thir- 
pi irst January, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

For first of twenty installments for. the employ- 
ment of a blacksmith, carpenter, antl farmer, 
and a pbysician, who shall furnish medicines 
for the sick, per eleventh article treaty thirty- 
first January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 

To enable them to remove to and settle upon 
their reservations, and to Clear, fence, and 
break up a sufiicient quantity of land for cul- 
tivation, under the direction of the President, 
per sixth article treaty thirty-first January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five. ETETETT 


Walla-Walla, Cayuses, and Umatilla 
tribes. 

For first instaliment on fifty thousand dollars, 
for the erection of buildings on. the reserva- 
tions, fencing, and opening farms, per third 
article treaty ninth June, cighteen hundred 
and fify-fVO.. se. eee ee ener een een e en ees sees 

For first of five installments of cight thousand 
dollars, under the direction of the President, 
per second article treaty ninth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty: five@..ereeeeee certs rece aes 

For the erection at suitable points on the reser- 
vations of one saw-mill, one flouring-mill, a 
building suitable fora hospital, two school- 
houses, one bDlacksmith’s shop, one building 
for wagon and plow maker, one carpenter and 
joiner’s shop, and one dwelling for each, per 
fourth article treaty ninth June, cighteen bun- 
dred and fifty five....ce scene 

For two millers, one farmer, one uperintendent 
of farming operations, two school teachers, 
one blacksmith, one wagon and plow maker, 
one carpenter and joiner, to ach the neces- 
sary buildings, per fourth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen hundred and fitty-five......... 

For first of twenty installment for the purchase 
of all necessary mill fixtures and mechanical 
tools, medicines and hospital stores, books and 
stationery for schools, and furniture for the 
employés, per fourth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five. -..se0s oe 

For first of twenty iustallments for the pay and 
subsistence of onc superintendent of farming 
operations, one farmer, one bDlacksinith, enc 
wagon and plow maker, one carpenter and 
joiner, one physician, and two teachers, per 
fourth article treaty ninth June, cighteen nun- 
dred and fifty-five EET TERTIT 

For building one dw se for the head 
chiefs of the Walla- Walla, Cayuse, and Uma- 
tila bands, and for plowing and fencing for 
ten acres of land, per fifth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five Peaks 

For first of twenty instalments for pa 
of the chiefs of the Walla- Wafa, Cay 
Umatilla bands, fhe sem of five hun d dol- 
lars per anpum, per fifih article ieaty ninth 
June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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‘ 36TH Cone: ...dst SESS. 


For the Walla-Walia chief, three yoke of oxen, 

` three yokes: and four-chains, one wagon, two 
plows, twelve hoes, twelve axes, two shovels, 
‘one saddle dnd bridie, one set of wagon har- 
ness; and. one set of plow. harness, per fifth 

.. article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred. and 

7. fifty-five. sewtovesecrseesecies BE,200 00 

For buildi: ig house for the use of 
Pio-pio-mox-mox, and fencing and-plowing for - 

him five acres of land, per fitth article treaty - 


- ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five... 350 00 
‘For first'of twenty installments for salary for the 
` -ison of Pio-pio-mox-mox, per fifth article treaty 

ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five... 150 00 


For. locating and opening a wagon road from 
Powder river to Grand Round, so. as to reach 
theplain at the western base of the Blue mount- 
ains, south of the southern limits of the feser- 
vation of said Indians, per fifth article treaty 
ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five... 10,000 00 


Yakama Nation. 
For first installment. on two hundred thousand 
dollars for benéficial objects, under the direc- 
tion of the President, per fourth article treaty 
; fourth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five... 60,000 00 
For first of twenty instaliments for the establish- 
ment and support of two schools, one of which 
to be an agricultural and ‘industrial school, 
erecting the necessary buildings, keeping them 
in repair, and for providing suitable furniture, 
. books, and stationery, per fifth article treaty 
ninth June, eighteen. hundred and fifty-five... 
Por first.of, twenty installments for the employ- 
ment of one superintendent of teaching and 
two teachers, per filth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five... s.. pess enue 
For first of twenty installments for the building 
of two blacksmith’s shops, to. one of which 
shall be attached a tin shop, and to the other 
a gunsmith’s shop, one carpenter’s shop, and 
one wagon and. plow maker’s shop, and for 
furnishing the necessary tools, per fifth article 
ee ninth June, eighteen hundred- and fifty- 
Ve.. ee veceecence 
For first ot twenty installments for the employ- 
ment of one superintendent of farming, and 
two farmers, two blacksmiths, one tinner, one 
gunsmith, one cupeniel and one wagon and 
` plow maker, per fifth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five.......ese.e008 
For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of one saw-mill and one flouring-mil), and 
. furnishing, the hecessary tools and fixtures, 
‘per fifth art 


3,200 00 


2,200 00 


3,500 00 


6,400 00 


9,000 00 


1,200 00 


1,090 00 


3,500 00 


. 350 00 


Nez Percé Indians. 


For first installment on two hundred thousand 
dollars for beneficial objects, at the discretion 
of the President, per fourth article of treaty 
eleventh June. eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five sssi mtb neeeeede TRIALL TNE 60,000 00 
For first of twenty installments for the establish- 
ment and supportof twoschools, one of which 
‘is to be an agricultural and industrial school 3 
erecting the necessary buildings, keeping them 
in repair, and for providing suitable furniture, 
books, and stationery, per fifth article treaty 
eevenh June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
For first of twenty installments for ti 
ment of one superintendent of teachin 


Ud ee een eneceee 


P 
g, and 
two teachers, pèr fifth article treaty eleventh 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five 
For first of twenty instal 
of two. blacksmiths? 
shall be attached a tinsmith?s shop, and to the 


as +. 2,200 00 


Iments for the building 
shops, to one of which 


other a gunsmith’s shop, one carpenter’s shop, 
and one wagon and plow-maker’s shop, and 
for furnishing the necessary tools, per fifth 
article treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred 
and filty-five...... 
For first of twenty installments for the employ- 
iment of one superintendent of farming and 
two farmers, two miHers, two blacksmiths, 
one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and ! 
one wagon and plow maker, per fifth article | 
treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five... Woot nec cee caves OT 
For first of twenty installments for the erection | 
of one saw-milland one flouring-mill, and fur- 
nishing the necessary tools and fixtures, per 
fifth article treaty eleventh Junc, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five... ; 


3,500 00 | 


For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of a hopital and providing the necessary medi- 
cines and furniture, per fifth article eleventh A 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five........ $1,200 00 
For first of twenty installments for the pay of a 
physician, per fifth article treaty eleventh 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five........ 
For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of buildings required for the use of the em- 
ployés, per fifth article treaty eleventh June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five... 
For first of twenty installments for the salary of 
such person as the tribe may select to be their 
head chief, per fifth article treaty eleventh 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty: five 
For building for said chief a comfortable house 
and property furnishing the same, and to plow 
and fence for him five acres of land, per fitth 
article treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five... s.cccseseeees 


Flatheads and other confederated tribes. 


For first installment.on one hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars for beneficial objects, at the 
discretion of the President, per fourth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five ...... 

For first of twenty installments for an agricul- 
tural and industrial schoo}, erecting the neces- 
sary buildings, and providing them with furni- 
ture, books, and stationery, per fifth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five 

For first of twenty in ents for the employ- 
ment of suitable instructors, per fifth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five 


1,000 00 


3,500 00 


500 00 


350 00 


36,000 00 


2,400 00 


1,200 00 


1,800 00 


5,400 00 


‘ 9,000 00 
For first of twenty installments for the erection 
ofa hospital and providing the necessary medi- 
eines and furniture therefor, per fifth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundted and 
MY- AVe ainsi terea se i serar iaaea erni by 1,200 00 
For first of twenty installments for the pay of a H 
physician, per fifth article treaty sixteenth i 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five......... 1,000 00 
For first of twenty installments for the erection 
of buildings required for the use of the em- 
*ployés, per fifth article treaty sixteenth July, 
eignteen hundred and fifty-five...........00. 
For first oftwenty installments for the pay of suc! 
person as the confederated tribes may select to 
be their head and chief, per fifth article treaty 
sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
For building for said chief a comfortable house, 
and properly furnishing the same, and to plow 
and fence for him ten acres of land, per fifth 
article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five 


Confederated tribes and bands in Middle 
Oregon. 


3,000 00 


500 60 


350 09 


8,000 00 


the erection of buildings on the reservation, 
fencing and opening farms, purchase of teams, 
farming implements, clothing, and provisions, 
tools, seeds, and for the payment of employés, 
and for subsisting the Indians the first year after 
their removal, per third article treaty twenty- 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five... 
For the erection of one saw-mill and one flour- 
ing-mill, and furnishing the necessary tools 
and fixtures, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five 
For the erection of suitable hospital buildings, 
and furnishing medicines and furniture per 
fourth article treaty twenty-fifth Jane, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five.....,...;..56 issa 
For the creetion of one school-bouse, one black- 
smith’s shop, with a tin and gunsmith’s shop 
attached, one wagon and plow maker's shop, 
and furnishing necessary tools, books, and 
stationery, per fourth article treaty twenty- i 
fitth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five..,. 4,000 06 
For the erection of dwelling-houses and the re- * 
guisite ont-buildings for the employés, and for 
furniture therefor, per fourth article {treaty} 
Henry =e June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
AVE ety ese EA 


50,000 00 |) 


9,000 00 


oy 
2,200 00 | 


4,800 00 


For first of fifteen instaliments for the pay and 
subsistence of one farmer, one blacksmith, 
and one wagon and plow maker, per fourth 
article tredty twenty-fifth June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five... Ś NETOP 

For first of twenty insta r the pay and 
subsistence of one physician, one sawycr, one 
miller, one superintendent of farming opera- 
tions, and one school teacher, per fourth article 
treaty twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five 

For the erection of four dwelling-houses, one for 
the head chief of the confederated bands, and 
one for each of the Upper and Lower De 
Chutes bands of Walta- Walla,and for the Was- 
copum band of Wascoes, and to fence and 
plow for each of the said chiefs ten acres of 
land, per fourth article treaty twenty-fifth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five 

For first of twenty installments for the payment 
of salary to the head chief of the confederated 
band, per fourth article treaty twenty-fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five.... 


Molel Indians. 


For first of ten installments for the erection of 
.one saw-mill and one flouring-mill, and fur- 
nishing persons to attend to the same, per 
second article treaty twenty-first December, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five......eeseeses 

For first of five installments, (in addition to the 
installments specified in the treaty of twenty- 
ninth November, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, with the Umpquas and Calapooias,) for 
furnishing iron and steel and other materials 
for supplying the smith’s shop and tin shop 
provided for in said treaty, and for the pay for 
the services of the necessary mechanics, per 
second article treaty twenty-first December, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five,.....esessees 

For the establishment of a manual labor school 
for thé employment and pay of teachers, and 
for furnishing all necessary materials and sub- 
sistence for pupils, per second article treaty 
twenty-first Desember, cighteen hundred and 
Nifty- fiesso ce dean scenea car Sir ainai 

For first of ten installments for the pay of a car- 
penter and joiner, to aid in erecting buildings 
and making furniture for said Indians, and to 
furnish tools in said service, per second article 
treaty twenty-first December, eighteen bun- 
dred and fifty-five......... 

For first of five installments for pay of an addi- 
tional farmer, per second article treaty twenty- 
first December, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 


Qui-nai-elé and Quil-leh-ute Indians. 
For first install 


nts for providing a 
smith and carpenter’s shop, and furnishing 
them with the neecssary tools, per tenth article 
treaty twenty-fifth January, cighteen hundred 
And HEY SIX as cena oy hs Shae daedenseen cer eves 

For first of twenty installments for the employ- 


and fifty-five, 
installments for the employ- 
ment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and 
a physician, who shall furnish medicines for 
the sick, per eleventh article treaty twenty- 
sixth January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
For first of twenty installments for a smith and 
carpenter’s shop, and to provide the necessary 
tools, per eleventh article treaty twenty-sixth 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five. 


REEK 


$3,500 00 


5,000 00 


2,250 00 


500 00 


10,000 00 


1,800 00 
3,500 00 


1,200 00 


600 00 


2,500 00 


2,500 00 
2,500 00 


2,500 00 


3,800 00 


6,000 00 


6,000 00 
2,500 00 


3,000 00 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Appropriations, New Offices, £c. 


By the act to provide payment for depredations 
committed by the whites upon the Shawnee 
Indians in Kansas Territory. 


For the purpose of paying claims of certain members of 
the Shawnee tribe of Indians, presented to Congress 
at its present session, for depredations committed. upon 
their property by citizens or inhabitants of the United 
BALES eassesorersssrsesrcereevsegassse neces S30 TLL 00 


. 


By the act to carry into effect a convention be- 
‘tween the United States and the Republic of 
Paraguay. 


For the compensation of the respective officers for whose 

appointment provision is made by this act, as follows: 

To the commissioner, in full for his services... $1,500 00 

To the secretary and interpreter, in full for his z 

a AEAEE E EEN 1,000 00 
To the contingent expenses of the said commis- 7 

sion on the part of the United States.......[Indefinite.] 


2,500 00 


By the act to furnish additional mail facilities. 


For mail service on the new post routes in western Kansas, 
authorized by the act of March twenty-seventh, eighteen 
hundred and Sixty. sseccccsereececree cree vee $825,160 00 

For such of the new routes established by the 
act entitled “ An act to establish certain post 
roads,” approved June fourteenth, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-eight, as the Postmaster Gen- 
eral may deem advisable........ccssceeseeee 409,000 00 


$425,160 00 


By the act to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
thirtieth of June, eighteen bundved oad sixty. 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and 
others receiving an annual salary in the service of the 
Senate, viz: 

For the chaplain of the Senate.........seseeeee 


For contingent expenses of the Senate and 
House of Representatives and miscellaneous 
items, viz: 

For expenses of select committees.....seeseeee 
For the payment of expenses of the several in- 
vestigating committees of the House of Repre- 

SENCALIVES ere sunare cece aver eeescereesreeees 

For the payment of the expenses of witnesses 
summoned or to be summoned before the 

Committee on the Judiciary of the House of 

Representatives during the present session... 

For expenses of the heating and veutilajing ap- 
paratus, including pay of engineers, fireman, 
laborers, fuel, oil, and tOOIS....+eseesenes veces 


Contingent expenses of the House of Repre- 
. sentatives: 
For furniture, repairs, and boxes for members. . 
For horses, carriages, and saddle-horses....... 
For Stationery. .ssceveecernenee . 
For laborers.....+ese008 . . 
For folding QOCUmMentS.. s... ssssssorsrrasreses 
For the compensation of the draughtsman and 
clerks employed on the Jand maps, clerks to 
committees, and temporary clerks in the office 
of the House of Representatives........+ Seas 
For additional pages authorized by the House of 
Representatives. .svesseceeee sepaaseoessessre 
For miscellaneous items.....+.+. os 
For new carpet onethe Hail of the House of Rep- 
resentatives.... 2% deecerecscences 4,729 06 
For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for each member and Del- 
egate of the first session of the Thirty-Sixih 
Congress... 06+ ames ETP EATE receos 
For binding twenty-four copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix for cach member 
and Delegate of the first session of the Thirty- 
Sixth Congress.....+..s. o veeesreee 13,939 20 
For reporting debates of the first session of the 
Phirty-Sixth Congress........-ssseesseeees 23,000 00 
For the usual additional compensation to the 
reporters of the House and Senate for the Con- 
gressional Globe, for reporting the proceedings 
of the House and Senate for the first session 
of the 'I'hirty-Sixth Congress, cight hundred 
dolars CAC. cece a eeees rere teneeees 
To supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
printing, dry-pressing, inserting maps and 
plates, and binding documents ordered during 
the Thirty-THird, ‘Phirty-Fourth, and Thirty- 
Fifth Congresses .... 2. cece eeeeees AE 
To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for paper required for the printing of the first 
session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress......++- 
To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for printing required for the first session of the 
Lhirty-Sixth Congress......- trasso ++ 40,000 00 
To provide for the blanks and other printing, and 
paper tor the same, required preliminary to 
taking the eighth Census....ceceresrerees tee 
For payment of the unpaid expenses incurred in 
altering the arrangements of the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, under the order of 
the House...c.e esse reas 


Department of State. 


For compensation to the interpreter to the mis- 
sion to Japan, from the first of January to the 
thirtieth of June, cighteen hundred and sixty.. 


750 00 


9,000 00 


48,000 00 


12,000 00 
3,400. 00 


10,000 00 
43000 00 
6,000 00 
1,300 00 

10,000 00 


TETTI 


5,000 00 


3,344 00 
10,000 00 


34,848 00 


7,200 00 


19,381 98 


50,000 00 


29,000 00 


3,700 00 


1,250 00 


For the relief and protection of American sea- 
men in foreign COUNTIES. ....0+00+66 esene. $75,000 00 
To defray the expenses of such delegates as may 
be appointed by the President of the United 
States, on the part of this Government, to at- 
tend a meeting of the International Statistical 
Congress, which is to meet in London in July, 
eighteen hundred and SIxXty....esscseseccesees 


War Department. 


For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
eellaneons items in the office of the Surgeon 
ENNETAL soos cvcssareeseccccecvectccecersce 


Navy Department. 


For the charter of the Toey-wan, used in the 
transportation of the minister to China, to as- 
cend the Peiho river ........ cs ce eee s ese e anne 

For preparing for publication the American Nau- 
tical Almanac .......065 OT EPPEN rrr 


For Survey of the Public Lands. 


For surveying liabilities incurred by the late sur- 
veyor general of Oregon during the fiscal year 
ending thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-nine........+66 TPT ess 

For surveying liabilities incurred by the late sur- 
veyor general of Kansas and Nebraska during 
the fiscal year ending thirtieth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-nine ......... PE 

For surveying liabilities incurred by the late sur- 
veyor general of California prior to the thirti- 
eth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven... 

To pay George G. Durham for twenty-two 
months? service as a clerk in the office of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs s.s.s. seese eee 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for 
payment of the late Indian agents in Utah, 
(Hurt, Armstrong, Rose, and Bedell,) upon 
settlement of their ACCOUNES. seseseesseesseee 53,007 35 


$633,616 11 


5,000 00 


200 00 


45,000 00 
5,000 00 


`~ 


20,000 00 


20,000 00 
58,000 00 


2,566 52 


By the act making appropriations for the con- 
struction of certain military roads in the Ter- 
ritory of Washington. 

For the construction of the following named military 
roads in the Territory of Washington, viz: 

From Fort Benton to Walla-Walla.....,.++.+4100,000 00 

From Steilacoom to Fort Vancouver, to be ex- 
pended exclusively on that portion between 
Cowlitz river and Monticello.....seeeeeeese- 10,000 00 


$110,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-one, and for other purposes. 


For salaries of envoys extraordinary, ministers, and com- 
missioners of the United States at Great Britain, France, 
Russia, Prussia, Spain, Austria, Brazil, Mexico, China, 
Chili, Peru, Portugal, Switzerland, Rome, Naples, Sar- 
dinia, Belgium, Holland, Denmark, Sweden, Turkey, 
New Granada, Bolivia, Ecuador, Venezuela, Guatemala, 
Nicaragua, Sandwich Islands, Costa Rica, Honduras, 


Argentine Confederation, and Japan.......+ $296,500 00 
For salaries of secretaries of legation ... +. 40,000 00 
For salaries of assistant secretaries of legation at e 

London and Paris..... dae ceeeeee eres eestenes 3,000 00 
For salary of the interpreter to the legation to 

Chind... 2. cece cece eee esa eee ee nereeeees . 5,000 00 


For salary of the secretary of legation to Turkey, 


acting as iNterpreter.....s.s.esseeeseereserees 3,000 00 
For compensation to the interpreter to the mis- 

sion to JAPANs cccecececeeececsveceees see 2,500 00 
For contingent expenses of all the missions 

abroad ee ee ene ceeees «e.e 20,000 00 
For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse. . 40,000 00 
For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 

Powers... 3,000 00 
For expe of the consulates in the Turkish 

dominions, viz : interpreters, guards, and other 

expenses of the consulates at Constantinople, 

Smyrna, Candia, Alexandria, and Beirut 2,500 00 


For the relict and protection of American sea. 
men in foreign Countries .....c cere eer eeeeee 200,000 00 
For the purchase of blank books, stationery, 
arms of the United States, seals, presses, flags, 
and for payment of postages and miseejlane- 
ous expenses of the consuls of the United 
States. cccccceverereree sees ceecseeereeessere 
For office rent for those consuls general, consuls, 
and commercial agents, who are not allowed 
to trade, including loss by exehange thereon.. 
For salaries of consuls general at Quebec, Cal- 
cutta, Alexandria, Havana, Constantinople, 
Frankfort-on-the-Main; consuls at Liverpool, 
London, Melbourne, Hong Kong, Glasgow, 
Mauritius, Singapore, Belfast, Cork, Dundee, 
Demarara, Halifax, Kingston, (Jamaica,) 
Leeds, Manchester, Nassau, (New Provi 
denee,) Southampton, Turk’s Island, Prince 
Edward’s Island, Havre, Paris, Marseilles, 
Bordeaux, La Rochelle; Lyons, Moscow, - 
Odessa, Revel, St. Petersburg, Matanzas, 
‘Trinidad de Cuba, Santiago de Cuba, San 
Juan, (Porto Rico,) Cadiz, Malaga, Ponce, 
(Porto Rico.) Trieste, Vienna, Aix-la-Cha- 
pelle, Canton, Shanghai, Fouchou, Amoy, 
Ningpo, Beirut, Smyrna, Jerusalem, Rotter- 
dam, Amsterdam, Antwerp, Funchal, Oporto, 
St. Thomas, Elsineur, Genoa, Basle, Geneva, 


30,000 00 


27,370 00 


_ For materials for quarters for subaltern officers, 
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Messina, Naples, Palermo, Leipsic, Munich, 
Leghorn, Stutigardt, Bremen, Hamburg, Tan- 
aig Tripoli, Tunis, Rio de J aneiro, Pernam- 
uco, Vera Cruz, Acapulco; Callao, Valpa~ 
raiso, Buenos Ayres, San Juan: del Sur, As- 
pinwall, Panama, Laguayra, Honolulu, La- 
haina, Cape Town, Falkland Islands, Venice, 
Stettin, Candia, Cyprus, Batavia, Fayal, San- 
tiago, (Cape de Verdes,) Saint Croix, Spezzia, 
Athens, Zanzibar, Bahia, Maranham, Island, 
Para, Rio Grande, Matamoras, Mexico, (city,) 
Tampico, Paso del Norte, Tabasco, Paita, 
Tumbez, Talcahuano, Carthagena, Sabanillo, 
Omoa, Guayaquil, Cobija, Montevideo, Ti- 
hita, Bay of Islands, Apia, Lanthala; com- 
mercial agents at San Juan del Norte, Port au 
Prince, San Domingo, (city,) St. Paul. de Lo- 
ando, (Angola,) Monrovia, Gaboon, Cape Hay- $ 
tien, Aux Cayes, and Amoor River.. + > $268,750 00 
For interpreters for the consulates in China... 3,000 00 
For compensation of the commissioner, seere- 
tary, chief astronomer and surveyor, assistant 
astronomer and surveyor, clerk, and for pro- 
visions, transportation, and contingencies of 
the commission to run and mark the boundary 
line between the United States and the British 
possessions bounding on Washington Terri- 
COTY voce ence cen ener cess tecesecerrecseeeses 
To enable the President of the United States to 
carry into effect the act of Congress of third 
March, eighteen hundred and nineteen, and 
any subsequent acts now in force for the sup- 
pression of the slave trade......sessssveeees 
For expenses incurred, under instructions from 
the Secretary of State, in bringing home from 
foreign countries persons charged with crime, 
and expenses incident thereto....u..eeeriee 
To enable the Secretary of State to defray the 
cost of a prison ship at Canton, in China, from 
the first day of January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, to the first day of January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven, and for compensation 
of the marshal of the consular court at Can- 
ton from January one, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, to fifteenth December, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-seven.....-...eee cece ee enone r 
For compensation for commissioner to China 
and the consuls at the five ports in China, viz: 
Kwang-Chow, Amoy, Fu Chow, Ningpo, and 
Shanghae, from the first of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, to the thirty-first of Decem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-six...... .... 9,000 00 


` $1,1583,80 00 


poeeeroernannnetaaneseonaions 


150,000 00 


40,000 06 


10,000 00 


4,760 00 


of the Military Academy for the year endin 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred an 
sixty-one. . 

For pny of officers, instructors, cadets, and musi- 


CANS. se sese sesoesorrooerereee sean ee -$116,096 00 
For connnutation of subsistence seve 4,161 00 


By the act making appropriations for the support 


asse 


For forage for officers? horses... assess eseesese 1,440 00 
For pay in lieu of clothing to officers’ servants, 60 00 
For current and ordinary expenses, as follows: 

repairs and improvements, fuel and apparatus, 

forage, postage, stationery, transportation, 

printing, clerks, miscellaneous and incidental 

expenses, and departments of instruction..... 36,895 00 
For gradual increase and expense of library,.... 1,000 00 
For expenses of the board of visitors..........< 4,500 00 
For forage of artillery and cavalry horses...... 8,640 00 
For supplying horses for artillery and cavalry 

PFACTICE reece cee eee cence eenren tere eee erees 1,000 00 
For repairs of officers’ quarters. . « 500 00 


For models for. the departinent of saaee’ 100 00 
For extension of water pipes and incrcase of 

FESEIVOIL pee eee cece ee eee te seen aes itak 
For targets and batteries for artillery exercise.. 
For furniture for hospital for cadets... 
For annual repairs of gas pipes and retorts..... 
For warming apparatus for academic building.. 


$183,892 00 


By the act to pay to the State of Missouri the 
amount expended by said State in repelling the 
invasion of the Osage Indians. 

To pay to the State of Missouri the amount of money 
expended by said State in repelling the invasion of 
the Osage Indians in eighteen bundred and thirty- 
seven... $19,084 08 


acre eens eee e ea seene. peeees cones 


By the act to liquidate the unadjusted contracts 
of the Tennessee river improvement. 

To pay ail contracts made by the duly authorized officers of 
the Government appointed under the act of the Thirty- 
Second Congress making an appropriation for the.im- 
provement of the Tennessee river... ++ (Indefinite.] 


By theact to reimburse the Corporation of George- 
town, in the District of Columbia, a sum of 
money advanced towards the construction of 
the Little Falls bridge. > 

To repay to the Corporation of Georgetown, inthe District 
of Columbia, all moneys heretofore advanced by the sald 
Corporation for and towards the Construction of the 
bridge over the Potomac at the point known as the Little 
FalS.cccecceceesreceecesttecsenceseons sarees G4,600 08 


“Ba 


vege 
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SGTH Coxa... lst Szss. 


TONS, 


Appropriat 


By the act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-one. 

For transportation of the mails within the jurisdiction of 
the United States, and on stich routes along the coasts 
of the United States as do not touch at a foreign 
i TAARA sew enseneeees «B9,644,598 00 

For. compensation to postmas 654,000 09 

For clerks in the offices of postniasters.. + -800.000 00 

For ship, steamboat, and way letters. + 20,000 09 

For office furniture in the post offices - 4,000 00 

For advertising. ..cec cence een ceee .. 70,003 00 

For mail bags . 55,000 00 

For paper reqyired for printing blank 009 99 

Yor printing blanks... 

For wrapping paper.. 

For mail locks, keys and stamps 

For mail depredations and special agents 

For miscellaneous payments........... 

For postage, stamps, and stamped envelope 

For payments of balances duc to foreign coun- 
trleS.. 1... eee $0 6's EE 9 e80.-009 Deol. oe reece 

To supply deficiencies in the revenue of the Past 
Office Department for the year ending the thir- 
tieth of June, eighteen hundredand sixty-one, 5,007, 


70,000 09 
. 159,060 00 
100,000 00 


24 75 


By the act to amend an act entitled “An act inad- 
dition to the acts prohibiting the slave trade.” 
For removing to the coast of Africa, and there providing 


with food, shelter, and cloti for aterm not exceeding 
one year from the date of landing in Africa, the captured 
Africans recently ianded in the southern district of Flor- 
ida.......- Ss.s ele ates wrai ks signe 


0.600 09 


By the act making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of the expenses of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Minnesota. 

For the payment of the expenses of the Legislativ 


bly of the Territory of Minnesota.....ceees 


By the act for the relief of the Missionary Society |! 


of the Methodist Episcopali Church, 

For the claim to the land embraced w the limits of the 
military reservation at the Dailes ‘Territory, 
and of all ciaim for duinage ion OF prop- 
erty on ornear the said hed by the United States troops 
or volunteers or Indians at any time anterior to the date 
of said reicase........ i 99 UO 


By the act making appropviatio: 
and contingent expenses of t 


xX pe Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty st 


thirtieth, eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 
For the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, viz: 


For the pay of superintendents of Indian affairs and of the | 
several indian agents, per acts of filth June, cighteen | 


hundred and fifty, twenty-eight September, 
hundred and fifty, twenty-seventh February, cightec 
hundred and fifty-one, third Mareh, eighteen hundr 
fifty-two, third March, eighteen iundred and fi 
thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and fiity-io 
March, eighteen hundred and filty-five 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-s 


eighteen 


ur, thir 

y eighteenth Au- 

c third Ma 
teen hundred and fitty-seven, and twelfth June 
hundred and fifty-eight..... ONR 

For the pay of the eral fndian sub agents, per 
act of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and 
filty-four.scsssceees 

For the pay of clerk to su 
Louis, Missouri, per act of twe 


June, cighteen hundred and fort seeeee 1,290 00 
For the pay of clerk to superintendent in Cali- 

fornia, per act of third March, cightcen hun- 

dred aud fifty-two..... 1,800 00 
For the pay of interpreters, per 


June, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, iven- 
ty-seventh February, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-one, and eighteenth August, teen 
hundred and fitty-six. 

For presents to Indians. 

For provisions for Indians..... iy, 

For buildings at agencies, and rep: ` 10,000 00 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of annuities and pro- 
visions to the Chippewas ofthe Lake Super. 

For insurance, transportation, and nec 
expenses of the delivery of annuities and pro- 
visions to the Chippewas of the M sippi.. 

For contingencies of the Indian department... 

For the employment of temporary clerks by 
superintendents of Indian affa on such 
occasions and for such periods of time as the 
Secretary vf the Interior may deem necessary 
to the public service. soe cess ee eres ` 
For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the vari- 
_ ous Indian tribes: 

Blackfoot Nation. 

For fifth of ten installments as annuity, to be 
expended in the purchase of such foods, pro- 
Visions, and other useful articles as the Pres- 
ident, at his discretion, may from time to time 
determine, per ninth article of the treaty of 
seventeenth October, eighteen hundred and 

GI AVG sce ho E 20,000 09 


31,909 00 
5,000 09 
00 00 


5,762 63 


36,560 00 


5,000 00 


p00 00 | 


300,000 00 | 


Assem- ji 
5.0009 Ud 


vulations with | 
. various Indian tribes, for the year ending June | 


886 75 | 


ji 


| 
| 
| 
H 


| For two thirds of 


For fifth of ten installments as annuity, to be 
expended in establishing and instructing them 
in agricultural and mechanical pursuits, and in 
educaiing their children, aud promoting civil- 
ization and Christianity, at the discretion of 
the President, per tenth articie of the treaty of 
seventeenth October, eighteen hundred and 
fitty-five...... 


Chasta, Scoton, and Umpqua Indians. 


For sixth of fifteen installments of annuity, to be 
expended as directed by the President, per third 
article treaty eighteenth November, eighteen 
bundred and fifty-four..... 

For sixth of fliteen installmen 
farmer, per fifth articie treaty 
vember, eighteen hundred and fifty 

For sixth of ten installments for the pay of a 

ian, medicines, and expense of care of 

ex, per firth article treaty eighteenth No- 
vember, cighteen hundred and fifty-four...... 

For sixth of fitteen installments for pay of teach- 
ers and purchase of books and stationery. per 
fitth article treaty eighteenth November, eigh- 
hundred and fifty-four... TEETE 


Chippewas of Lake Superior. 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stailments in money, per fourth article treaty 
fourth October, eightcen hundred and forty- 
two, and cig ticle treaty thirtieth Sep- 

A hundred and fiity-tour... 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the pay of two carpent 
fourth article treaty fourth October, cigiteen 
hundred and forty-two, and eighth article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen liundred 
id fifty-fOUT.. 22 vee ainue se datas ase SUR 

For two thirds ot nineteenth of twenty-five in- 

stallments in goods, per fourth article treaty 

fourth October, teen hundred and forty 
two, and cighth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen bundred and firty-r 


for the pay ofa 
zenth No- 


7 


s for the support of schools, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two,and cighth article tree i 
Septemb g 3 

For two thirds of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for tbe pay of two fariners, per 
fourth arti urth October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, and cighth article 
treaty thirticth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four... 


stallments for the purei ef pro 
tobacco, per fourth article tre 


tober, cen bundred and 
eighth ar © tre ieths 


icen hundred and 
th of went 
bola Purniiare,é 
riecvltural implomes 
and other tools aud b 


{ments in coi 
1d cooking we 
i caitle, ¢ 
i materjal 


and for 
fourth 


hun 
For sixth of tw 
and a $ 
treaty th 


lHiments for the 
smith and assistant, and support of shop, per 
second and fith artic treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, cighteen hundred and fifty-fou 
Tor support of a smith, istant, and s 
tbe 
President, per twelfth article treaty tl 
September, cigiiteen hundred and fii 
For support of two farmers for the Bo 
band, during the pleasure of the President, per 
twelfth article treaty thirtieth September, e 
teen hundred and fifty-four... oc... ee 


s Porte baud, during the pleasure of the 


eth 


Chippewas of the Mississippi. 

Por one third of nineteenth of twenty-five in- 
staliments in mon per fourth article treaty 
fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty- 


two, and eighth article treaty tieth Septen- 
ber, eighteen hundredand fi ‘ 


For one third of nineteenii: of J 
stallments for the pay of two carpenters, per 
fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, and eighth article 

ptember, cigutecn liundred 
teenth of twenty-fiv 
per fourth article t 


For one third of nin 
stuiiments in goods 
fourth October, ei 
two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth Septem- 
ber, cighteen hundred and fifty-four 
For one third of nineteenth of twenty 
stallments for the supportof sebouls, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eightcen hu 
and forty-two, and eighth article trea 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-tour.... 
For one third of ninetecnth of twenty-five in- 
staliments for the purchase of provisions and 
tobacco, per fourth article treaty fourth Oc- 
tober, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty of thirtieth September, 
eighteen hundred-and fifty-four... ...5....., 


$15,000 00 


2,000 00 


1,000 00 


1,500 00 


1,200 00 


8,333 33 


800 09 


7,000 60 


1,883 33 


666 67 


19,000 09 


5,040 09 | 


1,320 00 


1,060 00 


1,060 00 


1,200 00 


4,165 67 


460 00 


3,500 00 


666 67 


666 67 


For completing the plowing and preparation for 
eultivation of three bundred acres of Jand, in 
suitable iots, at each of the reservations for the 
Mississippi bands, per third article of treaty of 
twenty-second February, eighteen hundred : 
and fifty-five.. sses seresa seee.. $3,000 00 
For completing the plowing and preparation for 
cultivation of two hundred end seventy-five 
arres forthe Pillager and Lake Winnebago- 
shish band of Chippewas, per third article of 
treaty of twenty-second February, eighteen 
hundred and fifty: fives... cece ecee eee ee neces 2,000 00 
For one third of nineteenth of twents 


including the px i 

g iron and steel, per fourth article 
treaty of fourth of October, eighteen hundred 
and forty- and eighth article of treaty of 
thirtieth of hundred and 


fifty-four 3 666 67 
For one thir 1 of twenty five in- 
stailments for pay of two farmers, por fourth 
icle of treaty urti oF October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-iwo, and eighth article of 
treaty of thirtieth of September, eighteen hun- 

x 333 33 


Chippewas, Pillager, and Lake Winneba- 
goshish bands. 


money, per third ar 
second of Pebrur 


of twenty- 
vd and 
annuity in 
cle of treaty of twenty- 
y, efgbteen hundred and 
Yor purpo: 
articie of treaty of lwenty- 
ary, cig! hundred and 
Per sixth of twenty instalimeuts for purposes of 

education, per third articic of treaty of twenty- 

d ' February, eighteen’ hundred and 


10,666 66 


goods, per third ¢ 
second of Febri 
fiity-five..... 
For sixth of thirty 
utility, per thir 
second of Pebr 


8,000 00 


4,000 00 


3,000 90 


For sixth of fifteen amuni in p- 
port of two smiths and smiths? shops, per third 
articls of treaty of twenty-sceond of February, 
eighteen hundred and MAY-fWVO wees sere eee ee 
Chippewas of Saginaw, Swan Creek, and 
3 Black River. 
tof Gve equali annual installments for 
$s, under the direction of 
coud article of the treaty 
, eightecn hundred and 


2,120 00 


For the la 
educat 
the Presi 
ot second of Augu 
Hify fives... Santee 

the jastof f equal annual 
eultaral implements and ei 

shold furniture, and buildin 
wd neces: ‘ul articles, per 

e of the treats the seeond of 

at, eighteen hundred and fit 

Por iän of ten equal annual in 
coin, to be distributed per capi, 
manner of paying annuitic 
of the treaty of second of 
hundred and fifty-five .. 

For fiith installment for the s 
smith s 
the treaty of second of August, cigbteeh hun- 
dred and fifty-five sec eee eee -» 1,240 00 


Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, 
and New York Indians. 


Por edueation, during the pleasure of Congress, 
per fifth article of treaty of eleventh of Au- 


4,000 90 


stallments for 


ag 


hou 


cat 
catt 


5,000 00 


gust, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven... 1,500 00 
Chickasews. : 
For permanent annuity in goods, per act of 
twenty filth of February, seventeen hundred 
PTUNG ss cece ec eetrtteeseeererees 3,000 00 


Choctaws. 
For permanent annuity, per second article of 
roaty of enth of November, eighteen hun- 
dred and five, and thirteenth article of treaty 
of went. cond of June, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-five... ......... 
For permancnt annuity for support of li 
men, per thirteenth article of tre 
teentiot October, eighteen hundred an 
and thirteenth article of treaty of twen 
second of June, eighteen hundred and fit 
five’. cece. 
For perm 


or education, per 
ond article of treaty of twentieth of Ja 
eighteen hnodred and twenty-five, aud thir 
teenth article of treaty of twenty-second of 
June, eighteen hundred and Giy .. 6,000 00 
For permanent provision tor blacksmith, per 
sixth articte of treaty of eighteenth of October, 
eighteen hundred and twenty, and thirteenth 
article of treaty of twent coud of June, 


eighteen hundred and fi PEETRIS 600 00 
For permanent provisi cel, per 

ninth article of treaty of twentieth of January, 

eighteen hundred and twenty-five, and niir- 

teenth ariete ef treaty of twenty-second of 

dupe, cighteen hundred and fitty-five........ 320 00 


For interest on five hundred thousand dollars, at 
five per centum, for education and other bene- 
ficial purposes, to be applicd under the direc- 
tion of the general council. of Choctaws, in’ 
conformity with the provisions contained in 
the tenth and thirteenth articles of the treaty 
of twenty-second of June, eighteen hundred 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE... 


and fILLY-fiVO.. ce cece eee e eee ceenee reer eee $25,000 09 


Comanches, Kiowas, and Apaches of Ark- 

ansas River. 

For seventh of ten installments for the purchase 
of goods, provisions, and agricultural imple- 
ments, per sixth article of treaty of twenty- 
secoud of July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three .. à ATA 

For expenses of transportation of the seventh of 
ten installments of goods, provisions, and ag- 
ricuitural implements, per sixth article of 
treaty of twenty-seventh of July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-three....... 


Creeks. 


For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article of treaty of seventh of August, seven- 
teen hundred and ninety, and fitth article of 
treaty ol’ seventh of August, eighteen hundred 
and fULY-SIX. ccc ec muas cece tenet een ereceeee 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
articte of treaty of sixteenth of June, eighteen 
hondred and two, and filth article of treaty of 
seventh of August, eighteen hundred and fisty- 
BIR ONET cy eee nessa e colevenss causes 

For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article of treaty of twenty-fourth of January, 
eighteen bundred and twenty-six, and fifth 
article of treaty of seventh of August, eighteen 
hundred and flity-ixX.... cere ec eeeeeeserenees 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, and (or shop and tools, per eighth ar- 
ticle of treaty of twenty-fourth of January, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-six, and fifth 
article of treaty of seventh of August, eighteen 
hundred and fiity-six......eeeee 

For pennauent provision fi u and steel for 
shop, per eighth articie of treaty of twenty- 
fourth of January, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-six, and fift article of treaty of sev- 
eath of August, eighteen hundred and filty- 
SIX T A 

For permanent provision for pay of a wheel- 
wright, per eighth article of treaty of twenty- 
fourth of January, cighteen hundred and 
tweuty-six, aud fitth articie of treaty of sev- 
enth of August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 

For blacksmith and assistant, and shop and tools, 
during the pleasure of the President, per fifth 
article treaty fourteenth February, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three, and fifth article 
poe seventh August, cightcen hundred and 

For iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fifth article treaty four- 
teenth February, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
three, and fifth article treaty seventh August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six 

For wagon-maker, during the pleasure o 
President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, 
and fifth article] treaty seventh August, eigh- 
teen hundred and tifty-siX, i 

For assistance in agricultural operations, 
the pleasure of the President, per eighth ar- 
ticle treaty twenty-fourth January, cighteen 
hundred and twenty-six, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
BİX..sessescsooaraoseoosoesosesonosocse.o 

For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, per fifth article treaty fourteenth Febru- 
ary, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, and 
fitth article treaty seventh August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-six......----++ dearga Fiai 

For the fourth of seven additional installments 
for two blacksmiths, assistants, shops, anå 
tools, per thirteenth article treaty twenty- 
fourth March, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
tivo, and fifth article treaty seventh August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-Six. s.sese raes esee 

For the fourth of seven additional instalhnents 
for iron and steel for shops, per thirteenth ar- 
ticle treaty twenty-fourth March, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-two, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

For thirtieth of thirty-three installments for edu- 
cation, per fourth articie treaty fourth Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fifth 
article treaty seventh August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty 

For seventeenth of twenty installments for edu- 
cation, per fourth article treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fifth ar- 
ticle treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-Six....eeeeeeee- 

For five per centum interest on two hundred 
thousand dollars for purposes of education, per 
sixth article treaty seventh August, eigbtecn 
hundred and filty-SiX..... sesseeserseerrette 


Delawares. 


For life annuity to chief, per private article to 
supplemental treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, to treaty 
of third October, eighteen hundred and eigh- 


TOCTc co cre cece cece rece ccrurenerrcerrese coer 


erasessoevesa 


EERIEEEETETT 


18,000 00 


7,000 00 


1,500 00 


3,000 00 


20,000 00 


84u 09 


270 00 


609 00 


840 00 


270 00 


600 60 


2,000 00 


1,000 00 


1,680 00 


540 00 


3,000 00 


3,000 00 


10,000 00 | 


100 00 


Appropriations, New Offices, 


Éc. 


36TH Coxa... Isr Bess: l 


For interest on forty-six thousand and eighty dol- 
lars, at five per centum, being the value of 
thirty-six sections of land set apart by treaty 
of eighteen hundred and twenty-nine for edu- 
cation, per resolution of the Senate nineteenth 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 
and fifth article treaty sixth May, eighteen 


hundred and fifty-four. .......6.e.-eeceeeees $2,304 00 


For seventh of eight equal installments for pay- 
ment ot five chiefs, per sixth article treaty 
sixth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 


Towas. 


For interest in Jieu of investment on fifty-seven 
thousand five hundred dollars, balance of one 
hundred and fifty-seven thousand five hundred 
dollars, to the first July, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, at five per centum, for education or 
other beneficial purposes, under the direction 
of the President, per second article treaty 
nineteenth October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-eight, and ninth article treaty seven- 
teenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. 


Kansas. 

For interest in lieu of investment on two bun- 
dred thousand dollars, at five per centum, per 
second article treaty fourteenth January, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six.....eceseceeeeeee 

Kickapoos. 

For seventh installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on one huudred thousand dollars for 
education, per second article treaty eighteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four.... 

For.the payment of this sum as the seventh in- 
stallment upon two hundred thousand dollars 
to be paid in eighteen hundred and sixty; per 
second article treaty eighteenth May, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four... cc secceecerseeceseee 


JMenomonees. 


For fifth of twelve installments for continuing 
and keeping up a blacksmith shop and provid- 
ing the usual quantity of iron and steel, per 
fourth article treaty eightcenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and jorty-eight, and third article 
treaty twelfth May, cightecn hundred and fifty- 
OUlsesssessoesesssssesssnosesesesnerevseese 

For fitth of ten installments of annuity upon 
two hundred thousand dollars, balance of three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars for cession 
lands, per fourth article treaty eighteenth Oc- 
tober, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, and 
third article treaty twelfth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four... ..ceeeee cess e eres eerres 

For fifth of fifteen installments for pay of miller, 
per third article treaty twelfth May, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four......-.-.6 ee eeree crre 


Miamies of Kansas. 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, and iron and steel for shop, per fifth 
article treaty sixth October, eightcen hundred 
and cighteen,.and fourth article treaty fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four.. sess». 

For permanent provision for miller, in lieu of 
gunsmith, per fifth article treaty sixth October, 
cighteen hundred and eighteen, fifth article 
treaty twenty-third October, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-four, and fourth article treaty fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four.....++s 

For their proportion of the last twenty install- 
ments in money, persecond article treaty twen- 
ty-eighth November, eighteen hundred and 
forty, and fourth article treaty fifth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-fOUr.. cee ee eeeeer cece 

For interest on fifty thousand dollars, at five per 
centum, for educational purposes, per third 
article treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-fOUE oo cece eee ere eee cece tense nt eneneeees 

For first of twenty installments upon two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, per third article treaty 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 

Miamies of Indiana. 

For their proportion of the last of twenty install- 
ments in money, per second article treaty 
twenty-eighth November, eighteen hundred 
and forty, and fourth article treaty fifth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ....eeeeeeeee 

For interest on investment of two hundred and 
twenty-one thousand two hundred and fifty- 
seven dollars and eighty-six cents, at five per 
eentum, for Miami Indians of Indiana, per 
Senate’s amendment to fourth article treaty 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 

Miamies—Eel River. 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per fourth article treaty third August, seven- 
teen hundred and nincty-fivC......--.eee 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty twenty-first August, 
eighteen hundred and five......-++sse+srreer 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article and scparate article to treaty 
thirtieth September, cightcen hundred and 


Nisqually, Puyallup, and other tribes and 
bands of Indians. 

For sixth installment in part payment for relin- 

quishment of title to lands to be applied to 

beneficial objects, per fourth article treaty 

“twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and 

Fifty-fOUL..sseseeceees see 


Seaver nsvetosace 


1,250 00 


2,875 00 


10,000 00 


5,000 00 


9,000 00 


916 66 


20,000 00 


600 00 


940 00 


600 09 


5,636 36 


2,500 00 


7,500 00 


6,863 64 


11,062 89 


500 00 | 


250 00 


350 00 


2,000 00 


For sixth of twenty installments for pay of in- 
structor, smith, physician}. carpenter, farmer, 
and assistant if necessary, per tenth article 
treaty twenty-sixth December, eighteen hün- 
dred and fifty-fOur.. ee eevee te ee ee antree 


Omahas. > f 


For the third of ten instaliments of this amount, 
being second of the series, in money-or other- 
wise, per fourth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. .c.. cesar ren: 

For sixth of ten. installments. for support of a 
miller, per. eighth article treaty sixteenth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ...... 

For sixth of ten installments for support of black- 
smith and assistant, and iron and steel forshop, 
per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, eigh- 

- teen hundred and fifty fours... eee eeeeeeneee 

For sixth of ten installments for support of farm- 
er, per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four .........0+-5 

For keeping in repair the grist and saw-mill pro- 
vided for by the eighth article of the treaty of 
rixen March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

For supplying the smith’s shop with tools, and 
keeping the same in repair, per eighth article 
of the treaty sixteenth March, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four.... psa eves cane reseed 

For an engineer... cs. eccereceesreenecnseceeees 


oe 


Osages. 


For interest on sixty-nine thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty dollars, at five per centum, 
being the value of fifty-four sections of land 
set apart second June, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-five, for educational purposes, per Sen- 
ate resolution nineteenth January, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-cight...ecseesesscerenece 


Ottoes and Missourias. 


For the third of ten installments of this amount, 
being the second series, in money or other- 
wise, per fourth article treaty fifteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ....eeees eee 

For the sixth of ten installments, for pay of mill- 
er, per seventh article treaty fifteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ..... +... eres 

For sixth of ten installments for blacksmith and 
assistant, and iron and steel for shop, per sev- 
enth article treaty fiftcenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty Tour... ccere reece cece ee cee 

For six of ten installments for farmer, per sev- 
enth article treaty eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four.....- oe 

For keeping in repair the grist and saw-mill pro~ 
vided for by the seventh article of the treaty 
lie March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

(tt ERETTE ETETTET Prerreere ee eee eee. 

For supplying the smiths’ shop with tools, and 
Keeping the same in repair, per seventh article 
of the treaty fifteenth March, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four. ....s.ssssererereresseeree 

For an engineer.... 


Perera rrr ree tree ree eee 


serseseesasvesosooo 


Oitawas and Chippewas of Michigan. 


For fifth of ten equal annual instaliments for 
educational purposes, to be expended under 
the direction. of the President, according to 
the wishes of the Indians, so far as may be 
reasonable and just, per second article of the 
treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five. 

For the last of five equal annual instaliments in 
agricultural and carpenters’ tools, household 
furniture, and building materials, catte, labor, 
and necessary useful articles, per second arti- 
cle of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five..... seere 

For fitth instal!ment for the support of four black- 
smiths’ shops for ten years, per second article 
of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five. 

For fifth installment of principal, payable annu- 
ally for ten years, to be distributed per capita, 
in the usual manner of paying annuitics, per 
second article of the treaty of thirty-first July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five... ... ETETETET 

For interest on two hundred and fifty-six thou- 
sand dollars, unpaid part of the principal sum 
of three hundred and six thousand dollars, for 
one year, at five per centum per annum, to be 
distributed per capita, in the usual Manner of 
paying annuities, per second article of the 
treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five. ..ceecessee serene cereereeneenet 

For fifth of ten equal annual installments on 
thirty-five thousand dollars, in, licu of former 
treaty stipulations, to be paid per capita to the 
Grand River Ottawas, per second article of the 
treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and 
MY- Vessassa cree eee 


Oitawas of Kansas. 


Seer nner eeee newest cece 


` For their proportion of the permanent annuities 


in money, goods, or otherwise, payable under 
the fourth article of the treaty of third Angust, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-five, second ar- 
ticle of the treaty of seventeenth November, 
eighteen hundred and seven, fourth article of 
the treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen, and fourth article of 
treaty of twenty-ninth August, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-On@..seee rere eriverese eiae 


$8, 700°00 


30,000.00 
600 00 
940 00 
600.00 
300 00 


300 00 
1,200 00 


3,456 00 


940 00 
600 00 
300 00 


300 08 
1,200 00 


8,000 00 


15,000 00 


4,240 00 


10,000 00 


12,800 00 


3,500 00 


2,600 00 


524 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


36TH Coxa... 18T Sess. 


Appropriations, New Offices, £e. 


Pawnees. 


For third of five installments in goods and such 
articles as may be necessary for them, per sec- 
ond article treaty twenty-fourth September, 


For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and steel for shop, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, per third article treaty 
thirteenth May, eighteen hundred and thirty- 


T 1 ens UOO cece cece eee cece cece cece etsa Etan daa a LOO 00 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven.......-.++- $40,000 00 |) For farmer, during the pleasure of the President, ae 
For support of two manual labor schools annu- per third article treaty thirteenth May, eigh- 
ally, during the pleasure of the President, per ~ teen hundred and thirty-three 600 00 
third article treaty twenty-fourth September, ae nes aka: 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven..... ....+. 10,000 00 Rogue Rivers. 
For pay of two teachers, under the direction of For seventh of sixteen installments in blankets, 
the President, per third article treaty twenty- clothing, farming utensils, and stock, per third 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- article treaty tenth September, eighteen hun- 
SEVEN sassersirevserepenvarerrereraserereese 1,200 00 dred and fifty-three. ....eecee cece ee eeeeeeeens 2,500 00 
For purchase of iron and steel, and other neces- Pata ane 
saries for the same, during the pleasure of the Sacs and Foxes of Mississippi. 
President, per fourth article treaty twenty- For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- per third article treaty third November, eigh-. 
SEVEN occ se cceererecess senine ee tanssi isss 500100: teen hundred and four.. ea 1,000 00 
For pay of two blacksmiths,one of whom to be For twerty-ninth of thirty as annu- 
a gunsmith and tinsmith, per fourth article ity in specie, per third article treaty twenty- 
treaty twenty-fourth September, cighteen hun- first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
dred and fifty-seven s.essesesereerseseeressee 1,200 00 IWO opes aN a e si PEERS RARAN 20,000 00 
For compensation of two strikers or apprentices For twenty-ninth of thirty installments for gun- 
in shop, per fourth article treaty twenty-fourth smith, per fourth article treaty twenty-first 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 480 00 September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two.. 600 00 
For the third of ten installments for farming For twenty-ninth of thirty installments for iron 
utensils and stock, during the pleasure of the and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty 
President, per fourth article treaty twenty- twenty-first September, eighteen hundred and 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- thirty-two....... sewee vosetins cen xeeses wen A 
SOEVEN .seeeeesseeenerseceacesencesseessceses 1,200 00 |} For twenty-ninth of thirty installments for black- 
For pay of farmer, per fourth article treaty smith and assistant, shop and tools, per fourth 
twenty-fourth September, eighteen hundred article treaty twenty-first September eightcen 
and fifty-seven. .cccesseesencsvereereceeeseee 1,200 00 hundred and thirty-two. i 840 00 
For second of ten installments for pay of miller, For twenty-ninth of thirty installments 
at the discretion of the President, per fourth and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty 
article treaty twenty-fourth September, eigh- twenty-first September, eighteen hundred and 
teen hundred and fifty-seven. s.ssssrerrreres 600 00 thixty-tWO.. csc cece eeeeeerecevessucceeeases 220 00 
For second of ten installments for pay of an en- For twenty-ninth of thirty installments for forty 
gineer, at the discretion of the President, per barrels of salt and forty kegs of tobacco, per 
fourth article treaty twenty-fourth September, fourth article treaty twenty-first September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven............ 1,200 00 || _ cighteen hundred and thirty-two..........++. 1,000 00 
For compensation to apprentices, to assist in For interest on two bundred thousand dollars, 
working the mill, per fourth article treaty at five per centum, per second article treaty 
twenty-fourth September, eighteen hundred twenty-first October, eighteen hundred and 
and fifty-SOVEN cece cee ce eceeeerersereees 500 00 thirty-seven s.sessosreesosssessosessonoseese 10,000 00 
For the second of three installments for the pay For interest on cight hundred thousand dollars, 
of six laborers, per seventh article treaty at five per centum, per second article treaty 
twenty-fourth Septeinber, eighteen hundred eleventh October, eighteen hundred and forty- 
and fifty-SCVen...e.eesecseeeeeeeresereeeees 3,000 00 TWO S cose Suis rok eh udieicns once vanes sone i eet 4000000 
Pottawatomies. = Sacs and Foxes of Missouri. 
For permanent annuity in silver, per fourth arti- For interest on one hundred and fifty-seven 
ele treaty third August, seventeen hundred thousand four hundred dollars, at five per 
and ninety-five... ainera eee eee eee eee 1,000 00 centum, under the direction of the President, 
For permanent annuity in silver, pec third article per second article treaty twenty-first October, 
meaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred eighteen hundred and thirty-seven........... 7,870 00 
and a ATERT TETEA LEA a A TT 500 00 : 
For permanent annuity in silver, per third article Seminoles. 
treaty second October, eighteen hundred and For fourth of ten installments for the support of 
GIENICEN ca svavccegcnccceces soncnevecseseses 2,500 00 schools, per eighth article treaty seventh Au- 
For permanent annuity iu money, per second gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-s asrasin, 3,000 00 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen For fourth of ten installments for agricultural 
hundred and twenty-cight....s.ceceeeeeerees 2,000 00 assistance, per cighth article treaty seventh 
For permanent annuity in specie, per second August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six. ...... 2,000 00 
article treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hun- For fourth of ten installments for the support of | 
dred and twenty-nine...... 16,000 00 |! smiths and smiths’ shops, per eighth article 
For life annuity to chief, per thi y | treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred and 
twentieth October, eighteen hundred and FiltYeSEX PEPEE E E RE . 2,200 00 
thirty-two...... ese ce beesceseeeseseceee 200 00 || For five per centum intereston two hundred and 
For life annuity to chiefs, per third article treaty fifty thousand dollars, to be paid as annuity, 
twenty-sixth September, cightcen hundred and | per eighth article treaty seventh August, eigh- 
thirty-three.. a 700 00 teen hundred and fifty-sis « 12,500 00 
For education, during the pleasure of 9 į For interest on two hundred and fifty thousand 
per third article treaty sixteenth October, eigh- dollars, at five per centuim, to be paid as annu- 
teen hundred and twenty-six, second article ity, they having joined their brethren west, 
treaty twentieth September, eighteen hundred | per eighth article treaty seventh August, eigh- 
and twenty-cight, and fourtl article treaty | teen hundred and fitty-six.....-.esee+ erresa 12,500 00 | 
twenty-seventh October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two... on a EA 5,000 00 | Senecas. z 
For permanent provision for the payment of | For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth ar- 
money in lieu of tobacco, iron, and steel, per licie treaty twenty-ninth September, eighteen 
second article treaty twentieth September, hundred and seventeen...... stteeee eee eee .. 500 00 
eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, and tenth | For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth ar- 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth ticle treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-six........ 300 00 hundred and cighteen.....- sees sessereeeress 500 00 
For permanent provision for three blacksmiths For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and assistants, per third article treaty six- i| and iron and steel, during the pleasure of the 
teenth October, eighteen hundred and twenty- jj President, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
six, second article treaty twentieth Septem- eighth February, cighteen hundred and thirty- 
ber, eighteen hundred and twenty-cight, and ONE. eee ee eeee ener rene eee coreeeseresceses 1,060 00 | 
second article treaty twenty-ninth July, eigh- || For miller, during the pleasure of the President, 
teen hundred and twenty-nine... serve 2,160 00 per fourth article treaty twenty-eighth Febru- 
For permanent provision for iron and steel for ary, eighteen hundred and thirty-one......... 600 00 
shops, per third article treaty sixteenth Oeto- P. 5 
ber, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, second Senecas f Wep ae ke. r 
article treaty twentieth September, cighteen For permanent annuity, in lieu of interest on 
hundred and twenty-eight, and second articie stock, per act of nineteenth February, eigh- 
treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred teen hundred and thirty-one. ............6--. 6,000 00 
and EWENLY-RING ccs seeeecceseeeecereeeess 660 00 || For interest, in lieu of investment, on seventy- 
Por permanent provision for fifty barrels of salt, five thousand dollars, at five per centum, per 
per second article of treaty of twenty-ninth act of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred x 
July, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine...... 250 00 || _ and forty-six... sce ercreceseseeeeeeserses sees 3,750 00 
For interest on six hundred and forty-three thou- r sat five per centum, on forty-three 
sand dollars, at five per ccntum, per seventh thousand and fifty dollars, transferred from 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth Ontario bank to the United States Treasury, 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-six......... 32,150 00 peract of twenty-seventh June, cighteen hun- 
š dred and forty-SiX..ess.rsesseesessoseeseeere 2152 50 
Pottawatomies of Huron. S ad Sh 
For permanent annuity in money or otherwise, ener as ay NERS 
per sccoudartiele treaty seventeenth Novem- For permanent annuity ia specie, per fourth ar- 
ber, eighteen hundred and seven............. 400 00 ticle treaty seventh September, cighteen hun- 
dred and eighteen.. stores ssdeassessocea 1,000 00 
. Quapaws. For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, and 
For education, during the pleasure.of the Pres- iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure of 
ident, per third article treaty thirteenth May, the President, per fourth article treaty twen- 
Pighteen hundred atid thirty-three........... 1,000 00 |l teth J uly, eighteen hundred and thirty-one... 1,060 00 


Shawnees. 
For permanent annuity for educational purposes, 
per fourth article treaty third August, seveni 
teen hundred and ninety-five, and third article 
treaty tenth May, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
four ... $1,000 00 


money, in paymeut for lands, per third article 
treaty tenth May, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
FOUL. cece entre eee ee teens cee isisa wr sete 100,000 00 
For seventh installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on forty thousand dollars, for educa- 
tion, per third article treaty tenth May, eigh- 
hundred and fifty-four. ....ccceeeee cence eens 
For permanent annuity for educational purposes, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-ninth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and seventeen, and 
third article treaty tenth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four... cc csccccce cere ve cece ener 


Six Nations of New York. 


For permanent annuity in clothing and other use- 
ful articles, per sixth articic treaty eleventh 
November, seventeen hundredand nincty-four, 

Sioux of Mississippi. 

For interest on three hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, per second article treaty 
twenty-ninth September, cightecn hundred 
ANA tHIFty-SCVEM ce. cece cesceueerecvenveeeee 

For tenth offifty instal ments of interest, at five per 
centum, on one million three hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars, per fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-third July, eighteen hundred and fifty-one... 

For tenth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on one hundred and twelve thou- 
sand dollars, being the amount in lieu of the 
reservations set apart in the third article of 
Senate’s amendment of twenty-third June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, to treaty twen- 
ty-third July, eighteen hundred and fifty-one... 

For tenth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on one million one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars, per fourth article treaty 
fifth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one.. 

For tenth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on sixty-nine thousand dollars, 
being the amount allowed in licu of the res- 
ervation of lands set apart by the third article 
of Senate’s amendment of twenty-third June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, to treaty fifth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one... .... 


Treaty of Fort Laramic. 


For the last of ten installments in provisions and 
merchandise, for payment of annuities and 
transportation of the same to certain tribes of 
Indians, per seventh article treaty seventeenth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, and 
Senate’s amendment thereto. ssesse reer 


Umpquas, (Cow Creek band.) 

For seventh of twenty installments in blankets, 
clothing, provisions, and stock, per third article 
treaty nineteenth September, cighteen hundred 
AU fifty-three... ec cece ec ceceenteeenetevenes 

Umpquas and Calapooias of Umpqua Val- 

ley, Oregon. 

For sixth of ten installments for the pay of a 
blacksmith and furnishing shop, per sixth arti- 
cle treaty twenty-nigth November, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four 

For sixth of fifteen installments for the pay of a 
ph ian and purchase of medicines, per sixth 
article treaty twenty-ninth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four. 

For sixth of ten installments 
farmer, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 

For sixth of twenty installments forthe pay of a 
teacher and purchase of books and stationery, 
per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-four 


Winnebagoes. 

For interest o} one million one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, per fourth ar- 
ticle treaty first November, cighteen hundred 
and thirty-scvcu.... seeees ees ee caeeaees 

For fourteenth of thirty installments of interest 
on eighty-five thousand dollars, at five per 
centum, per fourth article treaty thirteenth Oc- 
tober, eighteen hundred and forty-si 

Yancton tribe of Sioux. 

For the second of ten installments to be paid to 
them or expended for their benefit, commenc- 
ing with the year in which they shall remove 
to ang settle and reside upon their reservation, 
per fourth article treaty nineteenth April, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-eight..........- 

Calapooias, Molalla, and Clackamas In- 

dians, of Willamette Valley. 

For first of five installments for beneficial pur- 
poses, per second article treaty twenty-second 
January, eighteen hundred and filty-five...... 


2,000 00 


2,000 00 


4,500 00 


15,000 00 


68,000 00 


5,600 00 


58,000 00 


3,450 00 


70,000 00 


550 00 


1,500 00 


2,000 00 


1,000 00 


1,450 00 


55,000 00 


4,250 00 


65,000 00 


8,000 00 
Indian service in New Mexico. 
For the general incidental ex, sof the Indian 
service: in New Mexico, presents of goods, 
agricultural implements, and other useful arti- 
cles, and to assist them to locate in permanent 
abodes, and sustain themselves by the pursuits 
of civilized life, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Seeretary of the Interior......... 50,000 00 
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Appropriations, New Offices, 


Êe. 


36TH Cone....Ist BESS: 


Indian service in the district of country 
leased fromthe Choctaws for the Indians 
lately residing in Texas. 


For the expenses of colonizing, supporting, and 
furnishing agricultural implements and stock ; 
pay of necessary employés; purchase of cloth- 
ing, medicine, iron, and steel; establishment. 
and maintenance of schools; and building 
houses for the Indians lately residing in Texas 
in lieu of those abandoned in that State; to 
be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior... ...sssosoeesseseo 


For the Wichitas and other affiliated bands. 


For the expenses of colonizing, supporting, and 
furnishing said bands with agricultural imple- 
ments and stock; pay of necessary employés ; 
purchase of clothing, medicine, iron, and 
steel; establishment and maintenance of 
schools; and building agency houses; to be 
expended under the direction df the Secretary 
of the Interior......... 


Poncas. 


For second of five installments to be paid to them 
or expended for their benefit, commencing with 
the year in which they shall remove to and set- 
ule upon the tract reserved for their future 
homes, per second article treaty twelfth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-cight.... 
For second of ten installments for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of one or more manual 
dabor schools, under the direction of the Pres- 
ident, per second article treaty twelfth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-eight. ss... eserse 
For second of ten installments, or during the 
pleasure of the President, to be expended in 
furnishing said Indians with such aid and as- 
sistance in agricultural and mechanical pur- 
suits, including the working of the milt pro- 
vided for in the first part of this article, as the 
Secretary of the Interior may consider advan- 
tageous and necessary for them, per second 
article treaty twelfth March, eighteen bun- 
dred and fifty-eight 00... 6+ sees à 


Yakama Nation. 

For keeping in repair biacksmiths’, tinsmiths’, 
gunsmiths’, carpenters’, aud wagon and plow 
makers? shops, and for providing necessary 
fools therefor, per fifth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five.... ss. 


Confederated tribes and bands of Indians 
in Middle Oregon. 


For keeping in repair all necessary mill fixtures, 
purchase of medicines, mechanics? tools, med- 
icine and hospital stores, books and stationery 
for schools, and furniture for employés, per 
fourth article treaty twenty-fifth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five.......0++ 


Indian service in California. 


For the general incidental expenses of the Indian 
service in California, including traveling €x- 
penses of superintendent, agent, and sub- 
AQEMScersecereressereee METTENT besa as 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and 
subsistence of Indians in California to reser- 
vations in that State, and for pay of the neces- 
sary employés ....-. 

Miscellaneous. 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of Pawnee, Ponca, 
and Yancton Sioux annuity goods and provis- 


GONSrervseceacesreres eseese 
For insurance, transportation, ar 


beneeeeereeee 


decree ease en mere aree cece 


penses of the delivery of annuities and pro- 
Indian tribes in Minnesota and 


visions to the 
Michigan... 
For expenses e 
annuity goods to the Blackfoot Indians for the 
Cr) eesse n 
For payment of this amount to 
due them under the provisions of the eleventh 
article of the treaty of the tenth of May, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, to be reimbursed 
to the United States when collected from 
agents Gay and Arnold, against whom suits 
are pending, ...+.sees . 
For expenses attending the vaccination of In- 
dians for the years eighteen hundred and sixty 
and eighteen hundred and Sixty-one. s...» see 
‘To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
settlers for their improvements on lands situ- 
ated within the general reservations at Puget 
Sound, the value of which shall be ascer- 
tained under the direction of the said Secre- 
itt see ee ese uenee . 
For completing the building of the grist and saw 
mills at Leech lake, for the Pillager and Lake 
Winnebagoshish bands of Chippewas, pro- 
vided for under the third article of the treaty 
with the Chippewa Indians of the twenty-sec- 
ond February, eighteen hundred and fifty- five, 
For pay of an engineer for One Years... ssseeeee 
For the purchase of seven hundved and ninety- 
four seventy-five one hundredths acres of land 
owned by the Missionary Society of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, at Iviquois Point, 
Michigan, for certain bands of Ottewas and 
Chippewas, at the usual Government price... 


vee 45,650 00 


75,610 00 


12,000 00 


5,000 00 


7,500 00 


500 00 


300 60 


7,500 00 


50,000 00 


10,000 00 


20,350 62 


17,000 00 


3,074 44 


5,000 00 


9,000 00 


For the payment to Spunk, or Bull-Frog, alias 
Joseph Henson, the amount of four hundred 
doliars for his valuation of an improvement 
under the Cherokee treaty of eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-five, in pursuance of the pro- 
vision of the twenty-fourth section of the act 
of March three, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, making appropriations for the civil and 

- diplomatic expenses of the Government...... 


For the general incidental expenses of the In-~ 


dian service in the Territory of Utah, presents 
of goods, agricultural implements, and other 
useful articles, including the traveling ex- 
penses of the superintendent, agents, clerk 
hire, and so forth... cscs eeee cess cere ener eres 
For surveying and mapping four farms and res- 
ELVALIONS. 6.0150 osios ssrsdsesassssscsestoss 
For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in Oregon and Washington, in- 
cluding insurance and transportation of annu- 
ities, goods, and presents, where no special 
provision is made by treaties, and office and 
traveling expenses of the superintendent, 
agents, and sub-agents, for the year ending 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, 
For surveys of reservations for the Nez Percés, 
Flathead, and Yakamas Indians, and the In- 
dians west of the Cascade mountains........ 
For insurance, transportation, and the necessary 
expenses of delivery of annuities, goods, and 
provisions to Yakamas, Flatheads, and Nez 
Percés, for the years ending thirtieth June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, and thirtieth June, 
eighteen hundred and Sixty-On€......csee eee 
For the first of five installments due and paya- 
bic to the Yakamas nation for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty, per fourth article of treaty of ninth of 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five........ 
For the first of five installments due and paya- 
ble to the Nez Percés Indians, for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred 
and sixty, per fourth article of treaty of 
eleventh June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


fiVEsssesessososreseeeossssesosrososoeennsee 


For pay of each of the head chiefs of the Flat- 
head, Kootenay, and Upper Pend đ’Oreiiles 
tribes, for the year ending the thirtieth June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, per fifth article 
of treaty of sixteenth July, eighteen hundred 
ANA fUELY-fIVE. cee eee ee cece ae ene eee eereeeeee 

For pay of each of the head chiefs of the Flat- 
head, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d’Oreilles 
tribes, for the year ending the thirtieth June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-one, per fifth 
article of treaty of sixteenth July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five. .....seeee scence ener 

For loss and destruction of property of citizens 
of Minnesota and Iowa at Spirit Lake, in the 
year eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, by! nk- 
pa-du-tah’s band of Sioux Indians, accruing 
under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved thirtieth June, eighteen hundred an 
EITY-FOUL. sc cee cece cece ee erecen ereret eee 

For the purchase and transportation of provis- 
ions and presents, and to meet expenses ne- 
cessary in holding a council with the Red Lake 
and Red River Chippewas in the State of Min- 
nesota, for the extinguishment of their title to 
lands in that State, said Indians numbering 
about two thousand SOUIS.....cseere sere coos 

For payment to Merit L. Young for onc hun- 
dred and forty thousand rations, for subsist- 
ence furnished to emigrating Pottawatomies, 
Chippewas, and Ottowas, in eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-two, under a contract with the 
indian department, and allowed by Commis- 
sioner of Indian Afairs. ...ssessesossrsereee 

For the purchase and transportation of provis- 
ions and presents, and to meet expenses ne- 
cessary in holdinga council with the Arapahoe 
and Chienne Indians south of the Platte, east 
of the Rocky mountains, and north of the 
Arkansas river..... 


$400 00 


35,000 00 - 


15,000. 00 || 


42,000 00 


10,000 00 
10,000 00 
1,000 00 


1,000 00 


16,879 97 


10,000 00 


9,625 00 


By 


the act making appropriations for light- 


houses, beacons, buoys, and so forth. 


Massachusetts. 


Fora light-house at Duxbury,in PI ymouth harbor, 

For the purchase of a suitable lot of land, and 
the erection thereon of a building for the use 
of the Light-Ilouse Board, at Wood’s Hole, 
Great Harbor, in the town of Falmouth...» 

For a light-ship or light-house, in the diserction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, on the rec- 
ommendation of the Light-House Board, on 
or near the Hen and Chickens, at the entrance 
of Buzzard’s bay... ..eceeee cece ENNES terere 

For a survey to determine the proper site for a 
light-house at or near the Sow and Pigs, atthe 
entrance of Buzzard’s bay....-.+.--+6+ err 

Rhode Island. 

For the establishment of beacons on Connim- 
micut Point and Bullock’s Point, in Provi- 
GENCE LIVET. cece eee eee ee PES 

For a sutvey of, and for buoying out Se 
river, between Seekonk and Providence..... 

Connecticut. 


For the reéstablishment and alteration of the 
peacon-light on Long wharf, at New Haven, 


$5,000 00 


5,000 00 


35,000 60 


1,000 00 


3,000 00 
500 00 


2,000 00 


For a fog-bell, to be rung by machinery, at the 
Stratford light-house...-.. ess... cadec evens 
For enabling the Light-House Board, under the. 


-81,200 00 


direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to ` 


experiment with Daboll’s and. other ear sig- 
nais, and to purchasé the signal. erected ‘by 


For the establishment at the points herein named 
of such ear signals as may prove to be satis- 
factory under the experiments hereinbetore 
authorized to be made, that is tosay: at West 
Quoddy Head and Boone island, in Maine; at 
Boston, in Massachusetts; at Sandy Hook, in 
New York; at Charleston, in South Carolina 5 
at Savannah, Georgia; at the Southwest Pass 


~.Daboll, and now in operation at New London, 6,000 00 
New York. : pe 
For the erection of a stone beacon on Mill reef, 5,000.00 
For three beacon-tighits upon the-Hudson river, . 
between Albany and Troy...sceseesececser cs 2,000 00 
For a beacon-light at Oak orchard, Lake Ontario, 3,500.00 
Michigan. 
For rebuilding the towers at White Fish point, 
Detour, and Manitou island, all on the coast 
Of Lake SUperior. s.e esasesssoreoseereovee es 45,000 00 
For a light-house at Bertraw bay 6,000 00 
For a light-house at or near Tawas city. ++ 6,000 00 
For a light-house at the mouth of Manistee river, 5,000 00 
For one or two beacon-lights, at the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the en- 
trance to Grand Island bay and harbor, Lake 
Superior....eeeseesees Setara ankan sesceseer 6,000 00 
} For a fog-hell at. Grand Haven light-house. + 1,500 00 
For arange of lights for Cooper harbor, Lake 
Superior, with a fog-bell, or such other ear 
signal asthe Secretary of the Treasury, onthe 
recommendation of the Light-House Board, 
MAY adopt...essessesesessossssesoe senesecee 3,500. 00 
For a light-house at or near Old Fort Mackinaw, 6,000 00 
Wisconsin. 
For the construction of a light-house pier and 
light-house at Milwaukie, in lieu of the North 
Cut beacon-light at that pace.. s.s.s... eies 50,000 00 
For a fog-bell at Port du Morts Jight-house..... 1,000 00 
For a light-house at Kewaunee........++++2+++ 6,000 00 
For the construction of a suitable beacon-light 
at the port of Racine....ceceeseeern eee reer es 30,100 00 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
Peter CaMpan...oeseseseTuresreereseereseees 114 58 
New Jersey. 
For rebuilding the two light-house towers at 
Nave Sink, and fitting the same with proper 
Apparatus. s.s ceeeec en eeatenvermaee eens eeenes 72,941 00 
North Carolina. 
For reéstablishing the Beacon Island light-house, 
and constructing in connection therewith a 
beacon-light to form a range for running the 
Ocracoke inlet.......+ cececevcoversccesceses 5000 00 
For a beacon-light at a suitable point ator near > >- 
Cape Hatterasinlet....+ dir esat Edieta neee 5,000.00 
For a new light-house at the mouth of Cape Fear ; 
river, in lieu of the present structure,....... 40,000 00 
For buoying Beaufort harbor and Bogue sound, 1,000 00 
For the erection of alight-house at the mouth of. 
North river (Albemarle sound). ...s.»e. +s... 10,000 00 
Louisiana. 
For a light-house at the mouth of Calcasieu 
TIVED eses ccsecctecceeseees sesosorereooredes 7500 00 
Virginia. 
For the construction of a first class light-house 
at Assateague, in lieu of the present: light- 
ROUSE secicesccccsccceccvcesssersaesseserecs 50,000 00 
For buoying the approaches to the canal connect- 
ing the waters of the Chesapeake bay with 
Albemarle sound .ecscsecsesevecerernetonee 506 00 
For the completion of the tower and keeper’s 
dwelling at Cape Charles. ..sesssessereesee e. 10,200 06 
Mississippi. 
For a new light-house at Pass Christian, in lieu 
of the old light now at that place......-..+.6. 1,000 00 
California. 
For a first class light-house at Cape Mendocino, 
being the extreme western point of land on the 
Padtfic coast... errererr erate cere) +. 80,000 00 
For a light-house inidad buy .....s6- seeeee 20,000 00 
Fora light-house on Point del Reys, about twen- 
ty-eight miles north of the Golden Gate...... 40,000 00 
For fog or ear signals to be erected in connection 
therewith, upoa the recommendation of the 
Light-House Board, under the direetion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury...... steed eens ae. 2,500 00 
For buoying out the channel and the bar at the 
entrance of Humboldt bay, and for three 
movable beacons, to be provided with lens lan- 
terns, to be Kept in range with the channel... 10,000 00 
Washington Territory. 
Fora light-house at Gray’s harbor, and for buoy- 
ing out the channel and bar at-said harbor...» 20,000 00 
For buoying out the channel of the Columbia 
river, from the mouth of the Willamette river 
to the easeade of the Columbia river.....+++s 5,000 00 


of the Mississippi river ; and at Galveston:... 20,000 00 
$636,555 58 
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tations, New Offices, cc. 


By the act making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending the thirtieth 
of June; eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 

For expenses of recruiting, transportation of recruits, three 
months? extra pay to non-cominissioned officers, musi- 
cians, arid privates, on reénlistment ....... 350,000 00 

For pay of the Army ssesressaseserees 091,784 00 

For commutation of officers’ subsistence... 998,434 59 

For commutation of forage for officers’ borses..124,123 00 

For payments to discharged soidiers for clothing 


NOt ULAWN occ cece c ec eee cone ereeeneeeeereees 50,000 00 | 


‘or payments in lieu of clothing for officers’ ser- 
For pey clean ereecesivcesrreseess eee 39,690 00 
For subsistence in kind . 2,058,600 00 
For clothing for the Army, camp and garrison 

equipage, and iron bedsteads for barracks....832,981 12 
For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 

department, consisting of fuel tor the officers, 

enlisted men, guard, hospital, storehouses, 
and offices; of forage in kind for the horses, 
mules, and oxen of the quartermaster’s de- 
partment at the several posts and stations, and 
with the armies in the field; for the horses of 
the two regiments of dragoons, the two regi- 
ments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted 
riflemen, the companies of light artillery, and 
such companies of infantry as may be mounted, 
and for the authorized number of officers? 
horses when serving in the field and at the 
outpost, including bedding for the animals; 
of straw for soldiers’ bedding; and of station- 
ery, including blank books for the quarter- 
master’s department,* certificates for dis- 
charged soldiers, blank forms for the pay and 
quartermaster’s departments, and for the print- 
ing of division and department orders and re- 

ports ... sws terassi assaa 100000000 
For the incidental expenses of the quartermas- 

ters department, consisting of postage on let- 

ters and packets received and sent by officers 
of the Army on public service; expenses of 
courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 
the additional compensation of judge advo- 
cates, recorders, members, and witnesses, 
while on that service, under the act of Marci 
sixteenth, eighteen, hundred and two; extra 
pay to soldiers employed, uuder the direction 
of the quartermaster’s department, in the erec- 
tion of barracks, quarters, storehouses, and 
hospitals; in the construction of roads, and 
on other constant labor for periods of not less 
‘than ten days, under the acts of March sec- 
ond, eighteen, hundred and nineteen, and Au- 
gust fourth, eighteen’ Windred. and fifty-four, 
including those employed as clerks at division 
and departement headquarters; expenses of 
expresses to and from the frontier posts and 
armies in the field; of escorts to paymasters 
and otber disbursing officers, and to trains 
where military escorts cannot bu furnished; 
expense of the interment of officers killed in 
action, or who die when on duty in the field, 
or at the posts on the frontiers, and of noun- 
commissioned officers and soldiers; author- 
ized office furniture ; hire of laborers in the 
quartermaster’s department, including the hire 
of interpreters, spivs, and guides for the Army 3 
compensation of clerks of the officers of the 
quartermaster’s department; compensation of 
forage and wagonmaster’s, authorized by the 
act of July filth, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight; for the apprehension of deserters, and 
the expenses incident to their pursuit; and 
for the following expenditures required forthe 
two regiments of dragoons, the two regiments 
of cavalry, the regiment of mounted riflemen, 
and such companies of infantry as may be 
mounted, viz: the purchase of traveling torges, 
blacksmiths’ and shoeing tools, horse and 
mule shoes and nails, iron and steel for shoe- 
ing, hire of veterinary surgeons, medicines for 
horses and mules, picket ropes, and for shoe- 
ing the horses of the corps named..... -475,000 00 


For constructing barracks and other buildings 
at posts which it may be necessary to occupy 
during the year; tor repairing, altering, and 
enlarging buildings at the established posts, 
including hire or commutation of quarters 
for officers on military duty ; hire of quarters 
for troops ; of storehouses for the Keeping of 
military stores; of grounds for summer can- 
tonments ; for temporary frontier stations, 
including fifteen thousand defiars for the 
purchase of stoves, tu be expended as fol- 
lows, viz: 

For rents, including hire or commutation of 
quarters for officers on military duty; bire of 
quarters for troups, of storehouses for the safe- 
keeping of military stores, of grounds for sum- 
mer cantonmenis, and construction and re- 
pairs of barracks at temporary frontier sta- 
tions; for the purchase of stoves, aud six bun- 
dred and eight dollars and eighty-seven cents 
to be paid as back rent for the site of Fort 


Davis, TEXAS. ci. ssceeeacseneccecseeease cn se 195,246 29 
For repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings 
` at established military pc edie en wane ee 135,547 00 
For constructing barracks and other buildings at 

the following posts, viz: at Barraneas bar- 

racks, Key West, and at Fort Mackinac, in 

the department of the east....,...........2.. 20,578 50 
At Benicia barracks, in the department of Cali- 

ELE R aeccn.dtceeaec eases eoeeen oes 306 75 
At Fort Vancouver, in the department of Oregon, 7,673 00 


i 
H 
3} 


H 
i 
} 
fj 
j 
i 


ji 


4 


For mileage, or the allowance made to officers 


For the transportation of the Army, including 


of the Army for the transportation of them- | 
selves and their baggage when travelipg on H 
duty without troops, escorts, Or supp 125,059 00 ; 


the baggage of the troops when moving either 

by land or water; of clothing, camp, and gar- 

rison equipage, from the depot at Philadeiphia 

to the several posts and Army depots, and fron 

these depots to the troops in the field; of 

horse equipments, and of subsistence from the 

places of purchase and trom the places of de- 

livery under contract to such placesas the cir- 

cumstances of the service may require them 

to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and 

small arms, from founderies and armories to 

the arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts, and 

Army depots; freights, wharfage, tolls, and 

ferriages ; for the purchase and hire of horses, 

mules, and oxen, and the purchase and repair 

of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and 

other sea-going vessels and boats required for 

the transportation of supplies and for garrison 

purposes; for drayage and cartage at the sev- 

eral posts; hire of teamsters; transportation 

of funds for the pay and other disbursing de- 

partments; the expense of sailing public 

transports on the various rivers, the Guif of 

Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific; and for 

procuring water at such posts as, from their 

situation, require thatit be brought from adis- 

tance; aud for clearing roads, and removing 

obstructions therein to the extent which may 

be required for the actual operations of the 

troops on the frontier « -2,360,000 00 
For the purchase of horses for the two regiments 

of dragoons, the two regiments of cavalry, and 
For the medical and hospital department...... Š 
For contingent expenses of the Adjutaut Gen- 

the regiment of mounted tiflesmen.........., 115,000 
For contingencies of the ArMY..... se eeee renee 25,008 

eral’s department at department headquarters 500 
For compensation of the clerk and messenger in 

the office of the Commanding General. 
For contingeht expenses of the office of the 

Commanding General. erica a ia 300 
For armament of fortifications.. eseese ssaa al.. 200,090 
For the current expenses of the ordnance service 158,000 
For ordnance, orduance stores, and supplies, in- 

cluding horse equuipments for the mounted 

TEGIMIENTS so eee ere cere eee coer eee eee ee. 250,000 
For horses and horse medicines for the batteries 

Of light artillery s.es sses cesses ceeceeeeeeeeees 30,000 
For the manufacture of arms at the national 

armories ........5- cree eee serene reese 250,000 
For repairs and improvements and new ma- 

chinery at Springfield armory, Massachusetts, 

of which twelve thousand. dollars may be ap- 

plied to the purchase of land on the north side 

of the new water-sho| 00 
For repairs and improvements and new ma- 1 

chinery at Harpers Ferry armory........ 6055 09 
For the Allegheny arsenals... ccc. cece cece eee 99 
For the Benicia arsenal...........+ 09 


76,225 


2,000 


00 


For Charleston arsendl..ccceeeeseseveeeeereces 15,050 90 
For Fort Monroe arsenal....... 23,450 09 
For New York arsenal......cceceeeeeeee cane 1,100 09 
For North Carotina arsenal, repai 

tures... tepsosases vessa 00 | 
For St. Louis arsenal 00 | 
Por Texas arsenal.. 00 | 
Por Washi y 00 | 
Por Watertown arsenal 2,500 00 | 
For Waterviiet arsenal, 13,009 09 | 


20,000 00 
Por surveys for military defenses, geographical 
explorations, and reconnoissances for military 
purposes, and surveys with the armies in the 
field... Dose veceecccees 
For purchase and repairs of instruments. 
Por printing charts of lake surveys......eeeeee 
For continuing the survey of the northern and 
northwestern lakes, including Lake Superior, 
For the manufature or purchase of apparatus and 
equipments for field signals..... serere cea 
For surveys and selections of sites, and for plans 
and estimates for military posts on or near the 
valley of the Red River of the North, between 
the forty-sixth and forty-ninth degrees of north 
latitude, and at or near Fort Cobb, in the In- 
dian territory 
For reconstr 
TACKS 2... cece eee sesecossssanrsees 
To enable the Third Auditor of the Treasury to 
settle tie suspended accounts of officers for 
disbarsements through the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral’s department for supplies furnished and 
stores transported for the three companics of 
volunteers called into the service of the United 
States in the Territory of Kansas, in eighteen 
and Gity-six, by authority of the War Depart- 
WEN. wee ee eee ERETETETETET 
To enabie the Secretary of the Interior to restore 
to their relatives in Wisconsin four orphan 
children of Edward Miltimore, whose parents 
and brothers and sisters were massacred on or 
about the thirty-first day of August, eighteen 
huudred and fifty-nine, about one hundred 
miles north of Salt Lake City, by a pariy of 
Indians, (or Mormons disguise such.) and 
who escaped the massacre and found refuge at 
Camp Fioyd.. 


50,006 00 | 
10,000 00 | 
10,000 00 j 


75,000 00 
2,000 00 | 


5,000 00 
8,050 00 | 


at Carl 


5,000 00 


1,500 00 


Yor the following fortifications: 


Fort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, New York, 10,060 09 
Fort Knox, Penobscot Bay, Maine............ 20,000 00 


; Contingent expenses o 


Fort on Hog island Ledge, Portland harbor, 

Maine wo... eee sees 830,005 00 
Fort Winthrep, Boston barbor, Mb ts.. 10,000 00 
Fort at the entrance of New Bedsord harbor, 

Massachusetts.. PETETA 
Tort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode island... 5,000 00 
Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York ++ 15,000 00 
Fort on the site at Fort Tompkins, Staten 

island, New York... ersreserersesee 25,000 00 
Additional batteries at Fort Hamilton, at the 

Narrows, New VYork..... 0 .ceccceeee eee eves 50,000 00 
Fort Carroll, Baliimorze harbor, 50,000 00 
Fort Delaware, Delaware river......, 50,000 00 
Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia 5,000 60 


25,600 00 


Artesian well at Fort Monroe....... 6,000 00 
Repairing Governmeut bridge over 

near Fort Monroe........ 560 00 
Fort Calhoun, Hampton roa 50,000 00 
Repairs of Fort Moultrie, © 

South Carolina... cece ceesseee eens 8,500 00 
Fort Clinch, Amelia island, Fiori seeeeees 30,080 00 
Fort Tavlor, Key West, Mlorids veeeeeceens 70,000 6O 
Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida............ 75,000 00 
Fort McKee, and preservation of site, Pensacola, 

Florida aes Se 10,000 00 
Fort Gain auphin islan 

DANA e eee eens creer eer sete rere arreda aaa 20,000 00 
Fortifications on Sbip island, coast of Missis- 

PTAs L PERRE TAEPA seneese. 20,000 00 
Fort Jackson, on Mi . 15,009 00 
Fort St. Philip, on Mi ippi river.. . 10,000 00 


Fortification tor defense of entrance into Galves- 
ton harbor....... 
Fort at Fort Point, 
WORA saia ea rra ENKETA IN 
Fort at Alcatraz island, San Franc 
ifornia 


20,000 00 
50,000 00 
25,000 00 


an Francisco, including out- 


co bay, Cal- 


ortifications, preserva- 

tion of sites, protection of titles, and repair of 

sudden damage... seeereneees 30,000 00 
To pay the State of Lowa such suns of money 

as Were paid by that State to troops called out 

by the Governor of Towa iu eighteen hundred 

and fifty-seven, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

eight, and eighteen hundred and filty-nine, to 

protect the frontier from indian incursions... 18,983 84 
To extend the provisions of the secoud section 

of the act of third March, eighteen hundred 

and fifty-nine, chapter eighty-threc, so as to 

include all the moneys advanced by the State 

of Texas in payment of volunteers called out 

in defense of the frontier of that State since 

the twenty-cighth of February, eighteen hun- $ 

dred and AÜY-ÜVe...seseeserserreeereroe ne. e 123,544 SL 
To extend the twelfth section of the act of third 

March, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, so as 

to embrace the pay proper and allowances of 

the militia of New Mexico therein named.... 74,009 60 
To defray the expense of a commission to con- 

sist of two Senators, two members of the 

House of Representatives, and two officers of 

the Army, which commission shall examine 

into the organization, system of discipline, and 

course of instruction of the United States Mil- 

itary Academy, with a view to ascertain what 

modifieation, or changes, ifany, are desirable 

in order that the Academy shall best accom- 

plish the objects of its establishment. 


1,500 00 


$15,180 


By the act authorizing a loan and providing for 
the redemption of Treasury notes. 
To pay for engraving and printing the certificates, and other 
expenses of executing this act. «a 85,900 09 
By the act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 


For pay of com: ion, warrant, and petty officers 
and seamen, inctuding the engineer corpa of the 
Navy saaasaeaeosaee A4729 OF 


For prov on, Warrant, and 

petty officers and seamen, including engineers 

and marines attached to vessels for sea-ser- 

vice... see cece eseees 941,700 00 
For surgeor saries and appliances for the 

sick aud hurt of the Navy, including the en- 

gincer and narine COYpPs......e ce ecee ee esens e 39,000 00 
For the re and cquipment of vessels of the 

Navy sescsee ee deaes 1,523,000 00 
For fuel for the 7 to be pur in the 

mode prescribed by Jaw for oiher materials, , 

and for the transportation thereof . 840,000 99 
For the purch of hemp and other mat s 

for the Nay . -300,000 00 
Por ordnance small 

arms, including incidental expetis voce eee 338,000 00 
For contingent expe: recrue for the 

following purposes, viz: Freightand transport- 

ation, printiug aud stationery, advertising in 

newspaper. sunips, models, and draw- 

ings, pureh: id repair of firc-engines and 

machinery, repairs of and attending to steam- 

engines in nay ards, purchase and mainte- 

nance of hor: and oxen, and driving teams, 

earts, timber wheels, and the pnreb and 

repairs of workinen’s touis; postage of publie 

letters, fuel, ol, and candles for navy-yards 

and shore stations: pay of watehmen and inei- 

dental labor not chargeable to any other appro- 

priation ; transportation to and labor attending 

the delivery of provisions and stores on foreign 


und 


a 
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36TH Cone... er Sis: 


stations ; wharfage, dockage, and rent; travel- 

ing expenses of officers and others under orders, 

funeral expenses, store and office rent, fuel, 

commissions and pay of clerks to Navy agents - 

and storekeepers, flags, awnings, and packing 

boxes, premiuins and other expenses of recruit- 

ing, apprehending deserters, per diem pay to 

persons attending courts-martial, courts of 

inquiry, and other services authorized by law, 

pay to judges advoeate, pilotage and towage of 

vessels, and assistance to vessels in distress, 

and for bills of health and quarantine expenses 

of vessels of the United States Navy in foreign 

POTS iss ceenre ++ -$596,000 00 
For the purchase of saltpetre for the use of the 

NAVY cccccerevecscctseecsteccecsssessesecese 10,000 09 


Marine Corps. | 


For pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, clerks, messengers, stew- 
ards, and servants; for rations and clothing for 
servants, additional rations for five years’ ser- 
vice, for undrawn clothing and rations, boun- 
ties for reénlistinents....... + 425,278 80 

For provisions... 71,759 00 

For clothing.. 113,856 00 

For fuel.. š s+» RA 25 

For military stores, viz: pay of armorers, repair 

` of arms, purchase of accouterments, ordnance 
stores, flags, drums, fifes, and other instru- 
NOTES. ccesecrrececercoccrceanncescerssenese 

For transportation of officers and troops, and ex- 
pender Of FECIULTING. enkas arini taira aia 

For repair of barracks, and rent of offices where 
there are no public buildings for that purpose, 

For contingencies, viz: treight,-ferriage, tolf, 
eartage, wharfage, compensation to judges ad- 
vocate, per diem for attending courts-martial, 
courts of inquiry, and for constant labor, house 
rent in lieu of quarters, burial of deceased 
marines, printing, stationery, postage, tele- 
graphing, apprehension of deserters, oil, can- 

tes, gas, forage, straw, furniture, bed sacks, 
spades, shovels, axcs, picks, carpenters’ tools, 
keep of a horse for the messenger, pay of ma- 
tron, washerwoman, and porter, at the hospital 
WEAdquarterss. cee secsecseeceeersveseerevens 


Navy-Yarps. 


For the preservation of works, and for the 
current repairs at the several navy-yards, 
Viz: 

At Portsmouth, New Hampshire.........cs eee 
At Boston......-- 
At New York 
At Philadelphia... 
At Washington.... 
For repairing and painting the quarters occupied 


12,000 09 
14,000 00 
8,000 09 


32,500 00 


10,009 00 
15,000 00 
20,000 00 
15,000 00 
10,000 00 


by the officers of the yard......- seese 7,926 00 
At Norfolk sasu diedra aranma e... 20,000 00 
To compicte shiphouse number forty-eight...... 19,000 00 

30,000 09 


For repairs of shiphouses A and B, at Norfolk... 
At Pensacola... 7 -- 10,090 00 
At Mare fsland....... 20,000 00 


At Sackett’s harbor... ce. cece cece werreseeeeueee 109 00 
Hosrirars. 
For the construction and completion of works, 
and for the current repairs of the several 
naval hospitals: 
Boston. 
For repairs of hospital. ......scsseceseeseeeses 2,500 09 


New York. 


For repairs of hospital buildings and laboratory, 7,000 00 


zs a 
Naval Asylum, Philadelphia. 
For improving cemetery, ights to main 
building, furniture and repairs of same, house 
cleaning and whitewashing, repairs to fur- 
naces, grates, and ranges, gas and water rent, < 
and for repairs ofall kinds... ceee eee eee eee 5,159 69 
For support of beveticiarics at the asylum. » 27,000 00 


Norfolk. 
For porter’s lodge, replacing wooden galleries, 
and for repairs of hospital. .seccseereeencees 


Pensacola. 
For draining and filling ponds,and for repairs of 


hospital buildings and dependencies... e 10,500 0¢ 


MAGAZINES. 

For the construction and completion of works, 
and for the current repairs at the several 
naval magazines : 

Boston. 
For repairs of all Kinds. ....+sseeeeceeeeeseeres 


Philadelphia. 
For repairs of all Kinds... ccecseereeneeeenene 
Washington. 

For the renewal of experimental battery with one 
part inclosed or easemated, to guard against 
accidents from guns of doubtful character... 

Norfolk. 

For shot-bed and gun-skids, fitting up additional 
storehouse at magazine, converting coal-house 
at St. Helena into gun-carriage shed, fitting 
racks for arms and stores, and for repairs of x 
magazine buildings, .-sesssereseserserzeents 10,700 00 


2,000 00 


600 00 


4,000 00 


18,270 00 | 


Pensacola. 


For repairs.of old magazine.. sescvecee oo 1,132 00 
For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, 
and all the civil establishinents at the several 
navy-yards and StationS...e.ssrese evesa. e s+ e148,604 00 
For the purchase of nautical instruments re- 
quired for the use of the Navy, for repairs of 
the same, and. also of ronomical instru- 
ments ; and for the purchase of nautical books, 
maps, and charts, aud for backing and binding 
ENE SOME ERAL ETITI ET TAT T 
For modeis, drawings, and copying; for post- 
age, freight, and transportation; for keeping 
grounds in order; for {uel and Jights, and for 
all other contingent expenses; and for the 
wages of persons employed at the United 
States Naval Observatory and hydrographical 
office, viz: one instrument maker, two watch- 
men, and one porter........- 
For the erection of hose-house. ERS 
For the erection and repairs of buildings, im- 
provement and preservation of the grounds, 
and for contingencies at the United States 
Naval Academy........cccecscceecteecccces 
For preparing for publication the American Nau- 
tical Almanac.. ieee ove 
For the preparation of the report of th sults 
of the survey of the route between California 
and China, and of portions of the coast of 
Japan... Wad ETET 
For engraving charts of the survey of Behring’s 
Straits, the north Pacific ocean and China 
seas, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the NOVy.... ccceseees i irki See 
For the removal of the naval monument from 
the west front of the Capitol to the grounds of 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis.......... we 
For pay of commission, warrant, and petty offi- 
cers and seamen, including the cngineer corps 
of the Navy, for the year ending the thirtieth 
of June, eighteen hundred and sixty...eeeees 
To prevent the counterfeiting of the coins of the 
United States 0.0... cee cee cee cere cece eres 
To enable the President to send some competent 
person or persons to the Isthmus of Chiriqui, 
whose duty it shall he to examine into and re- 
port upon the quality and probable quantity 
of coal to be found there, upon the lands of the 
Chiriqui Improvement Company; upon the 
character of the harbors of Chiriqui Jagoon 
and Golfito; upon the practicability of build- 
ing a railroad across said isthnms, so as to 
connect said harbors erally upon the 
valuc of the privileges contracted for in a con- 
ditional contract made on the twenty-first day 
of May, eightecn hundred and fifty-nine, be- 
tween fsaae Toucey, the Secretary of the 
Navy of the United States, and Ambrose W. 
Thompson, and the Chiriqui, Improvement 
COMPANY. oe ceeeecceeeeeecscessecssceeeese 10,090 00 


25,000 09 


x 
57,096 09 


25,880 00 


5,000 00 


9,010 00 


1,500 00 


39,400 00 
5,000 00 


$10,461,030 02 


By the act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the thirtieth of 
June, cighicen hundred and sixty-one. 


Legislative. 


For compensation and mileage of Senators... 

For compensation of the office r 
sengers, and others receivi 

"the Senate, 


$189,138 23 


Secretary of the 3,609 09 
Officer charged wit 
ate... 
Chiefelerk. x 
Principal clerk and pi clerk in 
the oflice of the Secretary of the Senate, at 
two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars 
each. basosase 
Light clerks in the office of ry of the 
Renate, at one thousand eight himdred and 
fifty dollars each.. aar raids are 


rsements of the Sen- 
.. 429 09 
2,500 00 


4,320 00 


14,809 09 


Keeper of the 1,752 00 
Two messeuge 

dolars each. 2,169 09 
One page. 509 00 


2,009 09 
1,760 00 
1,750 00 
1,440 00 
1,809 00 
15500 00 


Sergcant-at-Arms and Do 
istant Deorkeeper. 
anster to the ¥ 
tant Postn 
Two mail boys, at niue hundred dollars cach... 
Superintendent of ihe document room. +a... +++ 


fj 


Two tants in the document room, at one 

thousand two hundred dollars each......-... 2,400 00 
Superintendent of the folding room..:...- 1,500 00 
‘Two messengers, acting as asssistant doorkeep- 

ers, at one thousand five hundred dellars each, 3,009 00 


z 


Sixteen messengers, atone thousand two hun- 


dred dolars CACHE ss... eseese eee ese cee esee 19,200 00 


Superintendent in charge of Senate furnace: 1,200 00 
Assistant in charge of furnaces. . 600 09 | 
Laborer in private passage...- ia i . 600 00 
Two laborers, at four hundred and eighty dollars i 
eeceacee 9280 00; 


Riesaer cee PAE E E 


Draughtsman x ia 1,850 00 

Clerk to the Committee on Finance...-...ee eee 1,859 00 

Clerk to the Committee on Claims. .-.-++++.+++ 1,850 00 

Clerk of printing records......+ ae een o 
7 


Chaplain.....eee- 


For contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: 
For lithographing and éngraving’.....2... 
For binding: isee gri sipine 
For stationery vee cees 12,009 -00 
For newspapers 3,300 06 
For Congressional Globe, and binding the same, 32,090. 00 
For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe tor g 

the second session of the ‘Thirty-Sixth Con- 

gress, at seven dollars and fifty cents: per col-. ; 

UMN Ss Seige oe poe ed Swawndn’ pee case ay oonbe ge ee; 1dQ00. OO 


-$30,000 00 
ventas esee 50,000.00 


i For the usual additional compensation to the re- 


porters of the Senate for the. Congressional 
Globe for reporting the proceedings of the Sen- ` 
ate for the second session of the Thirty-Sixth. 

: 3,200 00 


Congress, at cight hundred dollars each...... 
For clerks to committees, pages, horses, and 
€MTVAUS cece cee cece seer ee vereseseeses 14,936 00 
For Capitol police..... seseveeee 8,200 00 


For expenses of the heating y 

lighting apparatus.. seceseses 12,000 06 
For miscellaneous items diagiewecionss sano 20,000 00 
For compensation and mileage of members of 

‘the House of Representatives and Delegates 

from Territoric: +++ 615,250 00 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 
sengers, and others receiving an annual sai- 
ary in the service of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, viz: 


, Ventilating, and 


Clerk of the House of Representatives..... . 3,600 00 
Two clerks, at two thousand one hundred and 

sixty dollars cach... cesee eee ee eee veces cee 4,820 00 

| Eleven clerks, at one thousand eight hundred 

dollars each. seveeveeecss 19,800 00 
Principal messe 1,752 00 
Three messengers, at one thousan: Ù 

dolars cach... ese seesresesseseeesevereseree 3600 00 
Sergeant-at-Arms 2,160 00 
Clerk to the Serg See 1,800 00. 
Messenger to the Sergeant-at-Aruis 1,200 00 
POStMAStEL sess knee siteen ec seveees 2,160 09 
One messenger itt the OfFCC...sa cece eeereenees 1,740 00 
Four messengers, at one thousand four hundred 

and forty dollars Cach.. ssessereresnesere saes 5,760 09 
DOOrkeeper.cseeecseccarevercncces evee 2,160 00 
Superintendent of the folding rown eresse 1,800 00 
Two messengers, at one thousandseven hundred 

and fifty-two dollars each. esseosesessese 3,504 00 
One MCSSENGCT... eee see eee sivecescceseee 1,740 00 
Five messengers, at one thousand five hundred 

dollars each oo... ccseeeeeeceeeseeneeeneeere. 7,500 00 
Six messengers, at one thousand two hundred 

dollars CACH seses ossssuveseseooesrsesesceee 7,200 00 
Eleven messengers, to be employed during the 

session of Congress, at the rate of one thou- a 

sand two hundred dollars each per annumr..,. 3,350.00 
Messenger to the Speakers. ss... 1,752 00 
Clerk to the Committee of Claim 1,800: 90. 
Cierk to the Conunittee of Ways and Means 1,800.00 
Chaplain .cccccccscccrecercscecscecssecee cone 750 00 

For contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, viz: 

For binding documents ....cc cease asesores ev 50,000 00 


! For pages and temporary ma 


10.000 00 
, 15,000 00 
6,000 00 


For furniture repairs, aud boxes f 
For stationery ces yenik arb itini 
For horses, carriages, and saddle horse: 
For fuel, ofl, and candles, ineluding pay of 

gincer, firemen, and > Mud materi 

for engine room.. 
For newspapers. 
For Capitol police. 
For taborers......0+ 


For folding documents, including 


30,000 00 
2,000 00 


wrapping paper, twine, and paste.....- 


17,800 00 
For two mail boys, at nine hundred dollars each, 
and the messenger in charge of the south ex- 


3,300 00 
E 40,090 00 
For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 

Globe and Appendix for each member and dei- 
egate of the second session of the Mhirty-Sixth 
Congress... 
For binding twenty-four copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix for each member 
and Delegate of the second session of the Thir- 
ty-Sixth Congr è oa 
For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe for 
the second session of the ‘Phi ixth Con- 
at seven dollars and fifty cents per col- 


17,424 09 


6,969 60 


gress. 
8,000 00 


cond 
at hundred dollars each. .... 


Library of Congress. 

For compensation of librarian, three assistant 
librarians, and messenge 
For contingent expenses of 
For purchase of books for said library. 


gres: 4,000 09 


aeeresarareraee 9,000 00 
. 1,000 00 
5,090 00 
2,000 00 


ks 
For purchase of law books for said library... 
For compensation of the Superintendent of Pub- 
lie Printing, and the clerks and messcnger in 
his office eee 
For conting xpenses of his office, viz: For 
blank books, stationery, postage, advertising 
for proposals for paper, furniture, traveling ex- 
penses, cartage and labor in storing and trans- 
portation of paper, and miscellaneous items.... 2,850 06 


9,714 00 


528 
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Appropriations, New Offices, £e. 


For paper required for the printing of the second 

session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress.....---$100,000 00 
For printing required for the second session of 

the Thirty-Sixth Congress........-.-+0+-+s00+ 70,000 00 


Court of Claims. 


For salaries of three judges of the Court of Claims, 
the solicitor, assistant solicitor, clerk, and as- 


sistant clerk, and messenger Miere ree 27,300 00 
For stationery, books, fuel, lights, labor, and mis- 
a Vems for the Court of Claims...... 4,000 00 
Executive. > 
For compensation of the President of the United 
States..crescvvecccererereccceecceeseeessers 20,000 00 
For compensation of the Vice President of the 
United States... sceceesccseeseeseceer essere 8,009 00 
Foreompensation to secretary to sign patents for 
tanda, 2. cece cess eect eeesaeceserserecsssce. 2,500 00 
For compensation to the private secretary, stew- 
ard, and messenger of the President of the Uni- 
ted States... .ccccsscceereeecevecsecsensscsess 4,600 00 
For contingent expenses of the executive office, 
including stationery therefor. ,ssssssaressrsee 350 00 
Department of State. 
For compensation of the Secretary of State and 
Assistant Secretary of State, clerks,messenger, 
assistant messenger, and laborers in his office, 57,800 00 
For the incidental and contingent expenses of said 
Department. 
For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, and in 
newspapers of the States and Territories, and 
in the city of Washington........+eeeeeeeeees 16,725 00 
For stationery, blank books, binding, furniture, 
fixtures, repairs, painting, and glazing........ 10,000 00 
For miscellaneous items., s., +... 2.1. eee + 2,000 00 
For copper-plate printing, books, and maps..... 2,000 00 
For extra clerk hire and copying...i...ceseee+. 2,000 00 
To enabie the Secretary of State to purchase fifty 
copies, cach, of volumes twenty-two and twen- 
ty-three of Howard’s Reports of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States... 500 00 
~ Northeast Executive building. 
For compensation of four watchmen and two 
laborers of the northeast executive building... 3,600 00 
For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
fuel, light, repairs, and miscellaneous expenses 4,500 00 
Treasury Department. 
For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 
laborers in his Off Ces... eee eeeaseeeeeeees 48,600 00 


For compensation of the First Comptroller, and 
+ the clerks, messenger, and laborers in his office, 28,340 00 
For compensation of the Second Comptroller, 
and the clerks, messenger, and laborer in his 
OCC sce secsseccneeseasseesceesesonenceenes 
For compensation of the First Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 
laborers in his office..... -- 35,940 00 
For compensation of the Second Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, 
and laborer in his office ...ece cece ew cee enone 
For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the 
elerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 
laborers in his Offce 1... cece ce eee eee cece ae.. 132,640 00 
For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his OffC@...... sea eee sesoserosssssesre 
For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and laborer in his office... 
For compensation of the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post Office Department, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant megsenger, and 
laborers in his office... Deiter aiino veces el 12,340 OO 
For compensation of the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States, and the clerks, messenger, and as- 
sistant messenger, and laborers in his office... 
For compensation of the Register of the 'Treas- 
ury, and the clerks, messenger, assistant mes- 
senger, and laborers in his office.. pases 
For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks and messenger in his office, 
For compensation of the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, and the clerks, messenger, and laborer in 
his office.. seb meee ee enaeenenes 
For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer of the Light-House Board ........000+ 


Contingent Expenses of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury : 

For copying, blank books, stationery, binding, 
sealing ships’ registers, translating foreign lan- 
guages, advertising, and extra clerk hire for 
preparing and collecting information to be laid 
before Congress, for miscellaneous items..... 
In the office of the First Comptroller: 

For furniture, blank books, binding, stationery, 
public documents, State and territorial stat- 
utes, and miscellaneous iteMs......cceese sees 


Tn the office of the Second Comptroller: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, pay for the 
National Intelligencer and Constitution, to be 
filed and preserved for the use of the office, 
office furniture, and miscellaneous items..... 
in-the office of the First Auditor ; 

For blank books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
nitnre, and miscellaneous items, including 
subscription for the Constitution aud National 
Intelligencer, to be filed for the use of the of- 


25,840 00 


35,540 00 


26,804 72 
17,840 00 


27,340°00 


17,140 00 


20,440 00 
9,240 00 


12,000 00 


1,800 00 


1,200 00 


1,500 00 


51,940 00 | 


In the office of the Second Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
niture, and miscellaneous items, including 
two of the daily city newspapers, to be filed, 
bound, and preserved for the use of the office, $1,200 00 
In the office of the Fourth Auditor : 

For stationery, books, binding, labor, and mis- 
CEHANCOUS ITEMS. .cecereerrecnecoverecareeres 
In the office of the Fifth Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
niture, carpeting, and miscellaneous expenses, 
in which are included two daily newspapers, 
In the office of the Treasurer: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
CEHANCOUS TEENS... cee ee eeeee ee ae eee tees 
In the office of the Register: 

For ruling and full-binding books for recording 
collectors’ quarterly abstracts of commerce 
and navigation, and blank abstracts for their 
use, blank books, binding and stationery, ar- 
ranging and binding canceled marine papers, 
eases for official papers and records, and mis- 
cellaneous items, including office furniture and 
Carpeting oo ce veveccsececcvcnveceevisocsscees 


Light-House Board. 


For blank books, binding, stationery, miscella- 
neous expenses, and postage......eseereecres 


For the general purposes of the Southeast 
Executive building, including the exten- 
sion and the building occupied by the 
Attorney General and the First Auditor. 

For compensation of twelve watchmen and 
eleven laborers of the Southeast executive 
building...........25- stpeacencesceseveceree 13,800 00 

For contingent expenses of said building, fuel, 
light, and miscellaneous itcMs........eeeeeeee 


1,000 00 


800 00 


1,000 00 


4,000 00 


600 00 


10,000 00 


Department of the Interior. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the clerks, messengers, assistant mes- 
sengers, watchmen, and laborers in his office, 36,900 00 
For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and the recorder, 
draughtsman, assistant draughtsman, clerks, 
messengers, assistant messengers, packers, 
watchmen, and laborers in his officc.........173,890 00 
For additional clerks in the General Land Office, 
under the act of third March, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-five, granting bounty 
land, and for laborers employed therein...... 58,400 00 
To enable the Secretary of the interior to carry 
into effect the act approved the sixteenth of 
May, eighteen hundred and sixty, creating an 
additional land district in Washington ‘Yerri- 
For compensation of the Commissioner of in- 
dian Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, assist- 
ant messenger, watchmen, and Jaborers in his 
OfiCC...eoposesessosoeocpecsosossosoosea oeeo 31,940 00 
For compensation of five extra clerks employed 
inthe Indian Office, under acts of August five, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, and March 
three, eighteen hundred and fifty-five and un- 
der appropriations made from year to year.... 
For compensation of one clerk in the Indian Of- 
fice, employed to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry out the regulations preseribed 
to give effect to the seventh section of the act 
of third March, eighteen huudred and fifty-five, 
granting bounty lands to Indians......s..ss 
For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the clerks, messenger, assistant mes- 
senger, and laborers in his office............-109,340 00 


contingent expenses, Department of the Interior. 


ffice of the Secretary of the interior: 

For books, stationery, furniture, fucl, lights, and 
other contingencies, and for books and maps 
for the library....ssessesoeseracoosssesosesoo 

For expenses of packing and distributing con- 
gressional journals and documents, in pursu- 
ance of the provisions contained in the joint 
resolution of Congress approved twenty-eighth 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, and 
act of February fifth, eighteen hundred and 
NİNE coseceresevecves 
Office of Indian Affa 

For blank books, binding, stationery, fuel, lights, 
and misecllaneous items, including two of the 
daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office..........0- 
General Land Office: 

For cash system and inilitary patents, under laws 
prior to twenty-eighth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty, patent and other recdrds ; 
tract books and blank books for this and the 
district land offices; binding plats and field- 
notes; stationery, furniture, and repairs of 
same, and miscellaneous items, including two 
of the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, 
and preserved for the use of the office; also, 
for contingent expenses, in addition, under 
swamp land act of twenty-eighth September, 
eighteen hundred and fiity, military bounty 
acts of twenty-eighth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty. and twenty-second March, 
cighteen hundred and fifty-two, and act thirty- 
first August, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, 
for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants, 42,000 06 

For fuel, lights, and incidental expenses attend- 
ing the same, including pay offurnace-keepers, 2,000 00 


8,000 00 


7,000 00 


1,400 00 


6,500 00 


3,000 09 


5,000 00 


i 


Pension Office : 

For stationery, binding books, furniture, and re- 
pairing the same, miscellaneous items, includ- 
ing two daily city newspapers, to be filed, 
bound, and preserved for the use of the office, 
and for engraving and retouching plates for 
bounty Jand warrants, printing and binding the 
same, also, for expenses in removing the office 
from Seventeenth to Seventh streets, and for 
furniture in the new office.. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Publie 
Buildings, and the clerk and messenger in this 
OMICE.. cceccreeccencece cesses neeeecterssecne 

For stationery, blank books, plan, drawings, and 
other contingent expenses of the office of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings..........- 


Surveyors-general and their clerks. 


For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Illinois and Missouri, and the clerks in his 
QTE PETET E PETA ern’ e'e le aiecy's va dinte aie 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Louisiana, and the clerks in his office....... 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Florida, and the clerks in his office..... 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Wisconsin and Iowa, and the clerks in his 
OMICE oe rceecerecccrencecce senses T ET 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Ore- 
gon, and the clerks in his office.....sceeseeee 

For rent of the surveyor general’s office of Ore- 
gon, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental Expenses... . 6. cece cree essere eeeceee 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Cal- 
fornia, and the clerks in his office.... .. 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Califor- 
nia, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci~ 
dental expenses, including pay of messenger, 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Washington Territory, and the clerks in his 
OFCE. ccc ccce cece cece ence cere nseetesnese eens 

For office rent for the surveyor general of Wash- 
ington Territory, fucl, books, stationery, and 
other incidental ExXpeNseS...siseserereeereces 

For compensation of the surveyor general of New 
Mexico, and the clerks in his office......50.. 

For rént of the surveyor general’s office in New 
Mexico, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
Cental Expenses... s.e esssssuseosessassrseseo 

For compensation of translator in the office of 
surveyor general of New Mexico.........--- 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, and the”clerks.in his office, 

Yor office rent of the surveyor general of Kansas 
and Nebraska, fuel, and incidental expenses, 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Utah, and the clerks in his office...66. seen 

For rent of the surveyor generals office in Utah, 
fuel, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
PENSCS reeeeeeeeee è 

For compensation o gene 
nesota, and the elerks in his office... ss. eae 

For compensation of clerks in the offices of the 
surveyors general, to be apportioned to them 
according to the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice, and to be employed in transcribing ficld- 
notes of surveys for the purpose of preserving 
them at the seat of Government....crcsereres 

For salary of the recorder of land titles in Mi 


BOUTL. esses essacsasssosacasessoens wesnenees 


War Department. 


For compensation of the Secretary of War, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, 
and laborer in Bis O11CO.... cee eee e eee e ene 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Adjutant Gencral........- 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Quartermaster General... 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Paymaster General.... 660s 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer in the office of the Commissary Gen- 


in the office of the Surgeon General.......++ 
For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer in the office of Topographical Engi- 
NECISe rececsccccsecccnecaseatacaaes 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of Chief Engineer. . 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Colonel of Ordnance...... 


Contingent expenses of the War Department. 
Office of the Secretary of War: 


For blank books, stationery, books, maps, extra 


clerk hire, and miscellaneous iteMs...., +606 
Office of the Adjutant General: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
CEHANCOUS ICIS. 2... eae ee ee ee ne ee 
Office of the Quartermaster General: ; 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellancous items.....- 
Office of the Paymaster General : 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
COHANEOUS ILCMIS.. eee ee eee cece teen renee 
Office of the Commissary General : 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items..............- eres PEPP 
Offiee of the Chief Engineer : 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items, including two daily Wash- 
ington PAPCTSeresererccesenceserecneceneeree 


ba eraeeeseens 25,000 00 


4,200 00 


250 00 


5,820 00 
4,500 00 
5,500 00 


8,300 00 
7,500 00 


2,000 00 
15,000 00 


2,600 00 
7,000 00 


2,500 00 
7,000 00 


2,500 00 
1,487 06 
8,300 00 
2,500 00 
8,000 00 


2,500 00 
8,300 00 


25,000 00 
500 00 


22,000 00 
13,640 00 
16,440 00 
12,440 00 


10,040 00 
5,240 00 


10,640 00 
8,240 00 
12,240 00 


5,500 00 
2,000 00 
1,200 00 

500 00 


1,200 00 


900 00 
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Appropriations, New Offices, &e. 


36rH Cona....1sr Suss. 


Office of the Surgeon General : 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
CENUANCOUS [ENS ean cs cecscceseeccsececccess 
Office of Colonel of Ordnance: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
eeHanvons items...... 00.2.4 vessosssoresosso 


Oftice of the Colonel of Topographical Engi- 
neers : 

For blank books, binding, stationcry,and mis- 

CCHANCOUS CMS... eceeecesececeseeereeeses 


For the general purposes of the Northwest 
Executive building. 

For compensation of four watchmen aud two 

laborers of the Northwest executive building, 3. 

For fuel, light, and miscellaneous items........ 4 


For the general purposes of the building 
corner of F and Seventeenth streets. 


For compensation of superintendent, four watch- 
mien, and two laborers for said building...... 3,850 00 
For fuel, compensation of firemen, and miscel- 
TQNCOUS ILEMS.... cece eee eee eceeereeteueces 


Navy Department. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, 

and the clerks, messenger, assistant messen- 

ger, and laborer in his OCE. ...esssess esee. 29,600 09 
For compensation of the chief of the Burean of 

Navy-Yards and Docks, and the clerks, mes- 

senger and laborer in his office............... 14,140 00 
For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 

Ordnance and Hydrography, and the clerks, 

messenger, and laborer in his office........... 12,340 00 
For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 

Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, and of 

the engineer-in-chief, and the clerks, messen- 

ger, and laborers in his office... s... esee sooo 21,340 00 
For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 

laborer in the Bureau of Provisions and Cloth- 


$400 00 


500 00 


[DBs cece cecectsscecerenccecerersesseseccsss 8,840 00 
For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 

Medicine and Surgery, and the clerks, messen- 

ger and laborer in his Office......secseeeeeess 95540 00 


Contingent expenses of the Navy Department. 
Office of the Secretary ofthe Navy: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, newspa- 
pers, periodicals, and miscellaneous items..... 2,840 00 
Bureau of Yards and Docks: 

For stationery, books, plans, and drawings. .... 


Bureau of Ordance and Hydrography: 
For blank books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
Eere i205 5.0.0 oie EE T ce 
Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Re- 
pairs: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
and miscellaneous itCMS....eeereeevceees eres 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 

For blank books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
itOM. cee ceca necananes 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery : 

For blank books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
Hems. ogee eeees 


For the general purposes of the Southwest 
; Executive building. 

For compensation of four watchmen of South- 
west executive building............ se ceveeses 


For contingent expenses of said building, viz : 
For labor, fuel, lights, and miscellaneous items, 


Post Office Department. 


For compensation of the Postmaster General 
three Assistant Postmasters General, an 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, 
watchmen, and laborers of said Department. .157,800 00 

Contingent Expenses of said Depariment. 

For blank books, binding, and stationery, fuel 
for the General Post Office building, including 
the Auditor’s office, oil, gas, and candles, 
printing, day watchman, and for miscellaneous 
items, for repairs of the General Post Office 4 
building, for office furniture, glazing, painting, 
whitewashing, and for keeping the fire-places 
and furnaces it Order... cece eeeee reese er teee 


General Post Office extension. 


For watchman, engineer, (for steam engines,) 
laborers, fuel, gas, candles, repairs of furniture, 
and for miscellaneous items. s... esse ... 10,000 00 


Printing for Executive Departments. 

For paper and printing for the Executive De- 
partments, Including the annual estimates of 
appropriations, and the paper, printing, and 
binding of the Annual Statement of Commerce 
and Navigation of the United States.......... 55,000 00 


Mint of the United States. 


At Philadelphia: 

For salaries of the director, treasurer, assayer, 
melter and refiner, chief coiner and engraver, 
assistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, 
and seven clerks.....-+ eee secre 27,900 00 

For wages of workmen and adjuste meee. 67,000 00 

For incidental aud contingent expenses, 
ing wastage, in addition to other available 
FUNAS.. cece cc eeeeewenes seese. 30,000 00 

For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved 


800 00 


750 00 


800 00 
700 00 


voaasovesesevosososeo 


450 00 


2,400 00 


3,913 00 


15,000 00 


at the Mint.........-6-- Scie Se al ees ce ý 300 00 
For transportation of bullion from the New York 

assay office to the United States Mint for coin- 

OBC cceparcosecsensscoveeserspencssesensers 5,000 00 


New Serms—No. 34, 


At San Francisco, California: 
For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, assayer, 
melter and refiner, coiner, and five clerks....$30,500. 00 
For wages of workmen and adjusters....,...... 96,928 00 
For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available 
Assay Office, New York : 
For salaries of officers and clerk, 10... scseeeee 
For wages of workmen........ceceenees 
At New Orleans: 
For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, assayer, 
coiner, melter and refiner, and three clerks... 
For wages of workmen....... nee deecen acre cece 
For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available 
MUNAS. 50.50 savevescocvsaseieoecsssecsicvers 
At Charlotte, North Carolina: 
For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, 
ONE CHEK... seeceeeccrecevecevessececesscsee 6,000 
For wages Of WOrKMEN...cseccecceecserrseeeee 3B. 
At Dahlonega, Georgia : 
For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, 


29,440 21 


24,900 00 
24,000 00 


sees 


18,300 00 
28,519 45 


and CLK cece sseeeccceseveeesteceeereceses 6,000 00 
Government in the Territories. 

Territory of New Mexico: 

For salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 

LOLATY oc cec vevvecersovccccesesesesecccesces 12,000 00 
For contingent expenses Of said Territory...... 1,000 00 
For interpreter and translator in the executive . 

Oeti cree ccccccccerecesecceccsccccssseeses 500 00 
For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly.... 10,000 00 

Territory of Utah: 

For salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 

retary ..e..s teecccenccccceeccs crescccessoess 19,000 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 1,500 00 

Territory of Washington: 

Por salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 

YOLATY 22.2.2 OS A E TERT . 12,500 00 
For contingent expenses of said 'Territory,..... 1,500 00 
For compensation and mileage of the members of 

the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 

contingent expenses of the Assembly........ 20,000 00 

Territory of Nebraska: 

For salaries of the governor, three judges, and 

SOCLELATY ce cececcccccccceresceerecsseseserers 10,500 00 
For contingent expenses of said ‘Territory...... 3,000 00 
For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, Officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly.... 20,000 00 

Territory of Kansas: 

For salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 

TOLBLY cee. cesecescescccseces soresceres cess 10,500 00 
For contingent expenses of said ‘Territory...... 1,500 00 
For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly , Officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Asscmbly.,.. 20,000 ,00 

Judiciary. 
For salaries of the Chief Justice of the Supreme 

Court, and eight Associate Justices......+... 54,500 00 
For salaries of the district judges.........++...113,250 00 


For salary of the circuit judge of California...... 6,000 00 
For salaries of the chief justice of the Distri 
Columbia, the associate judges, and the judges 


of the criminal court and the orphans? court... 15,750 00 


Office of the Attorney General. 


For salaries of the Attorney General, Assistant 
Attorney General, and the clerks and messen- 


gers in his office........... aba aaeeavaaee sae 17,500 00 
For contingent expenses of the office of the At- 

torney General sssesesesessareoseeereereeees 2,000 00 
For purchase of law and necessary books for the 

office of the Attorney General.....sseeeeeees 500 00 
For the purchase of deficient State reports and 

statutes for the office of the Attorney General, 500 00 
For fuel and labor for the office of the Attorney 

General ...ccccessscesccccccccseserseccsenss 500 00 
For furniture and book-cases for office of the 

Attorney General. .essesssssrrereaoreereseee 300 00 
For legal assistance and other neeessary expend- 

itures in the disposal of private land claims in 

California ..sseseecessoseesacesesoeeseeo eese 10,000 00 
For speciai and other extraordinary expenses 

of California land claims...... 20,000 00 
For salary of the reporter of the d 

Supreme Court.....- sa eeeecceneceeseens 1,300 00 
For one hundred and fifty copies of volun 

twenty-third of Howard’s Reports of Decis- 

ions of the Supreme Court of the United 

States, to be furnished by the reporter thereof 

to the State Department for distribution ac- 

cording to existing LAWS. ....eeeser essen ee eens 750 00 
For compensation of the district attorneys. - 11,850 00 
For compensation of the marshals........++++ 10,400 00 


For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, cir- 
cuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; also, for 
jurors and witnesses, in aid of the funds aris- 
ing from fines, penalties, and forfeitures in- 
curred in the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-one, and previous 
years ; and likewise for defraying the expenses 
of suits in which the United States are con- 
cerned, and of prosecutions for offenses com- 
mitted against the United States, and for the 
sate keeping of prisoners. i 1,000,000 00 

For the detection and bringing to trial of per- 
sons engaged in counterfeiting the coin of the 
United States, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. .....++ 10,000 00 


Independent Treasury. 

For salaries of the Assistatt ‘Treasurers of the 

United States at New York, Boston, Chartes- + 

ton, and Saint Louis..0i.....:0.065 seise rie s 816350000 
For additional salary: of the“ treasurer of the y 

Mint at Philadelphia. ci -s.. ete seee eee ass, 1,000 00 
For additional saläry of the treasurer of the (7!) 

branch mint at New Orleans osii iins dilas 
For salaries of five of the-.additional: clerks au- 

thorized by the acts of sixth August, eighteen - 

hundred and forty-six, and paid under acts of 

twelfth August, eighteen hundred: and forty- 

eight, third March, eightetn hundred and fifty- 

one, and third March, eighteen hundred and 

ARY=f1VE .. oeeces coves tivedeteve ss we pastesie es 
For salary of additional clerk in office of assist- 

ant treasurer at BOStOn.......ccccekeeenveses 
For salaries of clerks, messengers, and watch- 

men in the office of the assistant treasurer at 

New Voric....cecceseeseeensenceeeeeivoense 13,900 00 
For salaries of nine supervising and fifty local 

inspectors, appointed under act thirticth Au- 

gust, eighteen hundred and fifty two, for the 

better protection of the lives of passengers by 

steamboats, with traveling and other expenses 

incurred by them .........0cceere PETEN +. 80,000 00 
For compensation to the faborer in charge of the 

water-closets in the Capitol.......... 
For compensation to the public gardener........° 1,440 00 
For compensation of twenty-two laborers em- 

ployed in the public grounds and President’s 

garden.... 
For compensation of the keeper of the western ` 


gate, Capitol Square. ...ssssesessasesessessse 876 00 
For compensation of two day watchmen em- ` 

ployed in the Capitol square... sei.ssesesee. 1,200 00 
For compensation of two night watchmen em- 

ployed at the President’s HOUSE... sses seese 15200 00 
For compensation of the doorkeeper at the Pres- 

ident’s HOUSE. ....eeceeerseees seeceesecevess 600 00 
For compensation of the assistant doorkeeper at 

the President’s house......sceseccececeeseese 600 00 
For compensation of one night watchman em- 

ployed for the better protection of the build- 

ings lying south of the Capitol, and used as 

public stables and carpenters?’ shops........+ 600 00 
For comsensation of watchman employed on 

reservation number two ........ tease se 600 00 


For compensation of four draw-keepers at the 
Potomac bridge, and for fuel, oil, and jamps.. 3,266 00 
For compensation of two draw-keepers at the 
two bridges across the Eastern branch of the 
Potomac, and for fuel, oil, and lamps........ 1,180 00 
For compensation of the auxiliary guard and one i 
lieutenant, and for fuel, oit, and lamps, and for 
twenty policemen, to be appointed in the same 
manner as the auxiliary guard ..... ese eee eeee 
For furnace-keeper at the President’s house... 


Expenses of the collection of revenue 
from lands. 
To meet the expenses of collecting the reve- 
nue from the sale of public lands in the sev- 
eral States and Territories: 
For salaries and commissions of registers of land 
- offices and receivers of public moneys.......262,700 00 
For expenses of depositing public moneys by re- ; 
ceivers of public MONCYS.... esse eeeecees 30,000 00 
For incidental expenses of the several land of- 
fices..... steerer eneneteeeeeriereesenecsesese 30,000 00 
Penitentiary. 
For compensation of the warden, clerk, physi- 
cian, chaplain, assistant keepers, guards, and 
matron of the penitentiary of the District of 
Columbia... ees. 
For compensation of three inspectors of said 
penitentiary ssssesssessss 
For the support and maiñtenance of said peniten- 
THOTY 2. cn cccnseccea cccvccsenevoncuseueacese 
For payment of messengers of the respective 
States forconveying to the seat of Government 
the votes of the electors of the said States for 
President and Vice President of the United 
States ve cceceseces errr ee ee eer ees serssoso 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
such amount as may by him be regarded as 
reasonable and just for the rent of the rooms 
occupied by the United States courts at Los 
Angeles, California, from the twenty-seventh 
October, eighteen hundred aud fifty-four, to 
the fifth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
six 
For extra compensation and salaries to the dis- 
trict judges of California, under the provisions 
of the seventh section of the act entitled “An 
act to define and regulate the jurisdiction of 
the district courts of the United States in Cal- 
ifornia, in regard to the survey and location of 
California private land claims,” approved 
June, [sixteenth] eighteen hundred and sixty.. 22,000 00 


$6,020,562. 73 


32,400 00 
60000 


13,640 00 
750 00 
6,298 25 


20,000 00 


3,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one. 

Survey of the coast. ; 

For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and Gulf coast 
of the United States, (including compensation of civil- 
ians engaged in the work, and cxcluding pay and emolu- 
ments of officers of the Army and Navy, and petty-offcers 
and men of the Navy employed on the work,)$200,000 00 
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Cona..:. ÍST SESS. 


For continuing the survey of the western coast For expenses of visiting and inspecting lights 
of the United States, including compensation and other aids to navigation... .sssrreesreree 81,414 8I | 
of civilians engaged in the work.... -§130,000 00 || For commissions, at two and a half poer centum, 

For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs to such superintendents as are entitled to the | 
and keys, (including compensation of civilians same under the proviso to act third March, | 
engaged in the work, and excluding pay and eighteen hundred and fifty-one, on the amount 
emoluments of officers of the Army and Navy, that may be disbursed by them, in addition to 
and petty officcrs and men of the Navy em- available Dalance.. cc. ceeceseeveevsesveeess 6,638 61 
ployed on the Work}.sesserererse sere sense 40,000 60 For the coasts of California, Oregon, and 

For running a line to connect the triangulation Washington : 
on the Atlantic coast witi tiaron tae Suitor For supplying fifteen light-houses and beacon- 

Mexico across the vill pe yeah aed th lights with oi}, glass chimneys, wicks, chamois 
ing compensation to civilians engaged in the skins, polishing powder, and other cleaning 
work.. hir at the ‘obs Aan Ma deinthe ones 5,000 00 materials, transportation, expenses of keeping 

For publishing the obs: i au nea ays eine lamps and machinery in order, publishing 
as of the ane of Tannen, a K e s notices to mariners of changes of aids to navi- ot 

ates, inc £ ation.. ot 3 
engaged in th WOrK.ssseeresupreroseeereeee 5,006 00 P ae of thirty-tive keepers and assistant ? 

For repairs of steamers and sailing schooners Keepers of light-houses, at an average not ex- 

paea de tne consteur: wa EA AA 10,090 00 ceeding eight hundred dollars per annum.... 4,000 00 
or iuei and ners bean d iers of For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, re- 
easy serving in the coast survey in cases pairing D ae sup eh ioes a 

ng > uoys and day-beacons, and for chains an 
no longer provided for by the quartermaster’s sinkers for the same, and for coloring and 
GEPATLMENt. sss eerrereteerrrscrerecsserrsees 5,000 00 numbering all the DUOYS.ssss vess esre eese eere 8,000 00 

For pay aud rations of engineers for seven For maintenance of the vessel provided for by 
steamers, used in the hydrography of the coast ! the act of eighteenth August, eighteen hen- 
survey, nolongersupplicd by the Navy Depart- B | dred anà fifty-six, for inspection and trans- 
MEelfessorseroesarnnererevorrernesersenetenre 12,809 00 portation pUrpOSES.... esse seesrerrroeeevere 30,000 00 

To aupP ly ae eee ae the fund for eee 090 00 | For continuing the construction of the light- 
relief of sick and disabled seamen. ... -.e20- diddy house at Minot's Ledge, one of the Cohasset 

For the discharge of such miscellaneous claims, rocks, Boston bay, Massachusetts, being the 
not otherwise provided Aor ae shail be si amount remaining to be appropriated to com- 
man in due course of settlement at the 5.000 00 piete the work according to the originat esti- 

TEASULV eese eee cere rene eree rere were cere ees e 

For preserving the unfinished work upon te 3 la mate. N funy anata Contes seit) 47,090 36 
Charleston custom-house 5,000 00 | or comp ehon ang protect on of way 10 gut 6.000 00 

S eeooesrospoceeseses i i a MOs srssserara iess a 
To my, por uio, marble alrendy es at the il For the protection of the piers and beacon- te 
aries stom-house, n eon- t} onthe pier at Cleveland, OhiO..ssesessesroro 
tinuing the work on that building............ 15,009 00 i| For eae A of the piers and beacon-light G 
For preserving the unfinished work upon the. o ij on the piers at Fairport, ODiO....essessers..- 5,000 00 
a g a se H i 4 H 

E A E E r of fect ood ane house dug, 

Onlenna custom-house to be used in continu- j ceon ot the Anny serving on lighthouse ai uy? i 
ing the work on that building : 25,000 00 {} the payment of which is uo longer provided , | 

7 g ble the Seer £ -i Sin Eeer a eee 2 i for by the quartermaster’s department... .- es 3,202 29 
oon mas ie orea es PrO rup f For compensation of two superintendents for 
his forco the Pecesary rodna es the custom | the lire saving ATE on io coasta: Of Long 3,000 00 

i . ae sland and NEW SCYSCYV oar ccenne eeenenvevare 
house building at New Orleans, that is, one | For compensation of fifty-four keepers of sta- , 
half of the first floor of the old levee front (de- i!” tions, at two hundred dollars each..... s.s... 10,800 00 
signed for the post office department) accord- acannon L For support, carc, and medicat treatment of forty 
ing to the original design -... .- sores H : i transient paupers, medical and surgical pa- 

For the extension of the Treasury ding..... 350,000 GO l} tients, in Washi Inf a 6,000 00 

a oms in the Treasury buildin 7 || tients, in Washington Infirmary, s.eeosseeees 63 
or Turaishiing ro ms os ws sd iding 2,500 00 | For parchase of oe for the publie grounds, Do o 

2 z OSY CDOT One nice eve | For hire of carts on the public grounds.,....... 1,095 

a Oeni eleison lmatoriute erent ors 36 601 74 j For purchase P repair of tools used in the 250.00 

È ILS. eee eee eee eee y f ublie younds.. eases vaee ‘ata ore: at 0 
5 E i ae hy itz K RESENA j p g Seerso eeveseoso ees. 
To emie which bus beon delivered, and of the p Bor glean te Ra omg ta replace 
is x r te 7 i yliere PCCSSALY, SUCH AS No on piante: 
shops occupied, and to lay the marble flooring i by the United States, and the repair oF pave- 
of the porticoes, and to pay for the bronze doors, 45,920 09 || ments in frontof the public grounds.......+.. 2,500 00 
For ho prosecution ofthe work on tie Capit | uate stables, water pipes, Pavements and 
P 7 aN hi H publie stables, water pipes, pavements an 
extension one mie fioa year ending n j| other walks within the Capitol square, broken 
rticth of June, cighteen hundred and sixty- o {| Blass ANA LOCKS ..eeeeeeeeeceeee soseroseere 5,000 00 
ONEGsccvcrcens Scie Desde cere es 300,000 0 i| For annual repairs of the President’s house and 
Eo | enate aera eret ee 
pe by H of plants for garden, and contingent ex S 
thirty-four monolithic columns of American i adent tenin, REE ua See bs eet 6.000 69 
marble, at the price specified in their supple- | For fuel, in part, of the Presidents house.. s... 13800 00 
mental contract of March thirty, eighteen hun- i] For lighting the Capitol and President’s house, 
dred and fifty-four, the marble for said eojemns 47,600 00 | the public grounds arcund them and around 
to be approved by said superintendent. , |} the executive offices, and Pennsylvania ave- 
For contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: i} nue, Bridge ana High tea) in bayer 

For Axtures for gas, and furniture for the com- | bina te A at ad h and Twelfth streets, Pee 
mittee, office, and other rooms and apart- $ For ee patie boo “for library at the execu. 2 
ments, in the north wing of the Capitol, as Or Purchases Cr ve br library at the execu- 

3 > de eo A entre At tive manston, to be expended under the dirce- 
directed by the resolution of the Senate of i Pa ener $ ohh eet Aer j 
thirtieth March, cightcen hundred and sixty, „tion of shee resident ot the United Sann 250 00 
to be expended under the direction of the \ FOE remain OF mo Potomac, Navy-Yard, and 6.000 00 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- ADEN PICS cb tesa fabs erties cece re aos eee M2 


gent Expenses of the Senate .....errresrreene 
For the completion of the Washington aqueduct, 
to be expended according to to plans and esti- 
mates of Captain Meigs, and under his super- 
INLENAENCC oc. cece ence eee ecco renee sseeees e 800,060 00 
Furniture required for the new custam-lcuse, 
post office, and United States court-rooms at 
Wheeling, Virginia....-...eceeee cess 
For the repair of the custorn-house in the eity of 
BAMIMOFC. sss eceseceserceecsccreseescevcese 


19,400 00 | 


1,411 00 
25,000 00 


Light-house establishment. 


For Atlantic, Gulf, and Lake coasts, viz: 
For supplying the light-bouses and beacon-lights 
with oil, glass chimneys, wicks, chamois 
skins, polishing powder, whiting and other 
elcaning materials, transportation and other 
necessary expenses of the same, repairing and 
keeping in repair the lighting apparatus...... 136,226 00 
For repairs and Incidental expenses, refitting and 
improving all the light-houses, and buildi 


g 
connectedtherewhbD...esseresrrsesso .. 115,526 14 
For salarics of five hundred and sixty 
kecpors of light-houses and Hght-beacot ł 
their 8SsistantS.... eese easriearerecesre asiaa 188,912 97 
For salaries of forty-nine keepers of light-ves- 
SEB... Esasi sospeter 27,350 09 
Por seamen supplies, and inci- | 
dent sht light-vesscels... 172,705 00 


For exper ang, cleaning, painting, re- 
pairing, remouring, and supplying losses of 
buoys and day-beacons, and for chains and 
sinkers fur the same, and for coloring and 
numbering al the BUOYS. sassa 222 creee ree re 07,000 09 : 


| 


For taking down and rebuilding the southern- 
most span of the bridge across the Potomac, 
Known gs the Long Bridges. ..secesvenceeees 

| Forrepairs of Pennsylvania avenue.. a... s. sees 

| For grading and graveling B street south, from 
Seventh to Fourteenth streets west, setting 
curb and paving gutter with stone, and foot- 
way with brick on the north side of the same, 
next to the public reservation ......ee-eseeeee 

For inciosing the Circle at the intersection of 
Pennsylvania avenue and New Hampshire 
avenue and K and Twenty-third streets with 
a wrougnt iron railing five feethigh.......+5+ 

For pubiie r fall aber two and Lafay- 
ette squar 


For taking o of the grounds south of the Pres- 
ident’s hous 


3,247 54 
3,600 00 


7,979 50 


9,018 47 
2,000 60 


, continuing the improvement ef 


509 00 
500 00 


300 60 


{nia avenue, and repairing the same.......... 
For repairing the fenee around that portion of 
the Mall upon which the Smithsonian build- 
ing is situated.....serseeecerossesseranpsesso 
For curbing, paving footwalk ang gutter, laying 
stone footway and grading on the south side 
of Missouri avenue, from Third to Sixth 
BIEC WESEi eos cinwcc wove eae aus sewaleiesie 
For seats of wood in the Smithsonian grounds.. 


Survey of the public lands. 


į Fer surveying the public lands, (exclusive of 


500 09 


1,939 37 
100 00 


California, Gregson, Washington, New Mexico, 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Utab,) including inci- 


dental expenses and island surveys in the inte- 


i 


rior, and all other special and difficult surveys 
demanding augmented rates, to be apportioned 
and applied to the several surveying districts, 
according to the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice, ineluding expenses of selecting swamp 
jands and the compensation and expenses to 
survey or tolocate private land claims in Lon- 
. jsiana, in addition tothe unexpended balances 
of all former appropriations. ... sss. seeeee eee GOU,COT OG 
For surveying the public lands and private lend 
claims in California, to be disbursed at the 
rates prescribed by law for the different kinds 
GE WOK oe eee ccecuce cece ereeeenerecsseseeses 20,000 06 
For surveying the public lands and private land 
claims in New Mexico.....+eeeeeserense ness 10,000 00 
For surveying the public lands in Kansas and 
Nebraska ; also, outlines of Indian reserva- 
tions. .......e eee eee sense cece cess eseeecceee 2U,000 60 
For salary of the clerk detailed for the special 
service in the Genera} Land Office, to attend 
to the unfinished surveys in the States, when 
the offices of the surveyors general have been 
C1SOd wadeccceadevaentceessces ivesineescns “2,000 08 
For surveying the public langs in Oregon, to be 
disbursed at the rates now authorized by Jaw, 15,000 00 
For surveying the public lands in Washington 
Territory, at the rates now authorized by law, 15,000 00 


Patent Office. 


For drawings to illustrate the report of the Com- 
missioner of Patents for the year eighteen hun- 
Gred BNA SITY ccc cece wees cere neeerr sri sees 

For collection of agricultural statisties, investi- 
gations for promoting agricultural and rurat 
economy, and the procurement of cuttings and 
SCOCAUS crreee evereneersne evase vovveressareee 

For expenses of receiving, arranging, and taking 
care of copyright books, charts, and other 
copyright Matter ss ce svevec unsere ererocsosves 


Government Hospital for the Insane. 


For the support, clothing, arid medicaltreatment 
of the insane of the District of Columbia and 
of the Army and Navy at the asylum in said _ 


6,000 00 


60,600 00 


1,400 09 


DISUICte cece teres eceseecessereereeet cers sree SOUU 00 
For books and incidenta! expenses of the asy- 

IUMesesssossssessesoesesesosoeroserecvasese 500 00 
For completion of the four eastern seetions of 

the east wing of the hospital edifice....-...++ S6,LIT 00 
For furnishing the four eastern sections of the 

cast wing of the hospital edifice.............. 5,343 00 


For extending the heating apparatus into the 
four eastern sections of the hospital edifice... 5,000 00 
For erecting, furnishing, lighting, and heating a 
lodge for colored women, corresponding to 
that already erected and occupied by colored 
TEN ve recceesenctsesecetersreeetterteaeseeses 10,000 06 
For a gas holder, to be placed in a position in the 
rear of the east wing of the hospital cotre- 
sponding to that occupied by the present gas 
holder in the rear of the WCST WiNgesessseroeo 


Exploring expedition. 
For preservation of the collections of the ex- 


ploring and surveying expeditions of the Gov- 
PYNTACNE: estores inarse asco vace¥eedsecde's cna? 4,000 60 


Institution of the Deaf, Dumb, and 
Blind. 

For salaries and incidental expenses of the Insti- 
tution of the. Deaf, Dumb, and Blind, in the 
District Of Columblasescsecveesceeveeneeavess 

For expenses tebe incurred in taking the eighth 
census of the inhabitants of the United 
States. .ccececscevcreccses sovsenes + 1,000,000 00 

For extension of the General Post Offiee....... 70,000 00 


Botanic Garden. 

For grading, draining, precuring manure, tools, 
fuel, and repairs, purchasing trees and shrubs 
for botanic garden, to be expended under the 
direction of the Library Committee of Con- 

For pay of horticulturist and assistants in the 
botanic garden and green-houses, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Library Com- 
mittee Of CONgress oseeeeeeeeeree eres oroe s... 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to sup- 
ply such newly created offices as are entitled 
thereto by the act of eighth August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, with full sets of the 
Statutes at Large, and to replace those once 
furnished to old officers, which have since 
been unavoidably lost or destroyed. esse eeene 

For completing the printing, binding, and pub- 
lishing one thousand copies of the papers of 
James Madison, under the direction and con- 
trol of the Joint Committee on the Library of 
CONBIESS 05 oenesporvorisoenerrverreereserese 

For the completion of the capitol in the Torri- 
tory of New Mexico... .c.sereeeeee 

For converting the old Senate chamber into a 
court-reom, the old court-room into a law li- 
brary, and for fitting up the rooms in connec- 
tion with them, for the use of the Supreme 
Court and its Offers... cece cence eens 

For the survey of the eastern boundary of Cali- 
fornia, in pursuance of a law passed during 
the present session of Congress for that pur- 


POSCrswiesowesacewe's ie css 


1,060 00 


3,000 00 


3,309 00 


5,121 50 


1,000 00 


2,000 00 
60,000 00 


25,000 00 


For the repair of the capitol building in Ne- 
DIDSKO occ cere eee ce eete cen eeees 
For thesurvey of the forty-sixth parallel of north 
latitude, so far as it constitutes a common 
boundary between Oregon and Washington 


"PEVEROLV ce scas ec creed eectteanesae rae essee 


55,000 00 
5,000 00 


4,500 00 
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Appropriations, New Offices, &e. 


ST SES; 


36TH Cona...: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the Chickasaw Indians interest on one 
hundred thousand dollars, part of their na- 
tional fund which was paid into the Treasury 
in January, eighteen hundred and fife -seven, 
on account of the redemption of that amount 
of the State stock of Ohio previously held by 
that Department in trust for that fund........$21,000 00 
For the purpose of paying existing liabilities, and 
to finish the maps and ealenlations of the sur- 
yey of the Atrato route of the interoceanic 
canal... Saba sere ececee 
For fitting up the rooms in the center building 
of the Capitol, formerly occupied by the Sen- 
ate Committees on Naval, Military, and In- 
dian Affairs; for the use of the Court of Claims, 
under the superintendence of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings.........00. cesses 
To pay the publishers of the American State 
Papers, ordered to be printed by the act of 
June twelve, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, 
at the rate per volume paid for printing the 
first series of the said work less fifteen per 
centum, as the same may be delivered to the 
Secretary of the {nterior, and on his certificate 
OF MELIVCLY oes cece ceeeeee ence nes ereee ene e 340,000 09 
To sette and adjust the accounts of the con- 
tractor for the erection of the United States 
custom-house and post office at San Fran- 
cisco, California, and to pay to said contractor 
the amount that may be found to be justly due 
to him under the contracts made between said 
contractor and the proper officers of the Gov- 
ernment for erecting said building, and also 
such sum as may be found due for furnishing 
thE SAME... esaouenn ererrrer seVivewenaas {indefinite.} 


$5,092,820 94 


6,500 00 


3,000 00 


By the act making further Appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during 
the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty. 

For transportation of the mails, (inland)... 87,694,010 00 

For compensation to pOStMASterS. s ssssssese. -1,276,000 00 

For clerks in the offices of postmasters........ -475,000 00 

For ship, steamboat, and way Ictters........... 20,000 00 

For office furniture in the post-offices.......... 4,000 00 

For advertising... ssesosesversarsseseserensae 70,000 00 

For mail bags and to pay to the contractors for 
furnishing leather mail pouches, wrapping and 
printing paper mail locks and keys and stamps, 
interest, at the rate of six per cent., on all sums 
heretofore due said contractors, and which 
remained unpaid for want of funds, from the 
time said sums were duc to the day when the 
principal sums were in fact paid. ....seeseees 

For blanks... .....0.65 t 

For wrapping papers... .esccssccscacseeeeeeees 

For mai locks, Keys, and StampS.....sceveseee ) 

For mail depredations and special agents. 37,500 00 

For miscellaneous payments. s.ssses. sees eee. e 200,000 00 

For postage stamps and stamped envelopes. .... 50,000 00 

For payments of balances due to foreign coun- 

WOR ais eissii eos rere 300,090 00 
For payments to letter carriers... ee eo e e 187,037 00 
‘To supply deficiencies in the revenue of the Post 

Office Department for the year ending the thir- 

lieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty..3,196,324 00 
To pay E. K. Collins and his associates the 

remaining balance found due them upon their 

contract for transporting the United States 

mail between New York and Liverpool...... 80,282 72 


$13,635,153 72 


27,500 00 
54,000 00 
26,000 00 
7,500 00 


ee eens 


By the joint resolution making an appropriation 
for inaugurating the equestrian statue of Wash- 
ington. 

Transporting and placing Mills’s statue of Washington on 
the pedestal designated by the proper authorities, and in 
tle ceremonies appropriate to the occasion. .810,000 00 


By the jointresolution for the relief of the con- 

tractors of the Post Office Department. 

For carrying the mails, and of route agents, during the 
quarter ending thirty-first March, eighteen hundred and 
sixty, under the provisions of the act of July second, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six............[Indefinite.] 


By the resolution in regard to the ministers from 


Japan. 

To defray the expenses of the envoys and suite constituting 
the Japanese embassy, expected to arrive in the United 
States. To be expended under the direction of the See- 
retary of State... sev ceeeeeeses ees $50,000 00 


By the resolution for the relief of A. M. Fridley, 
late agent for the Winnebago Indians. 


The amount of judgment paid by him on the twenty-sixth 
of March, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, and which 
was obtained against him on the fifteenth of January, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-six, in the United States dis- 


trict court for the second district of Minnesota, in con- 


sequence of his having, under positive orders of the : 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, disregarded an injunc- : 


tion obtained against him in said court in regard to the 
ayment of certain moneys belonging to the Winnebago 
ndians, and which orders said Fridley was compelled 
to, and did, obey aud carry OUt.....e.eees ef Indefinite.) 


By the resolution for the relief of Arthur Edwards 
and his associates. 

For carrying the through mails on their boats between 
Cleveland and Detroit, Sandusky and Detroit, and Toledo 
and Detroit, during the years eighteen hundred and forty- 
nine and eighteen hundred and fifty-three, and the inter- 

WOTING VATS ce cerecssvecesescereeee eese: ef Indefinite. ] 


By the resolution authorizing the settlement of 
the accounts of John R. Bartlett, late commis- 
sioner of the United States to run and mark the 
boundary line between’ the United States and 
Mexico, and for other purposes. 


To adjust the accounts of John R. Bartlett, late commis- 
sioner of the United States under the treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo to run and mark the boundary line between 
the United States and Mexico, upon principles just, fair, 
and equitable to the said Bartlett and to the United States, 
and in conformity with the usage in such cases, and to 
ascertain, or cause to be ascertained, in making said ad- 
justment, whether the said Bartlett has received a credit 
upon his account with the Government, and, if so, what 
amount, for advances, if any, made by Thomas W. Tan- 
sill, late quartermaster and commissary of the said bound- 
ary commission, to Officers and men in the employment 
of the same, and claimed by said Tansii] to be due to him 
at the time of his turning over his transfer lists of officers 
and men, by order of said Bartlett, to George W. Thur- 
ber, his successor, deducting from the amount such sums 
as have been paid to the said Tansill......{Indefinite.] 


By the joint resolution for the relief of William 
H. De Groot. 


To settle the account of William H. De Groot, on, princi- 
ples of justice and equity, allowing to the said De Groot 
the amount of money actually expended by him in and 
about the execution of the said contract; and also to in- 
demnify him for such losses, liabilities, and damages, as, 
by virtue of the said joint resolution he was entitied to 
TOCELVEs eere ssseacseesessessesessseseeaso of indefinite.] 


By the act for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Charles Pearson, deceased. 


For the amount of money paid into the United States pat- 
ent Office by the said Pearson, whilst he was laboring 
under a state Of INSANItY. ces eee ee ee ened ye S140 00 


By the act for the relief of Thomas Fillebrown. 

For salary as secretary of the board of commissioners of the 
Navy hospital fund, from February seventh to May six- 
teenth, anno Domini cighteen hundred and twenty-seven 
and for commissions on the disbursements of said fund 
between the years eighteen hundred and twenty-five and 


eighteen hundred and twenty-nine....-..-+++++- 9430 00 


w i = 

By the act for the relief of Lydia Frazee, widow 
and administratrix of John Frazee, late of the 
city of New York. 

For the services of the said John Frazee, as architect and 
superintendent of the New York custom-house, from the 
third day of March, anno Domini eighteen hundred and 
forty-one, to the twenty-first day of May, anno Domini 
eighteen hundred and forty-two........... +++ 682,868 00 


By the act for the relief of William Geiger. 
For all claims against the United States by virtue of his 
ontract made on the eighteenth day of October, eighteen 
flundred and fifty-four, at Fort Smith City, with Captain 
French, for lime, stone, and mason work, for and on the 
barracks at Fort Washita, in Cherokee nation..94,610 62 


By the act for the relief of Moses Noble. 


To pay to Moses Noble, agent for the brig Good Hope, and 
the schooners Delta, Jasper, Sardine, Five Sisters, Com- 
monwcealth, and Two Brothers, for the benefit of the per- 
sons entitled thereto, for fishing bounties to which said 
vessels became entitled in the fishing season of the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty-tWwO....eeeeeeereeee $1,704 68 


By the act for the relief of Charner T. Scaife, 

administrator of Gilbert Stalker. 

For the use and service of the steamboat James Adams, 
belonging to said Stalker, from the first day of August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-one, to the ninth day ‘or July, 
eighteen hundred and forty-tw0........ceereee 85,645 16 


By the act for the relief of Mariano G. Vallejo. 
For the occupation by the troops of the United States of a 
building on the square of Sonoma, in California, from 
May thirtieth, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, to Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-three.........G8,800 00 | 


By the act for the relief of Tench Tilghman. 
For losses sustained by him in consequence of his appoint- 
ment toa consulate which was abolished by the Spanish 
Government while he was on his way to take charge of 
the same... + $1,000 00 


By the act for the relief of A. M. Mitchell, late 
colonel of Ohio volunteers in the Mexican war. 


For transportation from Monterey to Cincinnati, and from 
Cincinnati to Monterey, in eighteen hundred and forty- 
six, the trip not having been performed under orders but 


by leave granted in consequence of temporary disabitity, 
caused by wounds received in action on the twenty-first 
September, cighteen hundred and forty-six....[ Indefinite.] 


By the act for the reliefof Richard W., Meade! 
For expenses incurred by himandhis clerk for subsistence 
while under orders of the Navy Department and detained 
on shore at San Francisco, from the fifteenth of July to 
the thirtieth of September, eighteen: hundred and forty- 
nine, less the amount already received bythem-for com- 
‘mutation of their rations during the same period..566. 20 


By the act for the relief of George Stealey. 
For services rendered and expenses incurred hy him as 
agent, appointed by the Indian commissioners of the 
United States for the State of California to visit the 
northern tribes of Indians in said State.:.. [Indefinite.] 


By the act for the relief of David D: Porter; 
For certain extraordinary expenses incurred by him ‘in the 

discharge of his duty, under the orders of the Navy De- 

partment, on special service to the island of St: Do- 
"MANZO cese se ceeeceseseseneeneneees cose cess sees 8743 DO 


By the act for the relief of George B. Bacon, late 
acting purser of the sloop-of-war Portsmouth. 
For the amount properly payable to a purser of a sloop-of- 
war, for his services as acting purser as aforesaid during 
the period he acted as purser, deducting therefrom. the 
amount paid to said Bacon for the same period as com- 
mander’s clerk... tares eea {Indefinite.] 


By the act for the relief of Edward N. Kent. 
For the perpetual use, in all the present and future mint- 
ing establishments of the United States, of the apparatus 
for separating gold and other precious metals from for- 
eign substances, of which the said Edward N. Kent is 
the inventor and patentee........ see eee oe 66 B20,000'00 


By the act for the relief of Asenath 'M. Elliott, 

widow of Captain Edward G. Elliott. 

For compensation for private property applicd to the pay- 
ment of a balance erroneously appearing due from the 
said E. G. Elliott on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
MON .... esse eeeee sree cece ene eer ee en ee ee SD GOO 00 

— 

By the act for the relief of Jeremiah Pendergast. 

For the difference of pay allowed him as a watchman on 


the construction of the Patent Office extension and that 
allowed to other WatehMen.ssseseessss seres. Ñ139 91 


By the act for the relief of Mrs. Agatha O’Brien; 
widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien, late 
of the United States Army- oa on 

For such sums of money as may be found due to her late 
husband as captain of artillery, from the thirty-first ay 
of December, eighteen hundréd and forty-nine, when 
he was last Halle to the thirty-first day of Mareh, 
eighteen hundred and fifty, the day of his death, and 
that his accounts on the books of the Treasury be bal- 


ANCEM eee eeceeeeeeeseeecees serseri renees [Indefinite] 


By the act for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Wetonsaw, son of James Conner. ; 
For the amount secured to said Wetonsaw in schedule B 
of the treaty of January fourteenth, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-seven, with the Saginaw Chippewa m- 
IANS... ce cse wees wee re eees cee 8400 00 


By the act for the relief of William P. Bowhay. 


For severe personal injuries received by him whilst em- 
ployed by the United States on board the frigate Congress 
and which rendered him a cripple for life.......$800 0 

By the act for the relief of Mrs. Jane M. Me- 
Crabb, widow of the late Captain John W. 
McCrabb, assistant quartermaster, United 
States Army. 

For commissions for disbursements of special appropria- 
tions by her late husband, Captain John W. MeCrabb, 
prior to the thirtieth of September, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-eight... .ccescceeee reese a -85,293 96 


By the act for the relief of M. C. Gritzner. 
For compensation and damages on account of the rescind- 
ing by the Government of a contract made with the Com- 
missioner of Patents, on the thirtieth day of March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, for the execution of 
descriptions and illustrations of the Patent Office report 
for that year, before the work was completed....379 77 


By the act for the relief of the surviving grand- 
children of Colonel William Thompson, of the 
revolutionary army of South Carolina. f 

For the half pay for life, to which their ancestor, the said 
Wiliam Thompson, was entitled, under the resolutions 
of Congress, for his services as colonel as aforesaid, 
throughout the war of the Revolution, the said Colonel 
William Thompson having elected not to take the com- 
mutation of five years’ full pay...sessisse 6+ 6+87,388 82 


By the act for the relief of Samuel J. Hensley. 
For twelve hundred and eighty-five head of cattle by him 
actually delivered in May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
two, to the agents of the United States for the use of the 
the Indians in California, as found by the Court of 
CAMS. cseceee te ceeeceeeeenteesees ceeees G96;375 00 
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By the act for the relief of Charles James Lan- 

man. 

For his services and expenses while acting as a receiver 
of the United States land office at Monroe, Michigan, 
from eighteen hundred and twenty-three to eighteen 
hundred and thirty-one....--.+ +++. Fua aD $2,578 81 


By the act for the relief of Guadalupe Estudillo 
de Arguello, widow of Santiago de Arguello. 


For losses of property sustained by him during the period 
of such service, and in consequence thereof, $14,088 00 


By the act for the relief of Israel Johnson. 


To pay to Isracl Johnson, of Cass county, Indiana, for ex- 
penses incurred by order of the commissioners to make 
a treaty with the Miami tribe of Indians, in eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three........e0 3570 00 


By the act for the relief of Shade Calloway. 


Tor work done by him on the Tennessee river, under his 
contract with Brevet Lieutenant Colonel J. McClel- 
land, dated the sixteenth of September, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three, according to the account approved 
and certified by the agent placed in charge of said work 
at the death of the said officer........ essee e ®1,350 00 | 


By the act for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of five deceased clerks in the Philadel- 
phia custom-house. P 

To pay the legal representatives of David Gibson, John B. 
Shull, Eli Valette, William Bryant, and C. G. Treichel, 
deceased, late clerks in the Philadelphia custom-house, 
the sum due them, respectively, for arrears of compen- 
sation, as per certified statement of said custom-house, | 
payable out of the baiance of the surplus emoluments or 
the collector, erroneously deposited, and still remaining 
in the Treasury, in like manner as the other eight sur- 
viving clerks in said custom-house were paid their ar- i 
rears of compensation accruing during the same period, 
and under the same circumstances, as per report of the 
Figgt Comptroller, dated scventh March, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-six, approved by the Secretary of the 
TRCASULY ..ccce cee eeeeeee teen anetee teases ere %9 595 17 


By the act for the relief of W. Y. Hansell, the 
heirs of W. H. Underwood, and the repre- 
sentatives of Samuel Rockwell. 

To pay the balance of the sum of sixty thousand dollars 
reserved in the treaty between the United States and the 
Cheroke nation, (negotiated on the twenty-ninth of De- 
cember, Cighteen hundred and thirty-five, for the pay- 
ment of said claims, and misapplied by the commission- 
ers of the United States to the payment of other 
CIAIMS. sse. s serores oeeeseroree carere reee £30,000 00 


| 
By the act for the relief of James Phelan. 


For his services in prosecuting Craig, indicted be- | 
fore the district Federal court of the United States for 


the northern district of Mississippi, under the appoint- !i 


ment of Hon. Samuel J. Ghotson, on a charge of robbing 


the United States mail......... eee vanes ecetees $250 00 | 
By the act for the relief of the legal representa- 


tives of Sylvester Day, late a surgeon in the | 
United States Army. 

To pay to the legal representatives of the late Sylvester 
Day, a surgeon in the United States Army, in reimburse- | 
meut of that sum paid for medical services at ANogheny 
arsenal y 


By the act for the relief of Peter Rogerson & Son, | 
of St. John’s, Newfoundland, owners of the 
British brig Jessie. | 

For losses incurred by reason of the rescuing of the pas- 


sengers and crew of the American ship Northumberland, | 
in the month of December, eighteen hundred and fifty- | 
seven, when in a sinking condition, and conveying them 

to Cork, Ireland. sesse errr rrr rr rin) 


88 75: 


Toledo, Ohio. 


For the amount paid by said Smith & Hunt as freight and 
l from | 
539; 


t 

| 

Í 

o 

By the act for the relief of Smith & Hunt, of | 
| 


charges on railroad iron transported while in h 
New York city to Toledo, Olio 


By the act for the relief of Maryctt Van Buskirk. | 
For forage, grain, cattle, and other supplies furnished to | 
the American Army by the late Thomas Van Buskirk, ; 
deceased, of Bergen county, State of New Jers uring | 
the revolutionary war....... ia Sere’ TEATES i 


By. the act for the relief of George P. Marsh. 


For all claims he may have on account of special services j| 


rendered by him in Greece in the years eighteen hundred ! 
and fifty-two and eightecn hundred and fifty-three, unde 
instructions from the State Depurtment.......$9,000 00 


By the act for the relief of Francis Dainese. 
For all claims and demands of the s 
upon the United States for his tra 
other expenses, as well as for lo: tE 
in, and connected with, the consulate ¢ 
NOPl€.cserrecseteesacececeeee rece senna asec set 


a 


id Francis Dainese |: 


i! For the invention of a machine for cutting raw hides into | 


By the act for the relief of the Missionary So- 
ciety of the Methodist Episcopal Church. 
For ali claim to the land embraced within the limits of the 
military reservation atthe Dalles, in Oregon Territory, 
and of all claim for damages for destruction of property 
on or near the said land by the United States troops or 
volunteers, or Indians, at any time anterior tothe date of 
said release s.s. cece cee sees sees nee ++ 02+ -$20,000 00 


By the act for the relief of Anson Dart. 


To pay Anson Dart, late superintendent of Indian affairs in 
the Territory of Oregon, the sum of four thousand dollars 
per annum, deducting therefrom twenty-five hundred 
dollars per annum, already received, for the time he 
served as such superintendent, being from the first day 
of July, eighteen hundred and fifty, to the fourth day of 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-threc...... {Indefinite.] 

For all moneys paid and expenses incurred by 
him for the use and benefit of the Government, 
for the services of an extra assistant clerk six 
months, and for the board of the Indiag inter- 
preters employed by him during his term of 
Office as superintendent as aforesaid....,..[Indefinite.] 


By the act for the relief of John Brannan. 


For extra services as librarian in said department from the 


fifteenth of September, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, 
to the fifteenth of January, eighteen bundred and fitty- 
nine, being at the rate of four dollars per day, after de- 
ducting the pay received by him as an employé during 
said time........ +e ee S280 00 


By the act for the relief of R. W. Clarke. 
For extra services performed by him in said office as clerk, 
from January one, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, to Oc- 
tober one, eighteen hundred and fifty-one. ......$225 00 


By the act for the relief of David Myerle. 
For losses, sacrifices, and expenses incurred by him in test- 
ing and establishing the practicability and safety of the 
process of water-rotting hemp, under the direction of the 
Navy Department....ssece eere seee eere cece e 30,000 00 


By the act for the relief of J. R. Crump. 

For his expenses in returning from Santa Fé, in eighteen 
hundred and fifty-uine, and for services, subsequently, in 
aiding Superintendent E. F. Beale in the preparation of 
the official report of his wagon-road exploration..§750 00 


By the act for the relief of Anton L. C. Portman. 
For his services as Dutch interpreter during the negotiation 
of the treaty between the United States and the Empire 
of Japan, from the preliminary preparations to the final 
completion of said negotiations esasa ee £3,000 00 


By the act for the relief of Benjamin Sayre. 


For work and labor under his contract with the United 
States, bearing date December eight, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two, in section sixty-seven of the Cumber- 
land road in Indiana, in the division east of Indianapv- 
lissee £2,043 00 


Demeter ee eens thea nee rene re enee tes 


By the act for the relief of Samuel H. Taylor. 
For extra service performed by him as messenger in the 
office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury from June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, to September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five......eseee ee eraases essee 270 00 
By the act for the relief of Cassius M. Clay. 


For the amount of a judgment, costs, and interest, recov- 
ered against him by one Eliza Bowles for trespass in 
executing a military order of his superior officer in eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, together with interest from 
the first of October, cightecen hundred and forty-eight, 
the date of payment of said judgment, costs, and inter- 
ESlesserocecrocresss $533 20 


By the act for the relief of the heirs or legal rep- | 


resentatives of the estate of Charles H. Mason. 

For the difference between the salary of the Governor of 
the Territory of Washington and the sceretary during the 
time that the Governor of said Territory was absent from 
the Territory by permission of the President, and the 
duties of Governor were discharged by said Charles H. 
MASON erep anire aaen FELN ATERA [Indefinite.} 

By the act for the relief of Philip B. Holmes and 

William Pedrich. 


strips for making hide ropes for the use of the Navy of 
+ =... 83,000 00 


By the act for the relief of Peay and Ayliffe. 


To enable the Postmaster General to adjust the accounts | 
of Peay and Ayliffe, late contractors on mailroute num- 
ber seven thousand five hundred and tiree, in the State 
of Arkansas; and if it appears, from evidence produced 
by said Peay and Ayliffe, or on the files of the Depart- 
ment, that the said contractors, in consequence of the 
weight of the mails, were compelled, between the first 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, and fifteenth day 
of June, cighteen hundred and fifty-seven, to perform | 
extra service, not contemplated in, or covered by, their l 

} 
i 


contract, then the accounts of said contractors for such 
extra service shall be audited and paid ata fair rate of 
COMPCTSALIONs cece crecerceeceseces soacre o ef Ludefinite, } 


By the act for the relief of Emilie G. Jones, ex- 
ecutrix of Thomas P. Jones, deceased, and 
Nancy M. Johnson, administratrix of Walter 
R. Johnson, deceased. 


For the services of the said Thomas P. Jones, as a member 
of the board of examiners, appointed by the Secretary of 
the Navy, under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved March third, eighteen hundred and forty-three, 
entitled “An act to modify the act entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the better security of the lives of passengers 
on board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam,’ ” approved July seventh, cighteen hundred and 
thirty-eight... cc ecsceseeneanteeeteenecrnenre $2,250 00 

For the services of the said Walter R. Johnson, 
as a member of the board of examiners, ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy, under 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
March three, eighteen hundred and forty-three, 
entitled “An act to modify the act entitled 
«An act to provide for the better security of 
the lives of passengers on board of vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam,’ ” ap- 
proved July seven, cighteen hundred and thir- 

TY-€IGHt craveeeveveees 


2,250 00 
$4,500 00 


By the act for the relief of the California Stage 
Company. 

For extra services performed on routes numbers twelve 
thousand five hundred and forty-five and twelve thou- 
sand five hundred and thirty-five, in California, for four 
years ending June thirty, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
CIN ccece cece sveerersenevercsesceeeeree [Indefinite] 


By the act to authorize the settlement of the ac- 
counts of Edward Ely, deceased, late consul of 
the United States at ombay, on principles of 
justice and cquity. 

To settle upon principles of justice and equity the accounts 
of Edward Ely, deceased, late consul of the United States 
at Bombay, and to pay to the legal representatives of the 
said decedent whatsoever sum shall appear to be due 
the said decedent upon the settlement of the said ac- 
COUNL sessossesessesererssaresarerer aeee ee [Indefinite] 


By the act for the relief of David Waldo. 


For the amount of damages awarded by the report of the 
quartermaster general of the United States Army for the 
non-fulfillment on the part of the Government of a con- 
tract mađe with him in May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, for delivering corn at Fort Laramie, and the pay- 
ment of which is recommended by the Secretary of 
WAL cieisccancsaxdivegvdacsederer cerca eiea B0980 00 


By the act for the relief of Mrs. A. W. Angus, 
widow of the late Captain Samuel Angus, 
United States Navy. 


For the amount of pay which he would have received if 
he had remained in the Navy, from the date of his dis- 
missal to the date of his death, at the same rate he was 
drawing when dismissed {Indefinite.J 


By the act for the relief of Sheldon McKnight. 


For carrying the United States mail from Cleveland, Ohio, 
and Detroit, Michigan, to Mackinaw, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Marquotte, Copper Harbor, Eagle Harbor, Eagle River, 
and Ontonagon, Michigan, La Pointe and Superior, Wis- 
consin, during the years from eighteen hundred and forty- 
nine to eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, inclusive, in 
all cases where it is shown to the satisfaction of the 
Postmaster General that said mail was carricd by author- 
ity of the postmasters or agents of the Post Office De- 
partment, and without a contract with said Department, 
an amount equal per trip to that now allowed by the 
Department for the same service, deducting therefrom 
the amount heretofore paid . [Indefinite.} 


By the act for the relief of E. George Squier, of 
New York. 


For outfits to the Republics of Central America, and bal- 
ance of salary duc him as minister of the United States 
tosaid Republics. ..e.ecees soe tees tearessssens $9,937 00 


By the act for the relief of Eli W. Goff. 


For expenses actually incurred by him in his efforts 
faithfully to execute the revenue laws of the United 
States. ccc seeeee $8,500 0U 


By the act for the relicf of Isaac S. Smith, of 
Syracuse, New York. 


| For his work and labor bestowed, for materials furnished, 


and for expenses incurred, in attempting to build for the 
United States a light-house on the Horse Shoe reef, in 
the Niagara river, near Fort Erie, in the province of 
Canada ...seceee 817,743 77 


By the resolution for the relief of Commander H. 
J. Hartstenc, of the United States Navy. 


For extra expenses incurred by him in restoring the bark 
RESON .eescecacecceeateesceesenrescnes see 292,008 69 
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By the resolution for the compensation of Rev. 
R. R. Richards, late chaplain to the United 
States penitentiary in the District of Columbia. 


For his half year’s salary, ending June thirtieth, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven, 00 00 


piene Cr ei 


By the resolution for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John A. Frost, deceased. 


To extend the provisions of the first section of the act en- 
titled “ An act for the relief of the forward officers of the 
late exploring expedition,’ approved February first, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-nine, so as it shall be construed to 
embrace the claim of John A. Frost, who was acting 
boatswain of the United States brig Porpoise in said ex- 
pedition, from January first, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
nine, to July seventh, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
and that the amount found due to him shall be paid to 
his legal representatives.. sesser eses vao e [Indefinite.] 


By the joint resolution for the relief of Thomas 
C. Ware. 


For services rendered by him to the Government of the 
United States at the request of D. O. Morton, late dis- 
trict attorney of the United States, in the case of the 
United States vs. Lyman Cole and others, indicted and 
tried in the circuit court of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Ohio, at the October term, A. D. eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three... cs ceseesecereeseee ere $1,500 00 


RECAPITULATION. 


Legislative, executive, judicial, civil, and miscellane- 
esasseses o. e 813,129,862 75 
1,158,380 00 


OUS co esecrentvcrceerovccers 
Diplomatic and consular............ 
Indian department, revolutionary, invalid, 

and other pensions 
Army, fortifications, Military Academy, and 

military roads...... 
Naval service.. 
*Post Office, for 1860. . 
Post Office, for 1861... ceseceeeeevveeeeee 19,024,022 75 


$87,434,803 74 


. 10,461,030 02 


I].—Orricers CREATED AND THE SALARIES 
THEREOF, 
(Prepared in the Office of the Secretary of the Senate.) 


By the act (chap. 10) making appropriations for | 


fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Ponca In- 
dians, and with certain bands of Indians in the 
State of Oregon and Territory of Washington, 
for the year ending June 30, 1860. 


For the Ponca Indians 


An interpreter, miller, engineer for the mill, (if one be 
necessary,) and farmer. Compensation not stated. 


For the Dwamish and other allied tribes in Washing- 
ton Territory. 
An instructor or instructors of an agricultural and indus- 
trial school. Compensation not stated. 
One blacksmith, one carpenter, one farmer, and one 
physician. Aggregate compensation three thousand dol- 


lars. 
Makah tribes. 


Teachers of an agricultural and industrial school. Num- 
ber and compensation not stated. 

One blacksmith, one carpenter, one farmer, and one 
physician: Aggregate compensation three thousand dol- 
Jars. 


Walla-Walla, Cayuses, and Umatilla tribes. 


Two millers, one farmer, one superintendent of farming 
operations, two school teachers, one blacksmith, one wagon 
and plow maker, and one carpenter and joiner. Aggregate 
compensation ten thousand dollars. 

Yakama Nation. 

One superintendent of teaching and two teachers. Ag- 
gregate compensation two thousand two hundred dollars. 

One superintendent of farming, two farmers, two black- 
smiths, one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and one 
wagon and plow maker. Aggregate compensation six thou- 


sand four hundred dollars. 
One physician, at a salary of one thousand dollars. 


Nez Percé Indians. 


One superintendent of teaching and two teachers. Ag- 
gregate compensation two thousand two hundred dollars. 

One superintendent of farming, two farmers, two millers, 
two blacksmniths, one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, 


and one wagon and plow maker. Aggregate compensation | 


six thousand four hundred dollars. 
One physician, at a salary of one thousand dollars. 


*This amount embraces a double appropriation for 


$3,126,324 tor the same object; one being an appropriation i 


out of any moncy in the Treasury,and contingent upon 


the insufficiency of the revenues of the Post Office De- | 


partment, out of which the other is appropriated to meet 
the same. 


{This amount embraces a double appropriation for ; 


$5,007,424 75 for the same object; one being an appropria- 


tion out of any money in the Treasury, and contingent upon | 
the insufficiency of the revenues of the Post Office De- | 


artment, out of which the other is appropriated to meet 
e BAUME, 


3,427,223 93 | 
15,476,962 01 | 
| 24:757;322 98 | 
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| 


Flatheads and other confederated tribes. 

For employment of suitable instructors, (number not 
stated,) one thousand two hundred dollars. 

Two farmers, one blacksmith, one tinner, one gunsmith, 
one carpenter, two millers, and one wagonand plow maker. 
Aggregate compensation five thousand four hundred dollars. 

One physician, at a salary of one thousand dollars. 


Confederated tribes and bands in middle Origon. 


One farmer, one blacksmith, one wagon and plow maker. 
agregate compensation three thousand five hundred dol- 
ars. : 


One physician, one sawyer, one miller, one superin- 
tendent of farming operations, and one scho®! teacher. 
Aggregate compensation five thousand dollars. 


Molel Indians. 


One carpenter and joiner, compensation not stated, and 
one additional farmer, at a salary of six hundred dollars. 


Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute Indians. 


An instructor or instructors of an agricultural and indus- 
trial school. Compensation not stated. 

_One blacksmith, one carpenter, one farmer, and one phy- 

sician. Aggregate compensation three thousand eight hun- 


dred dollars. 
S’Klallams. 


_ One blacksmith, one farmer, one carpenter, and one phy- 
Sician. Aggregate compensation three thousand dollars. 


By the act (chap. 37) supplemental to an act en- 
titled “ An act providing for the taking of the 
seventh and subsequent censuses of the United 
States, and to fix the number of the members 
of the House of Representatives, and provide 
for the future apportionment among the several 
States,’’ approved May 23, 1850. 

One chief clerk, and, at the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior, such other clerks of the first class as the 
requirements of the service may demand, of whom the 
Secretary may advance from time to time not more than 


ten to the second class, nine to the third class, and six to 
the fourth class, Compensation not stated. 


By the act (chap. 48) to carry into effect a con- 
vention between the United States and the Re- 
public of Paraguay. 

A commissioner, whose duty it shall be, conjointly with 
the commissioner of Paraguay, to investigate the claims 
of the United States and Paraguay Navigation Company 
against the Government of Paraguay. Compensation fifteen 
hundred dollars. 

A secretary to said commissioner. Compensation one 
thousand dollars. 


By the act (chap. 50) to create-an additional land 
district in Washington Territory. 


A register and receiver. Salary two thousand five hun- 
dred dollars, and office rent. 


By the act (chap. 56) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1860. 

For compensation to the interpreter to the mission to 
Japan, from January 1 to June 30, 1860, twelve hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

To defray the expenses of such delegates as may be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States to attend a 
meeting of the International Statistical Congress at Lon- 
don, in July, 1860, five thousand dollars. 


By the act (chap. 62) to authorize the President 
of the United States, in conjunction with the 
State of California, to run and mark the bound- 
ary lines between the Territories of the Uni- 

ted Sates and the State of California, 

A superintendent or commissioners to run and mark the 


boundary IInes between the Territories of the United States 
and the State of California. Compensation not stated. 


By the act (chap. 130) providing for additional 
terms of the United States circuit and district 
courts in the State of Kentucky. 


A deputy clerk, to reside at Louisville. Compensation 


not stated. 
A deputy clerk, to reside at Covington. Compensation 


not stated. 


A deputy clerk, to reside at Paducah. Compensation | 


not stated. 


By the act (chap. 134) to change the location of 
the custom-house for the district of Brazos de 
Santiago from Point Isabel to Brownsville, in 
the State of Texas. 


A deputy collectorof customs, who shall reside and kee; 
his office at Brazos de Santiago. Compensation notstated. 


By the act (chap. 135) to amend an act regulating 
the diplomatic and consular system of the Uni- 
ted States. 

The President is authorized to appoint a representative 
to the Kingdom ef Sardinia of the grade of envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary, who shall receive an 
annual compensation of twelve thousand dollars. 

A secretary of legation to Sardinia, who shall receive an 
annual compensation of one thousand cight hundred dol- 
lars. Sre 


36TH CONG.. 


By the act (chap; 136) to amend: an aet entitled 
“ An act in addition to the acts prohibiting the 
slave trade?” 7: ae ree 

. An agent or agents to receive upon the coast of ‘Africa. 
the recaptured Africans sent back by the United States to 

Africa.” Compensation not stated. a oak 


By the act (chap.:142) to amend an act approved 
the 3d day of March, 1847, entitled « AR ‘actto 

- establish a port of entry at Saluria, in the State 
of. Texas, and for other purposes.’’ 


A deputy collector for the port of Corpus Christi. Com- 
pensation five hundred dollars per annum and fees. . 


By the act (chap. 157) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of ithe In- 
dian department, and for falfling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1861. 


Two teachers of manual labor schools for the Pawnee 
Indians. Aggregate compensation twelve hundred dolars. 
Two blacksmiths, one of whom to be a gunsmith and 
tinsmith, for the Pawnee Indians. Aggregate compensa- 
tion twelve hundred dollars. 
i Kamiti for the Pawnees. Compensation twelve hundred 
ollars. : 
Two superintendents of Indian affairs in California, at 
a salary each of thirty-six hundred dollars per annum: - 
Each superintendent to appoint a supervisor for his dis- 
trict, at an annual-salary of eighteen hundred dollars, and 
four laborers, at fifty dollars per month. 
An engineer for the grist and. saw-mills at Leech lake, 
for the Pillager and Lake Winnebagoshish bands, for one 
year. Compensation six hundred dollars. 


By the act (chap. 163) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year ending , 
the 30th of June, 1861. 

One signal officer, to be added to the staff of the Army, 
with the rank, pay, and allowances of a major of cavalry. 
Four surgeons. Pay, eighty dollars per month and allow- 

ances. k 
Four assistant surgeons. Pay, fifty-three dollars, and 

thirty-three and one third cents per month and allowances. 
Six commissioners to examine into the organization, sys- 

tem of discipline, and course of instruction, of the United 

States Military Academy. For defraying the expenses of 

the commission, fifteen hundred dollars, 


By the act (chap. 179) to carry into effect provis- 
ions of the treaties between the United States, 
China, Japan, Siam, Persia, and-other coun- 
tries, giving certain judicial powersto ministers 
and consuls or other functionaries of the United 
States in those countries, and, for other. pur- 
poses. 


One marshal for the United States consular court in Ja- 
pan, four for the consular court in China, one for the con- 
sular court in Siam, and one for the consular court in 
Turkey, who shall each receive an annual salary of one 
thousand dollars and fees. i 


By the act (chap. 181) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1861. ` 
Pursers in the Navy hereafter to be styled paymasters 3 

to perform the same duty and receive the same pay as be- 

fore. 

Commission to examine into and report on the quality 
and probable quantity of coal to be found on the lands of 
the Chiriqui Improvement Company, and the practicability 
of a railroad across the Isthmus of Chirigui. To pay the 
expenses of the said commission, ten thousand dollars. 


By the act (chap. 188) for the final adjustment of 
rivate land claims in the Statesof Florida, 
ouisiana, and Missouri, and for other pur- 

poses. ; 


Commissioners for adjusting land titles in Florida, Lou- 
isiana, and Missouri. ‘The registers and receivers in Flor- 
ida and Louisiana, within their respective land districts 
and the recorder of land titles for the city of St. Louis anè 
Missouri, to act as commissioners. No cqmpensation fixea 
by the act. 


By the act (chap. 205) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of Government for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1861. 

An interpreter and translatofin the executive office, Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico. Compensation five hundred dol- 
ars. 

By the act (chap. 211) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Chief engineer of the Washington aqueduct. Compen- 
sation not fixed by the act. 

By the act (chap. 213) to establish two Indian 
agencies in Nebraska Territory and one in the 
Territory of New Mexico. 


Three additional agents for the Indian service, at an 
annual salary of one thousand five hundred dollars each 5 
one for the Indians in the Territory of New Mexico, one 
for the Ponca tribe, and one for the Pawnees in Nebraska 


Territory. 
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: Appropriations, New Offices, de. 


By tbe joint resolution (No, 25) in relation to the 
eure -. public printing. ` 

The Superintendent of Public Printing shall appoint 
foreman of printing, atan annual salary of eighteen hun- 
dred ‘dollars; a foreman of binding, at an annual salary 
of eighteen hundred dollars; proof-readers, compositors, 
pressmen, laborers, and other hands necessary to execute 
the public printing. Compensation not fixed by the reso- 
lution. 


Ill.—Orrices, THE SALARIES OF WHICH HAVE 
BEEN INCREASED, WITH THE AMOUNT OF SUCH 
INCREASE. 

By the act (chap. 67) to increase and regulate the 
`. pay of the Navy of the United States. 


The senior flag-oflicer of the Navy, on leave or 
. waiting orders, an increase Of..esesss eseo 
Captains of squadrons, an increase Of..eses sere 
Allother captains, on duty at sea, an increase 


1,000 00 
Sio 00 


Ofisivsssssiveuvesveiaccseeesnivesdessene 100.00 
On other duty, an increase Ofsssessosse coe 100 00 
Onleave or waiting orders, an increase of, . 500 00 
Commanders : : 
On duty at sea : 
For the first five years after the date of com- 
© mission, an increase of..... sasignvdewecsse:, (920-00 
For the second five years after the date of 
his commission, an increase of..,....... 650 00 
On other duty: 
For the first five years after date of commis- 
Sion, an increase Of......ceeeecsereeeeese 562 00 
For second five years after date of commis- 
BION, AN increase Of. ceseseeesesverseesess 725 00 
All other commanders, an increase of...... 450 00 
Lieutenants commanding, at sea, an increase of 750 00 
Lieutenants, after seven years’ sea-service, when 
on duty at sea, an increase Of,.....eseee 200 00 
Lieutenants: 
i After nine years? sea-service, an increase of 400. 00 
After eleven years’ sea-service, an increase 
Of eee bas veieneaage PEOR TEOR Nea «+» 600 00 
After thirteen years’ sea-service, an increase 
E Ofvacaccneedecreecesecsecossecsscesseccns 750 00 
On other duty: 
After seven years’ sea-scrvice, an increase 
After nine years’ sca-service, an increase of 200 09 
After cleven years’ sea-service, an increase 
Ofesssonnoeissosesssessosonesesosse sooo 300-00 
After thirteen years’ sea-service, an inerease 
Obvepennseraccrorecsrosessveeesssenssese 375 00 
On leave or waiting orders : 
After seven years’ sea-service, an increase 
Of aecpacecrestnerccnsecesncearerissesres 66 00 
After nine years’ sea-service, aninerease of 133 00 
After eleven years’ sea-service, an increase 
Ofeeissa sisis mersor seertiagiaveacsesrce 0000 
After thirteen years’ sea-service, an increase 
Os esvice bie seeverseeeencwers scene sana (250.00 
Chaplains, to be paid as lieutenants. 
Masters in the line of promotion: 
On Guty at sea, an increase OL.,ecsecveesees 200 00 
On other duty, an increase of.. . 100 00 
On leave or waiting orders, an i 75 00 
Passed midshipmen : 
When on duty at sea, an increase of....... 250 00 
On other duty, an Increase Of.,.....eeerres 50 00 
On leave or waiting orders, an increase of.. 50 00 
Midshipmen : 
On duty at sea, an increase Of. .....eeeeeee . 150 00 
On other duty, an increase Ofsssssasesssreo 150 00 
On leave or waiting orders, an increase of.. 150 00 
Surgeons: 
On duty at sea : 
First five years after date of commission, an 
Increase Of cece caserccenecerncserereces 866 67 
Second five years after date of commission, 
AN INCreaSe Of... cee ce ence en eee caasaa 800 00 
Third five years after date of commission, 
“AN INCTCASE Of... cersreeeeseeees 733 34 
Fourth five years after date of comm: 
AM increase Of cesee veer eect ereecreeees 666 67 
Twenty years and upwards after date of 
commission, an increase of.... .... + 60000 
Surgeons of fleets are paid three thousand 
three hundred dollars, being an increase 
of the highest rate of pay heretofore al- 
owed, OF. ce cerceeees rere riers . 600 00 


On other duty: 

First five years after date of commission, an 
INCLEASC Of. cerecsscccecsecreseescacer -o 

Second five years after date of commission, 
an increase Of. .........-000- ETERRA . 

Third five years after date of commission, 
an increase Of... .ccceeeees crecesev sees 

Fourth five years after date of commission, 
r increase Of. yas susrela Fer 

TWenty years after date of commi 
increase Of... eeeee 

On leave or waiting orders : 

First five years after date of commission, an 
ENCTEASE Of... sissors rros di er ceneeneree 

Second five years after date of commission, 
an increase of..... antares PETE E 

Third five years after date of commission, 
an INCTEASE Of. ese sussseseraseroresorrees 

Fourth five years after date of commission, 
A A TE T E ETE 

Twenty years and upwards after date of 
commission, an increase of... 

Passed assistant surgeons : 

On duty at sca, an increase Of. .sesssessose 

On other duty, an increase Of. ....sseasecee 

On leave or waiting orders, an increase of.. 

Assistant surgeons: 

On duty at sea, an increase Of. ......eeeeee 

On other duty, an increase Of.......c. sese 

On leave or waiting orders, an increase of.. 

Paymasters, (pursers :) 

Notx.—The difference between the pres- 
ent and former pay of pursers cannot be 
stated, in consequence of the present mode 
of sealing or classing them, which is by date 
ofcommission. The highest sea-guing pay 
heretofore allowed was, for ships-of-the- 
line, $3,500; while the highest allowed by 
the present act is, for twenty years and up- 
wards after date of commission, $3,100. The 
lowest sea-going pay heretofore allowed 
was, for brigs, schooners, and steamers less 
than first elass, €1,500. The lowest now 
allowed is, for the first five years after date 
of commission, $2,000. . 

On duty at sea: i 

First five years after date of commission, 
$2,000, being an increase of the lowest 
sea-going pay heretofore allowed of...... 

Second five years after date of commission, 
$2,400, being an increase of the next low- 
est sea-going pay of pursers Of.......56- 

Third five years after date of commission, 
$2,600, being a decrease of $400 in the pay 
heretofore allowed pursers of this class. 

Fourth five years after date of commission, 
$2,900, being $100 less than the last men- 
tioned elass. 

Twenty years and upwards after date of com- 
mission, $3,100, being $400 Jess than the 
highest sca-going pay heretofore allowed. 
(See note above.) 

On other duty: 
First five years after date of commission, 


$1,800, an increase of....... 
Second five years after date of commission, 
$2,100, an increase Of...sesseese a eeeeee . 


Third five vcars after date of commission, 
$2,400, bheing S160 less than heretofore 
allowed to pursers stationed at receiving 
ships at Boston, New York, and Nor- 
folk. 

Fourth five years after date of commission, 
$2,600, being an increase of the highest 
“ other duty”? pay Of..sessessosssosooa se 

Twenty years and upwards after date of com- 
mission, $2,800, being an increase of the 
pay of the last mentioned class of pur- 
SEIS Ofsesee 

On leave or wating orders: 

First five years after date of commission, 
$1,400, an increase Of....ecseeeee seeeee 

Second five years after date of commission, 
$1,600, an increase Of......cesereceeenns 

Third five years after date of commission, 


$1,800, an increase Of....... seeceeseceas 
Fourth five years after date of commission, 
$2,009, an increase of...... Sadie t... 


Twenty years and upwards after date o 
mission, $2,250, an increase Of......eeee 


com- 


$750 00 


650 00 
600 00 
550 60 


600 00 
600 00 
500 00 
500 00 
560 00 
300 00 
250 00 
250 00 
300 00 


100 00 
159 00 


i 
| 


Professors of mathematics: 
On duty, an increase Of. .......44 Gayssia? 
On leave or waiting orders, an increase of.... 


| Engineers, when on duty: 
700 00 |j 


Every chief engineer on duty for first five 
years after date of commission, an in- 
crease Of.... 

Sccond five years after date of 
an increase Of.,....+. 

Third five years after date of commis: 
an incredse Of, ....6..+ 

After fifteen years after date of commi 
an increase Of. .....cseene eee 

On leave or waiting orders: 


commis 


| Every chief engineer after fifteen years after 


date of commission, an increase of...... 
Every first assistant engineer, when on duty, 
an increase Of... cases ee ee coe teeeeereee 
On leave or waiting orders s.s... RTT 
Every second assistant engineer, when on 
duty, an increase of.... 
on leave or waiting or 
Of cvevcccccccccceeten . 


| Every boatswain, gunner, carpenter, and 
sailmaker, on duty at sea, for the first three 
years of sea-service after date of war- 
FANE cose EEP PE E atuoaa viata are 
Second three years of sea-service after date 
of warrant, an increase Of.......e+seeeee 
Third three years of sea-service aftor date of 
Warrant, an inerease Ofsspessoeasesosscrse 
Fourth three years’ sea-service after date of 
warrant, an increase Of......+..- weetene . 
For twelve years? sea-service and upwards 
after date of warrant, an increase of..... 


| 
| When on other duty: 
i 


First three years’ sea-service after date of 
warrant, an increase Of......sessenossees 


i 
i 
| 
| Warrant, an increase Of..... sesssressses 
i 
| 
i 


j 


Second three years’ sea-service after date of 
warrant, an increase Of........ 


i Third three years’ sea-service after date of 


Warrant, an Increase Ofsssssereereoesers, 
Fourth three years’ sea-service after date of 


li Warrant, an INCrease Of... csresee cree sees 


Twelve years’ sea-service and upwards after 

date of warrant, an increase Of........+5 

On Jeave or waiting orders: ; 

First three years’ sea-service after date of 
warrant, no increase. 


Second three years’ sea-service after date of 


Third three years’ sea-service after date of 
warrant, an increase Of....sssesessseseao 
Fourth three years’ sea-service after date of 

warrant, an Increase Of...sssesaesessaeso 
‘Twelve years? sca-service and upwards after 
the date of warrant, an increase of.,.... 


ii The officer now charged with experiments in 


| gunnery atthe navy-yard, Washington, shal 
| receive the sea-service pay of the grade next 
; above him. i 


: By 


j 
| 
i of confirmed private land claims.’* 


$300 00 


160 00 


300 00 
200 00 
450 00 
600 00 


100 00 


250 00 
50 00 


200 00 
150 00 


150 00 
200 00 


46 00 
442 09 
188 00 
234 00 
334 00 


58 00 
116 06 
174 00 
232 08 
332 09 


28 00 
92 00 
156 00 
256 00 


the act (chap. 128) to amend an act entitled 
“ An act to define and regulate the jurisdiction 
of the district courts of the United States in 
California in regard to the survey and location 


j! The judge of the United States forthe northern district of 
California, to continue for two years from the passage of 


the act, an increase Of ...s.sssssessoasessase $1,000 00 
: The judge of the United States for the southern 

district of California, to continue for two 

years from the passage of the act, an increase 

Ofsaessrsssansaasageseesaasorersrrtsrss aros 


. 500 00 


By the act (chap. 186) to amend “ Anact to pro- 


vide forextending the laws and judicial system 
of the United States to the State of Oregon, and 


for other purposes,” 


«3500 00 


i; The judge of the United States for the district of Oregon, 
an increase Of. ...eeee cree pene e eee eeteeen eee 


